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[REBIT] AT BB 0 R 5 4k 205 Bk —

72 it S 0T 0 T BB RIS B, HA R X 57 Al 2 R A o PSR SR RRAE , R IR, 32
AR XAl B R A5 3 T AR S 3 ik # A ( Birkinshaw et al. 2008 ; Story et al. ,2009) .
T, BT T35 e AN ™ it ) S A B ™ S ™ il A= o S S0 A i 4 L 2 i ) 1'1@25‘5&*@@
G A S 3t 8 1 5 4 I SR Sz S 5k g (R 8 45,2013 ), LA BB 5H7 ( management innova-
tion) AR AYAEEA BIHE 2 (non-technological innovation ) JF46 5| %= A S A1 B (19 HELAUL ( Birkin-
shaw et al. ,2008) . Damanpour FlI Aravind (2012 ) i H 45 BRA B A e 2 2 (0 45 A oMb 2o J32 7 o 30 45
R0, XAl T 4 RE 0 368 URAS R S o T EE A BT Y Aok RESTE ISRk Y ZH ZUEE A | TR A
S5 T7 S BUARAS LS A B T Al S i 52 I, I 52 BURR fi & Ji& (Hamel ,2006) o J LA, o] 845
BORFAE BEBIHEG B , K5 30 A Ml 38 U R STk s = AR S AN S B S AL ] O 1 ) £ 0

# I8, R A RS TR EESBIT,250014 ; 3KBEIE, (IR RSB HARIFIT, 250100, AXREABFBAGREE
BB (##S:14YIC630131) (R EHSMZHUPRTIE (HUES 14AWTIOL - 10) RIIFREHSRZAXFRIE (#HE
S 14AWTIO1 — 12) BB R BT S AL R
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BOMMT 18 2538 B SEHOR G BRI R, IR G300 A 14 52 i BT
FIE R T G BRI (fit evolution) ™ F1* i P [ E 15 ( partial-synergy ) ™ 3 P fif & 1 28 B0 i)/ T BIL )
( EESESE,2013 ;7 P (A 52185 ,2004 ; Lin & Chen,2007 ) , F #5455 (2013 ) B Tl Ao HR it # 1
DAY G R 0 B PR — s — % P —5i 8% (E-S-R-P) i BC B8 AR AL . i BIp [7) s 150 DU K W 26
BTN BB M 507 R, sk 3 BE S Fml RUR DG &R o AN PSR R 55 (2004 ) & T
VR TC LA AR R T AN R SRR A T MR U FE AL, it ST 4E
B PR L S M AR BT A T 52 ) 2 (Cerne et al. 2013 5 FRAI%E 2013 ), si A FREIHHE0 A HL AR A1
TR AL S8 A A5 H (Lin & Chen ,2007) , DR 3 (Bl B AL S 2R

PIRF] AR ), S R G A I ¥ 2 4t (order parameter) W A0 B AH FLAE HIR I R, X SRS T 2 i
4R S 2R LA S S A ARRAE o st DR A 2, O A DR 0R A 38 5 BOR G RTIL6 oh B 1a) DR SR 4, ko7
ST BT UMA]” R R AN T SR R B BT 5 i D R AR, IR T R R R]”
FaBk. [RIA, CA B i R IR A IR B BT B AR Q3 548 BLATHT 9 PR R L3, BT R, BT F AR A
B B BN HT Z R A A A DI RSN, 33 ol PR ) 2650 17 R 75 12 2 A Ml S5, A FH 300 S Al Ak 45 [ 54T
FEAER R GE 25 (6] o AR SCKE BT BT B MM RIS , 7850 B b 2 AR AR BB 548
FEAH U EALEL A SR, 38 78 B AR R4S BB =22 60 47 5 3 25 DR IR 5 07, S TR AG: 58 B0 8 b ) Xt s
M S B B KA G R ORI AR R — B T B AR R SO VR FE B, DA A
BN RIS, A Al e AR TS SN 7 S B PR LR AR

=, XBERSHMEREK

L. BORATH 5% BATH sl 25 P R HLEE

TR A BBH Z (W AR A Sl R0, — 3 Z (B HA U AR P e 2R 26 AR o A WEE
I A BLATHT R B BB B 2R R N R Z — (AN A5 ,2013) o Al ZHAR Sk @ L] iz AR
TR S AN R4 A4 BRI 1 2 T4 ) 3 M A Ml R BGR o Vickery 25 (1999) 45 i, ZH A1 4544
HCHE T AR BT BC L BRI E , AN CRERS S M B AR BIHT PR R AR, 18 RS S HOAR BB 3
PSR . T LR ] BE BT BE A (e 2t fboll N BB A S AN I 28 3R, A A1 1 R 45 B T i
1k CH R FE8L,2002) o FEHSUCILIZ T, BA BIHURT#i Y Al ST RERS 30 57 T £ BT
120 MR TR . SRR AR (2013 ) K45 BRI 0T R 43 Sy P AR B Ie) (IR K A 7 Tl B R 2 R 25
FRHT ) FOA AR CE RS AN 3 I B A TR ) PR S L, IR A Ay T R 4 ST 2 X AN [] ]
AR E AR AT B A& B

SR, HEARRUH B RER S AR T4 BRI , fe kAl #E 47 4 SURNAE BIAZ 9, LA A Wi B T 119 1
AT LB PR A6, BOR QB T4 T ik A BAUH R TR G R E,
ZRAFAERFUE PR O 28 (VDR (I 536t ,2004) o R4 BRAVHT 9SSR AR IR T, HEE R BB RE ) A
W5, 2 H AR KA B — E FRBER , Ml FETE REAS A Hh BT )™ il AR 55, LAl I B A 3 R . it
B Al 7 B — AL AT A BT , 8 BB B R A R, I e LA K, TR BT
BT R Al SCAk 2 1 DG 5 A 3 B B £ AR K- (Viekery et al. ,1999) o 54 HHL5 5 AR G137 4 3 [+]
I A BAHT B DRI SR T, Alk SR KP4 1i) B SOR A, I-FE— U B4l 3 AR 4
PEEAE AT o ph T DL, AR BT Y B [R] s Al AN [ KPS AR BRUPR 25 AH B3 N e
SRR A A S AR AR (A L RR) .
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2. GBI Sk

HHE B A HE AR 0 A B
e G A BB B . [Eman
PBUUEHE IRt B 3% [ o
FREE AWM B A5 R, el —Jr [
75 T AT 1 08B e B
ARAESs, LA AT 5, 53— T
F AR BFTIF L B A LUE R 1 EERESRARCFHEHEIE
AT R, P, Tl AR o5 4 2 S , AL I TF R PR PR 2 )
7, AT 55508 (Auh,2005) . T EROIE 5 A Q1% 19 D], RE8% oMl Ho R BT B AT A HY
VR ST HE, 4T AR BRI A i, 4T R il SR B P L
P T R QU AR 22 5% , T2 0047 15 5 EI QU5 10 1 7 X0 998 S04 8 42 U Q0
T4k 7 5 7 1 KSR A L s 5 P 2 07

FIFH2CH AR QI exploitative innovation) A% LABEsE IR K 46 AL A 13 % 35T 3 1o 3 £ 47 &
R TR JE M T 5T 17 4, B 523 R R A, LA G %
S (March, 1991) . ] W, 1 FHI U7 5 7630k 0 BUAT 7= S SR 7% 1 252 3%, WEA AR AS , B
B, OB RS, B o ol A AR e D B G e 3 A8, 7 5 B Q857 7,
BT ELAT 7 4B AR 5 U L2280 i A B W 2 EL A T s L LA 9B 5
SO Y], S P KIS, AT 7 R AR 807 Cexploratory innovation) R ff 4 Ml
S TR 55 7 IR ATAL, TP A2 b 7 5, DA DB 0 B 25 7 o (T
wana,2010) , March(1991) Ay, #5622 58 BB RE G531 5o MU 21 S0 A 5 526 ol A BB 2
T 5 R A RV B U R, Y Ml RIS 5 37 T 0 MR B, S T B
22 KTV, B Al R KA Ao ph B T O, 5k O 10 R X AL 7 8
RIGEE A R A7, el A AT 3, T R R K 10 S, T IR Rk 4
RO T LA — 1 B KM, T 425 RS G5 9 LM 7 | 1845 M 05 A ) i
SRR AH B RS HS T B SRR R B O A U R o 45 B ol K ISR T

L P58 55 5 P80 0 A A T 2 2k 005 5 0 60 A, B 0 2 5 28 M o 9250
B, LR 02 R 3 T 4

HLL P2 Q097 5 057 1 7] 2 2% 5 05 15 0 07 0 ), R 8035 £ 32 i K955
B, ELIR# 0 LR 3 T4

3. A — BRI

fE Rl ALSU B SR LN 5 % B R R AL SV A S AL SUR L B 5, B R ]
5 2 27 i M TR R B A7 A B B — B[R M — S0 2 0B D 1
R R PR AT T B O — SO R Gl F2 SRR M A B B 6] B B
BN LB A R R I B 7 i A 15— BchE RO FLEE ( Floyd & Wooldridge,1992) . 7
F S — S 21 61 2 DX A 0B AI0 FEL20 B 1 R — 5, I3 L — B 0 A
T AT T 1 DN, R D A, 38 7 o - B LA 052 L5 82 5 i G Y 0 90
G VE IR B, 21 VM P (38, LT 4L 500 55 S0

AR IR U R A 7GR B 0 e, F IR 22, B — SO FUAT B 9 1
PR TR & 52 8 BT ot TR T R T, MEAT K BB 0 25 ] o IR
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P EPE I IR, S R I— EOPE 1 AN AT Sh i, A REAS SE SR T 58 B 1T (8 B ], A A% Al
GUR SR TR o A — BB I SR BT A 01T 54 B IURE 0 1) 22 1] 14 P ] AR A1, 3 32
THERITA K S22 22 ) 14 9938 Jo i, i R AR B0 R A BB B 1) P [R) 0 o AR S, 224 s — B PE  f1
ISF B 1T R JeAS b T, T A [R50 i T P 2H 2P0 A5 1) 1 7 )t B =2 52 B R

H2a {0 — SROPEAE P BT B [ X1 Ml 28 10 S50 28 ) 2 i ot 5 o R A T ) Y P P o s — X
PR i, U b R X il I ST e R 5 R Z IR

H2b : % — B AE 1 I BB B[R] Ml A< 3 S8 i) 5 i ot 8 o RAT T ) 9P A o s — X
PEE I, U B R il R I ST e AR B 3, S Z IR

=, TER R

1 REAR PR SRR DR

ARTFFE AR A IR 15 XA IR T T 745 B 005 M A 0 A S T ZE PR IR 155 3 01 5
BRI o A A B, DRI ol 755 — 7 B I A B A R 05 B Q0 0 T, IR R
R SEFERHR PR . TFIBT , RUBF DRI T L T A 1 7 — 72 ROBN D 7 A, 25 3
o TR I I E 2 4R DA 1 928 R R IR SCREAS . T, ke 5 f A 5 T T Al K 7 B I
55 LA BT Ul G171 ] 5 5600 A S A S 80 REAS il A 0 0 57 1 o A T
P A T4 7 A8 A SO R 5

ABFFOREAR 1R O = A EAE TR S AN 65, 048 b KB B LR 7 L A
VAR, P R B BT BUS s (1) 75 1L AR R L AR 2 2% 26 2 et 16 EMBA. Fi
MBA 22 oIl 5 A 51 5 (2) 11175 440 BT 285 TT 2 DX Ml A B AT B 5 (3 ) AT 5 T A o
VRN RS TG B A B B A T A5 M £ £l £ B T 3
TP TR R ZT 55 R T2 R B S T A B % R D T O R 2 B8
BRI T RN, FRCESR T 4 10 RS L B TR o, T I o 25 % 9 4 R
TE I ROMCRT , B 550 ERR (Ml R 6 51558 JGEAT H 3 , 25 A9 H 0, 3 RS 505t 5 4
F o 8RR T IR I5 L 45 W — A 1 B o FE R SO0 IF 4Ry BT B0 2 M 4 B IR
K 101 R OO AT MG A B R 6L 4 O B AT T

I 25 R MR ] 4 2013 48 12 1, LA [ 2014 45 6 13 , 26 R % 450 £, SBR[l 230 4y, 16
SRS R 528 AR BMERS A0 194 5 , 36T R % 182 13y, 45 IO 40. 4% . 76 To 1o 2 B 2
(response bias ) J7 T , Bl 144 25% 1) 17145 (early respondents) 55 25% [l /17 % (late respond-
ents) B2 AP B K AR R 2 RIRUBE AR FERET T B PR 0 R R BULE 5% KT 1Y 2505 5

gt 5 7 145222 B common method variance) , 7 {126 4% T 2 WS e 07 2%, o Ml K )
FEATIRI B . AR QIR h 0058 BRI 5 AR S0 B8 TR 1 4085 25 10 R L, ik
S5 U0 V55 B BUR . IHOSRIB R FREE 44 7 AT % F T 2 BB R 1O 4, T
{0 P Harman 2008 7K W7 Sk 7 25 oh A5 BIESTEAT 007 , 3175 R BRI (35— A 050 40
R, AT BB 5 28, F 0 IR 22 % AR BT 0 B R S

WREAR B RS AR B AT JRST. 3—S AR LR 2, 4 TREAR RN 50.5% 10 4R L1 A Al i b
{00 29 5, S ARREACHY 15.9% . A FIBLRER , 5T HURELE 100—199 Ak 68 5%, 5 1 37. 4% , 1000
OCBA E A R 15 5005 1 8. 2% o A SCHE 28 RIME B 40 B A 06 AT 3 I b S S i
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GOMBCE A T o FERAR I it R v R AP 6 9 0 A ol K P S B S AR A SE 5 9
HNGEA, IF DAREAU St TR 0 = F KA o IOk ,42. 2% BREAS Al S8 T4l 15 8 0l i £
WA 38 K, 5 20.7% o B RFESE TG DL L% 1o

2. A ®1 HEREUFERITR
B T LR AR LR R 2 1 [ e <] FEABR | FATIL
HERIIRE , 7678 RS AF 1 2 SR )7 15 07 1T, A% 35 92 | 50.5%
WE R P I 9 2 A Sk g e e | R f&;ﬁi AR
H. BRI IR T S A A T A 100 B F 2 | 2.%
FOARAN T 5 HL AT B SCHR % SR H 94 , 5k 4 B B 100—199 68 37.4%
ARG T M 2, RS By | BT | 2007499 B 81%
X R FGHT BRI L, 552 A0 A S 2 T T
52 H R AV B QLB SR A T 5 B AT B, e 55 | 2a7%
2] P O] () E AR PR IS . 2 S 3 RAEAR E AR 36 19.8%
BRI TAE KLU, AR R W A iy | BRI A p_ | 10.4%
R R OL B LR 0 1 A
B fE B, X i R I T i R 5 =8, D il Il 77 42.2%
EMBA 2% 5 kg BEAS A7 000 2%, O 58 2% 01 £ 1 A A 3 | 20.7%
S et X R AT AL S I IR e | PRI | bl 7| 9.6%
NN, it & FE Y 26 14.5%
IOREENES HoAth 24 13.0%

BB BT 7 T, FATT AL T Birkinshaw 2%
(2008) 55 Vaccaro 45 (2012) (T, NN 5 1Y 6 Tl & BEAF 5 A SO0 B BLBDR ML & R 8 . R
KEGHHASAQIHTAY I 22 T Lubatkin 2 (2006) RS, I A A HA1H -5 SR 618 9 Fe U
oK S e — WU EISON . B e, Dk S B 2 B RS MR AR SO S X B AT T
PRUEACALBE SR IG R AL 5 A2 S SUE o i AR R o A — B0 R AT £ - 25 (2014) I & 1 5 T
R, R 55 GOSN R 315 7% 1 Li(2001) Al Wu(2010) FAHISERFIE .

L {5 BRI 3

fEEERRITT I, N 2 K 3 K 4 Pl LA R SAA T AR QR A8 AT | — Sk
LA B A J B30 % i 1 Cronbach’s o R ¥R/ IMEL 0. 781, fie KA g 0. 899, S WY i) 45 H 9 254~ £ 11
H A5 BERER AT A DN B RN BEOR o AT T, o AR S0 I R 3300 11 T USRI 7E 7800 %
JE TSGR L KA B A | )R N AR HEAT T B IE, NI B A B A AU . AR B
FFFERIE KRB0 AN KMO KRB 25 50, A LT IR AT & P T 0 A (9 AR 25K o X A8 i AT SRR R
Torbr)a R B, XOTHEBOAR QIR N & B b BURER TR %" i Tha B A s LR
T PR X Anr BRGSO X PHITHEAT T 5Bk , I itk — 22 BEAT IR 100 i, 20 A 4 R AN 2 s

MRIGARRVEN T 45 2R 2L i T2 45 0.7, R WIR bn 5 45 A A8 e Z TR A G R R BA
W MR R A ROR A AT EEE . MRAAF 2 38 3 3R 4 IR 45 2R, 451 AC 0 A 1 1 R T7 2/
PILE 60% LA L, R BA B EIUE o AP SR R DKORUZ AT TR, A T 2 4R
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#7772 (AVE, average variance extracted ) [1J-F-J7 IR T8 i 15 HA A &8 22 (] ARG R B (3R S) o
R2 WHEAREFEESRREERFLM

T . , K 2% fuf
F ) s A Cronbach’s a il -
T E B AR T B AR A A ik 0. 806 0.215
. KEF AR 0.853 0. 160
REAAE 0.836
TRl i AT R 0.826 | 0.124
RO AR RS Tk 0. 740 0.289
PETF 7= b B AR S5 o i R AR 0.319 0.702
. TR IR BRI i 0.213 0.719
RO 0.813
AR AT A 7= RS 0.150 0.827
RABET A % 7 R 0.102 0.857
FRIEME 3.743 1.402
T &R 46.791% | 17.531%
I EMRE 46.791% | 64.322%
Bartlett BRIE A5 5 483.712
KMO {i 0.810
ERBRFEFAIRODN;REFTFAERGF ER R ERE ;23T 4 k&K,
R3 BEHUF.BE—FUHEESREERTSHF
K+ ) A Cronbach’s « AR
Fl F2
FET R IR ) B R 0.265 0.807
28 AR B Y AT 45 s R -0.064 | 0.707
2 ST B A FLAR R 0.096 0.729
AT ] 3 0.781
IR ELH BRI A kR 0.100 | 0.785
A2 HA VRIS T AR T 1) e 3 T T v 0.189 0.726
XL A A T RS B 0.073 0.735
AR Al F R E B ke s FH 9% U 0.853 0.148
b 54 A i H S S5 5 ] ]
—) TR il fl ETT*ﬁaéjia%/fﬂIJ\ H BT 5 550 0.899 0.895 0.117
AR Al SR % B AR A T4 55 A H 0. 864 0.081
AL B 2 AT 45 A B AR 0. 850 0.135
FHEAE 3.861 2.140
T EfR R 38.609 21.399
Rl EfMe 38. 609 60.007
Bartlett BRIE K6 0 635.698
KMO {i 0.818

ERBTEA IR REET EA RN T ERRERE ;22T 4 REXR,

2. R

6 4 T IR BUE BRI A R ST S , DL S — BRI 1 880 B B 25 2R A R AL
LA B2 SR T LA B, A RS54 BB B [) 8 2 35 SR T Al A S B0 55 B3, [ UA R K0
0.385, MK 0. 01 FRZR A Hr-55 4 P P R )4 BE G X0 J 19 00 55 B¢ G 21 1 1) 2 i, {ELH:
STHR /N T AR5 A BB A BRI 00 , o1 22 K0k 0. 189, 2 /K- 0. 05 X 1a 131k,
X —BEFEEERAE R T 5 —  BORGUHT-54 BLETHT 1 B[R] RE A5 12 2E P 28 BIH R X i s A4, 4 i S 8L
TE RIS E TP TR 5 B 5, T XOT R R AR R 1 22 5, )
FSEAR BB LATER 7 i DIRE , FEARAE 7= A , S T+ RS % ) M A0 TR 158 0 3t 1), RE Y Bl 4l By 14
JLIE AT 658, HGE S Tl S 2 R R SRR LU 258 i, S i 3 A 3 H AR,
FHECZTT A 5548 BRAHT ) D) S A TR S Tl A AU IV 55 5k
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x4 PUSHEESHRRERFHHF

| T W 1 Cronbachs a AT A
F1 F2
Aol T Y B i s B 0.775 0.335
Kmsh Al A PR & 0.875 0.759 0.328
Al ™ b T i 0.832 0.151
Al 0.812 0.287
Al A B A1 0.286 0. 844
Al A B A KR 0.156 0.897
EeR e NS 0.871 0.377 0.721
Al 7= 0.261 0.784
iz B sk 0.466 0.639
FHIE(E 5.253 1.063
7 2R R 58.366 11.817
Rl =fme 58.366 | 70.183
Bartlett BRIE #6560 826. 688
KMO {§ 0.886
ERBR T EA IR REFTEAERG T ZR R ki 2137 3 K&K,
x5 TEWEXRHR AVE E£75R
AR 1 2 3 4 5 6
TR 0.768
FI =B 5 0.000 0.826
R — 2 0.299 " 0.482 0.903
BEHAH 0.219 " 0.262 " 0.000 0.837
KIS 0. 405 " 0.405 " 0.402 0.253 ™ 0. 645
KRB 0.398 0.063 0.365 " 0.160 0. 000 0. 645
FEAROE 182 182 182 182 182 182

iy s AR 0.0 KF T R3 s w fom e 0.05 AT R % 4 A ZAMA &4 K F AVE 69 F 54k,
x6 CIEHE R —BEESEBER

24— Bk K BT P R A 52
R GIPNGEE S i SR T VEES -
43514 0. 383.0. 369, 4 3 ¥ K 1 N
0.01, ] s — Sy , 192 A8 P
[ X et 388 W 95 258 20 14 e o 250 B 5 B
R 2a F5HIE . BFFEEE R BT 2 g —
PR, Aok B B AT S A
HPURE T T DX i oMb A0 11 B DA T] L e A
T RA R EEGE— P, TR 1] 2Z 18] (4 B3 3 B AR
B, 3 A R, I A SR 1 Bl b
HEATARE SR, I I, SR BT 5 48 2141
o 22 [ 14 A ] S50 B Sy A 3, R o 2
T ARV I 55 U ST

BT AR T AUH R Xl K S
R, LS — B A 3 R R
B B T 1 A R 45 2R . 7E TR
G R 45 2R rh ) BT 5 4 BB 1Y
PRI RS 5 52 T b R I SR, B8 B
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T RN
B 1 B 2 B 1 B 2
il A
1 S ~0.130* | -0.119 | -0.091 | -0.106
il xR (-1.734)|( =1.499) | ( =1.229) |( -1.400)
N 0.037 0.010 0.081 0.107
PRUIER (0.479) | (0.118) | (0.999) | (1.310)
N 0.090 | 0.155* | 0.159* | 0.181°*
Il AL (0.996) | (1.734) | (1.763) | (1.960)
0.083 0.050 0.037 0.079
AR (0.941) | (0.558) | (0.395) | (0.838)
SRS
AL PRE LR | 0.385 0.203 **
B 5 BLAH) (4.924) (3.024)
BIHTERF 2 (FEE 0.189 ** 0.115*
AH 5 B EAH) (2.367) (2.390)
. 0.276* | 0.101*
A — St (1.801) | (1.783)
BFT A 1 0.383 **
X i s — 3 (5.103)
BHTHF 2 0.369 ***
R L e (4.806)
R2 0.183 0.082 0.213 0.175
F (5 6.633** | 2.655* | 6.622* |5.190**
Eow s ek B R TR AMAE 10% 5% 1% KT

BEETAAH TR,




[7] (2] U5 25 %0 0. 208, T H 4 2.353 o AR SUAHT-5 8 B Q1Hr b ) XK S i e b 35507 [ 12
B3, Otk & TR0, [MA R BN 0.415, T {H245. 260, B 1b fHiE. AFFEEREM 26— HoR
-5 HR BT R )47 M) T ol $8 5 i 4 S O T R T i B AR RCR R 44k T G A 4
M A AN SR S T B Rk At o 55 -, 2R HOR A 5 A BRANHT A9 B D Al K SRk
A BERON A 22 5k ol T LA™ WO R S5 T 0 e O ), AR AR SR BT 10 4l 75 2m
A A I it A RO R A T 2 53 0, T I 3 ™ o A Al A B T el b, TE Al SC Al V2L
ZUGER | AP0 1) 30 554 FLR BT AL ) Fr O B A B

T RS A B R0 B = T4 ®7 SFHE.RE—EES KIS
KIS R T DL i FR IR AT
25 71 25 75 g g
PLE E A T 50 FOok a4 117+ W 55 5 v AL | B2 | gL | BOR2
R A SRR R R RUCR AR, B P -0.038 | -0.016 | -0.003 | -0.001
oo . 1 e il (-0.495)|( =0.027)|( =0.035) |( —0.014)
FE AR A AR, KA AT, R 5 AR - 0.036 0.016 0.072 0.063
Al eI Szt e 2 2y e XEB (0.438) | (0.199) | (0.864) | (0.770)
v e 78 75 T 3 b 2 K S A B (AR o 001 05 T oo T oo
O Al L ’ ’ ’ ’
KWz, (0.006) | (0.605) | (0.238) | (0.181)
. 0.039 | 0.011 0.020 | 0.014
i W — BCPEFE WSS BB B R 5 Al A (0.411) | (0.234) | (0.258) | (0.127)
KNSR X T b R RE FE B 2 09 O R
o S e GRS | 0.208 0.264
) VAT 58N, 3R BRI Y 8] )5 2R 43 ) R BB SRR 2.353 (3.526)
0.313 F10.298, @ /K435 0. 01 Al BUBTHR 2 (FRRA 0.415 ™ 0.325 "
. . A5 B EAH) (5.260) (4.178)
0.05, 8% 2b F31F, #6545 . 2 W A% .
- — 0.407* | 0.411
W — S0 g, B R BE S5 AT 1Y (1.811) | (1.563)
O X K B e e | ST v
= BRI A 5 FERAEER T A QDN 2 x Eng 0.298 **
W ) R A T 19— SO R 0 [l 42 7 = R R Rl
T SEFR TR A M 25 0t B {1 11 T R F {4 5.966 " | 5.936™ | 6.966 " | 4.858
FERE , 3R AL ] 22 18] A S £ A AR Bpow e ek AR TR RBAE 10% 5% 1% AF

BE EFTAA TR,
KON THL , 2 AT R AL 25 4 Al S N

Ao T E A 2R S A BB RILAR PR 52 00 I BRBT 7 i T A 5 A R A R T 4 1R T Al ik
LR gy

A \RERERT

AR SCEAE R R AT I, DA — PR A D 3 Y AL e, H BT SOC PR BOR 81 5 B
B IR I RIS X Al 535 1A 82 WAL A A0 A P i 5, B A8 T 3 e 9 5 B B ) s — Bk 15 4
BRI FR  RR LLEORBIH-5 8 BEAHT b R O 12 Rk i ) A SURAR T AR . BETEER I, Al
RE S i P AR AR AR T 5 45 LA (9 DM R AL A A At 1k S AN I S . LR 5, 3R R
I BB 548 BB (4 B [R]GS Al JE SR I S8 A 2 35 e A i s SRR Q08 5 48 B A RT
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(BERE:A M)

Organizational Ambidexterity, Innovation Synergy and
Corporate Performance; Moderating Effects of Strategic Alignment
WANG Xu, ZHANG Xiao-feng

Abstract; There are relatively large research gaps regarding synergy between technological innovation
and management innovation, as well as its mechanism and function boundary for corporate perform-
ance. Based on organizational ambidexterity and synergy theory, this paper analyzes dynamic synergy
between technological innovation ambidexterity and management innovation. Also, it investigates
effects of synergy between exploratory technological innovation and management innovation and of that
between exploitative technological innovation and management innovation on corporate short-term and
long-term performance. Researches show that both obliviously improve corporate performance ; the for-
mer contributes more to long-term performance, while the latter contributes more to short-term perform-
ance. Besides, the paper discusses moderating effects of strategic alignment. Results demonstrate that
strategic alignment has positive moderating effects on the relationship between innovation synergy and
corporate performance ; that is, the more consistent strategic alignment is, the more obvious promoting
effects of innovation synergy on performance are.

Key words: organizational ambidexterity; innovation synergy; corporate performance; strategic align-

ment
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