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How does social capital work in regional
Innovation systems? The moderating role of
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Abstract :

Social capital theory is frequently cited by more and more studies in many social
science fields. The primary objectives of this study are to explore the effect of social
capital on the cooperative performance of regional innovation systems, and to explore
an important moderating effects of the contract, which can reinforce trust level
between partners.

This study focused on the SMEs in the central Taiwan, which covers a wide
range of economic activities and comprises several industrial clusters, and surveyed
by questionnaire. Using regression analysis, the empirical results indicated that: (1)
there is a positive relationship between social capital and the cooperative performance
of regional innovation systems; (2) the contracts facilitate corporate and trust among
partners, then enhance the relationship between social capital and the performance.
This research contributes to regional innovation field by disentangling the moderating
roles of contracts, which is also a good help to facilitate the flow of resources,
knowledge transfer and organizational learning between members, thereby strengthen
the competitiveness of the region.
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Knobe(1999)

Adler & Kwon(2002)

TAELAAEHEMY AARF DT ERHE ER
(Fukuyama 1995) -

BAL ¢ T AL G BHEG ~ B ke M2 Lg 2
# % #% 3+ (Nahapiet and Ghoshal 1998) -

AR o PN RE L G Rk
fe B e % 22 L 4= (Stolle and Rochon 1998) -

7}4.%?*{'@;&4 g E‘ﬂﬂmﬁ’é%\f;f{;j'%ﬁ,]
. §~ (Woolcock 1998) -

B

K 3w
LAk g B K TR AT

%
X
3
%
(-Ew
;.
?ﬁt

(Knobe 1999) °
A TR Y B AE e HRA T
FEAEHGAEREENF o BT FRETA

4 2 B~ &k (Adler and Kwon 2002) -

TR KR AT

& e g Adler & Kwon (2002) » (Adler and Kwon 2002)
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© AR g T AT R

tAdler & Kwon(2002) 7 3 # > BEIL T 4 F F 54§ T A2 %
% 3 4p B <R F4e (Adler and Kwon 2002) -
L AgFARErEERREDSH 2 EHPEY 0T o

2. EFA

il

FAHIi®; 77 2 pERE- BT JInE* BB

3. ALgF A I NE = F iR E E 54| A7(Gabbay and
Zuckerman 1998);(Nahapiet and Ghoshal 1998) ~ 41 £ & # 412 (Nahapiet and
Ghoshal 1998) ~ % g4 it B Ff et #4 o

4, AEFATRCRIHEBI R BAOfEcS o 5 0t £ E R 2 AT 2

5, MEFTATHBEERF MG BFRY AREEAINEY o
EF AT TR G A EEARFLETR GBS IER G2 B

Bl 7 i fh s B R

Ji
E
IRy
R

l%_
:3):
i

BB A E T ASEARIAL B U FE LAkt E e o 1
Nahapiet & Ghoshal(1998) & i >+t ¢ T & ~ FFEFT A & w R arghefft 7 4 ¢ o 47
BT AZ BRI éﬁf#\i : .fs:;—f#'bt##& (structural dimension) ~ 3244 f#
w (cognitive dimension)fr i % {4 % (relational dimension)(Nahapiet and Ghoshal
1998) » B a R H » AZFSALE T AT EAL Y A DT HEa AT Y
AR e REFHE -

Nahapiet &Ghoshal(1998) i At ¢ FF A4 & FJEFW Y A mRet > # B
% E -~ & iv2 B 48 (7 5 (Nahapiet and Ghoshal 1998) » x4 114t € F A 2 EF
ARIBAEEEFER BALETAVRERAF FTEFT ANARERE &0

P

PEARRTAE T ARl o g mpon b R 2 ol T s 22 S

\v
fo.
<k
.rﬁ
5
o3
2
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o F AP E BB S A MF AT NE TR A B0 S R

L

&)

>

R4 (diffusion) » = i B oo * B 3 G Gk E o Bk R g R B
B

El
f
=

=
-l

R TR N IVEPRACE NG LT FROBHE LT LA
P P

CH LB AL Z B

dark
*"ﬁ"
flm
“!—N
cm\:b
e
W
.
)
=
[
[l
R
B2
o
W

N
~54
b G
e

RATETREL DR A 2 RARIATOHET A - Flt -2 Y 745

=
)

T Y E & o h — 4 % (knowledge sharing) 0 A % —‘ﬁ A

LEHFRAFTRALFE A ZERAZORRE A A B R F T A
A g F A el HHE & (structural dimension) e 12 A A W F A W s
R £ 2uAo(cognition  dimension) 2 R % 4% & (relational dimension) 3 B -

H FHm i 0 43 2 (network ties) ~ i & 4 (network
configuration) ~ % /& %k (appropriable organization) = & & % - M e ¢ 7 7}
B 2@ chiy m2r ¥ R (trust & trustworthiness) ~ #R# (norms) ~ 2 i3 (obligations)
233 g (identification) 5 334w g Pl4g 1% £ % avF 5 & Y #s (shared language and
codes) ~ + I %5 Af (shared narratives) ~ % I+ &g % (Shared vision) 14 i 3] & 2% » >
PLegod 3MAL g TAOMERIE T 5 o F FF BRI P S VAN
iz (trust) ; 17 5 HiFE AL § F A cdp ik - 1395 Nahapiet and Ghoshal(1998) # Tsai and
Ghoshal (1998) ek T2 ix (&~ Hiei &8P FT A Ay P i

E TR GTEALE T AR GG ik

(=) B4t s (structural)
f—l-f#_r'}f#m # j\j‘ﬁ’; 3F ﬁk_ﬁx =% ﬁ gz FE #ﬁq@*&_qj;\ , & %‘éf‘-‘?ﬁla‘%ﬁﬁl’f’ﬁr
PRV RABAFABLEE R T B R L hhr

foh g ds > 1R B HE B S LERATT R AR e B EG T A ST 2
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e % 1 #(network ties)
tpendak g f Y o H T and BM G RFE LT B A R 2
MGG A 2T R ETROE S FOEETASERT >k { F & aF

o

2. 3 % %% H(network configuration)
TRRdS FE FTRREOE RS pR S TE N ST ERAE
MIALE FTADIMBE R VI R B REROBE SRR BT RE K
fo EREBE AL S Burt (1992) 7 55 S E T B AdR AL g T AR DL R
B #4124k 23 (Structural hole theory) Frdg ¥ 1 jA- T3f ¢ Fosf ~ 0 pFa o3
"R G- g4 ¢ (BUIt2004) 0 F1o B A Ao R ik gR T AL Gk R DR AE B o g2
FOLEY EPF AL F RARS S BERMG Y rE- W F S

MR SERE S BIB AT LS LR o B BRI

3. % J =3 (appropriable organization)
R WA IR B A R e e W AT I
T — MR ES TR P R B R A RRYELT R

WAL g T A o

FHa 2 AT AL EHIA LS DA E - BT
(Nahapiet and Ghoshal 1998) » # & & T RELE WL B A7
SRR B o B - R BRI AAE N IR iR

AT ERI M R Tk K H gL @%‘L °
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(=) B i3 (relational)
PG A A PEERY I B 2R A FE SR G FEN
AT TR 3B cndF B o Bldc® £ R0 s RGER el Z M R o B

B ESOPRR Adpe s RO EH G S [ 2 BRI F

:-A\

RAER A7 5 90F k@l & % > fL2 3 M Gg@d o 7T pgd - B

r)!\\

Bend g mp I B ken- A EH G Mg ¢ T 2N R

1. =z & ¥ 3 A (trust & trustworthiness)

g tp G2 DA RIS 7 5 AR ¢ PRBETERL G e ' 13 B8 4P
B A ayEd 3 €3 2 2 41F - Nahapiet & Ghoshal T 34 A o 3 #2417
Eehr < kR CAPR LHHAAAL LB PEERS SRR TEA AR H
BAeR > 300G T ARRALE A AL FEREE G THIE R EHTET

~3 B ez rdNahapiet and Ghoshal 1998) -

2. A% (norms)

P

SORRE AR i S eh

BALERL Y AR - ] B AR

=

oyl FHoFR o FAFRRLFEEORIFSE AR §AL R BH
T dk § X TR R ] o ALY F A A 4 PR I § e
B A ORAlE R R o o § R B TR e
BRFZFEF- 2R P HELRLRPDGL o V- 2 EHORE §

EEE Y §
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3. & i+(obligations)
- BB AHIERAERORELFE RIS | R T

AR R i o SR AN L rEeand g o

4. ke R (identification)
b A - ERHAEEARLEN- R Sd Ak BHEFERA PR

=
SHARR e BHHENAL R B MO HM Bt ER R - A

- -~

TF

B B 4e L el € o F]ut Nahapiet & Ghoshal 335 3ol & 7 24303 3 B 1Y
F Ak enbds > BAEL § F1S LR R A B L =i (Nahapiet and
Ghoshal 1998) -

=1 ’7#% A IR

94

Hendgd AT EE Neni R R
WEHFEFT AR A F o FF ML AL E T AR o > BT U

AEPFTA BB OEE 0 BN R B IE EE o 4 R R

\\Xr
1%

L 7 B e A

(2) AL e (cognitive)
RATEAEG bk g T A LRV IR B R A PR N2l

4L -2

2R AL v LT o aEE f‘ks\:ﬁw\;}b,& Wen— 2 F R ek g

N

2

SR L R e PR MG R R P IR EX PR 0 A E S e A s

O

Ho e 21 UTZAPF

1. £ % 92E = 22 %45 (shared language and codes)
FIHYAEH G IR IEENPEAPLARER Y IET A ED

EABLZFA B FE HEA PO Bl 0 AP EFR s

RO RR O AR e Ry g RS OREERR DRt AP

T 4 BAIR A BB o



2. = [ e’ A (shared narratives)
FHAEFERERE T LN G AL 4§ S |

EE S Ca T A

i

“}
\v
1

B

+ B # (Shared Vision)
ApFH A S RPPIREYE > a g eSS i Fap

B¢ % (Tsai and Ghoshal 1998) -

oAb g T AR AT

(- ) Field(2003) 552 5 64 § WAk FhempMAmE > 47 Nk § T AH KT

EEE L BAERESART PR (B F L)AL E R A § A2 B B(Field

2003) o 17T i Field soplBEAF IR defs > A i 4o

1 4 MALE FABHT B Field 4y 21452 & 595 § A & 42422% Coleman
FRALE FTAG BN EA A FT hoColeman & & & 4 chpged § > 24§

CERELNERBEIEYIREFIARED L BT FRT A E R

E\"fﬁﬂ s ??I.E’.%«?’fim]%‘fi’ﬁ WiE ehAh TR o
2. q_/r'f‘f"'f;'%\i : }73)(1_—11}11'[%[\?,&— @;Amk K?SP_;.X"‘ 94%";}5 %’— 1 [T g
5 AR AR o @ Putnam 597§ & dp IAL L e R R i ¢ B ARV R

it o Ft oo Field jGE2 P g P g ALE T AEN Y B S £ 4 Y

‘S(_/k‘f‘f’f & g J s i+ e ﬁ‘%—?‘ °

3. FTHAELTALBARENFET SYTFT IR LS TEES B LA
j P 1
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4. FMALE T AEAE %7 5 g9 ¢ Field 45 14 ¢ iR § (dislocation) @
ARG AL J° B PR - o @ Putnam e 3 L4 - BV AR T A

Tt dge i 5 L LR AL T ARE F 0 2% e B RIS o

(C)TRER A EFT ARG, BiLEY L BPE P AT AR E
#5 22(Uzzi 1996) ~ Tk S £ & 2 3% (Nahapiet and Ghoshal 1998) ~ 47 & F #
(Nahapiet and Ghoshal 1998) ~ £1]7#7(Tsai and Ghoshal 1998) ~ %t & = 5 (Seibert,
Kraimer et al. 2001) ~ #- % (Jordan and Munasib 2006) - 4% 7 & IZ:iF 4 W+ § 5§

VAL G AR L AHS AR AR P FARM L v o ek 23977 o

22-3 WAt g F ARG Z B A

P14 iR L RE L

Nahapiet & Tetg oA B #m (A € 3 #+:d 1 FTAgFr, =z BaRA,
Ghoshal (1998) g FTAFAE Boeipi-2ize WETR4He THGe TR
PETET A .?1%‘2)\;,14?\?& (£ R0 & BEHES
TS “ET ~Rilhw) 20 TAEFT A Y Raegan
Bk (RE R mEPLaHsEnTHFETH
Hi+ R R) > 332 (intellectual capital) | # 2 24 5 o
HEFZFEFT (Nahapiet and Ghoshal 1998)
ko~ SEH R E
HEFTrLHERE
2k ich - I S £ P A
SR T A o
Vii-Renko et IR AR ET B R RED AT B (H)EHE

al. (2002) AL e T % ; i fﬁ‘rﬁ"%‘r—) (-)Frae B~ 8~
EBEA 2 BB RTA BB B~ B ERELRA RS (4)mBE
¥ 554 S NI BTN o (DFTE S B
SRS B 18 > () $E A S
B () 48 E A
(Yli-Renko, Autio et al. 2002)

=
R\
i{fs
o}
A
3
3

FH AR Ay ER
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22-3(4) Mg FALB2 B 7]

Kankanhalli TPy i e n g g0 PO g B g R s
et al. (2005) FRAEAT FE ERERP T IERY I CRREREFLST A
HFERE TSI e~ 3 B S AEip Ask L2 ¢h s & A(Costs) hFE S M-
AR o ERBASR &S BIE AR REERRY F 4 F D

40 3 Y

’E“‘f kiR if\lﬂii}f;ﬂ'

-
1

CAREF A R AIRT L A2 B R

AEL TS HETRSEAE T AN Y - I 7 IR Field o
AEEART ARG T AN Y > M FRNT L CEE B ENFFLAR ALE
PR ERIM B G MAE T A REAE L R Putnam .ﬁuﬂ;ﬁ;}ﬂ 2
TR B ¢ B AR IR € i iE (Putnam, Leonardi et al. 1994) 5 @ Field

B4 R M T AP B S EE R AT S Bl

[z
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(Field 2003) - A+ ¢ A7 &P} 30 = f 7R 2 & {r & & 4] #7(Tsai and Ghoshal
1998) - # & F * 93} = (Nahapiet and Ghoshal 1998) > feiis#* it B Ff cve S o i
FAEFTANFTEIL Y B o AAE T AHEF 2 AIFTER G & » M (Landry,
Amaraetal.2002) ; ¥ - 3 G 0 - LG ARG T AR FEAIRTR A
AL g R AT BA B IR T M T eo4e 5p (Baker 1990; Uzzi 1996) - Tomi Tura &
Vesa Harmaakorpi(2005) 2. #* 7 4p 1 » fefxig st g ™ 2 £ v R %0 5 B ik §
FAFEEY CHMEFT AT ADF I A P2AE M R TA 2 > K3 ig B
5 i B 14305 (Tura and Harmaakorpi 2005)- % Nahapiet & Ghoshal(1998)# !
ALg AT Bt TR REIRM > T 8RB LIRT L Tl g TR E
RIFT P 2 2 R T BBLA R A X &l 7 27408 5 @ Nonaka &
Takeuchi(1995)# ) sogt chg| AT & p 3t A E B end e o vEf BB R | B ehd
oo ARy BAB A FTAOEN G A 4 o Bm jEw £ ET & 17 % »c(Nonaka and Takeuchi
1995) -

Sotarauta & Mustikkamaki(2001):& # 7 = 4 & BAIFTR A = % =X
FNRIRTR 4 BALE A Y E - fEirh T (Sotarauta and Mustikkamaki
2001) > m Tomi Tura & Vesa Harmaakorpi(2005) | 3% 41 A% 3 £ 372 % B ¥ > £]37
fod AR YA E T ARLIRTR S A GETR LA B e TE
Fravd BAE T AETRRART AL FREY § & % 2 50% (Turaand
Harmaakorpi 2005) - s # 2L7 12 d T Alig {42 4+ € T A& | (creative social capital)
Mok P REAIAT Y o AF P2 B E T AT A (1) TR -4
A2 TR (2) ¢ g RIFTR A 2 2F Q) AFHIEAFREATE R 2ZALE
EAEFIZ R (4) VARGAAE T AERELGTLEREE -

Harmaakorpi & Pekkarinen s gLk » A+ ¢ F A7 M ERTE § & & f 2
g £ R4 %3 & (Harmaakorpi and Pekkarinen 2003) ; ¥ 4+ ¢ F A% 4 7 A Xk & 1F

M2 B YRR R B A FT % 2 Soak s # (Harmaakorpi 2004); &g 37427 o
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Abg A Gp it a2 & 2 (Gibbons 1994) ; Tomi Tura & Vesa Harmaakorpi(2005)
FiALE F AT ME R AR AATRE Z AT SRE TR RSB LIATREY 12

e 2. g137a0 4 3 4 (Tura and Harmaakorpi 2005) -

Hé&maldinen & Schienstock(2001) % » di4k € T A . ® BB AIFTac 4 ¥ 2 &
Q) ARG T AER T REEIA 2434 > X PRSP AREMfos 1 a7
FEENM Q) AE T ANAR S AFEBREEY 23534 Q) AEFTAERE
RV FEAD AL 2 A Aon Pk A B R RELDON A AR B
(4) pEABER -2 THEFTAE R TRLEL i Faoml TkE 2 4

% (Schienstock and Hamaéléinen 2001) -

)
TEH ALS T R ABAA B e P ETRLLZREYL
ZERAIEE 0 5 P MY ES P2 - 22 &2 ) % (Luo 2002) -
EHP AT LA JoR I R AIEE U E A N2 Afe s ¥ P AEITRAEF
& X2 f& ) (Poppo and Zenger 2002) o % % = AILHIL G BV E T ARG MR
# 7 5 eh— 5 41(De Jong and Woolthuis 2008) - 7 & i’f;gc} TN L PR
AP MR & A KB AR 0 R A R % § ehde [ (Heimeriks and Schreiner
2002) e BN E g ET RS HrFiran N g M e REES A T
SR FHT - 2 F o RN L QL FES G 944 RE L EHNE R P
Ty 4o T2 Bl Gl BARR - FPt 0 £ kRN Y BiFpy £ &
2_ 4 ¢ (Antiaand Frazier 2001) - & ;* & Y F P plE 2 @F L P end (TH &
(Frankel and Rose 1996) - A5 = & (Tl taenif 2@ > PN E QP FER £ 4 > 2 7

ENFVPRRERA L L PP R T R & E e PN AN R
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RSP DG T GO R LE NG RAHES TR TP j2EEY

i@ i = 2 iz (Blomqvist, Hurmelinna et al. 2005) - Lou(2002) 2 3& & %7 12424 4l
BREE R EAART LW LT e ¥ Y s d £1ATH v (Luo 2002) -
EQT P FRESIER Y MR EBFE o I REP IR 0 P 1T 52
iﬁﬁo&ﬂ’@@?uﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬂik%%@iﬁﬁﬁ+’ﬁ?ﬁﬁﬂéi
& i¥(Poppo and Zenger 2002) - & ) { E_fira A @B G v TiER 2

FoFBURS A ML TiEE S 92 9 45194 7% 1% 2 (Ring and Van de Ven

1994) » & Wy 2 BB L IFLIATEARY R AR bR o

WEALHT o REEINE N TP AR FAFERY 22 R
(Whipple and Frankel 2000) = %= £_& (T3 it fqaE = i » 7 UG HF S 15 F
MR st & 92 R g 4 (Blomauist 2002) e iE 2 AT R ¢ dp e F T E G AT
L2 BpE, RiET o L vz f &4 0F 5 3 48 (Frankel, Whipple et al. 1996) -

TEfrENe AR AF LRI F] > P U PR 752 aFLITH

7 (Jap and Ganesan 2000) > &2 & (T /LA ¥ RSP EF P72 - Ras i o
TAARET T EERPL T RBERC EE AT LR FF L - oL
EEFE GRS R T G E G BN A & IR 6 2 LT B R
F A A RSB GE BAMAY S N G E AERN FrRi M A RE £ 1Y
Pz #13 4p % % (Luo 2002; Poppo and Zenger 2002) > fe £ 3§30 = H4ofie 2 5 %]
AL g T AMEE A

o~

P
T %

She

1\;‘&

PR R ATH G o AP A KT

St
N

72 Al
§ & (TR 8RR TR -

fis

%

(B4

LZ_
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N

~

-8 FIERE

R BB R B A AT 8 B

T 8 »U

WP BEE TR R

g T A ¢ PG R M RIEE R
Foph S ARSI H)ade 2 {8 A F A AR DT BEAIFT AN AEF L

e dm AR 2 RFHE R & AT AR OR AL 80 A S AT 2 R
4o Bl3-14777 ©

&5
) H2a
S Xea H2b
\
BE H1ib \; T AIFT kM2 A

GRS

Hic

7

B 3-1 =5 %4

IR BR B AR AT BRI R F LT RERAFE

BRI -
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g AT L P gt > AP T R B 2 e
- CALE T AHE TP AIRT L T2 B

AT AV IHEE TR R 0 KA o eS| 2% M % (Fukuyama -
1995) - Nahapiet frGhoshal(1998):% % A+ ¢ F ;f*ﬁr} hREraE 2 Bl TR

PRI R B S A NG TR TR TSN AT 0 T e B

—M

Aof gl SRESEL P A BT RELI R ARFE (04

Cooke(1998) % & "R3B AIAT kb | £ B % et 4 > fp frd © B
Wk RBAG S I ha B0 3 ke KF T # 5 ¥ (Cooke, Uranga et al.
1998) - Nonaka & Takeuchi(1995)#¢ #i FvBheng| ATk p *t A BEF 13 & vE 3 B

SR A AR AT 4 5 A e 41374 < (Nonaka and

,‘Hv

Takeuchi 1995) - Fieldf$ag 4 7 § ¢ dp diak g T AR F 65 5~ f L 4%
ERGERET L e B g T AT RGEN IS | TR oA Senp) F(Tsa
and Ghoshal 1998) - 4 £ § # 3} = (Nahapiet and Ghoshal 1998) - {r#z= 5 B F3
L oA AE T ADRESL S Br oA ET AHEEZARTERG L v M
mi(Landry, Amaraetal. 2002) 5 ¥ - * & > - LG L qp Al g T AR R
BIFTACF SALE T AT BT T B O et 5 (Baker 1990; Uzzi 1996) - e 5
p FRE 4 (Kraatz 1998) -

AR e e S AL HRAL G T A B R AIRT R AL TRk
B BT R
Hypothesis 1a @ S48 % 38 13T sz A §F7 £ (75205 & o MO o
Hypothesis 1b @ Bf 34422 % 58 £ 37 5 2e2. 2 57 L (T T v B 5 o

Hypothesis 1c : 3228 T8 AIRT & 32 A F A7 & (v »c5 & » BEFR o



I R Rlc— £ Y(contracts) 2. Frn kW R B AIFT L L L (T pn2 PR
WEAFIRET > REEINENE LYY AL A ERY 2 2 FF

(Whipple and Frankel 2000) - = 2 & it Lat fgez = 5 @ » BF Mg HF 120

MR 2t & 2o pRRF 2 4 (Blomqvist 2002)- 1 3¢ & 6 n"«:}ﬂ B H BT

BN LN N FEHES RIS S FHT - BN HN L

=
\"1—
(\

R A R R R P ARY 4 oD 2 g I Tank AR B o
£ ik dal 7Y Ay £ & 2 & ¢ (Antiaand Frazier 2001) -

AETRIEELE LN T RESY SRR R G ERAR
¥

LIPS p R f E LG SR A g T AR PR A L
fiEdgoee B AP R TEY R T ARPR S S kL

EED S HHo
AP R E AR AFTHGE QR T AHTRLIRT AL (T

HFrr2 A &k o F U ORR

Hypothesis 2a: & ¥ $Hik § § &2 BHEREF R AIAT L B2 A 87 £ (T 0] 3
Sk WL AN ARG T AL BT S IR 2 B BT L (TR ok
Hypothesis 2b: £ )4tk & F A2 M A EE R B L1374 2 A 847 £ (T2 3
Gk s WMEYR B AAE T ALY GEHFFLAT N AT LT
Hypothesis 2c: & ) $Hik § 5 & 2 30Arib it BB AIRT 4 2 3§77 & 04 ag 2

Tk WE B AE T AL REAIAT AN AFFE (T o
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Fz 4 FTRFLKCYTARFE

AETHEYRE S #ém"%iﬁ%%#»%ﬁéﬁﬁﬁﬁ REREL X
CHBENNEA g pAFEMELLEF VAR LR ERE A
%%@uﬂ%%16+¢%éiouT%ﬁﬁiﬂ*iéﬁﬁﬁﬁPi#ﬁ’é
BERM PRS2 AHFT R T AN RS2 AL LR R

2 ITHEREGEE D F AT

- N ,};ﬁ 7 A ,%;E‘
PG R AT R ARGTEALE T AL G — B M b
;:}If'lr':l' °

(-) B

SHEELHEPEI I BEPr A PR R RS2 F T E s
R e T R N R LT ¥ RS Tty Byt
FTAL g e S FER R c AL I R AR R RH R
RId BB flE o doBEa (f @ T3~ 274 2.7k % (Tsai and
Ghoshal 1998) - ¥+ g it hgr® » 2477 3 # * Chiu, Hsu et. al(2006)7& #

T% %% »@* B Bigikie 712 :2(Chiu, Hsuet al. 2006) » & ™ Likert 7

ET

BB AR o EmingrR B T o4 31407 ¢

(Z M R
PG AR A PEEEP IR SRS 2R A FRNDAOERT S FE

WA T B g M o Dlhed £ M LM G I M 1

-

B e R g e S R ahR g o M e S0 g 2 i
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A7 3 #* Chiu, Hsu et. al(2006:0& 4 175 5% » i@* BT Big i 4250 1%

5 ,;3_

SR

727 2#%)(Chiu, Hsu et al. 2006) » ¥ »2Likert 7 B8 £ &5

VAT

R B Ao £ 31407 -

(

) AT

It

RAMAAE T AY AR EET UREA RS E 3 hiiE S 2R
ERED S US40 N A ER A uk RS- 2 TR o R R AR

BELS LR o B nE LR E R P R (22 B E o N E g - gt

\\\xr

tenfrg o A7 4% Chiu, Hsu et.al(2006)08 £ 175 44 » &% H = B iy
TR 3 P 2 :e(Chiu, Hsu et al. 2006) » # i Likerti B % &

T > FwhfFE BB Ao & 31977 o

FiEfre e ARG A B EL AR P MR 75 2 B T
% (Jap and Ganesan 2000)> 7 =¥ & fE AL ¥ MRS PR P RF - s o
THMREH N L EFHL TS oL LG ErNhT R KIS BAS B
hE T ki F B R R AR > D PR MY &R 2 R
% #F%2.  F (Luo 2002) » ¥t & Xenff=f » 247 7 $ * Lusch and Brown (1996)
hE LoEF B BRI 4 E N4 M P % 2171 22 (Lusch and Brown 1996) -

# 02 Likert 7 B8 2 &7 78 o im iR B F 4o 3-197 7 o
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N e L L
(m)BEBLIIT 52 A B L (T

TRAFTAATALG - BATHILAME » REFAIRT A T AR - p R
B dARMRE AT B8 TR A LR RFRIITES > &4
FREF - BBEHEZART IS p T HF UL EFHEEBRFOEL G e 2 T F
PR AT RE B B A cHNRBART AN S
T reenfed » AF 7 % Jae-Nam Lee et al. (2001)h& & » 8% 2 ~ @ik
AL EE AP M B 8178 x(Lee 2001) 02 Likert 7 BE A EFHTE
Fhim SER R I 4ok 3147

£3-1 90 R 5 A2

L 4 [ on A FAEP % R o
wl L 3
Social SEFPHP R R ad 8 D
interaction | s 5 jac% pE s B V= EA (Chiu, Hsu et
e legepppsEie s h R 2. 2006)
(S [ agmpipy s 3 f 4009 g
B RIS R EE)
@ | TSt [T RGE (R PUEA G A RFDRRY S

2
(£ 1) wf%E<%%%w%%%§%w%$£4ui>(“”H”“
- i al. 2006
P3 & (B2 FHLERE D DRP KR )

DESCER S S Y s T RN )
HFe gz b X R f#—“‘ 2_ R e i

Identification | >t §Tes Lyt f2iidp i & £33 & ot (Chiu, Hsu et
wATd) AT B Y 42 nirap al. 2006)

Rl Bl A & T ey

FH kR A R
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1 3-1(F) T FERE4

Explicit AFE T2 § HERFE iz &4
Contract AEE L fNEARR LT (Lusch and
(P rEehe ) | & = = R Brown 1996)
7 AFET2 § NFHARR > wip S al
& £33
% AELIFES H AL GRBFNE S AT
7 Normative | 12 /% (Lusch and
Contract AR EFEIH LGB ) hF EZaipl Brown 1996)
(Rt 9) | iz
AFLFE PR T ER AP
1 3
B aod { REECER

ik

3

success of
outsourcing
(AEFE 0T

%)

T ORI R RIRTIE L

P PHTE P R G

B8 W LA

BALAEE L v kawgF

i BT A e

. L an R L A= 5
i A AN (B A FH

Hied 2 7 PR TP ROD

(Lee 2001)
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Yer & E3

-&-.l\?,
-y
‘..

N
AETEHEF R BRIV B hF o B E 23y * Likert
TECREA D GREENG VHER R W EZADT Y ST ApM v Y 2
FIRB > DEHATE ARy R RS IRFEFLROYE
T fr?%é JFERME A FH AT DR IE s RS LE N AR SRR
FPREFEI LB RS L RRAETDARE o B S hortb- o
A AR -GE N HE R rﬁ;:\o%—fﬁf;\;é%imiﬁ SRR Tt I U L

PR AL Pt AT NGO P E ST F T2 LK IR

‘l‘]

LT HEFE L EPORR EF LT N PR AL TR &
B2 B EHIRGA R B F AP M SRR s 2 AT (RRDIFR U ek i s 2 7
BrEEuz 27 B3 Ao 2 M55 2300 LB Rl
TR K e b T R DR

o E AR T RSB RRRI TR

FIFZ g Nhgi XA F - NP AR EIRY LR AR TUHE TY
L

AEEGEd #F CE-MAIL B3 25 #6 Bk S S B TR 3

M1 2H 47 41 2T AL R A HIET AL R 2
’,—irl‘—rv‘:?;;l’,ﬁl‘—rv‘fﬁ'ﬁ%l T AR I E R CKFEFIEREZ P *% ) E(T
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ST MK BEE —“Ff EBEFE2 L8 A8 2011/05/01~2011/07/31

= FoRAs TR
AF R % 1 SPSS17.0 Fuit 488 &2 Microsoft Office Excel i® & 34L& 470

1B R (T A AT

(=) & 4 4 (Reliability)

SRTTAE  RRRSE O RELEUE - - BRIBRDT R AT
Blop T LTI B8RS PRSI T TS R LA B RA
BoRMTETEY M- RS E KRR~ ’f#\i FERRIEEFA T B s 7
B 40 H G R 2 e- K204k % Cronbach’s o i 503 & 2 KBl B A 47
Cronbach’s o &+~ >+ 035 & 77 5 R#iK - m a /> 0355 0.70 Pl &7+ ¢ & »

Moo SR R 0.70 FRI A RS RKE e Aok S ERG ARY PR A

PR Y L R AR L

(=) »cR & #7(Validity)

R TLPIE SR BEAEERARR T WRIE L E AT I oFE B TR
B ogr e R o B R arh ‘é’} B AT R RS ,@ fe BEILHE ARl £
FDE L e SRR ARER G N FAR TR M B R AR Z AL £
P A BdeT
1. p % »c & (content validity)

FRRELILALNFEREAR R PR TR o N F KR ARG § 4
BRI L PP fop F oo ABES 2 k4T o P FoTR BB RIE PN

SRR REREE R ARG AR & R
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2. »cik R Bii > & (iterion-related vlidity)
re il B BT R * FLF # ok (empirical validity) ¢ %3+ »% & (statistical

validity) » % 12 iplsk A Hcfodd Toocth2 B endp b dic > 27 BIE 1 & G sxii

3. # & #% & (construct validity)

AR B 1 LRI - B A S H TR - AR D% L
AT ARARAHL L BEEHAVET I EN LA RAFES
FLdBPARANBR T NFHED 2 APRESE LT R ERABR S
Poide Bk 2 P A nR PR i thd Campbell {- Fiske *+ 1959 & “7i#%
den s LgFE S £ 2 i 4Bt 2 (multitrait-multimethod matrix ; MTMM) » 12 %
A2 Rl S ST o e R s & (convergent validity) 2 % | 2x R
(discriminant validity) -

HN A IAFREE L FPERF AR S L MR LT LN F 2R EH

£ R HTRIE -

$I & PR

AETRILRRRPF RN A AT AREIIZ F3 23 R H G 0 3R
FRREFIERE? AR EIIZ B P F B EEF CEMAIL 12 G
o 2 3588 %F € 522r 69k ¥ REFTHREERLEL > TR
%30 BRIFEFTERAT > 4 Cronbach’s a & 1% 5 B I8 5 & A 470tk » %
HrE B IE - RPEFERN o A 4718 0 Cronbach’s o i A7 46 ¢ ¥ %+ 0.8
w2 ey, TREBAIRT N2 A FF L T8 % 4 0 Cronbach’™s o {

F00.90 BT AR ERPLGR AE - WRIE LR L Thok 32 477 o
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#.3-2 B ARl G R AT

R %P Ak Cronbach’s a
B 4 0.857
MR 6 0.808
i 3 0.846

£ % 6 0.919

T B RIFT AN AEF LT 11 0.914

5§ 3T

Frd FHEAAEE

AFEL LA BINLH - IR I?»’fid\f‘f—;—ﬁ/x\#‘r’.l‘lﬁﬁﬁiﬁiE'J'fﬁ%i%d\?#ﬁ;
% - Wiy LT AR Y E R AT 0 0 4 Cronbach » FHAATRRI AT TR Y g9

(WAL L TREAMGAE U A KBANMEL LIS TRE D
z:

£ 8 A REAH

AT ARD PR IBEY B2 SRR AR L FL R Ea
t’f—é\' ‘/’J;ED-%'JT ’ ﬁig ?ﬁ j“%‘f?‘-’iﬁ‘ﬁ,lj%ﬁ’,z‘ ifué\- T/F%: 7‘?(_7\%2'3;!3 » F]pL %IH;L‘ E‘hlgiut{
MG AFE TGRS ARG K I TRF R R RS RS

FIT A FAHH AR AR (T ks BPAR

37



AL ERRORE pE PP A 100 5T R 2R AR E 10
NLHEML AT HRA > FE 83 PR E > w164 o weF 19% o A T
Te &£ G 1645 s fmiiz ot EPIGRAT L FER%F 2 AR L

PRt L E K20 5 120 B F kK B o im a2 R A RS AT e

# 4-1 #757 :
FA-14% & A 17 2
B3 B E®RP A B A
i s g 32 19.5
N 43 26. 2
gL 17 10.4
FAg & 1 .6
Fage 18 11.0
1 AREF 49 29.9
¥ ot g > 4 (T SHEAHE R RFTRE 69 42. 1
2E AT B 18 11.0
PHTPRIS S H 46 28.0
His T 4.3
& 20 12.2
&3 N PR - T /KA 20 12.2
& e 48 29.3
TR EIEZOLEE 59 36.0
EET AP 10 6.1
LivgiE Bt 208 39 23.8
20-50 ¥ 25 15.2
50-100 & 42 25.6
100 & 2 + 51 31.1

FALG R A
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B 4-1CH I R B HEA 1 4

2 FPRE A B BAW
& ivE s ] # 30 18.3
1-3 & 44 26. 8
3-H & 31 18.9
5-10 & 36 22.0
10 & 12 ¢ 16 9.8
¥y LHM/ T FAF 39 23.8
W/ pdit A2 ¥ 49 29.9
AR R 8 4.9
/R E 18 11.0
78/ R 12 7.3
KT /IR 7 4.3
PRI % 14 8.5
£ f %G 3 1.8
His 4.3
IR S 5100 4 68 41.5
100-300 * 27 16. 5
301-500 + 13 7.9
501-1000 + 19 11.6
1001-2000 10 6.1
2001-3000 * 3 1.8
< #3000 23 14.0

FH KR L AT

(=)

R
>

F |

\

dA 4-1 A TR o S R R AR Y B S RS 32
F19.5% @lRg®y 43 =4 26.2% 0 ARG 1Tt 10.4% > 2 g g x

Pl Fagmy 18t 1% Add b 51 d2fF > 15 49 =4 20.9% - 35

TERFD PR LAAREFEI LB P EEP L XRFRREL
BAFEEF MR F o TREEEINIAFER -
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(=) % RIF ok P o 2omi i 7 4 5 4 16

4 4-1 AT BEonmL R ALY f T g

R K
GER 3 W R R R A

F 69t 42.1% > H x5 THMRAE
Jﬂq’ £AG k 28% 0 $ = 5 TAY I, £ £

L 18 11% >
30 F 204 12.2% -

(2) RRIF ST 7975 B2 AFFE (5

b2 4-1 AT FERET R FramRpR AR SFE3 N LT N Fe

LT PR Bk 25 09 36% HA R TR 2 £iF3 Ny
4814 29.3% ™ BB FAEFH-REFT /KRG 2 &1F3 55 2004 12.2%>
Bvs Tmy e 2 8 iE2 N4 10t 6.1%¢

G2 ) EE Ly

B

2y
o
F_‘-
5

100 # 12
by 35l 311%5 B s ¥ - s (50-100 §, 2
i* 4 47

$ 421 ¢ 25.6% &
35 T20-50 % 5 325 = b 15.2% &

P 208 503 39 d 23.8% e

(2 ) Rl s P95 2 AF L T e

d 4 4-1 A TR o B R Rl AR Y AiFER T ] &

304 18.3% @ & iFE B A T1-3 & ) A 8is?

$ 44 =} 26.8% &
i EgAT3-5 % ;F 31 =k 18.9% & v &g AT5-10 & ;3 36 =& 22%
g gt T10E 0 ) B A E G 16 d 9.8%

(=) F%wu

d % 41 AHTFORETR o f kg P AR Y 7w

AE FBS o £F 498 20.0% B s FEY

s TR/ p B i
TEEM/TFAE T
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39 ¢ 23.8% ¥ R ENG TER/E/ R E G I8 1% ¥

WA TIRFEE G 1A d 8.5% FENE TR G/, F 120 T.3% 3

Fulild A FE 5 8id 4.9 7% xr?(v/EIFﬁKFNJP7| 4. 3% >
A S G TR $ﬁ£"£‘“ﬁ?J =4 1.8%-
(=) B3tk

d A 4] AT e f okeng IR AR Y B A g T 5 100

Ay EB b o F 68 d 41.5% H R R34 #ket T100-300, 2 &5 27 =
P 16.5% @ B3 At T301-500, A 2@ 134 7.9% A A#ch

"501-1000, * 7 19 = d 11.6%> B2 4 %2 11001-2000, 2 &5 10 =
6.1%> @ F 1 A~ #ich 12001-3000, A 2 A5 3id 1.8%55"  Fi1+rik
4353000, A F 23 =4 14%

Fo8 GaRAAMAAT

- N BERA

FRAAEBREKFEIVTEAR > TRHEFEE RO RESETUAER -
BRI B A AT RSN INFIERF LTI P8 PSS I TE DS
- R AFTTHEF P RELHTZRER - e N BB LTS FFER
* Cronbach’s a izf@ st3+ = 2 ki3 & A 457 > Cronbach’s a & < #+ 0.35 £ 77 13
B m o> 0353 070 R &7 G R @ o @38 %30 0.70 pFRI 4 1
ERRF O AT L BB BRAITE R0k 42 St 0 0T Bk
Cronbach’so E w42 0.7 B r- A FF S22 G R L4 > L3 3 Rp N

...E;(:t:';o
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$4-2 G R¥c R A

B %P A Cronbach’s a
FHE 4 0.848
MR 6 0.848
@ aei 3 0.851
£ 5 6 0.891
FIBAIAT AL A G L TR 11 0.897
TR KR AL R N=164
Z ST R AT

AETLR TSR L BAR B L AR TRIE L L AR oA R R

B Fa B R » gl 2l mid o 2577 L7 KMO & Bartlett
¥ 2> KMO &_kaiser-Meyer-Olkin #7#4% J e~ ff i 2 £ 8> HE 13002 1
2% KOME g3 15 2 a AL Bk B FE2 4 5 > LEEFFZ
A 455 4o KMO /] %2 0.5 B2 a7 Fl& A 47 0 — 4 * 9 KMO 3= 2 ik &
A& 447 A7 2. KMO £ Bartlett & 7.2 % 4™ 4 4-3> 2 KMO & 5 0.883 -
i £ FRE AT e

#4-3 KMO# Bartlettts 7_

Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin B ig =} £ # .883
T+ 2 A fe 2752.846
AL £ 000

A
TALKR D AT EIE

4. 4-4 KMO 8 3= % L i

KMO<0.5 F gy i H
0.5<KMO<0.6 EE S
0.6 <KMO0<0.7 ¥
0.7<KMO0<0.8 BHg L
0.8<KMO0<0.9 I

0.9=<KMO EE 1
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AR BORR AT 0 A SRR FORR SHEA R R FEIRG ) e T At

(=) M %Rt R
F F&/Pljil’?‘w j\_é/}]\ 7“‘%[%];—,’%% &mi*?ﬁi}i o F\ ;*{)im’:l‘—,p ’ '%’ﬁ“l-

HRlE 1 L anp infep B0 Gl dB S 2 ko5 AT Y R B RERT
R e

+

g &0 R

P

g B - BHEA m#ﬂﬁ’iféféﬁ S RERRRE
BERNEERAT Y RBE AF LG ARG T A NE BB AIATL £ TR
PR 2] F A e T AT VR B R EF MR TR B DR R A
T TSR A I F AT S R EAEAE  RET YR  eh

BB KR AR G - TR KE

(2) PEHf 420 o Rl
RS AT R AR MO E R EE L L BB R R FE L

e

0.6 11 i pl% o Bdel W fhfix el £ A0 1(0.49) ~ 3(0.519) - 6(0.432) -
FH T HBAIRT E Sz AL R 2 fip| B 309 1(0.493) ~ 3(0.334) » Bk
AT R T R R LR LT 0.6 DR IR L AR L TR € P A
foo Bl AR E B ER0RA MR E
1.z &»x & (Convergent validity)

feaoe B A K p AR b RSB D o 2 RO MR F o AP LT
ZA0EFELALMP 2 FRAERMBEASPEL L d L2 FlRf R
AP RA|FRR  FIF P FENEH (@A B05 0 F A FTEAD) AT
TeROTR A % oo d 45 ATT oG 6 B R HZ PR MM nFE R EH5 5 05

BT AT 2RI L G U &R o
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2. % 4>z i (Discriminant validity)

% W »% & (Discriminant validity) £.4p % p 7 ¢ % #cchig p

s Bt AR R IEE

Mo AFFUFZ A2 TR FEHE > - FERIELHE B %g;;ﬁj,’_g.‘_'ﬁ (B

05T ¥)» £ 7 % Bl 2R 8 dok 45997 0 40 6 B Rl GrEI P 7]

FEAE 0 BB REY P05 B AT ANELE G VFAH R o

F A-5F W A his S AR

= A

Rk 3
% |1A1 .028 076 316 760 104
# |1A2 234 196 123 752 110
M 11A3 138 342 .066 737 072

1A4 162 270 148 774 164
B |1B2 193 261 405 .095 672
% |1B4 .035 159 448 146 706
4 |1B5 -.025 -.056 -.262 .068 614
Wwo|1C1 100 202 769 252 102
v 11C2 239 118 835 144 .109
. 11C3 221 197 743 161 012

4A1 152 618 223 342 204

4A2 .091 643 248 272 185
& |4A3 .067 729 .103 156 165
H |4B1 172 828 160 132 .035

4B2 215 816 071 .038 .009

4B3 262 750 .098 125 013
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2 4-5() FRAR A0l chd AR

52 598 359 303 171 -.005
54 707 126 159 172 -.076
& 55 .808 .051 .060 077 -.045
£ | 56 630 260 043 035 022
5 57 593 224 195 012 075
% | 58 571 272 100 174 204
59 779 116 106 031 131
510 732 007 084 107 141
511 775 031 -.018 148 043
EE%EEL 17.44 15.17 11.123 10.523 7.825
KEIES: & 8 B4 17.44 32.61 43733 54.256 62.08

EeS ko oa A A Ao

1
g g 2 0 7 Kaiser ¥ i it e Varimax 2

WA 6 BT o

TR KR AT ER

-

AL R A A KBTF
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~ 4B BE A 47

AT T LR A4 B (% 8tk RI(Pearson correlation) & & ¥ #cFF 2
Moao A B4R M GliciEens ) > VLR RS BRI M58 o p 3
WRPBF KRB a o A P AAM o ¥V LEELRE R R FAY
P2 giefim . 2y Ta g 98 Pk ) 2 T A5 £ 7 E i

—E L FA RS RGBT T I0LFREAAR SMAY c B HAP

=

HAPM AR RIS R BT ded 460 B %A F AR TR M G

ATt s B2 IR T T AP ML

246 4 F Fdp B 5 BcEd

1 ﬁ‘—é—f#'r_}_ 2 I atd 3 AT 4 £% b5EiTyx%

1 B4 1

2 B At 37 ¥

Sam T e e
TR — 2t
L TR A
e T
N =120
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=& ol R

BN S
(=) #HwpF

Py paz - JREfEEE T AHTRR

FIECR IR ¥ SRtk Rroat- ok 9

FLSBHE A A RB AL TALIHES

TS L

AAq s % dod 4T 9 0 B E KB p<.001~ B 5

—=\

MEFTALTHFBAAT AL AEFT LT G 2o B o

24T AL g T A THRAIR k52 AR S (Kl

] R? AR? B Fi tiE p &

wETH

0.200

0.195

0.448

37.592

6.131

0.000"

*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001
TR KR D Ay R

(=) g

BErdz ffEeFst o B TRAETALTHRBLI R ASHF
‘s@ﬁﬁu (- KBt egrr=tfad @
e R o A 47 5 B B=210
p<0.05 7 &% 5 B M2 p=144 v p>0.05 = # B ¥ 230t B=p<0.05 7 & *¥
PEELAT ARG T A HERBLRT AR AT E TR Y MR

BARFLEE AL R dp o R LA RPIAET PR T - Kl

o

N L

%\'4_8 ﬁig?j\—iifﬁ“i ?bﬂ‘?vié%ﬁ,']%?,ﬁ JU\E ’?/{Hé IT:- {‘E fg.rs
p¥A R AR? B F& tE p &
X 210 2.41 017"
B 232 216 144 14661 | 1.491 138
s 223 2.304 023

*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001
TR KRR AR
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AT EEEHER A - HRBAAET AL R B AN
TRAIRT A2 AL R Y RE AT LA BRALE A2 %

P L Y L
Hypothesis 1a : $H8 R QIAT H 3b2 A BF L (TG Lo Mo -
d % 498 % ATk =289~ p<0.01 § B F > FHla 32 > T
Mg BB BIRT k2 A AT L (T st o B I o
24-9 BHMEE S LI A2 AL TR
Ao R’ AR? B Fi& tiE p &

FHME .089 .081 289 11.616 3.408 001
TR KR AP ER

Hypothesis 1b : B 348 RS RIAT A 2 B B & s 2 o M o
d £ 4-10 7 5 A 4758 % 8 B=291 ~p<0.01 2% > & Hlb + = » T8 4
BAEREBLATRZL AFFE TG T M o

24-10 B 2 H REAIRT A2 2 FF LT g

poIE R’ AR? B Fi tiE p &
Y Ea .085 077 291 10.942 3.308 0007

Hypothesis 1c : 348 RS AT 2 5u2 A EF L (v 2xF v W B o
d % 411G AT R BT B=365p<0.01 § B E > & Hlc & = > Timaid
BRBPLFT AL AFF LG Lo B o

#24-11 B HEHREBLAT N2 AEF L TGP T

poIE R’ AR? B Fi tiE p &

Al 133 126 365 17.955 4.327 0007

FA KR AT ETR
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Z N BE LT

FRRET P @R R R ek T & A 47, (Moderated
Regression Analysis) f sh8_ % Kt T34 &3 §F > 2550 ¢ h 3 (8% 55 5 305 42
F ARl 4 (Zedeck 1971) o & s p R HH R R 23 fF A AT 0 L M-p R 4
A E R R RBH T I AR S F B e A o AR
IO EEREFRE S WL TB S RHEHT T T sxdk & 2 (Kleinbaum,
Kupper etal. 1998) o st pre 1% B Bl § & &2 ] R 287038 & hF i) o

I8 A

\n

R G A G AL T A2 44@@ 1?&@‘?’@:7 Atr o p RHEE
Bl BRI MRSl A SR 8 N R RIS R AT AL A

BRLiTEsw TR REEEFTY B2 RFEL 0T !
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- ) B

PRE-BHBE QAR FA L B 540k 4712 Nodel 1 5 p 8( 3%
B A2 5c% > HEERP=09 B =30 p<.05> F Hla+= » &fffs
HEBAFT N2 AEF LG >d 2o M Model 2 5 2 98 TR AIFT
2 ABPL FE2 2k > BEEAR =108 =33 p<.05> T & GHE
BAIRT kS22 A B LR kG 1w M Model 3 5 Bl & 223 iE
sk 0 P HRAR =008 =300 p>.055FHF > THa A S B
BENZ TR R EHE T RARE AT & QHE RIS TR AT L S
AEF G T ED H ok o

=>Hypothesis 2a: & ¥ $At € 7 &2 BB HE T LIRT F 2 A FF7 L (P50
4B (R L)

14-12 BHE(S 4R

variable Predictors Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

B t i t B t
indepdent ~ SC-Structural ~ .298 3408~ 172 19197 168  1.830
variable

moderator Contract 333 3.702 329 3.613
interaction  Structural X .023 .263
Contract
Model AF 11.616 13.704 .069
R? .089 184 184
AR? .081 .095 .000

*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001
TR KR ATy R
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(=) B iR

bR A £
% ]%L);i\ £ 3%

T B ﬁ,‘] %’3’,

‘/u—Vg %Eﬂb ]F i"{qﬁ

1E‘_1—r

’L%RZ

=108

09+ B

@ FA T2 R 40d 4-13 0 Model 1 % p % 8 (B

p<.05> F Hlb & = » B fa it 4

w B8 5 Model 2 5 &

TS AIRT k2

=18 p<.05> T L& GH TR

FEe M Model 3 3 Bl £ 2 23 1F% 2k

§oeF I

=22 p<. Ol ZH¥ > THD +2 > 457 & GHH

]f"- t}‘t}’ ‘g\’ﬁﬁj%%:‘ lwu\)g _’?lﬂb IF ‘t“;:’; ‘2% E‘p 3% o

= > Hypothesis 2b:

3 gk (L 4F)

EXHALE T AZM BEHES

24-13 B HHECH G5 %)

FAPSI RIS - @

variable

indepdent
variable

moderator
interaction

Model

Predictors

SC-Relational

Contract
Relational X
Contract

AF

RZ

AR?

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

B t B t B t

291 3.308*** 183 2.075 216 2.444"

339 3.851 364 4.143

171 1.993**

10.942 12.830 3.972

.085 .188 215

077 103 027

*p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001
TR kR

NG RETE
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(2) Fid

poRERT R £ e

Efﬁ/v\’f‘rx,?#%'ﬁr'z\ 4-14 > Model 1 = p # 8GR

;rrv,]"});lx £ 3% > J‘% Rz_ A3 B =.37 - p<.05’ I Hlc = = > ;.?A‘I—V’H}"h’}'

BRAIRT A2 ABAT L (vt 1o M Model 2 5 & M E B AR A 2

=088 =25 p<.05> T L& G T B
oo BB Model 3 5 B £ 2 2T (F% ok
=243~ p>.055 A BF > TH =2 A
L2 AT i kL FEAERE AT

E LT R B AIRT LR A

B LT cmAaFrsk o

= >Hypothesis 2c: £ YAt € F & 2 IABH T8 L1375 2 & B57 £ (T4
3B EK (D L)
#4-14 B (= 37 )
variable Cognitive Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
B t B t B t

indepdent  SC- Cognitive 365 4.237° 253 2.852° 243 2743
variable
moderator Contract 304 3.427 273 3.005
interaction Cognitive X 120 1.396

Contract
Model AF 17.955 11.0797 1.949

R? 133 213 226

AR? 126 079 013

p<.05 **p<.01 ***p<.001
TR KR ATy R
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B2 ATR R AL E T AL R B M RE R B
N2 BEFTHOAEFT AL BGEHEFBLIT AN AEFT L% 2w B
AT ED TR AL TE AL B E T ER G2 0% (4rR

i
4-1)> FRLFEONT M AHLEFBAFI AL PE RRI A LN E

IS

o

B R B AIRT S B .

5.40
é, ']
T 520 ¢ ’,'
T 2 P rA
' g —_ EENRH
% 500 g
’ "
4.60
4.40
4.20 : '

f& =
L g F AR G

B 4-1 B A& (FXsn B &ELSITE

Ko B A-1 B 3 WS eng AR M ILE £ (TR S D AR £

ARG A BRI S TR A 1 AR > £ AR OB

gy

1+

o REEITH GRMT o £ ITH R A A D SRk o
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¥I% BHhaERk

ARELZZMA R - MNP IFT BH MR- R BRRBRREF
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