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B LR ARG BB B R R A Fn iR ARG E R A RN SRR A £, EEXEA
LR R R, BALT AR R RS 6 B AR Nk B R R R S F N E
R AT R 5 B S BB RO AT R AT A vl A BT B BRI £ F R i A
PESAR, AT ARG K AR e £ B R AT R RATT BRI, KK F SRR ETATE
EArRa e (1) 2 E&; ()AL HS 45T (G RMERE; (4) T LS Z it
A ER, ASAREEF R P TIRG T ERBEIRMNET AGHTTRER, KAAREF P
8 A — R A AR SR, F =T oM T AR EFHRAR T = e, AR
T A FTAFTE I B ST 7 k0 A RN R AR £ 5, TR R TR R K24
REFOERIEL, MEEFFBNAL SR, AR ARG THELE,

KPR R EF R FB; TR R e
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2121 522% (organizational aesthetics ) AR U] 1o 8% ARG CRULGE PEL6E T3 R o 1
fishbi ) , iz FH R A BT RE ) 77 A4 1R (Gagliardi, 1996 ; Strati, 1999 ; TaylorfllHansen, 2005 ) . ZH 21
TS PSSR A I SA 23 10 & AL S B2 (e ) TE R 2R D 25 A B 1 4K BT 4
B EA B 22 00 BB RN B R e 19 B, A A A B S o SRS X () TR T
570 B8 B TR TAER)E 715 301% (Elsbach fllBechky, 2007 ) , AT 5 WA B i TAE
FIH DRAARG EER OB Ry , 98 2 B i A A 2 T s AR s A 35y T2 B o R EAE Bl
FH S IR <) Jo A ) > R [B) e ) B ) <) Jo 2 A 2 A FH Y (Baldessarelli%s, 2022) .4 it
P (materiality ) PR ER T A ZF AR, M 3 5 BB ) ARG 0 o 33 XL ] 1 52 i 281 A 3L
SERESY  BRR B 2 () A B B OCE B VA T 0 SRS S AR, DL e SRR

il

%S B #A: 2022-12-01
EeTH: BR A AAFAEF B E LA (71632005,71732002)
TEZ B RIFH(1998—), *, X K F A F R L5 4;
K BE(1968—), B, i w K F B FRAK, LA 595 GBRAES, jldyxlzs@nju.edu.cn),
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FHorp Fr 1 %) £f €0, (140, Elsbach, 2003 ; Rafaelifil Vilnai-Yavetz, 2004 ; ByronfllLaurence , 2015 ;
Gonsalves, 2020 ),

TR LU 2R 5T AT — 5 LS B SR AR - G54 S IE R AR Tt < TR
DL Vb RO e 0 N E U o 8 2 I O W 2 LB S N = Y G N =103 M R /B L S A = R = By b b
BB B 2 BUAR BT 0K B FIAIL a8 R R A B AR AR R (X188, 2021) JE IR » U T 2
(2019)W7 5, ATC LHEA T HARZBWT ISR o B S 5 BE P o 58 S5 # SCARTE 3, AT T
TAEG I KU S g™ e B T 5 s K, A3 TR 2 HAT BRI SE 4r F) .
“SREV B —MHSE L ANE R A1ZY, SR S Y B ZE H AR (GRE%,2014) R 412
2ERTEA LU B P I AT B H SO A W IR AU B T 4 S S B S 5
SR FE (MeyerdF, 2013 ) o HBUSE2AAE AL L SCARR — T T, S e T 41400 B oy iy 4
FFIHINE , A A AT i R A TF- B B (Berg flKreiner, 1990 ) . L 41, 402U n] L i 3627510
BT AL R b 52 T ) £ A OB AR AR 2 AT X 248 B AR (DU A [m] o R, ZH 81562
TR A2 A R e, il at Z L] R i AL U TR 8 S A
FFES AL LU T e b ml DL A8 B 2235 OG0 ) () R SO I8 o o 2548 PR 2 0 o LA 3P 2
XFECh 35 (Kuhn, 1996) , 1 M SEA A il SR VA TG, DL 2R B R b e Bl 45 38, G B
TFom R 2L AR P A R R E SRR Ay, A3 AN R T AR S 1 R U X (Strati, 1996,
AT S SURIRIS 1) 438 325K (Witz45, 2003 ) , S BEA 5T P O A (E B 5 T 2L B

SR 2 i 2H LS AW S8 WA 7R 45 IR AU, BP9 0T G AB S LA 25 A AR R] , AN T Je 22

WFFERIT REFI R AR R o A, NS 22 T BEARTE PG 7 24, (EL I A2 X SUE A T

PRI, AR SC B TR BRI UK , A SRR ks , HEIPIFAS 22 3 G TE R 2L 58 X — RS iR
T A SO BRI A AL [ R - 221 S 2 BT FUAT A 228U P o S AR R R R 75
AR 2 A T B SCAE Ak CRE MR 2 AR 3 MR LA D i ) 2B iR P A A 07 I XL A S
HATHFFE?

BERFIXBE M), AR SO S AT 2 25 el i) B 2 B SCHR A 7 [ B, JHE 3 2 G A
W A JR 1 R 5 L 3 Skt 43 A 0 BB T A 4 S 2 A A S R R e 4 A5 B,
TGS v ISR SR, A SCER M T SEARE T 3l P PR B AN R A B

A T AR TER s B, A S — AP S T TS E T Ok O ABE |

TEEEATESE DT R T AR R
=, EEBMREBILRAE

ES= i B ER EI e a e S AL = I S RS DD A T e S Wy R
TERIFY G SR TS AP BRI R R A IR ARG AL T A R
FACHLE AR RESE A ML R IR v LLAS AU bt , (H 62015 A A 18 Y
ARG — A BA BAERYH SR EL, “SUTEN , SRR 1 SCE RN B AR o0 T Ok
4, Sl AT S 5 SCE S X R S7 R O — [T SZ 22 B CREALEH , 1993)  Hobm bk
A SR PEET 2 R 5708 T 17504F MR E VR (SE52 ) (desthetica) , iR 57 8 AL N LR
R AL R EUN TR E R AR U S A | 32 A SR ) A AR Y
BIFFE, M 582 G TR I IR —— Bl — i i R 50 R A9 R R, SE2 A g A B
WHIP RGBT 22—

R R LAAR AR R PR h 5 H A AR AR MR G ik ek 7 267 A Bk
J& ATt 2 My, SERR S TR GRS , BT TE SRS G A OB L Y S W MIRZ IR, S22 0T IR
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T OB T ] REE: A BRI PR LR ARG fil o AT Bl A A 3 A O B
SRR TR L ARIUS T A AR B R (RA7TT,2019) o AR , ARt 2222 0
e FEUCEEAR B, DA A o B A At S RN SCAR IR G, TEALRE AN GEARTIE 52 3, , AL AE & 1l Ry
FFFR XIS (Meyerds, 2013 )

Fe2FNER— TSR R AEAL S B W A 16 SR PR SO AR 1% B LAt b = A LR B ok
B o FEAS BT 95 TP | SE 2400 8 SR R — Al ST AR 9 400K , Rk 2 41 562, 16 0 T 5T
1 2 AR 53 SRR —JER ST BB ) BT fish 2 A JBRE (BRI E WELBE T Bt R i A A i ) R4 T AR 56 A B
fif A1 2415 (Strati, 1992 Gagliardi, 1996 ) o ZH 215 2& (AT ST S BE (L FG 41 2 5450 8. A4
TE T AR T 1 36 2 S DA K e A ML FAE L ZAR 16 TR AV o X — IR 3 AR B 624k 45
R R R IR E RS , AR AT 23 Ry s sl U 2R IR S . Witz45 (2003 )
PE T 3£2%55 5)) (aesthetic labour) IHERS , JF AR T 3222 HA LM =M C R 8N £
(aesthetics of organization ) , 5 2H 211z H 3¢ 22 AS Te A 3 s 412U A9 9527 (aesthetics in
organization) , f8 ZH U 1Y 51 Tz 12657 07 XATE N NIE G 22 E 4 2 (aesthetics as
organization ) , 53 & 2 F LA R B R 414 1 . Taylor FlHansen (2005 )R BE&Ja G 4T T4
JE L ABATTIN Ry F R AR IRt B R G B N JRORN HE B AR T S A R Rk
Baldessarelli% (2022 )i izf [|] B 2H 28 56 2 1) R SEUE AT, AR 6 2 AR 2 2 BT 4t i AN [R) £
0 R Ry BRI R T AR GREE A =25 I L T 2 e

T I AR RS, A SR AT A 2 S L5 R S S MAEE DL P LSRN 2
Je, KR SR A X BRI ST G A AL, 11 R X 0 T IG5 G i Je A AN ) A (6 s 2
P = AR 7 2K Qi 7E BellflDavison (2013)—3CH  AEF K5 B0 >He U5 43 i e A7 7E 1)
WFFE AR ZE o = A AR Rl 7E Meyers (2013 )—3CH  ME& IR IEALSE D 7ERF 5 T4
TH ) A 680 B Z oty SRR R RS AT E SR . B SRR SR LS W AT 2 5 RIS
i, IAHTTE S5 9 320 T D 56 4 B SR P e A8 S ik v i) N T A6 o #E Baldesssarel liS5 (2022 ) —3C
HOVEE XA T =R - (1) 0, RS IR ATE 28— F S 80h EEATA R TR 5 (2)
AT H, AR SEBAHT sl 48U T AR s (3) TN 2R, s i S 24 10 AR , (H 25 Tl o 3 2
2 B —E BE AR, Ok AR IR 21 S E P 9T AT 4 o/ B RE AR LA 42 1)
CEA AR T B — A F SR, B 5 8 3 26 22 1 3l A8 SEBRAFAE . AN Elsbach Al Pratt (2007 )
ST SRIASE A DURMIF S X 52 - TAR TR ; nT R A TARZEHE ML TR P 25 A
SRIATR I i SO FEERAE T HHO R Z R W BT A , B3 Z 0 8 I A S i, 200 T 28
22 BNASPERRE T BEAR ] B AN B S I AL a8, AT A B T E8T

i Y

VR, W ARA SCEERE S22 A A X SR SCEE A TRE A AR SN AT LA S S5 24 s,
PR AG E 20 2L S 2 R MESR , Bff o7 AR PR G ik o ZE AR5y, DS BRI TR B
AL E A O 21 5 2424 2 B (U0 . Elsbach AlIPratt, 2007 ; Baldessarelli%s , 2022 ) , {H 25
2L ML AN TAEIRAGE 17 I8 5 A5 Z A AR B0 2 A AR DT ARG 7R R R 3 5
B ARG AT 5 7 S N MLl EL A an el e VR B 7Bk T S AL, 36 2 S B A ir PRl ———3h JI MLl
AL FEWIR L 7350 R T A58 AT T2 ) TR AT, AR S50 T 2 i i by o

B, FRATER B i 2 IS AR DA 0 3628 25 R AR S A T I AR B, T R 23200
BBIFSE S TAT LS BhFRATT O g s L 9 2 XA B2 5T B (B LA, 2 25 A 25 SCTE X 40
WA s = TEAIL S, FRATUCN B T2 e 2= n Rkt , AR i b3 L AF A — e M
B, BRI AT WA BEX 58 7 I A T BB T
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=. ETXEITERTAREFZHRTIRK

SCERTTRETIR AL R AR AL T —MHESL , BB 4 B IO R0 & SCIRIR B s LA
R AR RIS AR ORI FH SCHR T 7 1k X 2 21 58 2 Ul SRR 100 17 7 1T 22 0 B, A i A 1
e it AR 0BT (Co-word Analysis ) 43 o i P4 1T H 3 A Web of Science#ia & T 1 , &
)43 R 5 LAY Cite space M4k A4 .

FEA SCHR 015 A RN 28 4% LR 2D BRI TT 55— , e (6 SCHR B R U5 A Web of Sciencet%
VAR BB T R 1992— 20224 /F g SCHRIE PR A I 18] 25 8 J5E R 7E T-20 T 22 804 AR 1] 904E
RW, L2 A R — AR 9 A BRI 9 Sl S PR (Strati, 2010) , o Strati T 19924F & R AE
Academy of Management Review I ] — i SCFENTI PS5 ) BE IR U0 IR 20 U 1% X S0
B85 B2VF 2 SR ST 1 Z A BB AR SO B 199248 AF S [l i I v . 55 =, DA
“aesthetics™ A F MR TR , BRI 2B R E 7 “Management” F1“Business™, 245 2] SCHk
956% o W IR , 12 32221 5E 20 HEZL904FAR AL, — ELAD TR SR, 3T AP A Bl 4
BN e R e H 2834 2 FAX TR BT A, SR 2122 T 4R
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B1 HAREFRIEBMESIK

PedE AR SCHESS =0 RE AR B AT 2 L) “aesthetics™ A FAAIZEF TSSO P rp A TG 2R , 145
BN SCHR8 S o 53X 8 5 SCHR A SR LA SCAIE 2Rt A Ry A dm] 4B LRI AR  Heim) 4347 AT LA
38 2ok SCHR OB TR Y R BV, B B 20 8058 2R T 1 BT S DL “Keyword VB R 73 M v,
Pruning #“pathfinder”, 15 H 3 im] A 2 45

WE2R A A E 2O R 6045 “organizational aesthetics” (ZHZU3E% ), IX UL ZA TR &%
R FE ] FTSOMA T H 8 0 40 SCHk 2 B 285X N1 R T8 38 - “stigmatizers” (75416 ) |
“human images” ( AZSIE 4 ) \“spatial work” (Z5[B] T-E) | “impression management” ( EJ 445 #f )
5 S e Y SR 2R Y OCTE I Ak SEBRAT A, S T ZH 236 2R Y S X o “ereativity”
(B3 77) . “embodiment” (L &%) | “mindset” (JEZAER L) | “witnessing” ( F ) 5 T 4140
SEEERHRHE , B SRR EAR R B A LS Ry U5 EUEGEARER R 8 R AT E4 G0
FRAL 22 —25 T ff 222 E Had #2 . “professional design culture” (BRI % 3134k ) Al
“organizational culture” (41 41304k ) A SIS X% SCHR , 421 22 52U CAUAH L3S A, BAH
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SO, DR MR B SCAL ) BEXT 2 A 5627 SR T ik — 2D B

#7 humarr ima_ge‘s
= K & .. - 3 * -
#6 organizational culture

-
- . o

#9 spatial work

-

#1 creativity, =
#8 Préf.essit.:anal design culture

AW - H2e :ajnbodi Mment
#0 -organizational :aeéthetics

- - *e eSS 2 l
#3-mindSefts . . - - ®
* - 4 - - 3 P
= ‘_ - e - -

« #4 withessing
& e sy =

-

L

#5 stigmatizers

B2 HARESWER
M, AHREFHRINEK

TR IR | ZH 215627 ST A S A 2A: T A (A o S B AR 30 BT 7 A A R — B0y,
TURZOULTH A A A G , SE 27 T 7= A A S — PR I, B0k FE A ) 110 Jett:
HIBE By v AR G T 3% R MG A P40 ) rp 4 6 = S B (R & LT 530 ) BN < 44 52
e L PR, BB EAE G BN SCER L TR R Sy EHEAN BRS04l A AR m i, #
1R ST S PIE L, WA SE TR SR i I B o ATE A B ARSI T 8 A 2t
AT HEXT A 1Y 57 S B b R B SR X ATE A T 28 (G ALEH, 1997 2573, 2007 ) o 2T I
ARSI R AR AE 55 B A3 BN 35 TATR R L is FH B SUS 5% MR RN R AR U A= 77 1 5
AR AL 36 .

AR SONG S 2E TR G 00 I S W T AR AN S S S B F S A T Wi i B/
HES 58 FIRM ST SRR e DR S 45 A, SR T SR T i B
S (Preston&, 1996 ) LA, W1 AN E 4t 25 (B 300 ) 3 SR 8UA , t R 7E & R 2 4L R
PR AR AT G2 SR T, A SE RIS S h o A T4 B R IE B R
fifi 1 (Baldessarelli%§, 2022 ) . Rl , 5 #R LA A , S W58 0 9 153 BT AR B0 A 0 1)
Fh 25  SURZERE TE AR A SBSHR , T2 %55 203X 6 5 S aod R B ) I S B T sy W e )
PLER AT shE W4 HS (B0, Latour, 2005 ) 1Rk 274 R 22 (STS) (il 4, Knorr-Cetina,
1981) , FEJG 2R SUERR ST W) BT A 4 22 A7 o EAR I T L SURZH 8L i MR T g
Z 52| Z1 B rh X RS RE T LIRS — R AR R nT DU AR A A — B
9 BEATRE R A A R E R Z TR R AR 2 AR,

AU TSR TCALASTE 40 - 584 (visuals ) (BellFilDavison, 2013 ; Meyer 45,2013),
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F 8 o D SR B ) AR K R, bR R IR ke i SR AE 5 SCIRSF S (physical symbol ) (Pratt Al
Rafaeli,2001) , I TH8 UBA QAL SCRYSAY G TS AMREE BT, DL &
K ; SEARIRSE (physical environment ) (ElsbachflPratt, 2007 ) , R X 5] F 4L 2 B35 1 FH AR5
MRS, FEAEZH 2 A= T v B0 FN B B 1) BTG 1) SRt G BT 3k By [ 64 7 1) 22 HE AR SO T3¢
HR R LA JURP S 42, AT EE : (D)2 [\ SEER ; (2) /ML S5 R 5 (3) IRifias 3 ;
(4) TAE T H57 Sl ST B S S AR S @ PR an el 5| o SR, 32
AT PN 22 53] S & U g fE

(1)73 [ S B A N SR AU T i BRI TR &, FAE st A 2 H i R
JICEN T @AM R NIRRT L AR R 2 N 5L I AL E IR /N (Strati, 1992) o 4F
K, N ABTEAWAE TAES T, 51 T AR A Bk Bk 1Y 0 22 25 6] . F AK Lotz F Bolino
(2021) 5k 51 2 36 EVF 2 1144 A 5 A SR TT R A TAE Ik it 9 AL T Ay st fig ik
T IS B et i B B FE SN R T e S A B Aol B B TE) I N & O s R 8 3 i
(McElroy#IMorrow, 2010 ) 5k JE 45 #7123 37 ) (Non-territorial workspaces ) (Elsbach,2003 )5l
fRIBA 24 SR BUVREAR IR RE , RV VAT AT 6 S A S SR R T L AR 3
F IR (Baerss, 2018 ) BN T, HLS A SR A Z28 [B A TR R R 5L T4 A
RIRBZS ) 6 (Lefebvre, 1991 ) , AN /D225 4805F T 28 (0] Je 24 3Lk 0] # (Czarniawska, 2004 ;
Dale, 2005 ; WassermanfllFrenkel, 2011 ; Weinfurtnerf1Seidl, 2019 ) . ZH 21 2R R AP FL A i R 5L
SR AR A AR 2 (B S5 R4 RN , AL S MR A8 5 2 BRI B 1 R S e SR XURS 1 B3 T D0 ] RESR B —
FE S R T B Ok 1 v )2 12 TR AE7 ], S e A o R 977 0 45y o2 2R ) A 40t g
JEF (Brown5, 2005 ) o iX— Ik 2= 4 AT 2 5t (Sociomateriality ) #8ff H & , #4-25 RIVE M4t & H
XIS, S5 NS RS AR GUSUR T XTHE (De Vaujany FllVaast, 2014; Siebert%,2017;
Rodner%:,2020) .

()AL G455 7R . 70%~90% 1Y 51 T2 A & B9 TAE =S 18>k (WellsF Thelen,
2002 ). ByronFLaurence (2015 )} T2 [A] 114k (workspace personalization )& XA Gt T %
AR PR BE ARG O 2 1 500 BB 8, 5 F O S 46 A B R OE A3 A 22 i AR R LY
Schnackenberg (2019 VR4 Sk H Al FE AT AR TN 32 A SO ELAT e B it
SIEARZIN WA S AR R RS MR S AT R T/ N B O
B3 —E MR S FESIA T MR 5455 & Bl R R SE.08 — sk
K, SRR A ReAC ey ) A 72 (extended self) (Belk, 1988 ) . & B AL A I A 5, A
2RI S A “ARBEAME B2 25 B2 1 N (Elsbach, 2004 ) o bR 5 B AATE 22 5 m 3=
TRBUEL , 3145 3 (47 2 38 ] BB N (RafaeliSF, 2008) o a8 A T , AMMITSFIF/MI A mfl A
JEIR B O B iR JEI S I A AR A SRS (Rl 51 TR AT LURIIAS A B3 19
oy, AT B2 T 20 % 19 BRI e AR 4k 42 Fok R I A AR R 5L R 1 B 407 (Elsbach,
2003) AN, A 2N AT 2l it =R AR S 3 T B AR SO0 A5 R NAT S B
% (Schnackenberg®s,2019) . L AN W) 2385 1k A O 5 R AE R A & I 5 E RSB R LIS
R FEWRG1 1.

(3) M/ 30 MR A UL R G 8 R S 8 T L R IR E G2 b i S
FAF  IRMVE AR A LU AN N B0 B BARTITAEAE , FRA (%) e n R IR e & FH R 7
&5 B (B (Humphreys FlIBrown, 2002 ) . RafaelifllPratt (1993 ) 2H 41 i) IR 5T B T
RIS FHERL 33X SRR 2H 21 %554 (organizational dress ) E 4l B TAE TAE I Ar 28 B9 AR IR
(e v B FE ) FW i (A4 08 52 R E ) A WA UG 2 0 JR PR AL FE 5 AR AT X
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&, 38 X 20 SN A B D3 A R ) M R AT LR B T T MR 80k Z ), PrattFlIRafaeli
(1997 )X — KRR O - 5 2 IR IF T ST, fR T8 B2 AN %0 T2H URmERL 9 &
Py 38 SUNA], BT TR 2L [EE 7 A T 438  Kim 4 (2022 ) 7E Rafaelifil Pratt it JEAili_E X} T
YEG T 03 T4 2 5 8% — SO AMURR I I T SEUEA SR o ST T, IRBE B A Sy 20 T
FLoR IR TEA NI M E 5y (Clarke, 2011 ; Siebert, 2020 ) , f& 7842 /1 (DuboisFlAnik,2020) , L4
S A2 A B BN AR M (Rafaeli% , 2008 ; Smith%5,2020) ., b i, BHL AL 2 7 B CEOFERE WL
BRI 2 B 5 IR P2, AERE WL 7 i 2 5535 s 42 LA B H CAE M REF 5L )
Ll S,

(O TAETHE =M TE T HARRAS TAERBR P KA N T 6 5, BERE1E N
5 HNERA 25 A0 T sh P , T LAFE 4l 21 sl 300 H Y A BB v sl ) TR SRS LA
L W R B 2 B R R B AR S A0 B 37 Rafaelifil Vilnai-Yavetz
(2004) 1R T LA €F 3 Fe 5388 28w FH 428 38 22 0 A58 W8 An e fish 2 701 25 AH G35 18 32 0051
RSN ODNINTE= SLN /NN N v v N S e O SN IR SR NS NI E= ek v SR L
TF AGIR T AR HEE I Ah, 77 i i R A A 01— A s
Eisenman (2013 )\ R, B BRI &, 7= i e 24 i E SR R EUBL SISMA T WS
58| TAER AE RGBSR B T B4, StiglianifllRavasi (2018) f&/R T #5111 1] A 7
Continuum P AP TAEH U] (86538 o G B 26 M 2 TS0 284 TR0 08 Sk i U 2518
A7 2, et SR L D IR 2 R R AT B TR o R, X TR R L lb 75 SRR A 5
S A2 A AT T TIHE S ——1 X4 (boundary objects ) . 41, Bechky (2003 )
ST T #E—ZE il 1 78 Al v BT ACRIHLER FEAS R RO PR AAR (8] 9 32 eV Bt T AR AR B 4tk
L) T SAA R B R A, 1 B BOE A AU RAE 24, Zuzul (2019 )7
T8 AR IR T I E A2 B, AN [RTHR D AR A 2 425 X5 0 T ke ORI A o

. BAXZFHARIER

LANTE 7 AR N T A B e, (ELR SRR 2 S i i AR N TE LR A7 LASE A
1, PELHAUSE A RIBTTE Hh , Wi U %) 20 W) T A B T AR, Sl 8 00 BEAIL A

MG ZIF B S, 1 SRIG S RATAE S AL o 3h AL SETE S5 AT AR RUARSE A
HSF- 5, U 0™ A 1R SRR B, B SETE Sl A UK AL IR G R I AR A R
ARG SR R—— BN BRI B AR R AR, 32 BRI, 7 A A B S i SR A
AR o — MR, T ARG SRR AT A B SE R IR A DU R A B A T AR AR
SERME LU L T FARB SO BALH] (ARS7TT,2019) X PURNFEA ST ER SR AE B e & A4
UZEER  EARRIEGE MR RE A SPR  HE A JEGE SRR TR G 1 J PR AR i R BE
TE TR AR AN T B 8 B0 T 0k R A S R AR R R AR, A A A L
WELSE TS IR o A 58 SRS B, TR T R E Z BT LA BT H S RE ), DR O B e A5
BRARRAT 1At 2 o SRR o 2 P Rk S LML - 7 AL AR AA AL AR o DAL A € F AL SR AN B
AN B 0 o T, AR SCR S T 2 B 5G f4<<3ly Jy Ll — B REAL R — AR HISE SR HESE $2 T ok
AR SCRE B i X =5 T A T R i o H AU AT HE SR AN 3 B

(— A3 S L]

Sy pL TR B 38 S HSE G AT A i s I, A A A R B SR
B, MALEAL BT P A AR IR OR , 7 2 A A C S R R o D I Se 2 S
A AR A ARSI AR B B B 03 9 07 5 T D3 T sid@i i 78 TAR S P ide A AL Rl 24k
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DIELFRR
)
71
Hl
il
BEA | BE ) I50A
R WEIHLH
5 B BR L
I o B4 (FFIE. M. o R REfg | - EEAMTR (8 LB FRM
Hl FRE- BERE) HrERARSE) BT LR BRRMRELER
Ll o« B RS 15 * BIEHEAER G748 i)
R, B ZEERE) 25 * A T GAE—BHES)
« R H ) GRERIE. R
RE)
e N N A) HRETH
H o LEBIRARE * KRR  HEARR
& * TAEZFTA - f5fE « BHRAREL
P * 5 - &1k « HAGH
s R

B3 HAAEFHRIER

P 6 F R SE U TAE BT B 0 FN A LR, T 25 T AR B B Al R ik sZ BB, 01 T4
A R  Blsbach (2003 ) iU bF5Y & B FEAE ST In A Hr, 02 TR & T RIS A B0y iR
0, PR 2Bz B P SR o SIS, Al T2 0 R S5 N AR S AN N B, 3 B e 1 63 T
XPAS NIRRT 2K o LR, 527 SRR B T ] BRVR 1AM 24 S Y ) R AR R B R 2
O, NEARZ R RIFFYR NRIARBERT K AT TIARETE 9627 52 e gz 3 SRR 179155 46 R
RE AL AT E - WK lotzFIBolino (2021) LIEA= Wil Hitlh , IA hy tE 2 PR g A28 S AR ARk 1Y (5
KI5 AR PACE , IR TR T s A A HAATTER . AR KOGEAE %51 ),
XN B IAERCR SR T, F2 R SR — e R e T MR A GO B AT Sl i e
ST AR A SEB S A A, = B CAE Y EAR S AEHSH, BT
23 R HUTHAT A (territoriality ) A 37 F X 25 [ A A4 A 42 i AL LA T R 4 B2 X 34
im0 PRI A AL (psychological ownership ) (447 435 (Brown&% , 2005 ) o IMA AL BT A A 2
T =R AT SR AR T RRE AT R RN T B TR TR B9 FF R LA B AR FA N M 4 A
Ko

FECHRTFR IR, AT IE 3 AR5, X i BT 2 R R AR AS T g X 42
A7 X G ARALFE AT T < R AR L B SO 455 8 AR AE T A, AR T LR85 A
AR S RN E R (BRE DT AT 08,2021 ) ——X AN 7 TR AR R 58 5 617 5 3h
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26

SRR AR A S Al S I B, A B OB AR 2 LR S S B Ok L W s AR AR TR
SRS B N TR A S RS, T AR SRR Y S, shAS S BN A S i )
TR , BRI ZE SR LAY B e 2 I, Atk I RS AW

(=) HE S E R VLR

LI AL

15 B SR T TR BRI IR R, B — A AL T o O 3R 2™ AR B, ) —
7 SUR BN — 2 R R B ] AE BN BN L2 5, AR 2 7 AR BN, v J 8 T o
FUH EA T 0 R N PR R I 45, AE s DERK A A5 o AR AR e e A LA TR EG
P S O IR R I I, A B (o MRZINGE R — SRR BN R M S G A S
Je 2 S BRI R R 25 A OC B B BRI AG 25 , AT 345 3 8¢ o FEClarke (201 1) B9HF5E T, — K240y
Coupland /A 7] I ATGE N A28 A T —Fh A AR DL ISR , LERTR SRR R A RS
EPIE o 7F— T & T A A T s 99T, Massa % (2017 ) WER R LARFE 5 559 T.25 i (U3 5%
PRFNHEI0 ) AN T AEREE (CAn g s gt s AN g 28 bl ) B shie , S R0 A0S Ak, s i ] 4R T4
2 AT TR S B . L2 R T RS B R (A sl R R AR DG G 4, E Im s b T ]
XoF 4L 4 A 265 B 9 9% 1R o Rafaeli fll Vilnai-Yavetz (2004 ) FH LA (5513 HE A8 28 7] 2838 42 (4 3
T, BRI T T A A €8 An e ik 2 ) 5 AF DG IO 26 , DT S PR AT T L 20 A o B Ak it
Y 25 AH O R ERAAA N S ARV B, A X P (AR ANt bl A4 A FRA 35 2R, 4>
IRTE TAE T 215 B — S AR A M6 Sk TAERI BG4 , ks = 0 AR A 58 2k
(Byron#flLaurence, 2015 ), B0 & Wt 5 ¥ A& 5k (KeelerfllCortina, 2020 ) . SX 1M , 4 ot 52 B it SR B
PRI 2371 SR TSR o 7E Zuzul (2019) 4R B i 22 4 b, A [T R AT B ] ¥y P o 2 4 5 |
BTG LE , w7 TR P 2 s, TN 52 AN (] VAR ) AR e A

A A IE BRI KT, 5622 52T DA ST AR AR A Jag Ja , 3o D3 1 55 41 4L 1 Je
BEEE HR WA, AL S ) T T 1 S SE IR R B T AR R T AR SR an A ml e ik
51 T A28 [ 7= A< Z2080 TR AS AT T B 2 210 3245 (Clarke, 2011) o 93046 24 = 2 i B
3 X A ()R A T PR AL A — R A SR, Lk R RIS KR 7 ik T (enchantment) o 4F4%
BRI AT TR oA vy ML JRE o 1 g o SR b A, 40 07 7 A S RN G DR A 17 J%, X2 2L ] Bt B
54 (Siebertds,2017 )

PRINILIN |

INFIPLHIPY S A 2R 5 — R ARG  DUD B4 1 A BE R O, ARG Rl i T ATk
WAL R GORAEHT Y B ER R S R 2 S SR 4R ) R TE Sl S W SOE
B ] B AE (association ) Fl i 2 =X A1 i A 42 (imagination ) A FME S . ATTHEZ S 208
SRy 5 HAL YR R A, RIMAR B SR = A AR AN, S WIS INVA 25 [ BT T,
AT AR AT HBASE | 57 A A PR AR P B B AR (Berg MK reiner, 1990 ), — S8R bR FI L
S AT DABEEE A T4 2 A A 5t (Lindenberg fllFoss, 2011) 2AE 12 5T B FiS MM 4
FHIE, )R [T P ik 2 1) 2 A S B 0 R A € R IR ARL . T AR B AR AT LAAE S — i 54k
FA A N B S a0 B 0y, ilan, i 5t ACEE (LS L2442 % (ByronfilLaurence , 2015)
IR 2: i3 3h i % A )32 05 5 (categorization process ) , 51 A AR Sy BRAR , 225 i IR 9 & HE A
T8 WA AFE G , BRI AT ) T3 57 i 445 4 (Rafaeli%F, 2008 ) . Kim 55
(2022) 5| HZEARCNFNEEIE , A 98 3 — A IR, AR 2 SOl i , DATORE 2845 25 )0
PR = A A5 AN, S8R A IR AT DAIRARLE AN A5 | 7, 4556 R RIS 0 A RS 1 g J%
B RAE T L, 5 AT 0 IR e S0 I R e B Oy AR T S o 7 i A T AE T AR A — R AE R
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S A FH R RS 7 S AR AT R A SRR i 57 RN 4y A IR AEL , A5 LA R 37 (Bhat Al
Reddy, 1998 ; Eisenman,2013 ).,

ERARZ T — a2 86, A P AR 4 i R BB 20U T £ o0 AR 2, H 98
PR JEAR 2 S AR 2 S AR B LA MG & b A TG e e s A L, AT & e o 48
%A AR S RS T4k 5803 B 4L ZUE 4 (De Vaujany #1Vaast, 2014 ), 7 A/ AU #4) L H
PRI ZH IR 42 (WassermanFilFrenkel , 2011 ) . RafaelifilPratt (1993 )JiAHy , #hl A 225204
F A M RHELE MR 21 B 1, P+ e Sk el v AR Bl 2 i IR A Ryt Je A /LR )
PR SR R )

S RPN AR PR BRA S AR R R Z AN TE T ARG T TR R S K
FAETE S, 2 AHKS S A ot 5 4 52 M SR DR 45 0 ke 9 3 30, 3 1 AT — 8 PR A e o S D)
Xof B SN G B A ST AT A3 M AT, DA I 3RA5 mT L Sl P B A R A A4 AR A S 0 R SR — b
AR EDUAT N  (HE AT R R R 1S5 RN, # R LA T — BTN, BA
B 5 TR BT 42, i H B M AT R 0 S 00 75 X, IR IERN A0 B s
PR o € W7 AN IEAN o 78 85 S B ML 09 SETEAF 7 v, 1 e R O T BR AR O 0 O R 5T
Elsbach (2004) % B, MAF ST R FINA ST , 2515 3 2e ) o He 2 A b AT,
ALFE A REPE VA ISR A7 VA DS e R o S PR 5 2 — A2 B B R A 7 =, A
RAET WG 5 W ZE Y BN G5 T AR T X, DU WG X G BCH T 5
— Rl AR AR 3, MRS ST ROIEE , HERTULER T G2 () shpL K 5 5 HAk
FNEAT AR, 3k G T PR I, B4, 9T R LS W R i &5 | k R — MR G 1IA
75 (Evans, 2008) , RGi— LA A sk JERR s i) B0 B 4E AR, R 5 NIFH R shA =
W2 RS R PR AR RS — ARG BTN )E UM R S BaerdE (2018)1E
— TR R SRR A 2T AF AT B 5 b, AT )i & UM R e S Rl i Oy U e v
FH <38 B3 TR b2 fh ) 4L S8 B i, i ol e 110 i i e 5o 140 I, B SHL A6 oy gl S
B, SE LR SR, DRI 2O B AE 7 380 RIE B = T8 BB B i, B B2 T 2 o 41
WIS B AE DG Bt , 38 3k 3R 8 Ol By U P X ] A5 A SR 4

LVE RSV B RS B TN m 1 72X, 25 28 I8 Pk 2 s ma A A 1 R A 7 =X
NEE o TSP RE PR RIS G ST HAZH SR T BB & R BON A — B A E 2R AT ] LA
/D XA —B 5 AU 8 IR B B T AR OB 4D T —Fh S S 2 U B M7 o 3K FE 1)
BT AT DA i S 2 2 A A SR AR R A i — B0 o AR Y 5 4 R Sk A Bh T2k,
FEA BT IR S BRI AR SE W IR A — AR BRI A AT TR A A g s
B REAR B AR A BT U (RafaeliFlPratt, 1993 ) . DuboisFlAnik (2020 )—I5 525 F B, B
PR T AR 2 i R 10 AR e 5 2 L O 28 0T 2 v I (9 A0 2 3 R i P A R A
DR 2 1 b A W3 R v i L A

X AR T LA™ i 0 B A 2 SR R AR B AT $RE , 28 R R ™ b e ke A e R B
2, A BRI BB AR T ZARFTT™ fh B AR LARER , RS 7= i ) SE 2480 T RE Al B A = i (1)
ifie, RA B Re et A% 38 7 S I RE 5 ROR BRGNS, 77 i A RE A T 4% T 4532 (Eisenman,
2013) ARSI F A 3 5 09 AKX A i nT BEARARAH I , BT 23 AT 55 w28 P R e
Zuzul (2019 )38 EEFA 4 ZEk i3t B i & B0, ASRIERO AR B A AT B S2PRiz AR 12
FUA RO R AL T 0, SRR T A0 e i A 3 A AN [ - BoAR N BRI T AR B
TG i —1m , 250 B3 -z i iR AR LA LI B 2 nT Rk Ak oy ) & R s
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R KA S TIN5 e e Ay Ee T = N b2 BT S N U ' A i [k e, (o | B2 e e L 1 7
JoT Z A AR R T B XA b ) 67 T 2R B GR, i BRAR ] AR ] ) 3 24

2 EAGE TG 4 ARG RN AR P AILE 8 B SRR, X AL AT RE IR & A, dnT
e H kA A — AN gl A HILH 15 2L AT A AL 22 (8]t P BB A7 AR A BRI o 451 S ML
FEAEISTAFAE  MRAN B RS, ARSI, UM ELHI 24, 2L (R 20 a3 44 o 58 Je ML -

(=)L 2EAE S

K A S (B S 1 o ) NI 5 1 4 E et =11 T D NS P 1 2 WS R TN
FLRAS  TAE AT I FNGAR o 52 T LA HE R 1 RN ) 46 W0 IR M A A7 AR A2 AR 3E 3h i
Y e = WAL N ek L I S N O A DN S B S R B N e S 7 SR b AP IV E -2 R L NE S =W
PR EC . ByronFllLaurence (2015 )IA NAT5 1] LU 8hi: & 1 3 1) B AR 9470, 15 B G
Tt BT, LEAAT & T AR AN B T B TR R B IR , ATTHE TAER R 20t 4
T R — AR B AT Y AT TR SE TN i A SRR, AN EE A2 T,
B AT LATE A SR S B 0 02 1 i we i, FUR TS fE g i, S AP % A T AR h 25 (Klotz il
Bolino,2021) . K& TAES i) LU i TAE 25 (Spreitzerds:, 2019 ) FXT 2H 25 AT 8%
(Baerd,2018 ) A1, Brown5 (2005) & L 51 T80k A T R 242 T HA A A LUK AKCE  H
TR BT, W] BRRRAK L T A A Ak, I3 01 100 FHR 15 o 2 4035 28 W LASE ) B3 T %
HA G RTE AT 69 B AR AT M b5 E A9 328 P (Rafaeli flPratt, 1993 ), UK B3 T.HIAL 1474
(Dubois#lAnik, 2020 ).

ENFRIZ M, WA R B ORE R R (G A1E R 75 1T DUk S 4 Fh A bR
K F (PrattFlRafaeli, 2001 ) o ALY IO ZH LU ABRC R A, BAAR AL R T4
Sy pE A L] R R SR, B9 3T A T % (ByronAlLaurence, 2015 ) o S35 T BT TRt
2320 B[R] = [B] 9 5¢ &R (Khazanchi%F, 2018) , LGS 7 =X HEHIAREER J1 AH BB T =0
BER % (Sundstrom AISundstrom, 1986 ) . 7E— I A S LA FhIIFSE H , Sgoureva (2023 ) A&
B BB T LASME B IR AH O A OG22 IR 286 v o A5 AT () R 2 B S 2 X R 22 1 S
BRETIR, 40« 24— FE A LU A5 5 A A B S AR, AT 2 AR (S X A A= 4140
P83 4 1 A SR (Rafaelids, 2008 ) o i A — 2622 B HR85E T R ALI 5 | 1 S RHIE SRS T BE Y
k7 (Sofer®s,2015; WilsonFllRule, 2015 ) , 24 KAHAL T B ML B 0 B F , AATTXT e A RIS AT
JE fre iy, XA L 2 0T DL B Y A A RS L BEAh AR S rh R R H SR E R F R E W
TR PR R RS Y S (R 0T DAE 53 TR B ATl Hh S 5 % AR R 45 1k 9 458 B Bl (Manning,
2014) , AR F12: 21 3 R (Bernstein, 2012 ) . Ewenstein fllWhyte (2007 )78 T 35 52 B
P N T 4, e BRAR XS G2 A T SN AL DX 22 (R 8 B 3 244 5 S R TG 10 2
AR REAR R A AR, 1237 R vh %8 5 e 1 (Bechky , 2003 ; Zuzul , 2019 ; Wasserman #lFrenkel ,
2011)sEhb 4 3l 51 2H 2V (Kellogg , 2009 ) o 371 AU AN 1 212 ] 2 BN PR A 40
FufizE (Brown, 2005).

HAZ T F RN ALE R — AR 38 1 562 ) R #3540 OC B AL IR AL SUE 52 F41 21
By . N UG e 222 M S X — A~ BUE T4 (image ) (RafaeliflPratt, 1993) , ZHZIH
SRR ) 35 A 2 4L L F W7 (Rafaelifll Vilnai-Yavetz, 2004 ) , BLAT , 414345 S w1 1 5
AT IE A H, a0 R T G A0 75 5 R0 A 1 4 Sk AR BT R, 1 Dol 55 PTHRR 221 (Roberts Al
Dowling,2002; ZottfIHuy, 2007 ; Clarke, 2011, Schnackenberg?,2019 ), ol fifi #1474 N EB A
AN 25 A O A EEAIHE 2 H B 7y (AlvessonFlIRobertson , 2006 ; BrownZ , 2006 ) .
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N AREFHHRTE

H L0 213627 2 — R HIEL, DR L7 I 4 314 PR A 0T 9 I AP A — 2 B PR R 1 e, W 36
PRI HE DL 3E o o T RRAR  BE AR, BT e AL S A, 2RI S A A s SRR R SR
W7 B4 52 e M A P4 (Warren, 2008 ) o Warren (2008 ) 1 X 338 A7 7E 1Y HF JE UL 2R (aesthetic
muteness ) [A]#1, 46 T8 77598 (sensual methodology ), WNikAZ 1774 H C AR I AE DR

HEATI IS . Strati (2010 )W 2H 2562 WE 58 7 v 4 BUPU 2 « %1t 77 (archaeological approach) |

H1E—12 771k (empathic-logic approach) . 322% 751 (aesthetic approach ) , A & AR TT i (art
approach) .

ASCIRIE 7 2 S~ WIS SR8 O b AT T A84h , N1 IR . & 5, KA iF ot Bk
T, G R ITST B R 25 A B oE T WFE 2@ DR WL | TR S
BRI SR T A2 B2 SE R B . B OC T T ARG T A4 an el (< B 5% T 5 47 (Elsbach,
2003,2004; Byron#fiLaurence, 2015 ) , #5822 % FIJTF G VTR SR ES ML DR , B AT LUEE 4R 51
TR AP, R T A SC TS IS O BRI o 7E— Sk ) RIS B A AR il s —
B[R] PN 19 55 27 52 B I #2 (PrattfllRafaeli, 1997 ; Wasserman FllFrenkel , 2011 ; De Vaujany#ll
Vaast, 2014 ; Zuzul,2019) , FE T HH BEE AR  7E RGBS, SCEE DA LA A A7 X 45
BRI 36 24 SR R 404 - Humphreys flIBrown (2002 ) DL R 4 s, BB T4 ¢ + B H—Fr
A NER AR S AE AP TR AR A 2 B SR DL 220 A B A A T S B AR T
P 22 S T FEAS NN 230 B A8 B 94 o Siebert (2020 ) WX DA% == AT REAA 1) b o7
FF5 SEBHA TR o A 22 DR C SR AL SE Bt B2 T 1A Sl 2 T8 A R v R I s A
5% (Clarke,2011).

®1 HAEFHARTE

W | BRI ik DTN
PrattfliRafaeli( 1997 ) ; Elsbach (2003 ) ; RafaelifllVilnai-Yavetz(2004 ) ; Elsbach
VIR (2004 ) ; ByronfilLaurence(2015) ; De Vaujanyf1Vaast(2014 ) ; Wasserman il

Frenkel (2011 );Zuzul(2019)
PrattflIRafaeli(1997) ; Elsbach(2003 ) ; Byron#lLaurence (2015 ) ; De Vaujany#/l
i‘_ 23 nj: nﬁz 9 9 9
e BRI Vaast (2014 );Zuzul (2019 ) ; Wasserman #1Frenkel (2011 )
i SNIDES Elsbach(2004 )
PrattflIRafaeli(1997) ; De Vaujany#1Vaast(2014 ) ; Wasserman I

— T Frenkel(2011);Zuzul(2019)
Rk PRI 5% Clarke(2011)
PR Clarke(2011) ; Humphreysf1Brown (2002 ) ; Siebert(2020 )
STy Smith% (2020 ) ; Rafaeli%F (2008 ) ; Baerds: (2018 ; Kim%5:(2022)
BESSEL Baerd5 (2018 ) ; Kim55(2022)

A —EB 5T A S5 i Oy SR T, LTI X T 5 2 M IR M FIAF 5 S5 A H H X5 F
BRI  Rafaelifs (2008 ))& T DU/ SEEGHR ST Logo e 7 X iR A HE R 52, # /R A% B 46
Logo (43/70) Fl RS (i AR ) o #E SE B s, 28 35 AN [l ilcke (5 o Logo ) A S 36 B3 [ 6 93 &
2B E AL, 5 4R ORI 58 i 7] 6 45 1 oK, SR JE X 2L B N B9 ik AAJE . Smith 46
(2020) 8 LR A AR IR 5515 5%, I R R R B A Ml 55 1 TAE N B2, B 12 (IR 4514
B 0F R ) <2 (o5 il MR < 2/ 75 ) A4 28, H U ARG 56 B3 T3l AR 2% P iR 45 U5 R B9 52 ) o Kim 36
(2022 )i 3k 5256 1 5 A TR AR IR 26 2% . — B R Re v 2 51 54 Ak 77 3 & J8ern
TR AR SR R, FFIER B B = /KT 1 B B b O T R R 5 AR i 1o L E
ORISR 38 LA e i .
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VA o2 BAE M) 3 )77 E R T 249K  Baer%: (2018 )R FH P Ay 20 51 TR A 175 45
FEAE FFE 1535 % 25 (situational normality ) #1735 58 /&% (situational aesthetics ) #E17JH A, £
G [P JRATE RN S50 o AT T T S 56 O B2 AR D BR2ATF & T RS RHIE R 3%, BUARSC H A S
I8 R I LA 2 I 2 BB A R AR A RN B 262 A AN A s

SRTOER, S S U LSO AR 0 2 DX 25 B RN S 8RR v P IR =4 .

t. ZRERE

ASCIRNER | 2 45522 B MR Y | & R D AR Ao BRSSO R 4 L 2 )
S ML NEF S SRR TR T T RGEERUE, AR SIS 5 1 Al AT
FERIFRIR TTRRAE T+ (1) BT 622 S M A A SO LGS R R A T 1 L For 26, 1
FE T A 2R DOFD EEEAFEN S, IS EAN TS T DA A RIS A 2, G R
ARRAIFTE I BN FE AL B AW FE LA o (2) I F 3227 R B A Al T 41 523l T MLl S
ML —ERZE A BIBFRAESE A3 R T35 BSR4 o AH L T B 5T FUHELR , A SC
K T s ApLE, IR R AL AV E S SR T T AR, [ AR s T B SR (3) A AR
SCE A 2R I BB R, FEIR T 282 B R BB SRR AE N R BT 2
LU AR ML T i SRl . H AT SIS AT A T LU BRI R B B, AR AR R
P R At o 5T I, AR SR HH AR R L B S 2R B9 i B S T LA T

B FIAEEZ R E AR UER YT H SR B b 5| ASE2= TR S e ok
FLOERI 2R BUE NG TR R FERIVE R SRR SE A Gt LA R B, BRI mT LA S 2140
Fe 2 2 B AR TR B, FURAFTERZ 1 B B 3627 O A AR SE Ah a6
CRTE AN A IUE F SE 2 S A AR [m] A B ST R BB 2, A B 56 T A R
AN, A NSNS SIEHT8— (11,2009 ) , 33X 26 36228 X 7R 4UA: 35 vh o2 ey
TRB 2 N A 222 R BUE X B A, Hglnfliz Y st kL 4ok % RS0, il
PP 3 PRI €8, T B A T o o SEARIG 7 AR FRA 175 AR 2 B W B FH S i — 20| FLIE OG0
FH LU 2= TR SRR

0 K E RIS s B SR b A BUE R 22 T A IR RS B B
WAL AE OIS, F29E T A L7 A E LT, RSk AT Lok 5 22 i 45 2 e
Al AN ZH B2 AR T AN, 3 SO BV BN IRBE R AL S — BT LA 5 WA AR 1)
TEOL, HAE B AL T8 (Weick,2005 ) , 1] LA A A Q0 a] Xof S AR BRI A5 1 o S A s
= A AT 80 T T FERE LR B, 72 A PR R M AR T, 45 B T e o ke Tt 233 2 )
RETATAL , HLZ T, b AT A2 A 5 | 5 AT A T 25 R (Ocasio, 2011) . 75
BHFETIAT MBI (situated cognition )& (Elsbach%$,2005 ) , B HoE SCATEA AN
P A 2 R B IS5 AH B A FH PR T ) A PR A IR PRI L, Aok T AR SR 4 i
AT SEM AL Y T T AL, DA K A n] S pa A e s RER A SR SR I 3R 2 R, AT i 2 21
R

o=, W2 7% TR A 236 5l RO o 2117, H SR i i IR S 2 o0 3R
AT R CABRIC R SR, LA AN [T R 8] ) 5 4+ 56 3R, TORE2H 2R3 T A8 1 5 O AN % o ZH 23 3 2
B EGR M S S =T i A LU AR I IR M 2 5 6% S0 8. . i Rafaelifl
Pratt(1993 )IA Ry , HAUE Reti/n T AR L2 KA TR 5 SUesid il I &R |, BIGvk4E
oK BN HEUR T R SR ELR B AR h , 2RI — R 51 £ 44U 3R 9 25 [A] 52 1R (De
VaujanyFlVaast,2014) . ZHZUE1 T 3622 SR SIHLZ AT A 241 8L fu] 2 5 36 2= S0 7 01 25 AH O
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HXT LG B S ARG AN AT DA 2 2 SR T DL 3 2ok e AR ] AR ARG R TR

S VYRR PR A S AL A b D LR BB A T FEHE A AT LUK B, BRAT T
FERME T ORI AT 25 B Y MR RR [ AR RIS, a2 IR AN TR Y
BCREAILA 24T o 5 EARHERSEAL 22 Dy s BOAFAE , DT Al p) A 56 R PR32 BIIPAC B (B
G AT AR I AEAE PR A2 (B, 2009 ) o35k 267 00 1) PR 2R 253l 5 BB T o s
SR M A A SR S SEAIL A T AN R = A AN TR FCR: - MO B, S A R
FEARB KSR BT T 5 M S AR S 2 B E R T RE  R  DLE
X S IR 2R AR

S, S ST RIHT . M AT SCTE BN A BE h S 2 UM, SEBm LAl Al
T I ANFAG LA ARG A SR Se S e Lo, ST RSO B & s
TR T B AR 23, P AR QI TS, o m] DU A5 A AL e M7 SR s Al BE T
BEMOVLAR (ARG P2 A e b0 Bl i T, ROy B A 1) T 5 AN [RDULAR 40 22
PR SCAEIENS (Meyerd:, 2013) o AN, N TR AE REAUBL S BT LS5 B BOR iz R AT
AR E R TE PR Sl R, MU T NS WIS )7 2, P HAT e ZORE BOR B R 9 A4 2
ST W o BEAE [ XU ) 4R | IR A 22 T [ 42 8 SCAL I S5 2 S BT B ok o L 25 T
27 ), V22 23 (] AT TRERE 20075 BB 2R PRI AE 55K, i A — S 23 [HURAE
[l AQ L AR T, LA SR S O Mu AR A T e ST, 5o 23 ] 55 AN 1 SR St o — 1k
XL SRS BN H AT AT TSR Bt T 5 BAS LS SR

N SR ik 2R SR IR T A SR, B A R A i D ik AT
PHTFE SRS IESR T 8 B BER o BT 22 AT T 225k S BT 5 i R e s 25 o
WFFEITIEIT I XA I AT Wb WLk 1 S AT SO LU AL A4S A, Ay — SBR[ A5
JivE BHEAT T — B2l AR FATAT LUR S0 25562 (neuroaesthetics ) /0 BREA L 367
ST TIF I A O TIOMA L FRAR , $o75 HA™ H A SEARIR A)  BE A2 7 (i 5452, 2022 )
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Summary: Organizational aesthetics experiences and interprets organizational life from an

aesthetic perspective, focusing on how materials and material practices in organizations produce
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knowledge by stimulating individual sensory reactions. Previous studies are dominated by the rationalist
paradigm and focus on the instrumental perspective of organization life, ignoring the emotional and
cognitive reactions of individuals to the organizational material environment. In recent years, more and
more scholars have begun to discuss the psychological feelings caused by materials and their impact on
organizational behavior from the aesthetic perspective, but these studies are fragmentary.Therefore, this
paper collects and sorts out the important theoretical and empirical literature in the field of
organizational aesthetics, and finds that most research focuses on the following four types of research
objects: spatial practice, personalized objects and symbol display, clothing management, and work tools
and product usage.Then, based on the aesthetic experience process, this paper constructs a systematic
research framework to explore the “dynamic mechanism-reaction mechanism—effect result” of
organizational aesthetics, and further analyzes the research methods of organizational aesthetics.Finally,
this paper looks forward to how to further deepen the research on organizational aesthetics from the
perspectives of new theories, new contexts, and new methods in management. It calls on the theoretical
and practical circles to pay attention to the important value of organizational aesthetics, promote the
sustainable development of organizational aesthetics, and build a beautiful and harmonious
organizational ecological environment.
Key words: organizational aesthetics; material practices; aesthetic experience; emotion;

cognition
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