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A BT RT3 , I A I R R e B S8 T A S HL (N E R B
ol GREE ) TC B AT . SR, 28 3% o B 2 — B B K MR 4 R B9 PR . Friedland F1 Alford
(1991) "IN g, AR S At 2 7 s R A DR E T S T 3 S A — BBt —
LA ] B SCARAR R o 28 T 2 G0 A 3% sh Ak S T 390 3% 3l OF BT A5 [R) S0 o 28 6 ) A, {HL S BR
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Ve 00 A B, Ol B — R B 8 f X ST T AR (] A B i o R R R B X ST . 9 At A7
FEE, CRARGEIG T R [ BAE R —Y7 W G R A N S R A R R
TATVITA BN X R v T g PR (R ) 22 48 B /R 94,2008 ) YL S — 7 T, X — 4t A B X
T LS 4 4 0 L T A EL A R £ T B SR (U R U ) SR A 4
A — A G R 88 (U2 20 A 25 2 ) 4 U3 (1% G B BAE ) 9 #4 % ( Lounsbury I
Boxenbaum,2013) "™ | 3% 5 J5 o 21 SV BH I8 2 AT ] 2 IR B = 0 Ak 2 A5 4 o AT o R | R A
5 BE BN T G TE (I 4 ,2014) PR R, A K IE B T AEAE LR BRI, 613 AE G i
) B 0 X TR AL BB T B 20 402 BE AL TE 25 L % ) B A8 ST 4 A5 3R % B¢ ( Thornton 45,
2012) "7,

5545 5 1) B AN [ il J3 32 e 9 65 ) R Ry BOE 2 0 o S R PR Y R AT S R AE R B i
R A 3 9 3 S, ARASEE W A A 2 40 B B R R, i — A S e G R T L IR 25 B T B
(Friedland ,2012) 7' W0 SR AEAS R R SUT 8 T T AL 9 B pAkE 2035 5t v B TG vk A2 T L IF
B Hb PR A#% T 1 ( Friedland F1 Alford ,1991) " (R , 45 06 % 6 kb 25 647 — AP AE DU REVE 69 Lk 2 18
() B A, 465 4 25 WA — b A7 A VA T DR 1 BE R R 5, 9F N = A 0T 2 O —— 1 I 5 4 AR g A
N Ak T b 5 B R oA 4 40 I P R RUR AR B (k2 ) 0 ) I 4T BF 5E ( Friedland 1
Alford , 1991 ; Thornton %5 ,2012"° ; kaz i Juh 20132 ) o HUAT S HE, J7 il e 4 [ A 3% 10 28 3F
ST S S B B R 0 7E 3 BT A A ) — R BE (AT LR ) W Se s e B | S
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L A1 7/ el I B A A1) SN T S A 20 Il WP D5 il Al A A I /e )
(Greenwood % ,2014"" ; Thornton 45,2005 ) R AI#E A% 0ol BE—— I WE A £ X R T FH,
PR [ 4 T 0L R () g B T SR A 55 A [R) A TR A [) A A 7 2 3 o A 3k e ) g
SRR LA [ 0 0 18— R S B 5 A S G AR —— I B 1 B G AR 9 e A R AT R A
W A ZURE N, #AT, Friedland F1 Alford (1991) M 48 1 YA PG )7 dh &t 98 A = X K BE FHE
IR R 3 B O RO i B2 2 A, S O, Thornton %5 76 35 41 RIS 9 JE il 1 3% 4508 H 3K
FEE B S ECHOR % R ik b Y A P 5 k22 80 ) B ( Thornton, 2004 5 Thornton
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- 2x 2 vh 20 T BE BRI, 5 — B R BE R AR A A0 B R SIS, TEAE S B AT TR L2 K
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1 Bl , L5 % AR 1K 26 A0 B G (932 5 (T RHER ,2010) 1
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( Thornton FI Ocasio,2008[3] ; Meyer Fl Hollerer,2014[8] ), R A WX AH e S AT BB i B 2
Thornton Fl Ocasio (2008 ) it Ji£ 8 " 52 XNy 4k £ 1AG Y 7 0 P B SCAL R AE 455 W B S 8%
B AN &, S AT H ARG IR T L8 L e 2, T8 R R A RS W R AT
FE RN FNAT R 1S4 5 2 A HL I ( Ocasio, 1997134 ;Lour15bu1ry,20()7mﬂ ; Dunn #1 Jones,Z()l()[m 5
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7% 45 7% G AR S ] (Thornton 45 ,2012) 1 JF4 14 1 N3 B 20 0L — OV ) 22 32 UG ) € 22 48 43 7 62
B, ZA R I, P P R T R A B T AT W O T, BT AT T A B e R TR VR (A
1 FrR) o [RVEE, /E R BRIS AY B8 3Lk S0 &, 2008 4F k& # 7 { The SAGE Handbook of Organizational
Institutionalism ) — 35 /7 (1) { Institutional Logics) — 3, 3£ i | /& ( The Institutional Logics Perspective) —
BHYHTE 2 SCHE T B2 T AL, Sl 1 2 AT D — oo R A T R AS SR - ik
AGCRESl A 42 WLy i B 1) 2R 8 ) B2 4 ) J5 5 SO A U B il L of] B2 Y 22 )22 U LA K g SR AU

DA i 2 3% 490 5 AV 18347 4 B HL T ( Thornton Al Ocasio 2008 5 43z A JE M #:,2013 )
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Complexity and Organizational Responses)— 3, 76 i i3 A i BE 22 B 5T AU BEmE | 2 LRG| T
) RE A2 AR M s A B ol B A2 e M 5 A ] R HE R A T DA UL 22 e M B fOUE 4H 1 [l )V £
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&, DL Greenwood % (2010) ™ X thil B 32 4 22 Jr itk IR T 312 8 0 o 31, X = o 1 St 40 ke iy S ik
Xof G 28 A 2ok 43 SR, MR WS T Friedland A1 Alford (1991) 1 “ s dk 254 Jy— M AETE W 1E X
F ] B ) R 45 B BRI A, Lounsbury (2007) W0 B3I T 5% 4 3% i 43 X 40 GUAT b 72 A K IR Y
e, 5 5E T G302 48 1Y 41 2 1 B 5 4 SR AR s A8 5 4 A8 3L 00 S AN (), 5 A 622 0 %) O 1 it o B
4 2 4 {4 i) T4 301 4% 6 5 ST SR W% . Reay A1 Hinings (2009) ' Pache Fl Santos (2010) ' I 3
T [\ — N 58 432 5 1 A8 BR AR AR D SE G 2 4R 1R O R A PR N B AR - B PN 2 T
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(Lounsbury,2007 ) ™ B 3 5 : 20 4137 40 4 555 4 (A S b 2 ) 7 J3E X 32 B R A 4 2, B3 b o
58 %t 44T M BB . 1 40 Lounsbury (2007152013 ) 48 i 9 , 52 1% G0 8 il 13 34345 58 4 [7] A4y
L B R s P ) 52 0, B8 AR B 2 40 0 P 22 O o R S I LA, R AT SRR e £ G
3 %X 2 4R 5 0 9 365 R T 5 S 5T b O A a0k B LA A A% 9 35 ) BE B 9 95 X ( Haveman 1 Rao,
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R 20 3 R A T S R R A R RN AR R 2 T L (H U B S S X 4 4L T
g 7= H e sE HEAE F ( Dunn #1 Jones ,2010) 0, — EL— ikl BE 32 48 0k £ 5, fE 28] S 5 3004 45
BRSSO G A R 1R R AR M 7 b, T 22090 At AE S S 2 48 89 17 3R ( Thornton,
2004) 7 PR 3 — 9 BT 9 TR 22 SR FE 150 7 S0 R 5 1 D7 5 o 2L R[] I 391 1D ) 3 B o A
FRASE , A3 BT 2 G 0] B0 40 25 | 0P e X 2 AT R A B . T RS (2010) 7 36 R B T A e ATl
(1) 375 355, e 5 it A4 Sy S T B3 6] S [ 2 5 32 6 90 A X ST, SR G 4% 11 SCAR A RS A e 4 I A
Thornton Fl Ocasio(1999) " % 20 H £00 3 [¥] 25 45 20 & MRl B9 9 1) 17 skt 3 7 00 6 3 32 R [ i 49
S R TR T RE AN AR OR R DS AT Ol o S 0 B 3 A o R T
TEAS AR B SE 2 0 2% T Al P9 3 R ] 2 T 37 1 RS ATl 2 I R U 2 S
F) 5 5 % 3 15 5 4 0 T ) A RV P R RO 2 b A K BB SE IT A G TR AR ()32 i A ok 21 41
S B S LA (S S 48 3 A 7 0y — o iy 1ok g ik 5 O T 7 L ) B B P S R A
o) Tk Ay e DR D T A R, AL A 3 L A ) L o) R A SR, SRR AT S S [
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Z 1 (Kraatz £1 Block ,2008) "™, i 751 [7) i 328 5 22 B f) W 08 00 L) 0645 2 A BO BRI (A vk iE) o 3%
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From Ontological Perception to Strategic Behavioral Orientation

A Review and Prospects of Institutional Logics Perspective
LIANG Qiang,XU Er-ming
(School of Business,Shantou University, Shantou, Guangdong,515063 , China)

Abstract: Studies of the institutional logics perspective are the latest research trends of the new institutional theory in the
field of organization and management. Since 1991 ,when Friedland and Alford pioneered the concept of “institutional logics”
into the management and organizational theoretical analysis, institutional logics perspective was gradually established and
became a hot topic in organizational research after more than two decades of exploration, with especially the institutionalists’
seeking internal reform of institutional theory in the last ten years. Unlike the traditional new institutional theory which is
devoted to explaining how the dominant logic shapes homogenization of organizations, the institutional logics perspective
regards the society as an inter-institutional system,and emphasizes that these institutions are potentially contradictory and
hence make heterogeneity of organizational behavior. Through exploiting these contradictions, individuals and organizations
also transform the institutional relations of society. Institutional logics perspective responds to the critique of the
organizational scholars on the traditional new institutional theory and builds a bridge between the macro-institutional
environment and the practice of the micro-individuals, which has been the latest development direction of the current new
institutionalism in organizational analysis. As a new and rapidly developing theory, foreign scholars have obtained many
valuable academic achievements concerning the concept of “ institutional logics”, but there are still few preeminent
researches in this field among indigenous Chinese scholars. This study organized the core concepts and development skeleton
of institutional perspective,hoping to promote further theoretical research and empirical research in China.

First of all,this study conducted a bibliometric analysis of the English literature of institutional logics perspective. Taking
342 papers about the institutional logics perspective of business or management from WOS database from 2007 to 2016 as our
data sources,we reviewed the origins of theory and its development skeleton, defined the connotation and core concepts of
institutional logics perspective,and extracted the literature network and key documents. Secondly,we discussed in terms of the
theoretical development of the “dominant institutional logic-multiple logics” process. Especially, the importance of the nature
of multiple logics and non-market logics were stressed, and the relationship between institutional logics perspective and new
institutional theory was clarified. Finally ,we elaborated on the core topics of interactive process of institutional complexity and
organizational response,focusing on how multiple institutional logics shapes individual / organizational cognition and behavior,
and the interaction between the multiple institutional environment and individual / organization.

Based on the literature search and analysis, this study provided a fundamental framework for later scholars to
understand and apply the institutional logics perspective, and helped to promote further theoretical research and empirical
research in China. We argued that future research may expand from aspects as follow: (1) Focus on the nature of
institutional diversity and expand the existing discussions on binary logics, especially subjects like the coexistence of

multiple logics, the relationship between non-dominant logics and dominant logic, and the relationship between non-market

‘ ‘

logics and market logics; (2) Consider “organization” as the focus of research rather than “institution”. Based on analysis of
the interweaving of social, field, organization, and individual levels, scholars can rethink how to refocus their research on
“organizational behavior” through “institutional lens” , rather than over emphasize on understanding of institution”,
promoting our understanding of the phenomenon of organization; (3) Make endeavors to develop appropriate deconstruction and
description of the social institutional order and its core values based on eastern or Chinese cultures and situation; (4) Add the
perspective of dynamic and time into analysis to improve and perfect the interpretation framework of the institutional logics
perspective.

Key Words: institutional logics perspective ;institutional complexity ;dominant institutional logic ; competing logics
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