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A study of Key Success Factors in New Product Development
-Focused on Korean Cosmetic Industry-
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7198 At AAZTALS] dFoRl @8 sl

ol ¥ E8AEH FaA ¥FE |, IUdAMY HUAF 4F &Yl B AT 2
7l%ko] vl Aot} 12, £ AT FHL YAF 4F8AE HAEa o] 4T
A9 #AE F3d Be Aoz o,

B @Fx=FL, Day & Wensley ¢ SPP(Source-Position-Performance) @728 & nulgo=
FU BAFEAAE FHOZ MHE ZAG FH, 11 74 JIdAA F 159 8 £33 AF
28 9 4F /M & FFAY. a28A o3 e AAE wEWYY.

AA, AAFAE AN viAE FHo| JHH2 2 AFAYY FHAHA %L WA
I ge AMS EA, d3Y SR FAL B F98 9% uiA T Qlne A
olct. ax AA, 7€ TYo| @ Hourt HM AFL AEH A £ ddE A
A qH, FMT BTRAEV APHoE AFAPEYE JHHE £ Qe o 2H
T AW AfFUAClAY BF R BN T For J¥ Az EAdEY. nxgog,
AFe A7 AAF Ao g FAE ¢S AT QU

€ d7d%E T 29, AFol AFHY Ad AT NY 54 R 5Y¥& Boso
AFE BEoloF BTt AMdolT. 71€ FH o] HAluitk BE3H Y FYPo)H TR
O E8E AL AHY ¥R A R o]E MR oR @ AAFNLolt EF AAFANL
BRANN HuR3A R vHA® 2@AEL FHAHI BEETE 7Y vHAY Yo o
€ @3] vdol ne} PFof o,

B3 3FFNZOME BA=nAG A8 oS FERNL = doe Ao, @
¥ AF AEYE Bolde o vHAHSY ol /1YL @3 AFVE F= Ro|
olyz}t &H|AEANA AFFY A& ok, YA 2H|R9 vlg&o] BAFEA A AF
€& XY Ao FARY Fadrie AMdo,

* =B A4 0009 AAEA: 01.01
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1. 9ag

7199 AL AAEFNLS FFTAR &8 AT, 53 Lv) A& F(consumer goods)E
g gt 4 7l $d, FIHAE 7€ A4, 2HA &7 AEse qud,
FotAle AF 59, A AdH MY T VIYEE FE AAY FHE Eol¥d
ZIdEel AEE A3 AAF Mol AFHES NEUT. A B VIPdES AAF
4E3E A8 BY U8 ZAE AAF g FdF FAE s AT, 2y FFge
AAAEL AAES 71gH AFol BhE AAH HFToz AdHE L2 UYFY,
AAEFE MEg oA AAF JE€F AT AFs: AF HFF dHAME
iRz @l HE F¥eln. I AN AFE B AR B FHE
M &, 7lgHez AFE AAFCH AT ARHeE vAY xHE FkEA
gow FPHoz AEEr] o HE ol HHod. T YR Fade Hls
Tl A AAF AHA AT 294 B AT JIde] U] FF Aol (&HH 1993).

B d7eiy B3 7|9 oA Adyoz AAF YFaUES dgotdta oY
FAE 58 Re Aez g, a#9A Ad 8A9 I¥YL Ay Hesn
AELY By AR 44 1FY & UL FALoE WUHI A AE AAEE
FHez 3 7|dAE dTE AYEHST. oE# #HAAN g} Fe FAFEEL
va v nzal g,

AR, AAE JFo] AL v 490 FAIME Het@nt. NEITENM AAE
ANAE HF a(key success factors)®& FHI R, 1 S84 B HEE B3
oul Qe KRNEE 3239 AFAN Baz o, o9 BHste AE AFAAM TF
22 % ¥sE g, FEHE AL YeAE A,

A, AAFE ATLYNY Ax@AE Hggr. dgsd A7 F2 OAAF
AU AAE ALY A dEHEAT FHE Rgr] Wi, AAF 43a<
Barel #AY ddAE oy ¥ AT daUA 2@ A=Eeld. Iy
AAEAAH dgdaglel @EHQA Jgvoz WMysE A ofd Holgt: A F
A3 A3PAE B, olE A2 FEAHY UAE HFT9 BARYE
AAE Bz ot

pRgte g, S ZIdEC] Aol ¥ NAF AHF PFe FAUNE AAgH.
AAFE ATl 71 vAlE %ol WS avn & £ ed, 2 FLA40 v AAF
AEE A 71&cle 7P =¥e dF 8ol HFHAY & P8 ALY
Yot 24 & FE AL YU ULBE o F£AdEW =3 He AL
A B3zt gt

2. o]&3F u|7F
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2.1 AAF9 g

CAAEFE o A AdE HA AHeo] wigg F RolEz g Y HoHm
Aok, dEHQA FEHULEZE JQAFAE Aoy 2MAZ BE BHY Jges vE
#Ho] Att.

aulatel @A Fd AAFL C ol AulAte] ) MEL Hoz AR E
AF'  olgtxn HeJ@ch(Scheuing 1989). 2 ¥H olgiy AeE el L FixA
ZAdE sz Ao, AA, MEAY AgE Aoz AAss|u W Hr| wR
RAeRAN AFAANT MEE AY 84E fidE Holth., A4, QMM A}
AEHL2 AZE AYAE E73L 284 Q4HA R8dE o]fez AAEo] Hx
28 £E v Folog. olddx AT FHY AAEFY HAE AV A T AS
e AAHAde Ze] FA ¥ 6 MYelNY R NAEFECZ REA},
AZ-FE 109018t AL AAFEoR FH5E Hyo] ALLEIE #oh(Engel, Blackwell,
and Miniard 1990).

7109 #R g AAMEL FYRE  EFIIYNA M2 L] UE AE(Scheuing
1989)" EE ‘ FA UAE VIdA ojd @ WAlA MR gl UE AE(HYSF 1991)°
olztz AFodrt. HeRE ‘' dE AFE) AFNA $£YY & YUYW V5 E FYse
AF EE ' 71&9 YHoE AHow ttE& A F(Engel, Blackwell, and Miniard
1990)" oj2tx Aodrt. L WFM ‘ A Fo]A olm] EAE, 1 7golA A
MEE AFE M2 Az BusA =e 39 JF AAEY Ado] Hojop dtks AT
Ach.

ole® FrkA BHE At BEF EAAE AYm Ukl #<b@ Booz, Allen and
Hamilton(1982)& 71l MEZ3 AlFo)e] MEFolet: WS E P2 AR5 AAE
BEFY €€ AANHAT. a8y B dT70ME 7Y #AHAA B NAE HoE
AL&3t] A

N

2.2 AAFINE dBUS R AT B¢ A7

2.2.1 7199% 2 A4 #¥E 89

Z1d9%F 2 Aol AAMEFMLY AT vHE Ggo] BVH ATZE Day &
Wensley(1988)7} 71909 74¥ M (source of advantage)o] HFE xpdzte]l TzAAle
¥ (positional advantage of product differentiation)®& 7FH 2.3 o)A & thA] AxE e
W&, o9, AFARE T AU Yo QgL o= ATEYL AN, o
ATEYE EUZ Song & Parry(1997)L AAENE AFL 2AsE Ay dioz
nAY HF 9L 29 (marketing skills and resources), 714 9% R 2% (technical
skills and resources), %R %X BHAHE(cross-functional integration) 5&

A A 33t

A 71de 4% 2 A4} BHEE 8 4 AR B2H AW /Y ¥E
7o, AF, A, RD, YA R HuAYA F A4uY vFe] AT Age
drittE A4 Fexe #dE Aot o9 B VAE HFT 29 AFoME
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OF® 2088 AAStL 3. olg 8UYEE A FAAR 2943d dEH 2o

AR, HRAIA A4 8Aez2H HuAYAe AAF Z2AEH Y U
AYE € 7 A% H2 A9A7} AAF Z2AE d@ vdE AT, R NS
Ags FEAM, FRES AN HYAdeE AHAZ BEHIA 38 @ Z2HE9
AEEL wold Aolg. AAFNEY 4TE AsHE AR AGAT 7170 RIS
Aestn AAFoRRE FEHE oYY ERUANE AAH Folof v, F@oz
AAZFA . Y= R AAF ATl g Fu¢ VS 2FTAHLEANA LelE
d87F Ath(Kuczmarski 1988). MAF 4T 8 ATFNAE ojs} AU 2AES B
AL . F2 890228 HuAPae #d WA EYEE, JuFAE 29T
719 AEQ A4, 714 FFHolu JdAds AAF Z22ade] AP 58 & 4
A EFH 1986; Lilien & Yoon 1989; Zirger & Maidique 1990).

X, 23 449 8QdezA 239 F2, B JF FAL HIYAA F& E ¥
e, olzE £7 AYe 8o AAF A v J¥UE Ui dTEE U
o] MFel &3t 29 F FLE AL2E Jle-A44 AUA, RD-UHAR AUA, JF
FA @4 #A, FM3 REF AFYALA Fol ArH(Hise et al. 1990).

2.2.2 w8 4% % A4H #ddE 8

Crawford(1991)€ AAF A&E Al E4F AT viAE X2 2 &A= 2
otAY AFUAE R APy aUL& AANSn . Cooper & Kleinschmidt(1988)2]
dFodME 7€ T4 AANE 8JAEE P LuZ 279 o, AF A4 Y
nAY ST, AFAG AR FAEA dF BHE, AYxFHe B9 4 71X 22U
AN gtk o] F AYPxde o] R FAFFAY EYE P £HAEE visie
Reg FRAUT. AFH1986)9 AFAME ¢ F AFEH A9 FAIY 2UEL
A A B Rt

Kodama(1995) NPD A4 714 FLE L4F AvAed UZR(Needs)E 2 FYRY
AFoE2 HPNIE FHolFgL AT, o] RiAE F @Al9 ZaA22 FAHY QU
A% dlolEl(market data)E AFE BVAH(product concept) ¥+ ¥} AE AQS
AENE Z2AEZ ATHEHE FYolth. Kodama & 3% ZT2A2%5¥EL & 31
Ae YE71AdY E4E b Zo] A/ARE 893, AA, HuFGAsE NPD o
e A713A ¥d - NPD FA4olA o AdE @98 59 - & /A3 U, EA,
71dde] #Estn Ue APl AXH AFH 71E€H FHo ARFHU:, ©e AY9
71€€ FF THE F UE FHE 4D BEistn Y. AH, JIdEL 7143 A Ao
ul-g- X Eete] AnjAte] &3 wHy o wE SEF AFNE A9 #FHE Rolm
Ak,

2.2.37l¢ 9% ¥ 43 #HH 8¢l

ZIdeol dA Efa e V€ 4F R AYo] AAFE MEded e {88
foltt(Cooper 1979). 71& AF R Adel Hojurtd 71ge AAYART A

AURENYel dZ0l0| 2 AT 67



A FAEC] Aol FAH olAE 71E 4 AW, 71€9%F R AYY B+ Calantone,
Schmidt, and Song(1996)3 Song & Parry(1997)¢] AT ERdME AE pdste] o)
FAAHA 4%E vXE= 8¢ g AAHUC.

2.2.4 AF 543 #dd 89

AAF 4E 8900 #FF AT ANE AF 54 #d LAEL v$ gFHe,
4ol getMe Agde FEE Rol7|E ¥, Cooper(1979)& 18 7§19 291& F& 34
°olE dF BAY A} A vwiAe I M & A2 A sdez AF
S84 2 $494 89& AAMIGG. o 89 T ¥FEe A4, ¥H Fo)4,
aujal 87 FFHE, &R vl g AP, #YY Fold, 1FL FE Fol AHEHAEH,
of TN xHA 8T FFE, FHY S5, AFF FF0] 53] 94%Yo] & Az
bt}

Cooper & Kleinshmidt(1987)¢] AFIAME AF $€4, AF FFA, Eolg 39
37X ®7t 8 USFE JUeided @713 AR A5 23 P4 F 47N
atel7t vERG I glvke Folth, ¥ze] AFdME AF FHUAAEL  2uA #AHNAM B
ZAAE d¥ AEY €4 22 HgdHn 4o ¥ee g FF9 o=
R g, @AY AFdMe AFY YL o8 VA dFE BEE e
g8¢lez »w YATE Helth, Lilien & Yoon(1989)2] AToA= AL4A #He R AAA
+HN1FE £4), 4l 94 € 5549 £4)0] FLF 842 A4FHAUY.

a3 NPD 8 @R We AFEUAAM, AE Adpr JAE 4T FoH
Z2A8o2 getsg. & Y, % 8 VIYE Yo AAENY =2HEE
Hlal- AT Utterback et. al.(1976)& AFTHA AAFMNE ZzA=: HFag
A998 RE F U AFE WEoor o BTt Cooper(1979)2} Song &
Parry(1994) & AAIF9] ATAZ AFAES -55¢ AF 54, Jd3y nFH9
AF, 282 ¥g AR &I, 2¥A JMA- b A9E AdVAS Adn @94
Maidique & Zirger(1984)= AAMEFAL TS £d4 AES 7154 div] v g B A7
2 2ujzto] F A} AAFGF] BE TN FAP 2L =239

2.2.5 NA #dd agl

71& dFeM AAEF Aol v o] & Helztn AAE A% #d 89 F %
ARtHA AL Al G R} dF Fxolt). o|s} HAIE Aoz HF AFE F¥o] A
a8zke] 277 by ZE7tE JehlE 26R 87 £88 AAE 97 E 1o (Cooper
1979; 2 F'H 1986; Cooper & Kleinschmidt 1987).

o] Y= A FHAE Yl F& NAEY =9 UlE, Aua 879 ¥ AR
8 8% AR diFg Y 3 ARE e FE AR N2ge A T
8% AMAIHIL AH(Cooper 1979; Cooper 1986; Cooper & Kleinshmidt 1987; Sumita et
al. 1998).
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Gatignon & Xuereb(1997) AlZ487l EFZAYLE BHU 7| XFHolm 1A
g 7igdo] F& AAEFNL H34E @48E UK AT 1991 =HE 1998). Han
et al.(1998)& Al#e]  ZAZEAd(market turbulence)® 71&9 ZAEA(technical
turbulence) 22 W¥EHE 7Z|AR#8HY BHUA w&FE VidY ANFAZAEH
2199 A48 FAAQA @AV Asgde S FFA.

2.2.6 AAE A #¥€ 89

ZAEu(1998) AAES] A3 ¢ 40 #F FHE & Zol EFT A, AA,
AAE 4THE FH3e AYd " M AFSFER Vi AMY AAF FELE 1
ATHEE Y. iE AFE AgoAMe AT (project-based studies)E 7]H#EE
EdoA AT /d AAFY E 9 =Qdel it ojmdd AHIE o) FoFHEAE
gtetsle] ol QRAEF AEF AFety #A FAFHoZ {KAFAE AFIE
R o]t (Cooper 1987).

vhd . A AAE AR (irm level)d AFE 7199 AwEA VAE A9H
g A £ o, 49EY 8RIEE o83 HAH AAE A} #¥AA e
RoltH(Cooper 1984). EA, /' AF AYdAY dFe AT HFE& FH2=
ey, AFE AAETE BB oA FEHoE YeHure 5A4E FAuxd=
AF(Roberts & Burke 1974)9} A#H% AFEWNE dde= AANE /& EM3E
& 7(Hopkins & Bailey 1971; Cooper 1975), I8l AF ¢ AFEH AdHgd ATL A=
R EA AdFH AdE FFAE 8U& FE AT (Rothwell 1972, 1974; Cooper 1979;
Maidique & Zirger 1984, H<3 1994; ZAE) 1995; AA Y 1996; LY 1997)2 o
B 4 v, A, 2935 A7 (generalist study)®t ZH&3H Q- F(specialist study)E
Uiro] B 4= 9lth(Craig & Hart 1992). $23 d7& 718 AAE 2 719 A9 AAF
el dFgE vXe UFEY HNH Y AL LEG. @ A7 B
A3 & vlAE BFES Fd3ed UH(Rothwell 1972; Cooper 1979; Cooper &
Kleinschmidt 1987; 78] 1098).

3. 454+

3.1 4+23

399 (competitive advantage)o] B ATFo|A, Day & Wensley(1988)& v}#A®, R&D
A B g% AY(skill and resource)e] BlE/AEF Ezte] ZdA 7)Y
A X JRPAE AHEYT. BT 0 &/AFY AL VY9 AREFA -
AARE, FHAE, AZIARFE, FA4 - o 9L I A4S Ww¥g. o E
AFAAE AAEFL T 2HARNN B S EHEES 29 2ed BE AAEE
F1 A, d& 9, AAF AFH (D) 749 vsE 9% 9 A4, (2) ey 9%
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9 ALy A3 A FEBA de Ae2 WAL (Cooper 1979; Cooper &
Kleinschmidt 1987; Parry & Song 1994; Calantone, Schmidt, and Song 1996; Song & Parry
1996) .

AAENG] B AT A FEE g Hol BN FFAE AFL Ay
BAE visste= 899 B Aolt}(Day & Wensley 1988; Calantone, Schmidt, and Song
1996). Eg  AAFAAZTA  A4AH  GO¥E AR ®Fe] FLE W=
A El 2 (Rothwell et al. 1974; Utterback et al. 1976; Maidique & Zirger 1984),
AT gzt AAF AL @AANAN @ @ Wyt ZAHAFEAN YL
m e Al o)tk (Cooper 1979; Cooper & Kleinschmidt 1987, 1993). ¥ |GG E=EAME
ZU FAEFANTE FHLE NPD 9 Axte] HA Z2AH2E motetua <1y 3-1>3 e

<1y 3> dFRY

oBgss

ATEYE 43R
NS &S
SRISLn

IBIgg&=

3.2 7kd 4H

3.2.1 A|F4 gzt #¢ 7Md 4A

NPD ¢} BEE 7|E€ ATE AVEY, O AAFML €§F) AAF T FoE
AR 4T A4S ¢ F 3. 98 W, Rubenstein et al.(1976)2 54 /9] MAF
Z2AEE ATE A, dojHE 3 EN3n gAEAE JEed ¥45% FEHe
B JALdFE AAF AF shedel v FF8YH(Day & Nedungadi 1994;
Maidique & Zirger 1984). Cooper(1979)8} Song & Parry(1994)8] |F+=EdME AAE9
AE3 AENE BIL 71 BAMT Bl ABHY #AN &S & F UG
olglg wiAY AR:= AFY FEIA A PFE AN Fin, Al FY A4
AEH 2EAHE FIAL £ de FEHE LYY, HAY 9% 2 AdE

70 UIUIAYHE H2A 3B




afyoez ALgsted F88A ALRE £ QlV] WEel, F AAEMNL HANA vHAH
Yol AFE AU E=w FoT AdLE Jn LS ¢ F AT GeFH e A
[,0,I0& 24851,

ZHd 1 AAFEANL FANA 7199 vtAR o] BA% T FTAHA d%E 3
Aelt}.

A T AAEAE FANA 7199 oHAY 580 AF HEdd 2249 ITE WA
Aol

7 I AAFAE FZo)4 71949 vtAG o AAF 4 A 4%E 9
Aoltt.

dAYe] EY=(internal commitment)E AAMFNE ZZAHEE MgFHoz
& (completion)dte] A AEFL AU (commercialization)dted i Al TAHL
FAE TG, VU TELES HuAGA, 9AY 99 F9, ZTRHE gy,
xeAEgYdoz FAEF At (Zirger & Maidique 1990; Griffin & Hauser 1992; 1993).
AAFE Z2AE Foq3tn Yt FAFAYEL 18] 98 e Z2HEr 74
Well A SHdA(priority)o] oA 71de AUES 3] & & + Udn G,
Z2AE FPA LAHE dEE EWtn =Ho. & AAFAMG o
ATERANN & F UAXel, FATALY EJYAZI AAEMSAM FAF 8o
A FAcHClark & Fujimoto 1990, 1991; Imai et al. 1985).

NPD o #dE TS AFeEAM, FAL FFP=7t R AL (Ruekert & Walker
1987)3} E A8} 28 (Clark & Fujimoto 1990; Nonaka 1990)o] 8% HAUZ o= stetx Y},
B4 BEARr %&4E ZZAEgYdE ARE £3- Added  §o)shd,
AFAAAS AF H2"3 FE& AAENE EFo] 4884 Ag" & U, gL
e A4 IV, VE EAs .

7 IV AAEAL FAA0A 71 U 9349 EYEE FAL BRAE FAEA
e v Aoy,

[Z’tﬁ.l AAFE AL d@ 719 W FAL BYel #8547 AFAESE A Aol I

AF3AHA AAFL 7idel EAddm = T (capabilities), H=(skills)TH

UHENEe| MIBecle) Mt o3 71




A (resources)s FMF Aol 3 F&EEch(Day & Wensley 1988; Stalk 1988;
Prahalad & Hamel 1990; Clark & Wheelwright 1992; Shulman et al. 1992). 7|49 &9
7)€ (firm-specific techniques), A1 ¥ AL HHo] g ojsf, AL F&d}x
HAuosie 3427 NPD € AFdAHoE $93tev] Yastth(Preffer & Salancik 1978).
Z 71dol B&3ln e 71€3 7E(technical strength) 7 NAEA Lo ojA
g £8%F 2otk 71949 Ve 4% ¢ Aol AAEFML HEsHTH, NPD
BAGolA 719 gFeo]l HEEHA olFARAA HFHCooper 1979). A I
AAFANGel BAART FHolyA FPddd, AEES xEI AW Ry 8
Rolt}(Calantone et al. 1996: Song & Parry 1997). Z#@A £ dAFdME vz ¢
AT7Hd VI, VIE dAAY.

M VI AAEALA AE 749 Jlewde] RAL FH] FTAHA 4%E w3
Aol

Ptﬂé VI AAEAL] AE 7149 71€% Y] HolgTH AF AdYde AL A4, J

3.2.2 AAF 47 #¢ 7MY 43

SPP =Y AF AEHE AAF Ydst BEA HgHL UAd. F AW
Adste AELE aduHy Qe FYEE FIANY F A FAEE AdE
7}43317) WEolth(Day & Wensley 1988). °] R¥ & EUIE 8] £Y8 ATERANE,
AFY AEsrt AAF 4F ¢ deso] UA&E& ¢ ¢ Uth(Cooper & Kleinschmidt
1987, 1993; Parry & Song 1994, 1996). Ze#A & AT EEIMNE thgd & 7Hd I
AR}

ZH v AAE Aol M 98 2EsE AFL AAF 473 TR 9%E VA
e,

¥, Day & Wensley(1988)& AEFS] 27t AAFE AT viAe 9% B 714
B8R0 98 A7t UL¥E WD, & ZHUFEAN d)FY e F A 84F9
g1t niAY EF5 3 UAY A5 A BYE a4 4, AFY e AAF
AGE AN F e 8RR 8482 - A AAA- of Ak, A AAAol
Ao Azl A% beAT e AR BEAE iddsE BEEAFY o fUAEE
g, 2¥EE AN FHAAe & o, AAEF ued, Hi{EH $£I49)
ZoecH(Cooper 1979; Song & Parry 1994). £ AFERAAE FFEANZAME
FANGE T AFE Y AS FANFe] W$ e AL Fesd e
e 71 XE 4R,
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718 X NS ZA4el g&4F AFS Adsrt AAF o] IHAHL % 7
ZAolg.

A4, 7199 S xde AAEE AR AT ¥, AvAES FoYE) 9PE
WA 4 o Rolti(Song & Parry 1997). A B ATEEANE @ uhi
oA Adsty AZol AR HTE & AUth: AZH ted Te SHH XE
EELTLS

7Hd X 71l 9 uAY =¥ E4% AT s AAF o] TAHAY
Y€ v Aol

3.3 A Ao R 2AMA

3.3.1 ¥4 223 A9 (operational definition)

ZA W5 (neasurement items)E-& 7]ES &M FEEA B A7 FH4
A& E 9 tH(Cooper 1979; Calantone & Cooper 1981; Zirger and Maidique 1984, 1990;
Cooper & Kleinschmidt 1986, 1993; Parry & Song 1994; Song & Parry 1994, 1996). 181
BE ZFAWUSEL 7H 3= A o% 2¥9A ¥ch ~ 73 v aFHE o] FojFT.
E A7 449 82 % W5Ee] 233 HJAE AYEY oEF Y.

@ vHAlg &9

AE  AHZ(product differentiation)?t AAFAE] dod Fasdr] wEd,
AAEANL AR A FHE F MR FAALL2LE Yol FAHAUT. AN, UAAF
oleltie] swte] #EF TFANFLZ AZA HFEE AL EAEHAY. & AAF
ololtjol g AF AQe2e ¥ Y, AVIEA ¥R, HAAHA AAEFAL A=
HeAd 4RAT. EA, ARV BY FANdeR gAVtR dSER FARUGY. F
A8 &7, AFEAL R F¥ gof, AFHA A, ARFH 4 EASY, 3 AFd
24 9 opAY Mot Cooper & Kleinschmidt 1987; Urban & Hauser 1993).

@ Y ¥%

SAE gEe AAFe] MY ¥ 7Idel UAFel slgels A& wIn. &
ATANE WY @5 et ol Asdnh. o 2AL A TANA WEEER
2485, & 4%, $/BF, Hds #, 2 B$AE, E34A71ATHCooper
1979).

UNBNYe] Y30l A8t 37 73




Q@ 71 9

714 % ¥ (technical proficiency)& 71glel 7FAL & 7l Q% (capabilities)o]
AAMENE T2 HEC Bgsle AEE TE). o] FAMEL AZkA ¥4LE HF A
Z R 2 AAEY, AAAY 3| pilot test 9¥ A (Cooper 1979).

@ 4449 8=

oJAY E9=(internal commitment)@ AAFE ZzaFE AFd e ZAFAHLY
HAH =g T, o] FAMEE /A HLERZ FH34AY. § A AEHGAES
EAE, AAE ZzdeEge ZA4FE, AAEAgY wEg AN w34, AAE
AE AR =} (Cooper 1979).

® FA BHAE=E

B B A E(cross-functional integration)@ AlAEFZ /ML AFe} &Al5=T
QoA RAMZEY =g ougrt. o] FAMEL MZA dHFE2 FAHAY. F RED-
AARA, wpAE-AA A, wlAY-RD, vAIE-tRQ FAL FEEERATMaidique &
Zirger 1990).

® AF AHEy

A EAE 3 (product differentiation)@ Y A HA AFEH viusid AF AAE
$+4¥4 (perceived superiority)& Suj@tt. o] FAMEL 5 7tx WFEE FAHAHUG.
Z A N2, AFe ¥z, A6 A, 2EFF, gAAY AF A5 HH(Cooper
1979; Zirger & Maidique 1990).

@ NZ FAA

A &4 (market potential)& 719 AAFeo] BEZ § AFoA FAHA F8F
Z9A8 £ E GEE guigct, o] FANEL 3 kA ¥, E AR FAHENG. &
AR v &4, LA &7 AR, AR Aol (Cooper 1979, Song & Parry
1997).

AAES 4%

AAF9 A (performance)-71H e FAH FU- FAs7] &, B AFNAE A
7}A 82 (factor) € AHEE el F9A(relative profitability), A3 dF&(relative
market share), WulAdF(relative sales) LJES] THoltk. Song & Parry(1997)9
AFEEAME, AAEY AFE 7Ide FHAHY  FH(subjective scales)ollA
&8, Song & Parry & PIZ3 I N 36 /0 AT A AT (in-depth case
studies)$} EHAG AAYFCDE B3 AAES] Hgo dig 7| FE4 FE2E
Y AP 9 FE& I AAER vz shEdida gudksv
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W Foldth(Jaworski & Kohil 1993; Olson, Walker, and Ruekert 1995). 28i &
AFNNE ZU 71 §H34 AaH) ABE B2 FE552 B 5o 7] wjFe
FAAHY BAHAN TEAEC] Z RUEL ZAHINEE AN,

3.3.2 E&AA Y ol fret AEFF

€ dT7=Eg FYI7 A8 FU HFFANRE FHE H2 3 d oldld] AAEL
ANZol &A% Aol e THA(subjects)EE HEoZ MAHYT. B dize
A A4, 53] S RFEFANRE FHLE 9 AGEA AANHn Qe AAEAL
ko] B AF=EE TP A¥scn Ygsid FEE AASAG.

W SAEFAA 12 R piAY B3 AFAY FEHEA, HEAE S8 = AY
WESY ARE FHAC. 2000 d 3 ¥ 6 ¥ ~ 2000 d 4 ¥ 15 AR 12 A 3A})
B 200 o JHe} HEA FolA 11 7 BAbelA 165 e HEAE 5Pt 2
3led AHAEA FoAM AHASA SHEEA FUAYY, ASA(nissing value)’t UE
AEAE AAT F & A7 o] 715§ HEAE F 159 5. <F - 2 d7d)
ALgE HEe] JATEALY 54 S RAgFn Qo

<E 3-1> ZE9 AFEAYH E4

o7 FA TgA v & (%)
= b 33 20.8
vl A g 88 55.3
A4k 4 2.5
94 8 5.0
R&D 18 11.3
¥ 8 5.0
)oFds
oF d% A H] & (%)
1d ~ sdm¢ 91 57.2
54 ~ 109 gk 39 14.6
1068 ~ 15309 11 6.9
15d ~ 208w 4 2.5
&4 14 8.8
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4. AF5E4H

4.1 88N R A HF

A3 A dAM, & 79 FAME didt g3 2Ad8A & AAEAY. 8
Alejgl YL 7HA3A g AHd3 A (oblique)dl 9 aAEA AFdE <E 4-1>9)
uebt ek, o o) BrirlEezA 29l HAgk 0.3 o4, a<le MFY(the variance
extracted) 0.5 o] &4& dAs A,

AT AYgold EFAHFYN WHYBAA(internal consistency)d 9vuldle
RoZ ZAWUSY Y g€ ZAYE 4 e A= & 4+ JAd(Hair, Jr et al. 1995).
%Y FYE ZHZ=TE o83 AW Md(construct) ¥ WEAHoR EHHIPL W,
dad #E UYENYYE ol ASAe € FA:TFHxn & 4 oo, wd,
g4 (validity)el@ &F=F7F dF&nx e MdE evEA $3E + de
AE2A dFAY AdFEH o3 433 HSE F Ak ol WMF9 Hst F=
A7 oxof o3 AAH7] GEold.

P& FJTTE o83 Aode T A= d5E A A& UEsE
¥yl A HEAN FHETFY YA HIHYE EAHA €Y. FAFHe=
EAETY AYL F2 A8t gngez HriEc, duiyoez  dEgo)
0.6~0.9 ojof gto] AE9] A AJe] BFF A (Van de Van & Ferry 1979), Aj2o] sizg
A& A¢e A ¥HEX 0.6 & HA HELANZ ALLS7|E F¥ch(Nunnally 1978). <H 4-
2> A4 AFE BYF 3 .

< 4-1> BA4F 8AdEHY

a4
ke Lt L] e 484 R ks AE A% w7
*9 9 ®¥YE  EWAE A8 A4 53
A 7he A 0.731
%
AAAQ | 0.640
e s 4

&v 2} &F 0.550

SR & 0.720
R B

Ans3 0.655
)
4 59
A4 A8 | o058
ny st
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R&D & 0.670
Y d
23 0.675
HdEY
pilot test 0.590

0.766

B4
zzHEY 0.555
49 A=A

0.851
BA BY
RE&D- 44k 0.873
Ll A

v -4k 0,727
4 24
oh - 0.777

=l
RA 2%
T e
A #
Algel ¥z 0.703
FE

2 Al , 0.706
Ao =9

8y &4 0.719

R E] 0.775
E-L P

A% e 0.791
&7

0.722

iy 72

$n/ed 0.827

+4

24= 0.770
oln)n Her

EL s 0.801

2% : Principal Component Analysis.

34y . Varimax with Kaiser Normalization.
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<E 4-2> AN ATEHE WY A= FF

404 R §5 AN FAAdEH A g = (Alpha)
A@A ¢
ulAY 59 0.8584
Al 7beA A% 0.6064
AAHA MY 7HeA 0.5509
Zujz} B 0.6262
A B4 R A 0.7339
A+ 9 Y 59 0.6971
A AEe nAGAE 0.6649
1€ %9 - 0.7479
g 9 YiAsY 0.5551
A Ay 0.5523
pilot test 0.6204
DETIR-TR - 0.7778
A9 FAgAe] #4 0.6402
rzHEYdY H}IY 0.6402
HAL BRAE - 0.9024
R&D-v}A & K- A B § 0.8334
R&D-AJ A4 3 & 0.8554
vl A o - QYA A E ] 0.7208
oHAR-HUAA RN T3 0.7227
AE A3 0.8315
a3 JAAE 0.5170
AAe] Wz Fx 0.7450
T A A AL =¢ 0.7018
B3 E3 0.7116
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TANE R 45 AN F4AEH A2 = (Alpha)

FaAT

Al A4 - 0.9045
FAH a0 EX 0.7528
AF] e &7 0.8018

A" /F - 0.8919
Hgg dvld 7 0.6771
Fn/vE Y 0.7993
HY= ojwz HAF 0.7654
NP 0.8225

AAE 43 - 0.9486
A2 8 A E div] 44 0.6858
EAl Bd A4 AF v 94 0.6549
A £ EF v HFA 0.7131
AAb AF e M/S 0.8048
erl 59 A4 AF div] M/S 0.8615
Al A FHFE B oiu] 434 0.8838
AAL g AF oe #g 0.8566
EHAL B9 A4 oy EuE 0.8319
AL B b 434 0.8725

4.2 B0 2084

AP BAL old F ZAYEE disly 4F dEE FARYE =&Y HEA
oA g AAEATt. FAeARMe EAY/IEE HAsL o] RN BEAHE
AAE ox AE A A9 Ay FEE JeEhlE 7HeE EARANA AR
AAEA Aol o]gHQl HARE JHAI JMEPAeE EYssiu yHY dFdLe e
Aot &alBA Az,  x® =104.23, df=41, p=0.0000, GFI=0.89, CFI=0.90,
IF1=0.90 522 =7t wA ettt
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<H 4-3> A8UAEHY

T47hd o4& MSC Tt
g 7HsA A% 0.61 8.04

AA A AE7HsA 0.57 7.47

w AB|A} &F 0.75 10.63

"R A% 54 E AT 0.82 T
A 9 ¥4 59 0.76 10.70

2 AFE B4 et 0.74 10.40

R&D ¥ AiHsd 0.69 8.73

71& ¥ Ay Yawy 0.66 8.21
Pilot Test 0.77 9.90

49 A9Ae 84 0.76 9.24

R N TF R EREwy 08e 1012

x* =104.23, df=41, p=0.0000, GFI=0.89, CFI=0.90, IFI=0.90.
EE t&& p<0.0594 FrelFoz aJdAAHUEE Yebd,

T84 & NSC T#
RE&DF-A 8} AAH-A H= 0.91 14.60

ki ul & A9} REDE-AM Y= 0.94 15.26
TE¥E= AR At QAR H2 0.75 10.78
AR A g e Y=z 0.75 10.80

e g AAE 0.56 7.15

AT e Age F8 93 7hsA 0.85 12.62
el A =9 0.78 11.02

55Y 83 AF 0.81 0.81

Fol4 0.64 0.64

AAE A3 ANZEFE& 0.94 0.94
ol 2 0.96 0.96

x* =05.87, df=41, p=0.0000, GFI=0.90, CFI=0.95, IFI=0.95.
BE t§& p<0.0594 foHez gAY E eI,

4.3 &34 £4

MEA ALE A& dig BFHE AZFE7 ANM B dFdAE £ 7HH 8§34
A5HE A8, JideldAd(construct validity)® ZHETIF AAE R
F33%e7t B A7 AR S FAAEHA Jde] AAZ AR oA
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AR 2AHUET BARA, ol ATE v A M F2E BHBAlY.
NEEIFAE L 8AEME B3A FFEY. BT 8UEY ofoldl o] HEAY 1.0 &
A3 gtofol dted 4 AES ale @ ool FEL EF FAFES FH¥Hn U
71% et @4 (criterion-related validity) 39 &Adolu /e Fedl digd FHo
A Hel glolMe e fA4ol Jide AddE CdFde FHE ndn.
ARENY A7} FAF AF 7IFETAEL HFIGT & 5 UATHCGEHA 1999). <E 4-
£ FBFAEN A A BFgeltt.

<E 40 G dTEHEDRS FRBARE
oA g Ze  d93€ ¥AMR AF AAF
9 Y U= B¥A= AAEs 43

A ¥ 1.000

71€ %4 0.490*+  1.000

JAY BEYE | 0.429%x 0.366¢+  1.000
B BHAE | 0.394+x  0.494#*  0.502#+  1.000

AE AE8 | 0.405%* 0,280+ 0.272%+ 0.311*+  1.000

NAME A3} | 0,568« 0.356+% 0.313%+ 0.383++ 0.454+x  1.000

1) #» @ p < 0.01°04 K%,
2) Uz otdle AwAF, NGAe 7 FANEGES] HEU%E v Y.

4.4 QTRY AF

LISREL 8.30 & <|83t9, ¥ A7 d7FEY(conceptual model)& AFE AH x* =
10.63, d.f = 4, p & = 0.027, GFI = 0.98, NFI = 0.96, CFI = 0.97 & Z& <1¥ 4-1>9}
Ze HHEYol =FEHUC. o BRYUL FRYAANA dutHd HAVEE e
AFEF vag o, x2 gol & p $&S JIEE FFAA ¥2ou, GF1 ¢ NI ghol
0.88 o]del®, CFI AF7F 0.9 ol4del7] Wi EHde F7t 1 Ze=
@t (Hair et al., 1995).
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<39 41> §529 ¥42H

O3S ==

&I A&

4.5 477149 FF 2 =9

4.5.1 AF 2Egd B¢ 7H4AF

NPD HAojM e AR FY, 71€ ¥Y, FAL AR, AF A, WAF HH T
ATFGHETY FAY @ £ A7 7H4de LISREL 8.30 & o83l #£4F HH}E
EZ Y <E 4-5>9 Zo.

<H 4-5> 477 wE B4EH

744 Az BEAT RAR1S
I uAE 59 - AL FHRHE 0.18 2.64
I A" Y - AF Iy 0.35 4.93
m uAE 59 - AAF A4 0.42 5.44
v dAd EUE - FAHY BRAE 0.43 5.83
v AL BRAE - AF AEY 0.34 4.58
VI 7l ¥4 - ¥AN F¥AE 0.15 2.15
VI 71€ 9 - AE i 0.03 0.48
VI AF g - NAF 4 0.16 2.00

LA, M1 AFY 4, ZA2As @& 0.18, t e 2.64(p < 0.05)2 Eh}
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7199 wiAE FHol B B FHAHY L vAE AR A AT (Cooper
1979; Song & Parry 1994). &4, 7IHIE HFH 2=, AZAS @& 0.35, t @S
4.93(p < 0.05)22 Yeh} 71gde viAR FHol AF Adsle] FAHAHA FFE vAe
Aoz Vgth(Day & Nedungadi 1994; Song & Parry 1994, 1997). A&, 7I4ME HAZF3%
A, BEAST kol 0.42, t & 5.44(p < 0.05)2 Vel 712 vlAY FFo) AAE
At FAAHQA JEFgL v Aog ZAME AT (Calantone, Schmidt, and Song 1996:
Cooper 1979). A, 7MdIVE AFH A, A=2ASF ol 0.43, t #& 5.83(p <
0.05)22 el 999 EU=7t BAL FRAE FAHHY 9L A2 A&
FA3tAHGriffin & Hauser 1992, 1993; Zirger & Maidique 1990). A, 7}dV &
AZE A%, A2AS % 0.34, t &L 4.58(p < 0.05) 2.2 YELY BT B AFE
A stel] FAHAQ] GFE v HoFE ZAHAY(Clark & Fujimoto 1990; Nonaka 1990).
AR, FHEVIE HES do, A=A ;e 0.15, t @& 2.15(p < 0.05) 22 JEIY
e T RAN BHAEC FAHQ d¥E vAE AeR A AH(Calanton et al.
1996; Cooper 1979; Song & Parry 1997).

gy HAVIE HAEE A, A2A4 @ 0.03, t g2 0.48(p > 0.05) 2.2 e
71&%5 8ol AF AP FAF g FA ¢ A2 ZAEAY. wEA] FHEVIS
71ZbE1 0T}, Cooper(1979)9} Song & Parry(1997)9] A #AFA AFE A @9 &
AFoME U SFE A EA4Y Agdvrlt ZEEHO oM ded
Ausgteoges AFL AEINY £ &2 LAdGY. Adre AdHAE €9
ALY AEAZ Tl YAzt HKEGE AMME & 4 Ao, duEtE, & AL
AAEL AFo] ZA 351 (market leader/market challenger ¢ $H8°] 58.4%) =uiE
9 AAMe “ Me-too” A|FEo] &AH7)(market follower o SHE- 32.1%) =HEol
@3 A FYe] v A AFL] AdEE HHE &£ WSS € F UAdH.
3 HAEY Auzal fZodd oA 7% ol (functional benefits)EThE TAZ
o] 4 (emotional benefits)o] © ®B& A& F7] wEolegt £o. & Eo Hz€Y
ZASE Aoy TP sloiAe Zled atele AMARA 2 AU AolHE
Ay dzsrle dW¢ PgE F At azmz Y AFEAESE £
A8 x2Z(branded) Bl2ELE A EH =% (blinded) Hl=EVHY wel Axs di$ o R
o] W&l Ao},

4.5.2 JAAF 4o #F AT

LISREL 8.30 & o|-&3td, 7H4VIE A5E A, A2AF &L 0.16, t gL 2.00(p <
0.05)2.2 el AFS xH3UE AAF A FAHHJL L vAE A=
ZAEA<E 4-5> Fx). wEdA HEIe AU (Cooper & Klenschmidt 1987,
1993; Parry & Song 1994, 1996).
gdgoz 7 8AET AFRAAN wet AAF Aol ojug e v|xeA gotrr)
98 A3 AEA(moderating regression analysis;MRA)E AAEHT. ZAIARAL
&g 2 349 ANE vnEe APy 5 gt

URENYL| Y30l B 37 83



Y=a 4 by X + by Z ——--—ev @)
Y=a+b, X+byZ+ b XZ ~——-—- (3)

2 4o HARYPelH A& Rt @ FUEL HusBEoH  HAAS
=8 ARG & Ad(olFF- U3w) 1995, FHF 1999 ; Sharma et al. 1981).
A71A BAAAF A FAE AAo) dMI} obyn Re FrFEO oA AAE=
AL SYAFNY tFFHA dEoltt. & A7 A" 7 /e EPHS = @ wss
AAste] olg Z AFE FI UWA 6 JjY WFE Wl slEAM X 2 AR
24 ALHE A s, o A3 FAg 89o] E2A WS (quasi moderator)Y-E By
F UG (<E 4-6> F=z).

<E 4-6> ZAYAEY 2

AAE A
2 F &
A 28 R? A2 Re
A FAd 3 -0.401
x 0.348%x 0.250 -0.347 0.276 9. 4nxx
A4 0.235%* -1.148%*

* @ BENRE 2 A (Beta)
*x 1 p<0.01904 F9%,
#xx 1 p < 0.05°04 Hojg,

1. 45389 27134 Jgee gotsr] 98 A3 9L 2L F 74 87 280
WE F-7Ee B9,
HAAMEY (full model; FM) : Y=a + by XY + by Z + by X2 —=~—- @
24259 (reduced model; RM) : Y=a + by X + bp Z ———————mmm @
4714 Y = AAE 43
= 39 BYAE, BAg 29As, AEAEy
Z=AN% AAY
2. F = [SSE(Z42EY) - SSE(AMEY)]/(p-q)
SSE(H A =28 )/(n-p-1)
71X SSE : WA @
n= & ¢
p: AAEYS SY(HY) WL &
q: $22Y9 EY(HY) WEe 4

A 28 HA, AFAEHSL AAE Yoo 4 uxn YL ¢ <+ U AF
ZAgel vlg & NGl AF L BAEHUL W, AYPY AZL g8 VAT Qo] me
243 4% vAL YLe ¢ & U YN M XK= A& =) 4 HCooper 1979;
Song & Parry 1994).

PhAgte R, b X & HAFEY] A3 7199 uAY 5 FARU.67)E FAoe
daolde Y 1 (n=83)7 HFolde AW 2 (n=76)2 EFstd AAE 4 3} ¢} 2]
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JHBALNE AU (E 4-7> FF).

<R 47> vHAR #Fo e AAF 44se] FauA

uA Y gE uAE #§F
(A &1;n=83) (3 &2:n=76)
A E AE 8 0.458+ 0.148

T p <0014 FoIF.

71gel AMEL A EAE F, vl ¥ IAFtE Fdo] xdzd AEFEEL
BAAARG B A3AA AAEF AFdd o @& 9L vAL &L ¢ F U
a2gA 7Fd X & AEEAH(Song & Parry 1997).

5. 28 9 AAMA

5128

E dF=FL, Day & Wensley ¢ SPP(Source-Position-Performance) TR YE
nigoz 2 HRFEFANFE FAULE HAE A FAH, 11 7] 71ddA F 159 R E
FHee dF By 9 AT M€ AFARTG. 8AEHE @ ZAF 41 ) HFE
7 M8 (constructs) 22 BEFE & U, 282 2 47 RY L Uiz AT MEE
AES 49 g3 e S WIWY.

AEol FAIH7] Al HAY ANF FY R FFE& AAdd AFE VEIF ¥HE
Aok, 71 FHol HAlvitt BEHH U FHA FolEt W8 W AL A
2|t 2A R olE HIROR § AAFALIT. BEE AAFMNE FAHANN FnAIA
% A" FEAEL FEHY BLERGE 7IHY AR A mE AEHY @
ot PEHop FHH, APAERG Hojgd AFE UE F U=EF ZIgW BA
ARUAE € AYE] Z £8E & Ue ESAVIE 24 Folof ¥, 2gx vHAY
59 % 934 EYEE FAL BEE viAR std AFE AdEgA e KA 43S
Ax g&E WA,

AEe] &A @ Fole LA &Fo st AEstd AFLFE ATE F AU
agAT AP AFe] FAol & A #HAAE W HFE Mol HE FolRZ,
710l viAY ¥FE& VLA FYE€ 9@ AEdd AFE A% ¢ 4IAND F e
2qel @ AG. 53 HFEFAFAME AF R BIA=E oALA R oF
ApESAIE & AvkE AMdeltt, g AFA ABHE Bojye Aol niAHY ol
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71de wEd) AFUE e Aol ol AuAEA ABolMe Ag wrb. YA
2H A cheol FASA A AEL EAMYHE Ao] Raun Fasty

¥ AT AAEY A9 ® duAd AAE g Z2H2E 1YY SddA
AREPT. o] &80 AXEHE v 4, 4&7ld HoE SFFAGM AAEL
BIANNT AN AR 7149 wHAY 5Ho] Hojuol Foh AlAeltt, 2@ m 4
BEA R mHAR #EEH AFHQA 71519 WAL AAGT FA EFo] U
FAE 7 U=F K28 Fojof sin) AFEE EANE oJFAx UAFo| AL Y=g 4
AEE vHAY FEE BYel 8 Folok drte Holg.

5.2 &9 ¥4 R F¥F A

¥ ATETE AdAM dFWR #e AAEE ANH Fz siAE, oey ge
BAAE AL Ao WA, d8 AT AZRH(GE BF, AR FAN, AR
AE)ol AAFAL Z2A 2 FoF 9L TADGE Adr) JdEd B AFERqE
AAFAE T2 M2 710 B F2 240 DHA YATE Apdel,

A, 7199 49 BUETt AAFE A TR AAEF 4T 4L wHGE My
ATERAN & £ UUAAT, & AFERIME viAY @5 23E R34 & g
XEHQY 477 AYHA R Aol okdd.

AR, & A7 AAF 438 3% 2AES A A AA-FIH, AR WeEE,
¥ gA-2 Bol ERAS FHAHA BN 7 H HER R, FHAY wHE
YZ(bias)22 Ast FFHEA o] 24d 227} UTh(olEY- F2u) 1995). E& Aol
AN YAAEE 7ILAF}E UG B4 AVAY ARE T Ko,
AAF AA5dE 7Iduict Yolsy] i) Aoz NAE HAE 2HEY Fyo)
At

A, E A7 Adr|Eg Nz e Jdd H&HEY ool gt
A7 e Ve E vz AAAEY v gado] v Z2H3 Qv Yo,
2R AR W AHEA BEEE AUIME E ATERE H Ly SA47 3.
B ETeEe FFAZAA HFaEsst AAFE A e e gge ni
Aolgtn B3R 7] WEd 717 FdolME AwEA @kt o038 s1Hol NYsw
Fdol ¢zsA ¥ Aol ol Aulate] Uuky Alxoly] W ot

OAA, £ A7 Ju 33E /1dDE gHez sgo. sAw 2ud Sojs}
g A3A HFE 719HY d4 4FLUL ME va- A7 Bogw E¢ guw
ATEYE IR £ Y& Holo.
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