%ﬂ%?ﬂ
2020 & % 2 #

HEEMATEWHSFERRAR

_,"Tiizt

O %K & FEEX

ARLIR G B e 75
CHREEASL TR B LS, EaSb LA Lk e Bt by 2 FLREER LR, REIERF
WA TS LRI LR AF G R HNA THL LA T AR ET LM, RbANFH AR,
BANERFAE, BATXE CFHAREDHRIE T RS
—

] WFREToLALFAEE % (corporate social irresponsibility, CSI) #%
BRREEN S LA RiESEEY, T RARATIEFOZRAT, BRI
CSI AB X LakBATHE R, RE R AL ARE T A CSI At R a9 2 K al | BER 7 ik
CSI %2 R . VERMAB B AREM, AEREZERLEMSZABEREL, 244
RlZithhns, BAFHBE, Thik, AT ERREGFRH i (b 2k
RRIREZ) TR CSIATS,; FHAE VIR CSIRE Pl & #e94E)R, Eiah At
W% Fm s CSI ey EBAR R AL, e A AMRAFAEE AT CSI 5K Hea e X &1
AAHERAER, Rk CSI B TR A5k AR MG % Fw R CSI 49 =IEAER
SHTE T HECSIE AT iR A e, F% CSIATRIIAA BB R T ik,

KA. LS TAERK, KA, EAEA

w AHBIEZR HARFREGTH <R THERA AL S THEB R S E M SR (BH
T 71872194) | EZE ARBLAIEGIH “FEfeis [H A wl Al A 2 TTEFT AL MR S5 . ﬁ?éﬂéﬂﬁ
YRR (BIE S 71672146) | J7 /R HARIAAES: “fELSHIF IS 25 AU M1 R AL B H 16 1
AR (WH S 2016A030313764) 1) M [ BRIl Q1B (& B 05T b0 £ 3 WFﬁnnH?ﬁ%ﬂ?f?%aﬂﬂﬁ
TR RIT R SR (BH S 2018-1C-04) HIBTHL, BB PINLIE 24370 % 5K U 2 48 2 T 07 3 4 ) it 12
PEVFH L, ’E‘ilﬁiﬁﬁaiﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ CANBY TAE,

@ AR ZEAG R MR A R B HE AT I A R, ARG IR AN 2 s S, LR P
ﬁE‘E’J?‘?% WA R BT =, B “OR” | 5 “AND” | ZHAE “NOT”, SRRk R
R 2R B A AT AT — A6 2R I ] I 5 A R IR ) Sk, AR ) I S T A R PSR, AR

/\K‘Kﬂﬁﬁ/ﬁa% T Z AR Y SCRK
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4R Tl AT S TAT L (corporate
social irresponsibility, CSI) A FZA KA, W
2011 AE B “HPIAE” FAF, 2012 4F 5 H 4
“THAEEUINT FE | 2016 4 GRS 2017
SRR B U BT HF. 2018 4F Facebook
5000 J3 I FE BB R S 0F . 2019 4R S5 4 T
MM B 27 A DOk B G T A A 25 5%
AEBRIHIFTE LA S B v Al A 25 93 AT ik 2K < A
AW kA, YAl At 2 T AT SR SRR AT
Wiz, REECA¥E NALUZ Xl 4k 4 53
BRI RE S, 2 i B DR 28R RE M A
77 fH (22 W B, 2014; Riera & Iborra,
2017) , {HM KA T RECIMA T ol 4k 2 52T
BRI ST R 1 2

HT T 9 2 Al 3R 2 ) £ A O

, TEFE At 2 e AR B i B H AR
FH, WU e H g B 28 Xl A 25 57
PRI B | 1 B AT R g, I AT 2
WA RIF T HA F 8 A 2 SR SR A 5T
R, FRATTIN R A 62 DT 2 & 1 A 4 B
At 2 AR i R SCEREEAT A 9B, B TR A
AT IR O 98 2 FUE Sl TR B R AT
R EERZ —, k2 AT B 5] & 1T 2%
M WX Al AT B B M (Andersch et al.,
2018) o H 2 (1 FEWUBHA B T SRAR Al (Y
HMRIALE Je Al S IRBR I 8y, I Aol ik 2
TR S BRI BOCEE , M E 0

@ ASCHTIFRGI B B B TR B
— 118 —

R FA S TSR SR, e 5%
HOHPERIR CSI F 4 (Lange & Washburn,
2012) , BEAb, 5B X CS PR B UK
e N BR BRI, R R 4 T A A ke 7 i
(JS SE, SRAR T % 2 A far e 157 CST 2 A4 £l
A 7 F o8 2 0B B (Xie & Bagozzi,
2019) . Qi & AEMG S i IR 55 11 2o 22 v
e O ME B R (Iglesias et al., 2019;
Trudel et al., 2019; Vitell, 2015), <& 1#EH
TIPS (voting) MR, FH LA R HEH]
alREU ) S A5 AR B 2R AT o T SR A AR 5,
T 28 W KA T AT TR 94t 2% (Shaw
et al., 2006) ., HZEXH CSI AT R H Al ™
B 55 2 B R B I S AT (Trautwein &
Lindenmeier, 2019) , R 103K 4T A 14 8
b/oF | I o T T 7 S W S 1
SRR UL IR 2R o 7 A A 23 B AT SR 1 75 2
T e HG R X Ml i it U G AR K 1Y 172
] (Klein et al., 2004), @A CSI ZERM 5T
RAEVRILY 208 WA T Al 43 B2 AT B R BT
AR, BIAn, Riera Al Thorra (2017) Bl %%
Al A2 TR B R 19 SGHAT T 255k, R
A SCERM TR B AT A 1 R (25 4
WA BHHR KRR . AT BB (2
CSI FITEE AL CSI) | Al At 2 TE AR B 2k 5 4l
S THEMOCR (W AR K2 HE 2 sl AR B
TR AR ) = A X A A 25 B AT B SR AR
ST T B, R, SORYE K DLAE CST
FErh CSLMHTIN | 25 5 R AR R AL At 7 5%



PERORR I, ZEMRE (2014) ZEiR T LALE CSI BF
FEHA & CST Y IR R R Wi 20 17 ) AF 5 AR
fg i CSI WY R AE FEI TR R (BT H
P ShAERSR B, A7l R DL 7 0 Y R
WP FREESE) . HBAZR (Al el Al HUEE
AP AT RS AL A B CAE) MR TR &R
(BEHFRE G NI L, BT E
TR, IFH CST W& A 1, %t
Al 752 R A B TR R e, Al B T AN
PeGEH A S E R, X R PR R 5
WO EERETHLZ MM E R, = 5%
B EIRH, ZriRrh 20T CSL LA P T
B PR FE LA KT 21 3 el o7 A Ml A 2% B AT 2k 1
TR, AR SRS E 118 CSI 5T i 2%
HIVERT, e 2 0P i E LY 2 A AR LR
FeA A ol A 2 TEAE B R P B VM@
(Scheidler & Edinger—Schons, 2019) ., Af4, [
X AL 2 AR B AT A, T 2 A me o, HL AR
AR 2| IX LT 9% 35 0 AT S e &R
TEAH 2250 KA B CSISCikE s 1 2
PSRRI ST Jy 125 06 3 26 [ B HEA T T 48 Ry 3843 1
5T, (HI AR SCFE Rk 26 [0 2 HEA T 2R S5 10
g, Iz, STE CSI W7 i 2% 2 10 1Y 3R 3
RZR . WELENLEFIE T 2500 BT T 4 2L i
TP XF CSI M N ok 2, XF DLAE RIS 32 B3R
FETHLZME— N R (Antonetti &
Maklan, 2016a) .

PRI, AR SCDA T 9% 35 A0 A % 30T Aol At 43
TR B SCHR A Al 23 TAT B 19 5 X5 4y
Je . Akt 2 BT BB 7T 0 BLIS FE Al 5 BT 5T
Jidi, CSISEMAZE SR | CSI 5% M i 2% 25 0 1y
VEFIBL R0 L 46046 05 TR AT SCRRER 3, 3C

%ﬂ%?ﬂ%
2020 % % 2 #

TP E AL . O MY 25 DA B LA 4
FATHUEBRIIIE ., B Al 4k 2 53 4T bl
RBFFCLR S WO T AR =R, T 2 E 1R R
Al AR 85 A O, XA 23 B AT Bk
2R A ] 1 T Al 14 A A R TR A A B, A BT
WHEMA TSN AL S TR ARG
SR SRE LA Al AL 2 BT B B 9T 28
St QLRI T E A T AL S TR ER
W BRSS9 vk . CSI Y32 i 45
CSI AR FH 1 2 3 e 1oy 1) A AL i S 2% A2k
A B TEH AT T B T S A T Al
TR BB ST IR, I X A ke 1 2% & 1 A
Y CSTAFFE4E H A

—. BIRATGIE

ARSCRAT /R B R, FEER T
HH A AR, Bl DLRAT H B ) i B
VEEREE 1, HEAT SCERAS &R, A R I [a] X [H] 2y
1950~2019 4F, # &t 2 i, 3 SCRUHE R LU
corporate social irresponsibility, corporate wrong-
doing, corporate illegality, corporate misconduct,
financial fraud AR, o SCECE A LD <Al

HATHEBRR” “ A ARTHUE” A5t
A 5 “ At k57 AR R, X
KRR, HEMECNE S, TERS54
M AE2s TEAT B 2% % U AR O A SCk . BAK T

R LUR 2D BN N AP B Aol Ak 2 T AT Bk
SCHRHEAT TR A MR R, H 5%, 7E Web of
Science FlI Scopus ZUH 2 i A SE SO, 3R
WOHSCHEFE 25 H . Hk, {5 B Scopus %4

WU 2 SCHE P s B DA _E OB 5 Al 22 BT AT 5k
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JIVERT, 38 78— D0 Y6 A7 T J8 AL B 9 i

, U Scopus ZHE 2 LLAR 1436 SEAE 5 A4 56
A S TSR ST . K E &K B Antonetti |
Bagozzi, Maklan, Romani 5 M 7 %% & #0 £f XF 4s
WAL S TR RHAIT TRZHWMR, &5, &
% Aguinis Fl Glavas (2012) B SCHk K2 7 ik,
X 4 B2 U R 5 R T 1 16 AN SO RV RS
B BT A e S M ) PSR A R A G Al A
SRS BT A TR R . ASSCTE EBSCO Dis-
covery Service, ProQuest Research Library, Spring-
erLink Journals, Wiley Online Library %4 F 48
FIATIZ PR, AL IX eI T 5 7 9l ik — 20
TR, RAPAA KA A S TR B 1) 5
SCCHR 194 5

FRATXFIX 194 55 SCHR 0 >k P PIHEAT T 46
T, KB CSI SCHR ok I T 43 A R 4 8
Journal of Business Ethics Fl Journal of Business Re-
search e K EEHY CSI SCHRC IR, 4> 5l
39 k51 20 5 5 CSI W 3CHik; Journal of the A-

cademy of Marketing Science, Journal of Marketing
SRl T 8 R AN 5 FAT 5% CSIRSCRR, (458

W45 (2018) SCHRGWAS J5 5% T 194 F SCHRE
ottt B TASCEERBILA CSI BT
HUEHELR . BFFT O R, CST Mg S . VERIAL
I FILFIEA, bt A v AT E SO AH OGS
A WP 7 5 X AR ik f SRR . AR SO —
VEF TS G, 55 AR HEAT R UAZ X R A
il e R I, M ZEH A AEAT CSIRSE 1Y SCk
by 59 e, RLERFTE A R RETIH
Jrfapma Al At 23 TEAT B SR K HAE FH ML FIAE
Zell o FRATTATIX 59 8 SCHR 9 & RAFAR #E4T T 48
IF, AR 1 FR, R 1 AT LU 4R
kK, FENIN CSI QTR BIHas, Mokl
(R SCHRATH B & LA E A AL 2 TR SRR, X
MR T I E LA T 1 CSIFT 2 H 251
o WA, FRATIAE v [ 00 2 AR T RS A e
DL “Al At sifE s A RTHE” 4

FEATHUERIE” “flbat 2R3 I, ik
WU CSSCI MR, BT G mR 5/
F 1 ASCER, #EE 2019 411 H 15 HILRAGHE
Al A2 BT B Y v SCSCHR 17 Fi o AR SO B
T 76 f H S SCCHRIAAT T R

x1 FREMHEBEARTH CSI XHHESHHERL

A5 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019

oL 1 0 1 2 3 7 2 5 9 9 10 10

. 2019 4R SCHR R B TR 2019 410 A
BORRUR . AR SCRYE FT e TE 20 LM R A9 CST SCRR A 38 H 383,

® 16 NFSHATIHIH . Academy of Management Journal, Academy of Management Review, Administrative Science Quarterly, Business &
Society, Business Ethics Quarterly, Journal of Applied Psychology, Journal of Business Ethics, Journal of Management, Journal of Management Stud-
ies, Journal of Occupational and Organizational Psychology, Journal of Organizational Behavior, Organizational Behavior and Human Decision
Processes, Organization Science, Organization Studies, Personnel Psychology, Strategic Management Journal

Q@ BRI EA R WIS Jownal of Marketing, Journal of Consumer Research, Journal of Marketing Research, Marketing

Science, Journal of Academy Marketing Science ,
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SRFREBSRE

=, et
T 5% B B2 18 B Al A0 77 i

() bk ZTTERYE L5 R

SEHNTE BN Al At 23 B2 AR B R AT T W
W SCRI 3 28 0F 5%, T 23 32 WLIER 0 1) £l
B2 4t 23 TEATR AT R B SR Al 4 5 AT B 2k
(Lange & Washburn, 2012). &0, £ fifi
L WP AL TR E A HOE B
FERIE EE . M, S, B, RS
(deMaCarty, 2009; Kaptein, 2008; Lin - Hi &
Miiller, 2013; Murphy & Schlegelmilch, 2013)
SEAM AL 2 ST BR B BARR I, G T CST 3
e, BHEE WG CSI AL FE 1] 35 40 O 2 51t
CSI # 17 4> 2%, 19 40, Scheidler 1 Edinger -
Schons (2019) X431 /\KZE CST (153 AZA
i AHCHE B CSI, Al g iRy, 01, 3%
E USRNSSR (T /A S E i PNy )
SI, ANEORF, AR 053 A AR 5 AH DG 1Y
SI, WNASRIRGE . s, SF5%) JfR A
MTAAFER FRAEELIL, R K
W . ASTEAERE M s 1 E N TAERR SR
WA K EAR BT R N Y T AR S
AR, TR = BUE KT AR T 5T
TERFFR | 4524 b 2 T Sk T 3% Wil ) £ BILA T
. BRIV 55 R | B AR R £ 0 S
FeE A FAT RG] RN F s
I FBERIR | BUESWIRGS) o WA FH Y
THF I A AT Ry Sh LI A 4% CST 23 i
A CSI FNTCRE R CST, M Al CSI ST 9% 0
RN ) i o PRS0 T T e | R SR TR A s 7

%ﬂ%?ﬂ%
2020 % % 2 #

CSI (Keig et al., 2015), S A3k Rl
FHE L 2% H AR 25 4R OC 3 38 B0 35 94T .
B SISV 28 5 3 WA Al 4 23 53 4T
(AR Wl PR RS AT 8 11 [ 4R 9 5, n b 7R 5
AN T B (EANVHERE SCUH, 20155 Lin-
Hi & Miiller, 2013), M CSI 433 X} 4 1 & 1
CSI A28 i F R A 7=, % i3
TH 2 W A A7 h LR A = B T
T2 EAEIX Sy CSI R rf il T,

() Ak 2 ST B 5E (4 B SE RN Fn
WroE Ji ik

M CSEWFFE B B B Al R, AR Z
FEFITH B (attribution theory) Xf 4k 414
FAT B FATITH (Antonetti & Maklan, 2017,
Kim & Choi, 2016; Scheidler & Edinger—Schons,
2019) , AR BEISIEAEAT 230 B2 o R SRR Y
it AR # NNFRE (5 om0 5|
RFEAR) FHNRLA R (G F1F B e B 45
WIRERE) B TIHE (Jones & Davis,
1965) . Weiner (1985) 7EWNFREHIEFSMIFLH
FEAl 3G T R AR e AN R, FE CSI
%55, Lange Al Washburn (2012) %13
RIS A B (effect undesirability) . £l 98
Tt (corporate culpability) 132520 # J& 5 5 Tt
FEA 3% (affected party noncomplicity) =™
JrIERE CSI I R HEAT T A0 B0 A 4 1 T 0FE
HESE, X5 S22 B 51 4i/EH ., Carvalho 55
(2015) e EMLIESE FF5E T AR A7
(I, il HESEHRTEARERIET) 57
FEBR e I 98 5 A0 AT SEAR VA TR, R 3> 1
W EIE R4 2 | TP A [l 5 R B AR

TH 9 T10) T SCHRF Al BT A6 1) 1 5 T B % ) i
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e E R, FAFERE SIS (2015) 41T
A CST TG AL CST X i1 2% & B0 i 52
FEHHT 9 5 0 B AR CST A ) o I
TR B 5 B A b 2 TAT e 2 e, PR
HWFFEEE T Lange A1 Washburn (2012) % &1}
W T A AL 2 TR B S M TR AT A, HA
WFFE F T Al A 23 B AT B S5 0 2 5 % 5t
FEBR AT Ry F AR AN B A

WA 238 At 23 A [ B A AR 24T CST A
Fo ANFE NSRBI T4 A O IFARE
SEREAR (NRHAR) , IR T ITEREA (Tajfel &
Turner, 1979), Lange il Washburn (2012) #2iH
Xf CSISZM XS GRS 0e CSTf R J5 22
S 38 3 SR S UE S T % 32 A TR g
TSI B X Aol T AR e N, N, B
XF CSI 52 % FAAAE N REIR R 22, X 32 3 # 1k
[FILLH 2 B AR 3 A 3R 5 2 H AR, 1
P11 DS i O i T v e o 100 o A SR 14
B (Antonetti & Maklan, 2016a, 2016b), f&
PR, RS IA R Y B B 5
M, FESELEAE TR IXRh RO AR 23 2k 1A
m, SV AT A AL 2 ST, T 9 R A
AFE S, E AL SEHE ST, 2 i
[ [ Ah i (Ferreira & Ribeiro, 2017), 3T
FE2NRI B IS AL R A CST RS % 1 TN 9 &
5 CSI ZEFEHEBINFE, HRMYE CSI ZHFEED
PHEGTIS , WX 32 % # A 2 M EAE, Xl
FEIU L TSR AT AR A T A

M CSL 5T i T 7 ik ok B, BLA CSI
MRZ R ZFHIE WA (suvey) .
5075 (experiment) MIRGHFFE T (Mg D
RIS . RAZFHIREN = H E A
— 122 —

KLD (Kinder, Lydenberg and Domini) %4} %
MR RACATr T, BIFEX (4L,
AT, Bl sy) | AR (Y
R | BHIEEGR | BURMTT ) | 2HL
(AEARMER THA) . RITCHR (%
G 57 s i) | BB (R MHETS ) |
AR (EHET) | 7 (BEEE) A4
At 25 BE AR Bk 19 A AR & (Lenz et al.,
2017; Mishra & Modi, 2016) . X F i 7e sk
SCHR A R R, B R TR Y AT A )
1 A L 38 [ PN SRz R8s e A TR

SEVE R T R Al A £ T AT R
Hb, BRI K AL AR e 2 o A, 5
UECRE R € TR N WAL R TIPS R R VT
B e 7 AR L S 43 A 5 1 B R B AR AR
P, HFRGR R R R AR R N F, 4
u, Xie fll Bagozzi (2019) #E4T T Bl i ] 5L 56
Wit #E T LRI R R CSL, A E
PEIEI Y CST R4zl d, Hfbrb A28 5 89y
A5t P2 AR B A B i R i, )5 Sl
UL AT e AN s TS & R Y GRS 8 . A s = e
5 SRS BE DEA 04 o A A T A B 25 ol iy i
TYER

SR 1 v S 4R AR AR R A A kv i A
ML 2 TEAT B R AR 2 R A B 40 Al 44
FREQEL LA 24, SRS MR I8 52 CS1 0
G A A TR R AR B, riktT ()
™ 5 2 5 IH A 1 H E AR TR A G, B
FHOR EZOR AE3E . BRIAR TR, “#34]
AR A BB . KRB RATAH
A2 4y Jo 3tk TS Y R HRURE Rl (9 Bl
(Antonetti & Maklan, 2017); HE8LH P22 Y



P 1) B B s e R PR R A R B R
ERfEE (FEPR) (Antonetti & Maklan,
2016b) ; EPRHIZ5A FldEEAEEH 2 5 . KDL
BrumEA Iy B A1 SR R (SEEHGR)  (An-
tonetti & Maklan, 2016¢); H#t&AKMIZ DRk
G Mk BUE B (EEPL) (Antoneti &
Anesa, 2017); & #h 0 mE &b 8 A9 AR 18 B A5 B
(¥EEPHR) (Brunk & de Boer, 2018); %EifA
R R (InE R pik)  (Carvalho et al.,
2015) 5 = A/ A 5 0 AR TR AR 1
{5 (& F9R) (Ferreira & Ribeiro, 2017);
FEATG 5 Sy T T R i [ 6 R
JEA 2 /NEER (BEARABIL) (Grappi et al.,
2013) ; Nike il Hewlett Packard f#iH# T. (Huber
etal., 2011); #EELYARRIER B2
BER) (Insch & Black, 2018) ; 28l kA
TR (RARFIHK)  (Tsarenko & Tojib,
2015) 4,

B 8 DT BRI AT I SE, BEAR &
INHARFMZE (Amujo et al., 2015), R4EY
i CSIWFIE Iy vk 24, Bl JH A 58 05
BAE—E T B R BRE, i, P CSI Y
U, 8T MU IR T U R X G A7 A TR A
RMEARAG A (N A B D) A R
CSI W WA, —FEdRE D, oA
I 55 BodE 25 K 56 CST X £ Al 5 % 19 52
(Amujo et al., 2015); SEEyk i gRR IR —
B2 W58 % A Miurk  ( Amazon Mechanical Turk)
A B LA (Antoneti & Maklan,
2016a, 2016b, 2016¢; Shea & Hawn, 2019),
SR, BT Mk V6 10 7R A A A7 TR 1R 1
By AT R LA LT 35 BRI 45 7]

%ﬂ%?ﬂ%
2020 % % 2 #

AT 28 o A AR R M IR S i AR Lk
AP MR L5 R (Wessling et al., 2017),

m, FHEABTEUHS
RAEGRKEY AT E K & R R

() Al 2 o AT B F i DA A
THPEF AT CSL AR A f 05T LA 6k
, PCARBFRERDT TR R8T 984 CSR
HERNT Al A 25 T AT B RSB H S R, T 2R
23 B B XAl it AT (R IETER) R
W ORETER)) PR, Al i A G T S 1
FUHAE BAE A2 W 2 R AL T 2% 5 7= A= Al
AT 5 A B (Brunk & de Boer, 2018)
TH 2% 38 R A JB AT Al 4 23 B 4F (Mohr et
al., 2001) . #HAI4&H T %3 CSR W,
W FLAE R TH 0 O T Al e A AT S R R
Rl e AR A AR R (S &, JFIX e T
CSR & ¥, W&, %S W H#H (Podnar &
Golob, 2007) ., 4nSR 4l & A A& 1 4 25 T AT,
MR A THE S THUEERRAT R, T T E XAl
FEE TR R AR S TSR E ( EANAE R SC
5, 2015), MHh, ANEZEAY CSR 91X 1
PR M AR AT o B AT R,
i, CSR 235 W1 H 5 4\l A i 7 Ay 8% 1 67 A
K, CSR &V WIS, ARl A uidT
S RCATRE AR, T CSR S BE I B2 15 4 [l A 3
FIAEAIER K (Kim et al., 2019), L4k,
A CSLWFFE il 2 SR T T IR R 2
FEAR N T BT A A S TR BRI T
W2 F M E M (Scheidler & Edinger — Schons,

2019) , filn, 2013 4 b EBigy ) 3 1.
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B3R s B T3 1000 4% 1) B TA6T, A%
A4 LT 2 3 X R A LR ST A B 2k 1 R R
BN TAE B TAEAR S KR/ 534F (Smith
et al., 2010), P, 1B5H 9 &+ 5T 2%
KR AL 23 AT B R AT R 18— A~ B2 i
RITE

(=) Atk 2R I 25 A it

THRE AT Al 4k 2 T AT B 25 i i
B BEAL (perception) | IR
JERAT Ry, B, Al At 2 TEAT BRG] R
B I8 (Amujo et al., 2015) , fH 2%
T A AN B TSRS (Brunk & de Boer,
2018) LA KX 4 ll (13 4% 45T (moral outrage )
( Antonetti & Maklan, 2016¢). ¥ HF & Y CSI
S5 R B IR AR T BB X CSI AT A0 i
BRI, CST 1S 2% 2 X5 i il 4 670 i o
it (Klein & Dawar, 2004), fEffiiH 24 ik
AP R E B HERE M A SE Al 7= i
SBE A 1) 5 AL AR AL AT AR (Grappi et al.,
2013), U855 VK 2 & 00 SO R R RN I K R R
(Ferreira & Ribeiro, 2017), FEAKTH %% & 00 =
BE . HEJE (Leonidou et al., 2013) FIXFAll
B {&% £ ( Davies & Olmedo — Cifuentes, 2016;

(emotion) . &

Humphreys & Thompson, 2014) , #2841 2%
HRMEEGL, S 5B, 5 ikl
PR E i RBOUEHRTB. SRR
118 % 7 BT BCRACH Al i (Xie et al.,
2015) W4T R, LA, AP AEIEAT RSB AT 4
WAL THE M RO S5 T, H 2 R M
BARARIA, YA Al 42 TEAR BB, T 2R
H R BAR R B WS, BE

AHEAE  (Sweetin et al., 2013)
124 —

R 7RI IR T 2 1, AR X R
SEAT N W N AT T 404y, B 40, Romani 4
(2013) FEAESHAT N X 43 0 HEB MR BT AT 4
(BAET A R AT R AR Aol 53 2% 1
KR FBIAERIESIAT A (B, Xkl
B RASFIRE e A B A R £, T 80N
WHEME S AFRRR), WATHE—PHET T
CSI P=AE RS AT R 1 V8 FE 1 AL, R R
CSIL P A 151 78 (anger) #E T 41 7 2 % RLAE ]
CSL# M (contempt) fEFFMIRAVIEST, £
X IECARAR Y B 5 2 I AR Aol (Al R |
K. Wk AE) AL T E L CSR AT WAL
E AN NTTRENE S 3| g & S I S N TR
KTE CSR Jr A, SR R Al dd 2k ) 4
FAEH CSR FRILHGINH 275 19 KU IR, B
AFTF A,

] AT S Al At 22 T AR i 2% 10 SCHRE D
HREZS & 1 Al S5 e B HEAT B 5T, il

HOEARAE (2017) XFPUAR Al 4+ 2 T AT B2k
TEHATREBIBESE, 32 F 4% 8 R L AR B8 43 B
T8 ARl A 23 T AR B I 2 2 2 5 A
AR AN RPN =ABr B, 4>
B 7R PE LS . AT RALE CSISCHRE
ES I LY B o | A 3 e o 7 7 S = ARG = o
(2019) BRAML BT T e Al (F- 5 5
dinll) AL S TEAR R OB T AE SRR
TR,

Feflmat 2 2 B THA CSI BFFE iy 2%
BT AL 2 AT B Y N, 2F B AT NI 2
TR | R A ERIAT M N ZE T TR IE T

CSI X 2 & By, Forfr, TH 9438 Bt i 11 At
SERZ R TE A R, FLUJE TH 238 X il



Al (RSB EN NS BE DL B2 CST = A 19 7 2 4 4%
HIFGTAT J o BT DTH 98 20 B0 A X Al A 2%
TATBIC 5 982 e W HEAT 9 SEUERF AT, A
TRN—BEw, AL TR R 7 A4
TR 2 R, A 2 F AT ST R R T

%ﬂ-‘a‘f?ﬂ
2020 & % 2 #

AP A2 DAL B 5 2 F W NG AR, HAH

FCHE FE kR B IILAAZ O 2% (Antonetti,

Grappi, Maklan, Romani), J4E{F:E JjEHF
THRIF B F WA N, RGE . AT B Ak At 2 54T

R 55 9 W O B S R WP FEATS ek =

&2 CSIMEREE
EAE S s SCE R * R
. , Al RE R HE I E SEERAE (2015); Amujo %5 (2015); Lin—Hi Al Blumberg (2018);
WA | 7 6 o " &
TP R A Lin % (2016) ; Huber % (2011); Brunk il de Boer (2018)
T E TR N, | S 1 Antonetti Fll Maklan (2016¢)
e _ ) . Antonetti Il Maklan ( 2016a); Antonetti 11 Anesa (2017); Arli %%
T B AR RE | X AR A B 2 5 . .
(2017) ; Sweetin % (2013); Vanhamme %5 (2015)
Andersch % (2018 ); Antonetti FlI Anesa (2017 ); Antonetti £
7T 1 A 7 Maklan (2016b) ; Antonetti il Maklan (2016¢); Grappi 55 (2013);
Xie 4% (2015); Xie 1l Bagozzi (2019)
Antonetti A1 Maklan ( 2016a); Carvalho 5% ( 2015); Romani %5
DAy, HARIEST 5 N ( ) ( )
(2013) ; Sweetin 5% (2013); Xie Fl Bagozzi (2019)
TH 2T A R
o Andersch %5 (2018 ); Antonetti F1 Maklan (2017 ); Grappi 55
N EARAS 6 - ) . .
(2013) ; Klein 5% (2004) ; Xie & (2015); Xie il Bagozzi (2019)
. . Davies 1 Olmedo — Cifuentes ( 2016 ); Humphreys F1 Thompson
W, RS 3 ' '
(2014) ; Kim Fl Choi (2016)
AT B K 2 Antonetti fll Anesa (2017) ; Ferreira 1 Ribeiro (2017)

BORBRIR : HRAEAR I SRR BE

I, HEEAATELHS
SR AR ER 5% 52 M i 2 & i A /Y
{E A& 0k 57 &

(—) Aol sk 23 BTG 5 W31 9% 5 o) 1 1
FEHTBLIR
2FHEA 2 G BAE R Al At & T AR B A5

W T 97 7 W oL o A A2 e, FG P T P S o

MERIZ B TR Z M6, BB X%

T PN AL AR A B I 1 SRR (Xie
5 et e 20 5E LAk
B 5L A 45 O A AR I R, B PR IR LAy Sy
IETFEE (W% HZERSE) LUK B I ik
(et . POERMRIK) o BB B AATRY
U 14 38 15
2010) IE [0 SR A

T, RAEANTEOER R SR, HAr, OB
— 125 —

2015) ,

et al.,

BEFT R (Teper et al., 2015),
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AT G T B PEAR R R Y R AR TR
5% %% F K % ( contempt, anger and disgust,
CAD) , FARFRIEEEER CAD #E  3f flff IRk

AR ELAR SR BUAE 90 2 3 1 0 il A 23 T AT Bk
R, THRE XA S TR R A S 7
T IAFENE R (Lindenmeier et al., 2012), 7Ef

EAEN R IVE TR, T 2 237 f T g
(Antonetti & Maklan, 2016b, 2016c) . #14% K&
HHI AT M (Xie et al., 2015; Xie & Bagozzi,
2019), #& % R B AR 2000 4R T Al i R
(Sweetin et al., 2013), UK ZHHEN 25 71
) W 7 Al At 22 SEAR SRR, 2 Al A 25 5 AT ik
JIE i TR B F 2O I, anis 2 6
DRAIIEE LB 2 st Al e AR R,
TR B Al AT ey (andfEes sk
FEim) (Meyer et al., 2019)

%Tﬁﬁ,ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁAﬂ Ty
Je CSIZFEF AR (RAE Al B PR
AR, 552 3 AR LR B ) R
SHARMER, B, Al at & ST g nT
DA 328 5 1 7 9% 285 %F i b T 7 1 Je i
THE X A A WK R R, Al

TE ARG T 2% X il T8 P AT Ry 1) 4 T PTAR
XAV EE AT (Brunk, 2012), Antonetti
ﬁAmw(mﬂ)ﬁ%ﬁﬂmW%%ﬁ%%%m

VL FA) S0 52 3 2% 25 A Ml T8 PR 1 A, B
ﬁﬂﬁ%%%(ﬂ%ﬁ%&%ﬁﬁ%¢%ﬁ%
ST A R A 2 A A R T A7

Al SR A Ml A BE R SE TR Al A 2% B AT Bk
X (FIE A AL ER) B, T S A
AR (nmrEEpE | W5l Jy) Mfm,

X i R {H %) B 4 B 38 A% ( Huber et al.,
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2011) ., WEAb, iR OG22 SCHR W i L ™ i 0
AT A SRR B T 2 A R, T G A it R
G, Y EANIRAT R, R B
AR R T 2 R T A (Puzakova et al.,
2013), abEAERREEERE, JUITH 2 TS AL R RETE
A, DA 3 0 R
2015) , Antonetti £l Maklan (2016a) % %t
EE AN R D IRCR & PO B AT
XAl B, T TR i b g 9 A 2 B
TET R, X PR N Y 77 A Sl i B 37
EHWAATE & A AE Y

Al At 22 TEAT B 2R AR 2 B3k T 2 T A
%%%ﬁu,éAﬂmﬂAﬁﬁzAEﬁ%N
TRV BETE 1) Al 4 2% T3 AT 1) 3 1o 15 IR X
OB SR A, R B A Y R
Rl BTS2 W) ) SR AL R B 22 vh s (Vanhamme
et al., 2015) . HABAARTEALRE A SCHTE R
WA RIS THMEEM, H 2 T U2
SRR LA M J AT 4t 2% DT AT LA Ml 4 2% T AT Bk
RAIER, AR 28 A SR AB R Al 1E 1H {5
KSR 2 7 A A Ml A R A Y
Mﬁﬁ&ﬁca%&%,%%?ﬁiﬁ%%ﬁ
FREE A A 22 T2 A W 2R 45 20160 T8 0 3 2% 4 )
NEHAAER (Alhogail et al., 2019)

F3EMTHEMNCLIELEA PMEH
F4 CSI S 2 25 Wil I )/ F AR i, FRATTAT LA
IRAT BIF 5T 45 5 vh & 302 3 A1) 6 2 P S A
SRR B E AT B CST, FFIESE T W 1 7
TP E R E Y, X ui Wl At 4
SARBRIC AT LU b 51 R 2 3 T A T T R
777 A AN 1499 21 3 T

( Tsarenko & Tojib,
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3 CSIRNEHREMENRNTE

AR SCE P 3/
Antonetti I Maklan ( 2016a ); Antonetti F1 Maklan ( 2016¢ ) ;
B, B, RO 7 Antonetti il Maklan ( 2017 ); Romani %5 (2013 ); Voliotis %
(2016) ; Xie 55 (2015); Xie Fll Bagozzi (2019)
s 5 Antonetti Fll Maklan (2016a) ; Antonetti #1 Maklan (2016b) ; Antonetti
NE Z 7 [
I P2 7 . Fl Maklan (2017) ; Meyer %5 (2019) ; Tsarenko Fl Tojib (2015)
A AR
B (H5ZEEMLM, AT ; Antonetti Al Maklan (2016a) ; Antonetti Al Maklan (2016b) ; Meyer %5
RUHE) (2019)
s 2 Puzakova 5§ (2013); Xie Fll Bagozzi (2019)
JETES| 1 FANFEFIESCUE (2015)
Al iE S 2 Antonetti FIl Anesa (2017); Lin % (2016)
Lol i i
o1 ;:ﬁgf i R 1 Huber % (2011)
ARG IR R AL 1 Alhoqail % (2019)
BORRRU : M4 ARH G SCik B 3,
() AWk 22 BEAT IR W 24 25 Wi B 1 oAU, R RSN 0L B T

A

BT 9% B A PERRE L Al RRIE . CSI
FOHMERREER CRIEEZON) WA T TSR
T A A2 AT B R e T B e L Y i 5 Sk
P, HoiRZ W0 R & T 2 & A TEREE i 98
WYER. B, FaS A IEMEW, B
ARMES (CRAFRMEARATK) FIFERILE
B All At 23 T A S50 2R X T 2 1 R AT Ry )
R AVE T (Xie et al.,
2019) 5 ~ECEGR A S, A2 T
FEER R 23 77 A B I T RO TR 2, 32F 1T 0T £
M 84T R SOV BE A E M (Grappi et al., 2013),
TEAM AL DT GRS H B kR S5 TH 2 51T
KRR B BFSE T, Antonetti 1 Maklan (2016a)
KBRS [ 2R B v A Al 2 TR AT Bk A2
T O R ARV R R R R, R IR 32 A
FRIFIE, PRSI B AR I A C T ERE IR A

2015; Xie & Bagozzi,

b, R A — e TR 2 5 A
FRAAHSCHE 53— 5 T 0 5 5%t A 34 38 1Y Jk
o CSI R0 E 5, X A%
i3 5 N = B S1 P R (VR R o (S B . 5 |
(1 CSI =™ AR B 55 Ak T B JAR LU 6 [ 48 1Y
YEM (Antonetti & Maklan, 2016b), FHi CSI ™
F, RSS2 F AR AR b s AR R . i
A, TR VA AT Al A 2 ST Bk 5 T
TRHEWIN M OE TR, Al At & FAT B AT &4
Ja, TS A Rl B R R A 7 g
FHEK (Folkes, 1984) , ARAP A2 TR H ok
FEAERIE SR FE A AN, FLIXRR AT R 2 Y
RulgEi, HPESAN TN E (Klein &
2004) , ULEHE HORAR/NY T, Y
TH A Al 2 TEAR B R 2 I Al A R 1A
A A AT DA AR 2 SR B AT M A R A

HT Xj‘/\ik%)\u%nim At 2 BT =
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TR HZ (Voliotis et al.,

AV FEAE T 1T A CST 5 00 315 2% 3 0 o7 A 3
TR RT3 B O 2 5 Al Rt Y 6
RN B 3 X Al B R A R i, 3
H R OC R MR BRE A A A A o
T} (Antonetti & Anesa, 2017). 474 2% ¥ %f
RFE = i ) AR AP, T 9% 2 e 1y %o o)
A1 R W L HEARON 50 2% ( Trautwein & Linden-
2019) , i BEEAS Ui B B RS AR A, SR E
Xf Akt 2 CSR 2R I AY SN 1T 7] 98 55 7 2t 4 I
W W E R M & R (Tsarenko & Tojib,
2015) o Al A ) BN B Akt 24T
o) ) —BRA N, G AR Aol A 25 T AT B R AT

2016) .

meier,

x4 CSI®

KRG, Al SR A T AR R T AT A 2
BT, MH N £ —A
HOETS AN = & & BN B2 51 7 et g Y VA R AR
L, AR 2% & A S TE 7 a3 fE AL Al 2
3T H (Lange & Washburn, 2012), 4%,
A A HA A A THEAT e i, 7 2%
BN A AE AL 23 5T B 2k 1 e i iR AR
FIEAIVE T 2016) , UIAh, Fer-
reira Fil Ribeiro (2017) & IAIE FEIRLNIH 5 CSI
FITH 2 WK BB M S R IR Z e &, AUA
[IURER0 I il T I = L i) 0 G R o A A ey
FEBRIAT R , T B % [ A AT 5 o 1) g K

B, BESAERNNE (WE4),

('Voliotis et al.,

miE#EMEKETEE

P A CEHE * B
TEPESL RRR 3 Grappi 25 (2013); Xie 4 (2015); Xie fl Bagozzi (2019)
[EEq]5 A L NE PN 2 Antonetti F1 Maklan (2016b) ; Xie % (2015)
WHIRENREEE | BOARIAF 1 Antonetti Fl Anesa (2017)
THPRH N 2 Carvalho %5 (2015) ; Voliotis 25 (2016)
FETTIR 1 Voliotis %5 (2016)
Al /A7 A ] 2 Lenz %% (2017) ; Zavyalova %5 (2012)
AR il FHAT 2 Lenz % (2017) ; Tsarenko 1 Tojib (2015)
Aill i B 1 Carvalho % (2015)
AP B b 1 Carvalho 5§ (2015)
CST
e EHRE 1 Antonetti FI Maklan (2016b)
EPASES S U8 = T 2 Carvalho % (2015) ; Ferreira Fll Ribeiro (2017)
BORRIR . AREAR G SCHR AL AT,
PEXTBUA ol S BE LGRS TR ll e S S RO IR 6% ST, 34

Ja, ASGHETE 1 R BUE LA T kAt
SHEBR C A R SR STHESE . 18] 1 SR WAl
Fo TSI AT DL S 1 2 P 70 B B A

— 128 —

< I o 1 A S A 2 11 e S 1 s o A e
AT G2 X B 5 o N AR



$% %7
2020 # %2

E1 HEEAFTEULHSRERIOE, ER. PHRIAT

BERRUR . AR AR SR A I

i

75, RFEAREE

T H SO 98 A R Al A 2 T AT
RBIE G2 Al a2 24T B (14 52 i 45
He L AEFIBLE B R A S A B, AR S
Xt AKCTH B LA R I Al 5 TR AT B R ST
PR AR HE
(—) R AWAE 23 ST SR Ik A 5E
Al At 25 B AT i O 7 A (Y SRR 2 Rl 2 R
EHENTEENIREE GRS, WERAES)
FHA (B AFRESE) JZmmE R
IR T A AL S TR IAT A BN L, XAl 4
SERNEEEACT = AR R R WA AT T8
ERIBFFE (Godfrey et al., 2009; Keig et al.,
2015; Liu et al., 2016; Popa & Salanti, 2014),
PRV N FE S (Hamilton, 1980) , [ X 71 [ 5
PRE AT % o 0 7 AR 3R 47 R R 43 9 %o
FFHAT DAL . BUA CSI Sk X 4 20 £
THY CSIIR B KR AT 1 FE A9, X5 2%
HIZHEMBEREBRZ T, fE CSLER T, 4
PRTATXS CST S B A0 1) 3 2 i e = 0 1) S IR -
2 JEWE N 1% R 12 00 T R AT (Lange &

iR A it A P At ZAR 2
fii a2 s I L PSR ﬁiiﬁgﬁ;
14 943 CSRIY 5 Al B A A i
HE e Al S R A MR AR ST e
TH AT
PA A i
TH PRI
| & B
CSIEEA}
[P ES

fin

Washburn, 2012), {il BB 7E CSI S04 &
PR TTAT A DR 7 B8 1Y, T 9% AE CSI
HA W AR Y BEAT: B — BT Y TR DA
heidler 1 Edinger—Schons (2019) & ¥ I B #
SESCTIHPR A AR DT (HITH 2 IR B AT i T8
2 WAE — R AR T R AL CSD)
BOE T I B AR R B B Al ) A
JEAIER W, M2, HEEES EIRBIL L
ALk 3E B IR E ORI 9% 2 BEE AR A CSI
FeE P VR R A TR A Y )

WAL, AN AFTE T — 5 At S, I
P BERITE . SEFXTT . BUM ., R A
WA —E RIS, A2 1 R HU Y b AL
WA E T, SEEIA SR R B AT B
MNIT3G Aol 2k 5247 . AR SRR F
ARARAT R 09 77 AE 5 R B8 % V) AH OC ( Heath,
2008) o [AIF, 4 B A A il AR 5 52 0 ) £
M, O A5 IR R Al P 5
TER 2, CA VIR i Rk R K|
IABFEIEAEAN A R AR T BT 9% 3 3 A 4 )
Wrh A 50 (Hegarty & Sims, 1978)
EHRE (AAMSTEERNHEE) &

WA AL S TATAT R, SR BB E s T
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AL TR DT IR, P2
SEAT 7 T PR 3R i e 4 it AL, R B Al R
BT 2 HRH “anyF T B9 & (Papao-
ikonomou et al., 2012), KA, Ak CSI i HHF
FEMIRE A B F 5T | AL ST AR
B AR Z A4 2 AT B 3R SEF

(=) B Aokt 2 stiEE R B AL
WroEJi ik

Si—, BB S 2R 5 HE R A
P CSLUSE, MFEYEM (ELERE (Donaldson &
Preston, 1995) FEBH RIS Al i1 28 B R B0 T
EHRA — Rl B S AR L S TAT, R X 35 A
K BRI 2 I IR, 2 3 A B AR AR
B (T A 7 i 1 Al a0 20 G T ) 25 AH DG %
AR 25 BER o Al it S vk A AN T A A 25 T
FEBRIRAT g 1 2 75 5 350 RSP (B 0L A R 3R
PRI AT LA DA S A 00 90 A A A T i e,
TR S 22 AT T2 A AT B R A A
mmﬂwm<W%)ﬁ@THﬂ(ﬁ k.
il HAMA ARG | RSB E
FWT R A AT R A R A A A
Jones (1991) 7FEIZALAL Y ELAl 3G 0 1 B fE 5
PFRRAE, BIGERSEE (moral intensity) X7
g0 N A L B Yl
(an issue —contingent model ) , Mclain I Keenan
(1999) W Hy % T A A (awareness ) —H| B
(response ) = [ BE 5 AT Bl
FATH (wrongdoing) (HLFEAIEFEST N, Bk
10, LSRR AERIA TR ) SO A
RGN R AN THE G RAT I, 2
XTI AT R, SRR RS S
AT EAFAT S, Schwartz (2016) fECA
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(judgment) —T i

BRI b, R T — N 1 T 7 P SR A
B WM T 2 8 R B E AT R A
PR AR PRAT X Se AR AL Ay fif e K T XS AN 1
S e N AR AR AL TR I RURESE,
BV, HRERNE CSIFEM)E, SBE
ﬁ%@,@& BT, DT 28 B A L 17
SRR, XA AR G AR SRR A — B,
M7, ARSI R AR AT LIRS T8 FE ok A AL L)L CSI
FRAR AR N A, 81 CSL SR IY
AR SRS, 256 B AR (B
S HERLE AR, [ B R CST b i = E 7
SN T AT A 1) T 5k AR R T B A
N CSI B2 S AT FEHELE . Ah, BT Al fh 2
TR R RS R R A R4
AR S LA 22 50, AR IR T LS %
FERGHIE (event system theory) (Morgeson et
al., 2015) MFLFAHAE (F0F5 Yaiekid X
10, FROE, Y2 R RERE, R By ek
WZAMEL) | BUEPE (BREER TP, BUR TS
SR R R SR SR IE S A ) |
B (PR A SR R ) AT
A A 23 DT B F ST

B, (EBh L dCE A A RS, 1K
JEIITITRE CSIBFSE . 48 A 2008 4ELIOK, “#4%
ATTRF A AL 25 TR AT e 2 114 OG 1 52 70 T 344 5 R 34
A T Al At S TR G SOk [ 1958 ~2015 4F
UK % T Academy of Management Journal 4 5
CSR 1Y CEE 3Lk 87 Fi
BT TE AT kAt 2 ST Bl 2k i B 54T
SREG/D R AT 2 ST Bk B T
M, Aol k2 T AT B 2% AR OC A9 BUHE A B 2R K
(Amujo et al., 2015; Riera & Iborra, 2017),

(Wang et al., 2016) ],



FE—EFRRE P3G T B5E Al A2 S AT B (1
[, A SR 2 R A& (Antonetti &
Maklan, 2016¢; Xie et al., 2015) B 52K 3%
(Grappi et al., 2013; Song & Kim, 2016), Fifi
BRI P L, W8 IC R H £5 A,
I JRAE A 2 TEAT SRR BF ST SR AR T 2L, At
SCIREAAC I 2 3B P 3 A W T At i T P A
WNZ (user—generated content) , — S84 \[b 4t
STHEBR R AT, I SEEAT H R AR
B P S R R, X PR A
Al At 2 TR BB TSR AL T 46 i — A
FH 4> #r (latent dirichlet allocation, LDA) &
— P SCAAZHRHOAR SRR T AR R A
B & A o B SO A KRB (Tirunillai &
MM (sentiment analysis )
JEASRIEF B — 3, S — R AR Ry
WAERS SCARBEAT A 3 2R 5 ik, EZHFREM
A 2RI BB Y B A BT R R ( Liu,
2012) , JEEIZHEH AN 2 T 2 sl
ST BR A R IR, TR, AT R
AL 2 TR SRR SR FE ], iz TR 2% )€
HoA, EBIRH T R SR 2% A Al A
SRR TR AGE . AR SR A,
BRGNS T, JE R A AL 2 T AT
BRHIETE .

() A AL 22 SRR Wi % 4 i
IS PR A JH DL Finids 3 2 P F

B, WERMAL S TR R
M 7 38 % S A A AR SR M T 9
ERETERAF AL, AR E VAL (AT
LG EAR N AR ) A AEEAG (A
JEE A B 25 R 5 IR A R SRR AT PR AL)

Tellis, 2014) ,

%ﬂ%?ﬂ%
2020 % % 2 #

SR 224 (O TEFE I (Hunt & Vitell, 1986) .
BT BUAT I A AT by RIS AT i ol 2% 53 AT Bk
RATHEE RSN, T 2% 3 208 B 4l ) 38
PR, Forb, R A R ) B Y —
MNEERIEX, EHETET AT, A9E
B A 2 N RO S F AT A AT A
AE DT, AT NETE G RIME (economic ratio-
nalisation) . Z29F & e BL5E (reality of economic
development) FI B K Hi ( government depend-
ency) =ANJ5 DA 2% YA GE $8 4T O AT IE
AL, 2 4Bk (d° Astous & Legendre,
2009) , B, HAE T AL AT B
P sAR A 5 R A R BT HAATIE AT, Al CSI
FihRA T, T B8 Al ) 285 B AR 5l 2%
o BN, WIS E LR, AR IR
AR 85 KR Al , A R AT b e 1 i
POE M, SSARSEAEIEIRE T 2, P EE AT
SINTIIR P RIR B T8 A A )k
HAREE M Z WA RS, s
SR R A AR s E (i,
2017) . fHJE, 4T CSI SCHRAR /D60 2 & nl
REAEAE (14 FH XS IE THT 19 £ M 4 2% B2 A 2 i i

A AL T AT Bl S T GRS T O A 0 1 T AR i
TE IS TE T T 5% e ) (AN s ARAT Ry
WISE) , A DHIE B Z SRS, #rRgilad
WFFEARAESTUE ST A, 18 7% 38 TR A A2 2 35 )
PP AE 2 TR SRR A R T AAER], A B T4
TETHEL A T4 21 3 T L Al A 2 B AT R 110 BT
P AN, B SOk Al 4 2 BT AT i 2V
B T 57 3 2 R S8 08 PR GH AT, B0 E T TH
A P JERAE Al 4 2% T AT B 5% 5 9 9% 35 1 i

PEFISE AR ) BA B 1 P A 3800, (HX SEHF 5T
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HNLTETY RIS E R 2 b, B T sk
225, R FXHE IR R B WAEARF, KW
Wi, AAHIGE A 0o B A 165 3 A SR AE R [
FIAE 5 T 2 KO BAT B2 5 b AR
HI T AR S 2 47k, AR £
TR IR, RSB 98 AT = 5 1 B A fife R 2 3
M o7 i M A 2% TEAT B 2R TR A EEAE T, BRI
PRI Can AR R ot R R SRR
P A ) 23 Qi An] 52 o 1 2% 2 X5 CSI Y W) iz
(Antonetti, 2020) ,

HR, 454 CSI SR AEFITY 2% 1B T2 g
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SRAFRY AT e T I P AR IE Y S
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TH 2R X CSI 3 7™ i A% 32 J8 1 /) 9 05 4
XF CSI A7 5 1y I 5 A2 A1 15 ik — 2B B 5T
Bt /S FEIY 2% (ethical consumption) WFTHY &
Jre LA KT B A W K rp o Aol 7 o AR 55 18 B A
RO, W2 AR T R R AR
WRAMBESY . O A 235 4 7 0 i 8 %o 1
RS AR e ) S A ] R U | A
B LAT WA W (Jones, 1991), Hor,
EEGREE (moral intensity ) 7 Sy 3 = 14
fiE, S A 4E B2 L, o3 o) 2 A5 R )
(magnitude of consequences) . #L2XEL{ (social
ZERBYHESR  (probability of effect) |
IFE] B3 M (temporal immediacy) . 532 FE#H 1
ALY (proximity) LR AR (concen-
tration of effect) , Schwartz (2016) [FI#E3RHE
THAE S (PH4eE AR, ZEAHEMNET)

X PSR A A B B AR
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