BORFE R T 5 0 It sl 1 5% 1w

—— MWE RSB R

HoOX

RE WA 2RMMEN, B 31 FWIR T E 85 BBk %% ER 2K
K F 2T AR, 7 B A E AR TR R . IR
TRLPABFTREREET R, RALREEERYRERNSE5H S
"o, AW, ERANBREBTIAEREA B K F QO£ UHFE, B Rk
AEEPZRP AN LBRTHPANANA . B, AEHRY T RETHWT
WA A, BN F AR R ERMTBOR G B s e ek
AREE—AL AW, NS T RREHTHRNRA W RXAHE
FEBEMURAEXRBE AT EAARERSIEREATTRE, R ER
HaX — AR T ARG DL, B4 20 B W B T BCR a2, R
KA T W5 F R AT

KR REEY mE RTEE 2R

UTAFR , SRR T 8] A BOR S8 -5 16 P 30 1 6 5 B RO A
IR 22 AR T TE AR A RO/ VN 258 AR A 2% DL R S 25 5T
B I PR B2 o K i [ 2 1 A I A I Y 3
IR ST DR E A A LB RN . AR B R, IR — AL
FAR L , (R SO B BOR A 5 [ A4k i EL o ekt ] 9
gl B N B A BEIRSE A B IR T R Sl AF R, fE BRI E B
B ERZEIRA T ST, 0505 5 RO IR BUR Bt 5 L 4t
(0185 B K P TS AR A T P SO, IR LA B4R T S REAT ME A
A S 14 5 S T IBORE A BRG 09 FUB T A — s i A A 221
T PE AR A S I 8] 5 [ B3 Y BOR B AE SR, dr P Je 1 BUR
et i sh e o SR, F A P 56 T BOR BE RS I et 55 24 )R
PR T LG AR I BB 2508 ML HEAT RISEUE 0 , Bk 2 X BT 3 25 19

¥ ORAXAMF AN E KRR BT AF S EE A RS B (16]JD630010) # B
BB R o A BT P R T HZ E S A B xb i L ed 45 B | R B 3 R
WAEELFRANETEL, X%,
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AR FIHEAI M SR T AR PG 7 A B S A B TR SR IR R
HACPEPAHZE . I, AR SCE 78 3R A S BUR R RS BT 1 1
it , 51 BOR TS, e W FE A , I n] RESG B 3t 2 BRBOR FE A2 3
BIPERS RS

— MEGEURFAL I T BRI

RS RS 5T 0 S U5 ] 38 9 2 56 [ 19 b e 2 SL B3R 40 7 ( Bulmer
et al. , 2007) . ¥ E K BORBES, BUR B 90 by 2 % 2 E b
FRMAELAF G, AL 1987 4Rk O A 3 4 1 BUR 7E
KRR ZEB . F R TE 4 R (P 7 H A B BA HAS i 5%
B ) MLt 1 H IR BURE O R 2R O 4fE o A TESCh il T
FeFoae B IR IE A2 R i 1 e RS OSSR T 5 U A B RN A
AR G B N R, T AR Dy 8 S I SCAR ] 7 A 53 0 5 ]
(Westney,1987) , H | 20 Hi122 90 4EACH I, Bl 2 IRILAITR A, X Fil
BUORE E B IR A TG Z BNV I # Tz 6. 1996 48, 24t
DA e IR ET AT A, Sy K B N T, B AR R —
TAPREE P BRI ATECLHE R A LS os 1 T A BUE s 2
H R IR L T BOR A, I8 AR DO T BOR ST
200 WA BRIS AY— S ST UL ( Dolowitz & Marsh,1996) . fiA[]
I, BORE R FE 2 X BUR Y B 18 (Walker, 1969 ) [ SEF1 58 3,
PRI A AR 1A A DAL 1 L8 30 B % J5AH AL b X B3 R A
Z ) H AR AN R, TS I SR RS O BOR N 2 T 2256 W PO
1 (Rose, 1993 ) L HUERTE TR H g A RS H 0. I, B
IR — By AT RIS, (s B AR B RIS , BXTEORY
BCCRE 1 & 1 ) LA T T AR5

2011 AELK, - SO IR B SEBUR AL EA T RO8 o X THE IR TA
AT PHE— e SR BOR L R 5T 19 SCRE vp i g s 1 T ) d——
HREBRZEBCAEZBEW AR Z IO E, & E MBS E LT
(conceptual decay) (Benson & Jordan,2011)? fifi T A BUR RS Z /AL
BURAIE S v A EE M, ELAT A A AH DG SCHR P B0 el AL -1 W B SR % 7% 11
PSR B W IR . X — G| R T AR % BUOR e B HE L i
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BT B A B i B AR R DT [ OSR]I P 24k
HRPEJLAN T T8 - U A R AR DRI AR S RSN 1T 2 25 gk e 7, DR X B Atk
PR IAS R TR 2R e sl 11, IN 2 BIE SHEZR Y SR R Tk A A &

(—) W& 5 B

F5 b, HRIAE, 27 A AR BOR A% 1 9 I A B ) — 20y
Bk &R BN BUREE # J2 — A g% HE BT Ul /9 18 vl n g &7
(chaotic conception) , JG ik 5 H AR B i 2 M & AH X 43 ( Sayer, 1992
McCann,2011a) o 33t M 55— 00 T 15 W BSR4 7 o — 1 5832 1 20
W&, MAAK ( bandwagoning ) | # [F] ( convergence ) ™ HY ( diffusion ) | 45
(emulation ) B3~ (policy learning) £ 56 M B (lesson-drawing ) ZE 4R
PN BOR L B8 A 7] e BUE 3 (Evans, 2009 ) o 3 Fl 4 55 4 58 1)
MRS T35 1 AR AN T Y Rl R

S A B ABORIAR S BT T BOR AT ST [A] 1 S AL X, F
TR T B — 20 R o I AT A AW - 38  BUR§:
BHATHIG, NI RE B IEHE S IR I & e o TR A TR 4 T v B
—ANBEAR R, B Y A THEOT S BORFE RN 58 AU AT 4, Pttt
ToAT XA X G AT 3 25 1 56 (McCann & Ward ,2012)

O Rt AR R e S B A i LR SR B MY
fi# B (Benson & Jordan,2011) , —J7 T, AR, H: 22 ARG ) FE B
BT BORFRMER T , 1 U A L& 8] 4 22 S A 2 R RO 55 4
PRITIREAR T A 8 1 (Rose 1993 ) o 53— J5 I, 3 T 912 14 A TR E LA KS U
FRIMG AT . A B HAA A [l 00 2 F0 BT 300 5 1Y)
SRS, ANBUR A 8l ( policy mobility ) (Peck & Theodore ,2010) | B3 Jif
Hi(policy tourism) ( Ward, 2011 ) | B %% % {5 ( policy mimesis ) ( Massey,
2009) B H (policy borrowing) ( Robertson & Waltman,1993) , 4545

=G B U, B A A 8 SO & AT B R R ) ( Sartori,
1970) o YBOREF B 0 T BOBOR 8 2 I IR I, B4 & R
— LSS I (net importer of ideas) , 7E4" SRR I I (4[] ief
SR T R RERRS HEYE (Lodge,2003)

(D) il THERZ 1
XS R IR P I A i 1 Z BT AE o 4 BB RERE AT B F AT T
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s gt A, SR, BURFE B F S AN Sl oy B 5 & 50
TR BB LS5, 0 LSRR A BR (Evans , 2006 ) . il i) ff B2, 1X
— U B SR T R SR SRR, L SCHER ik 2 5 S R R A A
AR IEE o X —BREE AL T BORF AL BOS AU RAE TN RARFELERY . L
TR B — N E PR OC R I, R A2 B K b 3 X (state-
centric) AYRL AT , FLARZFR IUTEH 0T A O 0o i T [ 58 20 2R An el HE B BUR
e % | [ BRZE SN er 8 A0 [ BRIBOE | [EPR G R Ay T BOR R 7 A= 5 1l
DA S B B () 55 (R, I8 Gl LA B 2 5 I B 2H 21 4 1 U 2R
N 3 (James & Lodge ,2003 ; Peck & Theodore ,2010) . #R 7, X 2L 1E X 2H
L ZE IR EER TS , S BT 15 GEBOR e R T 50 ok = 3 3o 9 T A+
H ) SR

BEA, I 28 RO A BT 5E BE 22 M O 1 =AY 1 5 B B 4
21 (Stone,2004 ) , fij 2.0 1 HASEAI 2 5 DLAEH A 37 5% (CAndpk il
1)) K HE e A 43 52 (McCann & Ward ,2012) o BRSE A1 B0 2 , 3l T 172
HORF RS R rh AT B R A, L K B R I B NGO VB % A
PULEIA BHARSEAEE R T30 & b R 6 BOR B E S ME N, BT
ERZ LA C S SE R, Tk % W2 AR E K A78h &
X RS e AT R A S I, T R BE TR 55 2 W3 T o v R A A T £
W6, g E A E R TR SRR Z R S8 L. @
JRATE T 1) B EOR e % B4 2 T e I LU RS o b, O
AR I o SR, BURFE B BLIE AN RE R AL A N KT 0T
ZHTT , B I RIS FY, PR 55 1 OO B2 ) e L
W& A Ay J) (MeCann ,2012)

(=) WGP HERY™ B AR

AR HUE RN AR BURFE AL TS (14 SR i §2 A T A 2R —
BB NI, Nt BT 25 e ARBRFIT PHEXT BUOR R 0F5E
AT BRI FE 12 1R RI BT SEHESE DA HESOh 2858 1 H A —
YU IIHFTEIE S (Benson & Jordan,2011) o SR, X — Wt B I 510 H:
b2 i SR, 51 A T ERIEE AY 6 FEOR B IT IS Z FRIITIE o
PO ARG ), 2 SAEZR A T 2 S BT 2 BIBR ], WF 5838 24 B it
EIERPCE M FE R A, R G THRE SR S HERL L
Fer 25 P 9 F 58, DA 7= A2 HE 22 B 19 3% 42 KO ( Dussauge-Laguna,
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2012) . H65 b, B BT I LR M 3 FRF S, TR — A
SR sl KA TS . SR , 4 5 IO s B B 0 55
TEHCP IS AT BT PEARE . LS e AT 7T LAy B AR
e B o B — T U TS, L TR A B LA

T, o B HE 24 0 0 M 2 B R A R T2 1, BTG
et B2 AT FIF A2 10 4057 , 0608 5 51 H 2 5 o 1
WA S5 0 2 0, 000 6] PR 25 X B 56 % B M0 B 0 ( Faweett & Marsh,
2012) | LAY AL 2% T #9120 (Brannan et al. , 2008)
BB B A SRR P IR (Gilardi 2010) , 0T
Bl (0B MEA TR RE (Andrews, 2012) | %%, SR, 3K 44 48
s G R HE 1y WU A R B R T BR AR K TRE

SEF PR ITI, 25 PV e G A 56 A 502 T
RS, HEF TR SR IFTE S0 3 3 5 AN S UE DR SR RS
BB 58500 AT BB A B 0 A o A 1 3
Rl R D ST R T TR S, LR R DR R 6 5
(FLEHOAE S RS A5 ST 6T BTG I B0 A T 1 2 SEL B
EFAE LR LB T 40 05 ) Y FRIS 4 328

TR FAB A R R B SR T BRI Bl

ULAEA oK F AR 2 B St 238 0 B EOR e R T e 1 4%
GEMELL A3 A AEE 3 R 58 A S8 8l 77 ( Temenos & Baker,2015)
XM EE AT IE AR FE 5 R A, JF IR T T T B e —— 42
BRACT 5T BOR W] 7838 T3 (B3 31 LA S T A ] 7 5 [ G 22 S 4 3
FIH S BORA R A AT A 5l ( Taylor,2007) o 3% —WF5Y
B IR S PR A 85 27 Bhas MR AL, AL 2o B2 T s P i) 12
FALREBTTE A I HART I, AL R i AR T B0IA B2 1 B
R T LG AL B2 BT S LA A AE

(—) BFES s AR 15 : AT 3¢ Bl
PAF =LA (Kantor & Savitch,2005 ) ' 4% H 1E 2 LR T A 52
HEZR BRI AT T HLBHE T B K i o AR, ST ok — 15 ] 22 6 A A 1Y
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A I B 7% 2 i 2 o AH N — TR 10 Ok L 1%
45 HUR e B I S8 L0 ST 2 T 1 5k 2R Oy I R 5 A A A S 2 KOG &R AL
S A AT R BCRFEF T TRe s ), 58 B ORIk
FHEOETEED, 2R A5 B AL A AR 15 [ M 28715 1 (nodes )
I TIT SR B D BB & 2, Tk T AE kg BUA R b2 5l
AWHRA (,2011) o [Fg 87 A b SCE i 1 e Eni g,
T B A2 Sy B U 3l BE 0 R Bl T3 g Al K7 ( Brenner &
Theodore ,2002 ; Peck & Tickell ,2002) . DA3i#% (Saskia Sassen) Wi Bl4F
(Allen J. Scott) \#fEH 5 (John Friedmann) FCF 1S BRIE T #FH —
ELAERTE T IE AL T A ARy B R R R A S AT T AT
Bl TR CAREE A B K R B T BOA U, BRI Z
[ N7 A R B84 T 3 1E AE B i B S8 T [ 5 11 15 320 5 Il 3O BG
& T AT B R B A AR 98, A5 1 B A ERIEGE AR L.
X AR — A AT DA i sl O B 7 s il 2K A (B i R A 37 4
BREMAETEIE

IERAEXFE T R Z T, A IR T30 2 200 B R 3hE Sh xf B sk
AR [T B T R IR VR BOR R AE L T e &0 i o3
Yo XIREEIGFER” (post-transfer ) AL 1 4 (McCann & Ward ,
2012) . “FR i T Sl P B AR WE AR A Ak Sy R B i 0 T BUR % %
e st 5 AR 1PE” (local globalness ) i TR, -3l 4t 5¢ 1 BUR #6 # & A=
AT 25 18] B R TE AT 8 AT KA SEBUOR S B 1Y 22 R 2R BT AN RE
BRZBBER . F52 b, A 2001 4F fil e 5 04 B 2 © 32 g b 5 (]
R (inter-local policy transfer) A 1.1 ( Peck & Theodore, 2001 ) ,
M 2003 4EA4ifl v 3, & Fe ok LAz 3l i Y BUOK ) (Policy in Motion ) Ay L)
I (Peck,2003) , {HEF] 2008 4F, UK i & A W T b 2 2
#% R B8 (Eugene McCann) 4 i , fl 75 Fif ASEAL b i — 2D o 1 i sh v
VEhy g Rt I TR) BSR4 R 1 ¢ AR AL, T HE Sl T BUR S R AT 78 I
PR

BRI ST 98 5 BUR R AT A R Z A 7E T HAR T 2 A Ui
Sl R A RT 8 FH 3 A DR AR AS (] 2 [ 2 T R0 4 IO Pl 5 Al
JEH 5 N R AN 0 3k T 76 BR8] ( MeCann & Ward ,2011) o £EE
RIMSIMESR T, 377 DRI i) 72 A W7 -5 4 RO 3t D7 T A B R 14 3l
SR FE IR BRI 2 8 4 BREE R (1 5 B (assemblages ) o BUHRHI
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PULBEAS GEUR NN 0 I BUR TE 4 BRI pA i3 1) 44, L0 B 2
TR IT AR ] (Peck ,2003 ) o B #% 14 3k B AN P T 16 R DA
A HiF B AR AR R S A 27 ) M s St o s (Al i
Foj3 ## ( Clarke ,2012 ; Peck & Theodore ,2010) , [&] B, 33X — 85 [ B JE 1
FERIE O AT 23R K (global-relational ) A 254 F1 25 ] 4 1) i
T, T AR H e R R A B2 ok (MeCann ,2011b)

X3 T S T A SGTEHIL AR A3 PR 3 5 [ T A R ] O &R
BRI 2 RIS P 245w g 55 e e R 05 1 T 1, AS P H Ol )R BR7E IE 2K
WAL FmEMOS 53 M 2R A £ e S E L BOR
Tish s F R JEAT S Dy A B0 A 5SS 38 B 2 ( detailed-
tracing ) FIRIFSY (AT RIGE IR T %) , JFIF I LAES 22 B i R 4
HEECR TSI SE (McCann 2008 ) o SR, 27 4 A Tl 2 B 7 518
R R S R R R S MO S 5 W B TR BUR
SR N R I I 0 T e R i R a2 S TR R AT

() Wi BOR it g B LAl

BRI ST ST FLE X T S BUOR R WF 50 1 O B A T s
FHYBTE IR . AN BT S BOR R 8 & e iy 2 2R B0 T BRBORTE
S FE A VA A R AT o AT 32 B0 A 2 Sl P R A e T T
b SRR S AL R, I S B A [R] 22 R i B 48 78 H b A
2GR R, I, BOR TR s 58 AL S BORFL A 4 R TR,
T H A P v i RO 5 96 R A2 2 P i 3 sl Pk A8 DA R A v 32
SCBARHEATRES (Baker & Temenos,2015) , [ It 55 A4 2 [ PRoc &
NSCFZ RS T OGHE, ANTTTTE B 1 AU 4 RS AR ( Cook, 2015)
A LAY, B A RS TR BORR Sh A 7S rOAS BE A 7E .. PRI, PR BOR R
S 5 BB RS SRR B AR TS RS ) SE AT RTR o

1. AL S 6y R S 342

RITRR G AR FRATA R 2o B S8 Ui Sl T A B R Y BEA R
3 G Bl AR WS AT W RS . TSI TR
AT BUA SRS FE” (Castells, 2000) o 3t S PE 28 B TE A
AR AT Z 8, AR BRI IE 2 A i e R s P 8k . 5 b 4oy
Flog S O 5 B O 3 1k A 1) e, A SR Sl IR B W 5T T %R
(Urry,2000,2004 ,2007 ; Cresswell , 2006 ; Heyman & Cunningham,2004 ;
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Sheller,2004 ; Hannam et al. ,2006; Sheller & Urry, 2006) ., J&. 5 ( John
Urry ) ¥ R 4k 2222 5 TR S PR T B AR AR S A 42 i sh At 22, AR 3
B R BOR R st 2 — D BOR BT 5 i sh AR A4S 5 i 22l

TSP AR R A ok TR O s, JATA PR L gt 2
S PR T — A [ B R A B s (8] 2847, T
O TSP O R PR RS . 2 AR el s e 2 R S g
&L EE N (in tansit) &4 BECH 8 TFHREE B S At S —
23 (6] & AR B R Af (Sheller & Urry,2006) o {1145 37 s A0 D 82 i kL 42 73
THHS A AR —F NBETT, AR 3l RE 1 =& A [R] #2 BE i L
SR (RBRIE, 2017 ) o FEX—BEAR T, BOOR A9 85 1R sl i A A — A
A RS BORMI BORA RN 5 AR e v ITE 4
BRIGH s HAL THrgiz sh 2 il . XA RsRishBs T X R,
[ A AL 23 0 R Pl FHiE . TEM SN PEBRAR T, BUR MR & DL —A4> 58
BRI P AL R Y, T2 DL B A 1518 ) L BE R Pf g
R ST A Bl , PR 22 28 2ok RS2 (0 8 B i R A BB T A — Wit 7
B (McCann 2008 ) 33 0 B I 51 1) S A 1A W A3 Lt Ry A (] UK
il 5 5 55 v 8 TRT ARy e M A T IO 32 8 A Ol — A B I A2 2R Y
FRLRE AR R, T X — PR A P i R A BOR S S A g B TR
SRR BRI SRR M T — I BORBEL RS ekl
A PR D N iR T T U1 3P A SE R AU AL A (Peck & Theodore,
2010) ,

BEAh, i sh B AR R X BOR e B2 ] 3 s . fESI 3R
R (Henri Lefebvre) Xf 25 [l #F47 T4 2@ M f , 25 AR SR AN A T 4123
PRAUTENEZE . BRI G RANTFETHE BOR R 3h I, 5 2 B X
JE— A AR, HBRTEX 28 A ( Robinson ,2015) o fifl 5 Al
VY PR Z2 B R 1 PR RO B S B P ) =i A R - 205 1 5 R
JEG AR 5 b 7 BOSR G 36 DL e H g5 350 19 S B 36 B (reflexive
governance ) ( Peck & Theodore ,2010) . B4, BUR il & 025 [RIVE FEA or
v, FEIZEEUNHLA B LA NGO 2 45 i i) 5 RUBE IR
PO 285 251 IO ) 2 — A B T Y W P B A ) o ) BB 2 > A5 )
WA R BOR I € 25 [ Z Rl N7 T %4 . BURTE 23K F 3
AW AT A2 . AR T, TS M EE 3 AN TR A BOR S E Tt G R 5
=, BURE AR S B 2R R AN 51 238 [ 4 . BORTE 3 K0
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Tk ] B2 8 St R A O[] " S A AR R BOR N PR A% R 2 T 55
PEHEE AL [ AT B, A5 AT BEACPE IR 3> AR By F2 4P it 31
PEo TEWSIERRAR T, BORHE P45 1 50 2 25 M2 F w0928 A

53— 77 I, Ui S R R [ e A ARG o 3 IR T R
FEAEAE — TP Sl E— [ € P 5K ) (Massey, 2005 ) o 3k 7 FILBUR A9 A4S o
JELEE B, BT AEAR T O A 0 [ B 5ot g ORI T B AR, e
PR AR ORI R AR e RS . X — ik IR g AR e e | il A
SRR o T B AR DL RN B a2 22 3k 25 1y 1k ok 52 BE (Harvey
1982) , 1713 A SRR A W 3 A B B o 4 ) T A 5 1 DA 7 ) il
AN Z b PRI, sl P AR Bk AR T B Ay — e BOA
2 B HHAT ARG S RS AR 1 — PR S, [ st 7R A ] SR (8] K A7 5y
8] 5 28 1 I8 [ 7 14 ik AP ( Temenos & MeCann ,2013) , BUR i
A E IR s B T TR, L R RS T R ME St BOR
R B S 24t (McCann 2011 ; Peck & Theodore ,2001)

2. MK RN

20 4l 90 AERUS I, B 7 R A T O R L 1], A TR TR
[ RUEE (relational scales ) 3% — &, U 3H~7 G0Ny R & —F ¢
FRAH , AL 22 OC FR A — i RUBE A, RUBE kL 25 O T A B AR 4
BRA B H: b 35 25 SR DL K 3T R B % G B ( Marston, 2000 ; Brenner,
2010) o KARIMEE AR T B2 0F 0 b ) AR S KK vk HESh T
X FANRAT 8 K H G ZR W28 1) 3 M7, LS 375 40 4 3k i) F) A il 7R
AT BB A AR LA S R 28 ML A B AL, JF T AR L
AN T 1 b 355 ) 7 530 0 28 7 AR A 25 R (R AT, 2004 ) o B 3
2R TE 2 T OC R M —H U P A B IE OC 20 A B R B OGP D) B 4
BR—Hh J7 % & (McCann & Ward,2010)

ZRFIERIRE , BOR R 3h 32 kA8 BRI R b T5 ) RS Al
KA & ETE ), Rk B AN [R5 I BCRARSS &, VR A A B
REZFENE SR BRAR B . fEX — PSR 3 T, Wi A 1 & ik
(4, S [ P SC R T 1 G TS RA R E B REROCR
P28 45 e, AR MURR A LE - 1T HL 5 A RO ™ AR DG, —
AN FE RT3 2% 7 BOCRAILAR 1) T E A F R R B4 RO E 54 B M
EAETESEHEEUR N — 55 #5317 — M (Ward ,2006 5 Peck ,2003 ) . B3R
ks SR R e =R (s WA IR ST P e = (s R NN
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WL R UL S S A [F] A ) — D1 (Peck & Theodore,2010) . 56 R F
25K by USRI e B 14 bty 3 S, TN T A A 4 BRI T B R A
(R A H BB G, DR RAS [ LS A 2K . X e TR T B O S
G0 AR DR 2R B B 3 85 [ A ZH 2R R DG R L BURT 2 90 RN BUR M 45 1 1)
s S BORTE B S (8] F 98 Sk TiB

I P SRR A8 S IR T 5 T ) AR 2 S . BORR S R ST
TEH T 58 123 (8] BUA V&0 AL SR B, Wil S 4 Hh A
M5 S AR T G R S AR AR B B o R e AP BR 22N R AN BE T
b T b A A , T 20K L D 5 TR BOR i sl Y i AR o
DIABRS DI NS T M3l ) = AN - ey 1 A b PR A
P74k (Peck & Theodore ,2010) o >4 U5 A\ — HiL it 28 7 — Hi I 5 2
A3 77 1 ) 7 2R BOR S B Sy sl ) &2 i) RN 2 5 M EOR IR
NS b 3 P 2 A i A L1783 T A A 5 44 TR A iy A M S B
P T A AR P AT AR 13 SRR R M AR I S SR 1) B

MR BT OCR IR B I A R 5 Ay E S M
M5 Rl sl 52 B A BRIEAR R S . DR B b R At AN T A
YR8 AL RIS o A, IR DAy 3k e 25 R 28 R AR 0, [ S A
FT43k{k (Beaumont & Nicholls,2007 ) , —J7 1f7 , 34 B G AS Wik
IR B AR, BEE 7E 2K O & R % 42 ( Cochrane, 2007 ) 5 ) —
T, RA A Z R E WAL 2 a5 [ A RS v, BURTE 2 BRI 3h
A REA Bt (Peck & Theodore 2008 ) PRI, AF1AE 22 Hi 10732 Bk Ik
TSR TE T8 A M P70 B A 77 4 ] Pt 17 2 e R 8 9 i ) e
P ixX — i R 1 A LA ( Brenner,2004 ) , 0T R MR AS &
—NSE R HIIT R AE R, T B AR 5 28 BRI — M R P AEIE S AR AR B
S e R B o Ik T IR R T S 3 e b A IR AR, R4k
FEWT IR F A SR (MeCann,2011a)

3. ABAT 0 B PR Ty ik

TREARMTE N E B E T8 7 16 R A B R ) 7= A fe, B
TP S B 1 A BRAL o R AN S o 72 (Rose & Miller, 1992 ; Larner,
2002) , JLAFEge, — e LR AR AR Y AR A T RO S R A A
PG| St 5 SR o S, DAE R kB S AEGA TR
THHL Ay R A (] RAL A5 i S5 22 ( Binkley & Capetillo, 2009 ;
Nadesan 2008 , ; Walters,2002) . BUHE 0 #1L A 12 120 3 3 45 3 PR AL A
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RIS AR SR IO R 2 IO AT 2
AR B A0 o 4L 6 B R ) 5 Rt A
55, H RT3 I S A R TS AR 23R A

SRR BRI S TR S ST T ORI . AR KR
WA (power relations) , AR 7 X 48 T LA S BURAS 1AL 254
LU A M BOAL TSR 8 5 T BR80T iy B 4 R A
TR R BT, B R AR N R BR VLA T I B R AU RIS )
KR RMART o A b, 95 13 3 SR BRI S 5 )22 5
DI K 10 T 5 2 A 2 A ) 5% 7% 22 ] 19 JZ 5 1 5 ( Robinson,
2011) . SEBAMLA U T T BRI AL X 5 0 4 B R, AL
e R AT LSRRl 1 LT DA SRy — B A7 1 5
S Allen & Cochrane,2010) . A, fEATIAMLA T, KL A2
Sy 36 Rt B e, R 7 2, R — LA L3 VAR B
B AR CF 0 X2, 2015)

YR AL KR R I 5 o
“ BRI (how of government ) ()] 5, 3k 1.8 1 3l ok vh o 44
RIS XT 4 BRI 1 B0 285 T 5 19 8 (Ward ,2006) . FL{f ke
B0, BFGE S B TR B JAE  SSBR P B RRIRAN,
I 2 T ol 2 S AELE SRl B A B 7 3 B2 S ]
FEBOREC e RS H L %4 PG 17 1 Larner, 2003 ) 43776 ( Lamer,
2003 ) I KA TEAE 2Bk 1 57 5 0 92 E SUBEARAN T, (I IF 8 4
ERECR VT PR IR BBLI 7 56 3R, 4 1 7191 1) 2kl 3 2
RIS

RO S A o TR SRR 4 SRR R R A K
T BERE PR AT T 07T 2 IEAE B AL % 20 . 3
FEEIFS 00 P 75 L2 T ) OO 2 T —— et LR 07530 A 1032
B 50 L B 1 550 5 6 X 4B 19 98 i ( Larmer, 2001) . 3 51
RE L5 B B e R ] TRl A - 0 88 e g At fe
2 (Rose & Miller,1992) . % I8 737 % 5O JEMEAR 19 20tk 14244 T
B 3 58 policy mobilizers ), A T2 2 JE 14 B L) 36 R 4T
T JER A 3 1 P R — 4k B A0 S SR BRI
# BASERAT IR SR B (truths ) 9% ( McCann, 2008) , i
AT S THE I 606 7 L (B S 9 B L 30 25 bk
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BRI AT E . BRI Sh R AT 16 30 5 BT, PP 55 AL B T
T, OGRS SR 2 S RE D A FRIABERE ) O RE & L s R B Y
B, BG B R Rl j2 i B 7 20 (McCann & Ward ,2015)

TR VR FE 4 B AL G 04 [ S8 () 1E AT e 1) oWl 2 5 4
[ B PR i I e S 7 (S DTG &7 e B2/ S8 ke ) 1 EZES )
WS, T8 3 TR A0 BR U Sl B b B A AR AL 2 SR AR OE R IRA
TR S IX — 3 i R BOAR F AE 7 R LA B A BR A 3 BOR i
520 ( Prince ,2010)

= DB 1A < RS EOR R E S B R e

P PR BRI S R BT — D ) R R 2R A A
Sre P BEAS R R RS IR A BRI Bl , N B S R AT L B ) 2% 3
[ P A IE TR Z R W A BURF I DR SRAT N o AR BRAL N S0 R B M 4%
MR ST, Tl A EVE LK A R T Y 3 R UK A B ) SRR AR TR
ZI Mk e G R 2 MBOR BB i 7 20 Sebs b, e iIe &
R T sh X EOR S E A g Kb o O 1 it R Bk ik
3 T SRR A S T i A WA AT A S ER R LA L TR E
MR E DTS, HF IR 2R BTN R R TR L Sh 1477 1) A
AU AR BOGS , T SEnSe R sh H A e S MR R 2R 23
[l —FE 2GR (54 21 ,2017) ¢

(—) EH BRI BOR
KTHORHE & — N EFRER, P22 e amth A C I,
MRTEAT I A PR — AN 2k A e A, — B R A i 25 BOR 1 2y
AT S A7 IR B A E B A i (Lindblom , 1979) o i ixX — i 72
TE Gt SCA#TE IR (muddling through) o SR, #irf ke AL L fiE
figp TR SR 14 AT, T G A R R BB S BRI I R i . i
FHEFRECR I E S AR T SR AR B — A 7 S ik
TE , PR T ZAE R L A AR 2 [l B e — A 5 Z A DL E Y 17
FRE R A S RE UK H AR S8 ( Cohen et al. , 1972) o F3 %A
MR R b ORI AR SR O N R A IR0 A A I 2T 2R
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FILFE R 925 2R (Kingdon, 1984) o SR, 33 26 0 3 HOCKE DR 5 il 2
PR A] ASE 1 PR B, BTG i R A Bk B R SR X pR e 2
MR AR T A HES] , BTG I i % BR A 42 BRA BRA 28 22 Hh 1) 3l 05 D 5
Pl o BBl 1 5 1 2 AT R AR IR 5T a3, 5 R B AT A
R NE T AR ES 1

FEBIESE 17 F, T DX Skl s ] P AT B B A2 50 2R
T € 1 PR A 1 P 58 A , BRERETES S AN BT 1 7 114 s B 5, VD 22
RAEEERILEN o DR BRI 30 175 11 i A b i ] A oy 2
B TR K amiz LR I IR . 1E P, $uk iy BORE il E A n]
e B Ry — Fh B AN E 22 2 SR A — D B Al iy N A i
R R — RV, ANl 55 1 FE BRAL | B bR 2 ORI R] 4%
RAFHRIN G AT 1 25 T ORI 3 19 3R, BRI B 5L
T ISR BUR B PR T SR T AL 4 B 9 45 Hh (Peck,2003)
BRI T B IL [ (R BT R A\ At 2 i phe i BRI R4 (it 1 0 22 ¢
W ST AT AAEBOR M4 IUBUTR T , 2 2] I 25, e AL A i)
IR TT o ST R4 B T HGR B T AR DR SR UAS MM R AK , R
SRTTBURIG BBE T SR T o 28R, 2 S P 7 A DR SR 3R B A8 O TR 3R
PR R T , W S ST T S R AR AN o P A 55

BeAh, BORR st 2t 77— B T BOR BB LA - BOR TS 3h
FNMEATREE BE H bR, Ly AN Eh 250 09 44, SE 00 o 7 BOR
A TEACMSE . FOB AL TR s PRI BUA #EAT 1 25 AL B R, 46
N T RS A 7 TR AN 32 A 22 1 b L T 1), 44 R TR SR 1) R4
JER) T IS a2 o (R Sl Pt S A 7 A ks 8] H 4 t J Fi
P T AR, AR PR S TERE ) 22 S T A A R 2 5
RETT , U BOR 10 A 7 2 4 8 16 1) R F s 20, AT 28 3 17 s
BOARIAR R o £5 0, Tah PRSIk iy A 25 18] AR AU AU A AR
ZE ) PSR AU AT AR IE o ORI S /RS FAT T2 B T — L
TSI D B SR T R T R A 5

R, TS PERE SRS T o P A s () P 1) 5 48 5 | 3] 25 5C BEIR
SRR S (8] R A A AL 25 3l . X LEiG Bl LURIES 231818, I
AT PUEARIES Rz 1 PE 28 IR o AR X e RO s ), L A T i i
ShIEST A AR P2 T R BCR 2 B BE A i A B fL (Lamer &
Le Heron,2002) o X AR o0l As (8] L EBOR G 2h AL 2 BRI 57 4R 2l
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H 77 AT 8, RN WIS RGE AR R . XAE— @ E L
R T H BEPRSREAR R BB PRRHE , U 1 3T BRI 2 A, Rl oy
sl gt T — A L

(=) T SO BCR Bl

W S T ) 3 4 H A R, JE SR R R AN i R 5 BT
U BT L 32 8 A BURE 18] 5 4 BB AR 1), BOh R BEBRA AL A AR v
KT ECRBHT A E , 22 5 1 LRSS A R T e B 145 S, Rl —
AR UCR AN BT 5 B I BOR, AN 1A BRI 75 1 LA
IR TRIPER NS (Walker, 1969) o 3 TEIRF FpLk ) S F 2 > S B
e Bl A I EETB . bR SR ISR LB N R 0 12 > 2
BORAZ T AR BT 1 #2258 /) (Sabatier, 1987) o DUSi K445 i, BUR A
B —E R BOR KW, P 20 BUR R 1 2 > FA 7 10 S B Bk ok
H A B QST (Berry & Berry,2014) o i 3 it .4 25 Bl 57 Y BOR
BRI P EBOR BT L 35X (Stone ,1999) o fERT AZEA L, B
TBIHEZL S QS ES T A BT AN DAL 1) AT 22 > FRe AR5
BRZE5, 1T HLALS BRI Sl B 5 1 & i e BRECR AR e K IR AT E
SRR AN Bl R — B IR BR AL T A3k Tl G158 3 1 PL
AR RS M S HE S B AR MAH . A, 5 1R B ER A8 19
HORY RS AT EE , ORI S 28 SOt BEAR SR T BOR BB A T4 252

HUR BT 40 T 5 [ 5% M BOR BT R g8 X 5 23, 5
PRI R 2 A) AR BOR e %L B AR LR 0 55 MO8 (R IEHS ,2010) o 97 #K
WOE SN — IR 77— B 18] 38 o 45 12 TR IE A E AL 22 R GERL 0L AL HE 1Y)
AR, Al S TR S AL 270 i 2 (Rogers, 1983 ) o HIRHEAY I
R M HRA 5 BT U AT B T TR A BOR LB R, I LA Pk 5[]
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BB AR — RSO — b BB B -5 QT A 3 Z 18] B ) B )
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WY HOS T, THe— SR AR s fbid fe . X —id Rt fy
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BORA HO BURE S 8 H 94 2 i LS BRI sl At o 1)
FILRATA FRIARRE ST o TG, B B S Bk BORH €T 0
WEFE P T s g sk A PR A 520 ( Peck ,2011)

B SOMAE GE T AR LA 2 FIRUBE A8 5 7 — e e
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s , ORI 8 325K 1 R ad BB B U B o, s IR EX S 55 2
[ P F Bl AR — 2o A o b el ) 4 2 A, DR b B 2 i (A RS
MBI LE8 A i 3 SR T BORQUET R 1 — Rl 4, 1X 1L
P B AR B S BORAE A, TR AR EOR LR BT BT AR
HI SO A5 A (MeCann 2008 ) o —JiAS L BB HUR e R B R
SEMZER IR T BOR A — 5 7 A B B B AU — 3 31 55 —
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TR g G IRA A AT IR AR o (BAE Bk o, QU 14 sk
HAFE AR , 17 2 AN i 28 s P2, 4 25 5 AR R P 3t 5 1
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AR BA 75 CHRA T ) 9380 (McCann , 2011b) o R Sh 25
SR I A 0[] 285 3 =2 18] 4 5K T A 48 5 T B R LT A 14 3 Ty
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KM T VAERS E R G R T M A e fimas LR A B 3%
e LK T RS 5B 2ERia b O S 2 ERIG IR R AL 5T
BRAP 758 0 EDET SR, R LS DL AR 22 14w [l dul T oRE 1A X —
SRR PR B R BRAT &, BRI AR 45 A3 A (8 5 15 3t b 5
N2 SIS . RSO, BUR T SIHEZR$R AL T — A SR AR T ol (1 5
SERHEE B XHRTE BRI B Z P T A 2 B4R, st
£5G DA SCHRAE H BRI S F 58 (9 FH 56 SO, LUYI A [ AT 72 4 1t —
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(—) GEgPERR AR Tk i BCR il

b \L v S {O E e o A S L = R AN R A R el e 2
(15 ,2002) , X — Pl B 23 R A & o I 9 i sl MR ALE 1 e
A A G JEUA S, T s RS ML B R T BOR I E AT
LG, 53T TR SR 7 s RE 25 5 O T Sl AR B LR 3l i ] T 33k b O
B PEER A BT

6, Tl PR ARAS B U4 & 4 & WT S8 ) &L, 1 A sl v e 4
R AL S RRIE R G A T S P A A i U sl 1 R [ P AR IE G
55 (Hannam et al.,2006) . 755 35 17 D 5K 37 54 45 5 J5 (L4536 7] A9
LS W BOR B A i gl e 7 WR L Rp ik {2 sl BH AT BOR 19 3 3l 1k
(mobilized ) 7 BUR S A LRI 227 BRI RIr % B8 N
AR IE 7 LR P Sl — i LA R AT HE Sl BOR AT
PEIFIABIAF R HA 2T FBERA IR P X R OGR A B FE
252 B AHIRLE P R A1 297 BREHLA R e 55 AT 52 e A B
HIUH IR BRI R ZEHE (mutation ) 7 FARFIEI AL B 5 o
W P AT BAT I R BE RO TH0] 7 33X — Bt T A b BOR I X 2x
R T /EFEAY RN ( Czarniawska , 2002 ; Peck & Theodore ,2001) ?

FCUR, I F= 3l M £ BE R, i Sl e T B | E PR 25 A
(RS IR 5 sy (o ol W g iy ¥ SR LR VA= |7 N P )
S WA 3 5 X O Sl 1 R A LAy wig 7 Herh A AL )
Ha? ATFBENIEA AT 24— BEhTT EUR AR 42 BREUR N 25 h BE R
ARFEADLS ERERHERE SIREI T BUN 2S5, S B =
[ S5 PR3 T 2% 2T R RE 0 7 RS E S G A 3L 20y b BT Ay A 1) A2 A
FIRFMFELI RN T 3K — 2T 14 0] e 2441 1) 1) 2 2 e 4 ot sl
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comparative perspective ) I 2B BIXTE o
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TERIRA B2 7 A AP AR FPAT-24 7 X RT3 AR BUR
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