Advances in Psychology [OEZHERE, 2022, 12(7), 2352-2363 Hans X
Published Online July 2022 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ap
https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.127280

e Ml 42 TR U 14

ﬁ ;***’ gls‘i‘i‘i
B b, e s

RAFSRE

Weks H . 20224F6 H6H: FHEM: 20224F7H2H; & AAHM: 2022477 13H

G2

b H [ R RABITARMMA TR AW, LTI RERFANEAE B R, IRA
AR EIT A AN RERE, #E22E RS EEBEABEAT, KREWIMEEAT N RKINE,
ASCHIT T A ERGURAE K9 R I A B IR A B E R A A A T RS BRI E X, HFEs
TRNASESRIERNETT . R EE T4 RSN SR R A B ARk i ml BB & w1
S, R TRASEGUBE T ESE. B)E, #0 T UMNEENFTRIIE, BENRIACEK
TR I Rt — P BB I R AN RS BB R R SR

K
VA, AEERER, CEGURNE, R CEEURE

A Review and Prospects of Business
Ethical Sensitivity

Lin Zhao*, Zhiwen Guo

College of Business, Hubei University, Wuhan Hubei

Received: Jun. 6", 2022; accepted: Jul. 2", 2022; published: Jul. 13", 2022

Abstract

Business scandals or corporate misconduct not only provoke public dissatisfaction, but also pro-
voke ongoing discussions in academia about business ethics issues. In order to explore the causes
of corporate unethical behavior, many scholars start with the business ethical sensitivity to ex-
plore the mechanism of corporate unethical behavior. This paper analyzes the connotation of eth-
ical sensitivity, defines the definition of business ethical sensitivity from the perspective of con-
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ceptual origin and constituent elements, and summarizes the measurement methods of business
ethical sensitivity. At the same time, through the analysis of the antecedents and influences of
business ethical sensitivity based on different research objects, an integrated model of business
ethical sensitivity research is proposed. Finally, four potential research directions are proposed,
which aim to provide reference for further research on the business ethical sensitivity and the
construction of business ethics in enterprises.
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1. 5|8

AV R AG BRI — B2 A 2 A AR AR SO . I, e s A oL R A B AN Al
FERTHTAT AT T FREE T PR RN P s AR BRI 3, — e LS < MLt . B8
GHME, M TIEE RS, H BN, (HR AV E AR I RN A O] T AN TE B 1) R
WAT N, MHERWN S T SR & 5 TG sl LT g2 4 B DR A — e A =] 58 HLAT 8 f F 4
RTTIRAAF AR L, R RN AT LT o AV AEBEATAG BAT N IR B A 2 Al Ae
BRI AE, A BURE RO IR R — 2P . AR SO VR R — R UG B AR B R 1 BE
77, BACHRMURME . BEERIA AR EINE S, DR NEA R 7R R 2 1 BRI B i,
AN AT BRI B 1) [ N\ vk S (Sparks & Hunt, 1998). RIS BRABUR M [ AH X6 B 2 2 5 30 b 240 2 rp g e 5
HAREM AR LSS, TRE S S SR AR R ATy, 3R 51 R R M M

b tad 80 AR, FEEOEEF K Rest Z(1983) 2t T — N S A6 B ke 56 1) VU B 43 1 78 (Four Component
Model), A H AR — N EAFRZ N A8 FREBURE (Ethical Sensitivity)” , ¥ g X nt s i 31
WA SAH AR B AT A 5% . A Rest (1986) 1E 23 AR BRABURPENE & LR, R 0 FLdkAT T K& 1t
i, WARZ M TES. Bk, ok R0, 1 E P22 A 20 20K A 06 SR A4S U PE )
A, DUAME R, A EBI2007) A48 B —#tb 538 TR R AR S BR GO MG B e S WL E AT, (AR FRR
ZIRAESI. BHaraik, B e B guRE o IR a2, BN IETIR R SCERE D,
TR B I HEHR 2, WAL R E SN E 0K, /B N AMER SO RS, RBE
SRS HAAEREZES, 5EA 5 % E A0 AR B AR S AR F5XF o [ 5458 A0 v A4S 3 U v )
REATII T o A, A SO R A BB X — A LA B T YD A TR AT A

2. TR AR
2.1. {STRSRE RIS P

Rest (1986) LABR SCR1™ SO A7 O & BREBURE EAT 58 3L B SCE SO 5ORTE 8 AT 1 — ik
3z, Bl AR RSN s i i A AT RE R T, B R B A A A 2 AR AR
258 REM AN = AN HOR R B U E . BRI BN BT AN 32 24T Bl RE B2 M L KR AR G
HUA B REXE L E SR 2R 520 . Jordan (2007) KB Rest A5 542 A% 2 F 7840 BB STk B AR R M
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HIE S, IFEEs TANF S HE T Rest BAUEZAOT ST =M A E 730 1) # Rest #97E LRI AN RITE
1817 {i(Shaub et al., 1993; Reynolds, 2006); 2) fR¥F Rest FIRLAE UAAL, JT IR B B 1456
(Bebeau, 1985; Butterfield et al., 2000); 3) J& T~ 18 48 7] @ 3 A 0 S o He 8 2% )9 J 1) 45 & (Karcher, 1996;
Sparks & Hunt, 1998),

I RS W s AT o B S R B, A ER R R LB B R R 2 AR . R
FHERAC ORI TR 2 X ES HE SR, PR RANEE A E, B E A
G T AEREABUE, HARFERA T MG — 518

FET T ANHRMPAG BEAR AR B0 SO A, AR SO AR ER RO B VYA 258 SUsr: 1) AR 2)
TR 3) AL AR 4) HEMIEE, BARHRE KA N E 1R,

Table 1. Component connotations of ethical sensitivity

= 1. REHRRM AR R

H RS 73 L
VAU RORBIHH G 4 (8 %
(cognitive recognition)
AR g B W I
(Affective Recognition) o — A1k 53 I A 14 2 JERE: 1 1 A R0
N Yt PSS —MARI SIS B, S EILY, IR A ]
(cognitive. affective perspective taking) Reex 52 3 B AT AR
ALV s B 1 T T T

(ascription of importance)

2.2. BIRIEHRMEEZHNAE

AR IR, ARG B BUBR S I R R DA BRI B SR A OB 1S, WS
SRR PR A S8 T e — & T Rl B AR N SR S BUB R RES:, Wil 1 Fos . RALIIWE 5
W AR U (Lutzen et al., 20060) FI S ERBUBMECNE 4, 53881, 2013),

P A PR e T Ao JER 2 R R AR B 2 ) — S T PSS O S, R fir  ps M MOl N S48 B R
(1) — Foft B L0 B 0 o R AR BRI T DL SRR M MO G2 7E R M e 5 28 AR HE 1) /) i, R
AN AR S8 A 2 TR D) 72 U R %5 R 12 e SRt Aol R i M O 3 Tt R s . AR — M EE & & 7%, B
AR B M MO 51 528 A7 G A8 BREDR ANRE I GRAVBE T« W B BER BRI 8 7)), 1 BB ZER Mol
NG BA — M E IR 5T BOLTHE), PSR B T B A DG B SR (1 5 R B RS Ae B
P RANN BB ST AR RS .

3. M AGRESURMENUIETR

H M3 Bebeau (1985)E IKIF R T F FHEHBUEHENIR(DEST) 5, Bl 5 E W /M2 H TS T IR R %
FA RPN P e B R, BRI, CHARMASAEY . E¥. #8E. milk. Gk, Bl
WFFT S . AR AN [ (R e, 466K 22 B0 B 7 2 R 4 T % b AU 1 S 2 9 1 58 g ARl 25 0
W TR, 0B 2 A0 455 45 135 (S cenario) R L G2 1) A 1) 36 R AT R (E &)

T S EDULE R B AT R A FREURE N TR AR IR, AL S TSSOk 5] R
(ISR, IR IR [F I T U0 3, Bk 2R A5 IRk 2 P
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Figure 1. Definition of the concept of business ethics sensitivity

B 1. m IR R R E

Table 2. Measurement tools for business ethics sensitivity

2. Bl REgRMKNETR

WETTE: FERHEE

Ve 2 2RI [A] W22 11 43k I = ) 4 P
Triki et al. (2012) STHE IR U B R (AESS) SR LETR. K %nﬁ WAt SRR
N <]
Stevens, Harris and P E AR U E R A AR B EERRAF]. SRFERRA. MPALER
Williamson (1993) (ESS) P AFBE. P ALY/ SR A0 B A
Toti 1 Moulins (2017) 4 ¥ & 10 B BUE M B R (CES) WNGE & NN RS a1
(A RRWES
VEE e KR 1] D5 g 4k HE 2T AN
Lepper (2005) ﬁﬂﬁ%m@ﬁfﬁ%%@@ SECE T BT 1 /{8 )
Jordan (2009) ﬁﬂ%ﬁ&iﬁ?@@@ SR (AT Al B T ST (R Bt )
Shaub et al. (1993) B A I A R =AML =N ) U
Karcher (1996) BT )4 B RUR AR (T H TR 25 70 SR 7 HEA 1) R A 15 )
Sparks A1 Hunt (1998) BTN FGFREURE  SCARCE BT R H A 6 3 45 7 P ) 1 1)
Choi Al Perry (2010) > FLAE AN ) 1 AR WAR(EAFELE LB E R B )
i S o 2 ) AR (RBIFEL W KA PRI bR EGE ST N), 1B
Wittmer (2000) B P R SR A A UM (EST) ey
Simga-Mugan et al. (2005) PR RS AU SCAR (ST MR b AT 2 TSI 4% Fe 3 72 PR 35%)
Schmocker et al. (2019) T b ATk A 2 AR SCAS(PYA 7 Ml ATk Py S TS 45)
Kellaris ! Dabholkar (1989) ¢A%%ﬁ§§@ﬁiﬁ SEA(20 A3 T 8 P LA AR )
Reynolds (2006) ﬁﬂ%ﬁ&iﬁ?@@ﬁ SCAR (AR (5 A )
Yetmar A1 Eastman (2000) Fi45 Mk 35 46 B U TAR(FEA LB E )
Hunter (1997) Tk A B UM SCA(KSF &5 261)
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WM R LRI H AT AL, AN K 2 50 2 2 A IS Sl & i 58 073, IF Hom 32k
BRI RBIERZ DRI R, S th i b, R S G L s . e AR
SRR, IR S B RAZ A T F1 B Sk [R]85 5 At AT ] 5 BT 1) 9 155 15 o BT AR DG PR A B )
FEXT I 6 [ G ) B R AT HE T s I A R A R R T s B R SRR B R OR VT A X
R 17 B3 RO 1 0 1D ] e B [F) AR B

A5 BE A o T 2 2k 2, ACA] RO 321X R BOME 4 2 D7 T 25 8 ) L, Ty HAE R
S S MRS AR A e R, SRR OCPE B BRI B S, 1N 7RI A AR . B O R D EAME
M FRABUR A ) 5 £ 77 ¥22(Shaub et al., 1993; Sparks & Hunt, 1998). SR, XAE 7k tAa — & 15 B 1%
FH 3 X0 155 5 m A PR 5 1 DA R0 5 1 R R A U 0%, IS B R 0 R R AR 2 S N B B 1 DU
TR RN NATEIE R WM A TG, A ATT S R % 50 4t R0 40 B e 8. JHC R b 7 2 P S Tt A 2R 1
T AT 43 7 BB A R AEAG R 7%, DRI 55 R 2 K& (I TR AR 77 T I 30 a2 v DR I B I 5 5
A2 77 AT, (B AR s Rr B R AR IR 48 Ferh, B FHMAH T “OHEm” « “1eE”
By “TEME” SREA), XUEIORTIRES S5 HE RS TR SIEEm, TTENEERREERNEE. H
WEIX Al 77 ¥ A BE B 1 PR PP Ak A0 B BUBRME I AR B (Jordan, 2007)

4. Bl SEAERMMRNIEEENERER
4.1. B EEGRNEMROTEEE

ASSCEE T BUAT SCHRIE PE T, R SO0 A BRURAE OB FUEATHLER,  FFHERT SR G A% B[R] 40
Bk T2, BARIAGNES RT3 3~5 Pos:

Table 3. Summary of business ethics sensitivity antecedent variables in the accounting field

3. AR L IEFUR M TR T RIS

Zitou
WHER  (ERRENE RE AL
RPL, L Vewnar A1 2000 B AL A U S EEUSHE SR, T
ES Eastman (2000) LN R BRI S (R U TEA G
18 4 . 3
T T Duerfeld, oo guggef A ARSI RS RIOPIRAL. {35 AR T
AL S N ITNZE FEBAIE) 9 2 ISR T fTR AR

AP G 4 A= QNI = w7 = R =1 i ) N
Patterson (2001) 137 Z®& i1l REFR(AOEE. IR DARRGES S SHEH

FTAVEREE . ZHSUER
iﬁ: o, N, = VA
- U S AN NI R )R TR AR YA S B

NEOPNSES

TEESRE ., Fil, TEE R PR A (e ) SRR RN A2 A (A e
Al B, Tk, £ Karcher (1996) 103 8 iHIl IO BRBRURVE I RN 835 1), T2 i ). IR
% #H AL UL FE KRG B U E R R A .

EHAE. Bk, & WL BE 1 S5 VR AR U A A B E A B 5

Uyar et al. (2015) 219 & 21}

HEHL TR L% S AR
N
SHEM Sauerwein 2017) ”E@gﬁ“ e Ot 2 ML B 6 T 7 525 M
s e IR S S S TR A B 0 0 S B 2 (145
e o Shawbetal o SEHISURSE Wi SRR
R EAedETE SR (1993) B 2 B DB, R ST, H IR

RV FIAERS 2 IAAEAE IEAH 5.
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114 &%
NI

127 &2 M
M AT 213
A RAE A

KN EZ e B RS, AR E B U A
.

- Nadaraja F/1
A Mustapha (2017)

HAE. Tk, HZUHE Cohen 1 Sharp
=1 (2001)

ML e B AE BRBUR RSP AR N Balk A
SUMEE A G BB L0 £ 57

P . HAR T SOKSF 546 BURME BEEAH G AR 32

SEBBURIE R R 2Tk B R R B RURTEA &

BHEBRA R AR AE TR E TP & ek 2k
XTI 37 55 e AR A R ] A B UK

PR ARES . AR
CNIECE PN S § =N
e R HfERE

156 &%
N2

Chan Fl Leung
(2006)

Table 4. Summary of business ethics sensitivity antecedent variables in the management field

F 4. EEGEHAREIAEFRM I ETEELR

A2 &

EEE. 1

(ESE1ER
TEE R

#E. S

AR AR G 7N
GRCNE ¢}

Halk

k. A
B A KT

PR AR

Ve S R AR 1)

Simga-Mugan et al.

(2005)

Reynolds (2006)

Mathis (2012)

Wu (2003)

Lepper (2005)

Hunter (1997)

Schmocker et al.
(2019)

Wittmer (2000)

Lowry (2003)

Eweje 1 Brunton

R
ReA B
160 GNP dobk H 5B ML R RO B GUR s EIEE  S R
A B U2 57

63 AN EHA

Al

77 % CHRE N
7
126 Z TR &8
AL

77 ZANEE A

7

210 Z Ak
N

247 Z ANV EH
N

156 4 AHLE

TV TR B
LA

288 Z TR B
AL

655 % TriE

TE R R S SR P A PR, AR BRI 1
28 ) VRS ME ARG BR AU 2 8] (55

L A L HE A SR IAR R T ZE R S R R
%5 (AAFES) SCHRE #1046 B st

WA E 5, AAERCEBURIEA B2k

A AT BB (K R 2

PEMEE KT S B BURTE A B =57 SRR
R 2 R AE B 35 O IEAHSG, B LLARE B A

FRAE BRI .
Al HE A RRAT Ml A 53 ARG BRABUREAR T- 24144 5% 10
1B

KT AR BEURIEREE MEALAE B g N 224 ; &k
DATIIE A KCP AAS BRI E A AR 5

P 0] 6 U A R

LR LE T S BB KT B i SRR A EX R
HBURMEA BERW, TELKRZE KA A0 B UL E

TAELL (2010) EiOE225 -
HE. R Lau (2010) 707 B TREE B2 IHE MR R A R I B R A0 BRI BN
H PR RINFAE T2 AEREESR.
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Table 5. Summary of business ethics sensitivity antecedent variables in the marketing field

5. EHGUEARE CIEFURMETREEILS

B
WEER  EEEREME  RA LR
sy TR 9 TR 2 B ML A SR
pe, dpe, . Pone B Sorey STHETA s g o mipumte TSR, Lo S FLA 0
- okt .
s FTRIETIOR A SRR B (AR, Tl
i, wy Blodget ol 63T SUREERIA b it g A1 o, BUDSERL AAE

AN AR SO AE BEEURNE A G 15 520 o

HHIE AN E B TN GORAMC B B RE s B
AL EHEC  Sparks il Hunt 51 BB S HOIAENGE L ——H A0 825 SR PBURIE R IEMA R G R

. GRS (1998) N T 15 R i —— 5 8 e 5 4 AR P VA 5 2426
Pey TERCICTEEE I HIXT 3 Stk 5 10 TR bE 52 47 %
GV TS T 199 SIMEREIZ SUEIEUIN 1A RIS T HER R USE,
R W H T @ﬁm@wﬁ FRIRAT B MBA I RO B TR . W PR IR ) SR R 2 EA
VAl EMBA /£ FRABURME R R &K .
PR R G g 7 g
- AR SORUMIRS 32 SR TRE . sy . B TRRE .

TEIERT S A2 A R 7Y 4005 A0 3R 5 R AT CR B 48 5310

re Ml AR U BA R IR R MR ORI B A

b TE SRR 2 2 T T AR X ORISR 03 R Ml
PERUREBA 225 AR

BLLEMERL £ L 417 BB
NN U A
. 45 7t

IR IE =AM AT R A R RIS 02, UL S e T U S R R TR R 2 1
AT A A B AT R M A PRAURRAE A IR S ke o 23 S0 g b A PR 4 T R AR B AT T4 R AE Y
ANEERm L ANBEmAEnER . Fle . EEEC. SEEMALIEEER). ARl 4
AR ARG I 45) AT VLR EATEESREE . Oy 7 HE— P i AR R, A SC UL b DY AR R 25 23
BT RER R TR PR SR, L 6.

Table 6. Number of empirical studies by different factors
6. MARERD XHLIEMREE

. SUERF 7S E R
PSS X N N
5 U 5 R AAH G Fit
NSRS
el 10 3 13
R 5 3 8
E§E. ik 2 0 2
SEHEUEMW 2 2 4
HER TR 9 5 14
ik, B 7 3 10
A6 BN B 7] 8 0 8
@@H%;&W%ﬂ%%\%éW§ s | 6
TAEMRE. f&hla. BEER. d234tah
INHBEER R AR 0 2 2
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HAF
Ak 5E 4 7y 1 0 1
Bz 3 0 3
Al KA 1 0 1
Al BT 1 0 1
U H 1 0 1
W77 1 0 1
SERELIE 6 0 6
kR &
RS 1 0 1
AT 0 1 1

MF 6 FTUFE TR AR R b K2 HGR MAR IR R, MR P TR 2 2 fREd
A ARV PUAR TR AR &, A SR RS T ZA AT PR 3R BT A 5 R T R L AG PR R (1 5
I H, AFEEENE R RRERE RS T ERE, TR EMZERTREHI, WaTraEA s
Blo MBI R JE PR AT RE AR 273 0] A R (0 8 SCRITIN & 77 30 — BUG i, Bl 2 Bk T8 58 I35
K.

4.2. BIREHREMRNERTE

FAEE TR A PEBURE AT 2SR M AR W IT, 21T 2 0 5 R R W TR e AL TR
LA AR STIR A 734, R r AR BRBSUR PR O R M 25 2R 8 59 LU =S5 T

4.2.1. B REHRMEITREREIT AR

IRZEFFORIL,  — A NBOG BRERUE A 2 38 1 5 me HLAE R g A b e AR B S, b i 5 5
F M AT AS B AR I AT 9 (Fritzsche, 2000; Reynolds, 2006). [E4M#34 Wittmer (2000) & (RF 5T T &
RN R B R SR P AC SRR 5 PSR IR OR R, 45 A3 W A0 2 S AR ) 52 4 i ) T i L BE A
EANKAEHAT . Toti A1 Moulins (2021)BIFFE 1 14 9% 5 P S b (A FRERURRE, &5 L A IILVH 2 38 46 R
SR (R HR UM L S0 M A BV B AT 0 o 7D I 22 AR T 3 (20093 o SEHIERIF 8 A I = A6 PRABUEME M B3RS
i o [ 8 A 22 B AT N R ), B 2l TE AR A R RS AT R A ACERBURME X PSR FAT NI
SR AL R 252 B G R A B b M E . AR E T ROR ILE SRR e RN, B X
LB TR 3R 2 e Aol 4 2 2 8] A A S A O IR e (il 4, kA6, 2015).

4.2.2. FARERHURME Xl SRR

DA WTFERY], 1B BURE M b RT3 XS 77 45 A\ (2014) 38 e o 48 FREUR A 5 Ak SR 2 [7]
HIR RBEATERIR, KBS BEBURNE W] LB AV SR, JCH X T4k MK I BT3GR 5 1E 17 1 B2
TEM . ek, ABERBSURAIEA AT DA B M AV 508, 3 T DAE sk — 8 e ] A B B 4 28 ()43 (A0 4
MR A . Bilhn, Arend (2013)%F H/NRANVREATHFFE R I, DG By b0 MEh A BE 1 S AEAR LA
SR A b SRR I R PR R AR

4.2.3. Bl RERHURME IR SERE AR
WEFER ], AP N 5 A4S PR 2 i A b iR BESE BRI RUR o Chan Al Cheung (2012) A BLG B
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BRURRME A R4 0 Al v BRSO R IEAH ORI, RAF ROV iR B SR B A M T A mE e F2E A e . Orlitzky
HI- Swanson (2010)JE I LA I 7 AA G FLEURME I R RS A R B E RIFIARE VI it
PRI o BRI BT Ml A BRI X R A 1 Aol v B SE B B

4.3. WzEa

Fe A BB ) SEUE R FETE FEAR T, (B T IR BEANGE o B 50 R B9 SOk v o0 T 7 M A PR AU
PERT AR St e AR P DA R E R B, KR AME R AR B AR LR R, BT SR RE RS
ZHRLH AR ZE . AT PR 2 R A B AU B2 . T R A B AR 5 e R 2R A AL 4 W IR AE T
ZEMFENSER, BEAERGE IR, R Patterson (2001)1R F-381H 7 BF A RIS R R 2 028 H.
YEF B B, R IE TR v HLER DX AN R 2 (A g2 R 25 128 AR FL . s, ik
GO AL B S B AT IR TR AL, (R R A SRR B R LRI B AR LA B = . kb, %
FILEZ 5 FR AL R A R AE R . 28 ERTIA, ASCREE A 2 B ) wE kA B AU
PERFEFCR — AN e A, BEATR A A A .

EES 4 AR
AABE WA ATy
SR & ALK

A FiALAE PR AL
L&

Figure 2. A complete model of business ethics sensitivity research

B 2. Bl IR R B R

5. RFKHARSE

IR H HT LA PR RO LIS TARKBERE, (EAYRAAAE — SR AR R T R R . S e X
7 A& PR AT 7T T LU BLTR DY AN T T A S i ik -

Fs WS AR =TEE, RETRAN QB TRRC B BURTE R a5 & AR B T
REF O, (HRVF 2 G TR BB AW T 48 SRATIZVR AL . ANSEEER, AN Rl 22 BT 2 T8] A & ik
ZIEMWPE RSP FUHR, BRI AG B AU L A B AR AN R E SCANIE I 0 . oK 2 0
HNTAET BT, e BLRBUEE 5 TE B URIE . EEACBR IR EEAS BRI LA R AR TE R &
FERA . BRI, R A BBURIE B & S AR — P 5E 8 0], WEFEN AT BB X LR T ) AR
IHATIRER, AT ARy, WA E VIR EZ MRS MRS, SRR
SR AU IR

B BT ARRAE R AU BRI IR L, AR DUR P G AE 1) A I
TRAERHWT I LR RE, #A AW Mg 78 (23 8 - 1R S50 3602 h s A A 52 A48 2L ) AL
TR R RS R RSO, R A AT AR . SRR BT R M RN R KT DURE B RO
REERE R 0T RS AR E, RO R R I R, R R A (R I A e v R
S AEERRERTE; SHAABRRATCAA VIR WK, FEFESMET R TR, HER T iz
WAL 18355 BT A Gk B2 T4, 38 AT A B G B2 AT 50 o 3 BB AR R LA S B 32 1Y
WEEAE LS, HAR SRR & 7 A B s v . 0. 2) HI T H AT A T R R TR R PR E R — %
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SE IOV, RRICTHEHEIRNIAF T, 7T DUCR A E &M Mg &, Bk ez T ki
W 2 1S AREE A, SN AR AL I U R TR

F=, BT E: AR DAE ORI AT AR R IR R M E 2 R, ARG ETH
EIRNTZR R M AS BB O 45 AR R, WL IR 25 B (Weaver, 2007), Ff FLIE A] LA TR 2 R ma L]
£ 5% B 8 IR 3 () PR A B T AR AR EXEE R . Ledn, Reynolds (2006)HF 78 & B T 48 B ) 1 5 1 B 18
o] R AE FDAS BB 2 [A] 56 B o Toti A Moulins (202 1) 5 & BN #4241 0 1E 1) 8 5 40 BR AR 46
HEV SRAT MBI o ] I 2 i) 50 1) R 25 AN T R A B RV B M 0 s R, T LIS R kAR
PRAURME R . STUERT SR T TR A S AR A

U, BTG IRANTFEXRTE P A A BN G R A BERUBRME I 5T . A ERN SR Al
RGO J R, RS B R A T e 3 (AT, 78 Ak O B R S bl 2 Vs MEVE s 9 HL Newstrom il
Ruch (1975)& Il ZE EA G2 R TR dE i B 2R IE. Bk, s 28 B 0 605 NAEe 34
BB E AR AU 5T, B A A BN G R I AS BRI X DA R ) S AR LR .
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