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1 .
Table 1 Means standard deviation and correlations
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1. 4,902 0.934
2. 0.493  0.502 -0.036
3. 0.520  0.501 0.293** 0.035
4. 0.500  0.501 0.566** -0.044 0.200**
5. 0.613  0.488 0.565** 0.046 0.195** 0.385**
6. 2.604 0.928  0.033 -0.019 0.003 -0.045 -0.125
7. 6.538 2.123  0.088 -0.125 0.108 0.012 -0.015 0.499**
8. 5.878  2.493  0.103 -0.179° 0.072  0.057 0.021  0.127 0.336"
9. 1.562 0.755 0.037 -0.170° 0.041  0.016 -0.058 0.275** 0.215** 0.177°
10. 1.074  1.079  0.087 -0.159" 0.086 0.162" -0.045 0.255** 0.371** 0.111  0.187
D **p<0.01; " p<0.05; n=205.
3.2 Aiken ¥
Stata
( binary logistic regression) 2
2 Logistic
Table 2 Results of logistic regression
( Model 1) ( Model 2) ( Model 3)
la 1b le 2a 2b 2¢ 3a 3b 3¢
-0.183  -0.163  -0.203 | -0.468* -0.641* -0.627*| -0.390 -0.460 -0.372
0.121 0.099 0.103 | -0.008 -0.111  -0.110 -0.180* -0.228" -0.225"
0.032 0.022 0.032 | 0.048 0.161 0.010 -0.025 -0.034 -0.025
0.065 0.033 0.047 | 0.273 0.404 0.395 -0.308 -0.429  -0.457
0.269*  0.254*  0.264%| 0.418" 0.533" 0.526" | -0.191  -0.190  -0.194
0.657™*  0.514* 2.000***  2,230™* 0.883™*  0.497*
0.148 -0.039 0.043
x 0.277 -0.387 0.932"
LR y? 7.01 22.27*% 22.91%| 10.63*  72.81%F 73.14**|  6.46 35.12%%  39.35**
Pseudo R*( %) 3.29 12.04 12.33 4.98 34.12 34.28 3.18 22.37 25.46
Log likelihood L( B,) -103.124  -96.993 -96.675 |-101.378  -70.290 -70.121 | -98.295 -88.961  —85.848
“2AL(Bu-1) ~LUBu)) 12,262 0.636 62.514* 0.169 18.668 % 6.226"
Stata Logistic
L(B.y) n k Log likelihood
*p<0.1 " p<0.05 *p<0.01 *** p<0.001.
la la
1b la
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Entrepreneurial orientation and strategic alliance formation decisions:
Does past alliance experience matter

JIANG Xu'?  JIANG Feifei'

1. School of Management Xi’ an Jiaotong University Xi’ an 710049 China;

2. The Key Lab of the Ministry of Education for Process Control & Efficiency Engineering Xi’ an Jiaotong
University Xi’ an 710049 China

Abstract: Alliance formation research suggests that choosing appropriate alliance forms is an important mecha—
nism in achieving cooperative goals. This study extends prior alliance formation research by bridging two previ—
ously separated domains—entrepreneurship and strategic alliances—together. Specifically we explore the in-
fluences of entrepreneurial orientation on a set of decisions involved in the alliance formation process inclu—
ding decisions on alliance governance structure alliance scope and planned time boundedness. Moreover we
also examine the moderating effects of past alliance experience on the relationships between entrepreneurial ori—
entation and alliance formation decisions. Data on 205 paired partner firms in China indicate that a higher lev—
el of entrepreneurial orientation will be associated with equity-based governance structure broad alliance
scope and open time boundedness. Results also suggest that past alliance experience positively moderates the
relationship between entrepreneurial orientation and planned time boundedness.

Key words: entrepreneurial orientation; alliance governance structure; alliance scope; planned time bound-

edness; alliance experience



