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(KT U T2 BE R BE, T°0k 315100)

B E FEZ5TRALEFARAANENRENE, STEMAANEBRLAHENLEL, AMEFRET LS =
FTRGAAFEEHBX, ZHFH AP AT TEAE, LA BRI KT EH L BALE M E M) RARAE
B FFRZET ZIATRIBEA SRS Z 5 BN RFACENG Z AN, R HF SHRERS ZBHL
M, RBIEAE A, 5 FIRAT A SRMES, LAERAEFEAIE . REAMNIE g 4ER, X
B RERTHETRALES ZF TRLFEACEANG T ZAERIA, RKLH =5 ETNRAATEAGG2 R4
. B H = FAMEF AR E P AN T BOAMERRETFRGELT G,

XBIR FEH5TH, FZH5ER, FZ04M2, AL, RERE, B58E

HES  B849: €91

1 Bl% Sl KM S B £ A B B 2 SR AT Akt S R
RS A5 B BEL 1 5 7 2 L BT R U
= . B2 =L <R D) R SHE R
ﬁbﬁl”« n;,;fn% ﬁi’fﬁ“lﬁ%%ﬁiujffé;;iﬁi H: (140 Fehr & Giéchter, 2002; Robinson & Datrley,
o me e o e - 7 2003). FCAEN, AR H M T AR, AN
T X% e AT o 7 AR 22 5 K (Tomasello & T T A1 R 01 A
Vaish, 2013), BEETARIEHIOR MARERE RS : X iR AR
. N . s BN, (R WEIR ABREAE . HEE A3
B, HAEME KBRS R Ty
P v RN SF R I P B B HL, SO A R S R BT
AT 2 3] e sE M 4E ] (Bernhard et al., 2006), Afi1R g e g
BRI & 2R, B RR Ta o ooer etal, 2006 PRE 5 2019, &
I R A ey, B RSN S SLGROAEA. MO, A
R tr R o g PRI TSUE S, S e
N , = =) E = g = ot AL s NSRS
PR 2, BB ey SRR, et A Rk AT
TR DR bdpg ey U BT SBUR E SRS B, R
4 ;ji/‘\m%’ﬁ B Qﬁfil%ﬂﬁ%ﬂgilﬁéﬁﬁ(fﬁﬂ KA VEKE T B (Herrmann et al., 2008; Fatas &
WFE,EC%? };TFh&F~mil Mateu, 2015, JZifi, A< FUB (109G 5 151 )
2000y, A 851 J KB F i s g TETEAEHE SO S R AR
(ngwjém;;& - R (Wiessner, 2020). X655 1545 5L i 404 I
A ATk S T — R, A7 R =
i 20 4E3k, 45 = THUR I S RE R AR e
e BT e ™4 AU A SRR,
g\ = Al b N
" 2 SR
45 = 5 - WU AL B 2 SE B A 55, L0 o .
N e RGBS 00 UR LSR5 =7
APt 2 B R T RE R AL AT T R 58 0]
T, R T AT II
ek B 2023-04-18 2 E=FFFHES
* [ FAL SRR 4 ORI H B (21&ZD184),
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151



152 O B R 2 ot B

532 4

W, A2 T b AR G SO R R 55 Bk SCAT
BT Bl Dok BB A ANR T SCo X FPAE H I 71
AR AT, B R AR KIE SCRYAT R TE 5 TR
N =7 T Hl(Gummerum et al., 2016), KHEHEH
AR R JE M, SOBRR OR A = O Rl AT R
(Gordon et al., 2014; Liu et al., 2018), H3¥& 45 7] XF
RN, 55 =07 T AT R 0] LL oy Ry 8 = 5 1 5
(Third-party Punishment, TPP) Fl 2§ = J5 #b £%
(Third-party Compensation, TPC) Wi Ff 3= E I =,
BRI 45 JEOC B9 26 =05 O A AT AR, RIxhi
LA 3 1) R MO ZE ST (Fehr & Gichter, 2002;
Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004), =%t 3z 314 % (1% %
F 17 #b £% (Leliveld et al., 2012; Lotz et al.,
2011). B =7 THUAELEG T 244, Bl s
Jr kiR 0 A R0 T 1SS 8B T, B B 1Skl
T — MG BN, ERJR MR 5 = O ARSI O
I A E AT R R ), B AE
(I SRRV @ 2 5T 98 SV ka1 & 1| I R Sy
AT Mo

9 =07 THURAR R — R R IAATE T A4k &
MR 2E #2247 M (Schroeder et al., 2003; 7% 45,
2017), HEFE 20 4FRA NI Fehr
R HAAEBENTIF & T 5T IR AT 55 155 = 05 WL
B, RIGHELEE WX =T T
TR . AR IR s b & B, B
RGN A CAS SMBH IR, LarE WA
AP E LS, R A AT AU LD
M MUK 25 (Fehr & Géchter, 2002), 7E B 19
Y GRS, AT BT = A
MAFTE, TR RIZAT A AT AR 4EFE NS AER
¥ J7 4k (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004), )5, WF5E#
X 55 =07 AT X R R HL R 2 5 AR UL TR
Jre B RIS G, AT RSl SR 5
Tige. s K& DL & B AF 5 TR IT TR &
5% (120 Bellucci et al., 2020; Ginther et al., 2016;
Henrich et al., 2006; Jordan et al., 2016; [¥E &
45, 2015, BRIEE, FRMER, 2020, XIBRAS 4%,
2022; AR, JRETE, 2019),

B DEIER A, FSEE R ARSI A IR
N IE By ME—F- Bt (Chavez & Bicchieri, 2013), BE T
TES AL, =07 WEE WL 32 5 I ARAL,
FEEAT A AR AR R4 52 35 3 ALK (B0 Lin
et al., 2018; Lotz et al., 2011; Thulin & Bicchieri,

2016; #RAS 4, 2017; EAEMR 4, 2020), S [H
B A 570 5 0 DA B 2 32 3 (#4n Van Doorn
et al., 2014; Van Doorn et al., 2018), Ju H: 2458 =77
BT IR B PR AR s, ] 2 TR ] T Rb
ZEZMARET EME (Hu et al, 2015; Leliveld
etal., 2012),

55 =05 T Dhd o 2 Fp 05 XS T F, 3 anxg
B AT Sl BRI S . HEa R R
Y5 Bl AR PR (AR | AT IO A AR A
FBJE T 5 = 7 45147 (140 Balafoutas et al.,
2016; Dimitroff et al., 2020; Fehr & Fischbacher,
2004; Feinberg et al., 2014; Jordan et al., 2014;
Marshall et al., 2019; Marshall et al., 2021); T}
ZFARAE B RGBS B T B Eob
S5 J&E T 58 = 77 #M%47 4 (Chavez & Bicchieri,
2013; Hart et al., 2019; Liu et al., 2018; Lotz et al.,
2011; EAEMR 4%, 2020), AMIAEISAE TR h 2w
K AL TR 5 2 05 A 22 0 sk 1 7 SO iE AT 5 =
Jr S (Molho et al., 2020), 55 J2 R BUK & M 15 it
kAT EE = J5 #MZ(Wiessner, 2020), {H3ZR T
S AR =5 T T O Y R I B A e, Rk
UEAT SR 2 5 AR X, B DA 4 B AT A 2
1B R 8E =7 T H AT )7 X (B a0 Kamei, 2018,
2020; Lewisch et al., 2011; Stagnaro et al., 2017),

3 FEZATHMNHESITELIFIIGE

PR IR IS N A i | 220 o s U
(Hume, 1888), il i £ BEAR A A 7E45 R W BE T
BIAT A HE, BEAGAL S 23 T 38 9 iAs | 42
PEAE 35 4 1K 8] & 1F (Baumgartner et al.,, 2012;
Henrich et al., 2006; Wiessner, 2020), 2 yEAE
K —Fdt e AR, EEAREE S A
TR, =z, AMIETAE ] RELE R 2598 30 T
BEEA ST . TR TS
EXRGEHBWELT, LS oLl aeas s
VI WI4E+y, BSARFFE —J7 T Wi J7 & (Schroeder
et al., 2003; Tomasello & Vaish, 2013), JCit A&
HALE, ERAMEZEE, TR X T
FEAT Ry EI R, AT LOR B E a0, 4ide
12 HVE AY4E FH (Leliveld et al., 2012; van Prooijen,
2010; Van Doorn et al., 2014), K5, E=H
TR+t S TE A D AR B A AN T i L, —
JSEVRE ARG, R RSN
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55 =05 T H0A] LAIE 3 Pk B A5 2 S Al o 4k 47 4
SIHLTE, BIVGE I AR I M 2 R,
DU B4 S 205 T B A RE, X —1)
e E 25N F AT RS HLAEXT R . KT
£ 5 T 3 B A R P T R AR 0 JE SRR R N
(Carlsmith, 2006; Carlsmith et al., 2002), XM fifii#
ZPUR NS B RS PR & (Schroeder
et al., 2003; Thulin & Bicchieri, 2016). Z&hHljE—
FheRi 5 £ N A9 sh AL (Marshall et al., 2021), HJ
M BB T SR AR B R RN, 2y
MR 1% R0 3 1 A 105 48 T A ATTAR L A AE S (R
W, AT A BT S0l 2 4 3 AR B, B
W2 AR 52 35 3 T 2 UK DR FE 45 T A ATTRE I 1Y
AMESCHE B TR BB, AEARZIRGIMIES T, A
AVAEAE: [ e S5 i 565 = 5 2% 311 LA B8 = 5 M SR ik
& 1F X (Lotz et al., 2011; Van Doorn et al., 2018);
1M 24 KRR35 —Fh T 7005 2URE, AT A b B
i) T %oF 3% 2 % ff 1 A (Dhaliwal et al., 2021), JF:
BESRAT MK S W Z 8B S AR R
(Leliveld et al., 2012; Hu et al., 2015)F115 2 1% 4%
HEZE(Liu et al., 2019)I52 0 .

T T B AR TIRE -, RIS =05
T IR I B 28 USSR A 3 R B b e . F
TR, ST TSN EER S, 2FE
T 7 (PR R, B =7 MR A SRR Y T
AL K (5140 Fabbri & Carbonara, 2017; Heffner &
FeldmanHall, 2019; Kamei, 2018; Lewisch et al.,
2011; Ouyang et al., 2021), 41, Rodrigues %5 A
(2020) B3 W7, b R A 1A - 1 3 I 1) TR
=T S AMER T EE . Y R 8L A X AN
IO AT EL BT, PHER R S B IBRZY 21% M s,
B2 B SAMEL 35% MRS ; T XY AR i
AEHARN TS BERT, PhERE S HAIBRZ) 29%1
Wets, 2 H SHWAMEL 44% I ER  ILAh, BB
T E BTN E RO T B, ki@
T AES BRMEE, W45 O IR ST S5 A R E T R
A EHLTE (Chavez & Bicchieri, 2013), B2 LA A
) SE BRI £ 557 A S PR A 2 RSk
SETESTFIRME 4 %7 (Koenig & Riley, 2017),
32 {RBFMEEMINGE

B =07 T TR o R el A 2 i D ST R
PIHI RS AT R At S, X—TigeE

BN E AT AN RL . 25258 3 AT R
LR —Fh TR A T WS, RESE =5
TETAT A, B A ST 20 T R B
AL, DA SR AT PR A, e
BEFR Ry A 3 LB HL(Akers, 1990; Tan & Xiao,
2018), W54 T 5 = r BT <R 32 30
Uike, RIH = AT R AR S AR S
Bh s} )2 - F2 B (Henrich et al., 2006; Martin et al.,
2021). A VEFEE (Fehr & Gichter, 2002; Stagnaro
et al., 2017)LL &% H B #2 ¥ (Charness et al., 2008),
TEX LR P kBT — g R, mE=
FrAETT AT DL R S LB AR NGE I ZR 1y S 4K
SF-(Lergetporer et al., 2014), VAN JL#EAE L AL S
HE RO 3 BE I ] B8 1 (Martin et al., 2021),
SR, AR R B = ARSI AN SR RE
S E LRI N, Fe R TE 5 = 07 IR R RE R 2k
FEE, s A = AR 2 0 Yk A B e, Ak
POE RO S B . E e, ST
R R Y 8 I Ty T AR 2 SR IAL < 5 T Y
T, BT AR B RS, B8 T =85
R T RESF RS, AAEAEST Y J5 5 2 R R e
B, ERARMT . X N IESIE R —Fh SR
BoRh, BARBEST BV NI4T, Ed s HEST A
T SF R R L. BFoE B3, AMTTEARAE
FAAEDT B BRI = A AEKE, (BAEAES A
B e AR KO (R N R, R T AR&ED
fES & (Rand et al., 2009; BRIEE: 4%, 2015), A
TN, NBRA5 I 20 i 8 LK 3R Sl L 55
g S BUZ IS B E R K (Mulder et al., 2006;
Xiao & Houser, 2011). #E4b 3 ) =R B, A
SRS =5 SR AT UG A A i vk 2 T PRl i 5
GEM S, HESHSCAHAGIERS
Ja, TEERENSREEZSH SR (Yu et al,
2016). MEAh, M5 = RSB I SRR, WO
B S RE . TCIRAE IS AR TR I R
FEf, B ST IR AE U T ek, RO
TR m TR SRS EE ARSI . AT
AN TR SC AR # & BRT A Al A S AE ST B AE A
(Herrmann et al., 2008), JIARiZAT A E—FIH
TMEPERWE (B A Sylwester et al., 2013; van
Dijk et al., 2015)8 5z 5+ 5K % (Basurto et al., 2016;
Pleasant & Barclay, 2018) ) fi 174 o ;X Fhi = 1E
PR ER =5 SIS AR B G AL . SRR
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R AE . 55 BEARFI 25 (B 4N Fatas & Mateu, 2015;
Herrmann et al., 2008; Mulder et al., 2006), 7] g
M5 % A A H A7 AR Kl BLAT O (R S, R,
2020), 4kifis & 2 MR ST, AR
R, BATHEHERR T RO S AEST Ml Rt 2 5,
TETI A REA SR E A VE/K - (Rand & Nowak, 2011),
55 =5 HMEEAE AR T A R RE A 7
G AR E N, HAH = BN A RS
A AT N . FRE BER N A 1 (Balliet et al., 2011;
Mathew & Boyd, 2011), Tfi%5 = )5 Mz A
BT 0y 3 I B G TS R AT R AT A2 BIAE,
AT 28 fe K AL B, BRI A RE I 1 BT A T
YK % (Chavez & Bicchieri, 2013), #A it 5 BF5Y
BREA AR, A RS = fME A M AE T A
AR TR i, 78 2 b B T AR B 2 T
(Almenberg et al., 2010), F¢FJE HHEMAT AR
PR, AR A 2 B T A ROR TR H
JE T B - (Wiessner, 2020; &{32%, 2020), Ledn,
55 = 5 AME AR AR fE 3 & VE AT 7 (Bottom et al.,
2002), WAEIEHEIEIEEE (De Cremer, 2010),
i 1 %t N CERB LT e R, S £
TCIRIER R, KA LSRIE I T — Rt T B i
FR5E = T AL 2 3 3 AR RS RETE 10 4F[H]
(R80T SR R AT Tk A T, RS 3 & B HE S
T AR, TR A B 5 ek kD L 3 ) £ ok
HEFE ST, T R 52 PR R X A A SRR Y A
R A Bre R #PELA # 2L 1E F (Wiessner, 2020),
B2, FETARFEMP2ERM, 5= THE
Yot 25 BT T S A S T DL ELA AR SR
A5 51 AR RS AR DI RE(ULIED 1), AT
DR B 58, 55200 HARTE — 2 Pl Rilk—4
fiff R 555 =y T UK RV A T A R 14 O S 4
J, DI ERE HBLE R IFE R A ST

RSN MIUNERL  FEWNS o] b 73
il i T A, W] RE S iR B ZE RN o Ay ok e T
TR B LA ARG 28, b AR AT BB A 23 1
Bl R o R, B =05 AR X REAT S A 40
A A 7T R v 1 B A AT 25 a0 B b, LAY 3
B B R A B v 8 T B il B B, At AT
AN KT RE 2 Bl L K

CHR RV IR DS —, B
SCA <M T i AR A B PR AS A A
JLARAT 7 (Gibbs, 1968). a3 I {BUE 1 7E TR AU
E— AT, S X0 AR Y A R R
ATEPETTEE, BRI X LT 32 S 4% 57 7 Ok IR T
AR, 2w IR Sk il gs i, A0
Rk A £ % A (Akers, 1990) , M35 AR 4T 42 B ATl
BB AT L3 Sk Rk BB (Specific Deterrence) Fll—
#8 3% 1% (General Deterrence) i # 77 =0, Hi#4 J& 18
X L B 4 A7 BAEST & W B RN, SRR
Xof A k25 B 5% (RIS TE TR A0 ) A BRI o AR 2
b, &SR LA R AR5 A7 0 B 5, XFid
AT S AR AT A X AR R SRR T Y 2L
‘Tﬁ AT BHL 1k A AR R RV, X R i Y

L2 P EOLA N FE M 2RI AEST, i FHIE I

ﬁJAZ'ETiM Y4 1%(Robinson & Darley, 2003).

FEo 2 o) BB B RE T 5 — R Bl i
o BERLRIAR . ONATAT UM A A B B A 5
Zeu e 3], IS B| R S5 R T DU B4 1 1 45
R—HERTAMTA W T ATE L, A
L2 38 iy N TR AR 1 5 AT DA T 32 B AT I, 257
A B O ST A B S HEUS T IO, 2Fin
AT 2Ty, AN SRR R R B AR AT
(Bandura, 1986), JG/AMTIF o8 KB, EARPEAEST AY
ORI WA B R 2 2R
185 8 /DAl 2SS 47 4 (Malouff et al., 2009),

HRYE R FE A AR LR, S =T

|
4 BEATREEMEEMOERNE oy ewmit ans. rm, B=ri
41 B=FENRERE TR0 T B R, $E A AT 7E A R 3 ~F Y DL A
JRCRAE SRy 5% = 07 S A0 B AR AL, LT FRYGE RS o 55—, A =07 IR R
ComeaTEMA | | WSTESN | BEHTHES i &
[ mmwm | muexam LT BTN |
( mowm —{ wareem 5= H1EN ﬁﬁmgmﬁe]

K1 =07 T RS A 5 U RE
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flAt 2 5%, YEIAT M RAB AR, AESF
WK AT AR A (Delton & Krasnow, 2017), X
TR ST A AR, At B 5% A 2 i A A 1 3 T AR
WHIAT . AUFFEE TR I, BRI 5 = Jr IS i
FEEHLZ — (Carlsmith, 2006; Fehr & Gichter,
2002; Hauert et al., 2007), AAT=Z fr L1 7 2 4k 4~
N g B ML, AR IR 2 T Zh A A
PR, Al PR v T s R ) e I
A12R, MR AR V8 7 2 R A R X B O U
1Y Al GEPE(McCullough et al., 2013; BIARAR, HE
£, 2019).,

5 =07 RS Y BRSO R AR B2 ) A kA ]
(4N Chen et al., 2014; Fehr & Gichter, 2002;
Lieberman & Linke, 2007; Robinson & Darley,
2003; Sell et al., 2009; Yu et al., 2016), {HLfH—
SERF 5T 45 R AE L2000 e e B

e, AR RIS, AR T R AT R
L Yo T 7550 19 BB J1 (Becker, 1968), I,
TR 9 7 B ROZ AL AR B as o i, — e
1= T WU 25 A e ke 21 )8k P VE FH (Koenig & Riley,
2017)o SRMIADREFE KRB, RIH LSS (7 25 = 4%
T BE X LG 2 AT Ry 7 A B R e, L R L™
D5 FES 3 R T4 (51 4N Kamei, 2018; Tyran &
Feld, 2006; Xiao & Houser, 2011; [ & 4¢,
2021), FEXEERFFE Y, X iE AL ARG ) BEAEAE
AR T HE R AR, X IR 5 LA 9K 2 B
PEZ U AR ERARIERE . QR EE =75 1R STH0GE o 1
PR, NG T vk ) AT R Kk
Az SRR SE BRI A R A S Z A e ——HM
A PR VA B AL RS A5, S = ARSI AR
T ERAT N

FOR, PRI HE TS AT 52 25 5T 00 A 3 b
RS AT RE T RLYE, RN SR Y 4 R
N, A =5 RS RO R S A P R R ROR Z )
IERAIIOCR . Bln, A BFIEE KGR
5T RCR Z 8] S ARDC, AR 1 85 =07 151
L g M A A 55 T RE 4 R AT Y 1R KT (B2
wi 4F, 2015); WA WFIT & AR SRR A 1K P
ZIEEE UEXKR, hEMRNBER BRI (Qin &
Wang, 2013); A BT RIS = T A& TR X A
1A VEKEF1 5 A 50 (Stagnaro et al., 2017),
S, X5 R R R BARTE AR T 4 SRR,
JRC PR T REAS 2 5 = 07 SR A A A 2 B 51 ST

FRE A P — L

AR, BRI A O R R B = O AN A
FHALE o 58 = A AN AT O B, ot
RS ER A S AR AR T, A &
MAREST I L HAT R o BeAh, PR aiiR A i e
T A RIS 55 = Jy 51 & BB ) 35 A T Ay 114
FEEER . XEWRE, BT RIS Z AN, =T
TR AR 3 RS I T 7T REAE AR AR A £ FE AL
42 F=ZFTHHANERE S

AR BN DR AE 28 2 3 6 WO b A 5
by BE VT B ERL 261 T 28 )5 O I R B AR
1128, WAl RS R B TE A S 3 & WO 2 oAl A
TR AT R, ZBNERAR X, HIbAC
WA R ZX AR, B — AR TR 7R T AT 1
BN, JE— AR N R E AR N = T
AT by e 2 Bk S TS B AR A, FR 3TN
WA IR, A EIS R 1, H
AR B L A 285 B AT A R AT A 2 T 1Y
B {5 K ok JH (Tankard & Paluck, 2016), JiH 224
AHMNES THEEHUMA, SFERE T EERE
JT 3 B B T A 5 S, RERS A SUE B E B A S M
fH . 427 41 & 803 19 18 A (Peters et al., 2017;
Wenzel & Thielmann, 2006), #ila1, 4 AfTWELH]
&0 J Pl S A A RV, AT BRI
PR A7 3 43 2% SRR AT by 0 2 TR
A NH B A AT g T, A4
B IR E], R EAT R A SRR Y X
BWE, B TEAMUE—MEMES, B2
— PR, SR AT S AT 5 T AT R 4t
SR

AT A% 3 0 B SR U, 58 = AR RN
B RAT R IR A S, BERIR TR WA
Mg T, WAL T A B M (H 0 (Kahan,
1996), AEFT Y H A4S 1 5 0 7 2% B i i 72
110, Ak Al 55 00 B AR B X R AT R FERE A rh
JERREZRZ M, MR Ak T 41 2 HLE (Xiao &
Houser, 2011), it &S LIAESHER . i 5 EiE
B HEN AR B, AR T X AT A
MR AR, HAEE . RBA S e
(Eriksson et al., 2021), X ERE S = &SR]
AE I o R AR SR, IR AT 2 B A
B, SO AT A

55 = AR B 5% A A ) T — S ST
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WFFE RS AP oE B, 58 =7 B i o
NATH R o 42 5 T RER S VE K (BRI & 45,
2021), AHESTHE O AET, 5 = Oy AR o B
H RS HEAT S, WS TT LA TR 3] T R
B At 2 B, 32 T A8 B2 7 19 43 L (Chen et
al., 2020), WA WL, HAATFSLE NS =Jr
FETIA T LR SE AR, AT AETTEE 2= n] Ak 21 )
£ (Xiao & Houser, 2011), X & RA AT E
$I A B 2 %2 At S R AR o A AR K, T B4l
PR R} I R TV BHL L 8 08 4247 g o A, AATTHE
ST = O AR B B R A I e AL T B
MAEST, JF LA IR 6 oK AR A% i B A5 8 I 4G
J7 A TC L BH 1k 3 AT A BER & A (Marshall et al.,
2021), FHELWEH AT FIAT—B, RIEAHE
LR = O RSN T IE AR A, B2
3 A A S 5 (Fehr & Williams, 2018); HA5 244 =
Dy RS AL SRR BAHZE A i, A e A it
MTH A VEFT M (Andrighetto et al., 2013)., $25H.
HUKF-(Bicchieri et al., 2021), MLIE{E 500 A 21T
R O IR R R AR TR AR O )
PR SGE F, TRE S A b I Y
PE, FHEOLEE ST BOR M E .tk
UL, YT E T AT NI IE S, A2
W A A AR A A5 B IE, 4k i T MBI T
RFEEOR . AR, FEELZ XA ST N RIAET,
MATARMETEE A O AT 0 ARG At S i 10128

55 T IS ARZE L, 5 = T eMEAE A AR
WG, FEEGEHESNE. KRitsm
5 B9 I AE (Dhaliwal et al.,, 2021; Wenzel &
Thielmann, 2006). 5% = J5 #M& B AR AT H 4508 57
BELH, (HALER S T R Y I R —— 24 R/ T R
FIAT R SRR, BT LLZAT R T 3 W )5 SR A7
BREURANIKAE . Bk, 5 =y AMERIRERGA T
T 100 X i AT N B A B . WFSE R R,
O 1) by A6 1 7 3 25 (AR AT O B
A P Ak 2 B CHL Al 8 1l RS e L AT 5 3% 1Y)
FEEE), I B w] U &0 il TS B 3% 47
(Kallgren et al., 2000; Reno et al., 1993), %057 %
A S I 1 g — el = 5 A AT N, AT A
WEEH T AL S I 15 BRI, 1Rk ihiTah &
X LA B SR AR B, T S e B SR H B
A AT H .

25 BT LIS, BIEAE 5 R0 LTt R 5 —

D5 TR HE AT i EZAE LS. TTiRs =
D7 RS AR S5 =05 AMES, BT LLE i AL At 2
WAE B BUE AT RLE RS, SRR AT . A
ATTAT LA AR ST swME2AT S vh B0 3] 905 40 B
IRZ5 (Gallagher, 2008), L35 T Fi& X5 B MAT R B
S 25 BE (Nikiforakis & Mitchell, 2014; Reuben &
Van Winden, 2008), LIJ Tl A C X #5F ML
Y Bt 7K 34 (Chen et al., 2020; Jordan et al., 2016),
Y R LT 2 TR 4 s R R —— 4
IR 0 B AN A A PE R A o Rl R P 2
KT ANTEBA 2 R, i3k TR E R BT
Ry ML AT Sy s A MRS R OC T AT A B
A RRIE, 538 T RE SN AN EOR
INAT (9174 (Cialdini et al., 1990), KIEHFIT A B,
TGS AT RS AT B AT 25 A A 1)
VEF (#5141 Dieterich et al., 2013; Miller & Prentice,
2016; Paluck et al., 2016; Yitmen & Verkuyten,
2020), L, FEMEESR LD =0 THE, A
BT LA T $30 35 190 B 5 AR o v g 38 il ik A 2
FLAE (R Ab A 23 B 51 23 il s 2B U4 T R), ]
DL T 11 52 0o 285 2 v g 38 i & A 2 B
(BIHCA A 2 B 51N 2R RAT S A R 1Y), kT
FIE O R 058 I A N 8 8 3 B AT o LAY
BREEOR . Rz, WA AT EE B At A% i 1
TP RBEARL, ATRESSIA A TIA & 4 T BRE
WA, O B 7R 1B AT N R T DA SZ 1,k
TS 1152 W AR A 23 RS 1R, & 3k
AT .

5 HAREE

5 =07 T T GRS AR 2 BT T T A 4 9 A
PR B BE, DITEOTF WIS 1 F R i 5 UR,
SR 1 A —SE ) UK REJEL VG o 1%, YT K
=T T A 2 HE R BT R 2 UGS 5T
B, RS AMEE AE T B I R 0 AL A R S AR
Zo T SCESRTE, ARATERR 32 MRS L
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Deterrence or signal? The function of third-party intervention

GUO Yuchen, LIU Yanbin, CHENG Yuan
(School of Business, NingboTech University, Ningbo 315100, China)

Abstract: Third-party intervention is crucial in maintaining and developing social norms with evolutionary
implications for humans. Compensation and punishment are the two main forms of third-party intervention
and important forces for maintaining social norms by restoring the balance of gains and losses and
promoting norm compliance. The deterrent effect is widely recognized by researchers as the main
mechanism by which third-party punishment promotes norm compliance. However, several studies
contradict this hypothesis. Moreover, as a costly signal, third-party interventions can clarify social norms
and adjust individuals’ perceptions of them. This indicates that the signaling effect may also be an important
mechanism for third-party interventions to promote norm compliance. Future research must explore the
boundary conditions for the impact of third-party punishment on norm compliance and test the effectiveness
of third-party compensation in maintaining social norms.

Keywords: third-party intervention, third-party punishment, third-party compensation, social norms, deterrence

effect, signaling effect



