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Abstract

This study explores the effects of individual-level social networks of senior executives
on organizational-level social networks (strategic alliance), business entrepreneurship, and
business performance of SME. We also verify the mediate effect of strategic alliance and
business entrepreneurship on the relationship between social networks of senior executives
and business performance. A total of 132 effective questionnaires were returned. Our
summary results are as follows: (1) there are positive relationships between social network
of senior executive and the numbers of alliances, trust among partners and business
entrepreneurship, (2) the relationship between trust among partners with business
performance is positive, (3) the business entrepreneurship of SME is the important
mediator of the relationship between social networks of senior executives and business
performance. Further, the authors discuss the managerial implications and suggest for

future research about these results.

Keywords : social network, strategic alliance, entrepreneurship, and business performance.
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LA
=

AR S A& (social network) LS Ry BRI ~ 1785 e A J T I TRt F ek
BT EARE - HbFSERE K] 20 By flil A (individual) ~ #H#5(organizational) ~ #H#%
fi](interorganizational) 5z {g%% 5% (Moran, 2005; Griffith & Harvey, 2004) - {[i A J&
Rt S s B A ]G TEN AR SR B TAF - T HER & i 1
(Granovetter, 1973) 5 #HHSJE KAt & M HE Fo AR ST e BT B 4 A
2505 Tk R GREARIE ) R g 2t B ] DA Rk 43 S BRI 2 T 1l =
IR 5EEE JJ(Inkpen & Tsang, 2005; Koza & Lewin, 2000) = {H B FAE A Sz AH A% Bl
Wit OR B Kt o A & o T HE G - 8 D BROORR #0ER A1 K5 (Carpenter,
Geletkanycz, & Sanders, 2004; Moran, 2005; Geletkanycz & Hambrick, 1997,
Griffith & Harvey, 2004; Peng & Luo, 2000) -

2T E SRR SRS P DR S B = P A B B R P s 22> 12
FE B RO FH A MBS A B e I IR G ER B s SR A Sl 7 » B 11 3 g PR R ]
B FIAMEBRR GRS EAERE - B PSR [ B Y it Ergas O B HERS) e 2 2R
AR (Carpenter et al., 2004; Geletkanycz & Hambrick, 1997) - ig 260/f5E A%
HRAAG Hambrick & Mason(1984)1) 510 g ¥k (upper echelons perspective) » 38
F SIS EE BB (1op management team )y LT B A T HS A5 » @i
ZERY RIS PERR - HEIT s B E A 3 (Carpenter et al., 2004) - EfEFRIE 26
R A2 BTG BRI SCRE - (HER T/ IMEZET S - IR EZERI N BT A
D A EAAAE SIS B - 17 R R B A SR IR BT,
B > KL S A it i B S R S s A A R R 0 - B —2

1

0 e S T BB e P A 1S B A & AR R ik 2 52 2B 7 (Burt,  1992;
Coleman, 1988; Granovetter, 1973) » 11> r] I F $& i FATE s R iy &SRB &
IRGEZRTE - 1997) » DI it e - WIE A iy IRl - PHEEREE
AN E PP SRR - HETTRESIPE M A SERYARE AR - (B EAYIIFFEEHE A
Jogi X LA AR A R B4R R — B A A (Geletkanycz & Hambrick,
1997; Peng & Luo, 2000) » it B AIR KA e MW IERE - ALed
SERES FIE Se & 1A e SE AR (5 S bk ey - 1 O S AR B AR
IR AR BA PR BHfE(Mossholder & Bedeian, 1983) » AHFSERIA S RE MR il
e e A SRR

Tt RS HS B ELR 58 -U P e 1 S L B - MR E 70 e
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(Inkpen & Tsang, 2005; Peng & Luo, 2000) » #HFRAE 75 0N HI BIec s hir
B SR SRR RE TS AT S AT < i A RHBRITFERE Ry e P R
IS0 R 11 ik S s B AR A AN (R A SRS PR DR IR - 1117 52 R AR A A 5k
(Carpenter et al., 2004) » {HZ RS Bt S & 52 2T LE R RS SR Pk
K R IR AP R n] S0 R A S S NS BR FR L TS RE XS
RO AL - DU AE R AT AR X B RE RS S o R B -

T A S SR BA PR A LRGSR Ik B 2 AHAR ] g K A ik 1 8 #% (Gulati,
1998) > mJHH BRI 1S A (access) B ~ FHI ~ i Bl fi(Gulati, Nohria,
& Zaheer, 2000) - ¥AT/MEZENTS > RRERZ FIHEL TS5 - Fhe sl At
SR Wik RS - R BRI 10 SN s FH A B A [E J ) (BarNir and Smith,
2002) ° {=SERIBE S TERRPRIVIE IR > 3l 25t e P I BT A E S RS 1
(M S E R 2 S g (Bireley, 1985; Gulati, 1998) » i FLREEAE I B D 14 /5
Btk > A e A TR fR(Kanter, 1994) » SIfRE 2225572 it B L il
PR R 2R TR (Koza & Lewin, 2000) » ARRFFEaEEy - (EMBSEIMBAIEER, -
e NP SERR B L R PR i i RESe oL K R0 HEJea g
SEHERESET BEE I 5 VRS PR Bl R AT 1 5k BB R (RITREL RS ik oy
W) A REA R R SRR E R - IKBLAHRSY Kk S s e 2 A K
it S B AR A A

LEAh > (EARZEPIATRE TR LIRS - SRS RCEE A ni g i i St e
=~ & A B 2 Y AU S S EF S Ay BOTT s B A 3 Y Al 2E RS b
(entrepreneurship)(Anderson, Park, & Ieed, 2007; Casson & Giusta, 2007) » 5
JEBIZERG A SERE R BT 3 ~ RIS TR B Il AN B BORTRHARSRIE - ERESE
FHARIUREEL - B8 & mFEAS ARt Sy iai& ERERE e BRI BIZERG i » A
R ERSCE RIS - IR SERISERS MU TR RO -

oy bl > ANKITFE S R v N S e S B A A e B £ S R ]
LI o e SEINIBRBAPRIVETRS - rh M SRR i S ne e 2%
Fi] oA It AT S B i > [RJIRFIRRESE e A SR Rl - i 10 SRR R It '
Bl SN PE R T SRS E 2RISR ¢ AEAITRRE JIERG > th MR REEEE A
L SRS REDE A SRRV AISER I MEM e S AURE RN - HELE > AT
Sl AT BRI A S AR it e ~ BlSERG i B A SRS AR S
R SRR A T e 28t F LI 5 SRR Zor - W TashaE -
ERIE A Filim B

=3
=)
't
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B > B Bk

Y N

ke R R R i ey 2R B AR AT 3 RS M P A R RS G
B A o AHERI I SRS 2 o A RIS R A A S - 40
Mitchell(1969)iRF it & g% E 28— FERE - fEHEIR E SEASR 6% - 1R
FRIEZ AESRRERS M Rt Bk - 1 Walker, Kogut, & Shan(1997)HIEE Kyiit:
g Ry A AL IRt TRy - RE R LR R (8 A RESERS ik &t -
i ke Ve B SCRFEIRSS - DRI, 3T 2 (it e Mg B g an, - S50 -
Pattison (1993)3% % » mL &g Font Eritakeh 18 A SGHIRR AN LB < Bl 1%

A
%m"

AFRRERSEINTTEIER 20 (¢ H R AR Bl H AR E0] LA R VA AN [FIFY
ffFgei S (approach) o 25— - JHERSILE —FEIE & (hybrid) Y2 2 73 - B
A1 B (market) BiLAH KSR (hierarchy U EER] » HCBRGmARHE A2 A 2 AN B -
ZHREREEE Powell(1990) » FLK - FHAR ATTEABI TG EA » HEisE —
] DLAIERE AR R EEA » 3 DAt S & ARG < L5 E RS it &y S
W5 > ZEAYE RO R AR A S [ N BRB fr ey v EERREBE Ty
Coleman(1988) « 55 — EAHEFHAHE o Bl d HoRF I Bl s B 2O SRIT TBhE P e
AR Bk (under-embeddedness)AYE 2 » LUK it @82 DR ~ BRI ~ AL
SR IR A S SR AT B - A i i A A O O B T o R
(over-embeddedness)YF 5 » gk DUk Er SRt BE 2Bt - 58 Ry fH ezt H
FVEDRIR - (H A5 56 4= RIS EL T SR it & IIk#& (social  context) B R TRHY
% FREFZE Granovetter(1985) » HPUE LUt Er BRGS0 AERG 51T
WEPESS o B FHESAIACIA SRR KIRETT ~ EBE SRR - e
AEHC GRS Az B (RIS ARER) - ARIVEREE Burt(1992) « ARFSEHIiEnt &
ARS8 NEBR PREHS AR I ARG & SRS A K B R R K
R o RTINS R PR RES r (R Bl 1 SRR o PRI RS > DURe st —
1l g KA AR B S -

iE SN e TRIC T TE)# (actors) R HLFRITHITY (ties) B (RATALER - XL
AEES TGRS S TR LR R T e fFE A B GRAT 1 (structure) - DUBERZ AT B0

1 B R AR A ST e L - NGRS DT TR o P HE T S e A8 ERIASE
TERGFSIITSE it & B AR R RE R - RGEHRPR AR SEASCHINTFE RS SR -
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HEIPER] > USRS AT 2 R B2 A A8 A (Wasserman & Faust, 1994) « i
PE e - oAt SRS IR LT R AP ERS © 1A TEpE R LA TEI EAA A
HARKEMNIBGR 5 217885 L FRITERT S B R aim e e 3 NG RRE
Tl TBhA AR > At A TBSZ BIERE] © 4. 885K e TEh AR R
AN B PR AT THERTE A > 2005) » Forhili B it Srd AN#e » #&
St SRS AT, - A SR Bt Era A IR R AR -

i B ARSI T RS DA T Bl A ey e GROR E AHOR FE B » SR o v ]
LAG By sy Bl gesd iy - 53T o R AR AR TR R T ~ TS I B B st
e b BBV IAG T - Horhassdity 1 SLELR S S sUE B - BBt
Z B ol E AT > (E AE A (O A A (1 RS SRR T 5y v DU R
EEIRIEHASRY - [AIRFRE (e AR Pl H P (it @ PERY ks - RIEEAR
HAI A E A AN ) 4k (Granovetter, 1973) o 539b » HA T4 il 2l
2% ~ fal S AN VIR » BRI LA B R B 2 (Krackhardt, 1992; Nelson,
1989) - HEARAE AR I IRELrD - SRsEAy Bl gy 25 A3 HAR R (Adler &
Kwon, 2002; #EZ1E » 2005) » {HUZHHCHE A BLEHERSAR S AETRGER > A2
BELTEAERS PG R AH B IRy - m] DU 7 50 5 VR AR IR R I5E - S
ARIEIR SRR > ] DU ER A TR S (ER  -

WL R — R o T AT B PR A (B (B I A i © Hansen(1999)5
G FIRY AR P Ry SRR n] DR B ROt SR 12 HAT R &
a0 s AT ARSI A G s ARSI 5 1 Hansen ARG i LIS » &
PERSHE A BT 5T 25 SN S5 B ARIRE - RS 2 S i S0 B VB AL T by - R
1K 5 L i B Ak n T TR SRS IR - HII R 28 iy RS i AN B (A
Ik > A REFERREEIRY RTRETE © ELAh - Uzzi(1997){EATH5 7 AV ER AT iE /g
FESHERF RS » B 5 T 2 SRS B S RIS - TTEh B — MR
A8 H B pCIAT IR AL | ST e S B R B T s T Rs » 1780
BRI 2 AMERFBE (arm’s length) i85 R £ BEA Y « 1& Uzzi RYEIRERT LA
13H]» EASEABEA T2 5558 RTR - LIS i FIFIRREM AR ) 5
FEJA HE e TR 7 f T 2 B L AR AR B 5 R AR+ RIRR 7R R 4R -
A HESEBULE) -

SR ATk S A i S AR A AR B T BN BB 1S Bl &
(Inkpen & Tsang, 2005; Lin, 2001) » JE[f A& 5 i S AERRRAL B TS (Inkpen
& Tsang, 2005; Rodan, 2002) ~ fl#r(Tsai, 2006; Kodama, 2005) ~ k%5 HH %
(Syson & Perks, 2004) 5z €45 5558 (Young, 2005; Rodan & Galunic, 2004)%5 f ]
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LB

AR TR A R o BEZR T S Bt S & ARy 2 2 EE € - HHR S
it SR ik S AR N RIREE » IR B RS TSR | v
KA EE e n] it A (Koza & Lewin, 2000) © BarNir & Smits(2002)§7# 5
BB ErAS I E 25 - Ry S R RSEE i SR HE LA AR ) (propensity
to network) ~ %% fiilE (scope of networking activity) ~ JH7F 550 (strength of ties)
e E S (network prestige) S5 VUi ISR & > s b4l -

LR e« SR H I Bt A ZE 7 B ik S e - m Ry (i)
1 LB A PRG54 - A a2 iy e r 2 (6 A F sy 2
BRI R KRR ~ AEFRr R LR 2 S B PR A R A -

2 RS RIS RO SR R A S N R LBy - PTG Ak
AJ A AL PR ] P I R A3 HEL MRS A NS T Bl 4R
BRI E v] AR B it Erdt A TR TG A hmes F v DS H e B
HEE - FIHEEEEEE

3R ¢ SEAT ISR CRACHEA BL s b A A A E - ity 2
At ~ BASREE LA REIBR - 5 SERF T R T2 B AR 5 s
7t HI R RRHIYY SRR GRS Bl 5E St e gy At B P AT B -

4 MRS« SR AR AAE TR SRS g A B A S - AT B R TR
BERNETG LA -

B IMESERZ B R IAR S I8 B R RS0 tH AR IR B T
P2 o WAL SRR B DL SRS RSB A R S AR FE I T 2 AE - AR R
R~ MERSEREG i BRSE - 528 ARt ErfisAE R S R YR s (g ~ 21
ERZ 0 1997 5 SRR > 1994) o EARKHHE A i e B S M A A Bl B R €
ey o ] DA R 2 S AR AV SRS - AME ] DUE B A S ERS LRIy
By > JNE i B SRR 2RI S S B B A 1B (Bireley, 1985; Granovetter,
1985) « ZiRSEE A B BRIz it &rfgss - n] DEGIRZ Hi S =W &EH » A8
JFR A SEAMH TEAfE Y TR DR (Young, 2005) » 3 117 £ /5 11 % AU FL 2 #5145 (Hansen,
1999) -

BEA » Smar sy ] DLEGR i 2B i SEf & (Krackhardt, 1992) > JR
R BERS (L T AR (Gulati et al., 2000) © F 7€ [T AR BAMiEE PR -
TR FEASERAE Ergs i A TR A e 6 - HIRE T W s B Bl R e s ) HL.
AMHEE I ERET BRI @ B RIS AT Z 0T T S A BBt - [RllF ] DA
g Lt SR AT HE AT s kERRE(Elg & Johansson, 2001) - 535h » #EHEALE
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it s A T R S - A S R REASEE A ELAG RS 1] - T Ho2
THERERELLE - KT RERES 2 4 H A%y & G (BarNir & Smiths, 2002; Young,
2005) -

ity bl > R RIBE SR A REFS /0 IR B AR iy b/ M2 > REfE

P AR BEr N SERES S IERER TR IR ~ BEL S MEBRBE R B B TR i
PaE o DHEaiSeE il -

T~ R R B SRR

PRI DR R A S B A2 2 ] Ry 13— SR E AT TR Iy B B sk
(voluntary arrangement) » FLRGAE Z) ~ LB IL A28 A o ~ Feflr i 5(Gulati,
1998) - SR Ik W 5 2 2 Rl s AR AR H 1Y Fe 28 R RiE n AT e Rz
E/FRfR(Forrest & Martin, 1992); il /A9 pad 5 B B R 2E L [EIRY
TR M: H A% - Speakman, Forbes, Isabela, & MacAvoy(1998)8 kRl ik A & — il
IR R E B DL RS P 2 R %~ R s A A E B 4% © Yoshino &
Rangan(1995) %} SR B DR E FEAIAY E 28 S FREAT R s LA FEHA A AR
IR ASE » AR ~ Bflrslis iy ac i - SR AR » dEme 228l
i R i e s T TR A A 80 » RTLE——{1A 0r A Ms Me E0 R [ i Jd — R £
LB LA ERSA BRI IR RIS PE E AR S 0512 B b R ) fe 25 1 3807
RS o 2. BRI R ST IL o 3.5 B AR FL ORI Qe R
R

13 B A A SE TP RIS B > T S BRI TR Y= S DAMECR ~ HEFr Jedie
AR TS Davlin & Bleackley, 1988) » A T AS (T ezt
FRAYAZHABIRM ~ FEREECE JHFHRARY Hhak(Auster, 1994) « SRTHHF A THEL LS —
RS PERRETE RS - JRRE RTINSV 6 - B ERY H 5E e
Bl AT RE S ARR I HE S A (Williamson, 1991) - SESRER AN EAGETAE - HALEE
B3 HER H EE(Madhok & Tallman, 1998) » {H H Ak B ELAT 584 iz Jal gz
PR > BEFFEF 2 A SRl DA AR 5 VR RR FR AR HN A B A SR B A
Ji(Harrison, Hitt, Hoskisson, & Ireland, 2001) -

HRA Y IMESEFTHEA YR > R A SERESIERT SE L N ~ F
Dl iy o SE R M I AT 7 20 SRS R T ol I AR (BarNir &
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LR

Smith, 2002) = ARSI n] DUERG A3 ~ Bl S ARt 2 ey
i > PRI v/ N SERE S Bl 25 (X R AT A R S S It SRl £ - HUIRERE
15 B AT BRIy B S A B AR % - ME M R SR B IRE T - B 2k
(IR L Py LG NS A A S 5 il AR S E P AL - BEHAE
S AR T SRAEIR FAE AT © 341 SRR aEE S rh S
B B R B @ (Inkpen & Tsang, 2005) » Kb rfvMBESESREAN IR Z IR
eIt LB 6% - A SR RS S 5 FL ML le SRR - BRI 288 e B 25 Ay 545
B o MEMIPE RSN o BRIL - ARFTEENT DL MK
Hla : -~ FZ A REEH BB B B FEICF LS AR -

bR TR AL AR SRR TE S B R A R R 2
FREEE (Berry, 1996) - G2 /L ELIREE(mind-set) » FER 2 EHSEEIA
1y HEEf T e AR - T R M EHHAR A Pl tf(Anderson & Narus,
1990) - fEAEA BIARS PHEE T 8% H R IIMIBAGR - R RER ARG R AL
B PR S AR - IRy SRR EAS T 53 JJ(Inkpen & Tsang, 2005; Doney &
Cannon, 1997)  [tk41 » DUBR Bt oe A SRR » TR B LRI SRR RS
AT AP A EZfERYHERE F(Argandofia , 1999) « K|t » STEBAERIMEIT ] i by
TR st A B PR A L

R R AR RRE A AL A ARl ~ BT SUIRBs I TIRES | - EALFRERE ~ HLfA]
TRl A AE I RE - S LE R Ik DR ShRE B R BERY IRV - & (1SR LR
e R AT A » DRIk RS e Rl A A (5 AT R ol J Tk RS Y e TR 2RISR
(Sherer, 2003) » [ 1 BRI RA (RN > HLERSRIE LB [ AR shaMss sk i A ey
W SRR RN o - BB R R RS XTI A R B |
FEFEA S EEAMEE - DB /& 4558 Le i (Rindfleishch & Moorman, 2001;
Hansen, 1999; Krackhardt, 1992) » nIfg/ Rk oirtéer - thoh - SErnril
BT TR EAE (Morgan and Hunt, 1994) » BEARA S AR 2572 RERR
BRI RS ISRy - AU ST &k T I ARIRS ST - AN E it gs
TR > QBRI PR RES R E R - MM PE =S8Rl - Bt -
ZNVIThTe aVAPR NN CE

Hib : th- ¥ Fuit BB H A E ER] D EFENF EEEER -
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=~ PR ik s L R Tk B

Granovetter(1973; 1985 )5 A ARSI B 2 SR AT A SR PR > 2
AT R Arit & LB R ES T > R AJET TR Bl Ry S22 ik o il EE B -
EMLEBREE A2 - KEbie ik i (social embeddedness)ii
& e it e SR RS AR PRELRT R REAE AL (ST > nT ARG k38T 70
I s R WAl BLEAT BB B oy » 1 B SR R A — e P
TESH R E T DARESEET Z Wik © 7€ Granovetter $i i < B aRAIRIN AT
5 AMAEE R E R n LIRS i R (A B Ry v 5 - B BEEERY
HRUEAE F 2N GE 8 iR S st FEnikig 2 ()5 28 &0
A AT 3 Q) AMTEARE TR IIEGER - AR e AR i ~ At
S AR HERY  Q)MERHMSEAIBAERA IREA AR S ¢ (DFR 1 RIS
Bk b > FHERTS R (R e B SR i S S ok A5 Ay s
S GTRIBAEA T Ry A SERI RNk B — RS T 0 - e BRI AR AR
fesrh o SZ B ABEBR CRIIRRHIBELEE . « fErh MRS IS - S A IR
Jih VR B EL A PR SRRE R = PRSI i e S AR -

g 2 B LA S i - ZES A A A 5 - SR ST S R ]
REZK H it 2 R HE S A SR8 A(Gulati, 1998) » B 2K H b RS Ak &
e p A (Kanter, 1994; Uzzi, 1997) » {E5Hia 1 BIRACE - FEHEAZ RIS
EISPNGS 279 REIIPRC ST2 51 s pakibe Si=paliN )= G 9t Dakibe SNER R 3}
% BERTBAERS RIS AT SR ik BRI li(Xin & Pearce, 1996) © L4} »
SEGHAT I B 1R P AR IS BB & VR GRS - e R 48 5 I A T
B A A e B B AT SR B CRAHERS R 2P ik BB 1% -

rh/ SR R RS B ELAT v RS I R A RS R A A At B
it A BIE B ey b i ] > Ry R H A 22 B S MR A i S
B2 B SIS o R S SRR T SR A R e B A B A o
% 5 B AR IR IE RS & ALE)  n] DA R~ MRl B TR HEl -
AEREPICEE 5 2T A TERI I WA fR(BarNir & Smith, 2002) « RSP - ik S
IR ASEE N & 2 o0 AR e AU ] LRI Bl e %
AX(Young, 2005) - JRR[ e ABSRR (R i 2 B e - nl DL
NBBRZHEAE G TEEE 8 e A GO R PEERER T F Bk PRSI > IR
AIHERR A RIFYEESE > IR ] (ke S SR 2 Rk BR AT R -

SRR ol R S A RV E R e TAORHE B S i E sl A
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JR RSB A e Ly J A1 3 5 1 T Y FE(E (D’ Aveni, 1990; BarNir & Smits,
2002) - AR RCH A ARt A28 (Y B B - KRy e SR i B4(Lin et
al., 1981) o 7EASHL A At e b - il A A S B i A7 REF B A& & E R
B B 132t (Young, 2005; Burt, 1992) » [KIGRERE R Ky v SRS A FII R
Ke# i A5 T (Lin, Ensel, & Vaughn, 1981) = th4 » HIFAE S ks FHER
9% 0 BEEHIR RSB (DAL @) & T AEERENR - BT
J& & A2 FE AR R TR - AR 2ol Ry i S RIS A 2 e | J12A B
H[{EHENEERE(D Aveni, 1990; D'Aveni, & Kesner, 1993) - [K|[IbAT B EE 5
EERATRC EE -

AR R > ASCHNZAT FIIfRGE -
H2a 787 PR 4 32 A ) o A4S SR A 8 SRS Bt B ) BB OE 51 B TR

BT ARG » 2k B A R R £ 8 - e R A
Jeg % s AHERHAR IR (E IR T REAEAEASIE A8 2y GRS IR ) - AHARRIRYE(En]
TR RS 11: AHERTE R 2 e i SRR - B AR 2 PR S 09 FERRE (Gulati,
1995) - {E{1-)5—8RE HF7 48 ) FE (Bell, Oppenheimer, & Bastien, 2002) » &
T D PR R LR - H S f5 7 B2k %5 g (Zaheer, McEvily, & Perrone, 1998) -
HEgMm S B/ - I3Rk5 - STadira RN innssE) Al
A G I FE I T Fs(Anderson & Narus, 1990) » KIFLE L2 GTEMELZ
IR BRI E

eSS ) i P AR A iy e it 22 BT A Bt A e fily s AR S
TR AYASEE A » B n] REE i 3 5 RS 82 79 {5 £ (Schultz. & Evans,
2002) * H34h o MEFSEEFIER IO o & EEhRTA T B e wrgR o Kt
E BT it AR 2 W ST - Dwyer & Oh(1987)38 ks B LRI E (T2 1 1A
B PR AR B B - IR EIE R B2 RSB I & i %
el S Ry - AT SEAT T RESE TS L RIS AT -

TR e RS A Y B S iy B ey A S P (B AT T 26 T (ELR D
PR FlsE i) DUBE e e S R M A ERAY T RE M - T SsEy ] ARSI R 2 H 2o k%
{ERYEEH(Rindfleisch & Moorman, 2001) = UM EIY B GHEEAE iR 1 BE 7 2L
[Fl5r Ks  RERE ST EHE SNETEE > R E R et —5
FEHBALAEZ T  HRE Gulati(1995)RYEIERL - (52 H Se Rl nAcls - foky
T A ENSEE T o BSOS H A B N A R 2 SV B R O e FL
(knowledge-based)fJ{Z{F - Doney & Cannon(1997)3 s A B 7 52 il K7 b
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TRIR IS S BT 5 FERGG(1995) IR R R A iR B S » (5 R AR
o s TR R PSR R  OUA ArR DRSRE  RRE R R LE I TS
R~ e 5 S fF(Inkpen & Tsang, 2005; Gulati, 1995) « [K|It - SR
PR A R R EAYAE - Lewicki & Bunker(1996)58 %y » (i A E Ry
f& R (hostage) I TR S IV T+ Ganeasan(1994) 558 R BB P R4 St
PR AR B IR (ST « FRIEE I HCHIA R HC T g 4 SR A N R Y
O F R A T B, - DR i 5 R A P 0 SR 5 R R sy - Y
b ARFFERETLL MR

H2b : EFEEIE AR T AR RS B S BB R A I B 2R E A AR A
Bz -

VY ~ BISERG L s LR s e B (R s 2

B2 (Entrepreneurship ) i ]I 72 FE B 21l A (Casson & giusta, 2007;
Cope, Jack & Rose, 2007) » FEHEE AR LERRME ~ ik @ AIA92RAEL - b &t
BAHET T Ry o2 B2 DA i@t f (Wilkin, 1979) - LSS AIER Al
SRR ~ AR B g AR BE DL e £ [ A Bl SE Y 15 & R E LG s (Miller: &
Friesen, 1982) - Long(1983)HIIZE Ry BTN E 28U ELHE + (1)ANfEE MR EL
B~ QYEHEREST R (3)BIE )T AT =R o bhAh - I DI R
FRAEIEE A B B ZE RS > 411 Stevenson(1983)32 s Bl ZE kS ¥ & Jk &
U5 Dlsokig et m A B ERYERE - Timmons(1994) HIF R BIZERS i E 8113 ~
AR SoEREE SR - HAZERAE FRIZE T R A S H A& R 52
DASZH -

AT 26 SRR RISERG IR 43 W Jg OB FR IR 722 » 401 Dess, Lumpkin, &
Covin(1997) ~ Rutherford & Holt (2007) ~ Zahra(1993)% - fERZE TG KR >
Zahra(1993) 29 s 1> Z£ 04 Bl 24 K it (corporate  entrepreneurship) 5 #H #% 55 £
(renewal)1YfE S AN FEEARBIAYRSE - BIFTELR & (innovation and
venturing) 5z TR 4 51 4 (strategic renewal) > Rutherford & Holt (2007)E1ZERY Al
FEREE SRy - SRR TSN I HARSE R B BT RRE B RE T e - £¢
sa e Z nT A A SERIRIZERT IS —RHARAE ) - e AR B E A g X
HIRE IR I 1 » AErh/ M SERRSE TSR - S RCH N SR A ny 2R
WRAE > At A BT ECREERRE )T » FIIRERY Bh 1> 38 LA 5 5 09 Bl SE RS ih
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LR

(Rutherford & Holt, 2007) -

Pitt & Kannemeyer (2000)f5H1 » f3ERYRISERTIIEE RS © (1) AR
(Intolerance of ambiguity) ~ (2)#EHIAYHLER(Locus of control) 5z (3)7&HE R\ e
I (Risk-taking propensity)<: —Hi%f: - HEGIMS » BIZEKIEREAE © (DAY
(product-base) — FGER I AX 7E HIAYSE 5 (2)FifE (process-base) — FEUGHEE FHRE
5~ BESAHRRAIA M K 28 5 (3)1T ks(behavior-base) — FHE & HE R\ k) {25 =
JiTHi(Moon, 1999) = 55 » BIZERSIEAEE A RIRES LL At A S ERE 2235
FIRS SR SERIRS o n] RE R AR LE BT S - 07 T ST 8 R o
P54 38 (Casson & Giusta, 2007) °

TERISERS I S b o 2B 3k AR TEE M (proactiveness) ~ Al
7 (innovation) Eil [ [z 7K 4 (risk  taking) %5 = {[f #H i % 32 (Rutherford & Holt,
2007) 5 1fi Lumpkin & Dess(1997) HIJ & A1 S K it 119 4 1 #H 23 K 81587 1
(innovativeness) ~ 7K #f& JE\ 5 (risk-taking) ~ FEHE 1 (proactiveness) ~ s 5 fid fa [
(competitively aggressive behaviors) z | -4 (autonomous)&s » H 5 B 40300
e

LAHTE © fERHRRAR AT ~ Frisdtl ~ ARy ~ IS IR s Br 2 s |
MRS PP SCRAREE sl ) - EAS (BB S St s B1HT - REDL3
FERESE SR A% o ELBLSEE T P i BT SR R (R < 2 AT
aidia {E (price premium AR ZFALFTRRAVRAS - AT A H R AESE
ORI © BEAh 5 [HE SRRy ~ SRR B ESE T =CAIHT » I TS £
BER ~ BEHRRA - R AUPIR ARSI -

2. R\ A B A IERL A B LR B M ARG I A AR
JE P A A RS ]~ EEER R IRR AR Z. » RO E —REREAY © () RA
Ja\f — BIFTEREEREAMEE T ~ QIR AKERAVEE ~ G)E A=Y 5
FEAT » IRIMAISEALAER R > DA BIIZE S I STUE Tl JE & A& Ja
B o SRER T REMhREIUISE + BESRAT) PTREAAAE R RO Elg - {H— HIEAK
Ly o Hoat i DRSS AT e 20 B AN.

3.FHMENE © SRR T SR L v REA ARAVBE & - RS T TEIA eI 5
BUANSEI IR SEHE T AE S s ~ 5 [T RS ~ SR PR H B Y 4
JUIEREERITI S » FHIENE R SRR ~ Sk Blsgy 7] ) Bl T 17
By o MEAERAET B TEIRAHEIAHEL - AR REMES TR B -

4 55RO ¢ $5 A B R A B R T R e N 5 T B
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ch/ NSRS T R RS LA B R

DASRAC LT gt 7 G FHE %) L M IE) - SRR e R 128 Ry T F TG 3+
o HIRICAIEOT TR S > AMERPEN NG G R T S AR H
B o BEON - SELE N RIAETTHY ~ AR IR i E S FERESE 25 T I/ e R o

Bl AR -

S.HEE - fEE A SUEBAR AR iR B SHEBER Rt
ths FTRBUHENT ~ E3T PERYRE I BRI AR - et - RIS E]
BREEINZRIIRT > JRREMIN T AN SZ A SO T B AR TROR -

R BRIl Ry it € S 58 A% (soci-economic process) » [K kit &7
S ELAI SRS T BARSZ B 12 5T i (Anderson et al., 2007) > Anderson & Miller
(2003)F Ry BIIZEGR Rl A A P Lk S e B0k > BISES il & Einy
FEY) - e RN RS - thrTREfE it &y s b e 2R E - R - il
SERR e B I ARRANY 2P it & A BN - E R T B e s B SRR AR -
Liao & Welsch (2003)$5 ! - =AUt & EAG BN AIE R EG AR & S E
M~ FEGEFEGNRIBAERE - Gt il S MRS iy B A3 -

LS ] R AN ~ R LA - (e BEACEE A S B VAT b
o WA FHE e Bt S RIS RIS > B e ER  E  FEE N
e ARSI BIZE NG o FRHY B SR HE s Mg P OTE Bl - 2B A RETEHL
i S R S LAt A s A RN, - i m] st LS 2GR s A > T
AERERGURI]F 32 S YEHE 1% €1(Casson & Giusta, 2007) « th4h - it Eriigis G E(T
SR [FIBRAREAE > n] DARREAHEE T JRn] g RSB ARYE U B - bR
BERTA > B HS A Rin Erdis e e A S AISERG I > SMOARRFFEAEENT DL
M

H3 : EPE SN ETREER D ERIEFRM T IEERER o

R ERIBISERSRERE SRR IE—Sm B 3T 2 2 0 B (Al
Anderson et al., 2007; Dess et al., 1997; Lumpkin & Dess, 1997; Moon, 1999;
Murphy et al., 1996; Smart, 1994 55) » H - ZEGmEEE - BIEERmE —HERERY H
PR AR A S AR mn A SERERS S RIERVAREE - DLHAE BIRE T Bl
BT O SCE BRI U S B - R T I e BB TRy O IE
Jil EIA%(Smart, 1994) « [t} » Anderson et al.(2007) IJZ8 Ry = 5 Bl A iR 13 -
B S EGRERY B T R RERFE S5 P B RS MR Y T S b e DL
& EHEIET - M SRR - MELL - AT DU M iR -

H4 : EERIRIEFHE P FEEFTESER -

~96~



LB

SRS L E 2 T S ARE B R B AE i Eriies S  SER e IR A A5
o (HEEME RN RS - ENMZEE S AL HRNERGR - 1 aRHE
— A BERE - ARWTTERA S LA HER - S8 i 25 B PR s 10
RO BRI A BN BLgg5E & Coleman HYEFPHZUAGHK 5
Burt B 54 1 3 £ SERUBOR AT B 4% ) - TRE MG 1 L8 H By A B B
(mediator) 5 ARFSEFEFyig hrby M T RE 2 15 KAt S (RIS I b
B ELE) > SR AESEAITRIRET I (ANRISERE ) - IRIEEATTe R o A i R
o B A R SR A SN A LR G AT R -

o~ WFFEARE

FEEE A RS2 it SR S s BRI B ey e 0 R S 2 R XL
S EE AT e s ] (R B 422 Ml S - S M 1 st TR BRI R 222 (Bt
1992) - HER T/ MEZEAG TR RZERT 97.80%GREHE A/ MEZERR - 2006) -
EEANFFE LA M2 < R FERSEE A R I 725 5 SR rh MBS R RSt
g S Z (b S Uy NI PR TS i S PN IR e Sl s 2o afbe ST R/Y
(R e e (RS R PRI O (5 R R B I i ) B A S PR RISkl - 1
S8R KL S S AT AISERG g B SR - BESL > AR —
BRSSO SN B A SRR T 7 SBOR - SUIRE A EE At s
B SRR i R S B R BRAR LA - 3y bl » ARhIFSeide v Al
1 (RIS R -

2 - Whseaat

bbb
RS
b= {1118

— ~ R

ARSI EAA 53 R VIRTRST » APy Ryt S ~ RURRRAIR - AISERS
e AR SRS VU R T FLrbonl S DU ~ HERS RS ~ SR
e 7 S S DI R I SR S RELRR (1 M R Lk VR B i B A5 AT el T 2
ity 55 » AT B ACHIT 2251 i LS I SR 25 > R IBAH R SRR < BRI HC
BANIEZ HINIMIE (R 1) - S8 - BRSO L
HDUEE B R 55t > HARE R ok IR - 20 0Fs T IERARE TR

~97~



th/ NSRS I R MRS LRSS B R

IR TR TR B TR TS KT 150 248
353 4RSS -

LA Pk
ot S

& &

it & R
e I
e e
AR
W& =

AlZER

AHIFFER ik e T 5 R i Bl B EL A ARy S Bl f(Burt, 1992) < FRA
AW FEERES S 52 Ry v/ A 58 v RSB R 8 e S ik L S 1 SRR
% > HOHE I BarNir & Smiths(2002)Ffr i HiASH Ak s iy s - R
MRS ~ MRS ~ SRS TR SR B VU > R IEaAER 1 AR -

Tk R B AR M SR B SR A T IR A PRGN BR » 5 SZ5AE
BN HLFTi e 2 v I3 H LRSS T L SRR Uk B (R B R B 15
R —RLLEIRRE - MRS ERN > HE T8 BURs: - AT
R b BHHRS A FTBIAE > DL 4 A & - 403 1 Fios -

BISERGIE 22 5 7R HE BB oA E 1 - B8 S S O B IR b ok B &y DL
I EE AR (Stevenson, 1983) 3 HEBIRREHITLAT © AIFTIE ~ &4HE R - 7

JEME: ~ S A AR Bz B SR (Mller & Friesen, 1982; Lumpkin & Dess, 1997) »
AERHA S RE A2 1 R -

285 7 AAF - BB T B S RIS 2P it ek (Bontis, Kew, &
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Richardson, 2000 ; Buren,1999) o {EAl3&5E [m) ol RIS BT o2 4a ik b - BHid 4
SRR B A N M — 9 4L 3% (Venkatraman & Ramanujam,1986 ; Murphy,
Trailer, & Hill, 1996) - Szilagyi(1981)78ky » ASUSAHMRIHEINIALT R » HIe=R
(efficiency)H 1K AE(effectiveness) flHKIZZFTAHAY < BRZERCEAINTIKRE - T8
B REET A ) L B e A B R T AR T DAy & R a A o HhR
B T PR AR NI RE S B e HE AR BRSSP AR AR KI5
Fhi itk 26 S AR AT AE Ty 11 SE AR iy Fe A YE (Venkatraman & Ramanujam,
1986 ; Lumpkin & Dess, 1997) - ARWF5ekrT FullSh# L ambhlh - RV B MEFEAR
S FEA B M PR A Al i 1 A SRR W B I PR AR R R ~ B R A Bl
5 IR B A S (R SE R e A R I R (R 1) -

AR LRI e B B 0% A SR BB R N 7 A B Ry 70 AT
RURAFE AR B - SRR AL/ B R 5Ly 2 28 0 SR A VT g SR T i R (7 32
Bii ~ B R ~ MOESE > 2000) - BUSER/NELASE R] FHE A IR AR - &
B SRURT I > MERAITSE LA T NS R B 5 (HGE e/ Mg
DR LIS > KIS TSR 2 SRR ARRI A PRI A S - EST > 3%
RO » RERRIRCERIE S - JRATREEENL AT LIRS - oREsd 3 20 MR AR
SRR A B 6% - ST s B A SRR - KT - ARSI RRIRFA A2 K
VEREER - DU i R U AR

= flREG TR G R A

ARFEARIE G M SERERRIE Dby M SER S RERSEEA R FS E
HRURETESRR ~ #E PORCEL - BIRSE R 5 PRI o hlvbefs 2y
FyWiFE B » S — P B SRl (pretest) » BEEHAEE EMBA FEIRF G IMESEGEE
e PR A EET T AR A B M SRR, TR T+ 2 R B
Il AU REHG AR A A e T A RS s R P T ik 2 T
Rk - BEASHREY 1200 i 2 R Rk e - a7 SR — 200 - $HEERIE]
ST O i HE SRR > PR 3 5B 4% FEIRII 132 3 3T > A5 (]
WER Ty 11% -
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rh/ NSRS I Rt RS LA B R

® 1 AARSERFEUERRGEER

i

TR

fliy R

ZH IR

it

&
1%

fH
ik
i
i)
Ik
HE

fl

H

i

e e

e S

AR

el

Bkt

HH

BfE

1L 2 B Ay B SR L AR ) e il R T RRIRI S
(Pl 5 HEEGE R TE  HERTESE) -
2.0 2 Bt AP A 8 O oy R [ 2
Z(PIAN - EERERE ~ Bl E ~ #Ehes) -

3 2 BRI e i s F oy B[RS
Z (Pl - FEIE ~ PRt W1~ B
[FIEEE)

4.2 E2 By BUa A R e s8R Ry o BR(E 5
Zian - REAEEGEERR - BEsE) -

1 ARG HE BLAR 2 A Bl ol (S AH BRI

2 SEHEH P ENIR 2 AN A A ST SR A (A AR
BUHESE ~ RS - BRSEREESE) -

L R ER 2 IR [ LI R [F) 2 BB M B0ad i
{SEAHRREE -

2 S BIER s R A RR PREFE IR A -

3SR K A EENIR T SHE - SRR
JEAR -

1B B FHE T B S ey ~ FER AR -
AN ~ B A SR TS R AR R RIS S -

28 AAEZE IR E RS -

3 S8 AAESE SR R AV IR TR -

LER T A A BLEA A SRR BB R AWTSERT S
ABRERR Ry s R IR TR G PR AE A - 245 -
BE -~ HLENFE - B E - B RIERE
PE BB S R R G ~ BT8R E ~ B ATRC 817
JE ~ WG IR b ~ WS S T ~ RS B TANIRR
Wrated ~ HAS S TERE -

B F] B B A n] DU AR SRR -

A BRI B P LS i ST TR R KR

BN ] BRI B (AR AR DR SRIRE » A
FEHTHATR

4357 A SR AL G R R R B R DA
BT AR TR -

L3 22 FFER BT 7o R (R&D) ~ £l G5 R Al
#r e

2B R AT EE A R S B AR AT -

3. F 2 R BR e e e v R B s A e -

45 TR EE - SR T RHEE | AURTEEITE) -

5. H Y FHEAE PRI NERIGATRE RS » DI RV AR
e -

6. KIS > HA AR TELZ 1 » [FISEA BRI
JfE -

7N ) FUCFISEHE TR A ~ 5 ERTE T

=
VA UN
3EA

~100~

Ostgaard &
Birley(1994)

Ostgaard &
Birley(1994)

Ostgaard &
Birley(1994);
BarNir & Smith
(2002)

D’Aveni &
Kesner(1993)

BarNir & Smith
(2002)

Doney &
Cannon (1997);
Ganesan(1994)

Miller &
Friesen(1982);
Lumpkin &
Dess(1997)



LB A

S AR -
8 B/ Al QR R - 2 TR RS 1 -

0 £/ ] ELAT T AP A RERE -

10,824 7 EUE R 5 T i f  BEFE -

1A T B T I 7R -

12,5 A FIRIRIE - HEAR SRR AR e BT -

LA IR IR & 2Bk - AR Bontis ctal
W7 o (2000);

4 FB BT A S R LR AR - Buren(1999)
B A FIHRRIR B AR A |- -

B AR SRR AR AES |- -

A AR BB RS RS | -

2 MR

2.
3.
4.
5.

Pk i 38 SO A R A A AT S RE AR 72 » AT E R P A AR AN AR AR [ S S
73 R Il K BN [ KR A - BHATEAEE ~ 2B ~ OO B T A BGE
T HE SIS 9.045(p=0.107) ~ 2.541(p=0.637) ~ 5.074(p=0.280)
J2 10.641(p=0.155) » fiEFe S Wl e S TRV s - SURARIITERIEAT
A S HEAR 7= I I RE((Armstrong & Overton, 1977) e

Bt~ BRI
— ~ AT

FHR AT ST S A A A B R M S Z R BEFS B [RIEAE ISR 0
FERILMERAFF SEAET - AE 132 A e S - S H DI B
AT 82 I (62.1%) ¢ HRIEHERIAT 23 13(17.4%) : S = iR 17
13(12.9%) & SEPUREIRACHEIL 9 £3(6.8%) + A —RIHE & LI R4
(0.8%) » AELX AT RO > B 11-20 F5% > 64T 44 3(33.3%) 3 HKO2
JRAT. 20 DL AT 42 13 (31.8%) § B =2 RAT. 6-10 R 2 H] > AT 36 3¢
(27.3%) + ZRVWRRLIL 2-5 -2 2N AT 8 3(6.1%) ° ka7 2 FELU N A FIER 2
Z(1.5%) » HILBURISIAAT A K2 Tyl SO F IS A2 - Tl
/NI LE Y (TN I

FRE T AT » BL151-200 Az i - 4 49 % (37.1%) 5 H
Koy 1120 A > L4 24 Z2(182%) ; 5= BT AR 21-50 A » 4 22 %
(16.7%) s HIAZAWFSE AT AERARY S S Ry b/ M ZE - IRIBENE AR & B T A8 200
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rh/ NSRS I Rt RS LA B R

ALLEZ A5 - BRARIBEARIIMT S > LL 4000-7999 E5% > 45 65 X
(49.2%) » Ak 2000-3999 5 » $145 21 52(15.9%) > 55—k 500-999 # » A7
20 2(15.2%) ;s T34 » EAFEKHA 8000 B F i KA REEBRAE AT e o347
G2 Hb - AU ARG ARSI RSO T BLS FEINJE S 2 69 5K(52.3%) |
HKRy 6-10 4F -S54 45 2(34.2%) » 55 =) 10-155 4F > H 10 52(7.6%) * &k
ARSI - DIBGESEE - 0 56 52(42.2%) + ARy &3 ~ B
I Bliikts e IA 25 Z2(18.9%) + 55 = Ry <Rl OREBE S FLABIR B 5 - #9755 1 10
F(7.6%) °

= BRRMERFR

FH AT s v A AT sk T i oA i (Koza & Lewin, 2000) » Afiff5t
ERREAH B SRR B2 > it S iEi& o R PO RS - AT 12 R > Bk
it 035 e il L RE T FH A ARIF S » WO THRERMERIZR 04T » DL Rk AE
ECH PO KT SE Sl DASRe A ST Tl o (ERS SR P 2 BN MR ~ S
ERLAR 25 N $8fily sa i 10 S AH B Rt i % 5 S SO EAR 25 IR B R [R] g o2 A A $ il
AT SR B AR S — R FLEh R RIS e A IR S 0.5
DRI RS — A REE MR P TIRIZR AT « 38— RINRIZR AT R DA
FRAPIE AN RIZE » M DU A B T > ARIR R AR 1 AURSEHE » JE3E
HUHY 2 fE7EAE K2 » SRR By 71.13% ; R KB A ~ R AT
S AR R AR L S SRR A SR 2 o AWTCARIEE M8 IR S2 FITRE IS M 1Ay REL M S
Syl ¢ ST B RN R AR fu B A

=~ HEREARREE

FHRAAWFFE IS A i B M SRR R RERCBLA R R AR5
A E RN nTREAEZE [R5 72 (common methods variance) 55 - i BEEHE
SRR R FR(MacK enzie, Podsakoff, & Rich, 2001) « ARNFFE Ry fEAR A
A E R A2 T RENE - 1 JeAE G TR SR AT B RE I A R - 1y AR Ry
EPRAE > BIANZ BT RLE] Rl AR A ST S R AL BN AERSE
HR - R e n] DI AL - A BRI 8 H (BarNir & Smith, 2002;
Podsakoff & Organ, 1986) » 5341 » FoafAi A5 fln 2= BT 7 EAR R L R FRITI 52
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LB

% KWK A F AR R AR AR I R — ST TR 0T - JEETARHHY 6
VAR > HoAr 2 — (VB U RE 1 32.6% st 2L » i ASHE H i 2L iifoeny
A AR YE o RUR A ST M 5] 5 4 72 1Y B 52 (Podsakoff & Organ, 1986;
Yli-Renko, Autio, & Sapienza, 2001) °

K2 HEBBERINHER

FSE [AI5E 2

Ty BB AR A 44 IR RS
Bldigg Y
ZERHZE M E RS R S A 0.656 0.368
SRR AT R R e & 5 0.320 0.746
ZEBAETEHRE RS e 8 -0.031 0.857
R EREIRZ A RIERET = A 0.789 0.355
R IAERZ R B R R S K A e am R EAHRERE 0.853 0.154
BLIE [R5z K AR B AR FF R R A IR 0.922 0.050
BIER S R AR A BIFIE S » SR ER SRS 0.855 0.167

BUESE BT S B St ey ~ JEE AR - DatEg - 0.184 0.772
U LA, B R T B g

TEER A E RS 0.340 0.731
LR 4722 1.680
AN A R B (%) 40.726 71.131

IR S RIFSE ZE R A 2 1 S AR 7R (measurement. model ) B 5 i 45 76 (structural
model) » 1] SEM(structural equation modeling)a¥;, PLS(partial least square)iEfT
BRI » CARJIRE ATl S R B RS - Horpr SEM BB R 25
H REAYBRT (Fornell and Bookstein, 1982) » HIFA AT ZEHIBAER S T 132 - 56
1 PLS » SR AEHI(E ~ SEARE ~ et e e i@ - #5 L LVPLS 1.04b
ke ErT PLS 2347 -

{5 2 Fintlr T LAY TR ks A 1 - e Bl & T EL2 A5 A PRI B AR
— M o AW AR —ZE T TR - WERA] Cronbach’a FRERAR
JE o RIS > AE—EE(FEEJT1H > B Cronbach’o>0.7 F Ry RS - /MR 0.4
F ARSI T LUEAE(Rindfleisch & Moorman, 2001) » ZoRF 3 ATl RE R (R,
2 4) > AWFES Ay S T B AR (S RS 0.8 » EEREYE - KB E
IKIELZABIE -
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th/ NSRS I R MRS LRSS B R

R3 FEEFERNRAREFTE

Items TC PR T N EN P A S
TCI 0.76* 0.52 0.54 0.48 0.51 0.56 0.24 0.03
TC2 0.88* 0.55 0.65 0.49 0.60 0.62 0.09 0.01
TC3 0.86* 0.40 0.52 0.44 0.44 0.52 0.11 0.03
TC4 0.90% 0.32 0.54 0.46 0.44 0.54 0.09 0.10
TCS 0.89* 0.41 0.55 0.41 0.43 0.53 0.03 0.05
PRI 0.50 0.84* 0.46 0.38 0.48 0.46 0.09 0.03
PR2 022  0.76* 0.22 0.10 0.34 026 -0.12 0.01
PR3 0.38 0.80* 0.35 0.32 0.37 0.26 -0.03 0.06
PR4 0.50 0.83* 0.40 0.27 0.47 0.41 0.04 -0.10
Tl 0.66 037 0.93* 0.54 0.62 0.58 0.18 0.08
T2 0.61 044 0.93* 0.54 0.66 0.63 0.22 0.07
T3 0.60 044 091* 0.48 0.67 0.66 0.13 0.03
T4 0.37 035 0.77* 0.24 0.45 0.50 0.03 0.05
N 0.54 0.36 0.54 1.01 0.61 0.51 0.07 0.05
ENI 0.61 0.18 0.70 0.56  0.74* 0.72 0.23  -0.01
EN2 0.58 0.33 0.63 0.49 0.80% 0.69 0.13  -0.02
EN3 0.20 0.51 0.33 0.40 0.73* 039 -0.05 -0.16
EN4 0.25 0.50 0.30 0.40 0.73* 042 -0.09 -0.06
ENS 0.33 0.55 0.43 0.35 0.72% 0.58 0.00 0.02
EN6 0.38 0.53 0.48 0.47  0.80% 0.64 -0.06 -0.07
EN7 0.46 0.48 0.51 0.52  0.87* 0.65 0.04 -0.09
ENS 0.51 0.42 0.60 0.50  0.86* 0.67 0.06 -0.14
ENO 0.29 0.39 0.43 0.36  0.68* 0.53 0.12  -0.02
ENIO0 0.57 0.32 0.68 0.46 0.82% 0.74 0.17 0.01
EN11 0.50 0.36 0.63 0.50 0.82% 0.67 0.09 -0.13
ENI2 0.38 0.36 0.55 0.48 0.73* 0.53 0.02 0.02
P1 0.62 0.23 0.55 0.46 0.62 0.82* 0.22 0.08
P2 0.67 0.32 0.62 0.48 0.73  0.83* 0.15 0.07
P3 0.54 0.33 0.61 0.48 0.67 0.90* 0.17 0.01
P4 0.52 0.50 0.63 0.38 0.70  0.90* 0.09 0.06
P5 0.28 0.48 0.41 0.28 0.50 0.76* 0.05 0.07
A 0.13 0.01 0.17 0.07 0.08 0.16 1.01 0.25
S 0.05 0.00 0.07 0.05  -0.07 0.07 0.25 1.01

*E 0=0.01 NEEZ -
TC @ AR BRI o PR © MRS ELE S 0 T« (5 5 N BHESEE  EN @ {341
SEREIH S P RO A BOZAFER S BT A

S R R TS TRE EL R I e A S SR R - AR SRS
Beais - S TSR T E W U NS DR IS » FURRSEI0AR PR
FHRTHEf TR AL EER ] - KL AU (content validity) A& L 7K HE » £
B (convergent validity) J51fi » 7] DU (1REIERY(S BE (reliability o items) ~ (2)
FETRIMYRH 5 {2 5 (composite  reliability of construct, CR)Jz(3) -4k BLA<HY &
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LB A

(average variance extracted, AVE)JIDLEEfL(Komiak & Benbasat, 2006) o AH5E
% i e RE P Y PRI 8 A S AR EL T R RO RS TR e — 2 Ry 0.68 - ELAREF KR
0.7(;L3% 4) » £F{ Tabachnick & Fidell (2000, p.625)#d i~ JEH if-(very good)iy
FEHE 5 A CRAELJTTHT » 2RI CR TR 0.88~0.94 (2] » ¥5)it Fornell &
Larcker(1981)ffi#i 2 0.7 HUESHE ; Fornell & Larcker (1981)32 iy AVE
JEkE s 0.5 A4 HAKEEHE - AR HI AVE /7R 0.57~0.74 2/ > 7§
B b —FUBTARAE « §5 1538 LGSR A A HE v ARpFse il i i 5
PR ISR -

F4 FREEAIERREEGEE
Bifi o CR  AVE TC PR T N EN P A S
TC 090 093 073 085
PR 082 088 064 052 080
T 087 092 074 066 046 0.86
N 000 100 100 054 035 053 1.00
EN 093 094 057 057 052 070 060 0.76
087 091 067 065 045 069 051 075 0.82
000 100 100 013 001 017 007 008 0.16 1.00
S 000 1.00 1.00 0.04 -0.00 0.07 005 -007 007 025 100

Wt 1] 58 J (discriminant  validity) nJ FH K] 5 €4 fif 5t S A i [T A RH B 4 B Bl
AVE S fRH#ET T (Komiak & Benbasat, 2006) © $£3% 4 FUFS S Al 2] » R REIE
A HL T BRIV AL AT 3R L IR ) iy - T AE HCA PRI SR A AR B i A - 75
B IIERAE © fF AVE BAHRR (R FIBTHE S5 - AVE #OSFJiRRAZHE
KIS HE TR AH B FREC 7€ 2% 4 AUl B Rl RTAHFZ 2 s AR RUAT & L i A5
FIARHE -

>

VY9 ~ fRshaE

AWFFELL PLS S3#rlEl 1 ZAH5e2eh 5 AF PLS Z3ArHh » Al derfial A A4 5
(endogenous variables)y R* FFAf 5 B R fig BERE JJ (Fornell & Bookstein,
1982; Komiak & Benbasat, 2006) « AF5245 R il R* /2 0.294~0.691 2 [

BIIELASIRY m] DUfERE 29.4%%] 69. 1%t B 2) -
% PLS ZpAfrhli R (RLEE 2) - kDR B B A Sy (R 80R-0.017 » fHAS

~105~



th/ NSRS I R MRS LRSS B R

Bt g It - B la RIEHETSR © PR AR E B SR drin f7
Bk 0.217 - p VIV 0.01 - 5% 1b JERET SR - FHIELRER ATAH - SRR
WS It SR B (S AR ) i R (SRR - HORI B B R a 2 %
SEU TR TR It SR o R B o v ISR VT o TR SR B DA = RS B A
e Y R RS T T (PR MR 0.482 > p {EV/IVY 0.05) » {HAE 3ZE]
e 1 B S T2 (PR Ry 0.102 - p {ECAR 0.05) - Rt 2a JERLHT S

Tk DR CEIFIR (5 (R B & S 8 A B e S e B SRR (R B
By 0.574 > p {E/INP 0.01) h i o B A 92 (FR 08y 0.162 - p {E/INY 0.01).Z1E
U8 - Bt 2b JERRT ST © LN - TERRAS PRI > RS AL SN
VT GV i BALREIGS ) S0 P 5 (Y s A T e (R A e B S )i

0.574%*

0.482%*

0.310%* 0.665%*

2.PLS AR
MR AE a=0.05 NEEE
**+RRAE a=0.01 FHE

TR RS ARt A B St B A S B SR » SeEE A R 1 B ES o
s I B S BTSSRI 11T Ry 0.412 B¢ 0.310 - p fECEE/IVR 0.01 - {5k 3 HERf
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% 4 INIERR SR » EAb - ANHIFEr s B (0T - B & T A0 B2

R R RS 8

EHR SRR AEE ST ABFZERRE Baron & Kenny (1986)Y4:H » LI=
R AR © (1) independent variable, IV)Si#HO SR 1)
(dependent variable, DV) ; (2) [ S8R g2 28 /) 588 (mediator, M) 5 (3)H
AR B e AR ] PR S AR GRS TR 43 BT - 5 v R RIS - 1 A
B RBONEERE - JIIrh /SRR SE S (fully) o 8OR 5 35 g M B A3 By
FPREGHEES - (H SR RIS - IR 17 (partially ) -R /T R5CR « A2
PLS 43 il A s I RS EHR A et 2y e 1 Ay e i B e e e A B A Sy [ A
B RIS IR AR ~ RS PR IR BT R A e Bl SERG i Ry /AR O 743
BT > FEFANZ S s o RCEH A o B e Ko (e g B s SERRAK
G CPER1]) - WA R SEERS PRI E TR RE ~ B 3
HIBISERG AT W25 g2 22U BRI2]) - AELRF o A B A (R IR A AR AR Y
HR o SR SRR B SRR A AR ER A b ) B SRS SE RSO B AR » LA
RS TRCR ARSI ELAR G OR -

’"S PNVRBEBR

IV M DV IVoDV  IVoM IV+M—DV HA R
v M
TC T P 0.667**  0.661**  0.357**  0.459%*  Z(f5
TC N P 0.667**  0.536%*  0.545%%  0.224*
TC EN P 0.667%*  0.597**  0.280%**  0.647** 5
PR T p 0.489%*  0.466**  0.173*  0.612** ({5
PR N P 0.489%*%  0.374%*  0.325%%  0391%* i
PR EN P 0.489%*  (0.572%*  (.047 0.784%*  5z4»

*RERAF 0=0.01 FNEHEFE 5 *fF 0=0.05 NEHE

{h ~ %G LA
— ~ i

ML ARSI SRS b SN Rl SR A B 1% n S B P B
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(Lin, 2001) - ABXEAFREmE SRS L - g i Ant @i F s SmEhRe s
BN EEEEGRAR 0 1994 1 Eavie ~ B2 0 1997 1 FEZTE - 2005) o
/N R RS AR SR BURG O FLENT i S S A B SR T
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2000) » 53541 > EnPERCER A Bt S e (e S AISERG I - EEETTi2E
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FIIRFTCRS B IRIE - SRS EE A i ri e Bl s SR A A LR
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RS S A IR Bl © SR B AR IR R 1R - LR H A2 eI A
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