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5k, B, ERAM

(P E R e, ALt 100872)

e e e e e e e e e

& E: #A (configuration) AL A £ & L FH AR S AR Y A2 T ik bk, LA A
JE FAEAT R P R 2205 B Fiss(2007) 32 8 7T VAR 2 M Y45 547 % (QCA) sk # AVAL /A 44 52
AT ARG , % 7 ik AR B SN B AT P AR R iRk A )T B2 ARk, B A Aoy ik ey R
AT ALY B, A R AR B 2 AR A i At B A SR ARBUR A QCA T ik 69 48 X Uk ik 4T
RAMIE, o RS BT BT E AR E R Z LR XTI B R — 4Ry S A5
B S AT B R A 40 )k R VAR K T iR MR IRAC AR AR A AR MR Y R 2
R Fo B ROR T KB AR T R xb 8] B A Ak 2K BOR AR AR R AT 95 B R AT
ok AL FL EARIL G B J M An v 0 MBS0y AT b oy vk R P SR R B AR P, R
VA gk T LR B ARG B At R ek e B 5 QCA R AT R A A ah b K SRR B T IR IS AR B
T T8 R KA R AU BT R AN LB RAER

KERIA MR B 7 ;QCA

FESES:F270 XEAARIRE: A XELHRS: 1001-4950(2017)04-0068-16

s o e T e e o ot S S S S S e e e S e e e ' SRS

—. 5l

Bifi 5 R 5T A2 2 MR B 4 = , il I ) [l RS T Y 22 HLUBE AR 25 58 2% AR e i) B — i A
A sl 5 /D REAAR R 2R 1A T EOME LA 45 SN A TG B A AR 2RI B (2014) 100 , 41
SUEIII TN TS — AR (e ) AR R, 5 0N A R A% 038
AR\ R B 2R M2 i 2 R I AR B B 42 JmiB , B R 2 L AR i k)
WL RN G sh A PE AR FUIE 5T (configuration research ) 1F 403 T X At —Fh 4 Jmy L, (H —
FLLIR 5 B OC 1Y SEUERF S i e 2248, HJR A B 5 S8 2 1) 6 R W AEE VA A T G
(BarneyflHoskisson, 1990) , ¥ BUAH 5T # Ay , X J& AR GG 1T A I i AE i Dz 2 Il i1 19

il

Weks HEA:2016-10-08

ESWE: P AARXFHFHALA B £ XA X (13XNL004)

EEBMN: K 3(1990—), %, PEARKXFHFRELAT A,
HEA(1988—), %, PEARKRFHFRELHAL;
ERM(1963—), %, PEARKFAFRHL, HEE 507,
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JC ) i B GERNELSE ,2014) , BRI R A RIS F ) SIIE V30 FE TR E Ol i, — B2
A A HY s AT F BURE ST , AiRomme (1995) 10z (2004) K il fii /R ia 3 1 Jr Xtk AT T %)
Wz LG, — S F A R e 1 S Ak 2 % e 1% 45 58 35  Fiss (2007) 78 ( 2 [H A B2
2L ) (AMR) &R WS SCE T, BEfEE H DU AR AR K8 50 SR 04 e 1 HL A Wik
(qualitative comparative analysis, QCA) BESSHRFT 1T P 4514 2 [0l i B 3y (Bu 48 ELqb AR A6
ey 3 [ 5 | SRl A R 2 SRt B ORI 81 ) A8 A AN 7 22 (Fiss, 2013) , JE 18 FH gy 725
WFFEIREL, IETEAIA 28 707 W T8 B GUAS AU RIS () (B RN 28 S o T3 — T A 3 17
(R F7 , Fiss LS MR 2 Pk HO A/ Mride 5 | AL U RIS b, B0 7 26 [ A Fl~ 2 (AOM)
5 FASIMQCATAEYS B T — KHLERIE . Bl JE QCA Ty 2 11 b FH 128 5 85 5145 B4 F Y
A AN AU, ARG BT B PR 45 A SIS B R RS AH OGS B 12 R A
B R R A A PR DA RS A TN S o SN BREE TS Hh R AT I 25 AR, [ N AH
KMo RA B B R ZIEBUARS: A1 22 E FUHT 24 55 2RI 5T 40k, A5 2= AF o rh A R
2 T FQCAM2EH TR EZ T L BIRA PR O T QCAMZEAR (B AR 2 WNBCHZ 8 ikt
T AR EEE (2%, 2014; B, 2016) , FEIA X% 516 AT R Ak gk i) () AR R AR 34
AT

AR SO FE P A7 55 2R FHQC A T ik A BRI 9 SCHlik A [l JBs AN AR B, 5 22 09 494 [ P AR
T CFE K 2 B BIR ST B A0TSR A IR bR 25 QC AT I FH T B Y AT R Y =
R IR, [ i B T BEA B2 b B 2 B0 HE QC A FH T8 BRATF 5 A 7S DR, At X skt 7125 i
FH R 557 G R e ) ST 8 1 TR R X 57 , X QC AT 5 T E 2R 4 T A A 5 130
(R A SR B A SC B AT 5 PRATF S VT (0 7, 48t el oA A B R X — B i T i 5
R A A 3 SR AR A LB AR T 5L, DAY Bt HE A U vh ik S e =
TII PRI B o AR SCJ B e B L A SO, AT LA 2 B 2 DT A B o A2 RIRE AR A9, DA
T Sh A FH A A &

—. MEMRBEEAENRBRIE S LB S Ak

(— )M BIRHF 5T S LTV R

TR SR A T HA AR AW L AR5 S 2L AR L ZUSE S, iR i S 3k [R] R
I B — B 5 AL AR (pattern) SR 4E (constellation) , 3X A AT UM | [T BA 2 T
B, AT DL 2 2L AU 4% 2 TH 1Y (MeyerdF, 1993) o fie - B A BRI 58 4 T Burns Fl
Stalker (1961) XAl 2 A5 B AT WX 81135 B 5 i R 3G M M AT A I SR H 2025 5
K52 B A 22 2 3 1Y T I8 T & T R (Mliles 5 , 1978 ; Porter, 1980 ; Mintzberg, 1973 ;
Miller, 1981 ; Hambrick, 1984 ; Houthoofd filHeene, 1997 ; LeaskfllParker,2007) , i iE#) EEH T
ZHAEE | SRS BRI R B SR AR I 02U R B RN [ PR R 55 A e

Short4F (2008) X A4 B 5% Y BILARIAT T 20 A Fn Il it , 42 i A BY (R SN R BB U240 26
Doty FIGlick (1994)iA g, B T2 B2 (typology ) W] AZR G 5 JENG 5t R 3 LSRG DRI 2 L f s TR R
G2 Z R, I Y 808 R 0 R R EAT 5 2 M, 8B 22 R h e A M — i
12 oFiss (2011) WA A A= 2 bt 5 AR 1 2H 2 Gl Jir PR 428 2 M e ) B B 1k o R AR R AU Y
FRURIFSY O AT Bk B 45 (R 4 (ARSI, R R AR A A ot BT AT
Z i FH & 25 7 1 (WBensaoufl Venkatraman, 1995 ; Cool fISchendel, 1987 ; Fiegenbaum £l
Thomas, 1990 ; Hambrick, 1983 ; Ketchen4¥, 1993) .38 HAEA] (ABakerfICullen, 1993 ; Dess&¢,
1997) #1242 4375 1 (4 Delery FDoty , 1996 ; DrazinF1Van de Ven, 1985 ) - SIIAS 6] 44 8 L A H:
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X235 AR B R FE IR SR, OC TR 5 GR00C RPN S518 K 260 W AT, B AR K I
X, 8 fdi—t 24 (WBarney fllHoskisson, 1990 ; Hatten f1Hatten, 1987 ; Thomas#llVenkatraman,
1988) X & A AF7E X A R SR G 2R 7= A T B B - EL B Ketchen®5: (1997 ) a5 JC 4B 15 H A4 14 (1)
REAE TINS5, BFFE AT A et SR B, R B Z 0 T4 18 5 B0 A5 A G 3R I B8 (1) 500/ o7
VAL TF-SERTIFFE T ) G PR ST D 1 19 s B (Ferguson K etchen, 1999) o

Fiss (2007) 340 B 1 202U Y SEUERFZY v 7 vk 5 SR N AR VG B /) [l R, 48 HH R 1932
LRk A 3 T BOFSE r  S A RU BRI 1) 4 JRy a2 R AT Y o e ARAE B T AR e i TR AR
FRIC R MG 22, UL Z R R 5514 Z A B R L R g R A A i, H DR & [ )
125 R (equifinality ) R UL BT R A ROAS R 2 & W] RB 23 5 | 3R RIFE A 25 5L  Fiss B i 48
R TAAR ATESR R AE A R AR B 2k QCARUE AR ik Z —-

()M LA o BT i iR

FE M BT A TR0 T ) GE M7 s FAS 1 e ) CE =778 ) Z M BF9E 7,
—FhRERE IS R T A H A 25 A F ST S (Ragin, 1987)  HIBEA AR, IEA B A /K12
AR T Bas A IRGEHT R S5 A 20 o] 5 | SO i B 5 5 b 0 mT ORI A% A8 A sl AN 7 4
(Fiss,2013) AL M Logithbi A 58 A 0 8 - 7 K B0 A0 445 AR b 3R 73 AR 1 1)
J7, QCARL L[] R M (S HE . R T REAE £ AT FR A 22 6] v ) 9 o AT LA A T, %0 1k
SR T BOA 2R A 2245, (Marx %5, 2013 ; Rihoux flIMarx , 2013 ) . il 2 B A BEAS HRI
JR R A MR A 25, QC AT 2 45 LI H R 2 4R U 9 AT B R A 51 47 (Fiss, 2013) ¢

IR B TE A RIARIR], M LA AT T 40 23 Rt B4R (erisp set) 8 P LLE 4B ORI 4R
(fuzzy set) &1 H 820 1 A1 Z24H (multi-value ) & 1 LB M7, 23 BIFR M esQCA (fsQCAFI
mvQCA ) . LA & S/ G A FZ T AT B oA i BEAR B (Fiss , 2007, 2011) .

1. bR A8 . QCATT ZE45 A e 5 Sk, A1 FH B3 535 a1 #EhR 2 7774 (Ragin, 2000, 2008)
V5 T DR 2% I A AR 4 SR B 4 AR B B (Fiiss, 2008 5 158 T A% 41,2009 5245, 2013) 3
M, csQCA R AR 4l “0—117 3 A8 i CHAR R HUE N =3 5 L B A EmvQCA, T
[F]) , M fsQCAITERE P =43 Hehli_b i — 2044 A8 s 2 S i bt U5 )& i (membership score) , X J&
—ANTEO0—1 A X [1] N 22 A8 AL AT AR A (AT B A 0— 1 Z (Rl 4E & )T s B A 1
G4 HT b B B 2 AR AN ], QC AT s BEAR 4l RIS RN 9% 75 B SR b i 451 R 4%
U R RS RAE S AR B AR b, JURE S B Ah R A 1 22 R A F IR

2 R ER AR BRI R R —TF 7 R A TR N ZE R Ak i B ah
Z A RS A, DR 4k T RS | 3l SR A AT IR 45 F 44, BIVEL( 3% (truth table) . 5K
PRI e 202 AL A AT R E R TR (24 1 L 36 L ks O 2T TR 4R P O AN 80 O ZL A 56 L 2R
Je MR BRI SE 3 3E 2 1)—BOR 1 VAR (EURN SR AR TR (8 B i 3 WT 70 20 e S A i R 2%
Fa7

3. FREVESIHT BRI KT e A e 2 KRR I R 2 SR AR S 10 A B RN 7043 25 A B HLE X o i
BEGE TR B TR L S AR e AU AR AR B, AT 1005 | B0 i R 4 SR 1Y) 22 45
12 . QCA L FREAE 2K —BCF (consistency ) FIIFH 15 R (coverage ) VE MK B0 45 S Al SEPEF5 bR
(Ragin,2008; 3247 ,2013; H 755 ,2014)  H | —HORRDRIE 780 409 A X B, Ho T3
NN Consistency (X< Y)=Y[min(X,, Y)Y (X,) ; B 56 AR F— B4Ry 5 | Bsh AR
AR RME—PERR R, HO TR AR Coverage (X< ¥)=Y[min (X, Y1/ ¥ (V) .20, X &%
BRI, Yo 45 AR B (A A

4. JCF ST SR U PR R AE AL WA A TR X s 525307, 454
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M2 Z4f#> (complex solution) , Gl H AT GG B MR EER Oy T T4 I 1E H %) 254404
I e e e pe s o B TN QR EZe [ i o e 55 w1 O N S0} ey = G Yyl e < D
FEAR , BRAS HY AR TR AL )< fa7 15 % (parsimonious solution ) A1 T 5 5 2% 2 ] 19t Ak fe
(intermediate solution) o 3% HL 5 K 2 [ 5240 AT - — & 7 BRI 5240 #r , Fe R A i 5 A T
RN T R BT R A Y A B 15 5 | SO A R 28 SIS TUR AR ), ZE L
TR IURFAR A R DL RS s IR IRIMESS S 555007, Fe P 2 ik = e X5
P A TUAR R B I T, A AR IR T IR UE RS B2 25 14 e A BUAS BB 5 | B0 2 Bk A T
SR AH TR B 25 1 ATPRZ A RS T A9 5 (Ragin, 20085 Fiss, 2011) izt i Y
LA T 187 B S = S5 4T, v A8 1 PR 45 2 T e DRI 8 1 AN () 7 7 BRI i 512
PRI S8 AT I 2 <R i e DU [ ) 3 PR 28 S = S 40, SLrh T PR A P e, N2 58
) TR BRI i ST PR R A 1A S ) o T 3 e R A At b S [R5 i PR S RO AZ O 5%
4 (core condition) , Mi{FE L Ak A A2 7 0 i PR A5 140 4l Bl 55 % 2% 7 (peripheral
condition) o MXT B A B 45 S 00 7203k T, AR O A L PT BB RE PR AT sl sk Y i R 22 2R
PR FR S HEAZ O 1 BTk 45 (Ragin, 2008) .

=. EEFIENRAEE RS ITEN IR E RS LR

T AT A AR SCHRICE T 125 , BT T 18 HH A 22 201646 F AYAH ISR 1657 , 7 3CC
HR 1O  7E T & A STk T, A 235 (2417 14% ) & R AL G PR G08 TN T) I (AMI 6%
AMR 155, ASQ 155, SMJ 25, JIBS 655 ,0S 555, IMS 255 ) , 8753 (£ 1753% ) & A 1 i 5 il
7] (JBR, Decision Sciences, Journal of Management Inquiry fllEuropean Management Review ) ,
HoAt 5555 R AL BRAE BN 73 2SI T T b o 7 v SCSCHR I e v, FoAr T & 3 N 7R Bt (RS LR
2 BT AL G 2 E S AR N ) B FH QC A Y SCHik S 31295 | & BR2= A 105 , Hoh 25 & R AE
AR CCRE R ) A TR 25 ) ) o3 — 5 T R QCA T B AE [ 4 48 L7 A5 5|
TIAAT, 5y — 07 T AL 6 B HEAE [ N A8 R AT A i o A L2 R ZEVE 5 9 AR, QCATT I E 1
I T TS AE P B Z 18] ) — RS A R E B iIF 7 O 2%, 300 3 BRI B
6 R PR A 52 A 2 I el 25, i 26 4 O 32 M i A B2 BLOC T O v (AN Bell 45,2014
Crilly%:,2012; Crowley,2012; Greckhamer,2011) , 20144FE ( AOM LI B IT I A 51T QCATE R
T S B IR R o I = DUAER , W HTE P HE A A i SCRE AR AU I 2 3

MK RN KT I Pl AR SR T 8 SCH AR 19954F A S M s o3 B ik 1 A
J& ,Romme (1995) F A R AR L BGEHE N T i T BAH F ZHZU B AL . Oz(2004) A K, 7R
T, AR BRI ST T3V B LA 238 i, H G i e ) R R 325 V6 B F
G T 08 1) <SR BURE 25 50y, BT LA 3 mT A ZR SR RURIASOAY] 2 114 22 58 7 12 4 o8 22 SR 91
FER VM B Bl 2 A 2R T A R K AT AT (Kogutd , 2004 5 Jackson, 2005 ; Koll 55,
2005 ; TakahashiFflINakamura, 2005 ; Kogutf1Ragin, 2006 ; Greckhamer5, 2007 ; Kvist, 2007) . EL.
F20074F, FissfEAMRE R T — i Ry “2H GG BUAFFE th I AR B 1R T ik i S, R T2
FXFQCAT L2 S5O ZSCH RGN 28 T 2 TR G 0 P LA oM i o] i FHAE 4
SURITFFE T, I HAEE T 3%07 1 5B G GBI 7 1 19 22 S5 LA B i ol [ S ) AN TR0 A %38
S KRR E QCAT IETE F B 2 G2 TIAAT 201 14F, Fiss XAEAMI E R R T —F
CHEST S A DR R RS  ZHZU R ST PO 5 R M LA A i R B 12 SR HIARSORS 4 E 1
HeA o BT (fsQCA ) X Miles: (1978) 1 T Bt 73 M H S BU AT 1 SIHIERFFY, IR 41 1 4
AR P25 V6 ST AP PR AR B L I fS , 7 [ B A8 B 9 U R QC A T VA I8 5.
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DIBEAT 2 5k i, JUHOR AT = PUARAd I 2 0 SCRRORC ST B H o ARG =X — ikl A
TR A R R R AE20164F4 A 47y, (IS ) (Journal of Business Research) 1] iH —
BALL R A AR R R, & 465 TE R ST Hh N FHQC AR SCHR o X 41 SC ik
FENBLHT A ZH 2 S A FRGTRL — RO TR T QC ATEZH 245 J 5% ali b H , N2
T AR U TR (405 B 5% A4 ) AN B CTAE AR I ) St o 40el, - SCiik
Kt T QCATT i1 A Ji S HL 5 5 m R 5% J7 vk AN 45 46 Jy AR AR R (SEM) R 45 A5 FH o SR i, =1 1Y
B PR AF T2 R R LS TE L, RIS At S50 40 55 2o, LA b FAh—4F 1Y &
S

FEVE 7 2R 5L QCATT AN I 8 i3 B 45440 4 s, 36 AT A B L EIPRRT 55 A
JIGERAS B R SR ARG A 2N AR A B R A B DL RO 2 AT R S
FEIIN . RN T QCATT TEAE R B A W S b i FH B BLAR , L HE AR 18 35 S 5%
FREFE I

M., EERFTURE M LB ST E A A R A B 2K E

SR 175 SCHR , FAT PR B2 Ul AT £ B QC A Dy A S8R BRI S Tl IA 45y — KK

(—) 55 B F—25 R 2 s i

T TR BRI [, BIB5 AR 38 RGEE R IRl ) 1 2% A1 RN 22 s A2 S AR
FEARZ (KatzHIKahn, 1978) . 5“Bh 85281, 4 B R 2N [m] PR R IT iR 48
B —FBCRRAE (Bertalanffy, 1968) , {H R {UAE A ZH 2L — B SRR, 2120228041 A4
KA R T I B ATRIE Y TR AR (24, 2013) IR B Z R 016 45 1 B A B A2
FEN FHQCATT Bk A BURF R 31 TR T 2 T 10 () R B AV S — Fhba BRI 55 () SE B 7 %
QCATEHEXT T B — S5 R AT A S AL A A TR 43 A, AT BRI S 30— 45 R ELA ik
I [F ORI Z2 Fh g AR (f5d 7 A% R.£1, 20095 255#F,2015) SAEQCA T Hh , — M LASE A R
JE& TG -5 2 2 R B AR AR AR AR St 5 | B0RE 25 SR B T R R A B AR R LA
25 AR Y 22 45 864 (Judge, 20145 Bell%, 2014 ; Chandra BalodifllPrabhu, 2014 ; 5418,
2013) . 7340, QCART LUK M B a 204 T A AR B, DT 2 ) EL A S Al 1) g — AR B AR X &
A EEI (2185, 2015) ABGE Y A 3BT SR 5 AR [, 80X — A FE T3S
e H 174 B ) R — R R IR AAZ R A AR RN 4T, (Fiss , 2007) o TH AL B QC AR I A
TR AL PRI — B THRGR (R ) 5l DI I T 1 o

() F-D i PR 52 2 P T R A 3 221G PR ) AR 4 B Bl G 2R

KLU, 32 3t 48 A 53 R FH 04 100 U 43 i B SR 4% A48 1 22 TR B b ST, AR EA SRk
IFAEREAR S AR A OUT , BRI A1 PR AR S 45 0 2400 , sl ad 43 i —ooek —oo3g
HAERIR AT AR B A AR A VE T, AEL A3 M 75 AT HE 80 R 5 200, O B Y A Z A8 H.
VEFRBT, RIS e LU R, B8 BAE A Pl tae DL =0k B BRI SR AT & 14 U AF
FERY L FRANT 2K (Fiss, 2007) . QCAN 5 Z A ] , M My il S B A IF 9 9 51, QCATF AN i
PRI HH 45 A8 5 ST U, (Bell %, 2014) , TR B AE AT 5| BOR R 25 R 24 R &
(Judge%5:,2014; Castro®¥, 2013 ; Freitas%,2011) , HZ AR A2 2 , e EARAFET % &
PRI Y« b B Tm] i

S S R Sl FH SRS ST A VR RIRE (BT ) 43 BT A R, B e X R E A TR 2K AR5 8
it B R B 2 Ry 2243 i A TAL RN EL , DAR B — B R s S R A R S
B3 A I EEALRE U X 3 S R AR, H & AV E A BLIAT 2 — 4~ R A6 (Fiss, 2007)
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PRI, SR A7 AE R R OC AR A B AN IO Bk it HL e Mo 7 b SR ISR AR 2 2 £

WLFA W e

SO X R BA AR

®1 TEUHESH (QCA) EEEFRNWEEN BTSRRI HK

WF5E ek

3

EETTE B

Romme (1995) ; Bijlsmafilvan

T X e A BRI AT A B RE AR 1 ) R4 A 2L 45 % v 4
BB I5t L A RE A A SR A gt 0 s W LE A BRA TR AR AL
AL RO TR B BOEAL , WFTE U TR R A 134

NJ1% | de Bunt(2003) ; Kallebergl | ZUAR 0] LIREUSAT , P WSS SR TR 2R F H
ETH Vaisey (2005) ;Crowley (2012) ;| B A7 2 B RARAT 0 B A XU T AR Y RFIEAG B E A 7
Chang#Cheng (2014) 3T s AR A T B2 AN R A P A X R Al 1 A8
¥ A IRHE EHEEH TS RE R SN TESKE
KA AN ER RS TAEHEE RS
HZUSE T H A FRFAOE = mA o T AL e ]
oz ChengZ$(2013); ST BRI AR R ARG PR A5 A AN LA T S B0 BT R
> Peltoniemi (2014) Iy el A Ao FE A B AN TR B B b i AL L i2E AT 2256, LA
T A A AP S2 ) 5 0
B 5 2R 1 20 AR IE X PR B 5 2 R U [ N I 3R
~ o . SRR E R OER 5 S YR PR A [ AT [ B
FRPRRZS| Javier: (2014); Crilly (2011) é?ﬁr@ﬁiiiﬁi@é;;ﬁﬁzﬁﬁﬁggggﬁ?ﬂlﬂ@
AT T2 B 35 AF 23 R H 0 R SR S
Chandra BalodifllPrabhuZs SREEN B RN [ SR A B S SRR AR A AN 5 4 B
A4 (2014) ; KaskFILintonZs 7= KBRS T ML A = FhAS [ 2 A 34 R DA T () ST
(2013) FDLAKAE X R
Mortinde Castraf8 2013y« | BRTEP 5 AT VA T (LR e T Ve s B
R ot Costo P A KT AR R )
FRYDA B P B E I AT 5
ARV B Bl IR B ZCH G T DA 3 3 R [R) S
e Bell% (2014 ) ; Garcia-Castrofil| { ; LAGEEA L 2R BT AT A JEEE B BRI LR 2K 2H A T B 25
4 PR Casasola (2011);Jackson (2005)| &Y, % G A Mt 47503 5 A RlVA B T4 ) BERIBLA K
RIS BCEFH S-S HRIR
A==
T o 2005) Ao T B A LR 26 AR AL SV A
iy T, 5 VO T s LA AL R LA
T s 2R — 7 T e 0 B R SE e Hp SR IS B R SR I, 24145
Crilly%:(2012 ) ;Freitas%: BEAFFEAKIFRAS , X R I H SR A , 1T ] 35 4H o 4 310
M| (2011);0rdaniniFIMaglio FRAFAERT , AR A SR A A0 S BEE T A A ST
(2009) AT 2y F K 22 R R R R 4G & 7 AT 1) L ISR
TR N 25 AT 2H A BE S (H AR IR 55 & R e KAk
SHHLBIAELZ R ERZL LR, K 5= A AR
Rt GanterfllHecker (2014) ; TR 2 BE R R A B A5, T N AR R A £ A AN
- Chung(2011) FRASTT LA B BC 45 S o Be SO AR Al
AR T i S 2 o B B LIE
s X E RIS , S R AT 2 T AR R R
JAEH YoungHiPoon(2013) SR %/\Xﬁﬁ[\jﬁaﬁéﬁ%%ﬂé L ot
| HoMLu (2015) s Wu (2015) R BRI L AT A HEB E TS0 /NI R |

MBI IS 2 5 A (I SR 1] B TRE PR R

OB RS AR G SRS B

QCATT ARSIy, S BT K Z [A] P BEAEAE —Fh B8 0C & : BAME (complementary ) |

H I (substitution) PA A 14 (suppression ) o H:Hp A0 SR H—AN 2 221N 1 S RE IS 14 hin HoAh—
A Z A E SIS , AR A oA (Milgrom FlTRoberts, 1995 ) , ELA H &M A E K 2 [6]

T B AT R A B A AR T L R R E

/3



4

LA YRR o AR P A R 2 e A A i B AR TR AR, AT DR BB, X Rl D RE XTS5 B FR
R I IS SR B — 5k 2 B SRR IHAL— A sl AN TS S IR RS (Fiss, 2011) .

o 0 T PRI AR S ) BB 0 ZR A, SR IR 43 A 5 32 T 9 28 0 o 2l e 1 e e MR L 38
A AR AR AR TR T 5 AL e SR 6 U (] — 2R AT BT, SR A M B S, o e A AR
RAGI A = A 1 1 L AME FH - QC ATy 2 T LA B3 IR 43 M 78 S T5) 18 iy PR A 78 A 56 P
KRR AR B SRR R0 UL B BRI E 24t 771k 2 — (Raginf1Sonnett, 2008 )
Bi4n, GanterflHecker2% (2014 ) FHAR 4 72 Mk LB AT 77 (f5SQCA ) X12002—20044F-[7] 29955
P VAT TN RN ST AT, BRI B RO TR | 58 4 DU R 25 (R I A [R) 20 A X6 1)
BRI (L B 7= b AN AR AT ) AN (4 R o 45 SR B, UK < B R i < Se
PR R FRABE TR TA MR ARAT PR AR B AR A0 AT LA 350 S BRI R AR B0 o ik LA
AR B FIRE A, 123G A5 H LR 2598 RO TR T N 3R 25 AR O IR TN A B 18
PR BB A ZL03 HAT BAME A GVRH 5 U ELAT B M s X T BB R B 4 = 52
Wil PR R, 2OE R = AU IR AN 3R A5 A B o Kim (2013) A& 81, b PR Rl 53K
P4 5 RL SR P b R 5 2R TR PR o 5 8 I RLRSOR P R R, 70 BB s AL il s EL AT 1)
REXT A5 o ARS8 TR AR AL T —FiE B D REXT SR 7k, BIAS 38— 20 “OR” O 48 ) S #2:1
PR 2SR5 27 Y AL B2 A, 2 2, WA A X BB PR 2 2 [B) LA B R . 5208 (2013) FfsQCAXT
A SCHR T 7S FHR RS A THESY , IR R SUHR TAE R G0 EE R 1 ] 45 B3 2 [l A
HAEH, 4510, B8 )1 & B R MBNHLIUR B2 HAT B AME: ; T R BAR 5 TR R R 514
T ZH A5 v 25 () A AE B « e e 8 0 BRI [T 380D AP B8l AR 4 P Bl L 3 B
S [) AV R R B2 [ i 38 =2 [ X5 EL A D e 25 1 o FLAF 9 v B (4t T PO Rh 96 UF B Rk 11
T s — 2 AN R O AT — 1 S 2 SR f A R st DA A I 4 A7 A R s —
SR X A K DL R B 2 S AR 5 Al R — 2 2R 4 4 A T DA | 3 ]
2SS WITA A 3K 4 fA A B

(COER IR 5% 5T

FERG BRI i A P AN 2 2SR 318 5325 (typology ) FIZE 14325 (taxonomy ) . B 43
25 (Miles?F, 1978) & LABEAT BFGEAE R Sl , N FHRAR R AR 1, T4 R AR [l RE A AR
BEARY 22 ME S S TSRS 0 2SE R 22505328 (Miller Al Friesen , 1984) NI DA S B H B4
HY) R R, e A0 SR T IR S (1) 43 2 2 BT R S T EIS T AR UM S e a2
J& B R ARG BT, TS A L (Meyer®, 2013 ; Hotho, 2014) ;QCATJT
BT VAGZ 38 A 5L T RS i (A B2 S S S A M RN TR 0 Y 52 2 I S A A AN ]
TR AT AL T DA Y, SR J5 205 A5 F R 1 B R0 2 0] o B 328 M4 R 0 2 B8, DT 1ok ERAF A
VR RERIE B 2251 19 40 L %5 (Eisenhardt, 1989 ) B EUA RE2 R () & TR 6 021 T-BL

Fiss (2011) Ay , 4 JH 007 24 5 B Fpess P HER b B 4. 0 h b, I LA
SAEXTRRYE , MG 53 2825 1 T0IE K IR e — 3 R 2R W E M 22 7 . QCATT L)
T o S ST X A U SR R SR A5 NI R 4 282 I B A 7R R TR R i,
BIANESQCA , T LK IR S A N R LG, FF I S B 0 Al RSl JE T PR R [ 4 A =Xk 22
S, NIRRT 53 S B AL IR X AT R 0 S Y SR I A A 5% 7 vk o TEXT 9 [E 205K 5
R A MV AS I FFE R, Fissiiad fsQC AT B /M T 4546 5 ks i) 41 & X HH G332
Wi, K 5 Miles 5 (1978 ) Y22 ML SHEA TR HL , e B 5 | B2 40 v 038 174 DU 2k 7 - 5 b

@© FEHES (neutral permutations ) ZARTE—FP 43 E (FIRL T, B BR AFAEL T— DA FA SR AERE, EHHSUR 22X 1 R g
MR LR SR R AR MBI ) 5 o A, BARHES I TR SEAE R 5 2 AR (EXT T AR R R R e HI AR AL S50
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142 H IR ZR 2 (prospector) /34T (analyzer) (B fHI# (defender) = A2 niAH—2 . LLHAS H
5 | B BRI S —Fh e B A 5], SR FH BUAR S0 5 s 1) 2w i [ B ELAT 2 S RAL FAE AU AL
AR AR, AL T IREE AR B0 2 M3 R R 35 o X — 25 SR 5 B A Y AR EAR ) &

Campbell5F (2016) K HIE G4, N ma I F AR AIHL 2 SIHLRRE ) —AN4E R , JE TR0
A B RGO RRAE SO 2 75 A I 55 1 2R 2 ) A5 (A 18 A ] B ] 52 e 2 AR X
FF) 388 15 1) S o 38 8 % 36 124034 I 38 15 R H fsQC AT VA A TIFAY , AT 145 1 T R 47 IF I
FIUAS R IFIE A2 Y X G5 o MR B O B2 R ARRAIE 2 0K 1 2 I Ay g WU S ) 78 iy 42 g b B g A
Pk B BTSRRI A C 2 o0tk B TR A OC 2 Tl KA R IR Uk
MR 24 A IR IE A KE XTSI B KW B i R LA K B8 nad Y5k DUH
L A B R ] X — T I A B 2% PR AL FR SR 22 B RUAT RN A 28 96 =
IR | LAEBR 4 )5 2k 3 k8 e 0 O R Szl 45 AR AR S 36 i bl T i 2otk i
PG H 2R IR A5, NS —FoR R I

WEAEXT G5 Al R 40 432 36 T A AL IR B A BN AR 0 — Al A i, X AR
SRR, HPEZ4TC)F (Garcia-CastrofllCasasola,2011) 841, Sharma (2009) DL flr A AR 1
FREAFES SBRERE WA R KIS S5 EARS T 72285820005 Z2XEENK
JBiAR Il 2851 - Garcia-CastrofICasasola (2011) Iy, R B G IMERITE M A S5 &
R IeEs S I 705y WhZME: | REAS T AL BAT A9 Al 202 o A AT PR 05 Al e SR
BRI S 50 HIRE R VR AR G #E S & FIRE R K KIECEOMAf R AN G 2
i b TR (k=5) AT LB 32 (02°) 50 5 15 W (b )., 3 T ORIRISHC i e 464>
FEIXR66115¢ LA el dE_b i KB w A BE A, A 1B S RS AR Z B C R 15
T AR S5 KR A PO RS2 SRR AR DB, KRR SR 55
FR FKIECEOM MBI Hat 7853 5 R Ut , ST T A BRI — A SR e 8, BV R o
Fo FEHEFRK AR AERKHECEO HAb AN | M K F 2 I8 AT =4 4, B
KGR FEE K FRES K BN KRCEO. LGS 5 R, &2 AT
PRI Z A7 HAHEAE R ZS R

F. BB HTRTEE IR 5 A R A A OU S R T e BBk A 0 R X 3R B

(—)QCA ;12 % I T4& BRAI 5% AL

AT AR S VA AN R B 58, e Pk L o i i B A A S AR

1. X REAS T RS > T 2SR AN A 1 e W9 iR AR T AR 58 T I3 Ay (R 8855,
2014) , 38 H 2R 200—300MEAS 1 AR IESS SR R A o IR A YRR 7, B A FL AR 2
R RIS SRR S 05 B EOR, D Il 5 L i — A i 2 LA
QCAYE M 5T 5 YEWE SR ARZE 5 1071, S8R 1 5040 1 PR ) iy 1) AT, 3 FH T Ah B Jo 1
WS8R A R AT S AR 5 A AR 1 SR/ ) B (Stokke , 2007) o

FRIBIFSE ) — IMEEAE T, B AR B I 2 T 22 018 W R, P Z 38 AR
PR FESEBR T A AT LSS 2 ()R I Y 58 09 SRR o st B 1 A AU 5% rh i DL R A PR Z2 A
Y IA) R QC AT LA o i = 52 43 B fiff e ik — [, RIVAR g PR SCHLA T vk A AfE MR iR 4 7 b 22
A8 WA 2 o QCAFE S K Z R A Hif A1 (antecedent ) [T AS A2 38 19 “ A8 87, 78 Fe N Tl FR-10
csQCAHT, n AN AT LLZH 2 M 1, A 7 FOREAS ISR 2" BIVAT | DRI T L b B/ INEEAS O BF

© HBA Bl RIFEE AN  ~ WU B S B~ 5 10 55 R LA LSO 2 42 56 3 B+~ S SO S WSO~ B0 M) (~ 7R AL %
P, #FoR IR E) P IR BRI A0 A, AR TR i R s SRR A

T B AT R A B A AR T L R R E
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IR (Judges , 2014 ; Martin-de Castro%s,2013 ; Korczynskif1Evans, 2013 ; Cardenas, 2012;
Freitas®,2011 ; Greckhamer,2011; Chung,2001)

A IR 38 BAE N QC A Al , ELA 2544 1k A P R o 28 491 s B P 45 i 8 45 (Rommee, 1995)
AT BR L L E A BRI EEA (E XS, 2014) 76 B WL BRI SCER Y, 058 35 050 A B
A 9~ (Rémy, 2007) £)66114 (Garcia-CastrofllCasasola, 2011) N4 R E20164F4 H 76 L
A ZUZ RS (495 SCRkrh A 23R FEA R TESO N AR, LU FEARE2001 LA DY, AR F 1]
P53 HT A IEAR TSR 5 1 SR FEAR R AE2501 UL, Hoh 6 F AR HEZE 10004 LA L, IORAESE Y P
W55 716 I TG AR BRI o IRl , QCATT LIXT —FH I A TR ASZ I i 2201644 7, e 28R
BAEAC IR 925 SCik v, 4255 T —F 5 , 3R TS B R A —F 5 FEURSEA , Hig
47 SCHERIAUE H —F 4 , BRI 46 & 28 2 BRAEA oY R S8 45

2. XTI R A A2 2 o Il A SR AR 2 [N B ELAT R4t | AR A28 1 11 R
W o QCAJT ¥E I LAAS HU T8 Fefil (Raab%:, 2013 ; Greckhamer, 2011 ; Lounsbury5,2013) , 1
K2 Z 0] A58 G Z& (KaskFlLinton5,2013) XA A H (Stokke,2007; Cardenas, 2012) F1ZH &
Z0 (OrdaniniflMaglio, 2009) , DAf# 8 55 15 45 4441 & 19 70 B (Judge 5, 20145 Ganter Fl
Hecker,2014) , %F 5] Bk 45 F 00 42 2% I RS A PR A% BE (Martin-de Castro%$,2013;
Lounsbury%,2013 ; KorczynskifllEvans, 2013 ; KogutfllRagin, 2006 ) , QCA [t i At 454 245
“INUS Z& A4 A, BV PRI Z X0 e 25 R T 75 3R 78 0 (02 A4 S5 44 , 1T S8 PR 28 20 W
RUXIZEE RN 5 AR AR B 7250 10 55 o 5 LAY AR AT T i R BBAL B AR S SC 2R | I XS
Lt X R LL B RINE , TTQCAKE TAE G R v LR IRAEAE T2 R R Z M A 4 52 2=k
2t 56 & (GanterfllHecker, 2014 ; Cardenas, 2012) .

3. EFRPIRAEXTFRYE o BUE 534775 0 A2 S ES e AR LR OC R 4518, 75 2l i e
g S [A) TR0 A A 2 R el o S QC ARl i 4E & 2 (0] 5C R B IE I R ARG & . [l
SIHTRIE TG AT i S (0 AR B [ AEAE AR R AR DG OC 2R, BRI L I A 43T 8 45 SR 2 X
K F, BB AR K OF i el A R 22— 20, Wi LA T R [ [ AR Ak, 7R S R i
2216 QCALITHEE G TSR E X R F 2T B (B FE55,2014) , LA R BT R4 ) 5 45 AR
HZ T BRI EE G R 5F , N ILEHE 347 285 2R rh B4 1 0 e A AR R 45 S =2 [ ) PR 2R
KF I, QCATT LA M AS KR AY P S 56 & (Judge™, 2014 ; Bell%, 20145 Fiss, 2011) , BI 3
S5 AR B B KT AR AR BRI K ST A 25 (AR R AR ], BIP25 PT AL & AR SR
MAMURAR R ZE R IEK T B 225

4. ToATRt it 2 ARt AR A B AE R AT A AR5 D ik v, e A B R AR R — KU
T, T B 22 JR AR MR R S 5 ey ik R AT AL L 2H SRS PP T B R R R e e
THL)ZRIWIEER R, B, dnfay g3 e 248 w2 202U 5T i — P UE R TTQCA T ETHER T
X PR 2R )k sz R A s, 0 R Z A1 B 24k A I T LA et RNk B8 2 AR /b T
FEARAL P (CE R A5, 2014) , BRISRR IS FH T S 22 2 A8 1 ) A B 5T (Greckhamer, 2011) .

5. BRAREIG 52 22 o csQCART LA 33 I it A8 B A7 7E 5 75 (KogutFRagin, 2006 ) , fsSQCAT]
DI 3 A7 A BN I RE R, DI D B4 (1) &2 24Pk (Cardenas, 2012 ) . QCA LIAA IR £y
BRERB),HX R—ROIERN A R ZR B E R R B AR G oL R N EAE G
TR S U a8 6 2R AR 2 25 ok 200 1) 22451 A ERAIE (Kogut FiTRagin, 2006 ) o 75 M SEfl b 38 i A5 /R 3%
BRIz U T LER 29 B F T 2 A 25 AR 1Y (Ragin, 1987 ) o3k FE , Z5BRTCIE BUAFAE , (8 fH A
S NS AT 5 (5245 ,2013) , H AR i Ak to A1) T & BE FIPLH] (Raabd, 2013) .

6. SEEfREE ] . QCARA THEAL 1 (generality ) FI A =1 (complexity ) Z [A] 5T 5 2K,
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T TE S B S5 R L B SRR R AT R A A BT e 2 BRSBTS, AT -5 52 51 S 1)

FNAE 1 17 5845 B B X 51 (K ogut AR agin, 2006 ) . A4 U A B AT 5 & REAS AR B FE SR 1,

AN #4424 78 5 (Chung, 2001) , [R] B AT 38 285 B A R 0 AT BRI 2 A4k, RO 7 22
VE A HEE R IR, DT AT AR A T SR T ik 0 S A9 320 4 7 DR SR e, AN 350t ke 8 461 1) il
fi#t (Stokke, 2007) o

(Z)QCATT I FHH Bk % K A e S mes

VER—FP 55 071k, QCALAZ B T — LT BE AT 546 H , csQCAFETERT N S URR Y
()AL, ELME LA IX 23S 7E -5 BEHLEE - Marx %5 (2010,2013) W 37, QC AR & 1T SR FHJE2E 48 A
A3 AT BT RS S AR 1 (R B1550) LU IR A e — [l 8, A AT A R FERRBR G O A%
BRI A Yo 35 SR e BB M I 20 BT R R FQC AT ) 53 — ANk ik 78 107 %o 3 — Bk A, 24 iy
Bk — 04037, BITQCA (temporal QCA) . M A7 [A) 2 , TQC A H Xk LA X S A= Bl 4 i
Tr9h5 , FFAE— 10 PR S5 A B s AR A T B P G o 53 A, 2 20 pihe) 280 i PR S et 22 sl
AT KT, QCALE JLAE B i A4 T EICHs S A8 K0 I, SR o M LA 2 f87 Vi M A 2RO HL 25
ARG 1 I, JacksonFINi (2013) FF & T AL K A BT ik 5 QCARZS &, BV 44k
P 5 KB, AT Sl B A Gt o, DA /D atE A QC A ST G IR 22 R i 85 . IRl i, i T
QCATEELHEARE | S 35 5250 M 85 20 R v A7 e 5 24l LA 32 O T, 35 5% 1 vk I P 2 ) 3 1)
JEHE T TR ER

X 5T 45 FE T A5 M i T 5 , T BE2QC AN Hh i s 22 DV Pk R o B T LAQC AT L #E 4T
I RIF 30 B AR AS T A /b, e 0 AT REAUA 1—2 N WIER B AOREAS | 6 28 1 BB A WA R A
T 3 3 2 5 5240 W R A7 40 52 (RS I o DRI, QC AR 5% 465 SR 1) e e o <2 B B B L X It , 24
IR T Z R 0 vk, DA R QC AR 45 R T 5 FE M A T g o

Bell&5 (2014) £& 1 T PIFPHEA TR (B A 6 A 5 12 o B —Fh O 2 FEXT 5 | B R AR f R K
(A PR 25 A TS A SR A [ s o o) E sz T RV 5 SR AR IR P A T R R EA A5, 3K
QCARME MR 10 H e AR 48 e # FH B 53k o 55 A 23 B rh R R DG R R R A A i (R
XY, N ~ X— ~ Y?) A, QCARFFR A A, IE T S 1125 5 1) B R AN ELAT X Rk, o B3
HRKT 25 R SRR 25 5 1 i R A B AN ] () o 7 A RITR PS5 45 58 3 X A PO I S 36 A
JE”—SCH, Bell % (2014) 7E43HT T BB LM AN O AT AL Z AME RN TR G T 2B AR M
AR AR AL, BILE & = AT A &5 S BB EE S 7S P& 19 25 AR ] 2540
Hi, KaskFlLinton (2013 ) 76X SHr Ak dn el 7 s i il AR AR5 22 ko v, R A X —
R PR 30 7 XPASRE B 7 B ML AK G R AT A BUSEA T T 4 seAa g , 45 i A4 U ok 724
5 BRI AT AR OC R ) = B AT R S5 A4 SR A ] . MisangyiFll Acharya (2014) 7E
X3 BRATL A %) 22 2R Ann] B ShA s A ROA BEALED BT 5T |, [RIRERN 78 T S 850a L ok )
PRI PRAG 2 FEAs fd R 3 v, A SR s R ] — by 20 G i 350 2 R AR 0 1) iR /KT SR S8
AR AR K A B A 0 S 8 A5 i KOS B FE 20 42 IO 24 9] 55 33 A R 250 | B 3 o
RTG530 , LM R 25 R e a . Bell 5 (2014) $2 i 9 55 A fdtEAs 55y
PR SN SE TR C & B At e PR 2R At AT TR AT AR 95 35 X B A PO 52363 A IR AT 52
Ml Rl R QCAZM AT, il A i — 2D g0 A N T A AL R ST HI R 45 i A A BIE A :CEO%E
TR R I 25 5 R, BB RGN T X e 450, PR 45 e A2 | RIS A "l AT 40
IPORT, #5 X AR AR AP ML 5235 , 38 0 B 22 A Sl A B AL A 285, R % S K ik
Sl U AR A A TS e AR B T UERA

Kim (2013 ) 7 HX A5 075 1) B 2 ML) A R B R A A 5 i o A 60 T 44 4485 SR 0 48 A

T B AT R A B A AR T L R R E

(&4



/8

A2 A BUEAT DURD AR MR 50 1) 7 o — S B TS AT B, 5 PR 45 ST SR — 3, A R AR
fdt; —IEAEASREFREE IR R R I L4 (crossover) , FL RIS 52 48 T-FISE 28 T-nid il
FHEM10% . 90%E T H15% . 95% , SR I T34 715 5 . Fiss (2011) LA K Kask flLinton (2013 ) A AfF
FEPHR A T3 — A @ PR 56 14 73k, W I S G B2 5% e FRABoR 6 5 — 2R FAS IR TR Y
B R WK ask A Linton (2013) [F]EHH T2k B EPOFIUSPTOM /™% I P2 i 454 7
SRS 65 5 DO 2 A g g o e FH A [ 8 0 o 3, A A 5 AN IR G ) ) 3655
Leischnigf1Kasper-Brauer (2015 )4 H} —Fh g7 (R A (il Aoz 56 (1) 7 v , B2 AR G0
PoRR I TG LR E5E , BT — D SR B A B b (4 )3 s BE 4, B
Hotge/MEVE R R — P BRI Z5 8, DhR fg— AR AU Ab Sl sy AR i, B S 45 A i i A 7 ml )
38T o AN, Fiss (201 1) 45t , M FHQCAMEA T4y FEWH G, ib DB 98 458 5858 43 FmF 8 7
e, RIS M 22 AL 545 I S50 01T LA s BRI e 7 VA O R 1 QC AR Y S s
g (AR MR AR E) (2R 25 1 5 QCAM RIS Tk 17 LA S A .

N MBS T RN RS

F Ragin (1987)#& 1 LW 55 ik LUG , 32 BR TR S804, QCA AT H BESL AL T i 4
f FEEAIT ST, BIAL BRERE 051 G2l , 58 SR B g AR ) — /38 A csQCA . 20004F,
Raginiff— D42 T B TROMI 5 10 1 Lo B 19 074, L EIESQCA , B il it 4 58 45k JR 5k
SEA AR B RO A A&, AR B A TR R 0—1 22 [ 3 2 ) B B3 UE s B B0, N TR T 54
AR B — S5 SR A AR BT B B — SR A A AN AE ) FR B X 25 SR AR f s R T
Ak AT A S AR Ry 22 o AR A B AL (R, QC AE I T AR Y — AR Y 4 3, B
mvQCA (Cronqvist, 2004)  FFAFTEBNFAAE Y 251 I 0 A8 Sl i B 24 B, 28 e
MOFFERFH-LA“1,2, -+ I GBSO R A 3 A i — SR U, mvQCA S FRARXE M
BV FE TR (Vink HlVan Vliet, 2009 ; SchneiderfllWagemann, 2012) , {H X F- AR 5200
XI5 R R . R 5 esQCA K fsQCAR L , mvQCAR M 15 Z A [H] #4455 (notation )
KRR AT YR AR G SR ARIC , TimvQCANIR A (value) b5ic (Thiem, 2014) o iX P2
FRICEE Y22 50 R T 7R ml LA A R XTI, Thiem (2014) #2115 T — R gy 22, B
Fibric I 2 Ge— WL BUE 7380455 1K & (value-score notation, VSN) , XV £ BRI £ A 22
BHEAR I FH R RE Y43+ (common denominator) HEFTHRAE . ;X FEALBEZ J5 , csQCABE & fSQCAFY)
— BRI, UZRmvQCA R —FEEB], mvQCAEesQCAR — Bk I, L I =2RQCAM ik,
A PAG R R ) LA M LB 1T (gsQCA ) . CarenfllPanofsky (2005) 38 ) , 1 N — i S 0F
JEHIQCAZME T R IK Z [a] [ A , o BIQC AN iy A £ A AE [RI ik Y B AN S R B[] 28 £k
Y o i TR S TQC AR SR T VR AMX — SR T & 1 — Bl A % as B RUF 81 43 B AR 45 6 1Y
Tk, AT AR B R A B 3l 06 R I AP o 5 HOR 28 52 2% 5 5k 4 A ol 1201 248 & A i)
fmQCA (fully functional multi-value QCA ) #ff:, REZ [ I Zb FLEE 3R 55 45 AR 5 14120 Z2(E iU EK
P, Tk Ah T IR mvQCARK A REAL FRES SR AN 1 2 H R RE 2 AL RIS 2 .
FA7 M7 (coincidence analysis, CNA ) &5 QCAM I 5 —Fh B TA7 /R is B TR R 407
A9 77 (Baumgartner, 2009 ; Baumgartner fllEpple, 2014 ) , 7E—E F2 [ 2 X QCAM IEH 5 &
J& . 5 QCAHI] , CNAUL G SR A BRI HE BN SR RN , I HA e A BRI I
{0 38 o AA TR ARAT S5 fRT AL 1 TR A RN B 554 o fH 5 QC A LLHE , CNAE HAT 4 F Dy : T LA
W2 55 AR R ST 5 AT RIFST T ST rh (B 45 2R AR s Y R i [ 2 45 R AR 1 Z I AH BAE
AT 58 25 BT 1 — 45 S8 R I UE DR B , T AR QC AR AR EE AU () 2548 5 AT LA i et — 5 4[]

SNE 2 5L (F 395 F4H)



K — B B R AR O, R R AT AT AR SR Y BB R, BT AN A T SR 3 5 04T 5
TR T2 AR AL R TR M T 1 B AT O AL

VisHIDul (2016 )2 T —FhREHS L QC AR I BE Z B 1 7 i, B L BE 454 o0 Bt
(necessary condition analysis,NCA).QCA H g M (in kind) PRI MFLE PR 28 23— 45
B DAL S5, INC A 1] DLt —25 a2 it Hb (in degree ) T b A B 1) PR 28 b e i 45
AL EL AT I LA NC AR X [BH 531 5 1k A SR 38, L2 AT QC AT i A R 5T o

t. ZRERE

A QU E A IR RGBS e v R A4k R G AU HLS
ZJ5 H O BT LK, LA AR AT TR (science of design) H BT R
Sk, 3 ARG UL A A ST A5 AR SRR B ek 0T o o P LA A B A R A LA Y R 2 T
H B NEGGR2R S OB 2 55 22 IUE 9 AR (FEHESC, 2016 ) 5 1A B H UL A 4 1 45 BRAF S
S, RO, ¥ /6 BRAH T A F VR A R w5 8, 7R P9 7 48 B G A 7, R e 2 BRVu IS 3 1 sk
o 22 A PR P EE AL AR T, E AT AR BRI 9T R 3K — 7 YR A A SR TR, IR AR
MY SN SRS, B AR 268 58 R A, — 5 T B TAR 2 B R X M AN T i
SIS AES , 55— TR PR A [ P AIMBR 2 X207 VR A T 2R Ge b BRI SCHR , X6 it vk T g A ke
FA) [ RIS 1Y R 3 B 22 i Ve AT T T 48

NI ETA B PR QC AR ZE R 24 2 N EHLZ 48 Tl B 1 A /R By i B (B 8855
2014; B, 2016) o A SCE UM N FH AR B2 2 X0 A BRI 9T 3R FHQC AT 1L 1 1750 SCHik ik
TR, g T HAEREA WESE A I D) = 28 R) R« R as [ U1 [m) T 42 Z3% i PR1 K iy [ (1)
SRR A3 2] AR SCAE B H 6 R (el o S 1) i DR s i [R) B, o E 2 T QCATERE
FERFFE PR B 7S AR 3 SR R B AIR AL BE A 24 A | ok RS AR X FR P  TeA0x 5 )2 A8
A TREIRAL I BRI G 5 2 P A 5 B A3 22 081] o 3 7S R AL BAi45 25 K dt R VR A A g
AT B SR TT 2 SR FHQCAYE M i 5% SEL B AR T 2 TR R , QCATEA K Ay A HAF
FEH AR T A SCHIEE T QC AR A5 3l U R 2R sl M = 1o PR AR R 1 A
FESE (I IR ) , A BRRE ISR IX — A T 2 B 5E 5 AL 2 IRl A B P 53 O i e A 2
FRPAFEZ N H 5P 5EE

()RR S AT R

1. $h R 2B T SR 3 A

TEA: TN IR RS Y QC ANE A Fcdili B A BB 58 B O VA 5 | N 2 B 1 A2 BBk
12235 WA AT R H , O HoA Bk 22 (%) 32 3t 01 1) i 8 o B o B 5 s AR e A
W & JR AN 5E 3t , e FL A 0 B T BE A DR g 1) S P Y PR ZE AN T K HL R, TEA VA B BT
B AP AEFRAEGU, VR LU TR AT B 22 W H o F 201 S4E LI, 8 1 LU A T 2E T 575 8
T HAE T 2 38 O P00, FH T 32 AUIBREE & 26 T 10455 A2 S0 AR K, LUK FH 221491
5T 75 R TR, JCHDE R F 2 2 BRI BT, B AT LR e PR LU A A i i o T LA
TR N 53 M F2 80k, anAl 87 Ry 255, AT i QC AT VA M X HR 2 | 22 8152 | 4 1)
LA IR I R AR S b B EE S IE AN R i . QCA T 4 LUH BB I SU L 2 IR I 3R 58
BRI NAMBIN R R E T ARG BRI A ]

@ 2 [H—2 3 Ak 5712 (Quine-McCluskey optimization ) f2: 5 /IMEIZ H SR AL — R 315 (2215 RAIBRAS 2, 2010) , EEAD S WAL IR: —
SRR I R B T A T 2R T, R AR AR B A T R 2 TR T ey R T 2R T A AR AR 1 2 T2 R O R A AN T 2 Y I 2 iR

), ZeddF e BB  Baumgartner (2009) A , IR J7 LA RETEAH I 1 LA R A & N R B TEAFTE S & _ LA BTARR M7 L T, 4
BEXT FE A A TOAR AL A HEA T IR AL, DRI OB LA FE CN AR AL R 2L

T B AT R A B A AR T L R R E
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| RIS SRR E R A >

HEEFRREIR QCATERIE PRI
P EERINERR QCAT Bt ﬁmﬁw;ﬁa
T, BEATES AU " esQCA: R .
CEHER HEEH T - f5QCA: IS § o,
SR - mvQCA: ZEA 8 e YR A
' L HERAE % e
e i [ | ioCA SEER
° RH : 0
TAME BT ER g il A
LA BRI R PP BEREEY
B A HT: RBERETT S ZEW B THEEE
gl T B B A A QCATVRHTZEH o ER AT
(R RIS R SR (CNAD e HRTR
BHET HARE AT, 0T S yes v
R Bl \
WE M4 (CNA) IS HENR
MR AERRR B E PR AT R S
%ﬁﬁfﬁj@ﬁiﬁ%@ WEFERE AR BB 51 ) A T A2
R %R &

B 1 FMAQCARKEEMRHIAKRKIELR

2. TP RS

5 L5 70 TR S M B A L, BB — s A T oL RS (R 25 A F
FETT 1% o X P O EAT [7) o 5 4 1 58 P o DA A AL 3 (Park MIEISawy , 2013 ), P 1T #%
RihouxfllRagin (2009) Ak f& fiwili A HL A 3 i frﬁ P9 FEE (modest generalization ) .
TIN5 AR e AT R AL, QCATESE G I KA U il B 45 2 UL 2 1T R 3R L B Al 2H 41
Wiﬁﬂﬂ%ﬁ.?ﬂ’ﬁﬁﬁ*ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ,Tﬁsﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ*wﬁjﬁﬂﬁéﬂm(T)EJFE?/\&)
(EELIBLIANIIY APE .

3. NE TR LG 0 A R R Y

ZHT TR A ZE ) o3 ride A2 1 U 43-Ar , 9 2 R 2 R D A I 2 Jm B , ZE At BB s g ao
PR R 2N 1 2 Jri R o M LU AT RE RS Se BE b B R 28 IR, A I R A A 4 A2
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The Application of Qualitative Comparative Analysis (QCA)
in Configuration Research in Business Administration Field:
Commentary and Future Directions

Zhang Chi, Zheng Xiaojie, Wang Fengbin
(School of Business, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: The configuration perspective in business management research is growing, but the lack
of supportive research method slows it down. Since Fiss(2007)proposed to use the qualitative
comparative analysis (QCA)to solve the problem of empirical research from the configuration
perspective, the method has been widely used in management research overseas. Conversely, QCA is
still in its initial stage with few achievements in China. Based on a systematic review of related literature
adopting QCA in the management field at home and abroad, this paper summarizes that three major
problems can be solved in management configuration research by QCA: exploring multiple routes
resulting in the equifinality, dealing with complex interactions between antecedents and deepening &
supplementing classification. Secondly, this paper summarizes QCA’s six advantages, including the low
demand of quantity and sources of data, cause complexity, casual asymmetry, no need to deal with
multilevel variables, the reduction in phenomenon complexity and complete case explanation. Facing the
most questioned robustness in the application of QCA, this paper sums up a number of specific coping
strategies. Finally, supported by the latest development of QCA, this paper proposes a three-dimensional
research framework consisting of digging the past research, and cultivating the future research and time-
series research.

Key words: configuration; qualitative comparative analysis; QCA
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