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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 OATRERINACLUBEI L, R SR A ST R IURE ) S B E R S EOEE, ISR B 5F
Fro SRTX AR ERRNS? 8 WHFFE(N = 1, 888) ZORMEUE NEFFAE AN & K BN R SRR BTy, 2RI
MBENIFEFRFIRBEN 1738 h s M, e B NARA BT 15578 A5 o SO e 22 19 s R, RO 1
Pt S AR U T 04 (1 SRR TR, SR PR SR 72 AP, R N IRIERE ) T B 2 BB TE ORI FR U, HHL.OBE

4 B A

[REE -S4y =

@A BN, AR, B, L RIS

SEE  B849: C91

1 55

BAAMBERIAC . Em,
FEBESF I PR sl b, [EREA A KR . e
A B AT R R 2 U R R
FRABE AT, R 5 M— AR T EEL T AR
PIAS TARER 2, (A3 8P o ARF R i s
E/NDE, AT &, i —FUrART . IR R
SAtafii e WRE NN, BT F—AE PN
FHRWOEER A —BTAART, BHH
Ahwge . sk, BRI EERAT, Ak
TEH S T BT, Nk SR BIE ] 5 7 M e BLAE
Al R AR AEBRAS w20 B 2 AR SR RE A 12k
PEAFAL R, — A 22 Pk AT BRI L KA 7 1)
BB R T UURAENS A th R ESTEIH, 1
DMITIF R L R ET RO, 84, I A Sk
TF P 25 1 ) 50 Sl T ol 546 s E 75 G A AT 00 AR
FRCHS AT ThT U LE B rh R 7

PATEBF SRS 1SR G ] 58 £ MR BR 58 L) A

W s H 3: 2022-08-12

2 H 2RI 1E(Hart et al., 2020; Johnsen et al.,
2014; Sela et al., 2019). 0, M FELELEZAN
ARAS BN, oA ) in A A 2 55 g ATBA, BE A
it el AL & R ATBA, R R ) O T b R4,
DI O T 45 ) 76 55 AT B s 53 9 5 4 v 0583 i 1
(Kirgios et al., 2020); AfilidSEEEHITIREE, H
We | A, B AT fig 35 B ofe Al 5 2 i A 3 4k
(Garcia et al., 2019); [FFE, MAHSHkE 5 A3
TR IR, S5 AR YA, AT AT BRI X
T A AR A P 28 922 i (Johnsen et al., 2014),
RGO PR ANE RS, AMTUUH R A & R4
B
SRIMTAFE R I O, ANCEFI MR,
T LI B RE TS MR TERE 2L, PR 1 5R 75
IESERIEE ST R Z — o AT LIRS, At
FEREAIAA e ) AR G An] JE 7R INHERR B, B 58 NTEIE
PE e PLAE 7 U I R S U BE ] R 7R 2 51 ok 22 0F
T (] s A, DA R A Fn il 2 A5 o . FRAT]
e, ANSAGBE TR 7 A0 An, ROAE R = )
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B K A VLSBT 7 AR TEIT O & 8 AT BLRE ) 1 4 b 767

o RFUI A0SR R PR T, S/ NPEAS 2 5 AR,
F9 BB /NP TS RREOR Tk N R
(ER37N  h EA ta o o s S I Bt RS DN D =
FAyrpuls o ME AR Bl RS2 B IR OC

1.1 BEHOEANER MM AR

A A O HE (role  theory) Al 53 1 41 £ A 1
(situated social cognition)Pit, AR IAFIHITT
RS2 T AL 1 B A A (5 52 0 (Biddle, 1986, 2013;
Pettigrew, 2017; Smith & Semin, 2007). & 1f§iX L6
&, MEMIRCRELZ S h 28, T AR
L>(egocentrism), ATEAHSZAHZRETHCH
fii LR AE (Epley, 2008; Epley et al., 2004; Eyal &
Epley, 2010), *fELIAHZIfib A A9z, 0 A% 8 1
(empathy gap; Loewenstein, 2005; van Boven et al.,
2005; van Boven et al., 2013). a0, Af1iEHI A
XPGEET, O A pt s ML KR 4 ik A OB I
gl A, SRR 5 A N AR XS 7% A
WAt e, B2 E BRI A BB R
2 ii (Garcia et al., 2019); #2232 B & 7 T U £
SR AP R, TR OR B R A B Rk
77 A Y (Kumar & Epley, 2018); $#%%%%
A EIRBE PR E.S), 75832 W4 I it
BZ, MBS FH LR H P 0 R B2 15
824 A (Zhao & Epley, 2021),

AR £ 82 BT AR BT A TE T AR I, KRR Y 2,
A W VN 2Rl N B RSz, 7 A T g 22
(misprediction), # T AE H Bl = i I P A PR3 4 2,
RS IR A B N AN IESZ, BT LU 25 4% it i
PR R H B RO sy, B dE L
ZFN A K (Garcia et al., 2019); AFEREHEELK
R, o R e R RE, 2 A2 BaEE 1R
SR R, R AN JE SRR, X BHAS T ABR
At (Kumar & Epley, 2018); A% JEJE R 1
A, % A SRR Y L RN, Z A
NGV B2, I A BTN, X
fd AT 52 T BT 3242 R L (Zhao & Epley,
2021)0 &z, MR A B A, XELL
ER PO Al N2, SR Z AN R 2R
1.2 HNFFREBNEE

TEGEPE L B AE ) STy, A AR 7T RE 8 8
ILAERS Y, A TR 22 . PP A TR SR AN
TAEH BARRYBE S, WRT | B EPEHd FE v i
RZ o B e A (BTS00 ) 5 ZE A i, DR o
HEFTARTIRMGE T . HE ., A3kl

fige e A ME LLAE B PFAf 25 X BE ] 55 78 3 I VAN A2
JRAZ 5

B, RETEE IR AN EE T, B
THGE 455 B A (affect infusion model)F1H MG
B % (feelings-as-information theory), A% 252>
S PR (Forgas, 1995; Schwarz, 2012), #iln,
McFarland %5(2003) % B8 AL F FEUAR 1 26 H 04 8 1 EE
Ab T I AR 2 b i Bl O AT AR B T AR AR
(9 K& 55 % . Schwarz Fll Clore (1983)% BlJgsz £ F1
AR T A T A & 1 % AR 3 T R B2 . Ferris
(1994 KB, GiRPEAl b, PROE IR B 5C T
By B AR B FRAR S 25 s, X PR B AR B S ik
L, R AT EC B R A IPAN H bR . iX BB SR AR SR W,
N B IEAZ AT g e HPEAN Aok

AT BET 5% 75 2 P4 W) o] BB A2 [ 52885
Mo SEIREE PR B B0t RN (L 1T 7™ A= 6 136
J&5Z (Mercadante et al., 2021), Z5 & LIFERF G H 5%
TR S FUAS I 5 75 5 1 Jre I BE 0 1 55 T LA e
AT PR 1 H S2IEE SO ASAR B TR 5 —
TR TR S BT 5| & AR RSz, BT
e X, Rk NAPEN 5578, R i iFmr A3 B
CUAR R A 4003, F 1T IR AR 21 7 U3 T 15 Bk A A
Al BB H RSB (R, MR SR (Williams
& Desteno, 2008), X 3R P-4 & 78 PEA 5 2 A B
FEFRFRUN A B, X FLAE Y 1E 1 7 4 (Ashton-James
et al., 2012), KU, PFUE RS B SEEAR VT BB =X
PEN SR E R B . (E1S — 1R 102, TR
1) A ZEIBRIE AN T T K S s 4l i 5%, A
FZ5E T LA BT o BN, S Bem s B ge
RET) . e i mME BB U AR T RE X H
HAs iR 2l o i 55, (B HOR — 8 B
2o Rk, VRN B R 2 1 T 2 AR 40 0 i << %
&R, FRRBE] SRR A

Jy—J7 L, FEE. AT AR ILAE T R
b, R N BRI RGeS, BB KR,
VMESRAG A 1 TIESAAE, 4ok Z5kse A Jf
eI, Iz Bk NRE A EAINITEZ:, i
e N B AE“lER, FRRE Sy skiE . Flan, 6eJi-F
S35 A6 1] T [0 388 g 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 B RE ) ik H B ANTR Y
RE W —HRE 28, BBk, Sk IH IR,
IR EOBE ) 5775 . [RlEE, [ R Aol fee e AR TS
F B R ILEE ) I e B, 2N &%
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L

55 %

P& KA G 7 AR 1Y) A SR, PRI A N AT R AR
fETEPEA B R SR B RE I itk o 25 1, FRAT
BB

B 1 i NSl B O 7EPE 35 B S
JRBLRE I PR AS DA, DRI R 38 2 BIE T 5 75 4T sl T
TS

s 2 H B AR TR0 O 25 ) JE R E T, PEY
HUR N T EARYE 2 — R g T [ B K U
A B SRR, iR RE A B 3 O Z AP sk
%, ARG R /R BE ) T BOR UL, YO TET- M &
B SO T 45 5 B R R SE
1.3 Z=HRKIE

PRI E R UNIEE SNBZY R 473 YN
2 AL B4 R 2R T R A SO e 25

—, W E T K AU AT R AR, i
FECEM B I TR, 74 RAFE&3Z (Cooney et al.,
2017), ST PEIITERE BRI . AR S KIEM
AT AR, BRI DL i KOk e, K
WLt . PRk, AR K 2R 1 R, 9]
n, A A AR R, (RBCE ISR TH AR
fEo FEBRBFSE 1 SRR S rh, FRATHA ORIV 3 %48
FAFARRA SIREZ b B R AH ] L R A 228, ansRaT
W B AR E B 15 7 e A, IR DA IR
AT R R AR AZ YeE T HAm AT

B MM E RSB I R R E S A CTE
SR HA AR, B X ] — 401 e R 2
R MR AR S B, AATEE S A S A
#(Byrne, 1997), HIHPEM & 45 THEN ISR 7 B s
VEM o SR, e N Sl BERE PP & T S84 ik
SRR Ty 248 AR [R], a0 A e A 53 B 20 PF- ¢ # 4
AR, AN GRS G, R, FRATTE A
5 N 3 Bl s B0 1E B B S0 e 22 02 A5 AR E
FETE LAHEBR 1250 G
1.4 AR

FATIE T 8 WU FE K o 4o 1 A2 A AIRAN FETE M
BRI GUEURILEE ) TS VAN, I8 7 1 T e 22

__________________________

.....................................

AP SRR I8 1o ATFE 1 2 3 KgAK
WEFE 1 R oA e N B R FNPEAr 5 1Y 8, 7856
H B ) i 18 e 18 v 48 s T g 22 S FLfE SR . ST 2
G 30 7 SRR T DR 9 A B TS S0 g 22 2 A A E
FETE, HAHIPE 28 0 A AN FEC U 1 21
P, HEBROC T REAME R SE s . F5E 3 i A
P EER R R FE AU RE 77, FRATLAHRER ¢ T WA
UM 5 i . FST 4 2 8 R BN HL ] . I
W5 4. 5 o BRI N S HhbL . GETT, R
BNl 2 A e N B A, RIBEE AR BE ) 2
A o) WOR T R IEHE /R S . WF5E 6 BRI A
PR IIERZ, 50 S BRI O 22 1 FEA 35 i
12, BPDPEA B AR PE 8 gty >k 1 A SRR, (5
Tk N 2N & RS2 . BF5E 7 il B4 &
(14 JS AR AR FE ) 0, T b A S R i 2
P PEAN 0 BEAT o WFST 8 X LA e N FPFAfr 2 7 i
KPP I AR, oo R I i N FITAN 35 T 4% it
P

WIE Grpower MIITHE LR, X FHER N 2
(Cohen’s d = 0.5 5 ¢ = 0.3), FLiA% 0.8 HSEITAL,
BAFERDTE 64 N BMIRNTETA LA
BAFEREDHEL 65 A, Uil 25t
1o FrA WA ELAT UL https:/osf.io/xhmja/,

FF ST 1 HH 55 B S A 3 R 98 1 S sl 50 A ik
YERVEI 2, LA TR e A48 28 0018 SCE B
SEIRAETEAY, P55 5k A RE 7S HERA TUIN P4 & 1Y)
SEHUERE
21 #ik5i&it

i WAL R BT S 130 24 A,
T 41 N @tk 89 N, FIAERK 27.56 £ (SD =
6.95 %), KRR FZGIRMEIT, AR NAG,
Oy MRS NFIPEAT & o FEPEM B 4L, FeAi 1B R ik
WA O BEIHERK MR, X mEKiE SO K
BB PR

B NEFREEL R .

=N B 2 SRR,
WA S PP T VA
__________ @& mm omE

K1 R HE A
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B K A VLSBT 7 AR TEIT O & 8 AT BLRE ) 1 4 b 769

22 i

ik N TG A1 R 3 2m B2 2 IR SC U BRI 2 38 3,
PR3 ¢ T8 SCE B 7 T ek o ik AR 2E
(PR i 5 E D422 ) — = FHE IR I S FE4 1 dh
— [ RIS LR PEZE, RNkl — A
i e N2 36 BRI W 173 93 01 56 T8 3T . 8022 ) g
R, X P IS AR L FRAE S, A T AR
[\, A HEMNhEsE—f, BFHAITEE,
AN =7 S RCEIA  IX PR e R e as iz, st
— M. e N TR, PR AU RKIEC. AR
R EHE KR . AREKIED), S7EAER
HRSZ B 3 ORI SC(EE) . B S R E A 1%
“THURTU, VREESEME— =R, T4 v aeR
JE? 2 (1= 8%, 2 = W30, Uil A\
T, FRATT5 03 A FE T 5 AR Yk S 3 vh AN 3
Pt —3%, AIARAFESMEA o o TEIX AP SR IL T,
o1 N 2585 T B B 1] 25 (incentive-compatible),
2377 M S2BR A A (real consequence).

PR B e 28 | SRR T 22 R S el 4k
=), AIEE N EATE RS A O SCEEeEA
FERIBEN] o R, FRATIX A3 AR [ 4505 1 PE A
Ho A, TP ETERESC IR R ARIEZE, N
W24 RS 2B 2 2 i R i S 3R T h ikt —
P . T/ NI TR CF T ek, T4
PR TR F22 )RR, 5 =T A B I A X M
WR Rz, Tim—k. P& R ISR
MR BRI (1= /B, 2= /2R,

w5, A BRI S PR AR .

23 HR5R

Dy HAS R RPN AR B, HEAT R O7 41
Bro G5 FM, A 44.60% M55 N LR E- ST M
FE KA S, W 63.10%7E N F ik H
PR AT s A E S, (1, N = 130) = 4.46, p =
0.035, ¢ = 0.19.

WEFE 1 bR e e NFPEAN 3 B S0+,
il 1 PR HE SRR, B AR B SR T
KA I RE ) i PO, WO R B PR SEFAT
VPRS0 RIS TR AT A 12 A A Tl 2F-
FRAE, MR R I U g 25 . AL, BT

T 15 HLS A P A VORI AN [R) G Y AN

SE LA A% DX RS Tl S A7 2 X 2 A ) B R
(BITE 12 U IR (14 ) o 50 B (R i 2% sk 1
W) o P, PRAN o T BEXS T B K U A,
WA T YR ISR H Em i . LU ST, A1

PRITA R HELC  AS R ARl ) 3 i Pof < RIS 2 1
AR, AHEBRSABMER T B tesh, #F5E 1
PR A BRI AUR, X [ B B AL E,
PRI I SR AIF 5T H AT SR RO R A5 35 0 DL SO 4 ik
PERIPPAN 2 XA AR KRR . 13, IO
R GISIFARREPL I IE, X RS I BT JC kA%
YRR IC R o MR PIZIR I, 5 ZET SR BEHL >
L% SRR S U

3 WS 2: ERIESINTE

FFRRAETE 1 N2, BFFYE 2 R A™ A% 0 S5 55
2, BB B 2 A A5, TS 56 6 T
PEI) 5575 0 0 O 22 & A e . S ok, FRATI IR DT
P R AN R S ) 2 Ml s R P A [
HEBR PEH & X AR AE A ST 0 BE 1] 5 78 38 7 A 4
TR T S B A g 2 1 B Al i

WAL, G5 T IR R ILAE ], XT 0
T B L AN HE S B 22 P AL PRI FE (Levin et al.,
2001), HICIBTEMFPFERI T, MIFRATHOHER, B
e NER L Il e P A A TR A JRE S, H
TR BV 5 B IEAZ, PIIRATTIA R TR T 5%
F 1 THOIN s 25 76 P FP B R B AR

IE9E 2 SR L LR IE 5, 708 RN K%
PR T IS A 0 T 2 2 AR E AR AE o X FRAE
OSF ¥ &5 347 T 1M (https://osf.io/xhmja/)
3.1 #Wik5i®itT

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

fieid N SeiE 5, A4 A C 4 S E K 3§
FriEAZFE . IR /DTS B (S IR FE ],
FERIFE M GR K AB L B 18 TP PR L XS, R T
o B PR —— 5 R, A i —— s
— 3R, RIFRE D — N B R(EEIR) . Bk
THAMRIERIFE LS, [ O 3 PO i B 1) R AR T
#—R, T IrAEF PSR, EFITRE
R ) oMb [T AU, X R T A I Y A
Y, WA TR R, AN, ITPERERKRE R
M, O ARSI, BARWARAE T2 m,
HIFAHEE, By IEIEA T IEfE S R . RS i
TN T 52 FE v VR A 1R MR A i B AR RS A A, AT
ATREE 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
AT /NEE AN R — A (B TR ) o VR
INZEIRSEARARL, B4 T P T A AR KO, X
AN B ) AR R R . R, VB
TIPRERK S ZmfEm; Nk TIPRA R
Ko TR, FE P A RSBy
REIIR)” (1= /I, 2= /A,

B Ja, BRI PR RS
33 #RE5iTe

i 2 s, —ociB iR EIHS R EoR, fEarE
BB (B = —0.12, SE = 0.25, Wald *=0.23, p =
0.630, Exp (B) = 0.89), &l 1) =RV A (B = -0.34,
SE=0.25, Wald *=1.82, p=0.178, Exp (B) = 0.71).,

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

70.31% 75.38%
. o

PEPRT R TR 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]), H&erh, VA
26.56% 1 356 N TN A 358 6 TE A 25 40K S0 a1 )
ATRES 2, MiEis 70.31%MFFEMN & ik b oK
AR A e T4, «2(1, N = 128) = 24.52, p < 0.001,
0 =0.44, HIKFET, 75.38%KMg e NN KL B TEAN
A S T RE R IR, 1 A 38.81% AN
HVRIR G H KA ETF, 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 T BIRAR BT TR 7 A PR« e AARA, S P
B ATUOS A T BEVE, A T 4R 4T
BVRIR AT REME . IR, WFSE 2 i PF 2 6 AR [R] 45
W RATERE S, TR 22558 R e A AE, Al DL i T
W 22 I AR AL R PF 3 X BE 1] 55 75 35 A 22 401 3
AT T

4 WFE 3. gHaPE 1S

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

PEMITE7 5 A O 2SR % 7™ A gk . i
BEBEPEI T84, PR TR 5 55 3 A 2 N 1%
TEfGE AR SR IET T TR 2% AR e Al 2t
SRPETIFEFB0E, PN B R IBE BRI 1755 | ik
NARTH HB BE 5000 s 2, D00 GEHE IR OC T 32 AR (UM 1)
3 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#H) x 2 (fRik
NG T S0, - P 2 FEA 40U 2 AN B S
OB BT
4.2 g

foe e N, 4 H O IO RV N2
[Fl—2FAIME R AR, MAS ISR IS8RV
AEFRAR T T SRARE AR TAE A 51 125
W, WZE R T RS T —RhaiE . Ak
W2 — BV AR . gl A, | RN
PR E S B IR RS — M, BRAMIR BN
Z ., WA EREREER, i EERANEE
RWTEE S WML R B L K, XTBTHAAE . A
KB ELZAZ, WA HEM R AR . MR
R BIHAR T, © k2 TR TRRAAE R
W3 BARAWARBEAFRIEIIT, HIFAHEEK,
H Al 1E 3 % R DU 5 T A (R R TE 18 3C o 1E3 BT
GUHCH PEN F A G SR, A EIINER) B
BORBEIP R K BT R TEAE RS ik, /N
SKBUPEZR A KA K i A (A R BRI S A 7250
GRCR VAN F AN A G S5 WA S o B i
TR <R 5845 18 BUE SR BOE” (1 = AREID
i), 2= /"),

VAN & B L2 F BXT RGBS, 750 1t
TN L NEER A 22 e — ek, K 2EARZ,
XTPIFP S B R AR R AR — A, RSN BN
% o TE5TECSUECR PPN A BB 25 4F T, /B
P EE SR P 248 K 0 B REAA TR ST R, N
FORBPE A KA A (AR IEVEDT 58 Bk 7647
TS SBUIBCA P 2 AN FEA SR Y S5 TR A I o ) 132
TG, PR MRS SRBGE” (1 = /M-, 2 =
INEE),

fJa, BT B AR RS
43 HR5iTie

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




KA DIRIENIFEF 7 ARAGTEIT M 2 481 ST e BLRE 7 9 4k 771

%5 Iy
O A
R zg WP 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
B3 ASTE] A S o3 BE 5T B PR T4 285 4R 4B A
Kl

FFR7RE, 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/NEA w43 BC 2P 2 A E 2
AEARAUE, fpie NERARAL Bk B PP 5 R S S
1 S5 A AT B (/NS 43 B B DA 48 S
Y’(1, N=130)=9.52, p = 0.002, ¢ = 0.27; /N>
fic B PR AT ATUE . o (1, N=130)=18.38, p <
0.001, ¢ = 0.38),

A3 e A5 1) S RN AN B35 (B = —0.20, SE = 0.28,
Wald y*= 0.50, p = 0.479, Exp (B) = 1.22), ffi 4. F15>
Jic 45148k 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 FARLIR T FEA SN A2 1,
Mo e A B R R s B AR BE i, PR &)
P 1) TSR BUR & H OB KGR F . hit—4%
FAGEE N F Bl PR AR oK S AL U RE T, O
THENT 5775 W PO 22 2 R e A 7E, RATHAT T
— I #h LA 5T (https://ost.io/xhmja/), 4545 Wos £ 5
PEPE AL S A Be A 0F T 359t BT O 22 o 12245 S HE
bR TR 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
FEW . HF WSS, B T XTI
7 0TI A 2, % 3P0 i 25 7E A SR DR R A g
il . PSR WA b R e A e, HHERR
T AR Y TE R . [RIAS, X L A
T TN FNPEh 5 e 8, 48R Tz I 22 ]

FIE 25 i 10 Nt Bl 18408 2k —— i 2R 3 R B o 1Y
m/ﬁ\o

5 BT 4: BIEHSL

MBIFTE 4 1R, FRATTHER ST S B0 i 22 i AL,
56 5 T BIE T 5 7 000 0 e 2 2 7 R 1 T b

PRI ARl A PSR o F5E 4 R S5 2 A1
A2 BRI BT, R e NS G sh AL
U O RE ORI O TE AR B, A 30 S BT i
2 N B AR, B N5 & A S Re 12 A S
BB IR R . MRIEIRATA B, ik A B
SPLER A, S A CWRE B AE D BT,
AR PEAN 5 7 HAE K U2 ) — IR B W H 2 R hE
J7, PR T 1 s VA S HEA SR, T i 2 A
Ko iR N E RPN, BAXFEA RS
AW, T 22 080
51 #Wik5i&it

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

Y 4 R RIEEE 59T 2 WML, (H
PO\ T e NS O Bh LB B . FEBhPLsR 5514 T,
P AE J0 FE RS T A AR B2, SRk TAEML
23, HOAEEAAE L FE R B M 1 FEShHLSS 4514
T, B A CAUURRE I K 238, 3ESS
ZARETL, H O AR S I

B EESR S, POl R RIERASH, B
MRS, LREGRMRAEZEE” (1 = E&AR
HE, 7 = EHEE), “VRE1EHEELE LLIE I
e (1= BeRBE, 7= EHIEE); “7iE ki
WO e T A S M N, AR 2 T 2 I e 1
m BRGNP RBEIH IR (1 = BRRFIE,
7= FBETIRZ). MifE, ik ANRIEGRP IR
PEPEME AP H PR S AL (1 = B, 2 = T.40m).,

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

e Ja, BRI PR RS
53 #R5itie

PONRAE 3 0 e 31089 G 51 IS 757, N o) I : 22 <]
R (M = 6.17, SD = 1.05) sk A —shtL55 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’ area 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



