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7 B A (Information Technology . IT) JUJH 2 1K N 45 A (1) & J|& 1F 75 4 BRI [ P9l R TR 20 1 7
S AU . 5 BRI 38 0 AN W7 b 2 2 A sk Al A2 A LG IR B SR R A 1 T
Ko FEE RIRETE— R A A AN W A Jr | K 18 22 110 i M 3855 188 s [va) R 223 ) 1 SR 2 7 4 BRI 16 PN T £
M B IR L DL SE B4 BR Ak L 5 5% 4 3 (Global Supply Chain Management, GSCM), #:F Internet AY{5
5255 3 TR AR AT LS B Al oA 5 R A Ml [R]85 8 ) 25 7 2l A A U8 3 e 2 S 4 BR Ak AL N B A P Y
B R ST B IR LI B A 32 1747 % B AR (Lee, So & Tang,2000) ,

H AT A5 B AL HE 5T Internet B HL F RIS HA &M B 32 KE M A 2 —  JF
Sof Al (9 G 30 7 A 2 BB 52 (Zha & Kraemer, 2005), 2 BRIR Z M #E R T 25 E RS L
K, 7155 2 G0 LAOCA AR M 3R AF 20 - JF 14T 42 BR300 L 1 4 7 % % P2 A7 A8 B, S A7 B 7
ERAE Gy L B B i 5 R S5 10 % P Ak s DT B 4 R % P IR 55 (Grreen, 2005) . A Sy 20 9 BIL3E , Wal-
Mart, Dell, Cisco. General Electric }¢ Charles Schwab &4\l , LA & Amazon.eBay . 78 2 F1 ] B
E P A HEAE T Internet b {937 24 Al 76 $ 5 %5 7 I 45 J5 2t BIR o) A9 98l 55 U A R 80 ol ) 5 AR 45
J B BR T 5 B R ME K Jy & (Straub et al. ,2002) 4k 4] F) A5 B AR 52 FHA% 0 B8 7 o
PR BT AT i 75 5 D0 3 & 2088 15 B R e 58 ST A

VT AR A BRA M AE AR B AL S 71 55 HOR B4R K, 2005 4Rk IT %3k 1 T €on, 4
B GDP SR 2. 2726 (IDC,2006) . J [ 2002 4 IT %I 4 050 {2 LT, & 2 4F GDP &% [
4.23% (IDC,2002) , JLF- 45 T4 6 BB B - 0 i — 2 . 7Eh L 1T 85800 48 ke 8 DL AR AR 1020 LA
B E IR, 2007 AR AR IR F] 13001 1 (IDC,2006) .
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BEE b E 23 H 455 2 RRE TR — K b [ Ak & 20 e BRI 88 i — A EE R . xb
el ol A - P A R AR S A R — AR Bk AR 2R S A TR PLIE . B E B AL RS 5 E PR i
MRS RE BT EORZSE WA CZITE T HE BB R BT R A U S A fiE
S L AR B T B 45 TR i EL A Al 5 5 B AR AR AR AT AL T RIOK . R E R & 5
ZXF 638 P A AR AR B HEAT 1 A L RS LR A M AR B RS R 30 KL 4L T
TSI R 30, 7005 WIRE THIA 412 .05 64. 6 0 (HE L HZE 200D, X B3R [H 2 % i
b U S T B TR 55 B AR5 R B b A Rl A TR A il A B A S R G OR AT Bk 3 5 Tt
VLB 4 0 T A T R 4 T LAY L i ol R A S e 1 [

TEAE T R B TR v A SCE S5 1 [ A A X5 2B B 2R 40 A AR X T Al B A% B2 s R
Jo R TG B BRI R R A DL BT 2 0E AT 1 A A e A R 4N s d a4 T H AT 2% 9T B
FEIALE . IF 4 T ARRE— O IT 1] . A — R U L R ATAY E B H AR R B BOR
SR 48 R PA A T — BTF 5 45 P BRI A0 B T AN 2 5 B M o SRR A £ OHE S 2 o SRR A T
Ab o e AN BT o3 B 2 B T AR N T Y SCRR . SO A 2 AR 51T TR A i A T Y
W5 .

2 AEABERBEBEARKNAIRBIARETRBRNEZE R

TR B R GG & 20 4R BT FE b L ¢ T05 B EOR QR R 0 A1 W iy WF I8 LT — R A1
PRIE LR AN SCUE 2250, HAE 52 B i H o O TAR AP AR . AEWF 98 s A v, R 1 3L AR AR 4 5] A
K — U I FH S A B 2E AT T R 5 (Jeyaraj, Rottman & Lacity,2006) . 3¢ F 15 B & 58 618 (1 #F 52
2 OG0 W ) A e R T TT R A It AR R 7 A — B AR R 98 R T 0 L& (Fichman,
2000; Swanson, 1994), X ¥ % 44 & 7] f8 & ™ A (Brancheau & Wetherbe, 1990), #5] (Cool,
Dierickx &. Szulanski,1997), /A & (Cooper & Zmud,1990), 2 £ M B B £ 19 24 21 58 7 I 4%
(Damsgaard & Lyytinen.2001) . Kfi#F IT $ AR A r il A 50 ol 40 i 5 159 45 4~ 2R 17 . DR QT 1 £
b i B R HE SR FT L OG- H AR G157 1 41 2R 40 19 BIF 50 A K 2 B OG0

A WY £ % 88 3 83 8 (Innovation Diffusion Theory) , ¥ 8t 5 W F # & (Diffusion/
Implementation Model) , = #% .0» # A ( Tri-Core Model) Lk K TOE # %l ( Technology-Organization-
Environment) % 44 ZUZ T A AR FEATHIE . 3R 1 rh a1 R 434t X 4 22 TR SR 98 1 BLA B
FEh T R ) FEE IR,

1 HWMAREERARANATARAXRANEIEER

FEER®R FTEESE
Innovation Diffusion Theory Rogers(1983,1995)
Diffusion/Implementation Model Kwon and Zmud(1987)
Tri-Core Model Swanson(1994)
Technology-Organization-Environment Zhu,Kraemer & Xu(2006)

AR JZ THT A AR SR G T 5 2253 A A AR T SR — A SR BRIET 0 38 B B SE PR B R g8 AT L 1
T TAT B AL AL B2 R TT B T AR 2 Y B AR IR . JC HJ2 Technology Acceptance Model
(TAM) BRI SZ B )92 CTE . BA ORI B FZ B W3R 2(Jeyaraj et al. ,2006) . 1 TARSCHYE A
Jee A M AR SR B AR 6 SR 9 R AT TR o AT 70 3l AS X A 02 T ) £ S AR SR I AR 3 2 A
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FEER FTEEE
Innovation Diffusion Theory Rogers(1983,1995)
Social Cognitive Theory Bandura(1986)
Technology Acceptance Model Davis(1989)
Technology Acceptance Model [[ Venkatesh et al. (2003)
Theory of Planned Behavior Ajzen(1991)
Theory of Reasoned Action Fishbein and Ajzen(1975)
Unified Theory of Technology Acceptance Venkatesh et al. (2003)

A2 AR B BOR R 5 AP HI 0 B 5 25 T 818 9 #3812 (Innovation Diffusion
Theory,Rogers 1983,1995) #:47 W1 %% . Swanson(1994) & RBAE B 5 AR X 2H 27 #5254 241 i) {5 B
FARANH 73 =K B —KAH R /R TE B RSB AE 55 095 AR Q8 (L %l P . CASE 45) ;
Fichman(1992) X3¢ T3k — 20080 i SCUEMF 78 480 T AR 7 A 2538 5 50 — 200507 W2 i 5 B R R A1HT
PSR A A4 B AR CEL NI 55 50 A B, DL BEFE A A 5 Prescott & Conger(1995) %t i
KL NEAE B H AR BHT A SUERF AR T — 5 B R 55 = 20058 WPRHE B BR 6 21 7T fg 5% ma A4~
A RO RR  E 5 A BOS B U AR DG BT . SR WY A Al $h s 28 4 (EDD 4%
A (Damsgaard & Lyytinen,2001) .4k %5 1% £ 45 (ERP) (Buonanno, Faverio, Pigni, Ravarini, Sciuto &«
Tagliavini ,2005; Karim,Somers &. Bhattacherjee, 2007) , DL K &% 3 - 4F 3 o FH M Sk k32 M0 B 7 7 45
(Zhu &. Kraemer, 2005; Zhu, Kraemer & Xu, 2006), Jt H 2 # 3% E (Kevin Zhu) 28 2006 4F %k £ 7
Management Science | 1)—Fs18 3 (Zhu, Kraemer & Xu,2006) , &1 %f A [7] [ 52 4l HL 7 55 179 5% 40 R g
WGHEAT T RS SRR ST IF X0 Z H A BRSNS ST A T FL TS ) SCHRZR A .

3 KT ERBEARBIRAFRIRIIE WS MEVHR

BEE 1T FARTE 4 BRI A 09 R 55 W 2E A — 400 20 19 B0 B B X TT SR 1Y 45 %5 i (B X — 1)
il 1 B A IE 1 6 7F (Porter, 2001 ; Soh, Mahmood & Mitchell, 2004; Zhu & Kraemer,2002) .,
FESE X T IT HAR B 28 5N (BLX — 18] 80 DK sl 7E MR BE P T . 1 DUJR 23145 3% Robert Solow F°
1987 AEAECLL Y I 4 ) B4R TT FEAR 1 A 7= AT IR 7B, B i A 72 58, R 48 s i i 1T 5%
TGS 3G 19 A 77 A28 TE SE BRI BE rb 3 B R B X R OF JE 9 96 & . Nicholas Carr(2003) & & T-( g fh
BRI L “IT Doesn’t Matter” - BGE 75T IT MEAF IR THE . RZ 5 H H5EX — )@l
HEAT T R B SRS BT

T B9 0 T 52 808 R0 5 08 14 Jg BR AT X AR 7 A IR AR B A U IR O AR . TS R Y SEHIE
5T 2 TT £ AR A9 57 FH (4 8 o] LU 4R 5 4l (9 8728 (Brynjolfsson & Hitt, 1996; Zhu & Kraemer
2002,2005; Barua,Konana, Whinston & Yin,2004), FEZ WA E EME {5 8 5 AR 0 5 3% 5 A N
JE AR ERA VT RPEE M K A H 2 N K Z — (Greenspan, 2002) ,

{2 . Zhu. Kraemer & Xu(2006) HIBFFE & BLAR B4 A i o B2 78 7R = Ak - i VARt s R
FIAT A, 3 Z R AT AR Rl (9 1T 4898 i 7= A A R 35 A7 48 % BRI 22 5+ (Zhu & Kraemer, 2005) ,
IRZ AN AER W RN G - A GENE 7853 1y AT W TT AR 8 45 B AR 19 RRE K 58 78 4 & 5 i ok
(Chatterjee, Grewal & Sambamurthy,2002), XFF £l G157 9 8 69 0F 78 o 26 B, B 3857 2 45 7] 4k 42 0k
FAM 09k 55 i A b, A BE P 4E EDIE B9 7 55 # f (DeLone & Mclean, 1992; Sethi & King. 1994;
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Kohli & Devaraj,2003) . [H A AHFFE GE 3R 245 ,2008) 1 3¢ B I 48 Fir A St 5L 101 1T 45K 192 =) 38
AE & G SR, SChr by FRA/NER X A AR 9876 1T R Z R Si3Us 3 1 B 006% . Wbk &
i N 3 T iy 0 e el ES o A R 7 B =1 2 o v 5 s Sl AL 9 = 17 IS i i W M 5 N
WORR N AL ek BRI ST, AEER RIS B AR O — D E SR A S . X — DR P E D

Melville, Kraemer 1 Gurbaxani(2004) X} IT DA K Al 45 8% 09 B 58 80T He 3% 4 i i 25538, Hi 4508
6 10 TT b T4 8 A Ml B3 A (B A9 o (EL = 3 i A {807 2 1% 2 88 R A4 32 8 2 TR 20 4L 1N A1 8 4% Ao
EMW T ARAE, Ravichandran & Lertwongsatien(2005) Pk & Bhatt Fil Grover (2005) M “3&F
TR IS ” (Resource-Based View ,RBV) &, 43081 1 4l 945 B 5 IR F R 7% T4 Mk B3 8% 1 52 i
JE4 Az AT 1T B A4 BE 152 i Al 1Y S 20, SRSl W Bk 1 1T IR R R O 3e 4 )
(i R 23 S Al SR8 L ¥ #2 2 . Ranganathan, Dhaliwal & Teo(2004) W43 HT T Web A 76 it
IO B e R W WSR2 O A AT T X R RN B T Ak S AR S . Karim 48 (2007) 1)
3T T ERPZR G0 S8t xF T4l i A5 7 A 5 i

SBR[ 7 1 BIF 8 AN T A BT 1 3 R 9K T A SR v 8 B 9 R 1 R 4 1 — B0 11 2% [
1, Bt = Wk 335 — BIF % 491 8, 1 AR U A (Zhu, Kraemer & Xu,2006) , 43 A — 23kt IT /K5
Al BRI R F L AR T AN 5 SE AR A I Tk A T S WA B AR B S L AR R EORTE Al A Y S B
RS2 Al 15 3 N B ) AR 4k (Devaraj & Kohli,2003), [, xF T BE % BT 75 45 5 AR 1 &
HANAE B3 s S 09 A b BRI M A A8 o AR L AR TR B AT IR AR BIR 5 SEHERF Y . Fichman(2004) X 3%
— [ FEAT T MBS SF 2 T D ARRAT S AT LS AL HR T 3 R AT BEAY 23 M AR R H R X Al
SERACE W Y AT R (LR 1)

¥

2, o
F [ Petformance
Impacts

New variables
tquality ol innovation,
mindfillness.dastiny)

Quantity of the
“Risht Stutt™ (trad-
itional innevation

anlecedents)

Quantity of’
Innevation (timing,
frequency,extent)

1 SHEERARATLUESZ KN 3 FHEESE
CEJE . 4% A Fichman(2004) ,p. 344)

4 EFEREARNSHKTIZIOFER

T SCHT A S OG-l A7 AR 1 R AN A, — TF iR & 5L T Rogers B9 28 ML BHT 7 BB AL e T
AT » 81 M 5 M 3R 9115 A A b B T G970 14 W F 5 e 5 14 10 1L 2 R0 3
REAR S 0 H] T3 S A i Al 2% TT BEAR RIS AN AL I R 85 . 7E Rogers 28 BB 4 HIURE B (1) S
fili b, Fichman(2000) [T AT BF 58 vh 52 M 1T 4 BRI WIS i) & PR ZR DL R 1T B0 R 5 B A 4
AN B 3L T Technology-Organization-Environment (TOE) #1 AY & 1, Ho 88410 Al R Ge #0152
W 1T BT B i P 2 . TOE BB |y Tornatzky 55 (1990) 155 2 Y iZ 88 B 1 52 00 Ml 4%
AR R =4S J5 T
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(a) FEARHEZE T : Ak WILA BB DL AP E T3 1A DG B B oR 55 5

(b) HAHZ (O) : Al AR LK/ L 2 ]S DA B B0 26

(o) REEHZE (E) : b T A7l 58 4o B L 22 MBUR O 6 R 55

TOE BRI R G 225 1 A lb N Z 2 23 L B H AR I T80 A 45 05, T 4F Sk 9 M 96 2% % (Zhu, Kraemer &
Dedrick,2004; Zhu & Kraemer,2005) i T {5 B £ A R 99 09 S UEBF 58 v . Horp, LR E % (Zhu,
Kraemer & Xu,2006) A{0E K — 50K TOE ALY J 3 B 7 7 45 4088

XFF Aol 2T 0 E B AR RS NI — TP iR AR B B L. (HJZ WA SCEE 3 F 43 BT

B E KR B A IT BB AR E B R AL 228 . 2 th T TE R MG B RGE UK 2
R E AR BE A AR — W2 L BRI E 15 B R G2 ) - Al vl A R AE — s il N & 2

F A '€ (Fichman & Kemerer,1999), FRMFEME LG LE T —E WA, £ T Lewin
A A SRR LR | Kwon & Zmud (1987) 32 HY 7 Al 43 B 4 A Se it 6 [y Bease AL, H < )3
B RN A6 A B B IR IR RN ZJE B BE. IS . Cooper &
Zmud(1990) X ik — AR AT T R FEMA TIE BHEARRNEHAWRMEMIT I ZEIERT —1
B B B 5 B HORSCE 6 B BRI, X 6 B Bear B M 2 (Initiation) — R 44 (Adoption) —i& i
(Adaption)—4#3% (Acceptance) — 3 #4k (Routinization) 5 N 4k (Infusion) , Cooper & Zmud(1990)
I X — R AR, o 5 ] 1 i) 1 Ak 4 RS SR 3 il (Material Requirements Planning, MRP) R 4 1)
SR HEAT TSRS

HS2 X — BT 1 2 78 e ] LA R I AR SR 4 (Adoption) 2| ] (Usage) , £ 21 4 AL 1 1
(Assimilation) , # 2| i & i (H Q)& (Value) B — A ad B2 . X A ad B v, 5057 5 R 98 2 4 (6 B 3 1y a5
BAA A TR 53 S5 (Lucas & Spitler,1999) . A 52 B {5 K4 A 9 1E 8 i F 5 7] 4k ( Assimilation)
AL T E AR A R[S B RS IF e IREOR VB R i B AP A W45 A g . PR 5 R BER
R4 NS E R E R — D IR Z B B gy — ok B X S B B R [R] SE T AE B R
o SR MIAE AT 19 SCHR L X S B BE AT A 9N R 92 3, A& B AR 55 0 11 R0 BEOR B 7Y, 5 284 il i A 7
ST T LR BT N[ROSR I A5 8] 0 1k o 8 b AT 4

BAE (Kevin Zhu) % F (Zhu, Kraemer & Xu,2006) 3CH £ H 737 (9 (5 8 F A W ot 72 218
BT A S B4 AR W i B 1Y = B BE A Y (Tnitiation— Adoption—>Routinization) (JLK 2) ,
AR s T A AR B BOR e R b SCHE P R A I HLEE . 2R B STk b & A 19 2 B B s Y
HEAT T RS LA PR B B = B B R A T A R T SRR Y B e T AT A I

M 12 A5 Y L A9 A% R A5 (2006) FF 1R 7 52 ] SR A 35 37 12 A AE A Ml P9 38 48 3 Ak W 0 A 2 B L S ol S
PREI AR 10 MEZKM 2000 ZAk . K3 T 5 BA BSOS [R5 58T 00 4l 8 B W Ry . i an, 31
A HRE N R 5 G R 6 4l B B R (4 W EL A T T A AR 3R £ L SR 1 Zhu, Kraemer & Xu(2006) )
IR R B X — 5 Wi il R A 2 SN 4+ VR ML . 38 b B 15 8 AR W e o 2 4 i R — A B B L i F
TR I AEAM AT B A AR W A A R B B 5a 4 TR ) R I RBOR A B B i 22 5k . (S B AR Ik
(1 565 — B Bt (Initiation) 55 Z B Bz (Adoption) , 58 4 s J7 %5 il A5 BB H A W W 1) 5% il J2 1F 1] /9, {HL 78
% = B Bt (Routinization) , 3¢ 4+ Hs 77 BY/E I EA T 520 . B Ry e B 36 4 He 07 8 0 ol 4 ol ] A5
JEIB SRR AR AR CER XU o AT AS BB A 280 T AL S IR B R o 3K — S5 2 i S Iy s iy ik
B RIS 25 R R AL AR A5 B AR 5 — B BEEAT BT IR0 3 SR T 7 5 1 A9 A B B 00 T s o5 ) 32
MR R M IR . 53 Ah ST R IR 7 R v I 5 il B 1R 2R ARG AR SR A X B B R B A K Y
S 5 NTAE 3K 5 F R B IR 5 0 A Ml A7 LB AR WS i i B PR 3% i B PR R 5 e AR B3 .
TERESR B A ER 2 000 F A BB HE #EAT SZIEBFSY . Kevin Zhu B HA 4 358115 55 AR W3k 72 BRI 1] Rif
et 17— Al IR A A0S, 32 Al 38 5E (Kraemer , Dedrick , Melville, Zhu, 2006) .



EWEARBIFTHRA 5 8BS RN EIRRERR 71

fechmofouical Context
lechnology HI(++1)
Readiness
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| I |
Chrganizationad Context Three Stages nf E—B'u.mress Assimilation
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Initiation Adoption Routinization
i 3 ]
- HiCh ) 4 | |
Global Scope
I ] 5(7.747)
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Enviroimented Confext
Regularory
Cnvironment 17(+,++)

B2 tlEEHEARKITEN=ZMEEDR
CEJE . B Zhu et al. ,(2006) ,p. 1560.)

B 06 F Al A7 8 AR AR M ATF 58 . 38 Ak T8 sh AR R B B . FE A ML A5 B 5 58 R 40 A0 IR A 1 1F
¥ 7 T R SC I R T 42 (200620 X 52 A 2R A 1 4 o A T TR . R R RIBUZR & (2008) T A
RAALA 2GR RGE R WV R AT TR I8 T3 — 2B W oe a9 &, BR Sk Fn o g A
(2006b) . A & Yin Fl Chen(2008) 7E 4 Mk A7 B 5 G2 W e i SEIE B 58 J7 I 34T 1 4R R R 61058 1Y
05 1 %5 W 0 ) B A BB AR SR AN AR AT T BT . Wu 25 (2008) #8 76 %F 95 4N/ F) HEAT IR A ) 4 A
Fepl AT T SCUERRGT T TS (A LU R 1T RN F IT RIA . XA EER
N AT R R4 g AR S AR R T S IS, A FEE R .

5 WRHOFHARESLR

83X —BIF 5 508, FRATT T M 9 SR A B T TT 98 A9 48 B B FA X OEFE IR AL, “ R Bk E &
R T AR A 2 T A AR — R A A BT R B — I R R AR . KR E . L
SRR B v v [ Al i 37 36 VB 0 A B B A 4 O R L R | R R A G A ol S B it X
JERY IR RAES] Jy o 24 S I BOR ) 3 B A A B AR T A R R B AR E SN Al is 1
IS B (Y BEAS T H L 4 BRE 550 0 A oMk AR i 15 B AR £ BB R 4 3t 9% L 05 B 4 A
WRZIGM X —EEZFR . TEXAER RS ORI T A5 B BORTE AR 6% 5% 44 08 S0 8 7
MR 2T,

YN i o A5 B B ARAE A ll r %) SR 29 A0 W) AT R 400 AR U G 3 B R A R L AT 55
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MIRETE o BEE R BBORLEA 0 72 R R A, BIF 5 00 31 0500 R 5 1) 5% ) 30— 2o 7 1) 21 8RN
B R U S 2 A H R AR B2 ok o ARIEHT ST 73T, o 1 IR R 4i /N A TR BF 58 & BF 5% 4548 1]
(1 2288 FRATIA R W AE— 58— A AR SR b L 38 3 — 30 SE g0 T 5 F 58 7 ok % A (5 B R AR R AN Fn
ARSI R . 454 TOE # %1 DL & Zhu, Kraemer & Xu(2006) #& H (9 “Initiation— Adoption— Routinization”
S BB, FATTHR AN 3 TR WESEAE ZREL AL, LLAE T A B AR BT 1A R BFSE

NG ET AN - PRI o -
Fe ARl IS WD
LA TEARTE T WA
P SR

AL WA T i AL

Inination Adoeplion Routinization

3 BWRKARGHFARTHNERIERER

IEN Zhu 5 Kraemer(2005) (WF 58 Bt 1 A AR R B, T A2 76 3 R[] 169 28 5% RNBUR 36
Bi AT 3 R0 58 4 Tl Ak 28 T 4R b A D R S B8, 0 TR B AE R b I K AT R R g
Rosenzweig(1994) 13 1% 28 5% 48 BLRR 22 A 57 v A [6] SCAAE & 55 p il s 4 o ok T B8 . sk 3 B, B
i B 25 4 2 AR R b FRISE X A 1) % 138 SO b, 2 B0 5 2 L 26 R AR SR B 5 X 4 O 3 1 36 [
R HSCHRE B2 1 R SIE AR DG Y BR S . AR . 3k 2 IR R R A A A R v I 5 I JC R E .
F3 HOMRTFZIEBERENX S5
i X 58 ik
Armstrong &. Sambamurthy,1999
Bajwa et al. ,2007
Cooper & Zmud,1990
Fichman & Kemerer,1997,1999
B[S Forman,2005
Ranganathan et al. ,2004
Ravichandran, 2005
Raymond et al. ,2005
Son &. Benbasat,2007

Buonanno et al. ,2005
R Khoumbati, Themistocleous & Irani,2006
Molla, Heeks &. Balcells,2006

Guopeng & Yu,2008

7 K Hi X
WA Thong, 1999

Bala & Venkatesh,2007

Mendoza &. Ravichandran,2007
SR A Zhu,Kreamer & Xu,2006

Zhu &. Kreamer,2005

Zhu et al. ,2004
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M2 b AL B RE R A A W87 5 — . AR A 7R B 22 55 Y b L 22 g T BE 28 3 A A AR Y
] JBE e TR A e AL 3K X Al SR AN BT BOR B BB L DR SR 22 BRI L S R — AL T S A 5 g Al
AT B = E AL B £ B A AR B R A A R AN ) o B = b R BUR R Al A5 B AL S 4
ARAUHTHEAT T AR 22 5l A 3h A0 5 B A e Al A5 A R B AR IR A R Y R Ty T A A R
S0 h EAE AR EA AT OB R LA R SRR AR Y 25 S X M BT A L B 25 S AR A R
R A Tl A [ 5 AR WA o B AR 25 0 19 22 5 X1 S8 B B IR SO 7 AR RSS2 i e 7 H BRI A
BB KR M2 TFICH M eIk . . il AR Sk 4 L P B (2009) BEAT 59 — U0 52 0T 4R
Il 1R S UE R o R AR X — B [ A

T SRAN H AT ERE B AR R R A SR QR B AR A [ (G 2 B R B R X N TR R R A A
b BAT 22 R JEE A — et B ATT 2 - i pr) A R L e v R AR L 4R H LR LA TR

(1) AL 5 4 BRAL A 35 5T WP A 252 i) sl il 29 35 o ] i lbo6 FOR B8 (IT VR TR 55D B9 Y
i B8 (o R 2 R LA 7

(2) EAR TR A CEAT RAAT VM BE4A5) Al - 75 AR BIHT N A O 72 rh A7 R IR 6 22 522

(3) H B AN ) A ol i 3 B Al <l 55 ol 25D #9752 AR B P A it 7 o A7 A IR 2 92 5 2

() v S T T A e A AR B P A o A A A B L 9 5 2

(5) BURF Y HHE 3l BT B0 Al BEAR BB 7 £E 8 A B 52 1 2

DL BB 1) R A R 5 36 20 2L RN R0 IK R R T o 2 Al I 7 19 15 58 LA B BT Ak i) SC A A2 b 2
Ji » 2 Xk L GURR R BRI 1 7 A — S A A R B 2 TR 7 T K 6 2 32 6 1 AR A 3 ) SR 4 R R A B
WA BRI RN 7 WA X AR FRATT T B AR I 04 [ B A P9 T 5 4 BR AL (I D0 6 R B T R
BT A P A L T R L LA [ DAy T 6 e v [ 52 DA T 6 R BT R B R I OB B 38 L O R
A BR Al BB BB 92 BB AR B IS KA . B IR R A TP E A BE R AE R R T X — G
(4 SEUEAT 5 » B AE B e J2 O A T BIGRT 9 TR e R X e BRAE BB A STk . B AT Fr A [ AL D
FEA LR %5y S X — H A

235X
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Research on Innovation Adoption, Diffusion,and Assimilation at the Firm Level
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Abstract This paper summarizes the current research on innovation adoption,diffusion,and assimilation with a focus on
IT and e-business innovations. It reviews the theoretical and empirical literature on related topics, and analyzes the
linkage among different theoretical frameworks. It also discusses the Innovation Diffusion Theory and the large volume
of related literature. Based on the review and analysis, the paper proposes a novel framework to study technology
innovations by integrating the “3-stage model” (Initiation-Adoption-Routinization) with the Technology-Organization-
Environment(TOE) framework. It theorizes assimilation process as a nonlinear multi-stage process. Finally, the paper
proposes several research questions to test in the context of China and to compare with research results from the U. S,
and European countries.
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