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W B FHABEMRAENANTEHE, CRAARAE AR ENTERE., KIHATFALHGER
ARERHA — AR R ARREH AR, FARATHRM ARBFTREEFNER, FAE A TR
R T AR, AAEHFSHERAT, FARATAREZIHEHNAATE, ©RY T E T8 (K
FRe) s N B, FARKGHRGT AR, ZXFROGMEBFIE, ABILEFASEGTIELREAS F
ALAW A AR RAE T LI BIEE, AL B A XM T AT AMK GG B 56 F AL A B HATRE, HFMEBE AR
A FEN BT FRARGBEHATT TN, ERAFRE TN GH ERLLATAHGRBIRET —AF

LA, WAHRRFRRE T - THAF TG,
XKEEIR AT
S B849: C91

5=

AP F AL RN AR . AR
Hshy, HR AL R @R Rt Mok R
BEX AT o SEAE S (prosociality YL 6 55 4L & 1T
4 (prosocial behavior) Fl 3 #t £ i % (prosocial
preference)iX WA~ S8 A [RIE LA b 78 14 28 1)
(Zaki & Mitchell, 2013), EFESAT AIZFEABLE L
TEBG I AR AL ATy, A S AR, L
R N Bh il A % £ Fh JE 28 (Penner, Dovidio,
Piliavin & Schroeder, 2005), X SE5ME 1T H 32 N
1 2% At 23 I G B SF S A s R 1) 1Y) S R
(Bolton & Ockenfels, 2000).

At m MR N — A EE R . 5,
FAt ST RN R ZAEAN, Fl,
2016 4EJE h [E AR B s . X 2016 4EFR[E
BB 139294 L ART (AR,
2017), i H R ARG i 2 R 57 37 A 24 R
Wil 5B, RIS N EA B UL 5 5
[ 35 74, Henrich 25 A (2005)%F 15 /4~ [ % il A5
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FARATH;, FHLSUATER, 28R XHRK

WREWBRFARERES, HEG IR
KU —ERBEW RS H=, AFIrER
IR S B R — T T, it T
BREIEEY LIRS ; Warneken & Tomasello,
2009).

xR SR AL AT N AE TS 2 v 4 e 1
REoR PR, SR HE — X E d, William
McDougall (1908)FLFF i AT A A& &H
PEFEROT A A 25 LA N 32 25, JFFR I X 5%
228 R A i 1X — 7] 9i(Batson & Adam, 2003),

X 3k — [ RO B2 A R R s A SRR I
RXAT g A7 S R, 3 i RE T REAS T 4 A

WIRIAT o, SCAFRRATN SR 4247 (Steinbeis,
Bernhardt, & Singer, 2012; Stevens & Hauser, 2004),

X R BN IR IBOGEAE AT I Z T, AL
SelR A AL H A AL ol gh . ] A FReAE A A
M5 S R UL S AR —Fh By . B, BiR
e 1 W s, RSP E R R, SRS 2
Sk - B A FAM W] (Kahneman, 2011), 2R, A
T At 2 M B AN R B AR Y (reflective model) I
T S A AL B A R 7 AR st iy 1L
A, REMFREZENK T Rt SthRI E
56 5 ¥4 i) i T /) #r & (Halali, Bereby-Meyer, &
Meiran, 2014; Rand, Greene, & Nowak, 2012), iX
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SRR IR W], 7 —LeAE R SRt AT il
WRRBETEHEN . RS 1 WL, 5T X nt
FEER, Zaki Al Mitchell 7€ 2013 4E42 1 T o443
P B A (intuitive model of prosociality), M
TE T BB — A H A, R AR5 X
FAL VMR T E A . AR TR
SCERAYBRER, A E S ALAYAT W RRAE . 225 ORI
P2 FRAE RN R R J = A O 18 R SRR A S
SRR RS, Jf T2 R R R (social
heuristics hypothesis, SHH), X} M) B 9 E+T2
PEHATIERE, A BERE N IS S AH O B4 Al

2 IFHFERFHSMASERIER

O BRI 2R A S E T X5 HE
FERIAT B R AIARIC o AL 2 FIIAHLC B 27 W
SO E AT R . AT . A5 2 T
AR, AT RN ELW . BT L
Y)F T4 (Evans, 2017), ITLE4E, #HAREZENSS
A2 i 0 o 1) (8 ST AR AR ) K R ek AT T IX
4r(Morelli, Rameson, Lieberman, 2014; Lieberman,
2007). feJa ok H kOB R R LERR
XS AT B AT S AT IR R 0 R A AT O
B4 H P T (Garon, Bryson, & Smith, 2008).

2.1 BEMEHITREHE

HEAT RIS A S A SC I VF Z R IE,
5] G S BE FOXS 43O ) 0 i . R 5T
i 53R B BT R IR A 56 SR At S PSR AR
BT, AT i A AT 55 EOR PO AE A FARE AL 2
PEL IR PO R, XSO — BOIE S T R
SV E AL

NATTBCH At 2 DR SR EE LU AR A AL R SR T TR
. Rand %5 A(2012)8 3 PU A —2H /923 34 i il
*&(public goods game, PGG)% £ P 3K iif 0] 55 354+
SATRARBIMOCER, AT 0~10 BN A ik Ll
PRI, 8 10 FPLUS BRI E ORI 45
R, BOXTEPRICTR T (Y DTk AR W TR PR,
10 H., K 5T RRAELAE S DR SR 8] %o B R ek, A 31
TR SR 18] A 5T R 2 ) A7 7 35 TAORE G, LRl
TR SRS T] 1 38, g re 2 M 0 v b Y SRR
(IREBVEAE)A WD oI5 SE 58 53 3 s A
) Y 28 B R4 55, 4n o 52 M [N TR 53 (prisoner
dilemma, PD), FERBRETTY PD R A 551 204 )
M PGG 45, S8R R 5 ERAIRN G

Z i (Bear & Rand, 2016; Rand et al., 2012), X
L2 R R W PSR (B AR A 17 N B S R A
AR R . 7E— RIS Bt
S 5 3 1Y 5 AR AR AS R ] PR A 2R A A AR 2R I P e
REHEZ R R SRR, H EIRAHCHT
FEIFAREVEIIRUIR G R, Ik, JRZEaf ot & 7E A
SR FE B Al 8 a5 56 R O AR B AR A
SPEZ BRI PRRC R

REAR B i 2 i BE ) 3 oEak 247 . WF
S LA B ) BRI R B SRR T
AR RA R RE S o DRI Z B 2
B, AT Y DA N 4 T R 0k 2 B AR, RIS 1Y
IR A A RESE T A &N . Dessing, Piovesan
H1 Wengstrom (2017)38 i3 P BB BE 1) 75 i 1
PYARAF A, B HIEE LM PGG TS
YEAT R, SRR Bl AR G 84 7 Bl g &5 15
K-, WORTE RN ST A KT RE S 47, 1
Hh, K pyRF el — 3R W], MATER ISR LT
2 B IS 1E/K S (Protzko, Ouimette, & Schooler,
2016; Rand et al., 2012), B LB A7 M (Rand &
Epstein, 2014)F1825Z = WA 1) 28 35 48 Bl (Carlson,
Aknin, & Liotti, 2016), 53— J5ifi, M A IR ¥t
PBA R MRS, AR AL RAT 0o T
A BR O BB, I X Rh G IR A 1 S S
IFES, A ISR, B A s dT (P
ESE, BRI, EIBR, 2016), i M —2 5,
Halali % A\ (2014)i8 i stroop 155 Y sXHR B
B FARE, BRI B EIT L R A, A
TS FEHOIRTEF AR R D 2R A S F R H
W2, XU E R | C rias i 25
) B S E, AR ] S BRI, X R ] A2
3 RIXE, DT B AT A AR #. A BIF 9 e SR
A ) AR R B O 2R A A B, s
JEULTERESE SR, B vh 2l o i R A AT
HEIE E 25 ¢ 217 M (Righetti, Finkenauer, & Finkel,
2013).

WJa, %% Mot B8 4k (intuitive thinking) 2> 34
A B ZEA 24T R . RE WY K BUAE B A
23 B A 8.0 BRFIAT 24 SO (Liu & Hao, 2011;
Shenhav, Rand, & Greene, 2012; Swami, Voracek,
Stieger, Tran, & Furnham, 2014), & MK Z 5
BT, A AT B8 5 IR 5 3 ke v 2 A PRl b o
K, PRI g, (RO A R AR S
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PrREYEAEAT S, WFFEF A 68 i T
O B NE B 52 el T BE K T°47 4 [ (Liu: & Hao,
2011), {HIE, JFZERIRTSE % A S0 TR 47
R A ARIREL A S o B9 S Bk
ARG EL AR ], 25 S R A 0 D8 o 1) s 41 )
HE R MRS R 2 0 G 1E17 8 (Band et al.,
2012; Lotz, 2015),

g5 b, WFOT R A () B 48 ORI 5 5 2 4R
FEE M GRS R, R RN
PHA —E R R FRTE, HEE R IX T4 R
HHFT R S E R AL L, BVETYR 215 L
T, AT AR SR R BRI
2.2 REIFRKREMEFHE

FEZAFIRN 2R X 2 5 S R TR A Y
(BT 1B AR ) K & 42 547 T IX 43 (Lieberman,
2007), B AMTHEAT RO I, A 45 M i A
JZJZ(lateral prefrontal cortex)FIH[17 [F] f7 )2 (anterior
cingulate cortex)7E PN B i X &85 38 15 (Niendam et
al., 2012) X — R LUEN HEHEM SRS
(0 dn, 5 PR BCE AORH 5G4 figi DX ok 42 AT Y
17°M(Hare, Camerer, & Rangel, 2009), {1 EH+E2
PERER A — R HIAT o, I8 A DK J 2 i A OC 1Y)
W22 S kR . BAR E AT WA 2 th R
B I DX 2R G0 S Re 1, ELRAF 9 35 S S — i R
AN LR Z A T A8 M R A T 0 £ W e R
A BME HARAYIE SR (Zaki & Mitchell, 2013), %
TR SEME TR s L MRS, B,
5 3 W 5 AR 3 AR OC By I8 M SR 4K (ventral
striatum) Al I N M 57 & T £Z BT (ventromedial
prefrontal cortex). JCHEMYIE, R A BH A1) &
TRFENE R, REEE A RGBSR s 2
J¥eBE H b (dopaminergic targets), filun, 5 Af11A
430 5 AR I SR AZRE 1N TC 7k 2 2] B 3R 2 5
R, SR A B AT AR 5 5 B SOR AR Rk
(Foerde, Knowlton, & Poldrack, 2006; Knowlton,
Mangels, & Squire, 1996), XL PR, ik
S Uk RGUE R ST EE R, BAEWMNE
Y22 5 F R I R 7E— i (Lieberman, 2007).

BT 25 RIS 5 H 5 R 50
Y, KM h AR AT LUK et A 3t
it 1) 2 SEVABE R AR S Ak 2 P T DAY A WL e R A T 5
WE. Bk UL, MR E R R R ST
REAZ T 22 W0 5 5 5 SR AR P ik 4 2

M 2 45 (Ruff & Fehr, 2014; Zaki & Mitchell, 2016),
BARIE, WSO AR IE P9 A &5 2 2 5 0%
MR, B, #1728 3% 48 B (Moll et al.,
2006) . WL/ F-43 Bt (Tricomi, Rangel, Camerer, &
O’Doherty, 2010)45, iX 3¢ B (A5 7] fE & 5 4L
2R LAl . Carlson %5 A (2016) /5514 AH ¢ H
PSS A T I — Wi o AT & 3 S a0t g
A B AR TR B, IR B TR B s Pl
T2 P300 % 1% {2 % H8 i (Cox et al., 2015; Pfabigan
etal., 2014), 1 H AT 5 BsCish phod | B ot ke
T, Ao X — 4 Ah, SRR R
AN B 5 I HI A S 9 iR X (Dawes et al., 2012;
Zaki & Mitchell, 2016), FILAT UL, R4t R
WATEMHEAGRAY RN, Mk, B
e S B T —Ff A X B8 i 2 5 TR TR

2.3 REARR

HWAT MG — R AR E LI AR
BRI, AELERRE X AT i AT s
Hil Z /0 AT e M, WA ST AR IE
WA X — %5 55 (Zaki & Mitchell, 2013), 6 £ 10
A AR B I 2RI TR At S by, AnTE 5 S
Bl b N B A AR, T AL FE SE R 5 2 AR P R R T
A 2> H B A5 AH X5 W (Garon et al., 2008; Hamlin,
Wynn, & Bloom, 2007), 12 % 18 MH EA T
T ERENS B R BN SEAESAT R, BN, FEEIfbA .
ST EEBEIR AN Al ARG R RE BN, R
v & ; Warneken, 2015; Warneken & Tomasello,
2009), BER—HNE TSN THPAESEEE
=1 3E #1417 A (McAuliffe, Blake, Steinbeis, &
Warneken, 2017),

YL FE AT 2R H 2 B Y (robust), BP
e SR S AT IR A AN A (N, 75 0 A R Y
W), WA NESRILERMR R, ILEASE R
A BhAT AR BT B AT, BT AR
AR AE (Warneken, 2015), 3L F, AN4hJLIK
FEALSAT R AR AL SN AR AR ST 23 AT B S S B
17 H(Warneken & Tomasello, 2009), X 5“4
AL G — 2 AR S AR AT A R LA
TR Ak 293 XHZAT M 19 248 (Lepper, Greene, &
Nisbett, 1973), X7E—@E R LU RS R
A B B NAERR GO E, 17 3R PN AE ) 2 5 1A I
55 D B 08 B4 I X B AR AE — i (Zaki & Mitchell,
2016). & AT LR NS Rt ot iy A
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filt, 7E L3 RE OS] AT o A T i SR o i
REE HEA TR AN AE B AT Ry, X — @R B K
JEIY F UL T oRAR AT N AT RRIR T EER . A
AL Tk R,

X AN — SO O TE PR S At S b B A
RPRAL T I R, BTIZ M, EGERIR
HEAR A P AR S AT O Y IR AL T — A
ZyML B R B AR A ORI A R LR
XA AT N H AR . HE TR S b T LA
B 0 B K A A7k (B, &
i F1 H. ; DeSteno, 2009).

3 HEBARAREMNERFHLIMEN

fRRE

Zaki il Mitchell (2013)Kf 5+t LA A
FEE ARG B — 5, RS R AR A A
J NS SR 2 PETT R S i T HE Ak R 2 B L
Tl Can 535K 2 B R N BRPRBE 38 1 o 3 — U8 s 15 3]
TATRZF 2 D 2Rl 2 T i 0 B 27 S5 40
B SCTRFRMIESE . (H2, MHXRE R TIRA
— AN LB 4R R A S AR B R 4518
PEIESE . Flhn, thiE BRI GRS EW
B EBAR I AROC, Bl AF I Y A e LB R B
Z MR AT R, EAS T A TR MW A K
) G R AS X A e e o b, AR
PR AR th SR AL 2 SCRY, ATl 2 R AT 3K
B, fris . ORI . RAL ST U HAE Y,
EXIFAERE BB EMIL, 7£—-LE5E T, A
ITAT B2 B e PR e T A FA, SRAE AT IS
Tt EE A . BN, AT K BB S e 5 R A
2247 J I A X F& (Tinghdg et al., 2013), TMiH A
FWAESRARFMBAT M (ER 4%, 2014; Capraro &
Cococcioni, 2016), 3R HH 77 J& 1 0 48 7m 741 ]
7 B A — b PR Ok TN L5 {8 ) 46T P X S A AT
NPT, AT AN 2R SR AL 2 AT R AR
Rand 4§ A (2014)7E X —F 5t F#2h T2 )a k=X
B, LR A A 10 BB At 2k o

o | kR DR AN IR, B
TESEHTAH DCHI 58 AN IS (1 B Ailt HIR Y o A Ta] 3C
P AT SRR S AR 2 57, BEE Rk A&
VERREG h AR R I 3 2 Y Sk ok, A
REAETT AFAE, o Xf b AR B 2 i (E AT
(Feygina & Henry, 2015; Stivala, Kashima, &

Kirley, 2016). Bt4b, MG SCALHEALFIALTE N AL 55
BRI A NS, SCAR AT 2 RIS 23 20 T PN Ak 1A
B A 3h 4k 47 R 1 5] (Chudek & Henrich, 2011;
Peysakhovich & Rand, 2015), #t4Jg8 & =URBEH
XL A3 5 RO LR A5 AR, ORI
Pl i BN TR TE AR . AR 2 R X
R WL, 78 B E AR TS thol T i AT o (i,
BVEREE BT o) 2 AL BOA R A R M2
OB [ Y B SN Al R R R Y Ak 2 i B
A — UM 2 SR e s R SR R R A
A RE 2 40 X 26— AL Y B 3l B, S AR A
TR AT S B 78 R 76 25 I B b i A R AT
(Rand et al., 2014), LAk, Fhoeis % Gk i I8 A
NG P RESE AL ROVE T, TR A 2 1o 1 2 >
SMNTHBHKRE R,

FE2 8 S AR AN o] il B B R AL AT
We? 1, RS AL 2 M Ak R 0 E U TE BE 2 S
RGN =) . LLatEds i, H
HAE SRV MO N A B R R R b 5 &
TR R, BT Ak 2L D R AR 2 AL A5 1 1 A BT
B 54 FB947 M (Rand & Nowak, 2013), 7E—LE 3
AL 2 b, 328 PR 3R A S B AR N 3 Y
JBERLI Chn, AR BIL ) S AR i AT, A
TIRMIE R T A A T EENE . BT RS
A AR A RN, R — S, B
WA T EEAT e tAh, YARALE H B LSS
SR 24T R BOMEE B 2L AT I 2R
FE o PR EETT IR BI5R AL, PR SRk AT i
RELAT R 0 SR P 25 B AR 25 K 4 (Rand et all,
2012), HiK, BORBZ PN, Rt h
AT RAE A RIUR, 0 HAR M RS2 T
AT A5 I il 23 98k A A 22 > BT AL (Aknin,
Dunn, & Norton, 2012), &2, XEEHEE S/ EHT
AT RN B AR T R LA T Oy, AT
RKRAREE FI3E 7 AMAEAE 2 e T . B2,
RYEA 2 5 R BRI, B8RS 17 I
AN M AE T A AR S b BN, A0 7E 7S
T RAAAFAL B PREE T 1A 1A 23 HE 100 P9 16 4 1tk
AT BN, WX e Ak Ud, B 82 A T
ARMTHI . RV E BRI SNE, LR S 4
2 1 B O HILAL) 1 23 532 W) 198 6 VR AT S B I
(Ellingsen, Herrmann, Nowak, Rand, & Tarnita,
2012),
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4 EWERFHIMNER

#E2x g R 2R B A A 15 B A AR R 2R 23 52 i)
ELWX EAL ST A AR HEAE T, #E—SE IR rh Xt
BB R B SRR SR A AT R, AR S b —t
PRI o o — BE R IR N A . AR A4 NTE
R 5 T 23 B S8 SRAt AT e T, 3R
AT AR 558 R 28 A0 A B 28 798 1 T o 3 — [ At
(gip=a.

4.1 BEEEE

1E 1, Warneken (2015)fF 2% f4, L4 4k
B TT LA 220 b 5 o) AR 19 A R A A e, Bt
TR B RYIEAT, AT 06 200 5 I 57 15 0 O A 24
R R = e IR | KSR (LN E i E S D795 W)
3 4 S5 A7) ) Al A6 1) ) EE R R ER . i JLAE SR,
— SBT3 X 5 R T S AL 2 G B R R kAT
TRV, A FERERINIET .

Rand, Newman FI Wurzbacher (2015)FJH/F5%
) 56 A 2 1 B AN IR L 2 Ak S R R S
R RPN SRR s e e N R () O et R
TS AR s o B, A B o PR HE R 2R
SRR I A VR BE, IR A T A 1
Bi £ [FARANA 1 A VBT 4 (Engel & Rand, 2014),
FARIA, A P SR X Sl Y Bk
A SR AL PR 2 O I HE SR vt &2 T &
fE7KF-(Liu & Hao, 2011), % & &R bk X510
SO, B AFEARFIF ARG b, B )
TR SR E EFT A (Rand et al., 2015)?
Peysakhovich Fll Rand (2015)%} it [A] R AT T [0 25,
b ATTAE S 56 5 AR DA [ B 2R 85 (A 1 S AR
5%), WBHRVTR A A T A ES T AR .
SSRGS R AR E R A,
1 7o LA ) S PR A B AT 45 P R B T Y
BAEAT IR RAT N o B A o R R B X A AR Y
TE B2 O T, M ORI AT M S 7R B B A 2 o
-3 A 7E, Capraro Fll Cococcioni (2015)f8 F] 1%
—SEFRBUR ST EIR AT T FRRR ST . M ATIA
Shy BB Ja B B A N A 4T K OF 1T R 23 HEAR AL,
1 HH AT P SR AN BRI T R, 4
TESE T3k — Bk, 50 0 ) I A (e F A A 1
LB M ED B R R A AEAT N o Bk S5 UL AR [
LIRS BE b 25 53 2 R B A L ST Y
WAk, T ELE5 R T el o fh MLAE i T IR

YA mF R R R MU R, 5w A Y B
WATH o

BR T MR Rt SR ML RN, AXED)
KRR (5 BAL S R At A7 o Blan, A%
T L 55ty TR B0 %) 80 TR — B AR A N R B o
Z ) 35412V (Burger, Messian, Patel, del Prado, &
Anderson, 2004; Dunham, Baron & Banaji, 2008),
Ma, Liu, Rand, Heatherton 1 Han (2015)A0HF 5% &
BN MR AR g — i B 4 S R R R SR AT
SME . BT, EE s Talnm
R AT, 10 ELH A 06 P A DA 0 AU ] e
AT RN, LW B 24 (intuition-important) # R A
S 1 AR 4 . {EJ2, Rand 55 A (2015) 5T
1 B F BOA IR 5 9 R B 5L B 49y I8 5
EE SRR . BIFSEE A I [) He T AR A4 A 51
Z i 2 W2 00 32 BAE F UL SRR I I A
WA EBUEGESNS . BRI, RV
HE— BRI AN XS B0 R AL S R S, A
WK AT RE R s SR R A .

F3 AN, HOW R R A S B T LR
(status quo), AT FRLSMUANIFIAT NG
24, Krupka Fll Weber (2013)A98F 57 Uik B #R &
o B AAERERIAE S E B . Gértner (2018)7E1L
FEAy Lt — 25 5 T AR KE B ) R R R A ik
FEysom, 250k I, PR 23 5 B 9 D oK 1Y O
ek, FE SR SR PR B A bk B,
T L FAIR I 25 fuf 4842k ) 9 R A 1) 1) A o
42 MEEE

MMERE FEQIHA OS2, AL
PiRRR BT, o N GE T A AR A 1 AR IS
S, AR BT R AR R BRA RIS &5 . E ok,
P 1 2 5 ) L ) SR A s e o AR SR BH AR LB
H, AW BLHEREEZHH AT A
(Heilman & Chen, 2005), [Fith, o5 ] GE%
AT A AL A b T B 5 %6 ) W . Rand, Brescoll,
Everett, Capraro Fll Barcelo (2016)J/F 5% & B B3¢
Sy BN L MR MR W T s T, HIFE
BAEBMEPORBEA R — %, 5, 54
W5 300 %ok R Al A Ay 4052 e 52 44 031 €5 1A T
FIPE T, X T Lot gssk U, SR A C BA 5
PEALRRAE, o 1E R 2 8 IR A ] B R A AT A
(Rand et al., 2016), Rand (2017)f—I3ET 31 4>
TS 1 78 4 At oA 1 531 5 1) 23 A 2 D8 1) R A 42
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BET SRR TR AR A 4R, B
o Ae I Lot AR e SR, RATEAAE B
Pl TS, EWA S S et ot

Hk, KEWWFIR AR, 15 mEES0L. 4t
2 (BT S RN A5 PR R L2 5 ) B SR A
o ARSI (] 2 — A TR R A Al A
il £ DG R B A 25 R R, R — R A X R
FE M NAS ], ALdE SRR s . AN FE SCEU]
At S [e] 5 4 B[] DU AR RS R AR, SRIA, BESE,
=1, F 253, 2014), Cornelissen, Dewitte Fll
Warlop (2011} & 31 24 38 33 430 A 55 (i 4k
H P AL T B st R, SEAbk 2 Bom A
AN NI AR 2 R IE . JELIY, KR (2016)
PRI e R 35 B BT 2 5 Wi A (AR U1 R B 1 B 1
TR FOAT S R R AR BT . BRI, 3 R
] 35 RE 8 DL b TR 0 ) R ZEAT B A A, i EL A
L0 IR PR S 1% 0 WD o P T AP R 1 2

)5, Rand %5 A (2012)RBFFE 48 A~ N2 i
Wosim B Rkt ot . BARWE, HwRshes
it B G R 2 50 1 Bl e 2 3R W)t AT 55 v T P
MR BN, T L A R A SN 23l ok T i UK
FHAEE. o, AIRELERAHEERS
(belief in free will)X B3 R4t PEMRE M, RE
MNTEAGIEE S, ERBIRABATN B 2SR
15 &R X — BRI (2D 2 i 1), ik
IR H 9 A EAE (Protzko et al., 2016),

5 RES5RE

AT R SCEk MU, BT R AR 215 L
THEMASHERE-FEER . AR,
SEAL AT B AL IAT R ERAE . B TR A
FEAE, DA RCEA Sk i B R SR X — WS R
BET SRR . BeAh, BT S E B
WAL, FRATT R BAL 2318 B8RS PR R AIE 2 190 S 4
SHWNEZERBHEER, B2, WAV MR
RUPSFEAE LU [n] 0 75 22— 25 (9 B A0 E
5.1 PAUEHSITHER

FHSITHEREAE. AMTERLESEL
FIEZ (Penner et al., 2005), A[RJERZ 6 FE—
S BIRR 25, Flan, A5 B AR 3R IR S A
W AT AR AT, W2 U — R B B,
M55 — 7 78 BB IR T LR AL B . (B 5 1E
TPRHKAME, &Y R A Z NS A 1R

PRI SR A B AR AT A L EME . B8R 2
AN TR R AL 2 AT O 0 R T ORE R AN — B
(Mischkowski, Thielmann, & Glockner, 2018) . 2
thos i AR LR, RA HE AR T iR
AT A WA EGA R S & X (Rand et al.,
2014), SR ITA PRSI NI S RN HE L
WAL AT y, AT A AFSE 32 %5
EPTEBEIT N b, WHEF A B A T
KOs SRR R A R R, XS R
55 SCRERIBA A2 N2 A RN — ke el AR 1y R
174 (Rand & Nowak, 2013), FrLL, #F5E—5 kB
W RERE FE AR G VEFT J(Band et al, 2012;
Bear & Rand, 2016; Dassing et al., 2017), {H&Z
Mischkowski % A (2018)%1 & ¥l B %M T I A 5%
M4t 235 2 (social mindfulness). T H., [FRIFEZEAR
TRARFEAV AR, Halali 45 A (2014) BB 58 & L
H R BIFERE AL 3 0 AT Ry, MR R % A (2014)
MR A RBAEREAR T FIMAT R, U, AT
FENZAE M EE R FIREBR T A ESMY e R 2
1728, AEGEFESAT N NIRRT BE R AN R
52 RREMERFELSHENESR

*E2x A S AR B2 A 0 AR S R I T R
i T A RS RER T . BN, HOE SR
A ERY L (Capraro & Cococcioni, 2015; Rand
& Kraft-Todd, 2014), JCHIS 52K ML LD
(DeVoe & House, 2016; Rand et al., 2014)F14MA 1)
F 45 i (Cornelissen et al., 2011)4F, JR4E X LT
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Intuition-based prosociality: Thinking based on social heuristics hypothesis

SHI Rong; LIU Chang
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China.)

Abstract: Prosociality is a central feature of human beings and a major focus of research across the natural
and social sciences. Most theoretical models of prosociality share a common assumption: Humans are
instinctively selfish, and prosocial behaviors require exerting reflective control over these basic instincts.
However, the intuitive model of prosociality has recently contradicted this view. This model assumes that
the understanding of prosociality should be revised to include the possibility that, in many cases, prosocial
behavior -- instead of requiring active control over our impulses -- represents an impulse of its own. The
intuitive model of prosociality is supported by at least three markers: (1) behavioral signs of automaticity, (2)
neural signatures of reward seeking, and (3) early development. Furthermore, based on social heuristics
hypothesis, we explained human’s intuitive prosociality and analyzed the context and the individual factors
which affect human’s intuitive prosocial behavior. These observations provided a new perspective for
researchers and challenged them to reconsider the roots of prosociality.

Key words: Intuition; prosocial behavior; intuitive model of prosociality; social heuristics hypothesis





