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FATE o A& ‘:’uﬂiVﬁ WO RTR B PS4 F] g B e ok
i# i¥(Kozlowski & Bell, 2003) o @ @ Fj 5 »cid (5 0 — = 5 & Jf BB i B
(boundary) » "2 & & 35 {4 H AR 0 £ RS BEF R RO T B0 AL L
SRATIE B FRORDHMAR ST LS M ER- ¥ 26 e fHR
Bl o ehbl > LS BL 5 hF A B, TR EEE BTN 8 A2 12
PR s o I Wk 2 5 4E(Choi, 2002) ¢ % ¥ T 4 B <hp 20 42 (internal

process) &  §% ¥ # (internal activities) ; & - Rl 5 B i o7 30 % & (external

_ﬂ

activities) & 5 % ¢ 72 (boundary-spanning management) e

BIEAL P EXDEAR AR F BDBHEFA T F L BEP VAR BRI
2%z B %(e.g., Harrison, Price, & Bell, 1998; Pelled, Eisenhardt, & Xin, 1999;
Smith et al., 1994) > @ # > FFBIRenhIRER o B9 > Bppr2iph> 54 @

gt egz ? o @ B RS BRI DER A 2 F TR
i\}; Feo BIFF R aE il s B2 2 2 Wif B and R AR IR Jp A i
BT e vk IRBE R 0 G okl F IR A £ TF S B X BB TR R
F & L 45 (Ancona & Caldwell, 1998; McGrath, 1997) -

Rl 3 —fg S B A InER B IR £ & M (e.g., Ancona & Caldwell, 1992a,
1998; Choi, 2002) > Ap >t R FRAEAZ - F P IRE R B @IS 2aM 22y G
Ll B TR NS R E R RS Sy LR
mr% Tiff“i%% R & 7% 85 i {7 38 37 (Ancona & Caldwell, 1992b; Guinan, Cooprider &
Faraj, 1998) » & A 2 o 125 R 33 B PR 3058 85 0 7% K8 — ) FF3d oh R 6o g2 30
R A%.2. s;,"JS Flb > AT G EFE N T FRINERE N IRAEEAR 2 B T Tb R
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B AR B R T AR ¢

proeb s hRGERe 2 A HFE G B BT A AT TR I 2 R AE o
Argote ¥2 McGrath (1993)1 3% * 3 $#c2. 3 2 L P BRGS0 8 §rahd (2 7]
% Ra o MF ZBBEAT T AT ERE P%fi:é@%_%:iﬁﬁ]m%éiil#%: foo W
Choi (2002) LAzt + EEB/ NV R 2 FFEIM - Flt > i LR >+ 0 f2
RIS 1&’* OIS T LRI E T A BB INE B B PR o
2 T ERE L F O SE T EREL RN ERE AF T RAEI LSS B
R RRAAEHL T RS RF P IER LM RS B R
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S U B FEChIRE R 2 IR AR L 2 G B 3 BT R 2 LB
oA REBESBEGRY N EE 24 SF > bl4e @ Bernard ¢ Killworth » Sailer (1980)
2 % Gladstein (1984) » #i> #F 3448 2. 0 % % ] it - Ancona (1990)4F 34 B Fj > e
SN2 FERE S FRBEHPELT RN FEINZT R SRR
Ancona ¥ Caldwell (1992a) { i&—- % 12 38 B A % B B} 57 7 % omind =
A& b RiEds > & W] 5 (1)# f % > (ambassadorial activities) @ 5 BIF* 5

BEHRFREIE P ORI F LT T R () E TR E B (task

34

coordination activities) : 2775 it H =& H @ Bpp2 B A T # 0 4RI B >

LT 3 RPN RE 5 (3) 1 %iE #(scouting activities) @ ] RIS > W T o H
PORFFEERENLE NOEL > VEELERFHE AL SHEERL G
A% > MR o TBELIRNT 2 AFEFT R A ZREAEEAHEL
TR EE > SEEH B AP IR S B2 50 R (EAp B R R A
# 1+ e4p 3 e & (Edmondson, 1999) o E 48 @ =% > B Ff o IRE 6 F 44 0h IRTR B 2
ix 7% 4p B (task-related) 7 5 > 2 & F B a2 o 30M OB T2 EH 0 B Ao
U A NN AT SRR 1 o R A L N
(4o P BEE - REERE P L) & oAty > P FR DA BGE R 2 B d
I8 blde Bp R Bk~ FR TS UL GEARE o FY o B R R
Kl BRI R 3 B2 A L IRREAR B S B R 2 g R E R
% b3R5 #: (Choi, 2002) °
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TRz o~ BRI~ Hoi 20 B & (Ancona, 1990) o F B Fj 2R R BESL (T 0300
087 N 2RREAR 0 PliEA fEiE B B 7 5 i 2 Choi (2002) LA F 3 > s o
IMFH B PN INFEHF 3 it B % (competing relationship) & 4 »c B %
(synergistic relationship) » & & A& N E @3 0 T A G FE o F] > AFF
LAY FA IR B AR H B ok L 3 R RS F F LM
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B3 (trade-off)eff % > Bff 2 FHF IFMEFL L 2 A e 7*
oo e IRGEE BT N IR AR T L A 20 B % (Choi, 2002) -
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dR-F g A EEGE SRR G R - L2 AR A B
1ﬁmﬁ§’f~aﬂ%¢a@m%va% RAEF > L P IGRE BE
BIFf R 3REde 2 BEE SRS Ll L PRIy o T 2 A g R REE k2
¥ 72 (Choi, 2002) °

b
By b FRE S
B Fj 5 6 2
TR OB
\
\\
\\
\
\\
\
\
\
AY
\
P RER R

BIF v

F# %% © Choi (2002) «

Bl- 2 LA m A7 B3R GBS a9 522 2L HRT > § BERF
T T EaA flet hIRER SN IRE AR 2 M TPE(L B a) 0 H B nKP EE B TR



B EY N E - FEh LY - B2 BIR(LE D) - A

B 2RFEAR ¢ BotB T g2 B Ff o H O il B b 3RGE B R P* TR A2 B TR
% 17 { 4% (Ancona & Caldwell, 1988; Cohen & Levinthal, 1990; Gersick, 1988) o #]
PRENCE S T

HI: BIFEp 3RGEAR ¢ 4033 BfR P 30E s B re2 tw B 1% o
(=) BlfpehIniEddr h Rgrfz2 4p 3 % 14 B 0%

GE PIRERE PN IEART N F L UFRA QG TR Ly F
v A EHRRE TR e R 2 RS BN AR T S0t o Do D N R AR 2 G pRiE 1T
TRRSE UARMERFELRAEBAZES DTG BN ERRT
Edmondson (1999)# 3 # . » BIf = | Ao T g % 0
BBAMERH LR T A0 F 3G o hIMERH DR TS TARL SR DR E
(sense-making): #2(Weick, 1969)> 7 & = § A&t} 5 #3427 2 4 ¥ A B}
2 3 E(identity) » & = S B FE Rl o gt b o FbE AR E 2 L 3FE S TR F
Moo B BB RPN IR K SR TR0 F]Pt > AT RK
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H2: B 3RAEAR € o 1 BFR P 3RE S BFE e o B 1% o
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i 5 % 1 1 % L3 (structural contingency theory)z 1 5% » e S fe & & 47
Jidk B i {7 34 i (Donaldson, 2001) » & 4] e % %]+ ¢ £ B H 2 L
EREIT: ﬁ do BB 2. FE T % 45 3214 (Burns & Stalker, 1961; Lawrence &
Lorsch, 1967) » is "ﬁ 4ot SR 2 PR(Woodward, 1965 ;Thompson, 1967)
i %% (Chandler, 1962)% ‘2 & R fi-(Blau, 1970)% o & # chig 48 ¥ 3L3 ¥ ;°
WMk S EF B ER F 2 MR EE m’ﬁ@*€§
BT R ERFF 0 F MBS e S % ﬂf#‘:’ s N B TS 2
¥ ode BB Eiﬁ;lb‘_(Gladsteln, 1984; Cannon-Bowers et al., 1995) ~ = zZ»Jhﬂ
iz |+ (Van de Ven & Delbecq, 1974; Gladstein, 1984) ~ ¥ * F /& (Hackman, 1987;
Cannon-Bowers et al., 1995) ~ % % #c i (Cannon-Bowers et al., 1995) % - @ 7 &
B BFR e Y > BARNERBEL > f R EZ ERFFARGE
Ffz. T3~ | %1% (Campion et al., 1993)&" & 3 H % (Sundstrom et al., 1990;
Smith et al., 1994) » e & #F2 B % P o> 1 BB L ATFH D P BB %
z_ 1 % F]+ (Kozlowski & Bell, 2003) - Kozlowski ¥ Bell (2003)%F & 4p B 2¢
o g AR AI A F T AR ()RR B S Sk % (context) 2§
A2 4p 3 i B (coupling) A2 & > Q)@ rx 8 & 20 ¥ % i M4 (permeability) > (3)
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H4: Zip4gfedt ¢ 5 i Bfp P 30ad 2 MFE S o2 & o B 0 o
HS: 325 0) (74 & 55 1 IR 30E d B B pf oz & B 1% o
H6: B Fj4p %12 ¢ o 1 B PR h 3055 85 22 WP G vz & e BE T o
PR SRl -
- EIHRERES S
AR URE R ELF 2GR H TEER3 A2
e d e AT UBGZAE > SFIBRBETREERRE, 2 5 A0
Z e Ed MR 2 BRFTHREEED T Z kBRI ARF S 2
FACE o AT AWM BREFREEL o AFTFRF LA 25 P4 50
B FBEF > £ 300 R (53550 AR E 250 A AREFR K)o d 30T
TP REVEBIG S Atagth o F 2 [ ow e A 23 L BT p g
(Schlffer etal., 2002)> *2 pt 152 iR 2 B R R B EE 23 ?"\’2 P2 46 B ITEG
0267 (F45 46 A FREE 221 AR L) F xR A F 5
92.00% > 7 »xiB A kA TF 5 89.33% o
46 BT MR A Bz THogc s 4.67 4 R L 5 1.99 BFE A ekt 2 4 o
B 12 4 o BBFRAEI0 46 B E KT 0 G 16 L Mk ik 3478% 5 X
PES L9k EEL L 831 TP EFT L 1095 # > EHL L 653 &
B P B 3% 0 221 fif,ﬂt;gdﬂzc‘ v F 120 A A 1 5430%  Bfp e B 2 Lo
Ed L 3394 Kk o B F L 850 TP EFT L T.69E > L L 7.08 0
AL R YD H- KRR ETE R 2B GR R T AR
/% 3% common method biases)» #F 7 ¥ £ 5 & (> > A W & B g R ’ék’i’@]
AR E d ML paBESREFEE - 27 BELATHE % %RE
T E TR (8 R E IR R s ARG T 'f“il’i’ EARAp R M) R IR d B R A ?.
BE o n BIFARS BEEANREHEREN BESEEREE -
- NP3 iRl e
(DB FfH3RER 0 A7 % Ancona ¥ Caldwell (1992a) 7% & 2. F 3R & &
402 24 3 FEBH S AN AIERIHGFHERE LA Ml o @
FRebIEH T L S n%ﬁﬁéfv s 1FER R EE e BEH > Cronbach’s o &
w5 87~ .86~ .76 °
Q)EF ) 42 0 ~F7 4% * Hackman (1983)% Smith % £ % (1994) %
Z B THEAE L FEBU SRR INEALHA AR LA A
2o N FRAFART A 5 1 TTAEARY R A% Cronbach’s a0 8 4 %] 5 .81~.82 ¢



BB * e A8 7 #* Song &2 Montoya-Weiss (2001)2_ F=4f 3/| et jie
P FEE M E 4 > £ 638 > Cronbach’sa & 2 .90 -
() EasAf fett 1 AAT g 457 Jehn £ 8 % U%D ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%%,#sﬁ’
g W~ i HEadgietz off » £ 24k > Cronbach™s o 8 5% .63 ©
(S)Eiri| it A5 4" Pelled % 5 4 a%n\gﬁ Lol TR 0 2
33 FEBY R HER4 M2 Ir%f % 12 4c % 5 Cronbach’s o &
».83
(6)1 ie4p ikt © AFF 7 £ * Van de Ven » Delbecq £2 Koenig (1976)# 7% & 2.
fpiEit R L o B2 B EMTY ATRIF L MBS R IRB 2 AT 405 A2
BoHERBY R 2% £ 24k > Cronbach’s o i 5 .74 -
(DB R L3758 2% 1 A8 3 $ * Lovelace » Shapiro £2 Weingart (2001) 7% &
Brpd»cg 4 > £ 748 > Cronbach’sa & 2 .90 -
~ B R R IE
BFpobInade i p 3R AR d B | BREB F 7 RIS A2 B AR
TR RTEIEGEE TR P AT B R 2 - ﬂb‘ﬁﬁ;
AT MY A SRR AT IER A TR AL B S R L
a7 385 H 75 % R #iA 7 (one-way ANONA) I 2 ¢ Wg(J):}p 2 o
ﬁ"u@%&%pﬁ%ﬁ A w v B PR R IRGE R 2 B P IRREAR G TR RIE 0 R
7 H F]+ % £ # - $7(Amason, 1996; Rousseau, 1985) = B %32 F EA B 2
421309 (p<.05) T BIFFREAREFF ZXEFN R RAER -
- KRB E Y - KA - A 4 Bliese (2000)2 2 & 258 0 3+ E
oA "“ S B ICC(1)2 ICC(2)°m ICC(1)E + *+.12 (James, 1982) ICC(2) i& = *+.60
«mwl%ﬂﬁ’afﬁméﬁ L E L - R o 2R E SR B IRER 2
ICC()iE 5 039 ICCQ2)&E .72 5 B p 8425 ICC(1)E 5 025> ICC(2)E
.59
B t4 > *F % %% Lindell (2001)2 3 & FE w0 AT W odh 1
S/ R ES Jfﬁ 1% (James, Dameree, & Wolf, 1984; 1993) { oA "F LF] 5 AR HCH A
B Ff A B 4o frig 2 20 F AR AR R (insensitivity) o ¥ L E-F] 5 AT B 4o m B B 2
BeE 2] 5 %354 F B L & (Lindell, Brandt, & Whitney, 1999) - 3+ & % % 17 3/ »
Bl Ff P 3RE 2 1 g o) B2 T 58S 92 0 1y o)iE ® Hich 94 5 BF N 2R AR
FygE2 T3 s 91 ¢ =4ici 935 % # & % .70 2. % | (George, 1990) > &F
AR T A ALE & AR T IE L B TR
LR AR IR RS
AT 2R R A RSB FT LT FIRE R A B



R s 2 B8 (L Kozlowski & Bell, 2003) » = %@4 < BT G R
B AZR 2§ it 2 R E 2 (Bantel & Jackson, 1989; Jackson et al., 1991) » F]pt > &
B ARRIET S YVELE VR AL BhFE o R BIFS R
2 fm7 b P PEIMG A R e b 2 5 A0t 42 & (Milliken & Martins, 1996) F]*
GERGREE - JEERN 0L S N -l B RN EAE R ) S e
Ald A FHEEZMGES 22 Ece

I~y

VA R

AT R F AP A TS Bk AR R 0 BERGRINA 0 A
i % f siw §F (Moderated regression) #£31 ¥ v eh2 3 fE ¥ sk o T
(Centering) p ¥#cfrct & B2 (&> Al 3 8% B » Qﬁﬁ?g\ﬁ o kT
7 B PF» %% Cohen fv Cohen (1983 ) euEzk > & W11 p F#icfod & FHc 2
b - BRELE e BE FREIT EF A

AR 1!

1 RIgm 2 W erdphl alic o INER A BB IR (=70)
B F5Ap (=50 )~ B Ff i 22 (r=58) 5 I AP B » (e 21 (Z 5328 5] (7 4. (1=-.44 )
B P55 v s W2 T aAE el (r=44) feBBE T (r=33) 5 24P > 2T
2ol fAp M (r=.40) -

22K B FE Tk o BT XD FUREARD SRR S BIRS
PR e T fe BBl BEom o N FRAEARG 58 1C R INGE B & W IR p e
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% 3 /é;.&iuéﬁf/w\ﬁ%% BT 0 TRE A AL TR S0 NGB R B ot
RFenff (2 c BIZ B8 > B FR T ARG iR ™ > BIREE cneh IREH 4%
P MR ARL o

7 4 K ?k*‘PETFA\#‘r*%QET A4 AR R TR P A e IRGEH B | Fr ok
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B grcAx L 0 Rm o EIAFRR MR T > BRAE b nEdas o
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4.82
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5.87
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.80

.70

.85

.69

1.93

6.03

'69***

-.17
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.10

.01

-.08

-.09

* 3k
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.08
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-.05
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.72***

_ 44w

'50***

'58***

-.03
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-.02

.00

26

.02

01

-.06

33

-.16

N=46 ; * p<.05 ; ** p<.01 ; *** p< 001
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Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
B -0.01 0.00 0.00 0.03
D 0.33" 0.33" 0.33° 0.31"
oh2m5 85 (Ex) 0.03 0.08 0.14
n AR (IP) -0.06 -0.12
Ex x IP -0.18
R? 0.11 0.11 0.11 0.14
AR? 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.03
5.00
= —— [ VR
0 ’
S VRS
4.00
B ﬁﬂj
It ﬁﬂ?ﬁéﬁ

Fl- BN SRER2 2T (67 F
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Model 1 Model 3 Model 4
RS -0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00
D 0.33" 0.33" 0.26° 0.32"
b2ris g (Ex) 0.03 0.13 0.00
\FL * T T '.}_ stk sesksk
HA A 0.57 0.49
(En)
Ex x En 0.31"
R2 0.33 0.33 0.64" 0.70""
AR? 0.11 0.00 0317 0.08"
4.00
3.80 F
2360 I
> —— B PRI
= 300 | — B
320 F
3.00
B3 F'IJ
<7+?5Wﬁ§ﬁ

Bl= BRI L2 T T
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Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4
B B 2 -0.01 0.00 0.04 0.07
B & F 0.33" 033" 0.31° 0.36"
henE s (Ex) 0.03 0.04 -0.03
[E3F 3 ) ,3(%: s wk ok
S R 0.43 0.36
(Tc)
Ex x Tc -0.25
R2 0.11 0.11 0.29” 0.34"
AR? 0.11 0.00 0.18" 0.05
3.60
3.40
3.20
2 3.00 .
e —— [k ?é‘[ékﬁf
W, 2.80 |
=N e [ERHIFLE (S
i 2.60 Slellr e ki
2.40
2.20
2.00
B Il
<7+ﬁﬁiﬁ§ﬁ

Ble T4 23 7% §



05 Bt @R e] TR S ISR e B snehB 3 (B= .26,
p=.065) BT &7 > AEZEHFHEF OFIRT > BRINERAR S 0 B
FRE AR L AR F B EARZLG|F R TRT o hIRE R AR § o Ak B
RRLLVE Resziz Sl

H

25 EHAGI T K B FA

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

RS -0.01 0.00 -0.01 -0.06
D 0.33 0.33" 0.33° 0.30°
h3msde (Ex) 0.03 0.04 0.09
i A e 040" 040"
(Tr)

Ex x Tr 0.26"
R2 0.11 0.11 0.27" 0.33"
AR? 0.11 0.00 0.16" 0.06°

a: p=.056
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Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4

RS -0.01 0.00 -0.01 -0.01
D 0.33" 0.33" 0.32° 0.34"
ks g (Ex) 0.03 0.01 -0.03
Eoa e 0.26 0.24
(Td)

Ex x Td -0.13
R2 0.11 0.11 0.17 0.19
AR? 0.11 0.00 0.07 0.02
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