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REREE R ESEIT AR R £ H R AR RS

BRI RIRE

(" ERFF B OB T T R E E SR S, JEET 100101) (P ERREBER A OEER, L 100049)

i

E ORFRBERAHT ST ARAEL KR RRAF BZ LA R HR ., ANERER R F o fT A4 )

BEEMR, AR ELALGHA, MATHEERARE, RERBELARD RTH, SEAALALEE
Wfo s TIE B EGR X A R, CATEEAAREAFNEIERE, AT WAL LR EOIAHR.
FEER AT X ZERARTAOENRE, AXANTEEERBRES FALDR. ¥ ARFAEY
FRYH, RHESRRERGFLE, R AFTRRERGRAHTEREFF XRSERFSETH, KRR E S
—FHRAFAEXGEZNE, BT FARRRSRFSEAHw, F7 2 F RSB R, AL RIERSE

AT AR A 0B Fe 5 BRARYE
KA
%S B849: €91
1 5|8§

CEOAERPT, RAENZEE HAMH, S5 AT 7
iR Clftg - &— - R

A EA R EF 2021 FEACS AR
FEARAL ) Hds4a 0, AKIEmIG 2Rk, £
BRGIBAEY) ZREEEL | TSR AE STk
P = RAEHL, X AL O™ 5 R 3K 1 A2 25
Sl 5 NS4 At (United Nations Environment
Programme, 2021), A T R XF X $EfEHL, AMfT1H:AE
ity AR H R PR AR AU, RS R R AR, LA
AR AAR AL, QB BRE AR SRR
WD RAR G AT . VS B TR R H 5 ARk
b N 2 TB) A i v 5 1) 17 5 38 BIPR A ARBR TR B
(intergenerational dilemma; Wade-Benzoni & Tost,
2009).
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A R Al N i =2 () Al s AR, TS A A A Y
A £ D AR AR BT 8RR A
bR AAVEAT N !, W BRAE IR BR 3% 32 (intergenerational
beneficence; Bosetti et al., 2022), M FAUPREEEH
NATEETR AR 252 W AR ORAB R 45, TR K
LUPNP S SIS A U NN BRI s
YT H IR T RAA N Z R 5 R AN X B f
153 NATAEAR B R 558 o 3 2R 30 1) 8 A 0 2 g
(Hauser et al., 2014; Lohse & Waichman, 2020;
Shahen et al., 2021). i, 7ELHLUEE T, AMT7E
TE I 3 5853 T e S N S qi ] T4 B B 40 2 TR Y
HO, MAEARAER AL, B I 4 54 1Y
WR S EFERM 1.5 fi5(Wade-Benzoni et al.,
2012); ELVRBRARAE N T SR RFA T3 St g v,
WA EWR I, ARG AVETT R AU A R AR
M EE A B A 50, AT A FEKOF 2 B3 FEAR

R — S SE H IA R A E AT O T R B M L
SR R R 25 8 H bR, BIVESROR [l A 2 ) £ 7 3 [l AT
(Pennisi, 2005), {HIE4F k.0 BE2EWF 5T H 3 5 2% F T 5832 /Y
T, WA AEAT AR RREE B B R 25 R b A AR A
47} (Kurzban et al., 2015; Rand & Nowak, 2013), X4~7E
A AR R BEHF 58 K 49 (Hauser et al., 2014; Lohse &
Waichman, 2020). B, ASCEASATER BRI SE hidE A
O 24 T #8 Ry A A AR R 94T A FR A ARBR & VETT
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(Jacquet et al., 2013),

UTAEAR, Bl PR R 58 R i+ 25 5 PR 5T )
A A, AR E R Z 32 B R0 58,
faf fg itk NATIAEARBR R 58 b 19 5 VR AT 2 24 T e
il Tl R, AR ST A TR 85 7 S5 T 9 8 e,
T R AR B PR 5% 1) P9 SR R AE AR B TR S5 vh S AR AT
TR, SES PR BT M R R,
P PEHARBR AR T AT m, 4 thACPR R B A
FEARKTE IR A TESE 1] o 33X L8 B 25 A g i AT X
B 5% 1 BRI AR T R0 T TR 2 3R AT 25 198 52

2 REEESKEREETH

2.1 BRI B AR FHE

A R84 24 i A 4 A R Al A Y
il 25 2 [8) A& A vl 28 19 1 15 (Wade-Benzoni & Tost,
2009), FRBR 5 <Az H6 1A BRI ) Be 473
R — M ORISR, %M OB RA A
ECREAA AL 7= A TR — AR B, XA
WA 430 o A AT Al A 22 A Ak Rl A3 )
A, AL LEAS [R] B (] BE PN 493 38 [ — £ € i A [
MMA(Wade-Benzoni, 2002), #ilan, ZHZHLH 5
— W AEAR R B AR IR E A B VEA R <X (Tost
et al., 2008),

R B TR 5% 5 1% 55 i 4k 25 R B8 (RS B 5 i
F) g 55 H P J& B A 19 R 45 A pR S A1 B Van
Lange et al., 2013)7EA8% & L AFFE ML RN AN [R) 2 4k o
FRLZ AL AE T, 5 # v b A 5 5 NS A2
(] 1 1 25 ph 2, LT AT W BB A VR I A e S LA
PR AR R 55 1 iR KA o AR ZALTE T, #E2s
PR P R[] — i 5[] — A A B9 S T R 51, i
AR PR 58 ELAT 125 A [ R 25 R A g e J . LA g
5, Bt B T G AR 2 BT R s
RAEAEN R FT A BER R 5L, i ARRR R B & AR T
R B AR R RETEN R, 1Ah, R
PR IR P TR AN 2 G AR AL TR — 25

gt s B A I, AR BRI B A
TIAKIFR . A AVEAT R JC B 114 AL BB 25 5t
X = AN H B R SFPE4FAE (Van Lange & Huckelba,
2021; Wade-Benzoni, 2002, 2008; Wade-Benzoni &
Tost, 2009) . iX ZANFE S PEFFIE 2 AMTTZEA PR IR 52
R A Im e EZE RN . B %, AAPREEE
AR A B A HEX R, BVRTARFT
e R AR R £, TS AR AT S IE A RE S

IRV ISR E SRS N A TR AVE IR S o | B L ]
AN AT, TG ARTC S BT IO B p S A AR,
XAFAF AR I B AR A PR G VR . IR,
ARBR R 58 P A8 Tk A J5 PR A G v 3R A5
ELHE R, BT E, ARPR B AR R 1 2
BT RAUIER R E ENIER, BIPsEH Lk
WH BB EETT bt ok, m T URR A5
HE ARG TC A AE R — A S i T R H ),
ZHBEHBEYLS, WA T B E EAERF R
XA VEAT A AR (Henrich & Muthukrishna,
2021; Trivers, 1971),

A, ERREE S, §iERZ 0.0
BRI o AR A B KOF FEIE, O FEEE 2 LA
LA R B B i RS S S IR AL, 2 i [l EE
[N e RSN a1 R S S e e v LI R <
T A PR ] e A5 b A B BN 31 ) O 5t
AN Z I8 5.0 BE B (Trope et al., 2007), AHE T4
T AT, RRMABRGELACHEE . ERR
BRI, PesRAT b5 H g5 IR 2 (8] A7 7 i) ] ZE R
AR ARG AR B 25 AU {8, HET AT AL 13RI
S H A & (Wade-Benzoni et al., 2012); 7Efh4:iE
B, MRS R AANTER —f 28, BEZ N
M EARYE . #GREHE R AR, AR
70K R S Al 25 48 (Wade-Benzoni, 2008); 7EA
B PR L, SRR K AR . X5 A
P (38 7 HA B AN e M, SR AR R
e 2 1 2 R AR AATT B AR R & 4 7K SF- (Wade-Benzoni
et al., 2008),

22 KREEEHRESETHNHAIER

H AT & 30 R R B B R AT 55 31X
PRI 58 0 ORI = A PR W b i S AEAT o,
AR A B B I 5 TP AT S R R AE SR AE 45 Y
FLAT W RINEA R G AR E b bR, I
rh, BRI B R DA S A 3 v B AR R R85 ) A
R A, IGEIEAM RS £, W K& ARSI
HAGHR L B, el aiE T, gl A
CE Rl 2 R PSR %, T E AR IR IR AT P e 2
AN — MO a, ik IR IR A M
[ A, V3 el Ry SR B k2D 50%, AR
I A 5 i B 0 2 B U A R 0 R A ke it R A A
Ko BORL AR AR ILAUBR G AR KT
i 5 (Bang et al., 2017; Wade-Benzoni, 2002), 5
R OIS BN, 20 U0 IR b T B TR LA
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N ARA RS ARALUL G A 45 . B, fE
Wade-Benzoni %5 A (2012)9 550w, #iRMES H
CREFEAFE T FAR A MRLER, ZFAFW
AH—FBREI; 55— T2 B RRAHZRE IR AL,
TN A A S e A HOR, AT TE R R i BE R A
HARESEFAF AN, HTERRES 2
BT A C AR Y T idoas, Pl s 250
fie s 122 W) B B REIR L AR HARBR & 1E K- o
WAk, AT HG NS i AR AR, PR R LI H
WA SRR BT . PIRI B A ], B
SRIG ORI B B R BT AT R A 457
A, AE AT 5 ARARAT S 4 1 A 25 B 5 (B W3 fin
M2, VMY, RS ARt S D),
BRI, AT P50 ik el 2 S e A R AR B 6 1
A7 R 04 45 2 48 b5 (Wade-Benzoni, 2002).
SEEARE, HTWEREREET
THEEATE 55 32 202 2 SR W) it 15 2R R0 ¢ 5 IR 055 1 2 1Y
773 (Hauser et al., 2014; Lange, 2023; Wade-Benzoni
et al., 2008), AILHELTEZEEOR n &4 2 5 W) iR
PHIR E Pk E BT A ALK, WA
IR P ORI ERR R k£, IR
IR U B (Wu et al., 2016) P2 R BEHZEER n
U B E NBEIR R E S E 92 e h R —
FE R BYBEUR, 21/ INEH B SR AR I T 0 A 1
FEBFRE, BT 5 #OK — J6 BT 75 (Ahsanuzzaman
et al., 2022), M TARBRINGE H R A A A B9 H) 55 62
Tk WU RS A A7 S R R L2 (Lohse
& Waichman, 2020; Wade-Benzoni & Tost, 2009),
PRI AF 5 5 10 e o8 e 2 S ot 19 9 0 90 R 05 1
RGN BAR PR v R e, DT &2 ACBs & 4
7o X 24 1430 2 Rk S AR 7T 457 22 R
B g (intergenerational sustainability dilemma
game; Kamijo et al., 2017; Shahen et al., 2021), 7
XA, AR A AT LU A I AR AR
BRI R T — B AR5« fm A0,
Hoi g SR AF AL 2 RS A A (R i — ) e
R £ e A TR, T M A4 Ry A ke Al A 1Y
I 1 G A A DN SR AR B B AR AT S I A AR AR
(Bosetti et al., 2022; Burton-Chellew et al., 2013;
Shahen et al., 2021; Shahrier et al., 2017)., 40, 7&
Jacquet %5 A (2013) 2k 4 1) 2> 24 i T R A 55,
T 24 W KA ] ORI A 00 e 4K TR RV SR 2 D, A
FEARAT 55 rh g S A ) U AR A Kk P AT

TR EE, 25 10 YRR /NLER AR
T H003k B TSR v, DU PR B8 A1 5 il T T A
LRI R — AR A A7 05, & W NS —E /Y
WER K BBINE . HeAh, —LeRFoE # K gt o
AN A, AR, B #al LUy Az
SR T A A IR . A BRI A S
BB BChRE, Z 5 P RS Lk 2 5 R 2k
WM M 3K 25 (Hauser et al, 2014; Lohse &
Waichman, 2020).

BRSBTS 34 I T AR
PRafEATh, IS A AR S /R Hoh, &k
155 58 R WA AR B O I AR Y B0 SEAR B R B
FF RS FAT S =R ARl B B8 b g e
Tl ik i ) ), BT AR B B S, R
B AR M A TG AR S A R e, R B R
AR . SR, R S A B AR BT N
FEARTEEA AT B AR, E B S A= 35 TS
Brc 5, DRI — 5 Be i S me B s i A b A0 BR
BT R I, 2 Ak o WEVEPE RS, AR
IR & VR R e 2 T H B UBR a1 KT

MZT, LS fh R 47 A 551
PSS iR 4 o o o FEMSEIEA U, ARBR
B AE B BT AT — 2 iU, Hpaiy
1R 2 B HAE 280 P i S2 PRl s, sy
Mg < J5 A ) ) 2 5 A £ PL 2 (Bosetti et al., 2022;
Hauser et al., 2014; Lohse & Waichman, 2020), 5
RERMCAN AR FL, ESEAT AN TE BB 5 A A AR 1Y
HESAT R(ENUAE 25 2013; Hinvest & Anderson,
2010). RUEE, WT IS i TR AL B
Birbpy R gz oh g, HAMATEMISEAT 55 P g ACBs &
YEARP A R 2 B H IR 2 B A s, S 2R
S5 IARBR G AT N 5 ST A 22 5%
B, R JHA Sy i IR T AT B, Y
KA T P i e SR, B2 ) 4 3K 4R
B Z2 AT, AH XA BR TR S A 1 R 22 5 1Y)
T (Rand et al., 2012), BE#H B2 2256 (149 1
TR I ) s g %05 1 1 02 2 1 T3 37 0k 535 (Rand
etal., 2014). 25 FFTik, BTSSR AT 55780
PR AR A LB AL, RoRWF TR
B XSG I BAR ] R 55 35 9 2

3 REEZEHREEITAHRIZMESR
BRFERM, RIRAE B3 A 68 2 LR R 1
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B, HAMTHEEAPRE SRR, KEHASBR
TN A, BIEEME) TR 4 H IR AT AR #5 (Lohse
& Waichman, 2020; Nishimura et al., 2020) .~ T 4
FRACBR AT 2L IR PR B AEAT , AR
eSS APR B EIT AR R . HETHFSEC
T 2R R AR AR RS AL 2
WX =A T H
31 MAER
311 FHEHR

F TR R 45 v 1 5 VR D SR A A% JE R
KA N H A 15, PRI A 1) 2 25 B A X — i
PR OCHAE ] . SRk SR BTz 95 AR A5 TUI A 14
FE A A AR S At A AR ] 8 A X R A
NFRBT, AL 2 (BB | 9 S — TG 1 55 A A%
% % (Thielmann et al., 2020), JoHr, #E2 i (H 5w
(social value orientation)$§ ™ AFE ¥ IR 43 Fie H XF A
C R BT 5 25 R i R D 4, 38 1] 20 R SR At
22 W) F1 25 H FEHLUA] (Van Lange, 1999), JG5HTiE
P W, A0 (8 B ) i o 2 0+ 2 R Y
BTN, W 2 v SR BE M € (Pletzer et al.,
2018; Thielmann et al., 2020), H.iX— e H7E
15 F) 25 W 25 55 F B8 (Thielmann et al., 2020),
TEACPR AT LE R R h, Rt Witk AR
& A 1] T R B R TS AR 25 1Y £ 35T (Kamijo
et al., 2017; Shahen et al., 2021), HFf# EitoH
di bR B R, AR AT 4R 2 1t A5 2 14 5% (Shahrier
etal, 2017). MLAb, WSE—Tedh ML REAS 25 Tt
AT 55 B 858 25 B2 F1 4T O (Gibbon & Douglas,
2021; Pavalache-Ilie & Cazan, 2018), —IiJC/ T
K, W SRS = 0.20)F13%
PRBAT A (r = 0.25) 2 1] 5 B/ 2 v 5 38 A ¢
(Soutter et al., 2020), Z¢ L, W UEA S04 S0
(R IA] | ok S — b P 4 S Ak S R B AL i AATTHE
A PR 858 v VR K1 Y T R T R
312 J"XEHES5RR

HHEMEN RS ERMER, 2R ALS
EFT ARG . RS E S, AMTFRI SR
0 B R A, BIAE A AT A O R B 3% B S A E
T ARG, AT £ LL3E iR 3% (Fehr & Schmidt,
2003), FRIM, AFE T B g, AR
W= B a EyLs, Wai—R7ERI PR
HAESE TRk AR — A B, fERH
AR B AEAT A 252 B 5 — AU B4 1R 5

(Wade-Benzoni, 2002), &k, AR LA
W) SCE S AR R A R AR

] L H. L (generalized reciprocity)fg i) 244
AR Bl AT B G S0 B AT B 4558 = 5 AT oA,
Bl A #5877 B, B¥EATLi#4 C, C Fifkid 4 D,
VIR (SRR, Bk, 2015; Gray et al., 2014),
#h 4 H v B F ORI ABAT R R EL A AL AN,
RIASR AT R 23 2 B AN 5 Z B 817 R 1
520 (Chernyak et al., 2019; Leimgruber, 2018), 1%
PR B WAAE L T CH B AT =, /D
AATE b B A e AR 25 5 AR, SRR I
MATILAAR B B 4r s R A 25 5L, kil SE AU PR B
E(Wade-Benzoni, 2002), # 5 2Z, 53 F—CA
R EMZ, AMTEESX T —RARELIE 23817

BB LHEETERFREER AN EZL
HEHLHI (Simpson et al., 2018), /I (gratitude) 7 A
RSB RR B R, . RS 1 R IS R
AN SZ 3 Al NSRBI 7 A ) SRR 1 15 2
JRRAZ, TR ST BB W 1 e SRR SR T A A B S [R] R
i R ML YAek d S TPy o TN s 2 e )
A B R AR O PR IR AR S R (T
RUEE, BAPEHE, 2018; Tam, 2022), & FE R EIKE
PR AR 3 B8 25 5 AR 56 B R S IR B (Tam,  2022).
SEURBF ST N TC A AT UE SR 3 B, R TR R LR A R
B Re e st NPRE A 7 L E B, AR T B 42
7KF-(Ma et al., 2017; Simpson et al., 2018), HF 5T ik
KB, R RN BERE BR AATTXE AC TR AR R,
2 i oS A5 AR AL Y FH D (Syropoulos et al., 2020),
A B I R AP X A >R 45 S 1) A [ 4 o AR ik AT
T 2% AT FF2L VE R 5 (Liang & Guo, 2021), BE4b, 5l
S NIRRT AL B A RE A U AT E—
AR R, I BR AT X R — XY T AR R
(Watkins & Goodwin, 2020),

LR TR, PERT XE BN, R
B AN (FIPS i d X =3 i W N TP L e
MBI E — 0% R, Joie HAPRgs R i
W, ATHEARBR BEUR 43 e P ok B R 2 % F — AR
AT (Bang et al., 2017),
3.1.3 &RFkEMmE

S B 6 A A ) S ARURI AT Ay i 2 T [ A SR
B AR AES IR, RPN T T TE R0k,
PSS Ak BRI 55, 2010). FFRE B, K
2 1) 7K ST w8 1 A R B A ) T ROV A T PR B 1 1A



1732 DI = N S S

531 4%

R TG B (Strathman et al., 1994), B0 fig AT
2% (0,1 7 2J 1 (Corral-Verdugo et al., 2006), H
i 4 36 8 A 3 22 38 J7 3 17 (Joireman et al.,
2004), BbAk, oA Sk B A B8 53 f 1) T30 A4
TEZ KE /Y B 12 (Enzler et al., 2019), BbAbh, 7ER
B [ AR BEUR E A, A0 SR Sk B ) KT
LR 4E W 2 JE A5 (Gu et al., 2020), iR TEHEY
T, ARE A B T8 ANTAEAR PR R 5 9
BRI,

ET TR, AT ACER B 5 rh 7 A T
H IR 55 5 R R A 25, TS A 5 A SR B ) ]
BB 2 A 2 T SR 7 2 DG T RN A /N R R [ B
PSR R AR R A AR AR BR IR B P SR T . B
5e, MRTLEA PR IR th RIS 5 7E 7T LU Hop AR
Lp TR, AR A RRE S AR SR 2 MY
S AEY B A 5, AR E . 2 AR
P (975 R 45 (Roberts et al., 2021), A< B[] 7K F- &
PR B A — R A SR i B O
72 (Vonasch & Sjastad, 2021), PRIt 5] RE7E
PRE S R EAETT . S35, B
KM, EAFEE T BRI AR 0 B %4 B
FHE AN B SRR O, R A
TN4A fE(Sjastad, 2019), Hyk, BFEFEZSMHEA
AIERA A e At A $5 5 B9 67 {B (Wade-Benzoni, 2008),
T A R WL 1) 7K P 135 1 AR R R B 2 1R,
XA B 00 X oA S 45 S A e ] BE s R, i
TS A 25, I A
32 RKEE
321 RIRIEZR

214 ] — P 5 ] S 3k AN ) F 3R T =X 2 B,
AR E B2 kA, X — B R R HE
s, el R T RS S (Tversky & Kahneman,
1981), JEAEE, *os SRRt R B T HEHRAK
NE, B T) R AR 5 223 5 e AN AR S VR AT R A )
(Cartwright et al., 2019; Goerg et al., 2020), 1Fr #
S R e Sy NE= 1 5 T AT P S RPN
) FRUAR — 1 & (positive-negative) HE 42 Fl 3 F He 3
1M B 45 F — & B (give-take) ffE 22 (Cartwright &
Ramalingam, 2019),

FEUR — i A HE H 95 7 i 38 e 38 45 2R 1 i 97 1)
SRR TTHR 04 FRAR 52 e 5l AS S 2 AR DTk A T A S
R, XMFRASSHEITNESR . AREHR, KB
R A VEAT S 2 32 B R —TH ARHE 2 52T

B, & XT s A kAR W AT, A HE TR AT
BB AT Sy ann] 1 A NS AR (FRIRAE R, &
X AT S AN 25 T 90 S A SR A HH (TH ARHE 3R
SEPNRIAATT A S PR, B Ak P ORT 25 Ik TR 4
T R % S QT B A9 TF A 8% 3R 3T 3k (Wade-
Benzoni et al., 2010), b4k, TEHMAELT, AA]
TR R PR R T T RS & R B 4% 4,77 i (Chang
& Wu, 2015), HH A BRI Y F0 Z AR R
% (Vogdrup-Schmidt et al., 2019),

HRM—ERAERAF A E, ST -REEL
P SRR BT Rk 5« AR AR R I X PR AT R
FARMZER R LR, ERATES D, ML T m
R TTRR BT IR (4 THESY), & 7 24T X an e
W S BT AR T 25 S N (R IUHE J2) 3K il — B,
A8 B B TT BB B 5 (Majer et al., 2022),
L THERT, MMEA — & IR R, 7k
FE 0 a] [ £ UK BT K BE R 09 53 B A IR Al g s
A, BWRERUR” MERBHERT, MEK
IR GEIE R %, AE R Qnfer DA P4 ¢ Y5 2R BRI
AR U S RS A, EWCE IR A
FEAESE T <45t 2k IR I 4 1Y /7 7F (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979), B AATI 2 8 o Uk, [HmifE
PRMEZL T G /E(Sun et al, 2021), I,
B 9 i A 2 e & R 23 AR RD, H 32 300 % RO
I, HRZS THEL, AT RIAEL T ] 68
FI LT AR G R
322 WRLH

FEAR R R T, A AR THT I ) % U 285 4 1) AN F
FEHRERESEMIELAT . — 5, B
AP BB IR AT AR B S T ACBR B AE K
fan, 5T 8 A R R S SRR 5T AR
BREVEAT N, ZESCE R T H R AR
i e P 0 B R AL R IR B e AR o, IR AR
WA — MR LA R, SREW, M4
IR BT R AT 5, HF AR ERH
TR AU B, 45 20 1Y) S AR B A KT 23 DR B [ A1
(Burton-Chellew et al., 2013), M4, fE—2EEk
ABEZ T, BEZRKNERBAART 8 E S,
2 1 B B HE R B2 B 5 (Knight et al., 2017), 3K
A A2 W EE SIS R W], BRI ST 1R
AT 2 B A0 1280 (A AE T BSR40 A7 7T LI 1
B (Nishi et al., 2015), # 5 2Z, MR G HITE
Hofth i 52 A IR B OO, BT SRR
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e A A 18 G AR KOF S REAR I AR o 33X ] BB R Tl
DL 25NV A5 22 5 A A 5 AL AR 4 B 51 22 1)
f I bk s e, HE 7 AR T R R AR X R 2 Uk
(Hastings, 2019), i AHX} 3] 25 B2 F 2K A R K
1) B ZE R A (Callan et al., 2017; Zhang et al.,
2016).

J3— 5, BERANERE PR 2 AT AR
PREAEKT . B, RREBENAREESIEA
MTHEARPR IR B h R AR AR O o X 25
VR B AN I, AT 1) T v Ay 8 90 1) S B gk
I (van Dijk et al., 2004), MITREE L, H
XN TEIL e 1 H B R 45 1 2% 3 R A b
N I8 3 (De Kwaadsteniet et al., 2006), HiK, Wi
708 A (B, 475 R 3R 1R 2 N E T 2 R A
MTEARBR G VEAT o o BRSEAE 3 i AR IR B
HA R ARRRLETE, W0R = S ARHE R R
8T RE S0 v S WA, (A AT TGV T R
SRR G E o X AT BB MRS A K 19 1H
WS SR ANARBR G AR A FRAR A L DT AT 5
] T AEG AT A SRR 4R o AEARRR AT L IR o,
ARSI TR R A E . T RE R A
R S fE Iy, AT EE ) TR 4 H B A AR
i 4 1A A 5 (Zhang et al., 2021), B 1k B 5
R Eara i a2 W e~y (D e R O | = DN (P
JRVEI B8 R R 5 RN S PO, B P 2 R R A
NI % U5 i i /D (Wade-Benzoni et al., 2008), M3
BLEY F BE, B U8 0 AN A o 1k 2 S BOMR < 2
S50 227, BT 2 @ Al S8 5] a5 2Rk
AT R, AN BRI R LR £ K
R I PR B IR R L BRI, T IE 2 4k
IR 2T AFI 2R 94T 0 (Rapoport et al., 1992;
van Dijk et al., 2004; Wade-Benzoni & Tost, 2009;
Wit & Wilke, 1998),

33 #&HE

T RBR S VEAT R KA R Z 18] 4 2
HF), FHibtt et s SR &R A AR
o k23 B H 43 Jy 4 3R P FLJE (descriptive
norm) -5 #8 4 #L Y& (injunctive norm), & ML
M2 K S BB A BT R I AT R, N5 # H6 Af
A B 57 38 38 TA [ (4 47 A 9 WU (Cialdini et al., 1990),
TR, a5 A BT BE A 5
AT R R (#0845, 2019; Cialdini & Trost,
1998) M HF 5 AEAE R o A8 M T A SR

F ) R SRR i T, 38 P R % Ay L o S AL
2%, P, TR BN AN AT = i Al 38 1R L
0 (AR 22 B N R 19 BB T 960 BB A 1F AT 5
3547 M (Castro-Santa et al., 2023; Niemiec et al.,
2020), FESEE . Hi-f . 7 E AR OCR] ST R 0 3
TR R, M T E AR EA DS, T
P 2 O N E R GO (B SRR EY SN T e ry=inl L]
J eh R A0 B T B U LE i) (Goldstein et al.,
2008; Gossling et al., 2019; Reese et al., 2014),
TR, RN KBRS S IER, M
P AL 23 D[R] TR R, DR 7 BT 0 i
o, FIMEFE NA&MEArwin & Simpson, 2013), X
Ui WA 2 TA TR R A Bl A M L R 5 AT 1Y
FELOHALE]

T3 —J5 T, AR EAR R 5 5 A R AT R 1
DU, 2 M RS 38 Bl RE A8 A A% e 2 38 <1 L
TLIAT R o AR LE 5 52 MEHYE (A& VERLIE) 1 A
PR AR AE 25 52 30 Y HE e R0 2 B 1R) 2 2 T
(Molho et al., 2020), HFEARF LT 5T A1
AN () B b DA ] X 3 R 2 St #5471 (Eriksson et al.,
2021), ik, 47 kEGERLATEIOE 2R, A
SRR ) T Ja T A ™R AT SE AR I, ATt
BT BB SF R AR, ORI — TS R IR, 1E
AR RS 5 LR 325 55 2 BB I A s 4 25 1) m]
ek, JoEEE AR Bk 25 (Lohse & Waichman,
2020), XL, FEAMEMIEIFA SORBGE N . I
Ab, YR VERLE S A G AR v, R
B AR R BE % B0 A A A9 4T 4 (Bicchieri &
Xiao, 2009). HIT—WIC/r Mt & B, AR rERE
X AT 2947y TR AR O K T A 1
FLYE (Niemiec et al., 2020), A& TN, —W B HF
FERI, FE M X G BE S T2 BE G Dl axX —#f
RPERLEAT BT, RS ASK BEFE A TR AY K E
URE TR A S SRR LG, 100 e I 8 5 98 4 P AL
TAH OG5 B (A% T8 AL 23 AT ) 23 40 i X — T A%
BN (Schultz et al., 2007). AT 0L, AN RLEAH
4G MR HERC R & VK- AT RETE A AL
4  KEREE R EEIT AR 3R B

BRI 5E K 2 R TR G 1EAT 5 mm (X
R, BORIAEHACPR G AT i T IOR S . B
& ARSI AT A 1At 2 5 EREE B 250 i, 4n
frp 5 i AT ARBR G A 7K P 1l i S
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Bh¥E (nudge) F1 Bl J1 (boost) & /i) 1z i3 H T ik
FERRAT o A E B SR 1) T TUEL B . Bhifs 01 T4
ASHRUES AT A0 326 70T 5 B I AR 4R IR R I RT R R,
08 g AT S P AR A A AT S 1) T D ) AR
(Thaler & Sunstein, 2008); Hlj 77 ) & 180HE i i 48
YN RSP IR P2 = W D € /oY = BE R\
(Hertwig & Griine-Yanoff, 2017), B # 3% J7 X A&
MR YSRAT NG, 5 E I E AR KT AR
WEESE, ZHE G R T WAUR . A
T ACPR RGP e R MR E (B EAT A T
e RO BREE B ), 45A B A B 07 5 i
SR, $R I AR SRR R R AR T O 1R
41 FIWEETATEEORNESR

EARPRR B, E— TN A& WA 1ETT
R EERzZ, kS EREEZ EIUMSIE
B, KRR SEACFRARNIERZ —.
THIRGX —RE 2, FRELAT AT HRsiE: (1)m
PRI B S SRR S R FE, W AT RS
YEKFE; Q)BT+ SN IAT M, FFHAATXT
TR O B AR BR AR
411 BFRBRBSFEHLER

WETATE, BRR S Ei S M E B &Rt &
FEEUR IR A ST M SR G R A HE R
. B, FFRERE SRS A B TR A
TEARBR AT AT, PR A, BRI R IR
R B TR e AT ARG R KOF, HXFhak
7 ) R AR 3 22 (Tam, 2022), 1 45 5 BB AL Ky
TR Br A 1 B9 5 4 1 4% 5 (Syropoulos et al.,
2020).

FRUEE R, 2= A Lk O IR A
2RI, HE A AR AT B A RSB 2 B I
FEI T 5 (4 A AE 7K P (Vaish & Savell, 2022).
M, MWILE R IATFR, A E X ik 17 iR R 5
Fhas S B SR S T AT Ge A B TR AR BR AT KR
2K, BErE AMRET I EE: ()ER
EREHIL, S AE R EARENES 2)
L S BRAT B ) B R N R BIRBZAE; 3)LhEkR
Bk A 2 S E R AT IR AT (Davis et al.,
2016), BEAb, T A (AN IE & S AL
1% 25 (AN IRl A% B S 3R AT R (/N G VR TERR
X N 2% 35 95 45 2 1Y T T H AR F L
/Y AL 24T A 5 B (Laguna et al., 2020), T
TURE5E 5 O 40 T RIEE 22 B, ik 2y X RE A Rl

AR5 54 4 B (Locklear et al., 2021;
O’Connell et al., 2018; Shin & Lee, 2021), A2 It
I X E BB G T Rt E R A .

412 FARKREBESETHNEEZN

PN, i3 e A P RLE T RE 2 1E
I 75570 (A0 55 0 3 B R Tl ) e il A% 45 £ 1 7
2 (1) R (Giardini & Wittek, 2019), #F55 &K, &
SRIE PR BE A% 2 3 & 1 (Balliet et al., 2011; Fehr
& Schurtenberger, 2018), {H ] fE4H| 55 AMTH
PR N AE BB, AR SRS S 1 A A KR
(Mulder et al., 2006),

SEBETMELL, HEARHE-MAEERX.
A B4R B X AR R RS, BIEH#HS
TEM) 7 —EHEFBL(Wu et al., 2016), X153 H A
REWLES S| 1 B AT A B, T X R R & 1 %,
A2 280 o 1 B AR 7K SF-(Jordan et al., 2016;
Wedekind & Milinski, 2000) . SR A AR B 5z
RS EIT A TS B E A g mR, (28
THARRLF 2, R 2 SIAAT RS 224
el 2o DFEERMI, MRTEATFIEEE N I 215
BN AMRALHREE 2448, H Y MAT ZE i
FAS R U 7 2 0 5 S LGS LS AR SRR, A
A4 FFAS N5 (Barclay & Barker, 2020). It
Ab, LIRS B ik B R B R R W Rg i R A
PR O, IR B 2 0 k47 R ()
EF %, 2022; Bateson et al., 2013), A WL, #HL
TR BT U A I B AR, B REAE R
ARG AEAT R J7 T T R EL A AR Y A A B e
MR ES . Bk, A J5 1 Mo AR B IR 5% ) S et g 4™
KABRGEAT AR FE B m . Bildn, 8332 & 44
BRIFSE h AT A TF R, sifEde sk R rh 230
Bk 7h B R RS ORISR ATX B B & 156
e AR G fE KT
42 R OIBIEERITHIERS

ERBRE ST, REHEFEAE YT A SR
s SRR AR 25 2RI, AHLET YR B3R, A
SRR AT AR B A S PR TG, H RSk
SR BAE G AT SN, SEABREEKTR
i AT M0 PLEE B AR A LA, AR A
DTS T (D48 SR H 5 AR AR 2RIk
B, B HARER B AR K Q)FBEARAMTRALER
B4 B0 AN IR, HR X A DA B AL BE e
H1, B R ER AR
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AECT W K BB FAT, 52 AR AN R
PF ] BE WA R RN B S, HA T 0 B
B 5 ARk MR K 3 I B (affinity with future
generations) F8 SR F1 38 2 24 F B K 5 K ok AR
CR Rl N )=z (B 3K 2R 1Y) B B R B, O vy 19 2 00 B8
A B TR T R 5 R R A N 2 [] Y0 B S
(Wade-Benzoni, 2008). W5t &, S5ARNKM AN
R BEA B T ORI AL R s L, o At 2 R
FRBREAEAT A, 22BN 70 e B 22 1 B U 25 R R Ak
AL R Y IR B K I S R 25 (Wade-Benzoni,
2008) PR, Al 4w TS ARk Al B 2
BER AL HACPR G AEAT . AR G045 il ad ik
NATIE S A5 A0 1T BE 23 T B A Ok AR 1% XU <
PE L TR KAB N AT REAT . AR NS (E
2512 (Bosetti et al., 2022; Lee et al., 2020; Shrum,
2021), RBARNNTR AT BARR RS 1eAh,
MAMEREE IS B RS AU R 1 B R
I, At AT 23 2 90 A T s i PR AR AR AP AT i), Al
FE 2 R R 2 1Y Bk 48 BF IR 4 21 (Zaval et al,
2015), [HERIFHEE A, A H PS5
(A PTR AR U L HEAREANTHAE A S &
AF I 0 T2 O 5 H L S ) ok 0 SR ONAT R R ok F 3R
S, HET LT 2 5 5 AR T 1 SR ER
5547 M (Hershfield, 2011).

SR, P E  7E P SR RE rh A A
BHME 5555055, Lk 2w PSR X AR kA
UNGOESS IR AN E 8 - 3D SO RE R E b AT S
KA NIRRT, DR TS ARk AR R B, it
M EARER & 1E o
422 RBOXRFKEROTHER

TEBL AT, VR 22 A PRI 1) ) e 24 45
R T KA S AT R, 652 3 H TR R
TR HA R 5% BT S B i 22 A R PR R R (A H AR R
AN RAERA R A HYSE 0, X AR R4
BABEAEN, N T AT RER &
YEAT R o BRI, fESELLRs s b, AMATT I H
RS B I . Heln, SR — IR GRTE
IR RAT A B AE AR AR HE R > 1.9
PR, X TR A i 1 R BE T, AT
Az W Tl N AR AR R > 1.5 I
(United Nations Environment Programme, 2020),

P, BUF BARSCH G R m AL T B, s Ak

FEBEIC T AN FAT 77 A e HE RN B D8RR A B
WREEAR B, W AR BRAT o B AR s e, LA
DA T REBHE SR MR B e M, DT R I
SRIREEAT A o ZERLAZERE AT L AT A 38R 7T
T ATERALREEE T, a0 R A R R
B A7 T MR B . AR AR XA e R K AR AR Y T T
R IR A

R 22 %8R AR H0 5 14 TR R BE AR,
JC B HER BB A [ AT R AN S lces, A )
Ak B B 04 532 PR AT S X7 ek 2 <1 722 A 1Y B2 i
(Capstick et al. 2019; Wynes et al., 2020), [H1tf;, B
I B A8 2% 20 A B2 RS B0 BB A5 2 0 TR] B, 3 7
HBhTRAZM I AR EFERTE, N
B o AT 0% B g A B M 1 . ax s Ty =0
FERNEAF 2T 2ok . RIVESE R 55 1 1
HAEE R . A B i O X SR AR BOE ROR
(Gigerenzer, 2014), Fl, 7E2IIERINRE R
A, A S ST A L/ AR Sy i L
SR AR o AR A 5 A Y O o A e, el
T i b J AR YRR T SR 1025 (Larrick &
Soll, 2008). 17 R Fl2: i i/F Z 25 U B & BLHR AT
by BN B AR BR-G AEAT A B AR i HIH R A
R

5 SREE5RE

ARSI A 1 ARBR IR 58 19 B SRRl . ]
X SERRAE L TACPR SR, AR O g
TEARPR R N i, HOFFER, MR R 2
R TR ORI B A RE A B T HAE A PR A 5T
WA AEAT O, LD SR TG B B R R SR 35 A
A2 LA 2 AN TR R B2 M2 i AT TR B AT
H TARR R 58 09 WS A (5 75 T B [0 4 F
BB B A IT), A SCHS A B AN Bl 73X Al U
e, 4R R REfE E PR INEE A 1EAT SR

fRBRINBE BT SE H AT R AR AR Z AR, 3
H T 2% U R ] i) A 2 P s LS B S
SRR, Wik, PAFZTTARIRARE.
VU 2 BATA A BN B ZEAHGA TR =AJ7 )

e, ARRMFIE T EXS ARG AT A AR
TSN, % A R O A 38 AR 72 22 K
FEPE 1 RE S ST S A B AP S AR AT o AT
BUA BT i A (B 7 158 A IR AT 55 2% A AR
e, BT Z B A AU o A DA
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MIAT R IR, AN EARAE PSR B AT EL LA 4R
M, TG W T S8 4 S W B S AR 3 v SR
Bi. AT M JOH ST B ARk 9 R 9 =T I Y
RREETT NIRRT, LW 5 B0 i o
M ELIAT R — 3. — TSI N
FEMITAP RN, @ EHEESMENfT NS H
B A Y SR AL 23 AT O AH OGO N 5 (Gurven &
Winking, 2008), Hifud H I . BIELEETS
FH G AT 55 W0 1) S AL AT M AR AR A I T 53 25
W2 AEAEAR—S(Wu et al., 2020), XL4EH 5
AIRAT, KRR T R A BT It
56 5 LS R i AR PR A VR AT R I — Bk R
WA AEE, T X — ) R B T AT A R
FE IS A T AR R R 85 1 i e 22 3

HR, ARMFIT T BT 2 LR R A 2 1
MATERBRF B G AEAT o SRR I BE
T HEEENS, HETFHFELERNEZELE
Wl BEAE AR BR A AEAT N o AT AR AR T 7
BRI S EA EE )X AT N
Wi (Yoeli et al., 2013), {HHAERER B 04 1EH
AARBEIRA 58, 1013 1 B PG I AR (5 5
W, MR E G EKE S H R a2,
T N AT 38 5 BT ) R B IS 7 S A A AR
o B HAE N S EIK £ (Roberts et al., 2021),
AL, PR S A AR K AR B B AR b B
FUEH, BRI IR R . TERREEEH,
AMRTEARUET T B FRA 25 F1 AR KA 25 B A5
WEBHLFENAERE, 657 EE PR
g — R W REBR A VR R BE, A Y R SR A )
TN B B 23 1 AR At S SR B B, T Ak
F R — B 25 1 At A A0 A P9 B4R B B (Meleady &
Crisp, 2017), B SR GRitk, AUEYEFRW, AM1RIELE
NIRRT A O TR, IR TR ELR
PH% H C A94T 0 (Romano et al., 2017), tbAh, 5%
K, BTN AR /N A L b 50 AR PR A S ) mT
REME, TG A S IR 25 (Lohse & Waichman,
2020), H5HEZETIAHLLL, FFELRENRAMCE
i B2 RURARR, 0 g A2 2 5 A 1) B A 30T Bt (W
etal., 2016). Ik, AW E S B R ELR
TEACER B VR, #RET FLAEAT Rl G 45 T R A2
HENATRARBR G VEAT Dy, il 22 AR 35 A B 7T 42
P 28 A AR T A TR o

IS, AR A BRI AR AL IR S S Y AR

T, nfar g #EAC R G R 5T RR R R T A
LR R R HERL, SR, T AR E KNS
2R, RO R T AN Tk
I BRSO, R R AR bR 1 1
A RARA BT, EARR ST ST, AT
PR 6 22 1A Sk tHE A 1) 28 e 0 o 90 3 T B AR A
2550, M B AR B G iy G ER
B — SRR R, A T AR B T
B, BRI A B R A R
iH(Voronov & Singer, 2002), HEPRA] Lk
JBAT 55 H B A& YE (Shahrier et al., 2017), X624
SET AR HOCARAR IR . fidn, HE ik 2 SRR i
AR BARYE | S ir A PRI R I RE AR Y L
55, MR 3 SCSCASR IR AR 0 ok S P L Rk
FH HPEPERLGEREMT 5%, 2018; Oyserman et al.,
2002), HIb, EHEEE B FET, A6
TR ] TR A JE A A AR S A, AR TR
RIAPR B IESIHL, BeAh, SCIbhy B R BT —
AL AT R A 25 AR R AT 2
¥ (Gelfand et al., 2011; Stamkou et al., 2019), #H
b TR Scfb, B EAEZE AT R, B E
SCA R A ARTE TT BB S R T sl G AR I B
o, AR TS AR G AR K. R
KPR T BRI LM, I R H R A AE
B 15 SO Ak 22 5 R0 2 Wk 2 SO AR = (AR 3 -
SRR FE S SR B )X BR AR . X
L6 5 AR AL RE AR QPR B VR T Rt S
R e R, T A BT 3R AT B % 220 b 38 A S
AETE 15 88 38 o i o A o ) 455 [ L ) 24 1
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The mechanisms and promotion strategies of cooperation in
theintergenerational dilemma

CHEN Yanyan, WU Junhui, LUAN Shenghua
(CASKey Laboratory of Behavioral Science, Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)
(Department of Psychology, University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100049, China)

Abstract: Intergenerational dilemma refers to situations that involve conflicts between one’s current
self-interest and the interest of others in the future. How people make decisions in such situations can affect
other individuals, organizations, and even the welfare of all human beings. Compared to social dilemmas,
intergenerational dilemmas are characterized by three unique features: power asymmetry, lack of direct
reciprocity, and longer psychological distance. These features are the key reasons why the level of
intergenerational cooperation tends to be low. Based on the three main factors—personality traits, decision
contexts, and social norms—that influence intergenerational cooperation, we propose that intergenerational
cooperation could be promoted by cultivating gratitude and prosocial traits, increasing the reputational
benefits of intergenerational cooperation, promoting affinity with future generations, and reducing perceived
uncertainty of future outcomes. We suggest that future research should further examine the ecological
validity of extant research paradigms and how reputation cues and sociocultural variables affect
intergenerational cooperation, providing better support for making policies that promote intergenerational
cooperation.

Keywords: intergenerational cooperation, prosocial trait, social norm, reputation, nudge





