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Abstract

To explore the behavioural responses of employees after making different attributional inferences
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about the motives behind the participation in CSR practices in the hotels they belong to, the study
empirically examined the collected data with a sample of 259 regular hotel employees using quan-
titative research methods with the help of SPSS and Amos software. The results of the study found
that: 1) CSR attributions have a significant impact on employees’ counterproductive work behav-
ior, among which, symbolic attributions have a facilitating effect and substantive attributions have
an inhibitory effect; 2) Organization identity mediates the effect of CSR attributions on counter-
productive work behavior; 3) Perceived in-out CSR alignment plays a moderating role in the effect
of CSR attributions on counterproductive work behavior. The study complements and deepens the
cross-sectional research on CSR attributions and counterproductive work behavior, and provides
a reference for hotel business managers to better understand the conditions under which em-
ployees’ counterproductive work behavior occurs, thereby improving the management mode.
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1. 5|

R, PSRRI T S T TR AR, R i 2l B A e o R N 55 1 i B R 3R 2RSS
VMR 5 1 IR 25 N [1]e XHZREH S, R TR HAERZNE RS R h i m 2 A d, RTRR
55 AR KRR E EYGE TG B RF SR W 0, DRI, An el DA R M N 70 B3 54 B L B i 7 B S
BRI TR AR, BUA BT RCR R HR A a0 e 2% 03 T TARRBLEEAT o b, DL 53 T/
AP TARAT N BUB I 2RO TR BOAM R, A7 TARAT J945 0 A S 45 3 2 21 B [F) 0 2 f)
AELETN, ML, TSR], REARLRAT NN IRSELGHERRE X, H1E
MRS AR BT, AR TARAT RIS s R SN AR AR 25, A3 T e LR HR 5 B BLR, 2 o il s
AV EAA AR . BAE, W FEIN AT e B 5200 53 TR A 7 TTARAT 9 Al L PR 3R BT AR

il A2 SAEAE TN AL AR RE A TAT N7 I RCR B35, KEWTFON AL 2 TR AN A L H R, IESE
T A CSR Lk &= 3/ 01 T S HA BARIHENAT . ScBiwtFAEL, d T A TS AL
SNSRI R A OS], L, PR — S R B S BATH 2 5UE, R LA AT RERE
W25 CSR SKERMITEAE SN, B SLHEAT A IHEWT[3], BUB AL, HE—DHid 17X HAR T W
(KR4, HILNBL 2T IHBER A R A2 TUE R AR SCIOE X BE =, 2T UL Eiid, #Ftil
WAERVIN A, JRga B SUEER . HSNFAEIR SRR -3, salitasuEHES AT
SRR TARAT N Z I8 AR AR FETTARYT o F F0 485 RAUTE B R Aol 5 B SR Ay st R 03 1 S 2B TARAT N
KR ZRA, BEMOGEE BN, G S 5 AR AR B b R B 2 AR A CAMT

2. EipEMS5RREN
21 BEGIEIHSFERAESRE~TETA

Ak At 22 AR VA (CSR attributions) @& AN A6t ik 2 5 4k 22 B4R S BT S5 AU SR H ) 32 004 2 A0
fRE[S] . S 5% THEFUREA, Donia S8R At 2 AR HT N ANERE : (1) RALYEJAR (symbolic at-
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tributions): MRy dalbo TR B S 55 8 H T R kAt 2 TR 3, CSR SEE A R4 414k 4
HIEME R AR R TH; (2) ST EIARF (substantive attributions): MAIA Al T4t 2 Gl F 25
(41 H BRI Ak A 2> ST IR B [6]

HER-SHEERRY], MEAER. SEMOEZEEIRZ S5 BRIERREF - BOARM B R 250, Ak
RIS ST NZ A —8E, MRS 5L R R A AR R0 i 8 s — BRI AT o A 6
[7] [8] BRI, ASHF ST TN 24 51 T35t Bt J& )5 25 CSR SEER A ZWHLIEAT SAE LA R (S B3 PR IE R B,y i
REESTNA-BOERIIE T, BIEMEED) B S Ja 48 LA I i s A7 TAR T 9. BARRb, B
AEPEA P RS 5 T UG 25 CSR SEBGR N 115 & H Al (0t S B BB (BN, &2 T AR s
TETE RGeS, WAL ER H & PLAMHAB A 28 50 ORI 23 [9], BERE, 53 XM ¥ CSR AT 9 fF
R W D9 SN S AT AN YRR R OB, 3 T A TR AR S b AR R B . A
Hb, 24 B3 68 BT AE IR ST ) CSR SRBHEAT SEBUE VA TR, 1E 18 W 2 R etk HAE AR b 1 30
PeL RIS R ARSI AT ON[10]. 2T FORHEDT, BF T DL R

H1: GUIEE PR 2 I [ M i 3 1 A0 s A TARAT N .

H2: SR I PR 2 G 1l S I s 53 1 fR S A TARAT N .

22. BERTIEWHESFREITESHLANE

#H 23\ [F] (organization identity) & 412 Ak 10K 5 PR S — 1R B FINE,  ARI AR
LHUEAE VAR RS AR [11] o AR SN F B S, AMAE I 4 £ 3R 55 23 20 HE e 4 X ) 0T
kK, ERXR—IEP, MESKERBPNBIIE—F 0, DIRFE %N BRI B EREE A B RIE R [12],
et R ZH I A A 1A 23 LU R G S0 B J@ BEAR N . £E AL SRS N, A LA AR
MR 26 COFTIE T 5 AN AR REAT X 20 Ee A, 24 53 TGS SEif) CSR SEE M H w1 9 ]
B, BN, SRR T IR, T Iei AR & (0 5 0 A% R SRR A (B (5 28 . 5%
JERAE), AR TTR T A ARRT I 7R V8 o ) ) L 2 A SO VG s B W A R G 9 Y AR [13]. MR, 4 IR
TP E ) CSR AT Jfih SE B IH BRI, 51 T2 iAo B O Rl 0 5 AR A 2R LRy B R AR
IR ER . B REFSEE, ARSI RIS, 4G SR BT S A . SR, BT
DA B -

H3:  GAEME VAR A [ 5 e s G T 22N )

H4: S JA DR I [l 52 e s R T i 280N ]

2.3. HEARIKH N ER

BT SARER, BB AL AR A 2N F G, MRS B Tk a5 44 H b e
A B B LA ST BT AE ALK AR A SCHF[14] o fE kit 2 SRS SR, 250 TRORSIFTR
IE ) CSR AT N TR M B, 22t B BB WAL B R B ok, IR ARG P T
(IVA TR AN R, DRI DA Je 09 15 PO A 5% B 3 A A 2 BB R B CSRAT OV IR R I B e D2k 1 BB
B, MERSEEEHIUN R 950> B CRRIAZUT Jy, B TR0 B A 2RI 0E, 5]
K EHRAEIEAT A[15] . TAESLFERBIE ST, M LR L% & B2 3R m A T AHZUAE,
FPERPA BT, A LRI EZHEHLREMAT N T BRI, &8k 3. 4, Ot
LA B :

H5: ZHZUA R RAEE AP s A7 TARAT IR .

H6: 0N [F] A S Bk A PRI s A 7= AR AT R
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2.4. AL REARSMIERNEETER

b A £ BT 3 AR RS S (perceived in-out CSR alignment) &4 51 T %} T J& 2 2R 4% P 28 AN AR 5 A1)
T AH SR R Al BT AT S 2 ) — Bl Wi AR L AN [16], ZHZL DL AR S ERA 23 AH 5S38 (B S A TE 47 2K
SPRF DR T, XA O LA Al A 22 T AT 7 H A FUSEE  — AN H B UE[17]

LR BBV MRLE AT PSR A b 2 A I D0 2 A RIE AR, MR 8] A LUAH BLE
TR, X SE2 25 SAE MRS A AR ST T S AR ANAE BT, M, BZemR m A —
B BAFAE IR, AMALERIT . PSR 2 A ) T S E AU A R A5 B [18] [19]. MR xX—HiL, &
WEFETTE 53 T A lb A 2% DA A A im0 0 8 R0 2 145 A bk 2 S AR VA DRDGS 52 T s A 7 AR AT RS o
BARM S, AL 2 T N AN FEEIKE T, RE TP EE S5 CSR SLkin) it TREIR 1 b Al HFsk
BNV, (B NAFR A CH, A LAIENIERB RS L, EXFMEN T, R ToBmgs sk
AR ARG S — B G479 [20], JF 5 BLRTHRABE 1) CSR A7 AR LT B i R A5 AR BLENIE,
e oA T 0 AR TAE P AT S AR 7 TARAT NI AT RE . 72 @ AL 2 SR N AN IR SR T
JUE GAEYE IR BRE S f ] 2R 30 A L i 2 A2 ma s o, (R SR I, AN N BTS2 A a i s AT
IR N — 5 FR R B = J7 /A “F K (third-party  justice perception) £ 52 FI| 55 — J7 /A “F & s (first-party justice
perception) KM, AR A 8 — 7 2P IR £ 1 55 00 52 B B 288 =07 AP 52 [21] . ARYEIX — SR BE,
ST e A A 22 BT AT I AP R BR N 7K ST 2 1 55 AV VA R 6 S 28 7= TARAT NI IE M s2m . ik, A5
i DU R, R 1 W 1 s B AR AL

H7: W85 G2 T A AL 2 53T 3 SO UR SR NAE GAE T UE ERIRE S A= 72 TAEAT A 1 I ) 2 i o 2 o 1 9

TEH
H8: ik 1 T Ak AL 23 BAE A AN B E S5 ARG s A 77 TEAEAT D9 B v S el e o A2 30 7
TEH

il A2 BTAE A AN I

FALTEA

! i
1
| . R TAEAF Y
I ESEIE T\\\\\‘
o= ; LN

Figure 1. A research model of the effect of employees’ CSR attributions on their counter-
productive work behavior
B 1. RISt EEENERE =TT AN R

3. Wistigit
3.1 HHERIR

UK 1) 6 2 07 QAT Bt e B, Do 3L R T i 22 ORI, I T8N D SRE T 4 i
Bt H—, MEARRKPTIEBIULKRE COARRAER, ETRERMISTRIETR, §FF0N SRR
FEEAE T AE BB AR . S, DR ESR N AR OGRS N MEREAE R, WA S
A SN SE BRI SF BEIUHEAT 13 24 1R BB . 72 G SO fE b, BETRA T LA 1A
EAIBN, BN AR ARG s L5 WAL RS 0, FEH AT RE 1 IR RE RS I AT AT 2024
IR 2 WA BT H AR R T ARSI 0200 1 6 1 2 5% TR 80R) 26 (RN 5 10 i b 55 B A |
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SEMAEE N 1 [22]), $OREEE EESEIE T/ERM N R, TRE RIS Mol A . & DUE 4 ES,
FEBE RINEG), R ) b8 e TR . 2%, ASURBITFE LR 400 43 1013, e 15 % in) 45 259
1y, AN 64.75%.

32. METHR

W 58K H Donia 25(2017) & 1 4k fi b SR ) B Aol A 2 STAT VA, A0 35 SR A 2 VA IR A0 s o 1k
VA 5 S I 4 B2 (6] 4L 4N R £ e Mael A1 Ashforth (1992)F & /AN BTG [23], 1% E#HI1E
RURE CAEAR SRR ST HPAF 2 1 T2 30 IE[15] [24]0 53 T AP A2 T4 A M 1R % e 1 0 2 3 10T 250 S ) EH
Bogan % (2020)FF & 3R, Hlln “ TR A G TE B AT ol AL 22 ST SE AT, BESGTE N A TR,
AN R S AH S ARAL” [16]0 TEARBRAH, A TAEAT N EWRI S R =A4ERE, Xt gl 4
PN B DA S ZH 2R A0 B I I AR 7= TARAT A, Hodr, Ao /N 4EFE 2 2% 1 Yang #1 Diefendorff
(2009) 2T EE B gm il R, Lt 14 ASEBII[25]s TS 53 TR 9 3 St it s AL 7= TAEAT il
=K H B Hunter 1 Penny (2014)FF R 3R, FH % Mignonac 25[26]2%3 ik, e LA i) 7 AN Eiom
KM, PTIE TN Hunter A1 Penny FOBIF 74k 25 BB 26 i i R -E AT M [27]. M35 e R 45 e e HL )
BR, EHAASERFEEN. FE. BEAKE. TESR, TEMERREE. WA, LGRS Font
%, BB R, 2% Su S5 (28] IIHGE, X BTl S I it B R B i FLR W I “ AT — 1]
(7, PR ESN “WIE” o NSRS NS E, RO REER R T, T
177 AE, AR E 57 4. RIS BN, ARG T, MEARERAEEER, S5 HE
AR HLUANFE . b2 BT AR BN 5 [ A2 7 TAEAT 1% Cronbach’s a {43714 0.841. 0.894,
0.899. 0.823. 0.940, 7 & H{k KMO {4 0.817, Bartlett ERFZFE K656 19 525 14 v 0.000, HIFF& Gt
IobrdE. HEik, WEICEITIER AT

4. REGRE SR
4.1, RS TS EHERL

B FHEAE 7 BT i fF SPSS25.0, AF 9T 1 Skt IR Il -4 BHAT T BB i 5ME, FHFARYE 30 N, 5
bR 7L TIME £ 3 /MhRdEZE XM AME R E AR, SRECHBFEA 259 4y, BB ARE ISR, FEALS
ML TR Z, N 63.3%, FReF LM 18 2 50 &, FHULERAAR NE, TIEFRZ
N 1~5 4, AR N AR E ML, 1 57.5%. HE—EHh, BFSTTTAA N &R S I N — B AT R
. BESERER, SRR Cronbach’s « 47514 0.816. 0.852. 0.891. 0.866. 0.939, KT
PRAE 0.7, BE /A KMO {E>4 0.914, Bartlett BRJE AL LG 19 535 14 09 0.000, 1& & HEAT 5 82 A5 IE 1 H 1
ST e FIEBN AT TARAT A &I E U 2, RO S TR ZE, ARSI T 2518
T (2010) P 17 2 25 R i, R 3 TR0 38 P 3B eI H 474 (item parceling), L J B A4 7] — 38 9 36 10
PN BE L L IR — 5 M AT B — N TR AR [29] FEARRFFAEEE N, A SO MR iy & R TR
P2 TARAT NI A — B 4R BE 0 ST = A debs,  FRIRIRUE S = AN — B 452 R A I 3ME,
TR IR . T &R TabR, 24T AAE G RGN X 4 ERR R WE 1 s, RIERE
G, RAZE T EAEE (AVE)Y KT 0.5 (SYC R4k, BEAFFE KT 0.36 1T THE), BEMEK
Kot HIRYEE 1S A S R EUN T IZA ST AVE [P 5 AR, AT HIR AR & 2 ) B
RIFHIX 33408 HfE, AN ERNSMATERT TR, Sirs R 2R, 42/df=1.616, RMSEA =
0.049, GFI=0.905, CFI =0.965, TLI=0.959. %I, &RKIEIREIAFIER ARHE, &7 5 2L 0

(G
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Table 1. Convergent validity and discriminant validity

#1 RAMESXOYE

AN CR AVE SYC SucC ORI 10C cwB
SYC 0.816 0.472 0.687
SucC 0.854 0.596 -0.352"" 0.772
ORI 0.890 0.576 -0.428™" 0.514™ 0.759
10C 0.867 0.685 -0.346™" 0.325™ 0.607"" 0.828
CwB 0.945 0.851 0.408™" -0.519™" -0.668™" -0.553"" 0.992

: N=259, "®/Rp<0.05 “Fxp<0.01l, ™K p<0.001l. SYCFRZAEMIAK; SUC FoRsLFmMEHK; ORI
FoRAGUAF; 10C Rt 2 AT AMB RS CWB Fon RAEFTIET A, TH.

42. XEFERERE

ST A TR EE B 03 T B J AR, NI R B AR, WF SO REAEE R T Harman R
PRI, Blaios, 55— AE TR & T I RBTT Z MR 30 38.49%, /T 40%[ I 8,
AT AN A FEAS B o AN AE ™ A 3R] 7 1 0 22 17

4.3. RigRe

43.1. AWM EE

f&B) SPSS. AMOS Ziit-#ff, WAk 7 “ At 2 SR A —~ HZUN R — A= TAEAT N 11
BT, IR S KA SRR R AT A 1 S A FR AR & RN, 4%/df = 2.022, RMSEA =
0.063, GFI =0.900, CFI =0.950, TLI=0.941, IR R RE . BEMTERER, FAEMERR S SR
PRV R A P2 TARAT N R bR EAL 42 2307 )4 0.129 (p < 0.05). —0.230 (p < 0.001), X4 ZiA R fIbxR
WAL 8 1% 28053 79 °9—0.306 (p < 0.001). 0.444 (p < 0.001), B4k, ZHAUARRN A TAEAT NI E BER
BELPRURI(B = —0.506, p < 0.001). KT CA KB RIER 42 20 W45 5, BF 0% Bootstrap 771%, ikt
2000 O EA R A BN AT S, RIS EE R 2 s HNZER 1S, RAEPE ARSI A G0N FER T
AR TARAT 9 BB 452 30848 9 0.135 (brEAt RECH 0.155), 95%EfE X MIAME 0, RPN EA
GuiteE S, B 3. SR EIKAE; seRtE A RE G0A R T & AR P TAEAT N TR 42 2408 {5 —0.178
(brAEL R ECH-0.225), BWEGX AN E 0, RPN BPIEZEALE, Bk 4. 6 BT . frdEfh
RUSAE 535 0.284 (p < 0.001). —0.455 (p < 0.001), 7% 5 ik A/ 48 5 R AR 8 RN & B4 53l
54.6%F1 49.4%.

Table 2. Results of the mediating effect test for organization identity
= 2. ALUARHP NI LER

/ N Bias-corrected 95%Cl Percentile 95%Cl
e R SE
Lower Upper p Lower Upper p
indl 0.135 0.045 0.062 0.242 0.000 0.056 0.233 0.001
ind2 —-0.178 0.045 —0.286 —0.105 0.000 -0.279 —0.102 0.000
stdindl 0.155 0.045 0.074 0.254 0.000 0.067 0.245 0.001
stdind2 —0.225 0.047 —0.328 —0.145 0.000 —-0.322 —-0.139 0.000

¥E: indl: SYC — ORI —» CWB (dE#x#EfL); ind2: SUC — ORI — CWB (AE#rififh); stdindl 5 stdind2 435l R~ bx
AL A SRR A7
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4.3.2. BB

MRIEHE R, BEFCAER IR ERS . BE AP SR TARFERIR S, SRR
YEKF A Ml A 2 BT A A AN B RN R T S RN AT R, DA OB A R R ECE N W, BT

PR A BT AR AR AR R T T A, RIS R AR 3 Fn. A ERIAGRER, ki
ZTHE RS A TARAT AR R R B3 Z 2SS 2 SRR AN R E s, Hrd, ZAE
PEVADR 5 Ak At 23 54T P9 AR B0 (1928 HL IR 400,318 (p < 0.001), st M A R 5 Al 4k 2 534 A 4
PR ZE B A0 0.351 (p < 0.001), ik, ik 7. 8ilidtuie. FETRIHER, W RHIES

(M £

Table 3. Results of the moderating effect test of perceived in-out CSR alignment
#F 3. S RERIMMERMA BT YA RIEER

1SD) ik — 25 % 8¢ | AR Al At 2 TTAE A AN RN K P 26 ilk At 2 TUE A BRI e A2 7= TAR

cwB
Bl LAY — R — P = LT Y HAZY T
B t B t B t B t B t
Gender 0.041 0.663 0.018 0.332 0.006 0.124 0.021 0.417 0.017 0.381
Age 0.101 1.406 0.076 1.242 0.045 0.773 0.013 0.227 0.051 0.962
Education -0.108 -1.528 —-0.040 -0.671 -0.026  -0.457 0.016 0.271 0.041 0.788
Length 0.031 0.470 0.030 0.534 0.040 0.753 0.067 1.251 0.037 0.754
Type —0.008 -0.125 0.028 0.503 0.030 0.566 0.049 0.923 0.066 1.380
SYC 0.235™" 4.252 0.147* 2.726
SUC -0.374™ —-6.880 —0.374™" -7.636
10C -0.417"" -7511 -0.357"" -6.733 —0.389"™" -7.424 -0.318"" —6.595
SYC*I0C -0.318™" -5.908
SUC*I10C 0.351™" 7.606
R? 0.033 0.312 0.396 0.379 0.496
AR? - 0.278 0.084 0.346 0.117
F 1.748 (p = 0.124) 16.252™* 20.505™" 21.917 30.753"™"
BT REG bR R
29 ¢
A
AN
AN
AN .
2.6 F N -7
ﬁ \\ -7 ’
= 2.3 ,&g
H I -7
G e AN
H - \\
' 2.0 F AN
AN
AN
\ bt e JJIUEI
1.7 . :
(M — 1SD) (M + 1SD)
- = - UKF—RAEHIA —a— KPR
— = =K 1A —— KPS A
Figure 2. Simple slope plots of the moderating effects
B 2. TR B R R
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AT NBIFENE RN, i 2 frs. AZERTAL  BEAE G TR AL AL 2 5TAE N AN R IR EK P B 8T iR T, R
PR VA RO s A 7= TAEAT N R T A8 R 328 T B S ek 38 (B /K s = 03795 7K P = —0.122), SHISC
Al 2 TOAR A A 2R 0 B T T RAE R U RN S AR TTAEAT RIS S5 18— B RN, sesidk e
PRIGT Js AE 77 LA RAT DR A FREII 8 R B o 1 1548 B AP R 3R T ek 58 (1A P s = —0.547 5 i 7K P =
—0.042), #—PIHIE TRk 8-

5. fREILERE
5.1. WiREEit 5Tk

AR S IF R A R, I S R A T B8 414 CSR S (1 VA DRI HE T Sk FE FE 78, AR S
(I bR DT R R AL = AN, S, ARG SR AR A R s A b4 22 53T 5 08 TR AR P TARAT
NZIEHIRER, IR T A TAE AN IFIRSACE MR G B . SAMERIRM S MLIL, AT THIIE
BERFEE, SWENEMENZY, Fit, WEe—-HERBHARG BT TiE, A LER
AIREXTE 25 CSR Sk HIZNALEEAT AR HERT . AN SCHEET 259 4410 1E 00 T — F a8, EsE T
T AN A2 TATIH R R A TAR T A A R . BARMS, 24 0 TXHBJE k) CSR SL# i
HEAEPEVARIE, S8R TAESH AT R R AE P TARAT s 124 03 A SR e VAR B, 2 97 bk
AT R, DM, R FOIE S TEE ST B T A AL S SRR B S HOR A TARAT ]
RAFRRZRL N SO R, BRERER, AIUNRA M2 50T P AR R 2 Bl 2] A
YER S5 IFTE

L UK R TR I I R AR TARAT NN T LS L A BT AN R AR 5 TR AR T
VEAT NI S . TEREA F 2 A lb At 2 ST A RS2 A (1 &k 51 TAT Ak, KEWF ST 785t UM 21
PN BRI R A 72 TARAT NSRS R 22, X UM BB I T RIS AR X B =, (HFERSS AT =T,
SRR 1) 7% TAT A EA B SRR R L ASCK IR T W B R A TAR T ARALR F . ANRS
) 2 2 AR 7= TARAT NSRRI N e B, 38 1 4t 9 4m Bk

UbAh, LA R S AL A B R B — 8 SRR . DRSS R, WS R T AT E A
21 CSR SE BRI S8 o M 1 R A B T4 H R A 7= TARAT . HAASUARTER MR A ER, B, W5
R NZE RS CSR SLE A A AN LS, AR R TR E R ER, AT RS e
FEE O U MO Y T AR P TARAT MR AE B R RS, BB ap 5] 5 0 TAE TR h R 2
BRI M EIMT RS A, AL THT AR 53 TS i R, HRaRSEbR, RS
BT R R I o AT Al 2 S AT 9438 (CSR communication), DA i 53 16 ik AH 56 ok 5 A R A S
Fr, ST T TAERDL.

52. BIRMESRE

SR FEIRAE T ARV AL 2 D AR JH PRSI 53 s A2 7 TARAT N B E L, Jf it — e 7 420
W A AR REAT ARk AE 2 Do N AR IS R AR RS, B AEAE U R RIR I, AER R T ] > BL
S (1) SRS /R IR ENE 13 o5 L ik 80%, H AR E UMY, X ZEEE Ak AT BEE AL 2 5T
fEASRTT I “H0TE)1” , BERZ A TUER N, BRI A S AN S A — e R %, E
fHE St — P SE B Tl o (2) WHFUERIE 1 AlkAk 2 SoE A IR IBCRIAE AT SR AL b (30 FAE AT, EAR
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