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2 4T EYo| EddHoE F4E F &
g EYo diFde s =2 HeliFAtrtet o
Edo| diH R W AR £3
) Her, diiFeR o Egol W A
Bt abe @A A A&7t 2Ot
T dWAEeE Al eHzt fxo 2H
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4% diiifde] vy =2 AHHdaE
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ol P 2hsd e ol Th(Kale 1986
Willkinson and Kipnis 1978).

T3F A EH0l =2 AT A
o 2ljb 2H (exploitation)d] THEF S
20| 30 As4tigol 2Rl ol2le] ™
A Ede Zkn glA ¢t AZsi
{Anderson and Weitz 19920 Andsreon and
Narus 1990: Kumar st al 1999), olo wt
2t HETE o] PE £ SlenE 2+
Homy FHE A2 BrddE AA
25H ¥ F S!THAnderson and Weitz
1992 Anderson and Narus 19903, 12Ut
of @& 2hAlel YA dzhe] tHEE M A
ZH =2 vgol =7 mEol HHEAHE A
Z8t2}; A (Kale 1986) Hth2H o) i
AU AME Ao Iy 55
Aol tia Bl+Ed WHE Yol £
%t THAnderson and Narus 1990: Gaski
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Ho® i JHER ¢2 IS 2 A
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427t atEte A WRET "ad Y
te] gre] M 23 A ETE
WolE AAE 2 = oz AT
ol tialA Bl eEH WS FatH Hof
Z5o] WAE 54 S #3 tHBuchanan
1992: Lawler 1986).

olat ol HEoEH AP0l ETt
i HY F2FHes 5 FxE &7
st B Aot nhHY dHAME ojet Z+
2 Adlee dPEol ENIHGundlach
and Cadotte 1894 Kumar et al 1935

19¢8), 1Y A tlolHE EEd
3oz FHT Fe LR U
£ 2ol e, ofF dRHAE #F
Haol &8 2AHEH P FdE TS
o}, ojof B HPHMHE AFH o2z
EE FAdzAe ZESLRdHol o 2 &l
AL HooEde 23 de 57 3
7 ¥HEE F 2 MANEnA gtk

¥ B onx

L

2
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FoNE HIWZ0| HEofEdol =1
293 dede AE AR 2E7F A
£ 2EFHoE X&stnzat o] metb Yrj
wof tigt vjeTd WYHAZ A =3I
o AT Edol LR FYEo o
2t MY EY o dHor W2 A
gAY 7 HF oA 7o "=t FE
of E7 Ho(Kale 1986 Willkinson
and Kipnis 1978).

Az g EFY e 24940 ITA
o8 Y42 ot fEYo] =2 AT
Arxref tHeHA AHzpHzt 2 FHs-4ol
¢ SHubatH =H 2N dae] SlojAd
da A A= B Hol Ho
(Buchanan 1992: Frazier 1983) & 2 &4
of == AHEMAE Mo dastiE
A3k doite] gk A3 29I Ak
o HuE SUAAHTR 2 AUdE ¢
2l o0 (Frazier, Gill and Kale 1989, 4Ti
wof gk apel g75F 28 FHE
HAZ Fk ooz FAAHE a7 4
A At oe A HHYE Hten
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Artubatel Fhx o] HdE ] BT
(Andersen and Weitz 1992), ole} 22 A
e FEUddolEs At SLFH.,
#FHEE ol <aPH, EYol =2
AHeHFA AL o] thald vj 25
HE 9% A5 o[ SEHEUE 4 EHol
20 %2 g2 2 Hastaxwe &
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Extraced)® AESHH SETYEES M
42 248t T3 g 322
ERNA g e| B (EFA: Exploratory Factor
Analysis)® AT FAHEI FEES
A HAZT F HEE RUZHCFA:
Confirmatory Factor Analysisye  AlaH

1. dlzid 3 Elgd 4

o[

WA AMAE 2FF=EO UE A=y
2HHsTh dA=de Azl A

=2 P4 (nternal consistency)
=4S 4 |ﬁ1‘°*ﬂ' <E 1> EME ¢
=+ °'%ol BE §YY3I=4 IS ¢
T 90 of4E UEl) D gloH, ol
Nunnallsf(1978)3'|' 7|—’v‘-2§*‘| MAzE 708

O 24 zooe oE EFYEEY WA
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o ZR3YAAT 2FdN B2 EHY
S50l MAE gUEA HetE Fazt &
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DE ESHYRES EYHD HEH R

gIEd2 dAEsiey, FAHAU AHZT
AFEo| e HAH ugtn, oo —eb =+
A A Elmodification indice)d 27 o1
2ot HEA _R"':"-‘*.% H AT
HEZHoT LB FEEE Azt HEH
RYUFEHY EoE <E 2:>01] Hzl=o Sl
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AT FolAE AT AFE?
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= 1) SIFAFTHME 1R =
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Sl Thx® = 5762, p = .067), E§F U= =
o AFES UAHE dEap] ===
o moM & F %o BE EHYEE
2 RYUFWHFES 1nTEHAN THECR
Fooiaty, AMAY AP AFEZD O
MHer u3t HES 2ola RN
UMY GFI = 90 CFI = 98, NFI =
93, NNFI = .98, RMSEA = 05 23%4
Zth GFI = 90, CFI = 99, NFI = 95

NNFI = .98 RMSEA = ,038),
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A Fornell and Larcker(1881)<] HPHA A
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£ A H3EE, dPRREA oy
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(E 1Y NS Yy RN

cronbach’s alpha( i AD
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o &Y 9175

9270

HAA 2E 9845
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HE 124 Hegh Aot MU %2 AdiiRen 4 WL A3z ASE BY
Her PRI 2 HRAHE g 2% 2 BEoAUs F FRGEUSE Aot A
e A o FHHFEO EMEH SFatr| e AHAM EEFH ¥y E7HE
Y A HSE i TRE e FEZE2 E T 3ou|gt Aew ettt
<& 30 Aelaeid mdMe ¢ 3 g E3F FoHHe M=l AES HalA
So] Y HEEES U Hog IHFsb LISREL 830 H7|x[& #2206 CRZt AVE
<;i—i 2) ax-IEE{I
3= T AT _ 5 = SI3HAAT _
2| E4d * = o Ed z 5
1 0,75(8 28 -
N 0 7922 88; 1 0,74(8.08) -
IR T I A v O B
4 0,79(8 91 - A 0‘ . (g' ad)
5 0.82(341) - T
1 - 0,8209.75) 1 - 081011, 44)
2 - 0,84(9.94) 2 - 0,92¢11.83)
3 - 0.86(10.3D 3 - 0,91¢11,45)
4 - 0.83(9.91) 4 - 08901112
5 - 0,88(10,82) 5 - 0,89(11,00)
8 - 0,84(3.98) 8 - 0,92(11,68)
7 - 0,.90Q11.1D 7 - 0,88(10.84)
CR 80 85 CR 88 97
AVE 84 (KA AVE 65%% 81%%
{E 3) 220 HEROIEA
P HAT 23HMEH
. GFI 0,90 0,90
Bl k2 : '
|2 CFI 0,98 0,99
i GFL 0.57 0,64
gich: : '
ATed CFI am 0.80
Adf 1 1
A2 235,92+ 187,63+
» ¥ > 1083 G < .00
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AEa3TH Fornell and Larclker(1381)
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2AHZ2 SPSS 100 EXH T RS

(Ailvn and West 1991 Maltz and Kohli
1998). 34

EYHE B EE5H EZFFAHSF 12t
AdvDep™ 1252 1,140 31157
DefDep™™™ 2,592 1,363 42747

AdvDep? -.223 -9 -2684™

DefDep? -.757 -1,161 -3,922™"

R? = 318(F = 5134 p = .002)

AdvDep 2132 1,036 2,9827"

DefDep 1,083 912 2,285

AdvDep? - 828 -.888 -2751™

DefDap? -.183 - 598 ~1,864»

R? = .190(F = 2583 p = .050)

"p<01, " p <005
T AdvDep(HE 2EY), 77T DefDep(E2 2 &4

p <001

{3% 1} Spline regression{AdvDep)
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ﬂ'ﬂ"ﬂ) Y = Bl"X1 + P, +
pXE+ €

Bpxp* + B

Y = manifest conflict

X1 = powsr advantage based in
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X; = power disadvantage hased
in depsndence
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A Study on the Non-Linear Relationship between
Asymmetric Interdependence and Conflict

Jonp—keun Kim-
Jae—~wook Kim™

Abstract

As interdspendsnce and conflict are important to the understanding of channsl
intaractions, many researchers have studisd their relationship, Identifying the relationship
between interdspendsnce and conflict will help undsrstanding an sxchande rslationship,
In social science, the relationship betwean interdspsndsnce and conflict is explained by
two contradictory theories, and thers are also inconsistant results in marketing science,

The authors sugdest non-linear relations hetween asymmetric interdspendence and
conflict, based on bilateral deterrence theory and conflict spiral theory, Using survey
data from industrial market, we demonstwawe that there is an invertad U-shapsd
relationship between asymmetric intsrdependence and interfirm cenflict, The result show,
as the magnituda of interdependence is high, the hypothesis on the non-linear
elatdonship betwesn asymmetric interdspendsnce and conflicts is acceptabls on both
suppliers and distributors, Finally, we discuss several theoretical implications and
suddest limitations and future research issues,

Koy words: asymmetric interdependsnce, channel conflict non-linear relatienship,
bilataral deterrence theory, conflict spiral theory,
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