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Abstract

After reviewing the literature, this article summarizes the direct and indirect effect of moral sen-
sitivity on corporate performance, which is of great importance in organization studies. In partic-
ular, the exiting literature includes the ethics-focused dynamic capabilities, moral personality and
moral intuition’s impact on the relationship between moral sensitivity and corporate performance.
At the team level, moral atmosphere, psychological distance and team moral orientation also af-
fect the relationship between moral sensitivity and corporate performance. However, there exist
few studies on the relationship between moral sensitivity and corporate performance. More at-
tention should be given to the mechanism of how moral sensitivity affects corporate performance
from a moral cognition perspective. Future studies in this direction might be facilitated by intro-
ducing the concept of moral performance and using it to evaluate corporate performance.
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1. 518

TE B EURE MA TE R B S R B R R ), A TIEENIWILEIT B . At R 2
FECER, PREEFIZE U, W 7 /A AE TE S U BB F(Thornberg & Jungert, 2013), # LT A UK I B 7T
(Park, Kjervik, Crandell, & Oermann, 2012), 7E& BT FEAHXTED, AHIT AR FI0T 78 R I Al (1) 4 g
HEMGEMEAW SRR A BRI R, BT, V6117 LUREE DO ARAT (1 H [ #8544 1)
Wr 5 EER R, PEMAERT 20 240 “HA” bl TERE ., $IEAERNATE, Bxkd
BB FA R WA, AR MBRSEL R R T LR G e i . X Se it B AL
] A B0 1) T R BB L VR B S Sk AR B AE A, A OO AT H 2 2 B E A (Brook &
Christy, 2013; McEachern & Cheetham, 2013).

T FE AU — 5 T T DA B AL SR, R B A s SR, R, BRI AR
SRR R, SRECRI R 55— 77 TH 8 A UB AT DI Jeb A o ()78 6 A b G307 A i i@
I R )2 mE B A R R O, SRTHEERCE, XA AR ERAF AN IR B, WAL RIFIAE TR R
5 o (AN, T A AR AT DS Bl e B AE AR DC (P AE R S v T A AN DA L iy >R B XU (Biter & Luhmann,
2014), ARIT AN EEEAE B GHIREE, IR RGeS, BEIRETR, IRASRL.

2. ETEHR
2.1, EEHURAEER

— H LR T B U E S 1) e A AT, — RATE S, KRS, KT iEE
TBUBR R VERE &, A FE 3 BT DGV IR TE AR R N AR I I 0, PPA T B AR A R A IR AN TR 12
SRR, T LR 550 30 4 ) A bR R AR TR A MR S R B E E e e  X OB U I VRN
B T B0 T E . S8 S 0T 5T(Clarkeburn, 2002)%%, B FEAKHE X LLvFA5 1 45 R vt 584 R Tt
AP, MOl T AR P R

KT EMBUR RS, ZRRAMEEE @ s 2 & B EMEE IR . Rozin (1997)4
TE BRI FR VLS 20 5E 72, AR T AN A B A XS T8 22 ) R R P i PR A — SRR AE, A fESE A
R, & NS EMEA B RIS A RS 55— ST EERUR M RIR Y B Skitka
At ) [F) F 4 HH (Skitka, Bauman, & Sargis, 2005), Al T7E X 18 75245 A 250 58 F T 70 B3R BHAMA R 25 B S i 1
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AATT A RZ LB BB . Lovett A1 Jordan (2010)5& Hi T (8 AE BUR A DU /K FHEZE , T8 A HUR DU /K -FAESLAE
1] 3 T 7o AR 45 B9 V2 1 B A (MicEachern & Cheetham, 2013).

2.2. EfEBURAIR S

TE PR URAE VR ) R R R AR AR R S, AMUESE TINFISr, BRI
15 BREAE , AR 7038 70 AR 2R A U R A B A A 5 A 1 A BB S0 S5 17 IR I AN J5 THT, 4 Lutzen (2006)
I\ TE 1 UR L% = AN R 2> BV IE 547145 (sense of moral burden). i& 7 /5 & (moral strength) Flli& 7 37 /F:(moral
responsibility). Schmitt 25 A (1995)\ A2 BB FE DU A 143 RIS (frequency) 155 5% 58 i (intensity  of
angry). 2t (intrusiveness) FTZE $if M (punitivity) . #1547 (2008) I\ A K 27 26 T8 s SRR B 2 LN RS
BRI . &SI . IS, R, R,

EANVF T4, Hadjicharalambous Fl1 Walsh (2012)A A3 U & FLAJ7TH, — A 5 WA
FFA NS 2 MEHERKR: =& MANTESRG WRERAREGE: h AR ALY s E
i, Daniels “5(2011) ISR A PUA — 73 AR BRI SGUTIEAE, SuEmL, S0 R TEiR P, BLASCE R ZIHL
RFNIEEGUR . I, ATEN AR AT TE AR UK B AR R 2 O LT S Ta B, I A B b i A
TR BAR A7

2.3. EfERURAINE

KTEMEPURAME, EEEWMER, ER. RIS BEre. oFMWHCEREEAFHE
[ B 56 (DIT, DIT-2, Shawver & Sennetti, 2009), % 4k i & % (MES, Reidenbach & Robin, 1990), & H
T B2 2 AT ) R BE A A PR AR U 56 (DEST, Clarkeburn, 2002), 38 FH e b 85 3 45048 1) 1 72 ik B
(ESS, Hadjicharalambous & Walsh, 2012)F1 \ b j S Fa4H SR (1RT) BIPEANE R SR, [R50 (Mulla
& Krishnan, 2014), LAk [ P 2735 G il (0 DR 25 A A0 ) P T8 SR BURPE B3R OF (5 %7, 2008).

ATV PP 5 T VP 2 DU 2 TE A AU LA iz o e R BRI EE MRS B, thZ 5
HAMRBT EE R, B R AAT RS, AT AR E R UK. RS PR E X AE TS
HE UK, FIFREZEN NS, ERARK ESH., A ARIEAFRNE R, S5&E W RERNEHE
WIS SE, 2 5E R AME 55, T8 SR MG BEAE A H TE A et 2 w41 R S LR ) A 1)
A, DR IE A LR R WA, B R B ) A S R AE S TR IR A A U, A
AMAITREANE 58 LA 1] R BRIA FR T A 0T 1) B S T A A R AE DA AE i B R ) A e R I
=& .t Clarkeburn (2002) A dw b2 0T Sed ] 1 —MRFAASBREURPE LG (TESS), KA1
EAERUR: AE7%, A ENI(2008) EAREAE . FHEZINAANY G TR, ikl 7 7 MESHEE, BT
TR S SR e, B THERSRAHR G I R S B Daniels “5(201)fERMILE 5, WESS
HHEEBUR, BARERIEASSHSERRHEANEES, B8 MERASHAEERENE, 5%
TR S AME S G, B ME SRR OB o R 2 A9 75 2 R A R 8, RN IE AN
FLFE W, SRR N e R S AR A R AU S T I AR TE A BRI, AN RN B
AN Ie) R PR R i T ) S S T A R A, LA E A B A B R R DL R R RN
TE P P B R ME TS B R PR, AR DGR, SeyEml, O B TEE S, DR ESCR ST g i
o

MH AT S T EEGUR I EIUR RS, A FEERAEESE, RHAVRE Fer e iy =
BNz, ARRSX PO VE A AR B 2 0] TE AR U B AR A N . ARSRAE A b AS0E A RUR Il &, A
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(LB p Al R S, 7R 90— e 5 0 2%
3. ERERSSY
3.1 JEERURI SR E RN

DAMEREFERHR I, TEAE . EEBUR S S080A IEIR A0, S SIEERE )5 R TAE S S804
LN AT A R(KIim & Kim, 2013); 188 R 2@ 212U R 52 57340 (Briggs, Jaramillo & Weeks,
2012); HUERISUK H AT 57 A AR TEAEAT N (David & Lisa, 2014); A8 R4S AT DU 4 UE R AT 18
F WA B N 51 83 (Schwepker & Good, 2013); Gk G 5 GG R &R R, M HZFH;
ARABVEE N TE S Z AR BT, AR ARG N B S A, G S a8 851 2 e ek 5 (Montiel -
Campos, Parellada, Aguilar-Valenzuela, Berbegal-Mirabent, & Duran-Encalada, 2011); [E4T %8 a] LU/ 4
I () A R, AT B TH 4l /) 5% (Carpenter & Williams, 2010); Robertson, Christopher, Blevins il Duffy
(2013)%}F 2006~2010 KK M) TV 5 2 5 SR LR T 4RIR, RISV IE 18 5 25 5180 5%
TE AR SR 70 0] S MR RSO 1, T AR IR A7 ) SO B N SRR, ELRRAR T B N R RGO,
7 7 A A R ) 2 P O P 5 N B o ) B s ) 4 5 58 (Schweepkeer, 2013) , 9 agf A2 15 1 £ ARk
IS, N Al SRR IR AR BRI, AT BRAIRES 5 N ISk [RGB 9 3R BB AR U S5 S8 R
W B & 9% & (Arend, 2013; Fuller & Tian, 2006; Maxfield, 2007).

WA DR LY, EENERE S A TSIROA SR, W Shank (2005)% 448 A 52 I TE A KN 5
SRR R I FUR I A A (Rt RSN A T, R T EIHsEE s, Bh
WA E N AR K R 5158

[F, 1T HAA A 7 R IR A U S TE AR SRR B3 AR O . TE B SR s SHE T AH 9GSk (Fassin, 2005;
Fisscher, Frenkel, Lurie, & Nijhof, 2005), BFEHAEES, H—=EA 55 (do no harm)(RIA#E, Alifxik
L RGN, SR, BR LA B RIS AN R A3 (do good)(BI 2R, Bt TR FIEE
SehR, SCETIAEIMRI, %), Arend (2013)%F /N AV I FUR I, IE RIS LB RS
AHRIEFAE . SERE, EEURTT B m S, JCHEX T KSR, EMEmURI
FIEFAIVER .

3.2. EfESURME XS AY R

SEEUMERIWE TR I, EEUSRAUTT LLE R SR, (Rl A] DL 5 — 26 o ) 28 0 4 Mb 53K
PEARENE . FEAMRZ I, SEEBUR S LSO RIVAR R MR B N O B AR ) TETE AR R
Bt EREE A . AT FUR Y DUE By b0 B A5 B8 0 7 TE S BURORI A b 53 %5 b ke b A 45 FH (Arend,
2013). F4h, EEBURIEEN ST R T, FRES B AR R Y, WA SRR, EE
KRR . GBS B 2% (Olson & Bao, 2007; Zhu & Xie, 2010). ERINETH, MASEA EMEGE, O
PRES, HIPAEMEIR S AR, ARl i A U T DL B s R R SR 2 S R T
(AT N, A DAMAEARIR TAE P g et €, i B A 2 AN A RAT . Beoh, ol tar bl
T 3 3 A R 2 i b 1) B T3 44T A (Eskine, Novreske, & Richards, 2013), ATIXS Ak = A4 —
E HIBUREE I . Ak, TE AR EURON SR S I P Ae 52 21— Lo AR BT, AN PAGE AR A L O B ER B AR
(Agnew, Loving, & Goodfriend, 2004).

TN, EEEURIE AT DU IS A w6 B A S8, B I TE AR U A R T AR G R B A W
XPAMR G BT, X AR TSR, S E B (Orlitzky & Swanson, 2010).

Bt
(m

TEEUR N > B IR R AR 2L
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3.3.1. EHEL

i A AR A2 B Hambrick #11 Mason T+ 1984 A& H, I 4 SR AH G [ BIF 7E 32 By Al e 248 B 4]
AR A0 A M Ak PR S o ALl v J2 A0 BN PR AR A 2 4 e SRR s 1) 1 BT R A . Bk, B2
BAFRIAREAE (LA N 1 P 2R AR | S8 R REAE LA BB A B R 1 EL B AT AR IR A5 ) £ T 5 M) 2L 2 1 i s S A A
o A T8 38 B A T A ARURK E 2 A L B I E BRI 2 —, AR B B AR AR U Al v (R R 5 2kt
A b SR A R R R4

3.32. #HEEEP

#E222 ¥i (social exchange theory) B i = 5k MR GF RN 577 2 R A FE AL 247 M. Bl
DR EE JE NZRAT NI FEA RN, AR B3 i i) T4 R et 4 /MR s e) T4 R R L I3
MDA RIE . B F RS SR AN ER S R P e S, BB A B SRS R .
AR B A B, AL B AR AR AR Al B TE A AT D 2 X Aol 1) 4 R0 AR AR AR D s
(Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005) .

3.3.3. B {TAHER

HPEPEAT B L2 Fishbein F1 Ajzen - 1975 fE4 tH, sRiAAT RSP AMAHER SRR OREAL, AT
ST AT A B R AT, SRR A RS BRSBTS R . A A A F
(1, EMHIE—IT AT SLE SR E B RE R A ST AN E R R . T EEsRE T A S8 e
g RetE, LUK BT S0 45 SR AR B R I A G A e S T AT VRS I AN T T, B R
TR A Y RT RETEAAE R () 45 B (Kaplan & Gerrick, 1981). JETFEMEAT AFRIE, ASFEEEBURME R /ME S
N T B A A A e S R, T X P S A AN R

3.3.4. ARAEAEXER

I\ FVA IR I 45 458 (shareholder model of corporate governance) &k 4G Si & Fe s e @ ar ), BEse
I FEH A NN E R, BT ARBAFEEME SURTE T KRR H EMAIAR R, D4R a e
X o8 m AR B G 5 AT (Demb & Neubauer, 1992), FHUUR A "R BRI GiAH S ALY, B IFH T A
FVAEE R IR, EEMEFETERAVEHNEAESSE MR, AT ARAE IR A H
XA, AR D TE A UK Sl A RR I, R A A5 S B ST

4. INESRE

AH TN B RS A SR B 98 R BT T FEZRIE, TEEBURAON L BT8R BRI,
AT BLIE S R AR R (] M A S0 MERT TR BRAT 124 1) Sz 3 el 5t N TE AR U K 1 7>
grii, DMELE LT 5N (B S GURHE T LF I S EA 34T 2) BAMER S B URE
AV BT N EBHLHEA B, ZOXTTEEBUR S A TR, SUR=F KA. A P ) E
B, AU AMRZ T, Rl R BB, A A, PR, fREA S MANR
BAJZ T T Ji— e SRR T

2 JE I TR Al F 5N TE S BUBN SR 5C AR T LA BAR JLANJ5 T AR H ik

F— BEARDUARMVIEED . BATNE, EEENEEEEER s, S IrEEgUR S IEE
ITNIIRAR EMELAGZRE, WMRIRE SNSRI, Wsh&sae7r, Hit, ARRE, TEEA
WEEARAR R, DUGEEAGR, (OB, AR\ E R A A SR T AR
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% BALTE RO VSR A SE I I . AERT FE 50 T T8 AEHUREE M A MV SR8 N BB HL IS AN
AR, T IR e AR B o R MR A U AL B ROC R, LR AN i A R it — R R . SR At F 2
MNER R b3 — 250 5 1 T A RURAN A SR80k R )R 5 AR A rh AR B AT A0, T EAT A SG IR SR
FURAT AV A B AT AT ARV 25 R4 M By EAARLAR] AT IR A T8 A RO AR b 55 R4 M FR AT 7

¥=, FEREEMR. BEASCTAEENA AR TERZ MR, A TE B4
7, HEFZEPERH AT A0 A&k ERX T A EER vt TR B, HAE WA
ERREZ, B2 AN SHIE PR F . A SRAE FE AT DL 3 25 v I8 A 8 AR 4 B B A s H
KA, e EREEES, MBI LAE B E T

0, SINEESTSERNR . Tk, AOBIT R E R Y 7 AEESTIRES, WX a7 (2010)F 42
T 1SS, Abdallah, Darayseh F1 Waples (2013)7E FHA 70 Hr th A FEHR H T aX — R, (HEDER Z A RI 52
WERE TS . FEB SEMEBUR S VSO RIS, ESUERPR IR I E R 5l NTEESR, AR T — 22 B i
EEE MR R, REEESRIE KL .
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