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Research on Organizations’ Network Forms: Reviews and
Prospects

Li Guowu

Abstract: This paper provides a review of selected empirical studies about
organizations’ network forms in other countries during the recent couple of
decades. Organizational networks represent an organizational form that differs from
those that are based on market and rank hierarchy. The roles of trust and
reciprocity within such networks are particularly emphasized by sociologists. To a
firm, entering a specific network helps promote learning and innovation, enhance
its legitimacy and status, and reap economic gains. And those are also the

important reasons for organizations connecting with one another. Academic
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scholars have discussed how a nation’s institutional context, industrial properties.
firm attributes, social structural and network position, and trading characteristics
affect the formation of organizational networks from perspectives of
institutionalism, resource dependence, social network and transactional costs,
respectively. The author contends that future studies should pay more attention to
the evolution and performance of interorganizational networks, the variations
between different organizational network types, and the integration of different
theoretical perspectives. Furthermore, empirical studies on the interorganizational
networks in China need to be strengthened.

Keywords: network forms of organization, resource dependence, social network,

positive research
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IV o PR AHE 214 55 4 2 4 ST A BRI A DR St e AR B Ak O 7 4 R
AN IR s ) 3 e B ) SE Al L s X 458 T ST RE T AT AR AR LR
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it FH LAt 5 4 PE A B BT AR AT . 00 R VIR &5 U7 2] S X N 2 VA FHY I 4%
2 T 58 2 B Mk 45 Ty X6k By 4 11 3% 36 B 07 2. Baker 38 53 X 1 5305
AL 1Y) 53 B e B s EROAR L R 22 Bl A R 5 B8 0 1Bk 45 = (H 2l 1)
XK R U5 T A2 UL CH 2T 30% 9 Aok B AT T A i £ o8 4
5525 1 — AT Wi 1) 38 G BB 45 7 X o 20 L . 38 st
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FT Ml 5% A W] B AR o, L, SR R RS HLR 55 . X T k=
AR L A 23 S5 BEA Y Al T L A0 R RS A E R R W] B
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D] I 7 A oMl B A 1 A ol F 356 SR S0 2 i Y . ELBE S Aol 7 R
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B BSR4 T B 27 20 TR AT REAE Al DY R 2% R AT
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MfE B 38 M — 7 AL 2 32 SCAT S e T4 26 1 [ 38 1 3k 1 ok
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KR TE - 07— 2 5L 2 55 1 B 58 & B0, AR R TRl A 25 1) %5 101
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SR A5 2622 % (Podolny » 1993; Stuart , 1998) I 5 §& — 4> 4> Ml 75 58
Gy W 2% T (1) 5 B B A 6 T A AR G R TE B . Podolny (1993) 7£
— U 4% PR ARA T 2 18 = 3 56 R A K g P e s AR R — S R
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2 RJRGE A M R G TR T 45 A2 R 06 AR TR R A R
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XoF A5 7E (1) L (2) FlT (4) 3 = A~ 40 A5 1 SR B 22, DRIt » AR SC A 45
TR A, T2 AR R K S Ty TR

FEAF 12 255 R A O SCHR A ok B o s 28 3 e o B B2 SR T 5
BRI A58 7 %, BRI EE S ) T W SETERI 9 O . A SE B S R
o4 KR4 HB I FE T 450 19 SEUE B 5T, B 20 8 i S R S0 L R
SR TR A A A, A S 2 B T SR B S A . A E TR
FH 1 22 38 5006 KB 43 ok B X & P AR AR SR L R 2 2k A Bl
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+Z4F 11T Oliver Ml Ebers (1998) 7E Xt 1980 4 % 1996 4F 1] 4 5 ¥
25 (IS HEAT 2 R S SRR R R L XA S R AR AR B T R I R
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B — o e B ) L 2 2 Ak DL K R e L O P R R . BB
P 28 () AT 2 AT O 1 O A b T e s LA A s A Ak T T Al
I} 5, 22 5 /0 b 2 W T F R AR AR T B 2% A o ek TR B IR B A4y
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A3 SRR S BN G R BR T B S (Uzzil 1997) 5 K 2 5005 B /b
Al g A 2 AN SR 0 285 T 2R FH T 37 550 45 2 ot 9 R 9 5 DA T ik = % HC 2
AR RE B IR AR I ., AETI.E2HAN. )G, —
BETE LB Bl AR B 0 AR R DR SRS AR D — O TS 4
M) 2L 2 () A 56 R RS2 B[] 0 D) 2% 2l A5 Ak ) IR 3R, 4R s s L T fig
R R ARG R . AU — ARG TR — A B A
it FE . Bl 4% A BT Y 2 o) SRR A 0 AR R 2% R Bt = TH) LB Y
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(whole network) i )2 K I Ji& FF . 24 SR i3k T 22 2 ) 1A (o9 28 56 i 7y T
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BT W AL A 22 AR Y . Ak 2 [RTE B I 4% 2 21
AIRZ IR, L& % R 3% B 55 25 0 B I 48 AN B 7l
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