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4 tH(Baines &, 2009).

Au| 28k tigk g9t 719 ES BAlo] SEY
A, BHAQ M| 28tE ek xpEst A A
Hl 28k S35t 22320 Aol dFHUY
(Gebauer ¢, 2005: Gebauer ¢, 2006: Neely,
2008; Oliva and Kallenberg, 2003: Vargo and
Lusch, 2004). g A|z7IgelA Au]2=3k= 94
5o dgtola, FildFol= deke A 27
T-Z(organizational structure)®] 7§Ae] Q5]7]
wfoltt, 22u ukaQl 718 E ) (organizational
behavior)dl= F24 &4 (structural inertia)
o] EAste], @It 2AFEE HAlshe I o
e dAAQ Zfalse]l Yeir] ride|tt
(Hannan and Freeman, 1984). H3t 22| g
A& 71E AAY AEI AAA Y FHE Fukstn
2, 94l 24327} Ao = 4 ARt
# Azx7199 Mu 23} 33
SET A 2817} Zle ol wep
H FA50] 2l FAld 7

Hs7L WA sie | ol ek W}
7} 71E A 2" AHep 7 = 4 A7l
¥} (Baines ¢, 2009). tThA] Tl Az
o] AH|2ste ASHQ FAlo] I oln,
nE2e 2AWsE 7]
T2 7HA S 7194 Tl
TIACEE 7Y N E E
9], 2008). 53] Ao} Fx7}
stell M= AH|23ke] A3t 1A
% 7k ol EAlste Aot

olglgh Wizt Ay & AF= AX7|HEY doldt
ek 2AF27L dAF7I9ES] Au st ol
A BHEE AAA AT S Bt
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=
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&

= 288y
2 A7 o] 24 AAb
ATFE AF FHeR

o] AH]23lo] H]A]

& AdAolT ol 24

rlo

o% ol

rr

o -

o] 3 (alignment) =
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RE7|e) HeD TNTE

23} 9 249 B0 Y HPATE PED §
Muagh, ek 22 Fze FAC ga 7)E AT
29 Ef FAS A3 1%

AR FFA 7ol el =t

OIZH Hbf

3 U ME

2.1 Me|23}

Az7190] AFe Au~E Hetd 7HXE F
=3l FAE M| 23} (servitization) g}
(Vandermerwe and Rada, 1988). o|&|3 &4
< ZAYL I AFE ] BHAA AT o] it
Mu|zste Al zfelA a7Ee Ade e ﬁ%‘k
I} z}:rLzE o;g}ui 7\1163/\114. JJraio]
(Baines <1, 2009; Neely, 2008). AH| A& Xﬂ
of FY8ArE AFst AEFS ApEsteta, volrt
11: /\Hio ]7\]——0— 7“24‘ r/}.‘: zqoﬂ}q }\15]/\5}1:
AEFGA = Aho] Bk (Baines 9, 2009; Garcia
and Calantone, 2002: Neely <, 2001).

MH) 2~ A3 (service transition)& AH] 23} &
e e E g o] golth. AHlA gkl
HollMe AlF A A2~ AF SH3A A4
of ofym, AFz A 2~9 YA FaEe] 27
g <9 7hdo]tH(Oliva and Kallenberg, 2003).

o] o w}ﬂ_ 7 Azl e M2kt E £
o] A= (tangible goods)e] AR ¢ 23}
2 ’\1 Hl e A A FAY QA Algd F7F
Ao Aty W 5 M aYor e £

AASoI H4sA M3E 20174 6%

7F M| 23tol| ojxlE g

S o

o] HEET AH|27t iAo R o FastH dE
< AZHA FAU AlFEE AH| 2o FrhHor
AZET. o]ZA Ax7IYG0] AH| =9 HlFZ o
A He e 23 AAd~0A FAEE Aol oy
2t A54Q g4lgEo] dsto|th(Baines ¢, 2009:
Kastalli and Van Looy, 2013: Neely, 2008).
Folo] AdelA Mu|2~sk= AlF] HAlely g
27h v = AFYA, AlxT]Eolv FH7]e ¥
Shol o ZaA 2 A, AP A"l A, 229
A& 25 235 "th(Neely, 2008).
AB|2she o]} H & Al AT B
7be A2 AlES] FHFIE YRR Y
ZET F e 713ke] AojA|a, Al A A F3
A= 77 SdiEo] AlEe]l b S WA
Hl 2 2439 A s F3 1A
U Ases o] 44 wEaL, ol
F ot wiAE
B
o 2

o]

6

_>.:

Pﬁ

lo,
rl%jmrﬂmimo

Fol
1] dlolefuo] 27} F557] %=
glth(Baines ¢, 2009). ]J‘E]L Au) 27} oA
7HA e 2 v FE AR S 7 A gh]go] FopA]
Z1]178 o] g w1 ( Schmenner 2009),
7F AFS BeAl dEE dto] AF EAE I
s7tete 235 & & th(Kastalli and Van

Looy, 2013). 3] =534 o1 & (intangible)

%Moo

SLIES

o 7}A7F =& A 9] A5, AR Bl
o1, AFF vlws] Hd7|zte] Hon = &
&S HATH Gebauer 9, 2006).

WA, M| 28LE ok B 82 AH] 28] A
(servitization paradox)® UERATE An]~3}e]
AL Az7|del A28 e84 ZIE 7
ot FARSAE Q3] Mu| A3t BY AETRE
oJo] Yrolz] &= A4S T TH Neely, 2008). Fang
©(2008)= A=x7Ie] AHl2 wjE H]Fo] AA
wjEdo] 20-30%5 A8t AR AH| 238}
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7} 7190 7HA o EgE gEks nAA] £ AU 9
32 F449 94gS e AFEAE AAF

o A sge AgEAGN S B A=
G, AHl~% BoE 99 245 $a0t %
Zd Fole T Aok $AR B9l Y=

o
gt} (Kastalli and Van Looy, 2013).
Ar|zste] QS FE7| Halxe 2472
Aol Wsyt Zxdn, FAHCR, Mu|agtE
FPohe Ax7|He 7189 2AF29 A
Blojub Al 134 Q1 A 2~ At Bl e ZR
A 2g gysta, 71E9 243 9 AH|»
2g Al oketn | Al s = AH| 20 F-oete
HEste Aok dtH(Gebauer £, 2005).
£ BFA77] e e AEA AxdHe
OE #A oM ME| 25 g6t (VargoS’Jr Lusch,
2004), AHl2~ FEHdT 9 T2 24w}
& Wgsofste= E/\]Oﬂ((}ebemer 9], 2006), A
Hj 2o S3ld BAE Aok gk (Oliva and
Kallenberg, 2003). Kastalli and Van Looy(2013)
© Az 7Inke] 22 Eske} Aol A2 Al g
el 7} Q‘jri FAshe o TdES AN,
WAl Wk glole Aulzste] Aol e s
AFststh
A9 BN E B 23k 22 F29] M}
ZFA otk gAWEA T (innovation variance
research)ol| W=w, 40 &0 2z} A3}
= 2T 9 Bt dE 5o, A
7F A A A ofelt]o] o] Htat A&7} H|
WA AR, o] FAE 24 Hg) Halg
o] & dojdth(Subramanian and Nilakanta,
1996).
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HMzE7|del Metnt xAFET7}L Mu|Astol| o= G

AA, AE EEsE AR Agoln, Ay
AT AR AUetE BER Fo A P
AE Hste 7 Aol

4
F7H)&-Z WA BR 7|49 dy Exd
gete &go] oflth, AH|2~ 2kde] &H gl
WSt FQlE = v AlFY AZHEH=
o] F7H4Q1 FAu]-go|th(Baines 91, 2009: Oliva
and Kallenberg, 2003). o]2]gt B] &2 A{n| A3}
7FA3A o m HAEW Q7P 7| E A
ok, Aol o] el ed ER SR de
= JdtH(Fang 9, 2008; Neely, 2008). =4 U
| B B 7t HdlAE A
239} APz Eke A= AEE 7Hs/del St

QHEBRES AFHe 7199 B 4 B3

=Y
= 4z orle

f

2

ol WHAHES 93 gt 29 3
§ quasis 2R $REA S Fgol
o) Al 237k Qe AeEA 2T Aol

W SR Sl Al sgte mge AF

gal& &g Aot =g A7t 9

e

g AHAR g 22 AFS tEA A ES
AU TRAQ FA9 FE A @ dF
o, AlF] AR #e] Aulas 23713
ks
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Wzghe AERES R el FonE,
Al 43 A2799 A5 A 2at
Aoz 7ol glo] $49 Aoz o3 ole
& 22 vigo ofs e e AN

E BT EVEEE DR EV R P
o o 12 Holth.
M lar bR AzTg el A g

ol 42 dF= vd Aol

hl [eRNeIE=]
M 1b: ApEaRERe AZ7de] Aulss
FHA 9FE 14 Rolt,

2.4 Z&Fxo| =™Ma 1 (moderation effect)

7129 AelM Au| =gt AlE Al 24

adoption) 1 T& 84124 (innovation process)
A<} 45 (innovation variance)d+= T
Subramanian and Nilakanta, 1996).
AFFATE gAY =517 s R
i A FATE 8419 o 43S vA=
Sl 243

e
rit
=

>

&S st APste dHos 22 FxR4 24
TE7F 93s v

22329 Ao, A, 2 HF g SdaEe
AZte tegsitt, guA R 2A72d 245
HAIE ZFHAE on|etA| N o] £gAte] A}
E2A A AdAHoz Ay 4F34 89l
(contextual factor)= wjAlgth= TAA ] ok
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complexity
2 Qoloz
oAz, 2014),
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A5 w9 WAH viEo] Ha 19
ol ﬂfﬁﬂ‘ﬂ st
(departmentalization), Z1%141%(chain of command),
A9 (span of control) S& ZATZE E
AL golE
2007). Jennings and Lumpkm(1989)~
AR A& 7159 AEstel wep 221
TFH3s92H, Mellor and Mathleu(1999)—c
ARFRA ] 2AF2E SH 5= TIES 7Y
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and Lumpkin, 1989). A&A¢]
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MZE7|Ye| Metnt ZHFEI}F A28t njxls

T A o] HGel o Es] ke SHE At
Holu AR o], 229 HeFA H3kel| tig
TAARL el olai7t 4 Al o] FoIzItk(Fredrickson,
1986). A=l Fd M= FHg+= 7leE
7te] mpa 3t B (incongruity) & 4AA17|H,
A9 A7t digk 71t E s
(Ouchi, 1978: Simon, 1976), g3}
2AE e ato] B ash EAo gl
AAZozZAN e 84S =UH(Menon ¢,
1999). ol gt wigt A YrpdzbderS Ajeet =
A9 F2Agt o] B AY 24 Wl AHlA 7

gk

o =
b elgRto] el o] FolAm, Awl2s)
% 3

_gg
o m2 RN

ox,
il

L
=
N
ol
ol
>
>
ol
o,
rir
L
o
tlo
N
)
>

o tiag e

1 glom FARN AL HgA HAL AFFA N
9 o o &t = A Ee] itk ol e 34
d H2He 244 ofoltolE &l A
ZI E%(proactlve actlon) F38te do

glof| A ‘/}F/}Ur% O] 31 ot 73751‘3—"\:
3ol I Q3 A A (qualitative) 2

2
24 V@ AYH 8AEH 59

FAp Nk 3
A% 1 AAE FA5H: BEIA B BTHQuinn,
1978). webd 249 3% Aze QU =
£2 2429 WaE Frahe e o
2458 A% A3 F 9o 24725 F49
A BRAINE FAE F7eE 24dAE 3
4a50] AN PRET 49F 2H72 Y

a}tH(Burns and Stalker, 1961). $19} 22 #3
ATE v o R ofgfsh 22 M-S AT

AASoI H4sA M3E 20174 6%

CEIE EVLEREC R R
249 348 ghe} 248 Aol

7Hd 3a: QrbagESe] Al sl Bl e ¥

449 e 249 3487} A

7Hd 3b: AP s o] M2t mAlE 5

ZA T2 A4 (autonomy) & 54 22 7Y
BA, 5L 7% 39 «]/\}7&75 2 2% AA
ol Fet TF 52 st=7te] EA o]
dutd o7 244 ﬂﬂﬂ(self—leadershlp)ol

ZA& 7)sHRE FAstE AEA AAE
A3 (empowerment) o] 2] )
ZJolt}(Stewart and Barrick, 2000). AH&4
G2 7IHL TS Aoy 547159 oAA
gto] A aL, A4 o] & 7IHEFF THSle
Al SAAA Agho] Fo] FojHr)

ZA 9] AA&Ado] Aol nX e g 594
Hrhes 22 o] 93 At wg geixith, @4
2k (prospector) & HOF* 2L 2
Wolg ek (defender)

o

rbl it

=
€ =
A
h

Al

O N
ofr

i

S o Al 334 432 mRtH(Andrews
9], 2009). BAE % Wolq dee 20| W3
she 976l Agshe Al e AE BRD
W2 02 Porter(1980)9] 294 A= 2fel 7}
Ao, F ZFAA (typology) B AFH e
AL g2 Us A3 Azkd g A5 YA 93

-1 =2
(1nternal consistency) 7} Ethe HoA 3%
Ao] grkMiles ¢, 1978: Segev, 1989). £3],

Segev(1989) ) w2 Walol| T3l tf-g-2] SWHo
A gAY deke apdsbd b fAkstn o y A
761



rr

7P 4 Az2714e] At A28t 2t A

279] A& ek 249 Aolth
M da: ArbAgAIER] Au|ssl nlAE 3
AA G 249 A484o] AL
52 oA Aolth,
7M. db: AEsAEe] Au|xsld 1At 3
49 JFe 279 420l AYF
£ 7349 Aot
AEF Giol AW 2E AFE ARG B
§ @79 W3 Ee gAY dgow HAe
sgdn 249 Fasde AL g 2
3, G418 Felohe Wi TeA s, Wahe o
373 S olalsts S o= U & slrk(Neely 9,
2001). HAAQ 242 A e Wael Hgela
| Mol vl A% UAT 5 Ak GFE
762

BN
)

N
N
2
!

o|tH(Chenhall 9, 2011). ¥WAc=w
o AE Y H3te A&H o ]
olm2 %29 Al (innovativeness)
st ko] MH|23lo] WA= T AR IS
S Aolt}, w3k A 23k} 7]9] 9] AL

ZEA 20 g A GFolge 7]EY
(Baines ¢, 2009; Garcia and Calantone,
2002: Neely 9, 2001)= asshd z29] gal
e A7 o] Al g A ol M = AH] 2815

24Aow S Ao,

=

i

o >
)

s

flo

o

N
A

2
N

c

oy &

2

N 2 & rlo
o of Ho
182
HE,

7Hd 5 AlzzIlel et M2} ko] WA=

249 HA4e) thet 24 Aol
7Hd Ba: Qvagrse] Al gl B e ¥
A9 9Fe 249 FA4o] A2
% oA Aol
7Ha Bb: APl Aulage] AL 3
A9 9Fe 249 FA4o] A2
% 7438 Aol
Il AEEN
3.1 tilo|&

NICE 243714 Kol $dat= do|guo]~
Ql KISVALUES %€ 719 & AH|2=8ts &9
g 80070 Ax7IH s FAE AFsto] 22l
AN FEAFI 2o HEE A
AME| 2, 22T 2] g Al 41970
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L o5t
Mzo|gdel Tt =XF x| Mu|2stol ojxl= g

AlFol oF b5% = 7V

o]l
< BAA BAC ARSI #4e A O FAME 457 LM RO
o FRF7 1Y 8 RY ol AFe] s AN FdE ;
&8 7199l A9 2R, AFFEFI] 2 AT O A
= (& Dol AT, AFris71E B 48 B A28 sod R
€ AEel iEde & Atk te 7189 A7 g
719k 5710l Sl AlEel dFEdE &€
(1) #2254

fiNn & (%)

— 2.9%

HEF Ax4 2%

SB Az L2

wHl A2 0.8%

AFAE A2 —

o, of AAME 2 BoAE AZY 21

7V, 7PE g A AlEd L%

A % URAE Az 0.6%

Fx Fol 3 FolAE AEY L7

A % 71 SHA B4 0.5%

2ax dg D HeAAE AZY L

ser2d 9 oA E Az 6.2%

Cadhan G158 24 % eF A2 L 12

LEAFE 9 FeREAE AxY 28%

Had FEAE AXY e

17 24 A24 o

=y e /

g;}f‘;%ﬂg%li. ié%, +F 9 A Az 113122

95, B9, 717 2 AA A=Y 35

A7) A Az 1%

71ek 717 8 A AE 13.6%

et 3 Ed Yy AxS] 25

7ek £ A2 2.7%

7 AZY L

7Te AE Az g

n 28.9%

T 54.6%

AFFEF P 5%

e 63.1%

254 mgk =

7195 259 - 50d mgt 2

50 - 7549 wgt
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HE FAAAM A5 u
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i glom 1 99
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]—X] [9)

A
A~ A

=
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3T
=

Al

2 o 15%

L
T

1

Z

AR

l

3.2.1 AH| 2~ v &

Aw] 28

service systems), A8~ A2 (service transition)

o] el 7 o|go

A2k}

AA]
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P

<
Mo

<
iy
1o

0

o
st

fmwl
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EH9HOliva and Kallenberg,

ZA oz Mu|A 247
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2003). AH| =817} AlF

i

=
=
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N
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dge daagel A
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3.2.4 BAAS
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| A8~ A3 A 274

5|

<]

g ut
o A

43}

A%

.
T

1

]_
odlA Aldsla ole ME| 29 HA| wFo
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HMzE7|del Metnt xAFET7}L Mu|Astol| o= G

0.740 0.838 0.628
T2 Fate 71E AF 25 ] A8 AL R wEdtt | 0.807

T (REHR) AE B QoA Cr(;?s}?;hs AVE
A 2l Frtell A A Fste ME| e ofdT 0.752
may |2 A ABE AsE Rad. 0.776 | 0.774 | 0.538
MUl 22 Algehe b $9 A wso] a7 Hn 0.668
F2 FAtA AFste Aulae $2] B FadFoln 0.751
32 AR AR Aulse Ad $ARd) e e @
;*_f;f; sl P89 osma | o.e3s
T2l AN AFste Aulae $a7 dgolt 0.793
T2l FAIA Algshe Au e Blzy 2] glo] 8218 Dl | 0.810
T e Az 99 Bede wole Ad TAe o 0.827
WIE [0 AE 944 69 9 29e 24 =8

£ SAke ASHoR A AES 2] A9 =Fatk. | 0.761
£ Srke Ausoz AFelS Sgeb] gd =g 0.708
o) S| A= o B o]l AL 9 -Es
amspae | T8 SR ARE APRAT N2 2gY 838 da mdan | 0733 | o0 [ seg
£ Arte $99 FA4E A4 =8 g 0.771
$2) Bake 71z WA 9, 3RS 2 24 $9< )
Azl w83t 0.763
AR f50 AF Ao gy £ el B 0.699
FeAEe] Aol Bag gSE Ful/zgen welete Qol| oo
ARG | AR $Ad 4 £ Bel g, - 0.769 | 0.616
FAAE A4S S 2o AAAAE dusta Adse Qo[ o
AR 2Ael el ¢4 B2 ") '
$o Angqgae 240 F43 A4S Fhee A aRde|
245 |2 9% $R8E Q2 Fes) 4aad ' 0.663 | 0.502
3, 9, 2en Aake $e 2444 B$ Fedd 0.763
S 2744 Hu7929 o glol & + Y& e A gk | 0.867
Agn |7 EAG AnAgue 24 Y95 ArHeR ANAE| | o
CEL)) e A AeA deth ' 0.834 0.571
=30
S8 240N obe Aad BAE HuAgAel A% s
o] B, 0729
£ SAke AEHAE vl $84] A7 0.823
ERE: jz S FEAE Bdelel AFHA watts Bl 2| oo | de | o eos
PR .
S SAe FEAED BEse 7148 84S gol Al=dl gk | 0.866

ZASHAT M6 HM3z 20174 62 765



. mEbA] AR A
g2 e 5F
oh AfH A
dhs AH| 20 WA FadH AH| s Z2A
2o B T A MR SAstgon T4 gA

E AL7F AREE T

o] ExY SN
-1 0+

3.3 BHEd &4

7x4 g]ﬂE ih:i z@g
29 AN en 2
4 =3} g 29ld] BF
0.5 o]kl #ahe A

9]

HAL A
=

§ % o

—

convergence Vahdlty)

/‘1 H| 2~ %Pﬁé, =3
38 AeA, gald 87FA] 89lo] 74zt
MellA Hol 5719 Fgoz g Us
gelatltt. dioly 24 (goodness of
£ A3 o 2 H7te i) RMSEA=0.037, GFI

921, CFI=0.97322 Yeh}, 3AEA ] A}

9] tole] BEE v} $ A melole}

ALY, #

= =

ga
it
ot
)

A=

ro
=y, 2

,4
o
o

i}

o 0—r>3
o 2

)
2
o
N

—

o

)

o
ot
ofy

TN

I~

gt 4 99 %
(technical vahdlty)

243 (Cronbach's alpha)
Az nE g0l fa

{u

i

o b

3 ot o ox o

766

A o vk

¢

)

oz

o]

32

o AdA oz F43k= 0.6639 tha
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FHER & S437] A3 TAFEAT(Average
Variance Extracted: AVE)#ko] & 29l tf
3 71EAQ1 0.58 denz 7t ajls SHst=
TgEo] dHHA T 8902 TS st

(Fornell#} Larcker, 1981). Pl (discriminant
validity) & &3317] 93l 2+ 2919 AVE#} &
ol 7+ FHEARE vwstgl e (& 3)2 1 2y
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A5k = & A7 H2 o volErt st 3
e AR AR M e 7P E 9
Apdst e Hapeh 2454
FRBAY Yeht A ERE
gl HoFr

ZAFze 247505 A 4
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SHEE S| EAof| AR89 tH Baron and Kenny,
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Mz | Yol Hefnt

EXTEI Mu|Astof OjRlE S

4tk AVE

WETE (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7) (8)
(1) Mulz 534 0.538
(2) M= Fa4 0.109 0.638
(3) d7pdztder 0.005 0.144 0.628
(4) ApHshder 0.001 0.137 0.504 0.559
(5) A& 0.004 0.044 0.270 0.410 0.616
(6) 343t 0.000 0.063 0.203 0.270 0.292 0.502
(7) A&A 0.002 0.002 0.001 0.006 0.008 0.058 0.571
(8) g2l 0.005 0.123 0.423 0.504 0.490 0.250 0.006 0.696

(B 4) 71284 ¥ oAl

HETE 3 | FZ29A ] (D (2) (3) (4) (5) (6) (7 (8) 9)
(1) AHjzm & 18.62 | 12.22
(2) LN(uj=) 517 1 3.03 |-0.03
(3) Aul~ 234 3.95 1.61 |-0.12* | 0.08
(4) M2 524 5.15 1.33 [-0.07 | 0.15*"| 0.33*
(5) d7razrae 5.56 1.14 [-0.06 | 0.16| 0.07 |0.38"
(6) Adshdet 5.03 1.20 | 0.05 | 0.26*"| 0.03 |0.37**| 0.71*
(7) A4 473 1.33 1 0.05 | 0.21""|-0.06 |0.21** | 0.52"*| 0.64*"
(8) sk 491 1.22 1 0.04 | 0.28"|-0.01 |0.25" | 0.45"*| 0.52*"| 0.54**
(9) &4 3.63 1.46 [-0.10 {-0.00 | 0.04 |0.04 [-0.03 {-0.08 |-0.09 |-0.24"*
(10) 844 5.01 1.32 | 0.06 0.18* 1 0.07 0.35" | 0.65* | 0.71**| 0.70** | 0.50** |-0.08
e = (%)
A A ds] el d S 2AWeE 2 Fosys ANMS JSAEHSFE AR
T BAgtel tisl FASHcentering) st3lth. T4 B Frlete] AR o] WL foldA &
3} T Oeed BAR BAEe (varlance sick. vl He] &9 BE S ARgste] 2E 194 &
inflation factor: VIF)#ts 13 23 = Ao dH S 1y QoA o =M Fo 7
ol el 10 oJste] gh= HleH, ol ﬂ-‘ﬂ%* #E, BY 394 AWM 832, Y 49A

23 Ao
w5 ofnl g,

57124 2B A B84 P2 (E 5)
o AN A AR Fal FANS,

ZZ Ao m|x]E= oJgko] HlwA 1

—_
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(E 5) 7|ZHztm xRSMHO| Fo Buot MEXE B

WHETE WP =31 22 Y3 234
LN (vj <) -0.016 -0.042 -0.043 -0.062
EAAS M) 2 334 -0.106" -0.094 -0.095 -0.082
Au) 2 F84 -0.029 -0.036 -0.038 -0.008
U ArpazA e -0.189* -0.219** -0.458**
Uik A s e 0.216* 0.147 0.260"
AEA -0.004 0.042
2w 3438 0.011 -0.061
A&7 -0.075 -0.033
ERE 0.113 0.106
A7 A -0.359**
A7 2] 8} 0.262*
A7 A& -0.179
_ 71 78 A1 A 0.164
BEAET i}ﬂé};}*@jé@ ) 0.322°
Al ghg-2] ) -0.150"
2P sheAt-4 -0.119
A g 414 -0.207
R 0.015 0.039* 0.051* 0.135"*
+49 R? 0.006 0.024* 0.025* 0.089**
R? W3} 0.015 0.024** 0.012 0.084**
N 339.0 339.0 339.0 339.0
**p{0.01, *p<0.05, "p(0.10
(% 6) o7 7}del A Z}
7 7hd e kL e
la A7k — Al 23t e A7
1b APH 3} — A H] 23} 44 A7
2a 7Pt - Au gl A Ao 2 E A9 7t A7
2b ApH sl — M| Aglo A AR 2H Y AT 2l AA]
3a A7PEZE — Mu gl A FAgle] 2d g A9 A4 214
3b ApH 3L — A 23t A FA gt - AT AA oFskAl A)A]
4a A7t - Au| 2ol A A& o] 2dE 9% A 712t
4b A st - M| Asto A 2heA o] 2 E7} SR 2l 717}
ba AL - Mu|Aglol| A FAlAd el 2dF A9 A4 712}
5b A3 - Au| gl A FAA ] 2 9 7t 712
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o2 Yeigtt. o Adte F 7R djHe] 7kedt
o Ae 71t RY Z19de] £3b Akel @A elA
L7HE AH|2 Sgnte R e Au]2stE AWe]
ﬂﬁrﬂ% Aulzgte] vl e Tdg ] A A

71 el A Ade] oep gt 4 Slvke
ﬂOlE} 59l Az7Yel Aussts mgehe 2
oA Aul s 2pA S S HT AlF2 AR 2ef FRA

&o] Fasithe 2, ol AEH AH|=Y =
2% Z¥(harmonization) & 4x3 AT+ES
Aoz AA et Aot (Fang 5, 2008:
Kastalli and Van Looy, 2013). €41, = A%
7150l AMH| A SAolv Fakske FHglel A

MxgE 939 F9AY =99%n 9% HedS

H
= W) Aulzge) B4l e Aue g 2
FOI AL & 5 U 2 20
QrpazRe Al 2sto] AR G T
(8=-0.189, p<0.05), Wr = ApEshdete 34
ol 9Jgke mATHB=0.216. p{0.01).
M lask M 1b7h 25 AR EGE o ke
A8 A BEe] @ FeeA A9 e
Aol 58 4 9ee A
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The Influence of Competitive Strategies and Organizational
Structure of Manufacturing Firms on Servitization

Namkyung Lee™ - Hojung Shin™ - Hosun Rhim***

Abstract

Servitization has recently become a popular phenomenon in the manufacturing industry.
Although extant servitization studies suggest that a firm's competitive strategy and organizational
structure fit into its service practice, they overlook the fact that the pre-existing strategy or
organizational structure cannot be modified without difficulty and may not be supportive of
servitization. In the present study, we conduct confirmative factor analyses and identify two
factors of generic strategy (cost leadership and differentiation) and four factors of organization
structure (specialization, formalization, autonomy, and innovativeness). A set of hierarchical
regression models are proposed to test the main effects and moderating effects of pre-existing
strategies and organizational structure on servitization. The analytical results show that
manufacturing firms cost-leadership strategy has a negative effect on servitization while their
differentiation strategy has a positive effect. Moreover, organizational structure (specialization
and formalization in particular) moderates significantly the direct effects of competitive strategy
on servitization, indicating that it is critical for a firm to evaluate the dynamics between its

strategy and organizational structure for a successful implementation of servitization.

Key words: Servitization, Competitive Strategy, Organizational Structure, Hierarchical Regression
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