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* % 44 (Meta-Analysis) *

NERSFHSITANER: KB TOTIIERE

W EEE Ese 'O
(TR RFELHERBEUGI, WL T 315211)

W B OARMEA AR RS, HOAA R FALSER, 2R S AR HLINA LIRS IR FA
BATH AT R RBA FARATHGER, SATERL RS HAGTRER R, AR KA LTI H BT T4
Ji W B FAESATH 09 £ BABCR A NBAT EAELATH B R, 4 46 B ik 92 ANk 5 A R IA TS (N =
17248). ASMLERAN: (DHANRLS FHATAZIMGELE T EREGEANR, —HZ 094 E 23] F44
RATA KB IRT, ALAIRE . BIA . FRRATAH F, HRAREAMEZ A 4948 X 3% QB HATCRERE
ERAANRGERDITH, ERAEZ G LEBRERNGRT S, FAITHM S EL TR BATHR, &3
PR AR RB B2t F 7 o FALRAT A (3) p W K (p-curve) AT R I, AT p &I ERH
ERE, RPFRAREFRRAHNREZABRRENRS FRARATAN Y HEL F OB, - RS
WARAE 34 p hacking F# .

KEIR AR FASTA; AL, AT RL; p Bk

%EE B8498:C91

1 3|15 Rotella & Richeson, 2013 ), Ul Jordan, Flynn Fl
Ll SEREY Cohen (2016)R I PN 25 ML 7] 2 #2 (Guilt And
. BRMXE
" RPN _ Shame Proneness Scale, GASP) LA & %t 20U 1] & 3%
R 4% 1E N AT S o R P — B 2 N

(Heartland Forgiveness Scale, HFS)IC£E 5 ¥ & L 4%
PR 5 8 A0 ] .3 IEAF G . Kahn, Liberman,
Halperin Fl Ross (2016)L) LA 51 3L KN R i 55 %)
%, RIS DL AR S X I8 i 35 9 2247 6 gk 3
PGB ] TSR R, Y MR EIRB A O
MIAT RO TAB, PP 2 B4 AT 25 4,
MR T AMEZE Ty, 2 DL 0 200 B b
R 3X AP A 56 (Berndsen & Mcgarty, 2010; Ghorbani,
2013), I, PWIKBOA N RA Rt
BEARE LR, WIKSEESITRZE
FAIETE B A 5 (e.g., Leach, Iyer, & Pedersen,
2006; Halmburger, Baumert, & Schmitt, 2015),
Halmburger %% A (20157 L8 =W T — M
HUR G B AT B3 5200, & Bl i sk

I oonsy st g3 IR0 B0 850 L2 W45
%{ AN ‘%‘J_jz N ﬁﬁ )‘L} = :% e . 2 VY Ny
%%(ISYJCIQOOZQ*ujC@Fﬁ??%ﬂ%ﬂ’%ﬁﬁ%ﬂ”ﬁﬂ o Graton, Ric ﬂ] Gonzalez (2016)u{£ @ijjﬁﬁ

o EILHAR, KEOHSFF AT 50T
BRI TE NI — B 25 7 MR SR AL 2 AT v
s, ARG NI, b T .
R Bk S X M RO 2, 2R KR4 A 2 T AL
MBI R, A R — A DR T T
o, MBEA RSN, BOA N —Fh i NP
e (RIR, JrF, 2g, THL BRHTES, 2014;
de Hooge, Nelissen, Breugelmans, & Zeelenberg,
2011), SR, EABTEH LT NG E 21T Hh
ZIHRREERIFA—B, ZHWIRFINAN
P SEAT 24T N B R ARG E N YK RE 2 25 e kS At
247 MY r7 4 (e.g., Harth, Leach, & Kessler, 2013;
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IO B R AT O B . AP AR L,
WICZ 5 AT o it 1a) 52 2] 2 A0 R 9837, ande
F2 B X 5% 3 5 A (9 TR MEFE i (Berndsen et al.,
2010) . 3 FE # (Y412 o {7 (Dumont & Waldzus,
2014y, NAFFH R SE(Zimmermann, Abrams,
Doosje, & Manstead, 2011), FEit, PIIRIFA IR
—E R B SAT . AN, AR E R,
IR 2EE 27 2 8] 5 i AH ¢ . Wohl, Matheson,
Branscombe F1 Anisman (201338 i i il 2 K gk
I R EUR A A FE RAESA LB
MOBNE R B N RS, kI NGRS
RIS T 5 A7 T R R I A R W AR DG
WP — R R 18 25, 85 2k N8
AN, PR ™ A B AT AT B 25 SR LA A
it ok B AR A Oy KR A, LI, XA,
2011), HIFA—E Ml B ST RRBE H Y,
T RE S I . AR S TR AR A
R TH B PR

HTHBEHNKEEHESEMZHBXR,
Tignor Al Colvin (2016)L4 P4 5 SCAL T 5 T AR 4
FHIRAF R AT T o4, BRI IK 5844
) 22 6] B F A (K = 63, Mr = 0.13, p < 0.001),
PO 2 B ) 5C 3R 32 NI &t 5 ik oA,
Fo VAN J7 ¥ (scenario) I 1 F R BT NIK 5 B4 &3
] 2 0 3 E ARG, {HJ2 IR K I (checklist) O 4R
BT IK 5 R A o B m Z AAE R 3 . X WA
Mr— e R DR T NS Rt S B Z M )
JGRR, (HIZIUa A U T IJLF AR (1)BF
RE BRIV RNIK SR 2B R, 9
A SCHRES HERR T X5 AT SE S B A i 17 S I
QLRI EMSEMER T &E
(hostility) . /i (empathy). F&#(forgiveness)FliE
8 (morality) PUFPREFTMEFE AR, 107 AE T 388 2 LAY
FEASAT R Q) Rk A TP B A DG
5, WHPATLE SE 5T DL RS R AF % B
RIS (@) PIRAUNE SR T AMERRIR, &
A% EBIBERNPG S)W RN AL E 58 T FEITL N
PRI I Ty i — AR T AR

LRA DT IR 5 SR 2547 R R I SCHR,
EISHERA - RN FEZGLIT LA (1)
PR B AN [R) I B 075 R ks () PR AN [R) 2688
QVFEMSIT IR ZAEL, (HFEM ST NHARE
X5, SN IR E . b, \TF SRR, &

JE IR AR, PG SCAR I M A A Y
XA, 2012), ARSCEERT, WIK5FEM
ST MR ARG AEZR? BRI D HHRE
S R AT IR 9T o ASWF 5% 2R FH OG0 7 vk % 8%
WIK G RA AT AR R, IEF [R5 m H R AE
R AR R ATCAAT, 2 B NS R A
SRFZBBTEERA
1.2 EMARSFEHSITAXENESR
1.2.1 AERHAEE L E

PSR SR IA R A B I8 S s BAR A AT R i
ETMAN, HONZAZ G T, 1= —
IR AN AR EIES RS R KIK, TH%R
U, Z2E it 2015; Turner & Stets, 2006), 3k T
WP L, R NI i R 8 H =l H5E
fiEsE . Mz, MeEsh. BEERIFELEFE
R 7E S G 2 AR L LS Y 3 5 s A R 15 ik
FEAE IR B Tl e 5 R Fe bR (2012) 1L 4 52 A
—ANESC BRI, L= /N AT RS TR,
Pl N Ry 2 B A v /N B RSN
fE, #ET IR B R R KRR B Y. 238
AR ZE RO 2 A B NG DT R, A AR
KRR o 41 Polman 1 Ruttan (2012)ZE3R 4% i
EHZIEEAR R 21l B O RAA PR A, HiRE
MR, E A B R T R A PR R
5o APRLE Bl W 5E A 0 G0l A e, 1k ek
S RAR MG B R AR AE A O & b, Tk F
HR B IR B Y, Furukawa, Nakashima
1l Morinaga (2016) [ 8 128 & BUAE F A A A9 22 310R
PR 5% Z IS SR, BRI R ZIE sk
ATEACH L, BYEE R EAESNIELT
R IR o

R Ibe 45 N (2012) R FH L SE 1% 5o ifs Rk
PG G, WMPR S BIEACEA ST A
T, RIFE KA SERAXT AGh %8 &,
Graton % A (2016)R H RMZ 530155 & SE 86 20 /) IR
&4 E, Mgnln B a1, gRENERN
YRR B N B S TN Y et AT o B
Zhang 552017k FIM LS S 5 75 R B0 I,
R IPLIER ) PAK I a2 B ) AN RE B I
THRIH BT UL, SRR NG 5 & 7
2, ISR ST R BRI
1.2.2 AZRMAEMNETLAR

PR IR T 85 B SRS P 115 25 R 560, Bl
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W45 XS R ST MY IE AR R A T AT A E S 775

AR, AT LI S A 1 A
75 M 5 WYX 3 (guilt proneness BY guilt disposition),
L 30 P K RN 25 18 [1] +2 2% (Cohen, Wolf, Panter, &
Insko, 2011), H3CHR NI 14 (53 4 4=, 2008), {H
SRR BTN PRI B T BRI ARG —, BR T X
FNZ8 Wik £ 2% . A SCRRINIKIR) 4 4, Tangney 7E
1990 gl I IT 1Y A B B PUE BRI 5 (the Test of
Self-Conscious Affect, TOSCA)HL HEXT P YA
i, BRUCLASE, B TR F R AN, RZ R
HIHARMCA W IEXE, 12X H g
BIERIE§ ¥, Linda, Stefan Fl Lugo (2016)%
JH GASP £ R0 1 Bl i iy KRR 5 45 0 i ] fr)
KA, GERRUIPIH & EAE, 252012k
F 4 g B NG R ) |, BEPaIXEE S
FMb L A OC R, SRR "M B2 I,
RTINS (R 1 TR 22 [ AR Y 25 57, ARTT
B S BN FEAE ST IR R AT,
123 MR RE#FAE

WA A 5] B8 b o, A CRT LA S AN [R] R b
Fo NG FEA AT N RRBET, FEM
8 DT 1 SR VR IR 0 S A IR A CRIRE A ALK
AMRNIIR R A GE R T EIFEREAC
oL %o 0 B A T AT I 7 A ) — TR A (O
H, A, 2003)0 AT B REARAE AN TE 7
AT R ECE O E T o —RER, ARSI A 2T
J BB A 1%k 0 5 S R T I, e P AR A
WIK(R A5, 2011) BEARNPR TREATE %, &
SR I X AE T RVER A O 4o R ST
haiiFER AT, MRS EH D, Ml
7 AR PR (Doosje, Branscombe, Spears, &
Manstead, 1998). RN E RN —FH Aigit
5 R AL AR A7 AE W 22 5, 4, PR AR
IR AL R AT I O R B AT REAFTE 22 57
124 FHIUITANTEFE

TEO B ARG ST b, REZEWEFE N 3%
AT A — RV EERR T MR A & SN
AR A BRI BkE S5 3R 25 1947 0 (George & Brief,
1992; Penner, Dovidio, Piliavin, & Schroeder, 2005;
Dovidio, Piliavin, Schroeder, & Penner, 2006; Martin
& Olson, 2015; Bolino & Grant, 2016), HR AT 5T )
i B, WFSEH RO R 2R B R 47 ARy st AT
FREER, FEAEBIA . AE. 5 R,
R RESRE . BREEN ST A

L BT IR0 4T J (Bisenberg et al., 1998), {HZ,
A WFFR RTINS AR DR B8 AL 2T A5G
FIFA—E. W Kahn %A 2016)0F 58 KB, LI
BN A A KT DA 2370 Xof T4 3 07 4 ) 2 AT i Jek )
PP, BB o) T A5 AR IS LA B %ok SR AR 3 B
A A BE A O3B BT 25 (2012) L) B AAT R W98 AR,
R B A A KA B T Bl N B B R S BR B AT
R AGA R 2% %% . Graton %5 A (2016) IR
TRAT R R R AR, R B YR AN B W 3
T B R B R AT N B . T, NS A
[ 2T (1) SR A 2547 S 2Z )1 6 BRI AEAE 3 I
125 FHIUITARREXR

AN A NSRS AT R ) 2 % 52 55 %
O AN, X — 2518 E 215 B AH OC UL B2 A
FEH W NN o AER AT T BT Z AL — A7)
U, BR TN 2 BAMEAT i, NI
SR 0 S A5 AL S5 R A B T T SRR S AT R Y
AWETEE KB, 7 RO B IS 26 5 e 5 1
T 2 6T T 56 Ath A (LK 52 XE ) 1Y 45 3B (de
Hooge et al., 2011)fHJ2&, T 25 JHZAEHFE(2014)
TES ZWOR NP 4 5 H NP AT R, S8R K
B, B A P AR 38 R LA E ) T X6 A2 5 A
AT, AERR AR =05 A AT R WIS 32 50
O TT UL, K 2 10 At 2 VR FIAR 7T REAFTE XS
S YRR, PAPCHE 28 R 1 BB At 2 R0 BE A
AR 2ANAT 15 e — AR
1.2.6 XRAMNZERE

WIKAE S — R 4 AR5, 78 AR Y 2B BIF 5T
T, BR TR KT RS R R AR L, i
A ARG — B IF 50 XS e I 2 ot ke, H
Hh g DL AR R T 25 ML 2H (shame) VE g X IR, ANiB
A A 2 B Z T, PO Z5 TR T IH
W MBS 4, —HTEE R B A MRRIE.
A I 2 WA A TR R A 670 18 = s 2 [] ¢
B BIRER N PCRIBEIAR 251, —FWoA o HAT TR 3
M (co-occurrence) (Brown & Cehajic, 2008; Shepherd,
Spears, & Manstead, 2013), de Hooge, Zeelenberg
1 Breugelmans (2007)2% I RIAZ: 24370375 & M 2H
PO KR ZE MG 26, RIS 25X HIEA
At E R A S YETT o . Furukawa 5 A (2016)
i3 A R AR, RSO AR Y 35
SR ATE A C B B R N RS 45
453 7N WK B0 52 3 8 0 i b 5 25 1
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HALEAEWFE W ER, HESPEHAXT I, MK
BN 32 F A T AR R A
FRRE b, ZRMR G PIYXCTEREY, B0 (Kim, Thibodeau,
& Jorgensen, 2011), R, WIKSESITNHIR
FRAFAEST EAR ] B2 A [RIUF 5 1508 1 % BR AL AN [7)
T
1.3 AHREIEM

BEXS IK 5 SR AT S 0GR AR AE 19 43 B
AWFFER HITC A HT I 5 B AR BT KL ARZS K
SR ST N K RIS, R A |
ARG A2 B BT A i . NIRR AL RS AT
S ESIVINIE S A e I ON N =R S €
FXF ZH KRBT . X N CRGE A2
TR RFRW I, AR T E TR 1MW
N Z A 1 O FR, 7 — A0 i L e T 7135
TEA AR FEAT R i fE I o
2 Rk
XHEER
HhSCSCR 32k A v FE R 40 ) 4 SR
B R TR b E A e
SCESCHR ZE R v A T R 2 08 S04 SR
YRR FRAT A <R | PRI “TETEG 27, R4t
ST AR R SR SAT R L EE L <BIA
107 “HUBAT R <A IR B
FCCHRFEEKR A Scopus., Springer Link . Elsevier .

2.1

Wiley Online Library 44815, PIPXIAKE 2R 1461
Fhi“guilt” , “regret” ., “group-based guilt” . “collective
guilt”; EALSAT A IKE & 1R A “prosocial behavior”

CEINTY3

“helping behavior”, “altruism” . “altruistic behavior” .
“compensate” < . K Z I [ FEIFRE A 1990~2017 4
2.2 XERANSHERRRE

TR LT b v e s 2 7 R R B Y SCHR AN A
JLOHT . (DFFFER R TN EAE AT N R R
SCUENESE, GEiTBE SR, FEAS /NI, HEER
AUBRIE AN SCHRER IR SR (2)SCRRHB 42 T e
PG FHEA AT Z AR KR, IR T
rESCRERAE N r 0 F ALt o, Rudgis
ST by SN VS B g S SN a R EN I 4
i B)CHRHE 52 T ARSI 26 A 247 M Yy
oA, WA NG S R A SR T, R
AR T T K A T BEAE AT, B
S A (R H S DD PEAT OB AT SRR (4)
B IEH AR, HEBRORS Fio 82 45 S W Bl
A (5) Bt 52 N RO — i A
2.3 BREXEPANGER

SCHRIEZ . WA SRR A 1 R R
LW ARSCIRA 46 G, Horb, h3CcEk 14 55,
PEICHR 32 %, ATFRRISCRA 35 . Hh
FE BN IS A 22 R SR R B B i s Ay
P SCHRAT 34 5, IRSNPCA 14 55, A PR SCER
H A RIBITFE 73N TR ST X FR 2 KR

o TR HAE SR Hop SRSk
PR HIn=566; HXn=63 n=0
[ [
| w75 |
| bR AR
Bsii ) > n=324
| PSR fERA S kn=154 | Dl SCHERR 69K SCk -
> LR C#kn=26
) TS BN
- 77 4igin=43
| AR =85 |
N e HERR39%s SCHR «
> PR AT =12
' FoxtBn=27
BAINATEA T SCkn=46
@F3n=32; H3n=14)
OnE BB =92
B SRR . a9 A R

I nAUFRSCHRECR
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2.4 SCEKFFEYRED
XTANATCAT BT I SCRR EAT AR Sfi . (1) 3k
FRUEES+RREN), QBORFEAE; )il
EEE, (OB ERRJLE ., HOESURN); )RR
PRI T HAEILER 1); (0)WIKTHEBGEILER 1); (DA
PRI (AR NPCEREAR IR, (8) EAESAT A,
O)EAESAT X4 (10) 5 155 (A BIRFHEAR Y
SR SR (2R IKE & T R OE L 2). X4
— AT REAR, TR S — O R, AR — S
kAL Z AT REAR, A P HEA T 22 R s o

TR KX SR AL 2347 5 i i R AN A rh, X
TS 22 TN 6] S A SRS i SRR, Ry T R
i SOk A BT 22 S50 B 7 PG R, AT 1T B
PR A R 2, FRATIXT X — 43 SR A £
AT G ITAL IR . A IR Y U 2 . 2 — TR 5% [+
IR T 2 R0 54 A KRR BE,  HLX S 55 R (n
AR IF AR A ST G IR T AR B, S
YR —A~E I3 i (pooled effect size); {H AN %
AR AT ST ST R I T AR R AN AR S L RS
Pa s ), WAHITEF. BIEE 1. £ 2,

Fz1 TOMPANNEBEMREFRARSFLIITAZENEER)

{8 (e e T FR g P P R Ckiba bR e ok
B H W MR KB fFAER AR 5% R ORI
T3, 2015 491 Ad uQ S IBG T uv UP E 0.32
FE, 2017 388 Ad Q T IBG T uv P E 0.50
HIRF, 2016-2 577 A uQ S IBG R NV UP E 0.65
BRI, 2016-¢ 25 A UQ S IBG C NV UP E -038
X, 2014 1859 Ad Q T IBG T uv UP E 0.46
A58, 2012-a 413 Ad Q T IBG T uv UP E 0.18
Z5%, 2012-b 34 Ad Q T IBG 0 NV UP E 0.05
2516, 2008 261 A uQ S IBG 0 uv UP E 0.35
X 44, 2009-a 655 A UQ S IBG R Y4 UP E 0.49
X1, 2011-a 157 Ad UQ S IBG R v UP E 0.31
Hi, 2017 358 Ad UQ S GBG R NV UP E 0.51
BEFE, 2012 667 A Q T IBG T uv UP E 0.36
Brown & Cehajic, 2008-a 173 Ad uQ S GBG R \Y% P w 0.46
Brown & Cehajic, 2008-b 257 A uQ S GBG R \Y% P w 0.49
Cehajic-Clancy et al., 2011-a 139 Ad uQ S GBG R \% P w 0.66
Cehajic-Clancy et al., 2011-b 97 Ad uQ S GBG R \% P w 0.42
Figueiredo et al., 2016 464 Ad UQ S GBG 0 \Y% P W 0.17
Halmburger et al., 2015 63 Ad UQ S IBG 0 NV P W -0.06
Harth et al., 2013-a 67 Ad UQ S GBG R \Y% P W 0.37
Harth et al., 2013-a 67 Ad UQ S GBG E \ P W 0.17

Harth et al., 2013-b 81 Ad uQ S GBG R \% P w 0.6
Harth et al., 2013-b 81 Ad uQ S GBG E \% P W -0.21
Iyer et al., 2007-a 194 Ad uQ S GBG R \Y% P w 0.39
Iyer et al., 2007-b 185 Ad uQ S GBG R \Y% P w 0.35
Jordan et al., 2016-a 101 Ad UQ T IBG F NV P W 0.37
Kahn et al., 2016-a 87 Ad uQ S IBG C \Y% P w 0.32
Kahn et al., 2016-b 85 Ad UQ S IBG C \Y% P W 0.23
Konstam et al., 2011 148 Ad Q T IBG F NV P w 0.17
Leach et al., 2006-a 159 Ad Q S GBG I \% P w 0.15
Leach et al., 2006-b 203 Ad uQ S GBG R \% P w 0.40
Leonard et al., 2015-a 363 Ad Q T GBG (6] \% P w 0.17
Linda et al., 2016 568 Ad Q T IBG T uv P W 0.21
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Mashuri et al., 2017-a 200 Ad UuQ S GBG R \'% P w 0.43
Mashuri et al., 2017-b 200 Ad UuQ S GBG R \'% P w 0.19
Mcgarty et al., 2005-a 164 Ad uQ T GBG (6] v P w 0.58
Mcgarty et al., 2005-b 106 Ad uQ S GBG (6] v P w 0.66
Ongley et al., 2014 160 C uQ S IBG (¢} NV P w 0.14
Roberts et al., 2014 93 C Q T IBG O NV P w 0.59
Roberts et al., 2014 93 C Q T IBG C NV P w 0.57
Roos et al., 2014 395 C Q S IBG T uv P W 0.34
Rotella & Richeson, 2013-b 39 Ad Q S IBG R NV P W 0.79
Shepherd et al., 2013-a 179 Ad UuQ S GBG R \% P w 0.49
Shepherd et al., 2013-b 186 Ad uQ S GBG R v P w 0.66
Strelan, 2007 176 Ad Q T IBG F NV P w —0.33
Swim & Miller, 1999-a 102 Ad uQ T GBG I \% P w 0.51
Swim & Miller, 1999-b 51 Ad uQ T GBG I v P w 0.4
Swim & Miller, 1999-c 364 Ad UQ T GBG I \% P W 0.52
Swim & Miller, 1999-d 124 Ad UQ T GBG I \% P w 0.19
Wan et al., 2016-a 180 Ad Q S IBG (0] NV P E 0.33
Wan et al., 2016-b 180 Ad Q S IBG (0] NV P E 0.3
Wohl et al., 2013-a 284 Ad uQ S GBG (6] \% P w -0.35
Wohl et al., 2013-b 88 Ad uQ S GBG (6] v P w 0.01
Zimmermann et al., 2011-a 96 Ad uQ S GBG R A% P w 0.31
Zimmermann et al., 2011-b 156 Ad uQ S GBG (0] A% P w 0.24

F: () CREILE, A REFPE, AdIRERA; (2) Q BRIEX M4, UQ F/R AHRINA; 3) T (trait) B/m FEFT NIK, S (status)F
TORZS I (4) GBG (group-based guilt) s BEAK YK, IBG (individual-based guilt)Fe s MANIC (5) T (trait) R 4t 24
J§i, R (reparation) /R #M2, C (cooperation)Z& /R & 1E, E (environmental)ZZ/R IR, F (forgiveness) R /n i 481, O (other)F/mHE
BA 2T AT R, 1 (intergroup support)Fe R B FR S0 4%; (6) V RR B H 17 AR R A ZE I, NV FR B o Xt 447 Rt
EZET, UV ERRARIEHANG; (7) PRAREY T LR RN CE, UP RIR K MG (8) W RR U XAk, E FR AR I 304k; (9)
HERIEE MG RENEH a. by o fRFF —FSCHERP AR FBIIT . RARTEE B0 4 Bk [ I — 5 SCke Al — 815t

R2 AOMPHNNRBRARCRSRRN FHRITABIS)

(e ) HRAL AEWAL P PR RIS ORAR gy A

AR FEAR KM R ATAERE TR 54 5t
TI5 4,2014-a 60 60 A IBG cs 0 \ C E
T 4, 2014-b 60 60 A IBG cs 0 NV C E
H R e, 2012-a 407 360 A IBG MS H NV S UP E
Ft R e, 2012-b 35 37 A IBG MS D NV C UP E
Ft R e, 2012-b 35 35 A IBG MS D NV S UP E
XIVE, 2011-b 48 48 Ad  IBG CS R v C UP E
RIS, 2015 85 80 A IBG MS D NV C UP E
FRmEt %5 2012-a 27 28 C IBG cs H NV C P E
FRmEE %5, 2012-b 33 28 C IBG cs H NV C P E
de Hooge et al., 2007-a 42 39 Ad  IBG GR 0 NV C P W
de Hooge et al., 2007-a 42 45 Ad  IBG GR 0 NV S P W
de Hooge et al., 2007-b 44 37 Ad  IBG GR H NV C P %
de Hooge et al., 2007-b 44 48 Ad  IBG GR H NV S P W
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@R 2
e et AL ALy DI WIUR SRR ORAD gy R X
FEAR AR IR RO AT RER AR 5% WHE
de Hooge et al., 2011-a 16 17 Ad IBG GR R \% C P \
de Hooge et al., 2011-a 16 17 Ad IBG GR D NV C P w
de Hooge et al., 2011-b 58 34 Ad IBG GR R A% C P w
de Hooge et al., 2011-b 58 34 Ad IBG GR D NV C P w
de Hooge et al., 2011-c 25 24 Ad IBG GR R Vv C P W
de Hooge et al., 2011-c 25 24 Ad IBG GR D NV C P w
de Hooge et al., 2011-d 71 72 Ad IBG CS R A\ C P w
de Hooge et al., 2011-d 71 72 Ad IBG CS D NV C P W
de Hooge et al., 2011-e 22 22 Ad IBG CS R \% C P w
de Hooge et al., 2011-f 23 23 Ad IBG MS R v C P w
de Hooge et al., 2011-f 23 23 Ad IBG MS R A% S P w
Ferguson & Branscombe, 2010 19 55 Ad GBG MS E \Y% C P \Y
Furukawa et al., 2016-a 107 107 Ad IBG MS R A% C P E
Furukawa et al., 2016-b 107 107 Ad IBG MS (0} NV C P E
Graton et al., 2016-a 28 28 Ad IBG GR E NV C P w
Graton et al., 2016-a 28 28 Ad IBG GR E NV N P w
Graton et al., 2016-b 45 45 Ad IBG GR E NV C P W
Graton et al., 2016-c 41 41 Ad IBG GR E NV C P w
Jordan et al., 2016-b 54 47 Ad IBG GR O NV C P w
Jordan et al., 2016-c 103 106 Ad IBG GR O NV C P w
Polman & Ruttan, 2012 64 64 Ad IBG GR D NV C P w
Solak et al., 2016-a 30 30 Ad GBG MS (0} v C P w
Solak et al., 2016-b 34 34 Ad GBG MS (¢} \% C P W
Solak et al., 2016-b 34 34 Ad GBG MS D \% C P W
Zhang et al., 2017 59 49 Ad IBG MS D NV C P E

H: (1) CHEILE, A RFEH VL, Ad IREWA; (2) GBG (group-based guilt)F 7R BEA YK, IBG (individual-based guilt) R
AMERNPIG (3) CS ARRE SIS BN 31, GR ACRPMIK L, MS IREMEE S1iEL; (4) R (reparation)Fn#Mz, E

(environmental)F /R IFETTH, O (other)F /R He BA E4E 247 A94T 4, D (donation) 7R 4

= df

HZA,

H (help behavior)# /R B A1T H;

(5) V FRFA MG N ZETT, NV FoRFEH X EAAEZE TS (6) C FoRihEal, S FnJn shalt s (i (7) P #ox
TEMI T B R R SCEE, UP FoR AR AR, (8) W 3RoR P U5 SCAk, E FRom A5 Ak (9) CHRAEE FIAE R R BHIFH a. b, ¢ A
— e SCHR T R AN TRIATTE o RAR RS R0 4% H R A TR — 5 SCRR i 1] —BF 5T

24 THHERE
241 HHEIHE

N T HRERE R NIR G R ST N Z KR,
R FHAH DG R B r A A e i i A, — 2k
SCHR A B WIS SR 24T R Z IR A G
FH, MRS T FAE . tES o, BATRHT
T8 PREEE A BN 9E(2013) Y AR SC A 20K Ho A%
PR r (8, BAARFERA N = [ /(8 + dh]", df
=n;+n,-2;r=[F/(F+df)]"%, df=n; +n, - 2;r =
D2 /G2 + N)TY2. [, — e SCHkiR 3R 45 T AR [ 4
W41 AR OC R B, DIAR T A BT 25 JEAE I8 11 1
B, ORI Y . I — S SR R

TR VA YR 5 RS AT R Z ARG,
TR FAAHC R B0A L 7 ¥ (r-Fisher Z)8 31 T 4
IR R G A ST NI R B

WAL, h T FH AR NP SR 27 5
Wel, LA I 45 R AR SIS R R
METT R ES . B, RN &R R
Cohen’s d fERZN i, XFFHFIEH s THEAS
L P PR IR R EE, SR A Cohen’s d
HA AT TR BRI P 45 TR LR B F A
tOfE L 7 DU RR B AR B A 2 3R AT A0 B Y
e, AT EIG— DR EE 2 A
LV A S N A SO T | Ul 2 a1 BV
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BN, e, HLARE] 92 AL AN A,
242 HEREEE

TCA T 3 SR P [T 200 g A 8 sl B L 355 o A
Y, X R B X BIAE T ACE B R ]
[ 5 250 g A AR R T 4 A Hh BT IR Je R
— AN LA, T A T 5T AR R A AN ]2 A
FERZE G o BEHLON 553 Ak B AR 58 Y
FLR N AR AN R, BB 5500 YA [F] 2
FH AN o AN [R) AR 2R 22 2L [R] 5 L ) (Borenstein,
Hedges, Higgins, & Rothstein, 2009), ZEAL R 1Y% 52 |-,
MR T4 B R R AE T g bR AR R A,
TCA TS B SR N i HUR S L & AR SR TV
Ry Bk, AR 21w R, Nz e sk
MR, A, AR T TS IR i
e M TR, 9 B B AR AR X FP AN R &2
Mo 25 SR A, fef P B ATL 3580 I A5 750 5 M- 34 (Borenstein
etal., 2009). ATICIHr 15 F 20 5E (1 46 R b5
SCHR, RIS SRR ST A I T RN R, B
AR A I B AS [ Y SO, AN3E A R
TERNRIRL, BLAh, ASTFGE A T0 o DR BRI AR I
PRI s R i . IR | R4
BRI | SEFE ST AN G UL ST R R I
FIVER, PR Rl LR B B S A AR T T . FE
JE B TT A BT, Rk — 2P SR S T A 5 ok 5
UEFRAT TR Y 4
243 ERRE

R 3R BB 5T SCHRAS BE 3R G0 1 b A 3R 1
L4 58 A 9T SRR, BRI P2 AR T & Rfm 2=
(Rothstein, Sutton, & Borenstein, 2006), & #fh#%
BRE R — S IE SCHRA 28, XS E Y
M T AT R A5, oA E T e S R B A5 2In
N 5 T B 92 A (Kuppens, Laurent, Heyvaert, &
Onghena, 2013), X & Ffm 2z 198, FRATE %
TE SO R I BUR W REAR IR & RSk, )5
W TCo T iR, K2x R ATl (funnel plot) |
Egger’s #:9% LL 5 B %M (trim and fill method)2f 3
A TC AT I e e 25 o

b AT LA 22 0% 1 B0 25 A 2 R 3R 22,
i B AR i A2 A A A 5, WIS T4 B
TR FAmfatE, A & FmfiPE(Rothstein et
al., 2006), Egger £ 1] U= 46 56 5% FH 1 [m] )5 246
B R F w2, — M ST 4R M Il U5 O AR 0% R
(Egger’s intercept) X H: 95%CI, x| iz #k i & 15

HO0 TR, WARORRE, WRIINERE
% 3% 7% (Egger, Smith, Schneider, & Minder,
1997)0 BY A0 258 1 56 B J5 40 Y 77 2 AH 1545 i
TR B R0 B 2245 Pl R s R o A, JF
B Al TG I A0 B (1 B 92 {E (Duval & Tweedie,
2000), # B #MNE FIALUN 5K kA ARk, T a)
INAARTAE R R A2 CRIE, X141, 2014),

2.4.4 p-curve STHT

p & (p-curve)if it 43 BT ) & R AF 5 1 p
B4 A I O, S5 )X BB 5 & R T e A ELSE L
S IRMIEYE M {E (evidential value), I & 15 Sk
T AU 22 L B2 p hacking (FH T i IR LA 4 15
77 A S 2 A B A, BDTE X S AT
A J5 A Hh g IR A B TR R AT R . kg
FEHEBR WP S w fE, T B 45 R R B, B
B, FIRERUER TR R R, 5K
NE(HT S B PIWFFE A T RE A R IR p {E(ps <
0.025), AR i PEEEIN p (E(0.025 < ps <
0.05), B, FA7EESIRNIIY p 1B 150756 ((p-
curve) W 1% 52 1 T B9 (right-skewed), 17 A5 28 2 %4
R (HL A8 AW 58 ) 2577 A2 35 5] (uniform) 5375 19
p HHZk . AP P11 p AR, KB =
JEFEA{E (Simonsohn, Nelson, & Simmons, 2014),

p MBI R T L RNFR T p EHSH
AT, FIWHZ AU IEsE . BT, A P
BT p &M mSsE. (Do, @
i H A p < 0.025 il p > 0.025 YHER; (2)i% 8K 5,
T pp fH (R T S B AT T8/ FixE
MR, B2 A m pp = p/0.05), SR J5 1
Stouffer /5 46 5 HJE 45 47 i 25 (Simonsohn et al.,
2014), p Mk BAEMNAC L ROFFE P p (HI 5
i, HL, p HZRD T AFRIEAS LS T R &
FOIWFFE L AR IBE] p < 0.05 IIBF5E .

2.4.5 WO RALIERER

N Excel #EATHIIA MY SCHRAE 5 4m s, @
it R 5 1Y Metafor T 743 3F47 7T 43 B 55 i 12t 119
A KRR LU S350 4347 (Viechtbauer,
2010),

3 MRER

3.1 FRMERE
S AR NI 5 2R S AT e R (LR
A NP 540 24T R ) 1% J0 40 AT 888 15 1T 5=



5 %

W45 XS R ST MY IE AR R A T AT A E S 781

FRER S, Q Mg R, Jo/ T &5 IR
HESFEL, Q (53) = 739.72, p < 0.001, I* =
94.33% (Q (37) = 129.56, p< 0.001, 1? = 75.55%).,
K4 Borenstein 25 A (2009)%] 12 (7 %, ULEH7EA
IR A 94.33% (75.55%) H WL B A5 S 2 1y 05
KR EIE 2R Tl B . 5T 5 i 25 R 3R
HH, 35 R B AL AON AR AR A4 T T8 4 BT A HER 1Y
32 AERRERRK

B, Wi - E (funnel plot) KA A A TTA
MrivkF/m2, & 2 B, AR & Fisher
Z 5% Cohen’s d, H\Hl-RrifE2  Mis=FEORE, W
K AHIF G () 70 43 B SCER AR 59 43 A T B30 B
(LR T S N N 0 < v T €7
TAERRAMZE T RER /N N T B HETH HLAS 30 & 3=
W2, FA1HAT T Egger's K6, Egger's HIn3
B, SRR PR 5 SRR S AT I R R T BT AN FEAE
KFEMEZ, Z=-1.05, p=0.293, RENII EH
ST AWM T RFEEEmRE, Z =
—0.53, p=0.596,

FeM T —4 % Duval F1 Tweedie (2000)3%
HE A BRI R 56 e A 2 T A T & SR o B R
Wi, S5 R LI, BURGBIEST SCHRIG, SR FH AL A
1530 Y SRV AT IR 0 2 CRE BT NI . B9 ARAT Z =
9.33, p < 0.001, r = 0.36, BI#M5 Z = 9.33, p <
0.001, r = 0.36; IRAWIK: 94T Z=-3.62, p <
0.001, d = 0.24, %5 Z = -3.62, p < 0.001, d =
0.24), LGV FE5R R, ABR M ITH T AEAE
KA AT REPER /N o
33 EWE

I3 B RE B IR S B4 S AT R R DL ORES
PR A S 41 ST A OB GT 1A T R K 58, 45
R, F5FNIS FELS1T R Z R A R

FER K S EA AT IR R

00534 . Yoy
K .
& 0.107
g
0.160
0.213 4 : - : . :
-0.5 0 0.5 1.0
Fisher's Z

r 4 0.36 (CI = 0.28~0.43, Z=9.33, p < 0.001), i}
HWRR T N K 5 SR A 2 AT O 22 ) 5 v B8 82 1Y TE A
Ko BRI A AT AW F50 B2, Z =
3.62,p<0.001, ZLhiht d 2~ 0.24, 4R 4% Cohen (1992)
HUARIE, MA0NE d K 0.2, 0.5, 0.8 I, 435%t
MO /N R RIS, RS O R 2
AT A5 W P 35507 1 i T 38/ N AR R8I
3.4 pBIZ(p-curve) T HTER

A3 X R I NI SEAE AT R e R DL BCIRES
PO I SR AT A IR GT AT p iAW . 45
KB, PREIN p 435 8 24 WA (Binomial
test: p < 0.0001, Continuous test: z = —31.14, p <
0.0001; Binomial test: p = 0.0036, Continuous test:
z=-8.55, p<0.0001), HH, FEHIKSELS
TTNRRMBITF, 47 4 pEFH 43 4 p EILT
0.025; R\ NPGE M EAE AT B, 21 4
pIEHA 174 p EAET 0.025 (LA 3), XLbghip
T, TN IR A R R BT IK 5 E S
1720 2Z (0] 1 06 RAFAE LS B RN, T AS 2 0 R i
f¥8# p hacking S5,
35 EATHNKRE

XTHRE T NI 5 SR A 24T 2R 56 2R Y B ATL 3R 1 A
T HEAT PR 08 . ZER E AR Qs (2) =
0.79, p=0.672). WEIMEJ=0(Qp (1) =0.19, p=
0.665), PIPXZEM(Qp (1) = 0.38, p = 0.538), At
27 NXFTE(Q (2) = 0.61, p = 0.736) L K Ak iy
£:(Qp (1) = 0.04, p= 0.836) 1 ¥ 15 55 o7 ¥ o 3k 5] 8
., FEASITNET(Qg (6) = 20.33, p = 0.002)
TR 2, AT ERR(r = -0.02). AR =
0.26). FEA(r = 0.07). FEPI(r = 0.36) L4 M HoAth 2%
FSAT R = 0.25), PP AMEAT R Z B A AH DG
IR (r=0.53) (WL 3),

ARZS IO S ST R IR

0.090

i
& 0.180
g

0.271+

0.361

10 05 0 ' 05 10
Cohen’s d

B2 W BRI PCS SRAT AT I 56 28 CORAS PR A S D B9 52 W B 5 14 s 21 4]
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100% - 100% -
W Observed p-curve — Observed p-curve
Power esrimate: 99%, C1(99%, 99%) Power estimate: 88%, C1(76%, 95%)
8 1% \ U Null of no effect 0 T5% A e Null of no effect
&K Tests for right-skewness: p;,;<0.0001, p, 0.0001 67% Tests for right-skewness: p;,<0.0001, p,,.,<0.0001
Iz ----Null of 33% power lm ---- Null of 33% power
ﬁ 50% - Tests for flatness: p,,,;<0.9999, p,. . <0.9999 § 50% - Tests for flatness: p,,,;<0.9999, py, . <0.9004
& AN & ™
& > &
€ 259 € 25% -
0% - 0% -
0.01 002 003 0.04 0.05 001 002 003 0.04 0.0
p-value p-value
B 3 FRRPUIRE B ST AR RV N p Bk (A) DL BCRAS NEGR i 5 4L 21T R FFE 1) p ik (B)
#3 HFRARSFHSITAXENBALELER FEN SRR
1T AR i k r LL UL Qs p
A A 44 0.34 0.26 0.42 0.79 0.672
4 6 0.41 0.18 0.64
JLE 4 0.44 0.17 0.72
P e 16 0.33 0.19 0.47 0.19 0.665
EEEES 38 0.36 0.27 0.46
St il AMRPIIK 25 0.33 0.22 0.44 0.38 0.538
FEUR 9 29 0.38 0.28 0.48
P IRAT Db E [y 13 0.3 0.14 0.46 0.61 0.736
ZEK 33 0.38 0.28 0.47
ESiELDSE 8 0.36 0.17 0.55
L Ap A i3 14 0.37 0.22 0.52 0.04 0.836
Vil 40 0.35 0.26 0.44
P I RAT ST il M 19 0.53 0.42 0.64 20.33 0.002
H1E 4 0.26 0 0.52
YS 2 -0.02 -0.39 0.34
a4 3 0.07 -0.22 0.35
He 14 0.25 0.12 0.38
REBR 42 5 0.38 0.16 0.6
Lidin 7 0.36 0.18 0.53

TE: k FRIIRAHEL K 4T,

X RS PIPCRE M At 277 Ry A BR800y A 3
TR 3BT o S5 K AEI (Qp (2) = 1.54, p=
0.461), FEHIAHBEE(Qp(1) =0.21, p=0.650), 3
AT HEIN(Qp (4) =7.15, p=0.128) . INIKIET
(Qs (1) =0.22, p=0.642), WIKIFEXFTR(Qs(2) =
3.25, p = 0.119) L S AT 5 (Qp (1) = 1.39, p =
0.238) 1Y T Ty U S AR B 3 o SEAL AT AN 4
(Qg (1) =6.72, p = 0.009) A My RN .3, HILLTF
At et g AR Z EH M = 0.12), YFEHSITH
X G 52 FH B, R IPGE I AL 24T R IRk

MAE TR (d=0.47) (W 4),

4 Tig

REREFHSITANXR

AT 5T 2R IC A B R 3T T R — T Al
TG GFEH ST R RER ., G5REW, FRRAIK
SRttt A R RN IEMIE(T = 0.36), R
AP SRR ST R R B O B2, BN
RIS I (d = 0.24), R4S EA W5 IR %4
ST NI RATAEAT L, (HARBFFR 458 N

4.1



%55 /A R P/ P S R p L i SR SEPIvi g R (U 783

*4 RTERREFHSITAXRROF TR GENBRRR)

P AR k d LL UL Qs p

G A 30 0.2 0.05 0.35 1.54 0.461
HAE 2 0.32 -0.29 0.93
JLE 6 0.42 0.1 0.73

Pt AL i ik 7 0.18 -0.12 0.48 0.21 0.650
i 31 0.26 0.11 0.41

IR A NS 34 0.23 0.09 0.37 0.22 0.642
RER I 4 0.34 -0.09 0.77

PR T 5 FRR Bl 13 0.39 0.18 0.61 3.25 0.119
425 17 0.09 -0.1 0.29
55 3h 8 0.3 0.02 0.57

Frt ST N EZEI) 24 0.12 -0.03 0.28 6.72 0.009
ZEK 14 0.47 0.26 0.68

S iy 14 0.37 0.22 0.52 1.39 0.238
R 40 0.35 0.26 0.44

Skt ST KA M 9 0.56 0.28 0.84 7.15 0.128
NP 5 0.22 -0.15 0.59
EiEE 10 0.11 -0.15 0.36
He 9 0.22 -0.04 0.47
BN 5 0.07 —-0.27 0.42

YW S RETE — B R BE AR SRAL TR .
DITEWFSE R, B PO BT 4 5 2
Xl A AR 5% ZU Y B¢ AT )8 (Schaumberg & Flynn,
2012), HF B AT ZH B, A PR TR
PRI BE 23 W9 A R I TTAL A B At A (Linda et al.,
2016). Tignor Fl Colvin (2016)HY IC A Hr 45 R,
PIYKRR I 5 R A E 2 e BT 38 IEAH G . AR 2 SETEAIT
FEALFERW], PR ~FiE PR (law abiding) . 5EE
O BN BAME. WACRFES R SR BT IE
FH7%(Cohen et al., 2011; Tangney & Dearing, 2002;
Tangney, Youman, & Stuewig, 2009), [H i, 475 A
IRE SRAL AT N W B SE . PR —Fh kY
HIRRERIEL, ANt R A% . B3R
RSN RAKE . KA T POIRE, TR
QNI R & G Naala o ST T 7SI 111N
o 5 T B K1 A B 4% ) 1 (Kubany & Watson,
2003; Barr, 2004; Locke, Shilkret, Everett, & Petry,
2013), MAKI B NG, 23Rk R S0H R X
TP RIS, T HE AT SR AL AT A S — R L
BRI . BRI, TCAr BT A2 SR R I, RS KL
AL AT AT A B R R, A TR A R
th, THBR PR 3 04 7 R I AR T R A7 R At 2
172, LT g o 9 AN ATy sOU AR AT U8
/b NP AR 56 (Cohen, 2010; Cohen, Panter, & Turan,

2012; de Hooge et al., 007), [HTi, Joortfrfiy4h H
R, RSN B AT A FEHEEN, EAL
RN

W R WAL L DT PR | AR A i
AR, I HEA B ] 5 1 B E 7 (Tangney,
1990) ., B AT PR BTIANMA, Bl 15641 2547 s
W HEE . WA, FrBAIK S R 2T RIS
th, REHARMAEEMENIK G BT STh, F
T REAFAE I [ J5 1 s 22 58007, S B0 A 22 8] 9 A
SR R o RS NI — R M R T B el 2
e 5 7 A 1 — £ O 22 )37 (Kugler & Jones,
1992) B A A BT ATEE A5 0F, H S HEIE%
IREAR, BA —EREEIRE . de Hooge A
(2011)id i A RHE S i PRI, 45 T ki
PIRE = N IR AR, RN PO AE S —fe
BT, 285 EH B ZROR s A, (H2
RN RIS AR WS TEXT 32 % 7 R AME R
JE o RAS PR ) I ZE R R P B B 1 Sk,
S — PR T AR, B R RA 2 T RCdL D
ZEN R P, ARSNGB SAT R Z R 6
IGAS 22 IR/ IN 8O0 i
42 ARSFHL/ITAXRENTWEER

EEXT LA S A e, ARG R R T 4
BT I T i RS PIKIIB R T . K
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KR SRR SAT AR RS T NS Bk
I L E R EZ DR R I ZH LR TR
VA R VAR TR 8 N S R A B BB
X R BT A R AL 2 AT O I OC AR IR T AN
XF AR L BN BMORAT AR SRR AT A, KR
JoT RS M 2 ) B R DG R BCE R T R AL AT
R G AR PR A 2347 R 09 3 el o R 1 AR
N, SAEZEE XS, T AR NI 45
J5, R R 2 A R AR AT, A
PRI 2R 14 8 AN W 3

XF T NI R A AT R RAFTER F G 4518,
PITERFGE & 2 i sk — ), A R 58 &
BN 2 A S AR X327 M AMEE IR
MERRIE | 52 3 M0 A2 i 07 S5k e AN TR %
HEAE N IX 5 R AL 2 A7 S Z 1) B 9 R
(Berndsen et al., 2010; Dumont et al., 2014), Greene
(2003) 2 Hi A48 78 XU T AR T 5 H 38 A8 A0 T
R TP S S o R BT ) o R, A [
HEAT, AHEZES o A TT AT b i 8 e 1 A6 g 45
RWERW, WP —FBEENRE 2, REX Rt
1o B —E AVE T, (E S M A A RN P 3R [ i
W RIS —EMEM . AR Rt AT X £
52 FHH, bR AT R M, S
Jo AP 22 B AN AR AT P, B R A7 5 A
FTAMER I8 B B BR H 0 KRS H 1,
IR B B AT 7 s G R 2 3 3 i R Wl
REFRAIR v FIA 22, MR —E I R U T 3,
RIS R TE 32 345 45 (1 K 3 i[RI i, 38 5 1 T A5 22
AN S BRI R o A TCor BT Y 45 R4k
UE T IE GRS 45 TR SR P RO VE T, SRR T IETE
XU T AL,

BTN RS I S - 247 0 R R
WHREARE, 7E—EREE FRW T AR S8 7k
M 2550 o TERE BT NI 5 2R 2547 i OC R 1Y AHICHIE
FEH, X SEAR AT O RO I 2ok IR A D R, A
J7 181 (2017) (4 — T B X0 2 A IR A 22 fit
m] (8] f G 2R I B9, R T 09 02 o 4k £ fl o) 3 36
(PTM)R R 22 A (19 R kb 2y B ) AT £ . T[]
B R R B, AT BE A2 B HE S RV RO 195
Wi, BT AN T S B AT A, B A K
DRI, AT B RS AN [ 26 B 1) S 4 247 by Y JR%
HIEBA 20, HORT ROV B, B R
T BIX RN 75 5 X 53, BRI RES R il p9 7

B, R S X RE T IK 5 4 ST
KRR 2

RS PR 2R 4T 2347 R 5% W AH S 53
EE R LI R RS T K AR T, T
HEATAT R 5256, Rl 4R R s o i AR T 45
BRI BN AT Sk X R A S AT
AT AN TR IGE B S (20 12) Y B9 b L) SRR
i I A E SRS (S P S a R Bl AR (= 1
BWRILENIKIEE SEL ST ZENKER,
T EAE AT 0 B S BIAE RS IO B A AT
R PR T AN SR, AH R S AT R R AE ST
BRAGAAN XS L R N 25 2 9 200, AT 2
22 590 S5 Wt S (R BRI 5 1 % T A DA 60 R 7 1 Jk
S

FEBT K SRS IR T & AR, 8
A AT DX o RS PR A BB A 56 38
PR AZ 5 R T P22 A A A 6 81 PR 5 19 A it
], RO RS 20 B SR B, AR i B
) — B AR AR R BT (E /NG, A, R,
2016) HA R IPCH AR AE A SE 1 B AR
FiE, SEAS PR Z BT RS, JEmeE
Bifi 5 1 2241 AT 9k AP (Ketelaar & Au, 2003; de
Hooge et al., 2007; Cohen et al., 2011), 455 IR
1 AR TE AR B B KR, 1T BB 2 F R £ A s [a]
77 ke T ok R Rk, DR B T fE XS24
R ST . REWRK S e BEREMHMY, &
SN AR B AT R B o FERS PR, AMAAT
fig R T IR BR R E AL, R XA A
WA ST LR R LR E R, Kk, RENIKS
FEALSAT N R R ZBISEAL S X SR R A B,
MSEAE S AT BR800 35 . LAk, A5
FHR R T R B PRI ) L PR 3 P R i
BRI NPOK-(E/NR 4§, 2016). B, RE5T
AR TT B8 R 1% 32 % Jr i stk ST A
RETH R B O MRICR 2

{H 15—, Tignor £ Colvin (2016) L PG 77
SCARTE BT B AH ST AT W T o AT A B, R
PP 25 A 4 8 1] 22 [0 194 G 2R 32 4R 0T PR 92K ) 0
TR, R S PP 75 5 (scenario) I £ 1Y F
JENIR S EAE A E I 2 B EIEHKE, HEMME
K M (checklist) A 457 BT N 9K 5 56+ 25 B ) 22 ] 4
KARZE . HRTEARDIITE D, AR B I
W2 53, A2 R BT PR K ) P ST 9 80 2 AN i
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Fo —AHEBEMEE AR AT/ TS Tignor
S B RS 5 BUE AFAEAR AN, Tignor 45 A
2 VLA 45 S A 23 R AR Ry S Ak 23 Al 1m] 1Y) 4 B
AR PRt AT A MR T 2 B L B
FIF AN B 20947 R o

BN, RSB R R . WICIEA |
AR . SO T SR OV AN B, B
PO FEAL AT RS B — o e k. R4
PN 2 B A A4 1 1 KT K 8, AR I8 #E AN 4
B H B, PPCER IS —Fh B ko 5 SO B TR
. T A ST 5T, WK S
A Z S, W, PR SR A 2 R SORY
FEAARZ AR, TERHIRZ AR BE R FEVEH
43 HMRRE

ARICHHT SRR W], A S A B Y
PSR S, X AL S AT W AR 4 22 B R AT
SAT XS RHMGERE AT R RB M AT o BRUIL LA,
AT KB, WP R4 2 0% A mFa] | i
BRI, e X 32 H AT —RAMESE, NIKIY B
FESE RIEAT I ) A3 T, SR PR A R £
1R I ] 25 3% 22 2% (de Hooge et al., 2011), I, R
SR AH OC SEUEBIF 5 30 75 % YK ] B ] oo A2 1 k4
TR (4 25 3 SOMtE— 25 e o Ik Ah, X P
AR SE vk s Bl — P # s, AR 3]
B R IT 45 0 .

5 Z5ip

ARITCT B EE R R, RIS R AT
hZ AP SRR FE R IEARSR, 38 Z B K &
ZREA AT RIS, A ILEBARE . BIA
IORAEFRAT AT, FE IS A2 Z [ R G
B A SN POIRZS RE B F IR TR R R 21
Do, AR TR Z A S B/ RN B, SR AR 2
7 % A R B 3 B AR, S K
14 U S X 52 T MO SRAE AT o BRI
PRI Tk RS NI TR A7k . WPKCRTY
BRI . SO SRR RN AN 3

S 30k
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The association between guilt and prosocial behavior:
A systematic review and meta-analysis

TANG Ming; LI Weiqiang; LIU Fuhui; YUAN Bo
(Department of Psychology, Ningbo University, Ningbo 315211, China)

Abstract: A large body of research has examined the relationship between guilt and prosocial behavior — yet
the findings are inconclusive. A meta-analysis was conducted to explore the effect of trait and state guilt on
prosocial behavior, as well as potential moderators of this effect. A literature search yielded 46 qualified
papers with 92 effect sizes and 17248 participants. Results showed that trait guilt was significantly
associated with prosocial behavior (r = 0.36, p < 0.001), and this relationship was moderated by the type of
prosocial behavior. The induction of state guilt also significantly impacted prosocial behavior, with a small
effect size (d = 0.24, p < 0.001) — and this relationship was moderated by whether the recipient of the
prosocial behavior was also the victim of the guilt-evoking act. No other moderators were found. The
p-curve analysis showed that the p-curves of the two meta-analyzes were right skewed, indicating that the
relationship between the guilt proneness and prosocial behavior and the effect of state guilt on the prosocial
behavior had a real effect, not caused by publication bias or p hacking.

Key words: guilt; prosocial behavior; meta-analysis; moderate effect; p-curve





