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= Ao SAAAAZCZMN L7Ido] AFAY £YFA S G AT A5 o2 T
Aol dHolnt.

o]@ B Ado] vlsld SkPAQ 4olg BHal AFAE FAstedd ws EFA

H5zo] & Holgh, a3y 7129 AFH AA0| Bolut AFolAME Al %

52 mo 2olg AYI 4 utm Bm glon old W ©e HAF5H A7t ol FAA %o
(Conrad & Plokin 1968, Fisher & Hall 1969).

ay Selvele] oAl B Akdol BlElA f8e] w2 ANF 2 2 7Y%
Agsittn B 471 glenz 7129 9a-5BAd i A4 2 AFE olge feut s
Aol g Btk 2 471 itk Bowman(1980)2 vlE71 S tidez B Ak EofelA
8z Folzte] B(-)o AnBA} EAIJhE AL LAF vt Ao, aE o d4HY
&2} (return-risk parodox)el thek Ao 2A 710 1‘41 Qe Aol g HEAtelrt 9
A3} o)A de vAdn AAFL A F, 7B | 2o EAEE AYxn e 714
(troubled firms)2 Aoz 18A ¥ 7144 ]5}04 ABF7TAA HEE BY 7Hs/dol
Z2the Aol

719l AEHQ iAo Zel| A ApgEC] et
A3l A 0l AgES Fsle Zo] YnkAel za@_o_gx
aAA A 98] W Bxe APIAY YT
o}, 7#v, Kahneman & Tversky(1979)2 BE JAAAAES] P4 AF3HA 4
o] AL ofn], YATIQt MElA] EEA(target)}t F7 3 (reference)® @&l ﬂﬁ}
AN SJFETAGe] TA Jehdrhs T2 2H E(prospect) o] €8 AAIStIL o
3 ZoxdEC]2e] uwaM Fiegenbaum & Thoman(1988)2 w=7Id4& wWde=
Jegers(1991)& ®7ld] 719S ez AFATE e, FRARG R F< &
Qo g JRETH AES Holn ZEARG & F£9& FPste /I9EL dFEol
9339 A A W JS AFstn Ut

olgd Y& Fozke] BAC] g o] 23 AZH o] YZste] EF Aol Hlst] BER
Aol o) Btz RSEol Hlwd g2 U Fu AeUdd A ozt #AE
Azdpste] 1 9912 FHE s g U Bt ou @ AE AdEAL =
2 kAol £98 A & e WAL s e T Jde 28 d=E
A xS ANt 2 A7 2R £o

£
o
2
P
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& A7 oA dAFUde felvet 3“%4?3 FAMNE dEEY FEUEFTTH
A P& d3dAE 271902 s, B Aol dojA Ale]
TR X 9 (Industry Effect) S %ﬂo}?] a1 o AdoA FEIGS ’d@
P33 dolgte FAAA Aokl Blma A5Fe77E 4 71ddaraiel jtel
2 e SIS ddez . A Folld dEEee 7ol A
dol a3t Fold Bt ofet AR GA7Ige] thEEolojx dqd He
s 4 17 < ¥ ol VI AREHE FASI B2 JGAEA =
2oz ol ot & F7} glo] & AFolA A5t
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ol

ot rs’L R

£ 43 HEH, Friedman & Savage(1948)2)
T3 L B3P Y EETG ohlel 2Ed dodo) Sl
HE ddn "—du’éi‘é}ﬂ lom ol sl Markow1tz(195
€ o Fishburn(1977)4& 9&d4Fo

54T BEFYolete] RAoR FHHE BRBARAE ANeln o,

ol
oo
ot
-
]
__)d“
>
o,
paea
o

Aol o P AFH AFEAM, Grayson(1959)52 AfAkde] AAzS giroz
Ad dig 8-S 1453 2dx SAdAAGE A DYEFS ulm o] utod oo A

2) Friedman M. & Savage. L. J.."The utility analysis of choices involving risk.” Journal of Political
Economy, 56(1948),pp.279-304.

3) Markowitz, H. Portfolio selection, New York: John Wiley & Sons.1952.

4) Fishburn, P. C.."Mean-risk analysis with risk associated with below target returns.”American
Economic Review,67(1977).pp.116-126.

5) Grayson, C. J.,Decision under uncertainty: Drilling decisions by oil and gas companies, Boston,
Mass: Harvard University Press,1959.
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T A9FTFAEE U £88 2 48,E Y dgh
Swalm(1966)6)9] AFA TN = stk HAFdE(13%)E ez ZARE bl 1395 9
B oldYPddeM fEINAHES Holu ARG E Y57 TLIFE Holm ¢
o] Grayson® d79} Autd AE Ho|m gloh
Fishburn® Kochenberger(1979)72 AZAFoME MPAFNA o] &3 7S thA] A}
g3t AFS A7, EFFoolstade dEFFAU AgS ez ExFol s 98
§]x4 HU}:.C.L io]‘— oz 7-/\]_5]:17_ 11;}‘
Kahneman®} Tversky(1979)8)2 A3a dpuigio] oste] EF4l) vlusie =
4 4o diaiA, EAEAddo e E4E7E EEStn o|dedgd e 3 2
ZAFEE 28 Laughhunn® Payne 123 Cru m(1980)9)94 FEATFAME 23739
idez Agdfsled ddich AgA] B3R FARE %
. 88 Singh(1986)10& 64709 m=Z3} vt
3747 24T Fo ABAA S-S BEY

o 2 o R 10
o2
)
il

o

B
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N

o2 e
s
o
o
Hdow
rle
lo
o
(a3
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1%

%
7

N

AAXMEN M2 (Strategic Management)

Poter(1985)11& 719e] A9 A% fAske]l 2o4e sush] Aside Aol
SJetel ARG AHAREA} e A AT PP T ¢ Qs AdHAT FoA 8
vholgel AR Aedstelo} Brkn JAsa Yk

Porter’t Wb AUtz s duico szt thewt 2t

o
=

(1) Ma7Ixet A3t

oZ

>
>,
=
—
1o
:Ll
ol

ox
)
112
e

gxams 8 40 Za
2% AIHEA
AL, AFA 2, pRRoklA BT e 4

6) Swalm, R. O., “Utility theory insights into risk taking,”Harvard Business Review ,44(1966),
pp.123-136.

7) TFishburn. P. C.. & Kochenberger, G. A.,”"Two-piece Von Neumann-Morgenstern utility functions,”
Decision Sciences,10(1979),pp.503-518.

8) Kahneman, D. & Tversky, A.,"Prospect theory: An analysis of decision under risk,”Econometrica,
47(1979),pp.262-291.

9) Laughhunn,D.J., Payne, J. W.. & Crum R.."Managerial risk preference for below target returns,”
Management Science,26(1980),pp.1238-1249.

10) Singh, J. V. Performance, slack, and risk taking in oranizational decision making,”Academy
of Management Journal 29(1986),pp.562-585.
11) Michael E. Porter,Competitive Advantage: Creating and Sustaining Superior Performance(New York:

The Free Press),1985.pp 62-67.
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dpEEde] Et fElRel BRES) o BEHR 5

£ 9 7IgelmA] ApdsH (=AM EE F)
Axu| 2 2pE3HIBM &)

% (Dealer network) 23}

A7 2 AFEAY st

Portere 47 A% F o= AFT M¥ AA7Me AA714el A4S (Value Chain)el
A1 (Value Chain)& o1%A @2l A7l 2el slowl, olze] e
99 AREL AT F UL E FAG 9RY 9% 8Y 5 Avkn B Yok
A9 Foiziel BAYe) g AadTo] ot Sol-gPwiel dLL AL Fo ade
i 495 3
3

_.{

=2

ol

R )

997 54, A9 A8 54, A4 Al o

do] & s E olF 7Ige FY-AEIAN F () FAE Y= A
9] #H o] B gAstE o]l F 71d2 FA-AFEHAN A (+) FAE JE
b olFoix]ar Jth(Bettis 9+ Hall 1982, Bettis®t Mahajan

£3], Bowman(1982)2 &e] & #Al9 7149 A% AFFF2 ZAgo] ZstA ey
73—?*7P Zon ole T‘i‘.—%ai’}ﬁlﬂ () #BAE Je el J¢E vxE Aor Jds)

_‘_4

L%‘Z}Xﬂ«l .Tlvr/] —/“01 F-A@ A d&s A= AP EFH(Industry Effect) S A5
o AFAH A7 7S Bol olRAAm ded, "F7IRE ddez FA-dE#AE H

Conrad & Plokin(1968)12), Fisher & Hall(1969)!3), Cootner & Holland(1970)14)
2J1 Hurdle(1974)9] AFdAe & AdEAC] Fo-H@ A 4L vAe Adan
3 23 VI AFadA AT AEdAE F(+H)Y AETAE el S

ot ok g ol AFATel Aeolg Hole AFH AUE UFF =Fo=
Bowman(1980), Bettis(1981), Bettis & Hall(1982), Bettis & Mahajan (1985), Fiegenbaum
& Thoman(1988) 121 Jegers(1991)9 d7& & 47t 3l=d, Bowman(1980)15)2 1

= ooy oY

12) Conrad®} Plokin2 19503%E 19659¢7Hx vl= 59709 4I& iAoz 7837409 71de HFEozm A
Aol £9-93e] FHA HGFFHIT FEgE A E=AE AFEUT.

Conrad, G. R.. & Plokin, I. H..,"Risk return: U.S. industry pattern.”Harvard Business Review,
46,2(1968), pp. 327-343.

Fisher?} Hall2 1950d%H 1964Wd712] vl=el 117] A4S ez A gzt og £9-93de o
B FFE A5 29 AT ER NAAFEA EF B ()Y ARAE ASS A5

13

=

”

Fisher, P. C.. & Hall, G. R."Risk and corporate rates of return,”Quaterly Journal of Economics.
83(1969), pp. 79-92.

14) Cootner?t Holland(1970)-2 194638 1960Wd7kx] wl=re] 8578 koA 228742 7|9S FEERo=
AAste] AdETe 7ikd Zdo] Q3 Fol-HEoRAY FFEE HAITY ZH AESEN JIAHSE
oM R FH(+)o ATTAN USE ""‘0}‘”2]“} 71z grbe] e A ¥e ez a9l
t}. Cootner, P. H.. & Holland. D. M. "Rate of return and business risk.”Bell Journal of
Economics,1(1970), pp. 211-226.
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6 itEEHEHTEERS 19954 £ 3 %

= 8570 Aol 1572709 1S uideE A5 241 AARBAME ()9 dTBEAES
Holxgk, BAAR fFolde gidlen A4 H2dMe FAHCE fod F(-)9 A@EA
e gl AGeE A8kt Bettis(1981), Bettis & Hall(1982), Bettis & Mahajan
(1985)16)e] Aol 7199 thztshbd s A o] g o-HdAd4d-E& s,
ARz vFE tdAsE Fddte Vel F ()Y AABAE Helu glon #HA o
Z43kE st ZIdTodiMe ()9 ”J&*&ﬁl UrEb 1 9}8 S AL %lb}. Fiegenbaum &

T_

e G
Tx Al £A3 @htﬂ @?E}Wﬂﬂﬂr 7H‘§7l<§—ol Zlfziéﬂ AE FAEA *M%’;lol Hzé—
TARAY BEFE o] BTN e F(+)9] ABBAE JeRlY, FEFFolst 247
drdAe F()9 AdBBAE vz JeE H4Fstn Utk E22 Jegers(1991)18)2
1977958 19829717 3250709 @7]o] 7|dS tido s Adae) ok ope} 7z &3
Ty, @S, A¥d dig B T2 ST 43, £E2 ROl & FFstn 9

g $AoZ AgY A%, Txdsolgn UASH: AAE YFAYAT, tE Fass
AYZHAFE AHEF A3 T2agE0 Bt AAA) B AHS RelFa Uk
Fois Age #Agel We AW NS FAHoE 43V T ATRE Armoursh

Teece(1978)9] AT+ Fiegenbaum$ Thomas®] 198611909} 1988We] #idE =< &
7} =4, Armour®}t Teece(1978)2 1955WHE 19739 7|zHet vl= Af4kdel 2870
719e ez AFE v VZBEE R izte] #Hgo] F(-)9 AHAAE vehta 3l
AT FARCE FoF ARe EFA Rtk 19860 LEE Fiegenbaum® Thomas
o] =FolAe 1960dH FAAF & Zsole FH JFAAN FAAJ] A (+) o
AL Jehlz 197049 AR o ASodle FAZ] F(-)9 FABAZL dsol FA

15) Bowman(1980)2 19683d%E 197639 7IZtEctdls 8570 AdE didez, 1972d%E 1976d9

ZIZPESelE 11 A4S dideg FRo2 Myste AFsl).

Bowman, E. H..,"A risk/return paradox for strategic management,”Sloan Management Review,

21.3(1980). pp. 17-31.

Bettis(1981), Bettis & Hall(1982), Bettis & Mahajan (1985)9] fAFold ZHZF7|FL 1973d%H

19770l AFA71d-E 807 mi=7]dolt},

Bettis, R. A.."Porformance differences in related and unrelated diversified firms,”Strategic

Management Journal,2(1981). pp. 379-393.

Bettis, R. A.& Hall, W. K. Diversification strategy, accounting-determ-ined risk, and

accounting-determined return,” Academy of Management Journal,25(1982) pp. 254-264.

Bettis, R. A.. & Mahajan. V.,"Risk return performance of diversified firms,”Management

Science,31(1985), pp. 785-799.

17) Fiegenbaum® Thomand {74 AFHAZIZEE 19603 %E]l 19799 71x 0y, AFhidel vz 37
Aol A 5670 g Ao AAd 1283-2394719 7igdeltt.
Fiegenbaum, A. & Thomas, H.,Attitude toward risk and the risk-return paradox: Prospect
theory explanation,”Academy of Management Journal (31.1), 1988, pp. 85-106.

18) Jegers, M.,"Prospect theory and the risk-return retion: some Begian evidence, "Academy of
Management Journal,34.1(1991), pp.215-225.

19) Fiegenbaum, A. & Thomas, H.,’Dynamic and risk measurement perspectives on Bowman's
risk-return paradox for strategic management: An empirical study,”Strategic Management
Journal,7(1986). pp. 395-407.
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990U 7Y gEsEe Ao Y Afole BAFCRE folstA X ARE X
o F3u 3t}

AR/ FdF dge #BAH dFE viXe 2FEE Neumann, Bobel &
Hald(1979)20 o dFE = $7 el o AFE 19658%H 1973499 7IHEst A=
334719 719¢ e g #AEe Adn AT RMe Fof AudAE v 3
W Ee e AHHAE Yehd

Sehteel Alee B Akle) ulalA flde] & AVF 4uHoR e Folg 4
129 a-solaze] ta A4 L ATA ol Fehtet 8

Bowman(1980)° ]% 19E gAe s Be ARoply i Foite] F(-)9f 4
ok wkzh glom | g ol#d JAAH d4(return-risk parodox)
] AU Y 98 U gae]rt @ FdAd %S vR
g ARsn Ut = AGA 22 FA¥ S AYz = 71 (troubled firms)2 AL
o Hlsle YEFTAQ BYEES HY Mol Boke Zolnt
T3, 7120 HEAHQ oaFAo| BN AlFEo| Ut MElE AL FAL JAAA A
AT AQA e Fske Aol Wk Aoz HEHA AAo]Zolu A Fo] &l
1014 QAtAA e 3o et BeEe ARENY T4A5-E sPysted AxAA A S AR5t
o gt} 283y, Kahneman & Tversky(1979)& RE rlAAAEo] 3t AP A A4
S Holx AL opyw et MHA] ZE A (target)t FAH (reference)e] B3l |3t
A3 g AEFTFAAT] TFA Yehdn= *‘i"j“E(DTOSpect) o] &g AAlsta Ut
o]2|g 3_3“150];01] w2bH Fiegenbaum & Thoman(1988)-2 vl=7|9E W CR Jegers(1991)

& wld F1Qe taez AZATE ARt BEANG de £ Ak slgEe Uy
o ARFTA HS Holn REANTG £ £ FPoE VYL ol AW 4
%2 01 9ee 43sa gt
seluel Aende 2 Agaen dPseos PR 47} Jed, FAE W ol
vlated AGF2rt vlwA kA el AAFR HlwA FelHew oFoina &
20) Neumann, M., Bnbel [., & Haid, A.Profitability, risk., and market structure in West
German industries,” Journal of Industrial Economics,27(1979),pp.227-242.
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8  tERHEHIEERE 1995F £ 3 9%

F7h et ofel mEA | Aol APEl o] FA JPBAE o BAS HY Aol
o, W@delee o] #AE 2 oz #ddd. 2y, gREuas ey
ARE AT 7t glo] BMo] Brkssing 2 d7dAe dgserde ua
Aot AP7HEE g5 2ol JPslerigel talMvt daeigict.
UM ] 3asiridel g FodAe o daaA s Jepad

Ol
ol
flo r-

rr fo

)

2. H3ol F

1o

o 5%

del Fe 2Heke ARRE 2 FARES AFARIN £28 57} Aok AP
W Aolle ARG Folo) el FHLAEE AT 47} Slew] ARolgd] 12ta
Fo7 APBAe) ATE F2 old@ APARS AR FATAEL FANER 1w o] 74

—

[o

T EY MES Yele B 3L ddoz A5l o|RolA gt AR B 9
FIPARER &3] oj&EHe A F2 AFVEEN FAAM|IE(ROID), WEAEo)AE, 4
Aol E T8 & U AW, IgAAS] AN EZ dwtHoZ o] LHE AFE 7]‘*'94
FAFAES eREA 22 e] &84 (proxy varlable)i ol &5l FaMtolego] 2}
FAHEHE dgon. B APFME 7199 +A4E St MFE A0 ER AL L5}
jEdolE3 FAMIGGCIAEAE/E £ Aol drht B9 MS5ARE Tolrs] A
ol WMFd daME FHstuA skt

FH, 71EATAA 7199 ARFTL F2 $UEY A E 2H6ld] gtk AlgAR <
& Arole #71e WEEE Udehlle BAgolu TEANS ol gstgon, dARaY 79
T AA 71deld e MEAE BAgto g Alatelad s 236t B dPoE S

719 olele] MEFAE AN Z Adsel e AES 2H AU,

2 7N A7A7IEL vt A FAIME APl erider AYstdn. d3A
T 52 JFA LU F 31AMIATE, B AFM zEol&o] 7h5d 719 3074 7]

AQFLYE dehlE EA0 8, v ol E B ARG S S PAR NS RA
BE Ade] A3 ATATARE FTAFYAARNE olgadnh. SH717e 19904
B 1994924 5dgeteln, omﬂiow FAYA R FFAS} BANE AE3 HEE

FAAAA A EH S goj ABIAAEA (Pearson Rank Correlation Analysis)H3hH-g o]

21) A, AFAAE, 1995, 10. FAFH3, F2A a2 AAEA, 1995, 6.
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dEES] ST fElael BBHEcl T ERERE

AAA EAANHE ol AHAA M (Pearson Rank Correlation Analysis)®Pd

LI A3 g ®EW A N F
AROI -0.0023 0.0349 30
VARROI 1.2513 0.0024 30
AOITA 0.0229 0.0391 30
VOITA 1.2529 0.0048 30
ANIOE -0.0836 0.5957 30
VNIOE 1.7076 1.2123 30
AROI = RB#FA ool &, VARROI = H¢ %—XP*H § A, AOITA = HFFAIA
°|E, VOITA = BAFAIIAIAE 2AA, = A71AEel E, VNIOE = 7]
AREolE A
(£4-2) A7 Fzbe) BAREA
T4 SHUS | AF FRNF | Tl | ARAST | RAFEP)
AROI VARROI 30 -0.6534 0.000***
AOITA VOITA 30 | -0.6877 | 0.000°**
ANIOE VNIOE 30 | -0.9161 | 0.000"**
g (™) i p <001
871 SARAE AW B, FAHAES FANIYERODE 34 A¢, 97 APz
Fre A<l 7o %T&%ﬁl(%%ﬁl¢-= - 0.6534)8 YERia glow, FARtgiol &3 ) ahe
oldge dAATE A7 -0.68777 -0.9161 & FA4HA o AAVAAE FAGm U} &
3] ARl EA e %fﬂ}—%ﬂ'ﬂfﬂ e wE FAAAE FAGL ol FEHE Aot

oleig 42 34011 of sk
= F7F Ao
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1. A2

MZA#= Bowman(1980)°] PI=719& EH’“OE AFT AFEHAA, F() 9 AEH F
Ae 7190l AYz de Agdd digt seztolrt HE8F 59 3 %
A= $eive JFgsAdldE Aeddn & 71 it
b 7129 ASAQ A BN AlREo] digks HEE A AL AEF A
A3 A FgE Fste o] dwrEQd oA HMFHA ARl 8oyt A F-o] &l
o} A 4/‘}@76‘2}-4 Aol dg HEE JFAHY TLIFE TP B YEHE At
3, RE JAHEAAAEC] 4 A3 9A 4FE Hole AL obyH, At A
Al %Eil(target)‘/} ZA4 (reference) @ Gl 2sle] F3jgdetn HFFFE T £
vehdthe 229 E (prospect)°] £ AA1@ Kahneman & Tversky(1979)8l F33} of
e °]5<]’3]'-E— Axeln AlgEY. 2 AdAcs go EhAS WEsn Sle ZIdely
o] 4o & Addte 719L AZF F£4E IH3] Ha ARFTAD FI9AAEA
go] B7] Wio Ao FauAS Aldstn =
A AdrAR & st @I 3t Tf} ol Reof FAAAE vehdoh
o] 2 fgslFAdel s ALdkn & 7t e AolH.
ARl A FHgolste] o] ddsE ZdTeR disE W ErIdEd Ad-+
2 ABUFB/AZ AZT F U Aol & A7 F8 AR sh8, ol A
85 {Ftd B o] sojop & Aot
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2. 7| SEDt oA

selve sleaele Selvtel AR AU FFL XD 1 FRANAE s,
= ale VAT Audes A99del e otk 712 BAolER ATelEANE T
24 Flosbdl webd, 8ol Agets Felo] BgseloR, Zde) FAEQ FATL ol Fol
A2 /1949739 A5t B AT ALE FA AT TE B ARRAR A

dotn YA B, old@ AA AFEAAT UF ANEes o EFAH WEA e z=

~AEC 2, o] olge] AUHOR JPFFo] Be ALV RollE Hgo] e A

g Azsa 92 dedgel AGAERADS Botekel A APAL YT FFE

slAE 29e Ags Al A g 2o slelstad shedl A7l FAH] AU
aE, 2 @7 QN A7 @RS e 2t

—158—



] St felnel Bt i ‘EFE 11

AN, ARS8 APIOR AYH SR BAAo| 75.04 BRI} Agas Lus&-u%%
%71 9

EAE, %‘%L?‘ﬂl 3101*1, 404342 A A7

1)
2)
3)
4)

5)

10)

1D

12)

13)

14)

#Hap P—sm 43t 0353

| st galeadelas SUNYANT B
219 F2sed, B A3 vagas gl 4aae fawd ne
F8e 458 Bayol AZlSEd 94 Hlanld Aol Agol ofe dA 23 @
Agel ged, ool td BEH AFE A 2@ A% A7 PAHCI, old]
AL T ATBAINE Ft

2z 5 49

FRAFY, MAEARE, 1995. 10

g5, IR HIEAM 1995. 6

Conrad, G. R., & Plokin, 1. H.,"Risk return: U.S. industry pattern,”Harvard Business
Review, 46,2(1968), pp. 327-343.

Fisher, P. C., & Hall, G. R.."Risk and corporate rates of return,”Quaterly Journal of
Economics, 83(1969), pp. 79-92.

Cootner, P. H., & Holland, D. M.,"Rate of return and business risk.”Bell Journal of
Economics, 1(1970), pp. 211-226.

Bowman, E. H."A risk/return paradox for strategic management, Sloan Management
Review,21.3(1980), pp. 17-31.

Bettis, R. A.Porformance differences in related and unrelated diversified firms,
"Strategic Management Journal 2(1981), pp. 379-393.

Bettis, R. A. & Hall, W. K.."Diversification strategy, accounting-determined risk, and
accounting-determined return, "Academy of Management Journal 25(1982) pp. 254-264.
Bettis, R. A., & Mahajan, V., "Risk/return performance of diversified firms,
"Management Science,31(1985), pp. 785-799.

Friedman M. & Savage, L. J.,"The utility analysis of choices involving risk, Journal
of Political Economy,56(1948),pp.279-304.

Fiegenbaum, A. & Thomas, H.,Dynamic and risk measurement perspectives on
Bowman's risk-return paradox for strategic manage-ment: An empirical study, Strategic
Management Journal, 7(1986), pp. 395-407.

Fiegenbaum, A. & Thomas, H."Attitude toward risk and the risk-return paradox:
Prospect theory explanation,"Academy of Management Journal,31,1(1988). pp. 85-106.
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