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BANESHLOESEH FHRBPFESHNERREE  BHHLE HELN
AHRECHER HENL MASHBNARGIEHNERZINIE  INSERTE
Bit e KARBHMESHZOSE - HESHSE M A& & 55 sos o i
B RBEEVHARHEBRAETHGERG TEREETTHAET 4454 820
B BRAERRE 122 0 -HRAEH  FESHE TRELOENTERENE
BIEESMEEY  BWURREAZEHESH LTS TH TN 2EEHNESR
HOEREFHEELHLE HESRRZECS SR RREIRAWEESRY > st
TREAHNFTESHBRAAENETERN (w2 YRy REEFE Sl —B—it)
LA EREENTER AR R -

Metin - MARKHE TERY  MALHMBSY - TRAE -

1. &3

BARIMERAFHOENEWHRNBETRENETER (2k%S, 1986 ;
#+ %, 1990 ; Hass, 1989 ; Takeuchi and Nonake, 1986) - {8 g7 # 7 7€ & B 8% b 89 T3¢ &
M AF 15T E B & BCE A E B (Booz, Allen and Hamilton, 1982 : Edgett, et al., 1992 ;
Hollins and Pugh, 1990) » E }b HTE R H B R AEMREB AN EEEZNHRRA -

MAHERHZBERE—HEARENAEF RENEGHBEHEAR
1% 7 £ & B 2% 1B A2 0 1 %8 7 1 (Clark and Fujimoto, 1991 ; Wheelwright and Clark, 1992a) °
MEFERBAERS/ ABEENHRY A LAR L TEHERH
/A EEAEITHREMER RFAWIER - FHEAEREER
B~ BEF R st F FHEBE A/ B F 5 B (Cooper and Kleinschmidt, 1987 »
1993 ; Crawford, 1992 ; Davis, 1988 ; Edgett, et al., 1992) » [ I 5% {b, 77 35 B4 4748 il 4
MEmE KRN ESHE RS MARBMES BE RN EASHE

*HEHERELEEEA -
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P& 37 £ 5 BR %5 B9 7<% E 4 (Rochford and Rudelius, 1992) » i 7] $% & %7 & 5 B %
e

REARBNBRE  TRMERANERAECLEATRNEARESR
Ko wsREt s W () CRESTA ELEEHERARNHRAFEYY
HHRER A AH A ER R SRMRA > T Galbraith (197745 i AL A
T BOA M & SR R By o ] 38 A1 T AT B 1R (lateral relations) » 4 3 P R g %
ERHPEHLEE > UM ERRENEERE ) EMEHELAE RS
o ERB MR ZER ey BRANMERFABRABNRARFATENEE -

ERERRAAMAZRBEERTERAERAMESHBEHSEN - HE S
BB SEAR I LT E B R AR R A -

2. XREIRE:
21, HASHBZAAETRFAZHENNK

T E L B B B AR W] B A — 4 R R 3 A2 ¥ (Galbraith, 1977 ; Clark and Fujimoto,
1991 ; Wheelwright and Clark, 1992b ; Susman, 1992 ; Beheshti, 1993 ; Clark and Wheelwright,
1993) T A—BERTHEELNREF  HWERRERRENBRE - Pl 1Tk
ENEREPTHEEHIFZLER > RABREWNCHEREAEKE LN £
BE o

Clark (1985)35 i & db S 3T W ER U Bk B R W Bl sl KBk ~ TR
BT EA R LR R W AR EAAT 8 89 1% 2 4 - Beheshti (1993)3%
AR ELHARTEEGFHNARREZNEEZ WATHEN B8 %
HEHTLIREZZ2ERTHEEN  MREBTHIBRNEERZERK
VLB w2k 3t 89 &% B - Rochford and Rudelius (1992): A B HE L A —E %
Z 2 R RBIMEBN - E L e PTEa - Fdb ) ERBRAE
FAR—EAEAREFHNES MHRTHFERTHBRE  FREREN
BEES K ik B4 B k0 #(Clark and Fujimoto, 1989 ; Mowery, 1983 ;
Mowery and Rosenberg, 1989) © T i& b &3k 1 B AR SR R » B 7 78 7 40 4 79 36 P
FE R 38 G A\ uE iy 4% 8k B #) ~ 7% 3 (Cohen and Levinthal, 1990 ; Henderson, 1990) o 3
ERBRAFEALZNT LHBRNEGHARY  TELFHLIHIR
B BT 34 1T 04 F] R A% 2 1 38 (Problem-Solving Cycle) * AKX e ¥ BB R B X
] K 1 &, F(Clark and Fujimoto, 1989) e
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2.2.

Slusher and Elbert (1992)#5 i * B TR HFT 2 —EEH RN ERREE
B BWEEWAY  EAKETRABRXMNEAEERARE  MERARE
t B B 0 B2 E KM E (Equivocality) A R R EHATE B TR R H XY
FREMNTEREREE - ERESIRRHFHNBESSE  #5LTHM
BARHEEN > THMENR  FREALEBEHER  SERNEMES - B
HEHEET R WA

REMBRBEBE M MBESASNAN > AFESHAREIEARER
WERTHER  MTHRAENFERFS RN AT URE AR A5
R RN GRS, 1985 B+ &, 1990) BB BT ATH I
AERBEAMAFOREERWEE, 1993) REKMERHTEERREAMA
¥ %8 2 F2 3K 4 $H(Souder, 1987) » ik 4} » Adams, Day and Dougherty (1998)
REFELBEETS  BH S BHAHEUASIRTZTIREREE
KW E S E S A P 5 B A #T M (innovativeness) ; Englund and Graham (1999)
BN ESSBRUBEHRERTERE)AREE - TEA - #EAR
A O’Connor (19l B FH FERARERFAMR BRI EREXES HRH
W RN ER AR

A 5 BT ER

Galbraith (1975)# & & M BN k¥ - B EARENBRERE  EXh4A
BT RN RE R ARRE G ANR S T A E R E
B 77t 1% 1S 3k B ST AR 1) B 2 45 M 1 (Lingkage Mechanism) » 3 E 1] 2 &5 4
AT L4

1.7 4 3% A8 (Direct Contact) M A H B M Al A a2 AR E R A
BEMAR c RAHEEE FHIIEARAAEAYVENERLEN
iR B N

2.3% 3 91 %) 3% 30 P9 P 32 JL 8 48 A(Liasion Role) © E RSP AN B E
BmE—EREN ERSMEMEI AP ACRRERR R
AR A RN

3.3 SLAEF5 ] #8(Task Forces) : & NFI MBI £ - 1] B 1548 5 i
A ESMERTBER > WEEH NIRETTITHRE - B3R
FHIIRE—RBATES RN ES THRERETRAREKA
o BRAXRERELH AHEER - BNEH I ME—EY K
W REEMEGER A RT  EFEAMRAELEARLH
iR EA -
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4.3 31 & E M K (Teams) °

5.3 3L # 4 (Integrating Role) * TREMB IR BEFHEAQ (wlgEs
Moy MEESRFTRRENF] ELARAENGERSE W1
EEESHRIMPIAERSE -

6.3% 31.3% 4% % 3¥ /A & (Linking-Managerial Role) * WA EH BN EHER T E
ERLEER -

7.45 M X 40 8 Mawi) %5 Galbraith J8 4% 5 4 o A3k 0 28 45 48 B
MEEMAS  EEERMABT  EEZEFIMHFNAE BRTHE
EBEREN BT ERgERE -

Johne (1980 A BN ARSI WHERAINER  —EREZHNHEEZR
R R PTEAhH PR RO B AL - MR T E AR T AT
B $X 19 4% 4% (Loose-Tight Structures) * E L Z BN A THFENHESH R - A
mEBERERE -

Souder(198N B M ERBFRNBXEHE ) AR RFER

LM T CHEBEMEAKEYE BT EREEET LM
FHBEE PHEEACHE  AEMITHIEAHELEESR
%u

QIMEREH R IBIABEEARER ZHIERTM R E LN
3 e

JEEXE R AN HEYMTENB YR ZIELEREER ol
BT ENE DRI EMEEEE -

4B R BENESRZECR DK ERRESE -

SBAFRR  AHEBWMABBRASTHEAEEANB I EERKL -

Larson and Gobeli (1988) ] % W AL Ak &5t 0 B &4 &) > M AS 37 2 & 2
REZHEHL)AUTEE
1.35 #5 A (functional) © % B F 4K I B 11 A 418 3 40 30 2 R 46 A0 il 6 B9 3
BB  HEMEENYAETMEIEABTEENRATE > L1
AREEEE -
2.3 HE. 4B % A (functional matrix) | BE F & REH A REMHE - a4 &k
BEETRYEEENEL - H YR EITAREREEPHAITN
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B HG THEENRABEETERE -

33498745 % A (balanced matrix) * X T FAREBEE L hgEMMAE
EHEBQBERBENEENBE - BETFYRTMEEF LR
EBLEN > THEHEHREK

48K (projectmarix) - AEXFTF A REBHEERIT IHEEN
SRARTENER YRIMZERAERAAENAL > T
HERFOEE A -

S.% %/ a(project team) : REF L AR LB ITERAL » AR
—BOEE EREHELBREAZEE  MELEYRYNMTESR
T B o

Pinto and Pinto (1990)RI A& T H XN FE @ (Wi EY - HEHEhH) HT

TEWRtR - BT —LREBREZ SIS

1.2 AEEXESE -

2 EERBESHBEHY BB ERETN oL AE LB AL
REWE AN BEF LI ERERENVEAKE S - HHABKESRE
WMNANEI KBRS EFPERMBRNETER -

BEEMBEEREMYBRR I EAE -

Pegels (199 tH T AR E &M H ¢

1.5 4 % % 4 3(oint Program Meeting) ' B —H B ¥ BTN At E &
® HMWRXALSEMNIZEFOTMARAK -

24X akk  RELSHENRAESE TR IR ESE -

BEALMEME BRI —ERERENE AT E—EARENSRE
HHEBRE T ER TR — AR FEELUFER -

4.CAD-CAM : FlA ESHB MR AKL R L —EERE » LMW
FRT L HERMESHEMMNGRIPIRFAR - TRGRE
B W R B RALF R E M 20k e AR -

5.% % % ¥ (Project Management) : BUFT BN B £ ML £ 5 & B A 8 B
SAESIWERBREM

Voss * Russel and Twigg (1991) L 18 BB £ MR > 18 7 sk 3t s & 3% i

MEABHETIARE LEZES S 2LRTRRBAMTFEMNE



100 58 2%n F-_4£F-H

2.3.

W JRU—EMAENAE ) ABYRENERER SYHNI
o A RN RES D TAANEREHRSEM; 8.3
e 9.EERERE -

Kono (1992)3% 2 23T % ~ 142 ~ W SMATHW R @b & E & B
BWREREE BREELREHFTEATI &M LERMHBENAE
EIﬁW}%ﬁﬁ’@%ﬁ&iﬁ%ﬁ%ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁﬁizlﬁ
Mt E1E: 2BEERITHEMEIANBTREAREETANREF
ETERLEPABTBRALE A RBRBEH TSR s&éma
T EERMENABMARER L 6B ABHEMABRHBEY
BAITEH® -

Zahra and Ellor (1993)35 i BB oy #T E B ENWAB T XA Z R LFTHE
AL EF RS ae  BK SR BT IR E R RTINS ERER
ABBBHFWNESI)  HEEZHEBIINECERWESR -

#A S BB S

HAHE oo tEEENTESH S AR HERESL T LRE
—ENHEREHEELELHNERERHERILE 2.FFEHARE
BFE—ENESETRILE FEHEHEIRAKE D 4RE= ﬁm
NEDEBEHNBTHEERE: S RAZFEN BMSEEEERE
Bz HR&D EFHER 2 ERE ; I%ﬁzﬁw’mR&Dm%
MY TLEENMEE  RFTFABRARE -

Cooper (1984) B /\ 38 6 4% = $h BX ) = {8 4% 0 SR 48 B 87 £ & B 10
B OLHESEBRER 2ZHELHBEMLE IHERRATNY
ég o

Sbragia (198)UAMEHEREEHERHBREHAK T LHELER
BEWERE 2HESEERAENZHEY S 3HELERBMARN
RERE D 4NFIHRAFESBRERRAZLRERE -

Dwyer and Mellor 19915 7 96 Z ME WM E R AR FHRTEER
T E S E AR RG> ERFART > APER T EREEHNEESE
ERERFERHEFORNET  hOEHEEIANL S LEBEY /LK
BERLL - 280K 3SHE EAR  ATE R AN E R RATR R IR

& o
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24.

Cooper and Kleinschmidt (1993){# il 7 # & 8 A X ~ MR ~ #
ERNZEWEHER NUTHEAERFTESHERBFAHASI Y
BEREREEHRERGR -

Griffin and Page (1993)ZF BHEMAREH ARG AEE L 14 HHEHK
FRNESHBEEZ MEGMSENBEEEIEE (AEHERTHERE
) BB LIWRY (BHARREEMES) ~ ERRKENEY (HRAK -
EE-ESABERSEEEERE) ~ HAGSWEE (HERHEHILE) o

Song and Parry (1996) LA P9 38 15 4Z SR 1 & 37 & &b 09 ik o0 35 W E 45 4% A T
EREER A - MHOHEER  HHOTSEHEE BEASIHAE
R

#7 A 50 BE ML R A b BT AR B 1R

Ettlie (1990)3 M3 & BB > HPIMMWEA LM FMET WA
FHRBEHFAEN - Voss et al. (19ONHA R EEHES AR EHEENL
BE HBNSTHEERERGS  THAERGEENELMF - Kono
QML A REH > BTTEARTEATERSET X ETH L
ESHBHINNHRE HALEYARBMAHMIAEHMUUETFEZLE -
Parry and Song (1993)7% $ A K G AL A S WA R F 835 M E SR
FREEE BRI EN e ERMPMEANFEME - Olson et al. (1995)
A B 5 Wy A H M (innovativeness) & F B R A P M B A F K -

Galbraith 19 ETH A EEGAEEF Koy ABRTEARAEE -
FUHELRS  wERRAR HELEEER% -

BEE (WAL AERNERAHTHEARAEEERK - F
&AMERAFER AR SRR > R0 E AR EE R A
H %

Moenaert and Souder (1990)’ Souder et al. (1998)45 i #7 & fu B 25 b T W %
WRTHETHEEHRE KEARERAWREFTR  MAHHEEHHM
EAMEETT OB ERERENRS > UABRRITESHBEENTHE
W BTRANERARI

Adams et al. (1998) UL 37 BB B T35 ~ B ~ Bifli - BSH R B E %
AFE LN ARBEEREENERWATRE  R4EBVERES AR
E-dEREENATN  BEE—SOMPTERBTREREAELE/
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RE > fofi E R BERBNRGE  EAARRAHERBAREZLRERRE
B EReHNHERKRIALHANTE -

Rochford and Rudelins (1997)35 i R U E G WA EHK B Z
ERBHSREE BFEHFTENAPIESRNERHBEEGNHAT » 18
HRBARWERBREER -

Dwyer and Mellor (1991) » Yap and Souder (1994) M B 52 & 45 8 #7 & &
BB AGENBEMET ST s RN BPNRGEHRATESH
BRI EGENEER ) Rz ETHEREY WML HNZES
B -

RS M AEEEGEBINTHERAT » REFRRNZ
EESHM T AHAMEROAAZREARANIR > TERLGHENT S
BET BANBRELIHIT SN ERMRERA T HHRA -

B R o BT RN AR TR RIS
WESHERBNES, A5/ RAFIEE KA > LHAE D SAH N
ERAMEREASEEZHEK - ELHBHARRE  WRZAHKT
EamAl¥ R EReEE R EK -

3. BRMR

YA AR Bl SRR IR 5T ¥ S > S 6 3 7 o A 8t Wy BT B T R TS 6] W9 7 35 SRBAT T R
THEE  MMESHAZEEMBNER > £/~ BB E & AR BEZ P
AR R T A A7 o B L A BB 0 R RACE AT R B P W W SR AR L
REALWEEAN  URAFELHBAR - ATHAREIRELE—FWNT
Mo AMRHMHAETAGERETERXERENRAS BT > RAES
BBMEHG TSR TR ARSI ERR B0 ETRAENER
BN  MESHBREERFENE S ARRRARE -

3.1. Ax4

ANFIRIIARE 4 5 FEXENAH 66 FHEIT > B THA 2,000
A EQHEEEXERMT 2HAEE MRS TEE REBHLED
HELR BMNELESELRFETS00 LA AEZEHAE -BEA
MERS pRES BE 288 % AFETEXHENG2A8EX
FH 40% o
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3.2.

33.

FERZEBHBEIASIHMAERBARTRE - HERANRA > 2
ERA - MEXBIHSF  REAQSERGLATHHAFTRER » H1F
BREXANERHBEE T HENEMTHER  ATHRIERME
R ZFXENDAMEEEHREMEARIBR NEARE RS
BER - 1TH EBRREBAMAR  HaMEIEIMIHEeRNY
FRRER - R HEEE ORI - W BAS W EBRAFERALE
MM EBMAR B TR -

BhrEmHARBRRGRNECEEMY  AFTEUMERLHEH
RERH - BE -~ BA - RYERRERL LA REFHEXI -

B 2 &)

BABIRINRE 47 A—HoRUEETZAERR S HEEH
Pl ARAERBEMEAL (RFZRE > BTHA 600 A BXHEH 18
L AFRAERKEZHPAATHIR - TR TRZE S AR - 8
EH A (Master Model) ~ HEBE R ~fofl - ARHE - REWEESE - T #
Baansls REEEPABENRAAERRELENER -

AFLERMB SN RER AR EIERBENEARBENGEE > £
BRESERE  HEMAHRHABRFXNETERYEIREERNEMR - BA
SIERARB LAV ERTEF L NBMENR W RG T HEBRZNH
WMT RN  MRANSRMBMEANREEN  ERGLEEAERS
TR > BT A% 5] R R MG Rk 18 URE IR A AR B B R AR R
B BEHABFEXOTIZEMEMEL -

EEHEEBMBUT  EABAGINEMARNER - AT
EEEMENER FEAARTA EHRANNNERAEELRE - BT
LTHABER > CEBMERAFEALANLEEE B EAQFES
LHFLEBEMEAE -

C» 3

CRABIERBDBERIL  FEERAELLREACTKATNES - £
RAMEME  EEFEHEB SORT - A RAE RN A KA
AARIRBREREBIRIEEY MESKETH T A HEZY -
BTHBETSFEREAMMEAT R R ELNGETHEZNR - 35K
MHERMABEE > mEMBMPI—HMAE - TR THEREEHK
BAMR melMEEERASEE - ot REELAEHEZTHEER
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34.

4.5.

HWBIE REMKTEHMTABAEEEH  HMERTHEEENE
EREFE mRELAERAEETIRBTOHAERBRE - BHR
IR S TE LW BARRRE  R—RITBERI)  EAARERRF
BHEH NAENEELHEGS -

FBEYNREERENEEFEHER > ERALSIWELRERRA
BHEEN  RERHEEELHARERDR MHESLETERFRFHS
% K&

D24

DRGSR ARE 626 EHEEHMARBAR - LFX MEH
NEGTENHBRRKETERARENEN  ERAATNEEANR AR
W LAERM A A AT NBRE EREFHARAKNEMESLL A
AAEMBBEMERMT LR > THZATEHESARY  ATHRHE
WEBRIR AW T AT N -

BNREHERAR L TERXBEMRAR o WA B 0B A
B AR IREMBAARE  EEERRASHENORESH - BHE
HEWHAREFEZITHIMETHNEE - ot BREFHEE - &
WEMHERARBRELHENINET T ERMBRELEHAKL
BBEE  -MaNlTERABERMARETEZREIRTNERELT K
HAE -

B R

2R fE 5 B B S 0 R 5 R OB TR AR T AR A BTE R BB
EEMBRFERARRAFAALE 8w (X 1) Fix-

(% 1> ﬂaﬁz\rﬂ tbﬁig@%

. 5 ARiaAEsE.am

* B TEsERE - ARWH %
B " - HEHP AR ARRE AARIEX -
" W E e HBHEAA
ERTRARXEE T E
¢ % A %g%ﬁﬁ~§ﬁﬁﬁﬁ %
#l 9%

5 " 5 REREPAK.wH "
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P& ] AT Tt oy B

LAXEEANNERABHANERHABEAZALEWEE  LH
HXEERHNEE THMEBEXGTRARLRS /A AT H R
FT M RERRUBRENLER > WANFCAF -

LHERABHETFRGTHIBMRERLE  FRRTHENEE
EERH BAHURFTESABRARNRER - WANFUEMES
B B T R IR PR R o BB R R RO TR T R
BHH s THENE  CARLEMIENEXEERNARERS
BHI R ZAi M Tkt Ao FEHRANHERAES B
AFIUBHHFI2E AT BRABRRERMT# N - BREE
BHGTHEN  REREERLRARE  ETRZEALT U
ROTERFAM D AT UATHIFIGRNTA > BEAREE
BMERNTHRBEMT AN ERAXANERMEBTERR LN X
BHETHER -

4, B R %3

L1 st R R HAERR

ARG TREBEREZEEAS A FTHRY  MESHEBRRZAYE
MREFEERF > BT S B E R BB TR TR M W R B E
AT T4 T REW RS G AT E M, NS LARBTE 0 E R
REASTREBIANBN  EMRAFFESFBORR UL ENES
(£ %i%iw (I 1> FﬁT

#ﬁéanﬂﬁ%ﬁ&

A S BB S

5:%gmﬁ%%m&ﬁ

(l 1> Hf”””"if%
#&%ﬁﬁf?ﬁ%‘%% P ARBE R A
LT E B A A iﬁi’%ﬁﬁ%‘ﬁ%m Pl EEMG B -

H2 FTE B BB AR ST E 5 B A E B A A 2 BC A (fitness) B B R BT
E BB ER -
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42. TR - WERERIH

4.3.

L& uRss  REAREBREMTTERHS  AMESHBSE

EEHTHRBEMER > MASENESAEHTRTHES T ENT#
EWZWIHREMIEBER » MR EERF RSO E DS K
RUABEMETHEEREENTHEERAEREATESHENEN
(Adams,etc., 1998 ; Cooper, 1984 ; Souder, 1987) * B H WL E B SR K H A
ﬁﬁ\%ﬁ%ﬁmzmﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ MERMGHE T AWK
BRE BENOENESEENTE BEFRERRATENTH AL
B AMRUALBREREE  2BMEREXTHEREMT -

2.8 & SRS EMS) ¢ KEFR L Larson and Gobeli (1988) » Souder (1987) »
L& (99T HEEMB 0 BRI a & Bl A
EXEE  -gGNIRVELEE FERGRZEC  THIEAAZX
EH > URBRERAGERBNNERF SN AR LFESRH Lo
AR -

3HMTERKRBHEL KRS EREHE (1990, 1993) » Griffin and Page (1993)
ZHEURE -EEREBBELAEREE -

HEHE

ARARAUTESRABERAOMEM TERAEPAEAETTR K
EMAFFEHN AAHZUEGEREARETMMAERETERE AL
ROFAEREEREAEAGCRELAMAENGEE LW SHBAH
RANBBR AR - R 1 820 & o W R AHT I8 B X REAE ARG AT E B
BEEX HAREREELARNERHABBERT W RAEZAN
MASIMHERHBEERLEE - FERHERLEAL - FRNERLER
FRMBEE SRABCRARAERENAR  SARRERKE L
MABRDBENREER  BHFLHE  UREBREGHARNE » LRAH
HEWRE - AFRIER 120085 KPP ARBEER 1224 BREA
14.9% A B & E R oy & KB M (& 2) Fiow -
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(£2) HARHAKEH

L2 %7
AEZMAHE 62 50.8%
ETEME 60 49.2%
2.EA%
5FEUT 32 26.2%
5FTEZEIRE 43 35.2%
1EZES & 21 17.2%
SEZE10® 18 14.8%
10 &L E 8 6.6%
KR o %5
1 ELLF 46 37.8%
1Z 10 & 36 29.5%
10 & % 50 1& 21 17.2%
S0 & E 100 & 14 11.4%
100 &1L £ 5 4.1%
4.8 T A#
100 ALLTF 48 39.3%
100 Z 500 A 37 30.4%
500 A E 1000 A 21 17.2%
1000 A E 5000 A 10 8.2%
5000 AL E 6 4.9%
SEHE A B AR
10 ABLTF 50 41.0%
10 £ 50 A 46 37.7%
50 £ 100 A 16 13.1%
100 AVLE 10 8.2%
6t E B EHA ik
1%L T 40 32.8%
1%%E 5% 56 45.9%
5%%E 10% 16 13.1%

1ven + 10 8.2%
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44. FHIMF %

AR AT B A0 2R 45 B B 4 (factor analysis) + 4 B AN cluster
analysis) ~ T4 £ BB F % B 0 5 H (one —way ANOVA)S 3T T £ + ALY
SPSS % % B AT -

45. E R M

AHF 7 I Cronbach’s a 38 17 4 % B0 1 36 — B By B » 3 45 R
(£3) Fim » &P Th o A S BBT M a (% KR 07 $BAH R
B -

(%3> imnéﬁﬁﬁﬁx%ﬁ

“&mﬁﬁrﬁm”'

FREERBHE e T 0.8462
FERMASEERY 0.7201
HERHBHRK 0.8653

5. B R ER

51. A SMENKE

ERERAERUEEAFTNERE > ARFELUBZSHTZRAE R
B B 3 (varimax) > 3 B 45 B (B (eigenvalue) K7 1 B9 [ % > ZEHUHT & o B B 4%
WzEF > £HERW (k 4) Fir REFTHREREWERE - £H
FHAAHENEZA AR EN B R 04 HI AR —ARFERENEH
W CRPFERRSE - BEFRXTHERE BMzas Rl WHETHEAN,
HE_QEMERZCBWHAL AN EE AFHoHRER
BE  BEz LR T HHTHREN, -

(%4) %ém%%ﬁ&@%\ﬁ

 WARMeSE 2 A%k 0 Bk
%EmﬁxéﬁM$% 0.82431
VFEGEHEEFBPIRER 0.65321

BERRTHERA 0.58124
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AN KO R 0.75643
A RMEHELE 0.58232
HEaEeBRERE 0.51476
MBRRE 48.92% 22.75%
ARMBERE 48.92% 71.67%
HE® % ‘ LE R T EMTHEN

BE AMALEEEEAER > AR ST #Z TR LS
BoRGFAGAZATENESABRUZIHELRARREER  RHHNER
B&Estasw (X 5) Fim - WRPTa EHIETHREMTHEN
WEHELHSBMEZEAERH | 2 BBz A T e UNELRAS,
ER2EBWMTHER LN UBREGHRERI > CEFTHETHLIW LA
WAL BBz THRERERRAE, B 1 AETHEREHT

HERLYEE SHza TeEENERER,

K%S) %éwmﬁﬁ&iﬁ\ﬁﬁ%
fw=~aﬁﬁ $ﬁ1mﬂ® RE2 (i) |
35 T 0 0.6234 -0.8943 -1.3561 {152 123
BT o 2 0.7689 0.6854 -1.4563 * ) 1>3: 2>3
-3 2 ZHRPHASME | RHEIVALNE | REUMASME

31 p<0.05 -

5.2. # A &AL RN A & FE T ERH 6 B4R

REFERHABBEERER  ARAVERTFRRBOTARES
HIRARAZHERHBR SR E NS ENERRB EEMG LN LR
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Research on the Characteristics of the New
Product Development and the Management
Mechanisms of the New Product Development

Chai-Te Wu ™

Abstract

New products have been contributing greatly to firm’s revenues, profits and competitive
advantage. Yet new product’s failure rate is relatively high. Hence, researchers have paid
attention to the new product development process from every facet. This research
empirically studied the impact of the characteristics of the new product development, the
management mechanisms of the new product development on the new product
development performance. 820 questionnaires were mailed to the firms of auto-parts and
electronic industry, among the returned, 122 were effective. The research finds that the better
the fit between the new product development type and the management mechanisms, the
better new product development performance.

Keywords : New Product Development, Management Mechanisms, New Product
Development Performance, Information Processing.
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