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Abstract

Organization Network is one of the important research topics. The firm exchanges the
resources and information within a complex and multiple network relationships. The changes of
the network relationships affect the operations of the firm. The firm has to review it network

position strategies that also interrelate with corporate strategies and business strategies.

Distinct from previous researches, this study propose the Integrate Perspective to analyze the
organization network, include the strategies to integrate the processes, resources, objects,
decisions, knowledge and information within network relationships for a firm to generate and

sustain its core competence.

The qualitative case studies following the research strategy recommended by Eisenhardt
(1989) will be conducted to build a theory on core competence development from the integrate
behavior and network position strategy. Via this study, we expect to advance theoretical
understanding of the dynamic integrates behavior development processes on organization

network contexts and provide insights for successful further opportunities accordingly.

Keyword:

Network Position, Integration, Core Competence, Interorganizational Relationship Management,

Exploration, Exploitation.
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¥R 2R FTHEATHERFLEE SRF|EPHPE A H > 2P T RELBE P
X3 A if—?;?‘%ﬁ—%‘% o & =t FEk 2w gfg? =D rﬁkﬁ’—’x% , TE{;"\’}&"%—&L@%%
N BEFISI2S5)FRAFRTH  TRHEFTET S FMERNEITRET R B
LRGSR WAL L3

B8

TP E R TR L S N AR PP P AR e A
RMFFUEELBEL ORGS0 BT AR AL L o H A
Feand B ey EEIALATRERY > Ea L2 AP mid B 7 37 M

ﬁﬁi%ﬁ*gpyﬁa%T—ﬂa’L%iﬁﬁ it (0 A X (IR M e 8 1

AT A EERL BRI B BB U ¥ ok #F-ﬁg' W T e
S fi-'éi"féﬁ‘ii\?%“?sé Tazoth > mEEEEAREE R kS pe Apgd b, THERE
P o e Era Ry gt R e

~

- S RRTERP D B

niu

B R R A TR RS AL BRORRT AR EPT RS R g 2
FARE FTARSERZ SV ER R ISR EPE AL 2 RS
2

gAY o P g £(2001)4p EEF ﬁr} ijw,—ﬁ:}, »Ff:g%:ﬁ“‘iﬁl’ OB
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CHREREL TP TR LN FTRBERTRAFEORAGIF 0 AL R AP TR
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RimpE o RIF %ﬁ-gi\g o s kR BIF R R S R s M # e ek dF (Thompson,
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S AT R PAEFES K AL AR B
FOIHE L GRS BR AN AT LR P E T2 AT T B2 2T R A
& (¥ B % (Brandenburger and Stuart, 1996) - £ i enfs o 7 B 4 2 9 gildE 1 2 L B
kR A 50 RFRERLBE S T UERSd e PP LSRR L kDT A
kB 17 % o Bbers(1997) iy 15 B e 2 i A > T A SH Lo B RA A
BB E hs (FRRT UEAS R RE > FEEES TR HIR O B
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Pz E o Pret AE e "«F’“ml‘ e > B s s qu;‘f K N SEAENS ST N A |
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BA o R ERELEFERL B g o d 3t %j,kédﬂz Boo &3 9t AR~ A
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FEFA S ASfeFmaw s o AL P4 23 X e RS o

AW ERRRERY 0T BELDTLE AR LGB E R DT RS
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D$ZerR REF S BEFE Bl 2 T G4
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PR ERE PR R PEE LT AT MOT AR S - PP L F Al

B4 ~ 3 4c 1/ (Zajac, Kraatz and Bresser, 2000) » & % 4 f4e » e @ > B0 @ 4A G5 6 1
EREHRF DT B3R E > 4 e A PR FEFEFF KR E (Dyer and Singh,
1998) -

Fa‘ac\ﬂ
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1995) ~ &~ % ,g,);?‘ﬁ(Joshl and Stump, 1999) ~ #7335 HF kR ~ B G 4 BR AL E L iTY
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E AR K R T RATH ok eng s B4 (Dyer and Slngh 1998) > e £ 2@ Fih7 -
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HEF200) 0 fEEF PR L SRR £ IFERAR 5
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and Burkhardt, 1992) > 3 4v e ¢ chp A M2 FHEM > TR ‘/}Ez,gv\]ﬁa_&_'rﬁﬁ_g )% i
PETRS AR S T g ok S FRE EEFRA feared o B E PR TR
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BHRAL AR DAY R AETFRH G AL SR TERIL D
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s BRI > R SR BRI R SRR MG T - RIFRR
BF cw BHEARA R PG P e R ok ] pE s Fl R
¢ A 2 fo) eofs #3842 (Krackhardt and Porter, 1986) o @ %538 P 1% ~ 3k ~ Aot iy 4 fF
EHo VR EIRIPMNE A CRRE BRI SOEMEE K FEFFEME S LT
W R o A4 B A BT B g o
ERRE S S A f ARk

AT RPp e BOfRT > 2 ETHEET LS
%%i%iﬁ@ﬁﬁ”ﬂ*P’rﬂmﬁ’Eiﬁ*'%‘% PGSk
s WAL ke KA o d N F EBRE FE - 71-\;&;54; 8 aeiy e Ko Ao b Lkend b ¥
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EAWEHIP nER > P SV A - B E8 R RE R e g
(muddhng through) (Lindblom, 1959)¢:% 42 - Mintzberg (1937)3— ﬁP FE G MEmAmid
2= al»ﬁ»h&mlﬂ"&a::’#'”‘ }ifﬁgk"?r}/r'f“ %ﬁ“)ﬁw'» D u,g,gﬁ ﬁ Lﬁ\o'}‘]ﬁt s
B IRB RS kB¢ &mﬁma4#%€#xﬁwmﬂ4’Hi{ﬁiiﬁﬁi
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PR it - 2 g A4 B T 2 % b % (Reuer & Leiblein, 2000) > — & &
F KL F % S 8 € (Browman & Moskowitz, 2001; Gulati, 2007) ©

AT en g (TR TR o F o B TR SIS R B F s e S e i o % (Mohr &
Sengupta, 2002) o H P s AN g B TR L IR R B pﬂp EIEHR(EHPARE €
¥ 5M T B o Mariotti & Delbridge (2001a):% 5 e & & flg e sk B ol 9 BRI 7 F
25 3% e ‘.‘%(tle) v A e tie AN R pE e g Y fn@ﬁig __3_‘_ 7 B3 o Mariotti &
Delbridge (2001b) 2 {7 & 4 ﬁ’%‘ig Mgl ~ B Thehg 417 5% (regulation of relations) ~ @

* #F 5 (frequency of use) ~ B 7% & & (length of the relat10nsh1p) T3 2 ehdF B (nature of the
information exchanged) % 7 & Jfﬁm PR T R VA Jfé’? tie @ 35(1)3% 1&t 2 (strong
ties)—#t e s ARG FENZRI R G nz_ei’%x%giur F ARG A58 A ehae
2 e o (2)33 i3 B (weak ties)—ffﬁﬁ}’ S A S MR R ﬁf“i%?jé WEALHE - Q)F g
(potential ties)—PRE (%% B4~ » 3 Ao L kgAY >  FURTOFEYHE - pndE

WEeff > vanie- HEE SRl .s* o (4)7% i3 12 K (vestigial tles) S G ST

Foendk o W TIEE B R & G TR AR o (5)F KR 2 (latent ties)— gL pt & F FLeh
BfY 0§ B £ Fr(re-estabilish)# B 7 R & 3 85 o (6) 5 4hip & (redundant ties)— % AR
TS I SN E ,UA}&KF’“:E(explmted) R AMGRARES L3 FESARTRED

e

VG NERE R AR D e hl G REPT Pl B(Tie) R & Rl

i
&au@ﬁ%nﬂm¢%~ﬁfmﬁ&*@+m&%%n&§ %Fm@*ﬂ?*ﬁif
TR Y B EE T B EARR o £ AL g Tejuat 4 (absorptive

capability)— i ‘i‘« PpOIRATE B 2 driio RO B ST L T é,‘»_w:r ST~ B R IR AT
TRy A EE %i)i VSR N (prlorknowledge) o B ATAe 4 2% TR R
Sk w4 B ehAr R A F I HT AR W %ﬁ%ﬂ“ A R A S e i
0 T he x RTeRE TR ‘é'r_:_‘_% ZEFNE éi% I T ﬁk‘% * L SERR 2
el o, £ B F\qgsa;}akkggzl o

K= %%

7z E‘é‘. = r,__"}"‘"tu%’r’xb ?

A B R BB o T A D dei SO AAHT IR PRER B vt LR TR o R D
RBFLFs 0 S GRAPEE 4 REFMGORR o - S e ] i
DAL AT EREC LR RN AR AR R E
G hLTMGY BT - Lhs T e .

E%‘E.%\« FY RGP d BRFREYEHT A G " ¥ % ¥ | (exploration)¥? [ /%
v B % | (exploitation) " #£ % #F# | 1p 1% 3B 0 F (search) ~ 22 % (variation) ~ j *& (risk taking)
F B (experimentation) ~ ¥5 4% (play) ~ %3 38 4 (flexibility) ~ 45 ‘% (discovery) 2 £]#7(innovation) ’
B A K aeap B (March, 1990, Levinthal & March 1993) - & TiE s B8 | B {#p 24
i (refinement) ~ # ## (choice) ~ 4 A (production) - »% & (efficiency) ~ % # (selection) ~ F
(implementation) £ #4 {7 (execution) » #-% £ & FoenF F b § e * 225 47 (March, 1990,
Levinthal & March 1993) -

A Exploration ¥ Exploitation & fa5d % X £ pF o> 7 ¢ i& {7 (Ingram, 2002) »
SR RN S Sl § o ,f“ N F arﬂﬁ& TR~ AZ * 2 %R (routine) - # Exploration
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27 Exploitation € - 2@ ¥ 4p 3 F & ﬁ’ﬁ‘?\i o Exploration ¥ Exploitation = f&/#~ §_4p
AP o ms ¥ &b AR (domain) B LK 33 # (iteratively self-reinforcing) - &4r » Lavie
& Rosenkopf (2004)% M T B2 S H A 4 F R 4 (pressure of inertia) » I 4] 7
Ao jge & AR FATHE TH G pF > F]2 BB LHEHE T %P7 &ir&m& o 1R
w E % f1 * (leverage)if 3 cni5 5 ¢ L AR 0 BB BE 02 > T ARGBR R 5 b R R 0 B
FTRBE A DRR o R R Y G TIY Bk A BRI B o 0 R RE D
48 i& (path dependent)#7 & 2 %] -

v

FHI e FHEFLERG & TP F KR (add-on)B 7 5 exploitation » & 7 E 17
g B ATRE T P 5 exploration (Beckman, etal. 2004) o ¥ F A8 ¢ L E I R ER
BEE AN end gl > R F & 0T 5T R (exploration) AT € 0 2 L7
7 et € (Koza and Lewin, 1998) - Lavie & Rosenkopf (2004) # 7 #* 7 4 3R Exploration
¥ Exploitation & féié fi— J 7l eii 4 3 By - B/LAp & ihT i 42 (balancing
processes) ° # % 2 > Exploration ¥ Exploitation srifch1e 352 % 439 ~ 3 B8 § 11 2 i
S
AFTR L FEFIEARBE d AL CRA N 7 B P A ERBE RS
TP IS E A BT G RO o F - BT R Bl Bl R bt g 0F
B e ST RenE B g FBH I SRR TR X S L 0 X
hiEF G Zl”ﬂ} R % BlAriB R R A AR ER 0 T 2L IFY fi'ﬁ?f%%ﬁ»%i—ﬁi"fﬁ B
(routing) > & FHFEIN > EFFeEE N s KINERhE o NEELEY Lo 4 T2

B ahF i s A RE- HIFN EITH e AAH -

B R S R S B TR A B SRR 653 i (weak tie) B %
(Granovetter, 1973; Kraatz,1998; Hansen,1999) - VT‘ TR R BN il g i 2 v
ATREAS TG RGO T G O FAE TR ML R LS E B E IR o
BN B Y AL A L?%Pﬁﬁﬂmjﬁﬁjﬁmv%ﬁ’

S E L E T KR LN B E H

Hz  SEEFTREWEITIIE SR MG L ITH AR L TRk § BN FE
BT R R G M TR 4 R R~ 3 i B (strong tie) B % o "+EE”A¢’3¥HL‘?<%"
EFER2ZT > B- HEEFRBDOEREEFT R T ¥ P ESINFEL R HTAR
m’%aﬁwwaﬁmgﬁﬁﬁgomw.érﬂﬁ%<%’ﬁéﬁﬁéﬂbW%& %

A A REGEE R ER o BT A SRR E  Sd S iR L
ol G BRI EFHERFNREE IR DOREEEP MG B REREH S FR DR
BahP o U b S AR RS AR A L .
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S GRS

l\“‘

\\

2o AT A f?&rﬁ] AT T i ‘f»’lgjfvv;t’ L 75 ¥ %A & Exposure
Exploratlon = Exp101tat10n =B RAINFEr S ZREBELEES BB E KL
R g R E =2 Barn FEBHI S RRRFEEZF R S BIT Aok - o
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B Exploration
C Exposure

Rl - “f‘}gz\%'?au;‘ﬁgr’ 7 &
TR KR AFY

EFELTFRETADLE > VA LR LN I EagRORERM BT B L BERR
EENE S R R w B RN A AR L RIS T R
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