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A Correlation Study of Supply Chain relationship, Trust, Knowledge
sharing behavior and organization Performance.

Student: Shih-Yuan Tung Advisor: Dr. Chyan -Yang
Dr. Chiun-Sin Lin
Department of Management Science

National Chiao Tung University

Abstract

Because the globalization of the business, corporations have to fit the various customer’s need.
It makes supplier relationship get more important. Therefore, corporations have to enhance the
integration and cooperation of suppliers. Moreover, now the competition of industry environment
is getting drastic, makes tangible assets and equipment not to remain the long-term competiti
-veness of corporations. So, the intangiblesassetsdike knowledge, goodwill have become the key
factors for defeating others. For thissreason,mo:matter the creation, sharing and spreading of
knowledge have turned into the important issue and the advantage on the business organization.
Between the impacting factors of knowledge sharing, trust is the key factor for success of
knowledge sharing. Meanwhile it also impacts the degree of cooperation between corporation and
suppliers. Thus, this study discuss the trust how to'impact the corporative performance and
supplier’s relationship and how to enhance the knowledge sharing behavior between suppliers to

impact on corporative performance.

The results show that both supplier relationship and knowledge sharing behaviors have a
positive impact on organizational performance. The effects of organizational knowledge sharing
have a significant positive relationship with organizational performance. Meanwhile, trust
contributes to improving supplier relationships and trust also influences organizational
knowledge sharing behavior markedly. Moreover, supplier relationships and knowledge play a
critical role between trust and organizational performance.

Keywords: trust, supplier relationship, knowledge sharing, organizational performance,

structural equation modeling
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FEH B AMAT mp E 0 R Eend) fg A 8 5 - A3 & (Sheppard, Shapiro, &

Cheraskin, 1992 ; %1453 % > 2000) A 4™

1. ¥l 5 #0152 (Deterrence-base Trust): &4p 5 7 FEiRAPM 7 5 - R &
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Y %Jﬁjj;iﬁ%{;@\l‘f‘v » RAIFRGE o F] P gﬁ?—ﬁ;gi B R % E (Sitkin &
Roth, 1993)-

2.3 % 5 A#hi iz (Calculus-based Trust) @ w ML ETHEAL G E K45 ZF g & b

fIEE4 5 %2 3k# (Gambetta, 1988) °

3. 7w 5 A# N = (Knowledge-base Trust) : S E# oA Tl o B 4G ZH 57 TR

B XOBRER W AMGZEE S B o

4. M % s A#H R T (Relational Trust) @ iR H 2 eSS miE = » gt bl o ~ 2

s BRI 5 AR -
b.iuk 5 ##enfz T (Identification-based Trust): o B xR A3 B & 5 — fA % 3B M
f/éf m i @ﬁf#’ﬁt f?p ¥ m\wu l——,ﬁ]{g = {54- L l} A -J-]ﬁ],gé‘) ;—}a K ‘a ﬁl mp‘oF?'(Krammer

1993) -

6. # 4] = A# P = (Institution-based Trust): §iE~ @A EPRF - L T
B g R0 A S 8] ARG E o dei BiE o

Bty i AAHehG AR L AR A#H DR = 0 (Luo and Najdawi, 2004) > %15

%ﬁg&%%E’ﬁ{éi&F%ﬂﬁij’§{ﬁﬁﬂﬁhﬁ G ERE D f oo )T
Ao Flptipfa i T AP ngd BEAEEE k> Gd TR AEN T Y o Al

AT &2 &IPS AP ® o @ 1arg SRAHDE EL AFLE TR AADE =
(Lander et al., 2004;Panteli and Sockalingam, 2005)z& = A& B &+ a2 iz > E_F)
A NT AN RN {IRMEE S DEE O BEIFRIE S hd e 0 K IO R

2.2.3 5 EmenA, =

EEAE A foo PR L E AR A 9Py R 1A F 2 B R Eahe
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RRW ARG o R EH AR A S i (Ability) -~ i= % (Benevolence) ~ &
2 (Integrity) (Davis & Schoorman, 1995)° & Barber (1983) & iz em ag > 4 4

-EERER AR Es TG AR E RGNS A FER TRER A e wEF o
WEFAERLL R A GLAFNTE D NEE A ARE A FE NS E

FEERNGEGIHIRFTF L TR MG B KFEEE o (Davis &
Schoorman, 1995 ; Butler, 1991)

hk T 7 ¢ > Panteli and Sockalingam(2005)# ) i &7 12 & ¥ B ibri e =
Ko F P am— BRETE- BREESHHRER - H-Hhagur>a 2o & Hsuetal. (2007)
ST R P R A A 2 B A S AR T A R AH G E o g Y 3

WARBALE Y R EE 2 b AT R ARG T B LR S ine AR
T o

FEULFE N AE T RER  MEL A R e 3 L %
SR RS s 3 R TR T e BB AR 1355 A

TPaRE T T R AT R e v i B FEEORT L RG AP I o AT AT Tl T gk
%% (Hsu et al., 2007; Gefen et al., 2003)i&" Rk~ @ M NRHEAF M GE R R
P @i FGRAHE EITAAMNE ERE AL RF AR ST E
BAL I Y S 3 i 7 R R e AR A A

—

{5h
py
l{_v
@

TS

%

‘<

2

s v A 4 N ,—
BiEE NBEL HHmET AR L 75 R

’*}x’
o

2.3. 1 Fw@ene &
Nonaka and Takeuchi (1995) 25 F@ i - AfpFEHL & > VRS BHA L 5 227 H
e 4 o T BREAABASEEN TR 7 F RO a4 % o Beckman

(199T) R LA EP FRfe T o EBERT » 7 = Lafenn oo b
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22 B Y ahisc o Harris(1996)3% 5 Ao Cv iR R g £ oo v (LR

ﬂAﬁﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁgﬁ,gﬁ g B E S FREW S AP B PR ERE SR LB

73

fim
3

&
“\:

SRR AR L T S R f R A Ry g% A AL 7

ﬁ?
»av

FrrEs o

Sveiby(1997) L i&— Hdp 1T A v & 5 (FF 2 - i 4+ Torg) % iz i

(competence) o — B A eiFdsag 4 > ¥ U %ﬁ—g RATEHRE AR A YT A o e EW T

{’}5 ISR R OB B HF FRELPr e | - BAGEEEN A D T BApRS
Fl & ot ke s 1 (1) ¢ Bg e 3 (explicit knowledge) ;5 (2) # &t (skill) 5 (3) &

(experience) ; (4)# E*|%r(value judgements) ; (5)4+ € % % (social network) e
Spek and Spi jkervet(1997) ar= 3 FwahA) & e 4216 > B B & 5 L FAE E F hE
B GREARR > AR A BB S R R A o R AT L RRY - K

g & PR o

Arthur Andersen Business Consulting(1999) 11 4vas ¢ gl » B ahf K ¢ 32

%%‘%ﬂ‘%%ﬁﬁgimﬁﬁﬁ’iﬁé%%%{%ﬁ?éoﬁﬁéwﬁﬁﬁﬁd%
s
1 ?%1H&%‘%%‘¢i‘¥éiﬁﬁéliouii%%§£ﬁﬁ%:?%iﬁ

{@%&%o%uiﬁﬁi%’m{?%ﬂ%%ﬁi%ﬁ~%%ﬁ£%%&o
Pldosl G BT ~ S EFE C BN 2 AL R P R Ap i A T & 1 T
?f, , '—:‘:_?ifgi'.?‘lj‘j%ﬁﬁﬁ?— E'??m!’»é’fﬁ{%i“? o

=

%

2. FRMFEARIAH F 0w FE A BEE AN L ¢ bl BRFREE T A
FA AR AT BT R R R R R SR

Fehs TR A 2Pk -
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3. Argt lamip A - fiEd AT T R EEA PO S o 2 AR AR EATE E MR
%

Plde s A B L CFETHE P LEE PSP TR S

4 FEAEITRAAEY BSR4 2 FBA S R pIG E AR B
ARG EERT LD FE B LR F R IFR T E T F

B B E R o bldea P 5

Davenport and Prusak(1998):% & #vatt B3+ eh T & © o & - fAind (LT iF &
Mo HY e RS OER S FEEYF TR FH T DRGSR 7 - B i
It e 2HFE (Hegal )
& 1@ (Nonoka & Takeuchi,

AomdF S AR A EEM e iR s G nd s e

£
F
Plia s foddeht g o - SEEMREE $ERTR

1995) -

ol

ﬁ@uimﬁﬁ’ipimé?ﬁilﬁ%%jﬁi%’%ﬁifﬁ%i?§~gﬁ

AT R AT R F AR B AR R D T & BT Y o Ao L & 0%

B By o Eees . HImEe ol bt X g A 7 UL 3TN - bR
ST RBPE A S LRE - R R e S A R e K g A
B R B e £ AR BRAE & TR

2.3.2 FwEenk 5§
fr’g‘&" i 7 ’gﬁ v ig g\,fr"m P IFFB B4 g L P E] ﬁ'r;“érﬁ@#é i ﬂ’fr' e 3k

BB e 5730 — o B e

"

11;;\: oo B4 - G AR RER F,ufr»ﬁ‘;f?’}i\:g o %} &F‘ff""‘\‘ﬁuﬂ 1l

g

Polanyi (1967)3n % » p"E4rad il A ehs> B X B FRGFHF B > PRI ET S
%‘ﬁ, ju \ﬁ,’vj)if'-i:l;;\:fh ;

RREEE S & E L

Nonaka & Konno (1998) ¥ & ¢t & #ri#+ (Explicit Knowledge) #dpF3Zit 2 kit o
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R T UEEY F AT ST PN CRP ISR ki EaL g
AR S BB ALY AR BHZFGE ViR RL 0 TN R
A TRE? TEFHEPFY c L3 REARFHTHE RN AREAERY U EE A LT D

PRk Aot

T

SIS RN E

porEaear (Tacit Knowledge) 0% B B A i 2 g a38 it ens 5B A 4 LT skt
p\;ﬂ;‘]i N ;L;FT_LL ,bl‘jrrggk s 4 g—g m‘m,rm%] , L ﬁhiﬁ;a B FEI O R T ig s 1,57,*';%? B A £

7S A NN [ AN S T JUE 8 S AV E RO ST

%’ o

Mg B G o B B TH B 0 ¢ F - BB IR L &
o oA 3N S Er 3 @ a7 Know-how” o % - A TinAe, Hd o d BiE ST
BOER A E AR TR B D F ek KA DR % oo PR AL A
FRAPRCEUAEOR Y e SFRFHBEFR I - 3 WmEFLEH I N

B A G o IR T AR A A (- 2007) ¢

PREB T AP R A, 2R ] Y s ik p AP
»— B Frenie u( AEFAPELLEFTD B R Y 18 gsd 2. T i | iEfen &Y F

koA T o M EEEEBET S 1N sk RED
1o 7 j\?ﬁ‘k ’F\‘?-fr"ﬂu] ;@ﬁ;}%ﬁ ’*AA,\F'“ % Jh

HOpNovE g oh B e gl o

ERLETEFE R T‘%‘ (Organisation for Economic Cooperation andDevelopment,
OECD) (1996) #-+ras o & v fa#7 A
(1)#eig £+ Ao (Know What) —Edp M F F 2 6 chivgd » 7 U2 ~ B oo~ S &
Fehaoi o Aokt R 8

(2)F3 & # B chavgds(know why) — &4 RILaesst > ¢ 8 p R RIL{oRES G ol §F aois
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(3)4vig drim ik (know how)— q,\;j‘F] B e I TR R S e g
(4)4vif 2z chseas(know who)— Edp 4 4 chdeih > 7 W gpavif & v dofe AL § 2

Fol - s N o=

¥oebpp ot ot engl g a4 0 % (Nonoka & Takeuchi, 1995) 4% 117 chgif o 4
Wl i 8 UGN SRR BRI A W RA BT MR A LT w1 A Y

it 4o

1. £ it (Socialization): #73} % F it {%ﬁ"v} BA e r3cghadiERp g
ﬁﬁ@ﬁ’wﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬂ‘k—ﬁo&&@ﬁ VU S EET A

A RERE PR TR A 2 il fEG g+ A | (sympathized

knowledge)  iEAEAF 0o A st el A5 2 S dmt B b R 5 5 R S ERSR

BEGEINARBBFE RN L BE

2. b1 (Externalization): ) ¢Hit B/ N "Edoh g oh A ophchi Az o d 20 [ob v
SRR URE RS Rl SRRy LU R S e
(Conceptual knowledge) - it BBzt &Rt piEdrt > md 222 ~ 2 3 ~ FlE k4
Eh e LARRE  SERTE - LFR/FPSREARGESG  4 f pE
AR LS SRR TR R A S A L L I SE T

3. % (Combination): *73) i s £y ot B4 B b R s cii e T | UG BE T

Bide BB EUR  ARE R B MG B RA R ET AL T
flbendras | (Systemic knowledge) o Bldejh 2R b 20 B oh B roas (AN B FAL)

RUEFeELTH RFEEMNF - §3R > LHS 0 AL F 1@ opaign o

L 1 &

EE T N N NS SUEL R

Bl

2 R ATEOR R g 1 o B A

4.p f (Internalization): #3} } ¢ £dn ¢ BRI P SEroah il A2 o T ) 7h ) i AR
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FEBHRRIZ R 0 BB LE T 2 BB RFATGD AR
PR GEE R A S S Do R E AP R w2
FAL s Tk iFltanaed ) (Operational knowledge) o b4 @ B 4 35 i B el (75 p R
F oo REY RIMHN 0 AR P ARITHMLT DR A BB A T o RN
e & Fpeen Know-How » & 5§ B 4 o

TR AR T SR B AR 0 B R R SRR e SR M R AL £ LR
ﬁ%*Bﬁﬂéﬁﬁ’%U£$$@%%$£$*ﬁ@Mﬁiﬁﬁéﬂm%%ﬁ(Mmm
& Takeuchi, 1995) > 2 f& mairatigd @i 7 T hpiv nTebie nTg s (vIpi
Y E BT

2.3.3 A % hE K

TR E & R AR kIR e BB AT LA i § o A o 3
(knowledge sharing) & 3 } (R Z & # = > & q;gdz}:gk T2 N = RS 3
& E AT BPEA 0 dorisdE 4% (Nonaka andTakeuchi, 1995) ~ ##s % # (Tissen, Andriessen
and Deprez, 1998) -~ =z % (Davenport and-Prusak, 1998) -~ @4 % (American
Productivity and Quality Center, APQC, 2003) ~ -4 #& (Despres and Chauvel, 1999) -
473 (Nissen, Kamel and Sengupta, 2000) -~ =@ +7(Chung Yi Tse, 2002)353‘;?5{

SRt FAIEE 0 GEEF G 34 0 H R Ao PA P § 5
o RTBAYTISLBER T P - BA 0 LR AL PTA G- BEL
F 2- 4 LS DR
T &
Musen 1992 S E R uE 2 o R MR § ki 4k ek

io%%@ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁﬁxﬁﬁxéi\%% Bif®id 548

RABGL Lopsiaftlr

Sveiby 1997 HaBhihmT A2k TP HR s o3« B~ 2% -
BOEER - A ERREZ O EINARS- AR fEAER
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Senge 1997

TELEZAEE I - AT RNEELY -2 B T
LHE T - 2REFRaGp Lz Y FY AT Ea E

LT - BATANG o EHR B A AT

Hidding& Shireen1998

FEE RN R LR ek R HE AL RERHE

* oo B4 F N Ee Fgo#-p e i@ e A og Y

Wi jnhoven 1998

TG A AT 7 e B g > 13 o

S eI BE RS —ﬂ [ S s H ]

Davenport & Prusak

- S R a L A L BR o A A
FAOBAEELNF h- Badk o deodk g AR
FAEA R o ATt FRIEFIAR A o IrEA X g & 0 R E

MR 7 @ e > e T N T § = @ix4

BT

Hendriks 1999

~

SR B AR b B A B Y ampE (AR 6
foak) e Jf 3 £ (reconstruction) 17 i 0 & E R E B
o BEE S 3 ZATEAZ AW ri‘rgé‘:}f‘?g:’ﬁ —%" |
(F B FlE-Foddu s A hawpyg) e o

BERE, GEAED - RS RS S ke s Bz

'41) & B %4’7
wxLE 1999 BB e R TR TR G BRI FRE TRt 2 - T
Y oc
IV

Lahti&Beyerlein(2000)

RS RS BRI SEET ~ gk AR B

[ERICIE SR R T 3 )

A &3 2000

AT AR FEE LT PR A A RSE > FaRiEiF s

Dixon(2000/2001)

TS L RS B B AR KRS S

21




BHEH LT LR TRE AR P B

=4 2003 AL LA RS L S SRR A R 0 3 e
EFMAE L e g AR B Bl -

HRAEE ~ 3 52Ar2005 TR R I - A A2 F'“‘;ﬁd Enc N T % R G S

TRAREY o ka plg {5 G ondurai L AR

AP AT L 0 A Kk (HHF R, 2006)

?J‘l’%ﬁiﬂ?&—‘ﬂk% THN RS RO RIEHEEG > HE T KG e AR
A EE B Y I f s B SR R F A R T A e A 0 & R
FHapgby 3 2Ly o s 3 0a K e m 7 FARR 0 Bl RIS DR RF
PR FRE (FRER ~ 2 5l 2005) 1T 3 -

%0- biidenks 3 e

poi 1 ‘Y (£5) A
BR % pLEk Tan (1994) DR g R A e 3 e & B3 AR

N2 e g e 4R

-4

Bostrom (1989) reeniri s 3 H AE A R AT R fErE £

—=b

m oA 4 R L ATk

pER TR Hendriks (1999) | a4 % & - fAEi duEsz > 7 EA2Y + € 42 4o
CEREARE S hEA R PR Fomap
SERUEIA LR

9 4% gL ek Nonoka & rainglig Hd pREE B A T TiEd Ao
Takeuchi (1995) | @k plg At © 5§37 B EARR 7+ f

RY chaeas 7 A 3

VB Senge (1997) s R - S L IRRAF Y - g R R
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WA AR NI @A

3t
1%

TR B A e 1R
THo 5 LEEFY AR F
Hidding& RE A AR A AT R AL B R

Shireen (1998) FFABLSE > RYFIREY 2 REE Ry D

T SELE Davenport & R L E R e IR AL L i S Il -Eic 1 B
Prusak (1998) EPETR G E %

Zd W ﬁdﬁsgrﬁ
e

Famm | Newell (1982) | fwah#ed % 117 T o6t ¥ T AL 4o LR

Wijnhoven (1998) | #ita % 55 d T/ kA4 ol Bt B
F f

§© B AT R R AT RS

55 (e i o3 72, 2005) -

0.3.4 wHA S B F B

FAPHETRIRGE 2 7o 1P A FAPHEFodfme 0L L oge g ¥

4 p iR 1T E Foy 2 ﬁ:—‘l;};}k —? r' @—«);L#J#j;j\fﬁpéfr’ik? 2 1 {7
Majchrzak et al. (2005)#, Marme 3 vl r ITHEiskEp o X2 AREAFEY

S A R T L e A - AR (T o

Bill Gates (1999) 4p i@ FREF 2 LehH it F 1 B4 e 7 hdeh
BRAAEES ZFRE AT SN E T IMEfoa (TR LY M 20 B 40
FOF O G c B RAY T NI Lo AN THE 2y E FHepH T
FAG  FTHERLIL CEFHELZAIFELL - FeeRWE Y EFm - fhk -1 0F

] e g R o

1995 Davenport v g A hip R Y P B0 £ EAE R L 4

A B ATEE R PR A A R R B RGER  HE A B3

P

i
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R DRI ANt S A < B2 i iy B 2 4

U Rrpep SLELIGICICEE R B R S E-S N I T R R B
W %o 1A el & 35N G AP HE(ERE) ARS AT ARTRE)
ERAEEfERE A (T S fol (TIRAARY M) BRI E SO L (eRHE

B AR ERR S RGPS e TR T AT RS

Iy AAER D 7 RS RN 23K
@ + #R 2 (Groupware ° Email)
v it ¢ 1@ F 42 E (Document Database)
T4 A ke T4 (Data Warehouse ; Data Modeling > Data Ming)

1 feymAedc 88 (Work Flow)

’

’

(@p) U1 H~ w DO
/

AR s 2 (EIS 0 Business Intelligence ° Decision Support Tools)

*liirrg*é;ﬁg WAAEE g 7 o AR ERE 0 - B RN FhE T o v g e R i
B R A e g o I FREEITTRELARF R AF DR o UE AR A S R
Frh s 3 P o Nonaka 4 )0 TR R BRZ S F R I AR A AP M AP PRS2 2

ETFJ}‘% BN ”‘“?,‘}ii}if?f HEEATER o - R ATHE ?ﬂ?*}'&m"‘y{ IR DA S

5
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(1) MRFeOFTHE G Pro @ B FOFT B @iz oo f Rt anky o R EE LR

WAL BB AR A BT 3 B X R RE 45 97 & chip M ko 1 AL

=]
3
N
=
%
A
e
o
vy
L
N
N
=
IR
=
o

(2) Mz = 42 22 B35 $en 4 ¥ i (human network) » #£ 5 TAR3 3% {v% 5 (on-line
community) : #p i E X F X BFEE AR ER AR VAT > EEA R OP R

E é’%%ﬁﬂ Bt I3 AR AR S R 0 A Rk o

%9 6 F I F AL R R

Rk ﬁ\“% AR FE SN %i“%
7o poen E> DEGFR % gr(Re-use) | &2 A B4 ek g 3

SRt R s o | IR S e p R PR
REIREFET @ | 2200 B3 0 2 Rein
Po A N B Rk 4
’%‘E} A3 GRS > £

%%ﬁ’?ﬁﬁﬁgwﬂ

IR IR B AR kit §RELEG | I&N 0T iy

TR KR A FRE

\

-

2. @i

d RIS R R R F 0 T L E N R 4 e g
B~ Ateniial 24 R E G o AT BT E S U R P > ALY g
F0 2 EF TG [ HFEEFEA A
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TROL R M A L B A T BRI o TR TR g & TR
Fg e b RS SR T F o BRI FEg o R £ F

PFRERL S R TR R WA DL R Ae@ah 102 TR eig S R B P At o

Davenport(1998)4n 41 d >t e v e § 38 A %h B 3 i F B cnvg 3 o f KU B R X
A P

%é.ﬁidQQ*ﬁi% FehT AR o FIp A A R PRATEB X AN R B L F & Rk

CFAAT AR R HNF S RL S P IR R F ORI F D (SRR o 2T
Pedopt A3 ¥ S g kvﬁ#ﬁmmawm%ﬁ%@?”ﬁw@ﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁ’W%E
BB P 4R R K

§ONRE R G - LA P T R R T A I R R

- B Aak R v T IR

R PES R =

O AR mEE R AN PN SR
3~ B EmET R eDH S

4~ FTRLPE 7

&

FRIMMTARFAES > R el oA S hig B o 4 R @ esieh P R A
BE AR VP R A R TR R o o B R AT

EE N S TREREN P S0 R E RN R R T S
1

B S F R P T AR N e o R AH P AR

3
f
P AT PR Lo a3 B e F] G G sninivi g LG
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—
.
)
3
e
3
Eos
Ees
P
=
o
T
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R LG e ol SRR RERFAR R AREE LB A0S

26



RAER B g s & qg‘«fﬁ SR

2.3.0 FrE A B B T el (%
Davenport & Prusak (1998) @i » s R R L B E Ewds 3 afed 2 - ;g

fiRseom e s 3 ad & 71 (Senge, 1996 ; Davenport & Prusak, 1998) -

R RS R BB AR T - WP AL S o s
FRBAES AE RIS P - PP ARRE AR FITEL R DRI R
BREFTLFOER S PPET A Fa R4 LB g o dopt ’H}dﬁrﬁ’}éihh’lp,z o — Ar A

FEcn F B R p e P E R A 0 FRA AT RIFE P LAIFRT o L KER G

2

BoiE o B rEs s 3 2 & eg ke (Kim & Mauborgne, 1998) - 3 iz §_ A dvit® 338 i
Pl & EE ST AT ] A R0l B e 1 38 = 48 (Davenport & Prusak, 1998)
“—’EEME{E@?2¢°${£§£$$§ P MR B iR TR IIE G o

Yo HZ o BESFRR e LFFEREH A I 0 A FR R Ee o F 2

Wa
4

BELHS FRRA L F Tk MRS R R B R EN GRS AR
THEggkaoBii ey FHH 4 (Lewicki & Bunker, 1996 ; McAllister, 1995) - ¥3%/h

BERARE o B F HIR A g RS AR

ampbe REEREA BT - FE 0 on BHERE - ~GE underlying
Campbel 1(1977)3% 5 s 23 ik f 5 - # % > & kiR 5 — % # % - (underlyi

p

construct) » v ¥ & v/ P 2 & 2 & (74] T & (operational definition) o e 5 »zehfis

B8 AP r R FELOT A Canpbel 1(197T)8 12 /L2 v eIt 19 87 b 23
BRE S R NAY RF 2T A AS 2 BB JIEARTRPS
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2RAEF kAR ERE e d bl M ket 0 8> & 0 Paul & McDaniel (2004)

s BR AR R EE T O G EEN RN eSS0 EEF P F Hsuetal. (2007)

[l
¢
.y
F_
o
"
va.
T
| —

VR BALF Y OB R BRI e R g T w et o@ Politis
é\z

L
(2003)':’ﬁ£ ;E»b' 51‘%] a4 fr';‘)ﬁ\’gim 5 B9 iz 11?]—#‘]@}‘5\:71‘-*-‘ 4’5 &,ﬁfg‘gg%

Sveiby & Simon(2002) 5% 3 3p s e e f >t e 02 B 1 AR § 5 L@
hfles o T B ERR B e s g ocd B o Nelson & Cooprider(1996)# 3 45 i F3u g & 8

JRAAH 2 P endrdios 3 B YT MNP gt o B oo FI 0 AFT TR Bl

\rn

mﬁ

BEGEPLT  BRFHNM S Ikt R A AR RS
PR EnRE o o FIL R B (- HawT g A 70 2T 7 #4* Nelson & Cooprider(1996)
e P oot TR an T PRI oS fﬁ Forefrg > N ¥ B4~ Politis (2003) fsoas

R R E R e SIFENGE I R  LF LS
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3.2 7 B

R AFTRNGFL R RO - BALER > ARRLEEERE MG 54 F
PP AT B 0T 5 e R P R o B e T G
3.2l R M e =

BAT Y R Y T T RRIRE 2R B e B - R 3 i
oI Bmama ko 3| JITRERagps &8 A5 fhaFangia 4 o v WL IF BT M %

—

h - R o BT ERME R Ar R LA RO A 2 P hF e {5 ch

e o W M %> & Rackham, Frifdman and Ruff(1995)4p i > § B> kL :c % H
g g 3N BapIT L AR 2 EEMADEBRIL > T ERJIE S
R ’ﬁfr‘ﬂ}%\%; B % o Lalonde & Cooper(1989)ﬁ‘“%§ LR R R G 0 - A B
Bdeond 3 B EEFHE DM GO0 MG Bt - T e R A JIE RS
Ao 7 L@ A IR kR GRS M AT ipE £ R T

T =k
= 5
oo

>

Uzzi(199T):2 % » PEUM GEFZAHF T A B E R E - Thid - L k2
/K" %2 o Ballou & Gillbert and Mukherjee = %3 Z B R AP A &7 5 ~ P Fforc i
FhE R B EFo R G R PR e de b WP M R TE RRE M TS
PHALEHETARER G X FJIEE REAFRE: ARFELE G o BELLE
B ke 7o F R IRFHAERHFE o Li ,S. & Lin, B. (2006) 3 - i 75 B 7% ¥

R E S RFEE A ZRARL A NP LM Gen® o 52 gy d [T B AT R SR R R

e

FE-F R ERAE S - A2 T A IPELRGER B SE B2~ o

Flpb AT DR ] AT

Bl apeey TE W TERFMBE, WP
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3.2.2 5 o B BT PR BA T 7 5

Davenport & Prusak (1998) i » s A R L B iz i es 3 e 4 2. - ;5 53 {
e 8 L % onE & 51 (Senge, 1996 5 Davenport & Prusak, 1998)- 7 3% %_
A ERE RIS e A R et i nd ¢ A A E R e o R4 RUR
- ¥ BAAT o FIEEAS W - TR AES A e - ARG
AEoEITESD % TR BN EFLEF AR BET A T H AT B
e o Aot o A r,\r:ﬁﬁ_&_l'-m—— % o T A p A m&.fgj\'— v 31 IoE A R (T A i TR AR
B e P SREATED DF BEEF RF o Ft %Fjwﬁl T Ry 1
e 3 2 £ F R (Kim & Mauborgne, 1998) - ApM FHEA- T %% ' BRFE> 1 2

‘pf

Mg FTEs%aBid s F5% 4 (Lewicki & Bunker, 1996 ; McAllister,
1995) « {302 TR AXB > Bl F HRfhena s 3 gL A&F o

Flpt AT R D IRGR 2

B2 RS TR N TEETRP TR RS F e R

3.2 RIETF M B GG T AP HSTEAZT N L

& Gulati(1998) &% 3 @ 45 T PO EE M TR RO ELE R TN £
@ ik o ¥ ot Hutt, Walker and Reingen(2000) =% 3 4p 81 » 33 & B U e 7 &
B SR R 2 Wil G hI B TR ST A EE - P b i
VAR K- TR A R g 1 R 2 ¢ hE T RBR MRS ¢ KE MO R
B0 R R I T U A SR 3 S R R Y ET A S

W EFHTA -

ﬂf%mﬁ“—f B GRS & % hd [A2 A (Sveiby & Simons, 2002) > ¢ 7 e
e it A% (immediate supervisor) ~ B 1 R &2 1 (TR EE > 7 ¢4 24 ApUgi

e (Vi fg\@fpdkgg_ T 5 o

-~

31



Flet AR R R EGR 3

B3 ke TR MG, BN TEETAMARSTRATFE e B

-

3.2.4 HF M B e Ry
FEJITBLEE M & > BT M s ‘*")I‘% 4753l 4= § ¥ #2148 - Romero (1991) 4p &1
JITERZSE R = 2 BRI 4p & 7 (interdependence) & & e & 1% » (5 d & o3t fe s
ACASUREFELRAFHAIE FHRE AL S Al B o Wi BT

ﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁi*%é’%@ﬁMﬁJ{ﬁLﬁﬁ.EMJM%waw&ﬁwmw%ﬁg
el enis 33 6 BB PIAIFTNA ) > 0 T AR AIRTIE & hd B o flRTeR L##g%
i el A niche) ~ BIATERE 1L 3 BIATE S F ik f M o SEAATRRE YT K e g £ @
BB BB o

ET B fRenip i H fr‘ﬁﬂ‘if* 0% g R R g L e & (TR 4 chdF 8 o & Hagedoorn

& Schakenraad(1994) <%= 7 > &34 gz ¥ T%Fﬁrﬁﬁvvh’% Bl e FAAy 0 B
ST M Rt 2 g EYEG P R B ek Berg et al. (1982)F L R %4 F F
AT B 4
B4 Ak ST ERFM G r.@%&.&%ﬁg FEeRE
3.2.0 BT AP T T LB BRI
EAREARE AT D2 L e EFR N REEFEEEE RN BB

~

Bl > f Web-based F B2 T o (B PeiE T IR L AR TR JIFF F TR
RREE SR 1 W R R CBE o UE L

Eh-Ar R AERL YN LR B W HEAR R EERR
FEFRiwd TR RFRIGRLAPERE REAS 22 P PER Tt

BER AL RRA > S prpfheioe s o 1Y KT BRT RS S A6 LT
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%—-

?%«m47@£ R A aﬁﬁﬁﬁh F PR G AR R DR

B g S AR 3 EE S SRR SR RS E et e e (Dyer &
Hatch, 2006) o @ 7 & - xenfrpiifz By 2 &> A roiv g0 3 g Ehed
e R Y S AR R R e

# (Teece et al., 1997) -

R S R T ko ﬂ«i’ﬁ?&gfﬁkﬁﬁ* F &G R e Hsuetal. (2007)
§let o wF 4 Politis
S EH B e EFRE - A F K Nelson &

ST A

~m'

-@‘

A ERAL o AR Y oEA 3 AR R G D

o

(2003) % 3 ¢ 4p i1 > 4‘:”’3%? EE A

.~\

~

A

—~

Cooprider(1996) 7/ 3 #F M F MM & H pRi3H »2 B hiris &

:1‘“

e BT o

b A R EGRT

B 5 hs e TS ETRARSEEES D HN TRk, I B

3.2.6 16X~ WL B - SoRNE (7 5 s

BB e JRaE Y o T LR B M G A 7 S e Rt - TR
% 84 o Paul & McDaniel (2004)33 » & fARR oo ia T o & @i B %
MERSE - Hsuet al. (2007):2 5 &f @enfhd b » BEALH Y 5o 3 2 b

- FniEY 4 TR EHT R TS FE R RPN
Davenport & Prusak (1998) 25 » = B BaxZ @ @ 3 anfe 4 2 — 5 7 { A0

BB LY L 3 ohE & 713 (Senge, 1996 ; Davenport & Prusak, 1998) - Achrol et
al. (1990)#;1 MARGES G E e ahd T R e i B iR 7 G B WvE R R hen
EEFZ o FIM o AFTRIGECEBEERFH AL BLE 75 AP iR &

AT HD LT SRR

33



B b TRE, S8 "SEFTAPHPTPLIFLE, h? AaBP T emlyn, .
BR T TR, S8 T RRTM G, Y Aa B TR

3 RE THITRER E R

fﬁ%j\—_‘g—_ Srde A k—zrw T#"’t’ [ 7]\53 /ﬁ'j\fg_q-! \%ﬁ'{s ;th ( ) EE: \< )4—’)’@
BB (2) od 3o (m) miote 0T %A BRm &Rl TR 5

3.3.1 7=

BELASEEFE M GOER BE S VHRA S L ThiE L B L R op B R OR
Fo ke S03h 3 75 amdkiEt 2~ e lsuet al. (2007) £ Gefen et al. (2003)
el = BAEG KIFR o 4 BRI S T AH B AH = BiEG 0 B AR S
ﬁ?iﬁ%ﬁﬁé%4%ﬁ%’i*$i%1%§%ﬁ§i°

3.3.2 AT M

[EREY/ N ?—%"FM;;IP 11‘734?‘;%’.1;/5?3??5‘/}@? AN LR M ]
R S P O R LT T T T I PR ST
AT EH* L1 & Lin(2006) gl > B R M 22 2 ERF RKFEL L FHEFR A fﬁ?ﬁi\i )

Mipd BHEG RFERFME REFHFE > FIXFT L ERFRFET  BRAE > SRR A
T B X 2B AGE -

3.3.3 & IT kb o % 7 5

R R E T A BREA AR e [T A EmA R s § 75 AT

SR L LR E S E LR R AT & LR
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Hsuetal., (2007)eR ¥ kg soide 3 07 5 > [T HMWFLE S 5 PI3HF* Majchrzak et
1., (2005) 7R % »izd PR E L5 b 114> THR* T HELFT 2 o

A FENERAN Y RS AFREREFM ARSI TP o
PARBEFER AL ey d B A B EY ke e

2R g 4% Nelson & Cooprider(1996)#2 Politis(2003)=0k ¥ &k iF 5 =&

%0 T R AR (R ek B R AR TRAERE okl 4 o kg

ERFRATE o BR AR 0 XTI B I HEYZLFELFRL

&IQ%%EHW7 ,}:’ﬁ %gzbk’?f%j\/@ﬁ”:w&?'r% °
203010 RETRE MR

® i o & 1p B2
AR E MRS R AR ?f # | (Gambetta, 1988)
5= —F‘{ 2 i 7 A i
EP S )
AR FEFELFTA - KIAG | (Lander et al., 2004;
i = h¥ AERIE o & B rrdk | Panteliand
i AMGZFRE S o Sockalingam, 2005)
# t S : :: _— ﬁ, o
sk A o B AAS RS- Al | (Krammer, 1993)
PG Bk
Wl o bR 0 LB
AE B S B R
EET M SRR R BEFE - A4 %2 | Anderson & Weitz(1992)
RN T Y
I EelE) fE R e
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KEFET RS L ED MG
e TR BRI A
L FRER WXy gt & 0 7 5 # | Achrol & Scheer(1990)
roHEsE - A3 BT
Fehpiz B3 FRAERDL O
e
B [THeh | o h % 75 s B ah T A dp 24 | Senge(1997)
AR TG B 2R GO T e
TAHEwHL 3 gd FRpHEE LA R | Majchrzak et al., 2005
1 A7
e d & fe i eh T 5 s 2 IG5 o5 | Nelson & Cooprider
rigdlic 4 (1996)and Politis
(2003)
3.3.5 B ¥zt
AT AR ERIF2ZAE LR 4ot TR AR E R R AP EEEEFR

SRS B E Y BRI REFECFE OLNE AL D

B Sl X+ 3= Zl*ﬁimyfiﬁ /Eﬁ-lfrﬁﬂ”ﬂl ’u}»'*“m?;ﬂﬁﬂﬂhﬁ—gﬁ.l;r

i“%’%ﬁl’v“% °
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4 FA A B 20 475 3

AEEURED A SR EE RS B A SR AN A 8 AR
FT¥7 EMBA 1P 32 o BP IR R R H T2 }*J: w g 22 8 = 5UE 17 (Hsu et al.,2007; Gefen
et al.,2003; Li & Lin, 2006; Majchrzak et al., 2005; Nelson & Cooprider, 1996; Politis, 2003) =7
FRIEHUTEILHFELAEESR O HE? 127 TAFY 2R, 20427 T2 RA -
FEmad x3tm - MeREFTHIOT AT s RXPFUBE B BLREY
B~ 2P R E A RN ERE S FoNPRAHEEATE BERFRE KRBT -

EEAATIE G 0 ALY EE | T2 2 (Partial Least Squares; PLS) ki
{7 i > 34 0 SPSS12. 00 fAH 8 4p B cnsist 2 45 o Eho] T2 3 B - ARl
WARRIMERCA his = 2 > aapRiEfald,, 1798 7 - BB - 2 F R o -
&ﬁTﬁﬁﬁ%%?ﬁiﬂ—%F%%ﬁ’Hsﬂukﬁaﬂwﬁﬂﬁf Blife- 2 F
M 1(Chin, 1998) @ »#7 3 #£ % @l el o 4phd 3t > 2 BTG he T Arif o

3.4.1 3 A rik szt
Aioti A ZAATH PP E & s i) u;zp;ﬁm\ﬂﬂj\?*i,
3 7 e, ‘&ﬁ ﬁ;;l}& ‘ngg;kméﬁ\ 1‘"%?/& “L;lzg-/\ L

TRER U~ PRAFEOINP R o AFT Y R U H oAl At 2 2 R A g

3.4.2 G RENR WK T
3.4.2.1 & B~ 47
1. Cronbach’ s «a
G R Ap AR TR T S ﬁ*i‘*’%ﬁ“ﬂam‘*%7 "R, AR T - R
AFLFTREFELER  HEHELY G REFPIN- REST > T s Rk

Cronbach’ s a #hE kT A ™ 238 p B 2. - &M > — 4 %3 Cronbach’ s a =hiE
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|
=

W IE 2PN - RMARE o ?J“ Nunnally (1978) 451> #1f & ¢ Cronbach’” s

%
A

a BEF~W0TF 27285530 R

2. & = 7 & (Composite Reliability)¥? Ti5% 8 55§

BRI T AR ] T (PLS) K (A & A dr > AT PLS AR S S A
(Composite Reliability; CR) =T 32% B % B~ ¥ (average variance extracted; AVE)
T A ] KRR B 0 R ook 0 - T R AR (R P R AL 0.7
@ AVE P& <2+t 0.5 (Fornell and Larcker, 1981) -

3.4.2.2 2 & A7

ok (Validity) 24 B e AL FR AL ROF L ETERFLEL T4 ofe
B AGRR R R R AL e F ek % ek (content validity)
14 & >k (construct  validity)s f& -

. pZE»R
NERERESRN SN FAT T PR Aot A RF s RAFT A 1
aﬁwﬁﬁpzﬁ%@oﬁp;zﬁﬁé%&i%ﬁ’é{xS%gfé@&é%%
)gk gph F & & % (Hsu et al.,2007; Gefen et al.,2003; Li & Lin, 2006; Majchrzak et al., 2005;
Nelson & Cooprider, 1996; Politis, 2003) » }* 8 (/% H#-ix 4v 5 p B3k 5 B ? (G P e
FHEAR AR AR L Y AN Y i IR R S E R M Ok TR~ B3k
Mmoo pSIER Ram R KRR E PN FTR 0 M EE - T BT e

2. H&%R

W& e Rap AR A AR RIS i S S AR 0 R RS B R
2 el (RYRIEFFEE L HAMMT AT IAAFLE B9 ¥ * ol
PR R B R MR R A 3R o K AR F1R AT 2 RBRER AR o AT
FlE A4 2 KRR RERS O AR Y R AR AT LG LR
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ORRACT PR

porb s AR R 2 N F A1 F LA v &2 § 5 (Hsu et al.,2007; Gefen et al.,2003;
B2 Aph £

Li & Lin, 2006; Majchrzak et al., 2005; Nelson & Cooprider, 1996; Politis, 2003)%#
;¢ r@z@ﬂ REACR T AR 23

FAARSY T L LR
PRI B R E RS @ K 2R v g i KB E A E R T KL A
2R o

Ni%@ﬁiﬁiﬁ%%%%ﬁﬁ’@aﬁ$ﬁdipz

3.4.3 40 B Tl
B E R B R 24 il AL T Pearson A AR A 47 0 BT

TRAFRZAPY > v 2R R i N T g A RAFLT L7 HF M-

& B L 3 2 (Partial Least Squares; PLS) &6 #7 i 2% 22 R f RI2 HEA| syt = i

BARRIMRCAIY 0 30 e 7 - Wip R e 2 B 1 - PLS '—f’—ﬁ;mw«%ﬁ/ﬂ\ﬁ ul 4
o REA T R i AIL - B 5 sl PLS Fric e B AT AT i SRRV 1 - E R

PLS €4 Wold ** 1960 & s g5 B 1R e £ gﬁgm\ggﬁﬁ?»ﬁ“ , X LHF R

fo £ H 44 F % #03] (causal model) ¢ hF)is i (path coefficient) s 3+

S ASHEDFET T

» PLS

PLS % & § Bl m@sp AT 5 235> FI% M owes Bd Wk Ada % o PLS L%

@ L3 B oAl (Chin, 1998) © BB PLS ek finfz s
ﬁ%—:@'zz HiE s
HES B R S

B TRy .

HEZ EHHGYE & AL REECL TR NG TR B T

B2 AR iAo B %&ﬂﬁﬁ%gﬁﬁiiﬁjﬁﬁi,ﬁxza 3=

BER SR B W R e L% R (Composite Reliability; CR)fr-T 35 % £ #ic %
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(average variance extracted; AVE) » & B ek i&® 2 CR @+ 0.7 % P# > @ AVE
F A (0.0 5%

EHEEMTR S B P A LR L,;Jcmi’p % ™ % (Hsu et al.,2007; Gefen et al.,2003;

Li & Lin, 2006; Majchrzak et al., 2005; Nelson & Cooprider, 1996; Politis, 2003) ¥ 5 A% 7

MERA . gt H3Y AP LR RERIERE NPT },%%”‘J% el Tf’%ﬁﬁi” *HE

WHR SR L E R BRI PRI BN R RIS 0 TR KB B

E 0 T LG R endp R o SR 18 R el KRR o ¥ b PLS T o % i e
K 3 #-(Goodness of fit index, GFI) » #7rd @ac v2 R dp 5 2 Bois Th i ok f2 4503 -

AP AERE TR G 2 S B o F o AL MY Eh] T

= (Partial Least Squares, PLS):& {7 iz & < > F# PLS 7 & B4

1.

2.

AFTFYFTEBAL R, A BREY BT =D BiEs o8 A MR
Bz Benl oo 2LE B ohs B PIRE S B ¥ g Tl % o PLS T U R ASLIE A §
EL
B

Bl Fedp kB %o 4 2 3 s R RO aa

'

PLS #.d Wold »> 1960 & i is g3 B M1k > 4o d &FA - F @AY 3 fI* » 2 AHE
& (Johansson & Yip 1994 ~ Bontis 1998 ~ Wixom & Waston, 2001) o % H 4-¥¢ %] %
#-74] (causal model )" BT % (path coefficient)shim 3t » PLS ¢ & = e+

7% (Fornell & Bokksten, 1982)

22 LISREL 4p 4% ™ > PLS > 8 E 7 & % &3] ~ et e s T (Wold,
1982) » ® 3t FlS th By otk A #ic® Fd] (Anderson & Gerbing 1988) -

B s~ Rt (multiple linear regression, MLR) % < ] # 42 #iAE
vip 3t GhlieIE R R & 0 PLS ¥ SR LR E ~ IR E 2 R R KR
SRR ATE B AL S AP R BB R R R R EBREREN) T Mo

o~

)
S
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FRA o~ H0F) o A B seha 54 247 (principal components analysis, PCA) ¥
R g & A h& iR ¥ % & PCA &2 S 4 47 (path analysis) ™45 di- e X &Y ihdk
i e g o

AFTREY R EP X 25 4 BHG o F 2 LISREL #03] 4 47 $k A Bew S 49 < o
P ARB AR LRE Y AR R eE R PLSAIV 7 X KB K 2 R Ao
PR dFaip Rl a4 (Wold, 1982; Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) o yt ¢t PLS it #
KR AT A Kok F AR g vt * @48 4 o 4o Thompson, Higgins, & Howell (1991)
FI* PLS %z flid £ iha F—“Ff # % PC {7 5 eh= ¥4 ; Johansson & Yip (1994) 1%
PLS##E £ P ¥ 2 KgehE Fl» § 28R ~ & SR A BB ekl % 5 Ryan, Rayner &
Morrison (1999) * w2z AR £ &35 & o= F] > Cassel, Hackl & Westlund (2000) #* 12
Py &A% At E ~ Raymond, Brisoux & Azami (2001) R[3&* fi7 40 F 3 & SR 3]0
TF S SR REREY o KA AN RTF] AR MR T E S ] T 2 2 (Partial Least

Squares, PLS) » % i& {7 5 H el 78 2 18 60ad e e Jook 4 47 o

3.0 TR AT AR

ARFHR AT

<=

7R RR A

.

WA fe i & A 47

<~

B AR

B3 3: 5 hdm
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&

ﬂﬁ

ﬂk_q_iz—?ﬁ_,]ﬂq 71‘\/1?31;: R N N R AL i R

;}Lf-}_%— 52

i

"
SRR S Y RN T )

APLSHHH S T w247 5 S &P PSR A28 % -

BE R RSP AN A R A

~>m

4.1 ¥ > &kt st
AREETOTE 2 D 96E 3 WA RN L MERAHEL LAH N -
PR AF(FIAIMFLRS LEEEL G DBA L ASREL L .
DMBA # Rk B &t ~ HeBI~A7% ~ ¥ RA RS E o 3 S ERHEN TR £

‘&aﬁlllﬁ]fq

FRIRIEE kp L2 A LR OB IF L g (B 51 *l’?;/—A%ff"‘H‘i‘«”“%"t’lﬁ*ﬁﬁ’
BE= o Bt 6 E 0 MR F A A daiduend 2T J.,ﬂffzk,:sﬁ%ﬁﬂli,ﬁ‘%f.{a“ﬁlf
SPPRAR AR PR R S e kdh @ TEALE T B E P Y F T T R
BOIE TR AT ARG LA fOF e B R i # R A e

BXera s 9596 & R A EMBA B FIH 4 « H I BLE b L @Y H W et FH o4 L 5T
F A AL 9500 X 2 e AP REFR500 RE Y G 200 R E W
weF G 40% 2 FFREEREA
E 5 191 0 5 onk S Bl 5 38,20 0 T K-

RN JEF 2E AN EL O RE G ok

YR L chfE A B LT LA

Z4-1: AL AFTHR

T 5| A | =% B[F A ¢ (%) 27 E AN
Iy 7 116 60. 7 60. 7

% 75 39.3 100
E# 20-30 50 26.2 26. 2

31-40 89 46. 6 72.8
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41-50 41 21.5 94. 2

51-60 11 5.8 100

BT AR L 6 3.1 3.1

AL 60 31.4 34.6

<~ 7 118 61.8 96. 3

Ly 7 3.7 100
dRAFRTARL AT ET R BRRIEY T ABI5 3 20 EERIRY B
31~40 gk erv ¥ > 20~30 gk AR X 1 2304 Foe 260% 0 A kIR 31-40 fR g 4150 &
BB EFEFRLE T FMaS 2 F oA AR anqﬁap s B ferg L A s R E T AT

448 4193, 2% -

Y

Fobp Rl RAR e P A R30S HAS 020, 4%5 Bx 7 0 B SRR A F
15.2%2 7 " 48 2 ¥ 14, 1% B = = EMBA & < + E%‘é%f‘zﬁv%‘fiiﬁiii."zé‘:’?&a
B AFFF Z AL o &7 RS ¢ 000=1000 4 2 P iEE S > 5 35.6% 0 H = A

1000-5000 * 220, 4% > &7 = O Rpp 5 & 5 KA o

G OAIRARNP A E L o 0 EHNE 26, ThA 0 B RN TP 15, T
14.7%; F ¢ hd (EBERS 6 - R 1 51 0 (42 0% B A0 PpH o 224 B A

B 19.9%: ¢ fFL L g ik 56 - omﬁﬁ?4a,u610¢mWﬁﬁ?

%

B F o b 40.8% T E N APRFEFT R T8 ke A G RR IR ELELFIRA

(A

F4- 2 HAA LUK

R g 283 = ¥ 7oA ()
O b 18 9.4

A %5
£ R 19 9.9
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AT 3 1.6
L g 39 20.4
T A E 27 14.1
HAAE 23 12
kT AFE 29 15. 2
i 7 A S T A (%)
e 6 3.1
PRI% ¥ 13 6.8
A ¥ LR 2 1
M | 0.5
H 11 5.8
B 30 15.7
= & 51 26. 7
i 9 4.7
FAg 24 12. 6
Sl
L AR 8 4.2
Mg 14 7.3
Fa 28 14.7
H 27 14.1
100 A 2™ 39 18.3
100-1000 + 68 35.6
o R 1000-5000 * 39 20.4
5000-10000 18 9.4
10000 ~ rz t 31 16. 2
BrEad 38 19.9
B i+ ILER 28 14.7
¢ R §5 2N 42 29




- R 82 42.9
H 1 0.5
5&EMT 42 26.5
1 IEX %k 6-10 = 78 39. 6
1 FEk 11-20 # 50 24.7
21 # i b 21 9.2

4.2 FH R R A

4.2.1 »< B ¥ Bl
ﬁ&{ﬁ&ﬂﬁéﬁ’%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%?fﬁ#%ﬁﬁgﬁi?%%°#ﬁiﬁ%
AR L - BRI 0 F SRR iR TR AR s o AP
TR G £ - RS G FLEAY REOT LB R n e KB FRR] 0 H7
et g $ % 1 & 4 & 47 (Principal components analysis) w3 F1% f v & - B~ jic
i (Eigen-value) = »* 1 %% » & F A W E* & 292 (Varimax Rotation) k dE i » & F) %

PERLF R BEILF

LiFidsstra > e KMO & (Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin)and Barlett s Test =
WinF 2 apE kR FIF AT A - a3 K0 0.6 b > TAFE A

=

Flg a4 KO B 0.6 M TRIZFHG BB 5 ARELFFFLIT - AL R T
e AR RS N BHEG  BTAY AR PR s KMO Eerg o H KMO ®i5 R 0.8 1
4@ A Barlett’ s Test ¥ » EHfd g% 5L AHF o 7 L@ L5 307 L AR H

27 F) % A~ 47 o KMO & Barlett s34 240 % 4-3 ¢
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% 4- 3 B ¥Rt 7 KMO ¥ Barlett 3% 34 <

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin ip]:& Barlett 3]+ =_

$ i e KMO & | i v+ = A peid AR L
AR AL i

R FREALE |60 386. 759 21 0. 000
e AHG =
ER K

2 R N TP EE 0. 854 1093, 746 66 0. 000
BETAM | sy

i 3 0. 869 1312. 739 91 0. 000
= IT & 4% 5ok 3

4 B ek ® 0. 815 649. 276 10 0. 000

tFr TKMO 882 = & Barlett sk lfe T B & 4o hFlF ~ 4782 @ h -

4.2.1.1 & = 54
I SAAAL T TRAAL TARP AHSL =

e ¥ 5 G 12 BRI S FIR TS 2 BRARE R DA S Z B
e fEREE S 65.993%

A

F1% § im & EP3 & 0 # % Joseph ~ Rolph & Ronald (1987) a3 ¥ F% f i &

3
[y
P
[k

B4 0.3 PITALABEE £ 0.5 RS2 HHF o AFTHET KRF %
BEFZ LR A0.0 E o Eihis en 2B 4o T & AT

EBT & IBT = IDT = B2 P ¥ e iE > &FF AT TERLA X Z B3 B o v ¥

TR R 0.5 AL FRY TERARG 2 TFRAAG E, 12 Tk
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RAL g F T kim0 2 BEG RTHE

% 4- 40 G EOEh s s e

A5 S
l. eRAHE = 2. FMAAHI = 3.k AHE T

EBT1 0.875 0. 236 0. 090
EBT2 0.884 0.218 0. 086
EBT3 0. 789 0. 304 0.152
EBT4 0. 549 -0. 041 0.223
IBT1 0.283 0.512 0.273
IBT2 0.285 0.743 0.157
IBT3 0.054 0. 880 0.157
[BT4 0.129 0. 827 0.227
IDT1 0. 021 0. 141 0. 756
IDT2 0. 245 0.:098 0.819
IDT3 0. 361 0. 271 0. 637
IDT4 0.092 0. 330 0. 702
THREREREL 42. 065 % 9. 384 % 66. 993 %

LEEE FIEY - £ THRE SRR AFEATEA A BRGERD RE A
OSSR AR R BT 62, 086% ¢ @15 nd A BLAT & 45 457 o

BTG A BHG ¢ 0 ARAIGEHES o commit2 ¥ commitd A AL 0 B F1 R FE

Folbmiphe - 2 A FIRBEEREATE L it b visiond ¥ visiond 0 ¢ R EF]E

Wi B R 1S B R e T & 46 HT o
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204- 50 BRE M om0 e

Commitl 0. 066

Commit2 0. 240

Commi t3 0. 761

Commi t4 0. 759

Visionl 0. 252
Vision2 0.182
Visiond 0.392
AfEgL L 62. 086%

#-commit3 ¥ conmitd £ 37 ofé o

2 4-6: & :“f N
Commi t1 0. 066
Commi t2 0. 240
Vision4 0.075
Vision5 0. 057
Visionl 0. 252
Vision2 0.182
Vision3 0. 392
AR RAE 62. 086%

Bfl o B ER M e A5 BiEs AR T R AR 2 T RRR KRR SR

G0 @ N R A G B AR M
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4.2.1.3 %8 IT Harenmgdhia 3 (7 5

| oA 3 7 5 8 IT 4 ool 3

i

AR A A 3T T RS BIA - FALREF 1640 7 s s @750
VAT HaE IT RIS GUETIA A4 A 5 B R PR BAR AR
£ 0.5 0T TG 0 T8 BHEG o B AN TR s Fh 2 TIT A

Fl & A AT 15 g s 2 A B AeT £ 4-T 4T o

204- T o@oas g F i T AEwoms 3 chiiphis & 4t

A5 =
1. 7o % (7 5 2.IT L F g 3

K sharel 0. 720 0. 229

K share2 0.775 0. 206

K shared 0.797 0.123

K share4 0. 781 0.107

K shared 0.752 0.202

IT supb 0. 352 0. 649

IT sup6 0. 236 0. 659

IT sup7 0. 381 0.591

IT sup8 0.045 0.801

IT sup9 0.074 0. 859

IT supl0 0.136 0.677
AREEREE 42.730% 58.959 %
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4.2.1.4 =% e

PR LG D BRI SR AT BT - BEAKERS XA T T B T73.061%
FRFRBE AL AL TedE e B B RFE L FESAE 0.8 4
R AR FREF R E o AT A A s B B ARG T3 o 1R AT i b

&R T £ 48 S o

Fo4- 8w skend A 47 4

A SRR K

Perfl 0. 840

Perf?2 0.871

Perf3 0. 880

Perf4 0.875

Perfh 0.:806

AfERRA L 73.0619%

4.2.2 % R ¥ P

TR FF AT BT OREFGRGHKRB o AL A& Cronbach” s a # > &
Wz BRentgiBl 0 - Kk Cronbach’™ s a =+ 3% 0.7 1 4R 5 ¥ 12 & % s (Nunnally,
1978) « T 47 s B LR FRIE Y R BHRAL - KL AT G
BASe AR 0 ANERE S BEE MG S T Hrhirds 37 5 & m i

B R RIE B R AT & 4-9:

d A9 Faa Ay hE BiEG g B33 0.7 (430,711 1 0.906 2 ) » &

50



F4- 9 ARG L BAEG DR R AT

o 2P #ic Cronbach’ s a f#
SARAR E 4 0.837
e 4 0. 804 0. 867
— 4 0. 779
e 2 0.711
% 0.793
= FRER ) 0.811
i 1T ehir | % h % 7 5 5 0.846
o 0. 852
EEEE e T gy 6 0. 832
] ) 0.906 £
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4.3 PLS B4 E % A 49
PLS 5 M4~ AR HN ch— fEA 77 2 0 4 & LU RBELFIE A 474 17 10 58T 55
CODFMBC ey RN o SRR Y 0 KT L p Bk (2)
1% TR F ¢ o aorck (convergent validity) 2 % ] 5% & (discriminate validity) » £2 § i f

7 Bl i st Rk -

AFr g % * Visual PLS 1. 04b $c#:& 7 45> 424 4% » 12 bootstrapping 44 #% = 3¢
i 17 (500 resamples) » 3+ & #7] hficendg F4E o pi 7 PLS 4 479 & JF A 333 R T at
PRBFHBTR T BREA L F A TS S B AT B R R S R AR
FRen—- &4 (internal consistency) ~ % %]t/ (discriminate validity) 2 % -] ¢ 4

(R) % 4 2o

4. 3.1 R e R &4
g >~ SEM e 42 o ?3‘ Gerbing ‘& Anderson (1988) % 4p 1177 3 —“Ff &2 SEM &~ 457 3

W o %G B B PEE . f AREFH AP BFEFHS A
R R I - m{ﬁ&;’ﬁﬁiﬂ—% 17 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA) > et~ 47
B A & A e ok EN Y SRR AT R A % #(Latent variables)

ot 2 B enhd % o

AE B EHHEMBA P - RPEFEICRfoiapptRE P - RET E & T

—%,uﬁ— T - PR T o

4.3.1. 1 Je g e

T iag R 5B § (average variance extracted; AVE) & i 3t carema g o Tiag R
FrR S BB AA AR HAREAR P REORE R R E R PF RBELZ A
R TR RESE A G AHORE A T B LR RORRE LAY F 0 AP E
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AN L

(EmEpEe
(X wEgme’)+ Y e

B S g FR AR AN AR L BREEL RIS oo el 3 k-

l\_.MTF IEEI F;‘é Y\A‘f‘?o

Mo 42 AVE Edcaih i} o F F (Fornell and Larcker, 1981)7% 5 %12 AVE %
B3t AR R R 0 - R AVE 420 0.5 B - BRE . N By HR Y
Wy el E et Az FlE e £ (loading)#a s B (FFE<300.5) By &3tk
rofk ink £ (Nunnally, 1978) » ™ & Fdjcaora kit Tis chig % ;4 4-10 &or e B
IAVE #9420 0.5 0 & 7 B OHAIE G, 7 & hitack

24~ 10 H5 e AVE

bR AVE &

Ey TR 0.564131
E = 0.529034

IT 2 KM 0. 505405
P 0. 733022

Fobo T A 411 P RS E B EG hF]F £ e £ (loading) %“i}fi%j(Nunnally,
1978) ez » § B REH RN FE XN 00 FHET L E 2 Jtapek g fo
%P f 7 OIDT1 enf jmEvd Mt et > H @ R andie@839% 30 0.5

FENM A AR et R in N VA E AT Y B AT ap R o BB

A T e R iR o
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%4 11 i R 4

ALl | MP | IOk |REL | fRE | RLE|RL
B
EBT1 3.786458 | 0. 731651 | 0. 7418 | 0.4498 | 0. 1681
EBT2 3. 786458 | 0. 738772 | 0.7333 | 0.4622 | 0. 1543
EBT3 3. 802083 | 0. 718051 | 0. 7551 | 0.4298 | 0. 1669
EBT4 3.411458 | 0. 649183 | 0. 5173 | 0. 8258 | 0. 0609
[BT1 3. 338542 | 0.923783 | 0. 5861 | 0.6565 | 0. 0985
[BT2 3. 604167 | 0. 792361 | 0. 6643 | 0.5587 | 0. 1097
[BT3 3. 677083 | 0.849944 | 0.5998 | 0. 6403 | 0. 0976
[BT4 3.677083 | 0.812143 | 0. 6569 | 0.5684 | 0. 1123
IDT1 2.9375 | 0.941342 | 0.4884 | 0.7614 | 0.1013
IDT2 3. 447917("0. 736054 | 0. 6528 | 0. 5739 | 0. 1343
IDT3 3. 583333+10. 704015| 0. 7333 | 0. 4622 | 0. 1653
IDT4 3:6041677 | 0. 744673 | 0. 6278 | 0. 6058 | 0. 1425
)
Commitl | 3. 348958 | 0.804502 | 0. 5599 | 0. 8705 | 0. 0248
Commit2 | 3. 375 0. 782666 | 0.5154 | 0. 7343 | 0. 1531
Commit3 | 3.484375 | 0.670833 | 0. 7193 | 0.4826 | 0. 2326
Commit4 | 3.557292 | 0. 684036 | 0. 7252 | 0.474 | 0.27
Visionl | 3. 333333 | 0.78822 | 0.7497 | 0.4379 | 0. 2222
VisionZ | 3. 65625 | 0.668328 | 0. 7812 | 0.3897 | 0. 1985
Visiond | 3.536458 | 0. 736998 | 0. 7611 | 0.421 | 0.2988
E1ar WA 1
Ksharel | 3. 817708 | 0. 7401 | 0.6594 | 0. 5652 | 0. 1386
Kshare2 | 3.447917 | 0. 790914 | 0. 6686 | 0.553 | 0.1138
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Kshare3 | 3.869792 | 0. 670019 | 0. 6334 | 0.5988 | 0. 1248
Kshared4 | 3. 802083 | 0. 725306 | 0. 6315 | 0. 6011 | 0. 1543
Kshareb | 3. 651042 | 0. 817414 | 0.6708 | 0.55 | 0. 1411
[TSup5 | 3.572917 | 0. 846858 | 0. 7053 | 0. 5025 | 0. 1465
[TSup6 | 3. 770833 | 0. 903503 | 0. 6486 | 0.5793 | 0. 1533
[TSup7 | 3.317708 | 0.896823 | 0. 6876 | 0. 5271 | 0. 1425
[TSup8 | 3.739583 | 0. 918054 | 0. 6082 | 0. 6301 | 0. 1402
[TSup9 | 3.5 0.915258 | 0.6753 | 0.544 | 0. 1542
[TSup10 | 3. 427083 | 0. 912333 | 0. 5759 | 0. 6683 | 0. 1237
ﬂ%%*x
Perfl |3.9375 |0.668083 |0.829 |0.3128 | 0.2118
Perf2 | 3.90625111:0::695206 | 0. 8657 | 0. 2505 | 0. 2314
Perf3 | 3:5765625710:-710627 | 0. 8765 | 0. 2317 | 0. 2369
Perf4 |3.75 0:°744966-| 0. 8799 | 0. 2258 | 0. 2505
Perfd | 3.728958--0:+/93857 | 0. 8164 | 0. 3336 | 0. 2402

4.3.1.2 % %>R
ﬁwﬁ&iiﬁﬂ“{%iW§%ﬁ%*7Fﬁﬁ@i@ﬁﬁ%ﬁ§°4%{3%%
FHR R BHASE S RT L AMAZR > BERFNERET FELRT DPH G
#1995 8  (Chin, 1998)3iz » BolfEs hT 0% R Z - E (AVE)enT 2 49> B3z & < 2%
VARG BT 3 RS S M e A R M e AVE BT A 412 o o
A< RAPMELAT L@ A AVE T S O B4 A 6 e cofa M e

Bm A BHACA Y A G E ART L R o 4 B AR RS R Bk
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34- 1244 ¢ RAPMET

%16 1T 3
Ha AVE i | T MG 0 5

G (7 5

4
S
\

lal

e 0.564131 | 0.7510
“Rp M % | 0.529034 | 0.273 0.7273
53 [T #jpen
0.590405 | 0.580 0.273 0. 7684
R
wgoe | 0.733022 | 0.439 | 0.276 0. 521 0. 8562

4.3.1.3 p 38— R
ARy e & (composite reliability) ki®fc #fcens o » * hfFE 4

ip e $8 - 3% 14 (internal consistency) » AXRiA 1 T BB P h- REAEF o 1T
Nunnally(1978)iE:k o= 5 B B8 A 0. T- 10 ho g TR E I E TP 8- R o

EABREAE NN 4eT
e (ZFEiFe’)

(X HRRTTE) + Y er

TR FESF-HEP I APFFIFENE|f- Y el S R-HENTFHADZ

7' *1:[" o

X
T

ALY R e A R R T £4-1394 7 0§ ¢ e A G e R 0.T
Bl ] B20.84 7 LAGHSRE G T Uehp R- Lo
F4- 13 B el LB R

o 2= % & (Composite Reliability)
3 iz 0. 893409
2oy 0. 848073
RS X 0. 890385
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0.930778

4.4 PLS B> AR i 8 %

B EY T FRMEAOE R SR ER I - REF B EMHEL > AERETER
L3 FEPLS) AT o ALY 0 Fornetk AEcE 191 o T UL - B Y Ak A

AT B RGP HPLS A4t o AR g ¢ @ % Visual PLS 1. 04b 5% % i& 7 & 45

4.4.1 PLS $3] » +7
BHEA R L R A BRI GENE REed 2 PLS ¥ AR EGRARE
(Goodness of fit index, GFI)» #]st R® 14 2 gt < t4#ic(path coefficients) & & 3 & %)

| & F 4 3 ihdp - (Chin, 1998) « B/ e 7 RSB FM G R e v > K

-
-
i

#rHT
LG RFE I R B ATIRAERS - R oo A ROEdpenE 3 Rl 2 8

ot R R R 0E At 0 R AR T AR REL ¢ o BT i ROE K A )

Bl e R g e £ A2 -

*A 7 A PLS & * Visual PLS/1.04b #c#8 o 4k A8 2 191 &£ » £ * bootstrap £ 4§ 4¢

thiz > £AFM R 100 = - & LenF & 4o Bl 4-1 77 o

0.561%%%

v > g TR (T Y

ﬁf\_"?g'\;,l,,\ _g‘ 7 % 0.48% %% B SRS

]
R?=0.388

*ok R?>=0.312

0.331 %% 0.143
BT M
i ¥k 1<0.001 ** p<0.01 *p<0.05
R?=0.198 p p p
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DFSEEES Ts P

4.4.2 Btk T

dofe AT 2 BEHRE D O M THRBERES > EHE G SdRBRESITE > BT
HERFM AL ook » B 1 BE A (BRISGRE0.331) 0 ¥ b i gt doma
FAFELEFAVEFORES > AT BR 2 EELFEERE 0.561) o st ABERE

R e TR S N %‘.% P> R R et o AT ER 3 FHAE

(B fz % #c0.143) - ERRE M REERE S G 0 FRE e R 7 gﬁnggia;:%ﬁ},
P F B 4 ah BE (B S Tl 0.133) 318 AT AP Hendrilis 3 7 L i Mo

B BRI EFORE ARG 048 AT BR O ETEY - H G R &
# 0.3120 #7 besmion? BB A S ERPOFFRFARHI] > RvE G F 4

i TR

4 A= 1410 B TG Bl 17 &

B i”éi‘;u‘ﬁ@t A T 3ok L ati oS T & peig
BEDERM G 0. 331 0. 349 0.0658 5.0328

B E->mEes g 0. 561 0.5716 0. 0511 10. 9834

2 Y MEEias (A 3 0.143 0.146 0. 0581 2.4618
B > E.%F\« 0.133 0. 1442 0.0732 1. 8175
R D 0.48 0.4809 0. 0621 1.7323

fd Aok gt b0 AFT 7 % Singh, Goolsby, and Rhoads (1994) #73% ) % ¢
EooaE 2 ArA BROGV2Z B ant OREBRERL P ik oA RGBT (E k)
RO A E 3 R 4RO oy e o 5502 (3R P AR E_ Ak A F ol

G ATEL R FLITA Y N Rk

SRR

*ﬂ)—

AACEA S AT AL ES B MY B4 fonk o MR T E BT $ 2 kiF
Lk
(DB 2804 ¢ 420 m S s fi 4 2 3 3 000 1 (3 40e% )
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() EEamss 3 75 2 B ps f e
G)awdir 3 (7 A2 e RG e@ 5 Mk ko

(FRHS 12

)
1%
|
4
i

Fore B B A2 (8 ) ¢ gAE P fank )

o

3 o

s

I%
i

(- ) &g [T fprenimit s 3 (7 5 &

4
)

FA o AE BH G Eria_a_f.% Penld 0o A F R e Bl 4-2 477 (B2 10D

R BT 8 0.497 2 R 5 0. 247 ehiE o

0.497

PR

R’=0.247
Bl 4- 23 (B0 10) & img sk

ml;,l

\v~

548 1T $hprenios i Bfa A s o bl % T B 4-3 4 7 (B3 2.0)e
d e BT IR T k1 R 2,0 SR fEal 4 B 10 SaiefEar 4 F (0.380 v

i<

0.247);2. e gd [T FiFanmwid L 3 (75 3t » b % (B/S%Ecs: 0.616 0 p
vaule<0.001) ;3. Fd IT Hpraioi@s 3 7

‘)Nt

g e B M i (B R
0.364 » p vaule<0.05) ;4. 4p s 1.0 % 3 » G F fist 2.0 ¢ & @ m ki
RBEF > G T BB R T (0.497 11 0.259) 0 d 1 SELT A

]_:E }—}‘i ;g &,l( Ai

N
seenff 2P o gd [THFOICBELZ TR - B2 bk d > RS %RFET AT AR

S
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0.259

o

R’>=0316

0.616 0.364

Zd T m;fi;}irn

4‘\_’"3‘\,4;\ % {7 ;‘;

R?=0.380

Rl 4- 3-(’}’3“:;\ 20)7 = ‘ﬁleﬁlﬁmTf’ﬂ*A\_ﬁ.f’?é;}_‘g:ﬁk

(Z)FE~BRPEM e ‘%k%-‘;;

B RE M I S ¢ AR o k2R & B Singh, Goolsby, and Rhoads (1994)
A Ak ent 2 R TEHH o - A H PG E S B ) E N 'ﬁ R e b Bl 4-2
o (B0 1.0) 0 @RS 800,497 &2 R 5 00247 ehid o

BipiE s AT M AE ek BT R A4 R (B2 1) d 2 EKRT @
P TF e E]. 2.1 mﬁ'&”g Fo A RSN 1.0 mﬁ';;rg w4 30,275 0. 247>’2 5 T
f#f@ﬁfﬁgl I? L_J_rﬁ'f‘r’ﬁﬁg 4 ( pig_u@:,—» 0.325 > pV8U16<0 001) : 3. @r‘gf /‘f_lgf_"g_

53.“ 2%

—E

»ef o B G (BRS Th#ci 0.159 > p vaule<0.05) ;4. Ap#E B 1.0 A 5 > & f

F_‘-

B 2.1¢ (B S ‘P_‘%‘%“p*)ﬁ;]’*b fk%@‘fzgz' ) fe {%22%&%2%@4 - g (0497 5 0432> o d
AT UERAL EE e Rl o g d [T RS L F I RH- B A0

b4 o PPES SREO AT BRI T o
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0.432

= E

A\ 4
.

&

i

R?=0.275

0.325 0.159

T M G

R?=0.106

Bl4- 4 (B0 2.1 B~ BB Mhe ey

“F"%’vf‘g‘_ﬂ ERBEM AN E @R R F R EaSREE X5 2 BREE

» 0.336(0.561%0. 48+0. 331%0. 143%0. 48+0.331*0. 133) » % 7 & T §> ln o H s chil

<L M
fok e (5 AT T RS A % L A A-15 (ER A o

% 4- 15" Bk R EL

oy

1

o NN
B LN

2oy . P WL I > 22 2 , 4 o
a1 | el TR E N TERFMG, 2w

Bn2 | bEEMET TR E, HY  BEFAPRIEAS Aa LB

P

w3 | it TR EFH G HNTEETAPHOTRLLIEL F e R E

Pl N 7y 24 K S t‘ .l‘i)_‘/ _)L ’ ;é‘
B 4 bk > TIRRE MG H r&.—f%‘"‘ﬁl TN N -

B S | ity TEBFTARHE PRSI EL HY TeRY e PP | 22
B b | TiE, B8 TSEFARFEDTBRLZTFL 9P ha PP T e, . T

B 1| TeiE B8 MkRp M, o da PP hasix,.
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FEITARDREAEE > HHITTLARFERIAEREE S ABHBT o
MR E SR MRS ke 5 TR R 0T M GERARRAR R o

3
Fioh N ERPM A2 AKE R EAIATHIEY c AFL AR RL NG

i "f’ﬁ i'é*év'j%fg“:"—,ﬂ AT Gl 0.331 0 AR EHEREM G

SN B EHNEEF AR TRAT F LT D B

3

SOEMEE R T A WEB A chE & ?é_ e E S P R R AR

AR p L aarE ,{3‘_,{3‘_@'@ AR R o L R R [B iﬁ"?f'g TR AaguE = o AT
TERB TR EHEN TR 3 2 e B H g s 0,561 R A ER EH
WA T BRIEL S Mo Bk ki’%‘f—*ﬁ Kim and Mauborgne (1998 ) =

= nkdd o BRFHOHSETAPROEFLLFLG L0 R

AR REET ML LSS e o AR EGEREEFRE P SwmET 0
B B AR S RS KR AR ol AR R AR R 0 HPT A 3 A4k 2
R R N AR R MA SIS SRR a0 g Upid g Rk

CRASER A TRk UHE R L LG TRA S SR T -

& 7
ML ERP M A R RN ER - 2 E BN D R T B R
L3 ad o AP ASHESREIY W BRP M AHT L kL L e S AR
0

33 et R R I E > MDEE RERE M
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BE 5 R E T M AHNHRRT N RS RS L p

AFELEEETE S BRFM GBS F LS R BiENFEH 0 &

=
SN
&’f’f
L“.
e
ﬂ\;
&
)
&=
!
ey
X
=g
4

WAL FLAFEREFLE S AET I RN EENE R > SEBAT AL 0 1 ER

B MR Hcd s BE MR RS HAeT &

5.1 &7 %

7

AEREHRE R A SR FH AT L E R RET M B R T

—ﬂ/”\v"'JF_} 4o o

— N EEE R B %R
AAFT SR FRE EH G RFE AL B RS BB S GdS 0,331 2%
SRHTFEERFOETR FAEIMEER  €n B BRFNEITH B> TR nD
PR S REAR - KoM EIT e ek e Uzzi(1997) 2
Li, S.&Lin, B. (2006) 5% 7 % % £ ~'Repi B EEE NG R A R A M
He Ha & FE 22— o I’EE’?%?—;‘]‘ LanLonde & Cooper(1989) t 443t -7 s L B T2 eh
TEY OPFUBAPEM - FHNELI I LR AERGDFTL o a RS EFFH
iEenE & 0 4o Ardichvili et al. (2003) 12 % Deutsch(1962)35# 3|1 < f &
o Tad kiph'g o FME ERAAEFARG L P ARG > Bt £ IR G o R
R AGERBERER IR R PR LY R A
> F]pt L*i%ﬁﬁ%%f IR BT AFRETERFHE GOEL FE o oA Aoimid

L
TEBREFOL IR ERFRS M G BRI LT REFTY o
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% %%+ 24 4 Kim and Mauborgne (1998) 14 2 Senge(1997)hiz 3 — 3% » &g om 7 i B 7%

Huk = g“ggfglngg@:rrggu,\g T L 0 @ ’é_ﬁ—l;rﬂmﬁit’ s ST E B A R D P ehdE

TEmETE o ?]1!”%*':‘%32‘%‘% T o BF AL EE R Y BF- B
T R TBLsE Fiadd { Famssxt >R g;\—‘éa\-ﬁ;#kff’lh}@@mﬁ'

%o R4l IS R hBEE R B FOERA R F LY o pi kR

AR HITIE & e FAFEE 2 JRBEIZ s T om > 2 1044 6
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