GEITEE 20 es7m
- ESNEFEIREHTE -

EEATHRELHARER

FTHEAR K E A F

NBERE RS HRFRE TR T A EE R RAEE" G T ARERE R AT FRRG T
M ALLH Xk Z Lo mARBORE, ARETE NSRRI G ZBIRE, FAL
R A B R AR AR N AR AR 0y A 2R L F B AR A R AR 69 % oh 208 BF 704 R
ARG EFRF A TN LKRETRAAREERF.FELRARLAFRGLS
5 5 16y VAR S AE AL R 2T AR B 0 69 SR AL A BT B #

KEIF A ERTR EE ZERE EERE

A 20 it 60 AFAUE AR IR BER B Lok AR ARG R S A5 RS R 5 T s st
P2 5 2 2 S Y 7 e (Dyer & Chu, 2000; Schoorman et al, 2007 ; Cruz & Ferndndez,2013; En-
nen et al,2015) . H WLREA SCHR AT A1, A A5 AT 7] B0 2R s — 4> 20 5T 1 Al i s 4 4R B ) 1 (5 A 7 sl AN
AR SRR FR 0 BA B M B R RRE . (E 2 RS F T R TR A BE B R BLE AR A B X By . 5 4T
AXEFRA RAGAE F R Z M S FEAX PR — 258 B 51 T 8, AR08 {5 A X FR = 15 77
TE B B0 AT AN R FR 52 e 25007 5 0 2 [0 @ e E B9 £ A AN X PR B8 iz d T AR 2 4R B — > 2 Y 27
N

SR HEWL A SCHR . B Slovie(1993) 1 2 2 A7 A A X5 PR ax — kA& LAk o S48 05 AT A X B 19 A DG A 5%
H 4f 6 5 O A SCHR i Bl = 0 H 4T 4T 09 R G PE A (Slovice, 19935 Graebner, 2009 ; £ LS, 2015) . 4l
IR AN FI T FRATDAE AR AN X FR BRI () 2 T A, A % Tt A SCHE DA B9 A R A b K ¢ TR AT A X
(9 2 A B 5T U3 40 R 55 A A X6 R 1) 7 2 e B A5 DR RE 9 A5 A AN X R 149 52 W) 2650 I F 5 LA R A5 A AS X 0k ) 0
ST = A F 8, I 4l st X IR {5 AT S X Bk SCHR AT R GE B AR V. TR AR b B R X AR OG R] A
%, A AT AN XS R BIE ASR A E T5 1] » LA R A5 AT AN X5 B 58 0 2 — 25 IR AL B A S 4%

— R A R T B R B 5

X A5 AT AN R Bk A AE A R 75 DR ) R AT R o A5 AR AN X BRI 90 1 32 kS . T B S A ST I8 B A
By 25 R ORI B ST R A S — B B A5 . B E A SCHER AT R0 A DG BIF SR AT I 45 O A B e B
“CHAFREEE A . TS AR N KT ER AT A A B A B R WA S B K ] (Slovie, 1993 5 Sie-
grist & Cvetkovich,2001) . J& B A5 AT A X3 R B A7 Ry K 2 18] 1) 75 4T 72 ) 22 5 (Graebner, 20093 De Jong &-
Dirks,2012),

(CETEERFHNEEARANREEEREFEHAR

BET5 B 5 AR R AR DS AR A X BRI AE AV B TR 301 3 Zucker (1986) XF AR FIAF AT S i35 B
BRI . WEFE R I AT S F R 67 T A L 2 o B T O T R IR AR . TR A S BETE T AT
XF AR B ANH AR B B PE O A 7 28 57— TH A A 2 RE o & B 9 A S 0, EL S| LU AR AR B B A B e Y )

» TR KR AE.ARKFIAECEFR, KD 110169, & F R4 . jl_wsq@163. com, RA&MRE . B E B KA
2B BTG KRR AASE R AR R T 8] 4 Ak 8 N R ALEE R S F LR AT R (T1472033) s B RAH A CAEH
4 ) b W 25 M ASAE R AT AR v B ) Ak 6 R E AL S EALH AT RV (IAYJAZHO80) s B R A4 HF AL ELAA AL
Tk H R A BT A A A kS EALE AR (16AZD00T), BB 2 TR+ WU FFRSEAEL . LKA G,
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Wit {5 ( Taylor,1991; Fiske, 1992) . DI 1 A S . Slovie (1993) 3 ot Xif 4% Ha 3% 25 78 3 5 48 Tl 7 1) 3 45 4%
BT 5 I T A = A T ARUAS A X B e B8 ) SRR A A A B 2 ) L I 0 T B A R R AR5 A A 7 8 R T AR
AR AT P R DR R 3 e R T T A A L RBRUAN A 10 S BT 2 S T 5 | B B R 2 O A AT B AN X R
P JE ] (asymmetry principle of trust) , 34 I 1E 2 #2 H5 A A % FR (trust asymmetry) X — &,

F KB Slovic(1993) ilF 5 K S AT A X FR & T/ AE7E » Siegrist & Cvetkovich(2001) 3 13 X &5 35 (0, 77 1 F 14
Gkt NS ) fe 5 WA & B0 T IS B SE B KU O A7 A B 2 W DAy LR B A B MM AR . X
TR ZEONARAR 3t e XU 2 B2 I LAAR S T B AR 8 X 1 B A 5 g XU 8 AT e TR, b T4 3 o
PR ] b 60 5TV AR Z R TR B X — PSR 7R T AR AR AN R PR A AR AR TR 1 R T AR AR A X AR
B1E B2/ 22 B I, T 245 T Slovic(1993) 95T . Cvetkovich et al(2002) & T Slovic(1993) [ 3256 , IF
B TS AX R FAEE . R @ a8 5 AN 3 72 A9 4H N % 11 (within-participants design) #5687 A X &
i 2B 77 BRI & B R AR AR RERE . BFFEUCR B — SR I AR S M5 A B — 5 0 B 2l (5 4 B
SR SR AT 0 1) 1 B Ay 1 ks A 0 08 5 25 5 32 SR B M B2 . B Poortinga & Pidgeon (2004) ) ff
FEABUESE RS AT ik 53 2H 0T LG S 56 43 B T 1 90 [ 2 5 A1 £ ity M 8 vh A7 A 9 A5 A 1) 8, F 9 R & 9
W25 3 Z (A W] 0 A AR AE AR AR  BE TS th 2 5 3 B8 B X I AAR B A 15 AR H BT A 258 . W R AEAR
SRR I AE AR AL 1 A Ry B A4 . 2 BL A AFF 55 #f, Viitaharju & Lahdesmaki(2012) )2 3 F 15 4 . KUK F1 (5
BRI, [RIRE DL i AT ML S BIF S8 0 BR d o X 6 i A 7 T 3 AN 45 1 =2 TR X PR O 2R v A AR A 52 o [A]
RIAT T a7 T KSR AR AR AE AR XK . (FAEAXN PRI R AAAAE T & f A7, Greenberg (2014) 78
X B R AU r 20 2 ) AR AT R B AT AT 5 I o A 36 B A1 i < A o 7 T T S I A AR P s R AT B T
TH X5 A B 18 52 M 5 A o 2 AR 25 o %o 5 TR T JE A i B0 A ) K B 17 15 A A AN X A e s

Wi BIF 9 1) 71 AR AT AN X FRAF AR B 15 5% R 2 1 T 46 9 2% S OC T . White et al(2003) 5 IR T & i A7k
rHRL S IR 4 AN [ 28 AL (7 J 500 A AR R BA) L3l i PR LB 40 A T AT S R & i n i & . H
ST AL S0 2 T Sicgrist & Cvetkovich(2001) 6 £ i % (60 B BFA¢ J7 1 9 7 % B0 . B %
SR B T 50 o B0 T S AR R AT E A . HJE W4 A 2 B4 HEAT R SR IR CR Y KAE Bk IR i M 52
B AT B W ER ) 20 BT AT T TR R 0 AU SRR KT R TR B X S T LAAE RF AT X FRAFAE 1Y
T A 2 A B AE A XS FR A E A — s I PR e M . S IE R, White et al(2003) 7E H W58 H
AT T NATTRE 7 68 70 R4 2 R A A o % B R R B 9T S s s AT S DA T fE B AR R 5 T 4 AR R B A ST A
T BT BT 3Z2 AT bR 145 L R AT B 2 0 28 X (ke B 19 5 el 22 5 — oA A 77 S AN e 1 L 4
AR B AR 4R 00 . AT UL H A [ G I ok 08 9 AE XU K R (R AR AR X RR - A R R R . A
WA 5T 3 e R S i 28 R A T 78 e A B A (5 AR AN X B . T AR R 2 B AR AR AR B2, L S i Hp T A
SENZ5EEERARE EIE . WAy IEwE R IE AR RON 2 & AR T e AR S p A,
71T 296 45 A 285 B 9 TS o) T 045 A B e TS BE L IO 2 BT IR I “IE S M 47 . w2 . 2 5 E 1k
A 3 2 5 0 EL T O 4 B8O E S O A 1) 7 A TS B0 A AR X AR . Comchie & Burns(2008) B 3E T
White et al(2003) FIT £ K (4 “GIE 5 4 i 45 o AL AT DA 45 4 R0 20 hy 5 A B G Gl 96 AR AR M 1] (A7 o) P A 4
JEE 30 A B RS v 53 A A 3 B A5 AT A 1] T ML ) R 5 05 e B s BRI A 2 A2 A5 AT 7K1 4 T iy 7
BE55 TIH AR B AL A5 AL AT AR A AR B, HAE 5 T AL TR R AR NS B T L A A5 B X5 AT 1 1 55 24
JO7 SEAI 8 T AR AR S A AT 4 iR A A T DU FE T 55 15 & A7 78 19 5 K A5 AR AR 48 0 TR R AR TR AL
of AR R TR TR E B SRR — etk . T UL e A BE AR Sy — i v PR3 AT Y R B0 AR A R B
TARAEREME W, BT RRUFS . White & Eiser(2005) 42 th 715 K 5 5 VB 352 5 9 (10 18 26 KU 1Rk
B UEAR B 1% Slovie(1993) 1 J5 I Bdls HEAT 1 807 4 B, O K B A 3 H 400 43 S BRI g LI R 1 B
PR TH AR . W s T AR S 5 B AT T B B SR A2 A A5 AR 4R T, H I AR 1 X 15 4 1 52 ey B
R SR TARAEA R FRAAAE TAZ AT AL S TR SE 145 B S B (BB o [R) s Ay 6 45 A AN X R 7 HE Al XL
W 100 A b ) 35 PP S AT T3 AT T s FE ATl R kD 550 KU A7 oMl Gl 28 B % e A3 B . W98 R B (R AT AN
X AR S AEAE T8 fE AT R F D e T 78 AR RURS: A7 oMb Rl 245 00 A0 fb 25 7R IR XU 17k Gl 245000 s R
e TR SR S o b L AN BB 3R X 1 A F) 5 Wie) BE R T 0 AR A AN X B AT — s A 1 S BRE M A IE T (R AR A
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Xt R AR B TR A XUBS B2 IR, I T U BV AE KU R . AR AT S X B M 1 4 SR BR 5 4 #E Eitzinger &
Wiedemann(2008) {8 7€ rfr -t 45 2 7 815 A ATTEFAR T A5 A A 6Bk S50 8 2% e T IXURS: v ) A 3k . AT
F Slovic(1993) fif & B A 15 1T A X B AR 28 CI A% 542 b 45 AT A% vl 20 7 38 88 e 1 AR 0 ) 15 A #0388
B A ATTIN S A i A AU 3k T8 KU A5 S8, CF 385 224 19 22 A 15 it 0 25 1) A A sz i 55 8 -t 1 3 i 8 XL
FETEAR B (/38 2 1) 28 45 AN 55 44O X RS AR i s mi 2 /0 2 M ), H B Rl e R &8 TIa 4
RS2 O 15 AT R X R A9 A7 6 R T JRURSE SR TR 9 a2 17 S ) XU 288 300 %ot {5 A AN X6 110 52 i A7 7 22 5%

25 BT 2 AT B AR AT e T A B S W AE KU KT S B S e AR AR AN KRR TR T RN, JF H L SR
A1l G20 it 38 b D) A L o A5 AT AN X R FE 8 F A7 ol R Tl o B A B o 3 B A A S 6 R 0 AN S 3853 77 7
(), A — R e k. LR E— 2 B L EE T EEAXFRELE A58 N 25 (H R HB S d r 78 X
“RUB AR BN R SR A BT SRAAR T LA R

(ZIETEGEREENGEANREENELEFEAHR

N CE A 7 3 R A A R AT 155 T S X R A4 7 A B SHL 378 TR 2 T 47 o P98 56 7 A9 3 4 (Lander & Kooning,
2013 ;Malaquias & Hwang,2016), B.A3#F5 & T 5 i A9 A 51 0] U2 99 g 4~ 1k 22 5 i B 5 30 qk AU R
5 5 455 B AN X BR VY 5 T

L BHERNERELEGNRELFFR ., MEERSTIBUREAXFRT ZP 22 R R A0 AT Ak
AR A 22 S5 2 S {5 AT AN PR 7 A ] 5% i B0 77 46 AR W] A9 IA . Lorenzo & Schwartzbaum (1998) J& 4~ & 1
AU R[] A5 G b 7 R I I A ST R W] L M 25 S 2 5| BUR AR AN 22 55 o DA R 2% 2 4R A5 O 3 (5 A i
T A e A 0 3RS B R AT AR J 2 AN R 7 i AR AR Al E O IA S 115 AT bk o 25 4 0 At A I (5 AT
15 2 1 PN I IR (5 AR AR AN — 30, B 72 A TEAE A X FR . T E RN %0, Werbel & Henriques(2009) % F
GG H—— B W E AT RS (leader-follower behavior) # #7405 3 F1 i T CHE S5, HFEIA K. S5
HEHR T RESAMARFIE T4 AGEERAFN 2R, S BEOEA T 3860 T3 AT
TR A FC L 40 OR D TARE 45 B S AR B 2 0 XA N M5 AT B . S5 BURAE ARG ™= 42 . Btk
Z b Bergman et al(2010) 7£ 5% 5 57 A A B 5% v A7 U & 30 . RS IR o B s B BA v 4% 1k 5% )
AN A AT AR 22 A2 AR 1) (5 00 L ] BB S AR AR B R K AR AR AN X FR . Bl 4 2 277 82 B ) ) g 4
P A B 5% 1) X5 A S A T B R 2 1 T A P 8 455 A S o R R — e 2 IR T S

57iR R [M ,De Jong & Dirks(2012)7F H:3% T Wi ZFHiE (fault line theory) XTI BAE ST L Wa #2245 80bE F1 (41 BA
SRR BRI 43 B v e R 28U HP 8 B 5% 23 53 AN ) /N 52 PR N 003 B R P9 52 i 2L A i 5% 1) b 2 5 A i A
AT BE A e o R[] /NG 2 TR B AT BE I . DR  J JER A A /E FH  Binzel & Fehr(2013) % & T ANl B8 T g 22
SEXHEATAITFRG R0 L 3 3 % — e 51T (dyadic trust) fXF EL A4S BB O (AT R R 3L 0 A7 1
—EREMNEEAXFR, I E A TEWEIE & B 61 5RO 17 5% R 28 25 % 4% 7 it in A 7] 9 52 i, 0 B 4% 7
35X BB AR T3 MR U = I (5 AR 2R G B (B T (S AR BE A3 AN X R AR BE AR 5 M R
WA 2% 5 EL B 0 Bl i A2 1 B A D At S UL PR 2R A e B A AN KRR ]

HE— 25 3 BT AN ME R B, AN A AT A 28 7 AL S A, A0 L A R 5 T N A T 11 AN [T 2 R ke Al A 1)
{5 T (Pinkley & Northeraft,1994) , # i i & 51 & 1% UL IR A9 (5 AT AR XFFR . SR T, B 43 B 9 B IR B T A ik
22 5 X AT AR X FR A 52 ) o A0 X T 25 55 B3 A0 1 ML BE S AN [R) 82 3R 22 [a) 14 58 B A FH A B8 0 A 1 e

2. BHERMNARA LG EL AHER BRSO RGeS b &8 w3 B R W e B R
A %t BR BRI 98 1) B 5, (Arifo et al,2001), Wicks & Berman(2004) Xt [ Br & %Ak (1T V) B 55 & 31,
22 S Ak B T BE 2R AR 25 5 (0L 7= A S TRl B s B 01 B2 . AE PR A B8 Aalk b o AV R VR TR ) [ 5K L 457 )
AH AR R 8 AR BT AN S B BRI B TR AR AT . S G VR XU A AR A B AR B ] B 25 3 BT 15 A 2
FE S PSR A X FR . Zaheer & Zaheer(2006) #f — 2 1IESE T X — 456, MBI N, T & H | %
WA AE 1) T 8 BB R SO Ak 22 5 (450K B[R] B K9 G AR AR R Z 1 7= A2 T = A AS ] 1 45 A A 2 I — IR (3L
T3 XA 0 5 A B B AR A 18 — iy (XU % A I 1) 135 A 3 AR =) RIS — 8 (— T S AR R, o — T (AT
B » B R W5 AT A X FR 09 77 A 55 1 B A 1 1K 1 59 S ) Ak il B 75 568 56 . Jarvenpaa & Keating
(2012) (B ABAE ] T 0 83 A ATTAE DAAE G TS A (5 AR A X BRI S8 A il b R T 2R E R PR T
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TR E B R AN A 0 B ST BT S AR A KRR I HEAE AR A X B SO S W 5 5 20 AR ST AR
R I8 4T INIGEAE TE O B O BB B B TOR, MM B R H U i EE 25 . PRk,
TE 5 AL, T M 30 2 S80I AR B AR Jin i 7 30 B 55 1 L 380 T A5 AT T R AT O A
T AN T) ) 52 S Ak ) B 1 22 S5 s i ) 90 T I 5 2 0k 4 L ) {5 AR R 6 AR AR ER B R . ik — RS D b s
St 518 5 SOk S A AT R B R R T . 7E ML FE AL I, Lander & Kooning (2013) 443X
— R WA Ak B AL SN L DO AL A A5 AT AR X RR IR TR AR AR 418U RO A R F B g5 5 P 22
S A 5 B DX R R 1 56 R B T AT (5 AT A X B S AG AT S A AR AR NI B A AR PR k.
{5 AR AN KT FR 0T B AR R i 380 HE B ) n ik At el 1 55 B A 1R 0 T 6 10 T 6 SR U O A D L I HE —
AN R B B 1 KO AR AR 2 S ST e ke JE A b A1 A A AN X B T 5 | A 9 4 380 . BT AL B AR 2 A A AE A
S [] A VG L o AS () 56 2 38k 10 77 76 X6 T gk AT =2 4% D) 1) 387 B £ AT AN P AR LA J B2 38 3

A T A BRI UE i B R BT A /E A Robinson & Shimizu(2006) % R F H 4 CEO e AUE % . 5%
RI AP, — 28 CEO KR8 HR Ll B2 28 £k 1 20 £, 78 b 3N BR OC ZR i, A B i A% B8 1 {5 4 6 &
bkt ok L 82 JE T BLAE A (mutual trosO MR R S BUFE RS 07 (trust misplacement) L4, BV el T B2
INBE AR B 27 TARAE A BR . T LAUE , JC 8 J2 B B2 410 i 2 ) 42 8 0 A A AN X R A7 A 1 ol B 5 S Ak i
PR, LA SCHR TG B8 40 R T A5 A1 AS X Bk 52 miy D) 2% ) R P 0F 5 A8, R AR AT SCiROR & L OC F il 5 Sk Xt
15 A AN KT BR B AR ML w9 1 i — 22 TR ATZ 8

3. fFAER A ARA A QAN R P A B . BT 5] B0 R E AR A X R R R R R OC T 19 AN,
Wicks & Berman(2004) B 55 1Ay » == 4% 7] AH FAR R FR 8 K AR RSP G o T LA AT . 240007 A0 LA
A7 B BT v B8 23t IS AT R B2 19 25 55 A5 A R OGP Bl st ™= 26 o A A ) AR B8 . Y — D (A A
— 7 (B) RAS 4 Bl LUUR 5 AT 45 B8 7= T A VB Z RN B AN M HOA X BAG ARO8 R 13 7 L B AR X
T A BB SRR K B 5k n] G AU (5 R R Al . #51L , Schoorman et al(2007) # H T X 41 L[] {5
FEFIZH S5 AR X FRPE B B BE Y A S 4E B BB 2 & R BEE AR A ARG I A BOR X BRAEAERY . 32
HA R 5l B NI S 55 a2, BT Schoorman et al(2007) BYAIF 2T, B4 2] A1 A3 (2010) @8 43 10 %
BN E R BN K (VC-E)YRMEF 434188 T VC X E G M E X VC HER#m AR, itk
B, VC-E Z BIFF ARSI R AE G . W7 AN ) (4 IR 75 $H AL 1) 2 22 57 A BRURE 22 407 2% 52 R 4 18] A9 15 4
B BIBUE A BRI =42 . Graebner(2009) 7€ 5 iR W 5% JE filf -, 38 358 x5 A1) ol 789 2 =) 05 ) 1) 58 461 o 7 2% B
SE S U TR0 A7 A6 AR R BE A AT AN A7, 3205 2 R B A5 AT X5 D A 2 8 o0 3o 488 2 T T AR 1 2 K 1 < Dy T
RE R A S AS A5 A4 2SO0 199 32 7 Al o XU R85 0 TR A5 A B DA 0 22 53 B AR (S AR AN X Ry BB R R, L
Graebner(2009) 1Y) B¢ AE 42 R 4K FE , [RIRE L H 28 6] 53 M7 7 1, Wang et al(2015) 44 b 34 3 320007 36 5 Sk v [
T35 A TN R R Al s I3RS A8 S s R AT T #R . B SE A L T T K SR A A T R A (A AT S
PRI T2 T A A . TERD IR R B B A A S P I B2 W 55 B 44 255 080 1 R 1 ST AR IR K I iz
BRI AR 2 Al /N AR MEIR AT KA A5 AT . 76 R R E B B RN T H Bk R 7 B2, & %%
TR BT AT IR AR T R GRS R I AKX FR)  BLEE KAl 38 £ 2 30 0 W28, AR A7 X 46
(4 B IVE o FE S 33 75 B B A sl 81 21 v /N Aol 4 45 AT & 7 1 R R 86 A 31 45 v /N 4ol 19 B 3 e s AT
W0 A% L ) M5 AR RN X AR R B . L SR BIF 5 78 B8 348 28 B A T A 2 i ot A 1 ) s s R Ak 17 643 A AN % R 7
A B A A N RS o TADAE S 3 A S - 4 5 45 AT R X R 1] 56 2% L Xiao & Ding(2014) 5| A H An— ik
PR A AR AT 5 e B, H b — B SR (5 AT 56 &R R R (et 2 1 LR 2 U -l 45 15 10 S lid . 24K
) — B 4322 T Hbr— Sk E A B AEAC R BT GRS R W15 5] R M0y X PR B B R e .

WA 5 BUFAEAKEFR A 7= A S B B — BRI FE AT AN - 2 B e 1A 3 i Ay
HZAEH TR FR, FAR T WA A S B AT 98 . 5 e R, AU RS- 5 (5 AT A X R 22 fa] 1)
K R LI A BIAS [R) A L 22 1 170 7 1 A AR A28 W Hp i B WAL T 2 () AR AE TR AT AR X B
F AR R ETERY T . BRI L BE AU B 1 R U AR AR AT AR BR S 4 S AT Rh AR Ak L TR RE T RS

A, A5 RAF AR A G145 B R34k B . Werber et al(2005) 78 %t 2 27 /8] N [ 43 4T %5 30 (0 BF 55 P 48 1
TEEAR BASKTRRET . 22 5 PR 0] 2 W BAKH T15 AL, LA R B i DM — h E w388 ek
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A AR 7 E AR RS OO 23 B U A O AR AR SRR 55— ) Sk bR AR EURE T A 5 B R
2 1 5 i —J7 1] RE AR AT AR BUR BUR AR 25 JEAF AT M) R, B 7 A= 1 B AR BT B S AE AR X PR . 72 Werber et
al(2005) WF5E A B Al -, Graebner (2009) 5 T Z ST AL £ X B Ml 2 28 W)U 14 22 48] 43 B e B0 AR 22 52 By A7 AE
—IEAE 5 — I AEAE BB . K32 8007 TR ) A5 R AR XS AR A5 B i B 22 19 36 7 IS (5 AT 220
18 2 o T A L e A B 32 5 A R 3R 3K GRS 23 {0 Sl e B AR AR 1 3K U, R IS R X Bk 2 R BUE S 307 77 AR
—E TR ME AR AR o 75 SR 2H 2L A5 AT AN X FRAT 21 5 7 09 [8] 15 i 48020 2RI A5 AT AN X Bk ln) i s 51 & 1
FHTEH . Wang & Wang(2010) 76 %F R IAIE (GAUD 1 R B BIFZT FR 2 2 115 B M BRI 28 & 30 . B &
DA% 2 AR Tz B S SRR A (RO FNBE IR AL (RP) Z B G E R X R A S KIS . Mg 5t
AR VR AR S 5 T 0 S T sl e 14 3 G o 9 R — 5 XU o PR 954 ik D7 A i A A W DR fE D &
M7 8 5T P 5 00 200 58 4 MR T 54 (L5 1) IR A A A S0 T L 9% D6 P A S B A IO A% I DX 20 W R A IR L XL
05 U BARSE FREUE 7= A F AR AR X FR . [RIRE S X I 4% 12 40U 41 2U15 1T 1938 1IF » Malaquias & Hwang(2016) £
S8 TARARAE & 8 b B 2 (B V) FHLAR AT MR 45 05 X o B b i s ZEAE T . WFE 4R (R B R AR W) B4 %
BT W E R B4 AT 22 53 0T B A 52 R FALERAT I T30 o X AR AT Ml 55 HAG e MOl s 1 AR 2> 30l
T ARAT PO St 4 A AR AT A I DL AR AR DGR B I A W LR BCR CFALIRAT Z 2t mE R . 8
BoyImA e T AT FHVEAT ST E . 4R, Clots-Figueras et al(2016) i i 3246 75 2 % 5 B AR B
XFFRAE I T 45 % A5 F AT 5 WU R BT 75 B X PR S BUFAE A X PR B WAL A58y, U5 [l 1Y
15 AT RS 7E B A N 8 M SOR R M (9 55T 2R TR AR AR e 1Y . AR TE RO IR EE N {5 B AL AR T B4
RIRYF A A IX T AN 52 i) XU ) A A A A 8 o DRUASORY B 455 T A% 338 115 B0 R ARAT I AU RN VE T . i
I 5 B8 X G %) 4% 338 114 15 8 A BEURR SO AR it AN TE B #0034 R 1945 B A= S BUR AT AR R 2R 1 GBI IR
XAE—E B LR 75 DA FR G AR AL AR FR 09 7 A BAT — 5 15 B ook 52 R e o

5 RS TR AT AR FRIE A B AATHNE S B AR B R AR AT A X B 7= B —
a0 G BR e PE AR — A R A B . SR FIR T X — ) A DG T AR 22 UL AT e R OCTE RN [ X 42
B R T AR AR A X BRI, AR A5 SO XS BRAE T 15 AR A X B i N ZE LB

= R EAR X FR A R M 3 R B 5T

PRI TS5 AT AN FR A0 A7 P R HF PR T A9 TR 0F — 25 6 0 A 3R A TR AT AN X Bk A9 5% i 30 I
FETE BT FE 5 M 087 01 T8 Wb 5 i SO 98 o 00, et L9 A 52 g SO o7 32 S b o7 . A R L LR 3R, Wicks
&. Berman(2004) & Hi 78[5 b5 A 9 Al (V) v, 45 AT R % BBt 13 0 o £ A 9 380 0 A g o R0 1 2 £ 4 S %
PR B 5 v B 20 ) 1 T 5 4 45 O T R s BRI E AR A 0 T A 4 B . X — W AR A I Y R AR B T S
Zaheer & Zaheer(2006) & ¥ A5 AF 75 7 RE 23 3c B 45 0% T 8 s (5 A B W B ML . 5 BEAE B B 2 i %% S FT el
T 0 A R K AR R e B A5 AT 52 22 . Graebner (2009) 18 X Gl 23 w1 Ui (6 AF 53t 42 17 2800 W .
HBFR G INR  HAFAE R AR AR BRI, 3K 07 A2 5 32 Oy = A 19 R 2805 5. i, 3275 (8 25 5% BBy
b 7 B 0 15 e 5 AT 188 00 228 5 WA« BELASA5 7 (9 R 28 7. Tomlinson & Mayer (2009) 5 J& B2 48 i, {5 1T
AXF R WEIR — o0 K & L [6] v 4 K A BAR AR AR L B AR X PR & R BURM S ERC R . 5 Tomlinson
&. Mayer(2009) [ 4518 3 A —3(, Call & Korsgaard(2013) 3 4 # & [N FEAE I 52 36 (5256 o B rp 45 TS 4F
AP AL 46 w8 A B AT AR AR A A AR X B = s 2O i 58 & B (R AR AR X FRIE I T 1 S AERCR B AR
T M EAF AR O AR AR BRSO T A ERCR A W B 225 . g2, 2 ) — r A L2 5 (E
KBS s — HAEAE IR SRR T o R RN o X R P FEER &S — TR E & EN.,
RN SR G AVEAT R A B ) A W B AR A A — T | S st s D) 25 BRI AR A O (A5 AR 5 LA DT I T ik 5 A . IF
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