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( chart 1 the basic framework of research)
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IIRE RWATTT 22% FHETTT 19% HF & FH:
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TEASRE AT, L RO N A RE 1 A
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*1 T2 Cronbach’ s A HGEEMERTRE
(Table 1 Cronbach’ s coefficient, combination trust and ex-

traction variable of various variables)

Cronbach ¥ | HEFRE UL S

Y, 0.79 0.84 0.61
S Y, 0.81 0.82 0.68
TRE Y, 0.83 0.79 0.59

Y, 0.77 0.76 0.71
wig | Vs 0.89 0.83 0.75
Ao | Y 0.83 0.88 0.66
I | v, 0.85 0.75 0.70
s | Vs 0.80 0.81 0.65
o | Y, 0.83 0.78 0.69
B | v, 0.87 0.86 0.58
whpE | Yo 0.76 0.74 0.67
HIR Yo, 0.79 0.80 0.73
%o v, 0.81 0.73 0.65
oigpe | Yis 0.75 0.72 0.60
HIR Yis 0.77 0.71 0.72
L2 0.74 0.79 0.62
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R I HE N AR FNEERUE . TEN A
RUOBE T, T B Y RN 25 2 DA [ N Ah 2
(A FE S Al , I 283 AHOC L FRIM RS 2 1B ko 1,
DR BAT R 1 PN A0 5 45 4 3803 A A W B
JE AN DX SORE 53 A, e R WSRO0 B8 0 A 45 2R DL
2% 25 1 X5 % 4K 5 Anderson & Gerbing
(1988) AL, BIFFE 45 R W, 2478 B b i 7
PR THTAH G R AR A Sy 1 ], HCBR e U R U7
RO R E B R 7 (o0 R, HAY ik B3 1)
22 5 K-, BSORT 0 A AR T B 2AT X R0%

x2 WHHESWER

( Table 2 analysis result of constringency effect)

Ny X2 df GFI CFI RMR
KRR 583.62 | 101 0.86 | 0.93 |0.020
NFFEEGRET) | 251.39 41 0.92 0.98 | 0.011

MR A TES
PRI | 198,41 18 0.8 | 0.91 |0.017
BN | 261,15 | 23 0.85 | 0.88 |0.029

326.36 41 0.90 0.96 | 0.016

3.3.3 BREERES T RBIZEIE

A KA 2l i A PEA , AR5 4K 3% Bagozzi
& Yi(1988) [, J3 391 A IEA I LA o R A
2T P ARV 5 N 7 235 g 136 e 8 25 = 5 T I i LA
P o B BRSNS BRI , A 7E A4 2 i
AR PR 2 G far R KO, HIE T 0.5
DA b i HLA e 1R 25 AT (R, R AT N SR
A 27 910 L 5 LU R e A 2 i B, AR 9 4 A
AR A 4 X8 A BE A R AR bR o, X = 348,05,
d.f. =59, GFI =0.90, RMR = 0.015. RMSEA =
0.098, H:/h GFI . RMR ., 5 RMSEA ¥ ik i] 352 36
FEl 5 55 =R N TESS M TE RO L, WF R 45 S B s 4570 i
A5 R B EHEE 0.5 A2 K, HAETE
I A E B 5 AR 8 PR b, R R R
FE NS RE T SN A RE T MR AR
DI 8  H iR 5 7% B 4B (5 B 4 31 ok 0.81
0.83.0.79.0.74 0. 77 , 2 HUAs S i 43 511 0. 78
0.81.,0.85.0.82.0.76, 3% L 8 3 Fe I i) AT $22 52 7K
e, WA N AT AN B N FESS P IS RS .
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AR P SRS L N5k 3 Frn. Al LA

LR HI H2 \H3 H5 H6 H7 1 HS &R\ T T
g, 17 Ha BA 15 B0 R0 . HAR A A0 1 s
HIXRWNE 2 s,

(1) KA 5 MR HR R 43 B, h
0.22(P<0.001) B, K —0.14(P <0.05) 435 3%
Fi 7R 1 AR 20 WSS R BN, KRR
JEEXT R SR A% 1) AR ROCRIEAS K (B H L
BN X AT RE S — e ik B 2 i R JE R B
AR OC R A K. 221 (2009) DA [ N 7 22 1k
RO AR R L AR NG RN A AN 45 B S Al
SRR - 1D 5= wl sy10) 3 RN DY 2 A1 A
R A (HAEAS B AL = R0 P E KD 25 T T A0
PLRAE AT IV R, 33X 26 R 25 52 Wi & %) Ip [] 4
LI B HRUR .

(2) RAMEHHINEEGRES): B, 7 0.67(P
<0.01) , 3ZHF TR 3 MAEMR K 4, T P>
0. 05, AT A 19 2 37 o 1 X Bl &5 21 1 I [
FTREA PN 5 T s — i F IR N TR & B R )
5714, Knnan F1 Handfield (1998 ) 1A i K £ %
A N ER RS G F2 B T N AL R 2, SN R
AR S B S &AM R R X
PN EREE G RE 7 1 52 ) £ 1 3 Ao P R A% 3 1Y
(fFOEH1,2002) , IXAE—E BRI b 2x Il 55 50 ZR 0
JE X B R

(3) R & BB ) 5 1 0 5 R RS B AL
i 5 16 ARy R RE 5 15 b g BIp ] 1 R0 U
BRI Z (8] B F 0] 5 &, R 7 1 8 A4
P 5 Pt O DI [ TR BB 1 N R 2 ]
IR SC AR ARHIFFE SCRE 13X UM (Bs 4 0. 35,
P<0.05;B, 5 0.31,P<0.05; 8, 5 0.74,P <
0.001 ;8,4 0.27,P <0.01) .

(4) BFR AR BR , & o FHANE S, D
FR 5 L0 P[] 1 2R 2 B8 28R I ) 3 52 i (B,
B ) [AIHERIR Jy 0. 49, 31X by H e &5 (0. 24)
KRiFZ . LR EE ML B fe v, s Ik &5 Ho2
JRfit AN AR IR RS T & HE A A
TR Ry IR B i, B 2 1 SRR AL
SR GEALRE Sy Akl . FIIREE SRR T 2 — A
BRMMEALIEE G BE Ty, B RO E B AR B A
EALRCR , e & SR M EALRCR . R, 25T
THBEEA RS, SRIPELE X Pr ) M R A # 1)
YER H2A BRI



-152- B o M 2012 4¢

®3 JLEEEANEFRRHERZLE

(Table 3 the coefficient between various variables and assumption examination )

A5 B [H] 1956 Z AR REL P{H it AR R 5 45 5
KRR AR (B)) 0.22%*%* 0.000 HI s
KR BE BRI ARE R (B,) -0.14* 0.028 H2 T

KRARBEIEREERETT(Bs) 0.67**" 0.000 H3 EZ

KARMBE-NEEEHES(B,) 0.11 0.102 H4 R4
RS BB ) — PR R PEHIR RS (Bs) 0.35* 0.023 H5 o
R RE - QBT AR (B ) 0.31* 0.014 H6 s
SRR G fiE - U E AR RS (B,) 0.74%** 0.000 H7 SR
SRR RE I~ BT RIREE RS (B ) 0.27** 0.008 H8 S

(R * = «x RRP<0.001, + xR P<0.01, = TR P<0.05)

0.17 0.11 0.15

0.08 0.04 0.06

0.21 0.13 l l l
l l Y2 Y3
Y: Y2 77 .68
.67

R ARERS

RABE

BB R AR

ShEREEARES

Y3 Y4
4 +4s

70 75 Y i Yis

T T A 54 || 6t || 1™
Ys Yoy Yo ;

0.18 0.11 .65‘“\ 62" 58" T T T
T T T 017 014 o1

0.12 0.15 0.09

B2 EFELEATZTEEMNXRE

(chart 2 Relation chart of various Variables in Whole)

MR ZR o ARG SCRRIR T I T =38 Z (8] 1Y

4 R EHEAB T AR A B B | 32 ) S b PR BB TR AT T SLE A
By AR T — A I RS
A SC LI A Sl A S i 4 G 2 B (1) 56 ZR 30 o ot 1L Ry e I i) S L s 7 2

XM EE R B SUR AR R SC R, HRLETOE IR, WX BT P AR B WA AR SR ] 30
FERFME ARG SGHN BRI Z R XU R RIS R I ARG THIE N B R IR 7
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B A4 R B T DS C )R 22 A AR . B
(AR A2 22 B TR) 1 6 R B A7 A W S8 A 1 ]
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IEEH o B AP Z T80 R U IR AL 25 1 i 3R
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AT 308 3o 37 PR P O Z R AR T RSN R 15 e )
AR — B e

(3) PIEBFNSNER AN A ] ) X 0 B P 7]
PEATSFI B TR = A TR TR o 3 id B i
HIRANREE G g ) i 2 4R T R B[R] 0 i
R MR BT, BATRZH A E T
iR A 0 % , JHL T G I A 2R o B A
SERAENR R PR RS R A AR R
S BRIV R B A A P BB S R AEAE R
FAL T RRIE R T &, SN AR IR Ak
B G, T AR A IR, BT T AR
(A RE T KA 26 2 6 b ) 1 IR 5 B8 (4 A
FURATBRAY o BT 0 2 242 AR A 06 2ok
P SINAL s 2 @ SN ST 1 i = = NS
HRe S R AR R B

T B UL R A 9T B 4538 2 UGS A

AR ), i F ) P A R Likert #88 RUE &
e, Z VI I W, 1A e BB
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The impact of network embeddedness on the partner selection of cooperative technological innovation

Zheng Dengpan, Dang Xinghua
(School of Economic and Management, Xi’ an University of Technology, Xi’ an 710054, China)

Abstract: The method of QAP is used to analyze the impact of network embeddedness, i. e. relational embeddedness and struc-
tural embeddedness, on the partner selection of cooperative technological innovation. Cantner (2006) considered that both the
personal relation generated by the mobilization of scientists and the past experience of cooperation have a great impact on the part-
ner selection of cooperative technological innovation. The topic based on the data collected from the firms in Xian High — tech
Zone are analyzed, and the previous factor is defined as structural embeddedness, namely, the scientists and engineers who are in
charge of patents act as three party intermediates, and the latter factor is defined as relational embeddedness, that is, the past ex-
perience of cooperation. The result indicates that the impact of relational embeddedness on the partner selection of cooperative
technological innovation is not quite obvious. Nevertheless, the structural embeddedness has a greater effect on the partner selec-
tion of cooperative technological innovation.

Key words: network embeddedness; firm; cooperative technological innovation; partner selection

(LE#EF 153 W)

[13]

Tsai, W. and Ghoshal, S. Social Capital and Value Crea-

tion; the Role of Intrarfirm Networks [ J]. Academy of Mana-

Orientation in Buyser — Seller Relationships [ J]. Joural of

Marketing, 1996,61(6) ;35 -51.

gementJournal, 1998, 41(2) . 464 — 476. [18] Lemmink ,Moorman and Ruyter. The Commitment — Trust Theory
[14] Simonin,B. L. Ambiguity and the process of knowledge trans- of Relationship Marketing[ J]. Joural of Marketing, ,2000,

ferin strategic alliance [ J]. Strategic Management Journal 58(7) .24 -37.

1999, 20(597) : 595 - 623. [19] Zander, U. and Kogut, B. Knowledge and the speed of trans-
[15] Pisano, G. P. Knowledge, integration and the locus of learning; fer and imitation of organizational capabilities; an empirical

an empirical analysis of process development [ ] ]. StrategicMan- test [J]. Organization Science, 1995, 6(1): 76 —92.

agement Journal, 1994, 15( Winter Special Issue) :85 —100. [20] M2 28, /S8, T8, S50 R RO (M.
[16] IHHEH], SR UTA EIE. MR AR T RO 5 BARAH L HE R A, 2003,

[J]. B2z S5REHORE L2008 (8 ) 88 - 93. (217 28, b . Al 8] 5 & ik B2 o 56 R A (AL 52 i fr) 52
[17] Nyhan,E. and Johnson, M. S. Determinants of Long — Term TERFSE )], B R AL 2008 (12) (114 —125.

The impact of relationship strength and knowledge integration
capability on supply chain knowledge transfer

Pan Wenan

(College of Business Management, Zhejiang Gongshang University, Hangzhou 310035, China)

Abstract: Establishing a close partnership is considered as an important way to improve the efficiency of supply chain knowledge
transfer. However, due to the neglect of both the structural characteristics of supply chain knowledge and the differences between
individual knowledge integration capacities by most researchers, the significant difference is observed between the research results
and the practice. Based on the theoretical analysis, the relationship among relationship strength, knowledge integration capabili-
ty, and supply chain knowledge transfer in the form of questionnaires is explored. The results show that relationship strength only
has a significant positive impact on cooperative knowledge transfer of supply chain and external integration capability; neverthe-
less, it is unable to exert an influence on innovative knowledge and internal integration capability. Furthermore, through the ex-
ternal integration capability of the knowledge, the indirect influence on cooperative knowledge transfer of supply chain caused by
relationship strength is much greater than the direct influence on that. Therefore, the strengthening knowledge integration capacity
is essential in order to improve the efficiency of supply chain knowledge transfer through partnerships.

Key words: supply chain; relationship strength; knowledge integration capability; knowledge transfer



