RAGE RN
RAA+=F+=4 Fx& -8 211236

Ky FHRA6 I ELMBRBBUHAT —
— BRTIR M EO R SR

FEAR #hois”

e

BEBSAARUCENFERARTRAR BB EENBRE - AT AR
EBALWRERK PRI TAPBEEFEENMBRFZ— - AR K A4
BWNHZMASEE (FEAZFRAFEXNTHHE) H HALEBN TN BRI FTE
BREREIEMYE - B ARARKRAABAHNEL, ZTERHNERH
BBRRZVE AIMFERHABRRREERRAAERANEE FERBEEL
BERBXEARM=F E£- S ABHNBLEANARE R RORL, TR
BREWAG R AT ERZVERR -

Mk : > X EH  -HAESMEYH -

1. W&

HERREGEHLENES  HAFRALET B R & EE S W—E
ERERF > TRAMENAMAN  KEARYFERJLELXNWHERRE
L MARR AT REAMIRTNIE -

BEHERARRNETE  EFMEAKNAREE R MAF S L
ETBRANKE R IR & Goldstein (2002)Ff ¥ 3 £ F 2001 4 F Kb X &

T BBEE-ABRARTHANBEERALR
T HRLABEAXERSE R LA
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MRERR RED)X &% H &+ > LA FORD MOTOR CO.(U.S) B
AAELEEE 74 824 MHLFH BIHLEBRTFFITHp 22%
WX W ELERAM R TN E RN -

ATHELERENG N REXARBRFEREZEA - LB
Ht gk (2000)E R +F K - HEERFERERTMENRSA - BEH
BEF 5 GDP Z W E B il 1990 £ 1.66% > 5 E 1999 £ #y 2.05% » I
REMEZ P BEBATRN 1999 FREZ HEXLEFRATRE T
el ERZHHEEFES SI1%NEERTEGFFRABHER - UL
BHEAETTHERNARCAALENELNZL—

BEFSXBEZERAMBAFESLAGHEFERE > LHEALEIH
B % (Dale, Leverick & Bruce, 1995) » 2 & LA 3 45 A% P 37 22 o Bl B B9 1 KX
B HAEE ERARUSHELSFZZEHBELR  AAFELHABR TR
¥ ¥ 8% (Embedded) 7 LB W Mt il > AR S RER - LHA
(Embodied) 7 > ¥ E & > 42 (Madhavan & Griver, 1998) - Kt R R A F
WAL R B a0 TEB M o TR A0 sl AL AT R R SRR
EAha# o FRAEETHESHBEHI T T NRZER -

E#—F RS T ERE 0 BT B UL S &F (Madhavan &
Griver, 1998; Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998; Gupta & Govindarajan, 2000; Kale, Singh
& Perlmutter, 2000; Nonaka, Toyama & Konno, 2000)#] 3% 25 5] 40 > X § 2 40
BAZEREE RN LR Z VY AT EMGTECERAAREER
EAWEES BAAXHKUBRRMOEEEREXNIHMEARAFAY
BB s FERZWERR -

B BRI TRNBAEELREIT  E3RBUSE  BA
R~ MBS REFSBREMERL RAR TR BN A H A
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# (Davenport & Prusak, 1998) - G E# LT & « xZRAEKZ EHR N R
HHAEBBSEREMREZDE -

WU Ewmid - AARUBABNTN THEREE, B T oELF
BER THESHEBRER ) ZHZHB M UES > B0 T R RG
EMAREZH N BRI ZTERZAGEE - UTHEHL—FTHER
WOEBAEEE - EXREATNL  vARERFERHBINE S B
RANRHpBoFHes B BBAEEE F= EHUFERAR
BEZEERE SN RAMAEERNAE - BF HRESURE
BMLARRZBOWER IR R e ER B REALERERR
VAR B 58 R SRR RAFF 5 77 18]

2. XREIEFE:
2.1, MR

xak F R KB A B A K 8 — @R & (Nonaka et al,, 2000) » 15K
FHEEENEREARELSE  HRUBRARERAEA - 2FLAWE
B&: M- 58 BA-—ERENTA A —EZAXARHER
MR TEFENEA, - Dixon (2000):F Ak —HFRA—HMARNE - ¥ 0
T BuER B RE X HATRETZ M ZHABHAA
W %o i 3£ 38 403k (Common Knowledge) -

MR T2 HRAIELTREIAGHE N AREIAN T L R Y
A do A F P9 (Hansen, 1999) - T E 81 A K % i LA AE - il
Senge (1998) VA" %8 |t # B: A A2 7 kn 3% 4 #7872 > Davenport $ Prusak
(1998) 81 L1 T w45 | #RB: AR AR B A W7 548 1 S i 4 % » T Hendriks (1999)
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U TEE ) WREAFEREBRSFTWETF > UTHREERERTNSE
E A -
1. 2HBE

AEFNBRELAEAMNELBRERHCABRRINTERE S - HAR
ZEBARAR > Senge (1998) R AR EM ko) TTEAMAME > HER
MARBEMHE > TR—ELEE > E—HELAREARITH A HERE -

2. WHBRE

Davenport $2 Prusak (1998)5| Ll 4n# 3% (Knowledge Markets)ty £ Bk
REMBLSF - ARATRERERBREN RTELABETHRAS
TRBRBEXENTENEN RS LEFTAETENTSEM - Bk -
MBENRRTEF SRR TRE T FTUERMTNE > FoRE L
METEITR BB EFFE MEBXBAUERY > TERAN
BETRTHARTIRTREBTR MBS TREEL -

3. BEBE

Hendriks (1999)% it > Jnii 2 ¥ & — i iE - EHBRE M A S E %o
W R ESFHAN SRS ARAMBLZREDH T ZHMNBGE
HY—7HERB MAHA—FEFERE - REN—F EET R
(Externalization) » %4 JE 38 3 & XL 89 7 R 5 LR ey — 7 RI &
Ak WAt (Internalization) > Fl o B + & F - 3 E - L2 F MW BB
HEAWRIZF -

FHA ~ FHRQOOO)TH > ZBERZARERP A LEEE
Fgd ThdzaE,  MATFARNIERIALBRNIAEEE > &
Az A " #E 2k (Communication-Based) ; (Gupta & Govindarajan,
2000) - BEBRH I ERBZEDBRNIREL) T 28 > BATE R RXK
R BB E EZ F (Davenport & Prusak, 1998) &4 K sk #y P i 3t 2
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TEZEAmBEEL L AApSNFEREETHOERRENNE
RPEAE -

22. sy ¥

221 Bz ¥ &

"k, —FZHBEZIR  SRATEWHREHEE EABEAT
B Aedin AR mRbi TR L& K09 % - Kogut #
Zander (1992)# sni o AW HEA © 1. G (Information) : A 5 &HHEH
z o BETEF - BAKEH - 2. Know-how ! BALBNIE - HEKE
BE&ES EHAGLRUEAORSGESES -

il Davenport ¥ Prusak (1998)7f “Working Knowledge”—Z F# 3% & »
MEERE LN EER PREERBBENELE KT EREEREL
R BE - UREBXFNER - o EEEZBEHALAE
AEFRROTE - BERTAEREES - pRREREEEL  £ER
FooOmBTEREXHRBEFTRAAT  LESEHFHITIHE - BE - #

ITHEAEE T -

FHA - R (2000 AR — R BREE S R Tk, BE—U0F
Az HBNEE HENEMSRUBEELEBRNSERR a4t
E-ATHRABEES - WAL E/R A EHE B MRS AR
ARREBEYE e WEBRNHE  AATRKELBREFLA B EE -

222 ko A

BITHBRNE N RS T EE Y WO FHREERRS > HT WU
EREEE  BEEFIBREABNB0BL>FTHRTERAREROY



216 £ HEEER EXEFH

% (Schulz, 2001) - RBF KR #% Schulz Q00D Hy 3w B > K EEHH B &
MEREBNRHREN LS BB MR - HEBITHAM R AR - IR KRS
R UTHRHAZ -
L. T xa

MCHE (2001)48 F 45 5 i € & A 0 T UL AL B 38 o 00 48 BT RE 7 BV A
W ek 0 E R A AR B OURR T A BT AR AR R — 4 - B RF S
BRI SR o Inkpen 8 Dinur (1998) R % B A H £ E R M E &Rt
REEEE RN MRS T EBY L B A E (Explicit) ~ 248
1t, (Objectified)#y %n 3k -

T AH R AR Schulz 2001}z B2 & - 4 tH H AT R0 R B4
WE AR > TREE (Engineering) ~ A EHE RED)E 7 E - b H
BTk TER AR AEERF » Aol FwWREF - FRE
MBRREDFHMBM A O THAREBROBEMEAREZRE
BAR AR AR TR BIR D BB K E -
2. 98 SAT 8K An ek

BRI R S R ERATHMI W5 - BERHESHME
# (Schulz,2001) > EHHBERREEHEREBEENFREET > 7
8 HEAE SR E % o Troy ~ Szymanski ~ Varadarajan (2001)3% i & #f
ARATHBOHRAFERHBEARE  ERLETEEAREELS - R
ERNHERBRIALENEE -
3. SR Rk

.85 SIS RO B4 0 B 0 o (Sehulz, 2001) » SRR P H
HISREE SATEY > VMR AEARASMESR  UWAERFTH L RAEMRIR
o
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223 &R EM®

Polyani (1967) &5 4% il zns oy WL > o R s IR W R ER K F 25
4} B %o 3 (Explicit Knowledge ) K 79 B8 %03 (Tacit Knowledge ) - Polanyi (1967)
RAENERBIERTH  THREN URTRAEST BEN &  WE
SR R B R EAY - BERSERA N - BB EE -

Nonaka et al. (2000) #FEH & & A& EoB RN ROBFEE—H#
WWE S EmBT URERCRARHFESTRE  FTRHEAMEK
HFCHBUREZRF L BREME - HEE > WREBEZHERIUX
Fl-BEREAN - BEARL BBESHRWHER  SELBRELT
BHEMURR - HEEATH 25 -~ IR - A B8 - REHRE
Bz -

H A SR H WL - &) R T4 R (Zander & kogut
1995) » S T it A SR - ERAT R AL ERELE E Rk
AEEEM - AAREEHAE R -

224 B L FEE

EHRE BB FREY > RET BT wEmER - HiLAH
RERTHBRLTEEN TEFSZLEREMUMT -E"XSHE, F
Davenport # Prusak (1998)R &4 # s FTHEHERER B EREANAR
FEE > HAHNBRTHENRATH  pRERETERETR S &K
RAY AL TR FHH - T Davenport 2 Prusak (1998)3% W &nidi g A &
EERAUT B, FTHRHM (A& - B8 - A& ZHEZ W
EEMBELSFZER -

L BNEEZ  FHRATAFERRET  EARLEFFEREHLETF
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A EBMERT R AR > RRET o Fh -

2. BEHBATHEERL - BAEZ AR BERAEN > IR
WRARWA S > w0 THERE - AE - S8 KA -

3. flib & URBBANBEEARBRSTHHY LEEARSNE
S PR R AT T DI AR RO -

Wi " ERBE  # 4 o Szulanski (1996)38 2 ko i 4 4 SLE WA
BB EBRMER BB BNRBRARAVE  mBREETRT
WHEx>FMnkd DATHEALZEBRNEE  ToRERET
BEMHACHMEREZII R R AR ELEHZ0BELZTER TR EHE
BB ERRBIT I ANRE > RRUHH - BERELEAT o -

DL RE T k0 AR RS TERLEL  AABEAN B LR
BOERFRES TN FREF LRI LA Bk AFEBK
BEHE - A QDML » RS THEEMES  ARKE 1
BRANTHEFEA R LA E— AN S AL AE RIS
i ELIRT Bt B UK -

23. #AE & RE

2V HERRABZEER

HAABRFARBEFRAROREE  CENRMEFERE  BHA
RBRHMESR BRI AWM (Zander & Kogut, 1995)  # & & B % - &
LRERZABENER  EFAMERBUFNER AL EEAARF
B XAURRBERRKAEW WRETHES  ATEHRBEETEY
ER > RELAFESRBEHRRIFELN > BHFERNABRLLM
LR LB XHREFED
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—EHNESRNHEE AR WA LEY BT ESERBITEE
WaBgs flr—EEHENFERAZER SEANEXRETR
WAREEEESFNRS ARABE  RE -EREZHFUAFF B
THEEEZRA -

232 MERMHBLER

ERARXRLEY THER, WERREZ  SEFUTHERHRE
MBELY RFERWEZRAYARKETR - UTHARTRAEEN
REFER:

1. BWREFBH

(1) $2%9 (1999)%# H Sampson (1970 K FEFRB L ENZE  #
HERA a FITHLZHERRAETFTE  FRIKE b I
HUEREREERBERFR (¢ BEERRBEWNE ZAHA

A e

(2) Cooper (1998)Rl4 h i E R EHERF RN T HARTE » REH
B BHEETE AT LY AT REARHES -

[\"]

EEEBRE

Johnson # Jones (1957)4 Al DAATS4 ¥ FI BB B3PI 0o B8 » IR B
e B ERUE AT E (Increasing Technological Newness)
B IE W 4 E (Increasing Market Newness)FEHE * £=BRE 2
T koA N\BERNIER  EMRE QR QERRL DRR
B QCERREM O AR DWHEMR: @)L AL -

3. Rl
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PERETEHLSENL THHEERA, (B)HFERNX
B4 HA THASRINES ) AENAARNES  BEBLRET
bBOGRFENEAES  AEERNERIN URFHREERL
SN TH L RAMER - REEX—THLE  BASBHRERAR
¥ MER WARANES -

FiE g (1996)% & £ #HE R > RAASIHEFTERMEERN
EHAFTE - RARUREFEE (196)2BE > RAFERWEERT
WA AR ERA TREREAE &N UKRR > R & RGEHAF 0 EMH
REESRBRBETSLHNER  WEHEASAFWERF I > HTRA
E—BEHER WLERTLWHRBEZLHH -

233 MERHBRRZIEEHR

BERAERARGEENERARHRRBEENTA > AT EERK
HEFRMEANERE  ERHERRNRE > pUEE B8 RREHE
o R B T ARAR

BhERAWURERE  ATREAZXRELFTERF R RE K
REEERLARENRNEE - BHRAEEIRETE > REHEEH
WRETE  RINEREEEETHATR - EAREF > KEEEEY
B E b BB AR B AR (EARAUR i - F 18 A B DU R o B ET
BE -HERBRELABEREXZHAER =3  FAHEZLER - UT
AR ——Hh

. EmAIHR K

HRXHE QOODAXERF L EHFHAFWEETEME - EAF R
BEIERAUTRTE  F-HAEXRMELZEE  BAMFTLET
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FIBIFRIRFTE ) $ - BEB AL X BB - RPN E R B A
B WEARETXAEREAHFARRAFT AL MEBRBUAHRTE
B> BHRENAEARCAHZORBPREGHRE  FEEREA
THMBRE > BRI ERAEH TS -

AR QO EmAIMRE TR ER A > MHAAS TS E &0
HRREURAH MRS ERNHFHARLL > L —F % Booz »
Allen ~ Hamilton (1982)M X » ¥ ERWHHEELS AR EBEEBRBEURN
5| B -

i A# % RIARk % Shikhar S Mahajan (2001)% 7 37 E i 81 #7172 X 81 &
> RUETEHMBTZERH AT Newness)B K > F A EHHE -

2. ERBREARE

7 8] w9 3R T — > Troy ~ Szymanski + Varadarajan (2001)# i &
mHEE (dea)WEARNERHBBRTEERHZ— BEHREER
BRBEAHY AR EWREREEELGMN > AXAEHERHA
BNE BB ARMELBLKEE WHARAEIHAELNBENR
Bk o1 &R & B R B - B4 2 4% 3R Troy ~ Szymanski ~ Varadarajan (2001)
RRFERBEELEREZER  FABENKE

3. AX TR

ENERAZNARY  FER-FFFEEZNEE (Cooper, 1998) »
ERA—BEETTHARE R > LAURKRNERSESFE B RLT £
i 3% > Cooper (1998)3% it} 4% 45 & 5 5 ik B Bl 7 % A LA T 8

(1) BPEY: FRUBFFERAERTHNFRR S -
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Q) BEAE: FRBELYT  CXWRBFRGHERMEAMEFNA
B BREREGFBRNEE IR RIENRLR -

() BEENBE EHFERRELYT > TAREAHTHFRIUNHE
B RFTUUREERGRIM > THRE BT MR E -

7 Rindfleisch ¥ Moorman (2001) B A1) ] B AZ#y 3 s Q)R E X R
HEHRE QEMENEEZERE  OREHWERLE ORKRE
AR EE RS EHERFEREE - T AH % UL Rindfleisch 2 Moorman
QOODNZHESHBEEHERTALER RE—FHONMFERHAREEE
FR R P Z 3% o

24. MARMEEE

MEREEZENEEABNZFERFEN THEZ A TELHE
F BERRFWEE ZRAEMBIRGERFIXNEIHHRAERTZ
8 TEMAKNBEBMRE R (Opportunism) - F o] F HITE MK & W w
fn#% 4% (Kale, Singh, & Perlmutter, 2000) -

ABNHRT EAWERERE > RAFRFE TS > AL
ABRZHWESHEZHFLTABRCETNEZARE W ENERA
REZLBEITANHABRERETVE S -

241 51

BREE—EARE A — 7 REMEEF W R HFREK > Atualene-Gima
Li QREBHFLEEFHEENERL  HEHARLBATRORAY
ERRAE  TRANEANER (Goodwil) & ¥ 5 1+ (Reliability) 2 ¥
ft
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FrofeER—REAZBRN OERE  HEF—HEEEBNENL  BE—
HEARERT W EER R - Tsal 8 Ghoshal (1998)i % ¥ M7 Bl
ERLE > MR RERSZHMNER TR AEHEREET > Ak
FHBARBREABRANEERESS  BEERGEHA > BT
W T -

Davenport J& Prusak (1998)E E—F# W - MBLAZRUT =Y
EREERLEI LEELARLBY AR R EER SRR EENE
Rt TERHBTAT 2EELARLEN FHARNXH—BHBREL T
EREE AeXRALFH 3GEXAIGRBHL O LT THELR
R ERHATBREFUWTE -

Nonaka et al. (2000) 45 » 414 B Bk 2 BB X% « BH - 51
A ARARAMEE AL TR A M E £ B
AEWEEES - FhEABRNIRE MR RS  AEEH
A - AR R TREMNIERHERT » HAB X B Mk A
%o HAENRERNE L ERRLAT -

242 JEIEX B8R

MBAHAAMNFEAMAREE TATHEIS NG WEHAR
R BALAK T Rk B B H R AMI B 3 (Davenport & Prusak » 1998) » 3 1%
FREBBMONERB DTG SEEREFELBRNE TR RRE
RAH—FHEA - Gupta 8 Govindarajan (2000)38 2 % 5 B 48 % & & &
Y TMEEL G EEMABRHEMNERNG - HBAE RS
FEAWATHACEEZORREANERRR > ¥ IRMAEEASEL
B A REHEERREEK T AREETAARE LS -
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Madhavan # Griver (1998)Ff B A B E#H ¥ E#£ & (Richness of
Personal Interaction) » Z HEKRMEHE (W EHET ) AXRFEEXER
Fime - EAARMMNASIHTHENRS)ZER  TELBAELE
B ERBARDNEZZRFRERBOAERER > WARTREE
ERERBERT S EAHREFEABAERAZBRNPERR  WEXEFHE
BFHEE -

B — % W » Hansen (1999)7F "¢ f& ¥ Madhavan # Griver (1998)#] % i °
RATHEMNMARESZEHNHARRZHER > MR pBZL
FoHGHEMABERNAARER R&ED)H L FX A MR HLRAE
FHEY  TREHESME  URFABENAE - Hib HELHEEE
RAZHBRELEANEHEAFER /AR EEHRLAE (Tai &
Ghoshal, 1998) -

¥ # > Tsai (2002)4% A1 AR B B PR AL & E 8y T 4 4 9k I XK F B R 19
B HELHRHEEATH —HEZER ARV THBRIEARR
ety E (Tsai, 2002) > 3 H W (R EMABNHTF B M kB8 (Tsa,
2002)  FRLAE MM L E > HBENHE S HRET UEL2FAMNE R
SRR F e T AL AR R R

EEH LRI H X+ > Davenport £ Prusak (1998)% i /A 8] % 7k ] &,
B RRERAR TEITABRT RGN - FFHRATRT "HEFZ >
BEEREERNN HARWRARRIRN  MAARTEREFHFEL
AFH ORISR AR WA TRILZAEA
HEBHHSE -

MATREABATRIAFEXRLHME > ABTRHERITFEAR
MU B IIEAT U E TEHWRE ST ERIARCERTL
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W BRI FHTERARA RO H a8 - B Lt SUR
WREAER  ARARAABR RMFERTFENF I LG R EELBF
R AHAMBNRGDEL) FTEHAREY -

3 MANRMEATAEY

3.1 FERE

ARG ERABAN T B ) FTHRBERAFTERRARZHR > XHE
REBEEEDBLFHES L eZRERERZIPE - BlkwdX
REARHAELEZNEY > IRREABRRBEEEZSFTRTERRFE
AT G R R e EMRASEZHERARGER - KoL
W REAMANBISERELTE -

A MBS
Wtk B K Pl -~ | P2 o
FLE A A 1. E LB MBE
14542 &5 2. HALBEE
296 E X B8 M % ERFE
P3 . FETARHM
P Al Xid
(B 1) A ERASNEHRE
32. AR A

321 MGMERFHIBLERBELVE
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HEXMEHERENEERG  TUSREIOXZHE - FoR
W& A F (& &% > 2001) - Tsai ¥ Ghoshal (1998)3% A 5 £ ¥ A&
48 % % (Organizational Context) ) —EHH - EEM/ ' EHEE—EHEW
BA > ABRETHEHRBBRBERITAZEN  FARE - ERITHE
FEHRT  WMENEREREELZAMNER MR EHEOEAEM
1189 1% % (Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998) -

Ak AFERAERITRUZMEELE T ERCHRABALF
Foek o WM GATERATE  EWRALABATZ 0L F - wllE
w0 F[ R 4R Pla:

Pla: @B WHKAMNEERELAE  MB) FEHAR -

AR EXRELH R HE IS > Tsal & Ghoshal (1998) ¥ 45 i S % HB AL W4
CLHERRETURABRMA > LLOFEETRRAIEENRE - £
EABNFTEAFIMNE L8 R > AP 6B RRER
(Boundaries) # #i 1t * M A B A A B W H w24 F (Tsai & Ghoshal,
1998) - Lubit (2001) 5| 38 & A B4 3% (Personal Networks) #[ 1 i & A H &5 ~
MEANFTRXFHRBORE - ATRELUERAR  CXLAARH
(Mechanisms) £ (R fEA B 8/ > Flm ABWEwATHERE TH LA R RM
T HARABABREARZRENBLOEZN—HEERREE

FrUk - ARt im AR R M F EX AR - EHLE MR
%o BRTRRERAMAF W HERBEMABI > EREK R F AR
RUBBRNLEER SRR MBI)FHRAN - Fo Lk - TREA XS
& Plb :

Pib: HBWHREFFEREHMAMAE RN M oB 0 FEREE-
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322 B A ERBHNERHABRHRZLVE

EmHBCRAELENRERIER  BANESZAXNREFANE
(Brown & Eisenhardt » 1995) » Tsai (2001)3% & 4ot Rt i B T AL F
RefFie IR BT &y £l B BB AL B AL FTRE 7 - BEALB
AEBRBERGN T BREGFRA B 2FERTFUAFF -
Blob % T H XN FHFAEHFHEY (Sustainable Competitive
Advantage) > zusk By E 4 HEH T —HE KK KIE (Osterloh & Frey, 2000) -

Elt - AR RRAEABNTRE N B, ZTERRAS > FRA
BREBBECHREZLSZARNTESHAB NS WELFRTHET
AEAEBRSWEH S LAERERANBZERS  ARAUBHTERH
BB EE - UT AR P2a:

P2a: BN AB L FRBEELE > AHERBAFELLS -

SEEXH (19NEHELEENFELARBRONESR  HHAE -
BRHARRR HRAERBOCHBRREE  EAMETARZEARE
ENEN > Al MERBAERENZFANEEREMPENERHARR
RzAERBEHER - EHBNT oBs FTEBRE&GR - XA 7T
BARH R T BT Al 303 (Nonaka et al,, 2000) » A€ ¥ 74 #7 & &
BRAELERFY % > SCTRE AP

P2b: BWH B FTRBREEMAE  MFERBEELRELS -

EFFHUNBER CETE T oML BEIHFERERBHEFEATE
TRZHERNHE > Cooper (1998): AW HM LB EAFF > HHRRR
ERNEXLBRARN > mLEREGANGENVE  PENELHEE
KEREHAZSELTH  FHABRNHBLTEEER » RFTRD
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R F AR (Hansen, 1999) LR M B £ X EE KR KR EH
MARLE DB EEBERREFHRZHME (Dixon, 2000) » R = B D 3
ERARz BETHRME - & LA BB W& & P2c:

Pc: IBWW B FTHEGEEME  UTHENERERETRER -

323 Zuii IR 2 AH BR

HAWREBEERENEAN BB RER  AARERMA
A F W% H (Nonaka et al., 2000) » E A H L & IV ERH R B £
ME > HAZImBnNREEE  CRABBBEEE M WRH TR
RETHBIFEHZEBEL -
P3a: BWZ i WBELAE  eRAFAAHNEERAR DERLFEH
WEERE -

A—FE EHBMRMNFIRNEIERAREERT  TRAME
ZRBAFEE  BHAmBNRENTE  ERNEREZEEEMNEET
BEREBALSTE ARAEBHREMZBERRE  FRER > Hikbiosk
WRENBEEZLATHRAEWAZRE  eRETHEAMYERE - i Lt
Hiw o FTREBPEPlabwT

P3b: BN ZmBNREAR  BBEHEAARAEARTNEEX TG
FRREBLZTEBRHVEREK -

4. B

ERETELEEEN - Bk BRURREBZAGBL  FLXE
ERFRENERNFARRE  EHFHEN BWRERTHRBIHMAF
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BEERRERK  CXWHETHBFRIEOMZTH - Bk £MHF
RUBRERERBRRER  LABRARFESHBEEWEEY -

HERBENEINARETHENANAEFOAZNEA L AE
REF  BREEGRARLCENZAZLES T RERRBEH K
ERENW -8 HAKRTLSWABKH > ARBETHE NEERESH
EH ¥ v (Sivadas & Dwyer, 2000) °

LER > THASMARNELER AR MBEEHFELHRNRY
BER AAHERHGREETAE —ES RS 2T HES > Bl
WEEEE—ERRES X R B E SR RS BTG R
ERNRE REERHAEHERARERNME - B HE B EABNHET
—EEARRNLFTRY  FHASREFEERECEZEN £ E
Know-How MEMBHK B L F » BREABHREBANT N LT (Kale,
Singh, & Perlmutter ,2000) -

AXRE CERPBABNTNEMELNECREERTHM
T UMRERERNIENTER - EAREUHAE LI BN EEE
WRE > WEmRNBELEN  SREEERFEXRTHHGEY oS
FEBEWEE -

MM fTHRARSE 0B FAXAFESHBBRFROERANELE -
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A Knowledge Sharing Perspective on New
Product Development Performance — An
Exploratory Discussion

Shih-Chieh Fang"  Ju-Mei Hsieh™

Abstract

More and more researches pointed out that new product development as knowledge
management. As knowledge is considered a key factor in corporate competitiveness,
knowledge sharing plays a critical role in an organization’s knowledge management.
This study first examined how relational elements (i.e., informal interaction and trust)
might influence knowledge sharing willingness. Meanwhile, this study also investigated
the impacts of knowledge sharing willingness on the performance of new product
development. In consistent with the essence of knowledge sharing, the performance was
divided into three dimensions: time needed to complete the project, product
innovativeness, and market performance. Together, the above analyses looked at
knowledge tacitness as the moderating role of relational elements between knowledge

sharing willingness.

Keywords: Knowledge Sharing Willingness, New Product Development

Performance.
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