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Key Links Cognition of New Ventures”
Micro-innovation Behaviors

— An Exploratory Research Using Discourse Analysis Approach

LI Wen-bo
( School of Economics and Management Zhejiang Normal University Jinhua 321004 China)

Abstract: Using discourse analysis approach it focused on new ventures and researched key links on micro-innova—

tion. Firstly it refined four critical links including coordinative network deliberate learning knowledge filter and in—

novation governance. Secondly it interpreted key links cognition model based on validity test attribute construction

links correlation and context application. The results enriches the innovation theory and provides guidance for innova—

tion practice of new ventures.

Keywords: key links cognition; micro-innovation behavior; new venture; discourse analysis approach



