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Figure 1 project — based supply chain cross — organizational cooperative innovative process based on knowledge — driven
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Figure 2 project — based supply chain cross — organizational knowledge processes
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Figure 3

the relationship between project — based supply chain cross — organizational knowledge and project value — adding
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Project — based supply chain cross — organizational cooperative innovation

based on the perspective of knowledge flow

Shi Jiangang, Wu Guangdong
(School of Economics and Management, Tongji University, Shanghai 200092, China)

Abstract: Within project — based supply chain, the stable and equilibrium knowledge flow is the foundation for achieving cooper-
ative innovation, while the realization of project value — adding depends on the success of cross — organizational cooperative inno-
vation. Based on the analysis on the importance of project — based supply chain cross — organizational cooperative innovation and
the relationship distinction between knowledge flow and project value — adding, the ordinary differential equation model for project
— based supply chain cross — organizational cooperative innovation influence factors is established. It is concluded that if deman-
ded project — based supply chain cross — organizational cooperative innovation maintains an optimal state, then the friendly level
and effect intensity between project — based organizations should preserve a certain degree, and the increment of knowledge activi-
ties and the range of knowledge activities in the project should restrict within a certain range.

Key words: project — based supply chain; cooperative innovation; knowledge flow
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Strategic orientations and product innovation performance of Chinese enterprises:
A comparison between the firms in high — tech and low - tech industries

Xue Lei, Yang Yan, Zhu Hengyuan
(Research Center of Technology Innovation, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: Based on the survey data from 522 Chinese Enterprises, the influence of different strategic orientations on new product
innovation performance in different technology intensive industries is explored. The main findings include (1)both customer ori-
entation and technology orientation have a significant effect on the firms’ new product performance; (2)in high — tech industries,
while firms are more customer — orientated than technology — orientated, the effect of customer orientation and technology orienta-
tion on firms’ new product shows no significant difference; (3)in low — tech industries, firms are also more customer — orientated
than technology — orientated, however, technology orientation has the stronger effect on new product innovation performance than
that for customer orientation. The limitation and managerial implementation of current research are also discussed.
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