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AL P B AR S )2 AT S T A R B 3% A e R 4R
FIE WIS (Sharma, 2016 ) o { b BEARAE IX B IAEE i A5 A6 A7 FIUR JR , 45 3L 3R o 200 1 A AL o
ISR AEAL, il 5 AT R R o VR T AT U R R 2 7R 201 20 SOAEA R B 5 | A B2 IF it
R GH LA, fi A iR (strategic planning ) JE=, B A HE AT R BEA T B 0 HT A T
H 20142 804FAR R , 55 [ i AV A8 SR 1R 2 F8 5 3 5 110 5 2 18 2K K (Vaghe i ATl
Huellmantel, 1998 ; OcasiofilJoseph, 2008 ) . ¢35 TF i F-H A . Stubbart (1989 )48t} , “BESA
IR WAV W, R AT S X 5 A B anAn] L R4 T ST 7 Bettis I Prahalad (1995) )
F SIS G | DR S () R B AR AR I A S A BT AT 5 s A B A T SR LA
BB, B SR R SRS b T A AL A & R R L, 20T 22904 LIk, Ik
W& FEL 24 57 B BIF9E % 1 B (Zahraf10° Neill, 1998) B 24 H , £l ki 4B AF97 4 1T 304F

il

Ystis HEA: 2018-04-28
HEEUH: B #4283 445 B (10BMZ045) ; w)1| X5 7 s 48 A AAHBF L 43 A1 5 % R B (SKQX201605)
TEEE N E7(1990—), B, W KFAREFEF R LR £ (BiREE);

¥ E(1983—), B, WA RAFREF L FRFRBIF, HEHR AL,
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R DI  FHOCHIF S RE AN A T WIRSE SR P ) SR A7 TR TIRLE AN L 268 DN R 5 i 25

ARSCHE L ATR I R SO A R A] S oA OB oA =477 TR Al s 8L
2 ) SRR ERRAE, SR LTS SR AR 585 0 AT SRR 0BT, JELTR 1 Al s S 4 )
A LA R SEAE IS AR AT BT T il O S Y B SR R BE A BEEAN
Fe T B, A4 T Al S SR 4 e O AR A | S0 A A SA I D
77 VG T Al s R A P PR R AR AR TN D ST AR B R AR R
FNZHZYZ I B LU AU A ZH VR BT WU, G4l T Al s S XAl 45
S R R A SR RSN T AR ARRAL TR R AOIRES, i AR
LA AR HRE B — D RGEBVARRREZL , I AT T 2R T 1 B, LU o AR AT
FERRALE T 7 1), o S B A2 O R A S BRI S A

= el g B YR S EI Sk E 1T

(— )&l k5

AL CitespacefE Ry SCHk T T, DA TS A9 T TR A Ml AR AR AT 58 B o 55
I R ORI O B R R A A T ) o R R T, AR SC LA Web of
Sciencet% U B AR 2 o 2B TR D T, 8 BB A A 0 A W A, — SR %
AR TR A= AR AT, SR 5 R P A T OCRR 2R  —R E e 5 e rh A T R T ik . %
JEE Al SR R AR Y AT B A B R FR OGSt 2 R 3R T 0 B A AR I ]
JIFLAAR SCRECT 23 A8 207 XA I SO0 B2 s TS U R KR O “TI=(“strategic
thinking” OR “strategic thought” OR “strategic mindset” OR “think strategically” )", ¥ 2% i} [8] %
B 91900—20184F , W) AF 243 KL R AR A5 P AR 1 (GRJE Tl A BRAR S )Y
F5E 5 e me A AAE A e i FRAE 3 ), AR SRS H G R] A T2, e 113
T SCFE 2 R B EE i A SCRRR AT B R R, K R U “TS=(“strategic thinking” OR
“strategic thought” OR “strategic mindset” OR “think strategically” )V, #iiE hin 1 134%5 AHESC
R, B A5 202475 SOk, 5 EA T T8 R L

() 3CHRIT AR

1. & BT TVRAAE B8 B s L 201 28 804 AR A2 4 Wi AT 274 {1 FHl ““strategic thinking”—
1A, (H A AR H 5 T 25 W] (4 Wanger , 1980 ; Easterby-SmithfllDavies, 1983 ; Mason,,
1986) , A By A HeJ5 1 g3l 1952 7 (Weber, 1984 ) . & F 19944F, Mintzberg fE Harvard
Business Review/x #¢ T “The fall and rise of strategic planning” ( SCEE R 5| KA 531081 ), B IR
B X 53 T S m S 5 & 140, B T il i ms SV AERF 58 A S v L 1T AR G SR B AT
a2 (EN TR ) o

2P AR E MBI RISZ I 1ok A3 10455 26 T-838 W1 1), 143055 & 2% T SSCI/SCLY]
Tl 5380, BN TIA 13558 8 T (Rl 40 58 B9 4SRRI 2= AR T, S5 SR 8 T15 g i
Kk P G KA B 24FF TR T, 43 Academy of Management Review .Administrative
Science Quarterly .Strategic Management Journal .Journal of Marketing Research .Management
Science, TN IATIH R T Management Science#Z SN 25 2 Ah , B SCEYI MR 0T L, 4
M 5 AR A Al A BRAFFE A — BT DDA R, SR i AN FRAE

DA o 3CE A8 H b BRI A fL & strategic thinking  think strategical lyZF il i, {H H: PN 25 2052 X ki S8 2 Y #8597, fiLiu YAIAlmor T

(2014) . R L, AR 302 X K R 20K “strategic thinking™ 45 M1 K R 1) 18 AR ZRIE BT K EIHHZE (abstracts ) fE#H X417 (author keywords ) |

PR (keywords )55 , SRIE T AR BRIy 22T

b e AT R R R
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MR SRR Long 30

Range PlanningJ2455#3C o5 23 24
JEE AL, BRI A Al 20 20
ik S AE i 9T B9 B R 2 — s 1314514 16
HEESE — 1Y & Procedia o o 13 ;
Social and Behavioral Sciences , 10 656 7 s s S 5
8T B S O T R LA 1Y 523|||3|4||24314|1‘|‘ ‘
e s emee o LLLLELII L]l

P . SOS— A NTUNO-0RND— A NTUVNO-0RNDO — AN N T VO~ 0
F W5 o Journal of Business 2222222223322 83223822553zc55055

. . N - e | T o\ Ne Na\No\Na\Na\Na\ e\ No\ No\ No\ e\ e\ e\ e\ e\ o\ o\ o\

Research) 6% 2 SC A 51 56
=, SCHR 3L R R B e B AR EE S E

P A DG AR A& | s SEUAE % 5 i IR 2R L AR SRR R 85 B S LS U W Journal of Economic
Behavior & Organization i 554 3C, ERZ A IS IA T /Y R E4E 9T A RI80cE

PIFESTR VAT

3. BRI S AR A o« OB IR 2 SR
R v ML A5 FIBR R , B g 118 OC B 1)
Bl R R — T ST 0 A T (%
FIRAE R, 2009 ) o 45 G O p ) L g [R5
(ULIE2)FSCE R AR e 126 (WL 1) AT AT,
AT Al R S AE DTS AT A A2, 23 il 2
B IR AT &R (LU th R Ry 4
) T E EE A, W AHE S
strategy (20) .decision-making(12) ,strategic

waork

competitive advantage
nviron|

organizations

management innovation

performance

firm

strateglc thinking

leadership

strategic planning

complexity

winners curse
players models
ion
cognitive hierarchy

thinking
cognition

behavior

dynamics
™ experiment

beliefs
equilibrium
competition
normal-form games
bounded rationality

decision-making

systems

& 2

pev dariioe cooperation
o economics

Podel guessing games

game theory

il ff i R HE BT 5% B K SR A L EL

planning(11) ; J& 4 {luncertainty (6 ) .systems (5 ) .dynamics (4 ) ; 52540 Uinnovation(12) |
performance(10) .leadership(7) .competitive advantage (6 )% ; J& & N J& i 56 T FRVE R A 18 gE
5%, Unormal-form games(11) guessing games(10) .equilibrium(6 ) .game theory(4)%,

F 1 HIASHER 22608 X IFER
s WK K] P WK KA
1 58 strategic thinking 12 8 Firm
2 20 strategy 13 8 strategic management
3 19 behavior 14 7 leadership
4 19 management 15 6 equilibrium
5 16 model 16 6 competitive advantage
6 12 innovation 17 6 Thinking
7 12 decision-making 18 6 cooperation
8 11 strategic planning 19 6 models
9 11 normal-form games 20 6 uncertainty
10 10 guessing games 21 6 games
11 10 performance 22 6 information
BORRR U A F ARG R 4 s

=. R BENTE

(— )l S AR M &

S SN A1 A A O R (U227 ) o it B AR, s REAE O M & S e A R
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AR, R A RV B B DRORAEZR T A e S BLE B ARIEAEE  Sh A
A AR T IUENL 255 5 SO AR O 3l — B4Rl il R ) B ) RTE AR

ML BE J1 )iz FH (Rowe %5, 1986 ) , AN[RI AL (Garratt, 1995 ) , X ¥ FEHL 23 A9 )81 (Herrmann,,

1996 ) , XJ T &4 3 1 28 51 ( Ghafarian, 2011 )55 38702 5 5 2 i« JR AR £5 0T SR SR A 0E 1 7
T RSB L E L iMintzberg (1978 )4 i, R AL B QL& PER (RS EIm i L
2 B, A g SR 4E , Bonn (2015 ) TA Ay 1 % JEL 246 St P 11 S SIC: ) ek Jr ik 5 1)
TR RO B S G ad R A A LA P R () A 345, Low M Ang (2012 ) IS UE T Gl m B84 &
—Fpsz iy AR IERNAY A8V R

F2 FEXITLUKRKBERSHRE

S BAR G SN
s S iz FHAE R 1 (RIS ) RAIE PERN I BE 1 R85 4 S UL SR AT 2 fm

A AR R — e AR, BV S IE R A B LA B T 5, DA—Fof
ENGIlSE b =g S AR S A 0E 7 S
Herrmann(1996) M L2 2 DUBITETENL 23 1 BE T Ak A K S5 R AR 28 ) 22 5] i) 7
AR SRS — DB ST , AR B rp 2 A AR AT A G
LS5 | AR B T 3
Abraham(2005) il A0 i T AT A7 R B A A2 P AN (E

BalochFl A SRS AL AR , B R — N AT 55 05 Tl R IR T B e — B — 2

Inam(2007)  ZEEIRFHELR , B A A BRI, IR AR FUE 1 AP L i S

Ghafarian(2011)  fil i S22 01 524 17 5 AR ST S P 00 T 22 O B 2=
A SE A S fR 2 A L RIS R S 2H SRR SR BB ARk LA S U

Moon(2013) 1‘%%%;&].%3%&*%

Garratt(1995)

Struebing(1996)

OB A AR AR G SRR 2

IO FE I S RS S AR A R T S A A T AR S S (A Bt 3
A AT 2L A I A AT ), DL e SRR AR T 1A O AR A I T A

AL (Nasi, 1991) o “RAAE f s 45 W] 1 KM S0 A S0 AR JZ 0080 S A48 58 XTI (2R (R SE

Lo B3 S YRR R Wiz AT DAHS B 3 3 80 T 1) R TR i m B AR I R
Heiz L5« AR £ 0 AR B AR SR Ak iz ot A o an 2R s R i 3 1T 200 )5 2, R S8
AR 2B ABUBEE () BB i AT FITAR I Bl v AR 8 s 25 1 2R, D Tevk A Ak
IX G s LA 5 LA AR A A

() R S A S AR LIAE S HEpT

AR LA AL R < SRR PR B, A5 ) 5 A AR 2 R R AR AR A R
W o FEIRIS AR 2 TRl T, O LA 5 R TRl | R 1) ) G RN ) o AE R GERR A T, R
TEAERA AT PR AN B AR S b R L AT X ik S S A TR

1. R SEAE 5 BRI o SR T2 5 R R AR IO A TR 22 5% . — 2@ PR D T, AR
TAERE R Ay iz B A ) 25 G R, ™ R X Al AR 1, LR PR R IR W
PE R AN 5 TR TR O 2880 i SRS T R AR A 3 T AR B R R TRy
%, R RIU B ISR AT (Mintzberg, 1994) . —JEAE & A2 10 L, SR T4k R 4
T SRR R, 3R A A SRR Z T R T RIS SRR S L R IS S PR, 3
R A AEIARTT R 2 1 (Soringeorge s ,2016) . — & ia VR 1) I, G0 Ak 12 B AR BRI, e
JESAEEEA A P A8, DA ) 3 25 0 5 AR SR, Tl 41 S0 SEPR TS 2 SRR 2 )
AW, SR i) 54180 BRI EEA (Wyatt55,2016 ) o DU & AR 34 L, Gng L4k i

b e AT R R R
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R BRT i J2 4 B, AT LA SE 452 T AY 51 T.(Simon, 1993 ; Mintzberg, 1994 ) ; %
TR 2 7] 2 PR 1 54T (Goldman, 2007, 2008 ; Soringeorge &, 2016 ) .

DA 22 5 0 7 s SR A A e R TR A 2 rh B R Rl D Re AL, B AT TLAZ % 7 CAH
H 54 (GhafarianflDoostmohammadian, 2010 ) , B P35 3438 i K B A5 kg 22
) RELES 110 5 R PR X o e D SR A T A, IR0 S A 2 AR R e (L1
55 Bl ALV IRRL B 5 YR —E R AR 2.

2. WS EGE 5 KT 1] . Venkatraman (1989 )T\ A il 5[] 2 LU kR ) — FBEME & B 32 )
MRS, Al SIS EAR AT B o LTI, S Sl AN ] 2 1T 5 s 1) < 7 GO0 2 T
L BB R RE T AR EC B (Deutscher®:, 2016 ) ; 76 FHWLZ 1, B &I EH LG FE N
H RT3 (MengucHlAuh, 2005 ) ; 7E 22 T L, BIRF8 FoRBGE 241730 A4l i iR w7 1]
(GatignonflXuereb, 1997 ) . 75 il -5 [7] B9 PN 25 152 75 THT , Venkatraman (1989 )£ H T fi% b 5 1)
FIZSANAERE , BN o0 A i | B AR AR | 2Bl AUXUR: P o [RI4F: , Abebe FICha (2018 )%l
) L 9 o e 1 2 AT Ik R S (domain offense strategies ) FT4T i 7 A% M (domain
abandonment strategies ) . 12 #b, BakerFlSinkula (2009 )AfTA 1 AP FH ) il S 1a) , BT 3%
S LS ] . Spanjol 55 (2011 ) I\ A AR MG T 18] 3 R B Tt 1] 56 4 5 e 1) RO R 2 10) 4
Mu#iBenedetto (2011 )IA ik BT a] (45 737 3 1] (B F 1) ALY 3 ) AR 4552 1] Sarkar 55
(2016 )P\ Ay ik BT 1) B 45 T 47 Tt ) ABIDY S ) A2 2] S0

Z5 AT, GRS T R SR A SV IR LGB SR 4 T AL A A T & (Hughes
FMorgan,2008;Liu%5, 2014 ) , 4 M SRAEA AR F AL (ZhouFILi, 2010) iy T HECE 5N 25
TR R A A T L (I 00 ) 4 i MR T 5L 4R A, DU A5 38 X A4 1) 7 1k (HLee 5
2000) , X5 K A A ) AR LA B 2, AU B S A R SELAE s R L G X £
M AMEIASE , A0 R0 SR T Canilies Bk 5 ), Il i SRR TSR L BT Al 2 )
A [, S T 3 A RS TR LA P ety 22 B D, S SEL A — s 1) — i ek 1140 J2:
— FREEEAA AR Ak = AN Z TR S8 HE A R B 2%, R S AT T R T ) SR
i e RELAE ) 235 3R S ke

3. i LA S R R A | SR 2 A A A i R e S A B IR A T
17, FFIE BT BRI A BSOUR T80 — U A5 o

PR LA Poter . Andrews , Ansoff 55 X% , AT TIA A I m S 248 B 22 M 3R e Sl L o #r
PEAERE SR GE AT R SR A, WESE RN R 5 = U e A A X (Andrews , 1987 ) oK
X Rl LT, ZabriskieFTHuellmantel (199182 1 T —> R G 122 00 i U8 B 5L O S8 4
T — R ATREAS AR S A SRR A A8k R AT AT LA BT & IR DA T AR R T S i 35 4 5
A ATTREAE Tk AN [R] % i 52 i ThT I B RUBS: (S A RIS 5 U2t AT TRE S ff 2 T2 i e 1) ik
WS I 30 5 R LT RE A2 PR b . 3R 0 P b JEL 2 R ) 28 B RIS A, O DL A A THE Ak iz
B AR B4 L, Raimond (1996 ) K A ms SEAEFR Ay 5 T 450808 e A Es MR & Re L

A BOULLE Ohmae | Peters . Waterman 52425 AR, AT TIA A S ms R4k 2 —Fh & 5t L A2 Bl
P BIE YRR B 9 B4 iOhmae (1982 )38 Hi < HA 5 RR K g 5K - -+ REf EOULE A 5% B
45 P IEAR TCZR o PR R AT A0 AR SR B PR ), 370 B Y, 5 28 28 2 BUIR A R [
¥, Peters fllWaterman (1982 ) LA TA A Ml 75 %2 F-FRFe AR A2 A AT B PR A K T 18T X 18 404 5[]
L, XA B F R A B T 0 e R

A5 I SEL A P R UL A T S R 1% i e T i AR 1) A R DU 2 Yo R e ] A D)

SNEZGFEEHE (FAEFESH)



5T, AR TR AT, B B AR N T A R A AP OL , B R A B R A
HERBAER 2 1A i Stacey (1993 )4 s A AE B A2 —Fh Z2 50T TG 19 A ARTATBAES & 78
— A B ZUECRE , BEJE BEPERY , SO AR BUHY s Bonn (2005 )4 i S8 4k 5 K BEPERY |
e S 1 S T 3 S S 4 R ) SR A RS LA DR A ] R S A o BT L, s R
HEREARIERP 7, AR ZAR, s U E SRR AR 2R R 2RI (Jelenc FiSwiercz, 2011)

o, ol AR e B 4 ) T 12 B A

(—) e

RIS B R T — S 5E TS S 5 EMIT ST A
N2 5 ERRMbTION A Z3 il 2 TR R SRR I, A ) AR TIPS (Camerer
85,2015 5 A A TSR AR AR T 2 5 4 W] i TSNS AR TR, AN 44 10 <8 0
TR [AGE R 45 AR T T 52 e b A NAETE BRIV , 25 58 Mk LA lope UL 425 1 b 44
V-1 R i (Brocas S ,2010) o it LA, RIS 58 - iR 4% G2 i TR Be Y Je 2N M2 B AN
K254 (Camerer, 2003 ; Crawford45 , 2013 ) , -4 ok e 5 Ay 52 23 ) s s JEL 24 JRUASE R L e o
GBS REAT A o W Camererd (2004 ) F FHAFNZ R ST T — 25T HE PR Al 45
P 1) U SR K-, 5 R 3R WA R /KT e SEUAR A I 1) Aol S PT RE TR T 5 %o T
BT 3, 7E BRI BT B IE 59 5 B o Crawford Fillriberri (2007 ) 3 T KA RUAG 2 T
I i SEL A 1% 235 4 A 2 A AT AR A R A S I v Y B S L R FE SEAR I L Cui Al
Zhang (2018 ) HEHE TIARN 2 YIS 1 — AT W RERL, A Re 1 HAG A [R) S22 0 Al S A 4 7
RE 7 B A Ml 65 R TDO HA 58 4 5 A 5508 T AT HE T AT 4

(O MAE 1 3e

“PEAT: 3 B R ARSI T 5 8 AR B 5 B HR L RE RE T Bl SRS N A AT
FBRE I TSR G SR 8 T R S AN BETAE (Stone&, 2013 ) o TE kI
WFSE b, VHEA A S S0 B JREAT g R, AT DA B Ll 2H 2 Y 4T R 3% 4 (Hambrick ,
1989 ) o Al JE 2 2 il i 401 S 5 LA BE 1 2 — , 7 i AT B X N Tk AT 1 0F9% .
Bahaj(2010)[]41 750> /NS Al & B 104 , B 45 50 s s SEL A JPEAT: O %) oA VR A 365 307
W R A BRARIR G T I ERE ) 55 5L 3 S SRR SAF AR LA AL R R A
J\AJ7 T - Nuntamanop5 (2013 )49 3iF T S AR AT 48 LA o nl el S R 4 fe
L VLR HE Sy A EAERE ) LA D B RIS AN 2T BE T o Goldman®E (20152017 ) AR 4
PRI, R RN T A g SR AR AT ) 4B DU A PR 2 - 14 BB A AR AL

(=) EFrie

RNEAEIRIIEZON N, BAPRAEAR R AR EE AT WA R R MAEXT 255 Bl
BB K (MarchF1Simon, 1958 ) . WX MRAI T &, A FRELVE . 2 oo b€ B bR TCEERE AR
) B BRI S FE PR 22 B it - BRI & 24 e o iy i o 22 T I, Hambrick fllMason
(198442 H: T = B B HE AR L i B0 2 DAAT BR BRI A i $2 (Hambrick , 2007 ), BEAZSE Vi [R] Ak
BN A 7 AR SR BRAE o Hh AR X SRR, i 278 B ARl (B RTAHS 5 o
L MABATTRE T T I 4 SR TR S i AT (T i D7 ) ) T OGR4 ) FRf R (AT 1% ) ,
T 98 i BR MR, T 52 Al B3k (Hambrick #1Mason, 1984 ; FinkelsteinflHambrick, 1996
Hambrick,2007 ) (41 EI3J#7/R ) . Hambrick (2007 )& K34 i T X AMEIATE R 2 AT TAETR KA
R T, WNTTRZ IS AT 15 M58 3 o 76 S PRV Ed Bt vy, AR 5 1w 245 I 1A

b e AT R R R
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ll A BN T, B AN A BRI, P LRI T P ] WL A B A RN D1 SR
R, IAERS PR BB 57 20E AR TR AR IS o

< BEWE >« JEgE > < HAER———»
» ‘Dﬁ@? \
—1. D S
— iy N > \A:
e ] ) \ WEILS | Mk | [ERS0H
. Al = pogalis
— |1 ol
R | I g%g 5 " BTN
(AR - H % B > > >
LA ARMENER || o
FIEO —>| o R BN
| BmE > \ %
— |- ERWMEE A
|- BREER o
- BfEE | —

BERISIE . Hambrick F1Mason (1984 ) , FinkelsteinfllHambrick (1996 ) .
B3 SMIELEZEE

G LA N 4e 545 B T 6 AR AR R B AR AR R AR, 5 m I B AR
A LA A 2R C AT iR is F s I B E UE A T s AR IY . i WaldmanZE (2004) A4 K A
2 E AN EAR69F AN A0 T BB 78 5k , UERH 14505 3 A ik o 0451 S JRURS 52 i G g s 8L
FUHKT , I 0T AR 3l 50 (8] B N 9 A7 2 BRI A S Alk Mk B o Lee 55 (2016 )BT T
CEOM MR M T HXTE T E PR AL i AR S8 2% . Wang %5 (2016 ) X 30850 i1 [ IS A 52 547 T
JGSHT (meta-analytic ) , 25 SRR I CEORYAFAE WTY] IR F Jeni iy HRL 28 D AR 1 3
HE SR A T (%) G LA, IRiE— 2 R il 0 s A T 3l o BRI Z A6, B L2233 ML A 58
ThFAR R AR R R AT T 5 ) Song EAE  RT RAR &, FSCKE S A TR 4 .

. fIEREENEESNE

(— )k & SELAE 1) Jm 1

A SR 1) SR AR R X T A SRRy R E AN D BE  ZERF R, 2 KX S A
T B VAR AN SR TR0 WM lintzberg (1994 )3 H ik g 2 1) J8 M A O BB, R -]
) P SO AT - Graetz (2002 )TA A i JLAE Y TN IR MR 45 R B B9 21
B, XA S AR TR B FA B AR S, B R R G ARG B RIS

A5 5 L 4 ST A SO 3 AR i 2% 28 DA — b 5 0 AR DA s S 248 S M W Jacobs (1994)
L AR S AR A4S AR M B A R | A BURE RS R KIS e o R
Liedtka(1998)Z5 4 Mintzberg . Jacobs AT , $2 i I B RE 1 Al mg AR TR @ %, BI R GEAL A
(system perspective ) . H 5 £ (intent-focused ) | 5 % (thinking in time) (& fEHLZ 32 X
(intelligently opportunistic ) {5 3% 3l (hypothesis-driven ) . il A 55 B A Ry R e L | R
AT RS 5 O LA AR o e 4220 A JS B2 @ P 58 U FE LiedtkalW AF9T A i1 T 1AL EK
HEE IRATC B Liedtkal 251 HESL . WGoldman (2005 ) 45 H1 1k mé JELZE (14 DU A~ 1 ek
SR R Rk RIS S REACRIEFAE NS AR 1 (BT PR
LiedtkaFHanford T4 A4 28 L 4E . Bonn (2005 ) #2111 s SV AR 1) =AM @ ML R 8% B

SNEZGFEEHE (FAEFESH)



AR 5P b, ARG SR T Liedtkal RGN ; T 5t 541 T 4 R B -

Ry kb ik s SR SR I AT B A AL TR , Mirakhori%s (2013 )$EH T FTIE 25 5 g
YRR 2 (comprehensive strategic thinking model) , BALFE AT AR5 RG A 4E Kok
F X A raE S RS B IRE LRHE S RN s ) ARG R e R
SR ORI AN X A 2 2 5 B ) i AT SR A T 1T B4 T b A i S Tk
AT IR A GEUE T % W S 4 AT 77 P9 (Bahaj, 2010 ; Nuntamanop5¥ , 2013 ; Goldmang$,2015 |
2017 ) o 3X LA FEARE ik i RV i 7 — I B — i g6 S iti—ZH 2R G300 ) 382 i e ks L 4
PR — 2R G R, R 5 1 4R 2 T 2 1 , A4 S B2 TR B T NS sieRs 3
AT S A B MR R R T AR

S, S S R MET YA N A B — g B A O 5 R M B R FEF Y
I B NS HRIT ] SR8 46 78 AR50 AN AR ], (H AR SRR A 2 E 1y, RO A7 2
R P 15 LA R I o ik EL A s o o BURT Y 7 3% Bl A ARRAIE o

() W 4 r I

I T A L 0 7 A o 5 — B
Tl 2 B T T A L 4 i e P i £
ZEV BRI BT [ | 5 2T Bl 5 S SL N

J2 o T TR SE A 1 B T 2 1 o /
IS BT RRN IR B g ol L SN wg

FhfEDaghirflIAl Zaydi(2005 )2 H AIAH1Z
BN o A AR R rh | AR 2K

S.F
T B AT £ )7 T % B . > NF
P (intuitive ) FF1 5% (sensation ) , {2 B3P 77 v ‘
TS S a2 4 (logic ) FUEHE (feel ) , FHH.ZH A 1] < inﬁ >

5 10 A R4 A 2K e — R n S 4 B 5
(S.F) g —i2 5 B0 (S.L) |, H e —J8% YERIIE : DaghirFIAL Zaydi (2005 ).
B AR (NLF) | B 96 —2 5 18 41K 4 IREEBANNEIBIEN BIELR
(N.L), Al FEUGE S 3 DU B AR A B T 0 74 o 125 2 i I o N 25 A 45 201 R) 7t
AR A 24 S e R, A R B S 2, S A e 2 DU A B AR i (B 50,
FR G B A K- (BL0.95 AT A1, -y s 76 T AT DU 2R B AT 85 A3 1 IR I, T A & 207
FEIXAS DX I AR e T s L4k (AN R4 PR ) o 28 — Rl B E SOAR I vk B SOAR B & T —
AN G o A P ) SR TR S ) ] LN Tz B 1) K i SEL 4 Georgakalou S
(2017) A 44 17 S A0 1724 A SCA R Bi e IR, AR SCAR TR U@ Pk i 3k B V5
T SEL A ) AV 1) A LA ) R, SR PH T e S SO I 4 S R R AR ) T AT
S5 VO Ah R S I 5k DU 5 o — R A 0 SE AT 55 R ik AR B 4E i1 7 . W Devetag 55
(2013) 11 T —A G5 8 sh 250 2 2 [RIAF IS 1) L BE AR SR 200 F BRE 808 00 , LA IE ) L 38
) AR ARG ) o 25 R B, LB ARSIV R G0 4R AR 0T, SRR ] AR B , R AT S
—EIAT R o TRV RS, AT B SRR R AR A ks ke 5 P B 3 B XSS [ i

FEIFUHL T 5k SELAE %) S PR AN i T S RIS T v o A SR IR S D T, S I T
PIESRIT A A9 s — BP9, UG 18 SR FUIRIF 5T Ml G A 25 2 oo ic B o ik, LGB
SRIBYE AT AR A SRS AL s 7 R S AR 1 ey, 24 SOAR I v X6 SCAS B B3 i

OFEEAESCF AL TS R A WA a9 3 A, BR TR IR, A A XA A MBS 3,

b e AT R R R
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JoT e SR A G o ST S N S AR TR R, I ELAS 20 4 R s KEL A e e £k B A Ay 4 2
TR DA R 7 S PR [l DU i, AR AE N AAE SR I 50 BRERAR , (HL DO R ARS8 43
FEL ST R F IR N AR 5 2 M A FEE A A -3, B RIT RN E
5, FEUR S R O R Ak, T R M TF A yu R e A 24 AL, WChurchill (1979) 42
KT R LA IRALEE R AT = A R 5 R TN B A S AR SRt A
PEAFRUOCEE A5 FETEM RPN A5 R, 78 22 06 T A B 5 R 1 T R F I IR A T 4%
Fie BRI ¥ 37647 (21Monnavarian, 2011 ; Dehgahi, 2015 ; Juma; 2016 ) , FAG EE i) 5 305 5 Rk
(B R o DAL , A R AR B 0 00 X BF 5 — T 3 T i (P A RS, 5 — D T i T
2R T

&3 BRBLEBEEMNENHRST ERE

iEPER N W TT % ke H

LIV nl Liedtka(1998) .Goldman(2005) .Bonn(2005)
nRES B R REMETUHRHRETAA Goldman®(2015) .Goldman%(2017)
FUARWFFE I+ 4084 NuntamanopZF(2013)

AN B I 7 Daghirfl1Al Zaydi(2005)
35 ORI = S (5 N T Maria%§(2017)

SR Guida%$(2013)

Ja P ek Pisapia®y (2009 ) Kargin%:(2012)

OB A8 AR SCER IR BRI 24
7~ Rl EENIETE

(— ) IR 2 1

R IS NS - S e W NE R4S O 3k e A IR DR AP NI N ES 32 eSS
AR R 2 A5 T

1. NG AR s N R AN D Gt 2# AR g AR M5 B A T ARSI R B oG
SRR I 25 18 , PisapiaZs (2009)  KarginZs (2012 ) B4 1] #5825 HE B T 4E 85 % % i JE 4
IREAFAERE M o3 S PR Ay (55 e S8 A AR B R R 0 T B0 SR (R BE T, BEE A A B 4, A
RS A RERS A IS 1] i ) T it T 22 [m) U4 HH O 22 g D 12k (Sarmany—Schuller, 2010) J7EPE
SR 2 7T, Wille %5 (2018 ) AF 58 IE S 1 P 591 X 5% ik JEL 448 5 TC 52 Wl o 72 20 B I R T
Salavati% (2017a,2017b ) T B B 1t VT R BE B2 RN R B R B K2 A B ) R A F
SEUEIH T 2 E 5 R SR A7 AR B A M A TAE S5 & 7 1T, Goldman (2007 )3ESE T 18
) TAEZE 5K (AN 20 2R AR 45 5 ) AN AR AL A 2056 (AN ol Bl 332 vl s AR kA ) 5%
Wi 5% s SELAE L Jelenc % (2016a ) 5T % 70 %5 #7136 N T4V BB 047 , & I8 T AR 2856 204E LA
I A P A R T %) A T T A

2. MMARFIE PR 2 o 7 SRS S AERIT ST 24 AT , 27l G TR BN RR I AR BE )
AN B AEASPRBRAE D 20 R s SR 2 A 52 0 (Wally FIBaum, 1994 ) o 75 HAA A A 5 7 1
Komlan(2017) A5 2 IS M A ME R 521 I g feoe e 2T ickE S 5 A
A 70 S S A RS S 0 v, A i M R ED AR B S A 3 AE AN e T T T
Dragoni®§ (201 1)ESE T INHIRE T3 76 SRms LA BE T s [ 25 5 78.9%, TAEZ S 7%, T
T 5 2.6% , AN 5 2.3%  FE MR B 7 1, KarginFl Aktas (2012 )iz PSS W i i 2 07 92 60 5k
H 224 W2 0T BB IEA T AT, 485 SR S R AN B B 22 SR i s B4R A = e R (R
SN 4E FHAGFIRE) .
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(AR L2 1

1. HBUCA R R A SR A LU G LRI T I mm Al 2858 R R 1) — 5 & Ml
TR, B LR R Rk S ) 40 BB S A R T R, 180 O R P 5 B 55 STAR A DG A PR AR
(Schein, 2012) . ZHZUCALTT LIS A 2 5 RIFE AW (Kim, 2002 ) , Hrh 2 5RIZH 20504k ]
Ll A [RZ ) 51 TR S5 e f ok, SEBUR AR A RIEFE NS It , E B = il
BT g AR KT 5 L R U AR A 1A A (Bonn, 2005) o H T4 S A S 22D fig 2 — il 2
BIxE LA LAk, T LA 535 1T DL A — R G047 Ry ¥ 1 S 5 R A 4 S Akt i 5 il A
PR A SR B Y R S 4E 7K SF (Shirvani Fl1Shojaie, 2011 ; Schein, 2012 ) . GoldmanZ5 (2012 )jiESE
T 7SPNETAT Ay S T LA S R — s e e S () S S R U0, BT iR R
JEATE R M Al AR S—104E & R I AMBAR A AR S—104E 5 VI AT B IR AR AN Y
51 H A S B R A B S TEAS AR AT B8 s S8 25 a2 TR e AR H X fEHL Y
AN[EIRR AR RN 7 B BUBCR RIS AAT Bl A el A7 8N % FE AL

2. HAEER R 2R S50 1 B B SR IAE E R A U8R R BB 28 3t o T BRI )
K Z ] B 2R 7o B4R (Tata, 1999 ) . Burns FlStalker (1961 )20 21 25 ¥4 45 A LIk =X 25 74
(mechanistic structure ) F145 ML E5# (organic structure ) o A L ALK 548 1 SARPE Ak 55
BB )ZPEEE ] AT 5482 00 & AR T W I BAR S 5 , A PLZE R 2R

PR B I GRZ IR KA B A A A A B A PSR 72 (King FlT Anderson, 1995 ) o T L,

WU 25 F A 1 B D B 30 T TR B4 , 5T S 34 0 A5 e A8 5458 T ( Barker, 1993 ) 5 1M A HL
G518 W) 25 01 1 i AR 1 7 A RN SE U, B 2 sh ZH 2LA5HT , A RN W R85 A8 4K (Pierce Fl
Delbecq, 1977) . Bonn (2005 )$& H1 A7 AL ZH 245 ¥ 38 1k 5l D3 T A7 A 38 WLk i JE 4 7
AERRBE M T AL 2 2 5 ) ) LA s s RV 1) 2 A TR, Moon (2013 ) B A ZH A 45 1 2
b AL S BERS T (5 B ARG RN |, X S iy 2 10 100 ) e R 4

3. A EINER A28 E (organizational intelligence ) f 5204 AR AY(E B (&80 FIH
FUE (Simine, 2005 ) o VR 1 B2k 1T BB S5O0 R85 (1 J0 B 1R Bl 2 A DR BRARE , 2 1M R IR A
LU B Y [8] M . Torkamani fIMaymand (2016 ) LA ZEBAAR AT A 140145 1250 B2 T4 1
XIS, 45 W R g2V B 074 2 (38 s S 5 LRl fivis AR | st A5
—EME HEE EE NG 7 ) X R S A ) B o3 = T A XHE .96, HA4bTF0.95 1 EAF K
S, NS UE T 20 2V 200t w4 AE7E i 2 Mg b 25 B8 An— 3ok kRl amis | 3k
o 5 SELAE B 52 e KL Y aghoubis: (2011 ) . SheikhiFilParizi (2016) BRI A5 H T [FIFERY S5

4. GRS R E AR LU B b s R AR IR RISZ B B A TR, S KU SR rh—Fp
SEMAAE B 1T 0 BE AR RN R 2R A 46 AR B AU 401 5 | 28 7 AU AU L 901 o AR o AU 85 S e A
IRAERT 5 TR, BRI SR T BT 5K A F Fe ) 45 (Burns, 1978 ) 38 5y AU R A2 A
T FNGE B Z 18] AT R Y R B R, A o RV R AR R A R (R ST T, R

ETE AT A2 3 6 U LAASE S 3 IR R T (JudgeFilPiccolo, 2004 ) o AT 45 S A 24 T o4 5,

AT RIS 5 5 AT AR TC R R, AN ERTTUE, T8 6947 R n] LAt 2 R0 N SRR 85 R 2 T il
(HinkinFl1Schriesheim, 2008 ) . 7E S HEAFSE F , Gross (2016 ) % 38 b 1 22 e 4 M B9 /Il Y
BT R TCT 200403 P8 2% ) 45, 45 SR mf A\ AR #8040 52 XU (B=0.21,p<0.05) \ 38 5 431 52 XU
(B=0.22,p<0.05 )X} il s L 2 A U B M) , AT U455 XA (B=0.02, p>0.05 ) 2 AR5 i A s S,
o (BJEFRIEHE BRI E 4, KazmiflNaaranoja (2016 ) FYAF 57 L IERH T AR #1451 S 5 ik g JE
Y2 [B1EA A 2 A DGR

2 L AT, Al s S AR AT DR AR S I IFIE R E AR B 2= A K
Wi SELAE S PR EE T, AT DAL AG A b i e T A iy R A £ A BT A 2R (AN RIS BT ) o

b e AT R R R
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BB RETE PSS
Hs5 CURBBETEERSER

£ el B B HE R S IR

(—)ME)Z T

1. 5 SR LT R M A 5 M o Bl B AR B S L 5 - B RN v P 2 B ) o 32
FATT S BEA AN TR 22 0] BOBL 2 K B4 7005 PERE R (Schumpeter, 1934) o AT L, BV AR 4556
A (Baum®5, 2001 ) o AT SCRK SR A2 S UL X ARG M 285 B AL A T Ry 152 1
BN IFFE o B MBI S J7 T L Telenc: (2016b ) HEEL T X 78 % 7 T4l 2861 51 THY
() 54T, B0 UE T s S 2 (R e S0 4 T AR S B ) Xk A AR BE A 1] (it lg AR AR 7
FEFN A ) A BRI  AEAMARENY AT M5 T, Jelenc Al Pisapia (2016 )IESE T A E4E (055 &
e YE TR AR WAL , B R G A MR BN AT R =2 R (R B AR AR 3248h)
) B R O R - , )Ml 2 i FH R e A, AT %) B B BRI R B = gl o ) st e 2

2. kM S XA 2 BRI AT A ) SRR R SR AR MR 2 JR A AR A

S R 2R s E 3 o ) 8505 T R T NS AR BB I 5 M B A Al Y B R

S, B S 45 S RE T B B A SRk TT LA AR G DL A R S S TE A
R, 52 R E AR 45, SERR TR H b (Al-Zoubi, 2012) T L, TS B (A S0 , A5 3045
SH AR TR AT BB BT 22 1 R SR 4 BE ) (Chilcoat, 1995 ) o LA, s K48 XiF 451 5
H A RE ) BA B o Hashim 3 (2007 ) BfTA T & S8 45 1] DA =g v /N il 45
FHE SV RER T SR SR Tl AR AL A5 T 1Y BE T o Hassan® (2016 ) UFSE T X4
A R SR AR YN, v] LS Bhvb EL Y Y - b R /N S B R BB S 220 1R 5
HE s,

B IR SR X AT R E A S ) 451534 HE (leadership effectiveness ) /&8 40154 i iiz
FAAS NG 1 R fs A28 3k 0 0 H AR AT E BT LA, GG L 4EE R4 e B b RE 22—,
WNR SN S5 S AL fE o Pang Al Pisapia (2012 )36 T R 40 B4k | F A4 A1 S JOAG R T ks S0 4 5%, It
K E ARSI B A AR B A S AR X B e 543 A S TS, 45 R 6 I 7 e 1 A 451

O S+ FIRIAETT AL AR IE R SRR R 5 “ IO FIR ST S A A G 2R 5 B3R BRI S TE A A8 SR S 38 5 < B+ R
PSR FIE NP TEIEAI R AR
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S0 R DA e L L S5 R SRR SR IT Y, R A0 S AR ) R T [
Pisapia%s: (2006 ) . Zsiga (2008 ) Muriithi%: (2015 ) BRTSE R 2 B fik s 6L 48 145 S50 RE =22 TR] )
IEAHR KR

(WA ZEm

1. 5 FEVAE X R 2R 5 Y £ 2H 21 (intelligent organization ) 245 REMS K U A7 5
DIREX AR BRER LY, AT B 5 TR BRI, e anfnfs B B pessmnsh 1 e h
KRRk G, DL TR AR K B9 AR 55 (Quinn, 1992 ) . Al-Zu’biflAl-Nawasrah (2017 )

SO TIE T R AR X B 22 i o AT TPEMoon (2013 )48 Hi 1) Sms V248 14 (48 R 40 I 4

Bl B4 SRR S LRI 0K sh B4R ) LR b AREIF IS SR T TR sh R g T
GRS YR 2 AR N AR R A R X AN 2SR R 1204 B BT A0S
FIPE S B A B R TR X 4 IESE T R B AR R B SR E A R, BB
EALUR G B R LR T — N A B, B B L I E L SRR R, b RGBS
23.7%, B 4 (520.8% , JE S IR B R 4 5 30.6%.

2. IR ISR 7 f AT B IR o 7 f AT B P i & (product development) B I A & 41
AR A AR Ji ) E 2 ) B8 (Brown M Eisenhardt, 1995 ) o & & — 5L T 5L 001 o HE BN 1 3
2 (Oxmanf1Oxman, 1992 ), BIZEr= Sh B E = A F i, S SR M AT L m M 6e,
FER5 AT %) P 0 e 2B ok . i s SE 4 1) R 4 R A | R SR A A A = AN E KA
iR B AT SRR T iE AR S AR SR Y G 48 7 =524 R B e () R, 2 T S G M g e [ A
(Pisapia%s, 2005 ) o K L , AR Mg AR 52 M0 7= S BIHT . Owens (2007 ) AT 5T 3 BH fif s SEL 4 1y ke
= S PR 7= i AT A A R R 2 R 2R (LR 08 A S AR R ) R R AR I i 2 o Kazmi #l
Naaranoja (2015 ) BUHFZE N &S FEIESE T i 8 28 5 72 B3 =2 18] B S B i R =0.39 . LA LR
X SCER B 0 B AR e R IR T S5 =B ) XL H ARSI (GRS SR ) 5 BA A E
(= S AT ) XA B ARSCEE (g 2 ) s IR 2 5 (= i AT )X B & (8 = S Bern ) ; &
P E B P2 B ) XA (s 02 ) 45 B8 32 Sl (= S R ) ) 7 ) 308 (s JEL 4 ) 5 1) 2
A= B 7= fb AT )Xo g i g P e s S 4 )

3. R SR XL SR o B S S AL B TR SE BRI B T 2 8 B D40 A 2
FUAIE T 5k W FELAE X6\ S35 B AR B2 . Bonn (20011 ) 32 T 198 24F i1 1993 4F X 8 K ] 37 A 764
IS T 1) S s BB AT IE BEAFST, R BR3 5% A0 R AU T il e A5 PR e = ik e B 4
TR 53k ) 32 2 2 Hamedani 1 Fl1Zare (2014 ) ST ZE R4S B4 B3 4R L AR AT 43 S 0L
FA 0 Ji B RN B AT T 15003 S50R A () 3, A WA 1 s LA Tl SRl 7 7 35 1
FRAR 52025 3% . EbrahimiFllSabbaghian (2015) . Buckett5 (2017 ) FWF 78t 5t [ RE LS 16 (B AT
A 507N I SR X Al B8 AT 5% M) BAT TH ARG ) AN ZajacFl Shortell (1989 ) X 52 E 85 =
J7 RGNS TOR BE BN G PEAT IR AR AT | & I T 78 S e I i s L 4 5 B2 e ek =22 1]
FETE 2 T JauchZ5 (1980) X358 NMEMA R 1 454F 1 AL 45 T 5 A T U5 R 20T, iE B T 1%
W A2l Al R T IR AL St K 55,

I\, FRGIEFRE

SCHRTHE AT 73T 878 Al e REAERIE 5 1 Ak T REL 25 B B, AHSC AR i A AR, i
AT WIS T3 o A SCHE T AT 254> U OGN A] B I BB 2% B - AR B AR 5 o — A
FRGMERHERL I 6T 7R ) o Al M RS2 1T 6 T 25 58 SR 2R R TT T Y B — Ak 40

O A XAEEIE Y SR R AR E TR Al Bt IPRR P T 000 55 18 o A 2 A I At v/ B 2 B PR s i , BB 7R 047
PRI 254 PR RSP 1T S SR T il ey 2 SR IR ) 74 7™ A AR o AR AT G — 150, A7 LU NS T i 2 U IR AR SR 3 o S 1)
)RR
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ML TR S B BRI T, S 2 e JELZE R R PN A R T RE 1 o S B SR T Az, I
R0 ST S R A PR A F AT S T 5 9 B TR B AR R B SRR Y
TSRSy f e S 14 J PE R AR B T MG, 95 IR et e JEL 2 3 e SEL 24 i PR 2
e S5O AT 45 T T s L o 3 TR I L s B B 48 T o L2, 27 A T A R A
RICIS AL ML @A b R S B A 3 AR AT B 2R S AR, 25> A BRI SR IBAFAE LT
AR TSE R AR

SR LA 5
RS AR e R SRS
RS B 1A BT !
%ﬁ' - ST ) —
ol -
[mamn] lune. o B e ||| B
‘ B |
BRRPH | v 1y o
l ﬁ\%&f 4
§) 2, ml “
ﬁg e T
B A
FEFE Sy 3k |
M W
ik (L Z#
2
| R E R HREE R 4E BRI KB 45 )
rmm|L AU &S L6
1 ¥

6 il AR B TR RGAESR

(— TR AFZHE A Ml I FELAE P AE 2 P T

SF T E AT SR B AR I R T 2 G s A LR B A £ 0 IR R IR ) s L 4
RN TR 42248 MELIERAIREE 2 — MR %2 (Bratianu, 2015) , & X 50 T —
I S04 w3V SR 4E (Mlintzberg , 1994) SR 4ERE . IR I, 2738 T DA WA 200 A 10 %, % L
P 10 BT R L — i SR 11 2 5 TR B R P B S A o A R S P P e
T T [P 25 ik s SEL A 9% T 4 B T R A R ) T JE 4 (Liedtka, 1998 ), i 24545 —
Fboh 7 (0 AR 3 (Mintzberg , 1994 ) ; fmg B Ak & A8 )21 & AR AR Kk A= Bt la] |k A 5 i 45
7 TE ) 2 B A ) A5 S e )

() BETE A 5 s L S 1 A A5

Al A B B I S AR ANE , — R B A 1 s AT T Be ok 48 S oms E
A0 JRME PV H W R AR A I TR Rl i SOk AN 2 56 S A R AR M A
JEPEZEIE AR RIS ) AT, AR R 2218 R ol 3 BB HEAL 38 T o axX T 30AT i ms B 4
JE PSS I HE A L 2 LT A R PR Z5 S H S TR 0 s S 4k 3, ABUS 220
PR AR B R MO0 SRS R A AN B R SRR BB AIE L T LA, Q] R 9 RN — i s S8
B SR PR SR AR T A A

(A AR b s SO 2 iy R AR BB 5T

PR A Ml 5 e 5 0 i PR A i P AR 9 AR SR RS A T A AT, AS A2 DL 50 4 4 R R s L A4
AT R AR 5 A9 4250 . Larson fllHansen (2005 ) A9 2 B AAE AT LA 75 4F A9 AR s 8L 4 7K P 241t
JEV A A 2895 S FF o LiuFfT Almor (2016 )TESE T AR VU 5 AN R SCA X ik s JEV AR 8 52 i) o 33X 2 B s
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A ERT [ 4R RSy 2 R R, BRI T— R R R AE T, A fig
TR FZ I8 T AR M PR 2 o BEAh , B WA 2 101 ) 52 ) (R R AF I A7 AE < 24 B4 JJelinek
FilLitterer(1994)4§ i, i SR AN s AR AARER i A T LA, M ZUAEE 25 T 44is
YER R, B T 40 0 A RO AR ART T3l T DA, an ey S Py 3 AR 2 1T S5 A A L 402
THT P14 PR 25 0 3 4 7 5 S A iy PR A e/ AT LB AR RIS E 8 7 1]

() famsise £ b G5 e SEL A 52 e 0 W B 92 1) R S Ak

IRAT 5 SEL A X 2H 222 T8 () 52 MR 2800 A AT B A AL B — , 28 T e TR AR AR A
HIRE ST, SR B SR FANAR)Z 48 B AN A0 5 28 B L, SR ek 2 i HLpe o A 5 b g i ok
Al % J )£ T THT ™= A 5] G R S A 5 A A B b AW ] A A TEAH G G 2R (Jelenc s, 2016b;
JelencHIPisapia, 2016) , i1 25 22 BHAN A MY A 1) 0140l 585022 18] 1) 56 22 A4 [ (Cool
FBroeck, 2007 ), 3X— 77 [ A ik & ST 4 5 AV s 09 = Fihor IS 2518 3243 T —Fh & PR R FLE
% 5 55— THI U 7 BT T R S 2 A 2 )2 T P R T RN < PR SR AT e R S
—MEZ E—H LR D RGALAE AL LR 5 B A2

(T ) AR BEAZ A A Ml i s 2 P B A

E S T — A~ “CEORYAH SRR IE—CEO Y fi% B e 5 — Al 1Y) % B8 47—k Rk
SR SRR DR R, T LAY A M 52 s T 248 P i PR A S T 3 A e 2, R A B AT
Aol e % FELAE () << BAAE (R B BIF I 18 R S8 025 1 5 B B A X R L 53 41, I B 7235+
FILAHT AR S HE L AN AR A I O TR R — B ey, © R s AR AR G
250527 2] 584k (Abraham , 1998 ) FIH% Il 58 4k i F# ( Benito-Ostolaza#1Sanchis-Llopis, 2014
KazmiFINaaranoja,2015 ) , A2 S35l R 2 XA T o0 ¥ 15 A FH Ad o AL B 2 175 1T AT KR
s EL A (1) ELAATE O LA T SO R (A 2 O

(FXOEFEMIE LI MBS

Bi T 2R3 Fr R T iR A1, RO S8 A R PR AR AT b I LB T (Steinmann®, 2014
Czermark?%,2016; BrocasHICarrillo, 2017 ) S ma g W8 s A 1 (a8 25 % (Hashim %,
2007 ; Zsiga, 2008 ; Hassan5:, 2016 ; Jelenc FPisapia, 2016 ) , 3% i 78273 5 F XAl ik i R4k il A
[F] =P T A A IS T 1 o AR 5T AT LA AN AR Al . — ikt 4h . i T
ik e LA IS AR 25 i 2 & A= P (Liedtka, 1988 5 Jelenc flISwiercz, 2011 ), AR A2 0F 58 i
X 48 7 % e L A A A R R AR AR A T3 1 o 53 0, AN [R5 B (1) R e SEL 4 7K ST 2 AN ]
FY , 3 R A 1 FHXT E AT T 2 AT LA 53 AT i) s SEL A4 71 2 3 AN [R) PR 3 0 L i TS
B o RS LA 1Y) R G IR AT AR, 25 R B i R G AR R S A A R, R Y 1 2 R AT
FET RIS o b 2 5O ZE (2013 ) IAE AN 4f AAT IEAETEAE A A B 1 A b 5 i ] 5t
AP SCAR A , 25 G AN ik FURDTIE I VR SCAR BT TR~ T1E
TEAE A G HAT < BEMAE L R O REIE .
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Enterprise Strategic Thinking: A Literature
Review and Prospects

Xu Zhihang', Cao Qian’
(1. School of Public Administration, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610065, China;
2. School of Economics and Management, Hubei University for Nationalities, Enshi 445000, China )

Summary: Due to the growing interest of scholars, enterprise strategic thinking attracts more
attention and is considered as an important tool in management research. The aim of this article is to
explore the status and prospects of strategic thinking in the enterprise management literature. This article
is based on a systematic literature review. The existing literature shows that the research regarding
strategic thinking is at the initial stage and the content is relatively scattered. The paper argues that:
Firstly, strategic thinking differs from strategic planning in terms of attributes, occurrence levels,
operational orientation, and occurrence carriers. Strategic thinking determines strategic orientation
which results from strategic thinking. It is the unity of rational thinking and intuitive thinking. Secondly,
the game theory, competency modeling and the upper echelons theory are the theoretical basis of
strategic thinking. Thirdly, the study of the attribute of strategic thinking transforms from a single
rational or generative perspective for balancing the rationality on the practice of strategic thinking and
comes from a theoretical discussion to empirical research. Four measurement methods of enterprise
strategic thinking are introduced, which are attribute measurement, cognitive logic measurement,
experimental measurement, and written text measurement. This paper also explores a few antecedent
variables of enterprise strategic thinking such as demographic and individual characteristics,
organizational culture, organizational structure, organizational intelligence and leadership style.

This paper provides an approach which integrates the scattered knowledge into a systematic
knowledge framework of enterprise strategic thinking. It is conducted along two main lines of
intersection: First, concept definition is the most basic part, which affects the content of strategic
thinking attributes for developing a strategic thinking scale. Second, the cognitive theory in the
theoretical foundation provides a basis for the confirmation of the attributes of strategic thinking which
helps to build a strategic thinking scale. Through a critical review of the relevant literature on strategic
thinking, we find that although some progress is achieved in this field, there still exist many prospects of
future directions in enterprise strategic thinking.
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