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i E FASTARASEAZGERN, AXCELSY R FAITAHG BRI, FARLKART A GIEF RN
Ky ATFRIFRA, AFEMR ., BBEAARE . FAAKKTHGCENS ARG EASHMA TR, &
FAMKAT A AP ZIH BIER T T 542 T2 @M%, A ERE . AFREEKT 5 AR T
FRHANKATAR—ZHAFTHER., RROFRFTOTURFREARK GBI, MEF, LERF
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EEBEE A RER (i), it
i NAIA®, HTESEMYZ P, AW
1 R0 AR A B O (LB A BE s, ] I s
SRZFIRZASHENEN, FAE 50 4448,
DIEEGE Asch (1956)if 1 4% 4% < Ja FI B S 56, &
WALAAAENRAT Ry o g, i RR 2% P 4%
LM IEAT IR . IR # R, Mol &b T
— AR Z T, AN i 3 B AR AR Y
b B 5T B, B R AR 1) 35 2 4 R 1 (Asch,
1956) ., #E2x B2 X — AT S s BUEH
BT 5, AR5 i AR —80y |
fij(Cialdini & Goldstein, 2004)., A WF5E# M, FHik
HA NEAFTENRAT R, s [FIAREAEAE A ARAT
(Claidiére & Whiten, 2012), 3@ i % 4F fd B W 5%,
BRI ORI, AR N RS Y 78 £ R
DA R T B A A O B 2 52 81 FC T 7 T A ) 52 )
(Dindo et al., 2009; van de Waal et al., 2013; Whiten et
al., 2005). & T R KK, H el sy fife
MARAT Ry o e, V4 BRAY T8 6 D 443 52 3 HoAth 1

il

SRS IR TN & 21 2028 (Galef & Whisskin, 2008; Laland
& Plotkin, 1993), B AR AR, KAKRPIEES
AT Ry 55 0 R BT 2 32 B DA AR RO 7D 5 1
(Aplin et al., 2015; Lachlan et al., 2018), fi B Pk
BEAT R . AT R UL RGE B AR B R
8] " 47 2y [F] B Al 52 31 DA AR R0 1Y) 3K 25 (Brown &
Laland, 2002; Day et a., 2001; Lachlan et a., 1998;
Lecheval et al., 2018; Pike & Laland, 2010), 5%
FHiINR, NEEEWEFFENRTT N, B A
Al RESE A — M HE A 2 5L, R SO AR R AR AL
NI AE T AT IEZE (Laland et al., 2011), XF T A
FR 2 ELAARAT N, BFRE AN —, AT
RS SR, MR A R, B, TR
WIEGR RS B =, b T AR R A R
(Deutsch & Gerard, 1955)., #filtt, MAR AT LASY K15
ARSI M AR (Deutsch & Gerard, 1955)., BF5T
FINH, A5 B AR B B HLZ S T 38 K P 58 H0 B 11
WA, AN R BT R R bR fl A AT R B
WA S AT R T A s 0 B S e SR A R TR
WA Ry T AR AL e, 55l N3k BUA B Bk
MR RA N R &R, F—ERE L
SN T B SR — AR B 3 A TRLER 5 H R, AL
B ST ST (Deutsch & Gerard, 1955),
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AT RS Z, BIAnPORs ORE  BR AR
H . A # 4% (Cialdini, 2003; Latané & Darley, 1968;
Prentice & Miller, 1993), #R1fi, MALH A H
) —im . AR, WARGON 2 i A2k
WRAE AT NS 2, R AT N (Frey & Meier,
2004; Gotte & Tripodi, 2018; Park & Shin, 2017;
Shang & Croson, 2009), £ /A17k(Fowler &
Christakis, 2010; Peysakhovich & Rand, 2013), {#
¥ 1% (Goldstein et al., 2008), " WL, EHES1TH
PRI AAR > B8 ) AR T A5 DAAR 4G o ANk, #h<
DG R, #ESHE S5 FEMEST R
Y Bi (Blake et al., 2015; House, 2018; House et
al., 2020), A T AT L TR AR SEAESAT R
FISEI, A SCARIEIT 10 AFEAHSCHIFSE SCHk, X 2%
e MNAAT MR . D ERALH] . PS4
REFHATEER, FHHEH AR REAHTIE 7 17 .

2 FHENRHMEEITHFR

AN B0 AR, 1T AT R A KAt 2
SO PR 2E TP I 56 1 N4 25 i 447 4 (Axelrod
& Hamilton, 1981), @il & RL T HIELR,
WA HAIRRMBAT R . AT R . BFET DL
HEAT NI S0, BT, AT EAR S
AT A 58 K o ok FH 28 T R =

N LI 2R B TR A
5 FA7 4. 2005 4, Bardsley I Sausgruber (2005)
SR X — S ORI B A 2 MRV . 1558
IS, 5 N AS S, B AfELR
TEUR I AR 23 AR A% — 5 MBI IR 0 4 o Bl 20T
JE P SE ] — A SR P A — o OB 4
B AT N IR NS IR, AT %A 4 ) s 3
TiE P A Ak SR, SEEG A IR R, B —
BlIGHEE, a2 55 F¥ ikl 50004 ih
S, —HrSE5E LK LML FRA
ANFEIH R P BEE AR N, S5 E R
UNGER S S 2o F o ER B R S VW
(Ledyard, 1995), Jf H., *4iiE 51 [7) 241 H A A 51
B A Z AN, AT S T T 2 AR,
X R R AR . FFFREANT R TR
KN S R A2 AR IR B, SR
HIMLIR SN, B — I B Y 2 S S5
(Bardsley & Sausgruber, 2005), S:4th, #OK 4>
S AHEBA., Adpikrrd ek 2 MRmZ

T, REAEE BIAH N H AL A A ESE; T B 2H Bk
RS AR PSR AT LU BIAR R LS A 48
WA R, LWmEREN, Y4 B AwilEH
A AR B EZRME, SimFREEZR
M, 76 A gl $ L BT, B 4 B AT
e AR T Y B (Bardsley & Sausgruber, 2005)., il
TR TE AR R S5 0 8 AR T P 8 Rl i 22
5, WHoE MR, AR 1Y SN {E h 3.58
((EEN 5L Sk E 2 AT e S N A s ko
AT G Z ET A 22 0E), AR 1 R0
1.18 (HMEH BRI 1 3 A T 51 5 A 20 0l 5 %
LR MAHFZHMEME) (Baddey &
Sausgruber, 2005), UL, g, DOARRL
N RE H% i B =43 22— (W T AR, TR =43
Z ZIEZ T EEh LAY I (Bardsley & Sausgruber,
2005) .,

I T R R R TR A I AT R ) 8 LS
Bre. LG MAS5E, K — Ay
ZRWE, 73— AN w3, Jr Z4R1UEE
2 ) W B 2 4R Y — A B R UR A T o SR
R R T ZE, T B Ry GE AT BE IR 4
R A, WK 4S5 H M 28588
2|, Wei 55 A (2013) 38 18 s g % St 1) 5 i 8 e S B
BRI A TG AARAT R o T, Bl
Sy i, A, ER R B R — A i
7 EMWPR e, B, O g A — Ik
W ——EZ LT R . B, i1
B L AEINMARNNEE, &5, WIFHZ
T8 R, RN LI, Pol7EsE e
BIIEPE S Z B AO BB, S TR H &
B 9 18 5 () 21 B B2 R — SR, i Tk AR e —
YR 6% (Wei et al., 2013).

B A JE—F RS A D HUR S, Bt
oA B AR, BRI SER T FREE
FER BRI R AL EE R 5 EEZE
HS5EHSMNERTANSREA, WEMEEE—
FEMNWIR B, BRI LIS 3 s 4
SERARIA, Wl IR, IR
R F AN, W2 B EE&BESBG. &
X1 T, A FREAEFRLRE, ETHRRE
— R G BRATFANDAREATM 4, TS
RBR, BREAMWN TR B IE SN 50%,
AR 7] T4 — 2 B W BRI 45 B HE N
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(Bohnet & Zeckhauser, 2004), T {5 2R 525
W, BRI A A B R e, BT
FEMARSIG (BB %5, 2017; Wei et al., 2016
2019). BFREHE K, EEEATH PO AARZL
N o SEge R, BORKAE M R S R, SF
SR e R . BERREE R BoR, Ml A 3
(] 20 B 8 A5 AT 2 T 45 B 0T e I, A B fii ] T
BRI DSR (B EHT 55, 2017, Wel et al., 2016,
2019),

WERE R A AL S 51, bR TR 42
HATHERNEWMAT . SSHd, Bk
At R ENNE, HET LSRG —E480
hWly, —ETAC, 55— 008 T Z Ik
TR FRR, REERFEAL, AMUEE S
BCth— &0 A gk AU, AR T kbR
A (Forsythe et al., 1994), 7Eih#kFdged, 3%
Fh2s ARSI [RIREAAAE o 76 0 5 i A 28 3 1
SEE Y, PR T 0 A T 58 B SE 50 Y B Y
POREE AL, M5 AT IR G5 A W, Al AT Y
SrTEAT R 2 AR B A L R A HERET T (Krupka
& Weber, 2009). Zaki 1 Mitchell (2011)i% 3 Hi 7
AT A, 328 A RAE 73 e B IR P Y
WAEAT o B— I, RS —2
B Wiy, —E Tk, — 08 Tl E
FEBAAEN) o BIRSTBC R T, #B KA — A AT L
A a k. POXMEAME—RE R, RERELEA
CRTF 48k, I ZRIEIR1G 45k (Zaki & Mitchell,
2011), fEX—LWAYHERZ B, P& RS
T3 BE B R TP R A A AR IR AR o AT & PR
B3 1 R SR 2 32 B [ 4 B 53 S o Y ) 2
BEREIE AR G R, a8t B 01 [ 48 RD AR
PR, SR DR AR 1) (B L |7 4%, 2017
Wei et al., 2016, 2017), Bicchieri %5 A (2009) %
B, R F I, oo El Akt i) & R gk
02 52 30 FL A DR 2R SR 4 R

B TAT AT ZR U, W5 AT A AL 20 35
5 R R AL S MARTT N I AETE . PRSI K
B, ARG T B, A R Y R G AT
(Frey & Meier, 2004; Nook et al., 2016), L&,
Bk o M S e A, R i 2 E
B> ARG B E, F s E B — MR
RS- (E (Frey & Meier, 2004; Nook et al., 2016).
WERBFBEE, gOlT 2 TR, LR

RN, 1R F B ANy B4R 1T
M 2x B A C BRI a8, R I SEA 2 AR
] (Frey & Meier, 2004; Nook et al., 2016), It4h,
Nook %5 A (2016)1y 528 rh, Bl ae b A Ao 5 1
TRIG, WERAE—NSHEGI R, 75
B AL A K, IEXES R A E
T—BRBB . SRRSO AR AT N
ALFEBEE Y 1R G 5 i AR, e A
3 AR RE SR v 5 ER IR0 1 (Noook et al ., 2016)
SCER SRR, MR TR MR, A TR
BT 2 T R, FE R RO A
PR s, e i B PSR AR50 T 3R 2 (Nook et
a., 2016), JfH, ZJ5 55w SCF R BT ETE A,
B ST T B G (Nook et al., 2016).
[FIAE, 75— TR WG R e g b, R0 75 AL E M 55
(2019)iH it BR S B A 5, s P —
Ftt SR H SRS EdH, mha RS dp
EHa, Z25EAEMN 10 AhE 9 AEFRER, JFH
5 4 AL ;AR AL S T A A, 2 5
R 10 AU 3 NEFRIBE, I BB & mis
%, TR ER, mitsE A AR S5
HIBWG LT 28R (EEE, £M5E, 2019), 1t
Ab, WESEHEGE TR %, T AN IEAT — 30T S 5
5o AMBATAEA B NI E R E S, WS R Y45
7o TR a RN, YT RAS A Al Y
R 2 36T, AT AR AR WG 1T R (Al pizar
et al., 2008).

MARAT BT B T 4 2 s I T 45 S H T AT
5%, Bl SEHWT . & RITA . AL S (Asch,
1956; Berns et al., 2010; Klucharev et al., 2009) ., 4\
Y IX Se L g RS2 g, AT R R SR AT 55 R T
7 B 00 BT 55 0T A, S0 25 R A AR B B R 25 AN
SAATAT L, AARAE DS AU 2T X AR
108K, AL AR SETG T, AR TE ZEAL L IF:
ANRAEMNRTETT . FE17 R E T A2
AT, ROWRASARTE A £ 959870 e R 2R A A S A
Paso BT LA, AR TG AR 250, AMATE R4
AR S 56 v 75 B X — O B R —— F B
FAmbr 5 MARE N Z MMF & . MEEE ST
T i PR S S e At R ] Ak B K — OF JE Y o
BRI O, 2R At 2 AARAT o .0 DL B o &
A, ARTESEAL 23 AR FE T 1 P 70 38 i 5 Sk
H5R
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3 FEAES AARBRL B9 ER LI

T &N R, H R WA G AT L R o
FE2s ARAT A 10 BRBIL A A0 BRI R, A 250
] TR A A B9 TR SIVE L B ki 75 2% (Dijksterhuis,
2001; Street et al., 1983), #WF5TH NN, EFLSM
AT R T R R A2 B — B S LA K 8h, 4 —A>
N 3 JE BB 2 B S A 2 A B AT et
M2 A AT, AT A5 5 4 25 AR S5

171E(Nook et al., 2016) . 75 —Fh shHL ok 28 #1E A K,

B0 BV 1 BE T BEAT T 5, A28 sedt &
MARAT R 2 i TR Z 3L & A 2 fk(Nook et al.,
2016), WU, B4 2 MARTT AR X il A
A1 187 B, B AT B S A AR 2 b N 1Y 5%
gl BAACHARE., A8 R
TFET, X3 WG 2 3 1 25 IAARAT O 1) B il R adE A 7
LB oan e

Nook 4 A (2016)3 1o KA fry [ 26 3 Ay, AT
T ST B, ESR 1 5% 2%, B
TR PRI SRS, W EE A O ER
AW L AR BB . WO E LB, MR HE AT
23R AR AR G D, Al A DR 1) 4 g
I, Bt 2 8 6 5E 2 19 4 % (Nook et al., 2016),
SH 3 h, BRSO AR AT R, TS
WEE T —B X FR A ERENEAEN, 5
HORIN, AR I 8 8 AT k2 O R R 2
(A5 KO, AR B S TR Y S T B e R
53 H P (Nook et al., 2016) ., 181817 K 5 517K
J& T AR A W B A 54T, O A I 2
EREAT R B, U6 S A 2 AR AR FT RE A2 Hh
TR AR, A AR & AT Ay . 52
5 4 h, BT B SO R T B RIS Bz
MIPEor . BFSE 4 R B, M NI IR Z 1T &5
i B AR 1 O A RS2 I TE 4, b A iR B 3
5 IR AZ 23 5 R 1 5 B L1 AR 35 (Nook et al,
2016), A Anpt, 7ESCE 5, MR AR R, b
158 0 M1 1R 32 2 (i A e A8 B A ) 45 e
1T (Nook et al., 2016) 31X — F 41| 52 5 25 F Ui B 3
2 AR, ASANAS R T87 LA B — A7 iy, o
B REZ A S,

o HIS A, ANl b N F
1, AT LA 2] 7545 284t 247 0 B (Legare &
Nielsen, 2015), —J7 I, 4554~ AP 2] 15

AL BN, oE R AR B AR, B LR AT 5 —
Jrn, AR BT O LA A S A T
e — 2, RIEH A . SAEi . I
Pr B f TR, FRAE 2 AR 19 A7 A5 i A5 24t
SAT AR 2 B Z A, HE S0l 5t 2 18] A
Befyar ], At o8 5 i RAFAT O KLV W 15
BIE G S5uRA . A SILECE B ) A 2 R AL
22 MARBINE, W5 22 M B A (A P9 AE TR
JERSE SRR SN, MAEHEE TRZ
HISMEAT R0 F2bn b, SHHLECER B e & H it
ARLGRIE A O B, B — e A Sl A
e BrLL, AT, Jeit N ES f BEKF I,
WIS 2 YK b, AR EA5E 20 .
FEH Sk, 3 WA BATL ] A A 7 5K Bl 78R 55 A
ARAT A B B0 BB — B, RS B SR
PRI 5N, Sl B2 O, DI 48 435 1E 8
1 A B

4 FAS MARRIR B EZHLH

Fifl 35 i S AG 8 A A O B4 F 5 R 0L B9 %
TIF 5% 25 AT T R o O AN AR T g 19 PN A P 22 L
R T R FE A2 AAREON B AR BT R, SRR
2 MARAT A B P 2 HLRI A Tt AR g,
FHIAWEFE, ARSCH B 2 AR 1) P 2 4L
Tl F2 TR B BN T X 46 5 5 T P %
41 ®EEmMT

Wei %5 A (2019): iz Ty fils 14 i e i 52 56 % 3
{5 AT MAAT A7 B P FE 1 2L 5 2% 8¢ n T 3R % A1
Bl FEMIES RS, YRR IR LB EE
X R0, R A T 2 . B L
P SCR AR 1) P 2576 3 S S 5 (Wel et al., 2019).
I PR 00 A 850 B 2 2 M T I B v Y B X
(Grabenhorst & Rolls, 2011; Rangel & Hare, 2010;
Rushworth et al., 2009, 2011), It4h, BHES 5K
i o} S — 4 %) = AR BN T3 #2 . Hayden %8 A
B, AR B 0 2B AT I TR, RN
IX i Z800% (Hayden et al., 2009) . JiE P4 Il SOk 44 )
[RVRE S 32BN T B A J(Knutson & Wimmer,
2007; McCoy & Platt, 2005; Rilling et al., 2002,
200443, 2004b) . Mason 55 NNy, 2B AH MG X 2
5 A0 B R, 1 A O R AT AR i
JEIEHfiRY(Mason et al., 2009), M 125 5256 8 1 #
B, BT, AR JOR I F R



%3 MEW 5 FEihe

A7 R v 1 AR R L 535

B 2R 5K I (Espin et al., 2016), 747 R i e s st
mR, MATERERTRZMER, I
G AT BEARCE S, DA ORBE B B R 25 A8 52 40
(BREH %%, 2017). [RAEMARAT N FEAE, BLEAAS
MR BT TR 1R R SR 0 2 B, 5 R Y
WPE(BLEH 4%, 2017),
42 $HRMI
DR YN, Gl RO s U2
AR B AR ) — A~ T 22 4 Bl (Deutsch & Gerard,
1955), YRR S| A O AT A B A E SRHAR

— B, RN T S X 2 B 3 S (Falk et al.,

2010), #hox RN 25 K ARG E P
B B, X — 2 AL 3 T AR
A E BT RS SN, DIE A A
A AR AJ Ak 2 LDV ) B B AT 2R, DAIK B3 A2
# H B (Montague & Lohrenz, 2007), - - M
RIS, WFTEE K AR ARAT S 5 1 B B
5 P [ () 22 95 B DI AR S (Wel et al., 2013), Itk
b, AEFI AR LB, AR 2 A 0 AL
PEFRAS, BT WL & ] U A TR 2 T
Bk R (Wei et al., 2017), #2835 8K F
ST R Brh, PR R, AR Sh
A I B 2 L s DX B i B2 1) ot 2295 2l K
- 55 H A ARAT A 4 HE A G (Wel et &l 2017), 911
T XS IS S AR A BTN R i RS
FILIU () 15 £ 5& (Cohen & Ranganath, 2007; Kerns
et al., 2004; Klucharev et al., 2009; Ridderinkhof et
al., 2004), il MU R R S A AT
k23 N B i T KA R AT S R R G (Beer et
al., 2003; Berthoz et d., 2002; Fak et a., 2010; Mason et
al., 2009), 1] WL, AMTARBEARAT R & —Fhat 3
W BB SRR B R S, 12
AR A B AT R, PRAE A O A i B A2
W, WFFEE A, 5 R RN TR SC DS A O
B MARAT A J2 J8 T A AR (Mason et al., 2009).
AL, A AR5 2D G DA AR 2 S TR A AR,
TR N T AH G X AR X — 2 2R s MARAT M I
SRR RS E AR,

g5 bk, SEAt o AR (Y il 2 AL ] 3
EXEINT SR TR R LML, Bt
RS B BEAL], BB 1 264 2517
WA 20 G, Sl B AT R DL e A B,
PR AL 24T R, AT ORIIE H B A TE(R, 35

REAL 2B Ak, WAL BB MRS, MAT
fik 2EAL AT AL S ARAB BN Y, M7 BEL AT
TEXT At 2 MARET M 45 R Bt e B o BT LA,
AL 2 ARTT Ay 114 0 22 R AIE 5 2 B0 T 2 ) 2%
—HB B —E S BRI T 2 M 4% T
A2 ARBLN TR B AR, 2R LT AR
L RRORNRI N N L N = o5 =k N S B= RS
JE AT SRR —E, MR ERIEEAC
SRS N

5 EHEMNRBE S MEEER

R (1 S 50 IF I S AL 2 AT Ry 3
AR . R T —2 T, W98 TR G 1 i
FE AT 23 MR 5 A AR RE I 1 22 BAE T, 4046
o . ABREAE KT 5 A bR U . 78
P, AMERAOEE B SR 55, R W%
B PR 25 BFFEE I, AT A S F]
%5 5 AR 25 B A E R R AT M, Bt S0
(B L[] A [R] (Pletzer et al., 2018), A —K AN EEHH
B SRR, AT R SO SE A IRANME; 55—k
DB o 7 2 A R 25, AU G T B
BRIz, #iE Rt AMA(Pletzer et d., 2018).
WA ZANLHER DR, EREF, ELSAME
T E Z RS AT R, R H IR AR
WA 254 S AT . Wel 55 A (2016)38 i 1121
LB e A A, A S S A IR AR S o
PSR, BT BRI T A A R s R
ROMR AT TR SR g . o g i, Jrit
ARG ] T R I R A 2 AT T (Wel et al.,
2016). Ak, MhERE FFRE T, ERASENT, F
A®RARE E WA A ST R, RIBFEZL
B 2E4E 2217 (Wei et al., 2016).

NBRAB K& — R AN Re i, F 1 i
PR At N SRR A5 R {5 B9 2 5 (5 2 (Betts et
a., 2013), ABR{EEAKT =3 FZMTT 00
AT EEPE 5 AT OB = AN Oy T SR I B A5 AT
X (Bettset al., 2013), AT ERMH, HETFMA
I R N R A 7 NS 1R = B N R O N =R LN
A Ty $ 52 WA 9 At B B3 1 2 1 (Touré-Tillery
& McGill, 2015), [FIFER A #H4 E S5
AR 5 # g, Mot AR EIEK
SR AL S AN AT — i s (B 4§
2017), fEAEMZE, & ABR{EAEACEAS R R B
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WEREENRIT N, R H R, MR AR
ANBRIEAT AR AR R B H B 2 155 4E 4 AARAT A
(BRLECHT 5%, 2017), SRILJEE, BRGTE N e
R SRS AARE T ARSI MAARIT R (7
R R 5 ARAT N JE F15 B AR, Mk
T2 b ) BRHEE A ARAT A Ja8 T R A AR . TR
MARET, & ANBRAEAEA A i T35 T4 32 A i)
AL, T LA R AR R e, R
L EEAT AT o 17 T X L0 AR, AR A BRIE
AR TR E TR ik 22, I ER S 6
Attt sch, IRNF BRI RE, I
AR ARAT R (B EC I 45, 2017).

[ 2 A AR AE PR G R R T, A PRk
PEXF S AT 22 OARRIE A 5 i .52 3 56 14 . A PRI
JECPE H8 B SN A b 4 1 25 547 SR 1 A i ek
T2 )i (Boyce & Parker, 1989)., & A BRASUR M AS 4%
ANBR KR TR, &0 T84 il A9 28 1 el A2
AT AT 58 (Harb et al., 2002) T 55 # & B
T E N ALK 3 O T, S G R AHE R
HC, @ ABREURE A R AE 8 B rpoxh #2313
Ik, R 2 0 RS AT R (B,
TRE, 2019), I H, 7E4ESE AT, B PRI
PEAS R R b AR Bh e S, 23 4R Bh T 2 )
SR (B, L5, 2019),

e BB R FE R R RN E RS
Ab B B 5 R 25 OE R, ABRMEAEAKF
2 FH T A i A AR W R AT S, A bR
AEORRAE W F T B i A A A A IR 7 o R
PRl R, T sERL S MAAT = i 25 2R

S A LR A O B A 2 BE 45 SRR — B,

JI LA S AR 25 5y R 2R AL 22 MARAT 0 o
AN PSR EE R, IO A& AT SR L w]
fRBiR, SR NP & R, IR AT
WA G BRMA N EAE AT o Ak, HARXS
M) A Pr A5 BB T 5, 7R A A 2 YA
SR, RERPRE AL AL, b Y) 2
B 24t 2 AR TR FT B2 o AT R 9 T 1 23 B
AR ST, AT, #RETA
PRECTEAT Ao AL, AN B B A N BRIA A
IR BT —EFEE X H R 2 MARAT R 77 A
N A, RO AR, MR APRE
Wi AT B A 2 AT i o L, SR A2 AR
UGB P B RUE AR SR, B ER A A

FEE . XA, AR ISR R 1Y
SRAL AT M o KRR B SR AL AT M 16
EAOTE AR )T B AL 22 A7 M AT LA, U RE
TG il S 2 DAAR AR A 56

6 RESRE

AR B & Tk £ 0 B BF 5 B 30 TR
AR SCIR AR AL BEXT SE AL 24T ISR, X AL
2 AR I AT R F T 45 5 . PRI ML .
ZRLH B AR 25 AT AR M58 AT LA
VIR 5 A AT,

T4, Nook ZFAIF5¢# (2016) 1 S B0 25 2R 13 B
AR T () 254 2547 Ry Z A S A AE 2R AR 2 AR
RONE, B HE TS SR At 23 AARAT 1O BRAIL 1) 7T g
HEZMEN AR, A Sshblk 2k,
R EAE 2 AARAT Ty B 22 12 AR 3 B sl bl ek
AR 3K — KO A T REAH R R R o LAJS
WHIE AT DA% RO TR TE R I 2t s MARTT
Jo, KRN AT ARFEE A o XX — R R i
A BT BATT RS ARSI R e Pk o

Hk, & Bare A I A i+ S i E
W) o NBRAE AR 5 BRSO X A2 AR
MBI PEAT e, (R A b 4 4~ A 5 o
RUEHRTT . BN, KA I TF R S B
XA SR AR 2 AARAT R 2 A I A R L
IO A RS A A S AL 2 AARAT R I I 1] 1 T A7
P22 58 AN ) 2R R g A AR 78 RUAS 2 75 2 X S
22 NARAT R 7 HE 5

HHE, CAEMREER, 50 IR OAAE R
AT R . Yrh2E R B R AR R R S Nt X
AEH TR, fbf1192 5 IE b £33 i (Choukas-
Bradley et a., 2015), #J UL, FEtho MARTT A
SO BTE AR BRI, R4, Rt AARAT R
REWAATETILE L DERAR? AR E
Wi, 1 %4 % C 42 M0 5+ 447 8 (Roth-
Hananiaet al., 2011), PAJSAYRFFE o, #5850 LA
RELERIE G E DEFR RS ARTT R,
] LI S AR 2 MARAT A EAT B BRI ST, DA T 1S
INFRATXE B2 AARA T & R T i 5NN

TiAN, O PG R E At S TR ) — R
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Abstract: Prosocial behaviors have a significant impact on social cohesion. Previous behavioral studies
found that prosocial behaviors can be influenced by conformity tendency, including altruistic behavior,
trusting behavior, fairness, generosity and charity. People tend to imitate others' behaviors and adopt the
deeper goals and motives of group in social context. Previous neuroimaging studies found that prosocial
conformity are related to brain regions involved in reward processing, such as ventromedial prefrontal
cortex and anterior cingulate cortex. Brain areas that were related to error processing also play a critical role
in prosocial conformity. Prosocial conformity can be modulated by social value orientation, interpersonal
trust and interpersonal sensitivity. Future studies can focus on the stability of prosocial conformity, prosocial
conformity in children, individual differences, clinical research and cultural diversity.

Key words: prosocial behavior, conformity, neural mechanism, individual differences





