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1 1BUBHIC

PSS 2 ISR E C 72012, ER
Z—AEHGLTHIGT 57210 TRL, B
OBy & L CAEIMEE FEBT 5 2 LAk
OHNDL, =TT 4 Y ITWETIE, F9HL
oIS A A IDEL, AL, A
T2 70t AR E & LT
2fbsh, RN ST+—< Y ZAOEERL
TTERNTHL EFRENTE (eg, Baker
& Sinkula, 2005; Slater & Narver 1995), #%
EEIIBWTYH, Mo EHENITER
LHAFEMNORRTH L M INTE
(Senge, 1990) . MLk E 1, R EIEH
BD2o0% 4 72458 E 15 (Levinthal
& March 1993; March, 1991), #EZEM D=8
CIRFEWLPIC BT RWE ) il
HakZBRTHZETHY, HHBOEH
CEBfEOMMEEH LIkl L
£9&952LTHA (Levinthal & March,
1993) 6

5 B J& WF 98 T, Atuahene-Gima &
Murray (2007) 12X oT22o0% 4 7OHM
B OWEREL, €L TKim & Atua-
hene-Gima (2010) 12X >T22oD% 4 7D
M5B OMWEREDFEE SN TER, ke
BIEFTEDTAA O N T E Tz F72, R
FH LIEHAEE 28T 2 A X AT ) B
FEOMEIHT HMRICDIOMAFThTE
T2 ETAMN, MABIAE P EGST + —
RUANKIETRBICHTARMIISEE
¥ CTH 5o Li & Huang (2013), Liu, Luo, &
Huang (2011), Tian, Dogbe, Pomegbe, Sar-
sah, & Otto (2020) Tix 75 A DERAHERL
ENTwb—J, Atuahene-Gima & Murray
(2007), Gao, Li, Cheng, & Feng (2017), Li,
Chu, & Lin (2010) TlZ~ A4 F A DBRDTE
BEINTVDE, TOLX) B ROE AT
NBHDWIEE O#E W OhZi L bk
O EHWT 5 720120F, FEiE s B
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LTV BEDRH 5,
TATWFZE DR 1M b B 5. Kyriako-
poulos & Moorman (1998) X4 DOHff7EE
ML LT, BRERWEE LAY E
DIALRY, RN, BB BT ERE RS
RELZEFELLZZO22DLT, ThE
THEVEMARINTI Doz MA
T, TEEGRI EOEE LT, 3L A LD
TEI7BR k7Y aFAVRRATEEZToTY
LT ENBHITONL, BUNTAEE &N
74— v A% FA—RRICB W TH—o %
ZHHMELTWAD, WiH 0 BRZ KRG
THHIZTIAEY - AV Y F - N4 7 AHR
LR R D B

LR X9 B EATHIZEORE R IR, AT
RTIIUTOIS—F - 7T AF 3 VERE
U 7ze 8512, RO BT 35 58 130 3 /X
T A=<V ARMEIRELDN. HIZ, M
HRAE R BB SR T — 2 o BUE B T 34278 %
EESELDN ZNED)H—F - 7 TR
Fa VI T/, AR TIIHAROR
RIS LT oRRTHELZITY, vl
DDA DOWE % i 720

2 BERNETS

(1) WEBETHZFEE

BRI 2438 &k, ARARHHE (Tush-
man & OReilly, 1996) % i35 12 X 3
ZATMETHY, 2200574 TOWGFEH
(BRREBIT S8 LG AT 2 8) 1SN
VALKV HMEZ L TH D, HEREINLYS
Bk, MAOMBREER 5 X9 HHCcE
T mRENEL, WHLE) LT3
HWH TdH 5 (Kim & Atuahene-Gima, 2010;
Kyriakopoulos & Moorman, 1998). i F %l
s L, B ER SN TS E
WHLZZY, BB A O %8 U TR
DR/ ET v T T— b LD TAHEHTH S
(Kim & Atuahene-Gima, 2010; Kyriakopou-
los & Moorman, 1998) .
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x1 FREFRCHTIVNEARFEBOHRE

BEtED FED

7 44 Pk
TR HESE 41T e BR
Atuahene-Gima & Murray (2007) &=H oL HEENTH—IR -
Gao, Li, Cheng, & Feng (2017) B3 ML BEA I/ R—S3 —
Huang, Pickernell, Battisti, Soetanto, & HE oL HRBNTAH—TIUR P
Huang (2021)
Li (2013) ®H oL FESE R NS
FHMERA% NS
FEE VA S NS
Li, Chu, & Lin (2010) FH oL FRB/NTA—TUR -
Li & Huang (2013) FH oL IO /b DmENE +
IOz or0ENNE +
Liu, Luo, & Huang (2011) FH oL FRB/NTA—TUR +
Li & Yeh (2017) FH oL RGN TH—TUR -
Tian, Dogbe, Pomegbe, Sarsah, & Otto EH oL A/ R—=23 N TA—TI VR +
(2020)
Wei, Yi, & Guo (2014) & oL FHGENTH—TUR n
R/H BT —IUR +
Zhang, Wu, & Cui (2015) Y ML R NS
RS EE

OL:##%E, ML:Thig=E
NS: HELZEFRN RSN, o1,

X HQCADDHIND, FMR /N TH—IVRADBBEEULIFEZ RN ENERSNT,

Kyriakopoulos & Moorman (1998) iZ,
PRETUT 58 LG AR 0 2 >0
wrEFRL, FrEMERICBT ARRE R
L T2, PREAT 78 3B AR O Pt
ArEZHHERENEL, HHT2EEHTDH
D, VA7 AN—=% b LTV, %
&L CABER 28 S O BFE O HRENEDY R £
b0 —J, AR BRI & 05
L7z0, fbL7z0 3462 THAD,
BT 7 0 v 2 QWM 2 ik L, mIng
BRAGE R AR LR TV, S5, EFL—
FEHE LU TERBEAHIEEDZEIIOVWTD
FRLTWS, BT OZEAC O HEE L EE
PREL R BITE, HRANEEE P
DEEEANFATTREILM 2 Y, AN
R s B B IS O SR ST LY
b Ewvnd,

Kim & Atuahene-Gima (2010) &, # %%
R &G R 8 ol e REE % B
L, HEOMEEMFEZ G L LA,
5 Kyriakopoulos & Moorman (1998) & [
HL 720 O DIRE 2 WERE L7z, Z DR
WZEaE, 22o0MGFEHEIREL AN =X
ATHEG N7 + —< v A% E &R TV,

HARWIZE, SERETGEMTbh bR E
AL S R AW S, IR
R TN B I1ZE T A MEREASEBL L
TWw/z,

RO B 11 35 58 DR R & AT L 72 hfgE &
L, Zhang, Wu, & Cui (2015) ®Gao et al.
(2017) 3 AhHo TNHWFETIE, HRMW
it 8 LA 8558 O 2 HAE A )
vt O FF R B S BE AN ST T R DSRGT &
NTw5b, Zhang et al. (2015) Tix, A
U228 & S OB O BRI R S
N7 o 72h3,  BUH B 35778 3 i o Bl
FEME AT SE5 2 LRI N —H,
Gao et al. (2017) Ti&, AUmMBITH ;58 v
A 2 R—=2 a Y 2PIT % &) ZERD
fERR S 7z,

MIAHI T T % Bl 2 2 DAL D 15 Hi
% 5 OB 2 23 L 7iE
» 5 (e.g, Atuahene-Gima & Murray, 2007;
Wei, Yi, & Guo, 2014), £ 1I1ZH 5 L H 12,
BT DT 352578 R0 AR T8 53T i D UF %
RNT = VAN AT IRBEII OV TR A
GAERDPEE SN TV 5,
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(2) fAfEEE
AR TS &1L, D ERWELEBT L
D FETHY (Mintzberg, 1983), ERAL

s R Fhe E D ARNUTED LN TV LR,

i b (FERRDS EALICEETR T A1), BE
1t (FEEo%), HMML GRBENAESHEML
ENTWLEE) REOBEEED D (eg,
Bresman & Zellmer-Bruhn, 2013; Jansen,
Van Den, Bosch, & Volberda, 2006) . #LfkA
WxEEDBZDD) AT, MRS AN
Rk L VWO HADH 5 (Burns & Stalker,
1961; Covin & Slevin, 1989). Hfk Ay HLH% D
FRE LT3, BEMEIcLsiioala=
r—=a v, ERHEOHEROEM, AN
BNE DA, B s h72WEFIEL &
HF 5N S (Anderson, Covin, & Slevin,
2009). —F, AREIMMRORBIZIE, RERE
FRBZIAOII ==Y a v, RS
AR OFEM, FIKTIEANXLRIBENE, o
LNTZMBOBITL Y QR OER L 23D
F5M 5 (Anderson et al, 2009) o
WIEERANDOEEIIT TR L, MR G
A R=2 3 Y RMBEFEE~NRT T B
LCTHRRA BRAFEAI) M EN T & 72, A
PR i & AR S D &6 5054
N=2 g3 VOEJIZHL TV E ) »
IZ2WTC, BT T AMs a2 Tn
5o 72t 2 IHAAHEDLITE, HIET 0
¥ x 7 b O#EY) 74 B R WTOHE A AR
EEINDEVS 2RI T 4 TR % IR
T 5 HW%¢ (e.g, Barczak, Hultink, & Sultan,
2008; Hsiao & Wu, 2020; Nakata & Im, 2010)
RBMBAE T — 5 - AV N—DEEERA
VI F—=NBEAI 2= a Y BRRS
ThHEVS AT T4 TR/ T S
W%t (e.g., Brockman, Rawlston, Jones, &
Halstead, 2010; Im, Montoya-Weiss, & Work-
man, 2013) b & 5. SHALICE LT, B%E
F—LIHERPZESIND L, F—20%H
BN ELAY), F—L-TATFT T4 T4
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BEE 720 LTHRGH T =< Y ANT
TADHEBERIITEN)RI T4 TR
e S N Tw5b (Akgiin, Keskin, Lynn,
& Dogan, 2012; Sethi, 2000), —77, ZrHefb
MBEEICHEL L, F—2L4 c AUN—TOH
ERICHT 23 A MEEES720, Mo
HEZIZE R H~NTO0 Y 27 MHEAT
LEHWietEdigMSnTw5b (Chen, Neu-
baum, Reilly, & Lynn, 2015; Hsiao & Wu,
2020), Calantone, Harmancioglu, & Droge
(2010) &2 AZT7FY VAT, $pHRE
3 E VS QDRI HLIERE S & 4 X —
TavilBiFbE 7T I AOMBRSHL IS
TWwb,

HARE & OBRICE LT, W ohDff
ZEIZ B\ TH BN E O A B k254 S
N TCTw %, Slater & Narver (1995) &, A&
FRAHEIAE 2512 X > THHERAN T O E 23
RESINDLZTTRL, WHEREOLEAIC
[ROERT L b LERLTWS, Ander-
son et al. (2009), Mallén, Chiva, Alegre, &
Guinot (2016), Martinez-Leén & Martinez-
Garcia (2011) 7 X OIFEFEMFETIE, AW
HLRERE 75 & MR8 O 75 A O BIRA R S
NTnb,

3 REIOEH

K5 DA E 7 v 1d, Slater, Mohr, &
Sengupta (2014) O¥H A / RX—= 3 >~ -
FANE) T4 - FEF IV ER—2 L LTV
bo COETINTIE, MMEAHEHWA / R—
VavEERBTRODF A ) T 4 DB
FAMY LiFoh, EEREOMBREIVRS
TWh, 7428 74 OFFITIE, MK
b, BEWD) —F—2 v 7, BEHE T T
TR, MERORE, WHEARIED 5 D)%
FHENTW 5D, MR L, #EERDY) —5—
Yy, MO 30 ENHE e
A & ARSI AT R &
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LCHNMEMITONTWS, ZOREE, #Hl
RN W 7 Al BLEAESE B o 7B ~e B %
ML, MEROFBIC L > TEB 7T AL
HfHFonz»oThsb, BmEF—24
WX 2L, TATTHRERSI VLT
FHZFEERHRE L THRGHE 7T 2o
TiibNb, €9 L H 2Rt S5
N E U CH RS IZE H L7z
EadR L2k, MM EOTHA VI
Lo THIBFBRIIEEZZTLbDEE R
5T &7 (e.g., Anderson et al., 2009;
Bresman & Zellmer-Bruhn, 2013; Slater &
Narver, 1995), FIARIZ, FHLARAE 1% 132 AT 7
THFHIH L THREEZRIITIDEE X
b, —HmC, MEFERL MG E O
DA BRI E D 1T 9 AR AHRA
BEODHHELTD, %L1, BEELD
LT EWEBOEMTA T2 7 4 7 4 25k
K%Y, HMEBZ/ITI2=r—a v
HLLRDRT V2L THS (Bresman &
Zellmer-Bruhn, 2013). %7z, #HMHEILRIER
LA LT &N — WIS L, BRI EHz 7
TENEEEI S A, WEE IO wTiEvY— 7
TA Y TEMEES L) IR D S
(Bresman & Zellmer-Bruhn, 2013) .

—77, MR BOEPE BT B 78IS XA,

L3 LD AR EOIZ) BEFT L
W) DT R, JRERA /N— a2
& o TUIAERAMFEAE L TV 245, EHA
£ ) R—= 3 V2L o TIEHE AL 75 o
FIPHELTNDEN)DTH b, HHEIA
I R—=3 g VIZBAFOFEFERHAM O
ZH Y, FEHRIEIRD 5513 EAREFE:
FEd e, Tz, EBOTFHE RN
AL S 7213 ) 2SR ETeE 13 & YRR
Eb72595 L, BROERLIZI Y 7Y
7 b ORGEICE SS9 572%5 9 (Jansen et al,
2006; Kang & Snell, 2009) .

F72, AR EED L —EDT AL ¥
F CRMBAS T — 2 OB RS2 EH A~ %)

PN, FNERMZALEMEERNIIRY S S E

Ezbhbh, ZOHMBELT, 79y FNTE
DS <, ML EDIZE, F—24 - R

YN—DOHERNEREEY, Ty s b
7 bOEMIRE > TLE ) WREENDIT
bMd, BEREDOHRNG 2 oMb L,

PEERIZAZ7-HDMEHESIN TV L LHEL,
B ZEITICET 2 NDICARE RO L I I
7% % (Wang & Netemeyer, 2002), < D #%
R HGZLOEMRTA T T2 ERT S L

I, HEOFEZEMRT L X 9H12% 50
bl F/z, BRBYED L WIIEH
BEHOH 5, B2 O/ME R BB
FHT UMD H 5. BATHIRTIE, HC
B EEER N7 + —< v A% L8
L5 EHWLNIIENTNE—HT, T3

FAY N - ZZAH VL=V 3 YORTERTH
HZEB/MHEN TS (Sleesman, Conlon,
McNamara, & Miles, 2012). %R T ;%
BEGARHSGEEZNT Y A LWL S
B72ITIE, BZEIIEWN R ER E AN %
BEROMF W) ANTHEE T4 55
ZEPRDOEND A, LIzA-T, UT
DI % 7 E L 720

IREE 1+ A BRI A o & B Y T i i
BUFOBRIZH %

B R T S =B E B B S 7 — & SRR AL
W &G AR OB IZHU) Ml
L ThBo MBI 25 E W REEDHT
BT 3 =< Y AR CEBE LT,
2ODOMBFEPMENTH L I EDBHITH
% (Zhang et al, 2015). H37 A4 72 5 3L 5,
BHEAZME D &) — F2—¥—IEEHE )
DIWCHZENICLED &, BEfFAHED=—X
EROHPLAICLTLE ) WML D 5, 16
FRITI 28 %08 U 72 R O = — X0
RICE - TE) LMELZ M TE 5, —H,
BEAFHR S OBAER 7 = — XICHBMLTL £ 5
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L, FILWRBEAPEFICLS b, HETY
BRI Lo TEL ELZHBROEHRAD 725
ENtE, INFTIChVE ) LREIET
n, RIS ORBISHEORZS 9,
=7, MEENSEFEOAT T 4 7 %W
DI EIN TS, BAFET — AICE R EH
Bhl-o3Nnb e, ZRooOBEREHET S
DICHEMEZIELZY, X N—HoORED
AN—=BBEENTD T LHREND S Lwv
IHDTH% (Ho & Lu 2015; Zhang et al,
2015). L22L, LUF o2 & BB T 3%
FERORT T A TRNREIAAT T 4 T 5RR
ZERBEEZOLND, 12, 2F¥TFHY
v A (e.g., Evanschitzky, Eisend, Calantone,
& Jiang, 2012; Henard & Szymanski, 2001)
IZXoTRENTWS X912, HEEHEOHE
ML & 0 b F RS OBEMNEDIT ) HH D
INT =V ANK D RS E TSR
EhoHTH b, MABTHFAEIZ X - THIE
WMSEL o7z LTH, BEtkom 3
MAVEARABENLDOTHIEY A F ADRHE
O LD RETH B HIT, BUEAETH
Y BIORRNT 2 WO~ —3x, X oN—
MO hikmae £dh, BERZEEBVWTE
COERPEEDHLTLEEZOLNENLTH
% (Slotegraaf & Atuahene-Gima, 2011),
Bg oMb 513L, I NLHHE
mi kD EIMEIh=b0e Y, HREL
TEWRT =XV ANERENDL 2SS,
L72h > T, LT OREEREL 2.

P 2 B A i A8 I a8 7 + — =

VAR LT, TTADHEEE 2
5

4 mERE

(1) 7

AIFFE T A E R B R E B DI
HCNE S A ARG 2R Lz S —MEh
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AT, MO AR, AR, tLTar b
O — VEBIZOWTHE L7z, Rty 4
YE Y FHPET 5B EFHKOT— 5 X—
AN HEDE, RYEEEMEOFIETMIC
Frlg 3 418714 (562+1) & #kEB X Ok
EWWoOEER LML L, HEFMEZIT-
2o TDH L, REH 12X ) AEEIED
Ghrolzalr — AWM - 720 ML LT,
20203 MBI T e Y 2 7 b (205%) 121
L CAHBMEEF SN (HEF109%) . 56
—MIFAAED 4 A HRICE MR FEhE L 72,
BIMERAETIE, FEEST -3 VAR
DWTHIE L7ze H—HFRAIC I L 72205
L L CAREE R L, 15707 e Y
7 MZBET 2 AR EERE SNz (EFE
777%) o MBEREDOHEBI LT LEO Rk
X ZFNEN655N L2197 M TH 5, W
YTIWVOBEIE2ITRLTH S,

A RED D F )G LT e Wi
R L2 a2 BRNISERIRLTLE D
LWV EE NS 5720, DUN OS5 % b
3G OWTHE L RD 2, £,
(DIREEABFFE, b7 2G5 L7
Frimd s L, QEEBTr»rb5T, JE5E
PHARED TFEIIRELTEY, RS
WETEXBHWATHEZ L THD, AT
LEORLGEEZRE T 5720, BEHET T
L 2T HEGETARA Y NDY v A— T
RE (1 :&{BE5LTwkhrs/-7:
FEHWICHEG LTWwi) THlELZ. 0k
3, WML OF-M#5.385 (SD. =
1554) TH Y, AN LEVARMREICEL
TTRhEL4HERALTVWE I LEDREN
720 F72, FEMBZNAL TR LT, Arm-
strong & Overton (1977) 3 X U'Rogelberg
& Luong (1998) 2o THE L7z, #H—
2, RSz (B258—+%
YEAN) ERIICAE SN TV (T
B8—krF L)) &t BEICK - THIERL
720 TR, RWFFETH W2 SB& D
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x£2 HUTIOBE

N (#t%h) % N (#t%0) %
%78 HEEH
B 1 6.962 300 AKi# 7 4.459
i3 10 6.329 300~1,000 A& 24 15.287
VR ] 1 633 1,000~5,000 Ak 38 24.204
(4= 26 16.456 5,000~ 10,000 A& 27 17.197
EESR 7 4.430 10,000 AU E 61 38.854
TLHS 6 3.797 &5t 157 100.000
HSR - +HER 4 2.532
8540 4 2.532
LR 3 1.899 EEE
o 10 6.329 100 fEkKiH 8 5.096
T 15 9.494 100~300 {&kiH 16 10.191
ERS 30 18.987 300~1,000 {5k 29 18.471
Bk AR 17 10.759 1,000~ 3,000 {&ki 40 25.478
TR 4 2.532 3,000~ 1 JEK i 36 22.930
Z DB 9 5.696 1AL 28 17.834
& 157 100.000 &t 157 100.000

TARER 2T TR L, HEEBHRPROA
Lo 2R A RTHREICBWTY, 2
DO 7N — T TFEOH BEEIHES
Bholz (p> 100 HI, WEE L IR
BHORBREOHEE t Mg & 4 ZFJRE
Lo THES L7z FEMBEE D 51678 % 5kt
L, 7 H% EROAD T % AiF5E
DY TN E I L7258, SRt A B
RSN o7 (p > 10). MAT, *E
FOFEHEGIZOWT ORI 28 B AT
ENGdot (x2=7876,df =15 p > .10),
L7228 T, ARWFFEICBWCTIERIZE NS T A
I E 7 S e LRI L 72,

(2) AE>-AYYN-NATZR

PR % Fe 7 ZWEHNCINIE LT b 729,
MBI 58 20 S TGN 7 o+ — < VAN
DEBZOVWTIAEY - AV Y F - NL T 2
WFREE IR 6w, ETAD, MuEHE
MAZHEOMBRICBNTIZ, IEV- AV
R NA T ADREE 2 W Rtk s 50 £
Z C, Harman’s One Factor Test& Marker
Variable (MV) 2k oTIEY - AV v -
INA T ADBE% E L7z, Harman's One
Factor TestTiZ, 6 D DM (REM
Wi, WA, A BRI G,

TIATEIENE, BANATEIENE) OMEREZ
M, ERFE (HEs L) X 2H1T155
MagEL 7z, 2K, H—HTFoEFE
1316.037% &£ MEICH S E 2 673, 3E Y -
Ay KN T AOREIE M E 2 v &OHI
&7z (Podsakoff & Organ, 1986) .
MViETIE, JBfriise (e.g, Yannopoulos,
Auh, & Menguc, 2012) &RIERIZ, AL X
WVOEBTHDHFHT 4 7T RIEFEEMVICEK
EL, DGR O BEREAKITT
WBEMG L7z A AT 4 7151 Watson,
Clark, & Tellegen (1988) ®iHl5E N EE % $2 H
L, 7TRA Y D) v h—MRETHEL
(a= 848). M7 # & MV O B4R
BoMHEDs RS NS B oiztzd, TOfE
% I TMV & A B & o HH B AR 55 % 7
L7z R3IDOLE=MITHNCIE, BEEADH
BREAYRENTE D, TEZAITHNIEHE
ENTOR VBRI TR SN TS, HEK
B OMBIREL E MVIC L - THREBE S
M BIFREL D #12.002~.005TH v, JEHIZ/h
SWli7Zo7z, 72, FEMFRICHLTHK
EREIMREINL o720 INLOKED
5, AFFETIEIEY - AV Y K- N TR
WONRERE AT HIEERERMEE 3%
LBRWIZ EWIRENTZ, 72720, BN EL
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&3 HHBAITII L RORIRETE

NPP ERML EIML 0s MT T MV IND TS FS
NPP 1
ERML .005 1 .070 .024 372 273
EIML 312 074 1 -144 .066 154
0s .021 028 -139 1 118 120
MT .046 375 .070 122 1 452
T 074 276 158 124 455 1
MV -.079 .026 -.004 -.070 .056 041 1
IND -.062 014 .004 .004 .080 .024 -.053 1
TS* 220 168 .205 .001 027 316 -.044 -.081 1
FS* 194 169 113 -076 -.006 199 -015 -232 473 1
Fi{E 4.252 3.766 4.967 4.102 4.449 4.877 2.353 .344 2484 8.698
BERE 1.429 1.190 1.057 1.162 1.039 1.147 1.118 AT7 1.033 1.767
HEH 4 5 4 5 5 5 3

EEAFHICEIEY - AV Y F - N TRAABEFAORBRANTENATEY, FTZATHICITHEBERBINRIATN S,
NPP : Hi® &/ T+ —< 2R, ERML : FREMHFE, EIML : ARETIEFE, OS: AMMMBEHIEE MT: mETHEREY, TT: RFTHEEY,
CMV : ¥—Hh—%H, IND: ¥FEFI—, TS: F—LHE, FS: DFHRE

THAMBEBRINEEZALNTVS
| > .205, p < .01; || > .157, p < .05; |{ > .132, p < .10

TWEW) bIFTIERVWDT, a2vha—J
ERFELTETIVIEA LT,

(3) BERE

FHERE & OWE R IE, AT B
WCEIEN: & YD SRR S R Tw b
bDOEEH L7z kg% ZCovin & Slevin
(1989) OEMHHZEML, 784 ¥ o
SDREZ M\ 7z, #rdE 2513 EARK
MRLARHE 2 o 25k <, K 251381
)RR 7 OB 255 2 & 2R LT
%o A HEIHHANAR 75 DAL O BE A & 52 12

i, EELTI1. 24HTIEELRN-T7.

FEIZHTIETEDL] LW TR, bD) v
B — MREZ Az, BB E &G
BT 848 13Kim & Atuahene-Gima (2010)
DOREZFRMA L7z I/ 7 =< A0

MEI2iZ, Im & Workman (2004) & FIARIC,

je b, Az, ROL W¥y =7 Hh o7k b RE
2R L7z

A2 DR T W BREE 22 B 0 BIARA~ I
ETEEEHEIST 520, SR R
F— LB, ERE, A, HRAHE
FWET Y P VERE LTEALL, i
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FBBIOWTIL, HEOA ML
POMEREOT— % 2 Lz, BSsT—
LABBLEF— 2D NEE L7e, BRI F
BF—2DONEOREITTULEERY, F7-
FER 2 EE oz, HARWEZERL
729 Z TETIVIZEA L7 (Curran, Finch,
& West, 1996) o EREIZ DOV TIZHEA - B -
AKH (1995) 1ZHEvy, &R O 8l &
FAL, BRI & F OB SE F TR MR
EL, FI—ZEHEL T TR
FEWEE B AMEEMEICEI LT, Jarworski &
Kohli (1993) OREZHFH L7z

TATHIEDIMER LT RCTRFETH - 72
728, HAFEICEIINL 729 2 T % EK
L7 BIROZ UM EZMERT 5720, HMO
EHKBEL, Ny bIUYAL—Ya vk
1T 72

5 kR

(1) E%EMH & RUMHOBRET

WE R EDFHENM: & 2412 WE 3 5729,
W HE RS & BRI T8 & 4T - T2
¥ 7N - H 4 X)Bentler & Chou (1987)



M7 O Y = 7 MBI MR A

D5 ¢ 1 RE#EEZRE TR 22720, (DH
M oy bu—VERK, QEyE Ll
ST = VA, LWV 2D THRE
FNERHEE L. FETFVOMAIERE LN
FAMBIIRAITREIN TV D, FEMEIC
LT, WHAMEEEEI BN REETDH
% Composite Reliability (CR) > 0.7 (Fornell
& Larker, 1981), Cronbach’s a > 0.7 (Nun-
nally, 1978) #0405 FHl- 7248, 06
DETH27-0ZHRERHMPHTH 5 & HI
L7: (Bagozzi & Yi, 1988)

IR Z B4 P12 2w T, Average Variance
Extracted (AVE) > 05 (Fornell & Larker,
1981) #§i7zL7zoid, HEN ST+ —<
A, HWAFEFELE, MVTH o7z, O

B LTIX, AVE < 05&7%oTLE 57275

030l EidiizzLTwab, Zhid, WA
HOFHEIFI055U ETH L L ERLT
BV, Comrey & Lee (2009) 75 [Rw] &
FTLIEERWIZLTVWD, LEAoT, &%
BOPREZ B HEIIZERERKETH B L
WrL7zo B, AL 7 Py 53—
AL D —FH O R BT T M=

A3045% T Al - 7248 (Comrey & Lee, 2009),
b5 2 L BHEERESK T T 272020 F
FEFIVICEDT

WEREDFBNE L EITONTIE, 2200
RSB & B X 2 WERRR 12001 7L & 3
EL, FHFHOMBEREO R L AVER I
B CHET L7ze TSR, HsA L
HMAELEDEFVIZBWT, FTFMoM
FIRELD 3 & 0 b TG AHEFEEDAVEDS
Bl oz X512, RT-OMEE 1ICHE
LzEF IV EHMHEE L ET VR LI L /2
LZh, MM BABA MR TE L o7,
TIBAEFENE & HATASHE T O [8] D 97 51 % 24
i ToTEewElilrshsizd, 220
ez Gm U CHBRBEAEELEE L, Thb
VPO ZEFNZ B TIZAVED W - o+ B
BREDOZFex Ll TBY, Rl YD
HENTz,

BB 2B, BB LG
B EBR eI 2HEEFHLEDEL & W
)T ETHb, FATHIZETIE, BHITEDOZERK
WCHLT, EMA I R= g v EiFHRA
JR—=3 a3 yO)EEHME, (2)FAHE (3)7%

x4 HERBHERFIMIOBR

std. A S.E.

std. A S.E.

ET (AHOBEREES DY bo—LER)

x2/d. f.= 1.892, p < .01, SRMR = .086, GFI = .851, CFI = .888, RMSEA = .076

#4815 (AVE=.487,CR=.821, a = .773)

0Os1 .593

082 .504 1565
0S3 .750 185
0S4 .846 .186
0S5 742 A7
Y —h—ZEH(AVE=.655,CR=.850, a = .848)

MV1 739

MV2 .874 132
MV3 .810 113

TSR HEE M (AVE=.310,CR=.657, a = .660)

MT1 .338

MT2 .364 391
MT3 318 407
MT4 775 584
MT5 776 594
BT AR (AVE=.518,CR=.837, a = .827)
T 549

TT2 728 245
TT3 .500 214
TT4 .892 241
TT5 845 267

ETIV2 (THEFTFEHEKNT+—TUR)

x?d. f.=2.810, p < .01, SRMR = .085, GF| = .856, CF| = .859, RMSEA = .108

5% E (AVE=.388,CR=.759, a = .759)

ERML1 698
ERML2 658 146
ERML3 610 148
ERML4 559 142
ERML5 581 152

A /T +—<7 U X (AVE=.667,CR=.888, a = .882)
NPP1 884

NPP2 911 .068

NPP3 779 .066

NPP4 672 .079

SERETISFE (AVE=.458,CR=.770)

EIML1 .630

EIML2 712 189
EIML3 676 21
EIML4 .685 188
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DI 22 EHTH SN TW 5B, ARFZEIC
BT RO %2 - CRE T T 855
BoERE=HM L7z 320085 EEDS
L, ENDRLEY O KT 5729,
Lubatkin, Simsek, Ling, & Veiga (2006) &
[A#kICEdwards test (Edwards, 1994) %17 >
o BRI, (IERRBIT A H LG E

W8 2 M2 R & U 7 R o0 o 92 i

(2)3DDERFFEIC X 0 VEK L2 5% liar
R L L7z Bilg oA o Fti, (3X2)D#E R D
2B, BORMEDOZEALRAVN S WEEE % Bk
RS EHOERE LTRE, &vw) 320
ATy T THb, #ERELT, 3DDETIV
TARUITRT 1 AKETHEZ 57205, &
FHMEZ MO E L2 TV o H HE R
ARUZ03BE D F L 2 D, TR & ML
e L7zE7 Vo HHEREFAR D 034&
Pl E oz ED728, KWIZETIE
MRS58 % 2 20 R o &5HME &
PR E UCTHIMEL.

(2) IRERARTE

IO, RIHEEEI & 575 A fif
MrazHw/ (£5). ZEICEEMEMEO
TR AR E 2 H WT w72, BUE B T 324
B O(EFE) OFFNVIIBWT, AR
7% o SRR (AaHE) ~
FATTHEBII T I A7 (f = 260, p <
001), MHIEITH 578 (GEtH) 13, i
BT F =R VANT T ADHEEEH 2 Tn»
72 (B =160, p = 057) . AU 58 (3
FAl) I2BWTH, AREAHLERNEEO 5k
HOMBIET IATHEERD (B = 289,
p <.001), M8 CGEREAE) o)
RIETIATHEE -7 (B =153, p =
070)0 L72A> T, RH 1L ixmIpsh, K
ARG E - (A

B T 5538 D AR RO W T T —
FZAbNT v TEERHWTHRE L7z, Hedges
(1992) 12#o&, 77— A+ TF v TORIE
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[ £5013 2,000 W2 5% %8 L 720 A % B SR A 2
DFEHD LIS T 4 —< ¥ ANO
AL, AR T4 H (FEHE) o7V (b
=035, p = .031) & AR S (GREAH)
DEFIV (b=.037p=.03) OELHILE
WThH 5 %KETHEZ 72,

B AR 58 GREAE) 25 o
T+ =R Y ANDREDI0%KETHEZ 5
7272%, Simple Slope TestiZ & - T X v 3
M7 R 2 MR L7ze AT dh 7z - T,
FRY 8, WA, AUE A
B (GREfE), o bu— VERE M
e L, HN ST+ —< o A RERERE
T2 ARG L 720 2 BRI E
FRMT 2720, 200HEFE #h0bL
729 2 CRUm T8 2 Ve L 7zo TG
T E ORESR WIS, IR D55
BN T = VAN T RBIAEK
HA2W-8 e h o7 (b =.160,p > .10)c —
F, WEHATSEE ORESRWIGE, Bk
RZROHPIIYAF AL R, 5%KET
HEEo7 (b=-327p =027, ¥EHH
FHOBERE Y, (G E A5
N7 F =RV ANRIETHEITIATHY,
1%KETHEE R >72 (b= 645 p =.001),
—7, WEAGFEHOBRESRCLE, b
B OR)RAIH BARMER {72 S h o Tz
(b =.097, p > .10)

A BRI ALRR RS 28 & OBUR BT 3 2 T o B4R
BUFRITH L LhREn (M1BH),
¥ 72, Simple Slope Test®#i&#, # ¥y HH
ol o AV By ORI B T 4238 [ A ] -
b = -720, p < 001, MmEMHY»HE [REE
fili] - b = 3532, p < .001), AUEEITHZH
NIYAFAOKEEE G2 TEY, mua ()
WETT S # [AHE] @ b = 456, p = 024,
MR 5 8 [EHEAE] b = 2377, p =
009) TR7IADEEEZG 2T, —7
TREORS ORI EEE [&5HE]
b =-132p > .10, BUE R T 2 E [(RfHfE]:
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®5 NABHOER
ETILA ETIL2
I EH BRI HEEH NI HEREH

MLA(& i) NPP MLA(RHE) NPP
0s -.093 -.090
08?2 .260*** 289***
MLA(& 5tHiE) .160*
MLA(GRE1iE) 153*
ENV 328 -.025 303 -019
MV 037 .034
IND 023 -.003 .038 -.032
TS .190** 139 182+ 142
FS 047 .093 .086 087
X2/d. f. 397+ 1477
SRMR 013 013
GFI .998 .998
CFI 1.000 1.000
RMSEA .000 .000

NPP:#E G/ T+ —I VX, MLA: NEEHIHEFE, OS: AHIMEREEE ENV RETHEEM,
MV:w—h—2%, IND: £5853—, TS: F—LIRIE, FS: ¥R

#*5p < 01, **p < .05, *p<.10
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-0.5
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BHRRREE

b = -578 p > .10) FAEEL B & O

RIS AH BRI S e d o 720
6 MMESHERORE

Frm s T — & O BRI R 580, #
FEAEBRAORE 2 72 1 SRR 2 iR <Of
THIEE, RESNDLZ PRI N
i, RFFEDRE & 3HEDOBIRTH > 720
BRI ALREAE AR R i 5232 & - TR
MTHAHHEEL LT, G0l —vh

-
—

HIfE T % 7D ERO LA DRI T b
R, FoAIHERPHE ) R T
Y707 RHEIDIZWw, ZLTTr kR
DRI & o THSRIY = HHIUE 2T W
RFTVEVS TN EENEZ IS (Droge,
Calantone, & Marmancioglu (2008)). 7z,
AR 2SRRI 2 o TH AR TRt
L7z ) AN T 4 THRHBEIENRT, &
LA MR E MR S b 2 & HRIE
SNz,

AOE RIS B a7 + =< Y A%
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MESETWz, BRHERGEZHBEL, &
Wit LR FR & R T 5 72O I IER BT
FHEGHRWS P EON VB EE L OT
5, 72, Simple Slope TestDFFHEHED 5,
AT FERS T VITb WA TIE
ERMELFR G LAY F AL 2 &
IR S N7z R RN 2 B A it 12
DWTOMEME BT 5 Z &%, R
BWRHOBIENEHEPDERT WA, EILOHH
BRBAETEMHLTCLE) L ==X %512
W7z A WEMENH 5, TD72D, #H
BN T+ =< Y ARBETSEL00b L
R\,
COEHTLODOHFMRME»EO N
7o, RARRSHOBEL DD, H—I1Z, K
AT ROBTENE LT, kG L,
NOEBHMFHT H2RETH D, BARIC
i, AFEE, V—%F—T v, F—rER
H"ETH 5, Kang & Snell (2009) 1%, %
RUAEENZ# L 7o AR W 2
FTHERTY A MR, HHREEIHEL
e AM KR I ORCHI#E R T 5 AN
xR EZEIFTWS, Diaz-Fernandez,
Pasmar-Reyes, & Valle-Cabrera (2016) 1% A
RA v OBBEEMFEANORELZIEIZ, THL
7o AN OFBAE A BAFE, S,
HESENTHLZ L ERLDD, Kang &
Snell (2009) DIEHZAMATIICHEEL 720 F
72, Jansen, George, Van den Bosch, & Vol-
berda (2008) 135 ki o> g4 AS ALK 0 BRI
PRI RITT 2E2 48 L, Jansen, Kostopou-
los, Mihalache, & Papalexandris (2016) i
& OHRY B ASF — 2 O FOR R AR %

RESELZEERER L. Lo T, 4
% OWIZE TG 2T THC LD LD
EREIMZ CURFNRETVERET 5 & B
WiEs 9,

ETAC, MRS Y X VMR KRITTE S
RBRETH Do AW TITHLMIAE L 2 BEPE
M- EV) TRILTE S 272, R
MR8 e OBfRE X DSBS Z %
72®IT1E, MERNEE 2 BB O T MRITD S
EORDBULEND B, 72L& 21E, Bresman
& Zellmer-Bruhn (2013) 31k, #HF1L,
RERELD 3 D DWITH DAk EZ £ L
Jansen, Van den Bosch, & Volberda (2005)
Fortefl, R, ERTED SRS R &
52 TWbo [FERIZ, A& OWFZETITHLEREE
EeMEL, R EOMRERSL LR
WiEs 9,

B, A7 v AR L) EY
B CTHEST 5 RETH D, BEUNY;
FEEMUTEAMSINETRGT A TTIZ
B R b 0% L, WHmICELL, KE
LR FREE LA 7-OXREMA 22500 L
R\ TD728, AWFFETHRA L 72RRYIIY
THA P ERHCTI )RR 7 +—< >
ArRWETDHERVIESLD, 12721, TOK
WIERIEREZ S L TRPLEE b, H
2, Y— U AELEOMERTHET HRE
72AH 9 AWIFRIZE T, ATIIZEL D 15
B V) —F - TS TR &
R T o+ — <V ZDOBRDHFERE S 7228,
MW RBERONSE ETIZEESTV A
Vo TD728, Kk R ITIRT O FEREFZED I
REMAER TG RDONETESL S,

(TEEH : BIERE)

##5#8:& (Covin and Slevin 1989)

0S1 : MlfEHN T, H—SNAEHR Y A VHHE
CRDBDLENTVD - RV vy —DFHAY L VT,
FEFIEALENZ DO E) ThVLDFETH
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Lo LALZEPHCEHR SN TS

0S3 : fEERITARUTTED b N7 Fhi X ITHITHE
TN, MLEHEINTVS -3 LAKOFhi &
PEMHTHIE R0 LTYH, WHZHLET
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0S4 B ALK, B GEMY AT AL
THMT AT AL o T, METERWRERIITD
NTVDL-¥EBERETIELL0I, A1V T74+—7
W7 NI BIAR I 3 <M BARAEVE <2 16 i o0 ML U2 F
DLERHPTENITE S R VWEEPTONIL TS
0S5 : 94 YHMERXF v 7EHMOMERIL, &
KOMF LR EZ BT 2 2 EATRCHEPINT
WD =KW 8= ) T4 126 U Tl ) 2 AT
a5 2 LTIz D 5

0S6 : HMOEERIKITIE B SN TEY,
BELZWH LoOFHRE @8E EOFHR~D T 7 2 A1k
FEWIHRENT WD - EER M H LOWH & B
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I LEHADT 7 & 2 ZM i Twv b ™2

OS7 : WEREIBITLARODRNELEEHE S A
V=l 252 d, mlEHEINTWS -2k
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2L LT, RS UT, HMR AW &Rk
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miEFE (Kim & Atuahene-Gima 2010)
BRREMGFE
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MT1 : HBBE> AT 5 RGHED = — X1, B
W% L IR 20 H 5

MT2 : £F CTHRADHEGBRHF - AZH S22 &
Wl ro7z &) BREED, TNHICHLT=—Z%
HLTWLDRFEAIGHOL/-DIZLTWD
MT 3 : F4x ORI 4, fiEICBEICRS L
bHE, itz ZNIFERER LAV LD S
MT4 : Fex OERFIE, VObHMMEZELEKDS
D 2

MT5 : F’ADE T ARIZBWT, BEOELAD
BEFERER & & HITKRECEML TS
MT6 : F4 2G| 5% D% < 13,
HTHHH?

WS DR

[PaAdRE] 4 91 B4 35 (21.12)



RO Y = 7 MBI TE

Hifi A reEM (Jarworski & Kohli 1993) X A7 1 7RIE (Watson, Clark, & Tellegen 1988)
TT1 : A DHEFIIBNT, MBS IEIHE Y E MV1 : —HHVWHLWHLLTWEIENDH D
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3L OHBRBT A TFTTHREHRHINTE MV 3 : RS RETHEICVWS VST AT

TT3 : Fx OEROBAA2-3HHIZE ) o T 72

WHLONETFUT L0, FEFICHELY

TT4 : BWZEAIZE A DEFUTB VTR E ks % 1 @ iR H

ZH726LTn5 %2 ITHIBEAE V720, EF VLA L 72,
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(Abstract)

Since Kim and Atuahene-Gima (2010) developed the measures of exploratory and
exploitative market learning, empirical research of ambidextrous market learning in new
product development team has been undertaken. However, several issues remain in prior
research. First, there is a disagreement on the effects of ambidextrous market learning
on new product performance. Second, antecedents of ambidextrous market learning are
not fully examined yet. Third, common method bias was not controlled. In this study, we
conducted a survey of Japanese manufacturing firms at two time periods. The results of the
analysis show that there is a U-shaped relationship between organic organizational structure
and ambidextrous market learning. Ambidextrous market learning has positive effect on

new product performance.
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