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I. IZL®I

RIS R E T H2HEMZHEENE, — KIS [HEEort sl (HEdmk, 23 2=
T4 FAIMT LA, HER) oA UN—IC X B, RESN, FREBH OB F 7213 A
Wiy A7 2B BN 223 EN A o0 (B, BN, 178), BLOWEIE T T
Magts) ] LEH#REN TS (Upham, Oltra, & Boso, 2015)0 = OME&IE, 1980 AL DA
BETALF—FHICBOWTHOTHERSN, HENSEZMET 2MAL LTRELL
(Wiistenhagen et al., 2007)

WES CIEF AT RET A OV F — 5B IS B S 3 0 5 TR A0 2 Bl 0 A TOGE K, B By i
G EOMAHFICBVWTHANZRIMHKELETL-00FELEL L THEHEIA TS
(Sovacool & Gross, 2015: Kosorié¢ et al., 2019: Simon et al., 2023), T 72, D 23 FE O N B KT ix
Society5.0” DE YV 3 v & BIFTBY, —A—ADAMSHLELEDIREHIEL, Hr0%
M= —X, BN =— B LT, M52 EBBREICR S (BEIEA, 2019, 1/
N=2a yPoHilzE ) R —CAPAM SN AL DL ) ZF AN DO SN ZE
M—BEREIIL > TLbLEb0b,

L Lads, HENSAEOBREEIHFEIN TV LI 20b5T, ToMei x4
HENTVD LiIFv v, 1980 FERICEY; L7z Yot &, BUEORIZEEAIC X
KELEALNDH D (Batel, 2020) 7%, TNOHDBED X HIZELL T 522 205854
Lrotze Tz, BIEOWIZETIE, HRMZEE LD IEH SRR SO Y 4 E 0w
e CTIZ L2 X ICHEL T2 (Devine-Wright & Batel et al., 2017) & DD, KK E L
T L DR T2 - BB E T > TB Y, Blrgea a2 3500 6 & 2 i illE
L, —fIbd A MEIA T 5 (Senyapar & Bayindir, 2023), WZ T, ZRET 7 ¥ — L4
MEZe 70 AN X B ERE AL RIS OWIFE D 3 2 TV 5 %Y (Upham, Oltra, & Boso, 2015),
BARW IR0 e W ODRBIRTH 5. TS, AZBLZ- 3T 8FELFERREZE
EAGVENDY, 70V MHPBELIZVEWI RENDH L7200 TH 5,

ZITARTIE, 9, INFEFTOMSMZTELUEMWIILE 2 — L (Batel, 2020), 2k
ORI TH B 2 L I/ T 5o KITHEWZEIH L TTIFA Y 2OBME» O H%
L, AMHLEROEZ TE2EAT L, ZOFeT 7u—F% [HAMNLEENZSE] & ot
I, AAOBEPSHEMRH ST AT LAODHLRELEEHERT L, 22T, [FHL YOAN
BiuhE#E L, B HERICEEEZNTHEOTERL, AADBE/ 2 ED L) ITHRL, Lo
I E®RERBTONELEELNTAELOTHSL] ZLERLTWD (REEIED, 2022),
DF), ORIHHMR Y AT LR LR EELODEENZEOMNIED? S, FEMFRE LD
AR BE LT, ANADBED LI ITHHMRPP Y AT L 2R 2 0ICEDETCEOEY JiZ b HE
FLTOL KRN ZHEDOWRANELEHERFL I E2ERL TV A, Ri%IC, TOIAIHEEW
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ZHREMIELE LTHED TV ) ZTOREICOVTHEmMT %o INH—HOWFZEIC X D Hlam
ZRICTFFA VORENED L) ICHBTE, BENLEANZE (B, 2018) 20k
LTI e md 2R MEEIN D,

. JeArhifse

21 #HESNZEICETSEITHELE 21—

ARTIE, HENZHEICHET LW EE L -, 0L 22 MEBTHFET S
7o, FAlE LA N Web of Science (2T 2023 4 11 H E TOMmXMFEEZFE L 720 F—7—
& LT [Social Acceptance | ZMEH L, JEZEF ISRV AALZLE T A, 1,159 hdk v b L7z,
BIRS & 9IS, =R vE— - BESE, LMY HE, uRT4 7 AN EMEEDTY
o REWMENDOBEBREN) T LS, FTTANT— - BRESIITK D AATZBITUIE O
HPBEEEZ T, AT, EETIIOR Yy b2 HB)ER % EOFHEAMI 0 LTS8
HamSNTED, TNSOLD ZTO/EATHREZ R TN 2 EITT 5,

as HRYE EBE
30
25
20
5 N
: [I I
B
N SRS S SRS S S S S EEEEEEEEES
& ¢ & & F S S S E PP ST S S & & & &
& & & @“‘& Ly ~‘£<¢d¢ & &‘g & oé§ & & *&&é’ & 48 éb«o“hé & 4 @*‘ﬂ@? &
& & & ¢ SR & < £ > N & A QN L &9 &
< <& G & SIS - & & & O & ¢ & & & & & & &
&y,@d‘@@d&\ ¢ & & & & & & & & F e S
& & & T E & & F &S & & & &S
KA AR S A FE TS
& & o Y & & F & & F T
& g db“? & @\\\ IS B & c,\v" & & \6)%
& § f « &€ &

1 #HEMRRICET 2T RF MR

MWL, EDETETRIANVFT I TRELZMETH Y (Wistenhagen et al.,
2007), BWNIBUFRAEDPTHMZEATLHEICTH RSB 22 2 L ICERPE2rNT
W7zo 1980 AEANICIE, BUBA—HINCHTRICFAEZ RO BBV ERTH Y, HEMZHEILT
Y= MRATERNISIE SN TV, EBINNGZERIZIZEAEZE I TV o
(Wiistenhagen et al., 2007) o Z @ X 9 2RI L, Wiistenhagen et al. (2007) (%, #h&MZ%
ZHABG - ik - TGO 3 OOMEP ST L7 L= T =7 2R E LI, TDOTL—A
T—=21%, MAZTTHL, MBHSRPERL ANV TOZEIERZTboThY, M
%, A2 LM AEIBET 5 EM L % 5 7 (Sovacool & Gross, 2015: Breukers &
Wolsink, 2007: Stephenson et al, 2010: Jan et al, 2008: Nadai, 2007) o

LA L, Wiistenhagen et al. (2007) 2S$&W8 L 72409225 O A TAE R Y 2 T %2 EBLS 2 F
7813, TOBRKR—OMEICHENZ L THMEIER, HOOTRE IR L FANHEA TS
72 (Devine-Wright, Batel et al., 2017), S5 OHLHZ 21, LR THEEANZ 7 7o —F
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PHEMNZHEOMETHINT 5 & 512k -7, FlzIE, Upham et al. (2015) &, HAx %7 2
F— L VRNVOMEMBRERLIEHEHZEOTI L -2 T 2REL TV, T
Wolsink (2018) &, #&MYZ% & W CHM B8 2 Wi I L THARNZHEOME LT Tw
5o

29 LTHMTE R B ARNZEOMRIIBITT 2 1CH 75T, HEMZEL—2OOBELH
L7HEAE LTRABETH Z IR 5T B2 I Wolsink (2007) 1%, W24 ORERH
WZEBZ G L, SRICHT 2ZHEOES VL, FERENICH-> T U PR ZHC LR L T
Wb, F72, Ellis (2023) 51, #HRXWZEEZTAFI 7 AOBEPORZ D T & &0 L
[W¢f (Time) ) - [#877 (Power) | - [BIBE (Scale) ] @ 3 DOEHZ 554l L L THREL T,
EHIZ, Tt RELTRZILIERHI - H L OHAWZEORCEZEET L7290, UK
RHITIFE R Z T B 2 E BB o TETWA, ZD72%, LBl R4 & LB 2 &
DOk A B RTHOMAEMET HEE b ASN 5L, Bz, Batel & Devine-Wright (2015)
X, HAMESEGRZ WV CHIENEER EOHENZREEEZ DL RIREL TV S, I
A THEANZEOWMBOIENY ZRETVWE, ThETORFNBERCEIEE LR EOERD
FATRIAVF 50 b o026 B, SR ARz, ADEER, EEYT4, B
Ry PRI L7WFER (Sovacool & Gross, 2015: Kosori¢ et al., 2019: Simon et al., 2023: Nina
etal., 2018) Maa$S, Smart city 2 EDOHE T AT A2 W RIC LMD EZ TETw5b  (Kosorié
etal., 2019: Yuho et al., 2021: H-UTokyo Lab, n.d) o

ZDTEDND, WERDZNZEOBERAMAZIIRT LML H S, HOF A F 37
AHZD—DTH LA Ellis et al. (2023), [ (2022) FEE ) 7 1 OHZWZETIE, 20
EEY T A FEMSER LRI B LICHBRERASICA DAL I L2 s, #Eikd s A
ZBrv7z N & O Well-Being R FEfe 1T FEPE OB 2 8 L 72l A 2 R E L T 5,
INLDWMEN LD LIS, HENZHETHE L ZFEENZBRTIER L, L LI
ZALT 2T ULATH D LEZOND, Sz IUE, HAWZHRE, TRNO—HWE [H
I RWZRGm O 7 7 5 —MOMELEHNR 54+ 3 7 A% & A BRI S 6
ANEBLTVwD Z Db 5 (Fournis et al,, 2017; ¥R, 2018) F72, ZHEDONRRLT 7
¥ —DEKALIZHEV, HANZEDO 7T ZARER D HHLL TW»b,
COEIRERERTZ, SHROTKMZHEMEICB VT, [BRGTSNZAENE]
(Fournis et al., 2017; &, 2018) DT T ¥4 ADBITHFRDOND, ZD72HI2i%, f
KWMZHEOBED X LR 5B L ZOBMB IOV THERT HLEDND S,

22 HENSIEEHINHZTEM

AT, MSWRHE LT, HENZEEHINZHEEIIOVTHLETHL, EWVwHD
b, IhF THAWZE (Social acceptance) &+ ME (Social acceptability) 1, [$1%
COXBMTIREHL VD, H52VEBRHICFA L 0L LTHDIATEL] »5TH S
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(Cristina et al., 2012), & Z T A1, #HEMZH LASNZHEM LA L TEHRT 2
720, WRINZERZRLTOLXMOTLS ED X ) RRJTHP IS TELLrERTWY
Co 11, HAMZAHELHAMZAEMEZXAL TWDLEKICBIT 2, ThZhoia Foig
WEFHHLTWS, INHIZE 2 EHAMZHREEHANZELI Y IRHAHEMTH Y,
WZFCHBEEGZ2ENTH L e bh b, T2, HENZEEZ—OOBRLE L THRZ 5
DL, HEMZERIZOBLEEY NTERRLZIICEL T TO T AZFFOUEHT
HbHLEINb,

=1

HENZREHINZEMOBSHIXF]

Name

=225 (Social acceptability)

#431%% (Social acceptance)

Gundula et
al. (2023)

Wiistenhagen et al. (2007) #ZH L
ZHREPWETOY 27 MY B
MV E I EN R L
1 72 B

Upham & Oltra (2015), Schweizer-Ries (2015),
Devine-Wright (2005) % &M L 72753 5 Hulg o Jal
NFEB7R Y27 PHFLFR TR (BEN
HEERE) M, RAENTo AR ENTH S
LEZLRE, SEFSFLRMHUTHAEINTY
5

Sigurd et al.
(2022)

Wiistenhagen et al. (2007) ® 3 2D
W, > F D HIBAAW, 1Y,
TI2=T7 4 ewme Ll

WEOVW DTHY, AESh, KBEIhD
CENMEERMEE, M2CHET 5720 DH
GMETHLHH, HEWIIZEZLEART DT
7w (BEEMTH D0t TIE R W)
NI > TRHEWPHARMET 50 TH->TD
ZHEICEHLTELTWENE) POEBHIEE
&y

gk
(2020)

Taebi (2017) ZMEM L, & % Hidlr
BZFANLNTWE D, HHW
IZHIZEREBENTWS & v HE

HEZEEZHEVEEO 2% & LIS,
T, Hwiwv,

MZEWREM, HAEMOZIT ANIZEEL
ZITHEE LI TURMEOD Lm0 fEA (F
AATHPRRY, REEN, ERY, BN L)

Cristina &
Elisabetta
(2012)

g o, 7ayzs b, BUE,
FloEMerttaeaIIa=gg
WEoTlroREZIFARLNS
H HEHERLIPRETHME 2
i, H2HELRITHCHT A
KRR, 2%, Zhrtts
ZBWTZITANLNL D, T2
BIEG SN ICELEE Y TTW
5o UF, H&LOHEMNZE, W
Wozgt, HEHENZEL &

o 7a Y s bRt an, BiE,
BRENGBEPS EOREZELTWE 2R
TN RS BROBRRLENEZ T TR L,
BUORVRE, WER, BT 5 ERKRE DN
TOBMAERERLTO 2 %2 E8t, O,
IS 70t ZIZBIT B4 RFIEEPED X H IZ
HHAL SN L EERBICAN, B [ZE] R A
ZHE] EVIERZFITEL, TOBBRIIH D
Tt ZNFEH T 50 LT, SXALByE & ro it 8
BOARM - R09BREL, REENEE, REANOEE
FIEBBREOMS 2 &,

Huijts et al.
(2012)

T AV F —FA I3 A ATE)

7 LB 5 2 R FL T 00 REIE % 72 14,
Z DM B K & LT OB ATH A~
e

2.3 HSMZEEMEORHRAILE
CHETH I D SN T Lh o RN E OWAFIF R B 2 7k 12D

AT,
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WO 5, WD) X3 bl SN CE L HAETRI ALY —4H2h01CL, 4
R, WrgeEhimn, Wi oEk, kRN S9N %,

T T, HEFHEDSRET (FAEWRET AV X —Fifl) OfSWMEIcEE LTS, B
L Z30EMICBUT 2HRWZEOUREN 2 (Batel, 2020) #Z2%12, 57H%EITH. D
SCHKTIXAEMH] 3 > (Normative approaches, Criticism approaches, Critical approaches) 3t 12
ST, BRENTVS, AT I OS5I, Batel (2020) 2VRTIFRDO KM% &L 4
DOHTT) —IZHTTHNT 5. T2, LHTOFLOEITITEAA D D Batel (2020) & H
W HHa0es L2 EETLVLEND S,

F2hHbh b L) IC Batel (2020) 2V L 72 3 DOl L KO FEDOEGF 4 oD A
FA) —ARENTV S, FF—2 HIRBBEROKHE (NIMBY?) %202z 25T
HY, BREPLO—FHBNALZLZHMENZHELZFEIALL) L5770 —F B ERT
Hotze ZORHNIHSZHENTEDHWZF TH - 72720 SN RO E /ARSI T
Wi o 7oA, MIEFERTIRZ Eoiflah o, BUREIZX 2 —H WA AT X 59+
TR TDON T EHEINS,

ZO HIZ Wiistenhagen et al. (2007) 512X ) NIMBY ~O#H Tld 7, BMICHEEZ 2 E <
WFZENEBAT LTzo HANZAEOBMEDEHIN, FIEMERICE> T, ZOMZEIERE
CAFT2oREN, 1 DI ZFHIT 24 0P W ER A SIS ED L) I EE 5
ZTWAHPT, Ml CHIMERCZENS 2/ kL R ERGRE L A7 —Vh b a10%
BVREDIIITEREN T pAEH SNFze S TIIMASEIEERABEICBE 200, i
WAL DN ER O 550 2 SRR E RN 2 G - 72 L B2 b b,

=2 HIZ Aitken (2010) 12 X ) iwH AL LR ORHABHRNIATON S o HIZBEAAITZE
AEEFB LI OEAEROBHATLERSIN T Ao/ 2L, A4 ORI % BK
THZEDEEZZHFAL TWbH, Upham (2015) SKEL 72 LV 2 — VAZIG U7z B REY
GHAIMNZHEOERE G2, IVTF LN, SHLNEBETOGIIT) T E2RELTW
bo AZEE L7222 OMAER-BOIR L W) 2h S IR E 202 IR B 3% 0 R8%
TR EMICR 5728EZ D,

RBOWMDHIZ, Batel (2020) 12X 2 ROMFED S L LT, Aitken (2010) OF z %
EHICHED, FHHERNWEARAERMEEZ2ERICAXONSZHRET 52 L 2 RDOTVDE, &
PRI R OO H 72 FEm & LTY =Y XY IV AT 1 7980, A, vy a—,
AT T T4 —HERETF 0D, RN ZTHEOERDBHES LSRRI ASN S,
HRENTIEW R WS, MEARGEZ 8L CTHENZAEMBE STt Tthdr L%
ATH SR TERICEOCRRR L LT L0 EZOHN L,

INSHDEmE T LD LE L OB ZHEMNTEILD 2 HMEZFHHRICENEZ LD X I ITAD
ZF AT B0 L0 B LD T Ta—FIio TWieZ Ldbh b, FIZ—2HTO [WLH
FFZE TORNRDOEE DS, B (72130 A2 M) O—FL2HBTERw] v



I RIERB Y, ZO%E
2RI 512
FEFIG 2 L), FAm - BB
% 72 Batel (2020) 5 b¥EFHT 5 L9
T2 My 77 YIRS 2L ST b (Batel et al., 2013),

S HE& 4> HDMlIC PRI RIS A SO B2 R R MR R B 7 & ot

FHA 2B A SN

ZhHbHEHIZ

IZOWVTOEE (K-

WwINRT ¥ — PORIEY — Vi
IEHIBRAH 5 & ENTWwAb (Sherren et al., 2016) o Z AL PR
HAWZEEEZ WS 2
12, ZHELEVIEE, FAETRET A OV F — Bl o FE i

%) 25

X, HESWHEIEROSMER: 7 at A
s & LT
LEHNELTWEIENDND,

7272, 3

SREEM LY 2 ) AN, TR B OB ST 5 N4 ORI 72 o 7258501 A3 5

N % (Fast, 2013; Batel, Devine-Wright, 2015; Burningham et al., 2015) . ¥ 7z,
BREN AL SN ORBATHNE
Bakam LIRS L & N2 WHITIANEA U LA > T b,
ZHSNTEBY (Rachael et al., 2012; _FHIIZ A, 2018),

FHDOGE

l,\yjs‘

R LBUREREZELZ L
527N BN TH 72 0 R O U BEMEASE SR HNT W 5 25,

HoNTED,

BEFRDFAM LT 72 T 70— F,

SATTRSEIS BT
R
R - 7R HRL A O

i
Z 0 PRI A R 7

FICRREN TR WIRRICH b, ZHICH L, KFETETA Y EZOBSE 20 AN, #4&

MR EFRIE D VRl 2 IR R T B o LA E 3% % Gl
3%, ENEFAT 5 A4 OMEIZERZ L T2 E O

ki e 52 ET, PiFNDLDOT
C—BMWsAE TN, BhRE

W7o ARHAEHZ LD —BH L TR A ENUFEE NS,

x2 RE - IxNVF—2FICHTIUHSNZIEOMRDEIR

AR | WEgEEhI) SN2 HEO TR Rk A I 373
1990s | —NIMBY? & L CRO# % FIC EFCTHAL | - R0 5 R o 547 18 | s PR gEiE £ 3%
AN EEZ, BIEEXRDS (Carlman, 1982)
—BUOREDP S DO—TT BRI A < PR BE = ROV F—H Ay
(Devine-Wright, 2011; Batel, 2017; Olivier & | 2SS IZHE 2, &
Nadai, 2018; Jan et al., 2008; Jones et al, 2009; | ZE)ZfFEM 3 % &9 &
Swofford & Slattery, 2010; Fast & McLeman,| 0 KX ZFIZRICEHBKTE
2012; Devine-Wright, 2008; Devine-Wright,| 5 & 912, Himo Kt %
2009; Freudenburg et al., 1992; Carlman, 1982) WOTDIC, oA
M A2 & o X < B L
ZFd% 57w (Batel,
2020)
SR AEE R Y
W, AROZEHENE Th
bHfE 2 OHRICE %%
BOEA (BE, 178,
T OEGRICER
% W T w72 (Wolsink,
2018)
2000s | — Wiistenhagen et al. (2007) 2 & O NIMBY | - &M Z AN 2t S BOA | PR gEaE L%~
EIRAOFEPE LTI b DT (Robert| W), Hidgil), 23 2= 1 | fRFER
& Nina, 2018; Cranmer et al., 2020; Senyapar| W ERKR» 5% 2 5 Z &
& Bayindir, 2023; Walzberg & Eberle, 2023 | (Wiistenhagen et al., 2007)
Wiistenhagen et al., 2007; Devine - Wright, 2005;
Barry & Ellis, 2014; Batel & Devin - Wright,
2017; Haggett, 2008), 2 2 DiBE# M-S 5,
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12HIE, KaZHET 57008508
FHEREZZEL, Bkl k) %
B % 5 %2 % 7 Huijts et al., 2012; Sovacool
& Gross, 2015; Schweizer-Ries, 2015; Devin -
Wright, 2005; Xu, 2023; Ben et al, 2019; Nadai &
Labussiére, 2017)

20 HIE, WBERNY 22h b2 B2
Beah7 28— A5 —VEZEETHI L
(Klok et al., 2023; Sigurd et al., 2022; Schénauer
& Glanz, 2022; Christopher et al., 2017; Nina
et al, 2015; Gaede & Rowlands, 2018; Batel &
Devine-Wright, 2015; Fast, 2013; Gross, 2007;
Baxter et al., 2013; Schweizer-Ries, 2008; Marco
etal., 2020)

—) A7 BAWNZE T otk T S a — 5
(Sherren et al., 2016; Gundula et al., 2023)

2010s

— Aitken (2010) 2 X Y BEFBFZE IR (4 5
Fu ¥ —1 - HEmn - Hdamng) 23 S,
N2 DORIBEBERT D, 22 TRREMERY
B L OB EFIBH AN TOREDOMERRN
AR I NS

(Ellis et al., 2007; Devine-Wright, 2011; Bridge
et al., 2013; Burningham et al., 2015; Baka, 2017,
Bickerstaff, 2004)

—FHIEW LRV THRETLI DL LTa—P
W, E, ZFa—nNVe LX)V TDANL DS
DFREIZONVT, FREINVFLARAVBLIY
% UL 2 L T DT

(Upham & Oltra, 2015; Wolsink, 2012; Ellis et
al., 2023; Gundula et al., 2023; Wolsink, 2018;
Batel, 2017¥ ; Vasudevan et al., 2023; Batel,
Devine-Wright, 2015; Haggett, 2008; Borch et al.,
2020)
—ZENPOEE L W E SO %
(Devine-Wright, 2005; fliliF, 2020; Taebi, 2017;
Clau et al. 2017; Gavin et al., 2018)
—BREN T 71 —F (Fast, 2013; Wolsink,
2006)

- B O EEAL (E 72

EHE, 23 a2=54 %
72INT &R, k) o
AUN=IZE B, BEL
N7z, 7B o Hm
F 723 A B Y 2 T 4
BT B EN T
W ER RS (B,
X, TE), BXO
PG Ui & &)
(Upham & Oltra, 2015)

- Wiistenhagen et al. (2007)

ML, A SR
B2 L2500 L
Tw % (Devine-Wright et
al., 2017; #20#, 2018)

C BB BRPIIH T

LRI T4 T, WEHIEY
V2 IRIR Y — 52 O FFAli G A
(Schweizer-Ries, 2015)

NS EE VI PE:
SRR IR T2 %

2020s

— Batel (2020) 2 & 2HFZED MRS
TWwWb,
—HHAERNWEARATEHRERZETRICALZD
BUS % BifH3 5 Z &

( Ellis et al., 2023; DevineWright et al., 2017,
Devine-Wright, 2009; David, 2017; Freudenberg
& Steinsapir, 2014; Cristina & Garofalo, 2012)
—H LW, i, A T Faey—n
SOTA/7T7 14—, Hi, HEFERA VS
Va—, V=YX NVATATHNBREDH L
W— Y UER O (David, 2012)

- Upham & Oltra (2015),

Devine-Wright et al.
(2017), Ellis et al.,
(2023), Wiistenhagen et al.
(2007) %5 EHE TV
% (Robert & Nina, 2018)

- Wiistenhagen et al. (2007)

AR R NS (T
M o%%s, At
ZRO3OD XY EH%
HEFCTHAW 7Ok 2R
B EOE 5% PR
% (Cristina & Elisabetta,
2012)

(e
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cF R R R T B B
RELEZICEEINDT
¥ — ﬁﬁﬁt AH.0D
R &) ORI 2
TR S hTw S
(Kosori¢, et al., 2019)
CRXFEFRLRLOE
FEFERT I
A E BRI - W@ 7
INF AR LT 5
S A e N
Ellis et al., 2023; Fournis &
Fortin, 2017)
RO SHEAAO X Y
IN—IC X B HANE F 72
B gIT7a Y o
MZXT 2 HEN 7K
&, F72EEFE (Klok et
al., 2023)
B O EE T A
72, BHECE IR B
OHLPFHAET STt
A THY, KEHZ»TT
B SN 5 —#HoGHE)
(Wolsink, 2018)

2.4 HEFEOBRERICOVT

AR TIE, HESMWZHITHEL G52 2 ELRIIOVWTIHRRS, EITHENZHICBE W THRE
HEWHLEIIEREL T0D LY 2 —FIER R, BEEE 1T o TV 5 Tk Z UE L Coir
LCwb, LLF Uphametal. (2015) 2B#FICLC, 370, XY, Y7 0% pllBIT5%N
BT L, TNENCERTLHSEHED00, TNENORITIIBITHREREN»F &
DHNTz LHFHT 70— FIC L BMAQHERHIRD T > 77 X b EMA RERDBD -
7o, EAEDOWIEIC L HIZONT UL ARE MG AT =7 RNV —2ERICANS Z L2%
Moizl Vi b, RIED, EEOHIREINICH S T, HRERDOEMNLTwEE W) Z Ldh
Moo 7272, HMENZEOERENIBIMALL TWDE 2L TMEMNET L5 L > THEDRE
YDA SN, FUASNZEOFETHRA LML LIMELEZ NS,

£33 HENZROBHRERICOWVWT
WL HERLZE IR
Isnm AR SNAHEL VR TS, BE, MEshz) A7, a3 A MR B
ALR RS, RGN, OBAYER

AV | FREMIER SRIGER L SOUH R, R T, B
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25 THA &L

BHTTHA VIO THR X725, RETIE T A ~ %, [Design is making sense (of
things). 794 Y& (bDD) ER%E 52 5474 ] (Krippendorff, 2006) & EFKDF 5, €I T
THA BT B G L B T Tw <

9, T 3, AR ERE RIS B (o akI R TIE, M EmIcE
JANS N EEN (BN %E/3HFEEET, H<ETII 2T 4 OPTHEINN
7o, MR ERICE > TALOHZIEIMEI NI ERID] L HIDTHS (HBEITD,
2022)0 ZHUE, B DPHHBIHAET D E VD, HFEESSEHEN, AOEKRIZL > TZLL D
LI ERRLTWVD,

T viE, AMPLERE VOIS DH L, CNETHA UHPERELEZ 55D TH
D, ZOEKREIII =T A NOALORTRAESNIZH O (FHERITH) X TEDHE
T HH, Z03I2=2F 1 DOAAICE-oTED L) ICE ) PHEHET 5052 HH S 5 LENDH
bo Bz U, BHREE, (WIS, H2HEPIZE > TOREK] (Krippendorff, 2006) 7% d T,
THA T HIZEALDVBEFTEDOYIZA Y AA, KiFIZBML, 52 L2V TOEDPD
W ZBRET 52 EAROBNE (BIEIEZD, 2022), 2O Ens, FHA Y AMFLE
KTHLETUTH B,

26 THAIIHT2EK

AR Tld, HEMZEEZEZDL ETTFFA V2B 5582 BARMICHNT 5 08D D 5,
Krippendorf (2006) 1%, #MO MR O 2 KL, B, TAICL-> THML TS, T
B, THARHRZLE LI, HEENCHREOMDLYZR UML) 2L THY, [
TR Bk, WifF e o 2N 2B 54 5] L w9 (Krippendorff, 2006: p.55) s F 72
EED THANZBRTHL L], [BHEICALLZE], THVELIENG Y =V E2FHDZ
&l T8 e L], [ZOHEPSL A4 O TFHEZXFEODBNWI L] L, EEO
WL ODPDOEELREEMEHBL TS (Krippendorff, 2006: p.56) o ET HIEE LT HBDOARAN
WCESTHETH), EETILERDOBFIRTH S,

MOWTERIE [RENPSAEL, BAEINZd0E, BZIoTwWaEHICRZLZ D, AR
ENTERERBETS] 2L THH (Krippendorft, 2006: p.57). F7z, HAIE [HESEfL S 7z
ZEHEMFEINDEEDOL Y VT — 7 —HOTFEMETH % ] (Krippendorff, 2006: p.62) o B 2 £
HEIZBWTIE, #EhNRDS, HARIIEICRZ, HHMHIE) SXICRZEEL L, B
b OEIBATLREPEETH L0183 L, MO (HBi2d ) 2&ILh, $h50E
JICHRZAZE) CEMITAETE, BRI MTERTE 2 WREEORENEREEZ O
Bo FRICATHICEE LT, AEICBWTRR LR OWREEICAMN &, SiHECBVTZof
BEHEOBBMROPIZANTHZEE, FEOEFHCBTHEEHT 2R TALHOMOE
BRIZOWTHFT 5N TED, TIIIK LT, WHEHORE LTRE LA - TL 2 EKE
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HB—DB DN T 7 A MTHS (Krippendorff, 2006) s I ¥ 7 7 X MI X o TH#EIR
SN, ZOHRIBITLH5—DOERIEENS,

WBRIATBIE, SRR ANT 2 2T 52008 GE b, [NIEREZBILET LI L
TERV, BIBTEDIDIE, THBIIBITLZ0OMEZTTH D] (Krippendorft, 2006: p.66) &
HHIHNZ, I TREDITBEBETHILIITELY, TOTBIIHIERICED & ®R
ENTWVWEDTH b,

#tlF T Krippendorff (2006) &, &, =K, TAD32OMKREELHTNE (K2), &
NOIXEELITHRED LI L TEKREZAAML, FHRIR L OBBREMBEL T LI
WTRLTWS, 22 TWIHHEBIR L IZZNEKIIAON DL 2 L3, BREICL - THEE
EAoTEERED LI, ELELVIEREZERTE S L) 274 %R, 1THORRZ &
THIETEDONIEDBRENS Z EDTE S (Krippendorff, 2006) o HEIEIL 7 WAT %12,
EAGEREC R THIL, TAORKRIEEEZ RIZTT I &I1C% 5 (Krippendorff, 2006)
HLEF LW ON G720, BREBIETZZE THOMTAZEOINREZ ML Z &
MBT&% (Krippendorff, 2006)c 2F 0, €/ % MAHI2IE, TNARBETE R VER)TEE
LEE Mo Tnd,

FTHA VISR FERTHLOT, MAOATIERL, I3 22T 1 NOIRIZL -
TE/OBERIIEDLDTHbD, 2F ), [NIYOEKIE, TRXTOHKNIVTZATD
BEHEOMT, WIS RE] L) T ETHD (Krippendorff, 2006; p.68) o Hu D HFET 5 X
IO IZ ST, ATWIRLEZRNT, Beo7z A2, Bed XHICEKT S
(Krippendorff, 2006; p.68) D TH b, Sz NE, HAIAPERE G2 LLEDICEKRE S 2
WENDZEDIEHZMLTE/ OBFERIIME SN TVIEDTDH S, ZO72OIMOHEN, % H
RS HZEHLETH DL, BBIZH B I ITTIFA VBAMPLTHLZ L, [hoADT
DOTHAL V] THY, [MMOANDHFEEIFET L] L v [ ZRIGIEFE] 250 IC% 5

B

ZIRMENS

®R

EEORRICK D

SR SR

ZRAERALND Z LDBVLD
3

2 IBEDFEE (Krippendorff, 2006: p.64 % %% |2 EH 13MERL)
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(Krippendorff, 2006; p.74) o 7272, £k A RLZ2 MR E2 A D DT, Zhaeftsbl2iE, FHEO
i %@ LC [ CAEMETRI N Wilise, W, flifi, 2L CHE] 2HOL2ICT2LE08H
% (Krippendorff, 2006; p.74) o HIZE 21X, 2D X9 % [ TRNEMEDS 27 UE, 2—HF—H°
Flzo 3 HBOEZ %2 TRELTHET A LRI CE 2w EThs] L w
9 D THA (Krippendorff, 2006; p.78)0 2 F V), BURIZBIT 2 A TWITIZZ H L7z [ ki
], ZNEHLNIT L HEIRDSN L,

INEFTRTELL)ICALYORME, ALY O RGFFIZ BT ERD R D O 2%
BERTHY, BHREWRZ D EPANLOREF RS LS ZEOMBICHM TR L L%
%o

m. ¥4 A vyarv

3 THAUICHE T IHESHNZROHAMICOVT

THA LIBIT RN ZEE, AOBRMFICENEZ S THAWZHEZEER L T ik
BT TU—FThb, ThELEIMERHZELIFERI LI2T 5, JHUIEROH S 2
FHEF VL ODDHTHLEDNH %,

9, INFTLIERL ) BBEGRH SR ERO VL% & V72BN ZE 2 EET
b0 DFY, TNF TOHKWZHEOWRIED S LOBR S NIALRWZE & % 552
SRR IEFNCFEAE L, ZREERNICHHIT A Z & TR T& 72, — T, &elxZ) Lok
BHREZFEZT, 33227 A OHTOSTHPIATAHETHEL THRINL DEER D, OF
D, WREFTHATWE I3 227 4 OMEEFIS U THENZFZAE S NG, T4~
DB X D E NI 2B L7, BRI T 5, 22 TORAIZ, NEWHBZDOAD
HFRIZASTWED, WEMEH > TOUENELPOEL LN TH D, BA%E Lk, 5P
ZDONDWFIZE AL EERD D 2 DEWRM T ENDA, LALLM T 2 BRSO 78
T AEBMHIMNZHEEEZEZ TN,

3.2 HEMZTEEHIWZEMDEN

WIZ, #AEMZ% (Social acceptance) & 4143192 %5 % (Social acceptability) % X753 %, il
HlL, BEHRAMTICET 5, TOANOBEREMTHY, HOOMFICHLWIHFAET 5L 2R
AT 278070 ATH Y, € IITEEBNFM (TE - HEnd) LERFTOHD
G E TN TV Do RFIE, ARIZEI X o TRHlBAYE S N 7a/iR, & ORIk
LCENZTHEYDBZHELEZMESEONLENE V) HEYORETH 5,
FAZORMIBVTHFIEELETH ), LAIMWESNZETIIHSNZEIFITRITL,
ZORIH G ORI ZENEN T L, DF 0, HEWZHFICIDERL 2V OIS
WZEVEC X AMIMEIE R VO TH D, T FE TOEMRERICBWTIE, T ORI S
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NBZ Lidhhol. LA, FMBENEICNLYOFELE L TOMKWZHEEZ D, T
WX o TAXITHAENZE (CORERIFEDTRET L L) %) 2—HTNCERT LMD 7
TU—FTholo 6, HAILVIFHTH L, THIIERO—BHRHEIWZE L ITR
Y, NI aIa=7 4 OMEERICE L THANSENER S NS0T, Ko
Bea BRI L > THANZHEDVED S, HRNZHEE, BNETEEZETLALDOFH

WCWEBEVIZLEEZRL TS, ZOTFO—FI2LY), TRETOHERMTRKDOLNT X7
BYRENG 2 A I 2 GRS B 2 Bk DR & N 4 O U % Bff§ 24 SN2 HEO 7t X
EWSPICTHIENTE D,

SV ZIHANZHERZTTREC L3I 27—V a vk Sh, HENZENIEE
BRI ENZTENST L TME L Tw A2 TH 5o BELLD OIS 2 A ZEN
Holzb LT, #HEWMZBEU MRS SWZEDOIEDY HidEbo>TLE ) Wigtrd
%o T NISHRMNZEDN DS 7% 61F, HARAWZEUIEHLLTH, 5 AL > Tot
RMZEPRR VT AR 2 2 DT, BEICH->TLEI LD D, I LbRVIZD
2 DIRIYBIRIC X o THANC BT 2 5 HPLETH S,

33 THA L TOHSHZREITOER

FHAL VBT HENZTHETH L AR ZEDO 7O A IKELHFT2H 5,
Zhg, HAOHESNZELEN 1) OHAENZETHL, TR TD, KT, HA
OHEMZRIIOVWTEET S,

AETIE, T Y OBE»OHENZEO T O A Z BT 5,

T3, NEWELY Y7352 THERBADLRBMA~BET 5, £ ¥ 7 (Sensing)
BRI T L2HBRICLDBIMTH S, £z, T2 T IR (Non-Cognition) & F2HI
(Cognition) &, FEBEHFHELTWDEA, ZOADOHKICEBRENZVEWV) HTRFLTH
%o FERIIZLZIMO R, FBANIA > TRV EIPERIE RV E W) HTHRE-> TV,
CITVI)EERP L VE W) Z L, ZOAMILPDERMT ZT> TRV ETH S,
TAZBHD O BRI IS L o THAWZHEZHEL T 5. T2 TOHIMZHE L IIEBRAEEL
POZDNDHEEREINDL L THD, 2F ), TOADEKRMNIFEDOH DEHENZE
LEZ, HENZEDO T O AIHARAINT VS, ZOHANZEOBRBTHAM (HEE
E L) LEMEMAMES NS, E 51T, EOFHEMIZHE > THANZEME SN TV S 0%
A3 % DR ZHEROBERETH %,

DLEAADOHZNZHEDO T O ATH LY, THYALIFRL ) ITHEZEITRER L &
HIZZALT %20 BREROHIEYOERIIMANAERHOT Y 727 2 MESVTEY, A4D
FOBEWRIIHE - UL - B X > TELT 206 TH b TAERILEbIUIAM L ELT
b0 SETRMENTVADDOLEHARBRT 21IH72o TTTILENELN LWL D
bo COBEIRFZTOLRIBWTHANZEICL ZERMN I EN AL AY, BOERMOK
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BICRED. 20, HAOHETHEL 2L Bb, ZOX) BN THEMZ 7oL 2 2 g s
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Fr v I WHbILRADITI, TOF vy T2MD, WRNTF AL LELTTFA OB
o DOF IR RN ZHE OB EIHA A O TER L 72,
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9
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A

AEiTIE, 4BOMIEL LTOREL W O»ilkx%, £73, HAINHENZEICBITST
Ot 2128 5 ADIAINH RN ZELNBRET LI LN TE Lol ZOHOEELR Y
Tt A THLHEFOKAINMENZEZHOLICTE2UEND L. RIS, FHNILERE - =4
F—rFIIER LT, HEWZEDORITEOER 2T o 7208, M2 HEm STV 555808
Hbo Pz 1L, OEFRHA%, HCI (Human Computational Interface) % & CH b, 5k, 7
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FA VERIIBIAHBMZHEZHELT H720121F, ZFRNENOHBE LD L) IE) O EE
L2 —F 0% 0H 5,

F7z, MAOHERNZE, EHAOHANZEELZINT 5 HEE BENICTETW AV, e
WZEEZGMT 2 HECNAZ, TRENOBELZRZ 2 b0FEE LRI 77 A, MEMEH,
BB ZEALZ M LRI RIE R S5 ve 2RO Y I 2L —v a3y (GEIED, 2007), Rk
W7 7u—F e LCREGAISE Y AT A (4, 2024) 4y M7 — 2R (Taura, 2011) 12
K27 70—F R EPFTONLY, HEmCERDPorz, FEAHIIRIC X 2HEESE 50, 4%
DOEE L7z,

Eirsd

AifFE MDD BBz, L DK ADTHBLE THNIEELY F L7222 LIRS L L
F9. T, MEICBVWTE R ITLEEL W72 72 NEDO (F 728 B I A = % )L
F— - EEPWR IR SOOI VE#H A LET. ZOHRIE, NEDO DZRALHEH
(JPNP22006) DFERMESNIZH DT, T2, HEAMEZEDLIZHY, HkEHF =~
VETar, v7 by oERat, A& OTSL OB RRICIE, Bl R — b B X OHF
FERORMICBOTIHEFICHELIHNZ WL E T L, 2OHZENT, XDTITHH
W2 RN T RTOBMICEHP L P E5,

6=3)|

1) Society5.0 & 1&, A /N—22f (RARZER) & 74 YA IVZER (BI9EZH) 25EICHa sy X
FAILEY, BHEREEEANIEEOMI AW T 5, AMF LS (Society) TH 2 (HIE,
2016)

2) NIMBY (Not in my back yard) (ZfEBz i LHMiAHA OREICETONL, fibhb I DK
ROFETOHETH S (Batel, 2020)

3) HIFIERTIE, MBI I 2257 1 L HITOHEA TV E OIRIEN B X OB 72 AR D S T
2ibT 5. T2, T F—E A —viE, H, M, HE, BEOTO AR BN L EEE D (Batel,
2020)

4) Batel 13, Y5 ABERPIET O ANDORIEE AL EFZHAL, HEORBADOKNE LTT
W, TRELTORZEFFICHSTWEL L OFE L ERORBE LCIRAET S 2 L& ik
LTw3 (Batel,2017)
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Abstract:

This paper organizes the research on social acceptance in the energy sector, which has
been actively debated, and points out the epistemological gap between the traditional
position based on logical positivism and the current direction of research. It examines social
acceptance from the epistemological perspective of social constructivism in the context of
design. This is referred to as “co-creative social acceptance.” Furthermore, the conditions

for realizing this co-creative social acceptance and its modeling are discussed.
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