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[B]EA R AEARRURE CUNZEE 79 HL 515 7K) | T s 4000k
ZE BRI AT g Z TR WA AR (AN iz 210 (A
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CRrng 22647 A5 EA TS 27-5 200 5 1t
TREAT B BRI A , Tk HxfE S #1
AL JE PEEA T 2 A

TEJE B ARGRAIE L i ISR A ) PR AR L

DLk 25 B Z & A LA KB T e V& R R,
QUA LA AT FRF B, Lo T4 VoL A, BT
HEM Y AR LT E N H K,

5O B o BSR A R 2 BRI AT i 5wk
AR NAE MR RRIEAKOT , AH T RS2 2R B AR ik
ZHN I R A IREE LA E A &
T BEAR , PR AS SO AR AR IS A (T2
JiE B VE R AL A R AR B eAh, i Tk
SRR IR T A ) TS ) R 28, AR SO ROk
AL & Hefs BIFEFE R S/t d T LAl .

B G5 B & 225 mT 8 T i
OV R GET s . ANSEER A I REAR L . I(E
25 GRS p [ o (E5E L RIS LE 5, T A
HH 53 Bl v i ek HAsAT 2 5 2 I alokoF
_E AR AEAL (B 2% (Cohen's d) , 8 HH 19 92 BRRk
R, FRERET, BTS2 S STk (15
) S A A SIS S K 0 s R O 5 T S
o0& T Z AR 0 SCHR (35 B LB R b B
2 55 5%F B 43 S EA T LU T3 8800 e 5 Xkl
T ZAEE HARAT R 1 SCHR (24 575) X411 R 45
T SOV . B HRAS R 292 A HE ROV
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4 EEESH

TCHMATALFE IFR0N BT 5 B PR o3 AT &
FAMFTREL —= 65y, FIH R A Dmetar F2)7AL5E
o FEEFERON 5 (Pooled Effect Size) TR, A1
TN A SR i A FE— A 5L & 2D /N
THOL, 8T IRl — SR A R0 ik 22 (A A1 AT HLA B v 11
(EID5 K PSS AR~ &4 € s A S 8 20 (517 o P 3
V. SHFEARMIR ST, AR SR FH T R HEF R I = )2
Bl AL )W AT (Three—level Random—effects Model)
X B BEAT LG, A A BRI PR S AR SR 1k, [
PAREAL N (1) o

0,=Bo+S 348 »;+&; (1D

Hodr .9, ACEEE j DTSR RS ¢ 80N i
ARSI AR B SP3BT S R AR
BRI R 565 SR A = )RR 2E ARES NI Z 0]
PSRRI 56 ), S o 2R 22 RS j s
BN L Z (B AR SRR s o S50 — )2 RN d AR
SRR 2E, vl ASCHR I SR B T E R,
TG ERAG T TCH T AR 292 DUV ST
{H Cohen’s d A 0.081 (p=0.039) ,95% {5 X [a] Hy
[0.004,0.159 | HBLTT UL, 5o AR S 56 2 SCmk AR -
RTINS RONE , AFBSON 2 (R AR
U 5B (Qw=1129.026, p<0.001) , I 75 ZL K 46
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iz D) T 2 G T R80N &, K6 560 DU 2K 1 T3
P vee AN, G5 anER 1 R . A IRIBE A SR s Xt R
EART T R HA E % SO 1a 75 205G UE . 1 —
Lo M B, PR R BOHE 2R N W] R Py R U
ES I L S R N O RINI IR R S = By R BT o )
Eds i, HEMTZBIA RS W 3E 2 5 (F=0.464, p=
0.630) o XF T2 IUAl , BARIX IS mE B AR IR
LA Wi H RO AF A 2l - B A s R 3 5L AT B
225 (F=3.901,p=0.028) . &FHEHEL 7=t
el i L R il 5 BT SR M AN AT W 1 v Rk
ZE G IO SR ME LA AR s M 2 SR SR
FBOE S & Tl B 1b A5 25 SR

F1 BETAHATRTHHIEENSIHE

FHEA n  Cohen'sd p 1 95% H A3 X 4]
A FRAL 193 0210%%  <0.001  [0.109, 0.310]
RARAZEAER 27 0.287%% 0.004  [0.091, 0.483]
NFSE 88  0.179%* 0.004  [0.058, 0.300]
PR B 78 0.207%* 0.002  [0.078, 0.336]
Z 47 -0.023 0.543  [-0.097, 0.052]
ZAE BAESR 16 -0.085% 0.022  [-0.158, -0.013]
Y7 19 0.096 0.083  [-0.013, 0.205]
V&g 12 -0.021 0.635  [-0.109, 0.067]
Ao Bt 13 -0.103 0341  [-0.328, 0.123]
TANRIEALE 4 0414 0.004 [-0.668, —0.160]
HINRBILLE 9 -0.003 0.952  [-0.120, 0.113]

R BT 31 -0.200%* 0.004 [-0.332, -0.068]

i #p<0.001, #p<0.01, *p<0.05.

IR TR M A R B A7 as M I LRI AT BB, X R R R
LRAT R T LA il sl o0 A% V5 YA T ok S it A 57 g 5L
AT AT TR TR AT 53, 1 S g am
F TR R E, HRTH TV Tl Y, fh s BhIESR
M AR A=A 3 L AHIA R A 7T 38 X R s 11
L FE N B 35 (F=10.474, p=0.008) , {¥iz U1l £ B
T H 2=k B Bl L U e 1530 5328
JIMAGA R8T 3 e 4123 B SR ms A = A s
AN ARSI S 5 B AR T E I A TS ] BAK S
BL T HFBeliifs & 1T 3 i i .

HR X AEAS A T N 438, 2K (1) 7E LA
AN AAS ST (A 5 PR 2R, — I HR AR AR
TSRS T i 1 ASON, 22 A) 0 25 57, S — O T R Ge kK
AT A 5 A ARRAE X 346 H 50N (R 5 i, 1] )9 25 21 4
22 Wi, ATLUERB, SR i HARShHLAY -+ FiAH
L, DA TR 5 Ak SR s R 2 42 v vt 2800 da i A 2
A USRS 5 JC LT P RIS HAT 22
TEATARFAE I, B B ARA TR X B 305 &80 e A
W E SN L HAKIN =, SEIAAT AR L, 2SR HAR T
@ T MEEE AT AR i SO R AL, O
ARG ke ARG 2b ST . BAR T RMEE 517
AERLEE Xoh s H 800 T8 i 254, Uik 2a Fil 2¢ I
ST o ZERAY , 45 255 RS ACRRAE X 16 A0
G i 2, PR ARRE 3a AT 3b MYARAS 3 S0 Hy

ARSI TS AR B (2 T RRAE Y 1
TEAEF, JTIRNE T8 R ansk 3 Fis . nT A& B, 3%
L R 350 ¥ 50N e AN ELAT I S S
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(9) Spillover Effect of Behavioral Public Policies on Nontarget Behaviors within
the Environmental Domain: A Meta—Analysis on Experimental Studies
Ling Maoliang', Xu Lin* =95
(1. School of Public Administration, Zhejiang Gongshang University, Hangzhou,310018, China;
2. School of Public Affair, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou, 310058, China)
Abstract ID: 1672-6162(2021) 02—0095-EA
Abstract: The objective of this paper is to examine the influence of behavioral public policies on nontarget
behaviors within the environmental domain, as well as the factors that may moderate such policy spillover. A
meta—analysis on 50 experimental studies was conducted. The meta—analysis reveals that the specific policy
strategies, including pro—environmental identity enhancement, financial incentives, and social nudges, are main—
ly responsible for the divergent spillover effects. Specifically, increasing individuals” pro—environmental identity
can trigger positive spillover, while incentivizing the target behavior or emphasizing the social norms related to
the target behavior would induce negative spillover. Contrary to our expectations, however, behavioral and per—
sonal features have limited influences on spillover. The key limitation of this meta—analysis is that the primary
studies included focus mainly on private —sphere pro—environmental behaviors including energy conservation
and resources recycling. Another limitation is that most of the primary studies adopt short—term experimental
designs, making it difficult to monitor the long—term dynamics of policy spillover effect. Future studies should
pay greater attention to policy spillover within the public —sphere environmental domain, and investigate the
trend of spillover in the long—run. The findings highlight that spillover should be taken into account when eval—
uating the net benefits of policy interventions. They also suggest that increasing pro—environmental identity can
minimize negative spillover and trigger positive spillover, which is important for practitioners to further improve
the effectiveness of pro —environmental behavior interventi ons. Despite increasing research showing policy
spillover phenomenon, the empirical evidence is mixed, in which both positive and negative spillover effects
have been found. To date, there is little research that has evaluated the factors influencing spillover systemati—
cally. In order to help bridge this gap, the present study proposes an integrated analytical framework to identify
the potential moderators of policy spillover. Using meta—analysis, it adds new evidence regarding how policy
spillover varies with policy intervention modes, behavioral characteristics, and personal features. Overall, this
study contributes to revealing the boundary conditions under which positive versus negative policy spillover ef—
fects would occur.
Article Type: Research Paper
Key Words: Pro—Environmental Behavior, Policy Spillover, Influencing Factors, Meta—Analysis,
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