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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

NFEREPITHABEERZENOELZ R

kO’ OFEX OEER R OB XNmE FEE
(TR IRV KA EH, # 2 453007)

H E B THEALCAATNEENMCELRTOERANE, BRAINE-FVFEBTLG S P
AT B 5 HIEHAT, REF SHAAB R R, AT HEHAT P ABERR I FREF RGBT R EZ
—, RmAMHRAEEATREL: DR S RAR L%, HLALRTFRGYw, BEZITR—SHHEL; 2R %
FRAER SRR, BREARZIHGRLAT AN N, Lk A e B4tk R 093 S 342 3) R A5
VATMRIE AR 2, M E T ikdndn T8 /009 i R E R X R &5 X 0] 49 o Ak ik 45, 2 sPBEIR AT L8
TP R EDIBEX G FIeR AT R, KRBAE ZoRERBE, ALERF S F AR L,
BAB RN, FTH . RAB EEE L ERMNFFH, FA-FAERAT T ARG & 69 X A REAITIAS
fBAT, Wit A BRI EL RO R EERANR AL CRELENIT, FRERERES T PIFEEPH
BERE, 1R 5B AFEAGAERET A,

KR ATFIERAT, ABRR T, SEAE, Amish, SHEKL

S B849: €91

1 [FEH INERRTE AT (fairness norm enforcement)+g
AT B B RFE TR AT E A TR
BT R TR L2, e T AR e
. . ) i HEMATHERIE 25, 2020; Feng et al., 2015), 2
AL BAE BT ) — B RIE £ Science 7E sk g e s 1 A -
2005 4R 14T 4 AT A0 T B 125 ANLEFRER AR bR R 2 —, A FRATTARE 5 B 4
/l\ﬂ#"ﬁﬁ?“lﬁjﬂﬁz (Kemnedy & N 2005) MR 0 SLUME E B AEXR R . AT HE R
> QT 1) Z — (Kennedy orman, R P e . N
77E )L AR 2 e A R AR () R Gk AR
PR 4 2 A R 2 A 2247 10 5 o o

. 1o i/ N ft(McAuliffe et al., 2017), F HIAJI Hl AL R
DIEE RICLSRBL A H ELLIRE TR SO o g oo ot i B0 4075 R B A7 (3 2 4
AT Z —( (LRI SEEE, 2014), &

o N o a4 o 4%, 2019; Moretti & Di Pellegrino, 2010; Yang et al.,
M@ AT RIE LA HMSEZERA 000 ekl f (group identity)d§ A~ L5

ok, JUb MUY PRI SIAT G et ey st S 007 5 FALRERR 5403 269 6
ANIRERI TG 5, 2007 FAVER 5 gy ot e 0 0 P HLIE IO 2L
2015; Gitth & Kocher, 2014). H PB4 7% (the in-group favoritism, IGF), /b
i A5 57 A BE AR 5 ML (McAuliffe & Dunham,
VR U 2021.02.03 2016). K RERFTEF W1 40 F- B PATT A B A
* E R HRBER S FEDTH (32000754) . #HH AL AR R B BRI A & JE 3Ll (Buttelmann & Bohm,
FE SR BE T AR IUH (20YIC190030) . TR 4 757 2014; Jordan et al., 2014; McAuliffe et al., 2017).
B 2A MR T H (2019CTY030) ., WMEAZEE T AL (B, fER A A K R e, L3 L f] 4 4

LBl BE 5T H (2020-ZDIH-152) T 55 I i Kk 2 ST b B e b A e g A
MR 335 4 (QD 18043) el i e 2 75 47 R 22 ol 8 3 2 S04 R A P A9 (0 0 9 A A L i A7

Eﬁ(2019QK31)%Hch iS(O —‘ﬁfﬂi%giiﬁ/équmﬁmﬁ?qjV\]ﬁ,ﬁtﬁ%%
BEEE: FFEM, E-mail: qchizz@126.com AR WS R T SR (SRR &E, 2016), B —FhEES
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DUIIA Ry 23 P R AT F AR i 22 I 4 1 1 4 T
P37 8 8 BZ Wik (K (Dunham et al., 2008), A tt,
TEILF T AR, P HUSE AT b AR D 222
R R (¥ AE O AL H AT A A4
TNV RIS FRAT IS ) P RS i 2 = 75 FE AP TE,
Al A B O R B, A B
A5 DL R B AR shHLRAFIAL G 2 A 47 224
TR et A b, AR S AR A Al 2 1) AR A TR
(LRI S RS PIAT 1 T8 B AN (1 2 ] % 2E A2 .
Ry AT, ] G LR RAL A AT,
iz N S R i S EOR, #8RAFHE
AT r PR Qi 22 2 A o iod o v 11 2 2B AL TR
FATEHZE, EY5 0% mkkE . L3#0
K BUE A S B R T R ) B R

X FaRMERR, AT H LU &R BB L
HANT DO TER G, Bam A 170
AR Sl A0 el 2R B0 4 2 R UOMNPE B, ME B T
FXF A RS PAT PR A O 22 1) K A o AR A T
NHURHT, BRI IAJN 42 ] 0.0 A AE P9 B A Ml 2
o A v ) 22 b A A AL R S AE DG Bk e I B
AL, IF B SRR 0 R A i RS R
K=

2 MERIK

21 AEHERITHHRIARK
211 RFHEHITHMSEZMWER

O ERLTEARATRE AT A B0 RE A i R A5 51 5
B R INAT R W B 4T 31 (Feng et al., 2015;
FEME, Kk, 2020), QRN R ZFEH A
1855 — 05 B PAT B2 AR S S5 WL AL i 55 =7
MILPAT R 45, 2013), ENANEE 205 B
W FL S A T R AR Y B 7 3 AT 55, 0 e
2% (ultimatum game, UG). AR5 8 i 1428
(mini-ultimatum game, mini-UG)HI%E = J7 118
Z% (third party punishment game, TPPG), kiR 5
BIT MY LB TE AT (McAuliffe et al., 2017)
MATHEGE ™ 73 BE 1S 5t b AE AR 5 1 2P D 4, X
AT SRR SR ZU R PO, R
A FTE AT (McAuliffe & Dunham, 2016), 2%
S RLIE AT B g — T i 7 B AR A8 2 D
AT, IS MONAL TSRS LA AT i
B, RIS 25 5 32 B AR 2R (i 3 e) . J0AR)
FIREE R R (At 2 PR . #E 2 M) A 52 0 (5K Ik

%, 2020), Filan, HaBIESE(2018)7% B4 B m A
SRR SO A RS AT R e, 25K, 1B
SR E A5 1 E A BRE TR R = i b
FIA S H bR o 2 A7 s e 22 5, A EL AR —
i1 S, SRTEM AR5 W B4 S E RS =
ST O - BE bR AE TR R A, 2 AN
HIL
212 AFMEHITHOLELZRE

PR PAT BB SR E R G
Ak, BN EEN KR SAWA, Ak 9 %
(Basi¢ et al., 2020)F1 12 %/ (Giiroglu et al., 2009;
Gummerum & Chu, 2014), H—, 9 % JLEZ#I N
BHZ 5005 7 IS HAT R R S (8] 42 55 WL 5
SO RREIRAT, A e TR N A7 B A xR
B H R e, JoE R T A% 3% 51 28 S Xt
BB A 56 1 (Basié et al., 2020; McAuliffe et al.,
2017), o, 12 2 LB M I F 45 SR B F v P
TT (U0 & e 3 T 2 B R I HE T (L3 ),
I R T 3 F 25 F 25 b4 T S0 Y 5N OF- S5
PRE, 5 s e 35 0 B R A A I A
22NN TR (Giiroglu et al., 2009; Gummerum &
Chu, 2014), HHiE A FRAEIAT 1) K R PERF T R
WA T R S 0 A0 A R, R i O #
MR T H A S P S BRAT R . R
JLIATHY UG 15 5, 4~5 & LW T 9 T
P, R 6~8 X JFR, JLHEE W2 S 4 fIk
F R S0%MANHRW, HixB & AE i K
i34 38 (McAuliffe et al., 2017), 7E55 = 7 MILHAT
b, BRI ILEZEEIR A ERNE =
FRGEAT, M 9~10 ZH 1R, ILEZHiFSET
BEXFSS = AT R, HZAT Ryt 23 BE AR i 1
KM B4R (Basic et al., 2020), 7ERINAT 25 [F ()
mini-UG &1, 12 2 LA ek 2 B 54584
G, AP AT A R HUAT (Gliroglu et
al., 2009; Gummerum & Chu, 2014) . Hi&iEHE 2
T — WA A 1 PR, SR T AR
PUAT R B I ) AR, BV 2 AL I A G S
T EREIAT, WS R H R TR A A = R
AT, BeJa BRI EEERTEHAT LA 1A).
213 AFHEHITHHEERM

RIS 02 - R A T VS A I B ) K Rk
WFITATI AR LA A e, (ELJ 35 T A B AR A0 M B 1%
o At E &, A BT IRAT L A A
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IR A AE RIS IAT T R 2 A0 BEUR AL
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FIE P T 06 251 2 Iy W ALk o ) o 28 e SR AR AL o K
IR EE A E T — L AT HAT
) Pt 22 T 4% T G It ol I8 19 A 1 27 fig (Buckholtz &
Marois, 2012; Declerck et al., 2013; Krueger &
Hoffman, 2016; McAuliffe et al., 2017), 2 FHiE
PAT V5 K 114 1 o0 245 40,45 € Wik /9 2% (salience network,
SN). BRI B X 2% (default mode network, DMN),
1 g P T M 2% (central executive network, CEN)I
B F R 4% (reward network, RN), HH, ™ i f4%
A0 45 A i 5 (anterior insula, AI). 500G 075 [
(dorsal anterior cingulate cortex, dACCO)MIT{~ 4%
(amygdala, Amyg), 1 53 FUAR I B I AF: Bl 1) 15
LRI AN o BRIASEH 0 25 6, 55 oA 000 i 85 - 2 o
(medial prefrontal cortes, mPFC)Fl i T Bk A X
(temporoparietal junction, TPJ), 7 T¢FEf#M A=
Bl AR50 E N T b e AT M 45 A0 45 75
B & B2 5t (dorsolateral prefrontal cortex, DLPFC)
5 T (posterior cingulate cortex, PCC), 134T
ARG AT o 225 ) 25 A0, 45 BOR A (striatum,
Str) A1 HE /1 %7 1 B i (orbitofrontal cortex, OFC),
TTTAT A LR I BN BB A (AL . BT iR
BRAIHT, AT AT R HAT I il 2 A En B
KRB N . G, T MR RS A SV 4 A
B RLE B AT R B B, A AR 5 R T AR
WL B 5E 8 VAL o SRIG, AR X D 3 35 01 114 T3
WM AT T BJm, T U R,
METENRERIN S 5T, HesigG s sl
BRI RTE AT S 4E 517 (LA 1B),
214 NMEHELEULELFIERITHH
ERA

TEZ RS IRAT o, DR i AL B A &
A A
HTHR

%?‘EE

HEMMIEIET

SEEITATERAT

BT AEAT

3

6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20 %

4 2 CHEMMAIEH . INFI ¥ H (cognitive control)
FEA R A B ARk 57 LS HARAT N 1Y g
JORERE 45, 2019), ARSI TAEILIZ.
N RIEYE | B4 875 % 43 (Crone & Steinbeis,
2017), 0 Ak (mentalizing) 54 %l 0> BEAR
AW SN, SEI R B AR L T A e il
NAT M H (0 (Frith & Frith, 1999), W 23 LI
FRHIS (theory of mind, ToM)A A8 AN BT 345 1Y
AN EE 1 (Leslie, 1987) TEAFRLTEHATH, AAI
Pl B T H ARSIl IR Z R sh AL
ZW Ry pgedE, B, & BBRERES . HE
55 G AP OB AR R R R G L, DR
IRERE 1F [ T V- AUIE AT (Friche & Schildberg-
Hoérisch, 2018; Siitterlin et al., 2011); H.k, 4bF
A 3 RS TF 0 R AN AT 4R
W (Achtziger et al., 2016); )5, A2 @ IGA]
1 038 AR 4 DLPEC O ThBE, & BN fa il
fig J1 1 52 Bt 23 W Wi AR 28 OF B $U4T (Knoch
etal., 2006; Ruff et al., 2013), &5, L&k
D)6 A B S T R AT R, ARk
PO AT HE S B AR, e, TEA-HLE B
mini-UG fE:55, AT RIEEMFNEEAT
Rz v, A B AT 2 7 B $AT (Chen
et al., 2019; Moretti & Di Pellegrino, 2010); Hik,
s LA RIE 5% K BRAE i RS HAUA T A 7 5 0 3
PSRH I X (40 TP 3T (McAuliffe et al., 2017),
H TPJ B30 2 B2 RE A% rh A A7 05 X JE S $0UA T 19 171
PERON (Giiroglu et al., 2011); FJ5, k4240
95 B A T HEAH SR B S e IR R O B R
F4s et (Patil et al., 2020), ELCIRFISTEH P
& B4 A F (Yang et al., 2017),

PATHEH

(DLPFC,
17¢0)

LR
(AL, ACC,
Amyg)

WHEIEA,
(Str, OFC)

P12 RLE AT 0 IR T (A) KO 280 B2 HE R (B)
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22 AFHEHBUTHABEREZOFRIVK

ANEEHREEGENE ST, ke
UMER TR SAWE, BRABEUALRE.
R EFVEATI TR . YRR B 9kl 43 IF 14
FINA G, SRR 2R B0 B W (intergroup
bias), BIXSPUREVRTE R | v A FRI b, XAk
REVR I B o 5 i . EEPLEL 2 RS (Balliet et al,
2014). FTAEAR, BEACINIRDN 2P ISR AT 19 52 R
B BN Z AU A TG R, 19 B 2 R
B, IS T FWR MR 88 w2k
[N e 7 R s R R N [ AN S < SO S DS SR g 2
Jrinl . AR AL R B Ak . 2 EEE R
BEIA R 25 BN BEA R 22, 11 55 1 X P R A sk
BT HIE AT (McAuliffe & Dunham, 2016),
M DB F D R R AT 2 5 30
“HLZG)N (the black sheep effect, BSE), RIZ44
oA G 73 35 oz B SO T AR I 2 08 52 7 I ) ol 2K,
% NBRIZ | S (Wang et al., 2016), JEMiHGIH 2
REIAT (BRI 4%, 2020).

NIRRT A0 I R Xk PR AR B B S i R N 2
TP % R 22 05 3 B 2 5 B R 3800 1Y
A B AU, WRMT NS SEEZ e, gl
R GBS FILRL I 2R A PSR AR B A T LS BA T
FRREA IR O & A ML R AP B (TR IR 4%, 2020),
4l 4T BLIS (mere preference theory, MPT)IA 24
NATTX I s AR g Mk A fS, 2340 1)
TR FH AR E M 1) TP Ak G T i A A B A B
TXRPARR B 5P S (TN % . R4
H AN R gk, sEXT TR TR
BT AHEANRRE, RASHTNRHERNR RS
fES (Choi & Bowles, 2007) ., #5238 (normal
focus theory, NFT)IG#E- 4 X7 55 J B 44 A 41 B
TIREPE Y, 2 Ak G TR A Y S A AR
THA, TN A R 5L ) TR T O R T AR A TR
B A JE U], R AR A A A ) 10— A
B W AT 25 7™ D Hb A 57 PN B AR B D AN A AT R
(McAuliffe & Dunham, 2016),

TR 5 (2020) TNy, PR A D 2 R 2R SR AR
B2+ 55T AR 2 1 R R, HUER
IIE XA AR o 72 PR AT A PATIE 5t
T, ATEMACR AR A SR TR s —
D71, 0] Al PR AR R O 3 RN R TR ) v
e, mOoBAELS BT EEEEEN. A

5% R 3 0 B B 1 ) A 11 0T PR g 0% T 4
BRI 2 (U FE 2 (Wang et al., 2016), 3 H.03
I 2 D 45 005 R B 5 AT S B B R B AT
FYAETT SR B 2 A 36, R EA AT B B A A
AL 2H P9 % 51 14 33 B4 T A (Baumgartner et al., 2012;
Fatfouta et al., 2017), 55— J7 T, BEPRIE RPN
PG A3 5 I T 5 B IR Z AU 2 Fh AT R 3l
MLCN A FABIHL . BSEHERR bl A ZhPL. N
W Z BIHLE), B ATHR SRR 58 ¥ T B
PRI T.(HERE 25, 2018), B EH RINREA
H PSR UL SN B 375 &k TE 41 1) FRN
FIHE 0 theta BB, S W T B 9 T B o3 o % 1 1k
TR, (AR B R A 52 2 (F 43
45 2014; Wang et al., 2017). [Ht, A3 H AL
BT RE R AT HE AT Y BRI O 22 199 G Bl
B, FEREAIA TR 5 DU O 2 22 )R % A
fEH .

23 AFEMEHITHHRNHERENOELRE

BN TS5 RAFAETE 2 7 B 5 h o€, wl g i
A FHE D) W R B S 256 Fiat 2 SO R
W, BRE AN RO B R R A K, R JLEE 4N
AT AS A PR R i 2B S AT 28 S LY i 3 sh AL = ()
i e M SR el ) 1o 2 K N Y SR i B
LA 5 e Ak S AR 85 A 2 B, A S TR R
SRS AT v e B R Al 1) 2 A A R ML B e Sh
AL,

AT 5 2% B0 1 RS BRAT 0 N 3 445 O 2% #66
TEAEARF IR & AL, 6~8 & L IE R AENE £ B
Y — 52 A2 SRS $0F T A P BE 14 i 2 (Buttelmann
& Bohm, 2014; Jordan et al., 2014; McAuliffe et al.,
2017), {F, H I A 1 0 & A0 28 552
Foe 2 AR N 3R B S RIS PIAT 1 PN R A
%o — PSS A LR TP IR AR R A
FIRAT BT, R 0152 2 52 2 E OO ] 1 52 i
TR M2 ST AT 1 PR TR A Al 2 2 B L 3 4F 8 1Y)
BT A 5 (BB PR 2016) o — Rl BRIE WA )
SHR TR PN TR A O 2 T RE S BT R R R, TR R
o B T AR RS E 5% W % K (Dunham et al.,
2008), KL, EEAARKER SR D, JLEEIG
BB WY B R AR S A A S
PPk R, H R A SR O R R, TS
Wy B AME . (AR, B RTRFSE R X
TR A A (B WA 58 B AR R F A R T o
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gk PR A TRIEIAT P o A A O e 0 R R AL 2095

AT g BRSO, B ETE N A B T
T LB R A 2 S B AT 00 P B A O 2 T 42
SR AR 85 AR P . —LuTfF 5% & B AT
RS HRAT I 23 2 IR AR A4 i % IR 42 o Jordan
25 (2014) R FI 2 T B0 €5 O 4 1) A 7 0 0K 4 =X
(minimal group paradigm, MGP)#:Z\REIAIA[R], 2
K6 o 8 B LEAE N = MBI E G A
FIAETT B RAT R, KB AN B 53 1) YRR

SRR AP, 6 X LB 2245 T 5™ DT AR

8 & JLE M S IETTIAHK T N SR AR ATT R
0 PRBHAE (2016) 2R FH S5 Ja A [ 25 5 ke B G0 BE 14
By, BOR/N— . ZRAAER LS H5HE =
FE5, BB —ERFERE = ENAZ K
WA B, H =0 A7 2 A o R A 2 5
R R T R, 5 — iR H R BULE R
WA AL BT B AR AR R RN . Wu Rl Gao
(2018)LA 3~6 % JLE NWFFEXTL, RAFETHiE
b /) MGP SRERYRER N, K 5~6 2 & H i
] FARTT BRI, 1 5~6 2 5w [Rl R
FEHUAEST Y . AMEEIARGE L . TS (2018) K L
8~11 % 55 i o RO A& W M B i B . i —
T 5% 3 A AE A T BT PRAT K BLRE 44 O UL 30
% . McAuliffe Fl Dunham (2017)3% JH 3 T 25 €4, fii
U MGP R EEYN 6~10 % JLE MR AIAT, ZR
HAE IR b 59 . SN R 5L S8R UG AT
%, K MGP S AEA JOb & BEAA R, (AE18
BRI A AT

ONF RS AT B DL AE LB REAR T AF
TER RIS, HF A Re e T MA & B f
N ] 5 0 LT RE I 1 T kR 5 . — T
M7, HeA: % R Ui R D\ H 4 ) AL B AL AR AN A
fir R et B b A AR Ak, 1L B A
TR il RG34k & R 1 56 5 B Bt (Dumontheil
etal., 2010; Luna et al., 2015), FFEHFNE L&
5 AMER IR RC A A S E A A(E &
i %%, 2019; Gummerum & Chu, 2014), [FIAH
P LB AL REE Hh A AR I X 2 AT Ry
BEIA R 22 R0 o o5 — T, O Ak R FEIS
N, NN R O R A = 2 SRR, AR A% 52 MR
HIF#i# ik (Leslie & Polizzi, 1998), —IiIC/MHr
BRI, AR A R TR, DA Fa il 35 fig B 3
TOIC R ARE F1, GESE T AR 60 A 1 15
W5 HRAERErESE, T, 2015), B\#E

IO R A B B 25 U T R A 0% 18 B 1N R S O 22
M E R AR . i BRTIR, AR A0 AL YO
A T R S i R 20 S ML HRAT F AR A Bl 22 114
KHENAALH, IFEEA T — R e ) 7 51 vh A A
RO 2).

B2 AR5 O A A A

24 MNREHARBRE

T FRSCER R S T, AR AT
T PR A 2 ST A7 AE T IR U R 75 8 38

B, A TIEIAT o A R R A AR AP
AL, BEILER. HALEMT SRR ER
FERF AN R = Fh 22070, SR B T ids & 1
BERNFE AR R ZER, TRER REOr ML
WEELZEGRE 4, 2020), B, B A
NATTHE S5 T8 B A S R B N B AR R %, T
TE BUSC B S A 20 (g B 2R 2E R0 0 (Goette et al.,
2006), HK, BEIRAMTAEE S B B SRR L
I ] B BF A AF 76 5 3R 1Y BE 44 TN W] (Huettel &
Kranton, 2012), {HZ2—I o0l &k BBEHLL R
75 AR R 38 T4 222 K (Lane, 2016) . k)5,
ML EW S Z R A E SRR
WIS, FEAENGR Y SO 22 Rtk o Bldn, ZE Tt s
e R AR O R VR & IR 2R AN AT K £
BTV SO 5, W REA R T AR 7 SCALTE AN
BTN E S0, X BEAR R R R
PIEAIESSTW LIRSS W S = W D]
G 548 5, A HEAERIITFR D, 4
FRFARILER . ARKRAH SLE RIS
iod it YN MR TN R N i A NINEE ST '
B Bt O A 380 R/ B T Tl

B, AP RLTE AT A PR G Z IA JA
LRI ASTE W AR AT AP R ERTT T BRI
XA RE AT 52, BUS T 5 MR, B
AL W RRY: F—, UEWRKEZRA
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[F) 5 VR BN S SL 0, Wi S 32 Bt SRRV M Y 5
W, FEEEFITA—ZWEN; EEWRETHS
LB ) e AT N s, TR S A R b A R A
SRR SIS R, T, B EIESE DA
RS L DR TE S B AT 1 PR (A e 2 R
G R AR, E W] 52 HAE S
TR, ST RIEAT i PR A D 2 194 DA R AL i v
TR o =, HETA R AT b oy B A I 2%
I AR R FEATS L EMRT 45 AR Sy 32, 000 6 fi X3
T RIS B 20 HE R, A R T3P DA 60 TV A B G
DX T X B 45 i X (1) B T g 42, SR T B e =
X BRI 2 P BB T KM 8 0 3 A5 A =X A
e X LR, AT A T T T Y
N — 5, KA AR S B SR S
W S M S G, HE SR R R A B 1 R Bl
AR S h AR MR, BENA—47 R —R 5
— i 2 BB R bR, IR A R A RS AT
PAURE A i 22 B0 52 1) sh A A AR (e dE R . 55— T,
SR AT R T PEA 52 0 2 U T AL S R RE
Ji, WM AR (224, R, 2015), #
AR 5 0 A 28 R A 2 S PR AT R
TEA DI 2 1V FH 6 A22

8= PR HAT N B 1 & AR L
il Kk R frie s . BRI BRI SR TR
PR TA T) 2 ] 5 i 2 0 1 L 2 A A SF- B AT, (H
SR G AR — B, HAFAE LA P I A K
Be: — 7, RELWRFE L o 2E i L,
FIRTE RIS (6~11 %), Toik 4 i %
7 40 2 I P A S B BT o N AR 2 1 R

JEARRHGE . 5 — 7, B IT T A B SR AT 55
FEDCRALAR . WO R . B RUBE | AT R AR
HAE s B AR, ez Rgtk . TR
KR, o0 5 i 0 s AL B Ak B 1R A
TCIEHE T A 55 5 B A DA 0 A RO AL T £ B
POPREPATIE R ER . 8 T oRkb iR
AT H 0N 5T I A B H— ) PR AR RS
RN 6~20 %2, W36 T F I = HAE 00 &
BB, BAAGHIE 6~8 2, 10~12 % | 14~16 ¥
F1 18~20 & WUARIS A , =, fERFIF5 T, R
FHAT 3 2 PRA AS TR A7 % 28 A DA 0 4 ol A0 Ak
e R EHE 2, 2019), FEEER H S R 45— 2 il
1 UG .mini-UG # TPPG JE (3K IR %5, 2020), #
FHL I & b L AT bR R R ik

3 WxRtE

31 HEAE

T X ARG B S 4087, ATH §1E
878 2 SRR IAT v R A O 22 1) & A R TR AL
DL RGN F P 508 e i BLRE R, R AR
PP A (L5 0 R A (B U 58 B )0 B R R L3
KEAFHLH], 5] 515 APERS IE AT
K, AR RIEMEAE R RN,

AR5 B U AR = A R gE, WIE 3.
311 R 1: EZAHANEHITHINEEREL

£ R BHBM-1T AT

BRI NIRRT T ILES S5~ T
FLAC AT I 190 B 547 =, (HJRAH S5 5R 1))
SRAEAEAR R 408, I B3 /025 SR il Aol

| wmemomr || omme || e |[sm || xesk || Wil

O it | | ey || gk || o || omwmsr || awmm, mwmm
BRI B (MGP) TR R RLBHEAR RRBIRY ., HE4R
""""""""""""" wewy -
BIL=  TMPEHED .
bl g HARR . , BFLECAE . VEREL S
oz kR gy || ™EUG | RSO o ok Rt
________________________ ey |—— ——
BIE= =i

hd g I . FRN, P300, LPC
gg%ﬁj@ﬁ%kik FHRM (%%%) TPPG RoisiL FEA theta, alpha, beta
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gk PR A TRIEIAT P o A A O e 0 R R AL 2097

BACAE LT R B R . b, JLEBIR
KL KM m 46 ko W m ahidgy, REFILES
ST RE T AT 4 8 R S 3 0 ) W
BHFHUETA—BNEN ., AEFI, &AWH
5 BN FI W R SEBRAT N A R, B
FTE AT P BRI 2 B4 A L T /D AR B
B AR AL SN R 5 OB AT R . A
T B A TR R T PG LEF D4R
NI AL AL, B MGP Ja 2R (AL 43 B )
PREAINIR], BORHEAE N RN E 5N MR
G358 I 28 B S 3 R PR A 45, T RS I
[ 4> FL A IS 28 IR0 . 20 PR . B TR
) R SEBRAT AR
312 R 2: EEUNEIITHIRNEEREL
Y EZRMREFERR
ISP BATE AR B H BRI —
T R T IR TFE R IE AT & B %
TEEMIEHRIT, AT BT R T 25 5
BTSN W) RS DO%, SR I R BT
P E G B A A TR . B 2 i
B HE R IR A T, B8 H B M E
TP BRI R 2 B A L ZE 75 D A R P i AR 1k
Bl FoE BB AR E A THBI A
IRERR (MR R) BB RN, ZERBOL 7Y
R HE 5P SN AL 5 SE B mini-UG {145, 3
T 57 L THY I 45 43 T S8 I R I 2 Ay, - IRk
AT R PRSR AR BB
313 R 3: E=FAALIITHINEEREEL
£ E BRI S
IR PAT 2O BER TR AT AR b () 55 — S
AR NHESS5WE R IT LR
(] 422 5% L 04 575 = 5 R HRAT, I B 1< Fk
ZENTEX R AR, J5E T AR
2 BN AR DG o F5E 3 38 JH e i ]
TP RR, B85 =y I AT N B
W 2 G AE LT A AEREIR 1) & TR T B
GBI AR . A5 A9 B S TE Bidt &
LR (FFELR)BRIPFAIAR, TRPRT R
NF 5 AN RO S8 LR = O BT HER AT 55,
I8 57 HL 1 I AN [ 0 T B2 T8U A AR AT S 5 L B 45
5
314 ZRIMRKBIEIEH
sl

i3
ARSI 8% O TR 30 2o i B A —A4T S —

AR B — i Fi 2 s e A, IR ST AR A R R A
SERLTE AT T PR AR 2 1Y) R A R TR T AR B L
FRHLH, A 0 2R B BIE 50 11 38 8 s 2 A T
B 2 G S IR Ty I

5, SERIIT 54T A S A AR A 58 ok
RAUGINAT N RN, AR AT AW A0 K 50
TILES S5HEE I S 6 AP RE T X H &
JEBE, SR PTASZ5 RADSR LA =, HAFED
AR —E W B (kPR 4%, 2020; McAuliffe &
Dunham, 2016) [AIHT, % 5 014575 A 0L 2 1k
B, AR LI 2 R AT AT
RS EMAW L, A5 SBEITA—
HITE L (McAuliffe et al., 2017), B, A3 H B 5
A4 B W R SEBRAT Ry S N AR 25 A, A 281 #1
JLPAT N BE R % 72 L 38 2 75 /48 1) DG Bk
B LA L, DU AR SRR I & R
L7 RUIN

FoR, (R IR 236 R B AR IR o Hope SR ad #t v
fFREIN TR, it aE s 5k, £F
PSR S5 0L G AT R RN I SE 8GR 2 R R He iR
A RS, TOTR AR SR PR T R
AR 7, A BT i R 43 B3 (0 B 2l BR R,
BT AR B R | Hp (BRSNS S I 3
17436 (Weber & Johnson, 2009), AR 536 i 4% A g
g HH AR (5 B, (67538 2 IR 348 bR B
e S MR 3R 2ok AR 1 25 TR AR, S RE R e e 5 i
M I [R) R AE ;R AE S AR R B T B, SR
WA DRI B EE (BRI, 2223, 2015; Glockner
& Witteman, 2010), &t T Z IR S 816 bw, AT
AL DA I B A A S T AR sk i Sk . A
X T L R 5 4 2, SR R R o A
K, A zs THRATFRIEIAT o BRI 2 10 &
A R SR R L e A i IR B

e, A G F i SR B R 4 7R HL P SR R v
KIS ASAEALHLH] o FRAR R Bl B AR fE A 36
PR AL PE BT, AIEIRZRIKA
SRR FAT RZ, TCEBETT 0BT N AR B K ik
M TALE . FENF, & 5P H IR
A9 110 ik, A R AR % S W 2 5 1 sl 2k
T, T LR 8% Sz i pe 5 5o A8 V7 14 i i 3 2 (Luck,
2014), fisi FLAS HE A R RE AT A=A 2R 15 B 2L
i, WAL 3 A A7 43 5% 2 1) B 3820 BT (i s
TR A ), SCALHE X R AR AL B 1% 2 (4 A3 43 B
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(AR | AL — 2k . MG 5, W R
GRS 1) 305 1 U A3 (P 4, 2018),
T S i A FE bR, FRATAT DL 2 i e SRR
[7i) i B v % e fl | S 1) A O DA TR, L
AN [7) W B AR Ok 22 () 7 34 36 1 5 T A, T A ok
SRR TR, A F) T 4875 AP AT
PR ARE AR O 22 114 A i el 8 S VB A AR B BIL 1
32 HIRAR
321 #ik

WF5E 1 =05 3 205 AN R A REAS, A f
S50 E SRR, Ol o S 56 4k B E] £ AH
TG TR ABFSE (McAuliffe et al., 2017) % B,
6~20 % &NV R PRA T PR i e O AR B, R
WHEE B E 4 MERA: 6~8 FAZH ., 10~12
JEI L 14~16 J& 25 411 18~20 B 4, SA4ER
BB b EL#E 4E 30 A, 2531 120 AL B4
PR BV He AR ], R S v S AT TETR W . BT
AVIRB L, ARTF, SR, Jf Hir i
NARS 5 HABETFIOREAL 55 A0 B2 9206 . 7F
SR TT MR T AT 2 A A M FA L, TR
TR A .
322 ZBRMHEIR

DRFACA R AR S5 K 56

S HT AWFSE (Wang et al., 2017; kiR 4,
2020), FEBRE O RUIRINZ R > WEEHLL R . AR
LEM SRR, FHHATH PR 1 205 3
SRR MGP S HERIE (B vs. L)
HMEEEELCHE vs. 5 E)RABRIFERINFE . [F]
B, SR ABR & F 55 % i i % (Inclusion of other
in the self scale, I0S; Aron et al., 1992)FIREAREL&
1 %% (Inclusion of ingroup in the self measure, 1IS;
Tropp & Wright, 20013 & 2 M F R E 54 . Fb
HE A B 0L 8] B N B 2 R AR Rl AR B2, ARG 3
FERIA R BN A 280

YAV TAE 55

D2 % AR B4 K LLAE 55 (Wang et al,,
2017), BFFE 1 SR JH i i R AR (UG) L B 55 — 7
MEIAT o UG AL th 4 Bu s L F 58, Bk A
(PR BCE) AT B 25 5 G (I 10 J0) Y73 TiE
P, e B (RO )R E AL 2 7 BT 5 o 4
Fe sz, W7 RARMNL 4 8% A fada, YOt ad
FEAE, Bl AE R RN 5E L UG AT 55 .

@2 % Hij AWF5E (Jaroslawska et al., 2020), fiff

3% 2 SR AR~ 15 S5 8 BE SR (mini-UG) PRA B 5
PERIE AT . mini-UG (L5248 UG 115 17
3, A WA BRI F S ONEE T, RIE AR
AE A e Wl S L 45 8 1 AR, HBE A 211
PiFh Al R a1 . AT S EAER—1%
BN VIR 8:2, B 5 RIEF N UCH T s
Wets, B9 E BN OV # TR R ) 5 A U b
Jr FAVCHL, G5BT % (5:5), ML T
T % (2:8), [RBEMI S AT FE(8:2) M AL
75 Z2(10:0) o XUy ¥4 178 R o 5 26 100 06F 82 13035 1
e AT AR o AR S R 52 K mini-UG 455

@S % ATFFR(Cui et al., 2019), FF5% 3 F%
FH = D7 RSS2 (TPPG)M T4 = 07 ML $UAT .
TPPG {T45 &M#E A MM —F AR, KT —
AP AL TR SR = WA BARTN S, I A
(MFEFHBIRT 10 TR, FHERHBE S ZAR I
F B (EZEVLATEE, HX I BEiadgs, BiE C
(ESE) MM E WA T R, #WT 5 o
B, JF BRI AR W] R AR T 2 0 R AR T R
o B 1 JUERRBIS AR B 20% Iz . Al
B BB AR E MBS RS .
fERIESIH 25 TPPG {15 .

3) A i A AAT: 55 B 3

& H] go-nogo 1145 (Bokura et al., 2001) 1 24
E 4 P BB A I 56 (Mauss et al., 2006) I 340 i 42
T BE S AP BRAE 45 R RE T o SR HTHR B S0 55
(RMET; Baron-Cohen et al., 2001) 14§ 75 1T %
(Keysar et al., 2003)3 P4 0F fk fiE
323 ZBERF

SARBI I B RR FE AL, Bk
WGE (DB BN SR 55 (2)2 F Rk
TS G)INEIHE G 55 LG B AR 55 o At
B BIAE W BE—, BT 1 25 3 RUCRH
BEALER R . PEZ R AR FE L RS s BRI IR]
B, WP 1 ZWF5E 3 KGR A UG, mini-UG Fll
TPPG i 55—y BT o S R A T
ST AT . SRR AT AT 55 1 R R AL
[ 4,
324 HIERE&

1) A Wt Hodie >R 2

A B BR A [0) 36 1A S 03 001 7 40 26 1) Jak
BT Sl NS I E o e R I T/ 5
PUATHICH A N, 46K A . Bih ek
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5
& +

we ) g 500

\

800 ms 400~800 ms

1500 ms

400~800 ms max 1500 ms 1000 ms

800 ms 400~800 ms 1500 ms

(c) TPPG

O -~
l L3 B

8

400~800 ms max 1500 ms

800 ms 400~800 ms 1500 ms

400~800 ms max 1500 ms

K 4 SMEEIKE T UG (a). mini-UG (b)F] TPPG (c)fE 45 1Y S2 36 i FE 1K

G b, WO RIRRR, WEAE S HERD
R 45 L T 45 e B LA A I AR L A S B R
HEWU, A3 (XTI aBeRE, R
PTRERZ /D7 (b))% T A BCER L, AR
WU ? ()5 ZR T ShE, (RESEHA
FAPRFERRE R 27 (1AL, 5 i),

2FT M EHE R

KM E-prime 34w Hl BT A () SC 0 RE Y, 5K
6 BT 19 BE~T 4l R 25(1024x768 439
) b PR TE A T RE ST IR AT 45 1
Bl s S A R B S

3R BB R AR

X% H EyeLink 1000 (SR Research, Canada)
Desktop MR BN, RAEHR 1000 Hz, 1055 05 i
JERT K 40 ms, SEIG AR IR B R 4% 58 cm FUNE
6, FIHIRZhIEER R G A S aMENLE], 115k
BT AR B3I 10 57 45 M kB R/ o S5 )
BT 19 B4l R #5(1024x768 23 HER) I, B
ARG 5 B A K fA o 28°, R ELA
H21°,

4) EEG $¥i R4

%] NeuroScan ERP it g 50t R4, #%H
Fr 10~20 RV RN 64 FHMIEICS EEG, L
WML IIE RS % BUHRSMI 22 R i SR

JKF IR B (HEOG), A HR & F %2 B sl i sk i B
AR L (VEOG) o 4 A~ H A Ab 14 Sk 1z v BH A% 5 7E
10 kQLLF . BEUEATRE N 0.05~100 Hz, RALAHHK
71000 Hz/F: . SERiELEIE SR EEG J5 B2k (off-line)
AR EREE, FH Scan K% IE VEOG fil HEOG,
FEAHERR AR, PR K T+ 80 uv FHHM A
thits 8 35k
3.25 HESH

1) F BR Ha 43 i

ayl H R A 7] 8RR o AR i, DA
HEBR S AE A B R A0 b)e 27 3 W AE
R TERFE AT IR BB 0 E A S Y T AR
L, TPEA RSN R B AE bR 22 1] A DG R
LGIEIEES

24T AR A

THEAN R S T B A F R AT 1Y LL 70
I B, SR FH T 2 43 B e 6 45 T S 30 Ak 3L 1 SE AN
3 B (Y I I R B b S N DR R o 0 ¥
ST HIE AT . R BB N A S TR
WAE i, THAHE LR R LTS bR 2 18] 1A o6 R 8L
GIEYSE

3R S & 73 A

AR R bR . EE KL HAR (TR
TGN g DX 3, P 8 DX 3 LA [ L AR DN, I
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AL AR R U5 T SR R L AR I £
) AR () (5 A A AR 3 O A % B X PR (1 s
[, )RR 36 B TRk 22 ) | LR ] BE R (8 Bk
TRAE S8R X PN A T 0 s (1] 45 7 L3 A S BsF ] 1)
FEAE) . AR B (PR A 248 X P #3100 ms
P18 0 R 280 R A0 B L 6 (i i X 7 2 X
R AL A B TE LRI LB (BRFR,
22009, 2015).

He AT AR ARAE g . REUHR Bh B0 X P ok
BRI FRIEAT L . 5% Zhou 55 A (2016)/ J7 %
FE T 2SR IR S, B 55 b HAR SR
PR IR Sh A . BRI ol e,
TR FAFTFR KA BT AR LR 23 8 SR,
THRLA AR 5 A VR ) AR AR 43 B0 - 258
5 P S5 R AR A3 B i R ok e XK T 4
PRy R R E 45, 2019),

4) EEG #i 50 #r

ZH 4 40 5% #1152 43 #fr (Event-related Potentials,
ERPs): %/ MATLAB #{FH1(% EP Toolkit 4k {2
4T PCA 4387, LUAIX /3 1% I8 & () ERP 8475
T 5% Promax gt Jy WAHREMEITRIEL PCA 4347,
PAARBUAS I )15 8 AR S o SRS, X g — ot
B R U4 PCA 53 #T, 1 Infomax JER: K
SRR B B, ARSI s 2
HEH G, FHPhik 5248 ERP A4 (W0 FRN,
P300. LPC &)FHXF R IR E 415 o

HAF A2 723 20 B (Event-related Oscillations,
EROs): k¥ MATLAB #{4: " EEGLAB # /4 1y
— R 22 Morlet 7N 545 1 E A7 BB 40 #r
%1000 ms Z 2000 ms I % N 3~30 Hz 45 B2 it
HELERIBEIEAE 1T (Delorme & Makeig, 2004), X
PP Sex EEG Ui AT Bk o i, #5822 i
W3, e3R8 % 400 T IR [R5 B 1) {5
3 theta (4~7 Hz), alpha (8~12 Hz), beta (13~30 Hz),

YR 53 AT (source analysis): fifi ] SLORETA 3k
WAL AR 244 F ERPs F1 EROs AL/ #EATH U6
Bro B4, T —A IS B A —
5000 SR R OC R, SRIE, TR R
(BB 0P B G AR S gom S, SE T T Al R )
ERPs. EROs {43 1Y KM 724 o

4 IEPEM
Wt 2 B A T TR ) PR R R RN BT A 2, A

AR . o BOCAHEAR I R 2Z 18] T & & 4 5
A B B R R B E B H T L A0 ] e #1
05 REIA R 2 H f s ZHZR . Ak IR 23 i T
I Py DR PR AR, 3 A A 2 1 RS R AT o AR A
TGN i 2R SIS R I AT Bk, T Al &
o R DY B ERESE K
P 5§, 2020), AR, I SCER IR EE S S
Br, TATRAAB R G REEHE SRV A
AU S TR PIAT I 118 PR R D 22 2 75 B 2 A7
TE, AR I TCERR IR, B oy R R
I BLGAF LA 7= A i WAL S LA LR = A4 2
FEA A B JR s Rt v, (0 P A Ot 22 1 A
PR AN (BRI G2 3 RS PAT 108 T P A (R R AT & 2E
ZHFWR? T FZ FRBUE, ARWH NG
SrEE S R, VILEME DFE IR S, B
Hia AR A7 MR Sl e A A 22 2 U T
FBe, XA RE AT b AR D 222 1) & A i e
HEATIN AT, R DA T i RO B A A ) Y
CHEAE FAHLI S IO B FRENIE . A OCAIFFR 45
AT AT 3 = A J7 T A 58 64T 1 B0 SE 4
S

TG, T TR AAT A O 2 1 AL
P51 SRR o R T ) 3 R
PAT PR A DG B AETE, BXS T RO J7 )
PE | R S FHE WA AE B G ig . K2
Bt R BRI ) 23 S BN BEAAR R 22, 2E T 1)
S5 BT X AR L 01 Y 2 AL PA T (McAuliffe &
Dunham, 2016), — %5235 U 4 39 P4 34 A 5% 19 28
Vb T BRI, ST R AP R
1T(Wang et al., 2016), £z /DEFE IR B ERL
AL PR A 2 S BE AR A, (L SEBR b AR R
S PRI R 25, A BT 4R AL T DR A %
WA A FEAR IRl 19 7] BE (Mendoza et al., 2014),
RS, LR, ARARAESLREBRIER
PN = b 207 2, SR i 75 K I A
INF AR ROR 22 5, TR S 80F R MRS AR 1Y
WELGHRIR 55, 2020). B, AIH A —A
U HAR 2 R, R R |
HARL R L ZOR R SRR AN,
M7 A = R BER N TR S 3l 2 75 55 [ b 455 A 28 10
O RFE AT S FEALRE, 3 1 [ 22020 S B
A7 v PR A Ml 22 A e A P A U

FOR, 4878 8 P REEERAT o Y RE A D 2 7 A
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AL . HETF RGBT R DR 2 1
WA SCHRTERE TR 7 i . WFE R FIE I PLBE |77
TEW AN 2, JC k2 I 3l 25 A 2800 e R GV E 11
INFIRR P . TSI b, SRR R ZAE
&, 52t 2R, FESITA
—HWIE O . TERFRER b, AR OF S AT LA
IMRIFAR Ry 3, M0 T PP DA 0N 0 7 i) A X
VTR A X B 5 G X [) 79 D RE 42, AR T K Bk = %)
HEBR 23 P B PIAT Hr I 8% 2l 2545 2 s f
7. TEEFHL |, BARD S HEM D A=
O BMETE LS P RS IAT Y PR A O 222 B 4% o 4
HEIEEMN, EPE ML BEENSAEE, A7
BT, BATHAEGFHEFREEA SRR S5
LSS, AU R I ) PR R IR 3
AR5 ik BRI, W N —4T —IR 3 —
oG H 2 SRR AR AR, TR A S 7R A RLE AT T
REUR 2 L 0 B AR A R o TR, AR
HHm T —fZdm A fial, RAAT AE PP
S B AL AL RE T, T8 WY
AR RS, B, 2015), B mEdl 508
B8 H S el 23 - A AT Ty PR D 22 1 4 1 it
o ik, ARWERS AW AR RT
S PPA 32 D0 A ] S 0 AR ),
SR AZ 5 5 U L B B S, IR B
I [E] 53 BRI S REI FE AR | IR S AR AR,
R AR IR WT . AT A L RSB0 A A
5, WA 2 R R AR AR IR R, BT R
LR A TE 2P RS HRAT 118 PR Ml 2 v k4%
YRR B TS AE A, T [0 22020 P B e AT b iy
oA O 22 PRI AR sk 8 AL 1 1AL

R, BRIE TR IAT P B A Ml 2 11 .0
PR SR RIS B A AT R A
A 2 ARATAE AR W H 0 & R LAl (Buttelmann &
Bohm, 2014; Jordan et al., 2014; McAuliffe et al.,
2017), fHJE, EBMERLF SR, JLE M
e PR 2 TG 1S P A A A0 1 R0 B0 Y 1 11
AR, —Fh B BRI 23 7 RIS AT P R A T
T WEAF- W 34 T4 588 (PR RABL A, 2016), 75—
TN R 23 P AT r AR Al 222 G 4 1 18
T A5 R 8 BUZ R (K (Dunham et al., 2008), [A]
W, MO PR SR AR A, JLE S A4 R
FfE ] (Luna et al., 2015)F1.0% fk (Dumontheil et
al.,, 2010)& JERYSCHERT Be, 520 F LI IAT K Jig

1) R 9 B 5 8 S (McAuliffe et al., 2017),
W TR AR 5 0 B A AE A T AT Py
TE A 2 11 & e rh i i 2 G E T SR T,
A BT K 22 o 2 W 0T L, AT % 3 Rl s
(6~11 %), HIEr MRS k25—, T
T G TR O A 1 45 22 2 0 3 2 P A0 v 22 o A 1
TEIRAT P BRI IR 2 1 & R AR AL B . A ST,
FATIN 6~20 2 35 il o i DU A R [R] A9 AR 20, BD
6~8 % \10~12 % |14~16 % Fl 18~20 H4E 4, If:
BoR HSg g — 4 H9 UG . mini-UG 1 TPPG i
K, RFFLIEHIIT R B v R R g,
OB R TR 48 7R D ) 5 0 8 AR A - B
AT I B R 22 v AR A . DR, AR RS
FYEE = AT HAR & A 6~20 B 5% E 4 4
AT A 4L, R 26 0 £ Ay oy = o A
A0 B Ak, H U4 K 4 Bl #E UG
mini-UG Ml TPPG {E4 M £ 2R b, 24
NSRS AT P AR Al 22 1) A 2 5 SO
RO A L, 2T [0 255 20 SF B R A T
PAURER A 0 22 194 28 A WL B & T 2 e 1 1SR

25 LR, BRI SRR PRAT T N A A
FFe g E . DA AL AL B R R G B
TR N E MR L, Fk, AWH KRR
KB B LT RN AR G X 4, 25N
F W —A7 Ay R R — R B L — i H A S 1 2 RS
B, MR R A X S R AT o o A O
FIA A 2L R AT RGBSR, IR R %52
DA RO A AE L P R SR . AR
H A St — 5 A 25 T A L A A TR] 1) 2
FLPATHIS AL, I B AR UL B4 100 LK
J P A B HON AL, B E B Ao R SORT
WINME, 75— A B TR RN E S EEN
(B Qn Ay 38 TR SR A I A, DT A 6 % 4 A 7 o/
FEMM P REFHE, HARNNETEX
MAHFME

S % 3Tk
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Psychological development mechanism of in-group favoritism
during fairness norm enforcement

ZHANG Zhen, LI Haiwen, XIONG Jianping, ZHAO Hui, LIU Ruixue, QI Chunhui
(Faculty of Education, Henan Normal University, Xinxiang 453007, China)

Abstract: To improve the fairness perception and norm enforcement of children and adolescents in
inter-group interactions, it is an essential issue in the field of educational psychology about how to reveal
the interactive mechanism of group norms and fairness values during individuals’ psychological
development. Although in-group favoritism during fairness norm enforcement is an important topic in
psychology, three main limitations need to be addressed. First, most studies use questionnaires, which are
easily affected by social participation. Second, most of the research uses scenario experiments with an
emphasis on the final behavioral output of social interaction while failing to effectively grasp the dynamic
process of social decision-making. Finally, electroencephalogram (EEG) studies with the high temporal
resolution are still lacking to reveal the dynamic process of the brain. This project aims to clarify these
issues by employing a cognitive neuroscience method. Specifically, multilevel techniques, including
self-reported, cognitive-behavioral, eye-tracking, and electrophysiological techniques, were used to examine
the mechanism behind in-group favoritism of fairness norm enforcement from childhood to adolescence. We
intend to explore the developmental process, reveal the key role of cognitive control, mentalizing, and
describe their psychological development trajectory. Findings will support moral education in primary and
secondary schools, and cultivate students' sense of justice and behavior.

Key words: fairness norm enforcement, ingroup favoritism, psychological development, cognitive control,

mentalizing





