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1 [R)EE

ANbsthFEs R kAN, — M HA, J1—
I BEAEANAE, XU A REVK BRI M . EIH T 45 05T
H W) (remorse) 5 5% F 3 A T # (forgiveness)f&
&= Nk &R B9 WA K 8 [ K (Oostenbroek &
Vaish, 2018), H.52 % # K B i b0 21 40 55 &
R M S R AT, RS H AR U AT R, #E
THH 9 R BT . MAE St 5 2 4)
JLE 2 RE M8 55 S o b SR 2 S0 5 1 R R A
It o T =AY S5 27K - (Oostenbroek & Vaish,
2018; Vaish & Oostenbroek, 2021), ki, APripzE
HXZBEE AL T el Be A HA R, A2
HEE APRERES 5 A PR ANE 4t 2 8 54k o e id
TR, ARAR 3 SCCATE 50 R Bt A A7
R T RE T B 5, DA B[] T 55 28t A (Hook,
2009; Markus & Kitayama, 1991), It4h, 755840
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55 WL 5 (Botto & Rochat, 2019; Hook et al., 2009;
I 4§, 2012)
11 RIBEEEMHXER

R 18 A BT i S Y B R AT R 2R AN
W T 05, I GRS AR A R RIMEE B PN A5 )
(Brooks & Reddon, 2003), M EE = MATE A PR
gyt #2 TR S B i B A PURAT S I RE ) B9
B J1H % (Deem & Ramsey, 2016), 12 F 55
NBRmpge B4 A BR-& VR Y B 2200 K 3K (Vaish &
Oostenbroek, 2021). B 20248 A8 32475 E 5 e
T FE XS AU RS TS BN . IR T Ry, £
2R BWAN | BT S A TR AR O
PRZE R (Enright, 1991) 5 2 HAT LAEAL Ry FERH ) i
NPT EE, — 5 AT LA i 94 S AT Ry R ik e A0
B 2 M40 (Enright et al., 1992); 5 —7J5 i
AL 5 32 Bl 2 18 F A Ok 2 E B 1B &
(McCullough et al., 2014),
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R, MATEHE Z 0% 5 &0/ Hhds 57 51&
$i W2 M T A I S 3R kR 1Y) A0 B
(McCullough et al., 2014; Oostenbroek & Vaish,
2018). HHEHELS N, LR £ RIS EIRE
TS B AR AT R AT, IEA B T2 8%t
JUEEH RIATEMENTRIF I, B EAT A ZEAL
B RS E BAT R ARRAE, T I O RS A SE AT
(Davis & Gold, 2011; Weiner, 1986). 1&gt —
AR, ABEEH E SR IB ML AE M 2 FEH R A
COETE#E 208 FAR -, IR EZFE D
A A, AT EE i SE ALAY T e M (Keltner &
Anderson, 2000; Leary et al., 1996), HEHWIT L
W, ZEFEZHIRA WIS 2 s . BIR)STE
TR BSOS 7 AR I 5 2 SRR A 4, DA i 5 480
JU%5 3 (DiFonzo et al., 2020),

TEL LA R th PRFTACHE & 1A 5 52 35 3 v A
ZI O RO RRR A B 22, 4 LIRS RSt &
H 3 oA ny B USRI, R R A A s
R B vh 2 505 R F H 538 2 09 B BL (Vachou
etal., 2011), Ao FaRMRME | B A A M B
B A NS RO 4 L2 B R oAb R R AR bR,
WO ETI A S ae i B . MEHEE R R E
B A Ak, RBR TP Ir 4 LRgeT s LB, 5
4 41 ) Lae e A\ FRIE i, JERIHE &
o ROK; SR 4 2 4l LAY BE A% FRAR F1 Sk 18 Ak (R
VR XA R ™), JFARXERA H kBRI & R
i 98 2 (Oostenbroek & Vaish, 2018; Vaish et al.,
2011; Vaish & Oostenbroek, 2021), 0] UL, 4~5 % 1]
e S &I JL I 1y B A b A S 25 (81 JF: 3 1 52 i) 3 200
T RHBAER B, ST, AR EEH MRS
TR [E 4~5 2 &y JURT AL s 7 40 Mg 2 TRT ) B e LA B o 28
AT MRS, DASS IR Y 7 WF 5 v e 3% [ 4l LA 1A
rhRIE PR, O PR TR E 578 U 4 ) Lad i S 5 AT 55
225 FET RIS Kb uEds, FRATEE B A5
Rix—: 5 Z 4 JLReE PR IR, JFE7EIRE & R
LB L B HLAT B Y SE AUKOF 4 % 4 LBE S HER
PR AR I B 22 AV B TE R AN E o
12 EWREERBRMERHRXRPHIEAR

o9& 5 LA R 5 22 1) 06 R AB 2 3 AR 38 R A Al
A& BIWs#7EY(Hook et al., 2009), Z50L#H
ARE R T 52 FERERRBE S BT EER
&, #S BB (social facilitation theory)iA
A, A NTE 7 RE A% M T 38 0 AR AT 5 a2 S R Y
(/7 A T ) 5 = NS I S s e = R G R

(Zajonc, 1965). HHILLIR, F5 WL 1L ] RES 15
2B FRAR MR AD A A AR BT 45, o o AT
55 o PR Ml 5 25 G 1 (reputation management/
concern)Hig it — 25N Ry, AMARTE3Z B A\ 30T,
23N T AP EUR L A B R AR E SR A O
A7 R LA A 414 B (Botto & Rochat, 2018, 2019),
XT2FEEMS, AR T Bn HE BRSNS
FE BT SR R B AT, T B BRI

e R, NRANERTE 2 e 2 g —
P B ARPEAN > (evaluative audience perception)
AEJ, EDAMARENS BR 2 558 WL W AEAE T 55 01 23K
PR N B D A3k S At N A TH AR PE O (Botto &
Rochat, 2018, 2019)., Y H M AfESRT, 2hLIA
B =R A A S B A AT 23 3 1
(Engelmann et al., 2013; Grocke et al., 2019), {35 .
fir o1 A AT 82 i 3 02> (Engelmann et al., 2012;
Fuetal., 2015), $F I, ARWFGY 2400555 0 X)
T LR iR 5 58OGR 2, JF 4R TS
ik —: ML TIZEWETEY, S5 EE e lis)
JURFA A (R RIIT IR ) B B v 1) FE AR

55 WL 1 28 BUAS ] ] e 23 XA 5 98 B2 ]
R F R 22 R, ACRE . ZOm ., 4R [RAE
S 43 DL 55 LA (0 i G A R AS TR) & Je i B & 4
“ B A B9 /E ] (Domagata-Zysk, 2006; Mills,
1953), BFFERM, Ja sl A H BN 1 C R R AE
23 A O 5 A A DG Y A 2 (AN A Y
WE), JF H MRS MR R BRE VIR, SR
RAE 5 ERAT N Z 18] (1K 52 23 5 (Shah, 2003; 5K
IR %%, 2012), #6352, #JLUH IR A OB %
(55 W, R AT RO 2 I ER AL N B 75 54
PR T2, AR & ST G At o I B sl 4k b R 4
AT N

AR AN R A 24 2 2 LAt 2 Al g R b Y
BLSEWAE, (HIZBOMAE iR A S OC R I AR 1A 3 X
AP R BUSARAE, R4 LT 55 T 4e s A B
7 L TH i A9 5 B R 47 4 (Draper et al., 2009;
Yau et al., 2009). #F5XRM, FUmAELEXT40 LT
IR S5 B SONAFAEZE S, 3~4 2 B LIEHIN 2%
PROER W R SRR K STEHE R SIREM T,
A A2 A (SR R I S TE S R VR IR T 23R B
HH K A SRR E] (Ma et al., 2020), [RIEE, 414
AR N 55 WL B A TR P 55 WL T R 2 22 S 1 VO
Al )Lyt 2 B RGN B 3 FR A 54 BRh AL, i 22
S PR 58 2 K-, 4N, 4 % F0 8 % L2
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U S SIBE R N A L2115 iUy g i 3 ]
BN, IBAATAE AR E VR A A T S B
£ 195247 K (Shinohara et al., 2022), Mit, ASHF
FIRFEEEHIN . W A& . BaAE N =250, I
PP ERIE = . S5 R MR 5 P AR G R
R ETRTTER, 2OmSE . A sE . FEAE N
SEWLIT 5| K 1) 52 5 35 8 AR R 1%
1.3 PEXUMABREE

9 OC 2R 0 % 518 5 0k B A AR B S0k 22
5, I HxXFh = ol e e 4 LAt A b st O & Wt .
FEARAR 32 SR G b, 4l L) T4 4Pt 2 5.3
Y3 L VE AL 2 A (Wu et al., 2018), — 5 <R
TR R kA, S — 7 TR B HE R R A

P TS s O R B 6 DL (BRI 4%, 2012),

IR R AR i e nh o€ L BB X R EZ I
(Martinez-Lozano et al., 2011), Ti7E4MA& £ L3 fk
Wi, )L vh 2 # b SR AN N 2R H
B, — 7 T2 B SR O O R A A Bk R R 3R
fr{E(Rochat et al., 2009), 55— J5 HI1E % 3405 F B}
0 1) TR P Lok . AT . T A A RTINS
B B 1% 4% (Giinsoy et al., 2015), Jf18 % R &
1EAE2 28 R 1 5 24 R p 28 (Martinez-Lozano et al.,
2011 & BAEAR A F2 SCRIAS A 32 SCScAb byl DL
KB APRRK R, (HEC A UETAF A S22 7
PEGRI 4%, 2012), ST UL, AR SCIZE R
AT, SRR ESCIRFEAS, R 5 4L v
F IR DL S 5 A e 8 R IER

2 WS 1. R RER LS 4L
RN ESER

21 WRFA*E
211 #ik

KT IR J7 20, UL AR K4 LI
PE S ABEG PN 49 B, W 4 B 4L 25 4
(M 5w = 53.44, SD = 3.11; Hi B4 12 4), 5 54
JL 24 (M 5w = 64.08, SD=2.41; HH ¥4 1044).
T4 LI H PR PF e 5 5, HEBRE 1 bR AN
HAKE M BRSO IL, Mgl LAt F
FEEINENEE S Y IEH S .
212 gt

KR Z AL BT, A AR O R,
PRI AR 1 SRy 41 LI 56 2K - o
213 ZBRHMERE

SIS MR RAL. BE . A& T . REEAEW

RANR B LRI R —5K) . FoqE . —iRE T,
SRR TR 5 A R B P RN R
&5k FELFRIY P D R4l LA T8 — AL,
IEBBHLIE KRN AT S e o S b iy 4
ANFIEE 51 AL B #2h Zad b I 5 i i 5% AR 5
Hoi

22 WRERF

145 204 1 Oostenbroek A1 Vaish (2018)f# FH i
SR, WA 3 TS, 4 3 AR B
7o WAL C) TRV 4 215 2 4))
JUR MM Se . YK, BB S (Vaish et al., 2011;
Vaish & Oostenbroek, 2021; Vaish & Savell, 2022),

E—ME: “EEITAER

H—, 5 IUOTE e = AT B AR,
RIFH TR BT AL B A Lt A=, ) JLAk
TES iy, PS5 51 AL TR S~ g T i
HA — Ik HANFEA = SO BN & T LR AL
B AT &1 B4 A P R IR A, 4L
& B S HM B0 RiEE o R AARTE
L1 LI T o

%0, ERAERGLASER L AL B AL
) 2% [ A Y ARV, TG 22 S AT LA B AR I Y 2
il WE, FERFNESEIT. JLaE, % H %S
ST

B, LI AL B HAKE X T B, I
TR —FBHILNE; WA — R 2 LAY E
(— ANE—uiw), IFA/NC W T 4L mE, H R
S WA T

S, SLER T A PR O SR
R AR, FREAE PSR, 2R, H
A W 100 A 1) 3 (DS I U XN A ), S
o1 B AT, HO2RiRE i, 3K
W CARAY L, BT AR, SIS DT B X
e i A R A AL A B, AN B B PR RS 8
WEA R RIE SR, 2861 AL B Ui/ L im
17T )5 LT i

EME: 4h)LEMRFRE

Hi—, ERFALEL ERAES HUE IR B
(ANHEENIA KA —Y)), B85 AL B iz —
TARVEETT,

W, FRATFR IR B S L i IR B
Klim, R gt m ek A T4, R4 LS
R [ 2 <A FD B i T FRAY I, DU 4k 2k S T i)
[R]5 4R 2R 4l JLAS BE 58 & [0 25 (22 103k A I 5
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55 %

), DR R AT B4 L T e B I, G
CEAWEN? WEFEREN? 7,

W=, EEREYLE R A S, BRI
A 51 A B IR I & (5 T 1k 0] 250 /5 2 o) i)
He 2N W ET, kS gL MAT (R BB T
fta? 7. WRLILEINZAE A F1 B #1715 535
Vb T4, e fh i B AR B 23 3 b, v 2 Al A
b, BOH RS RIS MM AN ZE, ERE AR
g e, nR4LEC TR B AR, +
FE N7 ZEAR MR 4 LW A S50 03 40 il 1 1 A4, BD
S BT A RIUH TRMHE R B TE A SE g 51
B A R

2, BT 2LAER ) )T SCIE 20 s R,
HhHEZ BN T AR RS A S, RIRIBERIA & A T 9
07 16 1 SR O R DX R 5 < ORI SR O

E=ZME: FRESBEESZSUE

ZW BRI WA TEY, ma)LoaRTE £ 47
NF&F T 58 o

20 MR IR I

Z: IR A WE ST (Oostenbroek & Vaish, 2018),
TR (R PO ] R AT

1. REITR ARRZ B (EFARKRIEHATIN BB
H)?

la. At 4?

2. P ERALAE B (EFARKIGHAT R

H)?
2a. AH 47

3. de BARBBI T, RAABELSF R A BR

B? (ZH AR KISHATHI R F)
3a. AH 47

4, R RET H—tad, HRIAAESBEWH? A
E R B? (EFHAMRKRIGRATEIE )

da. AH2A?

5. mRARERKT, RIAA L IRARET
&7 AEE B? (ERHARKRIBRATG B R )

S5a. AHA4?

(Bl 1~5 Sh3B e @, H s 18 P03 1Y) 2 BRI
FEAATE] o QiR g L B H B A, ERFAS
PRS2 LS B e 8 an R4 LA Il h 3
U — R Rl SR 4l L A [0y ) 2k 252
T—#, [P la~5a SRR, B 7EFREfIAS)
PIRS BRI HP=SibE- =

B AR RR

FRANGYIL A BT Ui/t . X BA A+

b, —23 A FI B S FRREMATEF o WA
=, T LDEIE S AT, SRS EREA RO A
1h o WERLILFRIES, ERASE UM/ MARE B
CHEE LS — BEZT05%, FREAER T4
W2 A AL B ALY PRI 8. 4 )L AT LAFFT
1 Fh Al [E] 2%

SCE D AL B & T BUREIE R S B R4 LT
A. BT RRREE .

RS SR AR BB | AT B MR S IR 45 R Y
SN, S R A S DA TR A AR (A) L TG
PG (B A1 £ 25 R 2 ] 5. H 30 A P 350 0,
N 256 BIFE L LW A YK | & 8 A AN TG LR 1Y)
WOF . MR R 526 51 A R B 44 5 1 BRI
EBTERE BRI AT T -

23 WER{tHE

SCIREE RS, JE B AL B — iR 1] s [A) i [H)
FHREA— R m g v 5L H 1y, IR A Y
WX AR 25, 5L 52— 0B
2 A, Bk g L—ABo EALY, Jf s/
i 2 5 BORE— N T U /MR

WEFEAEAS T HLNE A . &y LI 4 B2 1 [R)
B EYILMAESY, $)UES 5 8 e aT
PLEPER o LRI R 27 R AA PR ZS BY 25 W Al
SURPAETI
24 MIRER
241 #IL3HRIGHIIER

HLXT 5 BB BEAE R E 1 PR, )
n, 5518, 42 44(85.71%) 4 Lik#E T B (EiT IR
TCRAER), 1 44(2.04%)4LIEEE T A CERHRR M
), 6 £4(12.25%) 4 JLAMU M ¥ 4565 52 T
WICE S . TR G . R T
REHSBh A O . JCMR Mg 5 AT BE PO i ks ) O
R ) B[R] G B SRy 17, AN AT A TR (A R
[ R it SR <0, —IHER K B 45 R BREE 3
RBCINSRRERE T, RV ESER? ) L4 Lt
A B W AE A e p (EA 23 (p = 0.85), HAx 4
B R AL B BB i L2 2 AN P
(ps < 0.001, proportion difference = 0.66~0.92), H.
B PR U BE I A S L AECE £ X Uil B
<y 1 A Sk S )1 5 BB B 1 ke 4 L AR Al R
5 15 1 PR

RITRIIRZE SRR, 4l JLoX 2 A 5 Y L 7
PSR AR T T O 0 2 25 - (ps > 0.05), {HJEFE
B3, 4555 ZEESR AR EER
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Tk Hkk
07 95.92% —*
dekk
45 85.71%
. 79.59%
40 75.51% °
35+
53 63.26%
3 30r
A
& 25t
%
20t
i
ﬁ 15 -
Y 18.37%
o 18.37% 20.41%
Sy "16.33% °
12.25%
5¢ . 4.08% 8.16%
2.04% 0% . 0
0] e %
-5
HiTR FEWR FAREA THB | B SEERER I | EA AR FAKT
o{RMEE 1 47 31 8 0
OJCHEEE 42 2 9 37 39
P Ep 6 0 9 4 10

BT BFSE 1 sl e R B A DL E %)
" 7p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05 A,

(*(1, N=49)=8.15,p =0.004, p = 0.41), 4 341 JL
A I 1] 22 ) N R A U [ 22 i N BRI
BEZ5(p = 0.69, proportion difference = —0.12), 5
2 4y LAt TR [l 220 04 Nt 3 22 T oA Al o
[m 2 NE(p = 0.002, proportion difference =
0.66).
242 LHEEREXLILERNZMm

P . JCMRME 1 T8 ALK T i B A0 B 46 %
{HHE/NTF 0.4, F56 IEZ43 1 (Hair et al., 2017),
RIEXTEEA ¢ Ky, S LA SEs 5t AL B 1Y
LR, SRR JE MM 58 A Y 5 e A7 A
X (1(48) = 6.67, p < 0.001, |d| = 1.91), 4L
L L PRI A A B AE SR E (M = 7.33, SD = 2.44)
BELZ T MM E My = 2.67, SD = 2.44), BI%JL
X PR Y T AT . eAh, PRI REAS ¢ K
MZE IR, 4. 5 2 4 LAHRMgss | oMM 1) o8
REIK P YR AAAE 10 2 B M0 25 S AR 0 22 57 (ps >
0.05)
25 NG

SEREV], Tivk 4 B2 5 ZBE L4,
PInete SR UAS R R I IR, JF HSHR MY
LEH RN TH S TEAKE . XMEERYS
Oostenbroek F1 Vaish (2018) 8l 57 45 &R — 2 .
— B S 4 LS BE 0% 1E PR A0 45 B Rk MRS 4G

T B K e AL, BTN TR] S Oostenbroek 55 A
KILVGTT 4 % 4l JLASRE FLOE BR A0 58 5 308 Y 1L
(RPFRBJE M . A IR, B A WM U 4
TGRS I S KRB 22 5% SR, A
e 4 2 rh E 41 LC 2 Re s e AR AL 55 & R 08
RN, ik, —J7UESE T IR E L R
FEAUEE 5 MR 5 32 3 3 9 AL 2 ) I 1) SR IR OC &R,
oy — 7 AR FUR 25 AR 32 SCSCARXT T4 L&l
R A DS L OWAUCRER) AT RE R A AR W T
W F sty . ST, IWHEAR S 5 3
i, B MBEAEL LR 5 58 AU B b i ]
REEH, BRI £ etk il mm 4y )Lt 25 1A
R —FhA 25 221k

3OWEG 2: IR 1
G 2 T R

3.1 MRAE
311 #ik

K FHEERERAE 19 77 =0, S BUL AR A S 4 L
HPE S ANPEHN 139 4L, Hd 4 2 4L 52 4
(M yw = 55.54, SD = 3.29; Hh 54 23 £), 5 % 4)
JL 87 %4(M snw = 64.62, SD=2.74; Hh B4 364).
F T4 LR PEBOM AT 45 5, HEBRE I B At A
L AthoRS fih A5 1 4l L o 0 55 W 2 4l Lk T 7
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PERMIREHBINGE ), G A5 W =3 T Hm
et gl L H e i B &< (3 &), FA
A N5 2 5 4 LA AS A R B S A BE 2% 1Y [+]
B4 IL3 4.
312 gt

KH 2 Cem Ry M. JoWif) x 4 GEULE
FAL: HOMSE W AW . FEAE NS, TE57
PR Z IR ALK BT, 4N A A SR,
ZH (0] AR a Ok 55 0 28 A R AR Ol &)y L BE
K
313 ZBHMMERE

[R5 1,
32 MRERF

AR BRAER AR RIS 1, ME— AR
HYJRTE S =B Be iy <SR 4 AT 55 DU 46>, BRFSE
14 49 2401, HA =40 (41 30 )5 BiEHU
IR A . BAAE NS AR T 58 U MR B A DU, JF:
SE ST IR BCAT 55 o FER R 250 1) it A R gk A 7 5% I
Sy BCRT, 5570 B EE A R, WA R R
H AULE . ANRIBE LN
33 WR{CIE

[FHF5E 1,
34 WIR&GR
341 #h)L3TiRIGAI IR

%6 3 8i(p = 0.011, proportion difference = 0.22)

*okok

Ah, GLXHAh 4 TR SRS R 50T 1
A2 RBL AR — B, AERRE R b 0 BAR A B
W 2, RITKR I LE SRR, L LA i
PR AAFAE 5 25 1 591 25 5 (ps > 0.05).
342 IHEEREBESHILELNXER: ARAEUE
sEA

P | JOMRAREE Y T R - (i e 3 4 ot
/N 0.5, FFEIESDAR . ML FEA ¢ Ky 50 1Y 45
R, 4 1S 2 4l )L | JoRAE Y g 0
IR Y5 AN A S 35 O AT 8 P 31 25 5% (ps > 0.05);
TR WA AE T 4 LG IRARGE | JCHR MR 58 K-
YIRAEAE I 35 B 591 25 52 (ps > 0.05),

R | TC5E W ST G LS AR 22
S, BEOLHEBOR A Z0iisz WA . 410 A 55 ML T BE
NS 1/3 (15 £) 9k BB 0 <A 55 0
47 (N = 45)IF i Ry<1”, 4T MLL(N = 49) 5t
0", B KB . S IR SCHTAE N (2021) 1 %
PLHEAT IEBIGAIE, 45 3 B TRl BORE AR 5 SR AR
A E 2R WA | O Y TE AL KT B2 A
U FE 2 XHE Y /NT 0.4, FFEIES /30 o LAgl LA
g . JCMMEAEAS & 10 T BUK T IR A e, 84T 2 O
A M. o) < 2 (HTEHWE: A5
. TS WA )R E G R 2208, a5 R (W
 3). G SRR W (F(1, 92) = 43.32, p < 0.001,
ny = 0.32), 2 JLXHREE 14 5E ALK 2 v

*kkok 1
140 M1 98.56% e
89.93% —
120 + ,L‘ 84.89%
. 77.70%
100 - f |
S 61.15%
R g0t
i
&
< 60
% 32.38%
= 40
% 15.11%
’ . 0
20 9.35% o, 935%|  [1293%
1.44% 6.47%
0.72% . 0% 0%
O] [ —
-20 —
FER K WA B THRBY | ERTRERH | Al AEHE T AT
D 1 137 85 13 0
O TG g 125 2 45 108 118
R [ 13 0 9 18 21
B2 WF5E 2 haa i e A B 1E DL %)
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BrRoLE A JUREE IS 52 4L

TCMRE Y 5 ALK o A 5 55 LA 2R A8 HLAK
N3, F(2,92) = 5.97, p=0.016, 1 = 0.061, XF
MM ALES A, DLAE T MR = 7.33) FINSE
K- b 25 8 T4 LA A 55 258 1 98 20K 7
(M = 6.07, p = 0.016); Xt FILMILH &, 4hILTFE
TFHMFAM = 2.67) F B 58 RIKF- 8 E K T4 L
FEA 55 WA T I 58 ALK (M = 3.93, p = 0.016)
AL, 5 A P S R LR SE AR, B3R
IR LR X TR 1 S KT R AR T

k%%

10, -
9 r
8 7.33 O WA
7 6.07 B HIFWE
6 *
¥s
2 3.93
B4 267
3
2
1
0
g T

B3 W5 2 AT TRSE I Z A T 4L IE UK
B REL AR, T,

PR | TOMRME R 1 SRR T J3E R 5 246 %of
HE/NTF 0.5, FFAIERI0 o K5 AN [] 25 70 55 0
HXI G LRI sE R, DL L . el
JOEEH B SRR IR AR R, 31T 2 R A . PR
g, ToMRME) x 3 (R AL BUMSSW . 4K
S B AR N 550 ) H A IR 25 AT, SR R
(VLI 4). MR RN 3 (F(1, 87) = 64.65, p <
0.001, ny = 0.43), & LRI 14 58 K P 35
TXF TR ) B8RRGSR S A Y 58
RGN 3 (F(2, 87) = 4.07, p = 0.02, n3 = 0.09), if
— BN AT R B X TR, B A N
(M = 8.20)51F T 1Y 58 K- 1 2 8 T4 FH A 55 U8
(M = 6.43, p = 0.008)FIZUIHZZ (M = 6.80, p =
0.035) 7% T W B MUK P X T IomMfgE, &k
WM = 3.57, p = 0.008) FNZ Vi 55 V(M = 3.20, p =
0.035) 4% T 1y v B K-35 1 25 155 F FE A5 N 55 0
(M= 1.80)4 M T 1Y 58 BK -5 G A A2 55 WA 20T
SEAAE T G L T . oML S & 1 5 UK
PI4T35 R (ps > 0.05)
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The association between transgressor’s remor se and victim’s for giveness among
young children: The activation effect of bystanders

CHEN Guanghui, LI Yihan, DING Wen, CHEN Jing, ZHANG Liang, ZHANG Wenxin
(School of Psychology, Shandong Normal University, Jinan 250014, China)

Abstract

Humans are extremely social beings, and we attempt to repair our ruptured relationships when

transgressions occur that damage interpersonal cooperation. The expression of guilt and remorse by the

transgressor and the forgiveness by the victim are both vital to the repair process. To some extent, transgressors’

remorse is the most prominent elicitor of victims’ forgiveness. Previous studies have demonstrated that

forgiveness emerges as early as 5 years old and that young children are capable of forgiving a remorseful

transgressor even in the absence of an explicit apology. Given the emphasis on relationship harmony among

Chinese people in a collectivistic culture, parenting and socialization might help children understand peers’

remorse intentions and forgive them at a much earlier age. Furthermore, the high need for personal reputation

and social image in peer interactions, which is called “face” (mianzi) by the Chinese, might lead to individuals’
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forgiveness decisions being influenced by bystanders who witness or participate in group interactions. Therefore,
this study aimed to investigate whether 4- or 5-year-olds could have the capacity to infer an apology from
displays of transgressors’ remorse in order to reveal the influence of remorse on forgiveness and further explore
the activation effect of different types of bystanders among the association between remorse and forgiveness.

Study 1 was a one-factor (expression of remorse: remorse vs. no remorse) within-subject design. Forty-nine
children aged 4 to 5 years (27 girls) were investigated by a classic paradigm of remorse and forgiveness. The
“tear picture” game was used to create conditions of expressing remorse and not expressing remorse. Then,
children were asked ten questions designed to assess whether they understood the true intention of remorse.
Finally, the resource distribution task was used to assess forgiveness behavior. In Study 2, a total of 139 4- to
5-year-old children (80 girls) were recruited to participate in a 2 (expressions of remorse: remorse vs. no
remorse) x 4 (types of bystander: no bystander vs. teacher vs. good friend vs. stranger) mixed experimental
design. The procedure used in Study 2 was identical to that used in Study 1.

The results showed that: In Study 1, both 4-year-old children and 5-year-old children truly understood the
intention of the expression of remorse, and they were much more forgiving of a remorseful transgressor than of a
transgressor who had not shown remorse. In Study 2, although children were still more forgiving of a remorseful
transgressor than an unremorseful transgressor in the presence of bystanders, bystanders significantly increased
the level of forgiveness shown toward unremorseful transgressor and reduced the level of forgiveness for
remorseful transgressor. Specifically, for remorseful transgressor, child victims were more forgiving of a
transgressor while in the presence of strangers than while in the presence of teachers or good friends; however,
for unremorseful transgressor, child victims who were being observed by teachers or good friends showed more
forgiveness behavior than did victims who were being observed by stranger bystanders. Furthermore, the results
showed that young children were more likely to equally distribute flowers to remorseful and unremorseful
transgressor in the presence of bystanders, especially teachers or good friends.

This study successfully revealed that young Chinese children could accurately understand the intention of
transgressors’ remorse and thus be willing to perform forgiveness behavior at age 4, which is exactly 1 year
earlier than their counterparts in the Western sample. More importantly, we also present a new theoretical
hypothesis, namely, the “bystander-activation effect of social expectations”, to propose that the presence of
bystanders activates individuals’ socially desirable behaviors, such as “requite injury with kindness” and
“egalitarianism”, in the Chinese collectivist culture. Thus, it is easier to understand why bystander onlooking
could increase the level of forgiveness for unremorseful transgressor and cause young victims to distribute
flowers to remorseful and unremorseful transgressor equally. Furthermore, the greater the authoritative or
intimate level of bystanders is, such as teachers or good friends, the stronger the activated social expectations
are and the more socially desirable the engaged-in behaviors are. This study provides important enlightenment
for understanding the association between remorse and forgiveness and for rethinking the cross-cultural
differences in children’s socialization.
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