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This study explores the isomorphic and polymorphic diffusion of ‘local brands’
among Korean local governments. We argue that Korean local brands symbolize
local identities by simultaneously embodying the notions of globalization and
localization. The paradigm shifts in local development policy of the central
government as an institutional pressure have affected the diffusion process of
local brands. Although local brands are supposed to be unique and distinctive,
we observe a high level of paradoxical similarities among local brands. In
addition, we also observe strategic decoupling between the expressions and
meanings of local brands. While many local governments use “expressions’ of
globalization, they interpret the “meanings” of their brands with the concepts of
localization.

[J Keywords: local brand, neo—institutionalism, isomorphism
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Andreasen, 1982), Z21¢] o|n| A& 7P g4 AAZ F A= 7I1A7F vi2 B E(brand)©]
o HAEE dF9 Ao RA TIolA FE ALY AlFolu AHI2TE BAbe] aARE
O AEAS AU s AEsh7] 98l 22 SoheEs 9], 2008 10). AP &

2 A 54, Aol & ¢ lon AEH BAA¢AE A
M sk 4lo] "ok & vitle] AYEOE F A o2 A" BASE T ov|AE
WEA JAAAA A HES FEs= Aot
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Z03 A= A7} Yk ole)3 Wk A upg R

o] g8 AAA DEBE/AT 20] Hol 7har 9l

A0 =A7F & 4 7] wZolth wEkA AFHAS 9
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wel B AR E AGRALL JERE AdBA=T} AlA 3

01%;74 | A 2 40k SN Gl sk ek A

=

o

3o 947 250l 9 4 slesieta e RATE & dE £
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oRIES Folh7] A% 2N At

A= 289 AIA
vz o] ato] Bl o] 2o

ZA2 BAgle] WsE AlEo 2N 87 wstel tig-stela stk 13 ThE 229 W
3t e AE2E AEY =92 7ol widd HAst=rE 153 oj2dMe ded ddd
FEAo AT UAIF 2Qle) 93] 22 W/ ArEtty BE vhE A3 3y
oM A3t Yclo] 9JRz gl tky B} A 1H3 VT Ee EARE A
#§lo] 2F o] BAA U ESA &l ALFH o2 | & (socially constructed reality)
S kg sleE Aotk Meyer and Rowan, 1977; DiMaggio and Powell, 1983). A}3] A o2 4
H Ax2H 2 1 2o g #AIgle] ‘FElshE Al = (rationalized institution)3)

2) A =(institution) g, F<Je} /Md oz A *}ﬁlTﬂ@ T FEA Y o= AkEA ol ‘dnirshe
AuI'E Fosla A d¥l(pattern) S AlFdhs A°ItHThomas et al, 1987). #Ax=7 #3}
(institutional effects)= ©]&|gF ALSESHA] 50| Bdgh A o= Q14 e 85 H8S X3

o=s 4o
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2 AAAA Aok 2Ea o)A EYA W) AAE 11 AV NEERE w2 A itd
H(Meyer and Rowan, 1977; Rao and Sivakumar, 1999).

TG FYstE ARE F8she A2 AU ZadE daxt s AL =
AL ALsE AE, Mulx, 7, A 223858 B3 A myth) 2 Q45 9
212 - ol 2] (ceremonial) &2 802N A (legitimacy)s FH szl ot HIE
old M Arstd 12E F88he 2] HFAd £ Jov B3 84 £
oA F2RE P9 S gRFoEN 240 AEH HFS HES] f8) 1A

T8t Aolth(Scott, 1987: 493).
olgA ‘Felste AX'E 583U ZA A (organizational field)> QoA ZAEo] Hab
ME ok 7hsAdo] oA Al ot ‘A=A iHinstitutional diffusion) olgte B4R
A3A e AAZE FARSE B Mg g2 NAE BEE Aofshe B, AR vlse
e & HolA He AHE ‘A=F T3 (institutional isomorphism)’&kal SFHDiMaggio
and Powell, 1983; Dacin, 1997, Frumkin and Galaskiewicz, 2004). DiMaggio and
Powell(1933)e] oJstd s&ste= AA% w33}, 14 533, =24 5332 782 F
91t} 6)
A2 583} coercive isomorphism)E FZo] &alde 37, AR e oE xF 59
- Rolth

A7 W34 ko] Angolth, Bt Ashe WP, AN weh AmgHE Ao

(DiMaggio and Powell, 1983: 150-151). 3-8 74 & & 3Hnormative isomorphism)+ it
7F o] o] f-gata ntE Wekelgtal QIAS A S FEF R He RS
ojujgity, AE7FEo] YrtAA ] Fulst JaFS vA= AAolY BY S AF e FHE

K Jang, 2000: 250).

) A A (rational) A=<}t A8 H (rationalized) AEE T2 7Adolth. 229 Afield)ol|A] ity
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4 Suchman(1995: 574)¢ll oJabd, A3 (legitimacy)o|& AR 02 FAR AA| Woll X nid2]st &
o 3t guksld <l»] = Aol

ZA A (organizational field)-2 FF%< 72, 79, vl AA &oA dsoEHoz SFse 27
E9] FgoltiScott, 2003). & EW 2L AT Wl = FES ZAEL2 AFHoZ AAFHX
ol ZAGolgte MY WellA e S ME JES v Joh 233 AR lde
2+ ‘societal sector(Scott and Meyer, 1991)’, ‘organizational community(Scott, 2003) 5] Ut}
EE 533k Al A Fe(EAA, HE, 27 3 g8eA FREE A2 otk Tolbert
and Zucker(1983), Scott(1995), Ruef and Scott(1998), Rao and Sivakumar(1999), Washington and
Ventresca(2004) 59 F&AFoNA F83lol| tigh AFEA o] Al=xo] $it)
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o W} ZZA 187 Ho] 78R 7= geHDiMaggio and Powell, 1983; Powell &
DiMaggio, 1991; Dacin, 1997; Rao and Sivakumar, 1999). EYZ %3 3Hmimetic
isomorphism)= H3E7F RS8tAY 349 B0l =& W te 2 So| ofn Al
st} A9l s A o] BEEHE wj 2=} Scott(1995: 34)2 o]

2 AL FE&AEY XS WA 7Iet F88 9gS st Btk
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2. X[9HAMES| Tlu} =il

1) Aeduse] oejo} Fel A7) WA

AGdBdeE 7|GB W= (Corporate Identity) ZH-E 2H-8-¥ 7ido|t)y vl=vuA R 3
(American Marketing Association)o] @w2w Balcd “3 7|99 EF A Fo|L} Ay
25 AHEA7IAL Yol BAZIHY AFolv MHIAE AEstely] 98 AMRshE ol F, A
°](Slgn) Fd=, HAR e o]59 7‘%1”01‘4( A%, 2007: 30; QFFE <], 2008 10).
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Identity 2 E8]7|% 3t} o]59 ¥EHS B AA, AP AAA(dentity)S YER=
Ndolgte oty 229 AP wrdstal 73 Y Qa0 x|wk 229 HAA, A=A o
7, Aol tigh Hof 2 Aol s Tk Al BAALS EHste S Bl &
271 Y “DAAHET WE7](claim-making)' = YER71E gek(Glynn, 2000; Ashforth and
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A AR AHEAEE EYTFOEN 173 FA A (unique identity) € staat
=2EA| 9 o9} FAlo] T2 Ao oW XGHME} glom Ao BHA=s} Fet
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S 7HA] fFoE He Axe] Fito] FHEE e AL AMdelAY 23Tt S
BE HolA fAIAE gYstE oo A= gethe ol 1 7hHS St

o] Fejoll A &8 8 (isomorphism) 9} TlEo] T 8K DOlymOI’Dhlsm) D7} A7) ot

(Pedersen and Dobbin, 2006). Z2]%(organizational field) FFoll = 22 7o) A|=2 &

A FYSE EEAEC] AYAE s A Ha 7H‘ﬂﬂ 27 FEoAe 229 WA

&40l 71015 st 2Antg £53 AAAES A Aok AARES

g Z3ls 98 Zag 7AgaL 94s

=7} A9 7% 1593 BAES A4 W 4Gy
o WHE BASE AGSA Bk AGRA= mde) WAL - 44 290 FE 2

I AR G&D YEONGJU, G&G PAJU &) = &d(d: Nice busan junggu, Nice
JECHEON %)%t Balert Yeh 7|5 st Ao afAs 24 Ba=rt Yehgr| e gt

. ZAAAA

AZAA wE AL wPoE o 4 BARYe b <aY 1>} 2

Adud=

Local Brand
A=H ¢ [ ¥ Ckal
Institutional P :: > S
nstitutional Pressure AA 8 _AA3 oJn|_A A3

ks E8 A3t ov)_=43

oEY WARE 2AWEIL WAH Lolutke 998 BP0 A3 the £33} 441

1 asie asll gelE Adees B ARdlde Be Fo) ARoAR, Bgold 1w
%@ﬂ@%@*@(*wuvvw%A@%u N0 9] £ e TGS e
o] AYEACE EdsHE H Qo] A7he) BAe] ek Tk PRe AYSHE HR A
9.



A Al X2 SE : Ea'el Mt ‘elorel X 2@F

A= =g A3E vehg 7Fede] kil £ (DiMaggio and Powell, 1983) A<
BT =97 HA dojA el A= AEZ 4= (institutional pressure)©] 41 E & 9
T3 3 Fo] "ok AA, AL AAS AFo2A AJHAEE RiEE 740] uhghz etk
2 QAaE Ae A el A 8 4 o 53 Suldelel A9 ARRArS
A3 Aol =rhar A¥she B3l dvde S 471g o, & Z]HLXV] Ale 39171
o e WAo] =& ARF APAAEA 9 FHE st SutE Wekolgial Wolso]al
g2 (role mode)Z 4 Aotk 4, AGHAEL= AN2E 7AE 4T 0 ofwgt
G5 AR LX), oust NdS ERolA slof At F2Xof g Fto] ofH
A 2EsE o ARANRA} £ AGHAEE ZHE AP Aol T BE A9
o) Tfe 54 ehhaA ok <o) w2k 2% s polymorphism)7} UERAR A
AAQ F oM = 532 H3}Hisomorphic change)’} &2 Aot} gHH A YR A= &
A F el oA FYRE e 9] AAXNGEA A g FA A GECHE, W T,
TA F)ol A F AUtk Ly F e 7|2AXGA Y AGBEAE EPo]Fe} Bl s
Bl A FdFE F HE APE e WRAR 55 25 F AU webs] & AFelA
= AAA g G e =9 A= gtk

w3 37 vslol meh o 4T S, AES 9ol £UR AR AAE 270] A
g FAA FAE s AsH] Hg 71w, A T #HEg 23] +F Alele HEvt ek

ATHMeyer and Rowan, 1977: 355-356). ©]2{g+ &/l thsl] Meye
3Hdecoupling!®)' 2t XA A= a4 2)
HE2A BAASE 954 A vEhE & JARE Aol mepe ojFlo] AFH R ALE
H71% gty ARSI AR EUEE7 AA A% E8olA RiEA] dEAEA] o

2o a7} HA s Wy ofyet 23]y ABAS d5cte d FH ARG =8

W’E“
=g 3

and Rowan(1977)& ‘XA s}
&

=2,
o
r
g2
o)
o &
>,

7] dZ ol

E ‘}l: 9}]\‘:}"‘ . Ll =t
2 AFM e AFEAEY ‘B u'E FEt oA AASE Fxst=A
© AW g SRS FxEeA FAZTH. o]df tgte] HAlE X3 on

1B & A7oe FATSEA ‘decouplings FstaLA gt AH ‘decoupling’2 AA=F2] =2
oA RistA a2]a 88 2hole Eojolut olE FHBRE &3 AT (U, jargon)ol et
3H 9 X*“}Xq‘ﬂ gHele obd o] FofAA sttt FaHor AAEFAS olH HjFew A2
T 7= Ee AAEFYE "4~r51 e AHAMZFH 5 AEH ‘decoupling S ‘F-Ag3H o)
9 9, 2007) TAZH(@AE, 2006), ‘I (FHAA, 2003 Zvld, 2007), B523HPE, 2008)

it

S hpu slat selt Hel we} 247} 1 ol 234 Tolg Ha



!@4 X YHYAT H23H HIS(SH 793)

7F AgFshe whe] 44 Ee BUAGF-E AHEAT thef A QB @5 ofn|7}
dASHA = A7t vt AR B FAE gE S0 299 A4S
HAANA BAEE 2500 AR 2AA7F yebd Zlelztal s 47k sttt ibd 2|9
BE) F@H o) ZF AASE dRIvd EAdS Feke Aola ANEE dx

=
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kn)
riu
L
T
it
4
fr
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N
MHr
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oz
Iz

SEFRLEE “.ﬂ%% 23t 2ol WA 2 ARANGATI BA Ty JRE

gloll ot Zhol7h AT Wb (DE2 2FF 2N QAGES FAFSH B) B
z

AR GA 1670, 7|ZAAGA 23070 F 24670 AWAA
ZARIT 2 AFARA DAL HRE(EE BAE S22) e WE st AS HES A
71, AEAE ZEA] ¢4 AT FAH2E ALEE] AlFE AlF

gkt 20084 124 31¥S 7

MN
(o
fru
ol
ol
£
N
)
ol
R
ﬁr{
(ORI
__>i‘4‘
(3
N,

1D 8 RN 2R ST 24 AR} A AR A Al
g S0l WA AGuY
o] 7150 it
“Hit AA) Algse] 71 we] 2& gl 9l

Yeln gl 8713 el vEe BEd w;—ﬂ A wmi Nz 7}% o]me

ek Ao, STt HEL Fal 2FANL /M & e BF NS HHI. Higho} oo )
Feze] $E2 wHoldol ATEAUY A HEAZE A4 Ago] Yolzlol & HAL AN
Ao B, AENAG, B8, FARH 5 55EH 088 & Yt HAl 2= of2e] BE
2 5 e UE ojv)A] TAY

0 Aol B EABIES} BABHAEZAG AL B e A9

do



B ApeAE AGRAS Fud] ol AARE AFAE 1S YRS AP

B ‘R&@o o ER7IES F 7S T & 7HA] 71ES 71900l 7]
Aofoll F&ol F2 AHEE BFole AASt, SR #7189 Fgole ALt E 7t
Atk BAE fHAA FEo] AR A AARTE AAS 2Rl TR S 9
of Yehh7] /13 =9l Aoz sf4siitt. o]l Hste] @3] 7] = <l&f AAS} =
= At 272 A5 AE S5 Hs) 28" dof I AA AAR e A
skl ofuls HA Y=AE el F 7IE BT H8ste] EF A9, G2 AR
BHE ¥d T WY AqAL-SA S Axdte B9e @ AR BEA Fgens

YE A BAES AR BRe AL 8§33 Aos dddn & AAHS A, A
FRbo] Agd =% #7] BAE T FdsHA AAS R EREAT. =& 712 stHets
R3] AlASY o] owE Hal gl7] wEelth v BE SAt SRR #7]E BAE &
o At S 22 A2 gller meby 5 Al eE 2930t

z 2
1o
LN
6 o
2 3
=2
%0
2
R
O
=)

oje} &AM} AeE HARlS s AA, 24 ApFAAGEA o] FH o) K| AAsEL )

5O ZHE WYEHo| A A Y7te] oJvie}
s Wsla F5E 99 ool 218 ggeo] AR ol AP o g 2 ElF3 S
25 o]Zojul7] ¢t A7 eItk Riffe et al., 2007: 41).



!366 RSAHAT F237 M43 (EH 793)

= CL 23, €23 59 #APIES detdt & AqEd=o] e 44 7Ed ueh A8
e TAARE Adsiit =4, A9EAE =9da, BAsrt AYe Yul's 7 AW
AR A FoolA ‘BAE S22 5o il HAlE 2 W& IHEE 71 9H
stAth v o2k AEe] gAY P Aol 19901972008 713t Fete] T
2|9} ALY B 7| K http//www.kinds.orkr) S E-&33 FA i A AR A
AdqeAde #d gy Gt A4 A 3 HES 7158

V. AgEEe] $34 8 $HA

1. #9212 MiAI=l, 2lnje| x|g=t

20083 129 319< NFEoeAdBAES AgeT i ARAARAE FA4AD

e

=

Azri

A

157, 712AX A 10770, & 12270 AR GA 2A o) AA| 24670 AHLAX @A = 4959%

£ AAsks Aolthw

kol A AAZE A H B A= "3919} A A wet 2ARE 23 19989 7 Bl
M AQEIES HxE =93 ACR Yepdth I o]F 19999l 27 4daA], 20001
Fab 71te] AYBEAEE T9lst o 20019l A9BEAEE A =4 At
AGA7F GAATh <" 2>e4] Bo] 2002 o] F AHHAEC] Ejjo] FAo R F7}
sHlth ol= 20021 =7tolv A9l o] Y, =Fd AF S A £, F9LA,
97349, AR RS d2d AHS st=y v

T3 AGERESY 352 20029 H5EAF AHBAES U3 A2 dHe
FEFE WAL AT ok HSFEAZF =] F=, Hol P o] AR A,

19 A7) FA|, A7) A, A B¢ 55 Hed 39 AT 5Y A A ALEstd B
7F et #2008 12€ 319 7)1F)eE AEE B

quA=e] A HA=C o)F e A 7] o) R B AHgSu e Adua
=8 JlEoR Aesiark B A AEA, A P A0 A8SHE AU sl
3)

1} w4 EE vle} ol <1 Ak AMga



A Al X2 SE : Ea'el Mt ‘elorel X 2(1F

d(prestige)& A =2 W3l Aed 22082 &5 F e AFHS Fos) Foh A=
& Az 27] &4 early adopters)s

AE3e Wi 57] =84} (ate adopters)
(organizational field) WolX ABAS FSstaz doh wepd 271 F844¢ %A
(prestige)©] =S5 g4to] =7 Yepdt o]zisl =glo oshd 2002 o] A X9 B
APAAGA7F AT stelets o2 AR A oA S v AT o

2 (power) & AUA ZPW Ao 2 347155
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0 o— bt
1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008
AFqHAHEof| X AA st} Ashes DA YeRE7l? 2 Aol AgEdgd gzt

o] Eﬂﬂ"i}ﬂ] w2t A|FdB =] T3 Fato] F43] ST Bt B AN e F
R 93t s1aka Aol FH sEo|UTH esdole AWFEIL IS At
0-8-3t7] 918 Aoz A AR E & Fxste WaFe g2 Helsith o3 YT
o] Wtz Qs AWAgH= AAS AWstE FAld F8H HAT o]l BTl x vt
JET <29 3>oA BTo] FBA 9 ‘F&H' lore MAISE A&k HEko] F
S5 Uehde v A 9EA=9 ‘ou)e] glojre XY afY SN fEAZS Az



68 AUAFAT HM23H M4Z(SH 795)

-

she Aol Foleith. AquAe] KR NNE AASE AFshe D97 1%, AUsE
Al 7357} 262017 e nell glolMe MAsE Adshe BTk 20%, AWEHE A
ahe A7k T1%= vt

<8 3> XY=l HotM

||

==

ANIAAH ] FEolghe AYHAN=] T

AAS Aol 3
S1o1N A% AHE e Alste] BzE A8

HAE %o o 4
sle =¥ o2 A EtH(Pedersen and Dobbin, 2006). ‘Sejong 95, ‘Amenity SeoCheon(Z
B A7), It's Daejeon(th A3 A]), ‘Global Inspiration, A|AI4] A7|%’ So] 183t}
F3ol oA A o] SMoly Ads =il Bee ettt &%, ‘etz FF,
‘EArEE BA o] lon o5 AFHoE A it 53] I F ol AoA
<GE 2>9 ol AY9BAE A9 A Y3 vERd AL ‘ﬂﬁﬂﬁpﬂ FFte A
S 9F XTI A-AEE GEEE] 93 AT & wF oz Fold 3l
tHSevon, 1996; Brunsson, 1985).
<H 2> X9BdE Holo] Salg)h Ak
Yes yes Gumi(ZA5 FH|A)), yes! Uiwang(ZF7] SJ9A])
Happy a2 FAH W‘:—*.—_ri(ﬂﬂ%i t9), Happy Suwon(737] $9A)),
HAPPY700(73-¢ ¥7), Thappy F=(F4F G=+)

G&D YEONGJU(Z& <541), Good Morning Jinhae(73'd Z3A]), G&G PAJU(77]
A, Good TF(FEH FFA)

Nice Nice busan junggu(¥%F ), Nice JECHEON(ZFE A HA))

Good




H7sE Alkel x|t s@i= : mE'e] MA S, oole] X zng

Green Greencia Naju(FA'g U5A)), Evergreen Seongju(Zd& A1),
Greenpia DOBONG(M & Z=&)
Dream Do Dream 553, Dream Hub GUNSAN(HE F4FA)),
Dream Bay MASAN(Z3'2 PF:FA]), Dream city Seongdong(A& Al%&T)
Hilgh) Hi Seoul(X€E59A]), Hi-brand NOWON(AM& =),
9 High GoSeong(%€9 114+), High Touch Gongju(Fd 3FA))
Pride pride GyeongBuk(745%), PRIDE DONG-GU(tHA &)
First the first JONGNO(X& FZ), First Seogu (HH A7)

A= AYE oFE AEE gels gRRe) ¢ Ade] Ad AAAY, 5HI,
TSA

=
HFAY T8 ATOEN XY I/FAS %ﬂx} 39tk Blue City Geoje’L ZA2H,
°

F7HC R Zt AqBAES Yu)'s V&g WEE 7kt oud 7S FEkaL e
A g7 g E T WEBAS & ®Bodth 1 A3 3, 4o A FEAl #ye
ol o g 7MY Wol ARREAeH T oo 2e vHA g A4, AL, ds, A 2
T2 & 2 AE 59 ZHEage sdske dojrt Bol TstATh A9A 54300 wet
‘BAE ou|o| A ZxE 7FA|7} Aol & Hol7|® gt BIEA A oA afgF A T
o] B Az A Blg| EAIA A FAERI THAE A Y FAYoE % A
7t Btk S3S B A9 Afolle BAGS XA AL S B
gt A 99 Aeele 874 - &9 2 Y 7IAE FAAZAT A o] Ad g Aoz A
o] $H4, A, w3 545 BAE oud] gefstA "Hohla eS¢ Atk BAXA
of tigh 21} ofoltjojgte SHAA AGHAE9] u|= XY /9 MEYS FEdhe=
202 ¥ 3Hpolymorphism)® A °]tH(Pedersen and Dobbin, 2006).

2. X|9desi=o| =it} ‘BEXBHSHdecoupling)’

of mt A qEAE=9 A 5}
200397 AgHA=

ojuyel sojMe A3t A g

I_E_,



270 AYAZYAT H23H HM4=2(SH 795)

<F

= 7314 (coercion)o] JE AL o} PR R
oA WEA] AAS ke Edulol sl AR ohT. agdE Bram Adudsel &
=7 ~ n

ﬂd
12
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ot
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°
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I> J
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rO
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ol
ol

Jl(self-perception) AFA &) A (self- 1mposed) 5l5l= %%7% FAZA AFEH=E =3}
I AAIS ] AFH o2 Foste A7 HeE AoltHAvdeyeva, 2007: 880-882). wEhA
Eo

AWARE A GBNEE B8] AAE FHE ‘%Mﬂ E*lOﬂ A 1] B
Uehli= ‘89 AlAS}, ofnle] Atslete AY9HE g At d) A HoE B
Azt AlASEe] o] AR A 22 1‘41~J+ m«l HH A5 AlFstArtal fA e 5
ATHFE-A]- 5294, 2008 150).
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MASE Ncio| xjof =ais : mE'ol MA S oore xgst 271 F

¢

Q= ok 195%0] IX]&= vhd ‘T &'F ‘u7) Aold AL oF 805%9) o]Et) vhd ‘%
o glojA AEE A%3 499 AgBAsdE 5&8'H ‘Yu)'vt FA3 497} o
it
<H 3> Ho9l MR Metap X8t MerA UEH = ‘A etel(decoupling) M5
EErE Zo E 217
‘TE u7 BYE A 5 12 17
RE N (BT ou) 2% A (385%) (16.2%) (195%)
AASEE SER sy o) gelw 39 8 62 70
G ‘23 ok A A S (615% (83.8%) (80.5%)
(877H) (J—L\__ g . 0) X (6] . (6]
27 131000%) | 74(100%) | 87(100%)
FHT uv BAF AL 1 % %
E3 oA (BT 9u) 2% s} (100%) (80.7%) (81.3%)
2RSS G5 Lspqrs opmt ole 4e 0 6 6
ol ‘FEw I3 %6 % %
@b (ET Ak (0%) (19.3%) (18.7%)
2 1100%) | 310100%) | 32(100%)

AR, FAAAEA S} A 2AA AN 722 B4 AdBA=e] Ak
2] ol T A AR Ro] AA| 122 NjudE 3 ‘E@_A wa} A
S 876l o2 1 FAAE A2AX G BALe] o
o HaT. BAAADA S} A ZAX G BE AA5E Zl%‘:f?}tﬂl mz.x} )
BA=A T@wﬂ 0 Uehte o4t %&4%_‘77}? ERERE 7}Xli s
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mlo

o v e
ot
o

oz
S

=
2
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<
ﬂ&
L
(L
o o 4
N

o
,

To
X
12

—_—

gol A7) mEolt. %HW o= 7121}743“4]01] H]sﬂ/ﬂ J}“X}X]Dhﬂﬂ 9 =2 1424
B JFS 7L AAFH 1A AEste] ASHos st AAA S WA
7Fs/3ol =t webA] FAAA A o] A HB A=A ‘REH ourt mF AASE AF
she Z4-97F B2 Aol ol H}OH NEAAGA AGBHE] AAS L E 7124

A
A o) DA AA S GF= Gaglol FAH R AHEE i o7t HE S}

[l

20 Avdeyeva(2007)2] A7-ollM Frallogxpd A @ eke] vES THH D FUorlol Il AA
W A4 3 JY, V)M E o gxpEEH Y] ks HoleA ARIRAR A3t =414
T A AE e U Zlog Yehth



!372 X YHYAT H23H HIS(SH 793)

£ A7k Bk A, 71240 SAE BGAR @A v AGAEY ] 7] ol
Q5 RE APAADAI AAG ) thSsoRITHE gL =73 k. 0
AGue] S A4S B0l e P Az

Mﬂ A8 Aol geh A2AARAY A

BAUHE <IU 53 9] A8, 44, £97 Aok Yol AR A
_"

4
AAA o7 Jeths HolN Aejuith A ass) thas) 5d
[e]

ﬂ]m
2,
)
o
é

L 1
o oa] A4 2= I A A (local identity)o] THHT= 7H SlollA BHA A

BA= thFAe] T ol Hojof shedl dAle a4 vk Aol

<8 5> NAEHE0] SoX ol - ‘w9l MiMiel, olilol Xisl

AGue=e] 83 W3l
Isomorphic Change of Local Brand

A=A g} o 7%
Institutional Pressure [ - Globalization
A %st

o]

Localization

X
o
i
B

ettt ol= AlASE Aol =7tR
A A g d ] gfejrielo] Vﬂ%
A9 AAYA BAYI A Axve Hol WP Aotk AHo] AASe] R F
AZAM ABAS 471 A% WY T iyt AldBRA = 22§ Q14o] wrgE o] 53
T AAM AAIEE A& B Flelth & FA A-AS T3 A BHY A
3Vet= 532 W3H(isomorphic change)”} WEsTh

AR, NGB A=9] oujs Az oz ;(]H]—p;].’E A gFett}, ol& A|we] AlA gl ke st
Uz 7P B AA AAASH I 7P SFA AAEEH Y] Aotk (7 4, 2003). A9
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ATe 71EY AGEAe AA AFd g AAFHez 435

q2a 24, ol2d A2 dAE %%s}aau}. zolutE 9o ATAREIY Adna
A )

Thbsk 77 ofeltol 2 SN AN S Alrke Hel
o7} ek,
! AFAH M) Qo] tEI 22 F 7}74 FArRte] aEY AA,
of =& AASHEY A2 g4k F st 3lojA Azt
2 7ke] JFRAE G- FE glohe Fojth EE A2 AF
Aol o] A AYERA=S &) B St B3 ¥ B olopr|Es Fojulrl AT
of ittt & o gL A7 S H8sto] Hesford Aot =4, A9EH=
ATl BEAskA] Xtk A= =
Wi a4 5 1% sl *H_ELT =2 HekE Alwstal % 242 g
Q1 S wetstA EohDiMaggio
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Arndt and Blgelow, 2000). £ A= ASEEA 7} AABdE Filo] Ax FZo|ga
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Zolstletl A=A ARl = AT FLH Aol = AR 2ol st

Aol tgh AbelEA o] F7hEojoF & Aotk A, AHBHES AA S} Ee= A3} A|F
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o) 3R QRO FANY W4 o) FAYS DADTHE BAZY JA AR
ARE el o2 A A Felg mekslol & Rolth AEAs £qn Bag A
WY ANAA D WWASY JPEL YR AT E Shhe) A7FAL D Aol U
A, AGHAES A 717 DRl Brekn AGuAs @gsiel BASIgr:
HolM FAE Ak A, ASHAES AP EQ5H Fprocess) ' halA] AT
814 ek AGnAse] B FUES] Fhuirt FYs ookt AGuAE} hAlehE T
Aololtlolz AAF 5 Urke FolA AGuAse] =gAgo] e Al AT, EPRel
We nase) Eapel Y AF ol Awsloloksialtt

Aepdse] £9 8 BFAZA 3924 2 ABANAE B A7E ¢ 7 334
gelg 2ok A4, 24 AWARE AdBdse] £ 2 AAAD 40 FE Aol oje
o9 A BHHoR AGGANS TEE & 9eA DI JAE BAsel 2
A3k AEHE $5ES FAS) AAE A9 58 Ao B, FNE B
2 oA S BF A 2L AANL Fo] P RFoIAokt AGYAYo] ARHo 7
z:sj_.‘:.l )

2 AAste] AR ek, o3
AR AT YeA B,

282
obdrlel= RHdo] Fash Aol
Al = 7Hnation-state) F<FlA UYEREE =412 o tigt 5271 A

AT 2 A AR A AA] 2t} e T z}Aal

o] PEE FAZ $F(global standard)ell BHEe] Urtel S Q1AletAl Hrke HellA ARzt obd

Ak A ZH(imagined market)’

A dEstA Bkl &

JHMeyer, 2002).
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