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AARVETE AL, A PO AR B FR AW AA, )
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Ricciardelli, & Williams, 1999; Wills, DuHamel, &
Vaccaro, 1995), DA K BT £ ) 5 B i KR AH 5¢ i) 47

A (Kuijer, de Ridder, Ouwehand, Houx, & van den
Bos, 2008). iXEEhF5E 4 RE ] 3 T4 Hil6E S 7E
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FIFR R F F P 9 R (Muraven, Tice, & Baumeister,
1998) A WF5E R B BE A A e, 2 FE5A
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M AR AT g, 24 A FRAE R GEIRA 2, RO AT
NG KA o A(EAR R A, FRERRTT A 1
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X v I 1 FR 4 i B8 T R 2k K A R B R
ATMSIREAS t K de, S5 R IINE L B IR AR 4,
% A FRAE A 2 W IR T h (B LM = 7.79,
SD = 10.17, f&#54H M = 14.31, SD = 5.69, t(53) =
3.77, p< 0.001) (VL& 2).

7017

60 = {5 B H
O AREH

0 e TG
K2 . KA TR e ) 4 R 0 S 8 AT R {6 [
55 L
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4.3.2 HiIR{m
XoF A B 3 15 1 RE 7 P 20 B 1% B O 6 1) 2
TSI REAR t KE 5, 25 R IIXT e B IR 4,

& A I T HA 2 IR IR (54 M = 36.72,

SD = 15.18, fKE4H M = 54.85, SD = 13.94, t(53) =
4.59, p< 0.001) (&l 2),
4.4 itig

S 3 %R IR A B A il e ) AL AT T L
B, AR m A R RIA, LA R HA
T 22 I A T Ry A B b 1] o 3X ST N BB R 4G
PRFE T —2. AUEERY], & A FRIERIaE I ny L=
et T g Hb 3 X 75 A I DT, FEAR SR~ 2] rh i
A 0] B 4R 5 1 2%k % %7 (Shoda, Mischel, &
Peake, 1990). AH AR F FeA=HIBE 19 MA, & A
6l B8 1 AR AE IR E AL S HLRN 58 BUE AL 24T
R B SR, ZICEEN, AATTHE HE A BRACH.
rhossE o] IR . TEAER ST, MMRWRE W
FIFENF B HIRERGE S, S E R
EAET SRR E NI . L, CaARE
K IARI F 3RS H 6e 1 A AT H C W EEA
% m ZUAY IE A & (Righetti & Finkenauer, 2011), Wu
N (2014 IFFE R IA S AN [ Fo 4% il Fe it 7] fig
SECHTEA B AT R L, R AR S TR
A A, DU e At N B A RO B b 2
TR A SRAR 13 FRAa il A4, D) B {7 ST A
HA B shil. [RIEE, @45 055 R & B 3R
RE IR 2V 8, I HA B RIEZ . BAC
M 47 0 (Funder & Block, 1989), A & B2,
A B 5T R WA S [ R RE 7 0 A B 1S Y AT g
PEH /NKelly & Conley, 1987), {Hi&, WA E
W 3R A% 1 BE T AR B A AR AT RE <3 25 % 2 B
ok Z R om s, Flhn, ©]Re e
TG A AR B2 2 UGV I smaa v |
YAt A AR 25 5 55k (Alberts, Martijn, & de
Vries, 2011), XEEHFsE L5 T RER M, A Iyl
Pl AR . ARAFIBRAS A 25 5517 B G, &
H s H e S AR, BEAS T G M B0 3 FASh AL,
WM Z R &, BT H SR 5 20 1Y AT hE
PESTN,

SEH 3 BWFFTAE AR U] TR LA B B A,

e 1 F A B 7 AR BE A% S o) 1 RA S,
W2 R B 45, R0 Al BErE 2 B/, H5E
B 3 PeA 7B [ FA B IO S I BT AR S R A
WFFER T AATAL T A B il B IR s B RAE R, A

EEST M STER 5 & 4 (Gino et al., 2011; Mead et
al., 2009). T LA [ Fedz il BT IR Bt A m] BE 2 2 R
FRIRAT R, R T BEEX A REME, FATIT TS
B 4, o575 5% 8 PR B I vy AR R I RN 2%
P X RS A T R s, DA REAS 551 A A 7 A
BT oA ol 32 252 3 [ AR RE 13602 B AL
HBE IR B

5 SEe 4 [ IS TR N AT
R 52

51 MIRBEMSRIX

SEE H Y 5 H FRAE R T 5 v 5 R
Gwslioh- Al

SEEBR L s N e AL AR, TR T R
AR AT T 2 (AR A T R R ) o
52 WRAZE
521 #Hik

ELES 3 1Y 218 iy H IR AE w3 Al T m
B 5 (F Fe A= 6E ) i s 5l i AR), PRy
56 Z IR (M £ SD) =20.51 £0.63 %), Hih#
P30 N, BEBEHLI A, AR T B FRAE i %
TARIFEAT 55 (26 N), WA T A F A H K
PAHEMES5(30 N)o KA FITF, B IRMERRICHH
RGP, A MR S, ) TR B E S
TEH o JEI 58 UG AT 25— Hi
522 ZIWigit

SEE R TR R ml et . H AR RS R AR
VR FE A (4 vs. 23 d), S8 TN
S5 R WO A R ER, OB A6 1] B o
523 ZHMKBERERERF

I WO S AR ST /N B[R] Hh 58 BUSE gR, 48 R
RIS B A0 P R M S R e Bt AL 53 i 31
WA, —Frial o Fe 3 B FR 45 i B8 U5 5 vl 21 (7=
FAFE), T3 — P9kl o e 2145 i 2 (IR #E ) . 7E 5K
B e T A Y, 1 FeAs i B U5 v 2H A il i 2 G
SE—A~ 15 min BEIAHES] Stroop fF55 (Neshat-
Doost et al., 2008), 7E Stroop L55H, #il T ZEXT
LMLy, LLapeiE s, EAmaE T, i
L FHE T AP (WL 3A) . i 20 1 Bk
Tk U BT B — A T B A A B AT 55 (AR B
©241) (JWLIE 3B), SRJFHITHAER S, AN [A]
B Z 1] ) FA B TIOR3 A 56 A i aoof
AT S AT EVEE, T 7 SR, SRS
MERERITERE, M IARZE S8 7R H e, XTS5/
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A: H IR H PR IBA 5 I A StroopfES

fixation blank response blank

i

300 800-1200 500 1000

» time (ms)

B: & HIAR B A PRUES

fixation blank response blank
. =]
300 800-1200 500 1000

» time (ms)

K3 A FEd IR ssm 4 5 EEm 4R Stroop £ 55 iR K
i BRI TR

BB I RBREE, N TR EATH S 5]
7t AT AR KIS 17 58 OV I kA T 41
FATSS, BIPB A T IR I A T R K

K TR 3 — 8% AT 55 2k 25 28050 1 SR 3 A7
(Kouchaki & Smith, 2014), 25644} 5 27 [R] 5256
3. A 18 F % ] Photoshop #AEHIE, $ahl T4 %
JRSE RN, BH IS R o A
53 #£R
531 RMEMIE

1€ Stroop f£:55 b, HIIEHI I =LIHAEAM =
90.07, SD = 21.39) 54 Hl4H(M = 93.48, SD = 14.26)
B IE B RERILE] T 90%LA b, FUIX BT 55 A
A R SE Va2 N o BSTREAS t R B Y 2
SRR [ PR ) B U5 e vl 2 R A T 2H Y T A R 2
BRI, t(54) = 0.66, p = 0.52, {H 2% 59k
WO, H IR IR R 4L R (M = 1130.90,
SD = 421.99) 45l ZH(M = 583.97, SD = 151.28))
NI, t(54) = —6.19, p< 0.001 (& 4).

TEAT S5 XEE () FPEE b, MSrEEAR t 3R
25 WoR 2 A Y 25 Sl 2 B 2 (1(54) = 1.69, p
= 0.09), X EIHI P, A i U vk 4
A AR 55 EME— 2L, 7R 5% R W I
MSTAEA R B0 1Y 25 SR WoR PR B i 22 57 A8 B 3
t(54) = 1.45, p=0.16 (&l 4),

532 HIRXE

XoF e A FR A i) 0 D s 2 a1 B Bk vk B

AT REA ¢ A5G, S5 RIXT L iEdId, AT

P2 B YR v 2 A T 2 IR AT R (A TR ) B R
TR M=1337, D =56, E=HIHM=3.15,D =
7.35, 1(54) = 5.89, p < 0.001) (& 4),

60 7 kkk
50 = ZEML
o Fhld
40
&
K
£ 30
=3
20 *kk
10 4 .
0 - S
KR HR R
B 4 B P 0 05 v 2 A ) 2 9 O S 7 A i
pEsE Sr e
5.3.3 HIR{H G

X v A 1 F A ] D e vk 2 a1 S i )
HATHAIFEAS t K, 25 RPN L RIA, A3
2 1) O VR R vt 41 A 22 1 ISR 1] G 2 M =
51.17, SD = 14.49, ¥4l M = 34.92, SD = 15.67,
t(54) = 4.03, p < 0.001) (WL 4),

54 itit

TE Stroop 1145 I, XFHe#lg, H sl 7 s
TR ZH Y SN I A . AT 55 MEBE A FUPEAE
ST t KR IR A5 R ot teis i dpiial, A3k
32 1) B 5 vy ZH i AT 55 B — S G sl IR
AIRER W] Stroop 1155 MUITHAE 1 =g LH 910 B
AT TR, LIS T H A8 i RS DY o

SEH 4 B4 SR A AR ] R T AR [ Y
WA BT T AR, A5 R RN e A, A3k
P 0 G U5 e v 20 A S 22 B O A T R AR R A ) o 3
ST T —3. 40 Vohs &8 AHIHE
FARM, £ ARFIRET, TR 57 Agidid
R E AR T 2 W T M fiAE
TCREW 20T, 9% 55 A AR B 4l B e 25 L,
HBVA FR P T v B B M, 3k W 57 T AN
SO MAR BT, R A3 A 3
AN B T 5 PR 4T R A8 Ie] (Vohs, Glass, Maddox, &
Markman, 2010), iS4 WF5T & BN B 3208 1A,
1EH A AR BE A T I s T b 428 i 1% 46 1Y (Muraven
ctal., 1998), H AMIBFIEIE K I LBl 2H, A3
Uy P A P 225 R L o3 S S AR, I HL RIS
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7J(q25'4%5%15§5@f)'ﬂ%(Schmeichel, Vohs, & Baumeister,
2003). 734k, AW LB A R ERE AT Y
Wl fth A U iR (Wheeler, Brifiol, & Hermann, 2007), ]
Tl I B A RIS A B AR R
AR B B RE 1 32 BRI BAM ], AT ™ A= AR Y H
& % 8 & (Fischer, Greitemeyer, & Frey, 2007,
2008). JfH, H I XM N BRASAEAAAES U
SER, EAFIT ATHEANBR AT k7 & 21 1 3R
%% #% (Vohs, Baumeister, & Ciarocco, 2005), £, H
LRI R E KR ST —ERE 25k
A HAt gk F1 K 1Y B (Ritter, Karremans, & van
Schie, 2010). A7 WF5T E & B 1 3R 02 vt 23 38 i iz A
FHIMAAT R, Toiewie A AL TR s,
AT ARG SN 2 T (Shmueli & Prochaska, 2009).
PR, H IR AR TN T R E B (Vohs
et al., 2014), HIKFHIL2FHBUH T3l 170 (Vohs
& Faber, 2007), AT MEAT A 19 38 im (DeWall,
Baumeister, Stillman, & Gailliot, 2007), .31 H [ F
E F #9474 (Gino et al., 2011; Mead et al., 2009), X
SRR ZE T RESR I, AP SR R S ] gl
FE T AT A FREE G MR, AT 782 A
P IRES, AT RS SfHES R, AR AR
WImAT R R AT RETE S TN,

6 &ifie

6.1 RBRIEHEESN, LRARITHIER,

TR B ER I F B

I A ] S O R — R B A S LR R,
ERETEBLSC AT )z BN, AN i e el 2 )
JIRE AN 2 B 2 I A U egie A7 o o BRIl
B UESE R IR B B ) 0 A W7o, i
W5 Z BN i, JUHSZ AR o ) i
FITE T o BRFATTTE AT F1 W7 54 s 280 2 K Fh
MY FhF i BE 7 7K S A 3R 2 A B R
We, SEHG 1RSI 2 BFR ARG T RATER .

SEHY 1RSSR B e A IR RE RN,
BT AT i) A AR A A RE 7 A9 A T fE
T C R g AR AT D RO B 1] o X Le 2
KGRI BIBETEARANLL. Wu 55 A (2014) T 5T
WA R B 42 ) R ik o T RE 5 BT ) W Y
£ 000 UL, A RO AR e A Fe AR i RE A, Tl
S T AW Al A AT R ARSI B, 7 U Al
A A Tz I AE AR, DR AR 1) R DAt A BAT
AL . X LB A R AT RE R, B A

AE ST AT R ] LME RO Om i sh Lk R, RZEN
23 FHIX — Bl BL e 2 ke HE WA i 10 B A 7 A B0 B
fiira); v A IRAEHIRE ST AR, FTRES O bR
A A F AL, B2 E R KIE A 5, BT
H B ) 2 0 1 AT BEME S T/ SRR 2 A AR
RICG P ) FeAE ) B I s I, FEPEM A
O g 2 A A R g 2 DL S TR R
oo AR i I SV SR S T B < = S VA
ZHAEH . kgl B 5 rRali 5 5% [ R4 ) B R v
S IE 45 I AR —B AT A MIBFIE R B 3R
TG IR g g 237 RAR Z A B2 e, A B K B B
PN RN BRASAEAFTEE HE W, AR T
MATTHE N FR A gk A7 & PR ) %k #6582 (Vohs et al.,
2005). H &, HARZEWIERE LR STE—E
FRBE b Az Bk [ ARk 07 R A9 BV (Ritter et al.,
2010), H I REFFEAL T MR AT R FE 34
(Vohs et al., 2014), H L FEOH T b shiT
J(Vohs & Faber, 2007), AR o547 4 (948
(DeWall et al., 2007), &3 H A FAHF#45 M (Gino
et al., 2011; Mead et al., 2009), 48K iX &1 [ 52 M
A BB WA AT AR 237, oA B 3R
G UE I I R I e R A SR, ATLL, SEER
2 WAIRFE 4 R R WA A T At N\ 75 B R 3l L
FMBE ] ARG, P RE I AS SRR A Y [ 3R A 1l
BRI KA R SRR

SZ L A RTESEAT IR FI W, I AS B
A B TR ES H R B, ekt ARy H R
il B JI4E R R IR i sh AL g &, DL SE iR Al A1)
A5 1 5. 7 7K 1 Sfe 4 W I 5 5L A I R 2 LR
B A6 17 o
6.2 BIREHIXERRITHNEZMEFER, £

KER

i A FRAE R RE 1 B AR TE IR B AL S AL AN 58
BORAE AT By, = IoRER], ANTHEH &
P NBR3E B rh2s2e ) g 3RS, TEAERRET, ©
R gE s B A Km0 B RGeS, — M
IR H O REAETIRMEE 2 Mg, 550, ©
2 BESE R BRI 3R A% I RE T At AR
CL IR AT & 5 ZU 1 1E A 5¢ (Righetti & Finkenauer,
2011), /5 H FAEHBE 1 B MRS B8 19 22 AR st
(Duckworth & Kern, 2011), /#8174 (Peluso
et al., 1999; Wills et al., 1995), L) 5 &4 5 FHM
fet A C BYAT M (Kuijer et al., 2008), 1% EEAIF57 45 1
W] A A Re I EM T b s AT R, R AR B



854 L poiil 2 iR 48 %
FH I A 43 H 4o T T OCHERY £ (4 (Hofmann et al., RS RE AP A o 55— R AU e fE FE U W

2009; Righetti & Finkenauer, 2011), L5 3 AYZE
AR T H RS W RE ST R, BEAE T 47 40 i
ARSIl W2 FEKEA s, BT S EE
9T 1 AT BB 22 TN

H IR T T AP 4ERE, A B S
AR, MHTESEHIANNTE R Z 0, W
T B IRAE A BT It n] sk b, S8k [ s
Tl RE ST AR S v . O E A, YA T A
FAEHN G R, AR A A AR T ST
Ko KRE . AUFREE R, XA m, A
FR A5 i 9 U o oty ) A8 ) T 3R R A 5 Y
R, PRI AT 385 2 7 A2 3R AT 4 (Gino et
al., 2011; Mead et al., 2009), 5250 4 (2550 & B
F F A5 i B U v R Ol W] BE P E TN B 3R A
MRS, TR B IR g iy, S ]
RE S AMMESER, 7748 AR A R IRIRAT M o

SEHR 3 AT 1 FRAR I BE SRR IR AT A B S
A IRE R e R, ERE, —BAKES
MR TSRS 4 B EET A IRIEE IR XTI IR AT R Y
e, H IR GRS, ARERE, 5%
FIASER TP, A IEIE 25T . BRG]
FRHNFE L o4 55 T XA v e B 1L T
315 5] % R 3E 3 IR 25 (Muraven et al., 1998), 4
R, BIRER GRS ARE | o s
W1 4% 0975 45 2K B (Tyler & Burns, 2008), iX &
W5 ER e B RS IR A 2 R, B 5%
BT, TESEE 4 thIRAT R T HEERAS [R] B FoA% i fE
JI7KERH AT A B TR, FROTHEN T A3k
FEHIRE Sk B9k, Seg 2 R IIXT te 4 3 3%
R RE R A o, T A A RIEHIBE )1 =
LA R IR TR 2 B R A T oA R SR ) . A B
TR SRR B RERIGE K E & b
T, AHICHRIRAT R AT5ER 52 2 A A i IR A
R, B FRAE ORI AT A B9 52 e A e 32 22 RS
(9, RIRAT A 77 AR 2 A 2 [ FR AR ] B IR A A
X B B A 1 il B AT 4 vm A R g ) S iR
SAMIRAT R . £ T —2mats, AN 25 A
TIEFIRE S mim . . AR, A% 3
Folr 1 FR A2 68 77 A ARAE B FR AR B IRl AR
U AR DL T XTI AT o SR, SRR A BE i — P i
H FRAE IR A 7oA B M 2R BT, 2 RS
6.3 BIHITH RIRFMERRIT A IEAH

R A 1) B YR R A0l S e B SR AT A R e Ao

FrReAE LR BT 5 A R, ARy B FRAE I 9 R
TE HEAR S ot 2 I R S T #E, R4S AT
1 FRAE BT IR A S R b, 2 E IR A BT IR
TR R — i AR B I 2 BT Y 1 3R IR
Ao —HMB T AREEIRE, M AREH R
i 1 1 FR A ) B D R S R o8 R S R E
45 H4T 55 (Baumeister et al., 2007), 55 - F Ul 25 &
e R, e PRAE LB 5T E IR, JebI
H A 55 30 B #2248 55 2 oK 38 2R Rk | 3R 1l
R AR BB, SRR BT IR AFE S AN A A B AR
PRAERR 4 F P TI E IR A SR, MR ZAf A2
1 ] F A= ) 9% I LA 5 A I 2 77 (Baumeister, 2002)

AT FREEAEME L, OB 2= T4k 1) Z50F 5%
LS B 44 1] F S 35 e & AR W (Muraven, Shmueli,
& Burkley, 2006) . 4 Muraven ¢ A\ 3R Ui B E
HEATPIIUAS [A] 1 ) FRAE AT 55, HEAE AT 58 o0
155 2200, S Al i A 0 AR A A = I
W H IR RIE 55 G AT, 4550 R S g0 2H B
T HEAT 85 Z 30 3 Fe A5 AT 55 B Lo 48 ) 41 Bl
P T, X REURE AT REAE S I T o B 1)
1555 PRA7F— R 19 3 FR 4 55 R (Muraven et al., 1998,
2006), Tyler A1 Burns BYMFFE LI T ALY 45
H(Tyler & Burns, 2009).

TESLS 4 thIRATZ 4 T 1 FRAZ T BE IR XK IR 4 7
RS o ] TS ) B R v 2 1 R S ST A
—~ 15 min B Stroop 4145, SR/ 1T HE
Ko, e S8 AL AT SS o i il 2kl KA 5
B 87 B AR B AT 55 (IR B (0 44 0], SR
JE AT EAER S, B e AL AT 55 . FEPERE Y
SRR I, XIS, R ] R v A
B IA R AT 55 X — 26, (HAESS )RR P I,
MBI E 25 AR E . XL RTaERY,
A F 45 1 % 5 e b 21 1) ek RO AT A T 2 1 R
A7 SR ], {H A TR A ) B R TE AR AT 55
Hi(Stroop 1T 55) A 58 24k, 1 FREEHI TR FAT
AR, U BR2REHMN. rUIRATSEEd L
FrRe s R AP, AMARTE A FR A B2 IR A o8 2 = i
PTG OL T, Bhas & A F IR G R0, FERE T 2 /K
B b 1] 5 R IR AT A o
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Abstract

Deceit judgment and deceit behavior have different psychological mechanisms. Understanding the
relationship between them will enhance mutual trust and long-term interests of the team. Self-control refers to
the ability of restraining unnecessary automatic behavior inclination to maintain or promote cooperation.
Self-control is believed as the supervision mechanism of the internal natural impulse and the external cultural
requirements. Self-control is an important motivation clue in the deceit recognition. However, the self-control
plays the motivation clue role in the deceit recognition or the supervision mechanism role in implementing
deceits, the cognition mechanism remains unclear yet. The influences of the self-control ability and self-control
resources on the deceits are different, but the cognition mechanism of the impacts hasn’t been revealed yet. In
the present study, we adopted behavioral experiments to investigate the influence of self-control on deception
from two views.

In experiment 1, we used the material priming method to examine the impact of perceived others’
self-control ability on deceit judgment. The results showed that compared with the ones who have high
self-control ability, subjects tended to think the ones who have low self-control ability were inclined to have
deception behavior and inclination for their own interest.

In experiment 2, we used the video priming method to investigate the impact of perceived others’
self-control resource exhaustion on deception judgment. And the results showed that when perceiving others’
self-control resource exhausted, there were no significant main effects or interaction effect in deception
inclination when evaluating others deceived for his own interests and other’s interest, or in some given contexts.

In experiment 3, we adopted the visual perception task to examine the influence of different levels of
self-control ability on deceit behavior. The results showed that compared with the high self-control resource
group, the low self-control resource group had more deception behavior and inclination.

In experiment 4, we adopted the Stroop color task and the visual perception task to examine self-control
resource’s impact on deception behavior. The results showed that compared with the control group, the
self-control resource exhaustion group had more deception behavior and inclination.

These findings showed that when judging deception, people preferentially utilize others’ self-control ability
level to judge whether they have deception motivation or inclination. When implementing deception behavior,
individuals who have high self-control ability can better restrain selfish motivation and consider long term
interests. The individuals who have sufficient self-control resource are inclined to withstand the temptation.

Key words self-control ability; self-control resource; self-control failure; deception



