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AR SCAE ) g D) 24 (o) BIF S A A0 ) gl R b R TR DA PR B — AR PG A I 4 1l ) R
& AR S R AR A5 7 T A SO 3k B A AR SO R R L DR IR R S A AT A 3 A
7 T AT ) SC AR B S (domain-specific cultural theory) (Burt, 2005 ; Bruton %,2015), % .,
ZH 2100 29 TR 2 I 405 o) R T R Al 1 T 7 7 R I 9% [ 1 T DL 5 8 2R I 2 N PR O
RAEHL KR PO I L AR, LR 73 B 0 2% 5 ) WF 50 )2 T 00 e, 5
=S E B ATF R, 3 B EA (proces-based) | il JF £ il (institutional-based) F11 5%
FHefill Ccontextual-based) J& H B HF (5 ¢ R 7HF L 1Y AT 2 (Luo,2005) . PRI, I 4% 5 1) 1) &
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FE 232 WF T T4 8 G 2R BT 5 1) 460G 2R A 0 U B G B M L 0 AR B B i AR
R 1Y BRI, Ahuja(2000) AR 56 28 B9 A (A0 5 A MR 55 0 2% 5 1] LA K ) 4% 0 F A5 =X
AR . Luo(2005) K v B B8 T B A olk 20 2R HE 22 DLSG R D vl X A DL SG & O oo OF
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W A 4R O S R 2% S i) & A 1 FE Bl (Smith Al Lohrke, 2008) . MASHe M f % L LA R B B
b5 A L B R B R D B B AR O O R . Burt(2005) AR, & F BRI BE A5 5 i 41
UM HE 25 56 28 (1 J5 1], {1 20 278 S8 7% 90 465 OC R 110 LR R g A OC 2 44K B i3 A 3. Klein-
baum (2014) D ¥ 25 il 537 BE 3 1) £ B2 7 P o3 A 17 5 2R B 55 0 26 2 1) 1) OC 2R L AN O O R L
H AR DG R AR R O 3 O T AN (AR 2 52 T 2H L) 0 246 S i), I HG 5 e 2 206 ) 45 A X A R A
PRI, O 3R BV S I 2% 3 1] I T I R 2 —

UL A 38 o SCHERIF FE FR AT K B, 06 R A AT 5 1 98 FE 3K 26 4T Bl 32 1 A U 4 P S PR AR L AR
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P O FR RS 10 B 2L Hi AR I, A [R) B G AR BE Al T 5 B RN L 55 R AN —FE 1Y (Sorenson
4%,2008; Bruton %5,2015) . HLIEJE TR ARSI 7 5572 105 R 5 15 2 PR
TRER AR AN PROC R AU S B SCfB AR 8. Lin(2001) 7L 23 B8 A SRR A rh i 4
fE AR TR+ 2 W 48 78 TR AT S AR BV A T 3 vh A= T 2R il & AN AL e e 1 A7 3 Y B
ek, ST TR 2% 5 1) 58 PR A T B0 R I 4 OC 2R I A R Lo 2 L 2 IR AR AT TSR T % 1 2 A
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BT SR AR A SO 0 B A 2« B — O 2% 5 ) D R ) R A DA DG R IR R G &R
720 R B Al ) (Mizruchi 5 ,2006) , 4350 B T 4t 23 2% 0 327 28 5 2 R4S B 24 1 AH DG IF 9
LA LA DN R A A S Y S TR AN R AR B T 8 S g R D Y O R S A AR
o AR L TR DL Z2 47 (continuum) A9 J7 AR VR FH L #0522, 06 U R 5 I A X 57 A7 A il
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AR L AT AR [ B LA IR 2 i 458 i — 55 5 AN ) T A TE L X 8 PR AR AR R 4
S0 0 £ 5 ) (1) e e B L AR L 55 = I 4% 5 1) | 9 B (] 452 A% (Newbert FiI Tornikos-
ki, 2012)  FEA> A0 2% 5 [m] ] 2H 2R R 28 5 [ e 37F 194 3ok R o A N 00 243 o) 194 3 ) 5 181 A ) %
] A 8% G 0 Sl DG L 1T 28 P AL 2 8 38 5 5 2T 2 I 4 5 ) 45 038 A U X 2% 5 1) it (4]
AT 26 T ) o 35 DO 458 PR 3R 2 %) IO 4% e ] ™= A o S ) 2 ), I EL RS T 4 3 1l A D040, R T A
53 AT 0 £ 5 i) (14 52 W) 45 2R I A 22 2% o S SRR T

A HARRE

PO 2 3 1) T A 2 2 0O 3L 2 400 358 1) BT 52 7 38 25 B o (ELTE 8 15 2 TR A 2 4 1) 40F 5 )
W2 25 o 2H 2 1] A B 2H 23 P I 465 [ B 0T 0 O A8 B2 1) K R T N 03I B IV o T 8% 5 1 1)
AH M & AT 5 IR 2 T Bl A B 2 3 i 2 OF R AT 1A G SRR ST (AN Kleinbaum F1 Stuart,
20145 F/ME 2014 AR E A e H L 2015) , AL 222 0F 58 A0 B AR ST e B9 R /2 o AR SCHE XS
26 T ) O AE 5 A B R AT A BT A SR b A S L0 Bl AR 28 T A A S DU R A A R
SR DK SR AT T ARER, JF2) 1) 1 I 2% 5 1) B AF 9 Kk 4 T LSO JEEL R ) 4% e ) R R SR L .
B AE 5T AT 28 3 1) 1R S 2R DA R B R Y R b DI £ 5 [ F 5 )2 I U A RE A T —
AEREPERT SR, LI Ay 90 2% 5 ) A R YT 58 S it — S A 4

AR SCAEHIR DTHR 7 1 B A = 85— AR SC LA Z oA A S AT I 4% S ) Y ke S AR
ks . SEBT B oE 22 DL Al Y 28 55 52 B BT R A e IO 2% S 1) 1) i B 22 FRATTAE R 58 I 2% 5
Tia] P19 48] S 3o R e I R b ke B, BRI 22 BE S AILIT AN R DL 4% R ) B R L A S 2 S
R AT S 8 N o0 285 J2 0 2% 5 o) i J 1) B Ay (A AR SOOGS0 9% 5 1) T IR ) A RS o B L FRATT I
I & W5 k4 5 Ucbasaran 55 (2001) PA K Cole(2015) FT K ) %5 2% Bt 2 Je AL A AL (Multidis-
ciplinary Model ) =4 T 309, 3+ 5 Low 1 MacMillan (1988) FIrik Al B W 2 fF 57 75 2 fl Bk
1T 2 (Explanatory Process) (B 58 45 16 40 B W R CANBE Y ) F A3 ) . 88 =, IAEIF 5T £ 2
W I 28 1) Jey B T AR AT A2 1T, X 2H 223 T A A+ B =, R N 4% S ) 7 2 42 T
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Y O AR AT AN B IAT o a0 5 2R A O AR B IR 8% ) Y TR OB L 25 4F (Luo» 2005) » Xk
T R T AN (] A2 ] 5 2R A PA R 425 9l 22 1) ) G A AL B LA 52 I o ] A E )
KF . AENMAIFEGEIE, “F 10 — BT — SR B & 1T O[] L (H 0 2% S [m] | 199 4% i) 7 i
15 BRI 5 R ARG BT A ST R R LR AR = Z [8] 1% 3¢ R LI, TR Ak 00 2% 5[] Zh 24
5T

PR A SCRYSZ A R IS 00 28 5 o) a0 250D B ) A8 L2 D R B O s BRIV S DA R Ml 52 ) 1Y
WOk E AT BT GEE N E YOG R I — PR R 28 5 2 Z BT AR D U
A7 R HE I TS 2 0 2% 5 ) R AR ME B Hh 22 B 27 0 BRSO SR R 90 K B AT Sy 5 T 37 0 ) A
S5G  TE AR i DR b 5% 00 2o i v G TR 0 2% O AR B 5 A BE L X R AR UK G R
Hls O AR B AR AT 1T vl S A Sy 00 2% S 1] 11 /A2 o ) SR PRT T X 4 PR R 22 T ) A L G BB A
SRR AN A BA R SR W 4% 5 18] (Kleinbaum, 2014) , 5T 3% = K 2 i A9 45 S i) 19 %
TE HE B A% 1E — 20 fift % D00 246 e I ) A JRE JBL e LA R A N AT A RITZH ) 455 [ 1) AH B SE ]

B B SCAIEFE AL T B AR BB 5T S e 1 AL Cetic) BIFSE I I) A - R BIF 5 00 Jz e
T A7 Cemic) FFFTHIA] (Bruton 45,2015) , A SCEEWFFR AR bG gl d Rt vy, Jysk 98 th b A 5%
VLA B TS — P AF S A L G PR SR 1 ) 45 G ) S PR AR, (H R A WE ST Y 1 22 BB AT
TP 7 BB ST R L T EL o NS O AR St a3 S AR A T 2% 5 ] R R A 2 8 1] s
5V 5 ANTA] 3 Ay s A A %) v A B P 0 Pk AR T 3K A R % 5 ) AR 1 BIE S
il 2R 1) — A~ 0] R I 5 2

Van de Van(1989) {4 28 viat , 4F 581 1) fE 7E T 52 H (There is nothing like a good model
that is practical to practice) . AW TR R B HA —E W& A oEadE—IRKIT,
e DL 2, T HL S I 55 SR — D9 . VR — TR R LA IY A W 58 A B2 Ry o) 2% 5
[ B FH O ST A% 51 o 0 30 SRR OR AR S 5T RE S A T TR AL, A4S P2 o R B 2 .
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Network Orientation : Concept Explanation,
Research Context and Model Building

Dong Baobao',Zhou Xiaoyue', Wang Kai*,Gao Guifu'
(1.School of Management ,Jilin University ,Changchun 130022 ,China ;
2.School of Business Administration s South China University of Technology »Guangzhou 516040 ,China)

Abstract: Network orientation research constantly attracts more attention from manage-
ment field but it develops very slowly. Therefore,it is urgent to sort out its research context
in order to definite its research orbit and provide reference for the development of network o-
rientation in management field. Based on a review of concept evolution of network orienta-
tion, this paper grooms the dimensions of network orientation research,sorts out its research
context from the perspectives of sociology, psychology,economics and management,and de-
scribes its reasearch orbit. And then it builds a comprehensive model for network orientation
according to the analysis of its antecedents,outcomes and the dimensions.Finally it provides
prospects for future research.

Key words: network orientation; social network; social capital; research context
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