1% L X 57 32 i & W0 {AT R B B 2

—4ke. KRS

1 & JE % (Eric Yanfei Zhao)

# E. %M#KX% (Optimal Distinctiveness, OD) X — 4 A /£ 4 2 AT R P 3% 7 5
Tk, AWK, BRRER CLPRERALSFE SHAREANTHOFRE
Mo BEBEME LG F P, £HFmik 2017 F L & T (Ko F 2 FIHR)
(SM]) # (RMLR 4. HHH EEALLEREERGILA) — XK EHERARE, B
REHF, FRRAY, BESART, LELH/MAH, LEkE, ——20, £
HLFRFBERIBR T FTEFAF G, »FARTIRPHIEKE Rk, A&
WL AL AR R0 RAER L, dsh, EXF TR R BZR LK AT T A TA
PEFTHELEFR P RSB AR, HhDm, BAEEF—B%E, 5L
FTRHRMEAN “FHRET TR, LARBEARGFZ KA RELEFR R E54EE,

X RHRE S KSR, MuEib, £, 5%

UTAER, A B BB PLE A BE AN d S IX 4 (Optimal Distinctiveness, OD) f%
FURANE T VZ 268 5 7 AR SR . B 2017 AERIWE ClRetBIX 4 gl 2 st
5 S HACRY (Optimal Distinctiveness ; Broadening the Interface between Institution-
al Theory and Strategic Management) F ([RBSEFEIRY (SMJ) KFELK, CiET
o i, OD WAL EA5 DAdh i, 7RI 5 SEuk il /™8 v A o i
PSR, E 2RO XL Z 4 (Zhao et al. , 2013; Bu et al. , 2022) . ff%
WASME (Haans, 2019; Taeuscher et al. , 2022) . Bf[A|ZhZA5E (Zhao et al. , 2018) %

« ARIURBIEZF A AP RGTE AT H (72432007) BB BRI RO 4R T B 5K G 2 S B A
CEI2AUIR) MRS, LR E R R By 27 B 5 A B s 8t 1 S 5B T B



Brnses
EHEFHAR
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SLvfEE (Barlow et al. , 2019; Majzoubi et al. |
2025) HEAT T WM 5 RA . AT SCIEZ T, OD
WFFEAIR AN FIR ] T 45 FhETHY O7 86, WE 84
A (Bu et al., 2022) . ¥ HE B (McK-
night & Zietsma, 2018) . HRIEF LI (Majzou-
bi et al. , 2025) MALEE T H A (Majzoubi &
Zhao, 2023) %,
XEEREER T2 A T AR S Tk
H 2017 4 SMJ RFRZICLIK, EHESFENT2
JIHEZ) OD BFFE A AR XA @ ik . FATHE R E
EH¥S (AOM) fF4x R8T —F 5] OD ff
RENEREOIT 2 (PDWs) , XEEHFT 2R3k
B, BATF LT HIS 5 E RS S
T A AT AR AT S8 — 8T 4 WF 5 9
o PO R, S AR A . EEHE
WLR S ) R0z S M, OD Ry ) E 28 0%
g SHA ISR T, MDY (Kang &
Grodal, 2024) . [EPFREE % (Gu et al. , 2025) .
Tl E RS (Puzakova & Aggarwal, 2018) | iZ#4%
#f (Deshmane & Martinez—de—Albéniz, 2025) . {
BZ% (Vaast & Pinsonneault, 2021) L) Jz 4t
554 Hl (Schifer, 2023) AFERRITAI
LA, AHOC U SOk ZE FhIg I, 20
B KRR, HidE 2017 4 SMJ I
PERSCR R LRI AR B, TFRIFFRA L,
JeJRE Ak M (Durand & Haans, 2022; Zhao,
2022; Zhao & Glynn, 2022) , $Rifi, TERZLER
H, BEA SCRER ASRDS 2017 AEJIR G bR ki M8 3¢
HEMERS KRR, FL L, XELEN
RAGS SR PR T . 1E SMT R
WA FRBE LR R PI AR IR SC, I TIE R

AP PERALE] . SR s, FHEA SR
—_2 —

Wiffe HFde SMT EUNEEREEHRICE, Biki
SeA S0 E] 189 RS, AL 6
A, AT ERO 2 —
TSR, U AR R A H R A R
WX 7 (OD) #FFEhs, # g & 2017 4¢
KFAE SMT B IR R SCRET Ja i R S R 3Rk
Fe: X—ARREATH 27 Sad ZRIBEW S IEEH,
SCEEMMAT AR 7 FLA]) G B R Bk A, SO i
WX 7 18 — A R ) R SR, A
Se. AR LAy 57 R BB A, B A [ X
SEEE], B 2017 4 SMT —SCABES A e 5 o
Wi L, EHEAERR RSP
SCEPEA R RBEITIE . X001, e — ek
AR EIRER . BT DAEDT B b a3 2
P, ASCAUERS 2017 45 SMJ —3C k3R i
s, SO0 ETITEA RN e i Sk
I TR 2 E e R~ SR — 195 M o

Z. FEE5HE

RAEEA X 43318 ( Optimal Distinctiveness
Theory, ODT) f£ 2017 4FJ5 A A — > 57 1Y
WFFT4ek, (H B FE Al B AR T PR &
WFSE4T: SRS T (Porter, 1980, 1985) Al
HIEEHEE (Meyer & Rowan, 1977; DiMaggio &
Powell, 1983) ., SEHLEBT /KK K2 (Univer-
sity of Alberta) ICPEidi-f2 Ay, 48 S A8 Bl
S, HILAEX WA SIREEZ TR %
ko BT ZRAAEE I 28 A il B2 e e Je 2 H A
FARNCLRIE o

B HE, JCHIE B 3 X, 24T 20
el 70 4E4X, JFAE 80 AEME— 2B K JE, Wik



HFALA T EE IS . KO T, 4
BUTRHAZ BN AL L5, 232
Rt 2 i —— R S I 515 S —— iR
ZI5% M (Meyer & Rowan, 1977; Zucker, 1977;
DiMaggio & Powell, 1983), X — ¥ if [ 2%,
B o L P 35 2 S b T L ) B 1 [
XS Philip Selznick N H:[F] 32 Fir 8 S 1 1H
RS 3 SR RE . 5 DI RE 3 SRR R g5 AR DG
AL AN ), ol B 2 OO HE ) 2 R 5
R IARAS E 33 A7y 44, DL AR,
PRG3R s g ey A AR 08 5 0 1R B9 38 D)
Ko MiFZ, ERETHMARATE Z. B
Briil e R g (ndl gt Fat &) 1
BN o

FIEEB IS 2 B, ZRET A%, W
PR WA & A, AU b i ) R 3
WERM A, #RIHHL00FE AT —28.
il BE BRI hy i B S el — R 9 B A 3L i
MIRMER (WHEE . MrEW . (58 Friang,
1717 2L 2 o ST AR 2 HC T A o B 37 3 R

PLFE A A B (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983;
Tolbert & Zucker, 1983; Deephouse, 1996), 4
B B B OB, A S

PEA R I RLE . IME . 58 S0E SRR,
Fe— SRR AR AN B & RS B0E
(Suchman, 1995, p.574) . @ EEHE A K

MTEPEZER (CARE S ENL) , ZHE ] i 3
W, AT EE T . Ak (Scott,
1995) o Ti3d i AR I - S 2R (A
fEdn, &, B, A0 5 fg. R
B, FHBL D i B 3 R I 2R B, kT
THHAA R 35 (Scott, 1995) 0 I, 45 ik

RN E LR R de TR ARG

PEVE g — b B B 190 ] B2 14 AL A —
(conformity) # Bl 20 LUK 15 32 AR HY BRUAR P77,
TR L LU A . BEIRARIC S SRR B
LA R B T B O I A UG A (DiMag-
gio & Powell, 1983) 55z (Meyer & Rowan,
1977) W —2tk, JRLeisiy AOE, RET
—HEAE LM (Deephouse, 1996) & fi
(Glynn & Abzug, 2002) K47} (Fiss & Zajac,
2006) 75 1 fT i R i) A kW R o i R RS
7R 1 P i e i —BCrE sy, JF R T
21 2 3ok A R B S U IR A i R R g AL
220 {42 90 448, H Powell 5 DiMaggio
(1991) EGiryE 254 (L0 b B il 2
F XY (The New Institutionalism in Organizational
Analysis) ——BINFRZ R “HBEEH" —ITHR
Wy 5] e R AT S, Rk T
B EE SO R R . B AR AR E — B
AR S, PHREREAFRRT &R (con-
formity) 5[A|y (isomorphism) , T2 AR
il BE AR AR 3T AP AR oy anger T B AT A B
B, RARORS WY A4 Al 22 a0 e K 22 o o 2 2
is T Sk S, ) R PR T 4R S
PR IE S RESITE (agency) 5742iE (change)
P, fr Ut RS R R A ST
PEXFESTIF T RI1T, A IS H 3
JEIE Ty, T RE 8 DL 5 20 03X 26 T g
Bl4n, Oliver (1991) BHf Il 1 il B2 HLIE < 1
ZAAL A FIES GESI PRI, R 1L
LA T X ] R T s I SR S AS T] A s [
W7, PR R S R T L. TR
SEffi b, Oliver (1997) gE—2DFik 1 i B 3iE

SRR B RS L2y, R BRI AL UL o R
— 3 —



é’ 2R
B FHR
%1%

HEARSS G, LA R Al 53 BT vk 5 AT 45 28 58
AR FI R . EHBEGHELRE T, BEH R
Al Bbn CanflieE o) 388l & o
P, MBI EAE S (AR Tl AR )
IS AR B . R T R R (A
ARG R A MTE ) Ani] i 25 52 e ol Y
PR E P S 58 P LA UBE T, Oliver (1997)
Sy B 4 T SR S A ML AR 5 A AL R e 3 [
R AT G HUR AL T RS Kk A,
Deephouse (1999) & T #45 P 1) S s -ty 21
W, VAR 52 4 J i 5 5 ) B A ELAE
JEAE SR A 35 1) B PG 2 (R SR R

20 fHt2g 90 A A 2 il B2 RIS 5 BE A5 52
L2, 40, DiMaggio (1988) WEIFAFSY il
JEBNE”, M2RBOR T RS T AT sl T i
AT B A SY (Z738 W] 2 L. Battilana et al. |
2009; Hardy & Maguire, 2008), Lounsbury FI
Glynn (2001) & 730 AbEE e, Bt T 81
b AR A 7 i BE R BRI S T, A A X 4y
A, DURICE M IF 4 OSE IR

) 21 2L RT 20 4R, B[RRI R A4 Wi Dy
FEEIEZ T, —RUEFAHILR T, [
28 245 (Thornton et al. |, 2012) | il &H 4«
£ (Greenwood et al. , 2011) , #|E TAE (Law-
rence & Suddaby, 2006; Lawrence et al. , 2009)
34 B (Lounsbury & Glynn, 2001, 2019)
SRS, JEIFIREINTE, HES) T R ROR
HEEHIS IO A o 3K 28 R TR ANIRAL T X
JEARE S AL T AR, 0 OGBS P AT
B S S B, T Sy R e
WIS 5 2 18] (R B2 il G RE T B 25 (]

LI
— 4 —

SEH T 2010 AFEHE ABRA(IE K 2F S0+
S, AR TE AR B R AFT B RS S B 9 Y
. 4Hf, Mike Lounsbury iF 5 Pat Thornton
Fl Willie Ocasio & fE#85  (iil FE & 5 9 /A )
( The Institutional Logics Perspective) — 5, Hifi
JE BRI PR AL T A T 1Y) SCR DT 34 A AR 1)
el MBI SR HCHFS S
PIBT RS, BN A& A0 R T B
= SUFIRE SN (Thornton et al. , 2012), St [A]
i}, Royston Greenwood %A1 A TE k5 i i 42 2%
WS, R 2 E R A 4 A 1 s ek
TR, LR L fa] B %3k Fi &2 2% P (Reay &
Hinings, 2009; Greenwood et al. , 2011), Roy
Suddaby 0] 5 B /R {f1 3% K 2 4% & Tom Lawrence
&6, PRI T H B TAE (institutional work ) fJf
5, BRI A A5 RE 2 SR 1) 4T sl 3 An o] B
i 4 A IR B (Lawrence & Suddaby,
2006; Lawrence et al. , 2009)

BT AR R AR A, B
Wk, WHMEEB L hmLE, I
TR T BT 1) T IR DL 5 B A2 Ml B 5 AR

bl

bl
op

=, BEBAE: —T1]
1E L HITIR

2011 4F, 2% 7E David Deephouse [ fif, % B
R L, WZMASE T2 AR T, —
IR b, FRATAFEE T F 1999 45k RAE (hmg
EHER) (SM)) ERZIaesC, Bk iR
S [a] 81, Deephouse (1999) 13X — g,
TWbRG T 22 AL S A R LA,



Al G SR AL T AT R A, A AE IR SO dE
th, ZRfb (s g) 565 GRBOEY
) JLREIER, fg B FRI SN SR HEO
WA s Al 78 22 A 5 Ak M Z a4k 37
i, G GEREIE L 0 S AR L, SEEE AL
G fim =z, I EEEFAMIE S A%
PERY £ A0 2 [V A A . A8 RS-
IEAHELUN Deephouse T JE L I —E X HIKR,
B2 540 5 65 R Z R Y K 00 IR 2R 51 36 2 5t
Hot, IERE S P A B 4R (McNamara
et al. , 2003; Jennings et al. , 2009) ,

AR, EISRMAZ LK T RIS, R R |
LIS SO0 E 2 R, W A FRSE 2
B, U “3Egii4:” (Porac et al. , 1989) . “fif
JiC53E %7 (Rindova et al. |, 2009) | “#EH 5
HFEPE”  (Abrahamson, 1996) . B 55 )"
(Tschang, 2007 ). “# &% 53 B R
(Ghemawat & Costa, 1993). “# & 5 F "~
(March, 1991)  “ 4Bk — S0Pk 5 A 45 1
(Voronov et al. , 2013) . “/p2K 54 %" (Pe-
dersen & Dobbin, 1997) . “ MG AR+ 5 ML %
B (Durand et al. , 2007), AR “Hms 56
SRk Ioe"  (Glynn et al., 2000) o X Btk 7)
R R T BBy E 2R, N RIS RIPE”
(Deephouse, 1999) . “Z4ri: . A3:tE” (Chen &
Hambrick, 1995) . “}&m43:44” (Finkelstein &
Hambrick, 1990) . “#& ¥ Ml 4% 7 ( Navis &
Glynn, 2011) % “[fm&4325" (Vergne & Wry,
2014) , A—Ti 2

Deephouse (1999) MY IGE 128 % 2%
W, EHERKM, AkSERLNK) R Z
U OPRE, T RSP X SR

RN E LR R de TR ARG

ESE gL, B R b A R, e
7t 5 Deephouse iig B, EH EiHT], REX
— IR IR, H R R G TR KR
BT R HESR . BARGIHERE, H0h
5% R GeME M AE ik — PG . FE b — A A
EH X UCBEIR IR 2%, RGBT
" FEA G R R RS T S S RS
Plexidit RS0 fi 3 5 2251 F Deephouse (1999)
MBIESE, PRAL SO MR S el g
I EAE I ?

M., sHEEILHIE:
“AMEERIEML

XL [ e | 2 e ) S L A
CHEOEE AT X — M. EERIWIRRESE b
EME A L”  (Compensatory Legitimation) iX—
MG JRIT, BRE LR A kT 2017 4F SMJ
UK e oA, X — SRS,
WTEEX R feffk “—SE” 5
“254k” (conformity vs. differentiation) 22 [A]
WA J& EAFAER R R A LA S

RGN, 2H 2 I SR IO JBE Y 2
ok < — 2T 5 R ZE
B, WRORIL “AERELE A U B b BN TR,
WA F#H " (Rosenkopf & McGrath, 2011,
p- 1297) o LIRSl I8 5K SO - Ay, B AE S
B2 ALY TR I, PR 5 % 1Y 5 vE Tk LABIE
2, Witie RS IETE E AR A RES AR TR
(Deephouse, 1999, p. 147) . XM iE HOR A
PR RE SR e — SIS BG4 i s i 25 AR A MLV
AORREE, IR g bR v 5 B ) A7 e il 2R

5
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K&

SR, XA AR B, (A AE W] )R
Mo BoE, BRBARRIES 22 A e T —
BEEA L, I A PR . ETE R
W, ZHZAT LAAE IF 38 19 48 B2 F [] I S 300 AR (L1
5252 (Crisp & Hewstone, 2006) . filln, —
FARME AT AALE £ BRI 5 BRI RN, [ e
A M B IR LB 22 AL (Zhao et al.
2013) o HUR, WP (R B 2 R LAAR B 4E S
HGLE, EIEE R, AV E AR R X Al
P, R HAS BT BT (Serensen &
Stuart, 2000; Benner & Tushman, 2002) ., #%/)5,
B — EUE S mOR AU TR A SR AT
f, AELAS 2 B 1% 20 5 T X DA B A O A 28 52
jiti (Martens et al. , 2007)

TE R BOG TF2 591 5 SCA Bk 9 SRR S, 2
BRI 75— e IX —oF JE 1 g A —d i
IR EMEERIFAE” (the dual projects of classi-
fication and enumeration) SZHELG k522 71k
(Pedersen & Dobbin, 1997, p.432) ., XA
N, AR W 2 A B sk A LR
B, T 2% S Ak W AE S AR &K 2 (Pedersen &
Dobbin, 2006; Glynn, 2008) ., i, “—ZH:”
5 “2emA” ZWR P E A IEA R Z R By
J2f#EHe. B0, Lounsbury Al Glynn (2001) #
, 8 TRBGE ORI E, LSRN
4 IO 308 3 R R AR oMb P A R AR R o (G 2% S
P, TR B 30 e 3 5 ) B2 AR RO T
SN SRR IR HYE M . & . Ak, A
Wl RL “fEdERERAEA (kZ) Skt
W, B (HA) miHERME" (Lounsbury &

Glynn, 2001, p.547), 3X Wi ik il )5 3F 55 3%
— 6 —

BARNE, AL EE L fTEL (0]
&) MZHAk, Navis fil Glynn (2011, p.482)
B, B B AT LUK [ B 3 kS S
FkIFE, DAEIL AR . A
FB B A LRI, JHER At il 4
A7, TN AR DUR R, SR e AR
o MATAK, AikES 2 SR RSN
ST, TR T DAGE R A S 25 Rk
A — A R A

R, 2B S RSP0 15 43 )2 43 R AN K
R, TR T R - BE-2 R
" FIEREEAS, BIAMEE G b, X
BLE, ZUE— N2 AR AT A 1 T AT AR
55—~ B T BRUET A 5 300 A vk i 2k
80 3 A S ] 24 S B — Bk 5 25 ek, 41
A AR R SR B, AN B, R, —
Hrk 22 RSB, AN ARG BT
BRIV 5SS 5020, X
YERETCAES, TR LR IESS MY, 754 2% 1
S T b, B TC G I 4t AE S A ik
PR A L AMEE I BE ) AR U

“IMEMEGTEAL” W T EE SOk,
DA 3 77 ] R A o g o SRR AR o
PR (Weiler, 1983, 1990), HiKTiZ, 20
{2 70 AR E RO R P o, SEE K
RO G Ak TGl R EL, 4
ey SR U 22 Tl it L K A R R RS o S 1) A o
Hrpoekmz —, Ml AS 50, #iF
PO, 2EAE L KA S AR 25 HH OG5 B AR B i3t
TR T LA B BT A e SR, 2 30
ST IRERBUR T AR A R . A S U
P AT A R Ak v, DL TR



S A BB T AR (Weiler, 1983)
Weiler (5% A= 3 7R T BOBBUR il 2 T i)
TR BRG] R0 o] 386 3k — 3R 47 MM SR s A5 LA
2538

“CRMEYE G AL” — iR B Weiler 1 41,
LN FENLE] 50 FE . Pesa: . T Ea &
Fh o2 F RPN Ao OH2ER R,
AN 5 R U R LA R ) AR AN B B
Fa (Adler, 1924) . Po“gptss iR, HE—17
AR — DRI, TORANLAE 5 —
(IR JE (Keeney & Raiffa, 1976) , H#2%H K
B, AT A RO, (HH M AT R
ZUE RS, TR L EH M (A (Chernev,
2007) o Fha2EX R T M BFIE R, e
FIRE RN, 4 22 B P 2 5 AU 74 7S 0 A
PR Sy 224 1l 56 26 304 2 2 DA 44 i R 4328, T AE 1%
B, G T - i B, A 2R S
AR WA (Zhao, 2008) o ZEWLIX 2L
Bk, —UUBZ A EE . Tk
PERTHRRN ) — B 2R, TR R IR
JUNESE AT S

HMETE SRR B 8, TELHRRFSE Pl ]
Wyif5t. 4N, Elsbach il Sutton (1992) %KL,
Wikt S s Rk 5 Nl M k&S
JEF T TAED S Ak b 9, Sy mT RE By
EEAIFT A IES o Khaire (2010) 481, #id
AT 3 3 A A A M 1 25 4 5 R M I B
PRI A AR o Zowt A Huy (2007) 5T
T VU RAEPEAT B—— 2ok E b HR 5 R R
AR NI BE L T3 25 AL A TR A 3k 4 20
AEJ1 . R FER IR SHA . L5 R
A SEFE 14 6 2R 5 —— DA 158 H ik 2647 3 1 ]

RN E LR R de TR ARG

SRR A Ml R 25 AN B 2 1 5 o 4 B U 1 2R N
1M & A 4 ik A £ Hargadon F1 Douglas
(2001) ¥ AT Z 31 AE 5 AT BT AR5 Hh FR 1L
TH—NAHNBRE. AT, 2R
IR A BT A, O LRI TR A
M, JEEAMUR T FWAR AT . HAAT S,
T AEMEIT REZERE TR RGh
MBAEITR, HANE L2, LA
THRURRE, LSRR, XA 5 A
WSS, O RO S WRLR 54, I
1L 28 Ko

HICRT DL, AMEPE A A R B X A 2 2 3
FUTFAEA . X —BEE A EERE 5 AEDESE,
EATVER— A EHESE . A —— R —
HERE A AE AT IR AN ) — A R ——AR Al
SHRPINZFIEAEAERE, IRV e 2L [m
IRYE A AR e, IE U Weiler (1983, p.262)
FRE: RN E, GESRAMATES AN T B R
LR TR .7 R, #MEES A Rk
MU —FE 5 22 Ak Z IRl R5 A 7k ) ) R4
PTG A A

£\ EE@*T}E:
M “wMEESER”
B “BEds HET

Ry, EHEWIG, B CAMEEEEAT
X —H s 5 A LB IS, IR IR 2 =
% Mike Lounsbury Fl Greg Fisher, {1/ 3k 5 A
2017 4F SMJ &3 o [RIET, 2B m ik
- SR e S BT IR SR, LT

FERAULAT TR 4R DB DL S e TR PR 7
— 7 —
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AMEEGIEAT BRE—-AOMERE S, HH
PP TR, REERmEME “—BE-2%R
™ Pl ) Bk S FE R BT S AL, )
o T3 £ T Ao - i B, R TS
JIZ BN A BESCGET (IN3E € (-5 Al B30
XGRS HIE, RIEBITHEDT,

R B ) A 3% . DML S RE T
FEY AT Ml 5 = U A SCHR AR I 2R 7 ()t et - Al
PEERE A ZmE (P8 k55 Foc, flk)
PEATHRIT? DRIV An o] 5 7 Jeg s (A Ige
OOl NERIE ) MER? @ CAMEME S
EAL” BB a0 R S ]I B
S5O R A P A

RAETFAR T A R BeR A, HEOE B
CARIARA: Wk MHE T e — P4 5E. G AE
TUEW] AR AR ADURM R C— 3
-2 " FIEN—MIT5, BRI NS
EHIPHERY T E Tk

WHEIX R/ IR, EH 55 EE LR T
X — A0k, Kigy R B Rl B SUR A
ks AR SIEALT L Ao P i EE KR S
AV SR B W S S R B R R = AV
i WA, BAlEEGIA TR ER ., Rl S
I SR S HESF T8, 35 T 5 SO IS
X3

BERAB B o — SRR AR A, MK Kb
PEakAe™ PO IRSZAL, F i AR — AT
TR B SR T DU A S B R 3
OfriafE T 242 m), Hbh—8t 5251
IE SR Q% RBA T, RAAR
MR v, 2R Al B 22 BER) £ A1 oG
SRR s Al AT it 2o Al — vt 5 22 S AL Y
N

ANFGERE, SOsPERRE I EA @ -2
SAL” WP JE AL A AT VS RO AT Bl A LA
fifRde, AL BRI IX )

JEGEA S, H “WMEESEL” X —
ARIEP AR, #H&ikE—DK %R, ERZE SMT
i, EESAEERIEGy “ A" (the
straddling perspective) o 3X— BT AR HOR M L Al
P T ALl ] 7 B R 5 5 A 2 4R F
P, XA CAMETER AT LI
FENL, UM TIZ BEHESE T 1 = RALH 2 —.
FRATHE M B = Fh L A 45 QO Rb A RN
(ccompensatory offset) ———p b i 1o 76—~ 45 dek
HA ) — B R R AN 5y — U Y S T R
(fJ “HEEMEGEAL” MRS SEM) ; QRCE
Mg HE ( configurational orchestration) —— [
TR RS BC S, DR S5 i S 22 5
;s @HEXTFRIE R MBI (asymmetric relational ini-
i S A S 2E R

WICR IS8 BTG LA™ RIT,
ek AR o “ —BE-Z 70" FE
ZRLI 2 — o FEfRiX — 5 A EL ST H SO A
FKPERIHESE, FRATHEIT G R R I3 E SMJ,
PEAE SR

tiative )

7N SMJ 3R IR FER R 15

NIk, SMJ LU E] 189 fHiR R iR
PBAAR B s i QBT P A e STk, 5 o
=26 IS TRBOEN kT (A2, sEAlEW
PR RINGEREIRC; 133 R “Arke”
(C2), HBUNFHESS; FRATIRSR S HAR 41
Rz “feE” (B2K). MEZ, A A



AT PE ]I AIRA

SMJ R E T JATE RS (48
PR TAL 2 EnE, EEAENE) oA R
i3 22 52 S AR ) ARES AR 22k AR
1, AATIXHESR A Al S 2 AL, AR A~
HATREA LRI R P SRR
K AR Sk SRR Z R ERE
EMAA . BLAh, BT — i BEA il TR
T, T REAFE LA (S Al 7 BT PR B

SERIVE S, FATTAT) et g 41 5 4
PENGEREIE T, HATHHARMH “FrE” RN
B, B HAL D 58 3 ME Mg kil 2, L
iR L b B RO SMU A RIS . SRR
FEAETTRAE, FATTS LA AR LA B0 3 % X —
PRk

t. ¥IRRE: N “BiEdm”
B “HEER” NEREN

SEF RN R BRI, BT R
WML AESE SR MR SE L B I A
I, AR ARE G, RATERE W
TPE”  (Configuration Theory) AEW B FH W H.
A SIS AT A O B — R R KT A
A 5t B 22 T 2 4 M S B s 1 R 11
MG, MREIEXT CRSE BT (SM) 1
EHEIL AW, PRI EEEZ ——
Danny Miller, 5 75 {457 2140 O X — PR AR
A FF B TR

FEMBIT SR B rp, AT, A 6
F M -ERAE FEAOHFRKZET
ST, B — B 2 SR B

RN E LR R de TR ARG

—HLm M E RIS . AT, X —H
it TR, R B R R i TR il o 388 3o
W bR B R R, WIS EL A S 25 Rk
TRATHE— 2L 5 R, +4 R FEIE 0T DL R OF 1k
“IREETEALAT A -2 A RS
fie, (AR TR M, AT A & AR X
P LG IE R AR, X — a5 AT LA AL Deephouse
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Abstract: The concept of optimal distinctiveness has gained significant traction in management research, shaping scholarly
dialogue across domains such as organization theory, strategic management, entrepreneurship, and international business. In this
reflective essay, I recount the intellectual journey behind my 2017 Strategic Management Journal (SMJ) article, “Optimal Distinc-
tiveness ; Broadening the Interface between Institutional Theory and Strategic Management” , tracing its origins, development, and
the rigorous review process that shaped its final form. I discuss the theoretical inspirations and debates that motivated the paper,
the challenges encountered during its evolution, and the key insights that emerged along the way. Additionally, I reflect on how the
paper’ s publication catalyzed a growing body of research on strategic positioning of organizations and markets in competitive envi-
ronments. By sharing these reflections, I hope to offer both an inside look at the process of developing influential research and in-
sights for scholars navigating similar academic journeys.
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