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BB IR H 25 A8 | I A R Bk 8 22 10 op [ A B B T IR JE (L (i IR AE | X SEIg Ak B 475 5
B, M2 R T 28 SN A B G R a B “ROZT S CARNZT IS S OB A ke B
O MU T I 2 BF I RHE BB N ZBE A EE A R R Z AR ELREE AR 25
5, 5 HAR BTSSR IE S PE (Legitimacy ) M8 | 1R 5F SRS 0 o Al S A IR i s d ok 20, — & AL
[ ) G AR SC 1) 2 Al 4 20 Y PR A B R A R SRS

TE MR “TERLYE A (EUL A5 A0 R e 45tk 2 A R 1A R rh X B SR 9 A7 3l 5 AT HC f Y
S LI — A8 i AR sBE 7 (Suchman , 1995) , FTE “th S (b A4 27 L2002 B (i RkR:
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2010) , il B A% 0 TG 2 1 B 32 85 (Institutional Logics ) (Friedland and Alford, 1991; Thornton and
Ocasio, 1999,2008;Rao et al.,2003;Lee and Paruchuri,2008), il 2 % 2 € 4 F¢ A A il B N 2%
(Institutional Content) , Q1SR 5 85 il 1 P8 25 9 JC 72 i B AL 25 90 R 2 XA 80 5 4 A AT 0 7= A An] Fil 52
M (Friedland and Alford, 1991), M AER—Fhft S 4T — % 2] T8 2840 &6 %, S5 bR 4>
b ST A 3 W ) 4 3B 109 22 22 (Friedman , 1970) 3l XUEE Jig P4 e 4% £ Ml 2 20 1 I 5 O 52 2%
A IE Y PR B ) B 0 HOR AR L B A AR FRE ) R BT R ) Al (ﬁﬂ%tﬁléﬁé‘?ﬁ*ﬁ/‘]ﬁﬂ)((}eorge et
al.,2006) s f il E IR agislk (an#s E A Fl) (Kostova and Zaheer 1999 ;Vaara and Tienari,
2008,2011; Z K H:HE I ,2014,2016)

TE 5 S — P Bl 4 2 WL A A R ek = A i e v i R0, R A N 5 VA R IE
M4k 3 2 P B O 1 2R (Suchman, 1995 ; Tost , 2011 ; Lammers, 2011 ; 32 K B A1 I, 2014 ; Harmon
et al.,2015) , HILAFN0 TE 51 A o] 32 28 e R o) B2 N 25 B2 DL SR U B T S PR 48 21 Hy s
W BT ST TR USRI SCERXT T IE Y IR S B M C S B Z 5T (Berger and Luckmann,
1966 ; Suchman, 1995 ; Philips et al.,2004;Suddaby and Greenwood,2005;Sillince and Suddaby,
2008 ; K KEFN B IR, 2014 ), (H FUAT A ik SCHRIE TNIF I 0F 25 1048 B G 7 v 55 B0 SRS P L | 3 A
PRSI 5T AN Al 45 B S P B2 [ BOR 199594

AUETI, ASCH B % IS Y PR B H 2, 0 5 Ah 3 i 20 28 32 R SCHIREEA T i
B DL b o Aol T 2 4 A B S B e ) MR 5] 5 Y Al 2H 2 DA TR RS ST T 2 P
IR FEAHLRE MR ) R PR B R 2 BER M E BF | DLW S AR T R Al SE A S L AR ST LA A
[E BT (R QI s R DTS S 3 I € 5 v 1 Nt B = 1102 7 e | A2 S W e L 2
T . DI AL IR B T 5 22U B AY AR DGR &, WA AL B T SR I DX 20 HoARE ] T Al 20 21 0E 2 7
TR A T A B ACAIL B ; AR Al ) R R 2 A BE P 25 A 00 0 D A s A ) o) R ER B 2R A ) LA
i) 2 3B B A v A R A AN [R] 1) 2 B PP Al ZH 2R S I S R B A TR, B R UL ST R

S AN R L 7

1. BFHZERIETE

&% (Rhetoric ) M i (Discourse ) #F 2 X 5 16 s AU o 76 X485 B S B A A 55 b 3 5 F9A
A A U B SC B R (L4 8, 20135 P 52,2004 ) , I ZZAA A% (2012) A A8 B T 3/4 (10
[i] LR S —Fh 5 15 AF 7E (Discursive Beings) . 78 FIR 04 2 FIAL 5 | T A T 0948 FE A 34 (Fashion
¥, Fad ) #2814 18 & 36 8 82 57 1) (Abrahamson , 1997 ; Abrahamson and Fairchild, 1999), 2 20 42
VU7 BACHE 2 R s B S s A M s B TR S (Linguistic Turn), AH BT 5% ok el
2 bt BAE R B AR R (BRAEZ R 2012)

WS B A — MM (Vaara and Tienari,2008) , [ N A 27 5 300515 MG 15 0 A 76 b B 36 HE &
(B EFZARAE 2012 5K B AR ,2016) , (H i T3 120 B CREI2 3200 AL T35 0 0 A ) 1Y 3222
H bR e T B h 1 0T R BRI 5 i S8 X &R (Reed,2000; Fairclough, 2005 ; Phillips et al.,
2004 ; Leitch and Palmer,2010) , A ICAS J& 45 51 5 9 35 05 X T« Ui 2 " B SR s 2 L il B, i TG iE
WY AN E R, X — U B T A S BRI SR TS E A E L R AT KM, X T
HAUEIE T 2] LU B AR B LA N 25 3 & 1 K (Alvesson and Karreman,2000)

WE TS S X — I G ok Ul B R 5 05 5 I 0 S8 BT X 51 (Alvesson, 1993 ; Vaara and Monin,
2010) , 5 PR 1) 4 B2 2 T ) — A 2 R SR [ R  WT LT i & 4 5 58, AN i, 5iE TR
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ARG, B T A 5 SRR W Y OC TR B sy, X S B T 9 i 4% G2 3 VAR G B T AR DNV A 2 W) i 9l
SR AR F R AT B Ty R RE ) O B 248 1994, RIBAYIE RERE 5T B R IR 55 T
RS ATE AR (XA ,2008) , 768 Sk B S (Rhetorical Strategies ) 45 B 5= 5 8 UL &
| (King and Kugler, 2000;Suddaby and Greenwood,2005;Jones and Livne—Tarandach,2008),
VI 2108 MRS 1) L R T SR BRI TS T S A &, 20N AE B BRI fE A%, A bk
(Analogy) (Etzion and Ferraro, 2010;Cornelissen et al.,2011)\5%!"ﬁﬁ(Metaphor) (Cornelissen , 2005,
2006 ; Heracleous and Jacobs,2008) . %% Wi (Metonymy) (Musson and Tietze ,2004 ; Cornelissen, 2008 )
KL (Trony ) (Sewell and Barker,2006)% . DA BT & 20 250 i DA 4 BB SR Ig 1] 11 148 3X —
FEEXS AP A SR N B S E M, A SCRYBESE B AR VA 9 L1 S [8] ) B PR A5 v Al 51 it
TE 25 P4 B FT RE R A E RE M | AR B REME & 5 A S S BAn in 2 4

2. HWEEZFEZEANIEMEFIER

P H IR T T B KPR B Ak T I RERI A IR 2% | — M DL 28 MUIE T B0 R 18 BE
47 i EEOR B W H A+ 218 (B & R ) (Cornelissen, 2005 ; Green et al.,2009), J& & W 2k A
3 [ YA T 22 A 5 (Burke) I B8 (Sillince , 2005 ; Jones and Livne—Tarandach ,2008 ; Harmon et
al.,2015), —FH AR E T Y Hi 2 ZUERERFIE LA

()& METFIIE Sk 1, 28 MBTE 8 5 I8 3 I A2 o Al A PR 22 R e SR 1 1 R 45 A
PR SR B HEZL W= BE8 (Green et al.,2009) . = VFi# (Green, 2004 ) AR M2 K8 . Bk, S
B R A SCROHE SR | 28 M Aes T B 0 T (0GB T 3 1 BE Sl M | 1T 22 2 2L SRR T SR 40 3 M 0 WU 17 3L i
I e A R 2 QD AN SUIE S PR L AN X Fh i A 20 1 XS RE B B T D BE AR 1Y
I T —FF S R R R E AN 5 A A B TR 2 1R 45 (Deep Discursive Structure)
(Heracleous and Barrett,2001) , W i% A 58 B 20 J7 AR TR SUR R i A — 5 il BE A5 rp 41 4
AW 0T GE IR FIAL S B IR A A AT B A R 2 B RE L U R B TR TR 450 7 B REAE — O R F
X3 T Z XUl B & /) (Lepoutre and Valente,2012)7

(2)Burke FUFHERERLIE Ry T ALA# bR« RAL SRR | — 882238 I b 5 | A BT 2 1 B BEE
Horpi EE I IE L F 2 H Burke(1966,1969a,1969b) (Y HLIE , £ 5 (Burke) IO FLIE H, B HL (Motive)
B I s ] T Eh HL A NS AT I 15 Bl (Motion) , A1 SIAILIY A 24T 3l (Action) , 1730 1Y B E AR &
SRR XS RAEFMEREAY ], SRR S, (HA 5 52 X RAEFIE R | A BAR A B T 5 13k
T R AR B B E |, T AR % FH <IN A (Identification ) U “ MU (Persuasion) . SR IEEEZEA Hr
ARV (H e 28 g A T ASOR B2 32 AR BRI TR] R 3 A T % B A B A e — T TS A2 AR
FA A UL B S DA AT TR 52 AR At T A UL — B, BT R A0 B ) BRI SR BT 1 BB S M A
JEAT, BRUGLASD A0 SE XS TERE RIS BE AV 2 J A L $2 L T — RN [E] T AR 32
NRIR Y WA AT, 33X 000 6 2 28 0 L T 4R A MR 0T JEL P12 BRI B 4 A5 T 7 R A (R A
2008) ,fEAN E IS B R G0, UNTHEDF (Terministic Screen ) M8 & 5 4 15 5 % IS 19 iz e 4n w) 45 3k |
JEAT VBRI AT 5 IR B 8BS (1) S B AN AN BIR R AR AL A (Perspective by Incongruity ) 38 1 AJ
DI B R0 AR (R T8 ) 19 B 22 LIAS B0 S 4 R BR A, X 000 s 4 32 Bl T B RN M R R E——F
M N Z 7 B8,

(3) /& B XHME T BIE )12 HIFI A . Green and Li(2011 )3 TH 5C i S & H A8 il B2
F= SCRIHI B 4ix A BE 3P (Institutional Embedded Agency), ffiTik 2y | X 4528 SAE T 2000 FBE T 21
WA — A HEARE A 5RO A IE TSR S5 DU 1 G R AR B 0 2 ROV (Boje et
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al., 2004 ; Cornelissen, 2005 ; Bitektine and Haack ,2015) . F U, 30 L - 22 75 1 5 my e 465 B i A — Fob Xk
AAFIG AR FH L (8 P, (EBT A8 T B0 R LA ab Sy A ) 4 2E SRR D A Ay | A A A £ ) R AR O
AEZWAFAE T A T i AR P BRI R 10, 3 40y ) B 2H UM 2H 2 B 4y 3 SEAE & 0 2 T2 WL B 3
Y K& (Cornelissen, 2005 ) , X 1E AR B T 17 5 ) <& b7 JOAR PN | 28 bb al b iy 19 5 S ASFE T AE U
FLIEA BTH IRk F ARG AR 04 22 50 VT 2 Al ) B8 5 ) Hp 28 2 e i A5 I 18 OG5 T i
F AR O T i R AR, 2 KRB I | 38 19 22 0 B i AL IR b A ] B L G 42 32 A 5F
S5 7 X —H iy il 2% (Etzion and Ferraro,2010) 33 HSE XA vd AN JE 30 A 0 & R |

B AV ZH A B TEAT R AR IR T S BT 2 IR A RO B RE R . A TE R ELS
I E TR EVE Mk 20 ZTAI I J2 LN 55 10 1E Y P A8 S | A e S Bt 2 HOr 1 5, TE X R i
OUTF i T 2 HCH o P A T B0 R o) 7 16 T S0 W T 1ok il e 0L S 5 S o 20000 M T SR W 114 i A A )
BLBR K HAEAS ] ] B2 A5 rp i 38 H 2R AT RGEWEIE 48 0 S Al ZH SV A — A U ZE | (At T4 &%
TR T 1 P 58 3L ) L 1 J P O o SR 2 Y B T S s

=, BERW REERTIE S e oy 5 A2

1. EERIEHE X

Suddaby and Greenwood (2005) AR B TE 5 W& 2 0T 2y IR 18 5 00 S 4EL e 1T, DA SROE A6 5 A1
AR AR | EAR AR S 7R BT AN T S B B ) T BOP X SOOI R IO
WIRH ST T RE ARG RS B RNE M i OC R (H R AR IT B IR BB FE I 23R DR, B 9, 108 X
2 TKEALE], B FEINE (Burke, 1966 ) W[ Az 9 48 B2 800k DA Ry A0 (B0 R S8R H 3 AR 300 TR 46
JEINIE] 19 2RI (Suchman , 1995) , J5LE 4 4 Ml A8 B SR W 2 T 52 AR TESFE A (B W 1 2R 3% i Y (B2 K e
HUEE,2014) AR L — M 1 01 e (Y, 3R R e M (A5 BT & T SR s L St 1 >4 MR I 2L
7 T A 17 (Heracleous and Barrett,2001) . HK % CBAT ™ BAEFE A FI S RE . AR FHA TR 3
B AT Al SR PRAT B B X HRAB T 5 00 5K i 19— 7 1T, Sillinee (2005) Jones and Livne—
Tarandach (2008) .Lee and Paruchuri (2008) Mantere and Vaara(2009) .Green and Li(2011) .3 K
FEFT S8 (2016) AF AR IS UE 1746 B¢ 75 SN ] 5 Bt B0 # b AR B BE L AR B iE T B | BT A
ANETIERZFEW . EERAIN, Bl —MAN R, 20 ashiy | R T 1 0 30
(Burke, 1966,1969a) . AAT7EIRfAMEN S F By i, RMEM M “25 120 (Institutionally Naive
Way) , tiAIT—J7 10 52 20 BE A 205, 55 — 7 e 2 A A a0 AR 250 DL TEAR R I 58 T 46 24
i X B IR A 5 19 $5 5 (Friedland and Alford, 1991)

PRI, o 8 T S s 114 6 R S SOV T2 e A A T 32 1 41 20 21 PR 4 B A A R R0 9 Ji O s 114
SR, LUTR ¥ 0z 1T 20 2RI 5T 40 Sl i RE O A RIS RE SR S I AE T ML B, A A2 B9 ME R R AR A
(Framing) (Jones and Livne—Tarandach,2008 ; Cornelissen and Werner,2014) , WA 2~ 53 0 5 LAl
1 (Sensemaking ) Fl i WK 77 (Sensegiving) , 73 7 X5 i T 2K F0 1Y) Ik (Gioia and Chittipeddi, 1991 ;
Liischer and Lewis,2006;Fiss and Zajac,2006;Maitlis and Lawrence,2007),

2. IEFER BRI\ F AL EE

DA B S R SO G R e R SR B — R A G e R
(Weick,1995;Fiss and Hirsch,2005), & SCHil3d n] LA AT A S7 58 B, 48 T il 28 55 AH S IR 1E >4
P Tr) 0% DA 0 R 2 3 e Al A BN 51 5 58 T2 ) | A RN B M L T B R L S ok SE Y
(Mantere and Vaara,2009;Vaara and Monin,2010; B 3C¥%55,2011;Liu and Maitlis, 2014 ; Gray et
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al.,2015),

BTN AL PR — il AL sl ZS M AR i B & S T %oz PR B 09 A 0 B 5 AT
i) FEFEAS ) AT S A0 iE IR A SE A28 E M (Jones and Livne—Tarandach, 2008 ; Ocasio
et al.,2015)  BaN, 2477 BHAE B2 HE A0 ER U & FR Sy« BF 27 v RO b 58 i TAB TR AL, 5 —
FRAETED 0 ) 2 B8 sl PE 1 | AH OCAB T 3R s T ELA R 3% ME ALA & 1k (Cornelissen, 2006) , BPAATTHEAE &
YERINIR T B, A5 B8 Bl Mk 2= i AR LU M DU BB A A U4 (Green et al.,2009) ., ot 4k iz FZs
Fo . B S EEAS T EE BT IH S Y000 SR, DAIE SR 5140 87 7= b ol B i AL 8V . (Etzion and Ferraro,
2010;Sillince and Barker,2012) , % T IR SE 2 S Py TR ZUER S5 v [ 1) AROYE A g i DT (1) 1) £
T DLz FH SRS RSB be R ] Y B3R 5140, 56 T 2 2N R A (S R T BRI ) IR) AL T R
A ARSR RN AL KL A A R K R A B 0 L ) B A A X R X A U 5 2 %
AT R IE S A AR PO A A R X, N A ST (B ) W AR R TORLY |
— e AT A A NS UL RN AR T BT I A E £ (Sewell and Barker,2006)., “JG
BRI < 5 RS TAE R P RS AE DL R P AME BRI A 4L B
TEAERE A VEH (Green et al.,2009), M ILA &l B A4 R fenw sl 5iatbigir £ —5% k2>,
REShPEM B R 2 L

3. EREREE RN AR B2

AR T | B AR R 32 AN R Bk 32 AR 32— WL | 32 5 o )y I o sl e e M 7 500
2t (Gioia and Chittipeddi, 1991) , 3 IEFF A& R 1Y 4 Mg S, FEAL N 45 908 B 2 2038
T AT T 220 AJF 51 S 4l SO0 b 0 3 St s ok A | 38 3 VF 22 0 A B0 O 28 A T L ey ) 4
XF Ll R A ke 5 ) 2H 40 RN B3 SR 25 A OC 3 1Y 3 Uil i (Lee and  Paruchuri, 2008) , 3X 8% B 45 4 16
W HE 7 (Discursive Ability ) (Maitlis and Lawrence,2007),

Tversky and Kahneman (1981 )38 iz £ %1 5256 UE 5% | >4 [6] — [B) @ 4% LA [R)AE 28 B3R (Framed ) B,
B Al e AN R 5 O RO — 2 G BOE 36 I B AR B AR 28, RIS [ 15 il 23 17 2 AN [|] 45
YR S0 T AR DR R A R N (Lives saved ), #5130 26 30 4 XU #3801 ), 22 850 N 26 £
PR Rz O 28 L ) T AR SR R BE T (Die ) B9 N BT, B 2 30 L XU 0 4 ot ) | 22 B0 N B
P AL 25 5 W?‘?‘E‘Iﬂ%%,Tversky and Kahneman 7372 0 9 & fil S AG & ) B (H A1 A b2 4L T
SRR ORS00 45 R Y 0 3 25 S A B S U AT 4 R SO T BRAS T ORLD

BT LB E AN S B ENBEIACRTII, Lee and Paruchuri (2008)# H T —Fh 41
BB TE SR W LABE 25 3 RSO | Ry Al KR 2 1T 3 i AT S b T P | LA SR 0 4 A R 6%
B Y BE (Volume ) VAT BRBA A= 8 247 B AY £ 5 (Tenor) , 2 M R 2 4l 1 (Source ) 12 48 AT ¢ 7Y 28
B, A I OCTE 8 (Focus ) BB A 0 22 S Al A1 T DAGE 2f % AR B 048 f B U A7 A B2 05 1
B R AR A R A T SR T, 33X S0 B 28 5 2 JE b b 9B 8 Tt 2 48 174, R vl o 2 3l o Wuke 1 SR g 5 1)
ﬂ%iﬁé%ﬂg‘ffrﬂ(Anteby and Molnar, 2012), 342>\ A AT ) [FRE 8 32 AR T AN [R] (%) 72 SCRT a8
S A R TE A KSR R IR RO I B R D DR e PEAS R LA T 22 TR AR (RS, AnBR
W %G FEMET (Synecdoche ) FILL RS (Burke, 1969a) . LLI AT AL E | Il <28 RN <4
BN B IE X AR A PR R — A ) B0 23 XA RE (14 3 IR 3SR = A

TSR AN BRI B S A R AN BRI 5, A SR T A R R IR N 252
(Weick,1995) , H¢ Al 4 4 %f BRI AN AEAE S, R RO AEB & B SeB 7 Ik (BRI AE 2 m]
RERY RS SCHP e 1 — M) s B AL B R R A N 452 A O RGIARN A S8 2 ) Al v | 5 S i
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ME X THZERAN R EEN E -G 3 U T, 20t A & & UG, B UR
T N —% (Balogun and Johnson,2004;Liischer and Lewis,2008) , i Fl % i3 1 [F] B 77 76 T 4 olk 4% 0>
N GURTAME R 25 40 06 3 2 [0] (Fiss and Zajac,2006; Maitlis and Lawrence ,2007) , A [N, 5 SCifil & A1
BT 38 5 AU i 8, 3 R4S B — 1 3 A 09 5 g F2 (Cornelissen and Clarke,2010)

FT U S e 5 A IE S A I B ) R

1. fEFERE EHUHEESHENXR

XFTAERER MG TE S48 BRI BE 9 C &R | Suddaby and Greenwood (2005 ) %5 i1 T 5 Wi i1 % 5
BUT ;) 38 8 R 2 0 o 506 WS A1 A 24 2 0 B9 H A | DA 6 s ST 1 4 PR B e R s e B
AY LRGN E Y PR 0 ] R B MATTAD Covaleski et al. (2003 ) #f 5 JA 48 & 56 W& 76 A b 2 21 1E S 4
P(FEZRAE) P BESIERT oAb SCHR A A | B FF 56 W A 1F S PR S AR 2 B 2 R/ I =
w2 Horp ol B R E A A

(DO FER A BRS04 IE 4 PE 1 257 | Suchman (1995) #E1E 4 X] 43> = Bl , 5 1 | BEA Ay 114 52 H
1E 2P 5 T30S 2 B A A A E 2 A N T S AR AN AE Sk w2 TR 25
AU 5 38 7 S S R 22 B T BB T DA AR X P < HR T AR S T AR TR R W S
Green(2004) Tost (2011 )4 Ay 1F 24 P48 B S A0 %2 0] 53 T BBt . Green(2004) AR BT A FIIE Y
PEACT-Z i) 2 BLRIET A AE G  RBLEA G R, 78 1E MR L & TR W B, 4l T BB TR A |
SRR B | (H I RT3 A KT R BTG 5 BIAR O I B, — MO s B RS B R 5 1 AR Y
S BT RN ERR AR, UL LR WA 1 iR,

y IEEEHHA R FE/IE 2 KT
S mmpnn o e
b 1358l oy 2
IR F R AT S A I
. 2
TE L B % e Bt BB | B A

B1 ERHRBSEISMMINXE

PERHRIE . B B 40 %24 T Suchman (1995) A1 Tost (2011) , BIZk KR S % T Green(2004) .,

() IE S M A EE RS . Green et al.(2009)%) 1975—1995 42 [a] 4= 1A i 10 4 BG4 15 )
BB 43 B S b B AL T AR | 96 FE HE AT 4 T T B PR B A LA A OGP B B R AN 4 SR
= BO F e 3 5 Bl Al X 4 T A P A AR B RO T B R T A — B ie N W RE I, AT
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S, 4 T JOT o A P B 5 4 T RO AR W TR A N /N T 4 g BT o A R A % RS [ Y
il B2 PR S A I Y P B A AN R B B, ARG BT LA ) R BR AR NG T SR R OE 2 P
AR E G R BA T LM TTAER . Covaleski et al.(2003) .Suddaby and Greenwood (2005 ) Xf & FE 3
IS (18 4 o LS W 1R R PR Th Y — R IR AR R PR A A T UL 5 e ) O R R Y
FTYAETE BB B R R R B B 2 B I MM A A AR AR A B IE R R R AR A I Y R AT
J& Al T RE AT EAMOE B S W T RE R B E A A M 4EFE AVE S 2RI B T Al ZH 2
IE YA Y S8 B N A B T IE YRS B AN R B RER B AR EREMNEL T, e el
o 1 25 11 A oM Ao S A e R R o) DL AE RO S R TR EE R B TE SR I (Tost,
2011), PR 6 FIE S PELERE T SOR LT T8

ZE L ARSCHIE 2 iR TABTEIR IS 15 S A AR BEAY OC R L R PR B X B T SR W I 2
YOG FR ELAG TR, i B2 3% 5 48 T 3R i A

IENMZ E P EE A BT IR S R ] i R

et R RO A R e e

He | EETRREI R R T DL B ~ o
ARESE BB |l 8 ) 2 S ] A L e el e B
AR A AR B IR R A I

T A IE YA AR 4l T LG i X B2 R w SR R O IE 24 M 2 R A B0

1 B PREER A BPR fe, R R AT A 2280
25 B B T SR, LT K i ST e A o B2 BRI DAl R PR 28R o 38 D 25 T A 8 88 %o 1 24 M AR A
il BE SR AT 4328 | R Al 20 SR 4G T SR s R 6 4 TR A 4

2. BT HERESHH ERER 5

SCHR X il 2 PR 2 A AL UL K] 0 07 R vk o AR E RN ANARRE | 1l B BR B AR X Y
FAR AT U (Sillince , 2005 ; Suddaby and Greenwood 2005 ;Green et al.,2009;Tost,2011;B
and Haack,2015),

(D) AR, AR R F i B AR e LA S VR D BE A% O i 2 i B 2k
(Friedland and Alford, 1991 ;Thornton,2002; Lounsbury,2007 ; Thornton and Ocasio,2008 ; Green et
al., 2008;Purdy and Gray,2009) ,{Ffa[ 53 5E (4 il B AR 2 —Fh 2z b | B 25 B i) B2 32 50 3k i 44 5 , —Fb
T B 22 i T 32 T B R T A T YA B AR SR, L T o 2 i 5% 1 H A o R B
HIFEAE WL, RN ESR T, e T g8k B 5 Rl AR AL 3R 42k R el % IR (Seo and Creed
2002;Suddaby and Greenwood,2005;Green and Li,2011;Tost,2011) , Bitektine and Haack(2015)7A
o AERE RS EAOKNFE R IE SV (Validity) & 4% 7 A B 2R B, Z ekl B A
il PR 22 v 38 T TE R AR [RVBY R ) R 97 T f 0 TR A T AN PR BRI AT dAR A R AR TR
& UL (Clemente and Roulet,2015), A LA, 7E il BB BRI 1780 & — A S XT3 30 8 2
B, DI ARAR 2D K 26 TE S M0 Y o o8

(2) I BEAFRAE  ANER o ] B PR BE 1T B8 3 o FE 2 R e R e R S T R R A
S T 2 T I R HE A SR R R T, XS, AT FRAR AR BE T AR TN | George et al.
(2007 ) A A BE | B 45 T B8 (Prospect Theory ) | JBUMME AL R 3 (Threat—rigidity Hypothesis ) il
R E AT T VRARAR AT ABATIA R BT B PR AR A R S 2H 2L I i BIL 2 R AR A 2R
AR RR SR 75— R LR IRERET R 5K ZF S AU S G IE

itektine
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MVEPRAE L A5 5 45 B BT IR AL T 25 5 I8 BORT PR3 i 4 1 U S =2 I S 2, T SR e 3 2 0 R 58
B VR S A W A i 5 ) R RSB AR PRI B0 T 7 A — R AR R R AR T R B OO AR e A
W, YR T A B IG5 E AR DG R AT BT IR R I AT 2 0T B OF 1) AR AR A £ AH
KA NERRA | 3K S — P38 T F0 I3 09k 20 i B2 QY b s 3= 5 1 85 32 208 A 41 T8 109 e 7 2 1 Ao ol 3 4 )
At S AV I B TR AR 2 o R R i 22 B AR TR R AR A (Loss of Control ), A% 4 2l i
A BCE Y S R, 24 /DA A8 R SR 55 0 2 A O A 428 ) SR AT BT I R v, BB X o 4 R OO
52, A2 AR A R ABBR B9 AT A X R R TR ) FUE B E S Hl A, 5 b 7R B FRE 1Y
WEE T I QE ok B AN i N TESh ) AT sl F A TR B R £ S R I A
ST I

3. ETHERNSTHH EREX 5

T E PN 25 2 ) B B R Y N 2 S (] 2H 2 3R S BRAR B ) B A 2 R B S o] B ) e LR I
SN 25 5 (Friedland and Alford , 1991), il BE N & HE T il & & #4F F A9 X S G L Aol 41
SR IE 25 P T I £ 14 46 T R Wk ARG 405 % 1 S8 P4 7% . Bitektine and Haack (2015) 4240
BUB TR BY 15 50 A0 G0 Dy Z5 WA GOUL P e | T2 418 1) B AN [) ) O 25 4 | IS 35 9 1) > B 1Y
TEA M 0 25 ST TR LUFI I I Y R BB B N AN RN BT AR RS AP
AW A AT A 2 B B R )2 R 2 2R B8 3 3 T ) 1 B 32 5 (Clemente and Roulet,2015;
Tost,2011),

Al 2 E R A A A RIRID A —Ir Tl L AURIN  VF 21 B2 R AE Al N A A48
[F) SRR 200, 3058 24 S ST AR 25 A RAR A Al N AN W AN B ZA DOl i SR Al A
TR SO T i 2 v AT WY S A P SRR i S T Al PR 23 32 B E 2 PR BB, AN R A RO 23 52 B
FEoe A B BE, T H, — S B A R (A T BT R A ) BE AR T A AR R I 2 4 2 s B
(Green,2004), 53— J7 1, WAAZE B, i B2 N 285 1E S PR PR N A7 A Il 3 FE N AN A I 25 A
[ T oA = A SR T vl <00 1 B I o RO o A D= = <k ) A e e S ol
LR e ) B R R I e R b T R O 1 AR AR | SR A 0 T X B A A
JERLIN (9 5235 32 ] (Friedland and Alford, 1991) , 75 {37 JI AR WA E 384k < 75 AL il 45 37 ) B 780 il
JE B IE 2P (Green,2004) , g IR DhAR Al 1Y 20 250 Akl 2 F 20 i 1 N2 VR TR 2 2
B TETEFEAARE (VP IR, 2014 ) it 2 — ol ML TR 698 FOUR 1) B2 382 8 | /> DR R 1 2 A0 ol 1) 38 B F 58 20 e 1
P LR A (] 7 ZH 2 SCA 7 — SR A W A BRI M AR A 07 5 — KAl st AR A TR 2K
FE(2012) & B, [FIRE SR A il , 32 GBI ] 0 AR 3 A A7 AR AR R 22 531 A — Fof 57 7 9] £ AN ) £
A R ER AT ABRAR IE Y M a2 S TR Al 09 B0 i R 22 i A R AR A iR K gl PT REAIK IR A1 i RE
1, HEREE LT R 19 P 0 LE S (Tost, 2011 ;Lepoutre and Valente,2012;Clemente and Roulet,
2015) ., S, £ 8 A 4 A1 SO WA T T I S e 15 ) R S SO ] R ) e 1 A R A A 1 ) 5 A B
fi#t (Friedland and Alford,1991), Bl #& 5 2RI T A5 XF P9 FOXH AN 22 55 | J5 & B T AR BN AT 1,
W T AN R Al 22 [B) Y 22 5

AR A ) 2 A ) 2 031 T LA o R P05 3 DA T 2K . (D 3 T A A A o R 02 i ) ) R FR
@ FE AL T T B A R B PR, A — A O BR | 3X — S A 3 17 B AR AR
SR RN BARSAT, bean [EAE SR T3 HE AT D A I 2 A 3 A e T 1 24
H (Lee and Paruchuri,2008) , A i JU) 52 21 B i i J32 22 4 9 29 5 (B2 (R A B IR, 2016) , BT,
LT ) B Y R0 43 PR A Y DG B T LA B R Rl R DG L A IS R R Al A 8 ) G B
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F14 o] 2 322 A R G A A A T BT Al 4 168 T SRS R L 2 P AR B AR LSRN

L35 T AR R BE N AR X PSR S SCHE A T SR S il 1 >4 P A B % A R B 3 0
PURPE TR ke 2% 28 Aol L ZUAT DU G MR g 11 B D 25 PR BE 00 8 PEARRAL | OF 2B PR 2 O 2 B
HME (AR TR ) . AASCAERIESCHR IR 1 o,

®1 7O Fh ol B IR R UAE B 5K S S B IE 3 1 IR 0 X 3R M STk
il B2 A 75 4t 22
Aol i A 1 BE 32 A e 3 T O
W7t A YR (Lee and Paruchuri, | M5B H 1 3% (Vaara and Tienari, 2008 ; Erkama
2008) and Vaara,2010; K H:F I 2014,2016)
WERE oA 4l (Lounsbury and Glynn,2001;Navis and
i Glynn,2010)
U 4ol GRS i E (Oakes et al., 1997; | 36 [ A ll R 45 TOM 1 (Green,2004;Green et al.,
e Mantere and Vaara,2009; Cornelissen et | 2009 ; Kennedy and Fiss,2009)
HEAFE | al., 2011;Liu and Maitlis,2014) SIHERIR 28 (Suddaby and Greenwood ,2005)
MIS 2E jifi  (Heracleous and Barrett, | N #B % 3142 (Covaleski et al.,2003)
2001 ; B SCHE 55 2011) AL IZ Bl (Barrett et al., 2013)

T BRI T R I 1 B

1. HEREWRE PREEERE

F i R AR R P AMRRIE TR M A A 8], RO VR 2 RN A I ER A
IHE M (Lee and Paruchuri,2008) 1780 A LAAT A [G) B A Rl e 9352 b il EEAR D58 2 BR e dH 401
118, B 22 NHAATI M T TR R 17303 M BE Sk R 7R X S T rp SN R T, 4 ML
Az a3z A B B JR PR (Sanders and Tuschke,2007) . 16 24 A& &E 0 W AT LR AL B0 21 1)
JCAS B A A AR AL AT DAY /i 7 AT A 3 A I 2 MR R

(1) 798 3 ) B2 2 AL A w8 0 T S PR A R SR . O R TE Y PR S kA BAT IE M
H A EAT R HL A TE Yk e 12 IS 28 35 1 3r i L 2R B9 AT A Al T LB 4 o) B e R R
TFREAE TR Bl 4, By B A A R AN AR AT o B 2 A2 4 RF) CEO PR b [ A 5y iy R
AR (2011 48 ), /NEIE0 51 T <3 A DR VR BB B 44 (2016 4 ) AHOCAE TEE 3 T LLAVE 3 1
Al AR7 A T 22 A S PN ER N ) IR DR SRS AR M OB A AR AE S M R A SR BIE AR BE A
PN S o B 2 R v AR SRR, Al n] DU R L AR B IR S SR 2B S R,
Cornelissen and Clarke(2010) .Cornelissen et al.(2011) X4 T #5814l (4 28 b ARG | 75 % 72 [R]—
UL 11 S ) ) AR A J A DU S [ 651 Sl 1 0 ) Al L A, 2 ) A [ A 4 2 R I ) i AF DG 35 11
INHIBERG | B2 =5 BRI AT A5 P AIE S . @B & IE S P48 Al 75 1 45 3K 20 T I 25 3= 5 ) B 32 4 03
S AE SR B AT B R 3 B AT A AU S PR R Hetn SRS R ALE R S (R
R0 ] A 2 AR T SR e A (R A B TR, 2014 2 RAEAT B R, 2016) s N 5C
B T BT (2016 4F) HEREHT < TAE T A1 (2017 4F ) R AR, 28 vl B 8 00 38 R #5218 4K
B R ORI, AT IO AT AR A 30K S {1 TR S S L 2 e ol B 2 A R AT IR MR B A Y
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RUGIHIE

X T A AL T SRS AR SCHE L

AR 1-1; 2 b REA 0 32 e ) 2 AL AR ARAS | Aol PT L o SR R A T o B Y
TR A AERr B8 52 Al 2R AT A Y I S 1k

AR 12, 38 50 Pk 32 i B AR AL RS e IR A | Al n] DAGE b 3 3 3 P 2 B OB Y
TEARAL . AR5 l08 52 Al 1 2R AT R I 24

(2) 713k 3= ) B 32 ) A A8 B T M RIS R SR, — Sl ) B 50 2547 oy Tk A 3247
] i 2 T AR AR SRR T 32 ) A SOHE DA 2R | A 2 3 et SR T 448 T SR [ s e o R
T2 (R 2 B P P FC Al S5 ) ) R 3 A R A A A S TE e A A ) o < A AR R R
AL AT 3= o B N AE A —FE AR — )2 10 (R A2 v 58 ) Byl B2 4 Lhan #1000 7
HAFIGE A B A T R 2N AT BE | H s A T DA DN SRR R 2R AR T SR X Al A% O L 1Y
HE L H RO EIS AR KT R 2B AATE R — 20 b B KA wh g | e T A
BN AL SEOE S | 2400 AT LAAE Sy i ol 1] s 3t 5t P o 8 0 A i 4 P Aol A o 52 R
FTIE S 09 BIRE, P EE | 4% I F 2 4000 ) B v AR B2 1 1L (2016 4F ) AR KRR BE | 54% J1 A
St 22 TTAL 1) SRS B BR AN AF T LA b TR 51 FR R T RE U A S L STl v o 3 2 R DA AR P A
SRIZVLR AR AR AR K sl (AT SR T LAAE Ay Al 1m0 3k B A 1 32 e i 4 0 3 e o o %2
BT IE S A EIE . TR | i T S R O R AR AR S 5k R ) A A
S PR ST Z AR T G SR A Y R RO R R A B R I E YR 2 R A FET A,

X T 1]k Y A T SR AN SCHER

AR 21, Al R AT 04 2 S ) B 3 AL AR RS Aol BT L o B FH S R 5 e A
T LA RT 3R A 2 5 o S 32 A Y 2 O 4 B A Al 2 2 R AT A B T N

AT 22, M8 58 Pk 32 o R AR AL TR IR A Aol vT LLE o 4% R A ) OB ) 8 R E L )
T P T R A 2R R BB AT Al A B R AT A A Sk

(3) A Ml X 3 A7 5 1 R s SR (1) 3R L IR R G, SR AR Al A R v S o R A 1 [
Bt 22 b Al ) 2 AR R T IE 4 E 4 B Vaara and Tienari (2008) .Erkama and Vaara(2010)
WF9E 1 2580 20w G T B9 28 0] X S8 P A & Ak A 4, 7R 20 LN AR A A AR AL 2 P a) il (3
HAFE G AT, W2008 ) A8 T R0 X MG B E Y M, BARR B A T 6 5 Mk, AU Ak
(Authorization) RS VFIEL G ST M L L S &6 FE BUB AN N | 1B 754K (Moralization ) 5 1§ UF 174
ISR Gy T R DA 3 A BIOUL | # J2 XT 1 1 B 2 B B & PR 4K (Rationalization ) 7 W& 1%
1L (Mythopoetical ) % B 5= B2 R 1 2 F) %W 8 88 R I ke e 75 2 #0 J 1 0 sl AT i 13 32 4 1Yy i
JH E13EE 7 38 3 Ve 1] 3 2 e SRR 5 SR X A B TR R ) 1SR T an s AR Y AT IAE E R
i 23 8 2 BN Ry Al 2B A T R R AE 2 M s [B] AE [R) A TE B [ R, A B o 22 ST 23
fIRIE 24573 (Elsbach, 1994 ) ; 1l H. | 3% 25 1EAiolb B FCAE B X8 S s (14 Zh i 7™ LR AL 25 3 U Fr
T PR T = AR AR LR 15, 5 i o T R I I 2k |t = RE R R AT, — S H
TR ) LMl A Ml 368 3ok AR LA ) AR B (] 3k ) 75 30 28 AR IR A 1EL I 3 28 Al SO IR A Al B
4 (7] R R | B 28 5 30O AR ] PN FL i A ol P B AR A AT B T B

X R A G 5 171k A T SR AR SCHE

AR 3, 2 AL D STk 1Y) 32 T ) B AL T AR E RS Al T DR BURE 5 R AR G S
T T2 3% e A 51 Sl ) R 2 2R P A T A 0 S Al 2 R R AT R T 2
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1 AR E PR 5 A T SR A VR R AL R LARTIE] 3 il L @ @R AR 2 S 280 A SR 41 SRl L[] B
AT IESTER MR 4R FBEE . G @ Gk M8 iy [k SR | b @ A DG U ) & i B2
2 1) Al Sk ) 5 2 A Y D) 4, @S TR0 SRS T Lo SR T RE Y R S LS R B SR N
) R 2 A R EL At A o 2 R AR TR aE

D1 5 22 4 \f)ff@@/zﬁ%/@s
fes B o @ | X@%é i 2
AN Y
O H A 451350 1 o 2 G/

3 HEREMRERIEEREERIE

2. HEARERE P HEEFRE

il BE AN AE 19 PR 85  Aill Ai At 1 S it A 7 A o R B 1 nTBE - (Profound Institutional Change)
(Suddaby and Greenwood,2005) , R = 250728 90 A 32 5 i B2 32 A ok A A 0 2 Pk i B2 Bk X i 5
RERYELRAR B, R A il B 2 SR PR R TS MBI B9 18 5 3R Y (Elsbach and Sutton, 1992 ;Rao et
al.,2003;Rhee and Fiss,2014), 7El BN ik f b %R A PR AR 5 OCBE , W SR IEAT 1 -1 2 2
LV A T of D B — AL R HE B AT RN A o R A A T D)
P Y 32 S P 2

(1)L 3 e ) B2 2 g DA A i3 2 E S PR A B TS it 32 e o B 52 0 a9 Al 7E
B BRI T EH T E SR 28 e ais SRR AT A, FEHL S b e ST S ]2 4R
ECHAL R AR M, [ AR IE S AT sh ik Bk . fEEsh 2 0F SRR L 208 W el
(Suddaby and Greenwood,2005), 1E 5% [E B2 B R g 4T o AS B o B rp (Kennedy and Fiss,
2009) , BIH & AR R WO T BB 32 R R O vk L AR A Y S B2 AR ) e e R A £ A
IE GRS, SCHR R | Aol B4 58 52 ) 4 BB AT R AT 3l | SR 5 1 R TE 244k BT
EIRPEF MBI (Etzion and Ferraro,2010) , % 4 A —FF 45 390 [ Bof 2% 1& 3 9 5 181 4 [R) @ ( Kennedy
and Fiss,2009), A W o P 3 28 TF5 iRl b ORBE T3 19 B DAL, AR B8 T Aol A0 DU —
R AT ) B E AN 2 [l sk SR T 5 o ] SRR W T R 0 L X (2 KRR B U, 2014
PARAEM B, 2016), AT LI A 85 R 2 ) 8 a5 A A e ) R R DA i B R Y
PR AL GIRIE 259K DAl — O =2 A T g e 4 10 S ) 8 22 B 1) m] BEAMRAR /DN 74 TR 3T
AF RO S it A 2H U (AN T B R RS SRR HEEI R AN ER
Z— A VP AR GE R 2 A S EE B SRR | LU BT R 5 52 4508 09 AN Tl O ST i 04 B | ik T
VIR R L5 1 B DA 7 B 8 DA 0 3 o) B I > P 1 S 78 B

Xf TG I T M A SCHE L

AT 4—1 ;25 Al TR 3] P AR I RE PR BT B AN TR | HL Dt 32 e 1 S 2 RV T B Al R £ A
b AT LA b 05 2 5 ] 32 A A T T S 1 A A S TR AT O A S BT S
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AR 42 . 2 A M P i 20 S PR B R LD 35 S ) B A O 05 B Ak B 75 A
b AT DL s T e B AT A A A R AT S ) A R AR AT o A A B T S

(2) B AT 32 ] 2 AR D Y R A B SR M A T T R R R R I B 4 R
RO Al S AR 8 | — T T S ) B, — T IR RSB Y 2 e A SR AR TS DB 1 AT B I Y
Ak, ZERE S S VA nT AR I bR i | B T HESE I X5 XS A M AB TN HTRE ) (9 ZERAR & Al
9 [v] R A 3 S 3 A SO BB Y 1 8 2 AN 2 SRS 72 A BT IR 2R M gl 2 B B 2 B T
W PR R A R S R e i [ VA QL ;ﬁgﬁﬁifﬂy\ﬂ%ﬁi((]ognitive Elaboration) , f#
Fo 87 0 ) i 3% A O 25 ) #5535 52 (Heracleous and Barrett, 2001 ;Lee and Paruchuri, 2008 ; 22 £ H: fl 5
U5, 2014) 8 Al oA 8 A2 7T ) 2 5 R AR X 25 5 | DR R R i 23 A T 0 LA T S 1), SR R
FE A 250 /D RS T 19 4 B 6 (Mystification ) 22 4K (Disciplining ) \ 3% R4k (Technologization ) , 1
(Al =R I 5 5L T 2Z [ #37 XFi%  (Mantere and Vaara,2009), #iE Z AIBE A KM RTR ML
(Liu and Maitlis, 2014 ) , 8t 1T LUK OCHR i 722 45 A B9 T fiE . PR ST 25 (2011) X S Alk £ B R 405k
it BB ST BRI T — S ARG R A T A ) e R I 3 3 MR R R Y S W R RS 22 L
n, —AEAT O] | WE AR KA B BRI A (Lounsbury and Glynn,
2001;Navis and Glynn,2010), 405 & & F7E € [ A9 &1 B2 AL AL 2% 7 8 — H4E M IE R A
(Zbaracki, 1998 ;Green,2004; Green et al.,2009), A7 4L il J& @Mk iR w5045 215 J5 A Al I ik ol
Z1KSCF (R FAF,2010) LU IE U A4 4 b BHT KRS Tk Fh 28 AL Y i kb 2 1 BE I A R IE
VSR AL AR AR, QLA W 290 1 22 BUR AR 2 X Mk © A B8 52 R A DA, B4l 7 52 B
B TE ARG S8 T = F 1 BE 4

XF TR BB TR W A SCHE

AT 51 5 24 Al Ui 3 9 FR i EE R BT A AN TR E |, B A S BB AR B Al nT LLE Rk SR A R
A e A S R A AR AT A I 2

A 52 3 2 Al AR B0 AP AR EE A EE R ERE |, B S B R AR R Al (5 AR AR 5 Al
— 2 ) AT L o AR 3 1 A B B R R ST AR O

(3) 52 25 A ] 8 AN R B 58 r Al T >4 P 7 L ) 90 T 6 7 SR P — ) 25 I R B S g 44
HENTAEAT B BE RS A RO AR R B PR R PR AT ER T R 1 R AR AR VT 2 ORI AN o 28 1 R
B AT ME LLUERA HE 2 32 5 ] R 2 R A R A FT REME G 2K George et al.(2007)IA R, MG HS ol B2
Bk 25 R IR T 472l (Decoupled  Actions ) , B[R] B >R BCBIGHT RO ST 1047 8, A LA 7 8l 02 S stk
AN R RAEPER MR Burke (1969a) , 3% S 2 A 45N [FHE T 0T 2 IR 6 T i AR B i) 2 Bl
H LA EHARTE T 224658 09 1 BB 5 S 1B B T AT B AN BN B BRI SR BR AT S i R 2
B LR BRI AR AL, B RS Rl i el R L s R A B LAS AR IR BR A A
B B 22 By i LT, AT P 46 T R 2 SR R 194 T 32 T IR A% Gt 2 WA B A 1) LA ) £ A )
R B 3 AT By T SUCA R AL K | X 7 AR G IR AT 3= 5 i B2 3% 5 1) () B 240 387 12 i vy i
RYPH S FRE , [RIRE il P 3 72 A, m A Bl 96 T 6 7 SR s

X T B AR B v 0 T TR SR, AR SCHE L

A 6, 24 Al TV Al A T PR R AN E R B H S R AR M, HAE R AT LIS &0 B
A T R 0 R A S AR XS ] B 2 11 S5 A Ay Al N AT A R R T S

il i AR PR TR B EE SR W R FH AL AT LU 4 iR D @B e M 8 Y L B AR | J ot ik
B — e nT DL ST S m) B A B i R e R R AT O i @ s I S Q) @R M
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o S
D3 g . OWiER
T eniEtn >
s R ek |2 E
N :;;;//
DRE T e
ETYeT

B4 5 EATREIRNE IS F R B8 ARSI

BB R SR | T I A 3 2 A A A A L R G | Al 3 e 2R R S Y S
B A BB OCAT IR Y ©) (@7 SRR R0 SR A S B A SR ) S LS B A
BT 22 B A A& B A B 00 AR SR s

BT SC 3 o % A [7) il B2 BR8N Al A8 T 0 S RO T 5T, B R 1m0 SR | [l B SRttt 3 TR s AT
) SR g% A6 DU ol S A B SR LA S PRI ASUE 9 A5 A8 SRS Aol 40 SR BE SIS AT ORI ) 2 PR3 1
Vi, 25 G IE S PEAY A HAR A AT T LAAE — 2 30 B PO e PR AT D AR I SR, 3 2 S B 17 i g )
TIE H TE 2 P A B R RME B SR W A 5 OV L

x2 AEFIEREREYEEEER SEFRERBAER
1
ol A o 25 P P
Bl B [ A AU ML BT RO M |G B R LA 1A T A A 0
0 AR A T B0 P S 0 D
- BRI | e gy i S0 B L A IS | RS L i M R 0 52 % o (60 3 00 0 0 15
& [ + Il 6F
R
e i VR 5 U5 X AL S 2 0 PR S, R | 7 L o T 0 0 I 8 A
AR RE | HEB I EE 1 2 A 3% B 46 o s L T 0 RS
S il £ 3R 5 S 2 A o /5 G A+ 5 W e 2

BERER U A 5 AR Il S R

N, TRRE

Pl PN 2 FE AR U BT MRS A5 | HOA A A ik | oI B IE 9T 8 2 22 95 BT 5080 L 4K
D SN SCRR AN ST B 2 — 8 BRR | (BT I B0 % B2 0 B B AR AP TR Xk, BB I TS TR I ME & FY
s 2z v, —J7 AR EAT R BT ) 8 T SCZH SUBAR B R0 BT, 53— O TR 44 TRl B3 1 A A S oK
AR Z e, SIS IE R R R ER 7 BT S A S B E B9 O ik 0 X 1 A
B /b3 SCHRIT 8 U0 A Aol 2H SR 1) TR JZ TR T 2540 (G2 AR AN B 1, 2014,2016) , 2 K02 50 F 75 466
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SEA AR A BT A NS BTk, URB 8 A FRAB RE A AR TR X N B R R R 2R
B BT ZE YT, A B RS MG R T B O 2 2 580E | (A H 2B R s ) & H 3T
A5 BTER M AU BEIBE 21H A 1B W T VR B B8 L SE A IV BE | 7 AR DG AIE Y AN LA 0 1R 1
T 1 PN A e 55 S R AR R T T R T T A A E S PR R T SR L Bl T R AL T
Az, E A Al E YA EE A TSRS AR B A AR RSN (R, PN 2 DU AR R 5 T
Y S B PR O A B A R AR T OB A A R A A OGS BRI AR A B R N Y A AR TR AL (TR R
R ,2016) 72 58 4 Al BEAY

HSCHEAE T RSB TR BRI | X SLBRE | AV 2 AE TG sh I A 1L B HUN H bR, ands g &1 s
B IS A B U I [ s S T AR S KON B A 85 ) 3 B A TR R W Y I R ) e, A
SCHRR 33X — 5] 0 4 I G0 AR 25, Pl TR = SOHR S AR SO TR A3 0 A R I A, AR R B
W7 (2013) B S 18T N IS S8 B0 S 1T MR N = AR TG TRAT A (Locutionary ) i F 474
(Ilocutionary ) FAE AL AT 4 (Perlocutionary ), XF T H 07 [a] AU ZUEFE | R0 A o] sk 19— 36 3
T it = 5 it A8 O AR V12 = IS A S (SR B A, 2010) , JEHLUTR WA (8] AT 5 4R B S AL,

B TE T M& $ AR BRI B 2 18 £ J2IE 2+ (Green,2004;Suddaby and Greenwood,2005) , 1F
Al 21 23 P R 2 ] DA EE A A6 1 5 A5 i 2 (Lee and Paruchuri, 2008) . {H SCHERXT 1E 24 P 7K 1)
e A B 2P (U RHRR ,2010) . Tost (201 1) JEIE Py e 2 A8 B — i BB AL H A& 1B Y
PEIC T XA BIE LS R OE 2 X LR G P, SCRREE 7 4R 2 B A i 9 IR B (— il 3
B R G A ) B AR R ) R A AE PR OKSE SR AR R B Suchman (1995) BY 7€ S, il B Ak (il B2 7Y
PO ) A i B A Y IR AR SR SEONRE AR W] T BT AR B VT OE MR A
T, SRR I 2 B ST BE AL (B R ke T BE A AN BB AR SR OE S M (IR,
2010), B H 2 409K (Friedland and Alford, 1991) . Green(2004) VA& ALiT51 7 R B 5L B | i
SN2 A RV ERAT < BEALTHRN " 5 58 B Y S 2 I, B S SR D R B T A 35 B K e A
Bt BRI BANANE S

PATE T il 5 B ALY 1 1) A AL R 2 H R R 1) Y, R CR A TR M IR A
TE A 1A YA R e Z W F o, LA, Covaleski et al.(2003)IA K “ TR "2 it 55 /e bl
A E] R T AMI R G R PR IR KRR B A5 4w T HAB BT, X BEH I LU AR 28 A 55 FIBUR
JE 189« RIS FE " (Rhetoric Velvet Glove ), 3% HSZJE DL BE G 1) 55 D 45 5 804 1k i), B
T SR W 3] 1 M R B O ) B AR A ¥, XL Suddaby and Greenwood (2005 ) [T B2 Ji & W,
1B T SRS JT A B 1) BLSE U B — 3 S AR 2 AN RUZ T = A 520, LEan 23 3 AN IR S i
BEUN AN | fe ) 45 R AN S AR v o — R E AR SR AR I R A TR
28 B A 22 DN RS EEsZ T AN R AR B ARk 288 | T AR SRy A 912 TH 1 52 i 7 R ARAVEH
MBATTAE T — > i ok B 25—z A6 T S w At S ) 32 32 4 1 55 A e — A<k, R R
K, (R A0 3 AN SR AR ME 58 G S S0, 6 B Aol | < 52 7 2 4 RMH SR AT AR I TE ANy
OSARPEHE T T S O AE R W R A M A R R IR R A B R 2 & e W, 2
ARBY N WL SR AR Bl (B TE R 2 4 56 42 2 IRV 78 I B o L I O S T e R g
O FFEE A B B TE P o X A28 5 R L TE Y P 3 SR AERE SR W D 1N o RE R W S il 1
JE IS 25 R AL R A AW X SRR IEAR AW,

— R, H O T B OR 25 2 WSS RN T A 2 SUE v B R 2415 2 s e AL
R TIH R W Z | A SCEXT I CA gk, e angslk MR A = I 2 4 L85 RO R 58 s Lk 7
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W HHMETEEE )1, T 2 2 & MR £5 Al P AN kE 2 0 18 2 25 4 A9 %2 ) (Clemente and Roulet,
2015) ., TR ZEZ R E XA S A& A2 AR X T2 S AT B2 25
W — 2L BRI AE T SR WAL 2 1 2 Pk A ATL BRSO, 5 X6 B S P A5 1 Al 2 FHAE & AT DR IO 5%
s (R M7, BATIE TE R 1Y 52 PRRCR BE A B AR A I IE | 1B T T 78 7545 BRAIT 5T vh A RE ARG
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Rhetorical Strategies for Managing Legitimacy of Business Organizations

DENG Xiao—hui, LI Zhi-gang, YIN Ya-kun, WU Qiong
(College of Management, Ocean University of China, Qingdao 266100, China)

Abstract: It is necessary for business organizations and business practices to prove their legitimacy referring
standards from institutional logics elaborated by rhetorics. Therefore, rhetorical strategies have become the main
methods for managing legitimacy of business organizations. There are two basic mechanisms of rhetorical strategies
to legitimacy: one is cognition or sense —making and the other is persuasion or sense —giving. Institutional
environments are important moderators between rhetorical strategies and legitimacy, and institutional logics act as
mediators between them. According to stability or instability of institutional conditions and institutional contents
coming from inner—organization logics or outer—organization logics, institutional environments can be partitioned into
four types. The type—matrix provides a frame for business organizations to construe the attributes of issues they were
faced with and what rhetorical strategies they could implement. In the circumstances of stability, the actors can
employ obedient strategies, elusive stralegies or some rhelorical stralegies integraled the former two ones. In the
circumstances of instability, the actors can employ critical strategies, framing strategies or some decoupled strategies
which are substantially—framing but symbolically—obedient. Rhetorical practices of Chinese corporations have provided
plentiful materials for empirical research and the investigators should pay more attention to perlocutionary research
of rthetorical strategies for managing legitimacy.

Key Words: business organizations; legilimacy; rhetorical slralegies; institutional environments; institutional
logics
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