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FEI A G, AT LR E A IMAS 5 TE 2 A DRI AR, SR B S Lk I AL g A 32 80455
2 NBAE IS Z, X% E BB W2 (Rule, Ishii, and Ambady, 2011) o 3E3FF] (2008 ) %A
FIWFFEIESE T P08 SRR R A MR SO PR I TR B B R . W& . SIHESRAE, X SURRE
B B AT ARAT AT 003 TR AR A LU B AR BE 2 135 B ( Caroline et al., 2003 ) o H7A EEEE 1A
AR, T LA S5 AT BRI, XA CEO SR —FpEss, RER Bhflf /e s ph s
JE EAEBR AT R, (R FE R CEO FEAP A 1 IS B, T LA S S 0007 s R Shy 2 3t RE800E( Robert
and Nicholas, 2009 ) R IATFLAY K (0 Lk LE RSO0 (45 AN T i —F iR 22, S A AT IAE A 06 Rl T
VX A RAAE & i T . SR KA T8 ( Wheeler and Petty, 2001) .
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UiFE IR RS2 s B =TT N ST B I IR iR, ARSI R AR, AT
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B R T A A R AT, IR T AL S S A AR WY BT, ARBRSORE XS =07 Z BN
PSSR LB RS I FL AU IR IS AT M B TR, R A RIS AR .

LRI AN IR (Zheng et al., 2016) o ZEMCEICIRMIH A, Sk it e 2 i) e
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5 B IS AL 26 =07 7 A A RIS A 5 26 =7 ARSI T 5 (2) SRFEMIsR 24 (WRRgr e )
BV L v 2 7 A e A T FL X 26 =07 7 A A RIS R i 5 =7 B ARSI T

2 Kk

21 SRR

INAT A NI B0 P2 v BB e T L e P A P81 R e PE— A AN 45 15 5K TR 523
[ 55 44 Bt 30 Tk R B4 T 7 90bFaE (35943 1 ~ 3= KRG IRFL, 455 ~ 7=A R L ).
MRYELE RO LR L ot 1k, JCIERER AL Lot 15K, 36 2 SR AR Lt B R 1 E S5

FEXTEEA T KB Z5 3R R, R LA A (M=6.13, SD=1.90) Stk m LI A (M=2.18,
SD=1.06 ) [AJIPEIMFETE BEM LR, 15 =19.244, p<0.001, d=1.52, SEHG— 55086 — 5% R 525 18 A
A, PR TR DR B A LR LR IS R IR L 55 P IR AE T O B A Ik Sk IS FEAE BT 58 ( Brosch, Sander,
and Scherer, 2007 ) , PIUABFFEACR H 2o i a4 S 1 s
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M4, AIgakeR 2ot 32 % hgr.
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Table 1 Results of descriptive statistics for experiment 1

AT A4 AHXFTAS 4] n
TRt RS 2.03 +3.48 20.03 +9.59 49
AR 3.08 +4.93 25.72 £9.94 49
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1 AEAFREET, E0F (-7 ) gEREANE=FENITARNEM (7 p<0.001)
Figure 1 The effect of offender (first party) doll face faces on third party punitive behaviour in different

fairness contexts (" p<0.001)

FESERG—, FEARXSANATABE T, PO i 5 A A AT I o AR G e I M /DN, 3
HZEME () =5.696, d=1.417, p<0.001, TEAHXFZS VST T Bt fe fe o A ANl fek e 3 KL 5 1 3
WA X, SFE2EE ) =1.048, d=0.785, p=0.188.
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p=0.005, 7°=0.179, EHH LS 0 BAFHA BELEIEM, F o 0 =21.805, p<0.001,
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Table 2 Descriptive statistics of female data in Experiment 1
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Figure 2 Effect of doll-faced faces of offenders ( first party ) on third-party punishment behaviour of

female subjects in different fairness contexts ( p<0.001)
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Table 3 Results of descriptive statistics for experiment 2
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Figure 3 The effect of doll-faced faces on third-party punitive behaviours in different fairness

scenarios for those with compromised interests (second parties) (* p<0.001)
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Table 4 Descriptive statistics of female data from experiment 2
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RSS2 S 2.90+2.16 26.00 + 9.30 48
Fls 2 Mg AL S 1.76 + 1.44 21.83£9.05 48

AFAEEET, Rl i (5707 e U 2 a3 = Jr 3 A an T .
o ELERS adRLELERS

kK

) |

i

& 10

Al

ZJ/( 0 T =

i HRE 2 HIRERAF
-10 - B
-20

4 AEAFERET, MEZHE ($27) EEREAX TS =HETTANRME (7p<0.001)
Figure 4 The effect of doll-faced faces of the person with compromised interests (second party) on

female third-party punitive behaviours in different fairness contexts (" p<0.001)
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The Impact of Baby Face on Third Party Punishment Behavior
Zhang Ping

Faculty of Education, Guangxi Normal University, Guilin

Abstract: This study uses the dictator game paradigm of third-party punishment to explore the punitive
behaviour of third parties after they are influenced by the perception of baby faces of different role
types. Experiments I and II explore how the baby faces of the violator (first party) and the person with
compromised interests (second party) affect the punitive behaviour of third parties, respectively. The
results of Experiment I showed that third parties were influenced by the violator’s baby face in unfair
situations and mitigated the punishment of the baby -faced violator. The results of Experiment II showed
that third parties, both in relatively fair situations and unfair situations, punished the violator more when
the person with the compromised interest was a baby face. The findings confirm that different role types
of baby faces both triggered cognitive biases in third parties’ perceptions of both the violator and the
person with compromised interests, which influenced third parties’ evaluations of different role types,
which in turn led to idiosyncratic changes in third parties’ punitive behaviours.

Key words: Baby face; Third party punishment; Environmental fairness
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