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www.world-nuclear.org/information-library/facts-and-figures/
reactor-database.aspx )
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TRESRIEF KU DAL e T (H, AT
RBERA WAL REREZ AT S AR SR Dy 1], ok
PRI BRI 5 5 W Z X kA2
PSR R IR RIS, KRR D2, sk
MFEHESE . BUA I SEUERF Y 2 ) BT B 22 1R
SIGT A b DX il A o 2 0000 T AR S T Y R DG 43
B 0 A A S P P 8 SR P 8 e 2 6 A5 A XS T )
WRFE ik RRT S, A S AT G AL TR
RO BL, BT RIWEGE I A 3 5 T E bR AR i
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H TR E PR RE A AR Z TS R, A
L WoS #Z 0 4E 2000—2018 4RI 5% 1y 5 ST I Ry X6
%, i HISCHR T T E. Citespace #E47 3CHk 9t 5| )
LRI TE TG | 4 1 RS HEA T AT
] LAAS B AN B 5 U 7 R 1 W 5 45 R R LA DA
B AR L U RS A 5 R Y ks DR

OYBrEE RN, 12T 20 4R, E bR XA AE
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AHEWN BT (K2) . BEiE: © FR7 6.
| B 2 X A% BB A AR 3 52 ME A 52 2% B AR P T % e
FARFIR AR B PA T, DIRITE AR GH A Z I
Mt S IBE N £ R . I RO 2B (global
warming ) . A4 ( environmental communication )
FZS A # BE A BN (opinion . attitude )
201 VAE LU SR 7= A e ((disaster )  BEAREEZ 1
( electricity technologies and portfolios ) . B pksF 4
% (‘acceptance of policy division) . #H.J  (nuclear
power plant) . THESH ARARE (imaginary-specific
affect) FZMALIPI AR, @ AR T k. Ko
W SO T 152 Y S2IE B 98 75 125 15 18 A BE BUSR XA AR
PBLEZE M . 2010 4F 1T Lhis AU 7774 (narrative
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method ) . /N4 (focus group ) 2577 V110 5E 1
WFFEMRGT IR O B AR B A K &R (covariance
structure analysis ) fER M . 20124F 44, 5
[ 4 WF5Y ( cross-national comparison ) ¥ R #7241
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T ERGEAS R I R, AT 28 i)
PRIEEVE 38 % 5C Bt ) ok IR o0 2% 3 47 58 A8 4G 90 R
B 2 W S 1 1) RO IR R R4 R % B i) 1 S

" #11 nuclear power plant
#6 electricity technologies and portfolios
\ % #4 focus groups

. #5 'acceptance of policy decisions -
- ® #16 disaster

e - iperceived knowledge
Sain 712 dtt%t)u’cﬁ -
#8 imagery-<specific affect

— opiniﬂﬂ‘-‘# cross-national comparison

#7 Covariance strﬁct@?al@%is
oA - )
= #&n:.u?r.atife method
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P T global w/am'-i'ing
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5 L © #2 environmental communication

A2 BRI AT A8 ST B 409 R KA

KA KRN R AP RE FHAE

risk perception XU P& R A 5.8242 2002
trust B 5.4127 2002
knowledge HIR 3.1760 2002
attitude SE 3.6270 2003
policy B 3.4453 2007
waste EH) 41159 2009
belief B 3.8862 2011
Fukushima =B 4.6002 2014
renewable energy A BERER 4.4176 2014
nanotechnology gAKIA 3.2046 2014
disaster R 5.0078 2015
Japan =E:N 3.6188 2015
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L2 HEWESE B 25 XU BT (risk perception ) | 1T
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REZ BRI A R BUR, 18 L THEURN E TR AR
S5 P IR R | PO E R AT RE H ¢
RIS 8
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HREBOR IR L R P O~ RS 5 B e R T
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e P HUP ERME R G A AL REHE 2 VAT AE 22 57 1 i
P, 22 S BELAG T AZBEROARHE . e, FRIE
BURF BB E B ATE . A RS 5 REBOR i 2 55
BELAHETRAMBL ARG A AR Z FE I8 . A AR
WBE AN A RS S —ATr 0, TEAARIAZRT
sz IUN T E . WSS E AR I, Rl B
Tl . AU R BAZ Al NS WA R 22 B B
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(inclusive risk governance ) [1JH{
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TERRIE LT, B E A XE LA RO 2 AW A RE 42
ZE,
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PUA R RE AU P4l 5 4% R H 2 P 9 R B R B T
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R RE AR EWUEIR C AT
H OO REI TR RERE ) "R AR AT S Froxt
RARERY TRERREL ) M AT W LR AR A 2
RLBEATR Y TR, i 2 D o AR 3 75705k
it . ARSI IR TT I, FF AR 58
BRI A B i

B BRI R R U A ) 22 L H e R
Ui, BT R AR Z AR, O IE R
FERFEBOR B ISR, BT LAA W BB R IR B s
JEML, R Y RO SAE T BUR AT L S R R
PRE AL RAR R A OO BT BB I H A SO . gk, %
il AR RZBERI MBS . ThAE . A S UER . s RS
AR SR A 2 1, (HR R 2 IR
U RE RS B2 i AMTTXAZRE H B9 SCfph 7 sl |,
X—HERI C 283 8] T2 S SRy, AT
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A R A BRI AR 52 B 2
AW DANEE . PR S H AL 5 R AR
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Z, XZRER SRR, MR AU bR TR
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S EWLSZI , % RUBE S 25 0 A R G [ ™5 T
T3 RAR A F O X REROR AR, IS S
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PR F TGS A R [ R AR i Ao A 2 R A B A R
JIT AR 6 ZRAUS AL B T3 R 76 Al 71 & >k OF
ARAFEEY, B2, BRBEIREE e AT A% RE 1
HUk, (AIXF AR R, TR 2RI R
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323 ACHEREE

b2 FHR 2 T 114 DR 2R A A OO A BB I A&
JRURS: (9RO AR AT L IR AR M E ., R
WL HIRRLRESFIE 2 )7 T o X 28 R R AR AR HOCHK,
e PO AV AN S d e A S

(1) Bdn Mo 5035 Slovic™ 5 KU A 2N
CRMEXUES” R CSRFUREE PN ERLERE . X
FOARTIT 7, A% S ARA% S v XU e DA B e,
A i e MEAAR B AR, DRI TR 332 R LK
RIXE, Sjoberg™ (i —ISLEFFE R, FEGIH 1 15 Fi
FAR= R, AT AL R A H 2 PEARXTEAIR, X 22
S NATTHE LT A% R 1 R SRR, BT 3800 . 1l T A% g
JIrls R i 22 U5 FIPRBE S AR T JI 0T, A B A JXURS: AR
e R TR, PR AT TR A R I 28 ATV
IR TR S AT A N oA O P2 | TR S I LN E SR /AT IN
R B 2 52 1 53 T R 3 v IR AU )
GEHE—2E A, SR 25 FIER N DR Yo A% R 42 57 1
M 18 A Xof 2 P R T AT TR A L I 42 A2 Ak T A ok
o MDA E PR RIAZRERZ YRR, B
W 1) 582 00 B Sy 25 T Y AR e 32 B AL TR K
I, R R A A AR

(2) ffE b A AT Z A REA RN,
SE{B o) T AR AT I 4 DN R S5 4 2 O BRLER 3O VE A
DR A £ A AT RE A0 AT T I % 114 52 2
LB Al B . AEAZRROI, RN SR E
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TAFEBUNC ERe Al . BREREY D BHART, DI
JEBUMLLET (NGO ) %, M AMTEZ XA SR 55
(T RIS, SR T A REAH O F2 A (1 15 A A XU
FIC R PRI AR Z SRS B, (FAT 5 IRl
fEEIEASE, IS IR RURS: 52 67 A ) Murakami
SEENRBR IR I, RTBUMN B (E AT Y RARBE S T
N W AR S, SN AT XU Vi o r 22 3
MR R, X T AR G A A BRI R B AT, — 4
FHNN, T IER AL BE A AR 57 M Ry T A R
. WSS & (affect heuristic ) B, AfT1EVE
il RV B AR [ L ESE, A A
K7 ORAR =AW SRS, TR RN R 5 XU
WHIZ S “TERUE A" MPER, IR AN &
BRI 4 RN, B BRI B R A aS , R
DO TERZRE R U, AT B R e g A% s o
2k, NIRRT A R AT B X
I 1Ak R XU D 5 UL B SR 2L A5 e SR g
HET A JE Y NGEE Y IR F LA
JERANINHIE S R AT A BB S B oAl s | 3
I K FEAE F B BIL

(3) AanF. HEAPAFERIFAT. 45581
AN ANBRAF | G EAFEZRIEA BIF AT
JEARA NBA S PR R 2 5 B R AU R
s SERVAF MRRAITECA T, 8 XU R 25 78 52 5%
AR B B RERE 3 ABRAF-FoR i i h
NBRE PSR A7 A FRRBUN R B 4
RS, HENFR R, BFAF . 45 RAFH
BRI B T m AT e ez e, Hoh 2
/A AU} 1 a7 NN & o= /A D O A3 2
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v R 52 M 2 AR KT A B 1 IR IR S5 4 2 ) )
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Literature Review on Public Acceptance of Nuclear Energy:

Research Outline, Theoretical Framework, and Prospect

DU Juan ZHU Xufeng’
( School of Public Policy & Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China )

Abstract Public acceptance of nuclear energy is a rapidly developing cross-cutting research topic and one of the most representative
research topics in the risk perception discipline. The domestic academia is still in its exploratory stage and relatively lags behind the
international academic frontier in its theoretical level and research methods. This study takes the journal articles in the authoritative
scientific indexes as the object, and employs the methods of theoretical review to conduct comprehensive research. Based on a review
of the literature on public acceptance of nuclear energy in China and abroad, this article integrates the determinants of public acceptance
of nuclear energy identified by the existing research into a unified analytical framework. The article further points out the gaps and
weaknesses in existing research and discusses the directions for future research.

Keywords nuclear energy, public acceptance, review of research method and theory, theoretical framework
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