3 i A TR

P 7 1) 5 I 34 2 B W 5 i O

W E IR

[(HZE] X THEALRAGAAANLHLFA T - ELEML, ATTHIE £
ERKHEEREENRFE LR, R20 #2260 FRFHES, BFFRARBAT K
TAHMBHGHRL LK, EEBAFARIRPLZAT A BHRAR X —HRGHFRL, @ H
SRR R G| R e N BAEF R, XA RAR ABGRE, LRALRS
FABA G PRI BORAR 0 £ AR B E AR 4 ¥k B E 5 @ B AT R
TtE . N, FOMEFRELEREE L,

[X@iF) ®F AR BEALR HEBH AR

[FESES] D033 [ XHk#RIRAE] A

[XEZHE] 1674 -2486 (2012) 01 -0145 -36

KT L BOR I HO AR T2 P8 5 BUR R 22 G A I8 A G 58 10— WF 58 S,
Hoh B 0 H A L SR T 2 O, Xt & BUKR R (policy
convergence) . B [F] A BIFFE e 1T LGB 391 31 20 20 60 R4, #] 20 40 90 4F
RRE B BT T ER 2 — o X T B R Y RIS ) 2 7 26 [ B AT, S5 ok
XA IR B WS AR E 58, LR T5RFE (Michael Howlett) 7E 2000 484 By 5
FaFHE R R BOR BT T IR A oo a2 — " (Howlett, 2000) , AF5E £ 5D

+ BER, ARKFHLFHELEADL, ARRLKRFALETRSFR, #HIF,

AERA: HEFRALASHF—HAA (10YJC630294) , BHE LIFFAMNEIL,

O THAILETFEEARGAE LK, 4= Bennett, 1991; Drezner, 2001; Heichel et al. , 2005;
Knill, 2005,
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FLFEBROE R R R S0 [R] A A A R AE TR L 5 TR R 7 2 A T A R
MR, AT A BB . BOR B [ 1 S A B Ae A gl 2545, A
Pl 8 OO [ 4 PN R AT | BCSREE [] ) 52 ) DR 3R L B ISR ) 19 i B AE 20X =
DI AT e SRA, FIR S E S SR S, IR SR T SR AR PR, LA
$HE2h e [ BRI T T Y A e

—. BURERHNIE

(—) BERERHES

AR B REAE A IRERE ] “#ET X —iE. Ak AARZEARE S, WA FE
MBE BT Tk S 8E, BT 2R R R, 7R (Clark Kerr) X [ (19
FUER RN, B AR AR MR B LR S, RS R SO I
FARIMPERYIE” (Kerr, 1983), 1M L5, WfithalE, A mE %, A
SCRE “HhaBRE” MR- 2R, EIE BB ET X B
o BRI — WL R R HA 2 IR BOR 1 U G e i) H B A 1A 1Y

HARFIER B R S, A% (Bennett, 1991) A NBEUOR B — &S
SR, AR — DA BAPIRES IR R A [R] (9 7 7% 1) B — b
ld e S EBAMEE, FARSE VRN T - FE AL AR P 8 A
— Bt [l ]l i 3 R i fas 3h 7 N, R PRI R, S B A BILOE 2 SR A T i
AEzsTa] o DR —E X251 MiJe/R (Knill, 2005) 45 7 &
FHE S A, BOROB R A RS e A R BOR B X (L0 KA
FROBES . X, X EUF) Z W3 —EOR— s AR AE (B, BUR HAR.
HOR TR BORIED) ZEAE 9SG I, BORE [R 88 1T — Bk (8] py 2 5 s 1)
H—IbE SRy B, A R P R A A AT, T EUR R 5 N T8
FiE, AR TR R — A 9 ) G R A A A, K SRR T IS BB B Y g
HAEE, WY THORBR N SIS EE . /RS X 70 T BOR SR 5 23— Rk
AOARL, SEBr BRI TR 2, FICaird.
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HFEARKEABAZATRLETO

(Z) BRERKINIE

HLR 3 % BOK #a [R] A  BE A, DL RRIA Y A JLBUR R B R 2 Y
MUELA”, Pt RS 00 0 BOR 5 B W) R BOR L B 4 B 2 B G 7
(Bennett, 1991) . W NRFAN HZELUF AAYEEARAT N EE, SEwE R T
BUORR: B—, B ERWES, I TAMAMRECE RSN, 5, B
RNA B, SMBOFBORER . 17BN, 3k Bt 46 07 1 H 25 1E X9 i
W =, BORTHMEM, A THATERN TR, RMBRETEM ., SLEIE
JeRNERYEOR ; BB, BORM . SR AR, RATA RS (IR
ROV IR 2 TN, ATCROR) 3 Bm, BORKAEEERL, X238 FRBOR 45 8 il
FEE MBS (G — 2R Bk 2 e i e i, W gk ik 2 BEVE BT Y, =
WETE 3 2 R REE R, Rk IR R 2ot X)) (Bennett, 1991) , X L,
DT PR A DA [ SR A4 B 43 A L W) v, 3 A oda) 43 Bl TEORG B b 1647 L0 A3 T
F 5 BOR Fa R A5 KA, (A5 B3R [R) i 7 ek 07 LR PE v, s F ) 23 A6 5 R Y 4
BT ) N ] LRI S TR R AR . BUR N . BUR TH |
UK DL BRI 20, TR 2 T I R Y W v ) — A Bl 2 T T A R
[ A ST, RR S 5 % (Coleman & Grant, 1998) 735l 73 Hr T BL R
WA . BOR THLA R BOR P iR, Rk R S 78 Z 8506 4 flR ) H B e o8
N EHEHEIE (Coleman, 1994) , %134 7 575)}F ( Liefferink & Jordan, 2002)
FE 53 BT RR B 01 R ) [ R AR B BOR B X 03 T 7EBUR N4 . BURSSH . BURIER S
B T HAE R F k.,

B DL PR R TR B, OF X 23 LT AN BE AR 3R Tl 43 BB 1) 43 A 25 8 . Ry
T DX i) R S5 SRE 0 AL R R BB, AT RE XS T R A B
5 5 Zd BB, IE R E X - R FUE BUR N . S8, TR,
ANTR)BURE SR 0 B 280 AN T A — BE &YW, A L5 & (Brickman, et al. |
1985: 30) KA MM A T X — 5 —ESLE T —E
FWATEAT R o — A 2 LA B AR D e b i) — DR A 0, X — S e H A
B Wt o WL T A — L8 [ GO A AL R I, I7E D) — LB [ 5 T
W 5B Z B AR EX A P, LTI, BORZ R LT e A48 0,
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M TR AR LR, 2 LR “BOR” SREFT 0, Xt
BOWFFE A R B 5 Al Lo e th T BOR4E B AR s PR Z B4 %E . S35k, MR
[Fi) 45 B 4 [R] LU A AT If L 23 WF S 4598 4t MERST, Qg 8RR ( Stephan Heichel ) 4
R I S e BRI ) S ARE R T 5 — T 5 R BUOR N A S BUR
FI bR i R E R BORE U BUR TR A 2R, IR ARERS AT AR 2517 7
RN AR 5 B T H R 2 8], ey o) e R — 4~ R 2 B B 7 (Heichel et
al., 2005)

HI/REEINRE RS JE /K (Holzinger & Knill, 2005) M 28 45 fF 5 J2 H6F DU A A e
P& b B TR FEGEAT T A ST, IO TR PRI BUROE [F I % B2 R I R, Y
AE BB R R, W0 H N 1% 7% S8 S [ 5 07 ) o R R B R 4 — BU A P 2
ALY, RBUOSERTE] ¢ 5 6 Z EARMEZE YT [ o 8 [R) 5977 18] 2 15 LR I 1)
5 4, Z GRS 5P BE Y ) E R R S A T T A
IR R E bR 22 1) TR S E AR, Ik 1 s, ey 5 Z R B
R HCRE A T EEA— B S5 R . B[R] B9 J7 180 38 -5 5 B R R el AL
AR R LA OG0 SERMAOAR 1fE ol Al AL BUOR O E AL TR AR, 1 7 4 B A v e
I SCBOGR A T Dk (Drezner, 2001) o i [R] AFE 5 52 21— & i[RI 52 1)
1 1 58 5 BOR A R TEAH G, 2B AR e il 2 F 5 v B A5 R R R . R AR
Sl RV Z W BA Bk, AR 2 B[R] [ SO80R i b T A K 1)
M ZHEPE, (A A MRS G B 5C T BOR R A 4 U Al UL R 3% .

x1 BRERNWEERE

A HEFHE R
AT B EA MFE SHRE 2R ERFRR
w1 L XA @ T EAARRE S, BB 6 LBl
TH B EA AF, 1B EE B R LY
LA @ T4 AT 5% R A R R AL
Et EAEA M4, 12 R Bk bt 4
# LR 0 T A $ 4L, {2 feAAR %)% &) b FiE AT

FH %% : Holzinger & Knill, 2005,
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K2 BURERBIER

F8 47 PRI 1AL i =
R AEANEREGT  —RNH Y E RS B

. Mol £ 69 T K
%59 R
HEaAAE s E (AT T —ER BB RS HR

S AT A
@ LR G TH)7 R
$VRREEREAENLEE R

B AEABEREBK BR5BAKE
Ao A R?

FA4+ % K . Holzinger & Knill, 2005,

UL, EIRZEINAR IR 5 SRR BRI T DU ARy BT 55 R BOR B R B i, (H
T2 R B, AT (91X 2 45 b 55 H R 0 BOROE [R] 9 BRAR A 4082 4
R R A R AR R R b X R B L R BOR (R AF 5 A R B P A T S Y A A%
(Seeliger, 1996) B, KT EUHREF B 0T 50 B AL T 2R 458 8 R L,
Mk Z T RGER B EN . E I NEE . BRI RS e R BB SN TR T BUR
T 0 B, R )2 g I ECSRE [ 75 A AR 4R L T T RV T v

=, BURER SRR

B R A LBRFR TN - OME, 4w 5HM
(isomorphism) . B{5##48H (policy transfer) DL KB4 (policy diffusion) 45 4
AR XA & BAR S BOR B ARG, (AARE 25, IR R 20— &
o T LIRS . BORER Y 26 560 5 B0 PRl B R B R 30 28 R [ H R4 5
(R ABE A T A2 390 5

(—) BUSR®BHE. BURY 5 BURER

RKFZIL S Z BB KR, AR & AR MR, g 55
(Newmark, 2002) X7 7 iXJLAMEEAER R L2 5, AO8BORY /LS BUR TR
SEARPRECRAL R BN ) SCRIES, N BURAS RO, L4 T 454 fL
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R A S BOR S R HAR 0] . BB A B R Ky 1 AR BOF A 4R =
WRF BORA A . BOR R B R AR BOR Y B, (HECR Y™ B n] GEA Sk BOR 7] )
B, BVECR A4 . BUR RS A W) 0 SR B VR 36 BB [R] 1) e A o Tl & o o 57
My EEs g (K1),

—_— T —

— BB —

— BB —

— N ———
Bl HRYBRS

FH kB . Newmark, 2002,

24 T SO O R HE 5 B BB AR WG R R 4, T3 ( Stone, 1999)
WA LA, A WA — M o i, SRS 11 B 10 SO R B 2 iy
T MM, SR THOE M S BORY O 2 02 e T 55— R0 2000 5 B 5
SRR R 28 R B RS R O A A/, D A HE 0 P
BRI R D, A T & PR L = T BT

B RHOR R S BRI E R BURBHE R —BOR R (R
FRRABAER) BOE . AT, B 50 BNTE B — B0 RE P ECE . 17
BeHE | 1 S A % AR (Dolowitz & Marsh, 1996), M2 % 4 3% 55
P SORT , BOHERS R T o v e B AR S5 5, X — i BT, (ELR A SR o
BRI . O R RR (PR T 45 7 A R B, T EL 45 76 3 BOR 4
HOBTEAE (2,

B B A — O E 2 5 R RS RS (0L, 45 B T Al B 26 00 2 10 B 2K
Rl R (AEZESR) , W R B (Elkins & Simmons, 2005) . 4" #tH
RN R o — B I, R B R, E B — 2 O B R

@ 4» Braun & Gilardi, 2006; Marsha & Sharman, 2009; Knill, 2005 4 ,
@ 4= Kern, et al. , 2000; Rose, 1991,
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M e, ERAFIREBMMERE, Ira RS HWEA R (FAM, 2002: 5),
PEUOEFE UG T4 — 7 BOR AR A AT 138, A DUBR T HAR 8 g AL 1 A9 a2 4
17 HL AL 54 Al B2 i SR0E , B 2 AE H PR R G P 22 ad i BOR LAY 1R 40
sk AR b 7 i 5 T [ s 2% 24 3 Tl 00 D e i L 19— B30 5K
g) . B AR 3 AR A [ SRR A R T 55— AR SR ] — Ak SR
iy, IAHECR B M BT 1 B BOR B A 2D e, BORY R K 3
HORBE R R AR, AR B ZMEE (AR SMmE) #mais ik
UR 4

PR M AT T i 3 7 b 58 4 AN TR) R BOR I B & . — D7l X — B ik
Il ¢ ) A 1 R A A, 3 — o e T B A [l K B BOROE [A) T AN 18 3K 3 [ 3R 2
fra (flhn. EHzas . EREG—ZHrE, 3mE) o 5—Jrm, ¥ oA R i
Xt BRI B SRS A I S BB [R] A T A PR N, A LA 55 B Am el
SRS A o A SO SCR AR LR BR A SR 9 1, B YT B — > 207 T N R
Bl kit e

RO, BURY HUS BORR A AP e 22 5. U BT s T B k9l A,
BUR M AR 0 M7 5 8 BUOR AL i B2 B TR J2 RN M 2 o 37 e A v A PR A2 4 AR B
RGN Z MBI A B R R SRR 3 OOk B 22 M O T A A
RANBIRI ) 23 6] | S5 R RIAL 22 22 TR DAL D] T A% A SRR D) B 22 b ik 0] 244 97
RUSCRRIT ST 220 R P 5T 07 i, A% AR WE 5 D) B 22 R At T A BIR 50 vy 52 491
PEATENEII T (Marsha & Sharman, 2009) o {HiX 2822 53 3 A 38 B RS AE 5 BUR
PR W 22 5 A A s, AR, IEANISYE 570 & (Marsha & Sharman, 2009) A
T, CHEMRREANER, REEHINMEA RS IR BORY BS BOR R AR
A ILE BB, AN BUR AN 2 B T R — B S T R ) R o S [R] A Y
S PR LS SR G R OR SE AL (Simmons & Elkins, 2004), [N 53 L
R EOR PR NG HA M )7 B BORBERE, ik, PR W BRI TR RS A
307, AT ECROE R I RECR LA, BORRBAE S BUR Y Bl R e Ed#E, H

DO 4= Kern, et al. , 2000; Busch & Jorgens, 2005,
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Je ZH TR E AL

BUORBH . BURY B BOR BRI Z R ER KN E R, F—, 25HFET
BRI s BT AR . VB S Bm G TR B X, BRI o8 B o SRR . Bl S
PR W AE R — e B i A2, X — R AT RE R R EOR B, R, Xt
RNEWE H 2 F BOR LR R B E B MR, FH L, BaFESK
T6 5 DXOF AR OGS 2 S B9 BOIR 5 A 1 2L A0 B T S B BOR B R R B4 . 56
WA FE PR AR B A7 AE 22 5o [ BIF 9 5 SR Mg R — B [ P B8 SR AT 6L 1 AR 4K
R, Bt o R BOR B AL N 25 5 1 B2, I MO 9% 5 A R — B [l iy
R AR

(Z) FHESERER

WO VBT O R BP0 2 5 L 2 1 2 T i 3 — e o
el TS SO RO RERR 0 — MG I ] B 3R 5200 31 2R
k" (DiMaggio & Powell, 1991) . a6 1.0 1Rl e F— B I 7] g AL 402 ]
ORHUARLE B . HE, BRS04 AR R TR, I i
BCUAE TR TR 2 0 IR O 5 40 S0 4L 4L ) 1 4514 5 3
20 AR, 410, AFECR R BB B B 5 1 R
BORRHEN A (L. BB 2092 5 T 3.

x3 HRERSHEXIHE

HR AR [ A HR A LG R d
AT AL R MR it A2 it A2
Z 3 fA BOR A AE i BUR A 1 BOR A 1
Al HAAAHE A BHNELEBHTAE AWK

AR B . Knill, 2005,
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=. BRERHER

PEAY IBUR e () A S A [ A28 2 T — B It 0 P9 S (] 0 550 0B 54 72 75 7 O 7k A B 1)
FREE o AR PPAN BOR B[R] (AR v, B0 20 B S [5] ] 5 B0 5 748 75 180k 78 285 {1 i) 4
AR BRI S R R . o alR] . ot y EalFIF S R (Knill, 2005)
Ve B/ S A X ISR [ 34 T 2 6 AF 5 19 [0 JBSE B 0 30F — 25 B R 1 DA e ] £ 3 D o
KA B (Heichel et al. , 2005) ,

(—) HEHEKH o &EF

X — ol f A P () 2 B o AN () [ 8 SR 22 R T e T B ) SB5RE A ()
& o #lF, XAk A T 2R T X -2 g0, SR
(WFRZ N HEE D) B TREEREBR . DR B2 T, o @RS
JIVR B B IR/ TR 455k @y X R T A £ B 2 U Rk AL R A
TERRI U . OC T o () Y 22 M B AR T SEE foft 2000 01 0 0 4, am R L L P B @),
FEJERE®, wH ST IE GEEOR A O A . o T 0 R R L A AR AL
7S, FEMIERIE I o B Rt R AR XX TP HOCH TS F AR E
W TR SUE A AR AR 98 L) LR ok, ERE MR AR @,

o BFIER T IR E T 5T, A YT ST R s Y, (H 5 E AR LR R
AR 2 TE A R AR (0 PSS AR ME A 2 7 ] A8 5 L B A5 LAl By A 5 R AT FE L o
FEPERTFEAE N b A4 i B in - A 52451 R B )R] R H B ) i LT 2 5 SO0 [R] A A
Hfbite A, m FHIPEE s, BTN T R DT B

4= Gornick & Meyers, 2001; Montanari, 2001; Wolf, 2002,

4m Saint — Arnaud & Bernard, 2003,

4 Gemmell &Kneller, 2002,

4r Brooks, 2004; Castro & McNamara, 2003; Kern, et al. , 2000; Meseguer, 2003;
Tews, et al. , 2003 ; True & Mintrom, 2001 ,

® o e
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(=) HBrR B &R

B 4 [l R IR VK I B R 2o — Be b ) i BRI R, X R E AT L A R
PR B ARG R T AR AR . 2T A TR A L E A T R e AR
MALET e, BEms THKRE, paREYYS o B —&k4, Hh It
G WeE 7 B &Rl i i #E SR, PR Z (A7 22 1), A9 s
B HF TR RN PR D, S0, AT RE A A, X BT R
ZE 5t o

TER RBUR Y, IZTE 73 M e 22 3 73 M BUR VR Ja & 5 3K 17 R = 01 12

7 X AR B AT B ORI STk Y DAHT 5E b 1 Sk R WA R EE L DA
HI™ D7 B PR R R PR, SRR T BB, 3T [R) Y R A ] Re Al
HRRAEEAEE, SR, BT nT I B B ) BE, A RE R B > 5
Mo TEEMEE TR o, X Fh 7 AR BN, B — SE BF 58 4 8% 0 25 VF 4k 3 2
(Coleman, 1994)

(—) uu.ZjJE’J Y El_.l

y BATR A TR X S — RN 5 B R AR oy [R] LA (] ek ) a5 e 52
AHERE K E RS P o SR — A B KA — R H P g e 7, iad T — B
WEGEE Bk T, WRAT y o y R W5 BOR B RS s TR e A sk
R HE R RARE N, o 2 — B A2 T, RUE, XAEHR o
5 B EFESEEE R J3—I7 M, v R R A T H A Y AR O S A B AR A o
flhn, B SHE RS FE 2 B BT B, B L R A TR A A (UL Y
okt REAE AL . BAR v BRI A RSB ER, HEMAR T BRI —4
RAWIIH T H,, XA 5 752 B W& n] W HT T PR E Bt o

(M) 5HERKXEEREN S ER

PLETHE TG 25t R rdg £ 202, (ARZURIRIERIAL. E

@ A Ganghof, 2004 . 21,
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TR I [RGB A T e A [ B e A R 2 T 5 Sy B S e o 4 J, Bilan, vl [ B
HA S H B EZ e s, B2 T “BHEg” pOARBOE S, FRATTHE X 2 il Bk
ZHhd . NES HFR, o @RS 8 B2 R &L . R —A B R B
AOREAL, ENTZ A2 AR Bt & R T, (A0 SR B 3 (R 2 a8 XU
BOA R OB L), WA S #FE. d T o B R IEAR LTS [ — B 1)
B, BE R AR /M T BRI o) — Rl 2 i

TEX LA R R 2R, o BRI AL IR W B AR TR v B R s & B
o 74h, B BERIFALAREREL T o B, FL L, FREZLAHERR
A H B A AR AR ) kA AN R I 5 22 ) 22 S M b B 5 20 A1

M. BRERMZmMER

ST, S B ECROE R A 2SR AEZE . (1) S ECRRIE R Z W B
A DRG] 5 (2) (A5 LEAL A AR A5 R0 PR 3R

(—) BRERKERF

IR T RERALH B SCERAF R BRI B, (HiL 2 REA ke, — 2807
BN T LS, A o X X L AT T 2. N, DA% (Hoberg,
2001) g E AR RSy RS FE PRIE EE 2R DL R PR 22 55 B 45 R 51 D UK Bl #a
[l 9 52 0 DY 25 DL N R A o ) B Rt IR AT RS e R 4% — Rk 5 8 &
(Bennett, 1991); P 5R/K4EH (Simmons & Elkins, 2004) #4 #BHLii X 43
N=Re HIEAT A FEME, Rk a 05 36 5l 3 I 6 UK
(DiMaggio & Powell, 1991) X3 1 il B [RIA4 B9 =R AL 5 il P4 [R) 6 T BOR 52
M 1 PR AR 5K 5 S5 P ] T X B 58 A 1 7 1 ) S s MY PR ] 5 el
R RIS A K o AT 5T AR (Busch & Jorgens, 2005) i 1 [ 5 ] B 5
LR =Rl A X EN SR AT RS VR AL TR ST I B ik A P kA
Gk VRS —BORTT o, BT, BUARZERFEHNEN . T
a # W 20 Jr AHEAT s A EAROBUE AR —Z AT o P, B L B
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m

o it
FPRE e AR [R] B PRER LA A 9 o DU M R, Wk 4,

F4 BREREBIVLEH

AL HE & w5
1. %% Bt ®RKIEA JBAK
2. BFRg%— B FR ok LT 04 R L S i
3. MAHIEE THFEA AR E

4. BE A

H R P AE A X 342 o #E X 09 B AL
¥ 12 19 AL R Bl % B ALE A 3 RE AR A R A
idls st —FoR e F K x5 R AR K 64 )
B R BOR A SRR S *f e A AR X i R h

5. R fR R F A B4 FIAE A Ak AR K AL =

FH# kB . Holzinger & Knill, 2005,

(1) sl (imposition) o X — HLH fEAR 2 b5l T B4R S, 1 3 F7 Ml /K
(DiMaggio & Powell, 1991) ZF3f, “ il P 7 # ok F T 42U 48T & 7 KA
ALUGE A IE S AR E AR o RBELI 215 TR A F ] 1 HAZ O BT IR A 4141
AT AR, BEIRBHAE— Rl R sG] o R (Guler, 2002) 5535 7% il i
IRBW AL, ol B JRORE st i 1k (RIS SO R A TEGR R A — U R 7, X
5 FAT P B g ) A A [ AR R AR R SR — S BURR A —
SEBCRIS, SRR BT o XS TR AR, KA T &5 R
A BT BEAT R BORR 0 o A PR L RO 0 . — R e — [ 50 55 — [ Rk A7 BUR
A R O e PR AL SR AR A R B B — i BT e K A TR
AR MBEE R, LAY LB Z I E R 5 RO

W RBBRZHAEME R o, F R BRI A BRGE 2 N T R PRl
IR 77 77 AT, JCHR 2 TR BORR A ALBOR .
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(2) HEPrgE— (International harmonization) . 45 [ 52 18 <1 [ 5 vk ol [ 5405
AT ALE R IESCSS , IR A E PR g — Ll & S 2 E K R PR g — L A
TEE R BT R SC55 AR Al o 58 —98 W S A i BAR SR, dit & B R BUN R
o | P 2L ) S0 7% T 00 R 20 R DL BSR RN I H P e i SR o I PRt — LA K
3k 1Y) [ B 5 VR BSE 1 AH L ARORT 8l 3 SRR B A7 A, Sk 4 Sl BUR 8 5 [ PR 21
PR A G VR i e — R DR, TR0 oA T RO (3 ) i AT A 708 23 g o O ot 22—
B, R BRGDFEIE AN B £%, BV IX — il B2 22 i 30 32 21 R 5 [ /Y
PRES R . SR, RS T R T PR 1 O BB R i 2 A R SR 2
[ PREE— B2 W N 208 AR G RE P, T S AT BE R AR B “ IR AEAE”  (Dolowitz &
Marsh, 2000),

(3) MLHI3E4 (Regulatory competition) o KR AI4ERTT 7 H 30 2 02 5F Rl &
Al S B T S BN 2 KB AN R [ A BOR M B RN R . h T E R A A7 A
SRS, EATSME N TRBOR, e B O L e R R o AL S
B RBAAAE G TR o JUH I B A WO 042 35K 17 37 1 R 5 B2 1 38 i DA R [ 5% 57
Dy RERRIEER, ERRA . TR B sl oor B S0 I 5 4 )5 g, 2RI
ORI AT S 00 DA e KR ] ) A M S A i R ), R T ok BT At
J7 5% MR AR S Bl 09 A B, AR e T AR R R B A o b S, B
SEA AT RE S BOI IR AR TE S, IR BORBR @, R, HIE TAEGm R, oK
SBR[ P T 1) 2> AT AR R AR, AR ORISR AR (7 ah R A v )
i F R G AR, A E R ELA )

(4) B5IEZZHL (Transnational communication) o fE3X —#R#l B F AT G 45 T — L&
AT A A S 1 HL I, B 3E HoUll I B (Lesson drawing) | 25 [ [R) B M B
( Transnational problem — solving) . 4 f/j ( Emulation of policies) L1} [ bR B 5 #E )
(International policy promotion) o 5 HAWRE AR, #5 [ 22 it AL (14 3 1 2l 2

@ 4o Drezner, 2001:. 60; Hoberg, 2001. 127,
@ 4 Hoberg , 2001 127; Simmons & Elkins, 2004 ; Drezner, 2001. 57 -59,
@ 4m Vogel, 1995; Kern et al. , 2000; Holzinger, 2002; 2003,
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SEAEFRIR A T 1o B HLI BUR IRE T WNBOATE ) (BRI . B X5
(%) . SRS (IS B RIFATIBIE S S ) o ST
REAE K BEHL Pt 54 T, {FF AT I 5 o R TR BB R . A0
BLH T 38,25 R RO BLIRIA — A JEIRIAE AL, WO BR T 5 B BRI & 1A
SRR FEMTAT, 45U T S ILABLEI K 5 TF ok, 35h, 6 T H AR
P I AR Y

“HONIR B R B (Richard Rose) , % WAL ¥ 3 44 4
I, B TR AP, oA 6 5 2 WA HE A X o 5 o 0 50 9 2280
SR IO, A 2 5 S 4 (Rose, 1991) , BIFIAN, BURH
YIS AE PR R BT 2 |, L BT A 25T BT B A 36 I I 80RO i e 2 3
RO (T 24) 508 SR R A 2) o SO R
PR BRI, TRTTRERIREFIEA, MRS B A H R
e, BONEROR 58 4% ) FEORRI . ML (Meseguer Yebra) §ify T 5 %0
WBCRIE 60 B —— DU 3T ) SRR ERERG . 2B IR LR, BOR
fBE 5 e 2 BIVE O 50 % (Yebra, 2003)

R A e B B S A B, R O RS U R 0 %
o DN 2 DL R B 5 3 0 B0 e A 5, o B
0T 5 5 A LA 5 4 A S50 5 7 5 6 ) 24 A0
FEDCHT, 3k R4 47 S 35 00 % S AL, 50 866 50 T JEICT 4037 0 8L g
R AT BT SR IR 6 ) 0 207 7 BB (230 T 3 — T v 36 ) B e
BRI PE R R (DiMaggio & Powell, 1991) .

“EORED AR T AR Bk, TR T 4
AAIIIRITR . TR, ey 28 3 10k Al 7 R 1 6 L 1R LA
F % s — B TR SR BRI B 0 R R B,
SRR B CTE AR A K — B B0 07 5K 5 AR L L A R
2RI 2 B o I 7 8 0T 52 BT B B & A (DiMaggio &
Powell, 1991) 3 1= RATHEIR “FUIE T 100 FBG 45 0200 )
G R
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CEBRECRAET 2 W T E PR ARR— BORBA T, X BOR AP U
T8 B EBORAE 2 B RS0 @ 0 5 PR Uh s 65 )iz 09 B bs fbs o 19 £ K
FrifEsl, X2 H PR AbR S E K EBUR A B R . X B AR SE e (BRAT) 1% [l it
SN R K BRSO K O Y, X O RS A T B AR S e [ R
4, B Bk % ( European Union) . 28 3 & 1 5 & J& 41 41 ( Organization for
Economic Co — operation and Development, OECD) ok #4247 (World Bank) , 1,
f4% — e AE BURF 2041 (Non — government Organization, NGO) Ll % 5 [ £ 25 4H 41,
FEIX — i B e 4% T BRI AE T

(5) Mhsr(af# sk (Independent problem - solving) . — & [ 5275 T lfi [7] 45 7]
SR i, A AR S A T 7, 35 s v () g DR AL . R RS e s
RYHORE, FEXFALENT 47 3 FARA X0 HAl AR 4 i i w1z, k<7 15
LA AL T TSR R Z AR AR AE S, WAl Ud, B AT IR AN 240 3 A [ 5% i
REREIME B

(Z) ZmEZE

BT LR AL AR B [R] o A SR A, b A — B85 R DR 3R A L A 5 e
PR HAT AR o AR ZE PG IR S e IR S i R M E R R [ br R R 5 UK
FRAE =873, BVBCRIRSE 5 BRI Rk, w84 (Kern, 2000) -t fif it i 28 L)
%, MfEHEZEN (Drezner, 2001) K¢ H B2 5 5 EPILE T IPIEN R R
BT S EIESIHERAF LR, HXMWEEN FESEPHRML, B
MH , AR B [R] B2 R A9 o LR L2

(1) BORPMERIAINE . X 22 M GORE, B8 o8 RS UE, 2R
AIARRLE o AATTIA O SO A e 8 () A B B e A 1 S 28 1) B B i JEE A AR 1 [
Ko BURPRA L KIE B BERAT AL Dy BATTIE 5 BAF O W B2 2241k 5341, Sofk
FHACLE 7 i 2 125 ] A SR R A e ) T B2 e bR T o R R A S ORI (A 58
WFE s SR TR 8 5 HH A MU S i [ K 2 5 e, et
LT A A b AR © Bl A D Al B R RS A A R . R ik
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— R R N AR R IR R IR SRR T LA B I SR TR 2% S i AEAE D
PO B AT AR R OB 4, B R A 2 BRI 5 RO AL i E AR vh 0@ — B4 35 5 Y
U, e Rk B TS [ A B Y 2 el < B R T )7 SRR ©

(2) JENAESMRINE . Hobh BIUE R 15 2 5F 1 1 02 fe HACR A 59 w9 F 4k
R BN, RIS (Tews, 2003) $i BRI B b 8 RUEE T 9 18 A 5
WETE, ME/R (Hackl, 2001) $INHFEORPERFM S 24, wIEKRSE
(Harrison, 2002) 2 1 TAEBCRA R AL X RO 200, X SEHR7E W5 /8 5 RRE
BT, BT WAEGRE R B, BHRE (Coleman, 2001) A A B
[ — A EZERREEBRTE S W AT 5 (158 5 25 HOA 8 =2 BOK B AL
TP, FEX T, VA5 SRR G I kB — A [ R R B T i Bl A
EARRER . R, ST 5HEH#E (Martin & Schneider, 2004) A Jy ] il AT
LT G BOR BRI Z B RN SR ET 5 CAMET B g N
5 #EEs (Brune & Garrett, 2000) REF%3 G AAA MCBCR AP HUH T o2k 6 55 1
IR T ARl [ N BUA 25 R

(3) BORERAE., X, BORASEZ0AE NEmBERNNRZEZ — T
FEH T B AN [R] B B AT, — A R Y )R, R R BORAS 5 W RE R B 5T
TR 2R . AN T A BOR GUEN &, — S EORAIEOR 5 TR
RIEXHE, BFEE LM ZRMRE EAE? —FUSIh, ENATsi iRz
LB A L e BRI 29/, 50 Bo g 8D A8 H BOR A L, JH# [F]
PEJE BRI — 2L o 55—l s A O O AR ) ] A9 52 o 4 vh T BOR 4R B2 (0 22 5+
fln, AR (Hall, 1993) X7 7 BOREA, BOR TH 535, Ay W& EryE
Pt o RE, DR O LS 2 R AR T I P AR B AR, M S, UK T RS ZHUK
W PR RE , AR BRI Ea s, A T BORIENN &, BUR4E
JE LR RS K o SR, 3k — WL AN R 58 vl A

@  4» Busch, 2002; Bissessar, 2002; Bleiklie, 2001; Coleman & Grant, 1998; De Bandt &
Mongelli, 2000; Eyre & Lodge, 2000; Harrison, 2002; Howlett, 1994; Lutz, 2004,

@ 4o Brune & Garrett, 2000; Ferrara, et al. , 2001 ; Guler, et al. , 2002,

® e Ferndndez, 1994. 52; Kerwer & Teutsch, 2001; Nicoletti & Scarpetta, 2003,
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KT R AR R, XA ULV 2 IR, TR] A Dt P53 4 2% T [ B (5
(ZTreE BHUER) , A B[R] 5 2 A 10 09 J5L D U 22 0 AR T R XN (ol
FE) PIE, TR 4 ELRAS B B0 S DR DU Ak T AR OB A 0

. BRERERARNNESH

HK 2005 4775} (Andrew Jordan) 3 T B8 4 ] e — 1~ R0 £ 0 14 26
S AN B, (ELJS 3 10— 28 51 BIF 5 4 R B IR e e 1
(Jordan, 2005) . 7EXFECHHARIBTIEMI T A 7 NRRTHE T, P97 ME6T
R 7 9 B 200 T R 3 U A (RO B R, e 50 A IR 0 2 i
SIS IR , A OB e FE R B I TR S22 ), 3 R 90 A IR 15 2 A A
IS TFok , T B2 B8 R B 5 B e, B A IR M M S SR B . S
TR M A 5 L B B A O 7 O R T O 24 b, L0 B A A )
SEER R QBRI LK Tk, BAMA 220 ERE S
AT ARTIR 2R, — e BF 0 1A KA R e, TR O SRt
HAE” (Heichel et al. , 2005) . 534h, % BUS HaR] O 74 L % 5 1 [ 22 000 o J2
ORI, AT BRGC S0 MR R4 . R [7) 2 5% 1 S 0 4 3 T 1
FEINZE, SHERFFR L Lty G SO, AT L, A R A IR I
F 5 T i T U R 4 B R 5

{EL T P 5 T B O R R 5 DR B 4506 56 4 D AR08 . BB IR 3R — A R
VEBHOTIE . IR, TR R M T 20 RE AL 0 B0 38 15 7 15 38 0 A A0 S I 38 1L B 3o
BHIL AL (Bennett, 1991) 284, B[R4 — A~ £ 2 4 LI BF 5¢ 4
B, EBORERIN A BT R AR gL, (R0 i 2 AR BOA S I £
S FBORMF G AN UL T AR, BERE, H—, T B
FOREHERTFSENGE, A Be B, SRR 4, AR £ BT 5
(58RI UL 1991 4R RIBFIE 40 . 45—, Ty [ 58 56 T O 7 19 F 9 4
BT B R B2 i B I B R, T A 2 T o R
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DO B L, A M) T B BOR R A AT TR — A R BTk B
TEHSERT I, WAFfE— 2 AN WG EK/R 5% (Heichel et al. , 2005) 15
B, CREZBHTEL TR R 80 OECD 5K, SC A& & v [ K el 5 T G
I R B FEAAZ IS0 o W 5830 Rl 32 BR-AE B9 Dt DXL ] 8 2 PR Ry e =2 AH G B, e
HERERSIIMEEZ o fERFFAEE -, 2 BRAH G ST an W B, & 5 fiit &
HUR 2 P82 i, ik 28 HA 5 [ R Ak LR BE AR (n B 85 5 )
MU M NECE . DA Ak B R alE T 3 A BRI R AU D A B
W

JUE AW FAA TR, (E 23 HIl 55 %0 BOR  [R] 1X — MU 52 9 B e 5 3
LR o WA ARZTE BT, XTBOOE R BT AR TR R SR BRI ST 0 TR
i HARANTE T AR 5 B R RRECRE 5 AL BURNER . 7 —Trm, B
FIOFFER G T 2R AL, Al RUSOR 1 3 [ PR OC R LU BUR A WSS AR 2
I P S 2R AT 90 B O FE AL L 2 T 1Y) T 8 -5 BRI JEE 6 BOR Y R 0,
R EOA AR — B P R G h BN TR R . sl b, BORBtS 2 m R
P 5 AP 3553 AN AR LR 5 T ST o A BR AR SR ORI PR S R AU 8 1, 4% B
RAGHE AT S HANE, G, HHANREREAGRE, HECEH S EIf
FERERE F X R BORE R BIS /e E BUR R G Z W R MR,
SR TR R AR GE AR A B AR -, DN ITRE [ PR O 28 5 HU B BRI TS S K

HUH O [R5 1 BEE BTk I A T S — 287 % Al 1) F 5 B R e R e, X
G el R Z AT BEA O VIO 1, ol R AR B MR RG24
WRASE: B, B RICFEA A, R A SCRRAR I RO 2 3o 47 B [ 28 AR A
[l 5 TR TR AR B, (HOK 6 Sk B A S R B SR Bk Al ok o 28 =, BURAT. &
T, MECRSMATIOT B T2 A (TR EBI5E, 2010), mTHITS
AR SCHRAR G I B3 ™ S 458, NIAFAE R BRI (cross — over) HFFEHYZS
], BUR R BE Y BUR AT IO s se IR ke o 38 =, BORY B B, BURY L,
HOR A S BOR R VARG, (E B T2 180l o B AR B A e B2 E 2 s [ = 2
TR o WFFEBORAE A W6 SR S TE LN, BUROE R BIS I T 0 B3 RS AL AL
PR SCEMEY, F 5 BRI BICHESRL, S0, DX AR B BEE I
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SR N B A TR A 2R DA KT R B A BT, B IR, X
Z ) SEPR EA A A B R p U AR R 7 A SOk 2 G R Bt 5 R g
1113 4R ) 36 WUDHE L A0 2 1) EARRS 2O . 5 L, XU, UHE RS
PREA S E I — il e, RTERSETEME— W FiE i (s
MEEES) , i R—ADHE R T (MBURFE R ) 7 BUA BT 580 1 R 1R 2
S BUFBOR MR S AT SCHRBEAT B T X% GE 18 o A7 150 28 B 5 2 1 A0 e
PRl A TR A 5 B 2 T R A, AEL IR It 7 i B I AR A B R B kA AR
DAL SR — R TN T AR S MR P AR O, H s b, BREAE h—A BRI
HHFR7 (Radelli, 2000) \ —ANBCRAL B9 DR AL, H55 00 53 22 1] 59 1 3
DA K USRS 4728 k7 A 0 0 45 e [ 7 9 1 7 22 ) 5 A 3 DX AT 2 0 8 1) Ot 7
HEE X

MBS Z T L, BEE 1 B s i g A3 5 LA KA B A TR R BUE e, BOR
A R B T REPE RS, X BORE R ARG N B L E S, SRR
(2001) fEH CLHEBHIBE M HT) — A5 bt 3 1 OC T il B2 [a) 69 A7 A Y [ . [
R S DX S o 2 22 R s T o B 07 3k 88 PR 05 78 A B9 55RO R I 14 7 T A
A5 A B0 A 2 EL AR A o B2 22 AT ) AR R B AT A, B 2 DU IR Y 5
FOW PR AR S NE 7 R E 2, AN ) DI ) B 2 R R e 2 D AR A KRB
EERVERE T A E R e, s E AU E 5, A AT
7 ABRVER R HER A B %o M Ay S0, X B TR PR A5G R
AR, kil T 5105 SR & R B S BUR B R m &4,
THBCROB [ TR 2 5 T D S R A AN e . e BRI UBE IR -5 15 B R sh v
SRR TR B R R, R gy, N DK, REIRAE Bk E, TR 12
il A 7R 22 55 e REAH ALY BE Y ) 5 R AR R A4 A ke J7 58 ok b BB (T A SE [R] ) AT, 55
—J7 i, WA RARMTE, BAK EE R KR T L A s, B
ST TR EEARA, i ERE PORIESERMRAY, 1 HAEEEAR MR
FEA B M EL ) LR S BRI 6 A {0 1) A Ty s CA AR R Al 1), 45 1 T A o 3 i
PRI BT . FROER KRR E B2 aT IS, I ny, X et 73
B[R] R A 3 I L R B B R REPE . I A5 BRI R R, HESh 15 B SE
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WASYHL, BRSSO L R LS BOR RS SR B T BOR SRR, BOR R #9 % A2 F
A ARETE SRS . REARE AL EREEEANTRZE, Lk
A Se Rt b A Tt AR T AR R 9 7 300 i A2 R B AR 0, A PR AR
A r Ty, A s MEga e TEFEmE T (A& 2K, 2002) , X0
MR SRAT e, (R B S W T X BOR B R X — BUR B SCTEE . TH IERE
ANTFWLELAAFAE , UL T BOROE R B B A 2 i B S

HOHRH R A FE 00 o B A B B SC i B B S BAA A RIS 2 R T
[ PRz, R — AR A A R ORI A B R . s E NS, BT A
[Fi) S5 [ 4 B A B (), 0 4%l 22 3 8 B A8 H AR e L R R 9% T B
AR EL D R A R BT DR 3R B AR A R 5 R BUE A A, DL R 45
JrRER AR S FBU H AT R, S54SR IT R A e ri) 07 oL
P T UM ARAT T —E R E FE A5 ), b 0 B ) S T O B TR SR
SEA G ARE T, Ml T7 BRI 5 7 A SR B S e R Ak B s A o RE A A e R AR Y
CHOR AL o UL, FEARRIRHE TR R A CEUA R KT M TR —
SE R 7 A 5] SUR BOR  [R]BA (e Ao A2 7 AN [) 4008k B SR (] B 52 M [ 3R 2 AT 47
RZET R BUBRI AR B 57 55 P72 # & T BOR B R T 5T 3%
5t 7 RAR DGR TR, A B 3% A [ 3 07 22 1) A B 50 ] 20 47 i R
2 1 e B R AL 25 O DAL

7N, HiE

V7 [ SR BUSRE A TRI A5 14 e 3 2 J 5 AU R LA % [ o A X el N 149 5 Wi g )
WESRANPERE, AL, SRR SE 8 L HESE . T LAY, BOR R G R 4
ERAC TR AL 9 — AT 5 8. BOR IR T H Xt 228 Z0MARNRES, M
BRI Z AU, wAROE T ARSI L AR LR T IR AR DT RS R o R
FOBFBFTE 1 BRI — 2 BRE BOR R R, F92 1, Kl IHEDF RO

@ 4= Dolowitz, 1997; Ferrara, et al. , 2001,
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MN—EB X EF, BORE R W EOR B RPN — S, 5358, BORE R A H
BIFA D IRACKRBOR RGN D R B2, ol T 2R D3 A A X 57 9 BSR4
PR AT R AR VR 2RI B . BOR B[R] T et 2 2 AN I3 i 4521, (Hdunl fig
SESE ML AT S8 B, AH IR B ORI SR 5 EOMHRL B0 i 2R 5
%, WRVECRE R o AR — R TR A ME— — > B 0 i 2R O S8 A WL AR
AN GT S BORPGE IR YRR X, 7 H XA B 2 — A 75 Z AT B A A B E
AEWr . S IARSE R — A HAE RO AR i B . BUROB R [ R EAGEk
AREL, HS2, BORGBIE IR BN E 5 BOR B A 24

LRV BOROE [R] B BF 5, — 7 ThT e P4 5 [ 50 B0 [) 19 35 55 U AN 18 %
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ST AN LG ORI o FRATT A R A R P T 0 5T R BB EE Ty, RIS i
VU7 BRI FE A IS5 R0, AR R BEA T IR M S| BE R R, AR £
Rk S BIHT, DLHES) IR [ BOR 247 Bl A A, (RIS 90 AR 5 22 ) i F 5
JEETRE

S % CHk

HH AR TR - B/R (2002). R SHEERERAGTALIL. R EREMRA.

TR, Wk (2010). ESFBURIATIZ A BIRER. ARATHRR, 1
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