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Guerreiro et al., 2016; Lafferty et al., 2016), F¥%
A E AN BRI JE T 5B 2 TR B A s T S S
FERINAEDLE o B T ok ka8, RS0 H
SO IR, ASCRETHEE W EE
5 RE B RZ R, ) S DR A S T B S R Y B
W RRHELL, X5 ma %00 7 J5 194 Q3R i BE ik
TTREES, IS IEnl IR ot R, LIt
KKK SFH
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FORe R IR il A NS B bR 2 577 0
ACAGEIE, A lboRs H P i B B I A b — B H B
191] 14 45 %0048 I 25 5 O AR E I, LU 732
A 56 2N 35 35l A9 3 #2 (Varadarajan & Menon,
1988), 4 P S & — Rl 28385 AL 9 AH 255 1 A
G 3, BRESEH RN TR R 28K
i (AN Ml 1) 7 25 25 B 28 B AR 2% (a0 Al 1) A1) 7K
5 o (HAESEAT 3 RS B 00 R e 1 o T Ao
Fil o F3hb, e FE B I 2l Hh G S 8 RAR OC 1 7
ai AL BB S 25 T 2 & S it e i tE Ui SR, X mT
VLR %% 4 A1) i AN 3% i A fH (Porter & Kramer,
2011).

AN SR TR PP 2 2 R R S IR R O3
FHEATW: Al A& (A Lafferty, 2007;
Moosmayer & Fuljahn, 2013; He, Zhu, Gouran, &
Kolo, 2016)., # K (LkUn Hou, Du, & Li, 2008;
Vanhamme, Lindgreen, Reast, & Popering, 2012) .
b 5 3% 4R 9 5 BE (LA Rifon, Choi,
Trimble, & Li, 2004; Huertas-Garcia, Lengler, &
Consolacion-Segura, 2017) . 7= @b #F & (b W
Guerreiro et al., 2015; L&, K, 2017), 4%
HRFE(LL U Bester & Jere, 2012; Kerra & Das,
2013),
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Al A S 3 TR B T Sl Y R A R ST
e R SR A EEREM . A SR
PR BN 2 A . Bk UL, TR
B, Sl EHBEAENIES . S XIH
HRE A EEMFER, 40 Lafferty (2007)8F5% &

B Bl 0 SR 3] 14 Al 75 5 2 52 W) 3 TR 8 6 45 2l
SR AR M P HE M B WA 2 5 IS EE . Al Y
FEZTTAEAT 225 W 1 B B4 5 3 AT 52 1 T
BB WY W KA a], HIX AR HIL 2352 B4k BE T Y
1E M Wi (Luo & Bhattacharya, 2006), He %% A
(2016) s & BLE A B il ik 2 ST AR L R 23 I 1l 3
W] I % % X 26 A8 7 i O T SR R . 3, TR
S R 5 PP 9 2 R Al B BIL A AN [R] -t 25 52 )
TP E RS RE o T 3 B A b A At s B2 1E )
Hi 5 9 9 R R 8 B A O 4 (Barone,
Miyazaki, & Taylor, 2000; Moosmayer & Fuljahn,
2013)0 SR, QAR 9 XF Aol fl) 35 5 B I Bl
PR A F I 55 S AL Cn 3 A 52w ),
A AT AT BE 22 X A ol 7 A A A AR AT Y 25 B
(Rifon et al., 2004),
212 EREH

5 DR e R B R T BRI 2R Y
[ f L RE A% 2 5 338 P R 2 opr o S DTS T i
Bl aF e A T 2 B AR B gAY JRBE
(Andrew et al., 2014). i TR EFHRIEHESH
S PR B B A RN 2 —, [ I 3 DA )
VLA 45 11 2 5 BB AR 155 4 A 30, TR 7 38 PR
15 2y v 38 LR 0 AN [) 2 00 0 9 2 S B A
B, T REHCANEARNIR R, f%5E
Hh, 3 DR B R e R R I 9 9% 14 T 3K
R, BN R A R 2 R BU KR
JE Y 5 (Hou et al., 2008), Vanhamme %5 A (2012)
S B R B R 2 PR 2 T 9 Rl . 5
A, 3 D 0 A 2 5 e 2T B S
TR DR PR G Y, A B A AR S
S50, o B IH B X 5 R A R B S
(Grau & Folse, 2007),
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SCA 5 R 0 I 7 AR R 4 RS A
(Grohmann & Bodur, 2015), {2k, #HZEM. H
R EHE P EE TR, £ ERZ
[F1) F) I3 8] T 2 ) 5 DR B 802R 7 A R
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- Rifon 45 A (2004)2 W 4olk 5 38 N AR 3245 12
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Barone, Norman F Miyazaki (2007)t % B 4>h 5
3 PR 5 R 35 T LA RR R i 2 DR ) 3SR o
v L 2 DR A ) B2 R L A B B S 8
&, s RE, Bina, G, mEaE %
4 (Zdravkovic, Magnusson, & Stanley, 2010; Huertas-
Garcia et al., 2017), iXE62f FF 553 2% 35 XF 5 LAY
A B #F A 22 (Zdravkovic et al., 2010), 7EWFRE
B84 ) 45 8F, Huertas-Garcia %5 A (2017)tH 7 —
WRIT 15 324 Fh BT B 3G 25 FURE e T
WHEPWE R, BKINE, WMEEaS 5%
B Z (0] B SRR L, T AE M B 7 B 5 3%
PRI = i 7 b, 24 A7 2 ) g DG R S 2 R 5
Wi 9 % 25 o 3 DL (0 I SRR S 2, B T 52 i 3 2
HEZR,
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30 DRUE B AT S A D AR 1 2l 25 0 3K 5
TR IAT Ry, X E H AT IR AR, R
HEESEZh T, 7R N B,
T it )RR 2 5 T 3] S DR O 2 AR
AHEE TS A= i, 8 TR A O 1Y = SR AL
b, SEAR DGR S MR, IR I 2
F W) 3% % (Guerreiro et al.,, 2015), Barone %5 A
(20004 Hi 7E A Mk 7 i 5 H A 58 5 7 A0 A% AH 22
ANKIEOLT, Al 75 2 55t 3% BB 3 5 16 3l ml LA
R [ R sERICE, I 7 B B
PHER, RN SIS A 22K, B
WA 258 BRI A VE L, BRAE Al 52 36 PR 7 4
IS AR R A e —E R L4 ST
B WK, 3 4b, TEG B BT, BT
TRMGKT, T2 E R SRS AR s A
TR A BE (LA 2R, ¥, 2017),
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JE o AR SCHE S5 RS B T 2 AR E IR 98 =K
Jim, BV SR E S RIS O R L T
Z 5B EIE T E R, AN
FEIT . A A 5 3 VB B B 00 RO R R T 2
HAREMEZERE, 4 Bester Ml Jere (2012)%
TH B 2 %ok 2 B 1 3 A BE 2 R 52 o 3 2
10 25 BE R SE R RS T 2 P AL U )
14 24 7 BB R I IR L X5 A i 75 B 1 HF BE (Singh,

Kristensen, & Villasefior, 2009); %% #& & K F 1}
B DCECEE, M 9% B — 20 A W U JE B 2 X 2 i A
JE 7= A B B2 I (Chowdhury & Khare, 2011;
Vanhamme et al., 2012), /4 2% # 2 5 2 K& 4516
M B BN HLZ S I S E SR 7 — A EEE
%, Q0 Kerra 1 Das (2013)7% B 76 35 R & 85 1% 3h v,
T e DA AT RE A B 2 T Al 2 0 B U048
B 7R AR R Y I SE R Koschate-
Fischer &% A (2012)7E 1 5% 1 2% 3 #0 TR WE Y6 A% sh Bl
(warm-glow-motive)i &3, X —ZhHLEEHEIH 745
W EA X AT IR . S Ah, HAE A A
FeRT S EE 2 S 5B HE 8w . b
Moosmayer & Fuljahn (2010)Z A0 HL 5 M, <otk
Mo £l 4 38 PR 5 3 A TR B b R A A
F= ST B 00 1 S 2 S s R e B 2
Xif 38 KB RS T4 (MR BE (Chang & Cheng, 2015);
Aquino, Freeman, Reed, Lim F/l Felps (2009)# 5% &
PR mIEE S 1S 550G SN SRR AT
TSR R, JUHE Y AR BB R S
22 EFEHINERESEMNRZIMYR

Varadarajan Fll Menon (1988)#2H!, /% H
EREHEEAWNEN, —2XHttaSEES
b RS AR E A SR A A
IR AR O SR R B, — T T R A AT AR A
TH 2 7 AR AR A ML TT AN, 5 s T 2 X
MW SE I O3 — I, 35 RUE A A AR AE ARG,
b2 BN B A TN . A SCNIE 2R A
BE, st KR B R A T 9 A B R RCR #E T A AT
A3 Sy T T A3 N TSR P R T
22,1 EFEHMNERESENEEDMER

TET 45 v G 2R o BB PR L A SRR R A,
XA E B A 1R 9% AR BUR B9 5 8% (Huertas-
Garcia et al., 2017), Andrews % A (2014)38 3% K
HAE TR AL T T E B IR R ST R BRI A
TG o VF 2 WF5T (HL i Koschate-Fischer et al., 2012;
Baghi, Rubaltelli, & Tedeschi, 2009; Mcwilliams &
Siegel, 200 1) ] 35 P 75 55 05 11 9 & 25 227
AR T RZ A o AR SCAATH 2 38 i W SE RS, T 2
Kol Al 4 28 B PR A T 43 A e RS A o T 2R A
B IE T2 AR

ERZEAGOT, 35 FE 8 < XHE % & 1
SE R AR B R R e . BN Al R A B L2 AR
A HiL 5 R 3 9% 25 A b R 328 B N L PE AN (Barone,
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et al., 2000; Moosmayer & Fuljahn, 2013), ##[H &
PR E TN, AN E S AR,
5 2 PR A 1 B2 R A 23 RO R el T 27 2 1 g S
Z & (Hou, et al., 2008; Huertas-Garcia et al., 2017,
Bester & Jere, 2012), 74k, 1EHRFEERH, il
5 1185 B 22 2 3 B 2 7 A T Y S A R
J& (Koschate-Fischer et al., 2012),

T 2 38 Xof Al 1 285 BE D7 TR R, Al ok
78 22 b R T TR B A 3 TN 28 3 1) 3 ORI %
A\l Y 4 (Koschate-Fischer et al., 2012), Rifon
SN (2004) 7 W B 9 Al 5 5 PR SR R 2 B T
LB 52 Wi 1 5% 25 00758 B il 9 15 AT A B
ANER TR ALSTHE, B TaET 1R
(it 45 12, T B A AT 2 ST B VR 30 10 ik s
PEAR DY, ARl G EA T 2 DR R B T g
AR AR OR, AN B R S RFAT R (Torelli,
Monga, & Kaikati, 2012), Mcwilliams # Siegel
(2001)IAFy, 3 DX B R A8 5 B A Ml A ST (E 715
ERE S, REHE T E R R . B
b A 22 BT 5 B RO N LAVE C, Ay B i A
ST BB AT LABRE =1 Aol R0 R 0 e A2 i S 2
BE, BAFA 5% RE 4 I 802 (Baghi et al., 2009).

G PRUE AN AT LA 1] 7 9% 25 4 A BEAC 11 7 i
ROW, 7 H I AT LAAR {9 2% 38 7 A R R
B FTLATE—UE LT, 2R SXE S E
BT EBGE N, X — 52 W R AE R I9) J7 Ti
F BRI RV 2 WL R IR AR S . KB
BORKE, I 2 S0 S R A B Al
T TEANRRAR B A EE, MR B TR Ak i
EMIEL .
222 EFREHMNERESENAES MR

5 WL SRS R], AR, &
RE 82 S B, BREAEAY52 0 (Grolleau,
Ibanez, & Lavoie, 2016). \TH Z¢ & A ER A, WHE
BRAAY, HFRERSTHE A NS E L A
BRI g 7 A T Y BRI RE AL o AR SCHE AT 2 35 A
£E(Chang & Cheng, 2015; Elving, 2013 %) . JH 7t &
RO 3K 2 (Meiiller, Fries, & Gedenk, 2014; Chang &
Cheng, 2015 45) . W2 & Xt B9 25 (Rifon et al.,
2004; Singh et al., 2009 Z5) =N J7 T Z 50 i b 38 3
L 5 o0 V0 0 3 A5 B 1 B TS MR AR -

TEG BB h, H SR E M BEE w5 7%
RN B 1Y 4k B HLA 56 (Barone et al., 2000;

2007; Chang & Cheng, 2015). i\l SE i 4 1 19 7
2, R Al S R S A s R BON
X Ailh 2 5 3% U8 85 s HLI M 5 (Elving, 2013),
2 B M LI S 3 DR B I R AR, 9 2Rt
5 PR BEFR 43 B 5 (Singh et al., 2009), Chang
Fl Cheng (2015) M1 235 .0 IR 5T 1) ) B2 25 ik g
P E X TR SRS WWEE, M ENE
B e S5 A SO RS R 2 SRR, 0 2
Xof 3t B BT M e S

WHEE IR Y, 5 835 A 0T RE 2 6 2 1
WS B A S R . T E R D, T R
X Al B AL AP B £ 17T 5 e G W) 3K 7 B (Elving,
2013), MMl H0AA 70 Al A 2 54 S A
AHECAS TR 8, AR KT (0 45 G 2 X053 21 3 1 1 3K 3
TR A B R ) 7 T S M (Ml ler et al., 2014), AR L
SRR SO e, HAA T A SRR ok
SaXf s DB B ARG 4 e AR 2 R RE, R R
B SL 75 R PR (K (Chang & Cheng, 2015),

SyAb, I B T e o h S 2 R B T B i
Al 7= A TS BE, T e B il AR T 3
MY RAFIE G . QR 2 3K 2 DR B UA PR Aol
30 R 55 S AL Can s o 1 S 5 4l 7S 5, T
B 220 ) AN AT Al I X 8 Bl Aol 7= A R A
B (Rifon et al., 2004). 7ES 5 3% F & 5 h
AR R, BN Al B R B AL 2 67 T S 0 3 2
) 5 E A (Barone et al., 2000; 2007), 457 2%
BN EN A SIS B, 5 TR L T B
H B £ %K (Pharr & Lough, 2012),

S, TEA AT I 7R LT 9 L
I B AR . Rk S R A
BE LB E B A PN, B E
B S0 O A AR SO S AR . X — 7
TET RS0 2 AR A 38 TR B 4 8 N 9 3 1 M B
WAL T 8 2 1 I S T DR, AR Ol 30 20 3 X Al ™ A
T A

ZE B RTIR, 35 DRE A Xl R R — R

TGN o KoMl 347 38 B 0% 3h () 1
BT 9% 2 % 2 DXL S 0 I e JR, B T ARURRG 5 e 9 9%
B S E . EREZHENT, K
EES T AR T 9 I K B A AR, X
Al R 36 B AT Bh i R X
T IR B RN, WAREARE SNIENT,
DX AN G 3 BT % REOR BEAT 2 B R, S
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BN E R TSR o Al A AT LABE R AT 25 [N
B B, TR A6 A0 A T RS N A I Bl
HWH R H SER R, giadl, W,
P TN S I B S M [ RN 2 DL e AN
Fhox I BeE =07 A M B 2l
3 EREHEMEEESENMBEN
Hl: BT AEMIERNA
5 DR B e 2 0 B 2 IS R
e E AT SO T B A STk, E ] g
T R E SR AR R A O TR AR

F x5 DR B AR AT R T T 2 A B AR M LR

R G 5 RS S AR PR IR, ASCE IR
MAt &= A %, UIHFEES . SOR Hlig .
H AR5 IS . P e oy B, A R
ST O AN BE R R AL R, D S
B R B A S R R E 2R LI 1),
3.1 V3FIE}P (attribution theory)

MIH R E S SRR EWTE SN, T2 K
6 RVE B IH PR T2 ) B YRR Sl AL (L T SR R 0
SRR TR, S HE T AR
FRSIALCEE AR ml S, AN IE N T XUE S AL
(Mohr et al., 2001) 74 2% # X 4k SHHL 04 B A e 1%
ST T TR, A S LR A8 AR R
i Y14 2% 28 %o 20 By ot R A s N7, R T DR e 1
ML A BT 1) E AL (Barone et al., 2000;

HEEHTREWER

B MR, BB, HATHUEER,
FIS /A BB

EFRES: B2, Ratk, PrERKE
W SEFREGEEE: O58E. 15

2007). fEFHPFEEREZ T, W E X LS
FLI A RN 23 BTG A 0 T 52 0 S (Pharr &
Lough, 2012), &7, 478 2% BAA o Fl i 30
BLE, A AR T W] g 23 et R0, AT 8S
AP B A £ (Youn & Kim, 2018), Hetn, HPR=E{:
5l 2 0] 5 1 326 B 45 R B0H 98 Al AR
I Ath P DA PR, T34 R 9 2l 2 X Al A AR AR A
(Rifon et al., 2004); 7E3%HEHH, BMHES
TEUR 52 Wl 1 3% 2 X6 Al S LA B, DT 25 52 i)
FIH R HE PS5 B IEA A (Folse, Niedrich,
& Grau, 2010), B2z, VAR BRGNS TE % K5 5 5
g, 49 E S XA A SCAT A M S AL T IH
PRl A SR 28 B B Ak A RSB, 2 K8 6
SN PR AE A B B R AR, AT B
HEAAME R S BB, T35 R S X S
5 BE T H U R
3.2 SOR it

SOR g (Stimulus-Organism-Response) E[I ]
A DR R e, i e R I RO —
FhANAERZ IR, B RESZ M AN BDIRES, iR
i Ho A H B2 v (Namkung & Jang, 2010), 7E— 251
MO IR N G TR 2, 42232 3 23 X HBOR B —Fh
WAESLE SNEAT N BB o AR I N AEAT S 4R
AR BE, WiAT A B N 38 8 R 4 Bl kA T
M (Eroglu, Machleit, & Davis, 2003), SOR Fig7E
HEAT NI RS 8128 [, 42 1E X =

HPESE

IEERN: 3257 A SK R AU
BRE. BURE IR

a. BREa. RHRe. mEAERE
FRtER KRB M. BKE
THEBRERHE: BAK., HRIFRRE.
HPeE SERNEITEE ., HWESAH
VERCEE . ARTRESR. W MAT 8L,
HEES

Y

AR THPREREE. FRRWE R
B BB ST SRS

WA 5

L EEER: BB 5
SORIZiL: /& [

BRESER: ARSIV |
LR R RRE |

BT PR R R B 5 A5 B Y B IE A A 4
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SREEFRNT, T4 283 T RE 23 BB N, DA 15 1
SRS 77 A IR XE(Winterich & Barone, 2011), 7E3%
K8 45 i WE 5 A, Guerreiro 25 A (2015)45 i, ML
5538 DR S 0 A0 6 14 77 b A Y T — AR A 1 B
X 23 W BT 2 F S AR R . B A
AT AR A T 2 3 7 A R A 1 45 (Andrews et al.,
2014), FRMR IS X ox 80N 235 %5 35 KAE 56
b BEAT UM 1 81 % (Kim & Johnson, 2013). SOR
S A B T, R E S E R E R
F B SRR T 2 B M 4 32 SRR, AR
FEAL FIE 2 A B agid — RSB T AL
HEAE R IR, TS SO R A AT .

3.3 BIH{ESIEiL(self-signaling theory)

WK, 2NN o3 ] LA 3 T 3RS
BT 7% 94 {H (Gneezy, Gneezy, Riener, & Nelson,
2012). AMITAE LS 5488 0947 23 5 46 0 BT B ik
&5 S 4H5E, W Lacetera A1 Macis (2010)
16 AR FLA TR BRI 2 AT S S B AR
MKIATR . Griskevicius, Tybur 1 Van (2010)% B
AT AR S, DA = At T A A SR A
SRR R VA L RN K TR e e N = -V S a o
2375 2, AT U6 WY AT 2 T 4 E 1) (Barclay,
2006), Savary ZEA(2015)F%HFNAES 3P, 45
B TR S B W S R AT A& R A
RES UL ARGSHIEN, 28R L9
B AR A, SERNIR G S B R B S TN
H A, kR | RAG S 01 T 4 R S Y
JR 8 . Hanks 55 A (2016)%T He 1 35 P #5115 2
e 7 AR I 5 =X R T A B IR 95 BORFITEAE A
TR, XE A S5 BRI AR,
ot SRR R B, AH L BB R S EOR, A
L NAEG WS G, T 2 F A W] Re EAT AR I,
A A N AT TIR S, W E T LURR A S
HRIEAT R, R R E ks . B
RESHIIANHE S HE S 5 EEEHENMNIT R
AR B AR ) [ O el A B — PR B
5, A T S A S LR b, &
SEER M 03B WSS IL RSN S HLP K
Z5(Savary et al., 2015), HIRIETHILFHENE
RUTEIRATF A 23 75 25 i b Ao S5 AR S L 2 TR
RE A% 52 ) 2 5 A8 B 0 N AE AL, (B ZE B LB L
T ES S B RESED R G THEZHR A
AN SRAT AT R A B 8y, LR85 o i F b

AL, AR5 HIE I AR REAR I M AR R0 9% 5 5
5 B B TR S N s .
3.4 %32t (balance theory)

VA R RSN A R, B
SHEZIE LR, EHISIA AR B AR
ENVYSEOE YN S ENE - e T S T
BT AU N Z 8, TR Bt & 2
] (Heider, 1958). A 5 A Z 111 5C Z 8 PR A 17 J2,
1M 4 22 8] 1 5& 28 000 8 R o Bk 45 5K ¢ &R (unit
relationship) (Heider, 1958), /X &2 5%
HRAWES, fEENEREh T, A F &
BUF I G Rt — PRI S5 O R . TH IR . Al
2R NI 2Z 18] 56 2R 10 - 23 B Wi T 2% 5 0] 35
BB . BRIF, Basil Al Herr (2006)IA
R TH BB BN A 5 2R ML Z B 35 R
M) T4 9% 2 6 28 DR G A P S, X — B o AR A b
TR R T A A o T B X Al RN 2K
LA 5 T 018 25 3, 2 5 o 1) 30 9 3 % 32 181 385 5 114
A, QNSRRI 9 Xl RN 2R S ML SR 2SR
VA 1 LR AR R 1, DI B T R A A 1Y
BB, MR, #5718 3% % Al F 28 5 bl
A S T B A AR R T AR, IR 4T 9% 3 S R
B 7S BE 2T L (Basil & Herr, 2006), MK 5,
S BV TA R S DR 7 B 0 T B S A
AR, Tl A 2R LR 22 8] AH G R 230
T A HE W,

L Ik, 5 BB BT B A 5 L
HIPTLAHE 1 T S . SOR HE . A TR S HIE
S BV I DA R o X BB E B SR BT R R
SRS A XY S B A AR, EEPIAA 5 A
Fi o ARSCONES RS . BISARS . HIE AL =
A D7 TR X S BRI AT A R AR I, AR R A
KE5% ., BT (DR P I A 38 K A
T B A B 15 ) 3 R YR T 2 3 % il AH G
ATV P25 5 o A T R 3 R B B A DA £
A A BB, T2 7= A B S B 2 T B R
e DUE A A B Al R L, D02 7 A T AR 1Y
A DR BRI A A AT Lk R DR A X T B
25 B 1E T RZ A, T EL A AT AR G b gt B 7 1
M) o (LU DR B I i b 0 PR 25 SR Sy R A
SIHURIRI O S HL IR, 226 X8 05 Bl v 2
FIARZ ANAT A I, T4 9% T RE SR AT LAl
AT A IE B R R Z AL, TR 55— 264l A7 R U5 A
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The influence of cause-related marketing on consumers' attitude
and its theoretical explanation
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Abstract: Cause-related marketing is an important strategy to combine the fulfillment of corporate social
responsibility with the improvement of brand image. If a company engage in cause-related activities, the
consumers of the company will have the opportunities to participate in philanthropic events when
consumption. Base on the current state of knowledge regarding the domain of cause-related marketing, we
found that attribution theory, stimulus-organism-response (SOR) theory, self-signaling theory, and balance
theory can be used to explain the effects and mechanisms of cause-related marketing on consumer attitude.
Future research should further explore new independent variables from the perspective of cause-related
marketing that affects consumer attitude, the effect of cause-related marketing from consumer perspective,
and even new mechanisms that underlying cause-related marketing effect on consumers' attitude.
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