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Abstract: How an organization may achieve ERP (enterprise resource planning) assimilation
effectively remains a problem. To address this, this paper develops a model based on institutional
context, technology adaptation theory, and theory of technology assimilation to test the main effect of
management support’s metastructuration actions on ERP assimilation, and examines how ERP

technology adaptation moderates the relationship between management support’s metastructuration
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actions and ERP assimilation. The resulting contingent model is tested using a questionnaire survey of
201 Taiwan manufacturing firms. Most of our hypotheses in the model are supported. Implications for

both theory and practice are provided.
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FEL Cooper and Zmud (1990) § 'lffPl"Jz;Itf'[ S %j[ﬁﬁ(%lﬁﬂj‘ ’[fjﬂﬁﬁﬁg‘ﬁg (adaptation stage) i)
R < IT P ORE B TR IR ST A [V TR IT
B] o SRR AT R AR VSRS T BRI SER > I ERP -
FHMAR Y RS T SR BEPR ORI (Gattiker and Goodhue, 2005 Lucas



AT J&I_%:?M‘% i EREER] ﬁ?ﬁlﬁ?‘f ERP &[5 7k [ ptfgingpgi = 151

etal., 1988) -
PP Orlikowski (1992) %] ERP’#ﬁ‘[\ﬂ:pfjﬁ‘r I?itJERPJ'E %g[ﬁ 14 > B“jtﬁJ 44’?[!’E'p|p

E,J}‘ﬁU'F FERY £ '?T;%E'Jrjjﬁ‘: ; BT}*- RN E | F' clJ}‘F, s FRLE! EJTHFH FEFH (soc1ally
recognizable) FI‘JSE‘:L?&- » HERLE S BT Y Fﬁ% v ’gﬁ:ﬁkiﬁﬂf5 MRCE o (ERIREERA K

ERP Zcsfi* - i) ERP puﬁﬁﬂ“ﬁiﬁ”]ﬁqﬁﬁjiw SAVEISEES E'J?F‘ " TERP IJfe [iuiﬁﬁJ
= IJ%&%J SR FOEHIERIG  ER L AR - R
1+ S ERP TP T SRR IS T ST SRR -

i ERP S S PR 7 I ?Iﬁﬁﬁ}qj}‘ RFE L RS pjﬁﬁp ﬁq;'ﬂ@pﬁﬁjx,”u
SRR £ ERP I (Hong and Kim, 2002) « §L4 1~ + ERP fffi =S #4357 i
ORI TP B RO - (ISR Y ERP SRk A 2
#%ﬁ?é%‘é’?}{ﬁ’?{sﬂ s RV e bl TP WEE IRV E R o s PR 2 7 ERP *“jJF:EIfJ%ﬁ )

VR e -3 ARSI (alignment) - PR SHEF TERP RISEEY | (037 TERP 7
fi= 1%, E‘H "ERP AZEIRAH ) T rlﬂ%wﬂﬁﬁt fup7E T [l rﬁrﬂﬁf'l I?iﬁj » #Y%& T ERP
Rl o - i T B -

25.1 ERP # it t£e33 i

#— ERP fiEr] ’[‘?fﬁiﬁl B+ HETR ERP AUy 78 HRARY ERP 2AEfUPR - RLIJHRH e

A[IUfE [ 55 (best practice) > 5 ﬂ,ﬁ@”’?ﬂgg Iﬂi—‘éﬁﬁﬁj?ﬁ' ELI] Ejéﬁ\ﬁi’r’ﬁ IJ%F'JFHJEE o
7#[' EEE ’5,"“ 9] ERP [ » £ £ gt [ﬁﬁ]‘FEZERPﬁJH ,,\}ﬁ” R
(Soh et al., 2000; Swan et al., 1999) - Wu?{ﬁ“' (Bancroft et al., 1998; Hong and Kim, 2002) ERP
ShpetEp J%ﬁﬁ 2R P JSETp ERP IR R FERSRAFsf I E (fit) - 2E[0) 778 S (SAVRE RS HL -
i f? A~ DR - R SO e AT e
ST J/Elﬁ"flﬁzﬂ?ﬁﬁ TrEE T Hﬁﬁﬂ Glass (1998) jj ERP lﬁﬁ]‘ﬁ;? B = —
W™ (customerization) ~ J{I{% (extension) - gﬁ]‘ﬂ?‘jlfﬁ (modification) » ™ = r?iti,lﬂﬁ**@%f B
LA as Ry - TR Bl ) (Y7A5 TERP Ef (configuration) ;) [NFE #“'xﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂﬁlrﬁ
OB 0 T SRS « T S Bk 14D ERP Hfy Fﬁ@ﬂ F' 4 *‘E‘ﬁfﬁﬁ*ﬁ S
I'Elfagl'ﬁl H E“ﬁ TJL’?ZSF[F ElfJ%Eﬁ‘[‘i%ﬂﬁF (local code) fi'l'|® J[H B > 1] iRk ERP ﬁJH:E
AR L P r%‘ﬂ[i  BERL (SR - A PSR ERP F”%ﬁlﬂ“@t BT T
I FOE PR PR TR ) 20 ERP OB SRR P

FAPIASLE VLA T&I' HIT > @bl 2 i T i ?‘ﬁ*lﬂ o o FII TERP B[R
TS o Ry > F) TERP IPREIER I o G HipkF ERP Rif=ily o R Epoa a4
ST ERP -1 SeR— ST (ft) + SR (S i« i P - ERP
SEEINTN "%’7 PR EJJ?‘?ﬁ\T, A o [l SIS TR O P (S o ERPTEH E R



152 A

ST (R EROIRIRERIE R o RIS ERP S R IHIRE > o b g t@f”»%&ﬁ A o
B e AP PYSAT TGRS 1S, ORS00 %) TERP IEEIOR w
[ > AR R e h ﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁﬂ%wt 5 Pt s HRSRUEST 7R ERP DT o R DB
TRE RIS TERP RFERA o [P & T R
15 2 : ERP Y= fAOTREREHL AT 7 419 ERP R[Fm I RIFORE G5! ) f1 fIRoiass! -
252 ERP ?E.% i AR S

S8t (Hammer and Stanton, 1999; Hong and Kim, 2002) » [ ERP JU#Z 1= (2955 i

FUAGE o [fi) ERP 29— PO [ 455 (custom software) J5 97 [FI74T » ERP B¢ S A0

e TPRE=IRE E# (embedded) - 75”51?%“ FUAZ AR e T Nfl ) PRI (TLFAI[:P‘IT
13 R AR [ﬁﬁﬁ} thF:‘E ¥ HLAHT ERP T Ejéﬁxwi TEH] (Lucas et al., 1988; Soh et al.,
2000) = SR HiER T IR TAERAAE SRS ) 1 - BR R0 ERP AHRRRY RO P poat
A7 iF - IR ﬁ&ﬂﬁ@ﬂz BREIEE %Eﬁh P PR RO R -

SUEHY4% (Hammer and Stanton, 1999) « i ﬂ@ﬁﬁffﬂwiﬂ (BPR) FUfEffl » A58
Grover et al. (1995) ¥ BPR (UHGFAEEA. » [ijirAois b @it 1 o ORI (3 e
(organizational change) i ‘FT?E

Leonard-Barton (1988) [i J?FT"Z["H[?F'[LI' %[ﬁzp&qrg %[Jp Jﬁqug, [‘F*i?”?%[jfi [Jﬂﬁ]‘ﬁ} > Van de
Ven (1986) E'Ui&r B ;’;F”l | BPR ugl LT gﬂ;@?[itp UE[F T r*F ;H%l*“ajm n&#;}%ar@ [R5
AR F > TSSO ORI - TR PO T IR ETOR £ popa
T¢t[ » ERP %[ﬁp;p&qyf*r“ﬁﬂ E TERP A5 A u%fﬁh ij E|FREFRURYRY o W) - TERP

ATV o FR PR EIEVELE R Y SR L irm‘“ﬁu b YIF] T ERP S RO cE
ﬁu POl i TERP AR AREGE ) SR AT o TR ) o
AN TERP E[fLRis | gl o =~ » E TERP =i AH uﬂﬁﬁu jiﬁ]ﬂﬁj e DAk K
T ERRBF L ) O URTE S TERPEIRIGS o p ) R
T 3: ERP A2 A g iy 15 155 ERP R[pL Il RIFVRE 7] B [IFVRRETHH -
2.6 ERP f3t5 fc thif #4573

FREEEL R b pURERESYSY (contingent effects) » [#[jii’t Sharma and Yetton (2003) -

%%‘ DAEVE Y B =T ERHIMY (task interdependence) (VRS T - R1F | Hong and Kim (2002) -
TR TR AT A J%ﬁh fi J@E’!‘%f o %" Sharma and Yetton (2007) &" 7" , -

Fi
Ch
s

PR FFEES  (technical complexity) | 2% T =35I | fi J@gﬁ"” ° ifpﬁ_‘/[uﬁ‘ HEEE
= AR T ?ﬁ”ﬁﬁﬁ% 5 ERP E[$r5 TP SPuiy 2 - == TERP IPfe liﬁfjﬁiﬁj * TERP

A A uﬂﬁﬁu u[?iﬁs 7;,4 [l 1 AP AR R -
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E I ERPE[$: B 1f5
® fEFiGA Hla ® ERPE[FL R
® AP S 7 HIb H1 | ® ERPE[3eis |

° Zﬁﬁ;@ﬁ[ﬂ?ﬂ%ﬁ%ﬂ;ﬁfu Hlc

&@tﬂ VR AR

p ﬁf[J H1d

ERPE[#:
® ERPIJEHEIFE H2
® ERPRAALIFEE H3

i1 BY% ERP BRSO

3. ARAEHEHN
31 lcipos v

¢W‘a’?§£ajf}ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁ e LA IR 2 ;j;QgAEJ/ﬁITdTH
R[Fepbetfs | B A Aot (A28 (dependent variable) » & ﬁ{ ST ERP B[ ﬁjflﬁhfﬁﬁ r ERP
RNy SR NI R IR e e g v I&%fﬁ%? i 8 BRI A8y (independent variable)
HE It Y= ;H—;? SIS r@;ﬁ&?;ﬁ[ J-,EP?Fﬁ‘J F@;ﬁg;gﬁugx,yﬁlﬁcu_mgm,F@F;gﬁ,\]%%,&gﬁgh ,
r@*ﬁff %ﬁﬁﬁlf%@ﬁw%ﬁfﬂj b9t TERP RSl | 2 CERP A ) A
TR TR R R R T IR o M (M@ T ERP
*iléfiPBH%w Esﬁiriﬁféiﬁif% PSR A /I LSy S R i T Rt i
i e 2 PITRSRt  S ZRTE LY dpce IS 0 R THIREE F NG Jhﬁ%'@%\f (manifest variables)) {fi
PIE R U (Likert, 1932) 0 3 5 AU (1= IR~ 2= [flE YL ~ 4=l E s 5=i



154 R

[ﬁj%l)oﬁéﬂﬁfﬁrﬂ rﬁjﬁfglg - %&ﬂu[;iiﬁﬁg_vﬁl%gﬁﬁw o (| E e BRI SdSRb 1 Eﬁ ,
T UG P CRLEYRE N e DT G RIS

SHTIREIE b o B A Ak £ BLE S~ VL > o MR R I TR I -
32 HAEFTHE

TR E ST ETREE S o 3T RIS TR pVILE o SR 60 [ FﬁJ’-"  HISR ST {5
F}ﬂ"‘“ » H'EJ“}'J’T}H* 46 5 - ‘\Jl'i?ﬂﬁﬂw IF[”*'@W@EU?&%EL’%‘JTF'E*H ° 1“‘+$ﬁl*lr,f’@ I
Cronbach’s a U /747 0.660 ( " PRI | )% 0.964 ( TERP ZPiZiosiisfy ) )V [ - Tl
E1fP BV (cross loading matrix) » 352 C3 JEEIAYNZR (1 fifl (factorloading) 7 T Brfivsb
iﬁ}ﬁjﬂ-ﬁﬁ N T AR o B LR C3 SR T ;B?ﬁm*y}f“%ﬁju#{ﬁ e
Cl4 ~ C16 = [zl » NP3k fr e fpomeisshifi [ 4 0.4 > SR

Iy R R = ﬁ GRVEYRI PAE o = el U BN #55E 1000 *gﬂlﬁi o (3 AR
= RN 1000 {77 o AREFH [T 209 mff f G [plFEEL 20.9% » {11 4 [nb;f‘ﬁ FAY
F}ﬂ* P PIE A FH TSRS R ﬁ’ﬁkﬂi‘ﬂ 201 {77 o F 1 BRI 5T L
e W%vﬂ?wﬁw g ARG R B PRI ERP R - g
CRRGIATE R SRFPEY U P ) i 22.4% » SEPRUR T 740% 0 SR 3.5% ¢
=H ﬂbpi ﬁ |k |ﬁ34 3% > ﬁh&’i%lﬁ 4[,!‘48 3% » Hl |*5|ﬁ17 4% o Jith Ay IR F[
%F |’J‘44 3% > = **’E%&m”!‘SS 7% o ﬂ P 500 4T F|ﬁ41 8% ° ERP {fi"] Eﬁf 1?&14 =

;F14]f47 8%

B TSR [ B AT HIN SRR BT A (ANOVA) BN aﬁﬁj/; FilAAL

(Liang et al. 2007)‘?3‘?‘?@@ Ik (Liang et al., 2007) == ™| Eﬁ fii] (Gattiker and Goodhue, 2005)
S ‘l["Fﬁ i_ BRI ‘ﬁﬂﬁiﬁm’ﬁjﬂ%@@?i?@'ﬁ/@fﬂfﬁﬁl%ﬁ‘%% ’

(T “Fmﬁé‘*q ERP E[FLpu s o R0 Al o 7 20 plAp AR [ R RIS ey 1

F}ﬂ ARERE =X IEU[H' FUEPRLE R A B B CRIIA 2 TEE ANOVA AR R Prifii & e

T PO SR NEET 0 F R EIE e (F=8.902, p<0.01)» F7 T [fl (- 41481 » ERP
Eapm&%@@ﬁﬂ%@%pa,@g o100 ~I'J™ % 8 B 7 eSS AY T BRI 3.55 0 ik 100~ ) 5
KV 4= 42 (% fIFT 100 TN RS S O R RS o F *““:ﬁ?'fﬂﬁ ERP #%&EE?J(‘%{
i iﬁlﬁj’ﬁ'* BRI BT (SIS (LR 300~ TS
ﬁgjiﬁlﬁﬁﬁﬂ X Tgpz:ffz[ﬁw, i U] ] ERP g “JF]] (S o BT SR 2 -

+ ERP (19" |5/ 157 8 ERP [fscss ' 2 2 0 [l « A E 5 B1 o SERUEE o F
ii_éuf%f%ﬂw* (F=7.355,p<0.01) » - -3 ffli"] ERP JUR [ T [l » 525§ ERP [ (57 - % 2
%Fm?i; Bl o 7 fﬁ[E'JF{fjﬁ‘FJ 38 I g i@ﬁgj » (B [Ej EIJ 347 Eﬁ ’F‘I[Jpzjmgn IR



1 USRS FTR (LRt 200)

1 1}%&1&%7

[

B 1 SRR L SRS ERP R Loy S -

155

R B i F153 FH(%)
(E33]l! Bl 138 68.7
+ 63 31.3
= 5i(75%) 200 ) 2 1.0
2177%~257% 8 4.0
26755~307% 45 224
313~357% 47 23.4
3675~4075% 39 19.4
50 ] - 60 29.9
P L 0 0.0
fé.'JHIE%& 7 35
4\5*3/% 149 74.1
45 22.4
ri 0 0.0
Bk 47|l iR S 69 343
nﬁiil a¥ 97 483
H I’*‘J 35 17.4
£ e B 89 443
ey 47 23.4
FIIFET = v 46 229
= 19 9.4
e 100 ~1f 31 15.4
100~300 57 28.4
301~500 29 14.4
501~1000 38 18.9
1000 *~I'J - 46 22.9
({1 ™ JERPH ] 1= 30 14.9
1~2%F 23 11.4
2~35F 15 75
3~4F 37 18.4
4~55F 19 9.5
551 - 77 38.3
4.2 #7F ANOVA BEIgrs FrigpI A
@ﬁ[ﬂ@@? Sum of Squares df Mean Square F pifl
2L 772.155 4 193.039 8.902  <0.01**
P 45.298 2 22.649 901 408
b 168.228 3 56.076 2.276 081
f0 = | 796.9 5 159.380 7355  <0.01%**
[ﬁ%t] T *Ap<0.05 5 **%p<0.01
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4. BRIDITEEBR

71:’7‘4[“ ffl0"] Smart PLS (Ringle et al., 2005) [f+5evR5itrvT 2 o %\Eﬁiﬁgﬁpifgﬁ%@g’(
(latent variables) 1 [tf]fi ,I;g[ *ZUFRE| Formative way fiy =8 o — &0 JF s bR T‘“" , PLS H
FRAH S OB > [N PLS i SR [ [ S 1 IIRE: T ' # 019k (inadmissible solutions) =[x
E%T?fé’i“[fh (factor indeterminacy) (Fornell and Bookstein, 1982) - pl%f - T fiji— ET ] H A
(covariance) ELFLHSIVAT HAMBLEE > PLS 0= [I')55 5574 fF (component) ELFLEEINT R » o [Ffl
¥ (Lohmoller, 1989) -

4.1 #3RE

e f %Wf%fl[ﬁ@ (reliability of constructs) 1 A8 Cronbach (1951) IV HRE - [

Cronbach's o {fi>0.7 » [[[fi"? J‘[JLE': f C <035 FRARSER WO FIE az0.6 0 R

P f SRR I@H F~ o [l 3 [’ 41 Cronbach’ sa’g“*kif/f07 il J¢I_:kf% B f: ,
S ﬁlyg uﬁ [@ ¥ o

bt ODIH Eﬁ?ﬁ"ﬁﬂ;é & VIS TR RNV S TR PR E'Jmﬁj‘df@ (content validity) ~ ¥
¥4 (convergent validity) == [[I¥%% (discriminant validity) = #& =0 - FL;V i (7 f'[(%,rg - e
Fu IFAfE R AR RO (B N9« R PRI [ B SR

S AR SR PR L SRS Pk NEWJ SPIHS -

JEETE O IR (RS (composite reliability) - SSREIITVE! (AVE) VA kR
B (Halr et al., 1998) « 14 Chin (1998) F4cdritlt - fjli™] PLS STA7Erf(F - 0. S}Hf\ﬁ%&}] -~
FORLIE - [y 0.7 JAf [ SR B 1 R o [FJ'H@ B3k 3 VAT gLl composite

%* 3 ’lﬁfllﬁ’i (Reliability of constructs)

e Items ﬁ‘;ﬁgjjﬁ; AVE CrZ?Eﬁgh’s
ERP Z[#LFZEN ) (EMA) 6 0.859 0.508 0.790
ERP R[] (ESA) 4 0.872 0.631 0.806
H %‘gﬁ'ﬁﬁ% (INS) 6 0.821 0.536 0.704
B PO FL ] % (NPC) 6 0.939 0.687 0.918
o PSRl (NCM) 6 0.834 0.559 0.769
it %T%%ﬁ‘l‘éﬂﬁﬁfﬁﬁ ‘%Eﬁiﬁ‘—?ﬁjﬂ (CPG) 4 0.842 0.576 0.748
ERP “Jr=cffily (EFA) 6 0.942 0.731 0.925
ERP 5 Al (EPA) 5 0.935 0.742 0.912
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reliability ’F’”*UF?‘ 0.7 - %T%E? AVE [V fifi » Fornel and Larcker (1981) ££[ » 0.5 hL{lafi* £~ 1 fifi -
=i 3 IV AVE Vi ];Ej’g“*ii" 0.5 fl f‘“”f[’ﬁﬁé@éﬁﬂ‘ fS@E:'jfEI?VEﬁﬁﬁ O R
PR IS TR S - LIRS - B WERI B VA 3 VINR IR
Reliability ’F’”,*UF?‘ 0.7 ° TJE/:‘ AVE Vf{fli » Fornel and Larcker (1981) $#Z[ » 0.5 Ll fi £ oV [r}j )
(loadings of the measure) » i’ 32 FIFE  BEFABEY (manifest variables) 1/ PNk g1 &l ’F” t fi
g o iy E t-value “J?F',Hﬁi' 0.01 g 1% -

B B > A48 Fornel and Larcker (1981) TPEZ[uif’};',LI' i/[lfy'\[?f%ﬁ'l AVE f97 4l
Az |”71§ il FTJ 1% (inter-construct correlations) E%'J? P RATE RISV B o ik 4 T
APV TS TR R S RS B I

4.2 BE KT

&{}@1%?1[%@ T 'FL}VS‘@ (content validity) ~ J¥@& ¥4 (convergent validity) E‘?Eﬁﬁjﬂ}ﬁ”@
(discriminant validity) e » 4= “’TE?J &fpﬁ_‘/'u’@@\'f S AR s F RIS
PSR R H“ﬁTJI’n & Wl@% VA o A BI) PLS SiAmES T R
g

F’[ﬂl s HEEHEE 1 & [Iﬁ%‘]' 4 1> f=0.618 - p {f<0.001 - ?9]@% R i R’ fifi

% 0.382 [NAJETART] VARG ] o N IF [MREAH] PLS S) ke la%ﬁ‘%ﬁljtu N4
(=" 555 AL/ S T ERP Rl fURgass Rt 1t = (Ll 4 fr - 53 1a V7 p=0.424 - p [l
<0.001 ; {57 1b 7 B=0.566 > p fifi<0.001 ; {3 1c IV =0.447 > p [fi<0.001 ; {HFi 1d 7 f=0.274 »
p (fi<0.001 - ﬁfﬂ@%ﬁ la’1b> 1c=2 1d bt -

%4 YRR
EMA ESA INS NPC NCM CPG EFA EPA

EMA 0.713

ESA 0.477 0.794

INS 0.345 0.372 0.732

NPC 0.446 0.518 0.344 0.829
NCM 0.382 0.380 0.484 0.458 0.747

CPG 0.185 0.246 0.260 0.246 0.456 0.759

EFA 0.039 0.054 0.004 -0.117 0.001 0.076 0.855

EPA 0.010 0.042 -0.112 -0.171 -0.129 0.065 0.632 0.861
[ﬁ%t] DEPE R ¢ LD R BRIV ED AVE (average variance extracted) 1 HASL
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AR TS ERPEH I it
o GERTE IR A Hlp QL8 ® ERPH/HSHAER
Hib: 0.566%## - +
(R*=0.382)

® ERRIHT TG Hlc 0.447% %%

& RS E AR SR
Gt H1d: 0.274%%%

ERPEH i

¢ ERPIOAEMEOYEATE H2: -0.587*

® ERPiEAMIZAYFIE H3:-0.138

*p<0.05 **#p<0.01 ***p<0.001

ﬁ?{[ 4 EIJ% ERP ﬁ[ﬁp&%i{ﬁ‘ﬁ‘i PLS 5l

HI E R TIHEE 2 ¢ ERP I PR S R T2 ERP Rl RIORR RS )
FIFIRORRATIH - 4 3 5L 3 ¢ ERP R A[RESEN A (7 155 ERP R[fL Rl Féﬂﬁf
75! ) FAIUPOTRATTIST! 0 A e 4 % (445 Chin et al. (1996) = Ringle et al. (2005) "] PLS
E/‘% JR/# (moderate effect) 1 » F rn&%ﬂﬁﬁﬁth = TERP ﬁj “1% ”ﬂﬁﬁh e
lﬂ'J ok TG L 2 TERP RRAY ) L T (R0 - A2 PLS SHTHE A 4
%[4 , T ;f%,ﬂ | == I ERP jjﬂ lff:ﬂjgﬁlﬁj VT (ERE > H B=-0.587 > p i<0.05 FLsr[E;
o2 Ayt o an A fERP"“E&MEﬂJ%ﬁJ L 2 R 2 B=-0.138 > p>0.1 -
R 3 T o A S L EEE RN Vﬁm

S ER RR TR L, D (IR o S TERP Rl
A R RO » AT TPIRIR SRS PLS AR BGT o S REII S - S T
51 r@ﬁ;ﬁmg&;ﬁpﬁﬁru S ETERP B[R s ) I EEE A (8=0.419 > p<0.001) » E 71 T
FEPIATAR ) (B=0.195 » p<0.001) » Fy % " HAFFTIU BRI ) (B=0.143 > p<0.001) - o &%

" [@ﬁgﬁ[ﬂ::ﬁ% FFSTORS L (B=0.031 > p>0.1) o Mt~ “FilFlff #h 450 B - s L X
S RO RS TORf S P9 [ 2B TERP RIS, VR > 20 0T H
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25 (BRI

v e e s O T
i lﬁil% IE?H FLI (8 ) t ffl
KL OHL R 7 EVEERPR e IR 0.618 27.675
kL Hla B FHYGHE STERPE LIS E | T-Rifusy 4% 0.424 18.539
kL HIb  HAR PR B ] RS ER PRI TRy 0.566 20.472
kL Hilc ##%ﬁwﬁﬁ-ﬁ%ﬂtﬁ@ﬂﬁwﬁ IR 0.447 19.492
kL HId EMESE RS ARG I ERPR [ E) 1 0.274 8.901
FH
KL H2 ERPIDE IR0 GEH 5 S A 7 KU ERPR] S g -0.587 1.936
RAIFORH 7 | O s
F\[ H3 ERP;:E’%%%%EEIU%%?#E&?%’% i EREEERPE| $ I [ -0.138 0.623
o EIERR £ 5 E | B [ SRS
ST
0.195%+*
ERPEHIRIK
TR RO 2
ERPEE HE)
0.143%+*
ERERTHY AR ERP 505 7E
R H R M R R A
=Rl

#p<0.05 *#p<0.01 **#*#p<0.001

5 Sy ERP R[fR[EISEY PLS B E
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55100 L - AR - ﬁ'% G RS + BT
915+ 385 ERP SIS BEE [ [ 4R USSR S 1S » (S TS
R RSSO P T 1 [ﬂ P EORS i SRR S o T

5. FYamE PR

5.1

27K (Chatterjee et al., 2002; Orlikowski et al., 1995; Purvis et al., 2001) ﬁﬁﬁJ EUE Al
H:ELJ?W?*—FVL as) » f;ﬁ@fﬁﬁw@ﬂ@ﬁ@iﬁ}@w = r}%ﬁ%f?ﬂ?:’%%gﬁﬁﬂ@[ﬁiﬁ (institutional context)
Al A T g e o [ RS EA IS B IT b #5 o f ik ERP R[FLpupifsZef (= » 4 H# 7 o
Ry [ g P %E'ﬁﬁtr, £SO r}ﬁ‘%ﬁ U E?xﬁﬁ’g[ﬁ A AR -
PR AT I B [ ATRRRIIORER o 75 AP ) F E N I
(nr '%‘F%”‘?'*%EE“"J = TERP B[ H el |

Yh’FJI':ZI‘é%EJ R &?ﬁ*ﬁ £ 55fT ERP [ JEr il | 2 I#?FE'%% ;‘FQEE Jarvenpaa and Ives,
1991 ~ Kwon and Zmud, 1987 ~ Leonard-Barton and Deschamps, 1988 ~ Purvis et al., 2001 "5 ¥}1Y
’FJI‘JME“‘—PU o ’5[“’“ llUﬁ M= 7 I #r%t ERP %[jfipﬁjqzﬁ }F BRG] 1 Fuﬁr” IF'[ i’F‘*J
FI7 i) ERP fYG - IH A ERP R FLpUpe il dyly - ERP RHRRIFZR A2l R
FLAC S| o A @ gf;g}ﬁru,ﬁ Ft iitz+§"vWﬁrU»ﬂr§= ﬁwpumﬁw%ﬂ%g&ﬁru T %ﬂfﬁﬁ
FEUE o DR - ] ERP L*Tij%‘HﬁF’\ S iESEY I
(2) TERP ﬁj u%} S U R

L “?%Js‘@%' "ERP < ”%fﬁh e l&%ﬁ*ﬁﬁt = TERP E[# LVF'EIEJF%‘J%W—?
] FIPIRHATIR © R rERP SRR ) RIS o T EGESEG % B TERP AR
Yoy E PRI ] o PRS- WIS AP i TERP RSO SRS -
ﬁ' ’[U'[?fﬂj‘ > T f%Z%’\??ﬁé =1 == TERP E[§L el | VR 'Eﬁ'ﬁfﬁ{[,'%\f (correlation coefficient) [ ffi
T Z5 T ERP I pﬁﬁﬁﬁmt [RO=x<14) [1(14 =x<22)~ ﬁg(22<x<30) Sﬁn(FERP
“WpREE ) F R BI-B6 (LA 2) EEE 1~5 Vi (wqfﬁrm 5T -
I'} TERP = U%*ﬁh VAT 6~30 VfH]) o SRl ™| SPSS AR FIL [’%’ZF%%*%FFEJ
== TERP Rl ARk 7R i e ['%6

FIER 6 T 312 110y=0.747 » Tnedium=0.545 > Thign=0.540 = &H%f " ERP ZJscf ﬁﬁf L oS
YI:TFJIZL%TU ) g[ "ERP ﬁj FIJ%L%J ﬁl%ﬁﬂj‘ ) EJF:E #5193 Y TERP %[ﬁpw; F“IEFQ;&?L
jSJtEJ F,&¥ﬁ—1§:.jtrJ LA FRVE el fol 3k o FJI T ERP e pﬁﬁfﬁ“ qjtfg Eﬁ HifRF ERP RIS
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26 BRECHIERER

ERP -
B3 il il
A ) S TERP EFRpS ARV 0.7470%x 0.545%  0.540%k

[]) : *3 p<0.05 5 **% p<0.01 ; ***% p<0.001

i

f SRR T > EL DR A E e D e (ﬁt) » ERP R[S pLigfr {2 Hio
7 BRI &Qﬁﬁﬁ% %] TERP R[§e s | pugyaa ] - it s - g8 Pl -
(3) "R ASIAA FHPVGLE ) ORI

PR > CRORAOREY ) B T AFER 5, 9 TERP AR YRR
ORI - ST HTR IS o BT FUREAORY o PUET ERP ’Eﬁ#“‘ﬁéﬁ«?ﬁ’ EpEER e
FEF I (embedded) + T PLIFSEILE FORLAAE RIS o [RS8 R
ﬁ} jtJ[E”IE }f'ifnﬁjfﬁ ERP ﬁJF e EE ] (Lucas etal., 1988) -

Pl= 1 ERP 2R u?ﬁ]‘ﬁfﬁi A AR AR | 3 F]EIJFE“[SEE > [NIF=ERP iy ()
2k E S A ’lfﬁﬁiﬁ[ o Fl') > L7 ERP YRRy o ﬁ.%; g [@ “‘i‘%"ﬁﬁ'm ﬁ"é%ﬁxﬂ%
£ ﬂﬁ PES TR A PHfVRGE ) o TR rERP?'*H@F”S'HSr o BEIRHER SRR A
TG o R =E ERP TE'TJE“ folif A gt o PSR (o BRI 1 *?Tl
a\;n\‘“&n\FJTﬂ ) ’FT t J* hy,iuﬁ/ﬁé‘e? (Hammer and Stanton, 1999) - LFJ;TZ‘;’!TFF, A A o **{IF@:LF?
[T &?ﬁ‘%ﬁ ) TR -

P=9h o ARG TEELT ERP R - zaﬁ 12217 BPR (ri’iﬁfé? J3g) RS RSD (RphA = RL R
R T ES R ERP VIIGEIAE o ff BRP L7 Bl PSS » T ] S L
VIR > ] r"’“&ﬁn*@ﬁ”%‘zﬁj BT RREARG T, 2 TERP RIS V| .Idlf [y

'ET']T'T%'J > SIIRERE I T S B % o P19t > Hong and Kim (2002) fi* E"I@TJT':““JTE—EH MR AP
%ﬁp S TAEASEE ERP O 5% % TERP S IR FORBRIS - [l R g SEhEE D
By IS o e ARSI 1 TR PHVRE T I&%ﬁt’%ﬁ%@ "ERP
Rl ) Vf 'Eﬁfdl AR o ELPLS B fTRrR-0.138 - g e TR -

52 Bt rf"?‘%k

S P e TR F O I R 7 0) » SRR T By
o (FYS == ERP R R 5 U.I;&lf AP o BET » BRP R [JLAOpREEygr ik
O B AR (Y A e RIAOR Y B ARV i 2
AR E VA I > Al 5 Y - PRt B - SRy > ERP RIS o wh
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o SRR A HFE[FTJ B > T ERP AR 12 Py R A o ﬁ
T LSRN e Y EEC ﬁ%[ﬁ%ﬁ » I'JF] ERP E[fLAOMIs » RLEEIRIDV Fi o i
FPERER BRI AR RS ERP RSPV ERP RS R VR
SR AT RAPREBIPIBED ~ o R PUAEIAT | SBR[
L -
HES BL/%YIE’TF‘JU /ﬁl}%“ﬁrﬁ\' : A FTJ**%FQ‘?L}%J& [Jﬁfu@ [?1?‘”:'?334 ERRRY T
ﬁrg A AR I ser A J]ETF{ T ;R“(Sharma and Yetton, 2003)e ¥ EJFTJM f¢-0.15 (Ginzberg,
1981) ~ 0.01 (Guimaraes et al., 1992) ~ 0.12 (Howard and Mendelow, 1991) ~ 0.31 (Robey, 1979) ~ 0.39
(Ruppel, 1995) ~ 0.44 (Russo, 1993) ~ Z[| 0.45 (Sanders and Courtney, 1985) - [<J]=> Sharma and Yetton
(2003) il [ftafefsi ] - FH ERIFFER SR LS T 355A [#1% (task interdependence) %;Tﬁ' F[
L F OIS R TR T R o P PR R TR e RO I
PRy T T gy T e R uﬁ [TRY -« ERP %% ﬁ[ﬁzpqﬁm ) rﬂ*ﬁgf,f';
I ﬁ?‘ﬂF‘F FORYRh ko FRE - PEPVTRRERR T 1 H PR SRS - e
FF R BT B2 55 ) [NIPERP £ ?Jﬁgj@ﬁfjf:iyjﬁl]zh[j: ﬁgﬂ“] STV S ERP %[;ci (-
S AT J AV F ORI AL S I PR A S R
fgiuﬁ%u
H v > 55F ERP %[ﬁé%‘ﬁp IR E i?ﬁ”}h?é% "ERP fjJﬁ:]élfJI%ﬁJ Lﬁﬁ Fgﬁ,lfgﬁr@}ﬁﬁfj
i I?i??u % TERP R[Rs VIR 3 ST - R PR
R Ak A VR PR D PG - iy TERP P S
VT [F[j?ﬁj‘éﬁfﬁ' » % Hong and Kim (2002) FUHREFA 1 £ TERP ZPfcp J%ﬁ“ =Ty
WY ) 5 TR ERP Sl A% S TERP WIVICH L OSSR R mgﬁfﬁﬁﬁﬁ? "
?'iﬁfjiﬁ]élﬁi FAFE > AR ploRRr o HEYR > Hong and Kim (2002) FI\J?FT'JZI:HI v T ”“‘&j’ﬁiﬁﬁfﬁﬁﬁ ]
R RATE - [APRR - %TEiﬁ?W‘FﬁﬂvéﬁwﬂmE%Jﬁﬁ
%J [ Hong and Kim (2002) I'] 7% E"iERPﬁ[F,@J FREFGE [T A BV E
B R PROR TR LR e FOD TSI ] 5 ERP %lmuwj
P T IR IR o BT SR e A R 0 R
SPgIAT BRP #0509 BRP &[0 f;;rfmpw%%o

5.3 4t e

FIhS ERP 27l 'IfJﬁi%l?{’é???’r?{ R AR PO R > 1 [EEaE s S e ]|
misfits) » 17 5L P 2 HORG 4] ERP RIFLFORIS » RATE © V3 (T o & ERP KK
BI(~ (%20 TERP IEOEY ) R RSO B PRI R TR g -
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IR R v SRR N YT ERP S [T - 1B ST S ERP Rk
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B[l ; F ot g - Hlﬁrfﬁiiﬂﬁﬁ fi BE“E& IJ;FﬁSFr;;TE%ﬁ‘*ﬁ‘U 3@[*@"5?{{ A== pis Japss
J{RE ERP GIFFE[FRAVEIH| « (FEP ERP 3% 5] A Sl o™ > ERP o= bl
(st Il E (fit) ACRBEO SRR > FHOTRR AR IR © B ERP R Sepops o i 4
VIGEP A R SPTERTHALY © B9 o BRP SRK GO 5] ERP Rkt
eI~ FEIANR R = R T T SRR L = RS o g Y B
| ERP it S A USRI [T A EGET BRP SAEOH R L) R
o S5 ERP RIS > AR A R B R R A L A 1“‘&1**@”9%1% RIS
TR PR B B 1 A AR 54T ERP K (= 5 ERP ki
BRI
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BB S R A RS E R RRIE 100 S E SRR R -
B L € S R A
Bl /%E%JI FEATITED 6 BB & 2 [ﬁ”;g;;gﬁej;gﬁ@;é;gﬁfﬁ»ﬁ.z{gkﬁﬂﬁ%ﬁu o kT
SR o DI 2 RS T R L RS BB -
ﬁﬁWW¢ FUH 2 B AP - IS PEFEBH R RRE AR PP
5o l@ﬂ (K2 TR R - ) B IO g WA R Ay - R SR

5.4 B g s Ktk

Lz
=

[ ERP E[FEHAEAT A = P sl 4 i ﬁl%{? %€$‘2’7 R

SRS RS = 8 — RS ERP [ Rl flopvpd=T» i dipier | RURE v R

VIR D 5 ERP R OG0 Ryt SR SRy -

T BT YRR | 5 PRSI ERP 87 5  RFEISao f - 1)

I (IR R A O ) -

(1) ERP f[jrip&qsrcpf{ Jfﬁ[jj » [ rm F’[Eﬁpu ES rﬁj;rlﬁ“ga Fry oo PEE HTTJE‘L F
7 s S M ) B RN O PR e T O BB S B 1 A
SRR

(2) ERP (%] {3 53 5 TERP VSRl CRTHRE L P - SR R

A



R A 1 LSRR ERP RIS TR ASORMES  165

APIROTE ) 5 AT T EGEAR E ) B ERP RSO - SRy DA
GIRIERE TR G R R erﬁﬁw > DI R S A
PIHIRT R0 - ([ CERP IIREEORE ) 0 '*ﬁr'”?ﬁ' VIR < I S
~ WFIBGE TR = R PO AR AR R R E
3o {5 3

(3) Wt TR 5 DA O IR A PR [ RS CERP R T
FIFSM S BT ST Pt - 122 ﬁﬁl YT R - T

T4 ek R R I 4 - S IR SRR - B T
PR S A B rERP RISy VRS (E =R A AR i
VIS - pIgt - ERP CVRERORY ) T ARG ) RS R
f%;z%“fﬂﬁfdﬁ{ﬁ’%ﬁ’?fi Pk firE - O -

(4) PARRTERES DRG] - A AR 8 AR ERP R[RL s ‘“‘”"%FEI "
3 *ﬁﬂ‘ﬁf ﬁﬁ%ﬂf FFARIS ERP A SEysilay 50 B o it i it #pop > )i
ERP 17 Bk [ s R 1 -

(5) HBEI PG (Control Variable) » [FErf {8  BHHGHET ~ 2 Fle¥ * FAfR=Ts ("8 5
R TS  ERP BN A0 ERP gy (fin) A - fﬁ Wi %ﬁﬁ*@@r TERP E| [
I3 SRR - HAPRE T PRk -
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6. LM

APANE R *l?ﬁiPEﬂV%F’ﬁ?*[ﬁ%ﬁ% ﬁITJﬁ Y gt 1] Sharma and Yetton
(2003) [OFUA » RIS FR R0 TR I ] - SEEERP SYE R B - B
"R ﬂmTERP*[ﬁZPE'WEJﬁJ YA - R 201 F BE [IRTOR AT U
FPFALE N RSN VSR - bI9t o A8 Hong and Kim (2002) P - T;,W‘ ERP ZJ5f2f J]ﬁ‘
TR A J%ﬁﬂ RIS o APAAHIN LR SR IR o SEEF ERP #
TR ERP ZPR=f J%@; £ ﬂﬁiﬁ‘fw [ AR u%ﬁ;ﬁu,m & % > Liang et al. (2007)
A 7;4 ERP ¥Y3 R o gIErhferse - %%F{]‘?ryﬂ FRE ﬂﬁﬁfﬂ}g’;}g ; ﬂﬁ, ZupEE
*z'—*ﬁ 4 [ FIJWE“F% i’Tr‘J'*E'[J?? Y R ﬂa%ﬂﬁﬁtu L E T
R o TR YIS ERP VS - F%ﬁj%aﬂ&%ﬁ%%mtf DU > PerER
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mf 1 R[EfOP - Sharma and Yetton (2003)
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Mis% B : RIZEEE (Loadings of the measure)

fif# 3 Loadings of the measure

Construct Items Mean S.D. Loading T-value

ERP 2| £ Al 42985 0.9489 0.6054 9.7245
(EMA) A2 4.1940 0.7261 0.8127 19.9981
A3 43085 0.6888 0.8338 31.3692

A4 3.8010 0.8247 0.6180 8.7547

A5 3.8856 0.7628 0.6511 13.0653

A6 4.0398 0.8052 0.7212 16.0962

ERP %[ s "] A7 3.6020 0.8005 0.7320 17.2162
(ESA) A8 3.9254 0.7742 0.8355 34.5680
A9 3.8557 0.7643 0.8227 17.8602

A10 3.5970 0.7885 0.7838 17.1563

B P Cl 3.8657 0.6534 0.8001 20.1307
(INS) C2 4.0050 0.7314 0.7615 14.1201
C5 3.7910 0.7044 0.6887 132181

C6 3.4030 0.8671 0.6696 8.7388

o s I C3 3.8806 0.9673 0.7017 14.9372
H(NPC) C7 3.8856 0.6941 0.8287 32.1170
C8 3.9055 0.7253 0.8728 46.6513

C9 3.8756 0.7678 0.8673 45.5432

C10 3.7761 0.7646 0.8407 28.4773

Cl1 3.8209 0.7126 0.8314 20.6534

C12 3.7711 0.7598 0.8473 31.2644

B FfO S C13 3.8209 0.6839 0.7631 15.5976
(NCM) C15 3.9353 0.6934 0.8301 24.6384
C17 3.6766 0.7615 0.6285 5.3994

C18 3.6667 0.7767 0.7552 8.6955

e S ] AR C19 3.5970 0.8785 0.7352 8.7522
E{fﬁp’é‘;ﬁjﬂ(CPg) C20 3.7264 0.7809 0.8331 11.9851
C21 3.4975 0.7689 0.8559 15.0377

C22 3.6667 0.8387 0.5800 4.8032

ERP = fU5H Bl 3.5224 0.9278 0.8884 59.1401
(EFA) B2 3.4478 0.8992 0.8908 57.6843
B3 3.5622 0.9041 0.8829 47.1885

B4 3.4279 0.8922 0.8991 66.6021

B5 3.3582 0.9440 0.8442 33.9892

B6 3.6617 0.8972 0.7091 15.0173

ERP A&7 g B7 3.2985 0.9222 0.7858 21.9373
(EPA) B8 3.3980 0.8780 0.8809 43.1762
B9 3.5075 0.9062 0.9013 58.3901

B10 3.4378 0.8985 0.8711 43.6578

Bl11 3.3085 0.9134 0.8634 38.1470

f

[£]): S.D.: Standard Deviation.
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