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Chou, S. W.
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Abstract

Knowledge creation plays a critical role in affecting a firm’s competitive edge.
However, the impact of IT users’ innovation on knowledge creation is largely ignored. To
address this, this study proposes an integrated model by adopting two streams of theory:
theory of trying and innovation infusion theory. More specifically, this study incorporates
following variables: absorptive capacity, overload, IT innovation, dynamic, and knowledge
creation. A theoretical model is developed by arguing that while knowledge conversion and
interactions (in terms of SECI model) is influenced by IT users’ innovation capability,
which in turn is affected by an individual’s absorptive capacity. While individuals’
absorptive capacity refers to the facilitators of IT innovation, their interaction with the
overload (impeding absorptive capacity) can not be neglected. In addition, the moderating
effect of the environmental uncertainty should also be assessed. We tested our hypotheses
through a field survey from 175 who have already adopted and used IT. Our findings
confirm most of our hypotheses, such as the interaction effect between absorptive capacity
and qualitative overload exists, which affects technological innovation. In addition, the
above relationships are moderated by dynamic. Further, technological innovation
influences the knowledge creation positively. Quantitative overload have negatively effect

on technological innovation. Implications and discussions are also provided.

Key words:knowledge creation, technological innovation, absorptive capacity, overload,
theory of trying
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& G%

Fo kB PR SR K 0 F K IEF X B EA o Alavi and Leidner (2001) % %o 3
FHYHEERT LA BB HF RN oo ARFHORERAF -
oAl T R R E P ER— R ADEEFRFETNRA (Li et al. 2006) - &
%32 B AR 3 A1 #7 (technological innovation) #4 #2885 A IR 3t snik Al 2 HER £ -
oy A A A BT B vk B AR R F AR R W SR JE R R R R RS IR AT ey Sk 0 I H AR A BT 6Y
JER AR R Loy - AR T THHERE T HEKLEER, 2 TH
H K & A8 S, (Nambisan et al. 1999) o AR 4% 4o 3% £] 3% (Nonaka 1994) ey & » & — 4%
A5 %M P A M 4o 3k 1L 8y 48 /7 o Alavi and Leidner (2001)<035 & F) B & A 69 48 7 e
SRR o TR MR R R R ek A e S A o B b 0 A3k AT L 4o 3k A 1 R
G EFRIRT > ERMOEAEFEMN - MAAEE RN Z ORI H f bR —
BEEHE - wlTh g RA SR FEE 2 REH —BEERRA - A8 RRKE
AT A G BT % (Ahuja and Tahtcher 2005) » VA & "X | 354 - BAL TR
(Cohen and Levinthal 1990, Zahra and George 2002) A R 33 K 4 &key T @ 3,4
(Ahuja et al. 2007, Ahuja and Tahtcher 2005, Williams and Alliger 1994) » it it — 5 35
AR HFEH TR EMNZAH - RAERKENRERA AN RN T ROA AL
FTRM BEMA B BEERNSER AR - RN G B LRy
GHJER AR BT INES - B — @ ABRAR KT IR A
(Bo @ BEMI RS s REBRELRG) > FHRE LBR - AAKRET Loy AR K&
HEEER A GMIAGRIREIERR  BREEXARGERERTRAET
BB R RLIFBHEHMER KM LB mLELA ZHME - R RKRE
AT AR BEMG A@mAR - REBERAFR G ATy "TRERHER ) BEMAR
oo RN HBRELIELR EZ P e EMEES T M (Karimi et al. 2004) - 35 "3R8
AR | TRTHarE "Rk o M T ) B A FT M e B F -

@R R RV REBIE A IR R T A R BB E - dAM kA B
e H I A Fedk ey F AR L RAL 0 VA BE W B AT 6 e 3Rk R A — AN R sk 0 Bl e (B
ALy Gk & % R 5S4 T 36 sk - Nonaka 1994 A7 4% % 69 SECI (G2 €1t
ShL -~ AL ML) AR A e BT RARR A R RN AR S R AT
3] B » 4» Alavi and Leidner (2001), Lee and Choi (2003) > %k » @ X 69 5F 32 K % £ x5
B AR ¥ 4o 3k A ¥ 2 i X # B & (Lee and Choi 2003) » % A # F # 7% A
(Bercerra-Fernandez and Sabherwal 2001) » 12 & $} 7} 3% £ 37 92 4o 3% % 22 P 04 4% L o7 2
# R % A %2 (Lee and Choi 2003) 3 3 40 4k A 2 71 SR & Jo sk B 2 > 4RV o R BF % P
o oA R FBMARAEAH (&4 T MR T HEIREETE ) T ARK
RN ) ZBIEAR) AR A B R IR o BN » R8T R AT i AL 6 2197 )
MEEDE (TRt i T@ERM ) ZHHPE (T Rkt 7T BRI
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ZMESHHR) ARTHBE CGREGHEN) > BFILEAROFR - BILKFR
AT 84T A AL B3R AT 3 B & R ey BAAA -

KA H FREGHE > R RA T2 HABE (DA RAGE R — SIS
B e TRUES B TEEBER L MESAHE THEAN ORE ARE
AR EF M Z AR TN OBE - QA RRNEE TR ELMS
HATH" RS T BRAL D ARSI R EH ZEHERM > R T (moderator) #4
YR - 3)RiE > AFTRE MR T AR AH, i T kAl MOBEMAZ -

A\ XRKE A SRR

AAE A A AAIL A F MMM R ETH > E LA E R K AL A B e
Bl B ZOERT T BEHHEFE - ERFEFH 0 AR R R ILAH
BIFTR OB Z > R BB 1 a9 REX -

AR IE A #IZ P % (innovation diffusion theory; f§#% IDT) (Ahuja and Thatcher
2005, Rogers 1995) » #M H oyl A LB W B LB B & o5 & @ A
(adaptation) » 3% (acceptance) » % #At (routinization) + #7£ A (infusion) - & & AF}
HEEIANGTHEF  EAFAEEG T2 Y A ARG HHRA T HH B RS -

Bl FTIRIKIE R R AT IR HEA LA FTEIE RN FT OB - T RERE
BAFEmYARA A ER FERIEEH Koy (Saga and Zmud 1994, Ahuja and
Thatcher 2005) = 53] & (1)E A& #@ FRAAHE (IT) R T ARMHME TAE > 58 FMEA A AT
RN ~ 2P 645 B IT » (2)%ERg My J& A IT » 3)4F IT A1 #7he J& A #A &R TAE -
7 —F @ o AABAIF M (personal innovativeness; P1) Z A AR #1742 T RIGHE
TRASERFRFAFE T (moderator) ° ] iF Ahuja and Thatcher (2005)5F % » & % £
FARR LRI EAG A TR > FadstR IT AlHEANEBEETREHRD
(construct) > - F A (1) "MAAH IT ey #FH M - FEFALMAGHEM (trait) X ETHE
(willingness) » (2) "2/ IT ¢4 &R | ERAMEA Y &L (attitude) > 3) TR % IT w9 &
B RIARARRE L EE - (4) T ERAIFEEAIT > TRAENF T IT £ # 17
RPTEEE e TAE 0 B IR F B AR (goal) #hiE R o

FEARTR » KMREE TR DAY HEAE0ITHFHm S » FHEE
HIT ez > AR ZHER » Bt A H A CREZZHBMIEY - KFRDLE
B AR R F ey IT Al MJER - 7T vk 4 # 37 i 49 5F %4% Ahuja and Thatcher (2005) £
AT MmN 3 B E XA FEAp 2]IK K 48 A (ability to explore) < A BAFME A (IT
18 B %) #4H4k KR & 84 T #3% %e(technology cognizance) » ¢L47, & IT £ #7 M JE F 69 & /&
F5ATE o R A AER AR IT £IF A > A ZB48AF » 508 TH 2% TIT R
Zae A o 1 TIT 3R % &K, (Nambisan et al. 1999) »

Wy 7B X Y R YIRS AR A A TR H R A IT £137 @ A3 A & Lk ik
MAESE RS LGAN  BEBAHTERYEL IO ITE - Kbk Kilns " w
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M 4789 22 3% | (theory of reasoned action; TRA) (Ajzen 1980, Davis et al. 1989) » 4+ ¥ 5} 3%
1% M 0y RE %~ M $e(subject norm) ~ ¥ & [ 2 R 6y Bl A% - SR ABE T R A GG HRIE
YRR E I R E TR A (Bock et al. 2005) o 7% — {5 i 281 47 8 22 34 48 B 09 BT 2%
fad BAZ (goal) RBEZHMITLM ERF B BANETETHRTIMBEARY
FIRBLHY PR - R G B AT A M &K R E o M F XM (theory of trying) (Ahuja and
Thatcher 2005, Bagozzi et al. 1992) » A] A g¥Efp 2B /78y 20 3% > L HIR B R P&
MEEEZEGEER L > EmPEFHEATERETATLEOW R © 6% Lognat
AHFRGEIT A BB ERGERRERL "R HER B TERER ) Ko wE
B TOAHPBETEREEORE FETRARN AR THREGWITHRECES
AT c MAHFREHE M ET > AIFHF A ELZBARERERGMA > BR 5 2R AL
Ppag e Bk RN T AR IT £I#7 7T At 18 8 oY PR - M T 4R IR T AT B B ae b o) & -

ARG EBAEARTEHR OB ENAEK T » FRPAKRGMEARE AAZERA
FoE A RMAR M AARAHERE TP R T REe0)—R - BMAL LKL
JE R A AR PR A B P ey A A L A M T AE 0 3 B 3R A A B A T8 B R A A
¥ KRBT L8 E K (Agarwal and Karahanna 2000) °

BT AT DT A% 0 AFFRFIA T A% (creativity) 48 B #F % (Woodman
et al. 1993) c RF WA HE % > HEAEN TAGBARREELEFLE > HAaEH
H 2 B EARRM o # 3k Woodman et al. (1993) 35 i » T3R5 2 ¥ R 5 B8 A £
BEMRFRITLNERZRAF  REARGRE ARFLHBEHRFSORAETTREDE
18 B %8R R AL A AT 8 (FlmplFiE)  aFEAMEE#EZ S (Davis et al.
1989) (fl4e A M ML 5 A M%) » T A o4 IT ¥ K (Nambisan et al. 1999) -~ #} IT 4% ] 4%
#1488 /1 (Mathieson 1991) % - Ahuja and Thatcher (2005) 3] i £]#7 3% #c 22 34 92 1T 4]
Fegpr g 0" A £ (autonomy) | 2 " i@ (overload) ; B A ) TAEIRIZ MR
A AT R F AR AR K094 (Kahn and Byosiere 1994) -

AFF % 5] Al Nambisan et al. (1999) » 3 H#% % Ahuja and Thatcher (2005)84 & i% >
R T CTITHRERS 1 TITHREZEE ) FMEEREOHEIE ke
W R JE B IT A1 # R ey A e 5 — Jrd e AT R AT Bk AL /1 (absorptive capacity,
ACAP) , (Cohen and Levinthal 1990, Ko et al. 2005, Zahra and George 2002) » #{E A
MaBAHETRAETERGPVE - KARAEAL W FE L > HHIKM Cohen and
Levinthal (1990)69 T & + 9RFp "Rk AE 1 ) REAF A RIELTH AL - HEKF TR
KR BASFERG IR BB L BMAAR TGRS EHEFHILRIK
(assimilate) §iLJ& il ig s du3k o 35 SHH R ROOMARE — 2 AT BRI K -

— -~ IRYEE 1 (absorptive capacity; ACAP)

RCAE I AR R H A ST AR w0 R S AR ) KGR RRRE SR B Sh A ek R M B R
MR AL o BB o B ROKCRE A 69 1B AR AE PO R AR RO AL SR R 8 SR R Y e 3
(Cohen and Levinthal 1990) - #F & 4045 (Ko et al. 2005) » A & ey Bie /1 & -
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S Ag dy(transfer) A EAERR - 5 —F @ % IT KERZAKEAE DT > WRR
BB MR N A R R BB L JE A IT 35 48 - Cohen and Levinthal (1990) s Ko et al.
(2005) 45 B R AMAE A7 T & A AR KB A Jo 3RIAF I E A 09 8 ) o Bl BS e A A H
BB AR o BB > THREHIT AL EH A E@OHEHLR -

HI1: R4 GE Ty &8 IT £ 774 FF 14 JE S 7 IE 87 69 % 75 °

— +iB&EM (overload)

w4k JR /) (organizational stress) 45t @ BMAL THFEMITE R > SEA
ZE TR RABERR YD TAREARRGMAFR o 38X 69 Lk o 7 (Kahn and
Byosiere 1994) » AR B £ X M# TER KR F » @B (task overload)
Prdsey B G (mBRRFHE%E) AEERBATERKYEGHE - RE
Sales (1970) #4€ & > @R K FEAHIAT LA > REZAZRNES - M
ALY RTERAABRZ R TR - FIFBIEX 5 LR 55 2HE (qualitative)
## ¥ (quantitative) L aji@# - HF L ayi@ K (quantitative overload) X &k F AT B
Z BB & IR0 IRA] 0 A B FORA] By AT IR WAL B R AR 0 ] e B ) SR H R R
BT GHEA o % —Jrd 0 HH Leyih R (qualitative overload) B %k - Bpfk A il
FOH RG> AR SEPT B Al 0h 88 ) RTAR R K Bk R RIS 69 4EF (Kaufman
and Beehr 1989, Lazarus and Folkman 1984, Williams and Alliger 1994) -

BRI AR BRI R H TS EEZABBE S bl Moore (2000) 3%
& EFSZE T MM TAEY - mERER T RIS RER I T A 24 A
IT R ERAEF B GRRIFNEREIREARS BB R TIFGBR - E6F
BIYHEERFEE BRALHEALAIT RERTERBRERAET HE
WRARRBEZZAGER mETBRAKRKTEARKEZ YRS B EHFRE S
AR AR B AR K TAERE AN AT - B — | ASFRIRHMER IT #ATA]
Ho B B EATH B R o B B AT AT 0 A IT BATAIF 45 7 24 (" R
o) R (TITHRERBR ) B (TITHRE®RD L) RMRKRFRTLER
R TR REZH TR T AR e fT& AT M RBEIE R Koy IT 288
R A E BARRA SR LR Loy E R o MR ATRA T 2%
H2a: #t & 114 698 # #1106 i 1T £ 77 4] FPIEME ] H B By 69 3¢ 3
H2b: |} _F 595 # 2 & /7] IT £ 778 FT I JE ] 7 B g7 69 7% 7% -

= - IRUaeE HELBE IR S M B 8134 5R (interaction of overload and ACAP)

AR B AEFEAL AR IT BATRFEFEGHFHER T LA KB
LEARFOITLERER TR2INRFZPIRERHRHELE 7 KXOBE T (W
A RALEE ) M3t A IT 09I HT &S - Aadtey > palE e@B KAL) B E
MekEEm IT A EE - AT MBI RGRA L RMNEFRADRZHA
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(stressor-strain model) - & % 89 #F %245 1 (Ahuja and Thatcher 2005, Perrewe and Ganster
1989, Schaubroeck and Merritt 1997) 3 & A A TAER 698 T AE 8 F KiEH 2 H
(demand-control theory) 2R £ o 3 4] 3L 35 AL R 7T A & 38 Wy A8 1 ) 47 48 Z2 B Tk 04 A8 8 2R
fRFE {8 A 4T & (behavioral) Lk 4e (perceptual) & & ; 5 314 & K& (demand) 217
AHBREROAWME - RARRBENEGER > EHEF KGR EFTAEBBRIA
SR FEFE (B &BEERMEAGRI) @ 8RR B b A EBEA SRR AR
KAEMREIR (AL A LM RAARKAR LT EAGIES 13858 0 TaLIRE T1F
By Ty R BB Y HOR) -

B RAAT R 0 3 RO AR ) T AR € T 4% (moderate) @I L HMAIT L (LA IT
WATRFEE) OBE - BAFMALZEL LM ERHGBORREN T @ TGS
RA S A REAZGHE RN (BEBEATRRAETOF L AR ReyBRA
%) WELHER IT @ATRITHRA ABRBE - Y ZRXBARMGTHAEHR
WAL RIT AR BRI AR A4S B a9t ) 0 L H B EHIBUT A6 H R KA A
RBVERGA@ER - AFRAREL - RT AZM  BALEIESSORILEIL
TRERAHEEXRZZHERN > BARKEN IR TR ZI»TAZL > €8
B E IR B ke Bl IRk AL A FRRT o mA RIS 0 K
RERASBOIER S s R EATIT 09 AT F S B RMA AT etk
H3a: R FEH TG LB H Tk Z Byt R+ T _H IE g7 b9 35 BT AT £ 774

FIESEST -

Hia: RKFE I T F 1698 H ) K Z Byt R+ G _H E 77 69 55 BEAGA &7 IT £ 778

FHEIES

 RIBAEEMN R E—E BT R 8 W E

IT A]#7 &N BF - M ERPT d BE 093K L 1 AR T M B & T At $F AT i B4R 2 R T4
(moderating) i f& - R#F RARIE A AR ¥ % (information processing theory) » 45 it &
TAHZKGER IT EATRF - EAEEABELHGER - BREA MAGE R HRTE
M (uncertainty) ¥k R BA BEME (equibvocality) K& BRI ST R @ EH U H
X B A (Daft 2001, Dess and Beard 1984) -

ABRM S BT AT A E AR ) BRI F SHEEAPTE LB Y
L E FagiBIR) 4 0 ke IR 3R 3E (organizational task environments) 3% 4 A&
BRBRLAAELMN ERRR - B RN AE T HERF 0 @8R £ 2 2R(EAR
WORE J7 L8 3R B S A $HE A IT @47 A F7 M & A B B AR) PO ey TR -

HF 52 45 & (Karimi et al. 2004) » @& RIRZE L AE LMY E XTI T 7 =48 5 25
A & &/ 45 & (stable-unstable) + f§ 32 /4% # (simple-complex) ~ # %& /5 #%
(concentrated-dispersed) - Dess and Beard (1984) &9 B3 8F 5 a7 o9 L A 1L » 1
MEB=ARN TR RAMEZRELSHELK 532" H &K (dynamism) | (4]
Joig MR AE T  RORAL) T BlVH L 2 H M (homogeneity-heterogeneity) (4] ke 48 2
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REF/HHARLE) BT EHE M (hostility) , (A fE S > SERBE) F o PTR TAEIRIE
(B F& X AS ) ARG AL R A FT RS R e 040 B & B o
RAFRAERM ST ARSGHAKR TR THKRRET » TREF L THARG IR EH
iﬂé’? 5T %#ﬁﬁ,{{}ﬁiﬁ}iéﬁ k’ﬁ'd{% ‘kﬁq‘ﬁﬁ P /I 9{.5575;5;.%23\@7]‘1@@’3?44‘ ({f'
I B RFOITHE TR AEEGERPRETEMARF) ARE RGN ALET S
o IT R FHHMESHBRT T2 ER - A —F7HHBRALT T FRATE T BMERIR
WO ATRMEESIATHAMKBHELST AN EAEBRESHA AR AFBRET
FRFIREG BN R Gy R R > GUEHRTRIEFEBRARLIHVRE -
B3 TRk ) TR R AR EL BB FIRI N RN
I BRI LEMEER  BAM S AL RIS AI LR VBRI SRR A
WK HAE 0 FAERTKRRNERTE % a4k (Maier et al. 1997) R E L& R E ey 2 -
¥ SR FREEE S ke b R A A 6943k (Cohen and Levinthal
1990) - 3 & sk RIR MR AR (Fok R ADM I BY) M3 A & RATHFI a8 S A%
THEKBRRLEGE@mER (FHELEATRREN TR ELRMEE Eoy@ R
RE) e
H3b: R FENHL [ H EbgiBH ) HH Ak Z By s R » i H E 7 59 3 B K & 9 IT £ 778
A JE S (4 H3a) » 77 7] 2 69 [ 17 7 20 G IR 55 T AEC 49T+ & R B A 58 ©
HA4b: R 78 Ty 2 | B F /2 598 # | H ok Z By it R + G H IE By 69 55 BN & 7 IT £ 778
FPIENE S (42 H4a) + 77 77 3 89 ] 17 75 40 G IR 28 FAE R 698 TF » B R A 5% »
H5: TRKFES , H2 T(&Jf] IT :EF74)FTIEIE T 5 ] 69 B 17 7 40 # IR 5% T FE 8 694 8 T
B I FER AL T A 5 °
Hb6a: "M H _EBHH R ) 427 IT :£778)FFIEME A | F] 69 B 17 7 41 4 IR 5% 7 4% 7€ 59
KT @HEEHKETRBKE -
H6b: " #F/ B 5 F , #2 T (& ] IT £ 778 FFHJE S | F] 69 B 17 7 20 4 IR 5% T #E € 49
KT BHBEEHKETRBEE -

A~ BEEFEMNERE

KB R PTG AR 3 80 Sn kB ¥ 0 £ BB A 4 Nonaka (1994, 1995) 8 SECI# 5, » &
B K dn A & LB A2 ey v A R R A R 0 A9 4L (Socialization) 4X &[5 14 %)
7 —FE[S M Sk by sk ; ML (externalization) 5% F M5 FS M 4o kiR B R AT 0 7 R
(G EEf %) B ; & 44 (combination) B &M FA M 40k A 4LV B —FEFE M
ok R 28, @ WAL (internalization) A 3&3A A AL FRLB A F & 0 R &
A R E % R R M Fo sk o B I R AT B S ey X il e
BAME S 3R B LS AL RS 0 B A T SR AR s Sk L 1R 3k 6 Se 3k o SECT 2 X AL AL & By A&
AR BEERE TR R RAE  LEkF Ry AR o b o A A5
3t & 8R 2 69 4% £ a /+ (Lee and Choi 2003) » H b2 A % b A5 2 L & — 7 264842 T 1A
g o



FENFRSHEERI | EFRRRIFER 95

IR AR ERES—F > TR T AMNKRERAZF AL IS b o A&
oy 4% A X JE B A = A2 o £ Nambisan et al. (1999) 64 B2 F - 32 # 1T 42 A %
T AR A F GRS T AR TIT Rk 2 TITHREZEHE
ZAAI Ay 0 GIE— SR R AR AR R SRy AL A A R c BEARZARET A
AR AL AR R H A AT 2 AR R AH A e B e 3 A Y
WAZ o He ) HER 0 AR FTH L RA L G T HRTRA E@RGFE -

H7: %3R4 69 8197 € B @ 6 3% B e A 2 -

BMAE ) (ACAP)

ik

DO MRE EeyE
(QL_OVLOAD)
B ey iBR 1 BITAI#7 [ P
(QN_OVLOAD) (INNO_IT) P foiiAl s (KC)

......................

...........................

DRACHES K BH
RAchES) ¥ H i@

RAUAES X EHBR

...........................

# A& (DYN)

1 HREERX

%N R FIEE S

AU RARA B & &% (survey research) SREAT HFHAD IS o RSB SR ALK
B TR g F i (partial least squares, PLS) 75 ik & BR 35 KT 7% T 42 1 69 3R 35 42 R,
(Chin, 1998) » PLS # J #& # # (non-parametric approach) #4975 X £ > # &4t » 2 F K
AT R BRA R Y > ERRAFHERMLE— 58 Bk THES—
oo EARAARIT R T R &S ALK (structural equation model, SEM) ##7 7 %
J o PLS «&u A stk & A 4% 9F % B2 (Bock et al. 2005, Ahuja et al., 2005) -

— -~ BE&E

RAGPI A Z B R T X BRET RS BREAFT R R FE
AER AT EMBZIRERERFEREEHOEMN - X HFPHBETH
R REATATA] (pre-test) » s H FREPH RB B B BITX T  EE > BER LB A
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AR B AN BBE o TARATAIE  EATTRA] (pilot-test) » o — BB F 42 TR H
MERL > AE—FHUMEEFHEE  RMENZTEEZD  ARFFEHRNERE -
RBBITEXER > RARZZARATFNRAGLTRAEAKRY Y FREHRM - &
Mg PR LR B T o

— BRI

L TIRAEXFEAGIFE  AENH LT ENOETTTEN - £ lF
M~ MBS ~ B E R R Bkordr - KF LM BURKE S 0 B XA
BEE & 300 iy R & o bR LA A K % ik o RAFR 2RI Lok R
B R 1 FEYZTEREFRAELFSEBERE A (1) REEFTRAER (5 K
kR FE & -

=1 RARCAERET

R A R¥ ¥ 451 TR A R¥ rb 17
B IR &
21~25 & 38 21.7 1 £ F 14 8.0
26~30 & 71 40.6 1~2 47 26.9
31~35 & 30 17.1 3~5 58 33.1
36~40 &, 16 9.1 6~10 % 25 14.3
41 &R E 20 11.4 10 24 & 31 17.7
REARE oy aAs B
X ETF 32 18.3 3t 22 12.6
X 115 65.7 & 2 1 6
R A 28 16.0 & 2R 149 85.1
Bk A% B WE 1 6
EEE 144 82.3 KR 2 1.1
EY X 21 12.0 N E) AR
b E A 6 3.4 100 AVA T 82 46.9
I EE 4 2.3 100~500 A 43 24.6
AT ER 500~1000 A 15 8.6
TTFAMNE 27 15.4 1000 A VA L 35 20.0
BRI E 17 9.7 IRH F &
AP E 8 4.6 1 £ATF 14 8.0
A E IR ¥ 51 29.1 1~2 4 47 26.9
1% 4 ) v ¥ 14 8.0 3~5 58 33.1
Bk EEE 9 5.1 6~10 25 14.3
HH M 10 5.7 10 00 31 17.7
R # B 8 4.6
e 31 17.7
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= -MRAGERER

KT 3R ey b 5 428 K (structural equation model; SEM) 2k i 47

K BB (Hair et al. 1998) 0 &,3£:8] B4 X 5 #7 (measurement model) U\&i’*#%ﬁ:f&
# (structural model) © R#F R E oy H B B & 175 4 EAFEH 5 & 3 A RAEHR K
BB DA (17514y) &— & AB M0 S RIEAR AR 9 ol 4 — & By R 2F
mARA (88 fy) MK By REMAF MR A (87 43) c AL 3 M A4 A PLS B X hh ik
& P4 © B 4h » RAF R 43 S 1K 8 81 & B 69 W 414k R # 47 Kolmogorov-Smirnov Z #
E’ﬂ$%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ$%§ﬁ%%#ﬁ’ﬁﬁ%%T’Eﬁﬁﬁ$ﬁ%ﬁﬁQiﬁ
BEAERE AR THBEG R KX T 0945 4 # (control variables) i 47947 » 7]
Jofn 8K AAE (firm size) » F 4 (age) FvZ F 42 E (education) % (Ahuja and Thatcher
2005, Ko et al. 2005) » vAHA 45 A FF 72 609 BEAY S R AL T ©

— ~ AEERH

B AL X 8 BR @4 18 3] 15 & (item reliability) » P§ 2 %4 & (content validity) - J& 4%
%% /& (convergent validity) - ¥ & %%k & (discriminant validity) - K#F 75 1 470 & 4 R,
Z Ex3E e H & 547 (confirmatory factor analysis) #4Z - MR B & B e 2 Bldm F : (a)
Ak—EREEZHE LARMKR-(b) MRS EZIRFATEILHME (BHEE) £
0.5 AL & TH26EHE (Hair, 1998) > & 8] FUAME o (¢) & — F"i%zl EaMe=
BHAE LAV 10 2 ey REX A F AT ELAREI 0 253, BE A
40 % 15 & L Cronbach’s o RFFAH F A B TGISIZEB 69 N 3R — ﬁ( M (internal
consistency) (Hair et al. 1998) o A7 ik Bl # A#F R &M@ o9 B % & #7 & (factor loading)
b2 S

AR E R BRI E R A @B A SRR E (composite reliability)
¥ -F35 4 B Fh B # (average variance extracted, AVE) Bk (Hair et al. 1998) - 48 i 13
xi%mﬂiﬁﬁgzﬁﬁ“%iﬁ%*&ﬁ%mﬁﬁ » — AR RAS AR A 0.6 VA
L HETAEZNEE - MRS EAE G 0.7 AT H & & mmis & (Fornell and
Larcker 1981)« F34 % R iR & (AVE) TP AATABRERHABACHYTY
GEBMBEN > —RPFHEEMRE (AVE) /£ 05 A LA T2 E (Fornell and
Larcker 1981) » Bp R T8 & S A KM EHEE FI A o AR & @ A RAZ
BRAAE A 07 AL FHERMME (AVE) B{AIR T 2 448 37 00 Hh & AR 20 38 SR 1E
A Em % SN 05 FALE2-

1k Fornell #1 Larcker (1981) &9k > PTH B A S AN -FH S L HIE (AVE)H
Bz Pk (HARM) - LAXAFEBALEAMGARAR GEHARML)  £T
ﬂﬁ&%ﬁﬁ(&ml%& WA ERERNER B RETATEZ Ha L
H B R %
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R2:ERFHEAEE FHEEMMNERER

ot Rk MRAE A AVE
BRI AE /1 (Absorptive capacity) 0.92 0.75
B 4y 1B # (Qualitative Overload) 0.88 0.88
& 491 3% (Quantitative Overload) 0.8 0.83
1% ® IT £|% (Innovation with IT) 0.86 0.67
¥ &L (Dynamism) 0.81 0.77
sk A ¥ (Knowledge creation) 0.86 0.59

x3: ERFEHNERER

#FMdm | ACAP QLOVL | QNOVL | INNO IT KC DYN
ACAP 0.75
QLOVL 0.34 0.88
QNOVL 0.24 0.22 0.83
INNO IT 0.71 0.32 0.06 0.67
KC 0.60 0.28 0.11 0.66 0.59
DYN 0.03 0.06 -0.05 0.01 -0.06 0.77

a. A AL MR KT EIMIRE (Average Variance Extracted) < -F % AR 14
b. FH AR ERKE R AAM AR -

- REERAH

A REBBEX SN ERr ZHNET > B EMER - & _FH AR
FHRBEATHABHZREE ) FZHMAFZH A RN Ry ETH
MO EERNAHE = (1) Z8BF T TRABER T T A4 > 2) FBE —FH
MEZHRMEKX G A RIRFATER F RIS (ACAP) 1@ (Overload)
BT e ZEa R EHRATEYREZER - B HE R R 4P7TF -

BHABGERE W R AT RBEXLAME G SF M - B — 7ot
RARF 05 o PLS A= Rt 1 (ACAP) @ Edm B4 A 1T £]13F (HL: 23
RASHTER 1 B=0.608p<0.01; FEHREMERAFAS»HER: B=0.578p<0.01;
BE MR A>T ER: B=0555p<0.01) fhL 2 AZL oL 1
HRE I FME HL ik Ha ey sy F R & RBEFHEMBR (QNOVL) #
£ IT £1# (INNO_IT) ¢4 & £ MR TS BMEARRFAL  FEARDHBE
(H2a: 23R8 R 1 f=-0.118 - p < 0.01; SHBHEALAF AL HER 1 p=
-0.186 > p<0.01; 1Ky RBMIARF AN &R p=0.022 " ns.)» HHF 2 ARRE
REHmz Ha - ey suAans A ITRAFHUBEREALAS LPE
P ABE > B RE M ZFBRH H2ac (2 R HA S BM K RBF LRI » AP R IE
WO HE A REFHEE BRI LHFMF H2a o ARk H2b ey sz 34y
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x4 BB REER

a&%@ 2R (B) SE ML (B) R ()
R2 0.058 0.127 0.039
S 0.063 0.180* -0.033
KERE 0.240%* 0.287%%* 0.184*
BHEHARERX
R® 0.527 0.541 0.567
ACAP 0.682%%* 0.578%%* 0.735%*
QLOVL 0.131%* 0.262%%* 0.022
QNOVL -0.129%* -0.270%* 0.039
R’ 0.440 0.463 0.577
INNO IT 0.663%%%* 0.680%** 0.760%***
N BBk RAE K
R’ 0.547 0.641 0.640
ACAP 0.608%* 0.578%%* 0.555%%*
QLOVL 0.147* 0.231%%* 0.063
QNOVL -0.118%%* -0.186* -0.022
QLOVL x ACAP -0.092 0.278%* -0.133
QNOVL x ACAP -0.096 0.118 -0.246%*
R’ 0.440 0.457 0.577
INNO IT 0.663%%* 0.676%* 0.760%*

* k7 p<005 B¥ > **h+ p<00l F%

MH Eegimdk (QLOVL) % Bkt~ & AR &% IT £13% (INNO_IT) > &2 ik
G IT @y pI#T A (H2b: 23R AN H &R 1 B=0.147 - p < 0.05; H BB A
BRE AT 4R 1 p=0.231p < 0.05 ; KB REMAR KB 5 A7 4 R : p=0.063 > n.s.)
B 347 45 R % R F A3 H2b o 48k HT 6934y » TR & R8T IT a4 374 A
(INNO IT) @ EdAHEm#EpE (KC) (H7: 23 4 A5 &R p=0.663'p<0.01;

B R AN ER B=0.680p < 0.0 ; KEHEMRERBEANILER  p=
0.760 ' p<0.01) #&R%FHFMEHRHT -

VA Z 3ty m N Z B RV EBE X R o4 - A2 ATm T » RS (ACAP)
FERMBE  HAEBEZREARBENER— a‘aﬁ 113 % ¥ 3 H1 - {5 2% H2a 52 H2b £
B Ay R R\ E I EHACR — 1k o R H3a 9 Ba3r 4y - RO AE ) o2
PEH B i T AR 0 Z Bk R s ¥R A ITﬁ N ARBE = ﬁ*%éﬁﬂé% (H3a:
A ASHER 1 B=-0.092 > n.s.) HEE H3a R o RIKE N BB T HB
WATH by LBy B REME IT A1 FTH R4 (B=-0.096 > ns.) {24 R A3 H
3% H4a /AR > A& R BT L% Hda - sbdh - s R & R 1T o 8] 371&
A (INNO_IT) 113 & iE & % & sodk oy £l & (KC) (H7: 2t A5AT& R 1 f=0.663 > p
<0.01) - & RA47 X HEx HT -

SE RN ARG s ERE T > RIRES (HL: B=0.578 > p < 0.01) g

BETH R Z IR (H3a: f=0.278 > p<0.01) » % ¥ 45 B IT £ A £ & ol 3 &
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HAERBEF MR HEEH OB RATH o) Z 8 2OR AR IT £ 5 A IE & oY
BB, e Rt REEE (Hda: p=0.118 > n.s.) o IT a5 4] ¥4 B (INNO_IT) 134 iE 1 %
Fsok ey At (KC) (S8 RMH A AR 1 p=0.676>p < 0.01) & R45 L 4%
% HT -

Lo REKG AR Ao RETRKEE S (HI: f=0.555p < 0.01) #
R ITRFEEGBHELLERBESE - RKEHHEYT Loy BRAAH R ZHKR
He R IT ARG AR BE  2&RELHEE (H3a: B=-0.133 > n.s.) ° RiLhE
MBEFHG BRI RO Z A RHER IT A A & @ E%E (Hda: p=-0.246 > p <
0.05)» S RBA% > 2z Hab AR - M4 R R L% Hba o 1T w4374 A
(INNO_IT) m«%ﬁﬁ%%#ﬂ,ﬁmﬁ i (KC) (& #) RE Mk R B4 478 R 1 f=0.760
p<0.01) & X5 ZHMKx H

4‘%%%”:4@%%?3% C RAIRF IR S RS HER IT A1F R
o R RRIIERES R SEALEMERAR S RSB B EAE B ERH AR T
VA1 o 4R Clearly (1968) 2 Linn (1982) #4933k » £ 541 W T2 f 4k K BF T At &
M T MBS RS RPaw i \#J?**%’:é’z%i ARG kBT WERE
#Haem IT AlFTHBEEEEZ R SHREEad 64.1%HH MK B ikiE me
mwmaM%’l%mm%&mnﬂﬁ%T%%“%zI¥£§$koﬁié%ﬁﬂ
W TRESRE R ISR Eme) 57.7%L S ok me 45.7%% 12% » B ik
WA kA S TRES RS IR EREAMEIRS -

7e B4R 3 H3b ~ H4b » H5 ~ H6a 12 H6b #4374 » A®F %4k Chin (1998) Fiit
i T B > RILER B TRAAERE LM EZR - hh kTR A ERMBAAE ML
BRETH;FE  FEAKWT

PCl1-PC2

\/7 / N2-1 « 7+L
N1+ N2+2 N1+ 2+2 N2

lefﬂﬂ IEEOEC N 54

SEi=#f i %12 09AR % £

PCi=#f 20 i 3818 04 4% L7 &

t= R B B X 0y L B AR B3 &

Tmk 5 T S RBATHEEMKH BERANBEEAELE Jj?i(p
0.01)» RFRAA S (ACAP) i (OVL) %4k A IT £]97 (INNO_IT) w3 & %
BB (DYN) &9 H & F# - B4R IT 4% (INNO_IT) #4eskplis (KC) Fité
25 g (DYN) R £ F4F - & R%EF > 3R H3a AR B AR A T £ &
60 12 Hia o9 MR R IR RS E (S8R RNT > T & EH sk (K
Bt p=-0.133, HBHEM p=0.278) #4R L% H3be sbsh - RILHE S (ACAP)

A
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sk A IT £]%F (INNO_IT) Mlay A L A S EKS EMIRF T EZRELEE Bk
X ik HS o H B4k (QLOVL) st A IT A% (INNO_IT) R a4 B 1% /2 40 &K
BHAERT (SHEME - B=0.231) ek TFEREEE (KEEM > B=0.063) 4
T EHRE R &R ey ik & RT LHFMRF Hoa- M #B{ (QNOVL)
A IT £]% (INNO_IT) M ey M A A WRFEFET (SHEHEM - f=-0.186) a5k
THE WS (KEEME » B=-0.022) THRRATEHR T > &4 R L%k Heb - FF

BRI EERBATIANR 6 -
F 5 BEEERMLEER
& = By B 1K B &M FAE £ B M i
INNO _IT R*70.641 R*70.640
KC R*70.457 R*70.577 T-value
2RI AR A | T-value |AZHEALKIE 43| T-value
ACAP 0.578 6.113%* 0.555 4.719%%* 1.0263
QLOVL 0.231 2.362% 0.063 0.771 8.8530%*
QNOVL -0.186 -1.968* -0.022 -0.395 -10.3231%*
ACAP*
QLOVL 0.278 2.467%%* -0.133 -1.191 17.3368%**
ACAP*
ONOVL 0.118 1.190 -0.246 -2.401%*x* 17.0757%**
INNO IT 0.676 8.199%* 0.760 13.741%* -5.8756%*
* R p<0.05 FE AT p<0.018F
=<6 MAREMREREEEEER
1B 3% : S B Sl
AR | SN | KB M
Hl:R e A3 A ITERATRIFR AR E@m i He| £ & .
H2a : BZMeh@REM A IT BITAERAA & @ . B
4 3 ii:;?; . = = =
H2b : M H Eey@ e m 1T @ATRITMIBAA a || = =
Q’in i o 7 -
H3a: ol 7 TR Behiddk , BAREZ AR > £ o =
HE & 89 % A8 AR A T i 4741 3 1 JE " 7~ "
H3b: Bk at e THF FeyBR WA RE &
AIE@ e EEAMER IT AT A HHE A (4o .
H3a) » &7 i 64 Bl 1% 7 40 SR 3835 RAR R ek | 7~
T @R Ak o
Hda : Rl " #MBHo@R , BREZHER > E| = -
L IE & 69 35 A8 AR A IT i 47 A 37 M & A ; i -
H4b : Bk hd " EdeyB R, BRZHHKR .
BEGYPEBMAMGRA IT B7AHMEAGe| 7~
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Hd4a) » 0 &7 ik 89 B 4% /& 40 838 35 4% € ey 4k
T @R Ak o

H5: Tegdkge ) T4 m IT #ATRI SRR | Moy
MR BRI AR TR R T STk F| - &
P m g o

H6a: T/MH EiB&RHA S w8 IT B/TRIFHERA
M6y B2 A M BIRE R AR TR T e id e gk| -
NTFTRBRE -

H6b : " # @& s £ i &M IT BATAIFTEER |
Ml ey B L M BRIE I R A TR IR T G eis e gk| - 3
NMFEHRE -

H7 @ FaAt ik ey B9 € E | o % sk A 3 o

17

Ao

|

Ao

o TRV EATR AR

— ~ B G EA A ST RN 3

AR RAMLBFHREER T A B A LB ER T TR ARA=ZEH R
(DEAAER L TR A AL H AT OH TR blk | AARE2Q ™R
WA TR L RECH T AT AN AARE?Q) " RETER
M, AERAGEH EARMGEETHERE? ARESHERE S " HETHEH , H
PERILH o EAFATH 9 H M A AR 1R AL - B8 B3O R RAR T A A1 F E By ol
S A ESOHAG  RASMEET S LR - TH DR ERFRLERY T HHE
BAE o
(—) BlBFREF ERHMA SR E

HARA A F A H iR A B E > BRFLER LIFHEZHT > BPEAMLRA IT A
HEREIEA N FTD - WERBTRMBARE H T AR A E (technology
cognizance) * § % # A+ 69 L B (intention to explore) ¥LIR & # A3k ey 4L 7 (ability to
explore) ¥ & A » AALBALIZR RIS - S&ERABLYBMARER
— 3 PRI sk A AL R A A LR AR (Qetde) BRI S (iTh
RH) o B AL EmRR - A RBETER IT A3 H A %R A 25 (SECI) #
BEAHEROHE -ATHE THELEREABR B ETRBLENTE  THK
SBh s Bk Rk, B AN HT A AL B AL B 4E 0 b AR A b Sy s B Al 0 E o
(Z) RUEE N H BB A E AR E

B H A A RA I EANBE L BRELER LR FZ HL BPEA SRR
NGBS AR B RAARROBE - hER - BARTAHLE LA
RPBEES R TFHEAHE MM AR R — AL LN TH > BdTARBE
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AR AR A AEME R E A R BT A F (Tiwana and Mclean 2005) > R
Z Al E o dudbh 0 R RAAE S A A A B RA & K F7 e BB (Venkatramen 1991) -
Hsr ARERZF "REEN | SEOBE T AAMLGA LA, 9BZ - #%®T

& BB F AR 0 BB R i A Kok 0 AL JA SR AR R e SR B AH
T%ﬂ&%@&%& i M S0 AT A 5% 6 AR 3R S 3K AR F R B A SR AL R AG ) PSR 2T AR
RANFERMBMY T RMEMFM > M P AR I HEE A (Tsai 2001, Cohen and
Levinthal 1990, Ko et al. 2005) -

Bt B R KA MAN T E R 0 R ) HAL B AR FTE R A R e 4T
Bl EFAAE (BHEKRD) kR TELAER (BHRMK) MRETHERG
Ko ARFER S FoRmey Sy EMH FAM G R AEAREN THAR > BIRERT XH
HS » AP RRE > BOKAEN RIBAZR LA B st l%ﬁ CRONE T AL P
Lo HMBARRESCTHATEREKEAIFITRIHOBE HELEZ RN WARE
RERDERITIE T 00 AR PR AT > R G 8 vl 5k 8ok B A1 H7T 4 A Ak ey
T8 -

BERMAENEREREA LR OABR @R AL ERARKBEIHE S
RS LA AIRT AR Y L SR AR B (Tsai, 2001) o AFF 2 A% 2y 64 ROl Ak
J& R AMBA R FTAE R A s R A 0GR - A B E 0 B A s AT E A BR E A
FAL R A AA R 0 Rl R e B L F 2 AT v SR AB A K A B R T

(=) BHBESHEANKAFERNZE

HEEmsT @BRALHAAMEAFHERNGOBEL K RE R LIHFBE H2, 12
T sz HHATE WEREAT "THEMBR ) HAAMNZAFHERAEET LA
AENBE BREMBRERMBARZT LA LA 60T R EH S EE R A mﬁkl
o B ARERBRGBET  BARBETHELINEAGITE  LLESHE
MOREFET » BRI BEL RN - BRARKRNRERET A ELErEE 24 H
BAETHREZRFIERGITLEIIARE AT DE -

EWNEEHRE FRERBERTEBEIEAL LR L AFRAITEY
BEEmBEL AT (BHREREDS) KRR THETOLELT (HRBK) HWHERETIR
?°%%5%T B B M AR A TR - 45 R 145 H6b o suHF R4

Bk AN g e AR ik B o BA R B B B IR R B 0 AR K EA]
%kﬂm%%%&lﬁ% f e ik R VABARIFAE R AR 0T A c T X AL
B B 46 T 0 RAE 5 04 B R S PR RBE 0 R LM R 0 3R 0 & B KB ARG K A
74k A A0 VT e

Foh o BRBATFT THT EedE HARAMKRAFHEAAF L@ PE s MY LB
RERBEARFIF AR RTERE > Bk TRMIEE m& o B A E Ll
ROPET Ao RBEARTHEAFEAGITE - RARDL  BRFRERR
EREEHFHEMEZ H2D 2 WBERHERBALGE A %,};ﬁ_/g‘_%é@ b R TR
ERRGKR > B mHEBERNHZAINITLE REHARIRXREEFRLD&ER
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BAG TAEFS O E 3 B HA T LB R MARFITLN B ER M A EGHY

EMANLERE > ARERERALEFRE (HBED) B TEL (B
MAR) R THHELEEFaRNBEIRE R AEMEYT LBREREMEA
BIFTAE R B RA 0T - RIBERF o SRR EMEH LR MG ALA THEAR
fe ik R X4 Hoa o oo R4 R ERIMERIBE I T 50y GALR R - MARTE
ZERAEREIB R EGTAILHN > P kAR BRI R AAENITSE - Y
ERBAL B PTARAR ROy TAEAERS R ARG - A RAE R IRIET
TG H B 500 T stk X A48 A A3
(M) IRIGEENEBEH B Rz EHHREBERB A ERNZE

EBRMAEN I — AR RMHE ) T LB BT R 60 Z By ROR B AR IT £
B WM RERRAASHREMEGFERNT L3383 H3a» sbiE R &R A4
BRI SRR MAATF LBEA ST EBURIRXRITERLTERR
AR R BMEA R ARG H A RAA AT AR 0ROk T IE ™ e B AR F
R A ITE o WIMRIER S PTF 0 T RER LM H3b R Tk AMTAE
TWBREBET BT LOBELEZHEARKEI O TET  ERVEABTRETEY
HRHEALAIE A & @ E E R EgRFEA LA TR AT Ao

AN —AE R RN B E M BRI B R A AR AR X
Woo AT RERE R X Hda 2 R ERBARTEH LR R4
PAE A kIR 0 AT R AL R AR R 0 @ H AMEA A TA K H A AT A 0h R
WRE A1 0 T3 m R VAR F AL A A6 ITE o WHRER ST ARER IHR
HHAD HERERAMTAB TR T R EEBRAZINMBARKES O TFHT
CRVEBEKRETAZHXRABEAXAFEANLYEGPE B0 EGRFEA
R AL R A 6 T Ak o

AR TRKAE N HBER L EFAAEIH S > LS H G TR
ATARYBRMEGEEAR - BHOHEERNETELES P LAAKREE S L
BTy 0 FRFE TS T AR B T AL - B AT A — 4 e 58 40 4R A 36
B ETRAT S R I BRI A AL T @S 0 SR T AR B A HTE
AR R 09 T AR

Z - HRERK

SRR 0 AT S AR BT 0 0 KT R 3 (1)1 i 7 SR R4 ) K 0 4 9
B R T BI AR AEH R QRAAARAI RS RS A REAET >
EITEEEAE L ERNEELE R 2 HOUED SR B AT E
PP E R EER UL BPYIOM A S S S S E TR S
Bt $ AT S0 AN M5 T ORI T AR B AL A S 0 o Rt
TRIEA RN B E 0 o TEBAACe TR )R A RIS T BRI
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M TR RN, VB ERAERDR e TG ERAFRLEREL D EE
HamuyRRE
(—) Birmaast

REEMET > AT EH B ENBERNEARARBAENEE RAEKMLTY
HEBIHENOARERER - B —F @ AARLEKS A T EXEH | RETH
A EATAER A B BE—F IR TRILEES W TR RAENS %
1R M s AR A #0047 0 RIRFEYIRIT - 52 > T TRkt T BRI L
HAFRFERAFHOEZHRR  AREHERNZMUEZEHKR - REBN " RELETM
BT B TR R — % - Bk B LR RGEAER  RTLH Y
ol AR K (fit model) » X84 a AT AT LI » HEIEALILE LA T
AT o
(Z) EFSEAER

NEHmARIRN > AL 5B AE X RAFTETARTABRAFZF IO TR
A2 o BBAFF RGBS HBEX O ARTHNRE S ETRBIREAN T B Ak A
o Fek Al TRIERES O TEBRA L B TR RESK ) Mk G HAH
HEE A ABAXRAEE @S TIARME LA S ETATHMIEE 74 -

12~ B 5E TR 1 8K R BT R

AR XA B RIRE - % —  HARFRGNIFZE > GARATRED
AR AT % (self-report) /AR TGIA LR & B THAEALALER ZFE R
(Common Method Variance, CMV) &4 F#8 (Chin 1998) » 3k P A8 ¥T 4% 1L 544 & M) 48 B &
f&/ Mk (inflation) o de & 3 A7 » RACAL ) 146 A HAAHL A #7040 B2 % 0.71 0 &
WA A B A AR B E B A 0.60 0 fE A A RALA I eRA RO AAH A RS
0.66 » ek FaiAhdy AR B AZ AR & - (2 ednBn L L ap e ns 3t RAEE - Jush» AT
K CMV 935 Kot R AR ATHRA T MABMKRE L T ROAAR G H BT A
AL FamE  REF CMV A - B ERRFRTRA CMV oy A8 - 12 K5
LHEd o BLEABREDEARAARGER - F = KT REAFH GG EITHR
o ERIREZE G MAAEAE RGBS DR ERFRERSE L
ARG EE  HARAATNETHEARTOLRBRAAZBH B G RRFR T L&A
(Bhattacherjee et al. 2004) » {2 % %p &k 0 £ £+ 3 3% F 142 3 @4 & #F 2 47 8] F1 k09 4R
o BRARRARTALT - F = AEHBHGFERT TRA L L CHEMLY
BERE BAHAERGRBREERT  GBRALHEAA AR OTELRE =
Rtk B BB K P B4R R E R R AN e M) RT L EARIEE T A e
TR E T AFIRT - AFRADL  ERTHERTHITAHINERLER £T
AEAR T E  —FTEABABEAF TN E w0 8 AL FH M (personal
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innovativeness) - ‘&S B & 3% ft (computer self-efficacy) » % — F @ & B A W& H E &
89 % % (institutional factors) » 4e & B & #2 % % #F (top management championship) » 41
4 5 B (organizational climate) - AT Ff 7] B & £ & A EAHH » T B #A R R 69 Rk
BTl R RALRMAE I BB R RO —FERS - MBEHIT7E FBA &AL ~ &
AR REF > FRARFRGBRILZAMEANG — AL o Ll B X3 1T £l #769%
BAFRRGFAREF R - B AR ERN IT AEHFRE T EG A &L
ARG HMEMAIRT £ R GA KT R 0 &2 AR T £ 37 8 4o 3k A 1% 04 B 15 fL4T 8
ITRIFFER F BAHATERNARAGTRSER FERRARETTAL
#—F IR -

AR AT 0 iE B AT A B9 BT % (Ahuja and Tahtcher 2005) » A & [ &R H |
(Bagozzi et al. 1992) R IR+ & AL AL A H 09 £]3 /7 (Nambisan et al. 1999) # 4wk
AR B E . 3 HiE— % 54" B AL /1 (Cohen and Levinthal 1990, Zahra and George
2002) " i# #% 3, % | (Ahuja and Tahtcher 2005, Williams and Alliger 1994) ¥ /&y % Ff % A&,
WEEHORE T A AAAIIER 9 E - TANMIBIRG AL RIKT TR
FiE R o IR R ®JE T Ahuja and Thatcher (2005) #93E 3% @ 45 2 8T 5w A ZE AP
BB R E B P e RSt Bk HAFREFRE L LRI - £ T EAEAIFT R
JodR A EILER A EAAR G SFEL -
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