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Abstract

Social norms are of great significance to the development of society and the evolution of human
society, and are one of the most important reasons why the level of human cooperation is much
higher than the level of animal cooperation. When social norms are destroyed, people will need to
maintain social norms, and always expect to restore social norms. Third-party altruism is the main
response of people to violations of social norms, including third-party punishment and third-party
compensation. In previous studies, people tended to study third-party punishment and ignored
third-party compensation. With the deepening of research, people realized that third-party com-
pensation also plays an important role. Punishment costs the unfair distributor, expresses dissa-
tisfaction and moral condemnation of criminals, and plays an important role in reducing viola-
tions of social norms and significantly improving the level of cooperation within the group; com-
pensation is to reduce the injustice caused to victims Injury, try to make the victims physically and
psychologically return to their state before the injury, which is conducive to the recovery and so-
cial stability of the victims. Both punishment and compensation are conducive to maintaining fair
and just social norms. When two types of altruistic behavior can be used at the same time, a pre-
ference for third-party altruistic behavior appears. When third-party altruism is needed, we
should combine the characteristics of punishment and compensation, and choose appropriate
methods to ensure the normal operation of social norms.
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HEERHZHIRE, IARMESEUFTERR L, BRARKSEKTZE TN FRRER
KRRZ —. HHSEARBIRR, AMIBESFALEPHSAERER, SRPERIESME, B=T5
FAT ARNMITEIMENE B SAER EBE RN, SEB=ENME=Tr M. EUERFS, A
A TRt U 38 =05 R 0 2% 7 SR =T M, BEEBTIURIERA, MIRIRBIE =0r Mz R A EEAR
Ao BIEAATFRSIEMNHAN, RETIEBHIAHEEER, MEDERESHERITH, B
ERIREN RSP EEER; AMENRBROANAEN ZEEERE, REAZEEEVHR L
ML KRB BIMIERGEZRTRRS, FRTREENKEMta L. BIAMSEER T4 A
ARG, 20T A FRE R AR AT R, SHIR = FIMAT AR R . TER 8 =T Ak
TR, BAIPGRE S RETIAMERAR R, BHEEHRTR, REHSTERIER BT

Xigia
MM, B=RUMATR, B=7ET, B=TiAME
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1. 5|

=T FIMAT R F8 2 AT AN AP A, B R AR TR 2 iR 28 = 07 2 A5 R B AN AT
FAHEAT T, DMREAFIE AT N B TAMRIMEEA R PER, B DARREE = J7 (0 X AR hAT
=T RMAT N BB = R AT AL B = AR IR = i AME . S = i R AT N TR LR = A R R 9 L
mT%%ﬁﬂﬁﬁEﬁﬁ%:ﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁfkﬁmﬁraﬁfﬁg%%ﬁk@%*ﬁké&ﬁﬁA%ﬁ A

o MR ZFP BRI 8 =T FMBAT A HATARRE, (R AR AE AR 28 = 5 A AT A AEAE I R A

ﬁA%ﬁdﬁiﬁﬂ?%&/\ﬁAE’ﬁi@ AN HEAAA ERE L, AR AR e T
B E A E KPR R BB R R 2 —. 7R3 = 7 T IWF 5L, Fehr Fil Fischbacher (2004a) 28 — IR {E5E =
HENSHSHMEBRER . U TEERIRR, A= S R, SRRk I 2
BTG o 58 =77 FIAIAT it i AATTTE A At N 338 41 2 BV Y 32 B R (i A%, 2018) 6 Eﬁ‘gj?ﬁE$ﬁ£%}\ﬂ]?J
TR RSN, AT AR B ETHEME AT, A SR s S R E AR, B
IMERFIZHFHWE, HRTIKEAT.

2. BEH AT REVOIENLF
2.1. BZHFIMIT AR

55 =7 FBAT N ELEE 55 = J7 #E 11 (Third-party punishment) 1 55 = J5 %Mz (Third-party compensation). &5
SRR IMNEE = 7 I B e IR R, B =07 A R 2 03 S Ak S R 14 23 C 4 BEAT B BR A T
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CAAES 2P BIAT N SURRIRNIIE S 55 = J5 /MR 58 =T S AN AP SR 52 8 AT A, RS2
FHEADR_EACHE ERE BTS2 05 2 BT HPRES I8 A2 IR 5235 F G 53, XOREMa I 3o
5 =7 FEAT AN =7 Al N Bl AN i EZ e 2 AT

22. B=FHAMITASHSHE

FEE TG A6 DO TR SR SR I SO E 1 BRSO RN AT . AR IR A% 5T 1) — Mo T B
TG, RBUABEARRI M (Cialdini, Kallgren, & Reno, 1991), Wi FEA 4t #iiE——AF. Fehr
A1 Fischbacher (2004a)ik Ay, - FRLIE. SVERITE SR A S G /e NS VEAT AN A e 1 ok 8 1 A
R, ARSBVER R KEMYERE R N R G KT s T e S A R ) i R K. il
JOREIRE,, AT BRI AE S HIE,  28 =5 fE DTN EE = 7 MR AT N E 15 412 RV 1
F BN o B =77 T SR R AN R R D B B R R 52 A5 T A PR At N3 S T BA AP A B A B (Fehr
& Fischbacher, 2004a), THIXf 5 SRR AL 2of0YE, 72 A8 AE B RBTRs,  BE 1 58 =7 sl 2 1 4l B £ A
i SR i SO R O A T, SR S MV EE . B =TI aMEN R N HE AL,
WMERZER L, DS AR A IEE R 453 B 52m (Mullen & Okimoto, 2015), #Bh52EH MIRK T
Pk & LSk 4Ed 42 /27 (Leliveld et al., 2012; Lotz, Okimoto, Schldsser, & Fetchenhauer, 2011).

5= RMAT A R TR B AE VO I 4 RR . fEAL SR IR E AR SR AR A, B = T
BT IROCRRIVER . BB =T7 ISR AR T 4ET A S VG A R T AR B R TR AT A R AT,
ELH B AT A S B E ] T4 & MIVE (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004b) . £E& 58 AN AP e & AT A S, Jkb
MY ML BT, AAIAMUEEE — RN EG1ES, HE—-REEE. FEENGIENES S
AR FFEL R G AEAKT, pb a4 gEFRFRR R B R . AMEA R T2 2eE, Reil®
AR RZ B E . B = AMERT DB 2 Fo s A2 5 e 45 R AN A FRERE, EAL A B
ZEH, FH UM FERRE, AR T AP E R L MTE . AMEXT 2 EH F 2 —
FSEINARRIAT Ny, TR AR R FF G RN E, BB EE, RAATRERER. 1%k
FEEE P[RR B AME(Gromet & Darley, 2006). B FiAT A B30I, AU —FpFI AT
NFEARE TS AR IE 3L, (RIS A 5 =5 36 5 AN 58 =7 AME BN N 22 F-(Lotz, Baumert, Schlosser,
Gresser, & Fetchenhauer, 2011; Okimoto, Wenzel, & Feather, 2009).

2.3. B=FFMITAHROIELEM

o L E R B =R, Bowles A1 Gintis (2004)# H 58 H SRS IO M T 4E5 AT RNVE TR
HUES, BAMASHE E ORIz, i HBARMET h EEARIRIRE . X TIEE IR =%
YRS, RMESE =T7 A ZREMAT N B S, HRAM D T4t A, W EAT R R g T
FUEAT B FESAT BRI, A R B ORI TS RECE R AT N, R EEAT AR T (Fehr,
Fischbacher, & Gachter, 2002), FRZAERHAIIGIEAKTE i, AR TREERNTES ). RERAERE K
EAT, AMIETAEGERIN . EE R AR DB NI =5 T2 ), e 4R Y
s e /E4T N(Boyd et al., 2003), IXFPFIf A= SCAIAE ST REE ARTE S FaAE NI Z MES, IR RFFEIR
A K (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2003). 5 B B BRI IR P HUAERE 7 AT ia FHELAA A TAT AR A,
RUE RS A EEAKE, G1EAKE S RIRARTER BRI Sef HBEA AR (LRI PSR -, S E
B AT DU A8 54T 9 Hh 45 3055 2 (Quervain et al., 2004), 5 RAFMERIFETTAIEL, A0 TTSIE T4
WA, BECRAES SR8 B AR T EAT P AR 2, B M SCRAA R0 S 1 38 50 Bt 285 iy SR FoU
e AN, T MSCIR AR B R A R S H B KPR 26 R AE S I 0 LA 2030 2
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2.4. B=FFEITHKER

X =5 G S, NIRRT 4t e, XM EH A Fial. ERETE
WH RS EMEITER, NGBS AR NI ETE, R 2R EEEREE, (1, 5
GIUT, 2015). FE—MRHAS, & ST R R XA AL ST N Z, AT AT
XA HAR A EEACTF B ILEIR, HEFETERAREREEAKT, R XA EAEANEE. A
ATE A A RS TN S AR, AR RR ISR, Prol— BAESIRG, B ARm & 1EACr
WL R, HEAERERIR LGS AT KT S =00 aME R, MITERLHE, HRES %
FHEKE, WD BCE A AT AT N 2 HEFHIERNDE, Niger o F. HRAMEARERE B
XA AT HI 73 BAT AT AR, 1 FUE AR A AP FH AR KA

=D FIMAT T E AT AR e XA AR AARKIS ,  AATTHEATAARAT 9 0 3 BEARVR 5 FT g
KK o FERLEREDLT, N T AT AT AR 2 mid 7 Re R Ut . ANATIFERMRAT AT, 2
H B AT AR o BT LA NATTH R 1 AT ASF 3o v A B s RIS A B S A S RS A%
WA =TT MIMAT N, il 7 T AT A A 50 A bt A Y sl D A MEE A 52 3 O R 2 IR AR 2

IEATAAMEE BB S 58 =5 MIMAT o, Sel Sl e e il b 38 =T, BEE =5 i1 2
AL 5 B E# (Adams & Mullen, 2015). FIf AT A BCE A, MRV LR T 0B A AT
i, AR A SE i sy A T (HRSE TG MMEEVON G T Cadey TS HNE, WA ©
LS HAMEZ TEH, IR 7 52FHE . WREMEREE, MISU B IE R B B TTEA
HWEAL I, UL EAMEZ B AU 0 S BU B AR T, el T 2l DX 2 35 A .

3. FltAT R RET

5 =7 RIS =5 AMEHGR S =T I B QA RERAES A S AT, AR TR AR S RIS IR W
1B4T . AELMERIBETTH, AALE R 072 =07 R M 2 S =0 M . AR R A S
MVEARIR Z JE ISR — ML, WA E S, BN w22 2537 175 AS2 42 (Prooijen, 2010), Ff HAGA
X i) — 0 R S AL 2 VS AT A IR B RCR . BEETF AL RIERAN, ARSI =05 f M S =07
G SRR L IR AM I PO X B AN A I IS, S B T2 HH A AP IRE W2 EH S,
B AMER MM AT Y. IR OL T, BMEAATE R T AL, AT A S8 AR
W 1o Biltn, KBS (2018)0F FOA DU LRI G T 5t F, BEBRT RN, AT A Bl w52

R DO M 32 55 2 B (R S AP R ARAT I, AT e R AARAT S ) e o

55 =TT RHAT i 8 =07 SEARE AL F A — R At A T 9 BSR4 T A (9 1 e i KT 5 —Fh o)
AT NI E . B = D7 TR TR EE =7 AM2 BARE R 28 = 7 it 4 b IS AT R, AR TS RRF R
IEEHAT, (ERME XA XA W = I By, I AUEWIEE = BN ied, W = ks
AMEZ, IBAE =D EANSEEREZ % (Leliveld, Van Dijk, & Van Beest, 2008). I AATTHIF 5 /KTt 558 = 75 F
AT A REFA K. BRI TPEIN, SWEMME: BIEACHRIAN, SmEZET. X2RBE6E 5
IIPNES RIS =

4. MiteiTHAORIWER
4.1. HRELERND T
8 =07 AT R AT 9 S B BRI TR H BN AP ROS5R, A0RAE SR 2 Tk 22 LR M AT

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.103032 255 NI et i


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.103032

EEN

IRt 4T N, Fehr. Fischbacher. Géchter (2002)# Darley. Pittman (2003)iiF B 55 = J7 Fl At 4& 1 bt 5 14 1%
TR ERE LM N, AR5 N (2007)UEH], LA SR AT, =TT AMEGHUR S . 4P RS AUBA
AT, N A2 I RE By, RS B = e T A e . R, Bl 2R L,
T LB =TT AME T W52 LK AL 2 A

42. HEEHNEE

S R RS = BTN E BN R . MIES T AT NS S = B e, 4
142 [B /) it 1 & (Nelson, 2002; Falk & Fischbacher, 2006), #n7E 4543 B i 35 44 HUBIA /& N1
SR, R ECE A AT IR AR BE AL A1, AE FREA A /B2 SR r= AR i, B IR/ 2
FAATHIEETT o W 1E(2013) A 43 e = s el NATT ) 28 =7 1B IR RS . 5 B A SPARLE, SEA N FEET,
DAV =5 1T RN EE = 7 A S AR BB 3 I o 443 e mT A LA ] 5 3 T [ H i 7 il 77
SR, Q5 % G IR T A ST o T AT S B B N A S R T (W) R s i AN A SRS ), A ATl BE 5 3K
4670 i 7 R AN A R AUT % (Falk, Fehr, & Fischbacher, 2003). iX Ses2iiii B, 85 = 5 4x % [& 5| ) il
MEAEE, SEEREENEEALTE, AMISEMEEEEL AR T T7 R 0 7B F 43T 1
§io REDRR TIEEE A EE R, W2 TIEEX A ERYE” B E G BT SR (Darley, 2002).
H Y50 BC & R TC B 0 AT I, BB =07 M AME R B AL 2 A BEWE RS =T7 R 278
NEEMREZ —, X = RMAT AA R K0 (Darley & Pittman, 2003).

4.3. FIBITHRA

PRI, R (2016)JERETTILAE — A U A B R it T S BT AR AN IRD, AP ZEAT H AR L R il A 25 T
TR, HMABAAIMETTFR R BANESERETTRE, RN E LGS . S
WA IR B ARG OUR, A AT R BT R AR T R T ARSI, AT EE
BURANF AR . B AL LRGN, AT AT KB i hn, BT S AT H B 2 AR 2 D S
T CVESI M BCE . SR I, BB AT IR, AAT T S AR il RIS 5
R T
Ty BETT SIS AP REEE AT CLUSON: AR S VE I SRR BT, A A58 5 A A PAFAERS . AT
BEATER =714, ARG A1, BEE S 1 St VO RE BERO G In,  AATT R 450 0 P2 i K8
MR R I SEEANE TN 7 2T M B, RS MR, AR e BCR R AR TT R SN BEE

i
hr

TETIN R Bk, ATTPIZES =R S T %,
4.4, HLIEE

A B RBAT 9 5 2 BE B A 5% FERF TR =7 611 S PR B Aok R b (2482, 2013), 4%
58 =77 50 e Bt 2 BR BT, AT 0 AR e B B B I A SRR AR s =T R
FHIALSERR, AR5 =T SHENCE R RILAEOUT, WXt B Mot EE AT . SKR i, H=T0r
A AL 2 IR RIT N o FEAE B8 5 58 = D7 AMBAT R IO (PR AVSE . 2017), 42 20 e & M EE =
T7 Akt B, Ak 2B B2 M AATIR 3B O PP M SR =TT FIARARRE, RN EE =7 M4t bR
BT R B AT, SRS, (EAN S =T X E A I AME

45 FEEENERER

TR EELE S =T MAAT S AR A A o S AT 3 Sk IRV AT 9 I, SR =D e
BN A 2, O HAR TS Sk 2 N (MRS, S BIIL, 2011), X EE =05 FEIGHE )
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B . TAANPIER, WRANDGEZEF RN E, S02EH LS, ehZIMEZES,
FEAERE g R B T AATEEE =77 R AT 1T A (Lotz, Okimoto, Schldsser, & Fetchenhauer,
2011). R Xt 28 =07 A AT N ARG IR R RS2 . i i B 3 L R A w M DR A A 5 ) SE 38 R 0,
ol E e MRz E R, B RS MG Y e 18 T 9RJB (Leliveld, Van Dijk, & Van Beest, 2012). Wi =
HEACHK, MR EFEZHEE, R ANTEAT NE EEMRZET . B KE &R =J7 0
B 7 2 T T e 5 M

Fhox SR SR =5 RIMMAT . SEGMER T SO, EBURE SRR, AT R SR B (Liu
et al., 2017), T HMEZEM b, SEBSZEFELAN AR, KA B g sh g m, <5/ kK58
Z M RMAF LG 8h(Guo et al., 2013), T 8/Z 1 RPN R FIAR L 0 s At ST N . 1Ef
J IR AR I, 0B (R A ) HO6 AP I 7R SR IE N (Zhou & Wu, 2011). 4 AFREEEMIR], F& 1 et
ARG, B EPEr,  RIA A A B AR S U RIS i A E AN AP . 5350
TR “ARF” BRI, TRES “AF” BRRA &, HimpERBER R
AEHERAIELT, XL LRI, 7R AP IR R, 1F S ZE R AER .

4.6. MHOEHE

KA T NATTH RS D1k (Lammers, Stapel, & Galinsky, 2010), EIE A7 A LB KU 9 N5tk
NI AT NI LA 2, RBUNAU T 6 18 3 QAR BRI W AR AN H . B B SRS AT
NFEINTEES, AR AE BN N BE AT it LUAE FI W 5 R iE 7247 I B A% . Prooijen, Coffeng Al
Vermeer (2014)BF 58 ) 5 56 =7 0K, =BT BN EERUAR T I N ™ T ST SE A, BN
EBT AR B ORI HAL, S 75 A 2 I 2 00 AR B 2 R m) s, DA Sy SRR T ) Nk I 1% 52 B
&S AU AR 2 05 1E 3 FL A (0 AR A BB RS I R, A SR UG A T 25 . 435 e & 1R TR
G, B R UE B )4 B AR S SRR A T R E R, (AR B A TR
RE A R, A7 38 55 B T AR I P o T 5 Jth o S A0 7™ [ ) A, TG AN X AR AR R o AN Y A A
JR BN Tt N B RS A 22 5o s BURI N TE A ] B (AT 0 % 517 2 20 W 2 S A IR BV AR AE R 12 2
b, XS E ZIAEN S .

5. INEERE

ASCNGES A T (0 FE IR T S 88 =5 AT A Z IR SR &R 0 WT 18 = J5 AR =5
AMEXFYE AL VB E o A2 VR NI 21 mAKCF E R IR E A R 22—, St e
BRI, ARG IR R AL Va5 =7 RARAT o AT A N Ak 2 VG A S B . )
FEAS AP B A R B, A2 PO R TGS A St 2 B AT N, DRGSR KCr, A2
Mo VEAF DA, dER IR R E R S5 =TT AME N B M R i AT, B R B E S,
M2 EE TR ETIRE, AR T2 e AMENZHH M 52— M AR AT Y. [
FIEE =07 IR SR =T AME I Ao 75 O =T ABAT S, IRATSIZES & GO AAME R i, 2
FEAJ A, PRI S VT 13T

A S VIR, SR = SRR R ANTIEE — OB ISR A VRO 4E Ry, IREFIEIAA
WrmE R A EEER, DL T X MARAT A AT SR #RER T AR 58 =7 600, Xt 28 =5 #MaAT
NIHE TR o NATFFA B MEF G5, Q27 B B RIS s Ja Rel 5 RO A =, {8 AMERE
PO 2GS 2 4 b R R AL 2 VRO RCR , AT 2 WO I AME SN 2 P M e 42 . 255 =T
EnRL R FEHN, W miF A SR LN, B SR AR,
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S S, BT, o BCE ARICE R Rl SR =07 IR FT RE X RE 55 =5 A AT v, DI 4 75
B =TI A AT OIS, O T REFE SR =D R AT Oy S A i N R AR SRANT R 2R S R, /B 2B IR RN I T
PR =5 MAAT N -

SE 3k
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