OHERREIEE 2023, Vol. 31, No. 6, 1094-1108
Advances in Psychological Science

© 2023 HERRARE L HBTS T
https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1042.2023.01094

B NE: BEXRITHEBEETANEIN

I

2 et

(RHAMZ T 5 5 R PR < Be, LA 100029)

i

B OZRKRATLT @R G T RMEIR, A SRBX) 2R TH TR, 22, Adbbh R E
TAZENER R ZTEREAT AN o R A%,

i@ i B R E A AR AT R R, B Rk AR AAE

AR, AN ENPELALEATE, BAaEEETAIR, THARFRFAKRE, HRETLREEH
B HERSAEFRER, ERAELFE ., ATFXBGANENFIES, 2AFRAABEZRITHATER,
AERIREELRZREZGHRNA ., HREFTAHNESLS, AREZZHREFEL ZHRGIH £ F AT @

AR,
KA

HES
51

Ry 75 “FOARMNT RS FI#H,
KETH o BEZE T DR <G O 2 R 25 10k
2R B SRR E AR, Al
WA ST R . H AR A S R LA A L E
PR RCEBCHTH R EAT iR B EE
Z% , fERN—FEMALS T A O R 25805 )5 i
AT 200037 BT 1) (Gouldner, 1960; 3Kk 45, 2018),
H RS BEIR () 3C e TN E, 2 SE Il kR
TG R I E T ) X (André et al., 2017), A%
(Hamilton, 1964), #4232 (Gouldner, 1960). Z:4%
2%(Kranton, 1996; F524:, /A, 2015)M414L
TNZEERCE 4, 2002 EXRHET T2
R, EFE AR EB, DA oS
1747 B 8 O 2R RE A8 X 8 £8 74 %% (He et al.,
2022). BEPEASH(André et al., 2017). % 0%
(Swoboda & Winters, 202 1)F17H 2% & 1) 2% ¥ (Romani
et al., 2013; Stabler, 202125 )7 1/~ 4L 3 H 2

B849: F713.55

1

il

Wk H 3BT 2022-06-06

* EHFARPFERS T LWH G S 72272033); HE
FBASCHE SR ZEIT RIIE ST H (4R 55 : 22YJA630075);
dbm st 2Bl E RS HFEEARAWLATE (WY
21DTRO50)% Bl

BEEA: FMEE, E-mail: sunjin@uibe.edu.cn

1094

PR, BRXER, HRAATA, SHEU, HF TR

BRI o E, Joit 2 B A SR AT X 4, 02
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ZRETHEZME SR NAENLE BRGS0
FESR, 3 BUTCTE A BUR FIRE 5 Al A6 T 2% i 16 ¢
VA R B L 5 M X S 1 PRI A b BT
AT REE A, LA BIAF 5T IRz SR O A
W S5 BRI 3R

BET M, ASCHESEHSE D EELERX
— AT SCHR BB, R T E B OGRS R o
EATHRRESHESE () 1), HESELUAH B AZ #e . X
2% W P RS = AR U R G A B AR 1
b H AR EAT MR BN R, RE
MAT R ERS S HRMER) . A7 PR EWAT
R ARAT S FNAT S KT (7 S 1 B VR i) =
ANYEFEXTTE S AT AT, K EE LR
YHH R FAT N EA = ER Ty, ', BN
ZIERAR, BEXRAMUEXRR TS S5ROTEE
PR %f-(Baskin et al., 2014)FLOFE R4 (Briley et al.,
2017)J7 A T 22 5%, I RETIOM OC R Z A4 = M
FXH A (Romani et al., 2013; Evanschitzky et
al,, 2011), W T HEXFREm A EEE, K,
YR« — X 1Y 28 4, BB R AL 5
BENTAEFRIFA—3 ek, BARR
B EOC R TT Refl kTP TR 1 TR (Toannou
et al., 2022; Stibler, 2021), T EA MW= X HH
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3% 04
FTRAEE . SR
NG J ' \_ %
\ WHEATH |
| |
Rk R FRATE
HRXRNEGH BURHIFT N AT RHR R
R AW Wi AT R R
LT R BT O RE
VORI LRI Sk A 5
G A W] BT R AN Y )5 SR (Henkel et al., 2017; LR I GEHELE
Pugh et al., 2018), '14:}%?@:%%/\%2”@5@&@ [—R\ N = B
. ) , . 2 HEHEXZEH . EBEFRH NS
Ve SRR, BDEEE 36 F BOR 0 5 2 R REMEX, FHEIRYNE
PR —8, EEERBSS BN ET K L 2.1 EHEEXZMENXTEH

AT FR (Narwal et al., 2022; Su et al., 2022), &
FULEM, ERNERICGEMITEIRRE ., 4
RS A SR ) A aS e = AN 4 BN
BRGNS AN B A AT T
R, FESLIERE L, AFRBIART L E R
Wel Y 2 AT A s R A NE R, XA
SHESRHE— AT

AR TR EEA =8 F—, ETFHHX
REAZP YL R, HELLXT B BOC 2R 52 e I
WEAT AR ERERITT R A AR,
IR H BRI 2 AT B R R AR TR
o BT, IZMELEXT H B S R P AT TN
NHEAT T B FIRE, BT REFEIEL S
TS EAT AL . 5 =, ERE e
T H BSR40 St A R R iR A A
RS, ¥ RT MEEMEAREEE PN

NG AZ PR R B =FIER . 45515
A IRTMA B B —J5%% S8k 37 5 & (independent
relation), 45 R E &R T H — S K% R
(dependent relation), DA S &5 53T 07 4% J1 1y
M EAKAT 5% A (interdependent relation) (Blau, 1964),
MR 5 SC ] B R X, L BB AR <P BE A W] LA
AH A 77 2B 45 T 18 L AH AL P 3 Ak SFe B AR 35 Bl Y
& O, g HH B . A BLAE A slRE B >,
R T A5 AR B A R OE R
(Columbus & Molho, 2022), J&AH T MKAF i1 55
A4 B F 44 i (Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005), H T
4 B B AK AT (reciprocal interdependence)-5 H: ¥ 1%
EEHAIX 43, Gouldner (1960)igik T H.H 3 & 1 =Fh
FEl. 5f—, ERIENXZW, TEEANSAZE
AR J HE B AR LA, BRI OC 28 U7 e A BH 1 1)
Lo ME, — I AT NATIRERE 51 K I3 — 5 (el i



1096 O B R 2 it B

%31 4%

(Gouldner, 1960), 55—, 7E.0FMIRE 2, B HEE
—Fhe AT A3 BABATT R AT Z W B R IAF A, %
U AE T X3 4132 ] (equivalence  principle) i) 28—
R — I B S AR BE 45 T AH N 1Y [ i B T ik
RN — I X I EE, UL 9 L G R R
DL ST A 4E 37 (Gouldner, 1960), 55 =, 7E3Cfbfdi
A2, B R — R AR A ), A A
BT MBI L5, A BESFE K2 B &
(Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005),

HEXRT, MRS MRS F5H = Fh
JE . )iz H H(generalized reciprocity). V- H.
H (balanced reciprocity) A1 71 1] H 2 (negative
reciprocity) (Sparrowe & Liden, 1997), ] 2 H H#
WA AEAT T B R, AN R X 7 25 T A g Y Bl
2, B Al 8 8 N R TG BTSSP T O A
WA 2 — 7 R AN B I, Xy 45 A I Y
MR, 0EET MR A ARGE .« Al DIAR 45 T 5 ) 3%
2578 7577 A (Evanschitzky et al., 2011); 1fij 1 [7] &
DU 5 A 48 T Y 8 R 2 T AT ) ) 5 97 [
BRI EMTEGERSCE S, 2012), 0 HEA
£ BV R RS AR, B 56 R B RS M H 1R
M GFAL, GnLLAF I SR . FEA SRR
g, DL b = RN T B BRI Y % SRR
(Liden et al., 1997), Kfif5, Uhl-Bien #1 Maslyn
(2003)# Liden %5(1997)32 Hi 1Y 5. BT % SL R HE
FEA P FPZEAL . BN B B HE (positive norm) I 71
TH . B LT (negative norm), Z¢ TR, HEXR
JER R BRF A AVERUT 1% I 45 7, 18R 35 AH B AR B
GFHA R ENAEMD RS, AN, EEER
rP A R e R BE T LR AR AR 22 TR E, kR
= W AREER S0 B2 1T (Cropanzano & Mitchell,
2005), ilan, =z Bh& R L n) 45 8 o5 4 A AH R
PP T I AR, HITE RSB BT E AL
PRI B BRI A RS

Hamilton (1964)1 56 A 2 Ak Y 25 2k ik 45
98 (kin selection theory)X} NS H. B & R IEAT
file e, W RAEAE MR KT bR AEAT o n] {2 A
AP ERILE . AR, XOF SRR AT TR R 2%

A AR R T AR A e IR, A
R BT — X — B8 F AR A R o 25T )7 F Sl it
W) 4 40, AR DR AA 3 2% A DL b B R B3R Ot B R 5
(Takahashi, 2000).

PR B X R ML, Trivers (1971)5 542
5 B R At 3= CFES (reciprocal altruism  theory),
5 10 BB — e TR A S — i B Ak fE LN B
R Z MR BORCIRMES Ry EZRVEY,
Bk ez g, RTEFER, ). [FB), Trivers
(1971)F1 Alexander (1987)#& I & T (B H H
(indirect reciprocity), RIJ—N~1A I A1 22 A S
1)) BuN NG R G =1V i VA E &= TP =9 \NEE R NG [
BRNGAL . 4 BB R B FEE AL, HES
0T B RS R B34 S0 PEAR R AT, 44
AT NZETE 1R R 40 ) He Al (Alexander, 1987), ML
R GIIREM A ERE, BEXRA B THEw I
TFNFZ AN BAT Sy o RO . SS it ahbl
L KA I 55 i AB Ak oG B T D R 25 o
RSN B BT O TN RPN SN S
(Balliet et al., 2017), i, &AMLERN A B %
RTETHERL SR, (HRAPN s SERT
HEYMEF= 4 3R ES o (B, fEEMEEm, B EM
0 A 52 A A ) Y S d R 4 T TE AR AT, RPfX
FAT A AN & B, O ELME DAAE A Sk 7 26 ) I F 25
(Falk & Fischbacher, 2006)., 7442 ¥R 7 8 J2 1,
TR TIRMA TR EP, ATRESEST . 535
o VEECB 3R AR T AR —
T L] gl i B AL R AN RR, B AMA
A9 TAEFL 2 & (Narotzky & Moreno, 2002), LA [
Fa 18T 23 TR B B i R ) R BT A
22 EEXZRNENSNE

ZBR A AUAE o DSl ek . S0
MR AT B R, BT HEXRR
N T AXEB AT 2 B JEHIXT AT RN, AR
P8 B G R BT MRS AN, R
B R G M 0 BRI N N AE TS | R AR IR A
KRR HIEE BTN NERZR M B R
ek, TERFEINGE R v, WS AT kAT
BYES T BN LR, (FAEWER R, 7255 —B B, &
FEAN ARESZIEN B —E8HPW A,
MrEL, B LB & HR A 4T &8N —E 550G 5R
i, B P E LS A 2704k (Thielmann et al.,
2020), LA byt pedn R 2 i B RO, . A
FEWMEERT T E—Re SR NG EREN, KRG E
SRR A E(Flynn & Yu, 2021), £ BFUERk th i)
VI A () T B 2R 5%, 40 Kanagaretnam 55
(2010)H 2 3 e 2 — A a7 B 1 BUEK B 6 R 1Y)
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ez, Ak 09— J7 PI4T35 52 3 9 He s A Y
AY RN, T 53— A A AR 5Tk B AR T
TR, DIRPEE B RR

el 12 b e, 2 [ A2 A i AR B OC R F2 8
J5#:, Chen #1 Huang (2016)7E 3294 5 3 & 231
W . B 581 Je D 5 — e e e T B
X AR B EE R L, MES T —4
MATHC . RASGEE N A S BB AH E R
45, Xiong 5£(2018)ik3Z i H 4r MR ME L A C
AbF H B R W ——1E B R W S R AR A
P05 ol HL T A A IR 55 DASEOR W S, I3 i X b
JrEARE] T W A 45 8 . Fan 86(2020)i% 11 T H 3¢
FIE R H AR AR ETH W 0L, 5283w LI
H P LAY 4 R, RRI00H Ok 2 1 A0 250 & 45
AT ASRAF A TS = AR R 3 . B 9T B SE B8 0
W] LA AR R B, 053 590 45 22 3 7 7 o 0 3K o
i 55 A 5 N 5L )% 4T 2 (Flynn & Yu, 2021;
Shang & Peloza, 2016),

HEME T EES N 4 R, R, 1E
LR R B R AT R B, B E S0
RZIRH ARSI BN ERE . LY & 8UR A
(T . 5 R, SR IR IO A e 3 0 D0 ik
FH W IR, RIS Gouldner (1960)%) H. 2 (1AL
2, Hoppner H1 Griffith (2011)7E 7 &5 F| vid i 2 1
Sy SIT S T NI, % L EAG A A R S
HEATI &, Pervan 252000 &k T HEHER, N
FALE B AERE X R W SR AT N, IFAE LR
WIZERE | 15 BRI 5 B4 THEHE o Yoshikawa
Z(2020) il 72 G UE T — A PEAG AR SOt |
HEABRE SRR ER, DRE—Ea2
[ B T, S SR o TR . AT Rl
FHE 1 S mE IR 5 B, S TR S SRR
A 43 52 110 L2 0 R) 422 T B R AT M il
WHEAHFNM 4%, Harvey 25(2020) 45 &5 = 1] (3%
HEH S 2 b BT ) BBk TR
SRR HCR . SR UHR ., R4 T E X
ZHFEAMLE, Lou (2022)% 7R 4 N 234 T 4 5,
BRIAF A WA LT 5 3 2 R B BOC R ISH

3 BEEXAMNBEREITANZI

WFETPRE, THSE RS H A T B
HARFERINEBE T X 5 — 77 it WA ¥ (Cropanzano &
Mitchell, 2005). K LT AT 1K HE Gouldner (1960)$2

I A B A A X 3k DR R — A A
G390t BRI B o e T 9% 3 AT A ) 0 1
B R R VAT AR . T A A e 1 A = o 4
M EELRM RS A EEEH, £, TR
FR: HEZMASE BN, HEA TR
A5 ] AT M A EE 25 AR H (Kranton, 1996), 45—, 17
SPERT: W R AT L — AT A 2%
LR IR, P T HT— 56 28 4 5% U5 I fig 5 14
LLSZ 3 (Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005), 26 =, 47h
KOs K ANARAT Sy 1 A B T4 Bk Ak 2 B
PR TE) (5 AT RV AL, LU s 23 9 25 g P 235 1
(Molm et al., 2007), H ik, FATMIT R EMK . 17 H
PR BT R K = A5 A AT B AT, LD
JER H B R AEAH EARAE G B b i i e i A . L
Wiis, TAERBBREALELRPNS 5
MCRZAMMEE R, A7 R Ve LS G 1 S5 R
BYAT R A 2 A VRS AT R, A7 7K 4
TR . WS R AR B B O 2R A & 55 #e
FIFTEIG R, DARAT R R & AR AR 5 R

FAGITRER-SES A M E & RPN E TN
JERIE 1), MIAFERE AR, 1B —%—
M 0K FR, HBOC R BERT DA i 200 46 6 R b
K54, BWaXERZIAMEE AR, W
UL, THIE A =0y AR, AT T LAXEH:
b N 22 1) P BB G R A AN A Ry, REE T H
B RTEAT N BRI AL . AT Ao 5k
B, H RN 5 R H AT R A 5
G, IE 1) RG] Y B G 2RO B R P E T
BT RPE TR R 3R . X A — 2 i B
KFR, HH AT RER B AR R AT R, B
FIRER I AR R PR AT, R T B EE R
Ma A5 A PR O A LI P o AT SRRk R, X453
e () H R G R N 9 # AT R AKE IEAR R
AT PR ERR R BT A i b, RBLAEAT A
FAENEEZER, T, ROMMHEALE, X
T URTE BB RS = A A K, X T 9 3 e R 1
PR TR AT R FORAT R K DA ik
3.0 HEZHRHAH

N T 5 — e R 3 A Xy, T T
A E R B 2% T Molm (2003) 4 Bl , 78
—BHBEXR T, EFES 5 E XS I ot
MRS TR . ARG, B AT 0 A
i LA S, RIS AS S T8 6 7 A5 L AT s e
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®1 HEEXRZMEHEFTHHEEH

WA WX 4 A5 Ay 1) TihEE IR AT KT PRFEVE 3k
BT HELZTH J& M b 47 S 5% T Baskin et al., 2014
BT HEAEZE O WS ALY 2 5% Ji Givi & Das, 2022
BT HESEZHE DHES s 5% i M4 Briley et al., 2017
— LS il =R 5% B FREM%E Roschk & Gelbrich, 2017
R H H BYEFT N 5% B Hod Goldstein et al., 2011
KARLIIFT N Her=Mme 2 1S Pk A Ji Romani et al., 2013
LS ARAS1 IR IA pUE S5 Bk Flynn & Yu, 2021
(SR il B pUE S5 TR Jo Evanschitzky et al., 2011
DR AT A Z 5% TR Fighy Su et al., 2022
1) 5. AT pUk = K B Hahn & Albert, 2017
o oA IR 55 ZOFTH 2 5% B i He et al., 2022
BHEEL Hy RiE R 48 ELES PR T Swoboda & Winters, 2021
e TR S z 5% Mk B Stibler, 2021
X5 i ) - )
NS T 2 B AR 5% TR 1 Toannou et al., 2022
1] B2 A EE W TR T Henkel et al., 2017
i =95 W& B B Pugh et al., 2018
XA ORI 2 5% Joi Hoppner & Griffith, 2011
M IE RS E SR TR ELES - T Hoppner et al., 2015
AR TR SZAT 2 5% Hk A Narwal et al., 2022
BTG R0 R RIS W T AIECE Luchs etal., 2010
HARIK R i Z45% Mk Ao Dahl et al., 2005

BORR U RN S SR B

ZREE LTI, XRE NS S E WS N
— T PATA #: AT N B A eI — T I sc e, I HUA
NENEIT X 7 — A A8 B T U3 (Molm, 2003).
YA T B R 2 UUR A OCWE5¥ J7 T, Baskin 55
QOIHKIME THEARSZ IR H CWIREF, %2
HOME A CRE A SR, KIS 2
TE AT A8 B A B 5L R SR 0, SR A
FHE AT AT P AR BARE . P ALY R B O
A RS, 45T 3 I 2 ALY 1 1T BE
Tz E 2 e nlfetE, B R fe e s
S AR AR A 5 ] (RS T A2 34 1) (Givi & Das,
2022) o 7 7] 2 HE BT (< FORE AT Ab B G IR)
7y, ARG A, RO E SRS
5 M RIPE T I 1) 5 o [ 852 L2 K R O P o e 3
1M &AL HHRESRL T (T AT 452l 7 ), AR )
KA G Bk, T LN S 1) 0 — v i e
2% (Briley et al., 2017), bk, 28¥e G mT LA

N5 FEMRSs R M A A, DAAS A X
(IR 55 N 511 F-5 8 55) L AEAS A48 SC(A RIFTER Y
B 5% 1Y B2 OC R SRR UK M 54T, AT K 52 Jost
% I¥ 72 BF (Roschk & Gelbrich, 2017), k%
AR (4l AR 58 SRR AR 5
R (M U B SR E R Al A
RG22 F REBMAT B Z S5, b SRR AR
A BT 05 2% 3 5 1F (Goldstein et al., 2011),
R BB R Z AN, M H WX Mg 3|
HIE SR 22 40 DL 4B, X 8 38 14T R sl Pt
THE, SIAAMAIT N B 2R R, 4
o | A s SR (e (= R NI = B g Y NS /NI 2 4
T TR AR R R, 48 T X B g™ i i 52
& B (Romani et al., 2013), Flynn 1 Yu (2021)
R IA XS 45 B2 T AL S A AR T R R .
XS PR A LS T RE 230 140 15 B A N A5
P Ry —F E R, B TR Ak 2 FL o R
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) 7 5 BRI A 0 B i R, T AN S B X Pl A T
JHF ARSI R . 7R/ A IR 55 A
R AR S5 IS BT A S 5 B o R R
AT AT DA 3o — 28 B T RO R AR T L P R Y
194 = B I 5K 7 W] (Evanschitzky et al., 2011),

3.2 M EMBI A

P B OC R M BAT R R b, X ik D) 2 e 37
P B X BB OCR T RSU EAT RI, DIEAC
X H HOC R AL FRIR NG . B SUAL R, A
PARAE T B ) BB AT R 2 5K i (Gouldner
1960), 4 At 55 P R s I B 2 A5 AR AN A, 9
WE SIBAFNE IR, B ZRBHEHITT M (Su et al.,
2022), XTI = AN AT R, B
BB VAT 32 B B, S AE U H Y
IR N #EATHERI (Hahn & Albert, 2017), & AEHE
ZREE IR SS TE JS, BUR E SR IR AR
XFIEE U TT 94T M (He et al., 2022), Swoboda FlI
Winters (2021) & B SE IR TE TP 4 Z [ AE £ 46 1
LT W B BN, B FREIE L STt
TP B R L UE IR 2, 2Rk, UL
Ut B B 0GR v (8 A1 2 T 9 3 SR PR B 3 2
T AR I 17 F) 32 AR o FR SRR, B
KRB ST MR A — BN, B
AR E LW EEXRG RN R L IEW, #)
0, AT A 2 T B ) B e A A T
A J¥ (Stibler, 2021), 42 2K A X ER R TAT
(3 BE AR R D3, Xof il i 7 8 P A (Toannou
etal., 2022) MR, HAG THME S B H R R
RES| & — e BUR RO R . WS &R, 2478 9% &
5 — L TH 3R X B TR SCHAT A, I
o il G e % ek 2 Il B, R 45 7 6 TR 2 101
S FF(Henkel et al., 2017) Ak X if 55 2k LAY 52
TTLIETE, R A5 0 & B &3 i (Pugh et
al., 2018),

(A5 B 02, BV A2 e 09 928 02 X4 1,
XA IE Xt 2 B0 9 % 1R IR PFA . Hoppner
A Griffith (2011)INy, [6]JBXF B B (FHXT T 57
B B, IS 53c R EEE R ER
A% b AF RU A ] GRS  EL AR AR ABL, B8 7E
TE X M), AT A8 2 0 56 & a7 AR T R Y 5
W, KSRy, XA 8 T AR B R R R
B B A Feir B BOC R N Z SRR A A
Z ik, BALT LR E, W T L E

B R MIE DA o (HR, WA RI, [F 5T
W B AN A AE D T R (Hoppner et al.,
2015; Ouyang et al., 2018; Sun et al., 2012) . HR #5545
FEJ T BE A% 7 (structural alignment model) (Gentner &
Markman, 1997), [] 50X 525 b S5 o % 4 B2
FIARALPEE &, AR 3D A R, B
A5 1 22 B IA I BT IR S5 7 (Sun et al., 2012; Sun
et al., 2019; FhHE, TIKBE, 2016). [ O 4 B4
WL BE % I B 3¢ R B9 G Ak, SRR T LR A9 H O,
FEHE N T KA Z [ 19 32 3 (Hoppner et al., 2015),
M 0 & B R, M0 5 BT DR 35455 2
ToRERR AT R, WM& RE0EL, AlE—
AFOMEER IR ST, M, M E EEwE S
AHHEME, TTRARFESET WILE B iR, 125
T AR, JoikAS[#56 F (Hoppner & Griffith, 2011;
Hoppner et al., 2015), DA 150 B %44 B AF 52 70 05
AANTE TF Qnr] 5 25 3 A B 4 22 (B S5 40, d
TETXF 52 B M g SRt [R], DL 5
KRTEAL LA M IR
33 MTABEEIENAA
HHENUR—F R0 . A ST AR,
TR —FOEEM A, SZRCE Aok iR IE K
#2338 48 (Gouldner, 1960), H E/E R A Y12
U, $8H03R E T BARIE B BT 0 A 8 AR i,
I AR 4 LR B 2 A AT O BV ok B IR
(Bandura, 1991), #ltn, [I4f2 32 B34 Fl #1518 18
SR B — 7 AR X 4, AR B E
J ETEAE U R A o 162 5 0E b O 25 0
72 b AR %5 I RS A TR AL, AN Ak 5 9%
HZ AR L R, SEERA
C R SRS R, BEARTT = 40 1 3 (Narwal
et al., 2022), IR ARIL T 0k 5 [ 4R B AL
PR R, H A B X PR R B v S
TR 22 B PEA SCHR, MK B Ay 7™ i v 5 =
JE AR R (Luchs et al., 2010), H. 2K RN}
HRFIT AR . KI5
MBS A EEXT B B DR 207 09 B 856 RaE AT 50
T, MERT —REE X RIR NS H K,
fln, MiERE SHE ANRAFERSBR, JFH
T BB N I [ B AT DA i SE 235 L LGk B B 2
KRB, JHRERMWEF RS RBEONIKIR, RS,
TH 2 ST AR 5 B N DY I 3% B Bl ok
BBt DA Rl A AT 2 57 Y R W) 56 R (Dahl et
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al., 2005). LA EWF5E Ul BB B0 R A B N2
R W 2 AT R B R A R, R
H R EAT IR AR, (A AT DL
BN H HAT AR L i E R

4 BEEXFZEZMEREFITHANHEREN
i) [2] o5t

A2, X — 1 B 5G] 25 X6 T 2% 1)
T3R8 =R AT BT R K430 7= A AT 3 1
SUTET P AN X Bk 9 S i, L i R AL o A P s
BlRA A7 38 X AH 5 SCRR I A, R SR A
TRRE . G5 M ALE L2 . A s8]
YENAERLE, X5 B 2 O0C 2 X5 2 3 1Y 5 JR 5
T LUARRE, LA B B R T 2 AT N
piiiRitee ST
41 HEEABUSIRRRMETRARROBER

HLH
411 FIRRE: XHFES

Ak 2% 2] BLiE (cultural learning theory)#§ Hi,
MEIA I K, TR R S FNT
SRR MG, DUSE A B TE R PR P Y R AR
1 W M (Richerson & Boyd, 2005). % HiSIA A, 1E
FEA AT 2 A A2 T i BV 245 BB T iz A
B, — D NEAERITEERE ., ETEEMAAA
RS, AR 2™ EARH R 3815
KA1 R ERE, JFE IS . TR BT A
MIAT M KT8 S H C 47 (Bandura & National Inst
of Mental Health, 1986). K1Y, & 2 & SCAbr& & F
I MR ESH NEZ—(Jung et al., 2020)
BARWE, AMRGE X B BB R UL 2
A, Kk HH st ek, @i
HEHTI O RIS HAT N . RIBAT Ry FIE A
ST R,

412 EEIRRRK: Birfed

H b & — Fp BLALIRZS 19 0 B R AF (Gollwitzer
& Moskowitz, 1996), AN 5 —F7 47 (A 301 2R
ARG LW T IEM BT, W2 A= B RS 1 A T
g, WA, BERTT DG SRR B i,
RIGHAT R FMAERB BRI T35 HR
510 B9 4T M (Aarts & Dijksterhuis, 2000; Bargh,
1990) . Ji 3h JC BRI H AR AL e 7 2P A A
(Aarts et al., 2004), B8, X HEE HARA R E Fl—
FGERTT LU A 5 Bir Z M HE R . 26—,

M H bR, A AT R TS g B AR S
Trahpy eHE . Horp, BREE it 22 0C R I AA1E 2 fih
EIEEIRBIREh kA K, dF s m A4
M XRRZPWEE. EMIEET BRI 4,
2014). a0, A5 2 H AL AHERE 1R I A9 17
Hlg, SED—ADAHRHERTARSMMAES
kL2 85 Bli(Aarts et al., 2004), [Hit, Hbspflge
(goal contagion) i bR H AT LATEC A B AS #
ZAh, B B e R S A B 0 B bR, AR
TEARKERZS 5 (Jung et al., 2020),

g b, HAR) 05 A ] DU i R B
JCRE RPN UAE i, 52 BAT Dy AR i 1% 0
P, AN S, —BE—-FARE-BEEXR, &
ZIH B R & (Jung et al., 2020), f345(1)
—Z H #r H. 2 (target match reciprocity): Jifi 5% X}
Z B ARG TR, HAAAEWEZEEXRE,
AR B BRI T X R, QH
% H 5 5.2 (target over-lap reciprocity): 7EH. 2%
RO G, WEEE WL B 5 —~ B AR G 28
M HESCR; (3) FIiFH 2 (downstream reciprocity):
MEEH R HRRE LT IESR, @) HifhE
H{ (upstream reciprocity): Z5#H1ENZ B B M
it 2 R AR B, SR S LUAM B
M EER,

4.2 EEWHMELERSEMNEN SEHMFREH
421 ZREZME: BHERR

5 191 0 5 P8 (intertemporal  decision-making
theory) FT A 4y fif eI 9% 3 122 52 AR 48 B B A 336
WHEZ o IRy HE G FR AT H B [ R 4 B
Vi) [ 585 5 A A A T s B 1) B2 A7 I A O, AE B
Fisk 1) 25 8 A5 2K 55 Rk 19 ) 25 A5 22 (] i ok A A 5
U4 (Frederick et al., 2002), fEA G 5 B4 i 72,
AR 2K AN [R) st () A5 9 0B A — 2 19 Ee A8 AR AT
Prdnbbdg, 7EIAHAL 3 IR A [E] 47 10 (Frederick
etal., 2002), B, 43 2% & 16 R 0 1 00— J5 T4
HHECAR, s b Y HT A AT S o ok 9 T 4R,
QRS RO/ TR APITNRON, a4 G
P B, fERRM A O R h, TS e
£33 100 70, A AU E] 110 SCHY IR, A0SR &
INRASE 110 JTRUH/NTFELZE 100 JCHIRH,
RRFH ARG AR, (B, AR AR
k110 JTARUHR T IAE 100 JTRYSIH, i
SPEGAE, HRPMMEEXR  FFE, Bk
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FICAE ] TR H R WAL, B,
WP SR PR RE A 7F — & TR BE I A R [m] — b B G
FAMEE R AGERIELMWA AR TR, Bf
AT P o A BT
422 EXSME: EE—HMEETEE

KIILLE, 17 AR & A AT 3B H
FARFR T, AATSEHT BT 2 m b S
BEFT RN AN RFEBAT B SE, HES
REWRSHHEWEELR, LRl g A2
P B 7 AR Y 7 B 1 — B3R (moral consistency
theory)F13iE £ -5 > (moral balance theory)# H}
TR, B —-EEEISIA N, MEXTAC
H P2 A B MK I R, Hik— AW
ARMEE S 5 XM MR EF—% Joosten et al.,
2014), AT LIEME—HME, MRS BRIZMATE
— N ESFEEMIE N, IR B N AT B0 3k
AR ST A AT AR S 38 78 N Y A5 2 (Joosten et al.,
2014), AHXIRE MY, EAESFARIALA Y, AR
HC LMER EEST AT O B A ENE
TEHE AT LUBE O T B IRAG.O BRI, PORTSE ma
o —BUEEAT R IE K s fE 45 (Nisan & Horenczyk,
1990; Zhong et al., 2010), B B I 5 S E
B AATNEE FRETE 5 IR g s ok, if
BT E SIS AT R, X — RN A ]
(moral licensing). »1— /7T, EIEHRIERWT
FeWaE IR E A RIE R oL, 515 H L2 a7
S, X — G 9K 18 7575 Ak (moral  cleansing)
CR—7Z8 55,2013), X KA, HHHES 5P
HEXRARRE, REWBEESGH S-S —F
O FRBEUR, T 10 A R ok i IR T8 AR 1 AT
AHB, AR 2 B T A4 A AT A B
W, oxil N —WUE BT AN, HEAT A T
& (Newman & Brucks, 2018), B Bl i B e T
A [F]— M Y O R B 5 R BRI AR AT
(A UCIET M, A R DA S B R AR A R 2 AT R
K R AR 2R
4.3 EEARIFRIERFFES

S FERE (equity theory) e id: 1Y &~ AN — Bt
KAV EF AR R EOR, fEAE A
Fid feh, WAE WAL A ST R T RBA
HERk, VEMHEZRRETHRAG R, Y
A N R AT I B e H FR AT A A X 25 5 5 At AT 19
AR, SAAEAF KR (Adams, 1965), 5

BB sc e EEAAAE PR T EAE, AT
V3 5 3 Y AR [ O AR AS e i D R AR IR
B SZBRATF" (Adams, 1965). ik, 5HAtAE
HAHE, AT DU A S AR RISk
PRI BRON S, 0 = SO R RS B 48 T 0 U A S 58
5 ¥ B B FE B (Shaddy & Shah, 2018).

I, 2494 9% & 4b F 5 E 6 R T p—J5 A,
OSEELS AT TN B R A AR e R, WA
3B SR 23 (0T 2% 25 A Bl 1 AR 3 A A 1 Y B IR
IR FEPAE, DA EAT AT — 5 E AN 23 LA 5 — 7
AR A T A5 48 BUA) 25 (Adams, 1965; Blanchard
et al., 2018): HIEIHAFE NN A ORI R T M
i, S AR AR RS RS, HE
SHLAETIAT R, RS VEM AT REMERRAR, 1Y 0
PFINR B O R TAT I A, W2 E o
XA AR &5 B OCTEFIAT 38T H C B EIE
fian, A AT LR i ST AE 5 1A T B BRI
B W IR XU, DTT 38 i = s 1) 4 £ (Blanchard
etal., 2018). 5 A LA Lig AT LUK, ARG H
IR R A% A TR T B 2 e X AR [ ) T B, R ] R
BRI AR AT R, BIdF AN G, <Ak
. B, AFERAAR—A WL R, B
WL H OB R IR R E R, (H AR 30
AT AT RE S S BOE SE T N M2 . bl B
AN, IR B A, A SR N
B W— X EHITME . B2, WR A NKEHH
EAR, ATTRESBERME LEARE,; WHR AN
KB M EN R, A FTRESTHRARE . fk, AT
HE I — A R AR T H B O R B AR
4.4 BE

At DL ISR, ek S SIS IR
B AN B R, PR 9T
Hgo R, U EES MR EERE
Wi 8 2 25 AT N IR B 1R I X A0 . IR
FEIE R B RE A B OCR  AT Ry o g
i T hy 32 22 B 22 I b A T B IR Bl A A5 SR o i S
fb2E S Hs . HAREYHIE | 1B 18— S0 s
B I I e - S L S S EE N EAS  aps
Gy, B IR AL M E S R A T AT
AT LLSH IR Bh VS 2 AT o SR A A sh . B,
DL B il R B B OC R el P 22 S 4R B V7
SEM T 9 EH AT AR AL TR

BEAh, TR A RS X B G 2R A P AR 5 ) 2
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T AR N, ARIEAFHEE, HE
TEALBRIE M B B SR, BRI RE AR E, 1
A RERR R . AR YR IE S — UMM B, THIYE T
SEMRIR B BB OCR )G, WETT A8 8 i B 84T iR
A E A E Y, T BB LATE A B E G R AR
RARAETEAT IR . B, REBHHUH
HBEOCRTTEE 5, 7R AR S h &R
HFAMEFT A I E 0 (Flynn & Yu, 2021), Ak,
H LB 2 N BB OC R 5 T 2 DAY
HENRH#FITL2MW ST, REMMGELTELR
X TH 9 EAT N A O BEOR S AL Bk A A, DA AR
FXoF T 2 2 A A TR A T 1

5 BEEXEZMEREFTANEATEER

Toie B BOCFR WA R4 B il A 104 2 & B4 T
K, T W — R ENEEXR B —F
B . SR, A R A B R A AR BRI T
FWHEMINE, RPN EEXR, X
EOH P FMELUAE BB o A B AL AT AT,
F I O B AN A VR Al R 1 BB U 25 A g5 2%, T
oK BRI F A 55 BeAh, 7E WML
I AR T, 3 B R 6T S8 A AH R Y BB OC R
CFEA R 22 57 . — ] RESCIESE IR G MR At
FIAE AL, 55— J7 o] AE 5% A AH &35 S f H & ) 25
(Thielmann et al., 2020), KL, #EiFHBLE K 2 GBS
W HEXRNH A HT I G EEE
o 3E IR SOk R B, ok H At S E R
AN AR 2R A 5 BE A% o B 3G R M B
TH.
51 #HEEAER
511 XHEER

SCACZ LA BB G R SIH 1T 2 (6
FIPR T B R, 2 Ot S B R A AR A
I —ENAE R, M SCARVE S — SR T,
ARG A SV AR YE . Uik S it &
KAMFTENE . MR (Samaha et al., 2014),
FHEHELCREMYBRERTES . R
Hofstede (1984)fH Z SCALBIE, 4R 1A £ LA
N T SO R R K A S R R, B
FHEFE R BR, T A B Y S U 1) 2 AL
AR S| ARG, DR AT T BE 45 45 1 SR A
P NMFLY), DLk S e J0 i R A 15 50 F 77 4R
58 (Shen et al., 2011); 7E M0 *%F ¥ 9m Z5E Hk T

ZSCAE T B A A T SR FH [ HE 2R, DA
SR 55 1 B G SR WL 4% (Brriley et al., 2017), X
ANt VA OB SN R O S A LT
e LS5, DAt AT 5 AT BE L ALY R 5] ok
ERH 2 ALY (Shen et al., 2011); JAsh R EHE
BRI TE 25 5 R FLAR WS 4 (Briley et al., 2017), Ik
Hh, Atk a2 SCH B M A SO s R S B T 5 AR
WP Ay 5 &R MTEME (Hofstede, 1984; Samaha et al.,
2014), B0k S SO AR AL S BB AT R
B, K2 7 2 K (Gelfand et al., 2011),
VbR ik B X R W EERE, s
SN A AT B HC R IS D o BE A 32 Ok
Xt LR R N RN A 22 T 1) 25 S5 A Ol BURR,
AR 1Z S T AN AR S 5 T i L E (A—>B—C)
BT AR T 1 4% T B (A—B—A) i 1] ;31X Fh 22
SEAEAR 32 SO R MASFEFE (Yang et al., 2020),
e A7 B B R AN A 1 S B R B R G
ZRRIRURS R, DSOS R 2 0 B BOG REA TR 4,
R = = TR A N i D S S
(Samaha et al., 2014), JLIESCAMAHEE T ARG W.SC
) ) AR S 1) RS T Bl AR e ), RG24
BRI A B Y 45 5 B (giving), EE SIS
I [E] HEA% TS5 BB, T e A DN g L [R]RE 1
Dy AR B SR, Y E BB R O T R
HU (taking), 703 A0 BTG, 1056 A
) LA i 7 i 4T B B (Deng et al., 2021),
5.1.2 AR

5 R R L G R R B AR B
Berp, DABCUnfal 5 iR OIS, SRR B
ARG, CAHBRER, B EGEHRRT
FFSE 0 RS RRAE . YISO TR R
I, A BE SR fb B B TR X ) A 1 7 A R
SN, T 488 e R B T R P 2 P 2 2 0 B
T2 B 1 56 Z it R 4 (Schumann et al., 2014),
BRI 2 AR AR U S SN SO e
FIFLAIMH R R, AR 0 S % 45 22 B0 1 % KT
B(Xu et al., 2020)F1% =5 K UARIEF (Lu et
al.,, 2021), FiR3CR 80 EHI 55 o S Al LA
e BEOR ER 7 2 3 SR e R, T B T
- AE kR (e g B0 B RT LAY I TS AT
VA B 32 5K B (a0 << wh 250 5 55 06 7) 5 A Ak T A1k
A (Bang et al., 2021), HIF T A 524 115 B
RIMGEEBENEWZSENERSREFRSSY
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H R EE P REET N, I HWRrgiAr
1E T 8 & 1 H 3/ /F (Kanagaretnam et al., 2010),
513 HEX#HERX

KTt BRI, EHETTEE
HALR G ML AL, D4R THE 2
X H BRI . NI I [B] 2 T, —LEH
HOCR M BUR W RETE R WA R W3 . P B
LFEAUPNG P QG S Ei T E I =S GEk: JNE 47N
Kt B SE R S5 R 4 TR s 2 5 A M
RO DA S (I =R NG S L Fal/N O
PRl e . B8 2R R 5 A TE I 3R R 23 5 ) G i 4
(Yang et al., 2020), sCHIE X AARSCHF T R B, 7
FRARTKT A A D514 AR AT 9% 25 1 45 T I 45 3K
BRI REYE; SR, M A LB EEE T A 4 )
FRET, ZE 2B 55 (Xia & Bechwati, 2017),
SESE XU B TR WAL 2 T 0 BB G R 23X
SR AR, 25T S A A AR T AN
MZEnt, ZR RSP, HERFEHT YRS
2x W 591 5% % (Luo & Zheng, 2013),
52 MAEZE
521 AOBEX

HEXR A VERTT 1N H R 3R AR 2 1 H
WHEAT NS ERZBR—T5, PERRAS
i 58 S5 A BT 2 (1 AR 5 A T 9% 465 1) T Rk 3
Jii(Figueroa-Armijos & Berns, 2022), fEN4 T 1
—J7, HHERRSKMANTS GHREETH, W
B R T 2 <R B0, S AT AR
TEMAE oA 852 (Zhou et al., 2020),
522 AEHER

TEH B AT, M T 'R AR RHKAF
B IR, B SRR R 25 SR Al S B 3R
AL AR AR AR 04T R 3 2 AT
PLJH %% (Shen et al., 2011), K, XFFisr A3k at
FEAS R, Al 51 B SR Y 5 X B 0T HR T
ER TG . FR R IR R R 3K B TR A AIUR 23
HIl 55 (Chen & Huang, 2016), 5 H B R EKM
TP E AR b, B B AR R I 9 S AT
AE S N IR AR A Al 4, W TEH HHLS
J7 T B AN 15 (Xiong et al., 2018), 24415516 sh
Bl —J7 i) JER E T 8 v (A T8I, &2 B —
T 0 B 9 bR S T R (RR 4T AR (Toai et al,
2022), WG B M 1R 5Tt R R 52 e B s 1947
o MiH T E BA RN RS EZN, S

AR I DR SRR 8 GRS T AR ) AT Ry 23 (0 2%
AR LR T A b AR B SR A CREOA T B 1)) R
AT, LAIB IR B A ) 8 T (R T 1
PEIEVE): MR, I RE SN A RESRE
BRI, Al B9 25 T 47 A 2001 2 3 1 A
;=4 2 0 (Newman & Brucks, 2018), U1 TH %%
AT N TR B AR B, A A R 55 2R A
T B 2> i HL B i 2 (Pugh et al., 2018), LA A
FEHE— P 3CRE T BB AR 2 ] (Y 52
. JUHIE, W28 A AR B B G &R
Z: 535 IS H AT R e
523 AERE

T i <G A B RN AR S a8 T,
0 A B R 3 1) AR L R R AR R
W R Y A BRIV 1Y X (Fennis et al.,
2008). 7EZ 5 EMH, BRI RS H 55 E
6 15 5 g S A R =2 ) ) £ 56 O & (Narwal
etal., 2022), MRLL Rl G 8 4L (XS T B A
BAp)EC H S UM S T, HoasRIm
TH {8 — ECHE X T3 78 AM 2 B9 45 15] (Conway &
Peetz, 2012). HIRBAEBOZIEAE N AABESIF
MR B AR OV R IR A S 5 EH A
R B A Z5 R o X A TSR SR A R
A A, T HE IR 6 G R R T Y 2 2 2 T
(Davlembayeva et al., 2021),
53 BE&

PLEAFSEIER, BHECR 5 AT A ZA
1K F 32 BIFE S R Z A KRR R . P
FEAE TIH R PSS MEZ TR R R, B
TR 55 9% 5 FAL 2 B MRS AR e R .
I, ks MR A AR RE R &, Biae
8 i o — S UG AR Al R AR Y . BN IR ST A
ATy, W RE S A TG R R T
MR H S Xt — L uEd], st SR
NHREA MRS, B EXRAEEXHHE & 1T
R FR AR

6 KREHAREE

6.1 USTHAREEEEXFEXNESTZE

AW LLE R L, T A AR
i 5% I S AT N R IR R SR . IR SR AE 4L
AALEE TR B 3R 5 f R AR A T 3 1 5 M —
A A5 R % (Kranton, 1996), T H & £4 A4 75 %
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PR T HE OGRS 2 AT R i I AE RIS E
BN 71, KRN AT R PSR A B b 0 BRI T
KR . BTS2 WA RSN, B
() K JRe i ok A T AL 3 7y, An g He i A Al
FiKE(Kranton, 1996) . £23% I (142 Jil FAE i} (Balliet
etal., 2017)55 . MR 2 5 4 = RH T 5T & 2,
HBOE R BE N A BROE R RIRE 2 584 1) 2 Je R 4k £ 5
R AN BN 1 (Pervan et al., 2009), ASHFST A i T
LB U R DG SR, FOBT R T E R Y
FEMA T AT A WA AR, PR R B RS e
X A 325 DU R R Y 1 P B RN AR IR Bl ) B Re %
XHE S F P R R, CHRFT Pervan 5§ A(2009)
FOWL AR o AR5 AT IR B HL5G ZAH O PR R 43
S BB 1 RSN JI AR R, PR A el
A7 S R T 2 AT R

T AW A ML R R, BEAS
TE T DR AT W7 A iR . AR AT I AR
2SR, BB B EAE A S B b KA AR AR, 2
3 1 £ A 25 (9 HL ] &2 — (Takahashi, 2000). #&1fi,
DU T 5% 380 3k F B R A4 50 AT B B0 R R R
M EAT N RZE, Bz a0 B =0 & L
R B M IR o Goldstein 45(2011)F1 Romano
ZE(2022)F 5 A, )42 B H P A K A R
A3 114 I 2RI A B2 D3 R 1 AR T 1) 2 B
Ko KRG TSR T 5 RIHHE
IANZERWETERR, AN, 47253 i A [H
FKR S, TEXRPAER ERNGE
S, SAETTEE . OBGIEE . SR ML)
254 firifk 3l (Kozlenkova et al., 2017), ik, fEIA
PR R, W T SR G BRI
14 725 A T T 7 7 R 28OS TR) AL, A 2 o
FEI I
6.2 RABANMEBRHIEEET

HHLOE R AT A 14 R e e K DU RIS
HHERXT R R, Gouldner (1960)4 H Y
BRSBTS BORN K R v B 11 O
PR W R AR BN T80 30 Ff o ABFIOKTH 3 H 14T N
NE X7 NN ¢ R 1 7 B LB S W S L R e N
THEXRMN R NEEN . B ERAR
XFFRIE, AR BB RAT A BT SE AL T
PRI . SR, AR 2 LIS SR
H I —J5 o R, MAREREEX RN T
TH 222 T AT R, Yo —H E e

XS5 H AT R T ARG i, 2 1 [
e 1, 2 3 OW 258 38 AE B0 i O 1A T AR P AT A )
N o AW AT LU 0 F R R T E TR,
TR AT L 3 RS R J2 T 5000 43 B S5 0F 9% %,
G55 S R SR S ISE I P B, R 2 AT
A AT RGO LY A, I BT A
HLAMANERAT =AY E R . 1
] Y FNRREL Y, DUHEShHH 23T REL: & e .
63 VREEXZZMERZTHNLREE
PIFEW 5 B 4K RE A% 30 o B BT 56 8 T 3% 54
720, ABAIXMERAXTAT Jy s 22 AT AR R . AR SCEE T
H B RSB EAT Ve LS, 456 H K
FAEHTF AT I B E AW 5E, Mt s
HEMANFEP TN K, F—P R
RIH R FAT AR M 2Z R, AN T M BAKT
18 58 T WA AT i 9 5 HE 22 (Thielmann et al.,
2020), ARWFF AT ARZE AAE S F R R NE R
NEWmB KL, WEWHEFAERFEESHEE
TR Z A B A HESE, 38 T+ TN H 9% AR AT
SRy )RR R A R 2 E AT I 2 M BE T,
FT 3 S A RS B 0 T 3 B SRR RN T 1 =K
6.4 HWRABEEEMEZEHYLE
AT A AT N E N EE LR,
AL 42y Al 3 2 Al — AR AE A S
HRARC T TR JBE, T L B OG R R A DR A e FE A
ZHX M, RRTA—FWE . —F a0t
FEN A A 5 AN [R] JE 4R 22 8] 19 BB RORAELE N
TEFL ) 22 5 (W Evanschitzky et al., 2011), X Af
VI#RE R, AT A M U248 51 4l 591
PE L AR A T EIRHEATTTIZ 0 H B A R,
DL S BT 15 224 1 O (5 B 1 i B (Williams &
Aitken, 2011) 75— B3 WF 58 W by R S 04 0L i B A3
TUESE (AN Kupfer et al., 2018), B4l 23 56FFf 4
SR, I HAAENTEDLH By 225, 5l
RizzERNEIS B ek AN E R, W
ZH FRAE (Parks & Komorita, 1997): H ARFEAC L
TR L RIAR L8 R A 2 A B 8 AR R W TR A RS,
B M E LA XTI B AR 1 L BSR RN AT o Ak
T FIR, WAEER TR EZE, W
H AR A FE BE (degree of interdependence) . AHICH
£ (degree of correspondence), AHE.HCH ) LAl
(basis of interdependence) FI A X FRIK AT (asymmetric
dependence) (Balliet et al., 2017), A RMFFE A LI
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WS NR MBS N R AL, K E N EGAT N
HY B E MRS, AT R F
(6] 9 A R BIL 2 75 77 A 22 5 LA RO 22 e 1) AL A
B, DA B IE 5 & B4 1% B T 200 A% 1) PAV R
FEA B TR IE B G FR A AO BT R v
TEALH] o
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The power of circulation: The impact of reciprocal relationship
on consumer behavior

SUN Jin, YANG Jingshu

(International School of Business, University of International Business and Economics, Beijing 100029, China)

Abstract: Reciprocity reflects the resource circulation between “giving” and “reciprocating”, which widely
affects the consumption field in various forms. However, the relationship between reciprocity and consumer
behavior has not been systematically reviewed. By reviewing related literature in marketing, a framework
for consumers' behavioral responses to reciprocal relationships was built. From three perspectives of
reciprocal exchange, equivalence principle and moral norm, the framework shows that reciprocal relations
can affect the subject, nature and level of consumer behavior. It further explores the underlying mechanism
of (un) conscious decision-making, result-/deontology-orientation, equal exchange, and summarizes social
and individual factors moderating the relationship between reciprocity and consumer behavior. Finally, it
offers directions for future research from the perspective of reciprocal antecedents, integrated consumer
behavior, boundary conditions and mechanism differences of reciprocal subjects.
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