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YIBHNFF? REETEMEBER
iz R DL AL ST It AL

ZN

L ow MhEEe

(FERIE R 2O 5V EE B, i 200062)

B OB OATRERIACLUBEI L, R SR A ST IURE ) S B E R S EOEE, IS BB 5%
7o SRR AERIL? 8 FFE(N = 1, 888)ELR A 1 NBEFRAEPFA 1 R BRI R GUSUR R BE ), BRI
MBETFEFR AL F775 8 T — e, B NARMEBEN R332 AN . B 22 i I R 2, PR &K
Pt S AR U T (4 (1 SRR TR, SR PR SR 78 AP0, R NIRIERE ) 215 B 20 BB TE ORI FR U, HHL.OBE

4 B A

[RE -S4y

@A BN, AR, B0, I RIS

SEE  B849: €91

1 55

BAAMBERIAC PR, Emi,
FEBESF I PR sh b, [EREA A KR . e
A B AT R R 2 U R 2
FAB AT, R 58— AR T ECERL TAE A
PIAS TARER 2, (A3 8P o ARF R i
B/NPE, AT &, i —FUr AR . IR
A afii e WRE NN, BT F—AE PN
FHRWOEER A C—BTAAET, BHH
FAhwge . skzE . BRI EERAT, Ak
TEH S T R, Nk SR BIE T 5 7 1N e BLAE
Al R AR AEBRAS w20 i 2 AR R RE A 12k
PEAFAL 2R, — A 2 Pk AT BRI L KA 75 1)
BB R T UURAENS A thRESIEIH, 1
DMITIF R LR ET RO, 84, I A Sk
TF P 25 1 ) 400 ST ol 546 s E 75 A A AT 00 AR
FBCHS AT ThT U0 LE B rh R 7

PATEBF SRS 1SR G ] 58 £ MR BR 58 L) A

W s H 3: 2022-08-12

4 H &3R5 1 PE(Hart et al., 2020; Johnsen et al.,
2014; Sela et al., 2019). 0, M FELELEZN
ARAS BN, oA ) in A A & 55 g AT BA, BE A
it el AL & R ATBA, R R ) O BT b 3R,
DA O TR 45 ) 76 55 A B s 53 1 5 4 e 0583 i 1
(Kirgios et al., 2020); AfliASEEEHITIREE, H
We | A, B AT fig 35 B ofe Al 5 2 i A 3 4 ek
(Garcia et al., 2019); [FFE, MAHSHkt 5 A3
TR IR, S5 AR YA, AT AT BRI X
T A M AR A P 28 /22 i (Johnsen et al., 2014),
RO PR ANE RS, AMTUUN R A & R4
B
SRIMTAFE R I O, ANCEFI MR,
T LI B RE TSR TERE 2, PR 1575
IESERIBE ST SR Z — o AT LIRS, At
FERE AR e ) AR vy JE TR INHERR B, B8 NTEIE
PE IR BLAE 7 U 2 S U B 5 7 2 51 R 22 0F
T [T s A A, DA R A il 2 A5 o . FRAT]
e, ANSIAGBET TR 75 TR0 An, RIAE RS =)

* E K ARBEIE G (72171087) . BT EH BB E S M BT EE E RSBt e KR AR BT %5 5 H
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B R A VLSBT 77 AR TEIT O & 8 AT BLAE ) 1 4 b 767

o, ARFUI A0SR R PR T, S/ NPEAS 2 5% R,
F9 BB /NP TS RROR Tk N Ry
(ER37pN  h EA a o o s S v Bt A DN D =
bl o ME R Bl RS2 B DIAOC

1.1 BEHOEANER MM A KSEZ

A A O HES (role  theory) Al 53 1 41 £ A Al
(situated social cognition)Pit, AR IAFIHIAT
i Az HLRT AL 1 5% AN A (0 5 i (Biddle, 1986, 2013;
Pettigrew, 2017; Smith & Semin, 2007)., & 1f§iX L6 Hf
&, DMEMPRCREZ R h 2B, T A&
L>(egocentrism), ATEAHSZAEHZRETHCH
fii LR AE (Epley, 2008; Epley et al., 2004; Eyal &
Epley, 2010), *fELIAHZIfib A A9/E%Z, 0 A% 8 1
(empathy gap; Loewenstein, 2005; van Boven et al.,
2005; van Boven et al., 2013). a0, Af1iEHI K
XPGEEE, O A At s ML KR 4k A OB L
g . AR, SRITAR MGG A B N AR 5 %A
LA, B2 E BRI A BB R
2 fii (Garcia et al., 2019); #2378 & 7 - Y £
SR AP R, R R BE R A B Rk
77 A Y (Kumar & Epley, 2018); $#%%i%%
W EEIRBE PR E.S), 7532 W4 I itk
BZ, MBS FH AR H W 0 R R 2 15
824 A (Zhao & Epley, 2021),

AR £ 58 BT AR BT AR TE T AR I, KRR Y 2,
A W N 2Rl N RSz, 7 A T g 22
(misprediction), T {E Bl = 5 B P A PR3 4 2,
RS IR A B N AR NIESZ, BT LU 25 4% it i
PR ok H S RO sy, B nidE L
A2 FIAH & (Garcia et al., 2019); A% [EJEEEFEKIA
RS, o R e R RE, 22 BAE IR
SR Y, RS JE SRR, X RS T ABR
At (Kumar & Epley, 2018); A% 8RB EHE 1t
A, % A SRR AN Y L RN, Z A
NGV I B2, I A BN, X
fd AT 52 T BT 32420 R L (Zhao & Epley,
2021)0 &z, AT A B A, XELL
ER PO Al N2z, SR SZ AN R 2R
1.2 HENFFREBNEE

TEGEPE L I AE ) STy, A AR T RE 8 8
ILAERG Y, A TR 22 . PP A TR SR AN R R
TAEH BARRIRE S, W T B B e FE v i
RZ o B e A (BTS00 ) 15 ZE B A i, DR o
H/EFTEA R TIRMAE T . Hilk ., A3kl

fige e A ME LAAE B PEAf 25 X BE ] 55 78 3 I VAN 52
JEAZ 5

B, RETHE IR AN EE T, B
ARG 455 B A (affect infusion model)F1H MG
B {8 (feelings-as-information theory), A% 252>
S PR (Forgas, 1995; Schwarz, 2012), #iln,
McFarland %5(2003) % #8Ab F R 15 26 H 09 8 EE
Ab T I AR 4 b i Bl O AT H AR B T AR AR
(1 A% 75T . Schwarz il Clore (1983)%& #LEAZ 31| F1
AR T A T A & 1 % LA 36 T i B2 . Ferris
(1994 KB, GiRPEAl b, PR E IR B 56 T
By B AR FRAR S 25 s, X PR B AR B S ik
L, R R AT EC B RS AN H bR . iX SEAfF SR AR R W,
N BYIEAZ AT g e HPEN A3k

AT BET 5% 75 2 P40 ) o] BB 52 [ 52885
Mo SEIEREE AR B Ut RN (L 1T 7™ A= e 13
J%3% (Mercadante et al., 2021), 25 & LAEWIFRX H 5%
TR S FUASBIE 5 75 52 1 Jre B BE 0 1 55 o B A e
AT PR 1 H S2IEOE SO ASR B TR 5 —
TR T S BT 5| R AR RSz, BT
e X, Rk NAPEN 55578, ik iFmr a3 B
CUAR R A 400IR,  F 1T IR AR 21 7 U T 15 sk A A
Al B R H RSB (R, MR SR (Williams
& Desteno, 2008), X R{H PEAT 78 PEA 05 1E A BT
FERFRUN A B, X FLAE Y 1E 1 7 4 (Ashton-James
et al.,, 2012), K, PEUE A9 A SEEAR 7T BE A =X
PEN SR EE B . (E1S — 1R 2, PR
1) A ZEBRIE AN T T K Sk e i 5%, A
Z5E T AR EAST o BN, S Bem s B ge
RETT . e M ME BB U AR AT RS X H 2
HAs iR 2l g i 55, (B HOR — 8 B
2o Rk, VRN R 23 T 2 AR 40 0 i << %
&5, FRRBE] SRR R

y—J7 I, FEE. SR A R ILAE T R
b, i N BRI RNGE T, /BT,
VMESRAG U, 1 TFIESAAE, 4ok Z5kse A Jf
eI, InZ Bk NGE A EAINITEZ, i
e N B AE“lER, FRRE Sy skiG . Flan, 6eJi-F
S35 1] T [0 38 v M B AT 55 (Buckert et al., 1979),
LG R AT 55 S B EE HOAN 2 o [, it A
T AE P A S R B RE ) 2 ik H B ANTR Y
RE W —IRE 28, B Eg s, Sk IH I,
IR EOBE ] 5775 . [RlEE, 3 R Aol fes e AR TS
F B R ILEE ) I ZEE B, 2PN &%
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L

55 %

P& KA G P AR 1 A SR, PRI A NPT R AR
fETEPEA B K SR BLAE Ak o 25 1, FRAT
B AN

B 1 i NSl B O 7EPE 35 B S
JRBLRE I T A PPA, DRI R 2 38 2 BIE T 5 75 4T sl T
ZIHLE .

s 20 WL IR T g 25 1 IR R AR, RN
BRI T EARYE 2 — g T [ B K U
A A BRI, s N A 3R L 2T
%, DU RN 8 1 5 2R ULk, A TETEN &
B 40U T 45 5 B R R SE
1.3 EH/KIE

PRI E 8L A UNIEE SNBZY R 473 YN
2 AL B4 PR 2R T A BN e 25

—, PR R R AU T BE R, b
FECEN B I TR, 74 R 432 (Cooney et al.,
2017), ST PEIITERE RN . AR S KIEM
AL YERE, BGEAT LA LA il i KR S e, miE K
WL IR . PRk, AR 48 K 2R 1 iR, 49l
n, A e A AR S R, (B BSK THAS
fEo FEBRIFSE 1 SRR SIS, FRATHR ORIV 35 %48
AR SIREZ b B R AH ] L R A 2008, ansRaT
W B AR E F IRk A, e UL Ik
AT R R AR AZ e T HAmAr

B MM E RSB I R R E S A CTE
R HA AR, B X ] — 40 e R 2
R ARIEA - S B, AT E RS A A
H(Byrne, 1997), HIHPE & 45 THEN ISR 7 B m
VEM o SR, e N Sl BERE PP & T G384 ik
SRR T5 248 AR R], a0 A e A 53 e 20 PF 5 4
AR, AN GE S G, R, FRATTE A
B N 3 Bl B B0 1E B B T e 22 02 A5 AR E
FETE LAHEBR 150 G
1.4 AR

FRATTE 3 8 LT 5% A I e A B ARAG 2E AN
FE K R BLRE T AR PN, IR R 1 T g 2=

__________________________

_____________________________________

AP SRR I8 1) ATFE 1 2 3 KgAK
WEFE 1R A e N B REFNPE A 0y 8, 7856
H B R i 18 e 18 v 48 s T g 22 S FLfE . BFSE 2
G 30 7 SRR T DR 9 A B TS S0 g 22 2 A AR E
FETE, HAHIPE 28 0 A AN FEC U 1 20
P, HEBROC T REAME R SE s . F5E 3 i A
PEEER /R B RE 77, FRATLAHRER G T E WA
UM 5 i . FST 4 2 8 KB HL ] .
W5 4. 5 BRI R N S HhbL . GETT, g
S ECPIN 22 AR N B A, BB TE AR BE ) 2
A5 ) OB T R IEHE /R S . WF5E 6 BRI A
B PEMN A IERZ, 50 S BRI g 22 1 FEA 35 i
12, BPDPEA B AR PE 8 gty >k 1 3 SRR, (5
Tk N2V & RS2 . BFSE 7 il R4 &
(14 JS AR AR FE ) S0, T b A S R i 2
M PEAN 0 BEAT o WFST 8 X LA e N FNPFAfr 2 7 i
KPP I AR, oo R I i N FITAN 35 T 4% it
B HLH

WIE Grpower MIITHE LR, X FHER N 2
(Cohen’s d = 0.5 5 9 = 0.3), ZLiA% 0.8 HSITAL,
B FMERDTE 64 N BMIRNTETA LA
B FEREDHEL 65 A, Uil 2 gt
1o PTA AR AT U https://osf.io/xhmja/,

2 W5 1. HESLESE

FF ST 1 HH 55 B S A 3 R 98 1 S sl 50 A ik
YERPE#, LA TR e A48 2 19 15 SC a8
SEIRETEAY, P55 5k N RE 75 R TUIN P4 & 1Y)
SEHUERE .

21 #ik5i&it

i WAL R BT S 130 24 A,
T 41 N @tk 89 N, FIAEIRRK 27.56 £ (SD =
6.95 %), RARRFEGIKMEIT, AR NAG,
Iy MRS NFIPEAN & o FEPEM B 4L, FReAi 1B R ik
WA CBEIHEK MR, X mEKiE SO K
BB PR

RENEFREE L .

SR | |

RN B s A
ey PSS PR SR
__________ we o mE

K1 R HE A
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B R A VLSBT 77 AR TEIT O & 8 AT BLAE ) 1 4 b 769

22 i

ik N TG A R 3 2m B2 S I SC U BRI 2 38 3,
PR — 1 K TR A IR . ik A$E S
(PR i 5 E S22 ) — = FHE IR I S P51 dh
— [ IS L PEZE, RNkl — S
i e N 42 36 BRI W 173 93 015G T8 3T . 8022 > e
R, X PSR AR L FRAE S, A T A
[\, A HEMN s, LFHAITEE, 1
SN =7 SR X W IR A sz, e
— . e N TR, PR AU RKIEC. AR
R EHE RS . AREKIED), S7EAER
HRSZ B 3 OIS SCEE) . B R R E A 1%
“THURTU, JREESEME— =B, T4 v aeR
JE? 2 (1= 8%, 2 = W30, Ui A\
T, FRATT5 03 A FE T 5 AR 52 3 vh AN 3
frtF—2, IR EAMIR O o TEXFh S BB T,
i e N Y 5 9 F- B £ F] £5 (incentive-compatible),
2377 M S2BR A A (real consequence).

PR B e M2 | SRR T 22 R S a4k
=), A E N AT RS A OB SCEEeEA
FERIBEN] . R, FRATIX A3 AR (6] 45058 ) PE A
o A, TP ETAENAESC IR RARIEZE,
W24 RS 2R 2 2 e R i S 3R T h ik i —
P . T/ TR CF T ek, T4
PR TR F22 )RR, 5 = B I A X M
Wik Rz, B —, TP E PR IR S
MR m BRI (1= /M-, 2= /2R,

wJE, A B IE S PR AR .

23 HR5R

iy (AR EFR N RS B, #EAT R O7 40
Bro 5 RRW], A 44.60% 5 N R FEAR ST Hr
FAE KA, W 63.10%E M F ik H
TR A0 A e A HY, %21, N = 130) = 4.46, p =
0.035, ¢ = 0.19.

WEFE 1 R e e NFPEAN 3 B S0k,
i 1 PR HE SRR, BV AR B SR
KA I RE ) Fr AR PE 0, sl @A BEN ] SR 74T
SVFZ LSS o RIS TR AT A 126 A A Tl 2F-
T, AR R e 2= . Ak, BTt

T 1A 5 HLS A P A YOS [R) G Y AN

S LA A% DX RS ) S A7 2 X i A ) L R
(BITE 12 SIS (14 )« 508 B (R i 2% sk 1y
W) o P, PRA o Al BEXS T B U A,
WA T IR SR AR H Em it . JFEEUTSETh, A1

PRITA R | AN ARl ) i Pof < RIS 2 1
AR, AHEBRSAS MR S B Besh, #F5E 1
PR A BRI AUR, X [ B B AL E,
PRI e SR AIE 5T H AT SR AL R A5 35 9 DL SC 7 4 ik
PERIPPAN & XA RO KRR o 13, T
R GIEIFARREPL I IE, X RS I BT Jo kA%
UEAPCRIE R o Nz e, 5 Se SR BEHL
[£% SRR S U

3 WS 2: ERIESINTE

FFRRAETE 1 N2, BFFYE 2 R A™ A% 0 S5 55
2, BB B 2 A A5, ARG 56 6 T
PEI) 5575 0 O O 22 & A TE . Dok, FRATI IR DT
P NG AN R S ) 2 Ml s R P A [
HEBR PR 2 R AR AE A ST X BE 1] 5 7 38 7 A 4
JRHE T S B 0 g 2 1 B Al i

WAL, B S T IR TSR PR R DLFE I, X
T4 B PL AN HE S B 22 P AL PRI FE (Levin et al.,
2001). HICIBTEMFPFERI T, MIFATHOHER, B
T NER L7 I el e P G A TR A JRE S, H
B2 BV 5 1Az, PIIRATTIA R TR T 5%
F 1 THOIN s 25 76 P AP B R B A AE

IE9E 2 SR L LR IEHE, 7038 TR K%
A T IS A 6 T 2 2 AR E AR AE o X IFRAE
OSF ¥ &5 347 T WM (https://osf.io/xhmja/)
3.1 #Wik5i®itT

it WAL R S5 260 24 A RGR, H
B 82 N Atk 178 A, FHAERE K 29.86 % (SD =
6.82 %), R 2 (fafh: R NATAH#) x 2 (FE :
W IR W A 5T
3.2 R

fiidk N eI, A4 A C 4 S E i K 3§
JriEAZFE . IR /DTS K (S IR)FE ],
FERIFE M GR KAL) 18 F- W PR L XS, R T
o B PR —— 5 R, A i ——rh e
— 3R, RIFRE S — N B R(EEIR) . Bk
PRHARAERIFE RIS, [ O 3k P i B 1) R AR
#—R, T IrAEF PSR, EFITRE
R ) oMb [T e AU, X R A I Y A
Y, WA TR R, AN, ITPERERKE R
M, O ARSI, BARWARAE T2 m,
HIFATEA, BT IR TR AR R . RS o
TN T A2 FE v AR A 1R MR A i B AR A A A, AT
AIREE R (ERBRIN)” (1= HEME, 2= T2m),
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55 %

L

VAN & B 52 AT 25 ) BE R R B X R A B8, e 22
A TF/NEE AN R — A R (B TR ) . VB
INZRIRSEARARL, B4 T P T A A KO, X
XA B ) AR R R . R, VB
TIPS ZmfEm; Nk TIFEA R
KB T m VR . B 5 PO & A R A e R
REIR)” (1= /I, 2= /N4,

B Ja, BRI PR AR
33 #R5iTe

i 2 s, —ociB i EASS R YR, fEarE
AN B2 (B = —0.12, SE = 0.25, Wald *=0.23, p =
0.630, Exp (B) = 0.89), &l (1) ERUN A (B = -0.34,
SE=0.25, Wald *=1.82, p=0.178, Exp (B) = 0.71).,

Yool = A
go L M WFHE
70 F
60 -
50
w0l 38.81%
30+ 26.56%
20 F
10+
0

70.31% 75.38%
. o

VPTG 15 L6/ %

BEAK
B2 OR[RIZES T PP 2 A sl i A B L 41l

RS, AOMIER NS EEHREB =
3.45, SE = 0.55, Wald y*= 39.67, p < 0.001, Exp (B) =
31.62, 95% CI = [10.80, 92.63]), S, VA
26.56% 0 355 N TN A 398 6 TF A 25 40K S0 8l 1 i B
ATBETS 2%, TMimis 70.31%MPEM & bk [ O K
SRR A e T4, «2(1, N = 128) = 24.52, p < 0.001,
@ =0.44, HIKFET, 75.38% Mg e NN Kk B4R
HAE K S A RE R IR, 1 R 38.81% AN
HVFIR G H KA ET, 0, N = 132) =
17.99, p <0.001, ¢ = 0.37.,

WFGT 2 1 25 S 3% I 15 N\ 76 R TR P 9
il TG BETT 2R AP - Aok AR, BE VP4
HE A ATOS Y T eV, A T 4R 4Tk
BVRIR T REME . IR, WFSE 2 2  PF 2 X AR [R] 45
W RATERE S, TR 225 5R R e A AE, n DL T
W 22 I AR AL R PF 3 X BE 1] 55 758 3 A 22 401 3
AT

4 WFE 3. gHaPE 1S

WFFE 3 2RI AR 1 15 B 2k — AP G 30 R0 A A2
TENE, MU NG B /R B SURAE T, A IEE

PEMIFEFA 5 A O 2SR T 7™ A gk .
PEBEPEI I T84, PR & TR 55 55 2 A0 2 N 1%
TEfGE AW RPN TR 2 AR e Al 2t
SRPETIFEFZ0E, N B RIHE BRI 155 | ik
NARTH HB BE 500 2, D00 GEHE IR OC T 3 WUAR (UM 1)
7 ik o

41 #iX5i&it

38 DA ST 5 48 55 260 24 BRI, JHrp
T 83 N Ltk 177 N, IR 28.59 % (SD =
8.32 %), RHI 2 (fafh: Mk NATM#E) x 2 (fRik
NG T A S0« P 2 HEA 40U 2 AN B S
S Y SR [EI 5
4.2 g

fe e N, 4 H O IO RN 2
[F—2FAME R AR, MASIERIN &8 RV
AEFRAR A T SRAR S AR TAE A 51 1 Hh 25
W, WiZE R T PAE T —RhaiE . Ak
H——2 — BV EAR . gl A, | RN
PR E S B RS — A, RAM IR BN
Z ., WA ERERER, HEERANEE
RGEE SN R B L R, XTBTRAAE . A A
KIBMAERELZAZ, WA HEN R AR . MR
R R BIHAR T, © kR T TRRAE R
W3 BAWARBEAFRIERIIT, HIFAHEEK,
H Al 1E 3 % R DU 5 T A (R R E 18 3C o 1E3 BT
GUCH PEN A AU TR, A EIINER) B
BORBEIP R K BT R TEAE IR ST ik, /N
SKAUPEZ A KA K i A (A R IEVEIFSE A 725
R VAN B AN SR S5 WA S o B i
TR PR 5845 18 BUE SR BOE” (1 = AREID
i), 2= /N5,

VAN & B LI F RXT RGBS, 750 1t
TN L NEER A 22 m] — el K 2EARZ,
XTPFP S B R AR R AR — A, RSN IR BN
% o TE5T FCSUECR PP A GUB Y 254, /B
PEE SR P 248 K 0 B REAA TR ST R, N
FORBPE A KA A (AR IEVEDT 58 Bk 7547
TSC SHUIBCA P 3 AN FEA SR A% S5 TR I A I o ) 132
TG, PP MRS SRBGE” (1 = /M-, 2 =
INEE),

e, BT B AR
43 HR5iTie

mE 3 frs, —oeEEEIAS R RN, TR0 =
fEE N, 1 = RO E)RE 3 PO S HGE R (0 = BE




KA DIRIEIFEFR 7 ARAGTE M & 481 AU e B RE 1 9 % 4k 771

%5 Iy
O mgmA
R zg Wit 83.08% 84.62%
o
70 -
Z 60|  s846%
& sol 49.23%
5 a0}
= 30t
¥ 200
| ol
0
/NS ] NGO
P K W E ALK SR
K3 ASTE] A 0 S o3 BE U T B PR 25 1R 4B A
iyl

FFR7EE, 1= AP FRFH) (B=-1.50, SE = 0.30,
Wald y* = 25.43, p < 0.001, Exp (B) = 0.22, 95% CI =
[0.13, 0.40]), Joit/NEX w53 Be 2 P4 2 A E 2
AEARAGUE, fpie NERARAL R B PP 5 R S S
1 S5 A AT BEPE (/NS 43 B B DA 48 S
Y’(1, N=130)=9.52, p = 0.002, ¢ = 0.27; /N>
fic 2 PR AT ATE . o (1, N=130) = 18.38, p <
0.001, ¢ = 0.38),

A3 e A5 1) RN AN B 35 (B = —0.20, SE = 0.28,
Wald y*= 0.50, p = 0.479, Exp (B) = 1.22), ffi 4. F15}>
Jic 451488 1Y 22 HAL W A & (B = —0.49, SE = 0.59,
Wald x*=0.67, p = 0.413, Exp (B) = 0.62).,

5T 3 TEHIG B T ARLIR T FEA SN A2 1,
Mo e A BR R s B AR BE i, PR E TS
P 1) TSR BUR & H OB KGR F . hit—4%
FAGEE N F Bl PR AR K S AL U RE TR, ¢
THENT 5775 W P O 22 2 R e A 7E, RATHAT T
— I #p LA 5T (https://osf.io/xhmja/), 4545 Wos £ 5
PEPE AL S A Be A 0F T 38 BT A 22 o 1245 S HE
bR TN E AU R BET TSR 754 5 A AR X H
FEAE PR TS BRI A 25 1 T AR

zi b, W 1 BIWESE 3 i kR ie kAR, 2
FEm . HF WS ZFEE, B T XTI
7 0TI A 25, % 3T A 25 7E A ORI DR R A B
il . PSR R o b R e A e, HHERR
T AR Y TE R . [RIAS, X L A
T T FNPE( 5 e 85, 487 Tz I 22 ]

FIE 25 i 10 Nt bl R 408 2k —— i 2R 3 R Bl o 1Y
m/ﬁ\o

5 BT 4: BIEHSL

MBIFTE 4 T1 Uk, FRATHER ST S BT i 22 i AL,
56 5 T BIE T 5 7 000 0 e 2 2 7 R 1 T

PRI ARl A PSR o F5E 4 R S5 2 A1
A2 BRI BT, R e N G sh BL T
U O RE ORI R TE AR B, A 30 T BT i
2 N B AR, B N % & A BRI e A S
PE I Uk . MRIEIRATAI B, ik A B
SIPLER AT, S A RE B AE D BT,
N PEAN 3 7 HAE K G2 ) — IR B W H 2 R hE
J7, PR 1 s VA S HEA SR, T i 2 A
Ko iR N E RPN, BAXFEA RS
AW, T 22 5 080
51 Wik5i&it

i ) BT A HE5E 204 ARG, HR B
79 N, 2otk 125 N, SFRIFERN 30.52 % (SD =
6.91 %), RAFHEHIL BT, AL NHAA,
g3 gk N—shHIlak | ik N—shtLss RO =4,
5.2 R

9% 4 R PGS 5F9% 2 WAL, (H
PO\ T e N B HLsR B . FEBhPLER 5514 T,
P AE J0 FE RS X A AR B, SRk TAEML
23, HOAEEAAE LLFE R BB M 1 FEShHLES 5514
T, B A CAUURRE I K 238, 3ESS
ZARETL, H O AR A I

B EESR I, POl RIERASH, B
WS, LREGRMRAEZEE (1 = E&AR
B, 7 = EHEE), VR ELE LLIE B
e (1= BB, 7= EHIEE); “fiE ki
WO o T 4 S A N, AR 2 R 2 e I e 1
m RGP RBEIBIRGES” (1 = BRRFE,
7= FBETIRZE). MifE, ik ARIZEGRP IR
PEPEME AP A PR S AL (1 = B3, 2 = T.4E0m).,

VAN & SR AR R 505 2 B AR 8 4 — 3,
PPN B IR B2 (1= /B, 2= /M),

e Ja, BRI PR RS
53 #R5itie

PONRAE 3 0 e 31059 51 IS 757, N o) M c: 2 < ]
R (M = 6.17, SD = 1.05) sk A —shL55 4 i 9k
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Undervaluing the advantages of displaying skills in front of an expert

QIU Tian, JIANG Nan, LU Jingyi
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Abstract

Job candidates and competitors aim to earn admission or high ratings. People tend to avoid displaying their
skills in front of an expert due to the prediction that they will be rated unfavorably because the expert can
accurately evaluate their level of skill. However, is this prediction accurate? The present research proposes a
misprediction: candidates will undervalue the advantages of showing skills in front of an expert. This is because
evaluators partially base their evaluations on the pride elicited by alluding to their expertise, whereas candidates
base their predictions on whether their competence will be accurately evaluated but neglect evaluators’ pride.

Eight studies (N = 1, 888) demonstrated the proposed misprediction and tested its underlying mechanism.
In Study 1, we assigned the participants to the candidate or the evaluator condition. The candidates made an
incentive-compatible prediction on how they would be more likely to be admitted by displaying their skills in
front of an expert or a non-expert. The evaluators admitted one between a candidate displaying skills in the
evaluators’ area of expertise and a candidate displaying skills outside the evaluators’ area of expertise. The
results showed that the evaluators preferred the candidate who showcased skills in the evaluators’ area of
expertise. However, the candidates avoided doing so, which reduced their chances of admission.

Studies 2 and 3 replicated the results in Study 1 with different competition forms (promotion or elimination)
and in the case where candidates were assigned to display skills in or outside the evaluators’ area of expertise.
These studies ruled out two alternative explanations that the evaluators preferred the candidate who showcased
skills in the evaluators’ areca of expertise solely because they were similar to the candidate or could easily
evaluate the candidate.

Studies 4 and 5 manipulated the candidates’ motivation to win the competition and their level of
competence, respectively, to test whether they avoided displaying skills in front of experts due to the concern
that their competence could be evaluated accurately by experts. The results indicated that the candidates showed
a stronger misprediction and were less likely to showcase skills in front of experts when they highly (vs. less)
desired to win the competition or had a lower (vs. moderate and higher) competence.

Study 6 prompted the candidates to empathize with evaluators. We asked the candidates to think about their
feelings when others made references to their expertise. As a result, the candidates were aware of their pride and
made a more accurate prediction.

Study 7 manipulated the evaluators’ pride to test whether they preferred the candidate who displayed skills
in the evaluators’ area of expertise because that they felt pride when their expertise was referred to. The results
revealed that the evaluators with lower (vs. higher) pride were less likely to admit the candidates who displayed
skills in the evaluators’ area of expertise.

In Study 8, we recorded the participants’ real-time thoughts during their decision making. The results again
showed that the candidates focused on their competence during their decision-making process, whereas the
evaluators’ preferences were affected by their pride. In addition, the real-time thoughts led to the underestimation
about the benefits of displaying skills in front of an expert.

We reveal that people fail to accurately predict the effect of a self-presentation strategy. Candidates
undervalue the strategy of displaying skills in front of experts due to the empathy gap that they neglect the pride
experienced by experts. Consequently, candidates mistakenly avoid displaying skills in front of experts and thus
miss the chance to earn admission. Besides, we offer a feasible approach to reduce such a bias. Our findings
encourage candidates to empathize with evaluators and strategically perform to experts.

Keywords misprediction, egocentrism, competence, pride, judgment and decision making





