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Contingency Effects of Organizational Environment and Technology
on Organizational Strategy and Technological Innovation
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AR BARRE Aol YoM HITRY BT AEM S B fRetss
o o Z M) MRS A 98 M BEAEG] 0 Y Wieo<) KRS st
T obge Mk e MEEEEES RASAL RoiTh ST Mie] AEIES R
A8 2% E MIE S ) SRS &4 ) WIS o] M) doRol YL T E BYE
B vols MIREY & wol gith 55 ondel oZaNE eRMES) Ul
A EREEE 91914 HARTENTO 2 E MBTHS ARKE BII5H1o) i s
W, 9] SRS 9 o B3 o] MMTRS ABKS RWIEY $29 J82 gy
At dpsle Mo A BILST T B3 FobA Fol mat ool
olei @ msol M85 BEste] A BEAEL okt 57] HEolTh.
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E ¥ W %

ol &1 & MRAE Y M M-S PASHEYA) 2% (Closed System)oll A Biixy A] 225 (Open System) .2
Fehe Al 2wERC) SASH HUon MMEEE NI 2 Mk SR X2y
FAN ] LA SRR O] Th S EE R AEES AT ST B TRE SAd 278
T A HERAZIA STk 28y o] Bl ASstd mEsE HEe Az
olvl, mebA] Bigoll th3-ohe M) Basol e R E @ifol #EWoE HEY & Ut m—
& BER O] A o) okt & MM il whet ) ok Rl XS Yot MkiRmR
(Contingency Theory)o] it 9] £&MH S £ME o2 I} S 2, #fko) MES

T @Ol AME £EYE - IkENE %9 588 #51¥(Quantitative Index) BT+ ofu} 2} 4
MR E S MR - &5 B ML %o Ky #5i%(Qualitative Index) & A 1T I
N F24 1 JoH MamoRE 2o MK GBS RESRS T T Ao

A HEel M e Mol BRI E A BFEHS o) st o) BasaEY] nE K
#rel A& Hsestn ) sho) ol-&-3) (KINE MY BN A ST B S SRIREER ol
AR T BasE) TR S Bl nlX e 4 2E S HFstux s

I. Ewme TR

L MR EA O] BT

AL o) HRol Th @ BFEE S HH) W e Aol 2R Srm WA A Gl B
F2 WrolA gtk Koight(1967)e 220N %475 & Ehpol #eEstd HHS i) WS
2 HEEH(Product or Service Innovation), ii) A BE T2 % (Product-Process Innovation),
iii) A48 :% ¥ (Organizational-Structure Innovation), iv) &R B %% (People Innovation)
L2 SRS gler, aFdA i)% ii)E HATEH(Technological Innovation)S. 2 i)t
iv)E BEHEH(Administrative Innovation) 22 A o|3l3 ATk BATH CHHHT ol A
PR A Ho] M= L ol B HMfES o MK SBEREY REE S
AT, R )k, BRHEAR Fol A ZEE sgton ol #maol el mEkiko)
Ao B BB A R E o] #ATH o] Sttt SR U EFIAe ) kENA HA] HifEEe
@3o) Hif T BR O BUER REIE SR O™ o2 & Mol thalo] iEsol MEMOIL} M
a2l MHARAY BRESON A HTEERT o) EE Mol MEMIRS H3 2z} sk RSl B
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AR S] BRER AR ) BT o) MRl
MRS Fedffo) MiA e 9

W oled A oA Yehd eSS HirELie) o REANA 27] o2 e
L Rew, o] 5-& HHFEM(Unit of Analysis)ol bz} Hrsa9 0 8 e mt ol

i) BAKRBEAN A ] 5547 - A Q) BRI AIEH] o 3 B FE(Westbrook 196
0, Pelz 1964, Farris 1969, Stahl & Koser 1978, Stolte et al. 1979, Long & McGinnis 1981);

i) AN A o] B4 - g O] REPE T AR ) %ol ol ¥ #F7E(Aiken & Hage
1971, Baldridge & Burnham 1975, Blau & Mckinley 1979, Kim 1980a, Kimberly & Evanisko
1980, Galbraith 1982, McIntyve 1982, Abbey & Dickson 1983);

iii) EESEAK KOl X1 o] G347 - BESERS T2 jEsL o] {bo] e HAMTER ) 8o o & Foe
(Abernathy & Utterback 1978, Kamien & Schwartz 1978, Mansfield 1980, Kim & Utterback
1983);

iv) BIFKHE N A o] G547 - BIKM $if7 588 2 Feafrasgiol o & H#AF7E(Quinn 1969,
Koehler et al. 1973, Mansfield 1974, Wilkins 1974, Fischer 1976, Bosworth 1980).

ol F oM M BREEAM HWELS e = FzeS ol AR HE O X o Sh#fr 0 2 A Hidfy
ol KBS FE ERESS Belas Rolgk 2 4 o TFA T HEAREH ) B 2=
ERE Wolel e MEANNE I SRR} ML A e ) EHZ2AE By oe 44
Hel, B Z2AE By REERS SHsds 5% E 24 Project SAPPHO(
Rothwell 1974), The Hungarian SAPPHO(Szakasits 1974), Carter & Williams(1957), Myers
& Marquis(1969), Queen’s Award Study(Langrish et al. 1972), Belgian Study(Hayvaert 1973),
Dutch Study(Shock 1974), MIT Study(Utterback 1975), Textile Machinery Study(Rothwell 1
976) % o] Stk ©] & HFol AN = HEEBR T2 E 9 ROERSCZA; |) MBS EERHE
BB IR, i) &888Q) BLUE, i) a9l RIBLIES, iv) REFHE 2 Sk
%, v)EEREY &, vi) A% skl B, vii) IRE % Molul 2 2 fEEE %, vii)
IRAE FWEH ] &H, ix) BIFKEN I8, x) HAsLel RINEy A, xi)d¥e
R o) sl oz #HRE 1 9ok

o] HE AN FES S MMBHES VT REEIA OFE 64 mers o) gmm
°) THHESHAl FES NS W, & WP S 7 W AR 2 K P BRER T BB ste ghol
wEh R R 2 S BERS 9 MR o) RFsthe %o 2714 BRES Ag
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E X W %
33 Ach(Rothwell 1977). whebA] MHAE &K o A o] HATEH LBER o & e
MERATE BERE B ol 2 ks BEREE 7 neisty glon, ol 3 ERKE
D HEEES <KI>AAS Zo] PR 58 - BHE 5 U

<E 1> HNEFS| VRER 58

RN ERF PRER , W R
Y ERTRE BRI S R Mansfield(1980)
o MIETTRENY Mansfield et al.(1977), Sen(1983)
e RERE Stoneman(1979), Mansfield, Schwatz, & Wagner
(1981)
B o HEEUHE Reinganum(1981), Gort & Konakayana(1982)
BIENEAE Kamien & Schwartz(1978), Reinganum(1981)
o) M Gee(1978), Dasgupta & Stiglitz(1980)
EHre] HnE A von Hippel(1978)
i BhE Swan(1970), Kamien & Schwartz(1976, 1978)
FFIeB R Needham(1975), Kohn & Scott(1982)
A Mohr(1969), Aiken & Hage(1971), Baldridge &

Burnham(1975), McIntyve(1982)

EHEEE ] &E Tushman(1977), Daft(1978)

AR B Aiken & Hage (1971), Baldridge & Burnham(19
75), Paolillo & Brown(1978), Hage & Dewar(19
73), Blau & Mckinley(1979), Kim(1980), Kimbery
& Evanisko(1980), Galbraith(1982)

K FER Abbey & Dickson(1983)
BT BUR Marcus(1981)

2. 4EAS) B AT
WAk KRS0l T Mol BRSOl A< S UrbE EfEo S A Mol Bt
sl Ul e #er 2 BA S Thob, TS 22 s B, BT 2 #isle ATEe X3 s)
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Mol BRASAREY I BT ) BfRo)
MBI 2ol M Ae 9%

€ 4 MBTRE 30 ol d LEMME ) FidX U P Uoe Bkl
weh BREE o] WA ATaY BEFE Sk Bk O] BESTE RS Ul 4 9lom, dee) B st
By e bS] B FASHE Bago) J7Eo) ol s AS oy &9 Bk Rest zte
Ul E FHTSLAL Bhs Aol n] Bk of BIRSITEY Fise e ool N BB oS Beg o] B
oA e A A BT A E A4-& H47st 1At s Ao thHofer 1975, Snow & Hamb-
rick 1980, Venkatraman & Camillus 1984). o] 2] §t #2501 A sEFlo] VEFY Biag o) BEaaRsE
B HRENME MM BREESS 1) SR B 2 iRy B & (Dess & Davis
1980, Miles & Snow 1978, Hambrick 1983, Snow & Hrebiniak 1980, Hitt, Ireland, & Palia 1
982, Gupta & Govindarajan 1984), ii) $55ay BkA& (Bourgeois T 1980, Lenz 1980, Phillips,
Chang, & Buzzell 1983), iii) % f4{t&r& (Rumelt 1974, Grinyer & Yasai-Ardekani 1981, Mon-
tgomery 1982), iv) BiR&fy FHMERE L o) 45#(Miller, Ketsde Vries, & Toulouse 1982, Miller
& Friesen 1982, 1984), v)Emsny ZTEkE 9 BEEETEIK . (Kudla 1980, Hambrick 1981,
Venkatraman, Ramanujam, & Camillus 1984, Fredrickson & Mitchell 1984) Zo = £
37 HodFE 3 gk o)ojgho] EimsS TR gREkol o)s)A EEko) o) o B ko] 2R}
dold 7= YAT HAM O 2 ko] BHHSE BE ol RS RIS T ol A BEw TR
Pl A HE <) BFER S A3 B8] 8-S 6t E B E1S BNg o] i ol of st 7;‘l°]ﬂ
3L FoHd (Bourgeois I 1980), #i#ho] SMERERSEY REDRERIS) KRS S4ratT A2
Bifel Ea3A MES EY3) HEAAE ol Bagolaln s e Rolt.

wEEA] o w @ MO fifh SR ¥t BT UL RBREE HAZE Y=
SR B TR 7F AUS Rolehs Mol N HMRE o} SEneg o) BES 98] 2}
3= Zlo] Bk o) Wikl FRseol Al AR fREo] Holgtt ol gre A Hng
o BIEE SEIT oW S Bt Hoh Ue pRBRES AL & AEAE ¥3]7)
Aol WML B S S0 20 B 2 BT O] Y ks S0l St oRMMS o)
HHEE Q] Baolet B = on EI HEE R S E7e) MRS 2R ) xiolgt
=8 T e Aolth o] # 3 Mifh o] BAsAEAO] S kS BEE T 2T o] Ao okl
o] MRS S <#2> A9} o] Egyslyh
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<E2> BRgo| ME H®

i ¥ngo| WA

Ansoff & Stewart(1967) RS, SN R M RIRAS,
T S

Cook(1975) M ERBYBRE, YRS, TR

Abernathy & Utterback(1975) FIEERA Al Wk, BRI AL,
BBl B

Glueck(1976) : /B, SOSEMERRRRNE, BRI

Miles & Snow(1978) LIERIRG BRZ, BT AR,
ST, BT T

Porter(1980) Sy FEEN Bas, 2 5{LE0E,
SErHRRE, SRR

Miller & Friesen(1982) PREFEYBERE, ERAIDIER BAg

Gupta & Govindarajan(1982) FESERRRE, MEFF 2 SPEEEG

3. RIRER o 2 A o] i) Hi

(1) SIRER 0.5 M o] B
MRIRIE U & fRse S FIRERRAIQ BB A 2 o LERYS) Hol ) Mk 1L
BRI A LML) BE TRES SMEE BT o MY HEMAES #i5H1 1N E BE
& MANSHI AFHBOE KBS BALD olald ojujol A MO Mol AR
BES T B0 ol sl RBE o & RE K BRE 2 2oz wny
t}.

B B TR L dlolE BohK S ATk AW AE M) TS M o)
EHO N RE TS HEWEE BESHE Aolo), TuAE MM BEREL ] w0l A
B olRl Bt st olth WA MEiel HE@E U3 HME A —RE
BR1%(General Environment)#} #3383 (Task Environment) &8 UH = o], Rxmmsold
o S BAERE 2 BEEEN] B EERES Wdn EHEMHO T JFS s Bmo
2 @ Ho] we BASH el Aolw, —ikn Bl migmmd) s 1
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AL BReEIE ) AT o) BR ROl
RBBRE T £24io) X e 9%

WE7F W) M dES PN e B o s A HaRe BE Mol |MUSA Ue
v Aoln o2l g Sl mhE M) BHREL <E3I>o)A 9} 2o HlmE 1 gl gL
2 BRSO Ui ¥ S W M) JFL tIX e RFBAES 98] o g ol
He £EMS ) REERESY HEBY HES F23tu sl Rold. oa s ks
R Mol ol & kit AAYert T Bl ML o) MRS o)L A M S o sk

HES BANE §89 B R4 F 5 o0, WS MILHEY olN 1 ki

<|3> —HEME D RYEMBO| MAENE

—HH B

RE R

Hall(1972)
HARBRE, RIBREE, BATRE,
RBAIRE, AD, EBRE,
ALRYEREE

Kast & Rosenzweig(1979)
ALRIBRE, HATRIBRE,
HEMRE, BUAIIRS, AVIRES,
RAKR, A0, it@esi,
RERYBRE

Bedeian(1980)

WERRBRIR, T EHIERE, VR,
HREUERIE, BUAHERE, BENERE,
LB, B TR

Osborn et al.(1980)
AR, RIEEERAIRE,
HEWIRE, EMBUARRE

Dill(1958)
FEE, e, BRE, HHsE

Duncan(1972), Bourgeois(1980)
FEE, 40, HPE, AR, R

Jauch et al.(1977)
EORY, ks, BRE, KT, S84,
IRRE

Miles & Snow(1978)
i E, BRE, TEE, MR, BN,
HEHLA

Hrebiniak & Snow(1980)
BE80, BT, H8E, e,
—iERE

Porter(1980)
FER, H0E, P




E %X W %
e TR T AWtE wEste EAZA BB B 2 S Bme ko K|
stz sk #A ook
WA B30 Bt dehl e kTS AR} sk HgES o) kol & B 9
AE WA} dhe RSl £iTHO Yebd Re wAS misoln, oo 247G ol A
RE T e Y AUEL <F4>N 9 2ol 24 HuQr)

3
g
]

<E4> BEC| kTToll LSt HE

R & B KT

Burns & Stalker(1961) TR 3| MMLshe R, el B

Lawrence & Lorsch(1967) ] B BT, BRRBIRS] T3t
—AXEY THERE, &R o=
S =

Thompson(1967) VB S] R2RE, TS

Emery & Trist(1965) TiR-RAERA B, TiA-BHEN TR,
ERL-R Y IR, $Eh Big

Terreberry(1968) FR-BEN T, WEnY g

Duncan(1972) - B, B

Tosi et al.(1973) B ki ol WEhiE

Downey & Slocum(1975) R BB HEE, BEAY S8R,
R TR S TRk, ihety B

Jurkovich(1974) RN, E618 2 IEEBIRY IS BRI,

AREE 3 IR P, B 2 R
AN ERF, BRIRRY MM

 Khandwalla(1977) OB B, JEACIHE, SR, Bty
B, RIREE
Tung(1979) RN, ML, RSB o BHE
Aldrich(1979) BER, FHETLE, B,
VM- R, Py -aE
Miller & Friesen(1982) R, B, SR

Dess & Beard(1982, 1983) B, BREt:, BEM
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] ROEAEEY T BT o] B4Rl
MR fehivol vixe 43

RS BREEE st & AFES MM RS MRS et A,
BE HEFHEEN A o gt 2 EAEENZ BASA FEY & vl vk 33
= By &mgﬁgﬁg- % (Andrews 1971, Uyterhoeven, Ackerman, & Rosenblum 1973)8} o] ) &t
BT o) ML) EX BE Mol 2B 2 EMME 5 9k HekE ) BT} 1
g 4 QIuhs Ry BES T2 R85 Z (Chevalier 1972, Buzzel, Gale, & Sultan 1975)¢] EitRimay ]
o] wASTh T, Binel 028 olH ¥ WS RME M2t FEKS WEs

5

30
o
e
poA
o
i3
oy
B
#
Lo
&
B
o
o
2
i
&
rir
S
&
2
k=)
oS
R
or
i
o~
_(3{_1‘
X,
i
v
e
It
Y
o

3 e, Ginsberg & Venkatraman(1985)<] #F7Eol A& o) 3 fKiNamHY BasH el
Mm-S ot o] vlZ7EA=Z 3RSk Aok 1) S ERERE T B o] Bk i & BF
7E, i) ISR T ol S v A& MAEE ] Bk o HE, i) R ¥
RS Bkl e #FR, iv) ERRRIEC) o8 A TS LAl H& MMk #tol o B
7e. ob2-8] ol & BrgelE ol N MEEEREIA 71 2L #59S AXske Ao muEa}

R
=

o
e

B o BfRol o) & BRseeta sRata Yok
olejat Bkl A ERiE) o]0 B s A BT Y s 43 ks
WESHE Zioln Mo BMTIES sEals RIRER o 249 BsEol ko] BEF Aol
o} 22 T RS B 9 8e NN KRER O A TRojd BESHEL <&S
>0 ¢} o] vtz lch
<H5> BREHAEC| DS 0|X= MRER U WHFL

RIEEE B R &
WSEAY Hofer(1975), Harrigan(1981), Thorelli &

Burnett(1981), Hambrick & Schecter(1983),
Anderson & Zeithaml(1984), Hambrick(1984)

WL EE Buzzel, Gale, & Sultan(1975), Woo & Cooper(1981),
Woo(1981, 1982)

TWHEEE 2 RERE MacMillan, Hambrick, & Day(1982),

Hambrick, MacMillan, & Day(1982)

A REEE Yip(1980, 1982)
BB Porter(1976), Harrigan(1980, 1982)
HiBEE Christensen-& Montgomery(1981), Harrigan(1981),

Rumelt(1982), Hambrick(1983a, 1983b)
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(2) RIRER 0.2 A o Hy

MGl B TS OFE s MaE S REERN Y ROl A1ZHE 4
O ZhARHG ) AR RHEE = MRS BB o) 2R 5O B o] MesaEiEo] o) 3 o PR
PATRAEEE O 2 & D FE T Bo] A E ot Woodward(1965) ] W7ol A 2B AT HE ol
LoIA fefliel & Wg Fayol RAF At ey ML S ket ERO 24
%ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁ-ﬂ d2< o Z=x3E Aston 189 ¢ (Hickson et al. 1969)0ll 2] 8] A 4R TLHE o)
HRAECl oA Hiftiel F B} Mol FHo U HPL AEH o WA AUt o
of thate] Fry(1982)9] Fzeoll e T3 e Aj7hx] *E—f"“;é'x' o & ol MMk e E S B3
WSl R7F IR ehbe Aoleh 2400 A, MEMES o) 49 BaE
M Eo) BEL, A, SHTEAL KIS R—3, AR, MhHE oF Haivol Ul o EERy HE R B <}
EBAY MERES S BAFEANA Q= e mo) vz azielnh 99 EAAH AMA AT
R E MY S Hulfol e A EEESHA MRS D Ao, (R AR
(Operations Technology)# %t o}v} 2} naBA it 7 (Knowledge Technology) 2 fFs 8 4irfs o)
THE K% #£(Work Unit Interdependence)% o] 4 = ¥ A7) 3 glch. Scott ] A 7(1975)9 A
© MR SRl A HAE S BT BAS S AR o)A SHESHT Y=,
ol AFelsl HA <FE6>olX e} o] Yehd}

S M) BE A B ol QoA MM Y] o e whel 1A} S FRgE S BIEON A
A& ok} BRI ol RS Wlel s RS visle FU P o um s Kikol 5T
o 29 Bt JeElY A THHitt, Ireland, & Palia 1982, Hitt & Ireland 1985). BRAE =} 47
<] BfRO o & BgE 7} Bems 3 BRI 2] BIGROl ol S BFgeo] ¥ls) vlu) ¢ W e B o)
oA o BRREE 2 2 M = SERE ] BKTT Sl o) 8 4ol X 2atod ik o] Hiimire
RREROZ 187 Bohe 288 o8 mgkel Aozt Haos EIANIHE
gl 7118t a 2 4= Aok ol 2] @ kS BAFsEo] Aol BuEol BAE T 9 B
# B3R (Strategic Group Theory)?] BN E B AT Yuix By}

RSBEOIT DT WS M 2SS KA Porter 1980)E <o) e, B ARG
FEOIA {RAEE BAEHE Fe 9 ExdME oA ge BREEEE ) Yeldy] g &)
Fl—EXAN A= B e BEM Aol oh x REmMS Rolthals e 1ol
&l A cHHunt 1972, Porter 1973, Newman 1978, Caves & Porter 1977, Porter 1979). 121}
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AR 2] BEARTY I AT Sl ROl
MRS fffol WX 9%

<F6> HfFe| BT HE

B B chBREH Bk Bt W
B BASO) F—tLivk) | PAHS] 2 Perrow) 5 WL Harvey)
FRMMBE | JEhre) BB Rushing) | misre) RIECHE AL -EE
| Mo gt Perrow) | (Rackham & Woodward) | (Wheeler)
BARKE TR0 &8 | TELY BEHUy) | Bl 2R o
FERE | R S s e Helitty 13 (Wood ward) | 1% & Qe 12
(Thompson) teiBi2 o] &4 (Pugh et| | (Thompson)
al))
] FHE(Hage & Aiken)
BT Scott et al) | RE - KRR B2 e 9 Tjo|=ulo] Eokele
SRR R (Thompson) 57 (Lawrence & Lorsch)
BRI Thompson) | A THER: Perrow) £ T8 (Thompson)
| fristiol TREE e
(Galbraith)

ole & a0l HMAO) S MRS THRE SHE MAS A & BASEES) BAH 145
2 BB M, & BREREC A o) BRI BN o) YT ML ST SRR Mk
e (Hatten & Schendel 1977, Hatten, Schendel & Patton 1978), 18] 1L BREEEES Alo] 9] i
RE S HEaHste HF7e(Hambrick 1983b, Dess & Davis 1984)% . 2 R 3lA o). o8
Aol M —i BEE Zhol = BAEFRES] HHol HE LEMES ] T EEA LEART
S HRoT AAYT AUEFH E¥) LRMBES HHE O A3y Wl MR
BRER] 7t-oF & FEKESY BREC] FAH b E5RSL UrHSnow & Hambrick
1980, Ginsberg & Venkatraman 1985). = BRE& o] #kinay AFZES] UoIA] —RrsR S M EL7)
919 ol EEE o] ARMES FEY AUV T B AR FANE SEENY o
S HRoZ st 2ol o} &iTs ool @ s} st EAlS ke B £ e
o, A2 720 Bk Q7o N e BEERCIA T Hgeet Sl A o Bt RS
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E ¥ B R

gA DEAT BEEES S QRE WA RKRGAN BRe BEAE A
AR ESC] ThRol & HMS MNBEOD HASA USoM EEMS Kt A
Bk Sh LS S MRl REMOILY S HREe 2 HEF 0 fvty ¥ £ Ao

M. FFRER EH

A FRgeol A AR o) B Hlr o) gkl AR Bl Bk o MBS ﬁ'ﬁ%’fﬁ’]
o2 hEstaR ook 3T Bk T BRERR S Bkl o & RETARE N WA BTl
A BLGo] AU ST s ol Bkl ¥ e ecl A gk

28 0] <FE2> A TS uho} o] o] BuE S Frste BEE s A B
FEME Zo) M A& B A Porter(1980)9] —fkity BRE&RET (Generic Strategy)S THLE
LR o] BEsTES T2} ot Porter(1980) = Bimg o) TS 39| HIRHH(Stra-
tegic Target)?} BRA&HY 742k(Strategic Advantage)e] F KTl ol sl A =G rakRE (Different-
iatin), 4-A¥8y J{E 3 EHRE(Overall Cost Leadership), g (Focus) 0.2 443 Aok
(<EI> BE). Z5cRes S WEo] BIFT it AISE MiRd i o 114 By
MR o) BAr 52 ZZ st m, FEE MBS RESRC B2 Tol Eis kel #irE F=Es
2 oo, EhERrE S 919 T B S B HEErIY] -3 2 Rolv, 2 9ol ok
o Bk S BolA 2 AH S #BWEF(Stuck in the Middle)o| 21 Frt.

BRALE) SRRb

RE | RBED BT ERE (LERHR

— e 25 B Sy BB B
B

B

H5E HBFY SErhms

<M 1> —#H BEge| 3|R
(& #}HE; Porter 1980, p. 39)
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MR O] BOEAREY 2} BT ) BRSOl
MBI Hif5o) MxE 93

AR S] BRI EAN A= 9 o] B S o) BER B HBREE B oz n gl o v (Hambrick 198
3b, Dess & Davis 1984), -2l uete] BFEXS HH o2 3 H7EKim & Lim 1988)0) 4 =
ol g AL HAFI Utk Y ol 3 FHFAAM HAT BEES HalA He R
pol 7H RIFRES 2 A B2 slolaba sl 9 1 foko] Bl Y= el Bk
A L€ #lRE FAIE FE A& Folth F, 2371 2 B H&(Bulk Commodity)g A A+
sl ol E & 8l REEHRIE FLIA T} H AN KrpBag ol vt HALEAE S FA
g oy, B3 SRt 2ol BEOI 8RS Kt - BE SleEX Es e we
guzt e A2 FE £ gl7) YEo|h '

ojRAl B X RS T e £33 pESo) BREEE Bwsls o Yol 2o
T A sl H& Rolu, & Frol e ol el e RE N Buso] ) £EHMY) JTFe
AN S, et fukstE AEEHAT] ol £ St e EEsme RN s
o kol BT HERM S 54 wet #i 9 AR HIRS BAHY, B3 sz
Alfbete BT BE7E Q7] dEo|tH<E2>2M). ol e f¥o] BugskEd U] AL
o} 2 BRINRER T B BT S P N “$EEER(Domain Definition) 9 “4EHATHE
(Domain Navigation)'gt= & 22 F713] BRES Hi4A17] Bourgeois IM(1980)2] HES
I %C}ﬁa A R M = HBER s Eol A EEHA S Q€S Bl B £ 4
RREXFE S STl whel fIR R A "Bohe ‘HfiEkE# (Technological Determinism)’
-’F’é‘%}*& YFelAM g3 2L BRI LS ATk

Lo
-

o

8.5 2504k
HE BRI RE & o &=
B B/ NEREBATCH @Zﬁéﬁ
KHHE BATCH/ A8 4 ‘fgjgiﬁ
LB
r B B % BB
Al el E g

(B 2) & ERWD RRELS BBE
(EFHE ;Kim & Lee 1987, p. 263)
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E ¥ W %
B& I
NRIE BATCH Ao X & S Rmg o) U 2850 LERE o] #H#% o] E|AsERo) 51
REEE D TREEEAXNE FETERES o) Mo Mgt Bt

TOR EERN D MRS 2R o0& RATEGN BEEEKE Jolr g s
Aol BEg e} BN EGM S MRS = B BFREC] kMM el ol st
Btk M-S 913 RIR S #Rste o] T4zt R (Exploratory) 2 u) & 9|1, g
g2t ZRILEEE S BRG] BATHERA) BAE T BHEA)Y) T BES RS S TR
BATERTH) BE O 2 BWEAIA, ol & BETREY) Zh2 BRI B e e) 2R o A
S oF7IATE dol M2 g8 988 ste AE Bolux) ol MBS B ETa
BugE o] BAC AolMEe R THEKC BT FEEm AddMs Ehmg oy
ZFIERE EE Fste Aol REIEEMAES Hats AR SlFEgaolA € 2oy,
Rl 2 R O] AHRMEC] B KM AodA s FEREHES 2l Ho] S
olut EFIMLEAE S B3t o) HATEHI D Holgts BES AL 4 U ol 3 sl
TAE HATER S B2S et BER {E%(Utterback & Abernathy 1975, Abernathy
& Utterback 1978)ol X = gtots 4= Ql=dH(<E3>2M]), % 2 g Yol o Ky
o AAAQ AP WEEHl BT R Aneby TRER doluAd 9n, &5 EE
et H & fEIHA(Fluid Stage) - S EH T TEEH o] BESE @ik (Transition
Stage) - TAZH¥HT O] 5= 3h= BEALIA(Specific Stage) o] % EPE R Mol #5124 Yl
9o & REA A B E 25 BRE S5 S THEE) 251 £EMo R Hojn
& ¢ 5 9len, ol Mol EXHE Y BRAGNA MLxPr e o8 ERLESo
st Az7] G AFSAF oI HEES BmEsAEE F3ololN ST T @E
BERS SR FARY Aoz B 5 glon, misgo] st gl ot 2 sl
M2 o] EASAY BB = B e ST ol 3 AE Y FEY KEEE] i3S
€ 4R E WA Hol pEE LY TEHRER S B9 EEEIN A ) BAHEE o
T Aok wEbA o] HEHE B S 992 e BEER o A B E s M
g 7 AEF FEH A oF 3t o2 F JANA e 2 BRI S A st

k:l

122



ARG o] BOREAERY D) AT ) BRI
MBI 7o) A= g

s
i
T fiszsmo) o3
g RAHTAS 913
EHEREE 93 R
R
B : Tk SE2EHE : B SHIEME  TBL
AL AL AL
HaERe | BAY SHIEREE | BERHNAY 59 B5e 2 mELY
B | MAEHe RS ME | WRES 91908k | GE SHAE
WRRBS RO | SRS - GEG D | WA REead
T Bt B R B
TRENY | 4ETE 9 6§39 | B0 TR AL BE | RRGRERY 9% 32
BE | slou s T
BHERE 8. 31T | 629 BPULH oIR01d | AETRE bt - A -
--- TR S BEAE | ROl TR | R
I aslo] AL BRI 857} 189
M BB AT | Ko
S | WER] B9 AYSA | TREHOS A% HEEHY | S BIILE 98 TRY
2 2 X s
BIRGR | e S 9 WARE | e ol BARFE R 99
o) 9oz FHER §o] T
2
% BEHAE A9
<H3> HWEFY BRER

( ®#HE ; Utterback & Abernathy 1975 )

123




el -

MRS THREM ] e d s FrhRE 58 28RS S At o) FiE
Bog S HERStE MR o 2 HMEHS Yehy @,

MRS o THERMC) B8 vl REZ SRS R s ko] Eamng o} 2L
Bag S HHStE MR o & BlEETS Yehdo

HEHLS] o BB S} BTG OERIS) BIRO] 2ol e, BEAY sl Zele] TRER
o £ oA E ABEEI T TAREES) 790l & REE BN o] ferhming o] Lk 2711,
WA THE BATEHTRO A B Aolo) Wi R WAKHO) 28 0%/ Bt IMUEBATCH
S ol HhREEol L EAMLRAE O] FINE NI N T HAERNY o)l
BES A & Aok Aol 4ol weh el Ftkol Bh=A Yehts 1e voldn
e Woodward(1965)9) 5ol 4 HMlf¥#i & +Ashe o) FTRE HEHMS 92
LEThe AM S AR ST AT AR R wek HAELO) BiE Be dehs
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