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ZH A (interdependence ) J2 9% YRR A FH 1S (resource dependence theory ) Y H EE A
L B R B AR BRI 1 40 R AN 78 A 20 20BN R B AR T S5 MR A
KR —HEAEF5 HLE CHA R Iy AL FRS FhEAE S5 (B 22 R S ) SR 3R | B AR 2
WX T Sl A MR A s, B e 2 45— A28 2 0, R LW R s s
FRATU Fe AT 5200 77 BRE 22 — (Davis flICobb, 2010 ; Hillman%:, 2009 ; 22 /N5 45, 2015) L8R 1,
PRGOSO A — R4k, BARAE N B AE B2 U9 v ) NG A SRR
BASEN) 2 B R AR TE AR AT 1 5 BE Al A 2H 2 R) 5C F2 AN #E 2 TR FRAR SR, &
B B R e 2 — (A IS AR B BRESA AN G8 5835 , R 1 5 ZEiF 90 T AR BIR &
JEAT St Dk , T AE SRS o ERH 2R A 25 SR A i PRI A AR RS D RN FHA: A2 B BT B, 2
AT 2 — FE AN PR AR B IE L 4 5 7% . CasciaroAIPiskorski (2005 ) IA N , 1 X FhEL 4 1Y

Yt HEA:2016-09-20
BEEWE 4 F 3 8 248 X B (2014204085) ; 8 F SR A AEA A 3 F X R B (1377D630006)
EZRBT: 5 L (1988—) , %, m R FLFFRFRGEHTL;
M 29(1968—), % ,ih e K F 25 & F AR W A FIF GRIRER ) ;
ERF(1989—), 5 AR FEFERFRG AR A,
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F i R B IRAR R B A B AR B AR TS TIE_ A LE RO M L BRI R v R 2 SR A Y G
TEFH SN IR BE RO T IR A RE T 5 11 T A 2 SRR 2 SR IS P i ok 20 350 o g 0 7 R
H O 2 (BRI SCFT IR 2 5 |, ofe oo AR A B A B AR X RE , BE v B R (R
SRTEAL 5y R R a5 35— CEARISO 7 i B2 8t A7 33 by s =X ) gh L o i B SR 559
P W REE MR OC R, UL A TR B, RIS T B IS T H O BBt IR L3
FIAF N AL T T o SR, B8 PSR L A CMIB 8 1E 2 T A A 4R 2 1 A B ARl oG R 4R
1R X TCBE e A AP JE 1 . PR L, CasciaroFlPiskorski (2005) £ H | i 1 X 41 21 (Rl R A k4 T
AEFE R 53, FSGA AR R o Al T ARt B AU i B854k, T IKT B8 AR B i
TR | Atk . GulatiFlSyteh (2007) 5 AT T X S AR , ot A 2 2 AR — 4 2 Y
S IATT AT A4k AN o 5 58 IR S, 3 AR ) .

B T XGRS BRI E B, A SRR A E A BRSNS Z A VE R R B X
fif A RS 5 A VEX R B2 L (PefferfllSalancik, 1978 ) o AKX Tk B, Ju
TR 2 T B Ab AT Ry, BRAT SRR (288,201 15 SBRRTR AT, 2014) o LAk, 12l
FEAAA R BIR T 5 PR AR ARRAS 5 Do 2% &t ¥y i 20 7 1) 5K R A 2 7 A AN T J2 VR B AL L ARt (1
TS5 R4AE 1 2012) S IEAER , ZHZL AR B2 R S 2R Z M3 D 6 &R, H 532 BT
R H Y] KL (Drees M Heugens, 2013 ; Pfeffer fiNowak , 1976 ; Pfeffer fiSalancik, 1978,
2003) JERMT, X2 2 B AR8 PR R A T8 BB A R, i AR e — L4 B Rl 43, Il 5
AR, PR SEUE 25 AR L o A SCHR PR T AL SR AR08 0% [ P9 AN OCAIFSY , 1 S B T 4
LA —F &P FE SRR 53, Hie T B2 L SR G RS TSR
R e R R S A b B AR T SRR R B R 28 5 K R B A AT R ISR A AE
FHEE SN AL, 2 BT T 3T 2 # 3H0E (1 R MRS X FRAR A IX — o 4 B 7 S UEAF
FE RN AEBL SR b A SO S X AR RIS 5 a1 AT T R, A SR e S A 2L R AR T &
PR 1) J5 S SRR 7R o

— VRREMRE: AR EER S 5 NE

(— ) 2[RI A A P ek

Thompson (1967 ) fi FURHAR IS EE & SR ZH 21 BT R AN N2 )8 M Ml AR R o 1 58 A4
PRI 2EUR () 2F 3 T T DK L 2 AR R A — BG40 R P (1) — 7 Jok 58 4 4R F I 1 o)
R A2l T B R IR BB 2 7R A (PfefferflSalancik, 1978) o i 4H A 13 L8 55 % R 19— 5 |
P T X IR TR I IS (power ) , K7 K /INT 78 VAR Skt A6 7R B 255 R 22 1 %2 (Hlillman
45,2009 ; PfefferfiSalancik, 2003 ) o 5 & 58 3 AN [] 71 B XoF 2H 2 [BAECSE 1) PN AR T AN ]
B3, A Emerson (1962 ) 4576 32 e BRE 1) 3R E K 4 S RIS 14 P9 00 263 kg 52 5 WU X 1% it
MRS BE 1 S 5 22 5 L SR 4 UR T B9 2% s Madhok I Tallman (1998 ) 45 U 3= M ZH 21X % R
PR 5 2R B A BE IR S RIS o AEL LE U5 S20/F 2227 T4 Hh 1Y), 2L Rl A AN Iy AN A=y PR A%
TR R, A T e R A (WSuh M Houston, 2010 ; Bk/MNEEE,2008)  F: T W 2%
SEFHIS (WongZ%,2008) o (I UL , FRAR 7= A F B IRAR S HIE , (HLZH SRR (A M BB T
PRIEHOBEIE A AR, A B T — A EA W PR AR FRATTI R, AU 75 2 A
Thompson (1967) 45 NH&H AT T8 ) B A BE BB A5 A RIS, 0148 th — 2 A 4
LA E L« A LRI L S AT 2 [R5 LR M A RR JEE 3 i P RE K U T4 80 W T
PTG SR B 5 5 ZR I TR BRI S 28 R L 2 27 T Ak T 246 v P 88 R R I 4545 D T, AR A B 1Y)
AFPRE THLAIT RN
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1. FEF AP AU A o B RS2 AT (42 RO 24 B ) 73 A2 U2 T Emerson (1962 )
X224 B8 (exchange theory ) BUITSE o AN [A] T Ho A 2 5 K 2H 2R R AR A S — Fh TR AR 1Y
Z IR, Emerson (1962 ) K 2 2L A K] 73 R 156 A KM (joint dependence ) RN X FRAK i
(dependence asymmetry ) . Bl # i iR 7E T F W38 S BT 15 ARG (%) SR T, R ket m] gl By
W7 R Z NN EESR J1 (cohesion) ; M5 4 F A3 2 WUT I LA PE () 22 5%, o R RP R EHE L
MR — 7 BRAEAUTT (power) (A T rh G 4 0032, DRIk o 4 1 4k (AT 2AS ) J e A
B ATPEFR AT H (power advantage ) o 53X F I 3 4521 X AR Bl ok — Fh AR FdZE , —
TC R XU BE AT REAEAR (= FAIE B M A0 17 0 AT B I A AN B AR st (V9 25 s (57 A 3 L%
ANATG3) 5 AT BRAAAE 56 A AH R A 0 (W 247 it 23 EL 67 22 B AR ) o

2. LT VRS o 55 R4 K0 43 LA Madhok Al Tallman (1998) 42 A 1INy, 4141R]
X g PR B AR RE A N AE Y, 7 A4 ) (Thompson, 1967 ) o P9 A= ARG 2 i T 56 R XU A
PTE IR IR, T L2 s P e U5 0 BAMAE AR Al T80 B i T ARk e &y, Rt X
PRSI ST B B A A 45 R K (structural dimension ) o 17 M A= FOAR S DU)J2: H 28 5 B %6
AT XA ZUR URRR B AN TSR GEIR , X A e 7= Ak T ac Gy it AT i A v, DR LB B A
i R (process dimension ) o FXT F &5 F A , SRRSO T b (8] () A E e R A 2,
R AR AT 0 5 O R i R T AR, TT RE S N Ak AR A VR R £
(Parkhe, 1991 ; Madhok, 1995 ; Madhok fli Tallman, 1998 ) .

3. HT AL T KR RGHARA R TR (1) 2 B 3 5314847 Buchanan (1992) FF 61 % B4 1
X BRI , 13X — 4 B 8 K] 43 2 B HE AC 5y 5 Z 05 X 4B LM A A e 2 25 3], B AR e
— B XS RS, 1T E AR R B 2 )R ) D)2 AN X BRAR A o 3 — VIR ) S E 25 R 28
AndersonFf1Weitz (1989) #& i , 76 N7 A7 Mb SR 1A 1 R ARG O &R v, SRR 09 WU K& HEAR
XoF BRI 1) G 3 B NS - T Heide (1994 ) W38 3IE T AN K FRAR S X 4 1 28 5 ¢ FR IR 52
M, G355 A A O 2R AR 1 13 52 WU X A8 I A AT B, LA R 38 Bl % =2 ) A 2 AN — B0 Sk 1)
BT o J5 B2V 2228 F AR PR R X BRI N T A8 5 K R R %€ (Ganesan, 1994
Kumar§, 1995) , 33X F2E & PR A KRR AR T 5C 2 553 X I A A i A5 AR 7K, T DA
BB LR N G A E TSNS B SN G LTS Er N U | WS S el RU LAY S
-, 38 5 R R AU AEFRFR W OC R I R B AL, (AR B 1R A 5 O R B T 3G, e 44
PR ATRE (R A A ,2009) .

ML ki, Buchanan (1992) %5 AT TR EE A0 S AU T ANXERRAHS , 1A ¥
BB A X — 4 B, IR A T Emerson (1962) 45 A BIRFSE 84T A L b7 . i Madhok 1l
Tallman (1998 ) 55 A FE H 1) PN A= P S5 M RN A0 A= P i R AR, B SR BRI A — e A
PR AE SEEARAE DR MRS 1 G A 1 24 5 28— — AU v, DR B IR S AR B
SR ) 4 AR A FR o 1T Emerson (1962 ) 45 A i [1] Fsf A i X032 5 28 HHORH B AR 32 174 e
5225, —J7 1 NAEZS R 8 1 BEER Al BRI OC R L 55— 5 TR TR [R]— A B AR v
Gt — T LS )X PN AR, 73S A AR SRS 35y TR 2 fe 52 AT ) — i vk o )
X P AR ) 2 B ) o S AR M SRR ) B LR 1

(=) 2 2Rl o

TE 2 R T A A P P TR RN 2R B R 53 AT AN TR R 1, L B T AR ey DU 1 7 vkt 3Ry
ZFE, AR T F 5 B SSUENF R . Ban, WFos &0 2RI g &k . —F
b GNP TR QA s AN [T P B UL i
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F1 ARERBEIREEELN D SRREE IS XEFTIEFA R
ZH 21 [R] A4 3 ) PN TR IS ik ZH 28 (R0 it 24 P K1) 4y ARFRMEIEIFTT
T Ty
i;; ’Jj ﬁ:g%gjﬁ MadhokFl Tallman (1998 )| ZEF <81 3 TR HH HambrickZs (2015)
A2 5 S5 XA s S 114 \ Casciarofll
B R Emerson(1962) TR AXFRMAE | i) oroki (2005)
7 XXZT Ko A I AR i Buchanan (1992) St FR AR X R PEAR ERLAE (2009)
R =5 it

OB A AR A G SCHR A 2

1. BHIFTE I R BIFFEIEAE R —Fp e WS 7 vk, T B4 B VIR U T OISR A4S
GORFE Z RGO IR AN 3B 7 IS A IR ARG G 0 kS A 5 3 5 PR T o T 20 23 [R) 4
— A M AR SE R R T, 2 AR T v AR L TR AR 3 A B SR B — B0 R L, RS
PBIRIFFE IR AT LH 2R RS A IR | AR B2 il AL R AR 1 7= A 5k Jad A, ] A
X —FE) AR B A BRI G L1510, Ozcan Al Eisenhardt (2009 ) i 15 R 2 61 F- WL AR ATl 14 A1)
b A ZE 5, B2t A R RAAS AN WA AR — P 1L RS OC R | TN R —Fh 2 32 4t 25
GERIFEMR A OCFR S IEAN , AT TIA A il AR 5 )23 BB Ry il B T — P ELAEL %) 28 2 (R AR i o, 7
BRI B ERALLIRZS T BT A5 X ll B SR U2 5 A F Y . LomiFlPattison (2006 ) i it
FERE RPN GIRGERE A 22, 48 20 2L RIS 8 & A= AE AL TSR] I £ A ) Al o 3 fiff
FRTERARAS HLS 7] LU B SE TR AL e I 265 Y B 4K (Tocal dependencies) , i 7] LM HHK
# (multiplexity ) B F BERWFFE AL H] 5 2 (HillmanZ5, 2009) o fH AL X 20 2 a4t Y BEIS
IS B AE 2051 53 B B B, B8 kg 114) 26 23 (Rt g il 2y O [l R A vk

2. (A 7 o A R RS ) o et A 9 A0 Ao R i il o 7 e 0 it T, KB
HB 2 MACHHE &, MR Emerson (1962) A S, 4 2H SRS S 53 A B0k G A FIUAS X B4R
ST BE T e AF N 0 LA T o ) 8 R T, Kumar 5 (1995) MR 7 -5 2848
TR PR B30 O 8 A i IR A5 MR RIS XA , AT T DN A A S 4 7 T 4 AR AR A Y AR
HE AR = A 2 ok Al B U (K6 L Gulati AlISyteh (2007 ) 76 WIF 5% 4510 7 A1 i 3 1 =2 [
I ARG RIAS K R AR 6 s SR FH P 0 RS O o = 5, DA ST 48 (AL 7 R A T e At AL 7 R
AT ARAT AT e A A A 7 7 9% U 25 1 3 U A i) i o ] PR AT 5 3t o 2 2 TR A
B 8 R & AN 2 T AR TN 2R G, 22 A4 o5 B (2008) BYBIFSE AR SE 2 1T A A
KT, NZZ Gy B i B A2 5 1 A AR AR B RN ] AR B DU A P A g 1 2 2 [ At 11 £y
FEOT T 25 (2011) DB ARG 555 14 7 A T 1) 7 RS A 1 2 L A AROS DU it F 3R, O
38 10X 28 5y 5 R AU R R B8 A7 M A FTRR el 15 280 30 5 AR5 -5 AN X BRARC A o A1 T 55 AR 3 2%
45(2012) 5EF v IV 22 R T IX 20 5 il F1 PG 22 3 TR FEMBAZE 153/ MG FE AT & 1
BIHT 25 2 2RI ) B 2%, JE2 1425 B L6/ TR -, T HAROR R T 114 )23 U 4 B RS2 i (1)
FEPEAE B A T2

3. PR AR I A A SERR b, A ST 8 A M 2 SRR e R A U AR

R =B 5t 4l 2R E 4TI . CasciaroATPiskorski (2005 ) 4H 2R A 44< i 14 19 1 24 5
RN HABKHS (mutual dependence) FIFUS T A4 (power imbalance) , TA Sk BARAKHS S B T 7E
TICHH L RISE R, TR (KSR B ) 49405 5 45, BRAEAE 1 RGBT LA BU 4R 6t
FREE (R BN , o nT DU S Y80 o AU AN YA 1 o] LA RO IR S =22 25 57 R Al
LRI LS 55 Z A AR ] AR o X 3 348 5 I A AR AN XS BAR A S 114 P e —
3} .{H CasciaroflIPiskorski (2005) JF & Hi T F — P50 L2 o 4 2 TRl i) 0 325 o At A T 52
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5y R ZWIR5 (43 B, j27R ) X A% e e A R B 42 B s v AR =R Rl 4y, AL B AR B LR
B, I AN RIS LT B B AR SO RS ARREE , X e IR S 1 T HEZR E A T T 2k
it IRl AT T = A2 TR T b FAT i AL SO b T4l i AL S RIS R C o R
et 5 BOAR AR , HHE T 1985—20004F 0] SE [ 1 907 A7l 18] 58 5 Bda , i 1563 1 W64l ]
P T3 AN T4 %5F o A -0 ] 8P B9 70 1) S 0, LA B A ) B AR 6 T 5 g T REAE £14) T[] S5
Katila5 (2008 ) W] FH Rl 9450 B2 147 Ml AH G 311 %85 B A 2 Tl A et 80 £l A W8 35 R 5 SR R B A B
IR T R (ELHE A B IR R R FVE B R oK), R SEE1979—2003 4 [H] VCH BT 9701 5K+,
ARFr B4 07758 Rl 18 168IRBEHEEHE , 15 HB B Mk XV CRBERAR A U 45
PR AHEME AR T R P A T 553 — BT A Al , AT 8 S R AR B LA L R X BT
SV C— 7 BRI o Xia (201 1) 38 = A4 285 =135 8 v i AR 52 20 460051 (mutual trade dependence)
PRAR, A FH1990—20074F ] 58 732 #5 [l A 2 K BE AR AS , £ 10 Al i 728 [ 5 AR 18 [ 22 1] 1Y) L
AH 5 2 MR T ) 552 e A b AR T e [ B B %) 2 A o e o, IS 3T L a4 AR
R B AR AS i, T AR T KR A Al BRI 38 5 S R ERDLAE R T
Y ZH 2 [R]4f # (Bae A Gargiulo , 2004 ; Gulati% , 2009 ; HoetkerZ , 2007 ; Lee5,2015)

4. Hifth )7k A6 E WA R BIFSE a8 A A TR i KRR G 2 40, WA B e R
FH A5 2 % 2H 2R RIS 3R A 70 e i A ggarwal %5 (201 1) A1 FHAR AR , 45635 1 BB v Al )
AR KR IR FREE R AN Al () R B XA AE B R T A AR AR R A TN B A ELR M o A AT
KB, TF A AR 5 A AL B S EAT R HE AL S8R, WA b T A AE
1128 REX N SO A W2 AR EH .

2 (AR 1) S UEATF 2 R vk ) H 25 5 (WLER2) (H (5 48 0 U 1 48 2 01 F e vy 1)
A VR 3 A 1o ) 8 R BB P A o ) TR o T R AR I R A 2 2R TR ) A S AR
WA T B K FEA AT AL IR UE , WFIE 4518 HLA IR S MR A 350 o BLAb , BRI IE i TR
W7 = 5 2 (R 1) P T R AR IS 20 4 B AR 1) 7= A A R AR T ALl A AN T AR
VEFR, AT B EAR 2R 1Y 7 1] 45 [ 48 A0 06 A TR B b A B0 05 B4 )5 il
AT LLE B AR ST .

&2 ARABKRBNETERN

ESIERES [DERLEEREN — TR ATy %

CasciaroflPiskorski (2005) .

Ozcan il Kumar% (1995) .Gulati I o i
Bisenhardt(2009) . | Sytch(2007) L iy | Katila™s (2008) Xia(2011). B
. e BaefllGargiulo (2004) Aggarwal?5 (2011)
Lomifl (2008) 233 (2011) fi5F GulatiZs (2009) . Hoetker
Pattison (2006 ) I3 244E(2012) A

(2007) .Lee®s:(2015)

ORI A8 ARG AT S SCRR AR B
= A R E kR E = RS

FURI , i A B U A I 5T & B 22 g A IR B DS A Bl 5 2 K AR Y
B PR B, AN R S ™ A i e o ZH A RIS ) S ) PR 2R R i LB AT A SIS P A B R L
AL, (HEA BT 1RO — B R Hoh ST e i S R R BEIR I R DAL
XU AE 5 5 7 R R AR BRI 2 AN A S rh i T B2 A (0

(—) FET AR BB RIAU R &R

BT A BV B AU A MG ZRAS B R 198 7 AR I A5 A X TR AR 4 522 e PR
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R o WHoetker5§ (2007) $ 1 , 52 5 5 R AR EE I TR] X BB 00T 58 55 5% 28 I RS 19 1 1] 52
M, LA KA R PEAE I P AR A PRI S A PR FE AT, e 3T T BB XGA K &
TR PR BE o 22 A0 6 o5 W] (2008) St , 4RI R AEN (B A A7 AE -5 52 B T 2
SR 17 A BRI, AR T R BEOC R PR A58 OC R AR H U INTEIZOC R P A
KA IR T T 28 50 WO A AR YA , I B 2R THER S AR AUK F- (GulatiFiSytch, 2008) . Tl
PRREE R VIR A 55 0 R AR TE5H IR YL SUE TR B 28 N A T4 AL, X A5 F s
AN T) , P _E Ak T AR A AL SN2 AT PEBE ™ A BRI, I 1 52 59 5 28 AN 0 R A
TR
(C)FETHHRH R

BT IR AL A DT LRI S5 AR RS AT  RRARAS 7 A o AHX D7 T SSIERF TR AR W B =

A BT AERIE J2 TS T W28 28544 v 21 28 (A1 9% U 14 E A A AR A s i 7R B X 5 A
B L T 52 ), LA R ORT 7 5 05 A AN ] R AR % et R Al 149 1 7] 52 M) (Madhok, 1995 ; Madhok Al
Tallman, 1998) .

(DETIAZ T KRR ER

FEF RN AL T K R AT R FR U -5 AEXT R i 7= A i A, B R 84 =28
SO R 2R, 23 02 « Aol 8 ARG A8 405G 22 iR A 7 Hh sl R £ 5 Alb 3R B A Z A A R e
GiRREE s B RAC G AP R BAR DG AR 5328 & T 1k X805 9452k (Heide FilJohn, 1988 ; 1 & ##
45,2009) , (HEATERAAS B AN 1 FE AL ARG 56 , A 14 ARAS B SRS S0 n] FEERIIE

ZH A I PR 2R RS I 5T IR A T 25 1, SRR AL 143 = i TACH e, X Bk
B M RN AN KBRS 1) 52 M PR B F AR T — 7 R AEATI AR X AN J2 o T X S5 R 5 e AR AR
i PR AR5 A X B A 1% i) PR 2R RIS R R B LR B I 5% 2 BT 0 o AR T B A AT

WFFESERE_E O 4 SRR AT P 2R S AL BOPR AR , 3T IF 2 SR A i R AR AR

[ 257 2 2 ) AR LA 7 A1, Aol ey AR S 42 ) A7 S 2 ) A 14y B 52 [l el
M. HRER B R EE R ERLH

ANT] T 2H 2R (RIS R 52 Wi DR R AR5 T A BRI 25 1, ZH 3 (Rl e LA 45 SR R L
T HUAS T 8 e HL = 5 B o 4 SR o 3 8 R R R AL SR RIS e w2 A AU A e B — A
AT AE 42 9 (Emerson, 1962 ) , RUHBIFSE 5 K 22 249 28 A1 WA 2H S AR A A WG 2% 1)
WHSXFAVAT A RN SRR A8 5 5 F2 Z5485 SRR B (1) 52 ] o 3% 7 T (A9 LASE T3 B BRIS 11
BRA S AR RIS o SCiikine o £ &, E R fcoh

(—) BT 2 B IS AL LA

Emerson (1962) gt AL 256 R HAUAL ST (power ) F B H & N4 T M3 (actor) Z [R] 1Y)
MR R 53 Bk S RN AS K FRABCHS , -t R T 33X R 44 5 111 -5 AS S B R 2 X6 W 26 B
HAU AR B REIR o J5 S22 8 BRI T X — WLt (A S A 45 AR TR, R 250 o8
A T 5 Z3K — RGH TSR H &, ST A R B B S 28 2 SR R AT s A o 3 AR
AL AR R A R SRR 5 R TR R Sl Hod , M32 5 K R &
1 A BF9E R 22 SE BRSO 5 A X BRI AE 11 (CasciaroFlIPiskorski, 2005) . & B Ak 55
Al [E] 56 2 (GulatiFl1Sytch, 2007 ) HEGE B —Az 77 B 193K 32 0T 38 5 K 72 (Kumards, 1995) i
MR o P RS T 45 AR B AR [R] AT LA =268, — X TR B 2 R WO (5 4E R &6 2
SRIITTSE , XTI 0 7= A B B AL S5 X6 58 S5 AT M IIF ST , = J2X 58 5 ARGk () T
F(LF3),

AL KRR RE
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R3 ALZBXAAHHEZPKSEBE AN REBERTERR

X mk S Wik | G5 FE L
XA T 37 %) T b 7
Kumar’% SEE41TRIELHRIN | e o | HOTEAERURE, B T il ]
(1995) A TS\ RARBH | e o bR T 35 AT
FEIE , JERAR T Wi
Casciarofll R R
; . 1985—20004F A 3E[E1 907 | . -, ey | AR R 7= A A AN
Povorskd ik R TR RO | e e
Ll T AR 55 25 20 2 [ P A
525 HOM 2 T [ S £l 7 A [
£ 45 FEITBE B8 A A A7 SRl 5 [ T
. 1990—20074F[RI587H#EES | . vz i | LAY IR B ST AT
XiaQO1D) e os o b 4 TR \RAEE o s R A 7, T
S [ 5 75 32 [ 2 ¥ K R 5
) T ] A4 T 8 X7 F BV
AF [ A AT
TEAAT PRI 2 Pk — 7 TR
Gulatifi TR S 7 5 LS S AT A B A RS
Sytch (2007) LIS B Z A5 1AL | M3RTHE | 800 | e e se 5 e R P I BRELERE R,
Y IO ZN I B AT [T RS BASH
Sy dif TR0
. TR A S o -
GulaU*n /\ﬁ,{r,_l? >z LIRS Vi 2R ‘l:l N2 Y Ay an_:;\: ﬁﬂkz‘mﬂf%m*ﬁﬂgﬁﬂ‘lﬂﬂ{(,Xﬁlz
Sytch (2008) g%g%?ﬁzﬁmuuaﬂﬁﬁﬁ XA o o o e R

GBI VR AR A S SCHRRE 2L

1. RAGENE R F AR F  KumardF (1995) &I, A X FRAKA AL 13K 7% TG R MS
(8 DS M e 1| o 4 1 RU RSO T S N 608 ) || I a0 R K P B S V2R 7 - A 1 [ TR L LR
GulatiFl1Sytch (2008 ) B #E— 254 H 58 5y BT B G U IR A7 B e T R B H AL
RS G FR NI SE T AT 2 TR A A o AR , AT T8 i — 2L RS S S M 2B [
B R e 202U BN 51 2Z (1A AR Y AR Rt g e i A 2L 2 [ A5 A AL UM v
WET VAT T LA B9 2R o X RIS AR 1 T s XS AT AR AV E R 75 B 48 D7 — Be s TR R AL 248
PR R 2P 114 56 2R o IS BRI 2535 28 7y O 2 rh 35 38—y Mo $ o il 2 = AT Y
JEAT, I DN T 55 3 T7 BRI 32 5 5 RETITERY o AR FEC A MR T+ 1T 38 55 WU A%
FR 6 T RS M, SRR A 5 B O 2R T R RN AR MBI UTE A DG (584 ,2011) o4
BRI TE 85 [ K B 4552 5 G A rh Az B EE AL, A Xia (201 1) 48 H EK A AR T 125 [ 6 A e e 1
B A ) 52 ] T AR AN X PR 2 e IR IR B ) A e 1 o

2. R 5 R AP HIRGHAT MAE R4l AR i Casciaro FllPiskorski (2005 ) B #8522 T Emerson
(1962) 1Y JEARL, {ELE 330 R > 4k B2 43 31 6 38 b B AR (mutual dependence) FAL J1 AN 2 £y
(power imbalance ) flfi TEHT#& 1 F Emerson (1962) LR MY BIFFY , IA R ELARUHS S e T 7E —
TGN ZRISC R, TR ) (HOIFR ) S48 5 75 , FRAEAE B BGLARS , BE AT DL i A%
BE B SRR, AT DU HAE S50 A I AR I R 1 AT LA U (O R B 2 25 S5 R Ay
i, I AT LSR5 5578 Z [ AR LA R  BEA b Al PR RGH DC Z PR s (G35 i 2o )
XPARE I A A B 4 B g b IR0 43, A TS AR B LR O, IR SRS B0 9 BAH
M 5 A 7 AN 15 4 AR B, X6 W R AR BRI %) o AT HE AR AT T ekt o R R e A B Y
CasciaroFl1Piskorski (2005 ) il Ly HuKe G AR 1 B FH T s il ) (g AT B B 28 5 1))
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KR MATEI, FERGH K ZR T, BARMCHRR B = P AN 2358 5 B ALK AR XX 7 /0
A AR AT T 2 A B AR SO 58 ) HEA TR RS, 1T -5 L o o e 2 A U i e A R AN T
PERIANZE A AR o MSE 55 AR T5 A I TR N T RIS 7 B AR 1) SCBE DU, A AR XUy
Al g2 I A B8 Al S K A TR A 5 208 22 25 AR 4k (Williamson, 1985) , MATTTSEBXT
R U 24 AR A I o T AN SR 52 B WU A T AN B, A B 04 5 i — T T B ORI 2R AR
1 B S HCHTITRE B 55 35— RIS IR 29 SR A 55 0 o T K atila55 (2008 ) 5 A 2H 21 [E) 5 R
rh B ERCAT R 0 T B , 3T FLAR A5 3 ) ) 3 SR 2H 41 A O 2 rp i 58 3 7 R ER IR Y R SR
R sR S — 7 B B AL o ] P4 2 25 AN 22 i R0 4 o5 W (2008 ) 48 H3 £ Ml 8] Fr) 56 R 5 B2 1F 1]
SEMAIREA A | 1 1) 52 M AR A XS FR , 305 M 5 X o R i 2 1) 48 5 67 O o B0 A A By
T R A B 51T R o 17X FR A ( 5C 38 r (4) £i ol B 22 iR AN (L U T R B
DHBEMERETT N

3. Gy ARG R 45 A i e Ah , 74 B TR AR 0 1 PR 2H 1) ¢ 3R 0 T A 5
o1, GulatifISytch (2007 ) A 7 1) A1 B2 45 H R X RS XoF £l 5364 149 1 ) 52 0], DA AP
(embeddedness ) 14 £ £ 412 H 6 A (RO A b B30 A B A A (B B2 119 1 [l 52, - A SE B L
T ERA AT 8N ABAEANE BASHRAFSE T LA S R TEHIBLE] AA TN 7RG K R, 584
RS O 2R AR WL A o 108 5 52 3 6 22 AR (R B 0 170) i — 7 o5 A S 34, I Rk
WA EZAUT) (Emerson, 1962) , HHMESZ B 55 38— AT M RZ KL, 75585 K R,
A HAA A — 7 22 R BUE Z 3 0474 (adversarial action) , LU X 7 #4510 A A
H O 7ERE 5 B ECE Z M {8 (Blau, 1964) , #&5 A C RIS AN [R] T AEAS KRR i 35—
TR IR EIEEAT A (value appropriation ) , TEBC SR BIFE B =1 38 5 e 2, XU AR 2%
X5 A BE AT M 25T 1m0 DR, 28 ) 5 2R A ot 1 28 DG T | T 3o o Xof 48 LM ) B R A i . fi
A5 L7540 2 A0 171] = DA L T A BERAE R[] 1y X6 7 (AT oA, DT S 3 2 i B 22 (i St — A it T
X3 Z2 v B B8 B ST W52 5 G ZR 1 oK (Lawleras:, 2008 ; LawleFlY oon, 1996) . 1M
TEX R KA B IREE A 5 I 2 b A i i XU #2388 i (813 474 (value generation)
T TE BT O SIRAR o 1] A 23, 2 B0, 2 AR AHI I 265 m 14 ol TR AR o (BB A5 R 55 AN X A
10 2 F IE AR HE A W TR R (O BEFNUREE ) , ATl 18] 4 A VE SR 1 17 A2 (2537
2011).

T FE AR S A & IFIEH  BIFSE R 2 S A A5 AN X B AR £ Al
FA) 8 ) 5 7t Bl el A FE 38 59 O R i B B MR AT SR R B (L3R4 .

4. S A A H GV 45 AR B Bae FllGargiulo (2004) AR S A 19 A FEBGE T 4
I ST A2 P B T O 45 11 28 7 1 2 M £ 118 280 ) o A A 2 B B EA T 46 v i e B B DAAS T
BB AR 32 25 o A AT 48 H Al AT UM A 9 20 21 ) G 3 9 26 rh 3R A AU B i
Aggarwal % (2011) I AU G50 T 16 B b Al 18] B AR | E0C BRI BREE A A Al (48 2
RE 10t ZE B 3R AR R R AT A B 58 L RZ R o A AT 1388 e B, %oF 1 FH EL AR B8 v 11 £l B
B AVEAT SR TAL BTCE Ry, ARG T S TN R A SO A B
HIFEHEAE FH o Hoetker (2007 ) FH—N il 13 7 £l it 5 30 63K 5 1 F- B BR i Bl 2 e
S s A A X FRAR A . Gulati S (2009) t M AERE £l (focal firm) i 1 8, 35 Hh A ST A 9%
AL}, 55 E BRI SERT SR L5 Fu Al A — PR A 50 20 50 T REAT SR s Th 7 Il i,
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B IEREAR TARAT 5 X T sh AL AU, AS KRR A 121 st ook A8 A 0k 115 AT s &
H X PRI | B AR5 AN X BRI A 58 BRI Ko S R Al 40 2 P A 1 [l 2
] IS FAAEG T 3R R BV ) 38 5 B A AT R 7

AT AT £H AR 235 SR A8 s PO IF e 38k 78 43 M e T 156 B AR RN X RS il
WHE RIS AT A A I BT R (22 A1 4 5 B, 2008) , BUAAS 5 FPIEUMEAT JRiE T B G
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TATH RS £E s Ak 35S 5 56 F AU IS I od R 2 AR AT T 0 R A

(Z)ETFHIHEMA

FETF UG 1 25 R -5 3 AR AR 285 SR ) AR B ATE ST S AL 28 1 SR AT 98 A BRI
JZTH LR T PR T 3 7 5 R 0 0 b 45 AA A RS B Ok 2 (Madhok Fil Tallman, 1998) .
Katila%5 (2008 ) WIS 158 B Al PR o S5 R -5 3o B 75 4% 9% 5 Z v AR I X VC I B T
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flfFr Ak 2 1 T2 5 B 5 VCITiB R BT 56 R B B X VC I B S5 FAR - iR
B2 A6 A i T B A 7= G IR A E A IR SR 1 R UL FR BRI AS T AR BRI, an R
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AT H 008 553 5 A (R 5 R S, 2t AR 3 B i b e 48 2 LA % O 2R I 2 A
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(=) FETF RN 2L 5 K A

TR 5 K A X FRACH 5 JE X BRI 45 AL A8 e R R LB [ = AUA 2
1A (2009) FH HP EVRAA T T G A R Z 71224432y FEAS , F Il 46 08 2 0 ik & BAH B
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A Review and Prospects of Interdependence Research

Li Wenjing!?, Chen Jin!?, Wang Huanji'~
(1. School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China;
2. Research Center for Technological Innovation, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: Interdependence is the degree of interrelating influence between organizational units,
and the source of organization power. As an essential expansion and complementation to resource
dependence theory (RDT), interdependence is key to understanding inter-organizational competition
and cooperation relationships. This paper firstly clarifies the definition of interdependence as one
phenomenon which describes inter-organizational influence and demands, and meanwhile proposes that
organization power depends on the degree of dependence. After that, this paper further discusses
dimensions of interdependence from three aspects, viz joint dependence and dependence asymmetry,
structural dependence and process dependence, symmetric dependence and asymmetric dependence, and
reviews and evaluates corresponding influencing factors and dependent variables. Especially, this paper
systematically clarifies and reviews dependent variables of joint dependence and dependence asymmetry
based on exchange theory, from different aspects of dual exchange relations and focal firms. Finally, this
paper proposes several promising directions, hoping providing implications for future studies in
interdependence, even in RDT related research.

Key words: interdependence;joint dependence; dependence asymmetry ; resource dependence

theory
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