2015 % 12 A
Dec.2015

TRIHRFFHOGELAFM)

Journal of Chongqing Technology and Business University ( Social Sciences Edition)

%3285 64
Vol. 32 NO.6

doi;12.3969/].issn.1672-0598.2015.06.005

MrEMZAA TEWRNS &S5
KEME: RS W A6

B 4

(#eX= Bk, #dt KX 430062)

o OE. g 204250 FRFLARX —8 B IR, BRI Z AT T KEGAR,
FBAFT F MG RARR . A 2001—2013 555 & 69 B 1 Sh 48 % skt 47 =) 5 69 35 b
LT A RBEXF S LGRALRZFRAGIKR, FHFET ALEXNGOAN L 2R 2X, 5%
WM T B ARG Gralk 2L G BRAAER | G AR Sk A ) 3F 7 2 18] 09 K R AT IF

Ao

IR A A X SR IE W & s A TR 3 RSk
HESERS F719 XEERERL A XEHS:1672-0598(2015) 06-0038-08

551k (heterogeous ) 1L 1~ R 45 5| & A8 22
WETRAE T M4 g5 i, A R 2 5
AFRATEN (A3 i e o FHT E 62 B A Aol
fHo [ B R A s B R A
A AR 2% 2 538 B A T S ey
g5 15, e TP SR B IR 55 o X Al {5 8L
BRI B MR 55 07 A EE AL, U 1 AR e Al
IR AR RS, o AR 1 Al B 3t A0 AR IR B 5
2, e Aiolb A Ry ol AR 2O R AR A B S B XA
BT 22 PR R Al A BE fiT 5 Oy L AL A9 Al
5 B E Wi 8 B A 7 i IR 55 B T 0K T
N T SRR L SR ST B B R AR R B A Il ) R
WA ABATEFT I ZFF G T, Al m A Y
He LR A L7 [a] if SR X B 0™ A TSR
SEMAWE? AR SCHEXT 2001—2013 45 [ Ny 70 A R 1 7
AR O SCRRBEAT [ 9 19 B kb, X4 ol 7o ol A5
A B R VAT 1T 0B, JFAE LRl B A T —

« 4S8 #1]2015-09-11

AR S B85 06 R FE AR RUHE SR, W] if DA
AR 55 MMl Sy 451 % P 3 22 1B Y 06 R HEAT TR AN
I3

— 3T [E

T A BIF 50 5 A7 PR D AR B R 58 1Y B 5
B4R 3SR FIREZE ( Osterwal-der et al (2005) ) , j%
FPBIFTE 7 2 A% o 2 0 g S 1) T oM B X A7 4 3R
PEFIFRIEE K8 B ( Methlie & Pedersen (2007) ) , B
AL LA B Ml ) e SR N 30 ek B A ol B H: i Ak 1Y
PRI TR TR SR 228 9] j8L (Porter, (1991) ) ,{HZ
HIAR DA SCHR AN [) 28 28 0 1 ol A5E X817 % £l
U 8 A &5 850 1Y 52 W #E AT S IE 43 BT ((Sosna et al
(2010) ;Ho et al,(2011) ), Morris et al(2005) 5| A
AN I R ARE R i B AR A R e R AN A
FRIREE AR Z A B 278 M, ATk, AR
IIBE A% 35 I8 AP ERER B3 1 A2 A, T PR AIE A Ml 1Y 7] ¢

[A4F 8 B FARFEER A (15CCL026) ; K F 3 A LAA A B (13YJC630169) ; #1 4k 5 A 3 7 A4 357 B

(2014BDF097)

[VEH @] 290 (1983—) , 4, H b KA H A K F A F 4T, TBNF Rk L Fo TR BITR

38



% 6 1

I AR SALA T R AKX G Ak S0 X RATT AR Sk A A

Sk, MBS T B i 2 B AR ARG
FrORFF™ 3 22 RSOk SR A P
WMo FEULHA A b B8 7] JE R, Porter (1991) 3 X
TIHEEFGUCZ R R R . Mg ), 7 AR B A
v SES B B, T BB R A R X — Mk
IR ERMNAT I T H IR R R, X—
DRSS 2R ] 7=l 4 40 BRSP4 A —1 7 A —5 5K
(SCP) = AHICHR (Bain, 1951) o #KHEX —7E0, 4
Al A S T LR A = e B —— kAT R
I LR I T I A () S5/ BE 2, LA 25 A oK
o X—EX WIS Z IR, b is B A
FE T Al B B R R A
KFREDA R SRCZ B R, Z AT e
A 2EF AT AT, IEAR T — A R 45
Wo Amit & Zott(2001) 38 525 % 3¢ & K 1 59 K
T TR AS AM  A{EL A 3 A AR AT A B A
HFRI s il ARG E &l T el A
e P, Al i v g B 1 ALY R P AR R R
BAVEOKPEFR I 2R 11 58 55 45 48 R B 3 3 i i (B, 3
TFaX —HL BT A R B A A A R A R
A R B AMEFBUE . X CERRKA H
VLA R R A S TR Al Bk Z M i O &R L
WA TS 7 A i R A 6T i ol ) 1B 3 4%
A HIELMWF W, Malone et al. (2006) 7081 T #ilk
OGS4l 0 55 5 %501 3 M, At AT T8 X £l 1 7 L
BT/ R Bl b, S PR 2E Q B v+ % 7 [l
R 6 WL , 12 F 55 1998—2002 4F fify
TS AR, A3 AT TR M ARE O Al T 55 B Ak
FRIREN o AT A BIF 58 22 B, — S 5 M B = 52 L
— LBl A5 SRR A M W S5 S R I A, E
LR RIS (2010) 78 SCHRRA 52 A 2l b, 44 7t
T2 P e Bk s Bk R
JEREH] ANOVA J7 2253 Hrids , % 2008 4 rb [5 4 (8,4
J& A R REA SO AT S 1o B, A5 52
M A3 A B X Al SRR B R AT B A5
FEA Ml X A S S B A ) B ) SR 2
EXIAS[R) J7 T ) B A8 AR s AN ] o v, ol A5
O B AN RE T s ) B Ry B 3, RO Ak i
PERITT A M, 5HE B RCR R W A 3

AL 25 i L AR S Alk B A B O AR
IS, A A0 P4 0 B B, O L 32 2 i Al 9
JULABTAE AR S, I AN BE Ui I R Ml A 5 ) Al
GUAZ IR 2. RIS, ST i 2 24T
Al A (EL B PR B A Xk P 3 22 T ) 5k R A T T
IMAEB 257 58 T, S0 Al iz 8 1 A F Al 5
FO RS TR AR s B A E R 2% BT
L, A SORF A B 205 A 0 8805 B 55 b A L B i g 2
GUR AR R 7 Ml A5 TR A oMb B0 2 18] 1 56 %
ARSCAEGP AT B 2 5 R85 Aol g ol A 2 B 3R
AR L, M 1 AR SO A IHE AR Y 3 3d
A O 1L X 205 A7 B o M A O 8 114 52 D DR ol
AR B Z M AR

— BAAERXHENER

ARSCHRER T k5T 2001 4R 2013 4E[a] HA 1
RMER 15 FRERIRPE SOOIk, X X eSOk oG T
PP ME S OGBS R R B B B SR
TR 1,

MR AT, T AR ) SR R LA Sy
IR 425

(DA EM. Amit & Zott (2001) K4l HY 4
{EE 7 40 35 78 58 5 WA I #  Z F, Hedmann,
Kalling ( 2003 ) #1 Osterwalder, Pigneur & Tucci
(2005 ) ¥ H5E XMy i ; Bouwman , de Vos & Haaker
(2008 ) ¥ H.F X AR 55 ; Brousseau & Penard (2007 )
B SO 75 R R 5 5 e xk o At A4 STk AE
ARG DA S 7o 1 R A (A <A E T 1 = R S N )
&

(2) TR M o 336 6 ¢ K 1) T 37 f s 32285
343 %| ( Chesbrough & Rosenbloom ( 2002) ) , % J*
(Hedmann & Kalling(2003) ) % " 404311 3% ( Oster-
walder, Pigneur & Tucci (2005) , i #%, 2225 2=
(2012)) . B i BE 1k ( Bouwman, de Vos & Haaker
(2008)) . 3= 4+ ik W& 3% £ ( Morris, Schindehutte &
Allen ( 2005)) . — % /% #% ( Hedmann & Kalling
(2003)) . 11 7 fi% W& ( Methlie & Pedersen ( 2007 ) ,
Iden & Methlie (2012)) DL J% % 4+ % ( Hedmann &
Kalling(2003) ) ,

39



FTRIARFEFRGESHFIR)

532 %

F 1 2001 & USRS iF g A= X4 5 25 19 STk [
b= =4 SIRWEC & KRR fRREAS
) Amit & Zott 1703 Wit RHGNE 58N 38 e SHIERGE ] RS ITME R
(2001) LR HH sl
. .
Chesbrough & Rosenbloom BrEEHE THIH NE
(2002) 850 Uife HESE M RSG5 M RN TR AR
FIE Y E R 35 Al 3
{25 (offering) . —F ; S
3 Hedmann & Kalling 3 Y Bk TSR AT %?i(EZA;iiﬂqflfQﬁiémf {ij; zz
(2003) ) KT BERACE AR R
T [l
P HRES MrEENK OE I A ke
4 £25(2004) Mo g P U s N R ARG R
Ok H R B
Osterwalder, Pigneur & Tucci PR S A O s AR ﬁ%ﬁ i %X
(2005) 414 PesRik W o FEZE M D BE 15 R R 4% 5
' FASGE A Wi AR
R EE. TS EE(H
Morris , Schindehutte & Allen 18 G F) \V‘J%Béﬁjjgi \Iﬁté—ﬁ‘
(2005) ERE K AP E A
NBGFEEER
INIRA T A L ERAEH
7 B 2005 229 & HE SRR HER
T ( ) £ - RIS R T 5 R AR 5 2 HE
Brousseau & Penard e A 5 N 28 A 5 22 Ak s Y0 1
8 16 Y IR HHRAE P
(2007) B AT JR AR 3 BB BB WA R Bt
0 Methlie & Pedersen - - kg5 dms s T 0N M R T A R R ORI & & 5 Y
(2007) T s LR RS
Bouwman ,de Vos & Haaker M B BAREEA; IS5 5 i R 5
10 65 43 RS AR LN
(2008) R A it S A
. Demil & Lecocp ” . PRAGE ST LG5 A IR M (E S5 AT R I (E R0 4% 5 5%
(2010) ) (L 5E fir %
F el B 2R ok A% FRGEIR AN IRES
o ERELIEREEILGER ey PR IR P RS 15 B 22 S
(2010) E ]
R AL BRSS AT 55 SCFF S
. 5 e - g
. den & Methlie(2012) ; — M E & WA TR O MBI B R, A5, %
W AN B 45 Ao EEG BT g, ) A B
TE BTN AC B R AL P R 2%
gL BRI &
H ﬁ,*%,*\'ﬁv
14 JAE A8 L 12 KR WS RS SRR
(2012)
B
s S PV (2013) 1 AN N I
ik

ORI . B

40



% 6 1

I AR SALA T R AKX G Ak S0 X RATT AR Sk A A

(3) BB, a4l o (B 3 1Y) 9% 5 48 3
BREEA: L5 E M ME B (Amit & Zott
(2001)) . ¥ {H 5% 45 #4 ( Chesbrough & Rosenbloom
(2002)) . #r 18 ™ %% ( Chesbrough & Rosenbloom
(2002) , 4725 (2004 ) ,Iden & Methlie (2012)) A
W AT R AN 4H 2 ( Hedmann & Kalling (2003 ) ) | % I
(Hedmann & Kalling(2003) ) \Z54445 R (M {E 4544
o BE T B VEM 4 ) (Osterwalder, Pigneur & Tucci
(2005)) . N #BHE 1 = &K ( Morris, Schindehutte &
Allen (2005)) ., & # & X ( Methlie & Pedersen
(2007) ) LHZ (YR FIRE F1) ( Bouwman, de Vos &
Haaker(2008) ) \ZH£4544 ( Demil & Lecocp(2010) )
F14E 5 ( Brousseau & Penard(2007) ),

(4) W s B, F 2 A (Methlie &
Pedersen(2007) ,Iden & Methlie (2012) ) . iliAs 454
FEg e AV ( Chesbrough & Rosenbloom (2002) ) | Itf
-5 1 (AR AU ) (Osterwalder, Pigneur & Tucci

LT

qup;

(2005)) . 2 55 K £ ( Morris, Schindehutte & Allen
(2005) ) A1 0t 45 40 35k ( Bouwman, de Vos & Haaker
(2008) ) .

= R

Westerlund (2009 ) M\ PR DTSR T P25
PAE RIS P VR, O B 1 Al
SR MEFERE S, Methlie & Pedersen (2007 ) Xif fiL )i
T HIERGHTT T WF3E . Thorbjgrnsen et al. (2009) i
L ST AR 55 PR A AT 2858 1 T P B Z TR Y 6 R
KM K J7 T A A R B, A U TR
AR I 5 Ml g B M A BT 8 1, IF R T S 0
{ELI 2% e H 2 [A) 4 5C R A TR AR 3 A o A4 LA
Al B )G YRR Bz 8 W RHIE , O T A TAPUX — 11
Gy, FATTPREEAS Al A 7K - S 04l [ g 1 25 7K P
HS AR R o T AR SCHE B3 23 20 A 9 4ol 7 Mk A
A PUAHERE A SRR AR A DU A T 36

PHEM %

UiNEERS

(1)

1

M. BRI 4 B TR AR 55l 1Y
ST

SET O ELRZ% 1 70 AT, FRA T E e 0 BT A R 55
oMb H R AL P00 245 2 a4 A RS, B o 3% P 4% 3
A BLALER A = T A 2 A B
KA T B RO AT Sl R
HIACSE A B ) A AR, 00 AR B I S AR
FIA NS Z R

%00 £ 2245 Porter (1985) $i H A9 — B
W, TG T 2 BAR UG 0 2 S AR R o AR
ST T, Aol U AT REAR Y AR £ 14 il 55
I HLHEH T 40 T 32 I 55 19 AR A . 22 574k
AR FA) B A 0 1 AR IBURE S L 20 R AR S A

e 95 Ja P HHE

(£)

R

#5410 IR 55 A 20 P I 55 B

W USRI AL B M (AL, ]
KA R PIRRRR P - % 7 A A IR 55 A0 — B Al 14 i
% o BRI NR 55 3 2k e 55 O B — L T R
B MRS, — AR I IR 55 278 i 55 2 45 A LA
fNG8. XL R E T Al $2 B Y AR 55 R Al Y
W2 55 sz 55 R M LE G BETE

W g A 3 1 (L S A7 7™ A 0 BLAE AR SR 2
5& 25 Al e i iR 55 /s Z S 5
b AN RIS R, 5 2, Al 3R 43 ) iz 55 6 200
RERE NS S8 IRAA O, HFRERS S Al ok
HI o

BTN 55 M 1 73 B, FAT ] 2B I 55 1Y
= APEE : NTE R AR 2% S R T 2%

41



TRIARE

FR (AL FER)

£32%

P ( Methlie & Pedersen, 2007;
Pedersen & Nysveen,2009) , F /7 W 4% J& 14 Fl 5 #p
W 4 J@ P AT LA H S Ah & 1 ( Thorbjgrnsen,
Pedersen & Nysveen,2009) , [F]if, PN 38 J& 14 [6] A
fd PR 95 1) 1) J% 32 ARG AR, AL RO L DI fiE
H #& 4 ( Methlie & Pedersen 2007,
Pedersen & Thorbjgrnsen,2005; Nysveen, Pedersen,
Thorbjgrnsen & Berthon, 2005; Pedersen & Nysveen
2003 ; Thorbjgrnsen et al.,2009) , FHHr, M & P[]
SEALFNGE TR 55 1 0 25 RH K 22, P 0 258 8 MR
EM 4y B, b, B R R N R sR B
( Thorbjgrnsen et al.,2009) , 7ZEXGHT I HET,
ISR —A 55 B 5 — A MR S5 AE i S ) — 5 P
RECERIH 28 & I 4, R BEE 25 111 3% 53 — 7 1)
THBF R s B (. 24— b SO 55 7] o5
— A EUIR 55 Z [ AR BAME , FA TR HFR
H#MM 2% J& 1k ( Thorbjgrnsen et al.,2009) , X —J& 14
iR T P G e 2 A5 P — A R 55 ik R H Al ) i 55
HHEK R o Fedn, [A]—-F & Al ASRAEA W] 9 i 55, 2%
B AR 55 18] AH B4 5 77 A B R0 L P B
A — IR 55 AR (BB R

BRI I J — > 4 B 2 P {2 P il
ok (5 A 55 T R A WA 4, 36 2 I A 1 s Ml A2 =X )
FH P SRR 55 1 2 H i o

A AHUEABGIR KRR ETHEEE
HEHST

AR E S AR 2% 4 AT [ T 3 K
M AL AR i A R S K

(—) AR EE AN NEME, REFE
RMATDTN TSR AR, MERMXREE
AFERMEMERES ERERLHT S

I E L5 AR SR W 45 2 5 35 AT A8 B — b 5
A, FRATAE R T4 K i = P A AL 23 52 0 31 22
AT 572 £ s B St AP 3 E, A 4G S 1Y
FUARAE T [ 32 4 X6 T 31 0 A9 R 55 AH LE , 1A B A
TEM{EL I 45 7 RS0 Eh S X — £ s, 7 2 A I 2 5
BRHNA R R /N, 2 538 Z AR R
DL — T AT R 5 U B [ I 2 AR i
A (switching costs ) , {5 75 2 A NIE H R 25 72 75 %%
S0 5ZANRC LIRS RE FART 300 F 0 %0 1 22 57

Thorbjgrnsen ,

Nysveen,

42

AR, 5 25 — B W 2% 48 AR X, Dickson &
Ginter( 1987 ) #5 7 fih 22 S AL %€ SO, ) F P 42 410
A () 3 P 0 A 22 0 1 77 i, 5 2R B ) 3 B
HEIEN AN A BB R B AR AT —F =
it 22 5 A R 1 H B S A A% 9 T 0 R AR A
BB Ok S B A P # (Sharp & Dawes, 2001)
W (B 28 vp 22 Ak f s 1) S it , SR iy 2 5 5 1Y)
139—30, 83 bR A P 56 & AU B A Aol 1Y
G AT ASE BN E M 4 vh JT P 4 BRI 2 5 5
17— oK o T2 A FR A BB 2
PRAS U 190 2% v i B G 30 AR PR ) 1) A 2L
AT DL, AT 3 %8 3R e AE A0 1 X 2%, B 45l
FHRGASABSE 1Y 5 4+ oM 5 [ I, DLJZE 9 56 3R 8 3
RRFAE 1) A 1 0 28 53 68 1 22 S A P 5 2 5 o

(ZIAXREEABFTENNENERES T
RUEPUMRS; UTHEENEREE AT
HIMEMZRES TRE—RUHRS

XA E R 25 rh 2 5 25 18] 1 OC 22 48 R R A 52 i)
AU E A0 8 % AL A — R AR 1 IR 55
PRAILZE P AL I I 55 e X 2w A A8 A T 2 11
T TRl X e fE R EIEM g T A S 5
Tl ZHTIIRFE R, TE S5 & [k AR 20k
B RS S i 2 5 BT HARAS W 2 &
FH KA SE A9 15 & (Helper, 19905 Larson, 1992) .
Svendsen & Haugland (2011) 5 H“ A F MmMiaY” 5L
HORGPE” B o B A B A LRI R R Al
()14 326, [R) I, A Ml 8] 1% 5 %5 Bk A% ) LAGa 3 5 &R
JUSRARI . PR, A0 (R R 28 v o 25 P 4 IR 2 7 1B iR
5 FALH S O R E R

IR 559 L 5 1 I 55 A 4R 26, - EL[] ik 55 580 IR
55 2H LR A5 RE I A Y IR 95 AR R Mk 55 4R 28
AT LLE A [ 9 7 sCAL A Rk, e, S P 4 it
SEREIR S5 6, B T A [R] — - 5 R A% 38 I 45 0
PR35 L3R, DT (50 P P A i 28 ) 4 5 1B 4, 4 fit
— A 55 1 A0 (L 1) 4 5 S i 3R R PR T X — S
R, g T A 177 2O IR 55 3% He ke ok, 4 26 A
A RIGVE BRI PP MO RRIE . 55 T M i R
JAl AT 37558 B, A B A (] R 55 4855 R 1 R A
PEI 518 1Y, TR, J2 908 380 4R 2 1 -F- R 2 4
BT BRAR AR TR, DAOG R 8 3 REAE A 1
W4 i THRAE R P AL A 55 5 AT 37 %8 RN )2



% 6 1

I AR SALA T R AKX G Ak S0 X RATT AR Sk A A

S T Ry REAE B R0 4% el A TR R R 2 1
MR%5 .

(ZIUXZEEABTENNEMEREST
KEMNME; AT EBEABTENNENERES
NEME

WS R T O (B AT Sl R 2% S 5 Ok
ARBUR 32, (8 3R IO Al 19 108 B B, e B b
FEFHE R ) 2 5 5 #4530 M E R 455, R Ui
HEBATHLE . UM A 25 R 5 0 A R e 2 3 e A 7
R, R T R A B RO T i, Mg S 5 E
ZIHFEEENKARMERMER AT, UXR
YETU AN N 56 28 R RRAE 1 96 28 58 B AT A4 g T 45
(5 BE , 3t 2 Y 3 AR 55 Vs A 0 1 1) e 5 335 1 4
BB

IO B SR T 0 AR U (B % B R
FEM S 55 Z L2, O T E# LA V0=
W A JEDUFIHLER] , Jn 2R R 4% 2 5 3 R i X — 41 R
DAL 5 B, R 2 B2 38 FIR 45 o Al AT T 5 3k 2
ARG WG| F7, R, A B8 0% 5 4 b 1 At il A7] T 30
BRI R 2 A BRI AR 0 T 3 4 B AT LA
B SE gk — H b, 8 A FLsOs I 2, T
AT LAE MARIE T 2 5 5 BB A w5
HMEER o JE o R AL, R S
H5EA BN E S0, Wik, RS
HRFAE A B 2% 5 3 A T AR U A s DATIT 345 22
SRR (R 2 5l A T4 = [

(M) ARGk KB RIES T 18R EL R
E,ERUMNBBEES TEHEEEPUHRSESI—
ML RIAR S

I 47 A5 1) 356 438 % A1 L AR A AR K s il ok
ARG 22 S A0 e B 23 w2 r B2 4L IR 55 1 B
PR PR, AR GUE R B A TE T AL 8 R 5] K
L& P I R SS , BR hy 4l 4R 43 1 R 55 5 4 0o 48
PEA AR S5 B INAE B, (F X — R S R BB
N TR % P i SR R 40 5y 2=z, R
Tl 7 QRN 7 AR A 1) J AR, 3K SR 3 S0 14 )8 A AT fig
BER RS W T 0 6 % — AL & P IR S kb
TEATHRAE R P A A — B 1 IR 55 #0077 ok — o 7
JE 22 54k, B L SR B B AR BEIA,
WL AT UL, A 401 516 IR s o A 1 1% 388 s v £k 1) il
%, 22 ALY SRS B B AR & AR IR 55 R —

FEAL I TS o

() REMERRHUEEARES TRiE
ERUHBRS, XENMESZNUEEXRES T
&% — MR BIAR 55

W g 5 3G T (L A ] A R 45 2 5 3 8] 3R R
53755 AT AT — i A5 AT 7 2 P X 1 4 T77 T
AL BRI, X P45 1T AT 8 2> 2 M 2] 19 b A [+
KBS ME R i T8 P R AR 55 5 2R 50
TER R, I REAS B LI R X L8 SR A IR 55
BAFYCAR B E AR BRI il AL A5 AR T 22,
SRUERY A R B AR R 55 8 ey Oy i 55 e
DI R — B AR 55 255K Ak 55 T A3 o 1R
I Ia) FLAb R AR 55 AR R Xl BRI A M 48 2 5
HHEAZ SINGAT R BB o Sk Lea P 2= AT
R A P A L S AR I, S
(FEREEN e S w iR N (gt K I RKAib] 1S P SE S
P 5= B ARl 5 T 15— AR A 55

(R ERPUMRSRESTEEXTINER
HMAPNEEERNRS, —REMNRSRES
fRiBX REAMEREIERRS

I E AR S5 & P Z [ SC &, KW T T
A g5k LRy E IR 55 TR R AR B i1 T & e
e 55 53 M0 A 55 1388 203 5 RE R P R IR
1, S0P AR E 4R i I, 1 B 0 AT | Z RE i
BEREZ st HE—2mE, 7 ehai
Wi i 552 FH 3, DRI ARDOS o o4 A 19 I 55 10 5, T
WHEEE G H IR . & A ks ml
PASE T RORE— B B, A 4 0L AR 55 IR 245 1) £ T
[l PRI, B0 A iy Al 55 ) P s A A ) 190 468 )
PEARSCHR o o5 —J5 I, — AR I IR 55 52 il LA 1A
2% S P IR 55 (O HR ZR AL o A 55 T LN 98 4 65 119
EBRIE S, — BRI R A i 55 3 o () A 9 i 55 A+
S BAR ORI L, 58— ek i 55 19
{EL MR R FL A 0 258 Ja 1 119 AR 55 AR Sl R AL
LI e 55 fie ol A 11 338 5% T YA T A AR
P 268 Ja PR PR AR 55, — JBEE B A 55 Rl 7 T i 6 AR
T AN ZE @RS o

(£) RSB RE TEANARNE, 8
SMEIR R B T LU S 38 0 A ) 4% /R 1 0 B Ab
P 28 J& 1k ke SEE

ARSI P 14 e i — 1 5% AR 4 LR IR 55

43



FRIHKFFRAELAFMR)

£32%

JEPERFD AN EZ 18] 5 &, A 55 R a7 =
FeMe o5 Ja Pk B A5 70 B BE R AR DX ). A7 28 IR 55 #F
AXSTE AR I, i g — LB iz 55 RT 8 50 5 P
P02 g IR R EL A P 25 S o R, R — A il g5 A
HATEAT 08 1, P8 AN A D X i il 55
{6, O TP A SR AT — e 5 i Bk . DR, Y
R P T A B/ KRR T Xt 2
FHP R ATIX — 2 55 1) Frg JE A 2R o A B T
{ECAT LAIE A P 2% T 1 R E b 0 5% s S B
R O IR 55 J M AN K 2 IR 5, OF HL
AN Z2 (4 AR S A ()08 0 O T 2% e 1
KI5 s P 2 [ T BEATAE 36 5SS B R L, P
W55 IR PR R AE T FEAS B TP O A8, B4 8 0 P o fE
A LLE S 0T PP 2% S A A A IR 2% Je o ok
KH

N EETE

ARICAELE A 7T 2001—2013 4F 3¢ F Rl A X
(4 15 FR SR SO A LAl b, A BN T4 T 0%
W VA BRI g A I 1 S 2 O Rl A
B DR E R, IF 455 110 AR Al
RO AT SR, ¥ 1 5 4001 00 245 1) g ol A6
ARERY AR SCRAEAA AR 55 b o ], 7 060 A5 70 2% 24 Al
BRIV T UL I FERE b, RN B IR T X S 4R 2 )
(5 R AR EAEFABLE], IF-45 T AR Z&A4F T ARy
A By U R e 4, O BEIR B AN S BT
TEBT I ZEGE AT, BEAT Al By b A5 Oy 2 A
feft T IR SR P KA

[ &% 30HK]

[ 1] Osterwalder, A., Pigneur, Y., Tucci, C.. Clarifying busi-
ness models: Origin, present, and future of the concept
[J]. Communication of the Association for Information Sys-
tems, 2005,15(May) : 2-40.

[2] Methlie, L., Pedersen, P.E.. Business model choices for
value creation of mobile services[ J]. Info, 2007,9(5) :
70-85.

[3] Porter, M.. Towards a dynamic theory of strategy[ J|. Stra-
tegic Management Journal ,1991,12. 95-117.

[4] Ho, Y., Fang, H., Hsieh, M.. The relationship between

business-model innovation and firm value: A dynamic per-

44

spective[ J]. World Academy of Science, Engineering and
Technology, 2011,77 . 656-664.

[5] Sosna, M., Trevinyo-Rodriguez, R., Velamuri, S.. Business
model innovations through trial and error learning[ J]: The
naturehouse case. Long Range Planning, 2010,43 (2-3):
383-407.

[6] Morris, M. Schindehutte, M., Allen, J. The entrepreneur’ s
business model: Toward a unified perspective[ J]. Journal
of Business Research, 2005,58. 726-735.

[ 7] Bain, J.. Relation on profit rate to concentration; American
manufacturing J]. Quarterly Journal of Economics, 1951,
65: 293-324.

[8] Amit, R., Zott, C.. Value creation in e-business[ J ]. Stra-
tegic Management Journal, 2001,22; 493-520.

[9] Malone TW, Weill P, Lai RK, D.Urso VT, Herman G,
ApelTG, Woerner SL.Do Some Business Models Perform
Better Than Others[ R ].Cambridge, MA: MITSloan School
ofManagementWork-ing Paper 4615-06, 2006.

[10] 250, 5K, Rue . B A X2 A b 8] 47 2% £ 7 49 38
B & D7 AT PEAELE LT AN
ANOVA 5-#7[J]. dy w4244 ,2010(5).

[11] Chesbhrough, H., Rosenbloom, R.. The role of the

business model in capturing value from innovation: evi-
dence from Xerox Corporation’ s technology spin-off com-
panies[ J]. Industrial and Corporate Change, 2002, 11
(3): 529-555.

[12] Hedman, J., Kalling, T.. The business model concept:
theoretical underpinnings and empirical illustrations [ J ].

European Journal of Information Systems, 2003, 12.

49-59.
(B3] 2 EFEHEXAF (M. LT 25452 B R
#E,2004.

[14] Morris, M. Schindehutte, M., Allen, J.. The entrepre-
neur’ s business model; Toward a unified perspective[ J].
Journal of Business Research, 2005,58; 726-735.

[16] FIk, &%, 8 Sth. ok 3 LA X 447 A T A2
8RR T]. P B T Ok 2 35,2005(7).

[17] Brousseau, E., Penard, T.. The economics of digital bus-
iness models; A framework for analyzing the economics of
platforms[ J ]. Review of Network Economics, 2007, 6
(2): 81-114.

[18] Methlie, L., Pedersen, P.E.. Business model choices for
value creation of mobile services[ J]. Info, 2007,9(5) :

70-85.



% 6 1

I AR SALA T R AKX G Ak S0 X RATT AR Sk A A

[19]

[20]

[21]

(22]

(23]

[24]

[25]

[26]

Bouwman, H., de Vos, H., Haaker, T.Mobile service in-
novation and business models [ J ]. Springer Verlag,
Berlin/Heidelberg. 2008.

Demil, B., Lecocq, X.. Business model evolution: In
search of dynamic consistency[ J]. Long Range Planning,
2010,43; 227-246.

IR, S R AT R R SR
g f b By BEX AR )] R F 3R ,2010(7).

Iden, J., Methlie, L.The Drivers of services on next-gen-
eration networks [ J|. Telematics and Informatics, 2012,
29(29) : 137-155.

FVE, R R AKX AREF BT[]
KK %,2012(7).

AR, MR H LR EA . 2 F AL X R[]
E T 25,2013(1).

Westerlund, M.. The role of network governance in busi-
ness model performance. Electronic working paper [ R ].
Helsinki, 2009, Finland.

Thorbjgrnsen, H., Pedersen, P., Nysveen, H.. Categori-
zing networked services. The role of intrinsic-, user net-
work-, and complement network attributes[ J]. European

Journal of Marketing, 2009,43(3/4) . 371-397.

[27] Porter, M..Competitive Advantage Creating and Sustaining

(28]

Superior Performance [ M ]. The Free Press, New
York. 1985.
Nysveen, H., Pedersen, P. E., Thorbjgrmsen, H..

[29]

[32]

Intention to use mobile services: antecedents and cross-
service comparisons[ J]. Journal of the Academy of Mar-
keting Science, 2005,33(3) . 1-17.

Nysveen, H., Pedersen, P.E., Thorbjgrnsen, H., Ber-
thon, P.. Mobilizing the brand: The effect of mobile serv-
ices on brand relationships and main channel use [ J].
Journal of Service Research, 2005,7(3) . 257-276.
Pedersen, P.E., Nysveen, H.. Usefulness and self-ex-
pressiveness extending TAM to explain the adoption of a
mobile packing service [ J]. Paper presented at the 16th
Electronic Commerce Conference, Bled, 2003, June 9-11.
Dickson, P. R., Ginter, J. L.. Market segmentation,
product differentiation, and marketing strategy [ J ].
Journal of Marketing, 1987,51( April) ; 1-10.

Sharp, B., Dawes, J.. What is differentiation and how
does it work [ J]. Journal of Marketing Management,
2001,17. 739-759.

Helper, S.. Comparative supplier relations in the U.S. and
Japanese auto industries; An exit/voice approach [ ] ].
Business and Economic History, 1990,19. 2-9.

Larson, A.. Network dyads in entrepreneurial settings: A
study of the governance of exchange relations[ J]. Admin-

istrative Science Quarterly, 1992,37. 76-104.

(RERRK KREFR)

Research on the Relationship Between Business Model and Enterprise Performance from the

Perspective of Value Network; Take the Service Market for Example

WANG Na
(School of Business, Hubet University, Wuhan 430062, China)

Abstract; Since the emergence of the phrase “business model” in the 1950s, theoretical cycle has done a lot of researches in this

field and made fruitful achievement. Based on the review of relevant literatures at home and abroad published during 2001—2013, this

paper analyzes the research status of the relationship between business model and enterprise performance, and gets the four main com-

ponents of business model, based on this, a model framework of the research on the relationship between business models and enter-

prise performance is constructed, and the relationship is described in detail by taking service sector as an example.

Key words : business model; performance; Value Network; bilateral market; service industry
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