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HE M2 NH R LE 4R 24 F (knowledge sharing) AR ZE SR AW T 2B, BARApIRETREL
A B L, MIREATHITETERES i AR AEFERRESR IR L AR TS
AFH ML BARARIE LR RE ARG REF L RERG it A F LR T 2 RAA AR A oL 1
GRHh, AXASEZERLOEFOEME SHRRGR RS BE ST RARAFLREFTHER
#47 T T E,

X8R R AEET,MEFETHEELR

hE 4 %5 ::C06 SCRKERIAAG: A X EHE :1008-5831 (2007 )02-0043-07

REE ARG ERHUR EDR, IR T AL W E R B R, HEHEA N
TR AR BT R FF R RE T B E R T T S M3 , BV AT RS 2 R
BINBIRR . HERHRA KBTI 13 R B R LA 3, 38 x50
RHE BB S 500, DR KRB I A a SR E i aE .

HEHREENEZH NP, R THNAREERENEENRY, ERRMIA
W B8 B 5 5 SRISTIMRTR RS ; RAES A TR AREE  F
REMEAMARER AR A A AR RN AR, ETHAWEE, TAHEFSE
G B ( Hendriks,1999) ; 7 ELAITR R A 18 1 36 2 7 68 SC BUAIR B U R 800, SEPLH:
PHE R BUEH ; 1ESh , R FARTESH B LS HNER, W R TRET
REAR G FHUER , B En T AR NERARE R, RS SR
AR B TR AR R 1 B BOR A B R, SR LI . AT, A0
VAR — R A HHE R ISR R BT IR, X PR SO HA% 9 B (Nona-
ka F1 Takeuchi, 1995 ;Parahalad F11 Hamel , 1990 ; Hong £¢,2004 ) ,EH RN FAHREHEC TR
R TIR TOEBE S E I PGR, TR E R S B,

ASCEET BAMIR S E IS SR RA R GRS, AR IE R R I &
TrE R S5 S E RIS RIRS T — A, DU M AR E B BT S
R FEMER XA ISR — SRR BT E A RN EARILER
EHGHT TOHHT.

. — HIAHENRERE
(=) iR A FELRELRH
X FRRILEE X, FERBARBRR , RIEH T , X L8 ]

1% H HA :2006 - 07 - 23

ELWE :BEARBEELT B “BHAARtES5EE(KSD W FE(BE) XA IR HEEE
(BR) RHEHPIR” ( 70571070)

fEEM S KHB(1960 - ), B, I THHA T REERE R, 1L, LA W, S AR S R
R, FENEMLERER R RER AR
BEE(1975 -) , B, WTIAN, L REERERE LA, FTENBHATHE AR ERE
R,
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AVAZE R R S : (1) F RHR I —Fp 3 et
2, 40 Bartol 1 Srivastava(2002) AR ILE B ME
SMARXZHAMMEXER WA BRAELK;
Connelly #1 Kelloway (2003) A B FIRILE R X FA#Hh
5 BB Bt A 9 — 2047 29 5 Hooff F1 Ridder (2004)
AR AR B A Ak (6] 4 B 3 B AT T A9 (S M F B
) R BAQIE RN RE, Q) KHiRLE
R —FPEE AL R, 20 Tpe (2003 ) KA A ] B IR 3
B E SRR FR #5407 DA g Hofl R B AR
A AR

I AR L B S, AR TS N
(1) BBt FE7E iR R L 3 R 3238, MR —TF
HRSE R T4 5 (2) B RRMSMEF AL
AR, B AR R AEE M IME R IR 832 F AL
(3) HFARESRAMR R AEE HFFR AR, M2
BEMREENS S E X MR FHFE (Ipe,
2003) , AT KR B R AR BV RE

(=) iRk F B min b4y

RS E SRR RIEE UM HRE,
EATMEMRERNEERT, ENHaFmNe
it M SMER IR EZ E AL 22, B, FR
AL (IE) = HHRE 3 + FR ML ( Davenport #= Pru-
sak 1998 ; Hendriks ,1999) ; Tl H. H B #R & FRZER = b
RS, Y REIRRAEERWEE, ML mAR
SEHMEA, HEMNYRAEREMNS LK (1)F
EEEER, MRARERRE T MEEER, B AR
A EREIFSFCE AR LIS, MARER FER
HEBRLE(OFIT) [#T; (2) B3 A ER:
SRAEE AT LR B ), ] DU XA /Y, T HNR
HAFRBME; (3) FANEER, MIRAEEE
7%4\{2#&'9 Q BAT %J( Kelloway %1 Barling, 1999 ; Connelly Fi
Kelloway ,2003) , i AR FEB ELZ WA B TFHRNE

B EBABOI BT RSN . b, MR ET
RN R RTERAEER , 0P8 o 7E A ] B 3
B EAREEDR, FMERIIEZEEE, EH
WAL EMAREBHXHMER, AT
HIF R MR E R AR,

VAR HEA TR

X AR ST AR, RE%
ERBEHCHIRTFE, AR THMMWER, WA
FEMPWME(E),

EREZHEEP, BEEERK DN ERE—
4 . 40 Connelly F1 Kelloway (2003 ) FF & BB A1 H1 iR 3%
BEXABREIE 6 M EIR, [EEFEECH 0.85;Lin
Lee(2004) BAIRILEAT H B RAHE 4 MG, B E
FHH 0. 84; Chowdhury (2005) FF & 9 H AR =
MEERARE T MER, FEREEE0.92,

WA T E R AR EIAE 4 : 40 Hooff )

‘Ridder(2004 ) #2518 B 3L 16145 JIR I =R 50 B A

B  HIR FER (knowledge donating) , B AR
F1%A 5 3 A W3E, #1513 Y £ (knowledge collec-
ting) , B RIS i U R F L ZHE A, &1
HEHAET 4 NWEIER, MIRFTEE FHANT—
BHREER .85, MRINENNT -BHERERN
0. 78 ;Cho 1 Lee(2004) 2 A1 1R 3 2 i 72 B4 FR 3
BRI 43 3 T (scope) MM 2 A (di-
versity) BiNEEE  (BAATR XN B ROEEHITRE;
Zarraga 1 Bonache (2003 ) U] $% 0 1H & #3515 4% A1 iR
FEER AR AR A B A, KA
REERAE 3 MR, FHRLIEAE 2 MR, HA
H—B: R EER LA, 43515 0.7 F1 0.6, T H X
WAEERETURAM R ZREHERHE, 5—
HEFML, “HBRNEERM, HS%E MR
R IEE R BARR, L RBIMBITHZE .

F1 DAKHEURERDE

®AE #4) 'EY: % SR IE
- Bodefnin £ F L4 Connelly & Kelloway, 2003) 0.85
% 4032 3 47 % (Lin & Lee, 2004) 0.84 —_—
¢ 437 3 ¥ ( Chowdhury, 2005) 0.92
= St Tk 5 420 4 (Hooff & Ridder, 2004) 0.85 # 0. 84 S iR bl
% B 5 %4 (Cho & Lee, 2004) — AEALHE
4uif. #4555 407.4] % ( Zarraga & Bonache, 2003) 0.7#0.6 gk %

FoH R ARIEA K AR

A, 3T AR R B R R, B M oRA
IR MR BRRGREZRE. ASWERBRNTE,
AAUSE BRI LR R A, T B AREAR R B RIK
BHFR S S BRERITHE LR SME ., B,
FRFZE MR MALZRRECENRILZH

WHILREK

S HIAHEAEMNTRASER

(=) iR A FHTEAR

2 ENAARRE R AT AR E N aTEBT T
R BAETIEEEEHNGEL.
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R 7 T, Weiss (1999) WA R 7T 15 M R 1A 1Y
iR T LR, B8 5 T3 Z; Zhao Fl Luo
(2005) XF Z EH ML AEFE (1) 1 136 KA FM
ZERERNA, S HHEAER (%) SXFAH
] B4 B iR M 40 iR ( declarative organizational knowl-
edge) :Z ™4 B ZE R m (B =0.28,p <0.05) ,{HXF
27 M #1iR ( procedural organizational knowledge ) 3£
EWEWARE, WHESMEMARBCyEX T4
B ERR R, XZSHHME N HE R, BmA
14 R FEIEEE (Alvesson, 1993 ;Ipe,2003) ; Weiss (1999 ) Hi,
WA FRA RS A R FHRIEE . B
TIMERAUR FHEIL T, L= SR R R

AMASEPE T TH , Lin #1 Lee (2004 ) 2 T17 41141
F15 (theory of planned behavior) , Xt & ¥ KBV 5
REBWERAREN, RREEXN THIRLEY
2B« 300 ) AR AT R e AR IR
{2t B ™4 & (5358 B =0.43,p <0.01;
B =0.45,p <0.01;8 =0.22,p <0.01) , L= & &
X IR AT R =R B ER W (B =0.41,p <
0.05),

2H 2R 854 5 1 , Bartol F1 Srivastava (2002 ) Xi 2
AMARILRE BB X RFT T REPR, ATEHR
WEB MR ERIEZEALHI 430 4 35 38 o % AR TR
AR P T A BR (B 2z [A]) M E RS M
| A3 IE R R A AL AT KT I E MR, A1
ISP R, 2 T RIR L EM LA B TR#A
PR STER ARG B8 B, SO T THRIA B T HIBA
WEAE R BN AR TR NN FMERE
B FE A A ER AR SR, Rl =R f B TR
REiH30 A B F 85 B BA W AR R 2 T N FE 2 A
BERMEE T BEA BT LB KA A iR 3
. WO KBRS IEF S EC N IE ST A R
IR ES TR A TR E AR AR

Tor2E R T 5 BT EB AR ARR
BEENR L 2 A 3 B 1542 ( Davenport Fil Prusak, 1998 ; Currie
#1 Kerrin, 2003 ) , TA A AR 20 A AN TR 32 e BR P T 4H 2R W N

 HEHRZNH S N 454 ( Holsthouse , 1998 ; Ardich-

vili,2003) , Hendriks(1999) ¥ i {5 & F1 1@ B A (ICT)
SFERER T A 8] A 25 AT, i R 5 TRG AR
HIfE R, AT A B TR $E 5 s Hooff I Ridder(2004)
FIZITTFT R, TR/ 198 (CMC) HE AR A
ST B ER ALK (B =0. 16,p <0.001) ,#E i
ARSI = A AR . WA A E A, S
s BEARTTHEE R B REBEE AR 5 M6 EF1n
REZHWFE, FERERFRILEM L EEMS,
ﬁﬁﬂF}Eﬁ%’%{tF( Zarraga F1 Bonache ,2003) ., T} Connelly F
Kelloway (2003 ) B2 5873 W Z2 81 , 4H 4N SR AT 3K A 0
FRILE AT BN B AR SR A B2

Tasi(2002) BIBFFT R 4L SR ESXTFA R E AT
FHRSLE A B EAIERZM (B =0.221,p <0.01);
Connelly F1 Kelloway (2003 ) H A H#t S 32 A4 N & T
FR) 2832 B A& B vT GE -, 2 T 48 2 5% 1k RD B R R 3
ML B R R, MR H S SR E
SCAL ST HR A B R IE S = A B E R (B =
0.33,p<0.05),

REXERETHLFBEMARILZRFRER
W55, Zarraga A1 Bonache (2003) B PEF 363 &4
Ak B RS TERIBA ) B T RS, X B BAAT BBl #n iR
HERFRRHT T HEER, M TRAIRIEZR 450
REBMAROER IR, 2R RN, X%
(high care) 7 B BA 4R Bl A Bh TR 3 5t 8] i 3R 3t
2, B ZHIwr s A A RS B = AR
X HIREERE (4034 B =0.17,p <0.05;8 =0. 32,
p <0.05;B =0.34,p <0.05) Fn&REIHE (535K B =
0.31,p <0.05;B =0.20,p <0.05;8 =0.11,p <0.05)
FEAE B R ; Hooff F1 Ridder (2004 ) WL £N 1R L 1]
SR AR RERF AR EE PN, SR 2 R Ak
RIZIHFF R, B THHL KBS AR TR 4
BERW(B =0.13,p <0.001) {BXFFIRALE R
ARE MARMEEFRESEELWARTER(B =
0.26,p <0.001) F1ZniRUE (B =0.36,p <0.001) , 1
Hes@Ed R m ALK (B =0.26,p <0.001) , FHETXT
FRFLEE A [H A

T4y MBI A X AR I 347 T a5,
KB RILE R 2 A A& ) A5 1R 7T MR #ME R B &
VEAT R (AN4NiRZEEE ) (Axelrod, 1984 ; Mayer 25,1995 ; Bartol
F1 Srivastava,2002) , Andrews F{1 Delahaye(2000;Ipe,2003)
ISP MR AR IR 97 = Tasi (2002) WHEASY
REBAE AT T AR AEEER, s AR
[ SR IE A2 B ; Chowdhury (2005) XHE £ 5 AR 3L
BZHPRRFT TERMR, SR EZH, AAEE
MBS EHRSI AR A B E W, T H, A
YRR B 2R AR R TR B (5N
B=0.54,p<0.01; =0.32,p<0.01),

SRR S EMAR N FHILE, Tasi
(2002) Xt Z E A ALK TR, ENEXFAH
B AR A B R SR TR R (B = - 0.020,p <
0.01) ; Jones(2002) & FH ERIA L (K22) NEBH KR
T(#E)MEARRELEHA RIS 50KBER
B, BT R &R, (B ERH#HT AR
32 Connelly F1 Kelloway(2003) Ak R TEH A T5
BHZFH AR —B, B H B EEZEXT5R
FE RS R TR AT, TR
BE TR Z R X F7, B MEMBASEERE X
Froxd HA B‘J%ﬂiﬂ#&?i%?‘iﬁ%%ﬂﬁ (B=
0.47,p <0.05) ; Taylor F1 Wright (2004) (2B 53 181
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T, AR P IFB T F B R 2 5] 235
WA BEF N (B =0.516,p <0.01;8 =0. 204,
p <0.01) ,tk4h, {38 & BLAE B G & & X JiR L
4 BEEW (B =0.235,p <0.01) , AT B R
A BAHEENT R R AT MR E 4
R (48810 B =0.216,p <0.01;8 = 0. 130, p <
0.01),

AR T, B2 2 R TS ST AR
FERIN ., Michailova F1 Husted (2003 ) %% & 8 4
BB TR AR 2 T Y SCAR A ] T4 AR A b or 2%
YIBR R, NI B SR P Wi BRI N T R¥EIH
PHEHEEL MAETREAERAH L LAHAESH
MR, B AARFRANIE, A S L TR
BRZHE RN, Chow % (2000) X 3 E Fl E LI
Hasitsr R, E K ME £ UMER £ UEARE
#ZH(1=4.74,p =0.000) , 3 E SC4bAHY F b H S0ik

BAERANAEEE, f1RE—SHRRR,
LAY K B R A AR AR 25 rh ke, P EE
HAH AT F 3 4 3 0 AR 2L 238 T (6. 08 vs.
5.12;F =3.07,p =0.04) , REFFEM R N ZE R A K
LRI K B BA 23 MG 25 vh 2, T BRI
B3 BN B, 26 E A3 L o E 2 3 0 AR
EERFFH(5.30 vs. 4.16;F =4.79,p =0.015) ;T I
WEEZE R EAN R, RA SRS IR EIT
BEER (6.42 vs. 5.87) H-HEXRABE(F =
0.52,p=0.48),

£ b, RATAT LHEE AR R H B0 ILRR K FR
FEE (R BRI AR S R R AR MR AR VA SRR A
PREERRME D RS, H A AR R RIS HIR B AT 4w
FURME , AR AT R 5 D BT BORRRE A
LB TR FEL R (K 2) .

F2 MRHAEMWELLE

Y ILE S 3 £

F iR T A i Pt Fo A2 51 ( Zhao & Luo, 2005)

Hil HEH iR f-4E ( Alvesson, 1993 ; Ipe, 2003)

A g AE . EIAEN(Lin & Lee, 2004)
#o gt it LA %R LH M5t %] (Bartol & Srivastava, 2002)
AN ICT (Hendriks, 1999) ; CMCT (Hooff & Ridder, 2004)

i:; WRAE ALK 42(Tasi, 2002) ; 4545 ( Chowdhury, 2005) ; 2847 & 3% 418 5 B (Hooff & Ridder, 2004)
AR R A £ (Tasi, 2002) ; B F 8 E % #(Connelly & Kelloway, 2003)
YRR B % 4.8 B % (Taylor, 2004)

IR A FE Ak £ L/ AA £ L (Chow %, 2000)

TH R R ARYEA X R AR,

(=) sip - F LR
HANMYMREERELLSITHALAMNEY
BE I ABIBTRE h 7= BRI, S i RS,
AR TF IR
MB35 BE 1 B9 8, ( Cohen Fi Levinthal , 1990; Ipe,
2003) 38 A A E AR R E A EAE RS T
LE T MEPTRER B AR RIFTRE T 5 (Wright % 1994;
Zarraga 1 Bonache 2003 ) TAA 57 5 f) 61 1F 38 & 7 44k 1]
BfEd SR A, 7 LU BB B R AR, s
8 ; Andrews F1 Delahaye(2000) | 2A 1~ ] ) 1R
A BT MR SHLBE2E], TS 68 1 ZAIFEE
ByEEAT
MRS RIA , Hansen i1 Haas (2001) 5T
A, AR R L SR AT DL B A 5B
TAERIEHE], HAHAHEN A A (REMMEXME) &2
P TAESTH K 3. Tt ; Zarraga #1 Bonache (2003) A4

GNP BA R B R TG B AL B AR 3G 22 i S B BA S
3% A, ; Yang (2004 ) X 5 22 [ Br 2 0T I ) R 451
BRoT 3R, 41 40 iR L B A R R, 2 R B B
B

AJ ., BTSRRI 5T BE 22 0 R H R
IR G RA R, B ARIL R 5| & M 45 R AR
RDRA R, X HRE S AR E N R RBTTIE
ARSI R, FiR L E SR T EE LS4 XTA
REEMERWT RS ICREEMAEEL,

G EEPRRR SR

BERHAXEHICHERL S ENBE N TEER
BT ER ,H IR 52 8 A ISR M AR 2
I, OFE KFERYARNSE S, HTFHRIEE
HEBUR AR 5T, B H AN AR IR T S
LU L B

(—) 4R EEMFH RO K
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HRTAAIE R I B 7 sk At T B RE BB,
AR ARPUR I B ik, B B2 E A ARt
BERE-HM, AEEEMNAHE 4, ME_—4ME
R HEE R DL, SBWEEEREN
SUAERRIBRZ AT etk AT, B RFERN R
2, LHMEFENREMSHHRREHERMEE
BEYEZ 5.

(Z) 4R AT EAK %

HAFE AT E E EQREFRFE MR,
HLAVEERR R, MAA MR FEE ST TAHRA
SEMERIRRST , ST T AR R MR A IR B AR MY
RABBAR, B —SERARR MR
PEARETHLRMEE(OBSE) WA TEHEEER
BhBIAFNZH 23 ( Dyne %,2000) , 7] I, 5i T. OBSE &%t
HA R AL 2 7= A R SRR AR M AR 2 3
R ZEBAGHE T E U E &K E g 3RS
ERIRI, 8 AR AR BE R B Lot fk
B SR EMNXRIFRB L HEEREES
A TR AHAIE R R R8T HoAh O AR & ) B
WAHAIEE, BT M AFEX T EmMFR, ok, X
FHEARMARLEWN X R FEARNLE L, XBA
B—ALiiE,

(Z) it FLRGIRE

AR R 55 T LABEHE o o 2 BT B 1 Fn
HARGHHIF W, (E X BB 5T A R A IR R, ¥
= 2B T, mEAREXERTTEXNRT
AL BE = R, IR TRAIEE M S & & R
TR FAHRMME, #1458 H OBSE; i B
BRI AR R 2 &R 3 R THMHEEE,ER
BRI RLEARR WA B BooX S [w] 1, T X 2o T 45
BRENSBRERAREERL,

(v9) fni% 3L F 6995 AL LR AT A

HRTARLE RS SRR KL AT (L
BEEH) TR T #7, IR SIS LR TR
HED b T P SCH RS ER, L SOAksE Rt A RETR
e, B, AT R TAREENEmER R
HEENSARER , AFRUEE R T HREENS
RBUERE, BRIO¥ETHEWEMFRLE
HZERHT TS ER,BX FEMWHRERE R,
HisE T A EE R X, EBUR RS E R T4
WRHERE TAEAF RIS, # 1T AR E N E L
BHREEFHEYE XA,

H E#PEAANBR TAALEZNEES
I~

Hal, BRIt EEE TS iR RE
B FHRTEE G T AT A BER. BiSMRFE,
HRRER AR ESNEAE R ER, RO EE
SR ST AR EEE A 'R,

RABSS A2 B EE AR E IS TR, E A
RHEHESF E AR AR RS 2 5 L AHI5;
WA, R R E T R RGERBEZE M
Bl EE, MELERAE, LA ELRETEH.
R YIS, T m ARt E i E R WER
REGTE” FMAL M R T OHEE R B REAR
%,

Skt 4R P ER 5L L] A AL, BET SR BB
T ITAESREIIRE , AR —F Emp g SR &
&, B A AR BB B 5 B K, #E T LT E
RTAAREEHNARER: S —FE, NETH
B B SCARSF A, Inad st B T ARt R,

(—) ZIELE R TR R e E e

“BYHERG, BB TYL”, PEAEME
BiSh N, HETBUS E R INERRR . B TRRILER
e 5535 R B E) AR , X4 B RN A AR SR A K
FHEH RN, S EEAFREL AR WA,
YR THZHRFRALHENGE R RSN,
ARG EN S B —FER, Bk, HH—FH
BEXFEEMEEHEARY IR, n— T EHEEE
St B TR B RER 85I, SEBRAH B AR T By T8
fERARILED , 18 R T LI 5 i B AR -4 49
50 P2 0 P S P 5 T S b R BT BRI, AR R i
RHBRA RS E A, TR 3 R T RIAARIEE,

(=) % iAo S X 40 AL JEHR) |

PEALHERERF, FRREERNS RS, Y
RTHEMHAFEIFRELLEEENREIRN
BEMEY, &FEERTRERAEER T, HMKEE
HEWRE  ENARGHA Z N A AHRACE
ERHHER , A TSBRA A CERENEN. EEZMN, N
MEARER OBSE, ~HF#HESRFRTIEREESFH
HILFHMH, EmMARAE TR TRBARLE
TAHMRERRER, SR THAREET MU R
SrE R, R X E A MHE AR R THT A IE
AEH EIHERTHEERROEFTE, AR
EARMBEMITH,

(Z)EMBEEATZEGHE

RESUERAA S AZBIMXE, R TS5HEAW
RAIHX RSN R TR E T A =4 BE R,
RIEHNTS58ASHN BRN #TRIRIEE,
WAL E N R T ARREES B, Bt Ed
EHERORZ B2 ERKRRSEH 48R T
B5WMBIGER, MR TAI&EWEE 5 EMIL
2 LR TH T ES5EE, ORI “ B W
N GESY BHASR T AN BRANBE, RFEA
LRAER R T A AHRIEE,

(m) EHLA LR " T 4

iR B S RIACRIBE B K, H S L B B
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PWAEELZHAIR, R TR T8 R E R 1 R EE,
FEOAEREZ T B2EIMEL, AMFBAAN
EETREFRIEE ARG, BESEEAR N
B XU B, ERFEEA AF ST EENF
B, AAHR R TR S —&E T L LMIANEAE
H,—FEMUILR TERRBAANTENEREHE
FIEHRFFARFEEL R ER R, A TTTEER L AR 5
JUE ; B, R Tilad 2 IR B KRBT AR, Eat
SREMFENMIREE R RELIA MR, ML H
AU AL TR T AR K8 T 5 T AR
LRI,

(R)FE4mnEFLBIKA

P E S B A B AT E AL A5, BT
"R EARBTE O, inEd B —F kB
“HSRERIRICITAL” BB R & A , W TTAR K i RHAS T
AL NFAREET N EAE, B, AL %R 5
THHRIEEITRHAA LGB AR, TR T
P AR R B IR FTRES | R MSSukE
IRUABLE AL, 44 B AR 22 5l , 38 1 4 4R 0 BT
R BT A IE M, BRAH R A2 A BL 45 - 1
SNIEME, B R THHRILE 2B E 5 F 25 3 5 59 iR
& AN B MRS B BA S EE , SER A T ETBA
RIS RIMLE , B AR R T AR SE MR A E A A
TFHABKUE, B & B TR I SO #, 7 4R FBA
BB EIR L MR 7T o

BE 3k
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Knowledge Sharing Theory: A Literature Review
BAO Gong-min, XU Bi-xiang
(School of Management , Zhejiang University ,Hangzhou 310058 ,China)

'
Abstract: As a main source of competitive advantage, knowledge sharing( KS) between the employees becomes

the focus of knowledge management. The main antecedents of the knowledge sharing are knowledge characteristics,

personal characteristics, organizational characteristics and environmental characteristics. The organizational character-

istics include salary characteristics, technological characteristics, and organizational context, management style and

organizational strategy. The consequences of knowledge sharing would be shown as the influence on the ability of or-

ganizational innovation and organizational performance. This article makes a review and pilots on the trends of re-

search on the KS, and puts forward some advices about the knowledge sharing management in China’ s organizations.

Key words: knowledge sharing; measurement methods; antecedents and consequences
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