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T b 2 TR M BANE2E, PR = TR RA XM U RK R B o 45 R K I+t 54E 55 WH xR
P HE P (A 56 2 T 3R DU 25, O X HERR B NN R A 5 A S DA O MO HE R 2L Y BB B 2 A HE R A
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S2ES B849

1 5lH

BACYEHE® (vicarious ostracism ) J& A%
B 32 HE e i, A B A ) HE TR R0 B
B4 ( Wesselmann et al., 2009 ), £ Jj &0 HE %
AN, AALAT DR AZ 30 8 HE s 35 099 vy, (A5
HE AT RZH ( Wesselmann et al., 2009,
2013 ), oA BARPE . Ao vy St T 2
%, FEAKRHE Y IRERZ M (Poon et al., 2020 ),
J R HE T R BT IARE S R2s XT HE
RGBT T, nahEsiHE R #& ( Masten et al.,
2011) BUAESHEF# (Rudert etal., 2020 ),

HR 4 B AR HE TR & 2B K TR I 45 BB
R HEF (interpersonal vicarious ostracism ) FIfE
BACPEHER (intergroup vicarious ostracism ), FfFr
AR HE T 2 55 W35 L% 1) 9 R A sl S AR B
B T i b At R A HE e B A 6 380 HE R Rk 0 B B
% (Yangetal., 2021 ), A 05 & 955 WH 24 HE
R FHEFUE, wmiEdEsHE R A, A B AT
AN o 23 % T B HE % 35 AT AR ST, R 55 W AT
R ] BEAS 32 BEAR B 0y 520 ( Arpin et al., 2017;
Rudert et al., 2020 ), {HL7G i 55 & P 55 WL & B 1A
By xF A AT R A s, kgl oW A A
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RHE R U 0 T S B ), R Y AR
HEFR N A i 55 0 2 2 % AR AR AT A AT T i
( Abbott & Cameron, 2014; Levine et al., 2002 ), &
17 326 L6 BfF 5 0 R 4 ) ELAR T Wi it ; A R &
it 28 PRk iE AR ( Cyberball Game ) B1]i% BEBRE:
PAEHE R XT 55 W E AT R e AT E 9T, & B A 55 0
FIPOEHET A 26 Bl AR HE TR 9 SR A i
F1#ME (Lelieveld et al., 2020 ), {H2x %} YRR B
HEJR B M Mo il 5 2 ) BK ( Forbes et al., 2020 ),
SR, XFREHE R F I Z ek, BURE HE R &
BRECE kD, AT X HE R AR o X SE
FE R WIBEAR B 03 X e B B AV HE e v 25 W 475
HAGZwm, A O B B 0y 19 5% i 4
FHHATIRAIR T

=5 1ES] ( third-party punishment ) 2&/MA K
A At 23 FE AT R A AN X R0 32 5 2 S
Tt ARSI AT A CBREF, IR, 2016 ). 4 H A A
AN AAT R, BTN o e ] A AR A
MK B AE S BE R B 2, MRS RS =7 1%
FIAZES A7 (EWan 5%, 2019 ), 28 =&
{UFT DL BEARE ML I 25, M Tz &
BB AL 4t B ( Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004 ),
H o] DL 29>+t 25 HER ( Spaans et al., 2019 ),
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A HE R 55 035 % HE R 2 i A T AT A ok 5
SRR YA R DABE AR B 3 R 43 0T AR AR N TR S
SR R R UL, X N T O B R TE A,
T X A0 B A4 DU B Sy 7 S RGO, 3 PN B AR A %
HI 55 18 X5 PR B R AR S LB AT ( Kubota
et al., 2013; McAuliffe & Dunham, 2016 ), H#fFrE
AR HE A 5 & B4 52 21 P A4 1l 32 S0 B HE
JRBF, 55 UL IRz B B KB b U, I % HE R &
FEO o = s & ) ( Mendes et al., 2008; Yang
etal., 2021 ). B, HXFTNFEEHAF &, 50
AT BEXT AU HE R it o e v R A
A A 2 HE R B BB 32 A N B L R IAE
R Z# A ( Arpin et al., 2017 ), HP PN ARR AR
BMRESHAGZINARE T, Hik, Z0E
AN R BT AT BE 52 e AR B B B AR HE R e AT
SR o L2 54T R (social responsibility ) &Mk
TSy BRI AL 3 i 01 3 [ A g 7 4 B okE 2 B
S BERIAT St m) (PR, 254, 2020 ), #h4s
aéﬁﬂzfﬂﬁiﬁgfﬂzﬁl?UQ’%}FHA%L?EEVJJZ*%
PR, R R B = 07 FR AT A R i R 4E P At S HE
(BRI, S80I, 2011 ), @tk 2 SEAR A AR
2R 21T (Steele et al., 2008 ),  H X%
WA HAE AT R A R ARG 4, R R
P A5 = O RS (BRI, DI, 2011 ),
BRI, k2 B AT I 55 X 4% 31 HE S5 47 Ry B T
e XT HE T & it T e B AR, HRTR IS A A
HR s o AP HE R b 55 005 23 % HE R
FATNBHLEATIHA, R ARRER Al 32 1y
HER AL, W2 HE R I3 A T% & 3h Bl (Rudert &
Greifeneder, 2019 ), FJFHEMREHFRHH=ZS%F
S 23k R R BA G AL ( Wess-
elmann et al., 2013 ), fifF 57 & B BE PR B A0 HE & rh
55 W E 230 4 A0 B B AL P R B3 A HE R 0 R A
HEUR X PR A L ( Yang et al., 2021), [H I,
24 2] PN R B3 B HE R B 5 XL 2 AR G B 5 2 0
ML, M TR S TR R B &R
o At 23 AT IR A Sy 3 TR A L . 4R AR A
V- TE SCAT g X 20 A HE R 5 i n L 28 9 HE R 3
R AYFETT . Rudert A1 Greifeneder (2019 ) ifiAH
57 UL 1 B W HE R H A R A T — A2 F
#; Forbes % (2020) K INFFWLH T REZS 241 P4 B
BIHER AR 51, HOARXS Ht 47 9, Bk
SRR HE R B, 55 A kS o 2 A, S
Jiti A 5 I 2% A 2 R R A By o AR S B AT A

R LEd A ANH 55, dERBER R DL HE R, XF 4
PR HE e 2t i 4 A5 50 i BE AR T2 AN HE R 5 T
TRt S THARIRAA, T A N AMIER & 1 i it
S, Rl TEAT A R it D A AR

gi b, JeRi X R PR R AR HE R R SR W E AT
SN ) B E IF R BAf IX o0 b A2 RN AE Hﬂi%%‘
5 WA A R B AT S SN 1 52, 4 T =

J7 iRS e s A R e At A OE X, IR A

2 HEF (Fehr & Fishbacher, 2004; Spaans et al.,
2019 ), AMFFEAUR ATHS = 7 A5 R4 42 55 WL X
BEPR R ACHEHE RS i HE R B AT M RO, Jf it — 25
P 718 55 WL 23 T AR IBOK S X FLAT R B I A U T
()

2 Wk

2.1 #ik

K B JE 750 1k 22 AH A% I A 3R 00 4 25 57 4R JR
Gy FRXT 303 Z R AEPEATINE, iR 324>
HUH, R 203k, 550 m R L& 3T
MR, % R AR IE BT E DGR 0.76 (4
AR, WAL, 2004 ), ZHC AW (FHRAH, 5
ST, 2011), K¢ 85w T3 X5 R a2 58
R, KT BE 3 ) 5 AARH &S Ti AR R4, M
oA 5E 30 AS 5500, Hoh— A iR s
B, — AXTELE RN e, & 58 N MK,
mAt ST 28 N (BA 6 N), Kit& 54T
A 30 N (BA 11 N ), Eftei T EAt a5
fEIEAE 7 (13.79£3.05) &35 & FARAE & S TR
(8.30+1.39), =8.71, p<0.001, d=2.32, #ikF
B 19.48+0.94 %, WS IEML I IE R o L
58 B 4 T B — R R
22 XWigit

K2 (FE&TifEE: & %) <2 (gl 54k
FRHEFKEFR: AN Ao ) <2 (PR 5 hiHEF &%
Z: N, WHAN) RESLR KT, Hih &3
Bomplim s, gl 5HFE . gHEFRE LR
gy AR i, AR O AE =T AR SR, Bk
WAETHE R HE A TR, fEE, RUET
R R R
23 XBESH
231 WMEHEIKESE

SR FH 0 28 B sk it e B 40 E S5 HE SR, IRl T
BT 2SS HR UG (AT 45,
2019 ), JiFdkrh = 44 Br 5 AL W] 58 B 30 WAL ek,
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B S R T PR R AU R 5 L A = A 399

I o AT BR OB S A g R HE R L, gz
AT BRI T E R ALk miHE R A%
AT Hd— 2K LR 8 kL ek . wFo bR
AR HEFAT 55 ZoR A HE RS B PRk,
A e RX RN WA IR RX R S SR, ok
1 55 WL AT [a) i) L B4 9 fHE R G 3%, AR
% B % A A0S R R i B A PEHES R ( Wesselmann
etal., 2009 ),

232 HEMKITRES

K HH S5 7 B 20 Y AR PR B 0y ( Tajfel et al.,
1971), F T8 50k Bu K 2 [81E BRI & 0
AR CBOEAGITIE S BRAREIR Sy, B
58 R BB AL T, A AR T 00 4 SRR A
Shy v A 2 RIAICAR & P AR RE AR By (RS Y, AR,
2018 ),

233 FZHENES

K FH 8 = 7 AR AT 55 DAk Bk 1% 19 28 55 2K i
S IR RS . POl p -, A eek
TR ) = A B A S0 hlkss . Ml DLgE
JIT AT 04 3B 434 T R v b LAt Be KT 20k 25 A R
TR, DL W Z e 5 78 9 K i 2R b 2 90 iy 1 4%
PO MRS A o K B LT Sz K s
AHR B D 3 AT o Bl PR e R o A, — 7
Gy RFERESE I, 53— BB A AN g . R
TR ILR A BARTECH X, 28381 % oh 2%
R (50-X)x0.08, Wil &ikdE , Bl AMAm
M2, AT AR B B D (R, 2020 ).
24 KRR

SRR O N NV NN &= 7 LK 51 TR N
AR TR B PR B R AT B Al . B Al g US
PR S, BBk BE BIL S 5 S e Al A B AL A
SR G TE LA 7 s VE 53 0 HE R B 4 B GRS 55 1) T
A 50 5] 880 1) 53 v T 4 43 W) 3R B4R B 0 18 G0 A &L
( Arpin et al., 2017 ),

Wil Je5 9 A by 55 W 3 WL T 2 B BR Ui Xk,
BB 5 RN At ] B AT S5 6 HoAl = N (AL
B. C#/n) ¥ilt47 30 WM BAZEK . ik P RERA
7] B 58 19 7N N 28 3 A [R) B3 66 AK IR A B4R B 47
WA E AR ), B0R 0 F X AN i Xk JF
X =2 DU A BB AT AL o SE IR A EE DU A &%
fCWELD), BMHEHTIRE A (BHFRE) &
EWIMEBMC (HFRE) %, Itk A Hig
BB W Bk, DU b 2% 1 2 05 AE 4 3k R) S A
PO U 56— D HRERER, B, ERES

HE K FA, Dmail e S s e R S0
SRIG . BREOR A3 HIXTER h — A Be R pEN  B
HEFR . 4B AR BE AT 7 SPPAE ( Arpin et al.,
2017; Yang et al., 2017 ), @ id b8 HHE0T 9E HE R &
FHE R 35 09 PFAl 20 HOk K 30 HE R B AR 5 &
S AE T B, K Bl a0 W 44 HE R B R PE )
WE G S50 HE R & T i AT A, &, B
TR B 4% Be 2 A Ui kv 9 3R B 5 = 7 AR S R
B, #A7E A S K Am e, W
FE R A HE T 3 09 P AR S B AR 2R =07 &
THEPR

*1 IEHOMERER

HEF %A fitiik

HNHERAN  HRFSHOEA, BT H S itE 4
HAMERAN  HRFESPIAAFA, PR E S PR H
ANHFRASL  HR &SP, Yefle & SHal AL
AUMEFRASL  HR & SPURFLL, el 5Pl A4

3 4hEH

3.1 BRI

Bl T HE R R HE R 4 g R HE SR
AP AT RO REAS ¢ Ke 3, r A SRR HER B B
P BAT 3 ¥ 0 3 = TRHER 3 (ps<0.001, ds=
2.33); BHERE B HE RO B R E S THER
( ps<0.001, ds=>1.12 ). it — 24w i 0T HE = & A
BT B RS 4V AT R REAS A g, T AR
1 v g 6T Bl HE R 2 AT 2 S T 2%
P4 (ps<0.001, ds=1.28 ), i % 8 HE S« & 1 15
AT 433 b 258 T XHHESF & BT T4 (ps<0.001,
ds=1.10 ), X R WIHE #4004 & B 9l iR 50 21 HE
JREG. A, B R B O R 5 18 4
(4.79£1.29) BF KF 44> (t=4.69, p<0.001 ),
F BRSO B AT 8%, Bl BT I AR A
UNGE
32 AEHIREZFGHTENEBEESR

S A R RO Bl HE e AR R B R R
WER2, BCXTREAS ¢ Ku g B, A 45 4 v gl alxr
HE % 35 75 50 5 2 34 W 25 v T O0h g HE O A A R
( ps<0.001, ds=0.56 ),

W o ST HE R A SR AT 2 (A& ST
B w2 (B 5HEFRECR: A, 4
Hh) <2 (B SHHERHE LR AN, HHh) =
N R BN T 225081 SRR, 4T
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TN G, Ak S BT B O HE R R T 5
JE (8.77+6.66) b K T4k 2 3¢ 4F A~k
(3.73+4.31), F(1,56)=11.85, p<0.01, n2=0.18;
P S HE R H R BN B, A A HE R
HAESIRIE (6.93+6.86) WFHE K THNHEFH
(5.58+5.62), F(1,56)=8.51, p<0.01, n.=0.13;
TR POl SR E R L gol 5o
%%%xﬁﬁmﬁ%,nL%y4%,wuw,
n2=0.15, HE—LAHrRWT (WL 1), 445
BHE R I, v A 2 T AR A R R 20 AP HE R AR
SR E TAHNHEFRE (p<0.05, 10.30+9.95 vs.
7%ﬁ9w AR AE 23 53T A AR 4 N S HE e &
FEST SR L2253 (p>0.05, 3.52+4.78 vs. 4.48+5.95 );
é@%mmﬁmﬁﬁ R A 25 TEAT AN R X 20 Hh
HEF F TR W S TAHNHEFH (p<0.05,
4.78+6.42 vs. 2.15+2.31 ), i & 4123 BT AT AN 1A X
HNHHEF FETRE T2 S (p>0.05,9.11+
7.04 vs. 8.21£9.06 ),

F2 EREWMHARENEHFENETRE

HeF 440 BiHEFR Hew&
HNHEFHN 2.07+3.57 5.97+6.12
HHMEFRHAN 1.66+4.05 6.79+8.38
HNHEFR 45 1.50+3.40 5.08+7.14
HHMEFR S 2.05+4.65 6.87+7.01

sk

127

11 [ AN &

10 FEm g M

9 L
=71
g 6t
Tl
& 3l
2 L
l L
0
L4 kg fRAL4s [y
TAT I AT AT/ TR
ANPHTH HHMEHETH

3 NN (1 g & S S W A e el D B USR8

33 BREEEHSRERIE
ER 547
Rtk — 2 PR T AN 2 A AL 2 T AT SRR A T
BEM B A AER, #48 S 00 b gl g HE e &
mkﬁﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ SR R Yy, R H
PROCESS 722 7 #5704 Xf b 3R A8 ik 47 o 4 85007
ST DVERST SR B o &5 AR &, it & TR AR IR

FiREZ EHF N

A3 BORE 5 46 1 43 o 10 A e 57 0] 05 O R
R=0.14, F(2,55)=4.41, p<0.05, #4335 {FRIE 1]

W A 4, B=0.17, SE=—0.51; #(55)=2.07,
p<0.05, 95% CI=[0.003, 0.21], 1571 2 1E [ T

FET]SRE, B=1.49, SE=0.58; #(55)=2.56, p<0.05,
95% CI=[0.32, 2.65], 1ot/ 4E 4t & T2 AT B 5 A )
ﬁfz@ﬁﬁmé$ W% B 2 %4 0 M 0.25,
95% CI=[0.03, 0.37]; B NN 0.19, 95% Cl=
[-0.30, 0.62].

4 g

A 5T o AN [+ 25 T AR A O E HE T 1 5
1) O 2 56 25K i P O AR HE T, R T B Al it
1155 % B AR HE IR rh 4% Be 5 2 0T AN R B 1A B
By, IR =05 18 Oy B A [ +E 2 TEAT IRk
55 WX AR P HE R A AT A AR
KB At 2 BT IS LB X HE R H RS S T
AL & SRR I, L A1 25 7 AL 2 TEAT R
FIAE ST 5 B2 () e o8 4 T AR 5 55 W38 X AR B
HeFe B AT 0 B s TR IRHE R 3 it &5 AE
T AT HE e 20 P9 BB 09 20 A0 HE R B RS R
TAHANHEF A, AR 2 53 F B R X HE S+ 4151
B A ANHE R B AR e s T N HE R
41 BRBESFSHSRERMMESHED
EF
23 BT A SR A AR R AR AR HH A 25 B A Y 0 FE
mn T, R A AT A A RN bR (B PO AR %’SF
2016 ), 5 = AETE Ny —FhE ERIMAT N, 6
BOd /42 HER ((Pieter et al., 2019 ), AL, EX‘JL
%i/\ﬁFFFETWHKJ\EW%/\M:K?iﬁ by P 3K A
RE T HE T 2 i DA B w5 i B AT . WS R WA T
ﬁﬁAﬂ&Lﬁm%%ﬂﬁmMA 4% (Fehr &
Fischbacher, 2004; Wang et al., 2011 ), H P15
5 5 8 = 7 AR R B IEAH X ( Gummerum et al.,
2020; Lotz et al., 2011 ), K A AL BN HE 51T R
1 R O R T A U o 1o G A 2 N R TR S =
HISE = 7 4ES] . Giesen 1 Echterhoff (2018 ) &3
W2 3] (4 HEFs F0E B A 50 31 0 HE TR Al R 09 T A%
T 25— B0, 5055 W X Bk HE R B U 28 91T
fili, SERT b Bl T A B HERAT B . B
MRS ST (2011) BFFEA B A1 2 SRR A
XoF B IRk 25 R 0 A7 oA 7 AR T R 2 Y 1 AR 4
ﬁ%ﬂmﬁm@ﬁ% TP g o ARBETE 55 W
F 25 T AR ERIE ) B0 X gk HE R ST 25 0T
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B S R T PR R AU R 5 L A = A 401

gy, HABURAR 45 78 41 23 T AT ORI 2 571 0 B 22 ]
SEA AR o 33X 3R i A2 T AR A R0 52 )
b B HE T B L P AR A A AR S FYE B OE
S Foom BT A AT 28, HE T X HE R i DL o
FERETT .
42 HNHEBREFSHENEX NEETHEREREIL

BAREEES

N HE A i 4 2 — P R e vk M i 4 B O P FE B
PR A 51 R PRS2 ( Masuda & Fu, 2015), %44
PR T & AR TE BOA RIS, 23 m) TR FH AR
(L I TR 7 PP A L S A A S 51, AT B
AIREALIRE . TE A N HEIR B L RS, X P R AAR AR
FRAT S T A LB ( Kubota et al., 2013 ),
T PN R Al 4 (5 45 P A AR 8 3 1 AT O i A
PN [R5 & RV BT T, AT 1 58 1 4 X
WREAR A S T AT, BRAR T R IR B AR ST Y
g 5 )E ( McAuliffe & Dunham, 2016 ), %%
2 W1 55 0L 2 L %5 3] D9 A Bk A1 A HE T B J 32 3]
SR REBR BB, BT HE R & 2 90 B v M
) ( Mendes et al., 2008; Yang et al., 2021 ), AWF5E
o B A T AT 55 X A M HE TR B 5 N 55 WA
PIRER B AT HR N, TE55 W . HE® & Rgt HE
J B Z B WA R R BR S0y O &, I HLAX Rl B
B3 LRI . BT 22 0 5 HE R & L2
By, DRI 55 003 T e 23 AR AR P B A HE R 2 HE
FRAT M e R AL R B, DT A A A AT Y
PAEAT Ry, ST B AR HE R A L AR
L A
43 HEFERATHEEREHRPEREDN

EIRE

2 B A 1 08 2 4 32 51 38 AT S
M ( Cialdini & Trost, 1998 ), ™At £ T7 A &5 i
FE BB, Ak 2 AT A R TS ) WO AL
SRR, IR X At S (FREE, 58
L, 2011 ), AR 2 SR RS T E A B A A
( %1, 2020), Rudert Fl Greifeneder ( 2019) A K
B ACHEHE R 55 W 2 X HE R AT R s AL AT I
R, S 55 0L AN B R 1R Ak 25 ] By HETF S ALk
SHHFRIAE TEEIN. YRR =
ZEZFE RN, HUHE SN NHER#H B A EE
B, I 38 i #bE HE 7 B BUE T HE R IR A
( Wesselmann et al., 2013 )., 5T & 3 24 55 0L F 0L
S 20 o B B 2H A0 B HE R B Sl X A HE R AT
R IH BT ARG YRR B O DL, O HE R B R

P il & ( Yang et al, 2017; Yang et al.,
2021 ), 1 BEAA AR L2 — Pl A S A RS AT
Fo B, AN gEHE R B, o gk it HER AT
HE A D, 25 5 35055 L3 R 36 28] 5 20 1) W = Bl AL
F AL S TR BAER T 44t S0 il &
M U, 25 % 4l AP HE T 25 it LA L 4 P HE T 3R R
BE AR mARAE & TR A RO dE A AR 2%
XT AN A HE R & B AR 9 B JC 25 % o Rudert
Greifeneder I8 TA R B AR HE R o 55 005 15 B 4% HE
H RS EEAHERO T -2 EE, JFE,
Forbes 4% (2020 ) 75 & Bl 2455 W& B 5 A 4N
B O3 Ah B B HE R AT O, BN X R AT T
T, HUL, AR HE R B, S50 ikt e
KRR 32 F 3, B B AR B R &
T — 25 A 8 ) G St | A S 5 R . AR AE S AT
AR A4 A N R 25, ke S 8 BB AR B D B
7, T2 N HE R A B9 A o B AR T 2 A HE R
FHo B HFH AN s SR A B,
S TR AR S AT 3838 T Bt &
G, T A 4 4 23 20 TE 6 HE T 35 24 4 v
5 AR
5 4

1o A2 BT AT 55 W 3 % B A HE R R 56 3 T A
PR 25, JEXTHER & i DUE & 48T Sk s
AT JERAS A X HE T 41 P9 B D3 A AL A0 HE R 3 AR T 0 B
m A NHER A, AR S TR A R HE R 4
Ah BT A AN HE R B RS S T AN HER
o 55 WA AL 2 BT BE Y H A B PR A HE R
W SR = T R .
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The Moderation of Bystanders’ Social Responsibility on Their Third-Party Punishment of
Intergroup Vicarious Exclusion

GUO Fengbo, HUANG Jiashan, LIU Tengfei, GU Li

(School of Humanities and Management, Research Center for Quality of Life and Applied Psychology, Key Laboratory for Quality of Life and

Psychological Assessment and Intervention, Guangdong Medical University, Dongguan 523808)

Abstract

To investigate the effect of group identity on bystanders’ punishment behavior in vicarious exclusion, and to further explore the

moderation of the bystanders’ social responsibility, group identities of 58 undergraduates with different social responsibilities were

created by using quantity estimation task and completing intergroup vicarious exclusion task via watching cyberball games. Then

participants rated each player’s anger and utilized third-party punishment to evaluate players’ performance in the cyberball game.

The results showed that the high-social responsibility bystanders experienced stronger anger toward vicarious exclusion and the

punishment intensity of them were higher than that of the low-social responsibility bystanders, that is, the anger played a mediating

role between social responsibility and punishment when the in-group members were excluded. Moreover, the high-social

responsibility bystanders imposed higher intensity of punishment on the out-group excluders than the in-group excluders while the

low-social responsibility bystanders imposed higher intensity of punishment on the out-group excluders than the in-group excluders

when the out-group members were excluded. The present study provides preliminary evidence that the social responsibility of

bystanders moderates their punishment behavior of intergroup vicarious exclusion.

Key words group identity, vicarious exclusion, social responsibility, third-party punishment, anger.
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