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e K S LA (R A 4, 2020), X IEF
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TE T FE A APE T A B AR B T AR
A % TR . A ) 43 £k A A5y A b B R (R
% T, 2021), IXANXFBLUSL | 2 48 F) 55 T4 Tc B 5K
oA E S R E, W2 W W
(redistribution preference; Bullock, 2017). 24 #/ij, F
EAt s A PR EEB LT, BT T HRRT
fE, B AR 5 B A 0 KU (2 3% B, A,
2015), HEFFE AT BCBOR A9 % 52, KA BT R R
t B4 I, 2 T R AR =% 4 12X (Cheung, 2018),
e fE At 2 0 SEE (R 5%, 2018), fH
S, WHTETR, o EREEZRIRN SR E
TEAE R B B AR A P53 L0 17 (An & Ye, 2017; 5
HLBE, XI/NE, 2017), X JG65E < BH A% 153 Be BOR
SRR A/ B R SIS

ARk, REFRSTE ZBY R, KA
SRS, B R B LR = (Xie & Zhou,
2014), JPH M Z BT E RO 233 AR Y
i B¢ 5 32 48 J&% (Buttrick et al., 2017; Du et al.,
2019), 2 1 £ BHASBY 2 i 3l (Corak, 2013), %t
220 55 52 52 F BEUY (Alvaredo et al., 2018),
VAR ISR £ 2 8% S S A2 1 1440 T 18K 3R A 2
il 2255 AN S MR J Tl R AR (R 45,
2018; Bullock, 2017)., T4 e BUH 14 il 52 FA %0
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TTEATH KN E SRR, B AR ARG
W R R, SR ETAIRE)EE R
A 19 B 43 BC A 9] (Brown-Iannuzzi et al., 2015;
Kevins et al., 2018; @k, 2015), &1 Andersen
FI Curtis (2015)% T T SN (EULIH A Kb 122 7% %5
TVERR . J635 . R 24 A~ K5 B 8] 0 B 2
5, BRER, SEETAML, TAHEARA
T B 2 B AE T S 2 T I B R TR AR U B
I X WA A A TEAT, OF A AT EOR T
Bl WABTEHE R T P EIFE S 2006 4F
2015 AEEIR T R, ZVIE N2 BERE .
T 2GR FEE AR X 2B A 2 S 3 A7 ) T
DU IR0 T O 1) RS R FH, TS5, 20125 HIE %,
2021), WAk, B T B T A
25 T Fo R 1) () PR SC &R, AR 2 T — 20w
2548, A, Brown-lannuzzi 55 A (2015)7E8F 5%
Wt T — eSS ek, A e B AL 43 e 1y 4
PRl AR S IS 5 F A FRE A 22 BEALY),
S 550 BB = s A b AN 2 =R A%
o e, TR SRR U 2 ) i K Y T4
BCALIU B2 0 I, SRR, SR 45 g
M TS5 FM, SR HER b 4%
P RS 538 45 T T IR B 0k 1A 45 43 TG L 91
. Sands (2017) A9 — B F 5 16 56 [ ¢ 1
45T LS A R B4 DR R b A AT S T
J&, TEIEE AT 20t Y 2 PE BE B A RN
I YNG7 a7 I ol LA B B 7 95 A= NG B
AR, B 45 AT ATE T, R N A4
b B E S CINE WIS R (R s R 2b SXg iU
FH R, 5% 5 #0090 S AH L
TEMAT S A NGHERE I, BZ2HE AN
SCHRERTH TR S HEATARRL o X — 2500 A X
FE A R SR R I AR . XRAE
NP A BN BB . 28 BT, HECT
R ZEE, M EE A A RSB .

B2, 0 o] B0 = B J2 3 07 3R B0 IR 43
Be w7 FNFEMERDLELZ BRE? RS HI &0
ANTEEFE AW R B9 5 T (Solt, 2020), 4nfif
AT 0 B2 0 A B AR ), AR E 2 A
ES, BIHE B AR R E TS0 EEr
WA, ASCK RGO &2 )2 RT3 B
] 0 FRALH, S AE AR SR H TR SR Rl 2
AR -

2 BHEMEZEBANAEARAXZEES
AL?

HETARBZ#, B ZE#E I AR
FAAB? kAR CHENR RN, K
MG FEETT 5 55 R R R AT A AR [ Y
S, AR AT OB AT R U7 T T R 2 6B
JEIEEN” (Kraus et al., 2012; ¥k E ZE, 2015), #t
T AT 0P 2 E R 25 3 B A T i 1) o 3 T
WA SCHR, WF5EFENTFEZNSIAL. A R
5 TR 8 25 Y J2 3 S AN S PR T 1 O AR T AL
H LI 1 FF7R) o ARSCIN N, R B J2 2 0 53 C B
AR B0 IS AR E— P4k R A O TR
S ULV 5 R VA
21 HHEER
211 #FBa#H

M 5 5 A B A BT, 20 G B GE
SEH R EE AT S S RIRE R E .
EXEEXL WS, HARBRAE TR
MR 45 o PR, R B R A S SR O R
Senl REUR T2 5F Ly AR EhL, HARRI N, &
W2 25t A A 2 S BOLE AR SR/ L EUR,
Tt N A O BEE T 2 M (i RIEBLH),
IR 495 N Z R (A AR FIEUCR) (Jetten,
2018; Kaltenthaler & Ceccoli, 2008), Sznycer 5 A
017Xk F LI EDEE, SEEFMPLEIE) 6024
AR AT AT LB, AU A R K
A SRR B AR B 22 1B RN 55 N Y 28 55 4
o Kevins 55 A (2018) A AFF8 ) F BRI 41 25 8 A
(European Social Survey)#lKK ¥ 4t 11 J&) (Eurostat)
B 5 T 2008~2014 4 [H] 4235 R 22 5] i1 i dfs F
1550 #, BREREGRNWFERLL, FARE R
AN SRR BURN R ORIt 25 BB W A 220, A
W Bl it S 5T A5 B T 25 A0 &5 L, Esarey
FENQRO1) MBI A T — > LI 5 T A
MAFH ARG, S8R KM, 1247 W Bedirs &
AR ST INAS L HF = Bl K (see also Rutstrdm
& Williams, 2000). %= bFFi, i T25F H AR5
BL, XA E T H BT R aR EERC, S 2
BRI A S
212 REHEER

X T RPZEEM S, PRI RIS
SRR, X T HAL T 2B LS A PR, Al
ATETE N 32 LAY, TR T 0 e B
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2. T RAMREIR T
3. F AP EERERS R
4. TR FROYIZ

5. BB R SALHHE

PG 15

B k2 8 AR 2310 M o F) £ P AL B T T 2

X BRI BURASCH AR SR, B2 AN SRR
T4 B BOK 7T BEJE 1 T e 4 SR G sh L, X —3h
PLREOE 58 B T RRAE R 4 & #L15 & (Kay & Jost,
2003; Jost, 2019). WFEEM, HA & RGEGH A
BN REA LA TEAEA, I RO s Uk 1Y
FRPECECS . LLln, Garcia-Sanchez % A (2020)12
BUT AL 41 AT FE SRl DX 0 [ Bk 2 0
T H B0 12 A S AT SRR (N = 56021)
AYHT S B, AR AR A AN, AN TR 2 R
XF 4 /NG 22 BE A DT, BOR SCRERT R ORI
B ZHHL . Brown-lannuzzi % A (2015)# T4 h&
Vrepi g, fEHM R Pt T A RE TS
TiExk, MR ICGR G, A S5 & WL
Be sl m . RO 2 . H2E T A 2 5 8 Bk ek
AR A JE IR 0 P50 TG R U B2 1 A, 5 R R,
AR TR A 25, o i 57 35 S0 1) T 2A ki ke o
AR AN A5 A B i R A 1 B L o LA ) P
e AN TE I, 317 S AN S HE 4R T 1443 I L f61
i LR, m B )R TR T RS A
&, ONHAERE 2 WA S BURE G, o
75 S5 AT R SR O SR Y . AR T A
B 9 23 T O -

22 INHMEER
221 ZBFAEERH

R Z W R W ATt S 2 0 A 5K
Sk BT Dy LR K F (Solt, 2020; Saez &
Zucman, 2016), {H AATXF AR I T8 K 2 A il
(TFEREE, 2009; Rodriguez - Bailon et al., 2017), J&
PRI AT B2 AT 1) FARAG 25 A58, IS
ST AR, DRI 4 /NI A 22 BB A T G 1B
SR BUH B A0 25 B (Norton & Ariely, 2011; Hauser
& Norton, 2017), Kraus %% A (2017)i i3 7] % 1 A%
PR R I, 56 B AL T+ 2 B A5
—JH, TEEBAFLMRIEAE . G AR
NI 3 ARG T2 A S [ RO (] 28 5 N T 4
I3 —Ji T, SRR E B AR 3 E R
N =1 NSNS PN 2 (S o iy -3
TV, WAFRE A AR SIEE T A
AR AS &85 AV HEHE . W Gimpelson Fl
Treisman (2018)2 T [ Prat 2 I8 A 5t B F14% i1k
HFARNTFERIRE, 0 THE= . RE.,
HESE 40 NMERZUIE N T LA TEREK
AVEOL, AT SEBR AT B 36 e R
HEATXS LA BT R B, AATTE AR AL T A B b it
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LGB AT KOE, sk 5 AR A R B
SR EAESE, BVEE AN UK BURN R A A 2 2 AN
FEEMTT, T Bk, 5ERMAETAT-%
AH L, 8 B IR R 4 B AN S A AL T g 2 R
HFsEmm Y EEREK,
222 REEEAE

SEEEF AL, mEEEDSAN ST
207 WA B £ W N 1% & - (ideologies of
merit), f AU 9 R0 2 Al AT R 2 22 BE 9 Y
i, SAREYEE L, &R EE N TR
WEERRTE . 6. wmOaSENMEEER, m
FEREH G B . PBSEINTEZE (Kraus et al.,
2009; Piff et al., 2018), X FhFE & 22 #H 4 05 BRI {5 1)
AR 55 AR Z e i 45 28, H b
AN SR s A S AR A S AN ) GE AN T A BR
(Homan et al., 2017). %% A (2021)i# i 5240 1Y
JPEBE T AR B . B 22 B A BRURN T 43 B
Z MR ER R TR E A2 By
2, AT B 3 0 R s 1 A 1) % 2
W 2T NIAE, FEOLTE IS 25 =
TP A LR MR T h =8 LM 4
Zx LTIk, &AL S5 25 PR T AT e BE IR 4
ORI, RER & . BBV SEINFR R
W, WA 2B PR s e T AR A e 22 B &
WA, SFWMIRHETREFAEEN ., SMEE
A 1] F X S [R] B )22 P B 000 6 A7 PR U BRL, e T R
BT AT BN SRR Ao T A AN T B S R
B2 1R 3T 250
223 ZWENK

= 2 E AR & B e R B T Y,
MR )2 & M A L. R W
(Durante et al., 2017) o XK B )2 2 103X 5 4% 20 B
BV 23 W1 v B J2 25 R At AT 1040 175 et O R b 400
I O T S M O N2 1L i = 2 R T
Ko —WAEFEE . S EAN & RIT RN LA
R, AT BN WHEHDBEE A T 2 0
D, i L AN S R A RO T R R 4 AR
FIBL 9K (Harell et al., 2016), Brown-Iannuzzi 55 A\
(2019 B 78 A 3] T — B &5, AMTWim F
H BN AL 52095 RS AHTE R, 3K Pl I A 20 Al B
Gl NATTRON 3 B B AR A B UR B . Sainz 55
AN (2019) B 1 WA XS AR B J2 38 14 T8 1 20 A
BN, S50 B, B2 T X A e (AR B 2 T4,

MZBERBE PR AN B | W SCfRR, g AR
AN LB A TR LR . AR AR
R GFI AL, LT T WA A E
ATREHE MG AN S5 7 . B SL AR 2, R E
AR F 5] 1 A4t 2 T Bi(Homan et al., 2017), 3&F
R, REE Z AR E SRR AT
Pt 7 AR B2 B A R B BOK, P RE & B
TAATRHAR B2 B AR 2R BV 4 .
23 BFREZR
231 FEifES

MRS G R G b 25 A A e oAt &
W AT Ay v R B B s PR (Forgas, 1991). M
XA EM S, [F 1O (compassion) S # f# =5 By
J2 38 AT A T T O 1) B2 438 T T RE AN R, R
Ao P 558 557 B8 8 35 OO AT 9 B N B ANAT R
(Lim & DeSteno, 2016), 51K Z&H L, mHE
B TRV O AR, X th A 9 988 7 24 38 T ik
(Coté et al., 2013), LI — LW 55 ffi AR 25
R, IRER IR FEHARZ R T FIF.OH R E 2%
o SR NIR, EBYEEEABR A Tl A
TEAL S [B] B 4% (Dietze & Knowles, 2016); 4WE
Al A F SR 35 b ) 1] R B, S TR O A DG Y i
[X 2 B /b b 4% 0% (Varnum et al., 2016), Stellar
25 N (2012)38 3 H AR BEEURE (9 7 AT 58 R B0,
R LAY 2 R B AR A A O o T
B J22 2 AT I [ 17 0 2 10 5l 170 %o 559 4 A 1) e
TERNDT A%, T 0 55 AT B 55 3 00 5 AR R B
Ml(Goetz et al., 2010), K1 % P43 B Bl ] 4
FEAEmAE., G Lk, s EE—1N20
A AE 2, ST AT Al N 8 56 7 L K 2 fuf [
I At N PR T R SR (PIfT et al., 2018), EHEE
Xof 55 A 55 04 TR O T BE R AT RS S
T B BUR 1 R
232 KR

AL L -1 F BE SRR, X A2 2 % BE IR gk
TTHATECR N T 4/ E EZH . MTEIEER
Vb, KW NS TR BRI A S 2 R
Gh TR AMA N ZH . Wik, SHhEEAL
FEF BCBOR vl BB 32 20 T Ho (7 £ i s, Bk
&, MR s M 8% a2 B R 25 52 40 1
Jofh, O R SR LR EMAE, 1 T4 A 5
FIPIBER 25 A 2RI, A AT 25 388 8 X 1A A4S 1) O
DLFNEL A (LeBlanc et al., 2015; Jetten et al., 2021),
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Lean, Jetten 25 N QO17BFIE AL, X5k EH R
VST (g KT (4 b L A R, S XTHIREY R E R
R Z 09 DL, SR RE R R R R WO,
A7 £E AT L it B v B 2 5 AR A 0 G ) o 5
— LRI S5 A T 2 1) S5 6 B BB B AR 7N 1 A 58
PR R B R, AT 4R A B AT S R
L F A, SR RE SRS EAT N, fE
TRV =R ) A 2R S R E G B 2 A0 58 2 A A 5
(Taibbi, 2014) . & %F 43t B %K (Brown-lannuzzi et
al., 2015). BFHERBEUN 75 A B%E B it X (Hacker &
Pierson, 2010)% . %% F ATk, &Y EHE Z T LIASL
FEF AT FCBOR W] BE 2R T Hu AR IR

3 MARABHEMEENESER
[ 7

FRHCGRA 7 1Y B BOR X 48/ H 2354 K1
P RSN IE LR E R, RS
*E 23 B 250 1 T e 1] 194 52 e L 04 Tw] s, BIF T
BT TR TH e B 2 0 B 1) 79 T 15007
Pio OSSR R B, 7ES A2 AR T 0
ARG, TERFPR 2 T X 55 F AT 1 TH
ZIMR BN 45 WU X 2 BE AN S AR A B, EAE
2% J2 T PR By 2 SCAR M (D38 A B T 035 143 i
N .

31 BERBROS

AT &, A TRBZ#, &2
HHAEZ SRR Z BRI A AR R
i, Mk T HAEEERE N FENE, KILTEIE
BT MEFR 3= X (solipsism) 41 25 A M8 1] (5H /)N BB
4 2014), T EA HE (humility) O 25 A9 MATE A
FA M A RA L, FE A ST R R 2
o AR NBRh R B TR S B ST, ok
N Btk (Worthington & Allison, 2017), [Hit, 1%
B B E RO, A BT E 55 5 g,
P2 TR AR IO O 17 o WFSE R, TREL S A T
1B 1) 22 [8] 7 7 8 25 1 1E AH G OC &R (Kruse et al,,
2017; Wright et al., 2018), %l Desimoni # Leone
(20143 ot — T A B 58 & B, AR I e B K 7
R, ALy SO ] 45 A R A 3 SO B,
B2, W HA B R KCOE 19755 32 e,
- 88 T SCAT [e) B71 o) 0000 28 5% AP AE R, Ak T 2%
00 H P4 B A 7] (Kteily et al., 2017). BEAF, H
T 55 N (02 1) e HAF 58 b DL B )2 R 2 AR A Dy F

GEXT G, 5 R 23 R W] B R AR ) 58 1 — L0
AP g, A A B O A5 2RI TR
£, LLOE S S A BN e S R
PBHEATHR LA E 3. SR kM|, SEHH
AL, TG MG SRR T = B E R A 2
FE IR, ET 53T R YR R A
Be R 1) o FH UG TT I, RS Z 0T LLREAE X S B 2
T 43 T i 1) 77 2R T HVE A, — 7 AT BESE T
HeELLARTE T S B2 T4 3 U, H 5
T IR EBEA T RIATT; 5 — 7 TR TR O
BT &R ERE ZBENE RN, T
A Ix 3w ZHRENEL. &L, HElis
AN AT R e B 2 3 SRR R 55 SR 1 143 i
13167538
32 HITRZIWENK T

MBEBRZ I E, IRB 2 BRI S 9 i
wREE ST . A LBt BZam L AETE A AR,
15 B2 A SR R TR 2 A 0 T 43 B BUK
(Durante et al., 2017), [Flt, B 7EHBEXHERE
TR ZIMR ED S 10 S ZIMR BN & T T B PR T+ =
)2 & ) B A ECR Rl . 4 Forscher 55 A(2017)ff
JEENCREY - S0 0 e e a il 7B 2 i R i
Yk, a3 BN 2 A AR 52 56 F P9 B d DL
RS2 WA A AR L PN e i L 1Y 1 X SR A, AT
RZMRENG T 45, 85 R 20, EWAEG, 5
R B L, 232 T T B0V 25 i i TR AT g
TN IEAE LR I b X 345 Pl i 200 Bl ED 4 1 3C
#, Ordabayeva #ll Fernandes (2017)f0HF 53 it — 4
BRT T I Z0AR B G T 06 P43 B AR 1) A 52Tl 1l
(AR anwd S i YN I TS DN Y e
BB EREIN, BRI 28 A R A B i S
FRHOR X s AAERL LK R DA B o5 N2 R A7
REM YIRS 25 B RTR, e TR
ZIMED T TN 2, 2 AHRIPER T, &6
AT B AR 15 B R AR TR B2 B A 55 4455 O S
FWAE S, WA 5 AR S . 850155k
J T R R A L, T AR A AT 2 2= EE A A
ME %, B4 M H P43 BE A 9] (Forscher et al.,
2017), 40 Ordabayeva £l Fernandes (2017)#J#F5%
BRI, 8RR E 2 A (R R R 2 i
ST T2k 5 B )2 3 B0 56 N A A T R T
(anB% I REEE | B0 4 7 AR, AT R B
TARR S IE T FE & A EL AP, i {4t
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T 4 v B4 B B AR 170
33 FARTFHEERIM

TR B R BRI S, X MAFLE R TR
B 9 N [ 48 348 T 20T B 2 5 Wi A T Y B i A
] o FRATTHE HLFR 2 Ry AN S HE SRR N, B dE A
NIAE PR it 52 B B 2 B 2 0% 52 W 1T 22 80 o 7
SEEERENME ., PFREH, S&FAT%
WAk N oF NHE N B, MEFAN
TR A E NI ANZ N, mhEESE
BALHE B v R B I, R R A O A
K B AR 98 & — B (Chow & Galak,
2012), Lowery % A (2012) 9B 938 53 ) 9 A8 IR,
IR TEA B A FFEENATERER, 2R E,
SR ERHGAR A RBALFELEEMEL, YA
SRR A NBA R, AT AL
FI B 23 58 SR A R T 2R AR I SO BOR
ARSI RO R T R S HE R e L 3 B
TS e 71 B9 EFH, Rosette il Koval (2018)
HIBFIE 28 T X — RN FE MR R, 5K
ON VR AR A DAy 55 SRR (I B REAO AL T 55 Famk
FHEG, YA PR b 55 A AR (R A 2B AA
O T HEE, A AR S SR B R R &
oAb o B, aney 3 AS 7 S5 HE S 04 98 1 7
Wg? —J7 T, AHHTOR AN R O <95 N
BDRE, YA PR B A ),
1o B2 T BE xR B BRI B 2 8 P U DR
[a](Chow & Galak, 2012; Rosette et al., 2018)F1 5
1 19 2R S8 & {5 & (Bruckmiiller et al., 2017), 3
T A5 il AT 2 30+ v %) P43 C A [ 5 0% — I
o A S22 8 T ) =2 T A 2% 52 3 R SF- S5 AE 2
85 M A, 1T e RS E B R VE L R YR AR L
B T R 2 U B SR R A 1 P B A
B, T3 R 3 2R 23 B A AT X 2 F) 55 DA AR 2
A7 ) F5- 4 B BOOR B9 32 (Lowery et al., 2012;
Chow et al., 2008),
34 RBEED

W AT, TRV O A 5 559 BE b 5 b 0 AT ]
B Bh A B B AIAT N (Lim & DeSteno, 2016), I H.
75 [ O b A7 7R B2 B 2 25 5 (Coté et al.,
2013), KEMFERY], FE OGRS A Sk
A Xl N [R5 K S (Gilbert, 2019; Jinpa,
2015), Filr B — 0 5 o % 2R 5 T RAH AL 3
TR R L UL SR B RS R, [

O YNGR G TR RSO KCF, &t A
OGRS 53 B E) T =KW . iR
FIA~ZE 1) JE% b (Trautwein et al., 2020), Luberto %
ANQOISFYTLAT TR T 26 WWFFTL(N = 1714)H
FLARYI XS [A) 1 O 5 AL AT R e, 4551 3R
WY, SRR B 3R AT S g WL B Y SR AL
75 28 FNAT A 114 52 0] B A% 38 30 v S 00 o 6 T BEAH
7MY 55 F BERLO B 25 2 BT DL RE A AT 23R T
AMA B[R AF LK, AT RE A H T3 261 2R 8 %
WA BE TR 1 O AR BEAL . Kim 28 A (2021) BB
FEBTE T B TR 2R S N B R AR A 55,
i SER AT TR T AT 55 04 SR Ak 20N AR 2 A )
Bl R LB, SXHRAAMLE, RS THaamS
HHERWME DR, M REW A 52 51k
N 17 SRR S A R s T X AU 52 0 e Y
AR ) TR, G PR A HEE 450 1 2 T R PN 0 HEE
F2 25 T TR Bz J2 9 T 3% 38 M 1 SR A R T AN A
HBYE RN, Weng 25 A (2013) (T 55 I A [
550 U5 AT RESR TH = B 2 27 [R) 43 0o K F, - kT g
T3 e O 1) B AL T AR XS A UEE . Ml
TR ) A R A O N R E A T
AR OO AN 52 5 35 AR5 B0 ) PP 2 5 3
MIRBAT A, A B I A5 09 2 R g PR 1 4
PRI A O U GRAR BE 73 BCAT 5 IS I sl 2 429
FHLH . GRFEW . (H)EXT AL, FE U2
HNSH5ERIM T TR ZUAY AR5 T 17], SR
NE C A S T 2 A B ] X 32 A
Bit; EFEINGAR S 5H D, F IR 2
T AR R O A P R AR R A O P B A T
IR TEFR A B A S P B BRI T = . 2R B
Bk, [R5 O I 25 BE 8% A 2505 TH AT ARG [R] 1 O
X 5 H A MIMER R J2 T ToU: )22 ) 0GP K
A AR B A% . P BIE 250 22 5 1 T e )22
DRE @ VE R SR G, WS O 2R AH 5C AR 2
AL ) A ) 7 G B AR 18 % 155 i v R B v Uk
SV F9-FE P i 16
35 HEMEBEXLNMENR

AR BAE R WTTE R WY, R A TR & D 2
PR — AR AN DU, T AR SR A
51 H) 47 M (Cohen, 2007; Heine, 2008; Markus &
Kitayama, 2010), ZSMLIi, 7E4E B2 0 SCIE A £
(sociocultural perspective) & 2K, #L2B /22 Al
— LB R AR BT L S p 2 T SRS IE A
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JEPESRE— B2 I i B A Y R R (B
IR B, ARSI R R T A
] VR 5 a2 i, F IS8 T A RIBY 2 A9 5
AL TE(FB K E 4, 2015; Grossmann & Huynh,
2013). WSARBYEFAHLL, & W2 A I i 3R
5 BB 3G At 23 SCANAT S BT e L 3% 38 BUIE UL
w2 5HUATE 3 (Belmi & Laurin, 2016; Stephens
et al., 2012), 7EFAC A _E AT & E EE N H
CRFEFIATE . WAk, AR 2 2 A 8 0 & A
ANBREU EAEERRNZ R, W EEEAESR
JEHANTAY . Al A E [ (other-oriented focus)f A
BROC R, MR 2 At 2 R Rt s
A %2 I (self-oriented focus) A R 5& 2 B[] (Piff
et al., 2018), XFP AFRICREL ) A 25 5 — 7 i
SARIAEABAT A A AR IR b, bl B
PO B . [A) B0 %5 (Dietze & Knowles, 2016;
Varnum et al., 2016), 55— HEHESRIMETHN L,
WOEAL 2347 2 FOR TE 1847 2y %5 (Piff et al., 2010;
Dubois et al., 2015), £ FATiA, G20l
AH G Y SCAG T BE T B A [R] (9 B 48 vk A
BP0 IR S AT B, T T RE S e FE T
BRI BARMI S, — 77, SEHE SEimnA
FARKY R B R AEARE B0, 2 A S XA R
ABRTiHE, XE TABSRENSAHSHEEE
%, 2021); B—orm, SIKEFEMLL, ShE
A T RENT I X B B 25 0 R4 BOR A5 O
fEmEgm . Rk, MEStS Kl aE X
U EMR, 85 F%  AIERS Sk, A
B 22 SCAk A 1 B ) o Y $5012 3% B (Sandel, 2018),
AR E 5 B J2 2 B T4 T AR 1) o

4 BHEERE

HTFHSOHENA, KOS E A
T4 TC AR 1) 2Z (B8] 7 5C R BEAT T A3 . RO 5EiE
PR, *LS B2 G 0 A A 1, B AL
2B Bk, #OR S2 R T 4) B (Brown-Tannuzzi
etal., 2015; Kevins et al., 2018; &, 2015), X
1 BEL1S- T 40 TC BBOSR R TN % 52, mUIb A 25 A
kg . 7 LM LR I, A SCHEH T st
23 W J2 AR 43 I O 1] 1) VR AL ) B T OB 7Y
BT X — IR E D BRG] . AR IR A,
HHL. WA = F A E 2 538 T &
EH AR ELR . MO, BB WL

AT ZIMEN G T 100 RIS PSR HE SR80 . 48
e IR O« AR B2 SCAR A (B A B T 4R T
JETA AR 1) o FRAR A SCER A5 A T B2 I
T3 ARG 1) S HEC BRATLAR, H 56 T AR SO i
WL, 785y 25 B4l 0] (19 56 R b, W A7E7E
JUAS RSB AR — 2 83T

Hi—, ARSCHE SRV S B 2 5 A BC AR 1)
14 671 ] 26 R S AL, R PR R B T
— 0 7 b ) I RS AR R BT 5T 2 L S
H— BN RS e LI SR AR AT N
X—IG HILTT RE 32 3] T XU Mkt . AR IR
SEANF A I SO . (DB KBS B aRE T 7, AL
42> F Y (social contract) i A E H &, AMNTH 43
5 i 1) 2 B 174 2 DXL Bz 00 3 2 X 4k 2 4 B 1) s 4,
BT B 3 — 40 B AR R 4 B S Ay o
MR BRI, 2011), B SEIRAR R A 2 M X
WS, T3 L IBUR RENE 25 R R I IS AR B 2 1 2 1L
S, il Al AT AE 22 B AR A I 300 (o R 5 3R A5 B I Y
AR BE (R 17, 2020). BRI, X ARRIEA &
AN P A 25 588 B0 IRU S R 13 1), 3 e Al
T2 Bt AR A 25 1) 3 3 1001 04 T Jin =2 R0k
A4 Bit (Abramitzky, 2008; Girtner et al., 2017).
HYR R AN 55 1 A MR AR 2 3O AT R
W52 KHLBEARE ), 32F 17 52 M) G P 0 B ) o ELAARTT 75
Zo T AR — AR B AR RN,
15 F LA 53 TE A G A < B AR A8 R TE AR 1 o
[y, 3 A4 SEWRIMNBY, mSEEH
IR | HERRIEE % (Elgar & Aitken, 2011), 1
T G 23 14 iR 1o B )2 3 0 XU LB 1), (o H A —
ERRE bR EOECR DLt SR, i
A S5 Z 2R R . ik, HFXREAR
28 PR 28 5 AN S-S5 £ 1SR B RURS: B, g By
JEE BT BE S LRF T o ()8 AT A PN
LFA=: “FAEAZRE, NEEMEARE, R
P AT DOBHE, A A A = T Al A A
BF, 237 A b T A 3 0 RSP 55 DO T 24 AN AR I
AEFHABANMARS, &= 40 FE AR TFE
JR ¥ (Fehr & Schmidt, 1999), % 2% il J& . %
Qo1 B T — DR B A V45, BEoR
B R PO BRI T R L Yo, 45k
M, Bt P m ARG EE TR A S A
PAEE B, $28 T A=A R A . T
A %5 PR SR b s i T A AR 1 =B A B A
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W o VERERRRIAK T (2015 )38 st 92 56 76 I BT AT A A1 %5
5T A TVEEREX AT B, 4558 %,
MRIIR A3 B 25 e T B, A58 RO OE )
T T X BC A S2HF . Paetzel 55 A (2014)FJH
T LA R T kR S a2 A it
SUCE ST W ek, S5 R R I T B EE S,
AP ZE IR AR 3 (R A5 R FT AR 48 % B A A
MY . XA A i Rk, = R 2 232
FEARAPIC, ATRESE T B B AL TR B A 25 1
o Q)EURIM E SO, A S SO TR AN A AR
LY R AN TR AT, AR A OB AR,
B B A R IROM) 25 1915 & (Wilson, 1975). [A)1i -
) At A % (empathy-altruism hypothesis) ik i A 4
T85O0 B FIULAT A (N 4k 78 55 TR 19 2R 3547 55 &
RSN RAT B SN 00 T 4R, (RS T 2 A~ 1A
WTERY O RAG 2E, ke T b N BR R ),
B FITE S LY KO g 52 (Batson, 2011),

RO B ORI B FIAdAT R 2E 2Rk RE S (R B2 T
She 1 E IR R A (202 1) IS4 T T 43 B
A Nvivo 12 T 66 13 28 35 52 BT IR AL 0% )
VLR 87 it NG K 0% Uil R IR B 47 734
KI, R ST EMEEA . S
5 1Y AR RE N5 2R A S 48 R H I Atk 3 ML i B
%, Bazart fll Bonein (2014)%} 5. B 7E B 55 1% M
17 VR AT I SE S BIF 9T R, 5 TG B8 1=
Bl A X A A L, HXTA R T A ST
o 55 il B2 (R 2252 B AR B A), “ABE N o R A
W TESRES, BT HESER L.

MAKIERF, SFA F 0BT 0] e Bi 55
HLCAEWCE Z R FLR . Bk, #45m 2 #H R
H R T S T O ) T B T A S ALY VE T o

L ORARBY 2 2 0 T REAS S 4 A L BUK .

—BMiE, SENEEMLL, K0NEE A RS
At 2B, A SN R 2 BOF ML AR
{1226 R 4% (Kraus et al., 2012), K4
SCFF A 4 T H B 43 I R [ (Bartels, 2006
Dallinger, 2010; Whyte & Han, 2008), {H &4 SZiiE
WHoE R W], ARKY 2B L B AR Fe (L 2
2= BOEH, 2019; Kelly & Enns, 2010), %X —W 4
B BRAT A2 30 T WA R 22 | Ao i shFU |
REEHL. WA A0, (DHBBYZ AR R
ZETM T, AR ZEE S A T OH O B2 A,
T EABIHL, AT A AR A 40 O [0 o

JEBE PR = A(2015)% T 2003~2012 4 [A] (1)
[ 25 A 4 E 2 A (CGSS) A AL 2R DL 25 5 i A
(CSS)IY A& I HE X = WAt 25 b Ao 5 38 5 W 28 47
B 2 A2 R 2 LT 2 A, AT LU R B, B
R AR T R A T AR R .
— TR R B, B RN IR Y E i 2 S BT
AN SERE T B AR WO & 0 B LA A AN 4
(IMHa, FEB, 2019) T —HF5E WL,
AT E AR IE S 1Y, RERZ BN (45
R AZE YA A 2 AL TR R B 4, 13X —
A i 22 19 B J2 AN TR AR 1 Al DT D 2 M A AN - 45
BSR4 5% 349947 8 (Jackson & Payne, 2021), (2)
HAL 2w s WU E R PR “POUMY iR Ui
(property of upward mobility hypothesis): 24{Ei%
PR3 HCBOR 2 S22 3 — AR, b 755 #4671y
75 NARFUM A Sk B C Re % ) b3 3h 21 5 i 1 4k
ARG, AT TR OR R A TR A £ TR
T3 B B3 (Benabou & Ok, 2001), A B 55 F1] H
FE A4 2 A 2010 4F B #EAT 400, BT
o ] i B A WA KT R 2l X 740 I i 1) ) 52
Wi, SEREBL, AU B S g 2
i B AP 20 T 1) 7 AR 2 M), 0 42 U Sl 1k Y
oo 2% J B 1] SO AT 0 A 1, B RLA
Tia) b Bl P T ) AR S5 0 R R LA B
14 T B A A (R 0, 2015)0 (3) 3k R 4 Bk i
F, Jost GE N (2004)IA N A2 B )E AL B 3 TR
B B AR AR R 2GR B 2 S5 A8 A (0L R
PIER, I HXFh G IR R 2 240 R B R
R, AR AT RE 23 HEAT AT R R A 9 R A A
fiTm 3t 2 & A, (028 30 09 Dk 50 2k R T
(Goethals & Reckman, 1973)F1 F S5 WF 75 (Bem,
1972) W IESE R, G AANTECE S, M AT7ELE
NI A CEA SR A RS, maER 5 RIE
B o K — 1 B2 R BE RS BE I S T 2 5
23 X 0 A B BE b 0 Wi A T 43 I UK
Durrheim 45 A (2014)7E R JEEE XML A R A2 T
HIBIEFE R BABATTARE AN B 2 B T3EER, =
MAHAC ZEEH, BEY5R 8 HHX
Fo RYA PACIRIE Sy FoATT R AR A A AR I
P T i 1] B2 046 T — S REHEZR,  RICKE BRI N
B B Z G0 PR ) 5 708 Sl o7 25 2 B A
YA R T UCEI A SR A TS RER . (4)
HUAR TS 2407, WAL 2 BOR 5T -5 48 F RN 3T
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Al (R SCAb 285 S AR 1 e, 42 32 4 R 3 Y5 44
A TG B 2 3 AN B 0 Sy MR BT A R BB
BN, DA E OS5 AR L85 52 14 e BOR 5 B i A
HEX Ay TFok, LB 42 A Fl FocE 3 B 45
AR DL A WA P23 L B R (B A4S, 2017; Bullock,
2013; Bullock et al., 2017), F2H1$%(2019)i8 1 H [
GRE B 5 R A B, A A I 44 R8O o A K B,
AR AR AR FI) ) B2 A7 AE — 2 1 A RIS 248800
55 A W 5T A A AR 20k Bl 4 A 8 A (CSS)
2015 4F BYEUE G A 2 RBham B 115 2 B T
WFoT LB, 32 B X 42 r Iz B 0 4R RIS 44 2 TG
AR AR FH (E 28, 2017). 25 B, A,
e e S S (RN U L R (E RS ST 3
ZAHAN R EREIS, MEHEETREEAER
14 P 4 T 1), I 9 J22 3 T B 4 45 P T A
LA AE AW E AT LUR ST .

55 A FEAE S B )25 143 T ARG 1] 1)
B, ZAERNINE . TPl HEREREE
H R A 2 B J2 NP3 B AR ) B DG R ) 0 B
BLHIHEAT T A, (HR AT A DA 1) 2 3 — A 1 R
SE3E, oL, IAH, IEIRE S 2 R Bk &R
Ty B N5 8%, 1 S IR 2 IR SR 9IRS Hh & 15
YR, T2 i A B AL . A B R e 3 ] % #5
EH . BRI R &3 AR, H
YR B R HET BEAZ B S WL R A2 . B 55 & 3,
TEARLLAIE R S8 A BEAE A& AN M Hp, it A 22 BF i J%
55 FE 4 T O ) (R X SR 2R B 11 SRR ) TEAH DG, T
IR L FE R GG SN Y PR B 3
#H5%(Garcia-Sanchez et al., 2020), 4k, [FI1E LA
ZIAR EN G ] Re 3L R VE F T4t 23 B2 RN 4 B i
MR — 7, BFFERL, RSO SOk L
55 453 AR ADLRR, 3 3 B 6 R 2 i % 0 o B T
H5 B 25 10 [R) 175 00 7T BE 0 /55 B 2 20 4 LA A N AR
(Oveis et al., 2010), FEifi T GEIN 1 FE 2= BOEABAT]
XS ABEAR W 2R ED S o o5 — D7, Aty
)2 B TR L AN, 2SS A AT Bh Ak
FAF A7 19 AR B AT AN B 22 (Goetz et al.,
2010; Smith, 2009), X7 g2 T 5= F1F O
FITTRCR B AR RS, DL T S EG 2 A A A 33 4 22
MR ER S, HEMS B80T HAEARA 53 Bl w 10] . X L8
] A A T — AR SE LR TS A R C R . BRAT
SO R SRR, AR R SR, B
— SR REMCE, /o, N RZE, 0

FILER, 3 — 3 T RS W ERE, & A
A AR LA AF 2 TE £ (Campbell et al., 2004)
S5CHZE ML, & B R E A S S R e fy
AL Y — 2N, AR A R A O BEASUR
JX(Piff, 2014), Coté % A (2015)7E— T I A iff 53
R AT A T A AR Y O BRI
TR, T X S REARALATT A ERERR B L FL R T AAE R
G I A T4 X BRI JERAE 4 2 97 J2 R P43 T i i) S
PR AT ARG 55, HOA 99 AR SCT 8 Hh A5 A
o, B RS JE RS RT AR T #EA T BIE , Hok, FAt
SXZEF, 1ELTEAST55 BLR AS [R] 16 51 X
Wik A AR, thE Rk 2 S AE N EE
B T S5 e TR 2R FE 40T i 1) 5 Tt S 28 00
1 Griindler F1 Kollner (2020)3 T Solt (2016)#5 1
Al 4 WA AS P S5 B0 T (SWIID) 9 4 i A 7
ST R, TEFRERRRAE. DN ESUEAT. &
M EEMEARNE, DL AR i A 25
R E R, RS S AR A, A
AL, SO (B T P-4 B i i) 74D 5% T
SR, WTEZ AT —TAFsT A, 38 R
A A BOR S 457 T 0 S0 22 5%, G I b i
U R AR o6 T4 32 F A3 05 BB bR T
(Aaroe & Petersen, 2014), AL, AL ETER E
FFA B AR 10) 5C & o A VE A ek — 2P 4R T .

E R YN - NIl T A -SSR (SR ING T
bR T RSO 5 RpEEURR, IRATIAN Ak
B ZE 30 10 24 X6 AR Lk [ G T HR 5T . — AR
SCHAR AN AERE SR O . PRELO AR T TR
PURFE L = IS AT RIE R, R4
- FUAE FH A R AR /DN L P T A 2 1) AF 5 T IR
S, BRI —E RE ) B E 22 At S
Berp 2k, Wi BY)2 SCAR A (0 A A0 B R S — ] —
A BeEE IR, ASCH RIS R T [ AR
HE 5 2 o TR ) O RT REME . L, TERK
AW 5T HhR] DL R S B 5 S 5 B 3 S 5 AH 45
A BEmME S IE AL A, A
ZEL . WIEC A TR A RE . XA
JEC U 14 e -, TT A 2 A 2 2 AR P40 T A 1 2 2R
MR %M Z— AT NA G, Al
23 B 2 X e S T3 74 D) T A LA A [ )
If(Rawls, 1971), WIFGHIE, HEFKMNZESE, B
AR . mZHE REMREE TEMAR, &
T 4 2 T2 F53 BL (d° Anjou et al., 1995),
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Arericher people less supportive of redistribution? The relationship between
social class and redistribution preference and its psychological mechanism

ZENG Zhaoxie, BAI Jie, GUO Yongyu, ZHANG Yue, GU Yuting
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Social class is an important factor that affects redistribution preference. Some studies have found
that compared with the lower classes, the upper class has a lower redistribution preference. Based on
previous studies, this review proposes a mechanism and intervention model of low redistribution preference
among people of a higher social class. According to the model, economic self-interest and system-justifying
beliefs in motivation; the perception of economic inequality; the attribution of the wealth gap; and
stereotypes in cognition, empathy, and status anxiety in emotion are the mediating factors that affect the
redistribution preference of the upper class. Cultivating the upper class’s humility, employing counter
stereotype interventions, take advantage of the inequality framing effect, enhancing compassion, and
changing the cultural values of the upper class can help enhance the redistribution preference of the upper
class. Future research should pay more attention to the charitable behavior of the upper class and the refusal
of some lower classes to redistribute, further investigate and improve the mechanism of this model, and
explore strategies to promote the redistribution preference of the upper class.

Key words: social class, redistribution preference, psychological mechanism, social justice





