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1 31§

FEos FRTE 0 HE ST S BT R R A 4 R ) iR AR
Z—, ABH WA E Tk AT AR R A AE .
il B 29 SR AT LR e AT SF R A AT BEME (Fehr and
Schurtenberger, 2018 ) , 42 TTR&—F WA EAEAIH]
BEZ1i4T M ( Fehr and Fischbacher, 2004a) , 23N =J7
AMEFES =585 . BR T RREAS B O R — 2o fr 253k
TS = Jr M, 58 = IR e 4e it S HERT

XF AL S AR AT B —E R ERVER] (Fehr
and Fischbacher, 2004b; Kanakogi et al., 2022) , =)
THHEE AT, #E—D AR IR TR AT
B, Bz RPEI ZMeE.
HZEMALHEXRANH =T EWNEM B AT
— BN KIS R B E 53E F T B B RN 32
PR SR S B e 2% SRR O B =05 T3,
E O BA B R E M, SR 088 =7 FIAbAT

ETINE: BZHSNFEENE "JTERNRASIBR IR LESIKNBIRSESWIEIAS” (24BSHI05) .
BEE: KR, TEITEAFHESFEVESREHR, BTESIN, HRLOA: REXSHR.
VESIA: KIgE, EFE, BIF, F EFHSREDPE=DFINRESEEERN: RAZE [J] . PENEZFEIS,
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( Gummerum et al., 2016; BkfESE. T, 2023) . ©f
REY, B0 THEE DS FHENSE T HANA LT
BEBA, REZEZEWXEBRANT, H=FT
T S ) T IR AL 258K (Buckholtz and Marois,
2012) o ARAEFE XS EARRE, 55 =77 THAT R0 LL 4
R =5 FES (third—party punishment, TPP) FIZE =
J7AME (‘third-party compensation, TPC) Wifh E 5
AN, WREEXRNE = EE A AT RAM, DI
A FE A B BT (Fehr and Gichter, 2002;
Fehr and Fischbacher, 2004b ) , %5725 E 2 E
HEFTHRMZE (Leliveld et al., 2012; Lotz et al., 2011) .
BT E AR T AMEE R IR, o R B
R R ST 58 =07 T3l —Le 98 S 4851 It 47
AL TIUFYE ( McAuliffe and Dunham, 2021; Gummerum
et al., 2020; Adams and Mullen, 2015; Van Prooijen,
2010) , 1173 —LEHFFEA N AN I EFAME (Arini et al.,
2023; Lee and Warneken, 2020; Raihani and Bshary,
2015) .

TP 25 F i 1) o 55 DU Jy 55 WL, RTESE =7
THERAEZIG, AEIERFEW 55 WA, Wi Mg e
MEHBRENER, BT MM S —A & (RI5
ST THIEE ) AKAIATH (Roberts et al., 2021) . 55
RIOCTFEE =7 THI - SR F B4 P EEN L (Fehr
and Fischbacher 2004b; Henrich et al., 2006) . ik
ZHRIFERY], SRS EREBE (McAuliffe and

Dunham, 2021; Jordan et al., 2016; Raihani and Bshary,
2015, Zhang et al., 2023 ) . #RiMi, S MITEE = HETH
BB A T BB R DU, (HX AN T R B
FOPE—R R . TR ST B G A A M) 32 B 5 T A
FRARIL ] RE 2l RN A 2 4520, ankg i AR
f#1T (Desmet et al., 2011; Van Doomn et al., 2018) Fif
YE (Fehr and Géichter, 2002; Haesevoets et al., 2014 ) ,
PeFH it S ARIFFRR BT (Lee and Warneken, 2020) o

B HT TS =05 T F ) i 45 H P 5 PPN R T
Wi: WINPT, AR =5 &R iR
T BURE:? MPENEEIUTT, XX s = THHATE
FERYAE T I, ATFRRARGGRN T, L
WS =5 T B0 P AR B i 1 SRR 2T, IR IRTESR
=T T HUCH AR S K 2R

2 WMRHE

AWFFTR I (PRISMA ) $5RI3R % (Page et
al., 2021) DLRHARILER T X——IREG IR R G0
#t (mixed methods systematic review, MMSR ) ( FRELHN
4F, 2024; BUR A, 2021) ARG . AR RN =07
T (GBS vstMEvs N TH) |, BRAE RS =07 T Tifwis
FIREE

21 ANNRE

AWFFY SCRRANA G HEBRBRAEAN 25 1 TR

F 1 HANTOHERR AR AE

Table 1 Inclusion and exclusion criteria

NAFRHE

HEBRPRAE

1. ST R

2. R AT 5

3.5 =07 T LA &4 = I ST RIGE — s

4. WA R E AN 5 =07 T BRI 2 SE 00T

1. A SCORAT R

2. 3#i# COVID-19 5+

Ry i E Sos TR oy i N | e

4. BFFE S5 RAALE XSS =5 TR sl 2 e

2.2 NXEMERANTHE

FF American Psychological Association, Springer Link .
Web of SciencefllGoogle Scholar 4% e, i 1 fifi
MEE=0r T SB=Jr RN, JE5 . . A, %
i, B, AT (third-party intervention, third—party
responses, third—party punishment, third—party sanction,
third—party compensation, third—party rewards, third—
party helping, do nothing, keep) , fL&[HIE . AN

(unfair, injustice, social dilemmas ) , THimiF. %
P BUAE
REJT. IEH.

£ (intervention preference, choice) ,

8. A e, ArfE R . MRME . TR .

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc

{278, =% . % (reputation, perceived morality,
purity, trustworthiness, generosity, warmth, competence,
integrity, benevolence, like, agreement ) ERERIYR
o ESCHE T SCE N S [, ERE S
B SCHR I R P VR 25 R 1 A SR AT A TR AR Bk
SCHIRASE 2 A IR 1) B 20004F 3 20244F , HAG R B 5L
#k3965% , H 33030795, 3886k . LA
WA BS , BAHEAT SCRR B R DAL Y £ 59
foi o PRISMAI R P P4 1T 7% o SCHR A 1 v 244 BF 52
TRy RS AT, A IS R R S LT R
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[0S CHERINE S
i n = 3079, H13n =886
s
£ v
\ ) S5 5T 5 A SCHK «
i n = 3054, H13n =848
) 58] TSR AR HE R SCH «
. | $i3cn=2833, H3n=831
. PRS0
PeWn=221, P¥n=17
— HEBRICE IO -
il HXn=9, FXn=1
. HEATRICTAl: n =228
P
f A SCHE R Sk
COVID-19#5t: n=1;
— B TR = TR
| =O5#ME: n=165;
) THFFE 25 AR AR XS = T Wil s
W n=3
i SRR SR AL ASRA itk
Yen =52, P n=7
—/
1 ETFPRISMAIEEHI XL R TE
Figure 1 Literature retrieval process based on PRISMA

2.3 MNEAEREWMAMN

SBRE SCHR B, AR ST AR YIS IR SCHER RS, i
FAMMATHEAT SCHR B R, 248 PEA 52 00 S7 3R A7
B WA REINF R E R (BRE &, 2021) . A
TR E T R A RN, S () | it
TR ER . BIRER . BEARR RN, S 5H MR
FAEIS IS ( 49T R R B AR A v 1 Lo S 24
B FIBRIE I 220, ASHIF 500 [ -0 FH S 34784 AR 1 O
%) . HTORE T Wi i 2 00 07 e ik se it .
T by LA R iAo BeAh, ASBFSTICSR T RS Y

451, OIS I TS TR 5 2 2 (8] & 3
AT AT 3R 2R BOAEAE AL TR, DL S B0k S o6 i He A
KL (g R mAE m  HAbAS 2 ), W2
TR TS = 60% A SCHk BB, AHF
G RO A B PPN FR A SCEE (UL 22 ek
ik < 40% )

AR L R AR A 535, Hdr,
SCCHRAE TR, WESCCHk46k . —IEE 77N REA, H
WS = TR 1207048, AEITMAT 129294 B
R, WEEILE., HF/0F. BEFEA

F2 XTEZFTHRIFPREITN (545 )

Table 2 Quality evaluation of third-party intervention preferences (Studies of 54)

A e B B5# WIIE TR
et 40 L
‘ BR  WITER R PESIAEIG ik it W MMATIESY AR
McAuliffe & Dunham, 2021a M X 38 ( 96MF; 11\347M ) Q2 E, A P 100%
. F, M . )
McAuliffe & Dunham, 2021b M X 40 (93.5M = 12.4M) Q2 E, A C 100%
F
Tane ef ¢ 9
Wang et al., 2022 VA H 85 (22.95Y +2.19M) Q2 E, A P 100%
Raihani & Bshary, 2015 Y, R 0 5241 M, F, D 2 E, A P 100%
aithani shary, 5 N S (30.2Y 02Y) Q Gy o
M 0]
Lee et al., 2021 M (0] 120 (89.64M + 7.47M ) Q2 E, A P 100%
M 0]
Huetal , 2020 Y X 471 (24.26Y + 6.02Y ) Q2 E, L P 100%
e A M, F o
Ihgg 45 2023 VA J, X 109 [7Y. 10Y] Q2 E, A C 100%
M
AL A S 0
TAEIR 45, 2020 VA X, S, E 65 [18Y., 29Y ] Q2 E,A P 100%
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P W 5 5% WO T TR
’ U S, g A N Y » N g
HR TR MR PR Jrk i B MMAT IS RARAERE
%, 2020 Z 0 — D QL R P, C 60% 12, 14
s A F, M
T35 4, 2020 VA J, E 57 (922Y +0.41Y ) Q2 E, A C 100%
P F [ 0/,
Zhen et al., 2020 Z X 65 (22.03Y £2.10Y) Q2 E, A C 60% 34, 35
P = F [ 0/,
Jangard et al., 2022 M H 120 [18Y. 24Y ] Q2 E, A P, C 80% 3.1
g 4, 2021 7 X 117 M, F Q2 E P, C 80% 24
’ (21.3Y+1.6Y) ’ ’
M
Wang et al., 2023 Z X 52 (2327Y £ 2.85Y) Q2 E, A C 80% 34
A M, F
/f\ Yooy ? |+
WA %, 2017 Z X 73 (19.07Y + 1.16Y) Q2 E, A P 80% 44
F, M
i ’ [ 0
Daniel, 2022a D X 164 [18Y, 33Y] Q2 E,L C 100%
Daniel, 2022} D X 686 F. M Q2 E, L C 100%
aniel , h [18Y, 82Y] s o
Wiessner, 2020 M [0) 333 D Ql A, R C 100%
. . D
e 4 v y s - K g
Kiyonari & Barclay, 2008 K S, X 97 (Fe22rk ) Q2 E, A C 80% 2.4
F, M 3
10
Van Doorn et al., 2018a M X, E 308 (31.86Y + 10.62Y ) Q2 E, A C 100%
F, M
; i s 3 o
Van Doorn et al., 2018h M X, E 137 (19.44Y £2.30Y) Q2 E, A C 100%
F, M 3
07
Van Doorn et al., 2018¢ M X, E 210 (33.65Y + 11.01Y ) Q2 E, A C 100%
F, M
7 ’ ~ y
Van Doorn et al., 2018d M X, E 202 (31.28Y £ 9.33Y ) Q2 E, A C 100%
Van Doorn et al., 2018e M X, E 204 ( 31-74:' J_rl\g.ZlY ) Q2 E, A N 100%
F, M . .
Van Doorn et al., 2018f M X, E 303 (31.98Y = 10.71Y ) Q2 E, A C 100%
F, M
sary et al., o ) s ) % .
Gary et al., 2006 M E 144 (et ) Q2 E, A C 80% 2.1
Arini, 2023 Y, E, G X 123 F, M Q2 E, A P 60% 2.1, 22
Arini, R , E, [7Y. 11Y] s o a1, 2.
Lotz et al., 2011 D, M S, X 178 F, M Q2 E C 100%
cmeta ’ > (22.83Y £2.46Y ) ’
F, M
ams 3 ’ y 9
Adams & Mullen, 2013 M S, X 694 (31.60Y) Q2 E, A C 100%
Fehr & Fischbach 2004 H S, X 73 F, M 2 E, A C, P 100%
e & Hisehbacher, > ; (2074 £381y) @ EAG ¢
Van Prooij 2010z H S, X 91 F, M Q2 E, A P 100%
an Prooijen, a S, (21.22Y +3.71Y) N o
F, M
74 G q s .
Van Prooijen, 2010b H S, X 106 (21.08Y +533Y) Q2 E, A P, C 100%
Lee & Warneken, 2020: M X 82 F, M M E C 100%
ee arneken, a [60M, 118M] A o o
Lee & Warneken, 2020k M X 322 F, M M A C 100%
arneken, ) 3 [5Y. 9Y] o o
Van Doorn et al., 2018 H, D X 402 F, M Q2 E, A P 60% 2.1, 24
’ oA ’ (20.37Y £2.11Y) " Y S
Liu et al., 2017 VA X 169 F, M Q2 E C, P 80% 2.1
aeral ’ (21.75Y £2.75Y) o ’ ‘
. F, M .
Yudkin et al., 2016 M, D X 686 [29Y. 39Y ] Q2 E C, P 80% 2.1
McCall et al., 2014 D H 33 F, M Q2 E, A C, P 60% 2.1, 24
:Call et al., 33 [45Y, 63YJ N Sy o d, 2.
Gummerum et al., 2016a Y, H X 149 F, M Q2 E, A P 60% 2.1, 24
sHmmertm e ek, ’ [ 18Y, 69Y] ’ ’ S
Gummerum et al., 2016b Y, H X 140 F, M Q2 E, A C 60% 2.1, 24
51 > ot al., s [18Y. 69Y ] N ; o 1, 2.
Chen et al., 2023 7z X 483 P M Q2 E, A C, P 60% 2.1, 24
T ) CR%EE) ’ N -
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. W = s 5% GiE VRS i Joigret 2
B, 4E0 i
' ExR  WPIEER FRAR [eikissies ik it R MMAT T4 AFFEpRUE
Sutter et al., 2009 A X, E 140 D 2 E, A C 60% 2.1, 22,
Dong et al., 2022 H X 395 D 0 E,A P 60% 2.1, 24
F, M
Lu & McKeown, 2018 Y X 116 (27.46Y 872 ) 2 E cC P 80% 2.1
F, M
Hechler & Kessler, 2022 D X 302 (1926y = 1081y) @2 E.A GoP 80% 24
] F, M
Watanabe, 2018 M X 601 (3597y +120sy) @ E.A N 60% 21, 24
- F, M
Coté etal., 2013 M X 277 (3048y < 1087y) @ E.A P 60% 2.1, 24
Thulin & Bicchieri, 2016 M S 241 [32?, ];[43{] 2 E, A C 40% 2.1, 22, 24
. F, M
Lietal., 2023 z 0 85 (20347 £ 1.70Y ) 02 E, A P, C 40% 2.1, 22, 24
Giacomantonio & Pierro, 2014 E X 120 (22‘2;1,’ 3;83},) Q2 E, A P 40% 2.1, 22, 24
) F, M
Rodrigues et al., 2020 Y 0 372 (2097 £2.017) 02 E, A C 20% 2.1, 22,23, 24
. F, M .
127
Liuetal., 2019a M E 463 (3427 £ 10.1Y) 0 E,A C 80% 24
. F, M
0/,
Liuetal., 2019b z 0 217 (19.07% + 1.08Y ) Q2 E,A P 80% 24
Bicchieri & Maras, 2022 D X 56 (26.1 ;Y’ i“gu ) Q02 E,A P 40% 2.1, 24, 25
. F, M :
Liuetal., 2018 Z X 163 (18.79% £ 0.87Y ) Q0 E,A P 20% 2.1, 22, 24, 25
. F, M . :
Xie etal., 2022 Z 0 60 (18Y. 24Y) Q2 E, A P,C 80% 24
F, M
s 2 M 0,
Civai etal., 2019 Y, H 0 38 [19Y, 27Y] Q2 E, A P,C 60% 2.1, 24
Koenig & Riley, 2017 M X 89 F, M 2 E,A P 80% 2.1
oeme & ey (2335v+728y) &2 B ¢ :
Ottone, 2005 E E 48 D 02 E, A C 80% 24
F, M .
Heffner & FeldmanHall, 2019 M X, E 200 (34.9Y = 10.5Y ) Q2 E, A C 100%
Ohtsubo et al., 2018 ] X 87 F, M Q0 E, A C 100%
subo et al., (19.87Y +0.85Y) " ’ ¢
. F, M .,
Will et al., 2013 H X 183 (oY, 22Y] Q2 E, A P, C 80% 34
Tang et al., 2024 Z 0 61 F, M Q0 E A C 100%
ang etak, (222Y + 1.6Y) ’ . ¢
Lietal., 2021 z X 126 F, M Q2 E, A P, C 80% 2.1
T (20.11Y £ 1.61Y) ’ v ¢ :
Chavez & Bicchieri, 2013 M E, X 196 ( j:i’tt) Q0 E A C 80% 2.1
FeldmanHall et al., 2014 M X, S, E 540 D 02 E, A P, C  100%

E: BR—%EM, PRz, (#HY, ZED, mEKXKK, EXAE, FHILEG, FZH, BAJ, #HER, RL3A A; BRI FH—HK

Kl
%/
s

A
F Q2. RAM; KiIH—%RR, FBE, AGL, & A; FTHGBF—EP, 44C, RFRAN,

J, SEX, @EH, A4S, ZHE, HO; BA—M Ak, FABE, DARHTRI; FHEMSEA, YAF, FHELAKX—M (M
+SD) . Flxx% /A, xx% /A1, oM&EH: ok (FRAMF/ A £ FEZ) . BH[FSER F/A ] 7E—2HQlL.

(FR)

# 3 ERTFHEEMREITFMN(10)

Table 3 Quality evaluation of reputation (Studies of 10)

. B ps B 5% Ry N T
. o MR WIPER R HESVAE I itk it e 4 Zf;ﬁf
Raihani & Bshary, 2015 M 0 5241 (3(']‘2&’03\1,) Q2 E, A A DR 80% 2.1
BERE, R, 204 ! — L3 36M ] o R SRR 100%
Fiedler & Haruvy, 2017 0 449 D 0 E, A T 100%
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WL 5t 5% W Ik » A
. et ER TR RARR FERIAE L Ik it i N%;T AT;Z;E
Kervyn et al., 2009 M X 53 (}\;$> Q2 E, A g . BE1 60% 3.4,3.5
Kiyonari & Barclay, 2008a K S, X 97 ( kii) Q2 E, A TR 80% 2.4
Kiyonari & Barclay, 2008b K S, X 80 ( kii) Q2 E, A TR 80% 2.4
Kiyonari & Barclay, 2008c K S, X 116 ( ﬁ;ﬁ:) Q2 E, A TR 80% 2.4
Adams & Mullen, 2013 M S, X 694 [31? lgoy] Q2 E, A g, fiE 100%
Lee & Warneken, 2020a M X 80 [55‘, I;/IY] Q2 E, A HERL. E“%ﬁ%\ s 80% 2.4
Lee & Warneken, 2020b M X 80 [Sg“ ng] 02 E, A HERE. HollE 0% 24
Lee & Warneken, 2020c M X 82 [ 55 ZlY] Q2 E, A HERE. Mo 80% 2.4
Dhaliwal et al., 2024a M, D, X 1002 FM( zgiiﬁé;ﬁég? )3 Q2 E EfESE GEERMEEE)  100%
Dhaliwal et al., 2024b M, D, X 989 FM< 22696;;;2123?1{; ); 02 E MR 100%
Dhaliwal et al., 2024c M, D, X 1634 %{ﬁﬂ;iﬁg&; 2 E BRI 100%
Dhaliwal etal., 2024d M, D, X 1011 %{gﬂ;ﬂg%g; Q2 E EME&E GEMEMOEE ) 100%
Dhaliwal et al., 2024e M, D, X 1014 FM( 273517725;1“18312 ); Q2 E EMESE GEMEMAEE ) 100%
Heffner & FeldmanHall, 2019 M X, E 200 (3 4_95‘11}’[0_5” Q2 E, A AEEE 100%
Lietal., 2021 Z X 107 F, M 02 E,Aﬁi%gégﬁggiéﬁ 80% 2.1

(19.19Y £ 1.41Y)

3 HIR&ER

31 BTG

BT R L EIT S 5F AL TN,
AL R =07 THAT N, W B ST & PR AT i A
AT 02 e 44730 BB A DA BT A 3 e i A 2 ik
AT S =T THUP ML 5%, BT
TSR B, ERERNES S EEIITE =T
TR, X “RESHAMET R T @ R, JUHAER
FKABHL, RV FBIETH YRS

JLEE GRS, [EREAFERE I E TR AL,
7~104 th R LETEARFIA A AR Tl bes, (H9% )5
TEESNLBHGR (DF %, 2023) o MHILZT, W7
JLEE (nsEm) 5 =Jr f @b AR A AT,
BanEh R E ek, LT AT REXT A FA ST FE#H SR BUGR
BHFETTIEAME (Lee and Warneken, 2020; Mec Auliffe
and Dunham, 2021) . MtAh, FERIBAET/AMEZES,
9% L2 R AME MUAEL IR By A3, 148 K LA B
TSR TESTHRE (Will et al., 2013) o KA
5, LS HDAET A B ECRME , HAZO S MR
ARFEETHE S AEFE ( Lee and Warneken, 2020)

AR AR MR B Y AR, BT T e 52 15

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc

BRI BB AR IR, B = A ) M
ZHREMALIEM A, JUHTEAMERE BB AR )
(Van Doorn et al., 2018) . #MERIBIEN: (WWKE ZF
FHREE) FENAASEN CEBRCE ) EIKEhx—
Pt &P 2ZE (Van Doorn et al., 2018) o M4k, 154
PRI (ARG ) I8y TIakse, RV s & s o
ZEHFR (AME) , RIEEENRELIEMNE (Fehr
and Fischbacher, 2004) . #RTii, 7&/ BB LR
L BAE ARSI R AR . AN, A0SR SN AR
BAT W EES N, 5 =05 AR Tk AT LA it
SHIVE (Van Prooijen, 2010) . XM MAE AR TTR
W EAIhREME, RIRMETITIRE 2 EFHBR, I
FHRALHIE ( Koenig and Riley, 2017)

32 B

AMEAT RRAFE “FIMPHEATSAE” o 5
“FMAFST , TR R i, Sl AR
ARSI R B, TERESAERSE D, ISR (angm
MW ) SR =J7 LR “IEAMIIE”  (SRTHEIRRE
PRICES ) TiFRAT 0 B PR BTy, SR T4
Fr TN, HEGPO NEE . SIERIE (S2h
[B#EH 2 ) (Kiyonari and Barclay, 2008) . W43
FIh 4 (Adams and Mullen, 2013 ) 5 LB 361
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TR EM, wEaaMEZEE (MIEENIERE ) kit
NP TR R . (AnACT . TR ) MiZRAS
TR AP, HOR R o 0 2 5 TR . (EA5
TR, AMEAT MR (Rck, BE) IR
B0 SR [ 7 A 22 55, R BIIR R A E TP Y
BOIRENH &R . By R E R K, S5
H I R B, RHAT AR E R
B CETHEEAME”  (Raihani and Bshary, 2015) ,
ISFIFLZE A (Dhaliwal et al., 2024 ) FIZTIRFFEIE—LF
B, AMEETEEME S CANRTEEE . MR ) LAYy
BENTENE, T RmAR LR, X%
RERFRE

TESAT R BB P G . — T, HATRE
B “HEP AT WMES. B, ARG EE AL
Y I SRR M N TR, (AR RS
SAEEOLR, ERWHMIEN S “BahtE” B IR
P57 (Kiyonari and Barclay, 2008) . 55—, KITE
SR H AR CANEATER ) h, SE=Or 8N
AR MR ONIE” WRFAAIERE, B AEEMEZ G
S 58T ( Heffner and FeldmanHall, 2019) . MK
F, BTV T CFMIAR” &M (NS ZEET
FlE G ) A REBOATT, 7500 55 4 PR B8 R4 2 sl il Ak
( Raihani and Bshary, 2015) ,

JLERS T R - — 20 B B Y S 2
ARSI, 5~94 JLETERIE P55 h w7
B mEEE A, FOAAE B E A REREE (40
[FJHELy ) (Lee and Warneken, 2020) . 8% DI I JLERIT
TR HARAETT RS PR S, (BTEA AT B AT, R
TR 7525 5 SRk ok SR G

33 FMRE

331 BWME=FTHREHRERE

AT TR R M 58 =7 T T e 4 S5 TR 28 4l
R BB tE S 50K OIS AR
A, BT,

AR ST AL, JeRiifssts i, miky
B ZEH MM, AUHAE & W R ST
fRlF4EST (Fehr and Fischbacher, 2004 ) . [FFEHE, =55
FEREAER) 3 S IS /3 BeE (Liv et al., 2018)
i 1E X AUBPE ( Toribio-Florez, 2022 ) SAMEAIHA M
(Van Doorn et al., 2018 ) B bR 455 .

TESERRIE T AU TR Im . ol s (2021) &
B, BUCHESE F A = AR Bk R aME . I H
e 25 T B B I R AMEAT R (Liu et al., 2017) o K
A (TR N BEUR ) B35 4ME SIETIAT A, HATF
5 (s ) (RIS = Jr s mm #Mz (Li et al.,
2021) o J4h, FEMHERZS TR, WS A
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Third-party Intervention Preferences and Their Reputation
Evaluation in Social Dilemmas: A Systematic Review

Zhang Zengtong Huang Xiaoyu Zhao Yali CaiXia Zhang Zhen
Faculty of Education, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang

Abstract: This study aims to clarify third-party intervention preferences and their corresponding reputation evaluations,
while also exploring the key factors influencing both intervention and reputational consequences. Utilizing the Mixed
Methods Appraisal Tool (MMAT), a comprehensive review of relevant literature published between 2000 and 2024
was conducted. A total of 3,965 studies were retrieved (3,079 in English and 886 in Chinese), of which 59 were initially
selected. Following quality assessment, 53 studies met the criteria for systematic analysis. The review revealed that,
among third-party intervention preferences, compensation are predominant, whereas punishment exhibit greater
situational specificity. When children and adolescents serve as third-party interveners, their preferences demonstrate
developmental characteristics. In adult populations, preference differences are largely context-dependent. Third-
party intervention preference is a complex decision-making process shaped by individual traits, situational factors,
sociocultural influences, and physiological-psychological states. Its underlying mechanism lies in the dynamic
interaction between empathic concern for justice and cost-benefit trade-offs. Regarding reputational evaluation, the type
of intervention plays a pivotal role and generally aligns with the “warmth-over-competence” principle. The mechanism
of reputation formation can be conceptualized as a three-stage model: behavior motivation > perceived dimensions >
cultural norms. In conclusion, there is a widely observed preference for compensation, which is associated with higher
reputational value.

Key words: Social dilemmas; Third-party intervention; Preferences; Reputation
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