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WA, HEURALET FARFE S IREE T A SRR S 0 A U i BEBER okl B e g, i
24T H (MeyerfilRowan, 1977 ; DiMaggiofilPowell, 1983 ) o XM, 3 — HH& B & () il
FE S Z AR PR LT IEEA %ﬁ#}ﬂﬁ?j.—75@,IA%E’J%JEE?%Q‘%%J@?@E%@%*
T B A B A R AR RN S ds PR X — PR A 2 b B R A R A 2 AT
(GreenwoodF,2014) ; 55— J5 T , #7 il B B AR AL 20 2Ol B R 07 %) S g Eﬂﬁﬂﬁ% P, BIZH 20
SR R DT B2 2R A REARAT5 12 A A A7 e i s 1) DB B UL, AT = B BT 1 B2 A4 24
Eﬁ?thfju 17 R R, H X — BRI 1 7R A7 B BRR 22 i T 58 , DRR 2 2L 2 H w4
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ESWE: KA HRALALLHFEH AR AL A (16YIA630006)
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P oS g M ] BRI 57 4 AT ) IR A AR M AR , 3 J e — il B R A [R] AR ] RE 2>
DA id s HoAth i B 2R AR M (Heimer, 1999)

il B2 2 5 A0/ (institutional logics perspective ) B IA N 2 TR &N il BE HE1E [ Bl g i) —Fb
G o 3% FL ) o) B R A AL 2 2 T BRE OB A5 RS, B T an el i R 2
S MR SR A TS A T oA DL R A AR ZH AU D) i — FR 51 U] ( Thornton 55, 2012 ) o i AL BE £ ¢
I 22 e il BE PR 5SS AN (] i B 28 B 6 2H A 45 8 A7 ok 5= B P Y 52 1) ( ThorntonFl Ocasio,
2008 ; Kz R R, 2013 ) AESR:  30AT 1 il B2 B AR SRAEAE — S 2, sl o (SO —
P 32712 5 (dominant logic )BY 22 22 A2 5 X 21 447 S L A0 52 ), 25 9 I A A i i
S 2H 3 I TR ) A EE O 2 MR (Greenwood %, 2011) o F-2 , A0 3G B 22 AL AR AE N, B
A W BT K 2 FAHLUEZ K, VR ET AL 0 £ S E R PO
LUEER) 57 R 0 sE , LU S 2 1 2P AMARTEIOWZ IR, DG A n] RE 3 b [0 il B PR 2K
HIBTFSE AR B = (KodeihflGreenwood , 2014 ; Blomgren FMIWaks , 2015 ) , 3X 21 4F 3 il B 55 2H
YURFFFEH 4 AR 5 A8 AT o 2 2 AT (4 P B TR T LAGE 312 Oliver (1991 ) 56 T4 4L 3 il
JE e 7 A R A 5, A 32 855 FH T 2 ) iy B — 1] BE R ) A T (Greenwood 45,2011
Raaijmakers%,2015 ) . 42 S0 22 51 5w itk il BEZE SR AR T Rl e i SEBR A AN AH 2
T A o B2 A 2 Pk A 450 T 1 > e e 1 2 2 A BF9E IR IR AR H A PR

E— 2SR, 2l 2 1 i) BE A2 A B AR L 28 R i I A2 2 Rom A L S A R T
SR, AH T e [ R B BB Y B A R A R X R S AR SR R R SRRk
2016 ) EI i BE PR T o T S AN — S0 AR TIATL 52 0w A0 SC Ak g st 46 T R L 300 A < B0 A AN
PATAE S ORI IRIE A A7 0 PRI T A B s e s o o A2 2 Tk AR R T
S A AT, IREF A TR ABIFSR o 0K A R 5 5 38 LA i [ R AR i 24 1T 7 S e 1 [
Gl B2 52 2 A AL 2 , AT B T 2 2L RE Bl b i o7 1] 5 PR B PR AR LRI BE 5 AR O
AR R AR e T8 T (B4R, 2015) .

A YT, AR — A Z4E 0 THESE , [ S8 B 52 2 0% PN 1ok 2 20 7 AR | LAY 7
FEG B A5 5 T, % 2 i 2E 2 1o, il B 52 2 Mk A A DG A 5 2R A T AT , #E It At Ak vl 0 o
Tt ) S5 AR S o B AR A M e LR A RE R (L OGS S A O ), S i — A
A TR FEXT 5 CEF o A T AR SCH B DTk 7E T o — P B — N B Ry
= YRR FE A P E NIRRT ATRE SR R T DA R AR 0 24T 4 5 P A [ S B A Ak
FREREAE , A B T e RN R AL T i) B2 5 2 X — i A A B A L 2 th 25—
BE— N G — I (] —07 5 P T 24 B> ) 88 5 P mie) 1 (s o AT A2, A B T R G M A 1Y)
M 07 S LA B A2 0 RN L BT s 5 5 , 76D R 22 4 5 M RE S %) SRt b A 1 20 2 o 1 B R
P B FEIS ISR, SR 24 i b R e 70 R R )<<l 5 A 2 0 PV A 5 A ) o i B AR 2%
PERA SO ST 488 1 07wl .
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il BE &2 4% (institutional complexity )iX—HE& H T H-BEA ToriE Wi e S, 51 i 2 )2
Greenwood %5 (201 1) FIr i A iy il & 52 2t P A I 5%, RISREREAS [R]) il B2 12 S A MLAA X ZH 2L 1
PRy ) R A AN R 2 55 52 2% OC ZR I — PR S o BRSSO T4 B 52 2% M ) P R TR AR A

M2 IR FH A 2435750 (organizational fields )R AR L ty 21 ZUEEAE) 1 7 SR b ZRAR AT (4 il J32 2 16 400, 350 e 21 2 A 4 S BRI B
B ERANE S e WA DL R A BRI UIR 55 e i A 2R, LR AU T B AR AT oA G B S AU R A DA G
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— R T, B BT IR A T R T ) S R < R I B TR AN AR, Z S
FEH R EIG B2 R Z (BB T A NE AT REAF A H A B S 2 A (4 B 50 5 AR AR [
A R e 2 e P B I TR) Bh A AR X — B BT SR BB A TR T Dk 4, A S5
RS — > — IR = 2B W HE SRR B 5 B IS 00 2 0L CAN AT 1R ) o

RS AP A B B
FRAEHEHR: AR AR
Greenwood%: (2011) Raaijmakers (2013) GranqvistF Gustafsson (2016)
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il 2 22 AW AR R, T RO 8 22 T Ak BE R R ), AT 2T SR AR )
W5 HitE 5 T B SR ) AS ) i B 2 6 B 0 , Greenwood 55 (2011 )TA A, il B2 32 i A9 K5 1 24
T BE AR A ) — A EE S PN R A B < A U 32 LS e P i B R R 2 | 7 A A5 A
[R)IR 50 T il B A2 2 gt el ol 23X 55 1] B 22 € (institutional pluralism ) MR 25 240, & 5 G TE Y
S 1 B2 AR 1 Z2 R LA K ER IR BRI B e HER £ 504k (Kraatz fiBlock, 2008 ) SR T, HRITAT X
il B2 2 5 Z FE M B SE K2 R S i 2 PR Z 4R 1 oA S5 38 L i i 2 AR A BRI, 25 2 1%
A7 B o B S e P L T T T ) B AR A R B X LA VEE A B A AR P LB A T, st
T 7 PP AL il B 22 B X L UG5 R RA T ok mT B AR B B R B2 2% 152 ( Greenwood 46,2011 ) .

() NAEYERE - ] BE 22 45 (R ) B8l ¢ R B

il B 52 AP AN I WA i) B 28 e R i I AR B T 22 E I B A2 i 2 R P BB A AR R A%
M ZFER H 8¢ 280X, A IR A i £ 224 LU T LR

1. PEAFIZE JBR T i BE 2 B 2 A1, Greenwood 24 (2011 )i F8 H il B2 &2 24 PR A% 55 A1
A A TR B B 2 8] BN H 2 (incompatibility ) , T2 BLAREE A A € FefE etk
8 BOPRUE S5 TR PP S sl i 5 L 3O B AT A2 2k NIRRT SR 08, B
BN [ il B 32 5 22 (0] T35 4 5 o SR AR TSR AN AR ZS , BV SR T 584 5 2 vl fig
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P B, WA R SR B I 455, SR N FE AN AH 25 1 20K T 08 % B0 IH B AR A B, it
EHEE 2 TZEZ EAEAIREE , GreenwoodZE (2011 )IA N IA W18 3 F3@ 3 i Fp 7 =X
U & . — 2R T Hin2E 7 i j i K22 7 (Pache fllSantos , 2010 ) , B T A &
ERA HFR A oh g, 385 ME LA, A A A RR A, T An 2R SR A AR S R alas 2 B
ANTRI XRS5, DU 1 A MO AR X 3K, AN A SRR A s R B R & Ji M (Goodrick il
Salancik, 1996 ), RIVZH 27 116 5 ] B2 322 8 BT it fin ) o) B P szl JHE ) Pl B AUCR N, —
e B ELARRNAE EEXE 4) h BER E BR A2 5 s 3 0 A P R A, i R AR 1 R
& il SR T A5 WA OB A5, DRI T 2 2 TR e i B 2 2 AR B A o

2. WHILAE ARG X ] B A 2 PR e R B4R v T i AR 5 B AN A A
YERE (HUTI A BT s R i B AR AP TR Rt (A BT il B2 18 R 2 [R) P RE 2 B A T o £
FER) H 856 245K (Raaijmakers, 2013 ) o il 41, AS [F) il B 22 i 2 0] RS FEAS I ATy SR AP S 5
5 gE ABFLEE IR — g B s AAH B, W] REAEAH S B E] P L A7 X S A7
AR )5 A 2R R OR R AT sl A OCEK , X RS R —Fh i A T REAAR L e e | T
ST, (H 5 2 A E ) HAh 2 A AR R 5 A XS A B2 ) LAFR 5 2 AR R AT sh 3 i,
Reay FlHinings (2009 )X € KB /RAA R By 7 PR BR824l 8L 30 e BUR HEA T
MU AR T 2R R R AB B BT 5 (R FORBRA T 1 < BT T lb Ak i R BRI X — 5 )
RIS N IFBATIH G , P B 32 A — AR AR A S ] PR332 M 5 2 DX B 7 PR A 7 R e 5
A

3. BRRAG . BT AT D m o Ko B i 2 A T Rl I EE A U b = AR TR A
(hybrid ) ZHZUE S S A T4 S B 3N R A 84 (Raaijmakers, 2013 ) o 3 B 3 B A4 522 4 SR
AR LM SRS 45 5 49120, BattilanaflDorado (2010 ) X B 58 M 3% F) 4 1V Nl A5 bE2H
ZUN BT R, AR 20290 A CHT 4 I —FIR A B UR X, /N DRl U AR e HL AL
i — 7 T TR R T LB i, 3 o S A G IR 55 5 g i 5 By e v 61 2 1 s S
1A 55— T T AR AT B i e T T B SR AN LA 2 A s i T B AR T 2 A
T /NEUE PR AT EE R A LR RN — 2 P & 1B B T8 B — Rl i <Rl Ak /a6
IR R T A M N 2H U ) LR A I A S e

4. PR A AR SE 2 R B B 2 R A se g S o (FUE 8 i 2 (A il DU &
VR 7 2% H ML B AH B SR L 140, Greenwood 5 (2010 )% PG BE A I 3 4l 3% AT R B
FEW, T SR M 2R AR S T 2 i —— X R i i i 7e /R R,
PRIFRAE T 338 R —— I Al SR 1) G 322 R DX 3 £ b SRR P < b DX A DOl 1 4
X TTB E B RN, — R AT AR 5L w3 54T ko B TR PR TR A 2
K EHSHELEZ NS R AR 554k X AR PEAL 2 DEAT AR, DR o2 202 s b gk
— SR AL T K AR T I X AL 3 5L AT R 2R R

(=BTl B - i B 52 A R 3 2 Ak

il B 42 2 M RS ST IR B e AN AR TR 25 52 B 2130k e i R A 5 e 437 2
Greenwood 55 (2011) FIAR T 24730 5 sz sl il B2 52 2 e i AL IR G2, X T8 24, il
JE 2 % 5 1] B BORAEAE I AT B B i A s e sl s v AR B 1z B, A8 T 8 # R i
SR T BERIMY 2 %32 2 ) ) BE 29 AR/ L AR BUEOR , iX — e R b s AR B A 4
PR, (BT T B RN W BT R 3 RO (o vT BB R BN R AT Bl i AR B R 45
G, SE T INRAHT T 1) 3 22 4 %) 5 4 5 w2, 348 Jn F903000 ) 3 SR () 32, PRI e the Pl B S B0 R
FVETF i 5 TR T A7, 1 B2 2 8 5 i R — R W B3 75 2 T, 1248 22 (] A 58
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SRS RULEY TED O I A2y = | 7 (8 b ey -l ] [ =T O (B B B2
SR A B EE A, A B A2 kT A AT RE o b2, Raynard (2016 ) FRF 57 5
V554 B2 24 (volatile complexity ) X 2H 2 i HL3k ik

AL UL il B A AR By 1 sl A AR AL ARG AT o 8 AR A M N R P — A T LR T A 1
JE BRI B R LGN 2 T 0 R R R e A S s e AR
il B B AR I SR B I 0, BT ) 3 S R R IR AR S A T AR RS, R AR /D 2%
SR B 5 AP IR B 0 T B BT T B R MR BRI R B LIRS 2, AR B A 2
PEAFAE SR, S B[R] PR 28 AR Bp-th ] BB s hy il i 42 2 M 1 B LA R SRR, (R X PEATF SR
RIRA JE (GreenwoodZ , 2011 ; GranqvistFlGustafsson, 2016 ; LiuZs , 2016 ) . il , 22 5 i 18 45
B H B2 28 S HL T S 30 A 52 2 MR A AT e ] sh 28548 Ak 75 i il 188 42 2 1k s AR TR IR [T &R
OB 21l B A VR s 2SR A 2o W L 20 J8 4 T kg 7 A A Fefr 2 i 735K S e A B o 5 R0 2k o
A — PR 2 B KA P L AR5 A AR 110 S ) R

=. DL FEE Z IR B R

ZH ] v 1 B A e X6 ik — ) A 4 s i R AT LGB S Oliver (1991) YA 5T, 1bil
ST 22 1 ] 7 ) R AL BRI A kak | SRR, SR R G L S 1 3
PR T AU I 5% B A5 e il B R AR SRR %) TR 28 L I 9 o) S i 2 4 T X B —
] £ 7 s g 7 R 2 B — N FH B BRI HE SR, EGE T 20 4] v 13 22 T 5 4 ol
I, Hodg T2 U A FR (Raaijmakers®s,2015) o 4h, Oliver (1991 )B4 41 2341l — AN B AR 4T
Bl AR Je— B AR LA [ A MR R 7, 220 T B AR Ak B SUN R e A vp g A
HRRAN AR S 51 2 %) il B A2 2P = A AN TR] s vy ) AT BE 4 (Bertels AlLawrence , 2016 ) o3& F ik AN
T AR Bl S B A2 2 PR 4 2 1 5k s O A 9 N B B, (LR B R L, = R Stk
IR, —ERRBE L2 T X Ny B AR A SO ST — S —1E B — A\ BT[]
— AV B TR o BT HE SRR LA B W98 1 LS (AN L7 ), 4 B () e B 32 B
T— LB 52 ] 2R N AT oA B SRR PR 2 o R B HE SR B SRME LA 5 0T AT A 2EL 20 o e s 2 Y
WIHAE— 58 2 HF W ERIE o3 Fhnife (0 B X 2 A SR AT R Ge A BRIk I ST ik s
FHZ 35 T & S R
Rt A 2R N T B W B L R ) AT AE 2R
YRR N [ e
ZH A A RO TR T al B X ol B i A | o) B SR Al DX i S S

ERH SIS | o A B AR 25 HBVRI | hong b o
s oo | VS SABUT AL Y AR LG SO | TR | BBk 1%

S UUEEST, nTREA Bh T2 2 o i 52 MR Fik
i B2 52 i P M A5 LSS PR R % ) R PEARFAE (T 5 22

B | DI K RS E T S TR AR R A T | MR ﬁiﬁmﬂﬁT
5 S T 2L S e R UL
I 2 E 2 L AP SRS BRI AT |

WS | T R SR SR ey | D | wtm

AT b

R I s R T
(I I | BEITEE 5 BRI e RSP TR . | R | b s
SR A P S R e
e R = ER R

TG ITFE R, 1007 51 (response strategies ) F B ik A (response tactics ) HA B i 2257, B Tstrategies” Fl“tactics” £ A SCH AT i34
SR, SR3RE GRS , AR SCGE— SR 1 b7 KR (response strategies ) I BRI o
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(— ) B ] S

ZH LA X T 5 A g i) i it 26 B ELA B ], R R A TEZH A5 M RO R 7
I D KT ) B A ) SR R B T N 4 A2 AR B AR AE R 25 5% (Delmas il
Toffel,2008) . — M1 & , ZHEZEHE 5 SR R B R B U e SR A5/ M 2 Wi P 82 2 v o
R VA H B R 2 e AR 55 R T SR, T4 B A2 B0 S O A AR H
(Greenwood5,2011) . FH UL, BUA RS HR T T —LL 8544 S a] Ao 17 (5% e -

1. DX % % B (compartmentalization ) o ‘& 58 JERE AN [ (1) i 55 282 48 X I B = 7 A W] Y 2 21
SEA AR, DLHORFRARZE S T ) il 3 52 2 M (Binder, 2007 ; Greenwood 4, 2011) o H:
PR R TR RS AN TR 8B 1 T S A AN R 0 L M AR B A7 AR FR T T
A B TAE 728 X A58 U5 5 P58 AR A R a0 S, R0 i JE o] %2 e ) SR RN ol B R )
HEAN—FERRNFI AL Z L  Binder (2007 )X 3¢ [ — Z AR B 55 AR 55 WA O IIF ST it 2 B , i 41
U= AL ORI DRSNS 12 40 55 4 B R ™ A AN R Sy AR IRAE T, 45 H BT TR R THA
ANTRT A B UL RS R | XoF T S ] 3 R o] o SR A A A AN ) Y B

2. fEFRI I o f#AN (decoupling ) SZHEH A IA ARG LS5 14 S E- A RBCRAR R A 250 B,

VUM 3 25, DRI T fp ok et st 2 A o 2 P ORT AR e 1] B 32 i R o B R AAN A TG R i
TEME R 7RI, 5 BLIRIBH R AR B T B C %00 A1 (Boxenbaum FlJonsson, 2008 ) . i & 41 21
MR I A T SR I SR P A — i DL S s, AT DAHS B4 2R s 2% 1 AR s AN IR, —
FERREE A BTS2 SN B PR EE 45 A 20 i e ), (A SV AR AT 5 v MR A AT B S 1
BRI AN T AR BTSRRI A R 0 USSR AR 2 U DD AR A O, L
SR LR BT i P B R AR R DA S ™ B AR AR AT R R A A SN E
I, FEFR I A AL AT R shbL AR B AT SR S A LU S R E RIS BRSO
T4 5 (Misangyi, 2016 ; Greenwood 3, 2011)

3. WA IS (hybridization ) o B 3R JRPHEAS [R] A9 ] B2 AR A 25 7R [R]— 2l 2 854 v i 2R
SELHLUN A S AL N ERHL I SR A A (Jarzabkowski%: , 2013 ; Smet:, 2012 ) o 33 i s 1 fig
3 TG 9 42 R RURS: , A -t sl LA 5 4t 2 A0 ol B oK (HUBSOR 22 Y BIFE 36 B o 2
PR B A TR G IR R A A8, v LIkt G 20 2 A R 2 F 5 Stk B AR AT S50 i i far
9 25 (BattilanafliDorado , 2010 ) , 84 &7 Bh F4H R #4595 5% (Pache #1Santos , 2013 ) , i A]
AERCH AR MEZH 2V B HLIE ( Dalpiaz,2016) .4l 4l , Pache fllSantos (2013 )& X s 41 24l
BIBFFEHE H IR S AR SRR T b A 22 48 A Al o] LABE B M R 0 -l B <At S A R 2 >, 3
Tt PR ode FRAS AR ST A2 o DalpiazZ: (2016 ) e F— F 2 KA ) R IF 5
FEUR BB AN ] B 2 R R RS A B T Al B e i Tl il 1 32 8 S5 24 i Sk AR ™
ARG HLES G WS A BAEE AR A T LS I o R B B AR S 3L,

()8 ) R

2 2 o, ] A 2 T I S 5 1 RO 2 U R L PRI UL, IR SR 4R T — 2R R
[ia] ) ) 37 5% %, 5 R ZE AT L3 Ao 7 5 M 28 A B A 35 SR B AT ol B R 2 R

1. RIS - MeyerFlTHSllerer (2016 )W fRIE A (strategic ambiguity )5 | A Z] i BEAF
FESI, , 5 PR AL SR S AT R BB AL B S B SR A T Bl Y 2 oAb i A i T R ZS [
WA ARAT BN LR 22 RAEM: R , BOR ik mg R A 20 SUS BB 05 AN ) i 12 %
FH R A b Sz e 22 SCPESORTR PO AT BTG TE FNA TR, 1k P 38 e Rl e 5 B i — PSR
TE5E , LAGE At ) B 02 G M AT 2 23 LA 1 7 o B 40, Meyer FlTHO Hlerer (2016 ) JE T KR _L- 7
o8 LR SEUERIE 5T 22 B, BB AR AN A Al 4k 25 T AT A A 43 ) 6 I AS [] 174 i) 3 32 48 A -
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SEIBIRNH S TEATAE TR R W AEAE P S, Al i] UGB IR, i i AR e i
FeAs R s 22 AR A 7 A — RO I 85 , (AU XE LB U T 28 EOE S
BESAT AR X AT B THRI B G AN S P B2 B (] B8 i, A o B2 S 2 AR

2. RI4f0E o Smets ™ (2012) 55T — ZAEFEEIF L 55 (D R A RIS 01 B, g 1
RS S i A2 2 5 P VAR R, 2 ) B R D BT o) R P 1o P 0 AR A T ok i i
AT | 0 AR il B8 22 S i i ) A B2 SR 2 P, I L 1 1 I B RI% (situated improvising )
FIRI D FOL AR T2 A i ] - e — , SIS S A R e s M , T B FE 2 2R AT H o T
VErP AR MRS GaUR 40 2R A5 R 2O M il B 5 2 Pty S i EL AR L 1
S5 B ANJE: s P ) RS Bt A (B AR g e o R , M i B = 2 PRI 5 B 3 T 58 il

B BIOULIE R, 1R T BB R A HHE Sl il 88 A0 B ) BERUR , A L R b i Bl R R 2 A 5 EL A
TAER S AR &2 RIS R Ba , 185 RO 24 R B A B AR 1Y el siAs ik
1Y, ¥ S SR A ) Ty A R , S 2 4 7 ol B A AR AR L 22—

(=) N D35 ] R

DI 0 i 32 5 2P 1 B 52 K 224 vh T A 22 10T, 3 A SR WA B 22 22 W I e 40 )
A2 2 ) 1 P OO S AT 5, B2 e ) A gk 7 i e 7 i R AR 2% 1 A ROUE i R S L
(VermeulenZ%,2014; BertelsfllLawrence , 2016 ; Raaijmakers, 2015 ) . W AP 2 X &, B AgEp
DRI AT AR g —Ff N D3 ] R, BRI A1, A IR A HE HE T A — 26 A 5 S ] s

1. FE S5 o A AU AN [T R A A 1 53 X SIS i B i ol B SR A B TR 0 s A o AN
[FIPIARD, T4 A s ST 122 5, X S BE s ma 78 AR 2 B 1 B A A B A 58 24
[F] , 3 IR 2H 2R FHAR 55458 (recruiting ) Bk 518 A 51 8 7 il B2 42 Z AR A T ML i,
BattilanaflIDorado (2010) AYRIFSE R B, EEAR Ry by il 5 T 5 4 DX e 5 1 1 B2 22 4, T LA

B SR A0 A —— R IR SR 1 40— DR 32 21 L ] BE 22 4R 1N o T3

G G ) B 22 R TR AR I B AR B B A AR O B S AT O B, I 2 AT 5y AN
[Fi] %) o o5 322 A 25O 4 , o T 45 5 S 8 22 [ ) A7 5 Rl o Smets 45 (2012 ) BRI & 21,
L[] B P2 A R 55 2 W) SRl B4 55 [ PR A A1) — A SRR TR T, X s A — i 4R Z [
W BAMEIME ) 54D AR D T HA R 2 5 5 s Oy 2, PR T 7E B i e ) g
A PR [ 2235 v 1) il FEE PR 27 i TRl R s By 2 3% A BT Ll Pk

2. FAFHE o SmetsSF (2015)J: T X T [E 7 541 (Lloyd’s )OR IS AL ZH 2L R G R AT 9T
B, ARSI AR R B3 T ISR FH X0 2 AR A = Fh AL il A A IR 2 B A ME ELAT e
P %) ol B 22 L X i A A R B kR o <“IX 53 (segmenting ) & FE ZH 2R B AKFE LA W4
LSRN H R ZHEN TARESE B AT R I MR D0 AN ) AR IR e 74 Ao B B ] D [l i AN
[F] 52 AR ALK o W42 (bridging ) J& 4K 5 M il B2 2 8 60 B A AN [A] AR SE I Wb 25 &, UK
PR E AN PLE, Ban-57 G4t B ORI AR R LR 1) i ORI 28 & B, R PR A A 21 4
2301, T AT DA S22 00 1 60 I 1 Tl 37 28 > 5 i 38 0 L 1 <Ak DX A AL 4 DA S I e
B0 10 B R 5 Mg <RI B (demarcating ) J& 48 21 23 61 iz FH B R B At A W B 45 7 U A
HAMHAT Ry, X AN (R B X00 oy 1) A S B BB R o S PR, e ish i i 2 Al R — ol B 22 S 4
FHI T 1Sk

(V4 )b ]3¢ o] s

CL AT I B R 1) PR 2R 5 1 B 22 () A 28 UDIR R, DGR U 46 4 7 30 3 el 76 26 7 I B
(AL 23 1R A 7 i B AR A7 2l 38 A e Xof o] B 42 2% Mk e B 4B 3R 1 7 55 ( GranqvistFll Gustafsson,

2 2R L ] A AR M ATAR R 5 A AR A
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2016) XSRS AEE , LU AT B 20K 23 32 B RS (R AE RSS2 1) BSR4 T30y
el E)- A (I e a1 U SR N BN 8 s o W d o ) RN ] v v ) T o A
FEAE SR BRI 5Y O 28 i AR DA T B 3 A ELAT R ] i ARRAE , AEATS SR 85 2 X B 1]
PRI 22 7 o) B 3o 2 i 2 A5 B Sl (R R A B, X TC B8 AJ T B 4 e I SR 2T 5%
Il

H i A 1k, 2h B R e [R] 52 ] A 2 Raaijmakers 5 (2015 )42 H1 A% <[] ZE IR S B% > (time
delaying ) o i BIFY BAR B B 5 220k 5514 T L ZURE 23 THDN BB R IANI 1 , RS USSR L
A2 9K Bl 145 B BEALHIAS 2 DA BN X, 1 T A B U S 22 B 1 [ i e R 5 SRR 1Y)
AN R (I T 2 A6 2% 5 22 ()R] o 38 Ao B ] b () 3R i 7, 285 8 T DA 7 431
X2 WS [] 8 A T SR SO PR R T kR P R ) G B SR AR R AL A
2SR AR ZH R T %o A B 4 R PR L Raaijmakers 5 (2015 ) BT 22 JL B {575 4TUBR 0 52
UERFFFE FE B, PR 5 TRIGT 11 1) 8 A2 2 P R Pk ey, L 5 8 ) i SR I R S5

(A ) R

DIMERFR K 2 35 IR T A SUN R & G 3 M o7 e, S0 A R 5 1 A0 F 0 A 3 2 3
LI 2 1, A FH 2 S8 b A ) s B o B R 2 R R i 25 5, 4R S o) il
5 AR ) 55 2 s R B 11 . i Ik Falconbridge fllMuzio (2016 )42 H 1“3 3 E £% A s (field
relocation ) o XA K B0, AN [7] ] 52 ) 10k Tl A 2R 110 26 S S B0l e 195 ] 28 75 W 3 3 5 T X
A AR B ) B A 2, T — 5 AR 55 A Rl b A DGl 5 4R rh T RORFIK 2%, sl il
REAR T Al 75 JR [ B oll 55 B T TGS (%) o1 B A2 2 R B 3k 32 J2 DR A oK 22 i JAR 3 Tl XX ¢
B[] N BTSRRI 0 [ B AR AT A T R AT B K I B R AR AU IR R
P10 A5 1) o 308 3 St A AL R, A0l e A (] DX 38 00 S AL B 28 Y TR L 287 RS
N BCE Bl 55 Be & B ] B2 4R a2 S A B e T BE e ) 7R 32 D75 o X
B, T DA RS AR Al T TG (%) ) B R 2 R

M. 2R 2R e Ry ) B 2 Z M R S B Y R 1R

il B A2 e A e SR NS B T AT RE T M I 35, ORI X A 4% J p= A T R SR 2 ) P [
K IR L BT B R It 5 o IR P2 B 1 RS 8 . — R IR TALZUNR, ¢
TEAR L 22 9) £ 5 i) i 12 5 A9 1R B ZH 21 (hybrid organizations ) QHn] i oy il i 42 2P s — R &R T
BN, 55855 2% Bl A L SO R AR An ey 55 m o] 185 52 2k DL KRR N A8 2 2 M 9 A 1A TG A
T AR BT T 1 B Bt 8 1] 2 D) S Ry 2 2 o ] B A e B A Tt R A D N R 5%

(—)RAHH

M, HE I R R SR H B2 outh, SRR i 2 E R e UE A2
WA AT R F T AR 28T ik 2 H UK T, S B SR Z AR R vhoE , SR VG R
2SR RICHL R, IR L 2 8 ffiay |75 2297 HLRB A RS g0 2 s 8 TR
GHZZ B 1 T

IRE ALV Z i P AN A SUNTS, 7T LTS ok A AN A B2 AR A TR,
B R ARG (RS S BN T A B TP 2 R R R AT O S WA AT RE AR
BHT 528 LSS, 3K BE DR T L LURAT A I T S B & SR A B L H 2 B
il B R [ A A AR B T IR B A LUK ST TE Z Pk K, in S B 20 h X hied T
T4, LN R VETT A RIESE o st At A DA — ol ] 35 382 6 Xof 17 118 o) BB 2 oK AN N 4
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()R ABhBG8

KVEH LU BN AT R RZ R, — EL DR SR 41405 6 B RS 0T 58 i AR e i i
SR T 52 A% B A B T B 2 2H 2w o7 1) B R 2 PRI 5 1) S — ML S I 1 . 2 I Greenwood
S (201 1) XA IR 2328, A SV 0 52 2P 3 5 AR BIAE - L — i 433l b R ) 2 SRS
A FEOT IHUE A 1 B8 8 v 58 LA K ol B il R HE () I TR 5 e a7 3l rp AR ) 5k ™
I FEA LU TEh#H A B EACZRIVIEIE K= FAAEARZ A HHZS () BESE ) AR DA 50
R Al o B BE 5 s A TR 5 L0, sl il B 2R ) 1E AR B 3 s S A 2 U T sl & H
FAEPZ RAVIEIE ; Fo, S rb il B 22 oK %) 1E AR B AT T 3] B R Pt PRI ME () 75
e, G AR A S S — 1 AR T ) B SR T R E A I o

H A S A 3= SR PN 7 18« — 23k e Ak 1 B0 A 5 T e i K
SRR B , W 243 8 AT B LA S e L A — R B A VA B S BRI Z AR AR —
SO AR, WA B B R A ER KR Z R E TR S B E A 7 AR Bt adl
SUR R 1 A3 I TR A1 137 55 B Zh A7 SRR R i A 27 558

(=) ENE B 25 5

T AR KL IET T EEE 5, M58 18 T8 %00 3 R R [ AT
T i — 2R o T2 2 TR o [ B8 AR AE B2 A 1) 3938 (LuoFlRui, 2009 ; 7R AL AL
20165 IRESERIRERNE ,2016) , A SCAH  7E LA AR BB 26 i b S 20 [ R i e h 4 an
e o 7 1R A2 e | T B S IR AN T I B 25 5

Sp— T R R PR A AR e IR 22 5 S BRIV AR 25 (2015 ) 2 5 0L ™, il 32 48 2
PETE LA B AR B 24 3 B e B [ RAR AT g 2 S Y — SRR AR, APk 3 B3R
Iy it 2 R ) B SRR LA S0 (0 5 1) B A 2 M R NS S IR R) S5 22 4R ) R
CECH B ) 5] (FEE ) B I T S5 A7 2 AL I A TE 4 s < 5 A8 1 F 2SR
SRy il B 8 i 5 o SR ) PR AR A (R4 AT i A i B AR 2Pk R NS BB ) 55 2 4
FE), DAEENA A B AT A8 S A IRl 5 P S B S M R BRI A ) B i e o
SKZ B o8 5 2 I S 3 WA S 2 i E R SR, anrh e 5 O R £ AN — B 2 R L
) il B2 %2 4 b 5€ (Luo %%, 2017 ), B T Al 55 H bR 22 5 0025 2yt B0A [ ol B2 322 i o 58
“OpEIPE B 2 S BRI Ry i B 2 S ) R EOR AR AR 1 IX B 2 S B B 2 S
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PR RG5 ARE> X TR AE A SR e W i B2 A2 2 Vs, mT RE S s, AR AL 15 22

OB AR S A (U 285 50 B R 425 R b T 5 1 IR F S 1 , 75 0 2T T K B T AR 20 %

Ty P T A R AR AT 4 11T 3 P ) R ) B R O R 1 ot 25 SR M SRR RIS A , S A R R T A B 1) A 0 4 5 L
i e % JE#4# [EB/OL). https:/v.qq.com/x/page/d03063vbxsi.html, 2016,
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HAEMHR o088 CEREPHIXITFE, 2015 ) , 53X HURH il 5 25 s 2B PEAR R T P57 %K
B A X TCSBEAG KR NINZE 2 7 P 2

H., AREBENERE
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(AN 27 ) oAU Y ) S AT A 25 8 — SR B A% Sk [ PR o ok o JEE B VR 7 1)
T2 2 3 SR RS A 2R 2o ER ) BB AR )RR A 2 e Y SOUE A S 5 LR ez
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55 W EE A AV E A T ARHE RIS S AR SCRIe T B A AR LA rh R AR Y
B4 b S R [ R T AR B — SRR R, ANBORIE: ) A 1 L g b 5 B ROk 9T
B — 20 B I SRR TR AR AN [ AR 45 v A EL AR I X ] B85 52 2 M R 4 ) Ry A 7 A5l
[F]EF I AT AR AAZ AT R oA A - AR e S R PR

55 = TR A 2t R 1 AR 85 L AT TR, — 1T AT A EE i DGR TR A 2 4 n e g i i
FEAZ 2R an ST E A Ak MR A TR TCE BV RE SN2 RS 5 S hE
22 il B2 22 i o o€ LASSOR B2 52 2 ki R AF 4 (Bruton§, 2015 ) 5 AR, TAE SRR AREDI 7
ARAH T 5 NSk & ARSNGB #5385 08 , i T sett 24l K 2 e H o fif
fir 2 B Z ] BB B sZ A, T L2 TR A 2 4 dn e e 7 ) B 420 2% 1) B SRR
Ty — 71, W] VA BT 24 a rb (%) il B A2 2 R SF ) oz ]t 0GRS AR S 4% 3 B )
LT HF I R OR WM B, a2y 42 e g S A YR R R T Tz AL,
HA R A AR A 22 i B2 i 5 ) B 2SR R B v 5%, A0 R0 X Tl B 52 2 X T3k B3 2% 37
KRR Al Bl e Jre AT B B R S (BT 45,2017 ) o i B v [ Al ) [ Ak, i S A
M Gnfef i N B A 2B R, BETC S = E TR T —2f s 2 (2 REM B,
2016; VLA ,2016) JUAN, — 2B S AT AN Y BE AT 7 e J6 ol = 15 e 09 il 1
M, A7l B T2 1 o R R A B A i DA B B A A ™ S A S R, o e ek R A S
AT A B 5 IS S A R ST 5 v, 0 2 78532 S A v A B ) 22 5
it — 25 B o [ IR 2E 2R [0z ] B A e M A R A T o A

() AT R 5% fre B

2R 2 iy o) 7 1] A2 2 AR IR A OO (A5 G A i A U (4

S L L O] R AR S AT LA S 25 AR SO Y S5 A — 1 B — N B3 — I ] — (S Y
TR L RN S ATTHE SR, DI 652 e 2 2] 1y AT ok Y DG PR 3R 38 TRt — 20 R A Z 48 %
W, AT DA SOG I 3K 8 SRS FEAS RIS AR 35 T 1) LR I 55 1 AR, 49, e A st T2 T iR
M )37 5% % 0 A 205 e APl A2 2 MR B T g — S 17 55 UV RS SR AN e/ mT A 4
BT % B 24 B A A S A

55 AN N JE IR ARG TR B AR 2 e B T DRI L2 A A AR E 2R
IR o A 57 0 LT 22 5 0 4 4 Hp 118 e 5 38 R At AR e, 53 Aoy S 3 R R e o7 o] 8 A 2%
P, 320 B BT 2 2 7 i) B2 52 2 A RO 2 A 55 1 JEAIL I (Vermeulens, 2014 ,2016;
VoronovHlWeber,2016; ToubianafZietsma, 2017 ) , LA X AS[E E YR IM N 17 R 22 8] B AE H. 5200

55 = 2w N S T L DA B S R AU T B O R TR 2 BT R R [ e
T o) B 32 4R PR A7 -5 46 R 2 PR 9 D B DG T A B A B 24T B9 AT R S M (Ocasio 1
Radoynovska, 2016 ) . ARAMFFE AT LI B LS <2 IR T, B AIBN AMARGE AR 2 IR FE
i J57 ] 88 42 P 1T A T o 22 5 S AR Ak 5 B[] S i >, BIVA [T el i) i B ] — Ak sl ] — )2
KA TR) FEARALE M AT b i 25 S SO AR A A 85 S vk, BICAR RS B8 T W] — ARl [ — )2
AN [R) S AARLE R AT Ry 2 S R AR AR G

SRV, 21 e 8 RO ST R R B B LH 2 (R — B [ P 7 22 S AL 2 s e AR A T
BHE ] (SimsekaF,2009; 2555, 2010) , 1Tl BE A2 A2 MBI 58 T IR T 240 217 2 d s G Pl
B R v TR UM T 5 45 S DASRAR I R Rl A 5B AN AR AL, s RESE ] EE AT
(institutional ambidexterity ) (Jarzabkowski%¥, 2013 ) . A A 57 75 X il BE BT AY SEBAHLE] 52

2 2R L ] A AR M ATAR R 5 A AR A
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M A ZR JE S R R IRABETE . —J7 i, ] AR S <S5 BOT fF S50t AU XOT 14 R (X
DRI, 2013 ), HENHLA G 1 X P58 Gl BRI EE A & & AL MR R R X0T
UG R IATOIGE s 55— D T, 2 SRR T IS TE AR VG Jr [ 5808 HAT AN R 1 Sk (i
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e
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LGy TR R 3 R A R A A R A 5 DR 3R LA LA A 3 7R P AL
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45k O IN R 5 ) R (i B e sUEE 4 R AR S5 ) W 2
R MAN, Tl BE A A A SRR R R U R DB R 45 2R, 25 T A B DA A
VRIS — A~ EE BT 5 1] o

(=) 22 B 45 R0 e 2R
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TS AR (ELAS S A U A -

S R S TR MR R 5 ZH AUS TR o RIS ] A b — 25 25 il B A 2V iy N IR AR
A L ARFIE Bz B SR B AT BEXF 2 205 1 Ml R MR S P A 7 7 Rl P TR A5 1 2 5
2R )W L7 5 7 JZ2- 0 W 7 S A o i 7 AT P S5 4 B A8 A o 20 L P s o 7
AT, TR R X AT A SRR R 1) B I KT DL RS [ il B 5w = 43 SR 7 B vk 2
AR FHAL A 22 57
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AR, AT LA, S S bl 1oz i B2 PR PR A, JE R i B2 A vh o Rl S B AN L, e ik
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LN AT A SEAT ) T4 S 4 SV s, AH OGS BB o] 2 47 e MR L2 e A5 915 PR R
SN TR RS 2 (S IUZ 0O L (HBUZ ) O MRV 5 2 2 i A,
R AT B TR B 1 B2 52 2 P i 17 -5 20 S8 sl I A S SR AL B

S =, L SR 2 e -5 7 AR A AR o 2 USR5 e R e AR A R RE RS A T
JEZZHEZ [R5 28, 1008 Ay ) B2 A% AT SR BB (Smets S, 2012 ) o A FE AT LA S i B2
SRR il JEE 7 o A M R SR MR LEAIL I 5 Pl o7 E IR — 25 25 i B A 2 i 1o
A3 DAy %o ) 2 AR BT ) R, LR ol B A 2 P S o AR A B B S BB ] A5 SR
R IUHUE, IR AR s BB 5 R 2 5 b T AR U, ARRAT 5 s 21 2RO Z U
WIFSE , LA G-l 402 ) B2 2 A= 2 T o B2 AL Bl BRI A 35 5 SRS LB

SV, 0 8 A2 e -5 A AT o U BRI 5 AR F R AR B LB SN AR i
Gyl R DA U0 1 BE 52 AV 8 R BRI 5 A T A A 2 A B 45 2R (Greenwood 7,
2011 )6 PR, AR TSI LI RLAT Ay 0 il B8 52 2 P i) S A P, 3 ] DA — 22 55K
FON e s A ST A REME A i S e it A I B AU B SR S R A AL
KR o

LA LY EATlE ], 201 645 59 S5 AR AR S 9 b 7514 P 249 42 S A0 D) (ESR 388 AR ) R i 22 P mip MU 5 1R T T2 4, FETR T 2 )
Bt 224 BB T B RATRR IS T 3043 A5 B RLSE , 3% S BT a2 w2 52 2 MRt S AR ¥ 461
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Organizational Responses to Institutional Complexity:
Analytical Frameworks and a Research Model

Deng Shaojun’, Rui Mingjie?, Zhao Fuchun®
(1. School of Economics and Management, Zhejiang Normal University, Jinhua 321004, China;
2. School of Management, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China;
3. Institute of Information Sciences, Shanghai Academy of Social Sciences, Shanghai 200235, China)

Summary: The organization needs to effectively deal with the institutional environment
challenges to secure legitimacy and achieve sustainable development. Due to some problems such as
holding the isomorphism hypothesis, ignoring the organizational micro-level dynamic role,
underestimating the degree of institutional complexity, the explanatory power of traditional institutional
theory is weak in the context of the increasingly complex institutional environment. Therefore, the
research on organizational responses to institutional complexity has gradually become a hot topic of
scholars’ attention. Firstly, based on the evolution of theoretical understanding, this paper puts forward
the “quantity—content—time” framework of the institutional complexity connotation analysis,
emphasizing the “number of institutional logics”, “the interactive pattern of institutional logics” and “the
dynamics of institutional complexity” are the core content dimensions of institutional complexity.
Secondly, based on the key influencing factors of the organizational response behavior, this paper
presents the “structure—situation—person—time—location” framework of the institutional complexity
response strategies analysis. Then, this paper analyzes the typical application scenarios of institutional
complexity response research, including hybrid organizations, complex and dynamic organizational

fields. This paper further points out the key differences to be considered in Chinese context application,
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Through a systemic review and integration on prior research, we propose a unified conceptual
framework that incorporates four external factors and five process factors, and discuss how these factors
interactive to determine the effectiveness of analogical reasoning. We label the complexity and dynamic
of the environment, the focus and diversity of external information, the depth, diversity and complexity
of the decision maker’s experience and some psychological characteristics (meta-cognitive activities
and learning orientation ) of the decision maker as external factors, which determine the effectiveness of
decisions through influencing the complexity of the mental representation, the algorithm of mapping, the
depth and diversity of the knowledge about source contexts, the type of heuristics and the search
strategies. These five factors are critical cognition components directly related to make effective
decisions, labeled as process factors.

Despite much progress, we explicate an agenda for future research. First, in individual-level, more
efforts should be devoted into understanding analogical reasoning process. Second, more attention
should be directed to scale individual-level analogical reasoning to collective behaviors. Third, factors
influencing the performance of decisions and their interactions demand further exploration.

Key words: strategic decision making; analogical reasoning; heuristics
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including the overall characteristics difference of the institutional complexity, the government and the
market “both strong and coexistence, both change and interaction” to bring a unique impact, the
organizational response behavior rooted in the unique social and cultural environment, the complexity
and dynamics of the fields are more significant in the transitional environment. Finally, based on the
above analytical frameworks, this paper constructs a theoretical model of organizational responses to
institutional complexity and proposes some prospects for future research. The model emphasizes that the
institutional complexity research should focus on the complexity connotation, localization characteristics
and typical application situations, organizational response behavior research should focus on response
strategies, response heterogeneity, response levels and response ambidexterity, and organizational
response outcomes research should focus on the relationship between response behaviors and
organizational legitimacy, organizational changes or innovations, institutional changes or innovations,
and fields changes. This research will help to deepen the theoretical understanding of the emerging
concept of institutional complexity and help to systematically sort out the types of response strategies
and develop new strategies. Meanwhile, it also points out the direction for the connotation analysis,
feature identification and response research of institutional complexity in the context of emerging
markets and transition countries represented by China.

Key words: institutional complexity; organizational responses; institutional logics; analytical
frameworks; research model
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