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1. A8

a7 Uz % & 5% 5 49 #740 u§ o
AN A R Gl hS Fagom YL ofg
ogrgith. et 1A Uz 9 J)% $9
b AT Age e Z19gelM R&D ¥R 4ol HS Fasgon Iude AAE A% E
Fo1ge oA Frist & At 719 A

e el AgEe B 87 2
Stk B Eol, @AV AFRSE A2 Sl REDFA 39 1000 719e dlgom 20081

lo
o
AL
o,

R&DFAAE S FASE ZAato] wp2Zm, 547§A47F R&D FAAFEE 2007dX Y S 2cta g3tk
547MAF F 10% ©)2F Fuistavan g9d 2% 2174k @it} whdd R&DFATFEE Fo| At

al et
SHE 7192 T =S 4719 E Y
A= RS Sl AEHH SR REDFA FEs Fdistar vk 471 He] 52 oY TAaAE
A AEEAY Ao w2W, R&DFA AAIY
& JAG Fd REDFANS 23.2%, 19167209422 2hd oi¥] 22 2.4%, 7.0% <7+t
& e} thH] R&DFAF &= 2d tiH] 0.13% S7H:E 2.59%% 7153

ojxd 7IYEol R&D FAGES =@ FE olff= Wi CEO 3 #A#AEo] R&DE= E5T
FARA R&D FA FES FolW Tle AAHE % SHoRE ATAA A
M F3l 7Ig8AE IA =9 F dves A% 2E5S Za 7] wWiEeltt (Clark & Fujomoto,
1991; Jaruzelski, Dehoff, & Bordia, 2005).

Ty AF7HA REDFASE 7148 #3ke] Aol dig A dAgES AR des A7 AdE
AA e, S ThsA7IaL vk AT ¥ 552 R&DFAS VAR gtele 4o #ATL
FolH oz EA st Aoltl (Dugal & Morbey, 1995; Eberhart, Maxwell & Siddique, 2004; Foster,
2003; Tubbs 2007). th& 3hte] A4 &5 R&DFASE 79 el= A7 A &9 #A7F
freld oz Qtii= Aol (Buzzell et al., 1975; Drake, Sakkab, & Jonash, 2006; Jaruzelski, Dehoff,
& Bordia 2006; McCutchen & Swamidass, 1996; Morbey & Reithner, 1990; Venkatraman & Prescott,
1990; Jaruzelski et al. 2005).

ol g Tzl e HollA HE R&DFAVE 719 el o A4S Fa FAHE FFS
MR el o A2 WAYUSE A7 Zesky, 538, 7 oaddgke] 19E AAE z7] faAs
R&D #7 Foll T3¥= 7|e4ddeEe] Tastths T4 v dAyased o A7jEa 3l
(Coombs & Bierly, 2006; Drake, Sakkab & Jonash, 2006; Tsai, 2005; Wolff, 2007; Huergo. 2006).
o5 E°| Drake et al. (2006)= R&DFAFEI wEddE e dAZE oW 7|92 ¥a oW
719 A8 gle Adow devs F9 olf= NE 7t =4
FAgty, T3 Coombs and Bierly (2006)% R&DFAMNI F=elo] wreA] <9ko] §9o73 AR
AAHA Fe FE olfFE R&D FH HF T dehde =W A
49Tl HuA ¥ so=2 yelhvs v 7199 weke Vedde

A=e AAH R&DFASE 71443 3He] #AZE A A
Aol weh 2 Jehda vk S R&DFA (Input £9)¥ 71942 (Output 221
w#AE A7t LS "ol R&D &l tigk FAZQ A4S Fetd

4
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agste] Ay ool Aes dnEdda = F dn 5, R&DFAE Fd 7194 HE x°l7]
M= R&D =3 #F 9] A(Quality)& E;ﬁff}E VNEddeHe 9 & Ay & et e

o] gk},
kA 2 dAge] FH 54 R&DFA (nput 2D 79T (Output £ Aleldl]
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2.1 R&DFAS} 7193 7 3re] #A

REDFASE 71943 ¢ AT o) wAZL drke ATsh wo] gL o) wAZ drks
¢z A = 5 Ak

2.1.1. %9 #A7 A= AT

80070e] F8 A= 7Id¥# 2 7|9 125071 & =F 205070 719S A o R o A
FHog 199198 E vl 2E3E R&D SCORECARD #AHgo] whEm R&DFAFSF 71944 w3tol =
ok o] #AZE Ave AR yeHth dE Eo], 2006 2xF Aso] wEW R&DFAE
E4E, XEZYANE, AP AEEEN T G #AV de AoE dYEH. FAHoR
HEH, R&DFAZ7HE0] 20% o449 16702 AZEg o] 7] Foll 137] 3Ate] wiEAdE o]
20%E H3om, R&DFAS7HEC] 5% olskl 371 7199 A, 27 719 wlEAEE] A=
)R 17 7192 3% S7bel &gt

T3k A7) HA 7IF F¢F REDFA FES E2 VIdEe] AR A E ol HlHEsiA Folxl o=
vEbsth 19719 7l stEdel oi7ld el 1870 71Ye] R&DFAE7HE(2001-2004) 2
) 240 A5 (2001-20061 )7kl o] Ao wAZ = Fo® vhEstth whd 10%0]4 R&DFAH2001-
2004)E =91 719 17 Foll 137 7192 wiE44dE(2001-2005%)0] 7HAagh o= UERRT
3 2001-2003d 7|17+ ESk nﬁ%ol ATl B8t R&DFAE S/ divks A7,

[o5

AXES], 7]& dt=dlo] Bok 7|95 2003-2005 Alele] wjE % o]ojo] WE FUI3E Howm
LFERSE T

olute] 12007 ZE¥ 7|Hde didoz A WX AF A¥E TS dFzdE VPES
19909t 7] A 717F Fetol = R&DFAZ 229577 e 7943 AAAL] Hla] e
Aoz ettt (Foster, 2003). 1831 1982WolA 1991d7b4] A 7] A 7|3t E<tol] R&DFA}

=
=
S7HAR 71 WA EC] woka, O F2 VI wiEel #Had Acm yEEt (Dugal &
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Morbey, 1995).

R&DFA7} stock returns€t= BA7F & Aoz Yyttt o2 S0, 1951%F 200197HA4] <F
507t 83137141 AlElE tide= ARG Ade] mEW, R&DFAE A F7HZ 71959 49,
R&DFA}F 3 54d Hot g do]o¥nl oy} abnormal stock returns’} A Fold Aoz ettt
(Eberhart et al. 2004).

2.1.2 A7 AU =4 FA7 = AT

Fzddsddadg AL FHor F2H 10000 719S ooz 69z (20009-20054)9]
R&DFAFeF 7148 33te] wAE A A3, R&DFAE 71483 (= 4745, w2, shareholder
returns §)Ztl = 3 o BATE SAA &= Ao Z YESTE (Jaruzelski et al. 2005; 2006).
938 Toyota, Google, Caterpillar 5 ¢4 H19 F=2Y 7|HE5L AAALS vlaaa] wjEd v
R&DFAF v &S Y11 7194 ¥ (sales growth, gross profit, operating profit, enterprise profit, market
capitalization, total shareholder return &)& U %2 Zoz YElYT o & E°] Appled] 45
2004 =9 ofH] R&DFA Bl &S A Hd 7.6%ETE X B2 59%1 489 wlwk dejojA|wt
At we ZRAES AYs FJF FALte] iMac, iBook, iPod, iTunes & FAIA AAES
A&HH o w7 FAlete] 7|9 HTE vl Fobxl Ao g vEhwtth (Jaruzelski et al. 2005).

Leifer, Robeson, and Kasturirangan®] <o wa2w  227] 4%, 23371 7149 104z
R&DF AN} 7144 F(sales growth, margins, and stockholder returns)?+e] J##AE 413k 2},
ol #ATE gle Aoz deiwnh Ao HA 10d 7)zF F 54Uk FoAdd &9 #ATE e
ZALZ e (Wolf, 2007).

ojftell &=, R&DFAtet 7194 I= #AZE gi7vk 38l &9 #AVE dves dEo] Bol Utk
o]& £o], Coombs and Bierly (2006)9] <17+ Ao wr2W, R&DFAFEY 7194 A3k A=
T4l 29 FAA(ROS, ROA) &2 A3 #AAZ = Aoz yelytl. McCutchen and Swamidass
(1996)2 R&D FAeN3 Market Valuex 9% #AI7F fltkar shQlal. Buzzell et al (1975)3%
Venkatraman and Prescott (1990)< R&DFAFNH AFAzet= Foldk #A7F §lue A+ 234=
%5kl th. g Morbey and Reithner (1990)% R&DFAH9 7} Profit Margine 232 &9 #AehE

2.2 71495499 584, 39, 78 84

2.2.1 71495499 T84
e 3 HAEAA A E%Eo] R&DFAC 71§33t Al wake] A+ A
L AgAel whel R&DFASH 71947 bell AV t2A dEtda gtk A2 ©Es] R&DFA
(Input 22D 71§1/d 3 (Output 881 He] #AE A+st= AHdS do] R&D &sol tig 7443l
S et g A Mgl ud F7F A ZeAds ArjFdal B 4 vk
AAZ R&D &5 Input-process-output & LHL F7148A A|2HYX= FAHo R o of
g

ke
9. % FAHE 522 AFE A9, oo

R I I
3 tol, Aul, A 2F A 59 Iput 7HA3 R&D
d5e 4R o]dd nput RASS AT ATrdNE TeAERS Pt AT, AL AF,
wud A4 5 AT 9 AF N 2% FA8aL, ol Fa AAE 5 F1F Outpute] EEHT)
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<% Output R&D & A5l Sl vHAlE, 95, A% 718, A & #d A4 539 9
S Fa dE AAFo] JNTEIL A EAEo wiE/olel/drt A3 T HF outputs
F=3HAl F&= Aotk Brown & Svenson, 1998; Parthasarthy & Hammond, 2002). w&hA] 7]<]
AARE Sdigtstzl fsiAe R&DOl dArteE FARSE7MRE FesARE olRTh HE Fadh AL
adAolal a&AQl R&D A4S &3 R&DFA 545 of9A & &8stk Aot

HZol v dA7AtEe] R&D T8 AA O Qualitys: Eol7]l AT TIeEddsHe] wiS

Z83IttE 1S X AsaL At (Coombs & Bierly, 2006; Drake, Sakkab & Jonash, 2006; Leifer,
Robeson, & Kasturirangan, 2006; Tsai, 2005; Wolff, 2007). 9= £ Drake et. al.&= R&DFAN 3}
EddE Fe BAIZE oW YIde w3 oW Ve A8 gl Ae®E yeue FE olfe NE
ANzl 71Ed G5 H e Aozt A7) WEolgtn FFF o, Wolffs REDFANRTIE o] S ojul
248 st=u ste VleAddey 53], ZERAZ A2E, A, 2u4 Sol AR e dS
=93t 43l Coombs and BierlyXe R&DFAH I} 420l0] Hl=A] ko] o7 #AAR AAE X
BT olf®E R&D T3 4 Fo vHetve B d=fy A8, 2430 A, 4959 ui B

s
5 71919 wieke 1249 wieleha Fga,
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A0 =& FEYE v =313 (National Academy of Science, 1987)%
‘28 ZxE 28] 8, dAYlY, A 9 dge] deE Adste] Veeds
2 Aests S o2 Aot vl (National Research Council, 1987). HgH Al A A o=
SRI(Stanford Research Institute)© 7174 9& 7154 8]0l e Aoy
AMAR T H I A olekar AJofskglal, Kocaoglu (1990)%= o]} A8t
A A ™ (leadership)s &Ha7] 918 =29 qALAA I Mo w3t
har Aol g
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<

2 dgsts e Aot (8H, Fx7], 1994).
= sol 53 A R TIedAY die 549 HHew VsRA
)

Hy AezEolgta AHgt SRI(Stanford

Research Institute)®} Kocaoglue] AsES A A|sl= YA FAHoRE 7|&HdTHe uiet =2
T4 845 T3 AdFE FIA =SSt F VisHdsHeld V|EFAF v gl ot Hd avE
A7) A3 A A AA FHY AT o] Hojd F(excellence leveD)E v|slH 7|&7 52 9

TL A f4E v P

223 71€74%9s8Y F8 24

71 w2 A7 ARE FE BY, Veddedd T8 faRs UedE, VEZEAL,
1At Z1eklE, VlexE, Zlsdua 5 674 8Qle] T83% Ae® YEEH (Russel et al,
1991; Wolff, 2007, Coombs & Bierly, 2006; Cooper and Kleinschmidt, 2007, Kocaoglu, 1990;
Radjou, 2006, Jaruzelski et al. 2005; Matheson & Matheson, 1998; ¥F&-€], 2005,; A& =] <], 2006).
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A, Z1eAEre] Al ZRIES Vs ARIAE fr]Hes drEe] glefof ke Aot
st Zlsoled ol& EEsly] A Al ML AAE dol o 1A,

al., 2005; Miller et al., 1999; Russel et al., 1991; Cooper et al., 2007; Radjou, 2006; Matheson &
Matheson, 1998).

A, 71E ZRA2E LEZTLR
EEZE O Aol A/4eeA 3/

A wel HAGA o] FolA= T R&D ZERAAVE JFA o 5 AdgEojof gt (Cooper et
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A, et Belo) 23 EUELE R&D FES S R 53 F
=03 9oz WEs Aol drf= Holuh I, FrIHom ] v|Ed diE 7hx HE
Gl 2

3N
HdufstAY FFElloF sk} (Chesbroug,

N
N
2
2
o
4
19

2

i

1o,

AAjstal ol S8 Hfr Ves ¥

2003; Nieto, 2003; =&, 2005).

A, 71=dd 2o Tad IJEE= 240 A9 5 R&D JAAE Adshs A HA4T
B7HRAAE BEl 55 F8 ol AFAE AolFa HdS AAdor . oE 5d HYd
Al i A AR E Fau g Fof Hae AR E F AES AAHI 4

5 T3l A 7IFE AFHoR2 AT FoloF @t (Badawy, 2007; Farris & Cordero 2002;
Kochanski & Ledford, 2001; Matheson & Matheson, 1998).

A, 7z Ao Fad IQJAEE JEe AeAQ AYAEE 9@l R&DEATEIE A
AFHow F5/&dH o drh =g, A, wAY T dd FEt /r1Ed dAA Esol

Folxof gt} 53], ¢ el 43S Tl AN = 71489 #EAdS Ha, AlE e
ol ™EatA olFolAof gt wiAHom WF wH FEES EE P 1A 9 JEULR Vs
sl Aol HIFH oz FoJA|AL st} (Wolff, 2007; Russel et al., 1991; Edler et al., 2002;
Cooper et al., 2007; Roberts, 2007 Matheson & Matheson, 1998).

AR, 7lEddeHe] T8 aam Vsdude] Tastt. VleddeE Ay FA= Absel”]
el ZlEdude sdor wIste AL vE QAR U
Zeduyd B9 E M= RDAGS (CTO, 7% Z2AE o
g (A3 A9 ) AH, AFE ddeke] #1490 dE BA 74, R&DFAR] gk &
T+ A ol 238ttt (Farris, 1988; Farris & Cordero, 2002; Russel et al., 1991; Cooper et al.,
2007; Roberts, 2007).

e 3 i WEs THHOE AV B ou, HE AT E 7
71983 E A= AL ofdu g ool AR Zom dddEy. = REDFANE =
A A em Ve o]l FolAaL AT Fobd Zlolgta JMAEE A
Azrelw ZAxd ZPolgta = ¢ du kst R&D 38 A F
z2 Fx, F4% R&D ¥ #E], R&D AEFo Ui ¥ T VEdd Yol

R&DFA= o o] &5 Fe AAH dH|Ho] g =

A4

o

[

~
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ek R&DFAN-S Input A Fol B3, 7]&7
At Zlo] R&DFAS 71 B3] wAE Bt A Esta W &stA

3. 87 =d % A7 &4

3.1 d7 24

R&DFA}, 71&74d9d59, 7194 3ke] AA SHoA ZleAddsge 93 g2 Zo] uij
& Y (mediation effect), =% &I (independent effect), 7} &I (spurious effect), Z=4

& ¥ (moderator effect) 5 IA 4714 HE9 a2 yerd 4 A}

a) 7} & #(mediation effect) =

R&D F4, 71%749%8, /gststel B &4 A&A9sde M 98¢ ¥ + At

REDFAZE 71945l AHA9 GFL WAL o] ohet FE &AL FAA 1Al

GFe VAT AL ouad. = RDFAE 1EF9Edel Fo feld 9ge v,

NEAYERe NGAT ol fOH JFL vAnE AL Juidth weF /EF9EEL
=

W, R&DFASH 1443 Fol FelHel wAZ fAs gl

pui

mediation effect)’7} A= Aoli, R&DFAS} 7| A #7te] o] fF2] A<l

[e]

o 2
N

g

o

r>~1
(-
=

ol

&

=)

=3

WE7) ZolEW BE vl &3 (Partial mediation effect)”} A3ttt & 4= 011:} (29 1 #Fx).

< 1> v B =Y

‘ I 3

= &} ==

b) =¥ FEH(independent effect) =&

9 &3 mde RGDEA FEol 7194 WAL 982 doldA J1&dds el Susown
ATl frelHe GBS MAE AL @tk F R&D FA Rl Nensde 40
s9dow 7g4de Fel4 g GFRAE A0k AL dnET (29 2 BE)
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2 = AT EAE A 27 E ZYE = Aok

A= R&EDFAS} 7€ 959, 719833t BA oA 74 g5 ddo] 99 4744 A+
nd Fo|A ol mdo] s Rest=rtE AE A @A AT (exploratory research)d] Haizb
Fig= o

A 7lEd9dsEe T2 22 671 FolAM R&DFAFEH 71947 B A FFS

=5 e)
= an
u A= 29 (dE 59 24 52 7] a3yl 2 29 5)2 FAFHeR FOIE dopr aial o)

4. 47
41 B¥e) 44 2 A2 54

2 Ao 4 d9l(Level of analysis)E 2 @919l 7oz A, At 2

available data® 7 &-&3te] F333th Survey s FalA= 71495

value DB datag &3 R&DTX]'OHI'/} 7]‘”“@(““%‘13, dgelel ) AuE T
L A= R&D AFAE Efstal e fEivee] Wk VIdes EYdoe®m Eglow,

FAA7=N T3 VIddT A BRr1Y A8 AR (20069 2

frameo 2 dto] FAFTSFZHHES o 4207 7IYgS BEoE FEIIY. =

sa7ld wol nEA xFgHAoH, dAFE= AVAdA, e, ZIALA, AREA, A4 Sl

43%&7\1 4207H 719 = ZF 18170 7199 dolg7t 3 FH o), Missing value”Z}
HH @ol EAdts & RS 671 28-S AlQeta HFHom= 17571 719 e HelHE FA
Aol ARkt It EE a71 74704 S2719 101704 R YEkgtth g Es TR
Aol 48704 2 7HE B2 HFE AAEL 1 FAE AVAA 4T 4370AL SRS 27704
ARFAAE 227/MA7F 2 HE eoldem, AAYgTel 137AL Aul=dF 10704 ZIERdFel
1270AHE AFA sk 9l

available data®] 7o+ R&DFAS}F 7194 #31e] Time lag? dlolg o] RIS FH s8]
flel R&DFAA 714 x} dlolE= 494 o)de] A8E FHST R&DFANS 2002 5-H
20059744 437ke) AaE SR, viEd 2 ol AEE 200295H 2007H7HA] 6137
=g Ak
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4.2.1 R&DEA}

R&DFAFFELZ = 7|E A EoF AFelA HdAedez 7bg wol AMg3tE R&D Intensity
(MfE N hH] R&DFANH]E)S AL8-31 T (DeCarolis & Deeds, 1999; McCutchen & Swamidass,
1996). 17571 7199 437k (2002-20054) R&DFANS Kis-value DBS &3 FHslod, 2
Aol A ALES R&D FARNS AdAfd el v AdAT N E B 23 & AiE
oujgitt. olE 7|xE, wiEHH] R&DFAAHIE 4dzbe] H(2002-2006)S A EA
AH&-3FL T

[¢)
FolA welgnel AE A AT A

VNeZRAz, ZeAit, TledE, Ve, 7l

= NNeRddeEe] Fa erme Vedd,

2oy So] 23 Ao yYebgth (Russel et al.,

1991; Wolff, 2007, Coombs & Bierly, 2006; Cooper and Kleinschmidt, 2007, Kocaoglu, 1990;

Radjou, 2006, Jaruzelski et al. 2005; Matheson & Matheson, 1998; 188, 2005,; 43 =<, 2006).

A dE =5 5 FHYT o HRE vEeR 6714 T8 849 4 ¥RJIEE BT X

AEAE AA ApEsielen, JiddE HAEA EZPS 7HAAL 1047 7]
)

Asle] g malel AA 2D =7}, wording 574
O

r? d
tlo
=
o
o
fr
gs)
=
D
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9
il

oo
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ot
=
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=
o
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ot
£
i
e o
1
o
o
>
N
2
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ot
I
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Y
K
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)
o
1
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3
(0]
&
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)
o
dlo

4.2.3 719434

719 A3 HFRe 7ledY BokdA dEH o 7HE Bol Abgste W&/ 4 E(Sales growth),
ZPakeol @l (Return on assets)S AF83+9th (Franko, 1989; Morbey & Reither, 1990; Ito & Pucik,
1993). ARAbrole] Wgroll A o]l Fgolels AREsT. eivkstd ol R&D FARSE F-#gh
A SEoly 5l o gFS wiAd 5 oL olold vl duiF em Vb kel #7]

ol (A, AEE, 2007).

17570 7191¢] 613t (2002-2007K) wi& e, g olel, Aatel& Kis-value DB& §3f 3 3k3om,

o

o] ARE 7|2=E, A WSAATE, Fd AAFole (2dA], 2006-2007)s A¥} Aol A&t

4.2.4 SABSF

R&D FAeF 71§ 3zte] #A= 719 tEY 94F, 718 89 Tl weE wig vEA dErd
7bs/dol th wEkA i dAFel A= Bt AEs BAS fEl te AMES BA WaRE dAsta
F7HH o it

AA, 719 rEE R AA, Axe sk g, A A so R Qla AA 91 dxle] &
T Ut (Venkatraman and Prescott, 1990). e} 7194 qFE o] Apol2 A7]= &HE A7 87| 918

19 & Ak 218 FHale] EA459t (Coombs et al., 2006; 74T, AE R, 2007).
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Axd ekt JesdEr o1 (Chesbroug,2003;  Jaruzelski et
R Z1e g AFG AR 77149 A al.,2005; Miller et al.,1999; Russel
1€ 1A g drdor o v& Z= Hf et al., 1991; Cooper et al., 2007;
A= R7|=dd gEYS A ks F=4 Radjou, 2006; Matheson &
NN FE A A& e e Matheson, 1998).
A A ST A wel AAH s ¢y
A EgE X 3ste] HWEs AA (Cooper et al., 2000, 2007;
7<% 48 Ao sk =371 HF AA Jaruzelski et al., 2006; Matheson &
EZ M ZA FH7r Ay e s Matheson,  1998; A3 A 9],
A ALS mEstE Z2A 20 o 9 2006).
N ECLEL LR
AeAe o 3E) Fad WO Y
7% MEE 7149 7Fx HrF Ar|H oz AA] (Chesbroug, 2003; Nieto, 2003;
A2 WS SS9l B (58 oA, AF 5) e, 200)
% g, ol A, M&A 58 B3 el
T4 71EdE AL (Badawy, 2007, Farris &
7= =9 A% dEde] A= &9 Cordero, 2002; Kochanski &
= Zl=dES 9 ws FH AA Ledford, 2001; Matheson &
Aol mE 25 BAF Matheson, 1998).

R&D Z2& AMY Fi# fr|H o= AAlete] &9 (Wolff, 2007; Russel et al., 1991;
7= M 182 71 AR St Aol REEA] 3ho] Edler et al., 2002; Cooper et al.,
Z2A oA 9B SEYLE 7|e AFYE yA ] FHof 2007; Roberts, 2007 Matheson &

71 AR EHE S8l AR A e AR EARE 23k F = Matheson, 1998).
71 HE(@T4AF, CTO F)ollAl Bt Agh= ] Fof
N2 Nz gst Abes goq a3 99 (Farris, 1988; Farris & Cordero,
a4 R&D Exfo] i A9 Golzke] Fa oA 2002; Russel et al., 1991; Cooper
SmAE gde) A Wae Asa Ao] Sl et al., 2007; Roberts, 2007).

HASEA

%A, REDFAGEO] 7194 Te] e HAE Aue dFd weh v 2 Jee 4 9
Wetd B Aol 4F A3 v AN 9FS BA WEE Agstel Aot 4F B4
Aol Qg wAE AASA

AR, REDFAFET Auglel FHe 1941 E A WSAAL AAEALS AAND
W AR o) $RE L= FAN Folok Tk Taﬂ FAR R F
ge /1de $38 Qow

G, o® Aol 4
73kt wege] rlE e

olg]gt ztold HAsslr] 98 wroh 11 77




=ol= Zlo] F @&ttt (Tabachnick & Fidell, 1996). welx] 2 AFo]xE R&DFANLS 43X
(2002 - 2005WD)E Harste] AbEsiglon, wiEdd ggeld] § V|9 IE 6WA (2002-
2007)E A E«él ] Z el o] 7o = ¢ke] 47t (2002-20054) AEE W&o thH] R&D

& doele®z, He 39z (2005-20071)3F A= 94T (& 4E

&

A, R&D FA= 7190 Aol s PIAE Fa% aQlolAvh fFo] mepdE Al
adlo] HA @S Fx Atk 53], dF wEtd = A" sHo] Vg Aol o Fad 8l
2 4 Aol i 7IdEY "R v8s A MR adsitlth S, 4 7IgE vAY 592 viE
] FadAn 2 SAste] SASHA T (Bettis, 1981; Chatterjee & Wernerfelt, 1991; Lecraw, 1984).

5. A% 24

2 AT 2 245 Qe FRUAAY 39 #AE F )]
SPSS 12.03 AMOS 5.0& F& AFgstt. FAHe Ay B oka], zF W Ho]gEo]

! 1
g3 JHEFN=A, missing values= 1A, FH, XA T 71x SAE, OWE BAE
Fdst7] 9d 712 Jbg Fel FHEEAEs AR HE Ad, deolHE dAvtHow
%o missing values’7} o} d©o]E g

A (Normality)S 183 Zoz eyl 1817 TE
AE ol "ol = FE 4700k ti 713 Foll B VIS e o vehd 270 7]<§ = % 670
FES HF A ddolA ALttt HFAem= 17670 719S

T8 W 3k 7)< EAF(Descriptive statistics)® A& A (Correlation) = Zéalﬁ}‘?i oS3

1. RDI 045 068 1
2. 71&74959 20.50 3.22 135 1

3. WEGESG) 23 54 185+ .100 1

4. 2ol ¢l (ROA) | .053 11 -.367+xx | -.033 154 1

5. MiEFF A

dul | 011 023 -.023 -.034 -.036 .110 1

6. ALkt 7.99 .95 —255%x | .329%#x | —.135 .034 129

# 1 p<0.05, *x 1 p<0.01, #=x : p<0.001

5.1 574 2de B3y a4 24

Ae4dsde 7o adlez AR 54 mde HY4r A4 AEdYeH, 1 F 54
Rdo] o5 2 WA A}t H9HA FEF item parceling WHA o3 FA REES
(\_ 2008 103 AYBEISt3| B1HSEEEHS 13
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HAE YEPYA] skt (i 5 FX).

]
1)
0
1%

1]

P

I 2
|

o4 Hs
RDI -> TM 10.933(0.133) - 0.977(0.141)| 0.917(0.131) - 0.888(0.126)
TM->SI(ROA)|0.168(0.148)| 0.173(0.153) - 0.036(0.159) | 0.034(0.151) -
RDI->SI(ROA) 0.938(0.118) 0.921(0.116) | |~ 0009 1 m000dmmr = 0.516m
(0.20D) (- 0.353) (- 0.349) (- 0.330)
Sobel test |z=1.12<1.96 - - z=0.023<1.96 - -
Fit statistics
Chi-square 112.461 114.6 115.170 103.6 105.6 105.4
df 40 41 41 40 41 41
RMSEA 0.102 0.102 0.102 0.096 0.095 0.095
TLI 0.768 0.770 0.768 0.797 0.799 0.800
CFI 0.859 0.857 0.856 0.877 0.875 0.876
73 A4 4% A% 25 R A4
43 9k standardized path coefficientE 2]
% 1 p<0.05, #x 1 p<0.01, #=*xx @ p<0.001
gy FEREAASE E8ste o Jd BAS AAE A3, 24 g3 2Ee AHge Ao=
etttk =, Zlsd g gl wel w2 JdEh 30%), St JAHFIE 40%), =S AECES
30%)s AA 3 FFe FEete] =4 a3 £4& sld
A4 A3, viEogiH] R&DFANHE-7154d 459 -ROAG MG l))  #A9 ZAfe=  Chi-
Square #to] T A3} x2(2)=13.4952 599 (frelk= 5%, df 2¢ A-P)ud 7 =4 axirt sl=
Aow uvebwth E3 vjEdiH] R&DFANHE-7|EA s -E=LATE BA A5o% Chi-
Square #Fo] AF A¥ x2(2)=6.6192 5.99Rt} A =4 a7} A= A= YElRTh
el 2714 Aol A SPSSE AHE-g 39 A S &8st Bk AAsHA F o aaet FEAg
23 HEE FAs Y oy 2 <E 6 FER>. wEAgiH] REDFAAHE-TEAE G e Y-
ROA(Z R0l 9]) #AA L] Aol 7eAddede + a&d= YehbA Zskev R&DFASE 37
ROAY F&& vA= Fosa8a3(xz2d a7t d+ Aoz YeESY (R Square Change 4.8%, p<

0.05). T3, R&DFAS] A$ols= F &3 (Main effect)7t e Aoz vewtt (p< 0.01). 5,
v Z A i H] R&DFAFNH & ROA #AE= &9 F4 A7 = o2 e

v EA )] R&DUIE-71E4 e -vELTE B A= Veddede F avds e
grokott R&DFASE A wiEAGE dFS mAE AsAga(Ed st de o=
et <R Square Change 3.3%, p< 0.05>. W, R&DFAFS] 5+ & 3= YRR 29kt <p> 0.05>.
=, WiE v R&DFAY HlF2 wEGGE BAE AV e Aoz YEigt
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vl A & 5 0.07 0.002
A A5 71 -0.19 -0.16
A EA 0.145x -0.05
. R&DFA} - 0.60%x* -0.02
- &2

7NEd 95 0.21 0.18

) ) R&DF#}
qE A8 ay 0.31% 0.20%

x 7l&749%5Y

F Change 5.41 4.59
R Square 0.25 0.10
Adjusted R Square 0.19 0.06
R Square Change 0.048 0.033

A4 W F gy A3 2 gy @9 32 standardized path coefficientE 2] 1]

* 1 p<0.05, =+ : p<0.01

£5% R&DFA} 719473t BAl=

ftlo
2
o
%o,
2o

#7222 F& Yguw ge g <1y

245 R&DFAL 7134 H7He

<RDI - ROA #A> <RDI-SG #HA]>
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1
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5.3. 7149 sHY F8 89l W

A, wlEAgn
7122 Qa9Qlvte] xA

¥4 29

i
i

67H4 F8 892 FA o= QaQle] R&DFAFER 714 T
A 2HeEME FUHH R ARt 7 AeEE FAH R AvEd vgd g
| R&DFAMHE-ROAGAFZ o)) #AAS] Aoz 67F4 ] Fol 7|edgy)
TS R&DFAH=
F 247 YEA =

0
1%
1=}
P

I 2
|

HAE

ur}

nA R 5 0.059 0.086 0.080 0.072 0.070 0.056
A WM N QFE -0.116 | -0.158 -0.146 | -0.091 | -0.110 | -0.144
AAEA 0.190%% | 0.144%x* 0.181xx 0.198#% | 0.123% | 0.178%x*
Lo R&DFA} - 0.345%% - 0.485%x | —0.338#x | — 0.229%* - 0.443%* | — 0.409%*
T N«ed9%9 | -0.037 | -0.180 0.113 -0.018 | -0.122 0.115
AR R&DFA}
- o za gel | 0.10 | 0.293** 0.161 - 0.140 | 0.299%* 0.142
F Change 0.005 8.499 2.741 0.931 9.255 1.839
R Square 0.188 0.280 0.219 0.195 0.281 0.210
Adjusted R Square 0.130 0.229 0.164 0.138 0.230 0.154
R Square Change 0.000 0.072 0.025 0.009 0.078 0.017
A A = a2y, A3 28 a3 T g2 standardized path coefficientE 9] 7]
* 1 p<0.05, ** © p<0.01
<adl 6> aHEZE B3 VeAddsy o a9 =4 an ()
<TlEHE> TNExA>
o - SrEl AL o (&
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7|, 7

EXE A2 7

ilﬂ/\-‘ﬂ- 7]%170

iﬂiﬂ
H

i}

=

f.4lo]

/\z;d
A
VEERAx 7ExA

71974k BAZE = Aew yEEt

[

o

lok
|

n}A 52 0.002 0.012 0.020 | 0.010 | 0.007 | -0.012
=A4 W 71T -0.117 | -0.118 | -0.165 |-0.088| -0.106 | -0.129
A EA -0.069 | -0.059 | -0.050 -0031 -0069 | -0.051
o R&DF A 0.027 0.077 0.150 | 0.226 | 0.071 0.024
T 7k A2 0.200%+ | 0.106 0.213% | 0.014 | 0.158+ | 0.169
CEE R&DF2}
2 4 =g sl 0.271% | 0.121 0.276%+ |- 0.146 | 0.310%+ | 0.257#+
F Change 9.312 1.726 10.872 | 1.748 | 13.207 8.240
R Square 0.135 0.063 0.149 | 0.053 | 0.176 0.116
Adjusted R Square 0.093 0.018 0.108 | 0.007 | 0.136 0.074
R Square Change#s# 0.064 0.013 0.074 0.013 0.087 0.058
(0.095) (0.110) (0.136)
EA A, F ad, As ZE adEe ghe standardized path coefficientES &)1
%1 p<0.05, #* 1 p<0.01
wir 1 25 ke FRERAE AZ S 23 FS-
A9 27b Aol W NEFdE] Fo 89 B4 ARE FEH B, DA P AAEE
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