32 i R F

o J6BsRE v B e SR 1) 48 B4 X

&EE BAKE KRAT

(BE] EAEBORF, TR BE RS GRS TR Y FHHA oo
RiakBmA BT, MARIBIEREGRTARGITAALR; EXRATS
Mrohd R e AN BRSPS, I RE BIAE RS T K0 R AR
A TR R, B vk B R 45 R S B h o me T R A AR A B A R ek 6 HOR
BRI RGBT, i X FEdm B2 AE & T a3k
RAGPTAEGIEIRSE T, AH BRSO FR, FHBIERABIEG S L
AR NAL A A 4 3P40 22 R e R AL AR ok R 12, 22 3 BUR P15 A B 3 K wk at,
Wiy AERRKABRAG IR LI, FH S UK RRBEIFER, TR
NEREFPOLEIER B AN, DA RA PEARAERTRYIBEEHR,
TALBh AT EALBR PO LA E L&Y K,

[£gR] BT hALHE #HE g

[FEHES] D63 [ XEKFRIRAG] A

[XZHS] 1674 2486 (2022) 03 -0179 - 17

AR, DIEIHE (nudging) AARRMATHREAEALBOER P H &5 Al 7 &
HHh A, IEEREE 4T RAILE " (behavioral public administration) X — 38 X
RS, A AR T A IBUOR AT AR (RREE . R, 2019;
UM, 2018; B AL, 20205 KB4 44F, 2018; Lodge & Wegrich,

* ATARRT, REWERFOCEFRFLMEA; @b E: B0 E, @FXFRAR K
FFERFRBIL; KR, AFXFALRBRBETRFZRARNAL, BMBILE LFF £ Rt
AL FEILL ZB

EE2RB: HEFALARALLFFAE “"ERLRAKERAOALS Y RMNAIRL
(19YJC840030), AR F XA LR ALHFHRLELAD “ KA AL T A LA 65 K KR
T Besmblhl 5 & IR Sk R AFR” (ZB22BZ0109) .
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2016; Paul et al. , 2019) , fEH—DAEME, B HIE N5 B AR A
EK%&@%@Q,ﬁf@ﬁﬁﬂﬁ@ﬁ%%XT?%ﬁAW#ﬁ P Sk
flh b, AR BRI B A ) T R W 5 S SR AT Dy ) U O e 2, A B )
A TR AR T R ) Y e PR 1) | 3 TR O T DA e R A R R i =
HRE (FE) . ZEH, 2009) ; M7EAILBORE N )Z T, Xk B 5 g i B A
SR B D T BOF TR A9 A TR, Ak Ak 0L 0l A 9 SR
%% ( Griine-Yanoff & Hertwig, 2016)

ZEICEEI], B AR RO 2 IR 55 A AR AR AL, JF EIRAS T R AOR, HE
TG E 5 SR 5] & TiE 2858 (Ewert, 2020), U@ﬁ%
BZRIEERE A M ZEAT H, BAEARBER P T HER S B &EESS
PEEFEAS EM (Hansen et al. , 2016; Wilkinson, 2013), ﬁé)ﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁ@ﬂﬂfﬁﬁ
W BT 5 S ) A8 FXU RS f%@%ﬁ%iiﬁ%ﬁleiiggﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁéﬁi ( Croson & Treich, 2014;
Ledderer et al. , 2020) , 5 il /D38 7855 PR X — Fir e, B 9F A8 2 00 R0 2R a0 2 T ke
/D ] A T A T B % BL A o

NG, AR SCAL S IR 2 2 S B HE SR ) 48 BEFEAR J?H,Zjﬁﬂ/\ﬁ*ﬁ%
) 5 S SRS 2 AT IR R s P A 9 Bl HE SRR 0 IX 8 T B Y 1R, D
%%%ﬁﬁ@ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%%ﬁ;%Eﬁi&%ﬁ@%?@%ﬂ%iﬁ@ﬁ%
A S B A e v K, DA R 22 S 0 0 S BSR4 R A A Y B 48 2
R, T S I R A 2 IR ORGSR A S

=, WEER P ELIE R

Xof Bl A A4S BT RBE BT O B S B ) R S B SR s H AL A 2 . e,
P27 J2 T A48 P58 T e — A TR LA, R PR A A AN, R T AR
S 2 TR B A 1 S R B R R I 22 o I — )= DA BEAEDE U B O 3t A AL
EATEETT Tk B e e B, AR T BRSBTS, IR SR
TSR R 5K o U R B2y B AT 2R R A

(—) XBEFTHFNMEITHEEENEEHRF

— P e B DE B i ) B AR R e BE AR B A O, EEm AR
YAV T 2 i AT S H 19 HhE S [ [y SO A R
(2005) £ GEAH) RN “HKREZEXNAEA BT A, i)\j@
KA RS RURAT S T B R A SRR s v, 1A SR TEAT B 2 &
AR FEMATER, BIEAS SN A H EXKKH” (hbertarlan
paternalism) JXUKS , 38 38 & HA A BREEE SR DL X P8 A B A R A HFAE, (X
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P AR AE “KK$” BAF ., #lil, Hausman F1 Welch (2010) AR, ¥
Bl o PA—Fik PSR s S A o SR Y Oy Ok AT O (FR . R,
2009) 7, ARG AA RSV, RER HARSSm “EAF AR [nlkk T B4
AFE KRS . fEHEFI B/ ok, B SC Rl “ ik (shaping) a3 “#RHN”
( manipulation) P FH B EFMmMEA/E A ( Vallgarda, 2012; Wilkinson, 2013),
XA L IR LT W E 1) A F1E (autonomy) Ao

LA FE BTG L, PR — Hm A AR R, (HX M S A ok
T OATREAER A TR E AR N, W White (2017) 428, & AT N &% ¥
FITE , N3 A7 75 3 3 0 A R 22 BN R R BR I8 4 ik 5 B M s 47 i JE
JSGFR) 2 AR A AL 1 5 itk o () T 58 15 220G T 0w DL I I 58 © R B, BID e 3 Al 4
FLSCAFAE, AXEAMERR P00, DR B ) i SR S B B RGBT AR
R (Riley, 2017; White, 2017) o HATHL, BUK H & & 1Y i 47 IF A B2 51
A 2 AH— B0 (Hertwig & Ryall, 2020) , 40, B E & & & MIE A AR R
PRE R . S 75 H0E HARTE A AR B 230 15 15 60 LA R 2 75 EL A A A 25 ) 4 55 )
MBS SO o I, BORHIE & 1Y BRI Z 2 48 A ARS8 BUR € H AR RE T,
TBEFEN B b A AR Bk E, MBHERBER T X - HAZEE (Grine-
Yanoff & Hertwig, 2016) ,

XF e EE AR B EER B B FE SRS, A R SR S5 ) A &5 2R
SEMSFIRRTHT O B T, XA T AMEXT B BRI SR R A gy, B
HIEMASES ., SEMMRR ., B 2 s 7X MEm B, HoR ik
FIFAE AL (Mols et al. , 2015) o XAAXLT G T A H F4, R 5T 8
MEE FIANPIFUIE B B17 8 22 1920 Hot 9 5 32 3 il > 4k 1) S8 2% 5%
BURE Ty, Wi g H Bl G o o o o o B A8 A5 B O FPE (Rizzo & Whitman, 2019;
Vugts et al. , 2020) o 40, AAE 5 R 1 0 AR W) I B AR 2 B R
A E Y ST ALE E , EORE O BT R Bl HE SR W S s s T A 3 B TR
B (Dworkin, 2019)

B 52, WARBIAAE MRS B FrEE T A RILHET ¥, JF
1 SZ IS FE T B XS SR 8RR BR ], SR AT B A SRR, SCRRE S
ATLECR . TEMATE K, A ARBEIAA — X A% 58 24 L BUR RS &, HA75 AT
M IR B B 2 AT N Z BIECR A (Hausman & Welch, 2010; Weber,
2017), AR “HUERL” X — st 2 LA E B HE 7 8 B ()2 T B AL T 45 #
AL, EMCALA R B R A R EART, BRI AN E X Bl 3 SO
FXEGNZERT R, XTI A SR P Ir sk S E A, AR T
— R R E LA ILBOR LY
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(=) XfSERRBYHERBEAEIEIE M

FEORTE KRN, 1 2R A8 BRAE DG W] K] 23 hy A [) Bl # 56 mé i) 48 B XU L B 4
PN EE R A RFAR BRI EFE RX =2, ENZEATREHTMES, B
B RSB Y 32 B BE OIS AH TR, ATE AT SEAT AR A ST Y B A

1. RF) R A B3 SRowk xd B R B A2 B 69 46 22 R

PhHESRE MG 2R BRI or A ZAal 4707 . Hob, DU PIRP R 43 05 vk 22 DL B
AR 2 S SR FH e 048 B KU O R, B TEOAS ) 28 Y B A SR BT X L ) A8
TR R BT 1Y) 22 57 o

Baldwin (2014) $2H, FIARSE B =501 3 EVER T R, 4 B 4k
MR 73 AN o B — B (fivst degree nudges) i it 42 AL 5 (0 15 B 5L
PEMER RO, ARG L WA T BRI ERTER B2
BT, XA BT W RN, B RBHE (second degree nudges) S 7E XS
A7 R e B 3 B A Bl B, DL A Y e Bl 1) 2 3 SR B U B 5 1
WAEBINE I B N BOA R B BRI, BAREE AW BRIk, il
TAMRIAT B B F Pk 00 B 23 3 BOLAE AR S 2 w4 2 ax A B e, PR A
PR B B & T8 — i, AR OB S T TR E B
ST I PEAG 0 o 2 = B4 (third degree nudges) # K& AT N B #I5 3)
PLEY B3, JF R B &F, anAe & M & py B3t B, WA AT RE 51 & Y T i)
it B S SR 1 2 PR oA i A 40 WA 1) BB 4 o B BELAS T A A S L Y
Ae T, HAMARBCME® I B %858 . #E0k, Ruehle % (2021) 2, 5/ —2)
TR Z AR VEE T S8 B HE 2R LT BOA R A S HYE, HARHE A A Ak
PEAL, (HIE LB TR SR IS AR TE 20 IR B a9 KUK, PR & i R
s 58 = RN HEAAAE X AT Dy 1 # 0 ELJC 12 3 Aok A, 56 W 1K T X MO AR R e,
B A R

734k, Hansen il Jespersen (2013) #R4E-R/EE (2012) XU LIHIE H X &R
i1 MARG2 WXy, KD e — KB (type 1 nudges) FN5 — 2K B #E
(type 2 nudges) , A& @AW RG 1 H SRR BGE K, AW MRS 2
MR EEAE s J5 A N LAY ) 2R g 2 Y S B JELAE S B R Bl e R, Rt
KM HE R AT i e R, M R R E A R AR, TRk
FLil F, Hansen F1 Jespersen (2013) X 5| AiEBTE (transparent) LS. B HH
PEAE LB A IR E Bl HE A AE AR AT H AR, RO 20 A B A B HE O AT 4 LD R AN fel 52
Wi etk % (Loewenstein et al. , 2014) . 255 B EZ R AEW] 57, W BHESL
By AR . JoiE IR RS — 2R B e (BRI | A AW PR A — 2K Bl
e (AL RERRGIER) . TTEUIERSE 2600 (225 B HESR)
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A BB KB (et R ) o Hansen Fl Jespersen (2013) Ay,
A BTN E —RBHES T A L n9A7 o, A% B PE 0 55 2R Bl HEBUR R8T
AT, PIESAAETEAR BEXRS 5  TJC 5 B M 0 565 — S A8 2R B HE ) 2 #8290
10, PRI e AR BRRURS:

TS 0 B A S S ok o B 4 25 A B R ) 4 1 A R e 2k A g B 4 AR
FMSIRVE AT, (M AR I8 B AT 45 40 B SC B A R OK . T3 Ak, B HESE R R R )
T RWAEE — 284+, BN, Baldwin (2014) M5 —ZBIERAKK DT A E
P, (HRRAVERE B X Fh T HUROE G Al AR “BiiE” U5f =il BRIk,
X SR P R R A T AR A B S, AR AR R [ R T R
ZS (R, g R 4 s WY T N O 0 A R

2. R Bh AT B8 4 B osF E AL

Il HE SR W A5 LA AT A LA S5 02 W AR B8 8 SRR YR 0 Ok 2, HoAA Sk
— HR IR 2T bR S A E R B A OR BTz, BT R RE
RGO JE R AT A A B AL, Hp > E Y [R) R B A OF ((distributive
justice) [A]f3i, Roberts (2018) #EH T “PifE” (nudge-proof) BIMES, EHIEN
AR HVREE RN Z B 1 s U, [ — b Bl 4 SR e S W] BRI A R A
HRIE) S AR, X SO Ok U S B et oA, BRSE BB H AR 55
Bi” Ceffort tax) g, 4, 38 3ok 428 5 o W A 1 A B 2 40y W S5 1% BB 4 5 s E %of
TR E 2R Ucas , EXF SR CRERTE, B W A% A7) He 42 807 B S RE R
Wi U SEAT S o BIHERY S I 3 Sunstein (2021) 3 2 L F 43 BT 22 - [ @ 2 1 Bl 4
MIRCRTCHE B A W v, BRI B 10 3k — B #fE SR m B 2 18 IR ARG & TR i =
53, (A ] e AE I B LA & 09 AR TR B0 R RE PR e AT R B, W 2 Y
TRAEFETRRILLE A Y, B, WRERGS IR AL ZAE NGRS
SR E BEAT SR Wi s, 3 i XU 398 0 A NHDE . HOBhHE R SV aE Ak, 204 5
PR R 55 0% B 5, A A BRI AN P A5 B R AN, X AR S B A
SR TS AR ALY H BRI 5

XS 2P E s T B HE R A T S ORI B (8 B A R ol H T
5, AECRA BT R W IH RICIEE (pareto improvement) UM, RIFEBCA fd
AT ANBE O BN FTE T, i = — D N B, B AR W L X — A,
TR A& NBUR AT 805 10 AR B0 IR P AR B M . 50 BOSR 17 40 2 1B
T2 E B ERESR b, g A B — M UL RE 08 B SRz, dn i,
U TCVE K BUR 1918 B2 5 B 58 2 B T AT 8803, T o S R At 0 fE V5K .
Hogz, B 2 7Tin RE A, RENATFHFERSET AL P (Cohen,
2008) . T H, MHRFLMLAATT EE5AFTK (Quong, 2010), — HF¢E HEIA
JCk 57 B T ok B AR R, B HE 0 N AR S e Ak S AN A, XA R T B
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e T AFLBUR B B MR A PR . I, Y BUR P Sk R Bl o & Ik 45 T
ISR, 75 A% A A A A AR TG A7 g Y )

3. BhAEBREZ P E R E N

Bt P2 H AR & R, B LIAT R R Bt @k 25, HH /2 HR
Bt Bz 7= A o 7R R g8 AR, 3 T R s 1Y Bl 4 SR s 2 38 I TR S AR
RS B AH S 2 A R R L T ak — R, DLSEBUR IO RS B . T gk
ity . PeftE WAL B (Setra, 2019), Ak, AOFFRFRE T “EdE "
(digital nudges) RYRER, e 8 o B0 20 58 09 # Je TR SE L i A AR R
TR — R 5 A e (Schiill, 2016; Seetra, 2020; Yeung, 2017) . %
FEohEEE A MAIE R — 2B (micro-nudges) SR, WA, —
S AW HE, GnAeE A b B HE(S B4 (Petrakaki et al. , 2021),

fH2, B B HER AT o i 28 TR A BRI A, OB A5 B AR L R A
AT G  RRAE PR . — SRS B AR R R R, T RN R X R R AR
MmEIHFAEY, HILEAGRILS NRBAAKE (Gandy & Selena, 2019); —j&
AR KRESE W ST AE SR AR, HR B KREmAEESS M Rm e s
TEA AL 2 A (Seetra, 2019) , oAb, o dl B 4fE 38 & B A 0 98 1 R v A0
BROE, EREBEMEUIYE, SRS A Ra R SLB i, He s
8 CBET R T CERHET (Swetra, 2020) . A UG E K BE B HER N
“HHIHE” (hypernudge) , 5 R B B HEAR LG, s B e B T O 2% 4k
R B, S A4 RS R R IE, L FC g B A T s ( Yeung,
2017)

X—J7 BRI E ROk B TR B H R B AR BB R B RN B
F14) 40 3 4 TS e 28] Gl S35, B AT R P S B e R ) R S A R R R DR
Z IS A1 o A R B FA WG A A B A TE I XE . B AL A SRS
BRGEVIIBW, BN A O ER A BSR4 25 8] ( Cohen, 2013) ., BhifE
R BREA G255 MR TS, F R T B e B 2% 5 () AR 3R 43, IR 4% Bl & 1
e B A 5 5230 T 2 v AR AN T R R

=, hEXHEMCERENCH B M
XRS5 2 B HE 09 SRR CAR T I, A D K Bl A B T2 3t
AT AE AR B 2 m] i o 3 4 07 SO e, BRI B R A T R i fe

N ME (ethical values acceptably) o A< 4DU%T B 4F2 55 W 18 B 52 8 119 1E S5 49 J7 i
— SR PER L, P AHESRANIE 1 R
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iR ] B A B B ) AT P A A

YR m MR A

A

| B KT
i TRRE IR TR

A

B g P DL R A2 XU

A

SR T BEFHER : SrBe P SRR I HE R S BRASCR LS IR HA S P E

BoR@AE: Hlahife B HAT I E B i s B X

B 1 RAER B R R I8 &R 5 [ A
FARR: EH B

(—) s2iEBERERENBRAEMIEHRE M

Bl #E 1) i H 2 R 0B 3 By A X AR B FE M T BUF R AT O B . 2R A
FIH (2009, 254 -268) f5 i, BUMN FIA LA AT G b 7R 23 3 BOR R
SRR R, R 2RI BOR LR I A Rk, PR B, RS
BUOR U, A E XS i g B, X RPALRIERREAL 7T W, BEATTLT- A
AR —Felr s (R, 2021: 3), WL, AIBORX AR B R
HIHSE CAZ, MAEHFE ., Mmt—k, ML AR BIEIHER A,
T ECR I E # R PR GE, — @ RN “1RI7 5 “ME” AR
A1 2R J AN T sl G i), PRI o B4 17 sk o 8 3 B B L SO 0 L

SRR BORM L, BT A il A B SR g 5 oy R A HOE B AR T
PEo £ Osman (2016) R, 3X—5RME S22 HEFR AT O 52 3 B K BUR 55
[ 58 2 3248 DL (8 0 oy Sl 09 A2 35 O 28, (ELATR R B 20 ARAS I A At 18 AL A
BIaN, 38 A R 5 AR DR A el B PR AT O A AT W A B SE B, HLIX I R
DARALR IS (Christian, 2017) , [Wlf, B FHEAT T3 B9 A
SEHET A N N WAL, R F IR NI A A2 3k o e T I 42 Bk
2 A B R VE R A BRIk [R] U, A AN 2 IR A A A E (0 (R
A ARMER S ), T A AR AR S B A9 4TS (Ngrnberg et al. , 2016)
W, R E MR 3 3 HE T IO Y A% G s 3 BRSO B R S S 1
4% ( Cookson, 2013) .

3 — (] 7 L S P S T 8 %o 2 e R e Bl A SR 0 4 B o B T L BUR
A5 BAA WS BRR) @ rh 5 1) A R v R R . i T A SR BUR A
B AR AR A B HOR T 5 S U 5 I U 45 5 1k, B N TE 18 31
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@t (XVEFds, 2020) . PG, X AR RN ARG B, RAE W, AIRBURA L
(14 18 B 4 05 B AE 22 38 BN iy A 1) A B KRS 475 2 B4 AN SR ] 1]
A UNATRTA B AG FR 248 BEXU Sk B AT R 0 BOR H bR g SE Bl AR, T
O SCBORA By (14 48 B IR) U B 3R O H AR B B AR A B, e, R
B N A 3 B2 68 iR A6 B ST BE A 5 22 B [0

(=) 3EhniE BAHE DA BE R (2 32 XU BE

S B 2 T ) — A BRI Ok B T B 40 B HE SR PR sk = 0 Y D B A A8 X
Boo AR &N, 2 AR AA OR B HE Y& WV, DX B 3 P 0 mb
23/MRZ (Sunstein, 2015), {HJ&, 3§03 W] 2L AT 5 23 il 55 B #EROCR . it
SCREE TT 06 -4 B HE AT DARE A 2003 B E e o i, A WF 50 a5 ACER A 0
R IHEDRCHE, JFBCE T S AMORRZE R & WIVE AL U T BRI 0 AE R e
Wi BRI T 5 B A B0 R ) B ] R, 4 IR R TG 8 2 IR R 2 R 1 3 W)
R RGNS 5% O BBHYT, WoARRBEMBIHERCR (Bruns et al. , 2018),
XU IHE R DU E W HA R o 73 A W28 2 R DT S AR SE g R xS ke 7 H 42
HEIE T B HE Y T 00 w5 BRI B M R k{5 B2 G I T IR, 45 R R B I A
5 PRVEAE BAHSSE & 00 T TSR W b B Al Y B4 B A %, X U B B A RO AU
T HER EWIME, AL T B F 6 (Zimmermann & Renaud, 2021) . &4 #F
FERL I T30 E IR 2 H 55 BN S I TR R A RGN 2D IS Sh i T BACR
G5RRIEINS MG I 1 RS e 20 0% S i K, LA TR R R A G T Y
WEE, Z25FURNEZHT LS (Dranseika & Piasecki, 2020) , 7 A %5
B, BRI I B 4 A B A R X TR BORMR A, (B A A
M TR B (Paunov et al. , 2020) .

DL b X Se i o0 B8 A — e FR B U W] T 4R aE WA B TR MR Ae BT BE, H
X —J7 ANBEAHE) T =T A B HE SR MDA B In) o LS, JFHE BT A B HE SR g #R AT )
IS 37 B HLAA R WA BESE B, TR T AL 2 MRS B B HE SR Mg I, AT Ak
MAEHEN (M2 5% “WHEE, MR RZEANIEEE N T2
. PIABESERW], AAT2 32 2 A7 R FE & ny s 2052 e, 7 ) 234 il Bl
HERLE  (Kantorowicz-Reznichenko & Kantorowicz, 2021) . K, & W4k & 0T REAK
DA A 48 JRURS: , HHAE TS AT A R BR o

(=) BIFMEMNIRARUBIEECENE

S L [l B 37 R T B A B9 S B BOCR R IE B HE H AR R RS2 A AE BN (R, X
— 3T 5 By 4 L BE A 23 BE 2 o 18] A5 | kB T4 SR 1 B BE A X . BT, RS
BUR A E BUSATFE R R IGO0, 10 AR X 2828 S e, B4R I 1 B HE Y
fR T %o AR . Gz B DL R ER QR ARG, T AR AT O A 5 AR TR A [
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FAHOH, HERRT SO RAE R B b, A5 B ik & B3R 5 4 1F kg
BT B — A, WA X B S AT S T B R S A R, A — A
AU HERAT A e I, BRI A O N BE 9K B S Ay r TR (M R SR,
2019; Kelly & Barker, 2016) , 1R7E H AT Rrb, AT H ALY T 59 f 15t
B (BARMBEEY), XBREAAEM ELRTE, 5 &M IRE SO A
O, JE A B U IR AR M T ) 4 o PR B A RICR o T S LD £t B 1 4 A T
IR A1) ) 7 25 114 By 4 5 e 0] T 5 I sk 2 BHL T A R0 b AR E A R AT O . Rt
B HERCHE T A ILEOR A B ARG, 3R m T2 AR BOR N M IR R T A S0
45 (Paunovetal. , 2020; ZE#gSE, 2021) , X SEHERN 40y Bl 4 B A & B )
Hify (Halpern, 2015) .

HW, D R BOR AW J1. e R, it s k.
SRR D AT RE B 22 WTH S B A 5y 2 B B HERY 2w, HE T BE A AE A
MT H BB IR (Mrkva et al. , 2021) . WX —HARE, BIETFAR
B KA V55, BT HI 59 A 55, iAh, AR B ER) B 8 7E T8 P H AR E 2L 18
N, B2k B A] R 2 S T IE R (DiSilvestro, 2012) . #il4n, [a] 23 AR
FEALOC TR fE H MR 18 B HEMR B, TR 2 TRk B MR A
ot HHRFZR BT EXE A O 5T R YL (Wilkinson, 2013) . X Fh
B 25 T 4K R U AN 5 T 16 B TE A2 ) Bh HE SR ms, PR b B R B OE 2
( Sunstein, 2015) ,

AR N e H I A A B (B B SRR RN ST BE A 2 I) BT AR 1 [R) LAY S 3 2
S, HOBU5 4 ar & ks DL SRR B S0 . X BEIS IR B o8 2 R, HA)
AT AATERAM T BRI H SRR

(M) RITEANESR RN ERK

1% 2t Bl HE F0 R B #E /Y XN FE T 05 8 0T B B IR s sh L 5 Bk
MESIM, FEGE T 1% 50 B 48 23R 55 09 i e 75 25 ] RE 7R B0 B HERY 5 5 R
M. i, & — 28 JF & ik M T 8088 B e 1 B XUR: 19 i o ik 12
(Toannou et al. , 2021) . X5 515 5K BUR BUR G 41 2178 Wi 48 A4 T 25040 ok 52 31
B S, 5 780 AR BN B B A 3L E 4 (Prainsack, 2020) , i R &4 B 4
A ER N EI . B, T4aER “(han#m A AT AE” (artificial intelligence
for social good) FJFEANWIBEE N, 248 LN T BEROR M At 2 [ (Hager
etal. , 2017) . MKHEIX —PE, Hols B HERNESE A £E (autonomy) | R 15 FH
( prevention of harm) . /A (fairness) A7 Ui B (explicability) PU fp 3 A& )y (&
W (Umbrello & van de Poel, 2021) . 33X £ (B 0 W] 47 &y — & 51 B A9 16 3 A1
o, W EHHERSCR B TR P, O g E S 5 AR AR AR 5 A AR A
THAEASHM ISR, @ ETHWERMRERSE, TR R
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IR E P 20 BB BB HE R RUR s BRBE B U0 IR 0 e 3 g P 3R L A R
WP B HER) B AR P AT ORI BaFL s %55 (Foridi et al. , 2020)

TEIXSEAR FE AL Y0 A 48 5 T, BCHE B #E 09 S2 B AT SR A (8 BB AR B3
(value sensitive design) E 5N VE 45 5 07 1, BIVAE B A B it o 7 vb 44 3% A
I E B 284 % & (Friedman et al. , 2013), DLk 8 B X & . Capasso £l
Umbrello (2022) DI 5 Alexa Y B2 IR (i 52 G2 i 58 091 o U B 4 o] £ ) 3X — 3%
kT S EUE B a0, ORI B R 948 BB YE R X - B0 R AT BE 44
ARAL TR, G0t TR B b G A A (W A8 BB S B AL SE PR BT R, DARE
RS A B4t B 48 2 XU o

ORI KA B A Sy B B SR T R R AT AR,
RSN T HAR T 3t i X BE oAb, 52 B2 10 AY BT SRS 2 DR IR B 3 i A ]
DAL A AT 3 - S8 491 0 A B Sy At 50 41 1 3R s 4 3 S RO B, r R O S B
IR By BT 1 3t B 425 E (Capasso & Umbrello, 2022)

M., EBECELINMNATERER

TEAG SR BLAE A RTEE T, B4 ol RUBOh 52 BE 22 3L UK H AR B9 A 23 T
H (Grilli & Curtis, 2021) , {H B A9 48 B BT R: A BE A L BOR R ) 52 . hAT
SPP I e A XA BN B — Rt St R AR, O A B $H A
AR %Y S XF (Engelen, 2019) , AT AN W7 5 B8 2 S8 B85 1) AR Joit K JHG 52 B 07
o FATTEA B B M 18] B 2% Ak K2 2 B 48 BRR SR ORI 5t B8 /o R vb L I 4 S
A RE LR G (1 77 U I I 8] G BB 2 R AR o A oK Xk 2 f B 9 A2 B 4
WA AT RE I A B A v [ 35 A9 0 P 2 1 — 265 o 1k ) S8 28 5 i

(—) B AHEBRTUFHEHCEXY

R SCRC R LR A R R 22, HHNAE kA TOF 5 E R
BIHERE RS, Mok & “w " X R A B TR fr RS NS, )
Faok BAEFIZALF (2018) WE5HY “BUNAT N - A RMEE” SRR, 17 A3
BN R AR T EUM AT i B A2 BRI T R0 I . PRI, 28 ARO6) Bl 4 1) 285 3
IO AE) B A8 B4 1) O B 4 o

AR, WFFEE B &2 A B4 T A L BOR b i S BT AT SE . B
AOFERYT, BAHERN T T S BOR b AT BB SR AT B 19 4 AR SCRE (Evers et al.
2018 ; Junghans et al. , 2015; Krisam et al. , 2021 ), {HiX —%5i8 M =454 w
GURE R AN o S, 25 AR A R 45 R ) Bl R w4 A7 B O S AR A . R
PRI &, e flt R RN <22 4 45U B B B 2 5 W % (Junghans et al. , 2015;
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Sunstein et al. , 2018) . Bl & 7] — Fl Il 4 e W, L2 A b2 52 Tt 47 76 59 bR 2%
S, ARG B T BRIA I ALE B SRR . B MORE AR = A BB B 2 g
B, AR BULE SRR IR AR 2 R AN U, 25 A BRI A L
PR A U A S B R 4R a5, IELAE B HE B 4T BR U 3F R AT (Yan & Yates,
2019) , EALRBITCEI, YIRS 5 LU =7 LA A T — A Bk
TR SR AR O A R I , 25 UA S BRI AR R A IR R R AR
AR (Linetal , 2018) . X—S5HLPRBL T 807 SRR AT I 5 S b, L3R
R 50 5 15— e 2 BB R 28 Okt B 3 (0 25 B 0 RS B — o 38 A RS0 1o T B o
0 4T B P B2 i 0 50, 4 SR TR KB RS R 5 2 1 9 90 b
515 24 A 23 B0 T HE M R S RS (Reynolds etal. , 2019) , X4
S 2 AR [ 25 1 BSR40 T P T O A R 1 4 U

IR SEBOR O S — LB 2 0035 A AL, L2 A% 1 B OO A R,
SEERPI TN CRIT (IR " A CIEED " R ()
SRR SR BTS R IL, h AL AT SR L 2 A o A T 9 b A
O s 259 B 7 SR (UL L 4 O T 05016 L T B A A K Rt
T (Treger, 2021) . BCBLHIZ O A 7] 3 i 146 30 37 395 4 36 W 0 9 1 o2
BB, A, AR SR S HLRIE X 5 WA e B2 5, A
AR IRE RO X 55, FCEh UK T AL 858 (Moser, 2007), X &%
SR 7 49050 B 16 30 4 38U 7E 56 D0 2 RGN BRI F A7 A 0 5 B g 25 40 0 4 3
TEAC I B A HE B0 oh |y B i 345 % | VLT A AT I 40 o
B AL SR LR Y A6 B GE 24

(Z) FEEZTEEHAREERTRK

P S L 25 R R G B — A T R R T, W AN AR BT A A AL
v MOPFRE N EE YRV LY, EESRE A S WA T, K
W PR AT S T 2 1A 3R IR A B R A2 2Rk AR Y B HE R A5 SRR B Kk
S W AFAET X, X7 BT R SRR H OB L 1 SSIETESE o DL 4
RS ], 8 R (R A R T AT AR SR AN E, R AT DL ke
SCAEREE A AT S, (EURT SR A PR A B B I K R R Y O S SO e
T A 8 it B 2R IR BRI 2 TR B0 8 2 ) R AR 0, T ol B 4 5 s Sk R A Tk K
AR T e AR B B A9 AT O H AR 355 A IR A 25 BE I, B 9 L 30 2 3 S
fEM (Dewies et al. , 2021) . SEBR b, AR 4 BRIA e 1001 $E 55007 64 5T 73 B &5 158
Je B BRIA R T 15 1Y B 4 ROR 2 2SS ST o, AR G R B R A B
BOREAE . RN HRZ . ERRAE B T B e (BT 58, 2022) 0 k4R n i
J5RE I SR s At RREA T O ) T SR s b RURE Iy A B AR

D, RHE A R M T A S B T R R BRI, L B 42 U T b B A
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TR ZE A A AT R . fln, 44 FA 1R 2 [ 5wl AR A= & R R, A=
TET 49 B0y SR s T B (500 38 7 A T k4% Bl s i ORI A A O 2 4t
R OE 1 A B A R 4R v A T A R AR . AN, Bl L % 5
SEEH A FEORB LG XTI, B (boost) nJ 5 B HEIL A KL % 1Y
G EIRAR . 5 BN HD R T H AT AR TR B g 36 E T AR AR 3
AE /13597 (Griine-Yanoff & Hertwig, 2016) o Wi 25 45 n] £6 18 F 19 BUR S 52
FEorRIERON, e A L BORM G E (SkB4E5E, 2019) 3t Al ik 4
TR REA R R B = 45 DR 3O LA I S R ST, 2 T A RE A2 1 4 0 ik
g, JFBIRHEA R A2 o UL, BUR . PO 5 Ll AN B S BETT Y
BRI | AT . P LR IR T NE, RO L EOR H ARG
PASEBR SR 20 3R o e Ah, TR 5 DA R 4 7 2 SE BOR b i 7 B O S B O
MIARATE R R, A S B 3 o 56 & I AE BB 5E (Hanse et al. |, 2016) o X —3r.
Gy n] R 22 B AR I8 A 1] R A 48 B AR SR T SR BOR A B 18 B 0,
o T S M2 A DAy e T 4t R TR AR B IR AT [ B ) SR P R g s, DT B £
e B O A Z A0 A8 B TR] BB 25 T B SRt 5 | A i et

(=) MAAKBRABESHIEEESR

Argiett, AFREURMA B IS g — My, B HE R T AR i B SR AR
AW T AILEOR A AT o LH (R, 2021) o X —HEH BRI AR 98 1)
B AE 2 JE O T rh 48 B0 e, (B A Oy 22 i B Ak AR B BUER A T A £ Y
BB VENEHEMEME 5 SRR a LR, JUPAL I A SLBURHE W e
BRIO) @, PR, B A0 A 3 v R il A 2 S TR SR 4 I B A 114 4 BELAE 22 o D A
TR IXAAA] Ay B A B ) ) A R SR IR TR T R AEAE S, WA B Tk
58 3% A L EUR S B NS

DLBOHE R BRI 2 1Y 28 36 TUAE U0 ), 8 3k TUAE (R B2 K i 48 118
FLEE A YA PLF I R A B T H, JREIE T AR R BB HE 2R R 48 S0 k. X
S 22 RO T 7E B AN 3 kL T R XU B AR g R 55 2 ) HOA
SEAf; (Baum et al. , 2007 ; Jaffe & Hope, 2010) . #lan, A HiSHEZR HA 52 BR
MHYE, DNAE/REA 2 EE 4 (Nuffield Council on Bioethics) 3 Jj T7EA
A ERECY (o E TN R A ol S | B Ry P T S (1 B ¢S (B 3 N % N RS P
4 (Lee, 2012) . HA%¥#H (Tronto, 1993; Tronto, 2010) #2H 3¢ £ 48 H
1 (Care Ethics Theory) , %Pt LB ] & SO AT #5520 AR Z B B9 A 55 56 &R
Rt BRI —J7 W — 5 A 2R WIREUNR, T 55— J7 WA
PAFH LR, MRS P4, BEASBEMABIN S %45 (Engster, 2020) , Xff
SRR P IS 32 N L “ 27 (attentiveness ) 7 “ ] Jif ( responsiveness ) ” “ 3% {T:
(responsibility) ™ F1 “J:/E S (competency)” M%7 H 3 ( Tronto, 1993)
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DL B2 SR B A SR 10 5 B 4 i 48 B 08 VIAH OC , i 26 HR FL 4 5 HE 2 AT
Oy BIAREAE 2% 3 UK Hh 1 48 BN 4 11 52 e A I

(M) SRHEEFRREZBDENCERRTS TMEEK

B4 4 4 L 44 DS S AR ab RV P9 T S A T [ 8 BB S R PP OR AR e AL
fift o AT, T B 2 6 BOR A 18 B n] A7 M 9 SEUE B 9T R 2 2R T 0 O BUA
PR ECCA T 5, Bk 2 A8 2 SE B T A8 BRI R R G e T HE,
AR E R BA R IR A 2 45 530 E 58, A AN A8 A B E AR L
Lok BUR B S AR RR RE S HRAF AR BOR 22 57 o Sunstein 5 (2018) 7R A LB, F
] 2 A6 Bl 17 FH A T 0 2 Sk B3R 4348 e B T M s i A o X AT R IR T R
I 2% AR e RO (AT, PR A0 BOU 1 R 0 B s L T BB oy T o [ 2 A
1A A ST BB, PG B 7 DR B X b By 2 SO AR (B0
vk, XU, 2020) o BEAL, A ESE R R E SO0 TR B FE A I LA
WAV A2y, XAETHL APP 5 R LA I & R4k AR F S E A
SO RBL, A E A AR B AR TIHE IR A/ EA A BRI, W
K 5 LB S Y At S VIR OG0 . (U, O EIRE P E A AR K
OB BEIR) R, 1T R B A AT S0 A8 B TR) BB AT AN TR Y (P 51 5 S BB 3
NN RE ST o3 AR b [ AL 2 B B n (S SRR, TE AR Dok 2o L ME AR T T R AR e
DA 5 BIAEAR I A 1 LI/ A% .

AT, CA BRSO T P E B AL 2 (R BT G T B RO A9 LI 5
A E R (SKB4ESE, 2021)  fERRE (BRBEME S, 2018) . % 3K4R 4
(BEW XA, 2019) . #wEdHEL (BOUHRSF, 2018) 45, X SBHFFEM G R4
BT CBIHERE T A AR R AT 8T RCRZ T, AR BhHER S R & EE S
PE” RO R . RIS, T B4 AR B Bk i 2245 B T /N TR T S I R L AE E
A IEBUERAU, R 58 MU SEIEE 5T B BUR SE B i 5% A, TN 2 oK L I fiph e
BURAT I RS R W VIS AE BRI R A, ST Mt s il R B, 4k T 8K IA 1 10
ROV B HEALE P4 05 SCAL T SR BRCR I T HAEAR DT SCIE R 5 R RCR OB 7745,
2022) , X HHR A BN R 4 3 A A s A Rt — 2P T

DL, TSGR K B A SR ] T SEBOR I R RE 1 K AR B I, AT
O g 52 0 PR R O 22 1 A e i B, T O AT RE B BOR AT R AL A5 4 0 A
Bl R, UM E BN — SR A AR A S A (lay theories) TiAE%
SR B A A B EL TR AR OGO, DA B 4 v 4t A B AR B S R B
AT BELAS O TR AE AR UL o X RE A RE T B [ 2 3 Xk By o A2 B8 ) Aty ik 6 o ik o it
Sb, BRSO 5 T A ILEORE B RS A SRR SE B R, R E e
RFECREATANIVE B ZLE (SR, 2018) MRS, M HAF 5T U
AT FE BT T 1 ik — 28 I3 409 v ] X B 4 ) AT S A B, ISR TS 3L ) 45 4
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A FTTH AT I UE 2 AR B 5 142 B % B HERCR 9 SE PR (2 0L Lemken,
2021; Michaelsen et al. , 2021 ; Nilsson et al. , 2020), MBI LW A
B R NHLE LK . fECER A B, RS I b T AR AT R Y BUR ST S
HEATHNL, 256 E A Sl A 25 R IT HIEE BB S, LUE D) 52
BRI 3, DT A A DG AE B A S50 I A ke 4 Ak LA 30 S 450 R g 19 [l iz
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