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Gates (1999) z " AxenF F 2> L ads @ RFLHL B &7
BERGN E P FEEI 2 FEREE 9EE (Gates, 1999, p.13). | i
Ay T i, T2 Epi b ¥AE- BRLBER 2 B25 0¥
BRFAER&EERARKALHE (Badr, 2003, p.80) - Menon and Varadarajan
(1992) #p T— =6 > FAF 2@ ¥ v it > B RAFCEFTHLS b E
(R F ey %zﬁ?lz‘#a‘;ﬁ o ¥ = 3G o FTIA A SgILF A HahS AL
o H G FR % fele i * (Menonand Varadarajan, 1992, p.64) - Kahaner
(1996) 4 fi Trir—  FRn s SR F LM AREFRL S o FEL
NE BRI AT TARRREEANGT R FAL IV LR

*# g f oo P8 (OReilly I, 1980; Meadow and Yuan, 1997) - Garvey

23

(2001) fai TRERAER LA PG PEG HER S 2 BAFRES

RNFR T AFS ARG G g EY o BAE- BESEYT AR

FASFN G ARG BB FATN  UE dom A i F ook F

oo (#3510 p Brown, 2001) - |
,I'}‘”}'j “—_;J—%I 1 -\frﬁfﬂmﬂ{% s F?E‘RJ jj‘l,:,:,\, % F%Er:u | T F?M !
Wig >~ A 17 > FBArdea ’Eéggé\j#‘ﬁfi—ﬁﬁiﬁ’“i SR ES S S

r1 % 2% (Morris, etal.,, 2000) » F]pt » T E | #3 R LT F, - 7 0k



APl R s AR FAST TR £ R4 WEF FH (Kahaner,
1996) » "HFE B G FH KR - BB AG PRI LT HE L LR
£ 4 Jefez R34 4 (Montgomery and Weinberg, 1979; Porter, 1980) -
Fair (1966) 23 " f ¥ Rz2 2 - BrFpen? L FEH - L5 2k ~ &
F o B s A BE T E 450 (Fair, 1966, p. B489) -

Porter (1980) 3k T &EenE F 7 & 45 7 BT Rt 2% - | Gilad (1996)

FP AR D AT R S R

—\

TH o REE T ORI E B SRR T
CEE e pr i THE  GBAEFEYE L E- BAEHG > IR
W2 A E 2 fe B ¥ T (Kahaner, 1996) - 3% 5 & & 5 3 P T E
R mEFRIEE > UE LT CERP R IoRE MR T (Fair,
1966; Gilad and Gilad, 1988; Herring, 1996) -

Daft and Macintosh (1981, p.207) ## Rk P R R E
WEFT N MERIREITEDRFER - ) AT > BERARDER P
© Edr g Fgaiva B (Culnan, 1983; Daft et al., 1988) - Daft et al. (1988)
FREALFR TR LN e R T AILEEH e PR T
M S B E R E T T E B3 4 (Daft et al., 1988, p. 135) - | Belich
and Dubinsky (1999) #-F a2 frFk 3 AR % & A &5 »aen g AR

el T - B LB H § FED @ el



PRV R EFAEABN oG vkg A & FH - (Belich and

£
TR o WD RS {oth IRR B AP D E o R E I hargs
FARF I RELFIMAF AR ERRg > ¥ fou@r £ 5 - B
< ik 4w (Porter, 1980; Davenport and Prusak, 1998) o A&7 3 #-ig4k Pt & fi

% T#L % | (competitive intelligence, CI) » #-:8— # 34c 453t - 5L A

2 pa I HEv R £ (Fuld, 1985; Kahaner, 1996) » T F 3t & G4k

B

& A~ 37~ A8 (¢ (Saayman et al., 2008, p. 385) o - B & s
L EEART R EFRR SR R TR 2 ek {oa 4T MY £ R R
¥4 i F 3 (Fuld, 1985) - Dishman and Calof (2008) #& o) ' s 47 £ 2

g ZRE A BBFERE TN BEA HP 50 e ek

WAl E S Bt s wh o AR AR 2 eh i A (Dishman and Calof, 2008,

THRLFETREE AR RIFEEEIANEE LR A S b

EREEREF T TREFELRAREERI FART 02 TR



TR GE AT B AEGEE - A TR AR - K
WAZY o B iESH A25 H03) (structural equation modelling, SEM) £ 5%

;$F12% & 472 ;% (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA) » &A% A7 E i
e (latentconstruct) & B4t F EF PP A FARAEAAME T K EES

i Al KiBAEY e S SR ARARLBII Y RE

ARPE L - BRERR LI TAR o d Nl RiBRY B A2
iR TR RS AR FRAFRAMES T 6 F P LR (Simon,

1950) - Simon (1959) 3k M- § A8 p £ 2 = o 1t & 2 2P ik

Al e ) 57 SBERE SR B T A KT S R
L% ¥R T E L | (an ideal person) MK 75 o A @ P FhenE

ER-PHRFERII R R2EFARFES V-2 A LFER



2 T3 HBEREERT Y- ReFIPERABEFAT BAEM LT ok pF o

T E v B SRR 2 "L K7 54 | (the behavioral decision
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science) (Kahneman and Tversky, 1979; Einhorn and Hogarth, 1986) - i+ % 7 &

-
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AL G TRE PR o A > R EF AR A G - R E o A

AR FR B RET ARG {EAY  REETEREE R
Hoe Jpag i AR REF A Y RARK SR RE LR - a5

—

PEAFIER ARABLTAFEAR L - e pawT g
(Clark et al., 2007) -
ZOARHEFRRAEE L
m AR RS L F % 4K gk 12 (Einhorn and Hogarth, 1986)

NS

2 % Fg T (Hodgkinson et al., 1999) ~ 3t 1% 41+ (Fransoo et al.,

2001) ©1 % P s i 42 (Hwang, 1904) » £ ¥4 F6 L 3 #E R F £ 5
- B RATERLE 0 B4 LA TSR bR 58 LR A TR

WEEE 3 E A% (Kleindorfer et al., 1993) o 3t pt e & » A 308 iR
EPEARGIIM LR S AR R AP ERF EROLKF R o AL
Sflig e AR G 2 R P ER AT > 1 LG4
EERFLFP - PEF LR EY £ FE R - % (Kahneman and
Tversky, 1979) - Simon 3k TiAF A 545 L A X fr2bm i L A K 5
AT o AR A RBAE VAR MBI R FEE R 2 Ak
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ARIMEFLERYE > A3 2o FE 2 FRTEY S5 ff
W Wik BarE 4P M f242 % (Simon, 1987, p. 61) o |
WipeBEAGFLAER BT CEFFLF 2K 7 g &4

B 4 (Khatriand Ng, 2000) = 2 £ 7 1 i@ # 43R5 R ix 2T > 7 I p

HATEOT aofd > KA HA KRG LL2ZP > L F2EEFTIEEF G
(Simon, 1987) - AEE TR LA ii—?jf;jﬁ* EA ISR S A s =

PP g ¥ BRAEE* Lwm dog (prior knowledge) ~ R A S %

(accumulated expertise) 2 2 # & [ F E q B A L 2 (personal
understanding) - £ & & e 0 G AR E L2 7 A (Betsch, Fiedler
and Brinkmann, 1998) - iz enE A R A Ao W B 5 4T~ 4 BT
¥ it 3 o Mintzberg (1971, 1973) Rt T Ax P R ehE2x o H

llFr’}’Fﬁ’bh’ AR Y R F R I AR L 0 o TR 3R T A AL

B AR AN R MR A T B TRP o FERFA
POSENCRTZIEEEILTNAR EEN S PRSBL ARL EXER

BAFEF PR BERRE FREED AT RE AN
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A (individual) fk5 Foaher Bof gsk A # T L 2wk (recognition)
¥ 2 F 4 ouEAz (Simon, 1995) « AR E2 > A EH AR %A
CENINNPI & EAE £ e XX St BS  ERT O S R
R LA Y o G G TRk N AP P g R R R A

#pr f2enw B PR (a lead time of basic understanding for cognitive

construction) » Bi‘w‘qiiifﬂ—ﬁ\dﬁﬁ;% C EATH R R R
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£ bk REEY EETI I L AR SRR HRE
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B (integrated quality) » ¢ 7 4p B ovdv & F -~ 5%k 2 $HR 3R

LA B o AR S R AR R AR R A
% 7~ BABIEGAR S~ PIE L onk {4 o 2G40 w A R AL ehdp i

O GHRC L YRR R GG S o F o R
AR KF O REFEI - BAoaEs s E foplFTEREAR 0 4 A

AR A EoE &1 E (Shane, 2000; Fleisher and Blenkhorn, 2001) -
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MFES 2 F R E ek igavas (explicit knowledge) sx 3 T G A P ER R

¢RI 20 PR AeER (tacit knowledge) e _‘_LE'JI)' LR EFEIRE - N2ER

1;#aii»§g»_:ﬁ;g}; ﬁvﬁfr?g'“-%’ﬁﬁ RS I R e P I G 1 E 1oe- ¢

[0S

AR E IR B E TR B 02 L% &b L (Greenes etal., 1989) -
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P g mR { £/ F B4 22 BRae@aE £ 2 58 (Nonaka and
Takeuchi, 1995) -

LS TR eAE A EDE ke 22 LA E o
BWOPIRF G F A pho B P PR iE o ER —?'15?']’*%‘%&“
FHHEEFREA BR a4 o H IR 2R ERE OPER o F o 3R
LHER L B g Am agirady BRI $RE > L F

B B anE & 2 Vw1 £ (Fleisher and Blenkhorn, 2001) -
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MMFFEHPER LT EF R R RE LG RF o pIATEAE S 2 5
BT E IR BB AIRTE A LR FEY R RS iF
SR HERRLFEA R SR L FEE LG LA ABET O
ARG EM AR RS- L FEL S ERA R 2
ek R AT 50 2 WG o B0 Ak REEY Sk L

B AR R AR H 2RSS B AT b ¥
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g4 Fap 4 s 4 (Fuld, 1985; Tyson, 1990; Herring, 1996; Calof and
Dishman, 2002) - & # 2 32 4B F 7 LT EL L L L B2 P& T %
EPp g ERE>ZREFFNIAL ZTPE 3288 5% (Fuld and Borska,
1995; Kahaner, 1996; Calof and Dishman; 2008) f-# % # (Gieskes, 2000;
Hovis, 2000) fi;,:xé HLFER A AR LI EOE R P W e
PURLFEFZ - AL EHARA B R R B R 20y el ¥
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] L FE > R AR ST B AL S o

(4) BONZHFRLTE S GFFHLF AN LEE Loy 2 B
THG MG BRF L B S HE R LA F R F
FREEDEAH - SBAERET A TR A RRE A AT S

Segha e E o fI* TRz g ] T (partial least squares, PLS) %~ 4%
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FRLBE - b ETFHAGe s FEFEFFRPINBERFETE
2o e e o BT A RFR A L ER SR ETHET
NERIRB 0 e Bk 2 FE T E A 4 BAri® i ¢h 3Rk 8 (Belich and Dubinsky,
1999; Dishman and Calof, 2008) - 3F % & ¥4 7 B fe B3 T4 &
PR U A W 3 SRR REY s AT AL 3 S
AR L & IR EagE K 0 A es sy (Teo and Choo,
2001; Saayman et al., 2008) ° A% AFTy EAEP KLY B2 S F A HF
WY U EARM T B EE IR X SR MO R e s T
BT EFTEEN B F EE FE g Fsév)gkig A %+ % (Fuld and
Borska, 1995; Prescott, 1995; Hovis, 2000; Calof and Dishman, 2002) » H = &_
w4 & B (Badr, 2003; Hannula and Pirttiméki, 2003; Badr et al. 2006; Roiner,
2008; Saayman et al., 2008) T & % ¥ K5 $-$5L 0 E4p MR A - wiF
(2 4 5 2005; 7L FHEP & > 2008) o & F & Ew bt L T E g ol
WA MEREEFCRARY MEAFTELIBREEINLEARNEL R
7] o K/T‘ B ek s d\;.?}g%&“ﬁp‘f LR P E RERIFEREER A P
RAEDELR P AT BN g ARPREFE TR > ¢ F @y
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=k Fa (b jx)gnﬂg'lj;%‘ﬁ ok fé— IR WL FE et AR L
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CBREFES L EARR

Prescott (1995, p40) # } " A7 & 4p MR AL > ot £ 7 1w
3@ ~ 1950 # % e @ < B 5 & (Harvard Business School) — i B
W E SR AEF R 2B (a survey on the current state of the
practice of intelligence) » & i L A EFA T2 F R A 100 BAA 4 £
¥4 5%z e S kP EERLIFEEHDT NP 65% %P

CHEPEF TR LS P RMERLFEF T BRRFEERD
A1FHEFF CERFHIREHE B Ic: 2B EFH
Prescott (1995, p.37-43) & fk ~ oL fFip 11 2 & 473 L A E AR M 2
KL FES WS FES S BIFE $ - PEE LT 7 1080 &

1 g BT BT A 0 P 3 E (market intelligence) % 5 A

217 -



BWAR O RIS FEFLABARE S SRR o SR
Porter (1980) # % (& K ) wm¥F 5 & > L kplE 471 L i %
A e fE S R e ST A RE IR AT A

EFPT OLAREERNF Rt A4 HATRAE T ARAE -

x
C

PR A LB RHEER T E 27 B8 A kv (Prescott, 1995, p.
40) ;% - FFfiEd ~ 1980 # 3 F & 1987 &£ WA e E HE A 47 5
Fridh @ BRFHPERNGT L1986 &~ T NELFELLEMET
R e s — YT E SR F 4 R ¢ (the Society of Competitive
Intelligence Professional, SCIP)- & jis#= 3 A B 2 % 4p B = ;I%i BBV 5
FELAEISFETHR? 1 Fed SR (I FFHT0 TN
LEEAERE LT S o - PRI Mede i o BB S TR 5
T & fA A7 e 2 B L I R e RN S R S
Fhrwm~ » Ehi4e o REFTORAITE A BRAATE A 17 £ 54
A kA A A RvE AR B s £ 2 A ¥ F ' (Prescott,
1995,p.41); % = FAEE & ~ 1988 &£ 3 & = 2000 # - i B PR EE ~ $E

SFERGET BY FLEPFE  REF LR URF LG AL

gt IR B R AR AR T R i BRE O
ot AHESFE ARSI T RRPAT AR TR

-5 4~ 472 (benchmarking analysis) st FFEp $ 5K vs 2] L 4
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UL AT R RLE L F T

p.42); p & =~ 2001 & B 4s o SEFE N 2 RIEE R A #H

fo 2 3k

Kfff 4 %

N
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B

Tl
P
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EEfe i
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v

% 2z 2
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= w (Prescott, 1995, p. 44) -

ORLECE A RS R e N

%1 WEFEF T FiREAR

T IR

N

iR

ﬂ\‘—k

& & § 4 (Prescott, 1995,

ES:EE

5 G E o8

N

RS
Low IR RNk ALk

Prescott #-% &

R @ & 1980 & 2 % &~ 1980 # 1 1987 & & -~ 1988 & 1 2000 # & ~ 20013 4

BB LS AF AL "EFE ML G - i

Mat e iy Porter (1980)% # &£+ i v4 FRRETELEARIAE 5 T A A E =R AR A EE LY R
(Competitive Strategy) (SCIP) = = (Competitive Intelligence Review) |7 ¢ £ Fef LB R EHE K

o

TRE AR ESh e FrE et RH R WA FUh . Neks )

G dp R LV g LAY ot s m g FEXER

MBS

e # iy

TERAE ST E

AR A T

BEERABAL | 3 e % en 1
R RGN\ 5 71 EFTTR

E I

LS R e | WME TR 5 N DR RS R G5 A

MR

1L FEFaias ag i

1A MBS FERME 2T ERS

2 i e i B

1L g 2k

2 LA E PR

3 RALAAEMF DL & P
4L E R KT RE &

5 & E AL FER ]

15 Paps s
2 R AR
TR

4 pvsmp R At

5 S § %L AT A o H R

6 ML LR FEOFREL

Source: Prescott (1995, pp. 37-56)
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CREFE TR

R A8 B R AT E LA P R RS L - B
HFED 2 H bk S hRE APF > LB RN TE T L ET]

ST LAY PR TR AL R B AF T

Heath (1996) # 4! T s & T E A4 HmL BB
foLg B AR EEAR > MAr TR I oA 0 B AR
@3 o Fuld and Borska (1995) 5 % T3s & F i, 2 7 el ~ i

Tg‘/w\ﬂ}fr,jj,ﬁf ﬂ?«} 17 B ,uﬁaz, F',i:lrlg\gf,;ﬁrﬁ%

P KE- HHE ] & Heath 3 enLBE - #1 @ fe F h T s 410l
’}l'i:;j;",;’&é‘ll\ o i TR kﬁ«b 7&7)'*‘ ,?'P;‘)‘Z”ﬁ ﬂgﬁ%i@

RS N AR R e e W ETE A B AN UL
iF g 4L e ;N k7 o Kahaner (1996) p [ & B # 5 T £ 62

SRR LT KT L REREES R

His v%k}j—ﬁi 797%3:;5& PIREAE - FlE- L EITL ERE

EFERPEF AR 220 G AT 0B HmE 8 £ EDp &
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AR s HE 1o F)et > Sammon et al. (1984) P A4y 4 TR

o ERRE LS TR

b

Z2_p T A {rﬁ?ﬁ&ﬁiﬁiﬂ%éﬂ??%?ﬁé% » F2 A A -
Bt o BB LR NRFER AT AR B oA ERE
{20 PR RIS EERHE 2~ 75 a4 &g (Sammon

etal., 1984, p.62) - ; Richardson and Luchsinger (2007) #p [ i< 47 &

-~

E- Bty S HS oL R TH e, 2 -

P
[
5

MIFEII RN ETFEBRL - PPEe L2 F &y
e A @‘} iR RERLFEELEET Y L a® T - kG
mig AR P72 {7 (Richardson and Luchsinger, 2007, p.41) - | &
TET Fﬁgiﬁ'ﬁ,i& e B E T R RS E LT ke 25 £ RR
%% (Hallag and Steirnhorst, 1994; Trevifio and Weaver, 1997; Ehrlich,
1998) - Hendrick Jr. (1996) i 3% [ s 5 & 2 § AL T B

AtrfeBEr s AP s DRh s 2 s 3 m BB T T

TEFTR RIS  RIFINZ f ¥ - i FEELLESR
ZEvREERE- BTV RFNEFH S % (Hendrick Jr., 1996, p.8) - |

Vedder etal. (1999) 33 ML &2 W GEADRE > {Hit- B L

FAG YR o R ML WS B ERRI B DL T

Lo

“H-

Booy P BERLTES RRE S - BAN 0 B % LML TS

e

]
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Ri- BERNT-BAN TV FA B TRIFE
PAFFFETE > - RiERS - @AM FL - B HS

FEL- BRRE2ERPfrR s gRGEA 2R P EERY X

FRFA M EEIRAXRRIBRY BE XS RE - AN
RELFELFHRIHL L OB B RRaEd T @R

RafrARFEAFFG5 ~ER_F ML HF-BE-FH A&
2R GR35 B (Vedder etal., 1999, p.109) - | A %7 7 :iE
toene /F?%#;’T! FRFLTEIE- BE FE ERHEH A - Hannula
and Pirttimaki (2003) 3= N34 L FE 75 . F e~ /I% F w24k 5
- i = 3 (consensus) > =B R HERBZ LS e BT e UHmHE
(Hannula and Pirttiméki, 2003, p.593) -

Fo BRORG MRS FEAMAE- BLG LA TR AL
¥ % enk &3 (Vedder et al., 1999, p. 109; Buchda, 2007, p. 25)
e ks RS E-RITL RE- BR L o - BFHM

FEFEEHRIFESLY I # @+ (Hannula and Pirttimaki, 2003,

\:“‘

p.594) - Heath (1996) &% W F £ E e FEprsat > - B & 7
WA FERBIAAIFEFE Flove 77 EXRFHEY FE

A R AGRL hige (Heath, 1996, p.54) - , Cavalcanti (2005) #
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TR ARGRL AR L R R EMBRIRE B EFE ¢ ORI RS
FrFEFERDIVREIFETNLRLDBENN T B A G

(Cavalcanti, 2005, p.9) - ; Gieskes (2000) B> ie™ 7 T &x L B>

ki

TREFELES CEA QB ARANTRESS S 0P EFE

¢

Pl RS & kp 3t g RN (Gieskes, 2000, p.10) - |, & m & g

g0y
N
f\m
&
o
‘ﬂg‘l\i\\
E\
b
r
=
Sz
.m\}lf
“%t
et
hpaa)
3
f\n
e
\_H
ETIRS

TS - B FTR
W F 4 5 (Badr, 2003, p.85) -

Buchda (2007) Rit Mg %t 34 FEZ 2 - B RILFTEL x p
FREFR  FETERp- BEmmE A Fm- 2 k" Tl

B TR A ETR BB TR A EETENE £ ¥

FEESS L EREY 0 BHLF AR AR SRR
FEAFLAE- BERK* 455 (W34 Buchda, 2007, p.26) - |

Calof and Skinner (1998) #& 1 #a & if v L T E T & T K- B % SthE

B0 TR S iRk S IR s § A BT TR
o o~ A Ac@E o R T R BT L LS F RehERL o
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rAC AEBRLFELFEFEL A RL G 27 SHURLFER

%_'Ei
P
2
R
\_H
<l
]_
¥
i
S
o
§5
RN
vk
g
[
k!
o+
-
o
(ﬁ
Sh
E'IN

SN IS
Jeidd o Frowa Rk e EEarer o TirE - B RS

AT RE G R R b B R BT R S S

P FM R RS TR LA EE R gAK@ # -, (Fuld
and Borska, 1995; Herring, 1996; McGonagle and Vella, 2002) -
o8 mEFELLATFR
L ER G ERE A
MEAFEND RIS HEXF R EENAFE- BUAHES S
F N &g %244 (Fuld and Borska, 1995; Hendrick Jr., 1996; Hovis,
2000) - F S A E T n’w;gw E T R E ARG A A
% %7 (Fuld and Borska, 1995; McGonagle and Vella, 2003) : % — #f #-%&

LTHERZ-FAN S A- AT LS REIFEL T A N5 (the

i

product approach) o s ¥y E E - AN F M 0 F MR F L a0 4

P E LREN O ¢ ZAMAF o B T T
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A- A& S EJTR L7 RIS ERFREE AT
T (Tyson, 1990) - i yr b7 M > 2 22 S ¥ F B T
(Hovis, 2000) - & * 2B T kit L ¢ 335 ~ kL ¥ L 25
%3 F 3 (Fuld and Borska, 1995; McGonagle and Vella, 2003) - % = #f
R s A ER G - A ~ fLs T 423 (the process approach) -
HEi@gE HHeRR eI E R EER AP n e
BB R KT R EDSY I LE S G o ek
K (Vedderetal, 1999) - j »eeri L FFE L - B FiHaE > &2 &
YRR EFTARE ~ AT HF LA L - £ 7 X Franadn=i
B T RE PR FERRBFLEAKITE (B2 1996) -
RIFEL-PARDERPEET > FRERGIMBT e
BRGS0 B2 (P LR - K Az g (DeWitt, 1997) o ik

£

LHEA- BEFfoA T AR FRI TR K 42 (Gordon,
1989) - iz B EEAE R A 5 T (1) ML FTHL (competitive data) - (2)
# 4+ F 3 (competitive information) - (3) #t ¥ 4 £ (competitive
intelligence) - (4) < K¢ (competitive strategy) o (5) i< ¥+ 247
(competitor profile) - (6) #H % &%+ (competitive advantage) - |

Calof and Dishman (2002) ‘¢ & » gt A=  #& 3L g Hca)

W EF AL e ()3t #14- & 2 (planning and focus) - (2) 1< &
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(collection) - (3)~ #7 (analysis) - (4) % 4% (communication) o (5)7 #4245
e (process / structure) - (6) % % { #-fr < it (organizational awareness /

culture) » 4-® 1 #v7+ ; #51 p Saayman et al. (2008, p. 386) - |

- EARE - ALSA

( ) ( A ( 3 ' \ r 3\
#E g3 N
axe | |
——————————— - FHRR S
§ - EEER - FHAH )
- HEES . i% ’ mei . e . A
#].(%:L - REFM e
i HEpEm HETE
HRE ik
J \ J \ ) \ ) L )
Al AL ]

@ 1 Calof and Dishman # % 4 £ #5-%
Source: Calof and Dishman (2002), as quoted in Saayman et al. (2008, pp. 386)

HwLFES AN & TEBEH, AFE 2T F o FEFAY

-

Bre BELFERIE R ERFEDE R RLFERL- B

f2os H- BERALINEE S ATLELL 0 REFERY B IHR

(2005) #& iz ke re BEE 0 (1) DAEF BSEHEL R
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Fr
e
A
F_L
?\

a\
k%
T
(0
34\
\1-&_
g%\/:
2_‘\'t',!
-
&
=
IR
4
e
I
Fr
e
=%

AP f S I A A KRB R o RHATR S 0 2 E W
WFER FRREE R ML o 3 BT L AR 2 SRR £
FREHEHA LY R AR BRTR I ol 4

ERR NG EY N L A SR Y Sk

=t

A7 R RL ALt 45 (Ettorre, 1995) o #E AT EH 2 HFAF

BFAAREFTAFLIT RYLAHTLEBFER > 4

N

A g B E 0 B4R OISR B PR PR E o KR

\r\»\

it (Prescott and Miller, 2001) - it A7 £ F BRI A A#H i ~ B R

BIw ik BEEMUEN RS g B LHED B4

e

YA TR S R FHRE AR A EREERS % R

Ed

¥

EY AR LE G 7 VAR RATERREOE B SRR 0 S
MWALFIFRRECFRAEFFTAF L EFHKFT & (Fleisher and
Bensoussan, 2003; Sauter and Free, 2005) -
. REFENLRE R Bk
Repapdla & p n B 9 iE & enp fho SR o i L

BhEE g R A S e (Hovis, 2000) » s &R 0 £ e 5N

v—

%2, st L % i
4 4
2R “-/L» Vil

21

*ﬂ’}&

W REFEMA T A AR FIER 0 TR

-~
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L sAp bR o 1 & F 4K hdl5T (Kahaner, 1996) o k4 £
PRE-FFHFFT AP EA L (Gilad and Gilad, 1988) o s+ 4y E 4
- AR R AL Y WR A H ST R A ST B
Ermutamd BRI gARIPLInp iR T EY &

e ok ¥ Ko 240 ¢ (Ettorre, 1985) o #4 & L i & ¥ *H kB

-

RET BB Eamsy md sg ¥ Fa (Fuld, 1985) - 5 A& 7
K F A EF17 5 &% (Teoand Choo, 2001; Chen et al., 2002) - s <
FEL &% 0% kFI3TMALA R B RAG BfrR L HL o g

SR ERY BE g “Tz&igz‘?\@?* s BB g B ke (McGonagle

MAFE=ZF1Zo# R A (1) FRARNEERT - (2) Ty
&g o (3) Fedg & @45 (Blankenship et al., 1988; Chaves et
al., 2000) o EEAFELS £ E - BIEL BR (DeWitt, 1997) 12 fd
{4 e ¥ 4] (Gordon, 1989) ~ = # J& I 374 FfoiTH F B F
(Ahituv et al., 1998) » & % = & iz £ ¥ 5 3 5 »c (Daft et al., 1988) ;
Brockhoff (1998) i sk T ﬁd AT ERE I RLAH I TES

TR K {4l o Prescott and Miller (2001) #% ! T &

(23

L EL R H

%

LFEERMI PRI EENERIHS R

433

wl
o

gh 1Y % rﬁ];—ﬁ?ﬁ—?‘m °
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H- BEER T RAMRLHELKN 6

"M

= AoRE

2\-\4:

MR BT 2 B R ¥ s M (Fuld, 1985; Kahaner, 1996) o j &

-

it 1

B RS RN A A 5 RIE PR E

o iend s & ¥ (Fuld, 1985; Kahaner, 1996) - #t4 st 24 £ ¥4

B ek

\4

RS CHAFFEIMEILE - RIZBE ORI TEAL L

P AEAAE o HEE KRR do P RIS R R R eh

ﬁ%’%ﬁé%~i%%§$$éﬁéw%ﬁgkwgﬁwmo
TRAR g o e R ATE R R B A B B e

BT AERE REHEAE N FER AR RERAL 1

o
i
fer
Ra 1
F..
E\
AN
o
*ﬁr
\u
s
o
.\2\-3'3
b
4
iz
3
[
—h
|
A
"—' N
;ﬂ\
‘.pit

FE G it % wl (Prescott and Smith, 1987; ¢ & X ~ 4f k| > 2005;

\__,

TR ARARAFEFENRLZ &Y o o L E DL W

-29.



oy
mgr\l.\\
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\4
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I
E’A
35?\
"
&5
ﬂt
N
9
it
N
ﬂt
b
[
=

PRI s RPN e R
(@) MLAEN L Al BHE > REIRSFLELH &

g FHRREE HIEELE ARBEIHIER S BE

PO LHeBERLFERY P £ ¥k X FuRLFE
A RE Rk T A E (strategic competitive intelligence) £ #

MRS A E (tactical competitive intelligence) = Z B 2 o vk (5L

P LSRR L FE L B T L L & kT
FAE o LA HE (X) AFY o ATFEREHA RIEP D
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FARFPUERIEED PRER > THEFAALFIHATORE -
FprE st L AP E T R BN e B 2 e 2 R AR
L Fad 52 447 (Carlinet al, 1999, p.6) - | 1} & Jr Aot
HEGEHRL ISR RFEHELITE DL B LT - B F P o
Culver (2006) n 5 "WML A Er U TR I AELEP V¥ E

M AR L TR B o4 47 (Culver, 2006, p.17) - Culver (2006)

Pend L EFEFHIFEN 4P FaLR o L8 REFEHAR

BHEP AR R SR E LR s R T Y e e

(Dishman and Calof, 2008) -
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EFMY ARG T FRABRLARE TR FEER 2 5L
Bed MR X SRR RS L 3F - Prescott (1995
p.39) it hiEd B e WMIFERFEARILZ p e ggd g
G RAGR ER AR RS AR S LB EER L B
A E g o Heath (1996) # 1 "L FER B FRFL HEE
gk pFIE B R K Hek Mzt d] o Carlinetal. (1999, p.6) L i&- #

TR R B PR R RIS ALY R g R TR

et (Carlinetal., 1999) o iz B o £ %% FF L F 4o % $3L 472

B R LRI G R RS LA E L Y B E

»
Iy

O Tal b
X ?g;;_u%ﬁi S N Rk }ﬁ,gz:rm kpAER ]f]m%f;—i” —i_%af'%ﬁ\

AR BERL S R HHEELH ALK R ] 4

4rf Teo (2000, p.62) 4cit ML FEF HA T E §¥ L 03 W A g e =
(Brockhoff, 1991; Folsom, 1991; McCrohan, 1998) - | &4 % & ¢ » A7 7 if

N R RO 7L TR B ] e JUR O F G 1 AR

TREURE - FE R EFAY 2 LT o
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Prescott and Bhardwaj (1995) & %+% R~ A EEFE L B2 € ¢ R

MEEAZEFT SRR EEL T PEEAZL 5 NBINLS DT - A F

({ri —%; ﬁ"%dﬁuArgﬁ;Lg—%;gggf—?ggﬁ)\ﬁ;;%ﬁ g’;ﬂt?‘f}g
oI EEET R TR GRLTEN, A gt ) B) R A ERR

PEi REIFEFTARA - EFERREFE S 2 - A PRI E TR
PEHES LT EIEN: EFRLIFE I RETEI GRS TR
DA KRR 3 oA wEE &Y K (Tao and Prescott, 2000) £ p A
(Sugasawa, 2004) #% £ 3 B /< o Sugasawa (2004) w2 3 B if > [ 7]
PP AEERAENYG b AR o R K RIS BT I
Tao and Prescott (2000) %= 3 - &-%F7 R L A E 2 ¢ (the Society of
Competitive Intelligence of China, SCIC) ¢ B g k= 3% » @ * T+
MEF IR LEFBATT > KB AP A A EEF - BRBDOE LD R
TR RS RREFSY 2 /I;V? I : Sugasawa (2004) 4-%t 67 =
e 2003 # 44 § 2 B L E S ¢ (the 6" Competitive Technical
Intelligence Seminar) 74 fF #F A XA Ev H > LR EAZTEDw R IT

ERTEERIFT OVAFFTEFAZHEHD AL EFTERLFEFI 2

-m\\\-i‘\

BB R EEERE PAL R T URB AR RAEY £
# R S A E A 34 3@k - Hannula and Pirttiméki (2003) # * ff #ic 7 e i

S frf t R SR G BREFR L0 Leng e - HTHEA S

#
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ERBRITEREEFRIFTENFBRAGRIFEP SRR AS

YA o Roiner (2008) #-11 1+ 4 B Q,ﬁuyx LS T
2 2WEFERYELF TR 7T HEST

i® * Prescott and Bhardwaj Tao and Prescott Sugasawa Hannula and Pirttimaki
(1995) (2000) (2004) (2003)
TR WLFEFB: -AD 4 ¢RI TR RLFEFABLRLLD | FEFE W
LATE D FehP B By p ARy W 50 4§ ¥ EEY
FREH * M E L) P K
AFHa = & RiEH b AE RitH b A% L ¥~ § 3 foman
AREEET AR 14AR T el e
1 ¥ A SriE o 1A
E AL i A 164 1> § »<h % 67 i»§ »ah % 46 > F 2k E
(v e © 37.8%) (v &3 : 67%) (v &3 : 92%)
Mg enE FRBMLTEREER dRERL TR E 6 R 2003 & % = /B # L HE N 50 + £ ¥
FEFAEE 6K
fiemy TERENE HEILEREAL - TERENE TERHENE
SErEY P RS AE
#risENH -
AT EIFEN TR
mfig MEFEFRFTH MEFEFRTH WIFEFRATR WA ER B b
Himy ~HimE:i Hi®E ~HEi - tt.ég.g%‘ir\ B BN i r 2k
FORR ~ EZpaugd) H=ipE %&%@mﬁ}if HmEa s Tk
AT~ i HEA R FF E Rl
EIRTECYEE ] RN B -EFANE U 2 SR T AR~ b
g {frE WL R — BN AL
E2ER SRS YREFRELTER R PAEETERIFE WMEFELSWEE
iRy AW SRE IR S = s kD S &
frin g BwELFERIR,
P RE LA EE PAfERY TR FE
MERAG B IE =+ 245
&0 e A R R LRI P S R &
5 {F 4o Bh AN A el

Source: Rointer (2008, pp. 1-31)
Dishman and Calof (2008) # {1 # < FE X FH X vten T - B % 6 4pen

#v 7] | (@ multiphasic precedent to marketing strategy) o ¢ #= 3 £ 32 4p B sk
SHEPAES D (OREFE QF EFE QR AL (i <

Ao B)3E AT E > (6)F B E > (Tis A4 4 » (B) Xk 3 ehk

-34-



/&-i% i+ (Dishman and Calof, 2008, p. 767) - Dishman and Calof :#-16 i %<

IER T AR ¢ LA 4 3 4 o

% 3R AE S 6 e @Y
2B R FEY FH(F22%) HAEE(EF)
Multinational Scanning Executives Keegan (1974) 50 (13 firms)
Environmental Scanning Key planning officers Fahey and King (1977) 12 (12firms)
Strategic intelligence systems Executives Montgomery and Weinberg ( 1979) 100 (30 firms)
Clin industrial marketers Managers Zinkhan and Gelb (1985) 164 (151 firms)
CEO environmental scanning CEOs Daft et al. (1988) 50 (50 firms)
Cl in general Executives Gelb et al. (1991) 20 (20 firms)
CA system organization Managers and analysts  |Ghoshal and Westney (1991) 153 (3 firms)
Cl systems Cl practitioners Cartwright et al. (1995) 59 (59 firms)
MI dissemination Executives Maltz and Kohli (1996) 788
CTI in manufacturing firms Manufacturing managers |Sawka et al. (1995) 104 (104 firms)
Cl and marketing decisions Executives Badr (2003) 227
Cl and strategic decision making Cl managers Badr et al. (2006) 79
Cl process Executives Dishman and Calof (2008) 1,025 (1,025 firms)
Cl and large companies Executives Global Intelligence Alliance (2005, 2007) |281
Cl practice and focus SCIP members Fehringer et al. (2006) 520
Cl practice in large Finnish companies |Executives Hannula and Pirttiméki (2003) 50

Source: Dishman and Calof (2008, pp. 766-785)
gtz b s Calof (1997) ¥4 £ f e r L FERLE S N

193
T
(export intelligence acquisition modes) :& {7 #* 3 - Du Toit (2003) 14 24 378
THEARRL FEATELN R ELI A De e K5 4% 4 F 1)

* eV e B w B S $ - o De Pelsmacker et al. (2005) #2309 Fus 2t

fr 292 ot fIpEA BRR v £ X F AL E P %Rk o Badr et al.

(2006) &-$H4F 2 8 - & ¥ —FoV WEF RS AEH NG A RERY 2R
B ReF 14tk R Her@ 79 PREAESE REFRMT
Dishman and Calof (2008) r+ 1,025 = & £ F#1 ¥ » # & £ |LTER
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B~ A feidifeni v 002 B S ehy 2 o Saayman et al. (2008)
& 601 LA ER I a 2ot JIpEFES B R rendl o <#@rﬁm\g
REFRNFZ AT ©

VR AL R FR LA TR ARSI FERMN R EF Y -

A 50 AT T4 FRRARELFLEFEFRSTE L RIS

BH B RPN AT Y Bk o FRAY REATES SR o TEEALT
Eir A B2 et ¥ IENEH e AL AL I DL BT Y
A EFFRA oM AEREAR &3 A ddR L FEF A1

Er L ST BT ASNE R T 5L R
& BRLFEAEE oy
AR RATE R ARENEATE 0 M RARRL T A4

AH RN EFERERE Y ORG WEFER R o FlL 150 pF

‘—,3:

,;ﬂméLﬁ.i/%{. - I EF1 i \1',;;\7\7_@;52 » iHa g';j\p;i

FHEF NP R FED C RLFEFIFL P RPFERIFTES S



TRRAE - mEFELR A w2+ (Bose 2008, p. 511)» ¥ ¢
11 Kellogg USA President Gary Costly 7 # " #< r & &+ »cF £ 0L #
LB N E g R RS RS E R e (B3

Prescott and Miller, 2001, p. xi) = ; McGonagle and Vella (2003) & it I %

TEEAFVARBERE NIRRT - I FEARFTIL 2 0 d Ry &
fer o g 0 A RAGRSAE T AT g AR kAR 2 U R
¥ # o2 F o Prescott (1995) # 3 Mirk s L &8 v nF wiie f £l i
fop A oo SRS FR D2 F 0 TRIRE TR HEF S AL -
BERn T To BF ] F I FFImy s R Nging 2 (Lackmanetal,

2000, p.6; MacKay, 2001, p.23) - Jaworski et al. (2002) 4cit T st &£ 542

=

i

e EELEI] G EEra R AL B Fg <& R 4 2 (Jaworski et
al., 2002, p.300) - | FREFie—- HIJE N LT ES F E Frn2 - L Aph B
Ko 2 HBA PR MEFTEECHEFALERPE  BATREXRT

B ZEIED BRERRE LT EABFET AR R HA T F
AT R RAGRL FEEAEY B RAFERE VYRR

A FFE o - 2 A - B AL BT i B3R 40 Fuld and Borska (1995) 4

T
-

FEANMBR F R FRR TR I HELFE A (Fuld and

¥
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Borska, 1995, p.50) - ; Prescott (1995) # # M < 4 E > % v i &5k Ak
BERFE TREBEOFELTELES DAL ANEFRLTE DY

tatke 88 LA ¥R T RG FTRBE - AL FEaEE 2 it

§§§

p.50) - ; Sugasawa (2004) ~ “aFT 7 ¢ ML EG B @2 F i

LA EFE T AR R F AL o 19 B2 chHE_Sugasawa -3t 100 Fp A £ Eie
FREDEHTAZET YRR > E(R)FENEALEREA LY @4
B EREFRPREOAGIRIFEFEN A 4L Dick X7 LH
Rl E 1 F REFR T MR F v RIFERTLEFFEIFI &M
B g2 E o & Fldopt Sugasawa T F SR B AP AR G 17 R4 ¥
SR I 10 M

Hannula and Pirttimaki (2003) 45 ) > 4o 2 5 - B § b 2 32 ¥ 7 2

i
e

RIS R F R AR A E L R RELET

FEEGET G > SR B EHIAFEE o BIRFHLFE £
¥FZE-B Ao FEEA AR L A EFREEZ NI HLFTL TR
AA ki FERL FEFESH e o Vedder etal. (1999) %= 3 3P >
ERMAEs Mo fRFls 22 £ FRLTES iR ERLTE
T8 %73 21 12 8 0 F)EE o Tao and Prescott (2000) 5 #4757 » BLE T

AT R AR A AR IR A RPN ARIFE



et

S

iy & (Tao and Prescott, 2000, p.74) o | $*#7 3 %] 5 $h A e~ ~ & ¥

AHRENEREARTYRFRBLAALAEFTEFL R E DN L

e AP ER sl FE o iy A8 ey dﬂz O G TEe—
B E & RAL

P AR - g RS FERE

E] N

F..
#
"
ﬂ N

B iz T ¢ o Herring (1996) #% 41 4 & " 2% F =& | (measures
of effectiveness, MOE) 51 (1) agRER (2 & »(3) FEE R H
(4) Ao~ > e T8 F AR R A HTE 2 0 Sawka (2000) » 3% T #E i en
FRGE (L) SR Q) Hrder () Rr PET (@) plB -
Walters and Priem (1999) ¢ * Dess and Robinson (1984) # 3 ¥ g %
REFE X £ F I (#3501 p Roitner, 2008) - <37 FALE ot gip

TS T S TR Y SRR R 3 R £

AELGA G E BRI EL ZOREE L) - TR FE - Fourie
(1998) 4= Walters and Priem (1999) & i» & jief2 3 < gk&p T sE A E N
it L ikdp b T p AT 4E2 | (self-reported information) £ &

¥ Tamep (735 % % | (the subjective self-assessment of the companies) -
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V- AR e i e M PRI TE 0 g
4> ) (earning per share, EPS) 22715 § % = % s & 4
o (R BRIDAE S 2 chfaEs > King (1997) ST F B A o Tioa
FRELFEFER L] SR RDEEL G AR AT RF R G2

ForA R - B ARR > e Bty DL FEHEE oG B

W

»
DS

—\
=

=

F oA,

¥

¥ AR ZRET R EHEE LR RULF A

®
A

% blde TV iER M €522 ) (alternative accounting method) -+ 3%

FogEV Ly RARE L LR RIPR S - BRI DEFRFHLLLR
FEREAFEEARLTRE L CE b2 0t AW e g e SRR
- BREFRLIFE AT ARFILE T AL - B A A

EE LR AL ETF op ¥ FE2L P o EF1{ 4 Subramanian and

IsHak (1998) i ¢ £ F»c2 F B L T E k2 Feanhl 2 T £ @ ¥ 3%
SHE AR AREREHE Y L EE { < f1EF (Subramanian and IsHak, 1998,

p.7)o , i T F A& 4FF 5 (return on asset, ROA) 5 F4li 4 =g
ke TR AR EERED ARSI FE LAFRERES AN
Subramanian and IsHak (1998) %3 # K = B B>t 6 1 &

EERPRE S RATRREIEAD X TAiEp AR (the

subjective self-assessment) & "L £ F & * ¢ &2 & 7R R
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(non-observation of the competitive intelligence information use) % :& & & -t
N EGE g U e

Kilmetz and Bridge (1999) #5 it - B#EX FE = IFE L 78 #3] S
Bl2977 > 2 £ EBFLFRERYFERLTHEMESE > 34 (returnon

investment competitive intelligence, ROIC) ¢+ = 2 4 gL FEL %9 (705 >

The Variables of Competitive Intelligence Valuation

NS

The Fundamentals of Competitive Intelligence Valuation

S

Assessing the Value of the Investment

B 2 Kilmetz and Bridge # < 47 £ = F# £ ROICI & 47 #-%
Source: Kilmetz and Bridge (1999, pp. 4-11)

- PEEO L P E ¥ 8= (The Variables of Competitive Intelligence
Valuation) : % £yc B ML FEL 2L AL TR LS G T 444
for fed MR FEARE  £RHFT 1) TR Q) REF O

% 0 (4) FAUET 0 (5) PR
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- Y E A#HZT& (The Fundamentals of Competitive
Intelligence Valuation) @ # ¢ » T & | 23 S AW F - BEFT A

THPFRE LR AP EFRS MELFEEFRAH T
HEfMPRstdd Az i e mmE Fadr £ o0 ki
PFOFRERGFRIFELEIAGFAE - BREH T H o L0 L
HrEE ¥~ %8 > Kilmetzand Bridge 2% 17§ ¥ » B3pean%d 5 AH
kit y o LE’}’%?TJL? v & ROICI i FriE» &7 % = [F K 72 - Kilmetz and
Bridge i &3 7 B IFK D IRfrb F TN E o SRR K- B AT 0 R F
Bragd L EE2HME o Ft ¥ 183 ROICI [worst]~ROICI [likely]
v % ROICI [best] = 7 % i} B8 5% o

FZIFE R KF 0l & (Assessing the Value of the Investment) @ &
- BRREFED EERFAFATREFTES R ELTHE - 1945 ROICI
T THEERERGEE G O RErRFEEFEDEY PRS- 4
SR B BRAR TR TR (FUHEE T A EREE E
FReF T2 ZTREFHEREIFTEL RSN o

Davison (2001) # ! ¥ - #&7% F*t Kilmetz and Bridge %7 3 >
"EEEAR G iR FIEERY > T RS | 2 (P e om i 3R

T - BEAED > T L L FEGE T (the competitive intelligence

measurement model, CIMM) o | :Z#-A] p en¥ 5 7 2 {5 L FEDRT
N P
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3F i & (the return on competitive intelligence investment, ROCII) - %434

(%

WMEFEANTRL - BT D TRAFEL Do & (Value
of Cl outputs) & = >t "&£ FE ¥ » 0¥ & | (Value of Cl inputs) -

Davison #-i< &£ & 11 (Cl outputs) fris & E 3 ~ (Cl inputs) ~
PRL T ES R RIS S 2 B F s RS LS uRR

BWHRL TR LRI FE DS PREFEPRFTHEMIRZ P~

AN

FRAmEFERL N enles 2 F ) deB] 3 977 o Davison ik ¥ #riE = i s

s

FEFEFY AB L FEL LN AR P UERH R L ELFEE o

CI Outputs
v \ 4

Tactical Outputs Strategic Outputs
1. Assess |nc_remental value 1. Prediction accuracy ratio
2. Measure risk f_actor 2. Objective fulfillment
3. Objective fulfillment 3. Measure satisfacation
4. Measure satisfaction * QOverall satisfaction

* Overall satisfaction * Actionable recommendations

* Actionable recommendations * Quality

* Quality * Relevance

* Relevance * Timeliness

* Timeliness * Accuracy

* AC(_:uracy * Insightfulness

* Insightfulness

@ 3 Davison #< % E ROCII =% i3
Source: Davison (2001, pp. 25-38)

E'IRS

T ERIA LT E N~ B R} et 2 o Davison 23k 3
prig * T4 % At &) ) (the ratio of time spent) 3+ 4p B i vg 1227 e gied

WA AEA D o Davison Ty P HIFE 2R B Biwbcit > R AT A
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AR o R IR K e RO RS TR ARG W o

R 2 o R R RIS RS LT R 0 T

FENM AT > AMGREIFEFEFLNG - BERRE LG I

FERE B P AFERLFE - LPES - BHTAE

FIE YREFHLR

YRR RRP > - LAl 2 B KEPRIFEHLF
*# ¥ g7 B (Kilmetz and Bridge, 1999; Davison, 2001) - & &_{%f &
G BRI EFERAFENG AR 0 TR RFAE S 7 T8 e A

EEARRAIF % QHRRIEL 2R oy cGFFL M FiF

-44 -



L3 2#e- PR L FEamcd B i@ 285 vi ¢ 8N
L

Hesford (2008) s~ 3 3! T - BEH LI L FEPM Lo g &

i e
G e R R T ALY > LR B RLF S oI B AR O E > &

w

ME L enard o ARG I REEFHFALE L AR B DR 3%
W o 5 - B g% (Porter, 1980; Davenport and Prusak, 1998) - it 4v
Vedderetal (1999) 73 %% "¢ w2 ¥ L FELH DL EFHLFM
o SR AFERE PR B FRL RS 0 4 REMT RS S P g T
- B 25 g2 (Vedderetal, 1999, p. 113) - | #7372 » L FE R &
R RIFIRFETRSTE > { RFRFATR G o B
#L g% (Wright and Calof, 2006) - st A7 £+ r 2 8 on & ok R3] inde

AL FOERI3 o AFLES LI LRI kG A ELR

et kR4 (Walle, 1999) -
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giiﬂié

FEFARUE AT TR AL S BB A 0 B At A

#& ~ & P (Porter, 1980; Davenport and Prusak, 1998) - H =t 1 < }I§L T A3

Ffem g A Rk TRIFET A F R F K L3 R 0%
Be s S | L 24 % 5] (Belich and Dubinsky, 1999) - T AT
TR L T EREA K EEFHALF ALY o kAL (Fuld, 1985;
Kahaner, 1996; Dishman and Calof, 2008) - ]t » A% 7 1 & 11 = BIFEE
% - FE -~ 7 v Doll and Torkzadeh (1988, 1991, 1998) #& 1 33t ¢
By AR en T Sl B4h ) 23 (System-to-value chain) ¥ i 2225 F A 2
oo AP RIS 5 A Y 245 (theoretical framework) % = FE A
BeAFEy Gy oA R THRLIFE ) f At E%h - NE: A
T P& 03] (conceptual model) 17— By e FEH S = A

FHURLFEREABEEFIHFLF AR OSIER N - BRI D

‘3\\-

EL

(draw a conclusion) » 1335 A7 “TH * R 23 42 FEmR P ¢ R R
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A Y AR DR B AP KRR TR BT 5 .
BHRA PR TT UL L RAHAF T ok Py (M S > 2008) -
Tt g A A R R G T B O RS TR RS k0 oa AHA
TRIAFENEEI pepe B 4 - SR IEF R M aoasbld R g
RRERESEE > FR AP R AR EARR A S R ARG
TR @ (Maeis® > 2008) o AR AT L L & A#HFT L L AR P D

RRE2- BEF HBPErAAERIL ¢ 7 THRLTFE T LE3F2

Howard and Sharp (1996) # &= 3 > 2 . ' & L;g d B i A7 3
NETAR AR ARAF o TR B E AR FRL F 3T v

* 7 foLf% -, Sekaran and Bougie (2006) 73 * 2 f#f 5 [ - B e

1’{

foos ks s EAR L AAH o F - B F;}J?;}:ﬁ? “EHT R ED S
e P FHE X8I 24952 o | Leedy and Ormrod (2009) i&— #
W TP 2 AEShT Rl Py - BERE AL AR R

B ASMEIR G TPV U LHFPEFALFERE » - BRIENE
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AR o BB R KL TFE T2 Jd 0T B ARG

F-mAg i FE- B 5 EA SR fE (intersubjective) 7 Vi
FFABRDFRETfATE - BIEKARHARBRIFL 2L LR

ul

LFFLAR TR AN AR AL AR @Y AT

i 1 4

T s

[ER

jij'g."zb. l/ﬂ’)ﬁ’*’ I/ﬁﬁ 56};%;

-
ol
ELS

EEN TR

9]

Eiad

TR AP REEEFERNRR - TRREDFENR 22 AF

ﬁ, /Eﬂ‘*ﬂ& ﬁﬂk‘p L E ’]{»*ﬁ:r\-}i}gﬁ’)’% ;\«fp;fﬂ__;ﬁ—»,/é é_‘ﬁ’_pg};];é&jg‘/gn;z;ﬁ

{

AR RE S FE S PR A TN PR AR 5T

%ﬁﬁgﬁ,pzAﬁwﬁﬁﬁﬁié%jl?{%@&Eﬁiﬁ’ﬁ{
AR EFRHEACFAFTARRDNPFE - RFZLIAPREFTL S - L&

TEE? REFNTRELATER SRDER AT AR BZE G DL F
frdes gl

Trochim and Donnelly (2006) ## "f# i &4 - f3)m + e S
(rejection of metaphysics) - | Torchim and Donnelly # ) &2 B ch8_5 7 4§
HAPHEBEAORE - RZFTPHIES L T REFPEIA Y NEER

BIcpEV U ERER LS o ERAZNGEHF

=

ik B AR Aok

ulf

F-BREFY > A3V ARRE D FELRPRYE S5 - T
MR FE ™S N o B ”ﬁ Er B F ﬁﬁ%frgﬁljg‘ » A F ;E;E.Hr.}@:ﬁ;q

Top o F@AERL RETHELAEEF PP ool B2 0 18

-48 -



= g Fm?)ﬂv L & BRI ITES 0 BRSd E AR T oL R
poERT R o

ERAT IR ALY R AT E T RR > RS- B &
TBIES N E RS EN B N ER L AT il BN G o IR R
Hehpat > Ay AR FIR T 2Ty 2k AR hiE s Y ki iEdae
ek B e Ty Ko ie 7T B B % (hypothesis development)
e UK BlE ) (hypothesis testing) =& * - Sarantakos (2005) 35 "# %
LR R T KRR G TR % (variable) H 3 H OB T A L&
(operationalization) z_ {s - ff‘u? Mou B 7 iR AR hA) 2 (formulating
hypothesis) o | #& &t Tk | eha & p end F 777 A B274cd ~ A 7oz
BEAE > RE- BRI ER o AF L EHFRT TR ) LHRRE
R R BM G- PELE o Sme b TR | AL P
- BP g hfEAe s d o TR LFT AR EHEFaFT L RIE R
"z @ ) (verified) & Tz % | (falsified) eh % » & 7 £ 9F 7k #
BEFTARENFAT B %R EM T2 (accepted) & F_ TS |
(rejected) enw#Hm -7 A B A RBE L EFTALSH T EREF fopR

EREAR e § RS 2 WM GBI e RS 2B DA 2

IR

TG 5L Ml T RBOGEE f R R -

83K & % (hypothesis testing) i # &~ @ BR B0 fr2 5 TR
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(assumption) » 7= §_— 78 %8 4% (population parameter) - X% > &d - B
i’ﬁ,‘jmﬁ:ﬁ& i i o ?Jﬁij‘ FLEZEE T ]f’!’l'ﬁ“‘%“"% A F Ave A, s

SEAEE S TN S U SL PR RN S Yt & LR

Ay
HE T 22 P RF;oF 7 42 f 0k &0 et (Judd et al., 1991;
MEEE S > 2008) c BT UM ERAANERNE L P ]
- AR N ERFEAL Y ,lﬁ 78T 71 & R (Sarantakos, 2005; Ft 5%

j=% > 2008) :

U)P?ﬁ%ﬁ%?ﬁiééﬁﬁw’#ﬁ%ﬁ’P§4ﬁ

il
@
S

e
g

B A ﬁ,{ﬂ’i g ﬁi\%;ﬁ‘o

O) FTHERZ T HEE - i - LT PREDEK = 278 KK
SRR ZIBPRGR D BT BRI L B % 2 7 BRI Akt
B % =38 PIEAT Ak m (Wilson et al., 1993; misti=% - 2008) -
- HBRT YR RERGE G R Bl o R AW N £
HERFEREOSFIREHERLAFELT R LE o

BakE 2 ¥ LD MF N 0T A gL (1) A 250 (descriptive form)

& B I A5 (rational form) o AciE PN A B A HE S EFH 0BT 0 A
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BEEEE A N R E G TRk FREFHBMESE 2 o (2) T A5t
(directional form) -~ £ z_w a5 3% (non-directional form) g & »z35 3% (null
form) o Bt 7 A B £ 4Ap b T TR E A SR - R B e
kool Tw AN IEK ) AR ‘«Liﬁ % T8 T gz BBl ko Aok R Flc

SRR - 2 e RS B 0 B et o b e A S R

"
i
:\a‘]\
-~

u

»&

P H }E’r]‘ff'%% [ SR 4 A llf_/l’ﬁsfftx-,—:—l ~ B

A

oo T2 0 FENNIR TIPS BPEFERBRZETSM G T AR R

El

RERP LEM AL T N BE L w50 o A A BT AR

R B ENEE R S U R R R N ARt o LT )
PR S 0 K LT R R P AT R TR M g

- BRES e R ARG A E AT FRAD G ML N F AL

Bt PRIV FTBERTANET2ZF A M FE ROl g r

—

R M4 F TR (Sekaran and Bougie, 2006; e % > 2008) -
G T RS BRE AT RE P FFR AN RS
FeRPmiRE USIFELBELEFIRLE AR EFE LT

2l 5

2% RTR MY RALE KA T O AIE

i
-Pg'\
( N\
&
F}
?«k
002

EEFL

R2NE
=
S
ﬂS\‘]‘\

ELL g B NEE e R4 et AL T E oo

i
-
e
!
®
%

S LA AL REER T, TERIFETRE

g‘ /»v\’}ff'ff'ma-? ﬁﬁiijﬁfﬁg jfﬁﬁié—%it’xl%?%ﬁ%P\@%??J\
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B AR R A L R R T $A AT 4 R

FA 3 #-4efe i 7 - Kinnear and Taylor (1995) #% ' T — B4 3 infefr— 7
PRy - pEmE PR BB A B e TR 2T
FACF e E Ve EBREFAL LT ) PREFFT A ARBFALR
oA AR TR B AT A TR DR B TR T § B A o

- BRADFEFIREFF LRI RREET R AR BFT P O

LF-RME PR EFTANELLEHRT R o - a7 o Ty RE
CEHET R AR R L R AR AR 0 FIRF A BT AR

v

T RIERT L T4 AT L P - Easterby-Smith et al. (2002) 35 T A

%ifrﬁﬂ%agiiﬁﬁﬂ’iiif#}— [FRE vf? P RETG A ﬁfrlg_& R B
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2

S AR R E R > A P AR AT B

V) miEz-mip @i yE T aEsragAlig, nzr TX
oy ZHPALELER 2 BT R G

(2) A FAC B Y T 2310k v RS R R AL TR Rl e
LR AT ] Bk

(B) FLFELE RN AR BEFELT e LB EFP T

F
2R GFEH IR AR LRI A AR A EINE R P

(5) # 4 i Phl -
(6) @ 3 K3+ o
(7) FA el > m Ao

(8) iF &I o ik T B AT T

-

e 4
5’:’1;'] p{ﬂ_? °o 3%

BN
W
I
17,
_\'
(3

TR T R R ARl 4 S
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A
F:[i- FA 2
2 4 fe 2 #lit
I
v
Rk | N
A Hifefz il B

MAnREFELBREFFIN L gL AR
Source: Sekaran and Bougie (2006)

Bl 4 3 A2 g P T R AT RBUT AR FE T PG

= CER

(1) B % P cho 8 % SRS ATE I % 0 B llort & 4F A L e

R s FARIFES EERH A AR L BII B

WS BT P H - BIREOTRR AF LT S mL P D

S L B TR CE AT A ARETL L Fe i B $a s rE e
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AR A EARLTERE G RPOF TSR T U IERAIoR AR R
HIW R &2 42 R e A7 4 = % (Sekaran and Bougie, 2006; & 8% %
2008) -

() 7 R AR S N oy AR - AT REA LA
BB e F] S AR At AT T R AN AL BT R P
BrE R S TR AR A B R RN R B F T
R EEGE MBMEFA Y NELGFAY A REF- Ay Bl
BiEs B L P E R Benhl o T E4na B R Rl
Feng v ma Za B> G 0 B ko s (nature of relationship)

Bf T3 epHC5% (pattern of relationship) o ] % 287 7 R 3L &7 Bk € L 2 7
TAREHOFE T SR AGFE Y ERF i E2 - B S BHE R
B A7 EARSEE- BRI BIRESE B BT P REAT
i RAE ek c Bhla o - BHEPEEIRE AL AR NEE
BRrR B4 H e S RAEFAE BT o - BFR T R
TART Ui R Rl R Fl{o g & ¢ﬁ)j‘ﬁ Mg IR R EEE
FAARMB R A ATl AT AR AR Ak P e R
Fr o2 RERAFIRID "FRRERIFELTIAAELS L £
BRELE AR ERET R

(4) P B AR AR P R R - B
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e L3 e EAR R ADTRET U B G R
P AP I RPULBR O TS FRMALE 4 2000 =8
AethA*fl g8 éiE 200 = % %;*Jﬂz R B EE TR A PR
r e R o

G)FEFH - FTFHIFRREBPFEANFFTARALTEFTFISHE R
(causal relationship) # &_1p B |2 (correlation) #= 7 i& {7 o " LR ¢t ik
FEAAMFU ] FLEE R W LT REA LY QRS R L
500 < & §_ 1000 «~ s ¥FHFRFEEFAL LT AT AF - T4
AR RRGAAMENITY LI REE LY

HAFTERF b AL BT BRSO 8L R 5T

;_

A EEYEmEL Ear 2000 =8 R 5 A28 R EEER 200

e

-30\

MAFEFREDL ERPREEJ2ZD 7T A 4w
FRAFEDB AP h e TR FTHIRESS T R AL SR
(non-contrived setting) i T #-ET 7 F I E

(6) FLMRFER MFREIFTRT? - FELER ~F 977 D] &
AR VJJ)’I&%LJ‘! PR g & (longitudinal dimension) et v %A
(cross-sectional dimension) - 4 MR EdA 7 L R K T KFERFF
EEMF ORI RRF T REOR R e BRI R

- chpb R BLBAT T chF) % M o AFTE S v PR L)
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EBEEBRAF AH I RALE R AP TR AAER
FRA AT R R o

7)) FrRE AFTERLBFR U FSY FEMLE 4 2,000
PR SHRAF OB EEER 200 e EFHAFRERER S

APREED

-

FoR T AR B A D e SR

(w.

R ERET Uzt A ST (non-contrived setting) iR T T B
TR R TR

B) FLF MLt e e RFIHFHN - FLREfrBERKRT 277
e Bl T R N UE S W R E S8 i o R

FFA ARy c A2 REALLm > F-pReiE TRE5

(pre-test) "L e h R FF L HNEFF 2 HRIFEPM LN %

Do AMEL - RREET I ARB AR SN T
PHEEESHFL P EOLLEER LB F ARRAFE L B 4

%W%a?ﬂﬁwﬂﬁﬁiﬁépiﬂ%ﬁ%%?iﬁ%ﬁé@@»P
TREZ RS ERAR AT R ST RSP P RS E A
EAELFRRLF MRS LR mE T o 2RIV Y

aeRE %o PR TR X Eopi | (pilot test) o #@EE oS
AEBYRLFEFERLTES P2 EopiadnLt 7 o L

T2EENEEF M SmartPLS 2.0 st AT ME TR £ LA
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AR R AR F N SRR R LS R ERRE B SR
% )*Ih%s;] (Straub, 1989) -

9) TR AT e NFA TR L L BEFRRYEIRE ST RFLT]
RN G AR % SUT ERARLE LR RS A SRR - A A () Yl

AR BERR T B i > AR T K AW 5 A

i AR

HEBH wHe || #EFH || ArvE || =
B BEF A
x )
& it
el v
3 ]
4 o E B Bx || ArEH i

aé R || RS || HEMREE || KEFK g

M5 s FELEEEFHL PR Ry

Source: Sekaran and Bougie (2006)
A g o Uk s @ 4a ) (System-to-value chain) # &K% - FF A

LA SRS FEREA R EERHL A RPPEPRR > 2E

B % & 5

<k

RN ‘%‘«%fgi? R ik 2 o Doll and Torkzadeh (1988,

=

1991) 4% ki EasetE s 24 2 & (belief) ®F&E & (attitude) - & A&
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£ imul AR AR Y R AR -

Doll and Torkzadeh (1998) i = ¢ Hirschhorn and Farduhar (1985) # %

2

sz T ki e R plE  (the multidimensional measure of

system-use) kfFE AL iEY T pE ki r R o i B eRT AL

AN
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S
)
=
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S
o

RAE2EFR P FEETAREZETRELL > AfF B FE
WEA L FHE A MIHL  RIBE  RIFR ORI L2
o R R g BB o AR ARG R RS - S 4 %
B ERE kMg it 3RF e (Fuld and Borska, 1995; Prescott,
1995; Kahaner, 1996) - %% & 12 g-g Wi AP REERFLEAREFR

EFTRRE TR UETREEE - TS LTS S

NN

R iEsar THE, hEeSLF o F- PR RS2 0B 6 47
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g] 6 11 /Ja 5 I% I8 FW Ld: *#Eﬂ ﬁ“_‘«ﬂl
Source: Doll and Torkzadeh (1988, pp. 259- 274) Doll and Torkzadeh (1991, pp. 5-10);
Doll and Torkzadeh (1998, pp. 171-185); Torkzadek and Doll (1999, pp. 327-339)

Yo EyBRE ARy BRAR

Shane (2000) F#EA T H N T EEF I AN Lo ¥R a g
AR EARY £ & P84 (Shane, 2000, p. 450-451) - B 1y i ¥ - T
B RRBA BTG BRd BRXEE E1 FE%RDTHET 3 F
fe i R @ 2 ehF M A S (Shane, 2000, p. 451 -453) ¢ 5 & ¥ B A
¥E R A - iﬁgﬁiaﬂéf&%}%ﬂ% (Miao and Liu, 2010) - " & 4 £ 15 42
ik T AL TRE BT A TREFETA O NP LELES
Fe i g L e & (Badr et al., 2006; Dishman and Calof, 2008;

Saayman etal., 2008) o L AFEA N g FY T& S (GBS HG

EPnm B F 0 4 M e N R RT B R RS T
Hp 27 B L F oy L foiks # = (Fuld, 1985; Gilad and Gilad,

1988; Kahaner, 1996; Teo and Choo, 2001) - ; &7 B fr e = & 5L FE

g AR ez HBERgER RS AT UMEFEREE L EE

e

RN AE AR BE o AP f'?#;%‘? L pE T ’\’)I?c:bp‘;}
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P FNENEE R R S T C AR Syt A

B 7HE 8L R LD oy FFEE = ML A
Source: Badr et al. (2006, pp. 15-32); Calof and Dishman (2002); McGonagle and Vella
(2003); Maio and Liu (2010, pp. 357-363); Shane, S. (2000, pp. 448-469); Teo and Choo
(2001, pp. 67-83); Saayman et al. (2008, pp. 383-387); Tyson (1990)

P28 FIHs LRRFES S
R - F e pE o REFEF e 2R A 7 TEERIR
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B % & % (accumulated expertise) ™ % L FHF B iR A L f2
(personal understanding) » & & W & chF > & ;gﬁ i 74 % (Betsch
etal., 1998) - iz the K apr it LB G RiT % B 7+ 8 o
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e
F_L

EFEBMIFARIFTERABA KR AL o B A Ka KA
G HIpL 0 HERATE RS R AL MR Y EAF A
é‘g"ﬂ;;&@ig, ° J_ﬁ\dﬂszr’ik e é« N ﬂ;;;k:]'_\?‘;&ﬁ\‘r}k ﬁg,,u;{ B A

bk REAY B BB FAR ST 4 L ER A 6 Tk

KT & ehd & ~ % (Mintzberg, 1971, 1973; Shane, 2000; Miao and

Liu, 2010) -
EEFHLFAD R SRR (1) &% 8- Shane
(2000) #= TEMA A E T SRR SR H N AERR

=)
w
i
=
e
=
=
i
3
-
¢
=
P
&
~fo
3
A
%
s
]
e
1|
%
=

RAPER R G - B FRLF T A B A BARARE B AT S R AL

BHArA EHRUE REBRACT TR o | FENL AT AT

BRL SFBMAFABCRHLERIRLFARLE

THEEFre R
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&
S

FEERE

SrEEad e AR hEes s $ o (1) KPR T4
WL EERY £8 - BIFE > R P RALHEERRES U A
F8H H e § R F PR B A ke L B TR

& i |hE = (McDonald, 1996) o (2) #u& A 45 « £ — £ & %

[

B
o

PR R FFRE B A RETEAE AR A

Ik

¥

\

PREE S RN 3 N % = NE.E NN R S

e
5

Yot B - AL RSP HAFSE S Rk a4
MAEREAR TR EENT T a0 A T E R A
53 & (Badretal., 2006) - (3) Wi 4|z o =B ALY B A &

23 P-A k= i+ > Fleisher and Bensoussan (2003) #& ! 35 P i b "%

FHEGIASHEE Y RTIE R FEREA A A L ET R
%‘} e R & - kP s g o (4) #1417 £ 424 - Badr et al. (2006)
B TR ARG Y LR LA - BIE BRI FE
FEEAR T AP EFAEAERE > E LRk R FHY

-\

FRAPTE R o - PR P HRART U BRI LERE R
KU EREA XA IMERFF > 4 L0k kR F ol 84

(Badretal., 2006, p. 30) - ; % &£ F B F¢ L g a5y s Ay E SR

LR AR MR T 0 £ E B A F K T @343 (Fuld, 1985;
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Dishman and Calof, 2008) - F]p* A 7 & 317 5K o

B2 REFEEEHEEINLFARLEI HFI» P

I

CREFEARD
Bernhardt (1994) 47 s & & s FE AR (L k)%
& 0 q ’;’%T&Eéi#a‘;dﬁ TPl Ea * A FEPFHOAEE o 3K

LEANd AR EREEES & (1)

B

L FM oo ‘EILQLFJ & EHH

3l

LHEREA R HBIH LD E L F S T3 UEMERT

=%

2§ (Fuld, 1985; Kahaner, 1996) » 3 £ % "/ £33 4477 45 1135 18
PRERERVUEIMYRIGERG A HE A KA FOOfp L S
Fin (Graef, 1997) - E i £ 400 FHHF L Mg Efom LIS

2 A KA SfoRix v & 337 (Haynes et al., 1998) - (2) B wAARF
&

\;'IL ° gﬁ‘;— %‘}iﬁj‘\;%.}i/; FE*:N}: ) %—3_ fa’ﬂ%/fkélr_ A ﬁ:\i/iﬁl“ﬁz‘— K’/T\‘ )
AL AR EL L Pm,{ﬂgz ?\;H‘ » & AEFTIe S &3:_/7);!.]5\\4_,, g . ﬁiii

FAPMATE o Mt E TR A A LR S F st £ (Soh et al,,
1997; Yovovich, 1997) - % £ ¥ B FF i F it AL A EREEF D5 11
AR TR EEFRL AR TFLFR A (Fuld, 1985,
Kahaner, 1996) - F]4t 287 3 #& 31T 7K o

BRS REFEANHEEINLFARIBIHFLHRP-
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EFEBRFLIFARLE

Leidner and Elam (1994) 5 ##7 7 45 TR FETAE B F
K7 &HF - L& F % (Leidner and Elam, 1994, p.140) - Eisenhardt
(1989) Fmy s M 2afeng £ 43 e T/t NHRB LG R PP
REREEAR AR BEPERIZHFL o - iFad- LR
#rE 4q 1% - 4 Leidner and Elam (1994) # 7 4 " A2zt fois p £

pez] AR E Y e R P IRIRBE T MBS R P A R A T
A RfrBEE RS A ARG ERDES A FEEE 1
1% (Leidner and Elam, 1994, p.139-144) - | F| 4 < % v > B3 A
FhefFETrard E RS AR N REAROFERIRE L E
(Mintzberg, 1971, 1973; Mintzberg et al., 1976) - F¥ 2 ¥ o ¥ B 42
EPRI AT (T AR L AT B R AR AL S LA T4
THEHFHAR ERGEARPTLFEEF £ £ (Leidner and Elam,

1995, p. 645) - Walters et al. (2003) 4*%+ % W ¥ & "W ¥£2 7 | £ ¥

BHAFEFFEFAI TR "B H e P& F 74
WAL EAsE R g saen§er > T8 A TP FNNZ B F
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FRAFTUAFEY THUEERFRT PR R R 2
A AL e gy g a2 (Porter, 1980) - Venkatraman and
Ramanujam (1986) 3 G¢ v A 3 Z 36 kg 5 (1) Mir

Gort e Y FOH L £ EYIFESET (2 EF R dpar

A S - T MR R BAE -~ m4ad - (2) B
Frx A EEIRIADER C RTA PRFZ OB 8 ~ w3l A A eh .
@p‘%,ﬁﬁ)ﬁxgg-ﬁﬁﬁlgﬁ;@%{rﬁliﬂ&%@ B ?'ﬁiﬂ"*—:—
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Prasarnphanich, 2003; Tippins and Sohi, 2003) -

|=b\
mg\\’l.\\
SN'
)
‘F,.

i

bE- BRLERAFF R b LY Lir BY

‘1-

(Hovis, 2000) » § 4F g £ g »cp| FH F 3742 HFE 375 Feha # B E

7

b

(McCarthy, 1992) - Subramanian and IsHak (1998) F* % % & 7 7 4xit £

-~

Fhok ] A@OT G AT kg REEL LSS RT A ]
Bt enfly o b EYEEAS LEFHL PR L FE

- BERP AR A ZEF Y XS A= (Hovis, 2000) - & & P HLehA

Mo g EEA R SRl G FI T g s g dess o R ISP
FEAT NF L RLAFESL LA LR A FET L E e
HLEFRAE R RORE 2 ALY oK R DR
1 e AR R i Fr i o (Teo and Choo, 2001, p. 68-72) -

AR R RERE T EEFRFIL AR P P
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7 K= g2 ‘zi_\ Yk v ot a2 s S sz
A )‘rai‘g BB IR AT > %@% z:{«frj_ T E

A

o

)3 Fe AL 4 a2 M 4, 3z 2
Fhod Rkony BERL B 2a [ AR = ‘%\4
li —L’ > . A& 2 _‘/ g S

<& % | (revenue prospect) : §E4pi% ~ (2) FEHF e T § * =55

(cost evaluation) % fir® 4q1% > 122 (3) 1 iFg s [ F @y
(managerial effectiveness) & #r& fp ik © &= B BB L 225 ¥ = 5
# B & F MY i E 34 (Teo and Choo, 2001) © F]¢t » T 7] ik
KA TR o

B4 NREFELEEEB L FARHE E Ry

FRELwESE-

e - N 1L - T = = 'z 22 JENvS 2z
TR LR Rk (A LB Ao 4 T o

= 'J_ —_ T 2ip— B ’ 2 ~ n - 2,

Rtz g g pihdd 2 e A7 B 27 #F 3
3__"‘“;-‘” Gé;i:)\;—‘{ 4;,/,\ T o y — o — = v pbk 4 N .
BBk s e FIAPGHS o L2 A FEL e 1 A2

KAl > 4ol 8 S o

-68 -



AT LS 2 R o 71 U

#o 2 HE s # e K TRARRE L BT 0k

EEBRALE |BIFAFRRBAPAEIE PRI BELEILE E1 P KT Shane (2000);

Apie@ (2 FRRATERIfL XDFTRET o Miao and Liu (2010)

A EEFLEAHFIARM TR 4 2% - Shane (2000)

Pawds |G EFMALY ABEHAML FE E R Ee g Miao and Liu (2010)

HEFE |HERIHS CFPIBRBREFEHRIER B EAER 3 5

Badr et al. (2006)
£ 1A B R FTRG 2 B0y FImE 5 @ { LAk §

WRE AP A SR 2B S G5

Badr et al. (2006);

Ed Dishman and Calof (2008)
Rk TEFMOERLES RIS CRAFR  gA I FHE S b ¥ Badr et al. (2006);
T EHH o EERTRfC TR R AT - Dishman and Calof (2008)
[QE Badr et al. (2006);
T RAEED HA K o & OTERIBFMOR G E MGER o
Sy Dishman and Calof (2008)
#}F Badr et al. (2006);
Rk R B e A
2l Dishman and Calof (2008)
wLE FHAREY RS BRI HEI U BRIFRET A PP ERL Tyson (1990); Teo and Choo (2001);
AN fo? FaaL 4 McGonagle and Vella (2003)
L R AR 1 2 oo oA IRIE AR T Tyson (1990); Teo and Choo (2001);
73 LA HEINE P LR E LT REFE . McGonagle and Vella (2003)
TR B AR AR AR o RIG R - % DL AL WL sk e T30 | Tyson (1990); Teo and Choo (2001);
73 SRS B ARG PR E BB OFE - McGonagle and Vella (2003)
EEBRALF [MURT - A~ #IR f2h ~ UE IR L S fosb g R AT Leidner and Elam (1994, 1995);

AR A RO R g EF R v agner o g o Walters et al. (2003)
AR A A A TR o AL ETT R R B R R Leidner and Elam (1994, 1995),
g B SPE R PR o Walters et al. (2003)

AR

LR 4 350 b

Leidner and Elam (1994, 1995);

il | EHERSOEE Walters et al. (2003)
B
EFL RGP RINT BT LRGBS . Venkatraman and Ramanujam (1986)
ﬁu% e F

EERE- BPROMBS R F F LG F

AU R AR

Teo and Choo (2001)

%‘i, [t fEEE- BP R rr!“ = -‘;;a‘Fljt_,_g Rl Ak s B EEFES A Teo and Choo (2001)
B AFRE 2T 0 G pFRE- BP RS P
FREEY Teo and Choo (2001)

TR FREL S ERD CBEPLE RmR
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EATECE: ]
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ELEC Rt ®JE okt

R AR
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AR E

R AT

¥
B ERE
P S E

% M 3H5

ot )

2181

it
SIE H]

wEHF
F R

B AR AL
Hil

R8I AEALEEB A AKFAE 3
Source: Badr et al. (2006, pp.15-35); Leidner and Elam (1994, pp. 139-155); Leidner and
Elam (1995, pp. 645-664); Miao and Liu (2010, pp. 357-363); Saayman et al. (2008, pp.
383-411); Shane (2000, pp. 448-469); Teo and Choo (2001, pp. 67-83), Walters et al. (2003,
pp. 487-495)

Frd FRrfarExy s

FrHEFHFEEIIAFATEBEXGL > 2 PEAL2HEARLTEL
BE¥BHiFgAR 2amy a3/ EAg2s 5-HEEF TRE
TR AR EREF LD NEEF LRI EAM LR SR

- PRRETICELILFATAREFAR SN T NGRS RRARZ RS
A3 §AmRATERIEELFF IR T4 8 om T

TFFOMEF RSN GRrFTREELY o RS AR
TGRS P AR EFRLFEAEETI L AR BE R
PEATT G PR B R BRI R S F Z PR ET R S W R

F R~ F Y LA Ers FRLFE SRS T ALY
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AREREED o S PEE PR R %;{;L;@%fjﬁ:ﬁﬁ (Straub, 1989) -

WA T EEaHE #* Badretal (2006) ~ Dishman and Calof (2008) ¢2
Saayman etal. (2008) F A 7 IR E A A E 4 > doEk 50T o A TEFZ
DR 4 * Teo and Choo (2001) # A= R 3 A £ > F FIL~ joif
21 Tyson (1990) 4= McGonagle and Vella (2003) #t< A& A& §12. T 2=
Ak o ded 6 6TF o FEFMLF AT OB TEE R FELHEBFE
$* Shane (2000) s £R 4§ & ;M Fr@ds | 578 pFFLHE* Miao
and Liu (2010) chR* 2B A E & > 4ok 7977 o FEFRFLFAK L
Wm &2 MY gy Leidner and Elam, (1994, p.139) ~ Leidner and Elam
(1995, p. 645) 2 % Walters et al. (2003, p. 487) Fx= 1 Ea 4§ % -
e TARAESDER e T AKX EOERYE | S AFEHE ok 8
BT o

EFem Ty | e guEz > 257 &Jp Teo and Choo (2001)

PR AL RN TH B TR e, e TEEE | 2R 4

‘\

> % & Saaymanetal. (2008) F %A 5 2 XA AHFE B IE o ¥ Fonk
BRERPPLFEITUATEY > PELFRTLEEF R PRI 24
MAL AR Y oS o B2 Rk onE # g R ¢ R ey E

Frr B P FREFAT AR EDLEL 0 Aok 95T o
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% 5y ??@ﬁimfﬁa i

11 &iﬂfl?ﬁ',: kﬂ E?szm—i’“h[aaffp Fq];lg,c%ig e -

16 *‘“IT' Al bfg'ﬁﬁ‘?ﬁ?’t’ﬁi‘ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ*}@ﬁ?’%E'1‘2’%°

‘ bmﬂ 7i#7 (Strategic Analysis; SA)

2.1 “ﬂTM$ l&ﬁ%%? JHﬂ%¥%ﬁ”

35 ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ”%ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁfﬁWmﬂgﬁ°

‘ 4. ﬁnﬁ?ﬁfﬁjﬂ (Implementation and Control; IC)

4.1 ‘.ﬁﬂﬁla* IE'ﬁs['EtW}ﬁIHE%TET’%T, éjfﬁl ‘mgﬂ,}t};gwwﬁffg o

"""" 45‘fr‘?jlfﬁ'i*ﬁ‘J%‘ETﬂJﬁﬁin?Elﬁﬂf‘?ﬁﬁ?@ﬁ[ﬂ‘ﬁ%%mﬂ
Source: Badr (2003); Badr et al. (2006, pp.15-35); Calof and Dishman (2002); Dishman and
Calof (2008, pp. 766-785)
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2 6mELFEA N DFERR
‘ 5. ﬁ—fﬁ,ﬁvj——‘?\% (Primary Research Information; PRI )

5.2 @ﬁTﬁﬁ§@$$ﬁﬁ#q&ﬁﬁm

6.1 iﬁw—fxﬁl?;f%%ﬁé%ﬁ%ﬁ;—fa zﬁga:gm%@é w;ﬁmﬂﬁﬁ :

"""" &5"3%5%""?f"%ﬁ"ﬁéiméﬁﬁﬁ"Qﬁ@élﬁéﬁﬁéééim""m""m""

"""" éﬁ”%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁ%&%E@%%ﬁéfﬁgéﬁéﬂﬁ%ﬁ%&%ﬁ”””””'
Source: Fuld (1995); Kahaner (1996); McGonagle and Vella (2003); Teo and Choo (2001, pp.
67-83); Tyson (1990)

2T EEFIELF LB R BT

7. ¥ HF (Industrial Knowledge; IK)
7.1 ﬁ@~;ﬁf@%’WVJ«%ﬁéﬁmﬂﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%°

8.3 1&%’77 gdaft, s YF IR AR ?u%@pﬁ%r I o
Source: Shane (2000, pp. 448-469); Miao and Liu (2010, pp. 357-363)
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284 ¥Fma *g,j—ﬁ\;\j:‘m@f& B IE

9.1  PHITHRET HE AT RIF R -

1a3gﬁmﬁ%ﬁw1%ﬁ mwwﬁwﬁ*

Source: Leidner and Elam (1994, pp. 139-155); Leidner and Elam (1995, pp. 645-664);
Walters et al. (2003, pp. 487-495)

WLIFEABEAR DR BRIV P PIERLFET B BF
HEFN ARG TRIFE T EFBHAFARLE, 1E T
Spegeng  HFEN e 7T RATHEG Do RS RS Haue
RFEFRES2AFERTE S 2R FE it LRI FEFLE 4 - F
TREIEEAREED & o il MY R 2R dpihen- - 2 AL
WER > SEARN LD FHIRIFELRKEF B L F AR5
o HLEP R FEE T REFELELEINL B ARERPES
2 Likert (1932) 7 g-8 # (afive-point Likert-scale) :£{7 R 3 &0t R

g o
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% 9B Xt F ehif=E P9
11. FH&HE (Revenue Prospect; RP)

11 g ukp ] ;mzw;—“ o J%E‘Jr'ﬂﬁ

[ERN
N
o
_L
—LT
U
F

_E

NN jjrggré'[ﬁfﬂ FIEH#%E[U%[&EI I

132 g gl,z:-EpJ ]

-

ﬁflj J‘,rr’\%E[ :|§§q I\ﬂ: o
13.3 m“—f[ TI*—EI:[JI ?Eﬁ Ea [_g.zjw [/BV‘EH Jue

13.4 B TI’*—EHJI H iﬁz[ﬁﬁ; R

135 @SR B [ B T IF‘[F“?‘?*

"""" 136*@*,%3'%1%@[”@%}

_— L

13.9 P T'#'E—I I ?Eﬁ ?Pﬁﬁr* ‘*Jﬁji&*}
Source: Teo and Choo (2001, pp. 67-83); Saayman et al. (2008, pp. 383-411)
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FI& FTHRLAE

i % PLS B A23% 4 47 B3t M AT Aot (S S R R I
e eniE R 2k AT 2 5% F1E A 47 5 apst linear structural relation
model (LISREL) » PLS ¥t a2 ¥ /] 24k & T4l d 5 if & (Sambamurthy
and Chin, 1994, Chin, 1998a; Chin, 1998b) o #t**:& {7 5 3+ frit /& 8 A_F &
FeanplE b > ¥ i A R fESEenE Bk (resample) 25 o B4o
"jackknifing ; {= T blindfolding ; 2 % T bootstrapping ; % = ;2 (Chin,
1998a) » *##= 3 & * PLS p 2= &0 T hootstrapping | = /2 &7 4 47 o o *> PLS
- 7 U ARJZE § T A5 (formative) fo T & pr i (reflective) 4n
T2 T %Rt 30 o - U E B HcE (co-variance) i T ALt s 3t
ﬁ#? AR Z %R I blde AMOS £ LISREL & 7 gl iickd
WP IR R P g 1R ] o PLS i % 2t SEM 2 % 4R R 5S4 49
Hp e F &+t T 5% 8, (dpendent variable) ¢ &t 2 T p % #K |
(independent variable) # =72 & 2R R R E (¥ SR &GP £
B> A AN E) P RALREELEET L RECELT 2 A5 (R * £
RERHAY S4Kk) - PLS eh% G- Y @A 5 DR - PR FERERR

R AAPH R LRI R SR I B - RS RIER
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% #ceniz 24 (Haenlein and Kaplan, 2004) -

- BAEAgEG F A E P tRerEEe o5 T dptkT B

’

S
PLE @ % B r Al y B e Btk T 5973 Lt A

NN

3

=K

Fopldo: T FEFLF AT Lo TBAHG o FP AT AR

fr i #REE  a g7 e gl T REFER N ) - AFE L > F
el EHEITR o THRBBART N, AT FE ik T £ ¥R

AEARAE - A FR AT AR ESER & T AR
HEonltgld | A RET §FE mip*}%—’ M {E',i__ﬁ%‘«m T¥g g | A - AEL
e o AR TFRBEY TR uE TR E
dptk -

TF - BEAES A SRR S R B PR

Bdl ) w A S MR RS 0 RIE - A g R B g B
Bhtre o L EFEARES X7 g BN IE 7R (Chin, 1998b) - 1335
Anderson and Gerbing (1988) 3% & S 2N HAF 4 2 R 2 B g
AR PR REF - FE 387 NBE%REMFF ~ 47 (confirmatory factor
analysis, CFA) 78 ¥ fopLip) ® B2 5 2 I enhl 0 5 & B 7 3t B

MR R R 0 TR LG 2 B 0B T R K e
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AEF s 71 B H 0 Smart PLS 2.0 475 ki {7 (Ringle et al., 2005) -
A RES RS DS AN 2 TR g AW

2

Slatal ik wE EigAe , M2 i3 ;Er,mé_i", T Y ]"b"‘__";ﬂ]r#‘ﬂs 2, =13

o FEF:%T#’% Az v T3 I EiEfe F‘ybfﬁm Fd Tt p R
LR AT TR R e TR ) e o - R ) AT
(£3migAinam Ao Ld TAER v THEAEE | 50 -
RN R S S RIS S AN B S X - R TR &
TAR A e R ¢ DA R LR LA T - R TR ol

I ST W a = k)2 ; S A : 55 >3
SRy AL Ad TEREE TR R ux T EEan

|

= 3F - [ARETE B oo FUt 0 PLS BB ARA A BHF D F - FFE
ANBRFERFFIZF A 2 RN - FRBDEELRIETZ L UL
Fl & kB 2 - pEFE 0% A #ic (factor score) o & - FEEC 0 1A - PR TR
F)F A By (TS RF TR BRI A B PR B S PR RS AR A
i - rE S AR HE] =z 11 Smart PLS 2.0 st fic ki 7 & 47 1%

R RIP ES Yt =T RS Ty T L&
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Frd FTHAEREE

AREP R EAL DT RSB R G TREEE kT - 3
TRt AFTABETIE SRR TREAEE | -z THA

sk l&lz T AL TP AL BEFRIHLERY ERLFE R

ey~ TRBEEIRIFHRIFEL RIS o, TR

T XL E 2 2 47, (demographic analysis) = 3 T;f NP A TF oo % 2 VA

7 Mt A 45, (descriptive analysis) & 32& & B R BN A3 R - Joat

R R IR MR FR AR ORE S T A A AR P RS
FELEIHLF AR LD EF A4 AR E Y MR TR

P L RM o % 2T AT A B A 178 B # < (path analysis

and hypothesis testing) > ~# 3 #-3] 8= F@ i = A2 103 &4 5 A7 3 0
A p AR S - PR RS PR Al 2 A
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TR M2 e i N2 Bl fee A Y B E R O
B i t &2 (ttest) BIFFA TR T BR AT EAFLFF > 02 L0
Hd 2 BB AT S S ER A BELTE G RNA -
EEBRFLERS®AL Y U RREI (vice president) - K & 1T L
% 15 (Leidner and Elam, 1994, p.148) - Mittman and Moore (1984) z_& & #*
BIELE S EFPMIHEELASMAERAL{F L BFFEFY
FILE S X 64% BRET LA S BIALEIL - Isenberg (1985) R & £ % %

4

Fed g 5 5T (general manager) & £ 4 3 &k st o 3F 5

o+
piu
e
‘:‘H\V
=
\
-3

L ARAP R L PERHLE 0 R REA T Y - B &
(Kogan, 1986; Stanat, 1986) - H #+ £ ¥Rl T & £ $ B2 ¢ 2 R 25 fi
BTy - kRSB R S K BB ¢ (Zaki and Hoffman, 1988) -

FFE s B ARG - R EERILE Y D

o

g
% - ks % R (#3lp Leidner and Elam, 1994, p. 148) - i g + 77 5 B % o
¥

EBEF LRtk yEY fRRAFLELEF X

<
oF
-
i
[

PR gy @ m‘ﬂf’c v H T#ﬁﬂ%‘iﬁi«”%%ﬁi?ﬁﬁ?ﬁi fe A o~ WA
RS RHBEEFI R AL B REE P E AL EF L F
FiTA A SHIIEHGFRE K &d H § EHFE (chief executive officer,
CEO) = &% 4% (president) B 4-il™ % - R eBlFi g2 5 - k5g s

AE 0 AAZES BRS Aok 10 1o o
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Fo® FEIP AP LN
AETRERFAE B RFEERECT2AFAL R P s 128

?u‘::\'ﬁié}a\:aé ’ %‘FFH

F_&

Ak RHLE K5 A kS 2 126 52(63%) 0 kR E £ 2 i (1%) ¢

S

PEEFFFALFY 0 UBURA > THL 96 =(77.8%) 0 4% 28

a

+(22.2%) 3 MBRET LA F 2 F o BRAEILN T G S 39 =(31%)

Bl Tm T FREIE L o5 21 (16.7%) 0 ST 5 66 (52.4%) ;

=

MR Frl A T 05 & 0T 5 23 +(18.3%)6 £~10 & 5 30 (23.8%)

11~15 # 3 20 (15.9%)>16~20 & % 23 +(18.3%)720 & 12 + % 30 (23.8%) ;

MRTARS 2 B2 5885 1 208%) ~&#E5 73 =
(57.9%) » 2 7 #rA2 R 4 b 4 52 +(41.3%) -

L ERAAS ST FE 1,000 202 E S 0 5 61 7(48.4%) 050 A 0T
4 25 7(19.8%) > 51~100 * % 7 7(5.6%) > 101~500 * % 19 #(15.1%) -
501~1,000 * % 14 7(11.1%); M A &8 2 L - > R L ¥ K 40 0a
FooUFAAEAER S 0 F 58 (46%) 0 &£ ireaEt 14 - (11.1%) 0 7
TIEF 19 =(15.1%)  fiEAEt 9 (7.1%) > ¥ 2 43 10 =(7.9%) > *
W A HFRR RS 3 16 (12.7%) S F LA ST F L

EEEFTRHL20E00 55 0 5 T4 (58.7%) 5 & 1T 5 16 =(12.7%) >
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6£~10& 5 10 i=(7.9%)>11~15 & 3 15 = (11.9%)>16~20 & % 11 *(8.7%)

7l

P EBE K B A A 10 T o

PEFTR EPHFRITH FRES | FAV
PR 7B 98 77.80%
e 28 22.20%
FEILERNGFE R OR YFE plagn 39 31.00%
B 4 LI T Rk TR IR 21 16.70%
R L= E LA S A 66 52.40%
5 & T 23 18.30%
6~10 = 30 23.80%
1EF R 11~15 # 20 15.90%
16 ~20 # 23 18.30%
20 &1} 30 23.80%
% 1 0.80%
] AR % 73 57.90%
FE g e 52 41.30%
50 41T 25 19.80%
51~100 « 7 5.60%
&R 101 ~ 500 * 19 15.10%
501~ 1,000 * 14 11.10%
1,000 4 12+ 61 48.40%
Faf 58 46.00%
& i 14 11.10%
. THTF 19 15.10%
ke 9 7.10%
B 10 7.90%
H 16 12.70%
5 & 1T 16 12.70%
6~10 & 10 7.90%
YR 11~15 & 15 11.90%
16 ~20 & 11 8.70%
20 &1k 74 58.70%

40 ¥ sai= 200 (100%), % < B % 33K= 128 (64%), § »ck* ¥ 3.%= 126 (63%)
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3 4 PLS “F.L’f]g:"’ ARSI BFERB T T REKR T
Zzm 3 (1) &~ i 4p Rk (item-to-total correlation) : ;{g VR TR ¥k

AT B He o F o S 2N e hle £ &R B (composite

reliability, CR) o & &_%4 38 ¥} 5,78 chfp B T2 8] >+ 0.7 P J‘JM% (Bagozzi

and Yi, 1988; Hair et al., 2006) » 3+ & = ;2 4o 38 [1] #1777 - (2) P 30— R1E

ﬂﬁl

447 (internal consistency analysis) : $tf — s fp it 22 WM& Hp| £ 7 F
% 2. - & 42R > 11 Cronbach’s Alpha (Cronbach, 1951) % #i k ¥ ip|= 78 47§

BRI IR R LA

B3 20wt & (internal reliability, IR) -

Cronbach’s Alpha EA% 3 P& F]Z2 N chip B8 482 AP Ap i dxsg - &

pFReh- REAXF o A8 7 2 Cronbach’s Alpha < *t 0.6 2 78 A 8.5 % 4R
% % & (Bagozziand Yi, 1988; Hair et al., 2006) -

T#\i e &R

. CHRELFZ L FE)?
COCHEECFELFE) 4 (T LR R R L)

................ 23]

AR R LR e s B RES T T AL m  =00020 T#
FAE4s | =00911> [ §ek piEx e, =0832, ek A45,=0806 i
vdlE =0789 THFergrd]  =0811, ML FR =087 &
BT =088 [ t4gemg A =0.873> M 2 g mis
=0.8645 T4 fc B¢ ;=0.889> % % ;=i =094 fc  § @y =0.892 -
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Hair et al. (2006) #2 Fiﬁ#r}» BEBROZER BRI 0.7 &gt 1 H
BRAEG o4k 11 B4 12907 » AT a0} o BB R L B4R
0.789 ~ 0.914 > # & Hair et al. (2006) = %158 o
AT G SR AT G ) R AE S T A o =0835 TERe
A= =0854> TRwipHEke ;=073 TRt o47, =0677> T {ez 4]
1, =0603> " FEA,=0688 TELSHE TR, =0775 THR
BT =079 MK A =078l TAXigatmy | =
0787 M 4cB % ;,=0832> "% * =2 =0.886 fc " ¥ 3®»z ¥ ;=0.839

dode 11824 12 #757 « A7 3 i0v9r 5 f56 Cronbach’s Alpha 2. {8 32 /7 »+ 0.603

~0.886 > ## & Fornell and Larker (1981) =k % > 42:F 0.6 & & 7 » 4x4%

TEEFRFLE AR AR i IE Foph e 4 i I S
REAE | AN BREETRESEPN AR ESR A 518 0 & Shane (2000) f-
Miao and Liu (2010) enf /7y (Fifmit - HF T H ¥ F A ? 4 b

BOHEEFIRAFALIES A2 LR TP | LA

‘%&
H\

Ttk BERRE P G RERS DR g T A

fg?_‘g“#%*%l_o *imz—l-%b'?,‘tgpxg_f«rﬁﬂ g.‘}(m};ﬂz‘z %%;t ,gﬁ? %/?{E

e

G A F R A T AR o TERPAE, AT RIS La Bk LR
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FEE Efp e RAMNEEBR LA ARLE  AAFERERELT £
R X

1 4 Badr et al. (2006) 4= Dishman and Calof (2008) %

!
it
3

R
AP TRIFEER B e AP EFEHRRE T REEPN AT
B o #FE TR PR ~ TREAH, ~ TRgd, v TH
Fegrdl e BREERG AR g BER FHRER HEEFH

=

IEARIET AL P AR K ?‘};L - Dishman and Calof (2008) #

s

e des ARG RS RSN Fp T A i o T

44

.

RE
3

A

>

L A FEELRY BLGREIP AR A BRS NFELE B S

L) R R

o
Sk
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g
e
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ps
e
it
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m w
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&
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N
|
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# 4R Teo and Choo (2001) £ Saayman et al. (2008) F:#F 7 %% » &2 &

L TRLFEAN I AR EE R RE L CRBE N AR A
ot e Y TRAHS TR e T RARATR ) NGRS

AMER AN SR fohfh o RBE RS HE AN ATE  HEER N
L ARAET R ARl e R TR SRS FEL ¥

Aol 3@ E i THREFTEAN )R EA LR TR

L

HEFR, FRHELETRL A RIHLASERBEFELA

3

"HRERART I FEARIRRIBL IR RAR 0 ¢ 7o~ B AL

GRPHTREE - AP RS ER CRERRT R L3 T L i
B

EERREfP ARREROFERF > HAL P EFLEEFRAEH
ML FEAINNFETA C AEFREEYRBTASLAR > 30 T
HEIFR ) FEhit AR TEEFHAFARAE A AFEREL

FRHRAEE T

AT EERMAFARIE B REEFE LR T AL Eaw
B e DAy igmitopgld | 2 26 CREEN G R E 2 Leidner and

Elam (1994, 1995) 4= Walters et al. (2003) =F 547 7 (T3 m vt foo Frznl 4
RAEDER | 8 TARAEDERE | 7S8R g EFHLF K
AEHELG o AKX EOERYE | A5 AR B e R E]

MEGRERE SERRE 3 ARAESER ) FREE - S
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B F RAR AR R RN A R )

F
B B PR R EMN L EFHALFARAE A HFRELER#

% ZA

LT ERe fEFHALEALLE

2

R AR R i

ih“
e

RIE 1 B Fex 2 F 027 Teo and Choo (2001) #£* Saayman et al. (2008) %
;3/{:[7* A_‘;cLLﬁ;&, Av\,}fr r“\!%.f‘ﬁc_%‘,;'J ﬂf#“i eI I K B‘&’Ti#ﬁf#r%’f()%ffJ N
TR fr TEERE 2 EERREEPN AGRE - BEP T YR
s TRYER e TEERE VPN I NERLFER AR

PR AR pg o 20 BB Rk E anER b o T B R A

FNFEFL AN T2 | FERE L BERREHPN ARARE
B oo maiesoni R A TEEnE | FREHBL LA GREE N AT
REZZE > MMirgns THRBY ) Flipthy 350 EE - 7 &

LG TR RE | R Sz T F B iLh T R R kiR i

“—xﬂ

e
o
e
l
“3\3}
I\
¢
1T
(s

2 mﬁxﬁ}g%ﬁzéﬁ’&% %7‘5: » H 41 fi‘%?‘ﬁt ) _ﬁ,:‘ﬂz % E{ff@‘%*i o fe B = 18

FREFERFENeETRESP AR RELZIET ~ » REAXP LB EE
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R

GO R LT RpE s Bl REFE L - ARSI E

<k

g
>

T >~

TR SUR N R Ll Y SR N R

B E e BRIV > AFE 2 (1) JearcA (convergent validity) 2
(2) % 3¥rc R (discriminant validity) = 78 ¥ 2> %% Fornell and Larker (1981)
BIRDIETHRES UL (1) e T o% R 553 (average variance
extracted, AVE) % FAZ:F 05 B E - 5 cnfrg FPA 1 £ 5 Jcapse ik 5 (2)
% 1% % f 7 £ (factor loading) ¢ F42i6 0.5 %% & > 3+ 5 2 2 4o 3t
[2] #F7 -
L% B gFE

_ 2(F1 % f i E)?
COE(FE R (T A RR R R L)

AL RERT T e TR R R R B 0 TAE R =
0.754> " #7x®4s = 0.774> " Kok p 3% 2 ,=0552- " & 445 ;= 0.512 >
THerdlE, =05550 THFLEEd] =0517 THEL4<Fn =069

BT =071 TR AEnd R | =06960 TR Ll
=068 TH B =0668> %% =i =06384 "4y | =
0.675« 4r# 11 &4 12 #7177 > #1F Ho TR HRI B F2 83543
0512 ~0.774 » B 7% TIo% BB E B2 BI042H 05 BB » £ 4

ROOTR o
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r’QF 5 ?i,aufrpa Jﬁiﬁfg_r%jﬂfﬂl > r)‘?’, $fr-«e—\.

#&

Bk

*in-

BT T
Rt BUERAALFF AR THEAEISREL G LA
chrrssfoie gk (IKL) =0.804 T #4324 £ 452§ RE & L A chimifris sk
(IK2) =0.885 M4tz & £ PR3 % RE & LA endeiddfris s | (IK3)=0.912 -

el P ERLY THEA EIREE

<l

a

12 IK3=0912 %% - %7
FEFmwdfe g% AEHFEXFHLERG AR RLR
L AP E > &2 Shane (2000) H i AT L SR AP E o [ HEHAREAE | 7R

tatk BEERAA L TR RS T HMIL O LR E S AR

(SI1) = 0.859 745 » 4 4 fopk B d BB~ B *0 0y # Wma | (SI12) =0.894 »
T AU T a4 KEBBABATE i 4 Sk (S13) = 0885 11 SI2 =

089 5% » RSB AL L BEERHLE TR H4 {rm R B
MEYERR L AL EBRAE R R K R s
3% > 22 Miao and Liu (2010) g =7 S %4k o
TERAFEER e A R ? 0 TR PR HBeEE
MB2ZFEp R TRIAET U EE £ 5 ¥ R (SS02)=0.723
TERLFER AN AL P T S S RET NI S (SSO4) =0.734
WL FEN SR E BT T K% P & (SSO5)=0.765 - "L A E

o RTes ;E_L—%z FTEE eI 2 cn Rk p R (SSO6) =0.75 - 12 SSO5

Il
o
\I
(o))
ol
i
<
&

o
o
o
=
=
=
~=y

Y
=
it

RS gy & p 4k (SSO1) e

-89-



&
28
5\.\\

A ET R fER IR A T F T4 P (SSO3) (7]

FRAE

I

\

SR ETFIAEERER S 0 | ° Badr et al. (2006) 4= Saayman et

al. (2008) F#HFAF T HF R > TELEBMHLER

ETI
&
W,
)
%
=
~=0
+*
Fr
ik
&
ey

i e D R AR PR AR R A AR AL E R
WL AR AR RORBR R Do T2 AR ES
P BERE AT E ek ¥R L P AR R H L ok 30p £ 4
eh SRR TR L R e EE AR Ry
Kvs 120 -

TR A B RADTL PR AR S RS AN e

1

MR TR BB TR (SA2) = 0.636 0 RS A SRt F oLy A
AN > TIEPERLF L (FH | (SA4)=0689 TEEENHES
Ward LD HFH 445 (SAS) =0.811, T#HRLHEF MR fED F 1
B ~47H & (SAB)=0.714 - 11 (SA5) =0.811 5B - @ LA EF 114§
EFLFAAHFERR ) CAL fr TRLFERALHT FRAR S
* OAREF ) (SA3) ehF1R U E st R TR RER S g o TR
Bt FEARRL RS AEEA e Y R BREEROTRER

Wi g g a7 engk & ot g Badr et al. (2006) f- Saayman et al. (2008) 7 3%

FraR wELEFHAFRIHIFELRIAfET IR £ 41
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FrAVEERE AL EFIF LAY I RIFE ARG AR R
SAEb IR % ard LD BT A A 4 o

Tl a A BuEFEEm T3 FdEs: THigsvr upms
R L R R (SF2)=0.7120 THRLFET REFER SR
FREEE | (SF3) = 07420 THEFET TRl A KA Efed $ e
(SFA) =078 12 SFA=078% % - m S FET AT HE LBE 5
FOAE S JIH KGR (SFY) o TREFET U ARG R TEE
H B F T4 (SFE) hFI R f A B AR R FIAEIRERI S g o 2 A

XS5 i bR N FRIBIFETIRETHE £

THEsE ) TR RE . PREFREN TR FE R THRIFE
A RIELSYIFE S T A0 &4 prendpih | (IC1)=0.755 > ML &
TR EF MELHL ARG ETR (1IC2)=0719 THLFET kL
Kz ent oxid | (IC3)= 0721 T3 LA ET A B8 7 hf vk ok
w4 | (IC5)=0.679 1 IC1=0755 %% - @ L FET UK B
8 S VI BEREHY  (ICA) ehF) 2 fF B At % FIAERER] S

Plg c BEALTE LTS5 AR EXIHLFRIEIFELY K
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R WIE RS S R BRI RS LERNLY

TERAFEALN  AAFEREATARER . TRAHETR,
Thtk BRFERALFAZiIFEs  TRIFEITHMNLEERAIVAR
AR B E S w2 Ay T (PRIA) = 0797 0 TiL FE G B
HEA TSR E L P w27y 7, (PRIS) = 0828 "< E
Bt A R A SIRIFchp Mt b E P w2y T, (PRIG) = 0.866 - 14
PRI6E=0.866 5% - @ LA+ £ &L T, (PRIL) - ML FE
4R RTASEIRIET A | (PRI fr THLFEF M HmL 9L ot
BREFe2Z AT FR, (PRIS) AFF [ m e St g FlAZHRER S 1
# K’ATT > Teo and Choo (2001) f= McGonagle and Vella (2003)F ## 7 # R >
FELFBMLEPRAMEAFELLEFAFTADI T LL DB FT 0 1

£

m

FERGATASUIRBT ARG AR O LR EEFIFLARID S
EIZFy e MY AREREIRBORCTEE v &2 7 T
et BRI H LA SRR EE S v B2 Py RN AE P
BT TR BREERALFFEFE S D T
ESH RIS L G AEA T T, (SRI2) = 0817 0 T iy &40
FCRFFA G AREAT L T (SRIG) = 0.866 0 ML Ay A £y i e

she% k4 AAgHAT { T3t (SRIT) = 0.845 - 12 SRI6 = 0.866 5 - & ikt

-92-



LFEE ML HEF R ey R AL TR ORI TREFER
LR L AHOF ETREG AL T R Y TREFEH
LML A SRR B P 4 F ApsAE T TR, (SRI4) ~ TEREFE
W HLHE g SRR R AT HEFEY T, (SRI5) - THRELFE
W HRLHL MR LA AEFAT TR, (SRIB) 112 THRLFEH R
THEHEDR LR CREFEPRFAHFL TR, SRI9) hFF L FER
LR TR RS J'H“'J% > 22 Teo and Choo (2001) f= McGonagle and
Vella (2003) F#FA TV REFR HELEBH LI IR BRI TERR KRR
FTHRARZAE? I HRAHPIFEGY  ASRBERR MBHRLIEE
SR EARMATE LR LB L E IR L TERB BT AN 4

e FCRFCR ~ SANER] AL € BT S PEATI R S e R AP B

FE S L0 TRRE HR D F R e IR A E R o
A

TEEBRAFARAE A AFELE TARAESER ) FE

\f“lﬂ
(::»

Ttk BREFERAEL TR LR THREIFEV URF ALY
B, (RDS1)=0.859 M #& £+ 4k % /& K B/ id & (RDS2) = 0.883
CE S APET U B AER g B (RDS3) = 0.81 - 2 RDS2 = 0.883 5. >
BEEALPOEFEER L THELSFET AR AR ERDER

AL BFEFRHLEHF RARLAEFDHELR S £ Leidner and Elam (1994,

-03 -



1995) 4= Walters etal. (2003) e @ A= 7 B % 3 & o AKX L enrrid |

FERE BUEFEEALFFIFE L TRIFET I RB AN ER
i rrid ((ADS1)=0.797 s £ FE+v Wk 3 AKX 8% s (ADS2)
=0.874> "L A EY 3 FPpnEFEle (ADS3) =0.8- 12 ADS2 =0.874

R BREAX AL BLEINALE THERLIFET URAF AR ES

it

il A A FEFERFHLEE RALLAEPFDHEL T 52 Leidner and
Elam (1994, 1995) 14 2 Walters et al. (2003) 73 #H#FA~ 7 B % 7 & o

"R F Az ARt B T REY R BY
FEHIE2ZFZ L5 THREAFET U3 45 5, (RP3)=
0736 > "L FEF ez lEgAR | (RP4) = 0812, "L FEF
M EA G F A SRS | (RP6)=0.894 0 THd FFET M ei = L TR
Z* (RP7)=0.82-12 RP6 =089 %% > @ L FE7T R 25 377 5
g (RP1) ~ T34 FET IR BEE 374 58 R34 | (RP2) 4r
LA EY UL L BF | (RPS) hFlE f FE AR TR
&2 ) J‘HH'J% o 22 Teoand Choo (2001) F#A=3 V" wmeFR » HFm 7 ¢ X
PLEEBHAFRIBEIFELZ T R B SET Y A & areE o 4
BEEFHLARIRILFECNHEHM B TR P B § B
A- e Lo @mi2 SH S gl Tt o 4 Teo and Choo

REFEL R L
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2011 ARG 2R M A2 R 2R A 9(1)

FLhik e | FlEki FE Lo L R BEGR Cronbach's

Alpha
IK1 0.804

A ¥ roa IK2 0.885 4,237 0.635 0.754 0.902 0.835
IK3 0.912
Sl1 0.859

PR AR SI2 0.894 4.437 0.887 0.774 0.911 0.854
SI3 0.885
SS0O2 0.723

Wk PR T 5504 0.734 4.065 0.818 0.552 0.832 0.73
SSO5 0.765
SSO6 0.75
SA2 0.636

g At SAd 0.689 3.97 0.753 0.512 0.806 0.677
SA5 0.811
SA6 0.714
SF2 0.712

Wk A5 SF3 0.742 3.89 0.793 0.555 0.789 0.603
SF4 0.78
IC1 0.755

FTE Ic2 0.719 3.873 0.836 0.517 0.811 0.688
IC3 0.721
IC5 0.679
PR4 0.797

AL TR PR5 0.828 4 0.77 0.69 0.87 0.775
PR6 0.866
SR2 0.817

BT SR6 0.866 3.803 0.827 0.71 0.88 0.796
SR7 0.845

"FrR L FERhR BUERAEL TR AL L TRLFEY

Pgh e R R ¢ RARE L end | (CE2) = 0762 [ #L AT ET e i

s

Ba&d Aoy * (CE3)=0.806 "#L FEF Lo 7 Hlldxpeny

* | (CE4)= 0785 & A7 &7 Uiae (FR 374 S8 IRIE2 B4 hf 7+

-95.-



(CE5) = 0.779 » ML A &£ ™ et e 4 54 4¢3 * | (CE6) = 0.837 -

THRALATET e TR M 4 4§ & (CE7) =0.824 - 11 CE6 = 0.837 &

<l
=
_
i
s
.ﬂ?i\\
M

SV e e R 2 e eng v (CEL) ehF R

|l

FRFIREHRER S 0BG RBEFIRL RS REFET 0
53!

mEEAR Y R * (TR ik Fip > 2437 & 4ol Teo and Choo (2001)

TEmecE  FEAHE BUERATLRNA L AR TRIFEY

C\

MEFE LT e | (MEG) = 0788 (I AET UKL ERD
s ((ME7)=0.843 0 T L FEF UEFEF LY L3 & e
(MEB) = 0.87 » T$t% A&+ kB | 20atis 7 o omwe | (ME9) = 0.781 -

" ME8=087 5% » BE AL S THRIFETIRZLP

~ude
R

BLigagred | T LER oa | HRLFET LRB DA FE D &
B9t (MEL) » TS FE7 wam w i { 24 ) (ME2) TS
FUIERRESGTR2ZF B4 J(ME3) fr TsEFEF R F L ATEL

F e ? ((MEA)ehT) % f fm B 33t 8 % Tl AR 83 "4 ]*z e 22 Teo and
Choo (2001) & TV RFR > HF TP XD L EFHHLFR: LT E

GRS 3 TR S LRI T § LY PN ¥ R
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Fleicd M2 324204525 o4 c R E 2B ERHLFRR:H

1\:3

SRR A (PR kT G B B TR E PR o Blde o K F &

e B A T B 0 L T ER R R e i
A -+L’r"‘ I ’"’T ’f#m @'_rg FF %\m % é F'E_ "/\ O 636 0 912 ’5‘? 'T 'Ei;‘

ACEHEE 0.5 Biom AT Y & AT AORR -
% 12 Lo SR NMAL2 Rk A (1)

Cronbach's
#Fiptk FERHE | Tl FE Lo HHERL %R BERR
Alpha
RDS1 0.808
RDS2 0.883 4,153 0.804 0.696 0.873 0.781
ik B
RDS3 0.81
1 1e ADS1 0.797
AR
ADS2 0.874 3.973 0.711 0.68 0.864 0.783
ADS3 0.8
RP3 0.736
RP4 0.812
TR H 3.775 0.761 0.668 0.889 0.832
RP6 0.894
RP7 0.82
CE2 0.762
CE3 0.806
CE4 0.785
7T 3.775 0.773 0.638 0.914 0.886
CE5 0.779
CE6 0.837
CE7 0.824
ME6 0.788
o ME7 0.843
BRTE 3.943 0.768 0.675 0.892 0.839
MES8 0.87
ME9 0.781

b FEICR iR BIEAL > JIF BRFE M F]Z ~ 45 (confirmatory factory

N

analysis, CFA) 3t 2 %z LB LB & A2 f 8 k35 T1o8 38



<k

i 8

).

EPiE o dok o chT gL F
3 R

B2 32> 2 (the square root of the AVE)
Ve - [ 2 + — 2 A >3 - y KA [
Hisfpog cdp i i PIA 7 %3 2o P iR ooz R
LHE R R B G RIPLR

£ 13 & IE 45 BB 2 B PPeR
#FE A ¥ ESEZ N SR N Rk HiE [ | makn| ARttty §i i [
P Eh fE B w45 #le | gadl T i dug B || B Y =R 2§
A¥
0.868
Eiae
Frk
0.684 0.88
KPR
0.522 | 0.637 | 0.743
EEd
i
0577 | 0.687 | 0536 | 0.715
At
i
0.426 | 0.374 | 0.391 | 0.496 | 0.745
kS
#i
0.459 | 0.428 | 0.342 0.41 0.442 | 0.919
L p st
A g
0.248 | 0.312 | 0.206 | 0.282 | 0.195 | 0.268 | 0.831
i
B AR
0.424 | 0.326 | 0.283 | 036 | 0.381 [ 0.294 | 0375 | 0.843
T
Ak
0507 [ 052 | 0.383 | 0501 | 0.428 | 043 | 0.316 | 0.306 | 0.835
HiE B
Ak
0.488 | 0.466 | 0.469 | 0.493 | 0504 | 0382 | 0.22 | 0.417 | 0.649 | 0.825
L
¥
0.453 | 0527 [ 0.398 | 0572 | 0.362 | 0446 | 0.198 | 0.291 | 0462 | 0521 | 0.817
?”
0.468 | 0.543 | 0.346 | 0578 | 0.412 | 0.456 | 0.263 | 0.28 | 0.564 | 0.446 | 0.755 | 0.799
T
P
0.469 | 0.484 | 0.419 | 0.493 | 0.429 | 0541 | 0.273 | 0313 | 0601 | 0571 | 0576 | 0.638 | 0.822
HiNPNIEES THPEI s3I E
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PLS B /A 458 Bk Tins % 4o B 9 #n » 2 g 10 DL E
g TEEIRFIFARIE ) PR » TEEgra g
B0 ERAR=0478; TR Rvicd | e 2R R =0430 > &2
B - R A AN BEARE B 020 Bl TRETE | R
Bz T EEFrRFL AR o) 246 (endogenous construct) & st

E VP EREERNLE B T ¥R

s

LE AT B F P

Tk

Thit TE¥FMifiAdodoF o, i/t til= 08150 &

ERPLFAD BBk EAE | Rk Al 0813 AT RS ES A

Foop o THASE, FUBF AR EFRILEAD TR OES  &

EFEFRiIFEFEAKDERY  FEHPLEFHL AR E DR
B Fiks it KaiyEsh o

TELFEEAR ) e RS EE LR TR R L FE
WEAZ | RS i (path coefficient) = 0.833 - T Xt 2 47— A EE 47
SE T (= 0.895 ~ T X vt Rl L A E B ) ORI (i d= 0.787 11 2
TR F e T E A ) R = 0838 TiRE A E e ¢
PR ST L T EEAr ) S kb % 5 0895 ¥ THLFE ) o
Ho a4 B2 RAR S URET AL ER AL ERG AL

Erdo@ay > TR 4 R 8- BRFER > TRESZEH ) A
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== € & F# > ¥ Badretal. (2006) £ Saayman et al. (2008) g AT 7 vt i o
BELEIMALF RS AP R AR FEERY kT & bk
EHEEFHAIFRR:E TR A, o T Feird ) ERLFELH
EARY F R EARLGS L& ik o

TERAFEALN  AFFREFELE . TRLAFEAN SRIHS

B

| RS Gl =0.848 0 TELAAEA I SBE

b

3t e AR
= 0850 Fy %k T THLHI TR v THRERRT N, L HEFF

BETAEANNEY  HEERN A AR PRI FEES BT U P A
SRR AR A AN AR > H A ER A

W T L PR S B A
KAty THRLFE AL > TRIFEEE L E

S

g

AW R BT % #c (standardized path coefficient) 3 B =
0438 p; (***)<0.001 > "L EAN>FEF L E AL LI PR
£ thdich f=0.256 0 p (FFF) <0001 TEEFHAFAD R R
P A IR RS RS f= 00280 pp (M) <0010 d 17 A
AELRA N A R RN A 2 TREFE A F el

ERMAFARAE  BFRELLTRE» MG Flet HL, H2 fr H3 3%

Ao
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i Frd | aps T il = 0.904 0 o T

BAEE 2 BER AT RS AT EEBHL PR RS -

TEmcy 3BEERET LR AL TR R RE | Fals o -
B TR ERA B AR A B m R ik | RS AL =
0.655 - py (***) <0.001 » # M@ fusocy | PP ERI 2B % 7]

P HA BRREE L .
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*+*Significant path (p, <0.001)
**Significant path (p, <0.01)

R*=10478 R*=0.430 .
0.934
’?‘1"&'
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>
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e
y 7
g & F
i jlé.
\IF

A =

RDS3 ADSI ADS$2 ADS3 ME

0.655%+%

B EF
R A

Z 4
= i

4
™
R
=3
=

RDS1 RDS2

"‘

Bl 97§ BRIl 2 B AT A 47 8 I i
TR B
rEg o T e e TEE3mi gt i eds
F T Rogreg g gl - R TREABE | 28 200 =4 L AL
FRMALBHEEFIR L - g LRFS B HLRPM RG> mELfFE Rk
i 07 i 1] FRREAE I PR F oL B EERR
o H AP M- REA T HIF- Sk r*HER

BIR TR

™2 Cronbach’s Alpha % #ic k& B+ 78 =& S BOp 8- RME-FHF 2 Iﬁfﬁ\i
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2PN R RES RAZE 06 RBFE - FFAFTHFEHET LGB R A
(Bagozzi and Yi, 1988; Hair et al., 2006) -
AT R TR AR BRIV o g ABRBIKOTR RPIER > L

BHm hT 0% R 5P 3AziE 05 RFE S 977 ¢

5\
i
T
o
kil
Ik

¥

T

s

&

0.5 i fE » F]t 28 AFT Y R L hir R BALE § fcaec R o B AL T IF
PR e RIE AT 0 I REL TR A AT R 2R R T R TR
PRV ETORBERGE o LG T HRE FRE 200 NEMTAE
WG BR R L Ee Ap bl Tl AT R R WS ¢ R
fREVHEHG ® 0 EF AL LG RSPk (Fornell and Larker, 1981) -
AR E R 5 gt 22 (parametric method) 0 A B A R e A (3F

PR A e A R AR T R B A 0 A R SRR

AN
4\»

wenpE iz g v EA e (0,0 N) 5 HEHAH) & LA oo whi it
BRZTAENRRRASRE RGP @ R ERAL S F AT
TR G R ALE A B A AR 5 (1) ¥ & (normality)
(2) %2 &k F 12 (homogeneity of variance) - *#7 3 &% t 4& T_I¥ 5 L3+
#o tRe RARAS EOR RS RS ta e (P VRS A
N ] ~2Mlgiwp> BAEapfrasfi taf) mLtEiTiiE T
YRR R R A LAY 0 TERRR RN A e R

R R =0478: Mesfei»cd | o 2R RO = 0430 > 46— &%
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W ARG AR B 020 eip s TREFE ) A T4

£ £,

PP A B AR A ) 2485 (endogenous construct) it E bR IR

0
<l

MFIeny & o AL WA 090G BL TR B & po (M%) > 2.58 > pp (*) >

1.96 > p3(*) > 1.645 st EieipliREE o TS E | 2B alre 0 T £ ¥

BRAAF AT od > ¥R PN A8 R il h =0.123 5
P2 (**)<0.01> "H@®EFEFEFR>LEEFIFLFARIE ) PRERE G
(standardized path coefficient) 3 f=0.438 > p; (***)<0.001 > "#HELFE 2
MG EFrFLF AR A R B R T ki s f=0.2560p; (***) <0.001 -
v ars AT EAle o T A R AR TR EEs, G
Ao Trpl | FEhiEE TRAFEAD A4 N2 A
TEp FELEE TEERRFAE AR W F AR BEFEL
FrotEthpl@aon g s 22T RLAFE 2 F ey OB LHG o# £
(¥R ARAE BFRELERI » M % 78 HL, H2 {o H3 &

MEEE L

“«}3;

FCPLS U RAL TR A AT N £ o0 15 2 B AP > 3 5F [ phit
R T A ERBAFARLE F ARE Nt ERAFER R
R A TP ERH A ARAE A F e B AR o2 F

PRl PR AR IR T s g e E o it e iR R 4p R 7 s

s did TS idong 2 e PBalEs - &- HRR T EF
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T o
2 VWil Es 118 Bkie Lk
B i SHRAIRIE REGE| tE LRk
H1 CERHLIFAD TR SEERHLIFARLE 0.123** | 2071 29 SUEE S
H2 RLFEER-EERLIFEARLE 0.438*** | 6331 S 3 EE
H3 WLFEANSEEFRLFARLE 0.256*** | 3.346 [ RS
H4 EFEFRAFARLAE SR 0.655*** | 19215 S 3 EE
FERHAF LD WA o 0815 | 40776 | # e EFrrid AwoEiie § A4
SEFRLF AT OB SEAEE 0.813 34477 | HEFEBRIE AT AOWAES G K
Reg B RN TR FEER 0.833 | 46.335 HRLAFEELES A4
Wk A5 o TR 0.895 | 76.603 HRLAFEELES L4
Hd Ao B 0787 | 3071 HILFEEAER R
HEwFHomd FEEL 0.838 | 36.923 LA EEREG § A AL
MEFEAN SR HL TR 0.848 | 38.759 LA N § LA
BREFEENOSHRBEKRMT A 0.85 52.175 HELFEA NG § R A4
EEFRLIFARAEAR L R 0.912 89.005 | #AEEFFLFARLERG F AN
FEBHLIFARAE SR LR 0.904 73.159 HEFBHLFAXLHES § A48
R E o B Y 0876 | 49.871 R FAIE S-S T Y
ERRRRE SR R 0934 | 87.597 Hoeg R nige § A4
ERRE R >F 0.817 | 40.954 R FAIE S-S T Y
bit- REERG AT RL B EFI LI I RTFELELER

25T

FACE AR B RSN LT T dp iR G lies
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4

~
~
o
e

CEMPREORE LRSSV RER AR LERNLE &
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TTBEE ) ~ BT ERRE ) AT DRE GRS TS IR

LM A P TS SN I kAR Y S A A o A
ARFATH AL b P EEFIFLE AT BA RT3 B LDk

NEARE S TRWT I oYU EL L c G AL B IR IR E L
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TR R LRI E AL o AT BB
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N

G ARNHAREAITEESNE B BEE A > dodk 15%757 o

%15 B AN ARES TR DE L PR

g 2 ERCEIMRLIFEALLY | WELERRLERPENERS
cEanag | L AFR 1 A& ¥4
£ s 2. HhEis 2. BB
1. Rz A4 LR p xR
AR 2. T e 2. Rk A
AT 3 Wk PR T 3. WA
4. K dl 4. FiF B
B AE 1 BB RART 1oL Fa
A 2. T HLFR 2. BERAT R
CERELY 1 g Lo R 1 R AEER
T 2. AR A ESREY 2. AR A EHEF
1376 1. gsnd
EHRERE |2 Y By 2. F B
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B RS FERBAKEEF L P AR R AT

FrfoE R e e ATy At - BB S Y (rational-centered)

Rfred R e 20 bte ()P HEHFEEFHLF R REFE

FL1EAEARPER QiR ERRFLFHR Y mIFEL AL D

el gomiie $3 g e BHaELI{AE L LSRR

VkE G BT (6) BERM E R LR Y A

-109 -



1

EX AR i1 EARNELEFHLIE T PP AESDLE L84 30
PRt (7) REEREEAE NS E  HORFLPEEFHLF
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TR EREAEEER LR, R AE ARG
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R A E T AW A 4R )
_vu’ - b -~ 5 R L < Al P » 8
R ARKD R %E c AFTHFED
AR wE LR EEVRAE 0t 16 B 17 9T o
%16 + % I’Ebi*‘g" FEada2s()
FEAtk FRLERRLIREAARFAFIFILEEVR
A5 L MEERRAE THEALRDAG RLK AL ek AR ERRLIF RS
RaG & Tk K PF e R B endR £ AP > & Shane (2000) chf AT 5 %40 4 &
#R S BEERLE TR R R MR P s LA EFF A F
wiE & T K P B ehi L A E > ¢ Miaoand Liu (2010) chg A T RS A0 R
s p # Badretal. (2006) i > £ A ERFFL F WAL NS T IRBE LT PR o
" A EF I35 FHLHE R LA R P RN RERT R D h
W AHFRE B A FR D R S A e d R BT A 4
s & EE LR IR ER
THEFERFA R AEY UAERIA R BAeD F e LR 2R R &
T e e e R ERE
FELEBMAFARIMIFET URET MF LR EATHER
Fl 2
Froo g4 e R LR AR fl R L g
7 EHLEFIMAFRIRIAELY RITS S HFE TR A8 & & prifhi
akad SRNGEETELEF LG AR
FALERHALAFPYURIFELRFL ARG MW ARE SIRB OB E L2 v 27 T
Ed N
e+
3 ERE
T
MEERRTAERERBETAL & (Teo and Choo, 2001)
FTHEERR L PO RIFEN AR EIFICR - GAGER AL B AT E
AR
_. BELEBMLERABIFEARFLTRARANE 2 FRIHSF LY AR E G 1
i
MirdF 4 2 2 %40 B AR
AETIHERE AR B R EFE S
’2 5 4 Y L D vy s —
FERL T EAMD T hr 2R R e
RHCA] R BERR o B PR oA T £
=74 5 5 & N T
HEFELRF R F o

BAEAL A%
iR RS AE AR
EF AR
s gy P

.

ETINS

X &

it FEiE AR
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KL FERLF 2 £ X3}k ’F." ALY e

REEES]

E

FoFMLET

= R

FAF - BRLFEL DR ORA] > g F R

R T S

217 AL EBRAFREABLE)

FEFREOP R SFHEEFHA T L3

I P & ]

LA BAARKAENS  NEFED B LERRA Al ol

FEHE FREEINLIREDARIAAITLIREVR
AR E Rpod BEERRLY THRIFE T uRF AR ERDER ) AL FLEFHLFF AR
i B Lot 84 € > & Leidnerand Elam (1994, 1995) 4+ Walters etal. (2003) h /=5 B % & -
LR A THELFET R ARE R Pk LR IR A F R RARPFOERYE
R YT 2 Leidner and Elam (1994, 1995) 2 2 Walters etal. (2003) ehf @1 %% 4 & -
¥ FREFRINILFRIBAFETN LM T PR kY BY  A- Ay oo Lo
B ARG Y el TRt e Teoand Choo 1R A7 3 g% 40 i & o
FACERL FRIBIFET N AL EFRYE o LRI LFRUEFEY o RIE
# g
F L AN LB EERY HP Y RS FHE 0 2 7 ek Teoand Choo (2001) 6% § &%
2E
o BT S R kg KL E YT ke
Teoand Choo (2001) H A 3 P £ P E ¥ B AR HAFET U RB 2 PF L F R DL F 9 04
) Rl EEE S BESFRLF B R 25 iAo
e ';é;;}ﬁ"éﬁjl;l%§}7;;§£JEll;lléélé}?Q?;;é """""""""""
o Gldc s R BEFEP LIS Toes - RFEERP I & e
RFLL AT B et ok 3 RBPFH LI Barct > - A LR PE T o e LR

- EFRRLERK

EEFRATEF LB MY AR F AN

TR EHREE S FIRARAGEE AR o 4 R
EAAAFARE o PEFIFALFLIRAFARELIF G
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(Wiersema and Bantel, 1992; Roth, 1995) ¢ I2 & &> & _— & £32 {2 cd i
o FEFHFALE AR m2>mean Y BHIAT w2

IR 0 @ AETHEY T H % A% & (Kahneman, etal., 1982) - # =t » &

(B) R B~ - FEFHLFYA BAfrE RN RBHLE

EH 3 HRALGEEES AR ALATLENE 5HFE > L REPY

Hwang, 1994) °om r'g éb ? £ 0 J‘r"ik;}-?g:ﬂﬁ 2 A EH‘”%—”? rf’)‘_% ];;E,Fl—r\
ARG Y PR R B R P A R AR eSS

BATG MG b7 sxenfrR 2 4r 4] (Shane, 2000) o #1140 & ¥ B g

SRS D E g7 BPEY Forid AR B £ EF R

54§ b &4 p brEE (Singh, 1986) -
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(1) BaERE AR o AR et RKobk 3 g2 7 242480
(transcendence) H i 2 SRt h B L FlZF~Afer mE A Z (%5 >
HARHEFARfRASR L - Xt AL a2 EM 05 - 2 ey

RE I 3 G foiken

S

TR R R PN RO SN

+\4

Rl 7 b BB 2t RE 2 A K M E B gEa
RN AR R AR E R E%REFEREY S ¥ TR
Bopong TeEd A s E® o 2L (intuition synthesis) Bl 42 K
vl 4z ? { ¢ £ (Khatri and Ng, 2000; Shane, 2000) -

Y

&y e

Ik

(2) FRSE AR -FRAEAREI e FRED G
S o d N PR B AU TR o A TR LA B

B % e

R
e

RIcEiET MARBRBEOT N & DR An GRS
FEG 0 A EZRIDERF - EREN LAl gL o BaAk-
WP L AR B R F ,};‘Fﬁmﬂ GEEFIEOE X

Wik ¥ E AT 2% (Glazer and Weiss, 1993; Miao and Liu, 2010) -

-116 -



B) et AR c EAARFIESY F A7 7 H4IFF > 4
ROLFERE AT 0 P AH T LARR R 2 0 A 2 kY 3
PR RO ER R RER S o AR FH RS
Eh el o 4R nzid-aidﬁ S SRA S ET A T A 4 2 2 AR
(Dixit, 1989; Hwang, 1994) -

(4) 2A2 R vk o 2R AT ¥ R S EB R LR AL
“éﬁ‘ . 43 e %\Kffﬂmﬁb B A NI ek TR AR 0 Ao g
TEP FGIPAEREET KA BRI FAE S B3 LR R Ly
PR W IR A A0~ ATg a0 s 3 B E O AR D 7 R
RIFTILF R AL > dre RS HA K S £ A ~ BEITAE & R IpAT
THERAE R A AR AL 2 AR e kA
K% 52 34 (Galbraith, 1974; Simon, 1979) -

FEn etk (1) 4 FRG AL RBL LR b TR (2
TR AR G AL e TRB R s B AR 0 B AR R
Q) 3 FAFMAEEBIFAS AP @) g CFRETA
O R pEIE A S (5) § - BEIFRF R R & IR £
R EE(6) B R TR EEB L F R
#£¥ £ & iv* (Eisenhardt and Zbaracki, 1992; Walters et al., 2003) -

FFIREHA- B2 EATRCFE S FREBELREL
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BMimaL A2 L NEFHEL I AL A on Y NEITES 5
,é%%{aﬁ%ﬁﬁdﬂ&%b%ﬁ%%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁj’ﬁébﬂ*ﬁiﬁi
BFEHi e e ¥FplE sy B {rFyaFmy B H e ¥a 7 - <P
Bl EEZTRBUFRLTE RS L ¥ %beiﬁi:}r:}’ii}ﬁﬂﬁ_'}’?’(l) i M

Bere o oo {1 Y REATED R RIhAS > SR erle B0t o AIRTE B R AR

BT AR o (4) BB R EH O BRI R AR

LR f ¥ PR ATEod ST HOR I (ambiguity) = kR S i 2 R

BB A AURRY  BEPFRERLTRALBER L RIFE
S AL AEENA FAAAEE PR E ERELFEZ 0 L e
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FERYEERE S REL RS A REAEAR R P eh hi
e AR bl BP A HEREHENEELEY RS o FV i
Provad et BOE et ¢ R nmE BR oo T 4 B o

17 8¢ ¥ p 38 F AL(Gilad and Gilad, 1988) ; 2 % ~ & 5~ 5 [ fohg & 2
TR SEFTRHEE  FTRAZRE T LR FTALEFTAFEL 8

i {7 TP (extract) ~ #3% (transform) ~ §¢ » (load) f-4 47 (analysis)

Py
AN
—\

T ERAE 0 KA S EJEE R (instantaneously) ™ E - 3R

(consistently) ep 383 2 (Prescott, 1995; A F§F % > 2008) ; s 4 & 4

L sk o

EEAHFETEF AN R FHEB R FERE TRRE ST

0%
=

fef 1 B A7 & fEIRE R (McGonagle and Vella, 1990) ; ¢ 7 3t
THE CRIRR RIFFERI LG I RE - FE N gz BE
frreah B S I EL 47 4 B (Clanalyst) > i& @ 3 (7 330 40 1 45
B p EEP-E 5 kS (systematically) % i 44 (continuously) ¢k 3R 3
2t (Hovis, 2000; McGonagle and Vella, 2003; 7 &3 & » 2008) - %< £ p
HEE_ A & (human machine integration) 4r 1 ## ' ?fi%ﬁ PEIEEF

Mo A S A (8 Bk BHTM 0 2003) AT EAE S L EFRRL - ®
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and Borska, 1995) -

KE WL GBS A2 2RI TEREAEEERF L

At - BEEA DTG P AFEFZEF Prescott (1995) ik B o

Jaworski et al. (2002) Axit "L A EEAEZ T g ELE S L Gag ¥

Soxm F 7L R FE2 3 (Jaworski et al., 2002, p.300) o PFiE - 3%
DL RS Lo B - B AP BK o AP ORCAY B LA

\‘E‘_
o
'

EFmidhamdd Lo EFRA LA LR RS o &
FEFEH Lk

PR E & PR REFEABFL AR D RG HA 2 FRr FLTE R
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