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AT g LA AR T B H st e & 0T 5 AIET z
AU GEY SRR A AR ELAEFTH R FELES
FR (DA ERED S ¢ HE R LT Lo EERE
HAfd o A E £ F) Lo BT ek Sk e 2
WLl G T e ARk Q)RR & TEEHER 2 BT AI4IRTE 2
HERE DB & THE G e EERE

Biats @7 B E o - 4R & 0F B RE Y~ BIRTE 4 B Rk
AR i D oF

RLBERBDEEREL P 23V hiky > REELEFFRL ST T
AR N ‘*Kmf{é‘, P Arie B bR G EE 2 Rt 0 BB AR L T R
AT NG NE F o d WAPLF AR RENRET > HIBMEA o &
FPDL T RRE LARF Bf?’*@ FF&@!‘*’”EE"%‘IV ﬁﬁv}‘\@i’fvﬂl
RS L R TS MR & TR T A F £ F bl R Y
e ¥ (Simatupang and Sridharan, 2002) -

EFA RN RN GREERY BEEFRTT o L a5 RE g7 Nk
BT oL EIRTErRVETROBLEY S FHMEBEREATTELT
T a B EE L gl B g iE e (Day, 1994b) 5 gt T B4k de 2 0 6B 3
$ PR g o Selnes and Sallis (2003)35 1 > § BG4S 15§ F F e o i.*‘us*é w
BB ol & El % o wAEAPH v)gk » p Kohli and Jaworski (1990)3% I #
¥ g 1o )[‘F'er FIFLHEAT SR {EER G RE e
(Deshpande” and Webster, 1989; Elg, 2008) » 4o 3w &2 374 5B 2§ sz M %
T M Ee SRR GG A7 EE Y 5 "YGrunert et al.,
2005; Hunt and Lambe, 2000; Tuominen, Rajala, and Moller, 2004a) » { # > 5 § -
BEE R A A EEARE A ET] F T H i sa R 5 - Narver, Slater,
and MacLachlan (2004):%5% » % % w i & .&:’11\‘5{ 4 1 & %&(Kohli and Jaworski,
1990; Narver and Slater, 1990) 252 A w BAR 2 ¢ £ I enZ R o> w3t £ 4 %9 FH|
w R R LR AT B iR f (Argyrls 1994; Slater and Narver, 1995) -
Coltman, Devinney, Midgley, and Venaik (2008)+ 45 i » 1 #2245 F- o o1 ¥ £
229 LEA N AN R S AR - % H(A®H FEe)I S FEe
&i£¢%&ﬂ4of&’&%@ﬁﬁé&?’, TEIRGE G R FEe 2
PEA > B LABZERES AT A BFEHEHE EREY TR S TaER

RIS E



WE Rod A i@ > B P A AR R AR E 5 % XipeE AR o £ ER
TV AEERSRE Y ~ MFVAIE B B g ;ﬁd G rwg éfj\
B8 ok er B 3 (Choi and Lee, 1997; Helleloid and Simonin, 1994) » ]t § WA
E’.%« pERIR % > e PE {‘E’ A hE ¥ F# o Lane and Michael (1998)4p 1 » #F
ke ﬁi‘«F"*Fs@ % & .‘F',?.i‘%Fe'x*ﬁ mal’»ﬁ& FrEAAEEERBEFLfr PL R
AT T*u?‘ i3 A a4 o X MBURR 'R 2 R L 1@1@? R A
Gror) 2 che EE Y 5 M 5 ¥ hPE 4 (Selnes and Sallis, 2003; Johnson, Sohi,
and Grewal, 2004) - i3 < 3 jE g B & E_%Lgﬁ S LIETE et ] “ N D UFE
Bt > T E R BRI ST AN GEY A ke z(eg Holmgqvist,
1999; Lane and Michael, 1998) o F]p* » #5737 i é 4 - ey S F T L 5 ~ £
LR s AR S M A Y e o B8 Bl & Rk £ i
2 B SRRl W R R Y e

L Sirnatupang and Sridharan (2005)4p &1 > 3 F R F e & (T dd = B o>
FTAARGOFEGRALIRTED o AIRTENFT L ZFERZE FERFE O AR
A &~ ATPRFE 2% A7/ 48(Van de Ven, 1986) » @ T3 frsrahanh F @ o4 £ 377E &
A 4 o FIP o FT A R daY FORAATORE KR o2 2P U R BLRER D
PUm GT Rt negEE 2 24 o W Ao g B A ATR * (Soosay,
Hyland, and Ferrer, 2008) - Calantone, Cavusgil, and Zhao (2002) ~ Hult, Hurley, and
Knight (2004)z% = > £1A7 ¥ & 45 % 4 (adopt) 2 $4 {7 (implementation) AT ELEE ~ 7i
AR A S TIWARTE_ L ERBH AR B A L PRAAE A U E AT R R
& 3 A Gt L (A D rr'é’gﬁ‘ﬂ'\{.m L) ~ AT A &g Le(fe“f' AT AT
A = A 'E 115 5 5 (Ulusoy, 2003; Tidd, 2001 ) 5 @ gt T 4 & * 7
LR ARIATOPLE o BRE2 A Ap P P M B e R AT E £ kR (Hurley
and Hult, 1998) > i §i > #2 iﬁéﬁbéﬁ AEHERI M FFERP LI
B BRI MG A REH AR F O R LR S ITH R #F

B AANZET ARIFTRA 5 0L E T & TH GRS %*;;rn—g

o

’“ﬁ

s REH AL RS
eRRLE =

Kohli and Jaworski > 1990 & 4 ) T % 3w | 182508 > H v ?-fg ipe e ;}H A
SR fFe e R s v gt S LR FFE & R § M % (Kohli and
Jaworski, 1990; Narver and Slater, 1990; Siguaw, Brown, and Widing, 1994) - Narver
and Slater (1990)i2 & s 24 » MFEF L EP T3 FEe B L ERJIFF L o
Btk sis  F IS HERFLER TV FEr R FERLE > & % § koD

LA B Rk S M8 K AR R LG M e,
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Atuahene-Gima, 1995; Deshpande, Farley, and Webster, 1993) -

R AipBFTY 0T % X A R 2 Bt g 4o Christensen and
Bower (1996)45 41 » & %7 it 7] .% x»agtlé??&” B o om 43 HATEE o 1Y
EREDHEe L FEERL j% £ #7114+ (Berthon, Hulbert, and Pitt, 1999) - Slater
and Narver (2000):% 5 £ ¥ 47 F¥ w2 % 72> 2 EF L3 FEp 2 F 6 h
T8 M- ok LT 2 2 B F F(Kohli and Jaworski, 1990) © F]pt » 7 e &
FoBREMFL - BETHEFE FFEe - BELTAEME | FHEE o
Slater and Narver (1999)2 Day (1994) %45 d1> £ £ 5 3 H-F o e 6 P97 &
BHr G G o 3G LE R AR A g %;rév(outward—oriented)ﬁﬂ?‘ i i.%?
e MHEFZ v R E c SR ERT ARPFRURG HEDF REEL D
Frts L 8K s £ 2 ARt S F i hliR T o R 75 B4 (Day, 1999;
Slater and Narver, 1999; D’Aveni, 1994) - F]pt » X 3 u;&#i Narver, Slater and
MacLachlan (2000)s258:L » #-3 FE e o 2 A &3 FE e 2t dd F e o
Narver et al., (2004)¢2 Atuahene-Gima, Slater, and Olson (2005)4 ) » i &7 % =
TP KA S EFAT NS R LB R R AT R T R B
s P enSB  FIREREEE S AZENRSPE LT R MRE FERER
?ﬁ%‘é%‘éiémw (R RN 0 L AR e Tl AN

-~ BRAARR G T

B P £ A2 R > 1970 & & 3 (Kuglin, 1998) > v e B 2 & & F] 5 g
PRk g E oS kg B (Beamon,1996) 0 Bl4c E 2 4F A $7e0F s 4 A B
s ~ 2 242 A e 2 3 R Ged 5l R - B @ Ae s g0
feek g 2 [ enB koo i S GRS PRT R M Tk (Arms-length relationships)#
I ETETARZ Oy n’,"ﬁ(Hoyt and Hug, 2000; Kopczak and Johnson,
2003) > L ARy d E2 L EFRD 0 FS D ERAF e & iy (Kemppainen
and Vepsildinen, 2003) - Simth, Carroll, and Ashford (1995)3%.5 § » & &=RF M % &
AR EET BORAHT 22 ST GBEAE DT R o F] 0 R P E S K
BRFEZIRCEORF - LD LT G &b T GEHRNT B
sa¢ @2 b B % (Landeros, Reck, and Plank, 1995; Ellram and Hendrick, 1995;
Zaheer, McEvily, and Perrone, 1998) > @ 1%k & (¥ " bl B 3 0 #fh> -
BATE NI G > v NI A 1990 £ P Pt & F2 RG]~ R oA &

(collaborative planning forecasting and replenishment ; CPFR)e 3£ 4 # o

Simatupang and Sridharn (2002)#-& R 4at% b & (T2 & 5 A B8 L 5 afb>
XL R 2 *“L 7 R 4adp B m% F oo RiFH 3&,;% { * s # o

Whipple, Lynch, and Nyaga (2009)~ 45 1} » $%F0 & (8 0% 5 - f&& 8 chff 0% - 52
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XA gL AT FAEE R AL AT
Narus and Anderson (1996):% 5 & dats ke & f
EE N REFTRAZ IR EREHARG R4 o

AR

i3 < e
T L phzREApMENE L SR

z mnEy

#3245 Selnes and Sallis (2003) 8L ERE Y RGAFEMBE VL
B YR A - BTV EY L ESRINGLE > TS T EY AR Rk

B 7 ° Roy, Sivakumar, and Wilkinson (2004)/4_% &> el 2hdp &1 > A dF e W T #
AEYORA J oot e R TR @ Rl o P T E RF i d F Ry

BB oAy S el SR B Y A2 5 M TR F Y (Selnes and Sallis, 2003; Johnson et al.,
2004) - Selnes and Salhs (2003) ~Wuetal, (2007):0 5 M 8 ¥ 5 - &M Gop T
Fl0v F EREREMEI R P L TE A 5 & & o Myers and Mee-Shew (2008)
RIEL A PN BE VLG - BER o » £ ET I H 0 BT I @ o
oA A H L P B AIATi 4 Jean, Sinkovics, and Kim (2010)4 ) » 2 2 &R -
3R GEY VAREBELAEY S BT RRE AP REORREY B T
MAFORRL 4 o MR Fa s @ TR ki 4 (relational capability) » % & 32
PEUM B DERRA > BRI EY PEMBREFEY FR TR
R R 4 mERY fjﬁ.:}z\;a’%’ﬁé&émi ¢ (Dyer and Singh, 1998; Mohr and
Sengupta, 2002)

March (1991)# 4! 4% % (exploration)£? i& * (exploitation)Z_ #£ 4 > March (1991)
dp i@ A LIRTE K p ;i; #71 % (rearrangement) % § fhivis « £ AT (revision) £
Wi B 2 ot IR o Flpt o E R AILIRTE LRI E A R 2
FIER R Z i d c FRAAIFTRET U7 % 0 fRIAIE- BERR AR H
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§ D BUR 2 PN FNiRAR 0 2 Fi’iﬁ“ﬁi*&~ " % ﬁl“ CEE —ﬁ?ﬂ—‘%ﬂﬁﬂﬁ' ik
FRAE T BIE RS IR R GBS AIRT RApH e P 2B Hren
éé%ﬁmﬁéﬁéi’%ﬂ'] s mAE A RN AIRT T2 F ﬁﬂ‘*f?éﬁgﬂx&.ﬁm s
(improve efficiency within a structure or basic logic) (Gilsing and Duysters, 2008;
Harrison, Dudkowski, and Stern, 2008) o

T bRIAFTARFLEAFREZEY AMLFTS O FHFF LG T RO
FE oA FY o FAEERALAME AT LI AR A AT R -
Levinthal and March (1993):%. 5 i& * p 75‘,'; A VRERFERI S RA P FES
e PTG IR R hF B 0 Tt R HE LATHGAL B
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W ehrd =y o & Katila and Ahuja (2002)3%5 > 5 B AE* RF a4 o FRGY
LR AT A > R R BIF R ATOR 7
Y LIRTEIE 2 A AIRTA) > - BB ,A 1P & 5
Mo W P 2T RIFRLTY RHE MG wgv @y de L i

AR KRB B2 i Ba 0 RFBIFEREF A B AGETAE S PRI o

e
ke
¥
L=
A
o~
~
N
&

I ~Magn

Bucklin and Sengupta (1993)#-Bf (2 S »c 2 & 5 > M ap o Pl 23 =2 &
#_ 4 A% e Boyle and Dwyer (1995)77 3% 5 B (ks i S F 2 5 F# 3 3%
FEox kiR o MG R AL fF AP T AT Y LTkl &
FopEPHES > PHB AR LRI AW HE THAE L BBF
it

£
& 1% »T(Donaldson and O’ Toole, 2001) -

Ra o RGO E 2N 0 33 A FPERE - 335 $2%7 b i
¥ 0 & A RAER 2 N (4e Bucklin and Sengupta, 1993) ;5 ¥ - R ¥4 & %EL:FF
P E & 40 gl Rk P-4 LY L LM dx-4p (4o Mohr and Spekman, 1994) -
AFETERT O ASRIMAENBIARFRISCP AN AL B ES TR
KRR LAY E WA A AT AL ETRA F B AT %k O’ Toole
and Donaldson (2001)#2 Selnes and Sallis (2003) sk 12 4 Bihip ik Ny
P R R B R EFRERE S AT RN AR FTA S BB
A& ELA 26 F TR o

IRNUIE: = Uy ¥ =Y o

F e RATURE BT S E S (TR T Hen B DRRR
e1i¢ 4 (Gunasekaran, Patel, and Tirtiroglou, 2001; Morgan and Hunt, 1994) » s i 53 3%
FTREERERADORE §FEF AERMATT B A B HH LR E 2RI
gL TR G I EPEMG U 3 oRFEY ROk R
(Matopoulos, Vlachopoulou, Manthou, and Manos, 2007) - Elg (2008)~ 45 & - a7 B
& iEe ZHIFANLORPBEFE NG E LB w RiTH 0 s o P H
o R e B g (s o

EFiB S Ee WP AL L ERFEF A LB UFE R OF &
(Jaworski et al., 2000; Slater et al., 1998; Atuahene-Gima et al., 2005) » F]* @i 75 ~
FE A WG B EIRT oG8 2 A Y IF % i TAR B (March, 1991) ¢ et -
,ﬁgﬁ%@%%%mﬁm&%,¢¢ﬁa$m@ﬁ%m1»?4ﬁ%ﬁ%i
BEERPBELG R T RBFTRARLS WS FHG hF RSN L0 2
L

SR SRR e R P LR LRV o R LB ES R ST
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WEERPEZLDEITM G FH TR DEAFTRIE MRS - 2FEEP T
%1m;,;g,b%,,bx—r,;¢ﬂ:ﬁﬁ s AL S MY EA ,}J N dﬁi"ér‘%’%ﬁ
Ben® HE o ok oS e B “’ﬁ; SRR o Gulatl Nohria, and Zaheer
(2000)Frdg dt > £ ¥ §FEY PIMFIREA S 2 MEEFT RSP Laed B

@tk IRE R A iié*&%@iﬁ%%ﬁ’%%V%R’bﬁ’ﬁﬂ%gi%%
LE . HYE mgé‘;flfa@ @@mfﬁ PR AR R E T A
ERap LR Y LR T AL R

\»

ﬂ
m
w-
«g_
ﬂ?
Apas]
T4

R A E S LR = m'@lr‘é'ﬁ;‘ » FlE R IE e T Y G NSk E A
BRFOBMEFREE G xS e 4 2 & KR e rapg £ F R(Jaworski et al.,
2000; Narver et al., 2000; Slater et al., 1998; Atuahene-Gima et al., 2005) - = #/ i 7 ~
FEFLBERFPEIREDPER G FORPELF BRSSO S UF
FAEUEHF O RERENLABEML: wFRAEAS 0 FRF RS F B2
B HH A A R - Penning (1981)#:@ I EET %’%’ﬁ RMERFE&ITX

AR

fpul X

PR Hfs s B & 4L 7 3lEAT ;}i,{h‘}i JLxE\.'Ev PR ST RS R e
kR~ AR o RS Sk FF o Elg (2008) dp 0 B R RS
FTHGVEIERZEBEYEZIRLB DR E > FIr L3 RET FEe DUdfF > #
é?*ﬁ%@%%&pwwﬂ’ﬁﬁ+k%gxfkﬁ%mﬁ,ﬂwg$gﬁg‘
2B FHRF PP RIFAASIETA G vt o eadd
EAEE G Fip % o 459 it endadh 0 AFT 3 3 0 B3R Hla &2 Hlb ¢

Hla: @@ Fena s FEe > Hixgsapk d T4 I LA

Hib: @l p avgdd Sids » B Rsstclk £ 75 22 B8 o
S S MGEYHS R F R R & Tt s

#7712 Slater and Narver (1995)#7# M1 ene S F ¥ 42 /& 5 A A# > T %% B9
+Q007)4 M EY 2 Tk M ATV LR BRAE S SES P IM G 2

Pressity MPpeMOni BT EFFTALST - X FPEBETAZ ﬁff%“%’(
- ik B 8 Y F % o Kohli and Jaworski (1990)3% & B (2 5 3 ehE & M 230450
TR ARArEmA IR s RS HBELS BRI A AR EFE @
%&%@gﬁﬁJ’ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁiaﬁpwﬁﬂvmwf@mpﬂo b 1335
TREGIEG > emz 2 £3 7 FIRRREAEILME FEE TR
(Pfeffer and Salancik, 1978) - Mohr and Nevin (1990)~ % i 7 33 3 chh 3 £ ik id4d
MGA# s TSN S TH GOEE > T R EFRE S
# i~ (Mentzer, Foggin, and Golicic, 2000; Auken, 2001) ©

Wl GREY PRET LG A6 S Ee PRUEF T EE R TR ki
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BOHEETR AT IS ERTERE R EBAREAL R A %“3
At kpiiep PR ?)@p“i‘; ;A d g 4 ,j)"li\."Helde and John (1992)45 ! >
FAF RGBS RPN IR AR ChINT HiE i o F]p %ﬂ
GPHEF L BERPFESAE L AHE TN G BB RFEFN BT R
ForhEF AR SRS T SEEE o FESF AT B g 0 T MF R AR R
fo A4 kR oo

5“*i’P@Q% o %?am@ TR AR, 0 BT R B GRS
R R E o I TR TR (e L 4 A AR A B e
) RS E»IEJF REER T\‘—’”Hb 4 510 % 4% B BEE & & R e Jean, Sinkovics, and
Kim (2010)4p 21 > § 5 > 2§ = &b 37 KI AT Y - # PR RO RS 3
FEFZE DRI F o PRERFVEETAOIHE R A EEL G
e (TR ko i = & p dhle 5P {Rk(Cannon and Perreault, 1999) » ¥ ¢ > 4 7 3
o RP PP IERUES I AT N ABABERIE 2R E 34
B W OF| A ACAR IS Ok TR (Atuahene Gima et al., 2005) » Pfeffer and Salancik (1978)
Fedp i AP RERFEY AR LL 0 N E - B EFIES ST AL B
B oo T 0 Hd M AL ET BRI I ART RSB A B gy
' s BEEYEH MG P LES 4 RERSANHESTF G R
TP A EEN o L R EREET I ENE  EFARETHEe DR
%gﬁgﬁ ERFEZ LY S ApT RAGHE TM G TR F oD B 4
P GRS GEME R RGP HF Ko St 0 AL R H2a » H2b

H2a: B (8 ¥ HUE P ehl 9 580 & £ RsaR b & T2 M 53 2 %
;‘;'/I% o

H2b: M (% ¥ U F k55 S0 2 £ RAaH R £ (F2 M 5 F 2 %
;‘;'/I% o

N BRI & (O RIRTI 4

Jean and Sinkovics (2010)35 i » & B2B thik fpdaa® § 7 > S otk £ (75
RATERIATA # FRE & o d WRIRTNX ABERGIE > RS DEER Jbp 2 AAT
o ARTFE . PN R RFEREOEREMN BT S EERE- BEFERKL
Aogten T Lo 1 4 Ty ehargdt 2L #F (Malhotra, Gosain, and Sawy, 2005) ©

FUSHFEERFE: A AEPERE S TR G
HPE AR DA RRETRE DA TR ET N BB BRRER £
P&iFT™ » Higp &3 BEITAE SN E I B dE & AT 4

(2009)4p &1 BT R P FEATA SR ARLRE & G0 TG § A A AR R
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ARB P BRI OERA SN ERF NS > BT AR FRAITA

w e ‘“*%¥f”ﬁ%%?ﬁﬁWFW?*’@@%@%ﬁéﬁwMM#aﬁn%
kw3 FRds B TR B 48 % (Lubatkin, Simsek, Ling, and Viega, 2006) > =3 & &

% 3 ATELELZ ATA3(Gilsing, Lemmens, and Duysters, 2007) » #§ ®id & f—f@;ﬁa’
FEERR AT GG BV R S, AP A IR FTALAZTEERY BT
W ATA SATF eharEs 2 B EE o Bierly, Damanpour, and Santoro (2009):}ﬁ e kg A
KB g a4 (3§12 RF7EED P AEL ERF DR T BT
% £]#7(Li and Vanhaverbeke, 2009) -

‘-\\1-
1§1

¥ - 2 % > Dittrich and Duysters (2007)4p i & #-roiti@ * 3 5 2 £ &
P B e ,T'?ﬁ?sé GAZ TR FRHEFEERPEBR & ITH
1S @li%“"?%?ﬁ?d BERFTREZTFCASIFTNEFY T4 F 2 FER
#

f2 e 4 b “;}é’rﬁg‘;za_li 5gILIfL)i A& i‘?ﬂ‘iﬂ % EJEJF YR RiiE A4
#7ic 4 o Jean and Sinkovics (2010) 45 1 » 35 1E &7 & pdhig T B £ 1T 0 iy
BrPHIAEHELEEZ R BB Fimi 2 v B g IRk DE 5
PRS0 F b0 3E R ALATERE L B IR i e Jd 4R 2§ e
fow o TR P2 R IOR AR A K DF A R A F e 2
T3 2 P & 5 enseas K #(Dittrich and Duysters, 2007) o F]t > 4=~ it i 3 B 0
G BT R RP RAE] OPFE A SR ARHL 5 ¥ % (Krackhardt,
1992) » deit = o BRE P IR G F SR AR SR IURR T T 0
THELE G B B FRBEEY AL o HY 0 AP TR IER
H3a ~ H3b 47 :

a: Edath e & THREF PFE R ALRTL S 5 LR

2oy
43

H3b : W dafs b £ (FH RS § i@ YRR 4 0 e B

g
*

L BRRIF £ EH M %

Donaldson and O’ Toole (2001)4p i > EEPETES > THBE “‘ S L TR F
W T AL TR E S WA KL G ¥ 2% o Zacharia, Nix, and Lusch (2009)
s RHFCEHEERFEARR AT BT RER PTG 0 TR

2R P e ;«'Ff’ﬁ?ffﬁi&-?i“gﬁi@%"ﬁﬁwfﬁfﬁ%’# R AR
McLaren, Head, Yuan (2002)3% % A ik Bddpn e & (T2 T > ¥ ik § ﬁm’g v & 5

ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%mﬁﬁﬁ4i%@%@@#i’@ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁﬁ£¥§c

‘i'l;’tq @ Btg}l\#fl? = |I\ Q}F-F'FH ~ A Fﬁb"’é’;ﬁ)ﬂ,@v\ 1;34%?_,—1 ]&%‘L, 1l
EEW LG F B & TR R 4F m% »z(Hogarth-Scott, 1999) #1121 é F“;\ r;a Bis

foday LaE 2 - A ki E LD PR RS TV L8 TR HT o i 2
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E A AT L LB L E Y FETAI PN FESLSY o et A
AN AEETAS AEP L 2 fIF o AT R NBI HA 40T

H4 @ -4t & I¥M G 2o BB o

Z;‘p;‘:—:‘s;;

— . e b

R SRR
o FTurz
® Lpmjz
® i

i FEw

sty & 1F
TSR = Y

A1 A

AR EAEACR L A o A ERFHULF IR R L F e DI B H
He sy ans (TR 2 B 28 7 1395 Narver et al,, (2000)#7# ) cpx
A0 83 Ble BA 5 ABERE T S e a i ANEHERAFEE RS
w2 BE e JP R R EITHRE AL FRAEE T A h g
%+ Selnes and Sallis (2003) ~ Johnson and Sohi (2003)% * %= 3 » & N e z FaAL
F ARG BRI AR M GEY A - A EFEH UG EER
WP RN GEY RS Sk R g (TR GOT ok o L F o AR R
¥ He and Wong (2004) ~ Jansen, Bosch, Frans and Volberda (2006) % % "F“f SR Y o -
BIATA A A G RAZE* FAIFT FHAEF R AP L Az & iF
BERT o A uIEES fAIAT 4 B Rz B

CRERITEIRAFE

AR R ET piﬁﬁ’d‘ﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁé ﬂ%ﬁé TR AR
AP R FITHTHEGFESN(F M Likert 7 B RHFFE) > Rit4rd 19757 o

¥ oo AT URB RE R T IR (TS #24] % i Hanvanich, Sivakumar, and
Hult (2006):%5 B %8 > doff £ F L8 RF A £ BE %6 > 7 i ¢

BRRB RIFTR S o  BBEE ST AP SRP AP L AL TR

1=

RS

3
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%3 o ¥ - % 5 > Katila and Ahuja (2002) ~ Tsai (2001)3% 5 i 78 507+ § B84
ﬁj% ’?/})ﬂi‘liﬁ?mriﬁﬁ‘a‘#}’ﬁ‘jm”;’g j\‘jglb,_ﬁji’?/’é‘ﬂ"rvor] ’ L_jfi’—'ﬁ‘ﬁ
FREPEREET  WEF TS R OB ARy AR A [ A

ARFRFTRER > DV RBERES AEED g s Jpt 0 AT KRB Y
353 T Fs mdF S JF 2 A 5% % o942 & (Hanvanich et al.,

A
ﬁ_ﬁ\
~=h

FS TR > B FOBE A HR 4  a 4o s AR

h
b
g\s}
bl
R
=hg
I%
AN
AN
=
-
.
F_L
R0

T} rﬁ% BL o

S 1 RRCE 8k LT R

R 532 g
%“KF’W{%K Mo ML F F /3| Narver etal., (2004);
Mo LB AT i;,; o Atuahene-Gima et al.,
"%“‘KF'W{%%A ﬁf%"’“ﬁl’ﬁgﬁup/#;*"z i
Aﬁiﬁ«mﬂig— £ I - A i“‘#'%&ﬁ“)’ﬁ};

(2005)
Deshpande and Farley
(1998)

o I e
o P mt|iN m
iifs S 3}*& ‘#t

7

T

\

:m%e

ChE Pz - T kg & £ ep | Corsten and Felde (2005);
éﬁﬂi oLk fRAR AT 11iE X 2 e enp & o | Zaheeretal., (1998);
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