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PO B AL S BRE 20 H 20 804F AR T Uiy Y B T — e e % [m] (practice turn ) , iX— %% ]
KA B R 5ol — AT =% (W Wittgenstein . Heidegger ) #1232~ % (UBourdieu ,Giddens ) X 1%
%t —Jtit (dualism ) BAL A X, X (L 8 i BAR U FE BA 32 L R FE L AN FE L H5FE
SC G —IReEE X R GHEIC A SRS R H AN TS AR R T AUEE
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XAt 2 AR T A R, S e ) IE R B R S 2, SR A A8 (holism ) , ey AT “foi 5
BT B LA S BT 3 5 < p S 25 Bk S IR Z [ JE R o940, Giddens (1984 )42 1Y)
454K (structuration ) S 3R AL 23 25 H Y 29 2R (constrain ) FIfS BE (enable )WEHT, BEHE th T 4t2s
SERRT N SE IS Zh A 20, g TG A S B R R Sl T AR (A S A R e A AR R T
AEE o X — SC B ) 5 R BT AR AP B T SO S L AN RS AR 2R HOR A58 (Schatzki 5,
2001) 45 FA By i H A TR 5 19 SRR, DRI LG 457 B B8 10 << S B e ) >t i 22 1717 & (Orrlikowsski
2000; Wenger, 1998 ), 5z W7 5 M 401 3o 1) J2 << il Wi B SI2 B> (strategy as practice )27 UK 1) 24
(Jarzabkowski, 2004 ; Johnson%% , 2003 ; Whittington, 1996, 2006 ) ,

1 G2 1) B BTN B B VR SR L A B =R, 9 AN ZH 29 2 S A R AR B AS ik s
A o NS M TR <k gt DS B2 DR DU s 1 A MUY =, TAH R S — T S R T 3,
25 AN R A USR] 8 77 A, i Bk 2807 AR MEDE A 77 (Johnson &, 2007 ) o iX —2# 7K
AR T GRS IE B —Be B 45, WIS S R 5T (Pettigrew , 1973 ; Mintzberg Al Waters, 1985) ,{H
S B B O SRS AT AR TR 0 A R T ] o B AR <R RSB B 9 S — I AR R 1Y
403k , \Whittington 19964F 1Y SCEE 4R 224 A — 247, \20034F (BT 78 2441 ) (Journal
of Management Studies ) i— % U F UG A 15 3] 2= L8912 1 2 (Johnson%, 2003 ) ,(HE
22 B T RGBS IR ST, T H A IR TR 0 o 36 SE A9 A TIPS BEAS (A% 00 WL R N
25 VR RS TTFR T WIRLE Ty ] 755 5K ) — - ST AT MR X 3 7 ik e B S e B e
CHAT A AT ] 55 R 7B R4 T A A A S R 1) SR IR SR 7 7

ARSI VA L T0) 0 ik e B S B2 IR A R 204 T 1 IR JB, — 5 T, AT R Ge s 1ml ot 1
i RS 2 R A R R K 2 T 2R LA AR IR B N VG R A N A S — T, FRATT
BT bk w5 SO 5 < RAT A — AT TR L, I AR A R X )
W0, LU S AS + A B b B 2 DAt S e 0 A B B P R R I 5 N R AR IR 1)

=, ARFEEMRACSSRREE S R B KB FIREY

(— ) VG 5 B BRI A S etz 1)

VG IACH: S HE e b, SC B A By 2 U TT LGB B 2= Wittgenstein (1958) Fll
Heidegger(1962), Z40 JLH4ERY & J , TE20 4L 8O4EAXT S 1 A Ak 2o B 2 QU Ay < 52 e e
] (Vaara il Whittington, 2012 ; Schatzki% , 2001 ) o 3X — % [d] 1 A9 SE R PSR LI E B P45
FoucaultflGordon(1980) .Dreyfus(1991), %24 % Giddens(1984) .de Certeaufll
Rendall(1984), A2 5 BourdieulINice (1990 )% , fifi A4S B 6 Y BARTEANTT A X 31, H
A5 VA ) B G T OO AR A B Bl P R < 2 W4 25 PR 2 14 52 ) (Whittington , 2006 ) o 7 S i
FSHA T, ANRA I B2 0 ATE 2SR X 28 H 7 DRI T S B S TR0 A — A0 2
SR UMLKt S EE R T ABE SRR R AE— R BT 11977 50 . Giddens (1984 ) $2 H 9 45 H4 1k,
2, Foucault (1977 ) AL HI 45 15 43 #T (critical discourse analysis ) Pk &z BourdieuFINice(1990)
FA S A5t 2 (habitus ) BEIS AR PO ARG AT T IR, i SE A o i 1 1487 BRAF SR 00 )Y
2 R I A Bl S e A ) A A

TEAE TR 53 G, S R TE AL AR (1452 M 1E 7R 8 i o 49100, Wenger (1998 ) DA SE B 1) £ JiE
W T %2 48 T 2 54 S S B R BURHR AR i B 38 S0 IA Rl A B 24, Gherardi (2009 )

OB 5 FIE [ R ACE— S S BREIE , 6 (IAF 1%, K B A S BRBIE A2 26 TS BRI G5 — MBI, T2 XS B 1)
“FE AL (theorizing ) =, BATEN M 458 HORT G (SEB)  $ R T — MR TR 58 ULAR (9 G4 HhASE TR PR 0 8 (B A e A 1R T A HE SR
IPREE  CSBRBIE  A BEIE S XA T S S A (A S 3 R B FH DA Rl T ) , 7 9 S Pt g 1) J2 2 B0E X practice theories o 3X
RS R T 55 7 DA R sk B P
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AR T SRR A A4S B > BIFE b B9 B 2 5 Orlikowski (2000, 2007 ) N2 A BIFSE 1 20
ZUPIHIAR ; Tengblad (2012 )5 T 52 BeIEE Y 0 BT HESRSE 1, A B — Tk E 25 Sk, 2 LS i
A R R R S B T A (D& SR B AR 0 A HE) , OF FLER AL TR S S 38 T AR O ik
W, PRS2 2 A TR 20 > I s X 45 PR 5% i B5URR P s TR 37 A L ST g e
BT S A0 £ (Ahrens AIChapman, 2006 ; Allen, 2002 ) , JSUE X BEAF9Y R T S BRI AR L (H 2 14
XTSI AT R G R IR 5 A AR B LAY R LN xS A A ) — A
I —— i m A PR B, T EIE R T — 50 ) 5 H ARG A S R SE BRI
I 22 0 (AR IS AT S )X SR BRI S AT T RO A R, 1 HAb 5 g Ao
PGS TG, R R T SC e 0 STk AN, AN (E

() f g RS2 B 22 R 114 2

1. “HEBEAL 15 B HE AL

TE % W S8 PN i R R 5 S B S 1) 3% FE — 2 Y & Richard Whittington, fh T
19964F- K (s BN 5L ) (Strategy as Practice )— 3, Whittington He 48 T % B A5 A8 DU R A
20HH 2L 604FAR 1Y AR IS TR0 A , S AR LTS B8 R A T 4238 O M DR SR ) T2 ANEOR , il
ER AT KO SE G T TOAEAR B R BRI A, DGR R 1 )2 T GRS A B 25 ZH 2 R 1)
Wtk , anZe oAb R | EIPRA I s SOAEAR A% ik me it AR AL A, DG 2 4L AN ] R TR 2] AR A8 ) 75
BL, DA Gn ] SE B KBS AR 55 B Jim & Whittington (1996 )56 8 0 % B S BRI AR , & W T Mg A
TR A AR Z2 AR {H 0 Gy B Anfar ik &£k (do strategy/strategizing ) , B @i a] i i EL44
PR S ) A St G, AT 2 > AH DG BB RE AN RIR , DR A A5 < i S B

Whittington (1996 )4 H} % A S Ba_E i« s s B S e R S 01 L8 10 ARE9E , B 320034
CEHEBFR 2300 ) B BURE PIA B A BEE T A B S 2 Je i J it fifT 33X — A YR AN T A ) 1
XA R T Y S A < GROUE Y) R Ab> si I OC T TOUE Y Rl SE B B . L 4
Whittington e P (1) =57 %5 JAE 3= 4 76 A G4 PR SCEE v 2 48 Hh T 36 s BEAE U (activity-based
view ) (Johnson%§:,2003 ) . % shFE At WLAE 4 ) 2 5t — B 9k 2= 445 K H , Wi Paula Jarzabkowski
TE20054F H R T 25— A G T i gt RS2 e 1) % 25 ks B 512 2R« 7% S LU ) (Strategy as
Practice :A Activity Based Approach)(Jarzabkowski, 2005 )

VT T AN R 2 T A HE S SR 1 M IS8 A0 A D2 UL - B B O A s 3% sh 0 £ 1
% (Jarzabkowski, 2005 ; Johnson%:, 2003 ) . 28355 )2 1, — & FEUR IR (AR Ak, R T 4 It
BN57 80 1R 5 BRSO TR0 2 i E SRR i I BB AT R Al 4
BN R TS = I 8l s R se P I AR AL, SE g B IR BT 2 AN T fd
SUJCAURIAN 15 1 R 10 5 4 , 35K R SR 20 27 A i o R e S it 52 T T R, G
BLOCTESCBRTE Bl o BB 2 1T, — AL GRS 5% — B O 2O AR A 2], U HOR 28 52
AT B BERER = ML AT, — B A P A S AL (ER X A e Sl M ALELATS 2 G A 2 (P
BRZET,2014 ) ; IR RSO 5E i A AH GRS Cot TR AL A R8T LA 45 ) e BEARSE BRI
BTSSR IR , I IR A L ASTE T TR AE TR, 768 T4 38 Aol e HAAR Y 457 1
TG S e L AN s = 2N Weick (1979) 1418, f FH shial s sl 44 18], B R & 15 J5 AT
SE A TR TN A B AT HEZE b AR R S O ME & 44 1], 491 AT 2H 21 44 1)
(organization )% # | %+ 2H 21 i) 5 44 1) (organizing ) FUBIFSE. , B[R] AE ok , FOU A ik mis 400
PSR AL > (strategizing )iX 3144 17]

2. “Hiumg RIS 3PAE S AESE

TGN AR & TG R SRS IS (EJ Sk 2Bl Ul S B 1) " MR R AN A2
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PRI Whittington (2006 ) B14%5 T LA Tk B SE B T 58 (Jarzabkowski , 2004 ) , 4 i 1%
s B S B A 3P AR A HE SR, I8 76 s Lk W g A B HESE f (Jarzabkowski%s, 2007 ;
JarzabkowskiFIWolf,2015), 5e i T B&AIFFE Y <2 B 1]

Whittington (2006 )£ H B3P B SHESE , (45 LY S B (practice ) Bk LAY 2R (praxis )
FSE B (practitioner ) o) SCAY SE R AR AR LB+ 23 ol 03 JL =2 00 28 FA T R 0 ) AR 48 R
FRIT 5 A e B il praxis 7 3 B4 B L e SCRY S, S e AT S s DA 19 FH LA IR i 5 s 7y —
i R SR B SE R RS U TAER A, T BRI R (strategist ) , BEALEE DA IS T AF
A% 1 )2 A R AR P T AR i T 2 A | R R RS A BN R R ) A )
SRS AR T SO SR, i AT SR S s DA S 1) S B T B0 o 25U T Giddens (1984 ) %
FE 2 S5 0 L ORI BEAE A 2 B, ) SO S B AT DA o S BRI B A AR REFNE AR .
3PANT] LIRS MBS, TR — 3840k B Ff (Jarzabkowskids, 2016 )

Jarzabkowski% (2007 ) — 5 F F“3P HESL , [a1 24 T ik RS2 e 8 JLAS SR ) BT, 645
TESCERHENE A T, AT A2 AR 712 R 5 7 AU 4 AT T T e th T — a0k
s B[S B B ME S HEZY  JarzabkowskiFISpee (2009 ) 5: T3PHESR K& 2 T 4 — fi ¢ T i m B 52
e B SCERZEIR , BB T R CAT NS 2R BB 575 T DG e il ik RIS B ) SR 2 At
SEDI3PHEZE J St , VaaraFIWhittington (2012 )35 Hi 150 RIS e X6 SR W AFF 7 %) BTk , 75 0
TR T AR 4« G B S B B9 7 ], I H T 5w B S B BAF 9 X6 LA A 9 SR ) Jed 7
B H B APk o B T I, <3P HESR L 28 T JR i Ay i e B SE2 e 2 R A — A Al , 3N
KA E S SHEEE ) 2R B T BT 5 2 AL G S AT 5T I PR AR o 1 P
D7 T B N ZS T SOREAH R

=, “ERBER B A

T A I R 2 PR v R A AR T 2 A 2R S R TR ZI Y S B & (Zhu 5, 2016 ) 767 B
+- 28 S AR phronesis 115 A JE S practical wisdom , B[ SE B 25 5 Ath 34 5 8 ZRREA0 (0
AR 2 S0 B G — i, IR 2 (PR ) I 48 (G046 O 2% ) B FE/E B TEAR
(rhetoric) (AR M) ) = DEER EE G AR AR # 7 F SC BRI M: , R A Z PR stsm i £ &
PRI R — o ik $6 5C F 5L B A iy 2 AR — 2 25 A A S e ) & R, ] i Bourdieu il
Nice (1990 ) 5% E&HE i H i 45t 21 (habitus ) & SR IR T3 B+ 22 85 H 19 A i i hexis
(Cardinale,2018),

o RS AR YR FE BT AR S e vh O TS R AR AT R Rl B R e
BRI AR, Orlikowski (2010, 2015 Vi T —Fh 223, 4 1 T B RS2 Bk —Fhom ik — 2%
SEEAACE AR — MG, CEFE GG SR T SEPr R A T A A7 DL RS B = el A 7 8h i,
AR TS TE 2 IR S BB VR — AL, s 8 A LSS B TR A B 4 —
SR LR B AR R S IS A B H AR T P i S RIS S A Y B — R
PRIA Ry SRR E LY, DR TR 9 2 2 A B A 2L S A T SIIE (empirical VIFSY ; 26— Fh
RIS LU 1 7 A IS PSR e 2 D S BRI R LA 5 2 — Rl ik S br AR
418 (ontology ) XL, , TA Ry S RS B SEE , BRI T X 2 S A9 a2 LAR > F 1E 78 & AR i Al
Lyl 1528 (Orlikowski, 2015) o 55 = Fh /7 iAHRobert Chia%27 35 #5471 55 il 4 iy e
(ChiafllHolt, 2006 ; ChiafliMacKay, 2007 ; ChiaflIRasche,2015 ), Tsoukas (2015 )E: 2= IA K, “fif
s B S B i A S X R B 1 S B ) D7 VA A e AR R A e ) M T A 5

ChiaF1Holt(2006 ) )37 flHeidegger 7 ¢ AR H T FE 1 I IF 58 g “RESh IR 4730
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"SR DB T R A DA P A S B (building mode) 5
(dwelling mode )#E4T T XJ Fb o FE T fiff fil Wi 400 3l R A S =20 %) DX 53 2 G, A A B2 S 1R 2R T fi
Heidegger & Tk PR A JE AL A, 175 22 5E X building Flldwelling 91~ 1] £ Heidegger i 7
B N SR T — T

M R, building (R 3544 1) 25U 10 B8 SRR A SR B9 7 shid A2 o N— e L
R, AT UK AERE S, SR A5 A A S DAL A JE (dwelling ) o {B X Heidegger i, , it J&
FEAS RS 1 L, T 5 T 5 5 C A e I — Fp A AR, RO e B AR AT i J, ARk
HEFT SR 3 5 W AU SR A3 8, 2 N AR 7 URRRIE , N8 ) (being-in ) 76 i il
A 2 H (Heidegger, 1971) SARIEAR AW 5, AMTTEE A T H A7 5038 06 8, (HR ik g T H IR
FEAMET ANER, BATEA 0 LR, — B, Al e e T 2L sy
JEIRTCERAY , FA Y nT LT R (g SR SR s s o BRAR ) , AR IRA S A AL A
SR T HRBUT 8, #3345 X (ChiaFlHolt, 2006 ; Heidegger, 1962 ) .

ELIRE R 18, ChiaFliRasche (2015 )48 H , TEALSE A SEBE ST , E045 TEAE 24 A« il B
7 1 N RNLTE T S 5 L (VA {15 Ao = W17 S 1) = W o s BN 1 1 A B o B W S
AU B : ()AL SZ PR S5, 5 F 1l ORI A AT IR, S FRRTIE
TRFFARXTANAS 5 (2 )4 feb T SR RN A7 B0 5 A B 858 %) DX 40, %o AL A DRI O B 2 TR 20 T4 ]
BRI, XA BTG 8, 2 R BUE R SRR, B B AR S
SR AE A <SR UM I, MR TR AE R 2 Hh Y, 5 T SR A T SRS A4
B AR A RS T & S B S B AR TE , A T Aah 2 Al B A i f v, A4
HIAT B2 T B R BELRS ) A 3 A S BRI XA T 30 o 3 W AR ASE 0 AN A e Bl 1t A T 3 A A
AR, iR VIR (FEER 7S, A it — 2P LW B AT S i E g T & — Wi 22
DY TE s BN Sz BT b BFSE A4S SRR AR | B T MR A st

ChiaFlTHolt(2006 )IA k7 , 1k i RIS BRI 5T A 12 R FH <Al Ja 85, DR Bl DA B 3R AT T
U b AR AE VA RIS LRI 00T AT 3 W R 2001 BT A 28U AR AR, T 2 MY
— AT« TR R T B — R (R RSt ——BEE NS i A 1 Bl — AR B — 2 AR X s
I 1] IR AFEAT A AP A 2 R SR A B ) Al Ja AU, Al A BE AR 21 7 B R

F1 g EX MR EXSMITE— BTt

“ﬁi_gi”

R

HT

TrEhE A AR 3
e

Frah& R St aim s S A AL
i, 1 HIF AR S 2UE

frah#A 220, W] B3
EXE

frah e : Hbr, 24 B At
pUlibE Rz

118h T 10] . Bk BIE A RELAS, 2
B SEBRI XT3 (purposive
practical coping ) , %A K] HFr

Frah e m AU T Z 06 AT R Z
I, SR KT 5 T — 1A

AT BT Io RS ) T2 R R 2

(logic of explanation )

TTal T o A BRI 2 52 e 2
(logic of practice ) )

AT 5 A B 2 A DAL B
A, i g b 2, s RO
SRR RS Ab (“Hp AR 224 )

Fr eSS R 2 YT
HE

TR PE AT 2l N TERY S 1
(disposition )& &

Frah R RNk
il

BRI IR  /EH MR ChiaFIHolt (2006 ) .ChiaFllRasche(2015 )  FE- (2013 ) H 3,

O, TELE FAT AR 2 (R A0 B2 ORI, BER SR B — A DL, BVE R TR R AR 2 A (A 2R A7), i
“ERIR R B R E U T G ) 7 D Sy — BRI LI UG TR R AR R A IS ARSI R I RSO, R B2
B SN, 2 R B R b il BTV (coherence ) , s 234 T o [ (¥ AR A8 HIUF 7 348t ST gL

W B B Tk



PERY” e 7BourdieuINice (1990 ) M5t I " & w51 ALAL , 7125 1 3% 4> [ ( ChiaFlHolt,
2006;ChiafiMacKay , 2007 ) . “I5 ~ " J2 A AMA AT Sl 1A I RS ATa] SO ) — RSN HF A H
AT PR (disposition) AR G, BAL & 25 ANRTE RN AN AT I i), 2248 i RS s SR FH A XL
F& S TE A TSRS AR B IR — 138 < Ams ™ (H XA R A b S SR Bk B A
H o L, el AT B2 1 SE 3 H AR 6 09— R T3R5 e i s it
T, &L 2R B AR H O A IE YR IG Sl 3K BETE B A2 B 2T AR AN TERY (BRI K
W& ¥ M Heidegger i B AR, 24 H 87 (A3 N MR TG 3l HE B0 QR AE 0 Bl S B 2 AR A )Pt 5 a1
B, NS A SR 2 728 e S M1 A B O i e, <At B X 25 e 4 o <350
R

G IO (local ) % B& 52 B (strategizing praxis )58 %) IR Z B LR R E,
Robert Chia%: A\ 455 HeideggerflIBourdieu i 55 i HBER —Fh LA , ILANAA TEARIKE L+
AN FE ) TR ffi——Foucault it H1T5 TH 704 . Giddens U 25 4 AL 32 | Archer it SE7E
W BUERS L) J Wittgenstein 1 U8 75 AR, 13X 7S PP A0 A J3 01 DA T L (TIOULSE 8 37 72 WL 45
B R GER I 20 S 3E BT RE ) A AP (Rl S ekl T 0 2R > 2 o )RS T Ta] ke 1 < i
RIS BB 5 v ) FROURAIR ST, 32 S [P Rk 3T T FEL A ORI B, SR8 1 Tl UL I g 52
Bl 2 SO T BERY B 58 BB G Z [A] ) G & (SeidI A Whittington , 2014 ) o X 7S AP BRI A 5
B b 43 S0 R AN ] B AR (A FIA TS, DRI A LA 1) < o ms RIS B F 5 rh e o7 AN ]
TTIEE o COUMT ks BN 52 Bl 98 T ) (38 R ) (Golsorkhi%:, 2015 ) X} i 6 BRI A -5 < ik s B
SRR AT T NI 0 A

2 b N B A I RS2 R ) BRI B 2 TR B4 2 (phenomenology ) ¥
H YA U A A0 A (life-world perspective ), JeiE H 4 A2 16 CHLA BYTE TR  RESIIESE ) LA GX
o 1A IE 52 B9FE S B 2 R SR , b SC R A 2 E S AR R ] LA A G — LA
(Sandberg#IDall’ Alba,2009 ),

M, “HKREEAILERFIRNEE MBS R

(— )ik s RS e 2 IR 1) S AR i 3

FEARTRI T  T < ms RIS B 22 IR P B T AN IR T, AR 1) — B0 S A B
s, ARSI 5 5S40 R % 8 S B 3t Sy ), D3 ROURL 4 s 52 BBt A, 2 0L 5 MR
FAIZERE , L B 5 R 11 B 0 1, R s S Bl A v A VR o AU AR G 1) SRS ATE 5, < s D
SERR A IRA YA B S A4 4 BTER (VaaraFIWhittington, 2012 ), 55—, S G B 6 T52
B AL S A S TN U 2R FAE BRmE BDSE R A 5 BN — B85 A B a2 R
Bourdieu .Giddens§ ) i AR, SE & T SIS AR 258 40 8 T BRI BRI i A RS L,
T AL GBS IFFE A <S50 R RIS RS I T IR BRSO A , i 5T 2 s 52
S 7 A Tl TR R 2 SR R AN R | R T LAY R R RS S S
SRR R = W08 TG TG L g B S B 5 AT B R R 20 e AR S
FIFILA LY, AnR A IR TS BRI A 37 BE B 45 o S5 0T, 7 5 138 S8 1 S Bk i e 78 o AB 4 ik gk
WF9E 22 R FHRFEAGE T 3B, 1< s B SIC B A 98 W e 2 Z2 e 1 v, R A IR W 2 5 200

OF 2E PG A I T TG A& B0 3 HE 25568 321 Edmund Husserl , i 5 Martin Heidegger . Ludwig Wittgensteinld & Alfred Schutz% A
HIBFSE AT B B, M TR ZSE R T J5 A AR A S B 1 R , At S B i S BRI 1)t T SR AT 2 N (R a5 ) f
T ARSI, AR TT ARSI TR R, — AT 25 103 T R P S DU B W INCE BT 2% B TE2E UG MR Be2A At
) T IR B BG4 (0 S5 G2 ) CHARTE 5 24 PR ) o
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ZE ATENGE AR GERMIFSE AT AT S ARG — W B AR AL DU T <l g B SE B2
TRIE R T — S A i 3, K 22 2 T Whittington (2006 ) (Y 3PHESE

SPHEZESE AN, T BRI 5% 0 S 4% 17 (W hittington , 2006 ) , 2 J& B i B S B iF 52 o 17
Robert Chia% A TEH 222 [ BER 3D K 3PHEZR LIS, HoAth AR ol 22 s /DI 43X M HEZR A T,
A HRF X HEZL AT 39— 25 U BH A0 4% (JarzabkowskiflISpee, 2009 ; Jarzabkowski%s , 2016
VaaraflIWhittington, 2012 ; Whittington, 2007 ) , 45 F*) -5 Ji% i 4ni g ik 2H 245 PR AR ) HA FR 1 0
17 %11% (FentonFllLangley, 2011 ; Jarzabkowski FTWolf, 2015 ) , I A4 i 1w BRI 52 e 2= IR &
JEH) F 46 i BRI, practice /2 i s TAE R HLE SR 1], B 22 U2 YT LAY J2 B s praxis &
2R 2l A A S B SR R %) R, S RO 2 T %)< LIS s practitioner I 1T 1% s
MIAT o, RIS S B, Vaara HIWhittington (2012 ) B145 TR B 52 24 IR FE 283 PIE 1K
1) = ANFSE 7 1), P45 A Whittington (2007 ) K ik g RS2 B 5 G m At BRAF ST 204 T T X LE o %
i RS B ) AR S R B An R JLA

LT SR S BR HAT 2 AR RV BRIV o AN AT SCHT A , iX 2 Giddens (1984) Z5 4L B 1Y
Mt AR [R B, Fe2 BR 5 AL FRIE 2 A1, HA S LA o5 UL A5 — 2 ARG AR . SWOT 43
BT IR | S0 e 0 A i e S R B L 22 R AT T R A A SR T e S e
3 — 7 T SR VF L SUEE SE PR R A T 2 AR i 50, 3B SR SR AR 4 2 A LR S
rhRl DL Z R ne, n] LU B ZH 2006 BIE A3k K , B ChiaFTHolt(2006 )7 i fm A =X £
A B SEBRRLN AT 80 5 AT AT B2 2L ST R 1 & 714 (legitimacy ) (Vaara%§:, 2004 ),
RV 5 2 2 s e k2 e 32 (A R B JEUR, << SCI S e ml LR << SCAR S e << kg R 52
e 2R IR OCTE P SCAY S, BV USR0S M35 20, 1F A2 2R i it 7, 25 T A S
RAFEAT A ABSR R B SE BB 5 A S PO, T2 S0, AN 2 Ja PR AR X (ORI ST 85 1) 4
IR SRR L TR B T S OIS e 5 2 IR G 22 [R] 7 5 2R o TmOUE AR 20 SO0 Py o 2 A S e
FaI B BRSO BIAT DA | dbe 2 ST B ) A8

F2 NEE MOKEH EFRGERILE N ]FBERA

B ROUE R M S e S5 T TR B 2 Rl e 2

HHE BT RSO 5k % e X7 KO )2 T - 1 14078 2% (enactmeent)
RO I S e 7 X2 T — M8 S B Y S P g (practices-in-use ) (72 SIEE T30 ) 5

- SCSERE (praxis ) 2 [A] 5 2R ; iR BEAE S — IR (profession ) , 383 fOULGR I S iR LA
S S A 1 B 40 I ]
BB . 4L 2 B SE A YRR T NG S R T AR (R RS (L5250 s b, AT

SOHS ZER LRI TP B ks S R SR URAY S B A (reflexive )AE A ) T e PR 4
FE BT B (S —SCARE B ) s c. BRIE SRR 11T 4k ol 3R 1t 25 2 TH O 45 4 (45
IR A24E)

e AR 2 M5 S T 20 AR 1 7= UL g R =

7 P TR A5k s 12 38 A7 Bk AE B S8 STAR R I8~ 748

R i I AT AN ) 180335 75 TR B 1) PRI 465, 33X 005 TR R 75 1 (8 TR A 46

e MRFVEVE R, ANAIE T I 2 R A B & BB O AN 7 WL

ORI TR : /MR YE Seid FWhittington (2014 ) 3

2. fik W& (strategy-making )i S 7ERk S SIS SE BB FE o i BN o 2R LU i 2
T 2 CAnsmg 23180 (R FH 22 s T L T e RO A T A DR, 37 e i 2 vt 42 1ok
TR R e R SE B A Y — BLOCTE N 2S5 RO S PR S A — 30 B A, — e gk RS2 e
SEGN AR, LS MIRE T SR FEE 1 A 7E H] (Salvato, 2003 ) .

W B B Tk
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3. BRI B S BB T8 3 T AR S B 1 A RN B 2R B SR ARSI BT
CEO | =45 A PA X B8 i s S B A A2 00 R AT 3, (R 20 T LU I i 2 LN 5L 2 2 AMER
PRV V)N 3 BB JB3 ]  42 XoF 2 5% ek ST BB 1) S ) 5 e 512 B 2 1 T A2 T BRSO, A LA
AR R IR (IR SRS 5t ) ) R i A 25 L BE 1 8 HRME | X 88 B R E S T 7E L 2L oh
P ) F O BS AAE — D, TR BRI SE B b ™= A i 45 S SR 22 1 B, A% S R IE 5 2 A0
A HP 2 A B 2 X 2 S P S it 2 O L AT R AL R 1 < B s L RS A
(Mantere,2005,2008; Rouleau, 2005 ) , flufi T7E Al m B S B B9 2 — 4200 B BIFFE XS 42

() ims RS ) 28 BT E 245 11

ik RS BRI AT T — S DUARAE B W B [ R, 0 SR 2 TR T AE D SR AY IE
A LBk (formal practice ) FEALZURY H # 1 g hoR Aul g B A 709 7B (1 S A 2L A AT A &R 7
JarzabkowskiFl1Seidl (2008 ) [AFFE & B, ImE 210 9 SC Bk TG 8 (RR it & AR 5SS B
IS ) S W RIS TE A R, AT AEREH SRR , o mT LA 2 SV R AR HE il i Xof
FKEFBES VRN SCRY AR B ] % IRAE GRG0, SR S5 % Bh A2 R T 45—
R B ZE TN SR T T B Y I 4E  Johnson %5 (2010)AF 5T T Bk M TAEDs iy “{ =X
b (ritualization ) , & BN AL A AR RISFAERZ 5 TAEDG I e 25 5

22 i g A8 3 T 2L AR S B b 2 Al g 4 Y (JarzabkowskiflKaplan,2015;
JarzabkowskiflIWilson, 2002 ; Kaplan,2011;Seidl, 2007 ) 7Kaplan (2011 )85 T PowerPointff -}y
JE 7R NG IE 1) T B AR U S AR AR A B R 2 B, PowerPoint A BE ] S HE
AT B TCR A B 2, EAE PR T 722 T A ZUETE S S AU vz [ py b A, il
PIAAR HEZH AR ANBA E A5 T PR O A 2L I R B 3 2 [, Wl LA B 2 AR T 1 el 28 T
ASWTBEE L AT AL 14 53 2 M 1) 2 2 1 R G T . LB A1, PowerPointid AT DL A4 5E (1)
i s J) R BRIV ], UE Sl 5 E — S S AR 7L, PowerPoint ()i /2 7E I VERS AT DL [ i e 8
WS 53, DL hilE BRI IEE .

w2 A B T R S A T AT 4 L R A4 (Rouleau, 2005 ; Rouleau il
Balogun, 2011 ; SillincefIMueller, 2007 ) 7Rouleau (2005 )i i3 X — il 4 2> 7 1) I 58 % PH
TES R AT ERMS AR it Ry, v J2 A8 B TR 55 U 1) S o By A Vil 2 RS < R R
R SR SO TR 5k s 2 %) T S A 3B 2 I 2 A LA AR 25 A DG o

DL AR s B S e 22 O ATF 5 () A AR 35 43 81, 38 A R LA AT 9 5 A A 96 o A
E A B I 0T5E Hh o] DAL B, 098 5 2 R B PERF 95 7 v, B Sk IR A Tl o Z 64k X 77
4 VaaraflWhittington (2012 )$5 1 9 il B SE 22 IR TE 7638 5GSBS AN TA]

(=) fiim B A B2 Uk 5 A B (1) X%

i B S 2 IR AE A JRe 2 TR R Ak ) LA B S A TR A A I 5] A R e o
P OE IR LRI 3h 25 BE 1 90 £f (Jarzabkowski, 2005 ; Johnson%%, 2003 ; Whittington, 1996,
2007)% JE R MBI 24t S P IS S A T SRIEAE ST b, 4 B SRR S FRATTE S ¢
T < R RS 22 YR 5 A 2 SV B X, HLAR il BE BRI (institutional theory ) |15 il
(routines ) Ei> . B 17 (identity ) Bfig LA S 40 F+ (narrative ) B .

1. 7 B P o< ik s B S 24 Uk 5 2 VB E Hh 1 S 2 IR 5 R AR A EG 28, DA il s B st
B HIF 5T 5 JR 22 A Kok i) FBE B 3k O T < L T X <A 5 1 R A A L H) (Jarzabkowski
2005 ;Johnson%§,2003 ), FI| % W& R 52 B 0F 57 5 i B BHIE 1 45 A (SmetsaF,2015,2017;
Suddaby?§,2013), iX M E M (45 H A Kb 1 FE AR SRR e T A LS 2R IR Z [ 38 3t
FAJZR A5 IR o < ik s B 52 32 DR 5 ) B2 2 IR A 7 A T X 2 B A LM 7R AL 2L BRI 5 v 3 2
PGPk (Suddaby®5, 2013 ) o 01 B BEE BOFGT % BR, LS4 T AT I A A 48 e 2 A A

SNEIZ G (F40E % 3H)



TR B Ol A SUCER AT IR Akt 48, RIZHZUR T i e il B AR 1 22
REIRE , &R — L3 LA RCRIAT I LUt & 1IA 7] (MeyerfllRowan, 1977
DiMaggioFlPowell, 1983 ) . il M R[S 2 R (1) - A8 DU 4B 28 T 2 R O IR R 1Y
ST AR 4G H I APEAL , BEOCTEAMAR B RE SR FIAATT B 5 B SR S BTG 3, 00 5k s R 5 ik
R IR 5545 (Jarzabkowski S , 2007 ) o i RIS 27 IR 5 i B2 2A JRAAT — 23 ] (4 B
LR, B2 IR 24 H R 2% 51 I Giddens (1984 ) . BourdieuMINice(1977,1990) . Foucault#ll
Gordon(1980) 5T, ZEP 2% LR ILRIR A T B 200, SCEROIE PR 7E AL 25 2 W2 1H1 ™
HEREE R

i BV SIZ 2 R DA T8 B A S A s B9 - (1) ] A A o B e 0 SEARAT 5 ) S
A S R A A YR P G AR A v R A S i (Whittington, 2006 ) o 8140, AF5E SWOT 43
Tk — i W S SR U] — 2 —20 9 T A2 1), LU EAE R L2 N R AR B R ), X RS2 I N
JRIBRFEH LU Bl . (2) AT LA ) il B PR 2 > W] TR —ER 09 5% 77 18] (Suddaby 5, 2013 ) .
H i ms B SE B IR BB 52 R 1 b SCHR R A —Se 8tk (An3PAEZR ) b, i LU A8, A B A%
2] H SRR SIS T 25 A S P 4k S TR o 1 B AR B
FEE RS CATFRE T 240 oM B 20 N A ELAT o B — Sk A Ao ) CAn il B T A il
FEANLAE ), BT hl EE BRIS AR , 25 il B PRI SO A i

il BE PR OAIFIE 8 SE R b A el FH SRR B X i BE AR AT T WF9E (SeoMCreed, 2002 ),
{H 2 4 15 < R RS B 2% UR B I X3 2 i AT & A2 1Y (Smets FlJarzabkowski, 20135
Suddaby4¥,2013 ) . SmetsFl Aristidou (2017 ) i 180 3 37 S B 4K 2 ity fil B 3= S0 (practice-driven
instititutionalism ) . il B B¢ v H A 248 A9 B TA4E (Lawrence%,2009 ; Lawrence fl1Suddaby,
2006 ) F i B2 32 %8 (Thornton&§ , 2012 )BFFE A AT LA H < mé RS2 e e 40, 255 114 ST B L A ik — 20
¥ A G0 5, A RO Z TR Y H 8 SR (praxis ) WAl 613 | 4547 A1 48 5561 BE (Smets S5,
2012), 315 il B2 2 4 i AR AN TR oW S B0 I A 2 132 i D S Se B 75 IS
NI PS

2. 151 HE . Feldman (2000 ) ZERFFE L ZUBHFIRT , A A S ) SE RS HE ST T 155 R
SEEHNE A8 T A B sh A AR I S S sh el S AR v, A BRE R AR
b, BRI 2R S AR B 1 R SR 2 — o RO RIS A 5T 5 SR 25 A Y, B Ui
TG B 2 A I 5 15 < o B 52 e T 5% 2 AT 2 [m] A4 B8 BE Al (Feldman#1Orlikowski,
2011) bl )5 , Feldmanit— 25 & J&& 1 il i 5L 451 2 5 P4 PR32 (routine dynamics ) (Feldman il
Pentland, 2003 ; Feldman, 2016 ) , R FR1E 5 ik b B S ERWF 9T 64T 1T 3% 4%

Feldman(2015 )W\ A , 1B 8l A P B8 5 < ik m B S B8 58 N (SR AR B e, iy ELAS 451
SHASPEFIE IO T LA % ms B S0 B Ao i Dk o 7R SHie st T, < B SE it o3 vh 2 /DA
AN TE AT DAL S T, <l R S Ao 2 UG5 DA St ), AR A DG AR 2 1 Bl
A T AR BB A B gl — o 1 %) % S B, 30 S R0 G ST [ S <k s D S B BT 9% A %o
G5 YR G I R A T Ll B R R B S P SC R, A% B G TR R S A O S
A A {5 0 5 P R AR Bl R A TR RS TR A 05 I AT 18 S B A 1) i D DGR AT
PRSI, 36 A2 1 1 Weick (1979 ) B BRI, A 5R 8l 44 114140 s e J , AR5 R AR et 2 DA — B 24
AR I TE L, SRS 2 A AS 5], [RIHRE, 32 % B 24 SR A 5450 A = A= 24 o E2 A s 491 4l , Salvato
(2003 )48 H W A AL IR T — R IVOIE Sl EE A, 3K SE RO T sl & 2 L 2L s8], i
XS5 F ) 2 T AR () 5 S LA TR TR BB o 051 2l 285 P B X+ e RS2 e B 1) DTk
TET IR A VB 0 175 s A 2H 2L RE T R R 11 52 M), I JHE DG 72 R e g AAAS 437 v i
(Canales,2014),

W B B Tk
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3. B PE . Vaara M Whittington (2012 ) [F] 85« % w% KD 52 e i 5% i) 32 21, B0 AIF9E X 52
B A R B0 YOG, 5 M 07 A8 D2 2 SV 5 b 1 Sy B . B R S AR 2 T
FAE S < FRAEHE 7Y 1227, DA« | FR-Anefth 5 IX 43 ok . B A SIS RS, HA
TR XoF < BA TR 7 L B “FRA Tt 2 27 B9 1912 (Navis FIGlynn, 2011) o 52 B4t 2 BIE LK S
AIF 5 <S5 B () B S ), 9 B3 0 BRI 1) 2738 W T UR 3B ks S A A Sy — 0t T AR s S ke ot
I B EEG By 1 Sh AP AR (Clegg S, 20075 Schultz4,2012)

Oliver(2015) %454 B0 5 km& BB AT 1 MU S45 7 =47 ), BRI B35 A ms
TR (HE B A RIS 52 35 B AE R —FP A (G2 2 2 5w & J s B2 ) A1 B4 Ry — it
TAEGEHE 25 BAEFRE I F S A HE A A AL SUEE N 24290 o 2 e fitE— 2D 4R
W, B TAESERR b2 — It 2 S, & 5 SR SR A T AL Y, B (i ik R A LSS IR R
R, [FIESE B 43t AT 78 AR ST B P v e (B A EIEIE 52, A B B 4758 28 2 A ST e P —
AR X AT B i SCHE ), B ARSE R <R ME & B s XA 18t
LR T FRATIB A% B 2l s RIS B P 9 DG A% 0 [

4. R BIE R AE20 T2 QOAFA U S ABTOAE ™ £ T 5% T A ML R (5 (Barry MIEImes,
1997; KnightsFIMorgan, 1991) o QN2 71 , 4503 =7 il SIS S et BV S ke YR ) B 5k
fii 2 — (Seidl A Whittington, 2014 ) .FentonfllLangley (2011 ) .Brown#1Thompson(2013) .
Vaara%§ (2010 )3 PR BRIS AL A X< ims RN SE 2 64T T B  Knights flMorgan (1991)
fe i, BACAE B H R SRS T 1R R IE R AR £ XRG4S fk  FentonfilLangley
(2011 )TA A AW S B AE ZH AU rb 3l B USSR SCAS RO 0 77 A T, DR e B S5 e 5
WAR B 9RO T PFHC A BUR A AT TR S 52 B A A S AR Y <A 7 T 28 . de La
VilleFfIMounoud (2015 )#A Z 4t b AU IS WA 4B 1 flimg B S BB, A TIA R R
T IS s SR R s SCAS BT o, K 6 SOAS i 1 RIS N2, A2 H e 3% 7
TR SCRYE R A T R A2 41 S UAN R ) 25 A DG 22 (] 38 B SCARTE I, B s
TR 1K S SCACHE e S it it A b B EE

25 b, Romg RS = IR 5 A 0 R IEAE AW IR | 3 A AT B A R A — TR FE
T B S A A AT LM A B RS 5 38 i BRS Z (B] A EAT R G i — 2 R
s RS2 B A IR A BIF ST N2, BN IR B2 0 ) o AR — TR T 2 858 B B i 3 i A2
Sk om RIS BB N A3, ME LU i —B0%E BRI 7 ) o AR ik m BP SE BRBFE E
BT AR B AR AT o R 3K LA BN B T TR

T3 LB FIRNEE. NBASTE
T RS HA A AORE RERLNL
Ji B R T 22 (strategy-making ) 1% S 7EE SCAY SRS SRS b o 1 Sy
© 053 IR R S B 1) A R By 2R
o 25 T 550 WA B T R A7 S B P 2 AT 5 FH 1Y) (Jarzabkowski K aplan , 20155
Jarzabkowski, 2008 ; Kaplan,2011; Seidl,2007 )
o A RS A SR S B R i A A 6, R AE A A/EH (Rouleau, 2005 ;
RouleaufIBalogun,2011; SillinceA1Mueller, 2007 )
ol BE RS  AHESE R, 25 [ S Ikt R, 2 0 5 00 i 1Er 82
PR SHEHMBNE | JBIENE . SIS AT A SL R B L
X I S FRE . By TAE (identity work )WE A—Fha i
AP  ZEWETE PIAOULTE 9 DL B 8 A 36 SR X 22 L 1 [ < P A= 7=
TERRUR AFE

Iz 2451

SNEIZ G (F40E % 3H)



T4 I B 1] 1

“ R B S I 57 2 75 LAY BE R s I 9T 45 SR A0 S BRAH G ME (practical relevance ) , MUK
AR 5 92 2 (8] 995 78 (Sandberg fl Tsoukas , 2011 ; Splitterf1Seidl, 2011,2015 ) 7}k i B 52
e S AE (T AL 2 (Langley , 2015 ) 733 X i mg B S B2 IR ik — 20 R TR B 0 T Bk

(— ) S BAR I BR AR

R R B0 S BB 9 5T T AT S B ) SR EE e B R T AR HE T SR A 5
rHE 55 S 2 [ 9 8 R R ) OB, 5 AT 9 ) 3 s DA 2 U002 TR 1) SROUR A s 7%
DL RO Z [ R R R LT — o R 3 1 M AT 5 SR AR OGP L (B2
S5 S2 AR QM P 2SR L 5 B S B R A o 2H 2 e 2R A T 9 R T AR A o 4 SR A s
BEAF M I 7SplitterM1Seidl (2011 ) ,Sandberg M Tsoukas (2011) 43 H 173X 4~ [a] @1, - H A
AN XTI T T b, e o il gh b T8 %R

Splitterf1Seid1 (2011 )IA Ky , i M&AIFSR 2 GRS S e & Ak AR it 238l A2 381045 A
sl R U] 532 A ) 24 B R S ST B OG0 1 B 2 E AR AT RE SR AT e G A (R 1R
ARSI ] EZE SE BT 5 A A T SRR A BT A B S R A T 2 R, PR SR
FAEARWIT) L A 17525 SR — e (YRR B A Re A ™ I RHA A, 46 s R B [ s
[i) 2 T P — e | B O™ A ) B A SRR B2 R 5 S B — e R B R 1 . — BB o 3 ek
A7 ST B AR R B AR 2= Be IR LA, A P AR ER B 1 (FUE RN Rl A S A
A WA 2] TR SR L, SR 45 R 5 S ] AR DG TR B AR I, R T
i TR A [P R, i g R s B ST B8 B9 ) SIC BRAF DG, AP 55 3 R $ e A B e B iF 5T
HHEW A O R E SR AL, JE T H SIS S S A IR TR BRI A AR
(R HEATHENE ST . A SRR A RE P =0 R WA 5 5 M S B 22 [R] R AE DG, BV 5%
S5 JAT DR S A X R ) R SRR B o (ER i R P RIF R B SR < T ELAH DG, ANfig
HEH TR 35C 8.

Sandberg fll Tsoukas (2011)TAN, Bl 310 [ A BB E W B 272 R 2 1438
Berfr, (H PR A BSE B0 TY 5 R SE OB T AR R B R TR RN R T B R A T
FE GEHER B, R TR S H e BRGS0 88, bt e R 45 2R 55k
() 2 53 5 1 o P SE AR 5 B T Heidegger S8 A A7 27 JEVARL 4 1 17 <SR HE AL 7 S B B
T, R SR NP A AR IR A BRSCE h R, S B e, b 6
R FRPIRE , AN T 4381 A5 BRAFF 92 3 A SR s e S B v JEVARL, OR8G5l Y A 55 7 VA A g
PRI 45 TR S B e

SplitterFl1Seid1 (2015 )iF—20 B85 1 5T ik g RS2 B 53 (1) S BRAF DGR A e , AT Tk
] SplitterA1Seidl (2011 ) . Sandberg A Tsoukas (2011 ) (1 ELE% , I Ay BV S B BIF 5T 0 1 R 52 18
A EAEER T HAR M, RITCIESE A T SE IS 21, (B 2 /D AE = AN D7 T 5 AR S
A R AE M ()RR SE e b AU IR 2R LS e R B AT A 7 80 =5 (2) 48
SRR G IR PR OCRER M B “BIMEHT 5 (3) 2 S S it— 218 35 0y T A BE sl T
H A TUUAS R A BB R 2R S, JT3E B iy S e = A, 5 LA A A 55—
B <l RIS B 580 SR E AR AR LB AR A DG, 35 B HA B IE R o A B R = A 7 5)
B A B

()= fi s RS2 BRI 9 ) 22 J )

FECSE AR PR 2 A1, Langley (2015 )i FE T 55— R, RV« 0% RS2 e 1E AR A

W B B Tk
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T Ak 25 74 2 2 A5 ELAY REAG T ST AR IISAT: | G Ao X O S B P AN B2 T T A A= A2 L e
SEARAF L 5 ENTR LS AT R AT 2 A S B B 7 A T T A RS
B N A SRR = AL, — S RE R A P R e 2 TR B PR R
B SRFTEAE SR A HETR VA — B LR TS 07 16 BB i e s o LA SRRt A LA
A O RIS B A IR A Al s — 2 S P 3 SCRLA , s R DR A S P 2 — RO A R TR
SEWTTE R o A (E RIS A RSB A T R < et B S e I e AR T T
S AL BRSSO G TR, BT A AN B BRAE S Bh REAE T R
Langley £ AR K A 288 AL S 32 SCOLAR o g 17 (<< g s D52 8 0] 4 BHLAEL ) O o) 6 €
Langleyid B USCRRAYAI ST L PO — DG, BB A R B e 5 T & R K rsY
T H LA R GEE R 708 75 Langley BWL L Z A, 15 36 B SRARTRS 5C T BEAILNL AL B U S8 A
(Mintzberg, 1985) , LA B A HFP 0 48 BT FLIEMUT A 8007 Wl ek S — g 1l

7. “EREEDSEERFiIRY R E A T EENE T

(— ) sm RP S B 5 A4 07 WA T — i )

“h % RS2 2R YR P A T P O B A S B A Se R 10 TR AR T RS Erp il
PRI — R B S A 2 T A S B [, 3 U B ) e AR P v ik R T PRt R <A T &
—W, SR AT R S e AR Y [l

TEEFHIZ AT, C TR A R IR 26 38 40 I rhe , N WL 2 T2 WL A S e i
ST BRfRAT 8 RS BARZ 0] A2 2 o B AN, 76 B4 SRR 35 0k D B 2R U 4% J2:
AT TR TR, SRR R aE, <BUM AT e SRR BS LAEUN A s SRie HR R,
WYL AT e R 547 T3 A 9080, Az @il AT 2 @ s 47 2 @ i
ErrL s = 212076 27/ B &SI BN RS B S N [ 9 N - w1 A 7 | e Sy 27/ & o1 P
MACH“IES, oy e RIS 5 S f , <BU fe i # e — A SC e f <
ITZU6 ATRMZ Y, N Z B A R T AT 2 Bk Ak B2 A, — 5 2 W —h .

5 AR <RI 55 B S AR R, BRI A0 BUEE  JF DA PE 7 R =20, <k 4
R R BRI CBUR A R R NAE R RPN R A FIAS LIRS 2B
TR« 23 AR IR, MY BON R SR O Z R THEY YN B0 Z BA,
R R I, BE O RN Z R TRy, W=k R s R JBCE O 2 RN, B0
th; HEY Y RIS AP SRS S —F 0 X TR T S A TR
TES B G — AT A — B A Bl B EE S , AU <SR A AR AR & 2 i H AR SR
FpAa S A S R Y Z A A TR R, DI A SRR %38 , [ ARVET T, A SRR N
{815 2, SCER AR A B SE RIS o A 2 A RSB ME—IR 7 B MR S R Y 2
SEARA IR R AME—iR AR B ARE S T R F A B A E—iR 42 (-, 2013),

“HR e RSB IR A A SR B S AT A — TR R A Y o b SO SRR A (L3R
1)#2£E] ¥ ChiaflTHolt (2006 ) 1F & M\ Heidegger¥ 27 1“5 R "ML BB A T MR RE S L5
e SEAE S, LAt B A At DA BROUA 55 2 SO R K0 22 T R 3R 7 S s A ST B8 A & an i it
X ARSI 386 110 157 B A sl A g 5 AT & — W2 AR R S A SR DA K =4k A Bl
SURO M R0 15 v A RTINS (1 ey = Sl e = = S E B QTN B e a S |

OB EEIN 45 B2 ST 2 1), B R TS SR AT SIEWF Y —RAE (FF A8 ) — Bl 2 LR B8 ) i — R 3, B I
COFEPRATRATERENE, (2) 52 (17 30X T (D) BEIE A O 5t (RHA SO Fhe BEIE O T Yo FIa) o, H SR A e i S 1) A9 R
), (3L, ERLIZRE AR B B O ) VR AR AR 7 BTS2 (R A T B TR 48 i3 18 AL GREOR )R AR 707 U —Fh
S o ST BRI BRI A R e G ISk Rl i B A8 I S

SNEIZ G (F40E % 3H)



SUE T BRALA  FSEBR , BR IR AR Ak o i m RIS B A IR A — A B 2 ) B KA S %o e i 7
5T B AL AR & J8 , BRI T s e R 5T 1 22 IN 2%, Ko praxis (RS2 B (s FH v 18 52 R Bl Ak
SCRSE R ) WA oY BE A 5 R S R A T 5 ) 9 6 8 (Whittington, 1996,2007 ) ; “J14 T4
— RS F LRI ECR T S — R B rh A R

BRI A BT, A R TR T A R, R T — Ll fRms B sS4 1 5

Y TE PR EOR , ACESIE AT FE 2 WAL 22 J2 1 BN 3 2O AT A B P P TR, RV BA 1

FI 22345  BARVY T AL GE R S B 2 AT S B A A (EDUL A P A 118 (s L - 22
FEAYREAED) AT VY7 BRACH: 23 BRI SR 117 R T A < 50t B 512 ke~ IR B SiR S 2
TROL SIS S A A 2 2 T RS2, 05k 22 o Sk 552 ke A7 (RO T8 PR 2 0 e A < T i
BEPHIBTTEE IEAE AR R AN — A, 7E— T R A R Y SCE TR, Tsoukas (2017 )4 Z B #TE
R Y T P PRSI B T e B S e A = R, M R - 2 A A < S R LA K
MaclIntyrefJ«“JEfE”, 75 Hy 1208 2 S A 15 I 12 A0 o] S5 B LA R AnAy Jlg oy B AT < SE 187 ) A s
SR T UL AT S — s IR B A TE TR R - s R SE B BT 2R AR T
HLE By, 5 e 4 SUROULAY S BT Bl 5 WA 2 BRGR Z [A] A4 SCHR 4R 1T, AR Tsoukas (2017 ) A
WIFFE, <Homss RIS B IFFE Q2 Ron b 3B 74 B2, M3PEEZORT , S n] LR 2H 21y B 25K
B, BN SO R ey PR A B S IS N JZE T E TR i, I S
0 BRI R e O Y R 5 AT o 53— D IXOIAE TS B 7 T P <R 75— P Y
“BUR AT AU AN EB R AT SRy, 675 T FAR 2R AR Ry« F g5 A8, BICOR
)T R 8 A PO AR PR R, O AR 3 B, 2 — R PRy
SER, SO HLE PR T R A PR (FNVER AR, 2014 ) e e BV S ke IR v i = 5 b
XF N BIBIESE , AT RE A 9 e S B 2 IR A5 R R, T SE PR 5 v AR ME AR A — Zi HL T Y
LG/
(2O EA LA BATHE
o ] B S B ) DR RS OC T R AR LA PR e H i 2, (A4 ) 208

201 7AFESE T IR B = L 1P 1 OR A BROFFEIS IR A 1, R AR 1] FH 80 48 P~ 2 ik
A LA PRITSE G S R R HEA T IR ARG o BN, R AE (2017 )1y, 45 B PRE 5548 PO B

FlE B OCETE T, 45 BT S0 3 o T A8 S BR A LA R o ), S B R (LAY 1R) R
FFAEMCEERE P T B BEE  BRAR AE XM (2017 ) FE8T A B TR (E IR W) A S Akl I

2 KRR U R HTIE 3 o 3 5 U RIS 2 IR BT SiR 8] A X 52 B ) DG T — B0y o (SR R4
g2 ) (AMY) B U G LA CAR D7 8 WP 7 - s S B ) MUk % T — R 5 A Wt
FEFA TR B 258 AR D5 T 5 /8 PR AR & Y SO (Barkema ¥, 2015) RIS (2016)
YO A A T v A L SRR I A B R S E St R R 2 oTE 8
SRR, TR T b ES S T RS 2R BB G RIS BT

BIRAIEZ NG, B P A LA BT CRLAR O A AT S ) T 32 BP9 5 94E 3 X
T E IS, FAT R AR BRI IE A9 S B 17 RO 7 1A B sl il LA AT =7
B =R 2, RIS, AR TR AR — >l BERY 7 T2 6T
WG RRAPF, TR HAME DRI RIS RN, A A BRI 05— AR R
3 T A e A A A b R (A P B O R AT B (91 o R, SRR T s E 52
B2 IR A A T BE B, 5 WIFSE sl A AT 5B B 007 AR LA R B AR S A
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Strategy as Practice: A Critical Review and a Conversation
with “Zhi-xing-he-yi” Perspective

Xiao Jiangiang', Sun Li*, Luo Xiaoyit’
(1. School of Business, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China;

2. Robert J. Manning School of Business, University of Massachusetts Lowell, America;
3. School of Business, Nankai University, Tianjin 300071, China)

Summary: This paper offers a comprehensive and critical review of the “strategy as practice”
(SAP) perspective in strategy field and makes a conversation between SAP and Chinese traditional
“zhi-xing-he-yi” perspective. SAP perspective emerges under the “practice turn” in western
contemporary social theories. Practice theorists adopt a holism view about the world rather than dualism,
with a focus on the micro activities of people and the interconnection of these activities with macro
social structure or bigger phenomenon. Rooted in practice theories, the SAP perspective emphasizes that
strategy is something people do, different from traditional strategy research treating strategy as
something organizations have.

Drawing partly from process as well as other-related approaches to strategy, SAP researchers start to
form a distinctive academic school with many influential, theoretical, and empirical publications. Early
SAP studies attempt to investigate how managers “do strategy” or the strategizing activities of strategy
practitioners. The 3P framework (practice, praxis, and practitioner) completes the “practice turn” in
strategy; practice refers to the various tools, norms, and procedures of strategy work, praxis refers to the
activities involved in strategy-making, and practitioners are all those involved in, or seeking to influence
strategy-making. The philosophical foundation of the SAP perspective is phenomenology and
hermeneutics that care about the life-world. Building and dwelling are two epistemological worldviews
for researching strategy as practice. SAP research has re-conceptualized the “structure-agency” relation,
and has extended the boundary of strategy research with three fundamental principles, i.e. practice
constrains and enables actions, understanding strategy-making is the primary goal of praxis studies, and
we should pay attention to the multiple roles and identities of practitioners.

SAP school also has many conversations with other theoretical approaches of organization studies.

SAP and institutional theory share identical theoretical foundations and can learn from each other for
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further development. Routine dynamics theory is compatible with SAP perspective and can contribute to
SAP research as well. Identity theory suggests that identity and strategy are mutually constructed
through practice, thus it is tightly connected with SAP. Narrative theory, which pays attention to the
production, consumption, reading and understanding of texts or narratives, is a theoretical foundation of
SAP.

Two challenges lay ahead of SAP research. One is practical relevance and the other is future
direction. Seemingly paradoxical, the practice approach to strategy faces the practical relevance
challenge that can be alleviated with the idea of conceptual relevance of practice research according to
extant studies. Considerations about the future directions of SAP follow the practical relevance
challenge and some scholars have made their suggestions. When comparing SAP with traditional “zhi-
xing-he-yi” perspective, we find that they share most philosophical ideas. They both look at the world
with a “relational” and process view. The difference between two perspectives is that “zhi-xing-he-yi”
requires a higher moral standard of practice and encodes two directions of practice (inside-out and
outside-in ).

SAP perspective contributes vital insights to the dialogue about indigenous management research
within Chinese academic communities. The fast growing and distinctive management practice of
Chinese companies, together with the economic and social transition, makes China now a great context
for management and strategy researchers to build indigenous theories. Studies from the SAP perspective
offer opportunities for studying the “doing” of indigenous practitioners, either individuals or
organizations. As Peter Drucker said, “management is practice; its essence is not knowing but doing”.
This paper introduces the SAP perspective, relates it to Chinese traditional philosophical wisdom about
knowing and doing, and hopefully will help to facilitate a “practice turn” in indigenous management
research.

Key words: strategy as practice; zhi-xing-he-yi; organization theory; management philosophy;
indigenous management
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