2016 4 &5 11 (B 551 ) Nov. ,2016
LR EIE - BN Vol.38  No. 11

BREF LR 2 X4 M LS

R 71 W LA

RipdE', AT, URAL

(1. BRI TR TR IERE 7R M
2. AR T RIS A SN

510640 ;
362021)

MBI E PV SURDHT A0 BE ™, 185 R SR i 2 AU S R Tk R A 2
AL, RS BRI AL AR S A T B AT B B Be. 56 T OB 5 BS MU AR HE , A SC
ST M AR FIEOR AR 22 5, W ISCRE 1 540 A T 5 8 48 5 5 R P BT =2 1A A S &R o
WFFEAE R : (1) BORFR RS FHE X R AR B A 35 1R 152, T 7 32 R R 48 50
AP AEBIE AR U B0 5 (2) BRI 5% 50T 37 MR B 48 50 52 2000 0 Rk A8
BUBTAFEIE M SE IR 5 (3) WHCRE 1 73 B AE B AR R s S8 3 AT 37 R0 R B 548 55 R Mk A =X
Z IR 7 ER AR, OF B SE b A 1T AR S 55 ORI RS SR TR0 S E N X

R BRI Z AR IE R DG & .

REEIA : T3 R S S ORI PR T 5 R AR ; ol g
HESES:C931.3 EIRER:A XEHS:1002—5766(2016)11—0092—13

—.53l5

TRX 5 4 AR 1 ) A8 A, T L8 FH A% &5 4 1A
BHTECHY Al Ok B Z) I e T B BIE” A
BEJTWIE” 0 QB B b7 &5 ), itk , A4
M R e i ] 5 SR A0 AR SR B A A N B
SV [ T S AR I , BRI Ak B T 18 R AN
F14) A1 7 JELAEL I L T3 M A 1) T e =) i A =X
( Chesbrough,2006) ., {5 548 54 A il 57 Joz 14 A0
U R T B2 7 2, SR AR AL 20 R RN AR
AT EEABHT TR 1Y 72 48 b STl R IR & e R
K R — 2 A& J7 2 ( Lichtenthaler,2011) , Fi
AR, B 48 T o T 2RIk 2 ik
TR AR DRI 0 ) L )7 5 125 R8T SEL i ( Laursen & Salt-
er,2006) ,JEFEFALUNITHE S (K T T7,2016) , i

s H#A:2016 —07 - 16

PR 32 Al iz 55 400 3 PRI 455 1% OC B A (K S AL A,
2013) , LA B v kAl I 7% 45 S I e L A
RO A (WEBI ISR, 2014 ) o DA 5 9 14 2K JBOCRE £
K 5 FHE SN — P 4l i R P 7 R IBOR
W, T T A 2k N R B A AP RO 22 J5 26 =
FIETHH LG L 1A 2 B8 42 (Katila & Ahuja,
2002) ,

BRI USRI, IR T = T,
Aol 25 A T S PR R R B IR R, MR
DABG s Al T A 52 2% 7 i 9 BE g, i HL ] LAY Bl 4
M SEW AT M 55U 7 it Z 91 1S L FR ), AT
THHAA 5 0 U (8 0 2%, st e 228 Aol B A0 {8 10 4%
T S B4 A B ol A =X D T Y 42 T BB ( Geiger
& Makri, 2006 ; Ofstein ,2013) , {HZ, [E NI EEH B
B X A48 -5 R A 8 1 ¢ R AT R S8

« B AR A ORI H TR B R A R B S O A 00 0 AL S8 7l I A R B BIL R B 5

(2015R0050) ,

PEE B a5 (1975 =), 5B VTR, RS2 A FSE U8R B LBk 887 , B-mail : ruby-7hu@ 21 en. com; JF ¢
(1984 =), 55 WIHEH AN, VSR , AP B2 -, F9E A0 BE fo ll BT , E-mail : feiz@ haqus. edu. cn; RAL (1959 - ), 5, 113
OB N BFGE U B 78 , QU4 L, E-mail : 7hqsha@ scut. edu. en, * Wil iIE

92



RAR A 5 FHE S5 R AR OC &R

5T, B A s 548 T 05T 22N 48 S
I~ AR & ( Rosenkopf & Nerkar, 2001 ; 2% A= %,
2013) , DA Kz DA a5 ] IR 5 400 A 1) G 7 48 = LS H 49
F(Nelson & Winter, 1982 ) 25 1L £ % 21 B 45 4 4 5
Ml FEATAIF ST, AR 20 A 00 TR AT 0T 52
AR, AT SCHR R B, 18 -5 5% AL 2 Al SR ICA 1 5
FRH BT AR SCEEBL A, (EBE 1% S A A SC AT 5
TEAERS S AR BRI S 7 b 3l se B
B8, AL DGR P 0 2ok 78 DA R e 2 1) R
Fid 72 (Fleming,2001) . fxJm , EAWFFERY, il
M RE g s S IR P Y B R 3R fHR 2
WS RE T3 1) R 5 280 A A B 9 AR S IR R S
RIS 18] 1995 55 1 F] (Rothaermel & Alexan-
dre 2009 ; REESY (M4 ,2013) , TS T AT S
PR 0“4 S5 A7 W Be A, A SCIAK, MOl
RE IR Ry 4 Ml XoF 158 P4 5 1) 28 98 S 5 e 0 FI Rl
PRI RE ), e B8 55 DI A =0 E Z 1R A7 A
ANA] Z W A, iR 9 1 VR (Fosfuri & Tri-
bo,2008) . FHE T T FIS AN PO ELS , A
WS RE 1 B AR R A A SCREL 256 T 5 AR
FNF AT PRI 5, TSR i A8 55 5
M BEABEr Z 8] 1 56 22, LA 85 544 5 i B F
FEIR B BB UEE | LA KR 4l i Ml AR R B
RS R

T ERREMERER

1 E RS

5 U MR SR IR T A 40 TGRS, T
HAH TR AL & PR AT E A E
D7, LIBITE B AR Y 33 72 ( Nelson & Winter, 1982)
Huber (1991 ) WK 2H 2148 555 W2 41 21 2% > Fil )it
ff O R, B TR AN A R AR P AE
I EEAE |, Rosenkopf & Nerkar (2001) 1A 2y, B3 1
HFE LR AT AR T
AU S REES, ELA R 5 B SRR S 1 B A b
451 B AR MR AN 8 T B B, O S S A 2L
EZH 2 BRI R FE AT RSN S Bl L B
G4 T3k — A I FH T 4 2 SR R i Ak, I
B A R H TR R AR, Ry Mg e [ R A
AN R H T B 45 2R R R A 7 A 33 M 2 5 19 7 3 ( Kai-
la & Ahuja,2002) . Fifif5 , A )23 0 A w1 £
B, Horp A Ik SCAT A5 (2011) I0CH 5 A48
93

TN ZUEMMLE, W LB B S0 A s
i 1) 30 55 i 2R 4 ) B 2 R B AR SR R T 3 R
A% 5 3 o ASCA R WAL, IR FE h
ZH L B 30 AR R T AT A R
RS PERIEZ

W AR A S g ) BR A (H E A O
5 A S AE BE ISR R o3 B, EEERIRE E
VR AR PI R0 AT IX 43 (Li 45,2008) o 1R
PR 5 3 e A SRR 5 Al BE A IR 2 T]
(RN HE 25 o B , A0 458 A 408 2 |t 3 4 2 )
[ ZERE . AN i) 18] 321 B¢, Nerkar (2003 ) 44 2H 2148
AR AURIZAE AL, IR Bk 18 R S
PEBIHI 0 1 [ 20 T 20 RO S M P B 1) 481
U U520, FEIARN4E B2 J7 T, AHOCHIF 9 A F A AL
PRI ARG 10 Iy ] PR da) 7015 548 -, 0F AR
IR B4 TR0 15 0 A, HLE 2 5 R 5 S
PRARSCHI, (B 7338 SRAHALL R ) 25 ) 3 ok J
1" (Rosenkopf & Almeida,2003) , TiidEAR{LIE: A
A ZEREAN TR T8 B R S A {H 3R B hy PR
(Ahuja & Lampert,2001) , FIH SR g SN 3= 2 2%
GV T B FN PR, IRk AR BOR R
MR, WFFER B, AN A BORIK S 1Y 28 W) S T 1Y)
AP — 2, PR AR B 2w B I o i 4%
AR B, B KT 2 R TSGR R
(Grimpe & Sofka,2009) , MAb, b A B 555 T 4HH
“ etk , i Zhang & Duan (2010 ) 4 42U
T3 Ry BN RS SR R A S, ol ) R BEA T
GRS AE T AN T FR AR Katila & Chen
(2008) MPFFHRZR—IF A BIHESR 5| A8 -850, 45 21
28 T 03 R R AE A SR M8 S5 Desai
(2010) ¥4 F NP S H LA E IR HARLS & B s
S50 1) S S TR S S =R
TRIRAIE S BT T REE TR (2016) NZH LN AL
REETIEEHIFE G WL, B 4 S50 4Lk 3t
FIHCAR L A PR , K 5 41 450 58 T 40 3
FHE IR S A0 5 F S AT 3 9K sl A 5 R S, DL
W s BOAR 1 R 40 3 g e BOR T 1) F  B
AR B U

LW R, B P T — D AR A L —
SIS AR AR R, TR A AL T M B 4 R B 1)
e AN YE 5 Z DR IR N 2. T H A OGRS
AR 004 B 0 BRI 5 18 S N BT SR A TR RO



AZ B 28 2016 4 4511 0

P AR A A3 AT R il 1R RN B YR 1) 3R B
1422 S Ak S W W AT i 10— 2D R . AR SO 22
SRR K, 5 % Sidhu 55 (2007 ) AT,
TAA ZH 2] 00 255 2 i 4 S 1) e IR T 48 S A
PUHY F BRI R OR R P AR

2. Ek AR

R A AR A U5 TRl 27 1 SCRik, 5 HL R
A ELIR I 1 2 S 72 W A I AT R M SCRR I
M E R 0T A B (VLA ,2014) , fH
&, Zott Z5(2011) 434 T 1975—2009 4T 4[] [¥] &b
TR T b i 1253 4 SCHR, & R 280738 X - 1y
ML RA27 33X — Al 1) R[] 24 R TR 1 e
— o LEMLIXEERTSY, T BB AL A iE E R
WA RE RG2S AR AT RO, T L S SR A
e A BB A R A AR AR Ry — AN 8
BB TT ; R A5E 32 Al 28 55 322 48 A AR B, ) 4o ]
BT FIAR I s B A AR — R LR 58,
B TS HA R 55 A OCH Z 8] A8 B 1 2y, iR A
FH 2 Ge A i) B A fige A oMl an o] it 2E 527 (Zott 55,
2011),

FF IR A AL A, Berglund & Sandstrom
(2013 ) Ay, B A R Al 5 AR Y PR b 22
F 54T R ER Z 0 RCH. B B b s ol AR A R
Geiiz B AL, EARE T 5 S0 I 2% Hh (4 ) 5 AH G
FARCRFF—E PR A O3 [R) G4, T8 T Aol B B
W5 Zow & Amit WA, B LA BT — R 5 A
A ZH 2 Sh A R R G, X B B LA AR A
by e [ I 5 A VR R | B AL R R 1Y
FY RN, BB R U (B 3 A A
A Ml ) IR I 1) 3 B A2, A B AN T S5 JB A T 1 1Y)
AU K 5 ) o AH O B (BN 3 AN A L Hr
B3 = o 2 19 P [ ( Casadesus-Masanell & Zhu,
2013) . Btk , BUA R A AT 4tk L 2 O
AR Ry — AL L 28 A1 B2 e B T AR SO e
TR AR 2 Ay Al 5 B AR 118 R ol I 2% 1
It 22 RIS AR S B Ak 58 5 IN S A8 B it
A ERAEIE B HLH

M O& TR A = anfaf B3t SE BB, 2= i1
AT B W A, Magretta (2002 ) & T fi {6 5% 3iE
WA TR ASE 20 357 2 % i {1 170 e AR 35 2 A
s AT BT, b BT (B 3k Y A R U - BB
FIRLR s Zott & Zmit(2010) $2 i, Bk B CRTH 1 7%

o WA AR ANG BT T AN 2, T BT RILIE (3L
RN A 2 B2 o 7 M A BT BT AT T R AR
Bt e s KB 5 NE K5 T K5
TR FR AR AR Al ™ AR BT B AN (L, 8058 DU 3 5 o
DAE T A 3 1 58 oy A JE A% 1 ML )l R A
HMIRLEE , SCBUE S YRR . AR SN IR] Zott & Zmit
(2010) A WLAL, 4 R AR 2RI 3 73 DAy 255 3 R i ol A
R AR R LA AR

3. Wekg

Wz K HE 7 FAE & 1 Cohen & Levinthal (1989 ) $2
Hh, T Ry 2H 2RI Y B T AR, T M
BHTHL AL Mg EHEEZA R0 UL
RE IR IR T R&D BF5E, R 4 348 A ol X 40
FRHIR AR T A AR T RE 1Y 22 5, LA RORE
SRR HEAT N B R AL BE ) B9 22 5. Dyer &
Singh (1998 ) Z Sk W W BE g 1 FH T4 21 B) J2 1, A
HWRIRE ) S A VRO R iRy 5, L fR] 7 AR
53 558 1 R )3 7 5 Lane 45 (2006 ) kT 2H 417
AR R R R AR R HES N T L
2] U IR WO RE T4 T IR M 2T (R Ak
PR AL B A2 2T CHARR RN ) AR 1 2
2] (R AT AEOF 3EAT R AL ) = A B B ; Zahra &
George (2002 ) WILKE W W E 3 40 o — Fh BAR B 3 25 fiE
77, B Wi J E SCR s R RTEABI s AE TR A T Y
SIASRE ST, Jedl A R AR T AR AL A A 2L
Az — PSS BE 1 B AN G , TR PR
FIH AL TE g Aol T AE” WL RE 1, B iR A AL A
FIFI S E o IS WO RE Jy o T 7E WO RE ) 114 2
BRI J7 10, Vasudeva & Anand (2011) F:FH1HAY
ZAEPERN IR S R WA ) 43 o 28 B W I RE )
L LW CRE ) 5 BN 27 AR i 55 (2015 ) BE T F1R
8T IR S 1, K W AT e g IX 3Ry T B W Wi
JIHVREE W RE 1, T8 R IS 9 B R iR
AT Zahra & Georhe (2002 ) (WL 55, 4 W UL E
FIFEE N AR AL e R A A AR R R Y
— M AR B RE T

4. FpHR

FPRERIL I A, 30 R 52 52 W £l Y
A PR SR R B RE R 2H 2L ) 7 S 4 A
PETHE S RIRRE ST, T H.AE 68 47 A 20 ZU0) 2R A2 Ak
R (%) B 7 I B], 3 i 20 210 5% e 22 Pk ( Zahra,
2012) o TR SIS, B — R E

94



RAR A 5 FHE S5 R AR OC &R

Fa L R BT TR R 2 Y i 56 5 RN 40 2148 - g
JISEHAE AR, 15 FU8 02 A A R
TEOUE A Al P ER B8 I R %) SC BHEER 245 A 45, 2 SE R
il FREA S S 5 N P A RS AR, X 2H 2L
W s AR IR R B B M 24 H ( Kosto-
poulos 55,2011 ) o {H 2, SMERNTH A e Ak 3 R A 3L
I FH 238 2 R 1) 2 2R AR 5 7 A 2 R B S A R, 0
T U fap S TR A Al 2 2P AT A ) R B
FHENMKRZIN N, WWCRE ) A 2 Al Rk 15—
FeAL” IRIBE Y OCHEER 2l PR 22, B AR R RO i it
— Z BN AR AR SO R A RE S BB
r=H ( Fosfuri & Trib6,2008 ) , #&-F Hansen (1999)
FE S A i B Bl B0E, ARG, B
S48 S A W RE T il B ARAE T, A fE
H4 SRR Sy IS A R ASE =R, T ELEE T
PRSI, T R A AR MR TE A &
ICE Sy bk i b A =R A7 R 58 B, A S
HERHTTHER AN 1 B

AN PIFRGIREEAL

[ Hosmemiss s T | AR A

___E>@@@ﬂ_.ﬁmwwg
[Bormaes ne T | LB

2

1 AXHIFFREE
BORR IR : A S 1

=R/

L FORFIIRES 58 S5 R

125 P8 S A AR B M R ) R AR,
SEH LN T i ok ) @ By & BEAL 23 AT AR B
SRR, HAR iR 4l 2127 2 1) b F2 ( Nelson & Win-
ter,1982) , Bierly & Daly (2007 ) Wi\ Jy, 5 78 F-
s A i ARk B 2 X EOR R Y
FRFAR I HIE, TEA b, 25 5 S —Fh A
L ) XM B R i # . A A
W RN, 25 FAY F AR08 8 o HoAR HHR A S,
AR B B X A 77l R 7 A B IR 2
17 H.AE 8 18 4o 7 37 J iR 48 T, 38 BRI i SR Bk
TEPEFNAF H] 5 HAR G Ay T2 AR R 1 58 4 5 4
TS E IR0 285 S ) S At AR 114 6 58 4+ 00 3 ( Sidhu
&5 .2007)
95

BT RS, A SO 5 RS LIy
HOA R AT S R0 5 T Y 5 R T HOR A
P T S A o T R R R ) T AT 60
HOR AR I AL BRI, OB A A 0 R A R
(Katila & Ahuja,2002) . B M (6 5E 7 T HOK B
B0 AT AR — Z A ML R LA EE F B AR 52 B8 i
Bl AR Al ) ShFRBR PR AT 5 A T AR
SRS B AL QIR RE ) R SRS S 5E P )
AR T RBE (B 45,2015) o A 2 B 0L B R
AR R S B 23k T TR RS, K o Al
A BORFIRES S S A T 2 R IERAR TR,
24l i ok B 2 1Y ' A BT M Y AR (Katila &
Ahuja,2002 ) , 117 H 38 i 415 Al AR AR, fig 8
SR B F AR B, LBt 1 O =) s o v
TE B ffE )7 % (Fleming & Sorenson,2004) , 3145 7]
AETE LS M A B 21 (Lin & 14,2013 ) fij H.
HORFNRES FE T Ry Al 8 5 A8 7 it ST ik
555t T TEL 2 RS A L RE A8 HE A 2T
(R A 55 450 a8, T e A= B B R ol A X (B S AT A
2013) o Nz BRA 2w LK 7R 20 22 80 AR AR
W T s %8 48 H R, TRE BT A 00 R 2 | 38 XU =5 4
P 5 IR 55 T AL, TR A A R G AR R 5 R
FET I A G, HOR TR ) 5 48 5 g i i B
AR T Al 3503 N G A BR ], 32 107 52 )
M AR A EHT, P, A SCH S DU R

H,  HORAHE FHE 356 il B A A
E 52

2. AR S EDI AR R R

AEXF B A IS FA8 T, B 27 35 6 T 3 R
PR S AT B = . T AR R S
ST B 114 55 SRR - LA B 5 Wi JBi 2% 5 2K 0 2
G BT i S T AR B B SR
SR AT Jo5t 25 14 B S 5 oK, T L A A ) v
TET R, 18 K IR A 38 B 5K B0 75 5K BB A% Ay A Iy 4 5%
V55 30 BB 32 42 3 B #& ( Atuahene-Gima 45,2006 )
—J7 T, TR B S S AL RE S 800 KT
WA TG E bR, BeWr 2 7 i oK, A B T Al W 22 1
G bR SR TR TE RS K, RS AT IR M Y 7
I % 8¢ 7 ol A % 3 ( Wei & Atuahene-Gima,
2009) 5 73— T, 17 37 F iR i FHE S RE RS 1 4l &
AT 1058 241 3 R G 5 T AA, T Sy 4l 7Y
T R B HE T AR E 0 & B A (Sidhu 4,



AZ B 28 2016 4 4511 0

2007) o MRIRM W i) i Bk T, T 3 JR S 548
T LGV IA % T 5 4 i B 22 SR AR I
FIRI X 25 Al 4R 406 1 BR Al BUA 268 R A
LR LAAI 0 A SR B2 S 4 X T 1 T A S PR A
K (Laursen,2012) o P, fEANE EfH 58 T, 12140
A FHY T SR g e BT A, It A
BRI B R B, A RE S 4 R T AE Y
SRR TGN 357 7 58 SR i T 37 4L
23, 0 Bl Al S W BUA b 55 UK 7 i R 51 B
B , M40 27 B | b Al B A1 1 4%
S A SR M A 3T A 42 1B BT ( Geiger &
Makri,2006) . 78 5L 5T 5 i, [ A~ S ik
(2009) BT LI 1 17 3 iR s B4 00 R Ak
BB IE M R o 7R FLSCRp RS
FIFTE R, Sl R LA BT A 2 280 1 T
Gy b5 0 R oK, I R A A 28w IE R AT
TR R EBE” PO R AR

(B % T MR B B4 S R] A2 L A
AR A S B, — 5T, XA [R] A P T
Gy AR, s Sode A VEIK AR AR IR A i
BT RAES SFEORE AR IUAR, BRI S B IE
AT I T 3 RO B, ALt , i SR AR B R Y
IR [ M1 R PSS R0R i mT B8 X B S Ak 5]
FHS IR (Koput, 1997) 5 55 —J5 1T, T 3 b 14 It
FORRGE WO RIR 0 BOA G Y R RRE
B T 5K, 4 T O TE A T ] fE 2 S BUH
PLBIF 0 8, e IR 301 s ) — EX 1 ( Berthon
45,1999) , 1 Christensen 75X QI8 # 7 5 I WF 5T
FW, DAy i T i 5 7 2 T A B JRURIRG g 4
TR, PTG R R A, T 5 2
TENL AR e R AT AL AT 7, (R, AR SR
DA B :

H, T R 548 5068 i A 3B 3 7 A 21
U RS20

3. RS FE S AEOR AR S 6
SEH 5

TS AR A I P2 AN [ (9 A, F0R
SRIVPURAE B R IT K77 b B AR 55 LA B A A7
iz i B BT BB AR T2 AR AR B A S
HI) EFK (Shang & Yao,2010) o 1 137 HIPUZAT
KA AN LU B 5 5K L U AL L 2 ¢
F DTS B AR K AR DL 25 2615 BB AR A

A, TSR AR R R 8 00 B A 52
PRBRAE LR W97 T8 5 26, RRIE - e LR A
Al X SR A B B AR BOR FHR AT 3
PR S - AR, X6 7 A i TR A R R AR
2 H A THE S (Antonelli, 2007 ) RIS
BNy, — L2 2T Bl F0 S B 22 (8] 9 R A T A
TEE AN, [ IR BB 2“1 + 1 > 27 i &R
(Milgrom & Roberts,1995) . 77 3% R A1 H AR F1iH
S M E AN IR, T 3 R AR U BOR FR RO
FERHANTT 1], B A R R EOU 2 17 3 R U
A4 T 4 (Song, Droge & Hanvanich,2005) . FiA5 F
R, 70 AR A HUL, 25 28 HIH 2 8] o 77 75
TR N, U Leiponen & Helfat(2010) B, RANE
PRI A T J32 R i ol J22 T A A2 45 2000k L A DG 56
% ;Choi 45 (2008 ) FYBFFEALIESE T 455 N ER 2
PURIAIER S P4 60 P ) 2 TR 487 35 s 179 i e 39
MOV o U, WIS SN AR F, AN e WEFh
SR LA 505 DL R 5 B IR B, KR
A LAAES X5 1 5 AR A E R IR A48 5 HOoR
SR ST BE 2 % JHG Al 5 AR SR 7 A 451 35 )
I T, AR A A Ml R AT vy FH i RN PR B AL B R RE T, i
4 TR BE ) 25 (2l £ B A A A, D itk
77 BN T 28 (B 5E,2014) o 4k,
G 48 T BE BB A E B Al A J EL AP B
T8 TR 2 R A5 T A MV TR T i B 25 5 oK 3
A e FEA L - AU 5C & A THRU B E )
(Zhang & Li,2010) , HEF i, ASCIA N, T3 1R
FNF AR T8 A7 A B N800, e [ 52 i) £l
R A AT, PR, A S DL R

H,  HORFRRS B8 -5 17 37 s 5L S
A8 H AR RS DI R A I 8] 5200

4. WWCRE S AR

P AR R 2H 2R 0 52 T R, SR A A
Al R AR 25 AH OG0 B IR FIRE 77, 8 3 T
G VRNV T8 AR B D AR AL R A, T 8z i g
LA IX — 4o P2 9 O B 3K 3l 77 (Chen 45,2009 ) .
AR Y BB B R 27 > HLA (L35 T 3
R AR LA BE AR 09 7 U E L LN BRI 1k
KRR TR 45 #9 ( Baden-Fuller & Morgan, 2010 ) ,
Aol A A RE T3 AN A AT LA 5 A ol 5 AR PR 4R Y
By, i Had T LA — 25 52 Aol 197 2T B D
W, AP B RV PR S A AR TR O R AT A Y RE D

96



RAR A 5 FHE S5 R AR OC &R

X il B M A e AR T A BRI, Fab-
rizio (2009) (AT LI, W SCHE 1 A7 R Aolk 42
TIPHLSERR A R TG, AT $2 -8 AT A i
STk MHEARTIIR B S IR, e T B A
FEMEBEA, R R ik A S0 HIHE
AN RE 1) — s 2L b UsE T X AR AR AR A 1R
o U R e A e R AR o i AR R
FHLE, TS IR A S5 e s ™ S o, A i) o e 3
Rk, B4 5 52 B 5 SO s . i
SRR B T DL B Al AR X T 515 B A0
S e BUBT ) M BT A ML 2, 4 o5 B % i B 3 1
ET AL (5K S04, 2013 ) o BRER JF L M A AR
(2013) AYBFZE ML IR, SRR IR TR T+ 4olk A
BERCA E BRI, N R&D AN AR 52
AP AE FAMMP AR OC A, 2252 All X A A
WISCRE I RS20 . T JC 18 T 37 AL B8 8
SEROR IR EE S T ARG 2 Al A O B AN
R, WHSCRE I 7 Sy LU U R B O T T
Gl R FR, I LA AL e AL B A B A |
B SR A R SR RE T, T R WA A
B A AR SR B B 52 5 75 3, LA SE B B 41
GURTREE AR PR 1 2 2558 1 (Wei & Atuahene-Gi-
ma,2009) o R, AR SCHR DU (B -

Hy, : WOBCRE T ARSI ES 54 55 Rk X
BB Z A7 PR

H,, : WRISCRE ) 7 T 3 s 4 55 A X
BB Z A7 AE R AR

H,, : WCRE J1 AE B AR FIRURI T 3 R s 4 5
HOEER SRS NN A E= Vel T Tk ¢ S A (A 8

M #RIE

L AR

ARSCR T R BT RTS8 07 1%, o 1 B IR
R BERIURE , AR SO B A i i R 4ok [
SBT3 TR HA A g Y P9 — SR A
ARE . RN iU ) B R B ] i 3 =
A2 Rl % SR X AR SO IS5 358 R AT B 1 g
W TER BB b, AU R & A B S S
Jr iR A Sidhu 25 (2007 ) A1k SCLLAF (2013) f
2, 03 BRI RN B FR P T TR U A, HR
R B R T 3 KR i B 4% 4 47 DU A
T, 7l A B R 89 B R OR IR T Zott & Amit
97

(2008 ) (14 LT, 43 Ay g s S A% 8 0 M A = A7
PSR, /AR, W SCRE 7 R A 48 T Li-
ao 55(2009) | J& KAE(2015) By HF5E, oA B,
JIT AT R AR FH B S R s R, AR N 3k 2
B o

2. WFRAHEA SEHR IR

ARSCEBET AR BN () A b AE R RE A A
M FETT MR 3R ) N B VD AR rhc B b R AT 52
MR AR YR 3L & [R) 4 300 {3, [l ] 4
177 43y, 5B (0] 46 A > B8 R Sl 22 8 AL 1
RIS BEAR R ) () o[RS, X2k A A — 4k i)
20y BEMLIE I — 1 . Fe A3 3]G %R 4 119
0y, A RFEN 67.23% o Hop [FHA 4 39 1y,
di b 32.8% 5 BB Al 38 17y, 5 b 31. 9% ; AR 4
v 31 £, 5 B 26. 1% o AL BA Tk 43 AR A 4 A
G R I SNNE LY/ K EZTING TRV S BN o R 2 | E
15.1% 12.6% 17.6% .16.0% . 7> & 57 B ) 3
R E AT 4 ~ 6 A RIS IA 59 4y, it
49.6% ;K AR 7 ~9 AEAEIMREA 31 47, S L
26. 1% 2 AL 1 ~ 3 4EF1 20 4E L 1 A4S & 1 a)
BB O A8 £y, HE 7. 6% M1 6.7% o 4k
KA L8/, 2N &) BT 100 ALV R A 55 6y, 5 1
46.2% ,101 ~500 AAF 17 £, (5 L 14.3% , 1fij 4%
771000 J3 J6 AR B9 ® A 26 £y, fi b 21.8%
1000 J7 ~1 {ZICH94G 34 15, 5 1 28. 6%

A RIEERS S

L [R5 2 9855 AH O S0 #r

AT ARy A1 2R A ] — 24K, A AT REAF 1 3L
[l k78 5, PR, A% SC LA Harman (1) 5 70037
o R ) [R) R T 1 S R R, SRR, R
Sror A AT S A I, R T R S
69. 84% ,Hirf [N 7 1 fig e 1 31.8% , oK 5 B E A
SrB) 2, Ud IR — DX AT A R T O3 7 S
S, AR SRS Y TR 7 vk AR S (R AR AR R A JEE I
)T R bl

AR 22 [ B AF O 5 28 KA 0 B 1 S it AR
SCRFH UM T AR BR Ak BE (B3 T N0 15
SR AR e M S K i s R T B A RE T A
Ll A5 SR BT =22 ) R A5 A0 5 0 A, S5 2R Ak 1
s o SRR MR R BUIAE TEE ML,
WA — 220



ﬁ;;ﬁ”g"f‘% 2016 4F 45 11 1]
*1 iR St 57 K& B IS E B Pearson 1HX RE]
A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

1 40T -

2 LA IR . 102 -

3 gl HA . 184" 428" -

4 FARmF . 036 -.035 . 145 -

5 g .025 -.067 134 .587 -

6 Wi hE .016 .033 195" . 400 ™ 475 -

7 AR R .033 .095 158 438 342 456" -

8 P AT . 060 . 069 . 052 . 447" 515 . 488 592 -
M 2.51 4.03 2.74 3.13 3.42 3.76 3.41 3.26
SD 1.199 1.248 1.429 1.099 1. 034 0.812 0. 845 .929

" HRRP<0.01; 3%/ P<0.05
PRI IR A Sk

2. (5 RIS

ASCESELL Cronbach’ s o REL(FTFR CA) A
AR PN — 2, i it SPSS19. 0 (15 4 #r, 4%
R ARG A E] 0. 952, Hor, i & 018
5 B8 TR 0. 716, H AR HIR B A48 S0k 0. 923, 1
WehE 71 R 0.859, il 45 A BTy 0. 884, F K T
0.7 MR IUE, I HA A A5 FE(E (CR) tYy

BACRE AT 7 T, AR SCR 4544 T R A5 AU 43 b U
AR Y ) 5 AR R, T R B I A R 5 B 1Y
PIARREEAR S, 45 BLA 8 AR O a8 219 Z K (7 df
=1.932, RMR = 0.085, GFI = 0. 818, CFI = 0. 894,
TLI =0.909, IF] =0.916, RMSEA =0.079) . %4},
ARSCBAS R AVE (G35 K F a2 0.5 Ma LY,
FE AR B X R0 s s R 5 PRI, AR SO R

RF0.7(CUNZR 2 foR) , RIUABIIEIE L R AT

USSR ERTBOR

%2 A RN ETFHA CR R AVE &
A LI i | CA CR | AVE
L fEAR A A28 2 B A SORAAT BT 0.728
2. X HP R BE , A2 7] 19 30 5o A 0.684
3. AT RS 6 B A T 0.717
4. A8 T2 M A HUE ) b R T 0.692
B | 5. A TR SES ERH AR AR BB 0.795 | o gga | 0.904 |0.541
BUBE | 6. AT B A YA B A5 I X 0.748 | ' '
7. A AINGZ B R R EI R LR SN HBOCAE AT 5 B | e
fii '
8. AL FMELERI EAREZAH 0.732
L FRATAES TR B9 AR S e 0.715
SR | 2 Fell TR Tl 1 IR AR B ATl 15 B 0.748 | 923 | 0.802 |o.571
BPMET | 3. Rl DGR AR B SRR (5 8 0.806 | ‘ ‘
4. Fell T8 YICTEBR RN ™ (S5 ) RURBRGHEA 25 0.753
L RPISES T % o HERI 9 24 7, B s e T 00 | o o
HE '
T | 2 ST SR A 2 0.684 | | s | o500
IR 3. AR SR 12 M5 e R s, R — |
PRI TR 9T 0k -
4. Fell VDI RS A2 0 44 7 1075 0.758

98



RAR A 5 FHE S5 R AR OC &R

Ap e eIy HF#f | CA CR AVE
L. AN EPA FEE NSRS TERN 2K 0. 853
2. ARITELES AR IR T R 28 H AR 0.797
3. ANREIE LS B A R A PE 0. 667

WU RE 71 0.859 | 0.869 |0.528
4. N A RERB NI T A4k 0.715
5. N EVE G WAT SR AT B A IR Y ) 0. 647
6. > FIA B A4 BT T R L AR Y RE 0. 656

GORBRIR A SR

3. R IEA S

i3 Z2 Tl A o B, AR SO R T A RE
T3 RIRT LA Ry R AL B3 9 R O I AT 25 51
N 3 Fron o LAMRISCRE 7 g [ AZ HiE 480 1 I oY
2 752, R AR B SR TR 7 R s
ST W ACRE 7 1) AR T 1) SR AR U TR R 2
WAL, BIBGE Hy A H, BAz . FEREAL 3 AR SCR
B, BRI s B S T RS R S B
TS E A FR I MACRE 7 B4 I 1] 52 Wi S 285 1
7 AR MP AR 2T o R AR i BB 4 FIRRL S 3R,
TR F4% 50 1 Ml A B T A7 A I 1w 2
T RIR 5 548 - 14 F- 75 T06F Rl A 2 B
Wi 58 2 BT , 2 W T 37 AR 4 3360 R A B
BRI BN, RIFEAEAE] U B2, AR AL 6 3%
W], BORFIR S FHE TR 3 MR B S 5 S
RN T ASE BT 6 1 1] 52 0 U 2 25 T, RV
i H, MR F G S, 5 Ak, BT 7 R X T R

4, YTEBOR AR S S T 00 5 AR BT A [0l
TR A RE TT , AR RIS 48 58 7 Ml A
BB 95 M A RO 3 T R (i 0.627 R R
0.310) ,{HA5 SR B35 . [Nk, WA fE 0 7 B 1R
5 548 -5 R LA BT = (1R B 1 AR A A
o [RIHH BERY 8 A X TR S, I A RIRE SR
T RR S SR 308 5 Al AR BT A 2 o 3 T
B (1 0.571 TRy 0.202) , 117 37 R0 iR 548 5
AP 75 1500 R AL BT B AN TE B35 . 1D, Wi
RESIER A T Tl S it B 5 A A
ZIBISE AR ise 4 i 1 i AR L -0 05 5
FOAEA BT Z RS20 . TR O FHXS TR 6,
A NCRE S 2 S5 , T RIS S8 SRR R
FA8 510 5 X 7 Ml AR AR A 5 WA AN 1 2
PR, AR SCHRIE W RE 1 7 T 0 R 5 48 5 AR
SRR B P8 2 5 IO AR 0 58 A rh A
Mo Zib, ASCH P R3] T8I,

x3 B R I 3 E AR S F A E 3 9 4
. Wik RE R A A B
- BUB BOUW2 B3 | MUM4 BUNS  BUM6  MUMT7 B8 MO
AV AEFR -.020 -.011 -.019 | —.014 —.005 -.013 -.002 .002 ~.005
Al . 044 -.016  .015 .018 . 041 . 066 . 039 .051 . 081
HoRH S 613" 5657 | 627" L4637 3107 274
iR 553 556" 165" 571 17T 202 .092
T I 1927 215 . 087
W i g 585" 664" . 540 =
AR I xHimiE S 231 182 . 061
R . 495 .364 .561 .491 .382 .545 677 .662 . 684
F 37.639  16.330  49.019 | 38.995 17.625™" 40.380"" 59.645™" 44.285™" 45.903 "
AR . 081 .076
AF 21.386™  7.377"

TE: " 2R P<0.001, ™ 378 P <0. 01888 7 X TR0 4 BOR1 8 FHXSAEAY 5 KR O M TR 65 Tl 37 IR B S48

P TR
VORISR A SR
99

CHORARES A S R A AR S



AZ B 28 2016 4 4511 0

N ER TR

1. W54

FERC BB AR T Al BT B Y R
TR, X HMR AR IR Y 5 B8 SR AR N AL
)2 #5725 (Laursen & Salter,2006) o JT it =0 6187
BT Al i M A5 A v B A T AR T
FORSF S IR B8, AN BE W 25 B B2 1 A= A7 ( Teece,
2010) . FHETOIHHE T HIE0 4 F—F A" PR B
PRI ARG, A SO ICRE I LA 4R
I AR R R AR P 5 S48 55 R Mk A R
B OCR , BARIS ) T LUF JLs R 458

T, AR SCRAIE T BRI ES 8 S AT 00
P S 08 3 Ml AR BT A 22 S e s e, BT
iR s U S0 B A R AR (R U B
TTF AR S8 508 1 b A AL B3 HAF7E G )
SO BRI T 3 R B B SR R R s A
AR W 2R [F] 1 TR B 548 -, e ) b R
M BE A7 7 T AR A R R I BLS . A K2
BT 5T 5 B8 A8 AR JN T £ B2 30k 1 B AR iR
25 P8 SR SR B s e, T A BON T 35 FRE
T8 AN A 5% 1) 1 400 £ I 0 HE X £l 7
MBI R0, A SO DT 375 R i R S
038 BE LA, SiE T Tl 37 R TR S S48 S0 R kAR =X
BT Y 52 00 A7 AE W8, J2 18] U BUs2 ), BUAEAE 3
T80

FR A SCRAIE T T 3 R0 R B B8 S AR A
TS B8 T 10 38 1 RN R AR SR A AR Y I

Al o, UL IS A , ZHZUN 25 KR AE
B ISR, T AR SCHLAIE S 1 T3 3 MR A AR R
5 S S RS TR [ R A8 23 31 AR [) )23 T
SUHT T AR A AR, BT E R R P HR R
YBCIR S K %o s b A ) A ] 45 D T A 7R 58 HL 3K
IO PRI AZ 800 %o s Ml AR =X A7 78 I 1] 52 i)
YEM.

PR, A SCHAIE 1 W WCRE T3 53 il A8 T 3 HER
FOARFREE T T, Kl 5 MR E R iR 5 4
TN 5 R BB Z R A AE A [R] o
BN o B, A SCIIE T I RE AR R AR A
P S S AT 37 R0 s R S R =L
Z AR A3 T A BONE , LA RAE T 3 FR R AR

PR 5 SR8 A0 52 BB R A BB 2 18] B 8
ARV o X B, R ISCRE D TR [F] IR S RA
TG RN ACEET Z 8] A 5C R AN, BRI B — R4 0ok
U, W RE Ty H R A T S R R A R L 5
X R M A 2R 1079 25 1 525 80 X R
M AL s2 IR , PR Ay i B B R 22 ) TR LA A
FTHAL SRR ), e AW ICRE S e b A IE
1 Teece (2007 ) AERAIE ST it 2 W BB, — > Q11
A e B R A8 1 T S R AR N OR B A
FR, IF LR B0 I FH TR A e, 2 B e e 5
B AR AR5 THT A FRREE BT

2. HH)ER

R RACE T BRI — B4 52, 5 8 T i
e 7 5 H LR AL Ge X, o HL K 3 B 2
LI LR PR A G, RERBFFE R BT, Bl
FOR A T8 GO0 B R IR, SR T, BATBIF 58 %5 4 fif
F AR TR LA KR A A TR B AN 4 T 0 . 3
X B )R B A B A B SRS, A
SOOI AT T 3 A, A B T — LG R A
AR :

e, W R A SUMR B A8 SRR )
Ho TEIFHABIH G T, SRS AR E R R {1721
ZUNFRFI TR G BR ], BB A2 8 B AL 42 T+ B 47
o BAE AL AMERTE A NI, 2H 2R 5 A0 o i 2 B
AR ShASAL , TZH SURITR Y 25 748 S Sy 2
F4) — T Xl ik W 0B, S 2 U B AR v e S [
RSP TR FR HEAT B 38 1 % 5 7995 3l ( Lindgren
45,2008) . 5 A A AT B4 AT 0
B N AN RO HEAT $ AR, A ) T 2H 41
PRI AN T ST 4 2H 2B 0 A sh 25 B8 O AR 455
GRS A T3 Rk B BESE R BT, IR B A
2l AP R GE (SR s A R
ANERACRE FEAR) VRR LR 18 T2 50 8 E R
MEHR 252 Al A R S T (G2 4l 2B R T,
2011) o PRI, Aol ook 25 548 S BE ) 19 B R o ] LA
MELF 5 T4 T

LR, B T 3 AR AR RN P 28 0 00
T AN BT B9 AN [/ 52 MR, AR R R Al 52 B
PRE AR Y R, 0 7 37 0 U0 2 R A
TN AR Y A A 2 B AL, S B AR R S B Y 34
B (Teece, 2007 ) o Al i AR R BT R 11 1E

100



RAR A 5 FHE S5 R AR OC &R

W Tl BB AT R FTGEUR, an il B A 231 1R
fitlh IR IR DL B TF O Aol SC Ak 55 . AAEAT
YR NP I 5 B S B A 1) #8235 ) £
o A1 S 5 LR 2 A RN 5 114 3R B ( Todoro-
va & Durisin, 2007 ) o £V 38 F- 3R HUMHE F1 1 3=
B A% 8 AR 5w £ M B TS 9 DR ) 43 TR AR,
W& H BRI, AR SCROSE 18 ) 3 B, A S v [
il 3 20257 f Al BIHT i B v, B FA AN [
TSR FHAS [ 58 35 10 5 s, o A R it S 5
PREFIE RSB 100X 117 5 HR s 48 T AR
JEETOU) o AR S A X 00 A o ) e 18 7 s ARS8, AN
By FES Wy B S T S v B R DL, I A SR
19 20 5 K AR R 2 E W A T, K 2
PR PR B —FE, AR Bt Ay, T 9 A R
THCTHEMN A

PR, LR R AN W W B 7 7 S5 BEAR R BIHT A
TR 1) RS TR M A I B A 7 P 1 G i K 5
YER o TEFIRZ TE AR, Sy 1 3R RO 55 58 4 410
B Al 7 N W b 9 R R RN A 1 BT 0 N R
AR RS (A oK, WO RE T 2R SN R A
AYCHRE A 1 20 U Y 3G {A 5 72 (Huang & Rice,
2009) . ik W AR T 38 o B A FE A AL AT B
KFF R AN AFTRE T, X8 R A R FHT i 4% 0
PR, A ATl 78 0 SR BRI RE AR A 1E
FIF LT L2, 2B Al A e 1 i RS2 4R Tt o
SRR B LA A E A AR o, A —
P T 56 ] e DA T 3 RN A s A
FR Al A U, TR AR O R R 2 T s 4 R Y

S % 0k

RO, M58 4 R A WCRE T 9 VE R, W5 SN
LN R R R NIRRT IR MR AL S BEA
W45 207 AT

3. W5 SR BRI A5 7 )

AR, HI T AR R RBIE 9 AR O T IR, AR S
FAAE—LE R IR, 58, AR SOOI S SR TR T
ARG R oy, AR C &l T 2ih R
(AN —ZH U R HoR—H F A5 ) 1Y 5 48
FAT Mo N Katila (2002) K¢ B[] MIZHSUih T4 45
Rosenkopf & Nerkar (2001) 255 % T i RK—2HZH
NS ALY S, Phene 55 (2006) 73 Hr 1 4k TR
A P 5 e A S (A R o R = AN 4EE DL |
AIFFER AR D o X BRI 5 AR T (5 7 ST
XA SR I ERTE T ik — P py R g . HR, A
SCEIRAE T M A B R 43 S R0 B R 5B R
M AT AL T, AU B HAE Sy PR S 124331
PEATAS SR o T BRAT T 5T SR, R R A e A R B
R i A =X AT B I AN RE W] >R Y, X0 T 40 1 4
b, B Y i ol AR Ak 3 R i oA B A R T
X T A, R A R LA AT e L A R
B X G R4 Y 52 ) T RS E . N AR B VLA
(2016) Wk Ay, B Ml A5 X B 15 2 7% 1 2H 23
PR, R T M AR 2 2 0 BRI T SRR N, T T 0 A
RO X BREE I S 238 e o B, AR ST
ARAEAACH 119 A4, BARE BB G HEA R 7oK,
B2, 0 T B B mE i 4518, 4 )5 n] 25 B 1 K
FEAS PR AR SCE e HEAT B E . AR R YT 524 5
XF LA L[] JE i — 20 T

[1] Antonelli C. The System Dynamics Of Collective Knowledge : From Gradualism and Saltationism to Punctuated Change[ J].
Journal of Economic Behavior & Organization,2007,62,(2) ;215 -236.

[2] Ahuja G,Lampert M C. Entrepreneurship in the Large Corporation: A Longitudinal Study of How Established Firms Create
Breakthrough Inventions[ J]. Strategic Management Journal ,2001,22,(6/7) ;521 - 543.

[3] Atuahene-Gima,K. ,Li,H. ,De Luca,L. M. The Contingent Value of Marketing Strategy Innovativeness for Product Develop-

ment Performance in Chinese New Technology Ventures[ J]. Industrial Marketing Management ,2006,35 , (3) :359 —372.
[4] Baden-Fuller C,Morgan M S. Business Models as Models[ J ]. Long Range Planning,2010,43,(2) :156 - 171.
[5] Vasudeva G,Anand J. Unpacking Absorptive Capacity: A Study of Knowledge Utilization From Alliance Portfolios[ J]. Acade-

my of Management Journal ,2011,54,(3) :611 —623.

[ 6] Berglund H,Sandstrom C. Business Model Innovation From an Open Systems Perspective ; Structural Challenges and Manageri-

al Solutions[ J]. International Journal of Product Development,2013,18,(3) ;274 —285.

[7] Berthon P,Hulbert J] M,Pitt L. F. To Serve or Create? Strategic Orientations Toward Customers and Innovation[ J . California

101



- et S

e

AZSEETE e wu

Management Review,1999 ,42 (1) .37.

[8] Bierly P E,Daly P S. Alternative Knowledge Strategies , Competitive Environment , and Organizational Performance in Small
Manufacturing Firms[ J]. Entrepreneurship Theory and Practice ,2007,31,(4) :493 -516.

[9] Chen Y S,Lin M J J,Chang C H. The Positive Effects Of Relationship Learning and Absorptive Capacity on Innovation Per-
formance and Competitive Advantage in Industrial Markets[ J]. Industrial Marketing Management ,2009,38,(2) :152 —158.

[10] Choi B,Poon S K, Davis J G. Effects of Knowledge Management Strategy on Organizational Performance: A Complementarity
Theory-Based Approach[ J]. Omega,2008,36,(2) ;235 —251.

[11] Chesbhrough H W. The Era of Open Innovation[ J |. Managing Innovation and Change,2006,127,(3) :34 - 41.

[12] Fabrizio K R. Absorptive Capacity and the Search For Innovation[ J ]. Research Policy,2009,38,(2) :255 —267.

[13] Fosfuri A, Tribé J A. Exploring The Antecedents of Potential Absorptive Capacity and Its Impact on Innovation Performance
[J]. Omega,2008,36,(2) :173 - 187.

[14] Fleming L,Sorenson O. Science and The Diffusion of Knowledge[ J]. Research Policy,2004,33,(10) ;1615 —1634.

[15] Geiger S W,Makri M. Exploration and Exploitation Innovation Processes: The Role of Organizational Slack in R & D Inten-
sive Firms[ J]. The Journal of High Technology Management Research,2006,17,(1) :97 —108.

[16] Grimpe C,Sofka W. Search Patterns and Absorptive Capacity ; Low-And High-Technology Sectors In European Countries[ J ] .
Research Policy,2009,38, (3) :495 - 506.

[17] Hansen, M. T. The Search-Transfer Problem: The Role of Weak Ties in Sharing Knowledge Across Organization Subunits
[J]. Administrative Science Quarterly,1999 ,44 (1) ;82 —111.

[ 18] Katila R, Ahuja G. Something Old, Something New: A longitudinal Study of Search Behavior and New Product Introduction
[J]. Academy of Management Journal ,2002,45,(6) ;1183 - 1194.

[19] Kostopoulos K,Papalexandris A ,Papachroni M, et al. Absorptive Capacity, Innovation, and Financial Performance[J]. Jour-
nal of Business Research,2011,64,(12) :1335 —1343.

[20] Koput K W. A Chaotic Model of Innovative Search : Some Answers, Many Questions[ J |. Organization Science,1997,8,(5) :
528 —542.

[21] Laursen K,Salter A. Open for Innovation:the Role of Openness in Explaining Innovation Performance Among UK Manufac-
turing Firms[ J]. Strategic Management Journal ,2006,27,(2) ;131 - 150.

[22] Laursen, K. Keep Searching And You’ll Find; What Do We Know About Variety Creation Through Firms’ Search Activities for
Innovation? [ J]. Industrial and Corporate Change,2012,21,(5) ;1181 —1220.

[23] Leiponen A, Helfat C E. Innovation Objectives, Knowledge Sources,and the Benefits of Breadth[ J]. Strategic Management
Journal ,2010,31,(2) :224 -236.

[24] Liao,J. J. ,Kickul,J. R. & Ma,H. Organizational Dynamic Capability and Innovation:an Empirical Examination of Internet
Firms[ J]. Journal of Small Business Management,2009,47,(3) :263 —286.

[25] Li, Y., Vanhaverbeke, W. & Schoenmakers, W. Exploration and Exploitation in Innovation: Reframing the Interpretation
[J]. Creativity and Innovation Management,2008,17,(2) :107 —126.

[26] Lichtenthaler U. Open Innovation ; Past Research, Current Debates,and Future Directions[ J]. Academy of Management Per-
spectives,2011,25,(1) .75 -93.

[27] Lin,Chen-Ju. ,Li,Ci-Rong. The Effect of Boundary-Spanning Search on Breakthrough Innovations of New Technology Ven-
tures[ J ] . Industry and Innovation,2013,20,(2) :93 - 113.

[28] Lindgren R, Andersson M, Henfridsson O. Multi-Contextuality In Boundary — Spanning Practices[ J ]. Information Systems
Journal ,2008 ,18,(6) :641 —661.

[29 ] Milgrom P,Roberts J. Complementarities of Fit; Strategy , Structure ,and Organizational Change[ J]. Journal of Accounting and
Economics,1995,19,(2) :179 —208.

[30] Nelson, R. R. , Winter, S. G. An Evolutionary Theory of Economic Change [ M ]. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University
Press, 1982.

[31] Ofstein, L F. Boundary Spanning in the Entrepreneurial Firm:Effects on Innovation and Firm Performance[ D]. Dissertation

102



RAR A 5 FHE S5 R AR OC &R

of University of Illinois at Chicago,2013.

[32] Rosenkopf L, Nerkar A. Beyond Local Search ; Boundary-spanning , Exploration ,and Impact in the Optical Disk Industry [J].
Strategic Management Journal ,2001,22,(4) :287 —306.

[33] Rosenkopf L, Almeida P. Overcoming Local Search Through Alliances and Mobility [ J ]. Management Science, 2003 ,49,
(6):751 — 766.

[34] Rothaermel F T, Alexandre M T. Ambidexterity in Technology Sourcing; The Moderating Role of Absorptive Capacity [J].
Organization Science,2009,20, (4) :759 —780.

[35] Shang S C,Yao C Y. Knowledge Complementarity and Boundary Spanning for Continuous Innovation [ C]. Technology Man-
agement for Global Economic Growth( PICMET) ,2010 Proceedings of PICMET’10,IEEE,2010.

[36] Sidhu,]. S. , Commandeur, H. R. , Volberda, H. W. The Multifaceted Nature of Exploration and Exploitation; Value of Sup-
ply,Demand,and Spatial Search for Innovation[ J ]. Organization Science,2007,18,(1) ;20 —38.

[37] Song M, Droge C,Hanvanich S,et al. Marketing and Technology Resource Complementarity ; An Analysis of Their Interaction
Effect in Two Environmental Contexts[ J]. Strategic Management Journal ,2005,26, (3) ;259 —276.

[38] Teece D J. Business Models, Business Strategy and Innovation[ J]. Long Range Planning,2010,43,(2) ;172 —194.

[39] Wei Y S, Atuahene-Gima K. The Moderating Role of Reward Systems in The Relationship between Market Orientation and
New Product Performance in China[ J ]. International Journal of Research in Marketing,2009,26,(2) :89 —96.

[40] Zahra,S. A. Organizational Learning and Entrepreneurship in Family Firms: Exploring The Moderating Effect Of Ownership
and Cohesion|[ J]. Small Business Economics,2012,38,(1) :51 —65.

[41] Zhang Y,Li H. Innovation Search of New Ventures in a Technology Cluster: The Role of Ties with Service Intermediaries
[J]. Strategic Management Journal ,2010,31, (1) .88 —109.

[42] Zhang J,Duan Y L. The Impact of Different Types of Market Orientation on Product Innovation Performance ; Evidence From
Chinese Manufacturers| J ]. Management Decision,2010,48,(6) :849 —867.

[43] Zott C, Amit R, Massa L. The Business Model: Recent Developments and Future Research[J]. Journal of Management,
2011,37,(4) 1019 - 1042.

[44] Zott C. , Amit R. The Fit Between Product Markets Strategy and Business Model; Implications for Firm Performance[ J].
Strategy Management Journal ,2008,29, (1) .1 —26.

[45] BREESF, A6 . Al NFR R&D FIAMTAITUE T 8958 B R ——STIL Hl DUL 71 B9 R8T Smg o3 B [ ) ] bt Bl
2£0F5E,2013,(2).

[46] VLA . EAMEAECBIHT O E G BT 0 SRR TP B R[] dbat . U045 3, 2014, (8).
471 By R R A A L RSB Al N PSRRI ) ] At b AR, 2016, (2)
48 | ARG . AMERRIHTY T B Rk B S R s T L) ] B B AR, 2013, (8).
49] Nk . B FHE RN AL S ALHOFFEL D ] AN @R, 2009.
50] BT AR . BRI SUBTTRE J1 B A Y SRR R ——JE T RIRTRE D AR AR [T ] deat Bl Y,
2016,(7).

[51] WEBANT, RIBESE, ATIRTLAE . AR T ROV SHAR BRI i Vel ——— D2 R A5 T]. b st
RS, 2014, (10).

[52] #5550, Eoui . Al AMRE AR PO — B THIRR - PR rm ], dbat B2 ¢, 2015, (6).

[53] FEMlLr, 3BRT . Al S S R RS RAT S BRI AT 5 8 S AE SR (T ] b SME 25 5 R, 2011, (6).

[54] FRUE, S . Al AR 5 Wolkose 1 F= R AUE S i B 5T [ ) ] TR R 22 3 3 St SRR, 2014,
(6).

(55 ] SRICEL, BRI B8 S8 . iy fige phe 36 Al AR 55 5T B0 RIS < B A R AR T LD ] b 23R A5 21,2013, (3).
[56] 5R3CLL, XM i % . BB h LU R MR BRG] O AT B4, 2011, (9).
[S7T] JAT&, ANEE . WACRE ) AN R 28 B AGE BGs AE A A T A SR ™ i BB R [0 ] B0 A B4R, 2015, (6)
(58] &R, v, RRBTAT . Aoll)™ B TRIE W BE 1 B9 TE AL B 55 80 T ——2 F 264 Sl 20 9 SaE it 5E [0 ] db st
FHeg2mk 5, 2015, (3).
103



Pyl

AL - 2E 20164 5511y

A Research on Relationship between Boundary-Spanning Search and Business
Mode Innovation ; Perspective from Absorptive Capacity
ZHU Yi-xia', ZHOU Fei®, SHA Zhen-quan'
(1. School of Business Administration, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou,
Guangdong, 510640, China;
2. Business School, Huaqgiao University, Quanzhou, Fujian, 362021, China)

Abstract ; Facing the dramatic change of competition environment, the traditional innovation model of enterpri-
ses is more and more prone to fall into “competency trap” , “rigid core competence” and “innovators’ dilemma”
and so on. For this reason,the modern enterprise is more and more emphasis on boundary-spanning search for exter-
nal heterogeneous knowledge ,deploy the open innovation mode drive organization to the external market channel,
namely advocate within the enterprise actively search outside for the innovative ideas and make it commercialization
rapidly. Boundary-spanning search as an important way of the heterogeneity knowledge input of enterprise is the pro-
gress spread both internal and external organizational boundaries,across the whole innovation process system,to im-
plemente the process of knowledge exploration, memory ,and development. Existing studies have shown that bounda-
ry-spanning search of the enterprise provides a multi-level and multi-channel new methods and new ideas to solve
the problem of bottleneck ,is to improve the ambidextrous competence,to solve the key points of manufacturing en-
terprise service innovation dilemma,and the effective ways to overcome the disadvantage of backwardness enterprise
to achieve innovation catching up. From the perspective of strategy resource acquisition , boundary-spanning search is
no longer a pure knowledge assets acquisition strategy ,but has become the third effective path of enhance competi-
tive advantage after research and development and external M & A strategy.

Knowledge is the core assets of organization for its innovation performance ,and boundary-spanning search is an
effective path that across organizational boundaries to access heterogeneous knowledge, and is the important front
stage to realize the knowledge transfer and absorption. Existing studies of boundary-spanning search just from the
breadth and depth of knowledge search,and from the perspective of space distance of the remote search and local
search to study the effects on innovation performance,and few studies explore the search for knowledge category. In
addition , the existing literature shows that search and transformation are two key mechanism of enterprise acquiring
external knowledge resources,but innovation and search for related research often implicitly assume that automati-
cally to realize in the process of searching for knowledge transfer,and less on knowledge search process and subse-
quent reconstruction process. Finally, the existing research shows that absorptive capacity of enterprise is the key
factor to realize knowledge to create ,but mostly from the perspective of the moderation effect of absorptive capacity
its between external knowledge search and innovation performance.

Based on the theory of innovation search and knowledge supermodularity theory, and according to the differ-
ences between market knowledge and technical knowledge,from the perspective of absorptive capacity, this research
examines the relationship between boundary-spanning search and business mode innovation. The results show that
(1) technical knowledge boundary-spanning search has a significant positive effect on business mode innovation,
and market knowledge boundary-spanning search has a inverted U shape influence on business mode innovation;
(2) the interactive effect of technological knowledge boundary-spanning search and market knowledge boundary-
spanning search has positive influence on business model innovation; (3) absorptive capacity play as a partial inter-
mediary variable between technological knowledge boundary-spanning search and market knowledge boundary-span-
ning search and business model innovation respectively, and complete mediated the relationship between the interac-
tive effect of technological knowledge boundary-spanning search and market knowledge boundary-spanning search
on business model innovation.

Key Words: market knowledge boundary-spanning search; technical knowledge boundary-spanning search;
business mode innovation ; absorptive capacity
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