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Abstract

This study aimed to explore the impact of acute stress on prosocial behavior, with a focus on the
mediating role of interpersonal trust. Employing the Trier Social Stress Test (TSST) to induce acute
psychological stress, researchers utilized a polygraph to record participants’ heart rate as a physi-
ological indicator during the experiment and collected pre- and post-test data on interpersonal
trust and prosocial behavior. Results indicated that acute psychological stress negatively predicted
both prosocial behavior and interpersonal trust levels, such that higher stress levels were associ-
ated with decreased prosocial actions and lower trust. However, statistical analysis revealed that
interpersonal trust did not significantly mediate the relationship between acute stress and proso-
cial behavior. In conclusion, acute stress directly and negatively impacts prosocial behavior and in-
terpersonal trust, while interpersonal trust fails to serve as a mediating factor in this process, sug-
gesting the necessity of exploring alternative mechanisms contributing to stress-induced altera-
tions in prosocial behavior.
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1. 5|8

BEAG A 2 AN BTE D, 2 B RIS R O BATTSL R BB SR (1 H AR 2 — o St AT M E A — Rl A
AR, AESARMAT N, BRI SRS, 4id RIFMAE SR fEHE RS, Setbair T
REARTENIIE B PO . AR AR, WML AE Ui, XS SR e, ot AE
ST B DHR T BEAE R AT REAT A ) HEL SR BOE R R NSRS (155, 2022)0 TRIZEE N(2017) IR R P R
B b T RS BINUARSZ B g, JCHAL 52 B0V A2 AN TS Sy, MU 7= A4 — R AR A R
PR AR FHL o3 I N SR AERFATLAAR P PR3 A FL A T ARSI AR o AT TTE THDGS RS B, P BB SRR 7 A — AT
Ty Sk BERL - 5 - 458 (tend-and-befriend) ” (Taylor, 2006), FEHE AR E CAUGC, REUL 224
WTRTE AT, S5 REAR B RS R4 SN . AR R RNSE BE, T DU JE B A ok
2, B HBEERERY K E SHERIEARS, ZHERAMIMERIGGESIEN. EZMESE, K
52 B K SIET RERS A S AL AT NI O EE LA (Taylor, 2006; Taylor et al., 2000; Von Dawans et al., 2012).
FRI, TEZBISOEERIEUG, MARIEESFAAT AR, RIH T “RBAMGEE” MR, DUMETEN
BUR RIS E I 2K R SR AT AR R AR AR R IS 2855k RAE—EEI(Aknin et al., 2018; Mesurado
et al, 2021). AR, (FAEAT NSRBI T E), XA RERSEIZZ M ) 50 Ja SR H
(Cohen & Wills, 1985). APRMEAEFEAL G 5584247 it ) Z (AR 25 7 v A E (A, 2024).

N BRAEAT AR 45 B AMATE N B3R 5% 22 A AR PR () 8 B B S 1 — R 2547 M (il ik, 2024), (5
BRI A2 ERZHANMEE, T ESE R 3B fEAE A5 1T (Glanville & Shi, 2020). APR{EAT
IR SZ BN PR A2 R b 2 A= AR IS 28 AR B TR 52, (RIS S R S 4 h AT N O FA 25, 2022), 5 HLHK
JE U AT LR RS AT RS AL AT N Z R AR AR I R, A5 AT AN AN A mT R 255 At A ) TR 3R AR e P 2R,
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FBARARN SR G ] BRAE A N B 175 3036 BOFI FL, X AT R A4 21\ A N S A5 45 35 Bl AT At S5 44
247 N(Riegelsberger et al., 2005)s M7 SCEHF, ABREATRMAM AT SERIESERIE S, X ATRER RS
1T R FEIIZERR(CE I, 2003)0 AN 47 5 B AAR B 5947 4 B A R ] B B TE AR AR FE (Kramer
& Tyler, 1996). A KEW A RIS AERESS (L ik 2 Fh K UM 25 4E 247 A (Irwin, 2009).

SIS R RLROE R AE SIS A R R, X R R R R HLUR K% Kirschbaum
BEUH IR LR AL 25 BOBOMR (Trier Social Stress Test, TSST) A& @ MR IO H WINFR TR SBE&AT
JER— M AT N 2 BIEER0, AYRH T AR E S REERZENT, EXMELT, 1
PRAAL 27 2 R REBURSZ, RILO IR S RE(BI R DRfl B85K), AT bt A AR B A B
BOL, B RGP BT RA AR NG B8 b S R B R , S S 2 A A A S AN AR 52 3]
ORISR O AT N B2 R RN R IR TR 2 B R MR AR B SO, AT L
AR N B S ) A PR AR

HAET ROBCIRAS IS, AMRFEIRAA S S _E 32 BRI O AR TSy, Gl T e - AR - B R
# (hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal, HPA)$ FI A2 A 22 - 15 |l fif )i (sympathetic adrenal medulla, SAM)# 75
RGBS R R GRA50 55, 2011); ISR b 32 BRI BRIk A A5 IR S5 48 1R 3 n(Villarejo et
al., 2012). Rk, ASHE5{EH BiopacMP150 -5 A5 # %2 SACKAE S8 A (g AL BEECHE , 385 v A FEUE 4 ok
T LI R

AL B AEIR DT SR RN SR AL AT AR, LR ABRMEAEE R R ER . Bk, WA
PAF SESG Rk :

Hi: SRS R AT N .

Hy: SPEROEOE I AR A BB KT, BEME A SRt A7 BB AR S RO S SR A AT
Z AR AEH .

2. &
2.1. #iR

16 H B W0 R BE N SRR, JHEEE 33 N, Hh B 12 4, @hE21 4, FIE 1822 2
(B (M=19.98,SD=1.60). ARG @IEI, HEBR—% LA, AR 32 A(M=20.42,SD =1.57).
MR 16 44(M =19.92, SD =1.42), Hh&4 11 (M =19.78,SD = 1.16), F4 5 %4 (M =20.06, SD
=1.74). #EHIHPEIK 16 (M =19.99,5D =1.26), %4 11 #4(M=19.42,SD =091), 54 5 %M =20.56,
SD =1.52). £ 1E 2\ S50 A1 o) Bl i 7E S — Jo) N 7 7 IR A Ik 24 ) e R BR] e 45 A U 50 L
S, RIATEE S KA Re S A SR . BRI T, B B EM IR, SReTT
G2 AR E S R A, JRESIR S W 5 R — ek, ol L4 A 73 B .

2.2. SRR

SI6 K B R R B R AL TROBCIRAS . RN vs A H120), PR S A i) A BrfE A
RAERAT N
2.3. LM

(1) NPrMEAEER. AWFFCR Rotter (1967) 4wl M NPREEER, WERIRMEIE, BIX R AL sEAR
FBER A EARAE S5, BIXEEE R REREEM AR . BERIE 25 MEH, RIS /it a2Ts
X M1 EEFERR S GEEANFE), A 13 MRIATE, 28 e EERE . ZERBLA R
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Tl &

21999 NBH IR e, CAEENAR] ZR A . ®RM Cronbach a 4 0.79, 4F(5EH 0.76, [AIFE
=AM AR ENEE N 0.68.

(2) TSST /155 O EEE R 32 B2 @i 58 R E 1O 3BT 2RI B N IR . BT )72
[ R B R A2 R e Trier Social Stress Test, TSST). TSST 4F 4% & B2 B4 i 76 3 3R 4L i i V- 2= 1 Ay
BEAT B RO, MO RE PR RGN, IR R S v A I I I O e ], I 4 T S
P (Kirschbaum et al., 1993).

ZINES LS AFHE VO B F 55 . ARV, EhREGAERE CIEESI— KR
W, ERATT, TEALZOIFHEFT 5 28 BIRAH . AW TR A Ui b2 — MG T8E
FERGIR AT, I AU AT & K0P o 2 AERRBE 5 (] AW, FF mAbA15E ), SEaed #E B — 4 il
LR VFH A EOFATIR N . ERWENESIE 2 a3 oS, &S WG BT h 5 280
. ARG S Bl 0BRSS BRI T RIS ez A H AR 2023 9 17 1)
R AR, S SR RN T SOV ST ROR, BRI R NG — AN RIS . A
WIS R ARG BTSSR IER . HE RN A R i R EUETH

(3) FEEFARINES . BFAR TS5 R AL AT A I e - 7k 2 —, & S sUEUR 64T 9,
i, Z25#FEEUTHE:  “BERE—MNIEAAMIRHN, REERIERANE 52 2 /0%
HEAT 28R ? B L R ik th R R AR RS NN L7 (2 0K, 2023)0 FEARRETEHT, R
PR R AEAE S W ) N A ATIEE, 1R R AR S 3 B H (B 250 B2 30) I ] SCRC 440 1 SRR Y
FACER), FFE R AT SZRE &40 B B RS PR &, WHilES M EAE P EA
AEBEEH AT SR A H 4 b .

2.4. LETEFF

S % oy N E AR B AR = AN BRSO RS, AR AR R b, IR R AR
FIRT T SR T ECE — B oAy, R A D E R A IR0 FELAS 5 /) BiopacMP150 145 % G/
BAOFRAL, ARE BIRG #E R 2 P AR FC AL RS, H APl S R AN 20 B R i AT AT
Ui, e EERN, RS ORBERIFBR, JHRE 5 odiokid N skl S35, 0P
JEIFARIERSRE . SEITFAG S, AR IR IE X AR on B, R BE8 A E-prime 725 2SI KL, 5L
ISR R 1 A AR, SRR IS Sl 2 S AL A BOR A 2008 R % = 1AL JfiE
i Acqknowledge FAfFidsk T K.

K FE LA 3500 FAE Dy B O B SO A S B4R b, R AR B R AL 2 RN A(TSST AE55) 1A
LR 51 AR IR O B AR BRSO ORE, SR FH N BRAS A B I A S e i S A BREAEKF, SRR
H AT SCRE & A0 43 LA R SR+ 24T /KP4 bR .

AR SEEIRAR T

b B W LEH B
(5min) (5min) (5min)

HE ABR R B
BHEER (5min)

UG
BT
HREH

\_{ BEME L mEnE H LEHE ’7
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Figure 1. Experimental flow
I A % 2
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3. &R
3.1. T AEIEAE
3.1.1. RURBSFRHRITA

DAL (SO vs B hild) y B AR &, 2EE I S 48 B0 A S &40 E 3 LR skt a7
FACPIRFAE R RAL &, BHTHFEAR /50 . 55K, ZHIA 25 2 (1(30) = 2.498, p <0.05), &
MR AT KRR (M = 27.810, SDy = 18.974) . 3 5 T M4 55 41 2547 N/KFHe bR (Ma = 13.940, SD,
=11.567).

30 + P

13.940 18.974

*
=
(=]

1

IvR ¢l il

Figure 2. Comparison of prosocial behavior level indicators between the stress group
and the control group (M + SD)
2. FAEARITHIA R 1T RKFIERRE R LR (M £ SD)

3.1.2. RS AREE

T N PR AERTE AR 7 AT /AR SE v, Wk 1 fos.

DAL (SO vs FE M ) BAR &, ABRMEAERTINAG 2 N AR &, BEATBRSEREA ¢ ks, 5580,
PIREAR T 255 (F=0.511, p>0.05); HIAZERAREZE#30) =-0.297, p>0.05). ULV, AR
HERELNPREAEAR R A o3 % 5 .

DA AN vs B2 B, ABSMEAERTINE NS> ZE 8RR E, TR ¢ /5,
SGERRIN, I ZER B E(#(30) =3.727,p<0.01), EHIHNPMEEKFFaIR(Ms =27.810, SD; = 18.974) i
= T RN BRASAE K FRFR(Ma = 13.940, SD4 = 11.567).

Table 1. Pre-test and post-test scores of interpersonal trust in the stress group and the control group (M + SD, n = 32)
F 1. NHESEREARGERNENSES M+ SD, n =32)

ZH ) NS5 AR AT UNUR LR NBRABAEJEI - AT
N2 84.440 £ 6.314 37.310 + 15.435 —47.125 + 13.326
a2 83.810 + 5.588 61.380 + 16.931 -22.438 +15.912

3.13. ARREESHEHSITA
T AT 7 N B AE AR K6 b B BR A5 A J5 90 5 100 (0 22408 5 35 4L 24T K FFa hn BB Bh A A
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Tl &

A SRR E o U3 i AR B, R AR B AT A OGRS, SRR, ABRMEEAKFIEir o8
FE2AT RAKTARARAE IR S 535 (- = 0.307, p = 0.088).

3.14. [UMEXFARXITANER: UAREEARADNT

i R ABMEAE S SR AT NI i R g, ABRMEAE KPR bR 554 L 2 AT AP FR AR M O PEAS i
=, Bk, DA vs 2RI B R, BT NACEIRRA AR &, ABRE Kb
BEMAT I 2T, SRR, ANEENT, KT KRR 2, Fa =3.308, p=0.09;
AFENBMEEAKTFGIR T, SFE AT KPR AR E, Fa) =0.279, p=0.602.

3.2. EIBHEEAIE

SXof 2 1) 2L AN 2 1 5 B T 30O RSP REAT RS RE AR ¢ R, % SR o LR N 4 5 R T 38 0
HKT TR 2 2 7 (1(30) = —0.169, p > 0.05).

Xof 4 1 ZELRH S AL 32 A4 B ARTE AN [RT 55 B B P 3800 KP4 0T R MGt 4 B L3 2 Fi
3o Gronlnhi S IAAIE A, F S AN O, S AL IS 88 O F K AT IR BN ¢ R
BOXTEAR R0 R, B 5 B () ~F 350 00 267K ST 5 HE 45 B 1) S350 00 B K- 22 53 2 3 (1(15) = —7.168, p < 0.001),
HE25 IR 7350 287K B 35 0 BRI P30 3K 5 S 00 735,00 28 K 5 V8 B0 A 1R S 350 B K1 22
FERE((15) = —5.596, p < 0.001), JHULIHH)FI5000 Z27K1 B3 5 BRI 2800 2K i BT 250
FIKT 5 OB B0 R KTF 2R B E((15) = —2.906, p <0.01), CoE BT 350 K 535 8 8 1
(P30 00 3K o 122 485 R I, AR B AR TE RN Bt L 7 P30 3 T, BB BLR 4 23 BT 25 (TSST
1E55) R 5 R T A A B REUR B

Table 2. Descriptive statistical results of the average heart rate levels at different task stages in the stress group (M + SD, n =

16)
%= 2. MEAREESMERFEORK A RITERWM = SD, n=16)
A # B Vi V8 0 1 DI
SRR IR 91.602 + 7.693 99.212 + 8.078 102.336 £ 9.221 99.732 + 10.573

Table 3. Descriptive statistical results of the average heart rate levels at different task stages in the control group (M + SD, n

=16)
%= 3. EHEARRESME R ORK A FITER M+£5D, n=16)
A # E S ] T Dy
P ER K 75.566 + 15.706 82.914 +17.091 86.590 + 17.239 86.459 + 17.572

Table 4. Results of group x time period ANOVA (Dependent variable: prosocial behavior level indicator)
F 4. HFH x HERNABESTERELE: FHAIITHKTEER)

A df F P n?
il 1 11.436 0.01™ 0.276
I 1) BT 2.209 30.224 0.001™ 0.502
£ 531 < P i B8 2.209 0.625 0.554 0.020

VE: **p <0.001, **p < 0.01, *p < 0.05.

PAZEI (2 vs. 3 i 20) Dy 4L R0 A8 8, I (] B (i 2 0/ A o5 310 5 B BT 301/ o S ) W LN AR |, R
M2 AT KT FE AR R AR AT R Z 0 T (BUR 7)), S SEar RERIERIR AT/ w = 0.597, p <
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0.05, AFFEEREBGL A, U RS RS20 - 25 0 hdk A7 7 1.

ERRH, AR ERNEE, Fas=11.436, p<0.01, n,> =0.276; HfEIBLERN B, Fo0m, 6627
=30.224, p<0.001, n,>=0.502; ZHHI 50 EEHZHEERARE, Foamean =0.502, p>0.05, 1’ =
0.02; Fit4iRuwE 4 fos.

4. Wig

AW T B TEIR T SV RO S AT N IR N SR 52, BB 4 - B/ N (Cannon, 1915)F145 8 -
HEOR} SR (Taylor, 2006), [FIR5I AN NBRMEAEAE N A AE R, 701X — S R AR LEAS [F] 56 A1 N 1A Rt T8
I B IK) TSST 554636 5 (Kirschbaum et al., 1993), FATEA 1 KA AL S A v ml B8 & 1 SO
Bi, JERHAEBARARCF A0 3 NAT A FE PR (N BRE AR K ) RS WU S 3847 X0 Aar o

AT R L], R HE IR 2 SO (TSST AF:55) H AT PHAE 25 A0 BT 55 356 25 R 1 ik i)
WU, FECHKE B, Ol EER A U AL AR P50 3 B3 T A . x5 R,
5 BLR AR 2 O AT 55 (TSST AT 50) A RUFE K T AR DB SR N . FEAEEKSE b, B rE e & B B
TEYFHT BORIC BB B IR~ 25000 2R AR 0 S B B 3 T iy, 1 4 SRR W ARe B R AL 2 B O 55 (TSST AE:
SV BT T A B A BSOS R

W R R, P H L 0SB4 AT R KT AR AR B 0 225 1 1 S v 19 o AT 45 I RIS A 2 47 K
SRR o B AT R RN, S LN S AL AT R B B S TR A, B IR R
AL AT D . XSRS RN I CRRRELAIZE B (tend and befriend) B BEAH — B ZERBINA,
FEAT A MR RIS 1 — M ORI PR SO . NS MBI A L), TR SCRE LR R B S AR
&, AR, SIS BAME R TR I 2 ST . AR 2y DU TR AR ) 7 A A )
BRAT A, B REEAT NI B LSS R A— B0 58 5 A FRE 5 BT R F SR A 5500
A K(Bendahan etal., 2016). 41, EIAE I LA AT 5 o4 AT A BN S8 b5 5 52 T ROEORI
RADATRAZIMBIRFR, WRERSCRT NGRS ” X —Fik, HEX—ERART “XR
SR MAE R AT 5 S B BCN R) 7 o AERATAR T, BXS 5 58 il i) 28 35 #5058 BBl GONEE
IR N o IXFSEA 2AT 55 BB BB 3 08 R I 22 7 A AT R AR 36 U T AN — B — AN JE R (T80,
2019)0 4, WFIT LR BIA— SO AT B8 5 AN [FIRF 78 AR ST 55 I PR B (CE B RB +E 2 OB ) G
FREEET (] 2 A K.

BT FE 26 AF I BR ), AT FOEAAAE — A R 2 Ab, FRELEARR it — P g fing. hT
SPEBRE, FRATXS TSST #EAT 1 chtdn, X1 g5 BN BRI 38 FE 5 IR SL i ya S0 AT 22 5= i, e/
MR, B RE, MRS, AR A B e K- AL O R 5K R E
MBS, XATRRD TG IS, AT SEM | RIS SRR EE o Ak, A R I AR R
(I T CER, AT RE SR SR A B AT, RO T R i SOV B B A RIS B, AR
IAT S A Y o X — RIERTATT, S BB R () R BE X S5 4L 24T A BRI 22 56 FE 2 (Poolton et al.,
2011), ARHIF TR 2475 FE R N IR R S A28 . FERAR AT 5T, T Se 3G B () % B K,
TAVRA 70 AHAR G TENR . R IRATS G0 HE 347 1 8 A0 50 B AR o B (Y FUAL B, (R
51500 2 0] REATY IR TC VR HE A IR WA ATE BSOS 2 HH AR BRAR AU RN AH () 22 5 DRI, SRR 9 T BB 7R 22
K FH B R A A AR BRI B v, Wt 3R AR S ME 73 BT (heart rate variability analysis), DA SE AEf R BN I
LFIAEAL, o

R PR, ABHIE RAER T 2RI AL AT N AT RE R AR S, RS B FT R 2 7 SR
THRIEAE 73 i bk — DAk, DASE GF M3 R BB SR A AT R 2 T R R o
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5. &t

ARSLIHFAT T, FFHELT g

(1) 2RO BRI R TN B SR AR 2 AT N, P2 SO BN SR BRI SR it 2 AT ]
RE LR

(2) Sk BR R A 1) B AN BRAS AR AT, B 32 U B S B3RS BB, AN B 5 AR KT BRI

(3) ANPREAEAE 2R OB RO 2 AL AT P AR I R P I R A RN AN 225

b, ARSLRERERW SV NS PR AR E AR, BEICRH 2Ty, B AP EAEAEH P HfE
AN, 7R AR R S0 T R

ELmAB
IR KA AR I ZR 00 H (S202410446021); 11484 #0A #eF oG w70 00 H 2 4 [ & 500 H (25IG011).

SE K

BEUKQ2023). SR IGEE T O FEFO FIXT RGNS B AL e AT A2 R EH B e . Wit 25608 3L,
Frdt: R R

FEGEG, TRPORR, SCINTN, BB(2011). ik CoXE M ROA R ARG P 43 i I N R HeRU W R 3. O ZEFL# AR, 19(9),
1347-1354.

HAR, A, 554(1999). L TATEEERFMOEITH). HEOE PARE.

EW(2003). FpFAEFHEDATHGERF . ANEIGIE 2R3 R FEAIRZ I A 2EAIR S, T BRpiim
YR

Mtk ik(2024). 7737 1N B 18 A A T FE B R g 78, i s, B &R

B, FEk, 5P, 21§ 2024). A EEXEAL AT AR M NSRRI A E AR S SRR R, O
75 17(2), 132-139.

R, KLT, ATZ0%R, TRARER, BET(2022). SIVREE TSR SR Sk BN R SS AL SR kL 2k I X BT LR SR
D PEFIEHRE 30(12), 2809-2824.

TIN2019). ZPECEEFER BT 2T T2 FTBERT i 7. W2 S0, Bl WivTs TR,

W2, BHIE, KBEQ017). FLEIIIRHLE] KN4+ 2 R REMER T, JE R R AR, 53(3), 372-
378.

RS, RS2, VR, K (2022). SEALSAT MM B ZE R s SRR N R BT I EE U A . O B
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