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Top M anagery Strategic Beliefs and Its Influence on Corporate Strategy
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(Unwersity of South Ching H engyang 421001 China)
Abstract There 8 awealth of theory about the fom ation of corporate strategy The strategic cognitbn school which plays an

mportant role m the strategic heory thought that strategy fom ation is am en tal process and its assumpton & that strategy Omaton is

a cognitive process occurred n strategst thoughts It is thus clar that there 5 some rehton beween strategist thought and corpomate

strategy This paper puts fow ard the conceptof strategic beliefs and d iscusses the logical re htionsh p betw een strategic beliefs and co

porate strategy.
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