A7) —BEELEBRFORE'
— )\ T BRI D51 5347 —

Wai Yeung Tang? ALV RERFEEST XD A L &Y —T T 4 T HE
NNFEE BROK B R R R B N SRR Fe R

LIFC®HIC

7 AY —IFABIC & > TUERARBRIFIAETH D, T, (e, A, EoHzBn
THERLFFERICESVILBREBNONTWENLTHD, LovL, TORBHRITERIC
TR ET, ZOFETEHEXZIZELWVRETHD, LoT, 73TV —1FZNHD
B L NFEOFT A2 L, hGEGRE GE&RE. EEE. (IhH. BORSIEERS) O
BRD ., WRWBRITHZMRT N TE D, Fio, RELTHT IV —2ERTT HHF
FTITB L 2, a3l CTRNTFHZENTE D, HlziE, ~—F7 7T 4 v THETIE,
R=NCOFEFEB LT T TV —DOLETEACITEN, KA =D —OHGITBIT DB MED
AT %5 Z & 2 2 7-(Rosa et al., 1999), MFFFTIL, 7 1 27—/ (discourse) DEFR
b BRSO ERMEAZBEE ST L, T DLICE2b 54 R ORI 2R1TE 28 5 )M
L 72(Godart et al., 2023), #&EFTiE, FrEpGS A7 U —ORGUTISE T T, FllhEDE
T & S AR O BRI DO AR % 37 T U B (Suarez et al., 2015),

AT AY —iEdi & L TOBRREAZ MR 2 &EIZ1 TR, 77 Z—ITk L THEENIC
HERL TV A S &5, Bz, kOB BREITF I EORIEEE, £ L TOME
MICiEBEEZEZEB L TCVWDHRTH R, HEEETEBENRBED L EN RIS 2 H 5
(Creed et al., 2020), ZDOTEY HliX, FEHHR T TV =R LTIHENLONRZN ERH D
(Taylor & Hansen, 2005), BEZEZ DX, [FEaFEED a2 (logos) | <°, fEEFED =
h A (ethos) | TH7e<, FHxlL, S FTITHRHEINLHLDOENETED [/~ 2 (pathos) |
(2 DN TR LM 2 RIS B (Gagliardi, 2007)IZB L TR LTV & 72V, Z 2 CHEELEZW
DiF. [3EEH) BIETOR—BNICELLNDLE ELS, EBELLI, PFORX,
RS 72 Cide<, RS, B, SHICMEOLAE L H Y % H(Strati, 1992), 7z,
ZOFEWIIE, R LEF] Lvolcfimail o boTiEked, TELWELEL D)
W, bbb &) 200D 7+ — T AEYKTHZ EIZHD, L, TIT%ET
WX, AEFEE DI L CEE ORI D Do Lo T2 FH I3 % < (Krabbe & Grodal,
2023), £ ZTlE, TRIZBWTOAT IV —TREBICH 20, BRICL RV ELFMEL L
HZEDNHIEE RS TND, LL, 2D DFE TIIAEESR OFEHITER I TV D,

Z ZCARRZRIE, BATAFE CTH LN ENTWRWA T 2 — 3 kB2 £ 5%
BDO1OTHDHIEERTIEEZANE LTS, AFEEORERIZLITO LB Th b,

VRFFEI ZH TR T BRRAE ORISR O E 2 £ T D,
PEEEE



FPTRATFIED L B =IO AR ONE T EZ L, B 73V —IZED2D D EEIZOWNT
O REZEEIS A RIZ, R FEEZR - BT, NTHROEFGIRZITV., BHHBICH
RLEBREIRRD,

2 SE1THR

AR OxG L7027 TV —1%, THEMESCRGOFME AL EBR L. WER, 1358
W72 28 % AIRE & 3 238 A > 7 Z A N7 7 F % —] (Durand & Paolella, 2013, p. 1102) &
EFRIND, BFEOTSHHRRE FOICE RS H, BT 2 —ZHiH OB, ZE
b, REE, HRESED T vt ATHE S &Y T8 T & 5 (Araujo, 2007),

BT AN —ORIL. AT ATA =T arHmEES o, MAOEML o X ICHE
RAEYTSHZ &D% < (Hamnan et al., 2007), S HIZE 2L, HEELDSNOT 7 2 —D%EE],
B, ITENVEZEERTHIFFRITITE A LR, TDD, AR TIEI 7 0 LULTiEA
<. x0T 72— WBIZIX, AR, HEE. hhd. FIR, ~ 227407 #EE
F. WEEE) XA, bLEBEO L TRYIET NS I T IV —DEREK S
1 A &K LTV < (Glynn & Navis, 2013),

AT AV —IZH SEIERBEEN D L0, AFRITMES T T TV —F2HLICE <, #Edn
AT Y —EiE, T XL RHHENICH D REERIERCRME T fEm 2 BT 5 A
SRISHER D Z & Th DH(Rosa et al., 1999), il ziX, {HEEILH DG EFEET 2B, 0D
FI@gn 7 2V —Ofnbi bREM2HIZRB LT, T2 LTI —»n—H
DFFIEEL LTHILL TWD D0 E 5 022l 5 & D & 72 5 (Sujan, 1985), Z DREIIZL D
Pl 7 U —OBEROEIT, AEEOBRIREL BBt L, £h 6 Otargail 2 w]
b+ s, 2F0, THNOXA FIRALEZRZDIATHT A —F@ LT —7T 47
77 b (artifacts) 72V AT 47 L L THRBLGEL LD LD,

21 A7) — L HBRES

WEA OFERRAFZE Tlx, [HI#%SES: (organizational aesthetics) | %z #R=K 3 5 AF 4TI HE MG 7]
2% % (Kato, 2021) , TERDEEFERL, MEEOMM & TRV | BEFE~DER
M W7 = ADEAP RN TNDDTH D,

FRDWY . BT TV — IR EE RIS TR FBENICERL TV
REbAT D, ITFRETIE, FEM T T Y — (aesthetics category) 73, 23D CTHAFARH]
HETZ - e & D [ % RTHEIZ L 7= (Taylor & Hansen, 2005), 5 21X, #Hre3E L& HE DM
ERR L7 et A%, MHEZSROMEM YT TV —%# U T 5202 L7=(Krabbe & Grodal,
2023), Flo. BARDLHRTIE, BETXNaDIBlE USB 77 v a RIS TIZHEED Z
ETAT 4 7= (stigma) 76 OBEIZ v & 2 %42~ L= (Hsu & Grodal, 2021), Z 415 D
Rix, W7 72—k b, RIS R @I E SV b D Th 5,

BEfF ORI, BRI Z ERH-TH, Thidd < T THESRGH D



FEIIZE 72 WTICE £ - T D, AIFFETIE, EBINZREMED S BT/ OB Bk
Ex, EOLIICBEFD, & LIIHHOBER AT TV —IZB8 W TS 5 D0 EiBRT
LD, ZNETEREYOHD 2 DO, 7 Y — LHHSEFOA T O TRetE & £
R D,

Fex iz &k, 7 Y — LEREEFORA ITHBTIEE 12 & > TH- R
LB ETHD, — 5T, v I AR D OFTH L YRFAHk  (institutional theory)
IZBWT, flEa Yy 7 BEMEOEFMEIC S 72 5 32O 5E(Suchman, 1995)<°, il &
Vvl OB TICB TN T 7 NDEE T EDOE T /L (Besharov &
Smith, 2014)IZ KREFHTH D Z L ITITENR, L L, AWFFETIE, AL/ 2D
NSRRI THD Z EZRET DO, ELONREELEAI DEm LD HOTIE:
WL, FLTORFEOMEEGET HHDTHR, AW TIE, 173V —OiEmIcE
WT, MBREF A MA LIEkRD a1 T ARSI 2 T8 N 2O & WL S 5 i & R
LT,

22 AFT)—LBE

BT TV —OEWER T 0 XX, 5T 72— 5%Ae. TE. R, b LIEW
HOETHIOTHEY LD, £OMWHE B, H2RITET SNR2WRERTHY . hT Y =2
ST AW H O TH D (Kennedy & Fiss, 2013), D A N =X LIZFEEEETH DA,
2, F—= 73— NOA U N—[OEENR DD, A==y 7 BEOFEHTIX, BT
Y —%REAL LD & LT, EXRREFHEMSAEE L BIE(L LTz, 2T LT, el
FEF DYy ZIZHEK LR WHHAEEE DS N, A7 TV —OEMANT AT T 47 4
BN T Ll ol (Lee et al., 2017), LT, 73V —NOBEIIHAELT IV —

(nascent category) 721F T7a< | A7 U — (mature category) WTHHAELEGDHZ &
Nd, BlaezTsnE 77 AATEOHIETIX, EEE LN ERELHERFT 272012,
HENVED 7 3 —ND A U AN—DEWEZBEE L 17 3 U —Z F K L TU 72 (Debenedetti
et al,, 2021), ZAUE, THOERERE~OBELAEELF, IRENRET AHEHO—KTH
LZHENEA =D =PI I N2, (EROBFENDEZRITIURR DR T2 DO
B2 T TV —DOFEETH T,

Fo, BEFEDSNOT ST 7 2 —bHEO—RICRV G2 bbb D, HlxE7r v
a VRS T Y — O TIE, A=Y A XOBEFILRIROIED 722 EITEHN LT
W ENDOFEKITAEES L oL@ Er Yy 7 (FEIG]. EREFE) IR L
ICE > T, BRICE > THEFEOKREN 7 T Y —% L0 ZERMEICETIRIIC 22 D 2 LI
L CW=Z & #5202 L7=(Scaraboto & Fischer, 2013), F 7=, & %A KEMOILE % lHE
(L7 MP3 17 F U —DWFFETIE, ABEARLBORNLZEAE 06 RO S o0 CEIERME 2 %k
) Z &l ol 7 u' AN 0T S 4TV S (Denegri-Knott & Tadajewski, 2017), £72, HEE
WHIFEEO DT TV —OFE T, MR FERNOREE 2T D6 AT 4 TIZ LD HE



U CHBREOEEEZRIE L7 2 —O43H1 6 & % (Humphreys & Thompson, 2014),
EBIT, WTEOHT TV —HFZETIE, JEROTHEITH T DHERE L 1T 0 | MRS
SO IERMEICHE A T D 2 & A3E Do = (David & Lee, 2022),

ZIUTK U CTARBIZEIX, BEfF O L1380 | JBICEf Lo 7 20 — iS00
MEZHMmL LT, ATV —DFRHEOY—/L, b LATHMEED /S N AERO -0 DA
TAV—=DT Ty b7 —LE LTORENCERA L TN, TZTE, BT Y=, 1
GRRE - TR L BN D b, AT I X —I > THRT 2 ELZNTFT 57
4 =)L RE LTI L TWLS HE AN L TnL,

3HRAGE

AWFFETIIH T TV — G2 D S DHBUEEITIROFER L2 5 X< 2005 F0HHIE
£ T, G ORI OB SUEEIZH D TINTIRI | IZE 2D Dt =2 ) 757
S —HEZFEMLTVD, BERITIE, 74—V RU—7 %A ZEa—, Xy b/
77 7 4 — (netnography) #ZBfli L7z, F7z, 7L AV UV —ALBFLEREDT — A4
T2 OWNELIToTe, 74—V KT =70 U F Ea—flEICBOTiE, FHlcsn
FIZANARNV O RENAMHEEZEROAREZGTWDLIELZUA L, K#EFICELEZ W
Wz,

74—V R — 7 TIIBIERAE S T U7o, WFEE DR OAPESY; | IR0 E S 2 8l2
L., BEZEET/,— MNIEHAEEM 70, ATONFIXEBIIREDIZ),
FrDMERER U7 M RO OO AR 70 & b 5idk L 72 (Belk et al., 2013),

AU HE2—TIL, WERDORT —7 RV E— (R, WWhE, AR 2%t
ZUIZL T, BBEEAS 00 2FMBICOI 2 G, VX Ea—2 To7, DR
EEEOLETHEL, XFEZLLET —FIIFEFIZEL > Ta— FMEL 7= (Morse &
Richards, 2002),

Xy N T TT4—TlE, A =%y FEBMEL, HEFEUUIZET 27 — 2 I
L 7= (Kozinets, 2015), ERfJICIZ, /=~y F L bBa— Y—=IF L AT 4 THRA N,
AT vma—ADary MITHD,

2 T —# Tlid, Factiva ZHWTINTRMNCET 27 LAY U —2R&NE LT, BARH
IR, BTERE, MERERLE. BUMCESENH 5, RLPIVUCEE T~ EHOF—T —
Fix DNTBRMg . TNTHRZ (AEBEWE . (AR [EmRRN ) [ZmHz ]
Th D, TOEMNT, WFFEE D F G EHPT & HL £ A 22— M CEE O FRE ik
D&% LTz, BEEIIFZEEDN /— b)Y a 82 L, Microsoft Word & FH W TE S 250
gk L7, WFBEICBIT 2 ECHBIN EET — 4 L L THbind Z 138 L < 72 < (Denegri-Knott
& Tadajewski, 2017), ABFFEOME b, EEGLERITILERAIK Th 5 & B X FEmBAICINE L
7

ol T — 2 MR ROEEMEZmO LT, MREEIT N FAT o Fab—ay»



(triangulation) % 377 (Carter et al., 2014), ERAYICIE, 7 —Z 3R 58], B, &
I, THHIRE CIUEZ TR o Tc, REFILT —% % 2 NOWEEORICHA L, Hik, R
R %22 LTz, BERO A TII 7T 3 ) — G L ARRE T O AT T < B D58
B O R AP L. AFFRICICH Lz,

4. 451

ARFTENE 2014 42005 EMOKER O EEIZ X > T, BARTOERHZ LiR 7= B R~ R
EHE (GD) OFfFlZEL T, Bl 7T TV —DOZ{LER X T, Gl &1X, TFFEDEM &
s, SRR O RO TREOMY & D & 2 BKFEY) - BSFEDOEHOLT (M
HIRR) ZHMES LTHREL, b o T, AFEER ORI OMEE & FF2HE ORI DOIRGE
Z[X % Z &) (Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and Fisheries, 2024)D Z & Th %,

TR S GLEERPEMD 1 D TH Y, URBETENRS, BERERK, 5 EH L
e & U o 7o M D BRI T 72 W R 2 BB A 5 9 5 ) (Ministry of Agriculture, Forestry and
Fisheries, 2017) BRI O —FETH 5, F72, FEMOFFELSMC S, TEHMRRORWEZ e
EaF LM E ST A EED L] ORERHZRFAKEE L TEE] (Ministry of Agriculture,
Forestry and Fisheries, 2017) L7 & W o 7ot 2@ 7esMli 2 B9 5, £ O/ T R, Gl ~D
BERLLATIC 300 ARLL_E o> B30 H faf JE S 23 Gk & 41T U % (Hatcho Miso Cooperative, 2023;
Kakukyu, 2023),

INT R O E, HEINFBEAAEFEO M H~/\T () 870m) 12&H 5\ THf
(BN AR i )\ THT) CHAEEII, #ias TUTERIG ) LMEEns Lo ickoTe,
Z DX 57 UTIRIGIE, 2017 412 300 LA EDEN H S, NTHENZHRET D 2 DOEHT
R L7z VT BRI [RAR B 05 . BMOKEER > D AEEM 2 BT 226 TR
NEEFEFTLEHEFERboTZTNE S, SHEAIE Uo7, Y, FROT
WA N BRI A A EM & U CREICRERZ 2T 7o, £ LT, AEFESHAM
M2 EDiENSH Y, NTREE WS PG T Y —IZZB kDB b 7o b Sc, ZDONREIL,
GL IZBER S NI HIME DS, HFEE LT RGOSk & I 3AE DS & O SR e E 2 1 OV D
HDIZRS>TLESTLZETHD, BRI TEROFEBEERETIX, RO LUMEMN LT
BOTRIMEE A AL LTWeh, BED GLO FCTIIMEIIAMICZY . K0 BRI
ATV VARMERAT A= —b0 D, ZOXIRERB LI LiIckY, T
EWFEFAAIZHTR L TWRWEEDOH 5 2 >OBMAFER T4 EO GI OFHANHAE PN

TLEoT,

2O LEBERENG, IRNTH ERRTNTHED) (2 TNT RN 2 ApE Lt 72 1 DDE
s, BNOBIFEDRZ T 72 GIBERO IV I L 2RO FFaR o 2 Lz, I 2 ik
L7zZ LT KOG E 20 BERFERIS -, ZORR, BIATO GLIZ, VTR OH Y
PR A RIEANZITIEBR T 2 — 5T, NTHREOL T TV — 32 6 O T < Bk
SNEHLDOTHY, PORNEOEE b D~LIERKLTLE -7, fRELT, Gl



BETORA—H—IZL>T, NTHE LTIV —E, NTHEEE WS BELERRNESIT %
Bid 52 ElTEh L, BRSO AFEZENHETHN TR WS AMEHTE 5
oo T LEST,

S5EREGER

FEo <0 NTHRMOAFEEITINT IR L5 h 7 2 U —3 470 AiOFE{E(Hsu & Grodal,
201572 LB L T e, A=y D7 — h ¥ —E 7 (gatekeeping) CEMEIEAKIC

B 2 HEINTMEITEVRIE T, M T5EPCREBADENRET L F TIIREEIIR
NRIZINE > TWe, LU, BT T Y —ITKRE R8T ) 2 Fi D R AOK BEE DO FERRHY
RANCED, 7TV —ITFHEEINTLE -T2, ZOME, 7 TV —RNFFOEE,
i, 2 L TA U AN—DIERMEICE R T2 Shiz,

FHFERICE D &L NTHOEBEIIRMKEELIZ GIAZETIZAD Z &2 HFES 277U,
NTHRI L WO AHEMEHTE L L1 %, LinL, Z530kaholc, RERD,
EEDCROT-OITIEFMEE Wo T FERIAYERME  (pragmatic legitimacy) | fﬁﬁ’JEfﬁf‘f

(moral legitimacy) . FRENHYIERME (cognitive legitimacy) &V o727 2V —BGe CHIIYL
D&% 3 DOIEHM(Suchman, 1995) Tl ﬁEEﬂ’C%fcﬁb\)”J'J@fl:‘f‘/uﬁiﬂﬁt%@#ﬂ%ﬁkT%T/
TATAIBEL TCNZRG Th o7z, LA, HOLPBVRDTNL DT E LT
EFhoTe, BEV®HL T TV —DFRDOTH D, BARMIZIL, B, EE A,

BEETH D, HizEOMAIC CRNENAHUE SN TR TAHZ ENTEDL LI
75T, HIHTH E@%%@%é RN BEMEL LB iofb\of:o — 5T, BEW
AT MO IS R L EFD 1 D THY . TOFEFAICHE U EHOKES & TR

FFLGOMEEIZN TR Y 7 2V —%2 L OGN b0 L LTLESIT Tholz,

LrL, 20 2 2OEHiE TEBRMASBEMKESEZ KD T Y —HOBFE, B
flizg DNTHRM ) bW AFROBHMEAKDRPFL LD EITTE RN, RS, —F
X GL & W ) IR IEFRIEZ S TV o 722y, EEITHEE M # ., HIkoBFRE 51X
:@ﬁ&f%ﬁ%@%?ﬁ%<%#nfwott@f&oto%xi\Eﬁ%f%éﬂ%
TT B I 2 P EHICB L ¢, KB LA S 40T & 72 ABHET &y 9 BT 4 2
Sy IBNTH<SNTHRMIZKAT INTHT) IZEHE Lz, £/, BHEBEFREZ L2 2 TR
FASHOT VA B BN TR L EL O TR, NTHE L0 ) FHiZ2 & 04
RERGAEICI LT 2 R ERE o T o7, ZHUT 2 AL TOTEICIE R, 2
HAIZED D AT =7 RN Z—5 L OBMRMEOR TAER SN TV ENR BT I —b 7
TAOMEENWZ D, ZOXIIT, HEOEFLIZLLEML, NTHEL T TV —DEk
RA =DMl 2L ST\ E Wz b,

PLEDS, NTBRIE 7 2 Y —OFAEEIZEIT 5 B2 DL F O LD Th 5,
AIFFRNIIFFEE T AR TR T~ BT TV — 2 ORBTE 2 \/E L L
TimCTHle, ZOXICAT AV —2BET 52 LT, MEOERIANAHTO, ey



M, S OIS ENC BT 2 R FORBOEBEMEEZP LN TH I LN TE,

LvL, 22 CHEEEZET IO, HIESSHEEN 1| »Oh T 2V —ICEH SN CTERMK
G LG O TIERLS, G772 —MOEBEOR KD 1 2L LT, EHEN RS
BT TV —=PERINDEZEEZBELTEBLRNENWTRVWRIZHD, WhIXRL LT
Y =%, TYA ZIRITIFELED DT TH B,

ARFZETIE, RO X 5 RERZHICT T v ROMAHEDORIBEE LTI D D TlEAL
NTAY—ZBELT, $kx 727 7 X —OTEIEZA L)L, 6 OEAYEMECDWTOMIE
EELETLHIENTE L, WIZE 9 &, BHOOITENX, 78 EHRSAEENEN B &5
WEBEA RSSO E IR %, RO EFZ TR O TE e IAWHEA L = b AP A
23 FE T 5 FHA S O BRSO Y 722 BRI E ORE Tl e < | 1ERITBE L3 B OIS
HMEZMIGER LI R ADKRBLIE 572D TIEHBRWEA I D, Thbb, Fadiwmmasd
OIS EE DAL R BLENO T TV =2 BT ZENTELENICH D, 20D
FAE, ZRETORIEFARSH T T —HGmIZIER2WH LS D TH D, £DH X T,
AIFFROFEMIT, MEEENEEEZED LT, 73V —ZKMEOEZERZ DY — L,
TTy T x—Lb, HOINVEF Y UNRREBZDHIRETELWVWH L ThHD,
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Abstract: Previous literature has focused on the roles of categories in facilitating
exchange and establishing legitimacy for organizations. With organizational aesthetics
gaining attention across multiple disciplines, we propose that categories also serve as an
expressive tool for organizations to demonstrate, communicate and promote their
organizational aesthetics. By investigating the reconstruction process within category,
insights generated allow the illumination of value prioritization and decision-making
mechanisms of multiple organizations. The contestation observed in the study also
underscores the possibility of coexisting organizational aesthetics.

This paper introduces the context of Hatcho miso, a type of miso pastes with
outstanding production history in Okazaki, Aichi. The introduction of the Geographical
Indication (GI) system prompted significant changes in the Hatcho miso category,
influenced by multiple market actors. Through the contestation, organizational aesthetics
of competing actors are uncovered, and we demonstrate how researchers could capture

organizational aesthetics through the process of category reconstruction.

Keywords: organizational aesthetics, contestation, category reconstruction, product

category, Geographical Indication (GI), Hatcho miso
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