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(Tolbert and Zucker, 1983) - DlMagglo and Powell(1983)4p & -7 I 2} (mimetic
isomorphism) ~ 5s ] F 2 (coercive isomorphism) - % £ 4§ F 3} (normative
isomorphism ) ¥ = fé fe 25 1 ch4 & S HFIR 4 A chl# > o= faR )i hd §
BEAREWFlEZ AR By ¢ R EHF O b~ FLEE AR AR P o T A
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N mean sd min max N mean sd min max N mean sd min max
Size 449 71.08 194.27 0.00 3194.00 60 435.12 297.65 0.00 1586.00 509 113.99 239.54 0.00 3194.00
Age 421 43.82 35.191.00 107.00 67 44.49 31.973.00 107.00 488 4391 34.731.00 107.00
entropy_tech 505 0.11  0.340.00 220 62 116 0.720.00 230 567 0.22 0520.00 2.30
Competition 51535.66 17.002.00 69.00 67 37.09 16.688.00 69.00 582 35.82 16.952.00 69.00
Ownership 409 51%12.47%° - - 67 28%41.79%" - - 476 794 16.60%° - -
tech_den 516 13.11  4.225.00 27.00 67 16.84 8.655.00 27.00 583 13.54  5065.00 27.00
sub_den 317 7.68  9.911.00 44.00 62 3423 15591.00 44.00 379 12.02 14.771.00 44.00
Ended_den 507 821  7.554.00 28.00 61 20.67  7.974.00 28.00 568 955 8524.00 28.00
acc_den 378 827 898300 4300 67 31.21 16.161.00 43.00 445 11.73 13.221.00 43.00
Ceosch_den 410 9.46  4.122.00 19.00 62 11.10 574100 19.00 472 9.67 4.391.00 19.00
Ceosub_den 422 952  6.371.00 18.00 62 9.19 624100 18.00 484 948  6.351.00 18.00
alli_den 63 629 496100 1800 49 6.24 515100 1800 112 6.27 5.021.00 18.00
qm90 515 0.04 0.240.00 200 67 1.04 1680.00 7.00 582 0.16  0.690.00  7.00
cs_90a 328 8.05 1540000 7526 55 31.62 11.880.00 69.90 383 11.44 17.070.00 75.26
alos_90 437 553 1356 0.00 167.00 59 13.46 38.86 0.00 290.00 496 6.47 18.590.00 290.00
clos_90 310 25.69 137.850.00 1603.03 25 57.09 125.61 0.00 523.00 335 28.03 137.050.00 1603.03
gqm91 516 0.03 0.290.00 6.00 67 0.81 134000 5.00 583 0.12 0.580.00 6.00
cs_9la 22113.37  19.290.00 100.00 56 30.35 14.120.00 81.75 277 16.80 19.57 0.00 100.00
alos_91 284 10.84 21520.00 167.00 57 9.32 8.764.37 52.32 341 10.58 19.96 0.00 167.00
clos_91 242 40.07 163.22 0.00 1603.03 52 32.75 105.29 0.00 647.50 294 38.77 154.44 0.00 1603.03
G

1L A 291 TQIP FhEH Fh N B 90 &+ 2 ¥p -
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- B SFBEXZ
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BERFRZFR(IECTF 2 FR) S s B F RS TAiRE e ol § PR
F i ¥ (8 5 -0.953(p ©=0.000) » £ 3k 2 T HAR- XK o A - W 3mER
K3 ARFHRESRS AR HE P ORT AR EFRY FHBREF
P2 g B S S BT RS TR RS ol § ERT o if Gk
0.327(p #©=0.048) » £ {3k 3 #rIEH AP~ K o

(2) ## %A

RGeS probit A HEEY 190 = Bl R Y o WHNAE R
(entropy_tech)3=:if 3| szt kg F -k & > & 7 2 fic(Size) & Fles & #c(age) Bl A
FRP R ORI R F sy OF FpEL 4 AR R FHEGEBIRE R
B#E — 7 FE A (competition) ¥ 522 77 5 BF R LA o M FOR T HIREAR
LD SRR R (RLA ).
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32 D MHY B PR AR A M G2 Probiti IS AR E

B0 Bl Bt 2 s 3
TQIP mhe R PR Rl BEE P 2 ST T S S
Constant 0.769 0.761 0.312 0.668 0.951 0.482 1.528 0.789 0.053 * 1.026 0.820 0.211
Size -0.001 0.000 0.031** -0.001 0.001 0.025 ** -0.001 0.001 0.022 ** -0.001 0.001 0.028 **
Age 0.003 0.003 0.315 0.004 0.004 0.232 0.002 0.004 0.509 0.004 0.004 0.321
Rank -0.769 0.182 0.000 *** -0.658 0.201  0.001 *** -0.805 0.184 0.000 **=* -0.717 0.186 0.000 **=*
entropy_tech 1.256 0.222 0.000 *** 1.329 0.264  0.000 *** 1.335 0.230 0.000 *** 1.230 0.234 0.000 ***
Competition 0.011 0.009 0.214 0.019 0.010 0.073* 0.017 0.009 0.072* 0.018 0.010 0.058 *
Population density 0.000 0.000 0.942 0.000 0.000 0.556 0.000 0.000 0.453 0.000 0.000 0.334
Hla:ceosch_den 0.006 0.026 0.822
H2:ownern -0.840 0.272  0.002 *** -0.953 0.245 0.000 *** -0.867 0.253 0.001 ***
H3:gqm 0.480 0.237 0.043 ** 0.327 0.165 0.048 **
n 374 315 374 374
LR chi2 152.83 e 156.52 Fkx 168.08 Fkx 172.71 Fkx
Pseudo R2 0.4506 0.5202 0.4956 0.5092
Log likelihood -93.1635 -72.1797 -85.5387 -83.2249

st p<0.1,** % p<0.05***% p<0.01
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it £ 0 0 ST ERS Y Kk B G oA A2R 0F 54 (DiMaggio and
Powell,1983; Guler,et.al.,2002; D’Aunno,et.al. 2000) » * H §_%} i@}:ﬁfﬁfi SRR
7 & @ BT 5 P A (Palmer,et.Al,1993) o 2 = w8 B P4 55 R &1 24 15 R IR
Hiedg £, o2 BB BP0 LR R AT 0 5 0 R ik el oA R e B
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ZHE BRI F S RRP e SRS -

EEERFEMEOS £ 5 0 BEABMBEL S VREKT A ZAORE G E R
t X AR R E R A B A A 7L A% kA% 4p 12 (DiMaggio and
Powell, 1983;Guler, et.al. 2002) - %22 % %2 ¢ BEyFE b4k § chinsh > X 7B X BMY &
SRR AR AR GLR R SRV R R g TR T e o F R B
e FB 0 R IV A (T g A RTE B
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ARG E ik

AFT AR S -  FIRRPEERESEA BB BEFTE L
FEREFER R FREIEFFRLFRFDEL - 52 MERFHr DG
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B Gk FPAEL ARE S R TR R PRERE R PR LA
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