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“BR” (Stewardship ) —IlJFEIEZ FANZIE, N
FNEHANS N FEIEHE T, “ER” T
BN, TS AR RE SRR ([ FRA 2R oK, X2
FENR I . X TARRBUS SR M, ki
Fil SR EZ AT M (Stewardship Behavior ) , I
R TR AT A B ZH 2 AR R 2 7 P A e 1
Fl%: (Hernandez, 2012 ), H 20 4l 90 4EUAF SRR
HFFDGE LR, ERITH— R E N IR E TR
A, HX 21534 (Hoffmann, Wulf, & Stubner, 2016 ),
B 7K ( Ashwin, Krishnan, & George, 2015 ) o4+
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% (Miller & Le Breton-Miller, 2006 ) %5 FUH 11
CRIZUESE . WAl A0k TR R AT
TS5 FERMBE FEOCIE W HL A, X IE SR AN ST B
BRI R R

HIT T AT R RS AT R 3 Ry AT
BHEZER (A - B4R SCcfk . BUHERS ), A28
THIEE R (NSRS XU Qe 2 A 45
S, HERIGS) FAMAR R (NEMEEA. O
FTAEARL) 51 ( Annuar & Ismail, 2014; Hernandez,
2012, 2007 ). AHASE T o ] PAYE L 2R )RR
Al SCA RN T AU, 2H 2V 5% 2 e ) Bl 2 FTRR
i, ATREXT B TR AT N R R S, R
T2, RTZDERERE RN, &R AL
1 TAEE AL T8 2RI FhUTIR LSS 5 AH
R T2 DA R B S RAT R, 2R oy Ak
M) TAEPREE S I TiE 2 R H (B, 1%, 21,
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2018 ). PRI, WFFELHGURG SR I 30 48 5 AT M VR ]
ML EAA S L AR 2
A S TR — P EHEE AL RN R
( Shao, Cardona, Ng, & Trau, 2017 ) , —J5 1 , iV sk
Jih b TR T RE . OG0 B TARAI TR oK 55, REf2ff
BT TAE, H 2T SR GS TE A
H B F]% (Gupta & Sharma, 2016 ) ; 75— , il
Xt o FAEFE SRS A OCHE . THH . IR OR S
J7 T P B 7 S B A 51 TR 2l 2L [R]JEK ( Faroog,
Rupp, & Farooq, 2017 ) , Hé5s 51 T.00 H IR E . 5
A2 8T HIRE S, ik — ARl 51 TR ICE Sy
PR PSR R , AL RAT R . SE@fT R 4
2174 (De Roeck & Farooq, 2018; Jones, 2011 ), [A
I, ASBFFAE I A AL 25 TATR AR A 51 L oY
A AT R 7 T 7 I F A (B R A 2 %
At THE S R TR BE RIS TR T
W HE—2 , ARWFIE R Farooq % (2017 ) (WL,
BP0 TS bR b IF A DR my )y AR E R E 4
ikﬁ:zy\ﬁr M XA R s ARG, IR TGl
F 2 TR S BRI R IR AT B AR, i R R4 TR
No XA PERAIANEB AL AL & TR “ B 25
X T B A AT 2 DA RE W 51 T AR AT M i o 72
BEREE, W, AUTERE NI AL 2 THER
MR AL LS TAT IR AY | R XS 0 T R AT
RS
b At 2 TS T AR R TR A R AT R 2
H B FEAEAT AR AL 2 I0A B9 1 R REXT L A 5E
Ml 25 T amffs . Hi, AR TR k42
TALHEFAT NN EE LRI, R — R —
FHZ B A PG, 8 AR PR AT oA U A S
HRE L, #1228 e 290 22 FH R fif B A SUIR 35 L R )
BT F AT s VR HBLE] (B 2245, 2018 ),
L BUR MG T SR AR AR A 45 B S BRI, AR
Pt s s e B, X 23k B TR AR B B R
B3 T2 3 ok R 1) 25 BE AT SR ok 1At 4 2 1 O &
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( Liang, Farh, & Farh, 2012 ), #t2x7A [ #i 2 fif BE
2H 2SI R ) Y T A A R AT O 10 i e
filh o MRPEFESAF RS, 24 0 TOARM T 42l 5
RS R fﬁﬂ]_fﬁﬁ/z:\?%ﬁﬁ 3 L6 A R REAE
11, B HEET T ( Weaver, Trevino, & Cochran,
1999 ). #h2s3ci At 23N R BRSSO SR AN R HAH B
M 0 BEBILI |, RE 85 M R Al Ak 23 TEAT ey o
T -HEUCHR , #HmEEE 5 0 T AR ol 45 -
(De Roeck & Maon, 2018 ), It , ARFFILEAL S
F ARt L LB~ O Tl S I < 3 e YN [ B o
i, KK ZH AUE b PR 2 0 T ZAT M I SE I f
YERIBLE . st 2 vl , AR MAES5cie . 4
NEPAS A, 2 b4+ S 5TAERZm 0 T K7
H B AEAR Y
MAE 2SR , STEAIE (Felt Obligation )
S NI B T W I 1= el 1 O 3 ol S U
( Fuller, Marler, & Hester, 2006 ) , 5251 T. 5 &K T
R 3 F K 25 10 51 A A&
Rexwinkel, Lynch, & Rhoades, 2001 ), 44k A 51 T
PR R AP TR, a0y RAFE T2 (8] 250 55
FEFAZHT R, AT SHBAGIE. B AR R4
HZEMCER , I A —Fh R s 2R, 2
AL R g AR, AERBAR THL, FHEMA
/M7 A (Liang et al.,, 2012), Ik, AHFFE55 3¢
FEJN5E AT AR Ry A8 R R AE N ANl 4 25 T AE:
HERIT AN, WAL SRR, BRI
[f] ( Moral Identification ) J&4123 AR ISP —4
BIMES, w5y T TR A IETER S A O
TETEACEREA AL Z AL R A AR FE A O FREE ( May,
Chang, & Shao, 2015 ), 2k [FEIHIEIA N , HE
T HIETEAOCHY 2 B 30, RRASHS B 07 T4 HE
T%U\IEJ ,JFHAEXHMAZUERT , i T 5EEHEC
RIAT 92 Freng b ( Weaver et al., 1999 ), T
ZAEHE AT, DR 8 LGB fE
i oL B R A, BT [ SOOI SR SEIE A ST AR R

% ( Eisenberger, Armeli,
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BT PE DA R0 51 T 3 3l o 2H U B A A ik )
P EA R (XIS, R, 2019 ),
%%ﬁﬁ%ﬁ#ﬁ“%ﬂ%&”%%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬁ,

UK AZ2 3 53 T8 R A SRS . L, A
ﬁ%%ﬁ 2 TR S R [ A G SO S5 M
PR A AR d SRR AR N AR AL A 22 AR S
ERAT R LR

2 Bt EMEHREIR

21 PUIHESRESERITA
AR5 S 0 Farooq &5 (2014 ) W& X, B 7N
AT T AL R S At X H AR IR ol 2
TR, Hr, ’%JFXT%i[:E’J/\lMin\E@,ﬁ‘XT
PNSEESE N A RSN ] N3 4 i D)
PSESE RS E’JAVE E'ZTTETFE/J/\JUiz:J\FE
FLFE PRI TE | T ge il . OCTE H AR PR I A 1R
&u&ﬁzﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ@ﬁ% 5 T )T 2 i Al
FES TR ™ 52 TR PO
%KAl[Lﬁ%ﬁEﬁﬂiﬂﬂﬁﬁIE’ﬂiﬁ)% , ALAE 51 T

AR RS IG 3 . ORI RR O TR AT Sy i
T+ fe / BV & &, Turker (2009 ) 2 H, A X T

BB At S TE, 0 TR b4+ & 5T RE
WHE. AR “I'],E\ﬁjﬂﬂ]ﬁfyt , XAl At 2 58
FETEAT IR 5 B RE AT . VAR b S e D TR Al
Eﬁﬁ%fﬁ?ﬁﬁlﬂﬁﬁzﬁ PR, AR SCHER T
BN N AN Ak 41 25 57 4T (Perceived Internal and
External Corporate Social Responsibility ) FFJEAF5T .
FEE A BRIS  NFRA AT 2 BT S 0 AR
TR AW TPt TARLF B R A o AR A 2
LR, N5 N Z [ E 306 R A BT R v st
ST ACHOC R LG A RN AR ) o B A A
ﬁ(@%m\ P2 M%) (Blau, 1964 ), i T5
ZUZ (B 06 AR TR B A ity b 4T B 5 It
F/ﬁlﬂ‘ﬁl—iﬁ@ﬁﬁ% HATTRN y—Fh g R, Y
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RS AR 05 S 7 N E = 4 i i e o)
AR e A B TAEM G, FEREZ ). 1%
AN BB, A T 2 A A4S R T A 4 4%
B, AR 20 SO AT A 33k S5 1% e 17 i [m] 4
( Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005 ), B4 MR A, 4
LR 0 TR FEE AN, S . K.
FEVIF M, 1 T B hn sl A CAE U 51 1Y
BLs, AR E A, TS B ss 0 TAE , EE20m
A BRI 55 DOl SR 25, A 2L R
SUIATTIRC XL, BRoote , KRDE , 2019 ), B4h,
Hernandez ( 2012 ) 7E¥£5% 51 TA5 547 M BRI, 5K
UG & I Jih 22 298 308 o % % T % 8 ) $5 0Ek K Jily
FUTXTHZ HARSCR B DTk, (ARBL T LI B TR
SKAMEFRI I | ReA R0 AR 3 T H B IR , ffiS
BT R E A O YR £5 k PR IR 20 2L K AR A
MR AL At 23 TEAR RIFEAR B T ZH 800 5 T4 AR
FBE I MR LA BT 53 TR I OG0, IR 23X B
TR RAT R ERGER
AN AL AT 2 TR X B TS BRI N A £
Mt ZIARIFIS AT XS , MATE— e R
R SRR E LA R, XA
AL AR B FRMESEE /R IR TR A A
—A (B2 ) oA (E% . A8, BuR
BOREOR M ) KR B0, DLAGZ R B4y B A
FU BRI B TR (Tajfel, 1978 ). HIIL , 4+
SHNE B A A O IR 28T &Rt SRR LI 5
1k F R R [ A S A O L FE ( Turner & Tajfel,
1986 ), ML AU LAS M A 25 AH G Ry v 8 4l
FESTHULIG B, AN ZESETE SO #E XA R DT
MRES , S35 AN ARHZ AL B B 7 ( Brammer
& Millington, 2005 ), 53 T3 id k444K . HALaHL
TR SE RIS ARAT AR W B REA L LAl 4 2
TATTEBIRIAREAE B (Smidts, 2001 ) , XFRERL A5
BRI 51 TN A BUS 2 AR, 2 g )
HZH )N Rl 7K S ( De Roeck & Maon, 2018; Akremi,
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Gond, Swaen, De Roeck, & Igalens, 2015; Farooq et al.,
2017 ), B T2 BT LASGHE AR Al AL 22 534 . AT
HAFBEMRIPIE LML, W6 i
TR AIROE . L R R O BERTKR (De
Roeck, Marique, Stinglhamber, & Swaen, 2014 ) , Jf-if
— ARl B TR AR 15 % 08 2 ORI
FITHEUR JRAAT AN LA RAT R . AR AR 55 0
H4% (Jones, 2011 ), HIL, &1 DA X

Hi: R TR ARLLALTES R TER
ATAHEEMX,

H2: i TRty b3 A S i T8 R
ATHEEMX,
2.2 FEMEMHNER  HETHHNA

TAT I8 RS T B O 5 % b dH A
AL B 205 1 B R iy — {5 & (Eisenberger
et al,, 2001 ) , Jei 7NN RIS A & TAEL R
A LA LS5 (Culbert, 1974) , PR3 T B HHLEX
— B A SO M A 2 B B JE ) ( Cropanzano &
Mitchell, 2005 ). A BE4F LA BEAL 21 51 TRFE 58
ek FR 2T TR SCH BN SO
FpaZ 2 ( Molm, Collett, & Schaefer, 2007 ), 5% X
TR FEE TN A A 25T, FEE BOCR
AN TS BT, YA O T AR
R R B S 55 B9 AR A, D TR B ZH 20 H
AR LTRG24k —Fh R 202U 54T
= ( Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005 ), PHRA A2
TL RO TN N KRR . KD i T AR - K
BEVA . PRUEA TEFN-AE  FEOMAR L T 400 51 T
MM SCRPFIZE ., DL TR B BB R A 2
AL AT STRR A O TR AR, DA9R 25
PO I R A DA SO U AR A O
HEBIH IS By, PARRZ SR %% ( Eisenberger
etal., 2001 ),

AHIEGE T8 T k2 58 e BRI A0 £ R e ¢
ARER A AL TR S R TSR A R R

87

WA, B TIA A B2 RErg = (n
BB Z BN AEMIEEXNTE) REENRE
7 ( Cropanzano, Zinta, & Deborah, 2001 ) , #5200 53
T 5B 1t 238 e fii 7] ( Cropanzano & Mitchell,
2005 ). b3 T3 o WA 0 2O R AN A 25 AH OG5 1 4
WA THAEAT R, HiE A2 3 R AP , Hi
ZUR RAFI AL A B I BB 20nT fig anful X 75
fthfi7 ( Edwards & Kudret, 2017 ), ZMiA 42 5¢/E
TR 0 TAZBAES , RIALLI AT S5 R A2,
fii D3 TARR BV TE AR 2 PR RR A AT, A2k
BURATAA BAATR 25 19773, T4 ZUFE
DIRRB A 285 B AT Ry [l 4R Ak 9347 ( De Roeck &
Maon, 2018 ),

MR SIS, -5 SR T Y 28
KFZ, UL T EC R THAE A R, B E %t
H & TR R AT, STl 175 T “E30
PENFESIHL” , B G T A8 TAE A E8h 5] o 245 11
B, ST TR TR, MR R T A ECREE
FTHL, W3, B IR TAMT R (Liang et al.,
2012) , HA58 B i r TAE R (Parker & Turner,
2002 ), WAL, ZEXTHBUSR TR IREN T,
By T2l LU M s H A R4 R . il
n, SRR R, STERIRERENS A SR 0T T
WA KM, R T 2R G B[Rl =5 . 4
XFEHAA 25 B ML 45474 (Eisenberger et al.,
2001 ) ; 45 TR RZUMTHE RGNS | 22000
AR 25 IHIE T AL A RN ()R,
2017 ). WEAR, mTEARHEAY 53 T H AT ZH 2380 5T
ik, e T AR, R R L B SR R A
REEER, TR N 25 R4 B 2
KWFI25 ( Barrick, Mount, & Strauss, 1993 ) , B A fg
FKHERITH

i b, ARBFITINA , 255 TR N AN Al 4t
SRR, 2L B T IR A LU AR R (RISE
FERISE ), XSGR TR MG SRS T, 5 T2
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WX ZHZUAE R AT o 25 DI B SR 25 A0
AL, 2 DU s

H3: 7% 50 8 T R dm b P9 36 4 b Ak 257 45
5& KT ARAFANMER

H4: -4t 48 | T B dn g SR30 4 AL A Fr AT
5 & RAT A A P AAEA
2.3 EEIARKFNMER  HSIARHAA

IEAnEER DI AR R E XA T, 8BTS
R ARHEC 2 B0 AMTTRIRE SCL BT —
AL ZURY 3 JE PR AR AE ( Aquino & Reed, 2002;
Lapsley & Lasky, 2001 ), May %5 (2015 ) ¥/~ A\AYiE
R R 5 AU TR BT T, A aIA
[ EEIS , Ak 5% T AT e o JUr 76 20 2 ) S A0 B
H O 0B e R AR Z Ak R fe LA, i
T A A R A, BN AL T [ B A A
SR GUETERR S5 R SRR 8 T AT IZ A 2
(A E] o AR IA R ELS Ay, R TE AN ) 2
Z BN EEAE BE R TR ZU e, A AT A B L3[R R
T AN R 28 l— B TR, B Y 18 AR
LT DA S A A R 92 T ( Aguinis & Glavas,
2017 )o AL i P EB b AL 2 TAT , AUBAT RIS
JtE A AT R AR BT , BB R TR . FRUE -
TAE RIS, DL TEXE, B
O BT (Arnaud, 2010) 5 Ak SE SRR Al 41 25 5%
£, Mt MR SRR A OCE L W E . B
AT HEA TR, RBAS ORI . 42T
BT HIE G R BB . BG 5 51 T 420N [
J& (Farooq et al., 2017 ), X £L1 3R B LG N
FHNERF 35 A S B ARAL , PREEH AL A . &R
PR RE T, LA KR A 2 b 45 01 25 R G 194 [R) 47 R
PHf# ( Rupp, Ganapathi, Aguilera, & Williams, 2006 ).
FEX AR SUER T, BT AE A ) o 25 5 15 5
Tt

MRIEFE2AFBIE | 0 T —HIAE— 8, A
FELNIZ A S (8 TR A H Al 2H 23 0 fin e
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FUMRS | FFXHZ AU A TR ZLN 8 2%, X ZHE
U RIS AR SR G R R, o TR
FSALMBRERE, i Tt I R T RE S HOA
[ 21 2000 d 2 R R — B, 24 5 T[R4 40
BegiatEme g te (BETEIAR ) |, b Trl fE st
MRS EERRAEA T, X AE A R E S
JE |, TR A A 25 5 H LR 25 i ot AlA T8 A g
A S B R 25 AR Al ARG R £ . SRS
LW, AR R T HEE A RSILA G, B
A FUA AR 61 T, HAT R 07 L5 %0k R G
P & a0 CHP - JETE SR ) #H—20 (May et
al,, 2015) , WA\ ZEE40 0 . FMH Y. F 30k
SEETETT A (BREESE , XI3H |, 2019; Winterich, Aquino,
Mittal, & Swartz, 2013 ). %47 HIER—Fh “&C
KT WRALGUETERT N, A RE LR
B 53 T IEFEA A A BR S H

ZE b, AW, HASE N MR A AL 25 TE
R — RNl 2 AT )8 1 — R A )
HAGETEF N, BT TR, BAwREE
FEN R Y 52 T8 5 2 200 B 7w P O — Bk
BRI, WAReRMNE RN ik, #2HHPLT
i -

H5: 85N F £ i T B Zn by 1304 b AR 2 5 4
5% ZAT A RAPAAER

H6: B 15N F £ T T B n b 530 4 b AR A 5 4
58 ZAT A AP AAER

e LR RS ARRT RARR , AR e A 1
/R

NER AL A2 54T

HRERAR AL 2 DA

1 IBipHERY
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3 MRAXE

3.1 MRER

AT AR GV . BRI B AE MY
30 RE 5L Al A9 B T, [ it
TEFF A BENLEER 15-25 & 5 THE b %, F15
AT G , B i R () w8 A 3 EA T 9 1
WISk, IR RIS T2, JFRis i A 4L
P R F2ARBEE , M85 52 BUa h kot & 3l
Wi A LR vk m 2, DRS4S T A~
AFERRAR A, 503 2 5984 R 5 T % 51 T
[ = S NS S W e 0 1 B | e B i s LT
EENE . NHAgT#2 s i T A, & TE
FAT RNt LR ST 5 fa M PRIEREA T
BRSNS , MIEBT T A (34 EHR .
WEASEE . [FEVE | So8lmEaE ),

WG LR 600 403, [ 571 63, HIBRIE
Hin , B EE R - BT VCECAYA R 53t 524
By, Il B R ESCRR 91.77% Horfr, PR
T, IS 49.62%, &bkl 50.38%; 4EI 5T, 20-25
% 5.7%, 26-30 % i 17.75%, 31-35 % 5 25.57%,
36-40 % 5 18.13%, 41-45 % |5 12.02%, 46-50 % &
12.59%, 51-55 % 15 6.30%, 55 % L) b5 1.91%; 21
L, E R LR & 8.02%, K b 20.42%, AR
52.86%, fii+ K VL F 5 18.70%; TAEERR 7 , 14
DI 7.82%, 1-3 4F 15 10.69%, 3-5 4F 5 7.82%, 5-10
AE L 24.81, 10 4RIl 48.85%.

32 METH

AW, £ FEATRE I E , PR E NS
HIF R BEA R R, A R R R Likert 5 5%
oy e Hidr, 1-5 7R 58 @ AN TR 2 31 52 4[]
Bo ST LT ST rfRe il o RIS B R E 1 B 2
V£, T B e b R 5 T E AN R R AT B Ak AL
P fEESME RIS T AR T B - W
PR, X LRI A R SRR R TR

89

(CResE2IEEE Il ey e

A ST, BB A S TR
iR FH Farooq 55 (2014) JFARMEFR , A A
it ST ERA 6 4k H , dE : A FIEh
T EENS)” 45, Cronbach's o 2240k 0.833;
AN AL S TR A 10 5H , @6 “R
s F B S SR DL B ek 3 B SRR H IR
153h” % Cronbach's a &% 0.833,

TUEHIUE . o3R58 A I 2 R F FH 158 B RN 2= 436
(2015) Bk S R HE R, 0 “FRIN WA 52
ERIRITREH BhIR A LUSE I H AR 45, R
Cronbach's o 2% 0.895,

TEFEIAR] . TSR] I &R FH May 4% (2015)
FERI) S ZcHESR S G TX S [ A
KE WERE. ARTEIAN. Bhdy . EC RS R REIE”
B MR, AT RO B A N HA I SRR
MHLU R 45, R R A Cronbach's o %L
H0.721,

BRAT R BEZRAT MR Davis 4 2010 )
TERM 3 FEBER, PRI h EESE TS Bk,
I ST e S R R AR PA E ¥ <) & e BT
ST MRS AR ER” 4. iR Cronbach's
a ZECH 0.708

R AR, RIS, 0 TAAERY . R,
1. TARAERR AT g s 2 51 T4 %474 ( Davis
et al., 2010; Henssen, Voordeckers, Lambrechts, &
Koiranen, 2014; Zhu, Trevifio, & Zheng, 2016 ) , #(A&
SCREATRC AT AR

4 HRER

4.1 XEFTERESWIEERF O
ABTFEAEDTFE B 5 B R A A R I TR

NGRS A | AN S W 1= LTV N 18 - € ]

TR S FE PR AT S5 AT A RE 42, DR e A R
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Harman F. R 22 46 567 I T ISR 1) Bt 2 A5 A7 AE 2 [
Trdze , B 4 A8 i 2 i BT A REIER A
HATIRE MR 5307, 4550 2 BT AT B e i A 8
MRHEARK T 1 B F, B — R 5N
8.188%, RIT T 2N 27.292%, 1L/ T 40% 11
[ (R 2 BN Ty | B o N L I S B Sl
5 RN L [R] Jr ei 22 , ARG R F R AR DG 1k 2k A 7
Kig% , 7E SPSS i BT IR o0 s i, AR
Je SR 5 — PR AR i s P AR i 5 A50hs A 1 1) D
FHOG, K ZE R BN , INAE — R F AR VR Ry il 42
S, FFANEE I T AR £ AR ObR AR F (R AE CE R UL,
AHHF 5T S [F) 5 v 22 35 AN ™, RERIF ST 4 SR o
Al

RIS AMITE A5 AL 1 1 XU, AFTER

Amos 21.0 FAXF RN N Al At 2 T L B
HRRAE A 2 TEAE . THEAGE . E AR R KA T
R IEAT I UEE R AT, ISR 1 TR, Rk LA
TROIE ERE (¥ =593.178, df =327, RMSEA =
0.039, CFI = 0.955, TLI = 0.947, SRMR = 0.024 ) , 5
At ) S AR LA 25 e, B AT B X
YRR
4.2 HEiRESIT o

ABFFEAR AR A . P22 DL AR G R
W2, &2 FB, DTN R AL S TS
TR E IEADG (r=0.397, p<0.01) , HiEfE
NFEREIEAR (r=0325,p<0.01) , 5EFRITH
W FHIE (r=0524,p<0.01), 5 TSNS
A AT S THT S TR A B & IEAE (7 =0.580,p <

&1 WIEEEFSH (N=524)

ey 1 df AY(Adf)  RMSEA CFI TLI SRMR
TiHF (PICSR; PECSR; FO; MI; SB) 593.178 327 0.039 0.955 0.947 0.024
PYPHF ( PICSR + PECSR; FO; MI; SB) 690.466 331 97.288(4) 0.046 0.940 0.930 0.038
=¥ (PICSR + PECSR; FO + MI; SB) 740.478 334 147.300(7)  0.048 0.932 0.921 0.040
ZIHF (PICSR+PECSR; FO+MI+SB)  1044.288 336 451.110(9)  0.063 0.881 0.864 0.057
MF (PICSR +PECSR + FO+MI+SB)  1437.979 337 844.801(10)  0.079 0.815 0.789 0.072

{E : PICSR R IBIHY N iRl 4123 534, PECSR SR N A AT 22534, FO FORTUERIE , MI sl A, SB R RITH , “+7
FRWAHETEIFA—NET .

&2 Wikttt 5SEEREXMEST (N=524)

A hE M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. 5 1.510 0.497
2. Ay 4.850 1721 -0.219*
3. %)) 2.820 0.825  -0.048 -0.318**
4. TAEAERR 3.960 1.304 -0.007  0.562%*% -0.378%*
SN A 2T 4.180 0.511 0.048  0.158**  -0.051  0.177%*
6. Npfinl it &53/E 4304 0.534 0.048  0.136%*  -0.054  0.122%*  0.625%*
7. SHERIDE 4518 0518  -0.022  0277*F  -0.042  0.233%* (.580%* (.397%*
8. I AEINIF] 4.520 0.469 0.076 0.062 0.050  0.094*  0.330%% 0.325%*% (.539%*
9. EHRITH 3.963 0.803 -0.049  0.224%*  0.038  0.124%*  0.314%*  0.524%% 0.421%%  0.414%*

o * FOR p<0.05, ** FIR p<0.01, *** FIR p<0.001,

90
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0.01) , SiEFEA[E 2 IEAC (r=0.330,p<0.01),
5EFITNEEIEMRE (r=0314, p <001 ), 32/E
M 5ERAT B EEMIK (r=0421,p<0.01),
BEAENFSERIT N EFEEML (r=0414,p<
0.01 )o AHICHE AT Ry i — 20D 53 A8 £ [1] 1) ¢ R 2 4t
TR

4.3 RiZKE
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Reward for Corporate Philanthropy: The Effect of Internal and External
Social Responsibility on Stewardship Behavior

Yan Aimin, Chen Shige, Lin Lan
(School of Business, Central South University, ChangSha 410083)

Abstract: Will employees be motivated to sacrifice their short-term interests to protect the long-term interests

of the organization when they perceive the good deeds of enterprises such as treating employees favorably and

fulfilling their responsibilities to external stakeholders. Based on the perspective of social exchange and social

identity, this study conducted an empirical analysis on 524 effective samples to explore the mechanism underlying

the effect of employees' perceived corporate social responsibility on stewardship behavior. The results suggest

that both employees' perceived internal and external corporate social responsibility positively affect employees'

stewardship behavior. Felt obligation and moral identification play mediating roles in the relationship between

employees' perceived internal corporate social responsibility and stewardship behavior, as well as the relationship

between employees' perceived external corporate social responsibility and stewardship behavior, and there is no

significant difference in the mediating effects of felt obligation and moral identification.

Key Words: Internal Corporate Social Responsibility; External Corporate Social Responsibility; Felt Obligation;

Moral Identification; Stewardship Behavior
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