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S A E N BSOS

iR KEE B F Y
(FEANRKZETFHAF 2B, L3 100872)

W OE SLZFREFTRMALLGEL LT, TUALLLHRIEL ZEESE. Rb, LEAETAER
(DA EFZE)F, ERELANEFRLAGFLLEFEEFTHRGELLAFIHE)T, Dl G ERHTH
sl Ae L FAE R BHA. & FE AN R @R RT Ak BRI IR A s, P A Ak ) AR X H 49 A e fo
Hek, A, ERARFET, HAREE AL RELANH AN S LR T EA RGN, EANERT, &
AR E BB A S U B A D BT R B Hn. S EARNAERE LN UERTHESE
REFGAT, DFAALNEFLIT A @G AREEHARR ., RRART AR —FILIRE F AL %
B F A AT F T REFoh e A A AR A R4t MRS BEZ MO REZNR, BhkG F At d
LRI R EYR, KESHFERDF AN STAA, AERFREA LZFRR @G TS,

(R bLER AEYea; KA A ENE

7SS B849:C93

1 518 40 IR 5y T 2108 4T R (Kang & Bartlett,
) . 2013), T./EW & BE f T./E 44 (Carmeli, Gilat, &
A R 2 ; 2 Hoar R A
%ﬂfmﬁﬁﬁwmuﬂﬁ%’“*ﬁmﬁ Waldman, 2007)% . b5 T 7EAV 1E # 4B B VERH
b ) 35 AH 5 3 AH O TA R B %) B8 A (Fombrun, -
1996: Mishina, Block, & Mannor, 2012). FI35 HiAE 5 (Parker, Krause, & Devers, 2019)Z4b, #f
SRS, R, R e TSI AL LR IE 7, OF AT AT
. P Al i A E 9 fEHL)S (Bundy & Pfarrer, 2015),
bt S B0 3o 5 W A A CRNRE AR, 5 Y
T W O B (Freeman 201’0) ﬁ;% Flanr= S A E L W A, Sl m S e
N LAY N N UAS N o ZE e U .
MG R AR S, i EREBLIE, el
" ’ A b 1y <3t 7 E K i (reservoir of goodwill)” £ {15
BB AN URORD A T AR 2249 A G TR0 T ) 1T B 3R . i s
o T A 2 il AR [ R 45 AR SC 3 <58 R MU (the benefit of
. %’liﬂ;i;ﬂ: SOKOT R doubt)” 4 FF(Coombs & Holladay, 2006; Love &
ERCTIN R i,

Kraatz, 2009). Bl a0X8# 2R . #4 T . 3k AR L
Al B TR B, A Ak ORI £ 5 , e
AL AT, AL ST ETE 0170085 4 el AL PRI RS
(Lange, Lee, & Dai, 2011). B, BESERIREIE oot ot 028 b1 26500 M 0 0
Al T 45 5 AR BT 5 19 %E R (Fombrun, 1996), HX R
PR A BT I 55 5 (Ang & Wight, 2009), 3k ”R%m U e R IRl
15 9= W 4% Y55 M (Rindova, Williamson, Petkova, " TE’,XX’JJ ﬁﬂéﬁﬂffﬁi%%ﬁ“;;ﬁ;ﬁﬂﬁfﬁ
= » s U VAL 01z B
8: Se\\/er, 2003), Xﬁ?ﬁﬂm/?, FENEIAEL 21y 41 1/ #0% (Bundy, Pfarrer, Short, & Coombs,
e 7 2] DT R TR S R AT R P A B B R 2017: Lange e al, 2011; TIEE, 2010). Bin
) EE) P} Ju b, o 1)
Rhee #1 Huanschild (2006)%& BiA b & A 7 5 i &
e 812 2019-03.22 S5 4mBUE, mTFzeildr T RS HeH
v EIR A B S (17ZDAO B R 7 7 BT, 72 el AT 7 T
WIEIEH: A, E-mail: swei@ruc.edu.cn Ml f5 23 #8800 > &E 1Y T % %% 31 . Baer, Bundy,
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Garud M Kim (2018) % B4 1 445 45 AH G %
FE M, Ak 5 TR S AT 2
(A3 TAE L, M =4 1% 25 #6345 . Mishina, Dykes,
Block I Pollock (2010)J 1A Ay &1 75 25 4imll 9 5 24
HAEAE T A 5 (hubris) AV A B EAT R

SRS X S T UE B T R R AE A A T ALY,
SR, — S OCHE Y R B FERIZE . ik &
FEE SSAPAE IR 7 A6 H BRI AILIX P9 2% 5
ZF, A AN R A 4 N [ B AL AN R AR
7 LIAE WS IR [E] 0 BIE A0 AR &, [HAR L
T 2 RS A, BD A 25 A0 53 9 AR
T2, RET mm B RIERUN . B, AT X
S ] A 1280, AR T T A ol 7 5 A A ) AU
R AT, DL e R HAYOWL S il A A F ML R ) 32 %
HRAR AP o FRATH J I 4 T AT AR 2019 4F 8
H 1 36 mAH S SCE B UL L B IRE, o4l &
7 A TR (Y AR SR BF 5T 1) 4 h i ik Ak,
FH T S R 7 R Al T R 3 06 T A R RS
BE )% & (Brady, Cronin, Fox, & Roehm, 2008), &
R FEAE TR TR & i BT 7 Y BT8R e B R 1Y
TE SCFAE ML S A 75 2R A T E & (e,
FIBE, 2011), Kk, FATHLRAR BN LUEDF TR
BOE(EBEE, 2010), A3 T fh ST U 1 AH G
SCHR, X (EAS 2004 A R BIF 5 4003 RH B IR Rk ok
G WIRIEGE 75 55 1 A Al

ARIGAHE —RKREEWHITTEL. HA= A%
T4 DA TROUR 1 R 85 SR TR AR G S A L S, Y (i) A
AR (Bitektine, 2011; Bitektine & Haack, 2015;
Felin, Foss, & Ployhart, 2015), £l /5 25 4F Sy i g
B — B LR A, A AR A O R
iy, BLR T OCHR P S 3 . AR SR Ak
7 25 AR Al 9% 50 AR G A7 T 08 A FE AL L ) i
Br, X —Br SR AL T s A

2 fAEFEENHRE

PR 5 AR DG RTINS, Al 75
EERAE TSR A DT AT B P, O
H 23 B3 RH SC A L % BSR4 i RS 7 AT A A
(Mishina et al., 2012), Z=ARAL T HAERH
PR AT TR E A (e.g., Love & Kraatz, 2009;
Rindova, Petkova, & Kotha, 2007; Rindova et al.,
2005), BAWEAKRE —MHTIZEZ NG N E
X (Lange et al., 2011), A[a] 12234 72K A <l 7=

X — MR, TTRER A AR, BT,
22 5L E T A R A 2,
IR IR B AR 00 PN TR AN — 3k R G ) T PR LT
THEEEA AR

AR A EmINA Lange %5 A (2011)H) =4k
A 2 4E K & (e.g., Wei, Ouyang, & Chen,
2017), fWfITAIREINE & = ANEERE . A B R
Lo JE VR0 4% RSB FRATTHE SR X = A4
JE, FUBT Al 7 2 O B S

H4E, M4 JE (being known / prominence /
familiarity)fG3R T 2k B Rl 25 #H 035 A4 A AN 14
TN FI A G 1 (Lange et al., 2011), TAFIE S
F Ak, FE A AR A R 45 A Aol B Dy 28 i
(Pfarrer, Pollock, & Rindova, 2010; Rindova et al.,
2005; Zavyalova, Pfarrer, Reger, & Hubbard, 2016),
X P € i P (salience) W WL 5| T2 R AR FIREAAR 11
I8 H (Fiske & Taylor, 2013), JG¥k, PHI5-26)8 Ve
144 (being known for something)iX —#E &, {7
T 25 AH 5 XAl il 2 8 B T A B AR T R
TR IR, B an 304 & BT & 09 7 i (Rhee &
Haunschild, 2006), 43X — 4 B 4k F /K0, Fl
Fi R DG X T i ol s 2 LA S B ER Y R 0T O ITAY
W4 5 (Love & Kraatz, 2009; Mishina et al.,
2012; Sohn & Lariscy, 2015). i T4k /2 A [H]
il 5 A0 BER AR A R 1 RN R Y, TR
AT Tz A ol 7 25 SR A, 2 7= A 25 5 (Lange
etal., 2011), 5 J5, 5% ¥ (generalized favorability)
R T Fl 25 40 5C % i all )7 A B (08 1Y) 2% A4
PEAfr (Lange et al., 2011), ZZEEINA & HLERAR
BT, 58 R B R A B T oA Aol 4l %
& b i A JE % TF 4F (Fischer & Reuber, 2007;
Fombrun, 1996). & T Al i I s 47, 25 4H G
HNHEEEE WAL B A R,
BIAEAHE A . 7T 5% (Lange et al., 2011).

WA R AE B i, AT LU R B, Y4
Ap 7R AL T R KRR, R B DA TR T
) 25 AH 2 B AT R 28 bk, DR R b i 1 T R 44
P A% O AE T2 1B R 2 A G () e 01 B, T 56 5 B
Y AZ 0 WA T A OB (6% AR TP . X
EOR R A% O IR, B SR 2 58 R AV AT AIL I AH
R Ban, 0 B 0 4l b T A R R AR Y
WYIREZ N, 454k TEie ol #h A7 A #8323
R L o DR B B J P T 0 4 7K R i Al
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TR 25 AH G DT, AR AN DR SR e 23 7 A AR
2% RIEFEEHBEIZONME, RINMTUNELSER
F AR R AE LT

RUE MR LR E, ASTH] A 4 B 1 i 5 AN [
HIAE FALEI A B 2R, {HEL A SCHkAY 17 50 20 51 3 2
TR ——XF R 1 0 R, T 52 0 AR A RS
MTE DL, B5E, A WG B X 5625 BRI
5 2 DL R TR AR, T A 1k 56 25 i R PR 5 o )
T 260 44 3 T A 24 3 e =2 [l R 1 LR . b 38
2 5 — L AL AYERAE (NPT 5 (EAS 5 AT AR I
R, RN TR S O A H AR MR AT e
AT S SRR R AL T A7 — B 4R A
*t HARIYEN S (e.g., Miller & Effron, 2010), Flz54H
KRB A R A AT A 0 ) FAT B g sk
T B4 — 3 (Mishina et al., 2012), B, SE2EEF
X — 4 B 1Y N IR AL R a5 R G A R Al AR
FEA7 A M S ALS H 7 s 3 — 8009 1 22 (Mishina
et al., 2012), R HE 0 7 P 17 0 44 X — 2 3 AR 3
T ) 25 A DG BRI A TR oK (3 22 (Lange et al.,
2011), PH I LA WF 58 X T3 6 4 4 B 1 1 F AL I
FEBA LA G5, T 2 8 L) £ A OG5 1 401 22
SR UEAT R R, B fE AL & AR S R 0B S T
(e.g., Wei et al., 2017), 72, HUTMBFRALE
225 525 J3E DY TR TP BRI BRRAE, O LA
[ F X Al AR HFA T R A S L —BCE R

Hk, T WG FAS [F 4 B 1Y O 2 9 kb B
PR B BREVKE A2 B AR R Aol s 5 1 — A2
FEZ AN, S 4 e S — AR, 5
TR Ry 9225 il 3R] 5 S e 7 0 4 1 il 2
FH31:51 (e.g., Mishina et al., 2010), 45 L& R4 LA
SE7E B m A DR R S T 2 4 A SR Al 7 S A P
W, EAERNE LIg i 4l 752 O HoOA 28 B
A E T2k B F 35 A0 5 & 1Y % D) & (e.g., Rhee
& Haunschild, 2006), tHHLZ UL, —L2=235 A A
2 VI R 95 R ol PR R g T 2R 44 3K 7 A A4 T 1Y
[SEERiiE /=

I S a] J A IR, ERJR T Al 7 S A
PR ANTEW T TR DL R T,
FATKIE Lange % AQ2011)¥4 A b 2 F1E 2 —
AN ZHE NS S ST RKER, H
SAHEE R TF R A, HTEAE R
T 1L 98 26 B R DR B I e A 45 AL B R AR A A
B, FRATTLE G SO BT 7R ARG g 451 A v

WA MK B BT X 53
3 RAlFEERRENN

DATERERL A A lb TEIE B¢ 7 1Y Al 75 25, i
S AE R BT LSS Al 1 — B T) &1 4k
S R IA P B A AE SR KON, 2 )5 (Brady et al.,
2008; Brooks, Highhouse, Russell, & Mohr, 2003;
Dean, 2004; Grégoire & Fisher, 2008; Pfarrer, Decelles,
Smith, & Taylor, 2008; Rhee & Haunschild, 2006;
Roehm & Brady, 2007), H 2009 4, T HAL
il A B BRI T BT AEFRATT £k
36 RiSCE, 29 MARERT 2009 FF2 )5 .

AT T ARM 245G EA VI, AR
T Al g 7 7 A SO AR T RILR] . g
R R, RN R R BT B Al
AR, TEFEHLE 5T W2 Ak fa AL AT ok
ST o A, TEH L SR, R BRI
BRI E bR AT R E b, [E R 2 A A
W E 75 5 A vEAT b, FECE 2 B9 A FgE
BN, 15 R T HR S 7 A s #e v, FET R
A RA AT R . TEREHUE R T, w4
AL . P R TG AR T R SE Rl 21,
AR Z /Y PR FIE ST, LU AR 15
S Z IR DGR, A5 ) 45 AH O X Aol 1) DF
o SR ST RE TR INRLL, IR
TR B
3.0 EMBEERTHOERE
3.1.1 SEMMAERNE

(1) AL o a2 %08 g P 25 70 TR A%, 9 R
FRRZHTINFZ A, 0 EAERT A 2%
A3 SCIF, FEAE SR 5 72 82wl DR i £ i 4 1l 44
XPIANAERE, BIVSR IS 5 AH G XAl i R

TS, N TR, Dl w A KR
PRI, R T AR R, Al RS
TR A 25 AH DG B ok S Y R T IR e AR,
M7 2 A W7 $2 7+ 19 (Mishina et al.,, 2010; Petkova,
Wadhwa, Yao, & Jain, 2014), Kk, £\ AT
DR AEHF HETRPIRA, T2 A Witk 25 2506 2 1 25
FHOCHE R TR B, 15 DU £l 590 2 1T I 458 2% 74 Ja
o AW, Al X LR 45 H
=, MRS R L R If 7% (Zavyalova, Pfarrer,
& Reger, 2017), ZEFFE A28 45 Ak R 19 B KR
J1 5452 M ke (loss aversion) B AL, #BAHFS Al
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KT R A B R SR AT 20 R (Pfarrer
etal., 2010),

Y v B T O ) R ) A 2 S e R A 1 T
Ko—HH, 7E5M KRB E T, T 4R
55 AH OG0 = AR, A5 32 A TR 7 7 3 S 4R 8
U4, e B B PR Al 45 B H AR AT R Y
H f1 B (Parker et al., 2019; Waldron, Navis, &
Fisher, 2013). 73— 751, 54 ICRBRAEE
S, A T R R 25 A OGS W 4R T Y R I B
A7 L )22 T ) A X 8 R RU S ke 5 A AR B
TR [ 4R, 40 34T B 22 AR G B 4R Y U
(Haleblian, Pfarrer, & Kiley, 2017), B3 %5724 40
3ol R A7 RURS: 8 9% (Petkova et al., 2014), H T {b Xt
TR SR T AN AT R E T AE Bk
SO R BT A PSR, X A XU PSR R TR K
Y2 I Y AT BE 4 (Haleblian et al., 2017; Petkova et al.,
2014),

Hk, M EHERSH T EEEmER
A 0 7E A PSR W B PR AR A VR 22, 1 T AR
TIEAT R o P I S AR T A M A A W R A
AR E A AN P (Lange et al., 2011), X
A 2 T Bl A RS AR A8 B B, IR AF
HOASIUAS, Fit 2RISR T a4 A
B Al et ok (9 e S, [ Skl 3 O
TR L B G AT A RIS 2 b, i
T A5 Al (R Btid 92247 4 (Mishina et al., 2010),

5=, S04 B 2 IR A 4 R R T e
SRR B U R g5 R DG X T e R
Ak A 2 T8 AR, T R 0 4 R U s ORI 55
*ﬁ%%ﬁﬂz’%ﬂ@?éﬂr_(Brooks et al., 2003), [H I,
— B R Te i R A RS A N, X
g 7128 1) OV R 2 AR Ak A R I I 5 | H
FECORMEMERN R, ERWL, SEEMLEA
Sy 0 3 AT SR ok AR BUEL A R, DA RE 4 2k I
(Mishina et al., 2010),

(2) THEPLH B T 42 mpmrsE, Hurd
AW T IR T, Al 7 5 6 T 5L TR 9T Y
Me o 33K FELJIT R )17 4 L 2 4 3 o e B T A
R A AR R, MIFEAE R T AL R
) 9 7255 K A 24 T 26 T I D PN TR Y ke ) £ TG
2, K, A 5T (Baer et al., 2018) 4 %
FHT 2 BAE Aol 75 25 i A0 N T8, (HSR T 19
58RI 58 BE BT SR R 5 AHOC I i I R . R

P G IR LR AT IS, G IR A R R 23 AN A Y
J1(Hobfoll, 2001), 4k Ry T HER5 4l ) 75 75 25,
S0 0T A T I 0 B (A B 2E0R), R A
A 5y T s EAR AT Z R IR S TAEZ T,
M BUE TR, R4 PO TS FER .
%40, Baer % A (2018)& K T i X i 7 & 4l
MR EOR, LA K& [ B TR G 237 R 1%
iFEvs, HEMF A TR 20 AT
MDA ARIT A

3.1.2 DAMNAAREN

(1) AFAPAFAE o Al I AR RIS AFLERY, T2
FAET — D RIATILZ A o ATl B AR Y P X T
AT AT 7 2 A~ HE B T 97 (Yue & Ingram,
2012), Bt A7l e A i 7 2 255 i B SRS 4l
PR IR R . R R B
EF, B g5 A O AR T A A B
B EE . AR UL, A A A OGN T A Al
4 e SO SR 2 TR R A ol S I AR, T A
Al B DL S B G L g R AR O e
(Tetrault Sirsly & Lvina, 2019),

(2) PR ZARHE o Al A8 5 9 pe SR g g
B, AT G2 7 AT P AR s K 2 5 T 1 il g
FEE WSO R . BT R, BB
PEBRSS, 5 B AR TR R, Al i 558 2
FEAH £ 1 X6 (DiMaggio & Powell, 1983), 44>
M T AR 15 A G R v 0 AT HE AT AU A Y
BRI A, 33> 45 T B 1) 45 12 P 2 S 0 B Al
BEAT XURE B (0 AT B o 7 2% Ul ) 45 T P
A ) £ B ARG ARG, 7 7 25 Aol st AT T R X
124038 R AT XU 3% %5 (Petkova et al., 2014),

KAVEE G AT Cryie R, 2 LUT i AR
(WL 1)

3.2 EHERTHELIER

FEFEHLNG 5T, BTN Rl r E0 2
& B PR AP Al PR, SR Ok A S HILRY i
(Haas-Kotzegger & Schlegelmilch, 2013; Zavyalova,
Pfarrer, Reger, & Shapiro, 2012), #Rifi, #okik£
PIRTFEUESE, & AR AL 5 T AT 2 Ak fE
PR GTE 52 00, B 3 Al B AR SEAE T (e g
Lange & Washburn, 2012; Rhee & Haunschild,
2006) XFPF G BB IT LS R T Al
VEJH T RE 32 B 3 26 0 AR R i 24, A Al 2 AT
Ko — 2 A7 Rt (e.g., Wei et al., 2017;
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Ailb 7R
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, oo RIS . B B BTIREL

G4 EEX R LR
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A BAOMEREEIE A h

X TR EER .
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&l 1

Zavyalova et al., 2016), #% Tk, TATH SMHifE
HUIE 56N a7 2 AR B9 VR FIBLRL, B AR B
ORUE S S Lo
3.2 EAERBERILE

KT 5 TSR, BAThise R4
FONHMLS] o MRS AR Sk, FRATREEH DIT
ORERING I

(1) o 7 25 1 8 44 B Ak AR A AT |
TR S, A RS w0 LAY AR
U5 o AR IS S B AH DG 5T, FEfadlE = T, 4
PRI B f 28 0 1 D) 2R e 25 ) PR kg FE ML A AR DR
(Fiske & Taylor, 2013). P, 7EfEHLF R LS,
SR PR R 2R A OGAR BT A IR, ) £ AR OC &
AN B 25 5 I\ Sk R 44 B 1) Al 7 R R L
B R SR 52 4T - 5% %) 3 748 ()7 3% (Lange & Washburn,
2012), ZE{pli, FRATIN Ry S BEGAPE Y fa L= 1k
Kla, REF 2, Fl25HCH SR E
AN N2 B i Aol 3 AT RS A R N, T
RZHE AR EE AT, A, XFh R B
G MU 5 ) BT 15 8 ME LA R .t A5 R 2 Ak
W, A R TR LS N RS b
PRBESG f T i 25, 2 00 O LA 52 0 ) 5 A DG
Z [A] %) 5% & (Pfarrer et al., 2008),

(2) e 7 2 1Y R N 4 BN 23 R BB AR 25
AF OG5 T s R DD DGV, I £l fE B Y 671
S o AT ) R T g 7 S Al ) A DG
(Hoffman & Ocasio, 2001), %47 i i A b fE HL
AR ME LA TIURL T LT i 5 B, T 25 5 W 5| I
B 6 7E (Rhee & Haunschild, 2006), F I, 7EfE
BURE ST, O&T 8 44 B 1 Al i 1 T 15 8 R 671
{5 BHR 5 (Wei et al., 2017), XF TfaLsxrE
R TE A, KA S B R SRR R R
BIBIHL, 2> 3 325 18 R HL A A O B9 15 B (Fiske

B, RAEITHR

L B Aol 72 54 BT S

& Taylor, 2013), H T {1 i &F (negativity bias),
MR AESEE TN A EGFEEENEZR
(Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), Kb, &I AE
K s BAIE I BARFE, MRS
R G W NS BT, S A AR AR il
& ML A B7 T S R B kB (Wei et al., 2017;
Zavyalova et al., 2016). 41, Wei %5 A (2017)3F
2008 [ 2014 4FH[E BT A 126 AL, &I
HIA B S5 R AR CHE, 7w,
Flas A T A HE M EE R, #HmmeE 174
A B4 5 T R

(3) fablE=T, M TRV 1 Fl & AHC
FORE Al ) IR, R S R R £ A G 3
JE S T RN o XS R T A B R LG
SN R SOE RN Y EZAREALE . — o7, Al
KRS M 2 A $5 AH S AR oK, bR A E S
T WA B B9 A 22 (Lange et al., 2011), %5 —J7 1, H
T A DG B A 2 T Al 9 [0 5B AT Sy fe 2 A0 )
Al Y ASEAT R, BIRT Al R Sk 04T S A S pL A
B &M 8 g 8h — B0A 3] 22 (Mishina et al,,
2012), SR, @M EHLITHE TiXLLEE , HT 1)
2% 75 B8 (Floyd, Ramirez, & Burgoon, 2008),
TH R A B 5 S it £ TR PR 2 I N, O HL S
FONHURIE . B, B T A5 R 55 A0 G
AR IR B A BT SR, 4R Al HE R S EE R AR,
B 40T 347 %f (Rhee & Haunschild, 2006). 4Ir 4
{l (Janney & Gove, 2011; Wei et al., 2017), =54
2 (Topaloglu & Gokalp, 2018) ., 2\ 7] (Bundy &
Pfarrer, 2015) T k., — 2625 WL M, EHLEA)S,
KPR R A, )55 A AR 2 R AR B Y
Y517 M (Zavyalova et al., 2016), FHIA BT
L RCHH T AR 1) R SR RN 78 57 {T: (Lange & Washburn,
2012), KEAWFRE P HE RS L, XL
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B, HTREILEDT TIHSNENINE, 14
T 2% B 6 Al B H = o i B (Barlow, Verhaal, &

Hoskins, 2018; Korkofingas & Ang, 2011; Lee, Lim,

& Drumwright, 2018; Liao & Cheng, 2013, 2014;
Roehm & Brady, 2007). Al 44 A& 2 % (Dean,
2004; Germann, Grewal, Ross, & Srivastava, 2014;
Sohn & Lariscy, 2015; EE, 2011). WHEE
(Brady et al., 2008), B k¥ (Helm & Tolsdorf,
2013), AOERR(KEF, BF24%, FTEAR, 2014).
XAl I [ 15 10) 2 B (Seo & Shawn, 2013)K i
TR, TR Ak B 4R 2 B (Grégoire & Fisher,
2008; Grégoire, Tripp, & Legoux, 2009; Riquelme,
Roman, Cuestas, & lacobucci, 2019)F1 i 251 1) 4>
b 7E f& AL BY 3% 4F (Grunwald & Hempelmann,
2010)M 1 H

4) FEHLIEST, Al 24 B2 5 HAR P
EFER S HAE R . YFEHUR RIS, Al AR
— MRS, H&DEEIL 7 A L A
H, AR A 5 B HUE 5T B4R S 80
SRR . H TSR 5 R A N 4 B
U 3 A AEEE XN T Al i AR MR T . — 5,
1o W24 B AR AESE UG 5T, iR Ui s
J2 TE T A A Mk AR SC AR BVARIE 3 £ & (Wei et al.,
2017), 5T 41 1 i i (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979),
AP 2 T Al ) TR BRI A B TR R, DR R
SIS S DR R T i R 4 1 R A
J3— 7, iR A B Ok B O BT E B, e
ANV 23 Tk B T D 56 1 R 7 5 R A e A
Wi(Mishina et al., 2012), 1, Wei 4£(2017)3F
T 2008-2014 4F 126 & i A R IfEHLEAF, &
P25 BE K 2 vl 58 26 5 BE AR P AR, (AR Al
W (ECKE 2552 20K A L AR ZL R oy . A
G B4 W 23 Ul 583 53 A1 T A 24 3 X il 14 £
PAER, B 1, N4 B AT RE s AL 3 A P
YA R ALYE ] . Brooks 4£(2003) A0S S FAT]
R T X FEIAATE R AT BeME, M T B 1 44 BE
HIAE FITE TR D3 AP 4E B2 AR T, Tt 2R
Wb R T B o BT LA, TESEHLIE 5T, 4 BE
JI B B 9 AT R R — R R O, TR A4 R
b A2 B2 1) 52 ELAE FH A0 D7 1) SR T 5 A R A 2
JE 58 R B Ak AR R PE T o
322 BUIERBLFFH

(1) 25 AHCHE R . TEAEHLIE ST, A 25 AH

KB B FRHER 23500 = 75 S5 E R il ©
AW R, X TR g A FH RIS, L0
[i) B 1 v AR R R T v 7 5 5 T e ) O [ 3 2 7 )
PIVER o YA R HZUARBACH, MEFH A
A SIEL S A, AR YE B 19 ¢
Al A BT R SR EE AT EE O TR £l 7R
2B\ R B AR T I (Zavyalova et al.,
2016), X LA AKTE 25 5 Bl A0SR0 17 TE B R,
FTE O ST A I ORI D HIBE 3R, 328 1N 32 3] L 40
BT, M5 s SRS . A
B, A AR A U TR B B, R S U i
BRI AE FH (Zavyalova et al., 2016), #RT,
ELA W% (Zavyalova et al., 2016)% F) 25 A & FH
FE—AIEAR, FFEAH K53 AR ) 35 A0 5 3 B
BN, X 5 TAE H 5 R £ Al 09 F) 25 88
A RREAR, A ATTHT Ik O 57 i 1% B AT N X 2
JIT R B O AR L R T SRR IR, ZH LA TR
BRI 5 1 FH X 36 S A2 AT A — SO
REERTT

(2) ANV . FEfEDLIE T, Al & 1%
SRV AE SEHURT IS B T 5 W 05 253 M) s 7 25
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Psychological mechanisms underlying the negative effects of
corporations’ high reputation

SUN Tuwei; LUO Nanfeng; SHI Wei; LI Hongyang

(School of Labor and Human Resources, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872, China)

Abstract: A high level of corporate reputation is usually viewed as an intangible asset of the firm, which
results in considerable competitive advantages. However, the existing research has also revealed that,
possessing a high reputation can burden firms and individuals both under normal operation and crisis
situations. The negative effects of a high reputation originate from its micro-foundations, which are the
stakeholders’ cognitions and emotions. Under normal operation situation, a high reputation has negative
influences on firms via cognitive mechanisms and on employees via emotional mechanisms; while in crisis
situation, it impacts firms through cognitive mechanisms. In addition, the negative effects of a high
reputation have multi-level moderators, including individual-, firm-, and market-level factors. Moreover, the
correspondingly boundary conditions under the normal and crisis situations are different. Future research
can focus on the multi-dimensionality of corporate reputation and delve into the unique mechanisms and the
boundary conditions of different dimensions of a high reputation in terms of negative effects, while
exploring the interactions between multiple dimensions. Researchers can also further study the negative
influences on employees, expand upon the dynamic evolution of the negative effects of a high reputation,
and consider a meta-analysis.

Key words: corporate reputation; negative effects; micro-foundations; underlying mechanisms





