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Abstract : Strategic fit has been one of the major research issues in the management field. Previous
research has presented various explanations from different approaches to analyze fit. This research
uses different approaches to analyze and compare the fits between strategy, structure, and resources in
Taiwan healthcare industry. 90 valid hospital samples were collected by a survey. This study
proposes six analytical approaches to test the concept of strategic fit including moderation, mediation,
matching, covariation, profile deviation, and gestalts. The empirical results demonstrate that: (1)
Different analytical approaches led to various results explaining strategic fit. (2) Internal strategic fits
affected hospital performance. From methodological aspect, we suggest that caution should be taken
with both the variance and consistency between and among different approaches while examining fit.
From practical aspect, we found that the fit between strategy and resource creates better hospital

performance, showing that resource plays an important role on strategic fit and hospital performance.
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AR (BT~ ) (s
= JFR G IRBL I pORBL =LA R -
/S I*?%WE' 15 Bl i H5Bk o5 -
Z 8- PR T (1) PR AT F*EJITEJHEFJ \ A1 (=) it Eeputt F%%JITEJ\T
it -
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{13k ) PrERT
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e 1 + gagy g T

B g 05 0 0.5 1 15 2 — -
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mﬂ—ﬁ 0.13 XX 0174  1.028
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T
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AT TR SR R 5 RS FRIE e 5T RET | PST2 (Hotelling’s pseudo T ? statistic)
B (B S e e o
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#11-3 WEERE Y F[ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ}ﬁﬁfﬂ
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1(N=41) -0.283 fffl&  0.962
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+ P<0.1; * p<0.05; ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001 -



IRl R e~ AR R0 A — TR L 229

IRy > RIS~ ) 3DEE (N=10) BIIED (I~ RS~ fRIS) > BI9E S E*Ffll[ﬁw[J1§\§ﬁ|Ja§£l
E‘ﬂiﬁi’ﬁ BB o RLL-3HI) FI 3 B (5 PRl %*'ﬁtﬂ’rﬁ%{ P R
PR - E“N’f’% i PSRRI 0 HVERSTS B AT E“F‘%"?ﬂ“"ﬁ‘;

T f B P R12-1N RS AR R A ’j”ﬁ‘i ST ERRE < i HEVA
Prg B P F2-2[ 15T 1F (N=28) AOfird %57 IR Clf 5~ (R~ f35) > 537 1% (N=37)
£ Clrjgly - H ) 23 8 (N=13) Bb ClRjly ~ TRjis > fefl) - 539 (N=5) £ (TRl > M
(e ) o el (N=7) FIIER (5% fppfss (%) - ﬁféilz-séﬁ P B At g e
EREE Hbﬁr’%?%‘ frAIEY S FEE SRR SR o SRR T R B

(BT ST AN A 4[*‘79 A 13T g)ﬂ: ;u[gépr@#ﬂﬁt | T purl}rﬁﬁf;fﬁ &
EAIIORRES - %35‘:& CHIRERE PR [T (B 2= BRSSP o A

[FIFoZR g4 > B AR fLoT IR Jf’ﬁﬁ PRI ARSI o B PR RISR T o BN

F12-1 HEBELY 53 REHEN () (H5E])

SR el (N) i i | L PST 27 &!
89 1 90 63.7
88 2 78 12.0
87 3 12 20.9
86 4 76 50.4
85 5 2 -
84 6 5 10.5

#1222 f (EREIVESE & R

gl £
=) Al A i
T I5EE 4 T I5EE
1(N=28) -0.531 fifis? 0.154 it -1.150 (S
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