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F AR ML SR S R NS A BT S ) B U — (Hoskisson 5, 1999 ) o i B B8 77l
HHLHE RS LI5S Sy A BRE 25 25 B BB AL BT 1 4l N &b 2 WL 2R % Al
FE AR ARSI 2L T Al A8 B RSN R A5 B P i <5 B AL B 2 (Powell 55, 2011) 3
K, EBOA A Z BRI I 1 80 il s R SR ot 5 A RO 2 , 58 i i AEASEASI £ (5 PR3 P )
AR (1 RE 1 2 B Al B34 Y 5G4 (Helfat M Peteraf, 2015 ) o Rl 2 76 2 44 AR B PR 35%
Hh TR R T SO RS BRSIZ , Al SO TR HORE B 2 M R B TSR £ PRI P ) —
R (Powell &, 2011) o T FREE BRI L2 BUR A B9, 1 Al 7R PRI 545 B
Wrid R I LIRS i s A RO R Tk, A RE S 4 M 2 B2 A s SR h L2, 4R e Al

il

ks B #A: 2017-09-11
EEUWH: BRAARFFALFERA (71032002); BE 8 KAF L4 F 55 8 (71232014)
e B #1(1988—), %, B RBRFFEF R AE GRIAEL);

x| M5 (1987—), B, %38 K FFRF R LR A;

FEEK(957—), B, ®% 38 K5 E R PRI LA A IR, & XAHE K FHAITREK,
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3 P (GavettiZs:, 2012) .

5 A BB R4 BT 04 P9 DA HIHIL R 2 — 5 | A2 2045 s A FRAF 52 (Bingham 1
Kahl,2013;Gary#1Wood, 2011 ; Gavetti%, 2005 ; Maitland fllSammartino , 2015 ; Simon, 1987 ) .28
FLAFE # R R AR — A~ 45 sl v 5 SRR A B 55 — A4k sl T 4 [ R 7 T
e A ¥ 2 7t AL 2 sk R, D i 25 148 B B8 DT sl T ibdad B AR RIAE B , AR S s 22 565k
AL PR Y EE B T A9 )R (Gavetti fIRivkin, 2005 )  7E LS A= 16 b A LB 400 0 H A © 2 56
BB g S I R R F AR I G R E WA 2 A R B K (B AR 2RI SY
FETHEHAZ UL (GavettiFIRivkin, 2005 ) L4724 , K 36T 28 LU BEAG AT 5 AE 2 21 5 s
PRI TR . — R A 0K 2 HE BRI A A5 35 S SR U B AT 1R R 4T s (1 2
WUHUER 55 AT B0 5 Al 35 4 52 67 (GavettiZs , 2005) il 5E 40l 2 o4k i % ( Gavetti FIRivkin,
2007) 5 HoAth % ws A= =ML A EL B (3R 55,2007 ) R BRI B 4l A5 (Cornelissen
FIClarke,2010) . 52 i A A FEAT 55 (Gary%%,2012) R B8 (Martins &5, 2015) AEXF4b
LA R TS 4508 E T %2484 (Maitland A1 Sammartino , 2015 ) %5 . 55— &R - 0F 55 F AN
T A S B B AT T W T 5 T 7 A ) OB FE Bk Ak A L2 TR B FE (Grégoire s,
2010) KB = HEGE U5 A Y R M T ( Lovallo, 2012 ) | &S84 B (Miller fllLin, 2015)
S AT RIS AR AN B B R K o R BBV B T, e MR AR 1 A=
. (GassmannflZeschky, 2008 ) . /D 504 & TR 5 T, BRI LU R 7= i 4]
#r (DahlflIMoreau, 2002 ) F1H AR A1]3#r (Gassmann 1 Zeschky , 2008 ) B 521 .

DAL A3 BRI ST 3 H S A BILTE R AR AN 52 TR BE T 110 R s PR 5 %) T B A e e, {HL
AR L P A LA 1o A DA RS M L S A A R BT A R G M A TS © EL AR A o HUE:
P T e — b 26 AR QU Bt A i (ST Bl T 2 HL B A AR 25 B ( Baron Al
Ensley, 2006 ; Grégoire, 2010 ) AFHIJEAE E B 58, B T A AE A RIAH OGS B N 48 S 2K L
B — M TS, H A T X — AL A X R (3255, 2007 ) o X R fET A — 7
T8 1028 LA BRI A A, BRI f HB A — R T B ke 32 S0 20 T
B A A T BRI 42 AP AR R4 1 FF A 125 ] (Ketokivi®s , 2017 ) 5 75— 7 TR K A
SN PSR T 2 LA FRAIL I AR BT AL T & B BoX — 04, Hoad B (8 A5 — 80
TEYN LA 2325 Lo A BEML AN 53X — MU AS 2 % 8, doke A Bl T4120 5 FR s A5 BRI ST A0 O
TE U — A TR o AN A 9 RS A 22 AR 9 0 B 1 ) T 28 A ik — 4 A, O EL7E
2% ARBTG5 | A Z R 2 ma 28 A ESUR I R R L (B — G5 — O HE A G 45 2K I R
22 8] AR DG . AR A AR 7S e T A R DL 2T BRA , & 54 2 3 T-RENS G o 2 3R 8 v
PIHTEL 2, (R X Al 22 S 0 T O SRCR  2 n H1 311%A 11e (Baron fllEnsley , 2006 ) o 75— J7
T, B AT A 2F IR & R DHT GO R AE ) X H SR 1 52 1 25 32 DG 1, S HTR YR [l A 56 TN
% (GavettiFllLevinthal , 2000 ; Gary HIWood , 2011 ) 23X SE /MBI IFFE N 25 , R 128 U LY
PR 38 FH AR R 2R BB T Bl — A B 52 38 A HE R R B 7 FH IS AR = Al
PR — B M, X 5 L2 e R AT R 2 8 X

U, AR SCH e gi A JS HUAE BRI R AR SR ST a0k 2, 5L 1 288 L A B Ay S A S RRABEARY i i
TEZE B A A I AR T, MU AR DR AR IR 25 WG A 3 I 40 1 S0 258 L 3SR Y
F R R HR i R A — A AR R, IR A2 26 e B R R R AT A
JZ A JZ S A BEAL T % 354 A A R A K e 52 i 28 L HE BRSO A5 Wi R 38 B AH B A
KR T T 2 HHERRAF 5 AT — 25 R FE (0 IS0 AR SC 5 38 e 2 1 Bl R R s e 3
BRA SRR — A FRIEAS R PR PR BT T R R 58 (1408 SE B, 0 e ) 52 i 3 — 3 8 17 O e A

SNEZGFEEHE (F40EF8H )



RO PR AR AR
. ETEIEERKRRE LR

TEIAHLC B2 Q5 , 288 LU AHE B A 2 B AR A i IR FL RS | In) @i o ) N AU
A FEZ — JRE AL B 20 T 2240 A T e 28 R — B, (HHA R4 21
g H R B8O A T U 12 12 1 Bl . Morgan (1980 ) & 3% T — &R 51 S, WIEF F# I A BETT
W A E N — FMETE T 1A e AL 2V PR CRR R AR EE RS ) v (AR FH o (ER X — B X s A
T LR R HAE R — D RAR L RO RE S, JT R S L g2 Qo] 7™ A X — )

Gavetti(2005)5 | AZE LUAHEFE ) AT R SR 1257 LU rgi i e] 5 A= 3 — R8T, -4 H e i 28 %
WA BRI, W LA S P FE AN A B8 I IO FH 28 S0 25 e o s ) 1 o 2 A Lo
B PR e R BT LA R R A O S A A e A AL R 14T HE B (Farjoun, 2008
GavettiFlIRivkin, 2007 ) , &2 55 7 28 5 AR EE < — 22 PR AR OC ZR TS AL R W1 B A R 204
L, —H =i AT AR AR SR BRI A 7R I N 2 B R A 7™ R B AT IS S e 3, I8
S A T 3 o TR 488 2 ) i 0] 7 B SR 4B (9 SR BRA 7 20, 3 ol it o A SR s Ty 58 o
B0 AR 8 o I DR A S — R B SR L2518 i B, AR I TSR0 T LY
R IRTT RGN R LB — A R AT FL . Farjoun (2008 )ACH 528 HUHERAR [A], 00
5 AN R e — P B T AR R A HE R o L N 3 TR e SR T TR 5 | AL A 15 i B A B h & i
“ERIPIRZCIE RGBT, I R A 1z iy 5 1 as i AR URAE , DR s iy 2628
eI A iz i H 2 Ketokivias (2017 )$ 28 Lok X — A JFIHLAR] 1) SC AR A2 T HF B2 A~
0T T A BSR UL , FEANAS R AR ABU R o R I AN R 85 , 28 He i # ] DA 2 B 2
ERE U N A A R —FIE

AR SN FE T 2% L2 ) RS DR SRR TR X sl A ) — A s ) T 717 R e 2k T SR 3k
T, 4G — RN ELERNA TSI B S A5t [ 3% KA Ao (] SR 10 FH IS DU PR A D[R] A
AL I T H AR )RR e O RAE, 18 F0 2 A ARG B2 B AR UG 5 T ry 418 7
LN T B bR S (GavettiZs , 2005 ; Gary flWood, 2012 ; Maitland fllSammartino, 2015 ) .{H
DL P BRAEAE S — 2D U B AR 123 (8] AR5 — B B, PR G — i B2 e I 2 21
4 F-1 (GassmanFl1Zeschky , 2008 ) ., [A] %5 [ & A7 A 914 2 B4 1 (Farjoun, 2008 ) ; 7E55 By
Bt PR X — i PR A9 8% (LovalloZ$, 2012 ; MillerMILin, 2015 ) . £ 5 8 A B4
(Cornelissen, 2005 ; Martins=, 2015 ) 1042 A B HITR AL & R AY X 51 (Surma, 2010 )55
() 5 55 = 20 R AT PR M PR A0 & 1 PEAL RIS A4 T 8 ) 1 2 (Baron fllEnsley , 2006
Gassman#llZeschky, 2008 ; Gregoire?:,2008 ; Surma, 2010) . 255 A _FFGE#E SR, o 1 HE i bbb
VA LU HEPR AR S R AR SCRE AL 75 LT Sl R A AR AR (AR L T 7 ) o

1. St o D3R 5 TR 1) 2 H I 58 09 i 0 B RRAE T AR B RO R AIE . L AN, He 5 35 T X
BT SR INE , A] RE DA RS2 55T B 25 e 40 UAR NIl 9 3 11 IR 22 S iX = ANEJE S0Py
X118, I X T S 025 B 3 A< A RIS <TH 9 3 45 iUAS 35 v Fn <0 2 1
R 22 R T )

2. WS STV A O R A, Dok E AR HE AP 1544 72 (computational procedure )18 52
¢ B AR 137 SO PR L 5 < B ARG B AT LU, X R 5t PR VR IR E 5 (source
context ) o PFAF L R IEIF AN Jmy FR TR i 25 B 22 10, B nT LUK A At N 2205 iSRG 3 L
i, PR IR G A 1 CE B B ) FE SRS 1 2% 5 e o AR A e LA BT 9 1 DR 22 31 A
KT L, 38 2k FR A g vt 7 i ) 22 S AL B S AS T i 28 1) PR3 — 2k B vh , AR 4 o i

A R IR T B I B SR 3R LA B A A R
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GERRUR - A5 AR AR O STk B
1 ETREEEHERBRRERTTE

[r] T4 H R AR B v i BBCRR DA 455 19 572 1] 3 72 ( Gentner, 1983 ; Gavetti%F, 2005 ) . {H 5
—SBRF Y IR HON Z2 2R A S AS F i R B T IR SR S H AR BT Z A1 EL XA, PR e 4R
FRAEAEAR R IE B9 224185 35 v % [ IR F O FE X, i b T 22 il 42 14 )2 1K (Cornelissen, 2005 )
(BT R TR ) o 336 S T i G2 1900 8 R AIE S4TSR i iy 5 3 1) H AR I SR R AE A A A8 3
A B2 0 AN S PR [ B 25 ARG T = A B R T — /g =5[], (A8 B A Pl BE ( Cornelissen Al
Clarke,2010; Martins%5,2015 ).,

3. FIWT AEXT A S TR A T I XS L TR , SR TR i e H A B3 (R
D SR N Y EPIN TR U (i i s 2 L B kL B D S AN D W& b ure S -0l 1| P SEN S B ey d I =PAN
(MaitlandfllSammartino,2015) . F A, A SCHE S PSR 35 B T il AR LB 4 D sy 1722 Ak
A T A TR 27 2R T R AT SRR 2 AR R — LT A R R R

4. 49 F A TR RVE R BT (48 S TS 5 [ B AR 2 56 ¢ ARG 5L HABE 2
W RCH A 2 TEANE B </ M LR 1E” (small-world-representation ) , BISWR o i 11 <22 54k ik
W FTA 7P 25K — B 0], PSR 5 Ak S A A A O 25 S AL RS 17 B BUR AR 2L A A OC HFRIB 515
B LGB VAL PE SR R EA T T RIS, PPAL A S 7Rt AT GBS DR B e 2 2
TR R TR L G 38 8 T SRR — 25 AR RO — i X R R s, TR Do L
FEHTTT ) R M 25 A

5. ATBN M AT RS USRS AR Y 58 TR R R BB B B0 TR
WA A IR A 3G I A VA B S AR A2 A D R I B AR IR AR I A il
i LB MG IE R A S RS A7 T FEAC 2 H (Surma, 2010) . FE AN, <22 S Ak s Y 52 it
AR , R T G RIE— 25 T AR ARG — T XA S /s 2SR B 1E 5k
SR Z AT sh Ay il Tidiez .

PiMaitlandFiSammartino (2015 ) EF X WM — ZE R ALl 5 R FE AR T S A T A T 1Y
PR G50 A i ] LA AT BRI LA Bt BE AR I H PR R v SR S Y R SR R — A
FHIR R0 ZRAE . L an , Ak A AN T 8 3 iR S T AR I BER A B, id e
KT BORAFLE P FHOC I BB IR TR 33 [RIAZ B2 R 28 R R B JE BURM S SCREFRGE Al T
SR H W 2T, T AR 5 3 B 2 R[] 1) SCHR o AR At 5 [ Al 7 2
XY S, TR 3 2 BRSO T It T 8 R L DX Tz 2, IS 12 b IX P T8 AL [l Ry 12 T 9% o
TS [R) 2 B S ) 22 Pt 858 L0 LR R ) 32 X185 il PR o < BE 28 < 24 RS AR f
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DAKe 2 iyt DRI B8 285 BE 45 5 T 2 %0 0 R SRR o LIS, DRSREE AT RE Bt L) 1%
RN S IEAEIATHY I A e TUCHC , DR 2 75 I 1 AR W s AR AR5 58 (B TR AR
W AT RE LA BRI R — 2P A5 RICER | Fedn, ZHEUROC N ST RO TR N 17 37 HoAb 85 [ £
b A FPAR DL A a5 1 R TR T i FE Al A SE N BUSSRARBOE 256 TR L3R S
T H AR Z 1A AR HAF B, B AP 58 38 FMB IE S DML B DR RAE TP i D S 2R Y SWR . i
o B A B OC THEPI T B R R SWR , FARTS 1 — R INTEAR N T 37 LT I iz 8 i S Bt
FAFECER AN, EMUCHIT F DT N M 0 TR S S B, i s S Tl R AT
KAAT L3tk XA IART 5 BRI 2 A —E BOA SCHR ) BR T 55 cfe i, I L8 B sl ok
5 YT IEAEREA T OB F BT LG, A5 RT3 58, IR ARG AE i e A7 sl SR BT R B
= IRIEEL 1551 — IR oo

=, HMELLEEYRNWEERR

DA B AT, 2 LA E s R — R AT B S R AN A8 S T A R DR SR A
i T E AR B R PSR ACR B TR 2 O AHE R R T B M FER AR S
H bR {55 Fr VL AR A9 RR B (GavettiZE , 2005 ; Maitland fllSammartino,, 2015 ) . 3% VEEo PR & , 45
FI3E T S0 AT REME K AR T, Z2 I e W38 o — IR 2 LU A Tk 31 LA b DEC Y A%
IR HAG12%(Garyd5,2012) PR L, R IR 6 PR 22 AT 4 15 28 LU HEFRAIUR DU SO AT A G SE R 2R
A DA A R B

TEZS LR AR rhy , BRI B30 OV SRAE VRIS e s LA S 305 SR 25 i 31 e 24 i e
TR, FRATTIT LAFR 2 R ad R DR 2 AN RIS Y e o A L R iy P28 LU A A ) 195 358 3 3 52
Mg A b o i PR 3R T 6 R SRR 7 A 5 ), FRAT TR Z SR AR R 3= o A R 3 3 o 45 PR A AR
(52 Z2 MRS FANEIE B (RS AE BRI 2R R B R BIARE R A R 458
(BREE TERE 4= ) P FARRHE (2% 2] Sl JCINANE 511 ) o 3% 26 R 22 152 i B AR L I 2 s

()i fHEE

1. BISAE  E ISR AR o, PSR B S R B AR B A2 b DR AR O L 5 A A
FRAEVE L o IA L B2 ZRA R G B AT 5 0 B 2238 D N 3R 0] 50 R I i 454 o R LE R A
JEUSR ¢ I P R 485 44 114 DG TSC VR 1T 3 2o 3R TATARRAIE 56 B, O T AR i 4544 5C 30K 58 Bl (Gentner, 1983 ) .
FRTATRFIF A0 5 8 A B 35 1 B 28 M AR AN R , G540 6 R R FE I 45 P B R B e — i 4
BB B OC R 454 0 3 AT 73 AR Z IR 1 56 R AN 2 IR I G 3R o il B4R 2 R )
PR —— X OE R, L ANEhVE | AL RS J5 B 48 R H A A sh s i i I TE R )
FEAn PRI R B 5K DR G 2R DA SIS BE A5 1 55 o DSk B 48 (AR 5 R T RRAE 1 AR 25 4 ¢
F7RTE LG FAR 2 5 1 i Ao AR 2 B ARV DL, SRR R A T A PR B B A
Bifa BRSO T (Gentner, 1983 ) o 3k T45 4 3¢ R A BT o AR B A B T e 2
ZHT IS T 28 FLHE PR AR (Dahl filMoreau, 2002 ) . Grégoire 5 (2010 ) & PLUE R 4 RE A LU0 HY
— T AR BT 28 5 ML IO T RE A5 ST 38 R R IR S5 FAR L R

R T NG54 G ZRFAE R X o3 WS B0, MR i B S aod e 4 YA 5 1 Oy o P S
Ry =AY ciR] L4 T B VT B A AR DU LA 0 P o <in) s 2 a4 S R 4
R H BTG RS R VLE A BIEE, IR EA R A e A SR,
HR A A T SR AR LA -, 38 0o F A O R R B DR ) VR B o i A A e TR
A S DB AR S A < YT 458 R R 1Y B 1 1Y (GavettiSs, 2005 ) o BTG MR 257 (B3R
B TR P AR I m A ) BAETE , SURKER /D <Y 4L 2 Fp AR B A T 4

A R IR T B I B SR 3R LA B A A R
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OB FAE 5 2tk
ShEtER 5t Bhistt
BrBER
ZRALIE B l
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Fish 2% SRS FffE
R
e %Lﬁ BIHR
i RIS
2 o
SRebE T
T HRAE
L
SENRIEZ)

OB AR5 AR S SRR B
B2 ®mELEBHRHEZRRREZMERZR

BT AT RE S MRS L HE B AR 5CR (LovalloE, 2012 ) o IR, 1k B 45 4 56 28 i 28 56 J 32 J s DE e
JEFE IR H B R, DA AR U ) — 2R TR 8, 3 L o e i 1 S i ok
%% (MillerfILin, 2015 ) JFEWE R VCEL 7 2 T, B WRIE B TEAIUEE 1A IX 55, RRE % 1
TR B 78 PR3 TP B 2255 < LARRARLE: Ry SRl 0 TO0 00 2 FEofs 4 B H R A V17 45 44 A
L FE AT IR EL , 3 % B 0B ASE 00 45 0 W7 Oy 1 0 v RS 5 1) A R AT, e X M R T O
(Lovallo&§,2012) o il & G LA S G 53 B 77 15 R < FRARL I SR 000> B o\ kA B A Ao
B

2. DR RAE AR UA_EWFIE & I Y PR E BE S FE H AR 58 5 TR R A1 S 4540 C RZ IR
BRI St 288 bR A ORI A R o (HL R B 2w 5 42 PR (Markman 1 Gentner, 1993 ) . 36
TE B R B B ) T P R FRAE SR 8 PSR 38 7O R 5 v T I 8 ) ke B s
B A SR PR 24 S B I S A JL A (Gavetti I Levinthal , 2000 ) o /£ —
Y E, SRR R M T e A AR R A TR I RERE , 3 R DL SR AR (4 e B (BN RAR
BB R B R A R 2 (A B AR FH OC AR AR B ) Sl i o B I, R AE 0 i B, 5 L5 A ke
ST BEE R , PSR AR B 4 (Gentner, 1983 ) o Gavetti% (2005 ) Fi ) B0 7 ik & TP R & FAE
G ) B BRI AT IR S e ) BRI BE TP M B O R I B 2 U B T T e g
B 5 B ARIE S AR VG EC IR B, B 15 2 545 458 v A (58 22 8 1) mT B PR B K . Gary Al
Wood (201 1) XF 631 MBA2E 51 (IR BGAF 77 A1 3¢ B AR 048 FAE ) 52 2k i P18 22 2 )
TR0 72 PR (ARG 0 B LA S IR BE TR 2 25 M TR A B 7 A B ) B8, XV R AR P 3 T
R 1) S F WP LA B R AR DG HL 22 f 48 RN 485 0 AR A BE T N 58 35, 1T e 2 e 4
RPEA R

3. PRI BERRE AR ML i R DR A AR ICAC A7 1 TR 15 2R P AN A s Mt S 5 g

SNEZGFEEHE (F40EF8H )



P2 0 SRR PR 28 AT 358 B0 e 22 SR BBURH DG T %) VRT3 158 1) T BB A s o [T, VRIS B8 B 22 ]
DAL T L3534 0 17 BRI 3 hin 1) 38 14 AR 2 A B 1 1T BE 1 (DahlFIMoreau, 2002 ) . Y5
B MR T SR XA AR AR HA A2 ) S A A 35 BT BRAR A TR B, R R SR 2 A A 35
B A Z5 A OC 3 2 R L TG B 1 5 e M X S 45 SR A 52 el 15 S B T U B e R 4k B
H ARG BEAHVC FC A T 58  FEANDEBC A TS T, PSR 5 R 1 B A B % S T Pl iy e« — 4%
FHE 5200 (GavettiSs, 2005 ) . Gary 45 (2012 ) AT A5 R KRBT, 0] <PRAFEE 1 il SEUR TR SR
B R TR R TR A [RME S5 A R AR L P I 5 2 (R A S5 A DT B o o sk R U, VAR 35 52 4% B
TG P R TR A M S8 Sl <4 A D 1 A (HL DT i — EURR Ty, D AT B G ke AR 55

4. JETRFHIE o B 28 LU HESE T IE AR e 20 50 248 5 2 B i R ) — e T )
CEI R 78 TS 2 A TEAR AR B ok J7 58, FLR I 7 R 48 5300 Bl A SR D) o e S A8 SR A ol 2
SEM o J5 7 T B 48 98 T DL RN RS o, 48 S 45 S A (Gavetti®, 2005 ) . Maitland F1
Sammartino (2015 )RS L HERRAS H 5 BBV — RGN, Al 0 PR 2SR 48 T 5 7R
FPPAL R 7 o BT 48 5 [ DR N A SRR 5 B 5 B 48 5 RS Al sy B i 265 B — A
TR SRS VA R R B S S 4G AT R AR S R S R o DR T B A s A R R
AT BB B B T 2 R DL SR A G R /M FERAE , 5 HARIE S A VE FC R B T i

5. 48 307 2o Bl A e 2 FE Y 7 AR TSR 3 Dl o A 5 8 SRt S RS I U SR I A5 R L
Gavetti%F (2005 ) X 43 T fiff F A 2 2 2 A B FR S AL« 1% 5 32X (orthodoxy ) fil 7 207 X
(heterodoxy ) o Hij & TR R FDRHG L4 58 BLARNE WDOR 5 B 1R IR B B A S it — 2P e
15 B LA H ARG B2 R A 5207 KT i — 20 4 3 WA 2 . /il R Ml . 28
T AR I L g 7 =0 il it i — 205 B - o 3 nT B R 20 H AR B2 i 22
it , P2 ) Y 4 G PR AR T, DR TATRAIE AL A0 32 T R 25 A R A AR AL B BB ( Gary 4,
2012 ; Gassmann#lZeschky, 2008 ) .

(ZO)AMBHEZE

1. Dy S 2 o PR3 S ki v A PSS 358 SR R T 2 2 > b B D S R TR 2R DL
52 25 B BT DR SRR R ) o AT B 2 A DG S AR L R R A 2 S5 1)
USRI EL T3 (%) Lt T R 2, PR LG o ] RE A N7 5 4 O R 2 TR A B 5, i 2 72
FLHEEE A RSCR o GavettiSs (2005) &3, A SCAT: 55 L 00k 22 , P 3 (8 RAE e A2 R U i
TRAE B2 . Grégoire 5 (2010) A B, O A L5 MR Z B 4 , ANLRES TR B T 7E 1T
Gy 2R TEARHE , S R TR ST 37 i T i %) R A AR R XE L B 5 | A PR AR R M ) S AL, A AS:
FRALE R A B T ) A] GE T Ik A DL AN 25 3450 A , 50 1Y Z RE Pt 2338 e s 35 58 i< 45
Fa G 2D BC Y AT REE: o TEAN [R] sl BRI A 0 2 JUsR H A T 2 < liig 52 . [, 24
PRS2 D3 23U TR R 5 A S A b R B 2648 07 20 AT A% B2 o it ( Grégoire 5
2010) . Gary5 (2012 )if i3 B P R RS R 25 R AE A AT 55 SE 30 R B 54T 55 2 4
PES ST A C R AETCI T, SC A 54 40 58 B T AR R B A 55, R SC B0 21 T A
55 W) ZAENE i THE M A5 R R I T 55 2000 R A T K AT BRI B N 5o e 4
FAEZR EIUCEL, 58 58 H AR AT 55 B SRtk &7 o [R] B 78 S50 R v 2% 3022 (] U1 B RS 4 g 28
Ji PR A T 2 SRR G ) 7 VR AU R DS L 53 A, Dy S AT 55 A v ok HL
JEURG G, 5 > BT, XY 58 ) T e BRAT EE 2252 IR o Grégoire S5 (2010 ) 7E LA A 1
RS HEARMIRRR RS 2 J5 R, B2 HR AR AR Z PR, T iR 2 iR s
TR 4544 5 2 LB ) AT BEE B K . Maitland fISammartino (2015 ) &% — 5 2 Mg A o) 4>
b ZE BRI S 3, TR Ty o 5 e ) R ) 2 b 22 T IR i S 7R R AT RE PR AR, 2, T

A R IR T B I B SR 3R LA B A A R
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AR A=l BN 2 2 TR SR DG 2R ISR P RO, IS EHE R A RCR BT

2. FhEBAE B S AR — A S P AR 32 T 7 FE I SC e s i h , o
H MBI TS B A SCH R LU R AT 5 | ARSNGB A2 A SR B2
FEARAE S, o f S B AT 5 | PSRN PRI SR B %) 5 3 1T s i X BRI 1) s ol i i A
PR BRI AT FKETRBGXZAF B o AN, Surma (2010 ) & BLLE Al BT i B, i i
FIAT FKEWATAF R F R B 45 0 T F R RRIE K2 = RO AR S B 5
AT RE AT — 7 A TR, 1 S AR i R A BB U IR T I OGS R (A R, LR AR
SUE B BRI SRR AT RE AR SR A BB 1 - b 4, DahlFIMoreau (2002 ) 75 % 2441 57
PRI P i AR SR IR A BRI A R I G0 T, 2 U 2 AT 545 /N n] 1) i o L e
BIVER P b o YIARTAT R B AT 55 B BA S 1 5650 I T s (9 A RS R 7 DA e s S48 12
HORDC RO AR5 , SRR T 7 i S

2T B S A T B PR B AR A BN IR B e B I 8 I i A2 20
FAEA AT BEME , X PSR 45 Ay ks i o SRR R A5 BTl R T B AN R E T
AR SP . GassmannFl1Zeschky (2008 ) A& B 5 | A SN & S b 2 AR 15>ty i o 2 8 ik
BT - Lovallod5 (2012) BB ST s A AN AN G 102>, AT i 4k 2R Gtk i3 S-AH G s S5k
YL VRNGBE I, LAk G A A ) - [0 30 B 34 DA R it SRk S A2 s Sfe ) i DL, o [ s
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3. IREERFIE o MR RRNE R 5 M 28 LU HE B ASCR i S BRI TR R AR 43R 52 2= R
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U OGS I LA S P ] O 28 S X Sk 14 5 i PRI MK, OV AR 1 52 A MR RORG 1 2
L2 B#AIK (Gassmann 1 Zeschky, 2008 ) .
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T U R PRI 0 B BA 5 T 2 S PR A ARAS S A it A s (e —A> 58 408 M FR A
D) P R E OT I o O, P Sk I 0 A2 e M T IR R S AR SR
PR A PR — T ZE W2 R 2 (Farjoun, 2008 ) o PR3 4 27 AT SR A 1 18 28 56 K it 52 8T 1) 34
a0 AT fE BN 22 o T — DI AR, PR S iR B b2 iy AR B & 5 AR
R P 5E O PR 9 28 3 o Miller FILin (2015 ) ABIFSE A BIAE B AR O BRSE vh , BReAEDE RS T
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I8 R PR B 1 52 2 R AN rh S AR B 1 sl A MR, 28 LR HE B R TR 4

4. FRFFE B TR FIRA MR Z 51, 22 2] hHLLL K It IN R 3l (metacognitive
activites)iX 2.0 FRAFAE AR T 2552 M PR SR 45 2R . Gassmann I Zeschky (2008 ) & B T A1l 37 B
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[P I 1 P RE AN 2 WAEAE TR e DS 3 A 1Y, SRR R AE X — > S8 4 AR A,
AL ) B3 PR TR DL LU SR DE B 28 28 R S RS AR SO Ji 1 B T 2R LU R A 7%
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FEIE— N R e P H AR AR A R 3 [ A P 5z e 5 14 3 2 ( Gentner, 2010) o X
F T, BB A OGPl (RIS PR AR 558 I A TR ZI AR ), AAERT X P Ak Y
B AT X Lt 2320 TR B EL— M A 45 ) DG R LS o 3 SO 5 A JR %o T PR M I 45 T
FIPCR IS TR R 7R Rl e XA PRAESY IR AHBERT DL Ead B A B m Ak
FHEADEAL R AT e

TA0 MRS A RN B DR R I i 2 I SR B IR R R B T SR o 220
2 R O I 2247 3 s i AT R R S A E A B AN Y 2R LU R S 3 — i i e 4L
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NFRAEHF PSR 0 2 S, PR A E AR B VEYEA S EAEH L BZ, (EFER FH 2 LU HEBEAIL
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Strategic Decision Making under Uncertainty:
The Role of Analogical Reasoning

Liao Ying', Liu Peng', Xi Youmin"?
(1. School of Management, Xi’an Jiaotong University, Xi’an 710049, China;
2. Xi’an Jiaotong-Liverpool University, Suzhou 215123, China )

Summary: Analogical reasoning, which refers to relying on the experience or knowledge in one
domain to resolve the problems in another domain, is a central component of human cognition to
understand strategy-making issues under uncertainty. Although more and more research has applied
analogical reasoning to understand various strategic and organizational issues recently, A systematic
review and discussion about its process and factors determining the effectiveness of analogical reasoning
remains limited.

We refer analogical reasoning in strategic decision making to a process that includes cognition and
action, to reach the solution to the strategic problem that existed or constructed. The process includes

five steps: encode, mapping, judge, search and act.
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Through a systemic review and integration on prior research, we propose a unified conceptual
framework that incorporates four external factors and five process factors, and discuss how these factors
interactive to determine the effectiveness of analogical reasoning. We label the complexity and dynamic
of the environment, the focus and diversity of external information, the depth, diversity and complexity
of the decision maker’s experience and some psychological characteristics (meta-cognitive activities
and learning orientation ) of the decision maker as external factors, which determine the effectiveness of
decisions through influencing the complexity of the mental representation, the algorithm of mapping, the
depth and diversity of the knowledge about source contexts, the type of heuristics and the search
strategies. These five factors are critical cognition components directly related to make effective
decisions, labeled as process factors.

Despite much progress, we explicate an agenda for future research. First, in individual-level, more
efforts should be devoted into understanding analogical reasoning process. Second, more attention
should be directed to scale individual-level analogical reasoning to collective behaviors. Third, factors
influencing the performance of decisions and their interactions demand further exploration.

Key words: strategic decision making; analogical reasoning; heuristics
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including the overall characteristics difference of the institutional complexity, the government and the
market “both strong and coexistence, both change and interaction” to bring a unique impact, the
organizational response behavior rooted in the unique social and cultural environment, the complexity
and dynamics of the fields are more significant in the transitional environment. Finally, based on the
above analytical frameworks, this paper constructs a theoretical model of organizational responses to
institutional complexity and proposes some prospects for future research. The model emphasizes that the
institutional complexity research should focus on the complexity connotation, localization characteristics
and typical application situations, organizational response behavior research should focus on response
strategies, response heterogeneity, response levels and response ambidexterity, and organizational
response outcomes research should focus on the relationship between response behaviors and
organizational legitimacy, organizational changes or innovations, institutional changes or innovations,
and fields changes. This research will help to deepen the theoretical understanding of the emerging
concept of institutional complexity and help to systematically sort out the types of response strategies
and develop new strategies. Meanwhile, it also points out the direction for the connotation analysis,
feature identification and response research of institutional complexity in the context of emerging
markets and transition countries represented by China.

Key words: institutional complexity; organizational responses; institutional logics; analytical
frameworks; research model
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