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KT AT 2 2 HIEE B IH R 3 SCEIRYE S T AR 2R, i BB 5 i ol B S 2
il B 22 5 A IRC AP North . North (1990 ) IA Ry il B & — 4t 2 AT ZR RN, 582 o AT
— UL, B2 AT B AT ) 0C R LY H B 5 Scott (1995) #44il FE 275 ik 46
SRy RS A TR R RS R PR AR SCR R RLVE M A S — A B R DL R G BT
ST B B B T IR B, Bk 1 2 2 3 T LR I ] B A 5 A 4L R
TTRZ IO ZR , RO TR ] B A5 R A ol O, 3 S 0 5 T BT J2 U i PR S A
A7 LI B R ASRCE AN B 2o T R i G B2 R (DiMaggio flPowell
1983) , Ji7 {238 1 0 S T il B R A X 2 (U] B e ) N A 2R 454 5547 0 S B B 4 4
HERY AR F1 A JE (Delmas M Toffel,2008) , AR B a 1 hil BERE U] 406 515 A S50 0l
AT S IR AR A AE R R, TA A i BE S PR mT AR A ZH S BN [ AT R A AR (Heugens
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FLander,2009) . F& T X FIAIR , “Strategic Responses to Institutional Processes” (Oliver, 1991)
X — g A B AR U 8 S30H5 DU & 2 (Clemens I Douglas, 2005) , 1% SCHE H 4140
BT B s 7 B HCHI R B PR AR 22 (R BRI 21 1m0 | R RN N e 5 6 s 13X —
FFOME ISR 51 & 1 X FR ) 1 e A FH PR B B 4 & 1 0 — 204805, X R 52 1 5 il
Rt — LA oT & AL BB T 9 25 S (45 20 SV AR ) B R 7 326 456 1) A et sz 1 A
[7] (MattenF1Moon, 2008 ; TanF1Wang, 2011) 5 Ay 6F il B T 77 a4 B IR i B2 R 717
W0F 55 HE 7 (A BT 2 ZURASE L R Al AR5 A8 AN 1 AR AN T 0 e 2 A Ml 5 s S
VAESE g5 ] PN =

25 LA, S E AT RAR AN R A B SE T Aol kS WP s i PR 2R RS2 1l
FERE 17 iR ) B WP LE R A R 7 3K B PR R SR Al 53 0] £ Ml R e S W A 7 48
T2 AP XA [R] A ) B 7 R B T AR Ry X i 7 e A AR AT 2R B S ]
A ARAG ZR G A% SCHE T35 S v T, XoF i) B85 s g M L R gt 52 I P A e RN IS U i
AT T AER, 78 A _E T I0A AH 5 SRR A FIL I B EFIA R e g = AS [m] g i) B2 e 28 28
20 DA SO BAR R IR 7 A I 98 828 1 AN [R) i B % 4l s SR 7= A R 52
JEE T PR Z 0] 1 5C R A AL XA B T2 3 N TR A iR A T — 20
SEARWEFEAT T S A, 17 HA 4 B 1 S s s it ¥ 25 i,

= BARREEBAEEAR T BMERIER S

(—)FEA AR

AL FEE T Web of Science (WOS) Bl E A T8 R WLAR - WOS /2 36 [EI B 247 i e
(ISD &S e )5 | SCR 5 R 2 28R AL &5 T 8 0002 Fh it FH3 FFl M e A7 s i ) JF 48
i [R5 G A 0 v o 0 P A9 iR LR A0 < Dhinstitutional pressure (il B H ) #1
strategic response (SH& W ) by 32/ 1R] , BRI B E A 19964F 2201 54F , EHE WO SR 1%
Hi ) DU K5 30 5] (SCI-EXPANDED SSCI,CPCI-S .CPCI-SSH) , 4R Ji5 il — 25 e R A LK
AT R 2T 250 B R 0B 28 R S5 R AT 2%, IR AR 4205 S0k . NI R 55K F
19964F- 2200647 W 10] , (AT — R A G SCRE A2, ELRI20074F , AHIESCHRA B 4R34 . phy it ]
L, FE20074FEI , 2 AT D0 ] BE R T Al Aol e A5 0 SCRIRAR 2D o PRI I, AR SR 5 B
(8] B 15 B 20074F 2201 54F , X AL AS4 1 SCHik o 7 A0, M AEREARST AR e L S FE
2R ARVE BRI (5K 4 BE R F, 2012) , A SCl ik A T8 — [l 323X 415 S i vk
FFANBR ARSI TN T TR AN U A HAS PRI SCEE, B B8 T A RIS 1365 FE AR SC
R AR SRR S A iR 1L o

(O FEA SCHREEAE B 53 B

B0, WMEE T THRE , FEAS SCHR 3L H B84 VR b A 2R 8 CHtEE R A
20, 43 A& TanFPedersen, flifi 153 511K A ISR FNF 2 IR SCHE# KR , KZBOCHRE
20 DL EAER AL VAR ST 6 o vk, N e A G L&, et Rl A 214
EIZRER T, R ZHE Fie SRR E N R, RAPRERER T2
() LA S HEFERT =44 100 R S N 0F , Ings KA 731 A Sha , INRERS SCHRTE
H T RHMETE A 155 SCR S VEBRIE T A (50 LB AL, B 1941.67%,
HNEVEE BT KR K ZBAEVEE K A R —A-E R AR ERZ R A
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(—) il B k&

il &b T BE R v, AT Dy a0 AR 25 52 B R 3R B A 9 1 RS2 e (K ostova Fll
Zaheer, 1999) 217 0 HA TERF G il BE AL ELR T A BERAG & 160, WA A7 T ok
(MeyerfilRowan, 1977 ; PfefferfllSalancik , 1987) . At , K 2223 v il 8 AV FH 4 o o B
FE 1 B, WY iufiiMakino (2002 ) L K Wang %5 (2008 ) #2 il B BR S5 XF Al A= fE A B T
BRI ZRE R 7, SR A Al FTEZS | B5 M B T AR 1S5 38 T 3232 TN 5 3RAS S8
FRRRIN) KR 4t 2 BB SR AR 7 BRI BE e 7 o A 2 5 4 B R 2 320 1
ZH 2T TR T2 ) 1 B CRERIE NI AE T, 2014) o TR, il B He 9l B Sk R Ul
AT T T S B A 8RR R B 85 I ol A R S R AT O A & TR R R SCAE T
(Menguci,2010) , A FE IR T AB A WA ER1T L 2 Hupt X 45 T 3 ANl 17 3 A5 S A
i AR AT R ELATR SR, o6 Ko LA >R84G5 Bk AR SCAefR 8 B S
EHESR #9205 LR G R 5aiz A S 195328 (Greenwood FHinings,
1996 ; DelmasFliToffel,2008 ) .

() B SO, N TR AR 328

Al S S 38 - T RE T TR R AE— 2 Y (Suchman, 1995 ; Oliver, 1991) . i Y
R, A Il Ay d S B 07 i i oy k8 3000 -5 4 o B R 0 SR TS ) — R B M A Ty o B
PR 3= S IR R Al 78 ) B e 0T 2R B BEA TH AN RN 9% 2 %) AR s s 1 5 i 10 e =
TR U) B 5 Al R s Y SRR B M R, 2E AT — FR S OC T BE R T R Ak AR
W S N 2SI BIFFE o B0, Suchman (1995 ) $i& AR AT | e BRI RN L5 vk AL NS S I,
Zimmerman#Fi1Zeitz (2002 ) 7E Suchman (1995 ) i) = F & LA A W& B 0 (LA L, 38 m 1781
T R R SN o SR TR AR 22 06 T4l i SO BB SE T, Oliver (1991) & 2R (1) “Strategic
Responses to Institutional Processes”— SCHA FUERRB L S o 12 SCEHOT i BE 77T Al G
FOSEHAT TRIFSE, B B Al Atk il BE s 7 B G B2 f AR 2 s R B A 3RT (acquiesce)
Z-1Ip (compromise ) . [F]3## (avoidance ) 2 H#EPT (defiance ) ‘59 (manipulation ) A [ F2 A9 %
W S, AR AR

M. I EEDMSRFERYIE R P EEER T 89 4l b R R R

X BRI Y 3 RE 1 AR SCHRAI BT ST £ 5, AR SCHE I RHEAS SCER 09 20 & B, DG Tl &
JE 1T Al 5% w52 R A9 AT SCEETR] 1474, P34 DA H B 1. 730, e 3 vk
(7)) DAL ) iSOG EE R AT 207 o Hh BB e ey 1) DG B 1) JZ: institutional theory (il BRI ) iy
12K, Hk f&performance (F7500) 107K, EARAE B W3R 3 3k S0 ORI AR EE 11 BE ) T 4
Ml % 6 S I A R R TR, B w) Bl L2 RIA L Al A S TEAT SIS RE T
TEAHLE SO A AR

WA, 38 2 ) 23 B AT L e B G B iR) 22 [ 1) B R FRATE 9 4000 . A SCR HI Citespace
(Chen, 2006 ) b FRA 31—~ 4242 1) 2 JROC BT 2 URE B4 | SR )5 R FH SPSSHFH iy
T3 M AR S 3 A T RE X 33k £ 5 S IR] HEA T RIS 0 A o 4 2R R R, X S OBt A LA oA R
X IR T I SAT o A BF 1 5 T Il SR Sz [l 78, Aemerging economies |
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PERISRIR  HHEOliver (1991 ) RS T 4L,
R3 HEAXEHPNSMEER

KA K KA I
Institutional theory (il FE B ) 12 Resource-based view CZEJFILREIN) 4
Performance (44%) 10 China(H[E) 3
Perspective (f/4) 8  Competitive advantage (G +{LHY) 4
Industry (171) 7 Institutional pressure (il B & J7) 4
Management (5 H! ) 7 Legitimacy (5E4ME) 4
Dynamic capabilities (22568 /1) 6  Absorptive-capacity (W IHEST) 3
Organizations (ZH41) 6  Institutions (il &) 3
Corporate social responsibility ({2 #12:354E) 6 Fields(37i) 3
Isomorphism ([F]7E ) 5  Emerging economies GBI 2%4Z2%% ) 3
Strategic responses (f% 1% 5 i) 5  Strategy (M%) 3

FPE R MR Citespacein 1745 AL 3

transitional economies . strategy . strategic responses=§ JCEg R AR R IH T B M4 BrAR b g4l
TET s A8 AN ] ) 2 BRI, Al iR BT e i J ke (R 25 — 2 ORI o8 S )22 W) 25 s
[a] @1, 4 firm performance ,corporate governance ,management=5: X F R R S e 1 28 n) 1,
55 =R AR P R e T A WD B R BE 7 TR, LA 5 %) A 1) A competitive advantage
firm resources .dynamic capabilities o 5 P02 B Tl (A0 4 2 7 b B2 FHE AT SR 54 ) 8, mT
DL A TSP B il B2 8 S5 iy ELA AR b N PR B I B ) 250098 Al SO AT o, AU A
A2 T H AR DG 358 2 T B2 Al w728 o

AAIEGENT ) J3E Ty R A g S 7 %) N TR R AT T R, X 0 B IS R s A 1 4
T o T T B 0 280 0 P WAy TR o2 ) B S g ) A [ ) TR AT A Ml 5 e 2 vz g/ FHATL 28
MIEERER? o3 ik SER] i, A5 2R HIScott (1995) Xl B2 19 732 W REA Sk v
W R B R AT IR, R BT a3 S R ) R ) AR R AR T A
KA KGRI R 7 R 2R [R] R 455 Oliver (1991) T RIS SR A4 7325 L SR
FRVREIE SRR | XPREAS SCRRA 5% PN 25 A 7 A S o 1 THD SR o s 7 2R BB Al fik s S5 1 =2 (1]
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1) R HATEINT

() BRI T A Al A e 52 oy

F R 7 R A5 A X R VR T IBURF BT A | BSR4 T B 7 2 e B2 By 1) o 2
AT AV T IR H UM 097, anfmss gl & 7K T2 Rk RS s e AR5 B
Pl 5 LA KR N 48 A 24 1 S R TR 2B AT T S A5 0 T AN Rl A A (] R s 1 e 485
W IR, A7 L Al 78 TRDS BURF A9 AR B /K BUR 77 B R BT K SR W (Tingey-
Holyoak,2014) , 573 h—26\ M 3RAGAME  EE Xk B BUR BRI 7, SR T A4 R ms
M3k45 1 447 (KhanFlLactiy , 2014 ) , 8¢5 Al A SO S PR RIS D ) B2 SRk 4R i
HAEANE (Yang®5,2015) JAEMHIE ST, L CEOM 2 F 15 = A R T Ak th &5 il
() R SO, BIEAT MBAZUE 15 5 14 CEO S it [] T MM IBRT 223K 9 B8 i HE R 545 2 Y
FEOR, M EA TG 19 CEO I BE 5 5] >R I [m] 8 SR (Lewis <5, 2014) o BEAb, Al ot
AR 252 Al 8 AR B2 o WML oA (2013) 4087 1 1 AN AP 2 w1 AE [ P b B
AR B SR ITR , FRB TS [A) 0 BRI B R, B4 R T I AR 3 = AR ] 1) i 3 R
T, &FFFIFR R ET, WA B A LA E] iz AR 05 A b R YOG
F, SO LS GG R 78 2 b B H ) P s 24 T

() FEE T Al A sz vz

FITE 152 Al T X 2L 5] FRAE AR L Lk HLA B AYE FIAGE ATk 2 DL &
IAPRAT B e 7 i ) R SO o 2 ST B h TR At DT 2T R T R 2R
FEICE T ML VI 45 7 T AR AL A 2 DA 5 T, F BT TR R A il AN R A7l i 4l
R FERTGE , R SEUE 53 AT RN 2245 o3 B 5 s 1 Al A T X k2 T A o B s g e i 3R
B ok (3T B (Pedersen fllGwozdz, 2014 ; AharonsonfliBort, 2015) , 8@ F 52 5
EPAIMA T BEXT I H DAARAS G2, i/ il B Wi 1947 i (MoonFllde Leon,2007) o 7F
TSR AL AN (A OL T, Alk B B2 2T e 7 s ARG AN il BE R e 8] 1 & 0 i %
MIVEFH AT R A R 2 X S T B8 A R ZE Ak A BURM A Tk ) 7, T4 =
A iRk, M &= 2T e 0 211 55 4k B0 (Chends, 2015) , [l 4l 885 > g
FIRH AR A Y R 75 PRt 2 56 B AY (NijssenfllPaauwe, 2012) . 55 41, LAk T 3hi7% Y
HORAS R IRGE rh , ZE T FI 25 AH G FE T, SRS 1 A sl 45 21) 3= 2K B AU f s
JZ v (BennerflIRanganathan, 2013 ; Wolf%5, 2012 ; AaltonenF1Sivonen, 2009) , H. i T4 4
FRZ NN AN 207 53 BE RO AS [A] 1 XA W] 7 SR YR B T < g &b 38 0 2R i ok [
(Cummings®,2011; Sullivan,2010; Julian%,2008 ) . JHAh , iV 78 % F 25 AH TR ST
0, AT FE R IR AR Gl 8T A 2 WG BRARE ) R e B 1) g A DG 2 07, BDMUCAS il
MIEAARER] 5B A R DR — B SRS (BT ) o & TAT MR D7 T e, il
ISR SUBE - Jamali (2010 ) R F il B2 FEIE FOLiver (1991 ) ) i S i U9 K 3
i ES /NS ey VA O NES 1 e g i A S L N L i s s A N i T A (E M W A &
HE B

(O NFNE T Al A e sz vz

INFIE TR B SR A L SCA A B b XA > 185 3 B2 0T Al s B g, 222
SR X 5 ] 2 B AR AR T B G288 T T I 2 Ml SO AR RUAR R T Tn) R A T A IE o B A
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AndrewsHlChompusri (2013 )iz FH H, 7538  SRRCTAS T = ANHEREBFSE T R 5 [ 2
AR 2% [ 205 Ol B B SCAG AT g [R) DA Ry 35 ] A W 32 i %o >4 b A = SC Ak bm o
FVEL A B , LA 208 BESCIEIA AT 7 - TanFfWang (2011) iz F il BRIE | [E PR 55
HOS RN ASER S T — A 2 EHEOHESR K5 115 [ 23 w2 ] 1) R 9 22 48
Jir U A ] by AR T 32 ] S ) 3B PR I B ), DA Ay i ] 2 ) 0 A X AN [ (A 10 R BROAN [) 7 T 7
TR A X AR T8 3 E B SN R T

() FA R R T B ALl s 52 1

KT FNHL G R ) AT 2 LA v AR S R 22 550 S5 T Al B AN [] f5% s S5 1 o TRIF
YA 2% 2 W2 T AN 237380 v L2 T P SR (R A5 R 7, Il 3R 30 T AS (] B e s
SR o ANF T A il Al | 5 2 W) AE AR PR S B AT A X RIE 2% 3 S8 AN [l R £5 4E AT E &R
BF AR F B A BT R RE ) A At 2 I R A SR I A 0L 2 1N A5 R S . A
TERRRIZTT 5 T, i B A R I A AT 23 534 e TR B A —2, RS B A m 7R B
FE A2 SR T A 205 10 AR T A S8R A —3 (Tan, 2009) . S5 1A , A<+
A A TR A R R T e, R B o AN — < A A A 7 T I 2 R RN B AR B 1 T B
FIH T —B0 S, BB TS B 52 5L 4 4% 9% (Cruz-Castro®#, 2012) , A B4l 1 i 28
G RN RN S B 07 VOISR O A SR St |1 7, B SE o 1 B B B IR RE T, SR B
IS AT it [ A 1) A = 38 SR ke o i ol 5 228 5575 5k 19 ) (Chiittoor 55, 2008) , i
A7 LA\ 38 A 7 A i R A R A R R 7 B R R ke B AT AR A B AN Bff o 7 (Yu Ko,
2008) BRILZ A1, AHOCH] 45 2 QN9 2 (AR 2 A DRI 3 SCE SRk B 250
BN TR B R T, 2R e A O ) £ B B9 AN R 5K, A b — M SR RO A B g 2 47 1] 17
(Delmasfil Toffel,2008) .

(CH) L SRS SR 894 R s 52

KFHUH] AT ST BRIFTE XS G FEBE 5 [ A ), A il B e i S hh F45 5
TR IR UL I A BRI A S5 S A R Aol 1 WS S I 15 ] 2 A A T I o 5 R AR —
FER ] BE R, R TR TEE SNTT 28 A A A A 7 2 R B Bl R ms , 2R HR
1V sZE AR A 24 bk 25 RV SR W X A = ] ) 3l B2 e 77 (OweenssS,2013) , T B 25
] 22 ) D SR BRABE A5 46 s A g o2 v TR I A9 R AR Ak AR 2 MR BB IR A T RS &
J& & 71 (EscobarfllVredenburg, 2011) AF5E A G375 il BRIGFEAl I, BRES & 55 IR SE A LA
PSRN R A RIS AT AN, 0 45 A8 BRI BIE R T BE AR BN A b AY s Sy, 4 7
R T A\l AS R ks 52 75 I B9 S DL o 2, Lederan: (2011) 7EXF 1214 B 5 Je WAL %
VIRIERN L, BFSE T IR PR 2 2 e o Xo) i) B A 5 ), i — 2D i ke B0 2 B i P A
AR BE AR S A, T T B 2 B AT X A ag s i £l GRS AT A 1

() KT EESE T Al AR S W5

P S v A S B 43 B o] AT, HP [ (Chhina) H B0 S0 S3R 468 5 o 3K = SCHR IR VE 431l
e IR v [ s X e [ P B Tan (2009 ) < [ 66 U 28 5% 45 55 il 5 45 4 Rl
WAt 80— 3Cd TaE SN AR PIR B 63 RN A T, =R GRS LA b B IS 5
R AT T AR Al BB Al RS S w6 [R] ]EE R T B AR S AN (] K S
TERRH 77T, RO XTBOM 4 X285 B =i R T, AR Al CA BE) 3B S A H“BR R 7k
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FIA M E W, ANEE b (A0 JBE PR B H A T (Lud$, 2013) o 2R ATALTE
FEHT 5 A FIFE G R A 2518 FEBOM AR 35 40O B Al 4t 2 54T i, B T
IKEAIRIABLG: (Tan, 2009) A% 2=V A T R AT 55 SR ), T AE A
IR LS B ) AU, S EAE T A BN A S R R SR AR, AR AN AN 22
P (YufiiKo,2008 ) o Ib 4k, 845 P SOk G B i) v B oA HH 0 v [ R0 v Al A M i o
X% . — R e Yang%5 (2015) iz HI B EE MshSRE N H R T L EAR RS HBORE T,
Tl ) BRI R R M AR B ), I3RS Akt g m A RISe e 15 0 —0
JEChen®5 (2015) 20 #T T AV R MR BUR A 8 1 %6387 77 5l 17 S 88804 18 T 5 M A, 1 5 i
Tk B BE X3 7= i T S 2 B EIUTE 5C R o B L AT DL, A B IR T B9 Aol ims J2 g
WFIE5 I T 22 B TR R S8R A T E BRI 38 5 R, A A I ok A 13 A7k A
O 75 2 S RIS ) B g, (] s T I 2 >k 1 IBORS P ot ol 58 1 7 o il B B 10 5 2
1 82 Sl 2 (A5 4 oMb TRT I 10 o) 3 PR 25 S A R, AR A A T M Al A A7 T ok 1 i 42
(Lu%$,2013; Yang%,2015) o M FEFRAS AR AL B b, AETT S B e 7 dnee s 2200 il
(1) % & s A 4 TR X (Lufs,2013) o JEHUE Y Hi il il 2 2 i 1 L BEr Ak 4 41
RPN R 7, A ST aa VR TR 3 22 56 i A T 3 B 5l 22 55325 A
KA A R 2R, A SR A A Xl A R A R A7 o BRI, et e R 35 T Y
Al 5 s B2 8 A TR A5 B B8 - % R A e 1l B BRI 2 Az FHYE BB R A #8571l
R 52 17 ) PN AL

FE 3 FE 198 RS
e N e N e
BURF 8 KB PR 1R (2)
I % MRS BT I (1) R (2)
I 4 1 BB (2)
( CCr U (TR (7 [ (2
HTEE S ?ﬂm%ﬂ?@ﬂﬂlﬁ\ A (2) BiFE (3)
T PN, Atk es ZH (D RPLQ2)
fE. B H B (1
‘ A SCAHE. S o
{%UEEJJ L HIER et FRA 1 ST (D
BORF. K. W
SRR ) 3. KB L
P e
4 Y 'd Y
B BRI BN ATk, ST o
i v T DR (2)

N

N

B2 HIEEAFAL AR R X R E
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(B ) Tl JB2 s Rl 3 s B 1 5 38 /N2

SRS TN RS ATl Al b2 B AT T DL 20 5 25 i R 1 B TR T Al
FRCE S 07 AR AT A ) S BTS2 R o Al A T R 1 T R s 0 AR s AN ] T
FIGHTIS R T AR 7 R 2 0 | [k AR AR S s BN A, ST
IR S5E T (Al e S SR S 1R 1 2 T S o el T v [ E RS 1 B2 2k, Aol
e 8 HE 1 SR 22 R Ak, ANBORT BT Al A E 2 DT AR AR (A B O DR, Al 512
PER )R RZ R I T IR B o

AR AR SRS T ] B2 1 R BT S5 7 22 [ PR 5 28, AR SC2 il 3 1 2., ] o e
B4 RS 2 ) I I f s BNz A U8 o AT 2 FT LR Y, A SRR o ) o
JEE ST 43 SRR ) KL GRSy L ARG R 77 LA ML LS AA R 7
TURPSEIY B e B A AN R 4 e IR, B BURE ] ZH U ATl Akl
kAP TUE IR ORGSO > 41 45 0 — 2P oM Al LUACER, el il A [] 4 1
JEE 1 3 FG A S AN AR [ AP IR AT | 2T AR 26 i T BRI e S 17 Ay e 22, LUK

S ] i 8 45 T I R O S 0, U DR A3 Al R BT Bk A R A R DL

2 R 2B M A T AN [R] ] 3 T 7, SR I e e s 2R s S i, T = Bl R s S 7

B,
. ZFRERE

ARILFET Web of Science B 78 i T2 oy il JE T 77 Al Al et e 1o (4 4 R SR,
SCHRTH AT JEA L, 2208 N T 7575 320074 22201 545 [H] A AR S STk AT 171
2 A5 AR DA AR SCRIR , A SO i JB8 T g R LA R et 52 7 ) P 36 A 0 R AT T A
B FFAE RS T VST L AORLE e 1 AR 7 LA R R S MIA R ) o
il B2 TR0 A5 2 A St L, BRI T b S S RE TR0 B9 ELAAR T g % Al S
FIP A BRSNE , F48 78 T RIS A T RE T X il o s 7 8 B AR T, ik —
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A Literature Review of Enterprise Strategic Responses to
Institutional Pressure and Prospects

Tu Zhiping!?, Song Tiebo!
(1. School of Business Administration, South China University of Technology, Guangzhou 510640, China;2.
School of Economics and Management, Shaoguan University, Shaoguan 512005, China)

Abstract: The existing literature has studied massively enterprise strategic responses to
institutional pressure, but because of complexity of institutional surroundings, scholars have drawn
different conclusions, and even have had distinct understanding of classification of institutional pressure
and strategic responses. Therefore, this paper adopts scientometrics analysis and content analysis to
summarize systematically the articles about enterprise strategic responses to institutional pressure, sorts
out the concept of institutional pressure and the connotation & classification of strategic responses,
concludes diverse aspects of institutional pressure and their influences on enterprise strategic responses,
and then reveals the important role of informal institutional pressure in enterprise strategic responses. It
further puts forward that scholars should integrate multiple theories to strengthen the study of enterprise
strategic responses in Chinese context, and extend boundary and application scope of institutional
theory.

Key words: institutional pressure;strategic response;scientometrics analysis; content analysis;

review and prospect
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