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N2 =1,2
XA
(LRTEM 2 K 2F G5B, Kt 3002222 K EF 2 K2 T & B )5 W shul , K3 300222)

B EAXTHEELSAEERNGHEESENALE.LELLEREETHG A ELF
MBHGE, AXAEREMXLokey A b, ALMAT RE LK E TSR MAN A
FRAIE; RE A THERMELAA ZARETHE AL LAER TH S EKM" KRR ZiEHZE;
FREZELLEAEB T ERFEGRE AL E AL REE TSk Kokt
ATARPE, FRAHF—RRERFERFTT MBS A s L B EALAHEETH
CAENTHMANE LR T EARABANKIESNEMLZTIEFRMT FEARE; REXT K
AR ESBEHR T O T AL MBEEMR AL LB R ERLES,

KEF RS AR ERE R ERES

FESERS F270 XEIRIRE:A XEHS:1001-4950(2016)03-0099-14

—.5l

TERs 2B G5 T i T REE T 5 AR 18 3 7 1 2 B R AR T ) B SR 2 TRl 1A
AEAE S 35 25 S, 1 T M 76 AR TE [ T 3% b 9 28 35005 B3l 2 T I — AR SRR Bk i PR R Pl ot 7 A
9 7R 38 [ T 3 G PR IR R G R 2 . FE GRS SR 3 L A b A AR [ T 3 1 450 B bk
R B A AE P LA R 55 T JR R 1) 2 R R S v vk L L R0 D L 91 B R i A OG5 S0 R 1 A
PR — S0P O A AR T B T Bk I B H 055 R A M A AR UM DG ) — &R
B SR s BRI B e SR SIS it ek R SRR Oy 5 Al AR G T 3 4 A AR (legitimating) 1Y 3 A
(Turcan %,2012),

TEAL G2 E bR 55 B0 U H 2 85 [H A /| IR AR RN, < G i Ak 7 [A) B — B — AR
T H O E R B 5T IS (Kostova il Zaheer,1999 ; Kostova A1 Roth,2002) . IT4FEK, b & Hr
4TI 7 [ R0 ] Al 1) 328 ¥ R P i X 3k [ G T 3 3 ) AR AR A K R L R TR
[ 5 AR T8 [ o B R g ™ AR B 2 85 VR AR T T G i Ak TR R e B R > T PR R 45 A

i

s B #1:2015-12-02
HE2WB . PEHEEAFALMA (2015M571262) ; X3 T & F A 40 # B I EAX R B (TDI12-5051)
EER A0 U979 ) .k, REMEZRFZFFRHIT,

FEANVEREETHHGEN . FRRIFEEE
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S E N B S AR KO B B 2 G T 1) 5 5 (Mathews, 2006 ; Peng 45,2008 ; Liou &%,
2012), SR, R IA WF T SCHREF L 06 T 185 [ Al 2R 38 [ 7l 3 5 06 AL 1) A28 1 BIF 5 SRS 45
R 53 HI s 1 A A ] B R 55 01 5 LSRR A T B A B AR S s B 2R 8 Y BIF S K 2 R R A AR
LS e A )i LN P I LR S e R S T ES R TR Rt g F A L RO B I
AT B T RS B AR ) i A M A T A0 T 3 28 8 o R v BT T IR A 3 22 o B R PR AR, A B
T8 #7241 b B R B Al B Bro O 4ll S A% e 5 1 A b A 9 Y i 22 B 4808 Ak 7
IO AR T I T 3 1] B T ) AR IBUAR T T 3 S e b S R b ) SR R R S
A SCHIBEFE AT DL S5 SR 90 B9 0 Ve Al S 3 e A ], 6k T DL v ) I Al ok 4R 3R 09 5B %
3y [ 52 5 [ Al 19 & JR ik ek R0 ) R A L S B b HL A ) s RIS R L

ZBEtVFREERTSZEEUHSREL

FFE“ Akl 48 B IAE B BT BR AR B0 5 (A 20 PN B A8 2 SO #0000 S b o 19 45 &
FEJE” (Berger Ml Luckmann,1966; Trumble #l Stevenson, 2002) ; 4,75 2% & ¥ H & X Ry “ HFp
RSN AT & g SCHA M M Y W BN AT Bl A K 4k R 5 R (Turcan 48,
2012) . J7 LY E AL AT AR Ry TR A A SR AR A T MR S 2T A B
R B AT B 806 247 49— A AT BB %7 (Suchman, 1995) . 304 SCHE s . A [F] BEIS 22 B}
XF G AL S A BT AR K AR HAE AR B Y S A AR Y 2 S (ELRE A B A T
M A REA —BERIE

AXT T 55 A AL HE & 78 BOA O B 2% (Tyler, 1990) Kok 230 B 22 HE K & (Jost il Ba-
naji»1994; Haines fl Jost,2000) H ¥ J& F 4% 0 o7, 38 52 R - 5 1 B 1R & sk 25 Y0 )2 T
JIT R SCH AR A (0L AN T A — BT & — Bt i — AN BB L — B IR R B 45 SR (Oliver,
1996, AH I Hb o F& T 20 42 10 K ] BE BRI JAR 4R 58 G 6 1k (Fb) [ 8 8 1l Ry A G 2 3 56 1Y
EWATTE BB (Powell Fl DiMaggio, 1991) . & FHLUR T B “ 5 ik 0" 8 S 2 RE TH &
N AT N 20 57 8 (Baron Ml Pleffer, 1994 ; Tomaka Fll Blascovich, 1994) , I # #i hy (41
ZOH B 138 SR AME SN TE A BOE R HBOATT A5 R RIS FUE T B kAL R AR ]
& —Fh O R, W20 2 B A Al () L BT S % A R SN R L S A 4 2L A
B Z , FHDAARBUE I iz it & 3045 . AU A IUR A 24k 700 o 45 5 Al iz 8 R0R &
SR T 1A R R TN A A AR IR B U N 4R b EE R 45 A OGS X EE R R
(Ashforth 1 Gibbs,1990;Suchman,1995) ., BtAb., il BB S ks “ & A0 90 4k i 3 A 1Y
— i EUR, P IR A AE T ACEAT Ml B T 3 B A AR 2 2 S B 8 BT A
B VB I # ik A 4 #e(liability of newness) [ ffi [fi 5% 1 (Stinchcombe, 1965; Luo 1 Tung,
20073 Luo Al Rui,2009) o H itk “ 5 354070 W00 o 2 SUAE A e Joe W) T B85 A ] AL 834 9%
PRSP M i Fr 20 2095 S i R4 5 14F (Parsons, 1960 ; Pfeffer fil Salancik,1978; Weber, 1922,
1978) . [ I, il B BEIS AR R T A9« A 34k " BE 2 % 5 il B2 [R) 44 (institutional isomorphism) # &
BIREs B IR Y — D B AS T S A B R L BEAE 5 T Ak 1 R B R 7 AR (W) A Y 2H 40K B
A TR A AR DR [ A8) T ol S B — S50 B 48 T £ ol 26 A7 10 BOIR PR AT B il BE 5 0 1
(DiMaggio fl Powell.1983) , A7~ 4 H . i 5 BIS AT 58 b B ik AL " S T 2 (9 2 A5 4 21
ZUETENE (o) BEE: , RIS A Ml 1% 20 Jir 95 2 9 20 200 (-5 007 b il ) BR858 oby BT AR B A 4 23 4
{H A9 A0 B — B0 (Dowling 1 Pleffer,1975) s 4t 75 22 . Ak o] DA%k 5 38 5 4 5 w145 3 ok s 8t
SRE S AR B R AN (UL A FR AR — B, I A I SR AT Al i 5 09 G 15 4 b £ (DiMaggio il

INEIZFEETE(E 38 K% 3 HD




Powell,1983;Oliver,1991;Scott,1995),

TE A E B AL B B S HEZR Y, H LS e R AR — AN R A8, 15k
[ 51 55 T 2B PR E I A i AN T) < 5 oMl A [ B A S gt ft v s 2y e O A BEE S R
TE [ ] T 18 2 1F 2 EE AR R A0 2 A T 2 RE AR R) B SR 25 S o B S I Al E 4 BRIk R
Job R T s TR AS [R] ) E PR BE KOAS [ AR FE A AR R I IR, Kostova Fil Zaheer (1999) 75 H:
W58 T A R0 S B R AP AR B8 A U5 1 ) R Y 5 A L O S T R BE AR R TE R [ [ K
AR ARR R 15 ] i Ml 2 /0 S T X g AR TR R A > 0 A [ )RR B s A AT A A 85
i Ml 7E AR T [ T 3 ST e A AR A T R e T I A BB R A R TR E S AR [ T
(1] 1] 8% #E 2§ (institutional distance) i % W47 7E . 0 i B2 BE 25 a7 5 150 2 D)2 45 2 7 1 58 )22 1o )
FE B T 2 P AY 22 B (Kostova #ll Zaheer,1999) , #& AR FH , A 22 SCHk 2 7~ » E br i 5 W1
8 AT F A ik AR S B F 5E 2 U8 F BUIR O B2 (Ring 48, 19903 Boddewyn Fl Brewer,
1994 ; Boddewyn,2007) . 2H 2138 (Kostova Fll Zaheer,1999) M | FE BHG BT 28 #1 fi (Henisz #
Zelner,2005; Chan Fll Makino, 2007 ; Dacin 4%,2007), fTE R4 FRABEIEEREXN T“H 1
o7 RE & FE B R, I PRET 55 FE R AT 2 E D T G RE RN TR
HBCs E A l 7E ZR 0 T 3 1 55 T B i B AR AR M L R I R Y X T AR T A B T A DGR
TR RN R R ) A 1 R — SO 5 A R M X T A R A B i B R
7R 38 [ ) B R R A UL A R T L 5 E A BOU TAE R A E & AR AR E B AT S
SRV Ml A 1 B s RS B G LA T P 2 HE Y S i B2 (Turcan 4§,2012)

Z BEtIWFREERTH“GENRBERERZ

AT LT B P L A A4 RH DG SCHR R B 7 B R 22 B BT L 5 Al B [ 5 2R 0 ()
A VRS ST i B2 R (Scott, 1995) 1Y 1 3 1 22 S AN AU Ay 5 61 Ml AR T 0 7l 3 4 12 1
by A7 A B R o T T I 9% ) RE PR R ) B R IR (2 WLER D) [ A i AR E [ T A i A
B, A, 5B A 7E AR TE [ T 3 1 1 b 67 4 TR AR DGR 8 R 3 Bl L 20 T
Lo i [ Al 9 B B AR A O HAE AR T [ T 3 G iR A7 Y EE S [ R

() 2R 38 [ 17 37 M A8 R B A o A o] A R () A

AT SCHR 2755, i B2 BV 0 AA T 25 Aol B Ak 7 3R IO 2R R AR B A SC B 5T 2 AR T
H Scott(1995) Y RIFFTHE SR , o, BV A AR T [ 11 37 il B B4 455 [ 4y O ] R 5 1) 24 26 40 1 L A2 4 Bt —
BALIE 5 HAth B HLAT HE AP A ] 29 94 53 ) (DiMaggio il Powell, 1983) #i 1 , 48 58 15 [ Al
“EIEA R SR AR IR

L. WK R (regulative pillar) . B 248 T00 DAk 280 Mo R4 BR 7 ST A9 BAF s 1 12
PRGBS . ARG T 7 T RE U b A R R A R T S TR IR A e T £ 5 o Ry
fIE (DiMaggio 1 Powell,1983) S Jij 2 14 Ab ¥ 77 X Cexpedient) [ 4§ 5 (Scott, 1995) o 1 33X 1 58
P m N 2 M T AT B R IR IS R TE T, SR A A B AE AR T T S 0 DA AR AR R
Ji& AR BCHAE 7R 8 1 7 39 R M A A B8 B YR IR 09 T8 ok [ sl AR T T A7 5 o P A TR R R g
A8 (Liou % .,2012) . 32 1 7~ A 45 B 52 11 37 3 50 S i Wi (Karolyi, 1998 ; Marosi A1 Mas-
soud, 2008) 2= vfE W 5 £ % AR 37 4l & (Pagano 4%,2002) & M aBoR 5% T ka4 i 4
P HLHI (Kostova I Zaheer,1999) 45 7E N (Y — 5 51| A< 18 [ i1 377 W 4 A ol 38 oK L AR AT 1l 15 1
Al AR T 3 R e R v A SR A RO WU T 5 Ik B AR G T T 3 ) R M AR R R
— PR AL FE A R T S P R R R A AR () B Dy 5 ] Al AR B G T Ak

BEAEREETHNEEN AT RE
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P AR B T — S i O R IR AR . AR AR AR E KT T R Y S B A AL
Xof W A PR VR R R A AT A T v A, DL, X6 T I 8 ) T A B I T 3 e T A G
AR A R AL A 2% T 37 ] 5 05 I Al 5 B R S B B A L A i AT S =
— AT B 4 J7 2T X K 3k 1 GAR T8 T 3 v i e A R RE TR g LA DR AR Gl T
Y& R AL A AR B (Liou 45,2012)

2. MALIA R (normative pillar) ., "B 25 BA Hi B3R B8 X T 48 2 00 (8 0 B2 A7 3 B8 1Y
FE . BEIEVE T B IAR RV SN 22 0 5 2H GG R AR G B BT TR 2 IR Y T 7 R A 404 A
b A 2 TE AT R A G A AS A S R A KT I AN I8 H O A AR S (WK R 22
(Tan Fl Wang,2011) N 5 0 3 SO SCAR )R T 22 537 (Hofstede, 1980) 45 . 15 5 2]
SZOEN BT B E Al B S AR T SO R T B R 25 5 DL SR e AR A A (A DR R
1) 25 5 B SsAE — 8 TR BE b 52 e 5 ] b 7 AR I T A b A 4 A AR, O b 0t A R Y Y
BEPERIE, 2% Hofstede(1980) W 4 i, SCAL 4 B i) o 22 I B2 48 Ao 2 > A 3 L5 R K
F S, AN T AR 7 SOk CE 0 B B 1 i lb X T 84k = SO (208 T N X
B4 A0 (LR, 2 177 368 5 25 % R FH 3 4 R (B i AL 8L 38 11, 4 DA AT BA kg Stk i B8 % i 25 . (EL
21X S [ 52 Y 5 Al AR DA N 32 Sy 3 S 0 AR G T T 3 v AR AR 3 SO 1] 18 i ol 4 B S
BN AR 38 [ T 37 53 T b HOA) 25 AH OG0 AT AR 23 8 e b A8 B S B O N B A B ik LA ST
FILS A ] JEE 1A R 4 % BT DiMaggio 1 Powell(1983) 4 i A4 il 2 [7] 44 3 345 vh B0V 1 ) B2 R )
(normative pressure) (Scott, 1995) , M F o4 i BE A 44 R 01 S =26 F &l b & & (profes-
sionalization)” , tL BIE By T LT BT DA TIE S0 45 2 A\ D B4 0 228 hy 66 il i B2 Bl i) 52 22 T B 1 1Y)
AR B — BOPEa A  % 25 Al 7 o b 3 B9 e ) 2 [ 44 O = ) A A B T BRI 3 1
e ikt AL,

3. TAFIAE & (cognitive pillar) , BACFE T B &0 57 I 284, 10 %t T 4t 25 #7589 2 A
TAAT REE 58 N RAR i 2 =2 A At 25 R B A8 55 (Scott, 1995) il B2 S50 P4 4 1A 0 4R 2% I 2
PR AR 2 TR 1Y e A ST AR f51] o a7 it JO e S T L S R L Sl R A A D R B
S (Shipilov 58,2010) ¥R 5% 45 3 52 B (Babiak A1 Trendafilova,2011) K 4H 21 2444 (Suchman,
1995; Zaheer,1995) 4 . A BT s, g s Ji (R L B SR A0, B i 2 [ A S8 A4 o X i A —
6 7R [ T 3 B ) £ A OG ET  E l AE ZR E E T 3 RY E 1 E H ALAE RS A (Bite-
ktine,2011) ; 7E 22 % & SR 7K V- Ko il B2 Ah) gt P 8 22 BRAR K M B [ 5 AR H i 4 16 52 i i
B8 5 & (Liou 55,2012) 14, DA [ S A3 A8 % T 375 [ 58 A 15 ) Aol HG o) 3 ol ™ b
Jo f P R A ) AL A 8y 18 08 2R T [ T 35 v R B BE 1Y B ST AE (oo Al Davies,2006) . 5
) B2 P AR ZR ARG 17 ) — A B EAB & & DiMaggio il Powell(1983) 1 HY 9 547 4 il B2 [] 4
JEJ3 (Mimetic Pressure) , U BUFEA G 5 PR BT Al 35K H Al 21 2 a3 kg ttel v B A 3L 3R 1
) o A A B S B, FH DA A M AR M 4 3R R T B B A ik b A, A DG SR B 5 A X I 45 T
T ARG R S — TR X B JE AN P ] Al B I T K B 3 SO 2% T 3 [ oK B A AR
Wi 36 H S5 Gk I 5 7R 18 [ T R 0 R £ s e I K SOR AT M S A R S T
FE K8 R 3K [ 58 AR T8 ] T 3 4R A5 6 2 1 4l B30 S IR #5 (Brouthers 45,2005) . A % T UL, #1
P ) B TR A8 AN B T 5 ] Al 5 BOCHS R 8 [ T 37 1) 25 A OC 3 A AN AT, AR BUCH R L A7 7E 1Y
B L F A B TR TE [E T 0 E S R T

INEIZFEETE(E 38 K% 3 HD




F1 HEEMESSBEECIRRFEETHSEEMUNHEEENRIA

il JiE 2 ey 732 5E X (Kostova,1997) 155 [ i ol 0 B T T 87 kA5 ) o R I e B

2L 377 B4 N 3 W ) (Karolyi, 1998 s Marosi #il Mas-
AT [ 58 DA AR e il PR A R 48 | soud - 2008)

WM B R |17 CRAE) B SR R AT | & 1 5 48 % R P PL il (Pagano 45 ,2002)

el BMEETR 57 TIRE B AP MG (Kostova Fl Za-
heer,1999)

A2 15l Ak 25 T AT SR A1 Y 38 72 48 B 4 (Tan Al Wang,
AR B B AL 2 B L TR A | 2011

PRET R BAE SR A E W L | 56T A 3 S &R I I S0k 2 T 25 7 % (Hofstedes
A 6 F ANk K AR 47 24 | 1980)

HLE AR ARSI H BN E R B bS5 Wit s M ERIERZES
(Tan 1 Wang,2011)

T i JOT e 4 ) A R ST R PR AL R S M Y A R IR B
AN TRT D R PN e AR Jr 2 521 | 352 B (Shipilov % ,2010)

ARSI I AT o) 5% & B 92 B (Babiak il Trendafilova,2011)

H LK) (Suchman, 1995 5 Zaheer,1995)

NGRS

BERK IR : Liou 48,2012,

() 2R 38 [ 17 37 T 35 322 HF K 5 1 ol 3 B o T

B b3 SCRR B S B T B[R] A8 0 A7 B B 98 LR A B AR OC SCHR IE s, T DA 3R Al
“H IR TR R G R M T B 6 T Al AR AE K B & R G O DG B (Elsbach, 1994 ; Lounsbury #l
Glynn,2001;Cohen #1 Dean,2005), 2¢# Suchman(1995) 3T “& B F I tEMF o p g
AT b, 38 73 GV A Sk U T A B2 s A PR AR IBOAS [R] 6 A 1 B 1 Mk b Az A ol 75 SR AN W] 1
P 6 sl e HE L andir o % B R A G AE M ORI — 28 Ll AL B 1 (professionalizing operations)
5. WA A IS B ST AR ), B [ Al B 00 2 SRR B X T R BRUAR T [ T 3 6 VR R b AT
Wk B 1 — o B ) B E me E F  JnAE Ak 38 ] Ak I RE A A BT e, 2235 Cohen il Dean
(2005) W 5% & 3, Aix ol 155 )23 457 0 AT AR B2 Aol A5 W M 1 i A% 3 (5 5, LA B T 7 4ol i 552
HIRAIEATAPO) s R i 3T (A (A . 53 — S50 BY T r S AR AT IR A 43l B 7
ST S5 5 ) B BRI RO A SR 1 1) — S50bE BV AL R R A7 o S 3 s 4 200 & ik PR v 5 {H
5 Rl i P9 22 18] AR DG 3R 08 23 52 B 20 SUAR % L A 2R ASE S A R 4 Ak 46 4 T 8 1t 52 ) 5 I
b BRATTE H A KL BT R B TR AR AT S [ 23 1 AR AT A S AR i T Y A
37 (Deephouse,1996) ,

BEEVFRERTHEEL"RESE

5 T 5 [ Aol AR T T A R A AR A AR B v B 5 AR AR R T 3 kb A DGk
B — 22 1) SR % B0 ) A% o 5 St 53 % (Turcan %5, 2012) , R 41 %6 5 B A 4 E 1 3“4 B
A7 5 s (1 TR AR FERG A it BN R BRI L, AR SCR GBI SCk L M B
Al 5 7R 7T 3 R AR 0 AS T o AT 8 A AR T A vk A S Sl 4y Sk DL DY
KEEWHE D,

() E BB Al 4k VS B %

JIT IR T B T B Al 2 8 B ST =2 w08 T b 1 BR AR 485 1 4k (Oviatt F1 McDougall s
1994, 7885 FE Al AR 38 W T G ik A IF S A5 B T A I AE A, B 22 1 s 0 AR G [ T 3 4
BB B g BRE DM, .5 T 280058 2 B4 T8 ar i A ra i 98 4ol
Bl A Al AN AT 7 2R 38 T 37 3 BUA e M T o £ T B 4 9 BT B L b A AR T

FEANVEREETHHGEN . FRRIFEEE
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R [ T HAE

T ot e
I I
g RE “AHEbE” Mk RER “ A" HupL
o | AETREHRSEERE | (RRSESRE
W o IR
§ > R S A SRR AL
& o o MR
s > WO
% N I
ﬁ g | AN A B “AVEEE” AT
W | v RthsEw o AALHAE TR S
& | cmABLT (EHEL
W | gREr “avbE” Hr “ AL HHE
> RERMIRIOE ¢ B, AELS

1 BEAMFKEETH GEL REFRTE

IFK T80 7= B A = 5 (Lippmann, 2007) B R 8 AR (Munir Al Philips, 2005)
a5 ] Al X 1 il A R S R A 2R [ T 3 R ATl B A% (Dejean 45 ,2004) o BB AL AHEL
T EWF5E 58 1 26050 v it [ A oMb 7 T I 194 e KA TR T H AR [ 17 3 2 S 8 2% 3 %G
DL ARG 77 it BIR 55 28 1 [ B8 W 36 0 160 T 37 8 Bk B8 67, At BRI b 392 TR A BT
DLy PR A K XU A 0 PR R SR AR v A A S R A SR I T N 0 TR SR SRR B (il
I HE 2O 1 BT BEPE RN BT A (Alvarez #il Barney, 2005) , % F AP & B AR E M, 5 H
A Ml T I P 2 ) R e A O B Gk B R E W T G A e R (R D . TR —
FHEZT B B4l A T 3 A A7 I A0 85 23 LA 2R DO 4 265 T 7E X — I S =2 B 8B 4l
AT ARAG T 65 35 1 M A, 78 AH 5G9 U5 AR O TR W] 4R 75 K R I 43 ” (Zimmerman Fl Zeitz,
2002),

YT 2R PR R 55 o ] TR A SR A A B TR Al Sy 3 AR T TR R A A5 i R
Ay —Fh & AL WL (Turcan 45,2012) , MR L, 5 2 0 5C B9 “Hif s 5 {A (the pre-threshold) & &
feskms” V5 5 I FL{E (the post-threshold) & AL 5 M " (Rutherford 1 Buller,2007) i 4
KApFH RGN SV . A [ PR R 55 0 5% SCR R BE 5 AR T8 15 S5 A AR M B 22 S v e
55 Sy 9 1] (i) g ) B B g 7 IO B 7 T ARG e B A 2 O A A M L B ) B 1 [ Al
TR B R A TR I S AR Y 22 S . Al AR R M A AR AR B A B AR R R
9% I\ [ B Al 28 75 I a0 I A U A 11 37 R R 12 A i 5 A e 5 v 2 T v R ) S
AT BE 43 S T s S0 T SR I I W (BB AL R ” (Turcan 45, 2012) 5 AHXS T & L 24
(7] — =1 B b A Ml 3 A A3 i o) 2P A R 1050 T 37 I 2 T i 5 R [ R B 58 B 22 1) A A

O RIS A A SR S 2 b SR il Y A1 B B IR AR (Mintzberg, 1980 Miller 1 Friesen, 1984) , i1 B 42 Vit
e % P % i 45 ] B (Dodge #l1 Robbins, 1992 ; Dodge %5 ,1994) ,

@ I i B A A SR ] SR E Al PN A2 B R A AR v DA B S R 25 R 56 B 6 Y SR I % £ (Jawahar Al McLaugh-
lin,2001) ,

INEIZFEETE(E 38 K% 3 HD




P A vk Al I B R W 35k PR 5 S0 it o AR X fRT L. R b IR) A, 7 22 5 (Cuervo-Cazurra il
Genc,2008) 4§ H U8 T 37 24 11 5 19 Al 78 E A 55— 26 4 T[] A 358 555 7K1 1 B2 P AR R 19 37 2%
Gyt WOl T ik [ 58T 35 28 B AR 2 1) 15 6] Ml B 8 o IR ol 2 e 2 3 BB T 2 T 37 1 1
FE] Al FE A 2 20 70 BE [ ] 2 BR8N AR L& B0 UE 19 A 75 1k R W, ITiT o] “ AR 7 DL SR IR
B E T AR FE . 5 R B Al 7R AR S T T 3 i SR R i I (B A 1 L SR
[FAEAS AT /N, JE IR TETH e i 3. 28 Aol 5K 5 55 B 5507 i SR AR OC 19 AR 38 1 T 3%
T 9% J2 BV R I B T 3 19 B8 v i i SR A A SR g 5 i A Ml A Vi A1 T 3 vh R A
IO G ¥ A SR W T 1) — 5 K e JBE AH DG M ) 3 A1 & ™ B8 (Delmar Hil Shane,2004) ,

(O EPRF AL VS BT

55 11 2 WF 58 2 48 b T [ o € 4 Ml 78 B it 3 5005 8 [ Bl 3 0 XU D SREAIL IR B 45 ik
oS mg VR ], 4T H AR [ 5K T8 [ T3 B 5 A R0 R B AR 2 8 E A (New En-
trants) S ] T~ >R B BE [R) A8 A7 oA LA SR IBUAR T8 1 1T 3 08 3 ik M 67 . B SR Y 7, B A
I 22 ST AT v L) Al 9 AT S 2 0RO B X AT A US4 (Haverman, 1993) .
FE] bR 75 55 0L A T 1 A SR B S8 X I (0] R 45 3> 1 B A [ 5, o, B ZE £l 161 B b e 40 9 Bt ¥ b
T 558 i A 38 B 22 56 H AR 8 [ 17 3 vh 3 e 0k = 00 4T S O =X A T T 3 8K B O =Xk
AT AT WA BT HE AR R T T 3 5K i Z — (Yeniyurt %8,2009) . AR, % T4
5 e ) [ A T 8 N R 2 T 2 S vl I o S 1 A oMl X G YA Ab - 20 W) B S B Y R K P
(commitment) ; M 58 il P4 4l B [6] 44 [ 7 Ccoercive pressure) <X i 3 52 W [B By 50 61 4\ 9 A &
TE ] T 5 A AR AR I HG 3R BT R TR AT 7 1 SR 38 4 D T R SR e 8 o R
T R0 2 o) B ) ) s g %of 3 5 el i ol 7 A0 i 37 i A H8E =X 308 43 1) 52 w6 O AS 1. 2% (Cheng #11
Yu,2008) . A WFFEIE o, 24 T (N B8R i B T 5 A e I 20 21 (A k) A2 i R 8K
T it S0 T 790 Rl 55 o T HL 23 7R e 9 1Y L B T 3702 8 vh SR BCSE Dy S A sk 1 0 05 8 T
2 (Cheng #1 Yu,2008),

WA 55 1T S5 30 JE ™ 2 B B 1 4l 78 AR 38 1 T 37 20 A7 B i i B v AR B0 L AR
B VR AL Y SR [R) A, I VN IR A AR TS DXL RHE B s A Ak L 4R
AN A 1] 4 CGnside-out) Y5 15 A0 5 W% 40 21508 5 vk Al (32 24 1R B 7E 41 45 B K
A5 WA AE T AL ) 1 A 855 vl A1 P Coutside-in) 1Y 4 3% K 5K 1% (Human 1 Provan, 2000) ,
LT B 7 45 AR A AF DG SCHR 7 s B [ HS B8 A Ml AR % Nt 8 il AR, VR S Al SR Ak
PR 2RI 5 [ PR A B Al A A7 B iR B I 1] OGHK 5 T AR 18 [ i 9% 07 5 B B G B Al
(9 SR L BE ] M B 07 5 PR G BT Al i ORERE AR S Al A A i A EE R R, £
0 [ PR A 0 Al 9 K B AR AF LR (Lu M Xu,2006) . 5 2. 24 85 A b vE 85 LA & 1B TE
7= i Z AL SR WS A ST I L 55 % B N ARG A I R Sy s

B0y HAR g I 2 B4 S R IR T8 [ 17 37 6 125 A5 T SR JBCAR < A KU (following
the rules)” 5 W& 1V 4 A A 8 40 Ml 378 A BT 1 1 3 85 T A7 1 07 =X & % 4% (Wilson Hl Stokes,
2004) , M5 AR WA — S5 BH T3 B /N B8 A% ) Bsf A 68 A4 07 A4 570 B DIy A9 A ol s A7 oMl 8 4 BE
2, (A 2EF IR B R 52 KA )2 1A s 4k (pragmatic & cognitive legitimacy) » #
Al TR AT 3 0 R 3 R 5 1A SRS N R R SR (manipulation strategy) 1 R T
e I3 AUE M BB R 2 2 2 K ) A R ) AR O T T 3 A B G0HRE XE TR 2 S0k i A
PE AR PR N i) BE 25 45 5 ) PR 3R (R4 AR B 80U (Bitektine, 2008) . A, & T8 B 4 ol 7E 1%
AT 3 8 A7l P i B 1) B, 2% Hargadon #il Douglas(2001) 8 5] A Fa i % 31 (robust de-
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sigr) BEA& , FH LA ] B2 Bt 5 B0 06 2l =2 18] 9/ T OC &, DARRAIR 5 Q080 I s A SC iy T 5 A8
B 1 XU o DA T A £ 3 ) 2 DGR 7 \E MR I 8 2 BB i 2 G ik Ak ml B, A G R i i — 2P
0 A0 Ml 1 23 5 Sl i TR Ik 174 Pk R MO T T S 0% RE A B BHT L 4E (TE D
FEAE KA IR AR G R AR R B TS % R AR kT AN B AR AR TH A AT S O AT A e
FHEHAL . X WP GIRTE—E B E WA B EOR (EDAT g R BIHT LA Y S B ST B
A5 AT Z 8] TR AR vl SR Z R U . R [ bR g AL A T AR T AR B
AHRAFFEATS R 70 WL AR 22 MBI 5T DDA AR, RGEAR TS 1 Al A2 ARG W i 37 B i 2058 47 o I
AR OGN S ATS A R B A R [ B 3 45 5 8 PRI H A

0 A [ Al VS i

S 2Emh o F 2 b TR R K  EH R 2B SR & A s Bl fEe &
Qb T RE X RS E Y AR G [ T 3 v 0 A SR R, R R T A 1 A SR 22 ) T 4
I A B A ML (Zelditeh 1 Walker, 1984) 5 B T H B A A M 437, B BV FH DA A 570 358
AP EA T Ml 3 Rl i T 5 2 b )2 TR DG BE £ 1Y) B M A 0] B B B St [R) B, 51 A, Bitektine
(2008) B & — 1 Fril 19 & Ak B 90 3K 1% (legitimacy-manipulation strategies) /&, IF 45
DL JUFR S A . B8 G 3 1 4 85 10 R X o e 5 2 8 o A i SR AL 1% B 5 A oA 5 1307288 5 4 X T
M BTN TN K45 B I 2 5G m A olb 7T DA 2% aC5R B DU 2528 (DO ARER , BIPk 8087 i A5 A7
TERY A IENE s (2) T . RIB 3 17 37 3 A& VR BE 2 5 (3) G2 F CREA DR A7 g e ) o BIVRR
Btk A 112 8 B4 (Bitektine, 2008) . T 5k T~ [ Br 7 5517 B2 19 AH OCHIF 5 87, 155 1) Al 5 22
FEARTE [ T 5 R0k 7 5 b7 T 0 M A N AN R LA I Y RS R # (De George,
1993) U4 14 B b 32 8 5 B (Reay F1 Hinings»2009) , 5 [ 4l {5 A $8 A 19 0] DL R i 28 5%
£ EL B A M R R 58 KB W) T3 (Simpson, 1982) [l REAR AT /NEE ., (H Bl %5 24 1 28 F 2 2Rk 2
] bR 5 5 PR 45 0 & R 78 A 11 5% R) 2 %) 22 T A 2 IS 5 A 5, hin 220 2% i 3 [ R 85 I Al 2%
AL G [ Al H T S 0 BT V8 RS [ Al 7 SR T 3 G v A A 1 B HF S Bl TSR M TG
S AL TR It 3 R G 1T X 0L ] AT P AR A0 07 Ay oS SR ] s 7 95 2 5 O3 ) AL

55 2R 58 h 53— A5 S [ PR i 55 2 38 OQTE WA BRSO B T 85 [ 4 M 78 iU S T 3
B ARORE B B SR T 7 A 1 25 Il PR 4K (desinternationalization) ” [ 3, 128 0] @ 4 BF 5% E
SR T T M [ A AR R SRR AR T L Al P L Bl = R 3 0 1 K e kT fE
F“ £ A 1E4L” (de-legitimation) P (Liou %5, 2012) , 8¢ 2 il 55 . % 5 57 B0 © 3% B9 85 = 4l
W AMRE AL (Drori 45, 2009) 55, Ho b, 85 [ 4 b 0 K 7E 95 B it S8 R 5 7 B, G 4R ve
(divestment) 4% T. (shutdown) B} , anfal i 15 £ & %467 (Oliver, 1992) H A & 2 P b A7 1 58
W () AT L 28 B M A O 25 3 R 9T B L, AR AL L & B4 LGB fE AL b #E (mythopoeia) (Vaara
Ml Tienari,2008) HRPE | A1 . GRS . H 3 BUAR S5 8 ¥ 2% %8 (Erkama #l Vaara, 2010),
FRUE 35 2 2y W A S T 102 T TR R AR At T4 5 1k Cre-legitimation)”
i FE (Erkama 1 Vaara,2010) . B B 4 5 B (14 38 £ 340 204K 8 25 [ 4 b B &b 19 AN ) 2R 38 1 (ol
JEEO 1 458 B FL A H bR 1 22 Sk . BOR 8 Z2 110 5 Al A A2 R L PN G TR DR AR — BB R
T8 [ T TR A A SR m RT BE B LA BR R A0 SR B e 2 A 1Y) A R A I
RS [ Al AR TE [ T A A e SR () TG B B A SR AN MR L

©  “EAIEAR7EF T3S0 A% G T T B T A B AR SR IR A S MR U 2 P I B i sA Y 58
Gy AR Bedt 25 AR 7 A (Liou % ,2012)
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(M) 2 E Aol VS B 2%

55 IV RF 58 2 AT ON 51 ASEFR G & BT 0 4L U8 2RI A 2 Bk B A & B
JF A5 T A A5 JE A T 3 % 2B o B AR RS BT TG BL B S Bk B A R T S SR A
A Ml G o] BE BRI 2 04 AR SR DA T LA 1Y 4R G [ T 3 (Bitektine, 2008) 5 50 B A 48
FEAC R U A AR TR (Oliver, 1992) 5 L3E BB T S BL SR B . 78 [ B i 55 5 B Uk
“R Az FE BR A A ML 3 B BRI E Ak (Oviatt #1 McDougall, 1994) 878 1, i H 2 B R Al
TG ) R o A A % e ) 28 A% g s T ol ) 1 B AR & R R A T EBOR ik (Drori 4%,
2009;Glynn Fl Marquis,2004) . ZEUCAMEBE T o BC2VES [ il 7 AR 0 [ 7 3 AN A 25 18X 8T 1Y
FEARIREE R AL AR i ek 0 00) % o] R o P R ) i A 2 T I B 22 8 % T 3 PO A B
Ta . SR R B [ Al o A AR AR AR LT 3 Y vk A SR IBCE Dy B R %, HA
Y- 22 A ) R A AR T L35 W AR G A RE P 22 HEAE N B9 Z P SR (Oliver, 1991) JG 2 a6 %5 it
A o X 7 T T R BB 0 AR R TR, 55 A A 1 32 M 2 2 O 4] 0 g s ol R AR
(5 2B AR [ AN 7T 3 45 (Davis 4§ ,1994)

S5 IV 2B 5T R s 1 Al dn el £ SR A 7 IR 55 B Ak B (A DD AE b 3

5 7R 18 [ (8] )RR B i & WA AR K LR AR ) % 52 W (Darby A1 Wooton, 20103 Ando,
2012) . BT M HEIE b B [ Ak 22y P 5 ik [ 5 1A% G s [ 4l TR % i1 39 2 k
Jeg v [ F 3, P TE I M R A T 2O ) R AR AL (R AA A 2 2500 B SCHR R, KGR
s A o 1A K e b I 5 7R T 3 b AR a2 M AL Gl R S 2 R AR IE UG &R
o0 2% i Sl 19 5 X A R IR S AR A AR AT O R B AH G PR SR A T 3k Al T =X R A (X
15,2015, MR HEAREET G, 5 Y BRI R4 2 Al R A RO 56
R FEFEAT 2,

H BEAIFRERTH G EMLNE

S8 AT SCIR AT 125 [ Al 7 AR G L T 3 00 5 A0 A AR O SR B 98 A I AR R (H AR 52 1Y
N B 52 S e ATD 38 O 0 B 5 2R G0 b A B B SIE IR AF S0 R S IR S ) T i 5 5 I A M R T T
M G PR [ R SUE M 58 e R B A E S5 A SN,

(—) 5 [ Al AR T8 1T 37 45 vk A A S A& i

AT SCHR 275 B0 [ il AR 38 T35 B AR A AR B g B K i R T R R R 28
SRS A B B 4 (H S T A OC SEUE M 5T 04 R Ak S B 5E N EE AN [R] L O T A AR
A B 0 S B W BETRA BN R (2 L3R 2) o 36 7 1) B 30 A9 S IR A 5% 0 8 T DA Gt ofl e LA
15 M KRG () R 40 A 00 B2 857 1 i ol 7 R 3 1 1T 3 19 5 v 1 7 BR Al (Cheng FT Yu, 2008) 5 2
T 26 BRI A A 1 SRR T AE Bl N ER AR (T 37 L DAL BRIE S 52 G 4k R AR BB AR (4 ol 36
B o BE I BE A b & Ak R BE (Human il Provan, 2000) , t 45 2% 2 P 4 3% F ) 25 98 20| R 2% 5
AR T P 4% B 5l J2 1 B b A R L R BE R EE (Liou 55,2012) . ZEEF X B BrFr 81 4k “ & 4”7
(Al R BT 5T R A 2 1 R ARG 24k (symbolic legitimation) &, {5 Bh 5 25 & L 4H 41
b R S A i R DG 3 O FR BT 4 A0 AT A RO BE (Zott A Huy, 2007) , A 5%
PEH— M AR I B N AR LBV AR i S W 5] Ty = A A EE X I DL R i
(Du 58,2010 ; e Ah , — 0 55 W AR HUAR Ml A5 6 1 b A 149 300 B35 248 B8 3 A0 45« B %35 30 22 HF (im-
provising activities) . % R B A AMER W 45 16 57. %5 (Tornikoski #l Newbert,2007), R, LA
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SCHRIE P T — 2 55 s [l A b AT [ T 37 B 5 A 7 A O A9 B B, 4 B R A B (impression
management) "V, AW RN, 5 IR TG ARG B ) 2R A B O 2 I A — S0 SR
B EAAT T2 A BT CEBR) B 81 Al 37T B R A4S B S5 et ok A O] 4 S 1K O 19 AT % 52
R AH 5 TRV CIE B0 38 R A ol -t 7T BE 23 SR RS 26 F 5 15 AL 17 4 (illegitimate actions)” ]
F AR B Ak A7 1IN 7T B 3 HE (Elsbach Hl Sutton, 1992) s 7EEF X “ & 407 5 dE & k0717
BRI FE A A AR A kAR R AR A AL B9 b (buffer) X3 (Glynn #1 Mar-
quis»2004) . S FIRARSCBE A 22 51 W0 2 o 3 00 S T, (H 2k T 16 B R 55 17 35 ) R T 5T
ARG YR 8 ot Do SR A N S NI TR 7 M e v (AN | e v AN RS 7 A QRS A
755 A O 1Y R A BT Mt RIT R TAR A IR A
®2 BECUFREE®S SENEXHESNE
BER (A PSP W g Yt 7 N4 35 o 5 1
S VR R R TR g R TR R LS AR T AR R [ BUR BT 96 M 2 R T

FF T A A 1) SR 5 6 7 B o X584 0 - R A 30 P 1 7
e BRORERLBI RS | B0 A0 1 110 5l 2 0 1 B e e SO0 T
MR & ik e 0 0 0 1 )

(Cheng Fll Yu,2008)

TR T B, o2 5 HAb b 5 4140 CEO 1 A Br 56 & $# fil i 7™ A& 1) JE
PAEHE R RS | ) 3R R T Al B F 4 i 51 CEO ¥ [ PR Bl 2 38 )¢ CEO
1 ] B P R 4 D 4

N Ak ;Eﬁﬁﬂ%%%%&*ﬁﬁﬁﬂuﬂﬁﬁ%k%&&i%iﬁ%ﬁﬁm e
WAL & ik Ak K i 22k O A M A 4 T e Y DXL I 7 AR A DXL L DA SR

Al B o — B Al B R Y R
BHIEA 1 Aol 2 =2 5 A R R ALAS A B3R Al B A B VY R
i stk SR i TR R R0 Al 2 Al T s
S IR g Ik B A7 7E T 3K Al S0 B LA B By SO ST 6 R IR 2 I HLR R BB X
(Human Fll Provan,2000) | 1 %1 77 75 5 i Aol S0 LB B 5 2R 57 56 AR K AR B

(Human #1 Provan,2000)

S [ ETE i 2 Bl T B 27 9 418U 5%
ﬁfé;fé) % 92 1k TF F— Pl T L 0 B L B
W% 12 DL BT 57 2] J (R 10 3 B B
ey 3T T 5 B0 BB B R
wirnany | |APUERTE A5 C LR R
F 14 — — o STTIC
A PV T LT AR i R oM B L B
HahieH R
Ranr B8 R 35 M3 T AT
amonn | PIEE LA O AR EEAR R E
A B A i B3 P A 00l 1 B A - Bl Bl T % Bk 22 5

(Du %:,2010)

W51 T 1) 55 4 3 K7 S BT R E
WA Bl R 7 2. B 2P M8 8 sl 85 TAE. E 2 iy 1S0,

e A AL B2 2 22 4k L) T AR IR AL, A B S5 R T AT IR P, A A LTS
(Tornikoski Al %k
Newbert,2007) PR RES YA C & AR B B R L 8 W 38 R R SO SE /R T KR A%

¥ £ Hiffy 57 B G4 T R FH LA A S A3 R R AR FH B 3R A A B A

BEREA R - AR AR O SCHR A B

® % Elsbach Fl Sutton(1992) K i B #1136 5 BN G A5 B A AHZE & L 32 11 1 — B0t 5 240 2UR00 1 70 3% =22 I 19 O i
Pt B — T T, 2 U S A A ) 24 SR A RE BT 5 03— 5 T RUA S U R PR — Bk LSO RE AR AT A A BT
Ak,
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() B AR AR T8 [ T 37 5 kAR 7 45 5148 1k i

S Al AR T AR AR B T R AR T (R ) o R R A A LA AR
L= A B A0k 3B 45 B LA T R (Zaheer, 1995) o (R L “ A1 K 35 45 37 A 76 Pk S UE A 58 Y
1 2 5 R i (AR SR AU A2, 2012) Bl A s [ Al 2l [ i 3 G vk Ak 7 il R e A 45 R Y
ARt S MUR R, HE — 26 ) 45 R S AR bR, G Al AR GE E TR 1R (Hennart 5§,
2002 W 4F ,2008) AR 8 [ 117 1 1 38 YR IA H (Mezias , 2002) % 5 AL HF — 26 7 HUME: 1F [ 45 IR 2
MR PR, Q0 A% 3B [ 17 3 A R (Zaheer, 1995) | 75 38 [ 117 3 4= 77 % (Zaheer Ml Mosakowski.,
19973 Lu F1 Xu, 2006) . % i H 11 3% 12 & % 2 (Miller Ml Richards, 2002; Miller 1 Parkhe,
2002) K 7538 [ T 3758 5 (Lu Ml Hwang, 2008) %5, 14, — 86 358 - il 57 3196 00 A A9 35 001k
S5 AR i, AR [ T 4% 7 2% 4% LA B (Delmar #1 Shane, 2004 ; Burr, 2006) , 4% 8 [ 41 £ X #5
Bl B BT RS 8 Al 4 25 54T (Tan Al Liang, 2011) il 3 52 2 (Szulanski, 1996) | i
A EE 38 (De George, 1993) K [# 4 il BF % § (institutional logic) & & (Meyer Ml Hammer-
schmid,2006) TA ] B B4 32 B 45 A Sy 85 1] 4l AR 1 ) T 3 4 12 A 7 46 SR /A8 1 3 DL AR
£

(=0 B A AR 8 B T 37 6 AR 1 3 HE BT 5

A SCHR 7S o 25 1 5 ) Ml AR T T T 3 4 1A R Oal) 22 36 8k o BT 9 R B SE AT B A
UL R B T AR SCAIE S R 22 LARE [ 5 AR T [ A R R S U R E S B AR Z O L
R v E 5K Sy AR 3 T T 3 AR e 3k T R I ARl s AR TR AR AR B Al (2R AR E K 5, 2013)
TEAE BT Al (Lin 5,2009) 55 BIF 580 G Al 22 3R 4R T 7R 18 1 7 37 ik AR 2 0 ¢ 7R s A = ik
# (Eden #il Miller, 2004 ; #R BIBE 55 ,2010) . {H B3 B 2% 117 37 [F 5 85 [ Al 1) 38 7 240, £ B
HONS R 35 ] 98 2 3 TR T 3 35 1) 7 5 T AR 8 A BT i T kg 7 AR A R T (R T 3 AR )
W JE R i (Liou 45,2012)  J0H G LA A il S A0 3R 8 2% i1 3 [ 8 85 [ £ 78 18R 45 3k
Bl 52 e b el 8 R A i 2% i 3 Rl 7 1N ol 3 B3 2 S D S 19 2R 3 ) T 3 v A g 30 B %
2 22 LR A7 AE G VR P AL Y [R) 0, A Ah 5 RS I B R 55 2 3 B TR 0 ) B A o R R R
HEBT 12 (Yang 25,2009 ; Marinova 45,2011 ; Klossek 4¢,2012) , {H3LA AH & SCHk A
TE (14 32 B [a) A ALAE T B9 AR 5310, A TR AR AN 1) B 58 O ¥k 2 6 T A 28 40 B s A O SE TR B
FEP R T B AL HE A ) R G i AL CELAR A T B R T AR L B A LA B KR T B R
i $ T Bk 5 AR T8 [ ORAE A B 1 28 90 0 A A 75 A S i JS o (H R G B F 5 TR M S 2k
I AN (BT 55 B T 5 ] oMl AR T T T 3 B VR A A L ) L B 5 T B I L A L BT R Ot
IR 1) J S T 5 0 I IR 2 AR OR G TR I B

N AKARREERT

AT SCHR 28 5 [ Al 28 B T 3 A AR I A DG R A I AR R A A — 2
ZRH O Y B G A O TAE T Z A R G AR T NIZ

L. [ bR s 45 B9 vh 5 0 B AR 7 R DG Y — A iR A7 G 3 Y I 5 QLB G 1 A0 AR e A
A8 Bl IR 3 4L (co-evolutionary) # f (Koza #1 Lewin, 1998; Rodrigues fl Child,2003), AN
A2 597 AR AT TR B B U BB SRR S 5 07 B ] AR A 5K 5l
Rk X — A B o TR E AL X — B E] AL A AR R DO B A
T X 9 2 — > 5 B T 7 1) 5 A L BT i R O A S P A A [ TT 3 TS T B 2 5 I
AT ] R IR ) B 5 380 B A b ) 19 pl T 3 A PR R AN (R AR T R T R A R
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(] 36 Ak S AR LI AR SCIE . e BGBUT L 185 G il B 1k 22 5 78 32 ey 5 s Ml J22 T 1 5 P K R L
T AF DGR L LA K AN ] 5 £ M [ B Ak 2 Je AR DG 36 25 ] 850 0 (845 1] B i 45 2% IR AR ST . IR T
Ak PR Ak iz 8 B rh i 2 5 PR 2 ) S A Rl G SO VR L A ol A A 6 T AR B Y S
VL BE T 52 W BE T A5, 23 Sy i Al AR T T T 3 5 v A R I R ] A B AT B DL A . ot
b, 55 ] E O3 [ 38 A A G 8 TSR A A 455 R T Al I R ) A A B ] A S O R
b A & i o T R o SR U O R O I i R, DATE R E AR I T 3 vh A OB i A = Ty
s TTIE DA R B ol AE [ BR T 34 55T B9 RS Ak 32 B 80K (Jackson Al Deeg, 2008
Cantwell %5,2010) . B& 7 AN [6] 17 375 6] () ] B8 1k 22 53 2 4h, B — Wi S ) B2 2 oot Ak &
B, RUHAE— e PR R b (AR 2o A [ 4l X T 5 e Ak 5 W %) ) o S S i

2. B Al AR T [ T3 A AR A SC I 5T B R BGEATY A 1 TR AR E B R AR ST R
B IA SCHR 275 o [ B 7 55 BIF 50 40038 b o R 5 ] Aol 5 ¥R A B9 B 5 WOEATS 85 R 0 W v ik =
RGN WIS Wk 45 Bt 2R, 0 v A TR 55— 2 T USRI S I S TR A R R 8 G T IR AR
5% . B, 4 & T S 2 1 i R 28 (Boddewyn Ml Brewer, 1994 ; Kostova 1 Zaheer,1999) ;
B Xk 4 2 2 2138 N4 B2 4 b (international joint ventures, 1JVs) “& b ” i F2 o e 3R 47
B2 5 1 58 (Lu Fl Xu, 20065 Alcantara 55, 2006) ; #5 [ 4>\l F 1 X5 18 “ 40 28 35 45 3457 (%) B 3kt [m]
B (Asmussen 55, 2011) 5 5 [ i lb 42 2K A 2o 2 v Y 38 754 B 0] 8 (Sethi, 2002) Kok A JE B
AR % U B (Doh 1 Teegen, 2004) Fl 4 1B & 4 #b B0 fF Wi 45 0] 81 (Marinova 55 ,2011) 5 %
S, IR IR LR BUA SCHER VS N 2 1 1 T Al v A0 T 3 1 R E 4 ) (Y iu Rl Makino,
2002 ;Chan Fll Makino,2007) , H o i#55 [ 4l  S5 17 3 AR 88 5 < G A0 i A7 ZR BRURE ¢
PE )8 (Delmestri Fl Wezel ,2011) A 28 50 B8 45 10F » DL KR 45 35 07 5 W i) o oo 7 v ke B 22
TV A8 A 0 5 A2 ) R R AH G 28 30 5040 09I (Liou 25, 2012) S5 AT 75 B

T 5 22 A ATk [ bR 1 55 F 90 AR 2 3 B R > B B K (H A A B F Y R L R
THEBA B RGEARFTAIRIE R Z AT IR R . A% T Ik, R 50 b 2 AT fF 90 2R
I8 2 1 T A Ml AR T T 3 vk e ) R T 5 S RIS BT L T LA B I B R 55 o4 TE
AR FE WA BT 04 BIF 5 B A B E 5T D 1] A B B AR SO W 98 AT L) Dl B 22 %) Rk T 1 B RS
55 R PR 5 A Ak 1) RS USROS A A e SR A3
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Multinational Enterprises’ Legitimating in Their Host
Countries: A Literature Review and Prospects

: 1,2
Liu Juan
(1.School of Economics s Tianjin University of Finance and Economics, Tianjin 300222 ,China ;
2.Postdoctoral Research Station of Business Administration ,
Tianjin University of Finance and Economics, Tianjin 300222 ,China)
Abstract; Because of the institutional distance between the home country and the host

country,the MNEs’ legitimating issues in their host countries become increasingly promi-
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nent.Based on a literature review,this paper firstly elaborates the essential features of legiti-
mating under different theoretical systems; then from an institutional isomorphism theory
perspective,it emphatically interprets the sources and ways of MNEs’ legitimating in their
host countries; according to the characteristics of MNEs and market subjects of the host
countries, this paper systematically explains and summarizes the categories of the MNEs” le-
gitimating strategy in their host countries; based on such study, it systematically reviews
some related empirical studies,such as conception measurement,result variable selection and
national data comparison; at last it puts forward some prospects for future research empha-
ses and directions to provide the reference for follow-up research and internationalization
practice of enterprises.

Key words: multinational enterprise; legitimating; institutional distance; institutional
pressure

(T 4. R #)

(L% 98 )
and the three-dimension interaction effect of performance hazard.It comes to the following
conclusions:firstly, the increase in family involvement leads to the reduction in technological
innovation intensity in family firms; secondly,as the complexity of governance subjects in-
creases, the negative effect of family involvement on firm technological innovation input
deepens; thirdly,as firm business hazard deepens,the negative moderating role of the com-
plexity of governance subjects further deepens. These conclusions above-mentioned go against
the expectation of behavioral agency theory, showing that governance context complexity
may serve as an applicable boundary of behavioral agency theory.In other words, behavioral
agency theory is inappropriate to explain risk-taking behavior in family firms in complex gov-
ernance context,

Key words: behavioral agency theory; family involvement; technological innovation in-

put; governance context complexity; performance hazard
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