A FA 28 242 I HA 0T d1EY ¥ KA O] U A

AR BA A4 BHS 5@ @A WA
AT 5F L AF 7= FYo| B AT

- A3H YEYD T72Z B8 AR BAS FHOE -

AAS (LS Y n)
Ay (st F9sst GabaA)
ol&q (ara{uista FF3tt HALAA)
o|Fst (St 7G5t} HALA)

I. A&

HZ 59, "AE FollA ARG ohe AR FH A4S AEE 148 FE
3l Ax FLRaAY, nAe ArHola AL BAE FATOZA AL AF
ety A &2Q FAE(oyalty) & Z=E T3 FAJd Aul&& o
AR e Aol DFH A we} 1990 olF #[A A" E % 2 3 g2 dFEol
HdRHn Jdo. 2y AF7A B4 eHAR S FAR § A7 AEE] 53 HA
BT o] 2ok dF T, FFH 4T FA, AFY 3 Foll g £
ot u| &g Aol

M2 Jdol AxHu o Adol AE Alold] woelEdA A HE #AHLZ HolA

Be TZEE =¥ FHSmall, 1976). o] g FRE WA wHs L =llo] I ¥IE
BAT A7 i FHL FFEA g FRezA E CUE JdF EolE P45
gedl(HE. 1986), 1 F FAE FAHoR UHIT A7 M d8E =E=
AFAH oz RAzte vl = Flhulol Exjolg EAM(co-citation analysis)#A 711 ol
del 2ol gk A FA 8L o' Ay} 2 AMEE mEA ©OE AAY
=T £ HE AHAe =& FAd 98T A¢ #AstA s =dl(White and Griffith,
1981), & =4 J&8HE £ I =89 olEAH, A43FH Edrt FAJAE

Roaeed O
Uetl Fi glerz 8 =88 BMAEY sYd I 5dF Agd =2
TUR o] & QM At 7 =& 7H WESAE #etd  dtHAcedo, Barroso
and Galan, 2001).
2 A7 AR BARE £4 Z1Eol ofs 1990dFH 20067k 173
HiE DA viA" Eobol AvFay AAH F2E vlebsigict WA @A viAE Eopd
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200798 Ph=RFAY FHot=0e] EH=FY

HEAHY AES AAstd #Y A F& dAAson, AFE AR JAdoeziy
FAE AR e THLE FTA Y& RNEE 7oz A 17d e @A rHAIE 9
T2 AT e B Uz, 84 cHA"elgE AU 47 FA of gFo a1 8
MdL FAoIReA, A7 FF2 o¥A FgeAE wHstL, de2 479 1Y
FEaFE dFstaz o,

I. o]&4 uj7

1 Azt 4 98 4 7Y

A7 EAAE BA AP A7 dEND Yol SF FA Popel wsE Al
A7 FAsAY ABAA A% A7 FAE g9 §e) e 5 A3 Had
&85 gtvi(Rousseau and Zuccala, 2004). 1.3V Al%A A 8 (Bibliometric) @19 &
TOFRAM, AR FA A8 FALS 2 ol&F MY Ed o] B2 EHE AwFsltd, L9
St Fofg a1 AH(dE E9}, Ahlgren, Jarneving and Rousseau, 2003; Chen,
Cribbin and Marcredie, 2002; White, 2003a, 2003b)

A2 FAIAE 712 Small(1973)0] o8 FAd" Ao [z FA UL o wA
IRE F =% UFd 2Rd =& A Jd&Hs RS LI A A7 A2 BE
AE&RAHH A2 B7F Az Adl 4 vt B ¢ dod, A=A A7t A B CE
A A&de AL A9 dAFdA E w, B Cr7b d@Eol doe e A=
&TtHWhite and Griffith, 1981). °]& o] =&o] ¥79 9o dFS LR=7E
REgste SAld 2T FAl A8HE =52 A2 23 AV d&E orEd. o
W, 24 ol He AR A AJAE AFEE Aol opder I AAI & AFHEY
FAE ougot. oldg Jd HhEE White and Griffith(1981)7} A58t A E o
HEZ u GAE o2 A3 AFoA 1 ggdAde] thA & A HAF HAed, e
AdE T3l AR Fo] FA J1Ed FA So] UEHoez A LAV on, 7—?‘
AAF ol aFS AZEC @ AAAAE R 7 dvs /e dFSA
gdatd Ad8E AARPeRE 2 HAAE AL B FA dd FFde H}7}
EostA e, oz Q8" AxAEE FA did L IFH guEg YEIv:s
A o]t White, 1983).

GE, AXRE 24 EHE 3t 24 AR T AYE vehllE B4R & 49 AAt
A AEE NEFE AHEE AR e AdiH AE AER BddE AA FALE
A & (author co-citation map)= 3 & Eolol =& Fxo ARYAA WMEHYAE
tNHo g EHI FtHMaCain, 1984, 1986, 1990). &, &7 Q&= NE7l 2
ARrEZ A ZM BREA ARG, d7 ALHE do] SEAY AY fle AAES

mn‘.

C
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MI 5o 918 EHS B9 WA OPIY ATSY X NHIX AU o o
Hlmd gy "ojdA vepvsd, ojgd fAe AA9 FHAY Al I Ao
olUglt FHL Q859 EFH #wdoz ZAAHE AHolmgE ul$ AFAHQ M
Biojgt & £ ik o] JEe wlg Wi FRY dHolHE ARl 2@ 7|3t
AX NEHE JEe FH3 RAo|BE, o AxRE 3 AMFY A BEAY JJozs
uordt £ Q= 2 Y& AAAHQ FAA 22U F AEE FF(Acedo, Barroso

and Galan, 2006).

AR FAIUAE 4L A9 o] He FE
2ol A B8 Z&23HCallon, Courtial and Penan, 1993).
A& AP A3 @ ARAQ A5 E wigoz dux Fto} Guidry et al.(2004)=
Sciences Citation Index(SSCDZ¥H A|¥H
k. SSCIE °]84% <AL,
o g B HH

1991)&

3] 4Hreference retrieval)®il
?lo|% Zinkhan and Leigh(1999)& 4#|¥ SSCI=H-H
ATF7t A YE o g wEks £
20053 JI¥HIE EHKR 1>)E HIBL=

olgje} EAME
Aolgdoem, 1 ¥ Acedo and Casillas (2005)9 dFdA = SSCI7l £A

Fore] A A H2EE HAAsE
2 ogm= oa 4y ARe

Social
AL Hxo M} Ad £HE o|&3t
SSCIZF 3 7HA(H)Y Adn gAE ol JoH,
AF, dFHE 23 JdHCote, Leong and Cote,

o) 714 maded ARE AFFL AWsHn Ych ol

49 £98 A2 do Be

19l hAE A 99k SSCI
O

A7 U 49 AAsTh AP

AFAMNE Y AT} ¥
3

T

g3 SSCI Q| HIEE AAs 9.

<E 1> 9" Ad

A

L

&9 #d HHAT 23 2 20059 A4 £9)

DY e 29 2 M9 @53 Y 20053 AR &9

Becker & Brown
(1979)

Jobber & Simpson
(1988)

Luke 8 Doke

Koo jar oenprasit et
{1987)

Hult et of (1997) ol (1998)

Guidry et si, (20044 2005 cliation ranking

Citation Anedycis

Perceptusl

Importance/
Prestioe Index

Percepiual Poputariy Fercephis Citation Anslysis | Citation Analyss

Foam Diarity index

I pact Facior

MMGT JEIM

olE EUlZ B AT ulAY e AF F BAd 2ol 10709 HA Y HEE
AAs o™, Journal of Marketing, Journal of Marketing Research, Journal of
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20074 $IRQEYIY] AFoATHY] YR=2Y

Consumer Research, Marketing Science, Journal of Academy of the Marketing Science,
Journal of Retailing, Journal of Business Research, International Journal of Marketing in
Research, Journal of Advertising Research, Journal of Advertising®} ©¢]| 3|3 3tc}.
e ol: 10 e AA i Ade 1990dF-E 2006 74A & RHESFE A¥E
A <R 2>F T3 depHAT

<E 2> Az A& A% AA A Ad R SSCIY & W=

190 ] 1931 | to2 | 1908 | 1904 | 1905 | 1996 | 1997 ]| 1998 | 199 ] 2000] 2001 | 2002 | 2000 | 2000 | 2006 | 2006 | &N
Jswaerre| 2 | 8| o || 5| 0| @3 | ] o | @] x| 2| w | a| «a} o | & |92
IMEETIN s e | 0 || | | 5| sl | 2| ® | 2| 6| sa | & | 919
J tgsusm 8| | w 50 B 6 7 e A n | | ® a7 s | o | s7 | e | 71
MekeET ol | 3 | 2 n ! 3! 2| & a 2 | 22| s ! 2| | 20} m | a8 | s | 2 | s12
J ACAD s | 7| 2| 711 5| 8 | | 5| 1 ®| = | s ®& | B0 | 6 o | 983
MAFKET SGI

Jaetawmg| s | B | 3 | 2 3 vl z| 5| z2| |l zl| | 7| = a1 | | 38 | 489
ssres | & | 8 | o | | 2| 2| o | s | ® | | 10] 8 | 18| 2| 178 20| 67 | 1748
M| o | ] & | | @ & 8 o | | 2| 22| | 8| | 3| x| 3 | so0

J
aveRTiIsING| B | 6 | & | 2 | m | 88 | & | o | w | ] = | = | 00| ® | a1 | & | 2 | 93

FES

J
wosusnal 21 2| 2| 8| 2| 2 2| 2| = | 5| = | 32| 0| ® | o | % | 4 |ass
£ s | a2 | a0 | 4 | s0s | a6 | 618 | wm | 413 | as | sm at | a2 | 579 | o6 | e | casa

A" 10709 #de] SSCI Addl J8d F Wl=sE 84640229, Journal of
Business Research7} 1746W¥ Q18500 713 B2 JEREE Hola AeH, 1 H=
Journal of Academy of the marketing science, Journal of Advertising Research, Journal
of Marketing, Journal of Marketing Research7} 900¥ o]4F Ql&Fgony, 1 29
U] AEE HA| 400¥ o]d9] JERIEE Roles AR vl X3 o] 10719
Age] A JABNEE HAS W el 4000 ojAY JEREE Y= Zo=
e T mekd dA O Ade dFE ARNEE BY VELR e 2 979
el vl Aot g

A A olF, Y dd AARE HMAE] A SSCI(Social Science Citation
Index)?] ABE A F3l= YAo]E(http://portal.isiknowledge.com)E Z3) relationships,
relationship marketing. relationship managementE 7|9 =2 8l DA ZAAS 1079
Ade Aoz 19909 ~2006W Apolo] 2HE =& AT T, FAMYE =£ES
AEES B AXNES A 43, F 80He A A7} relationship marketing Q-+
oA T2 ATAR o5 =E £ H U8d IFE H Doz YUt

<E 3> 84 U Ax g &E
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HX EL[ ol HMLS E6 —lj;" Dr;."a :115'6]: Ojf H1X H S
{AF A Q18 M =0t 3 s 91sY F AHLAXE FTO} wor A
N g i T R T 2o Bl =W Lk 4| ang4] oW =% R 4| =el R

eg a8 148 -+ BROYYN R 3 -1 3 81 PiN G RAA ¥ A7
] L g 148 -3 EHANKAR Y 14 - .34 RUTH JdA ¥ 17
a5 208 t40 44 ANDFLEROH A 10 54 a4 QEVYBKENSE | .3 1§
12 a8 129 paf CALANTONE RJ 18 a0 [.L ] BHETH 4N 1 1 ]
18 280 120 45 PRAKER TL 7 &6 AG SNGH J -+ £0
B 220 114 &5 NARAYADAS B 1 Bb [.1.] BELO DO |} 23
7 245 107 +7 IO Lb, -+ 1 aT DaHLBTRAOM R 7 ar
30 g ] 102 44 R epD 7 5% on SOHULTZ D& 10 4]
] 21 H 28 EVAME KH .} o8 48 PERREALLT WD 1 b+ %] AMPEOM P 1 2%
1g =449 AQ MITTAL ¥ 14 .1 &0 DWYER FR L] L 1.1 TR NABRANYANDAS O & £
i1 =403 41 KUMAR ¥ ] [ ] Bt BOLES JB e 47 T JOHNSON i T 1@
t3 196 ap BEATTY BE 14 .11 B2 HOHRA 44 .} -7 T2 KAAPFT W -+ 17
20 188 14 AMWHLERT ¥ 1.1 4 b4 QARBARMO E 1 48 Ts NYGAARD A - 17
10 186 b FEHER RJ " ™ .2 ] HOHN 80N M8 1 4 T4 Kt K 10 16
14 184 L] LEMON KN -] 7 B& REIMARTZ Wy .3 40 1% LOOKSKIM LS 1 14
a 180 15 WATHNE KH B T 1] NER G 190 5 TS WAOMNTOSH G 1 14
] in a7 DOMEY PM b 4 rL) 67 AEYNOLO S KE 18 o TT ANDALEFR 88 2 1%
10 170 48 HOMBUAD O =" T 1. QRAYSON K ] o TR S04 Hi A r 12
+ 157 a8 WEITZ BA .} T 1] STUMP PL - 49 ki LEWUIN JIE T 18
] 164 <40 STERM L'w ”+ Tt a0 HEHARD DH 4 97 .41 ] HEWETT X - ¥
¥ £ ols AXE F AATAALY olgsr] A Ag
2 dAyes oF ARE = AAFAQLLIIHY  o]&3lr B g0
ALA )7 1008 ol % 289} ARG ¥ o 3 ot
(RA71QAEA2)7F 1005] o] 4Ql F 28¥ e Azg $Agdoz M g
Q& SR
<HE 4> AR} FA A4 HE 3
1 2 3 4 5 B 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 18 20 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 28
1 [40a.6
21 1t ere
3 b4l (TR
4 | 114 t14 BS  j0e
Sl108 119 62 # 108
=] T 70 40 101 42 2078
1 o4 87T B8 98 4 P4 204
a8 o ] s o 8 3 5
9| ¢t #1128 42 20 U &0 2L 104
0} 86 08 66 45 979 92 24 4 10 1aB
111 &7 40 f4 g8 16 14 12 & &F & QL&
12| &8 32 @ 19 0 17 18 17 B8 4 &t 1005
13 8 3 19 6 4 4 4 o0 16 34 " 16 9276
143 w1 43 96 26 20 P4 pE 17 M1 B 8 78 ¢ 146
151 164 9@ 11 BT M 13 12 3 16 & M 44 T 15 202
16| 114 112 B 82 8 2 32 4 15 I8 {16 12 B t2 1A {BG.®
17} 94 40 16 B7 19 94 17 12 @7 12 B8 B B 18 1B 18 198G
181 s 82 45 M0 47T 20 2 4 {6 A% t2 1g 2 14 A 49 17 120.%
19| 77 78 42 B2 B4 94 P2 0 T 1086 B 4 e 6 &8 B8 B 48 141065
20| 106 108 6% a9 B8 15 1B 4 (8 B4 44 j4 & i3 T4 @86 14 44 B 1
21§ 20 te 10 158 & 3 L ] L] 2 12 12 & 5 7 7 10 14 4 7 B&.B
221 4«0 # 27 £ W 2 1§ S8 16 =™ & 18 14 12 28 g8 a 18 84 2@ & 1B
231 80 87 o8 & & 10 10 0 10 A6 P& {8 1 10 AB 47 1 80 48 40 T 1% A
241 14 i85 8 8 b 4 4 g 10 & 22 2 4 14 B ) 8 10 1 L ST S T - Y
25] & Y6 3 47 45 14 14 2 14 10 1T 14 2 ta 42 & 124 4% 57 8 %4 4 b AF
26 70 = 92 42 BB 1t 11 % @ 6L 10 & 4 & 64 KO 3 10 8 & 4 {7 48 b5 26 1£0.6
271 19 17 11 17 2 4 4 0 & 1 14« 8 5 7 3 5 7 10 ) 5 B0 4 1B 1Y & B E&
28] 20 & 2 28 26 48 48 20 A% t4 P8 p@ 12 48 g0 2 44 1@ B 44 B iB E 14 18 14 & T

FEdAAN el

A3E IR F =S, 8 e wF AVAA

Qe WMEE JANZE ouals Ro,

Aol <& 3>olA AT
AR ARAES AAATE A FA A8 WE FLo] Al g F A% A7)

Qo
.

25 =
T]"a—

kA He=z

M A (White and Griffith, 1981)7F Atk =y o) we} A e FAIAY. A&
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9 AA 07 9 A7} A{HIEE= 203702 FA 3 .

. @A vAY d79 AF 7z &4

1. 38AT FE Y
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1.

FTARJERE FHo] GFE3k HixgFo zojolA o5 3 aAnel FR9 AHoldlA
TA AT RO ZolE Fol7] 3] SPSS IH|IAE o)Ll Hoj& AAAS
FHE HYAZTHE 5).

) —
.

<E 5> A2 §4A] 18 HE ZaAs P4

| & 4 L § t 9 i0 | 12 -] 14 I K} 1 ] 1€ n 3 i 8 A x *
i 1.0
2 e 1n
8| RET 0 b
4| TR 87 0 1080
S| eTH AT MTM (4t 1@
6] o2 0230 -bed {571 0@§ OB
Floam el 08 (= 030 M 10
B {-04F 048 -0tk (34 -0.26 -0.0F -107 0B
0 ]-02% 0231 02 (v -4 Mt 44B I HE Kbk R 1)
12] £780 072¢ 098 (34 0.@2 488 1¥s -2 - LRe LKW
120 -6 -02% -1 -0.F4 d0F )68 0K LF4 -h4: 10
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A7 S8 Ao AB/AST Fhol FalRIA Got, o]F o EA BEMdAE= A9 Huth

2. 23 4 2 29 24 ¥ ¥4 AR a9 34 vt
JeAS Pee 2 A
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XX EA| 0§ 2ilg FU 2 OPIY APSY L NHPX YO yer ¢

<Y 1> AA &3 do=z239

Dendrogram using Average Linkage {Between Groups)

fAescaled Distance Cluster Combine

CASE 0 5 10 15 20 25
Label Num + ' + * + +
SLATER T -
GUPTA B —
NARYER B -
RUST 3
FORNELL 18
ARNOULD 2t
HOYER 13—
ANDERSON 14
OLIYER I
BOLTON 12
FOURNIER 24 -
HE | DE 5
ZALTMAN 17 ]
HUNT 1
SCHEER 26
KUMAR 15 S
GANESAN 20 -
DESHPAND 4
NEYIN 19 -
CANNON 25
STEENKAN 3 -
MORGAN 2 -
JOHN 10
ACHROL 16—
KALWANI 2e -
CROSBY 23 -

<a¥ 1>g 29 T3 34" Ax 23 ded 29@E 2 AR #R).
A AF Fxol Az FA ALdM Z Azte A AAE JHE7l= el ok 2
Azt A2E9 FAE ouitt. wetd FIEHoR PYHE Y TS ded AR
Jaolztr] rue 54 dFAY, 47 3 58 vepdoa & : M
A3 A 2709 o= LJr—rOizlL_ AL FAT = glon, 7hzte] o] BA vHAR
ok ojd 3y FA FHEL v EAE A 2
THLE Z} & dEY F J= 39 FAE BBEAUT

O AT <& 5 JdA B F Qe uied #ol # 12 1189 AAE(SLATER (7),
GUPTA(8), NARVER (6), RUST(9), FORNELL(18), ARNOULD(21), HOYER (13},
ANDERSON(14), OLIVER(11), BOLTON(12), FOURNIER(24))& o]Fo|3 o0, ol&2 11
A7 Boprl 7)1d JNE mAzZte #AE Aoz s B2C AF G0l dF-EolitH.
B3], o]g9 A7 FAe AT AR, 1 ©F/ {A, BA= #A. FHE/FAEE
T2 WA Aoz vepdoh gEld #2319 #3 ®HE& “B2C #A uARol
& 3kl

B 3 2% 15% 9 HAE(HEIDE (5), ZALTMAN(17). HUNT(1), SCHEER(26),
KUMAR(15), GANESAN(20), DESHPAND (4). NEVIN (19), CANNON (25), STEENKAM
(3), MORGAN(2), JOHN(10), ACHROL(16). KALWANI(22), CROSBY(23))°] &
olFct. ol L 7| VI ALY FAE UL E St BB A7 FHLE,
E3) A3, 29, F714 LA, A&, 718Fe], A AvUAeld AL 7Id3t
#A, FA., @AY A 2L VAT A FE HHAE FAR A7 €

_LL
HT-
i/
$
e
s
iy
lo
=
ke
ra
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ri
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3. Batd A& o4 A viA" AT AH 7 Y

FH AN FY BAL Eo BA oARY AT Eoke A § RFE Urol
1¢ ¢ & 9k 2%TE o F Awe) SR FAS B9 fA4 TL oA ofu
JEAXE 23499 Tl FAMOl e AAE wAdE AES A= EY
GAAHENS A 43 2y " Ao 9 FA 99 FHE AREH AF
A A" AAEL Axe] FPo AR HA5. AR 2 AN 1 2R Sas
tebg AAET A 049 AzE 2 FA WA E Fol AXEA Dok 2344 2
Az Axz AW “BA oY ATER A TR <29 29 2

s’

32

+

rlr

<Z¥ 2> 1990~ 20063 A wtAR 2ok AH 7=

I

N
k<4
2-;}”
B? ”:_s & :
A
<Y 2> o|H B 4 Q& uist gol, AW 26 7 WA mHAY Rope) AY FTz:
T B4 A9 vt R g 7 #RHE Yo AE e € 5 I &, 3l
é- _

Al AT 23 d THLE 79 Age 9¢ e A& 31T 5 ddTh
ol A 1o YoM F AR ¥zt Azst uj$- EojA JE AL ElasN
b 29l 3 Aolrt AA @ FAeg delgd olE B A 12 Mz “dF
3 (B2B% B20)"& 9uste RHolgt & F Jeow, Ad 29 AL, £ A7t
2R3 e, 389 AT FAEA aALD) g & 5 U

eyt 2 AlE AT uiel Zo], B dFe aA #@A siA"olgeE & dF
FAZE 199097 EH 2006d7HA] 173t | AH FxE FASHA 22 $=AE
LolR Aol FH AT EBHolth olF Y&, B AFE 174 19 dFEY FAUL
oAgA Wit AT Folg v AuHe AYE F72 AAEA.

V. %7 47
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XX EA| Q18 BMS SOt B OPIY QRS L MHPX 77O Bt A7

17d ko] #A wiAld o] AF7F o2 A MEHo geAdd e HuEy] f&] o
51 ©@91(1990-19954, 1996-2000, 2001-20063)E vro] oA AAg Wy
TLE THS AAET B3 e 71z o AAY #ARAR sE-TA 2 A
A2LE st olF utg oz FARIAE Y IR FAE0 Aud BAE /AL HghHo
SEAE 93ty Y&, FrHo0z YELI FRE Fst= UCINET 6 o]&31d
BARAR £oF AAE H A AALE AR5 o)

(1) 1990-19954

Aot BLF BHoE SHEAE HAL Y AR FFoE HRoAE AE U
T AbT. T 1L F 10" A& GANESAN(20), SCHEER(24), MORGAN(2),
ACHROL(16), NEVIN(19), JOHN(10), KUMAR(15), STEENKAMP(3), HEIDE(5),
HUNT(DE F3om, o9 AFE AEF AFFAE A5rd, I(Power), FFHH
HoAFYANA A g, FYd ZL2 FAELSE ¢ F Ao 3 2%
FORNELL(18), KALWANI(22), DESHPANDE(4), ANDERSON(14), ZALTMAN(17).
BOLTON(12), HOYER(13), RUST(9), OLIVER(11), GUPTA(8)Z 1049 AHA7F w7 &
o] FATh oS AL dAF FAE Myrd, TF 13 2L AF, 29, AFYAA
Aol AF A7 FAL oflt VAT, 2 AAUE, wHd #F A7 FE
o]FAFE HIF F AT #F 32 49 AHzA ARNOULD(21), CROSBY(23),
NAVER(6), SLATER(NE ¥l & P&l on, ol&9 A+E I8 A7 FA= 44
2718 =3} FFE FARE ARUANA d dFdgo] ddon, ANFAFHE
OE FAZE gde Aol §AFA et Aot YA EE ol &3 Ais <O =
LR ATt

<I¥ 3> 1990~ 1995 &A utAE Rope] AH F+&

. 5y

{36
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20071 PIRQEIY| EHOHETHY] LE LR

Ao T3 4 R GALAEE o)8F B WY Ff, FAUENEE T AR
TS T3 #A " 99 sy Fo @A Bols A HAYEE EIE 7
dok 2y #A vHA" g9l A7 ¥4 R dAEE FAse Aol A7
A& dvEcd o T83tn dARAEE, of§ AAEe UL UEE EdE
HEHIA 5L A9 23, ofg <2 4>& F3, 1990-1995d I #AvHAH
2ok ARE e s S Ve oR & UEYI FxE HERRAG.

<I1¥Y 4> 1990-19953 #A vlAY Eofol AzE 19 UMEHNF (MEA 71E)

« FOU

?

<HE 6>1990-1995d #AvHAR £oF AAE UEAILY &4
A G T3 AAFTEE | AlelsdA BIL | piae a5k i €44
Degree Closeness Between Eigenvector Clustering
Density

Centrality Centrality Centrality Centrality Coef.
HUN 18 73.608 117.000 0.308 5.500 0.801
MOR 13 3.207 125.000 0.281 4.000 1.436
STE 9 0.000 131.000 0.207 1.000 2.111
DES 11 1.189 127.000 0.246 3.000 1.755
HEI 15 16.225 120.000 0.302 3.000 0.957
NAR 12 22.140 123.000 0.228 1.000 1.212
SLA 12 22.140 123.000 0.228 1.000 1.212
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GUP 3 0.333 149.000 0.005 0.000 0.667
RUS 4 7.625 131.000 0.048 1.000 0.250
JOH 15 16.225 120.000 0.302 1.000 0.971
OLI 7 19.566 131.000 0.058 0.000 0.619
BOL 8 37.162 127.000 0.099 0.000 1.036
HOY 4 20.380 131.000 0.029 1.000 0.167
AND 3 0.000 144.000 0.015 0.000 1.667
KUM 11 0.857 129.000 0.245 4.000 1.555
ACH 14 4.521 124.000 0.295 3.000 1.220
ZAL 5 7.778 141.000 0.017 0.000 0.400
FOR 11 1.189 127.000 0.246 2.000 1.800
NEV 14 4.521 124.000 0.295 4.000 1.093
GAN 9 0.000 131.000 0.207 2.000 2.083
ARN 4 4.191 133.000 0.050 2.000 0.417
KAL 4 4.917 142.000 0.015 0.000 0.083
CRO 10 11.224 128.000 0.181 3.000 1.456
FOU 0 0.000 784.000 0.000 0.000

CAN 0 0.000 784.000 0.000 0.000

SCH 9 0.000 131.000 0.207 2.000 2.097
PRI 3 0.000 137.000 0.046 1.000 1.000
SzZY 2 0.000 146.000 0.039 0.000 7.000

49 EL A FA43 AL (network centralization: %)
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A7k 1990-19959 o] F9 o=z, t}E Aatet FAIAEo] §17] Wil ¢
F3, 1990-1995 Atolol #ARIAY AT UEHDZ WM AQ FdAol *
HUNT(1), HIEDE(5), JOHN(10), ACHROL(16), NEVIN(19). MORGAN(2). SLATER(?).
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STTENKAMP(3), GANESAN(20), SCHEER(26)¢} SZYMANSKI(28)+ Clustering
coefficient7} Fob VIEYA Wel wleldo] 58 € F Atk WA= o] A7|dls @A
iAo Bk AFb 3| o] Fojx A ¢of, 7} AztEY dEE AR ¥ B g
At

(2) 1996-200d

A9 L WHoz 1996-20000d 7+A] 5 a7 #A viAIY S AH F2E et
TARA 2 dAYHEE o] 831 1996-2000 Alole) A wAEHY AT Bakol| ol
Aol F AAE9 YEYA T2E AHEgc WA 2JEA ZAH 57l AR
Aoz Uy e AL AT ¢ JdAth #F 12 1589 AHAE(MORGAN(2),
SCHEER(26), KUNAR(15), STEENKAMP(3), = GANESAN(20). CROSBY(23),
CANNON(25), HUNT(1). DESHPANDE(4), ACHROL(16), FORNELL(18), KALWANI(22),
JOHN(10), NEVIN(19), HEIDE(5))o] THE olFon, 1996-200013 A}o]d]
BARHAE ATE F olE AAY AFE A8 479 FAE G2 2o A, 24
AAA E, BE, P, ARUAA, BAe F, VAT, 71FFde TS AHBA
Aol @o] ROy & oFfE FAoE AFV} o]F4R AL ¢ F Ao £ 28
HOYER(13)2 A7|x Ao &g olirE 2 o & niAE Sie dAH BAVARO
AF9 FE olFAY. #F 32 GUPTA(B), RUST®)Y F AHAR=Z FHoH, olg9]
ATE UL FAvAY AT MBRFAL ol AFY FAHE ofF1 Y A&

=
geg & JAot. &3 4= 299 AHAE(ANDERSON(14), ZALTMAN(17))°] ¥+ &
A5 o0, o] R AT FAE v, AF, AFo] F AF Rolr nixdoerw
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3 5% ANOURLD(21), FOURNIER(24), NAVER(6), SLATER(7), OLIVER(11),
BOLTON(12)¢] 699 AxEol THE olFAch oF TAL UE U, B FHE,
NAGol AT FAL ol FAt
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<E 7> 1996-2000d #AVIAY Eob AASe] MEYIH &

3

A 534 A A T4 Apol FHA ALFF A HE Wi e
Degree Closeness Between Eigenvector Clustering
Density

Centrality Centrality Centrality Centrality Coef.
HUN 27 5.127 55.000 0.218 99.000 3.486
MOR 27 5.127 55.000 0.218 99.000 3.477
STE 25 2.507 57.000 0.208 20.667 4,453
DES 27 5.127 55.000 0.218 31.000 3.836
HEI 23 1.469 59.000 0.194 34.500 4.743
NAR 25 3.320 57.000 0.206 20.667 4.495
SLA 25 3.320 57.000 0.206 17.000 4.517
GUP 17 0.423 65.000 0.146 1.833 6.434
RUS 26 3.452 56.000 0.213 6.250 4.408
JOH 22 1.073 60.000 0.187 37.000 5.037
OLI 26 4.757 56.000 0.21 9.500 4.195
BOL 20 1.270 62.000 0.169 4.000 4.661
HOY 16 0.551 66.000 0.137 1.833 6.642
AND 21 1.751 61.000 0.175 6.250 4.143
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KUM 22 1.209 60.000 0.186 45.500 5.035
ACH 26 3.452 56.000 0.213 39.000 4.078
ZAL 23 2.444 59.000 0.191 9.500 4.372
FOR 25 2.679 57.000 0.208 20.667 4.610
NEV 19 0.095 63.000 0.167 27.000 6.632
GAN 27 5.127 55.000 0.218 34.500 3.840
ARN 18 1.283 64.000 0.15 5.500 4.379
KAL 29 1,424 60.000 0.186 12.500 5.506
CRO 25 3.320 57.000 0.206 26.000 4.523
FOU 12 0.000 70.000 0.102 1.833 6.129
CAN 21 0.629 61.000 0.182 9.000 6.219
SCH 23 1.455 59.000 0.194 28.500 4.927
PRI 16 0.333 66.000 0.135 5.500 5.025
SZY 29 1.276 60.000 0.187 5.500 5.619

29l Y EYA A3 HXE (network centralization: %)

Hel <a¥ 6>& FHAH B F UAxol 1996-2000d Aol #AFHAE Eokel
AZAEL] MEHAHYA F2E oY 1990-19959¢] A< vjus) Hd, JiHo=
o E3s JEQT #2E Kol e A& e +

1996-20003 Alole] #A viAE 99 WEYT SXHL R D& B4 & F
A%ol, Z+ AAEol AdAMY FE uste AFF
ket A& 4 & deoy, oy vEYIY EFAFEL IuEdn sl EZ AHA
ZUAdE B3 A3 HUNT(1), MORGAN(2)L Q3 AAYL #AQT & glon,
DESHPANDE, OLIVER, GANESAN¥ Z2 Azlgo] F& AXE AT ol&2
A F2 A7 FHolgkd A2 E ¥Ry FU|AFY 2 UF Fo] FQ AT EolE,
@7 chAEe) % FASo] Mz e Aol yolxwM, HA AT MEs
Mg FAZ olojAeE AE B + Aok

Oi

(3) 2001-2006d

shAlgto 2 2001 A 2006137k dARAE @Y AA 2889 FAJERIEE
ZAREE A3, 2001-20063 Fel #ACHAR Aol 4 A 2689 ay FAE
Btgo g ¢ AR RS FAEAD. o A 49 IFSE YFoAE AL #iE
T e, ¥A, 3 12 1399 AHAEMHUNT(). SCHEER(26). FORNELL(18),
KUMAR(15), NEVIN(19), JOHN(10). STEENKAMP(3). GANESAN(20). HEIDE(5),
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ACHROL(16), MORGAN(2), DESHPANDE(4), CROSBY(23), CANNON(25)&
ojFojxlon, o] FAY AN dAF FAE wF, B4, AF, AT, BA, AFAEFA,
FEOAEA, £F, ASHE, FAVAYE, YEYSIL A7 FE o|FAT 2F 2¢
KALWANI(22), 3t Aoz F3o] FAHNLH, olE &3 AFELS FVAFL S
FAZ ¥ A7V FEoNY. #H 32 NAVERGBG), SLATER(7), RUST(9),
OLIVER(11), ANDERSON(14), ZALTMAN(17), GUPTA(B)Z TR o}l HAHAoH, o
TR F AT Fols ANFAAFA, ¢F, Ashy|g, nABdAR} g dF FAY
Aoz Yepyt. riAYtez F£¥ 45 BOLTON(12), HOYER(13), ARNOULD(21),
FOURNIER(2H)E}= 4789 AARE Fon, o #3J& FAHAE Tz, o, AR,
AgH) &, ANAFY, BH=E AFYEL} F A7 FAA A& AT 5 AT 99
AYRE vtFozr UaAYIERE o]fdto 2001-20061 Alole]l #A wlA
AF-FAC qall X F2E AZsHelR <2y 7>) sk AnjEgrt

of
e
o
o
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o) <a™ 7N TF 12 FI A JY 4 RJden YrolAs AL
A9 E 4 ok ®3, MORGAN(2), DESHPANDE(4), CROSBY(23), CANNON(25)2.2
o]Fojx w3}, HUNT(1)., SCHEER(26), FORNELL(18), KUMAR(15), NEVIN(19).
JOHN(10), STEENKAMP(3), GANESAN(20), HEIDE(5), ACHROL(16)Z o]Foxl
Adoz vrojxs AL £ 7 Aok AAY A5 AF, #A9 d3 &L dAnAL
AoiA Ho FAHola EHY FAE thEAT B £29 As, #AE AL
st AolMe AdAQA, ARHE, AFEF. AFES UFE dTE FE
o|FATa £ 4 Ut
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<9 8> 2001-2006 3 A ulAY Hope AAE 42 UEYA (WA 71E)

<E 8> 2001-2006% #AA AT EoF Axge] HEHIAH 54
AGFTIY | AAFIAE | Aol EA AFF 3 2 s €4
Degree Closeness Between Eigenvector Clustering
Density

Centrality Centrality Centrality Centrality Coef.
HUN 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 209.000 10.046
MOR 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 208.000 10.071
STE 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 50.000 10.736
DES 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 80.000 10.647
HEI 27 0.174 ©5.000 0.191 73.000 10.809
NAR 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 53.000 11.007
SLA 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 46.000 11.021
GUP 23 0.000 59.000 0.164 7.000 13.542
RUS 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 34.000 11.107
JOH 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 50.000 11.041
OLI 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 27.000 11.256
BOL 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 28.000 11.232
HOY 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 6.000 11.704
AND 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 35.000 11.019
KUM 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 130.000 10.741
ACH 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 72.000 10.933
ZAL 27 0.174 95.000 0.191 33.000 11.168
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=42 O A 0PT ATEY ¥ XHIEX Fo A3t A
FOR 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 67.000 11.084
NEV 26 0.000 56.000 0.185 48.000 11.7056
GAN 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 71.000 10.95
ARN 26 0.000 56.000 0.185 13.000 12.226
KAL 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 28.000 11.399
CRO 26 0.000 56.000 0.185 32.000 11.954
FOU 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 11.000 11.638
CAN 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 57.000 11.013
SCH 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 41.000 11.158
PRI 26 0.000 56.000 0.185 13.000 12.254
SZY 27 0.174 55.000 0.191 15.000 11.234

o JEYDA =43 AE (network centralization: %)
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