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Abstract

Trust is the foundation of good interpersonal relationships, but in today’s society, the trust of in-
dividuals is decreasing, and there are many incidents of trust-violating in daily interactions. How
to achieve effective trust repair and avoid falling into trust crisis after a breach occurs is one of the
core topics in the field of trust research and emergency management practice. This article pro-
vides an overview of the definition of trust repair in the existing literature and summarizes the
different mechanisms (attribution mechanism, social equilibrium mechanism, and structural me-
chanism) behind trust repair. The trust repair process is then reviewed to illustrate the different
stages of trust repair. Future research should pay attention to the integration of different repair
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mechanisms and repair strategies, explore trust repair from a wider range of paths and perspec-
tives, try to combine field studies and case studies to improve the external validity of the results,
and consider the impact of time factors on trust repair.
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1. 51§

NBRIK RPN R UL BRI NBUE R e &R, BRI, AL AT EIER DA T7 Z (8] 1)
HE), —BARM R R SO BEANE R0, AR A HAHE (Molm, 2010), [FIRXBK
RMAFTEPRIR AR, K R RIRS, KRBT RS SWATHE, A —FAPEIPIRE, At
R Z R H LBy A 77 1 7 AL A7 T2 A (Lewicki & Bunker, 1996).

EAERME NFPRe R, SEABRSAHE. SRR At S A A G B TE R, At R AN
I — 85y B2 A4S 8 BIFIE( S 25, 2021) (SRR E SCEH# B AR AN 5 i B P (MR, 2020),
MZRAENFIH S BN Z MR R, 8 RAA BB BIEAN B ORI, o B GRSy,
MIAEZZFE NFIZ BRI VIR R “AEREE” PR, HSBEE A Z BT A
CUGE A, A BRI SRS RCE S, 2018). 2R1, AL T EEBE I
FEBERAE, RIEEATHEMHFSRIEZ, W “FESEEHEM7 | “FATEPRBMARRA” SEMEESE, 2022),
FFIA AT RGN R T AT RSN I e . 575 5K T-52(2022)FH 2005 4FAT 2015 AFHELE
B (CGSS) i, AT 17 E R ABMET AR MR sh gL, RITEE N E R R
I NFREAE Ak oA R v, BRMEEEIRR, MIHKE R RIF-FEIRS S X EE.,

TEAT AR, NN B AR RIS RARSEINZE ), (S AT 7E I i R B f
. (RN TRIEEEUEE, FEEENRNG KA. SEEEART—ROEMERE,
REMAFEERAE R R BT ARERISEEEEERARME, R T @R, 7REEE
S TRk RIGKE, BERAIR. BRI SLER I # RAEPFXHE S I AR AL AN s A B R
ZIMERfR . ACBEREEBEBIEER ZMXAER T, BEEEEENZKOME, RECHT AN
RS, [l URNRE A A5 ATAS SR T8 P (A% o il R S50 R, R4t I BB 70 A7 1) 1 8 B oA R
FIRERIBIEFETT 0], AN 223 JF AR DG SR UG s, B0/ N ARG SE 78 0 3 1 B AR 1B B L
i, ANITIE BUE AR BRI e KA.

2. RIEREENAE

5T Rousseau (1998)5XMEEMA I T, FZEAVNNBEEHP SRS EHN: FEEEMEEEE,
Wi RBFEANZZIEARRAT BN E,; 5 RERIEAN B BB T 5 2R N i AR
(Lockey, 2017)o Lewicki (1998)% NKHEEE N “HIBMANAT ARIBNIHE” , BAMGEE SN “RHBA
ITNEA BIEIEMIRE” o EEERRT, ZHEAMZBICANERBEENH NS S TR, — BRI NE
MZZFEANNEERRASEEESEET, MEwE BRI T EEEY. b EEEE e CNEEEEY
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KR BEMRIEANRGEE SR E IR AES): Schweitzer (2006)55F 70 IR TE S HRLL, H
FEEEERENARETIN TEETAERZ B AT 9)X 23K Bottom et al. (2002)FWL A A AR, A
FEFEEE KRR, X7 AT MBS IR E . (BRI ER W, HEETAERR
FUEAETTI A FREN S R e, b E 2 0k (2012) % AR E AR ARG, (EEE S
BATRARZR=ATTHIMEE, RAEMEAERRIEE . AFRZEENEEBE ARG AR EEEE 1),
GEFENBEBERIE, AN, BEEHELHEZEEANRIL SR AT, €
SWIMEAERTT IR R R, FAEBERIEAEEEE RS, SRS RIC— LS R WUy BE AT
REBTBERER. ZONEREREFEEESHERE), ERRPERERIERG, S8 RERE
PR B BRI L-FEER A AT N, AG1ES S E B ERHOR .
Table 1. The connotation of trust repair
= 1. FIEIEENRE

RSPy i RS

“E%‘Eﬁi%ﬁ?ﬁ?}ﬁ\ BAEMZRIE AN A SR Lewicki et al. (1998); Kim, Ferrin, Cooper, and Dirks (2004)
B AR &3 . 7

“ZRICNKIIBWATINE S EE, WEZHEAHIE  Bansal and Zahedi (2015); Kramer and Lewicki (2010)
RIZ AT R SR, 7

“REEEFSS ENERENSSMEE, ke Rosa Pulga, Basso, Viacava, Pacheco, Ladeira, and Dalla

IR R, 7 Corte (2019)
CHEWNARETIE TR A S AR 1 ﬁ?s}) R Dirks, Kim, Ferrin, and Cooper, (2011)
b R, Frawley and Harrison (2016)

RN B B TS AT MR A S

“d OUE JE A E AR L AR . BN EAR vy, Yang, and Jing (2017)

BB PRI A S AR . 7

CRAETH. BOMEWMSA N, REAERFH  Nakayach and Watabe (2005)

e, BURRTHE AT AT AR, 7 o . §
HMHEEEE R AL RIS, B3, WL REZ IS, SR RIEELF(2012)
WM A AT A = T 25 7

3. MEEEERELHEI

B BEIR 2 R AR (A SR 0 N BRE NG, (ERATR . SR Rk, 2E4148
A HSRERE - L Dirsk % A(2009)%F AR RERA 54 M ARH2E T =R EZIE IR HLE: JADIHL
il 2 P REHURI R LRI 2).

Table 2. The mechanisms of trust repair

= 2. RIEEEHHE

B AL BBt SNib]

RG] RZFEANFFEREME R E 2B ERIE BN BSR4 TR
NRZAH WA {5 PR AR R R
ZAEN: HBPZRILNE T IR IERIR

M P BT AR BRI AR ZRIENME N AL S PG PN 845400 2 18 1 96 2 v B B AT 4 2
WL J G PR VSRR i B

GRIBLE] AN ARBRA, IR A SR R AR A BT RS HURIREE, Al 2 BB N AR KA A i
TN
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3.1. VAEHLE

IR HL i (attributional mechanism) U 5 T~ ¥3& ZHE NN RIVEAS MBS E(Gillespie et al., 2021). 1%
B 1 52 ZFE N %A 1) SR AR BE R /NI I BT € | R B ENE S RFEAN R R TG .
BREEERER, TN “BOEFREEEE RENERR, JEEESEEEFET AR 7 5TEHA
KT ZEEHNERGE S NS HEIRE B CCZ BTN LT IO T RS E. PGS
HEAT NN AME . e AR M2 R 52 Z3 0 N ROZOR ) STERE BEAE B ML, 3% X o 5gmn 2125
FENXS ZZAE N HIAR K (Weiner, 1985). 1EBHINERATAN FERERZR, WHRH. BRI
BIEET R FBEAC 744 T 9 AAC R A RAMBI TRtk Bk, ZAUHRA AR N FE A P 2 1t ik
HATH, AR ZFE N AR )2 BFE N 504, B0 R 2158 38 J5 8 i T s ARz e v, SRt ners
FBE.

3.2. S FEHLH

22 P HL i (social-equilibrium  mechanism) i 7E1E 5 F T8 R R 2 (A AL A0 BAE T, W] LA
FHRABRAGATAE Z AT 52 m 20¢ R P BN BRElH 2 7 T (WhH5 55, 2012). ‘B 2T Goffiman (1982)3& H 1) H )
1B (interaction ritual): BT /2 ZHE N FISZ ZEHEAAE R N AL 22 W0 288 1 03 BT 26 22 R R ABR  AE 7
KEHE AT NS IR R P AR, MEE WY G HEEN S EALSMURT, HPITEAESR
MEVEARERMERIBEAT A, DEREX AN ST . Rk, H2 PETHLH A 3 B =S ERUT 2%
RPERELSHRT .

IRAEAE 2 PELH], MABLIRTE R KA Mg, X FidE G SR et T AL S,
Hr “AT NE T RESTEAFIE MR T AT B IR FE R 215 SRR IS 0L KRS AT A7
(Molm, 1994). #RT0, BT AMTE BEEEMATHAYE, 4 7T EEET .. ST ISFERRNHST
T AT, FRREIR U Z AN BR R R R4 (Lewicki & Bunker, 1996). AR#E# A #3185,
X FEMHES, NHIESE— BEE, wTsERON 5 S BARRUT AN IR J), HE& LT R SE
1B, BRGNP EIRE . ZRFENKINIE Y5 RS P IK S E FE I A oy . R, 4B
PEATHER TR ZPEEMASINE, JEEE L TEE ST R, ke TEENEE, X—
WP LR ZRBFEANBEE =R

3.3. SRRl

SERIPLAR (structural mechanism) 52 A5 AR T AME R il KT SRR, 1 )5 @57 19 1R S5 H AN
SRR R A PREEEN . BN AR ERE, B BAEHGE T 9KEh(Dirks et al., 2009).
WG R B 22, EAERE S S MR IR B AR AT AN RO B By I 52 Z= 46 NIRRT 2,
BT, SXMEEE S AR ER> T aE, BN 7RI S AT BRI T R . IR
SARIE RIS FE P A 2 RV R AR A AT g/ O T T s et AR RAT 9 (AR AR TS it
BRI MG (Gillespie & Dietz, 2009). A2, WIRBLE 1AM FAFAHRALIE AT F 1T s > AT (F 47
NPEAERIRLER, EER USRNER . flan, B SRR R P IMAZEHIYLE AR SRR B R
fEfEe XL HIHLHDR Al BEAFAE AR LR fe M, B E ST UM AT 8232 (94T, 290007 UK
(BIEAT H R B I 3HE, FHARIE ST KB 1 (Cardinal et al., 2017). A>T RIEAFIZRFEA
B TRk B U, B OR T RAT AR 200/, FRR R AP BT EENUT KRR
FURTSERERE, IRMEBT AR RN BN A O DMEE S ARk, T BRI, BRite b,
WA e RE S M AN SCAL R e . PRIE,  SE A PERLAR A0 3228 A LSS AR R i PR ARV X A O T s i
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SN R, LABIIE—ANIRBE, R BT R R R A AT
4. [FIEEENERE

HZ2FHEWNR T EEEEENBEEERE. Plarer AR T —MEEEE FEEE RN B,
BFERIL. BB AV . Gillespie Al Dietz fEZHZZ 2 H TEAEAEE VYR B . Al PRHE AT
BRI RIS SR 2. ISP . fEX PR, B S R A B — i B R B R FE )
AT AN ZRAE NI RN . 56 0 Bo EAR R AIRTT, ma s A E RS S HER ST, A
Hraskh. BETREFEANKIDNED, BUHEARKRTRER B 4. =Bt RBFENRE RS Z
FEANIH% . Gillespie Al Dietz I\, T DL 2 B T a5 BEUET 2N, B U IR S AFAS
=, DESHAMEAEM IR, AR TR (S AT45 & (Gillespie & Dietz, 2009). fJafEEIUMEL, ZRIEA
IHTREZFEARSNEMANRLR, DL BAERRPIREREEE, XA Rl ZRAt N kSR m)
BEATE), DB R, 55—, RAEN X — B B JE 24T S BT R 2 R AR AT
Bt FEMPRATISMERIEANGEECNERZELBE, HAGEEEITE2EE.

Lewicki 11 Bunker (1996)tHVE4HI A 7NN EHKMEAEBEEE . MATEA B W ) 2 0 BOoTiE,
SR T EARE SR PR b 3R, Jasob iR, DLRBEDERA DRI 2 AT BAARY, ¥)4h
ARG B, WNRZRFENAKNKE T H AT IR, NEEEER A REMESOE TG, e, %
ZHENRE G E MR EAEET N £NANBEILE, BTN RIRE S e 5. /£ —
PR 5, RBEFENANZEA RN EENET, JF B EEAETHE. Y60 B, RIEATTUK
HECHTEMPIMZZIEAREE. B, ¥ P R EEE PSR TEE R A 26 fitE
SEVEREME b, fEAR EEER AR . RSP, AT N RIE & B SN R R %K
Fo BACNFLMRIEABA I E BT NREE, AR ZRIE N NG R TR 85 R, HE
HRAWE . BFEATREARIHZRIEN, INHIZKREAABER . [FINZFE AT DR Hd 2 20K
TERNSFARIE R ZRIEN, WEKR. AAEREHREH LT ROELT, SEBE TS St —P
7. FAERATREERNIBREZFEAREGHKENR, LA NEITERIT . ZLEAT R AL
UERZZRAENRAWN, EBTBEGEERR, MAREFENRM T — VLW BR A KSR, T
T B i o P 5% 2R

REBEERAE M AKCF B N A TT AR, (BERSBEE R hda —Erttt. Aok
Ui, BEEERRVILRN B HE LS S, S B R W A S P AR B, A AR L 4K 2k
FAEE R IR, AFRIHLEIE 58 a8 BASAE 5 1 K355 TANAIAE H (Dirks et al., 2009). {HAEHFFEH.
AMETT I, BB ERE BT EEE DA EE B E LS 2 A0 5 B — SO B0 SRR 1A v
(DiFonzo et al., 2020).

5. (RIERERKHARSE
5.1. HEERMEEEEFRN

B EN AN E B (B NHEALE BRI EAFAE AR KA TSR E L . — ARy, Sh=BET N
A BN T DURSEARR R IV E T, B I (R, 37 36 R o 2%, BB N 5 SR i
(McCullough et al., 2003). 5—7J71fl, BFFAHLERM, TLHRFRGIEM, ZFEANMER REEA 2 R Fp
WHE—ERTF EANT, SEEEM™EHRE, FON N ROEEIR JEH R A1 3 80T fi 4SS Rat
(Blount & Janicik, 2001). Gillespie Al Dietz (2009) W\ /8 PLIg (1 18 25 B0 512 Wi mT B 20 2H 2] {5 B 7=
ARSI, (HRR TS K YIRS B T e LRI (5 B Pm A R i . A, IS ML BT 7T 3
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B, BEENRIRHER, MRS AR 2 N 4FE_E(Moore et al., 1979). B T-#i s AIXHEEIEE
Wa PRI FEATI AL T RE DB B, ARG 5T N 4k SR R HAE B AR E I R e, DUSAH IR R 5 .

FIO7, AN WAL IR RIS T 8], "l Re 2 FEEFE AWM LA, g, 5
IR E A TR R B, SR AEDR IR OC S5 5 I 17 B3 DR 2 1) ol R T o B () )R T 8 . BRI, 18R4T 3)
FIZER A RE R BEEFEANMEE I RE =7 E R, XEEEAEEEWN, BT EEEEN TR, /£
PG ol T, FERENBEEATSEATTE, FOAEAT R NHMEEATI WS A eE, X
BEHEARB R AR . DA BT RER W] 3 R BUT S [ 5 E RS B 2 A RAAE I LR R W2
THANWMERE, ZIAERTZ NN EEEEET RS FIRZRIENEEFERTUN, 2Em K2
TINS5 5 1B EET R EIHL(Leunissen et al.,, 2012). HTETBEE & —2 XA ) #H2E(Kim et al.,
2009), FKHUEEAT NHII RS BRAREAT EAEB E R nT Rett . ARV 70N NRFE NFISZ 2246 N B A B2k
W AR T IER, FFRE A A Y€ TSI HE rhiE 3l N (8] i IR P47

5.2. (RIEEE MM EDREFSEIES %

BB E B R 2 T e O s mmt sestit, BUAEI TN 1RSI E 5 5B AR Z R R SC
A 2 RIS SR BTl Oy 1 Z g v A Se e =S80 . ESeiR it ReilaRi 17 R E R
DB THESCRR P A I RE L o RO AR IS B 200 =/ B ZirEhek), BH2)E
AMERE R A (TI)E, URHEe, R RUAKRE T2 EEEE. BT EEBERMERU —
AMKER IR, TIEMER TN ZAE AR RS R P AR I, (R R AR T 5 SR
B EM TR EEKTFRERGAESG T ZER, AR — AR E R RS A T B U R
FREMFEMEBELR. Hik, WREAELEEAKTAEEENE, SERFERE, REHK T
MHIESE, RTEARBERS R AT RS .

FERARSIE, X TR IR, AT e 2 U LR E RO 222, R B
—ERVRFIRE, AT FLE RIS A B A AT T ) ELXR R, BN TR B SE #5C 2 th W] E 2 S T 5
ORI . 1 SRR A S IS BERE, 91 SgakEEA A, NIMEIMEE 5. Boln)
55 5K ERIEA SR EE R, R LR BRI RS R RN ER, %
Wi R AE LG RITE > ORAIE o PRI, A JE i 7T it 2222k 22 AP0 A8 LA St FufBe e (A7 28k o,
BT IL EBITET . S R EE TR FF NRR, RN EEEE SR,
TIRRBACNIE E NG LA N AN S, RN 1, T BT R R &

53. RREAITEMRFEEEE

DAFE S U 922 B A FH AS (5] B SR & AE AL R — 56 43, o] LARC D IS A& 52 )5 U5 26 & R S AT
FERF (Bachmann et al., 2015; Gillespie et al., 2014), {HEEIUFF FAN I E B — LA EAR RS, B2 F R
WHELEEE S AU RUR,  DARE S T S (8] (1) T 38 DA S A b SR A5/ E R I 2R AR ISR R 3R . 22841
PR B — SRS AT AT R SE M e R BB R, 75 200 FH 2 M A R ) 58 (Bachmann et al., 2015; Gil-
lespie et al., 2014), AR AN IZIRBEAFKIE A S, AR IA RO PAT X B G NS, R EEN
TEBE.

HHMZ RN, EEEER IR, SHREHZ MRS EER TR E R — A EE
IR FE R S TH =MARBHLEI RSB S, HEEMYLHEGEE — MR A, S TR R
) —/NURE 5 TH (Bachmann et al., 2015), 7] LU T @48 FH X Lo LR (5 448 Z (Dirks et al., 2009).
YHTAFNLEIER G4 SR AL, F LS HLEEE S N R SSERF TR . Wl AR A BRS SRR b
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SLEEG R, MBS AL CE ST AR I BRAR, R AR RAZ AT 7 I i 4 15 2 ) R
6. B4

BAES AL TA ARG S , RAR SRR, e AR R E I . A SCE AR 45
RTIBETE, ARGt 7 EEBERE S, WEINLE, Bk TEEEENER. FEEREHR%RE ik
i EANWIR R NI, A 5 7O N A S E LRI A R SRE 3, Sl S BTN 2=
BT, JF5 R R RER S AR B T, W Z R BRI R EER R .
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