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TR G S TR, L TR F R SRR T e R A O A B YE AT
PRZR S AT LG, 75 DU 47 ] bR o A0 s A B~ P UG 1 O BBt , o el ) i 4 By
WFFE BT HARE, H 2558 b RS A SO SRARR A2 1T RS v A B A S 445 ) o = 3 ) s 5 2
WFFE R 32 2 DK% , 7 m1 v 3 25 A RERT RS ERAROR , B TAR GBI T 127 Fl oA St

GUS AT [AIEL, FaTRAH SC A B AT T5 3k , fo e Tl 2 M PN HOR SR A 4 5 K VR AE
=, tARBRERE?

(— ) R0 =i B I B i

TE RO B i R B B, = I R IR AR KRR | =R 5e i 1A S e Stk e
H— IR ST 19T TRV 256 88 R4 A3 T, — 6 A S5 Al BOR R A R e AR M B 2
TN TR S, 2208 SCHE H Schendel FTHofer (1979 ) g i R o A5 7 %2 S E =0 I T 58
BIZEA AL BOR (business policy WAL G AL GG R =B RIS I SRl 2= F 57 OUH:
SR TR ) BT 24 % 45 B (strategic management )AfF 57 Y0 w05 AR L IX AR 268 SCEE
w1 YA RS P U T A E AR A TS, U R R I T R DR SR R R S et R A A
RS DL B — A8 B 2 AT 55 5 s 5 52 S, FH SchendelFHAT: 32 4t 1) i w7 32 A ) )
(SMJ) T19784FEAN FIFF T 19804 IR IE A A AT , BUA A SR TR (1) AR e

O IS WA ORI AR 2L KPR S 2 B S 5 R AR T E &R
(committee on future doctoral education ) AR =7 o 1% % 51 25 T 19884F H A Bl 2% (academy
of management ) i %% #1432 (business policy and planning division, Bl J5 3K Abusiness policy
and strategy division, FlE ¥strategic management division ) 9% FEZE 1 248 K . & AR A9 &
BOTIE A S 23 W Z A L % ) (2 6 Mintzberg . Porter . Teece 5541 42 A\ ¥ ) , Hi Charles
Summer . John Grant&§ 743 24 i} A EE 2 2 7E 19904 A A 1 AT T i w45 Bl 1 A 20 14
M ORT R ST F T SOE R « (1) FRATTU A SE FR T2 2 (2) FRATT 40 3k (1) 10 5t A WF L 2
(3)FRATTTIR A% 0o SCHRAT WIRLE? (4) A RE RO e A Tl 552

LTS DR R (R [ 25 2 « M A A A% O TR A 9 A A 75 B, T LA A AT 5
A0, HALHE DU 5 1 FR5E (environment ) |G B (strategy ) 40155 5 2H 21 (leadership and
organization ) FI%iA4 (performance ) o A T#E— 20 IA N, X4l 285 B AL DG L2 SR A 2
TS LA Al iy, A B DX T HA A DRI 0Tl i) e 2 AR

5 =R E ZE LT 1990478 36 M (I 4R & 4+ A T, Hi Dick Rumelt ,Dan Schendel |
David Teece =7 44 NV LHLVE 4 015 T RN A8 TG0 I A B A DG R0l i) o 23 o ARl 25
WS SO DA KB AN FEAB T, = AN i b iR T R 1) S ) . — > D0F 5 49 43 )
(Fundamental Issues in Strategy: A Research Agenda)—- AR H . — MM &, — AR
Pl B AR5 SlE & A 1 SRR L (B /AE— R DA G — 1y e ik
WA L2 P R R R o) 7 AR B R G 87 2%, SRV W A AN [F] AR — 1 2 B BT
I, GRS BB F A AN 2 SR L (Kuhin, 1962) T A9 Y5 :UHE” (paradigmatic ) 2ABRIR A, 11
SN S N WL T A A AR T v X R A BRI A7 £ B R TAE AR — A5 — 178
3, MR T2 40088, 32 SRS TRl R A S AR o s U, s A B 5 Sl A A 5 32 S )
A ] 1) (issue driven) o AT TZEXTIZSCAR B AL LR mHE 35 T XA RILIR 5 AR R 4t
P&, i — 20 SIE MG T Hb A T GRS A4S R 22 ST 5% i 0200 A 1) O K AR (R E « Ail Gnfep
MM AA ) 247 25 T2 22 e Al ) BB B R e Th g oAt 24 veE 1 B BRsa 4 v 19 e 2
R
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IR = R TSR KR AN S S B A U A A B AR A B AR AR R S T
JEBETT )2 T A B T AR FRATT AT L) 80 s A B 5 A [P L« £l R B85
A AP AR B A A Al B i A0 A T AT A ARl A % ke R R S it e A AR ek s £
FLARNZERIEES , LA B AR M ) 28 B30 T s 7257 AR 0 5 22 [ 2280 ) — > 2l ) I < ] i
A 8] 2278 B8 25 57 BGRB8 o X i — A [ R (125, T S 6 — T
TIF9 2 75 I T I s A5 P 3 1 3 4 Ay o At 25 DU A ), DA 6 114 o A 80 s 14) PR 2%, DA g
FA) ol 5 81 s ) S, D — 8 T 1) A T BA, DA D s 00l 55 Bk ek, DA T S s B T 36
W, N TR PR B S 50T, NSE S e SR E B3 , X Tl AR 2838 Sl 2 B i O 7 IR
FEBUOE T IR B2 A I A R A IR 2

()21 20 25 2, SO0 R s A5 B2 B 3 () P A

PEA AR 2 S5 A TURS B Z P SCae bR T R =k S AU AL 4t , i A i I E0
T RS A BRAE ST A% O () R ) o 235 R B, I B 5 3 T BATLASOAR HERG, <</ N
TR 22 (HAT IR FEAE — SRR IR Nag?5 (2007 ) 3 T XF AOM AT 14323 1 51 Y 7]
BVRA  H A SCAR S HTIE R T 540 R, IR LR G 62, HE TR 1l AR 5 BRI 1) B 10y o
S RIS B 224 T 20 T R 3 AR R T A ) RS B BT SR P BB IR Y
BRI EE F AR B0 EE R8RS, 3 Al ZE AN h BR8N T RREE (A
b A BT AR EIIE SR A T R S UOh A5 s A R S AR B 258 02, R A5 BT 5 43
BBk = 52— 1) AR DA SRS ECEI 2 Lo (R AEE R A 2 iy X 2
HAF B2 AL,

2Ll , Furrer®s (2008 )il i Xt 1980—20054F 6] & F /EAMR . AMJ . ASQFISMJ L i
2 1250 Ik I A5 B AR SR 1) SCAR A3 M & B, HEAE W44 19 DG B IR B R 98 20% LA L SCEE v
Ko, ARG A1 A2 < 873% (performance ) , 1536.6% ; 2335% (environment ) , 1725%; B
(capabilities ) , 524.4%; ZH 4 (organization ) , 1123.2%.

20174F, SMIM—BIHEFI L I TR T T SR A5 BRATF 5% (1) 701 L5 8 45 [l 31, LA, SMUF H (1)
1E R H R A D44 BAC T T 4000 2 A7 2 3 o 1l DL 2 R & 2 i Ko LG
B, WON 2 S5 B A ER AR SR, RN BRAFSE S5 AT U BT SR I B R A, 7 1
TEFE AR a2 fple = — 30, [ o e 2 6t PRS2 1 3 AR B AR XA HICRN 1 28 1 fR
BMKIH . =07 % P F 4 Durand 55 (2017 )7EH A& TliA] A A2 BRI 1 ) 48 G (190 HLUR R i
SIETEAS Y AT A R SR R, DA B AL SR A B i Ak L e 3R L X B AR f At
P DAl (A Z0) AT TT, AN E A TZ Y 25 5, X s 22 7 (L@t e f 0 &
Dotk RS LA ) S E AT M (A A AR I (STR0) o PR, VAR 25 G, ke 4 3L () A
S RIS S Y

BT IR A SCAERAE FREE A4 (8 RS RE ) L AT BA R e K
W N2 AL BT E A R A B AR R IR AL Bt R H AL R Sk 22 57 2 s )l
TR, 0] BRI B 2 U 4 Sfe B A e i A A 0 P T 5 SRS L A SCAY A T HE 2R AN 1 1R
P 165G R i Sk U U R T 2R 5 8, IR ™ B R U AE SR, Sy T TR L, o
W E AR HINER

=. BWEHHIRE: ZERFME R 5

Xt T AR BT S B ERE IR ZR A HRTT , o M A BRI — DA DT 22 A0 [t o DA
1 2 e B Al BOR BT TE Tt , AOMS 4 B223 l  TE TP S84 B i ROV 6 PR A7 , LA B a8
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B 1 AXHSHIER

A7 A AnART A G e £ ol 4 b 7 R DC TCAS BRI A8 Ak MRS R R, DA T A 24 Al 1) 28 3 Ak
(Learned%#, 1965 ; Andrews, 1971)

FAL b A B S RS D, — AR ITIE PR U 1A R R (RS
PEHE) 48 55K J1 (Hrebiniak flJoyce, 1985 ) , i3t i i 155 48 B2 AH OC 1) A STk rh oA AH
S BRIE AR ) S L5 e A DU o He i, 2H 21 A 2527 (population ecology ) 2% (Hannan ]
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Freeman, 1977 ) F1ZH 2L BHE A9~ (Lawrence fllLorsch, 1969 ) 3= 275 Bk T R 35 X Al il 2B 4 Al
PE VR, T RS 2 TR A0 22 IR, Al i) AR TR S 3 2 AR A B O s B e R e 42
YPIRBE LA U - BE O N S8 A F8 bR & (Child, 1972) .

FEPE A 2 E ST R R T, 5858 R IR RS2 K, i 24l F B B2 K24k i B0
BERZIA 04N, P b A i A s, Al Br SR m T Y S B2 (strategic group ) s b H B 4R AT
A SR 49110, A0l P 5 I T e 8 LA B A RS A A sl 55 BT ) R, — S LA 55 1
ML (R an i &) , — Ak 55 B S B ARE 71, ASRDI S5 18] PR RIVE T, b 55 R e
TR SR8 T R, 55, R 2 R 25l M 2B S0 T = A T 2RI 2N [\ 2
HIHT AP B VUL SAARBE, RAAFR TR Tk, 34 T &AM B 258 M R
50 25 R PR RIRTEAREE BT I ESE R 5 i W AEAS KT 21

(— )2 AR5 ] 1) 22 57

DI 2878 Gk 7 227284k (variance ) A RS 5, AN Rl AR 30 H B2 (L T K iyl A —
IR 3K —WF 5T L R IR AR T\ 4 4 5 24 K Schmalensee (1985 ) &1 X 7= ll Al Al
TG AR il S (FIEZ R 2 HE bR ) Z 52 m R AR 197545 36 [ 51 &) B & il 55
¥ (FTC line of business data ) , R 2253 0 70 A 5 1%, 45 SR WAl [a] R 28 0y 25
FER B F 220, i BRI Z A kN, w3 S RN LT 7] DL Z A
T, MRBA IR BN GE T E Y 27K P RN 5 7l A A rh BE 2 A DG YOG 2R L AL, £l 11
NV I/ IN F2 BT 7 B RAONE & TR 5% TG B 2 P58 DR V8 i e A T A o oy I 28 W B o 4 {4t
BRI SR T R R Pl 2 S 2 T2 5 B W0 2 o Schmalensee 13X — 4518 BARFF A = L4214
et Tl 2544 () S AN T Bk .

SR, Rumelt(1991 )% F 1974—19774F B FTCHRE LA B AR IR 7 22 40k , 261X 20 T [
ARSI P s s N O ST P SRR /S 5 /A DO i a1 i B8 = A 0 5 VAT D 72
AT, M A e O AR /N AR 55 BT B AR 8 R B e 300N o SMATHT 7, 55 Schmalensee
FIEE S RARARIE , PV BN /)N , 28 FIRRN AN EE 2, Ml 45 BT o A 2 Alb A 3 1) 2225 R,
RIOREAH Y T 7 M B0 164 o 3X — 2518 AR AT Rumelthie A BT SRR Y BE IR SRR (RBV ) Y 3
BV A o Al Ay AR SFe 1 T IS e ufE LA 0 A4S A4 AR 9 U AN BE ) (Rumelt, 1984, 19875
LippmanFIRumelt, 1982)

BowmanFIHelfat(2001) W48 H , B2 5] kB A R00 SR B ANIE b Z 00 T oAb THs 1
IR IS ez 0 BE R UM R4S SRR 08 1 32 S (revisionist view WA, IA R LATE
HI SR A AEARTERE LA K A3 B 5 R REAE R M 412 21 SE PR A9 2 W) J2 T RO o 151 40, >R FH B —
Ml 55 A AR A REAS AN AR B SRR T2 RN B AT BE 4 o 1T EL , AR 22 B AN [l 55 1 R 3K
N AR T BERE ARl 55 B TTRUN XS Ff T o R AN [A] 7 b 8 e B A6 1At S 2 ) AR 1) — 53«
W, TR U288 Sy 7 M A0 R A T A 2 )2 TR e R R0 o

1300 S R T | e T | 2200 = e T A 2 W S 2 O (A i LS4 E Ry ) [N
B Z /Y2 RSk g R Z 5T 2 1 . Short 35 (2007 )R & H Compustat i 74FE50 4 , [R stz FH
Z R FANOVA Mk, HH AR e AU FEROA T HAL$ETobin’s QLA KM BE A b i 7 ]
HAltman’s Z AT EIBTSE & B0, Al | SR W AR ZEL A = b = A2 1 ) PR X b Bkl A

BRI, Aol 2 THT BRI B, i P 5 SEA BESAH 214 , A AR L8 2K 588 1 7 380

MR TE 2T AL AL B P58 I A = AR i U R e 4 o g HL, 98 U St L ) B 2 o7
Mk 8 T T RS B 2 R 7S EEAFAE LA R 75 BT s & SO PR B8 25 7 (Barney 1
Hoskisson, 1990 ) .
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(BRI AT 7 i 1 25 5+

MR B TR AR 2R 0 2E AR BB Y DX B SRR I A s B LA SR FH ) T R
BT 7 32 (R 25 R M A DA 5 A 485 2 o 4t W S RIUL ) W ermer fe Lt 78 H b 55 RN R 4300 1)
(] B A 80 TAB 37 b 4544 3 At i Porter FR AR TIE SIS0 ] 1 7 b &% 07 11%) i 22
PERERE M, (B IF A 2060 55 550 H B AR08 . Montgomery FllWernerfelt (1988b )% H
19764 IFTCEE , I HTobin’s QYE M A ZFEHR , WF5E A B M BN it e T 453 20% 0 %
77 2% o I [RL B U5 LR L) 27 5 Powell (1996 )HLIIESE T H23T 20% 14 7= MV 350N o Al AT 5% R F 1) 2
[F TR A, F AR 2 K 3R L any™ b G2 B RN e ARE 22 11 N A% 2 A2 JFCEOX T A
CAk (HEZ TeA 2B I B — b 554l ) Bk (1) B T

McGahanFPorter (1997 )% H{Compustat Business Segment Reports (1981—19844F )[4
P, AR SICT= b 432878 5 1)l 552531 (business segment ) [T AN 2 56 Z2 il 55 14V 55 5.
JC (business unit ) i A 38 RIS 5 A5 A RAEAR RAO0E 7l 8007 BE2A w 5007 DA Rl 5525 51
BN 53 5 2%  19% (A% FN32% o [A] ], TAA TR RE AR w5 1 JL-F- A il A A T & 307k
B8O A T 15 Ml S/ IN TR HAWA T AR B BRI , A A Rumelt (1991) R BFFE A R AT fig 5 A
Al A o L E RO 6, RISk 1k 55 BT R RN

RueflifllWiggins (2003 )& FHAEZS 404 1153 HT (non-parametric analysis ) , & 2 550N X 45
B8R M ST 8 K A M 30N 1 FH A B T Ml A S 80 EAT RS e ) o T L 7k
3 A) AR, 23 Bifi o B TR T AR A L X T Y R L iR Bowman FlHel fat 8 4023 &) 5w Ao UL s P2 it 17
SR PR Y

Hawawini%F (2003 )2k FHECE R R AT LA R R85, IR SE T SR i Al 3%
IE R T ML 80N, 25 5 AR AT — 24 Y, SRR 2 ) Al AR o RN, 32 B T AT B T
Ak GEB AR F5 FRE 2% 25 45 i 4l ) 300 o sl 2 100, XX S84l M 7, TTis e84 47lk,
R FL, B TS O T IR LE B A Al 75, P A8 i S+ A

FlT ik LB N2 3BT Bk I AN BEF 5 777 (longitudinal perspective ) 3R Ab #
SURRIRRE T 25 58 A T 22 PR 45 S R, 7\ RRUNE BRA RSO, A K 3 A8 ARV =
HARIIE R FEA L AH Tl 55 B ITRUN A RN, 1T HLs 6 22 52 PR 3R 00 B Fsf ] 1 28 A o AR
M, B B A A2 Bl , BEAS BT 4040 ZEAN 6] 7l (8l 55 B0 AN [RI R ARONE , [R]—> 7 X
TR AAF B EEA TS5 BTt 237 A A R U8 (Guo, 2017)

S AN RZ IR BN AR A 9T SR AR I AN [R5 3 T AN RIS B, SR AR (]
W, Tl TR I REAS T B, AN (] f4) 248 B R TR FE ] — A ) R, A8 7R e N i 0 , 285
SRR LN b 5 B2 AR A BT A N B8 RN IR 1 1y, o P2 R AR N2 AL 45k A
AN SRS B PR AL T R A A b A AR S A A ]

M, tlSHRRE: BFERSHAREMLLR

5 EiR Gl 2 )2 R e R R A I — &, 25 T 25 R R 5 H A R A
HXT LA 5T . Hansen fll Wernerfelt(1989 ) 73yl e U AT AR FRME B 2 55 I = 38 b O b~ 4 511
B AT AL AV D) A SUA R dehn (HLUAED , B e B 5 e Dl St (54734
ROA) M F 5200, SR S5 5 28 AT TR L[R50 45 SRR, Toig 2l A 25 250 2 [l if 5 %2, 4140
PRI 28 A28 55 DR R AR AT Ak B30 A= ik 2 A A TR AR, 177 HLZH 2R R 22 A 3800 28 B IR 2R 1 244
H T2 A R R bR 2R AMER A G5 | ) A3 RS (T &5 4l 30
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B, ML 2R R W) F 2R B B U858 Al e A A SEER s R R, TR e fe o5
EA NAER A AR 1 o 1 B Ak, 3 A 5 i 45 2R 22 /D[R] 422 1 SCRF T Wernerfelt(1984) 4 A
JIAE T ) 5 Y5 SO g PRV 00 ) IS AT BT -

Powell(1992a ) BFAff bR FH 5% 5 At 08 19 32 8, 51X BN AS ] 14 ol v R 22 st —lk 55
AV I REAS A 1 53 M7, i — 2D EDIE T 40 2R PR 3 R SR 7 A ST 7 b A B
AR Z SR FH o At & B4 b AR 412007 T AR A S VS RC , 3G 2L P EBIC L (L a4l
FIASE 5 58 TE AR DI ) LA R Al 5 AN PR 58 1 DT BC ( e a2 2R S5 A 1R AL S AR ER
FE PR UCED ) , Xl 288 B ORI ZEFNHG K5 ) 77 AR 1E T2 .

TESMI Y — W1 56 T 41 2R 2R A6 4 LR X A lb S8 ) 28 B 52 M 0 R Rl %008 36 4
HendersonF1Mitchell (1997 )7E & Tir] Hh g t 212U 55 4B 23 52 Ml il 7o) ik B Fn iz, iy 5241
AURE ST SINEBTE G Al WIS RN 28558 BA80H 5 BAH S EAH RS SE B RO R  ME LAk
AR (R S5 S8 OC 2R AT LI B2 Al 5 T B B RE ) T RES M EREE AN B, 3
b IR X} PRI A Ll Al 7 75 DA M 9 o BRI, T ) [ AN S e 4 R R A SR 3R
WA T B R T MR TE A 200G 5 T WERh e 2 AR A

21HEAR IR, OC T 20 SUR 22 X060 4 ol SR A% 1) B B2 5% ) A B 5 4T3 R AN BT B . Carmeli Fil
Tishler (2004 ) LA S BIHLA AAEAS , R IRLH AU ROE 22 28 (e and& #RRE ) (A4 ScAb AN it
PR ZR 55 ) AT LAXT U SEA00™ A 35 Y TE T2 W) o Sine 55 (2006 ) B X247 ML B Bl 4
HBIFFE A B, Al A AT BATEZHZR 1 0 TERRAK, Bl A L B A R ()4 B B e B RIS AN R A
HLALUE XA F THEFAM B X —ZE R AL 73T 218 LS B B Aol 28 25 45
ACFNHRIL -0 R FE 5K e T — b v LUARUUL , 78 A B AN X R S R 2 A
A7 1t F S AN IR DRk

F., EASREIRE: £k 55MERERE A AT

(—) Ak 5B AL IS Al Sk

FES T A Sk e R AT, ok A P2l 41 248 T 2 0 52 ) 5 SR 0 R = L 2544 55
Mg 7 BIVE FH (Porter, 1980 ; DessFllDavis, 1984 ) , 1B S 1= 25 % 15 SRl U0 A0 =257 3 D) 5 % A
Al AR 5 Y B P (Wernerfelt, 1984 ; Rumelt, 1984, 1987 ; Barney, 1986, 1991 ), 307 & H1—
1), RO R IR TSR Bk e £l A 22 2 T PR 26 HP 1 A S T R B8 1T L o 5 K RIS D Tk

ARIE), T3 A —Be i 57 38 W B AR b R R 2 5 AN 5% 45 45 i VL BE (Venkatraman flCamillus,

1984 ; Venkatraman, 1989 ; Venkatraman£Prescott, 1990 ) .

WernerfeltFIMontgomery (1986 )4 25 [ (W & ) S0058 A\l FUFEAS , #ie B Sefb i RE NS
Al 0] 53k v R FIR AR P RN SR, RIS B0 1 7l )~ 241010 80l A R P~ 3
BERE AR BE ML 5 7 o AT SERERFAE s R R 2 L A R T R AR A 1 S
TAH TR A F B R, T 1517 b ARG 3 BE A ) FARRCR A B SR AS A1) T 15
RORA B BT 3X P RE AT DAY 5 PRFEDE FCRT Tl i R =2 52 Wil ) e S BB T AT 1Y
PP I A Al BB TRIRE SR — > Pl X — AR B Al A B R 5 | Bk 1%
Ak A B AR A S 3257 b R Z (R DL FCREBE IS, Venkatraman I Prescott(1990 )% H
PIMSE{cHk (2 WG T8] B Y /PR o B SRR AR ), W50 2 BRLAR b 5 PR A DR BC R BE X T
A E S0 HE AR IR .

(Z)3hBRE T Sk iRk

Teece 5 (1997 )N, Alb i 3 ST 285 BBk T4 b AR 1 SRR 58 A A8 AR T AN Wy
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T R A A HE 2 A Y (reconfigure ) HiBE IR AIRE 1 A FriB “sh 68 117 Zott (2003 )i i A L3 AT
RIL, B SIS GE T AEA R AL M AA7E 2 R R A mT e, Al (B 7eR 3l e 01 L
Bf () FRLAS AT 25 52, SIS R TSR BEE B L I SR Y Bk 25 25 57 o F 52 |, Teece S5 AKX B4
RE T PRAB R TAill 5 PR5 2 (A AH B DC BE Z A9 i i sha& [l

BHAHE SN S FE M 527 B Ak SRR N F R a5 528 o Drmevich K riauciunas
(201 DRI RI A AEARIBEGE F 4t T 3¢ T 3R )1 5 Ml 2B B0 R R R SEIE
S AT A IR, PS5 1) Bl A 1 A TR R T Al 85 i T X Alb Sk ) Tk, H I T
iR | A ) B =7 D0 i o | vy S Y 1 = R | A4 1 L R o i e R B 2 BN =W DO bl | &0 3 ¢
BT , (X738 B T 75 AT K 22 Y BB o i — 20 B SR 58 ) R, PR i sl 2 e X
TR 1 5 Mk S n AR et (EIUIE ) 545 H o 7 o 4 1 T R 5 B0C B 457 B RE 7 02 3¢
kb2 332 ) B AS R ) A ELRR B Schilke (2014 )R FHIX W FRAE ) Ry A A8 1, I £ WA A
SR BRI FP I 10 I Al B (R AR B A8 AR X T oAb A b i Se PR 3 ) , R BB hE
TEMSR SIS HAE AT X S8 STk K , PR sl SR S sl AR R I B rh )
TTER A XTI . Wildend5 (2013) 58 25 S % W, A LAY ZH 214544 (organic organizational
structure ) AJ MR HE S AR HE 100 T AMb S Y 1E TR 5210 . Girod I Whittington (2017 ) & 3K, A8 [H]
P 2 2 20 7 X0 T Al S8 S e 52 B PR S AR I 5 A T THE A Y A 2 20 e
PRI AR Ty 2 AN A 91 LR 8 205 R P 482 (restructuring ) AR X 351 5 H T4 1717 A FR 149
L (reconfiguration ) o I 15 T 1985—20044F- 3 [ A Rl AR AT SR R B, BURRE , i 54
M BTRCEAR G, FEC I Al A% 67 AF 5C 5 ELAAKL 0 I AT R REPAEE (1) S A PERR BE T el AE .

SR, BANRE 1538 e 1 762 SO b A RORIAN T5 25 90 R — 2 1 IR o £67)
1, Karna%5 (2016 ) 3T X 1153 SEHEAF 58 B9 TC /0 AT A B, o 2 7Efe e it 2 2B BT,
3 g 7 5 B ARRE T R o3 S IE s 7 Ak 285 S, i B, —F BEH KR/INKREUE Y s i
FE IS P EBAS ] PR 28 22 1] () 22 B 40 R T PRI e 00 28 3 =2 Il ) 2285 IR B, B RE T Al
W 3E HE ) BB, B AR ST AR A TR AU E AR (b2 iHatn ) i B m &, R H 3
M) E B SRR AR AOAIFZE 7™ A 1 235 SR SN B S A5 £ o 78 28 B9 BAEE v, S A HE 1 R e
XA St A8 )5 AR B R T E RS P T IR

KT ANARE ST B AT T LA Tom Ak Xt sl 25 68 1 i ROW IE Rl Z A9 8 (Teece,
2007 ; Eisenhardt®%,2010; HelfatfllPeteraf, 2015 ) , A DA gE— R SR Sh A RE 1 i ARk
SIATER , AN sh 245 #EAE 77 (AdnerflHelfat, 2003 ) A5 BN AIfE 71 (HelfatfilPeteraf, 2015 ),
A LI A e 1 WA 1a VERLI S 5 PR B R e i PO PR AT 50 A HE 1Y) 2) 1) (Girod Fi
Whittington, 2017 ) o 12 it Schilke 5 (2018 ) % F-1X — A 5% & MU Fe B 445 o ] LAAELUL | i ik B
SR AR BRI AR A K B 22 SR S UE SR A RN 2R, X% T R IR A A 506 2 i — 2D Ak
NATDRIAR L ek e e PR 2R A0 B A AR

N BAESEHHRE: EETHEBZENHAR

FEE PR, A RAS ) A STSR 2T Al A s 2 BAA R A7 8 , IR 4 A PR
It Rt 5 5 BRI IR S 80 AT 3 5 80800 56 &R BT S8R, i T8 A Iz Jo vk
LTS B AR Al s Al A7 8l , L BE MRS RN AT S0 ) T A8 8 (antecedents )& TR
DRI . PR, SR, O A B W WP e 1 BT T RERAR DGR 2R (A 48 1) % T4l
ZUE ST , LS RN A HARIE SRR 0, BRSBTS R s Al A B A BT S 4
P, NCEORYHF -5 15 57 1 e A P BA AR 15 B, DSOS DR SR ST 14 2o R s ) s A o

& 3T

SNEZGFHSEE (F45F128)



AR R | DAAS [ 2 AU 00 1) Aol % s 81 22 o R 2% ) A2 5 TR 5V FH o B TP ARG SC
RIS R B A X B AR AR 28 3 A TR S g 407 8 B — A PR A 52 oK 43 B /s AR [R] G 8 B
A i X F A S R

sl T i O 25 03 7 R LA - 5 Al X Al SRR i A I SCRR BRI =2 A1
AT —SESCHR B AR SY T AN IR PREE PR 28 Al PR 256 T Al ST 5 i o AR ()% 5 4 B4
Be bl 2548 43 M () £25 EE (Porter, 1980, 1981) £ % 4T (Wernerfelt, 1984 ; Barney, 1991 ) , i} g 45
FRAGHT 5T £E 2 AT LA AE SN AR Al PR PR 3R Z [ A W44 (Hoskisson5 , 1999 ) S 7E 5T
Z2 B, X A R 2R ARl PR 2R 9 25 AR AR U0 B H 5 LR Ay s A8 By ORI A L R P 25
FE 2 2Z 0] B EL SRR 5 G 3R o T RO A B ) =R AR B A 3 A 38 Y L PR B 2 o
T, R A PSR A B | St A AR D R A e R R 114 PN RO 2 A BAE  DU A mes Fr AN [
51 5 5 #4754 (configuration ) , A 1 I 21 M 55 ik e, DA 5 40 R 21051 BROmS , 14817 [m] B 5
B R, DT 37 B 0 AF T 37 S, 55 45 o 3 A G o 2 R S P 52 B X T Al SRk Y B4
5 A2 500 T 2 S 3SR e %) B B B o [ B, R ) SR 2R £ T CEO N e A AT BA 1Y

SRR B ZNHL 288 BT B L[5 00 , DL CEOFN =45 [T A E AoF i W 1t 2 AR 5k s

PR 36 6 1T 7 A A A8 B A P Sk BB 5 95 L CEO LA I R 4 N B3 AR R o L 1A A 1 5 31 45
CEO5 5/ N\ B kR 5 TR R0 6 A RIVAFRHLE 45 2 Fh &

(— ) INERIREE XA b S8 i) Wil

B T2 H Ak 2z b\ G5 —Anll A T A—F- 4570 (structure-conduct-performance,
S-C-P) HISE A RE M , g A BRATUEO0 T38 P 858 5 Al BTR0OC R I A R A T
Ml S5 R RE AL 3t 5T A RN Al R BB AN T RS 52 T e IF (Porter, 1980) . Lt
W, Porter (1979 ) A F<7= b N 4544 v R s A 4L U3 J AN 5K 1) 8% ) BE 42 (mobility barrier ) Xif
TAME S

MRS BA M A S T, U RS T X SUHLE M5 SR04 %, DessFllBeard (1984 )42
HETEF X AMEAT S5 IS = 4R RSB AESE | BV A B8 8 3 5 1k S il )7k 8 Re ) FREE
YA 2 PE ABE N B S E  IZMESRAE IS SabF o b ) iz R LS, BRI GBS RE IR
A UTE AR T PR R (FE NSl 280 )i 2 YRR A2 EOR B A0 o 9K, SIS P
2 E AR TR R0 (— A EE B PR bR ) 42 i AR B () B 2 (Dess®§, 1990 )

Miller(1988 ) & B, Porter 1) 26 A4 % 38 55 55 AN 2 1R 1 A PSR AR G, T AU AR 451 51 A e )
T H 5 RRE PR AR OC o 3R DCMEAE SR 1 Al LA A LU AR S8 2 0 Aol L R i 2%

Zahra(1993 ) LA 7] TR BIMY Sy BLAR 4 fms £5  RD R, 2 AN ) ) BRBE AR i (LA b |

Bl TE M ) 38 S X 28 PRI M 2 B R 1T R R N R AR I PR TR R B . Zahra
(1996 )it — 2 JER T AEEARE S (Bl S Bk it ) XEF Ak B AR R (Seige sl b, i
FRE ™ i, B, N EREAMER ) 5 1 45 [l 4 2z 18] ¢ Z A 75 /E FH - LumpkinFlDess (2001 )
W7 T PRBE AR s T S 1] v A A B —— = gl M e it —— 5 A Sess ) ¢
R TR
() 4lk B BT SR A2
A H BRE S b B 5 R TE SRS A PR SCER TP A B T I R B 1 Bl
N B SR RN, TR FEAE UL (Wernerfelt, 1984 ; Barney, 1991 ) 2 FH LAt WL
(Grant, 1996; Spender, 1996 ), - £ il BE FL Ak WL (Oliver, 1991, 1997 ; Peng, 2003 ) , i 45 L Sk
HO T AR R BER HRFIEE T G U SAE R A BUA R FEAE RN 25 T T 200 24k
B Z R MR TER L LR, i S R 28 5 A AR OC R 256 T Ak S8 B sl g As 2 17

& 4G AT 5 . A04E N UE
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2 W25 5% TR AR R SRt AR 1, Al A RS A A i JR B B B 5 PR 3R AR AR DG I i 5E vh
I RN AT B

LA ORI 2 B SR Ak R 45 45 25 T B R AN G JE B2 U (Barney , 1991 ; Hall,
1992,1993; Teece, 1998 ), 4\l i1z ¥ AE 1 FIZHZLAE 1 (Miles HISnow, 1978 Collis, 1994) , 4121
2 ] RE ST A AIRN I BE 1 (March, 1991 ; Levinthal fliMarch, 1993 ; Grant, 1996 ), 41 i sh 75 B
F1(Teece®:, 1997 ; HelfatlIPeteraf, 2015 ; Schilke®%, 2018 ) , ZHZH 4544 ( Fredrickson, 1986 ; Levinthal
FiWorkiewicz,2017 ), ##l1& & (Eisenhardt, 1985 ; GuptaflGovindarajan, 1991 ; Sihag #IRijsdijk,
2019), 4k 3¢k (Barney, 1986 ; MarcoulidesFllHeck , 1993 ; Sorensen , 2002 ) , AU/ FIEHAFEA
N 90 F (Mintzberg, 1983 ; Pfeffer, 1992 ; Pettigrew , 1973 ) , %545

e e AT R, 3 B R BRI — AN BSOS 5 | RS D4R ) & % T4
MBS &, A TUAY R (slack resources )BYE TN V2 AU “4H 2L TU4Y” (organizational
slack) , | SE—Fh IR BR 0 & —Fh R 2E2 2 KRE BE B9 A1 BUTTA N F AL Sl A il 4 i e of
YEHI?

11 A2AIR B FF L B CyertFliMarch (1963 )RS0 48 H |, 44U TCAY AT LATS B4l 2% vl (buffer)
LR B TAMk NN ASIf M ks o 76 SO E BATR , Bourgeois (1981) fie - 1E A i G
HAUTTA MBI T Ry — B (cushion ) , IR T4 TN EEFR bR, Lb ANZ2 4% FE A2 AV FHK
51l Sharfman &5 (1988 )M R Ge %48 T A LUTTAR T B AR &, G AR B R (H SRR S N
A B = AN T

NohriaFlGulati(1996 )iAK , ZHAVTTAR B AT 347 Al A Q13 S5, o299 H St Hh i
H AT R B LITUR S5 A R R BB UIE I, 18 BE 0 70 e A R8T, i sl i
TR TCARABAST TR o [FRE , A L £mll Ay 1) 5 5508 AR 28 508k , TanFliPeng (2003 ) 1%
BT HLTUAR S SR E UL E R 36T X6 6T 5% T 80 FEALE A JT 4341, Daniel 45
(2004) &30 T AT A ) AT AMZER) TE7E R = A A UTR S S IEA R, i X —
LERIAEEN T S AR SR Bk 5 U HAR

AT AT 5T S AN [ B P L BUTT AR T A S 5210 . George (2015 ) AT 5T
B, & A B EAZUUR S SECR LM IE R K B B E AR S el B3
KARWIEFEIUIE ) . WangaF (2016a) %48 T A1 BEIR T4 LA S SR A DG W 55 TOAR R T4
b AR R AR 2R B A A 20 T S o AT 2 B 55 T A DT A AT ARl R B3 T i
FERE N 1 BEA A A DT B T 22 B A4 1 7 A6 (B T 908 5 T8 04 T0 A U 25 08/ 0 b R il
T 1 5355 6 26 35 FH 4 IO T 78 DTHIR o Vanacker5 (2017 ) W) & IV 55 5% U5 041 1 152 w4 b BTR%
JEIARIAEAGAAAL 5 ME LA B PR B A K (H ) B IR TOAR BRI AL Sk, T AR BIAE 51 T
T 13558 1 52 o 1 EL , e g 4 52 s il e 4

Rau®§ (2017) (IBFFE & B, A LUTUAR IE [ PR T 5k B R R 402 ) X4l SR i 52 il o
AP A EE SRR 4 A SR 1T EL AT AN A BEUR FIRE ) R BT RISt s o TR LT
RGO SRR H T 2H 202 3T 9 T3 Al B35 Lid (2018 ) W) & #Ai Mk A 41 21 7T
RN LR R SO0 T Alb 4 2 TR SRR 28 B . Zheng ATYu (2017) W 2 T LT
SNBSS A T 1 T B SR T Nk SR SR R AR AT R 7E S
SUEE ST, MR A B S A ZUTR—E T LA B & SR LS AT B S a e
Tt AEFCHTE T AT, Carnes®5 (2019) WG 7 T Al 1958 447 % F LU Ak Siisk
KAEBHIAEH

AR ST AN e AF TS 1Y A R A EUT0A W S AE IR R 25 5 . L dnige, [m]—
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FREAAUTAY (CUnAT S RCE 4 ) FE [l —ZK Al 2 P9 AT BE 22 XA [R] I Baici s (A5 R 5 R 2% )
(] 72 A AN [] L 22 56 4 A 2 A58 M) o 3 s %) 245 SR T BE B IN EL S AN A2 4, HL R hin 4 A5 ko

(Z)EH A B E S ZESHRL

MHambrick Y- 81PE TAEFF4f (Hambrick #lMason, 1984 ) , 5T =1 B B A 9 7 28K,
W SRR (DL R AE AOMAT 23 1) g A8 BR SC b ) (5 4l 1/3 2640 1) 3t o 36 LR BB i Sk v
B B R SR 7n FEX T AL S8 5 1 5K o 52 Williamson (1963 ) ¢ T4 2 A iy 2
(Managerial Discretion )19 )5 & , Hambrick flFinkelstein (1987 ) #E—25 By 4 R ANS® JE T
LA RIS SURE ), B ETR S A A e 18 5 R RS Z M v 2 A AT TIA
h R A AL AMEIRREE A RS LU S DL (CEO) B BrEE s =AY 2 iy R 3t
[F) 5 AEEF G OUT , BEIEREE e — U, AECEO N8R A5 PRI A H BEAETE T IR e
VSR R R Ve A i a5 2 TR] SR 2 Al AR A S 288 T Bl ) EL AR 8 R AR e, 1 T
AR Az ey G = [ 2 8

FinkelsteinflHambrick (1990 )3# iz 3 AL b TAHIR SRS BS54 1Al (19 1005 4l (1 £
3BT, 554 A T BA R AT B 55 L M AR s A L SRR G R I R T LA Y
PEIAE T AW TR, X AR AR A A A BN 5, A T o B LA R gt AR S ATl Y
rhuC R T EAAT T T A Al 2 STRCE B2 A Tl AR AN AN, E v A AT AR A
AT H M EERTIE T, ARG R A RS 22 05T, Haleblian I Finkelstein (1993 ) 4
B, AT B 50 45 A B il 7 22728 () A% b U AR AU AR rh Sl R4 i AT 32
WrCEO RS/l 7E AR FREE i U FE RS B IREE P SR 22 dE— B A0 s, el S HPEAS
AR EREER T BE, MEEHA b RS R TR RE,

A1, CrosslandfTHambrick (201 1) 4445 31 H B RME 3 R E )2 1, KIS R E R
P BE AR 25 T4 BEE 10 B PR B ELEE R ) s A T B T Ak SRk A sz i) o 3 1 P R R M
A FH BN F 25 AH DG BB 5 Al 0 55 [l 4z 1) 5C R 95 vh (Shahzad 5%, 2016 )  7E T O A
FEH, SandhuMKulik (2019)FR5E T L1450 58 B A iy BE AR 2B A0 48 B 4 (new
managerial roles )1 35 1 Q] FAH S e A1 [ R Y

AL A IRz O RE S, AR AT REAR AN W] A A S STl A Fsf S T A By
USSR ER BT RE R T SR A S A T REAE R M DR U AT BRI
F FH BT AR A U ) P A AT PR o FLUR , HESECEOBI S /5145 1A BA AT REAE L SE i i X S
FYEARK RN AR H 2T 3R 55 2 B AR/ RO B9 B R BE X T4 88
) FH R ) 2 — 2D M 5 R o 2 1 T il SR RN 288 Bl e e D

(V0 AR HE TR AE  FE 5 Alh 28 5 4%

TE IS B SR Y, A OGRS TSR G R S Al 228 Bk R A ST R AR TR SRR Y
(synoptic ) T4 ) (incremental ) % g e 1t 72 19 L4 (Fredrickson , 1983 ) . FredricksonFfl
Mitchell (1984 ) FHExG VAR AT i SAH R U SR T O BEPERR RS, PR S SON TR J15R 55
SRR A AN EE 22 AR BE o LTI A B ARA Tl GE B A & — N R 8 AR ATl ) 5 55 L 38
o SEUERFGE A B, RO DR A R B MERR BE 5 A S8R A OC S FE SR s A 3R 3 1 b— Tt
55, Fredrickson (1984 ) R8I 5 UM Tk GHE #A e — P EEE FE i) i &, ok
KRR E A Tlb ok A2 2 ME X SR s ) 25 SRR FERRUE A Tl AR DR I 2R A A
i 288 SR IE A OG0 B UM AT D, DR SR AR 55 P R BE T il S50 11 5 ) B2 T AN (] ) P45
FERL.

EIARDE, Powell (1992b ) ¥ 44 £l Ay fik i AN 17 Ry S FRAE S — B4 2R 7, If 4 JR 9%

& 4G AT 5 . A04E N UE
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R SERI X 8 V-5 i 77 A S S O A AR A ) Ay i 3 A 5 8 B o il sk AR R i At R 38
FOEAAEATAL A, £l 3 8 R A —SER R (Tl ) (5 B /N ) BRL i R s B R AN 2y
KA R BB T AE AR X Bh 28 2 A8 AT, Al R 2 R 5 R , FL X TR i 22— S SR B
R BE 3 AT R sl T B R Al A A B 4 3 o SR s 1] A S i P A A i L AT DA (g Hu e
FHEAR RN (0 R AERFFE BT b, Powel X E AR B HE B AG 56 35 b i il AREAS A 1l A e
o AR R IR AT AL LA K shZS B34 Tl oAb A SCTERF T 45 R o , RIS I 7 i & vh 5 48
BUFEATC R FE G H N R IEAHSE R

A PR [ 78 2 SRS D A3 % . Eisenhardt(1989a ) KR X 8 F S Mk 22 451l )
IAGRTERIFST , 22 BRI R o L1 ) et R 3 SR R 2 (AN S B ) {5 8., T L
AT 25 R 22 (TS S B /0 ) 9 48356 7 58 ottt — 25 T, DRk 5 s e 5 T L 388 0 b 513K
BaumHI Wally (2003 )3 T 1996—20004F [d] %13 1843, CEOFY 15 ¥R KR H-% F 45 ¥4 )7 TR A1 43 #T
TESE T PR e S T A SRL AR IR, IR AR T PR DS T R85 A sh S v A v =2 v 4
LUEEFY I IE RS SR b A AN 2 5 Ak Sl =2 (R ) 6 3 = A I v A VR

Bill WooldridgeFSteven Floyd — AW LAFFT 245 BEE X T G004 P 2 5 I oT k3
Tk o AT T v J2 45 B0 £ (R AT T 205 T M 2 2k BE 588 AT T 2 B0, B8R v J2 4 B
HPUR—TE XA A S AT BB Tk, (E A J2 45 X T SR 1 2 1 FR A0 2 S5 AR B ml ARG Bl
A B3 (Wooldridge FFloyd , 1990 ) .78 J&H 285 BT g He o i AR AN ZS SR A2, 1 2
% WooldridgeZ5 (2008 ) B HH & SCHkEE A

T T I T AR 5 A BT R B RO I 78 A B E Lo i3 8 N B3 X R s DR S i A
Z: 5 b AR 33AN E K 14651 AT 5E BT Hr |, Jeong fTHarrison (2017) & B, 5
5 TR AR S A 00 45 (0] 8% S A0 55 %) TE AR S, 55 e 10 g B Tl [ 2 A5 ) 67 R G B RL ZE T
PR RS 5 AT LA ARG T ARl A% 5 XU A8 1] o T2 AR 9 4 SRR e I, A5 B 1 P B s G
X RIS PR 1) S 5 B B P A S 2 Tt

RS Sl A s I A FR I Y — A T AL B 43, FRAR AR X T SR e B A o o L
Sy . Bourgeois HBrodwin (1984 ) B 45 T VB GAE SUb S FIRIAS [R] A % gk
SZJite - 4%5 . GuptaflGovindrajan (1984 ) LA M Govindarajan (1989 ) 435l 7 T 45 B A4 4. (Eban
JRURS: e 40 ) R BEAIL ] (EG A A3 AP AR B2 ) X A [i) S 28 R s Sl R4 1) AN [) 5 1 Guth Al
MacMillan (1986 )| R G b4 T i JZ2 45 BB Y 1 B R 25 06T 5% 1% 12 it o A2 )32 Tl Ahearne 55
(2014) i — 204 T Hp 28 B8 70 S S0t ot A b %) 3 20 FH B R Ak B i) s il o b AT ]
RIR,AEXT G sZm gy i, o2 B AR R S M BHRUER UTE R R BRI
HAFEBEA (reputational social capital )4 Bl Tl 1% A\ S8 i) 5Tk 76X T & A 52 Jr T
rh 2 A AU 15 B (informational social capital ) B T X A b &% A8 Bk 78 1% &
BT, Greer: (2017 )25 EATER T A 1 WEATE S St st b OV o

Mk s 70 L T ST A My S5 P9 S W) A A B 5% SCiAR rP -t o % E B 067 (Ginsberg,
1988; Boeker, 1997; ZajacHiKraatz, 2000 ) , Smith Fl1Grimm (1987 )34t T 5 ik g A8 ¥ 5 4l
SRR R B ISUERF ST 45 AT R B, R T R B A AR A, K 2B 2 R B AR R
B 2 B i AN SR B s 725 8 il A 207 sk b R BAS L4 I IR e 5 K B3 S5 AL
708 ) B 75 A T Al SR BTk K o Kraatz 1 Zajac (2001 ) & 0, 4G AR A B IR  4
30 AN [ T A i 7 s o o 208 P P Ko o [ (32 1T B AT 28 Tk A2
430 . Zhang flRajagopalan (2010 ) M /R T RS AR HE 5 A\ BUU BT UIE SC 2R o — 1, GRmE AR
AT LRIl 6 SNSRI A R I B R 2 ER O s 55— T T RS AR ST B2 5
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1 22 B AL BRI 25 TE 5 ) Ainalb ZH A Sas Ay e i ANRRAST . DRI, 368 38 14 g A2 AT Bl T4
TP B SR, T i v s AR B s R HE AR 2 IR Al O 5K

£, ERE BRI 4l ST 0 #20

S A AT P — A2 O B S RN T2 s RS AT FH A o R Y B S FISEUE T
A Pl 715 AN [ 8 i b 3 Xt T A 228 St R ) S R A o Al S A AS [ B e o LA
Je o, F BRSO AE Al AP A AR G, mT LA FE DX 73D 1l JE8 e 2 ] et b 55 il s AT
AEHK M (HoferMISchendel , 1978 ) o 1% I8 A s ) SN DI RE AT LAIX 73 H 7 37 50m ( HE AN 28355 Sl A
ST TR SO )RR TH S22 550 CHE A il i S Al A 22 BTAT Al ) o 342 et £y S Ak T

PAIX 435 s 5 SRR, LS 38 I35 A0 FriE 7 A (co-opetition or co-opetitive strategy ) .

i BEELAR I % W 44 78 (configuration ) , AT LA JEOR [RIZR AU FIRY 2 B BRI L &, Lo an—>REU™
i 22 T AR A P 5 ) w0 LA U M DX = Sl 45 H B9 s T P BRI O R A L

TE T 37 5 0, 3 22 25 BN G20 W) I (Ansoff, 1965 ; Rumelt, 1974 ) Al 55 5 &
(Hambrick, 1980; Porter, 1980 ) o/l il F2 B ok o i A 5l 1B tH WF 28]V 55 (Chang, 1996 ), 4N

a8 BRA ML B9 MRS AITE ] (Chandler, 1990) , ARART48 LA 5501 55 BLIC Z [H] 1 56 &R (Goold 55,

1994 ) , 275 % MK Fb = 512 48 (Prahalad I Bettis , 1986 ) 33T i A RN 55 il AL O30 5
77 (Prahalad filHamel , 1990 ) , Qi i 4 ¥ 5 HAthAis My 58RI 25 AH DG A OC 2, Lb Qg 7 w1k A
(Parkhe, 1993 )45 . ELAK I, /3 71 ks E BARBUAE 75 & VE T 2R — b 55 5l 50l 55 (E %
A B SRR R R I ] — AR AR Y 427l 4% K 8 (Jacobides F1Billinger, 2006 ) , /&
TR B AR i 22 70k k% (Chandler, 1962 ; Rumelt, 1982 ; Mackey %5, 2017 ) o Ml 55 fi i
W& TAE L 28 Bl 55 2 5l 55 5T W] SR B LA T 1 R A1 2275 540  Miles Fil
Snow (1978 )T 55 45 i 22 T XAl Y A 55 4 s Al Y 2H 2 i 8 i B s S Al Y 22
BRI R R BT TR EE G W, 751 & T T H ANE 53 28 B0l St 42 el 1Y)

SEAEAFSE (Snow M Hrebiniak , 1980 ; SnowfllHambrick, 1980 ; Hambrick, 1983 ) . Porter( 1980,

1981 )K= Ml ZH A 2 P2 vh 3 A4 1 S-C-PYE X T | A RIS B2 A 52 v S i 17 G Tk 454
3 AT LT AE SRR R (1) = RIEAS S, 55 | A e B SR 5 25 46 3 LR A 5 4 s %o T
ik SRR R (U Dess M Davis, 1984 ) . Beard FlDess (198 1) W JE 7 T 24 ) b Rl 55 15 s 1
AT 7% i [R]E2  ll  B5ER0

(— )2\ Al kg 5 Al sk

P62k B 7 85 1) 22 T AR S S F 9E (Chandler, 1962 ) B Hie2H 21 45 #4) B Bifi 4 b % 14y 3t
Rumelt(1974) B0 8 WH KFEA G150 i 4T SEUERFS 1) AN A8 2 2 Rumelt & 7 T4 ]
A S S22 T 1) 22 TG A SIS 0 DA R 2 2R 540 5 00 ) Z2 oA R 1) DT BC R B2 Al 228 ST 5
Mo, 46 4 1 2 44 19 22 JO AR ARG 3 2892 A KM SRR , 9120 e 1A BRAH G 2 Je Ak 5w xof 28
BEUYIET 2N (Rumelt, 1974,1982) . AL Z 5, & T Z ook 5 b SO & 153 )2
HRGS XSGR T NI %) 7 328 0 B2 22 e AR AR, L AR HIR B >R (Palepu, 1985) ;1
KH T AR SEGERR, bl Tobin’s Q1 A&3FEFr (Montgomery fllWernerfelt, 1988b ) , Jf: H.

B Z2 TR S XA BTSN -5 T 54548 B 52 WA HE#K (ChristensenfIMontgomery , 1981),

BCE R 25 5 1 Z2 oA KT [m] 4 FUXURS: 5200 (Bettis FlHall, 1982)

Hr AP AELPEROCR I AT AE B 158, BSR4, Grant5F (1988 ) i i JE R
Tk 2Rt 5 ST EIUIE 5 R R AT AT AR A FR — 38 Z [0 A7 7E IR A SRS &R G itk
J&i , Palich% (2000 ) FE X} SST AT & R MR GE #4704 v, i 1) TR 52 2 TR 5 53k

& 4G AT 5 . A04E N UE
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ZIAEIUIE DGR , RIS B2 1Y 2 o0 B T4 S i 92 T o 3 -5 Rumelt i) AH SCPE R 5 2 AH
P o HUK , Lubatkin A Chatterjee (1994 )47 T 24wl 270465 Al XU 2[RI AY AR ¢ £ At
TR S MR A RS e A , R ITCTE X T R G KU b 2 AR R GE KU (il A KU ) , 2
JCALARBE 5 (191 =22 XU 1) 56 R AR S TE U Y o 338 B8 19 22 04k AT DARRARE Al JXURS: , T i A At v
P 22 TEAL R B2 D) AT RE 25 38 in £isalle A XURS: o PRI Ik, 22 JC AR AR B2 A 388 v Il E 0 SR B AIG £l JRURG: o £
b9 I8 JRUS: 1 5 DL 356 43t A/ 2 ) AR AR 35 B E | AN 2 0E A 58 2 A [R) 5l A 5 AR R Al 55
I A EEHG FHAE [ — T 1 (A Z e Z AR IE . 5 LR%E—FhdELk
P R L R e, 33 P 10 22 J0 AR AN AT LAAR THS58, [R) itths ] LA AR JXURSS: , T2 e [ 1R ARG XU
ML ANk, 7238 5 T 3 1 DL v RUSS: i [T 4R 3 4 AN F T 22 Je Ak Al 7E 2878 ST L 1Y
FH.

KT ZI0b RIS 5T 1 — AR R T R B PR 2 ook, 2RI ™ i 2 oo ik fn il 2 50
I AN A o Geringer®F (1989 ) & B, 15 [ 23 7] Y 22 TC A % W 1 6] b fik s 5 HL 28 38 ek )
AR S 25 AR DG G 2R G HIttSF (1997) R 3L, B 25 [ bR 2 Jo A0 R BE 0 R BT n L 2 R Seak S
K JE AR R IR G R A2 2 i 2 on ki R EIFR 2 on e B B AR R i 2 0Tk
15 A T B A RIS ARG, 767 i e FE 22 oAb 5 B 8w L5 0 BRI SR E AR DG 767
1 B Z oAb s A /] LS 8 R SR FIUIE OC & o LufiBeamish (2004 ) W2 H IF560F 1 [ Fr
Zu 5 St Z MBSIE X R ER R EPR 2 e X B G —Br B ), /M X REIE
U s e B Y I B 22 D0 Ak X B (5 B ), 38 B R LRI UK s 7R85 v A0 [ B 22 e Ak IX B
(3 =B BE) , A MG R B AR SC M H, Al BB %E™ i 3= & 1k 2 Bl A 16 B 22 oAk g3 i
PETH AL A B3R . 5 EAHARL, Hashai (2015 ) ZEXT 77l 9 22 Tk iR g R v, SR AR T IR AR
MY AR B HX SR, R T Ik N 2 0ok 5k S Z I STE X R .

FAN A I W XF TGk (5% i ( Lubatkin, 1983 ; Seth, 1990 ; Haspeslagh#flJemison, 1991 ;
King%, 2004 )&/ w ik i )2 1 1Y — A B ZEF & R King S 170 T 8 B, SV &, Wil
H AL BRI TS Sl ™ A 1E T A AR Ak, B 2 25 32 B RGO 17 T2 5 AR X,
INFIXIE S5 0388 5B H i — > F B 8T (Hoskisson%s , 1994 ; Feldman45,2016 ; Chen £l
Feldman,2018 ) .LeefliMadhavan (2010 )42t T — Tl 45 3155 5 b S sl 55 i 7T 07
FRT R, 2 A58

KT Zuferyshil . B AR s A Pk RS2 , Ramanujam Fl Varadarajan
(1989) BTk T Ak # H 2= AR ELR & B B SCERZE AR 5078 B 22 . Schommer&5 (2019)
h 2 T S L SR R SR AL T S T AT AT T R 3, B 201229044 B LA
kM OCZ oAb Al A B N R AR OC 2 T Akl A BT b o i B, AH 2 ek 5 S X R
AIXEESE , AR Z e 5SS 2 A WA ekt

()RS B 5 b Bk

AR IR R 5 Al S8 OC 2R I RIFGE I SN R g B VR AR At 23 24 45 247 Tl - Baum 3
(2000 )X T EE R AN A A il A 5 JE W v 1 I 28 4 2 55 07 T, e 3 e il 7 6 B ]
Fis B 114 DO 286 1) 22 S P i M 1) P BH 5020 30K B 5[] %) o e e 48 6 P8 38 A — s i K
TR GAKA R 2 oA [ x4 Tl SRR ) i 8 2 15 R S i % [ 8 w5 %o B AL il v 2 4 0] 2%
WD WP SE S PRI, 38 Ao 5 M A AR e v 8, B TE G (] ) A s ) 2 b M) 1 B B 45¢35% (Schilke A1
Lumineau,2018 ),

— Al AT LA 5 R — A G AR KA B GAE  FEAS TR 9 U s 5[] — A S5 e 37 2 ol i gt
K ¥ . Goerzen (2007 ) AR 57 45 ALl 1) T 48 7= X b 81 52 A0 W5 5 Al Ssf 22 ] 1) A7 A G
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PR, R AE R AR MR R A PREE R o 5 A G, Krishnan 5 (2006 )id 13 % 1261 [l FREX
B2, A IR KA ] B A5 AR X T Ak B B AE AN AEA T AN e PR i I B F 2o
TEPREE AN 2 TR R TS B

5 I I B A T Aol T 3 =z () 1 i 2R 2o B e HE A AL 2 T 22 R TR, Zollo%F
(2002 )45 B N KA il 22 1) fh T2 52 B VR TR RS 81 23S AR B SRR Ay 41 21 m)
#i (interorganizational routines ) o 1X #6145 21 205 B3 % ELA = BE AR PR e v B AR R e PR AN
SIS AR RN, IR e B A FIRAR B I RE AL 2 DL R Al H R SE B AT T A B, B
A7 1 B KA R 1 ) 2 38 X T I R Al R B80T TE RN, T X RSO A ik = DA 7™ Ry Ll )
IS WEENLR P EIE T U HR S

— AR ] LA R 2 5 2 A RS |, 3 SEHK A 40 45 (alliance portfolio ) AY4RF & (b 4N
A B ZREE )AL A SRk (Tiang %5, 20103 Lee s, 2017 ) oAl # 8 # 1of FR BOH BB A
PRAT R B3 ) 58 T 7T AR T R AR B AR Bl B IS o 738 IS A RN BRI R AR 5 22 (R Uy 2
A 25 A P BER, 1k P 15 Ak 7E A P38 2 2 B AR IS FhgE R A5 5 I A8 8 2
I, BT A O RIBR A A, A B AR B H A ARz AR I B 205
A BB AEE 22 18] SR 7 (WassmerZs , 2017 ) o WU E B8 F B 2 BUM 77 1 & , Lavie
(2007 ) KR L A 5 A Sk ) R BE A TR 0 A ANt 2R I B2 A h IR BANT B T
A Al A (B A3, (BN R EAEAK A Z T RN BB D PR T LM BRI BE T o 5 35 44 Al
PO PELE T RE S Ak A B U ERERE 1 o SMATTT 5, BRI 25 rh Ak (Rl 5 4 0 B
A B A S 42Tt

(=055 g 5 4l sk

R T A S5 R, S 4T o S G s AR 0 55 )2 1 GRS 1 T LA 9% & R 7 Porter

(1980, 1981 VK5 7= ZH A2 B 24 ) 58 sh ST L8R 5 5| A SIS #R2 5 , Ken Smith,

DA K5 Sk JE R BH 27 M HoA /E# Danny Miller, 751 % 50 A T 35 49 5Tk . Smith %5
(1991 &M T 3a AT 0 5 5 F sl (LU AN SO B3R B ) T4l B30 A= 52 Wi R 50 7 ) SR AT
EIATI

FEJG 20— B A A5 T, Derfus® (2008 )57 T Ak 324+ 7 8 S ST (Al <41
SRR Al 1 55 2330 R G O L A R T8 5 5 TR o o B SR ik
PR B AT R0, T HLRL R AT R e i Al 252 - Holk &, — HaxX A R gl T
IR, A AT 2 GH AR ATy | I PRI G T i P e T 30 2R 8 R B Ll 0, KRR s IR
B FGE LR IR T 2D IR ARG B O ST AL

KT 35 s AW L R R i 5 48, 1% 2 [ ChenMMiller (2012) LA K Chen il
Miller(2015) . [A]Hf i 2 [ Hughes-Morgan %5 (2018 ) X F3a 447 B YL 2 — , B3 Friftt
PEXT T AL GG e B TT oA o 53 AMEAT— 4B, O T 38 s A Rl e 5 Al i 38 4
PRSNGSR R AE—H2 Y (Chen, 1996 ) o ToIR A2 ™Mb A7 2 IR I 2 BT IR SR , FLOCHE )
A2 VR 1 AT R 2 5 A R0 47 A Y 5L SR (Porter, 1980 ; Barney , 1991 ; Wiggins#l
Ruefli, 2002) A3, F AAD’ Aveni(1994)$2 i T #8255 4+ (hypercompetition) & 2 )5 , IF5E
BT REBEE A PR T AR AT i{] (D Avenids:,2010)

N Tragriims 55 s Z ] B fF7EE 2O WA E LR L, — R 2w
(multipoint competition ), [F] I 2580l 55 22 T (36 4+ g ) 524 7 2 1 (Z ool iing ) , 7 K 5 %)
TAEZAI L M A D H T e S S E EAN T 2450017 0 162 3 YuHliCannella
(2013) X & B SCHR Y B 4G o 55— AR5 TR IR 1 2 A 4 1Y T 585 (co-opetition ) 2= 1
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(BrandenburgerflINalebuff, 1996) , £ T35 535 Z B G AEA T 5 HANE RS TERR AL .
SMITE20184FE5 128 Tk TR T5a 5 R AMIER L T, 0F5E T AZ 1

I\, FHEBBSEIR

()R ARG ST 6 O S5 &

il 2 55 B IBG DOR R S A Bl AT A ke LA B AN 27 5 R B2 (R R WA 5 S i, 0
P55 (business model , LSV ZFR A b 45 B0 (Y B FIFRFEAL H 42 91 % 17 e A8 3~ Qo
HIRFFE 23 ] (AmitFl1Zott, 2001 ; Teece, 2010; Zott™5,2011; Foss fllSaebi, 2017 ), ifif HLAZ M T #H¢
FOHE S MBLR BHTST, el A 25 248 (Moore, 1994 ; Pierce, 2009 ; AdnerfllKapoor, 2010,
2016;KapoorfilLee,2013;Adner,2017) .°F 5 %% (ZhuFfllansiti, 2012 ; Cennamo#ISantalo,
2013) Fr 22835 (Cusumano, 2015 )45 SR, FH T30 SEME & RN G2 A B i LJOKS M b AL e A2
(Massa®§,2017) , SSUERF 5T 1) TAE v R I H 5 Al S % 55 e A S %

TEARXS /D UL A TR B A SEUERF I H |, Zott Al Amit (2007 ) B JE X 7 LA B BB a7 e
1 E AL (novelty-centered business model )5 7 H AR R T+ AT R 2L (efficiency-
centered business model ) o I & B, X T8I AL 5, Q1558 & i RIS T4k S 2
OB T A P[] s 5 8 3 23 R 28038 1 R MU A A 7 Al Sl 7 5 Z2 9 v, Zott il
Amit(2008 ) A A Al 1 7 37 A g A DA X2 P ROR R R R 2= [RIE 2 1 Al i Siss, &
IRl a2 o TR Y

PG ] —AAA L fi% R 451, Adner K apoor (2010 ) — M52 4l (focal firm ) 5 F R Ii#AGE
REM—NERRGE, Z AT ZERE A 1 WAL R PR R < ER 47T (components ) , #2728 %
T BRI A B 7= i 5 H = i A TR A B HA ) R AR B (complementors ) o [ IERA:
PR R A AT 25 R il B LS 4 0l o 1 2% ) BRIl 1 i BRAR , HERER RS LA BT Al A
B E Sy s SR RE AR I OME AR B O3 TR A R A 3R A SR R PR BB, 2R P8 Al
IR X B AR A A ST SRR o TR S Al 7R R L™ i R IR e A 1 26 7 221,
O R 5 A B RN AR O 2R o DRI, B b 0 20 TG B 2 AR BT A 1k kB, 38 58 R ik
FEAR A ) BT IR Sl 553 o 177 Bl 2 B AR A AN BT G, D\ ] — (A A R A B3k P s
SRR BRI 5, AH I SEUEMFSE SR T R

() AR AR Dse S AR A &

Bl 2 T 4RI E S IR A 5 I, — AR B S 0 G A PR LA R nes A BRI o i PR A I
B DT T PR A i AR RS A5 b o BRAR XA SR ) R ) B A R L A i e
{HAEA R ET, A b ST e S G I EE R DIAE A (surrogates ) 3B H DA B e
W) (inferred )i & 7% & (antecedents ) B H1 4128 & (mediator ) oSS A AR Y o F G 1
2B YA BUORBIE TS TG , FriE S 4 D038, it — BRI — A S A A A 1 U
i AR, B U RS FH L B b SO 5 2T — S, R RS
) R BN PRI At X 5 e DR 3L LR AT RELL 58 LS IR TR, — B2 s 5 3 4k
F A B Rz AR 5, DA R i SWOT 73 A1 2| Porter 4 7 Mk o7 5 B AR
A TSR OL )00 2 B B AR B8 ) 27 U Y FRAR

SR, B BT 24 SIS A BRI 5% 1) PR A% it (3 /D R e 2 T ) iR A5
e ) IS B A 7E (value creation ) FAH S A HMEZRHX (value capture ), HE AN AR
M EANE R R (AmitFlZott, 2001 ) 7 IR SCRR T, N E A& A HAZETF A 5E (Seth,
1990 ; HaspeslaghFlJemison, 1991 ) 5545 T HAR I BIFGY L 8 g 32 K o SR, Bl pi Il ASS = A R
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ARTIALUHEANE H 25 A RIS A B A S T HESE A R AR o, B SRR A B )2 4T
SREFIB GG STRHR b , LA SR SR s i s 5 [l AR B A M L BE 25 5
LAY H 25 5 1 AL Sus U e b, L anprig i Pt R S+ S TiERIS A
ACUNIL , B3 TSR HETH 2% 2 A 5 | A BN (A 1 2 72 v (Priem, 2007 ).

(=) BB AR AR B i e . T A2 U R 3 2 A %5

AU EBIIEAE A IR 2 AR Al Ssce briE A T AR 519 3 (Lepak 5%,
2007), 1 HAE T 3758 (Baron, 1995 ), JUHJE Al BUA SRS 335 Ui A BRA TS 3 (Hillman
Hitt, 1999 ; Hillman%% , 2004 Jia, 2014) fl4i 41 25 52T (Carroll,, 1979 ; Wang %, 2016b ) , 7E K 45
AT H 255 395K 2R AH-H . Waddock FlGraves (1997 ) #5241 T Sc ik i BLgYiiF 4,
W AR T S s 1) B0 5 Al I 2655 BRSO I o AT T & B, Al ) 25 BEAT TG sh 5 22 AR 4
SR IEAIR KR, 5 AR M BEER IEAHSEIE R XU B G i BT LA A A X 7 1 A=
FEE BTG Bh, PR Bt — 2 X A SR I T Y DTk o i A B S 4 S ST R AT

I AT R, Hillman% (1999 ) & 81, AR R 4lb A 25 19 53 72 BUR AT ERAT L
BRIl AR R Y B DT 35 DA T L T 1t 5 T HL 288 895K . Schuler ¥ (2017 ) A5 T2003—20114F
(1] 841 v [l BURF B 4 B B FAlk RO ISR AR 0 . 3 B A B T LR 32 D 4k BES 3R
FRBUR A BT AR DR, T AT DARE 44 75 5 R AR o BT X 52 U Al A TE TR S o 3
Tl S A AZ i Al SE T AL S 22 G WA i, T HL RS Al Fe RS Al 32 25 T K

WangF1Qian (2011 )44 £ Mk BLA fR & 5 Al At 25 TEAR RS A Al A L SR F P ) i A
2001—20064F FI%HE , B A Tl 263876 30, & BV AT 2 0T AT A i kAl A4+ 2 S
A A NI E T2 T A 9 008 55 141 o 253535 305 W 45 [l 412 ) TE AR S 3 44 i il
A CAAE GRS S (il B A5 2, A1 S Al AT T30 5 T LA DA 25 AH 5G4 8 B ARAS B 2 A 1] L [
B, A1 AR BB A G AT T 18 SN SR AD B 2 ARl A Al ol BUA A B %
Al T bl ML 2 TR Bl A2 45

AN T 7 5 4 [ e RETE AN IR st il 5, T 2 505 A 7 37 s ) Bl 5t 7 Y 2 0

FunkFHirschman (2017 )IA R , £\l AN 2 15k e 156 FATEL A 48k S5 By R T B 2 5 M IR 18
O T ELAR 2 3 T 347 R 255 e CSRE 1 el A LA SR AR BB B i o [l s, (Kim &5, 2018)
KIN AL TR RIS A 0 524 s Z (G 28 BAE T, 3 L] 52 o 4k i &8 24—
ML 3E PR s (high-level of competitive action ) , 1F ] AL 2 524115 sh RENE 18 JEA Il A% I
114 5 24—l B 58 P55 B s (low-level of competitive action ) , AN T BEATFA3E 2l (17
ML 2 DTG 30 ) R AR T BERGHE Al (4 W 55 [l 4 .

Flammer(2015) & 35 %) H f1ALZ IRl 141 23 5EAE R I 3l et — 1 2243 (DID ) 4341
it i 398 5 [ o) 125 M A M 78 T X A AR A R Pk R 2 = Sl A S BT R I, DA (s AR
TH PR T LR B B 5a et TR EA 22 AL UL ik, 1t 25 T2 A0 Sl 2 5 4 iR g 19
— i Flammer(2018)if & B, £\l A4t 23 SEAR RIS EAEBUN RS2 T 524 77, fig
B A By A b R IUBUR A 7] o 33X FPRI N X T 52 2 [l 1 55 AL T 1B £ G 3R BT 1) £l B R A
0T e S R A A T lb s S

KaulFLuo (2018 )IE A 2 it & R Al 5 AR 8 FIPE Al [ B 25 %, il i 80 73
PR W R AN IS 5 TP AR AR — A R B A A 2B BT (M 553645 ) : b A 2557
AR 35 H VARG sl SRS R AL 55 AN B o 17 A 2 o [RGB, A2
A AEAE 2SSO T TR UL, HA A H O R T8l BAEEERIPE LA
REM S BT B A E AR TSR BTk

& 4G AT 5 . A04E N UE
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. & it

AN BRSO L AR B, FE T SRS BB O A AZ O (R, S DA Ry 4R R A AP
TARGUSAE 1T 2404 A2 A T D R AN R ST IR 4% o AR (T T ORI RS TR I 45
ELFR AT A 4 A% o ] AL ) 25 AR THSE SR TR 2860 1A IR AR A8 08 2 R 0 B B ) 10 7
(Mintzberg?¥,2005 ) , SR FRATT Al A 22 W0 A1 | 4 5 R0 2 1 OF [ 2255 A S sf [m) it (i 3%
TSR ME LA 4 AR E M R TN 283 B Al A 2 B B, RS TRAT TSR PR R R 1 D4R D
A GIE I

RS — > N a R FN 5 AR (R 2%, 3G 56 R 1Y) 25 R T 04 2 J R AR T PR A
W REEIRET = A2 BEBRE KA ZEW Bk JHEL G250k
P AN AEAE  FRATRLT- JCrA A D) b i o e MR 2 3 R 2R, IR el B T, WIS 2 BT 1Y)
P A 5 o Al BSE S R A S A A AR, 3 T oG MRS A S R H s &2
1M HLAS AR o] DLES IR A A A B SR B F5 0 o XIS lk s i) FE AR P REJEAE—A>
P 28 = A PR E SR —AW 0 2005 (R /N B Z (BN HEA T o ANTT B AN T 33 FUAS A A B TR 25 K
2 ALV, XL IE 2 R A R AR N A W5 | T — AR — AR 2 B AR ) 22 BT  R
FHASIRI AR A5 A0 50 R0 Ak Pl [ 225 il A e DA R 45 A A S ) A AR g [

(—)WFFERA ) &

AR A B Y I 8 A 22 b A7 B 28 B s ), A 7l A B 28 9% (Porter, 1980, 1981)
B A 2F IR 252 (Jacobson, 1992 ; YoungZs, 1996 ) fCHE A FHi% (Eisenhardt, 1989¢ ; Hill I
Jones, 1992) 3¢5 3% 36 (Hill, 1990 ; Ghoshal flMoran, 1996 ) . 1251 (Camerer, 1991
Parkhe, 1993 ) FISZ YA AU IS (McGrath, 1997, 1999 ; AdnerFLevinthal , 2004 )45 R 245 2%
R IR IR B U S I KRR KR MR 2% . RumeltFl Teece X FE 1) M A5 HHL 4 42\ )
H B A IR T2 soRE Bk JF e 5 2022 5O AEE (A A TE A e 5%
2E A AT D SRS PG AZ 0 AR (Rumelt=5, 1991 ) o R ANk, B SE ISR 32, 322 101R
FATIRAEAREE AR T T L2502 (38 &R ) MR AT e AT b Bt 5 | A 2] G 45 AT
K,

[T ESF A A5 B AT 9t 32 B S R B 0 B KR, i o T R A8, Jm 0
HHBT N H LA 241 (Hannan fllFeeman, 1977 ; Boeker, 1991 ) %I AK #8274 ( Pfeffer 1l
Salancik, 1978 ; Hillman%%,2009 ) . #l & B#1£ (Oliver, 1991, 1997 ; Peng, 2003 ) 25 Hi 41 f1 A B T
AR BT AL PR EE AR X T 2 2 HE ) T M L S A 2R 5 PR AR A DEIC o oA
O BE2A (Schwenk , 1984 ; Barr5, 1992 ) 4250 Bil2: (Weick, 1969 ) Rl 5 P i# (Kahnemann Fl
Tversky, 1979)Fl4T J 5 BHE (March, 1947 ; CyertFiMarch, 1963 ) S5 143 T F A0 T 50845
PRI S5 0 AR (BB ) B SO0 2 18T 9 T it o

MR T LR SRR AR RS R SR AR T S B R RMR A
FRIS LA RN 772 o e i B Al BOR A% G st PR Ak N0z 1 5 AN A 32 4 1975 (Andrews,
1971; Venkatraman, 1989 ) . /= I A £ 6 18 & RAEE =48 A BAAY AT 0 M8 25 (Hambrick il
Mason, 1984 ) . G IFEFERWLIN L 13 T LA R i B IR A RE D45, AR JUR ™ i 5 i iE
B2 & (Wernerfelt, 1984 ) F1/2) i) T AR LL GEUE 45 Al oK 5 A B4 10 W8 VR 5 B8 71 4 45
(Barney, 1991) o HIPRASAL AV UL NPEE 20 2L AR S —A~ 7 Hh A FHZE ZURR T SE B 4L H FRir)
ML A1 A2 (Grant, 1996 ; Spender, 1996 ) . sl 68 140 A & FE AV FEURAIRE ) R SR B A s A DT
BE, e IR S 2B IE S A K T 4 (Teece®, 1997 ; Teece, 2007 ) . X 2 A (relational
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view ) PREA M 8] ) G Z2 A S 43 B BT A 1 95 % (Dyer 1Singh , 1998 ) o 5 FH RICHH f4 g
RIS (strategy as practice )iz sl W5 I8 4k AF 1 sl iA 22 (activity system ) -3 5 SIS K 1
SRR ANTT ) (strategizing ) 5 [a] FISZPRAE A (Whittington, 1996 ; VaaraFllWhittington , 2012 ) .

(OB kR 2R

5 _FIREE AR I A A A AR R 2R i 2R 24 N B BROTOR | komg 3
HIRFFE IR EE T N T BA Al A A A SR 7l = SRR TR B A X
PR E .

A A A SR A5 R B R B AW 255 T R BEEE (construct ), [t AlPrahalad il
Hamel (1990) (4% .0 354+ 71 L 2 CohenAllLevinthal (1990 ) i) Wz WS i 71 (absorptive capacity ) ; ¥
1115 (hypotheses/proposition ) , F dllChandler( 1962 ) (14444 #R Fifi G %> AR umelt i “AH PR
W5 73287k (typology or taxonomy ), H@MilesFISnow (1978 ) i LA i AT Porter (1980 ) it 5
A 5 /BT HEZR (analytical framework ) , HelPorter (1980 ) A9« i S A1 FliBarney (1991 ) & T
TR FNRE T VRINAATHESE ; DL K388 R A 35 i B A (1) BRI 1838 (theoretical model ), FL AN
CsaszarFl1Siggelkow (2010 ) X071 AR Y [R5 AR 1R ) it LS, 442 HE™ A 0 S, RS 457 2
SR A R (model) FE 3 #1500 T e H A2 LR AGHESE , i EASHER L

G A B B 2 7 O L3 T4 SR AT 1 07 238, e P 6153 #T (case
study) . Bl 54 (field research ) B FLAHR PEiE (grounded theory ) , M\ i€ 11 FOGE 1434 BCHRAR Y
(mathematical modeling ) #| 325515 11 (experiments ) FIAR 815 EL (simulation ) .,

Eisenhard(1989b ) A & EisenhardtfllGraebner (2007 ) 5& T M I 53 4 22 BRIS BT 1T 11 A HIL
S FNPRES A R GE R4, BRI o F /T , Eisenhardt X451 T 34072 (inductive methods ) 745 FH
2ERFSE HORE 258 B 1Pk K (EisenhardtSs , 2016 ) . Aaron Chatterji-5 [F 35 % [ T T LA 3L 5 (field
experiments ) 7E G B 457 BRAF ST A8 i T 3¢, JHR X T BRI OC 2 AR SY (Chatterjiss, 2016 ) .
Emily Pahnke 5 [R5 G AEH 4 T #H 2 48 5% 19 < B Rt HLIEI 1580 5 1 (exponential random
graph models ) 7E fi% B4 BRAF 9T 0 A0 7 (Kim %5, 2018 ) o 41, 2H 24 5 rp o AR A (v 45
4 (agent-based model ) L S NKAE A 1) 1 H (Csaszarf1Siggelkow, 2010 ; Csaszar#lLevinthal ,
2016 )HIEFF SR R Chen (2015 ) 243 FH AL P2 1 A (production frontier ) 7 VA AE S HIFFE H )
N o SRS, Gt H (A2 A ) | L dnlogitFlprobits3#t (Hoetker, 2007 ) , LA K =4
%43 # (event study analysis ) /772 (Schuler®s, 2017 ) S48 AL G IIF 5T 5 e 2% Wk H o

IEAN A PIAMEAR T B R B G Z T o0 AT i 77 DR A T il 438007 9 73 B o AR SCAA AR
PO LUE Y, TR AR R AR RIS L B ) B 465 SR A A5 40 D7 1 I8 20 BT (meta-
analysis ) A AT BE (2 WL Bergh%5,2016 ) o fili B E ROV IR O AR ME & 2% REAUTF- A sl 2L
FEAELM R, U BIUE (ST BISTE , A —1Mi /& o il , Haans%5 (2016 ) & [ 125 SCHET kg
FHIE G TP O T U AR UTE G R B A v )i,

BSRTE T N FATRAEAEAR Z ) RN (B9 H 25 SRS 5 1 0 22 S PR Rk
N FFHREER 2 A S LA 2R VA7 RN Z2 R B R AN AR S s UIRS HE AR 7 %
W L 78 (Greckhamerd$,2008 ) . b Ul , Godfrey fTHil1 (1995 ) 5l i 5 XF T A A] Mg A% &
(unobservables ) AL Bl . KetchenflIShook (1996 ) i¥-Acluster analysis7E i BE T 78 H A -
Hubbard%5 (1998 ) , Singh45 (2003 ) W4 K 5 G 1 2 ST (replication ) X T A1 R AY
FIMELL R T2 2 41k (validity ) 538 1 (generalizability ) F145 F 1 (usefulness ) 520 .
BowenFWiersema (1999 ) W45 3 K 58 1 B b 8 i 2580 20 B 1) Ja B  Mir Al Watson (2000 )
constructivist 77 7% 185 | A RIS PR, . CertoFlSemadeni (2006 ) A T M B d 1) v H A 5

& 4G AT 5 . A04E N UE
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54 X Hamilton A Nickerson (2003 ) LA & Bascle (2008 ) | & v T4 i 11 i g Py A= 4 1) R
(endogeneity ) . Semadeni&¥ (2014 )15 T W AR & T HAF & (instrumental variables, 1V )
A

(MR BRI A SRl G

Bt B A A DL BN [R) 2 B RN 40 88 S5 1 2 2 AN WA 3] B gt /68 B Qi e o v o, B
Rt FE AN BRSCER BB 5 40T, VR 2B FIE T S N B R 3R, 1P 2 R R 2 it — 20 2
BTG MR A — MR RE, WURAR 2 IH A B [ A B0 5 2l i B8 I, 8 28 THURRUBTIR
LA T — A — N BIE TR ORI FRE 5 LA R ST BT, 5 B2 A SR 2 R
A 52 (management fads ) 93K 32 (Abrahmson il Fairchild, 1999 ) .

TCIS U], AR 22 102235 P36 AN [R) o 25 RS A SR A7 R A5 BT K2 T, A7 28 A
BRAF LW, A AR L , A 09K T 48 [ BN FRATA a4, RER SOk Sk
1) 22 S TSR, A2 IR AR S BEAF DG Y TCIe 2 R SR A, VR SR 45 3L R Wb
Y53 FNRLA AT SR SR AR (AR VA Al 53, SRME LA — L AT BB AR R IE N3 24 3 5 i
TR, ANBEEATIR A AIB S )R 1Z WIS P (8 A8 i 2 — B T AS 76 B8 K 1) Bl L2 )
TR AR B 224 1137 , GRS B2 A WA AR AR, H AR BT 3
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Strategic Management Research: Focusing on the
Determinants of Performance

Ma Hao
(National School of Development, Peking University, Beijing 100871, China )

Summary: Since the publication of “Strategic Management: A New View of Business Policy and
Planning” in 1979, it has been some 40 years for the research conducted in the field now known as
Strategic Management, with great scholarly accomplishments achieved and major challenges lying
ahead. As this milestone year also represents the 40th anniversary of this journal, a major outlet for
Strategic Management research in China, it will be fitting to provide a more systematic and up-to-date
review of the critical literature and conjecture on the future advancement of this field. This paper will
offer such a review building on one central premise, which is the fundamental question regarding the
most central and critical dependent variable of strategy research, i.e., what factors determine firm
performance?

We subsequently review in turn the various categories of determinants of firm performance as
featured in the literature, ranging from the Environment, the Firm, to the CEO and the Top Management
Team(TMT ), as well as the Strategy Process and Strategy Content. The examination of the effect of
environment on firm performance includes the characteristics of the task environment, the structure of
the industry, and its trend of changes and patterns of turbulences. The review of the Firm effect concerns
the basic attributes of the firm, its resource endowment and capability repertoire, as well as its
organizational system that includes organizational structure, control, and culture, as well as power and
politics. The review of CEO/TMT centers on the attributes of the CEO and TMT members, the
composition, dynamics, and the succession of the TMT, and the managerial discretion of the CEO/TMT.

Then we focus on how the different factors collectively and individually affect firm performance.
We first review the line of research under the broad concern “How much does industry differ?” and
systematically compare and contrast extant results regarding the effects, respectively, of industry,
strategic group, corporate parent, and business unit. We also review research studies on the dichotomy of
economic determinants of firm performance and organizational determinants, and further examine the fit
between firm factors and environmental factors. Next, we examine studies on the effects of strategic
decision-making process, ¢.g., the comprehensiveness of the strategy-making process, and effects of
strategic change, on firm performance. For the effects of strategy content on firm performance, we

differentiate between market strategy and nonmarket strategy that includes corporate political strategy
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and corporate social responsibility. For the market strategy, we examine both corporate strategy and
business strategy, and both competitive strategy and cooperative strategy, including strategic alliance
and coopetition, as well as new concepts and phenomena such as business model innovation, ecosystem
strategy, and platform strategy.

Finally, we summarize the different theoretical perspectives as well as the host of research
methodologies used in strategy research that originate from economics, psychology, sociology, and other
areas of the management discipline, and conjecture the future development of the field with its further
differentiation and integration regarding its research topics and methodologies.

Key words: Strategic Management research; Strategic Management literature; literature

review; firm performance; theoretical perspectives; methodologies
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