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VESRIIERR? IRFEXFiRAILE
DETAHARBEZHNE

A 1,2 > =1 3 4
ZXFE T KW 2
(MERIBIE R F OB S IANR A0, B 200062) CALRUITTE RFERIER X HE 0, )& Bk 519087)
C LS O K22 B, 2129 NY10027) CAERIFE R EBFFHAF OM¥ R, 1 200062)

OB ASURTOESEX I LEE AT N SRS S . S 1R LB FEYL IR 3 A SEFOLE A St
BRI P I PR R 0 AR, DI LB RS2 AR S 5 H 9 70 24708, LR BV R TR R
W, GPREH, BT ORR BRI RS L I B . SRR 2 RIS T IR R
A P B B ph oo LEE 2 RO o R B, VTR T RO E P L BEARRENR B R R E %, (BAE R ZEm B s,

JLEEAE RS2 A PR ph ] LA B IR B 2 ) 02 24T o K SEEE AR, BRI PR —E 2l
BRI 2AT A ANESZ, BURRE T OG22 1S BRA B X T-RE SRR LB 70 22 ST —E R PE A
KA RALaBhbL, MR, T, ASIARIRIE, SAlHTLE R R

2ES B4

1 55

AL AT N RAE AR R I A X A AT 25 1Y
17 M (Tomasello, 2009), ¥ FAEIEAE S ATFLL
KARAF AR B B2 A /E T (Hamlin et al., 2007;
¥z, &k, 2015), JLEFHIRFEMSE . BAL
GRS EAL ST R Rk R ) EE B ] (Martin & Olson,
2015; Wu & Su, 2014), AW E AT L AE F 1
R A AT N EEA TR N — 2, EXTTLE R
#2347 R a0 S LA AR A [F] 1) 0 58 (Martin. &
Olson, 2015; #=£, &k, 2017), FrilshHlEFe ok
FEAT M5 BRI W] ) —FP N 7E 1L 72 (Ryan & Deci,
2000a; Slavin, 2006). A WFFTINNLILIGE 24T
BB T NFER) SEAE 2 s HL(Hepach et al., 2013;
Rapp et al.,, 2017; Warneken & Tomasello, 2008;
2012), {HINA B E N B EAE A7 A AT g2
ZRENHLIR R Al (an, M RIS . 7R A
f)(Martin & Olson, 2015), A% SR & 7E e 5 )L

W H 31: 2022-09-17

1 AT AT R DA K IR AZ B2 e o 3 01 X P
JLEMMIR R, M TILE A D ke, A
1 B TS 5 544 T RE 23 HI 89 L3 1Y SR AL 2 3L
(Rapp et al., 2017), {HBCE 2 i 5E G R~ FRAT,
IRV 7 JLEXT TR £ B IL AT REA AN R (Zhao &
Kushnir, 2019; Zhao et al., 2021), H &£ A
BEBEXT T L EAT A S ML 52 s AT g P Sk T =
(Bao & Lam, 2008), i, £ E L& = T
FEMEFERS At AT R 5 e AR 2 S, A SORE
PRFTEFE L SR TR R S A N R 5 2R
X ILFE R AL 2347 B W AZ I 52 )
11 EFEEFHKTH

WoE R, TEFIBTTRY B, JLEX Tk —
FE IR . BEAFISIE K, JLEXT T H CEA P S
BRI 1% T T T8 11 14 35 438 R R vz 1) B o) A 7 i 22
() 3 fi# (Kushnir et al., 2015; Zhao et al., 2021), ¥t 1,
W 5T 3 TF IR DI E SR BT T L 2 Y 18 18 F1 SR+ 217
W) (Chernyak & Kushnir, 2013; Josephs et al.,

* R HARB A FE G T AR B AR T (32100865) Fl LI T 3 A I A oM BT B H 2 5 2R RIP I H (22CGA28) BB

HAE1E#: B4R, E-mail: xzhao@dep.ecnu.edu.cn



1816 N H

L

55 %

2016; Rapp et al., 2017)., Rapp %5 A(2017)i85% T i
BB X EE 5 % LEM B A SIPLR S, 25
KB, BLE O e 2B B fh A Y JL 22 LI S 4
FOR LT MR ILE, R RS L
(Rapp et al., 2017), HFET 36 E L # 1Y — I 5T 0
KUY, M2 ET L B Ok T o E R,
AP, TEJF L0843 2 B rh R 0TS Y
41217 A (Chernyak & Kushnir, 2013), X LEHF5E
T, XTI ILEARUL, 4 )LEERER A B AT L
PEFH IR S B AT R

B W5 E M H E 1 (autonomy) B9 £ B fig B A
AR . A FEMRAEIT N FREGE A O & A BT
AN, AR BT R 2 B AME I R R
A0 B A KK (Kasser & Ryan, 1999; #%2, 5% bk,
2017), H F& P € B8 (Self-Determination Theory,
SDTYIA N, 4 H FEMpo 2nf, 78 ERSA R
#17 AEhHL(Rapp et al., 2017; Ryan & Deci, 2000a;
Ryan & Deci, 2000b), *f T-2E4t23471 02k UL, AT
GERW, A EVESIHLAT IR T T 8l 3 B Y 32 4K
Rt HoR A AT M AE R (%, Bk, 2017).
FAIZ, AMER Y BUR T L ) R A7
AHRFHER, vl el 59 )L E G 2eny Skt 217
A (Warneken & Tomasello, 2008; 2012),
12 X5k

SR, DIEA SRR SB35 17 S sh LI 5%
el AT S R BR TP L, i MR B S
ILUL KO TAT R shAL ey s e ] G BRI SCAEAN[R] o 108
W T 92 1] L2 RN I 77 36 [ L 25 0 5 SO AR i 5 R BN,
T A O R, WEEEJLEAL AT
AR B ARG T A TSR Y B0 ) 2 58 BB IR R Y
TR 5SS MK 28 E L WIAE A CA80E SRR g
O A TR A 3l ) & 58 BUT 55 (Iyengar & Lepper,
1999). X7 n FAT, KT 52 48 J7 SCAb 2 ) JL Bk
i, A NERECUHIE, SRR I BE ) I A —
FE L FE L.

Sehr b, EE IR E IS, B ENE
1 SE BT — 2 58 22 5 AME R R W AH 43 5 . 44T
R EARJEAE N IE 3 A AN E A (EDW A L Al AT
F, MAZEE BT, st 2 s 3 19 (Deci
et al., 2008), WHLIEVE, — D A5E2H 1] HETEINFE
N ZERE LR B A 3h R A T A Yk
o AT R B 315 OCHK R (relatedness) X 37
WL 5 (Hofstede, 2001; Triandis, 1995), [ 3k ikiE
FRIE DL 1 e B A o F PR S Sk g T

PIRASLAE, #2870 45 = #5 ME AR A (conjoint
model of agency; Markus & Kitayama, 2003). [ ¥
FBEME H K (autonomous-related self; Kagitcibasi, 2005).
BEPR O PR A (communal psychological autonomy;
Keller, 2012)58HEAS o A EA3 47 J 0 B A2, A0
FAEASEH T A 32 (individuating-autonomy)
HeXZRZMAE” (relating-autonomy) & (Yeh &
Yang, 2006), tA A2y A {338 o B R IA X ) T
Ml A A AR S 1 FROA[E], TioC R A 3 E5R iR
AT LA [R) sl e SRR AN A R 722, BN AT
PIFE S HE 2 N RSO & b & th A Fk A .
FER IR, Mar A [ E 5 R A [ FE T EF D
AR, EPANILAE R R R, BRI
AR RS N BR OC &R 5 T 52 D AR 1Y) 38 N
(Yeh & Yang, 2006), X2 PS5 S2ENFFE 0 /R T4 T,
AR ) A EVER IS RRAAEZFIER, BE8
XFFAT R B LAY 52 B T BEAFAE SCAb 22 50 XF T
EULERUL, A CMOEERsib A\ A COE#EE A
AT BB L H H FPETE R, MMifE AT R sl .
13 XZRZRESEENFHSIVMIIN
BAROCHRIER S A EMIFA T E, (HBAAIFETE
FIrs R RZRPERRE A X R AL &, R LR A
H EWA ATREZ B BR Z A1 B ¢ R TR i 520 . A
R F LR R AL, IR C R TR AR
o5 SRR ] ) H2 9 5 FE 45 72 & (Rohner, 2016)
NREEN R B R 28 Z s R, nT LUE E iR Bz i A
PRz, APrfogall] 2 RIATE SZM, Sl
AR ERRSE R HER, T3 A FR 2% & (Rohner,
2016). Iyengar il Lepper (1999)fffF 55 £, L&
JLEEA IS A O XRR BN, BEE)
MYIEPE, MIEERA A NPk de . A pIFoE L o
R, FESEIR 3 oAb, FEM A H A ik
PRI, JLESE TR S sl 2B AC S
b N Z TH] 9 5 2 Jit 48 19 #2i (Bao & Lam, 2008;
Chirkov et al., 2003), — 3 & 7 it L BT 5T
KR, AT A X 10~11 2 /N2 L 22 3] bl
HSZ I A2 B R OCR BT EH, S8 L k£t
MRk E 5 LB O R BT, LB A B 2R B )
22 AR H O MO EEmy —FEsR, YRS LE
KZRIHMT, LB RG] 25 G B 1Y) 2 2 ShAIL N AIG
T 2O A B PLKF (Bao & Lam, 2008). ik
AHFFERW, ACBE. FO 5 L Z 8] i TR AR B )
JUEE B ShHLI ] A2l Ot AR K A 52 1A (Furrer: &
Skinner, 2003; Grolnick et al., 1991; Moss & St-
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Laurent, 2001), XJikS6Z5 5L 5156 T H FRk
FE PR TARRE, A A Ch L E MR R, JLE T
AR NALTIBEE [ AT . 5 A C R B
NI B B 4, TR B 25 i 17 A sl HL(Bao
& Lam, 2008; Deci & Ryan, 2000),

KRR IAT, BATE U, HoEPEr NS
JLEE ] B 2C 2 5T RE % IR T SR B 1Y B B X AT R B
BLEYSE I o SR, X BEfF5E AR FE h AE ol 3Pl
ik, HEZEXTF 10 2 UL ER/NESEH AL
Ay JLEE N, Bao & Lam, 2008), 1M UIHT LAk, 2%
W HT L ZE X Ttk — & 2 A — 8 0y 3L (an,
Zhao et al., 2021), H & HTHMBOR BT K
JRIE LB B (W, Wu & Su, 2014; #%, ok,
2017). KRk, ABIEFERYEE —4> H B N5 = 08 i L
B IERE A H SR SIT A ZRM R BT S
FIRR P E  FAVEW, Bk 5 RS,
BESE L MGE SRR (HH LT LE B CAEEE) T BEAS
2P E LE ) A S B AT R TSR ORI
BE, B2 A LB AGE R ARG T RE <40 L
FAt B AT R .

14 FEMBEXNTEHSITANEIG

B TGRS L EE (] /% OC & 5 ] e
TP A X LEAT ARSI E ], ATE AL
PRI A 45 A J Y A B T RE X L Y SR A 2
178 Bl A o % 2 2 A 4 LB ATT R
DT R I, BN A2 % 28 B b AT A e i
% JLAY B A47 A (Warneken & Tomasello, 2012), {H
WA MR RN, SCHEIEE 75 XX $E F (inductive
parenting) 7] LUKF JL B A9 71 22 1 55 8 21 B B 47 R Xt
f Nz L, AR R4 25170 (Hoffman, 2000).
R, ASBIFSE 050 A~ B B2 IR0 AR A Y
PR FAB Cn, BE 2RO SR LB R R A AT
Ry B EHLE R FRATTHE, AH LT A A R,
TEPEE 55 0 & BB (A, DiPl B I 1A,
il AT S X Al N AR ), L B AT RE X Al N Y
PESEAT AL, PE RIS & A ST R
1.5 WMRRIE

i b, AU RS IERE R A B, A
PEPE, MM SRR QIR (ED, SRR A
HILEZRBPRR ), S-S0, Motss
) Al N A5 25 L A 3R iR ) X b R 2 8 i LB 4y
AT R BEhHLRSE I o FoATTZ BT IS 73 24T
A A =2 2 — R R 5 M H Ok R A L SR AT
A (Binmore, 2006; Birch & Billman, 1986), H7H K

WM EX L ER A N TR
(Brownell et al., 2013; Chernyak & Kushnir, 2013;
Dunfield et al., 2011; Paulus, 2014), ZE3Z5 1 7, F&
MEYPILE A B EFEE S, E A CEER
- LA S PR N S48 25 0 (B R e A0 3 46
WE R SRR Rl Tl A Gk 517 8
ML BIF S K 2 4% 1 B 2% X —ff (4, (Bao & Lam,
2008; Iyengar & Lepper, 1999), HFfFEEJLE M
B IR, AR B A IS X s &
T 8 25 1 D2 2 UL 28 AN DGR EUHT AR B A
DIE 55 RE SR e 25 AF R AT 0 IR

o T DA I R W e AT o ER R B ErER
At 2 B HL— T T AT DL B vy S R Ak o AT A
AR EWERSZ, 55—y T ] AR i H oA 24T R
4ERr(bae, Eek, 2015), 1AM PRATEE X
TR AR 2 T 70 55 AE 55 P i E RS2 DL R A ) 22
) — BTG BT 0 2 AT o X DA X T
2P AT LB SR AT K AL B 2R RIWE S R R
i 1 I & 75 28 (Chernyak & Kushnir, 2013; Rapp
etal, 2017; #7752, &k, 2015), MANRATIN EEAEE
HILER KRR, W HEESE b EIJLETE
A FEFEAG B T B 8t 247 R M sz . FRATTHED,
VR A X At 24T o RSz 1 52 i T RE IR
TOILEAE R NS ILEZ M R BT, Y
9 LA PR R R BE SR S L A ¢ R BN, L3
TG B SR B9 T S HLTT AR S A O Ak £
— RS YRR O R IH AN, L e B R R
A SHALINMIE T A O ASOREER AT N3Pl 528 2
B HEIR VMRS FE (R, 2 A AR A 3 Y A
FOBRYSEm, BCE H O IERE . BORSERE . B
A BRERE =A SRR, FRATTHEEDN, A BO A A 2 A,
BEoRA PRE PR T RefE i LB RS EhbL

2 SEER 1. GRTORARMTILEREH W
X 2R AT 2 BIHL 2

21 Ak
2.1.1 #HiR

M G*Power 3.1 #{F(Faul et al., 2007), &%
PLAE 2 LT 5% 19 2% 0 1 K /) (Rapp et al., 2017,
Chernyak & Kushnir, 2013), % [E2IF7 AW H
SR B A5, T 1= 0.4 RS RAT L,
TR B/ MEART N 66 N(a = 0.05, KKk h
1-B=0.80). 3k [ 54 JLE AL H 4L
[ 70 45 4~5 & 2= AT L (4.04~5.95 %, M =5.02,
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SD =0.52, 32 5 38 L)Z I T AW5E . JLE G FEAL
SYELE] 3 P EEREAM: ACEBEAMAWN=21, T
AR 5.11 %) BEREBE SN = 24, FH44FE Y 4.95
By, FIREEELIEN =25, FHER 5.05 2), %
PRSP I I 22 5 (p=0.53). 74h, AC
PERRSAE S R B SR I L BESR(N = 45)
WS 5T AR, Iifa Z KIS MR, L
PR T Sk A R
212 EZEHMBRIRIR

O3 AT 55 ) S5 A R HE I R 98 P B
BONEE . /N%: 15 ecm x 10 em x 8 em); 3 ME& T
g T/ /% JLEE; 9.5 cm % 9.5 ¢cm % 5 cm),
Ul & IORMCE Z U Ry, JLEA G &
FEA ), —FRFHE R EEIQR.S om x
2.5 cm, WIE 1 FR)FEREAC(1.S cm x 1.5 cm,
WA 1 IR,

R OR R T I R A2 (A BEEZ iR
o /55 ) B 2 (J5 ) ) (Parent-PARQ/Control-SF)
(Rohner, 2005). i3RI 29 81, RH 4 S35, 4
H S ATEE, R R/ ZS 8, Bk
(6 R5) | IR/ 20 (6 ) | HEFR (4 1) . Y3 (5 ), H
T 4 N ERFGETRRMN 4 ST aERAEE 24 1),
a0 kg FRERNERES, &1
TR AR o BB [« TR /% (8~32) . B/ il
(6~24) ., AL/ 20 (6~24) . HEF (4~16); XF T H#E/
oihi . B/ 20 HEF 3 AN TR, sl T
Kt 100 92 R 15 50 1H), 1598045 R0

TR, RGN/ Z . /sl /2
W& HEFIX 4 TR Z A TR R B
(357 [l 244~316), I, H e AT R
TR, B AR R - OC R B A o TR /2 . TR
(B /2N HER 4 DT R RIS TEARSKE
5P N TE— 2 ROk 0.76,
213 XERF

FOLEM H S INARSLL, SR e LR i —
LRI D ELEAT . B R)P 4R 1 Chernyak
F1 Kushnir (2013)A8F5% . SCERFRF WA 1 Fis .
S A SRy << B8 B 4 B A I B R BT 43 S A )
BB, BT BRI SR B . FEX— B
B, PR JLEE S I — > 2 A5 240 Bl /I 4 =2
AR ERE, LML LB R A (A T
PR BEREERE . BER) T —Rh . FERRE
BeAc b, B E eSS L E R IR — A/ R B A,
HURLE . OMEBERBR G0, RIS ILE S
INEBUBITHIE . 25, 4L 2P 1 5kRamnh4e,
WA & B . TEfIN L E B RIS (A
ILEHRIRER), FREHWADE&EFEH AP0
AR R R, 55— %A ), BT 0
Al =AM FR 2k, L BT I A e PRI B AN ] .
TE A PR, JLERT LI A AR SR (R T L
Ao oE B4, RaTDEX IR EL AT,
PR T DA IS AL /N b B R — 7)o TERESE
BERE AR, BRSO LB MR RECURANBE A O He
4, Z IR ARG, AR 2 T X

SRR
(—) TR
W
: 1. HE5E
2. A
- & HORERE | BEAESHE | TRBESHE
IRATLUERA | W, MM | ARBAUERA
wemmanc | e, | wmemrs | ()0
s RGN B KRR | ileRsE | oo
P WA S MEEART S | WA,
ANBEIRAEREVRYI Lo RIS
(=) BN R
S H AR
N . 3. BEBER A A ¢ﬁ¢@g§ﬁﬂ%
SR, AR, I R
NG FREHER B AT LK 3A W A A — B
SV NG TR —

B 1

S 1 R R B
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AMEARLS /L B A — 7)o TE FIIE PR
o, B LEMGERE, 8 SR SRR AR
ol HORFH A A i pl 3 (Eik) A, Fik
ek sk 2k, iRLEIATIEARA 43T . Eilid R LE
TEMHIR T AL H R B E(TE = 1, R =
0). E T, FRHE 1 FrR i+ x5 S 3T
O R R ) A LB S N O e IR
IUAE DL EREWE? SR . — M . i R MERL Y
We? e L E 2 (0~2),

LB AN H A BE B, R LEAE—
B o EAE B (D, T — AR 4, Buil g
BN AT o FEHREHT BU p o g B, il
JER /NG IR LT . /NG A RIBEENHEH 150,
ZJE, BRI E 3 MR YRR G40 L
D s B = AN EACERIE AR, AR AT LA 3 A0 4TH
() — S AR o 22 25 /NG AR B R I — . IR
ORI /NGRS &7 5 L & 78 s
P, LEJLEE [ O e anfe] 43 Be G 405 U« <R mT LA
P R 2 o IRPT A2 1A (2 AN 3 A4,
AL AR BT RG4S, I LB AR X AT
()17 5% 43 I AR B0 (0~3 1)

BribZ4h, T A O kPR AR R v
() JL3E R SR 2R 1 B I B 56 R i it 1 () 4 Bk
RN HEL R ),
22 #£R
221 EEEGZEMNLEER

W10 43 AT K B 1) 5 A 08 A A AL ) 3 B0
FEZH(ps > 0.50), HXJH AR B A 5 (ps >
0.46), A TE 3 T R 09 43 B oA 25 S8 i 5 47 1%
A ZE . JLEAEARRIEEERM T IRIR AT R
I3 U AE FAERT o =G B i o0 24T S 34 &
FRUEZEUNZE 1 PR

R1 W1 AARAEBEEGTILENVRSZETA. &
EVERMEFR S EBEEFHIZITAIM (SD)]

WK GF AT H oG B
ke Iy (1= %,  SZ0EO0~2)  PRss=AT

0= RI3=) 9(0~3)
EfagrTEs 1 (0) 1.95 (0.22) 1.81 (0.87)
BESRERE 0.96 (0.20) 1.70 (0.56) 2.04 (0.71)
FiE s 0.96 (0.20) 1.75 (0.53) 2.00 (0.98)

XFFLE MBI AT R, &K TR R
ZROLEAX /IS 1505 AR T,
21 £ JLE2FHAR(100%) 70 T WEAR; BRI

BT, 24 ZILEHRA 23 £4(96%) 05 T 4t £k
R, 25 BILEDA 24 £(96%)5F T
4. RAPEZE T 20 L8, ILELEVIR 34T
55 TR AT AR A RN W 22 5, F(2, 67)
=0.43, p= 0.653,

PRk, AT ILEEAERI R 535 1 32Uk
Z (A, ArEE0E) . DL RS SR S B
FATH, HTXMWAE AT LSRR
T INBESEIE T3 AT R, B AR TR R B 43
IR T TERIR 3 = AE Bt AR 45 /N o3 = iy L 3
BAROER 2 DNEVIR I =18 5 R o g iy
Bk, RS TREAR R 68), R SRR E,
JE ST A RN 20U o R R 7 250
HrRTRIR G 2 OAF (TR = 27—l =17
Nk = 07T R, HO®EEM = 195, D =
0.22). FFEEPEM = 1.70, SD = 0.56) . FiliEFEM
= 1.75, SD = 0.53) =& NI =015 A B
5, F(2,65)=1.81,p=0.173, KM K 25
Mt o = 5 (B0, %R Bel) 43 = A4 50(0~3)
3, RIHC %M =181, SD =0.87). Kk
PE(M =2.04, SD =0.71), FEiliELEM =2.00, D =
0.98) = A4 T 1R LB X K 52 45 22 04 Ul 4R 5 i v
HIBEES, FQ2,65)=0.45,p=0.637,
222 BFXFEMIN

AR AR Z A 22 5%, (B FRAT]
KEM BT RR R SW LSRN A mXTLE
FAL ST, B2 oRIRATRA SPSS IH Y
[l 3 53 A7 B 56 R0 A R R BR AR IR X L3 19 4 =
oA BORT 53 A B v R 43 SEAT O 14 52 ) v R 3] 9
TEH . WERE, HTRIDIFEA X ELEEAEN)
HILEmZ H WX R AT, H I HE s
JEH OB R RRE R B A, WA A ik
PR

T, DL SO 1R At ] AR AR f PR A
AT T o B0 TR AR R R AR e, SRS (AU
A, HOW®SE = 0, BEESE = DEHTXR
(BB = AR R B F O R BABOME I B 22 &, I
B R AR AR MEAL, BRI — 4T BT 15 43 AT,
FEE B PR SR 5 B O R (R AR 19 32 EL IR
PR HEAT A 00T . S5 SR B, B — RUH
11%, F(2, 41) = 2.62, p = 0.09; i il A% 5.3 J5 5
B R, A 21%, F(3, 40) = 3.60, p = 0.022, il
BRI — AR AR SRR, ARk B E (AR =
9%, p = 0.030), FEMR —H ) SEPESIFRY ERON
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F(P=-032,se=0.12, t =-2.25, p = 0.030), £} ¥
KRB EFNA R FEP=-0.12, se=0.09, t = —0.64,
p= 0.53), HEME, EHEKFSHTXRANZEH
YER B3 (B =0.43,se=0.13,t=2.25, p=0.030), K
i — IR R M HAE, AT BT R M1E R
TR BRER AT, BT R R | AR LT o
i, ¥ AR . BRE, A EW TR
)P, ACEEWM = 1.90) 5 EEFELMETM =
LO2)LEMERA B E2Z5B = 0.03, t = 0.15,
p= 0.883, 95% CI [-0.33, 0.38]); 1M 7E3 4040 (4%
BEFRR), HCEFERMTM = 1.95r9L# W%
i H B SE R B R (M = 1.70)89 L EE O T R
BB = —0.26, t = —2.06, p = 0.046, 95% CI [-0.51,
—0.01]); FEMRAHAHEMEETXR)T, ACHEEK
EFM = 2.00)A0 JLEE L W b U RE SR e B 5514
(M = 147)JLECE AR (B = —0.54, t = —3.05,
p = 0.004, 95% CI [-0.89, —0.18]). f&jFARIRI 4k
R 2 frs .

201 4

e TR .
151 (IMFEEZELIT) S
—a— PERTFLR

1H)

BB TR R
(2 L)

Efagrizs R

B2 SE8 1 PR O R R R A S L
O3 TR Z 18] 26 2R 1 I AR

Wk, B8 B 0 o3 AT A S 2k R
AR B PR AR B AT 0 A, AP IR S Bk AR .
LER LI, BIRl— RAUH 3%, F(2,41)=0.72,p =
0.49; JINAZE B3G5 — RN 4%, F(3, 40) =
0.49, p = 0.69. P/ EIAY A fE R ) I A Il 35 25 5+
(AR =0.2%, p=0.78). X F T L R ELBES M
X 43 T8 B I 4 TEAT A S e R R B Y
PEVEA
2.3 itig

SCE 1 R, BARERRSAIERTLE AT
VA R (45 25 14 v 4 ) L 28 R A T R — 18 1 Be A
B 2R B S KO 43 AT R, (B RO R AT
BEREMY B B 4T L343 50 2 WEAZ 52, 4R
T RAPUT, BEREMEERAILE A O MR IE R
T ILE S 2 B FEAZ — R T RO R

SO

1.0

— B T, BER R RRIE SR T ILE SR E
WL AZ B CABGEBEIIIR . TS0t BAt 21T
R B AZ I R4t 2 A 2L R Z — (==,
ek, 2015), SE80 1 WA ARABL T 26§ R R T5)
FRIEPERT L W A S AL B, X 5 T
W 5E T & B 2 - 26 RN T RE R e R L3 1Y
2V B HLAY R R A 25 S —%(Bao & Lam, 2008), iX
SERfF g LR VA, A BRI A —E S FEAT R
P, YRR AN L SC R, JLER
S A O R ) R AZ . X5 A 3R
P BRI A SRR H B S BOIE R — e
55 AR B 5 i A 43 B 00 L A 2 WA Y (Deci &
Ryan, 2000),

ARSI, JLEALEYIR 53 = MG B i
AT NPT A R A N 2SS, PR b,
o JLEE #0230 38 v KO 19 4 22 (97 % Y L 3
TERIA T BE 43 55 T WG 4K, 73%RY )L 25 76 5 o 52 1 45
SYET 2 AL RELR), 15 AT N ER SRR
PR o AT, X 0] fE A TR == B 4R
R — W5 AN, HEEBARA 3 ).
AN, FERESE R FR O Rk BT, Bor/Ei
AL ZER L =, i il Fs T Z 0 R Gk
IINIEIRAE G — 55 o FRATVE A, XS ] e flifs %
DT R L E R R S5 = 04 AT . Ah,
BTATHE 208 L FRAT AR BT R 800, (HAE 5=
110 BB & B AR IR TR0 . FRATTAE I, i
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2012), {HACBEIEE 5 7520 09 48 5 0 w] DL i 2 4t
247 M (Hoffman, 2000), K, 7ESEE 2 /. FA]
PRI NS, JE R A B R T LR
(SRR ST R LR . 55086 1 AL, BR T
PR A ORI, AR SR B 5 A2k AT
5y, PREEBEAA BN, BB RS B A
IR SEARG R REAC 1, X BIAE T RE SRR A5 2 Y
PEPEHE hif R sman LT 5. BRIk 4h, BT
S 1 I A3 AT R R BRI Y [ R, AR S
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(A O RS RERAEIERE . RS HEBEE) T
—Fh o 75 A CEBE M, JLERT LA CaEH:
CRBAE R DX IEAREA 5 B 2, Wl It E S
AN o B 28 7) o FEBESR G BRI SR,
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TR, X LG ACHRIE AR o AR AT LA ik S 40 4R
B HC, Wi /Ng—2ehhigt, > Filidsk )L
TEHTIG 3 TP A AR A EUE (0~5 1)
32 &R
321 HIRDZEITA

WA IR, PERI S A TS 2 R IR
FEES(ps > 0.26), FIRXTF 4 AR RA BEE
Ml (ps > 0.10), {H A& 3L )M 1) 2 b 35 52 0 43 =
L (t(66) = —2.60, p=0.012, Cohen’s d = 0.64, 95%
CI [-0.55, —0.07]), HA&NUl, LB ZAE7 ==
AP, L AP T e AR R R
Ml (ps > 0.065), A il L2 A% M 5 VR Sk il BE 1 TG ¢
AR FEIA, TR T SR X420 18 1 43 B v )
YE RIS AS 1, B ARSI At As &, FRATd
R TR EE R

JLEEAEARRIEBESRA T IR AT R 5
ST FNFE B 43 545 352 v B9 43 24T R 9 40 (B B b o
ZEMNEK 2 s, JLEWIRITZEREN N : B O EEE
1, 30 ZILEH 18 £ (60%)73 5 T 4%, +F3%
EPEIEEE T, 28 24 LB A 26 £4(93%) 5022 T I4K;
Fi ST, 26 ZILEHAH 24 Z(N2%) 0 FET
WAt RABNER T 2200, KIERFIA DE
N, F2, 81) = 7.61, p = 0.001, 0> = 0.16,
Bonferroni & IE M J5 B BCXT FLA & B, B2 & Pk
AP RSB BAME FILER A C
BN TMILEE AR RS (R RS LR vs.
HO®E#: p = 0.003, Cohen’s d = 0.83, 95% CI
[-0.56, —0.09]; FFEARNEGHESE vs. [ ERE: p =
0.003, Cohen’s d = 0.80, 95% CI [-0.56, —0.08]),
SRRSO EANF RN B EER
(p=1.00),

R 2 KW 2HAEREZRBHTILENNRIZTA.
SELBEMEFS ZHEERH S Z1TAIM (SD)]

%J]?M%Eﬁjﬁ SR oy =S
PEEERAT (1= 7, W5 EATH
0= AR4r=E) ©-2) (0~5)
HCo ks 0.60 (0.50) 1.89 (0.32)  2.61 (1.03)
Bl A B kPR 0.93 (0.26) 1.77 (0.51)  3.85(1.38)
B ANERESE 092 (0.27) 1.71 (0.62)  2.54 (1.06)
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THPJLEGIBR 16 DR =R, JeLerPrkeA st
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B PRALS FAY PE R BE i i, HAR SO R A1,
REfE S IR LS IE SR 1 43 24T, M RE SR
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J9hHL(Deci & Ryan, 2000), 455 LIAERTS
JIt & BB B A 35 175 200 1 5 2 b e A
F R4 Hb AR i 4l LB B AT O —3X (Hoffman, 2000;
Warneken & Tomasello, 2012),

4 B
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AZ B, LATEA CPE ) JLE AR R B, JLE
TE F O ASCIE 15 I B L0 Al N\ AS0IE 25 58038 B i 25
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2013; Rapp et al., 2017); {HEA R RN RIG 7L
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Zhao et al., 2021), EH XS T ILELT A BIHLAY
TEZRVY 7 Ak AT Fir ARl (Bao & Lam, 2008), A<
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ARSI, TEA OO HE 2S5 AC KR
TR A A A SRR, L) FUEAZ 1 L
B, KA AYAAY A AR S 2 B A
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AYAPARIERSZ, Ty H = [RIRE BB A% 22 i Al OC FR Ak
AU B AKLS (Vansteenkiste et al., 2006), X 264F 57 3k
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Abstract

The development of prosocial behaviors (e.g., helping, sharing) is an important part of children’s moral
development. Previous research has indicated that the freedom to make choices (whether children make choices
for themselves or other people make choices for them) has an important impact on children’s prosocial
motivation and behaviors. However, little research has investigated the impact of the relatedness between the
child and the adult who makes the choices, or the provision of reasonable explanations on children’s prosocial
behaviors. Therefore, across two studies, we investigated how, one, the freedom to make choices, two, the
relatedness between children and the adults who make choices for them, and/or three, the provision of
reasonable explanations for those choices, may influence children’s prosocial motivation and behaviors. We
conducted both studies with children aged 4~5 in China.

In Study 1, children were asked to make decisions about sharing stickers with a puppet. They were
randomly assigned to one of three choice conditions: self-choice, mother-choice, and experimenter-choice. In
the self-choice condition, the child could decide for themselves whether to share with a puppet or not; in the
mother-choice condition, the child’s mother instructed the child to share, and in the experimenter-choice
condition, the experimenter instructed the child to share. After this, we measured children’s feelings during the
sharing task, and their sharing behaviors towards a novel partner. Meanwhile, mothers in the self-choice and the
mother-choice conditions completed a questionnaire measuring child-mother relatedness. We found that
although there was no overall significant difference in children’s sharing behaviors or feelings across the three
conditions, mother-child relatedness significantly moderated the effect of choice condition on children’s sharing
feelings. Children who had positive relationships with their mothers demonstrated positive feelings when their
mothers made the choice for them, similar to when they made the choice themselves. However, those who had
neutral or negative relationships with their mothers, demonstrated worse feelings when their mothers made the
choice for them compared to when they made the choice themselves.

In Study 2, we employed similar methods, but used the following three conditions: the self-choice condition,
the mother reasonable-choice condition (where the mother provided a reasonable explanation for the choice) and
the mother unreasonable-choice condition (where the mother forced the child to share without providing a
reason). We found that, when sharing with the first puppet, children were significantly more likely to share in the
mother reasonable-choice and mother unreasonable-choice conditions than in the self-choice condition. However,
when sharing with a new puppet, children in the mother reasonable-choice condition shared more stickers than
those in the self-choice condition or the mother unreasonable-choice condition.

Taken together, these two studies show that children’s prosocial motivations do not necessarily decrease
when others make choices for them. Instead, for children positively connected with their mothers, following
their mother’s choices can lead to positive feelings to a similar degree as those experienced when making
choices themselves. Additionally, mothers’ reasonable choices and guidance can facilitate subsequent sharing
behaviors. The findings of this study have significant implications about the development of preschoolers'
prosocial motivation.

Keywords prosocial motivation, choice, sharing, social cognitive development, early childhood development



