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B OE: RBAZAMANEMBERXRAEEE AL RNAHSEfRR RS2 253,
AT E SN TR X R Erk, A kiR H B B a9 A8 & sk ATARIL, B 28, K S AL A, AF
BREK R WAL L Wik e W AT A AT, RIS L A T RIKEX R
Fatt ARG, AR T Afeib o B &, bl Ak ag ZSUHR A X A AR IR W 4409
X AWM ERE HREE, AR X R B2 095 R 6948 X k34T 7% AF 7RI, 0
AXTHRAXZBEGTEAARLARR TS FS 2R EERR B ELS RN, X TREAX
AW A6 e RATRAER TRINE, MARFIRKR %, 5/e, AT H BB RABFR T %
$7@, RHERB XA AFRW LT E,

KR R K AR AR R, WMERE; R

FEDES:F270 XEFRIREE: A  XEHS:1001-4950(2019)04-0031-14
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HR B O AR AR M R K R A L R SO R T, B R 22 S T R T S B IO R B S
FAE PR RZ I, X I B OC R WA IT TS SEPr b R B G R I B GO AR I 5 AT 1Y
BRI AR I ) 3R SAILEY 58 G, AN RER R BT AT AR 3K i 5 22 Wr22¢ (Makino 2%, 2007 ;
Polidoro%,2011), 90%) 5 8 Wr 2L AL B UR BB Beh , il Al N AR AR BB 5 28

P Y REAMRE PR 2R 3 A TR DG R ST R, B SEIB  OC AR T R 0 Al G R AR

AN B R RS DL R XS A BB LA R SE B S M, X HEsh T A R BT B S R TE
WA BB B IS (Greveds,2010,2013 ) o Ak, X128 H Y 5 22 W 20 o el 728 sl 7 DX 4545
FIEVEAK A, 2 i K FLAAS MY 8 2, S350 ) 4% Hr HLA G 2R 11928 4k (Powell S5, 1996 ), R It , Xif
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K FR TR () B 2 R SR AT O T 2% 31 3 () B SRR RN BB AR g S A , BB DA 4 1T S B
PRSI AR B % X288 e A0 B A B R T B S S R 454 8 A B LA B (Greve ¥, 2013)

TEIT 20 Z24F (1) SRS BR A A9 v, 28500 5 5K R OC R W 240 Bk B i R I St B, S
AL BN FEAS T RORLZ AN, TR A 1K W R I B SR G AR T SR A AR S RN g
(NemethAINippa,2013 ), Ff-A< Bl MBI 57 5 B 5C 22 T4 o X6 B B 56 28 W 284 1 ok 57 i 9 2 i 4F
AL AL (AR PSR, SR, — S 5 T I A 5C R WAL A XA e 7 7E O AT AR R 2 I Sl R A 4
1 (Broschak, 2004 ) o {51 &1, A WFSEATISRAELE T ParkFlUngson (2001) X 5k B 26 I i i i) 54
PR 2R 8l 285 PR 2R S ) <Al [ X0 A B A2 2 P RE S (Das , 2006 ; Polidoro 5, 2011) , LA K
DasHTeng (2000 ) Ay “NHR K 1 HESE , TA Ay ik M 3K B N AR AF 31 DG R AH B s 1) g 1, BRI
e S S RGN JES KIS m, =R B BT T O O R AR E .

VIR A IS, VR A BN K B OC R W R AIF S A B LA BIFSE 2 T 7 T AR
ARG . —J5 T, — L2235 AR S B AL | e DG DG FE S5 A0 A X R B DG R T 2 42 1)
BT 5 SRR IFSEUET ST K156 2 O R ARRE I AMEHLEIY R 2 Ak P AE AL, Ak A7 R 3
PLRIE S 00 A BE R A 4l aR th A7 R H A 1 48 i A B o 191 4N, BakkerAlIKnoben (2015 ) & 81,
YA PR EE AN o 1 B, R4 e G B OC 2R AT LA Ak Al %) BRI 257 o Greve 45 (2013 ) BT
NS TEARER AR B 8 7n T 244k 5 28 Ak B VE L, b 25 7E R 22 DI B BR S T
W AE (SRS R RSO0 B T A B, B A TR A R A VR AR . o — i,
5T 2 —JTER B S R R B TN SNSRI &G [, 2 A Tk B oG v HAT 28 R iE
Y 22K PR I B A 5 A IR A OC R R M | TR AL 1) X 2 i AR AR B2 T — A et [R5
JEHLSs PR R 135 B HELE (Gulati, 1998 ) o PRI, RHIEE G R T A= M AE DL R A
MG 2R A B4 BB B I M2 BE LA, i — > R G0 B K B 56 R I 2 L HE
B XAEA S EEH Y.

AV alliance termination , break-up , withdraw , dissolution, disbanded, instability 54 A 46
FR RS T A 1 [ AN DG SCHR A TR B AR B 15 5, NN BRIS AR, X IR A O R KT 2
B NIRRT AT A ShALHA TR AN SRS, I ZEAH G T B A2 &R X2 mm 4k . —oT
156 B3 OC 2R LA SCHR A I 25 1) OC R INT 2L A B IR 2R R OG5 SRR A TV e, TP L1 45%
BRIZR A 51 DA SO e AR D7 T, 4 H B A OC R W 540 5% B AR O vl

=, BRBEXRETRAIE X FNAE

5 56 2 T A R TR T 20 T 20 90 A AR DG I A Gl AH SCHIF T o il B2 8 SUIMATF 98 & B,
TS T2 R E R RIS, AT AU At S URRELSL 4 2UTE (Baker s, 1998 ) . 2%
AR 3 1257 TR B K TR SR AT A Al R 25 1Y, T D6 R AR A R R T B sl il 19 2 T, K 301
FE HIR R G RN R R A FF 258 R 1) 2Kk U (Dyer F1Singh, 1998 ), 1K ¢ R T 249 A
SEAMEFZ M 33 TR OB Z AN R 1 S ISR ) R o P Bt A 2 i 1 7 1 R
A AU ShAS RE ) R RS TE FrR H  FE BRI (Teece ™, 1997 ), TERLLLIFLE T, B
KA W] LB - AV F4 8 4247 ok (WA AT R T A U, i e A S FE RN —
Sz B K I OC R T AR A M A B B R AR A FE AR AN T, B 2 12 TR IR
KRWRUER— A b PEENC AR AS [R5 B2 61 740 73 (Reuer 1 Zollo , 2005 ; Bakker, 2016 ) .

(— BRI R E X

T SR B G R TS 0 P TR A MIE IR 7582 [ D B B O 2R AR AR I o B0 A 56 R JRATAT [ R T

SNEZ G (FAEF )



B A A e Lz sl [m] & () 4l (18K R (Gulati, 1995) , BEALTE A 7] 32 29 FBRAL LI 1)
IERERR , WA & R R RAIE A FE IE B & (LunnanfllHaugland, 2008 ) , /& A [F F T 5 1=
KR FZMIR G HLUE L (Ménard, 2004 ) B3 OC R Wr 5245 Ik KRR OC Z s, S8l
SEVEIKFE O R RBR IS (Greveds,2010) o FEF SCHRIUMEE , vT IS 2 15¢ B 50 R T i 454
e SC, MNER1T7R

F 1 BEXRETRAFENLE KN

& ST FEA KA/ 25 5 L o] BRI E X
s e YamanoifliCao(2014) 1467(4%) FEADX RN RO RS
ReuerFZollo(2005) 53(50.9%) WFFEE
. . LunnanfTHaugland (2008 ) 100(25% ) TEA I IE AR I B BT
eIl KB Rowley% (2005) 2077(14%) TEA NP TR

GO - A AR AH S SRR B

(BRI R WAL N TR

B DI BH DG 2R IR 24 AR S 1) T S B, X DG R T AR i B AT T AR ARG
R P, SRR AR R IR BOC R S, O R AR R A &, R
L OC R WAL (Ping FDwyer, 1992) 755 FR BT 245, 3K B Al =2 T 368 s St — 21 X
55 MSTATHEAT 23 FIASS 2, B R BRI IITE G &R W DR 58 S B A DT AT AR U, Xof B A 40
[ B A 5% 7 A o BB R AET, A RO 3 24 A A R 2R SO 2% B R OC R T L iy i 2
PR A AT 0 B S AL AR AR A L [A] 5 2e A BROC R ] BESSARSE T 25, (H A
i8] % 1 A5 A A Y BB A Al D AR A IE R PR AS

TEFLEE BT 1R W 5 ZR W B2 Al g 32 3l B AR BG40 B 45 722 14 T S BB o7 2 3 s
174 (Mintzberg flWaters, 1985 ; Makino%5,2007 ) .40, 24 7h 5 & A F AR % 22 i wh s st
(Asgarifs,2017) , B0 A S VEIKEE S HZE P 0 TR B U] A A7 AR ER XU
i} (Hernandez?5,2015 ) , DA S BB SiRioxfe LA /2 Aok 30 2205} (Pangarkar, 2009 ; Min, 2017 ) , 4
Wb 25 F 3l M8 5 — ST AR XU B B OC R L BE TR AR A, Al = Bl il ¢
FREECRE ST, T DI IR o FH A B R BT UL, i v A O 5 R R B BE ) (AsgaridE, 2017
ZaefarianZ:,2017) .

LS FSE o, BHE OC R W 2 AT BE 2 A b 730K R 0 246 1 ¢ T 5 4 rh 9 UL, SROAN g
B | A B 3 ST B VEDC R , PRl 3E 16 TR B (Rowley 45, 2005 ; YamanoillCao, 2014 ) .

— e FIN Ty B A OC ZR M AR B 2R MBI AL SR RER G |, PR Ry Al mf
REZ3 FH T HR AT S B R H AR, R BEOC R , 3038 B TSP DR 38 T A 3R 0K B DG R A5 3, T X
S5 RIS B SR WO A BLEJE 2 (Gulati, 1998 ) o 7EXT 14558 A= W AR 2477 I 156 B 1Y)
AR, ReuerFlZollo (2005) KB, 15% K B2 TR H AREE TR ; 34% K B2 1h THK
LT 4 Bl 235 B 5 T AR S 1% A I B Al A R 20, 58 PP Aill i 58 TR i 2 3
(IR B 45 3 Makino &5 (2007 ) KX G 28 5 106 W 1 OC R M AL 0 S R 25 ORI T 25 w2
FE4R RIS SRR TREE I B ITE AL TR YWl i TE i B 0958 B R B, 15
B OCRWAHRL G AR S R4 , B BE U5 BT Al BORHZ A B SR L PR DL S AR A ]
KA AEA, BIAS T B OC R FFLHa A T I S B A5 o SCPR b AH LG T2 — R 3R s e, A
KAWL ZRAEZ R R E G500 T &AL 1 AN RIS LA I B G R BT A o i 2 2L
HFLEWLA AT A g N2

BRE K RWT R R AT ERRREE
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x2 ETAREERMAKNEKEXRIRARKEZN A AH
PRI ESHIS FRA SR TR

HBUES o RIS eI 2% P i, LB (ol ]
o APNEIE Doz (1996) gy ok mr e bty e e e S R
S bingFiDwyer TR I 2P R B R 7
" s e P 3 LS5 A R R I , P25 B AL, i
WG 8 A S A ST L 34
VF 2 M R i B2 W)L T , LB e,
ZHEVR Gulati (1998) — BB AR UL 55 SE UG H R AT R B Skah
P [ 534 o TP AR B2 2 TR ks F 5

i SR G T A 2 RIS 2, 5 0 DA SIS IR
E%EA'ﬂZ Kogut ( 1991 ) ;FIJﬁ‘—ﬁ ) Wﬁ#ﬁﬂﬂﬁE@ﬁ%/ﬁgfiﬁlﬁﬂﬁfﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂﬁ s

sesm IR AR T [ B S 06 R L O R 35 A AR B
THAREN
Ses ok Hemandez RBLMGUY T B A C Sl IS 20 T XCHE Y 55 5
(2015) 10 R, 2 S BB B AR T XU (OB B 0

TERANELER Wi T, T X T2, el 2
AAT IS Asgarids(2017)  HUFEHTC BB AT AR B AL & LA A E AL (L S BN B

AV iR
iR AT AR B #1807 S LA SE A 91 2R
N LULeEB oy Min (2017) IR , S Bl7 1 B2 %, Al 204 DA 5 iR A4

%, S E VR M BRI B IK PSR
KRB S RIR IR , 2~ BE 7 S P il 2 BT PRt 1K Bk

giggs] DS w Fiy B S AEHOD A TR
3 1Al T 2 RIS B 2 e
SRR Gl TBLZ 517 LA R Y
SR Rowley (2005 )5 JEflu LA IR, Ml AR 5 1 2 M AL R
AR YamanoifliCao IR R 1HIK (RowleySs, 2005 ) o 7EEK B 4H & R HUH:

LT (2014) B A 22 00 AL 76 2 5 P P A L
(YamanoifliCao,2014)

GO - A AR AHSC SRR B
=. BRBEXRETRATE TR T

KT R BT FT PR IS R 4 &2, LA 5% 6 B DA B 56 RIS 1) B3R I R 2R
KRN BEFHRA i BESEAN R A, DL I B 5 2R W iy A1 7 B [ 3050 7 56 T J AR R

()X RN HEE A R

AP B R OC R ARA B, &l T AR SREUIT T 55 801 1 AR T 55 5805, LA
KeFE AR P (know-how ) 57 A 5 3 LA ECK A 55 408 359 BRI 5% 7 (Hamel , 1991) . A5
TG 22 0 A B A AR , S0 S 0 T () R DG 2R 2 R T B %o 2 4 B B AR e s A T
A5, A B Al %o 6 15 (4 AR X 42 AR (PfefferFllSalancik , 2003 ) o R , £l 8] %% 5 56 2 A AH
FE PR 2R R I B 6 R T4 A T4 T LM i R R O AL R (Makino %, 2007 ) o 38 3 X BLA
SCHRAARER AT DA & L, Al 5 0 226 K W OC R IT AL s i o 32 B2 SR AR T IR UAR T
JEPE R IR A1 55 7 18

L. BEIETUAR A il (R) A BRI BE 7 TCAY , BRI T A VR A B8 U5R) 38 [RI R, B 58 s
FEAAE R L7 5 28 RS R 0 = B B A X 2 Bl R i) 2 38 4 Xt
M REAFE  CAH TN E G (Greve,2010; YamanoifllCao,2014 ) kLA Ik #Y 56
F R (Cui%E, 201 D RS AT 5T T SR TTANT B W 56 R T I 2 RN o A1, 4 EL

SNEZ G (FAEF )



TR BIE BT S ) T % E A (Min, 2017) , 4k B8 11 AT FR (YamanoiflCao, 2014) LA K R
PR TUATHRBE (1 Al 2578 R 1 k28 (Wang Fl Zajac, 2007 ), #F 23R Ak X R HERL Y .

2. IR S WA T A W UR A S M, PR ERAE B VR R 2RO TR] | ] 28 W6 TR IR AT e )
AN, UL R [R) 20 5 A o 22 S R B AN [R] ( Stirling , 2007 ) o YR S5 P X6 B B 56 28 )32 )
—ARRLTD 8 o — 5 T, VR S SO M TR S ofe T R R A Ik B M 9 U B AN AR T A B
(Sampson,2007; VasudevaflAnand, 2011 ) ; 55— 7 10T , A BRI A4 A8 B, B8 S5 Mt vl B
T8 T IRANHESY , P EOE KA B4 P M AT AR (Madhok 45,2015 )

A [ 5 S o e A A B v R B ) WE R B4 (MlitsuhashiFllGreve , 2009 ) , XA
FEF R S B I 2 6 R A RRUE T a o BRI, XY BT A A T U S A R v 1 TR
TR B, AN B B 20 S v i) H At Ak Ak (Cui, 2013 ), DA A BE B ¢ 28 i AN 30 B TE & VR Ik 1
(GreveS¥,2013 ), £5 SR 5C R AR C R T RE 9551k

IR S M S UG B IRANIRES , v RE S A S B O R O RIS &
S = ST ANERE , DASAS RIS A 7= B AN — 20, 32y BB B0 O R M E %
FRAY BN - (Greve S, 2010) , BRER A & TR PO AS S S AR s AL i 25
SR (Kim, 2014 ) 5 [R] B, AN FERE 0 0 530 57 7 28 283 48 ORI 6 45 4 R 76 36 B b S B
(Madhok#§,2015) , 5% I i 46 i 2 25 T B0 Sle ke L T ) B 4 i ) 422 ) 22 i AR (Heelfat I
Eisenhardt, 2004 ) ; ILAN, 546 5 10 9% TR0 H 2 M B pd SCEETT IR, nT e 2 ALK 5 | K5 i DC g
TREERAAVEDLS X238 R AR HBRAT B B A HE R (Madhok %, 2015)

3. PEIRME AR R UG , Al B B 2075 R A AAE , LA AN R T4, #6
S5 IR R G UR 4 A (, 2E TARARAEG AR PR A AR DG 2R, BRI B O R B 4 A 0t v

MR 5 A SRS B A BB AH DT, il A IR B O R X Al B e 2 L (Hamel fl
Prahalad, 1989 ) , {i)MV #4 G BH 5C 2R A9 S HLIE SR BRI 75 7 (Makino %, 2007 ) o BEET , £k A4l
) 3 X A Ml ) A3 AN 5 S R SR IR o F B, flb XK A Al 1) 9 U AT e B AR
#6114 (LunnanfllHaugland , 2008 ) . SR 1M , MV 7E SR SIS 2L T 3758 5 P M B oR & vl g4
P35 FpAE 4k (Doz, 1996 ; Asgarids, 2017 ), 3X AT BE AR R 2 B8 U5 1) M0 (A sl A el DA A DG 4
AP SE LR (Teeces, 1997 ) , T30 A Ml 25 R sl A3 B G JC R TSR . AN, Al iy B 44 ¢
TR TC R A S A AL SR AK Al AT 3 R TR A B N, Uk 2D T I R W VR A (Cui 4
2011) s FEBR B G RIE U , Al T B 2 b A8 LA VR SEms o 5110 , 55 SRR U9 s i F At Aol &

e, B SARFEAKAE RIPE O OC & XU T R A VR R 1 T AU EAIHE A P (Cuiss,

2011) IEAI, Al P Rl 23 3zt I 5k W She k2 S P58 AR A0 61 , 17 308 3 I M 3R A5 W U T R 2
AR PA PSR (Cui%s, 20115 Xia,2011)

()R F AL (I A 5 Z W 2411 A9

AT F i AL AT B 006 R AW 24 m R ST, 4B 7R T B B DG R R Mk B AR At 2
PR AR SR E BT T b BB RR 2256 T AV A5 i B R 26 A R o

1 B0 A AIASE AT 55 G B2 B RE AN H b o) 54 FE AR BURN &% J'& A1 ( Doz,
1996) , N, B3 SRR & 2t 72 (Doz, 1996 ) (B B3 4 BLAE 71 1) & J'& (Hernandez%5 , 2015 ) i
X ZERNF 5 (Gulati, 1995 )45 225 T AT o il A3 K BR 2096 O LR TRI B FH 78 8596 1 X6 AH B
1555 LBk (Hernandez%%,2015) , B S R Al e A2 -

T B R 28 56 X6 S 2R g B AW ) PO AT 458 A7 A6 43 o Pangarkar (2003 ) & 81, 5 HAf Al
ARSI TR, A B OC R AR A T )8R /)N | 1T Reuer Fl Zollo (2005 )45 2] T AH B 45
18 . Pangarkar (2003 )%1 % 1980—19964F[0] 4 83 5 A= M- AR B AUMF 5T A& 8RB B e I 422 56 %)

BRE K RWT R R AT ERRREE
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EB A AR HL AU ) IC 8 25 50 L SR T Pangarkar (2009 )%t [dl—4 1l i i — 2B 58 rh R 30 T S8 5 A0 11
ISR < B 2 W 22 3 o Ml 7087 56 R B R4 T B 4 T A8 2R SR M RN TC 24 R 27 2T |, DR e B
RIS TR LE I, T A8 5 A R R i 5 R LS 3 ATk A
AT REIA g2 2] S B8 A Al T ECRE , PRI, 6 B 2 5 AN X R Al =2 [ £14) 5 28 W 40 ] B
15 (Pangarkar, 2003 ; Reuerfi1Zollo, 2005 ; McCutchenZ%, 2008 ) .

LR 25 R R 0 0 P AR S AT N R FH ) A s T R B, I SRR 2200 T I B 2R 56 (1 T A T
DA B B B 2 565 17 FH 190 0 R — 1 45 DG 1 ) 0 1508, 2l kb b — R B VR 4 3 AN Tl i
(Chung#iBeamish,2010), B¢ ¥ £ 40t Al g 23 AR K WA g mm Ok, b — ke & Rk
F TS, L35I H S M2l | J R 46 R RE 23l R M B T 265 55 PR R R 30 2T /U0, s R
AN 25 FE BB 5 AT G T I 2 AR %) 28 0 AR R, TRTEBG B 28 50 1) 56 2R & FH AL 9% = P o e o
TR AR I B 22 50 T R B I FH T [RDRE A S5 1 28 S0 B A o 7] A8 79 B ( Lunnan Al Haugland,
2008 ; Pangarkar,2009 ) . Pangarkar (2009)fifF5Y B, B IR 2806 5 2 1R 45 S 2 R ) e R 21k
LG5t A IESE T B 50 10 L A

2. A AE NGRS 0 1 BE R, Al 22 (B A H 2 A VE S i AR I B 1 B R AR O R
[ e, 2 5 35O 22 Bk S KR B4 7= A, DT S AR I B R R e P o 120, P =2 T ) R A A
B, A AT REMH T A AR, X A BRI (Xia, 2011) o Hk Ak A 2 A4
ff Al ] (R AR FA N S R S U o A9 A, Al 38 2 Sl s N B3 T i Al i SR R RA A
Z L ETIRAT KA L (GulatiFI Westphal , 1999 ), 2415 B8 56 22 381 18 KA, 45 384 ]
BE St T RL N6 22111 220 22 [0 3k 32 sh i i0BE 23 (Giller fllMatear, 2001 ) A1, — S84 &
VEVE R B 400 5 2 W 24 1) SR B o Xia (2011) &3, B IRI KA 28 B R B rh 9 S Al s ) 8 52 G A
R 55 A A A A oMb R AR ELARASR , B 1k 2 A b Bl AS b 5 G X A

GEKE EEATEREURZ , 0 FR i AR B S , D0)Aisb =22 [A] AN 5 S SR T, G Rtk
AR PRI T A RIFFE 2B, aed BE i A SO BT RN e 0007 7T R 2 BELAS A bk 1oy A A 45
(SodafilUsai, 1999) LA K 55 B B i 56 (Rogan FIGreve , 2015 ) , 524\l 4 A A 22 Al gk
AR MY = A (B8 755, 2013 ) o —J7 T, M4l SR Bl A RIS T 18 R R AIG R A
FREERT, BT A ZL AR A A R 5 53— 1D, o B A PR B RN, 23 el il AT ek
ABAT A ARMERE T o BRI, il A e] A 56 25 i AR DA T B e S A B B 5 R AU MR 25
FAIE I L DA R AR ) DA B i A At 2 PRI T g 5, A2 K R O R P 5 e B % TR Y EE 2
[T

(=) S5 F R AL (A1 A 5 22 W 4 11 PR 9

MBCH R I R4 TR B ELAT S RHE BB B2 A 2 Ak PRI A5 48 2 by, mT Lk B Ik
WX AWM R P S T HAE SRR LR B HESL (Coleman, 1988 ) , U AT A AFSE 25 8l 25
P AL AR A SETERT ST REAS 25 0] 3280 I 28 45 K L B R AR A BT T 4l I 48 A AE
X AR HR AT ] (SR, DG AT 340 DAIER B D) 286 Py 2 (A2 TRIIF Y T KA 21 6 DG R Ak AR 7
PP R UC LSRN DL K Z2AK A 2R Hh A 43 J2 S B, 3 B A 56 ZR A3 L 22 AR P EC A 1 i e
HET R G AT R

1. SRR AL 2 P28 BRIERA AR5 2 B, AN B RE Al A SR [RIAK AR Alle, o g AR B4R
1) 9 2 A B AR R RN A B 5 TG 22 G AR BT, D149 T8 A B 1) £ 20, B ) =
JTCHEXRRIL IR REFRE

T, LR A T AL A 1E B X AT RE 208 BRI B AN Al (B A4 SR, 24
A SR E AR, TR E B, BT RES S AR 5L R R R | RIEA A

SNEZ G (FAEF )



Z [ e G 0 T 0 18 3 A9 4N, 7R A Sp IR Sl 2 18], — 5 59— e F2
] AR R 2, WO AR OC R B AT AT REZR b, DA 1k 1 ) (Hernandez %%, 2015 ) o 7EHK
SR G, fE S A BT A A M A S [k | an SR A Al 22 )77 i B 3 4, IR 4 fE
G A T B A O ) o 5 o DR 118 RS M) JREASU: ot LA £ s Ak A e U i e 25 55
X — KR (Asgari®s, 2017),

R, A ook R 5 L [FAK AR =TT A gk i, SRRk A S R 5 7S B0, B B
LU I AFE (Coleman, 1988 ) o 33 A A 25 &4 I 2 X Bk A ¢ R AR # 2 M Fa e ) &=
(NahapietfllGhoshal, 1998 ; Moran, 2005 ) . —# , X TS Btk & e F EES AR, =
TCHIA R A AR TR IR IR , 1155 T Ak RIS AR e TR IR R LA W] Ak 2
AL EAE R BN, 5 X e — 2D Ak T = I PG Al ] AR AR . Cui (2013 ) A SEIEMTFSE
WESE T3 — o 3 R FESE A EE A A H A, LRI AR A s R o W B R L, PR R 4
v 2SN T fRAAEAK AT A 55 A, ST B G 2R 2 S8 AE T R AL 2 3 SORURS: v o SR, 6 A il
B[R AR AR i £ | B G RllE 5 (Polidoro, 2011 ) o6 AT AU Al e [R) Ak A48 v
A SRR R B DG R A AR AR (Min, 2017 ) , BCHA SC S i ) T4

5, YRR T AEE 2 — e B A5, =TT & 2540 B B i S e SRR A R Y
VB AT A ] BE S B B AR FRAE o Greve 5 (2010) & 3R, 76 4K A v B il =T &
A S 7 Al R R K T e 3 s <At T AR AR T 30y, 800 T R R O R INT LRSI B L LA FE 2K
PHIBE B v o0 286 v B A e FIRCAR A £l , B fu 1) T LAREAA Ry B AR LR IR B . — T A B 45
TERCA TP R B SRR MRS, — 5 THUERA T = B i A e SR RE I, 50— T Ui B IR G4 7
R 28 R AT R (R RO TR 28 A5

2B R o MDA R 28 A7 B DL R A AR R I 45437 ' (Rooks 55,2013 ), B 2352 Ml
KRR o A A e 85 R TR A7 8 8 DO 2% o B 5, JB8AT ) Al A K B G 3R B K
BRI S A AMEAR B0, A0 ) T4k FR AR IR R v O SR TT, PRI A OC R 2 18T, X Al A o) 45
DEAXTFRES , 238 BN e 1 A KRR IT S B0 AR E o

T4 R 2857 B BB A b ok B 245 BRI BE IR (Burt, 2009 ), A K B 1Y 75 2 (Powel 145,

1996) , IRt , Ath T DIt 35 D0 245 A7 5 1) i oMb 38 5 R 25 3K T O 324 D T 2 iR, o J B (B A9 1) i o
HREE %, PR It BB 6% 30045 B R R 36 B G U SRRV (B 43 BC AR 850 , £ bR 1 356 SR P o ] o A 1
(Rowley%§,2005) SR, 78 ML A7 B X FREYIEE H , — 5 T, W BB T A FR 1540 T 55
FHAT A IBRI BN A IE , 55— 5 T, T T2 3487 B 1 Aol 8 I 2855 R i, T ARG
SRS A A B AT A B P 7 X LA Ao R 25 R AR Al (R IR 44 7 R S B AR
PRTRIFRAIL] o PRI, Ah T 555 A 4% o7 5 1 ol B A1 1] T30 11 AT 166 B2 (Rowley 55,2005 ) , 41 4
Ee ) AN S A s S U S e

A BRI LT —SB0A R, Al 287 B A KFROE I S R B AFE R &R, 2R3 B
) —SERFFE R B, A lb A7 AN ) AT g 2 A2 i il B B I As e Bk A OC R (Weng, 2016) , JLHTE
PRE IR I vk A Ak iy BT 0 3 — o ) Bt DR R s A2 , R AL 8 0y Y B IR SR A 2 mp
BESEAN R, 0, e M A5 AN X AREE B D28 AN e P 4ol (%) AR s LR A2 I 78 S A X FR B
B B TUAR B B BT L RE 1 (Ahujads, 2009 ) , 1T HBAS ARG 8 4l 1 s A LR AR B v Aoz
Ab R 1 = A A % (Rosenkopf Al Padula, 2008 ), I B (v A X R 216 B 56 R AR )
it PRI, AR T 22 5 I 28 (5 AN XS R o B T O 2R T 2R ) WU 30 1) i) S 45

3. AR HE BRI IR A A RIS AT IR A DG 2R Z AN A BE IR A s [ 68 70k 1 4
v XA AERK AR ) B AR S (PfefferfllSalancik, 2003 ) o 7EHK B 5C 2 22 AN AHEAHALL G 5 114 il i 42
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HES XA 1) ¢ Z AU M = A ) o IR SRk 32 2 IR BR A 6 AR A1 06 R 22 TR) Ty, DA R Bk
T ANEEAEAK AT T 00 AR BE A ) T R AR ZE HEEA TR 9T -

AT 3 B A b 38 2 38 A K A I 2O A BLAKPE O R IR AR BURR o UR
(Hoffmann, 2005 ) o 15 B 21 A A Ak B Al ) A 8 U AN AR RIS, AR AF A oMl [ A9 AT R AR PEAIG , £5
S Al R BERA IR A A, L 2 ] RE A IR A ¢ R B2 (SwaminathanFIMoorman, 2009 ) ; [ 2,
A A BB AT B TR AR S Al X Ak AR A AR (Xia, 2011) o AN, YA KPR
BT AR R B, B AR P DA AE R T A S Al X £ s AP A8, IS, B8 R AS AR AR P X
FE S I ZE A T R 20855 (Cui, 2013 ) 24 BE BR 2H A PE IR AR RUBEAIR IS, £ a5 A lb T fii ]
TFARIE AR A A Mk O AE XS BE T 2R A3 B BER , 45 R SR 1 55 A b B 0GR 5 2, £ s Ak T g
S A S R 155 A9 A ST = BE Al AR , AR A B R A4 E ) (Yamanoi
flCao,2014).

F5E 8 A B IR SE AU AT UC FOHEE | NSRS T (R A0 A 42, A A BE R A BRI, R T
S PRER W 0 R )50 R KAk, Al 2 AN W BV TR AR AR S T TR E . X 38 3 5 DT C Y M
FRAERT, H T XAl 19 56 ZR AR RE ) A SR IR ASCR 1925 18, Al vT e 25 25 T 30 A 156 24 (Hampl
FilHoffmann, 2015 ) JF- 20 #E#7 AYHK A OC R o T3 H AT RRJR Al 5 A e A fE A T DT FL )
BgahE, U2 sh S22y , L [ T BAN G R B Z A2 5y, £l A e ZE R Al
AW T T BAMOVCED , XK T AT UE MIHESE (Greve s, 2013) o MAMEAEAE B SR |
HUCELATELELK A (Min, 2017) , AN FEAK PERAT SR ZU R G A BT, Alb A7 T 3R 91
B A EER S A Sl (Grevess,2013) o E RN T B AY N SMERIN 4% 56 R X B A e P
HVTERZI

f%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ
(O

ShEmis

C:yﬁ/%ﬁﬁﬂ
WX R

ORI : 2T Cui (2013 ) AYIBREL AL G 75 TP, MR S A1 100 26 4 B EA T4 e P2 JC S
1 BKBANZXRTEE

4. BEH A2 W2 A BE ZAE MEHES (LaufiIMurnighan, 1998 ) IACKH , MA@ HEERFH I £
AL, G PR AP 2 Z e AL R R RN 2R 0 43 A 2 AR A0, B IR]—Fh 2R 0 22 R AL FR B 2 A Ak
(Mohr45,2016) , AL HE | [A1BA (I B X 4% N JE B30 43 1F 0 0 J2 I 44 JFEFHE DY, J A ]
PN, 1 AR B Al 14 56 ZR R EE (HeidI45, 2014 ) (5 [ Al (4 [ R 15 5 (Mohr4:, 2016 ) (Al
FEE (Rowley 35, 2005 ) 5 AH [F] S AH T A Al =2 [1] , 35 T =2 10 28 05 o G 6% JL A A 0 BT A A% 58
A7 4 (DavisHiGreve, 1997 ) , X T REAS B -t 1 57 B TAME RS AT I FBERAE & Ak Jm
ANFE A, FE T B AMAL AT RS IR AETE ML F-HE , Rowley a5 (2005) & B, 24 T 3kF S A [R] £ (2
Al =z [a) 25 A IR FR 5w A o2, IS R R SE 03 IR & b A BRI Al [R] 25 SR AR B
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AR IR R JZ T, M B2 70 bR N S8 A R AU P |, AR AL AR IR &R At 5
TAEMARZ T, Al i) £ 08 R £l AR H IR 2R AT ) gl )~

HR A ] B E #E32 (Lincoln fIMcBride, 1985 ), Ja P4 A 17 f4) 4 b 25 5 Aty A4S o M o o . 1)
W, BT ) Al 2SI IR 2R 82 HEAS [R) R 8 £l 2H R 17 /N VAR SRS e 5 7 Hh AR [
) 40 b 2 A IR ZR H B R £l 3R ARE R R TR 2 S i R Al 3R R B R
(RowleyZ§, 2005 ) o £l X6 B (4 DA ) BRI B B 3 5 25 | & I B PN R 2 [ 1) ip 2 Rl
EFIARNIE , FEOERIR B R AT RN, 20 240872 WA e 205 A A 1At 2 28 4
FVE R LA ST (Heid155, 2014 ) 5 FHE 9T n3E SR/ NA Ay a1 (9 H AR A= H 5 kR B
IR S B BE 2 T L RS B FRE , T EOR R TUA AN AR FE IR (Mohr,2016)  IEAR , 4
M 26 AN [ A A7 ZIA BN, 38086 B DN 7= A T BELRS Al [R5 A A i, 3
RS S A A B8N, Al T LASS 16 B B 2R ED G 9T i s i) s il ( Thorgren, 2011 ) .

van der KampF1Tjemkes (2016 ) 5 T4k P37 A1 BAJZ T YA AR PEXTIBE B ¢ R A 2],
IS R AT K B, Al 2 1 B4 AT A B AR AL ORI AS X R 2 i & AT BA KT 2 R A5 %, 30
LR T ORI B SR 2 T, I 22 Ak AR B = A BT

(V) il AR A ) B B G 2R BT 4 iy PR AIF 9

1. IECHIEE PR oAk 2o R AT b BRI | 268 35 il 2 o) B 2 A K R O R Y F 2 AN
IRBE, XA b A5 BRI B3 56 25 1) RS AT B2 25520 (North, 19903 2535 R % 2012) 24 T 1R IE ]
JEE PRI B O R T RS R 2 TR T T T 12 A9 B, 11 502 0 ) 53 0 MR O 2R 2 5 i) £
b X B R 6 2R A B (Xia, 2011 ) 5 Hr 242055 o B BE BRBE O AR 1L, 3 AN TR 2R g 4k 256
F A BRI (Zhang 45 ,2016)

2. AR IE I EE R 2R e R IE I B A g e PR 28 T, A 22 R0 T A S E At
W AR R B, 20t 42 904E AR By« UK B B At S MR RZ ) T Aol B TR G R ARk
(Merton, 1984 ) ; 201t 2047 3 [ 4 A 7ol (1) HL AN 28 A TS0, HLEE T Al X iz 3eE
TR A P FR I A, 2 2503 B AL P N A R S B BT O L R T S BOE I N
25 P BE BT S B T HT TR A Y KF- (ChufiDavis, 2016 ).

(T I B O 2R T 2841017 PR A ) R

HX B G 2R BT S 11 i R A [ e AN | T e LA (R RN o 3 o SRR & 30, 10K O 2R I

SRS E P R AR AT RS Ak , T S AP IR O R AR A RN F] RE B AL .

1. Z5H 40 R 2 BB RIRLON o Min (2017)4& 1, B KA RFLe it (] 3, X BA AT T % B
APl AT AP X R B G R T LA 71 [ 52 0 23080 55 o PR IS R A HERS , B T Ak M OC R & H
TEA I B L 27 2T 00T B0 IR A AR 7 0 R, DL RS PR T B B AR A 1 35 (de
HolanAIPhillips, 2004 ) , iy BV 115 fECEX 28 50880, i 1) 3 7 1 AR 1 B B8 56 3R (Das FlI
Teng,2002 ) .Greved (2010 )42 Hi , S48 5C 2 FN ML AR5 Y N 2R J7 e 6 Al il Hh A R 3 1Y)
S, (HBEE 250 R ) EE s, Alk REUT 3 2 AR IR SR T AR A B FHR AN A A Y
BE T, P45 PN 2R D1 RS RN 2308055 , G R BT 2R 18 JRUBS: 25 2 15

2. ShASRZR I TN T 5, R A I A O R 38 3 2% 2] 3500 T )k Jre ik B Sl 545 Bl g
FUEAEALG] , PRk, 28 55 358 2R 07 X6 Bk B O 2R W 284 174 07 T8 2880 17 e B[] 5 K 17 A5 21 588 b
(Greved§,2010) o Hvk , R A T AT 0 0 [l H s FHARL RS 220 B) i e K A4 hmT DL
ETTI M B[R] R AI A A9 ¥ BREE ), S L6 PR A5 R AR ) e (AR IR A I R AT e T g
R I, 5 AR B E AR EE B EE A B << Y 45 B8l L g Y% T /& (LunnanfilHaugland ,
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2008) o Ji , PRI A] FIHERS , £l 2 PR R B 22 B OIS 2250, 3 2 S BO0 Rk 85 S 5w 4 I
SRR, sRAL A VIR H K G 22 19 B R (Hernandez 4%, 2015) .

M. BREXRTRINERAR

KT HRIE 5 R 5 e S KIS 4 (FakharizadifllGera, 2016 ) , H Fi &b T 236 i A
SEEWFSEHB AL = W B B PR IIAT () SCIERIFSY e TR, M B2 1] 2 S e R O R kT Ly
VB ST B BT AT R A, A A A AR RIE AL Al 724556 2 5 R (Burtfl
Merluzzi, 2016 ),

(—)&BFEHL

X B A O R T L R MR 6 U I SRIT T B 2 o BN, Bakker (2016 )5E T3 AL A0 A (1A
GER I, Al B R I H R 23R O 28 U S AR ], A 458 280 B R SR R B E L
i, I3 B HA A A rR 7R 258 A T B 7 (Chung fllBeamish, 2010) , S 2B W G501 R
VR 7= A I H e R AT & B, AalbalR 3 B3 0 T JE TR0 B 2 0k 5 R0, R
1B H AL B B A B R BE R A, 3 RO SN

B 23 R IR O R T R (W B SO 3 . Zaefarian® (2017 )N K BB SC R
TE U (R Bl BB A T B2 DL B A a5 Al 56 R PR IR A BRI, DR T il oy 32 s 45 3R
— S R IR SRR IR BEOC R AEE X R A T W SEUERF T 3R B, S R S5 e ) i 4R
TSR BRI R HESL R AN 1/3 AT LA iR B R TH R 56 28 Hp ) B A

(D)RRER

XA O R R LS EINGE AT S EOC R AL, I D A A TER v R . —2e22 3 A E5HL
%) £ JEE TR B OC R W SR ) X 2 OC 3R 5 2R34T T 9T . Zhelyazkov Al Gulati (2016 )RS, X4k
Al BN S R 5 R 2 S A AT T S AT A VE AR flk A4  Zhelyazkov FlI Gulati
(2016 )# HY , A1ZUNAVEH R H AT BE 2 Bl B 11 7 25 0 T A A5 5l 0 4Bk A 3645 B
1L, A ARG B FRARA VT A VE IR I mT R o RIS, e 4 3 ) XU Al 2 7 254 o 245
AR A A FAE 15 ., AR T 1R Al A 2 b R 45 v 78 B VR AR AT T . Zhelyazkov
(2016)%f KA A b A BR-EVEPK£E (limited partners ) FIRIFE & L, VE g 2 FHK AR R4, T
S HADANY AT R B AL T R AT AR MR BN ) T HE A LAl ST FLEE AR R .
FakharizadifliGera (2016 )3 T4 &Y ARPIS A MLS,  BE B 2 R BN LS5 KRS
55 B RAE ST 38 1 2 IR DA 7 20 I ZE 28 40308 B St il A S 38 5 B I 26 B, 4l f
IR D T 25 K KA 5 BIRLE 5 X T DA A2 R A Al R bl , s Rl b S 58k, [
P R AP I AL A5 B AE S s B B e

BT UL SCHRERIR AR SCR T I DG R T4 1B & B AE AL, A2 o

H. ARGIEMRKRE

B OC AR W AL S B L OC 3R 8 B ) B S RF S 40, 7RI AR LS | R T2 AR LA G ARG
WFFERIAAE L T BN R GERIZ LRI AR 2R Gl A TS R Y 7 2R B, e B
KA WIRIIWTTE N TT 12 BB S AR Bt — 2D R i, JUHURAEIR B G R W R = R D7 T, A5 4R A7
TER IS ZS LA T, A SO AR BLAE LT LA 1 A SR AN 5 385 BIATHESE

(— MK B2 5% R W 2R Ay i A

L AR 20 B PR ST AL A 1] PR I S R W R i 52, Gy L
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JEFItKAE :
KRB | | RN
e ] mEmA —
gk | | BEE% | [ware| '
— | mEat | [ mamem |
V| OBPETE H— l ,,,,,,, e —— |
e
HRRE i o memns
WERME | T T

[ Ermmmx | | soemx |
R | | sEmE |

____________________________________

| #iERE

| R |

B2 BREXRHRMITENERTEE

A BRHERME 5 TR 25 S 2R, T DLk BEARIBE B G R BT SR B A1 sl 16 B 22 1 JC vk A AL 1 3 it
R, IF ELAT LU 7R EAE I N A P IR A5 , 25 82 51 TS A A A L 3K R 28 S o Bk B OC R AR Pk v
) 1EH (Shepherd®, 2014 ) , DA K A B DA (i 2 % i b A1 2R HH 15C A 4 (Greve®,2013 ) 6

2. ML BhASTERSE o B 5T MR ARLA TR 2R 56 RIBT B R E AT T 5% (BAE N 45 sh 25
PE THATSRATAE— LR S 1 G, 25 A A B A 0 25 kA 5 1 AU T 20T A 58 B 360 X B B
e PR AGSZ  , Xob E gp 1 E T9X 2% Sh Z5 K B AL A TR PRI AR AT A T S R, R IR G AR
WT 2L ) DR 245 ABIF 9 TS SR A7 AE — R A 1 [l S0 51 0, A B0 A 6 2R T 4 ) iy PRI 9 AR
A XTI BE A SO S e RORNFRE Z RIS &R o

3. B OC R  BE AT ST o AR T SCAb R BE TS S B E , i Foa i i AR S
BRG], A I PR AR S AR LR AR B R ZE 5 X R E Tl sk e
b IR SIS SRS , FT L EA (1) BES A AUR AHIEE o B0 , b 2425 PR (A B B 4
AP A AT BES AT B R R BER T S M A IR, BRI , AH RIS % 3L i 3 R 2R s T 5 B
B S TR, PRBE HR AN sl 7 R AR AT BE R il AR B O B H SR, o an kil FE AR R
AR LA Bl IR 22 8] B RE M 5 1] AR — SO0 (ML 5B SR S M A RIS K R B sh S R T
SR AT AR L B A AR

()RR R I

1. KR W B R o BUA WF 78 e BH B2 56 R W 20T ARG S i, 3R
[F)3R HH SHLRIAS [ 58 8 4l 3B R I B AT 27 AR R R 4 i 2R o X Al AR AT AN [R] 28
UG R0 5 BT 9% BB M DA 2518 I 0 I o 1 5, Wil s A 3R ShpIL il (e 9% & B
R LSRR s AN BE IR 4 A B SR R Al A BRGNS ] o R, A A9 aR
HX R A5 BB AT R S0, (910, BB B s el 14 3 7 1 S e kg R M A AR B A g R
G PRI Y LA

2. K ZRWTZIRTAi b7 25 PR M o X IR B 5 2R W 4 P U DR RIS [, PT F8 2 52 M 1B
PR ZFIARARAE IR AR BB EIA R , USRI RN AT B G I AN 2 2 B Y (Weiner,
1985) , WEE Wk S ARAN AT 3 A5 BB 5110, 32 5% & B Al ¥y i b A ARDE , 25 LU AIR S Ay 37 3]
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O 24 A i M RO o SR P P 25 0 2 B /N o ARSI 5 22 D FRL 1 BE IR AR TR AL g il
1B HH 7 SRS () 75 25 e SR o O RE Al alR H A 7 25 I SR A B Bk 1) 25 S (448 56 R 1) e
HA HERE L,

3. KAWL b AT R BERE o AR ARG T AFRITER 28 5 2 A B X il ik s e 3 Ay 52
W) LA AV AT A R4 o T U 5 2R KT S Al 8 I 245 %) B KA 4 2 il B B R f s 72 A
LM SR, BUA AR5 A DT Al X6 I B O 2R T 284 118 oy X LA R s VR B o 5 et 7
M S]] A 5 s e A TR A (R K £ 56 2R (SinghAMtchell, 1996) , A 25 T HE— 5 BRIk E 2R
G Al A A s A R [ Ak L IR A, TR AR B R IS AT A T 58 3 All H] 56 R 45 sl 7
PR A E B S, X H G W K Bl A AT s T 0K 3 A AR HE B BB, Al Y S
LR AT N AT BRI

(=D TIER K&

1. R FEAH G & o 5 A ARG A R 2R AR S EI S A St BT 1) 6 T K S R B 4 1 A
KA BTGB B LA R R WIS R T, H RSB R 56 R4 RS
A, AR 2BIEE DK 4 B AS AR SCRRAE , A2 BT BRI 5 L A, — B R T4
FAIREN A, AR IO R FF 4o 3K A 8 P 5 LA B 7 FH o 1 4, Burt M erluzzi (2016 )4 H W 25 375 R
FE A D L5l S BT RAIE I B R R I A SR AL M AR
TR, 31T AT O R AL, 2 (5 8, BRI A ST B 4 AR AR Ak, A P AFEIX —F4 2 N
FHEIB B OC RWTRL R J R .

2. WAL R R A A i1k B SCHR R PT A& B, IR 5 T 22 s DA Al
T IOCHREE A T BT, BRI S LA T R R B R I A 2 KA R LA S B R 1 A1
W26, [R) B 25 2B B 1) 2 AH O 2 5 28 B4 T R RRAE X B B 6 R T 24 9 52 i), 47 20, Hamp LT
Hoffmann (2015),Heid1% (2014 ) 381§ AF S A, R B SETERR 5% T LA BUAE B 3h 2578
APV B v R 1 )R S ST F e S 2y S S I s s = 3= A P ) ) L d o

A XTER O RIS IEIT LRE | SRR A LA T o o th TER S RN ZLE 2
PR P IS 28 B4, IR, 3 AT RESE I IS G5 1 A7 A — S0 I G A TR 1 TR 45 ) o i
PR —BE22 35 38 AR 9% AT 25 88N ) PR 2 22 (8] A9 B sl WP B B 56 2R A S i) 3] A0 25 8 ol o6
R EEHBE S 5 b E IR B RE ) 22 8] 0 B Al AR TR I RO SRR IR ( Zaefarian , 2017 ),
AR ER BRI i AT B 10 PR R A4 S B o6 R A8 Ak 2 [R1 A9 B 8h (Min, 2017 ) .

B WFFE A A et 2 ARSI 7 B DG 14 [ R 451, B A 9 AR 2 S T K B At B Xt K
P B 3 1 3 S A SR, BT LA Al A e] O X6 OG R T8 Al A AR PR 4 DL R O 2R
RS PR A PR HES T L
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A Review and Prospects of Alliance Break-up Research

He Xin', Chen Chuanming', Zheng Ying®, Lu Ke*
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Summary: As an important research field of alliance relationship management, the research of
alliance break-up is of great significance for alliance stability, firms’ network dynamics and
performance. In this review, we take alliance terminations, break-up, withdraw, dissolution, disband and
instability as key words to review the foreign literature about alliance dissolution and firm exiting from
alliances. This paper firstly clarifies the definition, connotation and firms’ behavior motivation of
alliance break-up in multiple theoretical perspectives. Then, from the viewpoint of instrument and social
factors, the alliance break-up research concerning antecedent factors, context factors and consequences
are reviewed at firm, bilateral alliance and network levels. Moreover, the research on the consequences
of alliance break-up are reviewed and summarized. This review attempts to contribute in three aspects.
Firstly, we clarify the connotation of alliance break-up from multi-perspectives since the definition and
research boundaries are ambiguous at present. Thus, this review could enrich the alliance break-up
theory and promote the future empirical study of alliances. Additionally, this review thoroughly sorts out
foreign empirical researches on the antecedents and consequences of alliance break-up. We also
summarize main factors and important conclusions from multi-levels and put forward future research
directions. Finally, based on firms’ network context, we integrate the existing scattered research
conclusions from the perspective of the exogenous and endogenous mechanisms of alliance break-up,
and establish a systematic theoretical framework.

Key words: alliance dissolution; firms exiting from alliance; antecedent factors; consequence
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