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B E ERRXAARGEEILRAETEE L.

XEIR FEHRNK; BREA;, FRALTH; A aE
SEE B849: (91

XA ritval & SCALHIIE R, AT bR, 4
AL (collective ritua)AMUE A RIES . 5%
HOF L) Bt 2 W o TR — RSB, i
(G IR IS I NI SR i (DN == DS SN
A ABLERETEH TR . AR #2231 AU
B, i DR I ] A S N S 23 75 DK S 14 4
Bikfe, PP E KM, FRARE MR IR 2
TR (A 1 A A R T 7= A= 11%) 38 7 ] AT (W hhitehouse &
Lanman, 2014; Legare & Watson-Jones, 2015). #f
fifp TR SE N () AT, AR AR S F2 AT IO T g,
RPSEUAN TR B B | PR E TR R i B X TR A 14 75
PEESHE A E . AERPRFIABER J) (Legare &
Watson-Jones, 2015; Shaver & Sosis, 2014; Watson-
Jones & Legare, 2016), Btz ok, EHEERE
Rt SR . BRI 2 (Jones, 2013), AT
fe BEREAR AL % (Rossano, 2012; Uche & Atkins, 2015).

UEAER, FEAMAZE AR T — 28 KATh
N, T 45O BT R AR RAGUELE, oo
FE A e R H T B 2R itz —.
O FR RO ERZ ———F L5
VEFF IR T 2058, JIF H—2eii 9t E 1 % 546 1k
IR EETR ST . At AT R DL R BB (22 7

R, JFHR T O B2 T 7 )
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1 EfRNKOEESR

WAL FE B2 ST ¥R F ik
HIZIHR . H 2 XA AR E R 8 ALK (Payne, 1998),
SR S A AL S T b FUR AT A (ritualized
behavior), HA AEAF M AFEMLAAATH
TE A R A, UM RE
TP BRHE, B M ETRE, Mttt 4
fEME | LS P (Bell, 1997; Rossano, 2012),
AN FIN B . AP ES TN
FEg, LAERL . 208 . Ble R 2O RRIE, X s
1720 548 A R 8 AE SC B, TN S S A K
(Tambiah, 1979; Rappaport, 1999), 7] I, AZERIL
AAAT R A, SRR (emancipated) | 2
iy, EEM . SIAEE . BN B B
(Rossano, 2012), AR & N HIRIES 5 AN £
SE, A LA S A BERAG R A R AL (Neale,
Mizerski, & Lee, 2008), 17 W58 #& B 141X
B e S B AR5 6] (Legare & Herrmann,
2013; Whitehouse & Mcquinn, 2013), HIFEMARIE,

Whitehouse #ll Lanman (2014)38 H, R4
M B T A2 s E (synchronic movement) |
IR K 2 AN E B 1) 314E (causally opaque action) .
i P58 F1£E JE e [ 25 B8 42 (euphoric and dysphoric
arousal) ¥ [ () JE I, X ASVE W5 K i7F 2 N 50 flA T
Sy A Bl TSR A AR AR B AR T A 4
B, AR SEUR N G E H SRR AT Y
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%26 &

—AFaE, OB, EE . JUAR . BB
B3 RN %E B (causal opacity) A 45 1iE (Kapitany
& Nielsen, 2015; Legare & Herrmann, 2013), Wi
WA E R S, T 5E 324 WA
WA — UL A5 5 3 [R) 25 B Xk AN 20 BRI T
(52 W8, A Sy TR 25 Bl AR A 2 A KR AR A e
(collective display)f it 2 ##1iE (Fessler & Holbrook,
2016). [)25 B VE4E LA ()55 25 0 () 8 0 %t ol 40
P47 R 4T VT BE A% 84 # (Clayton, Sager, & Will,
2005; Reddish, Bulbulia, & Fischer, 2014), f0§f5%
kR R . FREE . I . JIFAT % (Wiltermuth &
Heath, 2009), 5 V&R 5% 22 8] 275 1 0 98— 2
PEo I5— B WL DK R G R AN 3% A AR AU
Bt sy . BRI R AN IE W46 0k Y 3 E R
K Z XA AT A EE S Z ) B 56 R F AT A
T o A ELRAT Sl 2R B EL ) 4 80 8% ) RO 28 11 45
(LA WY ) =2 [ e 2D — b U A sl ] W22 1 ]
WICR, FrLATCHE D4 B R SR 56 & 19 5 XA
S UL f# B (Legare & Souza, 2012; Watson-Jones,
Legare, Whitehouse, & Clegg, 2014),

2 SRR RHRNAER

LR R T NS A [F B HE A 1
WL SR UREEMRR T, XRS5 HH AN
B YIAE DG . e mliivd, Y ET F 2R AR
o R S 114 522 e 2 30 o % v TR 1A B 3 (1) 3 3R ) R SR
FESATRREIM . I T MBREARAGN. aEE
RIVUSCGEAL ST =HZ R R, FHA1H#
T IEZ P, 40 Turner (1985)F«“—Z P>,
Bloch (1992)f# J] I #3118, Whitehouse (2002)
<o HARUHE LA ) Sosis Al Ruffle (2003)1#)
CREPM B RE S IR, KR AR
WY RS, RIS EE AR T A
TSR A v 1) B8 2R 07 RN S A+ 247 R anu] 7= Az Je L
Lo ERAL]
21 AMERNR BEEXEHEERX

Whitehouse (2002) f 5 #2 1 5% #U X # i
(the theory of “modes of religiosity”), 7 52#L
P BE B IR T 4RI 4325 . Whitehouse
N, ARAE DR DG RN 05 I RN JECIS 28 1) A W) 40
HIE, AR AR S R —— R X
(imagistic mode) F1Z 2545 2 (doctrinal mode), E 5%
PR R RSB I 0 3 M E S =K e

R 25 A, DAL A 0 X 3R (rites of terror),
36 5 2 PR Ik 23 0 A 23K L B EE A RIAL
PUPEIF 0 S AL AE, XA SRS 5 E Wk
DI AP A Y o BRI M B
RS O AN 38 WY Bl AR DA AR KT 1) £ DB e
B, LLE HAR I (routinized rituals) WACEE, W&
M4 #6555 (Jones, 2013; Whitehouse, 2002, 2004;
Whitehouse & Lanman, 2014), o T H B EE
A ATER 50, RS R AN B SE
HEILM . K EMBENESS, SRR
ANBEBWIEGEN . ST ARG,
B 2 F g R U 18 T R 2 H0 B L,
BEAEE TR, X—WA0 888 WS
Z X 4874 % (the Human Relation Area Files) 1421
B, kA ERYEEAN 74 FhOCEH ) 645 Fli2 24X
KB IESE . AFREE R 1, X PR ST A SR 1A
A RE T AACTE B 35 3 R R R AT A R, HLEAT
A L B 4 2 B VR 9 BRI A G (Atkinson &
Whitehouse, 2011),
BRI A SRR R AR b S
PEREE SR B, BERHIEN SR E
B E 25 BB AR 3 107, B 8 1 A5 X Ko g /N A
TR, BRI B R AR . DR E 3R, 4t
RN & T 50 R B A bl R i 5%
75 . Mcquinn (2012)%F 52 5 IR a3 45 A #E AT T I 4
R IR EAT 0 SOk R 2 42 P RS2 P A LI A 21 i,
FH R I I 4 o oF 119 3 ) R P 28 I il 45 X 4
GRS PE A RO SE o /DN AR PR ] 8 B 403 1
A EER Ty, AT R A X o o e 2 AR K B
PIRRER o B /INEE R 320 3877 10) 8 G 1 5% 7, G Lt
R RERAW LR T AC B &K
A —— AL IR R,
22 FMEANREN—BORESHINIAR
ORI T AR B MO e, &
Wk T R, RN ERAEmEER T . R
2247 N5 T A T E K52 W (Whitehouse, 2002,
2004; Whitehouse & Lanman, 2014; Whitehouse &
Mcquinn, 2013), Whitehouse Fll Lanman 51, %
PR AR ARG BE TR Ty 152 ), IR 48 A0 At
202 T X A PR EE SR 1B X —— B G
SERNE . Bhma & —fE | NORRRIE
JE R, PR E S B AR B AR S B R Z )
MILAE, AN B O T s A BB AT R,
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DB s A~k A R AAE & B RIRE W RENE .
K ERERTT M (Swann, Jetten, Gomez, Whitehouse,
& Bastian, 2012), & Bl A 902 5 AR (A
AT W — RS A SRR A, XFOCRA
A ARA AR At A B R — KN, B A
AR B Y B0 B B PETR R L, AR A4
— A Bl AR AP A B T AR, RO RS AT
MARK A AN FESIA R, AATTIE A4
A AN R 2 A S, A AN R R 451
OB A A KO A A, AR 2 AR
LU g N S B T 5 = <9 N & =S AN |
TR A AR B IS AT D RSy, Mtk
[ R A4 B RS Y B B A, ek
BRGSO R R, Al
AR FR R, TR B — A5 T A A 5
BELFEFIAG S BN ER LA X
B2 U o B DA (] B A A 2 At A 1k
AE R —TE AR, iR R R
A, Whitehouse Fl Lanman AN, A[EZEHIH)
ERBEG AR BB ER T, BRSNS
5o AEARTE GOyl G, AR B AR 0
S DO E N0 N TR &S ANV S 28 R NG S
FH L 54 4% v A A 47 4 (Swann, Gémez, Dovidio,
Hart, & Jetten, 2010), # b &K 02 50 =
A RBEARONE, BN FEAS S AR = O R R
R, BT i 7 A R s A ABAT S o BRI A g
AR AN P B SO, AT A A AR R 19 & AR
(Swann, Gomez, Huici, Morales, & Hixon, 2010),
23 ERNKFERBANEHSTA

AR AR R R 20 5 B 1 3%
AT S I AR AN RO B R, B
3 o S B AR A B G, B ST
B IC A A F IR LA B 3 A e AU DC L AT 3R

R WSy By il 1 7 A 5 S ) AR R
297 B B A% (Swann, Gémez, Seyle, Morales, &
Huici, 2009; Swann et al., 2012; Fredman et al.,
2015), MRHANSHENASEEZMER T
LR AT, X T ST R I 5
it AFECIZ R G TR A mitte, BE5 R
PR R A Iy SR A O o AR e 5 At
TR B 53 0 A7t TS SR a2 B[R £ B 42 5
K dFAT R IBUCHEL, M 0e 52 1) 5 A R B 5t
YA LR R T , 2577 A — R BEE 8 K,
X ALO BR R RSN S 585 74 B A,
HE— 25 A s R AT R

TN R] 9 77 £ TUUAS 75 205 B0 2 Jg JR,
RO Y BRI A
RZF&, ERAAK XS 5ELE RS
WA ER S HiRR L Fa . T EMAE), X
XS5 H il 1524 HARS At S A7l T 18
ATV LR S ATRUVASE: LS NI Ly Y 115 o v B
B S S A R, WS 5%
JE Xl AR BB RIR L FI. UM
B9 B0 88 7= AR Tk R0 B, DT 7= 2 A DA R JRR,
i k1% 51 2 8] A/ (Whitehouse & Lanman, 2014),
T BT R A E T
24 MEH/IITHNHE—DERE

RIS 455 R BN B 5HE 5 R (the
costly signaling theory of religion)iff—25 B T
AR SR ST R . RBM B SHE S HD
IR Wb OB M B, MR BT LIAR 2L
IAFEAR T ARAFRE R 25 A5 LUAE . X
OB E OIEE USRI, AT ELh
T A5 1% Tk 26 BEUR B 5ORREOR 1 S, B T 2
HE I B A A4 B 5% 22 6] 19 {7 4T #1141 25 (Henrich,
2009; Sosis & Bressler, 2003). AR 3 T 7 1

F1 FEEKXEE

& ezl AT

AR

LELHL ]

FEE XE:N KRG W

WL TR S S A T

i A I AR e D T

MR AR B R W B IR R S R NG iy L B IS HET A RS AR U, 7
PEAR S G R A B EL B EARR R, W0, URMEGOY R0HDREE, S haa. S0

W HHMAE ),
MR AR BRI A

BN RN

TR, AL WA, HALL.
£ 0T ABUBE 2 KRR 2 (15 8
GLAL W RS, LU . TR SRR 0, IO e

BB R FIAT A o
BEU R R B G TRR rA Ak 5y UINeN i

BUUESMMEWM LI, WG EER, e, EESr. & OAE, BN R ERE A a0t =2 1)

B LEMAAENESR . BNETE, SN e R EEE.

afE.
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%26 &

KIS T] | A5 BRI R A A A R B
BRI, AR ARMERL DA 3 1 (Soler, 2012),
Ht, 1E {25858 R g (the credibility- enhancing
display), ACUPRIL T AN AT RE (A B0 BT VR R
TSR, SRR TR 5 Y B AT O IR
(Watson-Jones & Legare, 2016).

TESEAL I I R h, A G0/ NSRRI
B . RFAR OB R AR S A HA e DU 8 R 15 2
BREAITE B o /NI 10 26 A7 15 e i o i 22
Wi B9 H FRAPE, IR B P 0 A2 g XU, AR 4
RAEBIP BIF 45 o BERA A D RE AL LA &) 5t
AR 25 A R X A IS RN E L PR 7R o o B S
AW A RME L 2 v % 0y, QIR | U
betis . BrRERE SR VR BEAAE ARV Y — 7
3, G R AL HE A I A A B 51 2 R] 9 45 AT
TGS, R W s FABAT A, DT HEAE XURS:, i
/N RE AR %) A= A7 F & B (Whitehouse, Frangois,
& Turchin, 2015; Whitehouse & Lanman, 2014),

BiE Al i & T, KB H A A% EMAREA
Pt ZEAUT & 53 B0 B RO A R K 2R
F)—, MR, AT E R 2 AR
Ok S A AE A 4 B (UL R S A, I R AR
BT 51 S 1 73, e 2 A REAACOA [ & 4
(Whitehouse et al., 2015; Whitehouse & Lanman,
2014), HoRm G 50 %A ARG, %
AR B Je — TR A ) B4R B R R A
(Atran & Henrich, 2010; Henrich, 2009), /)35,
RAUBEREACHE ISk (1 I TR A (R % T 52 AN
S/ WLAEL SR A GG o AN il R 18 28 13 A Ry 7R A Y
PR BURREEGE I LA B0 A7 T8 SGd1e
AL SR, BETTR R AR R AR . R
fE& . BUURA R U555 2545 i 1 i R A
PR AR AR ST AT R 5 22, 0D T R
AR5 T R XRS5 58 4 B AR B0 ARG B A
AR RS AEAEXS T, JFLOAEE . %5 . £l
H . 45 9% 97 X5 1 (Whitehouse & Lanman,
2014),

3 ERNABLIEFEIENR

31 EMERBEREN

LRGN RRIE S BE R Ty, BER i — 2 Hom
T A SRR <y (Legare & Watson-Jones,
2015), HER I RBESR AT IR . AESTREE . N
HEiARZg AR B orma . FEAON R DL R

SR B H Y 3G TR (Lakens, 2010; Lakens & Stel,
2011; Legare & Wen, 2014; Mogan, Fischer, & Bulbulia,
2017), YHTAFIT 322 RN 4 25 R 25
PARE A 422 48 /01 i R ) 5 i oK JRE T

311 EARNARSHSHE

NG LA SRR AL S R A AR 14
B 45 7F — ik (Hagen & Bryant, 2003), fh&Hcsh
(social bonding) & A X J&] Fl H 5 A Br o6 & %
FER B, SRR B TS R,
FEZ IR A A SRR b i AR B A TE 2 1Y
E Y N S RIN G DN R PN = %~y & s ai]
FH, EEPR S5 B S PR 3 d (Lee &
Robbins, 1998),

B RAC AR AT 2R 25 BAT I [l AR . b
m, R EM, EZ5EE MR ZE, X2
HE SR RERERIL T B —F
SRARLES AT H . ¥ R 285 ) 50 v Y
A LATES 53 Z (8] 77 A 3 [ 58 B0 S AR 3 11 4R A4
WR—12 5, BA LS 5H R E T
f BEAR BY, 51 (Pdez, Rimé, Basabe, Wlodarczyk, &
Zumeta, 2015). &IZ1A91X5K (intense rituals)REHE N
BEUREER )1 M5 V54T M (Atran & Henrich, 2010),
HAXRZUFE BE 5/ N Y A [R] AH G (Choi &
Bowles, 2007; Ginges, Hansen, & Norenzayan, 2009),

WHSEE L KB, R T IRE 55 A vy A 56 14 4R
AL, 4245 7] 25 Sl ) B (A A A 2 A 8
BE R 45 1% 3l (Tarr, Launay, Cohen, & Dunbar,
2015), Reddish, Tong, Jong, Lanman#1Whitehouse
(2016)%F b T [Al 28 25 A 5 AR [ A0 25 1R T sk py 4t
SUREEIE, SRR R ERHE T MRS H
b FE A 802 1 ) — IR R S R s . SR, [R5 B)
YERIE) 2D P & AR B R 1 a0 4k 23 I 285 10 1 o
B2 3 A B B2 mal 2 A /) B ob 4 B E (Mogan
etal., 2017). LAk, AN[FSS FIRERE (1 [R] 25 s AR % 4
RUREE R AR o WFIEE KB, ol S 5E U A
B [ 20 B I8 Sl A T A 3 58 WY [R) 26 T34 1, i
HREATHWS L, AN S BES KO
5 (Tarr et al., 2015), f#h& B4 K18 5 R 8
YRR ZARC, DAIR) 2D 3l A 1715 22 ] LA A1
124 B /K - (Lakens & Stel, 2011),

B AN A 22 IR A5 9 4 T T LU IS BIL ]
mUAfERE . — 5, R STHEA R
HYRELE, RO R AR, BBt YO
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F R B (Tarr, Launay, & Dunbar, 2014), % —J5 1,
W5t &, PHERK (endorphins)BE S| & AR F 17
g%, Wt BT TRAR o SE s A E BRI R, TR 2D R
AN N4t 23145 (Lang, Bahna, Shaver, Reddish &
Xygalatas, 2017; Launay, Tarr, & Dunbar, 2016;
Tarr et al., 2014, 2015), LA _E P/ i FE (1 e 2K 45
HIE AR 14Tt .
312 KRN EMARHRZENTIAER
LRAR AR5 WA 1R T 8 (intergroup
affiliation) i) —Ff Bt o AU Z HREIE K
TEREAA ARG ML | S E e, B R A 4
4¥(Fischer & Xygalatas, 2014), A2tk 5K
BB A AETE AN (Péez et al., 2015), HERIIAfE
o IO A AR A B B Sl A S Y SR, B
BRI AT 2 J5 SR AT 55 T i s sy, R I 42 3 4t
2:BEE 1 (Valdesolo, Ouyang, & DeSteno, 2010),
Wen, Herrmann#FlLegare (2016)% H Bt 2B
1A&78 2 (the novel social paradigm)#% %% T 4~11% JL
HNASH A TR R R R, e,
EMIER YN b N | YN SR (X (N ]
b 105 9 I 1 P2 2 = e R B SN N SR s
YEAE 55 (A X 20 B T [ 2 W 1 | F — 14303
B IUEE RIE AR 55 il Al . 2R R S5 Sn
RIS 2l JLEEAR L, IR 28 2 hn st B VR (XX
#ZF WA T E S KRN EEIAEY  (in-group
affiliation), I A% A CATTERERM NG, 5
PR SR T AR L, WCHETT (9 4% T AT e
15 HoAl YR B 5% AL AT 2l (Legare & Nielsen,
2015; Watson-Jones, Whitehouse, & Legare, 2016),
filhn, ARLew s TR A P R 2L A
C 5 H AR A B 5% A AH R 1947 4 (Powell & Spelke
2013), H S5HMEEARGAR L, A5 A 45 % s
i P B K AL 51 (Buttelmann, Zmyj, Daum, &
Carpenter, 2013), AHFRF L KM, GERAITH
EFE AT R EE T ERN, A LESE
Z W7 X #1474 (Herrmann, Legare, Harris, &
Whitehouse, 2013) . JL 2 Y iX i &5 f& F A {5
(high-fidelity imitation) 5 ft 23 HEAS [) @UAH 3¢, 40
#YEFT A (Kenward, Karlsson, & Persson, 2011), 3&
[F]4A 55 (Tomasello, Carpenter, Call, Behne, & Moll,
2005). HEZIHL(Over & Carpenter, 2013) 1) £ .
AU, A A8 LI AR AT I A A 1 —
T o7 o KA R0 B2 ks 4, A AT TN

SR BR AL B AR i B2 BL7, 3 B o T T
K A TRERBURAY) . R 2B R 5% 1 A (B0
FM5 & (Henrich, 2009; Henrich & Gil-White, 2001),
BEAb, BN AE 16 3 5 BT 5 15005 5 A AT S ik By
o, iR R OC R AN B W S AR 1 Dy e ik
(McGuigan, Makinson, & Whiten, 2011),

WH5E b e AR A G T Z a5 N
RERI S ARG . RIS S s i %5 i 2,
A Ok Y A B ECC B AR 2, RO A
5171, TRRVEAAA S 5 R 5, R At
BWEA S S1 . AronsonFIMills (1959) M5 3 15
TR WL, AR A I A IR Y L P
IR =R F SR AZAGERO™T | Pl
), Tl OB — 010 ARG, S
T — BT BRI S5, s R
AFEAERY, WalrE 5250 9 ) 8047 220, AR R
RAPIZREARMO e PE . SR A Hr kR raL
P T AR L, R SRR Bl A
SEINE A CPTTE B REAR LS R 5 o W i —
SERMRREAT RN . Horh—FiA S, X2k
RV, RIS 2L 32 0 o 14 00 42 DA T 1
S JCHIREAAR (Y B 5L 5 1R T IR, SR T A
FS A, BRI B T X R A9 PF r (Festinger,
1962); 75 —FULs Ny, Ak T g 5 T B4
PR LA TR BUPME B R 1A A S5 1 )5 8 R
K, TR A E g R TR R, w4
T O TRV N Q= A O N = N 5 W
(Lodewijkx & Syroit, 1997, 2001), JREIA LU
T, BRSO FEESR ) 5 (Waldron, Lynn,
& Krane, 2011),

TS T E R FIRES ISR T RBE . il
TTAHTER ST LT, A2 A i ok 15 72 B FO
W 5| Jy Z BIAFFE ARG, A2 IEAR G R,
I HIX RO R AZ BT . IR 45 1 Hh A
£ (Lodewijkx, van Zomeren, & Syroit, 2005)., 5
X— &R IAH—3L, van Raalte, Cornelius, Linderffl
Brewer (2007)& 3 : A X G438 2 37 B R ok
W ZIb N BT 32 W i 2, I8 201 7E 5 iz 3
FA G HIAE 55 rh 6 30 (0 B A8 58 0 IR . ik A7 B
FEH X A2 B (A AT TR, &
A 2 A 1) 28 T i 2 fl 7 i 03 I Y K R
Mo JEHCY AR — (2 H I, MRS R
BT Z R, SRR R BB, kA AR
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PR B A 2 SRR T 2 X3 bR v kS B 22 A0 A
(Mann, Feddes, Doosje, & Fischer, 2016), /)%
uh, WERBHATE A S BIA &S, A
ANZALGA AT RERG B AR AT i H2 40
32 HEARMAMFHRITHRIFM

ARG RRAMBA KRG RRMNEGEREAN
AT A A, T R kA TR Y
BAEAT PR A R AT A, T R TS
B EAERR R A AEFT A (Trivers, 1971), HumAlfbFT
AU R A 5 75 B AT AR R A AR, T HL
T I Al 1 AN 1] A 1 2% O AR AR A4 B 5 B PN
UG, PR, B A Al AT Ry SRR B B o 4 2%
Moo HXT R, AEAT AT EAT & & r R,
T A A £ Ak AS A8 1] A 1l 2% ¢ A 1) 1l G B P
WRLBL, o dE B 2% 06 & I BA AR NSO A
B, FTLAE AR MR ol SR 22 (Reddish
et al., 2014, 2016; Whitehouse & Lanman, 2014),
321 ERBEXREFEHZITH

A T R BT S B B BB R i K F
A 15 [ i (Ruffle & Sosis 2007; Soler, 2012;
Sosis & Bressler, 2003; Xygalatas, Mitkidis et al.,
2013), Xygalatas, MitkidisZ: A (2013)#F 55 Bow,
=Y O R A UR Y W3 S A oy fow <3 D W ]
WG B 2 A, MR I B B AR LL AR K-
Pt %5 WA R N Y RIEH 2, XU
5 AP R A R IEA G R . e Ah,
iR vy R S AR AT AR OG, Bl ) A K
Vi, HAR M BBl 2 o 28 AR K S
Z AU 2 538 R R R e b AR, T
BV H O R BN BOE; AR, IR R K
S B A R B 3R RS U
W BB ER I B0 . X457 5
Whitehouse Fll Lanman# H} 1) 8 vt {0 =77 A= 5 173 8t
B IR AR s Swann A5 A (2012)%F BEHEAT T iR BE,
AATIA A B oA AR AE T R SR A A 3R R
PRI 44 B OROR 09 B JRL, B SR R 2L
C AL E B O flG, 000 Z FR S < 22 i
4" (extended fusion),
322 RITHMERHAFHRITA

e, AT K R P S R R R
PR B fis 1t &M, Wiltermuth A1 Heath (2009)
X ZAARE AR E S E——— 2 TE . — IR
WHE BB T TR SRR 5§

FERI AR L, ARLE 55 fl A AT 5] 2558 3 i A~ AR T
JE A Z S5 12 T 25 2 o 55 P B A A,
R 2 A T B AP 15 LT o Ruffle T Sosis
(2006) FH — ¥k M 1835 (One-shot  game) X L) (5,31 42
A W 5 B AEAT R AT TR, S5 R A,
TE A BRI 5 0, B £ T 5 BER L 5t &
TEMI RN . EILHEERZ b, FRE R . 5MHRAD
FIR B B AR LG, IR 28 L H s S 3t
[ A A S 18 55 o 2R 81 ) SR AR 37 1 5 A A
KV, W AR AU IS S A E——ir 4R
BAER NG R R4 I L B (Ruffle & Sosis,
2007; Sosis & Bressler, 2003; Sosis & Ruffle,
2003). FA—LERF S E R R TAIFE RS IS, Al
R, SRR E — Bz g, ik
PR — B T AR, A2 3 9 R il 1 IRy 7 A
(Reddish, Fischer, & Bulbulia, 2013); [d#}, S53E
)20 2R PRAR LG, TR0 A5 T 1 Bl B B 388 B i
e WA, WA AT BE L OE 4B B E] 3 B Al A
(Reddish et al., 2013; Valdesolo & DeSteno, 2011),

XFHE AR ] 28 S A B B 545 21 1 AH TR
IE5TE X i/ MERBA(14 DRI R B,
[ 20 M B S A 2 ROV AL R T R AR AR A, B4 2L
S H BT R L IEZ S, A KA REH
BhBE 4 A (Cirelli, Wan, & Trainor, 2014) .t W57
HHFEFEE RHEES M 4 2 LB FE St
%58, S50, LR & AR IR LAY 32 4t
SYERAEMBMAEM . 5Kt REE K HE
1B T AL, 20T 3fmE R fAEAE 55 1 L
B SR AT B A T ] TR LSRR 7 K58
BAE S o BeAh, SRR RS BT R B, It
) & SR A 25 R FE AR AR A5 R L R B
S A S R A 2R . wT UL, SRR AR
E$E T 4 % LM 24t 2317 R (Kirschner &
Tomasello, 2010)., Tarr %5 A (2015)%} tt 1 5¢ 4x [A] 4
Bl R 43 [6) 25 Sl 4 X i v 2B SR Ak S R s
SRR, WL ER R SROAEI R 2 5
FH R, EEAS S LR e B
BN BEARFEA SR . Mogan 48 A (2017)48 H,
[R5 IR Bebin et 2t oA rhAE R EE A BRI

S, FEEMEMRE T ORME23170 0 Reddish
25 N (2014) FH &% fi] B K 75 20 (Tajfel, 1974)%f X —
WL AT THE. R EHSERHML, 7R
WAERMET, #ok R Rk R AR R & (SR
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RRLEY), RIS EEERL T LR ST
TEM IR Z 1, BEFEE E— 5 E 1 R 2P SifE
TSR, FFREIEBLT 15044 3k A AN [A] 418 1) R
SR, XHMBATTE R AP S S0 5 3R W28 s/ 2 1
TR ST R, SRE, SRR
VEZRAFAAEE, [R5 SR 2500 i p o s A )
RIEHARZ AP E A A, HIRL 20T B
B AMBEAAR B 53 1 BN B 3R ) 20 2 1 1143
fiZ . WIUL, [R5 S AE 0 2R 23 2500 A2 fif 31 35 i
BEAAR 2 4 (Reddish et al., 2016) . 15 5 AH ALK
(calming practices)HH 3¢ [ AF 58 & B, AR
IRERG I i sRAt ok, i RERRAR B SOk AR 2
PEo SHE R ERFET ST, SR
TP A A SC, BN T ORI 3R SRR
REASCRE T B 2 KT (A4, 0 B R Al o SC
Bl A 5 TR, AR AR A L B AR AY
AL A AL Tz Al 32 S, IR A EAT
W BE A HE KHFAAR ] (945 7E (Frost, 2016).

BRIt Z4h, Reddish 55 A (2013)if & 304 A5
ShAE SRR B bR AE e, [R5 sh A Be = A ik
AR, BN H AR 5 E S E A A T
POX AR S, X — 25040 R T SR E 02
() 25 SR G A 0 PR ZE AL TR 1% B 220 R 4 o
33 E&MHRMUAFERITRE

—H Uk, SEEMXIREA I )
AR AL <SG BT T, WA ik SRR S v 4
HEAE SSRGS | B R R R R, (HE A A ST
5% 1A < BRI T —— A R R AR AR T Y [A)
W, SRR T AME SRR R, 8L
FEPR I 22 (intergroup bias), XA AR T
FITEAR IR 22 2 B0 - BB n 7 S P B AR B 5% 1)
SEUEATAT, S TXT SR A B G A 5 I A 455 [
5 F (Hobson, Gino, Norton, & Inzlicht, 2017), H[!
M % I REIAR, Tz 3 OMEAA . BIFTE 35 A R B i 22
8 7 A 32 BV AE TR A (EDUL A ok 23 il 22 A
(Jones, 2013), it 21k (1) 1B X0 2 80K 4 3 X
E A B 19 5 0, DA T S SORE B b 58 1 7 AR
(Sheikh, Ginges, Coman, & Atran, 2012),

WF9EH ZORPOR 53 3 78 =T 55 . # 2%
PR, BOAE T SR B[R AR SR O s — A
BHET 90 s, TEX 5T, i gt 2t 45—
2 FPFAER D AT, PO 2 W R DU 2
AR P B 5 AR T A B AL A 7o Tk, Horp R E

LY SR A | SR E S EP 2 S C A
WrARI . SRER: S AT SE
B I B AT AT e R D I AR A ] 25 Bl B [ A 1
FR, TR JE T [ SRR A SO e AT
B AT ATy (Wiltermuth, 2012), Hobson%: A
(2017)7E BLHE R b, FH o a7 R 1R 9 =X % 3 A =X
(novel ritua)BIREIEAT TSR, S5R A, FEk:
LSRN CFT R B AL M2 RER), #i
{CRE S AERE PR 22, YA R SCAL RN D 52 S
A S TE BT 10 T A v 7 2 T B Al D T A A2
BEIR A 1E(Launay, Dean, & Bailes, 2013), Wood,
Caldwell-Harris Fll Stopa (2017) i X & 4% 14 75 =
(two-condition paradigm)3e ik T [F] 2 HExf = A&
Ze L RS s e, R BRI 2P A 1 R AR AR
4RI ZE, ST RLIENEARE TS
R KEAT 55 AR B A BR b 5 . SEAGK S A B 4
SEAARME DL e N BR e Z AR a0 . 7T I, £RARIR
AR IR GBI I P B IR R ) RS AT, (HURSE R L
4k AN EEA S AU (Hobson et al., 2017)., R 801E
BT B MR RTOR M ETE, Bk, EAMUGE
R AT FH AR B AT 25 AT, IR REIE AT
X AMEAC B 53 AL T AT N SO TEAEAT A . F
A, ()25 S EXT AR AT N B TR A o R L 2
A4 52 1 (Wiltermuth, 2012).,

4 [EEE5RE

S OB B o X AR IR AN BEER T DA R
FAL AT N =B Z ML R R, RZE R T8
RS R R R & JE R, % PR X 4R 1
I BER SR, PR AR A TR T
T FR AR RE, HARBR AT EREE SR, H AT
TR TIOR3 AR M e B ARh THE 2
Bl . NBFIAREEGN . T8 e s, AR DX
WINTE] B0 A 3 P AR R =X 0 B 3R 1 R R IR A
o,

SERBGTE R E AR S AT A EE
7, B AT RE— Wit adw, Bk
AR E SO SR AR A AR
W H R AL, BRI T R R E R I Y T
FE AR, <FRATR AL B IUE TALBGX A2,
KRRV E BT PE, E AT, LIE
g4 E B (BT, 2007, p3—7). PR A E 28
1T B 2 RAVSGRUE X E BRSO B 5 ALY
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W AR, e B RSL H G A 2
H R 50K B R FEME A I RN 4% H 247 1 A2
B, BEFAFSRA. AGE5MN 2T 51
MU0, 2008 4F 1 [E BB SR . A
Feal, DU OB AR AR (4 35 T EEZ
BIfE, RILT B SRR 3 SO e g R AR
P XN DUE AR G SCA TR i 22 0% & R S B Y
BTS2 LN, DABRSS Ik 2= 5 Ak R e
% B TR B B SR A AL(E B UK, 2011), AR 2L
B IR XA 432, 3k D) — s BT AR
TR Bl S S 5 H A, &
5 #F W S IIEAAE T8 die, IFh Toisg
B 5 A AL F B B AR . F. T8 LA E
ML AR R, R HERE RN . MR R A S
47 (Whitehouse & Lanman, 2014), {Hj2&, # &M
A7 R S0 X — WS BT 7 5 SR i,
MBS A 2 5 5 7 AR AOA R L 335
AT, BSR40 BEBL ]
Wz RN IAEM S . 5 A, Wiltermuth Fl
Heath (2009) /Y #F 5% % BERE A 52 R4 0[] 20 3 7
(R R A 2RO A TR A TR AR, BIIR] 2552 Bl ] LA
T AL 80 A SR SR N SR A VB o Reddish 48 A
(2016) 55 21 & BRAL 23 R ES AT il B {3 fil & LA K
JEARFEAA DA R X [ 25 Bl A 5 Ml S a2 P 19 ) B2 AR
AR E . Bl W, SRR R ST
B0 BIIL ) i T B 22 SEUE R AT Y S RE -

TIAh, RPN, B B
il 1 5 e 3 R E N SR S Ak s, 3
Schjoedt&§ A (2013) %) = 2 4 X g 7= A= 1 B 1812
X — W48 T BT EE, T IR AR
AEBEIEIZ, FF AR B IA B IR AR Y (resource
model of ritual cognition) X H W &5 4T T R o X
AN AW Ny . ARG RS T~ R
DU o3 e A 0 MBS IR mT P, HE iy 2
IS 5 38 X SRR 1 RS2 1 o B AN IR e A
A A2 32 T R T O X R 2R
P28 ok 55 B, I HL7E 452 2% B i se 4 il Ath 7] 19
FEIERNEME, 0 AR R I 4 R A Ak s B
BN ARG ICALTE B T B IR A S 2G5 R 1
(Schjoedt et al., 2013), X} KZEH & 5K A5 L%

2 [E KA, http://www.cngongji.cn/newcenter/index.htm,,

ng i 4 AR U, 4 Mo T A B o K- 115 2
P, R E 1 — RIVRHE (ML .
S TUARGE )2 R T M R B DA e 5
PRI P o K BEREON 23 B R A R A 19 581012
A BN E R, PR, I ARE LR
25 A B8 B I 2 B s 4 HOAT: fof 1 40 4 1 B8 10 12
(Xygalatas, Schjoedt et al., 2013), tHELE UL, &
AL A B IC I, T T A A 51012
B IA N B PRI 2 AR X — O B AR T
ORISR, PG E TR
LA MelE, WALHE T e g, e,
R ILR R AL S T B 2 R SRR AR, g
e SE . DER R A D IR BRI SF . YT SRR AR
KT R 2V B fE G 25, X4 2 W bi 155 26 1)
BEARDBGERIRIFTER D . AT XX L) B TR
R Whitehouse il Lanman 5 I} B SR 6 &R
BA RO OER, T — L0 2E R
W fi 1) TAHALRFE SRR S E R . BURERR
BT N (Legare & Souza, 2014; Legare, Wen,
Herrmann, & Whitehouse, 2015), {H 2 24 {iIAF5%
Z2 A4 G TE ) 28 Bl e NN R RIAT 2 B 52 Wi
Xof DR 2R 56 R AN 7 B B BIE S ATE A R R R VA T
A0 &P M (Kapitany & Nielsen, 2015; Legare &
Souza, 2012). ik, MERKERABWIIA, B
FEEARMAX AT B8 23 BUA AR X — UL A £E A

2% 30k

AT (2007). LA AR RAEB R

EB UK. 2011). SRR S RIE—2011 Y&
FILESKMTESMNEEE R, CHE~, (3), 108-115.
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Collectiverituals promote cohesion: Based on action, emotion, and memory

Z0U Xiaoyan; YIN Keli; LU Lin
(School of Education & Management, Yunnan Normal University, Kunming 650500, China)

Abstract: Collective rituals are of great significance to the construction and development of a group. In
recent years, foreign psycho-anthropologists have put forward “the theory of modes of religiosity,” which
elaborates profoundly on the psychological process of collective ritual to produce group cohesion and
prosocial behavior. Psychological research into collective rituals focuses mainly on promotion of cohesion,
the influence of synchronic movement on prosocial behavior, and the intergroup conflict caused by
collective rituals. Some future study topics should be systematic testing and evaluation, such as the
psychological mechanism through which collective ritual influences cohesion, and the collective ritual that
arouses pleasure emotion.

Key words: collective ritual; cohesion; prosocial behavior; synchronic movement



