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Abstract This study explores the factors that moderate the impact of competitive strategy on resource
sharing in order to explain why existing empirical research has not shown statistically significant results.
We test the hypothesis that competitive strategy pursuing low-cost rather than differentiation increases
resource sharing and analyze how the relationship between competitive strategy and resource sharing
changes when diversification, interconnectedness, centralization of authority, and resource level are
entered into the equation as moderating variables. According to the results, competitive strategy doesn't
affect resource sharing alone, but it has significant effects on resource sharing when it is combined with
interconnectedness, centralization of authority, and resource level, except for diversification. This means
that low-cost strategy increases resource sharing under the conditions of high interconnectedness, more
centralized authority, and low resource level. The prior discussions have focused on the willingness or
intentions of resource sharing without considering the abilities or possibilities. Our findings indicate that
resource sharing could be better predicted by using moderating variables reflecting the abilities or
possibilities. The contribution of the study is that we discover and complement the vulnerability in the
logic of resource sharing.
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Table 1. Descriptive Statistics & Correlations

Variables| Mean | SD 1 2 3 4 5
L.STR | 3.93 | 1.41

2.DIV [-1.19[4.07 | 0.06

3.INC | 0.12 [0.17 | -0.04 | -0.06

4.CNT | 3.69 | 1.16| -0.01 | 0.02]-0.17"

5LVL | 4.66 | 092 | -0.07 [-0.15"| 0.08 | -0.10

6.81Z [1927]1.91] 009 | 0.11'] -0.01 | -0.26 | 035
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71ST [ 037 [048] 0.12°] 0.00] 002 [-017 [ 025
8.UNC | 4.28 [ 1.09[-0.18"| 0.02 | -0.05 | -0.03 | 0.03
9.VLU | 479 [1.09] -0.10 |-0.08] -0.02 | -005 | 033"
10.RCV | 480 | 1.03 | -0.11"| 0.05| 0.05 | -0.19" | 021"
1LNTG | 3.51 [1.03] 002 | 0.137[-0.15" | -0.01 | 0.09
12.5HR | 3.74 | 1.11] -0.04 [-0.03 | -0.02 | 0.23" | 0.26"
Variables 6 7 8 9 10 11
LSTR

2DV

3.INC

4.CNT

5.LVL

6.51Z

7.L8T | 0527

8UNC | 003 | 005

9.VLU 011" | 010 | 016

10RCV | 0.6 | 0227 [ 0297 | 022"

1ILNTG | 009 | -005 | 013" | -0.007 |-0.08
128HR | 001 | -002 | 0.0 | 025" | 0.06] -0.06

1 p<0.10, T p<0.05, " p<0.01, " p<0.001
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F=4.8524] p<0.001°114 BAHCE FI3t A= 1}
EbT}.

7Hd 32 tpztshEo] AT AAdeG 7k &
Aol FFE v Holgs 7Hdoltt. BAATE BY
AR tshdEre] AA&(STRXDIV)S p<0.05
oA FTLWLo] Gl JFS vAA] P o=
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Aol & 7}do|t}. Table 29] Model
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Al FFe uld Aojgk= 7Mdojtt. Table 29
Model BolA ZAAAZ AR {4E 52
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Table 2. Regression Analysis Results

Variables Model A Model B
Dependent Resource Resource
Variable Sharing Sharing
(Constant) 0.489(1.033) -0.027(1.440)
Independent Variables
STR 0.033(0.051) 0.189(0.280)
DIV 0.016(0.018) -0.123(0.124)
INC 0.166(0.423) -2.404(1.236)
CNT 0.270(0.063)" -0.020(0.176)
LVL 0.386(0.088)" 0.790(0.202)"
STRxDIV 0.040(0.035)
STRXINC 0.656(0.315)’
STRxCNT 0.070(0.041)*
StRXLVL -0.103(0.047)"
Control Variables
SIZ 0.006(0.046) 0.003(0.047)
LST -0.144(0.167) -0.129(0.164)
UNC 0.070(0.069) 0.089(0.068)
VLU 0.157(0.068)’ 0.157(0.066)’
RCV -0.054(0.076) -0.060(0.075)
NTG -0.139(0.071)" -0.151(0.070)
Goodness of R2=OA21§; RZZOZZ?
Fit F=5.30 F=4.85

1. Model A, B: n=148, t values are in parentheses.
2.+ p<0.10, * p<0.05, ™ p0.01, *** p<0.001
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