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OEM - Original Equipment Manufacturing » &1 %3
ODM > Original Design Manufacturing > % ¢t F g%k

OBM > Original Brand Manufacturing > p 3 &% @i » B39 S 74 B2 @ 0%
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2.1 AERKAH

po1981 & IBM B2 B A %% 7 T 30£ > AT ATAS

L 2003 & H e &z;r,‘;ACER

ﬁ 20092 HPCHIE A » NBL] B H R

500,000 | shipments(Unit: thousand) Growth Rate(%)
450,000 70%
400,000 | —e 60%
350,000 | s0%
300,000
40%
250,000
30%
200,000
20%
150,000 |
100000 | 10%
50,000 | 0%
-10%
2005 2006 2007 2008 2009(7) 2010(7) 2011(f) 2012(f) 2013(f)
PC Vol 188,555 210685 | 238847 | 266,358 | 262443 | 279649 | 297,964 | 313594 | 325165
sl NetB Vol 0 0 300 11,210 23,204 29,850 33,297 36,453 38,530
= NE Vol 59,436 73,664 97,192 121627 | 122,209 | 129786 | 141,337 | 152,361 | 161,655
==0T Vol 129,119 137.021 | 141,355 | 133521 | 117,030 | 120,013 | 123,330 | 124,780 | 124,980
~m-DT GR(%) 8.9% 6.1% 3.2% -5.5% -12.4% 25% 2.8% 12% 0.2%
—i—NB GR(%) 28.8% 239% 31.9% 25.1% 0.5% 6.2% 8.9% 7.8% 6.1%
—+—NetB GR(%) | | 3636.7% | 107.0% 28.6% 11.5% 9.5% 57% ||
——PC GR{%) 145% 1M17% 13.4% 11.5% 15% | 66% 6.5% 52% 3.7%
— —~NB/ANB+DT)(%) 315% 35.0% 40.7% 47 7% . 511% 520% | 534% 55.0% 56.4%
~+=Mobile/PC(%) ~ 315%  350% 40.8% 499% | 554% | 57.1% | 586% 60.2% 61.6%

il 4

Source : MIC, Mar. 2009 If{/]"ﬂlc

(Bl1- > 2005-2013 PC & & 484 > F# kk: MIC 2009)
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2. Acer > # | F 12a7% 1 & = £ & 28, 9%

3. Dell » " Jl2.4% > # = & F-9.4% ¢

4. Lenovo: # } & 7.9% &= & F13.6% °

5. “Toshiba > # $.5.4.9% » # &5 & Z904. 8% °

6. ASUS » # & F 4. 2% & = & F 24.1% -

7. Apple > & } & 3.0% > & = & F 12.5% ¢

8.=Samsung > 9. Sony * 10.Fujitsu # & FISh 3%11 T o b Fldei g
IR E (vaE 28.9% e
2009

Form Y2009 Market

fact ™| | " |Country/Reqit ™ |Vendor T |Shipment ..~ [share ™ |Y-Y =
PC| 1 [Worldwide Hewlett-Packard 61,282,094 19.5% 10.1%
PC| 2 [Worldwide Acer 39,825,884 12.7% 28.9%
PC| 3 |Worldwide Dell Inc. 39,060,148 12.4% -9.4%
PC| 4 |Worldwide Lenowvo 24,809,300 7.9% 13.6%
PC| 5 |Worldwide Toshiba 15,514,532 4.9% 14.8%
PC| 6 [Worldwide ASUS 13,172,574 4.2% 24.1%
PC| 7 |Worldwide Apple Computer 11,090,619 3.5% 12.5%
PC| 8 |Worldwide Samsung Electronics 6,614,338 2.1% 82.9%
PC| 9 |Worldwide Sony 5,996,505 1.9% 2.6%
PC| 10 |Worldwide Fujitsu 5,626,832 1.8%| -31.4%
PC Worldwide All Others Subtotal 90,822,716 28.9% -5.6%

(B = > 2009PC & &+ -+ 549 > T4 %k Gartner 2009)
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doe G SIS E 03 % ? Aaker(1991 - 1992)4p i & &
XTI BHLSEZFPT 4 HEAEREE S SRABR LR AT

FEF HERTAGL I P AREST AN GE)  Rp I

 (2000) 5 B34 i

2 % (R

. ¢ R &EWMAEERF 27 intrbrand N AR E
(Leadership 25%) ~ 2. #& =1+ (Stability 15%) ~ 3. & H4F -
(Market 10%) ~ 4. ®* i* (Geographic spread 25%) ~ 5. # i
& & (Profit trend 10%) ~ 6.  # & (Support 10%) ~ 7. % i%
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Brand s $#5EEIS:

Brand_a $HESI=: Qa

Brand s #5E8I5: Qe

Brand s 5 EEIS:

—— SHE{ERE

Brand a $EEELE: Pa Y

Brand s 5 E{EHE: Pa v
Brand_e $HE{E{E: Pe

i
Brand s #5E{EHE: Pa

%?E [ReR] v
Brand » $5ES1E: Qa Brand & $5EEIE:

Brand s $5ESIE: Qe Brand_a $5EEIE:

—

Brand _a» #HEE{E: Pa

Brand s #5E{EHE: Pa v
Brand e $HE{E{E: Pe

: Ps

A 2006) - @ o

2.

i end F 0 U B
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(Parsons, 1951 ) ~ % & B~ %] (Kluckhohn & Strodtbeck, 1961 ) -

12



< it 4] (Stewart, 1971) - Hall Edward T(1992)4345 * % < i >
AEE kA RT IR PR LA oL FREEE Y R E 2 6 o
ok R ARRARIIT L ARA LA AHEN - LB R

#< it (High - context culture) ; ; ¥ — #p&_ T sp B o>

(Low - context cul turé f-Hampden Tumerd 21993

AR (D g ol ﬂ,.—:__: F e B s bR (3)
S ()Y R e T AT W A e
55507 o MinE A9 N AR AESE RS PLE
T eI R AR O BREHFPIRERSIBAR

JHE B A BHALE PERFIER - F3E - H0  Hofstede #5 FIH
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4. K|/ 2 i* (Masculinity Versus Femininity) - T4t
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BR> & f% 0 Hofstede d g =i # > B wBitei? 1990
#HfF e EsAmEpRERe Ay 0 - F Robert J. House
(1994-1997 ) 2621 R F— 3B A % ~ 951 25 » 2 17,000 532

L1 srGLOBE (Global Leadership and Organizational Behavior

Effecitveness)# 00 & ; or . -.':'f gélhart (1998-2004)%+81

B R P8t O Lo B & o e sy

i A R R
LEXFy R !zﬁ'.—*.%? , .. |
HE G ST & A 230428 190,000 B F & B 2oy 4 8 gk
FoRBEBBETARELELST Gk AFA 2 IR T EBRE
Bl LRd b PRTRAKE RUREEE R i 2
BEE A BREN P RIS RIeA D P EES b A
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bl o w - G A B RIE b R R SRS B
SRy o U R aar F 4 SR A S o GK RE 2matr i
¥RR BAF 05U B LT hatr f B S 1T AR F & EH

ZARFBRL ST c B> 115 FF 27 » & ERE

100 ®®Fo 43 10,000 @ f 1 -0 |

ik—g% ‘ :

T2 4 e T T PR R i 2B A

ve? % 3% Hofstede (1980° 199)#&:”1 SEL I DA L A
B3R FHTEHLE G Tr e BRI NERER T B
AR enb o0 ¥R R R R R iR (Uncertainty
Avoidance) #ij BB A T BHEBL o BE-
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2.4 B3 3
@ fF 4~ 47 (Regression Analysis) & - B35 ¢ fHicdpie (s
AAT R AR AE ZFE BN LTS - AR G e

A Fl R Y (A4 Z%HE R 5 ! response variables,

dependent Variabl o & < % predictors,
independent:
23 LI Rl £ 13

(EIESZ] B (AS )z
A7 2 Interbrand 7 2 R §FE % & ¥ &H § B & Hofstede
T B AR EA WL RS L LBRRRE AL F Bk

X1 & X2, nT328 i (ASP) s Flg#kY-
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http://zh.wikipedia.org/wiki/%E7%B5%B1%E8%A8%88%E5%AD%B8

| '{IF Average
Brand Equity 2| Selling Price
(BY)

(Bl » BV 2 ASP &b 4 R

Average
)| Selling Price

(B I > Culture & ASP thbf B
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ffH st b 4250 5 ASP = aotar ¥ Culture
H20: 3 = 1" Z B g E(UAD#F o f F B % B]err T 22 B (ASP)
A EFF LT A0 B
H21: 3 = 1" Z B g (VA7 o f F B % B]err T2 B (ASP)

7 ATFE I FH |

£ B 55 (ASP)
sy I
Ho1:§ % 1t £ 2 45 CHAS)42 7 7o & # .77 BT 45 If (ASP)

FEEIL K
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3 EHRERH
FHEEEA
AFTG BT GIK & 2009 £ 10 2127 - K& hgm

AR A TR BT B G TR R AT S A R B

RS Ager'> Lenovo  Toshibas Apple 2 ASUS )i

y B A AR

S . Hofstede ‘s 5

Culture dimensions ° ¢ *t% 7 38 (Time Orientation) i

w&

R SCANEE =7 S B SR NS g ?‘J‘f?iiﬁ SR L
GDP per capita F#LR|B~p IMF (International Monetary Fund)
¥ 2009 £ eI Pl E o A FIR 4T o
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http://www.geert-hofstede.com/

2009|Hofstede 2009 2009
BRAND COUNTRY __|interbrand BV PDI IDV MAS UAI LTO [AspP Qty
ACER FR 1,241 68 71 43 86 488 1,058,095
ACER DE 1,241 35 67 66 65 31 585 1,392,632
ACER ES 1,241 57 51 42 86 449 722,335
ACER GB 1,241 35 89 66 35 25 415 1,311,057
ACER IT 1,241 50 76 70 75 455 963,374
ACER AU 1,241 36 90 61 51 31 523 210,092
ACER CN 1,241 80 20 66 30 118 437 717,839
ACER D 1,241 78 14 46 48 427 151,868
ACER SG 1,241 74 20 48 8 48 489 94,137
ACER T™W 1,241 58 17 45 69 87 436 419,912
ASUS FR 1,226 68 71 43 86 470 557,540
ASUS DE 1,226 35 67 66 65 31 510 759,933
ASUS ES 1,226 57 51 42 86 436 195,107
ASUS GB 1,226 35 89 66 35 25 218 218,256
ASUS IT 1,226 50 76 70 75 425 380,489
ASUS AU 1,226 36 90 61 SpE 31 504 169,087
ASUS CN 1,226 80 20 66 30 118 480 896,646
ASUS D 1,226 78 14 46 48 443 23,871
ASUS SG 1,226 74 20 48 8 48 525 12,420
ASUS W 1,226 58 17 45 69 87 418 362,263
TOSHIBA ER 2,404 68 71 43 86 620 412,832
TOSHIBA DE 2,404 35 67 66 65 31 596 487,825
TOSHIBA ES 2,404 57 51 42 86 567 201,534
TOSHIBA GB 2,404 35 89 66 35 25 413 680,529
TOSHIBA IT 2,404 50 76 70 %5 546 126,535
TOSHIBA AU 2,404 36 90 61 51 31 682 379,758
TOSHIBA CN 2,404 80 20 66 30 118 548 583,949
TOSHIBA ID 2,404 78 14 46 48 579 107,756
TOSHIBA SG 2,404 74 20 48 8 48 604 18,559
TOSHIBA TW 2,404 58 17 45 69 87 557 18,979
LENOVO FR 1,386 68 Zal 43 86 581 40,136
LENOVO DE 1,386 35 67 66 65 31 617 239,086
LENOVO ES 1,386 57 51 42 86 510 4,820
LENOVO GB 1,386 35 89 66 35 25 437 22,970
LENOVO IT 1,386 50 76 70 75 407 5,605
LENOVO AU 1,386 36 920 61 51 31 492 2,477
LENOVO CN 1,386 80 20 66 30 118 490 3,799,468
LENOVO D 1,386 78 1 46 48 472 21,333
LENOVO SG 1,386 74 20 48 8 48 511 26,334
LENOVO TW 1,386 58 17 45 69 87 619 31,598
DELL: FR 10,291 68 71 43 86 472 51,552
DELL DE 10,291 85 67 66 65 31 850 9,997
DELL ES 10,291 57 51 42 86 493 27,092
DELL GB 10,291 35 89 66 By 25 364 432,578
DELL IT 10,291 50 76 70 75 519 26,236
DELL AU 10,291 36 90 61 51 31 555 26,118
DELL CN 10,291 80 20 66 30 118 455 1,125,147
DELL D 10;291 78 14 46 48 464 23,980
DELL SG 10,291 74 20 48 8 48 584 9,119
DELL T™W 10,291 58 A7 45 69 87 471 5,123
HP FR 24,096 68 71 43 86 611 1,053,827
HP DE 24,096 35 67 66 65 31 668 505,532
HP ES 24,096 57 51 42 86 640 408,158
HP GB 24,096 35 89 66 35 25 449 713,383
HP T 24,096 50 76 70 75 623 574,828
HP AU 24,096 36 90 61 51 31 809 271,849
HP CN 24,096 80 20 66 30 118 478 1,534,313
HP D 24,096 78 14 46 48 436 35,883
HP SG 24,096 74 20 48 8 48 649 46,375
HP ™w 24,096 58 17 45 69 87 473 79,223
Apple FR 15,433 68 71 43 86 1,272 309,781
Apple DE 15,433 35 67 66 65 31 1,279 299,943
Apple ES 15,433 57 51 42 86 1,211 81,783
Apple GB 15,433 35 89 66 35 25 1,136 139,043
Apple IT 15,433 50 76 70 75 1,223 112,546
Apple AU 15,433 36 90 61 51 31 1,129 124,331
Apple CN 15,433 80 20 66 30 118 1,078 93,544
Apple D 15,433 78 14 46 48 1,026 11,979
Apple SG 15,433 74 20 48 8 48 1,094 22,711
Apple TW 15,433 58 17 45 69 87 1,050 19,070

23
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BV-ASP regression

1,200 E
1,000

¢ BV
—&R1E(BV)

ASP
@
o)
IS]
il
b and
bt

5,000 10,000 15,000 20,000 25,000 30,000

BV

(B :BI 2 ASP if

Peminini ty i .. B3 B REAT 5L -L ’r H R
AL vJWJ 7’ ncertajnty
Avoidance § %) > "’;’3 . | & zﬁ‘ (" ASP § %) » &
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4UE(ACER)

4it1:(Apple)

*

ASUS * HP

20 — E(Asus) 41E(HP)
10
0
0 200 400 600 0 200 400 600 800 1,000
Asp Asp
e A O ey 0
LENOVO
TOSHIBA
100
0 100
ot %
. 80
70
. © s
a2 50 32 5o
20 e LENOVO 0 o TOSHIBA
30 0
20 — #RIE(LENOVO) 2 44PE(TOSHIBA)
10 10
0 0
0 200 400 600 800 0 200 400 600 800
AsP AsP

(B :IDV ¢ ASP f§ ¥ w jF B 7% W)

-

PR A R B ARMAET B F f o &7 IDV $ ASP il i

B nSME A - R TR BEE o
29



5 94

=iy
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31



[
-~

FEEWFES 2 TR g S 0™ 2 8087 8

-
She

fud A7 & Interbrand «#= % * B L ER F R TR

o
x\“\

RAG B gk A 2 AN TR AT A SA R R

230

CRLPETRE FIAES

A A R RS

pﬁif?::E:Qf%ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬂ’W{&?%
Thg LR (FARSEPLE)T  EREFHEE - 52t
FIAD S FEFT IR EARMLE < (G G EHR
FER R D BRI R Tl g

%o B P arabia 4 SRR LR R ES
32



BF o PN ARG B BB A T S 3 R et
27 B8 e AR AR Hnip @ e

75 ;.17:» 1 & R FlE_d A

2 UA] A3 » TI57 B £4%

B AT ABATE AT B RBARMDAT o - S F ARET D0

2= ﬁ"’ﬁi—-

&4 e STP (5

Segmentation, Target Market, Positioning) ° &M T_i= 7
TASEH  c RELREDRFLLF AP A R)R I F2#1{5
g S TRRE PR o o R R SR R R
(GDP/capita) tdiif % h i~ 2 > B & £ ¥ ZRE 2 454 .
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30 7% Fr T AR EAR F 0 7 UAIL: Uncertainty Avoidance

PR ~ RTINS 0 R K A T R

AEE S ST R I v Bk 0 A EAFRLE £

BRezido

- FOXCcorni,

oo T s (5-6%) v vt E o Ap gt 2 e 88 (ex. CPU:
Intel ~ AMD > Chipset: ATI ~nVidia ~ Marvell ~ Broadcom > LCD ~
HDD ~ ODD---) ~ #ic %8 (ex. Microsoft ~ Apple ~ Google ~ Mcafee ~

Norton ~ Cyberlink---)3& 3+ fl# . 30-60% > ™ #:d B (ex.
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Consumer Electronic Store, Computer Shop ° Mass Merchandiser,
Value Added Reseller)~ 3 20-30%> # *4cif &% M7 L - 51 o
FOPC tha A4t > » B X4 Rehd 4 AKXk o
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Value Chain of PC

Foxconn Glpbal brands g CES (consumer
Inuanta (|nd|rec’[) S | | Hlectronic Stores)
Compal HP 28 g F”
:Wistron Acer ¢ || =EET
Pegatron Lehovo Camera shop...
| SONY
igabyte ASUS CS (computer Spialist ) [12%
| : PC city Eypee
Nova -
IEE2....
j:lftware Mass Merchandisers
lcrosoft (BBY, Walmart,
linux Carrefour, (234 ..)
Google
VicAfee
(yberlink Office Equipment, VAR

Commercial

N P
e Bhde)

(B = :PC enip (& i da)

T - RS ACTE RO 2% B¢ 1% 7

B FERGIEN £ R A ST A L S M B (ex. P
Apple) » F & % * ¢ #2184 (ex. Acer ~ ASUS ~ Lenovo) » & & &
e 6% TOSHIBA R FIp 3R/G 3 2 L a 54 (5T % ) o &2 -

B F QARSI A 15-200(HF 4 Sl Hepd SH-FEFAZ)
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HoHk ol BdrE W Walmart -~ Best buy 2 /27 &0 Harvey Norman
FlEER L R VR HJIEE 25-3b% - 1 i—‘ﬁ

SR L 3% ArE f R PT AR T Reng Y b

o T BP0 % F % B AR gt g

(i N EER& EAN S o T

Sales (List exl. VAT)
Street price L }E.E%%Ufﬂ ~159,
Channel Margin
Invoiced Sales

T&C B/E discount

L o ~1ED
Tactical discount - 17‘%%%% 15%

o — ~

Op Adj. (Freight+Others)

Gross Profit 12

MVA (OEM Margin) ]. K TFIE~3%
Var. Operating Income 9

Fixed Opex .

Operating Income Il 6 b AR ~6%

(B = :PC e & 44 45)
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BARFGRE D SRR 30 £ 0 AFMPFREe &L - K
i F T & 2008 EATEITZ Rs 0 AR e 0 A & R BR
Bo DI FAKIIRL TRFEFEE ~ R F F 7o fEE HP
2000 & & # Compaq ° Lenovo *t 2004 & & [BM » Gateway *t 2003
# & pt Emachines ».* T 2007 =44 ACER & pd - X S P eg ¥ &
PRt @R R E S 5 R T Il A R
7R RN A B R o B RGR FEFE R E D ¥
A B - o LARR S s aF W R R s B S
NH A o AT FIET B o MR R o RTASLT 0 Bl
il e e N HAED B 2 S BERA A Fa32009 £ &0 R Eey

TePC 7 & F it B0 A B ) s £ 4]~ B84 & 2 e

Interbrand 2009 2009 Revenue  revenue

Brand (USD Million) (USD Billion) ~ share of PC GP

ACER 1,241 10 99% 4% 1% 3%
APPLE 15433 36 29% 36% 14% 15%
ASUS 1,226 8 0% 11% 9% 7%
DELL 10,291 61 60% 18% 13% 4%
HP 24,096 118 36% 24% 11% 7%
LENOVO 1,386 16 99% 15% 11% 3%
TOSHIBA 2,404 66 20% 4% 1% -5%

(Bl+ 7 :PCeh& g i B g v o)

L3 Brankp 4 HP 5 6 5 1998 # 4L DELL 8 4% - & 5 /&
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5. Lenovo =% ifi5 'i

N Tune e

B #1$0. 99 % :' . ..: store > 1 web
2.0 a4 > Br>skicd s £ 52 iPhone &R 0k 0 |-
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