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#HE

AEEBRA B EERRY TRABF, (hypercompetitive) T 3 » F T b 4
BBRELAFRB  EREAAFANN R 2T - RERKARADEERFR
BROEERHE - o1 # o il 2 5 IR B (knowledge-based view; KBV)# % £ ¥ # N4
B~ T B URTTRANERBRA R U B RER > Hl - SXKES
HEEY  VEZHERARIYHTRAENOREERS - AR R USRS A
(strategic group) BB R R EMBEABFTEANOBREERS AR R HE T
BUMEME  IAONERNORTERBBU S HARIBIELRE - FESE
RBF (DEBBREXWHB OB TERNCEAREA IOV ERE  QBK
EXTHEFNEMBREERSHE C)EANREATHELEOREEIRE B
LAABEHKRELRGEY > Bt LA T HBNY NS # ¥ 5% (@symmetrical
mobility barriers) » ()H MM B HRMBAXRFH AR I ALV URFAHEABN " WHLTF ,
"HEEE, - "HEST, UR"EYHE, -

MSEF : SR ERME - iR TN - Rl - BHER - RFEH

1. stESM MR B &

AR EFAHREAAOB AR BRIFTAR - REFRRA AR
EUR2RAMRY  EROEXEBNRKBURRFTENDRREALE

* OTERWERETA
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MENEBEARAN  LEFAEENHARES - Hk > "ok, E
B Ry E AL SRR -

Reg EHER T » T GRERBE | (resource-based view; RBV) 3 % 4
XNBANGFESRRENESR " HFME ) (valuable) » "H D | (rare) -
T # # {5 ,(inimitable) DA & " 7~ ¥] BL ¥ | (nonsubstitutable) i & J& (resources)
$ #¢ 77 (capabilities)(Barney,1986;Grant,1996) ; {2 3% ££ 3 » ph 45 T8y T 4ok
ERBE PRI AETELERERANRERK R IELABY &
# L (Winter ,1988 ; Hedlung , 1994 ; Liebeskind, 1996); H 1 74 £ % 41 £ 75 B8
F(vision) » EAR ~ MBREM - AVERKE - URBPRSE EWER » B
B b 3 A0 AR 0 R R 3 S 3 3B R 9K (Hansen et al,,1999) - 7 B B8
T AN T B EE, ERARSHIELN M RE -

B 7 BT R 7 2 B o S s 25 & (knowledge-intensive) 4 8 - T ko ik oy
BE BRI -FRABRANEAITETAURERENRE - LLmEm
RBHURFEIOMNEEGRZERARBREENRA > ELH KM
B-EHAAMBRABZ MBERRLEH/BZHG  FHRARARZ L
E °

AHAER " K BAL ) (strategic group) BB - KT & M B BRALR R
FENCERRNBEURFRAN B EERE L PRI REY
BBZBE - AT ERN R Y E RG24 AR HRERERRE
AUHEFESZ KR -

2. SCURRIRI R MR
REHMFARURAERBIEYY T ERETEENNEEIH -
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3555 4% 1k LU R 9% 9% B % # 2 A (McGee & Thomas, 1986) » 47 B3 2 2 /E %
PO B4 BT B T S B SR - IR R R AR
10T B8 FOR B S SR E 48 % b (Grant,1996; March, 1991;
Tecce,1998) » [ 7 4 48 ko 3 45 28 A% 4 A1 B0 o 2 1 9% ¥ 1 3% 4 (strategic
decisions) » £ LR X BARET L MAK TMY - Bk > KH %
SR EHR  SRARBRE  DREELRARET SR N REE B
B B BT -

21 & FRwE 7 4n AL Sy g

211 B4

AXBRAFREVENEIERRBRBARPIIPRNATER &
Bl R A #5350 F 1k 3 (Porter, 1980,1985) - [t X E REH P R0 > o
RS At &Lkl R

R SXBTRBRRE > BYSRZ AW CABENER - UK
PR RIBE L HE - Hed > T RWr B4 | (strategic group)# B (Hunt,1972)
TEYRAELAXNREREER  ARTRAMM ERABF R RS
W— B RRE  REBULHSCHRZEARFLEXNTEAR X
BUREFHLRAGRZ A R#% -

R AR SRT 2d Hunt(1972)8% it - B K 2 & 2 — 20 HAAMN
RERBBWRE  BPELBEARBRAEXTPRARBLETHR
Porter(1980):% A R BHAL R E X P HE MBI R FURBR BT NL X > Bk
R ARREXTHF KWK E 5 T Hatten & Hatten(1987) K K € & &
A-BBABEUER  PEREURE AR - KRR ZEWRRE
Porter(1980) 52 Hatten & Hatten(1987) #y # %5 # 47 4 Af -
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C RBBAMANKREEARCXMMER WMELZRNWPEAERRE
R KRR G MR - Fln > Marlin et al. (1999) B R % R o 2L A A £ R
HHKBHE > LXEBGHERLER K WRE - McGee & Thomas(1986)
HRARGBHAFTREN KR REEAR LT ERERAKY > AKET

Bl L R BATRMHAIN - REAR YW RS REK
FTHRAEZHARENREHME  URSNM RS HUAZEAARHIERS
TR - AR URREHF RS RR -

A—FH BREBEATIHGN—BHEERLSE "BHEH,
(mobility barriers) - HEF > EXFRARFESNREHA IR TE
% o) 52 i 1% 3B (McGee & Thomas,1986;Caves & Porter,1977) » F . H B &
WAEHR - LTRSS B ERETR -

212 HEER

% %) % % (mobility barriers) R E X E NBRABESHENU > BHEH TR
MESKENHRBRUREEAEHEE L - ARTEARBARRHE
A% BEBRPHEARE WAAELWABHAEARAERT -

BEERIHAMBHNBREL  KFEANEFFTETHNEALE
K (McGee & Thomas, 1986 ) » 6 75 3 B4 % S48 Fi 40 I B 3 %% » R0 JA
EITMEREWEE - F M B FEAE T LU 3 b5 F 4 108 \(Caves &
Porter,1977) -

Hatten & Haten(1987)8 A E X WHI KRB HMA 2 BHRFARTHAN
(asymmetrical) » JREP AR 9B 2 BB AREE - REWNHMAUAB T
BB WEBGHREROTHBEAS T EXNR TN - WH KB ®&
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EEDETTE B KRBT A E R F R Moy o B R B8 A
% 1§ #(Olusoga et al.,1995) -

HABHRERAARMNEREREGOIE AR ERCLEWAR
W BT 3% 0 R F BT LR #74% F (McGee & Thomas,1986) » Bl ik » &
MEMBHESNORR T AL ERFRERRURFFRER
R &R -

2.2 4ok 2 o #1285 (knowledge-based view,KBV)

R ERFBRN KBV £RAAABE D R R W BATHE - E &4
BREERBHFEABNERF - A - AR FMarch,1991) » IR o] A7 E R
19 1 T % (best-practice) ~ 4 & sli(know-how) ~ BUEfE £ - BERE WA
% + DL& X {t % (Gupta & Govindarajan,2000) - KBV £k JF 38 2 A % b & &
BEE o RSN B AR R IF R &k (Grant,1996) » H & FT R B\
Bt rmd Aot L o Rl MaB M BE Y T R EASRSRN SRS
(variability) » [ T £ 7% 41 8 50X E £ W] § P (reliable)(March,1991) - % — & °
B ko3 & E R TV K AR 8% B2 /7 (organizational capabilities) By 2 5% » F ph ¥
REEWEEREERALE - BB KA UK &3 % ENonaka , 1994;
Spender,1994; Grant, 1996; Teece,1998 ) -

ERARMABZITUFEMEE KBV 2RRATERRL BV HEHH
EH R4 &A% X oi(Grant,1996) - LREAR - BEIRRH TR
(Liebeskind,1996) - E st - MBHE R A —EHARETE L BRENTH
(Barney,1991; Grant,1997; Prahalad & Hamel,1990; Teece & Pisano,1994; von
Krogh,1998) » Tl 45 % o B 181 BV o7 L BT 88 oy Jn kSR IR SE -

AR AL AR & Ao 8 5 B | (imstitution)(Grant, 1996) » LR 40 8Pt
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BH )z ik 2 R K h(heterogeneity) > {E B A MM B AR E L 255 [
R ER BN ERERACATATRHFTR - BB E—FH
BREERWRANGREARABERREINES > F—FELEK
AR R oy 4 3% 3£ R (Lei et al.,1996) -

REERwmTURE  oREEZHUBR AL ERFELRENE
B AR ERIAEKBY iz | o

23 B EERAREY

2.3.1 kol B

ALK B B E & » Rastogi(2000)i8 A 2 - AR BB AL
MR RBRZEE AL HE 2F 8 BRAWNESES
REBETEEFEN—ERAELEEAVWEF - Ruggles(1998) B 3 & 4 ik
B R A FE B E R AL 9 B 7 %o 8 (know-how) ~ A8 B LK BF 0 UL
fw 8 Al i R {6 89 — 78 3% 1% (approach) - W 4b » FH RABNZERE A
(intellectual capital) & £% 38 (Alavi,2000) °

Aok B E BB A H S i Polanyi(1958)42 1 » #% 1 Nonaka(1991)fm 1) %
# A K - Polanyi(1958)38 A AL Bt ko A A KK F M 3 7 B 4 R Y M (tacit)
S Bi(explicit) A fn ik - B # R BA B ARBIT T HURNER RS
& B (sense-making) W [& 4 fn ik - IR R RPN T HERLYTTHE &
WBURE  MAFXRETUEANRARAIR RS ETA B RARE
T B e ol 5 B PR o £ B 4t (Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1995) - Nonaka(1991)
PIRMABEARYE  CELTHREAS > AN GAEBNHARL
FBHERE FAHEMEELRIHEY -
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MBEA LS RAT & B EEY RN R B 0BAEA - 28
A0 A DA B AEL A ) O R JB Ok B9 A 8 2 T8 B R (Hedlung,1994) - 4> 3 40 &bk
TREERR Aoy sl Ee st > Pl BB HoBAE - REES B R
(Henderson & Cockburn, 1994; Liebeskind, 1996) » 4| #n % B B4 # 8 ¥ W4
UL S8 B9l 2 F % 3 i (infrastructure) - DUF| BY B %o 3 % 2 2 ¥ (Grover &
Davenport, 2001) - ‘

BRI A MABREENURY  FEEFRTEEBEENARCARE
PO B8 SR o B A0 aR) 0 DLRE A SR € 4 0 Jn ik (social knowledge) i 2 Bfl £
(Nonaka, 1994; Spender, 1994) - E b ko Y R R 2 AN TR AR FEH
HEZW  FHHARGRERERALUFSIES TETrA A RRGERE
(Winter, 1988; Kogut & Zander, 1992) -

BATLERER AR L OREABRFELNER > RTTER
BHRFAANSXERBEET TSRS MEEXTHEEN DK
Ik 34 47 Ho o 7 58 £ % (Winter, 1988) » [ b4 3 P 09 88 L A &
4 % R (Liebeskind, 1996) % F R E M AR E BB A Z O EA H TR E
% % A M 5 F 1% $(sustained competitive advantage,SCA) -

i EFRAR - AH 4% %o 3% 4 38 (knowledge management) ] DL MR R E &
H) 1% QB & (Birkinshaw,2001) ; B4 A EHGRESBE D BB NNH IR
B ABE—NRALBIELRFERA RSN OE  AEE T WaHA
| AR Wk o R ¥R $l(social institution) » F 1
EREANBARERRGRE BB S -

HABEHEWOCXABZRIELALERBNAXRBERABA R
HE Wk & X A% & 442 (Matsuno & Mentzer,2000; Fiegenbaum et
al.,1996; Lumpkin & Dess,1995; Dess & Davis,1984) » F sh B bk » LK
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L mmER R R R T ENE RS R E R ER
Hl: i EEHHAERABNEERREA IR ERRE -
Hla: # ¥ EEHRRERABNEFHERAFEARENRE -
Hla: B EHEGRREREBNBERAREAA IV ENE -

A—FE XRFAHEBRBREFENHALTASLBR "HBET
(organizational learning) - & & K A Bkt R K EERABEEFED
W 1% (Rastogi, 2000) - BB — T HRABETNLERYG - 5 —FF
X R A2 T Yy 4 £ (Huang et al.,1999) « 4] 4w » Cohen & Levinthal(1990)32
ey TR UKAE A ) (absorptive capability)BY 2 # 31 £ AH 8% 5t R ¢ A B Al ok
B b o DUF A0 R S Rl R R oh TR SRR A B ¥ B 3% 5 Pisano(1994)
WESETHLETANABRRATFEATAINEET R > Bk £F7
R E S ¥ % - Nonaka(1994) 1y ™ 4n 3 £ 1% 8 2 | (process of knowledge
creation) 8 & ¥ W t € 1L (socialization) - 4 4 (combination) -~ 4} #5 1k
(externalization) $& P4 {b, (internalization) % 7 3%, 2R im 5% Py P& B2 4} BE &n itk > f 58
REL VURBFEALEEEA ABRALETER K - ELH
RAATHABBREERUBLEME LA BARBNALWE -

BAKDEHHT AL ARBTURAFLTRENEE - M
0 T BB 24 5 4 Y 78 57 S (Birkinshaw, 2001) » PATH 74 F 4 2K
RORIHE  ELETEORE TR - AL E SN ALY o o
it -

2.3.2 4 %% ¥ (organizational learning)

AL R AG # o T AUR B R AT Ao i SR 88 /7 (capabilities) K ik & AL A AT
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B iy — & 2 ¥ (Fiol & Lyles, 1985) « & bk, » & AL 84T B b A 2 45 37 2 sl AT
7 3% (insights) 1 # 7T X % ¥ > B R om 41 8 B 8 i 47 2 F (Bohmer &
Edmondson, 2001) -

E bk o 4H 82 H K & B & —#E 378 18 #2 (adaptive process) ; March(1991)
RARERABBREZY RF 2R E "% (exploration) LA K& B4 &y MiE
R 1 (exploitation) - WA BEFR EFF AR THREA 2 RNER > #RE
ERBRSITHANARTNRERIBEBRA S RZ %ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ)ﬂﬁﬁ
Fo ol T B 1R R BT o e o BB DL R K & {b(suboptimal) iy 3 - [ Bk
BAETRBEAGRARE  REXWEHRENIERE -

EEBSEHRATE > A ELSRMEA - 2% 24 B (Edmondson,
19=ERBK - EREAWMBENEE > RFBEEREABRNEHS
E # t(linear) 8 & 1 ¥ (monotypic) W &£ F -

BR L ARUEBFEHHEFNORERIBREARBEE G 0B &
HRNABRT  BABRFRZFTTEELN  EMEZERARNATEEE
(double-loop) & F - A MR R A M EREMANER T R ARDH L R &
1 3% £ [ & (Bohmer & Edmondson, 2001) - Bl A ¥ S E EHBAH
B FTEWE YT &R RN # 5 M (embedded) S & 4% t4 (systematic) - T Ik 1
FHRAANEACEE - Ak CEHABATEREE  HEFEHLR
TRRFAEEEA BB RABE =188 K L(Bohmer & Edmondson,
2001) - st - AL AR E o045 BOR 38 H  (cyclical) ~ % B K (multilevel) ~ #
4] bk (dualistic) #y » AR A TR AMEN MR ER AR B I ES - LA
¥ AR 2R 1) % 88 2 F (collective learning)3# 1K fp DA% 2 o

WU LA CRABEETHREES > RERRARELER
FENGRESN  —FTEURANOBREEFAABRS T AR B—F
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T B SE AL 4% % F A8 /7 K 4% X (expanding) 52 5 {t.(deepening) Bf, A By AL &R 2
foak FL Ak o

24 R BB ATEH

241 REEBUMRTHRAE

BANEHN RS HAEAB SRR RSEITRA AR BREEX Y
B RRANESRCURABHZBERBNERRE  BEBEFAW
ERBENERAL  dRAFREN - EANENETEHNLE  UBR
AW ERRLET —X  EERHMEFBEZR(Hl W ¢ Cool &
Schendel,1987; Fiegenbaum & Thomas,1990) - REJEF » 7 LB MR B 7 H
R

Bh BEAUBETEEREBUTEANRESEARE AWE
£ o R B MR35 E R/ 45 % B(Oster,1982; Hergent,1983) ~ 1744 # #
(Hawes & Crittenden,1984) ~ 3& 4u # # (Dess & Davis,1984; Porac &
Thomas,1990; Reger & Huff,1993)% - F it » A mEEE R B A E R
BETRGE S A AR R oy E B R K e B 4 oy 3k £ ] % (Barney &
Hoskison,1990; Thomas & Venkatraman,1988) » JREf ks @8 | » T HH R

HR - BEFRIRA RS S BRH £ H(Gordon,1999) » KK F
RTRALRERBHAHFESNER - Bt BEIRFTERRMEY
BENRRAR  ERREHAAGRZ AWM ET AR E -
(Barney & Hoskisson, 1990; Hatten & Hatten,1987; McGee & Thomas,1986;
Thomas & Venkatraman,1988) -
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FHAOXBEIEERFENAR  FREABRLLRAAARM
(valuable) ~ # /> (rare) ~ 7~ ¥] # {# (inimitable) L & T~ €] X {X (non-substitutable)
WEREEAN L RLEHRF B S W R IR (Baney,1991;Grant,1991;Amit &
Schoemaker, 1993) - £ KA R EWER L > B ERBHBKBV)ERKE
B—SHE BLERRBIRARRIEABH R ERZ L
(Grant,1996; Liebeskind,1996) - [ AL B 51 FE # oy KL EH 5 - J&
FEARABYAHREREL RN 0BERERRER R KRG AR
REEZ THEABRBIEEZARRBHMATATELNEE  HET
BREEENHFESRE -

242 MmBEHEREBE

RENAHAABRBRTERMBLTNRABORE ZHEAET
WA AR R o EALARE R AR K AR R s 0 MGE M SRR
SERWE 5 HAE R Z M WA Bierly & Chakrabarti,1996) - ELE X H
¥ : P9 #5 B 4} 2 (internal and external) £ ¥ (Grant,1996; Chesbrough &
Teece,1996; Bierly & Hamalainen,1995) ~ # i# ¥ 3 1 (radical and incremental)
& ¥ (March,1991; Argyris & Schén,1978) - %t i# % ¥ 1% & (Lounamaa &
March,1987; Volberda1996) ~ LI K 40 #k # # 4 ¥ K (depth) 2 & &
(breadth)(Leonard-Barton,1995; Henderson & Cockburn,1994 ; Hamel &
Prahalad, 1994; Hedlung,1994) » 4 Bl stdwan T

L@ g

HRERELARKUNDBREATE » SHANNHLETH A REH ok
#] % & 18 72 (Chesbruogh & Teece,1996) L1 & 7t # 3 % %o 38k i 7Y & (tacit) R K
(Bierly & Chakrabarti,1996) » [ & 7F & By # # b % P9 B %o 35 98 1k % 41 B
(explicit) &0 3 UL 1R 3 &0 38 09 £ 88 - DUR M 40 B S ok P9 1b Ak 9 BB o
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(Hedlung,1994) -

HNHET T EREMEERBRI ROF AR 0 LR BB E AR
W - BRI HLE WAL NN LY oy £ L (Hedlung.1994) - &,
ERTFNABLHHG £HONELE - 2RRAARXFEMHE
(dialog) ¥ 2 & (reflection) - [E ik, » 4 37 2 F v ] DABE R iz Wy ool 8% > LA
15 AT BT 0 ¥ X B M (Grant,1996) - BT HRCHHEF RS -

AT S MRH N RN NS RA R ERRIRNNE - 0%
EBRATRAEBSTR ) ARERNNEA S LT 2 MM EEEL 5
1 -

2HEARFERNET
BEXN BTN RAREARELF A BN E KW E B R (basic

assumption) » S EFFreE ey " 4 38 B & F | (double-loop learning) (Argyris &
Schon, 1978) - i 2 F B & Z 8 9% B oA oy sl o -

B R i X H A A R WA R (March, 1991) 8. 3 5 Bt 2 AL AR
RAVEHRET > Bt WEBRFTXABUERHBNRE - K2 &
TATE > #at X8 F WA A6 A A Ak 3 (Maarch, 1991) « {818 4 2 JE 7 3 it
BB ATRARAERREANEEHRAHAHRER % -

Bish > kBB EE TN ZRINEBT » RABRS N E REH
% 78 A 1 o AL B UL SR AR 8K 4 4 2 IR & (Volberda,1996;Hedlung, 1994) -

3REEFRE

BENHBEENERBYI HNEER TERARWNHE TR A HE
# (champion) » {8 $h ¥ %0 3% 3 ¥ B ¥R UL %2 %8 S 38 M (Bierly & Chakrabarti,
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1996) -

S REBFEZ T #1558 & P (first-in advantage) T fp k& FH B K #46
ERANRERR > LAERBSNABRBERESN > wlh—FK » AIFAZAHN
EBMER - EURAT  BRHNETREARERERRANTES
(Lounamaa & March,1987) » B (R XM E MU B A BENES » UEK
R iy 2 2 403k (collective knowledge)( Bierly & Chakrabarti,1996) -

MRARBEXGLSXAB > BRI FLBRERNBRAAE > L5
FRESWHRERAGRECRBRAMMA 2BERN > URAFEHERY
B9 % 3 SR 34T B8 /7 (Hedlung,1994) -

4R W R R

Hamel & Prahalad(1994):% # £ ¥ A1 8 8 R A% JE o 38 RN B st oy Jn
BER AR LNEEY - BB ERBRREKBVR AL XNHALR
FB %R 2 ol ¥ B BT E 4 W 8 /7 (capabilities) 2 7~ 5] A 47 4 -

¥ % & # (eg. Reed & DeFillipi,1990; Grant, 1996)3% % 4 & 1~ [&] 0 # #if
¥ DLUFE 1 K ik B A B AL 2 o B R A M) 14 (causal ambiguity) 5% 3 fm 4 47 B %
EHRFESWEHFAN - WA BN F #HF X (Henderson & Cockburn,1994;
Pisano,1994)th B H L E RN T H R R B R E SN RERZ M AR F
VR o Ebb o BABRE A AR R T 8D E WAL E K (core
competences) B 4t Z B A WM A " % OB E , (core rigidity)
(Leonard-Barton,1995) - KB % - BUE RN B AR TRA L E N REE
51 8 3% 3838 /7 (Volberda,1996) -

RE U LR WS T WE AT URWE N R R 24 1 ko
BEENRATURR > FUNRALRABLTNERFALREE RS
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Y PHUR T oREERERY THTUEIRRES B RBER
Flep AR R R AN ER R AL H P RS RE - B
o RFARHUAB LB EENTMEREAR S NS R AN RERE
THEARAEHR RS EABHRRNERTAREF - - F= UK
FEEARER

H2: ¢ BB REXFEEF TR R E E R -

H3: TR ERpBEERGH A BERRLETHE -

Hla: TRWBRABEERBHUZBEHN DR LTHE -

H3b: TR ERABEEREHFLAZBHRAARELTHA -
He: B8 ERBNBERIBEERGHEAEATHBNB GRS -

Héa: BHARETS RN ERABEERRHUATTHANY
By -

Hab: R BHUANRTE » FHANERABEEREHELATRBNS
B -

3. #f i3t
31 FRRH

A RAMEARGT R - R E W URORE  REBALE
BUE - AR RN ERBAE R EN B RAREERATVE B
REXRTHFEET R 588 B R B4l - 3 047 35 88 S8 R oy i
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%o UWERTRABAMESEHRETTIR  ARTH4REdnmREEzR
BEA R ABHERRFALRFESRE -

H1

s 2 H2 %ol 2 H3
RE R R A

l

H4

(B 1) AAREZRESLRME
32 ARBHRHEEFLR

3.2.1 fnil T K BB

ARREERBBELHNMEENTAE K "WH,L R T5H, 2F
(Grant,1996; Chesbrough & Teece,1996; Bierly & Hamalainen, 1995) ~ " ${i£ ,
BT | %5 (March,1991; Argyris & Schén,1978) ~" £ % # ¥ ; (Lounamaa
& March,1987; Volberda1996)~ UL K& &nzk 3 7% ¥y & & (Leonard-Barton, 1995;
Henderson & Cockburn,1994; Hamel & Prahalad, 1994; Hedlung, 1994)% %
BoURBREEEREEREFIER  £RRN 28 EHERFA  #
Likert5 Bi g% > WA EFHURABRRIE-FARXTMRARE 1 X
TIEEM S KRRERE -

AEAEEERANRBUEREFA PR RS R LRIRTEEN
WEBE AR REHRIS ZTATEERAMTEERZBERETHS
B o A LA FTRE REAT A AT 0 DAROK B R Sk (varimax) 17 B
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W - BREIE 6 ERBEAN | WHEE > EREESIER 78.1%
EERNELERFPERATEAR OS MEA RML S BT AL WEHE
RF > REREG20E - AMERIR - TERZ 6 EEFRABUUER
WEWXRES DAL A TR RE T2 TRE THERT T
HWEEF ~THNBEE, THERE -

(%1) oBFRRSP UG TARAZE £ 5K

# AR B¥1 BX2 H%3 B4 4 HES BRES
Bmstrika 0.87 0.39 0.09 0.12 0.33 0.18
PRy 0.85 0.25 0.12 0.18 0.11 0.20
ERERERE 0.80 0.09 0.20 0.05 023 —0.11
BRI S 0.13 0.87 0.33 0.16 036 —021
MBEHF A 0.41 0.84 007 — 021 0.39 0.24
oRLEE g ] —0.36 0.68 0.29 0.19 0.21 0.31
FEEERX 0.11 0.66 0.14 0.26 0.43 0.29
raSHERS 0.09 0.29 0.76 0.33 0.38 0.21
HHuE 0.12 0.35 0.70 0.29 0.30 0.14
RESE 0.25 0.14 0.52 0.21 0.22 0.10

£ 34 64 2B 0.36 0.39 0.33 0.75 0.32 0.25
BB EEN 021 —027 0.26 062 — 023 0.34

LU RSP 0.40 0.31 0.44 0.57 029 —0.19
BB ES 0.46 0.42 0.29 0.55 0.35 0.23
ZERNSZRBHRHE 045 0.29 0.19 0.08 0.82 0.33
FEMBAAMFE  —035 042 — 0.08 0.10 0.76 0.30
FLE NS A1 R 0.39 0.44 0.19 0.15 0.56 0.21
MR RBLH —0.28 0.21 0.10 0.23 0.41 0.69
3l 2 MBS EANT 0.11 0.38 021 — 0.4 0.34 0.61
BEARASMYERME 026 0.26 0.28 0.22 0.36 0.54
% oMM 9.54 721 5.35 3.12 1.89 1.02

AERRAT%) 6.55 20.07 14.54 8.76 5.34 2.84
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322 BERBBK

AR 48 8 & A R 4R 8% 4% 2K 89 B X (Matsuno & Mentzer,2000; Fiegenbaum et
al.,1996; Lumpkin & Dess,1995; Dess & Davis,1984) UL &k B B4l B8 ¥ # R
WREGRER  AARRA "EHALEE, B TEBRARKE, A
HERERBWEERZ  LULTEZFHERLRAREMBEHK -
AL HHERRAERABHNHREEEH  THRE B A EBR
#F R RK Liket S BEXBEZ X B RAEREMRE=F W
REABEMFEE 1 RTEER  SETEEE -

323 =HBEK

ARACERELEFHN R - CARBRIEERMYRNE RABA
B-GRERESEZNEVERERY AhALELHAYE - T4
FHR Likert S HER > RARERXMZPFHARBEEREE 1 X7
BRTBE SKRTHRRE -

HRARARAR  AHAE#BRITARBSANATEAALIHE - 7
FAARARERERRRABRERTETHEERBRAEE - Bk
AmUES - hRRAERRBUEREBREL -

33 AKAREHN AR

AMALBNBITRRETLEETEAENELEROl FERLEEXR
RERNFELBBR)ATERE RN F4 A3 HUHFFAALTR
Ol fr & - BFREHRBEARRR ERSEEARAARENE Kk
FRBFTRARTBREENRGEIENHEL YRR TR GRS
ERAHER  WHEPREWERE - —EA%  sIHREGHETFRE -
KA S EREHETER > R BBRMEALER 149 &> K
EBRE 12 0% HHEEAEHA 1376 ARERLEL279%-
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34 HARRMK
FRESAETHRRFERTARARE  UAAEERNERER
B ARG RERNAEERA T AR CH AR RN U y2
WERBERARGUARTATEELR - WA EFRARKZS
. # 7| Hf % (contingency table) LA & x 2 i € R nk 2 /K 3
(%2) BrirgFRutiRRsImk

MR R EfPc EHRER HESK 4 3t

i ¥ 24 66 401 491
Lt 4.9% 13.4% 81.7% 100%

#A ¥ 5 27 105 137

A 3.7% 19.7% 76.6% 100%
31 x2=024<x20.1,2 =461

(&£3) BAAHYERERRRTIB A

REH % A3 # X A& ¥t
4 T 76 415 491
A 15.5% 84.5%  100%
#* A ¥ 11 126 137
BEAp 8.0% 92.0%  100%

T x2=041<x20.1,1=271
BEHR HABRWTESREFMAELERB LY A THHE R

FER(x2MEANA024 %041 £a=01 2 BEKET » SR IREBER
15 4.61 ]271) Eh > AARHERKEERZHY -

35 f5 BB E 2 H

AARFAERZAAEREHT > B ETEELEHUH Cronbach
afia i %078 089 Ry il EE R BB PN HNET 4 HET -
BERE  -#HELY  BHRFURBERNEEL A 0825072~
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0.69-0.78-081-083 R THELEFI > HFOOTO L L- HLEBTE
KRAREEHERE GOWNHF &I -

EMEREFT > HANBEEALSERRRURME S L EH HH
REASELEBRTR AR ARUBREFERF BB BHEXENS
BB BhERARAENERE - MARERATH B oW % E 28 &
FETERDANTER  ERRREAR 1 Z 6 HEEFARAEE > &
RREEEFEEATEARN 05 £Gt 20 HERFAZREUNEER
R EhEABRERE -

36 ER A E

ARRAZNBAETE ARG A RTARTR ERERM o4
AR A #  3 (varimax) £ 4T B F 8 - ERURBEAR | ZH R FARR
EERBBY MULERFERATEAROS EEAZ B EERER
B EE IR o AR EIK R & Chronbach a ERAFTAETANE
B U ETANNH G-

AREAFRFRENEERE  UHERFREN  AFRERK
HBOBEEREEFRNPEFT AL R e E R R8s g 25
MBS EMNERTHERAN - AREEREENORF B AR RAR
EHE URABHEMZESEHRET TR » AF R NEREIT
BUE BT + % DAJE % % B (hierarchial clustering)sh 4 3 AT b 46 3% 3 i
EWBAENE > Bl fE % K-mean A1 - R N5 B BB ERMT
(MANOVA) L & 2 [ 3 % £ $ 5 #7 (ANOVA) R B FTBR 38 - Stk » B M
Wi B RS BE Y BB RS A RS E SR B ERBA N
ARBMEEREBEI N EL B ANREE AT HEREMZLR
16> WE B Y Sl E S B BOR TR B AT -
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4., FRER
4] B ERHEBEUNBE

AMEBBREENOBEEFHHEERKAVERNR - KH KU
BEFIMRANTRERDK 4

(% 4) &y @hﬂa‘%ﬂ‘ﬁ."i‘ﬂé‘]@ﬁ’n\ﬁ

mES 0308 02857  0.153 0.102 0.172 0.128
shEr®B  (.181 0.156 0.356 ) )
wEeE 0098, -0.033, 0.065 0.154 0.071 0.042
HEEY 0451 04127 0161, 0.124 0.241 0.199
i ¥%E 0179 0271" 0204 0.282

A 0135 0168  0412™ 0328" 0301 0243
EH HIR - +
—0.263" -0.103, —0.122;
HETS 0.186 0.167 0.152"
R’ 0.78 0.84 0.75 0.87 0.76 085
R#E . 0036 . 005], . 006
F{& 6.53 5.86 6.13 425 7.21 5.12

3 1 +p<0.1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01 ; ***p <0.001

ARAZEREERBERILEEH AR R REHUNBRREWEE
B AR TABREEHNBERBZ IV ERGI > FTREFTHBRELY
hRAERZEANE - R4 ZHBR 13- S HREANERTAEATE
FRMALHEE RN 2 -4 6 A EMNER -

"R BRAEER 2 FEFE KRR P<00l EK 46 FRIA
p<O1-TH¥BEH , BEAAMK 2 PHEKEE P01 HK 46 FR
4 J| % p<0.01 5 p<0.05 - F b > ERELHBBRIBELREEHRZ
Mo GREAREYVE -

B 1~6 2 R2 4524 078 ~ 0.84 ~ 0.75 ~ 0.87 ~ 0.76 ~ 0.85 » F {5 4
Bl % 6.53~586~6.13 425721512 » HiiE p<0.01 BE k& » %7
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RABKN R EENCERBG R AT HWBBRA - REMK 246
B R2 3§ 4 7 % 0.036~0.051 0062 RRENZHBHEL  HANWMEE
AT HEZ I -

ARBRABEEREMBERINPETT > B 5 BHEK 6 95
TEHREME - ERENSHEER "I HEY | THEEE AR
BEE L YR EBE AR A % p<0.05 ~ p<0.01 ~ p<0.01) ; BN &EH R
Btk BEEKENEE S "HEEE CTRERE R TABREEL (B
5| % p<0.05 ~ p<0.01 ~ p<0.01) - LA L E M HRXHHAMBR]L -

EERABEERBHEA R RNV ETT B 2 EBAEHRK
WEREPVERARRER 2 0 "THESE ) RANEREFE KL LA
BHER MEREFKENEOARERFLHR "HHET - THES
¥, <001 B p<0.001)&E "WMEE T HELY -THTRE " ik
B E 5 (<0.01 » p<0.001 ~ p<0.01 ~ p<0.1) - E #t > AT HERHH X HH 5
ek la-

ERBERABEERBEHRAMKENVETE R34 HENE
HRBMANEERRE ALY EEEEKEARENA "I 2T -
TRERE LR T aBRE ) (BEARERIHETHE p001 4 Ko H
FE MR 5 % p<0.05 ~ p<0.001 & p<0.01 - p<0.01) - &R /AT H R X
BRI o

42 wHE R RS HaA

HRAH TN R EE R B R S W EEE LR Likert 5 B %
AR TERBEREEN R EERGHE  EHTTELEITERL - 25
R Y % L 88 4R £ 7% (Ward’s hierarchial technique of clustering) 3 & &
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BEWMERB - HAH VR EETEFNEREY B g4
(agglomeration)RMSSTD RA# K » By {51 £ 28R > TH# RMSSTD #
KW EHBRAREEHK -

UL SAS st EYE » PR A1 RMSSTD A BB 585 4
8 - B UL P & K-mean 3 iy 254 1 > BITEBMT - FIRHWEB KARE
HRe A& 5 Tk ik B R g R S AR 0y £ R4 2 Scheffe’s
WMWK -

B tH 4 BAREERERHANEERE RS G ETERT
ANOVA - 27 THESF 4> Htb A ERBIEHEARE - FRHE—F
BEBRAOBRTERMAMARITHLE  AHAERS R ERRUSAT
(MANOVA)#: E ik 4 il B B R AR R B E R R Y L
WERUEGRT) HREFFKEE<0.001) FHEBEREXERFE
MR EBERGEEM B A EZ REBESERXBAABR2

(% 5) 2oBETERSEHTH R ANOVA I8 T

Rug W M| M2 w3 Hmd F{i Pl
WNAEEE 213 279 3.82 336 7.67 0.008
e B ¥ 198 3.18 375 261 8.79 0.002”
HE$¥ 075 110 276 071 238 0215
WPV 271 371 434 382 6.82 0.009"
S ERE 187 3.02 401 281 941 0.000"
oM EE 191 297 395 221 7.53 0.000"
BREH 56 27 19 35 —
(b)) 409% 19.7% 13.9% 255% — —

EE 1 ¥*p<0.01 ; ***p<0.001

(£6) LBEPRERRRUALZEHAZ L AMBRE

R 8 3 Scheffe’s £ R E
WNERER 12:1-3:14:2-3522-453-4
ShER BB 1-2+1-3+2-3:2-4134

P gt 2 1-2+1-3»14:2-3:24>34
WMiEE Y 1-21-3:14:2-3-34
PURE 1-2:1-3:14+2-3>34

sl R E 1-251-352-324534
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(7)) woBETEREEHZ MANOVARE

R Wilks’Lamda  F{i NumDF DenDF P4
ELY ¥ 0.00186 63.158 18 235.693 0.0001""

3 @ ***p<0.001

BRERS THREN wRBREX 4 EOREEREHAERERS
BYTWABLEHANEEZR  FATHAREHMAMUGE -

B4 1 45 56 FAE KRBT 0 15 40.9% - B LB HFE AR A B A AL H
BEFQI ) L ANERE BB EZBLE I ERATHERE ik
ERWE  TeasRs TAREER -

B2 AR 2T RAABK 15197% - BAE "THHET, THE
B2Y TRYEE UR ThREE EHNSBYAEKRE T T HHEE
BT#HESLE QNAF=F ERWE > AFARER "HELEF, Q71
M) THHEE, CI8 MUK TRERE 3.024) HikdrE A "I
£ AC RN

BHIAE IO FHARER 15 13.9% - hBAENERESH L
B ARE  BRT THERT S ARBRENIBERFELSLT
AEAEFH > Hikdszh THEESE -

B4 B35 REARBR » 5255% - AtAlE TWEHEE ) R T H
BEEY ) LWABL ARG T THHEE T HELT CTEEFRE
UE T RE » A5 EMTs  WBUBRER HEEF 082
M) THHEE 36 MUK TREER, 281 4) HkAEE THH
EmAE -

43 JoB T E R e B
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ARANEBBREXOBEEREHM AN EERARLT TR - K
MARBHAR 0B EEZRBHUNWER  REF-HUAWNHWERAR
Z B B E T2 EBSH(ANOVA) R Schefle 4g & fm LiBREE » 0%
8o

(%8) AR HEBEHMER2Z ANOVAKREEE

B 8 i | a2 A3 w4 F@A P
@& [ BHsx® 203 275 411 335 621 0.007."'_'
2 | BmiEE 167 321 393 291 786 0.000""
g bk 185 298 402 3.13 7.09 0.003

B &
o |BHEE 1213 14232434
%&“ L E YR ES 12s1-3>1-4°2-3534
ehalE'Y TE Y '8 12+ 1-3>1-4+2-3 > 34
T} 1 *exp<0.01

FRE—SRBEABME TBHARE CTEBRARERR ) BEL
BHRERLRTFARATZRS AR LUS R EREELHHN
(MANOVA)fm LABR R » 9% 9 °

REKSATELER  ABBEREXN4EPREERRBLAZHT
BEEHHERIRBBRANRREIWEERNAELLR(FHEL£R
) F 1405 % 6.21 5 7.86 » 3% p<0.01 Z B k%) TMH% 9 BREA
ZHFHELREROLETEEEFL£RF B4 83.713 > # p<0.001 2 &
FkR) Hik  RELSRIHARBKI 3aE3b-

(%9) Regmu ¥z MANOVA B %

M |Wilkks’Lamda F{f NumDF DenDF P i
BB 0.00234 83.713 6 102.413  0.0001

I 1 *¥*4p<0.001

BEUALSNT > ERBRERN 4 Bk EERp o4 > U 3
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MRS R B | R A2 BB 4 ERHHLERE
BUNREERERELABE=  FoRE = =

44 %o BT R G A 2 A5 8 R

RUALH TR AR TEBEREXHRTFEETAWABREER
BB SRR TEREAA MR ERRETHE - ERFRNF—
EARENERERSE AR EMN B ETERSHARTAF " THES
2 #E# | (asymmetrical mobile barriers)( Hatten & Hatten, 1987) - 3 B3
FREUBEFBREN B EEREHANEREZ "HEBERN
(above normal performance)(5| & & Porter(1985)#7 " #8 % 3 B £ , (above
normal rate of return)) ¥} 3{ fn s & 3 K ws B PR AT BB BT AT - DLBERR S ok
EHREBUNEEL AL AR A FRLENRE TR EBHE
B IR -

T FAARABLERIRGEZHY 3 WEEERREYW " BHR
ROTEBBRNERE R TRBESN, ANBEEM 124 ZBM2
REGHBFPIE  MEHBRARREFE - RS E KT 1914 -
BULGEMRZHA 3 WEBHRR - BHRARKR - URBEHK
2 " # ¥ 18 , (above normal value) 2 | M BB W 2 B Fr by S i B 32 R e 8
BETHEF M RRERWEK 10-

REIOBHMSEHEE - BHURNAREEY EESERBRBEME
AR BEERERBRORERM - B SMERBEYNATSR
W& W Adj. R2 45| % 0.835-0.867 % 0.861F {4 5| % 9.39~8.75-8.92»
1% p<0.001 WERFEAKE » RFRZMERRE KL AH RFWMBES -
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(£ 10) #a3BEHuAHBRTEYEATFIH

g QIE s *%
PEE 0.144 0.074 0.124
s BB 0.099* 0.166™ 0.129"
et &1 0.015 0.042 0.031
L X 0.183™ 0.106™ 0.139"™
BYRE 0.139" 0.1217 0.132"
s 0.059 0.083" 0.079
R’ 0.869 0.881 0.878
Adj R? 0.835 0.867 0.861
F{& 939" 8.75™" 892"

3 1 +p<0.]1; *p<0.05; **p<0.01 ; ***p <0.001

UEAHARZXEBRNBRABREERGFHLUAGFANEEA X - B
BRABRRBUREBEERB 2 ALY AT ROREERRELAH
EWGF B3 AnREERE EWESEL > AR hAEENKEH
MW THBUZBHES - Bl UEHTELERIBHABE 4 H 4
4b -

A—FE REXIOTURRAAMINBEBABERBEEA T HHES
T8 E - THELE R "REERE AABEELHMAGEE K
# 4 Bl p<0.01 ~ p<0.05 ~ p<0.001 ~ p<0.01) > M. V9{E BB EY B4 3 £ B
BMBRTENTHEESSEHRR - AETH » 24 3 £BHRAL
RETEWTHBUEBEREGERES " H2F - THELE | TEFH
B UR T iR E L (B E k¥4 B3 p<0.001 ~ p<0.01 ~ p<0.01 ~ p<0.1) ;
MHEEEERUME HAIWTHBUBSRBERFNL WHLET -

"HEEE THESEE LR TRETEE, (HEAELSFFE p<0.0] -
p<0.01 ~ p<0.001 ~ p<0.01) -

5. RN
HUAFATELRNTERT SR HUTH® -
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51 s ERHEIERNBY

AFAHHNECBBRREE OB EEARERUTEITNTERERE
T EBHBRTESRENM AR RWRILT » 6 1850 EH K 2P
HEMCESRAAIEYE  HIWELy - BYREURMBELE
BEKE MERAZHERTEEY F R EEALEHRM B HF -
W4 £ 8 KBV £ % (Grant,1996; March,1991; Teece,1998) UL & %03 & 22 ty %
3Bl A (Birkinshaw,2001)— % - b RE Bt F B A E B ERE BB NS E
BHRY > #MERY - BRFEEURMBEERBREXWHRASE X
(KSF) - TiNHLE ~ S LTRABELLTNERRINLEREZ— -

HREBHZRRABHURNRRRNE  RTHESTHBEHHERA
FRAAYEINEREREAR) ARIATERE -THEEVERL_FL
ERBERA DB EERPRET RN R B RERLFE RS K
BEVFRRLTAHE - LREERXTERERG AN BAREB KA
REGHABEETFARTRAKTARRRT A HE Y H B RES
FIRBEMARLETHE WHETRMLSTRARNEANHRERK
B DRLBEEEERAR  EWMRFEAES - AT5 £ 2HFHESWBN
REGTERR  EEATREREAT  cENKFREZRETER
R REBLIEE EAEARELETRNEANELAEYVE - 48
SENFHRNBAFEMEN LW EFTREAR - FARRI BRTIHNE
B LRAWMEKBEREBHREK -

52 R EFEREHOREIHK

ARARERERBRACBBREXGAE 4 HoBREEREAM > T
RHHAMNEERRAAEELE - BERBBENH A XA EER
EERABELEMBEE RS RY > AL pBREE R THARME
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EEAEE - WHERRTEERANBORRZEE T IR R RH R
THRMBREEREWAR  KEERBAZEATAEE -

T A Y A R A 2 B AR 6 HaR B IR Rz
BuhRE BRSBBRTHEST I SETHELH - WERET
BB RABE R T RS LB EGENE - TAERE 2 BHE
WERHENANSRERBEZRANMK - R ERER0RT A
B RREBEFBRIBMAHAINFFVERRALET > F 2
MR E BRI BERENRIEREH -

5.3 ¥ MAS By MR

A5 1E F| Porter(1985)¢7 " #8 % $ B & |, (above normal rate of return)
BA U THBYLSERN, "HEBBAEE, LR TBYEHRAREK
R REXEBNpBRTEREHR AT HBUB SRR - RELREH
REBCEHUNE THRUBHERERERNIEET SN HEEF - #
BEFUREERE MEHFARABHBURNBRRRTE  THELS
BERREREERBATME  2A A THHEE S HEE M S
F-BFRE UR "HHEE - #ERT  RFRE - wBEE,-

ELEFHEERAZEY - BRABS T WG LB FF P (sustained
competitive advantage) » ¥ & LA RIFH R E B E# - MBI HNEE
2% #t(Hedlung,1994) » 3 #& 3k 7 #f 4% & 85 K %0 38 (March,1991) 52 8 & B iz oy
Fo kAt o B w40 A B 1 (Grant, 1996) - [F] B bk 3R B A SR R AR B Sk
(Hedlung,1994) » #x t 7 ¥ & UL %0 k¥ & FT A1 & B B R 4% ¥ 14 (causal
ambiguity) 3k 3 v 5 2 1% £ 89 # X 4 (Reed & DeFillip, 1990; Grant, 1996) - [
o BEAABRFARRERABELREHEE -
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6. B
6.1 43%

ARRUREHABERRTERERABN B T EREE R -
HERNBEAMRBHATAGRNTERT % TERREAEA
B e B IR B S 2R UR o [ L AR AR 3 S 2 o B BE(KBV)
WE G o A B B HB A 8 R B 40 S (knowledge intensive)Al A
ZREARRERARF RS OREEE -

HRREERBEBEKBVZERAZEBNRFESRANLRASN
BT ERMEE S ERBIRC ARG WEwE® > BRRAR UMY
BRELOBEEAMABS T Ew > SR B EERY > UFEAR
TR AW WE % -

AREZRTRERBREG X HATRFR G 00 EHRBR - R
BRBEFABEERETRT "HREEE ) RERREZMHES R E
HAMPEEREEE AR HHHRBRABNSELEHBHEER
AEMBERR FEERCEACHBREXTES 4 TR NIRE
BRGEHY > TRHHAHZBERRUEETR  BEM ol EEE
BHEALATHBES B -

AREZTHERB B OB EERNBRABS EROREH K% Lo
EEN > Hlmik R B R R LA X FH - I ARERS
ERBEREXNMARAYERKSHURBRARRFELRE  LHLHH
BRABZERN AR RNREUEREL TN - BLEENAEBRHELA TS
WERRE -

T HAREBERBRTHHBREL  AHARBAEZTIHENEK
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MEBZEAFE DAL E#HN R RRZHE - Lk HRAEE
ANBRTENABTE » AR AE LA EFRERALEGRE LR WS A
WEE  BHEILENBAANTHZER » LRFIREE AW mHE R
KA F= HEWRRBBERENFREREIERN > ARETY
REFARBREE FLERRBOMECLRNBRFERRARRE
FHEMBRE AN whTETUARRYNAMBES > ERARAE
gREm -

Bk AFESTHRFARRA LR R RA 0 LAt -

6.2 L at AR

1. AH 78 & DABR 41 1 (cross-section) & 4 0B 8 B B% 2 3% 09 0 8 8 32 SR we
AL BB BB R - B &M (static analysis) - {HAL BB K ¥ € EFE
BRE-BGURAS EREREZZRBWMESIE 2w LA BT R 0Kk
HAb ez R - Bk R K TR A E B 1A K (longitudinal study)
R R R B SR w2 A SR L A B B DUR O\ PR AR 8 B AL A A SR W )
WERKB T LHRABETEAREBEN -

2. BB RATEHNHEERE AAUXERFRE G BT ERE M
Z 7~ [&(Gupta & Govindarajan,2000) - jt.4} > 4B R T ET S RN R LR
B Y 4035 48 4% 4 48 (Gupta & Govindarajan, 2000; Hedlung, 1994; ) ~ & &
% 5% % i (Palvia, 1997) ~ & ¥ % 4 (Deans et al., 1991) ~ 41 2% X {t.(Andrew
et al.,2001; Leidner,1999) LL & A /7 & I8 & # (Fruin, 1992)% - F M. 5% R 7 1&
K # # # % 3% (configuration approach) 3, # # # B (contingency
perspective) » ST B EH AT L AK BB » FT L HARNWEE W
% BRI E WA ET K H 2R F B (equifinality) » AFBE T EH
RERER  FAEBKERRRUAELSE -

3. MARMBMUAMRAEGFLEC O EANNERETEFARXBRTIEAE
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BoEmAEEENSBREXTEAARAABAAAFENNEERT
AR EAFRTER e B R R e R AR R AR
BWAKMEXARAERTMURR SRRENEREH XF A WS
A BFIREAE AT RS RRE T B R E ARz IR E A B
RZBBREL AMBR—FAAABALARERARENEETR
RAREEWHATHZ— *

4. BE—FEANEATANBERERH N B EE R AL ERETZW
REBE REFLTHBRERBEL /AL Ao~ BB B HE
ABR - FHEABRE WU TTRIAESNSERSE  IHTHRR
PR R R 5] -

6.3 #F % & #1

I RAREVNENEREXAFAARR BRABRBRANRTEERX B8
IHARERUFTEARAR MY R FEEX - EORTREXN TR
BERFARRENE ARUAFRERT L B F R EXRTHL
(generalization) b E A B £ HH -

2. HRBHABNBERREHRBT 2 EUAFE D EREXERELE
REXMBRI UERRpTAEL -BATRAMWRRETRIRAE
gy if BRI WAREE  ¥ERENBERAN  dABRER
TERENEIERDEAR(UBEAERAR)BEBTREBZZHNEE
% & —B ¥ (Dess & Robinson, 1984; Venkatraman & Ramanujam,
1987) - Wb #tw AFAHERERIEMRUNTER D ZBEHK
FHEZAAHEBNRE -

LA AHBREXABRAEACERRZIHE  RRAKYE T
(cross-sectiona) A E G M BATHWUHR > L HBERT AR HARKEE
Z Ry B R M (causality) - Eb > FHBRABREERCERRNTE
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UEmBEEREHAZTHEL S ERNEERBVEZARN
% > 1R A R % B # p(longitudinal) By B 78 R ip AR

2 ¥ Uk
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Groups, Organizational Learning and
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Abstract

The primary purposes of this study are: (1) to explore the effects of the impact of KM
on the performance, (2) to identify the existence of KM strategic groups and the
differences among these groups, (3) to isolate the source of asymmetrical mobility barriers
among KM strategic groups, in Taiwan’s healthcare industry. The results indicate that the
effects of KM on performance is positive, there exists 4 KM strategic groups, significant
differences are found among these groups, and finally, the source of asymmetrical mobility

barriers include “internal learning”, “external learning”, “incremental learning” and

“learning speed”.
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knowledge-based perspective(KBV), strategic groups, mobility

barriers

*  Department of International Trade, Chung Kuo Institute of Technology



