%ﬂl%iﬁ*ﬂ%
2021 # %3 4

HE AL, TR S BTAT
QR 2 2 5 A 2 B L

[] Dean A. Shepherd Holger Patzelt Marc Gruber Sucheta Nadkarni®

i E. ALHRAASEASR A ALBAZHRT MR AK, HEHEL L
AFHBETEARIY TR, BN RARSAEREA TSN E XTI LA,
12 RATT ] L ag A2 A SR Rk Z A agilil, AL EQ LB PRETALAZ
Friksn B F A X &, Nkl kA2 iAfm ) B AR FEF 26 L
NG hml | T ALK F AL A A bk S 6 SRR R A ARAE AL A B E B4 B
SRPAIAANEE | BREFATAHFT XA BAEGE X R, B, KT ke oA
Jo L ETHEL,
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T TA %0 23 38 A 5% i A X 4% 2> (Baron, 1998
Bradley et al., 2011),

SO, #has PR E BRI ST 5T 3 AL
R 2% FIAZ 4 B8 ( Cropanzano & Mitchell , 2005
Granovetter, 1985), i T A0k # ¥ &1t 5
B 5 S EE B 3 i 28 L—R @At 5 W
25 55 OCHE A 25 AH DG E T BRI R, L
L TR R A B 3 5728 4E (Hoang & Ant-
oncic, 2003) o AHET B, HIE Ak KT K]
A, AL R, PG st S R T
WIBA Y B R K (Stinchcombe, 1965)

JUE XA IT R, Al r 4t Sl
T2 b 52 i 25 A oMb o T A BRBE Y BE fig
(Vissa & Bhagavatula, 2012), {H3 T 4315
ARl 52 o 0 M 25 DA B A DG BIE S AT 35 A R
I, ASSCER XTGP A 0 T TE Ak s AL BE AT
Titie, Hr, @I IAA (entrepreneurial cog-
nition) 48 “ FEHLEITM Al B 57 B s 1
b, RN TR P R SR Y
HIFRZER”  (Mitchell et al., 2002: 97) . BhlIA
A 2 HLH (the social mechanisms of entre-
preneurial cognition) JEI§TEL A, &5 A &
TENL S A QDL R, A & AR 5
e iy N 5552 A2 i 7 2. B A R AL 2
LRI EA ERARE X, AR T
“Rttar FOC A & AT W% (Anderson
et al., 2006) ., ZAAESHLHI SO HAL K Bl &
INHBYSNER I 2R, S ARAS QI 3 72 b Gl 25 By

Ak B2 PR 0 R A T X i R, Bl
FINABAE 2 HURR T Sk, RGR A&
(R AP RS A P P 1 el A e e S
SO PR 3R 22 0] 5% 28 ook ok B A Y JE T
BA Iy EEME L,

= B AF Ry KA S L

ARSCHE AT — S HE B2 Sk B B ) Ml oA 0 1
it sl A AR MRS AR DGR TY, I
— IR, H T E A R oA P
R M SCHRER R, A S BT 8 E 1Y 3
BRER TAE, 35h, ASCHER R AR N2
PUNGIR IR P (E N W= ol i R g i pragii
BNVINAZ SR (BT, A Al &
BUHIBFFEAE G S F 2, PR, A Scls
Ry By SR S AT IR A B iR A 251
B ZHFIWEE (INE AR AR KT ) |
B S Y S AN ] 52 e FLAE PSR AR A
Xof EE AT BRI FWT, LA SR 7 S A b 2
SEM T (X Gruber & MacMillan, 2017;
Pan et al., 2019) ,2

ARSCHR T AN B R 2 A A
B HLR, 11 BOHELE A = A B
Wy O, A5 a0l & 2 )8
(/0 5 N 3 = € 7 B e I I e N 4
HHRE M [ AR BB . $ BT E FER AL
X (community of inquiry) ]; @INHIME (40

@ AT O BE SUR R AL, ROV ANIRZ AP A GEm, W mE A, AT Bul skl (11
WHRIL) | #it & BELRWS| | IR RSO | WA RS RS L S E B I XS E I AT A C FE

FEIH: #L A (Bandura, 2001 ; North & Fiske, 2012)

@ CAMTEHR, B N RA TR AR A RS ERELR, R—ADEZENIAALT RS, B T O SR

AR (Fauchart & Gruber, 2011)
N 2 J—



EEN A, PLS R ST, DR ;
AN FE 22 RN HG & AL H [ &
Al (social perceiving) , ¥£43H 3l (social inter-
acting) . #E2x % (social supporting) Flfk 4>
i (social communicating) |, 74, fEFEZR
M. @ADL R (IakiE, las
SRR ) BITEER; QB RAL SR
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=, S RAEENLER
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IRA YRS IPE DOl S NN (W% a3 N
HUHI U AL HERT (205 H Freund & Isaacowitz,
2014) . ALl S EoE 4 T HAL Sy PR A
WAL 5 —, #l & BT RE S BRI # FE A
“STPROY” (over—placement ) (i EAE
WSR2 —) o TR0 R T AR
NHC “TFEKP” B2 (Dunning

etal., 2004) ., BR T @ TP Z AN, Ak
EATRER TARM, AN X AR ok Bk,

AT LE SEPR 2 SR B R B, o b Bt
SR (Cassar, 2010 822) , i B AR WA A —Fh
INHUE VIR HA L 23 ok P ——id B2 2R Wi
i) T PR A, o S TR R AR A B AR
WL NAE RIS BTG N (Parker, 2009), AT
PR A BE SRR B G AT BN, L e S
fR2¢ 2] (R A 28 Dy A T ANE S A A
(Parker, 2009) . X Bl “BIH LB W IR
S B TR0 B 4l AR A5 ] 2 AH DG 19 S HE R
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W, O AR M A S7 RN R T R T
(LR ok v A e 8 S U 2 3 35 I s il L 22 T
fiE 1) (Anglin et al., 2016)

B, AR RE o AL A T
ANE RIS il A 22 i PE g [ 2, X RV S
s AL AL, A0 FREAR L ik
TR B L 23 VAl B mT RE M, NI R L&
(Kollman et al., 2017) ; 7EX-S81E500 T A e
Jadk, FEAIZIRE ARG, N R I T 2
( Cacciotti et al., 2016; Mitchell & Shepherd, 2010) ,
XPRIGARMEA Z Rk IR, bl =AM atok
W, FMRIY AU B O 2 ORI 25 M Al
Ji; @0 LEEAMMAM N 1L B A AKET
( Conroy, 2001; Conroy et al., 2001) , i 5|4
W ity ke 1) Ak 23 AN FT g 23 BEL LR Bl & R HUA T
gy, MM KRR W E LI 25 Wl gl
BN BIHR BAT SIE AT HL, AKR 1 &
5 2R IUATE)

TCI S X SR T g AR A 2 Al D A
F2 AR AT BE A S sRCE M AT R R . (DA
W AETEVE B B IF R TEDL 20, Fefm AL
AUIREE s 1, QEE A FE TR E R B & L — R
VUCR) i ol B, 5 DG T Aol e WP i TR Ut
WRFEFAT AT LU S R R AL S AL, LA
HER 7 ORI T A 5 B AR, i A
FZRMEAT A o X R 5E 7 1 AT LA AE 7R A1l 2 %
S INEORIRAY e S SR FEIP-A B (X S
(IR IER L) WXL & (A
SEHAMARME) RYEERL, 48 AR R AR X
PSR AR K, I 2R T 5 3 A e 5 g AL

(75 o 38 R S Al 1 e 2 SR ] R i
HRAADERAT 55, BT AT AT LA i 3 b 1% 1]
Mgl AN H R 22 Ee AT | 4R SR

B =, Ao B T R AR A M 3 1) At A
2] A2 (vicarious learning) S $8 15 {)
b ARFTR (Bandura, 1977) , i#id24 2] fil A%
i, Rk fe i) 256 M (Kim & Miner,
2007; Levinthal & March, 1993) /> A i
I AR EPE (Holcomb et al., 2009) . X &b
AR 2T AT ARG B AR T PR R
PE, SR, Holcomb 4§ (2009) 5@ T K
AT RERELA A A 2T W I UL, B T A P MR 2
IREERPE R 22 | B E 5 R M 22 5, A B S IR X
SEIA AV 2 BELA, DUIBIL A BB A8 M AN B | 3k
R R GIR =R e I = AR - e LT £
GBS RE ) 52 M Al & X m] A 1 0 1
(Bandura, 1986) , EIEIY A BASLEY 1 51 72 15
MG AT TRE 0% 52 LR AT BNl 1 2 7 5 2 f 0 £
{5 (Krueger et al., 2000) ,

B, A E SIS R BB O
BNPATE, XRS5 5 i A A Y B
EI1] (Krueger et al., 2000), HARIMIF, tHe
HRAE 22 e Al X I AL 2 9 Ak 23 30 7 B T
il o Ak 2RI 1 2 BT AR 15 1) 32l A %
FiEg) (eNATEY) E R, WX 4R A
W2 5iZiEah e,

BRI, AR AT UK B A At 22 i A
HINmEs REC Rk, 58t gs T IR R B
A e 58 ot Ak 2 SR BIL A R e Ak 4% &

© XFEAWNEME (internal locus of control) AYAMA, FLSHIVERIVEFASAETS (Ajzen, 1987; Krueger et al., 2000) ; XFF45 1
AT AR, XRMEF A7 (Bagozzi et al., 1992; Krueger et al., 2000) ,
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fan, Yo S FL AL 2 AT B2 i Al 2 o 15
WP B, G HRA; IWREHR B0 R
R A I PR AT e 23 (A 2 8 45 KA 4% ¢
NEA ., W HAESEB R HI B b 71y
3 BRI R 5K AT BE 23 7 A — i BT A 8L D1 AR
AT R AF S T R, RS E LT, X s
JERHT 25 78 Il B S —— 3 R T A TR S
(Hayward et al., 2010), 1% —SFEH T, X
SO B A S IR SR A G . T B AT BEIE
Sl 7 E Bl R A S w1, DR T A S
BRI = AT T

BN, AL BOTE S 2D E S A B O
XF A AR RIS, ] i 5 O 240 s AR A b
NINE A AE B [ 58 IA 2 ( Nickerson,
1998) —&], FEWFECHX XA A R
Hoalo lan, Gk T A2 Z 8 7 i i 25
W, XA R AN W, — 7 i,
Xt M A2 BN T R T R B 2 A
NZBEZER S A" ARNER (nPls
o) s S —orim, FHAL AT ik S
SN ST R 5 Z Bl 75 78 L 28 5 T LA 22 1
Kk, Bk A A" #EE LT A 2
FE, A R A T R AT s, A
T 220G AR o B ) A T R R e
HEMERIE S ARS8 AR DG, M JEk
XY HELEAT 51 ) B2 AR 58 3 BRI | A 3
2R, BT UL E X pk s B AL i e ke, A
SCHEH LT ARSI

WSRiERE 1. DAt S RN N ig 6l A& A4t
SERAMINME RiEEER? QS RAmnm
EFFARWHSE R NMERZET k2 4
SBAEANLHERE, EEMFEMENME
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T QEEGIENHSTESIAGER
MASBMA S FEE ANTRESEHSERED
LM HBEAEXR?

M, HSEFHEZLERN
HEWS AN

o H AR R I — ERIAT R
WAT A 288K (S A Turner, 1988) .
AL Wt B sh S5 m A, B e, Al
WS RS A S, XA 55 ih 5
FIIE 2R 0 58 X W 5K 2L ph 8 AR BB, AT 55 P 2
Jefg IR 0L Z (B FEAT: 55 A 17 B N2 21 By
GYET, MIORRIPGIESE “ BIBAR 5t 2 [ 7E A B
)RR L0 3, ik 2 5 s RN (EDVL Y
%5 (De Wit et al., 2012;: 360), Ensley %%
(2002) KB, WATBA 0 &E S 123 54 ik i o %€
(SES MR-, BERE (SXRM
RE—H) . FXFINEIIRSE, B R AR 55 th 5 5
TR 7 2 A T AE WS B AT G (Todorova et al.,
2014) o AN 5 B R ST, L
G %oF AT BAAS A B 5% 7 A= AT S0, 9 T 3
BTN F1 ( Shepherd, 2003; Shepherd et al.,
2009) . (HABARFIE LI, B0 2 o FE AN
P R E T LA A AR O 28 w2 X 1l P A %) 5 T
S0 (Breugst & Shepherd, 2015) . 3% M T i3
B, 44 e AR N — PPk 2 58 BORBF ST HAE
B, T2 EABEAUER R,

Hk, #E& T2 S8R LA S A
FIFER T B “Wiar " (faultlines) , HFIf 52
ma BN WA R CARYE 2 A R A
HGEitor 28, #— A TEAAR 53 A X [a] B2 i) 51
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HMBR AR 43 L2k (Bezrukova et al., 2009: 35) .
Bl NFNB AL AR ¢ 35 70 45 6 Ja P R A R s 4 77
TET 14 22 S5 2 O Bl AT B g U 5 M 2
B, KRR, (155 b2 AR A et/
BOMETR I = R B AU ML (Lim et al., 2012), {H
AR B N R 588 NP X R % Y] (Reagan &
McEvily, 2003) . 1 &K AR 3% (Shah & Jehn,
1993) , MHEBAEFHLN AL BEEE (Shah et al. |
2006) I, WA o EIEs

TR, BUAA SR A2 B 2 i IR B 5
FEAE TS - s P ST R, T
H IS [0 (promotion focus) AJ LI i 44
HEE R THAIET (Wu et al., 2008), iX
XN IE SR OCHE, P2 T 1) 1 91T L g
FEREFEVER (Lockwood et al., 2002) , 7ES%i
RAGTERRRAT R [ X 2647 g 2 B A0 A 1
T 1) (Amabile et al., 1996; Wu et al.,
2008) | HYMIBNHR, Ao B SOk A B
AMECH RS EFRRAS . A, BT K24
HAVHRRTE S (Hull & Rothenber, 2008; Thorn-
hill, 2006) , {H—LLZH 1) T ARG T HOE
RTAET Rt & E g, LH R TAEREM
2 BVBOTR Y AR PR BE S 3 A okt 2 B gl
IR EIET (De Clereq et al., 2014) FEDIL %
gy, BRI, FHALUS A AES Gk sg BT
BRI HARAL RS, D0 2H 2L RS 28 wi AN A4
TAEPRET B Sk i sg mi, I3 & Q1B (lies
et al. , 2011),

SR, Al A8 B AT BA B 53 BE Y 28 F-
AR T BE 5 ma ) Ml 11 BA B 5% 19 .3 77 20 ( Breugst
et al., 2015) , FERALITBCIRHAI P, BME X LA
AT EERRE AT RS A AR, OF
6 —

A AR AT B A ] QAN BB R A
Ak tE TR RE T, AR AT R E AT 55 1 g
R ; QAR B AFEE A A 1A
ANBEP (Anmfe), 48, Hava); @R
SYHC A 7 ST BE R ] & A ARk, TERERY PR
Ao B A AR T 3K AN AR S5 3R ADE BN A 1Y
S50

e, BIIGE NZIE] A b A B RN OG5 1 25
FH IR 22 ] ) . BI04 5 W 25 B 725 45 AT BA B
I R T A LA R B, TE A TR
o A HE T AN F AT S Bl 1+ 4s
JE I, ST, ASSCERH DUT RSN

WREE 2. ODitSEHIMIE el E 4t
SETEFIAMERBKRER? Q#SENM
ETFTARNHLEEFANNEREET K2 4
SEHEGLHEE, TFEMFLZHENMTE
STy QEEMNLENHSTESANER
MHASEHNFMERNNGFTESHESERHN
HEEHHFHBFMXF1?

I, HEXFEZGILERN
HEERSIAMBEE

Fhs S FR S A b L Rk 23 N 45 o )
RERAEEIETT N (25 H Cohen, 1992) , 4l
WA ERDY S R h S B s S 5k R, il
an, A A E e, 35 SR AT
RESS I, XS R M2 Bl 3 = A AR 1 4
] BB HE LA 0 v 27 ) O Hi R e S A4k 25
B\l ( Shepherd, 2003) , FE 442 i T30 H 2 g
(Shepherd et al., 2009) = 55 2 ] ( Jenkins
et al. , 2014; Shepherd, 2003, 2009) Ffras sk i



— PR 2. A AT LAl 5 A 3 AR
i (Shepherd, 2003 ), {HHAl At Al L7E HFE
R R FEZAEH (Shepherd, 2009) .
S ICHEREhE R Bl 4R AL 5 AR B B9 B 3 AL
25, AT A IR R, BT A
S AR SERTHE 2 7 . H IR IR A2
SCHRPE AR A B A (self-help groups) . H
PRV At 25 S 4 AT DA 2o B2 (ARl i A 355 | #
SRR B R A A BRIl 2, RIS RS A
(8 FeRCRE B, (AN T A R0 AR R A2
(Shepherd et al., 2009) , ZHZ1iA2x 58 i AL Rk 12
AT H R #2232 4F (McCune, 1997) , 10
B MY (Harris & Sutton, 1986) . #4375l
TRESR A AR, S BN AT A I
(NI g P e OO P = WAL D
APt SR ik — 203458 (Shepherd, 2009)

R, k4 S Rptnl DL & A e 42U,
AL AT RETE 3 T 5| 5 51 TG0 LN AN
BRI, A2 DT R B SR A 2 S HE
fihn, 453 T —A Al 55 H o 3 8] —4~ 1
M3 H i, SR ZU B T3 SR A A
S, KR T BT Al iy A
(Patzelt et al., 2020) . RTE T f#F = 1E
YR LER | AT S B, A g bed]
LU e AT 2 SRR SR, el 448t | sz A
BBt 2 3CHE, A REER WAL 23 SCRe A el 52 il J5
SEANE E N, X — W5 ] DU ST AE Al 1
= ) E A ( attention — based view ) ( Ocasio,
1997) . 4 LR HEiE (organizational support
theory) (Eisenberger et al., 1986) Fl[a{F.Cr2H4
(compassion organizing) [ HE7% (Dutton et al.,

2006) =z b, NMALUN TR #E Bt 2 SRR
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AL I,

S IR 5 T B PO A 2 S Bl 5 17
FKNH A el AR B R # T 2 HE, 2
T AT 4537 FEL 6% 119 O T SR 4R A 25 SRR IR —
ANEB B, 53 o6, Ak T 25 B 7 R
TR o042 32 A 5 KRR Bt AR b R 4 25 52
Fro RAVERE, S LFFREHYMGETH R
2 EMER (Salovey & Mayer, 1990) AR K
KFR, BT, ASCE DN W5,

WRiEE 3. DS THRAIE el ARt
SEREMNNERBERENR? QS HNM
ETARWHSa A ANMERLZET N 4
SEYHBEHLHEE, FEHEMFLZHENME
£ QEEMLENESITESAMER
M STHNEMEZRANGTIRESHESERD
HEZHFNEFREA?

N HEG@EEREY W ER
HEWSE5IAMAE

RSB RE SRR DN (3| B ) S W |
p AL F (narratives ) 7] fill A A% 323 4l A
HERHEER, inBs b ald (Garter,
2007) . K ( Phillips et al., 2013) Fl% ik
(Mantere et al., 2013) HMFHE, NA%MF
JITTE FU A BT SR s TR B M 2 X R 32 AR TR
i1 (Green et al., 2009; Suddaby & Greenwood,
2005) . Waldron %5 (2016. 821) HIBFIE AN, *
SANEE (FEBO T BH AT Ml 52 Bk 1 2
ook, FoRAEHSMEMN) MBEE
W 2 81 R 38 ) B £ 2 S RS ) 28 5 A B

Waldron 55 (2016) M4 B 17322 53 (19 F2 B AL
_7_
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T ZEFARIFARRIE LT 2x2 FEFE, 7R B
MO, A4l o B A e (K
TR . R (REARF) . RIME (FEA
) RSB (FEAF]) HKHE,

T34, PEECERE AT DR —FE X (sensegiving)
s, Wk SCAEAR RS fil N 9 2 A ik
( sensemaking) FIE X H#H4 (meaning construc-
tion) AR, BT TN 0 A AR (4 75 1) %o
HAMLHATE B E L (Gioia & Chittipeddi,
1991 442) , 5k (o) 2H AN AT, Ak
HAFLAM G IR SC T, AR OC HE 2 4]
BV ARAT G ik e BB T B, PR R 25 40 56
& HATRINT AR E TS Gk AL, A4
ZRS5IZAN TS (Petkova et al., 2013)
Petkova %5 (2013) &I, HiRER ., [FEHEFE
= T SCRE S A RO IR 5 1 A ) T 81 Al 4R 45
BIETEM ARG T, ZEEB R IS, Bl 35 n]
DAH S SO R 23 AR DG H HEATEN G <R | I
KRR EE O R Al i A vk b, DT A SR Bl A=
PERP AR 2R A F Ak gE B, B AT
AT WEEI (Kibler et al., 2017)

SRINT, WFFEF e ZAR U A & kL2 BT
SCECRUE B A, A T At 3 4 )
FNE G HAE Z AR ALV m L, AR
(NEERES SR kel N0 & 8- A o el N ps REI R AZT TN
PR SR, — R AR, WIS RN
AL RE AR R S BB 23 (19 T e e SR i
LT ZRE BRI, MR, bk E I AR SR
TER S R A S A A L R 2 Ve AT
AR AR AR R, DA S R 25 A0 56 3 3 B
Wk 1 R AR B R A O SR B T 2
PRk, #EE | AU AL F N Z i =
g

T RFR VLS BABA TR AT 2 @ AL, #R A TR
ZAETHRFE LT

eJa, BEEE R BRI 2 BT £ 7 1 A A
BT A AT 0 AL (schema)  ( Downing,
2005; Mantere et al., 2013), M DEERSHE
HAERENAITFEA % (Nadkarni & Narrayanan,
2007; Shepherd et al., 2017) . K, A3 LI
RBCERAT A S, IR AL R )
SYBLRY 22 S AR AL T SERE AT AR R AL 7R
RO F 255 thoh, Bk & 7EA
21 YRR ST R I, AR
SYPCE AL S b 38 A A AR S VR B
WRFEEATAT LA T i Ml 35 76 AU v S i) J2 4
WA B Aol A FR A BA P R B
IBAA S, IR A SN, a3,
WFIFRAT T T AR (BUER) AU,
DA B0 32 A an a5 e 4 B0 sl 1 3 8 0 49
Gy REERE AR

SR, 0 B SO, AW AT gE 32 Al
AN £ A DG SR, B I A A R R Rk AR |
WFFETE R 1 4 Be T AR B A2 RS 5 T
BUR . fIRSY | SCERE R . A KTE,
DA Rk sert o N A anfa) 8 4 B0 8 SR (R
ZRe RS AN & A RO O N 4 el = e ) B Y
S (H LR et ), T ag
FoAEE i E B S R BRI TS (AR
EERER SRR ) o B AR ik R RE
WA A LR T8, 4 A b R
1500, FEXA g, Al A BT isoE
T EMEE, R m T B R,
AN F I TER], HT U, ARG

F5E Al .



WREE 4. DAt RD@BINEE G E B4t
SEEFIA S REKRENR? O 2iT@E MM
ETARMASTRFINNEREZET M it
LBBEEIMHERE, TEMFLZHERMNME
ETU? QEENVENHSITESINMER
A SAEN S FERANTE SHESE RS
HLBBENHBAXH?

N
4

t. EZNGEARNETE

— BT Y BRI AL AT L2 ) — TR S
A, FSCERDY T AN A A S R A
(B VR AR BRE E HE AL, X S B AL
BT R R AT, MOt AR A S (H
SRR MAE T HE) o W1 Whetten (1999) Fr i,
P HUHIAE FEAS 8 A5 5 = W g e ikl
i, AHJE SRS AT AAI AR S kAl fE X e ML
IR AR Sy v A 722 i AT B AL R SR AR 5
WA LK F R e ML & Ay 4oy
VS R 5 w1 M o w2 5 A 3 =S Bi11
SErh AR T S RS K 4 A A R I PRI &R
MZRECR (W1 RS LBEL k) #AT
Higfe, DAESEIRE, thaEmE ()
FEAD R T AL DX BRI 5 T AE L 23 1 1L
FHEMER PRSP AHA/EM (Autio et al.,
2013; Seyb et al., 2019) , BETH L, KKy
WFFET LR AN R RTEAL X (TTHE)  anfer 5
M (Fisk) thaEEh (THE), LKA H G
(O7HE) gz (i) Rk X EdL 2
AN FITAS (J7HE) SEAT BB AT, Kb
Pt 1) T DAL EB R R 495 SR IR R A BRI Ak T
A BETRAFITE 4= 5 b A )l oo 72 v At S5 4 2
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NI P I PSS T A1 VA DY-A g DA
P, 8k WAR T RE R, 5 AR AR B A 2
PRI Sk A I — 2

WERERE 5: D)l F it S &m0
PO FhZERE AL B2 (2) IO i 5 471 151 0 16T 55 i €1 lle
FEHINE R Q) E B INEH & 0T 2
PO R R G2 ()10 i 2 1R L I 30 4T 25 1 €1 ol
EWHamE?

I\ R IR RS R AL

JUE B SCE 2 Wb T LAY B 1
(WLPE T RRUL k), AR SCATS 8 A B ik 0 T
FERRABETS: (WIE 1REmLE L) . |’
I Sk T BL AT SE P oG 2R B I ) ——rh
RIS EGIESGRNCIERE SE IR 3 kI gis|
o piln, AER (CERE ) &)
BEIB | S (RS IX A 4l
) o XS8R AR R HL AR AT LA S B8 Y
PURHBLAE (AR 2RO gl A e S
At 2 {maE ), dn] fE S FAALH] (b s
WL, S S 6 3 T R A BE R R T AL IX
LR RE R ) o FE T, AR SCHR LU R RS
[ 7L .

WEETIEIRR 6: (DB 2 B IA &N 7= H fn A 2 5%
ERTElENEESEES? QR FEHH S
30 qAr i 3R T el B A &N 42

A, “EEKT MR
ASCERAE T — A A HESE, RIS By

B 13 4 Bl 2 k2 S A Al & B ML
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An Arrow Connects the Bow to the Target
—Mechanisms Linking Entrepreneurs’ Social and

Cognitive Constructs
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Abstract: In entrepreneurship, research on social factors and cognitive factors represent two substantial streams of research
that have independently contributed to our understanding of entrepreneurial phenomena. However, while there has been research at
the intersection of the social and the cognitive in entrepreneurship, we lack a comprehensive understanding of the social cognition of
entrepreneurship. In this essay, we explore the intersection of social and cognition in the entrepreneurial context to gain a big—pic-
ture understanding of the social cognition of entrepreneurship. This topic is important because the social is often fundamental to en-
trepreneurial cognition such that ignoring it or discounting it as “external” to the entrepreneur’s cognitions under—represents its po-
tentially powerful influence on the way individuals think, feel, and behave throughout the entrepreneurial process.

Key Words: entrepreneurship; cognition; social; process
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