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Methodology: Based on the trust theory we conducted a case study of three domestic
funded foundations. We analyzed the antecedents behavior strategies and the
influence on the performance of the trust between the foundation and the funding objects
by using a qualitative research tool called NVivo.

Findings: ( 1) The trust building between the foundation and the recipients was
influenced by the following factors: characteristics links and processes. The effect of
eachfactor was related to the funding form chosen by the foundation. Characteristics
played a more prominent role in public recruitment while links and processes factors
played a more significant role in the recommendation system and directional invitations.
(2) The antecedents of trust affected the choice of funding strategies. For trust built by
characteristics the foundation focused on contract behavior. For trust built by links

the foundation tended to berelational. For trust built by processes the foundation
tended to take the two measures simultaneously. (3) In the process of funding the
comprehensive use of contract behavior and relationship behavior helped the achievement
of project objectives the strengthening of cooperation willingness and the improvement
of partner abilities.

Contribution: This research enriches foundation-—related research and broadens the
research field of trust among organizations from the theoretical perspective. It also
provides practical suggestions forfoundationsand grassroots organizations to reach their
respective goals in the funding process.

Key Words Grant Making; Inter-organizational Trust; Antecedents of Trust; Behavior

Strathgy; Performance

What Facilitates Cross-eountry Scientific Research Collaboration Between China and
Belt-andRoad Countries? —A Qualitative Comparative Analysis

-------------------- Bo Yan Bin Chen Long Wu Xiaomin Zhang & Dongling Han
Motivation: Research collaboration between China and countries along the-Belt-and—
Road Initiative ( BRI) is an important goal of the program. However its implementation
has encountered difficulties. Along with weak institutional and legal environments many
BRI countries also have high political risks and cultural conflicts. Given this under
what circumstances will research collaboration between China and the BRI countries be
possible?
Methodology: This paper’s macro-analytical framework examines the catalyzers of
scientific research collaboration between China and the BRI countries. We used a fuzzy—
set qualitative comparative analysis to identify configurations of conditions leading to

more bi-national R&D collaboration across 36 cases.
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Findings: The trajectory of transnational research collaboration has been shaped by the
interplay of resource inputs and institutional environments along four pathways: strong—
partner union resource-ded trade-driven and politically-motivated.

Contribution: This paper proposes a framework to close the R & D collaboration gap
across countries by identifying multiple pathways to facilitating China-BRI transnational
research collaboration. It advances our understanding of transnational research
collaboration under the context of global governance. And it has policy implications for
the promotion of China-BRI cross—country R & D collaboration.

Key Words “The-Belt-andRoad ” Initiative; Transnational R & D Collaboration;

Qualitative Comparative Analysis; Innovation

Public Employees” Innovative Behavior: A Literature Review and Future Research
Agenda

............................................................................................. Xinyu Tan
Innovative behavior has become a typical behavioral model for public employees. It
allows them to adapt to the requirements for high—quality cadres in the new era. It also
drives functional transformation and service reconstruction in the public sector. This
research reviews the differences between innovative behavior by public and private sector
employees as well as the academic controversy around the existence of public employees”
innovative behavior. It then focuses on the concept connotation multidevel influencing
factors and complex mechanism of public employees” innovative behavior for a
systematic review and comment which presents the deep logic of new institutionalism
theory and self-determination theory among others. Four areas for future research are
recommended: (1) an outlook for contextualized research of public employees’
innovative behavior by responding to the cross-eultural background characteristics of
bureaucracy and specific work scenes; (2) the exploration of content structure and
measurement scales of public employees” innovative behavior in the context of China’s
new era; (3) the establishment of a systematic and multidevel formation mechanism for
public employees” innovative behavior; and (4) the promotion of public employees”
innovative behaviors through realizing the perfect connection between microdevel
behavioral innovation mediumevel innovation and macro-devel innovation practices.
Key Words  Innovative Behavior; Public Employees; Concept Connotation; Influencing

Factors

234 2021 2



