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25 [ 2 B FVER ) e O (K 48, 2016
Schanes et al., 2018), 4 Z BN GEiHHOR YRR %I, H
AERAT M kAR SRR N EFE 208
YI7E T 2% 5 B IR 2% T (FAO, 2019), {HILA SCHk Al
DR HE—AZ% i, [UFE 2010 4F, KAETERE
TH PR ) IR 3% 5 A 6000 J7 i (Buzby et al.,
2014), RAEHEM 2013 KB SCRATE™,
EBESIFA R I AR (EEN 45, 2018), JfHFiE
SRR NBONRFZE T, IR PG AR A k"
(R 55, 2019), 0 Liu %(2016) %P1, 2014 44t
SRR A ARSI BN 130 Fo/4, ek
PR LA e AR 21%; 1] Wang %5(2017)%
195 ZEMW ML BN, NEBERRBEYY

W H 3): 2020-11-16

93 i, PRt W el e B S R AR A
YRR C A SR R UL,

BEWIRRZ BN b SRR G 2
K Z 2 (Pearson et al., 2013), ILKAA FEH 24
T2 BTG (social norm) A AR £ 2= BF 78 ana] kL 4
W % (e. g., Schmidt, 2016; Stockli et al., 2018),
PR A el 2 B W TR O — Rl R A AR AR AT 30, RISA
T AE SR — 2 %5 ), (HES SRR T A L
R IEEAT S, B s B AN S o L A K
B A= (Viek & Keren, 1992), fEXFHEN T, 4t
SHVEAEFE B WUk #51/F FH (Lapinski et al., 2007).
(HAEREME, SN TRE S MEm A2
Ifi(Rimal & Lapinski, 2015), 1fiiX #4~2m _E 4k
SR H A —BUG RO, BT TE A R A
(normative misperception), 7EXFE Ot T A Ik
VR (S 5 S PR AEAE T8 R b i B 2 (] £E 7
75 (Chumg et al., 2020). Park Z£(2011)45 H, 44~
A A B A v A 25 5 e A o R U 2 B, s
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(Prentice & Miller, 1993), #l3E #4517 K (Chumg
et al., 2020) . #J5ifdi FH(Kenney et al., 2019)5 P47
A (Testa et al., 2020)5% . H {1 IS ML FE
FA) AR BE SR 5 S IR 2%, AN SCHAMIZ A FE AR A
I8 A S AR B IR R A L S X3, T
WA SCERIR A 2 b 78 . IEFRSM R Th I B YR
PN RAR SO EER R F LT LT IRHE: DA
TR AR ZE IR O LA 5T E B P TER
FEEY)IR 2% (e.g., Graham-Rowe et al., 2015; Qi & Roe,
2016; Schmidt, 2016), i X} & A= 7EAN H sl i #
TR 2 LG R TEAINS $/0; 2)Finkelstein (1989)45 Hi,
SRR T 4ERe SAPLRE R IE H is T, I
S — P R H IR E R N BR G R B STF B
PRI, A 3 ER T 25 R A 3 — S s A A
SLHIAE FH S HHE Warde il Martens (2000)A%E X, A<
SCrR A R AR 0 S S R R R TR
JEALE LIAM IR EAT R, AR TR . B,
WAL BN S A RS TSR AT R .

TE At 2RV E A SR A R VE (descriptive norm,
BRI ATTAHE B — 7 T 1) 38 3 A 7 A A =) Rl 2 P RIS
(injunctive norm, BRI AATXFEE—47 38 ik BT R 52817
B B AR E) (Cialdini et al., 1991), HEJEES 5t
AT T 5 3 P KAL) i R X i A R R Y B
(Blanton et al., 2008): Fij & $8 W2 AN IXH—4TH
3k TR AU AE R MG, 40 Garnett %£(2015) &%, K
2T E E A T RIS NN & S5 AR AR
BT ORE R B — AT O B 2 2 R IR AR B,
Schroeder F1 Prentice (1998)iE & 2, KEaA % &
Al [R1 8 AR A 45232 B . {4 LAY /2, Prentice
F1 Miller (1993) .Blanton %(2008) LA } Soroa-Koury
1 Yang (2010)¥4948 i, FLIEEE AU —FPA IE
B B RO SR, T L — oA i 2 A AR,
BBV, ATTE S RGN A T AT B
A B R T IR SR Y R, AR S R
FENATA A AT A /28 B B s A an el 52 o 5 5 ) &
VIR DA SN X 5w o SR AT 3C, T SO
AT At AT A RS BE ) 3 ke R R ) v A4 43 R
T3 NSRS B3t

IR SCHRE LR FR G b i A A S — AT R S X —
LR Fx A AAXTCH (pluralistic ignorance) (Blanton et al., 2008),
T I BT SC B R, A SO RR IR AR AW,
ST AEEYE . AL 08 S A& X R R o

RO RS W 52 W 1 23 A2 3% /Y J7 J7 TH IH (Prentice
& Miller, 1996), &Il Prentice #11 Miller (1993)% ¥t 5
P DR 2 2 o At N AR 4 52 AR R 0 v A ORI
THRIATH; T Miyajima F1 Yamaguchi (2017)41 %}
H A BRI AR A TR S LAY
fb N LE A & T H2 AO™ Be H A 3§ 55 v
) — 3t 38 O, X RS 0 R BUBATT T 325
TERART B, DN TR B 0 45 5 19 30 M 1 25 (van
Grootel et al., 2018), FAHEN 7= & W)IR 7% b [RIREAT
TERBBE: AR T RN E YR
PRAT RS EE, PP 58 SR >k g T A A TR
e, MIE BOGBMEEER . BE T FRHERE, A SCdg
P Rk

HL: AT i AR R 2

H2: AT 8 i e Ak il 6T £ 9 IR 2% 1) 8% [)
B,

H3: A7 5 0 R0 2 BE o 5 B W IR 9 2 ] 3
FETE R B G,

B, 2% 2 W APRE. 3 5 BN R A B £ i 25
R YE A 8 (Geiger & Swim, 2016): i35 S REAACHE
JWATRESN A SRS R, T IREE A B R4
B4, A m T B A& A7 AR, S TTE
FLJEE T FFEANEE[R] (Willer et al., 2009), 1 7E A Br H. 3l
o, AT 5 AR B R % (warmth, AATTFE4E 3 3k
B Ok A9 K35 45 ) 5 BE 77 (competence, A58 A%
T B A B A G0 PR A HEAS 2 B2 SR I O At N B B
% (Fiske et al., 2007), FCUNFEARTE &Skt RESS
BN Ry S R 2R 55 (RE ) 4 B ) 55 3% ol RLBE 4 1)
Ja ST IR B AT 3 — 2553 A P (sociability,
VIR - 0 7 2O Rl ) FTGE #8 (morality, LA IE A A
A TR T 2R ) P F-4E i (de Kwaadsteniet
et al., 2019), MFEGELSEE(2015) A58 Ik S5 40 7 i
P FEACPEFNRE S B = 4R FE S5 A U0 T4 B TR DR e
I ZHEFELERE, PR AR SCR ] = 4 B2 235 4 R 6
ENREHXT YIRS . 63X A dEpEh,
AT DU A4 A2 PR FVRE T3 A2 BE e 2 S T
TR, T X —4E B W e, PO e R
FAF(2015)48 H, EWIR SR AL A M 5% 0 B [0
A XK, T2, AT—J7 mAs o ms Al 1l A
BEWIR 9 LA SR AT N B R RS, 55— T, i
THHOE R BRI 24 A S st FRE o
Wi B TR SE R, PR TR A SO AR S S 5
R8T YIR o o Htl, FRATTEE A Uik

H4: A2 SRS o 7 IR R e 5
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YR, miEEEO R TR E A B

TR BYIR R Tk 2 — 25 BT,
ALFE RIS BT Ti(e.g., Hamerman et al., 2018)
FAERTE RS B T Hie.g., I 5, 2018), Hi#H
R DG FLIG A e X AT R W R TET S e, DAL AR S
AR TP RV RLTE AR B> IR 9 VR L S3 4L,
JUE S SCHRIE S T IR B AR R A B T g2 L
YU XA T O B BT A T (Geiger & Swim, 2016;
Sokoloski et al., 2018), {H i 52m r¢E FHPLH H Hf
i ANV 4 . HL T Schroeder il Prentice (1998)AYHF 5%,
AT AT REAEAE WA BLE] . DG TS B BEE 1
FETETREAR I B SCE, BRI T MR RIS A5,
T D T AT R A F SR, 2) R PR AR X
FIEAE WA B I TCF e, B R TR As e 51T N
ZIHR R, HREER L, HElM ISR B
BT Rl o NS BE A S X AT o sE e, 1 HL AT [
FEARTE R, 453 51X 1 P AR 8 R4 T R4 7R
I, RGP B AN [R]85 o 75 EL AR A ALY 52
FIHLii (Blanton et al., 2008), A 3CJ5 2B 445 140
PR X S m] L, MESE T =, AN SO A SRS
98 1 FERT G A, HOTE TR 1~4;
5 2 A 1AL A 2 M IERSEL, BTEH %S
RO AR 25 e A A o TR 247 o 1O BRAIL AR o
B, FATRHE TAM R RIS 5 BURE L,

2 WSS L AT NARE S A AR X '
IR 9% 15 i

21 #ik

ERENEFINER TG, dr . R HLIX A P A~
BOAE A, DARCE AR 7 X448 N0 b
A ARG, AL ST A B <A A2
WX 6 A Oy HE B T 1000 43 [0, S Bk TCRL R 5
5, BRI 957 1y, AR R 95.7%. A
B B AE A ML X ) A0 A AN 1 TR, BT S44F i
M=3431, 8D =13.10, Ho ek b 48.00%.

x1 BFEHMRBFMEKERE

X Ay AREARYC TS AR
PE(270)  PUJII(184) 175 18.29% 95.11%
B 74 (86) 79 8.25% 91.86%

HEg(320)  WIdb(122) 117 12.23% 95.90%
TR (198) 188 19.64% 94.95%
ARAB(410)  HIIT(148) 146 15.26% 98.65%
11 4:(262) 252 26.33% 96.18%

Bt 1000 957 100% 95.70%

22 TESWMRIR

TE  KANTH 5 A A Lapinski 5#(2007)
ARG5S fitsr, 1 RoRTERAFE, 5 FRsEam
RO T B H R IR 2 AT o LA R iR
KREBANRHEBYNIRERAT R, <RI i gt
BRI (AFRAT I, @A BM)RIR 24X
NI RIS ) R e SR (A AT, AR
BO).5 /> BM (Cronbach’s a = 0.74){JF-)4-EI 4 BM
547, 11 5 4~ BO (Cronbach’s a = 0.81)°F3) 43Rl 4
BO 15945 2l i, FRAT15ETF BA W5 (Lapinski et al.,
2007; Miyajima & Yamaguchi, 2017)+& 1 # %}
BB BAT R LA K B ik IR v R 2 8 AN £ TR 2
TN RIRR BE, it 5 AN (S 41148, 1 FR o
SANEIR], 5 FRoR S8 EIR]), AneFR XS A H R
HACRRE LA (ARSI B, FIFR AM)FRI“R
RN I A B R e R R (b NS
B, fa# AO). 51 AM (Cronbach’s o= 0.75)7°F
Y43 AM 184%, 1 5 1~ AO (Cronbach’s o = 0.84)
SEH453 R AO 7343 . JH Mplus 8.3 BEFATEAETEN T
AT R IR 4 AR i B R R RLL A e B2 A7
(*/df = 1.75~6.81, CFI = 0.984~0.997, TLI = 0.967~
0.995, RMSEA = 0.028~0.078, SRMR = 0.011~0.021).,
HPE Duong F Parker (2018)~5 Sandstrom 55(2013)AY
AW, AR BM A1 AM 1550 H9SF- Y (Mm
FU M) T 53 50 AR 52 BRAETE T HER T i il i MR
JE AT A MR, AR BO il AO 19434
AR T B AE A A2 R R a4t
TR R, T o) A 25 (i B2 B S o . AT 5 =2,
WFFE 1 AR5, RO FR RS 5 1 4 e LI T
AT REEIE = BO — Mpy; STERIWE = AO — Mo

ELZE W5 1 BB AR R Bl — RS
H & T B W) IR 2% 5 (Cronbach’s o = 0.88), &
FEIF 4 1 Stancu 25£(2016): FRATER PR 0%~
100% H 356 L — A 43 BUih THE B i — A i
B RTR TR Y . B8 AU ST . BRI
K WS K= 1 He ] . CFA /R B R RO A )
- (/df = 2.00, CFI = 0.999, TLI = 0.996, RMSEA =
0.032, SRMR = 0.006).,

FAEE W 1 PR RCHENRIEN Y 3 4
YEFE: $E32P:(Cronbach’s a = 0.92) ., i f#(Cronbach’s
o = 0.90)FIfiE JJ(Cronbach’s a = 0.93), il 37 ok
% 1 FEEEIE4E(2015)F1 de Kwaadsteniet 25(2019): 11
IR A A R I s, A ST 1
NEW ., BIENE . KEFEM, RTEAGE S HE



5 8 1]

B A5 MLV 00 A0 Hh A rh B IR SR AR O BB 5 X 907

BE). BKEHR O AR AR ] E i GE
4Ry, AR DUEEREE . RO IS (R
ARy 1 1~5 FoRAEXFENR T gk, 207
KR AT REPEBE 5 . CFA 1% = I TR R A
R (/df = 2.57, CF1 = 0.991, TLI = 0.988, RMSEA =
0.040, SRMR = 0.017), H &30 F4b 3 P il 1
B IR TR Ay /df = 1174.50, p < 0.001) &
B R (Ay?/df = 1570.38, p < 0.001).

EHRTE  EHA RIS AR
WAFBE R

MRETE  ME Visschers 5 (2016) 1 HIX,
5 R AR B AN A OC Y AR B W R B 0
(Cronbach’s a.= 0.81)IX & Nir& AL, &AL EA
3 ANEIL, Y9k 5 5T, 1 FREEARE, S
FORGEARE o A B RS 30 3 (7] J7 7 i 2 A ) UK
P, PRSI R IR RHT 4307 205 HA AR i —
5, I H A A A 2 AR TR N Y T A A T
AL HEF o
23 #HR5i1He

FATE ek g T W U7 w22 A A% . Harman
HRFIER A R Bon: RGeS 2 W RHEAR KT
1 HEFEA 9 A4S, REEFAR B —A B F i A &
8 25.85%, LK T 40%I1 I A bR . T Harman
PO TEAETEXT CMV . CMB 25 A6 AN SR Y 7] 15 (1
P, S, 2020), FRATAE T Mplus 8.3 ff AR
S H 1 (CFA marker technique)i#b77 T A5, FLifE
RERUFIBER C (Ay*/df = 2.60, p = 0.110), Fi#I U
(AY/df = 0.92, p = 0.600)) JC L& 25, Al LIIAN
LR T A ZE AR NEBAEAE o 257 R IR ST
A R EUNEE 2 FiR.

BEXTREA (N = 957) Y F- 241 85 25 7 4 49 Wb 7,
BM (M = 2.49, SD = 0.70) {2 # KT BO (M = 3.23,
SD =0.77) (t=—30.84, p < 0.001, d = 1.99, 95% CI =
[—0.78, —0.697), ¢ HH ik 2n & 2 b A 1) & 4 8 9%

2 TR A BRI AGTEAS; 1AM (M = 2.41,
SD = 0.60)t it E KT AO (M =2.85, SD = 0.76) (¢ =
—20.89, p < 0.001, d = 1.35, 95% CI = [—0.49, —0.40]),
2 WA A At AR D TR 2 25 B A B P [R] 2
Ed S Tl A &, PR, ik
BEER, Bl AT Ry s AR B E (=
13.86, p < 0.001, d = 0.90, 95% CI =[0.25, 0.33])
20K 0 PP o XAt 2E L EFERIRE Y
S, &3 TP PR SE XA SR s A i 2, A
JEE A O T R P S ) 2, AT Ry B X T 1Y) 5 e
AN, WREESEXTRE I AR E . UIEY
IR P S AR RE AT R 0 RIS BE Rl AR i
FZ W BNE XA A | TEFERIGE T3 3 N 4EE
RN TR, 250K 4 iR & 41 M, h, 4
A A ] R R AR AR R 1%, b, #EF
(B=0.37, p=0.002, 95% CI = [0.42, 1.86])FIt A 7K
(B =0.53, p=0.031, 95% CI = [0.11, 2. 19X} &4
RO BA B E R IE s, BEE A K
HE, IR . M,y R, A [ ARl R 1Y
T o.16, 7 4R = 0.18, p < 0.001, 95% CI =
[2.09, 5.16)FIASEEAESE(B = 0.27, p < 0.001, 95%
CI = [3.87, 6.93])AY RN AR %, i W45 52
HBHE S IR B, nT LA R R AR A AR
16%. X BEIRE AATER S A A B B TR 95472 LA
KA IR TR 42 A, A B EYIR 28 &
Wi . My, A 3 SRR RS RPN T
0.09, H* 2 EIH R B EB = -0.34, p <
0.001, 95% CI = [-6.18, —4.03]), 1EFE(B =—-0.03, p =
0.340, BFyp = 0.31)HIGESI (B =—0.01, p = 0.851, BF}, =
0.22) 1A R A .3, I JASP 0.13.1 315 T AR
() DU BT PR, A e SRR R O E SRR R (5
S %%, 2018) My HR AN L M1 H R EHR FRE T
A2, BB s HER B TR A e . i —
& H Preacher Fll Hayes (2004)f7 T & i PROCESS3.5

®2 TEMRMFRITSHEIRLY

G M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6
1 A7 A5 0.74 0.77
2 S PBERE 0.44 0.76 0.64™"
3 Fhae 3.51 1.01 -0.40™" -0.46™"
4 ETE 3.34 0.93 -0.117" -0.13" 039"
5 fg 3.32 1.03 -0.08" -0.10" 0.33"" 0.35™"
6 EYIR YR 16.53 15.35 0.34™" 0.38"" —-0.47"" -0.19™ -0.15""
7 bR 3.21 1.19 0.03 0.01 0.04 0.04 -0.02 0.03

H::N=957,"p<0.05,"p<001," p<0.001,
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3

K 56 7 42508 (Bootstrap N = 5000, Model = 4), K
ﬁﬂffi,\/;%riﬁﬁ@itl:f& P& AT T bR A AL

U 250N 5 PR PRP RS 0 XV 2% 1Y ELEE RN
i@ﬁz, 3 2ok A 2SR e YR B A j\?E’JIEﬂﬁéxﬁf“iﬁi’J
3 (CEAE XN 0), I3 o 18 A2 B RE 71 52
TR 9% 1Y 1) 2 R0 4 I 35 (B X IRl 5 0), Horp

J“!fﬂ 0 114 T2 208 I R TR 422 38 W 1) T AT M o
—H Mplus 8.3 Ko PIFMEE 1025 57, 451 W
7N H RN 22 5 i 35 (Estimate = —1.12, SE = 1.50,
p = 0.454), {EAT 5o i ik Ak 22 P 52 i £ ) IR 2
T A () FE 5500 . 3 /N T 25 45 5 (Estimate = —1.27,
SE=0.52, p=0.014),

f

R3 TABRASESEREMNEN., EEMENNEEASH
A 7% SRS B SE B LLCI ULCI
H@q: (Ewk o -0.23"" 0.05 -0.18 -0.33 —0.14
(R*=0.23") A 047" 0.05 -0.35 -0.56 -0.37
T (P ki -0.06 0.05 -0.05 -0.16 0.04
(R*=0.02"") EEL D -0.12" 0.05 ~0.10 -0.22 -0.02
B (EPk o —0.04 0.06 -0.03 -0.15 0.07
(R*=0.01") B -0.11 0.06 -0.08 -0.22 0.003
[E:N=957,"p<0.05"p<0.01,""p<0.001,
x4 Rk EVART IR0 A AR A5
- M, M, M;
b SE t P B SE t P b SE t P
A
Pk 3.62 0.78 4.63  <0.001 1.93 0.76 2.55 0.011
SRS 5.40 0.78 6.94  <0.001 3.20 0.77 4.18  <0.001
AU
Fac Pk -5.10 0.55 -9.29  <0.001
BIEK -0.49 0.52  —0.96 0.340
fiE -0.09 045  —0.19  0.851
AR B
PE 51 -1.04 1.01  -1.03 0302 -1.07 092 -1.16 0247 -1.22 087  -139  0.165
AEE 0.01 0.04 031  0.761 0.02 0.04 0.46 0.648 0.01 0.03 0.43 0.670
HE KT 1.14 0.37 312 0.002 1.26 0.34 372 <0.001 0.58 0.33 1.78  0.075
A 1.15 0.53 217  0.031 0.35 0.49 0.71 0.475 0.88 0.47 1.87  0.061
R? 0.01° 0.18" 027"
AR? 0.16™ 0.09™"
H:N=957,"p<0.05"p<001," p<0.001,
F=5 TABRMSEREIREBITANEEMEEY
[ERASTY LA Y AE SE LLCI ULCI
BHER 0.10 0.04 0.03 0.17
b () B2 280N (5 1) 0.06 0.02 0.03 0.09
(0.16) IF1] 122 550 7 G 724 0.002 0.003 -0.003 0.01
) FE 25 (8 TT) 0.0001 0.004 -0.01 0.01
HER 0.16 0.04 0.08 0.23
55 R () B2 280N (5 1) 0.12 0.02 0.08 0.16
(0.28) IF1] 122 550 7 G 724 0.003 0.004 -0.01 0.01
) FE 25 (FE TT) 0.002 0.003 -0.01 0.01

TE: 55 N B A
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B A5 MLV 00 A0 Hh A rh B IR SR AR O BB 5 X 909

FRAT A 56 T o B 0 B IR R Y 28 ELAE
H, AW Fp S 52 K HAZ B0 A AR BYR e
Jy AR AR £ T A (F = 62.23, p < 0.001), 4550
7w, AT HEESEB = 0.17, t = 4.17, p < 0.001, 95% CI =
[0.09, 0.25])FIZS EEAE L (B = 0.28, ¢ = 7.04, p < 0.001,
95% CI = [0.20, 0.35]) ) R 2 . 22 B I AT
JEHY R? 754 E/NT 0.001, 32530 R A 3%
(B =0.01, t =0.43, p = 0.667, BFy, < 0.01), HJ&
Jeffreys (1998)A4R#E, A K58 i UEHE 2 Fp R 1%,
X150 Y R R A 0 T IR 2R A S e N A TR SC HL
YER o iE—25 DA 38 14 by PR A5 d G 560 28 B30 1) 4
(F=96.84, p <0.001), 33| THMLMLER: 170455
(B =—0.18, t = —4.63, p < 0.001, 95% CI = [-0.26,
—0.10]) A B 58 (B = —0.35, t = —9.28, p < 0.001,
95% CI = [—0.42, —0.28)A . &1, (HA2H I
AR B R 7R E/NT 0.001, ZZH A R EBA
WE@P =-0.01, t = —0.37, p = 0.714, BFy, < 0.01),
T B PR 8 i ek 5 M B % i R AE S BAE
Db A 25 S A — R R R L U A R R A B N R
B 14 5% M 2 AH B ST 1 o

FATHE— X 5 AN E S PSS 4158
PETE AN SR A (L7 SR 27 5“0l i T A4 JL ) Al
FEASCHEAE AR o = AN, 430l 4T 25 5
. DA A YIRS T A s IS BE R o . AR
FEACPETESM AR AT B e A BE R v A AR 1, 4t
L. ETEMGE S A, BRI AR
i, 12 Mplus 8.3 XA EH#E TR I . 2550
N, JEFEFNEE ) 0 rh A4 AR i 25 (Estimate =
—0.01~0.002, SE = 0.001~0.003, p = 0.571~0.973),
X ST T —E 6 H 4 4 F ARl A Ak A
SRR 2 A A = A 3, JARREAC
PETESM AR AT J 58 00 W T A AN 1 35 . it 2t
MR AR AT S PE AR, A B D8 38 A A 2SR
BRI VE FAR B, X ENIE T AT 447 26
TR AR . 17088 By A] VR I A e 22
Sl FEAS PRSI A B AT SRy A Y TR AR

x6 AAMBERTITAERMESESRR

iR 2R 1T A B E A A A

A B 8 K HEANY V) BE A5
o AWk 0.14"(0.05)  0.05"(0.02)
AR ) "
AR 0.10 (0.05)  0.06"(0.02)
AT R -0.02 (0.06 0.02 (0.02
feabgepy (000 oo
A 0.08 (0.06)  0.07"(0.02)

WS RO ERELR, T p <0.01, 7T p <0.001,

{H AR S P A1 SR B AT S R v L S TR A
PIRE 2 . XA — s BB B s M T AR
A BB EAL A M A PR B A AR AR -

R LR, SPATE R SR TR 1O 2, RIFE
YR PR B A e, BDAATTA R
30 P b = A AN B B IR 2% LA BORT it B R A P [
FRRE . HUK, A7 Ao R0 25 B Al 0 %R 2% 1Y 52 i 1
2, UL AN S AN AEAE, i HE— 25
BT EYIR R, Fi, Bk 3 WAs Tk
S FRIR, i 4 RASR TG UESS, — 5, A
FATHEM A —HF, BRI b AR A PR 4 B ff 5 v
A TR SRR R OC R, JF HIAMELE R i rh
MMERAARE ., T2, BT AMTEMS TR
L R R R AR, LD FE A TR & 3%
Pt T T Be S Ay R AN s s AR T, 17
XA PP TIR S . XWAE—EFE R
ERIE TR SCER TR O TR AT o S E T
BRI (ERER 58, 2015), 75—,
BATHAL A 2, 58 7 48 B2 (7 A 1R I IEAS B3
%5 Geiger Fll Swim (2016)fIHFFEIE L T XF 1R Ath
TTLAAS FF e AR A S H AR T T T B 4
W EEHER, SRR, IgEDNT
FEAS S 5 B ARAT R R0 DG 5R, T i 8 4 2 (L
A REEY A ERA R BRTIT A S
(AR vs B YR 9%) 5B HESR (T 4E B 45
) vs ZHERE AR 2250, FRATTHEN AT REAFAE LA
SRR B AR S A SR T AR AR DA
SCHAM VR X —HES S T 2R, e A
Yo ae 14k E v Re A AE 2= 5, B, e
) A S BTE 2 A1 A 3K A X R A Y TR
i, RR4ERNER T REAR LI B, HE 2,
A AN R R E L (Warde & Martens, 2000)ff
FEVS I BIARXT LT, X AT REAE— e AR bk T he
TIHERE R FEM; 2) 30k 22 SR T BN B P OAS [
AEREIEZIR, A0 Chen 28 (2012)38 M, MA& 3 SCUCqk
B A S YR AR R 2 U E BB A, 7R
Hofstede (2001 %177, Geiger Fl Swim (2016)#HF
GERNA SO U743 N FE AR 3 SO GE D AR IR &
XA (P EYFRIT, XATHE TR T1E Geiger F
Swim (2016) B 5E HH BE 7 A 52 BT K, 1 7E AR SC
At S E R O B R . e, BFSE 1 EIR B
FLB T P RN S S XS A7 R B, 25 R, PRP S
e B AR XTI, R Oy — 7 T, AT R
YRR BE TR, (HAESZ AT 5 T, A EE AR e AR
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BRI — ROV B BLAE T B A A 0 — T 9%
F1o07, WABAE T )4 AR < h S —HE A2 P — TR 9%
11097, FAPRAE S o e — P PR XA R

3 WESE 20 MVEPEE B M LR o
SEYIIR O 8.0 B

WFSE 1 B IR 9847 o b R o A A7 e B
TSt TR RS, PO 2 i BEALXT B SE
B 1 — 2RI I X S, BB ARG 1 15 2 ARG
R A 5 FVR 24T R AR FBLH o SE A ek 2
AT MR I E A S R 1 (e.g., Geiger & Swim, 2016;
Miyajima & Yamaguchi, 2017; Soroa-Koury & Yang,
2010), RAEABETETRH, BT 0 R W T
Fe#r(Ferrer et al., 2016), {H [ T B EME 0 st 2
FRVFIEIAFTE, =1 Al REJFHE SRt WA B G ik 1)
fREZE i (Kok et al., 2018), ULAMNARFITHE I, 7
PR B U bR A AR AR SRR Rl Y
A i 7 (van der Werf et al., 2020), A6 | i [o] #52,
TEWFFE 2 B IE S0 FR AT 1 Bl i S B iR 9%
MR E M A AR R B, B
SCHRTE Hh A A R A 2 T R A TS [
(Blanton et al., 2008; Cialdini et al., 1991), {HIf-JE
1278 77 (Eriksson et al., 2015; Goldring & Heiphetz,
2020), PRI FRATT B Se A S 56 v A 56 A R LY AR
HRHR 24T A0 5 HA M 2, SRS e RS0
R P ARG AR B A HIAL .
31 W=
311 Wik, ®It5EF

WA G*Power 3.1 FEATHITIELSHT BN
B AN o £ = 0.25, B EMKT o= 0.05, W5k
IO 2L 210 84 BEIR B 95% (1 — B)RI G iR 56
71, MSEBRZ 5 AR, 212 AR, #ak
SR R 19.99 + 1.42 &, 2otk 53.80%., TS
5528 2 R PERLEAE B A/J0) x 2 (A2 MRS
B Aoowalaset, SHaE 53 4ok, A%
Fo il ) AL RSk 5 4E (Briksson et al., 2015): ik
PERLYEAE BT BHE R T A8 H AR T b SR U it sk
DRI BB NFE LB, A PSR B B B AR
Pen TR RIAE H 8 AR 1 PR BORTTR 98D B TR 9%
AINHE L), T e MEYE AR B B e A I BB T 2
PR TAEB AR, Z/E, TATHA Tk A
Visschers 55 (2016) A9 @0 & T # i & WiR 9% =
M (Cronbach’s a = 0.91), 5E LiIRPIRIE, SLHk
AT S A

312 H#HREITE
AR T EPIR AT M E M (r = 111, p =
0.270, BFyo = 0.27)M 5 AN B3E, Fid 5B YR
AT HE A ERE(r = —0.05, p = 0.468, BF), =
0.1 A&,

DA 34 P A B RN i A MR A B A AR
i YR AT AR AR A 2x2 7 2253 AT,
GEIINER 7 MK 8 Pin, R HLNE(E B A A1
HVO 5 By BN 8%, WS BEAERA R,
S H G DL R F- BF o 78 0.1 3] 0.3 Z[H], fH
S UEHE SRR AR o I U6 R R (S B R # T
DI SO AR i B IR e A o B, JF HaX
PR X YR 2% B ) R RE A B S, . BFSE 1 B R
B, PR SEXTIR R AT M S AR E RS HAEH .
PRIE, 2 RIS 5250 b o3 ST P R RS B
3 At A OGO A R S B O R R A YR B AT R
FRALH]

R7 RURBITHEERMRSEIT

i LG A MR N M SD
. T 53 4.01 1.26
I
f 53 4.53 1.53
J 53 4.88 1.29
H
H 53 5.61 0.85

*x8 WHRMMEEESHSUHENEREEN
BYRBITHARBNAEST
YR ¥ F p nzp BF,
HATEMEEE DN 5029 3174 <0.001 0.132 >100
A MEMAEE IN 2070 13.07  <0.001 0.059 29.12
DN x IN 0.55 034 0.558 0.002 0.4

H:N=212, R*=0.18, W5 R*=0.17

32 XKW1

I S, A7 A E 2R AR (S B AT
K, HUILSEE | EZH SR MEREE R . AT
BEFIRIAT M R .
321 #ik

FERFFE 1 A 220 1 H (38 4 B8 M) R® = 0.27,
DI SO £ = 0.37, JB TRRIAN &, 1
G*Power 3.1 13255 1 FrFeiddos, BUS K
V(P = 0.35), WEHKF o =0.05, FELICH
(S A AR5 P2 63 Z A fELH] 95% (1 -
PG KL 1, WisLhrS 55080 1 ARl
80 AR, A #RI RS It W wiaor
PRI M 20.01 = 1.33 %, &k 51.20%.
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322 #itE%x=E

SCES 1SN 2 AR RIS B AUREE R
HRA)HFIT. AR E B, WAKFE
ToF B A R R 454 (Eriksson et al., 2015), K728 &K
BORTE B AR R B IR T . B TR I A
(2018)E X, S50 1 rh i EYIR T 48 2R &
BT Ay i bl O AT T HLAE AR
P (o), PRtk, B3k e HEBR AR b .
BEAk, FATHBEFE 1 H B AH [0 T 81T
EESE(H AT AR Cronbach’s a = 0.75, AL H
I Cronbach’s o = 0.81)F1#: 32 4 FF (Cronbach’s
o = 0.94), 17 RHEE R EAEE 5T 7 FIpE5E
1o MRS 1 WoR B SR RE 13k -4 B ) v A
TERAN B2, M TR scm bl H 2 kst se v
X4k AR .
323 #BF

AR T R B AR A 7 vk R opl i 15t
FATAEHEBNE A i i 22 A TP R HLE B 1 280,
AR 10 23O — 00k, hEE] i ik
B HIL 53 AR 1 Y AR B 4 (DN) sl AR B 15 S
ZH(ON). i w5 N S5 H Y b 8 2 << D) 132 5 2 £
YR EAT R, FES NSRS, Bl b s
— L 2 220 1% B LA R, DN 21T ON 41 fr i3
PR E e —RE, bR T &5 R85 DN 4 k2
N T AE HH AR T R RS it 92 B IR B i RE
[ ELA, 1 ON AR R IE T &4 T 5 K %R
MRFR . Hed, TATHBIFE 1 AR R B 1 4
W AT N B e At A MR B, IFZER AN 0%~
100% HE R — A S HCR AR R 2 A i A 20
NAE H H A 36 R BU i LAs > iR 2, AR
FHBRAR R A 2R HE RS K P (Voisin et al.,
2016), ML), BRI — A ER A gi- L0 A4
B, IFBEORTEME S B P R A g, ERE
FRAEER, EEIRAS R g s . RSN E,
FECESAL, BFFE B T8 oA 4L R SR
EBESMTNIA A, S8EeEZE, gk
i BEABIE A FLSE H Y, IFFEMEAS 9l IR 2 145 Bl
T HE R (ST REYE —55 . BAIST
80 1A UK (40 3 )& T DN 41, 40 /)& T ON 4).
324 #R5itig

A A PR ) B X AE T B (e = —0.78, p =
0.436, BF 1, = 0.30), #1:3cPE(r=1.18, p=0.240, BF ), =
0.43)FIEWIR 2o Ht(r = —0.91, p = 0.363, BF)y = 0.33)
AR P ERARE, BRI SR R A

KEBW AR FH(0.10<r<0.07, p=0.395, 0.16<
BF1p<0.20). DN 8% AL 25 A4 vp A s>
BRI ANE LB TV = 40, M = 59.78, SD =
22.95) L FEE T ON 4(N = 40, M = 46.63, SD =
23.29) (t=2.54, p = 0.013, d = 0.57, 95% CI = [2.86,
22.440), VISR XHE SR AL H5AE 2 A %0 . DN
AP EYIR I (M = 61.84, SD = 56.93) 3%
T ON £H(M = 109.66, SD = 106.35) (t=—2.51,p =
0.015, d = 0.56, 95% CI = [-85.98, —9.67]), VBLHIAH
BTARREEA B, R MERLAE B R W2
TR YR O A

HEHE Schroeder Hil Prentice (1998) WL &%, FHYE
FERXTIR AT R IR T BB A PRI a&FE: — 2 AE
PERBRARAT R A o8, 3 g s B 5 A B I AR TE,
WX PR RE AL, AR AAT RS e AR FE DN 41 A
ON A EHE SRBITH R EER;, 2R
TR ISR A B, (HE 2 74T R4S o
SR 91T 0 1Y B s W 2848, X WG /s 4 A hid
EBAIAAAE, TERXAE LT, 118459 7E DN 4
FION Az WAl fg ol & 22 5 . LR WA 91T

B 22 5, 45 oK, DN AR idT MAE e (M
=0.43, 5D =0.92) ! F{L T ON (M =094, SD=
0.65) (t = —2.89, p = 0.005, d = 0.65, 95% CI =
[—0.87, —0.16]) . iX Ui I S50 45 R Al GE 2 H T AL 2
IR T AT A E, s M i 2 ) T
TR SR AT R -

Jf Preacher Fil Hayes (2004)f) PROCESS3.5 #fi
XA PE TG /R(DN 4 =1, 0N 4 =0). 1T H
B A2 M B BE T A E FH R TG 55 (Bootstrap
N = 5000, Model = 6), 25313 9 Fror: 7E 3 &[0
AR, C“HVE AR AT A B S — IR AT A
KB AT R B At S E IR AT A
B B E (B X B 0), MR 45
PE—IR AT R B AR AN W 3 (B XA 5 0). L
PRI S WA IR B AT Ny 1) B AR T AE 5 AAT Ry 4 o A
MG AR AN 2, BEIRAT A B S At S MEE R
TEHRTRXTIR P84T R (s ol 2R A ER .
T HEBR VR LR A v BEYE, DLIR BRAT by i PR AR
IR G R AR f, A7 MR e At 2e S F AR
i, F Bootstrap 5K 56 il BEAEAE IR T VE T, 45258
R, BEER 51T N5 (b = —46.26, SE = 23.80,
t=-1.94, p=0.060, BF,, = 0.01). #351k(b = 32.63,
SE =17.10, t = 1.91, p = 0.060, BFy, = 0.03)/ 52 H.
TR WE, 72— Fa] DR SR



912 N H

L

53 %

1 3 AT R B S IR B AT S 2 18] G B R AR IR
AT B SE PR BL . EIRER (B )RR
RV $ 78 R AR TR Bl A 0 19 2 AL R AR 1747
B, PRI RREAR 147 R 58 S R 2% A7 O B BRI ]
FEFNE, AR e R AR AT it o T B R AT
YR i 42.69%, 38 3 FEARAT b 8 o 2E T AR
FEEME PR AR 247 O B9 BE S R A B8 30.38%

#9 #EXPAMEE Bootstrap 5347
3 HRRY 95%EAE X

[ 3 B A2 o —_——
B HBI%) TR LR
MG R — 17 M b 5e— —20.42  42.69 4471 -4.86
RRATH
ML R Ae k- 1065 271 21.46
WA N
B R —fT R — —14.53 3038 3024 -2.59
FEAE IR ZEAT N
sesr e, B=—095""
_b=7095"0 o1
/ TR —p=—o 13 > Xt
b=-0.52" b=-29.59""
SE=0.18 SE=1.74
b=-036" b=139.64""
SE=0.21 SE =11.40
. b=-23.53, SE = 14.66 \ \
BEREE 7N : > RPATH
£=1; =0 (b=-47.83", SE=19.07)

B 1 iR B IR 24T o 9 55 = A 15
W " p<0.001, p<0.05,

33 X2

T A A O F2 BNy A MRS AE B A O,
IS E 2 FEE A ASTEMIEE B . SRR
PAT R LR
331 #Hik

RSS2 1 [FIRES BRI DA s, SE5R
2 R IRAEAC B R 63, TS 55280 2 A SN
80 A AFHE . i A BB R S it L5 . A7
BRI M 19.61 £ 1.62 %, k5 57.50%.
332 #it5%=

SEEY 2 SR 2 4] (A HERLEAE B A AR L
HRADH TR, AR NE R A, Al
= (IN)FIEE HLTE 15 5 (ON) I 9 4> 7K S 1 Bl 332
4 BL K45 4E (Briksson et al., 2015), BE¥IIR AT M1
M [ 5256 1, #1538 (Cronbach’s o = 0.958) FIZS
Bt (1 Fe A BEREIA Cronbach’s a = 0.799, i AZS

&

POZB AR A VRIS W, B R AR AN 7 EE R R,
5 H, 2014),

JE U5 Cronbach’s a = 0.874) & [FHF5E 1.
333 EF

SEHS 2 BT AR AISZES 1 AR, BRT: DA T
WEGL P SIS A B, See 2 TRl — I BeINTE S
—MREIXZEA T 2)IN A B AR R TR RITE H W
A 3T T R BB it R U TR B 0 R LA 3) %
KRB 0%~100% H1 35 B— > H 43 FORAE T AR
g 20 NHERIAE H R A2 6 v R ORS e A ik
YIRS, FRATH R TR R Bl B
7K (Voisin et al., 2016); 4) 53R T 80 3 A 5508k
P, Horb 40 3@ T IN 46, 40 53 )@ T ON 41,
334 HREITE

SEHS 1 FISEES 2 3 BIAE AL XA B,
T UL PR A X TR B IR B AS E AT h RR
R M, FRATESSIREE AR 3 A H EAb it T
— A, AN S S 1 AR, ER—
B TE]F A X TF R A2, B MRIX A 200 442
25, 48R ER, WA GIET N =
-0.92, p = 0.357, BFjo = 0.19). ZFE4ES6(r = —1.28,
p=0.200, BF, = 0.28), -5 M:(¢=—1.41, p = 0.158,
BF), = 0.33)FIEWIR 2% (1 = 0.43, p = 0.665, BF) =
0.14) U8 it ¥R AATE 35 22 5%, DL 3 K+
A3 AT B A o A AR IR SRR AR

S 2 HORTRIPE B A BT E S B B (¢ = —0.48,
p=0.635, BF |y = 0.26). #:32PE(t = 0.44, p = 0.661,
BFy = 0.260)FIEBEWIR 4T R(t = —0.59, p = 0.559,
BFyy = 02 =448 EAGFAEREZES, BWka
UFHE 2R U 5 X = A A (r<0.17, p=
0.122, 0.15<BF(=<0.45), IN ZH#i%f ARG 22 A4
e [ 9 B IR 2 LU Ak TV = 40, M = 55.65,
SD =24.10)2 # & T ON (N =40, M = 38.53, SD =
24.48) (t=3.15, p = 0.002, d = 0.70, 95% CI = [6.31,
27.947), A 250X i A MR A PR SR A A
IN H A B YR AT 0 (M = 54.65, SD = 30.29)
B ER T ON 4(M = 83.72, SD = 71.90) (¢t = —2.36,
p=0.022,d=0.53,95% CI = [-53.82, —4.32]), #iH]
FE IR PEREAR B, Ar PR YE 5 BRI AE 7T LA
WD R S . RIS 1 A B (B
AL vs S5 PR RRAREAY), F— 25 LA P A K
BIEEEES, SR BR, INHW = 043, SD =
0.67)5 ON ZH IR (M = 0.46, SD = 0.78) 75 FE 44t 1)
ZRRIKFN L EFEKFE( = 0.19, p = 0.854, BF, =
0.24), XEWEEWIR AT AR Z M T
SRS L, MM 1 ANF, EARL



% 8 BrRIE A5 RTINS X AN R TR B IR R R O BRAIL ] 5 N % S 913
# 10 FHEREENNKE
. M, (s & 1hsc i) M, (B AS i IR ZRAT)
RE SE t LLCI ULCI RE SE t LLCI ULCI
g 0.07 0.13 0.50 -0.20 15.18" 4.70 3.23 1.29 5.45
BEHREA) -1.197 0.18 -6.79 -1.54 48.11™ 13.89 3.46 4.54 16.84
HAHRN)  -0.12 0.19 -0.63 -0.50 -29.15™" 6.61 —4.41 -9.40 -3.55
FHAZHE(S) —27.24™ 10.52 -2.59 -10.71 -1.39
AXN L 0.27 4.16 0.58 -19.42 15.57 -1.25 -11.21 2.58
SxN 29.87" 11.34 2.63 1.61 11.67
R R’ MSE F R R? MSE F p
A 0.62 0.38 0.72 15.51 0.000 0.87 0.75 862.53 44.16 0.000

1 bootstrap N = 5000, " p < 0.001, “p < 0.01, "p < 0.05,

55 PR AR S O AN R AR AR B, I T RR AR A
MR IR BRAT g 52 W B AR o X I 7 A MR A AN TE
A FER R IR TR AT R ok B T RE R B 1A Y
YEHTS

S A PERMIEHE S (IN 4 =1, ON 41 = 0)f¥i4
TR A TR B8 (Bootstrap N = 5000, [ 2E SURALY),
H AR TR AR R R AR AR AT T S O e Ad
B, 25N 10 Fon: M, FREE BIRR 5SS
B UL 0 28 LI R A 2, U R AR T
BEERS XA AS MR sE e, HARRIL A IN 4195
Ri(b = —0.07, SE = 0.20, t = —0.36, p = 0.72, 95%
CI=[-0.48, 033D EIKT ON 4 (b =-1.19, SE =
0.18, t=—6.79, p < 0.001, 95% CI = [-1.54, —0.84]),
X R W FE R i 3 AR T A B e X AR A PR Y
Fm s (E 2). M, OB R 5428 M 9 28 BT
W, VISR R W R T AR S PERHR 2817
RS2, HARRI A IN AAs0% (b = 2.63, SE =
4.27,t=0.61, p = 0.54, 95% CI = [-5.89, 11.14]) &
FKT ON ZH(b =—27.24, SE=10.53,t=-2.59, p =
0.012, 95% CI = [-48.23, —6.27]), XFH LR
R T AR HEXIR 2R AT A B s (B 2).
SRR, IN 22 B 0 X VR 9 AT SR 1) T Ak
(b =28.69, SE=7.02, t =4.09, p < 0.001, 95% CI =
[14.70, 42.68])/NT ON 241 (b =48.11, SE=13.89, t =
3.46, p <0.001, 95% CI = [20.43, 75.79]), {HAT34R &
5 1IN 4L A IE]FERLN (B = —0.19, Boot SE = 1.70,
Boot CI = [4.82, 2.44]) i Z ik T ON 41(b = 32.38,
Boot SE = 15.37, Boot C1 = [1.74, 61.67]), UiH#r4
PR T HE 7R BEARIR 2847 R B4 ] B AR B A A
LA PE IR AT A X — 4 R . Bk

5 A E A bmatrix = 1, 1, 1; wmatrix = 1, 1, 1.

Kt A TE LTSS R AR T BRSOV 1Y 40.37%,
A T TRIHE0V B9 100%.0

AL

b=-27.24", SE=10.53

b=-1.1", 2 P13 (b=2.63, SE=4.27)

(b=-0.07, SE = 0.20)

MR

BRESE S > RHFATH

b=48.11"", SE=13.89
(b=28.69"", SE="7.02)

K2 A HEREAR RS R TR 24T o 1 2 Ao A A 2
T 355 /AN BRI A ERERR R T p < 0.001, " p < 0.05,

SEHG 1R 2 R, BEORBLE TS BA BT cE
AT 4 B9 (Schultz et al., 2007)[EREFEATE TR
PIIR 3 — AT, 3 Ry T A B AR S R 48 TR B A
P TR B B . A RIS, JEREEE R
PR th A — R R AR B T s A IR 2% A A
PRS2 6 R Al BT £ B A A BR BR  4r i 4
110 1 84 52, WA WART Liu 25(2016)LL K i TH it 46
OIR) MBI 2518 : “FHh AR RIR T E AN
130 76, bk 2E 53—y T GE 2 A REAR B R TR
TR, (H 53— Tt T B R 15 B
PR AR B — e B, AR AL, Xl
EPIE T S i SCER T i 2518 R Y 5, 2018), BFSY
2 fE B & PR P AN R AR BN AR R
AL, (EHAE ML 20 7] BEAE7E 22 5+, Blanton 5§
(2008)7E HAF 7% Hh 4 T X — A, i A Sk X —
WA BEAE T — R A SR AR PSS B
FERAR T AT MDA S, a2 MR B 1
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S B TR T 2SS IR I SR
4 Bihe

41 HREX

ZIE P YR M 24 BRI AL 2
AT EEESE R, A e T B v D R 48 1 W) IR
B KA S IR R R AR AT 3 AT RR AR B R G
S K & 2 —(Matzembacher et al., 2020), A<M
FEASEE R R, TRANE ST R AL B RS
PR A A T AR IR B AT S, T E a5
A NBRED G0 =4 BE S5 MR 50 1 b 3 52 e i A
JHPLE, ALAR LDy e 1 FRATTX & iR 8 Y
BLIY (8

e, P A X — WSS AT I 2 S A
B 712 % (e.g., Prentice & Paluck, 2020; Sokoloski
et al., 2018; van Grootel et al., 2018), {HIE 41 Blanton
45(2008)F5 1, HHTA 6= B 5T LB AS [7] 28 89 1y K1
LA VERTAT A SE I, A SCLA Cialdini %5(1991)1)
PSURTER 3= SB[ty B 2 i U = ' e | i U
AT Rt v RS FEAE 8, 53 5IIRE ;T AATTRE A 1 R
A A PERLE A = A, PRI IR R T P RS e X
IR AT RS20 SO BHLE . HF5E 1 IR o,
TEEE W IR B 3 A~ 4503l rh ) S A7 7 3 T ol 28 A2 1Y) 21
A, JF HF YR S A A T 3 HMST Y
Wi o g —™ B2 Y e IR A5 E A e RHIR 284 T A B 52
Mol KT AT o, FRATTHEN X AT GE A1 A B4 T 3
BULA O A BERS S Mar & PR R A OC, AT o
SRR ERE A G, MEREISTE W, mAEM
SRR MRS AN R SIAL, 1T BRI
AR FRPRNSIHL, 15 0 2 M5 MR N R 3
ML (Cialdini et al, 1991), Pt i 2P B0 3 %
o7 1 785 R A i o TR 2R R i) BT K AT BB A PR A B O
TARB PRSI, W4T N A H S T —
Pl o SXAARBLAE SEAE 3 SR 04T M S X B IR
et I B A AR YR W2

Uk, 5T 2 WA SE00 5 48 T i Al 2
PERLIE A5 BXTTR S 47 B2 AL, 25 R T W
e B3R BAA ARG . ARG R
FEAS T AT M AR B FIE s A0 S T A gl )
T T — A AR, ARl M T M A
AT 30 VIR 28 AR ) D 46 381 38 DUHT 1) B S (A AT T Y
IRZAT R IF A B 283k ), IF PR T #A7E
FEAZVELERE E AR (K IR 2247 R IR A IR 4%
i, B DL 29 23 52 BN B T PEA), X R

TR e e 24 2 38 TIR AT A F o a2 HEE
RS T ) — kAR, MEH R IF A RIS
FEASDEA B, MR A TS5 54T MM ER: 4y
A VERE AR B A OE — Ao g gL, e ek e
T A FEXT AR B 293K T (Schroeder & Prentice,
1998). Lkt ik, S MFREE BIERE
Ak BEARAL, (HNTEZ S AT REAN[A] o R PR
TAF B AL O AE TN, A X 52 A
H R V0 2 A8 BT AR, (Rt A B35 3 17 R PR F
—HOX O R R AR A i A PR AR B
[ S 0511 N T 2 <19 5 U e 7 e R o A (1 37 W2 N
Wz EIRIERT Y, Tz, ar SRR R
B2 A% O AE T8 BT . Blanton Z5(2008) A A K
XA AR A5 R AE S e A7 A T B A AN TR A0 B
BL, 4 T A RS S B TR MRS
B, BB A TR REAE B,
A PERLAT B BT e s ol S R AR AE TR A
AYRLTE, JEARHE O Y ST AR R, AN 2 —
R Hb 5 8 N, XA B T O AR TR T i
AN 32 UG Y HEFE (Miyajima & Yamaguchi, 2017).
WIFSE 2 A48 3R A JE DL A I B Rt {5 B 25
FUESE, H o HE—20 00 e g i T e A, X
TARKMFTREA —EHeE X,

YK, IE40 Finkelstein (1989)45 i, #hists&E
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Abstract

Normative misperception refers to the cognitive bias between an individual’s normative perception and
people’s true views of the behaviors or attitudes of others. The occurrence of normative misperception has been
proven to be universal, and it occurs when people mistakenly estimate the benefit of a certain attitude and/or
behavior. Scholars have begun to draw on normative misperception to explain humans’ social behavior. However,
whether different types of norm misperception (behavioral vs. attitudinal misperception) have different effects
on behavior, and whether different normative information (descriptive vs. injunctive normative information)
diverges in alleviating the normative misperception and its influence on behavior remain unclear. We also ask
whether the theory of impression management could be applied to normative misperception in exploring the
psychological mechanism underlying its impact on behavior. The current study aims to address these issues with
food waste in dining out as the target behavior.

Study 1 was a correlational study based a survey carried out among residents from six provinces situated in
the western, central, and eastern regions of China. We measured the independent variables (behavioral misperception
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and attitudinal misperception), dependent variable (food wasting behavior during the most recent eating out),
and mediators (three dimensions of impression evaluation: sociability, morality, and competence) with scales
developed in previous literature. After excluding outliers and participants who failed the attention check question,
we collected 957 valid data. In study 2, two two-factorial experiments (descriptive normative vs. non-normative
information in experiment 1; injunctive normative vs. non-normative information in experiment 2) were conducted
to test the effects of descriptive (injunctive) normative information on behavioral (attitudinal) misperception. We
also ran bootstrap analysis separately for each set of data to determine the relationship among normative
information, misperception, impression evaluation, and food wasting behavior.

The results of study 1 showed that participants tended to overestimate others’ food waste and their approval
of wasteful behavior, and both misperceptions had significant positive effects on food waste, implying that these
misperceptions not only exist, but also promote people’s food wasting behavior further. The t-test revealed a
greater effect on attitudinal misperception as opposed to behavioral misperception on food waste. In addition, as
speculated, the sociability dimension of impression evaluation mediated the relationship between both
misperceptions and wasteful behavior, whereas the mediating role of morality and competence were not significant.
In other words, because participants overestimated others’ wasteful behavior and their degree of approval, they
worried that being too economical in public might be considered as being stingy or indecent, and this worry
further bred wasteful behavior. Study 2 confirmed the difference between the mechanisms underlying the two
types of normative information: descriptive normative information reduced the behavioral misperception itself,
creating a new normative perception among the participants and prompting them to switch from complying with
the original norm (people generally waste food) to adhering to the new one (people’s wasteful behavior is not as
common as imagined), which mitigated misperception’s negative effect on wasteful behavior. On the contrary,
injunctive normative information did not decrease the attitudinal misperception itself but rather moderated the
relationship between the misperception and behavior: misperception still existed, but its prescriptive power
declined.

The findings of this study highlight the importance of considering the distinction between the two types of
normative misperception in social norm campaigns, and suggest two possible ways of correcting people’s normative
misperception: providing descriptive normative information to decrease people’s behavioral misperception and
providing injunctive normative information to ameliorate attitudinal misperception’s detrimental effect on
behavior.

Key words normative misperception, social norm, food waste, impression management, descriptive norm, injunctive
norm





