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(R KA F b D HI2E R, i 200234)

A PSP B, R BOH A I, SIS AU A8, A SRS XE B
ERGAEAT I BA G R, BARR I ST GN 5, 20 185 A Pl i PR AR AR /K B3R T R4
TIAAFHOL A o T X R S AT B i AE A S (U AN R B PSR 8 Z AR R 22 5. &0
b A 00 A 2 BB AE SR IO B B S AR AR B AR TSI A TE I B SRR, JF H R B R T B 7%
S A AR I K o A5 T 2 a2 B HR S 59 N BR A5 AKX S AR R 7™ AR 1 0y, RV ST R
M, SRR R IR B AP S KRR, SEmi A R W TR .

NI EPIE, R ABREAL, AU, SR

B849: C91

1 [l

Bl B B AL S 4 B R, SRR T Y )
FRYE H o it JUT- 5 00 ST 55 58 i, AR A
THEAE. SR, FEAR R A A T AR A 25
EGAS R #5407 & 0 Ry o B0 4n, 58 R A BT 55 B
METER & 2 Jy AL = ol 2z [ AR IR JE
WG AN N A BRI, 76 QNS b i R e il 2 52l
AZ ) H S AL Dawes (1980)¥ & Uit
P MELE BEFRAEAE S WME o XTI BA ik T4t 2
PIMER AT, “FE 427 2 2 N B9 BTBR L e %
GAEA R E SR, X AR L 22 B BR AR
FEEERY I 200 NBREVERR BB, AR5 £ R
(Messick & Brewer, 1983; Kopelman, Weber, &
Messick, 2002). WL HIEA B LN, #HosPixfER N
AR TR AP H AR R RS A, A
NGRS AR 2w T H A ER R, 17 R
AIAE R T N RAT e 88, 5 EEfT M I,
AENE R AF 54 F, HEN A 5 &1
LA (b ) 1T B AN 5 5 A A5 4> i D1 AR 25 T £
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52

(Liebrand, Messick, & Wilke, 1992; XIKJL, 224
g, Z424¥, 2007),

FEPIXE R B R, L PIXETh A PR &
PERR B, AUk, H AP iy AR SR
it LR o MR AEO B2 N T2 1y SE T
IF 5835 30 8 BT — G Y I Xk B SIS DL B ok
FRA S PIER S AR R LE, o R S
0 90 R 2 L T 05 7 R R P . A 3R
i 9 ¥E (public-goods  dilemmas) 7E 52 5.0 B 2% v
DL - (give-some games) iy I =X HE 7 1 B
B, TR b, Afs EsEfTiamk, (2
AR N AHRER . SR 0k 3] — € B )5
P =R A, JF BT ANER T L A g gk
BOZ B o ey, 2 3Py il i AR HEBR M 2 S BUE
G, WA 2 15 o ey i o mT DL
e FEANTTBRIEAE M, X R BN H L.
AT 20 2 b ) R AR 2 A0 O EH BT e R
PE Ry Su

HIABFFE R, AR st 2 W b i & 1
(Caldwell, 1976; Ostrom, Walker, & Gardner, 1992;
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McCusker & Carnevale, 1995; Van Vugt & De
Cremer, 1999), K AESMUAE 7RS4 R A
) 245 M (Wit & Wilke, 1990; Yamagishi, 19864,
1986b, 1992; #ityk, JriiHy, 2005), Yamagishi
(1992) W7 I« YA (Y SR B Z [R] (A
VESUH B DI, AT ) T 38 5 5 AR
il £ (sanctioning system) . T & X 558K, A5
FH, AR AR A R IG ik S E PSR
(T8 . Hobbes TA Ny, F51 il 23S &V % Jst A A
P s (LA ) B — A o & o e AR By i
B, A8 E4T A BMs | e, (2)155]
il BE X5 A5 AT Sy 0 3G T AR S AR
U Ik, B2 RAEST R AR — 4RI &)
SR AT A B S WXE R IS4, (H AR
XAt P E b DR S A RIHE 2R 5 TR G i . HL
PRI, AT AT LA A ATHEBR ATy Y 1B T Sh L%
R A S HL, B AT A SR AT A AN B E
(Gneezy & Rustichini, 2000; Fehr & Falk, 2001;
Mulder, Van Dijk, De Cremer, & Wilke, 2005). X1,
TEAL S PIME, WL Z R AR AR O FR . A
WEVEIT AAUEZ B A CBESIHLEY S, K
TR A SRR T . S T B R AR
B U A A 25 AE, WIMZEH 2RI 2/
BEREMEET N, A —E B RE15 1HIE
HAAREHA N EAE, MR 25 Rk 5 At R
Hl, EMRBGE AT N EANE AV LB, MK
XJ AN B AVEAT Sy 0 BTS2 52 e 5 A 1Y B 2 rp A A
i 2 —(Yamagishi, 1986a, 1986b; Robbins, 1995;
De Cremer, Dewitte, & Snyder, 2001; De Cremer &
Van Dijk, 2002). [ N BRAT ¢ I AL 15 10 £ 1
P, AP ERRE R N, BT A 2
Rk A AR, H B SUE ST Y UE I8 (5K 5 2
2006) .

FAEAVFZ AR E S, HEAR AT LUH S
K. RSB E 2w AL (N PRE ) FrsR i
H 45 B F )2 | R A AR (5 E AE) (Blomavist,
1997), A WAL SPIMEDF S D, (SR R4
XA AETT R BT . Sitkin F1 Roth (1993)45 H,
NATTAT RE 25 PR Ay A1) A5 5 1l i v+ 390 10 02 A
1, B P AEAE BR il A5 £ (institutional
trust), MRAEEIEMIX50E X, HlFEEESE R i —
Fh 54T, Sitkin F1 Roth (1993)%& BUAEST A] L1k
REMEME SR, ok A4S MXEE 55 LASMIF 5
KU, 1 SR NBR{F 1L (De Dreu, Giebels, &

Van de Vliert, 1998; Fehr & Gachter, 2002), AFr{gE
% (interpersonal trust) & & X % J7 2 FA T 0 1Y
T, B % 7 2R 5 [ O 55 ST ARG
BRI —FhOEDRES . ABRMEERS AR

&4 7 17 (trusting intention, J& & 455 %0 7)) FI S AT
& x(trusting belief, FE X SR 200 LI

A 8 71 69 AT T 4) (Mayer, Davis, & Schoorman,
1995; Rousseau, Sitkin, & Burt, 1998)., Mulder % A
(2006) feff HI“HROIH A5 " ) S B u P S R B - i
I 55 128 3 1 A PR AT K, FESTIES T 1R 5 1
GAFRREE . WERIASRY], MR B TR R 4
fEAE TIN5 AE, SR A5 105 A 23 Bl A3 i B
HIMH R . TSI A1, 2 nEE, &
T e m a4, JF B pl R AR : —1
S 155 %00 (signaling effect), It RFE 531 7] L) 5% i
NATT PR S5 M i 27 . 5 40 B P 3R 45 1 (ethical
decision frame)AH L%, FESAIFETEIG N T 38 5 4%
¥4 (business frame)#f e i il gEPE; 55—~ ny b ¥
R0 (processing effect), I ENF PR 55 45 K4 5 i 25 A1 ]
FEWE e B, AN A % P 5 454 5 BOA W) ) ik 2
{H (processing value)., 7ERIRURFK LMY H, NEE
RN, BRI R B EPE AL RTERE 5 258,
AR RGN 3 A ek A ) 25 2 I AR B R, S AR
SR 25 BT JE P RR(BRAK, T4, 2007).

g bk, TS m A EMAPRMELE, AR
fEAE 2 m & EK . SR, Bk Mulder 55 A
(2006) & AL XA A 1 52 e AT DL o A BRAE (X
— A AR RAEF LN, SHET] . AR A1E
= HZ A RSB ST . Yamagishi (1988a,
1988b) AT R B . FEVA BT At S WixE, H
AR B G AVEACE LT R E gL . 4547 (2005,
2006) Y BFFE R . AN FE SCSCIE A = ik
PR SRR DR SR —E MR, A7)
AEAE T 8 o B i N PR A5 AT ACE R A 7E AIRL
723 PR A A 2 0 (ELER ) AN [R) AN [R) o TR U,
ABFFEFR ] Mulder 45 A (2006) 81135 Y “ BT 7511
= (RTS, Removing The Sanction), & & k2%
A # R, A TR AL L I R, B e X
Mulder 55 A BIBFFE 450 317 0k o 76 0L Sl I
SIAAE A B X — 28 i, BT A2
S 1 B A A 2K RS R K S B 5 i,
LA E — 25 B B AE T 5 A /R AT R 19 0 BRAIL A,
JF A N D7 B R A B B A B R AR T 0 B

WA



54 L il 2 i 43 %
2 SIS 1 AETHA LM S ME A U R — A BTHR, oAl = AR STk, AR 5 —

FZE 2 B {5 R A K Y 5
i

21 BHH

T BN SIS S5, P55 ey o X A
X IR B N B As AR A A AEAT 052, (] s 38 JiE
Mulder (2006)45 A i 35 1 BR AE i 97 =0 (RTS,
Removing The Sanction)#f 5% FT 15 4516 . WF5E %
2 2 D3 AR AR A AKOE R A VR KT
e
22 A%
221 #HKX HWEAESNELEHRELE 76 4,
B, SRR 20~30 B 0] e IR R
iz 72 N, Hh B 32 A
222 KINEIT R 200ETIRM: ST, A
Shx2(5zm B Be: BrBE 1, BB 2)pRA . H
HRAEST 2R A R AL A AR e, PRIAR s A A SR ) 1
JRE AR5 45 F S B BT R A 0 s TG A N B VEAT A Y
FARFEEE . X A VEAT I (5 AR AR 8t H IR
FEAT He At /1N 20 5 5% 25 A 21 20 R 25 57 kA A i
M7 (158 AHIE, 2 AHIME, 3 A ARG, 4 —#, 5
MG, 6 M5, 7 562 H1E) #4700 & (Mulder et
al, 2006). ATl 2 #4915 1Tk Mulder %5 A (2006) () fff
Pt QIR SY N EE S O E =3 B RN (2
1M B FU
22.3 SLIEFEF R Visual basic 6.0 ZifE. —IK
[ HE 4 2850 — A /N8 S 58, 44 Bl
FERNST /IR ] N 58 R AN S0 56 . F8 3B I
5[] Bsf 4 2 HlE2E A S 56 5 A H A = 44 B B3 T i —
AN AE SE LA A B B AR S5 i, A B Z AN
RBZC I . SETTRE SRR — M BRI BIAN R, ]
RESSTESR W BOARAR A A DK il o 7

BB 1. 1EEE: NP R R DL AR
H R AF—K 30 /AR EE R . R
Ho SR 2% 0 T IR RS, SRR A R e (R
DL H OB I 3 2 e e SR (A K P b Ry /L
Ay o AL E K 2 S RV ZITHE,
Sl /INGL P N IS i — A% . BEELS 1 28 S
b 25 37 25 43 L B B A /N B B A N R TR
W L Ay FECAEA TR AR T B Rl . X
/N H BT R A /D B R 0 R R T
R o HR7R : A /N Fp A A B T RS TR
DERE, - DU O F9 A 15 7 D9 1 D) i 2 14

ZINBSF DR R SR I (E — 15528 SR W/, (RN TP Y
PUAS B B3 A3 Je, AR R B 45 2k 0.5 /Nist B .2
1155 (DVRMIE ot /INAL AR 53 45 Ry 2 4UF 25 s k4
ANMEFIG? (1 B2 AHIE, 2 SHME, 3 mAE, 4
— %, 5 A EAME, 6 MIME, 7 2 E); Qe 5T
k22D B S R ITPE /N7 (T 0~ 30 LA AYE
E TR,

BB B S — I BOE ], FUR B
F 5500 N Wl 5 FnAE ST O, HBY B 2 YR
S ) THER B 1 BT . A TR
SEEG KB 1 RN BE 2 A T A S, A5 T
AT HI W B T BE S AE B BE 1L B RE S TE M B 2 i B8
F/NAANILR FRERP

TERGRTE S B B AR S5 Ja, M4 S 55
BRI T, IF BRI, BIREHLSE R R
BTEIMOR . SIS, S MR T
— AN VTR, SR & BUAT BBl ) S 6 15 B
HERERE, BURVERR . f)E X B i B A S B i AR,
B AR LI %
23 HREHH

231 EIFHMEEFELAHXYRBER SR
BERMRNE 9 G S g H e L 3ty

st P S R R AR RS2 I, TR SRR B, 20l
Xf A T AN RIS 25 AF T BB S AR E AR
JE R E bR 2 AT R R GE T, SRR 1.

R1 FRENZFGHNEEEEIBRRIMEIIMEAS

1ERMEEREE
B 1 Bt 2
TETN % M SD n M SD n

ToHES 4.28 1.54 36 4.11 1.56 36
P il 547 097 36 325 1.05 36

DA 25 0 A0 52 56 o B SRy A 78 (5 A 3 3
17 2x2 W E G My 2001, S5 A 30 %A%
B FE RO A B #, F(1,70)= 0.32, p=0.58, Z )W &
77=0.01; SCHBY BE Ay TR0 W%, F(1,70)=183.33,
p<0.001, %W & 7’=0.72; W HE T L, BN &0
50 By BE s BAE I W 3, F(1,70)=135.74, p<
0.001, Rtk 17°=0.07 o 533 £E B 4 1R i B A~ 7K 7
XS By B AT R B AN A B, SRR . fEA
TESIACME T, SC56 M Be sty i 3, F(1,70)=317.28,
p<0.001, ZgiE7’=0.82, BN BE 1 H99kialAm L,
BB 2 MR A AT K EAIG . SR, MJCAES 5%
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PR, SR BESOW AN 3, F(1,70)=1.18, p=0.19,
S ik 177=0.03 18 SZ B0 B B A AN KSR 1 G AR T 4%
PREAT AT BN A 56, 25 SR R FEBBE 1, AT A%
B350 3, F(1,70)=1030.85, p<0.001., [a] JoFE 51
A BAR L, RSSO T BB (E A AT
AR, AESCER Y BE 2, AT A R Mgk 5 e s
&0 T s EEKE 2R B, F(1,70)=
549.25, p<0.001,

232 ENVNEEEELAHEVMEFHEREBFRFEME
ITAMSEN ARSI X IR A BRI N
Wi, DAFEE ST 45 10 RN S 96 B B ok 11 728 o A AR AR JEE 2
17 2x2 WE ST 20 (ARG WK 2), 45
R LB B ERON A B3, F(1,70)=2.94,
p=0.091, ZU ik 777=0.04 . il 2Ky B Bt 5 AE 7] 4 1
B3 B AR B3, F(1,70)=19.34, p<0.001, %N =
77°=0.36,

T2 ARAEFGEFHNERELREMEMSERE
BBt 1 Wit 2
T A M SD n M SD n
ToiES 10.67  6.80 36 12.47 6.84 36
ARG 1594 819 36 11.83  6.51 36

Xof S50 B B RN AT 4 1 1 38 HOVE H iE— 25
fAT BN S M, 5 R W, BIETI AT, SRR
BE YR 1838, F(1,70)=18.67, p<0.001, [H]Fr Bt 111
WA, ESCER B 2, Bk A& EFE R TR AR
MM, FEICAETT S R B, S 56 By B 9 380 00 AS I 3
F(1,70)=3.60, p=0.062. HULAT UL, TERFEL 2, (AL
R IR R AR R R Z B B LA P
TR

R T SRR HUH By B 2R & 0 SRR
KT AT A A K, 430 7E SE 56 B B
AP 7K B XA S A T (T BN A 50, 45 SR
W FEBTEL 2, AETIAMRON AR, F<1, R4
Bic 76 A7 A 5 4% 1 A Wik B9 A fE R (M=11.83,
SD=6.51) I At AR T A5 2 1 dH Wik 1Y A 1F
T2 (M=12.47, SD=6.84).

233 HEEEMEETKESSEKENEXLI N
WFoE— 25 5L, TERBE 2, FETIXT R & 115
EKFEA B, B H A VR 0 5
Wi, X AT BE R R TR B BL 2 THER & I AR R S5 H
AR IFAMSE . SRiM, XFRrEE 2 2R & 51T
ARG VERR AT AT R TEMT B 2, T
IEH MG AR KT 5 A 1F 7 W 35 4 X (7=0.33,

p=0.005).,
2.4 Vg

ARSI AL R . M B A AR BUN S,
TR 5 AT KO RS VERR BE 38976 BT T R SR AE
SCEREE B, BEG AR AIOY, R E TR
FEAE RS, IR (5 (TN 1% 3 22 A PR
fEfF. BRERTESCHGSE BB, @i i 4y
FEH G AT KT B 35 A8 F T A8 30 A R 19 15 4T
KV, X —S5 5T LIRS I 55 T IgE 3 i A
PRA5HEAKT-. DL RS R SR —sk, RPAES Xt
Ak TN R TP ) R A B N BR A AR
S A TR B o 2R T RE A AR )
FEFE, /NG v i b B B3 2 R 3 4 AR 570 17 R B
. ESIHUNIG, 2Dt i B A A HE AT R Bt
IE A ST AER BE 1 %A 4 1 4551
BB o X EEWF ST HEWT 5 Mulder 25 A (2006) 4B 5%
eI A . MITESCIRR B 1 v, BT AFTERE IR
TR A N BR ST AKF .

SR, RUETER B 2, TR HE MG ER M
BRI, ABFESCISE BBy, 4Tk AR A 1 Bk
R (EH Y P B S (iR 2 TR U (R i B Y Lt )
Pk X —Z5 SRR, WIEE ARG EKE 5 H
AAEAT A ATRETE G, Bz 3] T AW Z idsgm .
HWARA B — T E ARG S A
YEAT R Z IR K R o

3 LG 2 FETIXEA LW P ME R
AN[EAE S A B HU ] B TR 25 N
BRAG AT KRS AVE A 1) 52 ]

3.1 BH

Yamagishi (1986a, 1986b) & Fi, fET] 5 AFx
(RSN T N I E S IO NN R
] o FEREFP AT S WME, QiR —JF 4 A AT HAl A
SEMERE B BE, AR Y 15 B 02 b 21,
I STi N e AN SR & R (T [ R N R R 6
SR, W — SRR, FESTHI 55 T ALY 5w
MEF R PR G AEAKT, X —25 R e B EA
AFEFE A U B WaE , ARETAESIA
S EI X — A R e — LR, ik, SCE
TR . ABRMEIE S AR T A 2 0]
RFR

Liebrand 45 A (1986)1A M Ay #t2x (i B i)
AR TN N AP B RS, SRS AN
Wy i NBA B ANBRAG AR, MR (A B A



56 N BL

I B

BAMRNABRME M . O 548 A A p9E 20
5= AW =80 i BN TN TP R e OB S A it
AT TR G L R P e SR T 2
149 2 DA TE T Zh WL A A7 5 3L, 1T e 4 8 4 )
HEAH . R 25 SESNHEhHL. Mulder (2006) 1) 5%
ROETT SR NG . U] DAERT . BEE IR
IO, SRAHEIERERIIE 2R o X TR R A BR{5 R
IRPAR A AN B A g 30T 7, R e 2 30 5
— B B IR P A SR AR, (XA E AR S5
O W B BEAE AR B UE I 2, AR B Y
NBRAGAEAK P EEAARZ 5 , (B, X FHIiG A PR
{FAEACE & B AL S BRI S, TS AT
AT EERAL NI EENL R, IR
T 2 A Ok DLAR A 2R 28U 0t 2 W] 25 A 38 &
YE(Tenbrunsel & Messick, 1999; Fehr & Falk, 2001).
P S50 — AR A« ST SRS AS [ 2 (B
1] B T 3 B N BB AT I S e A 1 35 25 e o TESE S
Wi 2, AR A By SR At 2 00 (R ] Y 9
R ABREEK A B E 2SS, MAETARET &
1 B A A AN 1 BT 8 Bl 3 8 N BR A5 AT KT TG i 3
25t

C A B 5 e B AR5 52 a2 T b il 1Y
ANPBR{54E7KF-(De Dreu, Giebels, & Van de Vliert,
1998; Fehr & Gachter, 2002), [fii 25 % 7E 412 Wit
oS VERR BE 2 BT ZE  NBR AR A 7K F- (1452 1 (De
Cremer & Van Dijk, 2002; Mulder, Van Dijk, &
Wilke, 2006). WAk, BF5Y—RUITESLIRET B 2, T
FEH BE ARG EK B A O, 528 — U
TR 38 2k 52 e A [) e 2 A0 M o 19 2 2 1 45 AT K
SRR R I A AEKE, B2 DA [R50 25 14 o
FESHAN B B SRR B 22, E
T3 AN [ 485 513 25 A7 08 A AR A1 38 1) 7 3 ) 5 VK

32 HE
3.21  #RIK DUATI AT 3 32 A Bl 1) 2% 4R

g [ IR A R R R 126 44 . A S E
B ) (5] 45 178 00 2k 235 SRt 2 20 1 X 52 56 ) R
96 £4, SFEATE U (E HCIA] B A A A (L L 1)
BN 48 2 H AP SN IE R LK) Bk 46 N, L
P 50 A, 4F#%h 20~30 %,

3.2.2 KNIt CRJH 3(ETIARM: TAES), RBE
TR, RS <2( S M E R . E RS M E I
ml, AMARME B ) x2S s BB . BB 1, BB 2)
IR G S it, H S i B gl N As &, [

A5t AR A VAR B R AR K- o APRIGAE
A3 o 3 T S0 R X EARAE AR K ST e
FfE W >k i, RPGE L i2 A Mulder 85 A “HRUTH 4
A, B R AT AT 18 A5 Ak Sk HE
TR ABREAE RS20 . XA L AT Mulder 45 A
(2006) B AT HP 5 F N B A 4T B I o 7 ik — 2
323 HIETM (1) MEAETIRREE  BEMLIME
KA 90 # (B #2k), 25 mitEILE AL
OIS PIERE AR o FORPAEST S5 (R AEST L FnBR
AR R 5 /MBS . 10 NEFRIEE 15 /)N
PR 20 /N I B ) FE TS ML e e b BB 5 B0 45 B
W, T ARIER e R A RS A TR R E
P, ARFET A RENL R B O . AT ZE SR Ak 3
FT7R o

R3 ENMEEXHIK M SIRE

TRV R n M SD
TR 18 6.33 3.07
0Bk 5 /Nef 18 13.83 3.71
FIER 10 /)mf 18 14.89 4.40
FIBE 15 /et 18 23.00 3.50
FIBE 20 /At 18 23.83 3.71
Bt 90 16.38 7.44

W A K TR) — A 0 AR TS T R T AR 1 X
BOP2y, B RS VM . DU RE R N 2 N 72 6
AN TR) A 570 R B S 4 X st 5 ik et g IR R R AT
N5 2240 HF, F(4,85)=68.52, p<0.001., i %5 i
SRR BE A ARG on, 3k A O s ik e d 548 o
[, FETREEE Bk 5 /NEEEE B TS — A
P, 5 /N Z R RS B S 10 /hEF 2 ] 22 R
K, #E 15 /INa IS i ) 9 B T R R SR T AR
FERETIRRRE 20 /NEFEF, o0 B o7 ik a8 30 5 — K
e U o R T I 25 R AR 2R 0 - R BE AR O
F, b/ H BTk I D A AR BY, TR )
B S ORIV N s 2351 B P i A4 R
HR I ) e 2 B RO, R AIBR R R Y 20 )N
i

(2) Bt 2 (i B ) 14 000

SR = 30 S 7 19 1 DR PE A K A
SMAEI], AR A 20 BB [ 45 ) 00 ek 5 R0y
B 53 Ay At s i A BB RS PR A R ] PR 4
FHM | HE(2000, 2002, 2003)% A LR AEHAF 5T
H R R FH 3 2 oA A A ) A (R o LA
AR RN 4 R
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x4 HMEBRLE N E KRR A

15— ) — 1=
ELES Ac  fbA AT fb A HO  fllA
DS & 3 R & 7 & T R
HEHE— 50 20 50 15 60 30
TP 40 0 40 0 50 10
PR 40 40 40 40 50 50

DL EJE R RAE . BERE—I H O3k AE & 3
VERE R R Y, R H R S ke 1 22
S 3R IR R, R XU 3k 48 2 LR
3R AR . DR = b e R B I B L
FTHL o AP T AR 25 BRI R . 8
JESXT TR a8 25 5, AR ae e T A — Ak
PEo WA T RE—, B AL X 3 2% B,
F IR RS N 32 SR i e, R R
e T 55 ATE S, JEsE A AL AN E I fn)
TR = PR B0 X0y LR RI2E, XREAY
BB TRt S M EE . E T gl S M E
B B 45 5, $2I8 Dreu 5 McCusker BYFRME,
BAE 12 kT 20 7 AU — B0k 5 A9 Bt
B 2 Ry ELAT A (BB ) 9 4R, i ELAR 98 7 51

BRI BB, B AR SE 4 B (A S — 3K,

SRR AR E U AL, G4 R, ERESH
EIC IR 72 44, AR R Bl 48
2, AME 6 BN ATRE, BOEASHIE
AAE, AP E H P, 25 48 44 ik
ZhNER L

3.2.4 SEIGFERE K/ Visual basic 6.0 4w . ¥ ¥
okt 2 A BB ) 1Y Bl a0 Sl B AL 0 BC 21 JE AT L 5%
FERRTI AN BEAES] =R AT, RIS HE 4 A4l
A=A/ GE I, ARl S /N [E] Y 58
BN SE I o S SR — B BETE FR I 43500 S BEAIL
BCAETCAEST] | 2 B AR S P R0 i AR S5 F T
B PUBTADL S 5 ([F) 5256 1), 7ERE— B B iige
FGER R I, X HAB ALK A AR KT A I 24
5508 1 AHE . B B R S A — B B ], (H
R IS M AR A AR A N A, A&
C 2 BT AR A9 IO 5 (b ) A TR 26— B B iy
T,

33 %R

331 #HSMERE. &5 FZEMLIEMEFTEE
BEAEYMGFHEFRPARGEOEW  FEHN
B 1 M EL 2, &Pk AN EAEST A AN [l At 25
(BB Im] 1) 18 3 4 AT 7K1 19 S (B N o 1 22 DL 3%

5,11 U, 28 Paod o 8 g o ) 0 e G B A
TRAEACHLERR T BGH B B B T R, iR 28 11 1)
B AR AR K AE B B 2 JEARBAT RIAE AL .

%5 FRNMEREOERERRER R4 TERNS
B KT (1= 16)

&M AamEERE SR B M SD
TN RAS M E RN 1 531  0.60
2 500  0.97

A 5 ) 1 400 132

2 400  1.10

REEDS SRtk M EBUE 1 525 077
2 425  1.00

AP (B 1) 1 375  1.00

2 363  1.02

WEES EASMERN 1 581 075
2 288 154

A AN BT 1 413 0.89

2 363  0.96

h T R E B LA, R TER B 2 (ST
HOFIRE AR, LURTIA . AL M (a0 F1 5L 5
¥ Bz ok F AS XS AR A 64T 3x2x2 A 2 i
Jr 2500, Hrp SEE I B g 2 L SR R,
S B B i R RGN 3%, F(1,90)=71.19, p<0.001,
RN B '=0.44; FETIAE | A SO EEUR RS By
By —EAZBAEM R, F(2,90)=10.89, p<0.001,
RN 77°=0.20, K T B 5L Wy BE W ZEAT A
T B, B AT AR R S (R B A AP [ RE
HE— 2D 3R A T LB B B BT BN R B . AR R
TAETI AT, SErb S E B gk, SC5 R B
RN A B3, F(1,90)=1.76, p=0.19, MAH{H HL[h]
AR, SCI0 B BESOY AN 3, F<1; SR PEAET] 4
AR RS E B B, S B BN B
F(1,90)=17.97, p<0.001, &AM {HEL W 975, 52
55 B BESON AS 3%, F(1,90)=0.28, p=0.597; & J¥E
FI&MET, FrbamERn ek, SC50H B
3, F(1,90)=155.09, p<0.001, /A {1 H[m] (9
W, S BeRO I B 3, F(1,90)=4.49, p=0.04.
332 EMEXHMUSMENEDMNIERTEELR
MEZ 2 B ABRISIERISNE DL LA, FEpBE
2, i FES B 0 AN PRIGAE KA BT T
TRLAZR B B 1 SIS B B 2 1 SRS K 2
ZEAE RN AR, DAREST S Fnat S B VR A 722
I, N SR Y B B ARF AT K 2 25 R AT O 2548
Mt o ASTRI (B ) A B e AN TRV A T) 2 T 1 A
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FAEK T Z 2R G W3R 6. % 6 R EH S
RN AR S P SN Y S A N S S N
AR B A B IR . T — A SCE T S 1F) x2(+E
S EEU) B Z2 R D7 25081, 25 RRWIET %
PRy RN 3, F(2,90) = 23.62, p< 0.001, %X
Nt 7 = 0.34; Y (EHC) Y 325500 A H B 2, F(,
90) = 39.36, p<0.001, &L 7'=0.30; 1ESI4&M45
M B 1) 1Y 32 TAE B B 2, F(2,90) = 10.89,
p<0.001, i7" =0.20,

#6 ARMNEREBFIXERRETFE TR R
BB EKFEZEMn=16)

FE2x 5w TR 41 M SD
TCIE 0.31 0.60

At EEUE 1% PR 1.00 0.82
AR 2.94 1.61

ToAES 0.00 0.82

A 5 ) BREAET 0.13 0.62
BT 0.50 0.82

JSYIN AL R W) 1.42 1.56

A EER] 0.21 0.77

FEM A R TRI KT L, GBS 2544 A ] 2
RN A S A5 R W, AR A TR A S H )
M B A & AR W B E R, F(2,90)=33.30, p<
0.001, Btk 7°=0.43, # — L1 £ & Wi F I,
ARSI AT NP S ALK B9 AR (M=
2.938) I # K T JCHE T (M=0.313) 4% FF 4B 51 £
T (M=1.000) A\ BRA5 AT 10 FERR B, 4% AR 5%
IO PN R R N 3 a7 N e i B L M (N
BHAFEGITF E A2 57, X TSR (E
] A BT, AR AR X A WY
F(2,90)=1.22, p=>0.05, % it 77°=0.03, ENFES] A2
RS, XA S E U AR S SR B B 2 1
NBRAFAT K V- 1) 55 0 A% B R, 1T AN ] ) A7) 2% 4
NP AN AN (B E ) 9 T2 2 A S B B B 2 A A BRAR AT
IR TG i 25 5
333 HEMENE. EFEXEMNBMHEEIIEE
BEAEVMEFHEEFRPEEKFENEZE  AEH
Bt 1 FIBYE: 2, &5l AN RAES SR 0N R AL 2 A
L LIA) ) TR 5 A VR KT 19 S S R b 1 22 WL 3%
7o METHLIE, ELRNE 2, &t EEE
THEZEE G EKE TRl 5, 4Dk
YR F R, (HUA W R TR, msa s
TR SR A AR A A B KIWAE1k.

x7 FRMEBEOBELERRETFETRIAN R
B E1EK T (n=106)

TR ARSI ERUE SCERBYEL M SD
TIETT CRAS M E RN 1 1463  6.96
2 1431  6.09

A4 5 ) 1 9.44 457

2 9.25 471

BEAES SEAL S U 1 1881  6.07
2 11.50  6.30

A AN (B 1) 1 10.75 475

2 8.69 215

WAL RS E RN 1 2425 470
2 8.06  2.86

A 5L 1) 1 1438 3.40

2 1150  3.25

R T HEEPERAE B B 2 B A VR K75 LB B
1 AR, DMESIAME . Ao o a B m A s s b B
[ A AR KB T 3x2x2 il E A Iy 25 4%
Br, Hrhszse Bl &R . SR oR, L5
B 34000 3, F(1,90)=159.70, p<0.001, %
H77=0.64; FETISE L AL SO EEU R FSEEE B B Y
ZHELHEEMEF, F(2,90)=25.29, p<0.001, R
o 7=0.36, K T B EEL I M BBV AE AT AN LT
I, B AES AR 2 ) B KT e, i —
AT S B B TR AN R B . 25 R BN . TCHE
S By ol N 3 e WM DR a7 Wl L od 23 g 1A
AR, F(1,90)=0.11, p=0.74, MR {ELH ] A 9L
X, S BEROW AR 3, F(1,90)=0.04, p= 0.84;
BRSNS N SRt S I E U AR, SEER B
RN %, F(1,90)=61.19, p<0.001, “MAH{E HL A
1 Bk, S8R B B s AN B3, F(1,90)=4.87,
p=0.03; EEAETISRMT, Bat o 18,
S [ Be UV ., F(1,90)=299.84, p<0.001, MA
P B E ] B, SC 5 B B e i 3, F(1,90)=
9.46, p=0.003,
334 ESIEHMASMENEESLME2331E
ZEHEESEKTEENE LI LR, EXBHE
2, &S A E KA TR BE, BLSE
BB B 1 RSB B 2 A EKE 2 22 B AR KF
()T BEREEE PR AR 5, DASREST 25 A Ak 25 0 (B HL 1)
R H A R B B B AR K 2 22 04T 07 22400
AN TRI A A B 1] 19 9 3 76 AS TRV A0 2% 14 F A 1K
TR REREEE R AR ST L ER 8. 3R 8 KW R &
UIRIER RS S5 iR (o S QN Sy A S/ N R 7N
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0.001, #p e 77°=0.43; FE T 2 1F 5 M (8 L1 A9 58
HAERMH B3, F(2,90)=25.29, p<0.001, & &
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&8 AREMEEE R #HIKE AR R F 4RI M
BE SRR TR TERZE (1=106)

FE2x I 5 ) TR 41k M SD
ToIES 0.31 4.64

At EEUE 1% PR 7.31 4.32
AR 16.19 4.22

ToaES 0.19 1.05

A 5 ) BREAET 2.06 3.38
BT 2.88 3.67

RN FAL 2 A R 7.94 7.85

A EER] 1.71 3.09

TEMAE B )RR K B, GBS 2517 A faf 2
RN A B 4 SRR, AR AR T SR A S ()
AR AT JEH . 3E AYRZIR, F(2,90)=72.43, p<0.001,
B HE=0.62, YE— L2 E LK EN, EEE
4T ANBRAE AT AKCE 19T AR B (M=2.88) ik 3
KT 52 FET] (M=2.08) FIICAEST (M=0.19) &4 1A
PRAGAEACT- I R RERREE, B EEAERS 5 APR151E
TR A R T TCAE AR, T A AR
R P 7, ST S X A VR T R
M, F(2,90)=2.17, p>0.05, ¥ 7°=0.05, 1
SR, AETIARREE AR, X oEat S RIgE o AR
SHEGH B B A VEAT R 0 1 55 A% BE B A, 1 A [w] 1
T S A X A A A (B B ) 10 12 o A B 57 T By
BRI VEAT N T 25 M o X SEAF 5T 45 S UESE T F
SRR, BRG] 25 At 2 A7 () 1
B A VEAT N TR
335 AMRGEEESEZWEEZESETADHN
RAER e B R A SO A 56 0 R RS, Tk
&, EAZE, XLz, 2004)%F AFREFE(P) A H A5k
MRS, BARFRFUNF

(1) 7ESEH BB 1, ST AEAEXS LR B 2
AN R P18 I 1) Y T2 3 B VEAT A I TR A B A
BRAs AR ZE AT S M A AEAT Ry v 1 v A 8O0 A 56
XFF AR (B IR A TR, DAAEST A TR0 P 28 %t

HAVEREE AT R 0T . 25 R R IETTI A B3
TR 2E 5 1) S AEFEIE =0.25, p=0.082, [N, *f
TR (B B 1) ) T2 35 ) 28 0T DAAHE W S A7 AE
ARG TR AR, B AEST SRR I A s s
T BEIEE AR, NI A SR
N A5 AT B4 HR A 50

(2) 7ESCEBT B 1, RS AFTEXT SR B B 2
HoE AL S TG A VEAT S I B0 DL K N B A5 AT
FEAE T A S At s B IR H B AT T i TR A AL
IR L o et e L SN N R & R R A PP e
IR mE L i ey (- A L ki DL SR O = o
FEAE AR Ry W00 R 2% SR 4k S R ZR 3 0 A AE R
FESEAT A 34T o W98 R BHAETIZE I B 1 A7 A2 T
T 2R BB 2 R G ETT Rl f=-0.44, p =
0.002,

DUESIE AT R R, X928 B4
R 5 10 N B A A BE 047 1m0 05 43 By 26 B SC 30 56
— i B A TE I AT I TS 56 2 B B PR
%, p = -0.60, p<0.001.

ANBRAGAE(P) B A RN o Hr 45 3 2% 9, JHorp
LS R RPR AR, FH/NG TR N AL 5 1 b
HEAL R & .l TR 0 (AT T 3 A6 40 ) 10 A2t
(1, FTLAABRAEAE I R A 8800 2% . i PR A ¢
KA B2, BT AR SE AR, H A0 5
BN Y A5 A 0.595%0.588/0.444 = 78.8%.,

RO ABREEP)BH LR

LR Am Ry T F 0K 56
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—0.094x SE =1.419, t= —.533
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1 1 S At 2 B IR 35 AR SE e B B 2 IAE AT K- Fn
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Mulder % A (2006) {4 BT 57 2 B 7E 4+ 25 WM
TR0 1 59 PR AR 7K 0 55 545 o (A8 —
TEGIA T *E 2 U0 (8 ) 3 — A8 o 0 g gk A 7 2R 4
S E B FAS RN B B X e, 25 R BN
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Van Vugt & De Cremer, 1999; Eek et al., 2002), 1H
Tenbrunsel F1 Messick (1999) 5% & BAE S X} T
2 T 58 v DR SR A B AR R SRAE ZE A T
M, BARBFTRRE, NIRRT R, AaXT A
TR IR SRAE S A T AR e . HLIE:, ASAF5R 5K
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ASHIF G 38 2 BT A 51 0 90 A ol 3 el T A5 5 e
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7P REAE ST (Mulder, Van Dijk, De Cremer, &
Wilke, 2005).
42 ESS5ARERE
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JE AT A1 SR, Macy (1993) Y1 B 55 2115
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AU A VERIACRT, 1B B FA1E; M48
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MOREA B E s BOR . R B SRR — 1
B KPR, ESI R TTER T B . HAETM R A LS
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T, JFERES A E R L e T B . SR AT
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& (Mulder, Van Dijk, De Cremer, & Wilke, 2005),
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The Effects of Sanction and Social Value Orientation on Trust and
Cooperation in Public Goods Dilemmas

WANG Pei; CHEN Li

(School of Education, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China)

Abstract

Sanctioning systems in social dilemmas are often discussed to increase trust in others and to increase
cooperation. Yamagishi (1986a, 1986b, 1992) showed that people tended to favor the introduction of a
sanctioning system when there was little trust that other people would cooperate. The trust positively relates to
cooperation (De Cremer et al., 2001). This suggests a sanctioning system may increase cooperation by
increasing trust in others. However, findings outside social dilemma research argued that a sanctioning system
can decrease trust that others are internally motivated to cooperate (De Dreu et al, 1998). If a sanctioning system
decreased trust in others, would the sanctioning negatively affect cooperation with others? Given this, this paper
is to explore the relationship of sanction, trust and cooperation by “Removing the Sanction” paradigm and a
measurement of social value orientation.

This paper examined the effects of a sanction on the trust and cooperation in public goods dilemma,
including two experiments. In the first experiment, 76 participants were randomly assigned to the two conditions.
The level of the trust and cooperation for the participants in the two conditions (sanction versus no-sanction)
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were compared after removing the sanction. 126 participants were measured by social value orientation, and 96
participants were chosen including 48 pro-socials and 48 individualists who were randomly assigned to three
conditions including no sanction, mild sanction and severe sanction in the second experiment. After removing
the mild sanction and severe sanction respectively, the paper compared the trust and cooperation of pro-socials
with participants who had not gone through sanction. The same procedure had been done with individualists.

The main conclusions are as follows: participants who have experienced the presence of the sanction trust
that another group member would cooperate less than participants who have not. The former cooperates less than
the latter. The negative effect of the former presence of the sanction on cooperation is mediated by the trust in
phase 2.

This study has important implications in the practice of organization management. In some organizations,
when the trust in others is of initially high degree, a sanction installing can undermine this trust and
consequently undermine cooperation after removing the sanction. When the degree of trust in others is initially
low, it’s essential to install a sanction in order to increase cooperation with each other.

Key words public goods dilemmas; sanction; trust; social value orientation; cooperation



