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Abstract: The sensemaking pattern based on external environment information explaining not only
determines strategic change effects, but also affects choice preference of strategic change behavior.
Based on empirical test result of the relationship among sensemaking, strategic change and
performance, this paper proves that clear sensemaking patterns, particularly positive ones, have positive
influence on strategic change effects. In addition, it shows significant “substitution effect” between
sensemaking behavior and substantive strategic change action.
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