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(1. PR 2 Bk R TRy BB, 14 2RI 430079 ;
2. AP R RS A A B L I 430074)

AERE: A X TR ST EMIFR 2 RE T M EEHLT 4l O CSR (A4l 4t
SUHUE) 7 IFEHREHL AL BEE T CSR & S B2 2 0 S T 52, ZEE A 2 58 anfar fi CSR” [ (]
L, (HISEH R ALK CSR AT MPE R fEHLA SR T R 257, vl BEHR E0H 9% & M &8, fE WL
“EEL?JH*E o RS R FHEM SIS, WNIH S E RSN &, ST IHRBESSUEN 5 T f&
BUF 1 24 A lh CSR B SR (1. B AN g i R &R . A9 & B, CSR V‘Eﬁﬁml&@aﬁ Xf
TH 2B W K B EAT IE s, Forp i 28 E MR th A E R, CSR Iy sl R E . FsR 4hiesh 72
THA CSR Be F ™ i e e & 05 T BT, RIS, % A LR X g J) AN @Zﬁiﬂéﬁqﬂlﬁmumm
WL AL e fe M2 ” A — e B M (S SRR 5
SR P G E G ; CSR DTECEE 5 1 2% %7 5€ ; CSR [ 51
RESES . F270 CEIRERL:A XEHE:1002—5766(2017)08—0116—17

—.3l=

PEPIAR, B ramAa” = B RIENL A5 O e LR R R Ak S R TR R BRI RS
Bl 65 TR AN , LA ML i B A Mk #1255 4T ( Corporate Social Responsibility , CSR ) 45 4% 4 155 /8 3R
WX P 2 B BT o A TS0, A4k T A8 52 75 % S 3K ) ((Kehagias 45,2009 5 i 5 53 45,2012 ) o 40" = 3R
e A v A S5 2 U DA W 5t A A R B A W A i JRE 45 5 T K 4k 25 SR AT T 8, (KA fE ML i 2 TLAR AT
AR — (R B R AL UL 2 S0 A S CSR TG g, Al 28 3 D O B R
iy, E’Fﬁ/\jﬁﬂFﬁi TG ERIEAR I . WEZ UL, L RIFER A T CSR SR ST el E 52, (I 2 &
A R 2 LU M, T P DU 2 155

EAREGIER, i FAEHL T AL CSR B RIS I A —E 19 BIAH S5 R, 211 28 TF A e
w] A B AT, AR B R 52 1055 71 T e 1 B AH S 9 25 SR ( Sonenshein , 2005 ) , #F 17 “ 5525 il 03X ANY
b Z A 2 FINER, R, s 7 H S CSR AR ME . fa AL B9 CSR™ anduf i Ak ik 155 i
) T A
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AZFHAEIE o e

YA CSR 1 BB AF T8t e B, S48 22 85057 38 DN B0 o i, o155 R SR M U 45 )y SR 119 55 T i 3
Pl——r B AT Ul CSR MBIl b 9 & i ST ( Godfrey 45,2009 ; A2 1145, 2014 ) , {H
J2 AT AR B O BEALH A SE PR ACR (Wagner 45,2009 ; Fassin & Buelens,2011) o #R73"# & ti4@ i , 1 9%
T fEALA HOEH CSR i 25457, 2 A & 3 LK 5l (Mohr & Webb,2005 ) 7 1] )i #) 5 B ity J 07 368
AFEATH (Smith & Stodghill , 1994 ) , £ 2= A4 P EFR A M T ARZ CSR G 8l (B I2FR Hoxfi 3 B oK El
A A B I7 AT, IF R 7 Az H T 5 FR A RCR A ] (Carroll, 1995 ; Doane, 2005 ) o 24K, fEHL T Al 5k
PR AR U (EAES MR CSRABSBOR ) 1Y OCHE PR R 218 2 I8, T AN 2 52 bR i 4l 47 24 ( Lichtenstein
45 2004) , {HF L2 HEEZM T 9205 CSR 581 CSR 22 ] (19 X 5] ( Maak ,2008 ) , S8 B4 BF 58 50 &
BUIE T 25 B 2 PREE N CSR 52 BRACR 1952 W) ( Sonenshein , 2005 ) , Fif AT CSR 174 “ 4 N 4
7 AP T SIS . R T R J AN 4 0 v L T S AL & B B SE S5 ik JB AT CSR R B
AIAXS R, LhTH P MR B O, 4k PR BE CSR (B SEBhAIL, LS ALA b 948 52 SR ISEL i ( Givel ,2007 ;
Marinet ¢ ,2015) .,

25 b NSSBAEE J5 T A , Al 5 22 AR I AEE LU SEI) S A 401 2% % TR 5E CSR & 52 SR shpl
Al fatl Al /B CSR AN 2 SR P, A S 2 T A 2 B85, T 2 & TR B
FHR R BRI i s G AL T I 2 Al CSR 48 52 SR 1.0 AL ( Homburg ,2013) 5 5200 X 2, A
EXTIA CSR HUE N i G HUE TSI 5 35 , [RIINF , to X8 3 O RUE 2058, 3 7MY 28 [ S B A 5
FIRATE I o R R T i A e PR i Je B By v [ Al R U8, ey R K 48 52 S LB 2 B 1 K
AR TR

g7 1) 7]

L =i B fapL g =

“FEHL S Herman (1969) fe 562 Y, Siomkos & Kurzbard (1994 ) ¥4 Hoiz F 275 A5 U, I8 i M
FAEHLAIRE T 7 i B IO SO 2 AR A i R A S M SR 32 B 2 AR RE A3 3 TR
F—FOAE . B A SO S AEHLA QR RRAE : (1) il & A A 77 i A7 7E SR B 5T BB A7 AE B s
IR () [F RS R Z MR IE M e ; (3) Xk B A B K1 fa 3% 4 ( Dawar & Pillutta, 2000 ; 75 1E
&: 2007) .

7 fn A G RA JE PAE 5 TR — Rz s o () FE s ), P B ORI 5, a0 2 7 %
BAF A R RRAR 50 A5 Y A BEAS AL, I 23 4552 07 7 il ) R 4 10 2 4R i (Kabak & Siomkos 1991 ; Siom-
kos & Kabak, 1994 ) ; LA K AB 52 M (ORI, 4n{5 B EAE 5 ( Coombs ,2002,2007 ) \FhREHEE S ( Dawar & Pillut-
1a,2000 ; £ ¢ £ 55,2006 ) FIE LB (Xie & Peng,2009) 45, Horb, 15 et A8 52 18 IEa aod 2% 07 =X (4niE
kKA L CSR 45) BB SN AR 2R O Y R TE S (Jolly & Mowen, 1985 ; Tomlison, 2004 ) , {H2225 4]
X2 TR W 9 1 ) R I AR — O AT, AR S 0 R 2R S0 9 38O BEML RIS A i — 22 3859 (Kim 45,2004 )

2. CSR &4 S W X 2 5 (/52 i)

FEFSCHRLEE , A< SCF CSR ORI XS 28 5 1 VE FILER /30 LU DU 58— T S B XU o 7= A
fEHLF Al CSR Ty 5 25 52 i) 14 3% 2 X XUBS: A9 8, CSR 7y o K, JER i1 JXUS: 42 /) ( Vaassilikopoulou 4,
2009) . 55, Ak S IR I o A S A AR B, CSR AT R 77 SURB I ST 2 XAl i U 4 1
VR, b 26540 W 8 T me R CRAAMESE ,2015) o 25 = I 351, CSR A F T B #HH L0457t
Horp (FEATE =071 AL R T A5 4k 2855 (Michel & Pamela,2010) . 5509, 6 2% #5170 £
P ESEHLG , CSR Y838 J5 2RI W 09 15 2 A% R U5 58 52 14 28 3 09 0T R0 7 o W) 3K 2 B ( Vassiliko-
poulou %% ,2011) ,

Zi b S 2060 CSR B WS AL 7= S A5 % fa ML 7= Az 0 1B 1 4, A Aol B2 43 19 2 BEAN A
CSR” By # . PR L A WF5E T CSR B M I 30K W AR T 8 18, 8 43 WF 58 4, FLvT BE U & TH
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B F B SRS 2“3 A3 R #5161 4551 (Doane , 2005 ), {ELI A7 — 25 st g mig PR R A2 it O =X (B0
4% 2014 ; Ting & Chen,2015) ,

3. JH B IEE

TH B R BE e — PR N, 48 AR B AN {5 AT A0 5T S8 Ak A (i 3 5k AN s AL IR — F 4 17] ( Boush 4%,
1994 ; Elving,2013) , Fifi %5 4 S 3 38015 52 (4 AN [R] T A= AN [) A2 B2 (9 A HURI AT A e iz ( Mohret 45,1998 5 Fore-
hand & Grier,2002) . {4 2% # 4 5 %F 2 2 A TTHAF B EL S LR A AT 915 I 09 )L Bh AL A PR SE ( Boush
85,1994 o MCHIFFRRHE BT L RAE T B A% 15 2RI IR SRS I 18 , 22 1 BUAE T 5 4000t 15 il
RORMIE . AL M BEM LI 2 27 25T SR 32 A ML AT S 5 I 09 J5L 46 ShATL , 5 5k U PR S804 T At AR iy
XF Al 45 #1724 (Lange & Washburn,2012) o By T4l A5 L 09 B0 2352 30 2000 4 58 1 ELHEE W, 1T X 1L
A PREE 22 R I 2 TR AEI T, PRI, AR SC F 22 BFGE T 2 X AT R s LI R BE

bR b Al CSR AT R85 5y 52 BT e 109 5T 5 , HAR RCPE A I 28 e T2 5 sl 17 0 T 52 0 T AS 2
PR IE H 20 ( Baumeister 55,2001 , BRI, 15 2% 25 6 HTE A O LR 2 CSR RS R AT PR, 4 2 e
PR SEHUEEE T /Y CSR SR Sy o] 47 2067 T8 155 28 , 40407 % ik 25 S TR AIF 50 % 77 2R A ( Skarmeas & Leonidou,
2013) o PRI, AR SCRETH 25 PRSE DA TH 2 CSR B BRI SR 85 R R TG HLE B2 T CSR B A S ms X HeRy
S AL

4. CSR &5 SR i DL L B2

CSR DR R8T i S At o il slirt 2535 L Z [ G UL IE , 8 4l CSR A7 S0k 55 G &R,
LG A Bl A 7 T HOR R A A ST Y A UM (Simmons & Beckerolsen, 2013 ; Du 45,2007 ) ,
JETH B ORI YA SR 22 18] 3K 2 (Robinson 45,2012) o CSR VC T BE XS 11 25 OS2 MR A0 45 - 25— T 90
KA. 47 9% AR CSR S OCHRME R I, 2 DA A Aol B9 375 B 28 24 1, R 7 20 4l 380 Bt ) 285 B A
I (Till & Busler,2000) . 25—, i 2% E NI, 24 CSR G 3l AT 9% 5 80 20 i+ k2 00 (00 01 48 v B DL
BCE , 1 22 © AT BN 4 Al 25 25 5 4232 Aol CSR 472, A A CSR 52 BRABOR 25 B 4 (Fiske & Taylor,
1991 ; Becker 45,2006 . 55 =, {9 F(H 1T, q4lb S VEACEE 1Y CSR S BRI FRAE HI BT, BE i 12 71 2 35 19 $ 48]
IR, s T B 1) Al T S AL, S A XA Ml R it B AN S P DA R T 4 1 ) 3K 25 B ( Brown: & Da-
cin, 1997 ;Erdem & Swait,1999) , #H/Z , 4 CSR 17 4y P S B0 i) D FC B2 1717 5 71 2l 2 U AN — S, X 28580
PARMERIA , HUBIRCR L 2E (Forehand & Grier,2002) o 33X BN —BU4 25 5 BOH 988 X5 lk E A7 AV
LM B HAT R Bl T AR S 47y (Boush 45,1994 ) Sz, CSR VG FE B2 21 27 I 3K a2 1) 5
M A58 B 5, AELZE 7™ S 3 AE AL A RRAR G 55 T, CSR DG e B 25 Ann] & #54E H id A1 REIR AR 5T .
I, R SOREVEIE B2 AR S CSR B 52 56 W 14 2 SR B, PR O T 2l 255 g S 20 B 52 v ok 2 o 180 BB ) 5
MR

= EPEMERIE

1. By LAl

AL FZHTIHFEIIS . AT IR R AR S e EHERT, AR5 A D H S A i@
A RS B B O B 53 AT 03X e TR R T E 19 5 B2 IH A (Kelley & Michela, 1980 ; Lange &
Washburn,2012) , ELAK 7 WAL 46 - 57—, MR 40 3 04 & A 1 it IR 43 B 288 2 P 585 1) R 970 358 3¢ 1] ( Schmiitt &
Branscombe ,2002 ) &5 = ARHEMATT R W) R — 0 IH BT WA SR s sh AL, R O shHLR A s L. 25 1, A
SCH FERLERE T S BB Al A7 05 R R Al N IR 55 LA A 2 IR 45 Sl AL, BRI ) 32 SCRTR i 3= S
Al R IR 55 S AL I 9 2 Al A B BV TE AR £ , 17172 2L AR 5 2 AL 5 81 £ M AP ERHEAA 14 98 7E 1] 45 ( Barone
4,2000 ; Forehand & Grier,2002) , R 254 2sARSE A AL M AR (4 CSR A7 R 77 AL BKR B X674l CSR
1 R EALEEA T B T Aol 2 T FLO s Q& M, BRI ST A R Zh AL, 3 2 i 28 35 1) i
VERIZEARSEAL , FEAR Aol A5 2545 2K (Koehn & Ueng,2010 ;7% 55 5845 ,2012) (A 2 3L
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2. W AR

(1) CSR PEFCRE S5 2 WK s o A BE T A B , Aol CSR 3% 30 5 HAZ Ol 55 DL FE BE 55 s I 9
P HE A A BE I 8L CSR, ZEGIR IR 1/ FI R X 4l ™ A2 IE T P4 ( Trimble & Rifon, 2006 ) , 7 B4
M AE 7 b A FE S AL A R TR R . DT B DA RN A AR B e, Y CSR DR TC BE B e I, T 9 3 O R
CSR AR OCAR B AT IR ARG 40 L AL 3] (Mackenzie & Spreng, 1992) , B2 7 A= 85 w8 2 B 4 i R VA (3210
2 VHIHE,2014) o 24 CSR DCRCEERRARIT , A AU R PP A G 7 B9 TRAL AU RIS £ SRR 40 T iX
R RPRT AN B TA RN oK 7T BB 2 5 B0 2 B R HAT I shbil, 7 AR SO P4 o DT 28 3 o 7 1) A B Ok
A, RAHBE A I N CSR 3 3l B2 0, A2 A TR0 1 (Nan & Heo,2007) . PRI, A SCHE
P E LA A CSRAB S SIS 5 Al A% Ol 55 B VC BC AR B2 53247 e FIARR I A 7K, 2t an R A

H, 7= E AL, mVCEL CSR 85 SR L i 11 9 5 A K R

Hy, 7= i ESEHL T fIRVCEC CSR &5 S m R TH 9% 5 I K 7 I

(2) BB TP A EH] . C T CSR S5 R BY T o0 by, 27 & 4y CSR DR C B2 Bk &y, A B 11 9%
INRE ML Tl P o 13T X5 %Mk B8 01 B3 A, 1 2 2 S 4l 9 CSR 3 3 23 S 237l R 85 v 1) 4 )
(Menon & Kahn,2003 ; Hoeffier & Keller,2002 ) , i 7 A= 55 1E TR PRI , T 2 840 ) 0 AT S DA BTy
W2 FMBEI LN DA O SIAIL, WD BE . 2557 RS AL AR I A b B T T A [0, B T HAZ Ol 55
(T, AR 5 Al 55 s BEAH DG TEATAT O, Sy 22 Wi R A2 00 0 35 AL T R 5k A, T8 98 3 R A A
R VR R T A KR (R SRS S ML, LN ARXS T A SR v e O T IR A S A = R R
105 52 A AR5 B 4 ] AR N 5T LY

M\ CSR =S ME A BE 3 A7 , BT 9 25 150 AR B, v ZK P DETE BE 2 B T 2 X i b 5 R 25 B2, TR SRt
AR A M ) ¢ B6 % B2 W 12 U0 2 538 19 ( Aaker, 1990 ; Keller & Aaker,1992;Till & Busler,2000) . fE7~
i ESEHLH, ALY CSR 472 5 30 B HR R B = BEAR DG, i & T 3020 CSR 472, IH 2 # A Al
SRR R AL 22 DA, BB ) THE AL S HLE P TR 3 L ( Ting & Chen,2015) , CSR 47 4y 1F T AL
SR Dl 0T fE LA Ml %) 67 TR, Y/ PR BE o T AR DG T 32 1 A A O SRR T R 5 =2 i ) FARL R A AT
NANTR], EOHE B AR A, AT AR XS CSR S ERSNHILAY MA%E ( Parguel 45 ,2011) , BT “ Al fh3%”
(ENG (Wagner 45,2009 ; BI04, 2017) o PRIt , 767 i F fe LI B , AIRDCC BEAT 2 25 Lk ARy Sz iy =X
CSR, XA 1T 2ot 1 T 1Y) CSR AT S 400 1 A7 PR, T 2 Bt ) TR R R TR shbl. ST 9% %)
CSR 17889 H B 7= A IR B I, S FRAR 5] 72 5 B9 W 32 2 I ( Forehand & Grier, 2003 ; Menon & Kahn,2003)
PR , A SR T ik

H,, . P2 FSEHLT , = VLT CSR B 52 SRS 23U /D1 9 5 PR BE , S v T 2 B I SK B

H,, P2 i fEHL T AIRVCHAC CSR 852 SR M 2314 fInvH 2% 5 MABE , BRAIRTH 2 4 W SE B

(3)CSR Jrsmyi Ve o I TAMERREE I 21224k, 4l 75 AW g CSR 472 (Handelman & Arnold,
1999) il B2 FnAT Ry 5712 B9t 2s BTG PR 4 — B, AR UG 1 (Suchman , 1995 ) 1 CSR Jy 52 2 4l 52
A2 G vk M B v 7R B EE R R (Ting & Chen, 2015) , EHUE XA 25 CSR I E] A9 4 ( Van-
hamme & Grobben,2009) . 7EFEHVIRA T, 1H 2 & SR 45— 2 A lb it 25 9 R B W PEAN 4ol S K BLAE (9 47
Mo AT CSR Py 50 2 A I SR B Al i 5, ISR CSR A ll B 25 B A A 25 AH DG 15 AT
F3ELF (Vanhamme & Grobben 2009 ) , X F A7 A4 Ay Ml A5 FH o8 B ASE A0 R fi 25 4k 25 B, AN 254
™ H 1 P 5 ( Ashforth & Gibbs, 19905 Suchman, 1995 ) o A3 15, 25 Al & Az 7 it 43 3 SE HLIN , 38 5
CSR 4 [m] 7525 ( Varadarajan & Menon, 1988 ) M i S 30-& 1L A9 H 45 ( Bridoux & Stoelhorst,2014) , T ] CSR
T3 525 Ry Al v AR 22 B i, B %5 ) AR A5 9% 5 1 350 f# ( Coombs & Holladay, 2002 ; Dawar & Pillutla,
2000) .

A AR TT e (9 2 = DC O RS CSR ATy, X 670 T SR AT 21 AE RN SRR, T 2% 28 % il 7E A& ML o 67 T /R
IR B , 7RI RON VR FIT , # Aoll 1y ves DC C A 72 B8 22 05 BT R sh AL R A R 2 shibil, i e 9
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CSR [y s 4l AE e L2 S T JR VT P B2 A IR ) CSR A 52 S Mg ik, 91 9% 3 (1) TF-aA b 4inoll HU 5 CSR HAAE
CHREE A B R EAE ST IR G I AE S A PR REAS A £ ( Broni 25,2013, X R AEY AT 22
BN R —FERAEAT 0 TH BB W TR HR DO R S 3L, R, A SR HE A R -

H, A T HA B CSR Py s i gill, 767 S i G AL T, Al R S 05w DU BCRE ) CSR 252 SR
i, HAT R CSR 7 s i Al 23 il 9 B TR B

Hy, AR FHA B CSR P s iy Al 767 b A5 FE AL, Al R B FAHRILBC L CSR 252 5w
i, HAT R CSR by s i Al 28 iy 2 TR B

(4)CSR i 542 E W EE . A2E KA S5 CSR I 0 A9 I E) K S8 DU Aol J2: 805X CSR 47
ik N CSR A7 (Rim & Song,2013) o AR IH K BEIE , T 2 & (1] T4 Al A9 1) CSR 47 B2 1A
PRSI, TR Al ) CSR A7 S A Tl A B IR 55 sh L el 2 S AL ( Ellen 45,2006) o #1R—
FAN B FE 2 IR 55 fO 28 24F B A H R R 7S H Z N A T R B O BE L 2 AR (R
A — > ELI A HUSCE ) O ( Drumwright , 1996) o [, 74 9% 220K BoA R 40 CSR By sz A4k 90 A 9 st i
T A= 5 22 14 6 TR R SE ( D 25 ,2007)

A S E G NS, Al BN GRS AL 20 5k P LUBAS TH 23 B9 38 (Ting & Chen,2015) .
117 CSR {5 20y ) AR 1A]J< A U2 A B Al A 2 45 VA 1 9 248 B8 ( Handelman & Arnold ,1999) . Bhattaeharya &
Sen (2004 ) Ay, )7 ORI B R RO — H AA B AL ST A ] . KR CSR Ay IoR I E AT
A g A OCHE IR HLRAS B 2 {5 AR A/ ( Vanhamme & Grobben,2009) o AL, ASSCH HY U0 B -

Hy, 7 EREALT , HAT K] CSR Jy s A9 Al ssl /91 9 PR BE , 388 i T 2 5 M SR R M

Hy, 7B EHLT , BAT R CSR Jy s 5 lb S g PR JBE , B MR 2 I SR T M

LR b AR IARSCRYRERL, np 1R -

CSREFH

| csrig sempumpy | WpREE [ WBELRE |

E1 WRER
BORBR IR : A S

M. #3—:CSR & E KBS LA EX M B ER M

1. FSEE;

R T B v ) A R AR SERG AT T/ INVEEAS B U . IR BRIV L ) o 4 O XL 3
R 100 fy )4 , A R0)AS 84 oy, FEA T BYE N 53, 13% BN 44 ; AR F 242 e 20 ~ 30 %7, i B
68.5% ,2# I AR FAR N £, 5 BB 73. 3% o ASSEIR AR INME R F B R A A8 IE A H R B ¢ &R L
CITC 1 Cronbach’ s o fH, iz H SPSS 21. 0 S i1 # 4 #47 #: /. Cronbach’s o Z £ 45 5 43 5 4 0. 873
0.858 F10.905, KT 0.7, &AMy CITC HH KT 0.5, A& NEE L RN a REWH KT 0.7, Ut
AH B e M R AR AR B RAT AP A IR IT Bk . A S 00 fiT FH 1 18 £ ) 45 DA BEL3E R0 S B R A T 64T THBIE, 78
—ERRE LIRS C S S RINERUE . 7o, G5 R RO 53 7 AL SPSSV 21, 0 3@ i = 43 4 Mt
F R J7 2T K A o 72 i G ML T 2% 3 M0 58 4% 4k B 1 00 o 00 0 Ak T &5 1 v KMLO [ 0. 813 >
0.7, Bartlett BRIE K6 7 (B0 524. 13, B F KR 0. 000, 5 35 M55 , 26 0 % & 32 ] LUASUA 120 #r o
ARSI o AT IR R 4> F 40 BT, R AR Y oh = AR R (RS A B R Bk, 9t s
P K7 25 0307 I i, 5 SRR WY, 18 IR AN 80k 3, 18 dr SR A v i) = A8 i — — X g, i W%
R EA BT S
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2. IER s

WFFE H Y S UERFTERRL Y R0, BITEFE AL 5 T Al A [R] DRFC B2 1) CSR 8 52 S W 5 1o 1 2% 5 V1 B
XFHAT A RIERR LG . A SCIT T CSR PERCEE (/1% ) 2041 (Alcaniz,2010) , CSR Jy 42 (K/ %) ( Van-
hamme & Grobben,2009) 4320 . WFSEXTZR I CSR A — & KM T ROREA . JRIRIT 28 B FIZ T Wi, 2
b EEAE RS R B TR E R (S B SR 22 ) s T LRI A RE WF 584 & MBA
PO T FLAE 276 R4 IR ICAUR 4 , e A AL R 0 237 4y, A 303K 85. 9% o Hor, Bk Ll
H 46. 8% AR R TTE 20 ~35 %,

(1) 528 ieit o TERIEC IR b A SO I JUAE 7 05 3 SE LR AT T BB A28 — R A mlh ™ i
(AN =505 ) 5 — 2™ it RV RE (TR RBULBEAR ) o DA% P A ol ™ it TPt i R 200 B A~ N > 15 B
G BPE T, AR SORE [ REULBEAR " A SE R R A o 7R SC S0 S e b AR SO LA A 28 = LI/
PSRRI R s . Horh A AR SR OB AR 1) — LB R Al Ay 6 AR 0 T B, [
N T REGAY A B T 37 B SRR A R M, S HAR A T AR

S R =ANER Sy o BT, A AR i O E SE LR BTN S, BB B A 2 R]LE AR 2% K
o E ()RR AR A BRI A A 22 44 40 BE AR ST I o LUK, K sl BB AL 0 D DU 20, 18] 527 i S LS 1) Al A
[FlfY CSR 1& sk kL, Horr, CSR DLRECEERRL 32 X HIFE T CSR DLECEE S 2H (A AR BU LB Z 2R R
Wk, Ik 5 NG A" B A 2215 3l ) s CSR DERAC EEARA (A 28 Rl B A S B AR 0l OF Al T 1 g
WAE - SRUFRE T AR IEE)) o CSR PSR I X AITE T A 2 E A CSR Sl i [l (4 J, AR 4 Van-
hamme & Grobben (2009 ) FHF5E , 4 10 4 K LA EBE I CSR I s, 1 4E K LA %L CSR s 4 Bl e
WG TE AR P 28 3 68 (Skarmeas & Leonidou,2013) WL EAYR 4R, &), SRRt AT
SR R A XS A A F] CSR SRR VT e BE AP 5 35 B0t A 2 IR CSR S2ER A I TR A 3 L
Mo 5350, 09 T HEBR DA NS T R iR SE e 45 2R , 7679 5 BORMAR 73, AR SRR T sl A PE 1) A7 8% oA K
SFRIZCE R, DMRIESE g A B FRR A4

(2) RS . BRI N T R S I R4 A A A (Perdue & Summers, 1986) o 78 SO 5256
(19 237 2 B EHLATBEE) 2 (5 CSR PTAC vs. K CSR PERE) x (K CSR JJjHf vs. % CSR s )4 4, &
55, FORBOAX A S fE UG A Ak i CSR 47 5 4% 00l 55 UG IE B2 /Y 18] AT [0] 24, 75N R, B %)
CSR VEPCBEFFA 7445 o ARSI R IS, FEAR T RS I0 1 J7 1 90 U, &5 A 3R W1, i CSR DE g 4 v 31 2% 35 S
% CSR VCHCRE (M, =5.711,8D =0.8765) (F =16. 462, P <0. 01 ) % i % & Tk CSR VC ¢ 26 4 2 %
JEANF B CSR PERACEE (M =3.925,8D =1.2067) . #4 , BRI A gl M A AR 215 CSR i 3l i) [H]
R Y )], S — AT, Xt CSR DD S A7 445 0 AR SCR MM ARA T A 360 49 07 i 3k, 45 2R 2 K
CSR JJj s 20 v i 2% 2% B 2 i CSR i (M =5.66,SD =1.041) (F=84.284,P<0.01) EREHT
i CSR S22 v i 3 5 O S CSR Prs (Mg =1.26,5D =0.481) o [N, SLH A B A3k 51 T
U .

(3) ek, (D i 9 VRBE R T BN A 30 o AR S R T v/ 8B AG B P e Hh PR AR U A i o 35—
A K [ A8 e (CSR PERCEE ) X PR A8tk (I 25 W SK BB ) RS20 5 26 20 A 0 F 78 4 ( CSR DERCEE) Xof
AR (I T VREE) RS2 5 5 =20, IRl I AG 96 1 728 i (CSR DECBE ) v A A2 6 (31 9% 5 PR BE ) X [H A8
(P H MK R BRI

55—, CSR DLACEE 511 2 & WL BRI 5087 . 3R 1 I3 2 R 1 CSR VR 51H 2 K B 2
Al BT 2R . MRS 1 Al LAFE Y, B PE R KON 0. 000 <0. 05, B MR A LS 38R By . 2 1w,
£ CSR VEREE (X) X1 2% W S 2 (V) BYRZ R rf, CSR VR R B i >0, 35k 240k 0. 000 <0. 05, i
W] CSR DT EE IF ) 20 1 2 MK B I, R CSR DG P B2 v, 1 9% 2 A 3K 3 B 5 S 2, CSR DR iE i b
G, 11 21 Ml S R S AR
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FAEHLT CSR M I I 2 X0 ) 3K 3 B 1) 2 )

*1 CSR L ExTiE #EMITEENHHHEECE
- ) T [m] 5 5% 22
PR R R Ve bt Gt A B (H
WEE | FANE A& 1 A 2 BE
1 . 498 . 248 . 245 1. 1680
. 248 77. 673 1 235 . 000
TERL R AR Y A< SCEE BT R AT
x2 CSRLEEFEREMIEENH IR
F N P ATTIE Y G I A A ET S Y '
i) T e ks
" 5| b P ff %r
| (E¥oT) | 1.320 .276 108 4.779 . 000
X . 485 . 055 8.813 . 000

BORER R AR5 A SR 73 3145

St

55—, CSR VLRCREE S5iH 9 R GER [T 400 . 26 3 N 4 /R T CSR VLD BE 51 9 34 PR 5 04 [0 U3 434
i, MR 3 ATLIAE N, BEMERECH 0. 000 <0. 05, BRI A& BOR R, R4 o, 78 CSR UL
JFE (X)) X582 8 MBE (M) 520 v CSR DERCEE Y B {H <0, i 1 R &k 0.000 <0. 05, #36H] CSR LD i
B A 2 A&, B CSR Eﬂﬂftm,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ’ﬁzftﬁ 2., CSR VL B2 ARAIK , T 2% # P BE
AR . 25 b Rk H iR H,, R 5658

=3 CSR LA EITEHBERRNHMAERCE
- ) . [m 5% 2% it AE sl
A ? HIE RY PN -
# 8 K R MObSEDR | A | F AsEhiE A HE1 A 2 T
1 425 . 180 177 1. 2206 . 180 51.672 1 235 . 000
PERLA IR MR IR A T R S M 3RS
x4 CSR T FE 3l B MR Mmoo i R 5
e SR AL UEES S Frfifb a1 2 %L
— L r o
= B |t R f et
(BB | 6.250 .289 21. 661 .000
1 —. 425
X —. 414 . 058 -17.188 . 000
FEREI TR AR YA A SRR A RS

=L IHBE MR TP

ROV . RS AT LAE i, A 2% 5 I BE fm
R R B M R BUTI/INT 0. 05, B CSR DR E B2 X ) 3K 5 J 9 1 1] sE i MOOR A A, S 3, T 2 5 PR S 02
CSR VURCHE 5591 2 5 WAL R I Z IR B3R o vh A o RIS DEIE CSR A7 R 230/ 2 35 IR BE , 418 i 1 9 4 I SR 7

J&i , CSR VU g & X 78 3% & e 3K

T2, s Ho, K50 3 s IRV AC CSR A7 R &GNy 2% 4 MR B8, WA 2% 2 S B R, Bk Hy R Bilad . 28 1
FITIR 1 3% 5 TR BE B9 TR FHABCAEAS: 56 38 1ok
%5 CSR L EF I B ERE M HEENIEENZMEL
ERIRIACTEES G Pl [l )= 2 5L
| — T TE=
s B | e B E At
(C¥%om) | 3.514 . 446 7. 886 . 000
1 . 349
X . 340 . 057 5. 998 . 000
M -.351 . 058 -.351 -6.033 . 000

ORI RS A SR 737 37
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X 2R 200 wew

) CSR Jy A IR RN S o FIAZ B CSR DRBCRE (1 vs. ) A1 225 CSR P (G vs. Ji) 49953
SRARRE, A (I B PR BE) R DR A (T 2R SRR D RSt I, SR AT ANOVA 347 R A 5634
TN o RS A AT 2255 UM EAT ANOVA MM BRI A 1R, BT L, o o Bl b AT IR S Al K 9 B Oy
LFFURNERR . FEREA K - S Kb, 2% i 3K F P >0.05 i, 4532 SRR %, BRI S IE A4 M. ngk 6
P73 AT 1 B VR BE R 2 W K R IS A AR S B0 B, /\ A PP 38Ky 0. 05, B b, il & 1T

6 HEENRMEEUIERFENHT
415 TH 2 I GE TH T K R R
. N HfH 2.878 5.108
'%%E E_JL;QOU)??‘ ESIER bR 8893 7254
) XA, P 1B .338 .108
U s e i 4.209 3.585
'%%f E_%?gb)??‘ ESIER b 1.0503 1.0272
) WAL P fi] 459 1259
(EPCRL K A 5K ¥ 4.577 3.487
C(N=56) ' bR 1. 1450 1. 1266
XA, P {8 . 380 .705
(PR A B K ¥ 5.344 2.484
C(N=62) ' bR L9153 L9131
WU P .218 .362

GORBR IR  ARE A S 07 3

T ZEFFUAMERL S, 2 K P >0. 05 I, #5232 IR, RIS ALEATT 254530 . 706 vh A2 B 2
H VBRI DR 75 e 31 2 % W SE 7 JEEAT 7 22 R AR B, P, = 0.380 >0.05,P, =0.099 >0.05,P, =0.711 >
0.05,P, =0.607 >0.05, fr Lk, J5 2255 K, K iadi i, ol LAgEAT ANOVA 734t

CSR MV C FE 578 9% 5 R BEA 7 22 70 Fr .. InER 7 iz, F =64. 195, P <0. 005, 5#] CSR [jj 52 #il CSR
DCTC BE ) 58 AN .35, R® = 0. 445, P < 0. 00, 15 B A& 1T 5 A A 400 & DR B B o PRIk, CSR SR i DG i J3 7
Wi H B PR BE A AR , 32 21 CSR Dy LA FIBYREIE o R 97 8 MR BEAS B B 45 R i 7, 7y CSR DL JE B2 Y
TN, M. =2. 878 ,M,, =4.209(F =95.333,P <0.05) , A UL, 775 CSR UTHE (1555 T, K CSR J7 4 (431
B H REGEREEE W] AR T CSR Py st , B CSR Py sz 13 e MR B S , R B2 H, A3 DAITESE o AR, TEAIR
CSR VERCRE (5L T 18 9 & B855I My, =4.58 ,My; =5.34(F =46.58,P <0.01) , Al UL, G4l ™ i fis
LKA G, Al e B R VE AL EE A CSR A7 MR, A CSR By s, HAg J6 CSR 7 S A9 4ol 4 B 8 43 i 2
PREENG 4, Hy A3 BIESE . N CSR J s 315 1 PR B s BRI (A 2 i) iRl LIVE RE A ), CSR I s 7
CSR VCTHC EE X g% PRBERE M L] ke 2198 5V

*7 3 A 18] 35 2 46 6
E 3 I BF-J5 F H i ¥15 FAE B EE
BEIERLTY 193.288a 3 64. 429 64. 195 .000
e 4279. 189 1 4279.189 | 4263.640 . 000
CSR VGHLEE 118. 861 1 118. 861 118. 429 . 000
CSR i 65. 109 1 65. 109 64. 872 .000
CSR EFCLEE x CSR Jlj 52 4.715 1 4.715 4. 698 . 031
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7 A FEAHLT CSR SRS IV C RE X I 3K I 14 52 )

b3 I BISEF i A Y7 F i BE
W 233. 850 233 1. 004
Mgt 4720. 000 237
FEIE R BT 427.137 236
TE: AR : TP IREE; R = (453 (I R = . 445)
BRI AR B AR SCEE BT 3Rk A
5.5F
CSRpTH
5.0f ——0
-1
W 450
#
Z 40t
e
Bt 3.5¢-
3.0r
2.5+

CSRUCELRE

2 CSR[H%iA% CSR LE ExHEHZHERFH MM E

GO AR AR S A K 2 7

CSR TR & VCHC L 578 9 WK SR 1y 2200 o b ilge EL 2R, CSR I s 7E CSR DG e 5 X 71 2%
MEEZMAALEI AR E- o S T OREERF SR A ™8, W5 ZE it — DR CSR 7y se 7€ CSR UG JE B %o i 9% %
W S B ) FE 240 R BN AR T E A o 36 8 Bl Ab 35 SRR U, CSR [y 52 Al CSR VG L B (4 38 B A3, i 2 (F
=77.93,P <0.005) , & 1F G A R4, R® = 0. 494, P <0. 001, A]§iE ] CSR DG i B 52 1 1 9% 2 1
KRB R, 323 CSR Py AR RS20 . XHH 9% 38 W SK B B i i 25 SR s, 7675 CSRVCRCEEMTEIR T,
M, =5.11,M, =3.59(F =86.75,P <0.05) ., P, 76w CSR VLD B B 1548 T , K CSR Fy 5 Ay 114 2% % 1l 3K
BRI S TR CSR sy, BRI CSR Py st ml LI 3k Jali /1 2% 5 P B8 R 5 40k T 41 o2 7 2 4 W S8 B R, H, i
—AFVIIESE . A, ZEAR CSR DCRLEE A58 T I 2 WS B i M. =3.49 My, =2.48(F =72.74,
P<0.01), K, 76k CSR VL EEAYHESE T, %8 CSR 7 8 A 7 2 2 0 3% 7 I B AIC K CSR B s (%, B
CSR JJy 52 AT AT 28 14 0003 9% 25 VA 5 A 5 A0 i P AP T 9 38 T S8 S B, H, 3 — 2045 DIGIESE . DA CSR Iy 2y
VEFBGE R 3 5B (I 3 s ) Hhoa] LIS #6195 HY, CSR 7 52 75 CSR DT JE X6 7% 2 3 S 25 I s i pL il op
RN VER

=8 N Evdva:al ot
3 M 7Y J5 Fi i ¥17 F1{H B
MEIEAAY 213. 641a 3 71.214 77.934 . 000
R 3180. 674 1 3180.674 | 3480.825 . 000
CSR VLiE 109. 650 1 109. 650 119. 997 .000
CSR ish 94. 410 1 94. 410 103.319 .000
CSR ULELRE x CSR JJj s 4.013 1 4.013 4.392 .037
R 212.908 233 .914
Bt 3600. 063 237
R IE R T 426. 550 236

T PR SR K R = . S01(JRE R = . 494)
GERIARUR - AR A SCRHE 77 374
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CSRF ¥
5.0 ——0
-1
H
4.0t
&
£ a0k /
2.0F , .
0 1.0
CSRULELRE

B3 CSRFHEiIET CSR LEEXEHEWIEEZIMAETEE
BRI « AR AR SCR A F R 22 il

B FRAMFEIRIE CSR X E #EEE NI

5T B AR SCRERF ST — R SRR L, DA IX 5348 15 2 B2 F iy, % S 36 147 20 8] PR 730, 3k ™ il 4 3% 1
BLE A2 5, CSR Iy 52K J6 7 T 9 3 MR BE A Hh A VR R 0 9% 35 WA SE R IR 52 o sl 6 5 R 58— B F 5
XIS WY R BE F B R AR L BT X R bl R ) A, A v ORI B 5 A I A B LLVR 5 BRI T
W A AU ) 180 0y, A AR IR 159 1y, A 0 1A 88.3% o Horp, M LU h 42. 8% ; 4F iy 4R rh
1620 ~30 % .

1. Szt

H TR G — 1k MR TH IR ZEAF 5% — A AR n) L AR A A 28 w4l 5t

SRR ARG o B X s AE L AT s, W s A 2 R) LB A BT (n)
BT o LU K B A P2, Bel 32 7 i A DL S5 Ak AN [R) CSR 52 BRIy s A A s, FIATF 5% —fR ¢
— 30,08 10 4E K DL BB CSR I, 1 4RI AR s CSR DSR2l o B e o e, im0l ik 1] 24000 2 I8
BE SRR o B, X AT IS Se i iE R A X A 2 w] A= CSR A2 B 1 Bisf ) 4 5 AT
o HON AETF SRR /3, AR SCICE T8 A9 RIS (AR R B R

2. RS

WFSE A SE86 6 159 Z 9K BEHL A BC R P (K CSR Prs vs. J8 CSR Jish) b, 1ES2E0 48 dopt, Bk i
AHARFE A A 7S5 CSR 1§ s A A AY [R)8, X+ CSR 7 s b A7 845 . AR SCR S FEAR T K56 10
RIEATRIE . 4 CSR [y s 2l Ay 2% 3 B 1) () CSR i s (M, =5.52,5D =1.300) (F =29.107,P <0.01)
B 2 R T CSR Ty s 2 i 2 N E Y CSR i sl (Mg =1.31,8D =0.773) o R, SE56 48 & A5 1A
£ 1S

3. fRisk s

LS CSR s (K vs. Ji) S ar 2878 i, i A8 53 2% 3 A S8 R A1 728 o 9 2 3 W S R B Oy 3 7R
i, fR 45 Baron & Kenny (1986) A 5T, SR HI PR 3R U7 25 43 A ke A o i 92— v ) 2580000

(1) IES YL . A SEER A FHSE T84 SPSS 21. 0 i A K — S A 5 73 Hr Bl dlis J2 75 S22 IE 2843
K T ARUEREFE I , A3 0%t rh A 728 g R0 PR AR s A T AR S AU g, Ferh, PB4 Dl 0. 794 0. 25 .0. 794
0.25, #1551 0. 05, OER S A 3@ ik o 341, 43 5%t v A A8 1 R AR kA7 07 25 55 IRk 3, P AEL o7
511k 0. 129 F1 0. 415, # 53KF 0. 05, 232 i ik, RIS Ay 22830, Ir LA, 22 57 ke il ik, ] Ak
1797 255711

(2) CSR JJj S IH 9 3 WA SK B SR 52 o 3 FHERL PR 22 5 22404, 1 5B 90k CSR Iy 50 4K 20 1 2% 25 M B
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o, e A EEHLT CSR SRS T BEE X 3K R Y R

REAT BB G5 RANF 9 . 10 iR, M, =4.550, M, =4.051,F(1,158) =6.207,P =0.014 <0. 05, £
FEF BT , BAT B CSR J7 S il , 7 B 5 MR BE AR B o v o LUK, 0 UF CSR 7 s K S X i 2%

ML EAA BEm, N9 . £ 10 Fﬁ/j?,Mﬂ =3.269,M; =3.975 ,F(1,158) =13.504,P <0.005, /i
TEPE T EGHLT , A B CSR i o, 1 %35 W 3K 25 T o
*x9 HEARHENE RS T
HH 95% BA5IX[H
AR N o] RifEZE | bR ETR 1 73
AR B FrifE T TR - R VA KIH
“ 5 CSR i | 80 | 4.550 | 1.1548 | .1291 | 4.293 | 4.807 1.3 7.0
”?if KCSREY | 79 | 4051 | 1.3651 | .1536 | 3.745 | 4.356 1.7 7.0
e 159 | 4.302 | 1.2843 | .1019 | 4.101 4.503 1.3 7.0
“ 5 CSR i | 80 | 3.269 | 1.1368 | .1271 | 3.016 | 3.522 1.0 6.3
m’;'éf%‘%ﬁ KCSREY | 79 | 3.975 | 1.2820 | 1442 | 3.688 | 4.262 1.0 7.0
- kK 159 | 3.619 | 1.2581 | .0998 | 3.422 3.817 1.0 7.0
PERII VA« AR PG A SCE s Mk A5
*10 BRERESW
25 5 SEJT AR A Sy FAE BEME
‘ g | 9.912 1 9.912
”ﬁf 4y | 250.709 157 1.597 | 6.207 014
HEC | 260.621 158
g | 19.808 1 19. 808
WhE
w3 | P9 | 230.296 157 1.467 | 13.504 000
A | 250,105 158
PERIIC TR « ARG A SCE R M i A
(3) I BB REEAE CSR [y 52 X Vi 9 2 W) S 2 JE s i R iR R AR o AR S8 FHZ A0 01U 4 R 56 R T

BRFREELE CSR Iy SR 2 & W SR R M AR A o oG, S b AR 46 1 728 48 (CSR 7y o) xf PR A8 i (9
B SKLE) (PR, A BT & SR sk 11 P, o T {2 3. 675, P <0. 05, CSR [y S %91 9% 2 I 3K
FERYRZI 2, BIF9E — EBONARIE, AT T — A . U, Kl [ A2 & (CSR I ) X har A2 i (T 2 6
BE) B2, o T{E D —2.491,P =0. 014 <0. 05, 3% 3% W], CSR [ S0 2% 5 PR BE 191 1 25, B — A
AR R AR R R 2, AT NPk . fRJE, Bk F 22 (CSR Py ) A A2 o (I 98 TR EE ) X I
AR (IH 2B WS R RS2 o ISR B, ih A 22 i (T 98 PRBE) 1Y InlH R B 25, 55 4, CSR P e i
BAEAES — 2L [ A2 i X [ £ [m] U g 0. 706 , 255 =40 A A8 & /i 728 J 0 PR AZ 6t (R USR5 0. 549, 47 i
AN ABTEBAT BN R 7RSS =2 A b, [ A2 B R EUKIH 2, AT 2% PR BE 2 CSR i
T 98 W KR Z AR 3 R A o WA UL, 767 A FE AL T, HAT B CSR Iy s iyl A 3+ CSR 8 5 5k
I B P BE AR B T I, 1 2 2 A S S i, MR SE L, FRRE HL, 75 2 SR E

*F11 HBEEMIEENE TS5
S 1. CSR Fy s X iH 27 2 e d " ST
R 1:CSR Jy 52X H 2 34 ) 3K o
O] () 3.269 24. 140 . 000
CSR JJi .706 3.675 . 000
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AL TR o o

A8 2. CSR Jj b X 7 (¥ ) 4.550 32.205 . 000
MEERIIE A CSR Jlith ~.499 -2.491 .014
(HH) 4.700 13.283 . 000
AUR 3:CSR Jj s, T4 2 MR
T .54 2.957 . 004
S 24 W 3 R B CSR F5 549 % 00
T 2 5 -.315 -4.341 .000

BB« R A SCRE 37 375

N HARGIRERE

1. =R

7 it 3 TSGR B AR, R B 22 A Ml 72 5 2 5 1B 4 CSR X Rl v 1 I8 42 07 Ok R N 58 . {5
e R RE— A BRAF AT i At 25, n FAF S A KRR, T 98 5 8 2 X RE LA 1) CSR 47 R B L™ A= 4 BE
(Balmer & Bernstein 2009 ; Parguel 55,2011 ) , F 7 5 0 % 32 Al 7™ o 09 W0 3K B . A SCHRE T I PR B 38
PSR SE AR LIRS A58

(D TH BB BT AAE o ASCHAIE T A F GHLT , Alk CSR 852 5w 1) DL T B2 157 9% % 1l
SR BEIE T A O, T IH 2 PRBEAR A8 3 vh /e VE o R SORESZ W 9% 5 PR EE 9 Al CSR B S5m0 28
— RGP AR O S5 A DGR , AT R VERCEE Y CSR 47205 55— 2802 A% Ol 55 AR OGIR B T Gk, B A Ikt
BLRER CSR AT o X TR, I 9 sz B fE ML R AHE 2 RN TEAT EL0, o L H B R A AT Sy, BR AT
B VRBE ; X T J5 2, WA Al U2 HT CSR A 2 A1 ™, &0 1 [l A1 5 Beas T 7 38 AN E 94T 0 bl
S F AT R R R R AT R, 3 e e . PR fa LAl AN H Al CSR 3% 20k 92 fif H. 1 e
T AR A—TEAF IR o AN G TE T B A LD SE WA 2R R 7 R AT 2 PR BE, 43P
RIS, BE T o 7 i B

(2) CSR Jr 52 By VR ] o ASSCHRAIE T CSR 7 521 CSR 852 S DG FE J3E X0 7 2 5 MR BRI G &%, DA M
D JC 2 X T8 2 W SK IR SR o 7P i AL, T 2 R Al 24 CSR A7 A sh LRy [Rl i , TR 2%
Ak AR, CSR J7 5 Al S 30 ok 1 R B8 g 7 5 0 B A o IR CSR A Al T J v DE TR
J& CSR RSB S FNTRAMENLTZ M , 23 B2 M1 B & 04 S B0, ol HG o SRS AR AR Al A7 o i B . TEDEER
RN BIRZIR T, T 9 2 B o Aol i) iR WE CAT S VA AT R At s LA A 2 S, 9/ PR BE , Fi e I 3K
(Ting & Chen,2015) . Jo 2, JPKE CSR AR PR 5" IR A ERA AT 0, AR T A 2 AL, iR 4 %€
FERE, SIS R

(3) CSR [y s % 2 5 PR BRI MR o A SCIRUE TR fn i FSE AL, Al CSR [ 52 X VA 2 # PR BE 1Y 52
Mo = E LT, IH P Wi Al 25 CSR 3 3 (1 i [R] S 42 CSR & 52 )2 3= 2h XA 2
SRy, FEMTPPAIAT 4 LR (Rim & Song,2013) o KIHARY CSR A7 2Bk e w sh 2N i ATy, FH 08
Z 0 TR A AR SE (Du 55,2007 ) o FEIH PRI BRI YRR b, T 23 S SEA ] T4 580 CSR A7 A H I A2
SAIL, BT 2 VREE , 2RI 0 3K BB (Mohr & Webb,2005)

2. HHER

AR SCGE AL S0 L e T T 23 %t il CSR B A2 S s SR Ay O BRAIL 1) 5 52 g DXL 36, A4 A
A AEHL CSR B AEAY, 45 FAEHLA R ICE I8 ) CSR A7 R AN , FAAEE A5 «

(@R = S 11116 S 0= S B = e L e S NE B S NSRS U9 A P SN o (N R B A B I N T
D3 E SE LGRS AT RETE QLR RIG I o Al AR 7™ i o s A 2L RS [T s, 107 S i i 20 7= il B4 61 T/ R
AR — BURAESEHL, Al A AL CSR B SRS A R 2 A5G A Rean R 7 o A s S5 k™ (HIE
SR CSR SEHRSCR ) B DR 2R 211 2 & A DN R 352 , T AN 2 S B Al A7 0 (Wagner 25,2009) o Al
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o, e A EEHLT CSR SRS T BEE X 3K R Y R

AR H R CSR AT AR NAT A T 2 % s ARMELL CSR ZEfa bl i R HEA R IE BB EAE T, )ami 2= ik
H 9 B AL AT BB, LA T EANFR" o Ak NIl 7 30 B A0 BE L A5 A FE AL i UE £

505K BEZA TR RPN RGPS CSR S2E:, BT 8 PR 8, JILBE 1Y 2% 2 97 i SR A G XL
W, HAER B A 2 fahL.

(2) BEARIF 2 8 VR BE 2 CSR I SCHE N 3R o CSROBIIAEAE PR T A0 670 18 52 M 1 A S AR 3R L T 52 1
(Baumeister 55,2001) o PRt , 767 kb 05 F G HLH, 4ill. CSR B 52 5 RE 117 1l 2 14 S R A T Aol B 75 A1 o
THBRIE P8 Xt CSR 470 LA VR BE LA ph b 7™ A2 A S TR AT 0 o 18 3% 38 PR S HAT SR B0 T P A A e
(Chyllinski & Chu,2010) ,—Ej* 8 fnlh AT REAUAL FURAE LB S (19 0 e, £ 28 23 5 1R TH 2 3 0 4l BT A
7 by M S0 B S7C TR A, T Y B0 TR 1 A e SR AR 2 Al Al R R 2 5 f A Bk . I,
TR DB VB AT LR R PR 2R, T USSR IR B R A o Aalb— T T 24 AT R A 85 ) LASR AT
TP AGATE s I3 — T, R ER Ak SR, S m] BE Rl 2l 5 MR SR (9 B TR 45 2R

(3)CSR Z— P RKIpiE D), i ZHHRIZA IR ERF T CSR 1728, B 58, AMIE S S K
WIS F A Al (Ting & Song,2015) , CSR [y 52 Sy Al (45 F AR 25 RS P, 7677 5 FE ML b, 14l
SR A B e, Lk, HEA AT XA AT 4, i n] AE 237 A BR AR 191 9% 5 SN (Lange &
Washburn,2012) X Ui, {ll 7 ZEM— IR B AL CSR 4720 o FBiE7E o B XA — A BRAGAE A A 2 26
b A b T B i Fe A AT 2 DA A R B S AT R IR, SRS | 32 S B 25 Al
CSR, {8 CSR G B MRA LT fll el 68— B 23 o oA 1 Al 9 nTHp 2 4 B, AR 2506 11 23 | B3 T2 0 4
M 5T, XAt 2 FIPREE 0 5T, AU 2 Bl AR H I AT A Aol A 22 BEAT: , 20 T Bl 3 i ok B A 1] B8 R, A 7
A A THER RAHE G 4R m Al i FE LA RE )

3. WA AR

ASCABAFAE LU T AN AL 5 — , R4S CSR T S i HA ST (il H A CSR 528 ) 5 55—, R B FRIH
B PBE Z AU B ST 25 B R2 R (AN 2R B2 | SCBE DRSS ) 5 58 =, T 2 PR B ) LA i A2 2 (2
A KM 5 2 A5 BB SRS A5 ) 5 S DU AR AR ) SR R o

MAH BB R EE AL BT ST Ak CSR B BRI FEARRTEL D, Rk n] i — B4R TE LR J7 1] - 25— 4248 Al
CSR AT A SR P H BRI IR R . HFFE A S T CSR MAEE R AT A 2R A R G 52 98 3 CSR 4
B HAB SN A, 402 R 7S AR S PRI SE AT 0 T PR BE B2 M PPAN 45 0 5 ., 4x T 5 S HL P 2 B9 1
HEL o 5=, dE— P BRI S5 A BE RS 5507 ko R 558 4 UK, 1E 8 Ak B 0 1 R A5 T
FF AT A 170 P, B2 ] LORF IR IR R 1 e Al O B JB ) % P ((Tsaenko 45,2011) o %7 CSR £
BE, AT 7E LR A EAT ORI B M BE Y TH 98 e A o fc "B ™ B I AN e fE o BIL”
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The Impact of CSR Compatibility on Purchase Intention in Product Harm Crisis
——The Mediator Effect of Consumer Skepticism
FAN Shuai', TIAN Zhi-long’
(1. Zhongnan University of Economics and Law, Wuhan, Hubei, 430079, China;
2. Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan, Hubei, 430074, China)

Abstract ; Corporate social responsibility (CSR) is a popular topic in management today. More than ever be-
fore, enterprises engage in CSR initiatives to make a positive contribution to society or maintain brand image and
support their strategic goals. Especially in the study of product crisis, most scholars mainly discuss the problem
that" enterprises should do CSR or not" after the product harm crisis. Enterprises original CSR behavior and positive
impression can ease and dilute the adverse effects, and it has the insurance effect on enterprises. During the inci-
dent, the enterprise can carry out CSR activities to repair and improve the brand image. It advocates " one good
turn deserves another". But the key problem is how to do CSR and its actual effect. In fact, if the enterprise always
regards CSR activities as the panacea of crisis public relations, it is likely to incur suspicion which is one disaster
after another. Consumer skepticism refers to the tendency that consumers doubt and distrust value proposition and
motivation of enterprise. Skepticism is the focus of considerable research as a potential consumer response to adver-
tising, promotion ,and public relations. It is a kind of negative emotions and reactions of consumers, which brings
huge negative effect to the enterprise. Some scholars suggest that effective CSR strategies often depend on reducing
the negative impact rather than the accumulation of positive effects. From the perspective of consumer skepticism,
this paper explores the consumer’s psychological mechanism of the existing CSR strategies interpretation and feed-
back in the product harm crisis based on the Chinese social environment. This study divids the behavior of enterpri-
ses engaging in CSR strategies into two categories. One is associated with the product and the core business, and is
a kind behavior with high CSR compatibility. The other isn’t associated with the product and the core business or
rarely associated with it, and is a kind behavior with low CSR compatibility. Drawing on attribution theory, this
study proposes and tests a model that explains how consumer skepticism toward the CSR repair strategies and its in-
fluence on important consumer-related outcomes. More specifically, how the CSR compatibility of repair strategies
effect on the consumer attitudes and behavior during the product harm crisis. This paper fouces that effect of the
CSR history on the psychological mechanism and verifies the previous conclusion again that the effect of CSR history
on consumer behavior.

By using SPSS 21. 0, AMOS 17. 0 and other statistical software analysis, the findings of this study indicate that .
(1) the CSR compatibility of the enterprise positively affects the consumers’purchase intention after the product
harm crisis,in which the consumers doubt plays the role of some intermediary. For the high CSR compatibility be-
havior, consumers feel that the enterprise responsible for negative events,which are more willing to attribute to altru-
istic behavior,recognited the sincerity of the enterprise CSR behavior. It would have increased the consumers pur-
chase intention. For the low CSR compatibility , consumers may be perceived as coping and deception,and is the re-
active behavior of responsing to outside pressure of public opinion. Consumers are more willing to attributing to self-
ish behavior,deepen the consumer skepticism,and thereby reduce the consumer purchase intention; (2) the rela-
tionship between CSR compatibility and consumers skepticism will be negatively regulated by CSR history , which in-
fluences the consumer purchase intention. If the enterprises with long CSR history engaged in high CSR compatibili-
ty behavior in a crisis, it would reduce consumer skepticism,and then restore the consumer purchase; (3) in the
case of product harm crisis,the CSR history is positively related to the consumer’s purchase intention ,in which con-
sumers skepticism plays the role of part of the intermediary. It is a supplement to the previous CSR studies.

In the perspective of research ,most scholars studied from increasing the positive impact of CSR strategies in the
product harm crisis research related the crisis repair strategies,but the conclusion of this research suggests that how to
reduce the negative consumer perception of CSR and guides enterprises how to select the different CSR compatibility
of crisis repair strategies. In general ,this paper provides an available research perspective ( consumer skepticism) for
enterprises to manage and monitor their product harm crisis by effectively developing CSR in a transitional economy.

Key Words : product harm crisis; CSR compatibility ; consumer skepticism; CSR history
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