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ABSTRACT

Although the impact of technological partner selection on the success of technological
alliance is critical, little attention has been paid to the area of technological alliance partner
selection criteria and the relationship between partner selection criteria and success factors of
alliance. This study bridges this gap by understanding previous studies of general alliance
partner selection criteria such as marketing, international, logistics and production alliances.
I drew technological alliance partner selection criteria using AHP method with 12 experts
who are currently in charge of technological alliance activities at Korean Venture Companies.
This study found 4 criteria such as ‘task-related’, ‘partner-related’, learning-related’, ‘risk-related’
criteria with 14 items and the relative importance of technological alliance partner selection
showed as follows: ‘isk-related’, ‘learning-related’, ‘partner-related’, ‘task-related criteria. In
order to test the relationship between technological partner selection criteria and performance,
I used 215 survey data of Korean Venture Companies. The results showed that ‘partner-related’
and ‘task-related’ criteria had strong positive impacts on the success of technological alliance.,
Further, T put 4 moderating variables into the study model in order to see their moderating
effects, However, no moderating variable showed significant effects. In conclusion section, I
discussed the findings and implications of this study and directions for future studies,

Key Words : Technological alliance, Partner selection criteria, Technological alliance success,
AHP analysis, Korean Venture Companies
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71& 2 AP B8dAo] AR weEt 719 At AP IE, 284 T, ALY B
5= S8l A=A AFE SstL Ut 710l F53E A Hekslal, R&D HI8-E 7S
7] 13 FxI8k= 719 1t 71& AFE 198049 o]F §43] FUkslaL v Aes Jehtar

AtH(Hagedoorn, 2002). 719 3t AFre] ool tieh Q149 &80 S7tolle B4l &

& AT 719 7+ AFe] BBl Bk WA JER}R QIcHKale & Singh, 2009).
o] IFAEL 719 1 ATl AF8gle g AF e AdA o] wlg- Fasirta FAgstal
AH(Harrigan, 1985; Huang er al,, 2000). 719 7+ AlF Al Z5d tEY HAAL2 v]8-2<2]
&4 Qo= 7o WA A, AlE A A7) A, el whet o2 BAE e 7199
AF 7135 vhg 5 B2 SAE U F vk 53], 71 7N WA 7199 A= W
A g AF o2 ool Y Fa o] thE W7 == ti71ell HIs) Bt Fo
T Bl ofA7A] WiA7IE e Ve Al HEY AR TIE © ATl B3 A
= "&3 AAo|tk(Nilsen, 2003).

Gulati(1998)= A= ARFE VI 3t A, 71, A¥lE 58 35/, o8, 3fshk=
Zpakziel go'g AoJslal 9lon, Hagedoorn & Schakenraad(1994)& 7]<&# 1]-rr°ﬂ sl A
S 93 FAE 52X 7Y 1t FHshe 2 %—i efstar gk, weba|, kA
AFe Ko} B2 7ide] 985S Eo]-Ufl 71 = A Aol =30 & <+ 3
t}. Hagedoorn(1990)& 7|&A1F #3< ‘ﬂﬂﬂc’é’ ‘E‘E@—T” TendEEH, el
AAY, At ARFAF, FERAY, Tsold Fo8 ettt Das & Teng(2000)2 A
Frol SAIE AR 71, AF GEY AA, AF Avds, AR Ads 7RSI Kale
& Singh(2009)2 714 1t AlFE 3HAR Rttt A HA dAl= Zﬂ‘n‘—’] 348 9 EY
XA (Formation and Partner Selection), 5 WA @A+ AlF Avjd2 53 A= (Alliance
Governance and Design), u}A|% A= AlF 3 8] @A (Post-formation Alliance
Management) 2 T8I0}, AlFre] A= Aol 2ol gt J7i= A2 dAlo sige
=

719 2+ AlF SEY AR A3 A= iR 719 3 AR S0l B Qv FE
o]F3 ItHCummings & Holmberg, 2012; Geringer, 1991; Hitt er al, 2000; Lavie &
Rosenkopf, 2006), Child & Faulkner(1998)+= 7|4 7+ A|F9] 5712 A#nlg 57], A
=71 571, 3R A% F71, T 571 2 7Ie §7] § S7HAR FES I sHARE, 7]?3 2k
A2l 5719 A FEY AALS AAIEH R AtolFo] At} dviE o g 7|{do] Al

H
T




AAstz] el Al &7 ]1(Motivation) 5, AlFre] Fa2do] Y=L, o] Fo 7o 2Hg
A FEUE AA (Partner Selection) sfaLA} AL Z=sln g2 7|4 1t AlF SEY AR
7|20l B3 et ALl 710 B A7 AR MR tE Vg e R H2d devt
ATk TS, IZF AWbAQl Ak AlFe] gtEY A T)Eel #8 A7 tha Jok(o]F
= QAT 2009; |A1E, 2004; AAE- As)E, 2012; Buyukozka er al, 2008; Cummings
& Holmberg, 2012; Geringer, 1991; Glaister, 1996; Nielsen, 2003), 7|&AF SEY A4
710l B A7 v mlEete] ZIeAlFe STtk FAleh Sl ket Al X3t
27gol},

wEbA] B Q7] BAL AR, AP AT7E Sl TIeAF HEY A VES EE5aL &
d E7HE e R AHP 7HO R FATE &Estaat gt EX, =29 JIeAlR TE
Y 7]zl tiste] Wix7199] 7IeAlF E8AE 3o s ey A7eEs 7l et
o] AIE BAHSE Folds AHSstaal sitt. o=, VIeAlR EY A4 7153 7EA|
F ARkl dE BAlel e vAE AW digt a9E ASstaAt st

I o]24 x%

Rai er al(19960)2 A=A AlFe] F8lo= A3t tEY AR S-S AL 9lo
™, O A7 719 3t ARl el o] Alf FEY o] vi¢- Fade AAskaL
tH(Geringer 1991; Huang er al, 2006; Nielsen, 2003; Wu er al,, 2009). A7 2](2001)
T QB vy 7)) A= ARl tEY A7 e dtellM HERA Aol Adeedd
o2 7M4 F23 AL AAE3 sEY AA o AAEHIT). Nielsen(2003)2 AlF FEU A
85} 2g3ke] BAlel tigk AF A7 vk AR LS AFsHEA, 1 e r A3 vEY
AA71ES] FAell etaL sl int. o2k 71 3 AlF SHEY A1) FaAdo] wike- Fell
T Eelal 7 Al HEY A4 7l B3 d7e vl AlFHE] Aol 53], vHIlE,
fre, =Al, 2= 2 A AR T 719 3 Gk B9 el tigk Aol SEY A4
71 A oo YA, 2009; AL, 2004; HAE- As)E, 2012; Buyukozka
et al, 2008; Cummings & Holmberg, 2012; Geringer, 1991; Glaister, 1996; Nielsen,
2003), 719 7t 71EAIFol B3 AFE wlF(Feng er al, 2010)5taL, =] 7|9E tide s
Z1EAF SEY AF 71l B3 A7 ARRE Aol 53], HiA 71 dRelME H=

U ALE Bastal, o FES Bl Ade 59, AAE 24 TR B 52
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3 71& AF7E dax7o] Ha 9L E(Hagedoorn, 2002), 7|4 AFe] AE4 3L
A3l wie- T3 V& AlF EY AAg7Ee] FAE o]EH - AT Ao &4 A7

ool v Arkal & 5 Qlrh

webA, B dATelds I WiAZ9e] Z1s AR SEY A 718(Criteria) ol i3] 71
£ AR Tl 7Rl A8 7Fe e 71ES 3ok, WA 719 TIeAlR 3eAE
ez AHP 245 Fdste] A4 7IE0l Wi /get3ds =S AAstast gt
= 251 7le AN SEY A7 71 Al Adeke] BlE WA Vel B2
A2 dPdoz dExAls AAste] Z1eAl Aol 93 mIAE ZIeAlF e A71E
o] FYA AAJstarzt et AE2 o= WA 7Y el dFHes A8 7Fsd 7l
Fr AEY AA7IES Ak, ARRA N 3 F AT A 71857 A 28
7Fedt a5 AT FEY A 7IEe] FAYA Akt & Aol Hzjo] it

1. Mg ZEH M3 7|8 MAAT

7190 2 FEAT, LA 5L T JeAF e 47 Sl BE AT
Fuzzy Logics S48 Feng et al2010)8] 9791 ‘BEAT AF Al shEY 414 7)o Bt
A7E Aslali Flel B §50] uhe gl Aolch. ol 19804 ol 7|4
F7} B43] S718kaL 9ItHe Hagedoorn(20060)9] 9 ARE gl 7]&AlFel Al
83 71EAF HEY A 71Ee] A7 Aol vk Ioa & 5 Aot T1EAlR $EY
A7 7158 EE37] SlsiMe 94 gRbERl 719 3 Al HEY AR Tl 33 £idx
AL FE HPROE TeAlF HEY ARTES AES FaUt ot 71 7 AR 9EY
A7 7182 Geringer(1991) & Glaister(1996)9l] 2Jafl A|AIs} E]2{c}. Geringer(1991) 0] 9]
e HEY AR 7IEE AXslare glov Mol AAIskelA| Keto] dRkstetr] ofete-
Aol AT, Geringer(1991)& IEY ARl FFE v 15719 AT 2A(CSHE
Al FEY A4 7jEo s HdeA(Taskrelated) 71ES AAISHITH

Glaister(1996)%= Geringer(1991)7} #|AJ3F 7o) 3tEY #&H (Partner-related) 7|52 5
7kete] AAEEt. A BE V1SS AR S sl 23 BATIE JEURRE
Azt = 9 7IEH A, 2Ea s #HE EolH, fEY #A V&2 £
SHEUel a7 PHow a543E Huskelr] $3 JEUQ 22 &40 ddE 7Es
u] 3 Cummings & Holmberg, 2012). o] t}okst ddtol|4] Geringer(1991)7} AA|SE 7]
T2 THOE 54 Al Bes Wyt EY AAVES =&t AlestrHEA




- ANE, 2012; Buyukozka er al, 2008; Cummings & Holmberg, 2012; Feng er al,
2010; Hitt er al, 2000; Li & Ferreira; 2008; Nielsen, 2003; Wu er al, 2009).
Cummings & Holmberg(2012)& Geringer(1991) & Glaister(1996)7} AAIgF 5 71| 7|&
5, A4 715 HEY 71 9 3 71 A3 71 F 7 71ES ° F71ske] Al
skt 259 F4o W2 AFE AZE o sk 94t 9<ed] A 2 gEY 54

¥ g o] ol 314, BEU, B4 L AR A8 5 ok 29e) 1et Bastrha

L
4t

, 2070 AR =S AASEATE. B8, Cummings & Holmberg(2012)= AlZto] &

o w2} tEY AF 7|ee] Fa=T W ¢ Jlemw vEeY 7Y A Al 7] 47HA TIE

(# 1) 718 2t M TEY MFE J|Z0| 2tet M
7N F F8 BEY 44 I #E A7
. - A7 2(2001), &AI(2004), o)A E(2001),
Ped ok, Tleol, At o 5, A | o or 1200, BARE00D, AhiEleon
_ | o T olAlg- AR (2008), ©] = AAH(2009), &
AF 9 | B4, 553 AF, 59, goldx, 5%, e i
~ N e A& A2 (2012), Cummings & Holmberg
AZARY | 71EH AR, Ad7lds, AEskE A, .
wekd 242l (2012), Wu er al(2008), Nielsen(2003), Feng
= et al.(2010)
A | BAYE Y, A 374 1(2001), HAE- Hsl2(2012)
734 €](2001), o= LAd=(2009), oA
0 B x| A~H] ulAEl A|AA A|AA-S > - %
fg o | TEAEG UPIY S AR AVER | goon, ol aeoos), B e
&, FE7138, AL A2, Zhe 1A |
ulAEY S, ARAAAE #(2012), Buyukozka et a/(2008), Feng et
o b 1(2010), Nielsen(2003), Wu et al(2008),
o] 4= 4495(2009), HAI(2004), AAE-
Bsd | AYEElsd, AFed, dEiad, 2% | WalE(2012), Buyukozka er al(2008), Feng
et al(2010)
o185 Yd=(2009), olAT A dE(2008), &
3 o F7H, AnA DR 2 AF, AASEH F | AR WsE2012), 745 212001, Buyukozka
T':}\] Qx A, FARE Z2A8FZ, A9, 3308 53} | er al(2008), Cummings & Holmberg(2012),
= 94 Feng et a/(2010), Nielsen(2003), Wu er al,
(2008)
_ _ N Cummings & Holmberg(2012), Feng et al.
s Qo] A Al 01 A= 2P ARA] FS ’
2| AN, Rag, AR A S (2010), Wu er al(2008),
aeael A 99, B34 A TR, BAANE, 9 | olEs 18H2000), Cummings & Holmberg
T e (2012)
=7, BA, LEFUIA|, FEA, Auls £,
Aol 7HATZ, wEARER, AR | A5 €001, olAlfr- 4 dE(2008), o]
1 A, FAAFAS, AAAE, A, 7190 | S LUFH2000), SARE(2004), AAE- A
TR, ARde] TR, 1A, Ba= | H(2012), Buyukozka er a/(2008), Nielsen
QA= AlFHE] AEA, AkEgA, Freke] | (2003)
A, =zole] WA, A%H A A 5
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Feng er al(2010)2 &5&71& 712 AF HEU A4 A 9EY 7|9 /8 g F=
st glom, P AT thet SHo] IEIL glrkar A Xehax] PH Aol 23 o
oo} ghtial FASIATt. 3k EY A4 TlEed A4Y] wd, F37t AF, WHEA A
w3 5 gy #A 7]F(Learning-related category)S EZgslofof ghtkal 384Tt Wu
et al(2009)2 A=A AF HEY HAAL gEY 7|99 JF AT F7197%e] E3H4
2ol 7IEste] A4 ol girpar Fgstdet. o]¢} o] thakgh 4q] 4 AlF Fefoll w2
HEY A7 71l #3 APATE Aelshd (&F 1A 2k

2. M7 ZIEH MYIIE 82k

1

M WHE M

02

o7

HARZ(2004)2 AFsat AH] 0] 35 SEY ARkt gl A& $3l AAsA 28
Al (Supplier) AA7|1ES =&staat siloH, AP ATE Sl =53 2371 5ol tis)
2179] #d Fof AE7tE o R AHPEAS Fy8qlr). 24 2% AFsat AH| 3594
47 710l tigh Al F1EAE EEelelont AP 4] 25 JB4S Uehils Crifol
0,103 gl Zo® vkt el BAE WEelR Sk

Buyukozka er a/(2008)& &7 HEUS} A AF A EF IdEY A4 7IEl dig
ATEZ 31gir}t. 252 AFeME Fuzzy AHP 7|3 (Chang, 1996)% &-g-sto] Az 2144
A GH G2, A A Sl ) B2 F 107) G2 oh FREE FHstel AN
o} shAEt I5e] ATl 1 719le] AHIE FAOR AR SEY AAYEY SRS
Sfofstol Qukabsiod] @A LheRch

Feng er al(2010)& 7]¢jo] R&D AlF FEY XA A] aglsh= Q42 4719] 782 o
(Individual Utility)#} 5702] 82 9=k(Collaborative Utility) 02 23}, & 97l 52
71& FHATE 53 =539t 258 FMADA(Fuzzy Multiple Attribute Decision-Making)
HE &8st A w98 AHsks 248 JEstaL, S AZEdo] Ul 71de tde
5] AEZIIA 150 7/Nddt FMADA 2302 77l R&D AlF tid TH 719 $-41
A& A7gdslodct. sHAINE Buyukozka er al(2008)2] e} viZ7pA|= w22 Q] Syt
sl A B WA 5 sl 7191e] B3k oA Swe wasel ot

Wu et al (2008)2 ANP(Analytical Network Process) 7'H-S &-83}of tigt LCD 71¢¢]
Ak AF HEY A 7l dsto] AFtsldet. ABATE T8l HEY A 7es 3
Sz wrsslgon, 197] B3¢ Agsieich. & 15We] B Rk AEE Fol Agshe

N

i

o R



a0l tgh vlaE 319om, Buyukozka er a/(2008) 2 Feng er al(2010)2] -} wjzt
7HAE 17] At 71999] LCD #F 3FAIIGA A 4895 At 471 F a7t
PRIZRR 2 A SEY AR 7SS AF AR sk dls A7

A HEY A 7ee] W Edd d3 A A7ES BAsh dAR ASstE e
R 7S F8elal glon, B AT AHPE &85t ZIeAlR HEY A TE
o] A= (Priority) & AAstara} gict, B3, 71E A3 AFSA7M Htstar Sle veEY
A 71 A daeke] #A EA4E B3 AR el TS vAl= FHEY A TEel
FAJAA AAJstaLzt gt

3. M7 dut £ MAHA

A tEY A4 7153 A A9 1He] BAE Wele 22 vy 83 ouE ZkaL gt
7190l AFE &3l FTotarAl she a4 532 vy, A S S B AR
A28 F53 2ol AFA-HIATA A Fstel slon wEbA AF EY A4 71
Aol BAE votshd AlF HEY A4 Al A4 7S Boh & 288 37 wizolt
719 7 AR ] SR AFe] A& (Beamish, 1987), AFE &3
(Reuer & Miller, 1997), AlFE 531 AAZE /IEEE GA(Deeds & Hill, 1996) 53} o]
theket wpHol A=At

Kohers & Kohers(2000)& slolel= 7199 M&AS} 7199 F7tol vlA)= J3ke FAlsH
A3} stole| 2 7190l MXAE & F 38 | F7lell 334 dFe vIAE Ao= Vet
Koh & Venkatraman(1991) F2A43 719 7t Al 7 245 Sl A= AlF A3l
FFs v 8R0S EASYTE. 159 AFeM e A=A AlFel 7199 A3 1l
2F3(US Mechanical Industry 2 EU/US Process Industry)oll G221 #A7F A5 =N oLt
Ak AlFet AFA A 7ol AFAQ1 S BrsuiA] Xstgdrt. Barodzich(2010)&=
927} A A3 B =129 Meta B4 B3l AR 7199 $HY 2 AR 719 2] 3A7L
AFel Aol 344 TS PAH, AF Aol 29T & F AS5S e
Hoang & Rothaermel(2005)& A|2F71¢] 1587] AlF AHElE oz 7o AF 4dd=
AT A7 2ke] FAIE ATt 259 Aol <8k Alekr|H vhel 8l 719 2ke] AlF
M= nol 28] Z|ARE AlF Aol AlFel Aol T2 FFE vIAE AR UEhte
U AF B3l 9A 758 296 Al Al tig 9] Folee Ao = YTt

Das & Teng(2000)2 Al-5-2] ¥ AHE F2H % IF(Collective Strengths)Z 714 7+ &

L
3y
19

ol
%



-

548 HIX7|YQ J|&XF MEH AHY7|E X ol & A

A(Inter-firm conflicts) oA 2H-& 4= YJrial Fsct, A= 344 kS n|x]= Aog

%49 gl Azg A 715l THL JFsabl o Fol A Z151e] e 2dahl
Sl e AR A3l 39D 2 IS Aelck I AR 4] 734 9
AR folow 719 2k AR Ao, A Ao, Aepa FTake W o),
71 Azmlel Aol SO A 73] 2ol Bl WY 5 Sk 7401@ web, Al
BFS 1A AR 719 2ol Agis} Bgo] Faslhn ATASE FAskn Irk(Ring

& Van de Ven, 1992; 1994).

(B 2) 719 ¢ Mg ot 28X |7, Sl H 23 a7
K

A 5 SAAR ¥ gl o o
F2A7HA] M&A 3% Kohers & Kohers(2000)
ATLA A} & A A2 /5 Hagedoormn & Schakenraad(1994)
FAH ]
—Z,—T—}; prey AT AGBA] G/ Kale er al(2002)
AT Exoy AE 719 7+ BA Barodzich(2010)
AleF FDA 4:¢1 AL AE /% Hoang & Rothaermel(2005)
AF 34 B AbAgt Harrigan(1988)
(F 2) olMe} o] 71E AFolA 71 T Aol AaE bt les SHstaat

AEASIE, Gulat(19997 A4 286 19 7 AFo] 4518 2o 37} 3)
Astaiet. 71 AFet 7199 A3 2ol obA] WEgt AALE B AR egto
(Hagedoorn & Schakenraad, 1994), &3k 7|& A|F2 QI3 7|l A3} kS A 4=
Sl i R 1A Q) ek B ol ZAlE el A J1Es Ante) Bl
sl ASEAE S8l Al JFE vAe AR VIS Arlskaa i

I, 9723 3 a7

B AT 2R AF SEY 44 J1F] #F HYAT 24S Fof 7EAF ey
M 7158 BESHL 7R A7l sl AHP 71He B83te] = 7leAF ey



AR 718 TLEE AXSH, W79 71eAlF AFAE ddes AERAE ATk
AT EY A4 7I1EH AHe AE AxskET Yot A ATtelx] FAskaL e
uie} o] 7| wEY AL Jle AFe Ao 384 3= HA= ADas & Teng,
2000; Hagedoorn, 1993; Kale & singh, 2009)2.2 AAlStaL itk &, ojd SEYE HAs}
it wet ZieAlFe] A7t get 2 ¢ vk g oujgitt, 7] A7ERS 98]
gk AFEFHL (2™ DF Zr

& dat

- JlgRe, ME
24 AE olFA =
B, ==

- e H4E71E

Level 3 =

L —
b

| | | | | | | \ |
-

(] ] () o) () (o)) (o)

¥ PS : Partner Selection(WEWY XA 3}&)

(ag 1) o9 29

2. Az+d

A, Z1EAF SEY A 71l i S85E vty H8l TIeAlE B0k HAETL 12
e Ees AHP 24 A8E T AHP 240 o 7t &2 vl =gt}
ATNLETol BF T WA7IYGe] A=718 8 d77| FAE s dERAe
ANelitt. olEE e g olfi= & A7 didol Wix7]Yolar, HE]E & 471
HE ZFshs A TR ZleAF 2 d7AE F2 F9elEg ofd thg ofsi=rt
=7] whEelth

ZIeAF SHEY A 71 71w 4] A st A8l ZleAlRE 2 B
o] Sh= A7 IPE s HEARE A8ttt & 1,8707H WA 71e) thsto] 47Rt
o dEARE AAEke, 21570 719e] SHeke] 11.5%2] $HEs . SH71%9
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2 337 FFujEae 23199, 337 Fa R&D FAH|E= 9939 R&D Foks (R&KDFA}
v)/FaujEa) = oF 39%, B 2YQ TRE ooHoli, 9| I gEe 1324,
A

<2714 oks (T 2)9F 2o Yttt
H= (9970 AH
100
90
30
70
60
(4570 Ab)
50 1 megYs
0 (3371 Ah)
(2370 AR

30
20 7 1174 A

@HAD (117HAD
10

© A F o}
Im BT CT MNT s= a0 Z1H

(O 2) SE HXHI|Y(h=215)2 MHEEE

1) 7lzds tEH MY 7IE & JIeds g1 e

£ A7) 74 /gL A 7IsAlR SEY A3 71E Y9 71sAF Aol Z1eAlF
SBEY A4 71E2 Al 2739 AYATE S 71 T AF dEY AR Al adsfof sh=
29l thsll A=Y, Cummings & Holmberg(2012)E SFEY A4 7150 B3 o] 2o+
E Fstaen, AF FEY AA 7Tl dgk Ay dT 1FE B HEY A 71F0]
‘9] 71E, gEY 7IF F2 FE(Geringer, 1991; Glaister, 1996)3}%10H, o]2 23s}a]
SE7IE R NA7IE S F7HE AN WA Cummings & Holmberg(2012)9] 91+
= 71E o|& 9 AT AFE0A AXE 7IES iRt EFSEL ). o] FollX FEEE
T2 FHelaL, 7l Al S0l DA ke Al IR A, AT 52 Al
3l A3} Cummings & Holmberg(2012)7} A 3] 71&, EY 7|&E, Ad V&, sk
71&3 o} A7t o] AAG 7|&Buyukozka er al, 2008; Feng et al, 2010; Nielsen,
2003; Wu et al, 2008)& Fqsto] 147] o] B2 A7elM FHH o2 EgtEo] 3lo]



ol% F2 AeBter) B Aol M9 7S Mo R £EF 71eAF e 44 Tle
& 3% 2o,

(E 3 2 A70M =52 7IeMs EH MF 7I&E

71E(AF) AR Ue

3} 71 715;% w5k, ARl 71E90E B, Be ahe 58] A v, AFEA TR

HEY 7 FTEE SEY TR, TABNIA oA, E3keh 29 o8, g Pxl 1 A, Al
BRI

sk TE TR HE folA, 7% A4 1B LolA

A% 71E As Z59] olEe, A7 AATEA, vdAA AF B

el E e TG A AT Azgel ATl AEd wet 2o
Tl o 2 2skn QI FleA AT 2 AR 24 A A 24 a
o A FRE F Yot H B A7AEo] AFH A% 4 Aol Zkal = Al
i3l &8k Qi+ vHGulati, 1998; Hagedoorn & Schakenraad, 1994) B oo A = A5
2 2ot wIATA Aol disl 1ol Al e FES I FEOR FESte] T7A
DAE Axe /)& AR A%E Sgeon B AT BeD A1eAF A 24 BEe
(& 49 2t

(E 4) 7Ieds 41 =8 &=
=4 9% AT U
A AFE ol W), FAPIR, NS, A 715 A el
g B
aAns | AREE 9 | A% 94 999 BE 9y A=
A | s s | AE Bel A o gsh 399l Shuel mgol © A

2) ZEHS

Hagedoorn & Schakenraad(1994)+= IT % Az 7|9¢] AlF= EH*‘O g 7tellM 719
TEZE 2 719e] o g2 AF 73S don Hu B ARFE IAska, 1 dAvt
J-Shape Fe|E Yehl= Ao 2 ZAEIL o] 7= UA43d(2009)2] E'IH Lﬁ AL A
AFE W R 3 dFolMs 7R, =4, Alf 94 $717F IEY AdAel d3F= wiA|
= Ao et
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Hitt er al(2000)2] /W= d=3 3= 71 2 Al A A7elk= 719R, o1 Al
ol AF AdEY A dFE v, FHE AF HEY AR X o] I
frofstAl bttt Shan er al(1994)9] Atellx= BT 2ok AA7|HS thde= g Al
ATelM 719 TREE AFE T3 A AT 33 dFS vAE AR JEi
Hoang & Rothaermel(2005)-> Al°F7193% BT 71 3+ AlF A7+l AF 4ol A7
3l 3824 B AU YA o] Ak o] o= ZoE YRt AUt FH|
£ e 210 = YEiT) Barodzich(2010)9] 7ellx= ARS1A v|E (1A AlFaA) 7}
AF HEY AR Aol mjAl= - e Ao® vt Gulati(1995)¢] A7l
A ol Al BEol AlF IEY A -2 S vIAE AeE Ykt Zhou
et al(2003)= T 719% WdeRE & AF Aol AF 719 3 o] #A|(Previous
Relationship)7}t & 789 AlF 719 ARl s34 J3= vAe 222 Yeyith
ool A d7E EUlE B d7tollM AdEg 719 T AlF 9B AAH Al ATl

P vHE =2 Wge okl (& 5) 4 2

(H 5) & g70f| Z=atE =dHe
zAus | B A7 34 35 Bl oy
Lt UL 0] 7=t 94437 (2009), Hagedoorn & Schakenraad(1994), Hitt er al.
- & (2000), Santoro & McGill(2005), Shan er al.(1994), Stuart(2000)
AFAE A A5 Hoang & Rothaermel(2005)
olfAF | - wed 71w ol . e , .
77 AF S/m(E) Gulati(1995), Hitt er a/(2000), Zhou et al.(2003), Barodzich(2010)
=% - A6 A~ o] 7=t A437(2009), Hitt er a/(2000)

%A TR AR, ), 49, 9, 5%, 78 A

1. AHP 2A Zu}

£ TN e BEY AA Ve 85 242 S8 oA A HeE Wol] E8EH
+ 7|l AHP(Analytic Hierarchy Process)E &85}t AHP 7|92 g2]& el o114



A8 AY37] 18 1970ad) 24} Saatyell 28] 7EbE|QIThSaaty, 1980). SAFAA S HaFh
ARE AR} UikE 7502 AFHo R Fallste] Adp|nE B3l Fo=E FAgh)
FTAZ(2004) P HEY U4 7|E EF Al AHP 55 &% A4 7HAE 1dsA|
32 AR 7 =F WES SukE ol opdzkaL AFetgeH Bg of AT E 7Y
Fr YE 71E & Al tIE oxF A WhH AHPE Sl AA71E 1ol A
=5 SASIYTHEAZ, 2004; o]F<z- Y4, 2006; Buyukozkan er al, 2008).
B AFelMe F 1299 WA7|Y] 7IeAlF BAE tdeR HEY AA 7] tigt
FTOE A4S Fstgt. AHP 24 23 FA| CR #o] 0.030= 0,11} Yo} =24 d&
ol e AoE Uehon, 7leAlF HEY A4 7Fel digk A Fess HEVE
(0.305), 3=5715(0.303), FHE7]5(0.205), #71(0.187) &2 2 Yehgtt. 7|1&AlF 1t
EY XA 7|Ee] U3t 5= (B 6)F 2o] Yet)

)
2
3
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m
°
X,
o

T

of

& (Level 2, 12) AR 32 (Level 3, 13, 1~4)
= FTLE B FUEFIEY S | 5H Y Level Y T8

=& olEl¥ 0.478 0.146
AF71E | 0305 HAMA AF B3 0.286 0.087
AFEE T BRI 0.236 0.072
sz | 0303 71EA12 agk 0.792 0.240
1A F5 0.208 0.063
Hi7ggdz 7k A= 0.298 0.061
A AL A] 0.195 0.040
GEWZ|E | 0205 | ARARESE 2 A EF 0.194 0.040
5 39 7RTH 0.179 0.037
AlFAE A =R 0.134 0.028
71& =8k 0.397 0.074
gz | o1sr 731‘4%’1% 71e0g 0.252 0.047
E3]- A2 A4 0.193 0.036
AFEA7IL = 0.158 0.029

% Expert Choice v.11.5 ©]€. CR = 0.03(L2), 0.000(L3, 1), 0.000(L3. 2), 0.01(L3. 3), 0.01(L3, 4)

E SoES B, 7IeAR SEY A Al AlF eV Z1eAAae(240), &
o] ofe}3(.146), HIFEH AlF 53 (.0872) £o= Yetyitt. A7) 23l tisf siAstd, 7]

SAFE Sl 7Ieo] FEEAU HEWS 7IEAT Al a0l olelE Af Al vEY A
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nleko 2 AAIG 71EAl
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3t Ad, (3 7) 7 2ol 37181,

A2 719 71 AlF Al A
o]:= Das & Teng(2001)0] 733k
o] 714 293k 18] Qololgta 43 upel ax|Fct.

S

= T3] AsiM FAE 24
or, QAR edlE ffste] Hulsldw
2| (Varimax)& A&s}gict. £ Atelx E3ke] Ag7|E
QOIAAAE 040 oS 71Fo 2 et B AFox] APdTS

F SEY 497159 H) JlE D 147 P2 5
Fe71zol AAE] S71% FEL AAGTL QRN F

1.0 o)¢

(B 7) 7Ieds EY M 7|2 QQIEAM 2 M|z Zot
TN 29l HT Q9 AAF | 2/F | AFE | FEAF AwE
71 walke 0.817
£ ARde 71 0.815
e e 3604 | 0891
71 E3]- 2=z 0.829
AZFZAI7I D=2 0.820
359 519 7R 0.764
it A A0 0859
IEY A% | gEey 72.57%
T Nz |SPRESH R E9RY EF 0.847 4488 | 0922
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z]_ﬂﬂoax] 7+ }\]ﬂ 0.800
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(p=.001), IFEY7|E0] 7|1&AIF Aol mlx|E ke tgho] 4.662(p=0.000)8 2F FAZ]
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7}1‘ B2 S vAH, #¢ 7IEo] I e R S VX Ao et AR
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’ B "E o4 wlEk % 23 VIF
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TEAF 71EAF 8%
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o A3 BEY AR VIR A Wl A VIE AEY TIE, S VIS, A8
7S EEon, F 1470 Al S AAs It AETHE $3 AHP 4 23 V1A
2 Wk 259 ol HITAA AlF B 5 I A7l BEY A Al Fadt
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71EAF el 3484 Y vAle Ao YERITE 53] IEYT|E(=4.062)0] #4171
T(t=3.404) Bt} 7|EAF el o} B2 JFS vA= AR yeht o d7AkEol
Tk vle} o] FEY Y oA] 9%, A=, F7E 7 2 T3} Fol AT ¥l
- FR3E B e AFHeE ERIsHIrHChild & Faulkner, 1998; Das & Teng,
2001; Silva er al, 2012).

B AFeld AXNG 1A 2AUSFCI9TER, AREE, ol AR, =2 2dat

+ 2122 YEITE Barodzich(20102] A7telliE o Al B3l AF HEY 547
AFr A sARH R sk TS she 20 R yEhoy 2 ATeMe 2dadt ¢l
+ 202 VERTE B3 Shan er al(1994)9] Ftelxe A7AIE Aol 71 g7}
sAA 2ARAE Hol= ZoF UEtov B dFelMe 2HaHT} gle A= ekt
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