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Abstract

Identifiable victim effect is the phenomenon of the people increasing helping behavior caused by
the victim’s identifiability. It is a new research hot spot in the field of social behavior research in
recent years. First of all, this paper describes the basic concept of the identifiable victim effect.
Secondly, it discusses in detail about the identifiable victim effect’s potential situation, emotion
and cognitive mechanism. Then, from the perspective of the interaction between the individual
and the situation, this paper expounds the factors influencing the occurrence of the victim’s effect;
Finally, we have carried on the summary about research direction in this field.
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1. 518

SFAL AT AR NI — Pz AT e, 248 B R 35 B fth N\ slof 2 IR B i N AT R,
WEME. B $BmEAE RS (Penner, Dovidio, Piliavin, & Schroeder, 2005; & L%, 2013). fEFE 245
A ST, AMRGEI A EIRAR NS AL AT AR R R AR T4, X T Efrdt e 32 X
KON E VK B A B B B0 B OIS BRE . I ERAESR, 7R EAMI SR AT A ST A, I T
— NI FE A0 A —— ] PR 51 52 223 2508 (identifiable victim effect) o A% SCE 43 1) M AT R 1) 52 3 2 %6087 1 4k
o KAV ATE R, BLAGZ S T R B A R R ) Fe B A4S 7 TH R TR IR

2. AHRRZEEWN RS

1987 4F, —4& 0 “ARPR” I EE BN 1) L AVEBRN — RS, XSS 2 B A%
BRI R OGTE, AR EIE] 70 HETHAQAER, Hidk 7 —&axh. Ata AMIER
FIFEANZAERT, 20 EATERE AT, MAERXFEM™E, W RE 2 NIRRT, &0 A B 75 i i
TR IATEINE ? FAE EAMEAS 80 4R, SLAFTEE K, Fre. BARMEF LRSS, Tz g
= BT AT 2 0 W B A B K (9820 7 (Nisbett & Ross, 1980). T4, k44T NEIRE R rh i R I T
— FPREIR IR G —— PR B2 T RN, A BRI AT VR P B R AT 52 5 A B AT G in )
PR (Kogut & Ritov, 20053, 2005b; Slovic, 2007), BEATEHMKIALIRZ , AR ATHEF EHER T Bk
M. AT EEE R

AW FEFARH, AR E R RSAUE TS — R 2 F 5, BB a] 000 52 3 AN T iR
Sl 52 53 Re i KR 2 BN NAT R, (R TR 52 8 RS A R 2R A 2 B IR i A%
TR, AN RIS A # a LAR R Feit B2 R 2 BT N (Kogut &
Ritov, 2005a, 2005b, 2007; Dickert, Kleber, Peters, & Slovic, 2011). AMAI#: 24T AT B2 i SCAL PR S FIEL
TR AR AR A, (HRAE ORI, EREEAR T SR, AR 2 3000 B 2R R R A X 1
BR 52 52 3 AT U M R A R DR e A0 A TR T A T s, A S 2 SR R B T AT R
FE R, 2011)0 A I AR A AR, I L 0 ) () K 2% AR A B - AP AE A PR
SZHE R, e A ] (4 DR 2 AR AT TR A AR T S SR AR R R R T A RO A R, B
Xof R G g AR 0 ) (1) K 22 AR B FARAERE RIRAIN 2 F FH NI IRET, =2, Pk, MREEE, 2015). 444,
ARG S H 3 BN AU R T N2 HEH, Wl LR EE S L. i, BRI %E
KB SAEE A A e b, W —B [V 2 B SRR AR 2 K& 58 ok 2% D0k = R INFEAL Al vk 35 1)
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3. AIRBIZEEWMAEBENH
3.1. {EEHH

AN, ED. BRI RIR R TR 2 FHEH LR AW TTIRE R — . BN BRI E
FEE2E B GMARZESR, I HAE NN 52 H #7742 2GR, BET (R AT L8248 5y BAR IR 20 45
R BRAHK, HIRE T HEERuE, A 2 #1178 (Kogut & Ritov, 2005a). Stapel
A Velthuijsen (1996)%F b T 43l FHAS B HAE BN A B (145 BARIE R — N IBHE A FZCR, 4R R
) 52 A2 2 AR TE A0S ) O 22 OS2 T 3 AT REME VRS T B A OB 1 pk i, X R —
AN NEAM B A Z) BAR G B, XAMEELF R B IRAGH, JEEAEWRESE T F— %
Wi Jge SEAREFCRI, 24 HERR TR M R A 2 BARA S, sl 5 & 8 R P S0 T T
B K ¥ 52 (Hsee & Weber, 1997).

SREE L] . S BEAARDS LIS, e AT BIAT . AR TR DL, AR T4t i) AR dr
g, MMISKT IR EBUR. a1, &K 10 AFET R K AELELE—A> 200 NFIFEX AR, 2k
MR FEDGE, PR 200 Ak 10 ASET R — MR Rl aniRign 10 ASET sk kA
E—AJLVAE AND RS, A AR g2/ RZ, AT LA BAF 10 ASET: RAE
& “MKEFH” (Jenni & Loewenstein, 1997). WMah2ll, US B AT ZEE BB EN, SHERKRE
PR A A AT e, A, RS 2 a0 B 52 R 2 2 A P o LA R B i, U AT e
R RENAT A X TR—TT A2 EH R, SHREHARLSMmITAE S, KRR T RSNSREEALL
i, ECT A AT .

3.2. TREENH

THEEAE NN AP R R T mERER, BAZHUAGE R HThEe, AR ME RIS ROvE
B NAT AR IR AR AL (Kogut & Ritov, 2005a), fEBIAIEEEH, AMAF= A 345 R Sk %, BhAAT N
Wt (Van Lange, 2008). 315 SN A48 H At N IR 7 BTN SV AR 26 R IO A, R L 2k T4t
NHSEAR T PR A 9% PR 55155 8 B (Batson & Coke, 1981). LAERFFTRI, 1 B HAT ShHLAE
BHTRe, R AR A RN BRI R, 2T N RBER A AL (Kogut & Ritov,
20052), $FAZEFENIES S, DA ERIUERNMEZ, BT HHEEZ (Van Lange, 2008). ik
IS ALFE I T FUAR B [R5 AR S EnHLA D A 3R (Batson & Coke, 1981). AT 3R 52 3 3 R (1 K A
TEEAESE T MBI R4, IR TR OB S NPT ™4, FEA RS T BT S 2
Fto EREEARTE SO RT, FIFE R 1 IR BT A 52 3538 A R P 2 A AR R I8 1 5 Ak
JS2 UL K WAERLH, 45 AR W52 75 2w R A 3 o 08 vy A A ) R 2 A A TR S, T 48 i LR R
Jeo BRI IR R 32 T 5 2 3t R A S AL ERD [R5 S5 I DA T 18 00 et 3 85 1 K 2 PO R B B (O i
5%, R, FhHR, PRE4E, 2015). Kogut Al Ritov (2005)#Eit T 2 (BR—2EH 5 —HZEH) x 2 (AR
SR RISER:, 2SI AN S PR 2 HE BN AR R SR EE M, AT
WA — 2 F 2 A 2 3 TR SN AR AT RS NN PSR 2 e 5 5 — o]
CEhHL, B E SRR BBINLECRAL, R B SPGB

3.3 WA —E B OIERAE

AR 52 FER, B0 AR S A S RO, IS BCMA A
PIATAN [ ) GBS MTIN T (Dickert, 2008). M 75 223 BN 52 FHE I, TR M 55 R B AR
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BEMMIEMREBREENEE, JERL . RZEEN, MOEEREERRZIEE,
[ o I LA FIE B AT 2 H 3 PR A S MG R N . AH S, DM AN AT 52 8 i, AN RE G
HREER S FIRBERBMGEE, FUH AT B—0, T 258 M = 2 TN

UbAh, SARTRBIMZ EH AL, B—0. TR ZER B EAED), BES ARG
HFIRAE, BB E O E 2 (Jenni & Loewenstein, 1997). Slovic 25(2002) 78 1638 T 1R 51 32 3 2 80N K& A
MPEEMLEIES, $2t T A5 R B, AT B (L TR 1 82 S P A IR R Tt
% 52 3 () O B R % (Peters, Slovic, & Gregory, 2003). A 70 LIBFAT AVE NS R E, 458K PILL
BRI B2 1) 7 N B2 FEH WG, s iRm0 ), A0 BEE 52 F 3 1O R RN 1%
W, ST ERFIAIEIERR L, BZTIR T ARATTE 2 485K 1T A (Dickert, 2008)

4. AR EERHAETER

R R 52 3 2 RN R R HIE 7T 2 B A R R B2 N AR B ARAE, AR AR R AL g T
LR, ZSUSIRT U E TR M ST R 5 IMA R RS EAE LA, SREBI A B 5 1RF 6 R R
o0 52 5 F RS AE L, AnB NS B IE TS s MR RUR S AR 0 0 B By 2 S DR 3 )
TR 5255 2 RO R R 9 R o

4.1. ®EVEAA

BENWRFLR A, AATTRE— > B — [0 ] TR0 14 52 55 8 11 [ 15 ARG 7 P 17 4 OB 72 A R Rl 52 56 3 A
N.EIMLA] (Erlandsson et al., 2015). (HABEGLFIEA LR UG, Wi 2 AT B — ) ml 050 52 355 Br b N 355 )5
T2 HH RGN, NS B—r R0 52 3 0 B, G Y ATR A 32 A E RS &,
XA L 98 2 (Kogut & Kogut, 2011). Kogut fif i STAE AP G5 32 338 % 5 SR 1)@ 15 50A 5T4E LUK
ZEERER TR RTT BHIA UL, AR, 85 =G AMTUCHZEFEH AN B RS
B FAT I H I AR5 5. 2 IEH 54535 (the just world hypothesis) 25, AMAHIE B & Bk (FF 55 2
NIERS BFE, MIUEHESHEMMATRARN—MES, TSN EARA EEEEMAA EE&(Lemer,
1980). HWFFLKIL, AN IEE S HAFLER 2200 AT AT R — 52 5 R AT 9, EIR Al A2
IEAS 0 T BHAZ EZ TR IIAT MRS E /N . Kogut A1 Kogut (2011) A A 382U N A IEE & KN,
MM 2 HE R, AT TR E CRES, WESRONER PRI AN — 8, R R ST
EE, K52 FH 3 G X AN B AR B2 38 B &, AIm4ERr B CrfES. Bk, Kogut A1 Kogut (2011)
HEL T AN A IEAG AT 2 5 38 %) B 3 52 R0 5 0 AN BB (040 52 35 38 SEBR DT R 1B O, 45 R Y2 H 4
e B ARG U, AATTR 52 5 5 DT U DR L AR By AN R 1) 52 T R A, AMAREE ORTE
AR B — 52 o SRR S TN A I SRR, AN TR EE, AT B — T il
W2 EFHE, AT G E B G TRE R R Sm 2 Al AN A R E &AM, B mr iR
145 B2 A AT T 52 35 38 B BhAT b, AR A58 2 13 BT A

B2, NMTATR—RaT 2 HEH W T SN EEER R R, —MANEE
AR AN A TEAT R A ABA D6 T B — (R m] R 1R 52 55 2 (R 5 B AT it il b, (AT, XA
0 H bR s — A S 2, HAXEE, REEHERIUAAEESIHN, AT T2 EE K5
FEVAR A 2= B

4.2. RS
AR AR 2 AR AT AR 1 %A 77 TS S 5C (Kogut & Kogut, 2013) . ZE TN AR [F] 1) 32 35 & I, A
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Il 2T (AN K 35 B A7 R A BT AR TA] - T. Kogut AT E. Kogut (2013)i8 i 2 IR ZE NP (B Aok JE s A
PRANR RS, 5 RO DUAT R 52 35 38 00 5 7 B (RSR A DG iR 2, B 22 e AR AR KAk T
W S ARG 3 F 3 4 TR E R B, B0 AR A PR S R 1 52 35 2 SR AL 0 76 Bh AR b, Tl £
JEAMZS A A ) T mT IR 32 8 4 5 SE 2 (B, KR DR D AR B AR ) A A THT X PR B8 P i i 4K
LRGN, ML FRRE NS AT ARFE LR, B, AHRMNZEE LR S 5ED
RIS BIENY, i DLAR B RUAR AR A MAAE T 5 — A TR A 52 75 2 I e S AR AL S R EE 1, AT
BN BIAT N YL, B DABR EE BRI/ 2 SE RS 3 B B — (R 32 3. R R AR (A
FETA 2 E H I 2 Bl SRR RS, DA SR GREEEE, JEHZR 8. mHRRNRE
HATRE 4y H O R, R AR A A B ) B B K (Kogut & Ritov, 2011).

43. I\NHmIAR

XM AR NN R GRS MRS 1 52 % 2, A RS 1 BMELEEE R BN, Bk
M. 7M. B, I R TN, A R4 2 MAMAEA R INER v B g, AP B
BEEMEEES ), I HRMESIEER . AMARB AR T I7 200 sk 5847 9 B AT IR KA §20 (Stanovich
& West, 2000). X T4E2ATH, RE0 1 2EAEMAE R B4R, ZRFESAEMESB—H, R
ool ) 52 25 5 7 R ORI RS R, AT P A SR 2 I FE BAT 9, T ARG 2 2 B A AT It 29 LA 45 1) B 4
B, A ZRGE AR RE X ABLeGi it B0, AN ) 52 35 35 B ™ A2 T 22 ¥ 5 ) (Loewenstein &
Small, 2007). A RFFCIXIRGT T AN 2B 1 R L] RT3 52 55 38 RN R 2], 25 SRR IR A A P R 2= 41
HANAOS B R 32 FE B RS BT 4 OB, b AN S IR R SRR, B b TR B
. AR 2 FHE AT N, ER AT SR R EE R R R R A B R, RNk
B, 2 NI A7 Sk (R R BT, T RASE FH A P R R e 2 A ATV S 25 ) A R e e 2 R ) e
(Small, Loewenstein, & Slovic, 2007). Friedrich 1 McGuire (2010)7E Small £ A 7O FERE |, X aT 5]
ZEH AN T X — AT TR EERIT L, R T RS 1 5 RS0 2 75 IR EH N
HHETER, THR RS 1 514 2 R A ER 52 FETHIBMNK KR, TAKIAA RS 2 1
AT LC I R BBUR FE AN iy, AETHDN s S B RR LG TR 2 FHE I, A A rT R 2 FH
ROBE, BT 53 b SECAE PR A A B DRV 1R A 00 B T AN A2 AT EE A3

5. /NG5

AR 52 3 3 RS AN e A H o AEVE T AT BAT Sy, 1623 5 m BIBUR T IR R A SEBUR 1)
W W, EEIT. PAERGMES TR L, PRS2 E N A E BB, EhRES T
PRIT BHIR I ECA 2, RO [FIRE BT 58 S BRVF T DAPRROCE 2 105235 3 mT L, 0 AT TR0 52 55 2 AR
WA B+ BRSNS FUE 75 B 2D R P LT )

T, EREEAE ST RT, BN BRI AR T IR, BIaA s, Sl
se— Ao AR AR U E K, I Mg S A ) T35 B AR 52 B T AN 2 o — (0. R ) 52 55 2 (Wiss,
Andersson, Slovic, Vastfjall, & Tinghdg, 2015); Hk, PAFERR X AR B 52 55 38 2408 I S pLE] . I FIHL
HIAELHURIEEAT 7RI, 38 7R AT RN 52 3 N AR 2 T R AR LRI AT AR D), — B & M4
R AR, AREEAZTE B P LAT AT TR PR 1) 52 35 35 H5 3K 8= (Alexander, Daniel, Paul, & Brian,
2013), XN R B IAFAEFAR RPN M TR s BeJa, b — DR m R 52 3 3 R R AR A 5 ok
fFo SEALRAT NZ BN Z PR BN, B TC# AR R IE B — 4 X HE AT IE, AL s R T
AMEEBSRA AR BB AA, WA B S IAMAR R AFTTIGESRE R, RANRE 52 5E



RN R A 30 5 (Graziano, Habashi, Sheese, & Tobin, 2007).
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