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REEMMARESBRMMAE: — AR

HES 7 F EF

(R 2 5 o B A R T 0 S 30 3 (B2 B B 5T ), JEST 100101)
(P EB2ERERFOES R, dLal 100049)

OB BEAERAMNGREREMBEEOREN AR AT ARTONSL, 122, RHO8 6 &
ZEHEN, TRA 4 WL REAMNEF4AL, LEFHALIE, BIRAAERITAH, RER, 64T
o) FH M, AT RN EGNA, 5Bl RN ATRERSN, RIF AN KA ILH FAALIT
HRARBAM B FALHL”, LETEIREAARIT A, 125 Bdo F AR RATAREBACH, R 200 2
— BB A AT AHCRAR; GHEA R K L AAE TN, BH R RN — R A AT A RKR, AR,
KAk 4 HEENEELSATRR BRI ELRM THRBFHAE", BT TREXLRBENRE, ARk EIiE
B Fm 52 8% 5 A AR AR 2R 0 A A

EEIR MR, B, ALSHE, AT, ST K

SRS Bs42

1 5|

HR [ %% V7 (watching eyes effect)d 24 AT I %)
R B LIRS A B R B, S A2 B T E A
WAL RS, IR AEAT s, Hax AUt
F %2 M (Haley & Fessler, 2005), EfESAT
S Ae AR A A A A Z 4% B9 4T M (Bisenberg &
Miller, 1987). 7EFRSE HCE IR 141, A T2
7% 15 5 1§ 0 (Panagopoulos, 2014a; Powell et al.,
2012), ¥ £ = 5 % 2% (Panagopoulos, 2014b),
JE 2 5k il (Sénémeaud et al., 2017), 8 £
AT 55 B8 45 A © (Manesi et al., 2016), 7E T4 [H]
B Z ik T (Pfattheicher et al., 2018)%%, IR
S 1 UG (N T A A AR S B S U O e
FLIE (social norms)His FEAR B AR 147 A EN, 3% E
MFLE T W LA a] LU 4, k51 s 23R
AR B94T H7(Cialdini & Trost, 1998), K444

il

B BAT AL S CRRR : SEAL SR, Wndamg
ANTLYIRE . PRI EREE S, (R — 24t
HEAE KRR, EERA R4S, B
CHE WY HoRr BEIA Ry e 32 1 93 32 40 4 & A PR A
G HAE, 2009), B T2 dE SR 4L 247 RSB S AL 2
e, ARWE 2Rt o 2w oAt A7, e
H 47 % (Nettle et al., 2012), il Z% ;3% (Bateson et
al., 2013; Bateson et al., 2015), 2 (Ayal et al.,
2021)%,

SRIMT, AR AT 5% o S HR I 2800 5 52 4t 2547
ZIESE R, N Nettle %5 A (2013)) 7T M & #L,
AR 28 R K RE A 4 Bt 3 e 2k 8% 3 195 (dictator
games) RS <45 X D B 22 A I SR AR AT R,
TS AR (0 43 T T JE RGBSR <y — 2 HOR
KL ST, 5 Nettle 25 A (2013) X BAR
[@], Northover % A (2017)M7C4#r & ¥, TEALHE
MELFSE . A IR (public games) . fH4y
Pr41E 55 (social discounting task)Fll 25 35 15 4 &5
Wk FBI: 2021-11-03 25, MRS R A BESE A AT Bl £ 4
* o E R B S H AR A AR PR S SR [ W 5T B B IR H (No. i, AR BRI AR SF <4 — 2 (HOREL K

GIHZ2099); [ 5 F1 A0 AY 6 0 & 0L RELNo- gy ooy, K SRR, 9381, Dear
RUraloa; WAL AT N ) 20190 T4 TIA . IREFEER L,

Y9CX391008, E2CX3315CX). L o o
WIEIEH: X, E-mail: liupp@psych.ac.cn SUBRARRERE MR R 4b 2170, HAT LA E Hb
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[ 2 (A A R WS R 3 R WS BB ) R/ N TN
B R IRAT AR, P FE A S A ARF 35 19T S (b
{8 45 2003). Dear 55 A (20194 A S48 A %
RALSAT R, (HEADUFGERM, IREEL R AR
REARREAR T R AL 247y, AEAS 2 00 oy B A 3 5
4TH(Cai et al., 2015; Mol et al., 2020; Petisca et al.,
2020; Pfattheicher et al., 2019),

Zr b, ORES SO AR @ P A 2 . Gl E
ORI DU s NS 2 o RN B S
SRS BRIRRAL AT . BROR . A T S
W, MREBFWRITT — R I LI T R T4
S35 S EA AT R Z AR R, ARG
BARIA 24, W Oda %5 A(2015) % BLHR IE %%k
I AR AT B S ST A S R T AN R T R A,
Bateson £ A (2013)F Fathi 25 A (2014) & B HR 554
IR (R N A R T NSt A o R S E T
Bruderman % A (2015)A & AR [ 50 o

A, Kawamura #1 Kusumi (2017)# i,
Bateson % A\ (2013)#1 Fathi 55 A (2014) A it 23 3
WA BRI L, XTI THCR AR, it
TP TTURFE 5 A 45 340 < IR B 2550 1 AN R AR (i AT T8 < 4
SHVE AN R . Kawamura A1 Kusumi (2017)
SHPORTY nv TR S (NI SN NS Sk ] E Ak
) 7] A8 >Fe U £ SR AR 3 (perceived norms), DAAR G
FAPTE BN AR SR EB, RELRN
TE 15 45 WG 7K 7 8BS (A S At AT 34 48 g
30% MBI 2%) T RESE = X A AR G AT s (HEAR
TR G 7K ST RN G T GA Sy HoAl AT B4R 3%
BB 58), IRIE KRR S BB A .
WeFZ, MRS KT By FE RN A (30%) BT
ARG 2500 (8 i S Ak 23 A7 S Bl SP AL 2 1Y
FRAT 2 KT B ALTE BN B AR (3%) BT, TR I 254 1 A1
HERESFAL SRS (AR R 17 . XRMTLR
FRAL 23 KT 1 R0 SRR vy AR, R A8 T 2 il
AT SEAL 23R, T 2 2R A 25 AKOT R B A
B, WA SR SRR ST A R —
H Wy (Kawamura & Kusumi, 2017), Hik, £H T
TR, (00 8 e 3y vk TN R R
e A% 751 00 IR s 455 I 19 402 2 1), AR i A0 4 5 IR
BN P FRRE R . AR AT R I, HE5 R
DAUER

BrT FRA THAAFR Z 0 T X5+t 2 M3E n
PROARITe, #8453 TC T A B T AR R 2K et R

AT AR A2 JE, HA e h AR Wi .
Nettle 55 A (2013)7E T3 BT 58 4 i —4k, {0
AR VB NI IR T 14 307, Northover
N (2017) W AE T4 B W 50 A s 3 B AT A 30 00 1R
AR IR . A E R | s ss &
EEEW P A S, SR X FP AR AT BE A
TE RS, &2, than, Ao & S7Eh
BEWER D, AL R R A MEE R T
“HRIERATFMEIR, XEWEEMBEE MRt
O RT BE AR B BLTE, TR 4 HH— gk,
{HARZKZ” (Andreoni & Bernheim, 2009),

P, BT 25 5 1T BE 2 R A% 0 4% 52
WY IR R 2 — o (BN $PAL BN 7 Kawamura
F1 Kusumi (2017) 42 {7 F 45 R 50 9 7 1k 0 =
JERINHRAE, H X — J7 vk ME LLTE BUA B 5T
JEHEA ., —&W E3CHrR, Bk Kawamura Fl
Kusumi (2017)#F5E, HABIRHR 73 A G T B
R 2T M SRR %, B ICiEIR
HEG SRR, R T MR,
KEIFER B S, TR T WS AR 1 255 0
AT N AR, T LA BE AN ] BB AR AT IR0 R () 45
PRI EE, P I T R i O i TP A R
o WX —HA R, ASCK B thit 2
HEABIER R, 456 M % B (normative
misperception; BREFE 55, 2021 KB 432K,
SR 5 MR B Hr P B # i2 (innovation  diffusion
theory; Rogers, 2003y AFE4>2, 435 43 AT HR i
RN 5 BN E R, o 4 RSk AT RE R AF
v

2 BRAAEMTE RS ESTHIE

FEASHE S RS Y O R R ERERY? s
TG AL FE Rl R PE M TS (descriptive norms)Fl a4
¥ (injunctive norms), i PEHER KL EA
FEREREEE T AT R, SRR R
N FEFRAT A7 4 7] 8 s %) 2 BE (Cialdini & Trost,
1998), TCIS &l id PR &y MR, # )
A AEAE AR FNAS AP 210, 43700 %) I 5 46 1
HE (collective norms)FUEHIFL YL (perceived norms)
(Lapinski & Rimal, 2005; Perkins et al., 2019;
Rimal & Lapinski, 2015). S AHBE AR SE R AL G
(actual norms), & SCPRA:IE HHEIAR R T B & A7
TEMAT AUEN], AR/ DL SO IR SOk W B 15 R 454>
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& (Perkins et al., 1999; Perkins et al., 2020; Rimal
& Lapinski, 2015) &AL E 24X SEFRALTE Y
VLB A R, 5 SR Z AR AR A TR i 22,
X O 22 SRR BRSBTS A 8 7T 43k 3 vk
A, He b A PR R B AR AR — 47
h gk R BE I BRI, i PR RIS A 8 AT
VRAR TR — A7 Sy B 4 52 B ) 25 (R
H#4E 2021; Perkins et al., 2019), {13 FE E# 244
pe At T R 2 A TN K 25 1 P B B (Perkins
et al., 1999), & Fikhf RARAG T HABF RS 5K
P59 W I Y B2 (Perkins et al., 2018), 24 {25 B 5
SEAFTERE, XA A 5 He 52 Y 2 i
BV 0 R 2 L S B BT B A R A AT A o )
(Lapinski & Rimal, 2005; Perkins et al., 2019),
2.1 ABRAMAENIEE
TR 2 n AT T A 8% R 2 b 2 2 05 IR
(social reward theory)t\ Ky, F AR AIAT A HLIE T2
Wi =AM AHIEE . E X AR
FHE SR BE ik i3 IR (Burum et al., 2020), FrlA3k
MTAVREEE . BT PE . TR = R PP Al 2%
ML . WM TAT R AT R, Sk
FE M BRI EEIE . XTI, B
#2247 HHLIL (theory of normative social behavior)
P PIRPRORI S 00, 45— Rl X5 A K T 2L
XPAT R HLAS T e, an W) — A~ 45 1) AR BREE
5 R BARXE HEAGE, (EEEAR T AL AN 2
& (Lapinski & Rimal, 2005), 4174 B #EWT 5 %5 5 .
Tk, YR RAT LR A S,
BUBAaPE . LB . MR R I, AR S
il 8 3 P RS i 4 PRV, BIEYERE SE/N o
JIT ATEIX ARG BT, 7T LA S BRI S Al AT
ARG . [ 2, HANREWG I IX =T, M
TR TR, IHG I X LA SEZ o L 10 ke Ak 0% k1
o I, ASSCHAE 58 R/NEEAT o A wise, B
DL/ NI BRI A3 AR SBRIE . T TR
Fe A G ML 08 550 IN I BRI B9 WA S 7324y
Mo
22 MEHRB/NEBAMEHIEHERSES
W&
MRS, ARG SRR AT
%) 3k P, I LA AT LA P 5 s RIS R A 0 S R AR
o FIHARAESE LS PR sy skt 2 e i A 1
PR 5 S B ALY A R VE LIS, BRI SRR A4 5%

S RETRATRR A, DL AR TR D B ) SR A
T AT BE (Nehme et al., 2016), SRAE2s AT RLREE
ASTRV B, AR A O BURE 254N [A] (Rogers, 2003), [
It Goldenberg % A (2001)42 H AT AR 5 815 ™ Hi 2
W AT R A AR . TP AR AL . BE =k,
AT AT -

BB 2 48 BB G o — B[],
ZRFEE RE, R S AR R AR Y AT
Fio Forh, GIBTRIE R A N 28R ik
TPRE R, WARHITK . A . AHL
LR A RER . B 5 %5 (Rogers, 2003).
AT BRI T2 N T R4 23 U (Brown,
1992; Collins & Zoch, 2001; Darley & Beniger,
1981; Dearing et al., 1996; Ozaki, 2011; Puska et al.,
1986). [k, A SCHESARHTY BESRT 25
M AT R # AT 58 o

BT RS L, RS RE T, A
[ A~ A SR 4 40 35 04 R 2 A R), 4% SR AU T 43
Bl . RIHRAE . RO BIHRAR . I8
J5& . Bl E R WA, XA
JEDSER, A RAE TG LY 2.5%; BIR
YNHFEBEIG RN, S22 NGRS T ST,
di b2y 13.5%; TR AR 23 v E IR B, b
L2 34%; WRIHRAR HA R 22 B0 A 5 R 40 A
JEAERBE, 5 EHY 34%; Y5 H =G RANA]
BN, 2 16% (Bhattacharya & Singh, 2019;
Rogers, 2003), fE R4 HE Y SO B, 2%
Hchti g B A D S 2.5%, BSR4 E LS
Rttt 16%, BWIRAREE Bit itk 50%,
M AR AR STt JT R0 i L 84%, &5 & it )G &R
5 100%.

A RGN 5T, SRS A
AN 2235k, fmh 84.9% (Bolton et al.,
2015), FAKIL N 3.9% (Panagopoulos, 2014a), Rl
FEARFWFFE D, il AR W 2 R AT T AT, S84t
SAT RN B BN 1Y 84.9% A9 A T EL il AT
RERW, QlFrE . RWIRANE . HI ARG
KARHRSLHE T SRt 2:47 0, WAER AR R BV% G
FH(16%). [FIFE, 3.9%M A H LLFIFRM, MRS
FEAL AT R B AT BE AL EE B A R R 4N
H, TR R 3 20 FR 9 3 s o
KA, ARBTG5 3 UL AT O, RiH -
ZELl A IR B 8 BRI, ST 2 R SR A AT R Y
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PHUS B[], 5 BOR HG 2 & I RE 52 ma Y RS
[, DARCHEAARSZ ABr 52 e 0 5 AN [R), DTS 4
VN GHESE O

B, T 3 — 2D 25 IR 50 f v Pk
RIE 2, RF5EES M Goldenberg 55 A (2001)/ K
IIARIE, LA 16%. 50% 070 SR, R R PR RS Y
WATRERE RN 3 A AR AR . 2k, FErR
3BT e, BEXFESN BT A B, A
[A] 2= B R AT AR AR 22488 K (Beyfus et al., 2016;
Gaube et al., 2018; King et al., 2016; Stella et al.,
2019; Yang et al., 2021), MERE A VEFFEH 15%
W, FATHE M (VET) MR AT R R RAIG; 2
2Bt B UET-5h 40% 0, B GATRR B b S O 1K
MERE C TR 84.9%HF, HUL A HifT R
o AN, T RAL AT AR AR R A M
TERAT M (MRSl 45, 2003), RBbXTFfids . GlE
RS AL 24T H, BAS S AT AT
e AT S i, il B S R A 2 L (A i
. RELEBBOMA D G, 2675 1 S PRpyE
R E RS, PO R S 5/, SEBR AL
SRR R — B, DAAR DA B B
AR TERLTE

DL A48T FE A 0 550 /I i SRR A 1) DA
KAy GBIk, T A 28 9 A 0 5 K I 114 Je
SRR Al B2 o 2R 07 % o
23 HEERRAMNBAIENTEGERSES

W&

TSRS . W . IR vE 2, M
SRR, R A . ALY . I
AW PR EAMRET R, AR
Eiun iy IR R AT REAR LA T P AL . SRS B L,
NATEAFAE BURAR S, R e LUE 18] 2R
(Park & Lee, 2009) tAb, — 2247 g BRIASH W1 4k
PUE R, W T B TSRS 5

S HLIEAS D E T, LA SE B A R DA B A
RGN A TGN . MERA R, B H
F D et ORI, PR 5 5 T T 1 ke DA R
RGBT TR S e B L Y
RO (BREE 5, 2021), H MBS R K
W, AATTH 25 5 52 G PE AR BT F5% 1R (Lapinski
& Rimal, 2005), P HCFRATLLE S #E47 RS T T
AL HEAT 732 0 T oh, AR A2 2 R ] LAk
Jo (muhammad ali effect; Allison et al., 1989), AA]

WA A O A TE TR, 2R A B 5
FE2KF,  LE AN ARG f A0 O SR AR (1
S % 2021; Flynn & Lake, 2008), {Afifth A4
i 25 A C 1 4 %fi(Fetchenhauer & Dunning, 2010),
B A% At A Y 7] {5 BE (Van Lange, 2015)% . My, A<
SCH AL A O T B R N R A S A
24 SXNMESEEENBEMIEITEGSES

WHE

Ak, — Sl K B, HR I RN A T IR
BERR AT REAR M SEAL AT . AT, X ATRE S
AN BN BT Y 5 AR B A G . YA AR ) R
R, BA G Z BB W, RZNAS
R (Francey & Bergmiiller, 2012; Huang et al.,
2015; Pfattheicher, 2015; Pfattheicher & Keller, 2015;
Zuo et al., 2018), I IELFRATHEAS RT3 2 5y A 5
BEWEZE, A3 HTHR I S5O0 XA F AR B2 . Hodr 5
JBRE I AL 45 = T A2 9] (prevention focus) . fRiA4k
1 3% 7 {H (chronic public self-awareness) . i /K -4
P& = SCHL] (horizontal collectivism)Z, FAI1H#F7E
Ja SO IR A

FEF I, A SC T BE XA R AL 45 58 91T
TN T) oy SRR P A AR, DRI 1) R A R R
AR ISR, 5 ZEAh I 3 At 2 Ve T AT 1 AN ) e
PN IVE . BT A IR 38 5 kS sk 4t
SATRHA G, HAT AT B AT R A s oY
T X RS AT T HOR AR B . FRAT- AR
PAATRATAESY, WA . WL IR E &
W (social preferences)f LI =M 5T, KN iEfE
TN S AR AT O, Wk B s b
B KRR 2 (Bittner & Kulesz, 2015), #h&mlf
FEAT A F RO A A 25 AT R i ), SR
MAEGHE . BB XRMAT N ECRF 4, 2016). 1
SIS ES, FEAREMERE | LGl
fE4E . ALY & 8% IR 2 5Kk oy of destruction
mini-game) 55 THZE B 5, 38 5 B RS H0 TE At AH
L BRI 1 $E (Nettle et al., 2013; Oda et al.,
2011), PR SME ASRARIRALE . Aad, Horp
BT PIR R T 25 W%, W7E Burnham Al
Hare (2007) MAFFEH, BlAT LA 6 5 A 2L 5
TR AR BB, BT g A2, 534
AL 2 iy R LB R AT h, AR i AR XAt 2
FRIE HE AT B GR 50 LA R S AR B 3500 o R E, B
Burnham F1 Hare (2007) BIBF5EAN, 7R SCARHG HAR
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SRS 9 S BRI
3 MRESHMSBRAAERX R

3.1 HSEHE KRBT A B AR EE R 5 B A

;e

FATE e A WIS A i BN AT
DXy ok, AR5 i BRETHT I O IE h Y 53 2R 4 B
771 (Goldenberg et al., 2001; Rogers, 2003), 434l
W AEAL S AT R B . A R AR R
IR ) AR B R0 o
311 BAFEMSHSERITIEER R AR

MR EAL 2 M AT R B R I, IR 2K
N LG FRE « W3R | s, AL RSB K
AT A . AT o i 0 i AL B L B A
BGPR O . AR ARG R ML P S
VT RSN VTR T B . g St
R85 R 4T S B8 0] (Bateson et al., 2013; Bateson
et al., 2015; Bolton et al., 2015; Boulet et al., 2020;
Burnham & Hare., 2007; Dear, 2018; Ernest-Jones
et al., 2011; Keep Britain Tidy, 2014; Nettle et al.,
2012; Pfattheicher et al., 2018; Stella et al., 2019;

Yang et al., 2021), H AT Zs 47 4 B XELL H LR,
ENAGT 25 BOAT S (AR A % 0 3K ) 22 3 B WL 456
Mo TEFR 1, ESF A MIE SNtk 217 f
NS5 AL AT A L 615 T 50%, SRital
WIRATR R E . T REHE RN, B LR
SRR A TR AT R TR B2 T b 5 SR 2 A
AT, BR324 T AR A
B BORTIRIE LRI TR BRI | finds . B8
ARPRENS, WAL T AN TATR

TEEFXT 6L 2 b7 ¥ (Bateson et al., 2013; Bateson
et al., 2015; Dear, 2018; Ernest-Jones et al., 2011) .
ffir % (Nettle et al., 2012; Dear, 2018), 4 (Dear,
2018)., IBJ AP (Keep Britain Tidy, 2014)% 7
AT R, RISV AR E . ATEE
XF2% D B4R B BT 5 v, MR I 2800 R RE 982 B
A7 R, WHREE A I AT RS2 Y T AN A B I
75 i 1 (Dear, 2018), AF58 i &4 I S Y
O AL R HCR ORI SR AEAT S, L SR AR T 4T
Ja, BRI A W A, HRARE A
BRI TOE B R ANAEAT g B B 2/ 5 R &
JUPATRH B, BT LA & 90 HR I 20007 i) i B8 W g

F1 BHAFHSHERITEERSHHRERMN
oz P75 BRI g

Bateson et al. (2013) ANELE B 72.9% 1 B N EL F B3R JH I 20 AL B3R
Bateson et al. (2015)

SR — AFLELR 84.4% M PR ANEL F B3] HORELE B

S AFLERR 83.3% MBI ANEL E B 3K JHEA B B ELE

Bidk, NZBtRinEL%

Bolton et al. (2015) BEdp e % VETF2 84.9% To R
Boulet et al. (2020) P 2B JF o L E AR SR B R R E] 66.7% Toh R
Burnham & Hare (2007) 2N 3t3ti48 JLF- 448 88, YIEH 41.7%~52.5%  $2E 18050
Dear (2018)

% Bt N fEERES Ko N A 172 KA 4T A

[ EN g} Ko NG KRR 4T A

N N KB NAHZE TR

371 ARELFE B KB NATELZE B HORHLE B
Ernest-Jones et al. (2011)  AHLFE LK 73.6% 1% SEANEL BB K TAFLEBIR
Keep Britain Tidy (2014) & J 4 K KA N8 M6 R {2 438 J 4 PR AT Ry
Nettle et al. (2012) 177 e bl —A4F 38 39 YA AT RS AR A 54T
Pfattheicher et al. (2018)  fi 5 ¥t TR BETHR 71.9% R
Stella et al. (2019) B4k T % TR 70% PR
Yang et al. (2021) B4k T % TR 69.4% AR
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S VEFER I 7 AT 2 (Dear, 2018), B, 4
SR EAT 2 HUE T AT R B ROR I, IR I 00 RE
T8 M BEAR S Ak 2347y, BIGRAE T3 SF 2 ph 2
BAHLTE

FE AR Al = A D T I E R AR 58 B 0 B 5 R
Boulet % A (2020) % BRI &0, 5 AT fE
FVEE B [F] I St 1 HAB S A ¢, 5 b, PR
HABRHE RS0, (SR AT S, P 2 BE A T
P8 L R A PR S L, R A RO L
— A5k Ak HL A5 it 19 5 I (Boulet et al., 2020), 5
ZRM, —Le g K, AR LR ILT ket
BN GLUE T, HRR AT RE R X e R EE A
RO REZ T 2R B ES O E R E (Bolton et al.,
2015), HAnEEpe 242 i JLA A 22286 1 3dg sk i
Ve FA7 09 (Yang et al., 2021), s 50t 1 H T
WEAE TN R 45 G I H5 i 55 (Stella et al., 2019).
Stella % A (2019)IA 0, fl B B S gL b i
o, T T IR L R — iR A
Wiy, AT REAEAE R AEMRRN o (TR 2, S5
ARG B ASTR), L IR RS 1 i fof ) 2 AR i T
EP A BT (Yang et al., 2021), XEKE, &
E &M T 2R BRI, SRR HRE SR
HRL I 11 AT 9K T e — B A 1 AT ST 2R A 22 1k
RFIAAE

Ty Ab, TR R AL S MG AT R B A i B, R
oy B A T s M A S B, IR A SO AT)
SRARAE AT SR AL 22 B AYE . i 4n, Bateson
SN (2013) 4545 1 AL AT H7 SORAS BLATS b7 3 79 e R
WK, BT R AEMR R KT, 24 BB
Z ), HR G RN A > T AL R RO A
Bateson 45 A (2013 )33k Ffr £ S 341 £ Ay IR 15 250 7 A1
HEFEAL AT A A S AP AE MG, (HIX AT e
ANHER 1 o TETCHR G 4 5 LA BN ELATS 173 0 4 o]
T, VR 20%MB0R ALY B ), 115 B S bR
VR R EZEAANEII B . mifE ALY ) 5%
PEF, IR L R BAUA 32% 09 il fL 5 37
Woo XBEWE, REPIFEFRE T ALY BB
SIRE, HRAE ST R E R, Rl
AREERBINARZE T O ARG T 2B ARG
P A AL, BV 5 050 R O L9 41
Witk 2 MG B o 58, Wl A ) T AN EL A $r
. BT LA, Bateson 5 A (2013) R GEZAL T AT JR%
HUELAE, YRHUEAL o M0 AT TR B 3 I,

SRS BG5S S R A AT R — B,
AR I 28000 T R AR A AT T Sy Sk 2 RIS o

R, X RIS S0 BN ATy, IR R
FE SR AT AR B R R I, AR R A B HE RS
S AT R, MR LR 2R BE S B R s e A
AT SF R AL 2 BNE . AR RDR Y HEELE,
AUEAL S HERAT R BB S I, R . R
RN R KA 45t T RA AT R, W
R FHREAATT 68 A W S R AR RN I &, DX PR R
IR PR 2 AL S MG R R R, R B Y e At 2y
TR URATRE R R, oA AT RE 52 HE Wi (Rogers,
2003; Xiong et al., 2016 ), 1fif FR [iE 2508 7] BE finsik 1
RGNS A 23 TR
HRAERC LM T 2Rk B R+t 2178,
TR 2 AR G 9 HCS 2 B, ARMEIRE] 100%4”
B, LAV 5 & AT RE L B & 30 TSRS AT R,
PSR T Ao, R 500 sk LA 7E A AT T3
SFARAL IR
312 BAMFEASIERITEEPFSREMBR

& 350 R

SR 24 LG 55 08 50/ (R A7 e JBE 78 S B )2
T 55 SR 2 T AR — 30, R SRt 2 IR i A 7
JE S mAR A, BRASRON AR . fEFR 2, BT
NS A R . B DA B L
(Pl IF S s vh B TR ), ) BT R
PONGETAEAT R, ST RAL 2 G BB L ]
1F 16%~50%2 [8] (Beyfus et al., 2016; Blackwell et
al., 2018; Matland & Murray, 2016; Mobekk et al.,
2020; Panagopoulos, 2014b), Fif7FEE F 25 MR Ak .
TE— SR FE WSRO0 2 AR HE 1 ARG SR 4t
2547 (Beyfus et al., 2016; Mobekk et al., 2020;
Panagopoulos, 2014b); MifE 7 —&Wi5EH, Ki
U R B % 07 (Blackwell et al., 2018; Matland &
Murray, 2016), ZEE T RBLZE A5, BIEAE
AR A B b s i 2 MRS B BAT IR I A R
X%, B, SR AR FE (Matland &
Murray, 2016; Panagopoulos, 2014b). Jit LAX #i3
FEOERINRAT oK, R R AL S I R AT
B A AR, IR IS RN AT E, B E T
A TERLYE, TT REAME LR A M AT

XiF AR QB 5 HOCHS A4, MR S RLE
AT AR B T AR AR, B SRR EC &
SCHE T SEAL AT R, BUB R AR SR AR AR R K
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R 2 BAFASICERITIEE B 5K AR R

W5z P51 75 it LRI T 4k

Beyfus et al. (2016) P F % YETFRA 40% T e
Blackwell et al. (2018) 5 vEF2R YeTF K 43.5% ¥ P e
Matland & Murray (2016)

I e AR AT fd & 1B 44.23% i PR TR

B J S 0 1) 9 vl R B1K 41.56% i TEVE TR

i E A PR 1B 37.47% i PR TR

KT R R 25.77% fir & VERLE e

BIRMAR T PR B 16.49% i PR TR
Mobekk et al. (2020)

s 1 A 53 25 b4 ) 0 T R 45%~55% & P

s 2 o P B 28 B4 S5 G 0 TR 39%~41% X e
Panagopoulos (2014b) Eig B B 22.3%~24.7% i 4 G P

R BRI S & . SR . RRAE
AL, SRR AR ) 45 e 1A A b B B O, e 40
KR RATERZENIRBULAT NG A BB AT H,
W n H R R A EE . IRPUSE, R5 A4 S BUEST
N, X SRR RO Z AL S e 2
(Rogers, 2003; Xiong et al., 2016), K A EEA A
IR RS RATREAR T 50%, MR KA K&
5 H BUBAT A RS HL AT REAS L, i LA HR A 2500
HEATE, B S ar & R E R gs &, Hxifr
N RATGE o I b, AT R AR
fiws AR, BB 5 B 5 O 8 B 42 (saddle
pattern), BIVEIHET Y10 5 )5 10 P AN I 06 2 TR 4778
— AN, R R AT e L R R B &
BF . 7843 Hb A% 3k 45 )5 91 1 ' (Goldenberg et al.,
2002), JIr LA SIS AR 2 R At A 7 AR B o 45 Ot (1%
I, MR A R0 ANERE

SR, PRI BT R 40 % 1) 368 I X R 40 R AR Y

MK (Rogers, 2003; Xiong et al., 2016 ), Al
455 3 A I (dynamic norms, BEE B[] 25 4k i
R B BEARAT M5 4L Sparkman & Walton, 2017),
LRGSR g 0 L, W] RE 234 v IR ARG 455 1 19
e, ([HEFHES— S HREERIE,
3.1.3 BAFEHSHTERITEER(KEHRERAL
MHE AR SN, BRH R AL S E AT R
BARAT, RIS 2 R A TG T Hnd TR, (A4
G A MRS T WS Re R i SRt 17 . sk
3 FiR, XSS R A S S AT AR B ARAIR,
o 4l A SR A SRS B L BT 16%.
n, WA B AN EE 4 WE, &l AS AT
(Brudermann et al., 2015); KB4 ERSE B AT4E
B 5k, 10 2014 AEEECH 6%H94F
B A2 5k iM(Sénémeaud et al., 2017); B HLk
PRl DA I B2, BET A2 16% (Gaube et
al., 2018; King et al., 2016),

F 3 BAFHSHERITIEERIKA RS

o RISt Pl 241 S B T 4k
Brudermann et al. (2015) [ 44 W 3K [ B2 A 3% 3 AN A5 B ToA AR PERLTE TR
Gaube et al. (2018) B 4 Fdpg A vk T4 TR 5.3%~5.5% ¥ TROR

A TE R e
King et al. (2016) B sFE VEFH 15% fir A MHLE AT
Panagopoulos (2014a) BER BIER 3.9% A A PERLIE P
Sénémeaud et al. (2017) NS BRI 6.75% i PR 5
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R, IR SR AL 2 R B AT R AR,
R e FOME LAIE HE SR 4 23 AT 28, AN JE i KR AR B 44
W SE AN 9% 3 B S #2547 24 (Brudermann et al.,
2015)c I AT ST 08 23 AT RS R T T,
TG AEAR BT Pl i B 88 AR MY Bk ks
AR FLTE G 8, m0R IR A Pk T R R
ST MR C &R, AT RE 2 U R i A AT
FRRCHIFIAT A, DT AR E AT ST 5 2 AR
JLR AT RE (FE B & &5, 2021; Sénémeaud et al.,
2017),

R, R A ) 4 A P B N B R R 4 AT
AR TME LURAE T, IRIE RN A58 .
TEE 2 A S i B ge b, B 90 3 48 < R 4 AR
R ARACAT B 0 MR AR A AT TR AL S R AR AL
0TI, AH TR AT RER 73 N AS A 2 11
B B, R & BEER I %300 (Brudermann et al.,
2015), SRR, HRAE LR 4G a1
HE T WA DR Rt SATh, WS 5HE
(Panagopoulos, 2014a) . ik Ifl (Sénémeaud et al.,
2017) K T-(Gaube et al., 2018; King et al., 2016),

i b, MBI YHE e, 2oRA SR
TR, BFE © &S0 1 oErE AT,

TETER B R R R ICR N . FRIR G 1R S
B NEHAD G, A T H AR, B
WIRpFEEWMABIE, WA SN SE
Mg F3 A4k 25 o fi7 (Rogers, 2003), B 5 ALy &ML
WEEEE 4, 2019), FMH YT aA>ERET
T, R AN Al % Lb 3RS AR F B SR g0 o
Wy RA AT . A, AR I AV A S PR (the
focus theory of normative conduct), 4P RLIE
P SRAT ST AT R AR, QR g 3 AR
A S A MR, TR AT B
17 M (Cialdini et al., 1990).
32 MEHRBEAMTAPHIREMAES EM

e

DL A AT T ATE A e /N, ARG 280 5 ek
HHFERIRR, N HEAGEA AR B K BT R
PRATRR FEAE S R 55 B2 T AH 22 3RO I, AR B AL
N5 A DG R o FRATE LIS A5 8 R 1 iF
SRS, SN R A RRYE T TR A HR A A58 0
TCHIAE T F A ) AR B 2800
3.2.1 FHET A B9 AR R

mFE 4 PR, HHETHRE T, R
BB ) At S SRR, AR BRSO, HE AR o

F 4 FHHETHR R MR

W5 A SEBRALAE T g5
Ayal et al. (2021)
28— wavel pole PR 9.97% ¥ TeRAR
P 6.27% mAIRYE BRI
S — wave2 PE HEELEK 9.1% 7 ToRL
HEEEAL 9.8% mAIRYE BRI ST
Fathi et al. (2014) TR £k FHBE R 54%, BIH 6.6% [ B S TR =1
(1782 S TR 1
Kawamura & Kusumi (2017)
S — TR / FAGRTE MR g A
skt ERCR
S R 57 3) / AR JERCR
LRt JEROR
Meleady et al. (2017)
S — W) o7 R Wi 3 % 26.8% T TERCR
Ly R AR K W 3 R 20% itk S e
Oda & Ichihashi (2016) R TR R <7%, $I{H 0.012 LT FARE RERE
MR <6%, HIMH 0.009 30 JSTBLN S TR Lk
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Fean, w7 R Sy o R P ORS  TAE JR
1SRRI A7 SRR AT X LARER o A I ] AL
ERHE K TFE T, AR D bR iR B IR A
PR B, o & SR G 800, AL AE B R b 8 << 42
I3 6 1) T R Ak e A S ME R AR RS, IR
LR AT J LA IR RIT A (Meleady et al,,
2017).

Ayal FEN(2021)F EH AT Ny, ALk B ARG
B BT, AN BRAK S 3 i 6 54T ko H,
TEMR G W4 B A T <RATEER EIR, 90%1 AR
SRS IR T EUE B S, AR T sk
FEBNE, IR RA B ERRAR TR AT H
(Ayal et al., 2021),

ifi Fathi % A(2014)LL % Oda # Ichihashi
(2016) A FE T, TCIRWEoE & B RE T30, ARG 2L
N #RRE USSR 3 SR 4t 4T . X, Kawamura F
Kusumi (2017)iAJy, Fathi %8 A(2014) R Akt 230
TR AR, ELAS ) 23 BT /K F- 7] 22 5% 1] i
i/, L b, Fathi 28 A (2014) L4 K Oda Al
Ichihashi (2016)[HF5E Hr, #iE it 75 3% W] (9 25 4%
r 3 e R () TR (A [R) A B T, ke i e
TC PSR4 I RV A5 B T T . 56.5 248 VS. 25.5
Be), LIS AATHEAS [R5 W4 KL T 9 48 6 47
Ho BER KB, AR R T T A4
Z 58/, Kawamura fl Kusumi (2017)IA%, X
PN 5 4 A P RE R B FUN & . AR RS 41
STEAE A 225, B 56.5 JEBE I 25.5 YRl 24
S, PRI IRAT T oA SRS, A
BT RS E AR I R, BDANAE (R B Anf] T3, HR
Wit 80 A T 4R AT R o

Kawamura Al Kusumi (2017)5 | S8 10 23 25
ALV, BT RPR R SR,
JEM B TR . FESCE—h, (AR B RS
1o AL 2 SRR B G R A 4 I 30%
PRI %), R R R A S AN A AT X R R,
R o 2 g g . TSRS T IR 2k
BT GA R A ACE i 3% Bk 9%), IR
LR ICAL . X UL Y PR AR AT i S A 23 B R
FIENG R YT A I BTl N N S e 7S 1BV N [
FH TSR SR, ESLE b, SRR A A
PREOR PO TR W gl %, i Rl T DL B R
ZHATFAES, B0 AR 4 g i o8 B i ok
NGO 51 . i TC e Bl iR IR AT = AT S 4 2 1) Jek

HHAE TR TR T 68%
5 25% 9T FAES), POl BE B2 5TFE 5,
BB K& PR 5280  Kawamura A1 Kusumi (2017)
N, HRAL AT N B A AR I, B R A
SRS W AT A, e I AR R HR A £ R D) i
T RACAENL; BEAE AT A . AL Y
FEMAAN L LA AT S I, IR 500 A4 DA 12 .
VL EAFFESE UL, B T S A A3 B
B 00 SR 2 AT, TR A 4550 7 2 AR X AR A Y o
3.2.2  FTHE T A B9 AR BE A

M 5 fros, YRR BT i,
TER A WFFE b, IRAE RO AT (Bh RO 4%,
2019; Cai et al., 2015; Carbon & Hesslinger, 2011;
Lennon et al., 2017; Manesi & Pollet, 2017; Manesi
et al., 2019; Mol et al., 2020; Petisca et al., 2020;
Pfattheicher et al., 2019; Saunders et al., 2016),

A BB 5 A IR I R0, B rh L AA e
L, U Carbon Fll Hesslinger (2011)ik -}y Batson 5
N (2006) 75 & 24 A 2 (1 BIF 5 b AR BRI T R
RONE, AEEHE 53 A7 07 6 AN 7™ s (A A — il 2k
PERNA A BB T4 ), A AR 2 5500 50 808 73 A7 )
R ILBIEFE IR A R0 A 3 AU W . D)
A, FEBE B IFS H, Ekstrom (2012)TA 0 B
KA NN Powell 25 A (2012) % B 1 MR R0,
E SR AT BE 2 BE LKA . 58 b, FEE AR
W (R RIE G v, R 43 A T MR GG A8 17 A3 Ay 0 2%
2 DBUR BRI ROV B WF ST, 525 i S
AL SAT A D B EAS] 10% (Ekstrom,
2012; Kelsey, et al., 2018; Powell et al., 2012),

B Xo] B 24 4 W v IR WS 200 7T fiE (S BE 5% e B 20>
BANX—HG, WAELHY B IE, SRt
T URAT R BRI, W TR TR 2 ) B S R
Wk gy, R R A AR AR SN EE X
(MacKinnon, 1962), 3T P7EShHLYLE & BRI
DI (EPEE 4, 2014), AREMH TR GRBER
2, 2018), ZALSHLAF IS /N Rogers, 2003;
Van den Bulte & Joshi, 2007), FIF LA H 5 i A
MR RE R ARG . AT AN, BRI
A NHLFE, AT AR ff A 1 38 <F A~ A HLYE (Kallgren
et al., 2000 ), PRI HR A 222 TT REIIE 2 4L 2 BT
F A AFLIE (Kallgren et al., 2000), M e ffiH:
S RS AT N . FAIE R SR — 458, iR
W2 RALHE & TSR AL S U A& 9 5 VEFT 2 (Luo,
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®5  FTHET BRI AR B R

SEPR R gER

LGiEe [R5 i
Bateson et al. (2006) & & 15 3%
Cai et al. (2015)
S — ISV N
D o FIE AN S

Carbon & Hesslinger (2011)  # Btz BEBpS b 4ffe . AW /
L A BRI B AR AE AT D

Ekstrom (2012) V& 2, 45
Kelsey et al. (2018) F& 4% 4R 14
Lennon et al. (2017) F& 4% 1R 4
Manesi et al. (2019) F& 4% R 4
Manesi & Pollet (2017)

S — WEGHEAE

S WEGHEAE

S = WEEHAE
Mol et al. (2020) O AN 5
Oda et al. (2015) FABAS 552
Petisca et al. (2020) AR 5
Pfattheicher et al. (2019)

S — F A S

O FIC A S
Powell et al. (2012) B4 1R
Saunders et al. (2016) F& 4% 1R 4
MEE 2. (2019)

S — A 1R

S V4 1R
JERERE 45, (2018) T AR 5

PR R BT 0.051 S P

FEihl 2 47.7% 09 AN AS IS TERCR
/ TR
TR
TG 1%, WERERSE 6%  JHEADIHER
i i 4 45 85 1 0.008 P
/ TR
FH I 30% P& S
45%7%F Al TERR
65%75 [Hl TERR
56.66%7% A TR
SR L 60% TR
IR 7.5% 01 A HR Rie A1
Rk 5L 45.8% TERR
RS 32.4% TR

P 2 15 4 24 B 0.005 B4 i

TEE R 48%, HIMH 17.5% P e
/ P
FH I 80% ToRHR

I 60%, BIME AT 22% % BERE
/ FAAIR

et al., 2016), {HA BFFE A BLHR T 42 R I 25 52 1)
RSB W] BN (Fehr & Schneider, 2010; Manesi
et al., 2019; Pfattheicher et al., 2019; Petisca et al.,
2020), AP E W REAEIHT R BT N O LA
A 56, FEFELACE BRI (U > N S it S
ST, A e g 3 ARk,

HEZ RGP, KA EE XA A SEAT
RS ALAR R IR RS A0 o H2, JAARESEA
(2018) K B 1 HR A 2800z, mI BEJ2 PR ol e 1 TR I
LRIEITT A, AL 55 R B B O B8
EES R 2 OIRAEE R MRS 2=
AIRESRAL TR B, B TR RN . HAIC
RISEAT AR, Oda 55 A (2015) K IAAT4:3Z R

i3 35507 5 W T ALK R AN IR 24T R o BB i 2R
Tl B O BT E, FRMS N EEIN
8 L4, 25 A PR I 2 R 0 sl 3
W, TN SRR R ROk S 2K LA 5 R T &
B3k, Oda 5 A (2015)IAR, =22 BT LA AR I 3580 g b 1)
LRI b 1 52 ) AR ], g AT kg 2 R A Sk S 155 B
T, BRRE LR AT B SR AL 2SR, A
£ DN e 7 W T | 7 N R 7 3 s i
FFAshHLLL A FIA W] R, A& IAnl, L
RIS 2 ZOME LA AR A AN Il 52 o

PRI BV = 72 NI E % 5. A 11 O
Mt O ME AFE SR AR AL 51T o ANad, Tt
SRR AT, 25 ) 52 IE R i (Neighbors
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et al., 2006). 52, XFEAI AT HUR A A HE
(LAF R 2 B TE), 25 5 32 IR WG 28000 Y 521
3.3  HEREBXLAL XY 5 BE A2 B R 6] 9 B A 19 B2 i

mFE 6 PR, YA R, IR
RO LR o LN, 7E 5 2 IR S0 = A5 1R
AT Bh R A0 b A, IR R ITIL R E S
NS5, AU S PR At 2 B R i A A
AR, AR RS 5 3R R 47 O (Francey &
Bergmiiller, 2012), HFSEHE {23 X 4 23 BLTE UK,
iy S MR 800 52 WD 1T S it S wk 2347 S 7 RS 3R B,
RmpEr . mAMAHRER, mKEEEE
SR L S RS (Francey & Bergmiiller,
2012; Huang et al.,, 2015; Pfattheicher, 2015;
Pfattheicher & Keller, 2015; Zuo et al., 2018 ), T
T 4023 Hr

o, MR KON RE e e T 1 A A S it
F#: 4470, Keller 1 Pfattheicher (2011)7E3] 5
PR ) PR OR A 55 20 2R e S A g b, Sk
Bl 3 A AR W S 7 1 RS B, SRR E A
o BRI, MRMELR R W F R TR
WU, SR — 20 R, IR R RO & T
e TR SE AR TR IS AT R, 2 AR T AR Ty
FE AR R, XA IR MR R R . IR

TR 5 1] A4 23 RV 11 8 AL AR BE AN [ (Keller
& Pfattheicher, 2011) . R 4 4 7 & [ 3 i
(regulatory focus theory), = Wi BH X [a] A B AR A
T AWM ERRTE . 55 DI R, kT
Bij 7 1) AR U AN R 5T AE . 55 4% (Higgins,
1997; Wkkr, SREZE, 2009), L, w05 4
PR A 2 AL S AU, TER SR T S
A SRR AT s Rz, IRTRB AE 1] A~ A T
AR IR LR MR SR AL 24T M

MR 5 26 R AR RE £ T i 2> 38 B RN A 45
LA TSI I AR/ A € I A < S AN (N Rl 2 N i ¢
(Pfattheicher, 2015), A3 H IR AATE S
BN EFRFAC, XEACEM AR
R, MAEARBRMNENE ZH K
(Fenigstein et al., 1975). MR A 2 F # i
(self-discrepancy theory, Higgins, 1987; Mor &
Winquist, 2002), &2 3t B 3R &R R T 78 &)
Nett A 2ROzt 4, JFEE AT S, B
e A 3 3 3B RS MO S 2 B R B UK,
ARG ZRIERFEL W, MUl B 2170

TIAL, FARS TS N SORIAE AR 2 L (vertical
collectivism, BRIFZES . 3o AN BEIRA5), /K
AR 2 SO R IA 45 | R L A2k S AR)

Ro MBS EEESRENBEEHII

WH5E ESRr Y PRI B ARl &
Francey & Bergmiiller (2012) /ALK 30% M9 AR Wi % (5% K DI 7 AT
EL R LT BRI
Huang et al. (2015)
SR MR TR SR SRR e AR A 2 SRS F N O o i
T = M EE AR SR AR K TS 1A% S SO Y A F 0 K 2
Keller & Pfattheicher (2011)
S — I 68.3% i N 45 9B AE 1] RO P AR, O R T E 1)
M, B 33% AR BRI
ST R 57.5% 0 N AH TR RE 1] REURHE IR G AR, T N 2B e s TR AE 16
W, HIE 31% AMRIEIY, FEARAR TR 5 1) A SR
Pfattheicher (2015)
JoY AR — g WE—kAEL BPER R0 TR E 1) AR A A,
FEEARAR I BJs RE 134 1A% 1 £ 8 20
Pfattheicher & Keller (2015)
S fri g YIMH 34.3% I HEEIR B A 3% B ISR AR I
Zuo et al. (2018)
= FOAWE T AR WSEGEADMALD FEhEE A b, R AR D
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AR AN A L B I 42 R 52 ) T 4 b 35 kD T I AT Ry
(Huang et al., 2015), KFEEMAR I LA A 32 L
R N R 5 5 IR N a v (= Y Ne S A
R N A2 TR RN £ L S e
SCHR ] 32X 00 mT BBy 1 58 R A B4R H A TR
FHHE % MRS 05 (Triandis & Gelfand, 1998), R
LR Z I I KPR S SCHUm AR L, W]
RE MR IE LR K5 & T HIFM A, %R =0
A, B BIAN A O, TR A
FTAERAE o HR, AN 3 SR EARE R 32 )
By, BRI Z RIS R R mn & TiFmEIE,
A S Kk AT MRS (Huang et al., 2015),

VR T 5 AR 25 5 32 IR I 500 %2 W A, 1 5%
T 23 S B R o0 B A 52 3 MR I AN R A
Zuo 55 N(2018))3 3l 1 e A it st (AR = 5 28
HARE), MR L F AR v U S A A T AN I
AT R, AR S S AR A TR SR A T A B T
XATgesE, 5B A3 1w sh A RO Bkt 2
PTEAEN, BT LARRAC T RNsEqT ok, B sh TG
Uit BV RS A R P S ) B R A S R
A T 3RAT 7R SR AT R B W AT, AR
1M, AT R IR G WP, SO R A A5 1T,
T FRIE X MR B BB N T ORI AT R (Zuo
et al., 2018),

Zi b, GIBRARAESZIIRERNE, 52
XERL AR, JE S R TFEAS 25 5 52 AR Il 2800 52 1
3.4 MEAIMTEAM A EE S

DL A AT 3 B, BN LT A o e 4 s IR
BN AT E B IR R o IR B9 v R B 255 A A DY
s SR NSV i [ N (W e N (X DN
HEFAE S PRI AE S AT Y TR, X
VU Fh UL 5 B ER A — E BRIC K A, (BT A7 FE R R
o BN MR FEAE SV RAT R E R SR, IR
R A Rl o (3 e il s el i o 2
7h7, Rt RsF SR, X =Rl e
— B B YRR S A S R TR AT R AR A,
AR 1 B0 AS 23 B2 W AS A5 3% 19 4k 470K, RI<G
A (Brudermann et al., 2015); 24 yE 45 GE 5 K
HIEHE T IR, AR 2500 %o 306 5% 3 ) 4t 2347
HTCEL, BICTCRR” (Ayal et al., 2021), XFAIHSL
7 W IGEL (Cai et al,, 2015; Mol et al., 2020;
Petisca et al., 2020; Pfattheicher et al., 2019), A ik,
EaR AVt s S VO VNSO N N i Ve o1 PR S E
) FIR 5 250 ) A BE AT R G, R A0 T 3 T B A
AR H 280 R A B ) B PRI T 1)

LR TR, MM RN, BB EA&
B AT AR B R i, AR RN AT AR S A e

FAFEEE B/

Y

[@ﬂ%?iéﬂ?ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ}

y ———
fedEEF AT
MR A2 TR

Y

P MR 2800 5 SR ALY 1Y 5 R AE R
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18 R /S N 8 U A RS SR A D a2
(e B i M T B B e SR R B 954
AR AR I, HR I R0 AN AR E B &5 4 i 2
BT, R ARG IR RRAT 2 AT
T BE BRI, HR I 2000 ¥ LA At 2 2 At 2245 o, (]
UNAREE & A S PE M T 0, MRS A0 AT LA AR
E A SR AL 2 AT

RS W BR HIG T FUmy, MR A £ 28X D
e HE AL AT 0 o T2 AV O T
I, R RN LR AE o LAk, FERLTE AT BBk
HEA MG B, 5 BN 37 S 32 IR 2%
LS

4 HFit. FTREERE

ASHIE S DRI AR 3 TS At 1 MR i 2
S B 5 T SCRR, AR B B 5 4 A7 S 2 Dy L
SR NFIER WIS, IS S B/ N AT o
SRR 2 ML AT AR B b ol )
WAL AR =2 SRR R BRIIT N A
TG T, R B, Kk n
A . RHIERAE . R BRAIRAR
VIR TR, FFEE G AR R SR W R A A
L, BT T RIS RO S IR ALE R R R, R
TR RON A FEE B LD, B XA ) 2 5
TEORR BT T B0, 42 i MRS 200, AR E M o It
S, AR SCH R RN R T N Dy A By 2,
85 0 B A A 2 ML B SRR, HR B 2800
LR E

REFRAFAE—E SRR, 2B —, BETHA
ERR B SCRRBCR A R, A5 IO 4598 1 — Lo 4 ]
REANHA TP, 5 =, ARFST 2GR
SR AT R E X — PR PR R R 8 AN A
AR ISR, R S 2 At 2 A7 S K SF- s A (i
THWE B2 A S5 R IR SO YR o 5 =, AASCH
B XA A X — HE R IR AR MR I A0 5 A AR 1Y
KA HM, R HS 5 MOoR A 2 M AT
JEE, o A HIR B 28R Xt 2 1 52 il RE TR SO KR,
PR B8 A B 2 AL S LIS B2 R o AR SCHED,
QI FTRE IR T4k 5 AR, 51 X0 E 5y K,
AT RETS B A ANHLIE AR, A REHE— 20 0 S RIS
ORISR A R WAL o 5F T, AU A2
G A, AT 1 HR I A0 X TR 1A i AR
Wiy, A WA NHLTEA AR, S A BRI 280 X A

BRAFERREW,, f)a, ST EAS s B K AT N,
A BT A B B A B, PR AR £ AR
HAe e MAE T B & AEH#HT42E, Jin
A —E M RBRME. LTI, KRR L
MBI JUA J5 18] 4k 2 % 2 IR I 250 7 1 e e 1k B
AL -

B—, TETCHNATE T AT, 6 ok ) Jk
FURAE o IR HLE A A L, 43 AR 6 2500 %o
ARAT B RE IR, 56 TE FR 7 565 10 5 SR8 L Y 174 5%
R, DA s IR SO0 i AR T

8, AT RGBT A, A R
SIRTETRAT IR B DRGSR GRS I AT AL,
R R0 M KT 25 5 i 3, AT R TG T A 0 AR IS
BV RTAT s . RO AR R B, A
BN IE B[R] AT AL T [l — A~ A T AR B X W],
AR F 200 TE v B 3 S AT A

5=, XSRS R AT AR A W] B )
MR, RRIRE S SRR EE . sk
PERLTE . AT PERLE . S HIEN KR,
FLWR, MR 2800 3 7T 2565 SR Ak 2317 0 B 7K A1,
R FA /KO SRS RAT R A A T 1 IR 5%
N o DA 9E G R A S S B AT R,
MORAL SR AT R B AT, R B A0 T AR
AN A NBE, R SRS AT, Rk
SR A 0

S, X HR A RN X 2 RS i A A 5T
AT LA A NS B &, X TR 5 R A,
AR I 2580 7 T R S 3 BT S ALY AR i SR AL o AT
Mo BRFBEE R . A AR KPR UK
PIAD, ] B A X SR 1 AURR (9 A DG U BRARAIE,
WHHE (field dependence). ZfE3hHL(controlled
motivation)3F . AR5 N i — 25 Bk,

S5, ARk AT HR T R I O S A AT S R
PSS G o LA IR BE RN IO A9 B S O e kot &
7R, (HARYE QB P BCBEIE, IR A 00 o mT £ 2F
HAAT ALY B, AR BN,

B, AT IRIERON R R i AR
BB, ARSRWE ST B AR E M L R AT
15y, iE—B IR R RGN W FRE I, A B4
b o R FH R 200

2% 3Tk
B, T, I, VER, XIAEFR. (2021). MU



512 SRR A5 MRAFS SN AR E 9 R . — S 2731

of A H A B IR B R R s O B ML R K S
DFEFETR, 53(8), 904-918.

B, HREW, R, R, IR (2016). 2w
FNESR SN, O FEF TR, 24(4), 622-632.

PR, XINE, HIAESRE. (2014). TR B A A1)
YRR R KRBT RWBMIER. O 25K, 342),
186-192.

EE ThAEE, BIRIE. (2019). HAZ SRR ELIH
ST it SR AN e B T P 5 —— B [ A 5 e AR G A
M2 BN L. Bl F#F L FFRREE 40(11), 82-97.

MR, HER, WAREER). (2003). L HFAHMA.
g RIEHCE R

MER, BRE, FEEHE. (2021). FAT RIS TR E VG2
ORI TR 2. OB FER 53(3), 291-305.

Bk, REZ. (2009). ML RER R AT E MRS,

L FEFLF I HE, 17(6), 1264-1273.

R (2009). CH L) HAMEIER BT P IIE 1B S
S, 21, 74-75.

KUK, R, HKEL (2018). BIEMINIXAE . BlETEAN
WSO B YN R R, OH LTI 16(1), 51-57.

BRCE, ZEME, ZREE, N AR, (2019). “RERGIERIE? A
AL PO R ARG . DG, 17(3),
368-376.

FUAEE, TEEBE, EW, WIEZE, WK (2018). fl AE
RS AW SLAT M. O FE#R 5T, 38(4), 333-338.
Allison, S. T., Messick, D. M., & Goethals, G. R. (1989). On
being better but not smarter than others: The Muhammad

Ali effect. Social Cognition, 7(3), 275-295.

Andreoni, J., & Bernheim, B. D. (2009). Social image and
the 50-50 norm: A theoretical and experimental analysis
of audience effects. Econometrica, 77(5), 1607-1636.

Ayal, S., Celse, J., & Hochman, G. (2021). Crafting messages
to fight dishonesty: A field investigation of the effects of
social norms and watching eye cues on fare evasion.
Organizational Behavior and Human Decision Processes,
166, 9-19.

Bateson, M., Callow, L., Holmes, J. R., Roche, M. L. R., &
Nettle, D. (2013). Do images of 'watching eyes' induce
behaviour that is more pro-social or more normative? A
field experiment on littering. Plos One, 8(12), €¢82055.

Bateson, M., Robinson, R., Abayomi-Cole, T., Greenlees, J.,
O'Connor, A., & Nettle, D. (2015). Watching eyes on
potential litter can reduce littering: Evidence from two
field experiments. PeerJ, 3(12), e1443.

Beyfus, T. A., Dawson, N. L., Danner, C. H., Rawal, B.,
Gruber, P. E., & Petrou, S. P. (2016). The use of passive
visual stimuli to enhance compliance with handwashing in
a perioperative setting. American Journal of Infection
Control, 44(5), 496—-499.

Bhattacharya, S., & Singh, A. (2019). Using the concepts of

positive deviance, diffusion of innovation and normal

curve for planning family and community level health
interventions. Journal of Family Medicine and Primary
Care, 8(2), 336-341.

Bittner, J. V., & Kulesz, M. M. (2015). Health promotion
messages: The role of social presence for food choices.
Appetite, 87, 336-343.

Blackwell, C., Goya-Tocchetto, D., & Sturman, Z. (2018).
Nudges in the restroom: How hand-washing can be impacted
by environmental cues. Journal of Behavioral Economics
for Policy, 2(2), 41-47.

Bolton, P. G. M., Rivas, K., Prachar, V., & Jones, M. P.
(2015). The observer effect: Can being watched enhance
compliance with hand hygiene behaviour? A randomised
trial. Asia Pacific Journal of Health Management, 10(3),
GS14-GS16.

Boulet, L., Vermeulin, T., Vasiliu, A., Gillibert, A., Lottin,
M., Frébourg, N., ... Merle, V. (2020). Lack of effect of a
poster-based intervention to reduce the number of blood
culture samples collected. Medecine et Maladies Infectieuses,
50(1), 78-82.

Brown, W. J. (1992). The use of entertainment television
programs for promoting prosocial messages. Howard
Journal of Communications, 3(3—4), 253-266.

Brudermann, T., Brudermann, T., Bartel, G., Bartel, G., Fenzl,
T., Fenzl, T., Seebauer, S., & Seebauer, S. (2015). Eyes on
social norms: A field study on an honor system for
newspaper sale. Theory and Decision, 79(2), 285-306.

Burnham, T. C., & Hare, B. (2007). Engineering human
cooperation. Human Nature, 18(2), 88—108.

Burum, B., Nowak, M. A., & Hoffman, M. (2020). An
evolutionary explanation for ineffective altruism. Nature
Human Behaviour, 4(12), 1245-1257.

Cai, W., Huang, X., Wu, S., & Kou, Y. (2015). Dishonest
behavior is not affected by an image of watching eyes.
Evolution and Human Behavior, 36(2), 110-116.

Carbon, C.-C., & Hesslinger, V. M. (2011). Bateson et al.’s
(2006) cues-of-being-watched paradigm revisited. Swiss
Journal of Psychology, 70 (4), 203-210.

Cialdini, R. B., Reno, R. R., & Kallgren, C. A. (1990). A
focus theory of normative conduct: Recycling the concept
of norms to reduce littering in public places. Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, 58(6), 1015-1026.

Cialdini, R. B., & Trost, M. R. (1998). Social influence:
Social norms, conformity, and compliance. In D. T. Gilbert,
S. T. Fiske, & G. Lindzey (Eds.), The Handbook of Social
Psychology. Boston: McGraw-Hill.

Collins, E. L., & Zoch, L. M. (2001). Targeting the young,
the poor, the less educated: Thinking beyond traditional
media. Public Relations Review, 27(2), 197-212.

Darley, J. M., & Beniger, J. R. (1981). Diffusion of energy-
conserving innovations. Journal of Social Issues, 37(2),
150-171.



2732 O B R 2 it B

o530 %

Dear, K. (2018). Towards a psychology of surveillance: Do
‘watching eyes’ affect behaviour? (Unpublished doctorial
dissertation). University of Oxford.

Dear, K., Dutton, K., & Fox, E. (2019). Do ‘watching eyes’
influence antisocial behavior? A systematic review &
meta-analysis. Evolution and Human Behavior, 40(3),
269-280.

Dearing, J. W., Rogers, E. M., Meyer, G., Casey, M. K., Rao,
N., Campo, S., & Henderson, G. M. (1996). Social
marketing and diffusion-based strategies for communicating
with unique populations: HIV prevention in San francisco.
Journal of Health Communication, 1(4), 343-363.

Eisenberg, N., & Miller, P. A. (1987). The relation of
empathy to pro-social and related behaviors. Psychological
Bulletin, 101(1), 91-119.

Ekstrom, M. (2012). Do watching eyes affect charitable
giving? Evidence from a field experiment. Experimental
Economics, 15(3), 530-546.

Ernest-Jones, M., Nettle, D., & Bateson, M. (2011). Effects
of eye images on everyday cooperative behavior: A field
experiment. Evolution and Human Behavior, 32(3), 172-178.

Fathi, M., Bateson, M., & Nettle, D. (2014). Effects of
watching eyes and norm cues on charitable giving in a
surreptitious behavioral experiment. Evolutionary Psychology,
12(5), 878-887.

Fehr, E., & Schneider, F. (2010). Eyes are on us, but nobody
cares: Are eye cues relevant for strong reciprocity?
Proceedings of the Royal Society B: Biological Sciences,
277(1686), 1315-1323.

Fenigstein, A., Scheier, M. F., & Buss, A. H. (1975). Public
and private self-consciousness: Assessment and theory.
Journal of Consulting and Clinical Psychology, 43(4),
522-527.

Fetchenhauer, D., & Dunning, D. (2010). Why so cynical?
Asymmetric feedback underlies misguided skepticism
regarding the trustworthiness of others. Psychological
Science, 21(2), 189-193.

Flynn, F. J., & Lake, V. K. (2008). If you need help, just ask:
Underestimating compliance with direct requests for help.
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 95(1), 128-143.

Francey, D., & Bergmiiller, R. (2012). Images of eyes enhance
investments in a real-life public good. Plos One, 7(5),
e37397.

Gaube, S., Tsivrikos, D., Dollinger, D., & Lermer, E. (2018).
How a smiley protects health: A pilot intervention to
improve hand hygiene in hospitals by activating injunctive
norms through emoticons. Plos One, 13(5), e0197465.

Goldenberg, J., Libai, B., & Muller, E. (2001). Talk of the
network: A complex systems look at the underlying process
of word-of-mouth. Marketing Letters, 12(3), 211-223.

Goldenberg, J., Libai, B., & Muller, E. (2002). Riding the
saddle: How cross-market communications can create a

major slump in sales. Journal of Marketing, 66(2), 1-16.

Haley, K. J., & Fessler, D. M. T. (2005). Nobody's watching?
Subtle cues affect generosity in an anonymous economic
game. Evolution and Human Behavior, 26(3), 245-256.

Higgins, E. T. (1987). Self-Discrepancy: A theory relating
self and affect. Psychological Review, 94(3), 319-340.

Higgins, E. T. (1997). Beyond pleasure and pain. The American
psychologist, 52(12), 1280-1300.

Huang, Z.-W., Liu, L., Zheng, W.-W., Tan, X.-Y., & Zhao, X.
(2015). Walking the straight and narrow: The moderating
effect of evaluation apprehension on the relationship between
collectivism and corruption. Plos One, 10(3), €0123859.

Kallgren, C. A., Reno, R. R., & Cialdini, R. B. (2000). A
focus theory of normative conduct: When norms do and do
not affect behavior. Personality & Social Psychology Bulletin,
26(8), 1002-1012.

Kawamura, Y., & Kusumi, T. (2017). The norm-dependent
effect of watching eyes on donation. Evolution and Human
Behavior, 38(5), 659-666.

Keller, J., & Pfattheicher, S. (2011). Vigilant self-regulation,
cues of being watched and cooperativeness. European
Journal of Personality, 25(5), 363-372.

Keep Britain Tidy. (2014). Keeping an eye on it. Retrieved
from  https://www.keepbritaintidy.org/sites/default/files/
resource/Keeping%20an%20eye%200n%20it Final%20re
port.pdf

Kelsey, C., Vaish, A., & Grossmann, T. (2018). Eyes, more
than other facial features, enhance real-world donation
behavior. Human Nature, 29(4), 390—401.

King, D., Vlaev, 1., Everett-Thomas, R., Fitzpatrick, M.,
Darzi, A., & Birnbach, D. J. (2016). “Priming” hand hygiene
compliance in clinical environments. Health Psychology,
35(1), 96-101.

Lapinski, M. K., & Rimal, R. N. (2005). An explication of
social norms. Communication Theory, 15(2), 127-147.

Lennon, P., Grant, R., & Montrose, T. (2017). Stylized and
photographic eye images do not increase charitable donations
in a field experiment. Letters on Evolutionary Behavioural
Science, 8(2), 28-31.

Luo, Y., Zhang, S., Tao, R., & Geng, H. (2016). The power
of subliminal and supraliminal eye contact on social
decision making: An individual-difference perspective.
Consciousness and Cognition, 40, 131-140.

MacKinnon, D. W. (1962). The nature and nurture of creative
talent. American Psychologist, 17(7), 484—495.

Manesi, Z., & Pollet, T. (2017). No support for the watching
eyes effect across three" lost letter" field experiments.
Letters on Evolutionary Behavioral Science, 8(1), 12—-15.

Manesi, Z., Van Lange, P. A., & Pollet, T. V. (2016). Eyes
wide open: Only eyes that pay attention promote prosocial
behavior. Evolutionary Psychology, 14(2), 1-15.

Manesi, Z., Van Lange, P. A., Van Doesum, N. J., & Pollet, T.



%12 4

SRR A5 MRAFS SN AR E 9 R . — S 2733

V. (2019). What are the most powerful predictors of
charitable giving to victims of typhoon Haiyan: Prosocial
traits, socio-demographic variables, or eye cues? Personality
and Individual Differences, 146, 217-225.

Matland, R. E., & Murray, G. R. (2016). I only have eyes for
you: Does implicit social pressure increase voter turnout?
Political Psychology, 37(4), 533-550.

Meleady, R., Abrams, D., Van de Vyver, J., Hopthrow, T.,
Mahmood, L., Player, A., ... Leite, A. C. (2017).
Surveillance or self-surveillance? Behavioral cues can
increase the rate of drivers’ pro-environmental behavior at
a long wait stop. Environment and Behavior, 49(10),
1156-1172.

Mobekk, H., Hessen, D. O., Fagerstrom, A., & Jacobsen, H.
(2020). For your eyes only: A field experiment on nudging
hygienic behavior. Frontiers in Psychology, 11, 603440.

Mol, J. M., van der Heijden, E., & Potters, J. J. (2020). (Not)
alone in the world: Cheating in the presence of a virtual
observer. Experimental Economics, 23(4), 961-978.

Mor, N., & Winquist, J. (2002). Self-focused attention and
negative affect: A meta-analysis. Psychological Bulletin,
128(4), 638-662.

Nehme, E. K., Perez, A., Ranjit, N., Amick III, B. C., & Kohl
IITI, H. W. (2016). Behavioral theory and transportation
cycling research: Application of Diffusion of Innovations.
Journal of Transport & Health, 3(3), 346-356.

Neighbors, C., Lewis, M. A., Bergstrom, R. L., & Larimer,
M. E. (2006). Being controlled by normative influences:
Self-determination as a moderator of a normative feedback
alcohol intervention. Health Psychology, 25(5), 571-579.

Nettle, D., Harper, Z., Kidson, A., Stone, R., Penton-Voak, I.
S., & Bateson, M. (2013). The watching eyes effect in the
Dictator Game: It’s not how much you give, it’s being
seen to give something. Evolution and Human Behavior,
34(1), 35-40.

Nettle, D., Nott, K., & Bateson, M. (2012). ‘Cycle thieves, we
are watching you’: Impact of a simple signage intervention
against bicycle theft. Plos One, 7(12), e51738.

Northover, S. B., Pedersen, W. C., Cohen, A. B., & Andrews,
P. W. (2017). Artificial surveillance cues do not increase
generosity: Two meta-analyses. Evolution and Human
Behavior, 38(1), 144-153.

Oda, R., & Ichihashi, R. (2016). Effects of eye images and
norm cues on charitable donation: A field experiment in an
izakaya. Evolutionary ~ Psychology, 14(4), Article
1474704916668874.

Oda, R., Kato, Y., & Hiraishi, K. (2015). The watching-eye effect
on prosocial lying. Evolutionary Psychology, 13(3), 1-5.
Oda, R., Niwa, Y., Honma, A., & Hiraishi, K. (2011). An

eye-like painting enhances the expectation of a good
reputation. Evolution and Human Behavior, 32(3), 166—-171.
Ozaki, R. (2011). Adopting sustainable innovation: What

makes consumers sign up to green electricity? Business
Strategy and the Environment, 20(1), 1-17.

Panagopoulos, C. (2014a). I've got my eyes on you: Implicit
social-pressure cues and prosocial behavior. Political
Psychology, 35(1), 23-33.

Panagopoulos, C. (2014b). Watchful eyes: Implicit observability
cues and voting. Evolution and Human Behavior, 35(4),
279-284.

Park, C., & Lee, T. M. (2009). Information direction, website
reputation and eWOM effect: A moderating role of product
type. Journal of Business Research, 62(1), 61-67.

Perkins, H. W., Meilman, P. W., Leichliter, J. S., Cashin, J.
R., & Presley, C. A. (1999). Misperceptions of the norms
for the frequency of alcohol and other drug use on college
campuses. Journal of American College Health, 47(6),
253-258.

Perkins, J. M., Nyakato, V. N., Kakuhikire, B., Mbabazi, P.
K., Perkins, H. W., Tsai, A. C., ... Bangsberg, D. R. (2018).
Actual versus perceived HIV testing norms, and personal
HIV testing uptake: A cross-sectional, population-based study
in rural Uganda. AIDS and Behavior, 22(2), 616—628.

Perkins, J. M., Perkins, H. W., & Craig, D. W. (2020). Norms
and attitudes about being an active bystander: Support for
telling adults about seeing knives or guns at school among
Greater London youth. Journal of Youth and Adolescence,
49(4), 849-868.

Perkins, J. M., Perkins, H. W., Jurinsky, J., & Craig, D. W.
(2019). Adolescent tobacco use and misperceptions of
social norms across schools in the United States. Journal
of Studies on Alcohol and Drugs, 80(6), 659—668.

Petisca, S., Paiva, A., & Esteves, F. (2020, October). The
effect of a robotic agent on dishonest behavior. Paper
presented at the meeting of the Proceedings of the 20th
ACM International Conference on Intelligent Virtual
Agents, Scotland UK.

Pfattheicher, S. (2015). A regulatory focus perspective on
reputational concerns: The impact of prevention-focused
self-regulation. Motivation and Emotion, 39(6), 932-942.

Pfattheicher, S., & Keller, J. (2015). The watching eyes
phenomenon: The role of a sense of being seen and public
self-awareness. European Journal of Social Psychology,
45(5), 560-566.

Pfattheicher, S., Schindler, S., & Nockur, L. (2019). On the
impact of Honesty-Humility and a cue of being watched
on cheating behavior. Journal of Economic Psychology, 71,
159-174.

Pfattheicher, S., Strauch, C., Diefenbacher, S., & Schnuerch,
R. (2018). A field study on watching eyes and hand
hygiene compliance in a public restroom. Journal of
Applied Social Psychology, 48(4), 188—194.

Powell, K. L., Roberts, G., & Nettle, D. (2012). Eye images

increase charitable donations: Evidence from an opportunistic



2734 O B R 2 it B

o530 %

field experiment in a supermarket. Ethology, 118(11),
1096-1101.

Puska, P., Koskela, K., McAlister, A., Miyrdnen, H.,
Smolander, A., Moisio, S., ... Rogers, E. M. (1986). Use
of lay opinion leaders to promote diffusion of health
innovations in a community programme: Lessons learned
from the North Karelia project. Bulletin of the World
Health Organization, 64(3), 437-446.

Rimal, R. N., & Lapinski, M. K. (2015). A re-explication of
social norms, ten years later. Communication Theory,
25(4), 393-409.

Rogers, E. M. (2003). Diffusion of innovations. New York:
The Free Press.

Saunders, T. J., Taylor, A. H., & Atkinson, Q. D. (2016). No
evidence that a range of artificial monitoring cues influence
online donations to charity in an MTurk sample. Royal
Society Open Science, 3(10), 150710.

Sénémeaud, C., Sanrey, C., Callé, N., Plainfoss¢, C., Belhaire,
A., & Georget, P. (2017). The watching-eyes phenomenon
and blood donation: Does exposure to pictures of eyes
increase blood donation by young adults? Transfusion and
Apheresis Science, 56(2), 168—170.

Sparkman, G., & Walton, G. M. (2017). Dynamic norms
promote sustainable behavior, even if it is counternormative.
Psychological Science, 28(11), 1663—1674.

Stella, S. A., Stace, R. J., Knepper, B. C., Reese, S. M.,

Keniston, A., Burden, M., & Young, H. L. (2019). The
effect of eye images and a social norms message on
healthcare provider hand hygiene adherence. Infection
Control & Hospital Epidemiology, 40(7), 748—754.

Triandis, H. C., & Gelfand, M. J. (1998). Converging
measurement of horizontal and vertical individualism and
collectivism. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology,
74(1), 118-128.

Van den Bulte, C., & Joshi, Y. V. (2007). New product
diffusion with influentials and imitators. Marketing Science,
26(3), 400-421.

Van Lange, P. A. (2015). Generalized trust: Four lessons from
genetics and culture. Current Directions in Psychological
Science, 24(1), 71-76.

Xiong, H., Payne, D., & Kinsella, S. (2016). Peer effects in
the diffusion of innovations: Theory and simulation. Journal
of Behavioral and Experimental Economics, 63, 1-13.

Yang, Q., Sang, T., Wu, Z., Liang, R., Wang, F., Wang, H., ...
Zhou, X. (2021). Increasing hand-hygiene compliance in
clinical settings using a baby-eyes sticker: A field study.
Journal of Pacific Rim Psychology, 15, 1-10.

Zuo, S., Huang, N., Cai, P., & Wang, F. (2018). The lure of
antagonistic social strategy in unstable socioecological
environment: Residential mobility facilitates individuals'
antisocial behavior. Evolution and Human Behavior, 39(3),
364-371.

Instability of the watching eyes effect and perceived norms:
A new perspective

SHI Huiying, TANG lJie, LIU Pingping
(CAS Key Laboratory of Mental Health, Institute of Psychology, Beijing 100101, China)
(Department of Psychology, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: The watching eyes effect refers to a phenomenon that individual’s behavior changes in response
to images of watching eyes. However, the robustness of watching eyes effect remains controversial. There
are four main views related to the watching eyes effect: 1) promoting more pro-social; 2) promoting more
compliance with social norms; 3) reducing anti-social behaviors; and 4) having no effect. Combining the
normative misperception theory with the innovation diffusion theory, and taking the perspective of
perceived norms, we review that when the prevalence of perceived prosocial norms is high, the watching
eyes effect can not only “promote pro-social behaviors” or “promote more compliance with social norms”,
but also “reduce anti-social behaviors”. However, when the prevalence of perceived prosocial norms is low,
the watching eyes effect has no effect on some anti-social behaviors. When the normative misperception is
high without normative intervention, the watching eyes effect has no impact on some anti-social behaviors.
Therefore, the present review integrates four controversial views into the “watching eyes effect under
different perceived norms”, which reveals the reasons for the robustness of the watching eyes effect, and
provides a theoretical mechanism and practical application for future empirical research.

Keywords: watching eyes effect, perceptions, social norms, normative misperception, diffusion of innovations





