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Abstract
Virtual team has recently become the

organization's basic work units, while knowledge
sharing is among the members to grow and learn
with one important factor in know ledge creation.
Therefore, how to effectively use the resources of
social capital to facilitate the operation of the
team to achieve the effect of knowledge sharing
will become an important issue in virtual teams.
On the other hand, recent studies have also
pointed out that social capital include interaction,
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trust, shared values among the virtual team, and
the team's operation and performance of a close
relationship This study aims to establish a model
presents social capital within the virtual teams
and know ledge sharing relationships, and to
illustrate the effect of the relationship between
team performance. The model of this study
clearly shows that social capital, know ledge
sharing and team performance, the relationship
between these three may be given out to improve
the performance of the virtual team leader, social
capital and knowledge sharing through the
relationship to promote team performance, as the
promotion of team performance of the important
reference materials.
Keywords: Virtual Social
Knowledge sharing

team, capital,

1.5 2

E PRI RRSOD FEH 0 NERE R
IS s AT i
o IR i B TR
HUAET o pEYE
LU L EE T S NS ]
(Virtual Teams) -

ﬁ%;ilﬁlr%r’i’@.&i@]%&«’ A B2 o B

W mEEG LA S T FREeRARE K

BILEPLR L2 FEE - LBAAFR o
7 B e & e = i 73 (Lipnack & Stamps,

B enie e KR TR 2
o BIR IR enyr

g7 N e S a8 s


mailto:allanliu@cyut.edu.tw�

1999) -

e A d Y R B PR BFER 2 B
TR R eZEE D AR R (Ao D)7 dog ¥
G ken®g o FHE T AL ARG

AOERBEBGFAESAT G R ¥ A
BB 2He o) PR T o gt LR LR PR R
ﬁﬁ’ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁiﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%
B {ERT A Rk F T o

B BB R FRBY b ¥ S

R Tﬁll‘ﬂ\ Sk € AK€ R B A
FITE e vt % .% EEL BER
2 5 B 1% ensg 33 % (Chiu et al., 2006;
Schenkel & Garrison, 2009; Wasko, 2005) - e &_
B BB AR > % 5 A NFEALE T A
BRI SE Mh o M EALE T AE TR
2 B %o

4 Chiu (2006) % ¥
S BN L R € 1 i}b&-ﬁ%;; 5 )rik ¢ 32

IR o IR B

)

WA E

‘?‘“
*mk“
f.m—
ﬁ‘—
oy
)
NS
=
G
-

TR F A B Ay OB R s
R T R Y N
AR R Y R ERE R & % B
ﬁ;i%a%ﬁij&@éﬁéﬁﬂ R =
et g FAELE: 407 o
Schenkel 4= Garrison (2009)~ & ¥| 7 A

BB é,ﬁgpimﬁmwﬁﬁﬁﬂ‘ﬂ
ol ) § B PIRRBI G o A B
B o T B RET ARG T AT RIEOY
P A § 4R A F e J Schenkel (2009)
fe Chiu (2006) % & & b g m > AL § T & 1%

A ] s P

B o
E;_1+l\§'1‘!:,'—‘ff"1 F]me]a.%?l“'? 0

A g?‘ R R

B » o 3 kRS AR {7 LD

A LM Aok A

#i@ﬁwﬁ’ﬂﬂéiﬁiﬁ%ﬁﬁ
ho b g BT B R Frien@ifeiE =
P R E @ rp 5 s (Schenkel & Garrison,

2009) -

R
.,
]

B kAT R TS B AL
1 mEBGEY A€ T A B R ais
2?
2 BABMEC o EA S Lo § 55 W
Fj 4 »2?

2.é§%4§5'=‘f}

AE R P Eem g 0 REFR AT P
B ehe RRIZGE o f ARTImERBIFRE 2 £ &
R FTARGZFYL « % Z31%h
BB AR 3 2 AP Y o BRI B
R G chg oo T 4FHAR M 2 pr 238 b 3 o
ISR RS < (E

'éw7

me-m\

1 & @ (Mrtual team)

T R B 0 R LT & Ldpd 7
Pff‘«é P L e ah i’riﬁ frima s BfR BT oA
FlamRELZFEFR > 006 e o0 2L
K S BFEA cniEiee 7 UEE T AR
BT REA RS > RS BT O ESARPEE T
TR Evf,ml‘;r. ——PE;{G\EL%‘*«?{:.% Hix
#+(Lipnack & Stamps, 1999) -

dONE DB E R L T A
- ROTUEBE TR NRDTR S X AP
fr o Lipnack = Stamps (1997)45 ! #5& B Fj #7
Fpen A Kk p 2 RN A |0 B T A
P i&m 2= 2 Bff o Jarvenpaa f- Leidner
(1998) ] % & m # B} 2 5 7 F— Eix o ¥4
o B oo e - BRROBEG FP R
iF = pF Ak f2 47 - Prasad = Akhilesh (2002) z_
Brrhud2df o SEd-NkIR B
e mﬁﬂmﬂkbﬁﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬁ°

Fe LB CEEHRRBFOTE ¥

v*;‘Fr'__
TOREAR A A G U AR 0 AR K A A



oo MY RGHR R O B LR
Jarvenpaa v Leidner (1998)s 2 & > Ji 4% B Ff
P2 - E7% B4t pmd f o

BB o P fRaE S LR

&G
-

iy e

€ ¥ % (Social capital)
¢ ? *ePE A B 5 4 Bourdieu (1977)42
=S Rl e
~5’57‘f‘"?€% v B AL § AR REELAT
TR AR g A R A B B T
Py kg M R AL TAPED > &
Fob hered > foladr > o FE AR ER A
#Fﬁmvgﬁa»,lz%n T R EE 0 R FIA
A BTN R Ea BB A S
P avk g FTARE o
A€ FAG ¥ 5 72 Bk s 0 Nahapiet
(1998) % (Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998; Tsai &
Ghoshal, 1998) st 553 4 77 7 » #Ak € 7~ -
RN NTE > B T AL S 2 B
1. % HH5 (structural dimension)
SR € TA o R A FE oy M4

At
At
5 4 e

¢

- Bourdieu 32 5 2 i

Of 2o %
0o s F:or-r -

PR TR o iR T 0L A8 L
iﬁ,;?uiﬁﬁﬁ£$i?’A${ﬁ%
20 B IR o

\v_t

rﬁ.ap.a&;g@ A ﬁxa‘sﬂmz&*\#’ui s
)’I-"u{fﬁﬁ E’v’?iiﬁ*iﬁ Fo R o B2 B g
IpE A BHGoFIMGIG - B
e R DR EF RN E
P FARAeT R > 4ok - BB R 53 fo3F § By

Pt aE 2 B 0 et 2 B R AE
22H B o TR B T P i e~ 17 r.;fﬁ’;i‘;‘%‘fr?
B kS B R
2. AT (cognitive dimension)

Ap A RGEHH B R B X iy
o R R G LA N NF R H R
% o ek e o 5 (shared narratives) ~ 3 ,ﬁ .

RATHE G T OGRS 0 X Y TR
:is@%m%kﬁ%aﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁwgﬁmé

Rack £ heamis 5 BAEESR &
PR G RIE o L AR B
AR - IR F]PL T R AR R
FHE LG e
,__F,ufr"fﬁ_m LA
L€ A PR ER BT ik
e gg.(shared values)&_* if* Atz ~ /R % R 4%
TP £ & _'rhérp“gél LA 1) N
R R B L3 g AP E B 2
TR A R %)ﬁﬂ&iﬁmﬁﬁT“Q
ERRT IS NAT U PG AREE s AT
B-7% (Mental Model) » 3t R4 enE £ 4§ @
BLE [ 6 AR YRS
3. B &g % (relational dimesion)
ﬁﬁﬁ{%WFd—&%ﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ
WAEER k- BB AN G SRBRAEY
i;, E_A AR ETAM o Aol E'fri
o KA EL o
1295 Nahapiet % ¥ + (Nahapiet & Ghoshal,
1998; Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998)m§,i;% URENE -
AL ¢ T AN i hA & FlE - £iF (Trust)
”LF#F] PEAP T PR BE TS R
BT D F s LR I E ki u%’ﬁ
iy 4 e %ﬁ CEEC AL R e RS ZE
FRAEGER HWER m'z#xé'”“rsé;aﬂ—i%m
h'GAXE o
m B TIRE Y 0 A g T APPRAR > @ d § 0
- B ORERIE RE R R 0 - O EBER
oA P2 B e T Ee B T B A AR
%%—iﬁﬁﬁ?ﬂ’fﬁ&WEwﬁﬁﬂﬁ
B T AR L (Rl R EaE 2 AT Bl
L
ek N iv)]?- LT F R E A g
AEITRL R R MG F S _fm‘ig TAV
-

. r 2 b ~
2_ g

N frf"Js.A,

HIRE L e S

R O R S g 20
e s g o B E H“E%ﬂﬁ%~&@
R AR ERSAEE T UL (SR
e BB

Pl

S



2.3 4 % (Knowledge sharing)
A - BRAT R kDT IR
i g HHI ML FAE > T2 #ﬂﬁﬁ"?é*;

i & £ e 7R (Alavi & Leidner,

5 % i
v P

Nonaka(1994)ﬁ 2w iR g 3 o SECI

50 BAargplidanfe /oo d B A RS

B —\A:}ﬂ:,ﬁ’,x_ ii’a‘*"é] =T s 1 R1g ATenE

He v Pt 3 & 4o #7if ¢
At g 1t (socialization) : d o RE A 4 A p
A c BEEHRE S 0 Al R
s AR ~ E e chdkar B g o B
ERrEaaa 2 anrigsk o d H I - B
£ o A A S Y ;m{—‘_,—
3 REP TR P @ THALE
FIE AR o

2. b iv(externalization) @ d P RE FrEhgd de A0 vk

AR o dp T NBET R KD
W REW DA E N PRI o o A
W R E A s il dr o AT
IE AR o

3. & (combination): d ¢b B Rk o b Eg
TR ERAR > RN R T ek B A

Sd R EE (AL ERTE A
REE AR o do B 4 X EF H

gk m A

4 Frencth iR

Wy iz s wd 2 AR 2 E

ORI S e iAo 2§ - B RS s e
4, it (internalization) © -7 &g kg 5 po'E

AERAR 0 B Y 2 iE AR B A

{1 j:‘az&:}’& it f'rfht‘ » BB A Nl: = o

°%§i%éﬁ%%%ﬁﬂévm@

o TEP L HREAE o
SECI s BHN 2 F g 5 4pena 3 0%
ML L R e L
(R

Bl A o AL Tl
=B e EBRATE HA O AT § 7 ¥nE

AFEFALE L~ S EEp aE e o

24 Mg 2c(Team performance)
B 15 g 24— BRI EE G EFEKF
Pieen- BERpiR "~ A4 :".J_ﬁll%?ué‘ [E2
PP AR AER o B FRaE (TP > § kend T
B F AT R
R R
AL B s % iptk % & (Barrick et al.,
1998) o fiEZixE > d 0 VS BB S R & H
FRAR S B 4 3 ELen>] % (Stewart & Barrick,
2000) 5 & &A% - & L B iRe=E > Blde B
i = 2. % = & (Prasad, 2002). ; A i & § %
Pl @ 35 & 1%7% £ & (LePine et al., 2000) & -
HiE P IR IR AT LR e B
Freniois 3 F A A LRI AL E T A
' et i EERLE RS 0 fdr
WA R B o Aok RS2 B IF S
FAoOREHRICHEL R R A EDRE

v AR E AR

2 [ERNE
ik €

EX
3B R GERE A K2
dod Bt 2 F’a‘}).}a TE~ 2P EREET D
EUEAE T A BN B

Ejar WA 8+ £ FE Y

TR e

3.7 o R
gt L e RN B 2L R

B2 % 0 AP TR T AT A R
*®
al # &4k
61 [ :
151
% i 4R a1
a2 .
\ J b 1t s
——, c2
is f£
b 22
~
3 & da
o
EJOEEiE ) .
a4

~— Loy
ca ™ ik

B 1% 3
L SHfe & ams 3
I‘#f#f#ri tend PRPEA Y fopkt B
AR € 0 e PR ¢ BB



“7 & 4 i & (Nahapiet & Ghoshal, 1998) % 4

Bgghamiz, S A2 F S8 ¥R
4N BRI PlATE AR (T L RAREE B
A4 o F BB R 2 B aFEnd o

FHAERE s IRt 2 B FRS i fos R §F
Boox GRS SRS R A ah g 0 Fl
B A PEY Sk o
~ﬂ% ﬁ mWHi&&ﬂuﬁﬁo

HAE TR RS kF o F Rl (R
i?wﬁﬁ %?H&£@%$ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁi
75 ST APTIED LT B o

A F -

Bk all B R
LR BTN
Bk a2t B R

ek L f—?{; °

B2k a3: zJ..f#,Ep‘:m #5_4

e s iTh o

Bk adt B R

l;’ﬁ]]\ it f‘?f;, °

PO R A B A %
PO R A B AT %
PO R A B AT %
PO R A B A %
2. B Tiffo Hama 3

BTG P AR B E G A
#]E e & > 2 Nahapiet and Ghoshal(1998)-~

i e B YL E AN e DAH D
i m%@’%W%{$¥%4@%‘ﬁ’

T

Nonaka(1994) A BB e sz S
LHT e plig Do IR B LY £ & 0T

Z o+ R &%ﬁh)i%dﬁlfﬂﬁ A G E
FRB G ERE S SR KRR p o ArEs

FREH R ARGy g
10 F B R B A B b SR e 3
75 0 Flpt i AR T BIK S kR

B € T AM GG k0 b EeAAR
B M LRGERfR A hAae 307 5
TALE AT R
B b1t B G M B4 IRGR AR oA &

N BTN

y B
I =

Bk D20 BE Chdf g Mg et iGE S | s 3
gtk LT 5 o
B3k b3t B Mo Mg BT IELE S | v B
e g T e
B3k DAt BE fhd g Mg eatiGE S | s 3

N i F L e

3. Ariie grAEA 3

AR T BenfEs A 2 R i
50 2 A En haE 2 and & A (Sitkin &
Roth, 1993; Tsai & Ghoshal, 1998) > £ % % &
TEP - PER TG HEGEA T 0 £ 3
B A R ﬁ*@mgﬂm&¢’$ﬁ
€ Fls =3 Epe —»:mi‘%@]l‘i’ﬁ%@“‘#
kmﬁmo¢ﬁ+ BB Fed
SR LR E %’$ﬁ%{hg¥mbi
AT L PmE SR G R AR A

BB s R 5 5 0 Rtk 4B

EH;Z fF;ir/{"a u,‘ﬁé}‘zﬂ_ °

A g T AR RF o o E P ERAR
50 BT BB R haE s B 7 5 0 4T
AR T AR E DT ORK e

B3k cli snavii o #-g
gL E LTS e

B3k c2: F,ufr’fﬁm 5
Gtk E Y

B3k €3 F,ufr’fﬁm 7
e s FhE e
[EEEviER i S

Ap b T e

Bt iR A | A
B iR A | A
B iR A | A

BAASIEGE S R AR 3

4, FEA 3 R
BBFET s R TR AR Y 0 €

& B = B B chk i Fes(team common
knowledge) > i BFf= B { 4v e AR A e
BeE o, U e gy BB AR g TR

B 2
TR 0 T o doP gl A Es

I



2R LR B £ 53
(Nonaka & Takeuchi, 1995) - = A # %2
@Imﬁ-" Fodu LR LEhioss d
v R A B b auE s Pt R4 e
va P i AP R B R A B A
BB m P o rﬂt“ia% 4BFY
Bk A4 MR o
F AR R K OB e B i
LE ARG P BIReng sk g AR 0 T
AT E D T EK e

[ ”ﬁg [ E@, I~
%*@%;&l

Bk dl: & f A E b g (7 5 g e
B Fj oz

Bk d2: % R A E et (b (7 5 g e
P 4 »c o

Bk d3: % B ArmA R eni g 7L M6 RAEE
PR 5% o

Bk 04t A f ArEiA R enp b (R L g ue E]
Ff 4 o

AP RIERFS
41 P HERETHIIE

AT 2R P B R

i 4% @) Py ¢

&€?~\wﬂ¢@ B F5 4 pcz 4p B LA
I 74\&’—’-*1 2y P TR S REE
Wiiﬁ’ WA AT G 2

ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ&éﬁﬁw’ﬁlawiﬁ’*
FOERLIT) B~ F (= F0) CAHEE
BA(T BN d i F 2 ARt ed
P ERERT F o BRI AR RS A
PERGA R ARBRAT AR TR
EAE o B AT m R B R E DR 24P e
N
EEFHEOCE > T AER RS SRR
B FM R A8 5 sk oz SPSS st
PR G A1T L5 B R MR TEISA T
42 R k%

AR 7 EE Wiki 5
SLBNH W TR

PR E e AR IR o R X

Tt oo A L Wiki
Behph b o AP g B e

I ~ S i

B0 Wki e T2k
,"‘ E'é—s"]ﬁ“‘ ﬁ

£ ¥ (Collaborative) | =3k 5
B s e o

d 3 Wiki k seendd i > 28T 7 i Wk
8 BLE ARG AP TR & SRR Tk
B TP ME 3 WK B Rk B
fed o EZ TR R 0 R B
PHBRBME - A2 2t iv ¥ I8
FrenfiE o

AR R B F AR 297 0 AR
B BB R AT
1 M BRNAGELAFRT L e & 2|

EA R L 464 0 mEF 65 BEEEETE
L] ARG Al A feB] 2 KT
£ Eag

2. AP RERTZTERT BEET R

AR ARHE 4 A A hE TR B R
R E RS- B M E AR B
?ﬁ o

3 ¥ ERE e REEG T B
P B34 adr WK 2 e s id
i ?lg R B2 A RTT Tifaﬁiﬁ.f‘.a;&ﬁ;q‘-‘i )y T
&% Fieitdh e 2 #kE o

4, FERBLE 0 BLFREE > Tw gl
¥ BRI FER .

Y ")
1 2
CEE A « BAT AT A5
4 o AE

N y
4 3
NLE S kS

W 29 %%

43 B X &3
AP LY TREALE  KF% ki



BRSO RAALFL LS
% 7 Tsai{r Ghoshal (1998)2 it § 7 & 7
ket B (S %35 8% Chiy
(2006) i24p B A8 &t 252 5 et 38 Gl 4 B
jiﬁ_éfo

BT BRI G %Y
(2008) %4>+ fm sk p Ao A 3 (7 5 2
WRIAKED XL AP EE o
1 AgF+

B ik g FRGrs o %A 5 84 M
i ‘f%)'-m P R UEAE S~ R iE

AN

NS = v g
AL RERSZ BREEAEE -
B AR et 2 o 0 Tsaife Ghoshal

(1998) = At ¢ 7 & cnlptitem (B A 5
HAMAEE > 2 AP IO TR YRR
BB wNEFESE LS AH asE &

4 Chiu (2006) % £ % eip MADIE &3 1 if &
AEFLAL AT ZAMADT B ASE
WAHE S iR R0 v 4 o

i G (7 ZR)E RS (5 F
@ﬁkm’;i»mwﬁﬂmmm%$mw
£ 3597 £ %% Chiu (2006)=4p B 3858 * 5 B
AFPLREE REOEE A KRR E
BLAER AL o 1 j MY T A ip R
B HEILFTERRFE LA T R A
AF IR TETEFRR -

2. L3
mATEA TR 2w
Schulze(2008) 43+ ‘e sk p
% 0 AU B
SRAE A AL AT 2R A RBP4
giv bt s Efep B BARAS R F G
28w BAEIE o GrEAEIEE Y 2 A 4F T ELR
REFHWHFIEZ R LAR LAY 2 F
TR EFRR o

3. B

W B PR E TR S w02 & 44 Chiu(2006)

22 Schulze(2008) % % fg & & » Se 1§ BB K

Mo R AT 2R A o HOTER P 2 B FRE T
FRRIEXEr B - FTEHAHFEY Fo

TEER BREEHMNWRA 2P RARR > L &2
FARR > TREA2FBR o d 3 AT RS
2B Ea G TR - B owiki ok FE
RAIFH 2 FE LR NITEDRARZ
BAR AL e

A A EHARPR LR A (02
1) dgd BAERT AL RRB G L 2
T F £ 73 2438 &% Likert = B
FECRKFELRIFR L IRR

F];z:°, {L?

L1REEL

R
1 | BAFAT A B R R R IAVEE (1

2 | FRE LR s B 4H 8 1 8

3 | BAE AT S A EER (A B - R

4 |BARSRE VBT AVAH BT TR

B

el R/ INGE 2 T B A S R g b A
1 |FE

R R MV N [ g — EAE ST
2 (HUAEH

Hft AP

B BB Nl 2 A G AT 158 R =

s
3 |ut

4 | TR ERAINE Z FRAT o & S e

Co by BAP/INGH 2 [T o DL LA R AR 4t o
Gl UVNEER:)

5
FEEESR

1 | 3REY/NE R AN B 2 AT R] DL AR BB

HFVINH Z [T A B2 B S AR
2571




3

HAY/INGE 2 TR B bt P IR E I PR 2

3 | SER T

&k

1

HRHT/INGE Rt R WS 18 IR R K

4 |FREREFAY/INH FTICH HY PR E

2

YN A By 52 BAFSE IHRTE T Al

5 [FRAEEEFH AT/ NGE E i AR

3

A/ NG F[F] 2 BT E A AR A

4

73 S LURT SR E 6 RG] DUSIE PN/ NH

5

HAVNE Gt &R HSR B RAEE

SME

1

A /INH BT R b Rt T BRI (R AVRER

2

AN L = PRI Rl B it o = At AP 2% B B R 8k

HRH/ NG (o FH 1)1 2 R BLEY g e EoAth A =]
IDRE 22 A (i DR PR

Y NE AR 2R AR AR RS A Bl

BHY/NH AR IR 22 BEE S AT 5

HHVNEEEREAVE R > FamERER

Py
=

WHEH B MIpTh RIHER TR V&R

HFHFF SRR SR GG -

AT DIE BT o RV E R T M EES S &S
o

AP SRR S 2 e H S ATER -

A

=

HRH/ NG S L R AR ARG

BV INH & R SRR S Y TS A IR

(ADGELEES FEHY)

A INaH A P M S T S R R

EE7N

AV INH e A0 5 = A BRSO (B

1 | TIERA R

AEERBATIY E R

5.%#%
AR I3 B AL § T A 2 A 3

gaW@’éfﬁiﬁ §F AMGART I
BATIHA R o )IJLI@’ P R AFF 7 0 model
¥ %‘F-T I—IZJ- g F‘ ﬂ\
& BB T doil § R AL E T A o

Fif EE > 7RE

LA 3 W ki 2

AR pE s RS Z &
Faopsd 2 LAWH#F 7 13 Fak
BIFRSE F RkiR W EME | B iR o @
AR AT S B G ER 2 Rt i B 4
L‘Lﬂ?’-?%’%d BB kg T A BT Y
REREBGFAE P B AT 7L BER
B Ff o edeEl 2 BTl LK

g s ) 5 SR ol pEaae YA
E iﬁ Fﬁll‘ii’f»p T M F iR E
ﬂfl’%’?‘( 4 e e B8 gt ena s
G R R A 3R
e i«’tilrm*g FAT L R gt
TR AR R g L g

+ies
ke

Ry
o *r_ru Y
i th‘ﬁg

iiéﬁ

[1] Adler, P. S., & Kwon, S.-W. (2002). Social
capital: Prospects for a new concept.

Academy of Management Review, 27(1),

17-40.

Bourdieu, P., & Nice, R. (1977). Outline of

a theory of practice: Cambridge University

[2]



[3]

[4]

[5]

[6]

[7]

[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

Press.

Barrick, M. R., & Stewart, G L. (1998).
Relating Member Ability and Personality to
Work-Team
effectiveness.  Journal  of
Psychology, 83(3), 377-391.
Chiu, C.-M., Hsu, M.-H., & Wang, E. T. G
(2006). Understanding knowledge sharing

Processes and team

Applied

in virtual communities: An integration of
social capital and social cognitive theories.

Decision ~ Support  Systems,  42(3),
1872-1888.

Jarvenpaa, S. L., Knoll, K., & Leidner, D.
E. (1998). Is anybody out there?:

Antecedents of trust in global virtual teams.
Journal of Management Information
Systems, 14(4), 29-64.

Lipnack, J., & Stamps, J. (1999). Virtual
teams: The new way to work. Strategy &
Leadership, 27(1), 14.

LePine, J. A., Hanson, M. A., Borman, W.
C., & Motowidlo, S. J. (2000). Contextual
performance and teamwork: Implications
for staffing. Human Resource
Management, 19, 53-90.

Nonaka, 1. (1994). A dynamic theory of
organizational
Organization Science, 5(1), 14-37.

Nonaka, I., & Takeuchi, H. (1995). The
knowledge creating company. New York:

knowledge creation.

Oxford University Press.

Nonaka, I., & Konno, N. (1998). The
concept of "Ba': Building a foundation for
know ledge creation. California
Management Review, 40(3), 40-54.

Prasad, K., & Akhilesh, K. B. (2002).
Global virtual teams: what impacts their
Team
8(5/6),

design and performance?

Performance Management,

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

102-112.

Sitkin, S. B., & Roth, N. L. (1993).
Explaining the Limited Effectiveness of
Legalistic "Remedies™ for Trust/ Distrust.
Organization Science, 4(3), 367-392.
Stewart, G L., & Barrick, M. R. (2000).
Team structure and performance: Assessing
the mediating role of intrateam process and
the moderating role of task type. Academy
of Management Journal, 43(2), 135-146.
A, & Hoegl, M. (2008).
Organizational knowledge creation and the
ideas: A
Research Policy,

Schulze,

generation of new product
behavioral approach.
37(10), 1742-1750.
Schenkel, M. T., & Garrison, G (2009).
Exploring the roles of social capital and
team-efficacy in virtual entrepreneurial
team performance. Management Research
News, 32(6), 525-538.

Tsai, W., & Ghoshal, S. (1998). Social
capital and value creation: The role of
intrafirm networks. Academy of
Management Journal, 41(4), 464-476.
Wasko, M. M., & Faraj, S. (2005). Why
Should | Share? Examining Social Capital
and Knowledge Contribution in Electronic
Networks of Practice. Management
Information Systems Quarterly, 29(1),

35-57.



	摘要
	虛擬團隊最近已逐漸成為組織與企業的基本工作單位，而知識分享更是成員彼此之間學習成長與知識創造的重要因素之一。因此在虛擬團隊中如何有效的運用社會資本的資源來刺激團隊運作，達到知識分享的效果也就成了重要的課題。另一方面，近來的研究也指出虛擬團隊內的互動關係、信任、共同價值觀等所謂的社會資本，與團隊的運作與績效有密不可分的關係。因此本研究欲建立一個model呈現虛擬團隊內的社會資本與知識分享的關係，並說明此關係團隊績效之影響。
	本研究之model明顯的顯示出社會資本、知識分享與團隊績效這三者間的關係，可給予欲改善虛擬團隊績效之領導者當作促進團隊績效的重要參考依據。
	關鍵字：虛擬團隊、社會資本、知識分享
	Abstract
	前言
	文獻探討
	研究模型與假設
	研究設計與問卷

	本研究採用「問卷調查法」來實施，進行相關假設的驗證，為了避免產生誤差，於是參考了Tsai和Ghoshal (1998)之前對社會資本所提出的相關問項，最後再參考近期學者Chiu (2006)的相關題項在對本研究的問項做適當調整。
	結論


