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On the Study of IT Factor Analysis for
R&D Innovation Management

Nyeonsik Choi
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R&D innovation is based on the premises of gaining competitive advantage. Innovation is achieved not only through the develop-
ment of technology for producing newer and better products, but also gaining and sharing information about consumer demands,
changes in the market, and competitors actions. Investment in R&D can not adequately be fulfilled solely through market functions
because of R&D activities imply high-risk, uncertainty, and because R&D has a public-good characteristic. Most past researches
have concentrated on managerial methodologies through research of performance, thus the results are related to studies of innovation
performance. This research looks into the effect given on R&D innovation by IT factors and provides a model, and further
analysis on how IT factors are applied through this model. By developing a model through the process of re-structuring the
model with variables based on the convergent and discriminant validity, and in turn confirming and concentrating on major IT
factors through analysis, it will be possible to double the R&D Innovation Performance.
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RDIP | R&DEAA R&D Innovation Performance
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Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level(2-tailed).
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