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WMETEEIRSHF

——H BV TRV T A s I e B

OMEW MHEF ®RAKE T 8

CEE RS
“ERdeATRIE T FMARSEM, BHEHHE RALFEA, AXBATT RGN KRR R, AR
PRI T T 0,

BN R

W OE: AR T RERRTHEEMNARESEZEA BRI L2, &k
A EEERWELT M, ARTAA R EERREMESERIAR, ALE LKA
LR EHRRET AR A EEENSFROLERR, XRINTHEENLAL

RS EMOXRFMARR T &, BAET EMARESE R EE RS ALEEL
FLR, FERASERD TEEENARSFRGONFEDY, ALE—FHE L
R T AN iEEEM MR A EFRAIAR, BRET RROFRZ T &, Ao A RA
5B TR M FERET B3

KEW . WA RN, EEMN, 5ERY, RERE, AL E%

WEE IR H g3 4k, TR0 @ @B Al 3% T8 MOk B AT T 2T, L i I 5
B T AR BUHAL R B AT LA O, AR R 2R IR | R TTE, 1]
TR JTRHERIG B ZE i, R S H SRR e o B8, FR
H R, 25HTR, AIHIT T8-S RSOl i s J5 1 B SR TR AR 4
el EA T BT OL, R T R OL “HsE” < kp” SR, ShE THaZ R
T, POMRERE R A AL A A R UK H A, 33X 28 Al 3 8t a2 7 iR A AT ) AT

o RUEZEFZHEPZEGEI “HEFFOAMRSE 1N B R & LR
(18VSJ075) FIRHE K1 L BHITIR B2k 4 < 106 2 A 5 Al Ay 2 20 B 33 JE2 B0 B 3 A i) RUBE 00— T (st
B 7 (190XQDI33) HIBER, JEEJE KRR ABe sk By BB A LRI, MARIST AT
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o AF 4 B F R AR

UL, BRI CIRTET Gl AR
B W BRSSP R E, IR R A
AT TR 1035 LR A e 7 A 38, B T A
MBS AN E S, W RS RERE,
WA B R WL b SRR T, — R
8 FSL A N 5 4TS R A R
TGS (KEEMMR, 2016) . (L8
BEh, BT MR S T Al i A5 i S (A
. ERRAEE) . RETIR (AJFEYF, B
R VIAF) . BT (Alk) ™ S by
) FHABRAE AR (BUARGE . 5
FSCH VY IEALAE) , PN X L5 fERS
B3 i A O H R AL Y %, SRR £ A S
FOMAML B S IEVE R, eSO I, 3
T AINEFH — B0 5 21 3 0 00 R, DAL T
EHZUE P I 5 TR AR BIF Y T0 I8 1R BRI 2 5
B AR AR N AL EHY

e —Mtt iy, GiktEmit&45S R
GHLE , MR SO E SCEAR Bl 3 e
Y% & (Scott, 1995), M7 X FUiRHLG
EVER O AT 30— M S PR AT o, A S AR
i, BAWRNEE (12, 2017), BHAK
Ui, FTEE AR, AR AU H 1T
AL R AR R R G, RS20 X
Vi SO A7 el AR A B 5 SRy, T
Sy B B Bk e A R S BT B T PR
Wi s (S, 2020) o ZUIKAE, Ah Al E
TR AR AT R BT IR, il a7 C
AAFHNI BN R RIS S, HEANTE R AT B
WA, BYEEAREATE C—uUh TG,
TR 1 e 2 R RS, AiAs T A2

BENBAT] A JAG P SR PR, SRR A A
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AT Al LA S | S0 A i, Ml il <Ak 2
AREAE B, B EA & HAES] S
W, MREITOR AR RINEL, EENLA
OB, AV AR TR B O T L AN 0 4 AR A B
WA WG, I T “RZAHE . M
g5 Sk . TR MR, BRI A
BUBRIA T, B, 358 SRR 4L 48U 5 fiz
FHAH I B P i s 2 B

WEA 14 4 2 Ve B 5% 32 22 DA A 1L JB
il BE LA R S B A A A 3l T ok BT TR
71, SKRIE & — Fh A BORAS A vk i g5 X
(DiMaggio & Powell, 1983), W4 £ 45 41
LGB MEIEN —Fh 2 H R A (Zim-
merman & Zeitz, 2002) ., H#lKZ 5058 B 4E
TEBEMAE N —FhEME (property) 7742 HYSZ A
(Suddaby et al. , 2017), {HXF/E AL R A &1k
P (legitimacy as process) JeTEHD, BT 48
MR AL, LU SRR G ik vy 7EA 1k
g, TR M EE N TR, - arEE
INHEEMER 22585 RAIE R 79,
FEE ST RSN S I (Berger &
Luckmann, 1991), Gk SCh—M A+
SIHESR i) S AR AU 45 7 =X A R LA A 1Y
AP AR A S SR AR . R AE A
SUEBLSEerh, TRIE AU DUH T, R
WAED A PRI & 6 (ZREMBHE,
2014) , BEETE AT AGEMERIS ARG, X
FAT AR UG e AR B T OCHEE A

TR A3 HT 7 35 1 41204 vk P F 9 Sk
FEEMAMREI T E e &%, FF E i —
B — T, Al i SO R SE T KR
PILOE NS S TR n i VI A VA 67



B n—Jr i, BEA B9SCHER o S ERE T R
TR T R T ik R Ak
PRBTEE MG A5 A, T Bt — 2R P A EELE
AU, A AR S A F 5 8 45 R A F 5 h
Reo FT U, AICKE B SEAVE BLA L ER
e, X [ A A A AR T 152 R S0
AT T RGMRB, 0 T A S ik
RS A R IK 4, TR LA S AU G LTS
M5eF, [HISE i R ng—if I RE—5 ik 1k
ARG A AR AR AR TR
B IENE B LY Sy FAT] w1 e 2L figp
AT i 35 T Y A S AR R AR A B IR R
WFERRAE T — N H BRI, fm, ASCES
HAGIEERIETEPT I IR, XA S 53 i i
TRE,

—. BERBRARKFGEE

FEASERIE ST R, A PRTE A0 R — A SE R Y
FIRTE—A S d e, MmE., F&
FIE LR R P PN AT Oy, 18241, &
&) (Suchman, 1995) &35 VE R PEFI b5 1fE
IR, Brown 25 (2012) A M il i 2 — Fil
AR, HENS 5E B FFEHS R
AT, JE— RS54SR DL
RHRISCAR A, 2 e AT B 45 1 () 2
M SCHESR , R A vE M S5 TR A G 2K
R, BARCRUL, EIEWI A SR A R IA
[ ) B SCAR R UR, Bk M D 2 4 SR B A
FER I ARS8 A LA AR A T2

Suddaby % (2017) X BEAT & ¥k P 5% it
FIT 5SS, M ATIA R B FF o8 A48 = J5 1l .
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— e B EEE W B (property), &1k
HHOA RS — D HA Y BRI (5K, 778
W5 SN A S E  BE 2Z F
PRI, R GEEMEAE N —Fhid B (process) ,
TR W R ] B 2H ZUR B s AT 3l
TMTERF I, =2 o —Fh 4 32 3 1 gk
HI (perceive) FIIFH (evaluation), MZHZUSK
W E R S 10 £ BE RT3 A B/ T/ 18 3]
LY R AT 3 5 Wfer 25 7 G AN .
TETE RIS AE S —Fh A Ik M SR N, — 7 TH BB 5
M ZH 2R A e, 53— 5 T BB A8 2 el 1 4
A WVBAUVFIEAN TR R R 5 AL A B8
FOATT RS2 215 1 1 el A o R R A — T
PIA S, Ho—a] DS 3R AT Al o] i3 FH 3%
HHEMASGEMERIA,, K2, 3EEEm T
BRI 2 R E M, AR
RN 5 PPAN L A SR A R i Ab ST, RIS, X
TIE BT E A B T AT e A
S 2% G vk Ak, HE T U AL s R Y o R
(Maguire & Hardy, 2009), FItiGiE M MAAH
B FRATIFH LG A R < BAHT

(—) WS PR AT S R 4

— Ny, IR R NS AR HEAT A i AL
HH—ELHAS, BXTEX, Wi 5HE
KAME LIRS (Fairclough, 2003), AZEH
TS AMLAE S 1) B FAE AP BRI 5L, o B 2k il
SC(T @R, 2007) —— 0 3 P A R AR S
(0% e 32 B[] I o g Ak 25 1 B 0 BRI 45
T - R - 3 (2011) 5, BT @ E
SC, R HA ST 55, 43 Bl @A
3, W E G, MR, #WrY, EE

AU E G RG-SR, LR LA
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o AF 4 B F R AR

FHTE T HAA 0 58 SO S R R T A2
PRER I (ZREM B, 2014; 2K
FEE, 2016)

() AR P U R R

B SCHERE & — s R R I A R, AT
b T VA I 2 R S e P A ) R (R A A
2018) , IE4N Hallstrom 1 Bostrom (2010) FF X
EN, AR R R E SRR R AR XHE
RS HTRE B TR ATV A B A A kb A o
TTEhE Z MR B 5w, RS
AR =S R/ B/ BUA  (persuasion/
translation/narration) . BiSL (theorization) . 1A
/%32 (identification/ categorization) #B &S AN I
EH IR (Suddaby et al. , 2017), 1560k A1 H
PERARPIR B W B ORI MU I A
SO BRI fh 8 2 AT R R S
TGN SCORFE BT, s 52 B a3 or 4%
1, DT S R A Sy BT 2 R A A s A
T[] 2 A [ B AR 9 SR B %) B 53 LA AR
IEENE, Fb A 5P T XTIk,

,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,

,,,,,

(=) A IEVERE B SUHE b Rl HE AR 1 45

Balogun 55 (2014) A7y, ZHEUA] DIsdid ik
TE R E BRI N A 5C T AN IR AR Ak Y 2H 21 St
FOAMAAE 5 1 20 S, 17 A% 49 2 2 ) 44 S8 4
INFOFNGIE 2 % (Phillips et al. , 2004), #id
TNCSCA R iy, i BE 32 48 o B R A —— 1
AL T BN, A TR, AU AR
MCHR, AN AL AR, IF93
AL BINFIAIFT A (Schmidt, 2008) , 4
(A PR 5 1 B ) = A SO B G
F, ENTRESLTET S5 A, TEE S 5 I
YRR A (Scott, 1995), K, Berger
Ml Luckmann (1991) #gi, B @ 7RG 5 A
fill b, Bt REW LA S A, T8 l—
EffpBASIEAE STE SIEE, AHL R TEh
AL R AP B R SR DL R Bh L (Van Dijk,
1998) ,

ST A, WEIEED RS R4,
RS SR 2 SO 1l 7, HZUR A A
TR 7 3 ) i BEAL HE AR, e 2000 sl 7 AR
THAWGEE (A1),

Bkt A
o PUIR/BERUA

( persuasion/translation/narration )
LEiE L o IS
T ! ( theorization ) ! Friftk

NG s

(identification/categorization )

Rt

1 FBERBTHEAGEEEATRE

PORBRIR . 2EHEE S Suddaby % (2017) HIBFIEL I,
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=, BAGEERRIEEN
R X ak s it Koy

(—) SCHRAR R B I A B i 4

WEA IS0 TE TR/ 1 5 A AL VAR M i it
FEFRMG EAT T — & AR, AL “iE i o
B “RCET Bl CURCEET CHRE RN
 F AP EFINFE TR E, LA “discourse analy-
sis” “narrative” “rhetoric” “telling story” “organi-
zational legitimacy” N FMI7E Web of Science #%.L»
BAEEARPE TR, M Organization Studies (%
R LSRR L ) . Academy of Mana-
gement Journal . Strategic Management Journal ,
IR (BRI (PETAEZE) % E RS
L ) B A R ZH U 9 A ) g O G AR
FY 152 R SCHR, PSSOk 147 R
SR 5 0 o

FATIE B CiteSpace 1 T2 XS AR SCHR
iRkt 5T b se, ERH g Gkt
TS A BT AR SR e AR TR
IR W 5T R N WAL NG . CiteSpace A]
AFH SR 53 B FRAR B 5% 32 R 04 i i 0, O3
PSR SRS, HARAE R i i i 1) SCHRTE
w1 RO I AR | B, AR, W) OCHE
W EER IS SRR B TE
TP AL D, RS SIS EOREE,
I, AIEMYS . BRG] S5 00T, DR
R TR G S VA ET T 0 A SR SRS RTIY

K2 DDA R R SCE A, B T U
D4R 3 SCHR B0, A SUA RIS I
WA LA A BB, 5 — B Bo 2009 4E LU

"s’*iﬁ-‘#?ﬂ
2021 # 5 6 A %2 M

i, S IETERNIE A RS B 2 5L T R AL A
TR S R 7 ) AR AT B9, TR AT Y
TR R T 2, X — IR T
SR B CE, RER T DRz ) B
TR ROIPTIE . 26 BB 2009 4L
&, RIS R H G B A T
A, HGE A RIS R R T
JER IR AN, — 4 R B 5T & i R
PR RN DR BB T T HRR R S
il RIS K R B, N ORI ST R
DA K T A i LA B IR Z
AR T, B EIFg, fEhla g,
A AR L K )M A5 AT g R T s T B O
BEAE Al 15 T S B p PR UK T, A OGBS T 5
ORI IZ FIRA

() JEF CiteSpace Bk 1 i Hral 4L i
PR 8 336 5 R 5 0 0 B g 4

CiteSpace &1t 1 i (] 2k iy 52 3 7 K DLR K
SCHR & R B A R SR SOk Ak T ER
Uy, EFRERITET KEHES], B A
() B 2 A BT, R 2K v Sk B 2 AR I — AT
GEIUR B B

WNE 3 s, UG B R T T A BT
RIEFEHAT LU N =AW B, SH— B se iy
e SUE TR R A RO R, LS
AR R RE AT I A A e, X
BURIR R A R B B N 2E S, 2 ek
SCE A B AT R R AR i Al fE AL
PR SR A — TR R Y Al & s Al A s
TEX— I, BIF5EE T UG 0T 58 36 3 an o] B A4
MATHLAWENRAE BT 2z rh, Al 5

Ml DA i A OC B L AE B, SEPE A BTAT, IF
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o AF 4 B F R AR

FER A B Aol ), 5 =B B, ORI 1Y
FERGHLIETE BT 5B ARl 5 1 A F
FEH, PRFTETE AR AT B A 2 G v T W
AIPERT, FEiX —mHY, WF5EE A O 41
TR A, T 0 5 T P 1R A H At Ay B T2 1
SE I SE B R A . M = A B B

FANT A B W 5T 38 48 I 7% W73 il 2 1 92
JCENROULAR 50 Al B A B3 T8 SR T e 44 5
EE, ORI TS a0 NS 5T 5 A A
BRG A pHr A e B B 22 PR 50 A U SRR 1 Al

5l

(B

207

151

101

5
OTYTYTYTTYTYTYTYTYTYTYKKK
l\oOO\C—vam\Cl\ocoC—Nmﬂ-mct\wo\o(ﬂgﬁj\)
e = = = == = = A = e e R el = = D s (]
A O O ©O ©O O O O o o <o O S O O O O O O O o o O
Al B B N BN oN N oN Y oN I N N N N oN BN oN BN oN | [ I N B o I o I o I o NN o NN o BENY o NN oN BN QN |
B2 ALAGEMNEEENMRFELRIEHENT (1997~2020 £F)

#22 legitimacy
Garud R (2014) yats J 2015)
#5-entrepréneurshipigement
Harmory DJ (2015)
W mi € (201
#7 discursive legitimation

B3 AASEEMEEEMMRLZRER

HARARUE, FoATAT RLgE— A5 1 i 5 5 1) 19

WsHE, fEsht: . Al . HEUAE. £, A

~

-

PR BRI A G I TE I (WA 4)
HE AR B EE (legitimacy) | TR (dis-
course) , M (strategy) . Z1 2! (organization)
WM (sensemaking) | AU (narrative) | 1B#F
(thetoric) %, XECEHARITEM T oo, i

—I124—
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I3 —J7 TR A5 1 A T8 SR 9 32 P17 D0 S A
SRAR,  Hean Al ey il P RS SR | B RE SR
W i M) i AH S I B I A TR IR B A B
BB HR, HERE% LI A Bk
A AU SR AR EPE S E RN P,
IRZIRBIHIE QY AT, AFIEE, 3

(32-bit)
8:50 PM CST
R ST B U ata

e Length=3

gth=3]
1=25), LRF=3.0, LBY=8, e=2.0
0229)

<' #6 corpora

. 4

#12 meta-narratives

te responsibilit

fém%?«*ﬂ
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Pl e P B e R ) ol B IR R IS

[ N AT 17 )35k L8 B 5 A e 22 10 1 5 7%
WAHAR] T RV E 2, AR [E
MISCALERIEE | A 254 DL K i 3 3 AR B R 2=
M A A LR

social responsibility

B4 AAGEEMNEEEMMRXBALARELINT

#t—2F, CiteSpace $i Bt i 5 K SCHk 70 A
L RE S FEFRAT TR Fe— HIAT 58 P U 424
TR RS A AT 1 iff o 5% e SCHR R A4 i
S5 1T YRR R 38 8% SCRR, A ST 1997 ~
2020 4B SCHR TP AR B 5 7 [R] 4T 18] 28 M e
SRASCHR (WL 5), & Begin 5 End fUE T
PR SRR FB SRS RN ], Year fRER TR
e SCHRIG % 6 HA] - Strength MRBL T SCHk 2 56 1
MORRIE . 5 J SCHKAY & J B4 I BB AIF 58 21 &
IR SRS A B A . R SOk
T AT AT LA il B A i A e i — A 3 B 43
PrAEZE, JFFomid T 3CA . R, GikrE. S
FATEIZ MG 2 5 B LR SR O 52 1 ik

THERE . DRSO S SRS A ] BE AR Ak Al
ST mE BE A AR PE L SOBT BRI ST B 3R
WIS IEVERT T 2t — L I AL G AL G Rt
ST, XL B AR R M AR A SR B
T TR
PAESrHr ], ihiE A ikt R 414
i BEATF 5 U Ab TR A B 5T E R —
HRTRIBESE C 25T 15 H S 25
HOEIEA, AL TR S HAUEIATE P (8]
BRI OE AR, AR T A AU 4% 215 1
g, SRS T —E PR, (A LE ] e
LA B e i)z AT OR B X U T
AR IR B9 70 T i A S R D 1, BESE A
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o AF 4 B F R AR

ARTF et — 30 JH 035 1 A 2 G vk M AL
HIHERL, X - PG A RS I P A AT I L Al
FHETR AL GURRAE | 5 TR 1 T A9 HAAR 45 23R o ok
M —E 2w p 2 A, OhF ik A LA

ENIES VTR S E DS R IDO B SR S|
B MRS AN A B ER, BESE R
e A K (WL 1),

Top 5 References with the Strongest Citation Bursts

References Year
Phillips N, 2004, ACAD MANAGE REV, V29, P635 2004
Suddaby R, 2005, ADMIN SCI QUART, V50, P35, DOI 2005

Lounsbury M, 2001, STRATEGIC MANAGEJ, V22, P545.DOI 2001
Green SE, 2004, ACAD MANAGE REV, V29, P653 2004

Meyver RE, 2013, ACAD MANAG ANN, V7, P489, DOI 2013

Strength Begin End 2002-2020
3.8124 2007 2010 . -

6.4051 2007 2012 T - -

3.0747 2007 2008 1|

3.3751 2010 2012 [ | |

3.1512 2016 2020 -

B 5 AAGEEMEEEMMRREETEHSEIT

®1 ALASHEUENEEEMARKREE

BrEi— (2009 4ELART) BrBE— (2009 4EZJ5)
SRR L3l B %
5T 18] HIEHIT 5 0 B B 5 HT ST T M4l T 5
PHEHEA L, WEE S FIEERE | ALk AT FF5% . SRS
W R T W T 1 TR 15 4 Ml e
WFT WEEE R, B AU KRR Bl S THT, AV PEAERT . EIUER RS

GO . EE RS,

M, ARG EENEIEEHHAR
F LR EM

B imif o r W ARG LR E 2 9,
HWTETi ik . R M 5L G AR ERT A B
AN, BEA BT 32 2R IS ] 70 A 5
RSP HIT, TR L 1 HE 5T AL2 R B Bl L
N R SO LR ORI A, IR G 4G
BRENIE S ik, M EM L, £
GEATEMEWT T 3 B A b B9 A SO A7 3l
TS TCIE (35 TR QA X MR LE A1 R s Tl
EREME R Z A, TR S BT
W AT T IR MR AT
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(—) Wik

R AR A L A
o BEAE:, TR R B IRIEA £
INFILL R A4S0k (Van Dijk, 1997), BEA BTG
TR LG R A ST A DL L SRRl T 4 R
XK, —FERMRGUREIEFFRIrk, EHEEHR
ARG AT, RV IR SO0 SCAS 1) 3 TR 42 93BT
TR TG B S5 40 o M DL BB s oy —2Kis
FAHEPFE 8 43 AT, S| IR IR IR 2 X hr, 1
ot BT AL ) SCAR TR 5 23 BT LA B A 25 A3 #

1. %5485 3 % (Systemic Functional Lin-
guistics, SFL)

RGBT o EEE PRI
SCHYIEA BT NA] (clause) LA B T5 T8 B 4544



b, PUORRNCE A B A T AR A A A
S (BRI R 25 Tl 22 56 B b HE %
KER) . ABRES (FiFRAIIRELL R U
AR HWB) MEEY GEERA S
ML TR ) 2 i BE i R, AR & A
PR ), PIIZ A o B . A0
PR TG | BT A A A T A S
TETHEIREATCER

TOVLEY 28 58 D RETE 15 40 B B 08 T AT Y
SRR AT b, AR ST R
TN GBI T 72 e T SN T PO - 29 T O VG|
AT 52 ) A ATT 9 ] 332 RN 0 AR B 12
ERAEMBE (2016) 2 H RS BEIE RN
SR ) A SR R R R) TF Y 2 4 AT 20 B
BRI AE/ NP T A R A S AR e
SR R TR TR AC AR L B AR [ 1AL
ARG T A A, W, KRR R
(2014) R THER I HTROPLA, TE45 G R G0
DIRETE T 2= o BT i a1, A A~ N2 1 A
SRV TR 2 22 T 1) 1 P A At 2 ) 5 B AT
ARAEERE, REMEHY B AT S 47 3 B i A 25
P AL OUNAFE SuN

2. k3P iE 5 4 H7 (Critical Discourse Analy-
sis, CDA)

HEPEIERTE S BT R IR T 0 I8 5 o, TR R
FADUR F A S S AU 7 A 1 4G
FIlY 5 & (Fairclough, 2003; Wodak & Meyer,
2009), Vaara Hl Tienari (2008) A M4 iFiF i
SrHTIES E BEE SO | 1R Z R AR i
P54 2 g S 503 28 AT 52 0 Ak 7R R E
SRR AT SRR S, Xl Y
BT B TR T

%iﬁ%?ﬂ
2021 # 5 6 A %2 M

HEPFE AT A L4 (Vaara et al. |
2006) : #H—, MIFEIESMTETER RS B
TR FIZ T PRI T 8l Z AU KR &R
W, OB (AR AR g R ) R AR
AT R E B R B = SO R TR
WS Z R A R (g 5 1)
T EE; I, IR R R4 A A,
IR 1 B S M B AU Rk, JFE
B A R e B L 4E A AR AL (Van Dijk,
1998) 5 S5, W MHRIKM R L NTEE IR
PR 25 BRSBTS
FRARESCIR I 7 i, MRIE DL B4R, i & i
PEETE I PER BTS00 =R #h2xik
HIZEUR (Socio Cognitive) AN, 151545 A ]
TAE S GEAE BRE EAT0 $2AE FHEE  J7
TRHRAE AR S AR SN B i A T 5
R, BN S EER A REAE, ]
ST HER RAE G L AR B 1AM | AL
JEE G 2P 1T T S 43 AT UK (Discourse
Historical Analysis) 5 5% 15 ff A9 . SCHEFINS
HIAE, AORER T E SCARIE S 407y, W
At v A 1 D3 sk 7 v R A [R) 25 500 F) 1 17
FESEATIE A 2k o B i AL 48 N 5 5 8y
M. SRS AT FNiE 5 L7 T (Reisigl &
Wodak, 2017); #t & £F %5 22Uk (Social Semio-
ties) TAHTETR AT DL AL S S iB B0, RIESR
SR ZUR TR 22 14 7 UG B 41 &S e &R
HEAT MM, A HES, BARMIE L, HH
fiE HF 8 2 1 38 PR3 A (Van Leeuwen,
2007) o IEBRAL A B R AL S B A ik Ak
WA, CHIES AR L, SRS T
BEEIINE, A5 F IR HEG AR T
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o AF 4 B F R AR

L RE S PRI B Gl TR O T X R Ak
Mt AR, RAEE AR 2 IE S Rk
Ui, SEPPIEIE ST AS TR TR AR L U 5
S QT AT S U T A Y, LR I ST 0 1 e
M ] R AR Y ek R v Sy LR TR
IF3h B BE IR (Erkama & Vaara, 2010), [A]
I AR FREH A o D sl 3 5 n o 3% 1
SRS M LR B A B (Hardy &
Maguire, 2010)
VER—DHER T RIES %, REUEEE
T LB R B A MR GA B R (2
KEERIE R, 2016), 35T/ & SCARMIER 4
Hr, BEREHE B ST 8 1 S AN TR I 32 AL 45 1 A
FEHESE | N BRI T A A 0 A A T R 4

AV TN RE PR G (B ol 1 B2 VAR SV QO 2N
T ARG B R A O e A, HiE R
GEUIRETE R AT 40 T T BRI 1 5 2 LR
JIT LA 53 BT 75 1 AE A A M 5 b O S 5 3 A
TAT . VPRS- AT A SR T Ee S 4
JZ, REAE A [R] IE v ik B P — s X ik 3
FIC 0T B 097 68 FH A0 B8 0 1 6 AT 43
Br, BRI Z, &R OR 55 S5
R BT S5 G AR oY . SR TE TR
VBT T BORE AR A THST (4 1 425 58 F 4 #T
255 1 OB R I AR (SFk, 2008), &
Sl = AR 0 ) R, I R A AL 2B T
FEITEXS AN 2 Fow

®2 BEERMARGEERNHARTIEILL

eSSl REGIIREIHR T (SFL) LT (CDA)

EERR | — FEAMZEIR | WD TR | A TSR

VUIDIE SORRIERS . Btk R, TR A5 SORNE | TE SRR SR A LR

LR 5% REMREHTE S LB F¥5 A et OB BUAFEHICER

P ﬁﬁﬁ@@ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%&%%é&ﬁ S AT I B L AR T S A S A 2 B R o E Y R Y
NI 52 10 Ak

P HKHERIBE (2014, 2016) Vaara % (2006 ), Erkama Fl Vaara (2010), Kahl fl Grodal

(2016)

BORDRIR . MR SCRR A B

() WEAEM

RES 1 125 2H U R AU T8 R b 2 Fh 2 4
AAE B SCE, FERSCF . EARE . B AT
SHHAL R . NFRRRE, SIEERIEE
AT ALHE P A GHOWZ K, T2 IR
FERMALGUZ, WARBURERTT, Al Al
FFBUFHL — RIS IS THAT N,
WZ R T ZR AP A PPN . S 98 B BB
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FHE TR TR G ok e O AR 0 0 4 52 3 3K L
SR UL IR B 5 3R b — R 45 A A 4
qC, WELAAMIRE, A8 KRRk AW
IR TR, Al 5 BURRAE A P
PRI DA 2 AR A o 100 17 5 T 1) 2 2 AL e e A
WRAEN <R, Al T LA 2o S e S
BB RIS BN B & A (Patriotta et al. |
2011) . TEROUZI, WFRREM T AR #E R
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RIZECHE, RN WTIHRIE T, BEE2 54
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SR E NIEAT G FUBAR ShAE 2 8, IO
AT RO W A EE . BN A A
FI I ABRINAE (Breeze, 2012) (W3 3).

®3 ALAGEWEEERHEMERIER

AR

WAIRGE (Erkama & Vaara, 2010) . MZAIATFREY (Breeze, 2012) . &4 55E (Hardy & Maguire, 2010) . 41

i ZRBUN BRI (Maguire & Hardy, 2013) . J7 82 3CHY (Kahl & Grodal, 2016) . W] p4E & 445 547 b o )

(Etzion & Ferraro, 2010) ., J" &K K (Munir & Phillips, 2005) . M (Garud et al. , 2014)

o

Koch, 2017)

HEHSHBAME (Patriotta et al. , 2011) . Al &M PPT (Knight et al. , 2017) . #ri & 5 AISIE (Wenzel &

ORI EH ARG SO AR

HOWLZ B BT 58 28 A 3 R R P AT 36 1 0
Mrr b st oe, A B T e & H AR 520
AR B AN AT 5t BOWZ IR B ZH M 1
TSR D IS BT, 3 AR 19 PPT
FREMA Bh AR 5 Rk R M I BIF 55 A Bl 2 DB
R0 I14 FF 48 7% K T S 3 0 FH RS R 1) A TR 3R
S SR dHIUBUN

BENIEERBNERS
HIEESEER

o T A BN S HLUREE UG,
B AVEEA R i AR AT LA 2 — Rl G o 24
MR, TR A kA AR b B i B AL
B AL RN R/ 73 JHR T Bd i B
SRS ISR SE B, 308 3 7P 3 T SR
AT AR RE A8 A 1 0 SCAS R AT 5 1 1R R SRy A
g, DT B0 B 1 BE A ik f sl s ik Ak
() WRHORME Sy R AL LI fiE
TEIE IS S AT R S IR 1AL 2 L BUA

LB B A R B9 s 5 SE B (Kwon
et al. ,2014) , HCAnFE XA & R . BT
YR ST sk B G S R, MK
A R 5T S B 11 3 A A AR A AR IR Y
fi#®¢ (Hardy & Thomas, 2014), ¥iGiEHEZE
M, AR PEEE SR, TR
JIIr SRR TR R S (2K
HEFIE R, 2014) , FTLAZEATEhZ B, ot
AR R, AR E 1 DR R 1 36
TR ST A R PR R ER AL, Y R AN [R] 1 R WS 45
B CEREEMBE, 2016), 40 A A
W SRS AT LA =R
1. AUF R
RUER A R IR AL G R, ZRASA
PO PO TR SO, AR A R R A B
HAUEFR FET70 (HFRAAE, 2018) , W
SCEF R F R, AU AT LU R 212, 45 PR
FAW AT LA AR FA LTSN, s AT
Fe B, J& Bt BOE M A R P ( Abolafia,
2010) — LA B E S, MiE, B, &
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BOWCE L RTE ORI BRI, B2 B
SRR R 1 LB, ERERID R, AH
SCAF A R A AT LABOA S R AR B L2 —
(Dailey & Browning, 2014)

PRBCE R O B — A AL e, R
LRGP r W A, Do o 8 —
FRYVEELR I A RS O LR R, B 2R
B ) R AR B — A3 B HL TR Tl 1 B ALAR 5%
M AT BE S A B, B T L gl AR AE
R, PHUCEETE A R o FE rh & 2
FHHOR M E T . A 208 PR AN [ 11
TORBIE S AN B, R LU IR,
A R ) AL, P 2 200 25 R BEAE 1 AR [
BRI S, AE R — R R AL, <&
PR PRI AT IR < AR
f g | fe 20 SU7E SR BT IR 24 R 5 AR A5 ) 5 AH
RF N R R 8] < Uik T 7 BRCR
(Aldrich & Fiol, 1994; Fhahfb%E, 2018)

BNVAFFE R B, PR Tk G kA
B F W By NERKMER, Jrich ks
MO T D& 9 A FRIAF SRS, 7Eicd
M, R R R SCRE 32 SO T i B NI
L AR AR AR T R Y By, B
TENEE M A K& HIANE (Garud et al,
2014) . NERMAEE, HRARNEN., H
B 7R SIS A S A SR R A&
KRR A A G, PR EE T Rl
FRREEE WM, WEFEX M, A
B 52 FE Ty, He i 75 i s A8 AT BA
WS R ZH VAL | R A B R R O Y R
A, IR NG A E, SEITEIE Y 3C
fbgh 5L (R 7 M2 AL, 2016 ), Mollick
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(2014) 2 LAY 75 3 3k #4) A ke A o o 20 1
FR AHOCHT I AN S PRI, NI AR T AR5 ™
i PG E WA TT I T Bl R
ST CBRMAATER AR, MR d AL RS
TS, JE T8 R R o B R A%
S0 R el NS RAV B a2 R S S L
FH R S AR K (Pollack et al.
2012), Aralimad had il B AR 8k A At S ik
AR, BRI AR L ) T AR Al 48 32
TS 7 AR BB A 42 A I 6 Ji AR 2 KT F4 I 2 )
B S 0 Ak e, Munir 1 Phillips (2005)
BT XI5 1) 22 490 23 B R ILE AR BB AR T B
—E AR, RS A R Iy ik
R THE B AR X —F KA GUVEE Ry, If
WU TR R R, AT IR, A
PR AT LI o i 2 d AU, R Tl AR
a2k, B AR A 25 A O & W R xR E
(Landau et al. , 2014), TEEHHTE T, &1
b Y e S R e R Tl W
PR Ry s T LA S T 2 o B S 2 i = X
REZR, L3k b R0 B RN (B, AT 2 7 b
JR) G VR I, 1Y 9 TH 2 T R I R &
(VEVESE, 2011) I AE R R A ZURE LT, PR
AT B G, 2010 4, 7E T
IR Bl B R T N T D
PR RZ G, EEAMARBAT —
Gt & L, Ry R B PG R OO,
EAAMA R KR T —RKET HBAam, =9
AT R AU IERERET RORERESCE, Mg
FELATHA RIS — NI . A REI BT
WAL BT A |, AT R R 2 i 2 2178
B, BIAG GO E M E (Matejek &



Gossling, 2014) . 1 A7 AT Ml HoAth 1) KA 7]
FE . B RS P g O 0 B &
SRR e MR SR AR Rk, DLk
ARIFOIF LA AL

FEAH AU SR Mg I, BESEE A8 1, A
TRFFHZUE B, SR RUR N 4 . 55 Fl 2R
BTSSR — AR
SV BN T B i I 0
AR e i S e O[] B A Y 1 45
5 AHE R (Lounsbury et al. , 2019), —JF
T, HAUE SRR E R BT &, JFAER
FhRES THIE (Abolafia, 2010); % —
Jrin, S = e R RGA B AT 8 T 1k A 3
WRROR, R E TR ERAGR, W YRR
SRRSO Y, AT R 2 ZURAR A PR e
Benti, JRSCELEER AT, e G iR AR
TLHIIAE (Dailey & Browning, 2014)

2. 15H R

“MEREFIEIA BN TR, EENE EA
1, BT R BB R 5 AL 1 Ae % 1 D)
—F %30 (BREIE, 2001),”  “3KE”7 AN
“AENE” BB BT A R S A A
PHRERIAIE R, NTTA N7 LT 5 A A 7Y A
AERRT SO, AE R —FEE TR, 4
ZUBTEE H (L5 MR E B, e AnTE A E
THOLNHEATIRAN . 77 A RS R sl
AT R PR A R T RE (RSP IR S B
2018) , Suddaby F1 Greenwood (2005) ik J,
TR MG 1) 322 B Ay 02 AU R ] — & A il
BEVEC A KA B ) B RE SRS, Tl 7E 81
B R | T2 i B R A R AR AR P 2 ()
Bl —BUESOr I, A LR AR

%iﬁ%?ﬂ
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—fINhy, B mE =AU IE
PR AIEAR (Balogun et al. , 2014), PifRJE4
SR G IR F B R T B, R IB R RN
SRR EE X, LM 21
EREET SRR SR 73 = A (Ar-
istotle, 1991) : Vri& AM% (Ethos) 1Y, HYFH
JEIE A BRI S IEFE KT DATEIR A,
NATBAT R RO B 5 SO RS AR &R, AT
HSTIETEATEYE; URIEEH (Logos) MY, W
H VB A AW AR IR L, WA
KA AH AT S, A B TR 55 Ak
PEFN NG5 URIEIH Y (Pathos) 1Y,
P IR Z 17 Jengie e AT AR 174 2085 Al ) < 3 =2 LA
157, B 5 A E (Brown et al. |, 2012),
7 R A 22 g = o U A 2 v AR S
“ME L WEL, WS RIS (EARSE, 2016),
PREL TIERERR 1Y) Y238 i B e — b B Ui IR
TSR RANGGH, LB FETRR, b HAAR
AP THE Y, AR S 0232 1 i SR
WAB /R T BT SR W AE 53 B 20 2L o] 45 305 1 1
i B A %A HT R (Gauthier & Kappen,
2017) ,

P U AR T SR I 5 B e 4
LTI SN L AN NG A 1= DO T
Etzion ll Ferraro (2010) A& B o] DL i #1
T FITA I ol AL ) 52 i ] 88 1 2o 52 0 A 3 ) o1
JEfR G, BT FTRE T R SEOR
B RVEE ARy 2 thAGRR I, AN ] A b 25
AR AL, TS 2 S8 B A% 3 & (Hardy &
Maguire, 2010) , PN EIPERLE — M HIE =,
TERF M R b, &y ERIMEIRE R, TP

JCHT Y 3 5 ORI A 35 4E (Ruebottom,
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2013), “TJUAEE” WM AENAGE, B
AR BAME, EREMGE 1,
By R OB SO R AR ARAE Y, AT
S, — NI ST AU PR E & Suddaby Fl
Greenwood (2005) J&F F K2 iUl g5 55 BT {2 ffi
L2 G B A ARG, kKT
iR 5 Bk AR (BT A A8 i ] DL
ATRAEAE) | Drsie GRMPI R AES) . HiY
w TR M) . BIFie GRIEY
SRYE) FMNMEIR CGRIETET ZMEMIERR) WM
TCAUR, AR T i ST R A 1
FEB R, AR TRk

Bitektine Fll Haack (2015) AN &AL %
P — A5 2 R A A, TR A [a] 9 18 8 3R
Wt REAEHEAS R 2R Ak, TEROWL |, R
F ST R AR O 1 OB, AR T4
PRXTZH LU AL 2 Al e 2 PR PEAN . N, @it
SRYARRE B T, SRR TE RN, A
AR IZ BN AR T — >4 A5 IR fi e
J7% (Hardy & Maguire, 2010; Brown et al.,
2012) . TEZEWL L, A GUR G RE QAL — Tk A
TEAL T S T YR JRING , SR IR ZH 2T 3 B
IRFIANTRESR, AR A 2 a2 R
XFZHZUE B 15 i 231 (Gauthier & Kappen,
2017) . N, HLUHE TR ARATF 23 AHOCE X T
PSR SRR, TR BRI, 12
= 1 IF I B O AE P BEYE (Vaara & Tienari,
2008), Erkama F1 Vaara (2010) D M 2H 2175 1T
A EERIESE 1 IRIR RIR A ey M) B T 5 1224k
Mo T HOGHI T o5 2 T mydeE . ik
MIEFNE i, G i P B IR A B AS A R
TAERE YT, WAEAR KA EE L T K2 4k
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Ak S TETEMEW (Joutsenvirta, 2011)

3. AL Rk

BRAT 95 T P T T SR BIF Y 32 2 G TR )
MIEERLSAT R, HVEAIE S, CFkFRR AR
A —E & SCRFT 8 A8 A), Re 2 th—
ERE S (BT, 2013), FHIERGE S MAHS
BEMEZE MR ® LR, BIR Berger Fl
Luckmann (1991) A& AL KIE 2 LIE F
RHEETRR, WG .0 R TR 2173)
FHUL T4 (Balogun et al. , 2014), /b3y
rEhEplE . WA, Sl sURRt 4, (A
T3 T — UL DA A AL SR [ R R A 1 R
TTEIETB, 2 E0 T A kSR E S
HHEFEMAIETE (Meyer et al. , 2013)

BRI A — L2 T AR DT TR T )AL B 38
L, PRICA BN G BA b A P T i FL A A
FH (Vaara et al. , 2006), & Ak NS48 H#
W R T ARG, AR 2L fa
IR G e 1 T E YER AL A AT T B
i, T, PPT, R LAR SBUA SR R T4
BRI T R A S B EL K (Meyer et al., 2013;
Wenzel & Koch, 2017), Pache Fl Santos (2010)
WM MG T8 4 B0A E PR, 5 B 2 i 7 i)
TR ARICE AR I R T B O E R

TR S R A PR SR 2 48 A ZUR T R AL
BN T, e, BB, 2
M 5 1 22 A2 3 O SRR RV, DT S R A i
S i ( Meyer et al., 2013; Knight et al.
2017) o A& AR B0 AT RARAT S5 AL AT LA n]
WEARNEAEAT S 1T L, AT LA R W
AR I REL DN T B 36 9 52 AR T A 1 42 3 38 i A Ak
TS, — T, WL SR A B TR R



KRR S, AR 20 w) 0 AW Tl o, (5 14 R
W& ARSI 25 AH DG B AR AR . L AN Gylfe 55
(2016) FYBIFFERWI, S Ak 5 AT LAsE i R
ANTa] Y T34 H A B AR S ok SCHE A BT A
F R 8 Al e i 2 . Knight 8 (2017)
I XA 2 F PPT LA 1 1) g 3 DA 5
K PPT JE7s i@ filiid . IFF0FNN B =Rl g
BILHI At 2E 1% 1 3 ST B, DT 32 T R s
BH5E . Balogun %5 (2015) #5i, 75142
MIE b, —2 0L T 45 4 1 S AU A S
KA B IS FI RO, 55— 7 T, 5 TR RE
WP S4B . Wenzel F1 Koch (2017) HF5%

%‘*ii"%ffﬂ

2021 # 5 6 A %2 M

by R DR 7 A 0 O SRS T 4y
HNR—H 5y, DITTRG EERE ST s B, 7
PPNV =N RV N A o /N D g ]
EME AT 34 E 4k, Munir F1 Phillips (2005) #F
FET R R DT, SR TH s N — A&
My AR 3% B B 26 R — A Tl B DR AR T B
J R B3 1R ) AT R R A B
SECTEEERARPLRAT T 2 A kA
I TG B AR AT, LA B AT SR R I
A ST T S B 7 A T T A AR
“TEET R, JFHARRSZ R, HAM
255 A R A A B

TIERAT] 2001 ~ 2011 4757 7= i & A7 1) 3= 8 2 25 PR R SR W S T BE X L dn 3k 4
PR, RIE PR E ST, Ok, Wk FR
SRR AR Ak DO A YA R B R SRR Ak
x4 HAGEMHIEIERERINGEITLL
A
S b1 N Jﬁljﬁ i Z(T:lﬂ J/ﬁijji_] 2%
251 E X ATy vk i S e 7 FH U A IF 5
Bl B XA AN (Garud et al., 2014)
T A e Y ) R AR TREAR S, BUARR AT R R 5 2Tl i AR A A 3 (Etzion &
PR | AR B H A Y PEECE AR Ferraro, 2010)
M | AR M 52 Wi A AT % R fEHLRIXT. BP A HIEE . A JFE Pk &8 A it e e dLE g 4
BRI (Matejek & Gossling, 2014)
EET . IRCURIE T PR S R S (TEVESE, 2011)
- R
ﬁéﬁﬁéﬁﬂ’ﬂ?ﬁﬂfgﬁﬂ *KEQ'{JC
LKA BRI | By, 48w, EEAL AR . RIS 55 BT A R R S ma Aol M4 1 3 9 2846 (Sud-
B | BB, @aieiE, | R, 2K oAk daby & Greenwood, 2005)
deng | PRERMUL R | WA k. B AL ERIE IR . 28 )R B RE SRS O 43 ST U 19 G Ml R (Erkama
ﬁ'JLl%U\ ﬁ 'ka PR, TURERAE il ik & Vaara, 2010)
LR W] AR 1) %
PREg AT 4 g % ERME DRI . Ak PPT o A ol 3R 45 BN B3 AN MR I ( Knight et al. |
WIE | Fele, PR EUII | PPT, MR 007 o o
W | RS E A | R kS BT SERSET ) B XN 2 A R AR RS2 (Wenzel &
AR T Koch, 2017) ; &5 H AR IE - FEAS 6] [ Bt 2 44 1) 25 4 G 38 5 1 1
SRR S AFl (FREELE, 2019)
BORBRUR . 2 H MG SCikE B,

BSYIUP ST E B3/ o e T I AN A

I,

e 5 Pl 4 75 U TCIE B Sk 8l R OR AR R A
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BRI 2l 51 22 Wi, 3 B AR T AR A K i A
BEIG AR, MR A G = R4 7 sh ke o
[l EAs G M ) (T A2, 2016) , &
T 1) R FH 2= 21 20 2 1A 5 01 25 AH DG HE A T3
W, HE MR L E i, BT
Wi 19 2 SORBURME SO 1L, &2 G ikt
FRISCHEDK Sl ), RRAE 1Y B 52 AR R 36 42 32
VOTEE T 5 B (BB, TR AR B A i
PRI, A58 SR T2 p R R
MBS VE SRS N 28 R B0, RE A WL 3 1Y
RETE T o AF5 2 0 BE R U8, AN
FHIEFRRIBTS, EUGFIBAAR S E S
BRI E RS R, M5 B A RER
T FITHIL I35 B A I SCA Fr RIB N2, i B
I REE AN F A ME BRI 11 2
B R O IO T ) R ) RO AR A
S A A (Wenzel & Koch, 2017)

M R, SO IR i e 2 3 146
TEAIAILSE 2 ) iR ELVE TR SE B . B
FERW], AU YRS R T 2 T U
O F RS T 2 AN 25 4, e el aT LA
WA 2B 2 B VLB, SR TR AKX A
LR NI BT SR I A 5 4 40U B SR
WL, AR R T A E SR, T U £
MG A (B I, A AT Al 7R fa AL
TF B B BIE S, M (s BAE P 5 f s
P8 A2 R S 461 P T A e, BT 22 b A Ry R R
FEAEMEAE A B I R A A 2R 7T

Al A L G R U YR PR R U R
AT PR B 7 i, TEER S i R v £
TCARH 45 R G 5 T R EAT R SR, AT
ARHA A
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Van Leeuwen fll Wodak (1999) IANIET f&
TG DA O T B, AR 20 & kT
A DL S T ROk S AU S kAL
RTINS YR, WOE T IE LR, ¥
A T AT M (AL 25 A, e 1 %
HABATE WG IEPE TN, DT K 3] 6 1 1
FIBSH A (Van Dijk, 1998), %155 MG 24
DAL BARSER ] 5 L ThRE, @M gls
LR RN CTIRE A AU (LR
Bl BUBHERE, Bl S %A R, ik
AN NYNE s E i S Uil )i % A SN R
Az A% . Ak (RN
HASMEE R, R HIEAFR R ARG
H,OWIAEROE . &Uras) | L (R
SRR E M EAR R, & b 4 1 5 7 5
filt) . PEAL Gl YRR U d A R A5
DA IR 45 3 2 sl oA ok 119 0 2R LA M I 7R R )
(L F45 ) T S B G 754K ) o Vaara Fl Tienari
(2008) 7E Van Leeuwen 1 Wodak AYFER [ Frid
BT CIEEART MIE X ThRe, MR IEE AR
— A~ B AR B A DX 43, LA R e LA
TEhsim g “IEH” 5 AR BRI R E %
P£ . Maguire Fl Hardy (2009) #F— 542 H 7[R
BRI TE CTIRE IR EL 2 48 42U R F G 1
Sei, AR RS Ak AR, Bk
BWRELRAATENFESRE, KB HE
Sk RGBT WHM, “REL” DL—Fh
SRR I 0 1Yy A HA SO OR 1 7T A
3o, AT 412 S B Il BB R, AR
FROUA BRI A I PSR, ANTIESE “ 304 5%
BRI TCRCRAIE™, R AW B, o



b7 3 a5 o o ok A 30 BRI i 35 B
G, Garud 5§ (2014) AT 803 AT DL
PR E AR, — RN,
IAATTXF 2 2R S 0 B (0 B A, A0 4 T
Y. BORREES 5 — R s S, sRiA A
SR 25 40 0 T BEAR AR M AR R 25, I 4
FIF T 4 . WL AT & 51 T e SR AL
VAR A N AL
() i g gt
S FHE 18 R I 1 AR AR 3 R 4 4T LA
T T I AT AR B T R 25 R G A I S
Fe AW, DT 75 5 0 2 AR G 3 M0 A )

%ﬁ%?ﬂ

2021 # 5 6 A %2 M

THA AT EUE T H AR FE P 5 5RL
{EL AR A 5 000 F - 20 20 S fa] 4 P 3% 375 5 s
AR G R R A R, A TR IR TR
AR A VAP BRI S 8OR SR Sy B
ZERHE, ENRIEAEH A A E RS, T4
b SR 8 A (AT 7 1R SRR AR L, Gao 45
(2016) B2 2R FHE 1 1Y 15 55 0 M BN 85
FENUE G A8 215 85 W 55 1% B2 DA B 5 4 1§ 45
(WFS5), AUz HTE R E A R TR
WAL, EHM =SR2 AW X, T
HFRATHEE G X = AME RS TR B A 2 E
N

x5 BEMEEHESERIIL

5 N7

ISRINZE S

BT 4. Silicon Graphics SE4 kR FHPFSCR SR RS0 % I S2#F  (Lounsbury & Glynn, 2001; T4k¥EA

RN S, 2018)
Bk Fhos @ | SEERIED B JE PG W A4 2 Al i F PSS R SR AR A S % P RF (Margiono et al. , 2019)
TEERNY. | FLR SIS 55 7 I FHAS R SRS A2 (e BUR 45 ) BOR & A= 224K (Suddaby & Greenwood, 2005)
WG | BP A A ESEFAEBHMIES (Matejek & Gossling, 2014; George & Kenneth, 2019)
fablE 4

(L2

AREGEL | Vattenfall 22 G A FHEER AR P TR R SEGHCT BN AMIES (Beelitz & Merkl-Davies, 2012)

HIEAT | SR A o 5 R IR A A BRI O G R GE AR B IR, 2016)

ke | IBM SR B TE 5 SR W EE Tl 38 AR AT AR A5 T S 8 B 80 (Kahl & Grodal, 2016)

[ PR 55

KA [ 23 v R S TE SR ISR J5 28V L RS R BT LA RAS 53308 B 26 b BORF ) BSR4k 4+
(Vaara et al. , 2006; Vaara & Tienari, 2008; Joutsenvirta & Vaara, 2015)

WEE | B

EBURFHLUENTIES: FoR A < B (OIS TSRS UL IR B MU DDT MBI (Maguire & Hardy, 2009)

(Garland et al. , 2013)

FEBUFA L
o BRI T 5 5 AR R I R R 2 508, 8 B ok A2 BRIR 5 3l 0 8 45 — A TR

BORRIR . EH ARG SRR,

1. &)kt

BTG AT L4y Ry — MR Bl #E 2> A
M AN, 2H 2 E S R U B
SCURREN B D5 R i ) kR DR A

TR £ AH G 38 10 A 1 PR DA [) AT 4 BCBI Ml 32 5
Lounsbury 1 Glynn (2001) 18 i #F 5% ik 45 i 2
A Z AR iR A B, YR AT L3S Bl Al
HANE—FP B0y, AR 55 AH G B E I
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paE SN S C R a S cAIN i [T = Kl NI
JITT B GER SCRE, AT S S Y SR s AR
JACBD, M - SEhisE (Jim Clark) ,
PSS B s AR e LA T 1 T AR O el
%, MAIS7 T Silicon Graphics, Netscape il Heal-
theon =K {EH#L 10 {ZFETTHRHE A, FFF]
FHYFSCER SR A W B AT IR 3RS 5 &
FIEARM SR, T AT B A RRAEFEN 21 A
CREDY Py R, H 32 3)H — YR ILE T,
RIS ARB IR “FT 4" LR, Lk
PLIE 5 W AR B BE B, B ZAATTAE 2013 4F 34T
1800 JT ETCI AL . W T 400106 Aokl g 42
F MBI 2 Dy 2 N5 T 22 Wi B 11 28 58 R A
BF I AT AR R TR D — /NI IR BR Y, X
BER Dk S R AR A5 3. 5 42 36 0 Y il 9% L I
KA e SR (T ERIEMIARSCER, 2018)
SREESE (2019) XHEEM BTG, KA
My Bl E B A AN 7] B B 75 3 AN [) )
TEHESL S R AL AN AL P AN R i A vk, RN
MR JEITE M T B iR 5 SUe R
SRR, EEREEEHRE LSS, B
A3 T S0 1) T PR 0 A 2 20 B AT A
HE 2R — R IR, A2 BN BT 5E Jr T,
Margiono %% (2019) &MU FH LA B T4t 4
B Al R IR 25 405G 19 G kMR, AT
Xt R 2V SIP R B ] 4 2 i Ml 58 481 4 B 5 K B
FEXIARRIAWAR, A AAL B AEAS A e P
ENGITOESE IR I NP E A N R e
Bl A VR T AR 1 S g AT A4 G v D
FAE SR, XA R BIE KT AL e AL S
Ak kA5 B b g BURAE T, RO T4 7+ 0

ARAYFAE R OCHE 2 W ADE R S R
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GERLTR 78 2 LK ] B B 4R 1) . Suddaby
M Greenwood (2005) Xt K211 55 Frfie i
TR 0 AR A B AT TS, R BB TR
W IOR TR ST RE A B T 48 7R R R A B2
WAL, JEE TR 55 B i 26 3% Dl
FWRBAERE AL, LTSN IE TS
M Ff Bt — A5 4 i T 4l LR A 96 MR LY
LEES: 7o

2. BTG SN B

HAYEHIE R T8 o F LR,
WG ARG b 3AT 4, HEUR
PR AN, 2R BTE B MRCR, 26401
i, 2010 4F 3% E A WA (LLF @ FR BP)
TE S VG REVE 1 D vl ik O X PR 3 A T B R 5
M, il A 205 2o — FR 5 1 T R AE B Al 7
INRHPIITE S, Matejek Fl Gossling (2014) %
B, BP AR B RE, SRR S
T2 HAR W e E i DA RO BRI AT
Ao 7] R O 3 DA A Dt i s =47 1) B A L
T BP AN, fbf# T BP KI5 AT fEHL.
George Fl Kenneth (2019) MRF5E W % L, BP
FIATHE RS, AR DL ] F2k &
JEMA-FRUE K, RIS T MR RS
HE L HOR D RE T, BUR-EA I N
7%, i BP AT T A, FHRL T AR
Al A O B RIES, 2018 4F BP 1E 425K
A ERE A28 5 54, S RKEERB TR (2016)
AL AFFEAR G SR F R AT A S,
R B iEmR T 5, # Ak
P, T AL A e R AR T A A RO DL K
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Well Done, Better Said! —A Review of Discourse

Application in Organizational Legitimacy Construction
Chenyu Lin' Zhengping Fu' Linfeng Cheng' Xi Wang’
(1. Sun Yat—sen Business School, Sun Yat—sen University;

2. School of Economics, Management and Law, University of South China)

Abstract: Purpose: Discourse can expand the soft power and influence of organizational culture, and organizations can use
discourse strategies to construct legitimate identity. The discourse action of organizational legitimacy needs more theoretical guid-
ance, and academic research needs to further integrate legitimacy and organizational discourse. Therefore, this paper discusses the
formation mechanism and process of discourse construction of organizational legitimacy under the management context.

Approach: Firstly, we selected 152 important studies from leading management journals through keyword screening. Secondly,
we used the Citespace software tool to scientifically measure and visualize the collected documents, revealing the research focus
and evolution trend of discourse construction of organizational legitimacy. Thirdly, through intensive reading, this paper analyzes
the relationship between discourse perspective and organizational legitimacy and related research methods, and clarifies the legiti-
mized discourse strategy and illocutionary results. Finally, the mechanical model of discourse construction of organizational legiti-
macy is put forward.

Findings : First of all, the integration of discourse theory and organizational legitimacy has gone through different stages of de-
velopment. Multi—dimensional research methods and research data from various sources are helpful to deepen the research in this
field. Secondly, the process of organizational legitimization is a discourse construction process. Organizations can effectively use
narrative strategies, rhetoric strategies and visual strategies to stimulate changes of stakeholders’ values and social cognition, and
enhance their legitimacy. Thirdly, the application of legitimacy discourse strategy can help organizations to obtain resources,
change their image and improve their competitiveness.

Value: Firstly, this paper points out the relationship between discourse and legitimacy construction, and the mechanism
model of discourse construction of organizational legitimacy is presented. Organizational discourse analysis breaks the auxiliary,
subordinate and instrumental position of discourse in traditional legitimacy research, enables scholars to analyze the dynamic
process of organizational legitimacy construction in combination with context, and is beneficial to the integration of language turn
and traditional research. Secondly, it points out that there are certain situations in the use of legitimized discourse, which will pro-
duce different results in different situations. This will help broaden the thinking of organizational legitimacy research, and promote
legitimacy discourse to pay attention to different levels of situational characteristics. Finally, this paper points out the role of legiti-
mized discourse in business management. Enterprises need to improve their discourse use ability, so as to ensure the realization of
their goals and vision by implementing legitimized discourse strategies.

Limitation: Firstly, although this study pays more attention to the publishing trend in the past 20 years, less attention has

been paid to compare the differences of various research streams in this field, especially the development and changes of research
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topics, research theories and research levels. Secondly, visual analysis and quantitative analysis are adopted in this study, but
there is still a lack of deep mining of research data, which is one-sided to some extent. Thirdly, this paper does not analyzed the
combination of this research streams with other research streams. Therefore, there are still many important problems that can be
solved through literature analysis, so that researchers can have a more comprehensive understanding of the research objectives,
theoretical perspectives, research methods and research topics in this field.

Future research: First of all, from the perspective of organizational legitimacy, we can pay attention to the classification and
connotation of legitimized discourse, especially to further clarify the boundary and significance of legitimized discourse of enter-
prise, so as to distinguish it from impression management strategies. With regards to the process of legitimization, we can further
explore how legitimized discourse can promote the theorization of future practice and the identification and classification of corporate
identity. From the results of legitimacy, the role of legitimized discourse of organizational deserves further study. Secondly, from
the perspective of research context, researchers can compares similarities and differences between Chinese and foreign enterprises
in the application of legitimized discourse strategies, and explores more suitable discourse strategies in the Chinese context. We can
further explore the conditions under which Chinese enterprises are more suitable to use discourse strategies to gain legitimacy, the
ways and scenarios that the combination of narrative strategies, rhetorical strategies and visual strategies can maximize the effec-
tiveness of enterprises in gaining legitimacy, and what resources enterprises need to support the use of discourse strategies. Thirdly,
more perspectives of illocutionary discourse, semiotic and legitimacy judgment can be integrated into the theory. Multi — case
analysis and quantitative analysis can be used. Visual communication symbols such as PPT and pictures are also important methods
of meaning construction and legitimacy acquisition. We can also collect different types of materials from various sources to improve
the research reliability and validity.

Key Words: organizational legitimacy; discourse analysis; rhetorical strategy; narrative strategy; visual strategy
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