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. HEBEANEXREER

RARRY]—HIE T Feiams, B e Dok 8 32 SCRUET b 33 U4 5F
SRA VWG A O — PP Re AL 72 7= S 5RO B AR L 55 35 IR A
ARREFEE R . XA TR S AR SR R Tl %A, 27 20 Al 50-60 4
R, ZPF 2K Schultz(1963)F1 Becker(1964)55 N R TWIR B AR /R, $2H TN
F1% A (human capital) & . 14 H: DA TEHE . BRI, RIECL TR
BENER R — PP 5t , XTSRRI TR, NJTEARAML S HIH E T RE
Fr R, T H RS A FE K EES) /) (Schultz, 1963; Becker, 1975 ,1964). fE
RRFNITEARMEE N, — 50 2R 5 A5 E S FATE M2 H & EH
FIEBERWPN T HEARMTER, £ 742 TR RIS Bourdieu, 1977).

LR AR SR ik EH 2% Bourdieu(1977) 2, i X% A
BFE e RGN EBAR R, AR TR AR TR NB R A A2 R R0,
MAL 2 BAREAS, W T B EW R SR, Pl MNFdcigsh, T3, girrdtlA
[P U745 . Bourdieu(1986: 248)FE H % OME S RiEBAL S R A N : At HEAR
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N NG IR 2 R A EA; QTR TIEW IR RS SR

HJm, @52 Loury (1977 W51 VAL BEARRIMES, LONIKZ R ke A stk
XY ROARFIR B, Ot JL3E DL RSE R NI N T BEAS I SRS SR B I o XN AL 2 BEAR )
S SGEA R IRAERETT R BRI 2R R HILIMG, A2 BEARRBESIRAINAT, Burt
(1992) L =gt — DM ABABNIZIZ N, 75 7 =FARRP IR, 200255, A
NRERA G A,

ARSORE AL 2 BRI & ORISR, B e AT bt — € ST, DAERfE—Fb
THER e ek IR BEAT 02K, LRCENTIET &%, IR IS F R IX A 2 i 4
) T BEA A AR K AR o

SR, A R TR 2 fr LEA W R R 7, 3053 SR IRIAE T HAMEE )€ X
EeE )z, AEAFER A B AT DA ANE )& X DR A5 & % #) /2 Coleman fEHE
% (Lo HEw ALY (Foundations of Social Theory; 1990) — i/ R HIE X, Hog Sk
PR T FIRRaE, AT RIS, wplye, PLRSIEAR AR R, AL K
SESLUTR

“HESTEART DL IIRERE o BEA R — AR SR, T2 2 R sk,
HEA LR AL REE: 1Bt S S5 M 0 e pr ek, 1 eqE
FIF4bF 550 2 A NRIEEE1T8h” (Coleman, 1990: 302). “......24 Al
Z B R KR T BRI TATE AT, #S B AR =4 7 (Coleman, 1990:
304),

HH E iR SCIRATAT DA T ke . Ho—, o AR St 4 45 1 (social
structure) # [ “HF- 4L 5 [ >(some aspects), & BT R T It KRR, Hik, B
BAE N — Pl 2k REUEE R SR aNE k. &5, 74 71730, MmiXesT
)] A R BT o

FEEBEARFEARRE MM, IR T 2%, FE NSRRI 28 KR,
HNBURFFHE SATFEE R, HE L HEARLE, ERo8 THLUT RS

P EM TR - ME KSR,

— HERARERK

Brown(1997)% 4k & B A (B2 — MRIFI 22, SR ol . SE0EE =4
HESL I AT OV A 2 BRI e Her, BOULE T P R ) R Ak & SEAR (A 4L
AN R% SV (D Prbu s e L2 3 i o APV R /N e b e a e B e e i 2 Nl )
Wk 2R R B DA B FE S5 A o B A0 e g SR BRI o i SE UL U 1 — AN R B A 2 W (larger
network, W1—/MEER, Hho. BER. RIKREAEFE) et Sl S eER R
W0 & R I ZR PR B B REM . Brown(1997) BT g th 28, DN Z JE I St 2 5 St 17— V4
NIERERIR R MBVA=ANBEEN AL, P2 B EAZEEH, — P athz
T PR R 2 5 5 — A 2 1



TWOWZ R A2 B2 A (micro-level social capital) & /MAIE I A 25 REIXFINES, X 4b
FRELE I B R THVSFRIE, Bk, th— 2 st see ot Mg
SN BT IR TS J1 . M S5 MW 2, HEA S S B R ik
(Granovetter, 1973). Z%1iR4%i%(Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998) LA & TAEHL 2 HIiE (Lin and
Mary, 1986)%5 R4, sy W A] LUT AN 28 16 S LA S AL 25 50 ) (Krackhardt, 1992).
XL A HE A N R TR

WL JZ A2 B AR (meso-level social capital) R0 FO /& LS 45, B MAR) 4514
A B MR (ZPFRI IR RUN A2, X 28 B D B3 422 B AT A Re A EIA D 14
FRIZS, DAL SE R T BE T R I B . Burt(1992) 1) “ &5 FE 8”7 {8554 UL 40 H
JZIR. I Brown(1997) TR B I HOWLE A2 AN, FBAE TS5 R B dlr, R3E
MANEMNZ A HIR R BB RN N BRI DE LA NAEMI 28 45/ 1)
frE, geN NNk Z D FER 8 S AR ). X —AV IR S, N2
] X 8% R R S5 R B S i RAT AR B AREAT v, A AR R AT >k — In— KT A

Z

I o

Brown(1997)1A\ 50 1 23 BF A (macro-level social capital) M52 5.0, 75 R X 2%
Hith = RGP oot Ve, AT, HLLL REA SIS, WS L R 1 an e 2 e 4
BRI A Sk 2T R M7 AL S 2 () g2 610G . Adler 5
Kwon(2002) Ay, $5 0 At 2 B8 A 10 EF 18 (1 52 FEEAA P 330 1) X 2% 3 717 (network ties)-
B (norms) {5 /E(trust)s #E£3 15 & (social belief) FIL N (rules) 2, Kk, $HMZE R4
ZRARFBEAEUE —MERZ PN R RPPIRE, DUSGZAFE PR R 2 5844 A Y
BAESEETE R .

12 FE A (Bian, 2002) LA J7 V5 M FEJEAT 41 98, O3 ) 72 W 4% 8 ik B U U7 V% (the
network-embedded resource approach), [ 4% 4544 7774 (the network structure approach), LA
J R 45 1% 51 77 (the network membership approach). 1% = N5 A] 43 FI6F N 00
ML 2, — N7k, — MW, /3T 5B R,

5 Brown = E k525771220 N, Adler Al Kwon (2002)FHL 1 — g 43 1 7715
A A BHOUL 2 AR 43 HR O 2 IR (IR AE #h 2 P (R S5 R o B I A2 BEAR B R <A
FEETEAR”, B A TEATIIERIMEM 2R R, HIEeE T /T8 K1G 5k
B TT R o 10 SE A BB 73 HHOWE JZ IR GREAR PA 508 40 4 ) BB 2 ) ) e 2 B AR DU At AT TR S A 5 4
SHRA”, BRINEIRRTATENE (— R WEEER, HINREAE THRFAFRM LR
178K

Leana 11 Van Buren (1999)tH4& H 43 SRR s, AMEFE BT ARIRE T3 —173)
F NS B)T H RS TR AR, B S8R AP (private goods). P
AL B ARNNEEF I, EBAA—Fra3LY) i (public goods), BINEIHJE T —HE
PRATE, T H RS Tz B R AR 25 .

T, B LLZ AN 73 BT AR DT LA A 2 AR . TG AL SR HN
SR, PR - A SLRE SR A SN B A 2 T AR IR MR SRR AT 5. IR
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DAIAIE ARG « AL AR Rt — X b 5 57 BB iRiE, DUONTAA 244
AR “BEAR” FONA B S DA AR NP R AR B S AT I 2%
A E, OIS EEH PR AR ] BEHUS DR . SRS BEAR N R B HA AR IE R &
MRS DL H LN A LA S8, DR EE 5024708, R HA%
i o LML 2 BEATR (2 — NG — SR I 2 A 18— 53 i o5 A 1) R 28 5
M EUALZHA G EALN KR, FOIXEEMALE 5 R R BV I R BT

= HEBRAR%ER

T Coleman(1990)$i H YAt 2 45 #4) i «HE L 75 T R] LAty KR € 4T 80 i AT 34 )
IETIR, AR SN L T E B L (forms of social capital) K2 B4 2 TF A P -
(/MR 5555 %At N R 3 2E (obligations and expectations). (2)3K155 B 71
(information potential). (3)BUE % 77 (authority relations). X —=Ii& Kk TAMRE R, 4
AR A TATEH Z MM PIER . A4 =T X TRARZIRE), 2 —# TR A
MBS P AR E AT B, UH R WA ERAT A, EEmeNE R, xR A rE Bt
AALFE = I (4) BEAAR 1) Y 5 78 Ab (norms and effective sanctions). (S)FEAAR N &8 B KT 2
[ 2H 2K (appropriate social organization), A& (6)H TAE HARMALZRS5# (intentional

organization).

IR BHE 2 TATEE B2 AN Al i 52, % 9 51 H 110 24 J& Nahapiet 1 Ghoshal ( 1998)
B s s, AT S R AR R BRI ANPR G RN, KEHIIEE. A1EE
MAAT B W R GTIR, PR 7 il =AY

1.45#) (structural dimension): ELFE P 4% 1% 17 (network ties; F4) 55 ¥ 2% 45 ¥4 I 22 K
) M5 F R (network configuration; $& U HLZ M 26 &5#4) A5 FH Y 41 2R (appropriable

organization).

2.1MH1 (Cognitive Dimension): 45345 718 (shared codes). % [A]iE F (shared
languages). 34 A (shared narratives),

3.% A& (Relational Dimension): fL3& {51 (trust) #i(norms)+ A [F(identification).
%% (obligations)s.

Mt—43 2 AT L& B, Nahapiet A1 Ghoshal (1998) Ktk 2x % AR E XF KT,
¥ JE TR RO EA R GARIZERD . N K RIETT ML (S54ER) . DUGE
M FVE. NFEESLHEE CCRYERD, HPAF ST ARRTEEN, XM YT
B TAE Lo RRIRAMAZEE ], anffy s Bl 4E R b iR MRS 21X 4 K
BIRER RIERETE B — DT ERA AL IS TS 2B TR A 4 B AEA R [ 5 4 2

+ 0 BSR4 TE Leana A1 Van Buren (1999))5€ X B, Hp i Iifesr, F1F
5i%E 45 (associability), A AR T AMI P RGERE . &S5 AR Hog b IR EdE 0%
fi(social associations), T2 —M “AS N XHHAE Hbr R AT S RIE 5658717,



IREAE, S5 R I @ 7 I A s 53R B AR — ML EA R, AT DA ERE AR AT 3T
RNHLBHRTTIR . H ST R N ENZE 2 AR

Nahapiet £ Ghoshal Tk (W0 A1 4EE 4123 B2 A AT 35 T Bourdieu. filfE{ Distinction )
(1984) — - BiF 7 SCAG ML B BRI U4 o, — B AL E BAETE SR, JHF 1R F Rk,
IRIE HIZHE AR R (Taste)o AR EH —PNERIF AR, S8 73t
SEIRATE, MRLLARR N, —BEAILENAR. BE . RS / hATr
AR R I R, XA E SR RIRIE S 54— BN AR SREE
AR S SHSMENE R, DA RSRTRE b/ it el i, S5
KIERE . FRAE . HEEHERERIR, SRR A T IR R, SR EEIRE N
A A — A AN B 6 —4E 2B (social groups) AR, X FHA R F=4E
HEEE, IR E Mg NS IRIRE SR PRI R iR mud, &
Mo — N ARG R, Rt RRITT . — Mkt
AR H O 5 — — ik — — ARk g ol it , R AEAS [ AR U 2 SRR
XECHOAZISS,  ShRAR R 2 R, R BURAH EONRIAR &, FEHAABHRE R,
MVRERRT A B “FRAE”, a2 “MBHE”, DR A AH [R5 B AH R 5 AN [B] 2 TR] A AH
S St ek 1 IR BRI LR .

A3t Bourdieu FRIX PR A AH EL ] T 72 AR 1) B2 RS T8 A SCAL AR (cultural capital;
1984), ARt TA, (HAEEHGE AN, CHFEARKBSIF R EE, mILFEE
Fe TSR HAURER B Lm0 J7s R R T EER R, fJUNHAH R EL
EAEAT N, FHRA)E %6 (Senge, 1990), FrLAILH RS, JLEHES . A RHEEW
SRILE] “EBR” IR 2R A AN\ L2 BT AR 1) BE (Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998; Tsai and
Sumantra, 1998). IXFE )& A ATIE I 2 Uphoff (1996), Al EEAKE R AL & A I ik
NGERIPE Cstructural) FEZSBEAFINFIME (cognitive) #EExBEA . GHMPERE 23 B ARH
H TN A2 A el i sl R K e 5 s 2%, i RERIT SN, FROIEEMART
Flai, BN, RION—Mar WHER, FHaT DO B A =R AT 3l kAT
wit5oudt. HTE£—MIMERIRIL, T LA EREME S|, mHAZ R sE k. 1
N AT 2 BEARNZE T LRI RIE . HMEW . SESEM, 51 FANTE R LR 52 55 14
ATEN, BB ATTRAEE S B, RMERNER. BEEE TN, Sk
a7,

AEh, B ITAE RIS (intentional organization, 18¥5 )& 1EZNEER), tpid
HRE e FIER TAERR) AN NI KRAEGEE THSEAZ BN —1 4
WA FE 55 . Nahapiet 1 Ghoshal PLJ2 Coleman #5:¥ v] 48 F 1 2H 240 N (appropriable
organization) N2 B A —#i43, Coleman 5 BUA % # Putnam N2 B 5@ 1 H R
GURA TR, Ja R AL KPR 4L 2 42 (horizontal associations; 1993)# Ayt 4x %
A, Tt — DO A R E IR I 2 5 BRI ZR(1995). i I+ B4
EFRTARMALRNZY, fEHXERF R FBEEB AR K, A RATAKIER LT H
P HOA 7T AR & A LR 303, A KRR B )7 H R BUA 2 5 il ok e IR EL LA &
BUE M. F34b, e U B 56 B AL 2 AT ZE RN, PRSI & 1 36 B A 25 1
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FEETEAR: HAEEEANBUAZS SN, HBEERAN BN REERERRR; HiK
REEANSHAILFELMEN, HEESINSMAESHANNEBRER . AR X
BIER, B3] 7 EE A2 T AR R4 18 (Putnam, 1995). A i Fpill & 77 252
B T2, W Paxton BIfEH, ARATHMIZEASEARNLR, WA BRI
(1999: 101). ZH5ARMALUINEREHSEELZ EENBHESHEARMPEESE,
A 9 AATT— M SE i ) T HEAT A B AR AL 2 AR S R, AR & BEAR K — P X (Portes,
1998). HMITXEEFUAIKR, KEZE MBS R4 X AL B ali it 104, — 4
FEo R E R EBEEE R L) 2 TR SERE RS R S VEPEAT N, A STHR T (1 #2141
FEE A, REST L AT, LIS 5 SUR N 2 L SRAFTE R, A BRI,
HIEHRZHZ 5, FrUARSCHEAT R — Bt 2 B

BATAT CAE) A& BEARHE TN A S AR UL R RS SRR, H
B S22 AR AR Bourdieu I 3, At BEAR S B AR, A BRGNS
PEREMIN A . ASCUUE TR AR e 3, JF Bunmr png, K2 i HepR 20 21451
FOEFA 1K R BV, BT PR T EUS BRI 2 X R AN S50, 5AMNEH R R
I, BFREFRIRT R RN LS B L R B EME.

1. AHRAMESTEE

2H 241 25 ¥ A (organizational social capital, in brief OSC)H Leana A Van Buren (1999)
Fe, FHBoE N “— BT AN A2 R REE IR, @I R R AR H B A
PR UL Sy 2B AT M A R B S AR AT B, EmGIE B (1999: 538). At —5E X
HRTHLANRSEMASTEAR, A2 LEFEHAR I TEA, B LIRAKEE Coleman
[R5 X, BHL L TAE O “HLT A IR R SR, AT LA R 5E 1Y
ATENER TR, N KRR IR 257

A RHLA AR EATR, 7K FEE it A R4EE 508 Eh Hg8
SIUE SRS R S NEMAIR RN, ERRANE LA CEE i’
KAMPGEAES. FEHBETRARNTHSEAR, F—HE S AN S EA

MAZLNEL, KR R, XAl A MMMER SEE A2 T,

AR 2 E AR A SO R AN A N R A2 250 R R T Re B 90, 7 bR
HAWRLEE A 22 9C 5 DA S W 28 25 R 67 B 2 A N R TR0 . BRUNB 1 52 a3 N AT AN A2
HIR, FrlleAgE THRPH SR, MEAHANE TN AN TR,

— MERREFEHSHEERX—FHEIE

Nahapiet F1 Ghoshal i 2| #) ¢ R 4EE P EFE(EAES L5 H X555 £ /2 Coleman
)RR B 22 B —101(1990: 306-310), t—MEEIH H T 4253 Blau F# 285 B 12(1964) .
Blau A N2 S AN T2 5 A H 2 AAE T B AN A2 SERT BT AEIFR Y, BT DALE ZE B [B]4i 1)

3RS 5SS IR S g R R T E BRSO AR IR R, TR & T AR MR sk, A
EHTIA 2 BEANEE. TH, S EBIAS AT LU R — RS, REERRTE, 2520
M B AN T R B AT A . X R AE T TS DY F I BA 8
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AR, — T 55— 07 AR IARS N 53— 7 AR T L B XS, IRy S SRARJEAT I,
PARE A REWE A2, U A Ber= A ST . Hardin(2001)$2 H A BoAF] BFEATAE & 5
T AL, SRR PR AN A H NN, AR B (RIS B AR 7 R 28, 7EAH B
o R E R I A RS #i(trustworthy) AT N . BRI J7 BIAT N S+ AT LUE#, Bt A
ST T 1 0 A Ak A 7 AR B P15 4T (dyadic trust)BY & 9% 2215 {T(relational trust). T PATE (5%
RS SR R T, ST AT LA S RS AT

BE—EHR S BEARZOME, —MENEBRANBRAERZ HEEN2, AT
WK BRI R IEIAAE T LIS B Bl . BRI X2 WHLAT R E W AT S,
USERTER MR EEHA AT MBS BEE L, TUHN T8 6 e EE . Jka-F
DL AR AT AR, FRitbz b, o B NACH] . G T, B OB SR A]
BEMIE, BHSMEAEHAMMARAT N E” (Carnevale and Wechsler, 1992); “{5{L2&T5
FEAL 73y B 8 BAh W AT AR AR T, 3E—T7 (NN BEARE B 0 HAKER—
AR, HAFSICHIE MR —BAT NUEN . W2 ut, X7 S 7e4e PR ) L al b ik
RHAT N (Hosmer, 1995); “AEAE 248 —FHALETURX 77 2R IEF B O & 1 LAl
T, ANEA LRI B EEEGI T AT N, EEARE 2 FH R 7 (Mayer amd
Schoorman, 1995).

T LLERE S, ABFRNGE XEEAEMNZEE N 1. FEL MR E S, 5
AKX BRATI S, 2 1H 1S #i(trustworthiness) ) —F T 2. [EAF 2 H SR IH K
17 A BB AT, SR AE B SR a8 AS G KRR RAT N BT g » AT E HiE 515 4T
A XTTIFERAT N, — TR T AHEHAT N, A= E .

23 PUAE B 3 — 2D i aT (5 e R — A 2 4 1R 2 (Butler, 1991; Mishra, 1996),
BAFEILLAEEWE? Butler (1991) € SURAMEHER HAERE: §8/) (Competence). IE
H. (integrity). —2%X (consistency). &1 (loyalty) 5FFHH (openness). Mayer 2 A\ (Mayer
&%, 1995; Mayer 1 Noorman, 2004) W42 H 7 =4EREUE, 43 7l BE /1 (ability). .2
(benevolence) 5 IF H.(integrity). AH{LAHL, Mishra (1996) 5& X PUASAIEHIELEE, 1 H
E B SR — NN BB A — N AEEIS A, X2k THEEEZHRIN.
FEB . —E DL B . FRAEWTFLHEL T Mishra (IPU4ERE L, FHINAN—@8ZR &
FRA TR, 40 R F S RS =25 B (Luo, 2011).

AR AEIXH

=, MEEWEE TR —MEIZER (network ties)

TSR YEE T2 AR, Nahapiet A1 Ghoshal 15 21 (1) 9 2% 727 55 X 28 44 734 0 DL A
T—25. ££ Coleman )73 8 HIRF] | I L5, —RMBUET, —RFEE
B 7). Hi# Coleman fEH B AN R L BN, IHE XBUHK RN ANEAR
MY B3 2 ATs), Tt — R EBIRLE 53— R R ANTH1(1990: 67-8). 7EH G xS 125 5%
AR E Xz 5N, g o, B4R R ANME AE (Granovetter, 2002).



MREERRZHAFH NN ST ARG FE NI, B IRREES HR ST,
FLCR FUNIE T

5 R AT IE W YR T Granovetter [ 53 17 L% "PH 12 (the Strength of Weak Ties;
1973). Granovetter 45 tHAHBL T oy, S5 AEAT AT LU RAERY IV E, IF5FES
NP SRR, BRI Z 2NN, BT LB — M7 ah & e 218
(A5 2, AT LIS 28 2 e i 75 o, AEHRHRI AR b, 4243 AT A5 24 BB 23 (Granovetter,
1992). Mt—aF 5ttt e, 5 A E N NI &, H5E B, Bk e,
DL AR = B L= B 45 N3V S R, 5918 RIS BT sh& w5, &
O A — & 7

S S5 IR tH S 48 AT sl XN B §52 48, fEA 239, Krackhardt
(1992 ZH 23 P9 IR 285 73 BSOACTEL I 365 1 DX DA B A5 JEL IR, A P 28 4 DX 9 2 v BASC 8
%kl (whole-network; FEANHEEVE 771215575 Wasserman and Faust, 1994; %' % f#, 2010).
— LR, SRIEN L IE W R R A, HERE .. EEENE, mERAEEL
F TR RIRUEAI4T N(Marsden and Campbell, 1984). 55 A8 3% 77 AH X N i — P I /&
PIEM . Krackhardt (1992) fRHEHLUESF, HFMIEW £ M TESRN EER
SR . R

(1) KIHZEH (Friendship ties). Krackhardt $& H f«smiZEH LA @idg H: £—
AN BN 2% R O B AT A SR IE OB, R I — N N A IR 2 O R,
fik Cib) AT DA A N L SE R E AN AN B AR (1992), M= AHEIERBU), R
R BEIR  FRAE— RAVEN o B AL A IS T Krackhardt [1)17) 45 DU B E Py 2H 21
W (P FEEHRKE, 2004), 1§SHERK—, Ho s — 2028 DU DU G RO E
) A E 37 (Luo, 2011) .

(2) BWER (Advice ties) . HHEN & —F TREMRR, FA—EWE 7K
CFE, AREATEITT DU SRk 5E A H H TAE R 30 5508, BTbA— N E B HIEF R Z M
NAEAT A B 22 TAF Ar 75 W P8 (Krackhardt, 1992). Jeid sk, anir£ RHEHS A —4
NFREGW), ENNIE— RGO Tk EEN ) —F 22 —FRNZ N kg, 2
A Fh I T HIR ARSI (Krackhardt, 1992), X R 7t B8 A B kb i1 /A 4% S g B 1)
N R B IE . [FIAER, A =R B R Fe 3 B (P KA S R PRI, 2004), 1EZ
R, Hrh R E LA DL R ¢ 208 B I (Luo, 2011).

(3) BNEW (familiar ties), 7E T HM X R GIHEMERCRZ 0], ©F —FIRAEME
KHR (FOLHE, 1988; Hwang, 1987), BiEIRE T THEHMELIGEEBMERI KRR, PR A
N (HEX, 1993) , fEHFEXETNHEEN—MCR, FNHEANEEEIRELEH
Z W T BT e, A AE AR R R TR MR b, ML NS B ER (Hwang,
1987), FrLlE & E A5 RIEVEMI#% 0> (Chen and Chen, 2004), XA N “ 4t
SEARIARTHEF” Hn LR . EER AT 2 2 R B “K AR (guanxi) —id]
MARXER R, BTXEXRRSKIIM R, &4 E AN EZETE R, fHEE
KA 7 W 55 7= 1 5, UL AR B3 AT A 4R I A DA R A 5 B ik 1) N Bk
Luo(R01 1) A1t T AT EHANMEN, ESHR—FH ) GEHE 1+ .

X HIR R A BEAE 28T (social network analysis) , FTRAERAS F AR ]
BICASEE . AR AR A 2 I EHE (whole network data) {5 VAR AR —, BIAE—)
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LR B A BIA R E R R A, PR ] DU — Ak, — A Te— AN HIBL, i
B FGHREAR ML Ep], B8 E, SO ER T R IR kA, R R TR
AU AR A R VA S R R R R (RN TVA T 275 Burt, 1984
Krackhardt, 1992; ®'Z4##, 2010, 28 121 WH|ZE 134 50, FRBEFE—FERR, KiH.
Wil BN (EAEEC] ISR 2R R Bl I DLLUR (5 Fok = X i s el oy
o

= MEEHERH TR MEEHAE

Nahapiet F1 Ghoshal FIT i 45 #4) 4 5 10 4 28 44 714 1E F& ok 2 Y EE O A e 48 K i AR 2
SSKIRETT, DAL i 7 VA AL s A AR 2 Burt(1992), At LA A HR G
(ego-centered network) ) F B 73 B W 28 S5 A U] R4 At 22 AR, SHAAMATE AR R AL K]
Mg s R B 2, MANEME BS54, R iR ZRREAN AR 5.
AN A=A NFERI S R Re il A REEAL B, WS EaE S I ) s (betweenness), K
A Z RS B5EGME BRI EIPLE, Rk LRI 5 otz e, #aiE L,
BAFREHL, Burt FROX A2 FDAL 2 12 85(1992) .

MEERAR N, AFEEER, TEREMR A2 oe Rz M), HEMER
HLFWRIERZMN) PLUIRE MR CHAF AN RMD) M2, SRS E
W EA T REIHAIBE ST, TICLL TR LA B A o E 2L

(—) MPAHEBEFHRSEHRER

EHSLRRRMEE A STAR, FELE NI BINBUNA R CEAR R TR
BRLIe) 5 R/ PR, R MR 2T F AN CAE k2D A, ARG R E S5 B A A e ok
. MR LA 5 2 J2 Ik (dyadic level, #H2x W4ty fE =7 )8 &, i A
KEAEWMEDT, RAFEHERE, RAMELENE, KRANIELUFESE. mM—PMANEH
IR NIRIF R R, IR AR 3 ZRYE (Lin, 2001). XL R E XRS5 a5
fifi:

(1) fHEM(connectivity). XEFE—MTEE S A —MTIIEHEEN KR,

(2) TW[EME (reachability) . X &8 —MTaI#H 5 7 —17 838 Fid (A4 ¢ R 0] PA
HELE, VR X R As 1E 2% Wasserman and Faust, 1994, 28 107 U2,
anflfE H UCINET #4453 3)ixd6%, 625D X4, 2010, 3 163 T,

(3) BEE (distance). X —MTINHE SR —ATahE TEILEP A Rk, Wk
HIEME, Mie—F, EEA—, mRPEERLE -4, T, E
IR E, =4 EBK, MR AER. BAEFEE. W
AN RG. TR LA 2E A iE S Wasserman and Faust, 1994,
5 110 70, W {E A UCINET 85 2)i%46%, 1§25 % %14E, 2010, 2
165 1.

(4) SLREL. XEBEWMTIHEA ZDILFERR, XaRsbnE R mLFEX R,
A FLFEIR RIEHI R ANA 26 L FE A Can 2 AE AEM D,
1M A 1) 2L [ 58 R 2 22 20 N R A S8 IX PR N BB A2 A - VR e R a3
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(5)

HEHE D RME, 2010, 5 159-160 7.

Z AR (structural equivalence) . B2 M MTaIE AR FNHR & —Bi—
FERT—28 N o Burt 78071815 S 5 & 48] (redundant information)$5 H A& P FF
DG RAE REREE, —REERNES, Bl —/MT3hE IR A BA IR,
Fit UABAT T A13E FRAE B AR AR, 22 A LA XA I N T A2 2 5215 0 AH R A5
B — RN RN 2574 [R) 24 o 2544 [R] 24 4% [ 85 & Cstructural equivalent
redundancy), g —/MTEIF R TN, X AFEAR FR 2 — K —
FER 7 —28 N, FrDABATT T niE M5 SR AANE, [FIBAGRIXA, BIfE
i/ ATTAN 8 TR — AN R, WA B AR, G BHE2ME, Frilixi2
— PR PR . S5 R VRN e T A 015 2 %5 Wasserman and Faust, 1994,
%5 356-357 UL, fiflfE A UCINET #AHS2ZR4, 625 P 54E, 2010,
5 284-291 1

(=) MAKGEHALE

(1

(2)

(3)

(4)

AR LA B (indegree centrality) . X &M & —MTEIHE EWINE
Z/ D NEGMANA KRR, ki, EEEMNE, FhRFREE O E— NG
R NEL G A 2 NE tedsl], v, Rt 3 MR B[R] 48% 2 mT A3
1, M E M BHZAT B3 X ZAME AT (Luo, 2005a), LA —EE35AE, nd
SUBI. TAEW RS, 14w X~ \iE 2% Wasserman and Faust,
1994, 25 178-179 UL, Wifalf# F UCINET 8 fF3 2 %3640, 6552 K,
2010, %5 189 Il

NREEH M E  (indegree centrality) . X & & — N AHH JEIE AL
IR E S R e . BUE AT MO E, BUBTT BE R At S AR H Rl
BUFMIECR . WA E AL ) & JE 1E 20141 2 521 (Brass and Burkhardt,
1992), [ oo for B g AR & S AN IE AR FeEt 2 — . IXAM
BIERZNE— AN NMEIEW Z 585 . TRdE X R ~UES%
Wasserman and Faust, 1994, 2§ 178-179 71, {a[fff HH UCINET #5415 31% 45
B, WEHSEYKME, 2010, £ 189 T,

AR B (betweenness centrality). X &P E—NAMEN “BF” K
o AR B AR, HanEdiETs — RS 75 B sh AR
f£#% (Nahapiet and Ghoshal, 1998), ‘&R LA EIE k55 A8 R XU St H
IS B B, 78— b T rh oA AN AT DL S I R 35 ()
5 S HTR (Luo, 20052) . iX—F 155 “ 5N A” B AHIE R, N “Hr”
B B X T4 S BImshm 5 & 2 0 K E 1 (Granovetter, 1973; Burt, 1992).
VEA E X N BUF 315 2 2% Wasserman and Faust, 1994, 28 190 71, fnfa/{#
HI UCINET ¥ fH45 21455, HZSHE P FME, 2010, % 196 7.

/NA A (small group) B BIERAFA o 76 EHL A G150 2, Ha/NE T,
Hx R/ NNE T EONE ARIRER, — B2 EE I ERGE (P 5 4E,
2011 FrUA—"MTalE R T2, ERER T4, E2EA RIEN
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¥~ P AR AR 55 55 (1 BT o, S SR A S BRI A5 5 LR A Y
MR RS 54700 Wk SRR, R R — a4

(5) At (role B position). M, WA LML E 53#1 (position analysis),
HERET, AN RTA R EICR, oA a TS E R,
TR A R — M B, RN EZ FHER KR, i A &
i) B AL BT, BALE XA CAERY.... RERATHEUEMATINAT A, &
SOXEE B, than B AL E R T TG R, ATWMmEAE, A ME LTI TAES
TEBNEER, FRATIARY L, C A& T M TAR R TR S, B —
MM B — A RETE S, B G5 B 7Rt E— B — R 5 Ak
HAb A B R R TEAE XA 15275 Wasserman and Faust, 1994,
%5 361-384 U1, fnflfE ] UCINET #AHSRIZRE, WS H Y 54E, 2010,
5 284-291 i,

(=) G5HiRE

Burt 454 7 BHLF| 2R 5 Granovetter FIFRIS, Gl [45M)F | #Ri2 (Structural
Holes, Burt, 1992). i I M RAERDFE S B =FoiA, ME oA, AR AEH
2BEA (social capital), 22 WA 2 AIE A2 BT AW 7 51 2 J gl 2 229> B
KFR, FFRBAIEEMINE, FRUL, 5T WA BRI S D E LS, 752454 1
S — DKM, HR—ATEhEREEAE Y THr], Wi/ e LR IR A 44 18] (1) 7
Wile, BRIHHHE oz TG, WAs, T TR EIRIAIFIAE 5. Burt F3 8
5{# 7 Granovetter(1973) [ 59BEHTIL#4 | (the strength of weak ties)E 16, 18 §5BEH1E
HEBEARSEMAN SR AE EEERINE. XAt T A AR
Wiz, BRI, AETY, BRAE AR, s Q) FEH
A, R8T THr ), BRIl SO0 5. BT L. Burt BREG TR AL HE 4,
R A 25 S (hole effects) =i AT 3 BA WMt T8 A, —J2ReRIIT . MERS . IEAfHIEAS
KEE R, — &7 LUE A BEAR R B o

AR Z WL B R AL ER, BRI O A4S 2R St AR, Tt
JE U hRE I [ 3 o X2 1984 £E{45(Ronald Burt) % P Aih /£ 5% [F GSS 1) %5 (general social
survey; Burt 1984) I # H 15211 .

AR TR

TR ' DL K & 77 1 5% Burt, 1992, 55 %,

RS BN R A ORI FT, B AU EEE 1 INEGET . 2845 5
PIEAE, W5 Al E A B A S AR B A 22 B dn o IR 8T 5 25 o B A
LA B N R 2 I TAR B, RERHL N DM BA NN NI, el
P Robb i RAGUREAR A 2, Pl URKIECE S e R TAHARENH S 5AR,
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RIR TGN AR VR, RAFR 2 AU AT

. AANEESTA

— -~ MNEAXRREBEHISTEANEE

Nahapiet 1 Ghoshal 7E5C R 4EE R H B MG SRR D& 13X — 250

BERMTESINE S R &, Rk RE51T32 /2% & (Granovetter, 1985),
Fril iR SRRt e AT A Erp 2 . A Bt S AR SE A TSR, i
Fukuyama ] “f54£” (1995)—-HRIZ L EAS MRt 2 BA, FH s AN
FETAME M BHE Z G AT ARt — D48 B AT — M B Tl AATTFEREAR 52 24
H RS B RR T A4S SR IR 2R (1995 100, FRAHEAT Ml A BT RE s HE 1) 3
B fEAMARIE B HEAT BEIRAS # LA R X7 LR B AR PRIS AR se Eagn 1 Sk a) Bl
R LSRRI, RN R T TR R MEHE . Fukuyama SERE—IBFRH, fEdE3E
EEER A, BAEFERA THIESMYE, k2P E. B RMEXHE, BEEE
HSAER A b, SR A BRI Kl A R TR, b3, eI i s
X R SCA SR T 45 S RIARN AR 22 B AE B T A B8 A, I = ROR] L U A
FIRARN T, IR A

BHE RIS TR W3 S B Bl AT, 40 Adler A1 Kwon (2002) 75 FR
R (goodwil) ——BUFHFNG ARG FE—— R AR I 4123 50 R I B &
(2002: 18)o IEAIMATIATUE: “Ah2 BEAHLZ D NS0T LIAS 2R E (2002: 23),
e B AT U N BR8] e s 7 A A R AT B A

G AT 9 AE — R 2 A B AR BRI, Barber (1983)B[ 45 Hh— B AE W E
SO RBIE AT B BAE . ¥ 5 2, — M G R — P AR, 220
AENEEAE, &ET W AFEA PR ST R e G4 A ] 5 A5 0 AR 56 X6 7 47 N B AT
TIHAME: . BB EAE T 102 XU (folks) 1B 7 (mores) PA & % ML A2 P (professional ethics), 7E
e R, FEAE— N —E WIAT N AEI, (1552 [F]— VB L) R 1) 58 5 X7
IR T7AT AT AT R AMBIE AR B B, ARVEAS — A BARI AL S48 e, BT DAY D7
EEE SR e — DAENREER, BRIEEE DM et S LEas, &0x 7
T AERTEATI R AN TR, B LA R 10 5 a5 R AT SR A7 AE o ABAE — ANt P A
B 5 B DT U EAR R, “TRPTE, W ESE”, X SRR RO R 7 R
oh A ] &=, AT RL e i B R UE ¢ & (assurance or commitment relationship;
Yamagishi and Yamagishi, 1994).

Coleman(1990) AN #E 22 BEA ML, A2 7E T/ M5 At NAEAS e F2 Hh Bl = 2R 1
% 5HRE, DGR IXRTIZ e KA T — AN AEBI R 2, Wi — B e
RS, W] DR AT i R AE B 55 . RIEAE Coleman(1988) RS B, B 11
W TAMEEMNZ B TEREEE ] SCRSN, WHEHe 1 an] B s X p e {5 i1
(trustworthiness) ) 4 55 o

[EJAE 1T DA A FE Al 3 5 B4R ™= AR A5 AR I T IR, Shapiro 28 A\ (1992) LA K& Lewicki
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A1 Bunker (1996) #Riit 1A R A4S /T (identification-based trust). X F{F T4 L
NS A 2, Eeln, Whiteley (1999)7EHTF I8 [ S 4 4 98 AS () AR YR I 00 4 2> %
AREFTEE. £ETRAARLEE T HEERESRARA TR AR EGETS, iR
BWPRREAEA TR it 2 TEA—X TN CEFER N —RE B A
PIMEAT LAY TR K AMEE. AR AR 70 H e B B A R AT RL= 425 B R ST

N Eetn, Paxton AL BT AME I E AR S — R IER, BIPMAZ
[B] ¥y 4125 3% 4 (social associations), VAL E T AR AR 922 B W% ) (inter-subjective)
L (Paxton, 1999: 93), JRRMEME. B RAENMANEME ., PR LHSMBEIE
AP R AT IE R pE 2 A i R A P2 R I o T AR AR B P LA B b 1. XAt A
RS AE AR BE S A Paxton {13 B4 E# 22 # (General Social Survey) H'=
A 0] 83 1) 45 SR S st TR SE B AT CIX =A™ i) 43 ol 0 1) 1 40 O 2 3 6 T A N 38 R
N IEAESE B SER, WM T A TEHLRZAREE. T HE
PRI 145 AT DA SO T BURT 8945 4R S Bt AAT TS i1 BE RS AT - 27 515 AT & Paxton #E A4+
SEAMS IR, Hhk T HEMNANRMEESS, a7 ARG T,

DRI, FRAG Bt ¢ RYE RS A 2 AR L) R BEAR B B AR, BFE AR N H BN
{EAF LA B AR B A

(1) N—REEREE. EHIUT AT, HIUS/E (organizational trust) TR
PIE —MRAEAE, B3 7 X RBERGEE, KT REELL A AR FEE, BT
K—MERE A NIMEAE, DA BEARRIEAT . XEAEM EREREATE A, TRE R 21+
BRI A. HEVEEC R EH T w8, 1 “F5EfFE=2R” (Cummings and
Bromiley, 1996). fEiX—&JNH, Cummings il Bromiley ¥ i1 1 75+ @ 1 7] 5 DA &
HAWPMEALAE R . FRIFH NG HAE T B 7 5 G N L, (AR EEE T
=ANYERE, RHA Likert Lo REEE R &, & H QR 7 “IRATETTH R A 1EE 37
CEATRT TSR KA 8 7, “BRATE TR FEI ST LU E i g 5 RS = W7, “3RA1
M EELHBETM U TENBAIESIN, RSEFHFIEREE ", “HI1E
ERTT R R U, AR R A ] [ FH 2 A H WA 7 “RTH D
H& TAE B, BOERSHERINZSH” DI T EE A B RA T &
W FE,

(2) X FBE{E(dyadic trus) WEREE. k17— REEZS, 0 EFR, EH X
)4 B . AT DAFE & I G ATE . R 220 0B 22 70 2048 tH A A AN 2 — i m)
T R R BRI () (2 2238, 1998; Ho and Chiu, 1994), & AT B PEN, ArUEIER
RS E TINEEHEE, 2 RkE T A5 NI, thgidwr & N2 (Hwang, 1987),
B DMB AT 7 R R R B R 1, WFRFR 2 R (5 1T (particularistic trust; Luo, 2005a).
Nt AN N2 DL E SR O SR Z PR RN NMEAEM 2% (2208, 1998),
NANE T, BT DUMEAE 2 B R M I —RERB AR 2 b & B — D A LA A H O
RNk 2%, J2 48 NERAS B2 IR -5 SR SRR i 32 BEARTR , SRsiz i AN, AR AR,
Al F R EIRBCCFF AR . SRR A2 R R EENGET (E4D5E XK,
2002), tHEHNHL—HAEERIEAL (Luo, 2005a),

TE— MR, EERRBARGIEMNIEE, WREENEE Wi mprg, o
SRR S FHIHE T =22 58 (Luo, 2011). %5 B = R on —HEA P P A5
HEAPER 2, R MRS BEAR R RRRRBAEA A o 5 BE R S R4 8 R B 3
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15 2% Wasserman and Faust, 1994, % 102 U1, 1fa[ff ] UCINET #4155 2Zi684, &
ST 5, 2010, 5229 H..

A Ny b ki N R PR ey ARt B

EMRIZR L, GBS RN NSO E, EARARZEN L, M HREIE]
R R — R N A S B BRI RIS . H AR RIS — N SUR iR, w]
DU R — I — KT R M AR SR B H R, TTiEREEEE IR —m—/NT
TG RO R A PR UG, R R, AR MEBIRIS 4
RIS RIS 3A, RAARRP . NEVEEEEARFRSER, WE e H S sh
o, JEIESAUBEE T, — BRI NS AT TG (Baker, 1992; Sparrowe, et al, 2001;
Reagans and Zuckerman, 2001), {H Ibarra(1993)2} LN 7E AERF 7R LR () BRI AR 2 3% |,
IR SRR T RAh, AR UGE, We@RARNG R, tinE
7 A 1) 45 1 B A (hierarchical structure) ANF T3 B & 155 8 F % & (Baker, 1992), {HEIfH
FIFZEPNEC T X R R 1w 2 511

SR Z AR, R A= 7 B ER R, DUANRE B S e, e
BRI, AR B Z T H S B 5 IS A AR (Cummings, 2004). — o 2 BEiG
W, 551 2 KA ZUE BAR IR, AT 2R A0S, MR, St wos,
DR IE T 22 1 25 M) B A AT 511R 613 (Levin and Cross, 2004; Suarez, 2005). [ 5k L
— R BOE T 18— LB T 78 1) X 28 G5 1 B

(—) MR (Network density). BEAEHF TR 25 %5 2 75 B AT BEAR H1R
B13& DI RCH BAR B2 XA 0] @51 A2 7 AS[F 2518 . £ Sparrowe . Linden Al Kraimer(2001)
FRIAH ICHIF FT R S R TP 2486 5% B ) s e L S22 AN 25 1 . {H Reagans 11 Zuckerman (2001)
TR — TR0 224 AN EAR BT 5T rb &0 R IUREAAR 3 FE 0 T En B B A2 7 0 BB A S,
TN IR 28 55 T8 o A A ol 07 [0 S EL B RS 2 ) B AR AR &L o XA 2 45 18 ) 70 B2 R
NS, AR T L2 AR R 2 T ) 5E X

M2 5 LI TE SRR, BB A ME R I, BRI 25 85 FEOKR, FR Q1 ) SR
BT o AEOA S R AR S A BRI AR ? Krackhardt (1996)42 t 41 24 1
HIRES:, DN R SO R B B2, i o 2 2 FE AMIE AN K sy, HBid )25 i i
KA RE R S5 R B, QAR e, QU3 RIS AL, — (AN, Hri SR A 5
WA T o HEERBPER, SN SAE LR L, LS E. B
ARCW Bk, EHAREIR.

(=) #fa00PE (Group centralization)

(1) BRFEE F O (group degree-centrality) [53 FRE 5 45855 FE A5 HH
e O SR T BEAR SRR RR R, g B AR TR A BN PR L. Wasserman Al
Faust(1994) I\ g HEAA O M AR 45> B 53 (BN B L3 ) A8 e R, R BB AR N
PRk RETEDBNE b, WP oEfrE NS b 52, WRBFEK PR,
AR BB ERABERR, JUIAKEAMAREK T BRI D),
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MEEA AP 5 HTHRAE 1) 1 B2 >R E . {E Sparrowe. Liden 1 Kraimer(2001) LA &
Shaw (1964) ft5%f B4 0 £ 46 R 06T S AR 52 A 70 b B AR O 1 5 BE AR 3 R
M BAEESAE G . Bk Ot s, ARREFIER N AN F B LM% 0 A E S,
R E N RIPAT BB 2D, XA 250 2508 i AL 18 5 2 e M A « BT 2H 28
G AR L, B O E, SHSURISER, B, 0T R AL
B SL b b aiE AR50 (Ibarra, 1993).

{EGAR A AR O PR L B 2 B O R BRAIS, R AR R G XA I 2R
SR 1S 2 ZE AL, AT A, X T EE R FIIR ST S 70 = B AR A S K BT . Ibarra,

(1993) i di5 A A SCEA A TR 2 —E MRS, 7 86 H I I RCR < Luo (2005D)

FERFFEAR MY N AE AR G 1 BB 7 —MEcse: oA S AMIG. Al TR A
T BB, FL BT HIRAR SCE A s, RS ENESE. BFoAN TS
SRR, —J7 AT S B AN AR TR A DN B b, 5 — T T AT e S R D il T o B
& AR BB TE ARG T o BEARAEAR RO M T AR S R 1 52 v i Ry id — 2B i 9
PR Es:, (HAEM AR AR S B ARRS, FEARH O T SE & — A ] ZA I 8% . g
B XM F o 01527 Wasserman and Faust, 1994, 25 180 71, wifa[{# A UCINET %A
BRIz, S HP K, 2010, 2192 7.

Q)FEEE A0 (group betweenness centrality) 75— v —/ BRI A
W28 SERRE S I FR A R A R Aot R BfE 2 EEE BRBUIMASE,
A E R N A — I MT B O AR 2 NECINETR TS BRI, R HACEAR
XM ABRREIEA R, FEMNEHERZ R EEEN. FaE X RBFANESH
Wasserman and Faust, 1994, 2% 191 51, fa[fff i} UCINET #4532 i%f6%r, HSHZP
K&, 2010, 25 196 T,

(=) /M4 (small group)

B 2 PR AN RO, TRED R A T2 R SR B E R AAE—iE T
VEA S, /NI RS 53 — MR b 2 AR B, O A2 R 200, A A/ B
FRNA B RIGG, HERAKRR, DEFRHIL, KB BT RS/ AN
Burt (1992) g5t Mk H L i At /N Bl 1 B BIAR, At <S5 /T 5 SO AN B2k
AR ZMEEW, XMASE —1%rhds (buffer) BUE4ZAAK, &—NIrxnl g
HARFIA2T8], ARG R UFAL B S5 FE S T BEAAR P 3 20 R A A 52
Mg le ? Burt A Jy: —DHEEAEP SRR I, IEARE ESRIEPAZRHIL TBZE, 3
HIPR A BAHAER, 545 Bk g rh k.

Cook (2004; Cook, et. al., 2004) 2 H HIfFIEMZS (trust network) HIMES, HhELAy—
sezg i, W ZRBRGME W, SAEATAFHAKE T—RAG(E, &kE THER—
AL, W2 NI BASAE, AU R BN N o PRI S B P 15 A 9 2% 1
PN, AR TR e P AE /N, A 5N AT S . (SRR 2 TT DAT
W P AE A A (1 /N A 3 47 (clique small B, group) i BA 23 B Al 4T & .

BESR IR B AELE XS BANAHIE B/ B 2 AR 1445 B BAH S W BEAS, IS A A2 M
A T MR I B (bridge), —AN7T DURIBURIR LIS AL = AALE] . Mol
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UL RS 2., 1S B I M 7 SR AR RG24 1 AN AR R 2 [ 5l - Granovetter RIFE H
RENS 35 PN T 2L (1) /N IR S O #0299, Hansen (1999) HUM TR I, 2HZR
W59 B T I H BIBAM A w3 E BB BE R R, A & 58 3 5 24 5N
W, BT HR P HR AL BN A S RIEFRRSCR . DB s iR LR 7 2
(1) Z4/4(component). 15 AT K/NAR B FIFRE L2 A, AT 2
FERVARIMES R NAME, tetn, AR E A/ NIRRT I, Tt M E
S9IET IR, BRI AR RS Gy AW ZE, XRE T HHAR R AR 611G
S IR . FEAHE XA 1522 Wasserman and Faust, 1994, £ 109
UL, A UCINET ¥AHS 21384, ESH P FME, 2010, 3 166 Ui,
(2) K-plex A& —Fh LUAEAN W 26 1% 73 5 AR Rl 02 03 s 3 s Rk i S R R 7 %
K-plex Fan—/NAEE g NN, HA RN NHE 20 5%/ A4 () FLB R 3 DR
gs Tk k ZRMIC R TEA E A H5E A il 2% Wasserman and Faust, 1994, 25 265
U, anfT A A UCINET 33 21248450, 162% P 548, 2010, 5 231 1L,
(3) N-cliques J& — M LLBEAN 9 28 it 51 5 Fo A s 573 (0 5 >Rk B/ N I 732
N-cliques 2 /IS A 4 o A 7 N 22 18] A R 5 /N T 85 T no VRGN 8 X3
s 15 2% Wasserman and Faust, 1994, 2 258 71, fifa[{#i | UCINET #4415 3
ZiaEt, S B P FE, 2010, % 234 7.
(4) Lambda set i FLECR 2%, ATE G 58 S A R A1 R ZRAHIE T (line
connectivity of nodes). Z&AHZE MR 2 S BT AN A B — 2 A
P, WA SN AE, ML L R&REE, SR MG ,j). it
EME R R AAER B R EZ, HASH BRI, DI
RZLE, A REATMANIAFEIZE . lambda set HH ) P 3L RN 17 i B 2R AH I 1 AR 2 v
T AER I — s 5 AN ) — SR A M . ISR =R /N AR I AE T
NI R RN G W RS TR AN SN R EFEEE . e L
v 2% Wasserman and Faust, 1994, 25 269-270 71,
(5) E-T index 5&— /N P36 0% B2 B DU BEAR I35 B2, IX MRS SR I
— /NIRRT R, AR, TANEE AR, BT DN RS
SR T H WA s E 7B RRR EE KE,  2010), B AagiR
AR R EE R XA SRR S 2 — M EE .
E X RBUF ARIESHED RE, 2010, % 239 1.
(6) [HlEEH(cycle) o X (E S FUEMPE RS, A—AN1T i H & B2 [F] BT )
— i, XSRS — MR RE BB S SR HWE E, JEEE
2, BRI UAEA—ME B R RS, WA RIS R E EA
FEREERNE, TUESRERKT, EERHNAETUEREEE, Uk,
L2, R DIWAET, XEAE R RIS RS N B EERE . BR
HIH A B FE = AR PR, BIEBESUIR D, 3 PN R 2 2 FRAK [R] 2%
o VEAE X B A 2% Wasserman and Faust, 1994, 25 107 7.
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IV. AR TEAR

IERABEFEE AT A 2 T AR S A E AR R B, FIELE T, i1
MEBEARWTTERRZ M RN, — BRI S RmA NP FH IR, —2
HRE 5 —PMHLR A BER, —2 P HAPRIDN NG EZMTE N RO,
P BT LN ZH AN R B, s 2 2 A 2 76

—. AREKHSEER

HI# LA Tsai M1 Ghoshal (1998) & SN, At AT THE I & P R [B] 1) 4k 2 R AR (£
Kb, AT 2 r AR, T ARH R R A A, T = AMEE

(D theHF, WS4t TR, W “PE— Ak Rie 72
(R AE I 18127 5 ORI B 5 TR — B 4E R B AL 22 R R 7, A alin) 1 A — A
) =AL80F o SRS 20 0 LU 9 LR i A A 2 U LR R I AL, LRl
% (betweenness centrality) bt — FLA7 2 S5 4E FEAE S TEA

() BEEWER, iR RYERHSTAR, P “IE— RO AER IR
AN IRIIEE?” LA “— R ie, WRLL 547 1 iR TR BB AT SF X AR AT I 2 12 7
[FEIREI = AL T4 ERIAE, SRS N I RRFE HR O 1% (in-degree centrality) % 1155, LASKRAS
KEREYEEA S TEA,

(3) rEES, WIS TA, WAL R ER R A3
FAETAE R 5 E B2 T TR Bir 58”7 BLA “TRATHA N A AEIE SR EE
AN ZR BB H Aw DA S I R sy 78 i A 7. IR SN ET R B UGS 3915 2 i 445
o

HARXFERIER DT, ReeMAHR A2 oA — R =77, 54,
Cummings #1 Bromiley (1996) [#] “fSEA7 & R WA H R E KEAE B 75 L,
WA B E BT N E=ANZE 5 AE “ORFRARE 7 CORSEmg ” BAR “A R 5
ZREAET, ==, AR\, WA IR SR YR A2 A — N R AR 1
w7 ARRXERAEIMENTT AR MmN EEES, STRESHUA Y . T H0RH
HMELVIAS, R 2 HOX KRB TR A+ i B 7 Wi &, U445 Fortune 1000 23 =] [
% /b RN 45 BT (Florin, et. al, 2003), HiE 52/ DA FH EHSELELE,

=, ARARERAN AN E

2T HLANBAN NF A NBR K R T HAS I SMB TR, JoBer, MRrg X0t 7t
KN N THENNZRAEZFEARAA, M5 A(Lin and Dumin, 1986; Lin, 2001) &
J& T —EHRNAERGE (position-generator) 1) 45, AH B HIE 5215 35 (M) #1 2> B2 U2 AR 5L
K. X —BEEMWAS TR, BGT B3P 042 W 2 (ego-centered
network ), 44, WA NHIER W15 2 TR, X ORGSR R,
UOE ELVPAL X FE T & TR 5E, 1RARE, BEWS I IEMS R EH. FiR R Bk
WA B 7 R T 45K 0 i, (2 75 2B P B AR E R B0 ), B DUSGE FH T 4H 2N Y
WE, XEENEEHTHLSINEFR TR,

FEAR b, RS AN N X 2% R RIS AN [ 285 v B i 1 0% 0 5 X S S 7 TR AT
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1. B e RMIBME G HITRE, ISR (LRI Z2 D). ES IR (I
SRR S R A D LA IR 28 2 FE (28 Bl 3 2 TANBR R I R AR ) &5 . L& AT 14
W7 SR, S TR, I 28 555328 T T o B B D IR 2 %35 R 0 vy A k22
WX BT $ £t 1 4 2 A B BE B D= & (Montgomery, 1991; Montgomery, 1992; Lin, 1999; 14
MA G, 2001; AMAHTK S, 2001; BXIEAR, 2002; BXLEA, 2003), {HXEER
BB FFdE— P FUE S . LR S B X 4% B ik YR I Fe &, fEiX— ), HRAL
A BGE FAA R IOCHY,  EAT DA R A e X 25 vh Pl ik R IR R R T 2 D

XA FITVER ARG R 2 BIRARY A T a2 h, Mkt
FEMR E ST IER AR, B— W% R 7 B A2 TR 80 32 e T Hpr b 1)
FES AL o TAEBARAE S, AN B RE S A wT DS i L i AN S B R RN B 7R SR 15 2
S PRI, I AR BRI 2% R D H B TR L SRR R A SR AR A, e DA
X FCARA A2 T U B ) A7 0 A R AR R B B . BRI AR T A ) A R B — AN UL
MER, BERPEEEE TR RPN R o TAE R 8%, miEETd, ghE
SRR A 3 [ 2 Ho b 2 X 4% 1 02 O 15 AP &R P TR IR RRAE, S8 5 X BT e %
(R B I SRV R R AT IS, FFvH R B B RV SR BRI A SR AT 7y, SR Ja FH IX L
TSR S Bl N A2 X e BT ik 1 R R 00 . AN e AR T RN B Y &5 Y
T — 20 1 AR 3 R WX 2 A PR AL, 4 AN N DX 4% P PR S B 2 T3 25 4
et L5 E0HW, k@ R T ENE K. R, IR BATA A
MBI AL GEWRZE IR B O, AMERINZE A B A Btk A
() — A~ 81 B2 R 40 R B e i A& (3 0L Montgomery, 1991; 1992), i “HH
BLAE BUE 1R B BT R B BT AN 2

LA A9l A — A g B 11 1] A 5

AR AR R

HADE A iR BRI P TR AL, 55— A B AR FELOR, 58 At A X A B2
AFE R AT RHEER AT . 22007, A Dol E il Z R BRI, A7AT 5k
WR? BIRIERARE . ABCATIR? REBRSATGE 7 A W 1B e DL
DRAR 2 V0 ) R 2AT AT Bl IR B Ak P AU g PE B ? XS AR R AR 2R B8R, (2
WA XL B Y Bt rp AR P AL RS 5, WA A 41 i) TR,
P IR, R BRI BHIR R “ U7, ARGRZ DA, X BB 5,
DO S A L T4 “ I B R EAZ B R — s JT
HE, POYRKETT PRI 1128057, BA AN A F] L4, B i 51,
AT ELR B2 78 VORBRESEN VAU M B T AR S e, ZRECRIa . B, %2V
FINRAO NI 50 AT 2 9, WAOER AR R ok, XA BHE AT ICIRIES K, 50
A v PE PRI AN R 52 1
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Lin(2001) A~ A R B (ego-centered network) /i & Kia Bt %A, RENNZIX,
Fe th At o B HR (Lin, 1998), A L 2 85 A R B i A2 S A o0 A 2 v A LS
(accessible) BT, PN ANt TEARFE S A28 R4, A LA 7 T 5 A #K i
AR A N E AP

(1) REBUS TIRIAE R RAT, Wt 2 K R B (range).

(2) RAFTREIA R i md & A7, A 2% 2 &1 B (upper reachibility) .

(3) KA Z K (extensity).

(4) KAMFNEL (scale ).

(5) RANFRM TR - DIEFT MR # £ .

IXLERT R O 1L T T, T2 IR B AR N Otk 2 R0 H 1 25
MR, #E 2, PATRLHSMEE AT E TSR RRESE. Dk
BEF 52 UES% Lin, 2001, H-LE5HE+E.

V. RARLE 5 R AL BEA ) KRR KB

TR #E 2 AN B AR S AT R RN TE 2, SRR ST AR g4
FEtt 2 BARESAE T AR P ARE S b, B ST BRI B S 1) 2 2 DL 55
FORE LS5 BT, AR OB B FEAR B, 1T 445 M 448 i 11 I 24 32 i T o L ey 2 S 46 1)
79, e, —RIZBER SR FESEE. JRUUOYFTE KRR A2 Granovetter,
BRI (1985)18 H, BIERMAEFRAFATNFRNZE, IR a5,
EHEFNEER — R JEEHERN BN R, H L5 55U A
(Structurally Embedded Resources ; Lin, 2001), % iR 142 i 1E /& SR 1 A 47  J F T R
RS 4 X 5

XA B T AR A 2 73, i AR OIS HE o B A € R BB A Ry, R
—ARDHERHE AR, RN R R, ATE A, (SR B AR
1 45F4T 8(Granovetter, 1985), DHULHRE /155 K. Ja & D0 UL T 19156 v A (12 50 ik
1708, WIREB N SIEE LM, AW RN i S B a8, b 1 R ] (1
], AR R G B IO BTG AR, X 2[R AR XS Bl — > F— [ 4R
et — B AR R R, A M S A — N AR, el fE#RfF b
SFEHRY B S i HNE. |52, HaRACLERIIAEZ D ARIERN
B, I A REIN UV R, R ARYEE SEMGERE X 7, MESERER 2R, #iR
BT FATERARAL 2 BEA I S A

Hgt— BT, FESHERSTAE B AR R, Granovetter(1985) 11 £ fix
G i E AL X PR SR O &R, — BRI 18U A #k 2> S5 A an T i AL R O ) 22 5
TR RE, FF4a A g5 8 DL S g i A (R 5 2 R A BRE AT, T ABRMEAERI L T
WO AE Gy WA BT, FHAEAL 5y ] LABRIRAS 5y A, AN SEI 28 55 e B 45 1),
ML 1 A WO B 5 & IR AT A, MR E BT 2 252 . FAEEIX R R,
T DX 25 T2 5 B e o D) 4 g U PRI (27 R i 5 - B8 B, 2007)
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TESE M Z X _F, Coleman(1990) TR HIFLYE S5 A& S AEHR B —RBAERIATA . KR
Baber [5E X, —MAGAER X0 HIRFRT SIEERET 1R 5 1R ¥ (Barber, 1983:9). X &
NHIA G AL T A S O i e 1, At R 2 E], ARSI, M EAE
FERIEEA . 1T A AR 5T e 7 P FE I AT BAA SR Williamson(1996) Bt (1) “ Bt G AL
(calculative trust). BIRFE I MEFEA R T HIF E(real trust; Granovetter, 2002), [F 5L
XU TT AT 952 BRI 7] BE (A% D0 A AR AT ANEA € 14, ERIIHAT AT — 77 B AN 06 A A R
T 35 SEAB AT B AT A A S S A G — XU O BER S o (R M B AR AT LA SR TS
AT, FrCLSIRAT A A TS Rt sy, anfir & B ARk 2 AR B AR S R B
ARHRBAEM LS, EARKIHZ 0 ] EBER R .

B ARICRA TS E S, MR NFNGERE A 2 AR, (HIX— R B R
W, HSEEER N T — R G BRI E (shared vision) &5 H e A 370 FAH [F O EE &
IHPIHLE bR, XFOFH LR RS 1A BN F R “3AF” (we-group) HIEI,
BeT R <IN [E Al L {545 (identification-based trust; Sheppard and Tuchinsky, 1992).
|63 5 (shared languages) 34 #{ i (shared narratives) | >k H 20 23 i 7 1) 3[R AR 1 4
5, XIERBORSKAR AN, BRAR A A Re sk, RIARACA I ELAH B AR, X8 Bl R 1 A A
M r=AE KIS /T (characteristic-based trust; Zucker, 1986 ). XS H7 K 1 X 2H 2% o3 i) —F%
B

FEWWET F, Wellman (1992; Wellman and Frank, 2001) A NN A\ TE 15 8 2% o
O E A MIAIEHME SR, FILFIRSIEIERZ, HXTH, /it 2 mdHk
PAECK 45 1T . KrackhardtFiHanson (1993) & 320 23 o 52 03! f) N 40 2 1 I /< X 4%
(Philos Network) HfiAH 0L B, —J7 A HE WA S I 7388, HaEmiK
AT A IRVE RAEHLECR], AR, WAH X HEERieb —, BRIAEBITA
(Trustworthy Behaviors) & &2 5B FIESR A HIVE, IR 2 N B SR TE 1
ANZ, FFREER . H— )7, Krackhardt (1992) $8 HifE 4% 10035 1 LAFE B
sl e N AR B AR IE U7, SR et I A A AR R, e
FEALAE 2 Hh— A5 KWW )N 2 BRVE TE 5y 5| R REAA i3, P DA A/t Jo) 38 (1) NAT N2
PR E A EHE, HMNBERLARENERZ . MALEHETE NS RN AN EES
A BEARE SR SLUE BRI SCRF (Luo, 20052) o

5 bR, A2 4 tt 2x BE R AT DAAEAS HW T 2 8] 72 AE A5 4T« IE 40 Blau(1964)F5 Hif,
FEAL A e, AN AASBE AT 2 SIS I (04, PRIt Clt) 02025 7 BB T 0 D7 1 38
FHUHBEER KRG BN B4R . 1E— R L 238 Hd Fi b, XU e A& 2 e
Granovetter (2002) 118 1 “FSZ(5/E”. Burt (1992) M5 MRS H W RN AEH N E
FIrRESRAF ) RIS ML =5 %, EALRET, MRBISCHA R T2 50, AN izl A4
XTI BIR, TR —2E “ NI, S REFT B AAr LUS IR1F BIR, X2 — Mt a5t ik,
IR Blau (1964) #ZHBIRRKE, ErtCieh, FOARIEREASZR, B LASTT
WA T A A, AR R RS G0 S X TR s AN, iRtk — Ay
S, WHSERSE, Rt G, FAEET BRE. Kithds
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Burt (1992) 1 Blau (1964) KM, AT ML EIrRAALE T4 AT NS TE
B2 B WIS AT -

H ERriA, AT R 2SS HEMEIER . 458, 55 LA RRK R, 1M
H 4% Granovetter FUNBELTATII RN AR 4998, BAEE LM ATREAE — BN ] f5 2k
AR AL, ELU N T B 52 20k JE A JEPE [ 22 o (Granovetter, forthcoming).
BEE2URGN, SR, —HANREED - GESRE Nl ECEELERE
HHALEFE - 2 EIRATRAIRT - B EAHZ (self-organization ) 5 HJAHE
(self-governance, Ostrom, 2008) ° 727 » #15E—EE AAH EAMGAE, ATMAZ X B EE
FE S W AR, B and] FEs sl JJ ek 1, SRR, EAK)(F i,
1998), X7 HIAMESRATEIRAN T . B2, BEROHEDESLE MWK IEN. 4
AR AR, CHETZHREE L, BT RN M — B —1), T e A &,
FEATCHE Lo A BEARN ) 2 4EFE R R BUBRE BRI R A58, & — > B PR 0 150G

VL. #EBAK AR KR

KRYEPE S R AR FAEAT S B L |, &4 & i (social
ties), fEFHEGLEK R . FEA L1l (indigenous)E B 5 HH [E L FFUER, ARSI
A ERMEBB, Guanxi (KFR) —EAEMRINEEESE N (Tsui and Farh, 1997) [JHES) T
TR 77 8 B 2 R AR b [ o €08 B (1) DR BT, Guanxi 5 H A (B AF IR B2 o8 RYEE A
SEARFEENLE, 1M Guanxi JEEHS M, AE MO I EE AR, )2
CEMYERE A 2 AR F NS, Fr DO 58 R BRI B 2H 234 2 B A 1 9T H kS
Ko

KA AR A — 2 B, HOLEE 7 FEMMBF AR, HRZEPEXRN
e T b, A6 L R HIPE T (Bond and Hwang, 1986, Chua, et. al., 2009), % £ )5 &
(Bian, 1997; Chen and Chen, 2004; Law et. al., 2000), 5% & ] % #% (Peng and Luo, 2000; Park
and Luo, 2001). % /R AL G, U2 IR 1 H AT K48 & (Xin and Pearce, 1996; Chen
and Tjosvold, 2006; Chen and Peng, 2008; Zhu, et. al., 2009), F141%5 &(Gu et. al., 2008;
Zhuang, et. al., 2010), 5% & 5ZB 45 % (Bian, 1997; Luo, 1997; Hui, et. al., 1999), LI 4.
AN TR R 56 R . SR, BB/ D% (Xiao and Tsui, 2007) Z4b, KZHIXHKK R
FIEBA W I, IR 2EE IR .

TR BN 2R AR o AR 2 R ) o A B ATTER N 23 b BN O R 42 5 2 hg 4
A 2 BEA I S A
— PEXRKEFERRH

DB R ZR — T AP F R 2w IS & A 2502 7] LLESE T (Granovetter,
1973) A58 3% 7 (Krackhardt, 1992) L3 ) ) & i & H— 2235/ . Granovetter 22 12
WM, mEFEEAMEUNSG CHNZXRFEER) 1. BEE%E CEEMINA BIA
PREETE— . BRIEW R oRER, BUSmAM. MATESER R E ). KSR Sn 7
SRIETT N EIURE B INEZE . 5wy vl DU R B B ah bles,  HAE AN A b
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XAFE Ak X T — AT AR - B SE LR 2 U B T e
Mo B2, SENA TSR4£ (Krackhardt, 1992; Uzzi, 1997), AL A
SAT R TR H I 2%

A, S9EW A MR HAA B H . 59180 ] e R IP L ARIGI I — A, 5
AAIESE R PEEN , X5 A2 25 7 #9811 18 B (Structural hole; Burt, 1992). K& B A
KATRERTURI, PrCMBATRMEEE R ~ A RBARRE R, G 7T AR A FHRE
Pley, WArkRALVZ RGN Am, XML HIETRZ (1D &1FETN
IR TG ZR, (20 AHEUAAKE T RE B AT BRI, BARSSIE O &k
e NIRILE Z LS AE B, a9 — D NN, A/ v DLse 920 2308 . 4 [A]
[PIEELE 3, AH A THEAS K AT BeAE K AR SE LA R AR B 7= A S AR AT A AEAT .

KAF L T A E T4 2% ? O N — SRS H A YA MER SR, g+
E K REH - TEXRRSEEX RS ATFN (Chai and Rhee, 20100, KR ZEHIEER
WHAIEA, BUAE R —Fh K BE R R BIXT AP e (FEHKTE, 1982; Yeung, 2000; Chua, et.
al., 2008; Chua, et. al., 2009). 1 [E 3¢ R KL & UL FEIXFER M S, 2k KA N E 5h
fgImEsT CGE%H, 2005), MLME, PE7HE @AM FEe. Pk, s
Skt a0z b (3R, 1998; Ibarra, 1997). FHECT #6522 (45 5538 47 BLAS
= H 54T A) 3 (Granovetter, 1973; Burt, 1992) H [E A\ 58 {5 [m)4# FH 50 ¢ RS A
KeFHA (closure) HIF 7 (Bian, 1997; Xiao and Tsui, 2007).

EE D E AR RA EMES R, FralEE. §h, Madm e A
[FIET, RKRELEFFHRE, BT A A AR RSS20, 1998), Fr LA [E
NRVER AN Z G — M2 (Hwang, 1987; 1988; Luo, 2005a; Fu, Tsui and Dess, 2006). %
MHEMRRR—F N BANNRZA (Luo, 2011; BRHBEKHE KA. 24
NEEN; MEHRX, 1993; Fu, Tsui and Dess, 2006). 5 —, — FARFER K OC R 4 A 44 RN
(M EIHX, 1993; Luo, 2005a), FE[ETRIZLAVEDEE (1988) frinfy “REMERZ" > #K
T EN B A0 2 W B G 5o B =, RN BN BIAAAE , B PR B 4E (L, 1998,
2008; Chen, 2008) 45 H [E A T Bhas-F o0 & i TRV 515 BRI, A F ¢
A B f, PRI R 1 Ok RIS A A i v P 5

BT 2R (B0, 1998) - FeA% Ja HEA AN X (1993) HIH [ 58 &R =43
Al BAR AN AL B 520 JR R A NAT AN RESE (L D

AR

TR AR 2 R R LA T, A FE R T E A R B bR . AR L DB RS
P EHX(1993)38 4> B B Ok WA e BB FR RN, o] DLEHE 3 S LR UML)
KN, WITE R MGEESR MR, 1MJaE A REEEER 1 KR N R RE R R, &
FEEDINTR G5 NERSEAT R AR L2 ok R AR IMUR N SR &R (BRI X5 1994; Luo,
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20052). AT RANE T, BFEEIRKECE K RIRTRE, AT RN 38#i
VENP, HASPRAG AT 2 8 I 1 N\ A e i 37 S K 1 (Hwang, 1987; Tsui and Farh, 1997).
FECNENT » WRZ NS T TR ANZ, MR RS RS AE AT — B R
M UL K J 524t A st R 3l 2 b o AR LA A0 B R A8 BRI L 35K ¢ R 70 = Fh R
IRHE W B T ENRE 28, 5 M T B R 2 A BIE SRR (continuum ),
RERICAT B ARG R IRE TSR T AN R (Hwang, 1987; 1988), HiE 1%
METTERERE, KRR A Loy Al . B B A1 D) F] ) 2% R (Zhang and Zhang, 2006) .

REZHW R A FAEH TR REERRRIESEN) i, FANEELHD—
uii, B 7 (Hwang, 1987; Luo, 2005a). 17 /8852 (Law, et. al., 2000; Chen and Peng,
2008)E# 321 1 (Chen and Chen, 2004; Fu, et. al., 2006) K&~ N IR o A0 AR Bt
PAEIZ M OC R0 F e 2 vl AR o SR, 17 I8 23 N 5 0 M5k B A2 AR I B 7 (1Y)
(Yang, 1995), FrLLET T B SERIEAT > KK RA N Z A2 —NMESAR, HP), R
PL=4ek b B ANRIR R, BN — NS 1A F B O T H Bl 1 70 80 %25
KAEMZYER % (Luo, 2011).

XA — DR B K E e P2 [E o R AL iti(Bond and Hwang, 1986; #[%]
X, 1993; Chua, et. al., 2009; Chua, Ingram and Morris, 2008). FKJECHTEEEH TR AR
I B, 22 A TAE IR RIELARN A —u, FEWENFEANT S REFTE L.
Granovetter (forthcoming) Pt it 1 H A (consummatory) 14T NI, 7] B8 2 5 U Hufift i
FIFWRHEM S, FOVER IS NS T IHEIRS, o S A R FIAS AT 3 5 1 53
TERITR A1

“HAEHK” (consummatory) HIAT NN 2 LERF R RIS Z N T REAE, 1M
AN T AR HAL B AL - Granovetter £+ & Hardin HI{E4F 89« B AH A F)FE 18 (Hardin, 2001)
R, WRKRESLLCEFIN T MR AR 28, 44k, BEE. FHEMEE, B4
HIEFEEI VP AR . BHIERCHARNRD RAZIET BA L, B, SRELREA
TR, wmEE. BUE. KOH, MEmNESE. EIROERINRAT It 2
REC. BFEREHOX MR RBATERE), FUerT PL# ST B IERE(E. IRt B

AT 1 R T B K F A AR I e R, W R GBI KT T B T E
HE AR T FERIHKFZ LG Z I —LeF o IR TER I TTEA AR FFE L AERT, T2 H
BRZH], TRIFA ZE AR, AFII A s 1977327, BT HK %, 513
FIFH Eo. (Granovetter, forthcoming, 3 H 4 6 W)

TEF NI/ A, o E SRR SR 3 U, Rtk iE S IR 3 AT AAE
XFERIIAE T A R A TEEER . — DN ANEHOX TR REAKATRER . EICE (Hwang,
1988) [AIBLAE LS OC R AT e JE AR A7 SRz, X2 B A AEXFI R R E
YERAMM T BAE BRI R A (Wang and Liu, 2003). 7571 B 5 & AN AFAE 15 1
EZ ARG, A & MRS, WNEE. B DBSELF T N (23, 1998).
IRANTTHE) G R br b IE R KGR IR R, R AT N5 AN Z [
G A B3N A, I AT R ) SRR AT R R

W ERE A (B RE R R BTEAEE N A& A T W B AT 9 AE bR .
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FE—AEP . NBUD N3 FEARCR AR, iR “A8” XFEIRIIITE, 2ib ik
FJIRIAE IR E, VO AR IR — AN N B A AR A s AT o @ i PR 18 ((emancipation
theory;  Yamagishi and Yamagishi, 1994)3 1, Xk HIBRERIA KA LIREEIE,
BRUNEAR IR IR b, Wi e — B NPk FEa Rt m, wRPaEsE 7, w
R ERETHAMAN, (H4IROLIE—NE AR/ BE R IR SRR, REIRARG
W, HSEAERAESE, ©RFMHEE/E, XY IRIE (assurance; Yamagishi and
Yamagishi, 1994; Yamagishi, Cook and Watabe, 1998). 15T MRS IR iF MRt 1 772k
FRANFRIE “o [EEERERFR (committed relations) e 5 B 1 X HI4FE & H %
A B A FF R R (Yamagishi 55, 1998). ZX A8l 12 A0 /NI AR, BN ORI 2
SR I, T DL A RS AR A o

“Aerde — MR SRR BRI, AR L IE (AT AR] AT 2 1 2B K A 2 1l

Bo “MBVEIREEMR AT R, MOXAE S EE, FE 5 RNAZAN K BT 6 e e A

PIFEKe TR, FRXFE—E AR BE R A, EIXANE N2
AL, AT A2 AT IR, AR A FTEE I, B DA A LU R A 1L ( Yamagishi and Yamagishi,
1994) WRZNAER R, “AHAHEAE"2 BT 58 M B e 45 A4, DRI R FH B RS
PR, HLEARXRPIE RN OCAEEZSG, 07 DURH1E—AN AT it a1
FNo

BAMESENIRZ N, BE R E X uEm AN, 28 T XEHEEN, IR
HNONRZ N (BEAENFLZ no tie, TAE weak tie ) s —F LHEMAZHIC R, itk
SR, BRETA . RXRBK AN AL T B TR s 1 58 R E SR Iy — g
(Hwang, 1987; Luo, 2011; Law, et. al., 2000; Chen and Peng, 2008; Chen and Chen, 2004; Fu,
et. al., 2006). 7E5INIRZ NIRRT, A E A N FESCHT, BRI B 3R] &3 1 B S
W IR A L VF I (Hwang, 1988). AFAC# R AR & H TX —KKR R BLERN
CONCEENDP, BERNRZ NBIAT R

hE AR AR, A R ] B B R B AR . AR R 2 (Coleman, 1990)
FEHMA S EARLE P W T E & LR, B 7R

(Process-based), AR T#EoA2 14+ ) B B {5 1T (Creed and Miles, 1996; Zucker, 1986).
FEAEWH 2T IPIRRE, AN TTH RIFPIREG EIE A BER), Rtk
BURAZRI A 4R (Blau, 1964). 2 T PR FME R EIRAER E AL 2 0 R, AR HE T —Fhik
PR N Z (A X ZRAFAT I OSSN o BB FE R 3R A 1 0] DR 25 B2 B 78 72 1) 4 E 2>
Pt AR (latent social capital)?F %3] 1 (412> % A (mobilized social capital)Fr 38 1AH BAG AT
(Lin, 2001).

“HOFRAE— N AL A B F AR AN, BT R 5 mT LS I A B8 Atk 1) 0 3
Flai. M@ T EXRRIEPEEIFFEZMEN, Xed T HhEANKEE4ESHD
(Leung and Bond, 1989). X R XU7 W NAEATE NN T — A AE R 2 AH € 1 B AT RE 7k
T AEBEEZE, PR RATREAN NSy 1 8 G40 T 00 AR M S AP s e RUYE . itk Ak, HEA
FE =R, =4, R — N ANERIE RSO TR R R EAM AR . i
ST RTE AT B AF 9 28 A2 BERE A SR AN 28 1 I 20458 (Luo and Yeh, 2008) . iX i & A4
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R AR IB NI AE A E M R B AR B SR B, A nAE A 5 OK ) ) SRR P L EA
5iH(Peng and Luo, 2000), £E R/ 1] BT AL B3 E E A 1) 42l H (Park and Luo, 2001).

g9 L B 18 (Granovetter, 1973)FTHe i 1, N IRZ N BH 72 78 1 M
FIRA BN 2% o DRI, /N N AT RE S A BILIX AN X 45 R R 5 440 SR 5 25 B ML 22 (Burt, 1992).
52 MR FZNE T8 — N S A AR P S RT BAAT Sk 30 5 R AL 2 B A8 (Lin, 2001
Cook, 2004; Cook, et. al., 2004), 7EHIEA b A BN S IR ZERIUENLE . SR, KA
FAPMEIZR A B B N BBl /N o TGV 31 B3 08 O B R SE AN N B AR, By DU AT T3 4T
KA Bz F T P A B4R K K A Bl (Yeung, 2000; Chua, et. al., 2008). T 2&HEANE T
ANK R, ER—MmIEN, HMAXAMEINIB2EH, BA“TRTAE”, LA
5.

KR E NS P R EE A AL, BOYE AR 7 IHR R 7 A,
7 L VR R, 1982; M EHK, 1993). SV SN H AL 1 BORT B 3 I\ [R] ) S Ak
b, BESFERNATAT P WERE AT EEER 5T B, W AP A%
HISR RARVE o8 SRS — S, 110 53— I i RIS R o0 &R o AEIE SR,
T AT R BB G R 0], B T =Rk R —2N, BHPEA
HK L B4 B A NS THSINLIE MR

£ LARE, RO F AN RINAFAE—DNHL T (FEEERIN ), Fai M EE,
B, ANEARD, By CAde BN ) 2 A AR @ LA K g, X A P 1 300
%, BBHAR, .

Z. PEHXRMENSHRR—E TR

TAR el 5, B ERGIRAT L, e/, Gl H R N E AR 2 R FE TR
Wy, A Ao A (B NEROAY), xR, X RS, H AT
fi CERABATT) BIHRN CEFEESE SR A G R IRER . X R 4
TATPADAEE N A 4 BB R, sk 2 3K el 1~ 36 1) P bk G R BBl 25 . X — R R
1785 (Action Sets; Mayer, 1966)#H1L, 1A & & 1) B4k (closed group) B4
(association) . —™FE A2 3 I RIHANE, BovE 2 LE AT 0E), AREHL =1,
FERL A RATRE B, A EAE E W2 A5 . SRR 2 AT 7 rpoo AW LRI R 11
—HE AN (Barnes, 1954). 17804 H— 70 NP0 sl B3 B B Rt 22k R AL
Bl - rh O NI H B2 S 1 — RIS NBUERA HFRIAT 3. AT —38, 18
THYRF S R AFERIERT . — RIVFFERARATE) . WML KB H RS
515 BN CAE I H R G . 3R E 3B & FAT8) .

NEZFVFRIE (Hsu, 1981) “IFEE G BB Jy i BN ) S R AR BEIE FH B0 R
BRIEBLT  o Her)ihivd, o B AE AR B m AL 2 5 Bl A R AT S et 4 e i H
FACH . AR TAE T (SEPR ER/NE ) & T <R3 Y
AMUNIBLRIAT AR, FLP EF R R BEAT A s U B TR S N T RS # . Bl — DA ANE
e AN R a1 = | N SEaV Zi K N

BEIR A TAEAE R e — N 1 B b OAt 2 AT, H 2 Bl Al B3 RT B
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U 3 AN T fEEFisfEd R, B s K2 SN . FI,
B E N RE AR S s g, £, BT RIRE T, A 0 B EM
W IAT . — DB A DAL 7 AT CLRTAE& AP AT E 15 DL 2 A .

—NEF SR EEE DO AY . ERXAHOD NS R E i I RN CRTE
HALP SRR ZE N FIBNTER—E T B0 NI R AR RN, Wi BT
W, HT AR B9 R A BEUEI L, AR AT RN, T AR
RHEE (B &, 1998) B SRR B TS, 1994). FZ 0 RISNEIE RN - A TIMATE FA
GRS, W2 7T KIS 2c e, DAMEMRATRERS KR B iy B30
FLPRIR RAL S TRAC

KABEFKIAM NG ZHIL R T AP ER &, XA 7 AN, o E 2
NBIFE ARG T TR BEE SN XFhOC R RIEE T K pEA0 B 1) B 1,
MAEPE 7 SO T A AR 7, G 7 AR L2 (BT, 1982; Bond and Hwang, 1986;
Boisot and Child, 1996; Chua et. al., 2009). 8 it A\ A% 22 ey )49 7] DL 3758 K AN A AT,
N NAEFRN B g AT I B N A e )i 12> (Hwang, 1987; Tsui and Farh, 1997)

A 2 BN — BRI, (HAIPE TR I EIA TS 2 — R AT LU DY T7 T R
X 73 P77 fh e B RIE W M S E T —— R RAE . HIE., KEEEULEENE
(Granovetter, 1973; Marsden and Campbell, 1984). #4347 7E1X PU 5 TH FI15 70 s, Bl
sE . EXANE S EE, AANWFEEER, FACTIAMUEFERE RS, WA
FEOm [1) B AT

fEREA 2, < NEZIIEN TR FANGIN—FEER T AT, AR, XFhR
RANIAEI L2 TR R, CLEFIMBEE SRR AR OER. TAEL
P fE SR FAEEH TXRRR. —T70, XRKAKFRIPINTEER— L, 2
SR NASSK AR A pk Ak SR AR5 B HERAES AN NFFTAT N, (Hix e A2
FEEIE ). FEIXERABPIE RN & — M EIHE R ST, 2 NHHEEILRIE 2
T B CARLAEARALE), I NAESS e (R T o A B S5 IR 4F — 2
FERIHI AN 2 e B2 3Gk R T E & 7 AH BB AR AT REME o <A< S[a]
FE AN BT NI TE BRI o

BN TES e, (H2E40 P VE LB FS AR AR I M B X e R IAT N —
17803 FIBILZ TR G 1 (Granovetter, 2002), [FA 8. SCHATEITE R R 5 B FIH T2
7&—#2(Granovetter, 1999). K N EFH BEABTEIINL, NIHZ A CTE AT T 2 A 7550
ML, BN 75 EPHTIX = AN FE AL S E AFER NI RIZES, FIBHE 4 2 i
St LTRSS <3G R L, ~PhrdfEd, NS UL ANIEKH, &
IRSCAT, Bt AT DALE 55 S B 53 2600 72 PN A R pE 2 B, (AR i (B T 0 ¢
BT OL N EE . R NS HEa BRI O, AT UG R 500E, 2DV B &
B CRTRERS e, BT DUIX e hn 1 A8 4 i i

BN — A TAESG I B 7B 7 N2 4h, f$E 17—, XA 4h
Bl DR A N1 8 502 0 e AAS A I AZ IR %5 P B FEAN T A, S < ToBR B4R, AH I,
B REASH, 1 H AT DUEIR AT [FIR), SCFazmithn] DL %, A DL ROC R
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FIAFEfE S [ N BB 7 A A G bt . R RS, XBRAE T AR BREN,
HNWAZ, ATk SN AR REGAN, ZENREIN, Bl FRmReI /N, mrdEnr i, HEif
Iy Pl B 5

AL, ERRhe, JATATLLE 2R E B A LR R — Bl E
ot M, FEREIE, EBERAN (EBFREEHRANLIUBUEN) KAN, i
Bl — EHZEFKRSE, FTUVESRE”. PR IXFERNZ, A LB~ ERISE
Fl. = NIEZHAEGIXAFREFE 78w s, 8 7 mT LR AN B P JA BRIAE
o PO, ERAFSEERIN, FORAIN, RARATHEANGR . PONRIAELE LA B P B L 1S
W E R RS B AT T AR, A EONBE N P O R rh TR SR P
[l I -1 B 1 N AR I T, X AEAS R N 50 SR TR ) R B B A MR A #r

VIL Wi 5 AR5

VERN— Bk B XA BB IS, SRR R 5 J5 R et 7t 23R8+
A ST, SRS ARG K L5 EEFAEE BRI ERRnT LA H,
FheEARA AR — ), TTERAERMES, eanit— P B s n bl &, b/ MA SR
RYET A TR MERGEYEE—FE 2T AR RYE T AR B R A 1 4t
Bt g, eI thfZ 0GR R, MEM R — DN AN — K an], KoM
5 gt B DA AN N 2 50, SRR I 3 A P 2 B Ak o B0 (RS A 5 S5 44 LA R B
WG AT ML A . S TEARESE T ARZER. SRR S, Fitg
TR — N RE R, L, it —Ddny “HiEs 525 A" (hyphenated
social capital; tHELELITAHF TR, LR Williamson it [f] hyphenated trust;
1996), 4142 FIE W] DA B NES:, RS BB AETRATT T T (R 28 — NPk

HIR, #oBEARPSADYEE R AMEA ] ReE A ot — 2/, 1 HASE B AEER. A
HEMYEE MR RYEEA SRR, RYEFE W] R — B (8] 5 U g5 M4, ]
T, 2R ENRIE A, FRATR T A7 5 PR USRS > -5
KENIFHEFEILA . A HE, KRR STAT, FEXNEHEEE—WH
W5 X SRENTEBRAE——R G R, EKIAR S BAS 0T Res2 g e e ik,
KEYJERE 2 N2 F B YRR VGE, Wit —2 X EFHE R R, 2ATER
NI FE IS A4S = ) Tl

BE, W A2 BEARTIS AR Ak 2 B BRI T B A B CE PR TR ndk
i1 FR, FEZE—A “ANBHES”, guanxi” 78 R EFRA TR B BLAT A2 H(Tsui and Farh,
1997; Farh, Tsui, Xin and Cheng, 1998), {HJZATII K R N5 A #E 2 AR 1) X 25 3%
B AL 2 (social ties) A AR 2 HE— D1, oW 1. 5537 0 RIniE T
FEl N 7 A B DR YR AT He oG RN, XA BT R IS e 5 TR ARG, EEAE, M
fEfT e E AR NS HAT AN, 25 2%, S8 FEE RN EM Y2 A CiE N
T AR EE, P22 (1998 1E th B & “ Z Pk R th 2 7 TR« gt R,
KO/ TR ERR. SHZERE A, NRZEZ, ki ELC B SR 7T T 45 H
REANZFE R B DI BE N BANSEN, TEAR “ZFF” 2 A F R AE #20
(Hwang, 1987; &t , 1988; Luo, 2005a; Fu, Tsui and Dess, 2006 ), FT LUK R R 4338
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DA B L H [ 2 e P 25 A T B P ) A ST AL — 2D i

KAYEE R — B B S 4R A S AR, 2 TAE AT, AT 510
“BlUER R (32208, 1998) 17 K HE I B1E (closed group) B“H 2R#B> (association or
club; Hsu, 1963), 1 E AR Z T 5 N HE 5 5 T 8 1, GRTATshEMBE, REd
P8 7 AT SR R BEZH B 3, A R A DL R A iy . IX PR A2 Jik
TN NAFOLHRAEEN, FEAKRRFEZ) RS E — N EHEWTZEN R, FoukeE
FriE® (Lin, 1999), W AMMEA (2011) FriffE, & AR KAH G A E ER RN T
I o

BT RS EZF& R, B2 — M AdRom, 2—NANE—/PNHAZ) R H
SRIET, ARERN CBEREEMSUMEN 53N, mak. TR HRSH
ai, PR REN—FRINTE, — 75 50T IR 2 P i 2 AR R Rk, — 7 T A et
K, BREEKHFR, HEEN A ECH Bir. FR, BBHEYEES T E AR
B FisfE, P RSB/ R, ERPEIEE R W A N E EMHEE N,
[ o B P P P9 N 5 B R 2 X TR PR R 2, o 75 P 70 4 ORI 2 K e I IR [T
BT 51 R HoAh P T b, 4 S REAN N RFNE, tOREE 7B 4k ey ki mT Rtk
B AP PR R IIEIE, MR AT LR R NN, BN AT LUK ALK
No BT LR A —3%7, BTLLnEATE04E, BBl rl Kal/h, AR ER. X
ST T Bl T Ia R Sk, S AR R I O RIS B AR I s, (H
WAELS E R T F o . st S i N I A R O B RE I R

T e o [] A A2 X 8 ) AR SR OGE AN N B A A 2 AR R M 2 S 1T 5 LR . e
R E AP EAE RN 2 A AR ? KRB EASEImENFE? HHEE
2, R E N BI30  RE A5 1 45 R AL B AT RE M O3, BT DA S I 25 45 K o B 1) 90 BT
BN, W VEShAS M 12 B v 4 H R Bk R -

T 3K LEE B0 A 2R N SRkt 2 BEAR BB FE Pk S K. betn, St A Lo pEl - m] LR
FEFFG, FRLes] 2 e 0] DL S ? (HONAT A S Bl 7 STt . AKIRA NI E A
JRE? DLECTHO P 2 — E b [ 2 2R o P ) U o AN ) Rk 2 X 2 A B A A A R4
Hrp P A AR, R E AR AFRTA BT AR, JEA R 5 2800 A 4518 1T
FOAIE . 1A B AN SR 2 S 5728 ik, AT B 2= M (Watts, 1999; Barabasi,
2005) Fr & Z4M(Stacey, et. al., 2000) IR A FT, A GERE—25 T fRIXAE W 4% th E 2644 (7]
RRAR

AN, HEEH ERENEAAE, R ER SRR E H SR EE S
521 7] (Hamilton, 1989; Luo, 1997), 3 ZMBUR &5 AE AV P HMEB A 2 B AR B Hy 38 1A
A B B (AR S W RE, 2000). @i & E—NE A EA LS R AR
Lk, MR R b AR 08, tBa e B B R AR —
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