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The Effect on the Nodal Companies’ Tacit Knowledge Conversion by Supply
Chain Structure

Yu Zude, Ran Jing
(School of Business Management, China University of Petroleum, Beijing 102249, China)

Abstract: The mutual conversion of tacit knowledge and explicit knowledge in supply chain is the process of
value creation in spiral up. Tacit knowledge is the core. The structure of supply chain is decided by its numbers of the
node and the nodal companies. The main body of knowledge is competitive in supply chain which consists of
multi nodal companies, that make it difficult to the conversion of tacit knowledge among companies. Considering
the circumstance of knowledge content is negative linear to costs in the supply chain which consists of multi
manufacturers and multi retailers, the tacit knowledge conversion decision of manufacturers’ and retailers’ is decided
by the nodal companies’ number of supply chain.
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