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(1. WITT RS AN LA A2 e A 31005852, AR RC2F ST A T4 0, L 100084
3 IR FHARBHEZE H0, JEE 100084 )

B e e T e e e e e e ey e

@  E. B4 (alliance portfolio) 89 AF AT TR ¢ fRF R BT A 5 § ANER A 4> Ak 4o
FTE PR R oA % AR ARG IA TR ML, 5F 7| LRk A B4 % iE, A TH S
B, FF R AT233 5% R R B LA AFE LI R HHAT AR, HF A bR BE AW A R AL, P3
M BB LE A AR A AR AR Wi B A BT R BB, M A d R B 40 A4S DU S AR 55 2296 K sl A
BRSO TUEER R EZ I AN & T A=A ZHET: A4t
L FBR A Ao TRATER AR A AT R BB AR 508 22, 8 TS DU, 71 Ut A
B MBI ARG 3] i FORMLE B A X T IS AL b vg AN R k2 i

TG B A AT L L E IR R A i R

FEDES:F270 XEFRIZEE: A XEHS: 1001-4950(2017)06-0083-15

e e e B e e ST S o ST S e o T S S o
—
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RIS I R R ST th RDE A, 248U R AN SS K b R A58 53R LABR 52 40
#4114 54 (BisenhardtHISchnoonhoven, 1996 ; DyerfliSigh, 1998 ; Gulati, 1999 ) . £1:Bfi 01147 & 241
5 HEFET, DL AR S 5 0364 E RN W46 5 (GeorgeS% , 2001 ; Hoffmann, 2007 ), Ff.
— AR S 52 AW, 4 R4 5 T PE F R OC 3R © Rk Al 7 b 3 S )3 b 0 5
(GulatiFISingh, 1998 ) o JTAE A" E AR S IR B A5 73X P G I F I R R, 0T R iR A
ZAN B B A, el Pl 22 R P DG R |, SR (AR 2 11 1) 22 106 B 45 P55 M TR ], AR
A W8 A EAME Y IR (EisenhardtFlSchoonhoven, 1996 ; Jiang%5, 2011 ; Hoffmann, 2007 ) , [A] i X
TR, TERRANAR 2, 2B RURS: , 3 i BIZH 2 255 k) e ) 5 3 ety AR 453l 17y Fi 7 = 5
BT E 4 # (DrazinfllVan de Ven, 1985; March, 1991 ; Wassmer, 2008 ; Schilke flGoerzen,
2010;de Leeuw4s,2014; HoangfIRothaermel , 2016 ) .

Yk BHA:2016-09-21

ESWH: 4B ¥ FALHAF AL A (15AZD005) ;387 #F A LAFT XA A (2014204085) s B % & A+
FH A4 A (71603241)

TEBRA: A A(1989—), %, T K FALSEZEE LA A,
% 35(1968—), % ,F e K FRFE PR LA T,
# E(1987—), 8, FRKRF A4 IR LEGRIAKESL ),
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SR, 1 Ay A ELATT I8 ) 38 4 F 5% 81 (Waassmer, 2008 ; Lee s, 2017 ) BB AL A I E AT
RAFTEVFZ AR : B 58, H Doz FlHamel$2 H 6 20 & A& Lok , A IS 2 R0 B R 4 &
LS T RETHE , (HF R K ZIRE T RSB Y (strategic alliance ) KB 21 A I0¢ U ) 4%
(alliance network ) S5 M & K v FH (Gulati, 1995, 1999 ; DozfllHamel, 1998 ; Baum%%, 2000 ; Ahuja,
2000; OzcanFEisenhardt, 2009 ) ; Jok , A — A8 24090 380, A PR MR RIS T
I 2H & W YR (Ozcan MllEisenhardt, 2009 ) , Bt 33 20 & 945 ¥ (Hoffmann , 2005, 2007 ; Vapola
§5,2010), DA SCEX IR 414 5 4 G50 S LI (Lavie, 2007 ; LavieFTMiller, 2008 ; Schilke Fl
Goerzen,2010;Faems%,2010; Jiang55,2010; Park%5, 2014 ; CastrofIRoldan, 2015 ) , {H & X Bk 24
A T ES IR S A 5T BT B 2 SERE A TTIE , BF9E iR B 2R G BREK B 216 19 BRI LAl 5 0
%5 (Wassmer, 2008 ) o 5k B8 2H & BF 98 DK i A Bl T~ 3800 HEAT A T4l 30K B AP i e 4%
Z IS OC 2 A BN B 205 RS TR BEAF M)

ARSCRRF2E Ay il TR R 4 A O A SCHR ) 41 [T, 7 ] B Bt A 41 Ak
SRS RTE , A TR AU T E RS A BB AL A DT RT3 N
2B R A Ve A TEC B A G anfe] K B 2 AR =N T, 3R9T T DG 4R B
g5 MR L BRI AU R G AL 2R A B R I FE PR L
A A (I B0, - SRS M BG40 ) BRIE BRI e O T EREE N i
P AC ORI, f i 48 HH AR IR R 1A F A A A 20 6 3 sl sh T L) I B 28 B3
P P G T B A JRUS: RIS 25 PP L I56 R 24 A B BE ) i L ZUR G =2 ) 5 2 B SR
KR A TIRAI ST, I H ] 223 [l S8 5 — WU T Z2 38 Eie Rl A 58 ik 1 52 AR
Z2 VR ] A PR A 5 () R 0 25 T A — 4R

—. BRRAS: HSFEEMC T EERERE

(— BRI G r & T

A A PIRE SR TSN BT o <2l LR R o F S5 P4 7 R AR AR 2508 i
FI RGN, X FPERES A AR5 | B D A U M A 1412 (Gulati, 1995) 7 S —2H 21K
RS b BT A TR T A T H— 2 Sl A A I B I SRS AT B A
TE I B2 A O BF Y AR A 5 ARG PSR IR DR AR 2 T SR AR A A L S SR ST A B
IR 5 R4 R S AR T S P, DT B T B B X 4% 93518 (Rowley 25, 2000 ; Ozcan il Eisenhardt
2009) . I8 —ZH AU ik A 2N G R AR5 19Tk B4 5" BIF5T , Doz FTHamel (1998) 78 Ik
RS E S SRS MBI ZAR ) — A5 B R 415 (alliance portfolio ) AREA , fifi7]
BB A =[R2 A alliance network , alliance portfolio, alliance web, B 2H &
FRE R — A i A B B SEAIR R B o George S A (2001 ) HUHK A 2H 5 1R ik gk 1
WG, Tk LU AR 220 B 8] ) 25 A8 AR s 2 52 ma Al i B8 g, I —
AN AR IR 20 G ) AR P S 55 i R AT R 9 DA T 52 il il 1 55734 Hoffimann (2005, 2007 )42
HB Al 5 I R A A R G, RS [EIMD 55 RN B AR 8 224 B B A B B B 2 A R A T W s A
VIR DR R S G =5 i SR NN o 7 B et e e Al o BN o A Sl s QA £ g
Wassmer (2008 )XJ B B 2H 5 SCHR A T R Ge 253, JEBAA A58 7 iU B 265 ) 2% IR A &
A TC B TG B 40 B r A B A IR, JEIR R A B SO “fE S bt EFIMES 5T
KU R B B R AR . Ozcan Al Eisenhardt (2009 ) AL 2 28 A0 A, 42 HE B B 20 & A b 92
EREE A< F FRH 0 28 ARy v SRR BR 20 A (A% 00 382 B 2 [ I Jié 2 T BK 45 . Vapolads A
(2010)FEI5 B g SCh T DL B PR 8 P On 34 Firfr BB ZHEUR SR R IR 5 2
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FE S BRI SR AR T A B, X HEL AR B BR A0 5 A 95 4l (joint venture ), DA B B 2
7% (alliance constellation ) . Schilke fllGoerzen (2010 )% B 5 2H & A — A% U ) & P QRS
fit /1 (alliance management capability ) #4775 Wit AL ANl ERAVEAL , DO BREE 414 1Y & B e

S WRAE FA GV 1 - ZHZ (R S B 20 G Ul LA 2R ]2 ) Bk BRI P Rk R 2 A
T UL L2238 B ERE I8 R , A SCUCH IR B2 & i 2 £ S 8 S 5 3G A K Z il A 1R
KANES , A TAHLPRITRAEE BN PR a1, LR 8 e SR 2 18U
JIA B AESR R BRI e o, BB 4 A T 2 sm i A2 S A 2O A 2R R D1 RE H AR , dnday
o LA AR A P R) 45 BR 2 REAR I AL 2, 2 A i BB B 3 2 T T 3R BRES #4 ok fe Mk
R RAS (] B 280 9 U5 A 2 20 3500 ) B KAk L A R S BB 455 20 A R8T (Jiang 55,2010
WuytsF1Dutta, 2014 ; HoangflIRothaermel ,2016 ) . 4 1 X 2H 2V T BRA 20 & KA R 250X — A~
FRHAT THESHIT, JFP124 45 H R EMF 5T 7 1)

F1 BBEASHEAE VR
ZHLR S SECES
B & 11 S 3 g e R Y B S 4 E 2 O = S e [ S S AN S e~ G E e (1 [ESDH S R 1]
L[ AR B WA R S A BB 5 FE R 4%
PEEER (R A 4E T, (VapolaZs,2010) (DozFiiHamel, 1978)

2011)
W& @ B—ERE  —uikss LB ZIUR R MAR A 2o R BN
MREE  SEKERZEE o BEAEMZEEIRTR o BRUIRZKEAOLE YRR (45

o BRSNS (LS
FIN RS BRI )

AN i 24 S A
HERTILN- )

o KRR ZHE (S

TR IIRE F ARG BEZ,
Hy 22 7 AR )

o BREIALA RO P AE
(EIEA (0117 SN S-E2 Re 7

VA FIERS N VR 2T
PEFIHR 25572 )

P A R ZH UK B A )
ISR R YERE RISIRES | B
FRIRES [AJHEHRAS)

 HRERRIZE AR CRlRr Y

BYEIKEC R &
YEEKFER )

IR A 8 7 B (Hpu BE
centrality ./NF{&clique |, 3E
% M:closeness )

- BRIz BRPEY

BORPR U RS AR G SRR B

(TR SR T s HELL

A SCHET R R 2R R AT T 56 EE R 28R KA B R SHEOR B Mol 553
I & W Citespace s 8 AF ST HR B2 A I BIS FE A TR &R I HE B 41 & iF o i B e
VR NI LAt S b 5% e 5 o AR SCRR S <%l E=Web of Sciencet% LA 47 “F @i=Alliance
Portfolio” , “H [A] 5 & =1900—20164F" . “Z&Jj|=Management , Business, Engineering Industrial and
Economics”, A A 28 31233 J 9 SCOCHR, #5 EGHS 7750k, 258k H 5B 5 DK 23t
4 846K, it 5| SCHR4 005U, Z3Bk H 51 M5 | SCHK3 844K, VE A SCHIFFY I i R I o AR I L i
FHE BT RAC A A 7 SCRR A % 5 | AT L 3 A0 L343 DA e Te ik B 12 53 ) X 48 SR 21, 1 iR
B[R] 4F PR A1 1990—20164F , Bif ] - B oM 14F, 1 TR AL B

PET 12 S BRIk B 25 P98 00 LR IR A A8 T2 BB SR % 275 | X 25 Bsf DRI
RPN I LRSI EMIUPIVNI e S i E N AT E i S iV E s S S a ISV IB'e

ik 2 L R I A A Y AT O B A 43 S B 24 AR (emerging technology ) |

O LA R T R AR A

Bk 20 6 : IR AT B 5T AT fr B AR 2R
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2 Z1[6] K R 4 A& (interorganizational relationship portfolio ) Bk %% (ties ) .2 & # (portfolio
management) .15 % 2% (alliance network ) J % 20 & Z 444 (alliance portfolio diversity ) JK%
fie /1 (alliance capability ) .73 # 1 #% (governance choice ) FIEK ¥ 155 (alliance setting) , 5 it T Bk
WA E”‘J$ [R5 7 ] o RSB FE 15 2462 [A], T34 RRAE A 1993—20034F , RASHE B (A
Y 0.5 H I R B TR I U B AFFEI SR AT 1) I A SCRR 41 129 Hh ARy
19934, Fofi I MU SR ASJE B A B 1 RIS, -1 10 ARAE 220034, oAt SR I3 1 AR I 78
1997—19994FZ ],

Q«\\
D #0 HARRI
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, . AR RAL
,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, 0 Bt
77777777777777777777777 SIe ' o BEATE
NP O,Q > Q\Q
,,,,,,, T o= uzrmrmpEns
& Y <
**************** & 45 BLHIUI A REME
&° Q O
- o P wwinre
Y S ‘29% #7 YREIE R
77777777777777777 gé\@./ T T H
Rad &
=Sy ---- HSBKERE

1960 1965 1970 1975 1980 1985 1990 1995 2000 2005 2010 2014
B1 BEAGHAXTRERRILNS| MEREKLE

ARYERE 2 45 R s AR LS WE SRS S MBI LR (R SO b 2 = R4t
SRR IR ) , A SO T I A S WY T FOHER , B A% O USRS LR PN 2 A
Ji, IR 2 i 5k B AL B B WIS 6 = R F2 . AT AR B AL T A T IR B A5
UNAap T JREHR B AV B, E— AP A0 0 ROV O B0 B 4R Bl I B I 4 (SR s o
LEIR B AR TR BRI HAR SR A G R ALES 2R G B i gE AT I R 2 5
A F20) , G B B AR 0 A P R GRS Ay T IR BR AL B A B0 3280, Ak, %) T
G RO BB R £ 75 DU R BERIE P, B 2x R 2 Bl e (2121 ) e | RIRULZ 4 (WU AY
R FREC A E A AR 2 8] A BT IRARO 55 ZH A Sh A5 RE D P TR IL [R) 3t ) LR o T
PRI A HE

=. ATAERRBRAS

BRI S BT T 2 — T M A B ML, GG — A% O SO« B4R IS FiBk
I 23X =AU AR Z T B U A R S IS BT, 5 S5 R ES AR & LA S Sl A A A
TEIR VB B ST, PN 28 SR AR T 1 B BE T 2507 R 0 4 B R A 5 i i B

O REAHE Rt U255 ) B PO , AR T 1, S e P 6 1 ) S P g
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FaR R b HH P HW FIRIBE KT IRIB I U i
g bl WEIFRMELE HIE A I
Burt, 1992 March, 1991 Kogut, 1992; Powell, 1996 Miller, 1981
14k Lavie, 2006 DRV 0 Drazin, 1985
Ahuja, 2000 W fie Eisenhardt, 1996; Baum, 2000 Hoffmann, 2007
Gulati, 1995, 1998, 1999|Cohen,1990; Lavie, 2008; Jiang, 2010; BRI Ak gz
KR George, 2001 Pfeffer, 1978 HEAL G
Dyer, 1998 I TEA N PR Cyert, 1963
Hoffmann, 2005 Khanna, 1998 Kale, 2002 Hoffmann, 2007

BR B A 5T LI B R A

B2 BREBASHMRMTEEZR

FHEEATRIE(ANFR2I7R ) , it 5| SCHRAR % i 2 156 3 41 & 40U 1) 45 A2 T [l T 5 STk
AN B W AR e 4% SR S 93 i) R il (knowledge base ) (Chen, 2006 ) , i A5 BT 2445 AR
BUBRZ 0 BRI FE Al 2 2H 4127 2] B (March, 1991 ; Jiang%$,2011; van de VrandeZ$,2011) , B¢
SEVUE A0 PRI b 2 4 23 0 25 BRI AT UL (Wassmer, 2008 ; Burt, 19925 Gulati, 1999
Ahuja, 2000 ) , 558 P28 IS0 RS JERT R AT 2 28BS B URSEERE L RO FNRE T, A K&
ZH 2% ) #15 (Kogut Al Zander, 1992 ; Gulati, 1995 ; Day%%,2010; Tokman% , 2007 ; Rothaermel
2001 ;Lavie,2006 ).

x2 BREASHREIZ AT AZKBHAGHZ N EREFHE

BRI REEH  RRAK 5 | SCHEk FLTH5 | STk PR JERT
0 46 07  HFRYER  March(1991)% U2 S P
Burt(1992 ), Gulatifll

¥4t e AN NS N T
2 42 0.504 R4 Gargiulo(1999 )% 2 ML HLS  FR

X KogutflZander(1992),  FIANL #H2RIL5FIE | BRIR LML 40
BH [XY] £ ’
4 34 0.605  HRHIMAE Gulati(1995)% 224 5] Js

OB AR5 95 | STk A 2

(— B LA

SBT3 5 a5 Al 2 Bh AR R 8 45K, 1) A B A SR I HE - )
PR A, LSS s T , Q5 B 24 A A B AR 3 o 1 DB P R A | £ 5 Al iR AT
YA W AL T BB T A i A k2SR , (R 7 T R R, 3 T B
v 55, HIF R A LURE AR D A LIS 2 M R (March, 1991) Pl 23 — bR SEa L, £
AAM BT ) SRR SO B U AR R H, UM A RO B B 2 A 1 R
T B9 5 200 5 % W X 2 B e B0 3 1 1 532 M 14 P o 3 BB (L 1 4 5 5o e I AR T 3 2% 40,
AP AR 4 AR B 2 e 8 22 oAb I BRAK A , B 5 S Rk N B SR H 5y, e T 7=l
FITATRIE T i 5 s 147 (Jiangs , 2011 ; van de Vrande,2011).

(Z)HRAS

IR 5 U8 £ B HE I B A A -5 A8 A AL SURF I ) S B ME SRR ] I OC 2R A S 4 B

Bk 46 R AR B S T B AR AR 2R
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Ve AR AR B BRI R B a5 A b AT FE I A A P ST A7 AR 1 T R IR A5 R B B A T B
(Gulati, 1999 ) . B R IE BT , F2 AT 41205 53 e 5 AR ) /D () P2 R s R Ko P (D 4 i
TV B K R 2 B e (o K B A 3 A2 BRSO 35, Ak Bl 55 B ™ b 1 32 B R A B
FRBREE RO IE I E T, DA (B2 45 5 0 815 VE FH (Ahuja, 2000 ) o IE AR, 4125 [ 2% 388 i — 2
W 5 A A I R B E , A A2 i A R B 4 A P 2 AR R 53 R R 25 58 (tie
strength ) , Fo 5 241 S50 6 R BT BR A1 I B &5 285 B S IR A BE i 5 AR R 5 T & 1
W (Rowley, 2000 ) o 38 B 45 XA 20 A N AR s Al 9 BB g ) J2& — 2« XL J1 6117 (Capaldo,
2007 ), 4l F I 22 (5 45 FAIR 22 S P 0 S5 B 8 R i ok s SR B 8 AT A AR e S B 3 S5
FEAYER R 2 A R i B (Tiwana, 2008 ) o 563 41 A PSR- 1 A1 Gl SRS 4 ) RS
Y5 A0 )5 1 Al () BB sk, T LA AR 8 50 1F ) A 1 5SS AR S BT B IR 56 R
(Park®,2014) o JEFHIL AR , 56 B 25 1l Aty SR i R SE R AR 342 th 1 5 iU T &
FEE RS Bk MR (Badaracco, 1991) , T 45 25 2H 2R e A VA Ak A S 2R FIER BR il 25 1 25 B
M B H 2 A B (A 1 | e B R ) ) ) AR SR B s A T A5 W B B X 43 g i ) 2R A ) A4
(GrantfliBaden-Fuller, 2004 ; Al-Laham%, 2010 ) , SEHEAFSE B R LAY H AR =0, 4 A2y
SEAUR 22 8] P B LR35 S BB A Al A5 Al 285 B A B R, A i b R S s o
BRI AL A P AR AR,

(=) BKEA M 2%

B ) 245 5L A R 5 P i I T TR 5% ) BB L 4L 5 110 96 2R FEL 4 A B 3 ARTTIEBR S Ak B 10 2 sk
FE o B UE LA B 5K AL A RR ) BEUR P E M {E (Barney , 1991) , 3R P 46 2 Al i A5
VR PR IE A (Lavie, 2006 ) o VE A —Fh 028 GEUR , A5 i A lbod 1o A BB 3 4356 B I 2 5 2R
PR AR B S R T 45 95 U8 (Gulati, 1998 ; DyerfISingh, 1998 ) £ i 41 2R 4 A [7] £ i s
b, SRR IR AR AR T A4 , 2L A3 OC R FH 4 (DyerfilSingh, 1998 ), 1fii £ s 4 2R
K22 5 L 2E 2T A B 2% A R4 B3 5 P 4l Atk ad 72 AR R R I AL
1) 5 s 2 > 5 [ e B0 M K B 5 PR O 2R ) a0 5 AP [ 1) 6 3 ) (Rothaermel , 2001 5
Lavie, 2006; Tokman%§,2007 ; Day%§,2010 ) , F- A I 5l 5 G 4E -5 56 Z A 18 5% 1505 1)
(Gulati, 1995) KB 2H G 7E L5 AR | R & DI B ABIAN ™ BB = i M i A R BC B, BV A 20
AWHLERBIRE S LT ERE S AHL A TRE ) , il SR ZAE R (5 B 1T KARSER |
AEE RIS AR G AR AR 45, X 55 AT AR AT A5 38 3500 (Andrevski®s, 2016 ) o b4b , i i 20
155 FE R B BRI 28 ) IR B IR AL B B 1Y R0 5 Z I ERES R B A A e
717 (combinative capability ), ZH 2 [i] £ {0, 4 B 126 538 24 858k 20 21301 539 B 8l (Kogut Al Zander,
1992) AR A ALK AT AR I 55 4352 EAMAE e J5URI 5 1 B4 A IR ER5E (Lorenzoni Al Lipparini,,
1999) , BRSBTS IR G B 76 58 5 BUAR 285 4 B AL 1 51 A IR SR BE S0 A , 11t
N 5 B T S A 53 10 o 2 R BT S 4500 7 SVRFIE VBER BARFAE K RRIE G R B
TV O 2R B2 B UM, AT BT B 4 1 M S R I A Ak R0 A T B 41 A (Day %5, 2010)

M. TR TEEAE

BB A A AF 9 0 S R AT A TR B2 A, A — KO U R B IR 21 4 ) ¢
R A BRRALA AN X =AU BB 4145 1A B R ) B AL B VR R 4 |
ZAEAEK A S T B B A5 T TR e A T IR B Al b i vk A T R 2 (N 3R3
FIT7R ), A5 R 2R BRSO B S LR R 56 T FREE I FC B A Al 5 i B e (1812 ) B |
PEIEWLE 1 B A fE ST (CyertFIMarch, 1963 ; Simon, 1995 ; AndersonZ%, 2015 ) 2H 41 [a] & 5
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A VB R BRYS FER SR AT 2 45 B | 2 22 >0 LS RN B JOUE A b i A s AR R, B
WA AR DO B S JE R S TY IR e 2 22 > B b A IRCRE ) O T RREE N O B S
H AU B g Ak B8 (CohenfllLevinthal , 1990 ; EisenhardtFlISchoonhoven, 1996 ; Baum%%,
2000 ; Hoffmann, 2007 ; Neyens%5,2010 ) .

3 BBASHRETTZ NMBHITEREAAHE MR B RIS
R OB R RS 5 | SCHk FeF 95| SOk BRI A
DyerF1Singh(1998), Lavie(2007),
Stuart(2000) , Powell% (1996 ),
HLAIEZ Barney(1991), Gulati(Gulati, 1999,
b4 0602 1995; Gulati FllSingh, 1998 ),
Ahuja(2000),Kale55(2002), Anand
F1Khanna(2000 ), Rowley45 (2000 )55
CohenfilLevinthal (1990 ), Baum%
B A% (2000), Wassmer(2008 ),
3 33 0.589 Mk Hoffmann(2007 ), Eisenhardtfil

KEM A2 M4 e |
O A2 > g
BhAshE

WISCRE J) A2 R 4 3
& U HNE | TR

I
Schoonhoven(1996 )% W
. CyertflMarch(1963 ), Levinthal ] HAE S AATE)
I ’
8 15 0617 BRBIRBL (1993 )4 B BAShE

GEORRIE AR5 | SCHR P AR P

(— BT

15 B A SUE (RIS 10 2 A S A SV AR S FLIC A AT, e 65 1 B DT A I B A A
DA R >0 1) 2 2285 A8 R e, A PR S A R A5 04 5 1 R i/ Bk B XU A8 B4 ) 2 i
R B0 IE 3 LA 8 A LA B0 9] AR e oA 24 415 ol Ac AR AL 4L B P A 20 (Simon,
1995 ) , 3K 3 245 %o 45 P47 Wl AEE B A A7 2L AT R TP AN W T0 00 g B0 7 Hh RN T e e ) R
VEZ Al R FH AR 00 2H 6 R A7 B ) B S5 000 A AR PP R ) A7 28 XURS: 114 SR 3K DIMYE G R o Al [R] Y BB
SR T AP A L T A R A B B XU, S T B S K P =2 TR e DI R 3 3 LA S B
B3 AL, He#E 4 Simon (1995 ) \Merchantl1Van der Stede (2007 )% il HELE , 60 & 457
AT R 5 T A Al B 32 46 5 T 5 1 328 0 RCR FAS B /M A1 B 385 5 Jensen FlTHeckling (1995)
(A B R HE SR | B R 22 U B , B a5 L mT LR 1 B U B 5 o) 48 B s U A R A7 4,
EX SRR A4 T A RNl R T i A9 26 A A S 2 LA TR SR AL A5 I A VEAK A PRI, AN
VERC B 14k SCAb i BEAF A RE IK BH H AR (Anderson®s, 2015 ) o £Mb B 5T X AS 1] ) 24
AR AT LA A B R/ IR A T IR K, YIS AR A R B HLIB B, 1 R FUB R 2
FEPE 5 G IRBE AR LB BEAR A4 U B, 54T I A 2 B AR Z2 R I 4 (Tao %, 2015) o 3t
TFLHLUE S BIS I shAS RS A WIS e BN [R) (R BG4 5 T B FE it 4 T A R TR 25 58
WA TR T A AR R 00 R R DL A R B e Bk s AL G, AT & Al A2 il 2
Ve Y 1 2850 S A R N PR A I B T T X (CyertflIMarch, 1963 )

(TOHLBXRAE

AU R A VOSBRSSl s B B A AE: , I Ex HA SR g i 4 27
KRG IATE P (Lavie, 2007 ; Raifl Tang, 2010 ) . ZH 21 8] 56 22 20 & T I 18 i 306 BRI 34 2 B
PEF AR T2 BT T A 2SR A HFAE 22 ST VR B R AL BT Bl
B S, PR IE] 6 2R B2 A B TR AR PR B AR B B HAH BRI 24 T RE 1, WF 9 R
KAV AR A VR IR B A 1 BB I 32, SOPPIRR IR A A AU 3e e e I R 75

Bk 20 6 : IR AT B 5T AT fr B AR 2R
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(know-how ) , B8t 2 Ak 2 at S A RN TT A5 5, B — Rt S BEA SO R A U, B
ST L SRR 55 A7 IS B ZH 25 | At & AR K £ (Stuart, 2000 ) o 7627 > SHL 58K
FEEBEARZ AN, Al S 2 28] ¢ R 4 A WIARAS SAIL R AR G VE AR AE N 28 52 T2 8L 55 4
(Ahuja,2000; Kogut, 2000 ) , i1 37 4 4UH] 5C R M HOC R AL, b3R5 itk TS VEIKFE
KRG, 2O E M RE 1ok &ML | H X4 9K 3l () 44 B 47 11 3 )2 R (Baum &%
2000; Gulati, 1999) , ICT™ M3k 20 & vh A& s Aol S8 P bk 32 3h G VR X TR 4L & Sk e A
SRR $ETHEH (Golonka, 2015 ) o 7E A AF 5T 5 0 ¢ ZR 21 A % 4l 5 4 L3 A0 4 F JL A
I (DyerHiSingh, 1998 ) , i 5% R fp i BE AL 2 0] OC R4 & HUAS 3L, DL G AP oOC R AL A s A an
AT S0 S8 P A% o i HL e AR AT A VRS HER S A EAZ O B 2R TR T Ab e
R AL PR 5 2 HT 4 48] ¢ R LA VR Y shZSHLH] 18 0™ s AR 55 TR & SR w5
Jith , LA S BRI R LA BB A VRO PR S B4 1, FEAR S A1 2] ¢ R AL A (1) I 28 1 7 I3
KRB E AN (Raifli Tang, 2010) .

(Z)ERHA A 2R

X R A0 22 FEPE U SR 0 R I A 20 G PN AR A5 K BRLAE AR EK A LD fe H AR iR BRES #Y T
W22 5B A G 2R A 2 RS, O & ARk 2R O 2R (B R 2
P A Z R ) IhREZ R AIIG B2 ARV (Jiang® 52010 ; Hoehn-Weiss fllKarim, 2014 ) , B 24
HA B Z AT B 21 A W 830 AT B (DuystersS5,2012) , 7T/ M 57 26 B 1 26 1F [ 411
ol B0 T )4 FH R P AL A7 S UE I R G, 2R SR AT 5 I 12T 2 b P iR S AR R IR TR A
LRSS R R — B I 7% (Lees, 2017 ) JBR BR 40 A — e i 2 AN [R] H AR B 5 25 24
B, 55 IR BTAK AR A R BUI B 2 A5 AR L R 20 & 1 2P E RN B VR PR S 1, B AR (il 32
5 2R BR A5 B LA RE 11 (EisenhardtflSchoonhoven, 1996 ; Baum%%,2000 ) , 4. 1] LA 43
RV | 5 AR AS B 2 P - IO B 1) B B 38 AR 3% 25 (George %5 ,2001 ; Hoffmann, 2007 ;
Wassmer, 2008 ) . ILAk, 156 28 20 75 A0 C B0 (AN W 416 0 25 F R 415 N S TR P2
5] B 0 8 ) IR 2252 M4l A9 I S RE 77 (CohenAllLevinthal, 1990 ; George4s:, 2001 ) i 57 3 HH
AL R A & B AR A AT AR R, i 2t D R 22T b A ZH SR B IRRN 27 ) 3400 fe K
b, it LA A LA R4S BRSAS fie/ME (Jiang 46,2010 ) . Beckman®E AP A T R R L 70
R & AR R BE & R ot 2 H G R BAL T O M A B iy BB S 2
FEME HBUAS TR (EJE AN A KRR P R B R 2 A ZRE PR B, 24 AT 26 U or ¥ A 5 ¢
FHEG TEFS, AP (Beckman®s , 2014 ) 7R B A S & 156 23 (1 e @ 1), 45
PRE AN TG EE 25 U R] GRS HT R IRV A R 25, 10 1% 75 R i AR I R 2 B 1% B o sl A
(Faems&%,2010) JKMHL & MM e 2 —  FoRRE R B Z e S A oot e, 5
A= ) AN AT S 2 EUROC R | S i LB 8808 1F 17145 H (de Leeuws,2014)
B Al 7 BB 1A 20 G 08 B AR AR A DL S B AR ] AR [ A2, 32 B B8 25 A A AR 52
M , FFF 5% 2R WAL I 7 0 2 R 3 4P X P N2 82 R S JE B A R TR R B S0, LR 7Y e 5
X TR R A% LA SR ATLAS) Fr) 2 400 5% s 1K B A ) T 28 i 1 B3 (Neyens 5, 2010 ) SR T, 457 T
15 P K B ZH 5 X B Al SR AN ] B, RS B B P ] G 2R 75 L A 1 R NS B RS ok
T KA TR, L K e/ IME 24 AN [l R 22 (] 4 #h 2€ (Hoffmann, 2007 )

F. MAFRECBHARE

kR LS W A R =R Aer T e R A B B, Gl = R A% O SO : 2 5 P I
AE A L P I =S BUS R SR A5 B B OS5 R 5™ A S48 B LI R A B BE ) A
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I B 2 A vA R K 1 R R A Y TRNR T A R B 21 A IR B Gl A B2 R R A T R 2R
(Gn4froR ), 15 1 20 548 F 0 Ry B8 BE A 20 212 ) 30 vh i IR RE ) AN sy 2] A8k
(Khanna%%, 1998 ; George%, 2001 ; Vapola%§, 2010 ) , B¢ B8 8 7 1308 BRI FL At 2 B 5 02 4 v
IS A BE 1 FN2H 2124 > 38 (Hoffmann, 2005 ; Schilke flGoerzen,, 2010 ; Heimeriks, 2010 ) , J5 ¥
PRI PR Atk 2 41 21 2% ) B S RN 8 JE UL 2 i v ) 9 JEAR S B (P feffer FINowak
1976 ;Kogut, 1988 ; Hopp#IRieder, 2011 )

F4 BEASMRISAZNMAFREEASEENSMEREIHE

R P REE RRL 5 | SCHk FLTHEE | SCHR A FLIS S A
Lavie(2006 ) , Khanna%%

3 36 0.606 HEEM (1998 22 S S INRE
, Hoffmann(2005),0zcanfll . . .
AH &b ) j&“b \é z/[{'—L»} 75
6 33 0.663  HBEHHAESN Eisenhardt( 2009 )% SHARE S L 2T e
o PfefferfilNowak(1978), ... . N .
78 oses o OO prgmie st mie

GBI AR5 | SCHR P AR P

(—)HAEEH

A EIUCE £ 2O AR R U AR O AR e PRI 2 A A B R A R
FLAESA & BT RIRE ST L TS 55 00 A 8 IR T AR B — AR RO A
DA KB B 2H B 1) I 245 2546 (Vapola i, 2010) o 56 W 20 6 A ) sl 2 ) 2544 255 il WG WACRE 7, A

SZM AL B3 (Georgeds, 2001 ) o AN [R] T LAFE B I B AF 5 5 R EDC B3 O 288 55 40 | IR 8% PR 114 5 7

FIRE I WL EAE A B4 PR SCH S O WFIE ot b O Z5 A AN DG R AME , DL R A
FHMZE B R P BE R EE OC R I TUAY , SO [R] 1 B AL ANAIL 23 AR R T &, WSl (1 52
i (Granovetter, 1973 ;March, 1991 ), WAL &4 BRAL AR , IR A 216 75 BEARRE Aol (1) AR w75 5K, Bl
S s [] el A S A S ] e AR B A 21 19 10 (Lavie , 2006 ), X615 ] Al He i, A1 4 % s A )
FEIBR RS IS AT EEA AR AT 5 o S IR W 20 5 78 BRI = 25, A e s 1) A -
S ) B, B4 T S Tt B A AR KR, o T B B v A I B 4 B 45 T, A AN SR U A S
PATRE B (Vapolads, 2010) o Her Ik B 20 5 AOBC & rh Y C R ZE L S VR IR PRAE FE NS H e 2
SR A A AU AR FHAEAE AR BOGIR 5 S AR A T AL A 45 A 7 2R PP A A
A WZER KA G R AR | 38 A BE R S AT R I B 2 T B A KA 1A R 0 I Rk A
(Castro%,2015),

(Z)HcHRE

1 A 8 7 SR SR AR I W 20 5 rh B A B RR ) 1 2 G TR W I 5 SR AR TN IR AR
R M TG, A 7 AR A I B 2 A i ZH 2V B, Hoffmann (2005 ) #4) 3 LN
A AR A TIRE T, TN 21 B 0 8 I R et B 38 I , Wassmer (2008 )JELHK A E 1 43
A B B A PR RN B A A A B R O L R I KR A A AR R MR T BT R B R T .
SchilkeflGoerzen (2010 )5 T2 AN G 1 #0 F fif T 6 BA A8 B, JF & 1 3K W45 B AE 77 (alliance
management capability ) A&, VR EAH S5 THURH DG4 BB A 7 B2 178 — B, R DRk
W2 A AT RS FL R IR A IR T A0 FOAMBL31] - 2L 2 MR Pl IR BRZH & B (2 1 a2 2] Bk
SRR P TR W e A | XTI W 21 B B B850 1 )52 M), 0k B 45 R RN B 8 B X R W 2
SN ) AR e I R A B RE DD 7E O R I BRI W AL A R A 4 B o vh
AR AR A XTI R 2 A M (L A A5ONE , FEXTIR BE 2 1 B8 % 5 B B (152 ] ( Castro FlIRoldén,
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2015) o 37k 5 I R 41 1) DG BHG Sl RN AR s A T3N3 A M A T R B0, Y ke IR B A 5 A K
B 1 RATEN A WAL RE T, LA ST I8 SR A A P AR E R ) R SR T T ) R 22
## (HaiderfiMariotti, 2016 ) . Heimeriks (2010 )42 B¢ BA41 & A {5 FIRE 11 IS, U A RE
it B AR B B A > R I, I 4 A LR ] BEAL ] AR IBTRL .

(Z IR HERE

TR PV RE LB R LI W 2 5 P BE B TR B ES M PN R A & A AN IR I 2 0k ST
FREEE P (R (R 12, 166 B A B g ST A A T S B AR ) 2 6 s R L, ALl Ry B A, 1R T
ARERRS: , B 20 & 2 2% e AR By 5843 A6 B (Reuer fllRagozzino , 2006 ) . [R]H, R Ak A2
[8] 19-E-4F (joint collaboration ) [ 52 FE AT F2 -t 2 52 Wi R AT B AU Al o] B L S BRBR 41 &
RYYE BREE Y (Gulati, 1995 ; GulatifllGargiulo, 1999 ; Wassmer, 2008 ) A NI B 41 & 1) FF e 258
B A4 4 (joint venture portfolio ) A&z Hoyf A5 32 B 5¢ A & 1 (Reuer fIRagozzino,
2006 ), ZH 4125 ) BHEHEA BT A AL A T A S A DL Alb 51758 5 i 2 Fid AR X e
B, TS ] A PERIR A5 (Kogut, 1988 ) . BV A FIBFST R « MW~ REA &)k H
JEAE P AR TR =, B Al HY B b B A7 % (PfefferflINowak , 1976 ), Ifi FLES AR R 1) Al T 2%
Gy A TR A 1% (syndication ), 9 B A VEAK A A b A8 USRS 5 58 2 4R BT 78 WU I8 % Y5 RN 45 3 ¢
R i A A, 1T LR G 5 ¢ W] i B P/ — 245 7\l (Hopp FiRieder, 2011)  JeJ BRI &
TR BN 1238 T E 4 R A A, (T IREE B0 2 RE M AN A2 A, 3 /a0 A oSl A s i
I T I B I R Rl £, A TR A B B 14 4% B B AR ¢ 1 B 1] ( Bakker fiTKnoben,
2015).

N, BitE5RE

VFZ AL Nk T35 AR 1 ZH 2] 5 22 I 28, it o A (] @l iy 2 28 o BEK B 240 5 I i TR
A BRI 2 A PR A — A E L R R A (Hoffmann , 2005, 2007 ; Vapola®, 2010) . 2= 5 T A
&2 I e 2 N T [ R T i s B R I | A N P I B T T D N 8 [T T N S
R R A A RS AR AT EOREE RIS AN AN R T TR
IR AN LR A R R A A ST HESR S5 T

B—, A B A A N . Doz MlTHamel (1998 ) B e [X 43 Bk W 2H & T56 4 IR 4% 14 AR
&L MATAHER R G2 — R AL e A B ESER BGHEK BR A A5, Bk R N 28 2 AR 2 AH XS LR
Bk A XTHE RS E A (set of linkages ) , BUAR ML 23 TH b B0E SR8 1T 19 E PR M 4% (Doz il
Hamel, 1998) . 1# 25 F 4RI B 20 5 7 OWHERP R E SRR B4 75, iDoz 1 Hamel (1998 ) LA
N Wassmer (2008 ) %] B B 4H & B9 € LHEBR T 2K AEBE ¥ (multi-partner alliance ) , Reuer#ll
Ragozzino (2006 )HERR 1 [ K A A976 BRES A (AN 2278 ) B R , TR E PR &8 iy
BRER G A 8 AL S 28 B AL A, 42 10 IC BE 2 & 2 A lb B EER 25 0 B 3R s M 2%
(OzcanfIEisenhardt, 2009 ) . A< CHE#E [R]Hoffmann (2007 ) flVapolaZi (2010 ) X Bk ¥ 2H & A0 %E
SN B AR RS A SR NS SRR T LU SRR R RS A2 S 56N
I A AN 22 10056 B 1 B o AN 6] T 2H U B MFSR G T A B BR e P, LU SR B 28 P SR i 2
MBI G VEX R EARE N R4 A 2w A S A ZUNAZ A FE T RE H bR
ICRE , el it FHAH A A LA 38 o DR RS B AR AR R A 20 1B B3l R T R R 1T TRIR RS+
Kedr/IMEAEBRAS , [ R B GE R AN 2] 8500 i e KAk, DA SR = S i B3 -

55 PR B AL G A SCRE B S AN oY SR AR S UK A A KA, 4% R P R
S ZICIRES I B A RN A I 2% A (B 2 N IR T B A 1 6 T 1 R R 2 T I AR
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A, T S 190 245 1) Jom P 22 0 R R A R0 4 B T 50 SR AR A K P A B R AN R 254 (77
LN ) , K B 28 T S AR M 21 5 ) WO 2807 5 I 28 45 4 | TR 48 e, TITIER R 20 5 F 5
R A ER G IR B (RN B A A 29 S B2 5 O BTG ) R ZH 5 i e (B4
fRAE TRE EHARFNG BRASHE Y 22 S AR 1T ) R RR 45 0 T0e B 45 BRAE Ty (AH R Bl IR R 2H 5 P

] A a] ) R RS P A R A A2 ), L K ZH 2K B AR T IR 4% 2 T e B ) Ik B 28

I5C B AT LA R W X2 7 B S P 25

5=, RGBS ] AT AR DSOS S BRI SR, M BB A A ST AT 5 BRI HE
BT R E R R R R 2 BB G Aol TR A5 0
I IR L AR B — R F LA K DU B St T A i T o gAY

WA 2 BB A A R AR S A S B A A 1 E R AR R Y ),
ALFEHTRSBAR G A P 4% — U 3 24 AR S5 8 AR 2 A A i) R S R
e RH LA R AT A BT R A BT AR R R R IR A s AL
H bR 5 B 5 2 BUBRE 6 B 20 5 ST A% O H AR AN KR £ TR ST i $2 F1 , TA i 55 5k
EOIRA EEFTR AFAE ST %) B VR S I A S A A ke B Tk B3 = IR B AL - BB
S5UR5 5 1E B 2 - BUBTA I B 21 7 B e 2 H AR R R THEE S Ak A Brie Ty, 5kl
T P 28 ARG YR S B X — MR AR H AR (Tiwana, 2008 ; Jiang%5, 2011 ; Park%, 2014 ; AndrevskiZ ,
2016),

“hna] A TICRA 20 G U R I R IR A A T B T S R A ), A
IR AR RA G IRBA A ZHE =AU, NI G () & B B I &
BAEIKPERERE A G AR5 B P LB A5 TR A 17 7 I A 20 6 o 3 SR PR3 U,
PRAE s U AR R R R AR AR Ak, RS A B VT C AR R AP D R e B 2 1 2 2L 45 4
AR o A5 s 20 20T IR R K R A5 X0 A8 PR T ME SR R T2 B R A I R A P T R 2 2 7
A RIS B PAEE T 4 IR R A1 A U R 2 | S = A TR 2 il o A TR O R 41 B BUBHER T
SN RVRAAE B 3K B AK A 0 S B PR 2H 2R A) OC R A T ol A B, AR 7 i AT IR 55 TR 5 SR M e 1
VERCHIAVESC R I F5k T8 SR A AT R G IR 4 & ZFE M BB R TR 4B
FEEZTCATER R MR, DL R4 & SR Sl IE U EH R AL 2R LB R 2
TCKZR M HMRIREOR , 25 7= A Up i 457 B A% B e A Fn i 5 (Jiang %5, 20105 Raifil Tang,2010;
Tao%:,2015;Golonka,2015),

“Unfar F R X A 2 AR B S R BRI B 2 A i R I e AR AR B, NI AL A B
SERG G RN GRS A A R IOC A SRR ) AR I B 2 TR PR S A e R A O TET T e
JEECHA AR, S A B B RE ) IR EIE R =AU AL A BB PR AR A Y
HRAE 1 B TR, B A B ] A I W 2 5 1 e 1) TR B 8 SR OC R SR AR A =R Ik
WA RE BRI W A T T Al A R R AR B IR R A R BE T A a2 )
P AL A PR LRI 2E 2T R A B A AN IR A AR AN AU R i AR R AL A
RSB I PR R TS [ M A 41 B ST SR SR F B RE R TR B A LA S 221 B AR s B RR
T8 H A BT A A IE W Ak A B 25 ) R BB B TR =2, JR RIS 2 i 76 BEAR TS S VRO B0
AU A TR TR] IR B A A A L T2 S 19 25 R UL T RS 451166 B A 28 1 s [, 52
7T a4t B B (Vapola®s , 2010; Schilke fllGoerzen, 2010 ; Castro®s , 2015 ; Bakker £l
Knoben,2015),

PR 20 A I BRI SE R L R 41 22 I 45 e A 222 2 3800 BR IR LI 4R OC T IREE 0 ic
Y FEIE PO BRI o Ho a2 25 BG4 212 > B FUGE R L% i L[] i R A A 2 B 4
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A2 R S A BE BOEOIE R O T RN A B I [ R n ey R T I R 2
LB ) PG BRI OGP N C Y B AL [R] B ] T R K B 2 SR L
ARRIR ML BIWTTE AT DL — AP AR I T - ¥ 5 , A B2 S WFoe s = )R B 4 &
LSRG — T E S, WFFE RAB KR R BR T Al X — AR SR T EBK B 245 1 g — T2 41
(A1) 51 50 2R Y AR LR BN 220 2 MG EAR A R ] B ARORER IR 2 5 IS X RonT A2
AR BNZ AR SV, LE AT [a] e A RHIPILA | < Rl BILAG 25 S5 P2 2R SEAif s O, OC
T2 B Y SRR ST 24 R AR T Al =2 ) ) UK W ZH R B R AL TG T 2 i BB R A 52
TSR, AR S5 BT IR LA B 1A B T (03 S 22 TR B A I SR 45 4 SIIE
WFSE s 180, TR ANl gEA TR MR 2 53R o0, C TR 5 02 M Al R4 s e i, WFFE L
A A F PRI AEICT MV b 3l S8 kAT S A A B TR 415 SR A B B3
P, ARRMIEFE AT LAST XS 20 15 B B = sl R T, LS5 SRR B E ) v AT R B
FEH A IAEAT FIrANTR] , AR SR AT LASS S WFFE AP SEC AL A U I, I3 i SRR 3 A i i 4
B BB B A IS B R STSORTR BEA 520 o 75 Ua] T I R 20 S iR Bk, A
FE 5 T B o AR R Ik B A T IR 2 5 ) A P s A A L (LR N B 2 5 XL
W RIS A5 B0 TRATA I , ARACHTTE AT AAR At AR B 2 45 A XS A i 1 B8 S S A
25, I IRSAR R HA LU B2 Y O 3R, B A9 0T 3R B 465 DI B R AR 1 = [
FIOCIRHEAT T IR FR Bk W 20 5 R B P 2 A 9 0 OCTE H RTTE TR A A B A ik T
R S I 2% R LA 0B £ R ZHL 2 0 B T R 2% SRSRATESE T AR AR I IR B 4L ) 3h 58 4k
TEREA Pl s 37 RO P9 45 2= 7 A R e 2R o

IR, TR PR AISUBI B 2T, JUICIUEL S DU BRI RERH A JCIB O 2R AT R A, ARk IBk
R A WTFE B R AT s S8 B — WU 2 SR ] RO AT ST Bk L 52 iR S 2 B0
[ ) LRI (DR 25 7 TR — 2D IR ey, (R QUHTIREh A R S 4928 ) B afhde i
IR B F 1R 2290 TG Bl 2R AR 22 T BT B, QT Bl B AR Y T BT S IR R
PP SN E S XA R SE = O R QIR BT AR 2 R 545 0 T R BOE B A S
VRS —Fh LS B i BE i A sl il B2 22 HE DA X LEATF T SR AL 1T AR UL, 5D T
o5 AT I 2R 2 LA B B B R AR SR S i sl PR A M ROk R 1 TR B P L T B
BB 5 ) AR B AL B AR L] 22 R A 2256, ATAT LUK BR A 5 SO, D R0 55t R 3R
W B R FB R A
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Abstract: The research of alliance portfolio proves valuable to understand and explain how the
firms which engage in multiple strategic alliances manage the inter-organizational relationships and
internal governance, and emerges on-going attention in strategic management field. Based on scientific
metrology, this paper combs 233 English papers in alliance portfolio, illustrates systematically the
concept origin of alliance portfolio, analyzes the connotation, attributes and research focuses of related
conceptions, and constructs “gold ingot” framework of alliance portfolio research which integrates core
issues of alliance portfolio with corresponding theoretical basis. It shows that research front of alliance
portfolio covers three dimensions, namely why to build alliance portfolios, alliance portfolio’s
configuration and how to manage the governance of alliance portfolios, including nine core topics,
corresponding to four basic theories that include social network theory, organization learning theory,
resource-based logic and theories of environment alignment.

Key words: alliance portfolio; research front; gold ingot framework; scientific metrology
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