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ST e A T R YR L. AT (Slaughter, Peterson, & Mackintosh, 2007), &%
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7 R oA = a 12 35 & (Wellman, Cross, & Watson, 2001; Wellman,
| [y

Fang, Liu, Zhu, & Liu, 2006), Mi**HiHZ5(7. 8
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AT AR, A A 45 Rk KA
9K 2l JL B IR o IE ok SR Y 3 2 B Bl (Fehr &
Fischbacher, 2004); #R1i, A MIETEERM, &
SFHLIE (fairness norm), X 2314 fi 2 FH X6 AN 24F
Y IR 3% (inequality aversion), Xt A F 25 # 5 v
(other-regarding preference), LA M Xt 435 XF 4 1)
i 2 S5 25 AL 52 W) L B 9 T R SR A N TE B L
(Almas, Cappelen, Serensen, & Tungodden, 2010;
Artinger, Exadaktylos, Koppel, & Séaédksvuori, 2014;
Dawes, Fowler, Johnson, McElreath, & Smirnov,
2007; Fehr et al., 2008; Yu, Zhu, & Leslie, 2016),
Yu SENQO16)MFR I T HI A 45 . AF
PTG . YR D S X = S LA LS B AT R 52
Wi, DA 3 S Z AL =2 () 4 st 4 o B A2 i, 3R [R5
Wi 5 LB 43 C 96 RN ) e A TR o ATk — 26 )
WO EENETEH T TR R, O B
] REH B L SRS R T A EC A S, 40
A 3RFN 25 B KAk L TG SNEE AR G B AR R R 2
T figp T o B VR R S 9 5T A [ Sh AL RE
ANV Z TS R T TR ke, Ay
Bl T FATR 0 BRI 5 0 43 BC 2 ) N TE AL
PEATRA M

T Yu FFAQOIO)RIMLA, A2 H
P, X CA ISR T B
JUEEAE Sy F e & v (9 R B A [ S HLSE 4 5
MR SE R, T8 5 3 A AN T i e =X A A 1 25 A
INTESIHLA 45 SR AT R, JFdE— 20 0 BB
WAL BE S By JL 5w IR A F T 74 B iy s pL,
11T HBEAR AR 52 A AN [R), ZEAS 8] 19 sl rp A )
LS IR o S B I R K (PN el (51 R  T
“Z B LR R T AN R B R O BB
WHAPYERAF SR . R L E Rk 5K
B I AAEAE 2 F L2 ] B e 4, LRI
FAAE—A 5 E PR B LR A PSR, i n il
3R 2 e R A B A 2 SF 43 C A A 2 B,
BR 2.0 FRIR IR BE I3 ] BE IR A 2 X7 JL 2 1 o Jm R ok
LB W R E AN SR AE 43 BO G BE T AR 2 A
ANFESIHLAAH B S, OIS /R SN B
k.

EA USRI T 2R R L 1 o A
Ptk FERE BB Ee e Kb, L2 T 1

BE A W A R 1 2 0 1 22 50, R [R) B BBl
A BEAAAEA TR SR, XS 3 T OB EISE A
[ BF 5 e 2 T A 4 1 T AT BB AN JS AR IR, AR SO
2T I L A3 B 2 ) = Al = ——h
# #1428 (Dictator Game) . /5 18 2R (Ultimatum
Game) ., % =7J5#E {1 (Third-Party Punishment Game)
S 43 T RO PR S X BE IR 4> FL g s e . o
A PRI AR R R P R A A 2 S
HHRE N EEEA, =52 5%
SEAE R, FLEE B 4 AT A B K
A& G, HAESEES =ik #rhAac
WA FTREAT AR o
21 MEFEEE

FENER # FE SR Ap, Rtk XU B o i
(dictator) Fl 3% & (responder) . HH M %% # B & 40 faf
TERUT Z B HEAT BE WA IE, $552 & TeAE 4 . il
M HHAT— IR, B2 E A R e B gl
P47 01 3 5 45 5] (Gummerum, Keller, Takezawa, &
Mata, 2008). JLEE7EME A Wb A e i
EH ORI Z R R SR, IR 2R i
XA AR & JLE Y 53 55474 (sharing behavior).

CA B T0 BS503R 2R rh iy 7y =
T RZIHE R RO AR A B, HEGR.O
HPLERE I CRZ M ARG SRS 50 =11 R
HIBIEE R 22 e B LA SRS R A5 & AR 100 B B fiE
T 55228 WEMDE, #ln, Liv % A(Q2016)%
UL EE (Y — PR R AR KO 5 3038 1 v i 43
BeAT oM G 25 A0 G . Sally I Hill (2006) He4 T K
MAE JLFE(6~15 Z)FIEH JLFE(6~10 IR H
FHIRAT R, WS R I R 2R AT WA
XS, REIMAE JLELE.O IS 7 HAF7E—
SEBR . Rochat 55 A (2009) AT 7 AL S:
AN 3~5 BILEM SR, KSERA @ —
REGRIGE S 3 2 JLE AR =i ] T 55 F AL
Gh% %), (HEBIKME, 7EEH T 05 m
ZIRRIRE SR 5 0 AR Z R SC R IR
%, A, R Yagmurlu (2014)% 915 % 09—4%
FE R AT A RE D AT DL 2 O R A 2 A7 o
WHE A7), 1 Imuta 55 AQ016)T 76 A~
AW ITo AT, SR DR BB RRY
BARMEA AT I (BINZ R, B, &1ES)H
K, HMER 5 73 AT B A G o Imuta 55 A
(2016)IN R, O ERBEIE N LA AT A A B
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F RO R Ry R oy R — TR 2 2 s, 2L
AT WA T LM, IF B AT B
I8 Y5 AT UL, A T A O 45 43 T
(AT 2 BT 2SN AT o IEJE T A AT N R S
A, WO AT O BB R B A R S0t 5
WA, O BEEE 5 RSt AP AR T N Z
V) AH O f i 3, R LR HE sh A AR R AT, 7R
AR S AN W7 b s T R A B X D FIDIR S o X
BB 5E 25 AL E AL A S —: YILER
— AN R T B AT S B WA B, SR 3h L E 4
(4 LAt P 7 S AL P REAS T o5 90 3 S, O B
WY AT R Z RIS RBEATIE 4 8 %

DL BB 5T 2 2 G0 e O BB R4y TR AT
KR, SR, MW E AT L =47 R ik
s iret, ZBaEgI AN EZ )G,
e EAR 2 8 F, OB EE U rY L B
LAY EE . BN, A3 EE X 0 B 2 R Y 0 B B
WA A Z A F . Kogut, Slovic Fl Vistfjall
(2016) & BH 4 43 = %5 G2 5 5y W1 iff L S0 75 22 0 9%
PR, T 0 BB /K P RE S 3 W 4> AT
Sy AHY TR O AN TR, O PR A1
FHIFARW] R I A5 HE(2011) & PAEWIHA T 1
TR 43 2% G 0 B 2 I (FERESE Th R 4y X 4
PR 2 (A E AR R E R R), #ad T
FER A & B LI H AR I O T Z A A
Bt o SR, 76 A I R o 220 )5 82 1. o)
T B, L Y0 BRI AR S ) AR 5 i HE 4y =2
110 o X PR R W], Yor= 8 S Ulamn, JL
T BENE IR A b 30 02 DOV B9 A BE R L ] R, b
FRF O B P (4 1 A5 A B . O B EE E ) 4
14 LB T 25 ) B ot A 2R, T R TR
ATRESA H O a2 i, WSR2 845
EATH o FEHABARSCHF 5T Pt & 30 10 PR iR Rk
1014 LB i T B i b N N R, DT B
ZHsrEE, Wu Hll Su (2014) % PR AE % A Al A A5
SRAPUIRA I 2~4 5 L E AT 0 T B D )
FESRRWIX HEE AC, REFIRN 5%
AR A B e R 0 SR A, LA 2R i
U L LB 1 . Kogut 25 A (2016)W & BL T 2414
SER. Y LE R AT A MACHREBCR R4 3K
BH, #F B WA SALHDC S B, OIS
WL EFE BB % T A T EIZECE, W%
EHEA AL BHEZ, OIS A1 L

RGP, JFHAP 4 A FIB (22 B md
MEELL EWFFE T LU R B, O BLER RE 1 T LLES B
JUEEE e M . o TR M B A X TR, T
R EATH AR 2 EIPI M A, UL Lo
R4 TR B LB E R E X R IR 25, ALK T
LT 70 AT A A AU 52 4 S HE B 52 MR, XF
NGB NS R b N s il

FRULZAb, 43X G542 Z M Rl
ST OIS AT N Z MR . Yu SEA
(2016) K, il T RS RE G ILE LKA
W LERE ZHEIE A A=, R g sE iR
fF AR L R WA 5y Z 08 Lu A
Chang (2016) % B R 15 & AT 55 1915 70 IF A5
Mo X} 56 S 1 4> AT N . 2 BB S —5,
TR AR AR . 2247 o n] AR 4 Hb 7
At 2 F0 G 0 PN B O 47 B (N 4 25 5 I ), Tl RE
TG B0 B IS RE TR RE TS A SR 2 4t
2 F 30 RN PN B 2 A A w5 A s (I 3 45 B A=
N), GFEC B ENE RE 7 AR A% T 4T b A Bl JL 2 PR
P A= N0 BIUIR R, DA 52 JIR P9 R O 2 0 1 6 )
Rk, OB A5 (Yu et al, 2016), HF
b, CA SIS S R I, A i AR
{5 A& 25 1 L2 VAR I 1 B 1 PN i 4, i 5
IR AT S5 1 LI 23 1A 43 L 45 MR G L B
RYBEIRSE AT B (Mulvey, Buchheister, & McGrath,
2016).

HeZ \EHHL A 0 A RIE R R A
Moore, Barresi Al Thompson (1998)% FH %EiR it /&
B, ZIES T RGN L EEE R
HERVE R B O RR 35 DL A MR 2155
EXFEOT, HZEIFATERL A C KA,
XAEAS B A 2 KA LA S 5
Ay, T80 3PS B AT Y )L 2 B R 8 - i 1 3%
il g AU % Z DGR, o SR 2 5 O
A R 25 5 SR A A SRR, AT ABCED BB R A 2 Y
174 . Cowell, Samek, List Fl Decety (2015)#F5% %
I, YL o 5 N S X 52 3 1 st
SRS, TR RS SR L Ay AR SN
B X MG AN EH T 2 E A, Y
P EX GG BILBR A 25 I, R E AN 557
XL, S0 55 AT . X R,
Ay ST R UL BERS I N BORAR MR = AT,
SH B LT Z RS ALEAT b, RAAE A A



1302 O B R 2 ot B

%258

gt A i v BROAF-

BeAh, 0BRSS AL S 2 SC AR A —
BT 45 8 W] B A KA 52 B AR 1% AL B G
R . BEE JLE AR R ATR, DR hisE &
KO BRI AT S5 AR . Bl an, Wu Al Su
(2014) (T 4T X I 2~4 % 1 JLEE, Sally i Hill
(2006) W FEXT 52l 6~15 Wy JLE, BT Wu 1
Su (2014) % F A9 2 K [A] 45 /& 10 3 15 4T 55,
Sally 1 Hill (2006)3% Y& — %8R 15 AT 5,
1M Yu 55 A (2016)R AR AR5 &, #EXTHY
SRR T TIZ (3~10 %) Bl JLE AR I & %, L
DO/ O I NIDBL I | BU SRR o3 s T3
SHHLAY IR AL AT RE R A=Ak 3 Ab, T AR Kk
0 BEFEAR 55 AR TA], A 55 XS R 22 S ARK,
W RO PR A AR ], L e] RE 2 B
WA R 2= 5

gi bRk, OB ENERE M o> AT Z
KARBAAE—E N F L TEAF O,
JLE AT I e B Sh LR BE A AR, &4~ 3)
MLZ IR AR 2R R R, OISR/ AT
AE A AF B JL 3 5 g 1 - 7 X SE S AL, DA 52 0 2]
HO=AT A
22 BRBEEE

TE 5 38 R AR of, R AU Bl 53 S A BB
(proposer) Fl 4% % ¥ (responder) . Hi 43 B & 4 H %
WO 5, B H LR BHEZZITHE . R
Fe iz, W 1 T FE A W 44 i 4k =2 T 3 TC 95 DAL
WERAHESZ, W7 AR A ZUE AT 5 (Gummerum,
Hanoch, & Keller, 2008), [l i, RIS (Y U]
Fe, i I R T 2R O S A i R A 4 S AT R
7 58 22 by e 30 SR 4 03 52— O 42 1 Y
SYBCTT ST RE Tl B F B, A o) BE
e S AT SR L B2 HH T I T 3, LAARAR XU #R A R
W RIEER o T iR T R T A A L RE S
S Y PRI AS S8 A AR ], AR S35 A S T
F2 32 0 A BE AR L B 7E fo i 30 R 1 v 1 0T
ANEES OB CR
221 HEEMITASCOERR

AR, A DR SO BB RE ) 4
(UPIME: wirsdmpiil L R IR (S /A <0 i
514N, Takagishi 55 A (Takagishi, Kameshima, Schug,
Koizumi, & Yamagishi, 2010; Takagishi et al., 2014)
KT — SRR & Y L B TR R R IR

T RPN R C T 56 o TR U AR RIS
Hh s S S0 B X i S 3 R A Y A3 AT
% FEAE H (Artinger et al., 2014; Hoffman, McCabe,
& Smith, 2000). F34b, WA —LEWF5EE i HEAR
ME L ZE (O BB RE T AR AR B ) T A R R
JUETESMBCAT N B 22 5, T SCHE 7.0 B S
HIVET o WF9E R B, FEf e B e gR oh, fI0hAE L
ERAHE —FMHUE T2 AN B (AT 0
AS), T LAY e Ji LB DN R 2 R T A
TCU RS T IAE JL Bk 2 MR e LR, g T
TR IRAE SR LB A S SR AP 43 C T R
(Sally & Hill, 2006).

XF LA E &5 2R T R R, O BEBRIG RE ) 4
19 LB BB BIAR A AP 1 40 e 7 R pidi e,
LM 3 B £ KRR 9 20 B 7 5 (Sally & Hill, 2006;
Takagishi et al., 2010, 2014), R, WH/ A
TR O B, RN — 2
TN XA T Z - (Frith & Singer, 2008), 1Ml
IR RE ) 285 B )L 50 X A B0 o 3 AT LA
A —FRIEPE A AT R A I R
ONPAT R, AR EAT R BEAS 2 T XA 5
MY ESF, WAE WL TR i, T2 H
BT o3 O BE B ok A B R 65 e R AR TR H 9 2%
o JLEE RN AR AE S i 38 R 1A v L e 3
TR R I TR 19 43 BiE 7 % (e.g., Giiroglu, van
den Bos, & Crone, 2009)3F— > 37 35 T fic J5 18 hE 19
R R PE S P AT X — Rk, FE b, JLE
MR Mg VAT RSP E &9 2 A i,
Barragan Fll Dweck (2014) AT 57 2 I B 2 56 R (0
W —RILE )5 & T ILE M FMAT7R; Xiong,
Shi, Wu #1 Zhang (2016) & B 5 % ) JLEE £ 5t Iy ]
REHR AL Y [H1 457 BF KB 4 5215 58 £ Sher, Koenig #ll
Rustichini (2014) % #LkizE JLE R AR, %) ug Pk
L PRI P (strategic theory of mind)fiz F M #k
Ak,

PRSI PEAT A I O R WA B T iz
FEERF I HE, 50 BEEE A &0 i X 7E 12
ek b O © e P ) I WA S A
PR B IR T o 26 B, 0 B B G 5 5% AT J0 4 [m]
(anterior paracingulate cortex). i [ 4 (superior
temporal sulcus) . XM (temporal poles bilaterally)
M3 Bl .35 40 56 (Gallagher & Frith, 2003). Rilling,
Sanfey, Aronson, Nystrom F1 Cohen (2004) /1 5%
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R PRAE fie S R PR AR vh S5 A m] RS
FRBE G T, T LGRS 0 A B H X S0
WL I 0% B B . Weiland, Hewig, Hech,
Mussel F1 Miltner (2012) % ¥ fi 5 18 RE IR TP ) 28
FAT RSSO BISE LMK X, mhEE
e AT O I 2 s A X, 33X aE— 20 A
PTG Bl () A B R IR T SRS M7 5 A A A S
435 o

5 LT, X TR FE RN T, &EE
R IR A B IR A 2 AN Z B B B,
W2 32 B 7 O BRI A, X AT [/ 3R A
AW ES Z A Y o6 R B B, R Z AT Y O
TR, O PRI I (Y L ZE RE A5 T 47 1ib T 5 PR
HHCHR, BUR T RE N BT BT 82 32 1 3R W 1A
ST Bk, BARFRERAEAT R, B g
5 IS YOG R LR TSR O
222 EZEMITASOEER

H5OmET MO RN, JLE
TE A Jo SRR th VR 32 3 3R 5 0 J R e
MR AN PFREE R, LR B2
RZ | LU R 2 5200 o

(DAFFEXT G o EFXTIMCRE L2 TR K2
FE T OIS EEM:, (AR )L )
Kt R, DM L A A R T
IR Z R AN AR R, R —
A AR5 145 4R e 0 I AT JL 246 48 7
STy e & (Sally & Hill, 2006; FREHE, DX
#F,2014) SR1M, XF ML J& )L 2E i) — LE B 58 ) &
I — PSR E A L3 A feJm B R T

154447 4 (Schug, Takagishi, Benech, & Okada, 2016;

Takagishi et al., 2010). X 7] GEJ& K S A% B )L
HAHBRZMH SRR, AR50 R
(inequity aversion)fEft 2 B B H ZE Wi g o fb, X
A B m KR4 AT, RO B
WHYAR HEAE AT RE A G2 W W o (H A L2 B =
FEAZ A, DRI R R A0 B RE ) ok B
AN EE N AR, ImEL A AT
S N“ZF BB A K, XMk L3
MF, MANT5 B PSR 2 6 4517 4 1) 3
ZHHL, IO S e T WA R R AE
EXHIRMAE JLE N F, BT g mmiz, 1
PNV N R LN 2 e I N e NG B 78
S A B AATHE B 73 L35 10 BIDIR S

Q) BE R . FEsr RO, AR S
HREE MR, BIERAE [F AY 43 Fe 45 SR mT Ak
AR A B, U R B 5] A 2 X A
FEER T ER M, AR LI, IME L3 7E &
i 308 R T o X AN A Y- 43 BE A 48 R BROAS 23 B 4
i R R AR AT R A U . R, S A e
HRAFC MRS T AL VB (NBGETE 8:2
F110:0 (9 F AL BCH AT RE SRR, IAHAE )L 3 1Y 4R
A RBOFA S L BOE A B BEAN T4 >
(Pelligra, Isoni, Fadda, & Doneddu, 2015), {H L7l
R )L 1 4 2 U KA 23 BE B AT 55 17 B kA
o M ELE 1R 9:1 9 A AL BCRY, Bad T —2)
A M LE LA B LB AR ST £,
MY A EEAEL 7:3 B AFASTBCRT, i T —49%
FEURE AW L EE W A W Y LB HE A R
/D (Castelli, Massaro, Sanfey, & Marchetti, 2010),
9:1 FI 7:3 Wi BL S ARARSE A ALY, (H 3 BC 1Y
B AR BE IR AN AR E], 43 TC 45 2 52 3 0 L o A
Ao PRt AR R R AN A3 T, 43 Bl Y 2
AT LB, 167 0 3 BB hAH X 7
Ko KU B A B e R IR R, BT T BB
WY ILELEAE SR 278 B ELH 5 A R Y
& (Castelli et al., 2010), i PRAAEE JLFE ] 1 F00
FRIRHR, TCEX AN BLAE RE 5 R Y
TP AT T A0 B0 HE T RN IX 49 (Pelligra et al.,
2015), Ak, Schug 55 A (2016)4F fiz f i f 1 25 il
AR H IS A R R T S LE M 4 BA T
o SEEG R LZE B T P BT, AR IR S8 R IR S I R
IR FI AR E P . SRR, QR E RS
MR R T A BT R, WS T —
RAESDME By JLEE TG 7T BEAE 5 Y At 3 5 TR
TR R BRIE A A e . L EEAE IR R b i R
ULHH, 8 T — 048R {5 & L3 5 Re a8 A 4 43
e 1 i i 308 e 1R 2 v S 8t 0 O SR X O e
TE—ANESF AN, B U RE T 4 b A7 43
B EHREUTHNER, X =I5 # Bk E
B UL T .0 B RE T RE S B ) L 3 A A ) 8 R
g rp X o3 o 2 0 B R AT A0 SO AR W, i AL
RN B B 25 kX 4 Bl g SR 725, OB
FRVRBE T34 1 L B AR A SR I 23 T 22 b 2% JE A i
BIHLZ ] P73 o A 4 Xt A BB g A
Ve B

G L H B2 52 H IR o Takagishi 5F A
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(2010) A BIF 5% v 43 e 2 F 42 32 38 1% 9 R DGR,
HEERN N Z B — PR E AL PRI
HHEMBMEK LK, KRR LR
(Takagishi et al., 2014), P45 EAHZAIR) L3 7E 52
B SRR SR, T — R R S R
ZH BRI LA T BT . fEEX
MR TP LK A Rl —BE %, A%
L SRS LR Wt D s el A 5% < AP /S £ S L W A ]
EME LI OC R, T DI H, O EEES
RE 811 )L BE AR AR S 452 32 35 I 23 T 22 b 2% S8 3 T
HEHHACMWRR, KR T .0HE IS HE B
JLETEA R S A AT A

Zr b, ORISR RE ) 5 RS R v 2
FHAT MR R NE R, TRRZATRXNE . 47
Bl BRI R EMEZEZRXREFELER
AR, AR R EE SR T A R S5
ANTE), o FRERE T LS B L T A s R B A
B F) 25 A, R eI S B LAY IR 55X LE G &R,
AT 2 M L EE 1) 4 26 R
23 E=FHEN

R, S E NIRRT ]
DIEMER—FSE . #2374 a5
Flgg, FE4T 43 FEo A 12 th A A4 Bl LUEST A
AT R BRT B ITETIZAN, A S WAAE
E oAb — M EE NS A5 = 5 &
(Riedl, Jensen, Call, & Tomasello, 2012), ¥ &5
NATHE 55 I HAS AR H X AN & VR AT o S5
FEF] (McAuliffe, Jordan, & Warneken, 2015), B4
R RW], JLEMN 3 & EukaeFR M5 = &)
MITREIE, 5 2 Il BE AT & o 4 TC 1) Bro A S i A 104
B 55 = J5 7% i1 (Robbins & Rochat, 2011), 4 % F1 5
2 0 LB ARAE 1 Skt S HLU A AT R 75 L A7 B AETT
(Kenward & Osth, 2012, 2015) ., 58 = fES 7= 4
FR AL FATTHE— 2 PR L3 1 S 55 WL B X6 2%
ST T U] fr AR 5 A

HAOHBIS 55 = BN MR 2k A
PRl WFY RS0 BN A S X
TEHEAT 58 = J7 B 31 B 8¢ 3% 0% (Baumgartner, Nash,
Hill, & Knoch, 2015; Buckholtz et al., 2008; Glass,
Moody, Grafman, & Krueger, 2016), iX Jy.0>Fi#
WHH = ETI R RME T AR H =T H AW
UEHE . 2 JLERFFTH, Mulvey %5 A (2016) % Blid it
T =P RE SESHWILE S AN/ 53 BT

ZEAE S T S e, BRETLE SRR =
TS5 . XU IR RE ) 4F 1y L
XAt N 52 B R4 O A EARM A 2, Btk
AT LA 0TI 35 K 35 vy ) A 5] S it %

SHOATE, RO NOHIIREE I 1
JLEE T ] GRHEWT A AT B S M AR R E,
TR A RAT R R S HL ARG 2 F 43 B At
—EEH, SEELZLME = FHES] . Krasnow,
Delton, Cosmides F1 Tooby (2016) M 74k (19 W 15 3
BT = IEST A < BUBE B U6 (the  deterrence
hypothesis)”. AT AN LGS = 7 i1 /& B
FHEME B AW AL REFTRAC . HAEVR
fe i, AATHFE S AE D i ST 2 % 8 T E 1
BEETET A, ARSI 4% F (Nelson
Jr, 2002; de Quervain et al., 2004), K, *FF b A
B EURIAT Ay 0 4 W AE 55 = 7 %50 vl 2 AR AT Bl
FIVEF, X TR 48 7R T o0 B B BE T XA =0
FETT AT BE = A B

=T, NZEINIL WL, 7]
VLo 30 2 18 BE T 4 1) L B AR S A = 5 7%
TTINEMKIR 2 B BLE R H s . A8
Fla. S0ME / HZENLR, S EE
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Children’sdistributive justice: Therole of Theory of Mind

CHEN Tong; WU Zhen
(Department of Psychology, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract: Theory of Mind (ToM) plays an important role in children’s development of distributive justice.
The hypothesis of “multiple forces” posits that ToM can help children weigh the advantages and
disadvantages of different motivations that underlie resource distribution, and find a balance between
self-interest and the welfare of others. Children’s ability to understand other people’s desires, intentions and
emotions are the three most important components of ToM that impact distributive justice in the Dictator
Game, Ultimatum Game, and the Third-party Punishment Game. More empirical research is needed to
support this hypothesis. Future research also should investigate whether and how different components of
ToM influence different types of fair behavior. In addition, studies should explore the possible application of
these research findings, such as for promoting children’s distributive justice by fostering their ToM ability.

Key words: distributive justice; Theory of Mind; Dictator Game; Ultimatum Game; Third-party Punishment

Game



