WE 7149 A, HobAE AR $9F], 22 AARA} 2 |8 Me2 <ls) o5de] g Hrkal
M3 T e 070w ek, olel@ B o] 1L 7Bl thS3H] $lal A2 A ol e Balo] %
oA 31 gl olo] & AT HE 7191) 2 ol A Aske] BAHH BT Aol Bl Ye HFHOR S
A Sgiek. 1% 913} 214 (path analysis) & °l §5101 HALRF, A&, A4 BAE A ugih £42
3, TR 912 ofshuARSte] AR BTl HA T 213 FFL VA1 Yo o] A HAHHE olojx|

A< s

Relationship of Product Innovation Cooperation and Innovation Effect
and Innovation performance

Wonsup Lee , Daniel Byun™
ABSTRACT

Since the change of organizational environment like rapid advances in technology, shorter product lifecycle, global competitive
environment, agile and diverse capability become necessary to today's businesses. In order to respond against Such organizational
environment with high uncertainty, attention of open innovation is increased in present time. So, in this study, we try to identify
empirically the impact on the performance influencing by innovation cooperation activity with external stakeholder. For this purpose,
we examine the relationship of innovation-cooperation activity, innovation effect and innovation performance using path analysis. In
result, we confirm that innovation-cooperation activity with diverse external stakeholder influence positively to the innovation effect
and innovation effect also influence positively to the innovation performance.

Key Words : open innovation, product innovation, technology innovation, innovation effect, innovation performance
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