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The influence of R&D intensity, marketing intensity, and group effects on the
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Abstract

The paper explores the relationship between resource deployment and the performance of international new ventures
(INVs). Specifically, the influence of R&D intensity, marketing intensity, and group effects on the performance of INVs has
been investigated. Using a sample of 203 firms from electronics industries in Taiwan during the period 2000 - 2004, this
study finds that (1) R&D intensity has a negative effect on the performance of INVs; (2) marketing intensity has a negative
effect on the performance of INVSs; (3) group effects moderate the relationship between R&D intensity, marketing intensity,
and the performance of INVs. That is, R&D intensity and marketing intensity show a positive influence on the performance
of INVs respectively when INVs are belong to business groups. Results and implications are discussed.
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BrE N blde t FAHEM S (return on asset, ROA) (Grant, Jammine, and Thomas, 1988; Kim, Hwang, and
Burgers, 1989; Yojin, 1991; Hitt et al., 1997; Delios and Beamish, 1999) o 5 #& = & i »c2 dpik o
gerh s 3 F SR & (return on equity, ROE) (Buhner, 1987; Grant, 1987)#2 4 & 4 ¥ & (return on sales,
ROS) (Kim, Hwang, and Burgers, 1989; Geringer, Tallman, and Olsen, 2000; 1§ B, 2004)~ 5% # s sz
2 e dpth o @ G A LA A R ¥ BT AP IARG FRBIF2 2cF 2 4p 1% (Grant, Jammine, and Thomas,
1988; Robins and Wiersema, 1995) » F* ##7 § #-it * T AP F s Horz Frdfpth - A > 54 5 ¢
ROA=#its & ] /5 A 4R
= IR S
. ## %R (RD)

AELRREI Y B FEFLNERH L R EFE o 7 2 28 % A& (Kotabe et al.,, 2002; Lu and
Beamish, 2004) o 1345 & BG AT L PR CFF P A BT EF ORI L - > RAFIFERER
g > A

s =343 Fr#ERY /¥ ERr 2y
2. FHRBER (MK)
TIREL L o B FH Y R B 6T S A R B R 2 7 45 (Kotabe, Srinivasan and
Aulakh, 2002 ; Krishnan, Tadepalli and Park, 2009) > # +# % F4 % & R € > 1 5 ¢
Faa A =R g S E o



> + % H (# Bk GE)
A AR EEE Y I IR EEE Y FREIA P HA N ERE RSB L 1 F 2 B %HS
500
o~ dlRE
1. % 3£ (Patent)
AP EE2 BANEY A scR 7 R 2 k0 1 & {130F S04 PatentGuider2008 # % & R 1T E
@R o
2. W% i 42k (D)
B IRBELEURMAT o G F SR MARRZGE N blde B A R E R RA R GE 2 B
(Geringer et al., 2000; Tallman and Li, 1996; % = &, 2003; #§ B4, 2004) /%t F & it % F & ot ] (Daniels and
Bracker, 1989)£2 i 7§ 45 74 /h 5 2 @ 2 #p (Tallman and Li, 1996) % - % m 2~ 7 & * B R (2004) 2 @k
B ATAI R E 2 R4 0 TR Ep () e R ERE 3NN Y (Z)LMF L @ FAfkdL HF
%ﬁv#uﬂr%%&(mfﬁ%ﬁ/ﬁﬁ%ﬁdﬁa“%ﬂﬁ&7ﬁaﬁﬂ°
3. & = & f(Year)
1345 McDougall etal. (1994) % & & $£4-4IpF > 2 5 - RS 2P F > T L g LA FEL 2 28 &g

= J7\: Yool

1

B2 EFHT=0P 4N rE PR
4. = 7 R.45(Size)

- MR Z D PARRL T EERE 2 ﬂﬁ’“wm“%ﬁl FPLFIEFTE TR RS
Madura (1995) » # 2 @ RHCF B2 T e FlF 2 - FIFL AP 241 %k AL HY ZLE K p
k2 g8 > 5 (Qian, 2002 ; & = &, 2003 ; 1§ B H#,2004) » H 238407 @
2P HA=F 184 de2 log &

5. £ v BI(FL)

2P EERE N r&ﬁﬁﬁﬁij?fﬁ HEBb G2 I RATEFLAILT Y v a2 2

> {

FIHe s REATATF ot - SR ARF 2P R F A HLBEADILE Y R R aflig
Heig LA I 0 ik A B gee 2 AW 3F 5§ ¥ (Modigliani & Miller, 1963; Agrawal & Knoeber, 1996)
PEE G RFR R T AR AR LR GRS G IR EL R P ke

22505

PR HI=EFRET

=

[
&
=y
b

# 32 R¥HE S RGP

% [ e TR
i g ¥
k- fis 4L F AR
kR FFRRT L ERR Y Y o 2R -
FHRER FERTARA R Y Fler =R -

EER S

FRTE xFPHE R ER AR EMEF TR RER +
FEck x 74 BmER AR EMEFXEH TR +
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EflEcd aERAEY ek

B AR dv AR A 8

w2 E A B E R

AR R N BRI %42 log &

g b PRSI FARE

YR AR S REAA T XL TR EEBEE(E=1 F=0)

¥ Atz M A
AFTHERAZAEST I LE ROBREARTETHERT I L EL XS BRAMER > A8 5 I T EHHW T
R ATE AR RRE TIRER RIARE S FTRRBE LRI E LY nL gy H
Ei S A3 AREO0% A FMPRAFFE WL ] Foo ML R ARFERLLT A L
241 FrAR—TF 1 E ALY

Rra1¥ L ER ) R G))

L& 43 21.18 21.18
2. Trex i 26 12.81 33.99
3.kT ¥ 22 10. 84 44.83
AR E 18 8. 87 53.7
5. T+ F i 17 8.37 62. 07
6. T+ B ¥ 4 1.97 64. 04
T F IR E 1 0.49 64. 53
8. 4w T+ ¥ 72 35. 47 100. 00
&3 203 100

A & 02 Pearson ff A AR B A 17HE T L R Rafp M2 EF AR > FREZF G AFFAMMAE AL 2R
£ (multicollinearity) s2R* A% » ¥ 230 H 0 eyt iz 2 jEf a4 > Flots U0 REF 2 X AP AL E R
2 VIF 27 450 100 #4050 10 % 2329800 bi SULR AT S 82 REJI% > AR PH 6 Rl 34 - 5
3-8 b 4pBE ¢ fic(correlation coefficient, y ) A3t 0 2 1 2 F > v 2 S EARFIT | C A MEEARE > A2F37 0~ 2
B T AR P o

AR gAY G BB R AER R EB AL S LB 5E KA 44T FaR
& & )8R (7 =0.124,p<0.05) & 014 B AF F B 4o (e 3% = &&(VIF<10)**’%? # g (VIF<10) 2 & & SUM R AR -
FEREROGFHGERS AP LRFH2 g R KA 447 5005 75 &7 RApM (7 =0528,p<0.01) » & 2%
BOREE Y BARM o VIF 7% 428 10 A T E SRR AR o

AR E RIS FEEEFAF R ERZ RHERE A (y =-0.064p<005) ~ T4 HE R (7
=0.229,p<0.01) ~ 7 % % & & (7 =0.262,p<0.01) ~ & B »c% (7 =0.699,p<0.01) % MAT S 4nhl - B B ek 2 4 B G A
2 e 4% & A (y=0199,p<0.01) % % & & (7 =0.483,p<0.01)~ & B »c % (y =0.515,p<0.01)~ % RAZF A b >
G -3 : S P e HENE ) .

ROA 2 4L#~ -] (7 =0.180,p<0.01) & st o BEF 4R R > N & § 2 7 RHAR L PF > ok g 4845 o F 2 » ROA 2
%R (y=-0312,p<0.01) ~ 4 2 & A& (7=-0.344,p<0.01) % B § » BEFARRE > % 7 & AT 3~ 21 (74~ AR
5 » ROA § 4% o
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1042 Ri2 L RBDE

Lt g

A VIF
Bl 0. 950 1. 053
RE A2 R 0. 926 1. 080
K E K 0.944 1. 060
b ) 0. 964 1.038
fR b 0.819 1.221
FERER 0.433 2. 309
FHRER 0.609 1. 642
¥ Wk 0. 407 2.454
# Bx 74 0.224 4. 470
B ExF 0.271 3. 685
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4.3 Tiofe - R 2 Al ik (R

warhlE ¥ 5 n=203)

% Tioge HREZ 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

1. ROA 0.037  0.250 1.000

2. % fl#c g 0.270  0.603 0. 065 1.000

AR 0.683  0.223 0.030 0.029 1.000

4.3 = & ¥ 3.720 1.196 -0. 064 0.124%  -0.103 1.000

5. 2 P RLHC 4.460  0.644 0. 180%x 0.098 0. 052 -0. 089 1.000

6. f e il 0.373  0.187 0. 051 -0.045  0.199%%  0.019 0. 041 1. 000

T.E4E R 0.051 0.048  -0.312%k  -0.017  -0.074  -0.006 -0. 033 -0.122 1. 000

8./ ER  0.086 0.105  -0.344%k 0.054  -0.150%  -0.061 -0.060  -0.351%  0.528%x 1.000

9.4mMe ¥ 0.340  0.476 -0.011 0.031 -0.026  -0.072 0.005 0.091 -0.121%  -0.048 1.000

10. #® X%  0.014 0.029 -0.017 -0.024  -0.064%  -0.033 0. 072 0. 049 0.220%  0.262%% (. 699%k 1.000

18X A4 0.027  0.073 -0. 039 0.037 -0.132  -0.017 -0.098  -0.040  0.199%x  0.483kk  0.515%kk (. 787k 1.000
*p<0.1 **p<0.05
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PR UTIRE A E R REAA T E L BERA AT EY R A £
» BHCR e WA 1 p\»;c;-ﬁq%zz’ B ER 2 P RH(B=0.065,p<0.05) ¥ rcd ko EM 4 o
BELEHTRESEELASBEH0.0160 A1 28760 ’Qf’*ﬁ.’}’s,#?..’@f"f}.ﬁﬁﬁi}a o
BMERS A L PE RS CER R ERE L G PP EY

A 2B G BEATAE ?#iﬁﬂ’s;b%%figimﬁﬁzimg B %o d R4 42 KCA2P 4e
AET AR BB B ER)Z G PR B A %R A (B=-0.893,p<0.01) ¥ F e T {
PEEM G HET BARE RS BT I13.6% AP Hmiowzm,ﬁmww
HRERZGHERE > M ke 2442 503137 Rl r 1 FH R R HFH I H AR fox
%’ﬁﬁ%ﬁ&mzlwmmmnﬁﬁmﬁiﬁﬁv@%@ﬁ’%ﬁn?ﬂﬁ=‘LLla%,ﬁ
L 4EH2 -

W46 0 bRERFAHTELI BT MEEHFE R RRE M BLAE

S 3 E BECEH TREAATEEFN S BRI M, L e EN Eock o 4

442 03 44 3 8 DL B R (B=-1.352,p<0.00)$ i ve 2 Y B H A 240 R
EARAPAEM G 5 B ECk SR G B AL R (PL25PONHA RIS M 2 T
PRRREEE 18,96 G102 6 ¢ o G 4R (B=-1116p<00LH 3 R LR J # BIFM i o 2
B WR % 23 80k (B=0.777p<00) 7 R TIBTF o St Tt RS OB AL AR
3o o

WA 5 2R 6 A FHREATA T EL FH SRR BBk B okl o B3R 4 5 B Ex
FHTREAAFEFH A B2 MG B e EEFATE A 54 » F B TEL D
§ Ui > O P A 40(P=0.068,p<0.01) %4 »c B B L B F o (740 % B & (B=-2.042,p<0.01) ¥4 <
2%k B4 3 ek > R B RBIEM %o A BBk 8 74 % B R 2 % 4# (8=2.169,0<0.05)
HERE RIS MG 2 7 ERPR R 12.6% &402) 6 ¢ > 74 % # & (B=-1.074,p<0.01) %
HOCR R P HEM R LB RCE S FH G R R (BLBARN A R RM M o
He G 930 A L 4% & G e 7 RAE R EARA 1 2%

% 4.4 WFEATHIF FHoci fFa i % (n=208)

Foa
1 2 3 4 5 6
%%
#5E9T -0. 242 -0. 023 -0.116 0. 002 -0.101 0. 031
S S
0. 024 0.033 0.022 0.033 0. 027 0.035
& flEd
(0. 029) (0.028) (0.028) (0.027) (0.028) (0.027)
0. 005 ~0.033 0. 012 ~0.015 ~0.010 -0.022
% A2 A
(0. 080) (0.076) (0.077) (0.074) (0.076) (0.073)
, ~0.012 -0.018 0. 012 -0. 021 ~0. 014 -0.021
w
(-0.015) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.014) (0.013)
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.y 0. 060%% 0. 057xx 0. 062%% 0. 066%kk 0. 068%x% 0. 067xxk
AR
(0.027) (0.026) (0.026) (0.025) (0.026) (0.025)
- 0.063 -0.101 0.018 -0. 150 0.016 -0.137
-]
’ (0.095) (0.094) (0.091) (0.093) (0.091) (0.092)
-0. 117%%x -0. 129%x% -0. 172%%
# Bk
(0.043) (0.053) (0.051)
¥ % i
-0. 893%xx -1. 352%%x -1. 116%%%
R R
(0. 167) (0.202) (0.226)
-1. 586kkx -2. 042%% -1, 074%%%
FHRER
(0. 350) (0. 387) (0. 416)
BRI S 3
1. 225%% 0.777%
+ B xR
(0. 322) (0.412)
2. 169%% 1.842
L@ x 74
(0.878) (1.122)
F-value 1.637 6. 296xk 4. 932%%x 6. 867xkk 4. 648%kx 6. 424%%%
2
Adjusted R 0.016 0.136 0.105 0.189 0.126 0.212
KX, 01, ¥*p<0. 05, *p<0. ;3255 B 5 E L
B REAEL 25 )]?c R BE N BERE RS KT 44,5
4.5 Py BREFHEEE VR
B B 7 TR FRE*
RS AL P4 BB ERE » M
H1 - e
R gl T L2 o a4 BE %R ERL » M
H2 - o AEF-
FEsH TREAAFEEAF N 2l B
H3 o + Y
Ty ERRBFAEIE o
BEEH TREIATEFH NS B §
4 + A
F LI EFDEE o

Y-8 A1 %%
- AR FEZFFERER Y2 BPES
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AT EEF A F AL TR RRETE 2 hi g o o W |- 5754 (Chandler, 1990;
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