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AUz e Agd] B AFEL AUAE F2P] AsiME 1987} Fdste] A= wdo2A I ARITE o
A2 ARAoz AYsol dckn TR AT AAsehe Y Pl o Esle} RE /¥ AUA B2
o] AR O UL & UL AAA e M E o8] odA7} k. ol 71Ee fAs dFEc] FBY A 5
3 BAlo] AZSWA BA4 o) T b AU F2e] o] FAY F Urke FHL AAAAD A B 9
. Z AIEE o] BRYE FH02 AR AT} o] ol W] dale) B we] G4 AP FHl ANt
£ o). B AuA| 29 o] kbl wAsc, ol AR AU FEe] £ A ggeiA e
2 ol 71gRe YAAE FAAD AUAE 328 F e AL ohv], ARIFE 2 BRY 94 YA B2
o #U% 20 ohjtn & + Ut

2R AQGA 2 BN, AGAe] ARAS, AGAE AR BE5Y, A AdA FEeAE AR B2
vl 7 Aoz AR 783 ATt AUA 32 4% 71T AYRHeE ANEieH, AvA BE
o) Ago) wel AR}, AAss FAA Y3z}, BAs) LA 3R st F o= @ 7 AdEAE Y
oz AMgsp] o FRdc AZEY e B, A 3 FAYe] £ Atdle At FAH
748, AGAE AUA B25o| Hojud Aol Rt T AL, AA AU FEeA7 2R BF
d= 2438 53 7198} Adshe Aoz AU AL AGAY FARH] WHAE AP Ale
folu|g A7k €297 golA olo] i ¥ A7} a7EY B wBe AU FEE A4 ZIMERT 138
= o o) ozaA gn, AdAs FuH AWl U 28 B AL AR F ged, o= 2%
o] 71 ZFHAARS] s ALAE g AUA F29] 38l we} ZRAk: F4E Adstn, o€ 4THo=
AZAThE ol oojE #E 5 ATt

2Alol: AdA, AHE4, d2teh, AAs, AaEt

..........................................................................................

| . 2XIHI7] ofo] A& 4715 2 Rumelt(1974)°l 28} Al
o ZA7} AZAHoz FHE o F, AuAEe gzt
3 A7 718 228 DRl E AFFAE
Ansoff(1965)°] &lal AUAVe] Aol AR F sz A uigeA =k AT grge

=284 2011, 9 HriEm™: 2012. 2

1) A2 (synergy)e “# Y#cHworking together) & 2In19) 2220 ‘synergos I FALUAH(Goold & Campbell, 1998).
"040=5 EX AN By Fur AfE ouz o o] LA ch(Ansoff. 1965). olol @t AVAE A FE2BE
A, ohA) e A2 (resource sharing) & 9Jvl3}71% 3(Govindarajan & Fisher, 1990: Gupta & Govindarajan,
1986) AlUx] #28Ee] Az = AU &3}2 ou)a7|E @chAnsoff, 1965 Rumelt, 1974), oo ©t& EE£ 7] §ial
2 =5oME % $0lE AUA F28E AUA Atz Tl AR d



YxY - ATY

TR T

B AFEL AR F2EFY Z2HEQ AYA
3o diaiAT F2 FE 7HAE B, AR
2 %A F2¥ AN 2 B 22FAA
Aletd] didide B A=3le =98 J3gsiA] %
A, FARGE 7|1E AFEL /IYERT 54
g9 AR e g & AlYAE 28 + 3
te 2384 #-d 2As 2 Y. AN =9s
& 83} (centralization) & 53 AUAE FZ
& & e F33 EUH(decentralization) &
B AUAE A28 + e i FRo=
FEdEd.

$4 AYA F29 Fdoz JAZE A¢tEe
ATFEL AUA FEAFM AFAA 23
(coordination)o] B 83}, ol @ 23 < AN
£ 4 ARIRR] BAd AER Y S 7Y
2o AFA AL dche A2 FZ2IoH(Hill, 1988:
Markides & Williamson, 1996). ©|2{§ =gl&
G243l g3 F57 ol 80 HU whde 25 &
FAEE FRAYBHY =eld d7so, FHEA
2] %< (information processing overload) 2%
A AYFEE o o]FAAE FHL oAEF
o zAHA | 71GEF7} FAE F B AY
A &7 B AIEL WA 9 AT E
o] Yg=lefol gk F4PHGoold, Campbell
& Alexander, 1994: Grant, 1996: Tsai &
Ghoshal, 1998). A% Zzte] =ej52 F242
2 93< 7IAR 7] dEel] A BE FBA
33 == B3 anHoz A4¥ & S
AQA o i€ =& A7 24T 4 3ot

A4 A4S 5 AUAE 328 ¢ dda
FAse e, ATHL £ dle 71dETy
AEAYTY S Aogridde A 7RG
ARz AUAE FE37] A3 o8 AdS 7
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Falof steAld e dd o JYgERst
39 AFREEol vlE o d A3 JRE 7}
A3 gz B7] o]FH(Goold, Campbell &
Alexander, 1994: Grant, 1996). t5°] ARQIF
£ 7} BolAFE AYA F29 7|3 e Eoe
T QAR G, B0 F718HAN 719E57} 714
E ARARE =3 4 Jtes e 24 24
tH(Galbraith, 1973: Tushman & Nadler, 1978).
ojlg 7|FERE AUA FE9 FAAe] AXde
2o FAse] AEE Foof AT, FEA
g Rgo] F7lgtE SddMe JAsY FxE
23]8 ¥Fojo} st dane] BAeHA 84 2
dug Az FEFdozAy JA} HAe
FEAL AYA F29 71371 7t e AR &
7} 71deRe] A Rgos A% FAA H
480 2 7o N grjE 7R & F
A3, 2010).

wd YA FEo] AFHo| FLHAY fAIR
A9E 2agozA W99 24 (economies of
scope) & el Aol2f (Panzar & Willig, 1977),
7} AR o] BA3 AUES A2 Hndle I
A FARE AHdo] FAAE #lde AL
2 FESEE J|QENe FEATEL ddEe
2 32 42 F o v T EAAQ A4S
Fhle] M2 7IKE FEetast o (Harrison
et al., 1991), ojd AL ES M2 2o 3=A]
2 A &) RE A9 ol s e A
Z2%< FAEsHolo} & Aot o 7|F2F7} 7t
A FRARGE AR FZE9 739 vlasid
It ErAes 718 9. gk Fdske A
AREE 7o LAY FAKR AdS Fhoke
7S] gt avld oz A4gicin B & 9l

a399 SR 3Aste FEE REFoEHN A
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Muxiel HE: AigAl 2 B3R

B

HA 3285< 8431002 & g A9 #
Age B AUAE R2E F ddz F3e
=] GA] 2N AH 29| FAE O3 F3H 2L
AgAo R o]FojA]7] ofY¥de HYH S iR,
T23te 7|gdEd &3] Tustd AIFAE A
st SleH, ole /WE AR F-E9 AT J3o
<A 8te] Ao o] FojA| = Al 2glo|t}, o
Zt AR F-E2 T2 AR g o =2 A5
€ Aot o B2 A4S Y58 5 glem
dEces A4S AFeA |oh(Hill, 1988:
Markides & Williamson, 1996). %t o|® A}g]
Fio] 2NN A Y] 45 A% Goold
& Campbell, 1998), 9773 tig A& &
o] £4 1 Govindarajan & Fisher, 1990: Gupta
& Govindarajan, 1986: Porter, 1985), ¥4
EE AH AR B85t B ARIFE =S
Algaliol Foha AT AR YA & 3&3
€ BZoA 2318 &dE Aol & Aolx, o]
2 d3f A FE8F Foqsks Ad g ¥
AAQ AL A B Ao, 4¥ dFAEL
AFIFEE 29 §4E B AlUAY oY} v &
< sk FAE dZ2T F U FEHAT
(Goold, Campbell & Alexander, 1994), 714
259 7Mge] flo] ojFojAe 3L 71315394
3% (opportunism) & &3t ABAHRE 713 L
D2 dAAQA gigke] 7] ofFtH(Poppo, 2003).

2oksha, 71EY AFATFNN FEshe vie 2
o] FA}E B £& FUE Bl AUAE F
Zote A2 ATAQ AFeM F2F 5 dde
oltt, tfo] od Aol A = FAY
gto 2 AR E AE}717t of2f ¥ Ade] EAT
Act. o|s #AE 713 A¥AHQ AlE Ghoshal
& Nohria(1989)9] dFoA] FolE 4 9}, o

H oo
Toe A

L -
A

Ao a1 M22 20124 4%

g

datE figt JIgEsel Mex Yy

o ==

2 B2 AU ERT ARIFEYTSE 79EF
25H o B2 A&4E R 98 719e R
sl dFHS PAE 5 idn F33d. & AE
AR ol BAa 2 719 AA Y o] 2 Al
&858 43k 7IgdEte B A9 B4
AFI &l disl 2 EAe] A71A =lof sl AN
&9 283 878 7435k dve Aolth (A 714 -
AT, 2006: FAH, 2008b). AT AT A
F-&o] ojn] FE3 A4S &Hsm gl7] o Fof
02 AT g585S 58l oY g

F717h FBteR Ao A Fojzl SAtAA A
o] &3l th AT AU S T3] B
€ S3staa & 7hs4o] ade Aot oA 2
HAM A SRR B2 AYE BREFE AYA #
29 AAF o9 A5t A5} o] F 7] o Fof
Yz 9] AdL 238 s9sizte Holg,
aeg U8} o] RolA AdeoA T ARIY
o] AlYA] 22 s FE4A 42 xS
BE 5 Qe 3714 diguete] 87E T

BE AL S B AHER] AUA FEe dl
d B2 KA G olfe AlUA FE9 Z8
g A ¥7] dioltt. wekd 71g 2RI} &
Z ARIERel dig ojd v FRE ATgoeA
AR F&e 84S vhEo] FoiA 3 AldY-
Fo2HH 24 gxg oA A o|Zojd £
A Zojg, oje} Al A9 AFAEL A
A5l did A7t Al AFA A4 9 e
AT P =Y 2 AFEY 43 §
< 7 n¥fshe "FRA AHH7Hsubjectivity in
performance evaluation)'S £ AUz & 3=
& 4 Aoz XA Govindarajan & Fisher,
1990: Gupta & Govindarajan, 1986: Hill,
Hitt & Hoskisson, 1992). &x|et F34 A}

L
=
o

=
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oA - ATy

S————————EE LI e e e e

HA7be 719887} Adsol sk ARFS 7
717] o] FIFHeE AYA ] AP &S ¥
AYA g 0] AA7E FAEL FOT o
g4 AuA 232 Sdze] e FE4 A
3 7te] AHgo] 7H3A A|gd da7t g
AR Y EE B AUAE 2 T Sle
T Aol AT 4+ o, A47e] ¥4
zo AT F4L FAd A2 JsE #UT
% ik, 23 ofd wo] YA F2< 4
3 HA9 $do] 9 F UL AAHN? ol AHL
2 AR A2 o] FAUA o we} 2t
3 & 4 9L Ao 53 AAE 5 AvAE
328 4 dda FRte FF =952 AKRFE
E 7t FATHE AR 2o £L FAA
zA02 HA%o 2H(David & Thomas, 1993:
Tanriverdi & Venkatraman, 2005), Ald#]9|
wo|7t AR EA BPoE F2EE o|EY. 17
22 AYA 22 9% oS F2B4d A
=02 JEME AUA F29 I A 2%
o) g ZE7} AR e o]FojAo} & Aolrt,
B =R 2R 7|E9] AR EA EdA B
U AYA 332 93 71gRRe ot AE4
o] ZA)5H, AlUA B2 Ao FoAAA ¢
2 71gERs 53 A AEReR ASE
oz AYA ZAg AxHoz AYd FZ F
Jrte 4L AzAoz FHste do Aok °f
2 98 B =52 AGA 7 A4, AGA] B4
A AGALY AYA FE%5Y, AGA AUA
F20A 2 AYA FZ9 Y| 7HA BFez 2
T glon, ztzte] Arste) mhe} AU o] 93 7|

JBE A A} ol BA7} B 7] Wi 7%
pue A5 AP FH4 Ayt 243t
2Ase =344 Aawst F ol & 7 AYE
Ae dyFoz AM4st gche AHEE S AA
& glch?

Il. 02 HiZ

2.1 Aluxle| dFn} FAst

thztsl AT Yol AR #F E=oEd Uit
Aoz tsiA g AAAFE AUA F2E3
g nXe 8% 28R AAUG
Rumelt(1974) AIIREES 79 #ARA] 52
+2 APTHY 718013 S 5§ vl E8Zo] &0
Aoz BATGAS AFE sk 719] vHd
o3 A Aste 71hl vid o &L B4R
248 4 Jdzn FHNA. ol F e F5
A7ES0] oy F49 et W3l S 1
9928 (Amit & Livnat, 1988: Bettis, 1981:
Bettis & Mahajan, 1985: Hitt & Ireland,
1986: LeCraw, 1984: Palepu, 1985: Rumelt,
1974, 1982 Teece, 1980, 1982: Varadarajan
& Ramanujam, 1987), 2 23} tzi3t Ay
719439 #AE Yelge Y5 dA4E A7
o g2 AugaA G FE L5 A7A
E2 AT AR AR F28F B
=2 243 dd 3o F83 4% vl

9) ¥ A7 "z A%E mhEckStructure follows strategy) & Chandler(1962)8] &=¢jdl 2A3la SIcHHill, 1988: Markides
& Williamson, 1996; Rumelt, 1974). 3X|%} o]ske @2 “A¥o] F2& wfErHStrategy follows structure) & 4uHd A1z
& Za3hel(Hall & Sias, 1980), olo] tha Aiubute] t=o} E3 SIcHAIES, 2010).
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Muixlel a8: HI‘HAI ZF Il%i‘%-% i‘ﬁﬂ! ?!E* 7I‘§E-r-l L 7H2I

T T TR e e

FA89cHGovindarajan, 1986: Gupta &
Govindarajan, 1986: Govindarajan & Fisher,
1990). o]E& AYA F&HAM Fitele 23
5ol ARIFEY FA4S B EAE T
uks}7) o ol B3R i A& 3o A
Aoz g 875 979 Heo] Apis) Ao
vl AldA|9] e o B wetn Agdd.

o] ATEL FAFEY Aodx BT *l
A Ao dig 7|24 74 o] FLdite
$4¢ 7RG, dzsidze AUA 32EF %
oo AANde AFEL AYA F28Fl
AIREE 7o) FAA 7)8HE Fa o] FojTh

1 FARY ARRF-EE e BEAL 7|40l A

23 A9 o3 2 e, od Adg L
2 A58 AA = AF oz JIdER udd 9
8 A& A =2 (Porter, 1987) AlUAe 932 7]
AERq tn & 4 Qi

FH AT %ﬁz*?rﬁr Ay 3285
9 #Ad 24 R AFEL S AFS
A5E YA S %—?'} HI%E%H 349
ARz F430. v gd7dL AT ARiF-Ee 9
82 3= AdH FYFAY fAE AdE ol
g2 ARIEE] 72 JAY e ARIFER 7
Fog Esle A ASFo M o]FofAA H
. BYAY fARE AdE TR M E
A A RS M2 FAAQ L Aok & Aon
(Davis & Thomas, 1993: Hill & Hcskisson
1987), AlYl TEEZRLE —T“é‘?"i’*l A5
g 7t #HAY AxE A - 71
dEFolmg Az HHLE °=|53.5] 7]%%%‘*01]
Aotz &+ Qo

a3 AAe] 93 F 719ERd de
7k7 wteAl 23X e g ARIN-Eol 553 #

Ao 41 H2% 20124 48

g

golu 71&(skil) & EREo2ZA AYAE FE
3l Aol AluAle d3do] A ARIF-E A
AsA 9o, dE 59 od ARIR-Re] FFE A
9 (Ghoshal & Nohria, 1989)¢|u #&Ao] &
2 A9y = o] 7hed FUF A
(Prahalad & Hamel, 1990), =& 54 A4
250l AlUA] 3594 (Goold & Campbell,
1998)% 7t 83 AlgN-2o] BAE S5
£402 A AYAZL 22 Ao

Auzg 9 AyA 23l B8 (power)
9] 7]uto] ©r} ARIFEE 7t BAYS T3 Al
UAE FEshe 45 7198F€ A2 A9
02 A&3AY 7189 ARG AM AFFo2H
A AEE 2HY F Y2EE AYA F9
Yo Yo A4, Fre A AR 49 2
o o Jg2 & BF A €. v
AJE-Eo] BAe 588 Yo A2 A3 A
UA 328%0| dojues Afde i ARFE
gho] 8@ FYHo|v A& olFfstn AHEE &
emg QBRI ARIFES dAlsld 2385
< #831A] £¥H(Grant, 1996). £ 7|QJEF
E AT ARl 719 AAY oS A AlY
Ag FE71E 98h7] Wil AdF-2 A8 <
Z4o] A71A 3, o|Z A& Al F-Ee] 7HA A
Yz @ g} 2385 79 F de 44
7 AeJE AFaAFA B (Ghoshal & Nohria,
1989). 1322 Ajux|e] fdo] 7125 Al
RE Fo ojdo deAld w2} ¥ FeHoz
2385 ¢ 798 AA7H 24dda & £ Ao

2.2 7|YE2F-AISAe] OfaifiAlet FaHH H2HET

Z14ERE 719 AA9 oS FAse HH,
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YA - A7

S i

e A REL AAlo] #ese AdEg o9
< $ANFE oA 719EFY] BAE AY
Aoln? ARIREe] A YL & &
gk, 718H o2 E 7 ARE-2o| A TAE 24
Fozn 71 AA9 ol9o] F4E AT, 7
$o g2t e 719 AA oS A 5 A
Bool £AZ Mol & Y glrt. o] et 2o 7]
QER 9| oja) gt AJ -7 o]aist FF LAse
AL opt} E3] AIGR-Eo tid AAH 7 A
23 Q3o o] & ARRIFEURS SHAA 43
2 YA oz o|FoRA e A VIYGEFS ARIFE
9] ojaj #A7t 439 7HeA L otk EF A
Ux 285e 239 F942 E3A717] B ¥
of Azl T A& djg9 ool &
Ao e 8T A EEo] AUA F&e] A
s HgzAee AT 7hsAel AAA Bt
(Govindarajan, 1986: Govindarajan & Fisher,
1990: Gupta & Govindarajan, 1986). m2bA
71QEEE 719 2R olag ARIF-ES] ofal7t &
A g A5dde ARIE-R d& 34 43

= oy o S e B L

H71E A 4gto2M 713594 Y5 7HsdE A
Ad A3 BeAS 7FA BH(Govindarajan
& Fisher, 1990: Gupta & Govindarajan,
1986: Hill, Hitt & Hoskisson, 1992).

FoA Angrke QiR SRS 23Fo=
N 7148% 9 ARRIRRY olalE dANTIE 7T
2 1A AFA ARFIHE o] FAGH, Al
A 28Fo| A2 Sople A5 7I4EFI 7t
Ae AeA5g A 719ERe AT E
ol EAste ARG BAZ A8 7FEF
' AYA Z37) 2SR 4 o7t AlvA E
Ao oF wWEAx], APAPojMe] A HEY
A, opJd HolA| B AR ugzA P9
2R S Fohhx] g, od B¢ FuFH
A#RHHe AR £974 g0 WAs]
8 2UHZste F0A s 71deETe B
BAREE AANA £ F Ao AT F2F
A#571e] H|Fo| AXNGA, ARIFEL At
Al 12 olHE g ARIFEoU AUA F2EFS
22g 2oz & Rolm, ot 7IPEFIA =

7| -AYF20l Ofeh A

Lz 2
i . yas
- S ATt
AlHxiel
k]
et
ANgwe g3 ;
Fo Hatu)

(a8 1) Aux| AEMg mE 7|gEFe] WS

3) AluAle o) Aapuche AAe) 43tE 2x87] WY (Ansoff, 1965).
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Aluixiel d9: AlFAL ZH AEBRo| #YSHE ISt 72T UHE Y

R T e e s

o2 Felo FrAu &S FHATe 2L 7t
Axtt, gaiAE F8A JHH7te vFo| soid
5 259 240 g ZUHH ¥ Eo] 713t
3, FUH AHte HFo] EojEFE AUA
2853 ¥9¥dE ZUHF v 8o IgE A
oltt. 23 RYHF H] 82 7|4 LT AdRE
olaj A7t A3t F&elM Hashd 4 9low,
ojmfe] F8H JHrhe FET YEAF S
st AUz 23 AAA71A €. e
FUA A7t 71925 AR TR ola @A
7t QA e BT AR F29 Fefvl
g el @ 5 3ld

lll. 274

3.1 AIZAL 2

529 g3 dTFEL AFES e ad
A AR 29 7HE F8 AAedes A
A @cH(Amit & Livnat, 1988: Bettis, 1981:
Bettis & Mahajan, 1985: Christensen &
Montgomery, 1981: Farjoun, 1994: Harrison
et al., 1991: Hitt & Ireland, 1986: LeCraw,
1984: Palepu, 1985: Robins & Wiersema,
1995: Rumelt, 1974, 1982: Teece, 1980,
1982: Varadarajan & Ramanujam, 1987). ©|
L FAMo] & AHREEELS M2 T A4
THU J1eod S Bl v &S ARY AAV B
o082 fAMdo] ¥ AIYFESI Hd o E2
ANE 24 E 4 U FAd(Porter, 1985:
Rumelt, 1982: Teece, 1982).

AYSAT 412 M2z 20124 48

AlIS-E 2 B4 7ke T2 AYAE B2
e Ztde 7192771 Al ZEERRE %
A FdsteAd uet #d4de] =S b2 74
Z & o 2Ez Ayxe 482 ARl XEZ
gloeo 743 B¥8 /e Ed0] € Ao
o 719859 Bk AUAY 2o, AlY
Ao AL 71425l A Hof 7IdEF7H A
Ao 43S FAE 5 eEr YEiE F=H
o2 2385 FYdEn ¥ Ao

7H la: AGAH 3t B 2S5 AGAN
g FAskes F7HE Aol

ARIFES ol FdAe] Ede AL ARTE
59| LAY /AR A FleAY, FYst
AV fARE AabEAS o] &atAY, FYAY f
ARG Al Folu MY AE A FTE AL ujditt
(Davis & Thomas, 1993: Montgomery, 1982:
Nayyar, 1992: Tanriverdi & Venkatraman,
2005). mebq M2 #AEYo] & ARIFEES
FLHAY fARE A4S Ao AlRlA A4
& 7bsAol A, o &7 AMAFEEL 719 9
PRoZE ARARES 207l 98 AR F
A, 719 Widez o & 48 248l 4
3l M2 ZAAFol g 2A7FAA o] Y (self-
interest) 2 FTatEE Algo] IFistd Aot}
ARIFEEL ZFTHH A AYA] &850 od
AFAFFo A frelshA 288 AAA ) disf 2zt
A whgE Zeojxn, AYA AFH7L HASA] g

+ A 49E& g2 ARFEAA Arlsten
& Zlojt}, #HYo] 25 F 472 A9
B ET ofet ARIF-E F osjBAS B3}
T ¢ 7R ARIFEe =93 do]E Y
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A - ATY

9 A1Qere FuAIRGe FA8 Hol A
ol a8z Jl9ERE 4F AdLEd g
4B} A 728 229 M3 YoM A
$EE o) WA FUAFAA AN YEAY
A9 Aoz S BHE2A T Roltt

7Hd 1b: AGAL 3 B-Y0] 2255 AGAL
W Fu4 dagrte 71 Ao

3.2 et

F7 a3t a7 ARIFEE T #EN S
AYA 29 F8% ARz AANFPD A
E 29, 4% d7AEL AR AR
#4E 7 HGovindarajan, 1986: Gupta &
Govindarajan, 1986: Govindarajan & Fisher,
1990). o|59 m2d, A|A 9 F&2 HiMe
AAFE 2 4520l Yestn, 2AEFL 27
9 F94 S 7= FALS g, 1Y)
A719-9 Ak w8z 2o BN S A=
dhe W, apds Ak AAE ey g4 s F
Alstez 97he-9 Adgo] ApEs) A g 27
A& 840 dgFes Adn & 4 Ao,
ZHA st AgEde 9719 AFE FFsee
A E-Eo] AlYA 3E8FS Boh AFAHeR F
TFge Reldt,

A7H-9 AgS Fete ARFES U2 A
T2 Aoy HulE FRFoEAN FAM LS
AekstAL 29 73A (economies of scale)E
=28 4 Ut o HaAM e FL}AY AR

Hia

AHgolu AUl E ol g3jok & ZAolx, Ao} 4
U7 N2 FLAY fAle] AdME AKIEE
T o] AdYo] Eolof & Aol v BB
9 BxE 2R e FAE A XEERLE 74
she 719 ERo|ng AYAY 9432 J1gEtd
A got. 2 EE AUz diS §AE F 3l
E 7127 23 8FS FEF Ao

7Hd 2a: AGAE 73AAE0] WHeAE AY
G5E AGA dE FAse 718
Aold.

H7H-9 A FFse ARIEEY 3% AY
A A2EFE 5 F7H4Q w484 AR 3
A<l gzt A7k59e A E FHAER AYA
F28%0] T ARIFTY A3 2HHer

ARt Ha, AIRRES 7IEFS rliA 2
AR Z2d dia] 384U 432 712 Aol
AUA] 837 AFA Ao A 7HA e 4%
oA ARIFEL 7JEEI} s A 84 g
AES TPE wiASE Aol AUA F2S
A8 =83 Aot a¥uz Wisy AFE F
TEFE YA FEe FAEL oA, 714
R AYA F2E A4 dx9 FRAN| &S
YA 7= F2Y AH71E 12 48 g8
AL A& Ao, g Apdst AgE FH3e 7
ol AR 229 o2 A7t Hema? Ay
A& BEe7] A8 84 A9/t 448 U8
AL 21 Aot welA ARRIF-Zo] A7e9 A
it 2Pt A F ojd Age FsdeEE F

4) 71& A7 w2d 479 AP FFUFE AUA A2 oAzt Fsln, ApdE A LS AUA] B39 oAz}
28 Govindarajan, 1986: Gupta & Govindarajan, 1986: Govindarajan & Fisher, 1990). mehd 712 s
e F7s ARIF-E didl AUA 32E Sxog FAE A3EsE S AU 287} gl
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Aluiziel A AlgA 2 XEBRY FLE FH JIPET UHH Y

S e

o4 A37te A48 9840 glens Fu3
3557t AEE 2AAA #E Roln”

7Hd 2b: AGAL BAAHL AGA dF F
#4 Azt %S AR @2
Ao|}.?

3.3 Alux| &EsH

Goold & Campbell(1998)2 7I19EF Fx9
AYR] 328F0 24 2Fc /I oA B
g, ARIEE F49 A FE28FE ZEA
o, o2 AKINEY AYA FEFHES AUA
F29 88 ZALALZ AX AN A F-Eo|
AYA 29 71318 948 5 UAY AUA 9
H| 83} o] & HHE & AU Al¥A WS 4
Yo $Z2 F de 71eod AU ERda do
A 7|9ER o] gl AR E FEE
Az FsU.

YA FEe8L F8lo] B2 A2 gE A9
AAY 2¢ FolAH 5E3] AUAE 328 + A
E guigle A9 2FS Zohfiol AL F
Ae TPo2 Hod F U2 Aot Jysid &
AU AR 2 S Tt Mo BAE F
Tole AL 54 78S 482 & shedel B
Ao A Aol7] W7ol HF AF-Ee] 719
B gig vz e9E e 58S 7 B

EEs B S

T

e o] ol Z1gERe) BA AU
o Rzolehe oA AIERY AUA 325
o] EYYSE A AL e 71N
z4e g AL Aoln, AuA BEEAL 9%
A9 $40] A3 dAZ} o2l $EE AR Ro|
ZAYEE $80 9 Aolet,

7Hd 3a: AQAY AlYA] F2EHo| Holdsr
g AGAte q@ Adse 3o A
ol

A2 YA 250 SEErS 7IYE
5o] ool 7 wut of} 71g 2T A
FE e AeHdAs Ak Ao, AT A
FEE ATA 437t A2d sAE 719 A4
9| oirhe AAA FolAE oY & 123}
AUA F247E sz Aoz, o8
B7] % 71925 BUEE ¥ g2 AlUA 3}
ol st g F7HE Aol waA
Z1F48FE AUA F2eE0] Fold AT
gl F84 dag7te Ae4dezH 719 dA
oYL A3 54 AHSIES F =T Aog.

7Hd 3b: AGAE AUA FEFHo| HoldF
g AgAe dig Fa4 dRgrte
371 Aokt

5) F84 A3E7lE &3] dabe 5 7R o] "edt) shibe AluA #29] 9271 Bele} gicke o, dE shtbe A
RRo] Ao g AUAE FE8 slsAe] Hojof gtk Aol & o] F 7k 2AE FAlo| FFs|ojol & o}, YrH¢-
9 Ak 373 Afole ARIFEo] DolH AUAE FET o)) wio FHY Qs BEesic £ Apds) A
FaHs ALl AUA A9 7t A7) fRe] AR FEe 2L 8 FuA Anjsie 2L od 2AE Y vt
gt debd 394 dldske o AMAGS Fpdherld Q& 3 A gedn ¥ 5

6) 7H4 3bs} 4be 97Md (null hypothesis) 24 &3P AHES & 7ML opy, U4 AFaE ojs) AAIE vzt (0] - A
T8 2009: #7149 - ¥78, 2006: Lane, Cannella & Lubatkin, 1998).

o3t a1 M2E 20124 49
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A - ATY

R

3.4 Alx| BZolx|

Goold & Campbell(1998)& Ay #&5H
3 3 YA ZFEAE YA 329 FALY
o2 AAFEA, AldA F2E AlMe AR
9 ¥71¢ iz Fesdn AAsAT. Yol
9] gHolek= HollM (Pfeffer, 1981), AFHH
e 2RALE B AT EY TR 5
AstAx & 71540l £ AolH(Cyert, 1995:
Levitt & March, 1988: Szulanski, 1996). =
3 ol @ 2 ARIFE T AHEAAS At
A 5A stolA Boh AskE 4 o AT B AL
AF-Ee S 5o o B oS A2 T
Atke galo] gtk AlUA] F2ol g ASAY
HEE 7147 ®& olf % HS Ao, o] @ A
e A4 ¥ Frohe AHH AR F
FolM &3] FolE F 3ot

2399 AR AR AU E F2E
F 4T AW FLAAY KA AL S Tt
E AfdE ARIRE 7k #A9 2L AIEE
o] 5A% & gle YF-8%e] T8 FAEF &
AA T, AT RAAQ ALS FHIGE GG 2
99 232 AEs n|dE AYY 2FS Zo}
Ye FFoM AEFHeR 232 718Y F e
A7t F8E Aol AIYF-Z9 AYA] FE9A|
o 718k T3 AUAE FEde 7 Fole AUA
o] fHo] ARIEFo| Al Hx, 719EF7 Al

g+ gong J|dete AYA 32 99 3
3 A R0 2AEFE FHINES 8F Aot

7Hd da: AL AUA F2oA 7L AE5E A
GAtel) ti@ AAshe 22T A4,

ARIF-Eo] AYA F2AE 7He Brde
A2 ol 71429 olsi7t YAHA €
o ARIFER AlUA 237 AFH e JiA
< 7HAE F Aoe FALE 7R ER 4RAY F
718900 glrjgts AvA 2L 98 x8E 712
g Fot, z2jE2 AYA F2dA7t 2ETE
AUA %29 FAZL oA, AlFEL 7]
JEe] Hrpda e FAgde] AYAE FEsnA
g Zojng 34 Qs UEe A4¥ 98
4L g Ao, 9 AYA F2IA7t AL 7
e AUA Z29 FAQ A7 AR A HE
2" 2973 499s1e 44T Baye o3 g
< ot waM AAGREY AUA FEeA 7}
E3 w3l duglel F84 4A9sie 44% 2
84L emz Fu4 JdAyrte FxE aA|
A %% Rojtk.?

7Hd 4b: ARG AR B2oAe AL
i Fa4 43g7tel %= vIAA
%2 Ao

7) £ A7E AuA 32X E A9 9802 AAsta ot mepq AR Fae] x|zt Yol e EFetn AR oAt
FE3the Ao] opet, AUl B29A7t AL 2 AL AlUA] A29] A7t Solete A2 gvldn

8) 733 Auwrie] Ag7beAe AR 29 A7t BE4F, 28 ARIYEol AEHe R AYAE 328 /el eSS
AXA Bt AUA F2A 7} ZHAS5E AUA 329 A oA, o]g FAld ARIFEo| 222 AMAE B2 7tF
Aol A7) el FRA Puigrke BYas] €t B2 AU 327} GASFS ARIF-R) 228 AYAIE FEY
TFeA L oA, AR 29| A7t Fo1EA Ho] AU FEE g3 ofd WFTY FUAE AFY /AL HolA|
22 384 dawspt 2E skl g0 g 383 Q3grhe AU 3290 £3 W4 9% A 94 €4
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Aux|e] dY: AEA 2 RRBFo| FHHE AR 7R T S Y

S ————— g

£ e L e R

Possibility
HBA 24
By
Direct Intervention |
Necessity ; .
A gAOf CHEt
AL AL Azt
Ay i
Competence Indirect Intervention|
A B AFOJ CHBH
AlYx #=s9Y ;!ﬂ_?&] rgmﬂg%‘f
Motvation
Hg:’:}ﬂo — JEE 0jy Ho|T}
AlHX] EE9x|
e BEE DXX| ¥E HO|C}

(38 2) d72d

V. i

4.1 248 W HEM B

2 =19 F2 WFEd 4EAz 2A%dA F
BERen, AEZAL 717HE 2005 39 ~1299]
ofFojAict HEUA 7192 2004 THAANNY
37 22 5170 Z1dA© FolA B2 B¢
719<E AAF 4270 259 56070 ABAel=,
FARo2 3570 189 2630 AGAIZRH 433
o2 AFAE 5T + U dee 7=
3bd AEAIE 0] 88 LY AE BHZALE o) &
staen, SRAEY A dd) A WEe] of
2 Avole Atz dE8d da 498 F
$4, #2, ordz IS B PHE HY

AT 5412 H2E 20124 48

ATEREAY 7% HuAdAE Yoz 48
A st o] @dA oz o] diel 7 g
Al 718z Aol 797184 § AAEA Y &
97 ARE JFE BFe MY ¥ F AT
FAelA 3d o4 25d AU A= AFs
%t

T3 NEHeR2 M2 g BFEYeE £73
3 FLE SHA o3 Ao o|Fo|HoRH
H4E e ZadAV A9He2 4R 74
(common methods bias: Avolio, Yammarino,
& Bass, 1991) & #A3ls7] sl A+R2E 3ol
A EPEsd e T8 F5ET s
E 2% 2edd A2 g2 $HAL SHES
ARG, o3 e SHAY F3H HAd
o3 BEg o] o] FojAA] = FAE FA
2% 7 doe 2 7Rt
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4.2 Whe Hol 4 2%

4.2.1 585

4.2.1.1 AGA A At

ABA AoA “ALGA £ 21FERTL Erid 2
AL Paleln Je7tTE GAHARARE B2
H7teteE S cHATY, 1997 Khandwalla,
1977, Vancil, 1980). SAFEHARIES 1) A
99 Ao £4, 2) U9 A4 2 32, 3)
AZN - ol7tA e 24, 4) dFFAEHY 2
A, 5) AAE AL - A71¢ =4, 6) A
AR 7) 4 ole A2, 8) AlHYH e ¥R &
tzts}, 9) o4 4, 10) 4ol diF AL 11)
Aoy 2 EMA MY, 12) A7IARY =
o, 13) 247z ¥4, 14) R&D FACH 2 9
F2 o|Foj|n|, 7} Al di3f 74 A=(14: 2
FEEN ZAAso 92 Al TR, 24:
23] FAlA] AteA T, aFEYe] FAAHA 5
Q& "gaw @t 34: F4F sUAA flel IF
2o gojatd AAsted, 2FEFY ¥
ag, 43: 344 $944 Qo] 2FENS ¥
sl ARehe, 9L fAlsI 53 FAA
#9042z glo] 2B Fojstd AR, +
2] B)Ate] dgo] A, 64 $2 At AAH
oz ARs, 2§ E¥ AF BaE o, T
A: 22 AL AAAeR AFsY, 2FEF
A Ba% 82 get)E gAERY A9 B
£ 23352 3. BAHA e A9 d9
£ g8 o] AZSFE Azl ATt oA
B2Aslo] AEr} Yo 28 1H-T74, 13— 14

4 - A7y

11 FHSTR

oz MY T, 1470 P3| FFHS A
(Cronbach’s 0=0.89). £% €134 A%< A4
‘24| %8'(Govindarajan & Fisher, 1990)2 &
Aste BARge FAFA NS 58 748
F=g #A5cH(r=0.346, p<0.001).”

4.2.1.2 AGA B F34 424971

agoA A g AR stE & | AU
23 BAE ARAEES droht F83H
Bt sheA 2 H7etnz s tHGupta, 1987:
Gupta & Govindarajan, 1986). °|& A8l 4 &
A AA 1) "2gNA ADAS HnRBdAL] ¥
Folu BuY2AE AAsed oM AgAg e
AGA 7+ 89 A=E dop meishert? (14:
A9 nstA &5, T4 "¢ Bel 1Y), 2)
"agA AGAte HnAgAe BEoly B2
g ZARsted oM AHoz A Ats
zEsher}, ohE o AGAE] A @A 2
Aaher17(14: S8 At Aaeke 28, 74:
22 3jAte] e} e AGAe] 43E 3 2
2]), 3) “2gdA ALAE Hrleke b UM o
g AdAse] 4= Aot FasHA 2t
2 YEt?(14: AE Fos nesA 48, 7
A: g F88HA 2, 4) "2ENA AGAE
A7k © YoM 2gel dd 79d=E Erhd
Z98p nstn sl (14: A8 F8H 2
BelA &g, T4 ¢ 83 2 E A4 7
A Az 23352 . E4HA e )
2o FFHE A48 28 (Cronbach’s a=
0.71), &34 AZL 8 AvA F29 7%
A2 9 71985 #9'(Goold & Campbell,

9) Bl A2& Govindarajan & Fisher(1990)7F AHEE B4 S whE.
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e N S

1998)8 F4ske I &3 Haast JuaA
42 58 FAHEREE 8D (r=0.276,
p<0.001).

4.2.2 S99F

4.2.2.1 AGA T B84

ARA oA AGAZE BRd Aol 2§ W
02 AgAIEe] ERE Ad3 depy daAo] 3
/178 35 42 Y/IeE 4K Tanriverdi
& Venkatraman, 2005). 552 1) 24 ¢
2z A4, 2) #5%, 3) oY k8%, 4) A
AF £ o2 T 25, 5) $4€ 7€, 6)
A AN TL A2 AFEY, 7) 92 E
£ 7ol xoh%, 8) 2Ad tiF F7iMu2, 9) o
AZL, 10) AFAY, 11) HA= 9 7]go|u}A],
12) q4&olvd A4 Fstn 23 s
ojFojA e, Zt FEL TH HAE(1H: FHA°] v}
$ 35, TA ABAo] ¥ )2 FHIEH
gatHMiller & Friesen, 1982). EFAIERH
(SIC: standard industrial classification) & ©|
&t 7189 W] AF, 9458, Az
9 B3 FAMEHE 22E + Sle Hol W,
WAL oHAE, 5, a7E, 93, 39
Al2ele] FAM7EA] ERAR R vt d £ Qe
A4& 7FHRobins & Wiersema, 1995). ¥
Ao e 1270 &5 BFaks AHgstgien
(Cronbach’s a=0.91), 134 A%< 98l A2
AGALel $Y3 4-digit SIC 29l 43 & 4
At 4 (A, 2008a)%e] BuAA A4S
53 FAEEEE FA8IHHr=0.263, p<0.001).

AUSIAT ya1A M2z 20124 44

AII-'IXI-I élﬂ AlgAL 2 Nﬂi‘%—l BystE -?IE! 7I'?=1§-r—l *ﬂ&I My

W BTTREE

I T e R S L e

4.2.2.2 AGALY] AR
Zpdst Akt 97499 A A3 (Porter,
1980). AEA olM 283 Ay 47149 A

F& g Fdoz ste TH A=(14: A A,
474: 2pdg - 9 A% FE, 14 S

A E AABL, olF 7|22 AGA AR
go] §4o] ARFY HE oA o= A
HH=717"E HbeE S (AT, 1997:
Govindarajan & Fisher, 1990: Porter, 1980).
ol WAL ApEs dkn Ar-9) Ak A
A F79 AxE foldHA Bt & dde 3
o] At} EF FFA] SutE oS 7] A A
3} ek diaf o] Ak 2HL 5T AF
Folu nAMH A A Folu]A] T2 HF FLB
AHZR dfo{g §EF Q4 S ZEF e A9
tehe A%E, 97159 A diaf o] A
ARAE B B 4718 gAstaA sk Aoty
e 432 452 Qe ¥ =4
A8 3F Z2 2=y F3'(r=-0.141, p<0.05),
AF FL& MHla F4(r=-0.157, p<0.05), A
A7 & el 2 A7 27 (r=0.136, p<
0.05), ZAAAEG ¥ 744 43 (r=0.179, p<
0.01)°] AgH ez ZAxH+e F=S T3 AZ=R
2t 2R F, AAAS 4 73 7] U
45 T TAHETEE FAs.

4.2.2.3 AGAH] AYA] Z&5Y
AGAZE AYA ZE9 713 Fold &
AUz ¢] v &3 o]l g HIH 4 Ax, AYA &
WS Aol $2 & e T8 K2 deAS
H7tetnA st Goold & Campbell, 1998).
o|& Hall AEA| dolM AYA F=28F3} ddd
g dAES AAEt, 7 oA B2 AGAL

b
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N - ATY

A 43S Gt i dAEe 1) e
JAhe od Agd AUAE 2 & deA €
2 A, 2) 58 FAkE o AGAE AUAE
2328 ¢ JeA 22 99, 3) " FAlele o
2 AGAIS AR A&l Yo g v e ARE
BA8] 948 Aot Azt $5€ el vt
dsglo] A, 4) "2 Aks O ALAY Al
YA #2d dod v &y EHE BHE F e
AR7FE #Rsa gy, 5) "l FAple e
AGAste] Az FZo) #AE stol=gilo] v}
dgo] Y, 6) ‘T AGAY AUAE FEote
QoA yehte BAYE 21§5EFY =% fl°]
2] 3AlY YPte g HAE 5 UAU'E o] FoA]
o, ztzbe] odjAle] dis 74 F=(14: A oY
o, 74: o$ 2FhHE FHAEE T B4
B E 6 5 HEUS AT
(Cronbach’s ¢=0.81), B34 A%< Hs Ad
289 ¥&(Haas & Hansen, 2005)& 493
£ 1570 329 A7 4ARA 242 5
FAZGEE e tH(r=-0.135. p{0.05).

4.2.2.4 AGAY YA Z29A|

ALAZF AR F2] dig] drpt F54 HE
2 7K 9eAE 5383 tHGoold & Campbell,
1998). o] A8 AEA BN AA F28F
3} BAY G JAES AAG, 7 oA HR
AGALe] A 43S B S gt JAEL
1) %9 gAke g2 AGAERRH AvA 32
2 93 F28A0] U A AAEA $F 49
7b ATk, 2) %8 3jAte] Aot AHAY =50
g2 gdgs g AGAS AdA FE22 Al
3 Ao}, 3) "4 A D71HL st
o] st g AGAte AvA 3ES A

244

=383 Aoy, 4) "$8 Ak g AGAS Al
yA 322 98 gesitad At Age £U8
Rolt}'2 o|FojA Y, Z4zke] dAlo] s 73
=(14: A8 opd}, 74: wj§ 2FhH 2 FH3}
=2 9. EHAFgME 4 F59] BIFUS
A+43}9 21 (Cronbach’s a=0.81), B34 A%
< 98 gAY AN AT & AGA
oto] 2%x8'(Heide & Miner, 1992)% A%3}
e 3N 23 Bagae) dudA 24 7 7
e EE ZA3%tHr=0.520, p<0.001).

4.2.3 FA¥F

4.2.3.1 2§9 3R

71E A3oA dzst A JAsH(Hill, 1988:
Hill, Hitt, & Hoskisson, 1992: Hill & Hoskisson,
1987 Hoskisson & Hitt, 1988: Hoskisson,
Hitt, & Hill, 1991: Markides & Williamson,
1996), ttz3 A 34 JIH7HHill, 1988:
Hill, Hitt, & Hoskisson, 1992: Hoskisson,
Hitt & Hill, 1991: Kerr, 1985: Pitts, 1974)
o g =27t ol Foi el et oo hg FA7L
o|ZojZc}. tztd A AE=Z 9] A4(entropy
measure) 3 & G358 ARSI THJacquemin
& Berry, 1979).

4.2.32 3189 F2
389 R/t ARSLE AR 87| It
sz, #PA =28 Fojnz 7JERe de
o4 3718 Aot gehA 7Ig &R AGA
A 9123 S Adstz, AGAY SHEA AT
At et Hristnat @ Aot} 1§ HEE
g9 )2 AA2E A L3 S AT

AYstol ma1d M2E 20124 48



All-iil—l QQ HgAL 2t RUBRY RYsHE 7 VldErel U=y i

4.2.3.3 AgAL #F2

dutd o2 AdAlY 27t 245 1F WelA
%S FIsle AAd UL Aoz o%Ed.

w2ty 2§ Wl AGALY wlEulFo] 5%
Aatel i 71 ERY FAs 2 25
olA 719 5ol g w4 H (bargaining power)
< Z8E & 9lE Aojug J|deRe A £F
of 4L n)A & Qg =@ AGAL F27F AR
T2 R A7 AFe] A 5| &o] ¥
oAER AGAZYH ALS AT Bode
92 AH MLsiAY Fofstza & Rt} wetA
FEIL 2 AGALFE AR 284S "J’llﬁ}
A 28 7bsAe] g3, ol e 7|gERtE A
Ate] B718dE A3 FH4 AHE71e Hl“’ =
d 740l EolAA "o, AGAY R AGA
9| uj 2o AA2 25 A L3 g ALY

4.2.3.4 AQAS) AR

AYAE AL ALAS QAN AASSS %
ol £80) 9 4% Yu, 134 9¢ 4 UL
Rolct. e AN A9 B4l £g0] o
A 9L £0E 4ol Yol E7%n 18
A QA olelo] HTR FIGERE AU
g A3stn T Aoln. AT AL} A
A9 Agole 28 AAL ol Ad caAE @
Fahe Ao i3] FFSo| wieAE EEE A<
G, IS A9 AEZ o A
U A 2akle] BujHoz & ztFolF glene
QER7 AANE B4 719ERe Az A
Aol G TR E R0 WAl Hlal ol
g Jolgt, T2 AN 431 B ALkt 7)
9 A9 3o ARNA Brlere Aozt o
% AL AAHAE Adz e Zama

HASIAT 41 M2z 20124 48

R T R T R N ey R

T

337199 35L& AGAe] SHAA 43 2
Ast] H7l7t o] FAAESF 7142 R 878 A
olth, AGAte] BT FEAR LY 225 A
ol 4748 7194e 1, 234 &2 R 719
09} HujdsE A8t

4.2.3.5 AGAY ALERTE

AGAY] ALBHFFEL 7IQ 2R AT 4dY
o2 Zgda 718Nl JAs FE 4L v
2 & J(FH714 - 278, 2006: Ghoshal &
Nohria, 1989). & 719 £%9] AN AGA
7b FRE A9E Fusn e A5 ASA o
g o &40 TAsa, 7|Y 8T AGAIS] vkF
< 9357 A8 AGAe g JAA3} FES AL
AZtE Aol 3 AGAS] ALERFFE| =
S4E 299 ¥£2 274 7hsAe] Ax, old o
g AYAE F78 571% 248 922 (Aiken
& Hage, 1968), 7|9 &% AEAY 57199E
8 F34 A2E7te vFe £9 7ol wob
A Aot} AGA] ﬂ%i-?r’ﬁ-i‘-% 24317 94
ARA oA 2§ W BaAA AFALe vnd
o 29E ot BRsln Yert?E 5 dE
Bl =2 il FEES UM AGA T A
'S 5] A8 AHERd 12709 AdFES
age siAges, EAREgaE 124 #59
HA%E AHE-A D Cronbach’s =0.90).

4.2.3.6 Al el SR ERAA
AGALY] B8R BEHA0] 2355 FEAY 2
840] F7ktER 719 EF= £USE B3 YAl
A7 AL AGA Aoz FRARG
< 43 A7) mak & 7hsAe] ok th(Galbraith,
1973: Tushman & Nadler, 1978). &3 A]{Z]
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S ST R T T T

A28%5e §73dsd g 7199 A&T dg<
ARA eV wie] AGANEL FHEZEA
342 YA 3285 7|98 Ha, 71dE
Be 571542 98 784 AAgse vFE =
oz & Aolth. AGAY #FEFANS FH
71 Q8 AE8A Aol AGAE gEste e 4
Q3733 #AY I dAES A, 7 o
A Hz AgAle] dA A4S HbetES st
dAEL 1) "$2 Aate AFolY ZAAA dE
3o ofA" WS AF uptolof I, 2) AF
ol MH|A Fdo] BRF 7|E - AH - 357}
A% v 1 ¥ el mad’, 3) BAAEe] 9
8% vlAE FFo] A, 4) WAHAS B=
7} A, 5) AR - A A A|2o] HF R o]
ol o), ztzte] dAd] g 74 F=(14: A3
ol g, 74: vl¢ ¥ FAHHES .
A E A9 HE &l @] AZFF
879 B8A40] YopAx Aol FoHAEF |
A-74, TA-1402 A ¥, 57 E%9 3
TS AH&8tAtH(Cronbach’s a=0.60).

4.3 X7 ZAYY

B =2e MHAZS A8 AQA T B84, A
dAte] AAAY, AQA AUA FEFH. AE
At YA F2oA S EYPuss dgsta, A
Aol g A8, AGALe g F3A gt
£ #7 542 AT dFHAEA (multiple
regression analysis) & AAd 2, 189 ©
ZgAek, 189 7R, AGAe R, AGAe 2
Ao B ALY AQERFE, AGAY $EES

HAH - ATy

AR S SAEFE AHE] BH R Zesin

V. 2M2n

2 A AHgd HFEY 712A A%
ABBAE G2 (E Dol AXEH] o F5AF
A AGA W AAS(AFE) 2 AGA] A
F94 ARG (856)9 SRNTE 19 #AS
AR EE, AGALY AR FE59 (p<0.05), A
Ate] Al #2922 (p<0.05)7F A3t FoJT
ABRAS 7Y, AGA 3 FRA(p<0.001),
ALt AdA 3258 (p<0.001), Al¥A =
92 (p<0.01)E F34 AH7te o dad
AZ HE Aoz MUY, = FAEFE
FoAe AGALY TR (p<0.001), AIEAt] 2%
AR (p<0.01)7F A3} /o FRBAE, AL
Atel $73E8844(p<0.10)°] FHA A% 7tet
o3 ARTAE A E Aoz AL dd
U8 =EYPHSFE 71| AFASI b4 F& AL
Ueht tE344 (multicollinearity) ]  &217}
AEAE BAsH o, 3 8% (tolerance)E EF
0.1 o]422 VIF(variance inflation factor)=
BT 10¢ 23814 % Aoz Yo dFF
AN BAE ol HAF 4 A

5.1 AlgAle] Algt@olo| ZiHsjol| ojxls HE:
7K 1a~4a9 AS

(& 29 H4 AL AGA T BAY, AZA

10) A4S BAle 24300 B $4% go] 0.1 olstolAut Ao gle] 100149 B¢l BATHRZR, 1996).
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Auxle] 48: AgA 2t KIEBRe BHsE A8 JI

i

2

259 MEX g

N T

(E 1) gsol it 7IESARR 2 W5E 2 dueh

ws ¥ g‘f} 1 2 3 4 5 6
z2 |1. 333} 369 | 1.16
M |2, 784 4397} 3.70 | 1.10 | 0.21***
3. BEA 414 | 1.05 | 0.09 | 0.23"*
=g (4. ARAY 393 | 1.41 [-001 |-0.02 | 085
A5 |5, AR 2% 3.96 | 0.93 |-0.14* | 0.25°**| 0.39***|-0.11"
6. AlUA F29jx| 444 | 1.00 |-0.15* | 0.19** | 0.34***|-0.03 | 0.55"**
7. g 155| 055 [-0.09 [-0.09 | 000 | 0.00 | 0.15* | 0.07
8. 1§ #= 2301 | 1.33 |-0.07 | 0.04 | 0.12* | 0.03 | 0.22***| 0.05
=4 |9. AGA #= 19.27 | 1.91 [-0.26***|-0.03 |-0.00 | 0.09 | 0.11" |-0.05
HE 110, A% 4% 0.37 | 0.48 |-0.17** |-0.05 |[-0.09 | 0.12° | 0.03 |[-0.07
11. ABHSFE 466 | 092 |-010 | 009 | 010 |-0.07 | 0.09 |[-0.01
12. #38844 431 | 092 | 0.07 0.11* | 0.15* [-0.11" | 0.22***| 0.05
Mg gz | EE 7 8 9 10 1
Ha
z& |1, F¥s} 3.69 1.16
AF 2. 384 A7t 370 | 1.10
3. A 414 | 1.05
=9 (4. ARy 393 | 141
A |5 AYA 3259 3.96 | 0.93
6. AYA Z29A 4.44 1.00
7. Bz 1.55 | 0.55
8. 1§ #E 23.01 1.33 | 0.44"*
4 9. AQA FR 19.27 1.91 | 0.20** | 0.44**
AFE 10, 4% A% 0.37 | 048 | 0.00 0.02 0.52***
11. AQEGFE 466 | 092 |-0.11" | 0.03 0.35*** | 0.25***
12. $73 2844 431 | 092 | 0.05 0.09 0.05 |-0.01 -0.02
Z1) ' p<0.10, *: p<0.05, **: p<0.01, ***: p<0.001
Z2) V1 1ol 7SS AL A 7ol LS WY A

AR, AL AUA R25Y, AL A
Uz #2A 7 AGALe g At vlAE 9

Ao m4a1A H2E 20124 49

7l 9% =23o|tk. A4 A9 R*=0.136°]%,
F=3.42(p<0.001)2A FAHCE fojd o2
o] B FMES (M 1a, 2a, 3a, 4a)< AZF8 Ut EAMSE T AGA FRIL 3
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ZHQ Wgog F&uFd F94A 4FE vl
AT (t=0.132, p(0.05), 2§9 tzsAg o
9 TR, AGA 3 o R, AGA A8 F
&, AGAY 842848 79249 932 1|
A e Ao veptdd,

7WMd 1a, 2a, 3a, 4a8] A5EAHE o7 2o
A AGAL 7 BRAGL AAse] FFHA 9
< M)A e 222 e (7H 1at £=0.206,
p<0.01), °l& AGA} 7t BAHo] ¥E5E AY
Atell i@ FAste] =7t F7KdE RS 9ojg
o AT AGAY Ay AAst 7oA
S VA g Aoz YeRTG(7H 2a: t=
-0.028, p>0.10). °l& U7H¢9 AFE Hdle

S e SR ek e T g ¥ LF

AGArst A3t Agre ke AGAL 2l A3
o A= SloiN BAHL= ouigle AolE EA
g & glde AL qguid. 4 AgA AvA
2L A3 FAA 9% "X A
2 FAHAF(H 3a: t=-0.177, p<0.10). °|
€ AGAE YA F25Y0] HoldrS AYAL
o W@ 2d3e] vt Frldde AL 9ri@
o EF AGA AUA] F29A 94 3dd
FAAA 9L nA e Aoz vehgor (7K 4a:
t=-0.175, p<0.05), °I€ &3 ALA AUA|
AN} £S5 F AGA B 243 =
7t F7Hige A S 498 4 A4

(% 2) Tast ¥ FaH 4otgolof cigt &l7124 2

A4 A 3A4 B
F&8L A3} Fo3 43y}
(G 5.281(1.428)*** 1.337(1.379)
=gua
s34y 0.206(0.078)** 0.133(0.076) *
AR -0.028(0.053) 0.015(0.052)

AdA 3259
SR EE

-0.177(0.099) *
-0.175(0.088)"

A4S

3 -0.068(0.152)

a§ #AR 0.066(0.068)

AEA TR -0.132(0.054)*

37 A5 -0.077(0.179)

AR GEFE ~0.066(0.086)
#7884 0.134(0.083)

239 APy R%=0.136, F=3.42"**

0.187(0.097)"*
0.063(0.086)

-0.220(0.148)
0.036(0.067)***

-0.036(0.053)

-0.020(0.175)
0.094(0.085)***
0.103(0.081)***

R*=0.109, F=2.71**

F1) 374 A: N=228, 394 B: N=231, (

F2) ' p<0.10, *: p<0.05, **: p<0.01, ***: p<0.001
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5.2 AHlgAle| Algeolo| FaH AMujmylof| o|x|=
%% 71 1b~4be| HZ

(& 2)9] 3714 B AGAN 2 B84, AGAL)
7AAAZ, AGAY AUR] FE%E, AGALY A
Yzl 227} AGAN] dig F34 A3t
o)A g #3 7MdE(7H 1b, 2b, 3b, 4b)
< AZ] 9% 2¥olgt. FAY BY R’=
0.1090]x, F=2.71(p<0.01)2H EAHcZ &
@ Aoz eyt FAYSE FIME 189
TFE(t=0.036, p<0.001), AL AQEH5F
(t=0.094, p<0.001), AGAS] B EEEA (t=
0.103, p<0.001)°] 2% 33AY Wgoz F&
Ago] Fo4Q 982 vX e v, dgsiag,
AGAY] 2, AGAt] 4 ARe 98 x|
A g€ Aoz Jeytd,

7Wd 1b, 2b, 3b, 4b9] AFAFE o3 2
o'V AGA 7 BN FuA ATl 23
A9l 4L nAE Aoz Yelgt (74 1b: t=
0.133, p<0.10). ol= HAYA} 2+ BAJo] EF
5 AEA g F34 435 7te] Azt S48
te AL ouidd. FH ALALY QAL F
A 4347t AR S nAA g AL
2 Jehd=d (7Hd 2b: £=0.015, p>0.10), o|&
AGALe] 73R A ko] A7k 498 Feitels £
A 43t Aert deiAA 4 9v|dd
Ao AGA] AYA| FEeEe FE8 A9d
7t 3R 9L A Aog Yehgon (7}
A 3b: t=0.187, p<0.10), °1& AGA}L] AlYA|

R e

AlURle] a8 AIFAL 2 RAST BUHE A% 7|2 Ro MEE JHel

e T e e

ZFE5Y0l 2255 A U F33 43y
7t} Ml 3ol F7dtE AL BaE. At
AgAe] AUA Z2dA e F84 A7) &
A %L v|AA Ge Aoz Jeiton (7
4b: t=0.063, p)0.10), °|€ &3 AvA F29|
A7b zoRAteE F34 Azt Axe 2
AR F5E 89 + AU

VI. 28

6.1 ei7dntel 29

2 =L 7IdETY FAsE AuA 322 9
& 7148 fLF AL o] ohE, AGA
T B3 9 AUR] B2 F49E AAH 4%
o] opjghe AL ZAzslx i}, & AP} H@
AYA Z29] 3%o] FAJAd wet 7| LRt
AAG AU S AEA o2 Hego e ADAl
ZHAYA 328EE FAANZ F Slde Aol
ol mz} & =& AU dHo| 71YEF
ATHA JAsP}, AGALe ok EAs} a9
ole, Z1HEF9 AGALY ols|BA7} BAste A
folle F84 Aogsl 98¢ v I
A5de B8ttt =ed st AuA %
29| 4714 4 %o] e} olo)] A7 71 YRES )
AR E 471 FBog TRl A, o]
M = AAsigi

11) 7M4d 2b%} 4be AF7M(null hypothesis)?) HEl2 AAE R Qlck. ALK power analysis Al $A49) tato] e =
W 2ke) A trivial @ Aoz #9E o Y £ glon olF YAME A2FE 2 FH (A0 Al )zEA] g A
el 850l A|1F 2F(AF7He] 2490 7)ztehe d3h el BE3 FYAAE £ HEST G¥solol @}, Cohen(1992)
o @28 Sy} 47hola ES(effect size) 7t medium¥ W L7EHE FEFE a=.01004 11871, a=.05914 847jo|c}. o]
of wlel & 79 HETE 2317EM AF7M P Bge d2E YE 4 3l 2AL $224)7)3 9d

AU 41 M2E 20124 48
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o R ey v

AFEY Z3o] n2w, AGA 3 BhA0| =
255 3Age] A= FU4 JAHrle P=e
47t golAA T, ALY A AheAE
Agsieigte JAste] Fxst FAH 44wt
AxE BT 2244 de Aoz vyt £
AGAS AUA] F25Fo] Holdsrs FAse
ATE BolAn F34 ARt AxE FoHA
Aoz yetyd. §8 AdAte AvA 32
A7t A A4E A% Pxe FopAA T F7
A Jgrte 24 @€ AoE eyt o
€ 53l AGAt A A7HAE AYLr
£ 43t A=} gobd Aolgke 7S A
RE 7Mde] AXES 49 7 AN B,
AGAZE A AR 2238l v 71gE79
AEA o] getd Aojgke F3d A F 8
9] 7Hdel #9522, o] FoA 1749 7H <
A g 7749 7Hd el AAHAR.

6.2 ool 29|

B =89 7H 2 e AYA 229 qd
A3o] EAEa, 2t 4% AR 71dEF A

A A R

duhdjo] Hx2 EAFTE 42 A71dx, 9
AZA oz Q1Fdgde Hel . 71& 47 E
719827} AGAel g FAsle] F=E =Y
2R AYAE 328 7 dde =gd 2AE
3 9l &gk o] 3@ EelE AGAL 3t BRAA 0]
2 A E FEE 5 UATE, AGA AY
A &%) HoAY AYA F2A7 2@
Aol A AEE Fole o] 23] ¥jA
AAY & ke AME AFENE 59 898
T It

Eg 7|E AFEL 7Y ERY FUdE FHL
2 =98 A, T84 47t dalM e
AAsEe] F8F 7HAE A AYA FE5d
o2 AZteA] ggtct. gy d7sL AAs
o2 FEsidy #dsiAY Azt BEYT =¥
ol BzxSg FAxE A4&AY. AT FAsd
PAsjgo g EFEF AUA FE9 B3] E
AT F ok, ALA 7 BAYo] AU AGA]
AR FE5o] Hold 7ol AAsE B4l
ANYRA & FEsiaY 719839 FEA 2 8o] =
oAz, £AsE B AUAE FEaAY dd
H)go] EolAle D rlo] A3tA Huz FAH 4

41 o rlo nfu

7|2 -AYF 20| OfSHA

x| A%
7|ges XAIH SHH
NEPSE]
U
AtQsa AYE H2yd

(a8 3) Alux| ZEe ofEt 7|deEre] MEE iRy
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Aluixiel 4y g 2 XE3Re BUSHE Hig TldERe] U9y gl

T A el . s ¥ T

Ag71E 5 7MSdo] wt=A] Hgs|ojo} gk, 2
402 ¥ =R AYA FE9 W B T
I #Hs FFEF FHE AAs A F Al
YA 322 98 7IdERe Fdsiee 9 B
o] opd, AAste} FHA Ayt g =7
S o] &3t AGAlel AYE + Ao, od =%
o] 714 AFHAQ AYA FE o] & AYA
E AGAE A AUA ZFE9] A3 o8 23
gohe Aot o] =dE EdZ td9 A
23 AgE F US Aot

719859 AYAL AYR 9] dAo] 7P EF
o} AGAL T o= Rl Y3, FAL 2He ol A7}
gA A AR A wet ANE, FAE, 9
F8, 1399 A f¥ez FEE F U A
A #ode AYA 322 g8 o= AdAte o
d AYS o Aoz TR AUAES JPESR
7t AAsA AGAL AAE dele B eg2A 7]
JERZ A AR F29 7137t s, A
AL Al A B2 disl §2A 7ol 2 8ol
7bsslt. BAE #oe AYA A&y #dE
del AAIE 71deR7t WE & ozt AL}
ANE deht & oldste A7A EUEP S
v o 2 7|1gBRE A8 AUz &9 7127t
ANAL, AR el dig AGAY] 23
7 E98E o A4 4 g 98 Foe Al
Uz Fz3 #d9 2E A2y ¢ 2385 S
AGAte] 9jelats uha o 24 AGAL S5 A3
oju A % dFoz Qg AYA FE< 7137t
A7VA =, AGA =3 AlYRA FEd] dal §=
A Y=g /e Ao frésid sAgeR
248 Fde AQAA AYUA B2 AES
Adate diAl, AFe AYA F29] dvd 243
22 golgts B oA AGAR od AYx|

AUSIT H412 M2% 201244 48

P 1S R T

A2e) 7187 BASA T, AU 2ol A A
AAel BUFES AR shetsbolzh el e A
of L3} ol

6.3 g7l & Y &% oed

B =22 F 7K F88 /M4 e Fa 3l
o shie & =RdA AZIF 989 F4E0] "+
Z£ AL 42°E Chandler(1962)9] #chyd
el fix|gichs Zolx, d& shihe FAss
A g7t B AUAY FEE =28 4 o
£ AAloltt. 4 Ay F3(strategic context)
3} %7 o}7]€A (organizational architecture)
e FA U =0l o] T2 4FES
oA 78 (Chandler, 1962 Markides &
Williamson, 1996: Rumelt, 1974)%} Z3F=x
7} Ao QS v|Ade A2 FEE F g
(Hall & Sias, 1980: Miller, 1987). 70| ¥
sste 44 A2 849 dgd] M A=
& Agko] YRdn, AFA FHE Ao| HHA
o2 A9 M e M2E 22727 483
g Aol Axte] 491 ukH (Chandler, 1962),
e AFS FYste JAHEBEA 94 239 4
oz AT S BT i glomz
AL 2Tz 4T vevtn FAIG(Hall
& Sias, 1980).

2 =82 AAe] F3 7wetn Ao AR
=27} dzstdeke] Ao B3 Aol o P
BHAHQ o]EogN WolEdAn Yle AT,
g2 A T3 ARG YA 2
3} (synergistic context)S A 7tsA FA] &
A WA e (S Aot 222s FF AT
dAME old g AEZ} 87EHY, AFAA 9 A
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32 9% 544 329'Po] AHgE 5 92 Aotk
¥ E =8 FAse 84 499t 24
B2YZ AAstn glod, AlYA FE4%d g
A MR deo] AAZ FEPS 7M1 R
AA ] g BHL o]FojA|A] gskct. wetA &
F A7 AR MBS AHEEe 719
aFA) &L 719 2] AFAtelel] dig AE} o]
FolAok & Ao}, AT #F A+E AT A4
E A 238 5 g ushd AvA #
233 B2 A7t g8 4 lon, ST AY
A B33l AT weEAY ST ALY
Athe dgste 71dE0 EAdte 4o 4%
& o] ZoUiZI7E 4A % Aol7] HEolg
o A2gtele] g A7 AYA 24
2 /MEHOZ o]RojA} & £= g AolT},
iAo 2 2 =2oA AAE 8709 M F 7
Mg 7HdE AAEHAAE, 1749 7ML foldA]
%t Aoz AU, oo diF 7Y =
9|9} ZFo| o] FolA ok & Aot} dF 7ML A
HAte] Ay Ago] A71-AE A FEFE A DA}l
g JAste 71 Aojd's 9] 71 2a9
H, 7Mdo] AR FL olfE A =2 F
BE F Ao A AL DL 9] AFE 3
P Zo] AlYz|e] do] 7|gEF glemA
719252k ARIR-29] o]l @A 7 DA S o)
H3HA Fe Afoltt. 28093 §F AL
Fate ZEAE " 942 A FoF kAo ol
g =97} o] FojAcl & Ao, EAE AGAWL
A7H-9 AL Hsitgs AGA T BP0 ¥

& ASole AUAE 328 & ol 4% 24

g 4 3t o & =29 =29 gL AGA
7A@l gud g e ov|E A 2
Aok, AAEe AL 47149 A HAske

FE ¢ 583 4%)7] HEd 4717 §39
AAEA 9ol E gE YA o] 875E 34l
o ojst #dst FF AFoM e & =] AA
& 4717 7jQgAe] ZE AYA F233dA A
80 7Fs @ FEF FIUA ) i o] 7€,

SDES

A7Y (1997), 244, SAA 28 2 AUTH7H A3
o v 9% $elvele} vls g3 7199 b
o A7 AHstAR 26(4), 753-786.

A% (1996),SASEI=SAAMX:SAHA M WA Z=AP|
HESHCR, dojge|AA.

AEY (2010), "2Fo] AFL w=x] Fe olfE?" S
ol =L A2|5 61, 78-80.

i) - 7Y (2009), AGAL] A G e A
GAL 7 D AGA ) AR E R Aged Ay
st 38(2), 483-521.

A7149 - A7Y (2006), “AGA S AR BEASED ALY
7Fsd0l 1FFs} AGA T #d3) vjAle
9% AP 35(1), 227-256.

S04 (2008a), "AGAF FFoIM Q] BEA: AGAF 2 A
AT Ange]” oistAAssx, 21(4),
1595- 1619.

A4 (2008b), "AE AV} 71 AHEAS) 2 891 A
YA S Ao S84 A2 Az
X, 16(3), 43-76.

12) 53 HAAs (ordinary least square: OLS) ti4l, Agale &2 AW 7RHAN 2AFZe JEE nHa] = &7
¥4 (instrumental variable: V)& 43k 284 #2445 (two stage least square: 2SLS)S E3 AWAE SAH

2 3% 4 slcti(Heckman, 2008).
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Implementation of synergy:
HQ's choice of intervention modes for resource sharing among SBUs

Jaewon Hwang* - Ku-Hyuk Kwon***

Abstract

Unlike the prior research claiming that synergy is attained through centralization of decision
making authorities, this study contends that centralization is not the only way to make SBUs
cooperate. There are supposed to be diverse means if an SBU has more than one synergistic
opportunity. The HQ has a choice of various intervention alternatives to create synergy and
the efficacy of each alternative is contingent on the properties of the situation an SBU confronts.
We argue that centralization is required if the source of synergy resides in the HQ and
decentralization is required if it resides in an SBU. In addition, subjective performance
evaluation is necessary if there is a conflict of interests in activating collaboration between the
HQ and an SBU, but it is unnecessary if there is a coincidence between the two. We introduce
an inter-SBU relatedness, an SBU's competitive strategy, an SBU's synergy-creating ability,
and an SBU's synergy-creating intention as four relevant situations and propose centralization,
centralization and subjective performance evaluation, decentralization, and decentralization
and subjective performance evaluation as four intervention modes suited for each situation.

According to empirical results, the inter-SBU relatedness affects centralization and subjective
performance evaluation in positive ways, whereas the competitive strategy affects neither
centralization nor performance evaluation. The synergy-creating ability affects centralization
in a negative way and subjective performance evaluation in a positive way. The synergy-creating
intention affects centralization in a negative way, but it does not affect subjective performance
evaluation. In sum, we suggest differentiated intervention modes suited for the synergistic
situation of an SBU and confirm that seven of eight hypotheses are significantly supported.
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The primary contribution of this study is that we consider more than one synergistic situation
and present the customized intervention modes for each of the situation. The prior research
includes only inter-SBU relations and hence regards centralization as an single means to
create synergy. We suggest and verify the hypotheses that centralization will be effective if an
inter-SBU relatedness offers an synergistic opportunity, but centralization will be ineffective
if an SBU has the superior ability or the affirmative intention to create synergy. The prior
research exclusively focuses on centralization and underestimates the value of subjective performance
evaluation as a means of synergy creation. The subjective performance evaluation has been
presumed to be a redundant or auxiliary instrument, but there is a situation when neither
centralization nor decentralization is valid. For instance, centralization itself will increase
information processing costs if there is an inter-SBU relatedness and decentralization alone
will increase agency costs if an SBU has a synergy-creating ability. In this case, the vulnerability
of centralization or decentralization is complemented by subjective performance evaluation. In
conclusion, this study is based on a contingent perspective that the HQ has several choices,
the combinations of centralization and subjective performance evaluation, and the effectiveness
of each choice is dependent on the synergistic situation.

Key words: synergy, resource sharing, diversification, centralization, performance evaluation
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