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(C REH ARG R0 R, K 300222)  CHEEATRFZLRE S TREYEE, K 300300)
CINARITE K2 022 BE, BERE 250038)  (* HR B4 BE O BRATF 78 T A7 M BH# E S S8 %, st 100101)

PR BRI A AT 25 B AR i e KARJE, ST (value) ot £—— PRI RE B4 A
O R B R A A Y T (H IR 92 Pn b 28 23 TR (worth) e —— PR 4 A C 2 T iz 5 8k 1y
eI, FHA AR N IRREPE N 5 I M EMTAL, BT 1 MG B i gl JE Tl e, &
BLE AR T Z 75 (9 (B0 8 TS T RE 243 M SR R B REIR AR 2 o WFST 2a SRITIHANIE, BRE 1275 IS AE
CELLE L T 4 DN IRTELE L B RE KT AR WETE 20 R 4 SR LE R AT BTN, LA
B R AR AR ) i ORI 2 UL S AR RO LS AR g A AR AR, SRR 1S T (R REBE T 5 BUSL AR E rP B9 W BRI
AR A5 [ALA7 A8 1E 1) 1 AR T ¢ 2R o 581 UCOh b [ SR i iz AR 3 T S dE 10 328, B i

il AATT3E 0 75 R A < A

WAE TR 724 JEE b PR SE 3R AR 2

W2 FETEDRSE FET ks, SRl

B849:C91

1 [A)EE

MHTE AT S RIS A AT Y
A N 25 Fe R AR S0 (8 /28] e R AR 0], 3k
PERE S B #:45 A O O d5c R 3 Ak 1Y 3% 10T (Cox,
2004; von Neumann & Morgenstern, 1944), #R1f,
AL A T AR 2 N B A ERE LIFARIC B,
HELA A AR AIET1 2 (suffer an offered loss)IY
PRI, FLET TR BRI an TR TNk g
Jr

B e 5 A evh ® & (William Henry Harrison),
RERFEIMLE R, AT EE— 4, 6T
AT EHAEF AL, AETH LG AIAS LR
W AMBFEE—HKS 509F 1 ATtk
AR — A, DB RE ARIE S ST, T RAAH
W A

At 55 N AR /N R RE B AN T B 2 AL
e 0PSB TE S AT AT IR EOE <

R H 1 2013-11-06

AR £ B 1 T 1Y FRAE 25 ] (representation  space)e
TG EN . AN B RRE B4 B AR T . FE“%R
FERRIE YR BE ARSI R B T, SR BRI
s NATTXSAS R TR 20T ) R > 3406 A7 {1 e R A S )
(value maximization principle, Luce, 1959)s%%5H i
K 4k Jit W] (utility maximization principle, von
Neumann & Morgenstern, 1944), BIX}F £~ 1E500
x, NITHEBZSEET O 45 7€ 1 (offered) . AN7E BYFRFIEEL
AR T — FUWA N EESON, RFREEEA &
KANAE /50 B9 3£ 50T (Tversky & Shafir, 1992; von
Neumann & Morgenstern, 1944; Sugrue, Corrado, &
Newsome, 2004),

T, /N R Y R PR AE 55 AR A 5 A <SE
G5 T4 8 R R EOAE R AR (B R AR FE ) AN I i 4
T, 5 MM ESSSOHEARTTRER T 1 fAdim
HERO . W 5 40 BARET T R KSR
P RKARE ]

/N U BRI AE G, IR PR N At 2

* [E K [ RBEEFE AT (70871110; 31200793) ., H Bl B i G # TR 5 207 17 0 H (KSCX2-EW-1-8) . ZL & B A SCHE & RL248F
FREFREESTH(13YIC190022) , Jb 5Tt 55 i 2407038 S0 5 #0H A SR H (20138012501) , KT 8 2248 A ST &Rl

WFZET H (20122503),
HIREE: 2247, E-mail: lishu@psych.ac.cn
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R LGS . N (=F ) hRgefLaiibRy, BN
X & Fosr5g . A Gy R HES:, Xtz
FERHEE S, R T IE R (GE KR 5 =i
— iz AL BN ZE Pk i 4 1Y (He who eats pears with
his master should not choose the best)”, DK { %4 )
Hrejifi b 32 T #& > (It is more blessed to give than to
receive) UL, WRMAMNETFZHH TH S E
p51Brik = A ol = A A i b L

PRIz 7 R R ImE IR A B N2 RiEf
WEIT B, 2012; HBEL, 2012)4% i fl & e T —Fif
“FLF A BERE” (worth-based choice) it B SRAF Y
RN, PR TE DR R TN 4 3 1
FE“45 78 FRIE B 4E B AR P ASGE B, i &2 gtk
T R LI AR B A BE AR, I 7E oo i i R IE =S
[ (2B LA AP R AR B4 B 1) TR AR AR AR A 1H
X Ph i A3 A JF R R R T AR, 2R
AU R Az T YR R, o X ARk
x, FRATHE PR H B T 38 4 W 4E 2 (offered
dimensions, N4 T %) 4 £ K 25 ) 45 45 1 W - 1Y
“Mr> (value)E LA v (x); TPRF P3R5 38 T i vh %
A e 4h 2 B YEJE (unoffered  dimensions) & H: 32
S CE AR R R BE (AR TR 5 . TRAR L A
Preedl . SRR 25 45 ) X B A BE T > Y 4 3R “ff
(worth)zE LN w (x°). SR JG, DRIRFH XA (>
A9 R /INE T, 20N R A R T AR I 2 2 T
U MR RE, Sz WS T AR PR, PR
P30

“HLTFH 1EHE” (worth-based choice) )Pt HE AR
RIGRMRIT “ PRt/ NVE/AL” RISEZE s 2 /B BRI O Y
fifpBER T« A R R 8 10 A O AU A 25 e 25
1Y 4E B (offered dimension, UNFAIR A4 4k3K%5) I,
1M HARAE A 3 3l e A Bl 08 4 BE (unoffered
dimension, WL K4 ERK2E) [, X AL, 0T
DR AR I, MBS .

— X, A2 ARG E, HFE, “ARA
ek Rkl A mEREFES 5 0R? IR
Faid 5ok 1 A rvg? 7 KRG KRpiE”, ) RA
BRREE, 122 he RREFET 1 A, NTFHTE
AR AL REFET D2 7

71N JE8 R T AR G O A LR < 22 IR B R 4 B
WHARBI M), BCY N IZ T AR R GG L
FEERNIAZEZN] . X T REHA . KREEIFWM
&, MITRET LA LI A BULRE R A 2k
RS WG FEAE R, 5L T X SOy A B B il i<l

P55 FIE“H o Z A 3 P 4 SN 2

FRATHEI, TP 4 2 P e s (B ik e 5 |
TE R Z A OCHK, Ry s (D)NE X7
B AR, BBy, BB S E (social
norm) AFTE, 4 Iz 75 IR AT fE K K N B 5]
X7 B BRI KRR A e, tean, S1E#E{k
WEFE R, FMh 2 BESTENE A 1Y FA I 20 A 52 JL 3
IR B e A5 i 2 A UL 45 (Axelrod & Hamilton, 1981;
Axelrod, 1984; Delton, Krasnow, Cosmides, &
Tooby, 2011; Roberts, 2008; Van Veelen, Garcia, &
Rand, 2012), £33 BHi5(Blau, 1964; Delamater,
2013) 45 Y, WS 5 RARERTT LLAABATHY
PEACAE PR BTE 2R 00, Rk, BE T (k£
1M1 24T 0z 75 WS A AT B8 T B 3l 7 i 4 & 5 1A
DA 2R e . e, YA TEA S B
etz g Sk R, B a7 DG
(gratitude) . B & . APRrHE4(interpersonal acceptance)
&5 FUM I i (Bartlett & DeSteno, 2006; DeSteno,
Bartlett, Baumann, Williams, & Dickens, 2010), i
WCHEN, TR e 5 A5 2 T 2 W) 5T 4R 4 1Y
[N, R REAT 3 B 2R R 45 o (2)MER = J7 Y A 2
B, BTS2 o 7 B A 4% 45 1 (network
structure) 1Y 5% 51 (Molm, 2010), 4T i1z 7 e £
f A A 38 T BB At 2 45 R [ 55 = J7 (the  third
party) 5 FAkaE . T2 7 XA = 0K AT &
# 2 HVE (social norm), AMAME 75 55 i K 419 4t
S, XARSWEITEZME = 52581
(Fehr & Fischbacher, 2003; Ohtsuki, Iwasa, &
Nowak, 2009). 3T £ 1M 24 Tz = ik
] BE NSRS =05 445 3 T 22 i ) BRI PR 27 o 4D,
R AN DAt A [ 412 £ B2 AN Iz 75 35 B B A B2 R
F, WHEZEERA S R Rtk gs . R
Wz w5 ikl R — A RbAT S, TR
FABAT Ry 38 5 T LA 25 > 1A ok T8 22 1 BRO 17 4 1AC
B0, R A A 3 O R R 3 UL 5 4 S (Aknin et al.,
2013; Aknin, Dunn, & Norton, 2012; Dunn, Aknin, &
Norton, 2008; Meier & Stutzer, 2008),

AHIC, <F T Hr e W m] e AR i T —BR
IESR H &Y A g fe KA B Ty LU IR A
(tit-for-tat) i) 4% & (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2003;
Axelrod, 1984; Axelrod & Hamilton, 1981), fHZA
Rl RAE A C BRI 25 . [FIRS, AR $8 5% B H (strong
reciprocity)Blifs, 5 =7 XX A EHAT B R
IEACE 5 AT A AR 25 LA (Boyd, Gintis, &
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Bowles, 2010; Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004), iftt<$H
J¥ (social exclusion)3 . f 215X F AT A 112>
FAE B A Ul LAAS 20 X6 O B3R =07 W N B 42 40 F
Yo ml 4z o

TR A L I E /AU B R AR
W), SEREARSR o DIAEAESEAE N AR S 4 0F 2 S ik
IR A AT N AT R I, R R BR T 3 A <45
FEAERE”, TZME T “WEIE4EfE”, i InTe gt g
AP ZH, S BI3% ¥ (intertemporal choice)
IR, AR T35 IR R R 25 0 <58 T ik
B>, B MR A 25 0 <5 T {8 B8 AR W] REAE AR
KA BRI . T E EEE R T HE S
e “iz R AR B9 ULYE, B HET = SRR
PSR o i, AT 50K BAK [ S8 7 e A i e
T SRR 5

H: H5<BEET M smit, BT 8 Ee e
% 254 PRl R T Z W) AR 4 o

H,: H5<BEET MM, BT 8 % e
% 254 AT R T 2 A PR 4 o

Ry kAR, AW I LD AR5

ST 1 LARSRAT Ry (56 T B I B M T4
PEPE”) R A ARG, DI TORIORS PR 25 8 IR AR 5, R
FBR 1 3% (hypothetical scenarios), 2 H i Ffr gl
FATH, TR ST R 03K e RO, USSR
B N 0 AR 1 - S R (- A7t 2 13 2 N (K 7S
KRR AR £ o

WHGY 2 BEi— 20 I ) () R - 7E B St S,
COET AR R S IR RS A B BEAAT]
TEIZ BT B 154 B rp ol i 23 2 iR 26 51 o
MITEHERE, BT Se i e B2 0l i<l B S |
IE“RRA Z M2 A CHE . A BFFE 3 (Bordens &
Abbott, 2006)F i, T F IR K A 1AL B (B A
TE RS B B OCHE SR, W IZ e PR A SR FE MR 52
AT BMOESY 2 UFEIRER T (8 8 ST
A B 1 H g i) e BE T B eI T A SRR |
FI LS JAT (field survey) ™ 52 3055 A 1% gk
B IR T A R E AR = [ R e T G R
DI A Al 5 B A o L AR SRR A SRS . B
M :

W5 2a, BERRHET (B TS TELERE,
IR R AR I T H . ©ABFFECR S, 2012)
Xap . FOE TRET ks 5k T E TR,
AN AT AN S EMP e AR 2L B AT T

YEHEHE” o WFIE 2a FFAETT LR E iz e < T
R REREAT g MRS A L, H AR R IR R
Fr WP AELE FER B, IR T e T fE e F " 11o0
(e R

WH5E 2b, FIHIBEGE 2a HF RSN, XTI
CRETE RS E CHE T M R P Rl D SR A A
PRSI SR P B SR A, KRR T fE R R
REFCIE 25 AR B R BE 345

2 WEFE 1. FEC{ErRETmI AR 1A
—— TR SR Y UL

TEPRRAFFE R, V7 2058 # A R R R
BE 0] LA U 25 58 N B P SR A 20 (Nordgren, van der
Pligt, & Harreveld, 2007; Bronfman, Vazquez,
Gutiérrez, & Cifuentes, 2008). #gitt, W5 1 ¥F1H
TR 175 45 1 N < T R0 e R RN I T AN R,
HEE AT I PRl PSR4 T A ) ) J5 [m] 4 FUKS At (o]
AR o, FRATTEE R M > ML AL Y A B oG AR B
AT IR FR (1) [F] A 42 ) B BT HORR (4 1] 59),
K Z BN PLRAT B3R A o
2.1 A&
2.1.1 #Hik

BEALIE AL 5T X R 2224 140 44, HA 35 2 68
N, A 72 N, PRI 23.34 % 0 BIBRIETERL
B 6 IR, ZORER 134 A 808U
212 KWREFSHE

SEge R A RO N B, DAAREE N g E X
170 AZSRIRFATH, 3P IKF (B T ik 4
HHTF ik HR), B AR AR 7w e A
L RGBT R) B2 B T 43 0 B AN A T o R B (G
SR I B B 5 B T A ) R S
ik B A AR A RO, S S i RS fn LA
K46 o e R 229K 35 ASINBUscss, LA4REm
BIE X, A TR PR A B T AN e T A
PRAT & SCRRER R R, AR5 2 45 it
PIRhiE S . ZJ5, 1E8OATE Likert 7 st bty
Vg, B—Rh ) Ak 217 X0 B e e 2 KRB b
e 3 XT3 PR R SRA T

DRI b SRRSO 2 N oAk i, Hevh, R AR
g JH P D SRAT S 43 ol AR A 19 N B 422 90 2 B Of A6y
i, WO A PR R SRA T S ) A ) Jo [l 4
FREE (A VEMRER L2 . E Tl Rl &t .

o, <o) [ < £ 41 5%
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HAZE A REAFERATRFANE L X, TERAEELH 100 TEG M HF, &R T E
A &% 100 Tiko
HREGE —AEY RAFEATRAFBME 1 X, BERAELLH 100 ek HF, 425 FHK
T 71X 100 4.
e
() £F—FERT, RET2BHRIMIMALAELRF A 2 OF
Q) AFHF=—HERT, "REAT2AZTRF B MG E: O£ OF
Q) LS BESLREELFELSRF A LFE?
1 2 3 4 5 6
FFARE BRAARE AELAE AERE  WEARE EFREZ
4) Ao EESEREELRELSRFBLE?
1 2 3 4 5 6
EFAFE RELAE AELEARE ALFE WEAE EFEAE

(5) WA, HHRFARTF L EFA —ATASKBAAR G IE, LR
HBFERF A RS WG TRER X (0% ~ 100%)

HHEFF BRSO TREAR 2 K

22 #HR5HR
2.2.1 ##{E#ZE (manipulation check)

T BIAHOCHEA ¢ KE B i Tk, K e g 58
Jr v ) T Ak By 2R A5 A 80 S e Y B T B
PR FITE T A B IR R AT . SRR,
FEm A S Mg B, A W3 A AL EE T
O S e < BT (B8 728, TilFEE B AAb
P T 22 bl S Bt < BT U 3BT, M s o =
5.69, M g =2.31,134)="7.13, p <0.001, 7E“45F )
TOMESE T, HIRIAA TR A WA FEy X 2R
LT E B AT R, R E B A =N 2
MR BT A BT, M ovwa =577, M vup =
2.23,4(34)=6.42,p <0.001, DA FZ5RLM, it
T AH I 1 i) A Ak By O] << i <l e Al L
M BB PRI T R A R o
222 WPMURRITAMYIRFFEHIREES

2 B A PR 2R S AR A i U (RS L,
2012), HCEE T I — RN 530 b B4 5 22 53,
BERD =0, & = DS4ERIERIME S

B, BEMAPRT RS MR SRS Dl . DA
RAT R (BT B P R Tk +)
AR, DANBREEGIRR B AR i, DA 5 FIAR
W A PRI, A BIAE ARG B T AT U 7 22507 .
SRR, FEem A FE s, BACETE
BB AT IR A RIS AN BRI iR 2 e T
HAHEF M kB 17 N EE B, M w4 (SD) =
38.42 (5.91), M s 5 (SD) = 29.35 (6.4), F(1, 127) =

(0% ~ 100%)

20.27, p < 0.001 (L 1 ERE), fE<40SF 55
LRI T RIS R, BT i BT R
TR A SRR g S T REARET
MBI B TR B, M x4 (SD) = 39.05 (5.67),
M i (SD) = 18.52 (7.79), F(1, 127) = 66.57, p <
0.001 (VLI 1 FIE), DA E&5H20], ATEnEZ
LR I T AE BT N AR ST A R
TN IRGEILE, RIRA <L F i 1T R
AR RERS 2 B 2 I N PRl . 245 50 UE T ik
2, RUAHXSFeF e, ST E iR
REAS 25T AR R TE 2 RS 3R 25 -

W, ZEEWFPRAT Y AR 25 T Ol . LA
PeSRAT ISR (A, DAY 04K 25 B B (A Pk it
AL B THILS) R AR B, DL R AR Sk A
i, A AAEPAME S N AT T ZZ 0T, BRI,
e [ G G D, RAE T (8 81T
KRS A RIS A KRR AL 2 i T BE PR B
T RAE T T BT MRS B, M ous A
(SD) = 70.19 (21.41), M wx (SD) = 55.73 (22.36),
F(1,127)=8.03, p < 0.01 (LI 2 I &) FE“45 37 57
TR T R ZE R, A BT (H ERE
TTHMTE A RS ETHLSH TR RS R E R T
FIEHFET U EBE AT NI TR B, M tua (SD) =
81.75 (15.56), M wxp (SD) = 36.59 (22.91), F(1, 127) =
5.07, p < 0.05 (WL 2 TE. DL ESSREY], AXFT
CEET R, T BRI R 2 1Y TR
Tt o IREEAMBRE Hy $HE T SR



10 191 BEOWE SR TR AR BRI IR 1553
j‘;: T R 2 Ah, TR AR A B SR AR 2
40 - T L) & IAFAE T8l 0] DI 5 v, 7R85 —Fh s 3R
15 TEIFR A EFHRMEFEMZN), 4k A
w0 ] I (89.5%) 2 HEFE AR A HL BB AME FIE A, of =
% 25 82.90, p < 0.001, I H, MAI7ESEAE S THIHLL:
i—f 20 1 Ff 2 S ] FHEHL 25 N8R A (M v 4 (SD) = 83.34
DRt (14.79), M 15 (SD) = 34.81 (22.94), F(1, 112) =17.5,
107 2 <0.01),
> EFPikiE. BMEEEAS ' BAET
TR (RFA) TP 9B) Y TR T F A, W R IR AR
PR T B, EHI ] REFERE R 2 22 Ay B |45 8 T 247 Ab
47 HLer . Geitas IR, 1Ecm FFfE 4w —
40 1 I s FAFT B BT 100 Jokk), 4k MsA
35 A 90 -
30 80 -
% 25 S T
g 20 - T z’éé 60 - T
<151 ﬁ 50 -
107 F 40 -
> 2;_% 30
EFHERFIRA)  ETHkE(TRB) E 207
PR T4 10
BT gl ) I L ) 4 i s B (R ) R —— PR
TR AT ORI B —
100
DL 437 2 T TR D 17 1 00 R 3K 2 0 -
MRS ST AT sbefeids) I
CEZRT S il S o e s [ P B SR
RIS AT S 10 48 250K 0k L A o Sk o i P A ;: .o
GRS  WE /NG AR RAE B 55 ME R 5, 2
AFE®E. BASEXET AR S0 T
YRS T R A A, B o
— AL ALET, THESE S, gt % 0
2 W R, i) ) S 4 B A — R T (B ] 20 7
A WA ZIX 100 JGER), K AN (68.7%)=1EFF 10 7
FHRAHLEER S ] $ A, o= 18.66, p < 0.001, Jf 0 I
L 08 LA T AT 2 K MR LA I IR IR 2 2 % EFIGERCERA) - AT RS)
NS LT A (M s 4 (SD) = 69.89 (22.19), M iy PIRIRAA T
(SD) = 55.45(23.5), F (1,85) = 5.83, p <0.05)c AIUL, [ 2 pifal e 5 4 s ) 15450 5 ) s s (F 40

R FETAEE BT NS A BT 52153

I PR R SR b ) £ ) S AR A

VIS A BT 32 3 R 24 (2007) 78 55 b i T P AL 250 B 2% K43 (The 7™ Biennial Conference of Asian Association of Social Psychology)
ik { Negative fantasy and avoiding conflict in Chinese social interactions ) &5 195 7~, HRIGEE
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(74.6%)F R AN EFFE B WCE HE M, ¥ = 32.51,
p < 0.001, {HIZZE2]4 54 7T LLG K BRER A HL 2SI,
L P AR AR A SIS SRS B
(M s o (SD) = 68.85 (22.28), My (SD) = 59.16
(21.62), F(1, 93) = 4.25, p < 0.05), {E“45 S [n] 3¢ 1
BRI T MR, BAREEL A (50.7%)
SN B B A AR THE MR R A i, HEEH]
A JE A TR L2 B A e FHEML S 45 T e B
(M t5 o (SD) = 79.29 (17.61), M sy (SD) = 40.03
(20.75), F(1, 65)=7.24, p <0.01), Db 255 MR %
H, $24it 17— 2P i .

E= 0 SO 31 5 I B U NIE P/ e A R |- 71
B 5T A B AR AT N AR SRR,
AN T T AR R RE S R R £ 2 ] Y R OE R,
R FEARRE PR AL T B LI R

30 WEST 20 FEETEII R E A
—— BRI AR

WEFE 1 s it 7ok A SE5 = i UEYE SCRE
AR EE A S0 %, MBS AR I 4k 21 0 B
S ARSI — R R, FRATTAUAE A
YRR R T AH IR FE IR R GE R B Rl b, gl — &
AR T R 5 T R R B
DNy, 2 T FH S R M AH S5 2 T 5 455X
PO SRAT I AE IS AR TG TP LSRR N oL, LI
i PR BT B A 2S00 R ) SN IR R . TR
i TA A ) PR T 1 58 AT DA A A 0 5% N AR SR A T
A (Nordgren et al., 2007; Bronfman et al., 2008),
PR, F5E 2 4007 G ] — 2 DR ST 45 0 46 1) it
2 BN TR B D SR AT A A ] 55 ) 5 RIS i 3R
T (] AR P T DG 3R
3.1 R 2a: “BTFERETANBELEER
=1

FRAf 33
H ATE TSR BT AR 35 547 o 1Y BiL A =5 441)
FOCHERAE, VILRRIZAT A NTELERE, Jih

3.1.1

PR AT I ) SO A . RIUE 44T
SRR B o S R IX ) R 2E A
Al A A G R, & EOT RS 80 1. H
R 35 N, kA A 45 A5 55 43 A,
37 N; RTE 19~53 2 Z 0], LIKE LI 22 R
Eo LR %0 72 43

H Nvivo 7.0 &mis oA, Wi g JElmyC
PR S S5t , 7R SE T (B B T R
FEAME S FE A b, X B M5 B AT R BRI 2,
FRAE S PRAR A A2 — 2 WX IR ) S
SE AT IR R, WO B R T e
MY EE ] UAESE . KW ik a5 . ik
% LA SCH TN Ml R 25 = A7 I
3.1.2 [EEmEH R

IZH o BTER R “HE T (8 B 17 I N eSS
¥, Gl T BB AT I A A, JF A 5 )
BIERUE

EESE 7 I o S s o el (Y 2 ey
R YERE S EERYERE B, HE 8 AL T RiZ E A
17 R PR SR 5% A S T i SRR, B 53
T B R A A B — A B ORI
PN ETT(A A B), 3 AN 5 30T P 25 43 Joil 44k B << Ik
TAE B ST Mo wit. RE, & 15 B0
B 25 L R I 58 A L BN 1 BT T T A S 0 EA T
W, B R AR08 70 ) S it i <56 F {1 15
BT ks R R0, A 15 A
F /DA 10 A N TA R B A4S BE I 4331 B2 e T 1 AN [
PR AT y, TN 5B A R0 X 4 B,
ZABAERE O AT LB, X — S BR 6
G T 3 T8 1 5 s e 32 AL, O
B2, HAREE 18, e, BT Hh 45 EiE5
R B T B BERE AT M T 014 . )R
Likert 6 st 21141 = “dEWHEE A, 6 = “JE
HWHELE BY)o 4558 AR TR 5
TAH LT A, A5 BARAR B 1) T 2
LT BRI . il

ik — 1 B AR 9 SODARHLE ST 58, B R SR AR AR IR, SR ARARALET S LA T KA T

Y4569 5 A 300 U, RAEiX 300 TARD: A & B ~%&
1 2 3 4 5 6
EFHELLEA HERFILA FLEHFTIZLEA FALEHFILEB WRFLEB EwHLEB

WX 5B SR 2R n] 4 240
By, B 235 43 ([T 97.9%), A &) 4 224 4y (B
B 93.33%) . ARG, HYE 106 A(47.3%), &
P 117 N(52.2%), 4EIEJEEN 18~60 %, VR4 1B

25.10 % LIARFRL2ED N F, BB TR 435
Ml A

MBS oW REY], %26, 33, 34, 45
LAY LR OGN .3 (s = 0.10, 0.10, 0.12, 0.03, ps
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> 0.05), HMFRX LA H G <5 T a8 e
50— B RO A i, BeT DAMBR . 5 16,
19 BRI H X AW E (s = 1.58, 1.95, ps >
0.05), LM [ 3k 4 A8 )5 et 3¢ — B R Bl A 42
L, BT DOMER . FA R 39 ANIHE .

REMERERST  AUFREEARSY A KMO H
7 0.70, Bartlett’s BRIERGK ) x> (H N 406.16, p <
0.001, & BEFEAR 1 A8 5 HE B (] 47 2L 7] [ R A 7E,
AR R A b o SR 3, AT 26K
fRiiess, EBUFIER AT 1 WHF. KLRHFNESH
Broc B, alaiBCGE e/ R T 1 BT 4 A4S, 52
ZHTTHR RN 40.25%, S50 HAEEM(LE 1),
HRHE PR 2R R 2 40 B 46 Ao« 35 T fB e 17 o )
PN ANHERE, WRIBIENE, 5l Ha LT

HF143%5 1, 3. 5. 10, 11, 18, 41 @, H
W35 MR P R A A A SR 1T g 1Y TR R W Ak
i, IR 57— A A R #5110, 11,
18, 41 S W) S 30 o 5 S o W B R 25, i A5 %
B O N E SR A AR T, WoEA . TAE
200 KRB AEESE, DL E S e
BEFAD Y IR G, SRBORRBCH B K
MIEFAL o B FHE CREIRE ) H iR SORAFAL . %5
WIS, 1A e A MEFE 1 — 4k BRI AR B K4
JiiR o S UFAL, PRIy 1 R O R B 22 5 H
HER Y TR RS o ORI AR Ay 24 <,

¥ 2 fdh 22, 31, 36, 38 1, XeLH—
77 T S WA S At 1 A SRS 2, fE
i G RO Ty, EL MBI DIAEIR AL . ) — 7 T R
EEAMRZ.G, RTHE . AN, X—4EF
BRI R | ZEIAT R MR TS RO B
TN R R, DR O SR R R A
SOSERIRAEAFIY . RIHR X — AR 24

RT3 445 27, 29, 32481, Hid 27, 32 8w
W e TR A Z M E B . 16X, miai A
T HP R 25 0 29 MU B T ST A O S,
R Y YR B IS S BT R 55 o BEHE I
T, X AR BRI S i SO R R, ik
[« X R BEFE NS5 AN Z RIS . (5 XS5, it
PxX LA 24 e,

HT 4452, 4,15, 3781, F8 MK E
PRBAL R0 B3k D ) SRR AR DA S R
A 25 R 4E 5 A iy 2 W sl 2 19 S, B i R
AR TS FRT SR A o 85 AR ) —Fp
PR ER, DR B i 4 ek

F1 BT EERITARZERFHNE

i H HF 1 F2 3 T4
w10 0.59 030  —0.12 -0.01
W18 0.57 0.03  —0.04 -0.10
w1 0.55 0.16 0.11 0.19
Wil 0.50 0.17 0.06 —0.04
W5 0.47 0.13 0.25 -0.16
w3 0.47 026  —0.06 —0.06
W4l 0.47 -0.03 0.34 0.18
W36 0.27 0.65  —0.10 -0.02
w3l -0.04 0.64 0.29 0.12
w22 0.03 0.61 0.04 0.07
w38 0.23 0.51  -0.07 —0.06
w27 0.05 0.08 0.69 0.00
W29 -0.04 -0.08 0.62 0.05
W32 0.10 0.10 0.56 -0.15
w15 0.24 -0.18 0.15 0.66
w2 —0.14 0.02  -0.11 0.62
Wz -0.03 029  -032 0.52
W37 -0.22 0.36 0.14 0.44
FEAIEAR 2.56 1.86 1.52 131
J7 2R (%) 14.21 10.32 8.47 7.25
KR Ar ) & X %

3.1.3 EXGEN S @ERIE

BT B AE S UE I T B R B 5 i 15
FERLE S

Wik 5B EAGEN LR RS 350 fy, [H
WA R 328 1y, ARLEICE N 93.71% . LIAFE
DR E, FES AT RS RA, H,
FVE 146 A\ (44.5%), Lotk 182 A(55.5%), AE#5 1
Hh18~55 %, FHAER 25.6 & . wiE S it X 5
Hugshi KA GRS 30 A, Sk 4d
BRI 77 N, A BRI nin) 56 Ao

RITAE ERGENRER 3 BN H—
g kiU E O T I A A R S B [ R NI I
Bengs, b 18 EMIH , A R Tl R
A7 1 B 00 5 1) o 00 2850 B K H: 4% 43 i 3R AR bR O BB
ROBE R L 2 =S N D G2 E BRI ISR o

LT AR BB AT S D 1 T 0 R B o A
AR | BRI RS AT e S B R TR
AR S ARBR N A i PR T A SR R 0l
TEI S g A B E 8z 5 7R 3k
G 2 R R A R, A SR R <L T R
A7 R A7 15 0 56 vh 75 43 Wl 2R TR IR, I RRAE Sk
LT AR R AT O I B DU ) I A% R B A
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EE ¢

FIFEAE

CHETAE R AT NS S R R KR E
W ERE . . L RS SR AT
L AT BN TR A DA SR S, B O,
RO £ A B PG B e R KR
FEE 4 NYERE, KRB E X — 4R Y T
4 9% 5 4K 0 AR 25 AN A Ao AR R A A 2 e 5 4 )R O
&, BT R e RO, IR, 2012)1F
e E R R R, I 16 B H, EABTE N
P —BMEAFEE N 0.85, HOR, T X —4ERE &
B3 I P8 RAT R R B, BT TE AT O i R
(McCullough & Witvliet, 2002)1F J“3 [ 3ThR I 2,
12 EEH, 7EARMIE RN —BEE R R
0.91, FRIK, “ X —4E B E 2RI E B 9ATR, X
AT R ERUBAT R LB, S AT A FR
RN SO RRb RN, L 20 B H, HEFR .
TBAE AR FH (201 1)XHiZ & FABTT 5 1 N 3 — 2o
fFRE R 0.86, TEAMIFEHHINER—EHEAFEE N 0.87,
e, Pl R RPN R, FRATTE A
16PF A M i 25 5 Wt iy < B &R (rule
conciousness) 73 it & [ H1 B TTIL(Yan & Li, 2002)
Pk bR, S 11 EBH, ZEARIE PR
E—E AR EE R 0.90,

HRE5E LT E BT IS 1 PR
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2w
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©,
)
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)
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€
€
®
€9
€13
€9
€
@)

g

=
s
¥
i
i
*

.76

—HEEERECH 0.66, B 3. X, k40
0y ER— AT BE R BUEFITE 0.55~0.65 Z[A],
YPGB S, 28 25 M A
DAy O 2R A R i g, H N R — Bk R A
A CE SRR, T 2 5 T A A R R A
O B 5 ) FR E 1 (Lievens, Peeters, &
Schollaert, 2008; Schmitt & Chan, 2006). fiff 5% & #
BIEAE 3 NEZIEHENFEEN 0.73, £H L
D5 L3RR

il Amos 17.0 #EATHUEYE R R /34T, Kk
T E RTINS A LSRR . SRR T
WA TE PR (DFRPR R, AR G
18 A3 H L[] mEe & W — AR, BTl
PR, BHIEIZ LA 3 (40). ()UUHZRAH, HAR
W ) 18 AN Halm kil i 4 MR, % .
SCLR) R TR, BIAEI S OLA 3
(Fi)o M 2 AT, DU P R AR AR (1) 0 4 4005 48 2L
0.916 (AGFI), RifiMEidBcebr(GFD)HR 0.937, ¥TE
0.9 DL L, HPUREBHIR) y>/df H 1.56, /NF 3,
X 48l F8 B (CFD) S 0.835, 3T L% 2 35 7 4R
(RMSEA)4 0.04 < 0.05, —fikl, RMSEA /NF
0.05 MAEF I LG o BT Ay JE T BE R
R R A5 A BRI & BE T 4, X SRR R M &R AT
75 1 I PR 2R 45 R AR AR A A B AR R

35 12
31 09
16 03
-

18
41wz

17
38 Wil

w22 je—13

54 W12 29

.50

47
36 TLW20

W17 25

22
77 13

73 53

02

HEREHEE
GO0 OO 00LEEEO®E®®

42 Wi
- 17

W18

16
40 w3

32 10
33
W2l A1

w23 fe—13

Rl LR e SRS EN: SitlE )
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Fz2 “ETEEEBEHEENEERNSERILR
LAY v/df p AGFI GFI CFI RMSEA RMR
B[R] AR AR 1.78 0.00 0.907 0.926 0.76 0.05 0.14
DY PR 2 A A 1.56 0.00 0.916 0.937 0.835 0.04 0.10

SRIG, 558 BE T (B4 S I 5% 1 T 255
B AFR 3 WLIEH, AT ®
BB b pAs o 2 s AR R E 4. R 4 7]
DL, R0 2 A 3 (B S BRI BRI 56 Y
300 0 TARRR L E 4 . X R T e
155 S5 0 565 B RE A% S TN AT B 75 IR AT Ok 5 ek
MATH o LA ESERERA R L T E k2 Bl 55
LA R TR0 A5

IR, a8 BT E BT I 58 1 S5O K
R o “FEFfH B 4 DormRan5h
JERRAE . SERATON . FMBAT O . BN 4 R
IR SEAT BT Z5 SR L S AT LA Y, < X — 4 5
TEAOAT N B AH EFR BE d5e 55 (7 = 0.39, p < 0.01), “TR”
X4 5 R B R A AE SRR B B = (r = 0.36, p <
0.01), “HL7ik—4kfr R Jjg JE 2 . R4 7 Ry A 5 A
TEN R CRE R o o, SO — 4k 558
AT AR SR s, BRAIMAT R IF A B ARG

Zi b, T 2a R T T E 1T N
FESEM), B HE Xk 4 DY, IR R TR
T PGB . 3 JE 25 I R 0.73,
FHVHIT & 5 B R ks oeE e It &R
ST R, LT BB B S B R AT
SRR o [RIE, ARJRERE . Wk A J Tl 1k
PR BE I 5 A4S i KRR A S ARk 0
H, R CEE T SRR BN 50 B R AT Y T
M. A, B, E. XL ka4 raERSPER
He . SERAT R FMBAT R . RN R 4 AN ROhR A
e gh RFHAEL 6 MIEIX 3 AN Y SOh R R R
MEA < SO BOPR AU R A . X T RE IR SO B A&7
AHFFE gl TR T S AE RSB, S an A ik

11 0 B B )2 BT

DA b 45 50 SRR WA 58T K B << T < i
FE 50N 5 B B AR, BB A R i
CRE TR AN L T M AR P A A [R] A R SR
1.

*k 3 FEESEIEEEETEEBRBEENRE
HMES
2 EEREE N Mean t
WX X # = 30 78.03 275"
i 43 71.58
PNy B 2 77 76.48 235"
i 143 72.99
. "p<0.01, p<0.05, "p <0.001, F[H,
* 4 BOES5FEHKODEEETEERBEFERENRE
HES
JE Tk N Mean t
= 57 70.89 2.03°
w 273 67.96

32 R 2b

ARy SR HWIGE 2a JF R MI“FE T Mk
Feom o T H, MWBLSE ARG 2 m BT ek T
Mo PRI SR R T B RE S A AT Ok T
EANET

DL TAESRRL S T 1 s = A ) L R 2Y
ORI AT 0 B N BUVE R B AR A, L
TAE G/ B A N 32 S AR R AR, Ok
G P RIS ] P S A7 S 0 ) 1) 48 5 N B
FAR S ARG p AR 25, DA DB AR 16 2 T a2
R 5 RDRS B3 25 ) 1 ) A R R T E 2R

x5 NEANNERSPERYE. ERITH. FlMETAH. MU EIREIHEX

12l 1 2 3 5 6 7 8
1 FAAT R 1
2 g S 4 0.11" 1
3 SERAT R 0.17" 0.13” 1
4 FLEER 0.18" 0.23" 0.27" 1
58 0.25" 0.23" 0.33" 0.23" 1
6 ¥ 0.25" 0.24" 0.39" 0.37" 0.45" 1
7 X 0.05 0.05 0.20" 0.08 0.22" 0.26" 1
8k 0.22" 0.20" 0.29" 0.36" 0.30" 0.40" 0.06 1
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3.2.1 #HiX S5

B ] Py M= A E) L BREGS mI R AT
MV RS N BRI 200 (A Rl o bl
B 225 N 5145 100 17 o Fh ISR 28 178 3,
ALFE R 2B E IR NG 92y, D br=4Tkn 4 86 177 o
Hor, B 120 A 67.4%), 4R K 27.59 %,
B TAEERR R 4.7 4, FIRAFETE 7~8 170,
LR EEARRL N E
322 EFSMH

VA 2 i 07 kAT, MR sE 2a JF
KR T AE PR B G . B SR (B
V& = N B PN S E SN DU E = Y53
KMN OG5 (HEIEFW . . =0, 17
o TARAERR . AW R B, H, 858k gk
AN EZFE R E S HARE B 52
FIEHBERHNNBHES RS P E SRR
PRk it .

U A % I SR RS o5 42(2003) E A 2
A HFFE LR 209 f 20 N300 H 21 50 < rp T
Ji B T AR B R R A, Likert 6 58 Rl
= IRAFE, 6 = EHFEE), BARGFNGEE@ =
0.94)FIZJE
3.2.3 H[EAHERZE(common method biases) BT

TR A2 A R RIS, S T kR
LW J7 vk AN B e, FR AT SR A Podsakoff,
MacKenzie, S Lee fil Podsakoff (2003 )44 i) J7 215
TR . (1) REUE 4 IH S [k, 7R 4 h A U
B L A BT RIS, REXAS A0, (2)il
14 T v U IH AT 43 AN [R] I A P AS Aar
D), 3k g R R S B A R [R]  iRON . B) AT
FEMIGE I S IE R BT, A BRI SR, A
PR TR, A S5

324 HMIRGER

BRSO w0, keIt = 7 20 22,
XF 3 AR ARG (BT IR AT . B ST
FWPEE . EMEAEOIEST Harman FA R KKK,
SR NN PR, XRWAEEL
TR S, HR, PR DL TR A AT BA N Y
HER P BGHAT T z 380 A . BV I S i 1
B AT B S B 2 NHE2, SR BR DAATBA B,
SRR p (H, WA p-z FHFREX R z 5
BORTE, 2000)0 H T 55 b= A B 253X B 17l 9 8
BERsit e tE— g 25, METHIFR K
B, FRATEXT AN FEAS 73 51 A T 5115017

BRIgHIE Bk, Umih =8 N RAe ST
EC R BN IS AR R AR 1 L
Pr A S B ST E T E . HARES
B 58 BCR B N 5L A LT T B P B HE 44 LA R
F2 0 S A R A A SR AR R AT R PR B b . R,
FIREIER . ARy . DT TAEFRSE AN St
AR i B 23 0 4 B AR il S I (B B, 2012), BOFE
] 05 43 A 2k A s S AR i i DA GE TR . AR 6
ATLLE 1, o =858 N e (B B 5
D56 I 1) £5 43 RE W% (B 25 00N HL 25 4 1 B R LB
(B =029, p<005 AR =0.12, p < 0.05)F1HA
B SRAE R BN B HEZ (B = 0.28, p< 0.05; AR’ =
0.09, p < 0.05). FrHh =8 N D e F fH k>
175 5 I 56 b 1) 5 43 % 4 5 S A WP R AT B (B =
0.21, p = 0.07; AR’=0.06, p = 0.08)F1 H b4 4
158 R (B = 0.25, p = 0.075; AR>=0.07, p = 0.06)
(4TI A FH 359 325 2 T B (357K o DA 45 SR e B
BN AR < JE T e B 5 0 56 b 9 45 43 s
HA B oy, otk Hy 138053 — 2P 5k it
Gh, = E N D TR T B RIS BRI 4G I

xo6 BHFESEHNHEEARETEERETAMNHEESMNENER BRI TN

BB RS B 0 LR UNGE: (4 LRk T2 EpE e
Pl AR e BEHEE BT 23] B 23] B ] B B2y
PEH 0.06 -0.08 0.01 -0.15 0.14 -0.05 -0.12 0.05 0.13 -0.16
AEIR -0.13 0.45 -0.05 0.29 0.13 0.04 0.16 0.11 -0.16 0.43
E N 0.28" -0.07 -0.14  -0.02 0.08 0.09 —0.05 0.02 0.13 0.12
TAEAERR 0.39 -0.26 0.09 -0.04 0.12 0.06 -0.03 0.03 0.16 —0.45
PR A
FTE TR 0.29" 0.08 0.25 0.24 0.28" 0.28" 0.21 0.23" 0.46™" 0.31"
AR? 0.12" -0.02 0.07 0.06 0.09" 0.08" 0.06 0.07" 0.20™" 0.10"
F 2.73" 0.08 2.11 1.64 2.60 2.55" 1.96 2.817 5.24™ 4.52"

T N=178, 5. (DB, )&, 20 ()Eh b,

FIDKRLITQRYKE GAR @FFEE &L E, ™ p<0.001, "p<0.01, " p<0.05,
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(45 43 % I 3200 S A B B W 3 I UAE T (B =
0.46, p < 0.001; AR’=0.20, p < 0.001), XMk
02 1) T35 T efE e BR, AR BRI B T 2 1 AR
&, BFFEARIRE Hy 15 35— 2D ik

Hk, DABE 25284 N A AE I T (B 1 51
BE 5 b aAs o S an R AR B, 43 DA BE 24 5 4 R
. ST E R B N TR A
AN BHES B BREHE A Y 56 i3E LL K L= A
B E RA , RN RS . TARAERR
AR AT NE RN 0. AR 6 FTLLAE h, B2y
B N DUAE ST (D BRI BRI 55 A5 et
i ST LA B SORE B BRI I HEZ (B = 0.28, p <
0.05; AR’=0.08, p < 0.05), #4ESRL FWITE >
(B =023, p<0.05, AR’=0.07, p < 0.05), FM
SERRI(B = 0.31, p < 0.01; AR’=0.10, p <0.01), Jf
X A A 8 A 0 52 B R 04 TN AR FH 38 3 30 B i 2
KB =024, p=0.05; AR ’=0.06, p=0.07), 12
XS 24 B A S a I B E IS B35 (B = 0.08, p >
0.05; AR’=0.02, p > 0.05), DA 45 F KA 2 0 44
BN BRI T (B S BT G B 58 b 15 43
fm, HLE ST . O SE AR R . g Rl
— 2 L HFE AR Hy Fl Hyo

Zi b, TR (R BRI BRI A A AR Re 5 X £
BT R B EBR R MBS .
B G VT A5 B B BT b DA K T = A
B 2 A F o 3 3 WA AR ] 2T <A
VAT, HTAESUCHBRGE, 35 00 5 4 okl
1H o X NI S AR 2 — 2P gk TSR R H,
i Hy, BPAHXS TR T kst, “HTE it
BE RS 454 PR Sk T 22 0 4 Jo FIORS i 3R 4% o (E B
TR — L Y Ko 1) 25 A% T 1 B0 ) T 1) JELE T g
AU, 45 AT LAt 25 S A — e 5 WL L S () BT AL
fEbR, A KSR RSB B . LSy A BAHE 44
FAEE, NH/REET AP 5 H IR 4 M A ¢
FRAERLT R KU A UE S

4 G

TR, R — A A BRIE I 2 A5 A DR 2R Al
M AIAE, B % (Kahneman & Tversky,
2000) ., ¥z 4, AMf17E R A von Neumann
Morgenstern (1944)$& H % «H 35 43 B B B A0
FIXT A PRI RAE 25 Rt B 25 08 | A28 YRR B 4E
FEAERT AT . FEIE(2012) . S EL(2012)38 ook
T AE TR R 3 TR v AN S B B MR T R AR R A R A

Bl B AR A e R, TR 2y T B b e SRR Y
FRIESAE B AR, ARG 8, X — Wi — 2P
B AUR R TR G R ot e o X PP E 3ol %
23 (8] (2 A MR IR S AE ), IFAE AR iy 4 B2
TRCHE R A A R G R, R S B Y TRz T
R ER . 2T Az 5 B4R B Uik A & LT
SR FLSCY 7 1K B PR A Nz T i IR R AT v
CHL 3B L EVAETBAERE DR T KA ESE
HAKTTF

DAATATBE 3 8l Az il — B Ak i —— <5, “iiz
ORI (CAE N JE AR S AT ) TE H AR Ay < E AR
B TR AR FRATEOT S5 A S A B IR Y
HEHHLIE (reciprocity norm)Xi X — W 7E 4k FE 1) 4= hL
R . B S — DA T — AL
TR RIS S T — B 55, BVE BB EAR R A
FoF 1) 265 A 2 (EAH XS 1 SR AT IRl 4t (Wu et al.,
2006; Chen & Chen, 2004; iKi&isz, 8K %, 2004),
H @045 H 4% B B (direct reciprocity) Fl[E] 4%
H H(indirect reciprocity). ffi T — J5 1 ] LA H %
FERE R B B 220 I BB 7 B 1 3RAS SR 0 iR,
Iy — 7 T & AT LA o AR AR 2 OB R 4 R R
(reputation), #RJ5 MBI T a0 %6 = & LK%
(Trivers, 2006), TEHESLTF ST, B HEMEEIE
BT H O R RE S, BEERS RN (Chen &
Chen, 2004). i ZRAATAE [ 4 i 24 3G 4,
R T i, R AT B R K Z L
TSR AR o R X — IR E T Z R, i 325 X
TS FEL ARAT B9 AT 2 K5 TR R R e — ek 2% A2 46 T 3 A
A SR B o BT DA, FE B ECRE ) S 551 A
PEFENAVERS, MR T X — 4 i T % o
B, FHARSHUN RIS T2 Z 5 A S5 E ) 2 M
SRR TR R, F M YN W2 5 BRI T R (e,
BT A BTN

) NATATBE F B A B — B AN E B —— 3%, “IiZ
IR (CUNE W 77 458 TR B ) TE A L st
A LYW T RE ., PERRI, 2SR )
AT K (charitable/helping behavior) i] LA ik it T %
(giver)Bat P AR . Wi B 5 A 4R (Aknin et al.,
2013; Aknin et al., 2012; Dunn et al., 2008),
Harbaugh, Mayr 1 Burghart(2007)ft Bh 2 GE f 4k
AR (IMRI) & B4R W4 17 A 23 B0 AR K i v 5 2
B (rewarding) LI S IE M SOR A, B L), 244
RN —YEREHEA T i, ST S Nz Al
D H & BOrZT . Wi B tiR S5, &
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EE ¢

—BIORG I BL, RUGOBAR R I T O £ T,
IMENIEZ A, WKL %, B HZ, fEEE
2y, EWN T O REAR R, kiR T
ECHERE AT R o (HAF IR A, 58Ik — 4 B I
AT R AT A 7 B 2 i O B A R B IR 4
SREYIIA AR, A T R EPE T, Al
e RS R — D RO T . ORILE. X —4E
2T LU 24 i R Ve 44 40 G A5 i At 2R AT ko

INATATRE FE B A e — B e —— <30, B
BLenz =5 R I (AN EBEAT A IR, AT e iE 2 4
RO FE F AR B« SO HEBE g FRATTIE 18
KIME CIetE ) TA F BT X, /DA T,
ARG < SO BT R, A% A A A e B R
AT, A WA R R A A s TR R AL
(social ethical norms)f¥, T LA M IS 75 Flid 2l ATIB
B 2 M5 . A Br #2940 (interpersonal
acceptance) LA SO FRIH B RS o WHBXGEHR 1Y R 5 BF
FE(Chiu, 1988; 1991)FKMIAR 51 T8 AW SR T
BN, BME AR TAER MR 22, Bt B AR
MR —A AAE—TUA L B35 P A3 244k, HAll
NI 2 W2 AR 25 4 A B A% . deah, HhESCids
5 N A BrH Bl B 7E — A (harmonious) 5[] Ji
j, BR G AR € (conflict)if SR A Br A1k (Zhang,
Wei, & Leung, 2011; Leung, Brew, Zhang, & Zhang,
2011), 1M FE Bz 5 15 = 4E 30 A PR AR ) — 300 5 2
WA, FrLA, YRR YE SO — 4 B AT % s,
2PN L 25 R 0z 5 4R SCRNE A RE I8 4 ok
209 NBREEGN 5 BRI, BNz 75 eI A
SR, AR B TR R T R .

HNNTATRE E B A L — A e —— 35, &
T Iz 75 B R T (AN ' 26 w5 4 A2 104 16 B 8 A 8 1R T
JTE H A U k4R EE ERIRATR T TR B (E . A
Jeng H B (strong reciprocity)HlS BUMEST, W LK
R YE FE R IE . Fehr 58 A\ — RIIIFIT R,
AR AR A S AT O B, T A
O Y N Rl R RAETTE B, I IAE Tl 440
HAT R R 2 B AR v DU RN At 2 B (BL An 4 B 2
Vo AR, T LA R S AL A B S AR A A
A % B3 i) # A& 48 F K SF- (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004;
Raihani, Grutter, & Bshary, 2010), F7LPA, 244N
YEYERE G AN Y N 2T R AR, dkin
AT A

Zi b, WIASFSE N S0 2 20 B B SR B, A
22 B 5 ik T B WF 58 A s 42 3R 1 SRR 9

(convergent evidence). f/F5¢ 1 i B 58 S 40 A
BRI T BT ARk ER B TN e A
RRAT R, RIY T 7 W «J T {8 S8 se ek
SR 25 AR R TR B 1 ) o AR 4 FIORG 13K 5 o
98 2 i — 2 ISR R B 1ok S A T 2 T Y
UEHE o BIFSE 2a SRR G AR 2R Hh < BE T (B i 94
TEL L XL R AN, IR R AR I i
TR 7EREERE b, BFSE 2b BORE T 8B RER, LAEY
B GRCR F U AR B A i dE A, MNP SE AR I 2 T
UERY T AEXT TR T oo dfr, “H T mEEE et
25 NATTAl ok B 22 9 W AR 4 MRS AR 25 o 3X 9 J7 T
MRS IR, B U b SOz 5 4w i s 4
HET SRR o

AR R BRMEARBLAE . (DFEARIRERME. |
T BT RR, A58 I B AT 504 B4 1 43 )23 BURE,
I HAERGE 2 AUBUEE T8 S HAREA, WA s
HATL 5 S AT . Rtk A5 S A A
FEIE I PR, (2)1A 7o 0 5 IR B 278 1 45 ]
Ry, BT ERE S AN, AR
TR G, <4 2 R I8 AR 14 SN E DRI 45 432
ZENHI 55, FTRES ANz 7 315 2 4 A LR T B,
X ECR 2 R B AT B T AE R N . TR
A JE g, AT DA A S AR T A5 P R AR R E Y AR
T, BEHXT R T A B SR B S VR H

TEARRMBE T, AILEG R R IESE . 110
S AE B, IRVTEE TR SRR R M G L
AT A AR, R, IRA] 2R RO R,
“NIE”. “IF” (Chen, Chen, & Portnoy, 2009;
Leung & Morris, 2011)55 4 H [ SCAb 50 19 A8 1 DA
T 8 fH I 2% J8% ] (gratitude, Bartlett, & DeSteno,
2006). NIX(guilty, Nelissen, & Zeelenberg, 2009)
GAEM LB . X TR AR T A R T Y
A

TE 254 2 0 M Y0 28 5 1 2 A0 AT i &
AR T, BFSE 2 T (B I F X — IR KA TN
Je HAE N AA T Z 5 L AR R s AT
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Abstract

In classical decision theory, choices are guided by the principle of value maximization, such that when
offered a set of attributes or dimensions, a decision maker chooses the option with the highest value
(value-based choice). In real life, however, people often choose options that will make them suffer a loss. To
explain this behavior, Tang (2012) and Zheng (2012) proposed and demonstrated a so-called “worth-based
choice” model, in which the decision maker chooses the option with the highest “worth” rather than the highest
“value”. To explore what gives an option its worth, and to study the rationale underlying such a choice, we
conducted two substudies, as described below.

In Study 1, we created two scenarios — one in which a decision maker makes a “value-based choice” and
the other in which a decision maker makes a “worth-based choice.” We recruited 134 subjects and assessed their
responses to the two decision makers’ choices as a means of comparing the latent benefits associated with each
type of choice. We found that decision makers who had suffered an offered loss when applying the “worth-based
choice” would gain more in the long term by securing the good opinions of others. In contrast, decision makers
who had maximized their immediate benefits by making a “value-based choice” would be subject to revenge or
punishment later. These findings suggest that it is potential or deferred benefit that may lead people to make
“worth-based choices”.

Study 2 consisted of two substudies. The first study explored the underlying dimensions constantly



10 44 BEOME S MR PRI AR E A 1563

considered by decision makers when assessing each option’s worth to make a “worth-based choice” (Study 2a).
The second study examined the linear correlation between “worth-based choice” and real benefit (Study 2b) in a
real-world setting. In Study 2a, a random sample of undergraduates and employees (N = 72) was surveyed to
collect typical cases of “worth-based choices.” Exploratory factor analysis was then conducted with a random

sample of 224 undergraduates and employees (aged between 18 and 60), and four factors (i.e., #(favor), 3%
(virtuous), X (righteousness) and 7%(law)) underlying “worth-based choice” were extracted. The four-factor

construct was further proved to be reliable and valid by the results of a confirmatory factor analysis. In Study 2b,
we used a sample of 178 salespersons in the real estate and pharmaceutical industries to compare the latent
benefits generated by “value-based choice” and “worth-based choice”. The results confirmed our hypothesis that
individuals who made a “worth-based choice” would gain more benefit later.

We concluded that, in the “worth-based choice” model, though an individual may suffer an offered loss in
the short term, he might gain more benefit in the long term. In the process, we managed to explain, for the first
time, the philosophy reflected in a Chinese proverb, “chi kui shi fu” (suffering a loss is a blessing). The

implications of the present study are also discussed.

Key words suffering a loss; worth-based choice; value-based choice; value maximization



