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i E: ATRNUNARR, B L IBFTRRTARBEZNAL, FEFAAN
Al FTITAE R AW TI TR XA 69 K42, KALAEB NI R AR L, METE
P A5, FARN. FLRRFERS LRI LG RAER. £ A 269 K& b Ao
Wy E BB EHIE, RTHORAFT PR, EREN: (1) BEPEALEREYR
LW H RO, FPEPASREMST, LRI GAMIT; (2) Skeys)
BRATAT B B L RBAGNGANOYrh;  (3) F LB LIk G G
TXAFIMER, BRI A ARG, B AL ES A ks &R A 3T H B AR 4R

89 % v A AR
KR BrAL; &y, SRR, HARH
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ECRHERZEE T B, R a0 # & 4 Rk Al 7E PR s AR A Y 5T 4 R 8 b o
) G BE o A% 0 Y 5 PN SR VR A RE 0 10 B & 2 R R 2 Q1T W SR (McGrath,
2001 ), Al 55 2 7 0 AR BN R B BL I R 3 4 ol 1 B #7153 ( Anning—
Dorson, 2017; Frishammar f1 Horte, 2005; Lin et al., 2016 /2018; Saldanha et
al., 2017; skg®e, 2017) . F/ENMILEENFGEMARCE 2 —, LT ESTHN
B 2R, AR B G0 F TR 2 b 2 AR R B R 55 i W SR, i HoAR A
SR B B A €A (Cui Al Wu, 2016 Lin et al., 2014; BB MBS, 2014; R¥ES,
2013) o REMMAEFHZMBNR S LSRPIMANE PSS, N T-e# 8 3%
(Lynch et al., 2016; ZETNI%, 2016) ; WHFZ MR FER T KT
FEFR T, Q3 7R IR St (ZENISE, 2014) o 40, Dell. HP. GEHI
Chaparral 842k 55 = by 5 2 L BB RAR B & 5 2 5 8= WP & . Bl 2w s
FEESEEE, RS A AR AR R T HARE R, DLX R [ & R
Jra, Al HGH S A RCR AR AN T N R LR S — N R AROK . B, R
R AT R (ERAFPod Bl #R Bt . AR = MINAELNIRE) b, Tr S

AR RAEFESFARETH (15BGL019) | il SRE3 4T H (2014BGLO04 ) A1 G MHTTRHE 2951 H 4% 18
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S50tk EasOkE S, HEsh T E . B SO BRI SAET (A5 ERRIR D,
2014 ) o RLLETM S T AFTE S B & P sl B R R, 2@ Al
T BT S 2 00 M % BE (Cui Al Wu, 2017; Scaringella et al., 2017; 5 SCHS R4 4
T, 2013) .

SRITE S R B, % P 2 53 A S 3 FHBOR B A B R S0 (Cui F
Wu, 2017; SREIHIMEE, 2013) o F 2505 RELE S S b) 0 FF & B Bost g
HERIEIR % P TR P2 g Ar . I, & e ml DOl 32 fEphRe i HHA IR R , 4
=S S5k 580 . MEF G EEER . HE0iahin . BERER . ZrmiF. &5
Vo PE 5 oK 05 D B A R BB, XA T Mk i) SR B A 3%, 1 HLle
AT Aol i N EREE JT o MAEAS R I N ANEREREE T, AN (5] 9 i sl ok 3% 645 5L ) 52 B 2 A
—HFERY, AR X S R R TN . B, U AR TR DR R A AR e B R 4% i
FRPER, #rEa BT ESTER P S 5N AR R, H 55— 5 A2 P Al
TR0 W4T FUF & P A BARM 45 E R, X APPSO IELFAH . ( Fang et
al., 2008) . SRMAEBA SCERY, X% P 2 5500 O BOR BT SR Bt AR AT IR AN 47
FIWFFEAXT D, [EI, % AT ST A R T Al SE TR B ) R

ST, Al A SEUERE I 7 v T2 A i) SN EREA B AN FREE . BINE
SREIAE A AR A IR AR T AR S, SRR S 5 Al B R SR 1R
HALH, SEiEMH R E R P 5k Bl 2 ) 28 R, LU SEIE A2 2F 4ok B AR Q8 i 50
RIS & e, DUHARF i Il R B S8 i & 42 .

=. XEEESHERIX

(—) &P AL Fet]#4rak

F IS5 RF WA, EIEEE SRS I A FE DL A A i B, & R
SRR Y IR N E B AH TSN (Fang et al., 2008) . &1 &S5 7% Pl A
X HARB R NAT R, S PFERE M S LA AR T B S5 e e, HLR R B R
WL R RS HFEOBEAN . VB SEARN — A BBy, &AL
l) B B 28 T LA A | A5 RN Ak 5k i 2, X AE — 2 RE B R TF At
PRGN . e, 7EHARBUHIA TR, #77 Shi — 2 i & v DL & ok
PRAlE, MR & O P2 SR R T FE TR oK, (R B BB ARSI b I 2 & 7 B IR S TR
= SR B A B O (B B KRR FE MK ol . W R B P 2 5 O0E R S & T H ) Rk
WRMGBEARIHER, #Emie S8 (Mishra Fl Shah, 2009) , W&
1253 e AR AT Z R B30 (Carbonell et al., 2009 ) , &L 4EM
(Feng et al, 2010 ) , AR DL 2 14 5 Al 6 72 it ) S0 S R 22 A5 7 TG S e pl 3
i H A w] DL 25 4 T Al A8 PRI R il 55 % 0 T R e 3

YA e, HORFIT ARG H RERQBIN LR, THRE TR,
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P2 1T 37 B R ot ol B B R B B . SR E & P IS Bl LI Bk 1 i s
PTIAHALS L P BT e AR AL . % P S 5 AR A BT B AR il — N5 B AR
R SRR Al A 5 TH AR FRREAZ 40 58 Al BT S A FOR IR R, M
BT B A BT REE s 2 P B0 S et o] DO Al SR AR AR B0 S8, il Ik B4R
Th AR A B ML T H SR AN P 2 18] AR N 28 B F X5 A B b R O 3 [
fRULE T . AR AR M, SCIEFR B R K25 A ST & T B ST
FRFE, PEMH SR T4 0032 FF ( Fang et al., 2008; Mishra I Shah, 2009 ) . #H
YT E , &

Z: E ] LA Al 5e 4

iy, Bk ITE R At

TGN T D "

B R GE H 55 5 J7 e

( Feng et al., 2010) . ]
. %05 5 R are " s
B BT AR T B EisiERE

ARAFETR, TR (WKL) .

Hl: B A 5500 H R H 5 A2 F EM X

(=) &8I 69FAER

BREFPZH5EM T ORI N EENEFZ 0TS, HEFRHES M
JEARNRE S % P mnR, RIS A L B S A I . w] TR H B PR,
XA T A0l B S 0RE ST, Feal R ASEE ST . B ASEE 1A RT LU B Aol 3R BGE Sl
P, HoadgRr . SRR G EE B AR AR B R T b L Ak T AR b
W ER, WAL IR DL S N AN EAE DA TR S (R R EOREEARE )« MEIf
HAMEBES (Teece, 2007 ) o BNSEE 798 P B A& —Fh Ak vl AN | BB L2 1O BE
1, WRTDUE AR A ARE . B EAERE U AR R ENRE S, EEOER: LIE
N H 25 A A T SRR A IR R SE e B H Y, Ak ol DL i ) H B B e i %
JRFF 2% F EAHAZORE S (Elsenhardt il Martin, 2000; H#4s 2013 ) . shA6E
JroR ) AR A SR W& M, 53X T, TEAMIIREG & A A8 A i 52 v B
MR, FF HAEW R AT R B bR m T, S8R i 4 U7 AR 55, Sl
MAEEE AL B 53, m B R S 4 0t T8 (XINIEE, 2017) o

FESFEARBIRIN A, Al AT R 0 £ i A & A2 B A 55 A ER I 2% 58 EE ) 52
W, Jf HOXFpom B 2 it — g A RE DR MR E . ML E MR, K/
Z50REME, ERTERENE PRI 52 2R, [ o] DL 24 F 4]
AW EE, IRy R, RSP EACH B S IHA MR T, BRI
BN RE ST . BB IR 2268 1 LU G AG J)M BE J1 (Lin et al., 2014) o 440k
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XoF (0 AR IR K A i AR I, R B A R, 5% i R I ) R £ (TR OR
Pl O 1B 4% K R IR O IC B 538 5, (A5 Ak B A 10 % 105 5 00 TR RE 08 2 o oy A B 55 1)
ASARAY, B LGS A0 T 0 S SR . iy H B B B S A2 BB AR IR sg i, [
I 2 AR 8 S H T B0 0 A0 2 A B L s Y B AR RE 0l Al 7E 2 T ANR B R
FOE, )R e S E R, B R AR R, Al A2,
AL RT LU 5 26 ;2 @ Nn I SCIRAN IR &R, A Al 2R 0945 B9 IR EE Nz i
FHCE S R &, A5 LM R ML S 05 B AL . Fi, 5% P2
W R, —J7H T LA 3 8 2 B R 55 R IZ 38,y — J7 1H AT LA A lk 2
A 5RBGH AR LS, 3 Al o5 B 5 R A . IR AR, K AR B A
e (RS, 2013) o Wik, P2 58F 7ML T,
WORFIF R A S0, e33R 2R (WEL) .

H2: b 3) &) P AT &P 55 Ao ds L BRI G889 X &R o

(=) IR F Z bR 4F R

FEME R AR TE ] — 72l 2 N I il BB 23 32 B 52 e ) BRBE R 6 ( Tan Fl Litsschert,
1994; Xue et al., 2012 ) . &ML IR — D E L4, 20 0 A& r5 Ik S R
K ZH 2R . SmtE IR FEEE (Lin et al., 2016 ) . W%, BEIRBFILIAES
BB ES, kb ERERE L, SRR, llflE Eikg R m
MEEWE . SR, S5 IR R E AR R RRET ML RENS ST A b T AR S
{58, M RE R B M I A AT 100472k, A R T i L B A 1 SRS

AR ;2 5] DU Al 3R BUCS 22 (0 R ROR BT A 52 0 5GBS B, K A
s FEOR K R G R, WHWA % o F & R R R T EmE R, H
FEREL I R PERE I TS B AR L RN LS IER A EE, PSR
ZRPEE AL O B 2 B SE S . B AR I VR IR L R L X I BB R 1A A Al e A IR
PR QUFT N, AR R AL S R O 5 . A RIAE A R SE R R T R, e
Pl 2 19 A~ 6 o P G AE QBT SO S RE AT AR IR AN . M AR, AR i, IF
RES RN KRG BOF R IR P B AR & a3y, Al BT GE M B B . AR 19 37 SR s
R A B, PRl R E S, % S 0 Al 3l I EE TR H AR SR
RS AE AR N, Bt T A B B3 (WL ) -
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H i 3 [ ) 3 A 0F TG P2l RN 45 4 R R, ok T AR DL AR AR ) S TE AR L AR
BRE DB B & e ASE X RIS, A 2R b X T ] A 72 e e TR B DX, 0 o e M e 2% 4
B IR 2 — o PRI H AR 52 46 A i DX o) 32 £ ol i) ) 3 A ks ) B S 3 S

EIER KR B2 0], AR E LT T — RN EEA ST R, LU E ik
LRI B S 2 W) &, [ B ok ) S B H R R R AE 4L . i KA T Y
W, AR IRE]— LR R X AT R AN A ] T AT FAS ] 45 R BT KT ) A
A o 7 S 4 2 [ | < 0 TG A e 1 1475 = e w2 N i ¢ 1 B | A o /A
HEEA A M /AN, AT R 2 e 20 W)

EVTH I B A5 T 2 ) 5 BT iR I, 2% [ Podsakoff % (2003)
B 5 R T RE 0 2 6] 5 2% ( common method bias ) o b4 & & 2 A T
A B ERT, Bi 1k Bl R DI (1Y) 1 A D Vs A AL A R T I e
i) 4 43 AN R W P 4y, BORE — R A WAL IRE . B A SE e — 4.
WAL & T 400 £y, BICE R B2690, ARG IR KH67.3% ., Hf1176
Byl R RE A, s BN E65.4% ; 224y M A EAA BB, 5 R SR
8.2%; TUm I AAMNE AL, 5 E%1026.4% .

(=) ZE0smhn =

AR TR A linkert B FoRM B HHZE (BRENZZLS) , HEDIA
SCHRIF 2R B Y B O BE A, AR SEBRAE Ol S M s, Rt B E Zhang L
(2010) BYbRUEFRT, DL ORIE ) 35 09 (5 BRIV . D HERR [ J5 7 200 s2m , AF
%k Harman's single—factor /7 ik #4745, 5 — I F MR AR T 50% , A HERR
TEET 20T, HARAS S0 I

BIFTSBR . A BIWEIT R, — B E AR G A B0 1A 4 B 5 AT 6187 57
250, I ) A A R T I R B A IS R A Y R R SR B BT BT AR
Al B 7 DL BT 0 45 SR —— R S o AR B AR B, BRGSO R R R Ak ¥ &
Ol e 1 T R, BDHr e as . B RE . R AU R SR B0 . EHRIE L,
AW Bk Z% T Lin 55 (2016) MJ7ik, AR H = MIF L5 H « # % R B G
H FHr 3 AR & 20 H 344 Bk EE ok () A1 B 4388 . %A ) Cronbach's o REUEH
70.90 (>0.75) .

EP25, BR¥EENMHE PS50 AE AR, HEEARLLHEE “Frs
HaBBEE PN (. iR GR%) 7 EAEEL. AMRSFHEHEE
(2010) 7k, INFRHES (25N G B 02U R GEFT A bR 5344
HePEX K P S 5B EPEATIEE . %78 B Cronbach's o REE 40.87 (>0.75) .

MBBE S, BIBRE N R YT kA AL, A Al R HL RS 00 g R, DL
Bt Aol 0 IR R A T8 A5 W RE 7o Ay [R] e B e A Ml 6 #0350 BR 45 A5 4k i) ORI B RE Y
Al RS % Wilden Fl Gudergan (2015) HJ7i%, MALEHER (Sensing )
M ZUE) (Reconfiguring ) 24 (L1248 ) M B L A BhASRE 1. %A &
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Y Cronbach's o REL{E 40.88 (>0.75) .

WIEE etk . IRIRE Ak 20 0 % P2 AN B R S AE N . R RE R, A
T A A X FMREME, SR T Tan Ml Litsschert (1994 ) SCH )&, E T 554
BN HOR D WE . &% S RIEBRSESA T E . ZAE RN
Cronbach's o 2EUE }0.91 (>0.75) .

EHAR, HRIEM RO SEME, HREER 7 —RANOFRFESE: (1)
FrlgAmlk (DT AR o-148 & ) |, O T EMKE . FigURE . KRR,
WEACE R . A T BhlE . @R5dEER . PSS . BT 25 DL R HAl 104
ok ZEnl;  (2) B (Al BFF= MR 51 T 5 (3) Mkl gt (Al iy i
el as . ROERIGFINE ) 5 (4) AFER (ki i) 5 (5) 2REA
R (0-17488) ; (6) &@mIMEEKR (0-1485) .

AR B UEE R T 43 AT (CFA) 19 J7 1 R A B W SO . CFABL IR 4815 48 4K
Chi-square=1100.81, xz/df=2.88, RMSEA=0.082, CFI=0.914, GFI=0.897,
SRMR=0.033, F/aRANE5AL & H I ERABFREGHE.

M. EERH

RAE LA BN RS T (WESRHEZE ) Lk Pearson #EHE RETLLE T
Pearsont & RE M A X HE R /N T 0.7, o] DIFEARHERR 2 S LR W 22, [ I &
P25 ST AU ST 2 M AR RO 3 W AH PR, w00 e AT Tl i 4 o6
RAGER ., X2 EmILL M m B, RCRH T ZEIKE T (VIF) #Efrfes, SR
HAS B VIF B KT ATF10, o] dE—5HERR 2 8 24 Mm@ T3 .

K1 #FWREFKIT R Pearson tHXREFE
¥ AFEE o 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Bl AL 423 154 090 1
BpEpAYE 531 113 087 29% 1

1
2
3 HAER 513  1.08 0.88 .37%k 45 1

4 A ZeM 436 1.03 091 .22% 10 .19%¢ 1
5 _

6

7

8

A g 460  1.35 A3%x 28%k 3166 190k .06 1

A HAEE 317 0.84 - 250 03 .05 .08 14% 26%F 1

A # 16.04 21.35 - 14 -04 02 10 .04 .05 25% 1

B F4s8k 0.08  0.28 - =06 -14% -8 02 22 08 .09 .08 1
9 ShFAEM 026 0.44 - .06 .02 -04 .04 -11 .01 .06 .27%k -18**

** p < .01 level; * p < .05 level

AR R % T M 1] VA LU K Fhootstrap 5 BB A L 4 5 00 v A B R Bk A7 1
AT . EAELLEIH ST N AR &, B A A BRRERAR S (kg e, i
M AERS | B R s AN BRI AR B ) MON R AR AR B2 (B ) L 2T
Ko BPZHHMLBIFHSAEZFEMAE (b =0.268, p<.01) , FEEMIESE (b
=0.389, p < .001) FIMEL (b = 0.292, p < .05) IEIH AL A Pragis., L
AN ZE R FIAE P 2 5 IE e 3E O B AR B S0, B8 3] 5%IE .
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F2 MEARHER

A A2 A3 A A5
K HEHk K B # 4R 3% B # 4k 3%
ERERL 0.268%* 0.617%%* 0.068* 0.069* 0.069*
HERES 0.325%*x* 0.200%%* 0.141 %%
RIE A L 0.04 5% 0.016%*
NSRRI A Aok -0.085%*
4 b b 25 (.38 0.096%* 0.346%* 0.33 5%k 0.324%%*
4> b AR 0.292%% 0.004 0.264%* 0.260%* 0.257%*
4> b 5 # 0.006 0.003 0.005 0.005 0.004
TIER 0.030 -0.277 0.028 -0.081 -0.121
SR 0.014 -0.171 0.013 -0.002 -0.012
7k e Ee e EE EE
R’=0.289 R=0.511 R’=0.303 R=0.311 R’=0.341
F=6.218 F=18.921 F=7.342 F=7.526 F=7.653
p»=0.000 p»=0.000 p»=0.000 p»=0.000 p=0.000

¥ p <.001 level; ** p < .01 level; * p < .05 level

KB E S RE IS QBT AVE N , B R AR 2, R ARRE A B AR
Tle . 25 R ERHE PS5BS BEFEMHR (b=0.617, p<0.001) , KHIIE
HEFZ5HATHRDBRDNEET . Ak —PRENER TN E P S 5Pm e
AR BB a2 ) AN, W BRENE B AR AR, 8 S8 AE b A
A, MNP 2 5 HEE SR 2 18] 5 R 0 9 B A L 35 R EE # I B (5=0.068,
p<0.05) , MEIEE N SAF B X RIEF BE (5=0.045, p<0.001) , KL
RENWTREGEAE R NEN . #E— R E Fbootstrap P53 ( Hayes, 2013 ) , 15
A VE AL B Sobel 58 i+ 8 2=2.948, p=0.003<0.01, K243 Hr, R3)
BRI N TE PS5BS KR .

MR RS R E A, R A R R B AR RN el A
MEAI 20k, PRI E Ak S A A S B E EA R (b=0.016,
p<0.001) , HABAE BN R RFEAL, H#FE—PEIERL AN, ERASPETIA
B RE T3 A FE M IR B AP 0 ot b S B AE I, 25 SR R PRl PR R A AR M A Y
TEPZ5MEN G R R (8 X EEb=-0.085, p<0.05) ., FHF—F K
HFEFbootstrap g AT 1) A EIKE 50 ( Hayes, 2013 ) , AT 09 A8 il ~7
W EREE A A4 B (5=0.015, S.E.=0.040, 95%C.1.=0.083 — -0.083) . H1 (b=-
0.067, S.E.=0.032, 95%C.1.=-0.130 - -0.016) . & (b=-0.019, S.E.=0.009,
95%C.1.=—0.226 — -0.047 ) B, XFPEREBEE, KRR35 7 5L

E. £S5 RKRE

W& SR K& SR 5 2 07 A BRAL BERE R i, Aol B 4L 80 3185 H i sh L M R fk,
PR 3T UL S M H RGN, T AR B T K e sk A R Al 3 AR A Y T R
o MM EENFIGRAHRE, FraEML SRR O E SN fe. BE
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PN AT AR A Al SEBUT AR B R BT B BARIRZ 2 H B E P2 5 IR
S Al AR, SR X A e ) VR B AR RO SR AR IR R AEAE — E AT E R . i TR
BIE 2 53 AL QU HT SO R TR0, A ST AE R 269 2 il 3l Al 1) 2 3 A
HlErRal b, SR ERE—F P25 SN POALIRET R B A QTSR
WK R BEAT 7 SEIES AT o FET BT B P R AT, SRR B P S 5 IR
Ak B AR QTS T H AR 8 3 ZREE S AR A B AR RT, ARk 3R 8
SN N G 1) T 1 X b AR

ERIE b, AREE S NANRESR, $TIF 7 & 5l @2 mC R B4
AR T HARRZEAE, QO B & b it 7R ST B0Ed . 2R S R R A RNR
XAl B QT B, HR AL R L TE R B RURZS 6], SNARAE SR HETT 1) . 7
H SRR . BORK R . Z P i MR T R A5 B o485 5] 7 %
S I T5 1, Al QU 2R RAT TR Ty, TR AR QT B W A T ) B RS T E
A P FEAR, AT REARES: , a0 55 % PRI 5K, M BEas M vEr) @8, Hish
DTSSR PRI . RCE . REEEA, LIRS b R BT E T4

TESERER b, AR SCES I B Aol R % 22 51977 SORME S B8 . Bl . AETF &8
PR, B RN, RSB BOE R 2 5k, BER 3 SR
PR SRR PRI T S W, Rk B B eEhZRRE ST, WS R A
b 55 % p 2 1) B RN 9D 38 R 5iR A Al P R R AL ) A R R i, A RSOR R A % P
AR MEIR, RABGHSTH . B, EAaRER P S S5NENTGER T &
W8 SR ZRRE S . (ERTHE b, AR B aT LU i 2 20 W PR 45 A8 A0 64 Aol 9 T )
RSB FERLAE b, Al S EIR 55 B SR RT LIGHE G AR BORSE B FESEE b, a2
HREN W SR T LUE S iR S EAYRE SR SEBL; EIRAE L, DT N 5 Ry 5
TREST B HE 5%

WA SCH MR AL SR E , E5E, A SCH)S0IE B i R B m &, A ia 64
IS} 8] A 5T AT LR AR SR 2 e S I T SRR BEdE . LR, BRSO SO K = XY
il Al o DX AR R e 38 ) BB BOE AN R IO R ER R, ek 2 B S
BOBLHT, AROREE T 8 2 M X E) W50 ol DL DINIE SEAR SCA e i) 3% 1k . fea, RORFEET
L B 50 T LR AR S W ) 2 D0 07 i A e
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Customer Participation, Dynamic Capacity, and Corporate Innovation
Performance: A Moderated Mediation Examination
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Abstract: As an important source of innovation, customers play an increasingly important role in the process
of corporate innovation. Bringing customers into the innovation process is the key path for a firm to embrace
open innovation. Base on the exiting literature, this paper developed a framework which involved customer
participation, dynamic capacity, industrial environment, and corporate innovation performance. Using a survey
of 269 manufacturing enterprises, the results of a moderated mediation analysis showed that: (1) the higher
degree of customer participation led to better innovation performance; (2) dynamic capacity mediates the
relationship between customer participation and corporate innovation performance; (3) industrial complexity
negatively moderated the mediation effects of dynamic capacity, i.e., when the complexity was higher, the
influence of customer participation on corporate innovation performance through was dynamic capacity weaker.
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