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1.1 AHFREEE

2 R4 0 2 > AR 25 5 48 PR R 25 A o 58
A% 1% 4% (Komorita & Parks, 1995; Messick & Brewer,
1983), fEAt S WIEE Y, AR EEB R T REE S
PE, SRR s, b fi] A B SRS R R
F 2, A B REA R AR BE A VR, AR
W4 375 5% KAk B9 F) 25 (Kopelman, Weber, & Messick,
2002).

2N #L %% J IH 45 (common  resource dilemmas) &
FE R BT o — 2, SRR R IR B R, B
B G LRI — o R TR IR, AR e BB R
PRk 20 o BEUCR] 5 BRSO T RE, TSIk
FIZE AL AT LT #E . Messick 1 Brewer (1983)
T G2 s > 2L W% U5 IR 58 LU AR 2 45 R 4E 3R A A 1A B
BIF o 2 0 50 PRI OC 7 1 2 A A it 2 L U 19 [
M, RAnKER L A, SRS

S o TR R S b AT AT MR R £
FEAf LN AT T IE G, B R L B
AR 22 TR 55 J2 18T o S A T A s A0 1 BT
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(De Kwaadsteniet, Van Dijk, Wit, & De Cremer, 2006;
XYL, 877, 2011; E3f, BRAT, 2011), BEAAR A
2 5 (Samuelson & Messick, 1986); #EiA 24L&
eI [F] (Kramer & Brewer, 1984) . 324k (Kopelman,
2009); 55 2 HALFEHESL AL (Van Dijk & Wilke,
2000) . MR /N B HAff 72 P (De Kwaadsteniet, Van
Dijk, Wit, & De Cremer, 2008) . %I (1) & P
(Budescu, Rapoport, & Suleiman, 1990; Van Dijk,
Wit, Wilke, & Budescu, 2004)%5 ., ATE K 2 500 5%
HRAE R AEAT 55 2 1Hi (Agrawal, 2002; De Cremer, 2003;
De Kwaadsteniet et al., 2008; Van Dijk & Wilke,
2000; Van Dijk et al., 2004), ifi %} FBEAJZ 1w 09
FENFRXT A o o LB IR R B AR S — Fh AR B 2 Y
5L, NS 2 S ATERH A B 3 h AT R 5K,
MR R B EZER Y. Wik, A0
G A BT IR A A 2 U IR 5 A AR 2 1 &l
SRR R LA VEAT N RS . BR B S 2
ARUFFERFARVIAE A LR R B v, 43 Z g 4Um
B O FE A R 51 5 BT Bl s
1.2 WSFWERITA
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Yk 45 % PR 1Y 97 X Z — (Messick & Brewer, 1983;
Rutte, Wilke, & Messick, 1987), #1445 S 4 0 1% LA
BT A 1 T 2ok S B2 AR 25 Ik 45 (Samuelson
& Messick, 1995) . {H27E LSy A= T b, SR AT
T O AR 3 2 RN AT BEUR Y 43 -

T H 2T A o3 BT o R TE A I A FR IR 5%
(self-serving) 172y, w4 & HA MR8 A B ALFITE
FOYTTE o At 0 B B 43 B DU A A B DG T AR X
— 42T B SO ARG G B . o O Ak an SR
PRI E AR L 1R, RIE B 5 Rk
HAA SO M AT S M HEZEE, gld sl
A % R A R AR B BT 20 A B R 4R
(Phillips & Lord, 1982), — &5 LKA BEA A B
Y SR A B, AR B B R AR A
2R L IR 9 A € (U 138 Bl 25 AR 250 ) 1Y B
I EBUE Z /)AL %R (De Cremer, 2001, 2003; De
Cremer & Van Dijk, 2005; Samuelson & Allison,
1994; Van Dijk & De Cremer, 2006)

R OLT, BRI B AU R T2 41
F 25 B9 S P (De Cremer & Van Vugt, 2002), 2.
24 b X A B 1A B3 (De Cremer, 2003), I H X 4
T FRE R R DY SR B B A & TAR R
(Chemers, 2001) . BLHTAIMFR G LA K Z 5 A I,
MAIN T OFRA RN, ST 89 SCikrh, T340
AR T AR BN HL . — 7 TH AR A A 2 T AT
75— 07 T E) H B F AL (Epley & Caruso, 2004) .
Van Dijk il De Cremer (2006)FJ 5% & BL4T S A91 T
32 BT AR R T . At s M fE H ) (Van Lange,
1999) 45 AN 2= S s2 ), e L S A T H A — 2k
22 B W (Keltner, Gruenfeld, & Anderson, 2003) .
R RIS A e 2 T, EARESE
BB Z 0 A L BT IR, T SR A2 W S R R 0L
25 PR BeAS AR, I 1 S0 S R A B B
MY PR 2T A 2 XTI AT R P AR e o ik — 2D AR 1)
GV E BRAT XSRS AT RS, F LS
SIS R & P DL o de, Hoh 0 19 7 A2 O =X
— AR T IS W 2 A AR B 5 ST A T A R SR
13 MEFEFXERANTSIT R

WEAnZ /R, BN A5 K 2 AU GE o 25 1
IR T A AR 2 ok 48 TR T 1 A €, JF IO B AL
B PRS2 A UL A RS B SR 7E
P T B ZRER Al 8Urp, 40 S A0 AR 2 5 40
SRR R AR OCER . SR AT DA RR B — (O AR
fhE, WAl DL BRI BB bk zs 2 A Rtk o

TR DLIX o e 28 7 A s IR A . A, B AESE
RIS A 7 (L) 25 i AR S 5 R 2
I 5 2 i F Y801 (Hollander & Julian, 1970); (2)42 1
S e SR [ B S5 7 (%) FE il (Cohen & Bennis,
1961); ()& A [F] A At 2 A5 DT 52 i 0T 1Y) 5 o
34 (Hollander, 1985, 1992). FHILAT UL, X455 [
FERIAT R, AN TR 800S0 7 A T 225 5 T ol 573 % 32 43
AT A, HE R A BT R
131 EEHS

F 97 35 3 3 A B B R 23 25 T IR 2R R 3
R, ¥ BAENAEMNFEEREOSZ L.
Hollander 1 Julian (1970) 1A Jhy 3% 2% o Xif 45 5 £ €21
HEESR . Ak, Ben-Yoav, Hollander #i1 Carnevale
(1983) Y A 5% 2 B L 2% 77 A= 1) 40 B I\ Sy ko JHL At
A J8 DR 5 SR AT AP R 4 B 00 £ 57 . e 7 AR Y
IS g R R 1 o< T weet:l: = W | RN 1 A R
FEAEE B 4 S TR A IERIAT R o A4 Kenney,
Schwartz-Kenney #1 Blascovich (1996) AW &, AA]
FEREZE P2 A 40 LA ATE R, PRI HL AT B 1)
T o PROR 28 77 A 1 4005 S e T AR Bl 01 ) B R
JIT LA 28 77 A 1) 450 4 SRR R B AR 1 H A i R
A% 37 £F(Julian, Hollander, & Regula, 1969; Kenney et
al., 1996). It4h, Van Vugt i1 De Cremer (1999) % ¥
YN ROl Y N EE= X (R G ae ik S =
AAEMENSTFREN . EBM . ATH).
132 #HEIROS

RG2S = AR R, FRIRMGTE R T A 50
AR S RO T HEAR D3R, A Al ] T REAS 25
JAZ B [ B R B BRI DS IE A S TR
R, SEBR L, 5T & 48 IR A9 90 S A R B 2D ¢
TR R 51 09 75 B AR 25 (Kenney et al., 1996). It
Hb, BEUR RO HIA R F8 IR 19 91T 2 A N A R,
FEXHATT A R B FF A =5 (De Cremer & Van Vugt,
2002; Hollander, 1992; Hollander & Julian, 1970),
1.4 WESEWMITAXERITAHNEIN

SRR TS AT A B AT A B R e, iR
T TR AT A N G b S0 bR 2 it 2 &
BB Z e IR, X T4 AT A B R W R
e 5 AT ] B AT S, DT 3E — 25 52 i)
NIRRT R B RN o IEAEA, BFFEE 73 AT
IR A2 A RIS X ST 11 AT W AT T R .
141 AFER

N (Adams, 1965)IA 1, 24 AT 1 4%
IR, HiZbn s — By A o B 2wt 2 A8 0 S
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(Phillips & Lord, 1982), i Hr—7Fifr [&] =X {2 451
N LT R £ Y R AL (Samuelson & Allison,
1994) . BT IR ST 2 BE AATHRAE 2 5 TAE
SIS IR, TR AT A B A 3R
1558 Z [n] $ 19 F5AL (Adams, 1965; Walster, Berscheid,
& Walster, 1973) . 33X S B4 Hh 4 bm - o 450 5 19 B
PURE BB AN A T A B B R 2 A
B H B R AT W2 G 8, FRERNR, 5
TR I Y A 0 BT S A AR A T 2 Il Y 4%
RO, DT 52 ) B 3 7 Ay 9505 I 1 52 A7 4 (De
Cremer, 2003; De Cremer & Van Dijk, 2005; Stouten,
De Cremer, & Van Dijk, 2005; Van Dijk & De Cremer,
2006) . SR, 75— J7 TR B o 23 77 AR X FE Y 1]
X, BMBATS A ST 0 [ B B A 2R AL,
SR EIOE Z IR . AR A, 5 A
ST BRAT AR L, BER R 51 25 O S 1 1 AT
oE ke IR S S S e B 1] I S A
A AEKE, 2T RES 4R & B O W a1EKF- R
TRANIT B T AT
142 #HLIAREER

Major % A (2002)TA Ay 55 345 B 44 i 53 Ay 3 >Rk AR
e iyt 23 kIR, a2 INHEAR B TH A ZIBR ED 42,
XWIRZ R IR 2 o — LEBF 5 [ AR e B T 55
B AR B 51 B SRR 2%, 4 Batalha, Akrami Al
Ekehammar (2007) & 31 55 S4B 44 uig 53 i [r) T 2 A1 79
BEAR, TXF N GEIR ML AN R R RS . X
55 SR B 5L 1 SRR 2 B4, #E 23 ARl BEE A
by 55 SR L 50 H T FE R 0 A TR AR AR . 2 K
XoF PN B A B8 5% DA TR BRI, e A AR A4 I 22 1 7] g
PR R 0™ H, A, 2008) . e BEA R 5L AR X T
TR F, JE 55 BHEAR, I 405 R o S A Y
SN R GY o PRI, 53 A A 1 02 AT e 2 0 3
A SMEEIR O 2 09T, B 9N 1 TS R AT R
T AN H2 A FF A4 18 53 1) 5 AT R o
143 RWMMELHESR

TSRO BRAS AAL 2 A R BRI AR A T
T AEA R 5T BT BRAT Ry, HAURE AR ke B3 S o4 4 43
ST IRATH . WHRU S ST AL, 4w
A O BT, S RI T 2 AT N
SR Z AT SR PI R ELE XS T X — B 1Y R
HKARRRE, 7S5 5] AT 4 X — 18
S, PRI 2 AR AR B A PR F N

HARW R, AR, HEamiEasn s
Pk, T RATE A ST A B O T SR 1B 28 T L AR TR 9

SH AR A% (Van Vugt & De Cremer, 1999) .
MR AP H i, BEAR 0L 25 SR IR ST A0 L,
6 2% 40 T A B PR A R, TN X EUOE 240,
PRI I B D 2 B g e 28 80 A T R AT R, O B
HY T B 28 1 1 RN IO 2 AT .

= T s N [ B R S 8 A R NP
BEARPE, BUZ LIS, Rk BAT T A S A
% o WRIEAESIAE P, F8UR M40 3 25 b e 2%
UG BT H SR AR By, RS AT AR L,
A B 51 2 X 48 TR S0 S (9 75 AT T AN, A
D H TR IR GUF I B L A A EKE, I
H 2Z i A7 B9 K 300 3 77 A 0 405 1 AT R
AT e A B 5L AT AR B 0, A B 1
ANEEN N R 7 A 403 1975 B AT A (De Cremer & Van
Dijk, 2008).
1.5 fARBMHEEIT

i B RS R AL IR R T T R, K2
B 5T #0 LA A R G, B R AR T By
&, HBSZBOKA R, X S oy R A e e T
TEA LG PR IR BT, B AR 8 O AT AR AL, B
B M AR S, AT TR O 2 A
TR, A A A R 55 19 92 9 (De Cremer,
2001, 2003; De Cremer & Van Dijk, 2005; Samuelson
& Allison, 1994; Van Dijk & De Cremer, 2006)., #X1fi,
AMWFFEE IR, A0 40T T LA e B A Bl 2 Y
1720, BG40 09 T AT R (U 2 A S5
T8 ) BE A% o B A AR B R B @ R AT M s, AR
2 M 1 T G AT RE A TN TR 25 A SE B, A
I, ASBIF SN B S O AT X B S AT A Y S
AN SR B AR Ay 400 1 35 & AT 2R 25 501

WAL, A ST K 4G 50 20 7 B R L 23 A [m] 3
VX2 T IR TR v 40 5 ) Y i R AL . DA
HE AL 2N R EE AL R, SRR i S
FJE, BEOR B ) TN R S R AT AL, R A
XPREAR R DT & RSN . i — 2D X4l 4, T
SXTE M 2% 0 AR JR 0 b A IR AN R Y X ST
BSF A B 51T, BRSO R A AEAL, A L
(A FHY), PRER R G, TS IR 05 2 A RR AL,
NGB N AF1), SMEEA SR o BRI, X ik 2
U R YR X AR S e, B AT RE A 26
PR S e RS R T .

TNt = A LI A A SE — B L H 12
2 ST 1 S HUAT O R A 5 A 58 AR R DL ) SR
17 R AN R 5200 o S5 g >R FH 2 3 W 058 IR 5 v 7
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i S 56 7 X (Budescu et al., 1990; Rapoport,
Budescu, Suleiman, & Weg, 1992), 56—k K .
FTESS, HATS RIS AT e, #il o
M BCE /N T ARG, BB 5 R B
AT A (R 1a); USRI GIET b SHEA
BRI AR T A, B BUR AR T £ A A
P00 3522 S (% 1b); S-S AR Bl R #0304 7
AT AHE, BOXUCH SR AT NG B, A
J& T W] — B R (% 1c).

SIEIG — 10 45 2R ) DL o 7 e A AL 25 A R B
VSRR, S ) g 2 4 e A T SR AT
77 2O Bl TR R ) 52 e, ke ARG 56 33X TR e O 1) AT A%
PEo B TARYE LUE A 98 To 2 20 7 B8 At 23 0A
] B MR — A S IR, P S A — MR R
B SRR . A FEIR e RIS, IBAY
S A T O, B m AT R O R
10 A G R AT & s e K N T o W
FRURET (1% 2a); Rz, Gniiat oA [F] PRI RE i
MG, MGG A T oz, HSSm
1177 s e, POl ERARTERE L T 249
SR AT RO FR IR (R 2b). BRILZAh, 925
TRA WA SRR TR ROA N S
PR [ B N 7 A2 B9 (Van Vugt & De Cremer,
1999), Al I 24 PR 25 4015 #4722 B0 1 R [R) A B 1)
1o E, PR A 48 R 9T BA ARG HE, (R
i SN i T B m A (s 2¢); teabh, an R
SR GET N, IFASIFE R R &, Bt
X TC I A e P28 I 2 FR IR 1Y, B & AR
B AR 3 2 R (Rx 2d).

S R AR LIS AR, BRI IE T B
Wk 2N R3S . QR S T S RAT S A
W, AR F W BRI S A8 IR 0 A& 3, T 56
UEA B AR RS T o AR SE e — s RF Gt &
NFE S, 8458 3 B B A X €0 i A A
A, Mg uE A 25 A R BS i BE J . R T o080 =
AT S8 S5 R Pr e, PRI TR I LR AN T
Rk .

2 SR —: GURRREA S AEAT
PRI

21 ZWHE
211 AT

Sy — ISR 84 A, N A K. B R
O LA B BT SR, IR TE 17~26 X Z

[B](M=21.10, SD=2.17), H:+h4c¥: 58 A, H¥E 26
Ao BB AL BE 2B A& SE Ko SR 2
(GUFBE : AFTE VS AAETE) < 2 (MEFT . B4E
vs. ) B ] S8 T o

212 XHERF

S AT 55 R FH A B U5 PRI S b 9 A o S5 56V
KB B 5 AR AL, 2 [F 4 fd— 28 50 MR
P R 2 LR . A SR A A A D S S IO U
BUNT 50 A, WSZ5 b AR A5 B A TR B e ik
B A AR o SR A A R D S RO T R R
1t 504>, WA AR 53 AR JC AR AR X A AL s, i L g
AT E 2% . FEARSLI T, B AT R L
FWAHOE 15 MU, SR NI E SO F I
R i P 448 10 4>,

AT E G, Fl G MRt 5 At
B, B NHRASAE I ST B S0 = g S, S
B [H) A P S Ao R 2 A . SERR |, 3K 5 A4k
I EAIE AN, 245 H 58 g . gk
R oe i, 8 iR BCR I, R UGl 2
AR LG o AL AR A 2 R T AT ok
FAT R, AN R B2 Ae R iE, s S 0 $Eon iE
FTAE L P44 o AR SEg v, SO RN LA 4 44 [ 2%
R ATBA o AN 50 AT AL Y
O FEBEPR, AR P A D e R DA S i i v &
B—E R mIEA A . BTk
e AR BB 2 Ah B A2 el (LA T XS R 1 e AR
M) (AJ2, WHER, WREHER T 5 £ 5 5 &
B AR TR S Bo L 50 AN, S8BT 2 F B AY BT AT AL
UK O IR AT AN e iy o

B2 T ok AT OB E RN X T AR S
PRI, A 60 R A B B3 1% b 57 A7 7E 25 501, f ki
TE 5 A REAR DL P LR — 2 S, SR A AL
A — D NBE B =BT, 2R T8 4 A REHE
53 K % AL A3 E BRSO AEAE G
AR, R 0 M SN AR AE 25 5, L B
BLA3 A A B A B B3 i BUDUY o SEBR A it
SPECEUEAT AL IR, HOF 2 1 HETE S — T &
Bom, JFE, sk mANLSER A ST —
AR ERAT R Z A, s, ERXEEIR,
AR S — B Ol R, —F
PR H 2 — Aol EHCT 15 AU (MR
), Ti—F PRS- A gl E IR T 10 MR
MMEGTE). #EA 1 4hdee A O AL
BrhERZ M, T SR AT, #lie



4 1 EP A

A S 5 DR B v S 0 R M B B AR AT R 5 457

BHE WIE 7 ST R, el 2 KR E
R 451 BSR4 g D1 B AR T B Y S A AR
(7T RE\ERELAGH, 1L REFXEL2EH), UAZKRE
JE R ST s R R R Tk B B e 1 [
—HERT R T 1 RERELAN)E
FIa —H#EAA)
213 BYKIE

TESE ML RE R 7 I, O |2 3 A1
YA g ), DI S BRI a S . = A
RO\ I 1] B3 53] 2 = (1) L% i 53 B B ATL 22 1y 40
T2 (FILS AR BENLZHEAESS 1 &7 ) ()9
SERTZP0RM? @ FRAERT 20N )
Q)L =R A A 5L 7 B 525 R B
N, AR 84 2w AT 3 44 WA R IE A 1] A RN
g, o 1 B GTR E RO AT R, 1A
B 35 M UM R, 1 NERH B,
I, ARl —3k 81 A
22 #R
221 MAINEER

PLAE (9 0F 5% & BPE 5060 T 400 5 7 A= (Ritter &
Yoder, 2004)FIX} 45 5 (14 PF 4 (Kolb, 1999)#k4 — &
RIsEm, PRAS SO SR IR A 22 5.
P SRS BCE AT A T A B AR R, DL
FTEE . A ALK 8RR P SR A B R Sy ]
A, HEAT 25> 2 HT, S5 & B B £ RN
BIARE, S5 HENEMLET/ENOANRE
D] A T HE B3 1 310 % S 560 7 5 1)
222 ZERHRMHE

DA R g AR i, SR 2> J5
ZE T, SSRGS E AT R W38 AR
% F(1, 77) = 5.852, p= 0.018 , A [7] S 1 451 F ¥
I E ARG L% 1.

fa] PR 43 BT B, XTI BAT NN S, A
SR E 2R B, F(1,78)=9.49, p=0.003. 44 %
I IAT A, B R T o B T
58 A R 5 R B A BT A, SR TR 1a.
XFAEETRNE, ALSSFREESANEE
F(1,78)=0.23, p=0.631. it/ FERIMHSIEITH,
T 5 A B R B BT, B2 e S
PR T AR AR AT B 22 5, B0 0F T Rk 1b.
223 BEMUKFERHN

DAk i A& AL KT B R AR B, SR 2@
PR 3R 7 22 50 B, 45 R RG0S5 B 09 3000
F(1,77)=6.58, p=0.012. 17 J5 X A9 F 84 W i 3,

F(1,77)=39.29, p<0.001, 45 X517 Rk m=g
HAEM B3, F(1,77)=6.72, p=0.011. A [A] 5256 414
TR A ALK R R 2 .

£1 TH—TEASREETHASNORTHE

(P NIE:N
G BE &1 GE
M SD M SD
H 9.50 1.91 7.91 2.11
X 9.21 1.75 9.74 2.02

®2 ZUR—FAEEEFHTHIXEGEUAKFREA

(T VRN
AT H1E GE
M SD M SD
H 1.85 1.14 4.48 1.44
7 1.84 1.26 5.95 1.22

AT BN A AT R W, XTI BAT AW S, A
S E 2R B, F(1,78)=4.34, p=0.040, 4415
FIH T IRAT B, Bl 20 A B ALK B3
o T A R D R B T BT R, B T R
1o, MFAEMTNME, AL FREESNEE,
F(1,78)=0.01, p=0.906. JCit &40 F R B H A 1EIT M,
I 2 S A BRI B AT, B 2 Y
HHE KA B E LS.

2.2.4  PIHMEEURELN

L 3 0 P A0 B A KT SR Dy R AR A, SR
252 PR FR I 2500, S5 R RO E 1Y E R
A% F(1,77)=0.81, p=0.371. 47 R 75 20 500
3%, F(1,77)=39.29, p<0.001. 4 S:%& & 517 W Iy =X
B2 H AR B3, F(1,77)=6.24, p=0.015, A[a] 525
ZAF T W N AN K PR L3R 3.

®3 LU —FRESKEFHTHIXAIEFAFKF RN

(FR RN
G E G 1E e
M SD M SD
H 5.25 1.41 2.43 0.95
X 4.74 2.10 3.53 1.12

fA] BRLAL N AT R B, XTI RAT NS, A
Sk E 2% B, F(1,78)=5.51, p=0.021, Y44 %
FI A RAT BT, Bl 20 0 N SR KT i
AU 3 R R DA R B A IR AT O, B E T
W 1c, RPEioh Ry 005 3 J T ki ] — B
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MTEEEST NS, ALRHFREERALE, ST KR8 Tr 407 0 0 A KF,

F(1,78)=1.01, p=0.318, it & R I G1EIT N,
3 S AR A 5 R B A AT O, B R B 1
WA K S04 B 2 25 5
23 1ig

S — 38 2 X A3 AR ORI B
25 GG T RN R A B B3 ) AN TR AT 2R o 3 D 3R 1) 2
Mo 455 % B, AH EL T3 A R B A T AT
PO T G T T AT R, AT SR
ANHAEBEIR, WA SR RS BT B EE AHY
[Fi] B L 450 5 5 A A X A AR (14 B 5 o 7E 00 I 5l
FER R 51 BRI B VR T i, wial i P sk S e
DR AR e 1 A S B 22 51

PORTE T R IE S T ER AL, o
RKENRNEDEAEWF I REM R, B, RIEA
FHE, — RN E TS, A XSTME R
fHpf 2 =, B H T 9= 3 2 AR (Samuelson
& Allison, 1994). PKitt, BiIA by T bb 3t 8 Ff A
5T A T 2 AL, A S ] R £ Y A S
TERAFLRAT N . SCH— I 45 S Rp X P R, AD
A T35 30 AR B 53 I AT ok, R 1 1
AT HENERE AR Hk, M T8 A
MO, 45 B0 5808 5 0 AR, P 50
A e B B S A AN AR B L . Batalha 4 A (2007)
S 55 SR R ] T AR R, T S SEiR
Hiu AT 1 SR RO S B PR I oA R A B 1) 75
TR EA RS EOLE AR AW AT H,
T AR B B3 (7 00 35 A7 B4 450 ) (4 75 J04 1A T mp
A8 A e B AR R B3 7 A T AR R 2, A 7= A )
FER T IRAT Ao SEI0— A9 25 S TR B S 4 X R,
AN L () T BT R I B R
ATy, PR B DT (G R AR B 51 ) T BRAT N
WA e 75 A 0 AT o S AR S —
P SEA I, Tk PR RN AT e AR RE Y IE A 1

3 SEEm T ARy AR T O
BV EVEAT N2
3.1 W&
3.1.1 #WiXAEIt
T AR SRR 107 A, I A KL B R
JE 02 LA AR A S5 AR, AR 18~28 W
[A](M=21.94, SD=2.47), Hrp# ¥ 74 A, B 33
No BB BEAL S IC A5 A LI KO o LR M
R R Wt e e g it . [ A 1 Ry S i 7 2 Jr R

Iy JE e MR IR o BUF AT R WA K, 4
SEE RS G
312 ZLWERF

S T 5 — A LA ] Bk
193 HC B e 2% 401 AH B R IR AU T 20 o X T e SR
8 IR, K Bl A R AR S 0 R AT S BE g
5o S RLATS AR g e, 32 A £ A D 5
JEH 3 syt gEit a5 A o ARG bR B 2 A
JIE AT LN R 40T 7 0 06 245 5 (B 44), AR 40 45 g
Ue el SO AN U CF 375 B o S oyt | § 5 g 2 2
FAAEAR R P R — 2R RS, 3 5 R i
(R0 7 I 90 75 de e ) B 2 R R R SR R 2
DAL I 5 A i SR i I B R AR 1) 400, AT BSORI) 5 — A
A FEGFPE P PR . X FRIRGU T Bk, &
OB R 3 55 M Bl gk 3 iU Sz i B A
MG, TR AT BOR S — > S L3 U5 A
M, ZJGR T 4 2800 AL B U . Fr
A1 B 3 AR B B 4 B BB R UL 2 i — 24 Bk
SRR M ECE, misEhr L, B s 2o L HETR A
TN E . BEfE, BB MR AT,
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Abstract

In past leadership research using common resource dilemmas, most researchers have studied the behavior

of participants who identified as the leader. Individuals labeled “leaders” tended to harvest more common
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resources and impede the implementation of the public interest (De Cremer, 2003; De Cremer & Van Dijk, 2005;
Van Dijk & De Cremer, 2006). Less is known, however, about the effects of establishing a leader on the behavior
of the participants. If the betrayal of the leader could stimulate the self-restraint behavior of the group members,
then the establishing a leader might promote the realization of the public interest. Three experiments were used
to examine the impact of a leader’s behavior on the group member’s decision making.

Experiments 1 manipulated the presence or absence of a leader and tested how the different behavior of a
leader or common group member would influence the group member’s decision. Participants showed more
self-restraint behavior when a leader showed the betrayal than when a common group member showed the
betrayal. The participants also found the leader’s betrayal fairer, and regarded the leader as out-group member.
Experiment 1 didn’t find the explanatory differences between Equity Theory and Social Identity Theory.

Experiment 2 was conducted to evaluate the group member’s reaction to appointed and elected leaders.
Participants showed more self-restraint behavior when an appointed leader showed the betrayal than when an
elected leader did so. The participants also found the betrayal of the elected leader fairer, and regarded the
appointed leader as out-group member. Experiment 2 confirmed the explanatory power of Social ldentity
Theory.

Experiment 3 tested the impact of the betrayal of the in-group and out-group elected leader to the group
member, in order to examine the Social Identity Theory. Participants showed more self-restraint behavior when
out-group elected leader showed the betrayal. In contrast, when the in-group elected leader showed the betrayal,
participants did not show self-restraint behavior.

The results from all three experiments supported the hypotheses and suggested implications for
organization management. Elected leaders should display justice and try to avoid the pursuit of personal interest.
Leaders also should keep distance from their subordinates in some circumstances. Future research on leadership
using the social dilemmas could evaluate the effects of personal variables.

Key words common resource dilemmas; leader; elected; appointed



