
International Journal of Global Research Innovations & Technology (IJGRIT) 173 
ISSN : 2583-8717,  Impact Factor: 6.972, Volume 03, No. 02(II), April-June, 2025, pp 173-178 

 

Strategic Alliance: A Review of Evolution, Measurement, Antecedents, 
and Research Issues 

 

Vedant Pandya* 

Professor, Department of Business Administration, M. K. Bhavnagar University, Bhavnagar, Gujarat, India.  

*Corresponding Author: vedantvp@gmail.com 

DOI: 10.62823/IJGRIT/03.2(II).7754 

 

 
 

ABSTRACT 
 

Strategic alliances have become a core component of modern business strategy, enabling organizations 
to access new markets, share risks, and foster innovation in an increasingly volatile and interconnected 
global economy. Over the past four decades, the research domain of strategic alliances has evolved from 
descriptive case studies to a sophisticated, multidisciplinary field encompassing economics, 
management, sociology, and organizational theory. This paper provides a review of the strategic alliance 
literature, tracing its historical roots, theoretical development, measurement evolution, antecedents, and 
unresolved research issues. Drawing on over 100 scholarly sources and recent bibliometric analyses, the 
paper highlights major contributors, methodological advancements, and the dynamic, co-evolutionary 
nature of alliances. It concludes by identifying persistent gaps and suggesting directions for future 
research. 
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Introduction 

 Strategic alliances—defined as voluntary, formalized collaborative arrangements between 
independent firms—have become ubiquitous in global business, reflecting the growing complexity and 
interconnectedness of modern markets (Gulati, 1998; Dyer, Kale, & Singh, 2001; Contractor & Lorange, 
2002). These alliances, which include joint ventures, equity partnerships, and non-equity collaborations, 
are formed to achieve goals that individual firms cannot accomplish alone, such as entering new markets, 
sharing risks, or leveraging complementary resources (Das & Teng, 2000; Hagedoorn, 2002). The 
increasing pace of technological change, globalization, and competitive intensity has elevated alliances 
from optional strategies to essential components of firm survival and growth (Powell, Koput, & Smith-
Doerr, 1996; Lavie, 2007). 

 The academic study of strategic alliances has similarly evolved, progressing from early 
descriptive and case-based research to sophisticated, theory-driven analyses that integrate multiple 
disciplinary perspectives (Gulati, Nohria, & Zaheer, 2000; Parmigiani & Rivera-Santos, 2011; Gomes, 
Barnes, & Mahmood, 2015). Despite significant advances, challenges remain in conceptual clarity, 
measurement, and understanding the dynamic processes that influence alliance performance and 
longevity (Gulati, 1998; Zeng & Chen, 2003). The field is characterized by a diversity of theoretical 
lenses—including transaction cost economics, the resource-based view, knowledge-based theory, and 
social network theory—each contributing unique insights into the formation, governance, and outcomes 
of alliances (Barney, 1991; Eisenhardt & Schoonhoven, 1996; Grant & Baden-Fuller, 2004). 

 This paper synthesizes the extensive literature on strategic alliances, providing a critical review 
of its evolution, theoretical foundations, measurement approaches, antecedents, and key research 
issues. It highlights seminal contributions, methodological innovations, and emerging themes, while 
outlining directions for future research to advance both academic understanding and managerial practice. 
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History and Evolution of Strategic Alliance Research 

 Early Foundations: 1970s–1980s: The concept of strategic alliances gained scholarly attention 
in the late 1970s and early 1980s, coinciding with the globalization of markets and the rise of 
multinational enterprises (MNEs) seeking to overcome institutional and market entry barriers (Contractor 
& Lorange, 1988; Harrigan, 1985). Early research predominantly focused on joint ventures as a foreign 
market entry strategy, emphasizing their role in risk sharing and resource pooling (Kogut, 1988; Geringer 
& Hebert, 1989). 

 Transaction cost economics (TCE) provided a dominant theoretical framework during this 
period, explaining alliances as governance mechanisms that minimize transaction costs arising from 
asset specificity, uncertainty, and opportunism (Williamson, 1985; Hennart, 1988). According to TCE, 
alliances represent a hybrid governance form between markets and hierarchies, balancing flexibility and 
control (Poppo & Zenger, 2002). 

 Theoretical Diversification: 1990s: The 1990s marked a period of theoretical diversification and 
sophistication in alliance research. The resource-based view (RBV) emphasized alliances as vehicles for 
accessing complementary resources and capabilities, which are sources of sustained competitive 
advantage (Barney, 1991; Eisenhardt & Schoonhoven, 1996). Knowledge-based theories extended this 
perspective by highlighting alliances as mechanisms for knowledge transfer, organizational learning, and 
innovation (Grant & Baden-Fuller, 2004; Inkpen, 2000). 

 Social network theory introduced the concept of embeddedness, emphasizing that alliances are 
embedded within broader interorganizational networks that influence partner selection, trust 
development, and information flows (Gulati, 1995; Walker, Kogut, & Shan, 1997). Relational governance 
emerged as a critical complement to formal contracts, focusing on trust, norms, and social capital as 
mechanisms to manage alliance relationships effectively (Dyer & Singh, 1998; Poppo & Zenger, 2002). 

 Contemporary Developments: 2000s–Present: In recent decades, research has increasingly 
integrated these perspectives into dynamic, process-oriented frameworks. The co-evolutionary view 
posits that alliances evolve alongside firm strategies, institutional environments, and managerial 
cognition, shaped by learning, adaptation, and feedback loops (Koza & Lewin, 1998; Kale & Singh, 
2009). Research has expanded to include alliance portfolios and ecosystems, recognizing that firms 
manage multiple, interdependent alliances simultaneously (Lavie, 2007; Wassmer, 2010). 

 Digitalization and platform-based business models have introduced new alliance forms and 
dynamics, prompting research into virtual alliances and digital ecosystems (Kohtamäki, et al. 2023). The 
field continues to grapple with paradoxes such as cooperation versus competition and trust versus 
control (Das & Teng, 2000; Faems, Janssens, Madhok, & Van Looy, 2008). 

Theoretical Foundations and Conceptual Development 

• Defining Strategic Alliances: Strategic alliances are broadly defined as voluntary, interfirm 
cooperative arrangements involving resource sharing, joint activities, or co-development without 
full ownership integration (Gulati, 1998). This distinguishes them from mergers and acquisitions, 
where ownership is transferred, and from arm’s-length market transactions, which lack ongoing 
collaboration (Contractor & Lorange, 2002). 

• Transaction Cost Economics: Transaction cost economics (TCE) explains alliances as 
governance structures designed to minimize transaction costs arising from asset specificity, 
uncertainty, and opportunism (Williamson, 1985; Hennart, 1988). Alliances serve as hybrid 
forms between market transactions and hierarchies, balancing flexibility and control (Poppo & 
Zenger, 2002). TCE has been instrumental in explaining the choice of governance modes and 
contractual safeguards in alliances. 

• Resource-Based and Knowledge-Based Views: The resource-based view (RBV) posits that 
firms form alliances to access valuable, rare, and inimitable resources they lack internally, 
thereby achieving competitive advantage (Barney, 1991; Eisenhardt & Schoonhoven, 1996;). 
The knowledge-based view extends this by emphasizing alliances as mechanisms for 
knowledge exchange and capability development essential for innovation (Grant & Baden-
Fuller, 2004; Inkpen, 2000). Absorptive capacity—the ability to recognize, assimilate, and apply 
external knowledge—is critical in alliance learning (Cohen & Levinthal, 1990; Lane &Lubatkin, 
1998). 
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• Social Network and Relational Governance Theories: Social network theory highlights the 
embeddedness of alliances within broader networks, affecting partner choice, trust, and 
performance (Gulati, 1995;). Relational governance focuses on trust, norms, and social capital 
as informal controls complementing formal contracts (Dyer & Singh, 1998; Poppo & Zenger, 
2002;). Trust reduces transaction costs and facilitates knowledge sharing, but must be balanced 
with control mechanisms to mitigate opportunism (Zaheer & Venkatraman, 1995; Poppo & 
Zenger, 2002;). 

• Evolutionary and Co-Evolutionary Perspectives: Evolutionary perspectives view alliances as 
dynamic entities evolving through learning, adaptation, and co-evolution with partners and 
environments (Doz, 1996; Koza & Lewin, 1998). These perspectives emphasize path 
dependence, managerial cognition, and environmental feedback loops, highlighting the 
importance of alliance lifecycle stages and capability development (Kale & Singh, 2009; 
Kohtamäki et al., 2023;). 

Measurement of Strategic Alliances 

• Early Measurement Practices: Initial research measured alliances simplistically, using binary 
indicators (presence/absence), counts, or typologies (equity vs. non-equity) (Harrigan, 1988; 
Geringer & Hebert, 1989;). Performance measurement was often limited to subjective 
managerial assessments or financial metrics such as return on investment or sales growth 
(Kogut, 1988;). 

• Multidimensional and Process Measures: As the field matured, researchers developed 
multidimensional measures capturing financial, operational, relational, and learning outcomes 
(Kale, Dyer, & Singh, 2002; Saxton, 1997). Process measures evaluate alliance evolution, 
adaptation, and partner interaction quality over time (Doz, 1996; Iyer, 2002;). These approaches 
recognize that alliance success is multifaceted and dynamic. 

• Network and Portfolio Metrics: Network analysis has been applied to measure alliance 
portfolio size, diversity, centrality, and embeddedness, linking these to firm innovation and 
performance (Lavie, 2007; Wassmer, 2010). Portfolio management research examines how 
firms balance alliance risks and opportunities across multiple partnerships (Gomes et al., 2015). 

• Contemporary Challenges: Despite advances, challenges remain in defining alliance success, 
measuring intangible outcomes such as knowledge transfer and trust, and capturing temporal 
dynamics (Kale & Singh, 2009; Zeng & Chen, 2003;). Mixed methods and longitudinal designs 
are increasingly employed to address these issues (Heimeriks & Duysters, 2007). 

Antecedents of Strategic Alliances 

 Environmental uncertainty, technological turbulence, and globalization are primary drivers of 
alliance formation (Hagedoorn, 2002; Gulati, 1998). High-velocity industries such as biotechnology and IT 
exhibit greater alliance activity due to rapid innovation and market changes (Powell et al., 1996). Firm 
size, resource complementarity, absorptive capacity, and prior alliance experience influence alliance 
propensity and outcomes (Cohen & Levinthal, 1990; Kale et al., 2002). Firms with greater absorptive 
capacity better leverage alliance knowledge (Lane &Lubatkin, 1998). Managerial cognition, strategic 
intent (exploration vs. exploitation), and governance choices (contractual vs. relational) shape alliance 
formation and success (Koza & Lewin, 1998; Das & Teng, 2000). Partner selection based on 
trustworthiness and cultural fit is critical (Gulati, 1995). Human capital—experience and skills of alliance 
managers—and social capital—trust and shared norms—are vital for alliance performance (Dyer & 
Singh, 1998; Kohtamäki et al., 2023). 

Research Issues and Unanswered Questions 

 Understanding how alliances evolve and co-evolve with firm strategies and environments 
remains a central challenge (Koza & Lewin, 1998; Doz, 1996). Research gaps include mechanisms 
of adaptation and learning over alliance lifecycles (Iyer, 2002). Processes and barriers to effective 
knowledge transfer remain underexplored (Inkpen & Dinur, 1998; Kale & Singh, 2009). Balancing 
knowledge sharing with protection is a key tension (Argyris, 1983).  Defining and measuring alliance 
success is complex due to multiple objectives (Saxton, 1997). Integrative frameworks accounting for 
financial, relational, and learning outcomes are needed (Zeng & Chen, 2003).The interplay between 
formal contracts and relational governance and their impact on alliance stability requires further 
study (Poppo & Zenger, 2002; Dyer & Singh, 1998).Managing interdependence and redundancy in 
alliance portfolios is a growing research area (Lavie, 2007; Wassmer, 2010).Digital platforms and 
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ecosystems are reshaping alliance dynamics, requiring new governance and capability frameworks 
(Kohtamäki et al., 2023). 

Major Contributors and Seminal Works 

 The field has been shaped by scholars such as Gulati (social networks), Dyer and Singh 
(relational view), Kale and Singh (alliance capabilities), Doz and Hamel (learning and evolution), Inkpen 
(knowledge transfer), Hagedoorn (industry dynamics), Koza and Lewin (co-evolution), and Williamson 
(transaction cost economics). Their foundational works have guided theory and empirical research 
(Gulati, 1998; Dyer & Singh, 1998; Kale et al., 2002; Doz& Hamel, 1998; Inkpen, 2000). Recent 
bibliometric and co-citation analyses have further identified the most influential works and authors, 
highlighting shifts from transaction cost and governance concerns to knowledge-based, learning, and 
social network perspectives (Lin & Cheng, 2010). 

Future Research Directions 

 Future research should refine conceptual clarity, employ longitudinal and mixed methods, 
explore interventions to improve alliance management, and study the impact of digitalization and cross-
cultural contexts (Kohtamäki et al., 2023; Costa e Silva et al., 2023). Investigating human and social 
capital, alliance capability development, and governance paradoxes remain priorities. 

Conclusion 

 Strategic alliances are complex, dynamic, and critical to firm competitiveness. The field has 
evolved from static, structural analyses to dynamic, process-oriented, and co-evolutionary perspectives. 
Measurement approaches have advanced from simple counts to multidimensional, longitudinal, and 
network-based methods. Despite progress, unresolved questions remain regarding alliance evolution, 
learning, governance, and performance. Addressing these challenges requires integrative, 
multidisciplinary research and methodological innovation. 
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