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A Study on the Performance Between Technology Innovation and Market
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2. 422 74 QOIS 2 AsSYMES RXGH=X &
Olsts WHOICH. 012N R0 Lo a=s
g2 yse JgNKgLSs sz 0 BSHIES "ot Reldii= HE
SI5104 Morris & Paul(1987)1t Lumpkin &  CHEE0l |RAS= A2 Az = AL
Dess(1996)7t ALSEH XE Z0IA 6IIXIE E HF0AE RRIZAS F0i Varimax
AsSIRON, ZRSIILS EE)| ot STYE ST FIEEAS dAGU
Of Covin & Slevin(1989)7t A8t X x = 970 ARZHC HAS 502 A
MM 5IHXE ABSIRON, Jzdaxg OfU2SEE BN Rels SHE EE
H2 =35 950! Moorman &  OfdCh
Miner(1997)Jt AI®3 =G 15JtKIS Al QUBAZ L JIGIHNELY EHFIS
stRom, ARNSHS =Fs)l gste  HE FSE 2T Sl 2elo2 S0
Kohli, Jaworski & Kumar(1993)7t JHeear €80l SSHA2L NFNEEE TH, I
MARKORE & 1501KI 2 AIBSIRon, 4ng  ERUXFEE 100 deld s 50 &
=Mo0| 915101 Zahra(1996a) 0t Al = S0l S RAUSE KO 1S g=US
I DKL 6IKZ AIRSEHRUCE aoz LAl QelE4S 2 AIGH Ok ot
20| HIRoWO| EIENS AZGIAUCH
EE OIS Q010 e MRl AES 9§
V. 7M274Z% 9 Az} 8 Cronbach Alphfl H4E PoIUCH gt
Mo AREO HTOl Cronbach Alpha Al
2JF 0.6 014012 AlRIM0l UCID 20
1. Bt 2 A2y A4S M HAZ FHUQ MNEZ =85l =24
il T = =T =R=RC [
s 2 QICID OI0IBHCH. 2 ¢Ro 24
UM HMAIS ApR2EO PL0I BEBA 3t Gronbach Alpha H&E 2F 0.68 €2
AR 2o RLUBHE HAGIAL. 2 o2 2 QoA AN o8t 8422 btLt
olEAMol JI2YeE IS 22 o] HAZ W] 85 AP XMGACH
o 52 221 BtLel Qelez SO
<E 1> 024 #u}
a9l 232 2913 29l4 e
718 AR FA6 0.868 -0.078 0.165 0.067 0.028
71282845 0.853 0.049 0171 0.035 -0.015
7= AR FA7 0.824 0011 0.197 0,016 0.056
& AA 412 0.805 0.228 0.017 0.134 0195
7% 8 A 413 0.783 0.094 0.051 0.263 0.223
71&8AAFA10 0.770 0.284 0.028 0.154 -0.274
71258 A 2| A8 0.735 0232 0.341 -0.053 -0.020
71&8 A A 8411 0.684 0.446 -0.027 0.186 0.061
V&8 2EA9 0.683 0.104 0.066 0.083 -0.481
7% 8 A7 8414 0.669 0.016 -0.091 0.099 0.223
71&8 A A %415 0.393 -0.184 0.022 -0.128 0.038
71 A7} 434 -0.024 0922 -0.062 0.030 0.009
71 FA A3 0.030 0.894 20017 0.143 0.026




7197k A 845 0.013 0.848 0.027 0.075 0.201
7147 3431 0.064 0.845 -0.078 0.070 -0.025
7147k A 82 0.004 0.812 0112 0.110 -0.120
7197k 346 0.195 0.623 0.107 0.038 0.477
A A 843 0.081 0.022 0.881 0.001 -0.039
Al A 3410 0.163 -0.056 0.849 0.020 0123
A A 8412 0.164 -0.069 0.761 0.160 0.118
A2 A6 -0.060 0.117 0.739 0.112 0.197
AN A 45 0.035 -0.050 0.700 0.163 0.225
A A 839 0.156 -0.132 0.669 -0.193 0.374
A A 842 0.247 -0.097 0544 0.150 -0.103
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Z 257141 0.189 -0.001 0218 0.826 0.014
Z2 %7142 0.110 -0.061 0.041 0.758 -0.243
2347144 0.084 0.185 -0.238 0.706 0.043
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A 3R -0.100 0.265 0.107 -0.024 0.678
A 3}H4 0.487 0.046 0.201 0.056 0.639
A5 0.59 -0.083 0.225 -0.128 0.604
A -0.093 0.010 0.272 0.100 0.452
IHA 7.178 4.806 4.489 3.340 3121
Cronbach Alpha A 0.922 0.916 0.869 0.838 0.767
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Do HAS ot 240ttt
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Il Bl UM QoEAN Ao sz  TE Zids USH Z2U
<E 2> 1 H52 s AHEE EAYE
Adjusted R | Std. Error of the Change Statistics -
R |RSquare Square Estimate R Square FChange | dfl | df2 o F
Change Change
0108 | 0.012 -0.005 0.402 0.012 0.686 1 | 58 | 0411
2o ENES BH FAAQ KRoAZIt D f AN I UL,
0.4112 2 AIUAMN 3 |2AT 0.058 Jbe 201 JIoXEHd2 JI=8aNE
He= A2z UEL 3A A0l |S20I6HAl o @2 QIX=X0 st 2ES Sl
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<E 3> 78 2 52 2 7A=Y SAHY
, Change Statistics
Adjusted R | Std. Error of the
R |RSquare , R Square Sig. F
Square Estimate F Change | dft | df2
Change Change
0.093 0.009 -0.008 0.656 0.009 0.511 1 | 58 | 0477
Ol I8 Jt4 11t CHEDIXIZE 22 A0 = A2 LEHGLCH
st RATIE 0.4772 = LI 374 JpE30 ZERIIL0L AEXEHE0 DIX
SHX QS &2 = 20 JIAHACH £ gatg Aot g AAESH 2AH S
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s 0IXls &S 8ittL] S0tk
<E 4> 714 3 ASE 2AE AHEY SAY
. Change Statistics
Adjusted R | Std. Error of the
R R Square . R Square Sig. F
Square Estimate FChange | dfl | df2
Change Change
0.068 0.005 -0.013 0.403 0.005 03 1 | 58 | 0606
0l JI8S Mo Jt& Ot&HRZ 2 40l ZERRIIE0 JlssaXEdl
FAN st RASIH 0.6062F =H LIS DIXle g&s ZSot) A A2y &
AL SHA JOIE 2 + U0 I g SHEES Ot €Lt
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<E 5> 7M1 4 52 AT HA2Y SAY
) Change Statistics
Adjusted R | Std. Error of the -
R R Square ) R Square Sig. F
Square Estimate F Change | dfl | df2
Change Change
0.213 0.045 0.029 0.644 0.045 27 1 | 58 | 0103
Ol JIES MO D& 201 AN S gt Hofote A2 KFE = U
et S2SIt 0.10322 = Lt a4 Ct.
o SAHHE il S = U0 I CtAd Be oA B Ol AIEXE
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. Change Statistics
aw R R | Adjusted |Std. Error of the Sig F
Square | R Square Estimate 0.339 | F Change | df1 | df2
Change
ledA-AZAE 0339 0115 | 0.100 0.380 0115| 7529 | 1 |58 0.008
NAAGF-71e84 10339 | 0115 | 0100 0.620 0115| 7529 | 1 {58 | 0.008
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