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Abstract

In the social interaction situation, people’s cooperative behavior is the focus of attention in vari-
ous research fields. As an effective signal to convey the intention and belief of others, how emo-
tional expression affects people’s cooperative decision-making has received more and more at-
tention. This paper summarized the influence of different forms of emotional expression and dif-
ferent nature of emotional expression on cooperative decision-making in social dilemma, ultima-
tum task and trust game. The results showed that facial expressions were more commonly used in
these studies. The study should consider the discrete dimensions of emotional expression rather
than the titer dimensions, and consider the influence of the interaction between emotional ex-
pression and specific context on cooperative decision-making. The cognitive mechanism of emo-
tional expression affecting cooperation can be explained from the perspectives of emotional cre-
dibility theory, the Emotion as Social Information (EASI) model and reverse appraisal theory. In
the future, we should study the relationship between variables from many angles, and continue to
enrich the research of cognitive mechanism and brain mechanism.

Keywords

Emotional Expression, Social Dilemmas, Cooperation, The Emotion as Social Information (EASI)
Model, Reverse Appraisal

Copyright © 2021 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 51§

TEPRAL Science BT 125 42 br, ZTIZEAL A T 125 A i PR RN i 8, Al i
HERAT 25 M P ESE C NKKEEIT N2 W AEAR R ” (Leshner, 2007). AAITEHE &b T X 25
NGRS, EESUSIE, EHRAGIEENES, EABRTERSHEE, R
PR GRS B R B 2 ) . 3T LE AR F0 3 RO E ANTEAE 2 B P I EEIT N, e T
B F AR PSR AT TR AN B B3 1 H RN T i@ B e 5, i Bk 230 1% B3 7 Frie i4E
AR, TR g R IA TR AL TR N AT BBAT B B BT ) 28 2R (Tortosa, Strizhko, Capizzi, &
Ruz, 2013). Darwin (1872)#&H, 1E&RIEFN AW RIEE, —RATAHURNT EREE I S RIS H & R 1
KRB AR ORI S R R PR TR A A A A AR AT e
HFRILWEBANE NVEThRE, )5 R AZE PRI RE(Ekman, 1992).

AR TAELE MR N R, RSB ZIRES, EHMABRRL, B0 HAb ARk 128 an i g2
HAEE, FIHATNILIEEA RZMIRE . MR F0R 5 R A s 5k, Horpt SR EEE A —F
FERIH T (Kollock, 1998). 42 N EEAFRE —FpAN AR 25 FIAEAA R 28 AEAE P RT3, 7EX PG B4
L SRR IR MA MU AR T NSRRI G s, M Rt & AR T B O, BImR
SKINEE TR AATTRE SR SR AL I SR S R AL 2 R BRI LRI A0 ) R A VL, 05, 2011 XL,
HT7, 2014; XKIL, 290, 4247, 2007). BeAh, BJRIEMATS . SEEREEE P HEET N, W
SR FEA RV E S AR SOH IR EAN R AR S5 S, 15 48 2k A R A U6 T 5 AR AT A 1
S R AN FIAL, 5 A 4 I BIF 78 A R B AR R AT 7S ) 2 B A7 1)
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2. FRIEFBR T RERENTEENRME
2.1 HLEREHIRERET SRR

Fh2x PR 55 rp < N PRI 8557 1) i 79 5 X IR Ak PR 885 (Prrisoner’s Dilemma), INAEF BT L2244 Fhgs iR,
Horb, MXHME SRR R A O HRIA 7 &1E(DC, Hr D: defect, C: cooperate), HIKZEAHHA1E
(CC), R Ja /& HH H. 5 H(DD), i Z I Fa 3 O A E Xt 771 $(CD). A% 0% <RIy DC > CC > DD >
CD (XKL, Z24iHlg, 2547, 2007). FRICIE 26325 N GE R AT 45 b A1 RO 52 M 1) O B il 2 A AT T RE 7S
EAEX TR RS E. Reed 45 A\ (2012)7E 352 B THI X THIHEAT (1 [N AE PRI REAT: 45 Hh SERFIC S 2 5 3% 1) THT 0 1
RN, TG BT D 0T, RIMREMERBENSEEEARBEREAE, JFHEm
FfEEREATE, MREHERENS S5 B il iR REE B BOH I F AT Bk sk . Melo FI Terada
(2020) 44 7t [N AE PR 353 H [7) £ A AN 7] ) SRS 5155 26 IR AR ELAE X T2 5 3 S E SR sz m, 45 5L kBl
Tt g 5B RAIA TR RE, WAL TRSEMEERE, SERNBERESNNSS5#HM
GVERERE, TR SRR IE LT A X R o

A 3 DN A PR 355 A AL 2 45 ) (pay o structure) i] PARTAE W ANEaR: R4 R 3% (assurance game) Al /NS i
Xk (chicken game). A CRAE G U a5 25 R HE T & CC > DC > DD > CD. fEfRIERIGEH, EANGR U4
RN HERTEEE, ARET AN E5HERNIGERRMN, FfEEEFENEA X ok, fRIE
VRIS 1D [ 4 85 1 i R 8 AR A e U, GRS T M Rl e 2 B o %38 10, T = 5 # %
SR B4 %5t 7 BT Aok 7 AR ) )1 55 . Caballero #11 Menez (2017, 2019) R A 5 S5 45 ik, RIE AN
ATREARIE R B P B VEAT 9, 45 SR IUAH EL T o AT s M i s 48 ik, 10T IS 48 ik S PR AR SR,
{E R 45 AT SRR T 51507 1 45 ik AR 28 3808 1 U 280

22. RREFRESPREREINSIENIRT

R AT S5 AL 2 Bl Rk, 75 SR UL 2 B & P AT SEmi g AT A AE RN EN I 28 72
B JE I RAT S5 A 0 T AR 0L 0 I — 2B 58, A P FCRIAS 241 73 BC P A 2 (5112, 50:50
vs 80:20), R AT AR FEFE 32 70 e 7 S W] DA FRE s, A SR AR A # S A E] . KR8
BRI A RNE R B AL, MARTEFET NP, @SS 5582
&, EWEHE G EE S RICE AT ZRRIRAZ 5HE ST 8. AR, 5Pk
M, 25 % 4532 AR KR WCE 5 2 194k, (5 R RAESUR A K15 5L (Reed & Descioli, 2017).
FE 75— BT, 22 5% 56 LR CE 10 S it AT PR 8RR 5%, e DA BC & 10 S b AT — Ik e
AT, DME N BCE BIAT RE LA E AR A . AN AT AR, X2 5F R
T AR PR TR Y, AR B SRR A o Bl LA PSS, SR R B+ E RS,
T AN IR T AR 1 2 ik, R 1 45 2R8B80 BV T UAE O — AN 20 & 1545 5 (Schug, Matsu-
moto, Horita, Yamagishi, & Bonnet, 2010).

2.3. [RIEFR P IEEREN S ERIRNT

BARW R K BAWANS5E, —ARICAN—DZITN. BRI T £, LIRELTS
A R RRAKAE 7> . WERAMBIEER R 4 H ., RIT AT A BB AR R/ e =, IR
YRR AR TR I 3 LL— B WERSZFTANBE IR X A NS AREEAT T 1R, S8k o7 36+ 7> =2,
FERXANE A, I NI PE AT 1, OS2 3B NI R U SR AT I . DE RIS 5%
IR EEFEEREREPI N BLRRRENZITA, I LRSS R eRitanthil. thih, FER
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BeRIEALMERZIEN, HRASBIEZ ML, BWREZXEZIEASTRIEEZ MBS
(Krumhuber et al., 2007; Centorrino, Djemai, Hopfensitz, Milinski, & Seabright, 2015). Stouten F1 Cremer
(2010) kKL% 5EF BIRIE MR MR, S EIEEXANFEME, IF B RS RESERER
WA REFESHEME. Mk, UZH5HEFINREEHFENFREN, S 5ENFEHEBEESEK, JF
BRI IE S E RIFAR WS 5 H M EEIT A, Tortosa 45 A\ (2013)7E— 246 H A S ATl 7]
2 5% LY FEA R SRIETAL, 45 R RKIA L T e iRk, e T B T
Wb EAE BEAN, AT SRR RIS AR IR S R AR I 5 45 2B 0 I (g M —— = B, i t——
R, BUS——REER), 5% DUE RV LR35 3R0E X 1 [F) PR A AR LR 5 RIA TS I R A A
o AN NMAEL T, S55 LR ERANE5REGUTS I R E1F LR RIE K F A, IF
HAERUSRIE T SR B, BUOARUS 4 X R R A R R &R 1T 9.

3. RERETRHA R RN T E1ETRHR N
3.1 FEFARNIBERENSIETHIK M

TSR AE AP, T AR IS & R E — 5K H 1, &, AT 25 WA I SRS 1)
VB E A, RS T AR S A EAIE B, I B S HAR A AE SR A Sh AR IR AH PR B
VA, DRI TP A T AR B 220 200 e AN it N PRI OC RO Bk, MBS RS A e IiEN R
(B FRER AR, T LMD B i AA T 1) — S8 Bl 2 T] FR IR 3% BE D ELBZ (Parkinson, 2005). 1/ 25 1) I 1 2 1% /& 52 i
HEZAPEERENEERNZR, FAENRE 7T — AN EEEFERAEG1E, PR NESHES
{E 115 . (Tortosa et al., 2013) . FLHH) 1 26 F B 7t 32 BEAR 72 [N 387 72 75 fie A THD 350 JUL DA 1) L 2R 5 4 1)
A2 TP AENT B P54 (Ekman et al, 1969), H:T b, HiFfFS LGS A RH TS HIIEE T4
YEAT NI TE, AR EARAE S AR R € 3R s 25, T2 2 53 16 4F47 9(Tortosa et al., 2013;
Mussel et al., 2014). SR RIGEREK B Z TR T IHERIERZES. BT EL(Keltner &
Cordaro, 2016). A0 # 4L HANE S P ISR E WEH, Krumhuber 25 A (2007) W& 5#
BT EAAFRBINSMEEERER . HIERMERRE . REREEU P HERE, Hiks25% 5
VTR R A [R] T 5 218 BN R R AT 52 BE . W S| FERVMEATRE, I Hak #8594 R AR T — IUE A
X, FEE— P R B AMEAERER FIEFEAE. Reed 25 A (2012)7E F 5 (1 THID T H#E4T 1 [A 4 R 3554 T
F sl Z2 5 E NG RN, JEHERENE BT ML . A, AR E R A
HUBLHL F) R LR 175 SR R 1A 15 45 (Melo, Carnevale, Read, & Gratch, 2014; Melo & Terada, 2020).

i 2 20 SERIRFEI RS TIE RIS ZEEN. SIAAT A, W AIEME. K5, Sikiz
. B FRAL SKIE. . B ERPL, HEZESR(Keltner & Cordaro, 2016). HA1, & —EH#
IER R —MEEMEELRETT . RN EERENFITE, Bk R 2 IR iE iR,
IRETERIHE EWHAZE LA RS, [R5 S0 8 S B PR BE o R 2 5 4 EOE SC 1Y
PVRFEAR R AR, AT TN — RINIE I G B A & SRR A PRI G 28 RS S8 Rk
Z 5 B RO 45, X I F MBI R AR R E T . S RN REEE,
MR MO IEAS, FRE AR R A4 T (Keltner, Sauter, Tracy, & Cowen, 2019). AWK, HEiEER
A S HAFERE EEER, A EREAEE AR HER N = B0 5 AT R
‘H.5))(Bestelmeyer et al., 2012) . Caballero 1 Menez (2017, 2019)K FI AN A K15 46 K3 ik “ A T — e Kk oonm”
(R E )T, FERTUSCEE B HE B ARNEEAT RO VEAL, RN 4 RO 2 0 v R S B AR D S B K
WAL, A S G5 E T AL 25 R I 518 5 15 Bk ma ik 2 W B A& 1) & /E P 3K (Stouten: & Cremer,
2010).
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3.2. FRMRBBERIAN ST RN

JERT IO SCRRR AR AR B, RIS 804, Blinm %, SEsbalE, MmHRrELERE, Flan
TR AN %2 15 | 2 BE#AK A 4E (Krumhuber et al., 2007; Reed et al., 2012; Stouten & de Cremer, 2010; Tortosa et
al., 2013). H5L, XELHFAALLE VR LRI, sk = Lk KF % B (Stouten & de Cremer, 2010), k=
S5 Fe 1)~ 487 (Krumhuber et al., 2007). &k, SEEH— U, FET 80 4R RIR TG 45 5 1) f
2 BN Z B 5. AR KBUWE A —FAAEE S, MRS REp) i G S, M
T 20 AN AEAS AT AR AN GE PR AT ok 2, BIDRE S35 2l b A7 28 (1) [E A 3R It B 2 I S AR AT A,
I B R IAAAXE R A S A 2 PR VPN 1R R HR A 28 B SR R T 1% R &% 87 (Feinberg, Willer, & Keltner, 2011). if
BRI AR, 5 E— 44 R A DU B AR ) B SRR AT 2 B AR, 45 R IR I R B G ¢
EEf I e oL T AR, XM A 2L BRI SAE R . A% IR AR T[RRI 4%,
RIERBMTEL, BOIOZERN. Eww. EAOHAIRENER(Wubben, Cremer, & Dijk, 2009). 75—
WA R AL SE R, RUAH b T 2IA R, 3Rk B m] DUSEAMAHEWT [5) £ A 3 1) A E B B R &
YE(Doorn, Heerdink, & Van Kleef, 2012). It4h, fE&Ja@ERAESS FIBEFE R AL, toRAt 2 i 51 R S
e, WH A A AR PG, W IER @00 RIS e . AN EYE, — Mg
SEA B (RN FT RE I XA ZEE A5 _E 2 o H RE IR0 a2 S ko3 J 4 B 8 2 (Schug et al., 2010).

33. BEREESHEBRRNHEEERANSIERRNE

Melo 25 A\ (2014)7E — AN EEHATIINFERBAESS T, WEAFRKIESORRIEES, SFEGFEIERIE
BTGP 5T, Horh S PRI SRR 35 R AR A AR I RO X I 45 10 H R I ) 15 2
MFEFERIE SN, FIEEER R, R RERMITES. 4R IRE S EER
BT EERE R . )5 Melo Al Terada (2020)7F 55— T EL R AL A INGE R BEAE 55 h DL T FIFERI 45 R, S
RoRICT 2 (RPN BhaR s PRBESRNS) x 2 (RIMEEERIL: SRIERRIE. SE4r kIR Mk
Wi, Hrh&ERRRERTR: WTEEE(CC) Rk REmM gL, S 5HAERAEER(CD)ERIL
BRI, S 5FWHRFAMESEOC)RIEES ML, X7 H(OD)N Erh . Mk, 38
L RIRGE RN CC——HH&, CD—— &%, DC——4 R, DD——itk. 45 AR I T 7R PRME S ms
i, AFRRRIEESE AR, WML TR RN ERE, SRS RESNNS 5HNEGEH
o GURFHIGRIE 1SS MBSO BOSMFIIRIE FE T SERAREm, Bk TERR
BLEEE . XEWE, BHERENTEEREm, BENAREERIEAL, MR ERS N
FIERI R TN IS B

4. BEFREFWEIEITHAAFLE]
4.1 BERENAEEER

EVPAL T 5 R A BB, — DM E R R RIS, X2 —ME. WERRTEY,
AT DA Rl 75 2 i DAE 1 [3] B (Wout & Sanfey, 2008). 1544 RiE R {5 HR AN, B X
SR IK N 2 HARMEA SR 2 = N, PO R XFERHE M A T AT A F, HE 5 W
U )4t [FfE(Reed & Descioli, 2017). BlantH L T AR MERE, MIEERFRREEIEMERE
K FFEA1E (Krumhuber et al., 2007; Centorrino et al., 2015), (5] PARE R A —Fh i & A /e i@ 7 =,
FEAE B IR IR F RS AR = 1, TR — @RS )y, IR R B, ol
N SR AT MR — NS IR TS S 5, EREMOGEENEN FEREE. 20 R KIS
5T EAE RS I E R — AN E R AR &, FEH TS 43R R0 G AE B &2 0 (Krumhuber et al.,
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2007; Stouten & Cremer, 2010; Feinberg, Willer, & Keltner, 2011). M4k, ThESRGHI R LY, X TS
(RS R b AR £ 1 RN 45 4, 75 - (Adolphs, 2002). A ZBLFE A BHL R IR0 RS, BEiE
DA VEE AR, XML ERNER, IR, WRAREX S SEEMERE, &1F
il B 5 N4> % Jé (Krumhuber et al., 2007).

4.2. REFEAHLEERE

Van Kleef %5 A\ (2010)INJy, B 707 FRARIG LG TEAL 2 SR VR T, 75 22 ERMHB DGR 17 28 (1 N B 8,
B —AN NI 200 53— NIAT I s BB H G 26, i A2 — RIS 40RES; ZOEG 1R
FEFIE 2 I IX A A TIRN T fRIX S ) f, AR 132 T 15 A E At £ {5 B (the emotions as social
information model, EASI). iZRAIIAN, T4 REATEHLIERT —MARGES, ACEMEENE BXFE
HERIA S ThRE, R TEAR AL 2 PR BT R AR AR e S AR ik O T — N N BRI A5 2. B —Fh
BB TS IRE A B CRIRTEE . SRR . 9% R BT M, LB AN NS I g ) AR it
KT ZA N U] B R IX P B0 A X AN [ 1945 B.(Van Kleef, 2009; Van Kleef et al., 2010).

AR T PN SEAR B, BB — MR BRI 2R F AN (1% 26 R BEAR BN BOR . AN e I 15,
BT AR SE TOX — {5, WFFC R INE B S AT I INGE R AT 45 b, AR T IRME SR, 838 Sems 2% 1+
AR IR R S5 4 MRS 25 I8 A B35 7% 5 (Melo & Terada, 2020), BUAZEBZR SRS, dF XA
AT NN BB D A E M, TG A3 15 46 RIA MR I 55 58 /MBS, A AN IB 28 1 RE e Fl B 5)
EATRE RS H R T M A ESGE S T . — T LRI T i @ RA 5 TR IS B i sem, 4%
RULEH, SRBWRAREMLL, RAFUSFENEE VNGRS TGN i, S5REAPER
FHEG, Mg YN FRIA PR AR B 1 R 5 m A E = (Doorn et al., 2012). 2 J5 MR FEUEsE T 1544
FKIEFIHE MR (B1E vs 3a4) 2 [AIA A X T & /E ks m (Melo et al., 2014; Melo & Terada,
2020), FFoRiH TIEGRIAHNERE S, WEBERRNRIEERIEARS, el EREEE FiTRar xR
TAHANZEMEE. Van Kleef 25 A (2010)iiAR, A EEEH 1F 45 1A 1 R0 3 22 i A5 1 R B i 78
(affective process) e MFRE, 1M oa 5+ 15 15 o 2808 32 B A A A TS 28 3R TA HH A3 HH IR s AR, R4 247
v (social appraisal) HL | H AR o

4.3. REVFNIER

AT Van Kleef 45 A (2010) 1A 1 45 2214 ) R0 3 8 L 15 O R L AR AL S PR LR A RE
Melo %5 A (2014) I A 2 FRIE X A AR (il i Sz 7 P4 (reverse - appraisal) HLAIRAFRE . ARAE AT EEIE,
TS FIBE TR FA BT, AR B br . BENESWIW, ZAFESERE B2 ?
WERTIXANEFTT? )o IR, DRGSR AR AR I Lk FoyZRik i v S fE S 1
— AR, FTELAATR AT B R R AN LA 28 RIE h HEWT AR N B AR S B 7 R,
ARAE S PP AL, AT 28 3RS 1045 2 o 1A G I P IEAE AT O ELBh 1Y, T IX 845 2 %
RN 2 FEO A AR, SEMTRW E CRREAT . RN AT AR R 2 AR AP A &
RONE IR — FHERERLA, ARIEX AR LB W, R AR IR IR B AT B 1M B RSB A7 SR 5 145

o BEMZEIRES. BHEEBEH] 5 ANSEIARE 1Rl PP R A 1f 25 3R AE PSR P A 2 R 4
BN A& A

KPR AL S 1 R B R AR, JEE IO A RIS 2 RIE B G RG24, X4 R
S T S R 5 o 176 S I T R ) S TR 51 A7 2 A% e BT o S T VTA AN RE AR RE s B AR IR B 7
FEHLEAELL T, XU AT RE 2 RN L, HEEM I ol — Ut Fe 45 3 m] DL AN 1),
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FEERE IR, ANRAE TR REAT I INAE R B P R S A AT D AT LB I A SR s AT G 26 238 o oxt [ A ) i 1
FOHER R AR, X5 RIAVEI BRI R — 8 AR RIERY], MEB S E N T TR A1k
o RUEREZBAR. XA & 1S N REHLE ) B 8L (Melo & Terada, 2020). BE4F, AP AN R T4t
Ve BB, APPSR B CRIVE, TR VE SR AR A B S, AR I E T A
T FIB T FE A RIS G N RPN B CRIPPOIREIE), T 5 R A 0 2 Tt N R 23Rk
AR 5 B0 At N O BEUIRZS B HEE T o

5. A REERE

ARIAGE VAL N BT I J5 IR AR 55 LA B AR AR T R b AN 5D T 2 15 46 s B AS [R) 1 o 1) 15 46 ik
XA VRS0 RN ELE . (HRA LA R: B5%, AR KEZ RHIHRE NSRS
B, RADE G HARTE AT 2 LA T E1ER M Rk, IAHOEE RS NEL, &5 BT
% RASATIR RSS2 JlE o, H R B GRS 4t Xy Ue 2 B AR MR X, AT
KEZNHNHNEVEAT HIIERTE, AMETERAA G 1E T 2B BRI A ] 52 20 RS 26 3R 18 1 52
WFHE— BRI WG, ARG TS S RIEEAT RN ENUS], T59RERZ A5G A B AL 1t
B IGUE . BTk, ARSRAUHIFFUIE T AR LA AT S0 -

B, M@ RBE DS SIANAT A, ARRAIHF T AT DASGVERR 5 16 2 A At 1) 3L %
AT BT ARG Hox, SIS, &1 RS A s 8o AR sk 2R 2, Hi
i R 3 AR 2 1M B 728 %o 1 H— SR /AR SO B4R IL S & EAT AR R B S b A B &, J
b, FRMPARZIESMRE R T, Mefe L —HyYmEER, 6 LR Em ARSI, X
R LA % FiRIE 7 45 SEBEAT LU o i, T DAZE FE I —p e T 4 NG BR4E L 516 46 Rk A BLAE R,
Bl 2z 40 R S AERE . Bl R ST R YL o Rk — D X I3 At NI 28 33 1R LA 5 B DU RORS 17 55 i R
O EAEAT NI s PR, BARCHE T O8I RTE R b 1A 5 52 30 B4 15 26 320K (1 52 i)
(Heerdink, Van Kleef, Homan, & Fischer, 2013), {H/& % B 2IBHARAE . BEAH3) DL KBRS EIT NI 2%
P, RRWPFOETHE NS BERNIR TG G T T HAA ST AW &5, RKHFRIEREZ N
UEFE R SCRHE 28 FB S SV EAT A BN IS, G R B AR B 2L e, JFeE— P Rk R S R
A THA R AL A B 18

6. &it

ARSCRE TR BT AT 55 DL AB AR R AR U5 28 R0E S AN IR i (5 26 R0A
T EMERERIEW, S50 58—, RO EZ R mMERGENERET. B2, TRNEEE
HUAERE (B 260K, AR YRS, T2 I8 1528 R0 5 W BT AR AR DN T SR SR 52 . 55
=, AU RIE R . 2R utt & 5 EAR R DU S R P BEAR T T L AMIL A R AR R 15 28 RIA Y
WS AERARIALE . S0, RRBIETNES MARE K, BIRRREZRKRAR, HFIRSE MM
LA AR A LA AT 7
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