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3. fFEEARUER I

ARSCR T S8 A D 523 B 15445 B8 U A
Bro 1 gy T FEI A5 H A9 T 26T Cron-
bach’s o {4 & 15 B (CR) -2 705 22 % BUE
(AVE) . Hair %5 (1998 ) /i, 445 H B9 P 724
PLZARAE 0.5 LA L, Bl s, A WEFE Br A 2% H AR
WAL EOR . fERETT AT, 38 AN Cronbach”s o {ELN
HTE 0.7 LLEA BA B 4 N — 2k, AP 545
AR R Cronbach o fHE AT 0.7, 25K . CR {H

FEF A P AR S — Bl R UE, A5 CR
R IZ KT 0.7 (Hair 55, 1998) , A5 45 28 5t (1)
CR{HARLE 0.7 LU b, FFA R . K430 J7 1, i
WA 7 22 2 BUE (AVE) R AMIETF 0.5, H
AVE {575 R K F51% 748 1 5 HAh AR & 2 6] 1
FHOC B, A UE A AL & 22 8] AT R4 19 X A3 300U%
AR, AHIEGY F2 B & K2 . Cronbach” s
o {H 21 G A7 B FNT-35 T 2 AE HUE A0 fE 2K, ) o
(1R {5 8 NS5 B e

*1 FENEMRXNEEMRE
AR %H Loading Cronbach’ s o AVE CR
Bricolagel 0.78
Bricolage2 0.71
Bricolage3 0.76
Bricolage4 0.78
BEEPhE 0. 866 0. 544 0. 905
Bricolage5 0. 67
Bricolage6 0.77
Bricolagel 0.74
Bricolage8 0. 68
Decisionl 0. 84
Decision2 0. 86
RS G 0. 869 0.719 0.911
Decision3 0. 84
Decision4 0. 85
Connectionl 0. 82
Connection2 0. 81
BRI CHRA 0. 837 0.633 0. 873
Connection3 0.76
Connection4 0.79
Failurel 0.79
Failure2 0. 88
R DAL 0. 856 0. 670 0. 890
Failure3 0.79
Failure4 0. 81
Learningl 0.77
Learning2 0. 86
2R ) IR TR T 0. 851 0. 691 0. 899
Learning3 0. 87
Learning4 0. 82
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A %% H Loading Cronbach’ s o AVE CR
Performancel 0. 80
Performance?2 0. 82
AT YV 0.831 0.774 0. 886
Performance3 0.79
Performance4 0. 84
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(B=0.108;p<0. 10) , [ I, [ H, 7450 244
(2) MBI IR 1) VA 45 T VR D8 13 4 Il R
X5 (B =0. 114;p<0.05) , {Bi% H, HAHCR 244
(3) %W 7 2. TF 1 VA 45 R 5 ol
XF(B=0.127:p<0.05) 1% H, FEHUE L
(4) 250 Rt S VEIR PR TR RO L AE 0. 10 K P F
BE(B=0.102:p<0.10) , 8% H, WM T 50 %
FF, SRR B 8 OYA T BT ROMRE AL R B R
5 g0 T 285 A — B D45 R B2
ot il R R PR AT B A 37

%2 S ERGEFER LR
AR i Al B4
B 1 i 2 A 3 BT 4 Y 5 A 6 FHd 7 Fi7 8
Al AR . 036 . 007 -.025 -.021 -. 024 -.023 -.025 -.025
Al HAE .079 .107* .083 . 081 . 083 .090* . 082 . 085
A AR A SR EE L1167 .115° 117" J112¢ .17 113" .119* .119*
FRAEAT AL () -.017 -. 002 .013 . 008 012 . 008 .012 -. 007
11l & Je i Bt -.070 -.032 -.017 -.014 -.017 -.017 -.018 -.019
ATl 38 4 -. 116" -.097" -.071° -.076" -.071" -.076* -.072% | -.088"
IR AR R -.171" -.130° -.115*¢ -.116* - 1157 -.107" - 1157 | -.098"
PRk .382" L3627 . 368 342 .330" L3517 | L2927
PR HRE 145" 155" . 145" 152 . 142° J113°
BRI IR AR 1037 .100* . 057 1037 101" . 089
R B . 045 . 043 . 045 . 045 . 042 . 047
O IR TR . 184" . 187° . 183" 186" 181" 173"
PrE x k25 .108* . 089
PrgE x AR CHR .114” .109”
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[R5 £ A B3
A
P 1 P 2 LAY 3 T 4 PR 5 R 6 R 7 T 8
PRE x RN L1127 L1200
PR x 2F 2 KT L102°* .098*
R’ 073" L2227 3447 357" .360 362" . 359" 387"
AR’ . 149 S1227 .013 ™ .016™ .018* .015* 043
F value 3.836" | 12.1127" | 14.697 | 13.723 " | 13.532" | 14.006™ | 13.546 " |12.767

T FR p<0.1, "R p<0.05, ™ FEmR p<0.01, ™ FR p <0.001

BORDR IR AT 7 2
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MEHR S RRTE A SCE = A F I L

55—, AR LAVG J7 [ 53 0 I 35 1 SR i 5% 2149
B 78 U RUEEE T 3552 ) (%) SEUE 25 2R (Senyard
4§, 2009 Senyard 55, 2015) ,{HEE T3 E LAY 5L
UEBFSE 22059 21 1 5% U5 PR 22 X Ak S 8500 1F ) b 3%
MR ZE IR (Z2RAE4E, 2014 HLIREESE, 2014) , 7EAR
SCHYSEIEAG G A, X HE e 2 Fp AR A 1 ALY 2 1 ]
VAL, B Y IR PR oE A AR S, 5 UE PF
BT AL SR A 5 e R4 R 0,382, I R EE p {H
/NTF 0,001, HLARIR [ BR B LA DR EE R A 0. 73
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SR AN SR B = A S 80 FE VS T i B,
SRET 05 Bl 0 i BE EL A fd 4, Ak PSR BB AR
WM RIER 2 . KL, ) 2 78 6] 7 ] 317 9%
TR PR A A b 2 A 2 5, B R PF B i R
JEE AN SR R 2 3 98 2 (Desa & Basu, 2012) , i
FEFRE W R R, T 3 SR 58
5, FEF, BOR IR AL TIREAZ 2, S E A
SRz M MR 0% IR PF 5 AR A X TR XE PR 8 Y
R Ik, B, XAk G 2 £ B AR B R OE 1)
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N

1 HAGEMIUI FREHES &I S HR T ER
BEUAR U AT FE B 1

(3) NTCTE AL LUSCAR SR TR, XoF 2R L 1 75 22
JE(B =0.127;p <0.05) I 2% > 7K i 2 & (B =
0.102;p<0. 10) I 3 Hb 1 1] I 7 9% R B 28 5 Bk
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S A ) R DR 7 €, 3k S 22 56 1 G2 AR A8 T
DA R B 2 R A A (LY | Al R Y R
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Resource Bricolage and Firm Performance
——The Moderating Effects of Organizational Structures and Cultures
ZHAO Xing-lu', ZHANG Jian-qi’
(1. Guangdong University of Finance, Guangzhou, Guangdong, 510521, China;
2. Sun Yat-Sen University, Guangzhou, Guangdong, 510275, China)

Abstract ; Does resource bricolage positively related to firm performance? As an emerging and important issue
in theoretical and empirical fields of entrepreneurial research, two opposite viewpoints were hold by different schol-
ars. At one hand, some scholar believe that although bricolage may be useful to new venture survivals, it is funda-
mentally harmful to firm’ s competitive performance and growth. The reason is most bricolage solutions are subopti-
mal, which means they are just accentual but not good enough to be replicated. Meanwhile, bricolage are often ad
hoc improvisations, which is difficult to record and improved by rationality in future. As a result, bricolage would
be most judged as a passive reaction to environmental threat, but not a good choice for growth. The second view-
point,, however, presents more positive evaluation to bricolage. These scholar suppose bricolage is mainly beneficial
to firm performance and growth because it produce precious new knowledge (new problem solutions) through en-
couraging entrepreneurial spirits in harsh situations. Also, many new institutions, norms, and procedures was es-
tablished in fast-yet-efficient decision contexts. What’ s more, by experimentally recombine resource at hands, new
local service or applications were likely to emerge from existing resources, which either decrease the cost of resource
usage or enhance pragmatic values of resource exploitations.

Existing research above enlighten us to consider this linkage in a context-contingent way. According to the syn-
ergy perspective of strategy and structure, the essay deems bricolage as a special resource management strategy
managers could use to gain environment adaptability as well as competitive advantage. Since strategy implementa-
tion are deeply embedded in firms’ structural arrangement, the effectiveness of bricolage process would heavily de-
pended on firms’ structural contexts. To be more specific, there are two sort structural contexts: (1) tangible
structures,, which is the physical environment for resource recombination, resource configuration, and resource ar-
chitecture; (2) intangible culture, which is the social environment for experimental learning, new knowledge re-
cording, and new institution establishment. Therefore, we induced the basic premise that suitable and well-fitted
structure and cultures will enhance the effectiveness of bricolage strategy, while misfits of structures and cultures
would decrease the effectiveness of bricolage strategy.

Based on the theoretical analysis above, this essay furthermore empirically examines the moderating effects of
organizational structures and cultures on the linkage between resource bricolage and firm performance. We conduc-
ted a firm-level questionnaires in Beijing, Guangdong and Hubei provinces, and finally collected 349 valid samples
in total. Statistical analysis of those data indicate that: (1) the context of decentralize decision making was a posi-
tive moderator on the relationship between resource bricolage and firm performance, because it help managers to ac-
cess more first-hand skill and workplace experience in bricolage process, which is critical and valuable to derive
new services from existing resources; (2) compared with the departmentalization structure, a flat team structure let
the resources and routines are much more easily to be combined and removed, therefore would found more synergies
among various resources in bricolage experiments; (3) with a higher level of failure tolerance culture, managers and
first-line employees could figure out much more better solutions from experimental learning in bricolage attempts, sub-
stantially boosted the performance of bricolage consequences; (4) firms with a higher level of learning climate are
more likely to forge and establish new knowledge, procedures as well as institutions from ad hoc improvisations,
therefore enhance the effectiveness of bricolage activities. Overall, these empirical findings not only give us a novel
perspective to reconcile the contradictory debate of the relationship between resource bricolage and firm performance,
but also offer new empirical evidences to understand the contingent value of bricolage to firm’ s survival and growth.

Key Words : resource bricolage ; firm performance ; organizational structures ;organizational culture
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