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Abstract: This paper analyzes the tools used to quantify culture in empirical research involving multiple fields, and outlines three
types of cultural classification instruments based on typological approaches and 9 types of cultural classification instruments based on
dimensional approaches. The results of this paper believe that the selection of measurement instruments in the Chinese context should
take into account the scope of application, ease of use, expected use results, the availability of resources, and the scientific properties
of the tool itself. In practice, tools and methods covering multiple conceptualizations should be used in order to obtain more accurate

results in cultural measurement.
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& Kluckhohn, 1952) LA Jz — £ 31 3t [a] fy B figt 1 55 1 %
i5 (Becker & Geer, 1970) , {2 “ZU3Cf” i EAE
Administrative Science Quarterly AR SCHkH H BL( Pettigrew,
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SR AT SCRRIEHFI Y, SRR IR 1Al Scfl

B, MG sl 3 T TARSUE R E 1 (Marinova et al,
2019) ,
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REdEAT e MR IR 5, AN LU T L ROy 20k
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i1, XL SHA B MBI A A CR? =, AR
U SCA Z 18] ] A 8 14 26 S A8 2 KRR BE 1 mT LUH IR T4l
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PERRREVELS M IEAEA WIS BIRESE S, E T A&
IR BOGER SCCAE FE R e T, BB PG 2 2
MR MATTk, LAV AN R AL S 2 18] LA S 5 ek ] ) R
R LR, W Z LT 30A — 208 WL (Hofstede et al,
1990; Tucker, McCoy & Evans, 1990 ) .

TEIRGX — PG J5 PR ] RS — S A R R 2 U
F PO AR A IR Z AR B, X RET
i THEA ZHE . 3l A TEEAR . Web of science FHfE
JEICER T 2006 4FF) 2020 4FICHHAM & “HLUCE” 1Y SCI
Je SSCI SHENFFEAARSCHR, 458 T SUERTSE il Je 22450k
TR TR, G 3 R IR SR AL I 9 Fiie
RESCARAEFE R o3 Al SR TR, Jfxfix s T BAEH E 4l
T8 T AR T PR RS FAS 4508
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2.1.1 ¥ H184E2% ( Competing Values Framework,
CVF)

BROEE N H G CERBE R i b L, BRI H
Campbell (1977 ) i & T 30 Fl A [A] /Y b5 #E, B J5 Quinn
i Rohrbaugh (1983 ) A 24 7 B s M £ J W5 58 A 2L
PERF M AL, ST EE T 52 45 4 2U0F 55 35 WAt i 48
PR HEE AT HEY, BRI T =AM 4EE (Quinn &
Rohrbaugh, 1983) , J5§ &% % 53 M b 5t ( Cameron &
Freeman 1991; Gerowitz et al 1996; Gerowitz, 1998 ) ,
F 2006 4 1F 2 Ay 44 U Fp 40 21 04k (Cameron & Quinn,
2006 ) , 4% I Quinn £l Rohrbaugh ( 1983 ) #R 35 PN HRAIZNTE |
RGP PE S H UG A AR BB, 4 e B ADK
SERAN T ) B R . D% 3CfE (Clan culture ) ABrR
e FRMEARL 1% 1304k ( Adhocracy culture ) FFR SRR ;
@13 3 b (Market culture ) P HFREEL; @)F % 1k

( Hierarchy culture ) P#EBiI BRI, FEARME LT A AT
XA HEUEN . TP MRz E R AR RS .
B E BRI YERE D, HR A 5328 5 2 B a0 42252 1)
SNAYERE AT &, R AR L ) LA
FimlE . NSNS EESE, WEBISE P25 5 (Ralston
etal, 2006) . ARPERAEEMECH) IZINE ., JRBRIEEIR
TG R T P 2 AR X BB g 43 25 1
212 %02 HMBE IR AP A (Harrison’s Organi-
zational Ideology Questionnaire )

i L AR H U RE &S M4 i Harrison (1972) 7 3,
Z ) JF 22 R E (Ot 1989; Litwinenko & Cooper
1994) , MRIEXET) . Al 55T N R ZEEEPEAL >k
SEHALEIIES: OMEE (Role culture ) DIREfER
BRI RN, R SR RGN E AR 33 QL)
Ak (Power culture ) DI AR T A& 46 e, 2RI N
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X 4 SO AE T MR s OS5 30 (Task culture )
TEESEUAT 55 LA S AT E R i, R B Z AUE; @32
Fi 30k (Support culture ) W4 5 /N PN B AL A4 3
SRR, R TR A R HAZUNE T A 2
RG22 ETE 15 400 H BXTAHLU A S [Ha8Mr
T PO PRI K 32 DL IX PUFPZE AL 43 2 HAT 4K
XU, R R PR S B0 AT 2 . JRiFR
JESALE AR TR

2.1.3 et %584 ( Quality Improvement
Implementation Survey )

Jit 2 e 3fE S R A5 B Shortell (2000 ) A4 #E,  H T

2 DA S [ Dy 35 A 4 5 Ol il DX i R A DG AN AH DG 114 43
B R ARG %NS X S8 WU I H, FE BRI R
AR B2 Y7 O i U ) F 5 b 2 B89 B 20 J0I 4, AR
BGF 100 (932158 1150 3603 A SCfe 4 e . ORMR S
( Group culture ) SRIHEER . BIBAGAE. PHAMZS; @k
J& 304k (Development culture ) SR E . GIFTAIAEF; B
PR3 (Rational culture ) SRIBSCRA NS ; D% H i
( Hierarchical culture ) SRIFFIIN . MFEFIRE KRR, EBAR
PUAUF NAEHATI 0 Gy, ERAGHT . SR BT i
R NI BEEAA L BT R AR SRR X 6
JiTl o A FEA TR I 5 2H S A ERALZ [] 56
FRIATEEEAERE R, HAE D NJZ A, R et
PRINE, TR ZOR ™ AN B e/ ML EE B T Y B A 454
( Shortell et al, 2000 ) .

22 TEFIHEESEKTE

22.1 48423408 % ( Organizational Culture Inventory )

40 41 3 fk KR B9 M # (Cooke & Lafferty, 1989;

Ingersoll et al, 2000; Preston-Thomas, 1990; Seago,
1997 ) T Leary (1957) $& i 59 ANBR A% &R 48 LR X A
% B 5T (Horney, 1954; Rogers, 1961) , fl4fis5z 2| A
KR FT A (Maslow, 1954) . FHFMEA XN A
2 AR AL AL 20K TR BT LA BB ITAL R 2 Gz W R 4
(Cooke & Lafferty, 1989) , EJEXfHET 12 FiE4ETr U1
it H RN AT i R e, A2k RERET
BRI Z R 5540 6 5 P A2 82 T B 170 2854 A ) A A =X
( Conte & Plutchik, 1981; Wiggins, 1979) . I T 12
FPASTR] (9 SCAE XS . DA = X—B A RT; Q2R
B, QFFFHE, @SR, O, @D XA,
@B ; @3eg iy (0583 0, M, @EFL
WAL, FEMRLUT N TIX 8 HEUR 0L B 4E ) =R
1R, R —RhIRER G R B X 3 WU . AR RBAR LT
WA N2 AR LS Wit 2s gz 1 8UR T h i 418U 2
i, HOCHXS R et . R BRI EERE . o
G AR 5 2 ELA IR 3 &
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2.2.2 EFIALF A (Hospital Culture Questionnaire )

[ [5E Ak In) 45 /i Sieveking , Bellet £l Marston( 1993 & i,
A TR LS U /26 52, B LR AR
RO RYEFEAIFELLT 8 1 DA, QI E; O Gy,
DEFIES; w4, OfFl; QBRI @TAENT,
FEARYEINA P L 86 TN EET0T H [ 1) 4 3 B i
R WA AR APk N S A RN LA G e
AIBNGTE; MATSIE A EE X 85 SR B
A SERPOCER; R ENAR; DLERNEFIE
BES T ORI A R A T 3 I B ZA R E SCRIAY2E IR RE
TEEIFIESE TR IR T 545 R (Sievking, Bellet
& Marston 1993 ) , Jay R0 46 O3 T35 DL I 73 IS4 i mT g
AT B AT 3 B A i AR T o
2.2.3 9% 34X 19) A ( Practice Culture Questionnaire )

SR IRl 4 i Stevenson (2000) #2H, L TR
UG R REH S EMS Y, DU S ik i As
AR 77 T I e, 2R AT 25 T0 S A3 A i AT
i, RIFREET ERIEAW], BT E YR R 2
Ab, AT S T AR g A AR TR T A E
BRULLASN R T S AMER L, SEHTEBANT
2.2.4 4> AL E) A ( Corporate Culture Questionnaire )

Ak S Ak 1] %5 i Walker, Symon Fll Davies (1996 ) #
R A R R IR IR A BR A B R AT 8 —Fid i LA
AR TSR O T LU AT FER 5 B R ik, 8
TR 4 A FBAL, SRk, AR . PO R I aE
(R 21 A SCIR4ERE (BT 69 Tilak 126 Tl [a) P RRA ) , >k
WASHLUCA, RBVR IS ARSI TR, H
ZEAAMR THRG R REINE . R RS 320 5 51 T
X TAER B AR, (5T H ZAERH
225 F R H1Em 8 XA & (Hofstede’s Organi-
zational Culture Questionnaire )

BEIIN AL LK) 45 1 Hofstede (1990 ) % A$RH
(545 FH LA AT Aol A R ZHZUSCARARRAE X SCAb i o S 2
T3 AMEM: X LMK TR MU
K, NMEZE T 6 AR ELER . OBFIIEE; @A~
W e, M AFE L HEERTEL; @RER G LR
B ORWISEIIE; @A SN SLHR. L, 615
SEERIFEA SR R E P S B T 135 TR A IR
250 B. L5 CoHkki 5%l DIFR SH ARG,
E. MBS ™%l FORE S 590, m LRMIHZIA
TR B Al A B TR0 S BR IR R A v . R R I E
YO E G 12 (8 HLIR) A A 4 FH 5 0 SR A o
2.2.6 4122 AR ( Organizational Culture Survey )

HASCAL AT Glaser, Zamanou 1 Hacker (1987 )
0, CHER T T S [ D AR T SR LA R e Sk
IE NI RE, T BUM L LR SR et . P 1 HL

ORTE 6 AN SCfb4e s . OHIBAEMEFRIThSE; @ TAEFEAIA T
15 ORI @5, OWEIE; O, %
WA 60 WOCTHA S 5 A8 -8k, HLUE M
FUESAHICHY 5 TG . R TRIF RSB RS 4,
HSEBRfE S R AR T A SR FRR At 2 2L N B S Akl
XELATR AN 22 R ]

2.2.7 48 4% 4L ] & ( Organizational Culture Ques-
tionnaire, OCQ )

I [7) 4 HH Denison 58 A M, HAMZ 0 T ik 54141
AR R 4 Bl OiE W (Adaptability ) 5 @fF £y
( Mission ); @—&E ( Consistency ); @A (Involvement ),
AR & 3 A, EEAE 60 TN EIH .
PRz i T R R A S5 s F B A 2 sk
DR o R BRI 4 B2 (9 IX 38 B A it — A
2.2.8 #4848 3L AL #F A& T B ( Organizational Culture
Assessment Instrument, OCAI )

H AL PEAL T EL /1 Cameron A1 Quinn (2006 ) JF%,
H 55 M ARG IS T SO 280 =R DL G, i
THRZAL N A SE R EL . RS TAE 5 R o 45 e LR
ESb. B TSR . OFRE; Q4
LT @R TR, @OALEME; OHIKEN; @)
Frife, BEAEEEA 4 IR ERRA, B TR R 23 6 1 Y
PR 2E R, St 24 AT I H . LB RIA RSN
ATEEVERIA ROE, HOg M, I ERCRE . AR
TR SRR
229 AL A3 @ A ( Organizational Culture Profile,
OCP)

% . E54] 1 O’Reilly, Chatman 1 Caldwell( 1991 J¥ %,
JG K25 Cable il Judge (1997) 5836, MMM 8 4
SCiRHERE, e sA RS H, JFESCh T 7 AR O
ks OfetE; OWEMAT; @ZERTM; GOEET;
@B ;. DR PERIEHA DL T Subramaniam
Hl Ashkanasy (2001 ) 5¢F 57 4x i M B A SCAB I IET AT
A R AT SR AR . R B DU S 3 [ 3458 U8 F LA
TFFESCHK, 2 I A HESR A R S

3XUNETRAEFELLEETEANE
B
FERRSE Al Alb SCAb g S s, B 2l Y 2
Cameron il Quinn FYSEFHNMERESE (CVF ) B 5 ZAHECRHI
LU T H (OCATL) , 2 R 21304k n)
4 L)} Denison WAL (F4 RS, 2009) , filin
TEAE (2006 ) XAl SO IRST, LIRS A4k
(2001 ) Xk SCARAE EE S5 A IEA T 43 AT
(RSN E N —Fh i B R A ARG, U IR LL AT
SER AR AR L R F B LR —3 Y, X — W
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AH L3 T ARG A AR SR TR IR & (AnZH UK )
FAERPFIBERE T, P BRI S R R AE A 5%
H et b SO ST EARSRAFAEME LA J5 J5E A 1) 1) ) B SC
Tl , A AT A FATT P E AL 5 R AS A SO R RAR
AR REZ H, HRATECH AR A T A A A2
FZAIARAE Schein 5 (1979 ) BFFE MR G EL A 20 2L (B
W3 ¢ ( Values in Organizational Culture Scale, VOCS ) ,
VAT B AS A 0 SCA AR RN 4 10t [ AR A5 K e SR Al R R
TAEM,

AN, R EIESE PR, T EIT &0 1% 0 25 AR 1L
Ge Ak, MR S 22 NS R MR T IR 2 )2
TR R ZI52 0 45 5 B PSSR AN 01 T TAERR., Ak, JF
RATACHL A & T BAE R SV A =R
HIHE 30 25 TR A5 5 2 BT A SCAb 4 R (R B 1 1%
TR B

4 5518

WS 4 SCA I T B BR T & TR ST 5
MMPEAE T RSN, A BT AT A AL TR, MTER
FHLUP WS AATE, R R R T 52 T 1 &l SCAB i
( Degeling, Kennedy & Hill, 1998; Hofstede, 1980) , ik
BRI DL ARV A A L ZL5 B 19 R B 24T 21 20 A
JEARE L, XL EREE T Ll SOl TR R g e
PETHIE R

WA T it 2 Sl i TR MR, 4R
2 AN TR AT DR SRR B, 2 H Al ST PEA Y
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FI A A S5 ok s DU T B e B FNAE A, Horp CVE
OCAI B &AE W E 52 i ] H AT St A 2k e/ 3] 1
VF 22 SEUEFZE 1Y 56 E (Liang et al, 2012; Marinova et al,
2019) , X TIATEE T UIAREW W v E Ik & B HIY
AR R BRI, R A TR TN A AT R e R
WA 2250, R PRI 5 vk SIS AR A
JEHAFANFINLAL, A — R A 7 U 0 S RE
R IEH LN AN TR] ST J2 K S T Y A%

WSO S PPAG TR R B T4 DL RS
LY Sp Sy EFINEZ R e SO = SE M= 2§ P
ANGORBE, XA TR T, S U 42U
2R 2, M, a2 RSy TR AT
AT RE A SCHGIN S AT 35T A ) LA

S 0k
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