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Fr IR ANl e T kA O 1 B T 2 B IR E R AT I GR 0 . HLZWL L Y 4 BV B ST 25k
B A S R 2 SN Rl B BE A AL AL S S 1 11 DB~ A L ) A o RO 9 A A L
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T 38 20y 30 04 fS s L ) A A R o) ARAS b A2 i T 28U Y B 18] W 1 4 35 4 0 7 A 1A
BAVEH UK i BE 2 s A Wi Ak DA R Wy SR A vh 45 B A R R B AR H U S T i 3
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R

AL T TR Z ZE AT AR S Y
Bkl

BB T« AR AR AH O STk B

AR HE T R] R, A R AR I AR e IR A R R 450 5 R B R IR AT (F B A, %2
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£3 EUABTNEER

AL N A I 4 45 A

17 3% % W 75 4k (Romanelli FIl Tushman, 1994) ; 5 — FAA fi% % 25 1k (Gordon £, 2000) ; 7= 5 A1 38
AL (O Shea,2002) 5 £ AR P B F 28 1k (Loch F1 Huberman, 1999; Sood %5.2012) 5 Hi I

S BB R AR Ak (Katsikea 55 ,2005) 5 56 F AR 0 44 AR 25 22 b (Wischnevsky Fl Damanpour,2008) ;
R I CHERAR R R IE & B 46t (Revilla F1 Rodriguez, 2011) 5 41 41 25 3% 48 B 28 fk ( Tilesik
Fil Marquis,2013)

5543 e 78 b (— fi% 9 BEORN 2) 1 R 45 L 82D 78 £k R (Romanelli Al Tushman, 1994) ; 241 EE Fl
75y 1E X F# (Okhuysen. 2001) ; S5 il # 74 14 45 #49 2% {k (Wischnevsky Fll Damanpour, 2008) ; I 5
25} B 4 (Barkema Al Schijven,2008) ; 2H 214 (Mudambi Al Swift.2011)

AT A BN 3 F BF & AR AR 3R DL KA & IR 45 19 28 4k # (Romanelli F1 Tushman, 1994 ; Clarysse
W14 Al Moray, 2004 ; Wischnevsky A1 Damanpour, 2008) 5 25 % i) &= & H BA I 5 ¥4 22 1k & (Gordon
%£,2000) ; A BA & J'& 2 4 1 (Chang %,2006)

BB R — AT BT R O Y 106 B9 AR 3 (Gordon 4§, 2000) 5 2 T il BE i AL
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R AT o3 At A5 i 2R 58 LA R 20 21 S0 Ak 3k 6 1~ A B 110 728 A T B 4 AR O B AT e B L — E0A ]
AR Z . LA SO 3 B9 P2 GO AR IR M SCRR R BRA5 21 3R 3 /Y i PR FIE 1 198 br . o
— R P E LR (O (G50 BT o3 A A R 50) 1/ = 7 A8 AL BF 7R 3 B TR
X 428 i) 8 0 722 Ak ) A0 0 0 e Jd B (AR 3 o) . 55 R R A SRR R (A AUk &
FASE S BRI B T AU — S B AEHOR 5L Ty I HEAT T SRR S, Ak T AT BA R A
A5 AR (Revilla #1 Rodriguez, 2011) . f fi 1 241 4L B2 A48 b A 157 24 50 (Schulz, 2003) L 1
TR 7 58 4 (1% 8] B~ iy 0 A K HC 52 el 75 1T A9 BIF 5 1 =

2. AL . IR WAL K T 4 23 1a) W14 6T Ak R 25 02 DU A2 18 o B ilt, JF %
T AR B MR R R AR LI A . K& SCHRBIF 58 1 0 0 P A DA Y R R B
AR L KR 25 1Y B S RRAE

— 7 1AL 5 1157 285 ) 728 285 S () DB~ 46 3 e v ) 70 o B BRDBR . P 8 S 8 1 o A X K I 3B
) 97 328 25 Ak AIGE R (Tushman Fl Romanelli, 1985) . -7 25 A 4 A SR 15 /N 8 59 #7 0 48 4k L i
AR AL AL I8 B — i BRI, 2 g1 R AR AR M Y ) 21 B9 22 K (Romanelli 1 Tushman,
1994) , i Beugelsdijk 25 (2002) SEUERFFE 1 5 Ff 3 UL A4 16 W7 - £ 248 A 1 28 OO R 24 38 3 3 728 Ak
M A 1 J) AR b K R R (LA 2)

T3 J7 T )R 2 P bR 285 5 4 1 5 i s T A R T 4G I [ 35 2 A L AT 1 e
T HARRFEZ I ), WIS A A =K SRR R D T SR T S
HAE AL RFEFEFH Zimmerman Fl Zeitz(2002) ,Rutherford fl Buller(2007), & &M
I TH (legitimacy threshold) 48 A9 42 “H7 4 Mk & Ji (4 5 i M 14 43 B i AR T T TR B 5 sl /9 H
Wil A A7, HAR 28 5 B 5 T3k 3 2 )5 W B 0% 4R 153 & 35 DA W] M5 97 (Zimmerman Fl Zeitz,
2002) . Rutherford Fl Buller(2007) # — 058 J& B, I THE 117 )5 20 2048 £k 38 30 7E 40 2L 25 0 I iy
JEE A v B W T I B HOI R Y R DA B = B e AR RO R B = R G R A RO
DA T T M 2 B3 R R “ T THEZE 87 (Threshold Event) Xf 20 4L K W& (9 82, w145 B 5 7
FA I 2R AN [ B 7 % 45 i 36 B 1 R 2 Je S ) 78 A 9« 117 SR ) 3 [ A A ol M AR
W& A2 A B 5 0 (Goll A1 Rasheed, 2011) I % 28 B i 109 Jail 28 Xof 2H 21 4% R M B8 05 3 19 52
(Mudambi il Swift,2014) , 55 Z2EWFFEHEH SR BT IR 207 AR ML g i T 1 L 1K
i fZ (autobiographical memory) H 14 %€ 3 4 (anchoring event) #ESHH LI R B EHAHE H
2P ] 5% 462 (Ballinger 1l Rockmann,2010) ; 3 41 A BA 3¢ 5 28 3 A= i J5 W vh i )5 L A5 k22 5
ABIHT S T HE I AT AR 77 T B 5 LR A TH 3t 7t 2 5 350 5 5 6 AT BNk B3 0 R L A
BA K B 27 30 B 9 F B (Ford A1 Sullivan,2004)

B LA 2735 4t JBT 58 , DA Ay 20 2 [ - A 0 R T P T B AR il Al e L =Kk AT
Fp %2 7 Al (sustaining transitions) o 8% 38 PE % #Y (disruptive transitions) (Ambos F1 Birkin-
shaw,2010) . A, J5 2B 58 AT At P 440 5] ) BT ~F- Ay 0 238 1 3 P 2% 10 AL R

LA B W TE T IR B e e — 2 P SRR R P SR — E R —
JE 2 (Beugelsdijk 45 ,2002) , [H] V- 22 R 8 B R © 0O Z 02 T TR Y SURF 98 08 B
W K, AR 2L Ak g s A B 4 S A G50 VA R BT VHAUOCRSE . MAEFE A R AE T H—,
ARSWEFEA LR G BT B S B BB I 2 5, HLIT R 5 JEOR A5 6 RS = 1 H A A2 1k
Ik R ) T D P A A R . G R TR TS R S 8 Ak Dy s A SRR TR TN T A Y A
S HE RN | R S B A 2l 1R R TR ST S R i R Y LA L e R ST e
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3. ARALHURE . 2H 2 [a) Wy - A v AR Y AR LB BE (pace) B P, B RTE S AR L.
J6 . Weick 1 Quinn (1999 4 1 | Be AR b FE 2k AR AR AE A ot 25 03] . B AR A g BE AN IR 1300
AR HE 2H ST 5 8 2 L R B A 5 I 5 T S A A D) R P K 22 1 L R Y 2 2R
I AN Ak S0 1 S R SO A R I PR B 38 M. 28—, Street I Gallupe(2009) 4 48 £k 3 B
FE BN Bl (scope) 45 G » W (] Wi ~F- 45 A2 A6 JE 28 32F — 253 43 S WO b, B Re 2 0 S5 B | e 8 J) A8
Y B SOR R e BRI AR Y 5 55— B 43 25 UL T Gloia 88 (2013) 4 8 28 4k 380 B () P12 25 JEAE
T LA iy (2 3 R B8 Ak L it 722 A (g 3 % 2 728 k) TR ZUAS Ak CHRe i BB Ak AU B e TR Tl
BCRBEFRRE RO RN, 5=, AFHERN T AW BEEMEIERSHA LR CR., 17
(i) BT~ 4 HE B2 o R 2 M BT A2 18 P B8 B 4 I R 6 1 3l 5 2 RS R AR A DR 1Y
W 98 4 P B AN T /NS BIRRBEY R, 208 B T KA |l A9 & J& (Mudambi Al Swift,2011),

4. AR T W), A ] WA T AL D ) I S AR T T T TR T S B9 IE 1 3G S, W Gersick
(1991) M5 27 B G L B WF Y 1 A3 K a3, Beugelsdijk(2002) LAfif 2% 5 77 MU 4y 451 53 Br
THLRKIZEE . {UF Rutherford 1 Buller (2007) ZEHF 5% [ IME T 5 254 5 09 2H 23 £k B 42
A X 2 200 B R A0 L VR T 28 0 15t A 1) AR AL IS AT B

PRI I o 2H 21036 A 70 32 S0 L T 19 728 Ak B I 52 2, A Oy B2 4% L 5 o DA PR — 1 R BE T S
] TR 590 6] VA2 PR A T I A 25 A L AR LR Al b A 22 gk B ST AR BE ST N R A Y R R
I A = SRR S AR R NI 2 3 PR R ST A A R AR A 4 Rl AR (R 2 A A
5% 1 TC W B BRI A3 A8 A 5 2 1) BSOS I T T T S A TE ) 3G e N AR T Y RS 92
P 1 ) A5 | 3 U S Gl A Ak A B ATF 5T L 220 T AN [R] 2 U A 1 B B A — R = R S
[ 1) DG FRAE ST, 722 1k 100 3 2 VG 32 % 5 2 5 1) )y ) (6 A e 412 41 8 2 ke 990 40 2148 Ak D 1]
ATy 5 45 B il 2

(OB R 53 A

C A B 5T S84 B A T ) 22 AR PR B R 1 20 2 1) B~ 68 i 1 28 A i PR Can ]
2 F) AR S AN R R I8 Ul A R R T 2 L R DA ZE A H A P ) g X
P SZ R

Lo R 2EHEE ) SR W, 2SRk R B, 5 SO B W DR AT D IR R
CEO il i 48 P B 3l 56 48 31T A S Joi P 00 v 6 B0 A Dy 8 AL ) OO 30 ol BRUA T 900 S ) R # 4
o 55— WIREE BRI B th & . B 5% & 90 AT BA IR B (9 4 I B2 s (R ik A OB sl 2 R
A RN HE AR AN 3% S 2 Y8 1A B AR Ak RN S B L 5 1R A B TE) BT (Keck A1 Tushman, 1993 ; Gor-
don 4,2000) 5 W5 A B L CEO ¥t 3l 8 Al 4 0 8l R 8 & N 1. CEO By IEAL A B
THA G (Haveman 45,2001) , CEO AR A 45 THLURE . il CEO 28 A 7T AE fith & 45 2
] B (Beugelsdijk % ,2002) . ¥ CEO ¥ gl HEBR 5 , 5 48 A B B It 3l 248 23 3100 1 26 20 mes 114 P
Bk (Gordon 5,2000) . 55 =, A1 BA S5 Joi 14 X6 487 B[R] WA 98 15 4 FH o ELFE 9 30 2 1) o 45 21
(B T I, = 2 R AR 43 . AT BA S5 B PR 02 AT BA B DA AR % 2 D e S R e iy 26 ek, — b2
NH B AN TS A BT RCE#H A (Keck #1 Tushman, 19935 Gordon, 2000), {H
A H LI E 500 582 A/ A FEA S Bk oy, e 48 AT BA S BT 1k 5 A B T 4 2RO 28 (Wierse-
ma il Bantel,1992) . £ DU, “ R 247 A5 207 J2 55 i (] 10 3822 3R 2% S8 A 9 09 58 BF 58 4L A
(Leybourne,2010), EHE R RIXMAT AT, MEH K TE M EMN ZR ), a5 EEHF
B AR
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2. WHRJyaE., NER )5 78 2H 2 1] W ~F- A6 ok 78 b B A 4 3l VR T SR il R T BRI 2
A N R ) i R I O = 28— 2R R A Sl A RN ) Y PR . S R R BOR BB L B AR
KAZH., FE3NWF A BLAEAR (i BIF A 28 2% 1] W - A 278 Ak 5 % BRI Az 43 =0 Bk s B =X
PRFG— B, A2 S & e (Mudambi F1 Swift,2011) . 55 243 A ¥ 46 18 AR A % 42 7
B V) Vo Y- AR & 3 23 12 2 141 BN A5 VR A 45 1] I °F 7 25 38 (Garfield #l Dennis, 2012 Sood 4%,
2012) 5 5 ZARAL, P RN QB A 2 S 8 F B o H 4 18] P A5 74 (Gupta 45,2006) , R4F 4848 — 34
TR, 2L PR 4 B R B (Mudambi F1 Swift,2014) . 55 —ZZHMHI RIAS B R &, BR KM
NSRRI AR KRN 45 A &2 Z% (Tushman 1 Romanelli, 1985; Gordon %, 2000; Mudambi 7
Swift,2011) . BE AR #6i (Besson 1 Rowe,2012) AH LMK #i ( Albert £8,2015) 4%, 4, 8 H —
S TR R B 2l A il M R DT E , AN A ), AR ) 22 N AP IR AR &R (52 L %
S 1) 2H 42 > R B R Ak Y 0 T S A S T 2H 202 2 O DU A A AR B (Engestrom
45,2007)

3. AMEREREE . AR EAEE R 3R S 2H 2 [ WS- A 38 A 0 ik A PR A AR S AR BUR AR B
N KRR HER R EVEE AL AR K ER, B A FLBRERE R . Doh
Fl Pearce(2004) 4 1 Bf (28 T VIREE 4k 23 22 07 W2 30 4 BORT B B A AN 7 1 L 3 1N 2R 4
BURRHE AN 5 7 B8 SR A2 AR M 32 0 52 IO T A AR AIE 73 2R 1 5 A . LA R B il Perez-Batres
Fl Eden(2008) #F — 0 SRR ST T 88 P4 FF A HARAT XA R BOR R i . 55 =k
g5 N . Tushman Il Romanelli(1985) 48 i i 5 22 1 384k 7 Ml 5 K3 B8 R 5355  i0F i 4 28
HAFEALPIE . 2O SRS S SEUEDF S AR BIESE . A S BB IR 7 LA 25 5 | R ZH A &
F4) 1 22 45 8] Wt A5 28 £k (Grant Al Cibin, 1996) , PRI 7 37 & B lE 2 M Ak 35 8 Hb iR 2 T ik
T 3775 25 5 % 6 4% (Hamlin 58,2015) . 25 =, B 2% 70 8 fAE B RN &R . SCIEREIE &
B, RO fF DR GE S A U P Rl 02 B ZH 245 (] DR~ A A e TR R B R A 2 4
B 18] W - 7 3 72 (Grover 5§, 2007) , 4k %8 W 1T ) CERP) #E 8l i k. 40 20 R Ge AR A 1 A8 4

INEZFEETE(E 38 K% 4 3D




(Lyytinen,2009) . %P0, % & tF MR F /4 HFE . Ballinger fil Rockmann (2010) 2 H} “ 4
FE A S AR A 2R WA 1), 9 o 1175 5] R 58 A A5 A i oIl 7 R ms R AE R ) AR
1k (Goll FIl Rasheed,2011) , BLAKIE 5832 2l 23 X “ W & 10007723 w) 2635 15 Bl (14 B [6] 408 [l 7 2 52 e
(Tilesik A1 Marquis,2013), {5 T, HAKFKNZER . Tilesik 1 Marquis(2013)BF5 T AR K FE
FAF TS TOME R B 5 2 2285 48 B 1F 70 IS 0 1 OC &R L U0 B AR R AL R 1 RS2 ) - A
WAL ERZ —,

PR 43 B Hh T LA Y 3 o8 2H 3 T) WP 3 R ) B R 2 T Y AR I A BE R B
SHEAT T B A WS ABATYA AR T T R 5 35 5 — A ) W E o AT e R T
20 213 A ) 8L AE Tushman Al Romanelli (1985) st € 42 1, (H 2 A SCIERF 58 R D, 75 2%
TE R R PAT 40T ) s o e — 7 =0, B RE AR A IR, 25 — i RfE I C & A — 22w 22 o
5%, MBI 24T AW 5T (Leybourne, 2010) , {053 [A14E I 58 A o] Z 00, 40 28 & 1 & 4 ol fE HL
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Organizational Transformation as Punctuated Equilibrium:

A Literature Review and Prospects

Yang Chao, Wei Huaian

(School of Public Administration s Huazhong University of
Science and Technology sWuhan 430074 ,China)

Abstract: Organizational transformation determines development direction and survival
of organizations and is a key topic in organization research.Punctuated equilibrium and gradu-
al change are two main forms of evolution.And the former,to a certain extent,includes both
gradual and drastic changes,depicting the process traits of organizational transformation in a
more comprehensive and accurate manner.It has been a hot and cutting-edge frontier in fo-
reign organization studies. This paper reviews the concept,research dimensions,cause analysis
and strategy construction of organizational transformation as punctuated equilibrium, and
then extracts the shortcomings in current research to provide the future research directions.
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