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Bt E Bl R R D AT AT T B B AR A B AR R = 2
— WA B A b PR AT PR S N B T BT N A A B A a0 Sk I 24 4
ﬁﬂi‘l‘%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ%% FHN SR TR AT T B BGRAE INUT 45 o R TRk R e s i H

38 P A XA R B Ak v ) 53 T A B B ) A A T T G R OG T B T
ﬁ/ﬁﬁ'&%E’J@%ﬂ*ﬂfifhoﬂé?miﬂﬁfilﬁﬁ@%ﬂ L IRA SCHR A7 AE PR AL A, o — o 3k
Jik 5% (algorithm appreciation ) , TA A5 AZE M FIAH LE , 58092 B0 s 2% Ef L2000, BRI AT T 25
HHIME AR B (A0, Logg®,2019) o 55 —Fh I J& 375 KW (algorithm aversion ) , AN AH LT
SRR, N TSR AT LASVF 53 TR DR B oA B8 S i 2 5 R il Jge, BRI AT T2 B ) 1
PEPE N TUUR (Dietvorstd,2015,2018).
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530 TR o R 5 % A O P AR R R N TSR ) X6 B3 T2 R s i) o 2 F
JEOR — I E A T AR, X 5L TS 2 TAE T S B2 E 250 ( ColquittdF, 2001 )
PRIt S AR, Sk PSR A nl S e B3 T 02 T 8%t 0ok 837 BB 0 OCE , (H TR B — 30
WFIE a5 FAASKR, — BRI 5E KB, A TN AR, Bk Do Sy SR o i 1 A %, R B
TR AT T ) — ot o R A5 BN AERR 4 (40, de Melo®¥,2017; Schlickerd,
2021) BRI, 75 —SEfF 58 W) A AL SRR 25 S BIOH S A8, BRI AT TR SR A %
AR B ARUENE AL eI T T (U Lee, 2018 ; Newmans, 2020 ) . X 26 R — A
WF9E KBS , 7RI I (A h v A TR 5 51 TN IR 56 & rh ] BEA7AE 2L
B YRR 28, (A5 2 0 5 RAEA RGBS N S P —FE A 25 5 o R 1 S P (14 I8 4 TR 25 0
TRATEE AT LA PR A A D SN 51 T IR B LSS A T o B e R R, AR
FERYER—~ bR R IR X PR R 2R 5 B3 T I = i) 6 2R 3] 5 R A B A o

R T BRI — ), Fe i PRER A PR B3 (Kelley FIMichela, 1980 ) A1 £ o MR IV U BEIE
BT 200 I H B PSR IEA 7 A R, T o0 P it o s M AT DX 2 DR SR 1) B o il , 2 F
FEF AR U5 PR A e L2 S B 7= A 52 i (WP loyhart fIRyan , 1997) Al i, AT
XPAFIFAF B EER, Z#A AR R O T B TR S5 I3 i 2% (self-serving attribution bias )
PRI & B, S DA R A PSR 25 S, 53 TR ) T BT A SR, R b a7
AN 2R (AP SRS RAAE ) 52 M) o FE SRR L, SRR g N TR 5 T A RS
Z ALY RE AR, 24k S 25 SRASRIE , B3 T8 (i e TS R AR IR 28, ik 3 % (Bradley,
1978) o BLHT, B T 53 T AR RN N TaxX P2 D3 3 i e Mtk — 350t TR 1 55 5 TR AN [+
R (Ande Melo%5,2017; Lee, 2018 ; NewmanZ%,2020; Schlicker®s,2021) , 2372 A AR R
BRI DRI, T 0 RS, FRATTIA A DR 485 SR (0 R T e S By o 35 25 2 000 15 51 1%
RN Z B R ) — A B AR &

PR G A 5 A R 028 HAE AN 2 52 B3 T 1) 28 B, 18 23 52 53 T )5 4211
17 RS R BIMEAS IR 12 52 TR 22170 o B T I X B3 (1 3 i v e B A A X 201
At SMIRZEI TN T LS R T 12 3 M, 20204E 19— R 5 A& T 2 i Hie il
M2 T, WERG B )P E], B FAT0T e N HAR R GRS G B s [a] B 2S5 A A
B AT B LLKT A R A 2 RO A8 7, B R IR AT B3R 36 48 M 2 R AR i A o ik
RS — R R G AT R, R IR B R G R B OB, 2020 ) . T IR FE
BB, 245 TREIAAE0 2 R B 2 1R 2217 0 (Colquittd, 2013 ) o R, ARBIFF D 1 —
ARV R A FIPE Q0 ar 5 He o 5 2R R 1 51 Tt B T Am 2277 7= A B [ 52 ) 7
PR AR FEARIE S T AR T 0 TR AR, B 5L T XA U8 A7 T AR EE 1)
SR (Jones FMartens, 2009 ) R IF 5 F T X 43 T 430 Be A G FEAF B B
[ AT AR AE IS A T v, AT 5 2 AR DG A B A T IR, FEAEAR MR 2 X 43
IS TR, TRIE B — AR 1 A 712 (Lind, 2001 ) .

ABIFFERE R B R 0 AH S SCRR S JLAS D T 22 DTk 5 — AR SE fa 7R T 9Lk Al
PERTETTVER, R T B STk OC T RA DR CHEDW T N TSR ) Anfef 5 i 53 T8 gk 31
it o W BE A — RIS & B A PR (A F N TR 3R ) BB RS R o /8 19 5% T2 IR (A, de
Melo%F,2017; Schlickerds, 2021 ) , AT AFSY & BUAH K 945 5 (1, Lee, 2018 ; Newman¥, 2020 ).
PRI, 2 T 4 T b i SR 2 AN B T IR ), st R AR TS TR A I B R 3 O AR 5%
BT IARAEGE, FIAFHER T S R VEH , PRI EE L T 3 40 0 A R R R Ak
TRAFEXT B3 TR 52 I o 56—, STy MLt , FRATT A It Xof B3 R S 52 i 5% T JRR R Y

SR R TR 5 £ AT A SRR 8% £
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SCHRA T BTk o A58 T8 J2 IR B Bk (U0, Logg ™5, 2019 ) if J& R BB 1% (Burton %, 2020
Dietvorst®:,2015,2018 ), H i B4 SCHk - 3A — SO WL 58518  FRATR ST 45 R ks, A
TN A AR TR Bl R S B 25 1 B e A A AR A o 78 DR 25 SR SRR, AT i R B 503 5 i
FEPCR 45 A R , Bk s TR S R AR L 1) 25 S 0R R i 3% o TR OE , AR 9T A 245 SR B
FURAEFATTER A A TR S0 D AR SR B = AR i — AW 17 63 T 3] LU 2247 M R o
X AR PR BN T USSR 2 B R (52 ) DG 3 X 53 T 52 M 5 K (scope )™
KB T AIAT NS SRS, JE X X —bIF 57 s i) B 24 e

—. BREMEHARREIE

(— PSR H LA G PR A R BRI 22 B 52 k)

TEA L YGRS A5 R, 51 TR R a5 o1 T sk 45 SR I3 T N3
BRI A B 3R (A0t Ak 51 ), BB A L B R T X6 A B BRI R s, i /b 32 SME IR 2R 5%
Mo o AH S, G0 5R D TR SR 25 SR PR T AME R 3R (Anpe s 25 A0 ), P BN e 1 B T
AR R L . IAERIFFE R BT, ST i AR A 45 SRk, AT ] T 254 7450 A X (Wolosin4s:
1973 ) o RIIE , ME s 45 5% 53 TORFIRT, 51 T 25l B s 3 1 T P e o 1) — 250 R
SN R i BRI SR 45 5, i o6 R AN [R) 2 B2 1 A P 8% (Colquitt, 2001 ; Shin Al
Park,2019) . WHR PR F AR X LE T T AFAE AR, 51 TR S U AR B 45 5 2 IR # i IR =
0y, AR

ARSCNH AR IR N T (it ) At /9, 53 T 525 5y XF sk 25 1) o i o ok
P —FCPE R PR 25 D T 7 A o B DRI B 25 S b AN R 5 SR A PR T e S A ) A, S 3R
IR SRR AR HR N TSRSkt , A3 6 7 T A L3, b1 T e A RIS5 R15
T (R ) A Ia) 8, PRI FL A T8z 21 1) 1 T2 i /s o Bk U, 58— AR TR T A
B AR ZAE A5 R R R A AN 22 B9 52 0 ( Gray FllWegner , 2012 ) . & T2 O WF 57 45
H BIMEPRSR45 SURAR Y, a0 57 TAS 3] T BRI STl , (B an R e S A o w i, WA
B P 0 T A9 T (Tayloras:, 1995) o R IL, 7 T I AN R SR B, By e S 2o A 1 G v P
15 51 T B CREXT TN ) B PSR B BN o 3 — T O 20 Rl ML iR R 3R,
LS R A A Y TR A EAT S, RN A T B S U 3 0 TS L ST A RRAE
(Leed,2015) o ik — A BRI 2 SCHF T FRATAYILA o568 —, F T 080k PR 3R g U AR 3016 AH ] 1) 72
¥, 51 T2 AR R SR ) — Bk s, A PSR B A AR 5T THE 2 R AR [l A e
FGseh 2, NTAK A 3 R G0 A ) SR i BN AS AR BA S i) —BohE | ix sedg 5
A5 AR R (Langerd$, 2020 ) . H % & ¥ (Schlickerds,2021) AT 5543l (Otting flMaier,
2018) Bk 5 (Otting FilMaier , 2018 ) 55 o MiHR 5 i — Bk & 2 ma AT 1A IR F 22 P R ——
—EMEERE I A TR R 23 1 RO AR TR0 X RE AL 345 ok T
BRI (Leventhal , 1980 ) o 26 =, AT [a] TIA R, M ZRPSREAR L , S AE DSk s o
IHER o Bt B HOR 2D AT DO B ) Al S PR AR P i 5 OB e & D B B
Lt 2 T AZER M5 BALFERE 1 FIZCR (Lee, 2018) o AR FAME BARIFZ BN, AMTIAHIZ
ST B BN WL (SundarFlNass, 2001 ) o 32k B — 3 BT M98 B9 45 A & 30, AMTTIAh
SRR AT B g B TR A , PRI B - (ShinFlIPark , 2019)

SR S B TR A E T RIR PR, N T HORAAE— S 3, il an e % 18 31— 2L ok
A AR B R B (Newman?F:,2020) HATH2: Bir A B A& 19 F0UH] KT E /) (Lee, 2018),
P B3 T A8 I A T AR R i) o (EL TR, B A B AR | 5 S O A £ 8 R
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s 22 , AN RISk Ao b 25 155 51 TR B THSR A 2 M (Lee, 2018) . ik — B A A2,
W LI, ANt LA 53 T — B AN A U 2 e s BN AFE ) 7 g A T 15t
AR T Al A 3 SRS RN AR At 37 A A B ), JH v T 2 5 10 % PR i AT P e
45 51 T A9 F AR (Alder il Ambrose , 2005 ) . 5 24 51 T 1 s TAE i) WX — T GE1RA0
H C BRI 2SI, ke 485 R, B A s s 1k 0t TR B B /2 F (MeNallflIRoch, 2007 ) .
R, AT A5 N TSR AEAE— S 5  (HAE R SR ZE AR L 03 T ) T4 T ook &
Bf, N T3 (P LG TR SR R 50 B A AT ek V4, E I S 30 IR 51 TP

SRINT, M URSREE AT 3 TA RIS, BT A0 ] TRAT R B 25 R 204 7 R B (Wolosin&,
1973) MM T A Al BBk X — A FIZ5R 92 T A 2 (n B Bk 556g 07 kst , AR A A 1
TR il 2 A AN T R ZE XA DL T, PR 20 1Y) 22 S N 20t B3 TP A i 25
S

25 b FRATIH ARG ST AR T ARG E PR, IR IOR T 0 T AT
T AEA PR IS OU T, B B AU ST 53 T 8% A 2 A2 ) o R I, AR SR
R

iz 1 PR B I 5P MR AC B R T D% TG ARk o ELAOR U0, 244 1 I AN ) e 5
B, 58 PSR L, SR DS TR B 03 TSR 5 5 XTI AT PRSP  J%  TA
TR WA R

(ARG IWZEAT R

5 TR0, AT e 2 TR MR, i oo i 28 20 485 B 9 7 Ok IR BIZH 2LV
fEJR, SR 53 Tk A AT AS R AR W B, ARS8 i PR 4% [ O AT R R B A Al AS 2 - I
(Aquino%¥,1999) . —LL 3¢ T TAE S8 LA IR B3 T S8R R A
T bR —Fp e e &R, D1 Tl i [ S A A R XA ok MR B O TAE B AR
J& (Colquitt5F, 2013 ) o 24 5 TSI BT, 23080/ 0 X AU A H A H 5 O 3] i1 21 21
FRAHVERC . L AnAb AT TRT R 3 1 TE 2 I 2 U 221728 , BV kb e 4H 4RI, 3003 4 21
8 3 2 A TR o HFAE B, X A GO P ISR AT, 51 T2 AR IR i A 7 >k i
(Colquitt?,2001)

WAL, WA —LEBF5E 5 IE 25 AL AR R B AN A B T B AT Y52 ) NN 1
B TIPS , 0 AT o 3 S 171 T 175 20 9K A fu T i s e B2 PR 28 Bl 4 e A 74 7
R T RAE(Colquitt™,2013) 254 LA E IR A (S22 8 IS ZE A ), FRATIA N,
DT 2B U 254 7R 1 A TR B AN Ao

Rk 2a: 51 T AR 2 S 2247 0 B Ll 52 .

BRAAGUR 24T R Z A0, 25 IR 22068 51 T 23 25470 P A 5 )+ E 23 I 2547 2 45—
FIN i AL SRS IR SFRT , it S O B2 19474 (Hay 5, 2010) A ] F4H 21
ZAT R AR ZE T NI SN SR AL U A 2 D T A2 B S 1 ), T RE 2
AN 2 i) HABAE £33 U5 (Marcus-NewhallZ5, 2000 ) o #1401, A7 8758 & R, 24 51 T 52 A0
PIFEBE AT A 2505 A O 32 2] T R FE X EHATT A 2 X 21 250 & i, b 234 5%
A MAT A58 2 AE T ARSI, W15 ) 4535, (HooblerFl1Brass, 2006 ) . Fe AT TIA AR T ARSI AL
JRBRTREE, Y 0 Toeds H O 2B A LR FE, 7R B G T T e S th 24k 280
B, B — &80 id st S AT

B 2b s 51 T A9 TG HoA T e 251 7 2 A [l 52 )

SR R TR 5 £ AT A SRR 8% £
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(=) 2V g TR A R4

RRIGB T MBI A ZAE T, GO HIA L, 53 TR PR 22 R B g o T
MRYERBE2 , 24 51 TR , 2 XTI AT, BN AU 2247 0 , B 28 8 SE )
FEZ UM BT, B AL 2 i 22470 o 255 LA L AR 23 BORLE , FRA TR, S Rafoxt 51 T
RN 2 gt — Ak B AT RO 2217 b, 0T HL IX SEIRME R IR 7 AT SR SR Y
SRAF T LB ASTR] A4 56 B o B PR SR 5 T 5 Al 247 O 2 TR 52 1 B8 R A 3800

fBsE3a s LS I A A R SR, 24 53 T I AN R SR IS , D SR 8 SR T o 6% TPy HEA
U ZEAT 0 I 6] FE280 0 B 58

fERE3b : e i A M D58, 4 51 Tl AN A BRI, PR A B T Pt oA
SARZET R I ] FE 2800 B 58

25 BRI AR SCHE A AT L s BB TS O 1 A X — R, FeAT T 1 — A AR A
W5, AR — AN IEASCIRAT TS AR TR TE R, B T 3002 5 F-IT e 1R &bk, 1 fieft
ATE AP SRR B T AT A T DR S AY A TR S DR A TR SR A 2B, LR ARATT
URARERE X (A ) 2P R AR BT TS A 28 2R, , AT TR0 T — RS 5, X GBS i A 7 S0 g4
O\ TFR T — 222 (RIS 50, kA g 45 B o

BRI
»| HBRETH

VS A Y o AFR
> H&RERT N

E1 s
=. TR

(— FEARERES S 72

R Y TSI B i RS 5 O B S5 (psychological realism ), A T7EIE
AT Z HIN 3024 425 F-3#-47 T ViR, TREATR B8 TAE & AR 5 800 00k 7E At
ITAEA R, AT TR AN R D56 B JBRRNAR X o 32 15 3 -1 2404 M 28 % (B 25=5.45),
Ho M 5 100% , M T T7E 12T 5 93 TAEFFRZE1.074F (BRifE25=0.41) , F3 0 K TAERT
9.41/ NI (BRifEZE=1.82)

BATRBCEE AL TTR AT RN ST N DG it245 B 5 6 5 B SCH [n) &1,
55l sSAE BERE OC ) [R) L 55 % P A DG B4 1R R 578 8 AH G A T 3 A5 9 T P U IR B[] - 4
22305080, TR R A R R AT O T, FRATX A U5iR AT 1 5% 8 I 5% M SCH IR o

(OB 15 53 by

HTABFR A B RSB T AR s BT R, IR AET B 3EHE 44 2 (constructs ),
AT Gioia%s (2013 ) B9 A T4k , U TTIR N 25 Fh R H —2 B 5% (first-order categories )
1= 3 ¥ (second-order themes ) , H-45 & LA T IEIA T 4007 o B 5 , AR SCVEE 45 F B ST Hu X
13MTTRIEA TG0, P2 A T — G B 55 o3 T R Ik 26— H 5% -5 X0 D7 1R N 25 R )
W% —2 H SR, DA AR a0 77 X — B AR LSS A [, AR SCHE S k57 Mo X 38 F 2/3 1
VIR AT I, F7E 5E UG e T — 20 JE U (consensus ) X BT A A A A0 Zm s HE 47158 Flfs
M, B 2T 104 —2% B 5 [l FRATWXT AN — 0 B IR AT T St AE bt
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o YA T2 — G H s A FATTAH — G H Sk BN, i AT 20, B YE — 20 H
s Z (B L [R] 6 J PRI B 2% 3R FRAT T AR g ik — 20 A28 O IR B4R (aggregate
dimensions ) , KA 58 G R BUA # S0 BT 5 T~ i RIE .

(=) R

BAVEHVIRNE (S WK I, SN2 R TR R BCE — DRI ER R CF B R %)
PR T (BC 2% sl s i3t ) Je o 1) LR A7 55 o — O T, S VAR T T PR R B R K B8 B 107
BRI TGRSR R JOE TT R BE SRS 3 A TR 5T 5 — T, A AR
P ELAE OO TT B EA T BRI A3 C , B 404 5% TR FE Bl 7R L i T iR, ik B i RS
T B T2 A AR AR I TR (R, JC IR i S8 LA T B LS s RGP R B L S
VAT Sy B A4

R1 BFEXTFERATRRHAER RETH
— g —ZH A2 E 5]
ZGEIR AR 10 55 WL , & appHh (9% T2 IR, A
AR B R, SRR IR R U R R Y

\ > 0
k(g PSRBT e e pnn s AR T B e 16-67%
JREAT o
. FYUIR IR TSR ST B3 ik
FOBIRERIR g s i gt A 0%
2R T Bk 2 e, F TR e AL R T A R ok 6.67%

AR RRAR TR A R B R AN T 2% 5 A R, S TR AT THY

p % N2 BRI . Ny . . \ P
FUL(RIR) ADBISIIR v b oo s BOT R RS 10%

IR L

Rk
ikt YA 2 th OB B S 3.33%
KT ORE) RSB I 1T LA IR, A | o] LA A i,
REAT i AT 6
AR S A TR O TR T e KA
N\ \ 0,
Je, MMALTEEN 30 2o s s ALEG A T, IR AR FE S 5 6.67%
AT o BRI K TR A TS T J R T A A
D AN o7
IRHALF TE{EA*%/%%E BTS20 B AR G M T3 T TR R 2333%
Inik B
i igﬁﬁﬁm’fzgﬂg BRI K LI e AR R Ty
e S AT, R S50 L T80 5 P L 5 I T 1L G A 33%
e 2 B (112
N T ﬁ’%’%&%ﬁ%@gr&wtt?lﬂﬂ(%é’»]ﬂ’ﬁ%%tlziﬁﬁ%}é’a,K?ﬁ%ﬁ?ﬁ%iﬁfiﬁﬁ -
= Rerith TR LN T T A LT VA A T 6

63.33% M5 FHE 2, 76 B H TAE H 8 28 9 0 B BRI A9 1T BR0RE A AN R 3R 4]
W, FE VTR e W B el B 7 KA B T 1T SR 250k (23.33% ) s iR A E R R T
DX N 3C T S, PRI R R (10%) FE X BETE L T RS0 B4 5 T — LA 1 1T 5
FER AT N TIRA A5 v 148 Bt 25 H S e S AP D R o — S S 8 b AN I 5% 1)
TR BL A 3 T (13.33%)

26.67% M5 F N K RGEIRFZE AT, B RGIRF A FLINEH (16.67%) (RELE A% &
BAHZE (10%) 0 16.6 7% R F-IN A R GEIR B2 RS- A A 0, (91 Ui B msf 1) 22 HE i 1
K (6.67% ) ASH EEFFRN O, WE%H K (10%),

A 20% M5 F AN BRI T IR BRI IE A1, R S AR YR I DL 75 ZEEA T IR PR . 30% 11

HIEPR R TN TR 24T R - A A 1 838 16 R
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B F AN RKIR BRI S AFFEA A E DL, B AR SRS A T ARE A (6.67% ) ARFEFAN
KARYETR(23.33%) o

5 306 BB I AT, SR A AT A AR 2 T I A A D 45 27 0 23.33 % 110 B -4 SR BUHE i
SR IR R SR BT I Bl 1 B app S HUOR R R 45, BRI A S UR 22170 5 20% 1) 5 F
WO 28N T REFEIT SE R T B A a1 R S S FL (A T, B R BRA T S R 251 T .

HF LIRSS, UG T T AR s A, AT I7E S0 o ik i 7 — M 5e -

MM, SEIHF3

RIS TRAFFE 45 5, TR TR 2 (B e S vs A0 Sk 5 ) <2 (A I S vs AN H D38 ) 1 52 36
B, W98 R G AN FIPEXT I8, DA S ZUIm 254 T M Rk 230 2547 R B 2

(— ) SLIX 5 5 it e

FAVE LRI T & L35, 255 ok A BN 4ml B S SR R
3884 Al I T Z 5 W AR 308 (BnifE26=7.5) , P 1i51.03% , A B2 K DL
60.31%.16.46% 15552 58 IEFENF B35 A N H ST TAER 201 .

BTATE B BENL o C 44 LI s BE F2 ZSWMIWEHFTHAE
By H R — 2, R SR AR A N BN ‘ BRI AFIRSRE
2R AE A D RATER T 5 SRR 95 103
TFUK 92 98

HIH— P ER TR S 5E
BCh e T — BOSHUE B A4 , SRS F RO B b 9 S AR R [T 2 5 T A P I R i 22
AT AHSC L S S BT SR B AR .

AV BRI G, FERBRBCR S 2 G I 2 BCR i, B ECE A
AT AT — & B Tl K SRR R T SO A AR B B A DY R
e BT RIAK B TR SRR RCIA B, B ARSI A

FEIFE T —ERG, WS IT R 5, RE AT B R K428 LA A
— A5 T, %S TR 2 A TR R U, JPRR il A AL - 5 ZOR B A RLE
FRIIRF ] DAY RS, o R e R I LR HH 8, 35 T T AR T, AT A R R RS T

UG Tl T R GEMUE B (] AR i R U R B o, 2252 BIAEST  Ah, &R
Gl LA D053 T A S G 2R B TR B 2000K S BE B 4 A rk 3R R o i
ML, 232 BIAETT AR AL PR A

(IR, AT — s BASCRR , T LUK BT 7 v o 00T B AT 20 BC VR o AR AT B9 175 0
KE BT TR IT A R T 45

BAETHIRES, A SRR & LA BT AR EIE AR — K PR E—FK
PRAE I U, 1A O AR HUB ) T = (R T RAC, A TRRER A [R]— A3l i 7 25 B A v, AR
L PRI T fgp 2, AT 1P oA AT — AR T T 8 MR =S PAL T [ 90T #

() SEEAR

FT R, Bl TR BRI R 7 I SRS FIPEREAT T HR9

(1B H Y

SR DRE AR TSRS i E SR TR R B I, DRI IR B R GERT IR 1T P

P AR IR A HE R T AR R AR AR AR BNl RO IR AT T 5

()P FITEER

AR ARTEIRALF -+ (RGU FIIRBIIT B AR LS A 2 1A A R A4
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WU SRR AR PG b 7 ) B B Ak o 3 T A, 3K - oo e (RG/EKO)FIRAITT AR BLAET
SKPTA RT3 ) IESFAR R), R 5845 F O T DR AT SR AR a4 3k

AFIRI ARTEIRFEF oo+ (RGO FIRMIT . LR BHE R B O3 B AR IR R
WU SRR A HE AR O ) B B Ak o AN TG A, 3K e ee e (RG5O FIRATT AR BLAET
SKPTA RTT BT ) IE SR B, R 945 F CARXERE B AT SR ME a4 3k

(=) A8

IR 2 K onovsky MlFolger (1991) 7E SE R 7E Fhill i - R 7 20, 2 5 5 T 52 1
MR a2 L PRI X — B IR G TR AT (1= FUA R & 6= B[R ) o

M2 W22 4T TR RANTA S HE I — W M S WA T N5 B ITRIT ),

IR LA i bR ) 82 B U A, 2 Rk A 380 B 732 R AR AU P TR PR - (R GE ) T8 IR BT
BRI R X o (R A o i — B VR, {5 5 AT S8R i SR AZ 2L, ARERIB Y Ji Ji e B 16 - 5%
AR E KRB A S 53 A e 2 KA B b2 I Z0AT, PRt o % 11 (1=
HRAARTTHE, 6=1EH AT AE)

AU 2EAT A M, BATTHE T — 9 S GU 224 7 9 BT - < P 5 MU i
JE & T AE B 200oK b 1355 35 8 B RA Ty, AFVRTE R 25 I SO0 K fry B ik, BB S8 A 17 03
IR 28 A 72 58 B MR 2 KRR b2 PRl sk ak , IR I — S8 T Bk S e A5 51

(UNFEAR AR IR Z 5 B B S, IR R SR JCIE Kl 2R AT s ) (T=ARA A AT g,

6=AEH I AE)

FAN, AR ST 2 B, P 5] AR A5 AR PR 2R X6 B A IR 2547 o B — /2 O 52 )
(JonesFMartens, 2009 ) . Rl , FRATPRF: B AR5 N D GeiF22A8 SR i AR i 2 5 HoAT 0
FTAERDI gL St 2 58 f QAR SR m R 45 8 . i, AT 2 55 2w A
HRF TAEL A A &

QUIpIGIEREAE

1. ARG 5

LIS 555N T A IR, AT SC IR AT T ARG B X P e B 2 AT
B S 5H A RIAET LT R RE IR R KIR 7 (1=2 5, 2=3 K ) X R R

AR AT E X AT B S5 AR Z R A9 =TT 85 T A RS2 AR B 2> (1=AE ], 2=AH )

PARCHrIRAYTT BB B R 2238 7 (1=AE 8 1, 6=3F H 3T ) M ST REAStRG 56 Al 435 SR 6 B, 40 e e o
2 (M=1.98,SD=0.144 ) FIE 55 40 (M=1.02,SD=0.141 ) TEJRBAF IR B8 LA B2 R
(=66.26,p<0.01) , 15t B P36 3 AU AR T B0 A B BRIL 2 A1, A RIS 41 (M=1.01,8D=0.10)

FURFIPER 2H (M=1.98,SD=0.14)ZE IR BPAT 55 7 [ W BE B 454> LA B & 25 (1=—77.181,

p<0.01) , A FI PSR 2H S ) T IA A IR BAAT 55 75 160 A H AR89 1T 8075 1) AHTR] , AN PR 3R 2 B A0 1)

TN UR AT 55 77 1) R H AT AT B T5 AR S o AR IR FAAT 55 B R L A M DR SR (M=4.45,

SD=0.91) FIANFIPLIR AL (M=2.71,SD=1.18) (WL FAF /- WAFAE B 25 57 (,16.22,p<0.01 ), AH
FeFARIPRAL, AR A IR BAT55 5 [ O 04 HE B BT | 33K 108 BH AR S50 % DR SR AT R 11
BRI

2. flRvEGE b

AR R AR 2E R 56 R B U263 7% B SR A 55 0 S-S R B A GRS
B3 AN TN 5 A AU 2247 R (r=—0.13,p<0.01) #2217 0 (=—0.12,p<0.05 ) i 3 Hi {11
FHE , R BE2aF S 263 A T 04 TE

SR R TR 5 £ AT A SRR 8% £
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®3 HERMEITSTIEXRE

AR i PIE AeifEZE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
11451 0.49 0.50
2 AEHA 30.08 755  —0.13"
3EFLD 0.68 047 041"  0.197
4 RFH A 0.49 050  —0.01 0.06 0.01
5 HRA A 0.48 050 -0.10 0.10"  —0.05 0.00
6.3 - 4.02 1.33 -0.08 0.05 —0.16" -0.06 0.58™

THERZEATN 324 141 011"  -0.00  0.02 -0.02 -0.05 -—0.13"
BALSMEIT N 272 155  —0.08 —0.04 0.00 -0.00 0.01 —0.12" 036"

T N=388; LR A I - 1=801 T, 0=SA0 1k s SR A R« 1= RIS, O=AS RIS s 001 : 0=F3 4 , 1=2¢
P B 27 : 0= B F TAEL D1, =05 F TAEZ ) ;"R p<0.05, " FRp<0.01, " F/R"p<0.001

3. R

F 132 FHPROCESS (Hayes, 2017 )X} Fr A B #E A TR 36, 3 B 45 R An 247 o 1 58, 3841
DL IR PR AR f M T — A58 HOW AR RV ) AR S A DK B T2 R R il AR
AR MR, R R 5P R B R A B (B=—0.08, ns. ) (HIRREFH AR A
FIE 22 1] fR 38 T 301 45 28 S 22 ) 58 255 A1 5 (5=0.16, p<0.01) o SRS A3 il 485 SR 2 0, 76N
TP A5 T, D3 B I 0 IR ) 52 M 2 i 3 1 (S=—0.23,95% Boot CI=[-0.38,
—0.08]), RN P 0 2 T BOH 31 A A T8 T e A RIS 251 T, D s 3 RN 28 P R ]
16 B A B3 (8=0.09,95% Boot CI=[—0.07,0.24]) , {35 1153 32 43 . B 452 52500 4n 1512
FiR

x4 REKBER

R i SR HAmZETH S mZETT A

ezl 0.07 —-0.22" -0.17

e i3 0.01 -0.01 -0.01
BFam -0.21" 0.10 0.06

S e -0.08 -0.03 -0.01
HLSRA 0.76™

DL R A R 0.16"

N 2 -0.14" -0.14"

F 36.95™ 2.95 1.93

R’ 0.37" 0.04 0.02

T : N=388; LR F A . 1=80 7, 0=T0k s SR A M : 1= FIDSR , 0= FIDRSRE s M) - 1=584% , 2=4c
M T 0= W FTAELT , 1=T05% F TAES T ;"R p<0.05, "R p<0.01, ™ F R p<0.001,

HT R, A1 BIAH SR 22178 A 2517 A RAR i f a1 32050 A i A B, Xof
fiis2a i 3a, DL AR 20 AR 3b A TR IS o OC T UM 2217 M 3 A4l 2R o, A
TR HLMM 2T R B TR (f=0.14,p<0.01) , (B 2af5 3] 5. IF H., £ T50007K
Bootstrapfii: i 2544 HH 4400 (conditional indirect effects ) 73#T 7w , 24 G A F TG BT , 7K
BRI LT BOS LU 2547 R T 2 1 (1422 ) () 22800 240,03 ,95% Boot
CI=[0.01,0.08]); >4 M llm A F P 5 B, [l 42 800 A 2 ([ 42 2800 28 —0.01,95% Boot
CI=[-0.04,0.01]) o X PS54 T B AR08 22 18] 1) 22 57 2 3 (index of moderated mediation=
—0.05,95% Boot CI=[-0.10,-0.01]) . LA 45 45 T 5 3a.

SNEZGFHSEE (F435F11H8])



S T AR AT M ST 48 S R 5o - 490

4.73
IS SR ZE T 2 BE AR .
(f=—0.14,p<0.05) , fB 1% 2bf5 21| 37 +5 . IF 430 2:;;&2
H, 275 0007k Bootstrap £ (1 S5 H 4 40 |
BN A3 AT S, ST IR AR SR, o o 3.51
R R T AR S T R 5 Los
T 2 R e ([R] R4 4 0.03,95% 30 | :
Boot CI=[0.01,0.08]) ; 4 i i3 F P45 1] |
(B 422 25 0 A S 35 (] 23500 2 —0.01,95% 257
Boot CI=[~0.04,0.01]) S Fi 4~ &4 T (a1 20
HERN 2 8] 1Y 22 5+ i 2% (index of moderated BRI ATBE
mediation=—0.04,95% Boot CI=[—0.10, RIRHAA
—0.021) LIS T {REE3D. M2 REEXKWESREEFMEN AT BT R

. R 5itie

ARSCIRVT T R H AL SR IV S EAR DX 53 TR A S AU 2247 o T
SAMZEAT AT TSR B, S RAR , 5O L, FL SR B T4 51 T
I BT 01 TR 2247 A MR 2 IR 22470 5 MBS I, R FH AUt 51 T
SR A 28T BB R

(—) B BTk

RSO TR AN A AR SR B =7 T A B BTk 25—, e f s R SRAT
FIMER AT VERT, ARSI S TRIERR S 53 T ARG 0] G ZR A SCHRBEA T 1 3 24 i, ki
NRE R G B TP IZ IR A O R SR AL T HONTAN B0 B 5C T35 DR (R T AN Tk

) WAL 2 53 T8 R — ke B 37 381 6 73 (14 () 8T (Newman 4§, 2020 ; de Melo%5,2017; Lee,

2018;Schlickera, 2021 ), BiA AU RIS & B T A —ERIE518 . —BERFoT b R IR I, BB e
S R T T3 ) 25 S B i A 2 S (T, de Melo%:, 2017 ; Schlickers, 2021 ) 5 — S fiff
FEM BT A ()45 5 (4, Lee, 2018 ; NewmanZ§, 2020 ) , ASHF 57 5% FH I R BE O A £6 L 87w
T YR FIEAE DR B A By TN ] R AR o FR AT 2 B, MR 45 5% 53 TR
B, SR SR T 0 D3 T PR i 5 MR SR 4 A B, Sk ek 5 N T O SR AE g i B2 T
T TR U AT R 3022 ) DA 25 SRR I Rk e S0 B3 T SRR () s e B T — BB B R 3R
(AP A A ), T R I 1) 2 R PR A T B LR B, B T B BP9 R R IR AS— 3
(O N

55 TN SURSCHERE R, A 78 B9 & B0 40 g T 56 380 Al 52 ) AT TR AT ) iF
5% o ELAR UL, 56 F 535 P 3R B3 T8N A 5 ), SRR HP A7 PR AN A — B W0, - BBvE TR B

(Logg%,2019) ML R (Burtona , 2020 ; Dietvorsta:,2015,2018 ) 3K ik B WS IA K,

EOGEAFIWAE E, AATT2 3 AR5 3302 i 40 BT (Logg 5, 2019 ) , PRI A 343k 19 e 3 3 7 2 T Ml
1) (Lee,2018) , He 5 45 & 4 T (19 (SundarFNass ,, 2001 ), P 5 4% 5 & WA & o 2 11
(SundarFINass, 2001 ) o AH 52 , 3532 OB WL SN Ay, VA4S 800 Fn 0 L N T 300 o 7 vl e
SR (LR XS RO P A R, AT 2 2 b ) T B N TR, RS B WA AR
iR P A4 AR 292 5 (DietvorstZ,2015,2018 ) il i 48 75 B e 3 CREX T AT

SR R TR 5 £ AT A SRR 8% £
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PR FZM 1 TR A5, AT 25 SR 2 B, B R B sl RO ARAN S ik KL, T2
Wi 5175 5 11 R A AR A o FE— SR DL (AN SR S5 AR ) , AR B 72 — S8l DL
(NP RAA RIS ), FIL BN TR 237l ok 22 AR I TR IE , AR R — R L
DIV T B OB RN B DR 3K W A ST A e, AT Ji T R AT T B e SR an e s g AT
A SRR 1% LA

5= IRATHR R T PR 2 5 PSR R i it AT JEOG) BY TARZEA T s, 3 T ¢
T O TG ey % AR A R A I A BT PRI O T 51 TR B A B N IR AT I
TN B N 1T (ClaggettfllK arahanna, 2018 ; Lee, 2018 ), % T 53 T A4T R o X+ A fF
FIARZ i T X — MBS F T 45 i 308 IR s Ao A L RT3 T e e B ke 2 il
PATEVEBUR T BUR LS H & Z AU 87 (WK aranovic4s:, 2020 ) o T FATHY BT R H]
ISR BT B T A0 el AR 2247 R 2R O B DR R AT BB R A AN A I R S A EL 48
X5 T AR R 224 T A 18 22008 (UG , 2020 ) , {H 21 2 BT X0) 3 — [ A8 ) A
FEIBA FE R AT, AT A& B S PR 03 TRFI, APk (X AN T A
B 4edr 5 TR 8% T 51 TR 224 T8 o I i — 2D F 5 T3 I TR
5 T AR 2Z A1 G Z A PR

()R

A EA AN 7 TH Y 52 B 7R o B — , TR S — 28 5% T AT Rk LA 32 ) PSR I
FEGRAEDS SO B AL B BE AT 55, LU AN TAE S BE S5 K] (Lee, 2018) , IS AT LI 2275
JEMEREA PR o AR A TR O gtk i 2 sz T A b (B F 2L PO IR IR
ISR R AN T AR [ IS AR TE ARG O T I i%is R DR A Fiis &0 T I 1%
iz R e A9 ke LZE AN RIS BB OL T, SA T 3R A ) T 440 01 T a3 AR A
J, PR 51 T AR 22170 o BRI IE , S E 3R mT Xt 03 TORFIRT, LLan, 7845 51 1A EXERE AR
PRSI, FRATERBE Z20h 5 | AR 75— R B Bl B3 Tt O BRI TR .

5N T I T B W25 TR, 18 LA IS B 2 O D1 TR AR S PR AR 9 &
I, 5T A EE AR B LR 22 R 2217 R A DG o 1T HL , B PR e R IR 2 20 2
1728 W REAEN T 23 251720 o R, FRATEEI R T R R SR Z A A S % A — 48
Aty TR R 51 TR PRk B an , B iAoy & 30, S SRR AR BN R s 25/ 5 T
XTHAEAE B a0 A R RE T Bk DR AL A T 20 T3 I A9 A 8, 3o 470 TR S ) 2375 3] 92
i (Kizilcec, 2016 )

(D5 R R 5 AR 1)

A FRAAFAE— LR R Z A AHAR AR 5 — A SCR T S35 1 5 i
BRI GEA TAS I , SCIR IS B IR T3 T B A TR A5 A DR , B e im0 2R
S (psychological realism ) o 3 H., SE5G 7 WA FRATT AT LIXT S8 Y R AR OC R A T30, HAT
B P SRR o AH SIS 5T A SRR T T A AN R I HL X O A i —— gl 2k 2=
118 A m AT A—— I 7 2, 2 8 TS BR ] FRA TR T IR 45 5 e T 16 &
IRIEBE R EART T Rk X ik S i A THAEAL (B 7T 2248 0 Bk Dk & e A 2 R
[ 2150 (Kellogg S, 2020 ) , AN FE LLSP S BL % A9 TARBCIE VR A — A~ BL AL 37 5 T JE A
58, BTEHAMG 5T, B T HAWAS R X 09 2517 0 o ARG AT DAAE At FH A TR
Hgser, R MO RIS 5 i, A 46 FH BT A SE e e 55y ik, i — D4 s it s 4518 1
HINRRE

SNEZGFHSEE (F435F11H8])



55 AR SCH T 53 RN S B A 5 8 GV B TR DR AE T AR 43 e (AR B ) r (g 1 FH o T 52
b b, B R B AR H R 2T 55 st PS80 T, BEALHE RS ZEH AL BE (mechanical
skills ) IYAE55 , W TAESBC L TAER , B A 4575 28 5 A CH g (human skills) AUAT:55 , ikdk
I BROTAE S AR, T ENUR AR BB AT 55 1, L TR PRI R TSR Y
O TIRAT  35 22 0 AR 5 22 5 AA G RE AT 55, A N T USRI A, IR B e
S B A HN W RE 1 (Lee, 2018 ) AEAMI T I M5 T, vk H R i R IR b (T
YES B — i 20) RS LE BRI I8 FRIRAT T R I, B FAE AR AT T A AT A0 A5 vk N T
TN/ B 4 B P 3 3 2 AR A 1 0 T 2 4 IR L YR B 253 T 5 = X DR SR 1) A
JB& AR SR B IR B o 5 ARG BE R R B/D IR AT PR S AR EE 2 5 A
AHCHE RE s rh S A e — 2 A 5

5= ARSI T LA N AE 45 24 A BE R T 2208 A i 1 A8 o i an , AN A
FERFE, R TR AT g R — D E 2RI R AR RI, L AL R N84
R B, 3 ] BE S B Rl Ay A B/ DAL AR, R B R T B R R 5 (Loge s,
2019)  FRATTHEWT , SR 3302 AT I AR I AT , [RIAE 25 S0l A A B8 B S A A 3L,
5558 TN DG AT S5 R AR AT BE A HE VR AR FH AT 55 B 2 2R AR B AU AL R e/ 5 ARG
BB e A EER FR R A5, AT BB S SR A A il — F S BARLN , B R A S Ptk al
FIEZ I B — A U, 2 53 T BN 547 ok o AT TS Rl o 23X Tt ie— 2D 5
SCHR T O TR R 5 01 TUBGHURIAT Ry 22 18] O 22 ) 3L, A R B30 A X — A X A
ISR 2R A R
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Algorithmic Decision-making, Employees’ Justice Perception
and Deviant Behaviors: The Moderating Role of Decision
Favorableness

Wei Xin, Huang Mingpeng, Li Xinyue

( International Business School, University of International Business and Economics, Beijing 100029, China)

Summary: Algorithms have been increasingly applied in decision-making in organizations. It is of
theoretical significance and managerial relevance to explore how algorithmic decision-making affects
employees’ psychological states and behaviors. Integrating the literatures of algorithmic management
and justice, we adopt the attribution perspective to investigate how the type of decision-maker
(algorithm vs. leader) and decision favorableness interact to affect employees’ justice perception and
their subsequent organizational and social deviant behaviors. We propose that decision favorableness
moderates the effect of the type of decision-makers on employees’ overall justice perception and the
indirect effect of the type of decision-makers on employees’ deviant behaviors. Specifically, when the
decision is unfavorable for employees, employees will perceive higher levels of overall justice if the
decision is made by algorithms rather than by human leaders. In contrast, when the decision is favorable,
employees’ overall justice perception will not differ significantly between the algorithmic decision
situation and the leader decision situation. In addition, we propose that employees’ overall justice
perception is negatively related to their deviant behaviors in both organizational and social settings.
Furthermore, decision favorableness moderates the indirect effects of the type of decision-makers on
employees’ organizational and social deviant behaviors via their overall justice perception, such that
these indirect effects are stronger when the decision is unfavorable rather than favorable for employees.

We conduct a qualitative pilot study and an experimental study to test the theoretical model. The
results provide substantial support for our hypotheses. This research contributes to the emerging
literature on the relationship between algorithmic decision-making and employees’ justice perception by
identifying the moderating role of decision favorableness. In a broader scale, it also enhances the
understanding on how algorithms affect employees’ perception. Moreover, by revealing the indirect
effect of the type of decision-maker on employees’ deviant behaviors via justice perception, this
research extends the scope of literature on how employees respond to algorithmic management. The
findings also provide practical implications for management decision-making in the algorithm era.

Key words: algorithmic decision-making; decision favorableness; justice perception; deviant
behavior
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