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Porter(1980) = fif 1 A< 5 i /Y 7 #2 » 3 AR #5 Porter(1980) B & 5 B0 LARR 3H - [
[F AR 45 Porter(1980) T W& ¥ 45 X ok 25 1Y BH G £ R 2L 1L AW S22 08 - SR A E 2 A
o HHEHEREEF G -
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Porter H A TN Z RN - B EE T LM AR ERETE

1k EE3IMVBFE EEAE > HPEFHEEEAFE 2035 5 5 5442% > HE
AR Z TN -

Nim B RN BEFHENHEMT > MERZZN S 0 E#EE X
JEE R HERE EHEZE (Snow K Hrebiniak » 1980 ; Venktraman k7 Grant >
1986 ; JRrl 2 Z @i g & > K 87) o B o 13 R A A RIS EE A2
oI & B GH B B 92 1% 0 o2 — (Smircich 2 Stubbart » 1985) -« 1 2 & B &
B FT R0 A SR IE e 1Y SRS 7 R AU RE - HIJ /2 Mintzberg(1978) fft 55 1Y & [ 7R I
(intended strategy) » 5 fd# & [& 5 % 7] fH Porter FY ZE A o6 I 28 B 9 3% (Dess K
Davis » 1984) > [A[fi] Dess fz Davis(1984) 28 Ey Porter(1980) 1) B A TR IE » 7] HH &
P& & B B X AT 5 8 i B Y BT T IR N DA SR o B DAL 1R R A B 5T 1R
A G H B

B bl AAREDLGEE FEE EBEAFRNEREEZ R EYH
52 BLHE AR RS B Bl 22 B N W] SR AR ] A8 o K R s SRR B AE S I i
N EERG AR im0 R AR TR R e R RS S I A B R B R - Al
A FAHBA A E N [BIZ - SR - AW IR R I G A e A A 2 WY A RS B B
REEFKES  HWERMEHRECAEE HAHEEZESIWEFEARZ
IR e

= EBEZAE
() Porter &1 5 w48 7

1 2 A #% 1F 17 55 B DL B 35 5 U7 i (competitive methods) 4 Al 72 H i 7Y
15 o R — 21T Ry O B L IR B AN R R B 0 BIP B ot IR %5 2= 2
{t:(Mintzberg » 1988) » [A[[lh » 1B 338 3K 1Y 2 o0 £ e Bl & 5 B 0 1Y 38 5% 7% o
= TR WS B Th i B 9 K &2 (Aaker » 1989 ; Bharadwaj - Varadarajan J; Faly » 1993 ;
Powers k& Hahn » 2002) - Porter {) 5 7S 35t 3+ 56 W% /2 W fe 4 S 0T 72 T 355 b 5%
fr [ (Hambrick - 1980) » 71 B[J 8 £ (1 /B 5 ¢ 7 S5 U R E > #2852 > Porter [
=HEEARN  2HAENHEFEE (ES TS R/NEE AT 5%
(ZRAL MR ) B - S E B XS R R E ST BN —
il 3 720 (Dess f¢ Davis » 1984 ) o 5@ 25 DL Al 3 351 5+ 5 12 W 9T 10 25 TR I 5
B FEE P E {7 (F Porter By B AT FHHR IS S B (Kotha % Vadlamani -




RREBFHFFEHR B+

1995) » (At » AW 5850 R AR IE @ K 5T - DLAR 56 538 152 1 380 5+ 5 1% 45 {F Porter
A = il H AR -

Robinson J Pearce(1988) 5 H o Mg 28 B 1 iff 783 188 F Al 70 /e = ¢ 1 RIK
TRy E MR BER 1 © 20 Miles K2 Snow(1978) ~ Porter(1980) #Y 7€ 1 %8 AU 22 %
2. IR DB g CGRE (E 2 5 & 1 38 RIS 1Y 1€ Buzzel ~ Gale |
Sultan(1975) 5 3. 23 IS (G H i 20 (&8 ) R © 21 Dess J Davis(1984)

B A EE > HE A clE AL THEHEGE > AL
RS 2 2 I & 3% 2= (Kurmar & Dillon > 1990 ; JRAJ 223 3 #f & > K 87)
M8 — BLE DU 5 R HE 58 R R {F Porter — fl FE AR TRES AU & 3 > 41 Dess K¢
Davis(1984) ~ Robinson J; Pearce(1988) ~ Kotha % Vadlamani(1995)% - H. 1 » Dess
K Davis(1984) ) & 55 21 15 #: /ETE H > Robinson } Pearce(1988)7F 22 18 > fij
Kotha }; Vadlamani(1995) th,45 22 5 - 5 3K A0/ 78 1l & .2 J& 4 1 00 12 = 1 2 9
BRE > MR BEAEGE > URETAES LR =FKHR I EERRE
HIE2UHPERF HECHEEH (RE3) - HEZWEHEERHE A
S K = BT R R B B AR A o OB K ME £ PR likert-type KU >
SREMRE > "IFEEE  HKTHE "TIEEAREE B H o sBAEER
TNEEEERS -

F3 EEEFHEINEEH

em LHTEEABEFEC > -0 1) cm 13. JFPP R USRI EFEC > -0 +)
cm 2 EEFE IR (> -0 +) cm 145N EE &/ ME)

em 3AEERCER* > +) cm 15 RS FrRME 5 (5 > -0 +)
cm 4. 5E FEHIREEC > -0 1) cm 16. BEERFIRAE M > -0 )

cm 5 S EREETIE T > - 1) om 17.8EE S E G ELG > -0 1)
om 6. 4R RKHEF B 0 -0 1) om 18. & HELHEE(* > -0 +)

em 7.5 EEERFIEEE > - +) om 19. 7357 FE E AR FHEELER® > - +)
em 8. AR EMmEEE (" > - > 1) om 20. 22 42 17 855 5 £ 9 THRI ()

em 9. R BAWEMC > - 1) em 2L EFLAIHT (> - +)

cm 10. g R EYRRARALC > -0 1) om 22 FF R BA- > +)

em V11T $HH i BT R AT (F > - > ) om 237 i 'E (%)

cm 12. B §HE B R EAE(C > -0 +) cm 24. B AT (-)

TR AR ¢ 223 (*)Dess ¢ Davis(1984) ~ (-)Robinson Jz Pearce(1988) ~ (+)Kotha K Vadlamani(1995) -
L © Robinson J Pearce(1988) &L AR " SN MEE , pF A THANE SEE, HE > TREERES ) O
AT S0 (B A 6O FE @ Kotha B Vadlamani(1995) B 2P I TSR FLBE 45 S L BEA T BE S BLHERE | -




Porter H A TN Z RN - B EE T LM AR ERETE

A B #5002 ) & 15 15 £2 $% ] Robinson J Pearce(1988) Yy E & HI EIH H -
AR R EERM R MEREHEERMNR - BE=FFIHERRRK
BREENEHEFNIEERARV I E ZERIERE -

ROIE it 75 1fF 52 A DAY & 2R 0 A8 3 1Y S [F] $5 4 > ROAHI 2 iy E RO =
ohiAgh 8 2 — (Porter » 1980 ; Powers Kz Hahn > 2002) - |fj H. & X 26 # 1> % 78 H
9 B # (Hambrick » 1983 ; Parker iz Helms » 1992) - & R ER EH 2 E
EHENIEE 0 CHERABBE A KK (Parker & Helms » 1992)

FRE LA R - A EEH AR ERREEASEREE > BEER
NFERMERHE SRS EE > TEVE R EEERMAL - PR K%
R PR likert-type UL » 738y " R AFAIAT20% , ~ "2 20%, ~ T =20%, -
"EIY20%, ~ TE AR 20%, FESERE > SHIAE S 5 4 BEEER
IS AR SR RE R HE A AR A o B AR RSO

m-EREET RS EETME

AWt LIHESE A REER - Rl a s R Z&E M 0 L
O F R MG R A AAME R T R R AR & o N AW R R & PR O E
fik (purposive sampling) » L4 i 8 AE [ JE H A 0T 52 2 T7 22 -

Ao Sk FF & 203 f7 0 [\ 46 {7 > [ICER T 23% > [ 46 {7 ]
T AER AR » M Z8T > AR E 24 HE F R W EHEE ET
HI &= (B 87 > #5 8 837~ Cronbacha {H 2 0.951 (2 #ETH H ofE HI = 0.955) >
7F & Nunnally k Bernstein(1994) #y 2 #H 825K - R[I g H 0/ 52 o {ELJE 32 0.95 DL L >
B g 24 T RN EIHE > B R ERAE— 2t -

F WA E

A TR DL RN 32 0 i o E O I 32 70 A ik ~ B2 ¥ 90 1T B one-way
ANOVAE 5% » lBEERAHIEHT - R ERBRZ ST - BEFHEH
fii B IR o B B R R 2 VB AE I 3R > DUe A I A 8 8 - LUK Porter (2 5% B8 15
Moo AT > TR AS R EER AR IR - EREE - AR
H KN ZEES M & (Hair ~ Anderson ~ Tatham % Black » 1992)
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F R i BRI BIRE R By 5 EE K > A 52 2R A likert-type R 7K
#E > —fig H 5 E iR likert-type RUE 2 I & E K R UEFH EAIRE - BEA E > 7]
Fa EoK -

15 A F6 5 (sample size) B 5K £ 50 {7y > & 4 RE H R FR B S5 iR 100 73 DL -
BfEEFEAL  —RESHEBHRBHIANS G > RITAFE2: 1L
B o A TE AT U 24 1 - AT BEAR B 46 (7 > ERR B AhRE W 2 E
ZIRAREEK -

RS H JT1H - — fik DL eigenvalue Jz 32 fif F8 588 52 5 Al ME A - [X]
RIETMGREEREE B > A E S E - H eigenvalue HE i HY
W& HmBH e REMEBEER > HZEF 0%l L FHS NWEZK
# (MIEIL > R 775 Hairetal > 1992) o [KJth » A 52 55 40 15 Itk 48 A1 R 72 Hif
IR # B H » BIER B eigenvalue KR 1 DL Bz (RIZR - H HlHUKR 37 2 22 1A i
i BLJE 3 60% L I e

1 Tl B AT 32 o R e 5 D > AN B 9 DA R S U5 ik 0 i EH B — A
R ZHBHEERE (MRFAaME)  BRFANERESEHRIANRES -
DIANES e 3 S S

LR R DU A A BE KR RIS R BEAH - (RDLE st 0 i L A
ROHBERERITHRAER  ERENOMTZEZERFE _IEERT]
i 17 (Hair et al. » 1998 ; Ketchen F Shook » 1996 ) - K[t » A WFFELLIE #
1% (hierarchical method) 7 37 38 ‘& Y 47 7 £ 8 - 75 DL IE @ #)t 5 % (nonhierarchical
method) fiff 1l # #H B9 FF 2 -

N BRABBAERTERET(G

AW FE TR A BR 46 X BN F] - R A B R FEGERE AR
EORE o BUBE A1 O 2 B AR BN R 46 o BT FEE S | E A BB - &
AEE - - AFEERFREONENLE  BErIREECEHEMEIEE -

e 2 [ 25 2 (2 WA £ PR B IR GV G W 9 4R [0 25 = T el o R L Ry
(Al EFERR (8 #ESHERE L8 BE - & (8) 3 - @& &K
BRI BB R — M BRE - BIR AW ER R — 8 > It =G B
am PR E o EEEASEE
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R % Snow k. Hrebiniak(1980)f5 Hi » & E H WL EHEK - CEO~ HE
ESER(COO) ~ I ~ — s PIREES  RIBATIFRGERAR - HEH
LERE B R (A15k4) > 90% £ 41 Snow k7 Hrebiniak(1980) fft 5 .2 /& FE & B &
B AMREEERNERHERE ZAIEE -

F4 ZEHAEBEZE

T R %

(Bl EHERK (F]) w8 17 415
B~ £ (R B RE R 20 48.7
R BHR R E 4 9.8
A 41 100.0

BRI - AR -

FREIEEFEE - AFREERFR IEABIIR 46 BIEZELFAL
FELSHE=FLIESE - H740% BRZHEIEEHEHLFNRE R EE
WA s FEABRRE T E - ZHARELLERE > (5 95.6% » & ¥ A GH & [ E
I R B B R K 72 T AE AR e B0 MY 35-54 R Z A 0 (5 89.0%
(FEADZR S AR )
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xS ZIEEARER

O] % & 2 B 1 R % [a] % & 2 B R RE %
& £

R 1E 2 43 25 - 29 B% 4 8.7
1 - 24 4 8.7 30 - 34 5% 6 13.0
2 - 34 6 13.0 35 - 39 5% 10 21.7
3 - 44 8 17.4 40 - 44 3% 9 19.6
4 - 54 6 13.0 45 — 49 5% 10 21.7
5 - 64 4 8.7 50 - 54 5% 6 13.0
6 - 74 1 22 55 - 59 5% 1 22
THDE 15 32,6 60 - 64 5% 0 0.0
HERE 65 LA F 0 0.0
B/ 1 22

Bl (#7) H 0 0.0

LG D) 1 22

HEY 7 143

FEE 18 45.5

iH 16 33.8

[ 3 6.5

A 46 100.0 EFN ) 46 100.0

BRI - AR -

52~ B
ARBERBHECEFEEN  LEKRG O K ZBEERER ST HIE > #
R AE AN T B SR A TR S JE A R BEAH 0 I DLANOVA 453 87 % 48 28 5] 5F 1 48 AU A
B R - DB R Eg -
— ~ RERFEE M
Ofy 24
BRI BB I ERE > WEK6 i - RIEFRO6FHR » R
BRI C MHB B IEE A & EAAHR 0 Weml Bom2 K em3 2 A B 1% 80595 Bl R
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0.68 & 0.68 - H Ll 24 Ye % 85t 17 o0 M7 (£ AR R mT RE & LE R B 11T 1~ 5
b o L — A RO B DU A - BB SFIEUTAE 4 DL E > BUR
AT YUR B TR R E R A % > Hfeml ~ cm2 ~ em3 ~ emé K
cm23 2 i iR IR H B o R IE e
O KR 7

24 TE3E T IR PR DU 3R M T O R 3R 0 A e e L A D e - 3 U
VLZ B BEIN R o SR ZHUE $R 2L eigenvalue AR 13 - HAEE NN R 2 RE
fige e BRI 60% DL B - s i At R - HIETS S [EfE R > KRR
BE 777% 0 FFE K BIEASHERMEER(E - #HAEE ZNEEB
T DU K B (varimax) B 2Bl % - SREVBBUERNFRFH Z &R (AFRT) -
HATEMAR &M ERE - QR ER KR > DB ERNZEAEE ZHEE
R mblan s > mERER KB R I RBEREESENEEREE (o
EHEO0T7TLLE) »  EEAAMRERAREIFZEE

KT KESH D R AT

. . . W # & R %

HH R LA W1 WHFE2 HE3 KHE4 KHES ;z fg
em3  {EEEE 0.850

eml  HTE LB 0.803 e

cm2 I 2 R 0.794 B

emS  HiERELE T & T 0.782 %7E 0929
em20 BRI ER AT 0.649 ol

emd LB RIS 0.638 A

eml9  ETEENAFHEREEE 0616

cm24  BIFRRYFEE 0.852

em22 R R R A 0.801 B A

em23 S E 0.736 EH

eml3 PRI Y 2 45 0.723 féi 0.904
cm21  BIFREAIH 0.664 %

eml4  ANEREEE g /IME 0.633 54

em7  FTEBEBFIIERS 0.628
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Porter £: A TRMG < KR © o E TH EHEA R ZEHENE

il

x 7 WNFESH EEEAL 2 T ()

] . * B W ZSES ¥
5 %k S| e A
= FRHLRE %1 M%E2 WES HWE4 WEs #% BE
eml5 ARG ER M T 0.714 i
om8  IEAE L HE 0.690 GEL
e FEE 0799
em6b  FEFFEKEFE 0.634 (b
cm9 W EIRAEE N 0.610 i
cml8  E A EHERE 0.859 .
_ . . T84
emll  {THHF Al EE 7 L BT 0.703 P! 0.893
eml0  FHEREYFRF R 0.649 #s '
eml2 S s 0.619 bt
eml7  BUE S ALY E 0.818 i
0.773
cml6  BISEHERTEFE 0.703  RE&
FrEE 5.18 5.12 3.26 2.67 248
R TR T 45 (%) 2159 2135  13.57  11.14 1032
fEE R T 43 Th(%) 2159 4294 5651 67.65  77.97

BRI - At -

3R 1A & (B SERR (em3) ~ S & i B 3% (eml) ~ BH S I 75 (em2) ~ H 78 B
EL 77 9l 19 B T (cmS) ~ 48 1 55 5l &= 1Y T (cm20) ~ & B 1Y 722 il F2 E (cm4) Kz
2 T 36 Y 1Y RY(E B AR (em19) - ‘?@Iﬁﬁﬂiﬁﬁmaﬂﬁ%@%%%pﬁgﬁﬁ
BIUIGCRFEEZENOFEERS N R 1adh T HEEPREZR
b, R -
KI3R 2 05 WA AT 28 (om24) ~ 5 78 [ K 5l R (em22) ~ 7 i B (cm23) »
JE V)R HUAS Y 5 2 (em13) ~ BRE Bl (em21) ~ SPEf B & i /)N b (em14) K2 3T 78
B A %ﬁﬂ’]tgi?l‘%(cmﬂ 18 L8 TH H 3 550 7 1 5838 R AR B AR R (8 % Y i 5
7?72 AL NFR2 Fo TR BB E EZ AL, K -
3@HEW%¢T§5K1@EW%(CM5) 8 K E i 6 B (em) ~ i 5F 1=y K HE AT
,é‘(cm@)iiﬂélﬁfﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁnn(crn% 18 L8 TH H 3 B JF E ah AR B By = B AL
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EEELRIEEE T Wik RR3a#h " XEEESEE( R -

K3 4 05 B & B HE 5 (om18) ~ 17§ 5 iy B 5 i Bl 8T (em11) ~ s ¥ Y 5%
Al % #f (cm10) Jz B § 58 % B9 2 #22 (em12) - 55 L8710 H 3 5258 50 (48 LU B9 1T 8
EE BT Wk WF 4tk TTHERML ) K -

K3 S B & B5E & 8 A7 B 2 bh (em17) k2 5458 Ry 7K 2 ot (em16) » (A > K]
RSmAky B K -

WRIFR R ol RS 24 /B EBF IR v B1G L E RIS
ENERBEE > S2 T mEEP SR EREA R - T R EE S ER
AR RN~ T EEEE E R RIE - TITHHE R RN - T B
REE - KAWL A EEH  RNBZSBRERER T ZER -

It — #5 5L Eil Kotha 57 Vadlamani(1995) 7 i/} 72 #% IR & Mintzberg(1988) 3 5 HY
NIEEHAAAEMN BEE L THEEPRERA ) KK - TITHEERL K
W& 2 i Porter /Y 72 S AL TR NG » FF 43 AT —{ESRHE - BN T L IEE E £ A
RGN B A A Z R RIBANE > SMERBRAEE - s K
F TS A E L3112 7 (i B Porter 155 5% SR IS 444 T2 41 Kotha % Vadlamani
(1995)f@ f8 » (E R IR FEE & LB ECB LR E R T - TR
B SRS S AU L Porter (Y B A FHRME L Lot - MBEZ - B THENES
JE 2 BRAL 3 2 S RFROEB L DR B9 BR 5% - DA Porter 1Y 5k K 35 55 5% I 22 1 I i
1 2 38 3K Y 350 S ORI (R S R Y R -

CF S P% &

FR #8 Hair et al.(1998) il Ketchen &z Shook(1996)#E % » % B £ o
#r > Bl 5 DL #% 5 2 (hierarchical method) 72 37 5 & H9 73 #7 #F 50 - FF DLIRE &
57 1 (nonhierarchical method) .7 K 3% #5) #; ££ % 43 #f1 (K-means cluster) fif; it #+ $H 0 457
(o

gk ka2 B RIEE RS e (2 A FE RO B #H % > Hair et al.(1998) 3%
T W B 0% B (agglomeration coefficient) /& & @ FH DL R & BF B 8% Il > Sz 22 58
REEHBELDE —#@HEHE - (Fhmfima BEnHH%EE - FIt
WRIBEREFH ST ERRE TR EEE R - IRE 8 R > EHER
PEAl i 3 8028 B HE3FRB 2R CERFER(LE SRR H

— 24 —



Porter H A TN Z RN - B EE T LM AR ERETE

KB 2EERR VR - ML S B LK I B SR B o i i > (R IF 20 A7 2 B A
M ke 3 HERE R R BOGHE B AT E SR A R TE > DISRE AL — B A
fi W W A R e — T R

K8 JENEEREZ W R E T

il [ RS ¢ T —BE AL % 2 W SRR B L 43
5 13.54 3.5
4 14.01 7.0
3 14.99 50.2
2 2251 382
1 31.10

BRI - AT -

9 BUR KPS B RE 0 AT 09 2 BERE % R 3 BEAEL AR R - it 3 A A%
DITER > SEMHEHNNRESME P E o #EAR A LIER - (HE D
Porter,Z B i o W JH AU R A B 5 > U R - i HLBR A 7 B M O N
HABRBEAES HLUGE PR ZRH -

RO 3 AL R 2 B BRSSO B - BOREL

FERE P £ 9 0 T {8 SR A8 1

B #
@ WEEEE K pEape  RAESR YEEOE  GEE
i B oERL mEERk 2L (L

3 BEAH 1 2 1.409 -2.890 -0.207 -2.020 -0.313
i PR 2 1 -4.632 -1.704 -0.923 -0.350 0.523
fie BERH 3 43 0.042 0.174 0.311 0.102 0.004

REAL 1 (s

E; SRR ) 13 -1.111 0.034 -0.278 -0.102 -0.093
g B2 (R | N | | |

£ e 33 0.438 0.013 0.109 0.040 0.036

BRI - AR -
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wh 2 BERE B AT B > BEAH 1 BR TAE TR B B E S 2 RAL A
VBB IEE - AR AEME > 2 0 B 2 BRTHE T ROR R B E AR =
SictEm, PR LAHE > HERBHIEE - M HEAR D EHE 5 3 B
S B2 0 MR FR 10 BEUR 25 TR I 3R A T (e 2 B Al fA] 2 ANOVAGE B i 7
WAEAE > AERE THREEP 2R, RIEMmEEE 2R > HERY
NEE - FrHBRE AR 2 AR A T A EE N ER R E ,
LA A EE R MR R ABR D > A o w3 B AR LR > A
AT GHEGmER > DIRES LAEERAT > Wit AgeRELl 2 #
it A P Ry St — 20 By o3 M B8 - AR 98 5 A i B L P 25 B Ry R K Porter T i
FRAUZERE > WA L ap e TR ) TRESEE > B 2@ R T 2R
b TREGEE - B T aS RZFF AW st HL > Bl 5@ E 7 EEA R AE
KI5 FHo Mg o 52 3 Porter(1980) AT i it 1Y 2 A% R M JH AL

10 A UM A 3R o0 e SR AL ANOVA fg i

s b s) o

21 H 7= M |
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Abstract

The purpose of this study is to examine the performance implications of Porter’s generic
strategies with the data of electronic companies on OTC in Taiwan. Cluster analysis was used
to group the companies according to their competitive methods. The cost leadership strategy
and differentiation strategy have been found. Furthermore, the research results indicate that
a weak linkage exists among the selected strategies and performances. There are many factors
that can affect organizational performance; it may be of little value to focus on the direct
linkage between the type of strategy and organizational performance. It may be valuable to
analyze intervening variables, such as distinctive competence, organizational process and
structure, as well as the type of strategy and organizational active plans.

Keywords: Porter’s Generic Strategies, Cost Strategy, Differentiation Strategy,
Focus Strategy.
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