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T AR R R  ANRMLE S S0 R PO AR 22 5

S 2 A B EAE A PREE S, IR T LRI A 1R

TTAIETENLE] . 920 3 3BT 5 BRI S AR, 4T 2D SARFT s . Pk (1) fE5A!
LR AR E I ERERIE ST N (2) [FAEM AR B e R 2 D S AR T s ol rh AR AT (3) LR
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Rl e Anr “JLikE”
XggR JUEZT AT FIE ABREER 20N

1 5l§

AL, TR, GVEE R A2
GBS AT SR Y 2R, AMUEA S Z R
THRERAIROR , RRRTRER ™ S i Sisk, i ELA
FHERIE N B 22 AT BRI (1 RUEKAS | 2014,
I SCIA4E | 2013; Lehmann & Keller, 2006 ) . 2% i Al
RFTHE (2014) 4211, SRR ABRHAZ Y T
SERE— BhR A R TR, XA TR B R
THBWAEF TN, CHREMNFTELE T HE,
AR N AR L S U s VAP I e (=X o] 1)
oM (IS4 | 2013; Fiedler et al., 2013; Srna et al.,
2022 ) o SRMAEBLSEATE T, AR T s Dy i,
EIRAEAE S AR B S, 5 A\ IE [ 287 [F]—
i SERZEIRIAT 55 s BRI R B . IR
PR AR Y [R) 28 2 75 L R i e A A5 A
TrohreAEsgm, BEA B IR AEGAE T S TG
ML RRAR , WA B T RAF APR B S FZH 2T
1.1 HEZET S EETS

7] 28 JJ; (shared experience/co-experience ) $§

PIAS B P B B AR I [al — i, Sl 22 )

TEA I e AR AE, 9 402 (W] 2 2R R L AR
5, BZHEEEG GRS, Pk, HFESD
A2 i F BRI AN B ( BIRIRAE
2021) 5 BRI [R) 28 D7 B A% 1 1) T il A G 2R
( TEEES,2023) o TTIREXAN TP FRK,
MR I R AT, ) 28 %A A B A~k ]
B H S AT AR = A T R . A BRIRIE S48
AT DL B A AR ) s SO ] ) sh VR R — R <3t
[W2e” o ANBRIFIEREGE A R MATE L TrliE Rk
A& 1E1T A (Behrens et al., 2020 ) . Woolley #1
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HFEE YR 2 RS Bt G 1E T, Hizok
H [FH— e SR FEAA7E (Woolley
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g2 Iy (k) 28 g P i s T PR A 28 0 ) S RE A
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2021) .
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AR, 2015) o AR AT 280 B 58 U5
REHEEE T BT Z A B SE A R TS AR5
UL 2 DI UEAT S MR, B4R 5S 255 S
B, XS E 2 Py AR TR AR R R UL, NEDI
AR A ESESAEL, KEMAT R T AR B 18
WoE A, e A I ok S Rl 28
FIRTT N BIIESE A AL W 2 e SR T MR T —
SEMIEYE , (AZHOCT LRI D) 5 R ST 0 T
% HBR A TR M (Bastian et al., 2021 ) . BT
Fil#4 ( Boothby et al., 2014; Boothby et al., 2016 ) .
TP 28R (RTINS | 2021) &%, XS TAES
RIS R 2 i o b . SRR DRl . Rt
SR 71 A 1 2 A S s I PSSR 22 A )
0, FEATIEA SRR RAARIAT R B, A
W AER T AT EAR A L) 2 I 0 SRR T R i g
L S B vt e T 2 TR P N YD o e U NS (=
R . T IR, AR HL: (RS
T3 [R] 28 17 AN [R) 26 7 o R A2 E AN A [e) 1 A VEA T
Mo

e[ 28 Iy anfel 52 m S AR TR LIRS, AL
0. BRI ( self-categorization theory ) IA N,
AR SR RSO Z U S A R s — S R i 3 e
fiE Clnkts ) , Ak A At AR5 2R R,
HETT R AR AL ST AT R He 3R ( Turner et
al,, 1987) . fltn, 2ETMAES AR Z AR 7
HADET—2, FrllmEit sz R m L2
FAT R (Yan et al, 2022) o MAZE S AL
ZPIFAEIE, WTRESN B0 AR 2 AL
P, NI A 53R 25 5 R b ) — A, it
S AR ] A BRIE S FUE AT DL G SR A T
o Cirelli (2018) fEHMFF g, ABR[FEL AT L
e LB BT, FREAE S5 E 21
FEALIE o ARARUIE R A TR BRI DG S R 3R
(Liberman & Shaw, 2019) , /& APREEES ( Schiitt,
2023 ) MEZESZMEE ., YRGS FERM
KA, ARG X BRI SRR ST R S hf ez 3
i ( Sabato & Kogut, 2021 )

B 1ok HERIS R SCRE, SEUERIFFR AL SRR — W
Mo LR Z T SRR ] 41 225 7KF (Gao
etal.,, 2021 ) . Woolley #iI Fishbach (2017 ) A ik

[F) 28 Diysd ik N BRiE s s fEAT S, s e s
YEAT MR EZE WO A F- ( Zhang, 2017 ) 5 554b,
N 2E AL PR IRIAD AT DU i 4k 25 R A 5 5 AR
110 CIHWTE, BEmNEE , 2022) , HASIEAIAPREE
B SEALS AT M TN K ZE (Bechler et al.,
2015; Lin et al., 2024 ) . HT Bk [ IR RISHHIE
MIIENE, ARPFSEEE H2a: (SARAEAT 55 B[Rl 4 )
XFEVEFT B b A ERT s H2b: ABRERE
TEAT: 55 BASE ) 28 P %5 VEAT S 1 52 i vhte vh A £
o
1.2 WM S5 G6ET N

AR NFZ NBH, Ao A S A HRL A
(A%, ZOW, BEASE) , i TR ES
FFRAX— G0, R C e 4T
ARl A2 B B8 (social identity theory )
Iy, RPN R 2 B RIS, SR
A AT A REAR FNAMEEAAR 25 BE FIAT 2 ( Tajfel,
1974) o AMRTFE RAFIHES B0 diRs A SKF,
UAMEFTERHA A S B i, A B T4EREELA
REIKPIS, AMARZRAR 2 A T r A (H 2
MEERFH S B AR NN, T Y
PR B0y, BCE BT IEA AT mALL 25
3 0T AR

B, R 2 P B SR S R M 2
Rz (B2 50— R 2 s B2 RO F 4
Fl LT ) o R RS DT el AR T 7
B RIE T Il (Bastian et al., 2021; Jaubert
etal, 2022) . TAPEREZFE (REHESE |, 2021) Xf
GAEAT A FCEAL AT e, B A ST T IE
PEILEZE T, R BRI e [ 28 % AV EA T
RIS AILER AT LR . PR S B e,
MALRIZ NG SR i A,
X HEABRZE ] LIl MR B B, SR
XPREARIINIE], feEBEIT N B, R
WAL R 2 AR T a1 T e ez, 3
[F) 28 Dy I AR B R AR 5o, JF XA A 1
N, SR T b P SRR R A
IR T RRIIES, LR AN R d 2
W ST R BB KB, SR 2 b A
BT FEE I SE S 4 (Roberts et al., 2021 ) , 2k
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N GOERY TR R NG SE e PN 6 9 A DR Ol = R N UK T
¥ ( Eskreis-Winkler & Fishbach, 2019 ) . 4Z A
FFEE, MRS R —REAR, i
AR 28 3 B8 OO A EA T AN 2377 A e, HE T |
N, ARBEFTHEH H3 . SO SR 4
PR EVEAT = A s, BRI S, eI
KT L F 2 MR B AR T m TR,
MAERM RN, LR AR T AT AN
2

ARSI e S A AR L S A s
X AR A [ —HEAAR bl 2 ) 28 g feli A A% e
FERFAR A S = 1 IA ], RN Rl T i ZE R A
() % 5 A B B A5 AT ( Cruwys et al., 2020; Shalabi,
2019) FITE BB REER (BIFHRE,2020) . KK
A ) 22 77 R SRR T o 5 3] B AR B 18 L AR A [
—REAR, SR, BRI Dy it [ R AT
TR HAFAE A AR, A BRI B 23 3T,
BRI, AHEFEHE Hda: 76 B2 WA o i 1 2
T, GRS ILFE LIRS VE T R 85
H4b: TERENFIR MR R 5 55, ABREE B
SR T E AR TR B

Zr L, AR = SERAR AT 55 A A R 28
DI EAEAT R B DL R AGHE . AN BRI B2 Iy A
IR e R AR . BT, 85 1 7EX gl
AT S R R D/ ARRI G THE, R
Yy RS A VEAT R S50 2 FESES 1 1Yk
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G1E, BEALRIZ T G T R S AE O BRI
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2.1 Segplil St

%: I Woolley F11 Fishbach (2019 ) 5 1 I 7 45
(2021) AFFE BB Wik i, SC8 1 8y {5 4l
FETERARCHREE 74 Sk, T 3 29l B
NI SRS RN, SR TR R R 71 £
(B 20 A, IR 19.66 .98 %) [EdE
WAL, HadbE2gid 35 N, REZ )
4136 No XEVEIT A ¢ Kbt RIS R

( sensitivity power analysis ) , $#f o B'E K .05, %%
W d = .60, PIZLREASEE I3 HIBCE Jy 35 F1 36, 1T
B power = 80,

2.2 SLHATE
SCFMRL . TEERG 5 O B R 11 3k e
B e g H S, Bk ARk [ 55 B 7E 2023 4F
2 H 27 RATHECT o BB A B -
GAEAT AR G, SR FH el i 2 24 o TR 8

( Cremer & Vugt, 1999 ) {uz. WA BHEIE
HEAT—A~ 5 IRk . 7E R AR IR Xk R A R A
A 20 MG, TR EE S AR T A e PR (—
PR AETAERD AR 7, — BB AN )
WAL ATz i >26, Hrbiy
R 1.4 £5, I 53k 2 w5 44 gy FL N ik
Py iR AR P AT < 26, HiArpg4C T
HFE. AT B P SR G BLAUEE 5 8l X635 58 s
ISTE, BRI AR T B 2 5 ) S g e
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TR BB RTEA A, X R AR i L
HIAE S5 RIS SR S PR AU R B, %l
P00 KOS R RS o SO SEBRATE 55 A
X SCF A R S A

R & i B T ey S| P N i O i
PP —2H, BIRSE = 5 g AL 5 B[Rl 22 by
HEA R P2 (AT i SE 56 ) —2H 9l B
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SCFEMBHER—Bonds (A gIAHREES] ) 2B
3434, WO ZEAE 3 S0 At E] IO AZ 3k AL ek
RFTREZ AT 3 arha G e, MAasA 5
AR TR AR LRSS 10 SEHIWTET (2% A AR
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AR 10 EHIBE; o) — AT 27 3 24
PIXERRNEEAT 4210 . RTIE OAESS , 25 S e
PR AEES ok, AN A28 D7 20 0% R 2 it s 25
HHEAEE S R AL 5, 1557
R A A L SR

B, SR EIEWATH: O “FRilh
LSS A — 2B AR S 2 AR 5 @ R
WA TR AN T — 44 W AT B E L L 05 T AE AR AR (L2
b o PIATE E BT A

S =2, 1) 24 B AR 2 ey i RIS A R
I BRI ST P E RN B, ARl [ R I
B AR T A T A R R 0] Pl 3 PR DA
FRO, JfZRIZ e R Dy S0 P TE R B, (o]
BIEMS BB ESVE T, B A IR H
B A S AR

s, b m ol i R 1 S iy S H By &k
O, B S N D Ge it 2R (5 B N2 B N [
2P,
2.4 SHRER

S HERRME I R S, B S AR [ S A AR
TP RTINS AEAS ¢ K. S5 KR, ¢ = .58, df =
69, p>.05, KRIEVATHANFEMERIZER: . 55,
S S G Y TR Y a7 S Rl R T VA s = s I N 2
DR — 24 SE B CALAT 55, s — 4 S ARG AT 55,
HHEBRICAAT 55 T o 5 | R GAEAT I AT REE, KA
[F] 28 D3 20 AT 55 FIREHGAT: 55 W S VEA T kA 22
SR, SEREOR, t=129, df=34, p>.05. 4
Tt ICAZAT 55 FIRESEAT 55 51 & B B AR T I AAEAE
[TEZ =L

XF WAL ATE S5 AR T H TR IR W AT 55
o — 2B AT S5 SR R 7 HEFT IS AR ¢
5, 50k AT 55 R L [R) 28 Iy 28 AT 55 AR (LR B
BEBTARRLDA (M= 93.63+9.73, M4
0=35.94+2925, t=1121, df=69, p<.001) ,
Ul BT AT 55 AR ] 28 7 RS [R) 22 D7 R 3R A L
NI RS ORI A A SR P R B R A
YEFT R, HIHH R A0 S A AR iR
MEIEANE N EAEAT NG5, XA T Ay it
TP REA e Ky, R IRALIRI 2 Dy 41 ) AR TR
FEETAFZTH (M =1532+3.12, My =

13.35+2.83, t=2.79, df=69, p<.01) , XN &
Cohen'sd = .66,
25 g

GitgE RS Hl — 3, RUHE S R 2
it TR S ETT . WAgAEIH I
AR R ANy — 44 Bl nT BB AE SE L8 I AEAE AR L 2
b7 ) e KR EE AR, BT SEAL, SE R R]
AT 55 1R PR 44 15 25 TR 31 T 2 (AR AUPE (M =
7254 +13.18, M 4 13 =50.06+ 1881, =581, df=
69, p<.001) , 5AKSEILHMERE 3. M
U2 A& 15 (Liberman & Shaw, 2019 ) F1A Fr i 25
(Schiitt, 2023 ) HYHE LM HER, KILILLE 2 #F—
GG NPREE 8 AEAT 55 BUIL R 22 Dy {2 i A1
3R EIFE

3 X5 2 HREZHXMSIEITARMBIEED
IR

3.1 L5 2a: fHIEMHAEH
311 S Bt

iR AR 5 76 29, IR PIZE A B
(AT R RN R fe , 20k 72 Ak (B
18 A, FHEIAEME A 19.69 £ 1.56 ) HIBHE AL
o, HrpdbEZ AR RIZTI 44 36 A, R
B T R S5 1
3.1.2 SLERK

SCEFARE: SR 1 Rl s 5 ) il
B EARE, PHZLAR T R (AL R e
ARG A AL F O SR IH g 8, hE A5 A
ZIa]AY#EES ( Haj-Mohamadi et al., 2018; Mitchell et al.,
2023; Shteynberg & Apfelbaum, 2013 ) , FEF b, 7
SEEG 2 v, R R BUMOREY Oy Ok Kk B T
BLE, DIk i 44 9 e WA []— B pisf o 3t )
Kk, [y, AP RBAFESHZSE, A
[F) 2 I3 AH O (A BHE R B [R]— SO AN [F]
5

FAERIEE: SR AMEAE I 5T

( Berg et al., 1995; Glaeser et al., 2000 ) , Z7EzUHA4>

TRABCH DR () SR S A XTSA 3RAR 4R AR
FFE KA A Bond (1993 ) Xt FEAEME Lo Bk
SIS ST 2 SR AR AT AR, FERERRE
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R, 2L BT AR A Y AR L B
fate (RO RERXT I 4B N, Xy i ege 28
) o A 20 By, BERE—HABUNR S
HE, B—ofmaiesm, P80
BUMBREAAS, SR A4 2P B, (2
SR E A R L4 2 P EA T 0L . BIAE AL
3 BeAR AR S Jo s S B A i e (58
YEFTRIG ) N, BRI A AR S5 i S 06
R

HAYEAT it SR A AT B A TR B 3 =X
(Levine et al., 2018 ) JRgt 7/ eksh, Ziuak
HIAMAAEOH SR B Sh oA R 5 IR B B KU AR
PAFE S IIES o P BBl HIIEA T S FEG %
liExk, fERFUER TR ASA 20 M, AT E
K —H ML ACS, H—r st .
B2 O MAORREAAS , 625007 A T 25 XL
I BRI AN I . WA R A e A 45 SR TE 5
WU SE G A, B RAFAY TR SR S0
I
3.1.3 LI

S, AT 55 RISL[R) 2 D RS [R) 2 7 1 1 51«
P BN IR S0 = 5 B e e AR RS2 H Y,
2 Je LR 28 07 21 04 G 4 1 B o S U TR e T2
1255, ANIRIZE Iy 2 A 44 9 43 9 B R 58 iic12
1155 SARFEAT 55 o AT 55 1 ELARERAE 55050 1 REUH
W], (AEA BRI X FHE FIER A A O
BB 2Ok KBS BT @Sk F 2

DR 2 26 4 R B AR I 5 e i R AR R, R
[ 2 Dy 4 R 3 A AN R H5 HTA BEAS ]

B, BYRE. WAPHKEATE TRk
FIIRBIAT S5 TN 55 — AR AT 55 AR G, Al
ERxili s

=20 ARAT I EAAKU AN SE s AP REITA
FEWERIE TR 200, 55050 1 240, WA gales
TR S U B A, AR O B A AT R A
.,

DU, AYEAT A ELR AR Ansg g
MR, 7R IETF G2 AT, S50 1244,
VR 424 WA T B S P AL U R A A, LA A LA
BERIBEARLI

e, B R B S A S5 H I &
M, BRI S N D Gt e {5 A B A .
3.1.4 SLEGsE

R HE R TC 5 AR 1k B B e, XS [ 1 S Y
AAVEAT I AE AT HEA T ST REAS ¢ K25, 2520,
Eapiry = 143, df =70, p > .05; tpp= - .61,
df =170, p > .05, RHAEIET IS EETOH 2
o ZJEAIRTENZ D5 P i AT 55 P AT 55 1Y)
AVEAT WA 2230, SRR, t=- .90, df
=34, p> .05, RUIAFEMEF LAY EIETHA
EREES

X W 21 AT 55 AR BE A T A SRR AR ¢ K 56,
48 1 R (R 28 B A A AE AT 55 AR R
FZEETAFGE A (Mg =9544+9.16, M 4=

F1 #E/ AREH. FEERSEITARBEXINER

M=SD 1 2 3
1. SLRIARRZ D —

2. f5fE 11.75+3.87 - 25

3. 5T 10.63+3.50 =327 60"

sty }7 < .05, wp < 01,

xR 2 BFENPNABESHT

95%ClI

FRA RO AR KRN

TRR FRR
B i N YT RN T ey () -96 232 -16
/AR E 2 —EVE TR -1.24 258 10
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4228 £2738, t=11.04, df=70, p<.001) , FEHIX}
FZTIHRAER T, Patsesigsxt
J5 IR AR TR, XTALEIT
FRBEVEA TR AEAS ¢ K5, Z5HR B, JERIZ D41
FERESTARSIA (Mym=1269+341, M
=1080+4.12, r=2.12, df=70, p<.05, Cohen'sd
=.50) o WEEREEHHaRA X MEEIERIR
GVEIT R, WL AR T ST RS ¢ KT IRas SR A 3N,
RSN EVE T RS T AL (M iy =
11.73 £3.01, M 4y =9.53+3.65, t=278, df=70, p
<.01, Cohen'sd=.65) .

SR, FAEMEVEIT M EPIPIADE,
% 1. ] SPSS 23.0 HF Y% FEFF PROCESS #£17H
BN, IIERZ DT S50 HAE R, [FERE
AR, AR AR R, SR AR
5000, Z5HF% 2 R, HEZHS5EXNGETT N
M R TRIA8ON 3, ELESON AN 3

T 2 WS T HEIEAN (2018) MBS,
i FHZ AR AT IR A0 28 4 5 PR 85 3 =) o v A8 o
FAEMPARE AT N . B MR T
IS AV T EA TP USRI SR, (RYE= A
RIHEATT ] B S BOE Z IR R AR DG . S HERR X
— T REME, AWFIEEIRIEEE 65 #pk, Hrhdk[mE
S 32 N, AREZHH 33 N, 525 2a 15
RIS Ry 9 SPEr I H A X S
HHEMOEREN? 7 (1 FRIEHAMERFIE,
9 FRAEFAEAHEAE ) |, HAWM RIS 71 5 50 0
2a e —, SR R ILEIEROVAEN - .70 (95%
CI N [-1.87, -.16]) , HAZRNEN -1.39 (95%
CI K [-3.31, .53]) , S{EAMEIEMEIRE &L
S, ABAEAESE R 207 5 X AR T R s i
e ER
3.2 L4 2b: ABRFEESAYHAMER
3.2.1 LA I

WA AR S 74 290, ER— A hE
DA RSSO i, Be ¢ 73 Atk (B Pk 21 A
SERARI N 19.70 £ 1.71 % ) AL b, Hopdk
F2eidl 36 N, NFEZDid 37 N, REEHR
Bl SEss: 1.
3.2.2 SRl

SCEMBREAE T R A R 55255 2a 58
L5,

BRI AR ] =00 H e 7 44
POl Z B ANPREEES . 25— DITH A Aron (1992)
il A PRI R (10S) , bk, 54
RN ANPREE BB . RS AT E T, F R
5K 10em W ERBE -, ZORPGUE R ER
Ocm AbJE—ABEAE N, PO MR B O
B RYMIRAE B 5 = AT H 558 AT H AR,
LR 0K 0om Ak A X6F 5 H A A T Bk 55—
Ao, BARRAR N “an—A A A NTE N EIR T
(e s 0 ZIBEALE, UK IRTE T IR T4~ r
B, AR PR XAAE B By
FEFEIRF 1 220 0 ZIEMAE, B ETE R
RO E, BEAR Bl E” o )
PO PR 2 #H2 (Liberman & Trope, 2008 ) , L2
N Ea e 1 SO 161 A 3 e ER S
ANYERE, SMEsFE 4R, o plial7Em H — )
A B S 00 H =) A BEAE 22 S5 -1 2 R
VE B 2 1) 2 EE S, 2B R R 25 [H]
PEESHGT . 1OS F12s [H]#E B W45 R 2R AR
FEE
3.2.3 TMET

RS2 2a HEE =20 (fRAERIINE ) SO A
PREFES A EEAL, AR5 5550 2a AHIA],
3.2.4 SIREER

S HEBRPE B, XA RS AVERT R
10S Fizs (Al B AT A ¢ KB G R0, ¢4
iy =-1.07, df=T71, p>.05; tos=-.54, df=71, p
> 055 toms=-.81, df=71, p>.05, LHEIEST
. 10S Fzs [ E g fE B Lo 2E 5. XA 41
P PCACAT S ARG 55 10 A A EA T itb A T 22 A
GERIR, t=- 37, df=35, p> .05, XWANFEUE
SR AT AR R E 225

X ZH FAT 55 AR iR AT 22 e g, 25 R 10
7[R 28 Py 41 B AT 55 AR UPE B 2 e TR R & 4
(M g 5=93.94+821, M 4 ;3 =4651+27.17, t=
10.15, df=71, p<.001) o XPHAHMEIETTH.
10S Fl%3 (A1 #2543 A TSI FEAS ¢ K, 45 2R L
%3,
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®3 AREBRSHETANMRELRITRERQR

10S 23 ) B GYETT N
(M+SD) (M+SD) (M£SD)
S RISERIZT (n=36) 3.25+1.30 12.25+1.88 11.84+3.43
ESBIARAD (n=37) 2.41x1.01 10.901.66 9.68+3.35
t 3.117 326" 2737
Cohen's d 72 .76 .63
" p < 01,
*4 H£E/AREAZRFE. 10S, FEEEREETHHEESITE
M=SD 1 2 3 4
1. JEE N2 —
2.10S 2.82+1.23 -.357
3. =S (AR R 11.57+1.88 - 36" 427
4. GVE1TH 10.75+3.54 - 31" 45" 33"
H: p < 01,
*5 ABREEBHIAPNHESHT
95%CI
TRk AR v HE
TR R
[/ AR E 2 —10S—&1EFT M -.96 -2.18 =28
LR/ AR>S VE TN -1.21 -2.78 36
LR/AR & -2 M > SRR -.65 -1.63 -.09
JERIARIZ - E 1R TR -1.52 3.18 13

P NBR B R A VEAT 35 2 P A
R, GRWER 40 i —AHTH] SPSS 23.0 AR
PROCESS #1 2 ot , LIALRIZ 5460 A
ir, 10S A Asts, ST AR R, ER
FRERECH 5000, 3 5 45RFKV], PP AEAR (24
DitEii— 10S —&1E; St fi—2 R —->51E)
ARV A B, HAEERAA B
3.3 ifit

S 2a A1 2b FESZYR 1 AYFEAE TR &bk 5L 8
Ik, DAHEBRHAB R T REfERE, B9 T BRI R
RE . EEFEZ TS T AR, FERA
PREE e A RO 2, AR 2,
THFT H2a F1 H2b, d B IE[R]) 28 Iy 0 AR ] 5 B
R AT A SR ) ANPRIE RS . RIS, SE5G 2 (4
RALFRREAE T Hlo A0 2 05 AT 55— B Bl

HFIRMZ 53 o ARINA IS 55, A 55 3L R
LG VR NI 2o BRI Tk,
WFFT 3 18 AR L R 28 Py 25 R B S TR RS X —

(a8
4 I 3 HMEZHXEIEIT ARSI

4.1 Sy kit

] G*Power3.1 THAAEA G, TR T2
3T, OV FRE R 30, BEMIKTE o WERN 05,
St 71 power (1-B ) WA .80, A HHAK
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Abstract As one of the key prosocial behaviors, cooperative behavior plays a vital role in social development and group cohesion. Therefore, it is
essential to investigate the factors that influence it. Previous studies have shown that shared experiences can effectively promote cooperation. However,
most of this research has concentrated on physiological stimulation, emotional stimulation, and interpersonal synchronization. Despite being one of the
most common experiences in life, task-based shared experiences have received relatively little attention from researchers. Furthermore, few scholars
have explored how the success or failure of these shared experiences impacts cooperative behavior. To address these gaps, this study employs three
experiments to examine the relationship between task-based shared experiences and cooperative behavior, the underlying mechanisms involved, and
the role of success or failure feedback.

Study 1 investigates the relationship between task-based shared experience and cooperative behavior. The experiment employed a one-way, two-
level between-subjects design, with a total of 71 participants randomly assigned to either the task-based common experience group or the task-based
different experience group. Participants in the common experience group were required to complete the same task (a memory task), while those in the
different experience group were assigned different tasks, with half completing the memory task and the other half completing a summary task. The
public goods dilemma was used to measure their cooperative behavior. To rule out alternative explanations, Studies 2a and 2b made minor adjustments
to the common/different experiences intervention based on Study 1 and further explored the roles of trust and interpersonal distance in how task-
based shared experiences influence cooperative behavior. Study 2a recruited 72 participants, while Study 2b recruited 73. The experimental design
and procedures for both studies were similar to those of Study 1, with the following distinctions: Study 2a measured participants' trust using a trust
paradigm, while Study 2b assessed interpersonal distance through a questionnaire. Both studies used the Prisoner's Dilemma to evaluate cooperative
behavior. Building on Study 2, Study 3 further examines the impact of feedback regarding the success or failure of task-based shared experiences on
cooperative behavior. A total of 146 participants were recruited for Study 3, which adopted a 2 (common/different experiences) x 2 (success feedback/
failure feedback) experimental design. The interventions for common and different experiences were consistent with those in Study 2; however,
participants in the success feedback group were informed that their task was successful, while those in the failure feedback group were told that their
task had failed.

The results of Study 1 support the hypothesis that task-based shared experiences promote cooperative behavior more effectively than task-based
different experiences. Findings from Study 2 indicate that trust and interpersonal distance mediate the influence of task-based shared experiences on
cooperative behavior, which not only supports the hypothesis but also aligns with the predictions of self-categorization theory. Study 3 reveals that
successful task-based shared experiences encourage cooperative behavior more than successful task-based different experiences, while the cooperative
behavior of the failed task-based shared experiences group is lower than that of the failed task-based different experiences group. Notably, interpersonal
distance plays a significant mediating role only under the condition of success feedback, which partially supports the hypothesis.

This study indicates that task-based shared experiences influence the occurrence of cooperative behavior, with trust and interpersonal distance
serving as mediating factors in this process. Furthermore, the outcome of these task-based shared experiences-be it a success or failure-moderates their
impact on cooperative behavior. Notably, trust loses its mediating role when participants receive feedback regarding the success or failure of their
task-based shared experiences. This finding suggests opportunities for future research to investigate the underlying reasons and boundary conditions
associated with these dynamics.

Key words shared experiences, cooperative behavior, trust, interpersonal distance, experience success or failure



