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Abstract

This paper put forward the dynamic mechanism of corporate social responsibility value creation
system driven by reputation capital. And it revealed the value creation mechanism from literature
review of corporate social responsibility and corporate reputation theory. Then it proposed a
conceptual framework to study the influence of corporate social responsibility on buyer’s attitude
with corporate reputation as mediating variable. It tested the effect of the corporate philanthropic
responsibility and environmental responsibility on consumers’ cognition, affect and purchase in-
tention, as well as the mediating effect of corporate reputation used experimental study method. It
finds that the two kinds of CSR are all have significant impact on consumers’ cognition, affect and
purchase intention. And corporate reputation act as mediator between the CSR and customer at-
titude. The research put forward to a new framework of corporate social responsibility based on
reputation capital and the empirical results. It reconstructed corporate social responsibility
theory and put the traditional responsibility concept and economic concept from opposition to
unification.
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1. XaEkEm5S et
1.1. S HRESZFHRY

k2> 54T (Corporate Social Responsibility, f&#k CSR), ¥ E XN “Fi N X 55 F 842> i
B HAIMME, SRtEBOR . BT ICRBURICGELEATE)” [1]. HAM “ TS 14t & Davis 58
W, AR TR L AU AT AR S BUARRR” , FEE R T SO “R AR R 51T 8)
1% T 280 A ) B A DR 28 A R DGR H Y, W5 R BIXS AL G BRI 22 NI RE 557
[2].

ANAE A2 A, T = ORGS0 A = R TR BN, (RIS 5 BRI R (R, R
BN BARQNERR T 14 ML KA B4l 4L 2 THETE S A AR FITE FE, A trET
B S TEEET ST RS S, MELERF TR R e . Al Hoat 2 ST S0 & it
FEL B, 2 S ANERILAEKS, 2, S@FshiRERRANNESRE]. 4, e T TE
I 5ATFERNI R WA ? Griffin A1 Mahon (1997)%F 1972 £ 5] 1997 4E[A] 4 Kt 2 T04E 5 45 5k
(1) 51 R SLUERF T HEAT 23 AT 5 KB, B 35 2 AR ERRUROR R I 33 4, WHIRORRIIA 19 F, A K
RIA 9 K[4]. McWilliams & Siegel (2000)\, FUAAFIEE FELE T LW 018,  MAH I F2 H S IE AT Al
L NATHE IR AR B B 0 AR 418 T [5] 0 HH T DU AIF TR T Ao lb ok 2 T4 X6 42 5 S8 1) L 45 W HE AN Hff o
H 20 tHh4d 90 FEARLISK, AR FIF AR 7 D3R 2 A 5C0E T- Ml Ak £ TETE S A K FIVEAR o 31l
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Al AR 22 SUE RS RE B IR 51 v 3R B A 5 T, 389 A (96 5 P AN (54555 . Klein A1 Dawar (2004)7£
WEFC i SEALE BT At 2 STAEXS T 2 & AR PP I 8L, A b At 2 TR IO AS AR B2 R0 2
1 BT AR A SRR (6] Segerson F1 Miceli (1998) IR 5T & B, G SR Aok e % 3= By b 2 4E A 52 (1 4k 22
TUE, FEAEBURF I &R Z AT, T AR TE D ™A% B SLI B [ 7] I LA 50T 2 48 ORI 0 KT 20 8 S 4
Ak At S TR R HEBE L TE SR, H R H A AENL I —— R Al b 25 ST AR I 3 7 a0 ] S A 132 1 17 et
FHARMGENEE, B, AW SRR 50 S B A8 H Al i 22 STUEHE G1IE K R S8 sh Sl .

12. I SHRESFEAL

Al %2 (corporate reputation) /& 45 Fifi 5 B [B] PRI ALHE, 1) 2 AH O35 JE T B R0 50 0T i b Al H 7 4 T VR
M, W R ARNAT S HAth 32 B 5 4 X AT LUECAE B AR T VBN R 5o Al P 25 e ) S B
Fombrun (5 Van Riel, 1997)7f (4l 2:¥i& (corporate reputation review)) FIE!ITI5 g 1 4k s %
BRI IAIE, N ETT AW K BIGTF(F ER ARG BT E) . g B B (5 5 2 L 21
W) B (EER MM RR) . A% B (FEERA SV Mt AN R RIFHIAL
FEEREE NV AE AR, ERE R S B SRR R, BRI eI EE
JRIJE 15 MBI BN, SN AT A A E 5 . 2 E Y Kevin T. Jackson 713 Building Reputation Capital
— i, (ROCEAN CHEEEET O BRHERA) B, BRI T CRERAT X—Rla Al
FL EAE. B RS ESE, SRIET AR KMESEMAAL S, LRI IC R A RE
PERIER, XA R R ST T RS R IR

P RSR 2 R 3R A 0%, Horp i B B0 M 4 2 FEAT N, & BRI RS 25 (5 R
W AR E B Sy, SE R MmN, AT aBI8]. FFER), A5k
TR R R B E NS —, AUSE AR 2 B B SRS A S TR, "= K
RINEVIFERE o 75 Al A 2R AU i e, E SRR 5 R B CSR X 4l 75 25 VP40 LA IE T2 [9] [10],
—EeRT AR, AR AL S TR ) S AL S TE RARIK 2R, JRIE I I 2 Al B G R R AR R e i 9
AL PR SRR S TR [11] 0 At 2 FAE 5 ek A A B ME, el Rl R APt
2, BRI, BETE e A AR R . Rk, AT HIER AN AR TR AR S AT A
TR B A 54T A e

13, el RERHSEE RN

1999 4, Carroll 4 A b4t 22 ST ERAE JL A 58 I AR 20 N = ANEEERIBT B, 0 it 53T
FA Ak A+ 231 )9 HE 42 (Corporate Social Responsibility-CSR1, Corporate Social Responsiveness-CSR2)—— 1
b4 3 B (45720 KE 22 (Corporate Social Performance-CSP)——# 25 #H 5% 2 HE 42 (stakeholder)?. |25 MH 5<%
HRAE A AT 2 THUT IO S B T X R BARNAFIVEE, 5t T E A S SRR,
AV L2 TTAEAF FERA ARV GRS R (A R 7 — SRR 2, At 22 ST NI 4 2 0k BB 3R 4T T e A,
EHEE T H5HLA BB RE— R RES ThEE, 3G hnRE . B0 S B AR S 54, AR
T BT LS Al 4 22 ST R SE A7

AV 2 BTAT AV 2 i AR X — W T SR ) A 3, DA AR U AR ) E i & s . K
LI S Fombrun Z5(2000)2H T “FEE B IR, VAR SRR, SEaxt FREDSTT . RESRARM RS
R, BT S shtERE 22, (75 50E F R IR RS e 05 . NS L ESRE, “HiA(capital)” — M@ 1 T L SRAMA BN,
RMEMS, RERIR: M “Hr7(equity)” MRAEMS, RFURELS DA RET A B AU & ER AL RN
{HEIE R, Rl “ A BEAR” XTI GG, T A R “FEEHLH 7 MR 48t T A3 B A M A& M DI6e, KM

GEFNT R R 5 = R 2 88T, EMAT NIEh IHLEIRI Yy L7
X =AM B A Carroll (1999)H) Corporate Social Responsibility —32, 22 J& fHF 7t — BB IEAE 2 = BL &1 5 77 e
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AR CSR SV EEJJHHIE R, #RFT CSR Jd ik 52ma T 2 2 (1 Al WP AN 2 1M 52 7 2% 2 (1 W S
JE ), H CSR XY 9 3 A AN AR AR 2 e 2 75 R AE A BV 2 & AT A2 T, P 7 & e A W Fih
() DR+ 1R [ 12] o FRIE 2238 X 9% 3 CSR S SATL I 1) SR 7858 ab TR P By, 5/ & B SSIER 7T
o, SRTEAR AL 2 THEIE BN S AL BRI B PR PN RN R 2, I — ST IA TIE R E A A
FRESFE AR (HR IR R A 2 : B — R A RITE T B S B AT AR — T R, ik
AR WM EIT NERER—FMMEREF: PR B RGBT S m i R TT,  fn i hi gt 7=
AP A, T AR R s A ENLEAE N EE R H AR AL SRR S E AR R R AL T2 TR
FERa A

2. R BEARS/RER

AR X AR 5 SCHR KD (BI85, 445 6 S PE VTR A BORE, AR SCIR Y 19 3 8 AL A T e B A AR (14 1 Bios),
PARAERARBE, KA EACE . AR B B 4 DRI LA RAT N R @A — RS HEZ P T
W

21 M ESRERMNOFWERE—EZE

211 HBRENNE

T B A N FE (involvement) 15 [ 72 — AN X R ERAT 570 25 N NAHSRIIREEE[13]. — M &, T o
of 2 7 ot R 55 (1 ) S R SRR R (AR FE R R, AN NBERR T Rz, BRI, /e N BEAR AT R T
A, TR TR 2 A S R, KSR SEAT M2 (0 ), A NEENNE LA R . 428k I 1]
Uy SIS FR) S 23 R PR R S v 5 A HY ) 85 7055, SRR 1V B I AR . Grohs (2004)55 & 45 H
TH B0 3 DR B A N By, X B ) o R A4 Pk B LT S i S P e R R R s, BRI R A
NEEF 224, AT5E, NP AELRIEK,  DRGH 2 0] B R P i i vy, e DI T Bk K [ 14]
Berens %(2005) (K HF 75 A A J\FWK?XM% PFTE P SN A 52, 78 Ak RE 1 A A b A 2 ST P i
PR sz, T 2 A N FE YRS T E I [15] . H R H AT AR 1

H1: 2 A NS, X Al A 2 S4T30 3h A B R e s o

2.1.2. ki FE 5 S REFINNCEE

A AT VT BE 5% R PR 5] LT A A . AR R L A B A4, Aaker T Keller (1990)
(IR FE R B, AT R 5 0% O S AT AR A I RN, 38 22 TR R DT I RT3 o7 1 4 402 V1Y 5 3 of e {1
FEEIVEAN[16]; Park 25(1996) FrIHFF 78 & 30 24 1 it i R LE Ja8 o TR0 J T v E DR FC AR, B8 A Bl Rk B )
[1T7]e Tifa, RTFEEBIMARSCHE ok T 4% B 5 F - 2 RIVCEC A B 2, X AR 3R AL T 4
SERL K H bR 5 A 2 3B R K A RN ERBE R, B2 I R — DX R (%A B
25 M) 5 1% RO SRR, SASSCIORT AL BT . SRR, SRS A 2 S 0 VT AR
BT LA 78 2 M JBOK 36 DR A (A2 (18] BRI, 24 lb 5 HoAt S SR AT R S e B v, BV DG FE B b
T 9 A G 0 Hod & SIS S BUR P2 AR A AR, SR AR (B AE 2 7 SR A DA, 59 2 2 o 4
ST BN AT AR ROR . 3% R AT B % 2:

H2: A A% ol 45 5 4t 2 SR ARTE B A UG B e, ¥ 2 2 et dll A 2 AT 3% 3 A R A B

2.2. IS TRERAMNERERRANNRIT ARG

ANV AERBAT A 2 A e R e, — S A il E’Jﬁ?‘jﬂéiiﬁlﬁtﬁfﬁt
TR A Ja R 1T 3 — e B T DA T SO U A 5 [ 3 S, HjAXTT T8 BITDLAT Ju il A
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Figure 1. The conceptual models of this paper/study

E 1 ARRAHSRE

M) I (‘E, 0K S 73 M, BT A B 9 O s ) [19], 38 S B b e A R P A IR X 55 7= A AR 5k
FRRER S o AR, AV TE AT A ) 2252 FI7H 2 & AR 1 B . Handelman #1 Arnold (1999)#F 7t &< 3,
AR THE(S S BE 1 DR E S5 3h) % 7 5 SCRE R A B35 B IE R s mi[20] . FRARH AT 12 534F 0]
DA £ b 051 2 5 i A 5 5, RS 23 % Ak VPN R S R, Auger (2003) I 72 R BT 2 &
JE 72 R LAIE 7 2 QA 2 1R 7 S B AN AR [21] o BRI L, R G5 IR il A £ SAT VS Bh RE I 7= A e 3087,
A LS WA 2 6 7= i BRI 55 T AR D VA, 5 T A 7 P 7 J i ol i AL SR ) o 0 G R A ST
&3ﬂ@&4
o A2 TR BRI 9 A O AR AE IR RE e, BV 2 5 oAt 22 5 AT 3l (R B o
1@m,EﬁAﬂm T2 RN 7 1
H3a: bk 2 ST R X T 2 3 1017 % i A7 76 1 171 52
H3b: At 2 TEAT BRI I 9% 2 I i A7 1E 1E 7] 5200 5
o A2 TR BRI 9 AT N R AR AE IR 52, BV 238 % b At 25 ST AT IE Bl i R v
mam,ﬁﬁAﬁﬁm%%iﬁ%%ﬁﬂﬁm;
Hda: Ak k2 534 R A 23 10 ) S 5 SR A7 AE 1 [] 5
Hab: Akt 2 T3 AR B AT I 2% 3 1 SCASH A7 78 1 [R) R
Hac: Al 2 53T 2 25 1) DR 7 (R IR Al 5210

23. FEARNDPNABR

EEHFMATEVEZ 30T, AN TTIAE S . T 2 AT DLd s Al A 2 HE 7 5 5
B REAF YEITA[22]. TARBEH A IR, JEem L. Sen Al Bhattacharya (2001)i8
A — KA A2 TUEE R, RIS AL 2 THATAT Jy it ok BB (B2 5 R 77 Q5 ma i 2 3 10
SR, RIAFTE v H 830 B PR8I Bz 5 e ik v 2 3 - A VA R A Dy v A A8 A T 3 2 SRR 23]
T B AR R 25 75 BRI A FE R, Chen (2001) % il b i A b A 26 HEAT T SAERF 9T, 5
ST 9 3 1 FE IR Al 75 2 R R R 20 A ThREME = B itk JEThREME = W E M. kg R4t &
TAL. EHFFEIE T RE WAL S M, W& A S A AR 34T SRR 7T, F e i k&3
mﬁﬁﬂ%ﬂ%ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%pqswwum%Mim$ﬁ%%%ﬁ‘m%mﬁﬁ\ﬁﬁﬁ%;%%ﬁi
PRI G B FANI S5 RPN A S RIS Al A B R B [R5 ﬁsz ”iﬂ%%pﬂ IR ]
DAHEWT, At 2 STEAMN BB R o # A B, i Had vl LUE *§ﬁ$ﬁ AR,
IR AR 5 6

H5: ﬁﬁ%éﬁ$¢ T A A 2 FAT A B I B VE R, B Ah 2 AT — e FE
R Al R RN B D BOA R, At S TR R, Al A, H S
57 AR 1 8 1 5

H5a: Al s 2 A i A 7 il 2 ST O 93 1 s I 4T
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H5b: Al A2 B AC Ay 1 Al i 25 STAR IR RNV 23 B AR i 4 5

HE: Ak A2 B A 1 Akt & SR REO T R EF TR AR, BRIkt & SR — e
b i R A M R I SN S AT AR A, AV AR S SR VE O B R, AL AR, O Al
I AT R TR B 2 5

H6a: Ak A2 B A oA 1 Aialbgd 2 DA v 2l 255 10 ) S e

HEb: Al A2 G AC Ay 1 Al i 25 STAR IR RN B3 B SCAS A 5

H6c: Ak A BEAS A 1 AilbAd 2 DTG T 2l 1 AR

24. HEEBERNASITARENXR

HRFESEOFNMEEER, BEFET AR ENRFARSE, ANSEBRIEERE, A
(cognition)-15 /% (affect)- & z)) (conation) B I HA il | A2 R 4e[26], WL 1 FEIX — R GeH, A EsZm i i,

TG AT 1A . Schmitt(1999)IAy, R4l e 6 75 B L rh MR 45 S O AU % I8, il vl ARG 77
FEARI A BAR[27]. WA W TR ST 9% 3 A1 RS N 6T V8 2 3 1K VREAT 9 B BRI [28] . da it
AR BB 7

H7: 31 3 B 0 T R R AT 9 88 B IE A0
3. Wizt

ARSOR Y SIS FAE I A Mb AL 2 STEAT X T 2 A LRI N . 5 FA R iR L, SeaR iR R]
USRS 70N 53 7E U 6 19 AR B B A D AR B A RO 1IN X LA b AT, VR HEWT R R G R R B AEAE
MIRIEAR AR, X Sein A A ARSI HIG AT, D FOml B REUE WIS 1 IR 6 A PR R K 2R [29]

3.1. SEREET

TEAREF T, BATRAE SRR v & 8 e e s —AMESE, R st o T80
HHPE AN RAIUCECE . A A & SO BN VPN . Aol P 20 0 A DL RO 9% 3 (R A R R AT
) S AR BRI T 45 QAT . MIERBGEZ Ui B ORI 10— RS SR 7 R (RIE 2 15 % 1 Szl
Z— TN AL 2 FATIESN), EATH 238 mT RE Xt 2 BT 0 — 2 f b 4 VR S0 AR ARG, X FER 7]
DL G i AZ 7= A iR 22 [30] [31]. SEEGIESE T 238 SHE MR ST AT ik, A4 Carroll Akt 2s
FAFRAM S, S5 T ANER TR AR, BARRBAT MG A EAATE, FULAHT 7Lik
P TR ST P ISR ST A B R ST I 2B RS AT A

IR 2 (FEANE L AR NTE) x 2 (FULHCE . (RUCACSE) x 2 (23 504E. PR TTE) 4 1A ¥t
WEEE R 1 2 R,

3.2. HAEFSHIEUE

ST BARBCE I AR 1540, DA DAEIR 25 F bt & StEIWT RRARK 7 2B R, Hixds
AL R GRS AR RIS R —F[31], AF MR TR, FEAEERE TH KRS KHTER
SR, XY RPN TR 8 N . WIS 240 4y, (B 208 4y, HAFE XA 160 1, H L
i) & [FICR N 66.67%. FEASH) 55 A4 M7 Lu o 36.3%, 2o A4EMEJ LE 1A 63.7%.

3.3. TEME

W 5¢ 3z FI 32 B T 3l 20 2 9% 5 5 R S RO BIT 52 o R0 S22 3 R B BRAT 1A, SR XU RS

R RORTNISLY, oy T B R R b A — e R O A AR B, R e R R e I B A5 )
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Table 1. The scene design to test philanthropy responsibility
i 1. ZEREREHRIET

Wkl A (RANE)

R B (RN

[ P B PCRMT M AL T S5 S 4R A, BT A 5K 4
AL TS B Z AL, A AT WECAFI 441

] pA) By R AT M AL T S SE 4IRS, BIAT AL A B X A
W T A I B Z I ELEU, B AT WS4 1

A l\\
B %ol PRI LENFER L, AT 5, JE LA LN RS R P L, B i
o PUEU RS T A I, VS BRI S T T A B, W
ARl AN R e A A N AL K2 A R 4
TR KX A

) R T AR R A

g F ] 4| AT AR, o S s AN 122 ~ > .
igigg%ﬁ;;ﬁgiff%ﬁigégzzg A5 AL, B AP AR
PAUBAS S — Aol I OB RS EN R, AfEl i TR LSRR MBI, B
DUREBFIL A RO, AR RUORH IR 0,03 ¢ DAL TELRE, b & MR i 6 (B
ME——B T E T LR R SR, b Rk o BRI 3000 70) 19 0.5%1 FACIAMX

B N RN UK E S vk XA E ok
KBRS -

gk, B Dy Ay BB /NS RN RN B Ho At B
BB TSN RS LB R 2 AR R 22
G SRR XML AR

Table 2. The scene design to test environmental protection responsibility

7 2. MREEREARIRT

PRk A (RANEE)

Rl B (RN EE)

WM T LA T e 4R Es, BTN
AN AT AR ZE B LU, A RATAL B AN

FE A A AT AL T XA 2 4IRS, BT L
MR I IR B Z A LR, B 2
Tl BOSEI A — Al JF H B2 MRy

UGS SBATR 405, It HEL RS NI R A VR L JFIL
REMRE—E S i PR, sy R AT AERER
FHBFURRIH . MEKERATH . i 0TI, WO TAEEE U

A L HOH . BRI . S RRAHEH

AR B

FPIRHT I T3 ks, Vrlptgs o ONHTIE T EEaE, Binl
UGS, ARG nsm TG D, B

Bl L, I AEREESENGI AL, A (LRI SR LA B

AR SRR EBI S W, RS e 0TI B ETE
WAELEE—# TR JFR%ARSG, BRI b e S EA Wttt

1%, ZEEBRAUZES1EE, A RIXFO AR
PR E A THE 500 7% 800 Ji 2 [A], ALFLT
BT E -

FEAK 5%, I BAEZ R a1 Re s e R A

ZEBRBUBIR IS E, A B FMEIE IR

PRAFHT SR AN B o175 500 75 31 800 /3 2 Il
ML 32 3 0T 7€

TR, BOEMEUR TP ez, ol MR T PP el (AR Z BIARH 4F)

AW TR e AR B oKk B TR0 A AU B A ARGV Z &3 . SR Vaughn (1986) 1574 7%
BANERI AR, ORI XU AT 25 R = A il Sk I v 2 3 55— I S b= i () A
NFRJE; A2 TR IS SIS AL Ol 55 TR B R AE % T Lafferty (2007) ¢ T35 575 45 Hh VT G R AH SSHIF 7K
FHAMEZME A TEAT A (5 B = A 0] REOR Sk s AV AL 257G S BRIP4 7 BERENS (2007) 41 Lafferty
(2007) FFIRIF 72, FH DY A i A N 2 5 i b 7 255 Sy 15 J 7 2 RN R P 55 9 0 4, 3 12 AN Il TSR PPN (Rl B
2005); ¥ 9 F A ENANEIECR A T 6 AN inl ORI & (A SO . #3,  2008), 47 8RR HIESEE R . 3L
AR A 8 = AN 6 AN ) fBOR J Ik (Lafferty, 2007; Zeithaml, 1996; # %47, 2007).
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KH SPSS17.0 1E A% 441 T B, [FKF K H LISEREL fil AMOS 1E N4 M B kb 78, LAIGIE A SC (148
AR

4.1. (SEFBE ST

WH5E 53 AR FH SPSS17.0 Al AMOS17.0 X 4 AT {5 BEFIALE RS . it 4R BoR, BB E L
3 4EJE 1) Cronbach’s o ZREUARTE 0.7~0.9 2 [A], JAZE| T Cronbach’s a REUR I =T 0.7 A, PHB—3K
PERAF, VWAL 3.

RSO T R A R PR R T H S AE [ PN AR R T SR A b, R ORI R R
A AMOS 325 H &AM R R AR & W IN & B 73000, 5B T H G5 BEPATRE TR P 7 ZE 3R iUE
ﬁwwa,m%ﬁﬁﬁN#MEﬁOM%,ﬂAﬁﬁom% AVE ] DU 2 il o 5 78 7E AR B T AR 1)
TIERZORRBME R, AVE BK, 18ir8 B ER SRR 2 8 0 O, FX R &R %=
BN, — IR KT 0.5 ANFEL UCHLEE . CSR AN, FETIAR, EEGAM. 17 NE A AVE
HHERT 05, VARG RMERLF. BIETHEEME T A REBUE, 505 % 11 AVE {8
SFMRILER, RN, MRREE/NT S H 1 AVE BV J5R, U6 X205 Bl (a4 4 FioR).

4.2. {REHW

421 MIETENRERE
WEF 3 A 30 2 SR AR STE TS R T, T 38 A N AL AZ ol 55 54 2 TR s B A UL AE
FEXS b AR 2 SRS RN VR o A 5 22 20 BB e A T iR S A S B e, fE F EIARIEDR, B
FACE P /NT 0.05 HIKT R HEAT RS, T UKL 303 (K N A A% 0ol 55 5 4 22 ST B A 1L
Pe BE 0} 2838 SR MR R STEARA S35 R (4 5 JroR), 1 B 38 A N sy, Hoxh flb ik & 5T i
APPSO 55 5 A TR TG S A UL RO R, T 90 A 2 ST S A RN VT
b, e 1. BB 2 45 215IE

4.2.2. AHLREMNEHRESESITAR BRI

T ISR A A 2 ST X 2 A B AT AR I RN, W TR R O 22 43 B BB o T T VR oy
il 23 TR MR ST B AT 1 00, ERZFEMAKSE P /NT 0.05 K R TR, H3. H4 3
I T IR, B AP AL 2 TR IR AU Y 9 S B 5 4T N R IR AR A 3 ) TE 18] SR (W42 6 FTo) o BRI AT I,
Al AL 2 FAT IR AU 9 3 B BN FAZAE IR ) 52 m, RV 9l 38 5 Al 4k 2 S AT 3 BN R VAN Bk =,
FO AL ) B 2 AN AR R s RIS, Al 2 SR BRE XHE 2 AT AR M AAAE R sg e, RIVH
PN AN AL 2 DA TE B A AN VPO B iy, X Al it PR D SR AT D R T R 2

T BB IS B AN AT AR IE B A B3 IR R 2, 28535 ST MR THE F O E 2 51
9 4.081 #13.978, P {l¥4 0, H7 iEiLIE.

4.2.3. A FEERP B

W FER A DB 1) R A SRR IR AR Y, AR SOK MBI Hba Bl Egr st R Sd f2 . S—20, ¥
HASE (A2 DTSN X) . AR AT AR M), RS (R L Y)R R SR D0 H 5556
HHRE IOt B0, Ry =cx+el il c BB EE, 4iRERTREY =0.191X + 1.322 [H
ARSI, t=2.12,Sig.=0.001, ¢ B3F; F=0, RETEM=aX+e2,Y=cX+bM+e3F a, b
TRE, SGRERTEM=0.144X +0.917 [FIHRV 2%, af)t=2.211, Sig.=0.012, a B3, HFEY =
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Table 7. The results of the test on mediating effect of corporate reputation
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Figure 2. Power/Dynamic system of corporate social responsibility and
value creation driven by reputation captial
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Figure 3. The mechanism medol based on corporate social responsibility and value creation driven by
reputation captial
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