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224 A%H Afe HEUL 54 Aolot AF Ao #F J)E FAL HEULY JERGH ol AFd
geAolgbAY FAG HEY7EY de] $& AUE st e B9 AR BeHo] Rl dut §d £E0IA
A gejuyz] £&x k. A4 HELZY od Atejd I ko] AEA AFe] ATE FA 712 od R4}
Agol & AAE eV of AF, AojHelM &+ UE ¥ %S flde PHL 24717 ol8F ¥
28 & de BEYL 84 ols AR Auol diF FEHoln AMAAQ] A7/t 2 FRANE BT FolEy) of
B¢ dFelct

B d7odde B8 H FAMd (competing similarity) ™ E#A fAM3(cooperating similarity)olghe A2E A
£ HEU FAM/O9Y AoR mfetain, ofFe] AFY AHulel vixe 9%E FUHoR BMEHAY, =T ¥
g3 fAMY 4% 4313 = AEUNY FASH ¥ (relational efforts) € FHRLE 43NS
SHEERE 58 £33 Ase 294 AAMol AF Ao £EEA 98%E viA 3 YA fAMol AU ¢
e olAvke £ A7 K& dAZ AR ES ok BELLe] FAZIE AT AL HAH FAMC) A
F ATl vixE 432 g3l Eoe THE FEHOE AR H%

------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------

2000: Harrigan, 1988, Johnson et al.,
1996. Lane et al., 2001: Parkhe, 1991), 2
7184 =ge Yoy E9sig. fA SEYD

7AA L A Fute] 23 23] AR 7
Aol 22YML G482 AAHd o Jge
oo ti¥ wigHRtY Ao 7PN IFA A
&3 A% (Global Strategic Alliances, GSAs)
& vl$ WEsA 4etn givh ofgE ol
ol @ A € AFA B A A=Y
A gk B A7t oFoAn Uch(Kurt,
2002). ol 979 A9 FEL AF HEYY
EA4o] #EY AR P old &L vF
e7le] 2Feo] %FoA Aew(Chung et al.,

ol AF7L ¥R AFo s FF 7HsAol ¥
the Zolth(Harrigan, 1988: Lorange & Roos,
1992). 23y % WS 2E ME ¢E Hed
E4¢ Ad gEUYzY Aol AF A3l
g4Aolgke A EF 9D Ak (Das &
Teng, 2000: Doz, 1988). 9|2 Doz & Hamel
(1998)e “ ... Aol itke AN 9§
A (positions) & 715 (skills) € A2 e 7Y
E2 AEHQ AF BAE Fa3x 2@ en
@ata Sivk(p. 103).

=& #sY 0 2003. 3 AM&EY - 2004, 1
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olg|g F UdH B =24 Aol 3l
< B B9d. 2399 eV A £
vhokgdol tigh Xk BEg o3yt et Ad
" FHgA Y Aol Bk AEAHA AF
Tgo] A, ofd o by F2 Ao o]
2o} £2 AFY AFHE AR dd AA
olm A gL 278 Aol o o
5“ Parkhe(1991)= HEU A (diversity)
F 7}74 Adoz PRt A9 vk A F
TA AFH AFL SRALE Fdte
Aoz '§8 2& AFY ESoi A¥

AR 4FE nAe FEY 544
23tn gle Aelth. o] =& A 10
B2 gAsdd g3 AL FEgE v
8 1Y Fa@
2o]]u]- z;go] tﬂ-zo.]z;} o]
2«1 tokd A= g
< ¥gstn Sloh o7y
‘?:‘%‘J glo] A R 2
PR dgs dstall & F
AZA wd% s 2§
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=43tz ¢
2000; Gulati & Gargiulo,
1999, Johnson et al.., 1996: Morgan &
Hunt, 1994. Park & Ungson, 1997
Saxton, 1997). &y °]§ dFe HEUL &
A /dd e st SHES AAHn F7A
o2 u A g A 53 AYUE FEHo=2
ostn glon, 453 ARz d@Ho|A %3}
FAE AUz ot

wlo
0{)1
AT

U "é*ﬂ“ﬂ u) &
tH(Chung et al.,

e
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7189 BN AAtehe 2 FEYZE FAA
2 Aol AFY Ao Y Fesy,
Fao dg A 2 A5 FF8ic
B AME @43 o] 2 Atoje] B e 9n|
3, wehAM oleld A& Mo £ # e d
F7F B8 Fgeln}. 7[E FHAA HFEUL 5
A HlaE FAH (similarity), 218 (difference),
A (diversity) & TH¥d 802 o] Fojxn
it AN o]EL BRE 2L 0|24 oz
AHEE TR B 4 itk fARdel ErH(dthe
AL Y (ZL ApolH)o] Rh(Eh e AL 9
njste Zeoltt, & d+e o] F MME 3 &
o]2 AMEEIHA GSA BHEUY 7 fAMIS HAH
#Ad (competing similarity) @ g4 FAM
(cooperating similarity)’olgle AM2E AdES
Yt F 7HAE FEstE, o8 FPHeE 1
2ste] GSA Al mlAe 9% 2¥aant.
HellM B} 48] dddte d2 oldd FAM
2 FEL Parkhe(1991)9 g A9 78

ol

£2 U4z 4859 9% $59 AolH, oe
W2 fAol AF Aol e dge sE

vzkel ‘#AZZ =3 (relational efforts) el 9
d 23E ¢ UFs ANTe2ZH AFRES o
< 39, 2 ol &% S vF
7199 GSA HEAA £ Aag B 453
o2 AFA.

Il HF MELZIO| FArdD} Mgl Mt

I B¢+ A3lE uhAEl 23 B4 3Y o]E
58 A3 d&ab(social actors)itel fAMIL
ol FH Alo|o A3 BAE B}t $35HoR ¢

ZASIT 33 HI1Z 20049 28



HRY VYA MAL HEY YN BAST cHo| Hujol njxlE ¥Y

B F38 o o4& §o Evans(1963)9]
A3 7Md (similarity hypothesis)'& 5% #
Ae FAAEC] FAESE a2 Al $3H el
1 FEY FAMdol MRA wiFE olFEm,
389 £79 BFE FTHIAA e Aot
ole & Mo U HE FFHoE VE
TIAHLE 39HQA AAE ojF A "o
(Lazarsfeld & Merton, 1954). 21 9 =g 4
Hote AL EEolth A12A JURE Alojo] 4
ojde] olF Alele] AHAQY FITAE oHA
e £ gle Rolth

22 =87l GSAd: 8" 4 3t} GsA
T 7Igdoz N2 bE B34, AAAANE A
< Ad M2 g8 37t 719 EY Afelng gE
Y 7143l Aoly, vitiAAel EAste AL 7
Attt I7HEsts o] o grle AT 7]
g SR Aol Al EAFT. elM AFT
=& 209 GSAd U9 HEY 7Y B
o AR Hx@ AR Ff, 2AHEY 7
&, Azolde} 4, A3 F££9 1Y% Fog o
ol & o, WM FEY QA3 NA R
ZATZE, A9 26Y Y FAA0] 2E&SFE A
Fol dEdA e 437t 228 + A (Bucklin
& Sengupta, 1993: Doz, 1988. Harrigan,
1988). 9oz o2 FHM 9 AojHd & GSA
SEY 719 FEAA 259 =L AFsle
842 24% 4 itk

iy stEY 71439 fAMde] Al Fe] At
TAAY G X AL otk GSAE B
EY 7ld7)ele] A5 E ey A4t ¥ de A
el viE 1 o|f & G gt oy
HaH ZojHe] githd AFe A olfe 42¥
A S BEY 79zt A4 BA AsEA

YA M33A 12 20044 2%

#th(Park & Ungson, 2001). Doz & Hamel
(1998)& A 7id7 2l AFt 438 75
Aol vrha B3 th 7ol 7]ge] apdAe)
298 4% 1 AFe A9E tsidel gov,
FARE 42 ZldEthe AEstd ZlddM 4E
¥ go] vepdtiE Zlojth, ol AH x4
Aol HojAFE HEY JYES A2 U
AA AFA £ U Aol BoAn, 288 o
2 M2 AHA0 B4 WA $olA € 7540
¥, Saxton(1997)°|1} Johnson et al.(1996)
& HEUZH AU fARd o] AF g A
ooty FAL vt REY 7o) o3 2w
dM M2 FAIE A5 282 N2 §9 dAEY
E 4 A $olA 8 7HeAol suhe Aot

23T GSA BEY Aol fAM £ ojd
2ol AFel Ao FAAY FFE WA,
old Zgle] £FAQ 4&E& viAest? Parkhe
(1991) & HEYZ] fAPIETh= teld (diversity)
o 23& %33 °]% IA ¥ /ME FEIY
o a9 @29 §3 19 dgde AFe P34
ojut Exj9) olf7t He 29w FEY 74t
die o= Az Ao] T Hebd Jolio] &4
dlo} drie AAM o] Aol FARL AF
of 74 9% PjAdn & & gig. o 2
FEY 7147 AFHH 2ol AYY 41 2
HojA el FAS n|dtt meEld B ddA
€ °l¥ 343 &AM (competing similarity)’
o2 R2J8 gtk Parkhe(1991)& & 29
0¥ A922 AL E3}(societal culture), 3
7V4 w7 (national context), 71¥#2H corporate
culture), M&H */%g(strategic directions),
7493%Y 9 ZA(management practices and
organization) ¥ WA 7IE E1 e, oF
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oA 9] ZEUZL ApolHo] AFe] HHAAY
Ao A 4gE nFda Ea Ytk g
T2 HEE o]E AdoMY HEUE {FAMIO]
FHETE AF AT Fold F dde e
oulgitt, &, o] d AL HELTIY] 7o)
U A5 #AE 23she o] ope) YA dAE
2705k Y83 #AMd(cooperating similarity)’
ojgt Wid 4 gltk. 2y o]F Al A A4
Z Ay AL /Y 2epiEde 23 R

o 7idn & 4 dot A2k ZAd4 (strategic
fit)olgte Mdez Mg + Sle FEE A

9t Parkhe(1991) 2227} x&d A3 2 A&
NZY FEAM o2& 7F 7tsdE FR AZ &
I g7l et ole AFHH APPE A
AFT 78 1, & ZAR HAH2E gofste
Aol o z=glFolgle AE ouigdd. gty B
AFdME o]& AYE UnA v 7IxE FHH4
FA Y Aoz weisld M4 € Aold,
il TFE°] GSA HEY &4, & o
o Aol AFY Ao FEg& vt F3
& o3 YA AF A AHE %A FYst
3 EHE AU e BAR oJAR B =i
o] #tH(Geringer & Herbert, 1991: Gulati,
1998: Saxton, 1997). AF AFd] izt 3 A
A T8 HIHL AF A4 H3E € ES012
olt}(Das & Teng, 2000: Harrigan, 1988:
Park & Ungson, 1997: Parkhe, 1991). o] &
SHL A Han FEE AAE Ed 2y
2o AFaEo] AHste U2 MK F8E 4
Az e Ade FZt A o7 AFe 2%
7t BHEHAE +E A2, A5 F UE FHE 9
Aste ¥ AFY F= W] HEoItHGulati,
1998; Inkpen & Beamish, 1997). T3 A&

}o
2o o
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o 24% WoA 430l 2 FE Qe o)k
Bed B B B B5HE Ul 248 4

£ S171 W&o)tH(Gulati, 1998).

T e HoYPL EHolge AR A &
ol ofyzt AFH, T2 AHHFH Hio 2HE
2xe Jojtt, od H#HE AHstn FH3e
H 22 A A7 AT B gAso] ol
A8 =83 gtoh. 1 3 de= AFTE 27199 A
T3 Ao v 9FE At e Y o|n
(Hagedoorn & Schakenraad, 1994). I{ut
AFA Ao &3 HuAojgte FHAE EF
31 He FAE Ad. 4 ojd@ A8 B
BHAY A7t heskA 41, 719 AA A
5 Aze 2% ¥¥so HAH(Geringer &
Herbert, 1991). =3 MF& AL AF A<
7189 By ZgE wdsA BEIHGeringer
& Herbert, 1991: Gulati, 1998). °|&g3 &
A Wi B dAEL AYAY FHAHQ H}
o utgE ¥ A% 53 AMgstn o g ¥
539 %F5(Dussauge et al., 2000: Hamel,
1991; Lyles & Salk, 1996: Simonin, 1999a
& b), A% 2 A=A Y3 (Aulakh et al., 1996:
Harrigan, 1988: Parkhe, 1993: Saxton, 1997)
&ol 2 d=.

Ao g AFE A A UEY SN He
Azto] Sith o] HIWE HEUY ATAAE
53 759 AHZAE, oA AFAHA AF
YA AR ZPezAME, FEUZY g
(trust)& AF TAY 4 842 sopgh
(Gulati, 1995. Morgan & Hunt, 1994:
Ring & Van de Ven, 1992: Young-Ybarra
& Wiersema, 1999). A2 A# AIAEL
4139 AR A F2 409 sz A

=
A

HZ2e
THE

ZABIdT x33A H1% 2004 28



224 B MF e 40 BASY =0l o) oixie ¥Y

s e S S A e Y e e R R

A3tz W% stek. AFAH AF oMY 7
A7 AZe 7EFR PYFS dAsle FLY
Agg B A LE AR P
(Bradach & Eccles, 1989: Gulati, 1995). ©
A o] HEZ As) AFH AFol Mg FHE
U Agle 9w qzxd FojAe o] o
AF HFEY Alojo] F&Eojop & o AAF
gart gtk olAe Asrt BEY Jl]de] 84,
aAY #3, Az qAUEFE Fd FA=HA
e AFY T 25 F2 Aiete e AvEix
¢k (Zucker, 1986).

. 928 3 oK

gy AR gGEY 7Y A T gk
dol AFY B A nlXe e 2
¢ BE AT AT didde] Hol goidE
Chung et al., 2000: Gulati & Gargiulo,
1999; Lane et al., 2001). 28y} °]& dF&
o] #AE 0 ¢HAez thRa o, oI
B FEUZF FAMol FAll AF Aol o
¥ 9% XA g FHAn AAAY
HZE FotEr] et A4F Az ¥44

Q8 1) 932y

SEYZ
ARA FAA
(Y A Wy
AEAL HHA
71€3 2AH)

7M1

A% 4%

vy

gEZL
LEERR S
A8l E3}
=744 WA
43
Rebil

7Hd 2

7Hd 3

#AFA x4
AR A
R
ol g3 ¥4

(A A, TR Aol AFFY, AF7IH

HYEOIT 1333 1% 20041 28
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Aol B AF Ao 88 9%E 1A £
Aok oj5E FPHe 1T A7t e
AR g Fag AT S gujshe Aol
& & sl

%of (28 Do AANG & A7 2¥L AR
o A7t AAA FAHIH FHH A B
g8 FAlel dEE wee AL HaEd F
ARAE fAS AR Aol $FAA YL,
A AR 3R 9FE vte Ao £
A7EFe] 7|8 FHont. ok FHAH KA
9 BE Fe HEUZ gl 7t e 4F
v 23R e HEY J3e WAFAE 4
g ozAQ ke o8 4id T Jive HE
Hol Fub o] BE o] 27 % FHe

<3 2.

3.1 28 AR FiRe 4ot

1
= oE

SellA AF hE GSA Hog HEL
714e2Ree $EEAA rdE FTFa, ofd
HolM FETY] APEGL AFe 84, 2 ¢
Aatg ZANNG, R AN, HEY 7Y
o] Bf% EF I HF F7d 8T 5
Ayojoll pol7}h glowl EA, o|e@t ztojst A
i 71]je] BAF 58S TN HAF B
Aoz fad F e FAd 2 itz Ad
dolA @t AN & 5+ U o IIG
(Gulati & Gargiulo, 1999, pp. 1460-1461).
v Bl & FEY 7|go] WS Hd 58
Heetn Qvhd o)L MEdA AT & = 3

£ Aoy ME22REH & § e Ao HE 9l

7Veidol &) o] A olE JIde A A
F RAF ol A e AL sbedol ¢

<]

o
=
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g =dle AFHozx AXHR Ut o
Eo] Park & Ungson(1997)2& 27143
27190 Alojel AE-AR ZokollA FHo] BETE
I FAFEATL 34 7beAe] ¥ue A AFH
o2 BodFu}. vlA7IA 2 Gulati & Gargiulo
(1999) dAl % 713l HEEY] #ETF

E

TET
AFE 58 2159 ANE ARY 490 wom
zA9c} ol5e AN AzgEde vEY
e 2ADG A ARAFeZ ZHHYUEY
FEY 7199 AL vz 229 ARG A
g4 e Jena st Aot =@
Chung et al.(2000)2 X2 A4S 243 &=
Aegso] A2 AFY SHEUs} @ 7ol &
e 7ME AN ol AZFFoz AAshe

27g AN, o5 EAY 914, A2
4, Aeiore 24 So2 ReE e
22 BEY 719 Aold) AAA & AF 29

A9 NG B, EE 1S 2R 2N
F2o] HeFE AuuPyo] FolAH, ol 2

AF7} AZE S BdFdn & ¢ Qo
thAl & olE WFEH Y FHUAMY FEHZ
A AF AAE Adste 23R8 7S
7Fs/dol &t webd oadt 22 7ol =3dq.

7H 1: GSA TEY 719 Alolg AR #4}
e ARk Aol FHAHA %=
73 Fold.

3.2 HHY RARD Mol 2t

2454 Yo LA ¥UA Parkhe
(199D & AF Ao 383 9FL WAe &
3 29 JHEU FAM(ZL 73 92 TiAe

AT M33A H1E 200444 28
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BEY T MR DEY KU PAFD Lol Hoo| olXle FY

SEUL td)er ARIESH(societal culture),
=714 wi7 (national context), 719®2H corporate
culture), A=A R84 (strategic direction),
@& el (management practices) ¥ ©Al 71A)
A9E 21 Y. o8 #Zhe FEU FAMC)
AFolMe HYz} A BAL uigo] He
359 WAL FREA Foe wdd ayg B
d7dME Y fAS AAdeE AFH A g
& AYEgih. A=A AL 0 F4A U4l
oM = A4 FAT 2388 /AR &
el glon /MEAeR FEH7] fFo|ct. wet
A B AN OE 888 FAEL Wl 7R &
o8 T, o F AZES S F714 WA
€ #4389, vnA F A s 23k #e
Pele 719 UF gelojzt & 4 it

52 GSA 2HEe BEY 7199 FHE
GSAY T Zdo uig d¥aclez setst
3 lch(Aulakh et al, 1996: Gulati, 1995;
Gulati & Gargiulo, 1999: Kale et al, 2000:
Park & Ungson, 1997: Parkhe, 1991: Simonin,
1999a & b). 28U ol&2 i HEY 4]
FALY] F3A Ao], T& B34 Agl(cultural
distance)ol £HE 233 Qv AANdozA
o} A3 Estet AFFA 2 A 2HE Fu o
€ Mg egMe I7H4 w3 g M2 oE di)
o) Aoz FE3lA =9 AL Parkhe(1991)
o} AFE AYgstd A9 gt 28y olEL )
U2 779 F V] i £ AdFHE o
F AL S Uz 7RI eosr2 @

3.2.1 A3 &3

durdo s @ ABe B3 A9 74, 7t

HAHAT H33W H1& 20044 28

A, PFFY T HT A3 e RE g 9%
€ A, ole GSAY 34 2 F9HHM ¥
Ao Jvehte B 2fE AR & g%
¢4, FHAAA, N2 9E AARE Y gk
A48y Aen RS RE Yui@d
(Kluckhohn & Kroeberg, 1952). GSAS 7
dx Jeld ¢ e AR d3y dae 7
HFEY 74 AIAEY BANE 2 #E8L A
¥, A=A ol A L g, Y ),
2233 € &9 & & 4 Uk (Parkhe, 1991:
Schneider & De Meyer, 1991). #AHg £33
e GSA HEUY AF FFE& Foln
(Gulati, 1995: Zucker, 1986), 289 =&
#&AHPark & Ungson, 1997). BHEUZR:
o #3314 Aol 71 st HIAEAHY HFUA0)
A ol AFdMt dA"He 43 2 BAE
O ofA BE 5 gon, ol AYEY 2%
ojv} 7] AT e AJFHolA] £ FI= o
ofd 7bs4de& ¥A @HLane & Beamish,
1990). MlEEAA AfYAlAdL 29 2 Jl&
o] ¥ &2 ¥/ AV wEEHOR UE FE
AH(Lyles & Salk, 1996: Simonin, 1999a &
b). mety tf sHdo] m&dr,

7Hd 2a: GSA HEY 719 Atole] At 23}
FAHIE Alfe g 334 9
& nA Roldh,

3.2.2 3713 WA

GSA HEY 719l 24 L FF B3 iolg

A7 He AR AHEHY g au 33
Ao} AARezE FHA olE FE3I) 4BY
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F 95 B olyzl, & 71ge] &8 e 37}
A )7 (national context)e A3 &3} (societal

culture) 9= & o & A9 I7pH Ao 2
T itk A A& 33 zolukg Yeh
E ARE AMate Ade A7 Ao

o7l #ete F7H el 71Y EFd 3
HAA 4L vAe T2d A, FFEY
92 FAE T (Parkhe, 1991). 53] GSAY
BEE  3de UM w2 E 71dR A4S
o g Y "y AR fAgy & §
k. o2jd Sl I7HA w7 e Aele 7
dol GSAE FAstn Egste Y Py
o 93g njd £ gltk & £ n3dME 4
WARIE 71979 g9, 53 5Y A3 337
Aol ™o disf AFHoE o Azez
Hol gt} o]of Hjg] d&NE AABA =
71gel 24 F9d4 Y™Hd= A LR E U
olojA &1, FANFAMITD 2 olF 2% WA
£ stk o]z’ I7HH wjARe Aoje GSA
HEY 7|97 d8e AAE & de 89l
&% (Parkhe, 1991), webA o3 22 7Hdo]
=24

714 2b: GSA HEY 7| Atelel Z71A wjA
o FAE AF AR FFA
T 1A Aol

3.2.3 714 &3
BEY 7199 BEE GSAY A 2 Ao
JEgE A $83 89902 AHo & HHY

A FAH3e & 2doltHBucklin & Sengupta,
1993. Harrigan, 1988: Morgan & Hunt, 1994.

280

o

Parkhe, 1991 Young-Ybarra & Wiersema,
1999). 719 R84 71 &3t 94 82 71
o] £¢ =7tel AXNA E3h} =74 iR ook
A AAH FFE Ln YAW, o5 Z4ze
A9 NdFez FEo| @ ¥ ol 4z GSA
BEY Alold] FEAY FHES FAXNIAY A8
& 7 e 8% 82| dt}. Harrigan(1988)
2 AV ZH29 E3pyl xshive #EY 7
A =onst o fAlett e sHdA, HEY IF
2o AR 719 &8k A AFy A4
Fol o Fasitn 27 u ot

719EE, 3, Agrded T "=, uy 2
F3o g BN BAE F G SHel v
714 &3] zpoje A FYE ofgA w
Jom FF AFAAZ A7 i}
o] GSAY ¥ HEUE FAaht FAHEY
2RES dHoz 3 #7id o] ¥
&5 oz o Hg, e HEYs A7AHYI A
FYA FF o AHE £09W GSAE FEAH
TH97] &M 93t A 44 ¥ 2 A
2 OE 7IdEsE andez z3A7)7] Y8l
zt GSA BEY 7ol A #3st A E
3 odee =8& 7|€Y F= Ao 19
Al 71483l ofn] dxEAA e BIA
AA 33 e &S P ARAHA B
£ 7ldiste AL o2 § v (Parkhe, 1991:
Terpstra & David, 1991). w2ty o3 714
2¢7F &9

=
2

2
=2

=
4]

(= o mft 4y fr

7}
e
=N]

=

7Hd 2ci GSA HEY 7|9 Alole 711G
FAMLE AFe 4o 3FAY 9

% o4 etk

A3 H33A M1 20044 28
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3.2.4 w2 ¥y

Ayl e GSA HEUL HHEAH {fAMY 47t
A 29 F 9ARA AF A do Y 4A
setsln A &3] JeA He sd8 & £ 3
€ Aolth, 2% oAVl 2HE RE E7e B
o] 3l Ho|th(d|2 Dobkin, 1988: Hall, 1984:
Pucik, 1988). 2& 7I9& ZAAe E/% #g
e, AY ¢ AT AL, dAEF W,
AY 2 FA Al2" & 7R3 3o GSA #
EY Alole] fANE A9 28l 9 2FHFzE
GSA Aot FHAY #EE ZetHHIll &
Hellriegel, 1994; Saxton, 1997: Yan & Luo,
2001). wH2 #Helshelo] SlojMe] StEVL A
olg AL AF 479 EI& I &
GSA9 z7] 34E F2¥ 4 UtHGeringer,
1988: Parkhe, 1991). dl& S°] HEUZ A
Alzele] Aol FujAl7], f7iE F ¥4 4
FAe. glo] ASFAQ ELAE A ¢ U
(Geringer, 1988). & AMFHA Folrel A4
olu} 71&9] o]A-E offA TE7IT Fh(Simonin,
1999a & b). °]id HFEUYZY ELAY TF
< AFA9EY, FRA2Y, oY, AFug
5 A9 RBE JlFEoN FAT 7ol ATt
wetA og3 e side] &9,

7V 2d: GSA SHEY 719 Alole] welue &
Age Afe Aol 344 9%
& vl4 ol
3.2 BASE 20t Mgl A

GSA7} ol A= ME & #3434 @A 3

HAAHAT 4337 M1 20044 28

FHYL 7HA ZIPE Aloldl FAHETn £ o,
oltid AojE FE3n HAE YEHA dele
¥ e HEY Aole] AE Fojed B2 7149
£ @ 4 glth(Parkhe, 1991). 2 HEV B3}
A 9, oAl BE Ao A i
3 B4 B3 $YL Hojx REAoZE
GSAS A3 498 F d& Ao B
(Johnson et al., 1996 Lorange & Roos,
1992). 2yt g =eldx EFetn 34
g, T2 #ASAE A% x=Ho] GSAY A
of oj® dgg viR e dEiMe FET A7t
slo] A gt} olgg #AAFA xFH(relational
efforts) 2 HEYY #HR{FYH A (commu-
nication), %A -&(mutual adaptation), °|&
8} F¥(cross-cultural training) 5% € ¥ St
A71A AfrdAelde 7197y oul la A9
AAg AR F4, vFYH FRHE B 5
leti(Anderson & Narus, 1990, p. 44), ©]
AT AfyAolde £49 o Jd4F 7
& AT e 0] 57l fEo GSA HEY
Atole] AF w3 4#E FRAIUHAulakh
et al., 1996: Etgar, 1979: Johnson et al.,
1996; Morgan & Hunt, 1994). GSA HEY
7b 289 AolHdl Wl A&Hez LE WA
Feud AYAQ #Ee H1F £ gE Ao
(Das & Teng, 1998).
nhF7E 2 GSA HEY Alole] AT 3353
& AAHQY B3 FEE S3AE F UG
wak olyzt, AFE FaA A4 YoH
ulg2d 238 4 =L A0l 71¥Y Aol
€ 4% BAdez EdFe doplx st
(Aulakh et al., 1996: Das & Teng, 1998).
ol Z3le] g EFH A T 799 EAA
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]

Q #HABE AHE FAAIE FEHI 71E3A 9
&g & ¥ ojyak(Black & Mendenhall, 1990:
Black & Porter, 1991), ©& 7igizte] A|Fol
QM= FEY Aloje] E31F zo]HE FEHIe
Zo) &L & 4 Uch(Parkhe, 1991). € &
3 A&AN F3gEe BE FTIFHLEE BY
F2 A% 4z oojd 4 & Aot oY
3 =2 & AR OgF 2L Mol =29

M4 320 BEH FAAH ARl Ase) B

Ae BEUZY ABYA M o)

23% Aol

WA aA AR Asge

Ae shEve] 45Agd o8 2

32 Aol

14 3 WEE $AT AR 4Tskel BA
= e olgs Fdd o8 =
32 ol

7+ 3b:

V. Siel

4.1 #2 Y X2

B

LY

Ao AHEE 2AEE W 7199 GSAE
gges @ $H 4E2AE B9 FAEAG. &
A BE AFele Y, #EY 7199+, AFY
A A7l HEY 749 3§ 471A9 7%
A 25Utk Ade GSAZE 7HE gdetA Jehd
2 e 3B(SIC code 28)3 7] 2 AzHSIC
code 36) 4tjelct. HEY 7|99 & €2 ¥
Fatget olv £ A7 Mol #FFH #Ad

282

E}S =7

nletg $3 37 Wit AFEA A7l 1993
d 99RE 19999 8¥7AAIR ddtt ta 9
A9l 71F0)2 AT AFe A UF FHE
$+ A% ABE 2Hste o Fest e, Y
2 od) d AR A¥ Asart A5 BAS
A& 7hsAel Utkn BHEA7] HEoitt.
EY 7)1949 FAL GSA A Wxs A3 Es
2 Z7HE w7 B g As5 £ shsds
ATl FAt.

ol 7|FEE FEF3le GSA AHle &89 dl
o|HHlo] 23l SDC Platinum2%E F&3A+e
d 4587 vl 7]de] Egd 58670 GSAZF T
g, & 979 BAEsL 1ol ofdz Al
W GSA°l7] W st &L F 78 GSA
g Az e 499 AFAGE FdEie

o, o]Ao] Brled ZA$ol+ Hoover's Online

olvt Z 7199 FHolAE B GSAS M #
dol g AoE AdHE 99 oF, A4, F

& 5E Hofsigith

ZAM) AHEE AEAEe 58 2F, WARE &
A, 7194 Jd9 59 5 A AE, EE 2 U
& Ax SA=EAT ol2f 3 pre-testE AR A
e AE4H9E a¥ste #x, $37 B4R
BeR R 3 $EEHAeH 13 5 % 4F
Foll Hlgtatol ik 23 vjdo] $FHUTG B
T 12070 & F 2870 A H9E HFE A
Aadon 2 EFET ¢l T 4A
Ao AMgd S22 907HET. wetd 8 &
4EL 15.4%(HE 71 5 7oz & A%
19.7%)24 FA} Al (& E° John,
1984: Provan & Skinner, 1989) Exn® 15
-24% WY olA HojvtAe gtey o 7
® "X e $EoU

AT H33A M1E 2004 2%



224 HAH Afe sEY R4 BAST ko) Mol oldE 4y

AR g9t dAE Hu39E: Yol
CEOE EH3 BAMAF olde] 85%H2n, yn
A oAt ¥ EAFo|ATt. F8 Wl da 27
2 37 ¢ a1FE viwsld 7Y L& (non-
response bias)& A (Armstron &
Overton, 1977) & 1§ Atelel fel@ Hol7t
w2 9ottt =& common method variance
E #lsly] Y43 Podsakoff & Organ(1986)°]
ANG H2E AHEEAEH o] 94 A7 JE
U] gsiot,

4.2 gl &3

421 585

£ 47 ddre F&AsE GSAY AR
H, 94 =% d2 AFAHY 23e AR
%e =8| so] fAth(Geringer & Herbert,
1991: Gulati, 1998: Saxton, 1997). & 9+
dMe AF A2 AFAH YA (strategic per-
formance) 2 A28k, Parkhe(1993) ¥ Saxton
(1997)9 2A3YEL 4% 3% 5845 74 3
=2 23894, ol AF % HEUC g
APAEQ] HER, A% EF R 879 FF A
=, 349F 2 ALY 7l A2 52 $A%
e Aolden, 33 $E%] WH YdBNE B
9FE Cronbachd e AFE 0.942 wf$ &3t

4.2.2 594+
2 d70Mg SRSE 2A F8H 44

(competing similarity)®™ ¥8# #AM (coope-
rating similarity)elghe F %39 SEUL &

AU M337 A12 20049 23

S

Adeltt, AR FAME AFEH A FHAA
o} HEY 7|4t F8Y Y& Yristed, &
A7 e GSA HEWIE ME ddoziH
78k AFAH A4S AHH AR WY, AEA
3 9, J1ed A, AN AEy A § 4t
A Aoz FEsg. § 7ol AxsAU A
gty G943 A4 AHE Ad 990 dE F
A7) gl 7 Aol wial WY 2H L A
4 % F A 4EE S O - o KA
o 74 =2 AU F 8N ¥E o AF
E 0.872 E%ou & AFoMe o8 8 ¥&
F Axge AR FAHEY FFAZ AEEE
. GSA HEUZY] AEFAH BgAdol 7 el
M EF 898% o] oplet o= & YoM
€ FE 7] WRolth. &, TR o]
ge NA Y, AFIFe) A, Vled BH
Y RE 97t ot o FHuzRET
AT 57| BFojrt,

M =9 dz2 ¥YH FAEE AR
(societal culture), 373 #}7%(national context),
719 ¥3(corporate culture), ¥ (mana-
gement practices) % 47] AYoz FEHT
4 GSA HEY 719 A & AR
FAM3€ Hofstede(2001)9 < 371d E3lat
o ¥y, & AYAA, 2G4 Fng, G4
Az, NAFe] 4% 9 AFd 7123 Kogut
& Singh(1988)9] &34 Ay F4& @&3ld
385

=714 w73 FAl Kogut & Singh(1988)9 ¥
A& AMgstglch o9t Hofsteded 3 atgl ]
F 94 37k4e BAE FE 8 g AR
e, 94714 AeE Age AAZRAEE (World
Economic Forum)® The Global Competi-
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tiveness Report 20000] '#%¥ Z-=9] B3 #
d XY Aeg. FAFeze GSAY AH
9o #d9 Aog Hole wiEY HA Y7
A, AR #aFY A= WY BAY ¢
o} A EEE fAMd ol Z74E w9 RARY
Aol obd A Adez ZAHUI
of o]g ¥4 A & /ML 'S ()t

19888 FAMdL Bucklin & Sengupta
(1993), Geringer(1988), Johnson et al.(1996),
Murray & Siehl(1989), Negandhi & Prasad
(1971), Parkhe(1991) ol 71x38td 43 7
A A= g #Eo2 AU olE 8F¥EL
ARAQ 714 &3, oldH AR F8A FE,
AR e B, AIZHEE, nZd dig &
, st gig Ag FFo g #al, Aol
g B FoltHe=0.84). ol ¥ i3]
$HA 7193 GSA HEY 7Y Abele A
FEE Hrlte s sttt mixo g de|dg 9
FAM3E Saxton(1997)8 &S ¥ T
AN 2R, AAAABY, FEAZH, YA~
. opAE #e, AF# 5 6709 YuEY A9
#Ae] 7l5EoklAY FAMZ T AxE FHs}
Act(a=0.88).

N

Al
T

4.2.3 ZAdF

M JHAA HEAM =9 dE B d7R
ol Mel 23 (moderating variable)& #
UAeld, 45aS, o|#8 FH 5 7HA Ade
2 78#E #AFZH k¥(relational efforts)ol
o} 4 AFYA A (communication) Aulakh
et al.(1996)3% Young-Ybarra(1999)& #=xs}
o 48502 A, o] T F 5L 4 ¥

284

T

EUzt AFA G BAHA G HBE Aol
A AT &8, U F F22 HELY
A A ARJYAelAY Hizs} AduiA 4
& 3 FE U Aoy HE MRoA o4
Felv Iy A J=g v TYoId.

432 $(mutual adaptation)2 FEY A3
7t FAA s Ashdsto] g =3 297 FHo
sged olg 2337 Y3l Aulakh et al.(1996)
7 Das & Teng(1998)9] &4 F5g 4% %
3 5ES AHEEHT. £ 5 A Hlo
¢ AR 2 e £98, F FEL U]
Z A% i 2 =¥ FxZ, 2dn mpA
o GRS AF A AvE 5029 #4
A A= g gotstnz st

o] &3} F&(cross-cultural training) Z+ 3}
EYZt AdigE 2o # odsty] HE F4E
TEFA Z2aY9E Ysle =B 2¥9FeR
28t 2R IASA =28 23 &
£ 2% T3 AZE AHgsen, A x99 «a
Ase 242 0.80, 0.89, 282 0.812 ¥ w3
A vkttt

il

L
a
x

ox,

L4

4.2.4 EAESF

L

L

2 A7 A FAHA e 2 AAEHA
FAT A, HEUL FRY zo], BAY A
F AY, AFY 71 5= AFY Ayl 4%
oA £ Qe Wggott mekx o5 ¥MFE d
FRdo BAdEsE IFANAY. B A7 e
A7l 2 Az 5 27 el &g vz g9
GSAE ez &z e, wehy 4 s
oo 942 s FEUT 7R Aol
719 AA7t opd AF #F AR T2 A

A
LV
=
o

Ao H33A M13 20044 28



22Y HaH HF DU S4A BATH 30| Y| olde YY

a9le FEE 7IEe g sgedl AuHQ HRe
Hart olelel gzt F87 Hrld rZsiy
ol g, 4T oE, Azt FAL i AT 4
A Az A AAY AF dEL A
HEY 7143 FAd AF wAE H FHel 3
EX AR E ool W52 S8 AFY 713
2 8% GSAZF drhd o HAeANE NE &
2 FYsiid

4.3 Xz2| B4

gollM AAR S AEE] A FaAsH
(OLS)el i FHALNE 2GAR Wrof 44
g R AR 9l M 1 % 7 2a~248
AZE7) A% Ao2A 5/ =yt 4749
BAYS, 281 A%E FHEFE ste 3
o] FAHt F A dAE /M 3a~3cE
Az g Aoz, Z4Re zRAsd FHY
A B2 F8 2A(interaction term)&
194 Add  Frteld AEH  FHAEY
(hierarchical moderated multiple regression)
< ANsgd. 23RS E F9%(median)E 7]
Fog ¥ fuidsd AT 4 H5E
Hojdes A8 A4S R &4dol feEHY,
wAgy pAde P AFENY g 48
AA Ry d4Ee A4 (multicollinearity)
242 g3 F de FHel AV

V. 45EN 21

B 23FWe 9 BA¥g)
8 718 FA 9 wLte] AT (E Dol
dehd gtk oM HRo] WEZlY] ARAS
7} 2] g2 o, AR 299 Condition
IndexE #Rl8l & of AAF thFFA4 (multi-
collinearity) £4l€ gl& o2 sddr}

(B 29 194 IALN dae 7 SgiS7L
AFe AFA Yoo A e 9FS E9F2
ed (7 1~7Md 2d0), BARY AAHoE fo
& 2A3(p=0.0002)% vehhn JATHR?=0.32).
4 A4A FA 847 20O FHA AF
(p€0.05)8 Bdozn HEUZY ZAH FAH4
of AFo Mue] ¥AA J&FE vAke 7M1
o] A€}

4719 FHA A g FolMe 7198 %
B Pe 7t F938A(p<0.05) *(+)9 AFE B
oFm et WA ojE W HEUL FAM
of AFe A&H Ao IHY F& A Aol
g 7H 2¢ 2 2471 AAEY. a2u HEY
7147e] AV8 E3H(societal culture)® fAMI
2714 w7 (national context)® FAMIel AF
Autdl 2AAY 9%L viA Fojzte M 2ast
2be 194 ALHAME AXHA Wkt

g8 AF 71, #A 2A¥, A= 2], N F
4709 AR Felde FEUZ F2o Aol
o] A%< Ao Fof3 4¥Y2 A Ao ¥
Edth(p<0.01). &, AF FH ALY #2

8 AREF(EY

1) Aiken & West(1991) $¢& malyo] Tore AR thEBM4Y FAE 435 o8 34318 R (centered data) AHE-E
Axdct a8y Bobko(2001)E 2418E AR/t AN Bde 93EA 2 Asd 7], 23, $AA o4 Bl
2#AY 8% (linear transformation) o} et &3ole g T2E /XL the ¥44 932 Ao

ZEE AT M3 M1E 20044 28
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(8 1) wsiel 4l

L f&l; 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 1 12
1. COMP |2.40(1.21] 1.00
2.8C  |1.36(1.23/006 1.00
3.NC 1036]042[-0.10 020 1.00
4.CC  |424|1.06]-009 -0.24* -0.20 1.00
5.MP  |361]1.22/001 -0.10 -0.08 0.42° 1.00
6. COMM [4.98]1.10(-0.02 002 0.13 0.33" 035 1.00
7. ADAPT|5.07]1.10]-0.11 -0.08 0.06 0.32* 041" 0.74° 1.00
8. TRAIN |3.13]1.40| 0.21" -0.03 -0.05 023" 027° 024" 0.14 1.00
9. AGE [49.0(27.8/-009 018 -0.01 010 -0.03 -0.28" -0.15 -0.24° 1.00
10. PRIOR | 0.0910.29| 0.16 -0.34® -0.23* 0.23* 003 004 007 029* -0.12 1.00
11. SIZE |1511078|0.19 -0.13 -0.10 016 0.23° 0.34* 028 035 -0.17 -0.00 1.00
12.IND 060|049 |-043* -0.12 013 -0.07 000 002 -0.08 -0.22* -0.21" 0.06 0.01 1.00

F: 1) COMP AA3A #AK3, SC A3 fAM (2514 Ag), NC Z714 w73
MP #elge] $AM, COMM #ATuUAold, ADAPT 433¢, TRAIN °|&3 Fd, AGE AF 7%,
PRIOR #A4 A¥, SIZE 7% o], IND AHgJ

2) * A3AF7) 0.05 FEAN FFHY

286

fAH3, CC 719&3 fAM,

(& 2) ®chl 37EY Zat

F59%

sgus S
AR fAM -0.25(-1.90)**
44 A4
A3 23} 0.06( 0.52)
713 W7 0.33( 0.97)
71923} 0.31( 2.06)**
Ael g 0.24( 1.93)**
A
AF 44} -0.00(-0.30)
#A 3g 0.75( 1.43)
TR Ao 0.63( 3.39)***
A -0.36(-1.13)
R? 0.32
F-value 4.25%**

2)(

F: 1) A2, 3714 WAL Azl's 2%
Y=t @

3) ** p<0.05 *** p<0.01(BANSFE AT SYHSEE one-tailed)

AU M3 M1E 20044 2%



221 MY Mfe ned &40 BASZT ol Yoiof njXlE Y

R s e e PR A e S e R S S

(B 3) H2uA a7eS Fol(EXHeIt Z8E hierarchical model)

&/2RNE 2484 Ao
Egds ARYA A AEHE o|#3} ¥
AYA FAA ~0.22(-1.60)* -0.12(-0.89) -0.18(-1.32)*
HH3 FAM
A+ 23H(SC) 0.12( 0.71) 0.00( 0.01) -0.23(-1.50)*
2744 WA (NC) -0.77(-1.17) -1.15(-1.81)** 0.33( 0.90)
719 %3HCC) 0.13( 0.63) 0.05( 0.28) -0.02(-0.11)
el Sel (MP) 0.33( 1.83)** 0.44( 2.73)*** 0.56( 3.33)"**
ZAMS
AFLAL 0.00( 0.03) 0.00( 0.08) 0.00( 0.87)
AARY 0.81( 1.54) 0.44( 0.85) 0.64( 1.16)
FE A}l 0.59( 2.71)*** 0.69( 3.72)*** 0.61( 3.26)***
Abe -0.22(-0.69) -0.12(-0.38) -0.20(-0.64)
275 ote) B
Z23¥% x SC -0.10(-0.44) 0.14( 0.61) 0.49( 2.04)**
2394 x NC 1.31( 1.7D)** 1.85( 2.62)*** -0.40(-0.56)
Z3WS x CC 0.20( 0.94) 0.32( 1.55)" 0.48( 2.07)**
Z3¥5 x MP -0.18(-0.77) -0.46(-1.93)** -0.60(-2.46)**"
R? 0.38 0.43 0.42
F-value 3.55*** 4.38*** 4.15***
AR? 0.06 0.11 0.10
AF-value 1.66(p<0.17) 3.49***(p<0.01) 2.98**(p<0.02)

7 D) ABES, M WAL Adz 33

2 (et #

3) AF-valuer ZAWF(2ag) F71d BE& A4y Z018 Jehle SA4XY

(HO: BE ZA}Y As = 0)

4) "p<0.10 **p<0.05 ***p<0.01(EAAFE MY ZHUVTE one-tailed)

7t }EY 714718 FAEFE BFggo] FolA
£ Aoz gAY,

#AZA = (relational efforts)e] &4 9
(/M 3a~30)€ (E 39 AFH FIAEN
(hierarchical moderated multiple regression)
Aze} Jeht gk ¢4 AAHez | AR
YAelde 2342 & A% 2ddxg R 3

BT H33A M1 20044 28

HEE BAACE R e Ao v}
(p<0.17) 7Md Ba(AF/M FURe PiY =
Age A€t 2% Ooldh)e AA=HA @it
a8 A3ALY o|B3 FHE AWUFE B
A% RddMe B%F fo& Axst vehd M4
3bs} 3ce AR HAH (A p<0.01 2 p<0.02).

A S FAste N e Gl
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Z3HEe BES AURY o33 2o AR g
2 =744 i@ e fAbdel T H30F S(-)ol=
ZOME ¥ BAZ BEHAY FAM o] of
d A hdez S3HUS) 01 =3 *M]ZX‘
ool watte] o} Fae F(+)ot
T 7l‘§—r§} EL 43]?@319} 4?:‘74]%—{1
F()olt (& 3)
= AFY *34011 olAe dqEA &
BASA o] g3AA Erhe
d& g0 AFUANEH 25A
13’3{4 =7h Wi Aelzt AlF A
Al FHE 9FE 93 1?4 —?u. slom
(zt7} p<0.05, p<0.01), o] &3 ¥ A3 E3}
A zolrt wiAe FHH 4FE ii}f\l?% 4
(p€0.05). &g #=lye v*}*é(x}ﬂ%‘i o] A%
A Al FAAR(RAH) 4 A J5He
3} olg3} Fdol o3 2FHR Y€ ¢ T 3

(#t7} p<0.05, p<0.01). &#A "‘E‘!‘* & % ol&E
43 e aAge ddde F3g
A HH)9 freld A4E HoFed, °]—‘é 2e
A4 e 719Est A AFE BAFn

WA FS AR oldlE  Sle dolnt

(E 39 224 ALY Zd= 194 24
(& 2) F2)elA AAHA @94d 7H 2a o
2bell g FEHQ AAE BaFn W= 3t
FEY 7]47te AR EEA Ael(FHd 2a)% F
7bE w7 9] 2ol (74 2b)7F AFe] ] F4

FTE AL YT FEHLE HAFa 3
Rolth(#42t p<0.10, p<0.05). 194 EA49
A freldel Y A fAMILS 29A E4
dA BAZH Ffdel i Zasilen, w2
He 294 BHAME od3] fod4 9% 89
< BFan vt

Z—]

p

i
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vi. 8

=2
[

ZA) A= AF(GSAs, global strategic al-
liances)ol gt oldle A, TAHIE, v}
AY 9 FopllA o] Folz 2o B A7
g& 9§ oAz Ao 2t 2 FUY Fe
AT e Az Bretn FEUZE FAHI ol
A FHEL AR Z1d71EY AFE e
geti gAY BEA Aojdo] AF AdFel F
FRo|g el A9 ARG EF Fol fuisiA E
Ago] & ZWo] Sl Ax ARt HELZ
A/, & Ay ¥4 T #¥d
MEs AF8Y 2del €83 A7 ol 3o
e Ae 3 ApAolA|ul o} WEEo At

HAo|%n HEY 7|d9 A, ¥

AFe AH 5L AAHez 2 AF
3 B&q oot

2 dFE o AT 97 Fu e
HollA AAE WE&EE st HHA HAR
(cooperating similarity) @ 43

£

Blud &

’L_

Bl

ol -

A\
t%

_l
L84

A

frAH3 (com-
peting similarity)elgle ME2F A4S Aokst
3 ol AFe g AAMNIe TEHY A+
rdS A (ag 1) #Fx). £ o]E v
% 7199 GSANM #3T ARE T3l 4FA

o

234

A € d7elM AN d7RYLe
Parkhe(1991)«l =8 712 F2 AT ©
3 2e HoA 2EA J1qE AFddn £ 5
Ak, AA, AR /FANE AF R 98
Jez xFagct A, HH S A6
' A4S AP AA, #ASIE 9%
=g 2L IPARATG. U, o] 2ds
AFHoz AFeH.

AR ®M33A M1Z 20049 2%



22Y MY MFel e 45} PAST Lol SN0l oiXlE Y

Ay AFS edos A BH, AR
B AR, 7164 B 5 SEAUME HZ ne
2o Aol 59 A% EHE AR M
12 oleld AWA A4 A AU HEY
2 o) gATE AYE FLT By ¢
Bdad AFAHE AAPGE Aol of M
& 202 ANY AARHON e AR
9otk sEvze 4ERgdel AFe 4zl

L5Aolaie w2 4L A2 Aol YA,
2 Q7E ol 4sNedE AAA A9
242 setan B4l o AFAeR A3
ATk A 71E A9 AEgE g 2e
o £ ool AAA A4 AW 2HA 2
Zakol ohd HARE LT BARMAE He
AAA $AE FAkE RE Ao ohi of
C @ AfeiTolE Regol (FAHY) Aol
M A 2R ARE AL £ e AL
ARINE BT A% AGH AKE nelse 7]
e 1 AF 2Ad me od Aelsh dAley
A Aot A gy ARl AUAA FA
AQude o= AT 4ol@ 7198 nEdz A
Aake Aol vgAg Aolnh

AR BEA §A4 2R WA §Ao) A
F9 47 284 9L WA Rojee A
2a % 2b $¥H02 ALY BEY /g
249 02 7129 A750] Ag 25 24 Wg
Hulz Hld o wd, & A7 29 Aol
A8\ 2stsh 2714 WAgoleke WY 5 A4

o2 FEAYL % ket o|ES BT A2 3

my ol

Aagith. detM gEE fAMS B3R (Y 9
A) &Ug 2o F wggle o ddd.
A3 #AM 7 719 Al WSl 7R
9 g PE Y RFAMol AF AT HAA I
82 w3 Aol 7 2c4 2dv WAR AA
Heik. 7H 2d(FE e e F 9A Y 2R
AN AAHAe, M 2c(719EHE A1dA
EMoME AR EHARA T BAZ o] AW
2 ¥ A29A BMHerMe AA"HA g
4l 7183 BASA e Aol AF
Aol 23R d¥s e Ao Yehgot
°l°!l W3 WA e BASH o Y
Z23 Aol ol Az 7 Esle] Jg
@!9— d=d £ IS A= Aen AHHY 9%
& AF A vjd $ gide Holth,
gefrM A 29A EAM BAZF o] ¥
A Y FEgE SsAIle 23Ws 988
& Aojgte= 74 3a, 3b, 3¢7t WAE AAHY
€ saAet, ol BAFA =Ho| AF Aol
AHHA 4FE vA A o 2 4EE &
Ao daiMe $F 794 o $sd dert
Ak, BAZA o] £33 FEE 95k FA
U, B3 alejd g FhEdle Fujdidd Ive
Aol 71& A7 dFEe] 2] RolA Qe Ao
2 Bol 2HH dFrude 23 4¥S ddn &
£ o] o|2H o o] gEs Bolrle A%t 3
Y ko] MAGE A FAE e f1e Ao
2 gy ox Ase suEds 88 AAN
ol 224 # vt FHEY 44 HAHdA HEY

) 2 oFeAE AAE B AT dAA ARR BAFY =¥ eE ARAY SUESE sl AAENE AR Byinh gy 9

H4g a2 AHRE A5 olE A HeE
index 71¥)7} velgken, o

£, 283 olEH 714183 9 AYyeiele] JuBAR 8l 1534943 B (condition
| §48 %ﬂﬁﬂ 8 medianit® 7123 FEF Cir]d4E ARSI ol Wfo 4R BE

=g HAe) 4A(R 7!%)01 ZAAS A%E AFE @ 2elo) via) golHr mebd o Astel FAN Bae Auble ¥

AAEAT a3A M1E 20044 28
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e

 FA0] o= A F(AH)E = YA,
It BEYZL APHE FEYL FAL Foi3
Aoz WA o a2%7) g A A
e Azt ¥ FEUE AFAS AS oY
234 Age FHasEAY 3E + de W
HE Fe Aol 4FHQA AFE A F83 A
b 99, FAZFH L vl olHF A9 &
AMo] @ & o FEY Aazke F&H A
FuUAoldelt 434 ¢ o] FELIY FA
A FAE FINE Y& Aolge F5L V&
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Partner Characteristics, Relational Efforts and
Performance in Global Strategic Alliances

Jooheon Kim*

Abstract

The literature on global strategic alliances(GSAs) remains shrouded in vague pronouncements
and conventional wisdom, such as ‘complementary differences are essential to high
performance, or ‘similarity breeds success. When does similarity promote more favorable
alliance performance, and conversely, when does diversity promote more favorable
performance? Is there any way that frictional effects of diversity could be mitigated? Despite
the critical importance of partner characteristics, partner capabilities, and alliance
performance, no study has systematically and comprehensively considered similarity and
diversity and their roles in shaping alliance performance.

In this study, I used two new variables, competing similarity and cooperating similarity, in
developing a comprehensive model that forces a simultaneous treatment of partner
characteristics and partner capabilities in GSAs. Another new variable, relational efforts’,
was also included as a moderating variable.

An empirical test of this model on a sample of 90 GSAs generally supported my hypotheses,
suggesting that competing similarity has a negative effect and cooperating similarity has a
positive effect on alliance performance. Findings also show that deliberate relational efforts
mitigate the frictional effects of differences in the dimension of cooperating similarity.

Key words® global strategic alliance, inter-partner similarity/diversity, competing similarity,
cooperating similarity, relational efforts, alliance performance.
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