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4 0 # (Prahalad #1 Hamel, 1990; Teece #l
Pisano,1994) . {H2 , WA 2 ik i 2 5 4t h
TR IE S VR OR S — B FE BT AN 8 T sy
PHEACHHNEBEIN . — 5 bR an B
A HCO—Jr BRI N TR RR L A 5 8 A 1
KR AL S 32 LAEALAT S (Hamel , 1991) . 55—
J7 8T B 5% A 3R BB A WA A B K R B A AR 7E K
Pl LB R i) 3 2 1) S A AR RE 27 2T AT Z 0 i
SR T BOBOR B /D 1 L IE A O (E A R AR B AL
(Larsson %,1998),

i KX AL B 25 2] W WE 5T . 2 A Alk Wl
8 77 B A B 0 R 75 5% OO 2 2 [R) 2 ) 3o B 52
Wil BIF 5 5 1k D) 22 107 Y 8 40 43 A L R0 O vk
(Lane #1 Lubatkin, 1998; Kim #1 Inkpen,
2005) . fHIE, % T~ 2H S 2 ) 56 g (Y i K 5 5
Ml BIL T o 0 A B F S ). DA 2 SOk
FATIN Ny s 206 PIAS J7 T 24 898 A 9 —
B R Z

TG Al 7E B BB A I R e A ) R
I, % 1 32 3] Al [6) 46 96 107 F HR 19 58 I 41, [6]
W 5 F M AR R . HI, 755 %4
bz W RE g B R B A T ] B A e BN
7] 4 5 R AKCBE 09 Bl FLAS [R) % JHE o 282 2] SR W ik
PRI

WAL 2 i SRR b TR X Ak AR B
a1 A AR A AHE AW R S G
YEAK A Z 1) 0 B SR B 3 38 17 100 45 %) 2 > SR mg
AR RESZ MR . FRATTAUAL 1A L V5 38 e ) 5 15 AR 2
JE 23 X5 Al 1) 27 2] S 80™ A2 1 1] 52 0, B iy
ELORBLENZ0E D P48 K. W ATIN Dy 76 v B X
—FEHEOC R ED F B Al 5 A AR
P 18] 1 36 38 5 B8l Ok 19 52 R ] BB I HE Al
H S W RE Ty K, BRI b HAE R —
Tl 165 T 0 7 B AR 2 5 0 A% R 0 1 3 I g AR
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EN S R U R IR S i 7 e e |
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R4 Gulati(1998) 1y & SC . 45 g 16 BE 45 Al
Z 8], [ B BRSO 55 i A e s
[ ¥ Tk il — B . Huber (1991) 42 11
3 2o 2H 2R ) A AR B 7 Bk B AR IO TR 2H )
YA EEORE ., A VERUTH A B i i
U] 25 2, 12 T B & 19 4t %0 (Dodgson, 1993 ;
Hagedoorn, 1993; Huber, 1991; Kogut, 1988;
Pucik,1988) . % W& Bk B3 = Jir LA 4% 3| i 3 k Je
HHBEME T — A H A 2= 2] 7 6 &5 AT
(Grant,1996; Hamel,1991; Khanna ££,1994),
P S AR S S N G Es 3 NES S| R AN Y
308 o RH AR A B e [ e ke [ R ) 3 R L KB AR
KA A 3R BURR (Hamel . 1991)

DL 4] 2 > o E 2 H bR 2 ) BRUER L IF
TR LA B U R RS R s S E bR AR e
kB o w6 B 09 R 2B 2L (Inkpen,
1998) o fHZ, BE S i1 2 > BRI B Y 3% B 0 A
A A4 N & (Harrigan, 1988; Kogut,
1988; Nilsson,1995), £ Fibll < 32 AT Ry, AL 4%
5N SZ A s R L DL A R A 2 T A
5w G 1 B9 A X FR AR 46 55 2 R 95 (Bresser,
1988; Hamel 1991; Inkpen 1 Beamish,1997),
T % W 16 B A B ) Y 2 ) i AR v AR s i B —
Pl LAY SE P E B AR S IE . — 5 Ak
e R R E s DA A AR IR B BRI Sy — T
T AR I EER R A O O RE T, N R
2T

TEIX A5 A PE R S AR SC & i 1 I IR
XUk 1 25 R 2 NPT RE Y o 32 PR Ry 3 o 5 4
1 Pk HE G Z Bk 2 B M (Larsson 45, 1998) . i
(191 Qe S ol I MRS P T R A N B
9 T kA R 5T B0k B A 4R S AT BB 22 A R R
R HABGE I S Aol 032 R OB AE AT X I )
W R JIGIER R .
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5 S]

TE 2L [E] 2% 2] (1 )2 T, Khanna 45 (1998) 1A
by SR N D1 AR DN IBE B 3R ) A 5 AT 43 Sl PR
25, —Fh &N KRR 5 (private benefit) o 5 —Ffi ]
S22 [\ #) 25 (common benefit) , AN | 25 #5 14
S DU TR BR L O BB Al AR B ] 55 S R
B M ATEh TCOC . T RTIE 3 [E] R 25 L D02 A iE
A A ) B R R R AR T O K B A B Y B
fif il BTRR A9 B 25 . Child (2001 #E— 4R 1, 5
E Y 20 21 (R AE S O e AU 4 SE g P A 2
(Competitive) LI } & 1E ¥ 2% 2] (Collaborative)
Wi Ff (Child, 2001 ; Dierkes,2001),

EHEMFSIRE

T RIEAENRE - GEE RS
YEr B 35 07 AR ZE R AT BE 2 1 1) H Ath 45y 2
2] AN S 3R] 2% ) R Dy B 24T 45 (Child,
2001) . Fwgr ik 2 >, B R B DL b G O B AR Y
R AR AT DL B A fE 2 4R B 2 R (Luo,
2007) , KPS —Fp R Aol B B R 25 100 A 2
S VB A T ) L R 1 25 10 2R AT 2 2 R R —
FORXT 452 ), e DS ER MM A
F XA 1 v 85 3407 R R R, X e )
Jed THI AR 25 i S [ 2% 2 DR sh sl K A, IR
AREFEAE R AL

Pucik(199D) 45 th, 24— I KL P Y IR OCH
FEATEIK T R S TR O A R A
AN A HWETREE A C 0l . B
FWEM, ZRPERNFZA S 5 E
Ko al A VER, A AR T A R0 ShHLAS 2 JF A
Wo AT O RS S PRI E S R R
RIRR B KM EIENE.

NG PRI 355 0, [R] R & A 7 55 4 P 2 2T 191 355
T X R B AR R O R OL s &= AT
B 23 e 7 AR BUTE 2 R 25 B XU SR B A
P2 3 S (1 T RE M B 2 3 K., (IR & g5 3
T B B AR R &R B OE A RS A 4
(Axelrod,1984) . H A5 X J7 # 2k B A VE 4 2% )

WG XU B3k 45 A 25 A4 68 15 8 ik KAk (Larsson
A5 .1994) ,

BIEMF S R

o GrE A 2] SR 5 A VM 2 2] SR L B
U 2524 ) B Z 5030, A B AS ) 9 J2: , N 5 4
PE2E 2 S A L L A 1 R 2% 20 3R W AR 2 2T 1Y TR
Bf AR F 51k B 2 # A AR (Larsson
25,1998) . AR S — & AR AT Ak I
h B e 22 1) B T A AN AL R A AR KA R
A 25 I . 3 Ff 2 > AT DL i o oy 3k 52
B —RhE Mk 2T ) — R S IR — A
2J (Inkpen,1995) . il 1 i) fk £F 2% 2 XL &
VERUT 38 33 7 A 55 8% 10 o7 AR BUAHR. #F 5T &
B, A AR 2D SR (4 R AR PR BB i 2
A T0ORE E 6 A Ah U g, 66 R 2 56 5
(Ciborra,1991) . Jo H 75 3t [A] 2 # 1 S & ¥ A
A L R SR S AR — 2 S L B
1 V2 22 8] B L Bl 5 22 06 BB I WY X S A
$ETHE I (Lyles, 1988) .

23 FUMNEIREEFOZ .
I SEBH

A I B 2 T LAAS LAV R R, 5 R T
— AL G 2 ) 1 B R 4 A JF 9 (Hamel,
1991; Khanna %5, 1994), 2% > RUEE 23 v 4 i
By, [ B AR R Ay WO sh L 5 4R Ry
“EINT AR RSPl (Larsson 4§,1998)

M 4

0 44 B AL

Kogut(1988) Fl Hamel (1991) 3 5 # 1} Bt
ST SR IR B S . BN ki
1L B B 7 2L 2 2T H At Al 1 R e B R 2 g
T3 SRR Al o AR e T B e RS AL
o AN U R AR B SR A N7 U K Y
HRAJE PR TC AT« R4S 47 A 09 38 4 7 U2 i 55
JEAS AL 23 AR » LA K3 ast s 7 xfE DAASE A7 1Y) 242 [
KFR AR k5w o F A& H Ol 55 Sk
(Coughlan %,2003),
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Bl ER. B2 THRERS AL T4
Trah AL g R R B X S fF B DI M A C 1Y
WRANGERD PRI 3 3 A B2 3 o 7 B B Y
AT R R (s B R g XN
Ui 040 28 5 B R 0 Al A B 5 BB B 7 =R ik L
st I RS E R 5 DA R AR A AR 0 R A7 K P45

HIE BB AR S AR By Ok R (Nevis 4,
1995), fig % fin s 2 21 2 2] Jf 4& T+ 58 4 0w
(Eisenhardt f1 Schoonhoven, 1996), [q] i}, Bk
PRI SN 2 ) A ORI I X R
BN TS TR 5 25t s B A /Y R
P2 M A iR (Osborn fil Hagedoorn,
1997) B B 6 A] A & AF £k £ 18] 3k 3] XURS: 3 41
(Parkhe. 1991, 3f $& i 51 #E 57 £ A 5t AHr i
Yy e wf # (Kogut A1 Udo, 1996) , [ Ik, 384T
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Hla: Wi sl MLk o, 3R 08 i 01 3% 25 55 4 vk

2 33 95 WA 16 16 R 3

HILb. % U 3 BL R o 25 30 5% o e
2 33 9P Wi 1 06 160 R 3

HHMN

EATTPOR IR s 2| RAT IO TR N SR AR 5 4
FARIIE LB NPT s K e iR R . B
KR Z ] 2 W AR R — BN R e 1A AE
KFR LIRS R 7 B RN R A A 25 A 52 46
[Fi) B 0 5 2 1) % 5 e 7% B C A R0 R 2R
2G5 1E 2 > IR ZS (Simonin, 19973 2004) ,

Scott(1995) Iy, WIR§E 76 T 2R T 5
Wrig i KB At & 58 2 NS H L
M AFERX =R T L. AR TG
PEAKBE 23 =2 MR A 2 T 48 & O ek v
KR &, B & VE KRR XS 73 = FR B 28
FE Aoy BB R TRk IR RO A s
R T35 M 5 B & %48 19 A7 . Constant
S5 (19940 MBI 5T & B AT 36 2 031 B0 3 B 7
THRA M AR, BB KA RS,
Davenport Fll Prusak (1998) 1,45 i, H 2 H #|,
PR R IR R W E L. R AU R
AW I B R h 3k 0 2 BB ¢

Z 7] K W5 4 T 22 (Coughlan 45, 2003) ., &
W AT By T b L XORE R B R Rk K
A

— B RGEGEZRMGEKE. 2%
FEM KT T A ) B b AR 2 S 6 O 4 O E
HBEACHIAMAR., — P EAERIESE
WG VEAPE 23 1) T 55 2 4b 27 > % 7 1 40
PR & /D M5 0 T g A O BT A R AR
(Hamel,1991), K, FRATHEH

H2 . ¥R ZhHLBR % 0 38 B 0L e B8 5 1 1k 2
> SR W 1 L[] A R

24 BEAXMZFIREBEFAHIIM . R
REN 5H B EE

AE 7708 252 ~J SR W 16 5 14 52 00 [ A B 455 R 3R
W WACRE 1 LSRR B RS B4 RE 7 4 T3 T8I S 0 1) 6
JOE KR PR AR 23 2 B e A

R 4t &€

WS RE ) S 48 2 LR W A BT R B BE T
FELRR IR 48U B VT Al WO 5 i R H A
B AR Y g 77 1 58 55 (Cohen A1 Levinthal,
1990) . WEHRE J1 15 S 2 ) 9 — AN T I 2245 2
2 FH AT T 2 38 (Cohen #1 Levinthal, 1990;
Hamel,1991),

WS R g G S 2 A b aak 25 2 ) LRy — A
WM X (Cohen F Levinthal, 1990), JE A 19
AH SRR DL K 2H 2398 3 i A # 52 vl W UL g
it R % (Zahra 1 George,2002) , 2H 2 AN B )
WCRTAR B T PR AT R R PR Y R O R
WOk AR IRTE AL R DL s . A 2E
R WCRE T 20 IS TR A ER R
(14 3R BCLL B A A ll 4 9 448 (Heelay , 1997)

HERCHEANDFF SRR T WICRE I X T4
LUT MG AR AL A RICRE ) Xt
T Al A 58 IF & AT N AE F (Cohen Al
Levinthal, 1994) 5 & 25 17 \lb /9 37 7 - k%
(Cockburn #1 Henderson,1998) ; #2473l i IR 55
B3# (Buzzachi %5, 1995); 5 B 8 R 0w H
(Boynton 4%, 1994) , {HiZ 4 H 1k, K& 43 19 BT
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FEHRALAL R i T U E 1 3 41 2S00 2 1) Y
KA LA 20 45 > i F 217 [N 72 4 . DA IR
AE 773X B — > % WL PR 2R 31 41 24 a8 SR A A
AR RIXH 2 25 o] SR 22 T B O AR A i 22 0
T o AT AL g 28 R O b 27 > g
AW HACRE T SR PR ol A A A P SRR A
BRI AL ) o BTl FRATTH A

H3a. WEICRE Jy b o . 0% 58 A 61 16 4 5 4
=7~ SR ) ) 0

H3b. WY fE g st . U 35 il 5 2 % 45 1 4
=7 > SR F) T 1) A

HBHEN

Hamel (1991) 42 it 7% B 2 & 2 4H 4[] 2% 2
) — D HEJE Rl A AR HE
VERKAER OB EE . OF H i TRIIRA S B A 1Y
FLULRRRT (AN VR FAL VR IRME R A )
25237 W B9 & I (Simonin, 1999) 44 21 8] 1
HITRRE 535 BIA RU  A H T XU Z 18] B4
BAEXRFR . R R BN TR AR B T A
(] FF 90 AR 23 0 25 B2 A BB 3K B N BB MR I B %
2] 5.

RS HE J7 10 N TR I A2 L R Al R T Ok
A A%, BT AN IR OC F FIRR E A7 S5 RV ] — 4
s 5 T ) A 5] 1) G VR AR PRI HOR T R 1
IR 547 s ] g s KA 2 (Larsson 4§ ,1998) ,
F VAR A 2 — A L R 1 4 722 R R R
SPGB BTG . N 60 AEACTIT I, F YR 4R
TFIR IR 8 % 5 o I0) B B FLAE H A i) 46 107 5 3ot
(5] 1~ 22 e 4 3 U5 5 A 48 S RN R A 48R Dy 4. 2
W RS R EE N 3.1 K. Besh, £ HA A
5 0 R A o ) N S [ I T R R
“F P38 o K B AR B 2 A1 1 1 DT I B A A R
R T SRR XA Sk e S 32 AR R 1
B K3 A (Dyer 1 Hatch,2004) .

VLA ¥ I 5% R BE J FnadE BH AR B A0 SCHR AR X
AT T Aol 55 21 SN 2 1 — S P SR ERRAE S L
WAl HZHFAE Ak i F 45 (Hamel , 1991) 4 1)
Z0 T B R B 2 ) ) R A AR XU A T 38
BEABRIEFMEE, FIMKEPE

G55 1E R0, R 9 U B AT R4 Y R 2 I g
T30 AR A AN 6] 7E T J5 38 X R B % 58
HE I LL BT & & (Larsson 4§,1998), A I, & 1]
Pt

H4 . B HE 7B, 08 5L e B A AE R 2
> SR B4 1] AL 5

2.5 HAEFE ] KBEITHE AN

Robbins I Coulter (2002) 8 £ #1453 2 X
g LATE B ok B A SCR B R, X AH A G
T R e R 2R TR O TR i R S
JE £ 5% = (Coughlan %,2003) ,

ZEVR I T BR R 48 U SRR S X SR I G
F7 A I 55 [R1 4 %) R 0 5 3 AR B AE A1 8T e
Fo BEXTr FZER BT A BRA A A R
TRAHN Y I 4 . A58 R B . R A BRI 0 SR
BT 2 21, 22 8 G 2008 52 LR SR B B
(Yamin 5,1999), 7EM R AL EM4 T, AN
27 ) AL BG N 21 2K Sk 9 B BT e T (Argyris il
Schon,1978), Mabey F1 Salaman(1995) 1\ Ny
LU R B O RE N EEHNRZ —.
IR TE MR B AR ALl v, 2 A ) TR A
BT 9 5 B BT 1E (Stata, 1989) .

L TEWE R AT FR O AL 23 S AL I B 2
PR BRAE N B J5 T o A 45 % 32 38 19 A 8 Ul 2
] B 435 AR 7K S 45 . Dyer (1997) 48 H 2H 23 i) {5 4F:
RARM A LU S0 B W4 i Siak . Bk
UL » 2 2R R] 1945 4T 5C R AN A BE 8 [ 1% 2H 21 1] ¢
VR AZ e 1y CAS . B RE 4 T 28 4 1 R R M
(Dyer, 1997; Zajac #il Olsen,1993), ML H
Bl R L A AR 15 AT OC & T DUEARHE B
Gy E BN TS LRI AL By A5 B AN X AR
23R N B AT o 20 LN AN 5 L0 BT 45 8 0 N 23 R
XEEfE R G HE A & (Zaheer 5 ,1998),

Hamel(1991) 1A » 38 4 1 2 2 3 F 4l (9
SGUREE T R A S . WA, WA R D )k
WY, G R 2 3R s A % £l 1 B 803 A7 A IE
] 52 W (A2 B 45, 2004) , T FAE S ER 2 2
TG BT AT ] T4 R KSR &R
XTSRRI R 2 ST, RATAE
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H5a: 21200 FH 5% 4 M 2% > SR mE f 23 0 4
LG B OE 8] 5 ) 5

H5b. 2 200 A VB M2 ) R g g 2 % 4l
LG B OE [ 5 ) 5

H5c: L6 5% 4 4 24 2 5% g, 41 200
BAEYE 2R > TR X 4 2R B A0 A K Y IE 7]
AL

FRATT Hoe 2 A5 B I T B B v 41 21 ) A 2T 5K g
14 5% i B 3 S AL (1 1)

3 WRAE

3.1 [BHi&’IT

XoF ) 2 v £ A8 e i, 3 SR TR 1E 45 N 4
S TR OB T S e o N ol 1= R 2 W]
M. WIS Z AT, AT S 3 AR R T T
TR T A R BE ViR, DA DR i R I 3 kiR 5
SEBRAE SUAR A . AR A RS W S P B
B W CRE T e B BE ) 38 g Mo 2T R
G AR 2 ) R A B S AL S B

W sh ¥, £E 2% T Dong Ml Glaister
(2006) I WF5E ;s ¥R ahibl, 22 S % T Dierkes
(2001) L Jz 2755 FN 32l (2006) B BIF 5% 5 W UL
F1, FFH BT Liao 45 (2003)F1 Tu 45 (2006) [
HoE; i), FES% | Larsson 4 (1998)
B 5T 2 2N Y 3 fig 77 TR B, R AT AR 95 U
WREE BT TGN I 5 27 > 5 W i A I, FR AT
% T Child (2001)  Larsson (1998) L & Luo
(2007) 5T s HE B 53 AT HHE S8Rk

P 5 T AT A, 2% T Coughlan (2003)
BIBIETE . BT AT 0 ] 0 2 R P 2% e L i 3R
AR AR R AR 7.5 AR R &,

32 HAREH

IR iyl 3 i 5 2 i o X
FRRWFGEXS G LA 3 5 O PR 5. ) A5 A
MFEARRE T LigFMATIL R 2. BESNITILY
SN TS HUAT L . 7E B0 2 ] 1 R R
7] 2 Z 10 F AT 2 S5 mi i [l il T A A A RN
CERA T Ao U s I L SR o A O 2R T
BASRAN RGEETS — 05, I LK
] 250 4y M0 219 53 S Bk 311285 N 52 1 i Y
BAKNEE W NS, &5 45 204 200 % 188
By A R IR B 75. 2%,

ARG AT A7 31 9%, LR AT
A 7 65, 4%, HAl AT A7 2. 7005 BRE A A7 A
R 54,300 AR WA oAl (26. 170) &
Bk (13, 800 FIE A Ak (5. 8%0) . M BIE
G b EREEE Y 62. 2% KN 5IZL R
WA VERHEIE 3 AE LA B 52. 1%,

4 HEDMELER
41 FESHE

Fe AT By SPSS13. 0 45 ¥ Jr B B R A%
Amos7. 0, Xf B4l BEAT A5 BE 43 07 5 30 e R 43
Br o Ky T 45 S B Pk 48 B 1 5 A R0RE R IX 43 8%
B B RATIEE T 24508 5 54 1 AR
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x1 PARTENEESTMBIEERETFTHHF
= s = e JEFRAE FRAEL

NMELTE I B #i& HF 8 T t &

Ui 2 L Lel: iy T 2% B0 J5 % FATH #5 09 5 4L AR 1.000 0.616 —
(a=0.71) Le2: S 7 RBCE 21137 77 0 15 2 1.165 0.760 6.468
Le3: N T TR = 5 MR &5 i ZRE40 & B 0.919 0. 636 6.186

APl Shl. Al LIRS0 09 M A5 AT KR 1. 000 0. 680 —
(a=0.60)  Sh2: &k T B aF M4t R W W EERR 0. 879 0. 620 5.309

—_— Abl: FRATZA B E 5L T 22 18] Y 28 AR A % 1. 000 0. 682 —
(a0, 71y \bZe ENHRERS. FRAI 2 w] PYEEHY 5T 2 B SR 0. 920 0.682 6.436
Ab3: FRATA B A AR Z 82 5 — & TAE 0. 876 0. 652 6.988

Trl: R4 FEATHF AR, RS EEEE R 1. 000 0.713 —
HRBES  Tr2. AT & AR N TR ET 0 0. 890 0. 691 8.093
(«=0.76)  Tr3. IRATFIG A £ B A G ™ & O S AR 2 0.947 0.670 8.224
Trd: FATRBEYOR A LHE M A FORKA R S0 0.911 0. 602 7.010

T k%] Coml: FRATK LIS A (1 A  3RA5 58 2 5 4 1 SR 1. 000 0.715 —
(¢=0.64)  Com2: F&ATE IR I LA b 2085 i SR i) 3 B A B3R 0. 862 0. 660 5.689

Corl: 34 2855 B 76 25 B 21 WK ert , 34135 35 LAAS B 1.000 0.726 —
BT Cor2: FATAv R i 4 1 B AR LR 19 ) 25 #8 5 K Ak 1. 001 0.756 9.560
(«=0.83)  Cor3: FAT<sm L4 B ZEIRATO I L 50, 3 B X - s 1.130 0.778 9.649
Cord: FeATx FZSH T 435 H C (9 503R 52 B0 3L W] 20 1.017 0.731 8. 898

AN ARFECET Ecol—Ecod) — — —

(ZBr—>—B) #4803 GBI Socl—Soc3) — — —

Ecol . FATME B BT 2 20 A9 IR 08 15 1A 5k %6 e 2 T 1. 000 0.770 —
GVEA Ecol: (ERMTIGAAAE B I may R B kit Lk FH 0. 945 0.760 10. 039
(«=0.80)  Eco3: G1E#E 17 HAT4M 1 Z B F 45 0. 856 0. 690 8.901
Ecod: 7EARIUA G384 35 15 B 7 T 1 R B Lok 51 55 0.722 0. 625 8.159

N Socl: #3 T HA TR W5 AEKF 1. 000 0.797 —
o Soc2: FATIXF U7 (4 A VB HE & i 2= 1.120 0. 850 10. 566
(«=0.52) Soc3: B A BE AT AR F L Th 0.898 0. 682 8.719

B {E ) R EH (Cronbachs’s ) » 45 5 T /8 & 19
SHAREMERE, BT 0.6 BRI H 2K
o R PR B N T T Amos 7.0
O AT S R s o TR P R o= W T o ([ W
N RS DU R R 5 R 0 LS AR bR
Y—sug. 713. df = 247, X' /df = 1. 412, p =
0. 000, NFI=0. 823, NNFI=0. 919, CFI=0. 938,
IFI=0. 941, RMSEA =0. 047, ik %] T 7] 43 5% /K
o AN I AR B Y v AR L R 3R
ff REAE G LR R E (1>=5.309), B8 T
TRSR I N SORORE . AN . R 2 Y AH OC OC & 0 BF
AT LA H S T AR AR v 5 A R AR ) ) AH G R B

FE0. 291—0. 720 Z [a], F & {5 X 8] ($ £ 2SE) £
ANEA 10, I IE 1 X R .

IR BT

R DA BB UE R A BT, FRATTN Sk B
HPXE AN AR HE SR A R T A AR R A AR
I FRATTAE B 45 44 7 B AL AL/ AmosT7. 0 i —
iz B ERER, RITEEE—
TEM IR A DL a2 s 4 x5 Bl G
FRECH 1. 474, 35 RIRZE B IR R 0. 050, 335 5|
FRAE KO, HAh$5 4% . NNF1, CFI,IFT ¥ 7E A 32
2 A 0 AR Y g 4004 O A AR L

4.2



RPURSIE REKERRES I REBHZDHE

51

Wi R 8 EF A REYLE 0. 20 DB, WoR
75 () A 5o A DG 1 . 38 SR BRI BB R
BRI & 2 B .

3 AR AS TR b Yy £ R R A S I
L. BT Hib il H2 A SZHRe R R Ah, HR
B 15 4 30 30 A A 6

K2 BETEHMHEXRBER

h TR HSe, JATHE— 20X B8 AR R A AT
THRE . T Amos7. 0 Y AR R RR] 22 1Y
IIfi 5 1t (Critical Ratios for Differences between
Parameters) , WL ¢ 5% 4 P 2 > SR WK 5 & 1E 1
2RME AT R ARG R R AR, 4
AR, W 1Y B A AR AR 22 S im S ek 1. 122,

BT= W EhH  EBIHY REES  HEHBEE THEI  AEEI EFER HEEH
UZesIEiN 1. 000

¥R Bl 0.505 1. 000

W W fe 0.291 0. 080 1. 000

Hae 0. 580 0.671 0. 459 1.000

TE g 0.399 0.290 0. 540 0.615 1. 000

EE% 0.378 0.403 0.519 0.657 0.352 1. 000

L Bi% 0.571 0.467 0.545 0.720 0.545 0. 686 1. 000

(AR5 0.358 0. 404 0. 386 0.393 0.428 0.535 0.588 1. 000
SE 4 3.825 3. 848 3. 966 4.021 3. 806 4. 084 3.932 3.989
bR 0.765 0.703 0. 700 0.675 0.812 0. 670 0.616 0.734

ARk ) i

B2 #HEBREHREER
N=188,% =383.347,d/=260,%"/df=1. 474, p=0. 000, NNFI=0. 906 , CFI=0. 925,IFI=0. 928, RMSEA=0. 050
e VP 4 Sk 2N o ARG 5 ) A I B AR

R3 BENRERRE BAMEMBRELENER

BE®i& LA RER RELERERE L8 &t
Hla WS Bh B — 5 S M 2 > SR () 0.40" 3.523 X
H1b W B AL — B VR P 2 3 SR (4D —0.02 —0.188 A
H2 R BB AR R 2T SRS () 0.08 0. 448 NI
H3a WS B 7 — 5 4 M 2 2 SR () 0.46" 3. 634 B
H3b W BE 1 — & VR 2 > R (4D 0.27" 2.210 XHF
H4 R B 1~ G Ve 2 g () 0.50" 2.552 XHF
H5a Ta g A ) g~ A SR () 0.47"" 3.691 X
H5b G AR5 2] Swg >~ LB () 0.63" 6.129 X

TE: " p<<0.05,* p<C0.01, " p<0.001



EHNFER F4EF2H

HREA, ZBAEE (. 122<3.841), Hb5c %
FEFUE B L B G 16 B 2R A 1 Pk 24 20 SR L A
Fb 35 A PR 27 2 Sy R TR A 4 L8 AK .

5 Hig5iTie

AR RERBERBEPHEN SEHEZ
[Fa) 80 R B 2 ) ity e T ) o 2 ) 2 > SR
Ve A BRI . HART & . i T 418U 2 > [
A A WS 5 B B B 2o R 5 A A TR AR B
TEA VRS 5 4 PR 10 22 o) S i b o ARG SC
IR 1 JB5E AT 5 11 53 501 DA sl AL A BE 0 B A EE
K R EANT A 5 ) MG P AR . T
e W58 e AR ok — 20 1) B 45 b . LB s AR
WF5E B SCHTTR

51 HitEXEEX

i LBl o3 A FeATT AT LAAS LR T
11 4510 5 48 S B X

(1) [l st DA 2l AL A . 7 195 4~ HIL il 2 Aot =7 >
TR 1Y 1B £

ik 25 K 2 BUEE X AUR) 2 ) Y AIF ST R A
Al B IR AT RE 1 4 A B 2 4 HL X o 2] B ALY 5
M ( Lane #1 Lubatkin, 1998; Kim #1 Inkpen,
2005) , Bl — A4 lk 27 2] 19 g ) bk T8 [ 46 I
LN VR AR AL A5 1 AR A RE ) . T FRAT]
AR AR e I Al 2 ) SR 1 S R BR T 2 B A
b W RE g 3% — AR X 2 WL PR Ah L [ ARl S
HEMMSHHEARRKKEFR. PF5EUES, — PR
A AE A, 2 HIR T SRR .
) Rk AR (A I AL BT X D R R A g ok
AR DA RO C O FAR B RS M R AR . B
PRI 27 2] SR Y e % BE 2 B |7 (B L)
MOE“rEe” CRE D MR T g R . W] WL ER
TR SR AE 7 LA AL 1 5 B LA 2 4 E 2H 2 [R) 4
WY — SRR Hoh, Wl B B X SE A A
>J SR Y 07 A 52 e Je H W . TR X
S 75 N G VR 1 2 o) SR ) T 5 R ) R A

K. AT RE Y PR S G P 2 ) K 9 I X
LR B 1] WO, PRI ) B 0 R A 3l L 493 T A
MSCHE M s A EPE 2 2T SR w95 K B
M HNRE RS 5 4y 55 7R B, Zh AL H AR 21
55 09 VE R A B & OB 7 1 Re ) A 2
P

W W RE 7 0 A TR B X g 4 v S A 1R
SRm R AR R MR R HL A R R 22 ROR K.
T W I B B D) X6 5 4 P 2 20 3R W A5 48 K I
] 5 M0, 3K 5 58 4 Pk 2 2 SR I AR B 19 P i B
B A FEKES1 2 =02 W e —
ESQIlN

T3 Ak LR fE T I Al B SR A AR M 2
>J SR 11 3k A AR 5 Y IE AR (R R BN
0.50, p<<0.001), H FWFFE AT & 1 F5
B, BB T 5 AR 28 i B sh
R, R X 2 R R T B R — Al A
T X AN [ B G AR AKCRE e i 22 B 1 SR 1 2 2] 5
WAMREERAANRY, LHEEPEX—T
Va8 e S U W g LSBT o Bl T U
kL R IMEET RIFCR, EX
—HEE N W AR S L ) T 5 X A A O
WA I — 2 A R F S EEST RN
HAT.

1M P AT R R B SR A X &
VR4 20 S 7= A B 3 e [ sg . FRATIN R
A DA O T AT R AN I . — Tk — 4
RS RRR I LRI T SRS AR B fR) Y 2 D O
W WS ML A SR i 4l T2 S T A R e PR
R ST R IR o R PR EIE AR Z Al
I MM EENE, S AFEEITER
FIRET 1 58 % B 2 B C BB X 2 2 A
L5 T T A R ATHIF IS A S AL A AR
KR F2 P T A b Ay B3 1 i B TR AR R
W AMEXLRM . X —25 R WA R &A1
AL B B s AL R T 22 i O 3R 2 A SR ICHE 43
I 25 05 T 2 1 T SR D28 % R 25 A B L BRI LL R
e O 7 R R K



RPURSIE REKERRES I REBHZDHE

53

(2) BAE g 55, 5 > g x4 457
Ml
T —DHA S5 I 2 A B, A
MREE AR R T IR GG, ik
BAE 1 A AR P22 S W R R R B C
PURBAR I, L R SR T 3 4 s AR5 A 2
TE AL IR R AR A Sk . RARRR
1A VR AR B Z 1 R 25 0% 2 Al 2 K, i
EBEMT X 24 M GE RS T 2 th . B w
FLI R 7 A 1 P 2% 20 L Jo e ) il 1 i i 2
XoF 225 BT . B4 RE A R Bk 1 R T, — T
AR TR SR RE J1 s 5 — L A A F
Pt e U TE R DX AR 0 R L L RO AR AT
HKOF . SR AT AL IR LA RS 2R
W WA SR 25 L v A Tk 2 o) SR T A KR . XL
B 3 18 SCHR R K B S Al R A 2R S
SR, I R AT AT 1 0T AR e e,
A LA — 5 23 Ry Al o T A 0 Il 4, e i
U, WP R LE R G B8 T L R FH 38 4 P2 2 0K
WA, 2 SR AN B T ZH 8K

Child(2001) [ BIF 5 & K, 76 &b F 55 35 19 1
LT AR Z Ak B BE B 3 e £ M o A
NREE P S ) B 5, — BB B B A ST 4 3 L B ol
SE 11 A3 TRD gl 2 Al ) 5 K P — 7 . X RE LT
SRR 55 /N — T R 8 A4 IR R R E L G
MK A O A R AR 5 X7 5 AR T RE Y IS
SR R R St b K — M. 1
Hh s — LA 4 Al AE 5 B E 2 A o7 BB, 0
SHDHIRILZ G SR LA ENE. X FH
OO Ak A 2RI Ry 20T R R4 1 0
PUEAT AR Y 2 A R b, RO 2 ) T 4b T BK R
HHORE XoF iR B ) — T, B AP 45 1 A VR AR A T
& BRI BRI B 2 A 25 L ATk 02
v Z AE . X FREBLT 58 4k Rk Lt
Al T g A T3 B ) 25t R Ak A T R
FhnyEH,

] A, FRATT A & B, 2% 2] SR v 5 IR A A G
{1 I A1 A 2 ] B 6T 5 4 2 2 SR s AN B A R

O
pes
&

R AR AR . XS R B E
VTG VR VR T AR 58 A% 7 1 TS
WA a5 B AE IR A G B TR AT 458
T ARIE

1 B K i) 53 FNR R 3, XU A 38
AP EE T sy . IS R UL R T
REMAIERR T, — s, W 55 — J5 AH XS 55
P, BB P R A AT Mk K AR G e R T X
PR . AT BT R AR 2 B A A
B YRV SE N 44 R A A BR T R Ak
Oracle I SAP X v i 3y 17 3 (4 B ik e,
AT P Y Y S SE AR AL . TR 4
B9 % E s BEAKES R flan. 4 8%
JA BT A MR T S IR TE K AR R R S
HRB®MA“H &K UFware BKEA'H 5 75 2007 4F
TR IR ER 3 1 7 B R s SAP E A 7R
R H DX BT /Nl i R Ty G 0 AR R R T
B 55 SR Pr AR v 2 sr R =R R A EF
B, SR A R SRR Z MW AATESE S, 3K
P TR R S B L ) R ATL A A il A543
P R SR KPR T R LA WL 9 38 4 v b AN ) b
i, Flan: 4852 w0y B8 N DL AE IR & P a2
AT A M AR R 2 B KIS Bk RN FR R
BUG £ Uy REA BRIG S0 A 4 3 B 85 A 510
SR AL IR EIETE s NN oY S U EVE /U N
i, BT R LA 5 0 A A SE g e T L —
BE T (XHE S, 2008)

H T T R R R A B R 2 1) AN AT A
[F) B OC R A A S 2 5 T i R0 AR SRS AT LA B
i T R (B SE ¥ oy VRN
6], 4—Jr AR 53— Jr i K R I [A) B2 ¢ &
M, P se g 5 G ER OC R X R
XTI 0, B PR R Jy T L AR RO A Y 4
L5 AT B 27 2] S LS 2% 2T g T Y B AR
Ko BARALHEE .

B RILER G B KB HAR, BT
H OB AR 5 2h o 3R 8 Bl O W] B A B Y At
() ) 4+ 40 A6 A7 R L T 3 40 L B LT 2 Il



54

EHNFER F4EF2H

BRI BT SR A ) T 4 IR E LS9k B
RO AT 7 0 N G I e (s 404
A ol el o R AP R B Y L TR M) A L O R A
AR A 3T T 7 3a . xr 3 @A) 45 f 3
AR KL &S TEN A B N DR S i (N TR (]
ANJe Dy s ) JR T R A T At . SRGE BB Al
1k 28 R L A B T RS R A | TR R A 2 OB
FHEAT V858, DLk AR

B AR F 2 S s BRI E . e
WK B A TE B AR — SR B R I I AN Y . K
FME R FEES BEEH W A F £ 557,
SR w2 A Ak PR R TR NS T A 8 9 R B
DRIk Sl 5 1) S 300 55 A E 0 18 T 4
— PR A R 25

CEERUNIZEE N B J UK - #: DN Ot
IR 89 R AR T o3 B R R A BN Y e ml LA
Py B R R R B (i Pu S L NS AR
X5 Al 4 il B T i A5 37 A X R
R 1 RE A B Y 98 8 A, 3T I8 AR TR S 4E T 5C B
BEAT HER T U T8 T8 AT R R 4R T R L
HUEy &

52 MIRBEX BRESKRERRTE

TEABETE o FAT 23 31\ 3 B A BE J1 19 £
JEW A BEE T R S A MR o) SR I BN
E TR A B . X O SR IE B I 5
o) M SR B TR R o Alk BRI A AR B o
) A 5 A AR B A TC . AR T 4
RTHH RS, [ I, AR 3 5 0 U fE T (1 )
B SR 5 5 A AR kR 22 ) R Sl A A T
ESCHFFE R o AR AR B DL SOE ) & W T
2B A RCHE I A ol 2 G 1 R S o S Y
Pl

AW FE BT X E b U I R R A ) 3 R
17 SRR T I A AR, L AT il
TR KL R TR S R 5 MR
HC Al — 28 5] 8T 491 40 A oMb 7 3R 2 X T3 2R Y 2
>J M I, 2 R BB RE R X R AR L, ROk

I I T2 K BIE 5T FEL 4 25 9 i 2B 22 4 R L O A R]
RERY TS LN L AOIC X BEARDF ST . FRATHY AT 52 2
TR N B B2 Sl AL 2 > SR 1 52 R 4 Y S8 R i
B+ R R DR e B 3l AL E — 20 il Ak L X ik — TA)
REEAT IR EAZ I . M Ah L B0 38 4 T HOAN Y A
Ml ) 235 5 % s 366 TR L RS B A% 0 3E A ) Y A
b 18] — e I 58 5y 06 & L WA B A U] A o) A
AOEEA AR 7 DL LK W 2 ) B 5 &R L
B A T 28050 0 2 UG R 2 7 A B R
Mg 7 3k 46 0 R (B A5 R Ok 2 — 2B WSS B A S

[

23 X|

[1] COHEN SP. %V VS IR/KHE— 71 58 %
Z & & i 8 28 [EB/OL]. [2005-6-6 ]. http://
www. chinawuliu. com. cn/oth/content/200506/
200517420, html.

[2] COUGHLAN T A, ANDERSON E,STERN L. #
BREIM]L B E = I — R et BF Tk
R AL L 2003,

[3] DIERKES M. 81> SR AR [M]. L. -
g AR HY R 2001,

[4] DYER H J.HATCH N M. # [ 2 & i 2h i % %
Z— s JEAER R 2% A AR 2 55 0 46 [EB/OL .
[2006-08-307. &k J7,3%. http://www. icxo. com/.

(5] XUAE 5. & 35010 AR B R A K Ji TR 0 M 98 1 7 1%
WA [EB/OLJ. [2008-04-08]. http://www. emkt,
com. cn/article/360/36065. html.

(6] ZEFR.S2l. Homs Ik B i 25 2R R R 57 19 52 i
R H X R A WLT ] B BT 5, 2006, 3:
166-169.

(7] W E L2 IER, U@ 2T =T WHL ¥
AREAWFE ] B BIRL A2, 20044 32-37.

[8] ARGYRIS C,SCHON D A. Organizational learning
[M]. 2nd ed. New York: Addison-Wesley,1996.

[9]7 AXELROD R. The evolution of cooperation[ M|,
New York: Basic Books.1984.

[10] BOYNTON A C,ZMUD R W,JACOBS G C. The

influence of IT management practice on IT use in

large corporations[J]. MIS Quarterly, 1994, 18



REE

REIE BEKERRES I REBHZ DY

55

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

(18]

[19]

[20]

[21]

[22]

(3): 299-318.

BRESSER R K. Matching collective and competi-
tive strategies[ ] ]. Strategic Management Journal,
1988.,9. 375-385.

BUZZACHI L,COLOMBO M G,MARIOTTT S.
Technological regimes and innovation in services:
the case of the Italian banking industry[]J]. Re-
search Policy,1995,24. 151-168.

CHILD J. Learning through strategic alliances
[M]// DIERKES M, et al. Handbook of Organi-
zational Learning & Knowledge, Oxford: Oxford
University Press,2001: 657-680.

CIBORRA C U. Alliances as learning experi-
ments: cooperation, competition and change in
high-tech industriesf M]// MYTELKA L K.
Strategic Partnerships; States, Firms and Interna-
tional Competition,London; Pinter,1991. 51-77.
COCKBURN I, HENDERSON R. Absorptive ca-
pacity,coauthoring behavior, and the organization
of research in drug discovery[J]. Journal of Indus-
trial Economics,1998,46(2) . 157-182.

COHEN W M, LEVINTHAL D A. Absorptive
capacity: a new perspective on learning and
innovation[ ] ]. Administrative Science Quarterly,
1990,35(1): 128-152.

COHEN W M, LEVINTHAL D A. Fortune fa-
vors the prepared firm[J]. Management Science,
1994,40(2): 227-251.

CONSTANT D, KIESLER S, SPROULL L.
What’s mine is ours,or is it? a study of attitudes
about information sharing[J]. Information Sys-
tems Research,1994,5(4),400-421.
DAVENPORT T H. PRUSAK L. Working
knowledge: how organization manage what they
know[ M]. Boston: School
Press.1998.

DODGSON M. Learning, trust and technological
collaboration[ J]. Human Relations, 1993, 46:
77-95.

DONG L K, GLAISTER W. Motives and partner

Harvard Business

selection criteria in international strategic alli-
ances: Perspectives of Chinese firms[]]. Interna-
tional Business Review,2006,15; 577-600.

DYER ] H. Effective inter-firm collaboration:

[23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

how firms minimize transaction costs and maxi-
mize transaction value[ J ], Strategic Management,
1997,18: 535-556.

EISENHARDT K, SCHOONHOVEN C B. Re-
source-based view of strategic alliance formation;
strategic and social effects in entrepreneurial
firms[ J]. Organization Science, 1996, 7 (2):
136-150.

GRANT R M. Toward a knowledge-based theory
of the firm[]]. Strategic Management Journal,
1996.17. 109-122.

GULATI R. Does familiarity breed trust? The
implications of repeated ties for contractual choice
in alliances[ J]. Academy of Management Journal,

1995,38. 85-112.
HAGEDOORN ]. Understanding the rationale of

strategic technology partnering: interorganiza-
tional modes of cooperation and sectional
difference[ J]. Strategic Management Journal,

1993.14. 371-385.

HAMEL G. Competition for competence and in-
terpartner learning with international strategic
alliances[ J ]. Strategic Management Journal,1991,
12. 83-103.

HARRIGAN K R. Strategic alliances and partner
asymmetries[ J]. Management International Re-
view,1988,28: 53-72.

HEELEY M. Appropriating rents from external
knowledge: the impact of absorptive capacity on
firm sales growth and research productivity[ C].
Frontiers of Entrepreneurship Research, Babson
Park,MA . Babson College,1997.

HEIDE J B, MINER A S. The shadow of the fu-
ture: effects of anticipated interaction and fre-
quency of contact on buyer-seller cooperation[ J].
Academy of Management Journal, 1992, 35(2):
265-291.

HUBER G P. Organizational learning: the con-
tributing processes and the literatures[ J]. Organi-
zation Science,1991,2(1) . 88-115.

INKPEN A C. The management of international
joint ventures: an organizational learning perspec-
tivel M ]. London: Routledge,1995.

INKPEN A C,BEAMISH P W. Knowledge. bar-



56

EHNFER F4EF2H

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

[40]

[41]

[42]

[43]

[44]

gaining power,and the instability of international
joint venture[]]. Academy of Management Re-
view.1997,22. 177-202.

INKPEN A C. Learning and knowledge acquisi-
tion through international strategic alliances[]].
Academy of Management Executive,1998,12(4)
69-80.

KHANNA T.GULATI R.NOHRIA N. Alliances
as learning races [ CJ. Academy of Management
Best Papers Proceedings, 1994 42-46.
KHANNA T.,GULATI R, NOHRIA N. The dy-
namics of learning alliances: competition, coopera-
tion,and relative scope[J]. Strategic Management
Journal,1998,19. 193-210.

KIM C S,INKPEN A C. Cross border R&.D alli-
ances; absorptive capacity and technology learn-
ing [ J ], Journal of International Management,
2005,11: 313-329.

KOGUT B. Joint venture: theoretical and empiri-
cal perspectives[]J]. Strategic Management Jour-
nal,1988,9. 319-332.

KOGUT B, UDO Z. What firms do? Coordina-
tion, identity, and learning[ J]. Organization Sci-
ence,1996,7(5): 502-518.

LANE P J, LUBATKIN M. Relative absorptive
capacity and interorganizational learning[]]. Stra-
tegic Management Journal,1998,19. 461-477.
LARSSON R, BENGTSSON L, HENRIKSSON
K,SPARKS J. The interorganizational learning di-
lemma: collective knowledge development in stra-
tegic alliances [ J]. Organization Science, 1998, 9
(3): 285-305.

LIAO J,WELSCH H,STOICA M. Organizational
absorptive capacity and responsiveness: an empir-
ical investigation of growth-oriented SMEs[]].
Entrepreneurship: Theory &. Practice, 2003, 28
(1) 63-85.

LUO Y D. A coopetition perspective of global
competition[ ] |. Journal of World Business, 2007,
42. 129-144.

LYLESM A. Learning among joint venture-so-
phisticated firms[ M ]//CONTRACTOR F, LOR-
ANGE P. Cooperative Strategies in International

Business, Lexington Mass: Lexington Books,

[46]

[47]

[48]

[49]

[50]

[51]

[52]

[53]

[54]

[56]

1988: 301-316.

MABEY C, SALAMAN G. Strategic human re-
source management| M |. Oxford: Blackwell,1995.
NEVIS E. C, DIBELLA A J, GOULD ] M. Un-
derstanding organizations as learning systems[ ] ].
Sloan Management Review,1995,36(2) . 73-85.
NILSSON C H. Strategic alliances: optimistic fic-
tion or negative fact? [ J]. Journal of European
Business Education,1995,4(2) . 19-46.

OSBORN R N,HAGEDOORN J. The institution-
alization and evolutionary dynamics of interorgani-
zational alliances and networks[J]. Academy of
Management Journal,1997,40(2); 261-278.
PARKHE A. Interfirm diversity, organizational
learning ,and longevity in global strategic alliances
[J]. Journal of International Business Studies,
1991.22. 579-602.

PRAHALAD C K, HAMEL G. The core compe-
tence of the corporation[ ] ]. Harvard Business Re-
view,1990,68(3): 71-91.

PUCIK V. Strategic Alliances, Organizational
learning, and competitive advantage: the HRM
agenda[ ] |. Human Resource Management Review,
1988,19(1): 90-118.

PUCIK V. Technology transfer in strategic alli-
ances; competitive collaboration and organization-
al learning[ M]//AGMON T, VON GLINOW M
A. Technology transfer in international business,
Oxford: Oxford University Press,1991;: 121-138.
ROBBINS S,COULTER M. Management 7th edi-
tionf M ]. New York: Prentice-Hall,2002.
SCOTT K, WALKER A T. Teambuilding: the
manager’s complete guide to teams in organiza-
tions[ M ]. New York: Prentice Hall.

SIMONIN B L. The importance of collaborative
know-how: an empirical test of the learning or-
ganization[ J ]. Academy of Management Journal,
1997,40(5): 1150-1174.

SIMONIN B L. Ambiguity and the process of
knowledge transfer in strategic alliances[ ] ]. Stra-
tegic Management Journal. 1999,20: 595-623.
SIMONIN B L. An empirical investigation of the
process of knowledge transfer in international

strategic alliances [ J ]. Journal of International



REIE BEKERRES I REBHZ DY

57

[59]

[60]

[61]

Abstract

Business Studies.2004,35(5); 407-427.

STATA R. Organizational learning-the key to
management innovation [ J |. Sloan Management
Review, 1989, Spring: 63-74.

TEECE D, PISANO G. The dynamic capabilities
of firms: an introduction[ ]J]. Industrial and Cor-
porate Change,1994,3(3): 537-556.

TU Q. VONDEREMBSE M A. RAGU-NA-
THAN T S,SHARKEY T W. Absorptive capaci-
ty: enhancing the assimilation of time-based man-
ufacturing practices [ J ]. Journal of Operations
Management,2006,24: 692-710.

YAMIN S, GUNASEKARAN A, MAVONDA F
T. Innovation index and its implications on organi-

zational performance: a study of Australian man-

[62]

[63]

[64]

ufacturing companies[ ] ]. International Journal of
Technology management,1999,17(5): 495-503.
ZAJAC E J.OLSEN C P. From transaction cost to
transactional value analysis: implications for the
study of interorganizational strategies[ J]. Journal
of Management Studies,1993,30(1): 131-145.
ZAHEER A.MCEVILY B, PORRONE V. Dose
trust matter? Exploring the effects of inter-or-
ganizational and interpersonal trust on perform-
ance[ J ]. Organization Science,1998,9: 141-158.
ZAHRA S A,GEORGE G. Absorptive capacity: a
review, reconceptualization, and extension[]].
Academy of Management Review, 2002, 27 (2):
185-203.

Competing or Collaborating? The Influence Mechanism of

Inter-organizational Learning Strategy in Channel Alliances

Huang Xun,Jin Yigian,Chen Xian,Jiang Qingyun

(School of Management, Fudan University)

Both competition and collaboration exist in channel alliances. From the perspectives of both motivation and

capacity,our study establishes the influence mechanism of organizational learning strategy in channel alliances. The

results indicate that absorptive motivation positively influences competitive strategy, absorptive capacity positively

influences both competitive strategy and collaborate strategy, and transfer capacity positively influence collaborate

strategy. However, it cannot be proved that collaborate learning strategy must lead to superior organization

performance.
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