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=
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# E. Wang #= Tong (2020) &R, L PR T LR ERIE RN T4 LT
(CSR) At ey P AR, HF - TREMAE S X ETEBRT CSRAF R 45, K
Tk, ASUAF2001~2019 4 B FRARACESFE RIAF) PR T+ B CSR AF R HATA

BoAT, RETHFSROTERE, R, WEME (PATE) AARE

RE (AYEZE), F#—F 2T EARSERARG G T E CSR AT R 442,
AH A KRR TP B389 CSR AF AR A — s dp e 2293,
X8 CSR; FHEMEE,; Bk

“MEET — ERHSN TR I BRI Z T B (Whetten, 2009) . FfE BT
ML TR B 28 P R AE [ B B Mk R85 v i /R H 250 e, BOR B (25 3 P IR G
ISR IR “EER (context—free) 7 AL “IMAFAY (context—specific)
B5 2, WEERE S IS 1 R R AVEIE =R (Tsui, 2004, 2007), AR,
G %o vl [ 35 0 A BRAF oY S PR KU K (Bruton & Lau, 2008; Jiao et al., 2015),
FLALTET I 35 1 b B B P R B IR M R ST (fE S AR, 2014), A1 Meyer
(2006) BT, WEAEEIRS TXE “—MEIE (general theories) ", FEAEE
PV C AV M 8, s BRSSP 5 e ik g . ik, A
FHVEEX P E SR TRAR S, FRAL R AENPEA AKX, ERA

WAL HRS 5 b E AR I BEBEAS GER S S AR (Jia et al., 2012;

/

w ARSCZER ARBIERGHE FWH AR E A Bl At 2 THEAT LT SITRUE SRR AT . BT A4
BT (71672146) | FEIRK AKRBIER S B S AR HLRI BT oY . 5l B A2 2 AR
47 (72072188) FIEZK FHARBIEEAHE LIUH ol Rpg LR HE 1) SRS DS ICHLE] . A58, il D AB R
(71672189) HI¥EHN,



2RISR, 2016) .

TR OG I B 14 BF 5T 34 S R 7 6 B2 11
B BR, EAEK, A E LA T
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Bi—— SR BE . BOA IR R B 5 B AT T
B RS, JFTESCRAR I T — A ]
HE CSR AP K S 23 5 KB B R 243
DR LA R Py SRR 195 45 17 30 SR AN [+ 7

9T 8] )% Wang #1 Tong (2020) A X124
HEFEE T CSR WFSE AR PR I I | A SO0 aot
2520 AF[RIFEE PR R 2RI P L E R L E
TrhEEE Y CSR CREHAT N AT, RATS
WA HH O LR SCHRZR IR (Aguinis & Glavas,
2012; Yin & Quazi, 2018), 45T hEEE T
CSR M EE AT AE i 45 A 8 DL S A A8
R AR Gy AERCEERN b, FRATHE— 2T
HEEEE T CSR RS plRe 2 &b, JF DL R A 4L
BB ACARIE R o E CSR AF5E WEEAS, 8T T
FT R EE SR CSR W98 B — S m BE R 42
DUIRR R ARBIFSE
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(—) WEEEHEIH

A AHE R F ARG 2001 ~ 2019 4E 7 [H bR
REVEFAARYIT LA RER (in print) . 4[]
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2020 # % 3 #

IR (R ALdEshie B3 IESE) |
WRB AR, A THE, it
LR, R, DI AR, ARSI RE, 4
WA SERS . BESRG hEL hEX
B, EER, DERCTRE G E, BIE
FUASON <R ETEEET RO, RATHEER TR
DA R Sy BF 5 o0 i R Wty 4 B b [ 1Y
E,

SCHRICSR A4 = JORIEI RV, Bk, Al
AT ERREEIE I ER T, XS A
HA i Bia M 1Z %W (Boyacigiller & Adler,
1991), U Academy of Management Journal, Stra-
tegic Management Journal, Organization Science %5,
HR, FRATNYE T 5 CSR AFFT 4T sk V1A X A%
OWIT), 40 Journal of Business Ethics, Business &
Society, Business Ethics: A European Review %,
W, SETARSCUAT E S B, FRATE X
HA DA ) 0391 PSS SCGHAT R, #E T =
R W 8K A b X B T Asia Pacific
Journal of Management, Management and Organi-
zation Review, Asian Business & Management

() iR

FATE e % Aguinis F1 Glavas (2012) Y
SIBTRESE, 43S I RS 21T | 2H U 1 LA A
JRWH 5 T AP EESE N CSR MRTEAS | 255128
L PRI AR R, BR T XX SRR Y
OB IV G R A TR, FRATTIE T B
XSERIEFY AT S T AL, LR AR
PSR B AR IR HEA T B I B0 TE . & R A/ s

O ARICEFISCHTIRRFNT . —J5E, BA T PO CSR SCIREHADIFE CAF s, 7 —Tri, a5 R E B
PRICHRIATE (Aguinis & Glavas, 2012) BEATHAFXIG, SASSTHTIHERFEA
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1E (Colquitt & Zapata—Phelan, 2007), F&fi]H%
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(context—emic model) FPFAl CSR B A [ 1
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(—) ik 5 il e
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1. AT, B4k A H L ZR42 CSR?
(1) HIEERm, 526 RS b E
TRRR SCIPR R AL S RS AE G, AN, Du 5%
(2014) R, E R BEEURARRT LIRS —Fh 4R
FHHEE RSN, RS 5,
55 2R FEPERT R R A BUR LA EE, 4RI
TR IR R | BORE R LA R B 2 2
XA 32 O ] B AR R A A HE A JE AT A
VAR T R R A AL, BN, See (2009) K&
W, hELL R RIS S E R
PRFEAy AR AT 23 DT, 58 = S 2 1 i R oK
25 R 5 A DG E 52, Gnist R 38 | [ A7
Ui RS LA AR AE
(2) HEUZRH, A PUE T ETES T CSR
o E B e, Hb s EA G S5 A
il (Marquis & Qian, 2014) . MLMFEHE (Li &
Lu, 2016; Song et al., 2016) . #P& K (Kim
et al., 2016) PALFHFR (Dou et al., 2019;
Lietal., 2015), TEERENE, EEHERZET
A AL 28 PR 1 — A SCHERRAE, T A
JA & R R R AL 2 ST, BN, Lau %
(2016) &3, HABEBUNRER LGl 2555
JIEAT CSR, A EAT ML i AL R ST AR, 53
Hb, G5 SIG R ZR, W A 2H
(Lau et al., 2016; Luo et al., 2017) . HHLHHE
(Liao et al., 2018; Zhang et al., 2018) LA Kz A
454 (Lietal., 2017; Li & Zhang, 2010) %,
SR E A CSR A7 MY RN K,
(3) MRZEE, AN A ERAE
i CSR AT R RAE &L, [RIHHA AR M
Ll an o 5 oMb R kA AE ML B A0 Hu 5§
(2016) %&FL, BT CSR AT MR AMAN &L

%ﬂ%?ﬂ%
2020 % 3 #

55 )8 B B R R S [R)AE JH  45 R, Wang 45
(2018) &I, JEFERAHERWMAS S CSR i E
BRE, FREPEESET, BT S 5%
FATAAEAEN, SEREFZ AR T )
R, PEALLZESZET CSR?

(1) HIERm, BT THE T DLk g4
A BB RIS DA ST BE A it
(Zhang et al., 2016; Zheng et al., 2014) , fifu,
Leung Fll Snell (2017) &, I TAYHEL A A
1 CSR VRS EEEBR T Y SR 1, LR
ok A BT BN, BEEIAR AR
LA AR SZHE, A, Shu AT Wong (2018)
BEF 2008 4R 1 H A2 A 4R G B R B, IS A
M AT RUE G AR W AT AT AR R, TR E R
JE B U i AR DG XAl i 7 TTREARY

(2) #8YZm, 1%, CSR WEITAH B T4
M ARECE L A £5, (46208 W 55 530 (Wang &
Qian, 2011; Wei et al., 2017; Wong et al.,
2018) . FRIEDASHE (Zhang et al., 2014) . /b
BIZERAS (Gong et al., 2018; Ye & Zhang, 2011)
FFF REBIR WU (Jia & Zhang, 2018), K,
CSR MJEATIAAT BT Al etk ik 92 i, andié e
W55 445 i f (Qian et al., 2015; Wang et al.,
2018) . HETHIIZH A (Zhang et al., 2016) 2,

(3) AMARJZM, CSR MEITA B T2 5 i
THTAESRE (Hu et al., 2016; Shen & Benson,
2016) F1 1% & A [ ( Tourigny et al., 2019;
Zhang et al., 2014), DI RARVER TN RITH
(Tian & Robertson, 2019; Zhang et al., 2014),

3. fuhl: PEA L CSR LR TENE S
BERE

(1) wrass, B2 Y A A2 A4

45
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FZEAHSCH W20, AnSERIBUR PR, TH 9%
SCRE. ARBEAE, 5140, Tang 1 Tang (2016)
BRI, A L B AL 25 A ARG P> 2
FF 25 AH DG 3 5% il (9 75 Y A7 Sl 77 A 52 ),
Hofman % (2017) &3, BUM AL 58 7EHEDE
T CSR A b S e rh & #EE A
MER. BEAh, N2 (Zhu et al., 2014)
MBOAGIE (Wei et al., 2017) W7EIA BF
S PRI

HAZm Ay b AR s A HA S (W
et al., 2015), #4ifg )] (Bai & Chang, 2015;
Li et al., 2018) LIS 2041 ( Chen et al.,
2015; Dou et al., 2019) 4§, fillll, 7£ Chen %
(2015) MYBIFFEHT, PROREIER T S m 5 Al
WEESR A g &, BRI S0 Al T
INEALE 2 E e TR, 2l i I R R R
W R B o Al I PR BE AL

AR T A AR R A B T A
ZURINAL, Flan, Lin % (2012) &3, CSR
FAJEAT AT AR & 5% T R R RE R B 0Ek, R
PEHEH A SR 2. A, Tian F1 Robertson
(2019) KE¥, CSR B2—ANHEMALMNT S, ©
AL G T FA BN, RS
IMRFFATH

(2) JETAEE, TR E A T AR
A SCERIR DT 3 2 1 R At 2 SO AR 3R g, ol
Zheng 55 (2014) K, 78—~ 18 185 B4 2
MRS FREE T, CSR A B T4k 5 4R A 45
FHCERIFRIFCR, Jia 58 (2019) &8, #
TR AR MK, 2RSSR IE I R Rt
T E B A R ARG A, BUR

BB AR S (Wei et al., 2017) . W%

S (Kim et al., 2016; Wang et al., 2018)
DA HA A 25 4 5 s, 225 R AR 2 1
B,

PALBUZHET F, BT HREZ A
HKHIZ AN (Chen et al. , 2018; Ge & Micelotta,
2019; Qian et al. , 2015), B A W& H
PRI S AR H A S5 0 SR R R,
WNBEALSEHS (Chen et al. , 2018; Peng & Yang,
2014) . PIEBEEHD (Du et al., 2017) FIBUA X
B (Marquis & Qian, 2014; Wang & Qian,
2011) 5. MLAh, HoAth 412U a7l 25 A
(Cheung et al., 2013) ., B fE /1 (Kang &
He, 2018) , A7 %M (Duanmu et al. , 2018)
ERIROESE Y

AR JZ T B 5 AR e AR A AN
EWL, QSRR (Lietal., 2015), #h&3f
B5 iR (Tsai et al. , 2014) DIz [6 3.0 (Tian
& Robertson, 2019) %, {4, Tsai % (2014)
BT INAENE R, G A B A BRI L 3F
RIS, Ak L2 TR ST A AR U
FERYPEHEVE RIS I 2.2

M, REIFETHE CSR
REE T

CSR WIS 5L E AV T ER R EL
i, FE%H T HES s T E S,
S TR BE R S A B ST E SR 5
20T E AR S B P s SOk s SRR
RS BN Z X CSR 5 S AR S 1, Wang
Fl Tong (2020) FEHSCHE R i1 AT DU o =2
Hh [ S BER AT A0 9 CSR 92 AR AR, {E X



T EE B AL 1Y CSR ARSI R i — 25
FRE, P, ZEUUN M T EE ST CSR BFSEY
PSS Y BRSNS S N 1 R
Jia % (2012) XJF “fEBEE0FsE” Mgk, M
R 153 4 SCE R O R 1 B AL R R 1Y
CEE, IR CSR AR E L5 & (what) |

$m% 5700

2020 # % 3 #

CSR #5748 5 [E] (Y R R A (how) PARK R
WSR2 (why) =7 E A S
FRPERYSCE, BEATEIMT S8R, DI 4R R ok 5
T E SN CSR WFFE Y 2 2 S B 7 1w 71 8%
7 (WEE3),

%3 CSRARWHEBERESRRHAFTEIY

T B AL )

RO 6] 5 A

- TP X P 7 ME A R AT

e X
“wha”| B
| BEEIIRI e pgr g 0 CSR
e

Wi EtEERT RS T RIT RIS T EEE A CSR S 5
Jik

WA BA T E SR RER CSR A

ARk L/ B AR

“how” | A (Al KR

OHIEER . B, BEEsh, RXER, HEER . BOLER.
b/ d s wRIF A

QLR . A28 B EA JCHE 2 A HLGE # DL K 4 B
TESE

QMR #HEEZOMEMW, BIARIUEA, SUEEHEEM,
B N2 %

@ J2RWEFT . Wil B SR R AL 215 SR 1Y CSR Biblpe i 4y
Br, JEIdBE 2 YT ST B TR AL

TE MR/ CSR 5 HAbAR & % A e EK

“why” R
LR AL

O “HRAE" —SI AT EEEEE;
@ “BEAWIL" — T 2RRALHERE T E R
@ “HLWD" —zfE T EMRE R T S R A 2

() BEEIB R 5 by i i v [R5 BE A

A& TAE (CSR) EH g “ 4k
FERRE B T 2 1R 25 40 56 38 19 5 DA S 2 9
GRS . A SRR S IR = IR AT
H5%ME”  (Aguinis & Glavas, 2012), X—iF
SR RFATAR CSR 424t 7 — A E i Ju W
BE 7N FRAT T B AR AR v 2 R B A 2 SCAR R
PR Z X CSR AR P4 25 R oy 2 0E 47 4 ) 37
#%_ Wang Hl Juslin (2009) ¥ 351, 78 7 0
CSR HEZ 2200 T b [ SCAR Y 52, oK RE AR A b
{87 CSR T E = AR MR AT 45 & b A

KWy A-E” BREUIGER “RANEG—" 1A
RECKs o I BE R A CSR 338 2 SO ANl 4l
#4534 (the harmony approach to CSR), 58
ANAZAE- A NS E NN 8 a3 Wi 4
%%, X0, Xu 1 Yang (2010) AR5 630 {ii
E A HE T CSR WA IF %, 2
Brib =~ E ARG CSR S 4R . WE 4
BRI, Rt Se SRR, T,
A E LG Sk, BRI I R R
HaEETFEZ S CSR AANTER R NE, T

TR AT AKE T rb [ 19 55 00 P4 J7 B9 CSR A& kAT
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HFOHTE X, AR DAALAR b R R R
CSR 4R

T CSR R ST NG A Ak 2y B
TEBE AR 1 SCHE R 43 58 410 FI PG 7 6 B 1 i 3
T R ] — Se A5 & o [R5 458 A I 5 D7 =X, ) 2
Ge Fl Zhao (2017) F8ili, HEM CSR &b T
KB, 25T Bl 2 d W A0 IR 32 AT 1 £
At 2 TEAE S, PP AFEN & CSR A %
T SRR AE b AL S 5 R R I G TR Y 2K T
ebr. O EENMFHITRE;, Q2R
ZIpat AR RS B A 2 IR 5516 8 @B S
HEETH, %M BRI RN T8
M R, AR E, WAPFIRRH
Xif R I BE R A CSR R A7 K 2219 B8 A0 i o
B SE U HIVE J5 0 AR R B Al R A
PeiE CSR e A 5 — i i by o, 50 HEA
ARSI S B0 %of v [ 15 558 T CSR R 4 TR 1Y
WREERINT, Pl “F B A X A 1
) CSR S BRI AT HER MW 5T, SR AFLIRELIE |
LTk, 2RI AT R B IE R
B CSR SC R AU AR R, [RIAT, FRA1d
o7 2356 7 e W 9 0 W A 6y PR R 1 M Y
P AR T A + 4k CSR 52 B A AH S BB Y AT
e, e RO S e M R B BN, AR
Xt E CSR AR AR -E 5 B (MREAE
ME MR, 2017)

(=) i) G & gt iy i v v IR RS BE A

B BLE) CSR MRt A gy A LA T
R 14 P A 7 R R 7 R ok R AR ML
B, e AR, Wei % (2017) H I
IHEEMEAE Al BB 54T 5 A A S iy h A
AR, R, BUM R GE T OGR4 I
BT

(Sheng et al., 2011), BRGNS
PRALHEAVFAT | BORAMG . Bl g 1l
FHAHAB G, &b E L CSR Ml 380
HE AR B, Marquis 2 (2017) %
TR I K H R b R P R A, e B b R
CSR 5 B A 25 74 75 B Al 119 Ji PR 7 T 55 1) OIS
Pl #5Z, CSR A [E (9 7% dbh T LLp el
— Pz E Z 2R R (state ~mediated
globalization) , FHXII T, 7E—LL g HALEARHY
WHoEH, HEUE BSOS B AR Ry T ARG 4
WAt THER P28 & (W et al., 2015), {H
HEEMESE I AL e 50 & X, &a
% 18 EAL G A xt T SUR L Bs , DR
SELAER 5 7 b E B R P IOC R

eV AR 7 10, Wang 55 (2018) 4351
W R A Ay < S0 PR A
Bl 5 Al A 2% T AR B 22 8] 1 9 1 LR,
— LA BAR B IS IR RS Sk
Xt F Al AL 2 FEAT RS, R0 AR S —A
oA, IR AN S E SO ARE Y BLR
S (Li et al., 2015) , fifi AR o [ 48 2
I BV T B A, o2 o [ Ao R AT R Ml 2
SRAIE ARG, 288 b [ % 52 SCfk iy BB AR AR
AERE & CSR BF 5T 1% Bi Ak 0 8 2 07 ], 53 Ak,
Zheng 55 (2014) B4+ 23 J W XSRS Aol 4+t
ST ARSI AR R, MR T “%
" A E A SRR RE 1 5 4% CSR 15 3l
WARALER, XA, Marquis A1 Qian (2014) ¥
“BOARIRAT VR R b E 4l B 8 CSR iR
FhE A R, R, BUAIRA
PR PR ERL, —RERIEMEIRA (&
AN W W) B REIEFRERA
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AR h R R AT SR SR
CSR 17 4 AR H]

AL, BA RS IS B AL RAE R CSR BFFTAE
MGG ZR A A A BORA o [ R 5 1
AR IR AR R, WBOAOCHE | BB SIS,
SEAE LA FOREAR OGS i — DR Al ik, O
IR BRI S EIPLE, E40 Wang
Fl Tong (2020) Fromidny, AT EHE—H
PRIT 2 ICI o & W (B 1 54 T4k CSR 47K

SR, SR R AT B e« URIZ 3,
B G R B AETEAR I 5 Ak i sh B 5 0L, X
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