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PEAT R B, SCHE BT A7 A B UL B AR 4 R
X /df = 2. 393, RMSEA = 0. 065, GFI = 0. 970,
NFI=0.962,IFI =0.977,CFI =0. 977 , A It v &
R R R AR DL BT AR T2l 1y
Ji 2550 AVE (E 34T BE 5, N AFIACN TR Gt
N UAR AR 5 B 4 AVE {85351 4 0. 586.,0. 713
0.598 AVE fH¥ KT 0.5, R AL RFHNERS
R Ry it — 20K 30 DX RUOBE , AR SO A 7 o
AVE (B J7 55 B2 1022 [8] ) AH OC 2R Bk A T 1
BOWAR2) AR5 AVE V-5 iR T
(] () AH O R B, U B 1 B AR 4 119 IX 3 35

R2BRGE T FEARWIE . Ty 22 L) LAH
KAREL N2 45 R B AR HARE S
WA IEASE (B =0.404,p <0.01) , 55C7E
U AR (B = -0.335,p <0.01). PHEMAIN
[f(B=0.390,p <0.01) FICHEAMA (B =0.475,
p <0.01) B 54R 14 & IR R ARG, S J5 SR 3K 5
FRAL T LA

x2 HE.FE BXREYEXSBE( = 326)

Table 2 Mean, standard deviation, correlation analysis and discriminant validity (n =326 )

A 44 R M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. 4E#% 28.896 | 8.482 1
2. MR 0. 420 0.494 | 0.172** 1
3. 25 2. 841 0. 641 -0.032 | -0.001 1
4. RHIEEFEEREE | 5.098 1.309 -0.051 | -0.020 | 0.011 1

5. PIEEARIATR] 4.792 1. 260 0. 004 0.035 | 0.039 | 0.404** 0. 766

6. KAl A 5.256 1. 307 -0.004 | 0.081 0.043 | -0.335"" | 0.129" 0. 844

7. A R 5.698 0.957 -0.037 | 0.115* | 0.102 0.023 | 0.389*" |0.475%* | 0.711

T FUR p<0.05, 7" IR p<0.01, " IR p <0.001, TR, AR R B HISN LA FERY T 235853, AVE B)SFJTRAEN Ak L.
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R AR AR " B AR SR B IR ]
MR, AR R, ST — RO ZE SR AR [A], 7647 il
T NAGET A2 B (ARl L 5200 5, A
7 B R BT T B A M [ B
F(B=0.022,1(321) =0.395, p =0.695). RJ5

32 P B A R B AU A R M BL AR, 25 58 L2 3.
XPASHRE 155 ) TR PR A T AR A ) Y B A
(R 1 B 2) SEAT B IE , B 45 2R W /s A st
A B JEE X AR A DA [ A S I 1R R (B =
0.405,1(321) =7.941, p <0.001) , A REHAIA[F]
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p <0.001) , 5 At A X 48 G & 8 A 2 2 114 1E 1)
B4R (B =0.464,1(321) =9.506, p <0.001) , %k
P AT R re e SCRrR R 4 BRI 5.

£3 EHEASWER(n=326)
Table 3 Result of regression analysis(n =326)

AR | ARHOAR | SR | BRI
M, M, M, M,

P 0.111°* 0. 040 0. 080 0.077
AE -0.083 0.019 -0.033 -0. 046

25 0. 046 0.035 0. 046 0. 069

A S R 0.405 *** -0.336*** 0. 044
HHEAIAR 0.310***
PSEXLYN 0. 440 ***

e R 0.156 0.110 0.337
F 16.030 *** | 11.058"** | 34.083 ***

R T B8 UE ARSI IR] 0 6 3t A TE AR g %5
JEE R O R S R R e i R v i R A BN, B
1% Hayes f) Bootstrap J7 ¥ #E 47 4k i 46 36,1
i f] SPSS %2 PROCESS 1) model4 47 H9F , #£
AEEERE 1 000, AR 45 (] 422 5500 7 95 % A5 X [A]

JE LA O SR W b A SOV 1 2 3 AN LR
U B R e AR A DA [ A6 O T A A2 i 7
JE 4 95 % B A5 XA B GL 5 0, )R AL 24 )2 .
HIBARAR WK 4. LR 3 R 6 15 2
A

R4 PAYEKIBER
Table 4 Results of mediating effect

(i) 42228 1 LLCI ULCI
PR TA TR 0.086 6 0.049 7 0.134 1
KA A -0.1019 -0.1549 -0.062 3
AR -0.0152 -0.096 4 0.048 6

SAREL TP ( climato-economic theory ) JA S,
A RN 28 55 A R i AC HAE AR R T XAk R
B, Van F1 Viiert 55 3 0 28 U B0 %
Hh 2% A I AN [R) SR B ) 64T 1 R, AESE T
XIS SCAL B ) 48 b 22 5% AR SO T SPSS
7% PROCESS H ] model7 S ik X 48 SC A B[] FY
PAER L3R5 FER 6 JEIR T AN [R) X sl S Ak Hi )
FRITR] RN A 95 Yo 14 A X 1] 24 SCAR I 1] Sy i
AN SIS P 7 i AR R 5 N A A [
S A5 WG B A TR 4 R 2 B 1Y (LLCT =
0.007, ULCI =0. 086, AU 0), fEH K/ N
0. 042. 4 SCACI [m] Ay it B 14 = SO, 9 1 ™ i 7t
JEE 30 3k PR AR DA [ 3 1T 5 M 4 O R ) [ 228

IR ( LLCI =0. 072, ULCI =0.201, A4l
5 0) AR/ 0. 131 SRR SCALIR i B3R
M 2 S [ 25 ) (S HI = — 0. 375, LLCT = -
0.574, ULCI = -0.176).

USR5 i A 5 SCIN B 19 T FE AR S
A 3o DG At AT MR U B 14 ) 1Ak 8 2 (LL-
Cl=-0.275, ULCI = - 0. 112, 4145 0) , &%
AR - 0. 177, B30I Sy i 5 1 3= S, 3
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7] XS SCAR IR 1) 1A 200 SR R W) 22 St S (S LI =
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Table 5 Results of moderated mediation effect path analysis (in-group identity)

X3 S AL L) Effect BootLLCI BootULCI

(ESLESE 0.131 0.072 0.201

A~ X 0.042 0.007 0.087

F6 WHEATHPNBEBEESWER(KE/RA)
Table 6 Results of moderated mediation effect path analysis (other-focused attention)
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Fig. 3 Moderate role of regional cultural orientation on the relationship

between local epidemic severity and in-group identity
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Fig. 4 Moderate role of regional cultural orientation on the relationship

between local epidemic severity and other-focused attention
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Table 7 Results of moderated mediation effect path analysis (in-group identity)

X ARSI ] Effect BootLLCI BootULCI
TR T2 X 0.104 0.055 0.160
RIS 0.048 0. 006 0.093

PENT 7 A B 5 DX S SO A o 114 58 EL N 6
HEA /R R B2 B3 (S B = - 0. 240,
p=0.025, LLCI =-0. 451, ULCI =-0.029). {1
8 BT/, 4 SCARH ) Ry i A~ 1A 32 SCHT, S b 1Y
HAN SN 45 A E O (LLCT = - 0. 246, ULCI =
-0.077) Bt A = 0. 153 5 24 SCARHL ] 2y fi 4R

AR 5 SCIN, ARSI TR 1) PP A 50 45 SRt AN FL 4
O(LLCI = -0.115, ULCI = —-0.035) , 3% H A 454
N EE g 0. 075 IR F i A~ 2 S Ak e, %
Al DESE R (LPNDES Sy QR 4c (B E RSNl SR (L
NI AR 2 80 T DRI SO ) (4 985, PR
Bk 1B 8.

RS WHTHHRNHURERSWER(KEMN)

Table 8 Results of moderated mediation effect path analysis (other-focused attention)

X e S AL H A) Effect BootLLCI BootULCI
L E N -0.075 -0.115 -0.035
P A~ 3= S -0.153 -0.246 -0.077
I 2 o — SR 3 X 48 W R MR 2) A b g s ™ R
3 HRiF X 225 B 0 5% W A o AR MO T

3.1 MRLR

I AR QU7 2 0 T UM I 3500 A 25178
SEMAAE TR AR IR N — 3. —Jr iR & A e
S22 ) B 23 3 R AT 48 G B, Staub 1
Vollhardt $#2H 49 “ I8 T35 MEAYAAB”  (altruism born
of suffering) , 5l Sz W 17623 2 g ( 4 #h 72 55 B
SRICE ) 1 Ji AT A A AT M B4
73— 5T Harel F1 Kogut 1Ay, i T & 1 IR T
A FRYE, TEAEZ Py B U CARYLER) S 25 s/ N
AR AT R BT DL BRI, A SCR B T8
TR 983X — BE Bk RO R A H A SR gl
T I A e BRAR St s 7 AR X AT ] — £k
2 DCIRIE  EIEBAT BE 2E . BT X 4R AR
SCEF AL 25N RIS R A R B | AR A
Xof 5 G A S e 1) 0 BT HE SR v, R ARG 56 AR
IR FSCTEA AR AR WG = B e, T 455
BT, Bk T DX A I ] B R AR T itk
W E I T AR NE.

WFFEAE AR R, 1) AR 13 ™ B R B X A
SINGEERTE AT A PO SEX (YN R E R D!
S 5 NI R] 5 2G T2 Al HR 5 35 1 1) 52 0 48

T A ERLE S 1 A PR 3) A Hb 2 17 ™ d A%
FEXT TR G 5 A SB35 5 ), 3 2 R A g i ™
AR AL R H TR AR DL 7 AR B AR TA R BT
HEI AR 92 475 7™ B b DX 48 8 R, SRR
H B A AN 22 42 3% DA R TR B8 I 2 B 1 T A i, U
XA N DG T AR T 4R I R B, RIFA
PR 2R AR X R e e 7 A R R 2 . 4) X S S Ak
B[] 8 A b g5 1 ) R B N PN A O [ 1
e ELAATT 5, AR T A 32 S, > XSO AR
) S O B A 3 SRS, A b g2 17 7™ F AR 2 X T N
PRI TR ) IE [0] 52 A e A 348 8. 5 ) DX I SC AL B ) ]
AR b B R R S A N R . LA
T BT AR 32, 2 DX SO AR ) Ay i S A
F2 S, A by 17 7™ B R B G O R AN Y 1)
SR RE AL D55
3.2 EipwEk

5, AT 43 A1 BT 6] 3 ek il 48 8 1 X
FEREE R A LR, AR X F — 2R3 X 4R =
FEA 2 . A s At SN RIS AR A
JEY R N i s 2 7 S A e ] E2Y /A D0 e i |
I R S E R LB, 30 00E 1 o A o) i T
SN B A FE AR AL BT IE S A RERR T AR AE



43

FARAG . BERAILEIIME ST A 2T NI AL ——LAB e 2 15 D 1

PR [ AN Y A Ay B AL T BB B T4t &
o E T 25 . DIERTTE 25 o TR
WA T, — 2B T R BT 22 22 1 A A A il
B EREXT A2 BB i SRR £ 32, 3 i S A
FHEREA R MR R T S K R E
TEZE A VR B A AT SE A 1 o T T e 1)
B AT X b A 1 G T 4k 1 ik 200 4 ot
B el il 58 BN Je— i K S B R IR AR
DIt SRy, A STERTE T B0 B2 1% UMb T 1) 2%
AT, RERE D U 5 S AR B IR Z M R
R AR RACH I BLSA, IR T AT FE R
N U XU R MR AL A LA

B T HOE IR R X — 1 5, AL A
I R BE AL 2 IA [A] B O B B, R 5E N
FEAONFEIRPET, 0 8 T Ak 2R R 47
BIFSE AP A B . A A A DA TR — Aok U T
ZRE . 2 E RV T AR S T, X
TR SE B IS LU D, v I B SO A 22
WESHTERBARKMESR, A SCRETH
TR AFENG , RTE T AEBA SMIEIR L R T 52 T
IE[F aas X TGN R A2 R, — 2 R B
AL DB B AN R R A AT
DRI R N B8 , A SORs AL 2o A ) PE e
AN B A B H S5 T, F R A EE
TGS RIS

o=, HAX T 25 AT N T K 2 4
HFAMARJZ 18T 10 WL)Z T b 23 B AN [ SCAEH
[ % F2RAL S AT R T 5 LA B = I Y
TG AR TR IR IR AL IS, ST PR 2000 A
FOAT S DR A 5L, ASBIF S A DX 384 £ B2 DR A2
B ST AR ZE S, S kAN [R) 1 B X 3] SCAEHL
I AR 1 1 P, 90 8 1 XIS 2 S O I S LR
3.3 EEER

ARSCIRTE T RSB TR 1 T RE A XL
FAE AL , AL i 5 1A 3 S8 XIS A By X
A TR T A XE ) IR A A B T RS 4
% I S B N B SR SOAS i S 4R LR
BOE RSP T AL LA S Xk 22 57 545
25175 TH I8 TR T B 3 B8 AR DA T R S 1A
AR TR SOy, TR A A 4R 18

B e RA —E ISR R

G, SRR AR ik U7 X R 2R 4 —
J7 1 AT LR (4 £ B AT g, JE HR AR E R
FEATURN I REZEAF: 1T AT, B G i Mo A 75 7 4 B 5 1)
PNREACIN T B0 AL SEIRER B 45 0 A AR S
JR TR A A5 AL 2 DAL, S A T R e Ay
N3 93 —J7 I, B AT REVRAN A Bl bt A 52 B el
52 B IX TR IE | 12 R I 3 ) 37 S Rl A
i B S B SR ZS & 1 05 ORI 5 R B 2
ATE T, BRI T 52 BNt Xy s ) )
11T i AT TR AR AR I

FOR eGSR L R B A E 2R AR A%
S RA B B30 25 R 14 2835 2 50k i
GBI B E X T 32 By NB9TER T, AT 554R
T H BT, 285 A 2T B S BB (1]
LD 5 AN R I DA R a5 IV 2 L N R
FER S 5073, S g AT 32 B A ST Axt
SHATUH 25 B, TG sE A3 SR

S R RPN R A T 77E S
IR 3 SCRY ST i) A L2 I ERG M, 58 ) 2655 4R I
(At e BRI IE 10 15 1, D AR 0 k20 A 22
K FETE A IERERE 5 [F] I BEUA L 2R S AR 4R 14 =
SCCACHHE, 42 i AT B A 32 SCC b, fin
SR RE AR I B IE B A, i R AR
PEst AL T, SMETATT SEERHLR A9 T 1, A
[IE7T=RWNGOE L B=vsY

e, AR AL AT LU s A [a] DX ) SC A 22
SR L, BT X R E A DX Ok BT 5 K H B B
PRINES, I ELRAE HLHR R BOR 0 A i, 2k BRI
MR Z , 28 L 2Un] LLd S — & M EOR T-Besk
YBCHE AR B3 10 B b DX, DT S 4 b JRE AR
).
3.4 HRBRERKRE

B AT T A R v 7 B A B
TH BRI HORF T T A% - 2 e
DA BT A R B A3 AT W S 3 4 o X
SRS A I e AT 72 W2 1T A 30 4, AELLE oW = T
LA I AR 8 SR P R B RS 2 1 ) S A
W ii) , Z JE BRI S AT LA IR A (] 53k (SR
OIS ) — PR AR — P RAUEA S S5



— 74 — g M

¥ AR

2021 4£ 3 A

B ARSOUSIN E T MR SR I T, R
HEARERE 2R RIBIELT NI IC I IE
RS AU A AR 2S00 DA T 55 4R O A3CR
L 2 BFE . ARIE AT LLAE W S8R 4H I R
Al 40 25 XS A B SR G AT S (A48 4 <6 0
HEATRIT.
o =, S AFEWTTEAN R, AR SCFSE A B IR0 5
TR P T I 19 B R A IE DA S, A e
1 B R X TR I T SR B R E R, R, AR5
SE BAEBCR A B P U T, AT
FEBA RF S A RN (BN

e

/

et CINFREE TG 5 ) 19 JLRbM I 58 T 2 1
HRIABAE., T Bt — PRI S IR

SF0U, BEFBENT I AW, 2R S ERAEE T
G, M R PENT O s i Sl gl CA BRIk
B R I D0 B AT AT B2k 2 AR Al — M
PR B0t 5 o 4B 5 1 < A2 i iz 2L R A7
FREARRF. ARMIEFE AT AR ZR W02 BRI Y
AR5 R AR (g A 2R) J2& 75 ) B fiE
FEEE AN R RS SR AL AT = A s i, 4
ShILFE M N S fi iz S [R5 227 e 1t
PSS &N

2 % X -

[1]Penner L. A, Dovidio J F, Piliavin J A, et al. Prosocial behavior: Multilevel perspectives[ J]. Annual Review of Psychol-
ogy, 2005, 56(1) : 365 -392.
(215N, 8 AN BH AW SR h oAb b AR AE A AG [T ] A 3R A 23R, 2015, 18(11) : 35 - 46.
Han Jiaojie, Wei Jie. The evolutionary of altruism preferences in complex project team cooperation[ J]. Journal of Manage-
ment Sciences in China, 2015, 18(11): 35 —46. (in Chinese)
[3]Jackson J W. Realistic group conflict theory; A review and evaluation of the theoretical and empirical literature[ J]. The
Psychological Record, 1993, 43 . 395 —414.
[4 ] Fritsche T, Jonas E, Kessler T. Collective reactions to threat: Implications for intergroup conflict and for solving societal cri-
ses[ J]. Social Issues and Policy Review, 2011, 5(1); 101 - 136.
[5]Hodges S D, Kiel K J, Kramer A D I, et al. Giving birth to empathy: The effects of similar experience on empathic accura-
cy, empathic concern, and perceived empathy[ J]. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 2010, 36(3) : 398 —409.
[6]Christy C A, Voigt H. Bystander responses to public episodes of child abuse[ J]. Journal of Applied Social Psychology,
1994, 24(9) . 824 —847.
[7]Barnett M A, Tetreault P A, Esper J A, et al. Similarity and empathy: The experience of rape[ J]. The Journal of Social
Psychology, 1986, 126(1) ; 47 —49.
[8]Harel I, Kogut T. Visceral needs and donation decisions: Do people identify with suffering or with relief? [ J]. Journal of
Experimental Social Psychology, 2015, 56 24 —29.
[OIXIEHG, AR, # Db A5 fpE AT rp i 2 I 22 = i WF SR I [T ] O BERL A R, 2013, 21(4) . 664
-670.
Liu Jingyi, Huang Xiting, Yang Shuai. Three components of attentional bias in social anxiety disorder[ J]. Advances in Psy-
chological Science, 2013, 21(4): 664 —670. (in Chinese)
[ 10]Raboteg Z, Zuzul M, Kereste¥ G. War and children’ s aggressive and prosocial behaviour[ J]. European Journal of Person-
ality, 1994, 8(3) . 201 -212.
[ 11]Piferi R L, Jobe R L., Jones W H. Giving to others during national tragedy: The effects of altruistic and egoistic motivations
on long-term giving[ J]. Journal of Social and Personal Relationships, 2006, 23(1) . 171 - 184.
[12]1i Y, Li H, Decety J, et al. Experiencing a natural disaster alters children’ s altruistic giving[ J]. Psychological Science,
2013, 24(9) . 1686 —1695.
[13]Rao L L, Han R, Ren X P, et al. Disadvantage and prosocial behavior: The effects of the Wenchuan earthquake[ J]. Evo-
lution and Human Behavior, 2011, 32(1): 63 —69.



43 FARAG . BERAILEIIME ST A 2T NI AL ——LAB e 2 15 D 1 — 75 —

[ 14 ]Staub E, Vollhardt J. Altruism born of suffering: The roots of caring and helping after victimization and other trauma[ J ].
American Journal of Orthopsychiatry, 2008, 78(3) : 267 —280.

(1S T, Foddf, WSS, 2. A AUCH Ml ? PEACAL A B RUBR AR L[ T]. PR E R, 2017, 25(9) -
1441 - 1455.
Xie Xiaofei, Wang Yilu, Gu Siyi, et al. Is altruism just other-benefiting? A dual pathway model from an evolutionary per-
spective[ J]. Advances in Psychological Science, 2017, 25(9) : 1441 —1455. (in Chinese)

[16 ] Lakens D, Stel M. If they move in sync, they must feel in sync; Movement synchrony leads to attributions of rapport and
entitativity[ J ]. Social Cognition, 2011, 29(1): 1 -14.

[17] Leonardelli G J, Brewer M B. Minority and majority discrimination: When and why[J]. Journal of Experimental Social
Psychology, 2001, 37(6) : 468 —485.

[ 18 JHakansson J, Montgomery H. Empathy as an interpersonal phenomenon[J]. Journal of Social and Personal Relationships,
2003, 20(3) : 267 -284.

[19]Crisp R J, Hewstone M, Rubin M. Does multiple categorization reduce intergroup bias? [ J]. Personality and Social Psy-
chology Bulletin, 2001, 27(1): 76 —89.

[20] Gaertner S L, Dovidio J F, Anastasio P A, et al. The common ingroup identity model ; Recategorization and the reduction
of intergroup bias[ J]. European Review of Social Psychology, 1993, 4(1) . 1 -26.

[21 ]Hornsey M J. Social identity theory and self-categorization theory: A historical review[ J]. Social and Personality Psychol-
ogy Compass, 2008, 2(1) : 204 —222.

[22]Stets J E, Burke P J. Identity theory and social identity theory[ J]. Social Psychology Quarterly, 2000, 63 (3). 224
-237.

[23]Stahl T, Vermunt R, Ellemers N. Friend or foe? Ingroup identification moderates reactions to outgroup members’ allocation
behavior[ J]. European Journal of Social Psychology, 2006, 36(6) : 877 —885.

[24]Craig M A, Richeson J A. Coalition or derogation? How perceived discrimination influences intraminority intergroup rela-
tions[ J]. Journal of Personality & Social Psychology, 2012, 102(4) ; 759 - 777.

(25 ] Z4RMS, R, AR R AR IEAL 2 R WS HE AR LA AL [T ] A BBl 2244, 2013, 16(3) : 73 -81.
Li Zhenpeng, Tang Xijin. Exogenous covariate and non-positive social influence promote group polarization[ J]. Journal of
Management Sciences in China, 2013, 16(3): 73 —81. (in Chinese)

[26 ] Gaertner L, Tuzzini J, Witt M G, et al. Us without them: Evidence for an intragroup origin of positive in-groupregard[ J].
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 2006, 90(3) : 426 —439.

[27]Ford R M, Aberdein B. Exploring social influences on the joint Simon task : Empathy and friendship[J]. Frontiers in Psy-
chology, 2015, 6. 1 -11.

[28]Sell J, Love T. Commonfate, crisis, and cooperation in social dilemmas[J]. Advances in Group Processes: Altruism and
Prosocial Behavior in Groups, 2009, 26 53 —80.

[29 ]| Brewer M B. Superodinate Goals Versus Superordinate Identity as Bases of Intergroup Cooperation| M]. Thousand Oaks:
Sage Publications Ltd, 2000.

[30] £ 7. 2 GIAR—HH AL 22 B — DT HEZR AR R [T ] 255, 2001, 16(1) : 4 - 14.
Wang Ning. Consumption and identity; Exploration of an analytical framwork for the sociology of consumption [ J]. Socio-
logical Studies, 2001, 16(1): 4 —14. (in Chinese)

[31 ] Ashforth B E, Mael F A. Oranizationa lidentity and strategy as a context for the individual[ J]. Advances in Strategic Man-
agement, 1996, 13. 19 - 64.

[32]Verkuyten M, Nekuee S. Ingroup bias: The effect of self-stereotyping, identification and group threat[ J]. European Jour-
nal of Social Psychology, 1999, 29(2 -3) . 411 —418.

[33]Ellemers N, Spears R, Doosje B. Self and social identity[ J]. Annual Review of Psychology, 2002, 53(1): 161 —186.

[34 ]Scheepers D, Ellemers N. When the pressure is up: The assessment of social identity threat in low and high status groups



— 76 — LT S 2021 43 J1

[J]. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology, 2005, 41(2): 192 —200.

(35 5RAEMS, ARuE, PRV, . SAL DO IR G R e IR HE A NG 7 —— I o TR RS 0T 10 504 77 8 R ) 52 )
WrsE[d]. FHLTE, 2019, 31(2): 155 - 168.
Zhang Depeng, Lin Mengfei, Chen Chunfeng, et al. Do emotions and relationships in brand community inspire recommen-
dations?; Research on the influence of customer psychological attachment on their recommendation intentions[ J]. Manage-
ment Review, 2019, 31(2): 155 —168. (in Chinese)

[36 ] Leonardelli G J, Brewer M B. Minority and majority discrimination; When and why[ J]. Journal of Experimental Social
Psychology, 2001, 37(6) : 468 —485.

[37 ] Bastian B, Jetten J, Ferris L. J. Pain as social glue: Shared pain increases cooperation| J]. Psychological Science, 2014,
25(11) ;2079 —2085.

[38]B O, B & FiRSF Bt AT NGB A FILH A [ ). A BE2A4R, 2014, 11(1) : 86 -94.
Duan Guang, Yang Zhong. Would knowledge diversity promote team innovation? An analysis based on mediated moderator
model[ J]. Chinese Journal of Management, 2014, 11(1) : 86 =94. (in Chinese)

[39 ] Hofstede G. Motivation, leadership, and organization: Do American theories apply abroad? [J]. Organizational Dynamics,
1980, 9(1): 42 - 63.

[40]Longmire N H, Harrison D A. Seeing their side versus feeling their pain: Differential consequences of perspective-taking
and empathy at work[ J]. Journal of Applied Psychology, 2018, 103(8) : 894 -915.

[41]Fenske M J, Raymond J E, Kessler K, et al. Attentional inhibition has social-emotional consequences for unfamiliar faces
[J]. Psychological Science, 2005, 16(10); 753 - 758.

[42] R, FROR, BER. FEANE R Al O BUR T SRR [ T]. SME 25 543, 2009, 31(6): 58
-65.
Wu Jianzu, Wang Xinran, Zeng Xianju. Current status and future prospects of foreign research on attention-based view[ J].
Foreign Economics and Management, 2009, 31(6) : 58 —65. (in Chinese)

[43]Cheek J M, Melchior . A. Handbook of Social and Evaluation Anxiety[ M]. New York: Springer Press, 1990.

[44 ]Darley J M, Batson C D. “From Jerusalem to Jericho” ; A study of situational and dispositional variables in helping behav-
ior[ J]. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1973, 27(1) : 100 - 108.

[45 ] Thompson W C, Cowan C L, Rosenhan D L. Focus of attention mediates the impact of negative affect on altruism[ J].
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1980, 38(2) : 291 —300.

(46 [ fadiR2s, B8 4, sKPHT. IESZRMEI S A EME S AR R IRBI LT ). D EEREY:, 2016, 39(1) : 158 — 165.
He Zhenhong, Zhao Ting, Zhang Dandan. The recognition of upright and inverted threat-related body expressions[J].
Journal of Psychological Science, 2016, 39(1) . 158 —165. (iin Chinese)

[47 ]Sheppes G, Luria R, Fukuda K, et al. There’s more to anxiety than meets the eye: Isolating threat-related attentional en-
gagement and disengagement biases[ J]. Emotion, 2013, 13(3) . 520 -528.

[48 ]Hawkins R L., Maurer K.  You fix my community, you have fixed my life’ ; The disruption and rebuilding of ontological
security in New Orleans[ J]. Disasters, 2011, 35(1) ; 143 - 159.

(49 REC, BB, 250, VEE I RIRBRE 5 0T 55 A B THRHLEI[J]. OB, 2014, 46(2) : 174 - 184.
Wu Yanwen, You Xuqun, Li Haixia. Mechanisms of attentional resource limitations and dual-task interference[ J]. Acta
Psychologica Sinica, 2014, 46(2) : 174 —184. (in Chinese)

[50]Batson C D, Early S, Salvarani G. Perspective taking: Imagining how another feels versus imaging how you would feel[ J .
Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 1997, 23(7): 751 -758.

[51]Fenske M J, Raymond J E, Kessler K, et al. Attentional inhibition has social-emotional consequences for unfamiliar faces
[J]. Psychological Science, 2005, 16(10); 753 - 758.

[52]Fenske M J, Raymond J E. Affective influences of selective attention[ J]. Current Directions in Psychological Science,

2006, 15(6) : 312 -316.



43 FARAG . BERAILEIIME ST A 2T NI AL ——LAB e 2 15 D 1 — 77 —

[53 ]Holmes J G, Miller D T, Lerner M J. Committing altruism under the cloak of self-interest: The exchange fiction[ J]. Jour-
nal of Experimental Social Psychology, 2002, 38(2) . 144 - 151.

[54] Armony J L, Dolan R J. Modulation of spatial attention by fear-conditioned stimuli; An event-related MRI study[ J]. Neu-
ropsychologia, 2002, 40(7) . 817 —826.

[55 ] Dickert S, Slovic P. Attentional mechanisms in the generation of sympathy[ J]. Judgment and Decision Making, 2009, 4
(4) . 297 -306.

[56 |Eyal T, Steffel M, Epley N. Perspective mistaking: Accurately understanding the mind of another requires getting perspec-
tive, not taking perspective[ J |. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 2018, 114(4) ; 547 —571.

[57]Han D H, Lalwani A K, Duhachek A. Power distance belief, power, and charitable giving[ J]. Journal of Consumer Re-
search, 2017, 44(1) . 182 - 195.

[58 ] Dickert S, Sagara N, Slovic P. Affective motivations to help others: A two-stage model of donation decisions [J]. Journal
of Behavioral Decision Making, 2011, 24(4) : 361 —376.

[SOTAmifH, 2= i, #h Il sPEXESCEHE . “K—57 e “Zooie”? [J]. EHHEA, 2015, (2): 101 - 119.
Zhao Xiangyang, Li Hai, Sun Chuan. The regional cultural map in China: Is it “the great unification” or “the diversifica-
tion”? [J]. Management World, 2015, (2): 101 —119. (in Chinese)

[60]Markus H R, Kitayama S. Cultures and selves: A cycle of mutual constitution[ J]. Perspectives on Psychological Science,
2010, 5(4): 420 —430.

[61 ]2 [, AME, HEWI]. SCb2E 50 CEO WJF gk ? [J]. &L, 2019, 31(6) : 144 - 159.

Li Shanmin, Gong Shuyu, Zhuang Mingming. Does cultural difference affect CEO’ s merger & acquisitions decision? [ J].
Management Review, 2019, 31(6) : 144 - 159. (in Chinese)

[62]Hamamura T, Xu Q, Du Y. Culture, social class, and independence-interdependence: The case of Chinese adolescents
[J]. International Journal of Psychology, 2013, 48(3): 344 -351.

[63 ] Hofstede G. Motivation, leadership, and organization: Do American theories apply abroad? [J]. Organizational Dynamics,
1980, 9(1): 42 —63.

[64 ]Oyserman D, Coon H M, Kemmelmeier M. Rethinking individualism and collectivism: Evaluation of theoretical assump-
tions and meta-analyses[ J]. Psychological Bulletin, 2002, 128(1): 3 -72.

[ 65 ]Paciotti B, Hadley C, Holmes C, et al. Grass-roots justice in Tanzania; Cultural evolution and game theory help to explain
how a history of cooperation influences the success of social organizations[ J]. American Scientist, 2005, 93(1) ; 58 —65.

[66]Xiang P, Zhang H, Geng L, et al. Individualist-collectivist differences in climate change inaction: The role of perceived in-
tractability[ J]. Frontiers in Psychology, 2019, 10: 1 —12.

[67 ] JRUtFIEE , SRHE, FER. MO/ MM T S IR R SR 24 M et se [T ] &g M, 2018, 231
(3): 86 -96.

Qi Haifeng, Fei Hongping, Zheng Yuxiang. Research on the influence of self-interested/altruistic public service advertising

appeals on pro-social consumer behavior[ J]. Collected Essays on Finance and Economics, 2018, 231(3): 86 -96. (in

Chinese)

[68 ] Georgas J, Berry J W. An ecocultural taxonomy for cross-cultural psychology[ J]. Cross-Cultural Research, 1995, 29(2) :
121 - 157.

[69] Shfksk, LM, 1 VL. HEASEKE MLy 255 RH s 7 [)]. DHERE R, 2016, 24(10) : 1551
—1555.

Ma Xinran, Ren Xiaopeng, Xu Jiang. The difference of collectivism between north and south China and its cultural dynam-
ics[ J]. Advances in Psychological Science, 2016, 24(10) ; 1551 —1555. (in Chinese)

[70]Feng J, Ren X, Ma X. On going voluntary settlement and independent agency: Evidence from China[ J]. Frontiers in Psy-
chology, 2017, 8: 1 -9.

[71]Talhelm T, Zhang X, Oishi S, et al. Large-scale psychological differences within China explained by rice versus wheat agri-



— 78 — LT S 2021 43 J1

culture[ J]. Science, 2014, 344(6184) ;. 603 - 608.

[72 ] Fischer R, Van de Vliert E. Does climate undermine subjective well-being? A 58-nation study[ J]. Personality and Social
Psychology Bulletin, 2011, 37(8): 1031 — 1041.

[73]Wu J T, Leung K, Leung G M. Nowcasting and forecasting the potential domestic and international spread of the 2019-
nCoV outbreak originating in Wuhan, China; A modelling study[J]. The Lancet, 2020, 395(10225) ; 689 —697.

[74]Riou J, Althaus C L. Pattern of early human-to-human transmission of Wuhan 2019 novel coronavirus (2019-nCoV) , De-
cember 2019 to January 2020 [ J]. Euro Surveillance: Bulletin Européen Sur Les Maladies Transmissibles = FEuropean
Communicable Disease Bulletin, 2020, 25(4) ; 235 —249.

[75]Read J M, Bridgen J R E, Cummings D A T, et al. Novel coronavirus 2019-nCoV : Early estimation of epidemiological pa-
rameters and epidemic predictions[ J]. MedRxiv, 2020; (Published Online Jan 24. DOI10. 1101/2020.01.23.20018549
(preprint). )

[76 ]Baker M J, Churchill Jr G A. The impact of physically attractive models on advertising evaluations[ J]. Journal of Market-
ing Research, 1977, 14(4) . 538 —555.

(771855, T HF, PMAE. o vl E0k o0 25 e 9 52 ey TR 3R Bt X 28 S o e [0 . iy R WS, 2016, 23(12)
11 -14.

Zheng Siqi, Yu Du, Sun Weizeng. Analysis of determinants and spatial variation of Internet development in Chinese cities
[J]. Urban Studies, 2016, 23(12) : 11 —14. (in Chinese)

(78] At 3C. BET IR scmt Jy ik At st 2 B A [ ], PR - ISP, 2017, 27(9) : 46 -55.

Quan Shiwen. Using choice experiment to evaluate air quality in Beijing[ J]. China Population, Resources and Environ-
ment, 2017, 27(9) : 46 —55. (in Chinese)

[79 ] Windle J, Rolfe J. Comparing responses from internet and paper-based collection methods in more complex stated prefer-
ence environmental valuation surveys[ J]. Economic Analysis & Policy, 2011, 41(1), 83 -97.

[80]Hung K, Chan K W, Caleb H T. Assessing celebrity endorsement effects in China: A consumer-celebrity relational ap-
proach[J]. Journal of Advertising Research, 2011, 51(4) ; 608 —623.

[81]0lsen S B. Choosing between internet and mail survey modes for choice experiment surveys considering non-market goods
[J]. Environmental and Resource Economics, 2009, 44(4): 591 —-610.

[82]Eisinga R, Te Grotenhuis M, Pelzer B. The reliability of a two-item scale; Pearson, Cronbach, or Spearman-Brown? [ J].
International Journal of Public Health, 2013, 58(4) . 637 —642.

[83]DeWall C N, Baumeister R F, Gailliot M T, et al. Depletion makes the heart grow less helpful ; Helping as a function of
self-regulatory energy and genetic relatedness [ J]. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 2008, 34 (12). 1653
- 1662.

[84 ] Adelman L, Dasgupta N. Effect of threat and social identity on reactions to ingroup criticism; Defensiveness, openness,
and a remedy[ J]. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, 2019, 45(5) ; 740 - 753.

[85] Weisbuch M, Ambady N. Affective divergence; Automatic responses to others’ emotions depend on group membership[ J].
Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 2008, 95(5) : 1063 - 1079.

[86]Leach C W, Van Zomeren M, Zebel S, et al. Group-level self-definition and self-investment: A hierarchical ( multicompo-
nent) model of in-group identification[ J]. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 2008, 95(1) : 144 - 165.

[87]Woody S R. Effects of focus of attention on anxiety levels and social performance of individuals with social phobia[ J]. Jour-
nal of Abnormal Psychology, 1996, 105(1): 61 —69.

[88]Van de Vliert E, Yang H, Wang Y, et al. Climato-economic imprints on Chinese collectivism[ J]. Journal of Cross-Cultur-
al Psychology, 2013, 44(4) . 589 —605.

[ 89 ]Hayes A F. Introduction to Mediation, Moderation, and Conditional Process Analysis; A Regression-Based Approach[ M ].
New York: Guilford Publications, 2017.

(90 JAEZ2MS, i, i BH, 45, BT Rl B iy v SR 32 0/ i 32 SO GBI [T ] NS85 I 274



43 FARAG . BERAILEIIME ST A 2T NI AL ——LAB e 2 15 D 1 — 79 —

(AL 2FIE ) L 2017, 46(6) : 59 - 64,

Ren Xiaopeng, Xiang Yuanyuan, Zhou Yang, et al. Individualism/collectivism map of China based on Weibo[ J]. Journal

of Inner Mongolia Normal University ( Philosophy & Social Science), 2017, 46(6) : 59 —64. (in Chinese)
[91]Rosenmann A, Reese G, Cameron J E. Social identities in a globalized world: Challenges and opportunities for collective

action[ J ]. Perspectives on Psychological Science, 2016, 11(2); 202 -221.

Generating mechanism of individual prosocial behavior in the context of ma-
jor public threats; A case of the novel coronavirus epidemic

ZHENG Chun-dong, LIU Ning, FENG Nan”~ , LI Min-giang

College of Management and Economics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300072, China

Abstract : Existing research has not reached a consensus on the relationship between threat situations and indi-
vidual prosocial behavior. Thus, this study takes novel coronavirus epidemic as a specific research situation
and fills a gap in previous research from two perspectives; The time and the type of the threat situation. This
study takes in-group identity and other-focused attention as intermediary mechanisms and proposes the dual-
pathway formationmechanism that affects individuals’ willingness to donate and relevant moderator variables in
the context of major public threats. The following findings are obtained for public threat scenarios, such as the
novel coronavirus epidemic, facing both donors and recipients. 1) There is no significant difference in the im-
pacts of epidemic severity at the location of the potential donors on their willingness to donate. 2) The opposite
intermediary effect of in-group identity and other-focused attention masks the impact of epidemic severity at the
location of the potential donors on their willingness to donate. The severity of local epidemic enhances individ-
uals’ in-group identity and then positively affects their willingness to donate. On the other hand, it reduces the
individuals’ other-focused attention and then weakens their willingness to donate. 3) Regional cultural orienta-
tion moderates the positive intermediary effect of in-group identity and the negative intermediary effect of other-
focused attention. Specifically, compared with partial individualism, when regional cultural orientation is par-
tial collectivism, the positive impact of local epidemic severity on in-group identity can be enhanced and nega-
tive impact on other-focused attention can be reduced.

Key words: major public threats; prosocial behavior; willingness to donate ; in-group identity; other-focused

attention



