FRIE—EUE 5 H A5

IRA, BREEK
VY22 A2 T R 245 2 g o [ A B ) U o oy, 922, BRVE, 710049)

HE: SRARIFNELEZLRE. A8, MFAK (EOLS) X AMREFT 3 E 0 fe i —
B, AR BN, Fil e B BB R RATOI AR AL, — B A e Ra . AL
AR AR LT © 7 SRS IR A R — B AR AR, AT AT 216 R P EANE) 49 SLIEH
MR, hARALE T IR, LA, AT Fknk, AR TEMNEEZ N —K LAy B3
XM E AR R, AL EOLS —H M) FIEA R 48 LF T i 220 b — 80k a9 AR
%, FINEFZEREET G5 KB —BWZeEFEERT TR,

X8RIF: AT R, KRR —EUM; EOLS —Z M, 44k, BEA LM

hESES. (931.2

0 515

ORI AR R — b S B2 B 4k o W iz AT WL 4 BRUEAR, — ELAEREAE A BR BRI
B R A R (HeXie) BRI T 20 4D 80 FACKREEH, ¥ A G @i Wik
IEE. FEGERNE T8 B TR0 508 WSO IS FH ) 1) A e o7 o A Apok, FINE A BRER R
(RN R RHER R 8 58 G DL — SR 30 S50 T0R B B D HEE, 1k T AT
X2 2% 22 AR IR A BRI GRS TR (PN TR o R A HE R R e AL A 5 A R Gl 2 (Rl A7
TEIEAOCOC R, RIS CRAUE T A S S Sl getk, BRISIAK, i (Strategy, S)
1 E/O/L CRES/ALUARS) R — S0 SEHURIE RS R 2 BT HE N 4 4 R 5 B v
MRS, RS R AR e PR . RE g B, A A 5 e S Tt b v TR P 55 i s ] o 5
PLIRIR T 5% B B 1) 0, DRt ZESBUANE (Rd Re e, s HAT T . R
LR AL HIE RSN =AEH GRS B IAES D W, Anse se i
JE TR EARBIE L, AR B A A I R IE W A AT, TR BIZ1 2L H R,
SR ) B3R

—HUB A ER, R EEE R 1 — 0k SR TR AN AT [k )8, A
WFFUE UL (Strategy, S) MRS/ LULMT (E/O/L) —EUERI IR . Ay S g 15
HLRMIG I AEE . AT 5585 B R DLSAH OCRE )« BLI AR SRR D8 28 I ANE — 3, 1555
AR A AT ERZR, UL il g B A0l S R s — Btk (strategic alignment). 1)
PAPE Cstrategic fit) PRSI A S8 S5 /0 9 )7 EAT I T B0k 1 BT ST (4l
WIAEE. Ems . 1RSSR R ANE —20, AR5 MWFNEE BELS A B A — 8t S
SURR AR, B fiais H CAT R ECe 2 AT SE I A 56

1 “—H4” FRE

FE S BN “ 7 (Hexie) PRAEA—EMERI4—. — 2 (alignment) ARSI T
Ansoff (1) (g sy U, Py s Sk th s i (it | ¥4 Cintegration!).
¥ Charmony!™) . Fl4 (fusion™) %%, Henderson Fil Venkatraman (1999)41fifmg— ik
SE UM s HM A PE Cstrategic fit) MIZHAEHA, w1 Uy LR A W AR AN T 3275 2

FETH: ER AR OB AR 478 8(70121001).
B fif: ERAI (1975-), B, S TErA, 4k



AT AL, YUEIE A R B bR ST A A 2R A5 4 e ks DhRe3E S -SRIt /E A ml g5 f
B EE I EEAE IO, Luftman 25 0EA Ak soms— S0 SO, 212U s DT Fa b i
WG A5 B RIS . 2SRRI RS R ZZ RIS (harmony) DEREM,

LR TS B AR U T (i) WFFUAE R R OCR, IS S5 mE (B-S), i
W S ALEE ) (S-0) 2, JE B R B HAL N B RIS W s — S0k BE i
HEAEOER, HHRAGHOE AN 20 HZ OIS kg, (HZD 4589, Bk, X
PSR T — S g SRS, XS0 P i T B O TR IR A4 (45K, B An
QT AR EATT 2 TR B — 3501k i

P MV ERBE 1R I 38 52 A AN AN R AR 18 hn 1 24 ) 1E 20 () s K i1 o, BR s
TG LA S . Venkatraman 257E SMJ (Strategic Management Journal) FfJig SCH$s H,
PR 5 dmis 16— Eev ot T4 gt T P, T HRAE 1979 ER TS (B) 54140
(O) W5, Tung Bt 7 H TIERERI 0 AT A SRR 1R 43028, 1T Ja SR I A BE e T
SRR Rk ARSh AN LB RS B Y. Sang Ak
PR T T AR B AR RO A W R B A VA B (] (R DG R P, 5 R TG A
KI¥), Grinyer ¢ NSO 48 ZOKNAF I, Hilg (SO HHLLM (0) Z MR Z
FEOEN, A 5 5 F 2 1) (R Db — SO IR BERSE Chostility) MG, 545808 K,
T IS AR S R L RIS 5 A R G RIS 2 TR IROC R, A58 I, g S5 PR 4l
LR I VT BC T BOE 2 8 o AN E BV EE 255 | Q8T 22 S A0 R, AN 9150 s 15 A8
AT SR ) PR B R R B, IX U PR 3 TR R D IE — R i S A R IS AR S8 A wI B A
TEl

MRS FERAL T SRS TE R S B HEARRESE, (R AN GE 2540 FEAS R LR UE il s A 2% 5
i, SCHLALZURIE IR T SRS (L) ASCAL IO IE) B B B Ay, FRBE 5 4140
8775 TR 2 (AR AT T VT C 2 3 B0 R I S i) DG, I X I AR A2 B a X F R DL I
U R B 6 TR B AN 5 T PR B B B (R B A EAEE, A R T S,
IRBE 8 R 2 S 5 5 Wi 57 B8 T I8 AN M PRI, 5 B () 28 17 DA S e e TATBA 1)
LIRS IR 5 M (munificence) AT 247520377, O'Regan Fl Ghobadian E#F5T
g (LD fGEE (S) SGROCRBRH, HAHMIITA GEY L SRS 1K) 56 A0 H
T K s TP BP0, AN KRR HE T B v (M. B0, 178
25 1 il s PR WIG P e R g a3 8 ) P B B R 0 S k5 2 5 AT g T AR
e b5 7 3 A ) BOPE RO N R A AT P A R B R 5 L S AE ) (boundary
spanning activity) FI{FE EAEFERE SR T HRGRA IR KRB DTHR . HARIX LAY K (1) 15 15 5))
FEA—E A GRIEAT N, AHAE S T ik 5 38 5 A 2R 355 22 TR) (R0 AH ELAE FH AE /N Al i
FEH BEER,  [RINIE WA S 4 5 L S R AR P, ok CEO AN Mg vk 3 47
NIIRER, AfEIEHUK CEO B A 5 K XU BB i fms . Mz, 2 o8 ml ez 20
GREE AT, JF HEZ BAVEM RS0, Belr o wl SR H AR BET o A ALK AT
ZAEW MR AN S A SR B R TR, DL L M St S s F IR B =) H b o 5 BEAE AN )
O ) TR R 2 A, T HLAR 50 40 5 B AT Dk G 21 2R YRR A ) A B R 2 I R 5, DRI
AT 55 A2k 2 1] 1 — SO T Al 0 e D i 2L 52

2 —EUE. FHESBEAGN: ARER

IEHR B ARG R, RS DU, R85, A18U45H ., M s %
2T DU — S0 88 SO 11 LGNSR I e s e [ B AR o AR AT OB T 45
S, 141 Homburg et al. 7556 e A SIS HOTIFE o I oA A5t —B0HE 5 G2 17 4%



%, West and Schwenk P RIRIF ST Ay i J2 4 B A BA K — 30k 5 41 243 B0 1) R AT 35 1A
KRR T, XEELE IR A I i DR — SO AR 5 o — () ORI &, eI E I T 20
B AP R 45 ) — 3 X U AU BE T IR AR AT, B — S A R Gk R FH 2 (a1
SR RS RS 1, AR, RIS, N ) AR B,

KEMZ T0HE A — Bk SEUERE TSR T — B 5 80800 R I IEAEE . Keats
Hitt /4§ FH A 110 ZERBY b 24 = RS 2 ERE AL 207 T s, wFoe 17— Mo & i
PG, bR R AU (E). B (ZER) (S), ARIFEL. 42345 R
) (0)5 G5k, I SUE T AL EL PR 25 2 MAFAEAE —E IR ER, B IREE AR )
VAR K- 1) ik s 22 S A R A AL 14, ZH 2R S5 K S M s s 17 2 W) RIABE AN 58 i il s 45 44 2
DGR o Ak, ANFEE RN 22 A s 5 A wl T A S08UEA G, HIsE Sl iAok
71, John 25 N IS8 RE LS T 404 R 16 TNV FRBE MG (B-S) » P9 B8 & (R 41 2145 4
HEHEA(O-L). WH50AN, MR T AW I FE N, B HE A SR X L
FAS A BRI 80 (fit), XA SRR T ARSI, NS A,
PRI I L T Al 5 R, sl T80, RPE. Pl s N R IE . 3450 4 Hall, Cyert
A March PRI TN R 0T 0T R S0 PE ik . 38 o2 28w TR 0 >k B 41 ZURI RS 7 1T
(R 2 RASE A4 S B8 ) 10 A 4 A8 43 A o AT BRI, Hall YA 28U K . R RGN 2145
SRR, HAEMARTEAE R FREAT IR, X T e X EE . [
Lieberson il O’Connor I SZIEMFFIHIN N GELHIIEE Salancik 55 Pfeffer (UMD, %)
TARGR, S WMIRE R 2ok i g, s /2, Weiner 1 Mahoney ]
BOMAEIMGG . APN81T (E-O-L) ARsiiAT T34, FIFHRNE . FHEZRFB M = A5t
BAGKR M T B-O-L AR5 AR S0 MRS Xl 7 LR FAR PR
MR, R, AR GRUE A SRR T PRI A E I 5 2, 053 A A 4 2K
AR SR, AR AN 2 1t AR RIS IE B AR 5 A W AR 7 1), I HAT T3 1%
P N 2 T A Y 3 Lo BT (R 805 53 ) 3R 55 DA AV (stewardship) B [H]
G5 i Af FEREAT T AR, TGS DLHRLT N T (ISR RE T 5 . 2 ZURN 4003 s [R] 3 %)
T-HRUEE N Z AR 40% ,  DRIR AT PR 2556 T 20 2R SR 1 s i o 22 (2 1 2 LI o

8 S G a B 5 I NS 508 50 N BT R 56, 19 s [ A ) 5
N [ T b T A — K — S 9 . Yadong Luo il Seung Ho Park #J ] £8 # () Miles Al
Snow HJHIHE# (Prospector). Piffl# (Defender). 73#H1# (Analyzer) —Flkmgsn2k, 145
HH 3 M e B £ 52 % I o T ER S, I LR AR 4 W A L s S 5 1 1,
Justin Tan X} Ms — A5 — GU8OC R A 7 v B 4 R & 5 bl ATl ) & 24 3
H o RPN 55 PRBE AN 2 1 S 3 A O o A B SR AN R BRI AN I o 1 v 5 WS Tk R SRR O,
2 5B AR S IE A OG, T ELB AR e S BOE s S BoB iR, He
G ] A Al 0 20 R 5 R 2 TR 487 O Y, I HL28 Dy A [ (PR it o AN ) (4 B T By
BOABIR A T 0048, MR B2 O A AR T MG G — S0 9T R T AL 2 S 4R L,

PRIE L A SR A 2 i) 3 25— B3 I AR S R AT I i X B ( gestalts™)”
W91, L ep g AN AR ARG, 4y i A AR B R R (AR ALY, JF HAR R 1A
SUMEAS B AT AR WTHE A B R 2 Y R B AR R B O EAEE . AL, AT A
W TC 2 AR RS P S P T R G, 4 B ) Khandwalla®  mE 53244 T —Fh A 2510
T r—8E sk J77% . Khandwalla 5, 4 —FRh gt =28y, 42145
FEAEAE AT 3 Z AR R A RE R () 1, i th 75 LA e AT A N ()28 )y, R “—
kAR, I HURSEAE ) A 2R, S5 R 0 2 Z AR AT R I B 22 1) b 2 A DGk
Danny Miller F1 Peter H.Rriesen 7EHF 70202 Y AN € M8 (uncertainty reduction) 7 7.
(differentiation) F134 (integration) ZZfE L5 MEARLIS, XFEH T3R8 = Flon B AR &



DL TG ZE AR B 2 () (R AH OGP AE D 5 AR e D Aol ) 22 e, A1 FH 2 35 AH 0% R A0S B AR LAl
WE S A () — SR S R v, JF B, A2 (Al — B AR S Ok T 4N L
A% (harmony) 1, ASCIOWFITICIAEE . L. AT 15 ML ik BIANE B — SR
HIR “EERIPERITTER Y, PR A, — AL R AR R P S3k, T B X DURIT %
CCAE R ms b A8 ) 2 R — B A28 (B 1, T ARSI gl “Ax 507
(RIAH DG R I IR B A 35 A

A P EE H AT OB S8 B B HEZEPY, REHS (5 N, 0 S s
W5, HZURT = ANK R0 T 780 M, A 220 s 8 B A 2 IR
AUFIZ AP TE A O UK R B AR, FFEE A BAE BT vl AT 0, SR AN =
RUF B 2R B F RIS 7, FHEME B L RS R FMALR SR, S mAERR T &5
ISR T PUREM—20E, BARRAILEOE EOLSCGAEE. 4141, AT FEm) DY e 2 & At il —
ARG AN AR LT 1987 4F Miller $2H — 145/ (propositions). Miller 435l A
WEE. 5, B3 5588 (EOsLS) PUF IG5 Fl th A& 18 M eATT 2 R) 5w 3k () # 4%
FFHg X e 4 RSB HT P R B, R T LR B A R A
SO T EUAE TR A RS TR R — B 5 LR G0 ), TR BEES ROU R A
FE BT FOREAR s BATTANE A I A 5 DA [l Al kg 4806 56 DY 6 32 A4 — 350k o 7 %1 “ AR )7
ZJa, SRR “&5)” Z A RS, I HAX A R EAE ST B A 2 h
NG ES:

B2

A —E

0 y
HIEA /e
4141 ‘ N5

& 1 EOLS—EU|4 54ALAL%R%]

AT LN W AR BE

BBE 1: EOLS ¥, 4141, WU ANE) A28 ARSI S A AL 2 N — Sk i,
R ZARSCIE W], T AE ST A AL 2 AR R 55

it 2: EOLS OWikg. A2, WU ) JoR KA ShE ST I SV Al — 2k e,
R Z ARG, AR ST AL 2 AR L 55

3 TEHIR
3.1 INE. B S ERR

SF IR AR A, FYIPY 7 A B IR 2 AP SRS Justin AN
Robert, Justin il Tan, AR5 T G EE T b B W47 A E A ST, %7 T 35
I 2% (Complexity), &M (Dynamism) FIFECGYE (Hostility), ASCR T [RIFERAR
L, CIXECRRE AR ] AR AR — N T HESE ] TS I PR A A T T A B R S I B 1
63[45][46]” .

Y 2R S K AT AN [ () 7Y, Horp Mililler T Friesen!® eI 5T 20 26 AU IR 4 HH 1 41
UMM R ITE, BB AR S BB IR f, A S — R, =
AN W LS AN IAES ) )W, (Scanning) ZHZL A IR HIMLE] (Controls) 5 N



H RN R4 (Internal Communication Systems) o

Mintzberg 15458 T ALK V1R R =l s ) 2 452201, Meiller A1 Friesen 42
HT 1L ANUEA R ) E 1 AR B, Hart(1992)IBIFGT4s T — N4 A s 161 5 ok R 2 HE
B, P T @A BAE. BEYE. A5 MRESH LR e RO, S e Ot R T AR 1Y
AN FEEREE R SUREAE ), i FEAE T O IO ME & R R, 2 R H AR S O
5 s i L Y, A Rt g e A M R L, R U AR S AT A
SRR S AIr . 5 IR ER B0 Fo R s e B, BEPERELC (rational mode) (%%
P KT (1 SR A B o — AR AL TR P BB AR B i B A B, bR L, S s
€ (strategy making) ¥k W& 4 & (1748 2)) i & A1) T 58 4 M 25 A mF9C R )l ,  AHIF 9T 200 5
£ HLAB T BB o R A AR ER) Miller (1978). Miller (1979) “/f1 Miller #1 Friesen

(1983) 1%, 2 fo ) e 1 o 5 M LRI R, SRR 7+ AN AR = S I s, e
FIENYE (R S5HZT scanning ITAE SO FIEEHEEIPE (strategic tradition) —/>, &
LY K oAt )\ S 4 e AR 50 o () S )

3.2 HT

FH 24 B0 G TAT S (0 SCRIRKS A3 AR 405 5 1 i\ B 2 TR S M LR Cll Yk ™D,
QTR AR S R e R | AR B U TR R R ASFEE, I Bk R A
FIER BRGS0, X FAR AR5, 141 Cannella H1 Monroe HIHF5T T
1, CEO Wk 7 fs 1 A5 3 XRS5 s (0 R AT 170 AN 2 il i 3 36 AR 1B R U1, Waldman Al
Yammarino MEEER JJ IR BERERE T 5 A FISURIIN G R, B CEO (1 ) 913 T BUA BA 1 41 1)
ST P RS TR THA 57 . CEO BYAR Sk ) 5 40 2R S0 1 AH 6 i 91 HLIxX f
R GIRE A E MR 2, e P R, AT LA S S5 . P
FGHT, BUFH N H R, GG RIS FIR TR0 4 1F, S JE R A b+,
A5 2 4 A B T ARAE FH X 4% s T A i e Y,

T AT I A BRI SO B8, K G T T B B9 5 SO IR 3 IR R e — i
3781 b5 v [ 15 S0 S AT S BRI ST AR, 51 S 06) o S A 8 Al P A S I S EE 4R T
SRS, BRI T B T G AT R T S e S E Stk SR N E
BT IR, RS A T H A G 31— 10, Pl RIS T AIE. s
HEAZ WA, I BT8R SR ik ) B80S 2 0 o] DL i 52 ()28 8, G I 5
A (10 g R A0 Y, R D O EA TRAT S B A P B B T OF A Se S, IE W Hofstede
ST S 2 MBS ), PEOT PSR B M@ R, ot gERE R EE B
AN NAEART S, AN e M EERTPE FE masculinity/femininity ) 40T ORI 5T 2 A 52 5500,
X BCff P v AN N /SR SO FE R A R 2 F BV DR 35, 480 v gl 5k DA Ay 2 R A 32 LI
A, IR A AT SRR R KX (paternalistic) 1, ABATT4ESRE TAE HIBAFNEIRES,
R TAEE AN NI, R3S B A S0 i — i 2,

FHUEE BRI TR AT TN, 0T IAE IAE TR LN A0 B o0AE S AT AR R . B A A
A, FF B A HE NS A ok AT 2 ANE 8RN EA . RG89 HHRH IE
PIRNE R, A e 2R BIRNEH =2 R U ARG AR HE v (403 20 i e R

Ry, HAE IR AU HHR H ANE F A v BRI - RO TS S ARG (A
KAMWFFLH, Weiner Fl Mahoney i FHI “355 51”7 (stewardship)HE i F 405 75 2 7] i Ss
RIAE TR IR ) e Al 12 8052 06 A 7] (S A B 52 o FEAT DA T I SIEUERF T, 1k 55 8005 A 35
FIXKIAZ B, Rotter #2411 IE (internal-external) 25191 55 (locus of control) & HA
FEMBIREM ] o $a 0 P TR AN N3 I 0 i e 1k DR 2%, BN AT A 25 SR R 0 (1)
77 SRR B IR R A s . T (NAE, internals) A4S H REAEL W R B F1via,
M E (AME, externals) WAAMEHE e — 1B, PLEFBl R E 40 S 545 1 5 4ris



HAFAE B CIRE v LURg e J B R RS, AATTARAS ] LA Ik 5% 0 R 10k J) [y s s = AR i
Mo 4255 A P R A . N AAT H s B LA B ) S A OGS, SR AR o S i
FANFHIE (personality of strategist) IS, I H. 5 il bl g 10 8 B (14861 i L AH G
B2, 3082 RIS B P AT 8 /-t 06 205 JEL 45 70 2 20 P (560 ) 0 P 04 ) o R S T

AR SR AT I A5 %5 Miller A1 Toulouse®™ % §- CEO AMEMIBFT. AT F-45 T PUA
ST 25 T LB, IX YA 71 43 il TAE R ] (Year with firm) 7EHRRY [H] (Year
in position). FEFME (Flexibility) 1N 426 i fF ik (Internal Locus of Control) . FH1i
AT TE) AR 5 T A 0 ()5 e g, /O B U A A R O B B AR S NS N, (D
A2 1) s R oA A AN AR S M A R FR B (R B T
3.3 ARG

LR GRLI R T 30 AL A 5 G K SR S AN R bR e R TP ok T RS A
[FI AR () “ e A FI G CRY S /RNE 2D AR T RATIE e 4387 Byl @ik o, T
X 73 GAL ARG A 7]

4 TIEShSER

4.1 FIES5RE

AWFFCR =R KA T UL LR SCHR, XS E RN RH T M (back
translation) 7%, 22 7 A8 A5 B 2% 204 FORE AR LT (04 TR SRS ) 53T T e, &
STHIBIETE S 2R, AT T reR. e E AN AL i Hkpieg, 53 )
FEIS A ) (e b, BEVE WSk s P 481 28 B 1) T AR T B R DX ), 73 Sl B B A4
5 WL =AEY, USSR AR S E.

] %54 R H Likert7 20 VEADE R, KECS IO 2004 4F 10 H 3] 2006 44 H, %4
VY22 AT 3 KA B2 58 EMBA 27 5. B EMBA 2% b 5 s s tpo0 s R B I e By, JF
X el A 1 2 8 BN GUARER TR Ak, JERR 4 700 43, R0 216 4.

FRF B 5 BRI 2 N RAR I FIWT, A T0R 216 K AT 50 99 G A w Fi 88
FAEGHL AT, HIBR T 29 FAEMFRAR PRI A ]

Chrchill®H1 Gerbing & Anderson® "Vt 1875 F 2 %z JEE 1) i 15 Bt LABGIE 1R R 32 40 M7 ok
IERZR, DIARTHP S — 2500k, R I R AR e (9 5 H O A5 R 52 ST . AN
JRah R AR I A BSARHE, RUIRA IR T 4504 7 B R AT S0 UF M R = 1 e Hr e 56
UEPE DR 22430 HT SCVERIF 03 R AL 5 A0 A4 4 8 sl M i i e I B X, 4R J5 DAY DL IR 25 45 A A
ZIR R EREAR RN TSR, DU SR IR 22 40 o 50 0F 14 DR 35 rp S 2 1 0 ol i e
AR5 AU A FR %L (Comparative Fit Index, CFD FlEEJE LA & 540 (non-normed fit index,
NNFD) %5, FATE A H LISREL #4F, 2l i m 2w 7 T EOLS ) 15 ME i,

X FAEIE o I BEASE R, FRATISRH T % B ¥ Cronbach's o {ELASI 565 5 o o Bk i 2 7% 45 0
H 2 [ AT FUSE ARG, Wit SPSS B AN AR T 73 bT, A XS R o {H I8 3
0.7. ZiEIEJE IR -R 7 (E 1.786 HHHE/NT#IUE 3. CFLAR] T 0.93, NNFI 4
0.91, LF| TEIF LA R RMSEA 4 0.066, /N T 0.08 ) —fBhrifk.

4.2 %

XTI BB, e sRAF AN R ARG A, RV S AN 7] B 30050 067 1 43
2, KMWFIIZE(H, BOLS (MARSNME A &R R AP AR5 R K, 4
AT G0 B B) PRI AH G b 2 VAR DL DA AN R G 30 BB 1 22 5, R IR 3X R 28 S I e vl i 2
M.

4.3 %R



F1ME, HA. NSFSHMEHETE S ROREEXER:
Tab.1 Product-Moment Correlation Matrices for EOLS Model

Atk 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15
sl 1.000  409(**) .230(*) .S17(*¥) .549(**) 363(*¥) -248(*) .127  .421(**) 024  -208(*) .084 070 063 144
R 1.000  .378(**) .064  .120 099 002 -128 -200  .092 AT3(**) -106 .223(%) .410(**) -.006 -.009
o Dt 1.000 294(%%) 197 316(**) -.035 -174 115 110 055 S184  -016  -265(**) 048  -211(*)
- 1.000 249(*%) 194 184 114 -202 -143 158 217(%)  -179  .298(**) .164 -.067 .008
3 R 1000 122 .046 106 -232(%) -195  230(%) -.025  -389(**) .129 134 033 -.050
1.000  .050 027 051 -111  -093 195 -087  -259(*) .257(*) 033  -.139 .100
PRI 1000 .692(*¥) .566(**) -429(**) .008  .561(**) 267(**)  -.178 .464(**) 304(**) 210(*) .557(**)
' 1.000 .590(**) .453(**) -.068  .005 .418(**) .026 020 .244(%)  -090 460(**) .217(%)
R — 1000 .672(*%) -218(*) -010 .618(*¥*) 279(**) -268(**) 492(**)  .138  .153  .438(**)
’ T 1.000  779(**) -170 -.255(*) .384(**) -.027 146 .445(**) -018 126  .205(**)
e 1.000 S157 -228(%) .673(**) 284(**) -257(*) .726(**) 332(**) 282(**) .618(**)
6 VWAL
1.000 -161 -201  .468(**) -.193 031 .394(**) -058 044  .334(**)
1.000 177 -275(**) -.108 173 -278(*%%) -390(**) -.087 -.395(**
7 LAERH e " " o
1.000 .478(**)  .014 074 253(%) -.187 160 101 -131
8 I 1000 -298(**%) 313(**) 361(**)-362(**) -396(**) -232(*) -.238(*)
AU
1.000 107 -145 -095  -179 203 .219(%)  .095
1000 133 -455(*%) 616(**) 244(*) .187  360(**
0 LETE (**) (**) (*) (**)
1.000  -.389(**) -.229(*) 518(**) .086  .250(*) .512(**)
1000 .124  289(**) 051  -.027  .352(**
10 PRHEAHE ) o
1.000  .210(*) -.105 124 086  -.246(*)
_ 1.000 -314(**) -024 -071 078
11 Lot
P 1.000 133 095 033 011
1000 356(*%) .526(**) .609(**)
12 PORE A
PRI 1.000 .373(**) .268(*) .657(**)
) 1000 .186  .734(**)
13 s A v
W Y 1000 143 .346(*%)
1000 .347(**
14 R “
1.000  .356(**)
1.000
15 s W afik
5 WA 1 1000

a HEFE P9 LR A DG R A X ST R ARG AR AR, BEAS k53 96 1188

* 2 E. AR WS SRR EHEXIER:
Tab.2 Correlations Among Average Variables for EOLS Model

% p< 0,01, * p<0.05.

R 1R T AR R ZEA O

1 355

2 R

w

T

4 g

1 2 3 4
1.000  361(**) 051  -.061
1.000 162 -105  .211(%)
1.000 262(**) .492(**)
1.000 095 .288(**)

1.000  .005
1.000  .241(%)

1.000

1.000

a FEREP LR AR OG R E O BRI i Al BEAR 233 96 188

*#p<0.01. *p<0.05.

o 3AS Q2 AME 0.05 K FRF). B

SR 45

NN

METHSE RIS AL JERE D B R AT )
1H. 53 % I F) 2 g AR g 2
ARG R E, FERET 15 MR E
I T 105 MAHOC R EL AR R 3
1, SR FR RN EEHLR
W HEZ TS AR . 75
0.01 A1 0.05 MWK L, 5t
NEIR S IR EY PN IEY (e

17 624>, ARSI 22 7 38 1.
BTG B a0 BB B SR TARBE 1. 32 2 /& EOLS JUHR A MAHSCHIRE, MWEHE
HAERI 6 MR ARECH, SLA R RZKK 34 (AL 0.01 K52, ARG
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Research on Relationship between
HeXie Congruence and Organizational Performance
WANG Da-gang', XI You-min'
1. School of Management, Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an, 710049, China

Abstract: Based on a HeXie Management perspective, theoretical hypotheses are advanced which argue that for
harmony configuration, there are significantly many simultaneous changes among the variables of environment(E),
organization(O), leadership(L) and strategy(S). Tested by the data from 216 Chinese firms, the academic research
supports the hypotheses. Samples comprised of successful firms show a higher percentage of significant
correlations among changes in EOLS variables than do samples comprised of unsuccessful firms. Firms may be
required to align their EOLS in a manner that ensures the congruence among the elements. And the results
reinforce the need to the further study of the relationship between the congruence of HeXie and performance in
organizations.
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