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il 14 55T B9 RN

RER I

(W VLR 2 e 2 U 58 H24Be, AiM 310023)

W OE AANECHAER BRI EAE ZEGAIEET, Rf, AMKRSEEGRE, FibET 35
MHFE R RS RANM G, BT RBEF AT RN ASS, ERRAFER, MBAELRERER A BEEELER
FIA2 & LIRS T A 5T . sbob, sF 5 RS Z Ao AT X o) S0% A L T A A B 0 6 Fus i 3)
AAEIR Zh A BT B4 —F X, #— TR EAMM AT EhTA T RE AL 6948 ZAE R KR
WEERRG .

EgE A ES, BN s, AP RN, FA, AT ARA

55 B849: C91

1 5|8 AR BIF 2 7 X 7 T T R BTk, SR T,
IE 4N Henriques (2008)45 i1, AnARFATA B dE 7 3¢
TR S LB MR R, 2.0 H 245
NLIZAEAS [ Ak 2 Bk 2 22 ) 493 — AN G 5 2 A 1Y)
ff5,, Rand F Nowak (2013)VEEH], HATH T3
T AR B ) T A TR o A B S AT 30
H (agent), X TCHE S HIFF FATIN AH B4 1Y B AR,
KR ANMRFEAT S AR AT 22 Fh 2 R 240 1
R HL(Svensson, 2020), KL, nfaf p.os B2
£ BEVEAS AN [ Sh AL AT R 04 5 i A B T 2k — 25 3
i R AE T o XS SIHLI 2R S 8T X — AR ik
14 B SUFE— 8 R B AR AR AS AS 5 JRBEAS T34
[B] {78 %(3C I . U Fehr A1 Géchter (2002)3 £ #l
FEZE T2 L X — S, RO b P A 5 &5
S0 0 BE DR A R A S BV A 4 2R DL BB K
TR 42 TF, 1 Rodrigues %5 (2020) M0 & 7 sh L2
T A7 FH Rt — s, R b 2 R S AR b AT AE 32
AR AR R A ShELA R &,
b PEAETT 5 8 A 2 KRR R R % E

Thaler (1988)f% -7 fit Joi 18 i 18 2% o 4 = 2
WA T 52 AN R, TR A O RS
FRAESTE R T ARG 43 B . Fehr F1 Géchter
(2002)i# — 2 LB, KRR B KATES =I5
B 1, BIR £5 R 52 15 2 52 0 1Y 55 =07 R AR I B AT
A RESEME . R ES T B
THEFARIE . DER B T B 2T
A i — 2 A 3)AETIAT WAE—E R B T
HARE AR (AR 45, 2012), Bk, HHET#H
38 5 it A Al 7% 5 (altruistic punishment)iX — AR
ORI AR LR PRGSO AR, R 2 E, 2019;
Rodrigues et al., 2020),

TFF 90 35 26 A R Al M A 5 X — R IR A, <A
> — 3 1Y B L R A T ARSI A R =, [
TR0 2 e BB A A R B T R 2 Y (Enge
etal., 2017; Fehr & Gichter, 2002) X F& H8
M K (ultimate  perspective ) F A A1) s 4 4
TR EAROLE], BVA bR AEST B AT 5. kB

. N o . RGP A 5 2 —(Pedersen et al., 2018), N T

PSSR IEAR R A SRR g A, Tl % A
5 HEIHL,

Elster (2006)[X 4% T BRI FIAT JBEsL : 55—

P 2000017 o G, AR E R T

T sy (/OSSN ARSI o, s — G, T 2 H

WAEVEH: WRE#, E-mail: beepoison@163.com TAST T SEMAEER] . PR E 2 TR
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o B AP AR BT TE R A — R, RO
FERGR THERAT RS R, MAEDA SR
BERL M AU B IE R, AT, R4S 3
TR A X i LA R S S TR B, DA
Wi 25 M HFAE AY 3R W P % JE (strategic consideration)
FEXFREOL T AN E L, AR PR AL 1 4
W Ew LB, HikeEwE2Z2ARNITS
2% B K & B 22 (Camerer et al., 2005), M2, 7E
Z R SRR £ 185, Elster (2006) 7 45
TR T R T EREM . EXMELT,
TET DA B A TR S S, a0 gl B ve £ 1 33 31
# (McCullough et al., 2013) . ¥ 6 57 7 532 18 PE A
(Gardner, 2019). I A & 1YL B % BT (Jordan,
Hoffman et al., 2016)5$2 T+ FH & A A2 (Jordan &
Rand, 2020)% ,

Rodrigues 4(2020)48 th, FbAT M1 544
FEAEZFIENHL, Kb iR SCHR Y f7 B ot 7F — 2 72
JERUESE TIX— 5, XS R, MRS
WA R —/, 522, BNATRH—&
GIAE E L0 B R R, MITTE B — > 2 &
8. KT EIRANNEEA W sh LS 1 R ik —2b
i FRLFR 43 B A A M 25 55 9 IS 1Y s Bl S R e
o X—Jr A BT X — ARS8 R X,
AT 5 (A [R) BAF 5 38 22 ) B 28 3k, 53— 5 1 . )
Sk A P T P B 9 R AR — A DA R0 B2 1 A
J% B9 3T AL A (proximate perspective), H 5|54
A TRl N PR KN SR R LI AN
T A B SCHk b o 3 S A A R A A — A
Te AN T o AT, DS A B SR U, AW R At kA 5
5 MBI HLA B T3 A 5 Xl 8Ok, DA
BRI N ATTR R b P AT, DT AR 2 A 25 R0
WAL R 5 A 1EAKT 4T

2 IBpHEZR

=R 3 E N (hedonic principle) ] LISk TE
LA 57 = by, RN GR I T AR LR P
KT SR ) AL (B B, SR B, 2009) .
Higgins (1997)7E MLEERE b, 381 T8 & S B
(regulatory focus theory), #f—# AR IHLR
45 43y M A 3 £ 5 (promotion focus) Fl T B £5 A5
(prevention focus): {2 £ S AR K IR A B AR
RS U S S G S 6 56, M b s 5
TE R IR A5 RO 4392 4 (Higgins, 1997; Whitson

et al., 2019; Winterheld & Simpson, 2016), #FFE#
R IRAS [R]85 5 XA AT R R g B
AIE ) E2 (Crowe & Higgins, 1997), Al AE
P E, HAHL AT DI — e FE B b oA
Ok R, flan, (2 uFAE S NI 3 S
A, ) Attt 25 570 B 22 b e B Ok 38 0K 28 F (Fehr &
Schurtenberger, 2018) ok X #% K 75 2 (Jordan &

Rand, 2020); 1 2435 Bjs 5 2 R 58 i, SARY
F At PR AE T 0 =T T 3k i 2k (Pedersen et al.,
2018).

T3 — N EABREW ISP 2 H Deci
FI Ryan (1985) BF 42 i i [ & Je 22 #I8 (self-
determination theory). ZHISX 3 T AP T Y
Zh#¥l. H Esh#HLl(autonomous motivation)Fl3Z ¥ 5
Hl(controlled motivation), H 3 sh#HLAYA A E 2 H
THCKWFEWEESSE&MAT8; Mk, 25
HLFE B2 A T A1 e 57 Can 1 T i 7 4 8 )
MSLE AT AL, JEEe R, A 2%
SIPLTR R RIS Z AT R P I B S
5 30k —& 1 (Deci et al., 2017; Roth et al., 2007),
XEFERTNE, AR T H NS5
%, AF-ZENIREER T shhlimd [ KM
7 AR ) N ER R S A Lt RGN, #8Kk
%, 2009) X FP ISR SR E A E-ZEX
PIZESNHLIFARMRER 7T 43, R AR LU [R] L 451 22
HUfE—, IENIRATAE R PEAE ST Sh AL i W
By —H,

T ERPIAINE, A SOB AR ST 0 3
BLRISS A IE 4 28 DA E-Ri#E: BRATF; 2)
A E-FB . W4 3)Z R 8R4
B AZE-T . ik, Bl 1 RRT 4 FhE
RIMAEST S OLE AR BE o0 An o Ak, ASC
Wi — PR T ARG Je R S R s e iR
A KM A R R, Wit &8 (Baumgartner et
al., 2012), k& #ifii(van Prooijen & Lam, 2007)7l
TETIRAR(BRPE SR 45, 2019)%F , FREIFHE, L
PRI — BB FREA T IR, MAEssEh
AR Z AP REFFAAEAE— WA 9 53 5 o o

3 BEI

30 RASSREZWMER
Falk %5(2005)F8 1, £ 35 00 10 ) b 1 A
T —Fh Ak 5% g M A 57 (non-strategic sanction),
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(x)

<AF 2
&

B AT A S AL A

e

FEHATFENDRS), B A 7E L5 T A R AR S
PR A IR B U RS E AT R, X
BEWRE NI A T AR KRR 2R T
A4 B B A NTELS &, AR IE SR SN E I A .
TP 0L A5 )R R B AE T A A IE tHE RE A
(belief in a just world) W53 H (Lerner, 1965). %
P IA N AT EEARME B C A T At R AT
1, RI7EIXRE— A A B A Bk,
TRz s &, MREEA R R
TR TE LAY 335 M (Strelan et al., 2017),
M, XBETPAE—EBRE LR TES TR
1 FEAR S IAh, SEAE R AR AT
2x W E R WA AR . BRNE, A Ess
FEBRAN A, S AR ST AT S B B L ) R R
(Fehr & Schmidt, 1999) 2k H #ir &Rl 24 A9 5% [ £
VR T3 — s M 5 X AN A T R R A A R,
Rt AN 2R BE A G I, 2 DX A 98 0 R R A B
MR, T YR R R A AR T AR
FRIAE Rt i K (Tabibnia et al., 2008). 4251 i 1 B
MR A2, TR A2 m | Db A, 22
0 A7 A5G 5 R 1 43 HUS% (Corradi-Dell’ Acqua et al.,
2013), FRSERAE—ERE ERIIANTEA 4
PFRTE R AL, T H Y AT RS AT
FIE Y R R, AT A A ST 30 AL A el 5 R
(Fehr & Schurtenberger, 2018), IF Ul [% & &4
(201538 11, FlfldEAE T A B B2 — Pt S HE
(social norm)¥IE ML R, i/ FLEs R AR
RESZ A28 S FVE B 305 /K, DT 532 Wi >4k ) 48
TIAT R XEWE R EIETT S A TP IEZ

I RAFTEE BB LR,

T UL A, b P AE ) o S 3B SR
ZEMEMIE R Z M, Fehr 1 Schmidt
(1999) 1 B H I X AN BG, AMALEZ ZREE T
AR 255 AN, Cui 019 WiER R, XA
) AP F5 BE 09 20 TE 7 R I, v R At A R R R A
ANMRALERE I IE R (LPC) R B4 B2 5.
R, B AN, AR R A
PG 55 6 7% B S0 A1) At 44 7% 37 (Johnson et al.,
2009), BB ERA DT (201D AIBFFE S H T A1
IG5 . FE S TEAT IR A AN ALE T X AN 28 - B4
X B S TR 2 4B

B BT R R T, A R AE ST S L
Z R ML I HESR 5 o A R 3l R TR
A T AN RS 4 B 7 %8, SRR (R ) T4
Y AN TR A T 58, X R WA R AE 5 K HE
BRSO F- (9 BN B B 1 (Zhou & W, 2011),
WeAh, 4P B (social distance) A FE(E S T A1
T, R T AN R A A R R, R
Mg A AR A 37 P R 1Y B2 2 [ 3 (Guo et al., 2019;
Vekaria et al., 2017). %75 (2017)MTF5E R,
23 BB AT BB 2 IR T A AR B A S R 5 e AT
PR, M B Ao I B B 1R R A
R 38 B, 5 = B R R e A T
Ak, HEEEERT, BMPEE N Z AMERME
=T RS B A, AAETIAT O W3 D TR
R E KGO (Pedersen et al., 2018), SR 5,
AT i) T ) B4R P 35 11 32 5 3 4R AL T 2 A,
I ELXT S FBE AR SN % 335 B i fin B 2 11 4 )
(Guala & Filippin, 2017),

32 WMpESAREZMER

A E-fEE SRR, [ 3Tk
B ARTE AT R T B 3202 R T Rk S
HR A NTERAS . BRI E R, MR A C s
g H A TS AR A XS R, 4 A — R
P4, 1% (anger) (Jordan, McAuliffe et al.,
2016). WYX (guilt) (Nelissen & Zeelenberg, 2009)
B B (upset) (Dimitroff et al., 2020), % £ 25 7]
L -t T 1] T A A 3247 R b P A5 PO ABE R
Harl¢ il Sanfey (2007)AYWF5E s, USRS &1
TR 5 R T O e 4, AT
] BEAET AN B A e R T Mt IE 1 4%
ek, AT A SX R TR FEER, XEH
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Pl AT AR 8 S A AL Ok i A O Ry S
2% AN, Jordan, McAuliffe %5(2016) & 3K, k4
WO = qE A S S, X T
FiRgEH, van Doorn Z5(2014) 1 — Al B2 1% 2%
SRAMETT G R A N TAT IR, Bk T4
ARIZ L F- 1 vh 3l o PRI, FERXRREACT, AMAE
AT A A PR A A — e R EE b ol T sk B B R £
PEIE 4 . 3L F, Xiao Ml Houser (2005)#/F 5% IE
F Tk aL MBI R, A R BOATE BT AR
SRHTH AR 2 T RB, AR
B ERRAR, ok AMERE B IES: T iX— 5,
ISR RN B BR 5% (201 1)1 R 2, 24 AN A Bk M
TN AR Z BN I 2 77 AR O BRI AR IE
23 bt 0 8 STt T AT o 3t A TR 46 1E T Hu
SE(2016) 4518 : FMBAT FA B TANRSRAT IE R 1
o TWEVIIN R, &R TR E, FRATHF)
PPEREST B9 A S 23 5 e AR PR AR A,
BAESEBRAE TR, K P A A T AT BB — A
H WAL S R B IR S | AR A T IRE AT
I FMSTARAE SPEN 2, AR T — e 7
BE LW T AMRE_ LR v a3t BT R E S

MEESIAT N A E-fE s R — 4, TR
MFREZ B — RINH R . 56T 5505 U
(bystander effect) T B, M A AFEAE S5 M
AR 25 )5 B (Voelpel et al., 2008), J#55~4&
ToEJ&(Feng et al., 2016), JEmHIH 4247 R
(Panchanathan et al., 2013), Nelissen #1 Zeelenberg
(2009)UESE T 3X Fp RN, A AT 40 43 S A7 55 W
BRI WA WAL, 250 RIS W A 3
REARR T Bl s my B P 2, T ) A e A 550 B 2 ik
Mo AR, AR S 2 A 2 32 BN N A
T (cognitive control recourse) ¥ 5 M . A ¥ il £
fif YA B A wp 3 5 A3 A S R Y v R Z )
ATREAAEE EE MR ZHE 45, 2019; Miiller-
LeinB et al., 2018) X1, TARIE il M T A BRI
AR B, I DA o o R TE e SR o AR rh 2y
BB W #E (Inzlicht & Schmeichel, 2012), % £ g
ARME L T AN TG 5 R vk 25, A
M St B 22 A R At M 5] (Halali et al., 2014),

4 ZE

41 RHAESREFMEZER
FI 2 S 2R 75 74 75 T 5k e T AR A

X WA I« b P AT — 7 TR D T R AR 4
it s R (R E), I3 — 5 E NS T W bR A
SRRSO IR T 7 A 0 Bk 4 (TR ) o SR, R
FARIF 2T 10 A £ ShHL TGk 58 2 i B ) Al v 20
BIF=A,  HAn A 5 3 ke A A A St ) b 1 A
B X AT A RS 25 AR URR (WR TP, IR, 2016
WRER 5%, 2020). X B RE XM R £5 BB K,
BpsZz#aipl, [RIREAERI AT T R R

TR IRE RS th T B AR A
AT RS D, 2RI A E
LRI AR 75 5 (reputation) VB 3K o =5 BUA
{55 #iE (costly signaling theory)ih Ky, T Flfth
PEAE TR ME N 4G 51 00 S E M 7, W) I ik F A
3 A AT AR, E, PR
AR AN TRART A SR R, i
TN AR (Nelissen, 2008). {E45{5#i(Jordan,
Hoffman et al., 2016)2% J& & At A\ £} (Jordan &
Rand, 2017)5%, M4 F TAEST &l R AP,
I3 i FLAE AR AR B2 h AT B R

M ERABE R, — AR HET R S A1
ok i A SR A AT AN R R A 2R IE R
FERTET, w2 XA AR 3B AT A R T 2 B AR
§il . Jordan Fil Rand (2020) 53 IESE T 13X —H#E
WARANFIRZ PEQ019) 7 — L 2], AR 55 W
FA DL E AT A AN B AEEEL, IR 4 dEFES
PEAVEFEMAL WD G MR 2 H Pk, (HAER
WARREEE T, &I e s it S R
FEAME— R A2, B A T IR B AR R
XA AR UL, AT A — e R b —
FHIET B B R 25 099 2 9 S LER 3 9 SR s AT
g, BIMAESAT R XA A R i AR T A
At A A gl A ) T S 2

Fhos i, BN MAE Al AR rh iy e 1 2 5%
(Torelli et al., 2019), < FRMAET S, A
X e Ak 2 HLASE A AR AT B AR T A B AR A B A <4
TR AR, BIIA A A AT 04 335 BLAT Sy R 2 3
B N ™ i3 #4557 (Fragale et al., 2009), 767 14
P A1 3 s R AN % NTTR O = e R VA DB AR
FRE, RSB MO 2 TR A A O
B FEA) 8% (van Prooijen & Lam, 2007), Ml #5 Bl
BERE VA ODE RSP N =T Y A A NTTI= IS
% Blue 5F(2016)0 I o ME ISR 06 R PH, 7ETm
XFANF A3 B 7 S, AT AR 1] T 52 A 1
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B A SR AE S AT BEROA Ry & —F A RLAT S, AT
{8 1] T A S A5 53 (Vineent, 2017), XARA 7] fER&
TR ACWEE,

WA, AT G AR K58 A O IEAE B
NWEERT, (R SRI BB FE+H 2178, U
N E R B 75 25 (Bereczkei et al., 2010),
PR 2 — 2 B A 1) 4 S 28 R (191 Aan — 1 HIR 5 19 4]
FOB XA SR AL 2T N 7 A (Xin et al.,
2016), AL, —AA BRAHEM R MmO HEE A4
W, B BAESNES0E, MR T
W Z AR AR, X TR S A, B
AR SR BT NP 7 A T WA A B
XHTEIA/ER : Nelissen Fl Zeelenberg (2009) #5255
W, FFME BT SR AT AR, 55
B —E R E LR T8l s 4
M Xin 45(2016)0H5 i, 55 W A F T AR
FAtaiTh, HAXAE TR BT FAE, Lk
70 JE 15 A8 W3R WA AE T S LI AR — A S 4 A
(uni-dimensional construct), i &— M TAHE
20 K2 BT B R R, 6] — SRS T e
XoFAS A R 28 77 A A S B4, 35K TE 2 AR SOk )
MLPEAT 2L B R 7 O EE i
42 FHERREFZMEZR

Nelissen (2008)5i ¥ 1 ) b 1 75 311 i1 s AL &L
B R R AN T A2 R R s TR
PEMLR SRR ) SHEAH R, 24T AR a5 )
2 MR T XS B9k . Gardner (2019)
Te I, XFEE AT R AL TE B A TR o A R AR AR
GRS — A 2 IE SUBRIEIRAR 5, Rk, &
TS — R E RN T A H B EZ
. AN, Schein Fl Gray (2018) L 7E & £, FEAAL
G S ST ALY (04 ) B 3 23 A BB, O3 o i
W SR TPl WL ZE X 7R 2, TR T 3k S b
W R BB RN R, 2 R o R R oy 8
FhEAT R o B, SR A R B R i E
BF, AP 1] X 8 SR AT Ry it A 7
F—J7 T, AT R AT e T
e Y AE 7 B (McCullough et al., 2013) ., JaU BB
& (deterrence theory)ih y, 7E/NHUAR (A H, —
AN R 55 BN, R A T REAR A0 AR 1Y A1)
%% (Krasnow et al., 2016), X7E—EMRE LR T
R At P A 5T 1 A7 5 - T A A R AR B, R
N 28 K EB 43 46 4B AE 1% AE R3S /N A 48 v

(Boyd & Richerson, 2006), /S48 KM A B B
22 B & i bR A, (R R I R (big
mistake hypothesis)IA >k, AZStH %e 7 /NRE(R
IS8 AR R A0 BRRR AP SR A IR AL 2 v R
HE4E H (Rossano, 2018) ., 24 ARHEWT b 4] ] HE3Z 3]
K H i B R ALET, g T I 1) T S5 e A 1)
(Delton & Krasnow, 2017), KA ALE] Al HERY iR
BERE M BCE N, TG I T 76 AR 1l AR A
XF 5 1Y JL# (Krasnow et al., 2016),

FEAAR N 4 (in-group  favoritism) 2> 7E — & 2
JE 1 5 e R Al P 25 1) 32 45 TS 45 4 . Deelton Al
Krasnow (2017)[F 5% W, 243555 &AMk
J T 52 5 A AR A IS DA I, A S ) A
TES Y e B e . — B B RS, SIAE
PR GOR AR R 5L AR AL AT RE S FE—E R |
gk %N T S P N A % NI 1282 e R
FEA PUREIAR B DA 38 (A A X RE A T REAE B4
5 A STE N BT 55 b o T A HAB A A
(BL45 A C)i# 2 R R R0, A i 1) 3 4851 Ah
R, DL T Bt . 75— Jr i, R H Az
BRI R, 509 32 35 TR ShHLIE W] fig
ZRNIMES RS E R R R W . TR X
B I (R I i D R o N S e E O 1 4
(Buckholtz et al., 2008), T [k /1 5E 5 R &4k
HLET# A S BE(Robbins & Amsten, 2009), M i
TE—E TR FBUB MR ISR,

5 &SI AA ST sh LAY S0

2 BT ORI AR 19 s Lo A B R4S A
sz 2, PR LA 1, R R i sh HLE AR
KEREE LIRS T A PEAEST, (H[RIREAR R Z 40 LA
Wik R AR BL . XA R, T&
FRA DR SAAET S A, F% L, B
HFEE—ERE LIIE T X — W, s -E
IR (2016) 1) S 2R B, B 25 ZE 5T i A 1 B T,
A ARSI il 1) At A T 0 LB LR 2 R R DR A,
Aharoni 5520195 — 0 WoR, TEMAME R
FEATEIR 2 BRI, A6 A8 T e SR i AT A1
B BRA, B Y EAE B, &
BUAS e v o A T AE TG PRI A (2020)
(I BIE 2 3E— 25 K BRA AN AN A B30 a iURK, %k
TR RLAS P8 S AR . A il AR B A 1 O
T, I B AR LS A O 5 R AR A 5 A
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KA RE R AR TR [ AR AR
) ) AN (B . R [ 2R R 58 BAFSE T 1
WIS . PR HE R, MR ST RN
W s 5 AT AR = AT A, — ke U, R
AT K )25 (vinPFC) Rl A H15 401 K )22 (mPFC) %t &
RS (A T ELAG B w5 ) 90 2 B (Feng et al., 2016;
Wang et al., 2017), 1 BZPG SR (2019) KM, 5=
I5 TEE WA 55 A AT 55 T AES1 22 R AEA
[l tDCS 8 2 [A] & A H], X [AlREULRH T 48
AR R i R i AR

2 F A S AL B H R PR R A A

WIS, H AT SCTE T A 1 AT 5 8 R R
FRAEAT A 200 b, RIRE 4 $i (4 B S R S5 T R b
PEAETT A W S E N, B5 2, SRR
il T AT M S AEST B . SR, OB
(R Z 5 B AT DA E — 25 B A 547 1
JESIHLZ B S F, Blan, BT AS (14 b T 52
TR B SR B AU —F 43 sh bl 3, &5
J A Xt AN [ 8 BIL 1) 5 2 75 2 (] e 1 7 2 B
SR UL, AR AT T R 2 0 0 2 B — R 0 AR
GESRFEE), Ph B A5 5 2 e, & e
TSR 2 I AT AT W5 S 1L A MR, (AxT
AW ST, BT A K] A7 A 25U
Mo HIE, BR T RNMAELSN, MWBhHLMAE &
TF 5T 48 53] B AR A9 52 1) 7 3% R A K % v Sk ) Al
TEST A,

6 SESRE

Sylwester % (2013)48 11, WFR#H 4 H A
ST A A A AT — 0], X RO — AR
M & A —E R LRSI . WSR2
Me, REFFRFHE, FMdEET A BT A
BRI SR Bt S gt R, RE
WA 24 A R R E AR R —
SEAAE (R IR, ARIH, 2020), WAETT A5 KR
A AL S B YE AR S5 5 (Bicchieri et al., 2018; Fehr &
Williams, 2018)mfk{il LA AT A I B (Shreedhar
etal., 2018)%F . B, MiXANE S ok, Rk
TR S — AR AT A, BRAS MA@ o Bk B
F g5 W 4EA T BERRLE . S HLZ R UL,
JUAE TC 1 HEBR b 75 I 4F- (other-regarding  preference)
TERB ST P AR, SR T At R A 551 B 1R
AR IR RIS SR BT I A Z Y, A
Fil Al AR S PR BB R B, AR 25 B AR
FA) SR WP S AILAE A A PR AE ST B St R4 T
ER, JUHECYIETT S PRI Z IR AT, AMA
A 3 o S AR TR Ry ) O ST RO P 7 ik
G TE R o B, MBIMLAR Bk ik, 7%
TLF AR A, BAFERSFEE LSRR A
FIZHHLIR B9 o BEAbh, X AEST A i ie e —
FERRRE I SCHR T R SRR A 5 2l
B A Eh LIRS, B4 AR5 A 7 25 1 e 3 v )
PORR I B A, (B H AT R 258 H R,
TR 6 LA B AR S T sk . B,
FEARRIEFE Y, an o] BN EAf 8 ORI AP A8 51N
AR HEAS [F) 8 e 2 38 Z M 38 A AR 3RAT T — 20
Bt

HYR, ASCM 5 H H (strong reciprocity)5 55
T # (weak reciprocity) Z PR AL T H B BT
B R AR BRI 44 TR T R R AE ST, 245
PRIN T R E IS, BIHR TEEe A s, FELA R
A % 5 5 M & B9 56 K A0 ) (Carpenter et al.,
2009), 55 0 B IR G N B AR XT g L e TR
AT A AR PR AR ST B R, (LR 22 R U
AV AR IL R, PR R B A AR R S A B
AT G, DT B AR T LA Ak v i) AR AR A R
(Dreber et al., 2008), S 51 55 B H 2 4 T E IS,
RAU T 114 3 ) 7 T 38 DG BB A o i i — 4
QIR IR G SO N e = ST A -S|
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A T AR SR O B . A SCRTE )
BLE AT R, R TRATIC I HE R 1 B AR Y
A, (BT LUE E M2, AR AR R At 1 A8 57 A A
R DA — 5 R T B SR AME R (A 7 ),
Al B oy B RS AT S B e K] . A =R
BS2, LA Fehr AR EE AN RIRIE £ 1
IR U B FEASHERR TR LG X R A AR 1 5
(Fehr & Gichter, 2002), {H Jordan F1 Rand (2020)
Ak BIVEE AE AR B 2 2% T 7R 2 S MLATS 8 R #EA4E
A i F B A R B S ARG Y H S (Dreber et al.,
2008), [AlB AATT X 280 R R ke Ak il o H AR
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Motives of altruistic punishment

CHEN Sijing, YANG Shasha
(School of Economics and Management, Zhejiang University of Science and Technology, Hangzhou 310023, China)

Abstract: The altruistic punishment is proposed as an important mechanism for the existence of social

norms. The motives for punishing altruistically, however, are not entirely altruistic from the individual

perspective. In addition to maintaining the principle of fairness, the pursuit of a good reputation, the

aversion of potential losses, or the elimination of negative emotions also drive, to varying degrees, altruistic

punishment. In addition, the sensitivity to the amount and form of sanction costs also shows that strategic

motivations based on the cost-benefit principle play a significant role in driving altruistic punishment.

Further exploration of the interaction between different motivations in the implementation of altruistic

punishment is an important issue that deserves more attention in the future research.

Key words: altruistic punishment, punishment motive, fairness principle, reputation, punishment cost





