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1 3]

A5 AT BIVGF Al A 09 32 1) SR AT R 7 AR T 9 1
FHEAT (B AR Z KR ) A — B0 B 25 (Rousseau
etal, 1998; kT %, 2011), MATIR— Bt 5ok
4 (domain general-specific)ffl &, {H1EA X453 A —
J8 15 1T (general trust) Fl 4% 5% 5 1T (specific trust),
HI# R 2 RAEA T . Bfe e LRI E BT
Xt 52 B {5 AT A0 [ (trust propensity)B4EE (trait), J&
D) 2 X A RS 2 B AT X R R E AR AT
(TiEE 4F, 2021), 1E N AZILAR LT (fundamental
preference)Z —, [HIES5H . &1F. S APR
H 1 R % VI A ¢ (Lemmers-Jansen et al., 2017),
AT N A W SCECAE F (Falk & Hermle,
2018), RAEFFESIEHBITMEE R 5% e
MR AR O™, S8, 2016). #HILMHIT, thad
155 40 Bt R 2 A7 1E (Derks et al., 2014),

HEEFR G T, %HGEE MR IE
PR AR 19 & £ DL 5 A K 22 57 5] B (Buchan et
al., 2008; Falk & Hermle, 2018; Macko, 2020; van
den Bos et al., 2010; Zeffane, 2018; £ H &, J&EIE,

il

2012) o PRI Ay dr HE At e O BN 11 48
RRBEAGAE B RSV A R, SIRRZHRE
FiE(Buchan et al., 2008; Dittrich, 2015; Derks et al.,
2014; Furumo & Pearson, 2007; Haselhuhn et al.,
2015; Lemmers-Jansen et al., 2017; Macko, 2020;
Zeffane, 2018), —J5 T, {5 X P AE B L £
(Zeffane, 2015), £:¥% H.5)(Garbarino & Slonim,
2009). APBr3ZfE(Navarro-Carrillo et al., 2018) ., #t
A Erwin et al., 2015)55 7 i Y 22 57 G B A
BAE . 53— 71, AER NP5 19 (sex/gender
preference) 40 38k AY B B iR A, I [E LK
PR 28 5 (DO RS AR L L B R PO A
fE H A B X,

FAEACPAATEE S 22 72 —IRIFSEE H5 M5
FEACEPE N 22 5 0, o rb XU AR - (risk preference)
BRI B FACE 5B AR AT /KA B8 5 1% S A5 (Croson
& Gneezy, 2009), 207K F 2 (prosocial )45 1
PEFENH Lok B4 T s {5 AR AKOP B2 3 FF (Neufang
et al.,, 2009); 5ZAHI, HA—IRAF5EHE LM 5IAH
IPEAB 5 (gender similarities hypothesis) WK HE, F
THAR KT et 31 22 5 W (Hyde, 2005), A< 3C 5 #£
LIRS AT ERR, RIS F AR PR 25 7
(IR, T SO e 28 IR W A 14 S IE- 5 B8 SR,
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Kim i £ (Irwin & Berigan, 2013; Zeffane,
2018)5 J2 ¥ 15T (Buchan et al., 2008; Chaudhuri
& Gangaharan, 2002; Dittrich, 2015; Derks et al.,
2014; Garbarino & Slonim, 2009; van de Groep et
al., 2020; Holden & Tiahum, 2018; Lemmers-Jansen
et al., 2017; Macko, 2020; Romano et al., 2017; van
den Akker et al., 2020; Wu et al., 2020) % L PE {5
{EIK - EL A PR 34440 - #il1, Garbarino 1 Slonimb
(2009) R HLBL A (5 AL 1R 08 A o, 3B A 2 4F
BB REEAKTEY R E S Tk, HEFER
FELWA L MG OIS N D gE T i T
XF M AT AR

WFFE A 32 B T KU i 47 B 1 B 5 PR AT
TR B A #8000 (Croson & Gneezy, 2009), KU
U SR A AR B B ok R G AU, 1 O B R L A
JE i ) R R B (Markowitz, 1952) MAE R & 5F
SFRLA R, AR R — Bl B A2 AU B v A KU PR
W, AVRTEAF AR v A5 AT 47 R 3 ARURURS: 4 9%
(Fehr, 2009). KEHFFEERB, (G5 XL 2%
YIAH & (Thielmann & Hilbig, 2015), H5 4P #5
AU KL (risk averse)fiia] AH L, 55 #:3 BHL i 6 B
B4 XU D 67 435 1iE (Chaudhuri & Gangadharan, 2002;
Charness & Gneezy, 2012; Croson & Gneezy,
2009), 540, Chaudhuri Fll Gangdharan (2002) %4/
FEM, SHMWAME, Lot X E(risk aversion)
K V- RE 5. 3 T L TE A5 AT IR o i R
(B=0.213,p<0.01). MATHEM, 2Pk R DEGE
i ] ] READ R CARAE R B, MO, th @ Bg
(social role theory)t M XU fi 4 i) ML AR T 3B
PEFAEACT B ERON . T 50 A R R &
B LR VAN = SN O S ey 1 R 6 a4 i L AV
EA e I IE 4 (Eagly, 2009; Eagly & Wood,
1999; Zhao & Zhang, 2016). K15 PEv] g5 T 4L
SR ESR, TEAE 2 A R I A A < 5
PEA ATy, e KU i i, A7 5 E R4, XA
it 53 PETE 2 32 450 A A5 AT A% B8 b o 2 0 3RGR R AT
14,
212 HH5iTie

AR SCRGE R, 5 MR T v KU i A2 R A

e A AT B0 ) ) 3 B it AR A R A 43 Y S
(Chaudhuri & Gangdharan, 2002; Holden & Tilahun,
2018), 541, Holden F Tilahun (2018)A47F 5T 72 W],
TEE R PP R RS2 BE ) e, B AL AR KE O
PN RE . SIMK, FOEEERR)
Xof RIS i 4 Fr) Ak 2 A A A 58 PR AR AR A S i A3k 1
PP R, Apicella FEAN(2014) % B, S /K Pk
e, BORTE XU 75 A AT 55 Hh i 6 LA 7 Ao f ) B iR
JRURS: [m] ik 7K PRI

Aad, 2 R ENE A IR X U fi 4 56 &
#4J](Thielmann & Hilbig, 2015), H#KZ4iE M
fEAE PRI A (M AR 2R A5 AR BB 5 S8 55 PR A
R B A A 00 9 WL (Buchan et al., 2008;
Chaudhuri & Gangaharan, 2002; Dittrich, 2015;
Derks et al., 2014; Garbarino & Slonim, 2009; van
de Groep et al., 2020; Holden & Tiahum, 2018;
Lemmers-Jansen et al., 2017; Macko, 2020; Romano
etal., 2017; Wu et al., 2020). X EKE, HATHIT
G5 —J5 10T LAAE S 55 1 e T XU i e 2 B o v
{FAEAKFRUESE, 55— J7 s R U BHEFEK
- B8 P SN M TE AT PR Y R . RS
Je B, XU D 4 AT RE Y U B (i, $ A
)M AR AU, BRI RIE S R
M TR (TT RS 4, 2021). A WS H 2
BEAR AT ARG 0 1 I AN J2 (5 AT (Sapienza et al.,
2013; Thielmann & Hilbig, 2015), Filippin #l
Crosetto (2016)#t45 Hi, KUK AT 55 H % [l K
(BN B8 B30 2 5 | R i) 22 S 1) B 845 1A 49 o,
Garbarin fI Slonim (2009)% ¥, ZP:7E(E L1
HhOOS 5 B [ 4 ) B T 5 1 o A B LR Y
R PUP # 1% 2 30 ETT, PIVE(E LKA
FH 2, EY R 15 ook, [FAEm
PEG2E SN 3 i TR AR IE T a2
) JRUBS: Al B (0 S e, R, E X AT T b R )
1 55 Vo SR AT R, T 2 S8 A AN AR
AT 5 2 T TE T4

Wb, AR SCR R 2 B0 7 (R AR S SR 5
P AF AT K B A U0 345800 1 WL 4% (Buchan et al.,
2008; Chaudhuri & Gangaharan, 2002; Dittrich,
2015; Derks et al., 2014; Garbarino & Slonim, 2009;
van de Groep et al., 2020; Holden & Tiahum, 2018;
Irwin & Berigan, 2013; Lemmers-Jansen et al.,
2017; Macko, 2020; Romano et al., 2017; Wu et al.,
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2020; Zeffane, 2018), T e E BT, %W RO
RAFBNFEIF AR (X)) 8 2, 2016; BRI A,
2016; ¢ H 5k, JAIE, 2012), XA g5 &K /7 {5
TEMLA 22 540G . Bl 58N (2016) 5045, TEPE Tt
22, AL . SR EEE AR 2 AL,
mEPE, AMIERMAPRERFR, EHER
LG RFER KR CRAE, WAKE, 2012; B
37, K, 1999). P, 07 A vE 7 (54
ik R B TC R 78 40 RAE AR 7 U Seh S AT
FEAE . 4N, ZRVE 5 AT BEAEFEAR AR P42 (trust radius)
AR, S Bl 7 i o & RAFIERF R PR Z
BNSEAEAR G B, X RS HO 1B
FAESCib 25 5, RIVAR A 3 SCSCfb can b ) 5 A4 4
F A (N 36 A LB TE A S A 2 42 (van
Hoorn, 2015), X.4lI, Zhao il Zhang (2016)% %}
EHAX BRI, TR Lk F AR e,
FVEXF B FAE A T HPE I R4 & B,
AL B RFAT K- feds, R M E AT
K- £ A (Rapoport & Chammah, 1965); %378 #F5¢
R BRAT AT M50 X PR AR AT /K- IR 35 52 il
(Buchan, et al., 2008), % 2% 5 1§85 4 &4
AR A 55V 8 2, T Lo O 1 IR 1 B R
J*(Zhao & Zhang, 2016),
22 THREFEEXKFEEELBHE
221 TIESERXH

LHEFAL AT B SRV TE— R i 3R e
SIS H 45 E (A B (Falk & Hermle, 2018; Furumo
& Pearson, 2007; Rodrigo-Gonzalez et al., 2019;
van den Akker et al., 2020; Zeffane, 2020), 40,
Falk il Hermle F 2018 4% & % 7E ( Science)
76 NEZK, ¥ K2 80000 4 Bl i I A i 58 K
M, WHEEKTFEESTHM. Rodrigo-Gonzalez
SN (2019) £ Bly 2 44 4k BEALAL Y9 2 58 (5 AT 125
K, Lotk = B T S AR K

58 30 DOCREAE S M i R — %
(Derks et al., 2014; Yamagishi et al., 2015), EfL4
SE— Pt S M (EHLUE (social value orientation), fF
B oRA S WA AR R B v R A B A 25
(Pletzer et al., 2018; ZRELH#H 45, 2021), AMRE
K, (EEEN B MR &47 8, #l4, Uslaner
(2002) 2 1, fF AL — R 78 55, 2 EREMA
HEAFALE SR . MR FIER R R T
fET 554 20 B8 68, BN, Krueger %6 A

(2008) & BR, 15T 5 H B EA AU R LI, $4K
#1 T 0 8 1k (mentalizing) F1 32 1% (empathy) AH 56 /)
MRS, BARRI A NIMIRTEM (medial prefrontal
cortex, mPFC) , i il A [X (temporoparietal junction,
TPI)LA KL HT I & (anterior insula, AT)f 0I5 .
WEBENIE, REWREN, SBEEMEL, L
At 43K - 5 (Falk & Hermle, 2018; B2
45, 2015), TR R, N LR KR IR R
405 T Fe LR 2 (Derks et al., 2014; Eagly, 2009;
Eagly & Wood, 1999; Zhao & Zhang, 2016), I3
R PT RE AR (5 Lo Pk PR A 23 305 3l S 56 i L Bl X
S 0NE 4R, T 4 M 5 B o P B4 & E
B S5 R B AL (S AR . AR PR AT IE
Hit A P A A KT B e 4t T 000 T 52 4 (Kosfeld
et al., 2005) MfE 2 (MR LM R B g g {2
PEAE S Z 772 (Choleris et al., 2008), i &
FER“FEAREE, o LB AN EME T (Kosfeld
et al., 2005). 1§k (Barraza et al., 2011), 54E(de
Wilde et al., 2017)3F 417 HIKT, #R%L
PETE AU 0 L 342 25 A 1 A A AL R 9120, de
Wilde S5 AN Q2017 B, 7= KB = &AMy
ARIA BN 25 10 A4 1 S8R A PR SR 1]
222 Sw5iHe

AR EE R, LI TR S ah LRI
= 5 (7K RO UESE 1 A FE 43 Derks 48 A (2014)4%f
X206 &4 F AERIMESC R BL, GEAE S REERE IE
] B AR AT K, (B4 S M E W GEFE &) FE
SSEBR F AR PSS A AR B R . A 2R
PEie— R, otk oK B, HEEE
fEAKEEN T A sm s, ERFHREN, BUHAER
KSR AL 2300 1] 77 18T 35 4 {4 (Kanagaretnam
et al., 2009) tbAh, RAEGPFF L PR i) T
FEAS - 45 H gy i RV ol 3 192, risky  dictator
game)$% 7% (Hong & Bohnet, 2007), {H AR Z{5{E1H
FEBFFE 25 R R, 1R BT F5 A 4 80 B AR X 2k
BORA TG I A W& L5 (Buchan et
al., 2008; Dittrich, 2015). i/ 41, Briilhart I Usunier
QOR)MMIFE R, #EEHERA LB Z DT
X P P A B AT R 7 A 2 R

BAR L WEAR AR B SR 32 8 T BIFSE i S,
B R 2 B o MEAS U 3 DA 56 R 2 5 19 £
FERE S ARAT, L A& Y5 1T 55 R AYHE J1(Cox
& Deck, 2006; Haselhuhn et al., 2015; Shao, 2019;
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Warner-Sederholm et al., 2018; Zinchenko et al.,
2017), Rodrigo-Gonzalez 25 A (2019)ik K, ZrHEfE
AT RS ST AR AT AR, S5 AT
H55EH Z A A9 15 5t fk (homogenous) 2 B £2 &
(B EH 5B AEER BAHAR), Lot XU B
KPR AT RE 2 R R, e HAE AR R I T

X5 Buchan %5 A (2008)ih N L A5 AT H &4t
(communal )i [1] Fl i 72 5 1] (process-based), {15
2 7 1k (procedural) B WE AT A4S . WF5E & B, Lotk
AMUEEHEEFNIEL . MR IR L
K AEH Bl R A B (Cox & Deck, 2006; Warner-
Sederholm et al., 2018; Zinchenko et al., 2017),
EHEFEE P A SIS, B SHAF
A VD AH O 10 5 A 2 32 v 2 B 5 3 (15 IR A 4
(Shao, 2019). Macko (2020)35 i, M{EfEIHZER
JHAAE A A B8 A A4 B rh AT R 1 =0T
fRAERE N, 2o M mT B PR A B0 2w U1 S
BAT A, Ak g e Zon e e R v

5B R G AR ST — 20 3 Re T AR AR 1Y
FEREMER ] . Wu 58 A (2020) G 58 & B, TEM
FEMEZE b, Lo T A0 [l (subgenual ACC,
SgACC) 7 38 0% KUK 1 o Bsf 384 0% At 36 W87 B 41K,
$ER 2 M AE T B P X A A S KU 7 e
s, HEEAYSE, Haselhuhn %5 A (2015)A9HF5E
WoR, SR, o7 2 R G E AR I
Fexp 5 s i 5 AE, B R A i,
BRI AR S IR B B i . HiE L,
ARSCHEN, 55—, ARREME S oRA S AR AR,
(SR o7 N i P S TP O e B S D I
ZE$F(Buchan et al., 2008), J&#& v 8 Xt AF) 25
HI{#37 (Pletzer et al., 2018; BLECH 57, 2021),
I, ZPEAFAE A AR ARRAE, SO I BRAE i £
PETE LR G 4 (A 125 ) O 325 A 45 AR 0 o 1
F R R L S AE RS, B2, FEEE
ZRMRREZNURIEFEEET B, MR
R B EAT A R, XAl R Btk i
PEEAEM RS AELL T/ . 55 =, Ptk a3
28 S PEAEAE R B B A 194t 22 1% 58 b (Balliet et
al., 2011; Croson & Gneezy, 2009), %% H. g%} %
TRRAF 25 L AR 01 5 3 A8 8 Y B2 T (Rodrigo-Gonzélez
etal., 2019) #RTMI, A% BB A Z AL
T 58 B R R, X WA RS B MRl
JZ AR A = R L2

3 BFEKFEENERU

31 LIESEIEXH

KA TEAR K HPIPEF AL AP AAAE 1 3 22 5%
(Hyde, 2005; Haselhuhn et al., 2015; Lemmers-Jansen
et al., 2019; Li et al., 2019; Navarro-Carrillo et al.,
2018; van den Bos et al., 2010; ¢ H 5, J&1E, 2012),
KPR AT AT AR B s AR B T SRR i,
Navarro-Carrillo % A (20184 X} TG BE S 889 4
WA AR, MPETE— G IE . ABREAE
DL Ko A 4R 25 A~ 1 4k A5 4T (depersonalized ingroup
trust)y LB EFEZER

5 8 — PR T Do R AL A 8 e e 7 e
AR AL 930 4 (Hyde, 2005), 76 1914 48,
Thorndike 48 1, 58— H 28 7 (with-in
gender variation) A [, A 1.0 FR 22 B 4T H
o PESARBIE R BN R, R 2500 B 4 Y 1
B 2 S RN EETE/NO.11 < d < 035 TE
(d<0.10)xX— X [&], D¥db+45(0.36 <d < 0.65)
E|R(0.66 < d <D)skIEF KR > 1HA/KT-(Hyde,
2005), Hyde (2005)HENR e B4R, BitEER £
B0 B i FOKSFARE, JRARAETERA E R
T/ HIF 5 R, W2y 78% 1A% i (X 5K ¥
Lo 124 A7) 22 AL TN BT TR K. H
AR AR 22 5 R0 B /N (d = —0.35), TR0
2RO R MR P ST B8 &G
PEAE G [ 48 (Hy de, 2005) o #4628 a2 £ (o3
W, TP R 2 0 24 A 2 B0 AR B A (] T 22 30 4
NBRE 375 X B4R 5 (Bagly & Wood, 1999), #&
M, PEREE AT R R, Pt SRR M 22
SEEWTIH O, MGG H S A, X RES
PRE PR FEIEK 225 . Falk 1 Hermle (2018)
AU LEAE T, PR 25 4 4k 2 547 o L i B
T FEAL . =F B SR AE IEQ012) M BFSEIESE T b
A AATTXE R E 1998 AEE 2009 SRR EIEDFIEIT
J&T —IIT s, 45 MR E K2 AR R AE AR K
IR N 25 5, HL MR AT KT Bl s [
WL ] A #
32 #HH5itie

RRATAE R B S B0 I A1 2 W 7 M A5 AT KO AR
VT, SR, 5 RSO B 3 UE A TR 5 4 R
BN B, AT A R A5 A K ST A B 4 18 A7 AE —
FE R o BPEVEd T a7 Seat oy ik DR
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A Jey B A5 ) A B A 7 P 22 5 70 40 S, AT [
R AR AT A AT A XA, o 4540, Haselhuhn
S N(2015)i8 3 I R AT AR UL B, WE(E
EoKFAHE, HatkBAERMEEEE .
1M Macko (2020)iz 1 & #LF AL FZR L A A3 8] T
SEAARNFIMEE R, kI HEAAF K &,
BEEE BT, 8 RF I
HET] e A2 B XU i 4 At 2 g 9 2 m (an, —ot
HEZ00) (5ikk 4, 2021), 204 Haselhuhn % A
(2015)5 Macko (2020)fF 5% 25 5L 4 2 5 52 U 5 15
KA, AiEERY, 53 ZJoEEgE D
B BRI RRSN AR, EdRk 25 o0
EAEMZE T, B GEHEKF 254 3 (Binzel &
Fehr, 2013; Haselhuhn et al., 2015; Kiyonari et al.,
2006; van den Bos et al., 2010), [, &0
Haselhuhn %5 A (2015) A RTS8 45 R 58 38 2 S8 T
PEAS AT AR AL, a2 (5 e iz Y
G, AT bR

ARSI, AF AT A B (AN 2 7T e
P EEZE R R R EWEREF, —Jm,
{E AT PR Ju e LA 58 03 RAE Z 4 EAFAT . (FATAR
P4 A5 AT FRAE W] 14324 BE 1 {5 4T (ability trust).
1E HAF T (integrity trust)Ll & 3% 2 A5 T (benevolence
trust) (Mayer et al., 1995). A WA IAK, FIEHZE
FREEAT N R T EE2m, RO REEN
FIIE B 4 ¥ (Levine & Schweitzer, 2015), [k, 15
FETEZR s — B 4 B 5 58] BE L IE R R s Pt £
B ENES . H—hH, BEREERZAS
RO . AFAERRZ N A THOWAE 5 rY A FRIFE,
RAEANARAENE B AL R AL BE o SR S bR A= 1%
FiERmELS ., HERANIT N, hTEERA
FEME LR ISR DR i A2 et 7, slir 2 PR
fE22 XELA TR 85

WAL, P AR AL 1B 15 A AT S AT A fop i —
R, — RIVIETERY], MM L 22 5 54k
S5 R RIKY- LA B Sl - S AR B S IR AR DG, H 25
RIBIE AT AERBERA TTE2E 5, e
5V R B L TR A% 4 1) £ €6 58 {3 (Falk & Hermle,
2018; Mac Giolla & Kajonius, 2019; Schmitt et al.,
2017), #ldn, FEvEGETFENER T, LR &
T K7 By 48 JE (worried) . #132 (social) . 4f AF
(inquisitive) . J&.0>(caring). /3 (responsible)Z:
T 55 Lo PR AIE (Mac Giolla & Kajonius, 2019), [H]

W, PP T ORA GRS =BE . A8, £
SEARIER G AR ACT . IMEDULAE) 26 M B A {4 (gender
roles) #4441k (gender socialization)H
5E 3, WM At 2 BUIR i 7 (sociopolitical gender
equity) 5T - 45 i b X H 22 57t B I 35 (Schmiitt et
al., 2017), #hZHFRIEA R R AR LT,
SCVR IR SRy P R 3 25 5 A3 45 (Falk & Hermle,
2018).

4 REE

41 SEHIZRAEENERE

{FAT IR 5 8 R AG AR N F A5 AT i 7 i,
THEWNHEEMRPNERAERERER. 5
(AR I R TR B S 8 MR R K R IR sk
NN, BFREEVR B HEET KT AT
BN (Irwin & Berigan, 2013; Zeffane, 2018), <%
15 £ K 7 B &t #8401 (Falk & Hermle, 2018;
Zeffane, 2020) L4 & Wi ¥4 {5 1T 7K °F- # i (Navarro-
Carrillo et al., 2018)ff) = Ff 3= T2 T 4 F2 4t T —
ERRE R, 2R R SR s A K,
o5 I BH P 1 5 AT Tl R o — e B R

FAEMZE T, 5 IRE N IR SR 3R
TEAR AR 9 ) B2 £ T vk, G AT R AUE
TERTRES I ATCRAR &, XF PN ERSURE = AR AN R
4, van den Akker 4§ A (2020)42 i« 5 PEA5 424
B~ (male multiplier effect), BI4{#ZEu= &
Ras M FUE GRS, BHETIL RAE N K RE (FTEE
e I FE ), WIRAE N BN E (AR ), #
W W £, (RIS M4 BE it 1) 2% 1) 32 2 0F
Fya PR R E N T Bk, KRR
TWRGAERHZMITE, PRI E TS
KA R =M, SR B BRI 50 XHE
KT Hrp, WEESCF A EFEEISE
T O B b 22 KRR BE b B 5 AT I R XU
It o BFFEHE — 7 T ARG AR SR 5T b E 3t
T PRI i - 45 A8 o, ARG 30 A M A 9 KT 5 XU AR
WK ER; 9 — O, ] B R G Ry ik,
WP PETEF AR TSR T . B HRE 2
T 517 .

WREEFE, X FREETKEZERER
AR 2R A R A5 A P AR XS R S e SR B, TR
DR =MIEE, 8—, BRGEEUEWICHRG T
RAEN ARG AR, R0 B A5 A 1525 i XU ¢
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MER % (FEAK TN 2E g7 2241

ik, ok, BREEE—CBE LTS
PR T B B A 2R A5 & 15 A A W A R R
B, SEEEFRESEL, RREEWE NG
S B | T N 5 W L SR e R e 2
{5 RSB (9 R AR S ) o 28 =, R AR THEgE
A A O (R R, SR A AR R A AR Y
B RAE )T (Baver & Freitag, 2018), A WL
INHERENESEREESNRIEGFEENIT NS
PRI FD RGL(TT ks 4F, 2021), FIL, MRTRFITSS
RALTT Rt /R T 55 PEAE (5 1F 40 =R R A{E AT
TR B R, R A 78 B BT A5
FEET R R G I B

Zr b, ARG, AN TE A M s FE R
s/, — O HE, HEFEEE R R R
TR A G MW TH; J1—Jrm, RAZNEF
BB RAE 24 AT F I
RAFAE) o 8 2B ) LA [R) BIF 5T FAN [ 0 £y 3%
PIFFT 25 5%, AT LSRG o b e 38 0 A5 AR AT 1)
LRI, 7 B BAE R PG AT 1 2 5 n)
42 BEEEISTAERFHOEINE

YR 5T {5 AR 2 0% 3L A R0 45 3 3l
LRI, R R A AR AR S A O Bk
AR, ACAN, HESISEEDERRAELT
SO, WNEERNEAENGIAESR, [HEAE
AR T N J2TH B sh A & AEHLE; 25—,
MR UM EFR, [FAERSEA R R AAAE
MRS =, NS AL R, FEMN
BRI AN SO S EATE 2 T,

MEER VS AR, FEERSISAN
DR ER, o hEsr SRR, BRSRE
PERAF (T %, 2011), FELMERFR Y, BFRRE K
ZME THEEESL I, X EERERE. BhE
PREERBEA T RIS CE, IRV RN, Bk
T RE B AE AR R R RE 2 5 T A A A 3 22
5+(Haselhuhn et al., 2015; Macko, 2020),

K &I MR, [HEMA AL & R
FIFIE— WA E . PR R, FIESFRAED
Z IEAH X (Castle et al., 2012; Li & Fung, 2013), 18
WATFRE NN, (50 5 IR R A L%
£ . BN, Sutter Al Kocher (2007) % B {5 T 7K F M
4 LI B AR B LT R LM, (HAE AR
s TRE;, EAEMRERGGEEKTS
A W7 TE 55 (0 i 38 19 17 A ¢ (Derks et al,,

2014), SR, YHTIHEAE ARV 1022 AR S0 R 7
O3 A TR X 45 R, A AR 20 R/ W,
B E EKOF B A % & R R B U ARk, (H
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Arethere sex differencesin trust levels?

QU Jiachen, GONG Zhe
(School of Psychology, Sichuan Normal University, Chengdu 610068, China)

Abstract: Academics have different opinions regarding the sex difference in trust level. One group of
researchers holds the view of sex differences in trust levels, where risk preference theory supports the view
that men have a higher level of trust, and the advantages over the women in the prosocial field provide
support for women to have a higher level of trust. However, another group of scholars believe that there is
no sex difference in trust level, which is based on the gender similarities hypothesis. Although the views of
the two groups and their theoretical foundations have been supported to a certain extent; however, they need
to be comprehensively analyzed and clarified about their rationality from the perspectives of research
paradigms and cultural differences between the East and the West. Future research use trust measurement
methods need to be more rationally, then clarify the sex characteristics of trust in the dynamic process of
change, and deepen the research on the neurophysiological mechanism of the trust difference between the
sexes, thus fundamentally better reveal the issue of sex differences in trust levels.

Key words: trust, sex, trust game





