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U, AFH A8E F8l AFH ez £7(Ta-
F7kA 2 3-8 ok (Hambrick,
dere] fashE 93 Ao 4
= Ardelut 37, A5l ahe} ohE
Aok, e = 335 3 A4 o)7L 9 &
A = e g b5t g gk 2d-S gas
of stuf, & Wo] MA | F-o o oF ghc}, 3+
H o e] A BHE A Aol E e
A Ao} olaf b E ¢ stk (Hambrick, 1984;
MgGee & Thomas, 1986),

AL D Ao 9 2) AR 73t
7] 2% Ao wf-Eg-5o XPT_ii ”?“‘.r:i]o']
7tk (Porter, 1985; Cool & Schendel, 1987).

olaf A}de] WA Aul o] H o] wldt

xonomy) ah=
1984),

L BA Ad
H:



14 Zaaw -

o}

[2-3

o3
=+

R

A& 2494 A (Generic Strategy)el 2t &
4 ok a3 EE I AgAEETE AR
o] H9 et A9 Frekr] T AR
o] uf-E-&Fo) w3 Hereg 01—?—011JE}.

Stoubaugh & Telisio(1983)-2 7|
opAlE He, AU dE (T‘%
&)oll ohel AAHAE) AEF
Z‘-*éﬂ]ﬂl ANAAR I FE2, AEZS
7 Al zAdule] A EE He YW
Adule] o], ABAbA] R0} e,
HoR FHHOR TE
ol ebFA o]

A ek,
4, A& vl8
3o] &
4%, R&D,
71 etolAl
Pk ol A= ZE V)
AL, H& shssht ASH R
MEgH mygozA A7} 3l
Buffa(1987) & A 4bx 2o} & 48] 8- /%
o] 7b54 (Availability) 2+ 253 /f-34
Fog offivhi ok L, o
FHo] A% uieby 2pd<l

e BRI

O) A]i]

W 5UH 24

Qrbel g Sh AR EE 4
%

o2 FERE o =P E G A4

AW 5 devtel EAE AdTh

Richardson et al, (1985)-2 3§ AFEF, A
A g ol B4 et FYAHE

%, 54

st Jlw A=

ol

ofr

man),

7] & A of vl

2]

Hm o

% & & (Technology Frontier-
7) <=7} 9+ # (Technology Exploiter),

# 2 (Technology Serviceman),

.2 A3 4z} (Customizer), # 4 u]-&5-& A 4F

2} (Cost-Minimizing Customizer), =]
2} (Cost-Minimizer) 2 670 719 4% &
}

& 4 g, E AR A AU E L

AAE B4, FERA
244

thH(E 7).

Richardson et al, (1985)2] &%

+4

X4

W g9 FE

o T T

A}-g

A£5915] 4R AT Dok 8

Fol A48 o HBHoIH, 71 YTt 4

X 7. AAakd=r §-37 2 -4 (Richardson et al, 1985)
R XX ) = gara =t A AFA 2R B £ B¢
H 2R3 A 5 P § AL gF W - 7144 o
=45 | R&D 54 o4, 24, | g, Ad AR Hewlett Packard
AAE Sl A | 3E
73
AeA | AAE Ao S RAAA | 54,8, | EBE, A4S, YR, | Texas Instrument
£ E3 A BN 744 ol A4, Bt
7= 4wk 2ol th 3t Hoju] | fd4, FH TR37)%, &) A2 3, B+ | Boeing, Rockwell
Mojnl 4 | &, AR A o] T4 2t Missile Division
F#A 4 | Job Shop w4, &3 27, 492424, +5 | Hughes Satellite
(LA A A5F) 2} Division,
Rockwell Space
Hawg | £ a0 AF ul-& M A | BAE, SRR Vehicle Division
FE-A4 A el Shipyard, some large
construction firms
81299 | ol HaaE, AL uE, e, | BAYE, A4EE%, A, F | P&G Household
o <-4 A} ] AA, 2ol AE A, 253 | Products, Eastman

Kodak(amateur film),
Norton Abrasives
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A AT A2 S 15

A o] fA 7b chd B 53k, o] eliAd o] ofst
cth,

Kotha & Orne(1989)+ Porter(1985)2] +
HA AEhg o]-gato] FATF] E44, AFE
AQ o] S, dErEare] W elel mhel 2
AR 28 el e, Kotha & Orne(1989)
o] Az “EHH AAARHE o ik HE A
flEe AA Rl b UA A A BRA
a} 2 A Ak kel A A= RadAd o) A
il B B A = S o e
atetalrlof Whgoe] Qla, ke Hvid

Az gel T o) BB s
=

o m3hsbA] kot &

9} Here) A

% 8 z2AAF} &A=y (Cameron, 1986)

die A 71 sE A" F 3lofof &hn, 2)
A ART-ES] AT el v kgl -2} ke
_CL ‘;Jy.ﬂ 037‘;_11]_?,_]0}: 5]"_-7:1, 3) N;/‘G o & ;Uﬂb‘i}-
4 Q52 833} = oo} e} (Kotha & Orne,
1989),

Ae7h) AR o A5 THEE 2l
A AT G998
AbARRL 9] B2l WHEE AR 4ot Ak 9

2}
of ¥3 deEpE T8 FHE F U 2
o]
=]

Nl
ol
4
oh
o
~N
o
ok
oX

4 2) Al = Y or=

Aghea] e A Ak, = Augle) YL

A AP BF W ol o] o] g io] Ztx|o] gl
= (=]

(Fault-Driven Model) <o
v B P et oh2 vl

A
T

5 8 3 (44) e
%3 vy e8 259 44 R Qesa, o8 m, A 7hA o
oo, 24 5T B
NPT S ELE T T Q)3 gakzrel WET AA Y 2AY
5
Wy 2y W o] Gt FE e | 22 3 o 4 Tke] BEE 1A 7 £
5715 shek ek,
Ay 778y 22 W A Fol AR A 9 22 BHE YA 0l A
setee] B %, G20 Hgalof T AT
A7 2o A2 ehe o) BE B | 249 A Ee] By Hetn, Wit 4%
33
T4 2 P BE) A AE [ 2He HE, 48, 290 de HYE
1 7
XL SFs uEEH S40] gl |

220 ula] 5
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8 R A2

2.2.5. AAAZA 71943
Z2 9] Aitol gt T2 AFA

gk o} 3 77| 23jo] e sir) o] & Ry F-&

AL w30 Egol Atz upet el 5

durH e g Az AiE S dtcddds
ROI(§-#te] o] §), ROS(mj&o]oE) 52 o
F&& AHEsh Z1gdH ke A, Jid e A3
(Stakeholder)& sLelsle] of-fud4(Slack
Variable), (82 /5F#tu]&, si&/FA44, A7
N /hE, AR A7, E/F99, A/

& 44 (Equity)) & ol 371 = gtch(Cha-
karavarthy, 1986),

3t 3 Cameron(1986), Jemisson(1987)-&
Aate]l £ Ao g Aaho g5 (o] (Re-
turn)) 3 o} o] M (AH)E =, 9PE A
g datatg.o g 3 A-E FHCh

aElm A 29 A9, 228 AR

14
ok
lo
alt
ofn

o
o
o

(Competing Value)<] &+ 4
F8hx] ko, ol ARSH(R- ?i*é, g4, &84
%, WEAE) e ol d

ol e S8 B AAoha v F

|-01

el
ok
o
Jo
R
ol

ok
X

ol EEFQl 222 2eFel HEE
Fatria goh, el o 22 e £ F) A
7b ohEofl whet A84 0] VE-E Fekx
tH{Quinn & Cameron, 1983),

ohE g 24 ake] 46 lojAde &g
AJe) 7] Wulo] ol wl &
wlof ok Fhrba ghr,

A erel Aol lelMe ke YRz

F2 A5 (FAke gt o] 4

7Hg, wiEeld F7HE), OI-&%(ROL qo F

49 A FE 24

ix—] //- 01 ] ZJ- o] /H ‘g‘)
(Total Factor Productivity) (Swamidass &
Newell et al., 1987; Tombak, 1988) 52 4}
|38k Lok,

T AT A7 2 AR Ao A
= AZ s A A A AAERe] Zpo], A A 4k
8, 71A AL ARE AN ARSEF A
A A, B EAAAE, HA
v g So|u} o]= MY Hilo Hr gl Hxz
gslcka ok (Kenny & Dunk, 1989),

= Swamidass & Newell(1987)-& 7194

75 SAY o] HFH dolelE A7) & F
T Al F=HH HEE o4 4 glohal Fhy,
AP ol e gE Z1d A 2ke] Q1A lolelR A

3 AEE 24,

Fos 444

i

(1) A4 Qe ARA T Gl & 4
A G| 5 A ARS8l oF ghrf,

AR BF o A A AabA] (Manufactu-
ring Task) A Ake] % (Manufacturing Mis-
sion), 3 4F=2 3 (Manufacturing Objective),
A3 Ahara) (Manufacturing Policy), A8 AH7) 5
(Manufacturing Criteria) 5& “# 4FA 2F”
o) Folo) & ARg-3hr}, = “AJAabdERe) AR &

4 (Competitive Dimension) ”-& u] I % ¢

(Comparative Advantage), 73 4-$-% (Com-
petitive Advantage), =553+ 74 (Distincti-
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WAe AT AR B

17

ve Competence), A 453 (Manufacturing
Capability), A4-dzke] 29 508 e £

143
=3 glen, “4ane derE d

2 AR 4, AR W R -2, o]
2] F55 “BAke] M oApEAd
od o o] g} &2 31 9l t}(Anderson et al.,1989;
Adam & Swamidass, 1989) (18 1).

(2) AatAer A AFATE AT 7

A3 47 k)

EE

A o 437 Fe AAHT A7
AeH AAEA oba) AFH e FYA E

3l 9 rh(Anderson et al,, 1989), = A&

[=SEe)
2 T

s g o) Ay el g,

A)

[
FRH

T, d-FAFo] FHskA] Zabrh(Venkat-
raman & Grant, 1986; Adam & Swamidass,

1989),

Ak ol A gl 744 (Conceptual

Development) 3+ 7 Hd 742 =4 (Con-

Aol o) Fsha, 4%5A 70 £ makolF  struct Measurement)e] F24) 31 9l£w
)o) afek, ol Aeidel oFA 25 AY, TR
AR T “QATE] A9 AAG) AP WAE BALAshe AU o &
Zog pyolvl, YFHE T 234 obe  AHIAE AT QA A s
@A ere] A
0§
F4 -~
£4 i
A ofu] 2 |
|
i
i
At ers] g Aarderel A
aar 2 4te)
T ae 4 qaere | ga e
o =
e SREE () A sa) g
o3
44k 43t
© e, AR, A A
ROL % #H4to] o} -
AR S AF, HAE
© A b

o 1L AR g AE




18 =l

- o]l = E R e

wolt}, 2ug gAATF A+ A
z223 9 A 59 el FHof g =Y
Zojof g}, &, AT M=o F A
8 o]29 wWA-E o]EF Y& ZAo|tHGins-
verg & Venkatraman, 1985),

(3) BAAT A= OP—‘J QA - ok
#H g S o] F-Fajr},

AR E A= ?l’ﬁ?ih: +okel ZlgA =
2, A E, Az E, g4ite] 59 AT4
& F 8ok shri(Swamidass & Newell,
1987),

(4) Arder Aoz AFel 23 A2y
o] I g3r},

A dve TN 53 A" T4
A At ATk A dake]l B AlA B
ATFEolA woj vt 2, He, 2R, 4
Thol] o gk AEto] B HIH & &8l of stk
T ool gl Aol 2 Y-S Mo o
7F=] 7B (fit as mediation, fit as gestalt, fit
as profile deviation, fit as moderation 5)-&
A& H-Lshe A7 AA7E B3

(5) Batder AF= AR A5 F
vebd g e A HEE ANdslof gl

AR AT 2 AR HEZ V) 4%
&, °ol&8, %24 444 (Total Factor
Productivity)(Swamidass & Newell, 1987;
Tombak, 1988) 58 F& &3tz )k 2

o} QAR A= 220 Aatol gk A
S AAE sl A SEEYH T *éﬂ}”d—r
F A =y, a4 ALYy, A2m
AUEY, W5 PRy, Ay /T2y, &

F2y 5o ot A 23S A& o] 8T A4

E}B.i*’f* 7H ut, #8o] I 9 st} (Cameron,
1986), 3 Aat Axl gzt 25, o]|a 25

o BEEAG ADH A2 B obd T2 4

3 A BEEA FE AYE Hojob vt
(Venkatraman & Ramanujam, 1987; Swa-

" midass & Newell, 1987),

(6) AR AT+ Mt A2V B
I AEA G 55 PohsoF gk,

25de] A3 A A 3 A E AY 3
B3 Apglef ol2m ), F, Hd A2 ES
A2 A oiokg AFE oA AgAare] F
BF71 85 ThestAl st AAke]l Z1YF-Ee
A4 g7t = A gt (Tompson & Par-
is, 1982; Gold, 1982), o]+ e} A&
o] wHo) B AzrFY HEst A S
53ste, 23a QAAIE S TheshA sk =
A& Q3 A8E A shesheh, E A
A z7)E-& ARE ofAe Ais F73H]
g grte g 28] 54 AgitA AL fdA ¥
gk opel A4kl HAH ATE FHAIRCH
(Ferdow & Linderberg, 1987; Jelinek &
Goldhar, 1984; Bessant, 1985; Avishai, 1989).

olg] Yt A7) E-2 45 AN (Synergy)7t A
AAEA S AW I A A = Fui e 9 S
gtch(Meredith, 1987),

aguz gome B4R AFE FT A
£71F9] BAHE g FEH YAd
TR Aol e &S FHTeRA, B
o] FApo] oo gt A 2lu|E JA| =75 A
] ®ofof ghof,

(7) 44 A=
o] HHATE
=

AR AT obF 27 dAd enz
Aeko]l gl ok Ao RFATE
TH 3L, olF 7ol A-E A B A oF
(Adam & Swamidass, 1989), 23} A ke
Ak g2 Azke] W8t 2 Aol o]

Ao

Here) v gd o} At
A5ela Fgels o] B

Hui 3]



6%, B2, 1989, 12

A A7) M2 v 19

2 Aol o] e Wi, oAPE A ot
HA L FEo] A FAHe| 43 BFE 1A
2E Azpdge] AV $AE A ol F
o] o] st (Huff & Reger, 1987),

T H ko] A, Asjol F sl A§4bH e
A= F2 ATH BFHoE MeHo|n,
THH oz Yl grom FxaE n Py}
o AHA A of gt B2 HodEof YU 2
Ho2 gabd ko) oy i ol 4 Aekabg o) &
83 £yl Aeke] Ao cigt 7ot A
23t} (Anderson et al., 1989; Adam & Swa-
midass, 1989),

22| A E ] A5 sl AAE
A=l o] A Fol e HAE HEo Waitd,
AHAY A L8 5o M T8 AFEZE
o 2 AEE ATAE A L8] 43 Fhe
2 243} sta, o] HEo elg4-g 943
Venkatraman & Ramanujam(1987)e) z =
AT AHAE Ao of % F-83hA Bk

(8) WAHZ A3 A4 F3o o
ATH AT ®AYE 71godof gt

Aol e d+= 2A AdH 53 (Typo-
logies) # A&7 #3 (Taxonomies) o 2 1}
=T Ao, Az A 43S 258 o A
AH YA #7238k, ‘“FxH (Poetic)’
ojuf HAH FAof o Este] FAE A3
FtA FET dow, H4FHo|n Ayt o
o] ot A& A}, yhH F24= dloe}
off ZAT FH EFAAclEE Mz dHE
B8 & 3l olg gt ko] fy¥dT& A
o] AAH Aol g 7odE T4 U5 Aol
(Adam & Swamidass, 1989),

(9) ABAbde A= G4 gk Sy W3
= 0 A8Y d7FE eE )

273w shefl whe} A 2Fo] o} B A ¥ 3}ah=Ttof

ln)

N3t A8 A= 87, AHERe AA, o
A
[e]

T AEAE AT AAY, FHH B2 S
Ak 1A RS wesFrng AgAbEE

(o3

A= Ak thEk 3 k4 (Cross-sectional)
AT Bk ohet FRHd dFxE FRdrh
(Fahey & Christensen, 1986), oj& 3 &
29F Azfo] Al ztel] wret wHEEA Y=t
(equally viable) ofvw AzF/37 o] 72 gl
ajz} ERF Heko| Za)sl=r}(particularly
appropriate), & 7|& Ao o] ot A
2k slo) g4, Ak ko] B 52 B A
ch2rt 59 dTE 1 d&2 &5 UrkZa-
jac & Shortell, 1989),

(10) A= A= Aike] FA4H 3P4
25 1183 oF & th(Adam & Swamidass,
1989),

2o 7| E2E-e & Sk AAEEe] 3
dE do] FAHH AP Fofel] A ghod
Heop, 1828 gaAdg A= o EF 54 ¢
2, 5Y 5°] ARA A4& FWF13 dHo
FAR WY AR =7HE HEof gtk = 3
29} A2k o ¥ (Strategic Alliance) 52| 3
AR AR Y] Yoz sy E o of ghrh,

(11) BArd Zhe A AE/AMoju] L Akl o3t
TS Foi o gl

AT B2 mE AT Aojuli Fiof F4bst
A Elo] B4t AT AoiulL FEe) A4k
Helo Be #AE Holm Yri(Adam &
Swamidass, 1989; Anderson et al., 1989),

8Bz AR s AEAEgE T2
ATshe S Woluk Mojul L Aeke] -
of x5 7]-&of o ghrt,

(12) BArdeF A= AT oA &2 ¥
o] =2o=lu Y+ JIT, §4, 44 59 4
A FAE AT7HAAN 2F¢AA 1 A o],

o
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P2
N

Arayg S5 2h3 oF
midass, 1989),

(13) AArd ko] F-7p2t vlad 7 — 53] A
SFE AR A ALES-T A A AREE-] v]aldd
F—7F ashd, o5 A4rEEol ofi FA
2 Aol 25t}

Utterback s+ Abernathy(1975)7} A 4] gk
A= AAke] A A F2] HAled ek &
Hq myg FAF A= YA ¥
o wlkela, M EARE A4Sl sl o
Aol dl gk S/ el sk 7
Z24 235 Lee et al, (1988)c] A A%k u}

itk B3 AabA ek d e 53] e viet A%
N3k A sk A5 58 715 Aol
A ArEHE2] 2o & AR AR S ol A

she 5ol o] W s,

gt} (Adam & Swa-

=

N

2

k’

Y
1o,

71EuA

3
i)

ru
N

ol
ol

aju
T
o
o
b
28
I
=
=g
=
1)
w
o
=
o
)
E}
i
B
N
_LE,
o
o
o
1o

N

Ji= uby 23 5.2 (Measurement Stream)_‘i
2 U &% 9t (Venkatraman & Grant,
1986), 2&vt X F7kx e AFAd = F2 A
HA WAS AFsla, sd T HE2F AAE
ZA stz sk Ad-g A& A7
Ch2 o FA S| 4 5 A wke] dutd S B
7} Eo] w23l Aol tiai A s ET
Ho| ol 53 AAbHE dte A4

Hl

J[N' r\r

do,

240 #I FAE A AZ|sHA skt
(Swamidass, 1986), 72|=g MAdF AT
] A& dAE A AN AT 34
Aerd 7o) Wy 23 550] ZFEE ofok dtrh

HEpg e 4.8 aA, Ak g el &

B4 B L} By Aok opd BEE

{o

Hzo] Ahgo] FxE|ofok et L olf2Ze W
2 Hxro] ZHE 1% (within-group)e] o]
stk s Ng-& A st FEE] SAH:
Rg oA by sjEelch oA, MHEEAY
-85 Hze] S S-S

Zhaf oF gheh, & 70 2
= HE& B4,

A, AEErEA, o

S0k ek, &, AHAYL ZHT o 3
o) ATt AAFE(HAL o] oldl 2

) 3 i

g A, 250 e 1 E ARR-sl A
= oh® S olvj gt ol A S 55t
7] 98] A= F92 5 2414 (Key Informant) 2

ZA Yo} ofe] AFeA 4d4sfof gtrk(Bago-
zzi & Phillips, 1982; Venkatraman & Grant,
1986; Venkatraman & Ramanujam, 1987;
Venkatraman, 1989),

ot o] BE HAUA HELE A

!
+ g ol B er =Y ok 2y ag g4k
2

2k o 204 dTe) AHA S A
ol A58 Alg]of Trh, 2o apHer ot
o] 385 2 AAA EFe] 48 7} FH-So It
Ao HAFATI) Aol UgdTF wok AF
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AR A9 AZe e 21

2o Adshe Sas e A A
aFER gArAze) 4AH Zwe] Zxs)
HHAT ASHE AL gt T Aol

7yz 5] of o ghcH(Huff & Reger, 1987), XA,

Aefed w2k Ay §lFolof ok 3te], o]
- el s Leg =88 F4 glo] oF ghry,
elan Al O AR B AlE ] el g 3t

al

A% FoloF Bk, B, A2 FFAI WE
o) % hAe A oA

;51 2 ;] ;(4 oﬂ 30};01} EHB} ‘E%}

grck, A, kel S8 R Aol ot A

FAE¥ 0 A5 392 gas ok, A
Ao 25 V1G] 2 B g es den
HeFshgo] et AU wheal AEH dTe)

Pl
n
o
ik
ok
2
P
o>
S
i)
Ho
>
>
o
o,
o
ko
ofs
o
1

4 Abd 2R o = 19699 Skinner 9
“Manufacturing-Missing Link in Corpora-
te Strategy”ghe o T-olaf Be A7t F g
gka1, 2ol = A AbE 2ol of 3k o] 24 2 7]
E 7} o] Fo{z]aL ik,
el AR ERE obH = Fufjel = nfo}
A" A2, AFHE Lol ula) Lehx] el
gton, 2 HE o5 27| gEr)
L el vhet AAA L B3l ek oS
2 vlde]l BAYHE 2] flside Aol

=7k s, 71 dwle] Hefs), AHE3skv) 7)Y

2 o

N

ANEE AT Aoleke el g 40 WA
% ek,
sedel BARE Fol7] el 1 o1 A

sk2) 80% ol o] FAbEl MALY-Eo] WA g

Fol st AFe] 3L 258 A9 A

Fol o} o] 53 B & HAsha, o & AF ek 7]
32 gobol T $L JAHUE Be ST
S AR AMRCH B Ao g e

it
ol
of
ol
ks
2
N

O
M

3

Ir
o,
_N_

Y Wl
gEER g L}F—M 710@7}; o A,
<

s, Hakel AR ol

2 BYE 7180l A) ot DI FU2) A Fe)
slof vzl o)) oo}, A A2 F 2 A
7h Aol 2 82 shx] Aofrie Q7

(Abernathyetal., 1981; Hayes,1981; Skinner,
1988) 7 3bof] o) sl oF &}, HE o] 2l 3t A}A
S AT Az Eol v AR AL A AL He
A Bobe vlwe] dEkH e, B4z ) A
Aol 7197 ol of Fastcte o
wski, et al., 1987) ¢

T (Krajes-
s SiurdE I Q)

SRR
o A& AEHeh, 2, £ dFE A4
o 17 A EE AT AAH ol glo] HE
Hozarofg ATE T ofy e AL 3

Fezel Garz el 47 £ (Review) £ U
AT 8k ol) 2 BYATE EDo of oo,
HEE A% £95L ol galoF B2 2oh,
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