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FERNEERBEANHEE T > AR B & E%EHRE T DUES B RS RO E R 2 BEET A R B AYRR
o ARFFERE B ESRTRG A Rl BB EE ~ TR TEERETRE ) BB s Rl - DIE AR
AtULATHIRZ 2009 SEEEHIRES AR ) RBASKIE » AWTFEar ST G 342 LT IEGT ~ his
ELERG BB GRS S HERGT AT - BefSHEIEEI 100 52 - [BIEREy 29.2% - ARRFEHI R EREBA ¢

(1) BABGHARIFTHE " HbE ) B HEER LG AR (2) FEREEREAEE T

BERGHATFHE TReR ) RO EERGTARE . (3) BEHATERM T HIES 5 f1 T hResE |
SRR TRE N SRREE TRmE, R (4) RETAEE TRGHILE ) B HEE EEEE 0 R
gAEE TREE, R (5) BREITHEERRGHA R IERETRE B T RAE | REWE ZHRRE
FEATENEE  H THEWRE ) REERGIE R G T e ) R R - &k
SHRE AR ZE R R BEE Roisti t E B LA A EPRAT A T IS S E IR I EE B B R IR -

BREEY © BGEHAE] ~ BREAHEE - TREMERETRES) ~ BRI
LI - RIFILE ~ fardfs (2012) - BN AL IREEAEE ~ TR MR HRETIRIRS B - a2
17 (1) - 41-58-

— W

TR G E T A SR R e RE Y R - HCR A S Ui R wT BREE A E I PR - ARIERS
WA TR Jyeis (2007) » GiEET SR MRS ORI - MEAE 2005 4252 2006 4F » PIEEHEE L
AR 2 ER - WS EEFERE (2003) fRHIGEEETEEMIIRE 5] (DUNEMERETAF) fr
HIRBEMER © (1) FAAFZHAS ~ (2) REFEEHEREGR - (3) MR/ NEHRZ &S~ (4)
FESEHRGETEE BN ER A - (5) PEFHEME - W IIEREHEEANREmRET ~ (6) RSEHE
SRRGEHA R RO - RS b bultes 2 aeit A Al s M B H A B P R 36 4 B A A YR BRI 1 -

WA SN BT TR HIIFSE ( Andriopoulos & Lowe, 2000; Hakatie & Ryynénen, 2007; Siegel,
2003) KEBHLFAEE B TRy (BIAN © SRIGHES - IR - WEHEF - BIEEENRMRERE) - i
DEBREAEEREETTEGT o FALE - BSERa B H B SRR A AR - SEREE D IERE
R HEE RN FRIRE LB (Swamidass & Newell, 1987 ) - Nonaka (1991) 5B RSEAEAT It
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sirhE—ATHEERTELE TS ) c IS BRETEIRSEIR R AGE N R Kt > SR
i

AHE|RIEEST (capability) LEER  (resource) BEZFZMEMHHBATAURIEERIT - AR - MWIENIFREEGET A
AR S B EEG TAHRRE TS IR TR EAERIR - 2t > DIGERGTARIER - A
(BRI TE H AFEIRRT 3G T AR NS ~ TR MR MR AET T A RS BRI

= XRR&F

2-1 RERTER

HRIEERIRR T 2351226 (International Council of Societies of Industrial Design, ICSID ) (n.d.) FY5E S :
PEEtE AL MEIEE) - BRI - TR - ISR e AR a2 Zifim st (Design is a
creative activity whose aim is to establish the multi-faceted qualities of objects, processes, services and their
systems in whole life cycles.) | - [KlfL » T 8%EF | AlfEE B— A T8 (artifact) B0i%E) (activity) Z &
HIVEAE - REEINS @ RETESEE MR aETEME (design thinking ) #8675 v] B3 e it B IR 5 {8
EAVEESE - BTG RE - IS HIERMEAESE - BRIARNE - BT E — S R IR s
LI - SRR - S5 B RS M IR TR -

FEE A FIRE R AR - B L TR A EAY AR RS 45 H oRFan T A8 s 3Gt ) (%
W T3ENR > 2007) - FHE b - TEET ) HEF S BIRA IS 8 R B ) R S R A A
R G T AR A LA E (B AR A B R BA2 < FIERT » BRI S » 3G A e —E DARE T R
Rt O EEIESE (RIERRLSER » 2006) » BUBRGEA LERME2 - Bl — i aE IR A 2]
Wk " AEMnERET ) B TRESEET (EEE RS ENERET) o WOAH SR - HAEMHEEH RS
gy o AW EEo R T EEEREt ) B T ZEREET L o BR—REZEMEEGET A TS - ARG SRR AT
PR - HESERE—BERREER (RS LE/R » 2006) - K#8 I - HETGERGESE A&
73 Ry — M HSEERETIR G S F] B R SE I ERERE AT (BELAL) - M9 REERAE - —RE MG AR
TR E S B FUE RV RIS B H AR T SRS ElERETaR] (BN ) (ZDHRENE RIS g K - FH
RS PIEREETERM] (BEERAT ) RS — e SR MR E T AR RE R B (R S B BRI A A RE T S s )
HEREE E S IR TR eS - OIS E B e B E A — i M A /] - H R EIRERE
=1 (1) EhtdkEt ~ (2) B ERERGT - (3) BEHRE M HAREEE A RN R A S PR HiE] -

2-2 IR TEE

Galbraith (1973) EFAHMEEME (uncertainty ) T RySERGHHR H AT /H &R S B E AR T A &
SNEAER - | BEEHBINS © 242% (Hoque, 2004; Krajewski & Ritzman, 1996; Sutcliffe & Zaheer,
1998) FERAEE M2 —EHREIZ A S - FWEEF S A EE MR (Bl RS - BUGiER -
e E) ~ T T BEE AN - R R ER RS ) B S SR ) - @5k - HERS S (Chen,
Reilly, & Lynn, 2005) N PR 73 B = AR RS T © BREE ~ Bly (SR SORmg (SEE) - H
Hh > BRISIE M Ry i B T B SIS TR © By SRATF B KA B - 1S U RBIRFART P B o AN R BREAA L »
EMmESE A ST o RIBSERTITZE (Gordon & Narayanan, 1984; Govindarajan, 1984 ) % » Hoque

(2004) K g R L & FAR I — AR R EREE A MEE R R T - 200K - (1) B PR KELE ST ~
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(2) ftiEpa@hm ~ (3) BFHTTHINE)  (4) ZEKMLBEEB(E - (5) BURERBEECR - (6) 1R
B~ (7) T2ERAFR ~ (8) padhBEEiSE/\IH - [Afy Hoque (2004) Frfe.s BREEANEE BRAIAES 2
TE - BN FEHRER R R R B SR T A RIBRSAHEERVREE - EAAEE T TRRMR ) i
Horp o gER T ERGR ) WA ERDE - HRTGERG TSR I TEHE - £ 1 MMEERE
BRERIE AN T 1 T AR B TR

S — i BRI B AEERY T AR © (1) FBIE AR - A ALK - FRpyEE)SE
(2) E@rtE - ERHEE A EE TR (MOCE - 2001) - [A% Buchko (1994) SEgAE HIETER
BANHEER; - M EN EERR A EEMHEEEN AT - BB SR 2 B BRI A E R
(Hoque, 2005; Miles & Snow, 1978) Firfkf - HCAWTFEfER LBt = 5 =R SRt A R e
ENVERBI AT -

X1 BIETREEEAREER

] R T HrE =
BEEREENT  BPEREETN B % R A SR T TR R
FITEIRE % FSHEER e R BRI AT R
HEREREBh HOREREBIAIRY T HLRERGA R AL E e 5 S B ) T TSR
SR HERERGIIRE A e R A S ] TR
BREITHNEE  BRETANEEN SRRk 5 R S A A T TSR
AT BT Rk T SRR K Y ] TR
B A P A e B A R R AT R
T B R S e R PR ] TR
T TR BT TR R A T T
ZE(LEEML  REREEEELN  RERERTSRE AR BRI B A P TR
TR IR AR A BR T 57 R T TR
BORFEMBEGE  BORREHBEEGEN  BUTSHERTE EXRFEHE A o ] TR B
TR R B a E B R o R A T LA
SSZAARIBLE SN T TR R
e FCTFEREIIO T TSRS T R SRy T R
(=4 ST RHE kS 2 ) B YPIEHE s A B ] TSR
SRR AR B {RAE o R ] TR
R B REEEIT T RSBl R B Rl T TR A
SRR e A R i R A AR T TE MR
R R HE 7 A FE T TSR e

ERIZRJE ¢ EIEH Hoque (2004 )

2-3 fB{@daEtaen

HE—REGET QAN S » 8%31aEJ) (design capability ) & —JEAHE B EAA FRIEEKRE - KEZ2
RE TR "B ) RETIRESHYMEE AR - Nelson (1991) fEHIfHM&REST (firm capability) WTLLFEfHEA
FEBFHES K EAEE (valued) ~Fi4 (rare) ~ EERL({A (inimitable ) FIAR#ZENA (non-substitutable )
fI%RFE - P57 » Swan ~ Kotabe #1 Allred (2005) 55 » #EJJ (capability ) 22—t @ MEEFETHEH - &
DE T RE RS A HAIRCER © MakatRE TR — A A ARG T B H T EohRE et e ui e
i 2 GRERETIRTS (design service) - X1 » falEEfE 2% 31527 (robust design capability ) ? Bettis F1
Hitt (1995) figfs T ABMEIMEELETRED) L 2 ¢ T RSB S B B O R L T - A SRR P ER FIAY
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FEHEYE (accurate) E%ERETT 5 Hrf > KEHEMEEETRE S EFaRAlrlE (technical ) B¥ETREST » MiFEHMhERE!
A1 (4N - BIFTREST) - 4 B2 - TREMERETREIEIBRIREE AT » AL AR TR I TE
AR Befir ik akEtHe ST - Swan ¢ A (2005) SEAE—AKiiaf@ ik atatae JI@ s By - BhsE (function) -
FE: (aesthetics) ~ £l (technology) keiE (quality ) SEPU{ERRAY - 415 2 s - Swan 52 A (2005)
s T DIRE ) ARG TRET IRy S BT o G L A L O 25 R SR AN [R5 P ER SR B R -
It DhRE AR IR ETRE & B B 1 A SR e Rl BRI SR 2 0E - ZLR > Lavie F1 Tractinsky( 2004 )
R T EE S/ I AE 2622 (visual aesthetics ) i3 @ s B i Sl - S 13— %% Eckman F1 Wanger
(1994 ) HIlFE M e Y FI T i S i e (silhouette ) ~ BHER (color) ~ & (shape ) Kefk=( (pattern)
ERFBR R - RS [ SR ~ VPR BN E B o #5 e ] TR e
1% > Swan ¢ A (2005) F:=5RARZEA5E 6 (F A i A2 B S A A K R PR UE EOR A TS B« R bt - T 38
B TR MEE TR LA IR R n R R R RE AR S R B B -

ELf BT el R MEERETRE T AT LUKy N —fEHE AR s e sk EL il 14 L% (Marsh & Stock, 2003 ) -
Rl ) FR A MEERETRE ST DA RER A L ps AR Lol - SRR E I RERT & B AT ER AR %
I 2 % 5 755K © Swan 2 A (2005) FEH T Beffir ) FRfI:EtETHRES ) vl s 2 e i AUTER - B4Rt
THOUBRZREEN ~ R ~ BOEAOR o R - T Bl AR R TR A AR LB AL (R ~ AN RIE
BORHMEENEEIE - &% > "B ) REMEEETRE I B (A A R AR TP RE LR EE AR K
mE A RERE ALY - Swan S5 A (2005 ) G FH A AS it 1435 A T RE T T I A ] R ST PR A e ol FH IRy 25 i
RIERYEE - LR RERER PG I » SR LA AR At G TRE T » R AT RTRE R AR R ~ I
D EPCIREER IR A RS - SHEEGETEIVEFE » Swan Z2 A (2005) P8R AR Er kg ra sty B
MAHESTREE » MR iE AR E BN - 5341 > Garvin (1984) $gH /AR SR RERR A
MEBE( performance ) ~ 8 ( feature ) ~ [E#EE (reliability ) ~ —Z¢4: ( conformance ) ~ AR5 HE J7( serviceability ) ~
2 (aesthetics) ~ fiitA 4 (durability) Kz AYERSD (perceived quality ) - Hob > M FEEEH R EE R
SeRiTaT i " OIRE ) BETREST - TS A S B A B ps L P SEEE A R - [RIE T — PFER S Ry (B
P o 5350 > AR ELSeRIIRATEIY T 252 | BETREIEME - TOATHERR - 1% - IRGRE T BT SE AT
AERE YRR I M B T RE I EL B RA I - BRI AG i - 380t - T OE ) TR MEETRE TR A
BN —80E - IREramr T BRI A S AR B B R SR R -

2. REMERFIENERZENER

im  WwEEE 2 ATHRY BT =

Thie DU R An L5 2 R RE FERT DI ) BETRE IRV E R
T R R AL AEE A IR AT HE FER " EREE | BEHREIRE R

KB w5 fRfUERm R ESZATEE e TSRS | ) BETRES IR E B
FREME  EEERRE SRS IEE FER "REREMEE | BEHREJINVEE SRR

B RLBdln RS LB ESCR AR AR S R TR ORI ) BETRE IR E AR

BAHAIRE

Hirs ARG NFESGmEE FER T BT A ) G TRE IR E R
HMERER  BRHMEREAAE FER] THTMEIEA | BXETREJIRVEE BRI

e Bk A ETRENIRE FER T B ) BRETRE IR E R
o SEm R A I PERTRE JERT T BERIME ) BRETRE IR EE SRR
M AN R An L A PEATRE FERT TR ) R TRESIREE AR
EHENE feTHHEE S RIEAIRE FEM TR ) BERE IR E R

BRI © Z1EH Swan 5 A (2005)
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2-4 BERW
W — i NS R A ST R R BB T8 USRS B R I m R S A
PE LA e A 2 e L T s A SR U BRISEEAI 3% (Candli & Gemser, 2010) = Eccles A1 Pybrun
(1992) FRHEBRFE— M I FEAEE =B RG] © (1) HEiREE A BURER - NREfSAETE ETHEIR
A (2) AP AtRAgRnTE SRS LRAE » (3) FUSANSRETEI SN2 R » ki HF
FHERER o B2 PR - Kaplan fi1 Norton (1992) $#2H!SEMrE143- (balanced scorecard, BSC) ##2: » &
[ A 2 G I S RIS o S EAE - SR1T » EB4rE23% (Bedford et al., 2006; Hertenstein, Platt & Brown,
2001) SEFAEEHHBINAIEHE 2 E 2RI E S HaAE » BB R R — S e 3 B - 55—
R » A AE 3 EERE T A RIS R B s HHR A& S B & A e e -
R SHAEEIESED W F R TR HLER A B 3RERAS (self-evaluation ) 77X » SR[FIIE ~ 72 (2001)
R — BT RE B 0 205K 3 EE YRS EEALAE T - (1) ZWHE (effectiveness) : %&bl Walker
I Ruekert (1987) FYEF » &M/ TR T H T > AR AT dtpa sk ruaE - REES  (2)
W (efficiency ) : RS Ry RITEREE T AHRA IR A HE A B ) ELR B LR St A nase e B
(3) EllHrELELE (innovativeness and learning) * MBI SN ARG RAVRIFTELEE 5 (4)
JJE (adaptability ) : LRSI R PEAHARF SRR (R AR A B 2ty S f TR - 3t bl PO AR R A
FTET > 2 F] AT DU ST 3 SR A B S B U BRSRFITAE > VE Ry ARSI 535 o LSRR A B Bk 8

&3 EERNBEZENRIA

] rEZH R&ERA LS
SHE RIEER R AR BN FRIE S S T AP B R 2 BN B SRS B & SRR
At BRGSO LR BaE AN WG S
e A ERCE RETERELLR BEES AR UG ES R
IRFfrI2E B E -l s epe 45953 EecyE SIS ep= 0 T GRE S R
JRA ] BEESEE a0 BaESECE AR G S
ATERERE  AIFTRHE AT FIGHER A TSR AT RIS
RE TR Al BRI JRREAN
Bl S E T ERI R G A Vil
SRR MR SRR AT R A VR ATRR AN
A i F R E R AT T R T R AT RE AN
F PRSI R AP B B RS I e YRR
P i A L TR Al R ARG T TS SRATREAN
WL Ak e A At 2 R SR NREA]

BRI - BIEERFILE ~ firgzk (2001) -

2-5 RAHE © BEMERETREHRIEE RV BB

1 R AW S22 W F ekt E] o R Y15 Jay i 5 1B BB R AEDRR IR » R8RS R IR E &
H27JJ (Leonard-Barton, 1992; Mahoney & Pandian, 1992) - Yalcinkaya - Calantone #[1 Griffith (2007) $§H
RSEBEAIRE ) & i B L BT B RGR B - IS T3t ) TR 2 B LRI Bi R FlES (Peters,
2003) - Gemser flI Leenders (2001, p. 36) 5@adataH A SN FIRCERCG A RIS - HpEsn
FTREA A2 H B A 6 - Wormald 1 Evans (2009) T SBH3eE FRESTAT LIRSS b M SR
R o Tl BEARE IR - BB Gl ZEAGER "33 TT ) AEEEra LBl ~ (b IR
JER] (RS L6 » 2007) « (KL » AWFFETEIIER G A ISR IR 3G HRE )& S A R E R A 4
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IR - KR ERTER - AWFFEERH Y RER -
H1 : AP R A T RE D S E R g AR IR A 3 -

5341 » Hofer 1 Schendekl (1978) Lk Rumelt (1991) EiFHERIEAEE Ry B SRR B
K|, 2 — - Isabella §I1 Waddock (1994 ) DIk Mia F1 Clarke (1999 ) RIS —5 2R B RS A HEE ¥
RBREBE IE MR - 5 2 58 B VR a Iy - B S AR AR E R - 5391
Hoque (2005) JRgd Ry B BRI E USRI BE AR A TE IR R, - Reed 1 Defillippi (1990 )
i H e P BRSNS SR U AR B rlsg % - AR » Souder AT Song (1997) Al E5RA = BAK EE T55
AHEE R ZHY D B S 3 < B I - R IRAT A T EoRIR B E B S R &
HH ERRGR - (AR R R A E & B — MR E T A RIRURE B > (RIBE > RFFe i T3z
fReEs

H2 RS EREAE E B AT A Rl S g A A IR s 2 -

Swan % A (2005) ZFBAFAREEBUEARETE T - AFIFIERA "85, 50 T Bl ) S@MEaEtne ik
s IEERBE B A RSB BE A EE T AR SRR " ThEE ) TR MEaatne )k S
R RN - B %123 (Candi & Gemser, 2010; Hargadon & Yellowless, 2001 ) $2EEAEEE
AT R AT RE ) B R B o I BRARIRE - N HE RIS BRI A E AT ARy T2 2 - Rk - ARhoE
R Y fRE

H3 BRI E & T A R AR 3G T RE ST AR B R AR -

BURAREE
H3 H2
REMERETRET 4 > R
H1

1. HEREE

= WMESE

3-1 RHR

AWTEER AR TR L HikGE T 2009 HiskE IR A48k o R RARIRAREE - 20RTFTE - A
WFPELL TG ~ WS G T B R A Rt Ry LR 3G T A Rl R i A R - SHAERATH 90
HIERGTNF] ~ 207 SRS ELERRET A RN 45 FBEHRETAF] > 4 342 & - ARG LE T EE
TEE GGG L2 A F BB ASEGT EE (D) - R&REH RS 100 £3 > BUERE,
29.2% - THZE 4 Ryt ml L F B LR R AT & -
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5 RAREIRAZ N FIEEARE R, o AW TR 232 m0Y I s s DU RS S Ty
H 35.0% ; Hrp o TG, A TERAEGT ) ARIIRBEIE DSSESE RS - T iSRG
AT R - 540 - AT BN R RALEHEL 10 LT ER% (58.0%) » AR
10 ADURRsE (78.0%) » HEAZEZ LS 1,000 EITLLT (87.3%) - Lalt#HE0R - ZREEAH
ARSI A A

x 4. ZHARRBERIERBMAMETR

il

H i

= (A) TG (B) wififE (C) ®AWGEt =
F# 90 (26.3%) 207 (60.5%) 45 (13.2%) 342 (100.0%)
[ 32 (9.4%) 45 (13.2%) 23 (6.7%) 100 (29.2%)

K5 RMARZEFERMIE

5% 5wl
EAER E23 (A) (B) (C) AR (%)
(n=32) (n=45) (n=23)

F AR AR RLE 2 16 10 9 35 35.0
ERHE 13 3 5 21 21.0
Pl 2 2 21 4 27 27.0
BURE ABEAL 0 7 5 12 12.0
HAth 1 4 0 5 5.0

YN AV 5% (& LUF 8 13 8 29 29.0
6~104F 7 14 8 29 29.0
11~154F 7 8 2 17 17.0
166F (&) DLk 10 10 5 25 25.0

AHEIBT A 5N (&) IR 10 25 0 40 40.0
6~10 A 11 12 5 38 38.0
11~20 A 6 5 15 13 13.0
21~50 A 1 2 2 4 4.0
51~100 A, 1 1 1 2.0
101~200 A, 3 0 0 3 3.0
200N (&) DIk 0 0 0 0 0.0

NFEIEARR 10087C (&) KUIR 9 18 5 32 320
101~5001% 7T 12 16 15 43 43.0
501~1,0008 7t 6 7 3 16 16.0
1,001~5,000 7t 1 3 0 4 4.0
5,001~8,000% 7T 4 1 0 5 5.0
8,001t (&%) DLk 0 0 0 0 0.0

3-2 MrTRRET

TEF B IEAFEHT - AEEZRE 5 KA rTEE (ROSL ) ETHEETH - Kk
AR - (SRR - HEAFS RSB TLEEW - Bt - SR REERMIE - AT FEMERIK
AER 1 gz TEFE - 0502 0 (1) BEFEamERIUKEE « (2) BrsaaatiskiE « (3) B
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HRETHHREE ~ (4) BUFEHERAGRE - (5) BURFESIHERMERE - (6) S5EMRE - (7)
FERIE BN © Bt 13 (EiE - HFPSIRAFR 5 BUE - WA TesGE - 3y 1 £orn]
FHIOIRERE T, - B 5 ASORAITEIIERE ", - HR O SHETR @M aatee i - MRk 2 thiz 11
AR > M MR R 5 BIRE > WHPATERGE By 1 2oR - THEESZ - #0F 5 AR T
EAEE ) - Rk SRRSO - MBRIEAS 3 iz SERCE - RIS - ATREL (REHER
HELESR) ~ Bl ~ &P S Ml RS I E R m It 7 ERE (1) SRESER
(2) e ~ (3) BeARHEd - (4) ABFTRIL (BRI ~ (5) BEERE - (6) FFmE (%
FEREBGIRE R ) ~ (7) IBSUEATEE - Horb o R UETEEAHER ) A T RRAREER], (BRHAT 5 SRR
31 0~20%" ~ “21~40%” -~ “41~600% -~ “61~80% F1“81~100%" ) 4} - HEREIEM F[EIEEF A
Rr 5 BHRUE - HIEIERE By 1 o1 TIRNF ) - B 5 AR TIRELF ) - $H3 Bl IE
OB RUSCEI - ZHFH A A LR RSP E R -

3-3 FEHISE

Piercy ~ Kaleka fll Katsikeas (1998) fi5Hi/A ISR S BOA G EALE - KIS > &
/NPT H B BN R A R H AR © 1L > AKEZERH SR a T Al B T B & A AL T
1> BRI EFERER (R AR ) - B E Ty 88.450% - FERRII AR 4-5 Ehfith - A
WIFSEis DU IR SRAE A o AR SRR 0 AT < SRR A TE AT A

W HREER

4-1 Wit

# 6 RBEEAMEE - TREEMERGTIET R A B R MG PR T2 - SHET BRI HEE M > AHEHEA
K% - ZEhEE T HFEERGIHRK ) B TR FRGEEOKR ) (A TEIRR SRR 4.00 5 #E52  ZEIN
A Sl R E PR - 535h - FERR R MERETRET M | - BR TmENE ) B UM
Gh > ARWFFEBE BN  ElA HAMR R MERRG T RE TR B Z M IR IE AU RE . (Mean> 4.00) - fERCERER
L o B T RRAEER] ) BOEEME (Mean=3.92) b > 52350 EIAE H ARSI RIS IS 0 HUR BB 8 -

4-2 RARESH

ARFFEEE KMO( Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling adequacy )Eil Bartlett Bk 4572 ( Bartlett’s
test of sphericity ) SR ZRER S ANEE ~ TR ML AT RE S B S U A B I S Ml Gl TRIZR /0 A - B KMO
fERHY 0.5 Hizgsh 1 Wy AUCREBIHALEGEITIRZR T (Kaiser, 1974) 5 Bartlett ERJEAER P {H
/NI BB VEIR - RO e E TEAR R R - G TR T - B A TR AR ASH
G2 HEFI R 43T (principle component analysis ) i+ {REKIZEIE AR B EIE (eigenvalue) A 1% »
Bl KR8 FyE (varimax) TR 47 - HEAKFRE & (factor loading ) #@¥HMELARY 0.5 ks
HGEHEUE - AE(3BE/7TH - AWFFEERA] Cronbach’s o B AAR I A IR I A1 — S -

5L AR BB A EE R KMO {EFy 0.729 H Bartlett BRJpfnlsdiizg 1t (p<0.001) -
HOEGHEITRZR T - RRRAEAR - BRE A E M S = A PMESL RIS © (1) Sdlbbet ~ (2) 3%
MR ~ (3)FHTFHIREE ~ (4)THESAGE SRR SRy 70.249% 413k 7- HA&AILFKFR:Z Cronbach’s
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a {E455 0k © 0.848 ~ 0.727 ~ 0.685 J 0.881 - mAEMEEHEE Nunnally (1978) FrigEiE#E(E (0.7) -
BERURERSAMEEM I B AR B - K SHEMSmIaE e ofim - fEMER DM EER . - TR
FEesl, e TEREMAE, (NRAMEIEHE/IR 0.5 AREEWRHIEND % - AWTFestEHe 8 fEmH
TEHAREL T IR - AWTIER IR MG TRET IR Z KMO {HXy 0.765 - H Bartlett ERjpiubaE
BETE (p<0.001) - 594b - TRfEMEERGTRETTAMIA L IRSR ARG R & I ENSR © (1) DhREME
(2) £iffa¥ss - st Ry 58.445% > 411 8 - HAR{HILKZR.Z Cronbach’s o {H3HIRy ¢ 0.754 K
0.721 > HEEEY 0.7 K¥E - Btk AWIFERIIC USRI L KMO By 0.756 - H. Bartlett XKjiPaka
TRERFEME (p<0.001) - & 9 Rf@EELZIKZRIAT - 5950 - KBRS I IR AEDGE R 55T
(1) Zhe ~ (2) ReR - Rifpfs RETy 66.226% » HAELKZRZ Cronbach’s o {H53HFy : 0.842 FI
0.627 -

& 6. RUAMERETR

Gzl | k=] N Mean S.D.
BRI ATEE HPREEBETTR K 98 411 0.78
EHEEWEZK 100 4.14 0.89
HEREREIHAG S 100 3.65 0.97
HEFERG I ps a3 100 3.56 0.98
B H IR (E Rk e 100 3.37 1.05
e AR TR 100 3.52 1.01
RIS 100 3.26 0.97
IR LT K 100 3.23 0.95
R PRHE R B 100 3.14 1.02
ER{RAHRA R 100 3.37 0.96
P B R BT 98 3.82 0.84
PErLHY A EE Rl 100 3.70 0.92
PR RHE 100 3.72 0.94
R EE T RE IR (fEram LR HE) 100 4.45 0.69
e (R B EA FIEREE ) 100 3.99 0.89
TS | CRRELEA iR RS ) 100 4.69 0.51
FEEEE (ECEERFE AR 100 4,59 0.59
AN (R rBR sk AR i) 100 4.12 0.89
e oy (RERE S ARIEAT ) 100 4,07 0.84
FitrERER (B ERER) 100 4.02 0.83
—EE (GELEREE) 100 4.49 0.61
5 R (FE=psmn s R ) 100 4.40 0.68
it AT (o P L AT D 100 3.94 0.84
(ELEqks (B EEERE) 100 4.44 0.66
HEHER R, (BRET B FEIRIS A 100 4.01 0.78
Bll#T R (BRErRI#TT) 100 4.20 0.74
BRI (ERBATERE) 100 421 0.88
FEwE (% P H IR W E ) 100 4.19 0.71
ST (fZEEERTER) 100 421 0.76
Aot (GRS EER) 98 4,08 0.77
FAHER G aESECY) 99 3.92 0.92

Note : Z=oifF A BN (BIERRBRE AT 2 T ~ TR @G THe )]s B A s R BUES ) -
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x 7. BIETHEREZERIN

BEAE FREEN FEEERE  Cronbach’sa  BUF RREHE
Btitrrr 2879 22.144% 0.848 P 1) A EE Rl 0.895
AL e 0.858
R I B 2R Bl 0.727
I EHERS ) 0.600
WETHER 2326 17.895% 0.727 HERERER i E 0.778
FEHBETEK 0.760
HEE R L A 0.696
FEPEMBEEK 0.603
BiIARE  2.034 15.649% 0.685 B I T B SR 0.859
T s A Tk 0.804
BRAHBARE 0.520
5% 1.893 14.561% 0.881 KA RER TSR 0.874
IR K 0.847

& 8. BEMEEIENBAZREIMN

BEEE  BRESEN FEEREE  Cronbach’sa  BIF FREME

hRESE 2.358 29.476% 0.721 —BhE CGEREET) 0.788
Bl (BRheasEEEt) 0.734
DI (BERESLEEZ ) 0.731
AT (RERE AT 0.524

Bfises 2318 28.970% 0.732 LB (Rd Akt iHZ )  0.846
Bk (REREGNEEBG ) 0.690
WEEME (BERETREEE AR ) 0.648
MiAPE  (BERESLER A ) 0.619

£ 9. EEBRNBEZRRIMM

MEAE SREWN FESEE  Cronbach’sa $IH RRATE

ke 2.952 42.167% 0.842 Bar  (RBps) 0.866
BRERE (EERE1FL) 0.859
FEMWE  (FFHREIREIEE) 0.782
AlErRE (BRI 0.640
MR (RRETREAFIRISRARE)  0.627

R 1.684 24.059% 0.627 eAEHl  (GRRTEFHEERE) 0.897
Frgim it (FEtEueh Eiith® ) 0.750

4-3 TEMBIREH AR 2 EATET - BEEEHENFEEEY

# 10 RN FEREAEG D AR R EE - RE RGeS S 2R E T - Bk 12
ERUTAHEERETE S - T AR, & FARGE(E Ry 4.336 (p=0.016 <0.05) LM - € Scheffe HH{RIL
BB - BERGHAT (Mean = 3.37) 18 " BAdif ) BREHEE ML LRI TR BER T 2EaG T F

(Mean =3.90) 1§ - #1352 - BERGTAFE THEAMAOE  BEEAMEE MERATERE R - AWHEHER
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BEASR T RE R N B G RGT A RIS N AR SR B sk E . (BIA0 « GRS AR B it 5
EHRE) Ty HEREERE T EAR ) AR ML o KL o AR TEEGE A E]  BERRETAFIT
TGRS T Baihet ) BREEAHEE MRS © S350 - NEERIRE T RIS A A HAE ) B AR R T
A BRI R A2 R

£ 10. TRFERIREIARHRIBETHEE « BEMSEIENREERNZERBEIM M

EH (A) T8t (B) iiBEzE (C) EHEH/Et F-value P-value  Scheffe’s
(n=32) (n=45) (n=23) test
Mean® S.D.® Mean® S.D.? Mean® SD.?

B b 3.90 0.58 3.48 0.83 3.37 0.79 4,067 0.020" A>C
TesE LT 4.03 0.60 3.82 0.72 3.73 0.65 1560 0.215

RN 3.60 0.76 3.36 0.85 3.28 0.68 1.385 0.255

TS 3.45 0.78 3.01 0.99 3.41 0.85 2.824 0.064

TS RETAE 4.48 0.54 4.47 0.42 4.34 0.53 0.738 0.481
FETEES]  RRGIEE 4.13 0.69 4.04 0.62 3.87 0.63 1.069 0.347

TSR RUEE 4.23 0.64 4.20 0.58 3.98 0.61 1.358 0.262
R 4.05 0.86 4.13 0.58 3.70 0.70 2.884 0.061
Note : a: Frff AR  (BUEAIEREAHEE TR RS - TR Mata e BB B S ek e %5 )
*:1p<0.05-

4-4 FERATRET » TEBHRA T 2 BERERHEHEERY

FERRBRBORRERE T+ R FARRIRRE A AR I R R R R R R S 1 R
ol AHFSESERFEEE 7 chn BRI S IR DR SR (203 ST ST T B )
MRS CEERBCRREERE, (48 F) A1 LEBEITHEERE L (49 R) - ik - SHECREERIR
ST AT TR PERYE M BRI 2 BRI - P 11 (91 AR RREE T » A
SHLTHCE | 2 F RUE(R 3.838 (p=0.029 < 0.05) SN - 45 Scheffe HHSLLEEIN - HARETA
At T HeR | R (Mean = 350) B EGEREAT (Mean = 4.13) 3 « ATFICHERIHAS S ATAERZE -
R G B B RS » LR A P S TR DR AR » HCHLAE TS0
FH TR R © S TR RREE T+ AR R IR 2 FI R
ST RE B R I R -

x 11 TRRBETHEE T - TR A RN RS RN RS/ ERIREDT

RERIEAEER {EEERE AT ERT
H — [n-4€3] —— F-value P-value Scheffe’s — _[n—49‘] —— F-value P-value Scheffe’s
B TZdat msmEs gasst test |\ TSEENET WA EIE BGHE test
[n=10] [n=24] [n=14] [n=21] [n=21] [n=7]

RERETEES
et 4.38 4.43 4.38 0.059 0.942 4,57 4.52 4.39 0.411 0.665
mE  (0.63) (0.46) (0.55) (0.48) (0.39) (0.54)
e 3.88 3.99 3.82 0.302 0.741 4.20 411 4.00 0.303 0.740
#L (0.83) (0.60) (0.68) (0.60) (0.65) (0.65)
R
e 394 4.23 3.86 2.035 0.143 4.34 4.19 417 0.376  0.689
e (0.82) (0.48) (0.55) (0.50) (0.69) (0.80)
St 3.80 4.13 3.50 3.838 0.029* jH&EEE | 4.15 412 3.93 0.249 0.781

T (0.92) (0.53) (0.71) >SE S22 (0.84) (0.65) (0.53)

Note © () * o BIR R  *p<0.05-
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4-5 BFPETE - MR Re HEHER RV 2R

NHER 12 REREAET - TR MR TR i e R — B ol AT % - 2B (FER 1
FIRREE 5 1) > AKWFSRSEG AN EIRIRE ) SLIRISR R S - NS T I Bl AT © B2 (HERE
2 fE 6 ) o ARFFEREETREMEERG TRE UM T B ) A0 T DhREANE ) RISL RIS TR
AT - B =2 (R 3 A 7 b)) - A SEH BRI ERE T T BAARE ~ TRGHIERE L

UIBTIRIE ) A TSGR R FGE TR SOl AT o Bk o AWISERIR R e LR
SEAHEE R I S L KSR - HETT R A E R hallim oA (ARG 4 i 8) - st > A
geitE—A4 Ll Durbin-Watson it (D-W {E) B2 S ARAHEFY MBI - Ut - Bk
ATREST ~ BRIEAHEE R T REE , Y D-W {EF 1.978 - 861 2 » FoREAHM AR - % - R
APREST ~ BOEAMEEE 3R, #Y D-W By 2.127 » #6120 MR Y IMERIEE -

R 12 fGA > ARTEs il A IR (PERIEIE) BCERTR (e T amE ) BT8R ) ) B
BRE VR - ORI > TS (£=0.284 > t=2.910 > p<0.01) A1 " PUREANE , ( £=0.220 > t=2.239 >
p<0.05) TR MEaRaTRES I &k ) AERE LR (REX 2) - 41 TEGHIR  KBREAEE (A
3> £=0.298 - t=3.029 > p<0.01) ¥f " RYfHE | SMFHEAZ ILIAIEE - fetk - A4 TIIRESVE
Tt ihaatae )il T EET IR ) BRI REERE < &K AEH (,£=0.215 > t=2.185 > p<0.05) #} " &KHE
HREE IR AR > MEROIESE TReR ) AR - stiiee 1 Bat ARl iR Eatitae
BRSO EEA LR AUTEEE T EiRS ) B T IhREAE ) TREMERETREVE T RRE ) R
HRE L (5 T8k ) Qs (AR 12 P2 2 Bl 6) - 5 FHREtarRA

TR ) BT DhREANE ) TREEMEERETRES) > AR ErA R T RkeE L T - DY BT A EIN IR
I TS ) BT DhREANE ) FREEIERRGTRE U T ek ) RIS EE AT DU - TR
MEEETRE TSNS BRSO FE o IR LRI 2ttt - A 1 ReifSorRkar -

BrEHEREE 2 ¢ REEREAEE HEG T A RIS B RO G A A B AIHZERE - TEGHIEE
BRBTAHEE S " AURE  RBVEBE MR8 M ek B (AR 12 ot 3 Bl 7) -
BEAEIREGE © Tt Al TEGHIRR ) I IEER SR - DIeraRE: " me ) R - thekEri
KIsZahsea 2~ ml N 2% P e (e R B DU P Ry £ R - IRE R P = B ERGIR T - HoR
tE TRRAE ) KB - il > R HAL = IHEREAREE R (B0 > " Bdfrbiey ~ TETHIRER AT
A&, ) EISERGEEERE > MG 2 JREREOL -

G 3 BRI HEE S TG A R R RGeS A RE USRI GR - AT FesEs T ohhe
nnE ) TREEVEERETREVH TG ) BREAATEERIE SR OIS TReE ) AEEERE - H Tl
RO RN T e ) R R RN (AR 12 o 4) - R mERAIERE T
R AR (R 12 ol 8) - BB Feat A rsRA " IhRestE ) TR MEETse I
REEHR " ARG ) BN E M - QI w: T RhE ) RB - Bl S - AMgelRe 3 —Hamar -
IKIEE - BFFefiasBaRt B8Ry (1) BRETARIRA TS o A1 T oS E ) TR MEEtRE I - B
Wi TRmE ) KB (2) BETATEIE TERGHIEER ) BEAHEE EIRRS o S AR TRE ) KB
(3) BEEIAMEE BRG A Rl TR MEaRE e U8 ke | RBmE LHRREEL THEERE - H T
sy ) REMERGTRET SR ERE S T 8hmE | i BERAREIATR -
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£ 12 RIS « BEMEETHEN REEENZ EfEE DT

sy HE pied
B2 Bt 1 B2 MRS BN MRS MK M7 IS
INEIRE -0.082 -0.036 -0.070 -0.022 -0.080 -0.066 -0.078 -0.060
FERE
hRESE  (FQ) 0.220 " 0.159 0.190 0.068 0.031 0.029
Kifiges (T 0.284™ 0.194 0.223" 0.088 0.060 0.036
TR
et 0.155 0.130 0.148 0.172
(T™M)
aEttEE (SD) 0.298 ™ 0219 " 0.049 0.068
RN 0.075 0.133 0.031 0.056
(CM)
TSR -0.096 -0.081 0.047 0.026
(MD)
RHAEH
FQXTM -0.078 -0.101
FQXSD 0.215" 0.046
FQXCM -0.009 -0.020
FQXMD -0.075 -0.006
TIXTM 0.067 0.081
TIXSD -0.121 0.134
TIXCM 0.146 0.035
TIXMD 0.110 -0.002
R2 0.007 0.139 0.253 0.347 0.006 0.019 0.044 0.074
AR2 0.007 0132™ 01147 0.094 0.006 0.013 0.025 0.030
F-value 0.625 4.890 ™ 4202 27997  0.594 0.589 0.577 0.422

2 1 N=95; p<0.05, “p<0.01,""p<0.001.

I EHhmEi

5-1 H5TheRA

QRATAL - B T EET ) RSB SELERTE RS o AR - BB IME RGN EIREE
BIRUMF e R E P AR B T Ry - S BER A E R TEREY - 531 RIS R - 3¢
B TE MR EE FEAHR E B 1IEE )7 (Leonard-Barton, 1992 ; Mahoney & Pandian, 1992) » SiEEE%E /A F]
ZBRIEAEE ~ TR A ETRE ST A E AR BB SRS SN A - AR eI Fe S A — i1
FONF] AT T EH T H AR IRET G A R CBEANEE ~ TR EE T RETT B R BRI -
AR E R E AT - DLEERIERGET LT HEREZ " 2009 BEEGETHIRE SEA4 8% Rl ARERES -
BASAHIFFEIEIN 100 fr AR « A&HEETo3HT - AWTFER FERBERRSAT ¢ (1) BEEET AT FTHER
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Z TR B E R LG T AFR - (2) RS T BERGIAFHE TR, &
BlESEEERGT AR ¢ (3) BGEHAFRRM T Bdiniea ) M1 T ohREaE ) TREMERGTIEE > AR
i TRE ) B (4) BREHAFIE TERGEHIET ) BREA T E EREw - e AR T &me, 23 (5)
BRI MEE BERG A R AR MEERETRE U EE T RURE | RIS HRREEL T RIEE - H T Hdi
G MG TR R E R T RAE ) IR EERSEINR - Al b ARESERY B E R R
AT ~ TREETERRGTRET T RS S UL RIR B PRI - s I TR REE | R SIS R EERTN
K GEEGTA IR RGeS ) L HBESEESE -

5-2 BRI EERRIE

AW Bk R A BEEG T E R « BB— » BETAFER(L B R AR 2 R MG TRE T2k
WINASBFES B RETARRE S HMEE ZENFRENEE N - ARG R RS EIER
H= 0 BREANEE HEE A A R RE B TRV e T - AR R BT E
DeSarbo ~ Di Benedetto ~ Song #1 Sinha (2005) ByF5R @ HHEERENEER: - BEEZZERAGH
REJTAGE S AEARCERRGREL « KM - MBS - 33T RIS B B B R E TS
PR TRE IR AR DAY -

5-3 BRI ER

BR T — AR A SeiA R RRAI ST - ARFSE B DUNERE ¢ B AR R BB RIS - AR TT LIS
BEGETA Bl B AN E BRI R A FRE T THEBT IR T - K - SHEHRE RIS RIERAA G - A
72 R 32 H G T2 R RIA R B R » AR RE S I TE e Gu I B M RS ] USRS
HERBLASERESES - ShB% - Tatikonda F1 Montoya-Weiss (2001) $i5H{ERE R S BHERIT 52 281
BZESRE (project task characteristics) (4N - HEEHE ) FinEE S —BHEREK T - SR
JURRRAEM SR S R R - TR MERETRE ) A BRI THREY - DUBS E 22
PHAR o Btk o ANWFICMESTE T2EEET ~ B EUEEG T B a4 = G A R TR E - TR EAT
REMEE ST 2 d R HAMBE A BT A R BEAh - AT s2 3R 2 B Rl ke ik e S i/ NI A &]
TF S SR IR P RE S 388 P IS Lt B 2 S B AR K N ]

B
VEEATRS BURGH T SR VLRSI R ) Bl P 3R A 2 B AR < 2 In B e - RIS

AWTFEIN ST TR B S R ER T B SR AT S Sy - B RERENT 7E ARG DUERISE R - 3158
#moE - NSC98-2410-H-011-016-MY?2 -
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Abstract

In order to obtain better business performance, it is critical for many design firms to have
better matches between their design capabilities employed and different levels of environmental
uncertainty. Therefore, this study aimed to explore the relationship among environmental
uncertainty, robust design capability, and business performance in design firms. A total of 342
design firms, including industrial design, visual communication design, and integration design
companies listed in the directory of "2009 List of Design Services Companies in Taiwan"
published by Taiwan Design Center, were chosen as the pool for survey. Ultimately, this study
received 100 survey responses with an effective response rate of 29.2%. The major findings of
this study are: 1) the integrated design firms face higher level of technology-material under
environment uncertainty than industrial design ones; 2) the integrated design firms achieve less
efficiency than visual communication design ones under high environment uncertainty ; 3)
design firms which adopt "technological-integration" and “functional-quality” robust design
capabilities can result in superior effectiveness; 4) design firms which better control “design
supply and demand"” under the environment uncertainty can generate better effectiveness; 5)
there is a moderating effect of environmental uncertainty on the relationship between robust
design capability and business performance, and ‘technical integration’ is the most dominant
factor. Finally, it is hoped that this study can serve as a reference for the related issues of design
consultancy management for design practices and academia.

Keywords: Design Firm, Environmental Uncertainty, Robust Design Capability, Business
Performance.



