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H Adams (1965)$2& 1 2 F- 398, 25 V- BB |52 S Y AF9E 0l o 7R ik~ 40 Y
PR N BLAR B 5T T 45 2R (Adams, 1965) , & J& %) &3 3 #2 (Thibaut Ml
Walker, 1975 ; Leventhal, 1980 ; Lind fTyler, 1988 ) ; M\ & il BE A 43 E A, K& 356
HENFRXT )23 F (BiesFlMoag, 1986 ; CropanzanollGreenberg , 1997) . 7E£H 4147 Ry 24
T, LN R R AT S ) BB AL i (Folger flCropanzano, 1998 ; Folger il
Konovsky, 1989 ; Greenberg, 1990) . 241 [ N A/NE A =F & FIBF R IR R FSIE T 48UV FX )
HENAMETT MR VI B2 E L, Angl 210717 DL g 4R TH A 2L RAT 8K
AT A = (ColquittAlGreenberg , 2001 ) , [A] B A5 B TR 52 T A9 UTERT T R (28505,
2014) J AT (GRS RAE,2015) (S LRI (B LA, 2013) S59H A T , E i {2 2 R
T TAEST BT ARG SHALIRTE , SIAL AT LU ATAT R0 5 1] (55 56 B A e o XoF
TAMRIE R A BIHLR A S A B T4 75 2 VAT R BT AL 32 17 38 3 Sl
() L T B A LA R R S PR
WS HER: 2016-06-20
EEWB: /&4 aAHF A48 (2016A030310296) ;) & 4 4 FAiteftF«+ = 2 % F47 B (GDI

5YGLO06)
fEEEN: /£ #(1963—), %, AMEZRF LHETRE LRI, E2FF L ML 5T,
E—4#(1992—), %, AMEZRF LW ERLF ML A GBS ),
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MATER AL A 22 122 R/iT, AT T8 KA sh AL AR 35 AR 5
LA K, A4 R0 A R o 5 — Rl OULSTA A ATTE SR A2 T A A, Thibaut
Walker (1975) 42t T. H A% (instrumental model) X L4717 )3k A58 1, AAT T EA
Ao A SN AT 4 4l 149 R SR B W e A 4 N5 Rl 2 B ), 128 F B PR35 A Bh T
X A7 ARSI (Crawshaw?s ,2013) o 55 RS TE— A I ZH U T8 2R F
Y B 51 23 77 AR B T A LA ] (TylerABlader, 2000 ) , M7 B A5G0 BIFE T 7] LIS
B H: 7 B A5 B i 425 O SR RAF AR (¥ b 57 (Lind F Tyler, 1988 ; TylerflLind, 1992;
Crawshaw?$,2013) , TylerFlLind (1992) ZE 38 3C ARG FLIA 40 R BEAR 0 (B 5 0C RA Y, A
Z DI NBrIEZ A (interpersonal model ) R KR Ko I AFSE SCREBERIE 1 T HABIRUAT A
R OC RG-SR SIAE |, (51 AN 20 21 38 B I 6 o3 Be V- R AP it 55 32
FORAE T H AR AL A F JF B (ThibautflWalker, 1975 ; Moliner,2013) , Tyler (1995,
1996 ) 7 HJ5 B 57 vt 2 AR P 2516 T A TRBOC R 7R I 28 X 5 A0 A
BEE T H A S AL i A

ORI S & B, A5 BT 200 9 T T DR R AR T AT R Y 3K Bl h & 5 4 A
o 3X—F T B 1R R B shHLFR il SL23-F (deontic justice) AF R 3R B, B8 SLANFEAE
RGBSR A 1947 BTN FE 53 E AR A B T e A TR AR R AR
H i & 245 23S A a9 52 5IA ] YA OCTE U pt s Se v TE AL, JUHE N T
T SUNE BB SE TG IEAT SR B0 S ST I, AR S 3 % 18 SCONE-AH 9 SCHR A AR R [T Jesi 1
SUNF B PRS2 R RSO I SE SR, DB A AT A SR Sl 2 22 AR B i H VA A, U R [
WA AR T SR it 2%

 BXRFEENTES AR

(— )8 S0 R AR (1) S 1

VUGN WS i PN DO /A & Sl 0L ¥ b b Bum =R B IPN T E S m g Uy
B E BT AIRA TP A R TR BB AN TER AR — BRI AN e se e H
X PN SR AL A5 R RS 49140, Giith 55 (1982 ) FE— 3055 5 43 e S 56 v & B, — S ] T
PR A R 43 BT R A0 B R 4, SR AR R AT — 2R Stk o AN A IS
) % A= . Kahneman % (1986 ) 7EMF 78 28 - Al 22 B A R BE AR I — R B IR 46 AN 5256
& Hh AE AR A9 S 6 FPol R BT TR B AR SR FE LA A 19470, 53 FIRZRS R
AR, X S B 7 B Lk P BRI B R AR B PT R o 35T ek F T LA RN A PR oG ZR 4B A
fRREI LS , Folger (1998 ) JF 4 Bt B8 A A T3 SR A V-1 ELIE ShAL, B i A — S R A
TR SRl 2 DAFAERR T A FIHRISE Z W H A A R il TR A BT, F9E A L4 H T HLASEAR
FIN R OC ZR AR 7 SR AN [R] 9 00 A 3 A A 471 AR R SIS N B G (HSE T B T
AR AF 25 (Greenberg, 2001) o[RBT, PR Y 35 200 T 40 B 7 00 51 22k, Bir ATE ¥
FACERVFAN B AT IS A e rh A AR TR, 52 1 AT AT i R AE T 2l A
TR/ B S AF B & (ColquittFllGreenberg, 2001 ; Beugré, 2010) .

— N5 N = AN ] (%) S8 2T S A 1 S 55 %o A S IR SR A AE S — 2598
TIE SR FHHERR () SR, TEBH T ELRI A PRI R AR RGN B ATAE , B R 25 WA R A7 AE
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M A R o Turillo® (2002) Beit T PO ST 9 256, AT T A AR IR R T8 A
B A B e, FETEAETT R T 0 IR B 2l S A AEAS T R 0 AL R AR A2
FH G IO RE A I O HORAFAE , UEPH IR Sl Ui A B sk i R R BE A A A
AT Rz, WASZ R T PARBER T 9IRS  Kahneman 55 (1986 ) A5t 471X — 12 W
PR T IR A T HAHR RN A PRI R A HERR , S8R 15 1 S A B R AT A
JRTET N TE A B AR fE (Cropanzano, 2003 ) 58 —ZS i Z A2 ML THE MW A 5
FEARUE O T X — H Y, —Fh 7 2 el BEAMATE 5K T, 82 R MIA T4 (Vecchio,
1981; Greenberg,2002 ) . Greenberg (2002) & i1 T —FiE 5 , 7045 5% Hgeial R S e 345 g
504 T BT I AT DAY R — SR e i e ik P AN A1 (4 55 5% () A58 R B0, 76 T AR ke = 1
TR P PR ) o 7 A ST P i R X 8 7 A P o3 P A ) 20 45 ol P A R 1 =X
PRIRI 5 =2 IE T R AE S T RIS TE R B9 AR . Rupp (2003 ) 78 Turillo%: (2002 ) 52
a1 10BN D S A R TN OB T= iy L 0 o A TP N B = K v/ G 9 I W owa L X £
1 RGN BRI SR X B ORI S R R BERF: 5 17730 7K P-4 v 119 e X — T o
58 NV IE = S i B N/ <19 88 N LTl i £ A £ (T R G S/ 0 /G s
Z oM LRI UL, A T8 AR AT ST B SRR E A FTHR , R 1A 18 AT TRE SR A AT R
Hrahdi.

BT XETERME S AR MRS 18 LA & iz A4k (Folger, 1998,2001)
T SRR T RS B, R A AT 8 S5 AN Rl o), 48 B A THE 7 55 A AT
R FEA 7 2N TE UM 2R, AR BA B bG8 AZ AN AP S 2 D EE E AN
B R BH R —Fh BT A # MR BG 1917 4 (Rupp A1Bell ,2010) . HHTX T
U PRI ANE R R BE— | F8 56T 504 L U 55 FaE fE L 18 1 A S HL (Folger, 1998,
2001 ; Cropanzano%¥,2003) o i S48 17 X281 S iR At 5= SC— 8, AMUCH A C
B3 BRAR ) S , o Ay A A A3 AR A A5 1 — BT A O sl AR Bl 1l S
F5 1SF AT LA U3k 2 28 S 1Y), 38 SCOAN AR AR R $ 2 560 H &Rt A (Folger, 1998,
2001),

Y AT L, 3 SCAF 5 T HAR VR A PR oG R B HAFAE o 25 5 — T I, 38 U
SEAEARIUR 25 1) [R] Bof B iR R T P L 55— T T, T SCONFAE R O A [ Bsp e 201 S BRI b
T8 IR A S 2 R sh AU R o X 26 55 1 25 ANt 23 56 R 38 5K, TSR 7 L 3
Btk B T 0 g () AR 18 SRR O EE AR B T R DA AT MR T A
PRARRE (AR PAT MRS FS IR Rt T .

() ARSI & R S 5t 3

T AR T B R X HNE AR B (1) 2% 5 5347 (Folger, 1998,2001) , 235
PLLASEI T T SR B RGN 5T , L2 BTy 0 R R R 43 e S 06 o WP A A S B h 25 i — 28
Y4, TR ATE A QAL S 5 5 [ T4 e, 0 3  FE DR S e RS 3K A SR
A S 58 O MR BB R CF A BCsl R 25080 A S i e sk it - weialn]
PLiE$E H R 2 (A ORI I8, s HoAth 2 5 F5 B/ D) 4815y
BeJr 28 CR e iiAE I O 5 oA 2 5 35 (0] 35 43 ) sk 78 4 ic 7 48 (R4 23 B W R 45 Z i FE
AR AL Z M S 538 (R0 B O K RSN T -3 8 0 Bl 5 2K P 1 5%
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Rl =ZMERAFHIEI L

HE AR FERIEWTTE Bl LA, B RHIE

T HAEAY ThibautFlWalker (1975) | AR SR A F AR B AL R 255 Rl 25 L FIEE

RS RA | TylerAILind(1992) %ﬁfiﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁﬁmE‘%‘L‘é‘\%gﬁ” BRI

il SN Folger(1998, 2001) RGBSR TR TUUE XS FLEESEE | EE Y 5

BORPR U ARAE AR OGSOk RS B

U5 AR A 58 38 8 2o e s BRI 3 e 7 8, 15l il 5 H AL 2 5 38 i BGE R B, SO A
TH ) P 2 AR R SE P TR R 9E H A (Kahneman%5, 1986 ; Turillo%%,2002 ; Rupp,
2003)  FE TSI AR B IS, b5 N B 38 AT TR AN SIS 7 AR AT R s i A HUE:
TTHEMAPRCRINHL, HEAEOL T & B 3™ A —Fp s 0y @ i 2855 75 2 1 i
[1] (Cropanzanof1Rupp,2002) ,

3 — 7 T, WA B ARSI E AR AT S AN A3 e —2E ¢ S PR iE] i
B R AT XA 1 — R £ (B 7 — S 3 AT mT DLk B 7R3 .
Turillo%5 (2002 ) 7E HAF G A B, X058 15 20134 Tt Ak aT 5e 4 55 1) HoAh IS 5235 19 #)
i B, Bkt i A T 0 B I S w0 55 X R B R A g8 S IE 5| R A R [ IR
(Osofsky%#,2005) . RuppMIBell (2010) S A58 H , AT TPt 385 138 A 74 &2 A3
TR TEIEAL e A RN R 1 bk s 0555 I 52 alas iR g v A E 52 o i 1k
FEGEUE /3 B SE 56 WP S A PR BEHEA T T 50, A A B AR e B A 7Y ) O R AR i T
I 518 SRR SHLAR DG, AR LE A e BRAE ST i 75 A3 AR N 32 21 T8 1 1 3%
AT B [ s 35K PR S AT LA DR S 7 I AR50 () Aok R 349 5 a2 0% R 2 P A R
XL [A] (R FE 5Te (dT15 AATTXIE SC P B AR B I 42 1

Bl 5% B E— 2D UR A, BR SR U B TESE ASHT F=5 (Colquitt™F, 2006 ; Reb™:
2006; Folgerds,2013) , fHUZATH ARGl Z P AN A5 18 S P-AIL I A% 355 A A 8 o [Tk, 48 L
WX T LU 58 h & 2R B BT 8 5 458 B 8l 2Z (A 6 & BA MR AT
IR FEATHAN B 15, 5 AR A B 22 1 (DeGoey , 2000 ) , T BEAF R i 22 1) 2H 21\ -
FE IR RS =7 fa B RgsZ I H—3 oy O34t T U A uEdE 2R B 51 T A
IS 37 B[R] 35 B Y 52 M (SkarlickiAIKulik , 2004 ; HillebrandtfliBarclay, 2013 ) , 1584
AMARTE W T 1 3 i A7 A 32 B 26 52 T (R T RE o R 1 i eask — ) |, e (R IFE
i MAPFHER IR 2 A28 8 B 45 2R OGO A Y RIS AR 5K (Folger il
Salvador,2008) , X —E5~~ B A9 AT H X FMAXT 2T A HLL 0 2R A A AT Jek R
=, g i ARG SE BRI T ML (MassaroFliBecker,2015) , Cropanzano5 (2016 ) 7£
BEIERE F 3 T VEAE SR IE S AR AHORILC BRATL I Y = AN SR A2 + 8 2 2 S U] 3
AR A A B , A UV 7 o L AR R 8 A AU 1 R B 38 AN 3 1
R T B RS E AE TR A AT 5 8 N 2 T I R R R R AN A AR
18 () I SRR, 2 T S B AS 28 4 TR B S0 B 5% A8 . Cropanzano 5 (2016) 5 Y
ML AR AR SR B A B R PR R B T S Bl IR

=, BEXATHHEBREESNE

PRIEHR AR & RE AT A% DN 2 BRI E BE 7 1 1o SIEAS 56 Y 5C 8 (Bacharach, 1989) .
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Wttt | ) |

WEENGEF Y RAATHN ANFBHEA NP

YERRIR : # 40 Cropanzano® (2016 ) FUAFIT 25 B,
1 ETFHLHZERZNEN AT FHIESR

Folger(1998,2001) 75 HAE 3C B EL 38 H i LA — A 2 4E R 2, 36 7l X 455 G
ST T AT G ST 3 1 2 F & A 2 A  Folger (1998) 1Ay , — N AJIA 2SR5l A
fTE 55, %S N5 N Z IR I BRPE R 56 R e L EERE b A AT T3
5 5%, N 2R AR I O AT, BB 5554 (Folger, 1998) . 18 155 24 U J&- 4 2444 H 1%
AN AR, il XrG] & TR (Bies, 1987) o A& 1515 A& 69 2 B8 3 k%)
AR T LIRS, X R 4R N5 N2 ] 3229 56 R I ARIIE (Folger, 1998)

TEFolgerff At I, Beugre T20124F & T4 il A T B ——38 LA i
7 (deontic justice scale, DJS) o3& T SCHRAST , Beugré (2012) B X B — N 4EE T 791
Wz, i t36 NPT, FH3m 15 2 FEPFAL T 45 050 A 1) A B o 2 B % A AR R I
F43HT, Beugre (- B T DU BE (1) 36230350, He ey | 87 Y55 B AR TTAT L E AR R]
PR A 1 DX 3 255 NS R AR R 5 (AR B 15 A 3 ) B A B 5 LA = A B AR D
(G 2 AR 22 57 o MK AT B 15 20 8 1 B BT G0 byl SO = AR I 2 3 TS
SETE USRS A, o TR IO A AR AET sl AN RS B T A B B IR R S
A FRYEHEAT T 83 (Turillo®, 2002 ; RuppFiBell, 2010) , BEAAAE S 7R 2 )21 & —Fhss
B 1B SN FIRT IR S8 Rl 25 AT 25 B D3R o ik — 8 TSR 1A NG i 25 3 S Xk —
GEVSHRAE TR B TE LN A0S = AR L 18N I5 R Y 45 (8N L3
FETAT (6T ) B TR (40 , = AR5 FE R E051°40.89.,0.89 ,0.85

Beugré (2012) 18 1 I X T FF & B R b AT 1A S, o — AN 58 TAE AL
AENHEEAR, 75— A IR R 2E B AR F A REAS AT 8 3 I T = AR FE 1038 Ly
ARF] T R HIAERE  AkinZg (2014) HRIEXT 3664 K2 FEA BIBFFEIAIE T Beugre & 1
T SCAN B A+ LA RE FA P SR A K T (2015) AR X2 R AE o [ SOy
(W38 P EAT T RS AF ST B0 UE T 3K — B R AE 1 B AN [ R 35 23 0t R A 9 355
FUE B UE B Beugre T & () 22 4 38 LT R HAA B SCETS 0 T RAFAE I M

T AR A IT RIS IE T Folger (1998,2001 )4 18 SN 40 i 4E FE B8
i, JE H ATME— o PSR A SRS IR & ARSI A SOOI R T X A A B2
I8 A F X — B8 B AH SC SHEAFFY 358 1 SEA , [R B AATTEEA M H B 38
JEMACEEEHE T T R,

M. XA TFHINE RS R

FARS T T BRI PR OC R AR, —J7 T IE SO Be 5 RS UEAY IR TR B, 75—
3 T SR R 5 A ASE IR g ME— P 05 3 A SR M PR 2K S R 95
AR
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(— ) SCAF-I s R R

A WFFENT T R0 R 2R A AR 3 B4R i e AR DR N2 2350 AN O
AT o 75 AR R 2 T, AR TE S K S A 4515 31 2 206 A B Ee T8 ARG VR
TER AR R ARAE , A S AR T A (A (Pervin, 1993 ) o ZEXTTE L
P TS UE G UR A FC S 56 Hh 2 48 587 HH 78 43 (A UE 3 156 B A 8K - 5 38 A% 1)
R, P BB A KA AR T 2 () R B4 A A FA9T T (Veechio, 1981 ; Greenberg,,
2002; Turillo%,2002; Rupp, 2003 ) . [ f , A7 245 A W38 SCAF- M SEBLTE R R R AR
1% 44 - SkarlickiFIRupp (2010 ) BPH H 38 SCAF-AOBUIM T HLE] , DA A A 1 2856 22 48 F
HEME R G TR B AT, o 200 R 48 i R SRR B s VA IR TE BRI AR TR
i R VEAT W A A R, X — i AR I 4 R I T A R AR A X
1854415 E L BRFEAR I 3T 5 . R BUAS PRI T ARG 46 L 2 0 5 1 R 2 ) .
H | R B AT S 215 2 S A R A S S e A B B R JC E T
(T EA5, 2011, 3K A5 X6 T SR 520 DR 2R AR5 5 2 1 0 B 2202 B 4 il )

FELH U B 5 T, 30 22 BRI 9T 10 T B 4 2O AR B ELAT O S R PR B 52 i A PR LA
(RIAT R 2 B0, 75 BRI 040308 0 3 A8 BB P ), 2H U0 B3 AT BB A A A B bR
FHIEE SHB AN AT P4 (TrevifioFllWeaver, 2001 ; Greenberg, 2002 ; Cropanzano
FIStein, 2009) . [ 2, FEGR Z AP B ZH S A 55 10 X6 46 3818 7 iy 26 400 1717 3 22 ()3
i T EBRRN A BRI R AERGECR A 25 , o] BB A AT S S BRARERIA T, 4L 2L ot
TSNS A A UL A TR A B A

() SUANS- IR I R0

T O oA R A S BRI SR AL T Al A, R T BRSBTS B
R — R T o — T, AT N R TR AR R T8 USRI 2 A7 AR RS2 800 5 95—
AT, Ji SCRIFSE T3 SCON - RS HRAE 6 45 FE RN 1), A6 )48 BRI RATUSRAA 5T T o)
L LVE B A (R R

LAERNIR K R 5154 - Zheng (2015 ) F X o [ il 1 £\l 26544 — 26 G2 T FEAREL
PEAIHT , K BRIREE T AR B TORE AT 5 B T2 E AR AE TR AR o [RIEEA
PR gt 51 TR AT 0 5B (K38 SO I] 1 56 2 5 VR R, 388 i A B e
A SR R B i B SO [RB, SkarlickiFlTKulik (2004) 48 H 38 LA F A
PRAE AR B 5 — Jr i AW B o 22 115 28 S I, 49 R 3 it A 32 B 3 I 5 1 /i B
By 7= A R 2% (Umphress5,2013) o Fi T8 SCN-3248 26 52 i UE i SO0 H SRR 25,
IXAR AT REAE S M RS T A ) 7 A — Bl AL 250N o

244t 2T AT . Rupp % (2006, 2013) 7ETE SLA AT Kb AL 2 SR 51 T
SEMAAILH AT TR 9 B, 24 53 TR At A A 5 ) o7 2 (] 5 2 2 o 2% i, K5
TS IR S, IR 5 R AR R I 24 1077 A . Aguilera™E (2007) 45 H 52 T X}
A A2 AT R R CRE 7 5 ) A AT A 25 B AN T R O T A 4 R B AE T Tk A R i A B
SR X = O R SRILER 3 SCONE A b A 2 BT R A AR 7oA B S R A
T A PRAE RS AR T b At S BT 7R B Ak ST S 19 [R] B R 25 52 i RS2 Uk
5 TAT N

SNE GG EE(EI8EF12H)



3. HAUT N B Erdogan®s (2015) 3218 SCAFHE IR & , WHE 1 4SRRI x A
ASPMEA PRV 5 HZUAF HEURGEFILARRE AR L2 BAT A [R]85 R0 A
TP A DA R R A AR BRI A (8 R VR 2 il B3 T A SRR A LR T O, T N 7
WK 2R R B3 T R4 B 2R 7 IS A T N AR A7 A E SO AT RS A SR TE R R S B T
TR B B9 ZUS RAT O IIE LA F L, BFE A5 R R, 24 01 TR B AU B 0 A 3
PRIEAS BR VIR, R8I LAl 52 230 H B9 2R 28 R 5 T 25 B3 TR IR Iz
FIZH SN A PRIEAE BIR IR, 75 w5 2 SURVRTR T R 7™ A e B 1 DAAMEERR S D H B B9
AN RAT N AFFTUEH] 51 T2x Tl SCHIW vt P i B8 22 TARSM T o A a2 i)
X ZRW T A AR R A 2 DA R EE A

4. Z A IR 55 W 4 Ak B 7 T 3 8 B S B U R A 52 B T I S F BE R R

Mattila? (2014 ) A BUAEZ i 1 9 2 55 2 IO DU R 4 FiTA 250 [ I 23 A8 ] 3 )
SN BILES B HABZE P o B AT B B B MRS , IR 23 32 2 B i1 N AW 1A 6 1) 5
M o TT 3% 3 B AR =5 A W) B RS 1A ) T8 SO, BETCRE T AMAH) 5 B A B

HESR TR 1 FLAATI I 2% WP H B B N 5 I e 1 LA 5 T iy Ak PR DB A I 555

[ i 7 388 o R 4 e AR 100 D 375 5 2 T B 14 125 S A R 2, LD R 25 2 s ok 11
TS

5.4 A8 MR A Beugré (2010) 42 H T HEHI LU W AEARIEL 35 H 220 P s
WY BR GE 2t 2 Al T TR AR KA T, T35 — 3 R i B 0 S5 38 1

PR o M 45 5l SN 4057 53 TR 7= AR IR W ) A7 30, FEAE AR 2% MUR e 4% B T2 41

7555 T8 SO 4587 53 T4 B3 W 2H 2RI 4K - Beugredis H 1K ZH ZUB Wi S22 AR Y

A R A U ISR R A 1 R (A, 2 5 AT LAGE S B AR 51 TG HEUB I ERE 7))

[ IRt S WS JE SO 2 P 5 TR s R T o Bt TR O 1) (A, 3238 SR A 2 BE B B
TEE A T R IR TR AT AR OL T R R ), (HUR Beugredig th OB RS A7 fopad i Sk
WA TR

BRUC LA, BAFAE— B8 SCHRISIE T LA S HBUA AT AR 2ZBREE T A2k
[l Z [B] I [ 5 2R, (5Ll TS 08 A 15 M, AR IS

B, RERARRE
T8 LA B R TR TEIE SR IR Eh B3R B BRI AD R X R A s pL e

A E AP FE AN TE 35 o A X T8 SCF BIBTTE , AT R T i BB SR A AT A AR

a7~ P9 A A T 156 P AR SN R v R 4 AR T XE ST S R
I8, N B WA ETE LA PRI , AR — e H g R, 18 AR
R 2 HLAT R A A IR A AT SR T 20 LA o TS S A SRR 1Y) 22 T
F 8\ A KA EE A 5 B Rt — 5T SIE, AT SR JLAS 7 R T

B — 38 U SEBML 4 B o B SR I T b 2 Bb 2 1 B AR 9 R T LN 1Y)
S FE A T SR, AR AT 03 T A SO IR A AR (R S B AR A
SN2 T BIHLEI A 78 B 8 (Cropanzanos ,2016) . — 7 T , A BEIE S R4 & th 2Rl 2
() J5 BRI FE 0 i e 2% R L% B¢ (Kiehl, 2006 ; Baron-Cohen, 2012) ; %5 —J5 I , B & 035
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2RI TR I S A BOR T Btk — 2D WA 0 SN RIS G A2 rh i TR SR S m L
Jigi H, €] 2 (Knyazev Fl1Slobodskaya, 2003 ; Jacobs %, 2006 ) o i S A9 SEERHL ] 5 27 24P
A DG T T A8 AL T A A AR B 3L e Dy AR AN L, AT AR X I S PS8
ML BRSBTS 2 A B I, 2 — I ) 28 B B R S35

B A RN BB IR R B S AT E LTI AR T AMTE KA
SINLTEETE 552 A RE (B8R B = 5 RO T BARRURI A BROC R AR R 5 A
AR YIS T WL B R — A S A In) i, Horp BEA2 90 R 45 R R, AT FR X E Ry
(R REAE o FE AR, T B 90 = S WL ()38 RIS 3 S BE T 3, A 5 52 38 1 A
SIFLENS AR R | A Y10 B 2= 1A S SEUAR sl ] Ry 3 — [al B ) R B A Ty 1]

5 = T8 SUNTG AR B 5 I R 5T o IR T S A A B Rl 435 DA S
W T HIF R Bp— | R AEA I 5T iR A e 1 38 AP 3R (Beugré, 2012) (85 304k 1S
M PR e, AT5 A 00 558 3 B 22 A ST 0T SO B B4 BE A THR I, LATS A A
MREGE5E o o5 — T T, BARIE AN 1T 2 B A5 210125 1 &, (H 2 1SS PR R
IRV AL 56 o T SCA T A RA B AR 5 0 T ELAIF SR A S5 R R IR, S R A
AIF S A SR, PRLHATS S AR ) E 5 0 )

EA LIS TER /A RN A L DS E RS A SR R LR B SER @A A SRS AUTE g
R FEATAE B A PR o B 18 SCA T3S AN BT 58 38 DA S 2= BT A AT B R 4t o5, el
ST R 5 S5 R BB O AR 5T B T 1] ot T IE AR 55 S5 5% O RAMAFTER K
255 RN R IREIE A SN AT R (UK T SRR S H ST i
SN2 Z (Cropanzano s, 2003 ; Beugré, 2012) o X 7E 4 & 18 L EES 1 [R s, do0ks
it — 2D e A L BT Ry 2 I G2 B A, 17T AT DA a8 LT3 iR B A0 R A B
SR ISR AL IS S R

B, BT SCON TR AR B Al A S R U Y o AR SR AT B R R ) — IR R SR
W, 8 AR s s | IR SEAE A B EA R XX T RN AG RN TAES BT 61 TAT K
S LA, B 2 SR L Y RTE A D i A B S B R A S A T X — 3
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A Literature Review of Deontic Justice and Prospects

Ren Wei, Wang Yinan

(School of Business Administration, Guangdong University of Finance & Economics,
Guangzhou 510320, China)

Abstract: In early research, scholars suggest that people care about justice because of their
demands for self-interests and interpersonal relationships, and thereby propose instrumental model and
interpersonal model. However, recent research points out that people value justice owing to their moral
obligation and contend that the purpose of pursuing justice is for its own sake. This motivation is deontic
justice. Putting forward the deontic justice enriches the cognition of equity motivation for half a century.
The theory provides a more reasonable perspective to explain behavior that people pursue justice which
is of great significance for the development of equity theory. This paper reviews theoretical
development, dimensions, measurement, influencing factors and outcomes of deontic justice, and points
out directions in future research by combining trends and limitations of current deontic justice studies.
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