Wk
PEXFI03E 9T o Ho - ¥ = 4994

BEE Mt EIFEEEGERERERE

3%

SREAE - EEEE

(s HE - 102410 A 15 H ; 5—XEE - 102410 H29 H
BEZ I HET © 1034207 A 21 H)

BE

FEZAMUT BRI E B St - (o e (e T2 I o 22 L B & ol o R JR AR
R LM REEL PR BRI B R A TR B R R S (ERA G TSR R ~
A% LT 2 SRSV (BB (R Y 2 (RS - AT RE S L RE R (B BT 3%
4 Wk ATERTRRIE &S TP AT ARV EZE Ry - BB E RAVEEME - RIFER T4
FIX B RARAYSEIE - R E BLIER AT RS - WMERFE TR S (R B LS - AT 5T
e LAY AR > e R TR A ERR - &R IRV SRR R - OB e
B - W A e Z B (A5

AT LI B SR B R R OB TRRPE P S - PRAVESTE TR0 T 250 (ke
KR BiE 12 TERFSURGR - ERAS R R 8 TESTIGER T B e R RS Ehe B o LR
FElFERE MR ~ B RRSEh5E M B b ORI S TR 2 IEAHRE - BA(RR(E - KB EE
b~ BRERE =R (R E RN PR ER R BRI E SR XS EERL - 5iE
PR TR (R E RS > Bl LR B M S TEAHRE -

AWIFEEE S AR ~ BIRAHE ~ W17 Ry BB > DU O s L2 e A%
BRI Ry 8HARMERR (5 AR RN - BT o L L T SR 2 B (A RIS BV B (0% - W

— LA I == = 2 LA
TH R R E SR 55w -

Mk w AWM BEEE S AR RN EE R BRFER b o Lhg

TRl 28 Y BB B Rl — BV A 45 BLA D S R B (o A 1ty B A S
(% o 4H4% M {%(Inter-organizational Relationship, IOR)AVEFZE4EIF » R
fr A (R A ¥ 7 (asymmetric) B AR By —THER EERVERECT AR ~ J7iss,
2008) - FHEH S FEARSE BV A 8 FF 2 SURPRETA R 5 B4 ESM (Make or Buy) |
HYEEEIST » 05T EmA B B B MBS R IR RN ZAI 2 (Klein, 2004)

"R R o EEMEE > SO E R e R BRI (SR R A B R
BN BUG NS ER (R E TR S A
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ZRT > RZPEHY T HBESME ) NS ITIER S BETFEILER TS - th=
EHLER B EEAS - SE TR FIBCA AL B R HE o - S 2 BT
B 7 Z [EHY T EEJTHY R ¥ (asymmetric capability) ; fIEEC T RN ETEAL S
(asymmetric transaction) | HIWFFE_EATSZ @I M AR e B AR » P LS
B BT 22 E (E (Walker, 2007: 233; FH-AREL 25, 2008) -

EEBHRAVEIZE T » S E RS R E B EEE(BIanZ=sh
4 FESCERIERASE T AR (45 T e BUEUES ML WYRTRE(EAIZ, 1992) « JEH5H
iy N L ERE AR R T AE 17 ~ & i S Bl A e DAIZRIE B I SEy S F 52 -
REIH HEFE R R S0 s RS ~ Se AR il Bl 25 Y e SR 48 B - (HHER(ERE
TTEBA AR S o W R S AY R R - i T IR
(asymmetric) | FVAHERRIR (G ERS BN E B S - EEN T REEHEE
BRSNS PR B gaEmrE (7R ~ J7THZE, 2008: 45) o B0 TR
RAEFAZEEA 2 P UE R A ERE - ERARFSHANRE - R EARE
B ROt AR =g (S/HEEE, 2006ab) -

ST BRI B A S IR E (B E) A S e ARy A A
FESEATERY,  4EFRFEF 2 ROALIERGAGIRM T » SEZNA B TG aERY 3848 » (2
DA B FATE ZHTE T EVE R - 28T B L JoO ks H el
i IE /D8 — W R B (L R P 2 4 (1 e ot RO Y - S (L RS (key  supplier) #E1T
FHHIZZ Sy (Corsten and Felde, 2005; Ulaga and Eggert, 2006) » 13 E[E]HS L7 2%
ILIER T HE BRI S - AR w(Transaction Cost Theory)s% Ry LRI
H/ VB Z#152(Small Numbers Exchange)HiRNL T » & 5 4 BB EAE A
[ (Unilateral Hold-up) (Williamson, 1985: 26) °

AT RIS R KHY GBS » 55 | RPN —REGET i I EE TER - &
STHTHEIRR - (AR P RERIR R = - (LR S STt~ B S i - i
RGBS AR SRR (B0 TOYOTA) » lAERIIE A » —fEZ s ERA
o A B T (A5 e T RS R L AR AE Ay T 17 RIS 2 R IR [E (B
2t (Collaborative Advantage) (Dyer & Singh, 1998; Dyer, 2000; &]{E % &,
2007) = H16fRg(focal firm) ' 411{a] A % FR L F Bt FERS (major supplier) 2 FEIAE
DG ERR AR Ry SRS b3 LAY T.{F(Dyer & Singh, 1998; Dyer, 2000) - 1
o FERZ B AL FE R 4R BB M AR AVRA (R 7 B0 2 A M TS S T (L e
B BORHEECE ? N EER LA MR EREE AR (AR,
2007b) -

! Focal firm "Ik BN, B TR o AEAZTERFE PO BEA
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EEAN - FUO A B MR B AN - B S FE R A M A (O (mutual
dependent) Y52 7 Bi{% (B[ FZ2BEERG (R T COMRAYET L ~ A Lot AHEHE £
FOLER TR AR SR ) - (HE T LRI ER A2 - B
JE RS fICRE OB AR PR I » R 220 (AL e R {834 (supplier advantage) ;(Gulati and
Sytch, 2005) » R FErS R A AH B EORAVRE T EOR Pragti - SRS
R Ry A1) 2 BLATEAT Gy 5 G = B ZA T L B R T RS R
(dependence asymmetry) ; (Gulati and Sytch, 2005; Subramani and Venkatraman,
2003) ~ Biff By T R ISMEFE J1/{KiE(power-dependence imbalances) | (Heide and
John, 1988; Buchanan, 1992)1Y%5 5 15 H -

B B a0 7 AR B T SO G S e B Y & TR R
% > AIREEECRIS TS M ARV S R A ~ RS LR 154
(Quinn & Hilmer, 1994; Barney, 1999) ; {E % i & {1 - S AL pe FTHR (LAY A 52
S QINTRER TR [ ALIERG RS, ) A A T IR, BB EE 7R E
bREIEE T - 5 2 B A ER AR 5 S TERIMAE S KRB E - IBER
b ~ BEERAVRBE AR (FHEEE, 2005a: 96-98) » 75 Ko (e B - M
JERGAERH TR SRR - S5 2 WESERPEE M S TR - Vb (g HY
PEARIT Ry > MBSO ERG SRRV AR EE 7 (RIS Lo & R AR B
RESTR AR iR RIS PEHER & (Heide, 1994; Tvens, 2005)E8 + Z AL fERGHY & (F
B - BIEC R AT Tk BT AT e B -

Grer DA EEREH » ARBHSE 2 BHSE R Ry ¢ B F AL ERG 2 - S e S
HAHRO Z %S O f s 42w -~ 1255 2 E R IR %8
P2

R JURREREY

FEESTE(Asymmetric) YAHERE R (RS R E BV EBIER > SEUGENART
REr S B MAIR Z PRZ B 99 (JT AR ~ J7titsk, 2008: 45) -
AHARFE R (A N SR Ry L RN 2 — - K E AR ERACHERA (4

B IRHHEHE R (resource dependence theory)fFH! « & FIHM MBS AL
RARTA » AR IR LI5S FE R B JI| 25RO B 5 B (LR as Y
& (Pfeffer and Salancik, 1978) - [t - BIRAYEZMEELE AR T T 4HAR
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A EARREHIAR S » E{ERE S0 —T7 » K B B A (replacement) B AL
FI A% A (substitutable) Y 58 5y 6 G2l > 2 75 365 5 A A HE R 82 8¢ IR 17 24 0
(Heide and John, 1988: 23) - {51 : {{ TGRSR EAMZ P DUE 78 75 FIFH
e (HEVA R P BN A Ti5s T R B HSHER - R P ARE - L
Bt AR g (EIEER, 19952, 97) - BXRIBES 2 FEBRAH SRS
TEAHSREIRR A - AHE9EN—T7 - B S9BA  4HA - TRAHARRE S ~ fohah -
EREEAN BB - NRE 2 BV RIRE « PRI - 4H SRR PR & T Ry
AREE T ZR R AH B N BRI AV R BE AR T - B S FE HHRE TRV 1T (S (power use
operations) DA 5 ## 78 EE4H (power restructuring operations) (Pfeffer & Salancik,
1978) -

FE ST EE B (power-dependence relations)(Emerson, 1962)+5 H & 1712 E
SN — 07 (REE TR EREE) BEEEA FTEXGNE N —T7
(Johnsen and Ford, 2008; Kumar, Sheer and Stenkamp, 1995) » {{X§EfEE# =1 —
TR FREC &7 ~ AR SR HEEE L E (Pfeffer and Salancik, 1978)
B WO BB AT (S S 7 I B S E I RE ST - A AT REAI(E
FHEIRAE T 1S A 2 0y &8 8 - 1 AT B8 (& A1 FH I —#E JJ (attempt to exploit the
power)(Ireland & Webb, 2007; Geyskens, Steenkamp, Scheer, & Kumar, 1996;
Frazier & Rody, 1991) - & {si F FEAEME ) B AT G ECAFIZR T » #HE T
AJRE R BEBAILE » BRI TR o it/ VEEC 5 HkZ BB HIEE T -
HEPUOREA (BZE) fEBl F 2 OLER ~ R4 T g SR G T - #EIAR
P E E R F EEEZE IS ISR S RO LU B4 E &1
f6#{% (unproductive partnerships) (Anderson and Weitz, 1989: 312) -

L oA miE N EFEBRGZHEER BN - BREET LIV HEE
M~ RGERZ G Gt &ML S RN R 2 522 (Rindfleisch & Heide,
1997) o FA AN E FIBIR B T 22 > I B RT3AT N e > B
% & (over-investments) ¥ 3¢ 5 B J& & E Y — J7 K I A B ZE N &
(Williamson, 1985; 1996: 12) - 5% B & 2 &% FE 5% 51 25 i 19 1E =X 2247 (formal
contract){F &t k] » DIANEEZ T S ESUE IR £ R - #la
Donada and Nogatchewsky (2005)#&5 1 jEE %Y & F5 (vassal customer)Ei E (L FE R
HIZE SRR R B A - S EAGE AL ERIVE )T - WA AL H L IE
> AL BRAGE R PGB E N Preg it - DLFE IR\ i (52 2 (affective
influence) H AL FERS » DL 2417714 (compromise approach)4t ;&1 (1L #E 8 (4 1h Ay
Bh{E -
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=, BEEMREEARREE

"R B B A B HIHY [ & 2 — (Subramani and
Venkatraman, 2003: 51) » JZ 55 Z BRI FRAVIRLRS - RIFEEREE OB (S 224UAL 5
Bl & F R % 28 B O > P Y 78 B (anticipate) ~ S (reaction) k7 75 i
(adaptation) (Heide, 1994; Heide & John, 1992; Subramani and Venkatraman,
2003; Ivens, 2005) » 7R A 2 ETH 2 B T HKES 58 14 (strategic  flexibility) |
(Young-Ybarra and Wiersema, 1993) » 25 (B ERRA R - BIXC S R S FIEE
FRER

AHERMIRAR(IOR)EY " odtE | - fEfE " BE{%58 14 (relational flexibility) ; #5
HEE T EE THIR G R M & TR (R TaR E (modification)Hy A]
BE M (Ivens, 2005) ~ B H %2 5 (exit) BY B] #E M4: (Young-Ybarra and Wiersema,
1993) ~ 752 58 K o 881 S FEBE T (reacting capability)(Aaker and Macarenhas,
1984) ~ 887 gk M Al (Brandenberger & Nalebuff, 1996.Harrigan, 1985) ~ F#%S
SRR EFE(willing to adjustment) (Heide, 1994; Heide and John, 1992) -~ T~
JEE I EPRHA M o SR 45 468 B i B 5 %E (Bahrami, 1992) » A [EIF IEZEEYHRT #EAE
J& (formalization) 5, H F¢ %222 5 i f2 (adaptation processes)(Halle n, Johanson
& Seyed-Mohamed, 1991) o

Subramani and Venkatraman (2003)FTe% € < EEEIEE&FG T > BEGE M2

"ER G —J7 (BT BB SR AET Wi S—T5 (Z77) EEARF
s ER > X 5 )5 T (bilateral expectation) LEIHMS SR B2 3R TIERI (R 2k
IEFREH PRI EERE & (redress hardship) ; ° FE—FE& S MEL - FRERVZOIMEEE
# 1% (obligations) BY {7k S A7 %E (stipulations) - H Y A w1 FHIH 2 5 5L [N &R
(unanticipated contingencies) 1Y 522 » x5 5 8 75 ¥ Y 4\ S 14 3 #2 (good-faith
adjustments) Y FHIHER R - 2 {53 (vulnerable).Z — 5 (R )MESR—H (L
FOBAREEA T TERARY IS - F 1% ] 3E (opportunistic exploitation by the other)
VT o (53 5 HY{F E (one party will not take advantage of the other) » K[
HBER Ry "M R SE T RFEREREFES N E Y Tk
(motivation) ; (Heide, 1994:79) -

G HIRAGE M - R T IS TA E R B B PR MR R EE - R iE K
7 &ERY{TE)(the arena of collaborative action)(Ring and Van de Ven, 1992) - ifi
BEHIE VAR ~ B =i A b [E] & H (maximize joint outcomes)fYi#% & (Dyer,
1996) - BRIEE & JTHIAC B IHFTEH » B {%5# 4 (relational flexibility ) 5 Fy &
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FHIE T (trust) - BEGRIE M2 /KL AR R RARA R T JETT54 )6 (nonmarket
governance) | IYFEE(Heide, 1994) -

Subramani and Venkatraman (2003)PAfIEE AN E M8 L2 KB EIRER
r B E AL IERG S TS & TR TESEH 9% - DAR (AR08 ~ RS ~ SRR
(length of association) ~ BEERIHAIZNE ~ XA EERRE FTIHRZE » /FHE
JE P B HE B 5 (quasi-integration) B [E) A SR #5 T (joint  decision-making)
s BRI A < PR BT - A 4 R B (s M L R SR IS T A I Y IR )
s MRS EAIER - ERERZEKENZERG -5 REEE
AR P B (L P RETA REMA SR M A (D ¢ (Bl ~ AH B FE BRI ~
SEHARLSE) - IS £ BUKEE (commitment-trust) /K A BL R G £ AFRE
ATREATZ -

Young-Ybarra and Wiersema (1993) LA ke A Bt @ A #a B 5y » 555 S5 B
B SRS, 5t S R {5 SRS 58 1 (strategic  flexibility) » LL(1)/Z & Z 7 %
(modification) B A HYH HEREA (% ~ (2)/2 4 Al BB L (exity R A HYMH MR A IE &
ESETE - HE4ERAUR » B HIEH A(asset specificity) B " AT FH%EAY5E
P (modification flexibility) | 81 " AJ3E H A58 M (exit flexibility) ;| EABEENE
A2 5 (ST (trust) DL SR A5 AT AT T HAMAY I B E Bl (alternatives) » A AT
SRR ) BT ARV M ) BEAREEREE - BH)  BEEEN
KL I i i e R 0 BB s e Wt R B A Y IR - S 2 (B /KRR S
P i P 2R HH AL B R SE W B R A B SRR -

Ivens (2005)/F58 M (flexibility) e #8 fy + ¥IREEE) (41 ERMCEEL AT
%) HoE MR FE(flexible reactions) i #2HY F5 2 (demands for modifications) e
DITER & SRR R R 52 BHSE TGt Se s R B EL O e e Y BRI (4o 1 JEE KL
Young-Ybarra and Wiersema (1993)MH{EIAV4Em © 3¢5 A E AR BIE - &
[ 57 25 4H 4% T B (A Y 5B 5 SRR A 1 (mutuality) B B 25 5] (long-term
orientation) » FIl /2 1F [ 52 252 BEAH R EIRA(RAY5E M - 170 H. > AHARFERA (A58 %
v AIETEmENE ~ (B EBUEFE R f(Tvens, 2005) -

H]FEEEEX(2005b: 288) L [ #&@EN5H M4 (mobility of flexibility) | fH#l GG {E 3L
Dagsgh - X GE R ERRIGRIES AR - EQYERERE - SES
SR A TRIS BE R SR - (DI + 4K BF P i i P AE B (% b SR AH & Y8 -
AT USRS - A AER > HZFRIGRIESUEREE (AIB24TERAERS])
TR A BEEHAR A ~ EETREREHA) ~ REM OB E R R E (5]
EZEEL, 2005a: 96-98) -
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3% (modification) BR Hi(exit) LA HYFF B4 5 fil {4 B R A S 1Y & F
S BRI 7R AR BN ROBAE VIR SR © FHRCR BB AR ARG - MRS 1ERT
ML G RGN B R ER - FEAERG— BER A EIFHIRE
{bFf » RF R BB MMEEGTER % - IREIRE BRI ARTE S S R AR — TR
BEATER R - Bk ERE B M 25 E S E R 512 S (FfEZEE, 2005b:
343) - A E 2 MEE G ER AT E YA BB IR fns » FB R o Ak
AR ECR SR ECR T THAC 5 - HARBEhE A -

HH_EASCRR TS - T AHARR R R M PR RITET Y By - (DA B
4 /Y 3 2% (modification) (Heide, 1994; Heide & John, 1992; Subramani and
Venkatraman, 2003; Young-Ybarra & Wiersema, 1993) ~ (2)¥IEREE 088 1Yo fE
(reaction) (Ivens, 2005) ~ (3)iE Hi3Z 5 B8 {4 Y A BE 14 (exit) (Young-Ybarra &
Wiersema, 1993) ~ (4)Hifk & ERAGAVRCABIHE K (loss) ( F/4EZE, 2005a,b) %
VUREA [SIHY R« £ B A5E M A 218 (multi-dimensional) 7 F7& (Carlsson,
1989; Sethi & Sethi, 1990) » &2 8 (4224 A &~ —(Kaufmann, 1987; Kaufmann
and Dant, 1992; Noordewier, Jonh & Nevin, 1990) » 7250 B B RH ST b AV B8 #2
[KZ% (Porter and Fuller, 1986; Harrigan, 1986; Fiegenbaum and Karnani, 1991) - [t
AN AR R M T o By T TG TR | v B B G [E R 1 B2 T (Heide,
1994; Heide & John, 1992; ; Subramani and Venkatraman, 2003; Ivens, 2005) ~ 4
K TR S ) BT EAERAIEL TE(Y oung-Ybarra, & Wiersema, 1993; Ivens,
2005; E|fEEEE, 2005a,b)

RARIE M 2 SRR KRS A B E B N ST By i S e R i S ERA (R
Ban = A B S A FER AV AC S S ERA G IESR R B0 ~ BUERAL - BiESK
IEZ G RG b— SR B LA B NS E R (08 M - BLYNISE SR &
TERAMG > MEGTHE ~ 44 LB R 24 - [ MEARAR T R PR R RO bRy
TEFTEIRVR M B A PRER RO LY R T8 [E]F 3 EUAH SR B0 A2 PR & TR Fe
FEETT NI ER R ER soa b it 4H &% T#h(balancing exploration and
exploitation) (March, 1991) -

=, BREBRE

B8 {558 1k TR FE s 3 1 & VR B8 (% 2 77 5 B2 (modlification) Y AT BE 74 (Tvens,
2005) ~ B H A G (exit) V] gE M4 (Young-Ybarra, & Wiersema, 1993) ~ 35 5 3E
KO8 1Y K2 BE JJ (reacting  capability) 2% 3/ 22 22 5 Bl (4 A9 Z FE (willing  to
adjustment) (Heide, 1994; Heide & John, 1992) - H A [EIER &LV EFEE
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SH PR G ARERRE ST - IS 2> GIERAR T EY— e B Sy h i B 1 F
BEAREVIZSE - HESZRIASNIREES (ER (5 > SR BME S MZEZEE
HREENREETREENEE - WEEGSINREER E X S EERIAH T BEhsE
(mobility of flexibility) ; -~ JE{ERE AL » RIRSEEIEAVIMEZ R (FIEZE,
2005b: 343 ) - R ENGEIE AN G BE (R oRERAYEESE PRI LER (R — BEIL Y
& BB NS - FEAIE BB R - s Z I H S S S (R AT R
ERREERE T - IR IESUE - B 5N ~ SRR - DU Rt As:
FHESBBCHTT ~ BB ABLIETASLEY ~ DR AR BRI ~ RS KT
FRR G B EErE (FEEE, 20052: 96-98) -

(—)BBEM RS FERN

i rs A BT B SR G 58 A SR e S A TR R E A 2 [ 5 B
A% i [ P 4 SR A B (Gulati and Nickerson, 2008) » 401 & 32 5 5 4L [H]
HEEIETHIARERVRE R - BV =~ I S E R S ERY S TE TE)
(Heide, 1992)E245 %M (complex)(Bercovitz, et al., 2006) - {£5E H A2 F %
SR T8 NG Lo AE S A = R HA R AL AR  BORBEE A 5 T 5 T (S
REAEALZ AR T - RF I = S R R A (L RS - T A AR KA (L ERG &
EELS - B ORI R EE AR SN ER RS XS RIGREY
RS AT IR - R BRI B B 1 Z AL BRI AC &) ~ B E AL ERG & L&
TERA G AT B SRR BUG F AR BCH N S F VB SR R s & T

F 5 R 4 AT R 58 B2 M (incomplete  contract) 1 2 £ % & £
(opportunism) HY K - #3585 AN G i sk ME a5 s TR 40 B 1% il (government
mechanism) LLAREEG 5 HHEA%T T Fy(Williamson, 1985) - ZA1MT » HAhEERE 5 HITR
1E=#24(informal contracts) * FIAI ARG (E ~ (ST - BB R (4 )E (relational
governance) * A &H B A Z ki 4 4E S I RE §#(Gulati, 1995; Uzzi, 1997; Dyer &
Singh, 1998) - Poppo & Zenger (2002) 5 i —2045 H1 1E 324V B RR (470 B FE [F]
FAEZEPL I (R (substitute) H. G i (complement) Y IEE  Jap and Anderson (2003)
HIRFSEHE L A i 75 & (Safeguarding Investment) SR FR T (¥ 51
Tz o (RESTFHE RS —HEEENE « fl40 - FOMEERER M
TRERGHE » R SCRIBAR KBRS M5 i 2 755K » TR RS ZE S MR B i RE A%
B> FEEE R T FLALE R > Rl EE [ R I O L FE P 5 SR B
FREECHVENR - (EE%)7 T AH G 8HE (interlock) | {7 FEAYEE i i 5 R B &
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A ATT I Tkt (B S 2 28 24kt » BN FE R S oh Lol 2 (R S8 DA R
iR A (Barthélemy and Quélin, 2006) °

FA Ry T B T TR0 5 - R 5 E T iR RS AL B R AP R B &R
FRE HI] (N3 jis e U7 Hom 4t 4R (VI & 5% ) (Dyer & Singh, 1998) »
TTHIE P BAE R i Re o B T & SRR R At g D Eh 2 S ik
OB TRy E I E S - T T H & E L [F 1% & (asset
co-specialization) (Santoro and McGill, 2005; Jacobides, Knudsen, & Augier, 2006)
{8 {55 o P {0 1) S 4RAH R BV A2 B W 52 R T 48 =5 B A e K (Lavie &
Rosenkopf, 2006) °

HLRTSE ATE B T Z AL FERG T A SRV B BT - BEHFTEAE B
HURIEECE R AR - AR BErssst B RECRaETH  Em g
HFERX G EEEE (exchange-specific investment) (Poppo & Zenger, 1992)Ei %
{EAE P B )& & 7 (customized procedural specific assets) (Barthélemy & Quélin,
2006) » DAMECREIAERFAC B HVAETT o HS Hh Lo B - 2 (L B e e U7 i B B R
ANB A BEERAOMN - (R AR WSk FAY R SREDES AR IO -
A AL TTHIAC Sy PRI 4 = R T P B o o i FETRY B REAE T » IR
(BT S AL ps i il Bl b R A A SRS B8 4 - & o Lo R P 8 R RS B
PERT(E > RS2 BRI B Ee4% 1R B SR S/ ERA (% - PR S BV A BUG =
RUREF » O R R H T Z AL ERG Y S RN » (R
B 1 : EEALRERG S B M P O TRR AN S E B E B AER -

TE2A HME L EARE T % » A ESEBERAT - FORIETT
fi¢#E(buyer dependence)fZ & i #1 5(Heide & John, 1988; Heide & Weiss, 1995;
Kuman, Scheer, & Steenkamp, 1995) - 7£ "#aR4  &80 T AR T AIER T » &
HULRRIAE iR D8 T AL ERY - RSB AE TS 2 BUB(E B0 S -
EETTHFEIR S - fE N BERVECHAMAL T » A A s L IERS - HOASR
B EGHE TU L ETY M4 (autonomy) (Provan, 1980; Wrong, 1968; Provan and
Skinner, 1989) - F %2 ff & g ¥ o0 B AV A HE AR JE AR - HEREUIE & 1F
(non-cooperation){ T By HY A] GEMEAT A (Schellenberg, 1965, 1996) » {51550 zhR
Bl SO ERG S {ERA(GAVIRRMIEA - S T2 AL ERS -

B UL AT ST AR - AR AT S (R £ R AL FER VAR AR
HR B A AOA(R(E F AL ERG RS 1E 2 R - O R 2t
FERG AT MBS | AR ~ Sl &2 A TENRE A SO R R IE ST
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Koo BRI LB ERGREI IS 1F R - S0 LIRS 58 AT - A
FTee 18 £ B A RERG Y S F AU
e 2 ¢ duL R BRI R IR SR 2 EAHRE -

(Z)iR{L(Exploitation) B2 #& 3= (Exploration)

S MENARGEERE AT T FERSEMRE - LEZEE - P
—{EAH A AS R SR IR ERG - SR AH & 1Y T RERE 5 (Jones, Hesterly and
Borgatti, 1997) - IR/t & 4H SR A 2K B EREEAYPRERIT - PR T A] 3 448 Rl (Ao
SRR BTN Gulati, 1995) » SR BB A (R AT 205 o
K £ O B 8 55 59 {1 (Olliver, 1990) = March(1991)fi5 £ 4 4 £ 8 16 48 72
(adaptive processes)fl & [ 23 (exploration) | Bl T jZ%{k(exploitation) | o " #EZ |
t5i5 a8 = (search) ~ (4% (variation) ~ 'F [ (risk taking) ~ ‘B §#i(experimentation) ~
Tk (play) ~ PrisriB P (flexibility) ~ 2 (discovery) K Bl (innovation) » DIZ§fE
ARG ARHAAER (March, 1990, Levinthal & March 1993) » 7% | AIE5E
(refinement) ~ #%(choice) ~ 4 7 (production) ~ X% (efficiency) ~ #Ef%(selection) ~
Eiti(implementation) 1T (execution) » f&F A B EL K1Y EVMEUR A I FH 8
Z¥4#H (March, 1990, Levinthal & March 1993) -

4H 4% 38 5 AT 25 ([ SB35, (domain) [H]1E 3% 5 #& (iteratively  self-reinforcing) "
2R BTG AYEREE « B0 ¢ Lavie & Rosenkopf (2004)F5 H s 1£ 55 HHY
EYES SRS By T e NGRS ST AT AR ZE AR AV EUR: - IR FIFH (leverage)
A AR B E B DL A E SR RE % - GR35 2 e au ik BERE % DUEIRRE
BHLAE JIRACIR » RIS MG VR A S8 B TR S 4H S A IR WS LAt SRR RO A i R
fil e =2 0 TMb B TERR ) MIEEEIE — AR5 B S i
4H AR AE JIH B R tR Y - 48 2 (balancing processes)(Lavie & Rosenkopf, 2004) -

TEAHEREIN AL SRR T - S EERE A GEBHERERA S
HYEES Madd-on)BEARED Sy T R(L ) BEEGTERG - BRIV GTEM SRR
SRR A (4B B T #8723 | (Beckman, Haunschild and Phillips, 2004) - 55757¢
PR EIRAVEUES - MBS B M N TN E R T TR L Y
e B0 T T IRMb ) CFEERYHE (Koza and Lewin, 1998) o 11 H1 0 i i 52
HIERHIR 5 BB S TTHIR SR AR A B fe & T & F 2R - M6 A]
B T LRI A PER AR - B 8 R (158 £ S (L e ps B — S 2 > Al AT RE
HEEREMEATTEL - E 22 H0 E AL ER -
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% b BRIFRAS IR - BB R S ILER A4S IEE 1 (B
TOYOTA ) (Dyer, 1996; Dyer, 2000) » 5.0 i i S BURT E /D8 — Wi R 2 BLRH
SRR T L R 4R R SRS S EE) 1 I E IR B S L R A TR Y
oy o EZ o STERETNRE LIERGES - I ESH T ERBE S B
Sy BRI AR 2 AL RS BT RE NI = > (L IERS IR & IR T AR
WE P (BIfEZEE, 2007a) o #5258 BIPR R HAN AV LRI - NRRERA
RSN E R EAIE R o (RIE U LRRAE M TERR RIS - TR0 Rodh -t
REFOFACRITETEN 2 A EEE - TEIE R S TERR A O R T 2L E RS
Eﬁ%xHYZZESF%Hﬁﬁﬁai%% oy Ry UIAARRES ) B T ERERNS ) BRI -

BRSBTS © (—) TRAGFEE ) oo ed T SOt Epg 2 b
é@%%(%ﬂ!%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ@mﬁﬁ RNk EIRAAREBIEA - BREY
BREGITEREIE) LB GNREETERE - HAVERREE 2
JE PSS Bl 5B 14 (Q)FF@ b AR OREREUR s A S EEEE 2
FEAN(EE » SifkElE B VTS @ Bl e ftiEpg I Bl LAl & EEE - BIERER
AN N F ZAL ERG L R R S E R R P B Fl 4 - PR T S AL FE R A2
GEE o

QERERISHIESE © (—) TEERSERER ) 15 ORUE B 3 HA S A ML
JEAREE AME T ~ PR - S E RS AU IRTEAES - SY AR B a2 Ehos ik -
(=) TRAGERZ ) AZHE L e T 2L R ~ M B — X SRR - Iz
ZEEMGEEEL  RARKHAMAZ ZEE - BAERERESE 53 Z #ig s
TEIENE » 15182 EAT SRRV B Z | (mutural forebearance) 5 » ## 77 H0
AR ERL G G R IV EA g -

()R KB

TEAE | SRR (refinement) ~ H3#(choice) ~ 4 #E (production) ~ R
(efficiency) ~ #E#E(selection) ~ B jifi(implementation) Bk 1 T (execution) » BFA S
TRV AR F L8848 (March, 1990, Levinthal & March 1993) < A&
BFZe AT Al HU L RO LSRN - BIHE T BAARAE ) DA T EEZ L mifE = -

1.Bf&E b

2 B2 15 N AH SR FET 5T 5 1 I /2 8% itk (embedded) A+ & AT HARE 5 2 147
JEt& Gl B R LY P RE R E AV RE (G40 At S B i E 24T B A%
KA G A IRE(Dyer, 1996; Dyer and Singh, 1998) » IEF B4 LR (440G
(relational government) 2.4 1 5 %5 B2 B #HY14'E (Poppo and Zenger, 1992) %
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YN Gyt LB R B A BRHIACR B AT Rt R B AT IE I 2R
& M DERER ~ SR B ECCHIES - TS LPT RSN B AR -
S 2 0 FOL R I SR E G e (A R Sa 2 4H (4 X R B DR I A B A P A
im0 FEALEREBH RS - RIH LR TR A B E R R A4 AT MRS
EEIHIBT -

FEAN » FE RS 8 25 B S B REAY 8 (5] (repertoire of routines)&% PR
HR AR EfE (Teece, Rumelt, Dosi, & Winter, 1994: 17) » [HFEEE{EFH{K (path
dependence)V 78 T ZEAH K HI2C 2 B AU 3% 2 (Lavie & Rosenkopf, 2006)
FEREL i 5 2 IR 2 B S E LA RS HA » N T/ a1 A2 > IRIBLE
MR G AR S (B E, 2005a: 93) o AHAREFS ST IS Rk EL 4 N R
SRR ST - B B RIS AH AR R - AR LT A BB e EE
2% (Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1995) o B 52 Sy 8 HIEL N R O (5 75 2295 AFF 25
B » HA G E S HMAZ 5 ¥ 5 » S LA BRI B (R LRS- BR T
TG A LA B o SR s 2 R B BAR 2 A [E]HF AR B (A L s 2 7%
) N [
fBRaR 3 ¢ HC R BR AR L oR N S L FE RS R B M 2 S AR -

2 ([HEZFL

{E{E % b(Value Exploitation)$i5 (£ {E{E /G B BAThAE FHYZE(fEL R H (Koza
& Lewin, 1998; Lavie & Rosenkopf, 2005) - {E{E GEENAVEFELZE(E - AlHEE A
BHVBATT - SR St ITE IR IT AR - S5 E TR AAFEAEE AR S -
PRI - SRS ERVEAIRRA] - Bl s R DRI B - 2l ATy
HINCHE - $Em M IEE B ERVE » IE S EdEss A n e RAvRasE s - B2t
il NS F T BRI VA AR T A(RIEZE, 2005a) -

AR TR BRI A T E MR 4 BT RY 522 (Williamson, 1999) - Al
RS g e B S AL [ (LAY AHAAE JJ(Jacobidies & Winter, 2005) » LUKz FEE 1R
BEE B I B REAEMT (dynamic capability) (Teece, Pisano, & Shuen, 2007) -
Gulati, et al. (2005)F5 132 Z ERE SR AV HEFROR7 8 - DURCE & = U7 Ha i = 8 B4 T
HEMFEE (mutual adjustment) FYFREE - K28 HE HAC F R R HYEERE
HITZRK - & L IE T BLERIE T £ 28 55 R R JE (transaction instability)#J{ENL T » 72
FAL R EFERE IRV R - PR T REER S LA By 8 » DU EA BT S A
TRE B AU S SR HCE - A5 2 B S S 2 MR EE S S = R
{b(differentaion) (Gulati, et al., 2005) » $2 5 F O A E (B EEEIE 2 B RGP
THEA R E (Teece, 1986; Jacobides, Knudsen, & Augier, 2006) » [R/[H: F 0 i Fe
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e A ST IE (E B0 TE E e Re DN Ry B ohU R & (R B (i BESE 2V A

B

a. X G EEZL

Lo BEENFEIERE a5 HEEEFHENFTZE - LEREAC
58 (B (Ramirez, 1999; Prahalad and Ramaswamy, 2004) » Ef{E & pg 3 [5] 45 Bl F)
fm o BRI OGRS 3 S EER T B G G ARy O B &
{ER#{%#(Dyer, 1997; Dyer & Chu, 2003; Gulati & Sytch, 2005; Zaheer, et al., 1998;
Zaheer & Venkatraman, 1995) o 1,0\ B4E4% FAYRIRER (L (4 - 3BT
T FERGHY B AH SRS - B £ L E R i B E LR IR AR (Rt
4 HILEAE DFERTSIRBEEREIL 25T LR T2 ARG 2 BEH
71 B EFZALERG AR B (FIFEER, 2005) o B L ATEEL SR i
FER e B2 25 i S T I I 7R B A S B S AV E A » DABRIRE T 45 8L mh Ry B
BARMEARETHGMIEREIVEE T - MGIEESEN -~ Iia RS AtE
P o A HEE RS IR R B U R 2 S T B S VB ERY A28 » B0 T F 22t ¥t
LAY AR - #T
a4 HUORE B BB 2R LRI B+ AL FE R A o 1 2 S AR -

LIETE RN RIEE - Pl TAVE AR - BB AT 5 JT B S (LRE
{%(Srinivasan and Brush, 2006) - [Nlit » EFRAVESRE GO ER SR F2F R
— EFEHE ARG R B RS IR AR AR AR - DURCE (e e B At 52 2 ¥ 5 2 ]
REREVELR » #ELLAE ] DUE TR AL FER YRR EE - TR AU S R AR - 37t
TESERCR (FIfEEEES, 2006b) - G40 UL RZIE B E H F 2O ERG Ry Bt
JEAR TG 2 i P A ~ B S e L[] A 5 AR AR B B 4% e > DURG
JEREIRE m B BT 5 S » 5 RT R D R AL ERG Y EC & T8 - RO R 2R T
FH - BRI GE RERIR AR AT TR R R RN R P 2
HTBAE A 5 JE B B = AR i e - EAIIOE
R 5 ¢ LR B (B B RIS B LS B 78 1 2 TEAER

b AIEE L

o A E S (E (BRI E EN BL BT FR T A BB IOEE - #51E
fem A B SR T (Porter, 1985) » Hu g S A S IIEE - BT IIEEH —
i AR PR R Bl rh o Y & (R (A T B FEEA Y 2 = (A0 + Ao E
A T 3 BLm S B TR E TR ) - [ g e U7 (M A REE 14 - ek it
JERGHIBHEE A | BHREREETH - 18m T R At fEr RS E B n R R
D B AR E RS T SRR Y AN HETE R » HEAD » H Lol TG FRAE (o FH F 22 L
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P FTHR LAY RE SR B AR (SR YIR 2 1% o MR AR e R EE OUEN E
5o (R AL ERG AR RS b ~ TR RER B IR ATREM: - I £
S ERG B L 52 5 Hh A A AT - B AR B S TERR AV VEEIR - 2
LGB RARFEEE - Kt
5% 6 ¢ H LR B B2 Lo B F SR L FE R A Bt 14 2 S MHRH -
HULRECTR I IR 2 oAb ~ SR E D RE B S ~ TR S
H VAR B A LM A B RIS I (Porter, 1985) B T #&HHZ S MU LA
Gh > B eH AR B RBC B %0 LpE T S8 L AE (i (leverage) (Barney, 1999) » [#1I
H—EmS B R o BN AL ERAYEEH] T (Porter, 1985) « {RIEE AR
H EmAVE B (resource-based view) » HO R FFE#E 1% A B S PEZE o ~ 718
Pe ARt a8 B SRS RIMT » bR T 4R A2 D RUiTRY B RS IR ETE
KA SR T 2R T RREIRA T fn i T AL E R i LRa s 2 &
HIMFETZEE - (NIt >
BRER 7 ¢ AR B LR LR B LR S S o 2 TEAR R -

() $R 3R R &

¥R | 55 R = (search) ~ {8 (variation) ~ F [ (risk taking) ~ Bk

(experimentation) ~ #FEk(play) ~ Pr¥5F58 14 (flexibility) ~ £RZ (discovery) K Rl #r
(innovation) » DAZEFEAR LG RHIFYEEEL (March, 1990, Levinthal & March 1993) -
KRR LTRSS  EFE T BAGGERE ) DU T &SRR mitE )T
0 ATE T LM B T SR RS HYS SRR (% - BN T & FEiE ; 1251
oL K M SR AL E AR - R £ L E RS RICEE T -

1 RRMAERR

{48 % (Relational Exploration)f5H7/& & FEE 70V EE) » Bk TERETAHIL
5y TEHAMUEE fnéy - HMEEIEED - SUE v THHARY AR SRS R - T HMAYAC 50E
BEEAR R (7 > S 25 & (F (multi-market cooperations) B 17 R AT Z) 8 (7
(future transactions) o RfF{EZ HME/EHEEL G BIR(% > IEm AEOREE
AACHAE - BE IR T AE B HiE L S R

% B 11/2% 545 2 (multi-unit multi-markets, MUMM) (Baum and Greve,
2001)Fi5 H R AR W P 2 S 4808 26 (18] T 355 B 20 6l E 4R 0 A RIS 2 BT 4H AR
(multi-divisional, M-form) 28 15 il 4% 7% (economic of scale)f{yZ§$# (Chandler,
1969; Williamson, 1975) » 281 H 2 540 & i — Do e s 4H 4% B i AU SR
MRS A B TE e - UL > B J7EE A S ERMARI N 2 5 s &
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AR - T2 RS BEES {E (multi-points cooperation) (Bidault et al., 2001) B {4 -
B L R LR F S ARG RR TR A E S EE SRR I FEAR K
HYEE an i35 EINE BA A 5 & F - BN G R 7 [EINF 40 e B 5 7 2 TH e T
55 PRI S % > R R AR 8% AH G 22 ] (mutural  forebearance) W42 = H 4.
¢ #& (interdependence) Y f2 & (Jayachandran, et al., 1999: 51; Karnani and
Wernerfelt, 1985) » B& il = ZE{H fE G AR H 2X S AT AT A 5 3E2% -

a6t 8 * LR B & fE SRS B = S L FERG R Bl 78 1 2 S AR

% B G E R MR AT RS H L S TR OCRERY BT RE (R - EE ARV R DL R
BEBOKPEATRZ B e - AT AR By SR s H PR B Ay SR B - =] » A EAth
NIERYENREEERSETH H T & 1F » R Al RS H &1 SRV AR Bl b -
A AR A FRVE R - LRSS sy U TR HEMNENZSG
TESRIS YRR (Bidault et al., 2001)- ] fEEE EX BLAERREE(2004) 5 & B &= S 550
HIBRA (B AR BB 2= PR AR A2 PR AT/ NEF - A RAT S Gt T s » IS
PRELLIPE -

L s B L E RS 2 RS 2R G TR R - RNEETTES BTy A B
B &) O GERA L ERIYZERR - fEm fHER R E L S HEik 2 o >
ORI FE R 7 R B — 3 B R f% > A Bt S B IRy & ERRAAYAEAE -
T8 A0 5 e g 3 B R Y B TR A S N AR B = D H AR —#S b (goal
congruence)AYFEE (Jap and Anderson, 2003) - Fl41EE Y Al E A TEE -
AEMRE] A2 BYETE » WEFHILESERE T —IEEE A3 Em - BEAASTHE mEHA
[FEI R ZEEA R FIER A &R - (HEPEB IR a7 & Ess 5
TE BB Rl (routine and rule) 4 #K L% Y » #5 Fe HAth 2 im0 & 7 F DA [R5
SEE PR ETE BT S E RN - R EER e X S ER R - Fit
R 9 ¢+ HUOR S B & TR RIS B U OB AS B 78 M 22 TEAHR -

THHIZR A S Z) (future  transaction) 215 H it B 5 (7t FHEAF A 5 2 At fif iy
EER% » RIS A SRR - A B %0y T R % (Heide & Miner,
1992; Parkhe 1993) » fUFEENACH: ~ RIS RS - MGG RS EE) -
IEAE(REE T SRR » T A REITH4 FEAER - fEaTdiRskh
TS TR - Rff R BT EI A TS A i\ BEE S
PRIEEBE A T (L IR Y B S B S SR - AL -

R 10 © HUOBR IR 5 SR B T B FE R 4 Bho& 14 = S AHRA -

B T FERG HYAC 5 Rl (R (R B2 0 AR - P0G A (B RS B 52

B BB EAN HEE R T R B ERRI A E B AUA - EN SRR (RIS
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M (forward-looking) Y M5 (i (rational assessment) » AR AAE SHYAREE » $25
¥ A 2 5 1Y AR B G B A A (Parkhe, 1993) - {50 % U7 2 A4F B $0E B H]
(self-enforcing mechanism) » DIFECRAKI S HVEES - NS THIRHE &7
ATREMEATR » A (SF2E AT S (Hill, 1990; Poppo, et al., 2008) - &7 E A ML
[E & EHEuE A & (Dyer and Singh, 1998; Srinivasan and Brush, 2006) » fH 7 &
AT E (mutual adaptation)(Mukherji and Francis, 2008) » Rl BIAAE S E&A4E
HIRRE 5% e B AT BRRA (R TR - e = oM B F (L ey R S B 2 [
& (multiple stages)y (5] 2 ek s B fiobA 2% (joint development) » 5 AHZE ¥t
JTHEZE AR BB W - R a8 hiE i B — X G AR E  IMA B RER S
AIHEFFEE T SRR A - L

R 11 ¢ HUO R IR AL B R B v Lo R B e M 2 TEAERA

2L R

CERERERARHRAE A B dass  » BLQ A DE{F A4S (prior tie) VAT ST HTHY
AR AR IEARAR S JIEAYEEE (Lavie & Rosenkopf, 2006) < 35 2 »
SOESERAE S M4 TPy RS - B A0S MER BLIE AR Y B » TR0 D SR E (L
SIRHIMHEIZE - Bh i & LA B RS Bh M o Fa i S AL E SR Y
i BEA Sy B BYAE TS EAN R AU BB AR - 11 4% o A BT g (L JEE A i o i
LHNERER IR P IS R 52 2 Bl {E %2 (Thompson, 1967) -

e EHBEY - AN TEE "G, - s 2z ek
B4 > WESE HAHE AR | o FRIR BRI 2 K HARY AT AE - (L e A S B
AER S (FITEEER, 2006a) -1 5 2 HH LR RS B e (E$1 5 (second sources)
G o7 BCER A Y JE\ g (Porter, 1985) ~ Bl Bt HI A 45 L BLf5 2H {L.4H F(Sanchez &
Mahoney, 1996) » DU/ EHIHAAIRER - S H0BRIE B EHREE - 45 FERAsR E 41
SRR FRHYER 73 B #(Both Make and Buy)gE /7 » R 3R HA BB o] DUEHA AL RS
(Porter, 1985V R[gEM: (FIFEEEES, 2006b) - ARG T H O MA B 1Y B 22
A = RS Egs M - LA RERT IR » T m O M P R R 2 ] R RS d s
M TR E R ERYEEAT] - i
B 12 - UL RREE R RIS B rp Lo R R M 22 TEAERN -

Bl TIEAgE G T 0 BER 1 BLERER 2 B OREE R SRR IR
SEIE o (BER 3 2MEER 12 F DU HIR [EIR B A B B SRS A O ~ 2L fE
Rl e
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8- Higek LB
—. gt

(— ) FrRBEEBSBERET

RIFCERAGEE IS0 % 4548 - Sl EFERlE R E TGS
PEEHN R E TS EIRVERHE T oM - AERREAEEGT - R B 8 T
%~ BRI TR o RIS ETE SRR Likert B R & i O B2 S g
P BRI [E BAZRE -

1. HBETE MBI M

RIRFE T Z IR G A LA S T RS E5E M | AYREA1 R
SR - TR B T SNSRI GAVIZE . (EIFEEE, 2005b:
343) - B Y ZIEE FEZ L GRGT A TR - RS (FRE
& BRER BB NMEZEE  SUREVR SR - HIt - SR E
L Gy G ERAMARIM (E S PR EIRY VB L i o RURH » RO H R Ehs8 A N (EIfE2E
£, 2005a: 96-98) o

RARREG Y T IR ) AR A DI 5T & - B DARRS
N B B EH (sales) {F Ry Kilf5 (size) 2 B (U H ~ BCLARA (A B & SEMIERE
FE(REBCT, 2006; FEECE ~ SIfERZE, 2007)) ~ SR fERG Bl RS R 2 IR
RHERE I > 72 PEE{ T & (Izquierdo and J Cilla n, 2004; Kumar, 1995, 1998) - H
BEETRD - T IREE ) RS EA % S A (multi-dimentiaonal) 2 75 (Johnsen and
Ford, 2008) « AHHZE LA " 2 E5H I | frE T IRETE , 12T - RS S RE (T E
A HHBRBEARR  RIZih = B Eh5E M - (B E S SRR BUR E X 5 5
MRS RS o LM AR T IEETE ) AR -

R FCAR BT A BT 2 B 2% 0 & 57 B PO AR B Y RS Bl
PE > LR R AIR T AR 2 BB MR IEREAE - (—) LA SIS
Bl5E M (B E 2 DA ETH DA (Rl 4R (reverse coding)fr & H L RATREA] ©
S AIETHIARIE DR (LIRSS LB E AN A TERIG - (1) FuLmiss
EERARIERD 5 (2) FLMEE E S MRARSEES: - O REH R EA
BRSNS AT RIS B R A o (=) FuL Rl Ry £ 2 AL RS
Z RGN > AU AT PAS [ 4Rt (reverse coding)féy & {{Ci5 iE 2 LA HH Loz Pt
O R EIRTHIANY B - ORCE TENAS IR ETERIR 0 (1) S HiiER
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HISHE R 5 (2) S BHUERRKIELFHINIASHES - S (LIERIHE
HRIATR ~ BRI R - RIS s A -

2. FULBFTRRRIZ MR S EER

IR B G B 7 e PAG BB R 1T 2 58 5 B B 52 5 i [El (domains) 1 Y 4%
S (Gulati and Nickerson, 2008) » R $I IR 5 AT SRR 52
*1 - B2 E i (multidimensional phenomenon) ZF5{ - 40 © 5 5853t
[E] TR THEA AV RR L ~ B 0 = - I EE I S SRR SRV &l T
#fj(Heide, 1992)E1##EE(complex)(Bercovitz, et al., 2006) - L& &l &
{E i = [& (satisfaction)(Poppo and Zenger, 1992; Gulati and Nickerson, 2008) ~ &
F B EEEE RS 2 5 (evaluation) ~ K RAGSF4E & F (future) A& i (Bercovitz, et
al., 2006) o AHFE LU TR M 8 57 5 W AL S R ESsUy [F B2
& VB Ry R AL T S AL FERG Y S TE G -

3. BRfAETHIREE

KHH7E s RN A E TSRS - B& ¢ BGRL - EERL - BGRER -
SRR REIUE - HPEERM S S SEERE - IIEERL - BERRER
FHa ARG ~ RS G RAARIIE

a. BRfAZEAL

3 {5 %% (L (relational  exploitation) {25 i i 811 HLAZ &) ¥ G e 17 I [E 17 5
(joint actions) » FEfIEARE S1FHRIVZ ESFRE G - EHEEAIA S
BLEVER A R G R AT O/ AR B SRR - EDEEIfEAH 8=
FRHIRH B2 152 S (interpenetration) » 4H 45 i Ay & [FE Bl AT v &5 2 1 (B (B VS E)
(Kim, 1999; Zaheer et al., 1998; Bercovitz, et al., 2006) - & 4H 4% H] G EENAV#ED
BfZ » A TRE R R B H A S TE I MR % (Heide and John, 1990) - AfE&2
% Heide and John (1990)#2 1 i &/ N H [H] %% J7(minimal joint effort)%I] 7 fz2 1]
%% 1 (extensive joint effort)  ffiy & » L\ PURAYERA T - Lo E B - ZEAL FE R %40 2
% (1) SEHKEATSEN (10 TSR~ kMt Eb
BIE) 5 (2) dkEEET ~ FEEHER > (3) HEROAEBAERA © (4)
BT ILEFOAN BE manE (4 * 5271 C BASEZEAHA/RYPRHE A 77 i
amfY {5 FHASRE

b. EEFE

{EfE 7 {b(value exploitation)Fi o[k S 45 728 5 (5 (L #e  [Bf) ot (8 (L BE T B¢
BEEED) - DS A S 8EH J1(Porter, 1985; Gulat, et al., 2005) » B &3 7%
BHLAE HEREE - [E A% (8 E (Ramirez, 1999; Prahalad and Ramaswamy,
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2004) - FELISIIEE SRR EL SRR - RS ETE - KSEERE - nE
EFAL W T RS - A& 15 o0 W B T 220k 8 v 42 17 (8 18 2 2 (value
co-production) - {&FE 5L = A S HIEE

o BEAMEERE T LMREC S TR ER TR - EREERHE EEEREK
T — T EFE LR R TIRHVEM L S5 E A EE AL E R A E R KA
B ARGERE - WA — Do R E e s A ERCR (FIEZE, 2006b) - Hh—H%
Ei R O R E B F ARG 2 2 1% 0 (1) BRE RFEARRI I E
Bk 0 SRR R - AR  (2) f5E T EAER SRR e L
HEAE » (3) f5E TR At e PR A LR B ESORAVEOR - S RRFRETAA -
MAKREZ - MAEEZRL © R R R I EEN B Ts0EE) - Gl : 2%
fEEPEED ~ EmZ Tl B BB - A B e R B
NS S TR IR 5 1) = I — R T s LA B T LR 3 4y 2 1%

(1) FraEghott A ENERE SMEIVEmE 5 (2) FrgEhg i zE me

(PR T A ENEmMZAIN) 5 (3) FHEEHINE A £ mieg RER & -

c. BAGEER

B (%P2 (relational exploration)Fi 1.0 2 18 2 e AL FE R H RiTHYZC 758
% > FEBIHLERG I MBI - End S REERG - DUECRIRHA &1
A RETE - IRESE TS FEREE - SRS % B S 7F R (% (multi-market
cooperation, MMC) L Kz KR 22 55§ {4 (future transactions, FTS) B X FE A -

ZREEIERREE + BELRGFITS MR EUEE % - IR ETF
AR REE A= (Bidault & Salgado, 2001) - [ T A][#(RAC 5 i & (FE
REHE SRR F ik ~ DB TR S S ERER 2 (BRH, 2003) -
R 7 A A 2 R BT, 2006 ) AT S Bidault and Salgado (2001)
FERZRE (2003) A& 7= A= REH R R o R e B S L E g 22 4
Zt& - (1) LS F A ERY M EESSTA A AEMEE: (2)
b T HATHIEESN » BT A B E SAF » AEMETE (3) T
sFEARR R B R MR A E LA (AEHMEENNTAE) -

KRR RN & &S JT A TRV 88 0 8 DU R i % -
TR 154 1 T HA R 2K 88 {4 2 % 2 (Heide & Miner, 1992; Carson, et al., 2006;
Bercovitz, et al., 2006) » f2E ¥R IHAE LG EIF L EA - ARHIKE Heide &
Miner (1992) » Carson, et al. (2006) 5 Bercovitz, et al. (2006) =~ BEIE# & /77 »
PA=RETHE RS R e L AL FE R %40 2 1% 0 (1) BR C BHERZ AR/ F Yk
AN HU LA E SRR S AL FE R PR Ay At B4 (2) FRA £
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JIEESRAS » UL R A S S dy > RHE A S A FERG PR (kaY C RESRZ2H /IR
Piet s (3) Br C RESEZAHAY/EYIEISL » Bl A £ R - RHEH F 24
JERG T EHY A4 -

d. &EREERR

SHRETR A (structural exploration) EFEHRA G TR RAVEE - EFEhRE HAlL
LA ~ DB LAY FOR AR ~ BRI AR TS PRIESEARH - BR TR
D B — (L EACRHYARTRIE 2 A - IRFEBEIG I L IERG BB T - HA o Bl
VA RS RYE oy HBLEE ) o N ER B AT B Y O A2 /2 (Gulati &
Puranam, 2006; Parmigiani, 2007) ~ FEARFRAE R I BLR HEREAY R H](Gulati &
Puranam, 2006; He & Nickerson, 2006) [ & DA A e TE 2 S o 0 g e B = 23t
JERHL 2% > (1) FULREFEFE = ] DL B SR ER R AR LA R R YR

(2) BrEZMIERGI > LM H L EAOR - FrE= A2t C R Z4E A
/IR HoAth (L RS -

4. PERISE]

AW Z R R IH (criterion  variable) £y (o A1 EL 1 Z2 (AL E R HY & 1
G o AIHFE R IR R B TH R LA S E AU E RARFISUER Z 4588 » (—)ESE
Al EREERREIESE « TECEE SRR RAERIE SRS MEU TN 2 i
RHEFE R RIERTE R ARG IRZE R [E] » & A [5] 2 FE A1 DA
875 (dummy coding) 2 JyFCHET TERIE  dRASTTNDAERNERy 1> 47805y 2

(=) FOLREEEIFE R o0 B T B (L s 2 A S R A (size) » RFREE
HEREERE  DURTEERIEEHATT o DU & Lo fcis H B 1 S L e 2 A
= SE EH (sales) Z PR Ky HL AR RIFAR BRR AV RS - 4Rl 7 =CDASR AR
R NE Ry 1 SRR IS & 2 SRR E R 3 - (=)
Lo IREH 1 & 4 TR T SR 7 B ERiE ~ Jn T - OEM T
ODM R TE A » DU AICEE T S ERIMGAVEEZE - () SER &SRS
ol B LR 2 SRR - B A A REMARUE R IR S B RAY A Fe
VEIEIRRATK - [ - SRR ARt ARE T EREA BXURAMAE - 58
BIOEREAS - (7)) BEFfEEERP LR EZHEER RS 2dh2d
L2 ZFPREE - LEFIEER 1 IERFEEE R 2 ARSI HOm
Bl F L FE R R T RARAY R AR - 2 H A S I IR E TR L FER AT T2
5y BRI OROR S TERIARRY A BB 1AL -
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AW R ABRLZIMUTIR R « 2% RSP ESI NEZE
SE R RIS BURHTFELAGIEEE - Bl T WA BUE SR E Ry R
A HIFRFER © ()BT SRR RS - TiGHRKZE - AILERK
GERRFER TS HIATREEN: - (2P SRR B E M) TR RSB MpE -
HEZSIM AR E B - (Z)FTEEE SRRy BT s N BRIE 5
FERRBUVINE TR E - (EERIVEHEBIMRE Z DR i a5 (F
O Z EEEE G » AT 2B FEBEA DAAER B v/ N e S e o o 44 85 o B
B DGTBEIZE A G 4e% - BIRE T TEFEA G R E R RS -

AW B ERGERSE T e ek PRI 585 KRS - HEMKE T 1%
NG REE 1,197 SUENE TIERRS - aat L782 RUEEREF A
GEZ SR - HGERARER I E S EE M ZHRZEIRFET  AFRZA
A B ER AR T TR 2 LA - RGO BB IR R PRI
ZHVEH ETR L BFIEE -

A FE LA A T AT E RS » R AT 7 Z oA B By O
F I R A ERG R RS TR RV 2 VR E X5 - PURE R
ZAE ST L - BIAMRA R fndR B R E R B - EHE G - &
[EISR HE 1T [E] — R [EE RV E R LS B R SR E B R - B4« BE—=
GBS IIHEZIS - BiEREEREE S 2B E M & HR AR
BOEEREZHRU AR AT HE R RN LTI b0 2 E i R T
kBRI pR - BRI AL~ RHMVEH R EEA TR M EE KT - DI
SZah N EESER AR T BURE - A5 A 1R W 8N S T THESE A2 5 20 =
ARV FE G S A AUCEETY - TR TERAE -

BABR P ESGECEENE T3 - HieratatEdiass 124 (o

(AR 21.2% ) ~ BEREET-5E 132 {5 ([ECR 1% ) > BAGEYCR Ky 14.37%
fER 6 (HEE AR 2 e IHBERN G - RIS SBEAE Ry 250 {7 - HrpyiaskE
120 {77 ~ BENET3E 130 {77 » ABFFEATUCERRTAREEAR - S8R E 33 ZK
R BN TSR 60 KR - B AT HE - G EIE 45 R
HE L EEIE 57 MR - Hr - 58k 2 AR THERE - §8kEaFTeR
ZBASEIRIE (BU40 : &Rt BEAZAAME (B0 - AR ) R &5 - [ — XM
R 2 TR i SRR B A - (Rl — SR S — (0 S S DA ERIEERI (15 84.8
%) ENEMNETHRE - ElBE TEEULIEE S ((558%) RBE -
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=, BEDH

NG HRERE L TEE » NIt AHERIMNBE - SRR EHEZ
[l & E RS TREAR E S i e - B3GR 0] FE {R 2245 E (non-response bias) DL K
REBEWRE B EEIEHEHESEANEREARRE FEA#HZEZR
(Armstrong and Overton, 1997) °

J [ JFE {fm 7= (non-response bias) (RN HlEE S T ECE PRSI T & - i5TE i
EREBHRE AT IR E IR A E AT 7R e S & sl T EE AR 2 R 22 - M IE (R 2= 15
(non-response bias test){F 5y T HECRIBIEEA (RN - #EARECRIFZE4E R 2 Fh
H134 S (Amstrong and Overton, 1977) o ANHFFEREERHHE [ 45 [BIUHF i 57 Ry
AR S BRI A HEf T RIGERILLEL © fERTVUAEEIZ 67 {7 R 1F Ry fAEl fE
& VUi Z 12 Bl 183 (G EEARERIAIE Rg HARIELH - ARFELIGA L
H 2 BAERIEIE - IS e B TR MRS RO R DU 2R 1
FHSTHESE © PUORASEITE Y - (BRSBTS » (E Ry aH b 2 8
T o DASEREE AT (ANOVA) R il iy A [0 e 4H Bl v HA (O FEAR AE R AN S B AR AR
IHERTEE - ST ST 2 A 22 B - R4S SRR © BT Ol ERE A A =]
ERHE N EREARERIEIE D e E 2t B8 T b W 72 5 - RS R E
PEAE R B 25 2 e M TR 8 AT -

5] 748 5 8 (common method variance, CMV ) (435RBFZE H0 5 FHAY
ME I AMESE RGN RS (IR RBIEE V7 7ARER common method
bias) - EERFVHIE T AGRKINERE - MIERNITRMESNERE - A5t
PRHEHE CMV REERTE HZ Harman One-Factor Test faHI L[] 77488 5 7 &2
2 (Podsakoff and Organ, 1986; Podsakoff et al., 2003) - 7E AR 702 K @ &5k
WP i ERETE DL FE R IR 250 #7772 (principle component factor analysis)#E{T
T TS FRAE A A Y B — R F (single factor) ~ BiE5— A (factor 1)F{h
2 RS EIL OB S TSR T AR B RN R IR A RRR 2%
o AR T HENTEER - HTA #E-HE PR 8 [ERHEE AR 1
IR » HAE BB R E Fy 71.65% » F—RE RS Fy 25.99% < HH
Pl AR R E S e MR — R 22 (single dominant factor) » PRI A STy & /87
WA R R4 MR R AR 2 fRE -
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B om&ER

AHFEZ TR Bl 2 (1 (reliability) ~ U (validity) ~ SR Z AHE M
(correlation) DL e &l i RE I 04T © (ERERRMIPL Cronbach o ST& G &8
T (5% (5 ¥ (reliability coefficient) » 3 & LB 45 A 5 T HA 2 (86K
HE o U R I iy BRI i (construct validity) » DUBBESTERIZR 734
(confirmatory factor analysis, CFA)fg I & =EHIE 2 UG (convergent validity)
DRz 18 15808 (discriminant validity) < S5IE[EFHEAAZ AL DA Pearson MHER A E Tt
BB R4 E T AERARE R -

Gt TR TR P& By T & {(measurement model) | DLR T4
FEFE 2 (structural model) ;| [y A EB47(Anderson and Gerbing, 1988) - H.rr » fi &
A DARHE S 23S B S B RS A =UHC 2 8 (overall model fityfgfll ~ & f5t
UHC 8 (measurement model fit) 7 gl - 45 EIE AT TIAFTRE S RV E R R (4
2 W5eEER ks 7E (Hair, Black, Babin, Anderson, & Tatham, 2006) -

4ERE T2 (structural equation modeling, SEM)5 17350 e BRI 28 &
HREME G (Bollen, 1986; Klein, 2005) « AbHZE A & FHTHAY {7 HE (skewness)
BRI TY-0.871 2 1.541 2 B8R IEA 2 A& - iEREHE (kurtosis) 7
2-2.01 & 6.222 7 » B7E/EIEE 7 AVEIEA - HUERIEE R LI
at(Byrne, 1998) - (R » AMHFTEIIE 2 & H ARG~ » L LISREL 8.72
(Joreskog and Sorbom, 1996) H 7 5 A M UL {5 5T /% (maximum likelihood
estimation procedure)#E{ THFZEEZSHT -

—, BERRN

fhr SR LSBT S 2 128U (construct validity) By = » /B & BEHGHE
L[S (overall model fit) ~ #rEE AL (measurement model fit) g EH457
RWFE S IR R MR Z 2 (exploratory factor analysis) 122 T F#il[R 747
MriZ(principle axis factoring) ;, - RZE{EELLRH I (eigenvalues) Kt 1> PAFE
A (promax)E(F Ry 2 AU SRAEEA TR R oA - PR SR AL 2 %9 2 [N
Z A (a7 & (factor loading) A 7 & [ E £ TAMTFTAE S DL RGEYRER I 2 B E M > I
BRI 2 2 RETE > FELUKE R B4 b (purify) #i 5 7{(Anderson and Gerbing,
1988) - #% DL LISREL #E{7E&E81E N Z 47 #7 (confirmatory factor analysis)
(Joreskog and Sérbom, 1996) » sl A 7% i S " B RGHH UAC 1 (overall
model fit) | ©



72

WEERTR > - -F5=28 > A®103£ 9!

(— ) BNEAREE

BEMHEREIM2E&RE T BREEALBEE 2B EEE
(goodness-of-fit indexes) 1> K 5{H x 2(216) 55 428.643 » p {E % 7E (p-value=0.0000)
EHEKAE » BURNEA B R iR = Bo B AR B AEUK A - 21 RJ7i
TE S hE T S B E B A M 2 S R E HEERE ( x */ df) KRET
FetE A 7 I8 B I B AL L 28 14 (Carmines and Mclver, 1981) « AHff
Fettr 77 B SR 1.9844 /NA 2> R ARG L Em s U E AT
% it %7K 4 (Carmines and Mclver, 1981)° I 58714 77 F1°F 7R (root mean
square error of approximation, RMSEA) | {H £y 0.0629 > 71JjA 0.5 2 0.8 7 fif o #5
FAC S F5%(goodness-of-fit index, GFI){H fy 0.875 ~ (EIE&FHAACHEETEHL
(adjusted goodness-of-fit index, AGFI){E £y 0.826 - #H &8 & LEEFE ¥ (normed
fit index, NFI) Jy 0.955 o bt & HA OB FE AR <SPG 45 SRR - ARbH7eHr
S HEERAE R 2 [ B A2 2 R =B 2 (overall model fit) (Hair,
et al., 20006) o

(=) HERAREE

trEEA e =S o - — > EREHEHNAFE T - iR
T\ & i B TR S R IEAE S M HTHES 2 VEAE I (latent variable) - — ~ f&
HITE A FAEA A I HERY R 2 & fif & (cross-loading) 2 HEFE T B H - = ~ IE
HEmITZEE = 7 U3 E (convergent validity ) BRI 155 & (discriminant validity)
(Anderson and Gerbing, 1988) « At 5% LU{E] !/ ffr & YH (5 [ %% (individual item
reliability) ~ A #—%¢ % (internal consistency) Cronbach « {S/E {48 ~ JE{ESIH
4H & (% (composite reliability) ~ 21558 Bl I & (average variance extracted,
AVE)Z VUIE F SRR A 5E 2 i 5= (Bagozzi and Yi, 1988) -

W e i & i 2 RE TR B P E 2 8 2 2 IRV IE R B R R & 1 2 A2
[ o AHFE LU At RS E (R B (individual item reliability) ~ E—2
(internal consistency) Cronbach « {EE %% ~ JBAE EIH4H & (2 £ (composite
reliability) oM RS LA FERETH 2 2 S 52 SR R (L (AVEYG)
B 7 [EIAHRE A3 S 7 {E T ELE (Fornell and Larcker, 1981; Hair, et al.,
2006: 778) - ‘E PR AEE B AL 0.50 - HEAHAFTRESHY AVE [HE AR
B 7S RIHR R ECE T ER - B R B A& %€ (Hair, et al., 2006:
778)
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(=) B MmEERERR

ARG ETA TR S B IR R - 2 VBRI R i 2 45
ES I

1 RS Bl 14

HC RS BN M RETEE T A R ¢ ()& S8 L JEFRHAMY OIS - 5 3t
JERG4% (BT R A IR ETER G - BN FRZEEBEINIABHAESL - QEHETE
THHARYTE RS » 25 T S (L fEpG &S LB N SR & 1ERI G BEAFIRHEER K
kD o RIREIEER L [E) 4R (reverse coding) » 4HE(SRE Ry 0.9838 » SPH 588 SiLd
HU=(AVE) £ 0.808 » {S[E {48 Cronbach « 5 0.8937 -

2. FE ML ER BTE 4

FEMERS B M AN - (DEZEIRTHBIRYIE N - &8
NE FEEEE LS - FEALERG RIS AR BRI AR EHESR - QS IETEINRY
TBEOEE - EE AT RS T RAERHE SRR D o HRTEE
PRI A 4T (reverse coding) » #HE{ERE Ky 0.8349 » PG AR (AVE) £y
0.7180 » {Z/= (%% Cronbach « £ 0.8291 o

3. LSRRI A TRER

LA G R R I - (DB A EIIEE s Bl 2 L e R
EIEIVEER - QB EHMER SIEMG - FEaE A MTHEIZRIN&(FH R
B - Q)YEAFIIZE AR KA TR HEREESF - DT EAFIFTTHET
EFHVEERCE - WUEZHEGERE R 08678 » LB B E(AVE) &
0.6216 » {Z/E (4% Cronbach «a £ 0.8672 o

A BRI
BB 2T ARG - (DHFNZR > SR FERAN R EMmE
(40 $27F C ZHEMAE A Ean ERUEREE) - Q)% 21& - BHEE R

MER (A0 ° MR KT ~ Rt ERFERLHL) - hWEZHEE
& F50.7075 S5 B E & (AVE) &y 0.5540 {Z 5 {48 Cronbach ¢ %5 0.6885¢

5. ZEEH b

LHBEFMEZEETA = - (DEAFE T ZEERE SN2 % - H
FiE FFEHEACHERIE S EER - BEE R - TAKAEZE - QFEAH
B RAEREFL 2 1% fEE TEMEER R AR EW EIREERE - G)E
N AL Y 2 1% e T AR BR ] _ I AL AR AVEOK - BE
EERF A A - L= ZHAEE R 0.9399 » SEHERHEE
(AVE) £ 0.8393 » (Z[% (4% Cronbach « /£ 0.9382 »
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6.MFEERE©L

MIEER b2 EHETA = - (DFN 2% BEAEREN L A Ein
SRS E ST - QFYIZ1% - BEAEFENINEMESSE (FRT A EM
ZAN) o BQ)EmAN I BATIRES IS A E AV RER T o =8
ZHHEEE By 0.8709 5 P8 AR HUE (AVE) £ 0.6923 » (5[5 {48 Cronbach «
E5 0.8674 -

7 L BEAERRERR

ZREEFRIGIRR 2B A =8 - (DFEYZ1% - BAEHEFEZHLER
HIHMBRET T AT HEMEE - OFEFELN 2% » bk 7 HAEIHIETES
TR HAMEE R ST AE  HAEMETE - Q)FN 2% - BEAEFERKE
BT BALERG A LI EE (BREEMEETSTAHE) - = HEEE
By 0.8690 » S48 BLHHELE(AVE) B 0.6928 » (S (4% Cronbach « % 0.8531 -

8. R BB

R GG R A =8 - (DFN 2% » BN E HAME R
{55 FH E AL FERG P (e HA A (B C AN ~ QFLIZE BN
S HMELSG (BR A ELIN) - B ERAR AR C 244 ~ 3)%F
KZ1% » BAE] A FEon o FHEH T ZELER AT A M (Fr C 24
AN o =2 dHEEE R 0.8172 » I AR HIE (AVE) fy 0.6024 » (515
{485 Cronbach « /& 0.8101 -

9.LEBEHR

EHIRR ZEEETAWE - (DN 2% BN EFHET ] DUE BER
HIRERBALZEH AR YIR ~ Q#2218 - BAETHHLIEAIR - FrE=i 2
fit C ZaHMHY " HAnptERs , (BRI ZALERSN) - REZHAEEE R
0.7699 » 4% BLHHEE(AVE) B 0.6260 » (S5 {48] Cronbach a % 0.7681 °

S TH 7 [N Pearson MHEBHGEGETYNER — - RINFGETRESWMRM S ZEE
RETANE39 53 8 0 AF Ry S 9e i 2 2 N4 57 #i(summated scale) » DAREAEAEY
R PSS NIT7 34 i BB TR H B AR H ER 3 2 ] #3252 M (Hair, 2006: 138)° [ #fi &5
16 Cog et LR E AR R /L 0.614 5 0.968 [ H ES R 0.50 - t {545
sHEMEEARY 1.96 > TREIS M &8 0H BRE 7o 0 EH T E R 2 Hamfs e
BRESHY TAHESTE | A 0.7075 2 0.9399 7 5 H e =is 0.6 0 JREI & i5e ks
DA 2GR HENE—EE o TIPS EMEVE(AVE) ; /MY 0.5540

25z o FIEE |- S (EE{H (Completely Standardized Solution) » BJl£-fé & RETEFE LR Z & &
(A)e
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£ 0.8393 Zf HE = 0.6 > RISHTFeis @ B v 52 Z (E RPN — 2k -
#ifeZ Cronbach a (FFEREUTHY 0.6885 B 0.9382 Z[H] » BURHTEEHE
TR 2 P — M (Nunnally, 1976) - f_E ity 8 BEGEHETEREUS > B
BT S 2 (ERE RS B ] 952 2 /K4E H 38 RS H e 2 N
KA E EEREE > SR B AR - X AVE HERNET
FeRE 2 EHAHRR (R > S B S R Z RFE R -

=, #&REN

G R DAPRET 8880 2 iR 52 4 [ {4 (interrelationships) » DRI 52
FHET T E SRR RS I 7 [ Y AR B E 1 (causation)  Hgf (Hair, 2006: 720) ©
K Feat B & S8 EEN 08 F RS S Z nder#
(summated scale) » DARE (BB AY 45 54 211 0 S0 8 H B AR S H BRG] 2 w3
<2V (Hair, 2006: 138) » #3232 LAGE TR ZCETTER (R 0T > SRS AR DMt ST
72 (maximum likelihood estimation) » B % 1% (4 2 # {1 51 {H (parameter
estimate) ;e B t Gt EETHE TR NG - EITEEURE - BAGERE TIEH
= H 5 A 7S (E 414 28 T (exogenous  constructs) 81 = ([ [A] 4= 8 I (endogenous
constructs) » LUK F1 (%] 2535 (control variables) » £ & —2HESRER (A - BIA
bgE 2+ IHREES € (hypothesized paths)

BB O AR - ¢ 2 (E 126.553 (HHE 19) - Xl
FEFEH(GFDE £ 0.932 ~ FaHC 3 LR R #(NFD) £ 0.886 ~ LLEHC 78 LhR
FEE(CFD) £y 0.894 ~ HE{EFCEEFEIE(IFD Fy 0.90 « S FACHEEFEIZ{EFEIT Bentler
and Bonett (1980)E: Bentler(1990)Ff 7%~ F2E(H 0.90 - BEE = » + _IERE
(5% J71RI (signs of path coefficient) & & /Y& 2 FREATT H] - BSIS A EZ
BtET R HAE e T 51 /R R E R KR « EEFER] ~ FU O R
FHETFRE ~ S VRIS R = TR R B R G T E /K4 - R ZefE T2 =00
M SR A& — s ©

AEFE ARSI AT TR & Z R R MR BEhi b » BRI ITaE R - 3%
WERA - AWt SERETI RS OBENETT (PO BEET (FZEERS)
R Jul e E B AL ER A S S TR R R (R o - (NI el —FE £
G E P R BhsH B U O R P 8 R S TR 2 AERE - 328185 30-0.158
t-value f3-2.548 G THREAE /KA » BUR T E (L IERG B Bhss M AT (K > oL Ty
BV GRS ERe &S R RHERER — o B 45 Lo R Bl 1 B
A ETFEE IEAERR © SZES TR AREH0.171 ~ t-value [y 2.773 & THIE K
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AE > BRI RSB MEATS > O PTRB A & (RS, - EREEE ARSI
R — o BRI LA S EE RN - £ AR BRI - HE
Frrfut i e B~ RS 5 S R AR (Ao -
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F— AR ¥ BRE®HITR

PERF SMF FMF FXI FVA RXI SXO MMC FTS INDU SIZE TYPE COYR  ASSG
ETEER 0.7884
HhTE R RS B P -0.261"  0.8474
o0 RS B 0.244" -0.414"  0.8989
T EEEL 0244  -0.453" 0391  0.9161
aptitER e 0.450" -0.293" 0.133" 0.280" 0.8320
22 0.385" -0.298" 02227 0.1 0.339"  0.7443
GEREER 0.148" -0.403"  0.328" 0.363" 0.122 0287  0.7912
LR EERIGIEER 0.220" -0.441"  0.353” 0.605" 02117 0242 04557  0.8324
FAZZ GG E 0.177" -0.284"  0.182" 0.141° 0222 02767 03177 02477  0.7761
EEZER] -0.140° -0.108 -0.018 -0.059 -0.076  -0.102  -0.047  -0.162" 0.1 1
o0 RS A S 0.058 -0.177"  -0.161" 0.102 0.119 0.139 0.003 -0.032 0.002 0.230" 1
= GRS 0.108 02277 0377 0.290” 0.023 -0.008  0.176"  0.154 -0.031 0.15" -0.190™ 1
AERER 0.050 -0.054 -0.101 -0.194"  -0.013 -0.004 -0.004  -0.166"  0.188"  0.461” -0.04 0.038 1
HEHEE 0.160" -0.161" 0.268" 03117 0.023 0.123 0244  0.226" 0.124 -0.102 -0.106 0228  -0.096 1
SEH%(Mean) 4.1 33 3.5 3.7 4.1 43 4.0 3.7 4.1 15 2.4 1.8 7.3 1.6
fE#25(S.D.) 0.54 0.73 0.85 0.76 0.62 0.63 0.51 0.66 0.60 0.50 0.86 1.31 4.80 0.49
Cronbach o {5 (48] 0.87 0.83 0.89 0.94 0.87 0.69 0.77 0.85 0.81
4HE(SRE(CRY) 0.87 0.84 0.89 0.94 0.87 0.71 0.77 0.87 0.82 2 ST Ry B — [ 7 (Single Item)
% FLHUE (AVE) 0.62 0.72 0.81 0.84 0.69 0.55 0.63 0.69 0.60

0 (1)** p<0.01; *p<0.05. Q¥ & R T ST AR 2 AP M fidic - $14 AE 5 VATE 1 b+ 0707 (T AVE 4 %5 0.50) « Fu[rc | fH &M E AL -

CEL SRR Y 3

&R

BELT“R%> 06 Cronbach o X > %307
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AHTFE R (3B B R o Ry (b ~ SRR - i Sl 2 i LE A 1H
TR ER LR R H E R AR RE R R B8 - A2 BRI T > RER = e
(R BE (oA B R B 2 SR (L e e R i I =2 SRR © RS E-0.162 ~ t-value
F9-2.722 EGETHREKAE > BGR RIS E SR - RERIUES (R (1 8-0.282
t-value /4-4.053 ZE&EETREE /KAE - BURT LR Sy EE AL oS B £ 2 AL e
BRI BRI R A E - FERVEE SR - Bk LSS 4 810.258 ~ t-value
Fy 3.435 BELETRIE /KA > BURT LRSS S E B LRI O Re g it B
ABENIEFRZE  BER G EE SR » BER7SER L (55-0.0899 ~ t-value
Fo-1.510 AREEGEETHREE /KR > BUR TP LRI N B B B ol 3 £ (e P R2 2l
s AEENRAERE TV Z 85 - R E RSSO E
HratBIE/KAE » SUERER N ASE SR - i e o R AN (B b o B
LIRS BN 2 IEAARE - BZESTE(48510.00231 ~ t-value fy 0.0376 ARZEGTHT#
EKAE > AR DR IO B E 2R L RS B b LS s M B BE AV IR R 82
8 FNEUFATR Z 8 A HHERSRREGETEE KR - BTk
JETFF -

FEBRZ RIS 7T > (AR /B AE (R E-0.177 ~ t-value f5-2.520 ZELRETHAE K
A BN UL R G R RIS N E R U ER R B M B A A A |
st/ SEIS BRGSO - (B LR o LR 2 B & (R SRS S o RS B 1 = TEAT
B > RZERTE(AEH0.0986 ~ t-value Jy 1.272 REEGGETHHE /KA - BEEARIEH
B8 BT R - AR R K BER T URIE SR - R+
ERTE(RE-0.131 ~ t-value [3-2.285 ZEATatRTE /KA - G LR 2RSS 7 o
B E R B M A S R A BT ERESERS R AR 1 - BER
— i 0 R 25 B AR B o R R B M IR AR B > % R TR (R B
+0.0636 ~ t-value fy 1.015 REZGTTEIE/KAE - #EGS IR TR - HHLE
Radn ARR BT B KRR AR RIS - RER T B (AR 0172
t-value 3y 2.554 ZEAEE TR /KGR > BUR T LIRS TR 2 RIS S o L R B 14
HABENLAZE > SRR+ I EEE ST -

ARG G A T ST SR SR R P AT i 250 (nEGiRAE R
T TR+ IR RER - Ha /AT BERIE S SOR - e BeR ERsE
REHMR R ©
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- EwmEEE

—, WsiEm

AWTFELLEIRAHE ~ HETIHRHE ~ SCAHRAS ~ Rrsi 17 Ry S Bl I B0 - 53
FEFEBITR IR o f - B EERAY RS PREUA B (exploitation) B PR R
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B2 3 ;gggﬁg‘%ﬁ%ﬂfﬁjﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ — oaer a2
B 4 ;‘;gg&fﬁ%ﬁggﬁ%ﬁfﬁﬁ 02%0% 4053w
B 5 g%g;gg%g{;iﬁﬁmm - 0258%%% 3435
a0 7 ;ggfggﬁ%gﬁimg@mm - 0.00231  0.0376 gff;
Y2 (exploration-based)
B35 8 g%gﬁ;ﬁ;&?ﬁi{j%ﬁ%% 0177 2520 HfE
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RHTIRG 0.0516 0.803
SRS 0.201 %+ 2.939
FFEE 0.0853 1.359

3x ¢ t-value = % 1.96, *p-value<0.05; t-value + ** 2.58, **p-value<0.01; t-value + ** 3.29,

***p-value<0.001
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(value-exploitation) Sl » 72 &S fil1F RS BT M e s F ORI R & 1E
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FREE TEH IR

=
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B AR
% 6 SE 1
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d NN [,;}';\;&4’?
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e i R
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(o 0376)

H2: +0.171%*
(2.773)
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B
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3x ¢ t-value = *t 1.96, *p-value<0.05; t-value + * 2.58, **p-value<0.01; t-value ~ *% 3.29,

***p-value<0.001
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Ghoshal and Moran (1996)f5 tH#H&RFAERY HHVE Ky T IR HER - MIEE
ARy THAHIRe L2 - (A A S HYEHEEE I (March, 1991; Gulati, et al., 2005) »

YOl R FE (T B 5% 55 &fti(Trust-Opportunism Paradox) (Lado, Dant, & Tekleab,

2008) - {a[HF5RER(E (: ~ fAIFsR SR (FIAEEEES, 2007b) - BHANEAHEEIRAE
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HAR ABH5E 2 5 R S B e ek e DA o g B T AL R PR
¥Ry (dyadic transactions)BE {5 Ry o0 T BELAL T AETT o HR LR (L IERG 484%
HYE B E] - BRER OREE R EALERG AV 5 ~ T A EA I R R (% 7
BT LB SRR 22 TR s B RS =~ RARI R4S R A E R &
A S E IR -

H= A5t 2 B EE RS BIE R TS N ~ X5 E5
TR ESS - MO ARIEBLSCH B AR (SIEZE, 2005) » fi41 : BH
HAVIES AR ~ SR RCRBLOZ A ~ R HA OB ATt & 4 R 5 (Ivens,
2005) » RAAHE—SEEIRIERE T B4 © 5T REFRAZERB
B - HIREEER BN 2R - IEIh - AW TR PR ER AN < BRA RS - TRE
CHUCR R BB - IREISR A AT H 38 5 (co-opetition) Bl E — 2= & T S 1L iR
Z L R SRS 2 B - 55 5 8 U7 SRR e TR AH R R RA R A B R A
(Hill, 1990, Brandenburger and Nalebuff, 1996) o AtH5E hATER4H ~ 7N THE R E



84

WEERTR > - --25=28 > AF103 &9

TSRS 7 BaT Bl FH EA0NRE 7 AR RRIA A A (government costs) » R[N [E] B
R RIS 2 PR1T Z 7 S8UME BLE 5 1k (priority) 5 #E — 0 F B h LR E R E
(deployment) 8152 5y RURE Ke S RAMGRAVEC & -

TEW TR ET LT AT - RS AL 8 - EaflEE R SRS &
BT SR o AIHZE DL Lo B T SRR S 2 BRE A B Bl (5 R Bl » RERET V4R
EAERARZ LB AL - IRE RS i 2515 - S ERFHE 2810 B8 EF
RAARBIH RS B8 M - R AR T IES 2R E -

IEAN - Bttt o imBEHY — A (LAZ R (generality) » BIFRHE AIAE AT T5E ]
HIBFFE o AT AT R PR Y &/ F G Ry » (A 2 [ G i
T2 B DU DRz 8 B A 5 ST T TR - B EBUBERDRE T A
{)5 ##(common method bias, CMV)AYTRE - Kt » A EGN A ZEREAYE R} -

HE— TR RE -

ZEZ M

FHA ~ HHEE (2008) 0 T AHARRTYE — B EFAH AR RE AR 2 A 0 SEEmE R EHTIARRE 2 i
7% B 2T HEE 1HE - H 2556 ¢

FIREEEE (20052) » SRESEE R - BUOAREEOTTE > 610 - BlEsUE -
FIREEEE (2005b) > EEEAGH IR > 510 KR -

2 (20062) T BEIERGEG RAVEEL > TRERER 11 H 2 H -

FEE (2007a) > T AIERHRA A IURE BN ME SRS | - TRgiFE > 11 21 H -
FEE (2007b) - AN E AL ERGRA (% 7 > TRgHFE - 3 A 30 H -

#E

EEE

#E
EIfEEEER (2000b) - " RREAVERE 0 ST S H IS H -

#E

23

%E‘ BRFIEE (2004) - T HSHEIT BT —(H{EZERE - EAGEIEBUBERSI 28 > il
EHRTE 0 %6 12 &% 4] H 375-707 -
wEt  mHAZ - MR (2000) 0 TEBIFFEAYILE AR | MEAE - 28 - S
B, o EHEBEHFELBEE 1 HT1798 -

FEHCE (2000) @ TAHAEAN AL GGG ) 0 BIIBUAREASEE T 2R 18+

2A
affff

FEECE ~ EIfEEE (2007) 0 "RAGEERER AN ? B LMRPEHIEERNTE, > aRE
im0 5 1885 1> H21-54 -



Shy
B
ks
"
=
TE
1%
NS
e
iy
=k
N
-5
=3
=
PN
9
=
KIS
(m
R
&)
o+

85

WAIZ(1992) - W IR EELE R - Bt AR EH -

Aaker, D.A. and Macarenhas, B. 1984. The Need for Strategic Flexibility. Journal of Business
Strategy. 5: 74-82.

Anderson, E. and Jap, S. D. 2005. The Dark Side of Close Relationships. Sloan Management Review,
46(3): 75-82.

Anderson, J. C. and Gerbing, D. W. 1988. Structural Equation Modeling in Practice: A Review and
Recommended Two Step Approach. Psychological Bulletin. 103: 411-23.

Anderson, J. C., & Weitz, B. A. 1989. Determinants of continuity in conventional industrial channel
dyads. Marketing Science, 8: 310-323.

Armstrong, J. S. and Overton, T. S. 1997. Estimating Nonresponse Bias in Mail Surveys. Journal of
Marketing Research, 14(3): 396-402.

Bagozzi, R. P. and Yi, Y. 1988. On the Evaluation of Structural Equation Model. Academic of
Marketing Science, 16: 76-94.

Bahrami, H. 1992. The Emerging Flexible Organization: Perspectives from Silicon Valley. California
Management Review. 34: 33-51.

Barney, J. B. 1999. How a Firm’s Capabilities Affect Boundary Decisions. The Sloan Management
Review. Spring, 40 (3), pp. 137-145.

Barthélemy, J. and Quélin, B. V. 2006. Complexity of Outsourcing Contracts and Ex Post Transaction
Costs: An Empirical Investigation. Journal of Management Studies, 43(8): 1775-11797.

Baum, J. A. C. and Greve, H. R. 2001. Multiunit Organization and Multimarket Strategy. Advances in
Strategic Management. Vol. 18. : Elsevier Science. UK: Oxford.

Beckman, C. M., Haunschild, P. R., & Phillips. D. J. 2004. Friends or strangers? Firm-specific
uncertainty, market uncertainty, and network partner selection. Organization Science, 15:
259-275.

Bentler, P. M. and Bonett, D. G. 1980. Significance Tests and Goodness of Fit in the Analysis of
Covariance Structure. Psychological Bulletin. 88: 588-606.

Bidault, F. and Salgado, M. 2001. Stability and Complexity of Inter-Firm Co-operation: The Case of
Multi-Point Alliances. European Management Journal, 19 (6). pp. 619-628.

Brandenberger, A. M. and Nalebuft, B. J. 1996. Co-optition. NJ: Pearson Eduuction.

Buchanan, L. 1992. Vertical trade relationships: the role of dependence and symmetry in attaining
organizational goals. Journal of Marketing Research. 29:65-75.

Burnham, T.A., Frels, J. K. & Mahajan, V. (2003). Consumer Switching costs: A Typology,
Antecedents, and Consequences. Journal of the Academy of Marketing Science, 31 (2):
109-126.



86

WEERTR > - -F5=28 > A®103£ 9!

Byrne, B. M. 1998. Structural Equation Modeling with LISREL, PRELIS, and SIMPLIS: Basic
Concepts, Applications and Programming. Mahwah, NJ: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates,
Publishers.

Carlsson, B. 1989. Flexibility and the Theory of the Firm. International Journal of Industrial
Organization. 7: 179-203.

Coase, R. 1937. The Nature of the Firm. Economica, 4(16): 386-405.

Corsten, D. and Felde, J. 2005. Exploring the performance effects of key-supplier collaboration: An
empirical investigation into Swiss buyer-supplier relationships International Journal of
Physical Distribution and Logistics Management, 35(6): 445-461.

Cyert, R. M. and March, J. G. 1963. 4 Behavioral Theory of the Firm. Prentice Hall, Englewood
Cliffs, NJ

Cyert, Richard M. and March, J. G.. 1964. A Behavioral Theory of the Firm. The American Economic
Review. Part 1.Mar. 54(2): 144-148.

Donada, C. and Nogatchewsky, G. 2005. Dépendance Asymétrique dans les Alliances Verticales :
Comment un Client vassal Contrdle-t-il ses fournisseurs ?. Management International, 10(1):
63-74.

Dyer, J. H. & Hatch, N. W. 2006. Relation-Specific Capabilities and Barriers to Knowledge Transfers:
Creating Advantage through Network Relationships. Strategic Management Journal. 27:
701-719.

Dyer, J. H. 1996. Specialized Supplier Network as a Source of Competitive Advantage: Evidence
from the Auto Industry. Strategic Management Journal. 17(4): 271-292.

Dyer, J. H. 1997. Effective Interfirm Collaboration: How Firms Minimize Transaction Costs and
Maximize Transaction Value. Strategic Management Journal, 18(7): 535-556.

Dyer, J. H. 2000. Collaborative Advantage: Winning through their Extended Enterprise Supplier
Network. NY: Oxford University Press, Inc.

Dyer, J. H. and Chu, W. J. 2003. The role of trustworthiness in reducing transaction costs and
improving performance: Empirical evidence from the United States, Japen, and Korea.

Organization Science. 14(1): 57-68.

Dyer, J. H. and Singh, H. 1998. The Relational View: Cooperative Strategy and Sources of
Interorganizational Competitive Advantage. Academy of Management Review, 23(4): 660-679.

Emerson, R. M. 1962. Power-Dependence Relations. American Sociological Review, 27: 31-41.

Fiegenbaum, A. and Karnani, A. 1991. Output Flexibility: A Competitive Advantage for Small Firm.
Strategic Management Journal. 12:101-114.

Fornell, C. and Larcker, D. F. 1981. Evaluating Structural Equation Models with Unobservable
Variables and Measurement Error. Journal of Marketing Research. 18: 19-35.



Shy
B
ks
"
=
T
1%
NS
e
prits
=k
N
.
=3
=
PN
9
=
KIS
(m
R
&)
o+

87

Frazier, G. L., & Rody, R. C. 1991. The use of influence strategies in interfirm relationships in
industrial product channels. Journal of Marketing. 55(1): 52-69.

Geyskens, 1., Steenkamp, J. E. M. and Kumar, N. 2006. Make, Buy, or Ally: A Transaction Cost
Theory Meta-Analysis. Academy of Management Journal, 49(3): 519-543.

Geyskens, 1., Steenkamp, J. E. M., Scheer, L.K. & Kumar, N. 1996. The effects of trust and
interdependence on relationship commitment: A trans-atlantic study. International Journal of
Research in Marketing. 13: 303-317.

Gulati, R. 1995a. Does Familiarity Breed Trust? The Implications of Repeated Ties for Contractual
Choice in Alliance. Academy of Management Journal, 38: 85-112.

Gulati, R. 1995b. Social Structure and Alliance Formation Patterns: A Longitudinal Analysis.
Administrative Science Quarterly, 40(4): 619-652.

Gulati, R. and Nickerson, J. A. 2008. Interorganizational Trust, Governance Choice, and Exchange
Performance. Organization Science. 19(5): 688-708.

Gulati, R. and Sytch, M. 2007. Dependence Asymmetry and Joint Dependence in Interorganizational
Relationships: Effects of Embeddedness on a Manufacturer’s Performance in Procurement

Relationships. Administrative Science Quarterly, 52: 32-69.

Gulati, R., Khanna, T. and Nohria, N. 1994. Unilateral Commitments and the Importance of Process
in Alliances. Sloan Management Review. 35(3): 61-69.

Gulati, R., P. Lawrence, R. and Puranam, P. 2005. Adaptation in Vertical Relationships: Beyond
Incentive Conflict. Strategic Management Journal, 26: 415-440.

Hair, J. F., Black, B., Babin, B., Anderson, R. E., and Tatham, R. L. (2006) Multivariate Data
Analysis. Saddle River, NJ: Prentice Hall.

Halle'n, L., Johanson, J., and Seyed-Mohamed, N. 1991. Interfirm Adaptation in Business
Relationships. Journal of Marketing. 55(2): 29— 37.

Harrigan, K. 1985. Strategies for Joint Venture. Lexington Books, MA: Lexington.
Harrigan, K. 1986. Managing for Joint Venture Success. Lexington Books, MA: Lexington.

He, D. and Nickerson, J. A. 2006. Why Do Firms Make And Buy? Efficiency, Appropriability And
Competition In The Trucking Industry. Strategic Organization, 4(1): 43-70.

Heide, J. B, John, G. 1988. The Role of Dependency Balancing In Safeguarding Trannsacton-Specific
Assets In Conventional Channels. Journal of Marketing, 52 (January): 20-35.

Heide, J. B. 1994. Interorganizational Governance in Marketing Channels. Journal of Marketing,
58(1): 71-85

Heide, J. B. and John, G. 1990. Alliances in Industrial Pruchasing: the Determinants of Joint Action in
Buyer-Supplier Relationships. Journal of Marketing Research, 277(1): 24-36.



88

WEERTR > - -F5=28 > A®103£ 9!

Heide, J. B. and John, G. 1992. Do Norms Matter In Marketing Relationships?. Journal of Marketing,
56(2): 32-44

Heide, J. B. and Miner, A. S. 1992. The Shadow of the Future: Effects of Anticipated Interaction and
Frequency of Contact on Buyer-Seller Cooperation. Academy of Management Journal, 35(2):
265-291.

Heide, J. B., Wathne, K. H. and Rokkan, A. 1. 2007. Interfirm monitoring, social contracts, and
relationship outcomes. Journal of Marketing Research, 44(3): 425-433

Hill, C. 1990. Cooperation, Opportunism, and the Invisible Hand: Implications for TransactionCost
Theory. Academy Management Review. 15(3). 500-513.

Ireland, R. D. and Webb, J. W. 2007. A multi-theoretic perspective on trust and power instrategic
supply chains. Journal of Operations Management. 25(2): 482-497.

Ivens, B. S. 2005. Flexibility in Industrial Service Relationships: The Construct, Antecedentsm, and
Performance Outcomes. Industrial Marketing Management. 34. 566-576.

Izquierdo, C. and J Cilla’'n, J. G. 2004. The Interaction of Dependence and Trust in Long-term
Industrial Relationship. European Journal of Marketing, 38(8): 974-994.

Jacobidies, M. G. and Winter, S. 2005. The Co-Evolution of Capabilities and Transaction Costs:
Explaining the Institutional Structural of Production. Strategic Management Journal, 26:
395-413.

Jap, S. D. and Anderson, E. 2003. Safeguarding Interorganizational Performance and Continuity
under Ex Post Opportunism. Management Science. 49(12). 1684-1701.

Jayachandran, S., Gimeno, J., and Varadarajan, P. R. 1999. Theory of Multimarket Competition: A
Synthesis and Implications for Marketing Strategy. Journal of Marketing. 63(3). 49-66.

Johnsen, R. E. and Ford, D. 2002. Developing the Concept of Asymmetrical and Symmetrical
Relationships: Linking Relationship Characteristics and Firms’ Capabilities and Strategies.
Proceedings  from  the 18"  Annual ~ IMP  Conference.  Dijon,  France.
http://web.bi.no/forskning/imp2001papers.nsf/

Johnsen, R. E. and Ford, D. 2008. Exploring the Concept of Asymmetry: A Typology for Analyzing
Customer-Supplier Relationships. Industrial Marketing Management. 37(4): 471-483.

Jones, C., Hesterly, W. and Borgatti, S. 1997. A General Theory Of Network Governance: Exchange
Conditions And Social Mechanisms. Academy of Management Review, 22: 911-945.

Joreskog, K. G.., & Sorbom, D. (1996). LISREL 8: Users Reference Guide. Chicago: Scientific
Software International.

Karnani, A. and Wernerfelt, 1985. Multiple Point Competition. Strategic Management Journal. 6:
87-96.

Kaufmann, P. J. 1987. Commercial Exchange Relationships and the “Negotiator’s Dilemma”.
Negotiation Journal. 3(1): 73-80.



89

Shy
B
ks
"
=
TE
1%
NS
e
iy
=k
N
.
=3
=
PN
9
=
KIS
(m
R
&)
o+

Kaufmann, P. J. and Dant, R. 1992. The Dimensions of Commercial Exchange. Marketing Letters—a
Journal of Research in Marketing. 3(2): 171-185.

Kaufmann, P. J. and Stern, L. W. 1988. Relational Exchange Norms, Perceptions of Unfairness, and
Retained Hostility in Commercial Litigation. Journal of Conflict Resolution. 32(3): 534-552.

Kim, K. 1999. On Determinants of Joint Action in Industrial Distributor-Supplier Relationship:
Beyond Economic Efficiency. International Journal of Research in Marketing. 16. 217-236.

Klein, P. G. 2004. The Make-or-Buy Decision: Lessons from Empirical Studies. in Claude Ménard
and Mary Shirley. (Eds.). Handbook of New Institutional Economics. Springer. 435-64.

Klein, R. B. 2005. Principles and Practice of Structural Equation Modeling. 2nd Ed. New York:.
Guildford Press.

Koza, M. P. and Lewin, A. Y. 1998. The Co-Evolution of Strategic Alliance. Organization Science, 9:
255-264.

Kumar, N., Scheer, L. and Steenkamp, J.B. 1998. Interdependence, Punitive Capability And The
Reciprocation Of Punitive Actions In Channel Relationships. Journal of Marketing Research,
35(May): 225-35.

Kumar, N., Sheer, L. K. and Steenkamp, J. E. M. 1995. The Effects of Perceived Interdependence on
Dealer Attitudes. Journal of Marketing Research, 32: 348-356.

Kumar, N., Stern, L. and Anderson, J. C. 1993. Conducting Interorganizational Research Using Key
Informants. Academy of Management Journal, 36(6): 1633-51.

Lado, A. A., Dant, R. R. and Tekleab, A. G. 2008. Trust-Opportunism Paradox, Relationalism, and
Performance in Interfirm Relationships: Evidence from the Retail Industry. Strategic
Management Journal, 29: 401-423.

Lavie, D. and Rosenkopf, L. 2006. Balancing Exploration and Exploitation in Alliance Formation.
Academy of Management Journal, 49(4): 797-818.

Lazzarini, S. G., Miller, G. L., and Zenger, T. R. 2008. Dealing with the Paradox of Embeddedness:
The Role of Contracts and Trust in Facilitating Movement Out of committed Relationships.
Organization Science. 19(5): 709-728.

Leiblein, M. J. 2003. The Choice of Organizational Governance Form and Performance: Predictions
from Transaction Cost, Resource-based, and Real Options Theories. Journal of Management.
29(6): 937-961.

Levinthal, D. A., & March, J. G. 1993. The Myopia Of Learning. Strategic Management Journal. 14:
95-112.

Lusch, R. F. and Brown, J. R. 1996. Interdependency, Contracting, and Relational Behavior in
Marketing Channels. Journal of Marketing. 60(4): 19-38.

March, J. G. 1991. Exploration and Exploitation in Organizational Learning. Organization Science, 2:
71-87.



90

WEERTR > - -F5=28 > A®103£ 9!

March, J. G. and Simon, H. A. 1958. Organizations, John Wiley & Sons.
March, J. G. and Simon, H. A. 1993. Organizations. 2™ Eds. Blackwell Publishing. MA: Cambridge.

McCarter, M. W., Mahoney, J. T., and Northcraft, G B. 2009. First We Try, then We Trust! Real
Options and the Cooperation-Competition Tension in Strategic Alliance Social Dilemmas.
Bureau of Economic and Business Research, University of Illinois at Urbana-Champaign
Working Paper. http://www.business.uiuc.edu/Working _Papers/ papers/ 09—0101.pdf

Mukherji, A. and Francis, J. D. 2008. Mutual Adaptation in Buyer-Supplier Relationships. Journal of
Business Research. 61. 154-161.

Nonaka, I. & Takeuchi, H. (1995), “The Knowledge Creating Company: How Japanese Companies
Create the ~ Dynamics of Innovation,” Oxford University Press ©

Noordewier, T., John, G. and Nevin, J. 1990. Performance Outcomes of Purchasing Arrangements in
Industrial Buyer-Vendor Relationships. Journal of Marketing, 54(October): 80-93.

Oliver, C. 1990. Determinants of Interorganizational Relationships: Integration and Future Direction.
Academy of Management Review, 15: 241-256.

Parkhe, A. 1993. Strategic Alliance Structuring: A Game Theorretic and Transaction Cost
Examination of Interfirm Cooperation. Academy of Management Journal. 36(4): 794-829.

Pfeffer, J. and Salancik, G. R. 1978. The External Control of Organizations: A Resource Dependence
Perspective. NY: Harper and Row.

Podsakoff, P. M., and Organ, D. W. 1986. Self-reports in organizational research: Problems and
prospects, Journal of Management, 12 (4): 531-544.

Podsakoff, P. M., and MacKenzie, S. B. (1994). An examination of the psychometric properties and
nomological validity of some revised and reduced substitutes for leadership scales. Journal of
Applied Psychology, 79, 702-713.

Podsakoff, P. M., MacKenzie, S. B., Lee, J.-Y., & Podsakoff, N. P. (2003). Common method biases in
behavioral research: A critical review of the literature and recommended remedies. Journal of

Applied Psychology, 88, 879-903.

Poppo, L. and Zenger, T. 2002. Do Formal Contracts and Relational Governance Function as
Substitutes or Complements. Strategic Management Journal. 23: 707-725

Porter, M. and Fuller, M. B. 1986. Coalitions and Global Strategy. In M. Porter, ed. Competition in
Global Industries. MA: Harvard Business School Press. 315-344.

Porter, M. E. 1980. Competitive Strategy: Techniques for Analyzing Industries and Competitiors. NY:
The Free Press.

Porter, M. E. 1985. Competitive Advantage. NY: The Free Press

Prahalad, C. K. and Ramaswamy, V. 2004. The Future of Competition: Co-Creating Unique Value
with Customers. MA: Harvard Business School Press.



Shy
B
ks
"
=
TE
1%
NS
e
iy
=0
»
i
.
=3
=
PN
9
=
KIS
(m
R
&)
o+

91

Provan, K. G 1980. Recognizing, Measuring, and Interpreting the Potential/Enacted Power
Distinction in Organizational Research. Academy of Management Review, 5: 549-559.

Provan, K. G. and Skinner, S. J. 1989. Interorganizational Dependence and Control as Predictors of
Opportunism in Dealer-Supplier Relations. Academy of Management Journal, 32(1). 202-212.

Quinn, J. B., and Hilmer, F. G. 1994. Strategic outsourcing. Sloan Management Review, 35: 43-55.

Ramirez, R. 1999. Value Co-Production: Intellectual Origins and Implications for Practice and
Research. Strategic Management Journal. 20(1). 49-65.

Rindfleisch, A. and Heide, J. B. 1997. Transaction Cost Analysis: Past, Present, And Future
Applications. Journal of Marketing, 61(4): 30-54

Ring, P. and Van de Ven. 1994. Development Process of Cooperative Interorganizational
Relationships. Academy of Management Review, 19(1): 90-118.

Sanchez, R. and Mahoney, J. T. 1996. Modularity, Flexibility, and Knowledge Management in
Product and Organization Design. Strategic Management Journal, 17 (December): 63-76.

Santoro, M. D. and McGill, J. P. 2005. The Effect of Uncertainty and Asset Co-Specialization on
Governance in Biotechnology Alliance. Strategic Management Journal, 26: 1261-1269.

Santos, F. M. & Eisenhardt, K. M. 2005. Organizational Boundaries and Theories of Organization.
Organization Science, 16(5): 491-508.

Schellenberg, J. A. 1965. Dependence and Cooperation. Sociometry, 28(2). 158-172.

Schellenberg, J. A. 1996. Conflict Resolution: Theory, Research, and Practice. NY: State University
of New York.

Sethi, A. K. and Sethi, P. S. 1990. Flexibility in Manufacturing: A Survey. International Journal of
Flexible Manufacturing Systems. 2(4). 289-328.

Srinivasan, R. and Brush, T. H. 2006. Supplier Performance in Vertical Alliances: The Effect of
Self-Enforcing Agreements and Enforceable Contracts. Organization Science. 17(4). 436-452.

Subramani, M. R. and Venkatraman, N. 2003. Safeguarding Investments in Asymmetric
Inter-organizational Relationships: Theory and Evidence. Academy of Management Journal, 46
(1): 46-62.

Teece, D. J. 1986. Profiting from Technological Innovation: Implications for Integration,
Collaboration, Licensing and Public Policy. Research Policy, 15: 285-305.

Teece, D. J., Rumelt, R. P., Dosi, G. and Winter, S. 1994. Understanding Corporate Coherence:
Theory and Evidence. Journal of Economic Behavior and Organization, 23: 1-30.

Teece, D.J., G. Pisano, and A. Shuen. 1997. Dynamic Capabilities and Strategic Management.
Strategic Management Journal. 18(7): 509-533.



92

WEERTR > - -F5=28 > A®103£ 9!

Thompson, 1976. Organizations in Action. NY: McGraw Hill.

Ulaga, W. and Eggert, A. 2006. Value-Based Differentiation in Business Relationships: Gaining and
Sustaining Key Supplier Status. Journal of Marketing, 70 (January): 119-136.

Uzzi, B. 1997. Social Structure and Competition in Interfirm Networks: the Paradox of
Embeddedness. Administrative Science Quarterly, 42: 35-67.

Venkatraman, N. 1989. The Concept of Fit in Strategy Research: Toward Verbal and Statistical
Correspondence. Academy of Management Review, 14(3): 423-444.

Walker, G. 2007. The Incompleteness of Research on Firm Boundaries. Strategic Organization, 5:
227-236.

Weiss, A. M. and Anderson, E. 1992. Converting from Independent to Employee Salesforces: The
Role of Perceived Switching Costs. Journal of Marketing Research, 29(1): 101-115.

Williamson, O. E. 1979. Transactions-Cost Economics: The Governance of Contractual Relations.
Journal of Law and Economics, 22(2): 233-62.

Williamson, O. E. 1983. Credible Commitments: Using Hostages to Support Exchange. American
Economic Review, 73(4): 519-40.

Williamson, O. E. 1985. The Economic Institutions of Capitalism. NY: The Free Press.

Williamson, O. E. 1991. Comparative Economic Organization: the Analysis of Discrete Structural
Alternatives. Administrative Science Quarterly, 36: 269-296.

Williamson, O. E. 1993. Opportunism and its Critics. Managerial & Decision Economics, 14: 97-107.

Williamson, O. E. 1996. The Mechanisms of Governance. NY: Oxford University Press.

Young-Ybarra, C. and Wiersema, M. 1993. Strategic Flexibility in Information Technology Alliances:
The Influences of Transaction Cost Economics and Social Exchange Theory. Organization

Science, 10(4): 439-459.

Zaheer, A. and Harris, J. 2006. Interorganizational Trust. In Shenkar, O. and Reuer, J. J. eds.
Handbook of Strategic Alliance. Sage Publications. 169-197.

Zaheer, S. 1995. Overcoming the liability of foreignness. Academy of Management Journal. 38:
34-63.



Shy
B
ks
"
=
T
1%
NS
e
pics
=h
»
-5
=3
=
P\
9
=
I
(m
R
&)
o+

93

A Study on Mobility of Flexibility and
Strategies in an Asymmetric
Interorganizational Relationship

CHao-CHing CHANG, Dan-Hsian SEETOO

ABSTRACT

Managing the transaction relationships with the key supplier is a critical decision of strategy. The previous
literature suggest that a firm can achieve the strategic benefits such as reducing operation cost and focusing on
organizational core competence through outsourcing, while maintaining a close cooperative relationship with
the key supplier who provides essential key factors such as key components or key material. However, focal
firm may also hold-up by the key supplier when it over-dependent on the opposite site. Therefore, the practical
puzzle is how to maintain flexibility of relationships in vertical transactions as well as to avoid hold-up by
specific key supplier and to extend the transaction stability with the key supplier. Standing the view of focal
buyer, the study explores two related questions: (1) how to avoid hold-up problem in an asymmetric
buyer-supplier transactions, and, in the ex post transaction, and (2) how to increase relational flexibility in
highly interdependence situation. The dyadic transactions between focal firm and its key supplier are the units
of our analysis to confer with the managerial mechanism of key supplier relationship.

The study establishes an exploration-exploitation framework adopted by focal firm adapt to ex post
asymmetric interorganizational relationships. Thus it has summarized two strategic mechanisms: (1) reducing
key suppliers’ mobility of flexibility through relational exploitation as well as exploration on transaction value
and relationship for reinforcing interdependency in dyadic transactions, meanwhile, (2) increasing focal firms’
mobility of flexibility through structural exploration as well as transaction value exploitation so as to diminish
the dependency on the key supplier and heighten alternatives to cooperate with.

Using structure equation modeling approach, research hypotheses are tested on a sample of 250 focal firms
established in Taiwan. We found the positive relationships between focal firms’ mobility of flexibility and
cooperative performance perceived by focal firm, and, the negative relationships between key suppliers’
mobility of flexibility and cooperative performance perceived by focal firm. Empirical results confirmed the
negative relationships between key suppliers” mobility of flexibility and focal firm’s exploitation in
relationship and transaction value as well as relationship exploration. The positive relationships between focal
firms’ mobility of flexibility as well as structural exploration and transactional exploitation were also
supported.

The study develop a theoretical extension based on the transaction cost theory, resource dependence theory,
and the behavioral theory of firm. We also address dyadic mobility of flexibility as the decision criterion for
balancing exploration and exploitation in the interorganizational relationship. These findings provide
theoretical and managerial implications for vertical coordination in supplier relationship management in

particular.

Keywords: Mobility of Flexibility, Interorganizational Relationship, Exploration and Exploitation,
Asymmetric Transactions, Supplier Management, Outsourcing Management
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