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W TERE b, R T LD E S A SO R R A, AR SO — R SRR S R IE ] A IR B AE T,
XS0 A 455 3 T T (8 M v A0 . TE R A RANECE S o IR SO PSR AT s S B 400 T g G, ok
ST LS WA O T R A 30T 4R 00 BE 0 A e A o R i b, AR SR I SR A B 7 AR SR B A, 2 —
UL G S ALAAAE, ARTE WS BPIRAS T $R AEBD BOSUF R, 38 kIR IR sh AL 2%, S HRT DL
i HSHE R, I EATPIUR R N 2 1Y 28 53 R B IR A SRR A o X — B 05 12 S8 i 1 AR Ta] B S ik =
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L FRAE S G T 3 FR U (self-deception) Y
IR 28 T ER AT s e AR A8 28 . A
shil . P34 %5 (Balcetis, 2008; Erez, Johnson, &
Judge, 1995; Hirschfeld, Thomas, & McNatt, 2008;
Triandis, 2009), i# % >k H 0] % (Paulhus, 1991;
Sackeim & Gur, 1979l & 1K, FFiHeiEE A
R DhREAIE R, o B ARy B A L X OR AMA
N 1P £ JE (intrapersonal )R & 5 H K, 48 A S /E—
FRASREE T, TAE BRI S, A7 0 R T
PUJRAMAR R — R R 0T, R B SO —Fh ] 935 &
)R RS, AN A Ak v, KA AT LU M AE,
Ja W) AT DURAE 55 R MUE RS2 o B4, A IREE A
B A — R R RS BOR ISR AT 5 WE 7 0 B2
FRARLT- A AH O 1 BRI R R o

WA M B, SRR H O, 15 A
AR Al B B SE R, AP AF T 458 7 1 Y 4
L PR SR B A R R U A AR R AR Y
(Wallace, 1973). JB4, HEGXFE RGBT,
SR K R R ORIT R B AR IR R BB B A We e i
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fBAE Y229 Robert Trivers fEHLEE-18 & WA ( A FA
ML ) — By 5 s, AR R EUE T4
1A A T o G b 3 e LA AN A (Trivers, 1976), H
B N B4 28 KT FIREYJe, IO AT LA B [ 4R
PEREVE R 5 X & A BRI B9 £ B (interpersonal )3
R AR, HEACE E— R AR Z 0 B3 i s
W RS AT, R S BR B A R S R RN A
B, HA KRR DA RO — 5 R L R KA
B BT R B R ) o XN T AR A
FEAR, SFRFIE NG AR, T HIEAE M ABRAS i 3R
W& AR, AR E Z1ER .

SR, 8 YA — PR O R R 5, LA
ME 22— J2 X 3 T O A 1 ORI o O B2
A 3K T T A B AR o AR SCAR R A o [ 1 3 1)
LR, AR R X S R B R R ) s ) R
EEHNER, WIRX IR IR N GE T, MR
T AL ORISR, 40 SR T B35 g R K,
AT DL BB o AR SRS — R B0 5 ma 50 58
FIRY RS BRI S A, ARG IR IR RO 1) 7 S I, TE AR
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mflk. FMABZ S, A T XeeiEhs, BTkl
oA FROR R . R R e IR,
N AMCE BN A O IEFESE TR, T HAE
T I G B PR B SR A A o AR SCHR i L
BT UR T2 PN 25 1) 22 5ok R ARz T A OR
W, XA ERESE S T R R A R, LA A
BRIET R IR T — e S, IRaT L7 (8 )3 H
SBR[ (4 1 ds v o SCEE 4 =843, 7E IR
[ 1 71 B 8 R Z AT, Se MR R DA TR P A B Ok
PRV B R B 58 (B8 — &0 48), 8 R HE AL A
TR A RIS, 5 0T 56 R e 1 1 B A
B W4y, Ba 4 B AF ST AR ] 3 ROy ik
(56 =)

1 AR B A PR B K

1.1 BRUKMTZELRSEL

e R Z AR S AMTRRAE F IR, Hhangs
BN LIRSS B O E 20 8IS U At A7 42
M7, AN 380 2 2 P TR gl 10 2 AR R 1Y, T AR Ry 2
WU H O T — A fe ide, BT 7RI Q
I H CRGILFIT, MR B C L
TR R AR, BN M AR H CBWE,
SEEAIZWER, A, XEEHIAOE E O H IR
FrA 5NN ED . oM ER Y, A—
SRS BIRCA G Blhn, A5 30 0 g g I A v
T2 1) AR TGN A 55 A R IS, XA 55 R A
PEM 2 15 (Festinger & Carlsmith, 1959), X~ 2
i Bl 15Ok 52 A (Shapiro, 1996); PRk XS A B AT
B N AE B B AT 55 v 22 300 10 X6 JR N Y [T ki
A4 A F1 (Greenwald, McGhee, & Schwartz,
1998); AT 43 1E 18 7 A B2 R B 1F H C A9 RE
H13E f% 7K SF- (Paulhus & John, 1998); /MAEEEI: 1,
FEWF BB A b B 1E 2 S5 AT T 22 D 0 i
Tid#2(Greenwald, 1988); 545,

EPT2E L, AWORS L — 2R R
H O A CEWRE A O 2 1 FSAE B R O
L (A SO AR RS B O . XA A
— AR TC VR AL RIS —— H AR B
BRI MAE RS RE B o MR A In) @ iy o] RE i
BAILA . H—, ME—FFHBIE IR, iR
FEEFEE N BRI RE S, REEEURAC
MURERIR G S, AR E, HERBIE R
& (Kipp, 1980), fHX 5 A 2™k B L A
7o BB, A AT AR B ER 4, A EAEIR)Z

T 5 24 B BN R G 2 A 28, e
A A EH P & 145 & (Davidson, 1985; Kurzban &
Aktipis, 2007). {HIXFff RS9 T 8OR A 5y, B
S AR M B RS 2 F IR R TR A A TR BB
AT B 2 ML SR R SR A e 22 19 =X
Kb PRAE B, DLEUHAE T4 R 1915 & (Balcetis,
2008; Mele, 1997; Thagard, 2007), %P iR 325k
RTGT R0 B as TR 5 &, IER i A 3K,
ST AE 2 o 380 L A S0 [R) s A R A O 25 10 il
Jr AU AR RS &, SRR B (HIX R i
AR T I 5 75 B A LS A M, o —
DM ANETAF Db AR, HAeR R maiiy
HEHRAE DR, SUIR SR R — A, T L P A R 2
W T BN, ELSE BICIE BA R R R 2 1,
#6 ] B Bk £ Bk > 5 i A4S 1R 4T 4 (Bargh, 1997,
Greenwald, 1997), 7R AN [EF4> H IR AAFTE . A
SCHE R SOE SR A RE T ] T A = AR R
B AERk, N AT ZEA AR AT,
FERCBE S ML IR R A T, HEE 4y B IR IR T 55
L PN REE A

1.2 OEFHHEERMR

1.2.1 BHHRBEMER. TAHARMHT—BIKILE
B O RS AIE Y A R A — AR SORHE A
A, i Gur F Sackeim (1979)IA M [ HK W % 4%
AR 4 FRFE . D) AMRAZIREA WS AP JE Y
A X P ME SR R AR R 3) MR IRAE]
Hrp—AME8 MR shPLoE TIN5 S RE bk
ZiHF(Gur & Sackeim, 1979). T2 R ik 9% )
A At AR, Il e T 3 A O
JoR HLASE 2N o A IS — A 45 H S0 7 T S 5 1)
00 ] T4 1 O R BT A Y, RS B R A
H O & ARO[ O & S
(4 S IO AN T, B R ok L AT A IE A B3 1 L R At A
P TITYRCE IE T R BN & N A O
B o X B A2 3 60 B AR T B AR e B 2 — A
KM AC, HILE RS L, AR B
C P, (AR AE AR 3 N 2 T 1 mT LLIE# HEA A
CF A5 ¥, FFEIRsEE X ARr e Lo R
W5 A B9 X B e 7 T LASEIA B O Y e 3 R
H AN [ 1 (Douglas & Gibbins, 1983), FiRWFFEA
SRR 7O R 3T BRI & 2 AR . 5 kA i
5% 3 i 3 AR A 0 AR B SN B R — B0k % %€
B AT R ) 25000 et A A R 2R A S B, AR L
AT DAHE3Z R AR A g, AR AE ) 46 vh e B 1
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ST IR RS (93K, FELE G T IR PR AR ) SRAR AT,
HAFEAS A O R, FRBAMATI2 PR F o Rl AR R
A A A O A S B O IR [R]  Z (Adams,
Wright, & Lohr, 1996),

B T ERPOITSE, AT S8 0 7 ORI
FR, AP AR 4R th e AR 30 S BRAT o B AS
—E b Ban, AT uh —2Egol eSS 2k
ZERMAT R, AT RINE CA XA Bk
ERVE R AV KA, REFR TR Z ik, K5
— 2Rl A <R 2 T B2 T B TR B A 0
AR, Ty — Al A 2R << 2 T o [ o o P G £t
FE” o 2 S g A A — A T A KA
W L T IR o 25 R, RE AR 2T A R] 50 0 g
JREA TEAH O 4 B 1 20 — Wk A% 2 T B (] B 4 T 48
— IR, AR 2T A ] 500 U A 67 R G Y i 1k
WPE AR o (BT BOSERIA D H 23— IS5
R W 21 s 18] % A5 22 5+ (Quattrone & Tversky,
1984), 2, WOASE M —DH RN TS5,
7 2L BURICTE B A A A R IR AL b, R
AL I, DL PR A 3 B A PR RS Bl 1) 241
Fo SRS IS, — 2R R Sl R
JyBeE (PR, Sy — 2Rl A B AH R 7S
g EA), ZE PO se M AR5, R 2H Bt
RS Bl BURR A B2 LB — W58 SR 55 IR, T 3k
2H 9 R % Bl B2 A X3 () A T A R 4 A
H OB SO s ig # sh sl i, AR AR
fe PR 2R #2811 (Sloman, Fernbach, & Hagmayer,
2010).

TEIETE FRpERw R, ATAh A C A%
OB RHBRY L AR, (BHSPRAT IR I, T
MEHCIREREAE . AL AT, Pl
A O SEBr Bt 5 Zooal B b iy 2 IR 4R 2835 1L
B s R R A 2 2R 2.5 30T,
THEM N K 2540 1.8 JT; 0[] B SEAR T
AARFAENS, A B SR PR AP0l e T
1.5 370, T RAICA T A, Pl Ioes: 76 m 24 ) 45
Al R e, PR AR AT R pi B O = Al T H 2
AR B (Epley & Dunning, 2000). 7E ) —55
e, BFEE LR A OO — A AT 55,
Hop—MMES A B EA M, 75— hikk Bk
Pl . 0 IR T 1 5 200 3 AT 55 i B, R
A 10%H ANZE XI5 73 BE T A AT 555 (H A 2R 4 i
JORE MRS R, A CEO J7 15 24T B 55 R
Nz, AR, #Ch A 2 Y RO A

B, FEABL A UEYE B TE4) b TR AN BE F i A
M S, 1 5% B vT RE AR SR A 1 %) =X
Al B2 AT T A F A9 4 i (Batson,
Kobrynowicz, Dinnerstein, Kampf, & Wilson, 1997),
122 AREMNEENISHEAEH ©BA RS
X F N E w2 M oFsE, W TR A K.
Greenwald (1988)I\>Hy F AT LA A& A= ZE NN ik
FRATAT— BB o A& A CORMEALE 1S
BGBAF M — R, & A shad it B A
BRI E B, S IR A OB R R R I R Y
5 E, SR SE RN LA i 25 o 45 U B s 1 id
1o B, R G BN, MRRESINEBAS
AR TR AR, AR SR IR 2, (A
SR B E B G TUH, MASL S L2
Zaf R R, DA EZHISAEMFE A C RS
()15 E.(Ditto & Lopez, 1992). IR R EA
FEACHERE, MEs A 3B S E B A 2L
4 A0 B SE M (Ditto, Munro, Apanovitch, Scepansky,
& Lockhart, 2003). 55—, MAZEEHAE B H, &H
BRSO 22 o B A SR PR R ik T — S R AR
RS SARTC B, MAT TS 2E T AEREL 53 1 1)
I B T A R SR LR, A e i s i Jk
(Whitson & Galinsky, 2008). MK VA [ & %1%
J bR AW S F1, 100%0) H LS5
T 20%RAE LG E A A O AL, AR
Bk 5 H & A L(Epley & Whitchurch, 2008).
ANE T PR B R ARG, SRR T %A
WA RAFGAL R, JEHIR A BB S I B
(Chang, Lu, Lee, Li, & Sui, 2010). % T XUR 35 4+{F
55 [m) B 52 B IE PR R E AT IR i, SRR R
R 2 A F 2 OE MR 5 (Stark & Keating,
1991). % =, MATEM BRSO E B, SH AR
(7 201 AR D o WA 3 TS5 2R T TR R 7 552 i
TR, (AR T R A B OSSR, il
S PLE R, AR A DL BRI,
2 Wz 4 A= 22 0T AT I B R R 5% i 4% (Dillard,
McCaul, & Klein, 2006). M 76 B 5 M (1 S 25
ALESI RS, S X A PaE Bk, A
Ay 2 8 (Linton & Wiener, 2001), 2574, MALE[A]
TeAf5 B, & A ERICAZ, Bz Nr1T
1, TR EALTT RE R EE T X 2 B IRIE )
—, 5T 5 B M aT RESE S AR O e 2R L
F H #H 1Y (Gilbert, Pinel, Wilson, Blumberg, &
Wheatley, 1998), MAKEMZFEFERT, 23 K4
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VB LA G5 AN W AS T T A S Y A B Ta]
(Lu & Chang, 2009). M™MAXT B C anfe] Fil F 4145
HIEAZ, 2532 B Y 112 AR O 35 1 50 45 R nY s
AT 23 g I BE T M e 45 1F O — T 4R B X
R T U383 (Pieters, Baumgartner, & Bagozzi,
2006).
123 IFFEEBIBFKIAR BEEE BT
INER AT SRER A, KA T BRIk A K
[ XS AR IE, AT TR
MAERRAC, MATSB &R A RIEL 8
{58 . fFJE Sackeim 1 Gur (1979)f [ Hk[n) 4
(Self-Deception Questionnaire, SDQ), f1%F 20 55/l
H, W B R B RIE LR, 6 an<iR
A BT A, BRI IRIRACEE”, U2
XHARA W 5| 70 S 7= Ak e vh sl 4 . MERTE 7
MR EIPE A O 28 o R R A EE (1
T, TR ) o F IR BE i A M, B
By A AN A IR g B O i, BOREE A OB
A B AR AL T 1 82 BEit 1 4,
S AR AR B A A R (A SE DY 0~20 43).
MNATTHY FAS5r 5 H SR IEADE, S0, Mrasaeik
TR 5 17 R G (Sackeim & Gur, 1979), Hi T 42
B4 1), Wiy (a2 HA A B AR, PR ]
ZEHLRRAS el X B O FLE AR . 52 AE%E, A
58 & I g il T K B At A7) % (Other-Deception
Questionnaire, ODQ), M MA N T FE M T B8
T REFEPZ M A AT T 4R 0957 . T SDQ
ARG . PELIRRER RS A H, 5k
Paulhus (1991)4E SDQ H— 4t 55 G fA P A S IR
F A E M2, TR — LRk AR H , Sw
T B e T % (Self-Deceptive Enhancement,
SDE), &l H 4«3 S MBI M A= WA=
Y, <TG M A O poe ™, <R EESE 2 F
H O Bfmiz 4 X AE ODQ fFERE L gl T ERS
& P& R (Impression Management, IM), 5 SDE 3t
[F] 2 At 23 e/ 47 Ay 4 4 2 % (Balanced  Inventory
of Desirable Responding, BIDR). J& >k Ath X gl T H
P 15 & 1 % (Self-Deceptive Denial; Paulhus,
1999), & H 45 < MORHBA 2 IR, “Ftk
DA PELR, TR FAFIR DR T H O
(74, Bl FtERYE SDQ —FEF7EF i 8
H, UKLESELEMERMCEK, HIRD
e .

B TAAAE B R AT 1], KDk e

I B — B A A 2 S R B, o RS
I3 RE H AR AN E A, SR, A R R
MELIE S AR, DA TERTHE . 1R R AR A IR
SR B A T AN IR A BRI ORI I AR T,
TR R AT IR e A s, AR T A, IR
M A AR XA AR A —E IR, AR
TEANZE N — BN, AT MR A i A U iy A s,
IR 2 A R0 T 2 4R AT 5 i B O N X
TE, i H AR R A BRI A 1 v =R,
AREIESE AR . Hih TRRMHE, AR
R JLF- 4R 3 A ME— A T2, PRI DA ARy
B 75 AORIRTT AR T FH RIS R R T5 1]
1.3 BEBER

SR B 0] A 08 B 5 38 AR T O AN A
g N PUR AT NSRBI B R AE T . A
TV, H A B T T E AR (Erez et al.,
1995; Taylor & Brown, 1988), JE& Il fi 14 1% %
(Robinson & Ryff, 1999), il iz #t2x B4t F1T K
(Otter & Egan, 2007). H A FF AN = B A5 A
3% B 1 S A8 J7 (Linton & Wiener, 2001;
Wrangham, 1999), /™4l ] T34 & 1E 1 A5 2
(Stark & Keating, 1991), Jf- H M FUR i F i 2 5 5
A & M 2E I & (Krebs & Denton, 1997; Murray &
Holmes, 1997). H&nA] LS B R348 7 1045 8,
ISR AE 58 AT 55 B RS 32 g 1R AR B 0 T 3R
(Paulhus & Suedfeld, 1988), & 7EF 2] G i S
A 41 v 7 7 5% 1v) He e O 1T (Baumeister, 1996), [ #K
i B LA 5 SR 145 i /& (Hagedorn, 1996; Morris,
Sim, & Girotto, 1998), F{# ™ALk 4545 5 () 18 fE bR
e, AR FMBAT A A H P (Lu & Chang, 2011a).

IR T T, ER GRS MAE A AR B 2
KUOERS R o 1T 28075 528 5 M AR = 2 i sk,
B IA R 23 s B R R A S RERE, AR
Eih B 2 F — %489 St (Chance, Norton, Gino,
& Ariely, 2011). H HR# 1) £5 R BURACE 8K, ]
B VAT 55 W) 1) 5 ZOR A D[R], 82 R TR
TANBY SRS, DR TG Bl T () @ % B (Werhun, Hons, &
Cox, 1999). H A AR %% T3 DT 52 W) HAE
>) K1 T AEAT 55 vb %) ¢ B (Hirschfeld et al., 2008;
Johnson, 1995; Lee & Klein, 2002; Martocchio &
Judge, 1997). 4N, Bif5e ml—Joi i o iy §f K]
L5505, R G RURIR, FRCE 52 248U it
AT H 85 ) 58 Wkt 5 AT 55, AT TR AR AT 55
AR B AR B AN TE 2%, i AT R B 22 A
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T8 FI AN AR BE SIS JE (Johnson, 1995). &
O AR S T 2 A I ) A B A B 2%, 1T HL
XM AR LA, AR T I i SR . B e T AR
o, YR BB R Z ), IR A IRCE R SN
Pt os iR, i H GRS Ak Sl B, SR £
(Peterson et al., 2003; Peterson, Driver-Linn, &
DeYoung, 2002).
1.4 MEMARAEHRE

IR ER S AR N AR BT AR, B
IIOGTE A LG, R ARG R, 30 A o A
52 o H X SE RIS BRI [l 24 an R R) s, BESR A
WoR AR BRI B T 22, i ARRESRAT HLOHE A,
IRAE Nt fe b, A AT LU, Jf—
IERCE SR/ ST R R RN LA MY S NS B E e i N 1
e B FRBRAE I 2 i SR — >0 BRAIL ) 72 3 Ak
FAE B[R 95 65 T MR IR B 2, B A A3
WA 2B R — T SE G R BL], AR RE A
H A5 RN AT T E B Ve 7 B N T B AR
fFE, UARER-MEEMAC, B4 B RIRAN
W B, R R AL G R AR S T A
WAL A AR £ B IF B AT MRS & A B IS
Y (van Leeuwen, 2007), & 1E AT A K
a2 N BUF PR 2457

HEAL A2 R Trivers M AZRAEAEHEA TE 1Y)
HALTE 3 T, Wi X E RS 37 At A
b BURIAEAE b2, SR A 0™ A AR A S A
P ST R s SR T B 1 N S O VWSO =
A, HMNHELFHAECEILHE, —HEA LN
AT RIS e, A USSR ST . A SR IS |
R B FEA AR, AT NS HIREE ) — e
BT SE 78, 16T SCHEA0 A

2 DA NBrRIE#Y A BEPR T A K

FURTE NS HEAL i 72 g 1 SR TE R OR B 1 K,
o SE AT HCIE N DI RE o 78 b IR A AR o 1) A SRS,
FUB £ DR 4R IR A A FRIE 4, b MAfR
Rl PRARR A58 o GBS sl 5 e 1% A 2 A
AR B, T 2645 B AE B e AR LS BE )
PR A . FIHUFE B AR B 2 (Wallace,
1973), {540 0 T8 £ 9y A sl U0 0 T LA ARG TR
R, IE [ A ELSKAP AT LA (AR AS T i A
S8 F O o A ML E S5 B SR B IR Z A1,
MR IS IE T 26 07 A 5 45, (E3RIBOLSLfE R
TR, R R i aem Tk, DIEA KB

A8 B IRIEPE I IR, XA R AR Y
()R, THOCHEM IS, AERFIETR A RIELR AR AR
— g5, AR AT LUGE RS EGE A OOk
TRIFARTA AL, BHE U R E B X H R 3T
REAT 44, (HA ISR A F TR E AR A &
(Robins & Beer, 2001), HFILICiE R 0RTF I T %
WRANUEAE S, FRARMERCH A e A SRR R R
BN Ry R

TENRHEA R, S At i AR i 2 AR R
Fii AN B8 0 BV & R ) EEL K (Bailey & Geary,
2009; Dunbar, 1998). & 1EHI k2 A AL 15 1O
K 3 i (Cosmides & Tooby, 1992). J5 Bt &A™ s i) it
TR B AR AT B, AR A 25 A2 i ini A A
H O A T2 o 0 QSR & B 2 0 Bl B2 ik
Tilo T kU AU SE, O R B R 56
A3 T Be, CAnTEm N2, Joib A Ok gL
HART IR B MEESHE R, Wt A, i A
By Rk 2 H IR R, T H AR S R A X
J5, ARBUR NS A 55 o ISRk o R 4 T LU
HIRIAHY, AR 2  A AR IEREOR B TR, LR
N et oe A i v B 3 W S — A BRAIL ]
21 HIRSHREERMNEEZTHE

TE A AR A, TR S K A FRAS BEIR ) — A
i S Mg (Mitchell, 1986). #y#hZ [8) T LA i #U2k
R, S 2= AR AT A 5 | ME SR 5, Al -
KAFAGAS I b e K H, 28 P B Y BESC DL A 2 1Y
B /N £ A B 2 W (Gaskett, Winnick, &
Herberstein, 2008; Negro, Bortolotti, & Sarasola,
2007) [6]—$yFh (A Rl A4 2 T B AR IS, T4
MR IRE R, I m 25 1 T 5a 43, it
&% (Bugnyar & Kotrschal, 2004; Goodall, 1986;
Held, Mendl, Devereux, & Byrne, 2002), AZKT &
BOWAE T 2L BRIV, o rieoe,
DA ] ACBE 7 3 O o JF HAR BUAC BB 2 1)
AR ol (Lummaa, Vuorisalo, Barr, & Lehtonen, 1998);
KRB AR A& 3 2 4 JLE 4mT LIk oA T
Sy, ) G0 GE Ak B OE ED R S BN SRR K
(Ruffman, Olson, Ash, & Keenan, 1993; Sodian,
Taylor, Harris, & Perner, 1991); 5 % B JLHELEME T
SRR ZE, TR A D RAMAET,
HR %8 A 2 &+ B J2 1 4 (Polak & Harris,
1999) JLA Z 18] 4 30 1 R AR AE K A, N AT A5t
S TR B O A REACE AN I, 0 R ik g B
PRIRT, JYRAT 4 5 th Bl (Mead, Baumeister,
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Gino, Schweitzer, & Ariely, 2009),

AFDRT ), PR 1R B i R e ¢ 9058 A 4 ) 23 52 404
FIXTSRE o SO X G AN AT e o 2l b 55 5 52 B, 73 3
HTRZAETE S (TR F RS, A5 5 i
i — S R G WA T N AR, IR 3 AR R
MBI N BER/NSIE . TO T
(Trivers, 2000), iX %62k 28 28 K B X 52 FH >k #: 0
X% (Anderson, DePaulo, Ansfield, Tickle, & Green,
1999; DePaulo et al., 2003; Ekman & O’Sullivan,
1991) o AT AT LAH i et 285 0 P 7 S I i) N 7 B
IO B ) HEF ¥ 5 (DePaulo, Jordan, Irvine, Laser,
1982), & 43 M7 10 3% # 5 (Frank & Ekman, 1997;
Winston, Strange, O’Doherty, & Dolan, 2002), /N3l
£ (Caso, Maricchiolo, Bonaiuto, Vrij, & Mann,
2006) . if# (DePaulo et al., 2003) . Bk N & H—3
PE(Vrij et al., 2008) R FFAREE - AR S EIF
H.id & ¥ Wi #& 10 1 fL (Mealey, Daood, & Krage,
1996; Vanneste, Verplactse, Hiel, & Braeckman,
2007),

TEALREA G o, AR S a2 3220 B 3 A 7
Fy AR IR [RIREXE RS HE R, AR
TETEIYC T RE AR AR, AT B 4 L R R v A
H 2 KA (Cosmides, 1989) 7E— 7 4 2 (O BE
hRGirh, WA A LTSN, s
P 8 0 5% 77 A 2% 2 4% (Cummins, 1999), QiS4 HE AL
DU AR X SO RO 4 S, RA R I AR R 25 i S
SRR ARAF AN A 25, BAAAT 25 sh A de &
FEAR] 5, PURTERIHBE R FR i, AR AT g
T A O A < 18 U B AR A T R, 1T HL— BLUZ
PR, L2 IRAR M AT S T o SRR TR
oA BT A B, R A S A R O
W o H G ) B I AEAN W 28, R0 1 B 118 T B LA
L, PIE AR AR AT “FE08 S 08, T A JOR 2
H HE PRI 45 S (Trivers, 2000), [ 3 J0 B 14 2 45%
B, T IR SRR (Lu & Chang, 2011b).

IR A S B 28 Sy < 927, AT TE s FEH
O HE 2, RO A TIRAS RS B CAER S,
25 Tl RE 2 ik 88 50 1Y 1 AR F IR R R B AT
T, XF J7 R84 I R 9 s e AN 45 T (Trivers, 1985,
2000, 2009; von Hippel & Trivers, 2011), Trivers A
HARTEA BRI, FLSHE B R A AT
TR, MRS R E, AMEAC
I KK, 5 — 7 s ] — 2 NPt IR LR
MESFE, XEeAT R ER 2 L Ir A AL H

By A E R, ABATE O B IR R B SE B
B, AT E R ARG, L BR A Bk
() RPN B85 0 e il A 185 L, b A 1 Ol
AR A O Y E A TR E Bl S AL 2 45 A
22 MREEWIEE

Trivers M\ 1976 4 FLIF UG H1 B I0O™ A AR A
A, SR AN AR S B AT A i 45 B AR FE B B,
WA e Al Bk BRI o AS ST A N B TA] I 3R 1Y
SR, B H SR PRI PR g SR O™ A Y R e K]
2, I AETEA R IR AR D 7 iP5 5 . A T iX
SEIEEE, FATHUAT LGB ATEART I SR IR 5 s,
TEAATE R P B RS, DI 48 A O A5y 1 S 4
M HEATIR S o R T 1 BCELAST A Rk LS AR B AR
TE 5 R BE 08 TN A BL T, AR b 22 K
7 >4 B2 30 B B JL S8 /N, O e 45 FLAE T
(Lu & Chang, 2011b), FHHEMImMET D) E2ZH T
XoF 7 PR S B £ E T R, FERXFPIE LR, A AE i
H IR 0 B, 5 AT LA X T 07 I I 55 3 1) A7
e UL, RO 32 & AR R0 T IR I e ) L3
fe B R, AE B, ANy BB RE T 55, Ak
CIRDN= k22 (¢ RTINS NN GO 3RS S N 7N
DN BE 77 (5 55 5 JLAE R AR A 1 BT A 9 o7 A G .
I B A A GEPE AR . ANBOREE AT
TR A o A A SO B 000 13 1 A iR 55, 2 1T 4 DRI U
A TG BRSPSk B RO I

R4 2 5 LB 5 (Social Dominance Theory,
Cummins, 1999; 2005), — 2% KRG ST A —
EWTER SR, FE T Ab TS [ HASZ 1) B 53 1Y)
From SRR, thtn R AR b, ERR AR TEMESS I,
HERT AR ME— B =2y, MEReas MiER I B A,
WERBS B AR IC I A5 55 . R E P R AL, 2
KA B ATTHE BEIARTE B2 9] O 2838 2o 56 4 54T )
NTHCHSET), B TERRG VI BEZ BB
SRECAIN, BT AL Se SRR BRI, s B A
o RHLAFAER T EAN T 558, an R 2RI A Ah
R, H gt — e Ry X, B AR R
YIRIAEAE, S80S T ER ), BOE R A C R
247 H %5 (Briuer, Call, & Tomasello, 2007; Bugnyar
& Kotrschal, 2004; Hauser, 1998). = b fv & ZLHE
X 23 B DA T PR A T IR . R AT N R RE ),
e MBS G AR ML 3 o B anp AR R B O 2 I
By, RO RsE A (R A, B0E H O AR T
S B (R AL 2 ), % i S AR BT
HEATHERE, o2 I, o b o7 2 0% R BT T
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B H1 A5 ZH (Cummins, 1999), A &5 Hs 07 A 4 1 O &5
TR BT, 60 B BE T A I A R B ) T AL
(Mealey et al., 1996), Flitt, MALER SR HLA7 L A C
e NI, RSl B M B 2 1 R, i L — ELI B 1 TR
W, 0o HE B0 M AL 1Y Bk AR O fn SRR
WO RS, R0 AT DA e S XU

A F R RGAEMNBEER G, BERS
e b 37 e A AT T RNV Y B AT A T e
A AR GE 7 o AR % Kohlberg MY 1E 7 & e 38,
MIEFEIKE KRS U B B, MRS IEAT A O
FEE BT, G A ROk HESh I T AT, 4E
Fetb S8y, gt SRR, i
TR R A2 ETE, oA iTA S &%
R R AT R, X AT A A TR AR, 5 dn
TR ZEE DU, AR5, W AR IE 8
WA X M8, WO S T T e T R ok
Y LFAb, PRI vy T A s B 2 W P LA A . AR,
VR 7 A A R 2 i AT R R A B R AR
i, BEA BT E, WA T R . AT
P fth NAT M B, 38 R R — A H AR il (Wojciszke,
1994), BMEMATEE R T AHE, Wl hiZ
A Y (Leslie, Knobe, & Cohen, 2006). itk A 17E
W RAETER S EARARE /N O, AN SRS T AT
AT Ve T AR E 0 A 2 B, U
TETEEARE = N IETET o PRI, AT 0 B 1 7
I, 285 BB R R RN ), TRAES R
FH B A I7 2Ok 2EA T 1

IR X G B NEOR Z I, R 2R 32 1
B e 4000 144 11 9232 b R — A AR, PR
A G Rk SRR S — O PRI IR 1) ) SR T
WA A NI E B, A AT REASK Y
HUE A TR, EoRWAEMEE T AR S
(Tice, 1992)c HAMARIFAERE, MR R SATH
& VEAT N 2 B8N (Andreoni & Petrie, 2004;
Burnham, 2003; Kurzban, DeScioli, & O’Brien, 2007,
Piazza & Bering, 2008), K I%17T k<UL (Diener,
Fraser, Beaman, & Kelem, 1976)., A EA—ER
BAFTEEAE AR, R 4 MRS G —Fh ik 5
B R bE, 91 4 52 B S L BR B A 40 /K (Burnham &
Hare, 2007)x% 2 R i ¥ 22 (Ernest-Jones, Nettle, &
Bateson, 2011; Haley & Fessler, 2005; Oda, Niwa,
Honma, & Hiraishi, 2011), MM GVEST mt &1
i, AT RS . T AR AR AN ]
BIF s WIETERSGE, VAW WA e ST L

AR AR B B, AR B2 R0 A AL AR, R B
ZAL SV RAT R o IS F RA I RLEAA AR T R,
HIEE 2 B R B O R KO, MR
B A5 R 2 5 S R 2, R SRR,
AR R R R R, et AR, R
LA B X F 22 AR, B BERLAS A

MR 3R oA, BEEGE [ O T HE A R O
b XAV, B S8 1% L O et 31 X R
DRE 7 oA, ol O35 B O PR 0 T o ) 1
Be, JFH 5B MCAEEEA g, B 8AARTE
RO R AR, 2 75 SR AN [] ) R B SR o G 2R
FEPRI R 7 55, AR B, 1 ZE 440 R
BRI, AMARFRB A, ABHEULI B A/
LA R BRI, (A AT AR O )
2.3 ABREFMEABERAIXFR

B IE] ) ff1 B i LR, A & LA A
A AT I, T A N B f R TR AR,
PR35 B AR HR A G F B R 0005 8., 54>
TR A D A dER . TCIE RS £ B 2R 17 M %,
H AR RE R AR A 25, TRAN A BB, T
NN YN N EIESE (€N R AN E R E A e x i)
T HIRAF=AYE? IEET SRR, WRAUUE N T
B s S s R TE A TR, a2 e O FEALE R L
i, AT ZAAN R R A GX A AL . PR A
Sk e LR AE N BRI (4 R AR, i e
Jei, WS ISR P B4R, Bh A AR T F 3R
G E T ) BB N D e R E T, SRRt TS B
K UL TE —FF

IS s 23 S ST 1 S N NS R e U
T e RN T Fe e 7 PR oh 4k R 1 A9 [ RIE A,
WG [ ORI R A, SRS TR A R
M—AFE S, S A C, JERER A O TLR
J1, AEBIAIE R A BT . B AE— A
ARV HNBE S A AL 2, BB A A TR
BEV, EEE AR ZHES:, MR DBy
IEmHRIES . BBRA X 4— s, 7EIRE
AMRIEE S . EERAANEZ, LB IS
T 58 0 S B A, AR B A N AEOR o 5
W ANSEFE AT LA AR R A BN, TEIR
BRI AT R —FPHEE, AMTERGE £ A R
AR, TEXFE—AFESH, AR A IRt
JEETCE XM, Hk, EHT A S AR, R
J T iE AAE TR — el . B, W
SR TR A A
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PR — 20 IS, A NSRS HES R )
- R GE R SRR 7 O AR AR R A R
(Dawkins, 1976; Alexander, 1987). | A {RA GE
HAEYIFHEE SR, X BEE R0,
PR 3 A B TR B i g N e T SO R B A8 . oAt
NWFFA XA AEE, DAk 2 it S e 1 R0
EE N . BEARAE I Al R RIS BN FE W,
FAT AAS LB 7 PR R R R D 7 A AE (AR A
IR IR . B, RE AR MEMR
QSRR A O Re ) 20 55 HAR, TEE AT
Sh2e i N B IR R A SRS R ELOARME B S e T,
TEL PR B st 2 T2+ 2, 38 T AT Pk ik, X
FEH IR SR 1 AR A 7T 6E ) B (Krebs, Denton,
& Higgins, 1988; Snyder, 1984), il/MAEL Y B /R H
RE ST HOR, (BECE RS S bR O = A
JE o BRI A A E S NG RN ER B &
FURIAET, XA IREREREAY R A — A 5 4 MR i
BB R, 545 PP T 1% 25 (Emmons & King,
1988; O’conner et al., 2002), 3 MK /NFFZ 1)
BERETPIACNRE TG . BTESWMA, UET
TP e A T AT N R AR S AR B 2R
B, AR A O T UL R84 W, Abf]ie
SEELL I A O MO /Y, X A E S
id A Ok 5 B (Essock-Vitale, McGuire, & Hooper,
1988; Epley & Dunning, 2000). MA&PY [ #k, Hse
AR S T I X G2k 22 B B[] 1, A B 301 7
NI IR R . N AR SR AR TR R AR D, )
SRR IEIE R e — IR AT 55, R
B T AT N2 BF ZIRRAE R AR 0, PRIk 1 O Wl — L
iz & .

3 BFFENBRTE] HIREY 5 %

MATHY HIRWTSE, ot EUR G SR, 17
RN AN —BR, SR (RS I ) O BT, B
SRR R M I 2, AR B OICEE N
o [0 S B %) 175 52 P R B %3¢ AR SCHR MR T URGE A2
1977 ORI ST FLIR, X RP 5 v v T IO 1% 55
It HAT A 07 A B2 X B IR E S
31 AAXRIBIZHMARNKRARBEK

R Trivers (2000), von Hippel Fl Trivers (2011)
XFE IR, AMARTEIR R AT I B RN B B
B B SHE BAATE T IO, AR
JERRG R, MR RE B AERE B s 4 X
J7, i A Ok 58 U . AR SCER S HTCAZ ok B

bR S Se e Y S B i G £ a TR rAT B S TR TR vy i ] 5
242, PIFPICAZ T AELE AT DR ORI AS [/ A9 15 L,
AR BRI, NEICIZ R N AR AT RE R L AE R
AN TATRVAS | RT3 S RSO ol rA S BRI VIR 2 b e |
ARI, UNSRAEIR IR 72 Bm, RTE AT H KA 17
LR, IS ACCR T SARBOL R B, IR A
WLRE R LARAH G B Ak, SO R 26 BLSLAR
SYILE AP

TR AR M A2 5 B e M2 3 TR) S B ) 7 MR AL, A
RS B B0 (0 B, ST o M S 3 AN I, 2R
A BB, TRESPORF MAREIGT . kAl
I FAEICE AR L, SnT LU SO A
HUE, AR IRE, PAMAE 4 B
T, M A CWAAIE A SRS TR . 35 Al
JERENS AR SR B AEMR I, flwl ol DU = ). 1E
it 2 [ I RN TR R, AEA T BRI g il
E A, XA YO 5T AT LAE S e A2 I ke A
Lo AL AC I 2 5 5 B A 25 TS AR EBCA TS
SR B B, XS fF B AR B B Y, URE
AR E S A A R BEIR | BORSRIUX 265
URBDRIE | SR A R ) AN RE 1) 1) A 3R 3 1
AT H .

B — URAC AL I 1R 2 T A A A T B 3 AL
OIS P EA T o AN PRI AT 5C T B e T B BT AY
FR, B T — LB YO E YT, kL
Al 2l B, JUHOR ML AR R . (EAn AR
JEHCE RN, — BT KB, e BIAGT;
R — A 20 B 7 U SR E 1l fR BOR
FIIS L5 T B A 15 5L, AR A At E IR S M T
XN, SONMERSE BN % T MAER
W ZJO0R B A A O REAE AR A i1 £ R R
BN, RBAFWIEAE", TSR E A O 7ER
G A, LB A T F e i sE R b, ARy
FLSE AR AR R rh, RS g
RORE] . ERGNE AR O3, AT AR SR i A
AMAREIR IR S AL, A HA RS A AR i B
BT aof5 2, s AR 1) At AR I S 4 2 4 Y
F R o SRR IR A S 5 AR R IR
B WERARRI N AR, Wk 7RI S MLAETE
IHlEIC TS B R, HAC I aimi & 22 T 1
WIS HLANAEAERT o 2498, RIS HLAIAEAE S T
AR —LE TR L LGS E AT, At
A T RERZ WA BT H B INAME 55 (LA 2) /Y
R, PG 2R RIS [5] X G 43212
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R MR 22 FUL AR LR S 0 26 A,
AN AL P AT R v 58 v, ARt il W ae A2 748 22 2 %2
A i TSR A . AR IRAT TR B, A
JO7 3% A A A X T BRSO A0 BE T P s A A,
X TT BRI BE AR 22, A PH O IR R
W, 2 EHARIRHE AT LT o RO 5 09 B0 e
J ey, BRI A BN AR Z, A
BB AN, TR AT RIS, (H R ik
SRl DU MR B IR S [ O IEAE AT O, LAt
FEIE I AR ZE AR5 L o M X R A £R I i
JIEIE, MABRHCICA T B2, T B
S, EICHF ESLAE BRI OL R M URX .
1, AR A RS T A2 7 O AR RE T R R, AE
S ShAILATAE R, AN ACLE A0 g 3 G Al i ]2
F PN %28 T AT AR 3 B %5 Gk

B UL 3N 2 A 3 B Sh ALV K S Y
TR HEAT o Y RN LT YR X R, IR
LA B9 LR BCRAE WS w BB R, el
FA AR GFAL o TR BE LS (M2 — L8 2 Ry
TESR i ShHLAFTE R RS ICR 915 R, IR I 4>
RAICIZ R, HACAC UG Bz 0T S W AE S 21
BLAFAERS o XF TN AR 5 5N 70 2 0 B SR B,
F B 7 A B, AR 2 LR S SE
B, (R B W R Bk g Y, A
AT DUE R AR FCUAR R, IR IR AT A e
oA CAREFAL o TTEDET R A ELSE R, AR
UL K B R F R S il L M ST Y
B 15 o R TR AR EEEGE R 1 i KA T S Bl S B,
eSS D IS AR B 22l e 1 2 3550, 3RAs 1K
W BB, RS A B R B S AT Sy B AR 1 x4
PRATF AR UL BA AU, IR A LE 15 Bt n] BEK i
ABCEIRB], ARAAAEAA, DRI AT ZE S G
CIRDS =8 2E1 B2 = S N ¢ 4 % A1 7 WA

R I UACAZ B T7 ZORMFFE IR, — R A ik
G ESS DR SRR S LN E i R D S
FAAETIORERA, R Thim i H B i
2B 25 5, P LA SR — UK (R I it A 7 TE
WHREE, EFEBRSEE T TR R HE, 3
R T AERAYAATE . R ACAAE i A4 R AR
R —A A sk AR RE ), it B AR AT
W, EHSRSAEMMERR S . B, 21
RGREME AT B IS 5 AR SR RIR, S
W AEAA LR TEdbfed ferp, ARHSER 2
WA LA R IR HLA A B, G AL A T

LY RS, ORI AE AR EEE L, AT
PLBE G e A A 1 B R B 1 K A (Mehl &
Buchner, 2008), &3 7E 5 4 47 AH 3¢ 17 35 15
i3 i {5 B (Nairne, Pandeirada & Thompson, 2008;
Nairne, Thompson, & Pandeirada, 2007), Xzt T
B A SRIEB AR R ORAGICAC RS, A TR &S
R AAFERN R 55—, Fa A 22 (Hindsight
Bias) & 75 AATAE 6 42 I8 B S0 25 ok S0 1 2 AY4C
1Z(Fischhoff, 1975), 8 % LAJG 94T A (Pieters et al.,
2006). ICICHA IO TIEE, ARG T R 1
AT 26 58 3 23 B A o) (R MRS 1T I 198, (R B2 0 1Y
1% 25 5% B 7E 1012 TP 2 E AN 7E (Ritchie et al., 2006;
Skowronski, Gibbons, Vogl, & Walker, 2004; Wood
& Conway, 2006), ic {21 AT DL ik A8 AT 0
PR AZ A DA A2 05 25 N R AN W R = 42 %o > i 2B T
H 520 (Lu & Chang, 2009), iX 23012 2 48 A ) T
AR AR 15 25 RS, B4 b R % B 7 A
KB B =, & Mt ETu R AATRT DA
PEBORNAEC B ) N 25 (Barnier et al., 2007; Bjork &
Bjork, 1996), JiHJE i 14 {5 B (Myers, Brewin, &
Power, 1998), 1} H i5t i A2 P ok 4 G 1) R4, i
35 8w B A 243 (Bjork & Bjork, 1996), [A
AR XS 5 BB N T ZE R N A, TEBRIE
12 %A X (David & Brown, 2003), X 2 HMA
AEAZ M1 12 G WP L0 P 25, st s RS Py 2%, &2 il
TSP o 550U, A PN BRG e A2 A 9T 36 I
S SERUN TRV Y QP iR YIS B2 P BEN I rp el
) —EB 4y, ARG O] R B N 045 8 B0 B T
iR, LR AIEC R AR IR R T
AR EAE

AR R GEXHE BTl . AGAF . SR
L) AP T 6 B O B A B A, S E SRS BE ML 07
eI, AR TS AAGE P . AN AR TT Y
F R, XA A SR, SR [
— W5 B, JCHAU R A TR B R UL,
WTE {1+, ZEOR AT, FSEE B
kvl 2 TC M, EIR S, FSE BNk
VLA Y, AR 402 R G RE AR IE A [] 15 45
e B O B B AL B, S B AR ST R
32 BEKREEED

WA AR 2K, EWHRE 5 B3R
B PR B B, 1 A 3 RO RN AT SR 32 J6 B )
(Bargh, 1997), A2 A MA I REERFA BB
JC R R IR T R A AL RS B A 2 (Thagard,
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2007). AR B CEANFIE A O IEFERRET,
S AT R SZ BRI s ) By We 7 A Uik, FETC
R — LR, 508 3 FOR M . XL
A DU SZ SIS [ 35 9 % 2 Bk i 2RI s 1y, 9 HL
TR A S ) ) LR DA R R Wi s RN
R, S5 P 275 S8 3l H RIS . XA HLR 5
T R G AE BN Z AR o R X 5 i i
F RIS RME S, niRM . RIE. A& EHE.
FT90 5%, #RNZ 2351 E XA BILTRRT I G X S8 00 g
FIRIFN o X R BT AR IE R RO T,
AIRECMIBIE TR . Ash. TR, SRR
S —FF o AWFFER B ARTT L 5 AT PR
25, DT A A B B 4128 4T M (e.g., Devine, 1989;
Jost & Banaji, 1994). 1fif HIAH FIAFSRE RH, H
JC AR A P T8 R R B iy, JE O TR
2 IUE BB, A F 3w, T
F 2 TRk S8 I, A B Je A T A A A e
# (Dijksterhuis, Bos, Nordgren, & van Baaren,
2006) PRIHAS SCHE,  TC 2R AT LATEGH 58 0 7 1Y
BRI GE Sy, IFmE P EAR e, M 2R S
B HICORMS . S35, MRRT RSB RY R, AT RE
505 W SEBR PRI BE ) 2 TE G B, R T A
o3 BRI EE Ty 2 v, RS TE B IRALE A A 3h
Je T AW 20 AR 33k L I 75 S B 2 S o ™
VTR

4 W AT X

FI 30 B ol B4 35 3 AT DA B TR T A S
L>(Paulhus & John, 1998), F¢ A K LA BERY
Fi1% (Krebs & Denton, 1997), f#FMA& 51 A&
fE(Lu & Chang, 2011a), iXLeHFREHAFAY 70 . 4R
M, A B iy Sk 0 i 1 B A f 35 A 25 1R AR
AR AH, Fln,w gk F AL B O Ry H xR
BE i U BEIR, A B AR ) 3R S S oA 4R
R0 AR LSO A E AT S5, 9 0 A R Y
HE I X (Triandis, 2009), P IHTFE A = A4 7Y 5
KA B IR A R D LR B 1k F R AN
RIGHR. BT AMCAHBHE RS —E, MRS EIR
217075 )5 B9 R A (Shapiro, 1996), B AR MEXT H
HRE Y B M ABGE R, R N R A S 1L
I B A5, DT 10 B 2345 R JE KOS R R 2R 11
A, ML AR R AR, R T ™A
FRACJE A, A2 S RO I, X FEA B b oE
KA TP %, S5 A AT R O™ AR R 4
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Self-Deception: Deceiving Yourself to Better Deceive Others
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Abstract

Existing research has approached self-deception mainly as an intrapersonal process representing personality
traits, motivational biases in information processing, and inconsistencies between explicit and implicit
self-systems. Using an evolutionary approach, we treat self-deception as an interpersonal process whereby
individuals deceive themselves to better deceive others. This approach advances two new theoretical
developments in the understanding of self-deception. We propose that the probabilities of deception detection
should affect the likelihood and activation of self-deception, and that a dual-retrieval memory system can be
used to operationalize inter-personal self-deception.

We first review the existing literature by highlighting three characteristics. First, self-deceptive individuals
show contradictory responses between self-report and physiological or behavioral reaction, and these
inconsistencies are motivated by the desire to maintain high self-esteem. Second, self-deception is driven by
self-enhancing motivations in information processing that includes perceiving, evaluating, and retrieving
information. Third, self-deception is also viewed as a personality attribute, representing individual differences in
viewing oneself in an overly positive light. These studies also examine affective effects of self-deception and the
correlations among emotion, cognition, motivation, and decision-making behaviors.

We then present our evolutionary explanation of self-deception which we believe advances the development
of this psychological construction and research both theoretically and methodologically. Theoretically, as
proposed by the evolutionary biologist, Robert Trivers, self-deception is the result of the “arms race” between
deception and deception detection. Because deception is prevalent in all animals including human beings,
deception detection has evolved to prevent oneself from being deceived. Cues such as signs of nervousness may
be leaked through changes in facial and eye muscle contraction, voice volume and pitch, and other observable
physiological and bodily changes. The evolutionary adaptation to avoid these physiological cues of detection is
self-deception that leaks out no cues for detection because the individual is unaware of the ongoing deception.

Methodologically, we propose a way to test the evolutionary hypothesis about self-deception. Because
self-deception evolves to better escape detection, it must respond to social conditions that register the
probabilities of deception detection so that individuals should self-deceive when they sense high rather than low
probabilities of detection. Social status, moral standing, and the mere number of the deceived, relative to that of
the deceiver, represent the detection-registering conditions that should affect the likelihood and activation of
self-deception. We also propose a dual-retrieval memory procedure to operationalize self-deception. In the first
retrieval that takes place in front of the deceived, the deceiver fails to retrieve encoded information due to the
motivation to deceive and to escape detection. In the second retrieval after successful deception has been
achieved, the deceiver retrieves the true or full information to achieve fitness gains. The difference between the
two retrievals in the self-serving direction proves self-deception.
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