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B A A X R A2 1) 4 (Beggan, Messick, & Allison,
1988).
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[F] By FE s A BB o 25—, A A, Bk H
CL A 25 BT AN R R B A N 25 R o], R e K
A NG, B, sEgim, BlmokR 3 C s
RGN GER Z AT 22 5, PR i KA AH
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A2, WAk R KRR . S50, 345
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T Y JG 4 M IF 5% (Balliet, Parks, & Joireman,
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PLSEAENE T, BT AR AE A (6] A 4 TG R DU (f31) n 4 5
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T AR 25 FeR S P o Ao RIEEATIE SCrX
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RESCTEAN NZER, oG NG R, BB XEAH O
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PN BRI, ASOFFORE S T SC R A 56 1
P BB :

BB 1 RS E ST 20 R B IR AL
WIS, MR A3 BB KA Z A2
SRR

R 2 72 A ST AR IR TEIRAL T 95 5
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520 B8 (BRI 45 9 ) 18 e A HE O BE G i AR 55
(Tazelaar, van Lange, & Ouwerkerk, 2004), & &—
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BIMHME 0.5 J0. TEAMXHREZMT, #ilAad
FRHA AT X B ME 0.2 I, X [EFEEDE
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8 B B9 =808 B35, F(1, 67) = 11.25, p = 0.001:
FHEM = 524, SD = 3.00)lLEHILHEWM =
3.12, SD = 220)[A Pk Z a9 . 45 Rk R,
Pes Y ER0V AR B2, F(1, 67) =8.31, p <0.01,
BATE A CACTARX I E T/ T (M = 5.45, SD =
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T T SRR .

WETME, M ER SR E RN
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C AR M MEZE R FREMAR T E
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R B, A2 U (B AY 3 8508 A ) i PR
F(1,67) =3.71, p = 0.058, e Bk, it
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/N oy L 22 DR T .
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Abstract

The effect of social value orientation on cooperative behavior in social dilemmas has been widely examined
in social psychology research. However, only a small to medium effect size has been found. According to the
appropriateness model (Weber, Kopelman, & Messick, 2004), decision making in social dilemmas can be shaped
by one’s identity, situational recognition, and the application of rules. Thus, individual characteristics interacting
with situational factors affect decision making in social dilemmas. Therefore, the unequal resources with which
individuals are endowed in asymmetric social dilemmas set up differences in endowment dominance and serve
as contextual cues that may shape cooperative behavior differently for prosocials and proselfs. This study
hypothesized that prosocials would be sensitive to difference in endowment dominance whereas proselfs would
be immune to the difference (H1) and that, compared to proselfs, prosocials would exhibit a higher level of
cooperation when they were endowed with less or when their endowments were worth less (H2).

The current study examined the above hypotheses via two experiments. In Experiment 1, participants were
randomly assigned to an advantaged condition or a disadvantaged condition. Their social value orientation was
measured with a nine-item decomposed game instrument. 90 participants interacted in a fictional two-person
prisoner’s dilemma situation. The main results showed that 1) prosocials allocated more tokens to their partner
when their endowments were worth less than when their endowments were worth more; and 2) prosocials
allocated more to their partner than did proselfs when their endowments were worth less.

Experiment 2 was conducted in a fictional 4-person public good dilemma situation. 191 participants were
randomly assigned to an equal condition, an advantaged condition or a disadvantaged condition. Again, their
social value orientations were also measured. The main results showed that 1) the amount of their endowments
that prosocials contributed in the disadvantaged condition was significantly higher than the average amount of
endowments that they contributed in the equal condition and in the advantaged condition; and 2) prosocials
contributed more to the group account than did proselfs only when they were endowed with less. This was not
the case in either the equal condition or the advantaged condition.

The results from both experiments supported our hypotheses and indicated that the effect of social value
orientation on cooperation was moderated by dominance differences stemming from the initial resources that
individuals were endowed. The results enrich our understanding on how prosocials and proselfs differ in their
response to different distributions of initial resources. It also suggests that such social value orientation effects
are still open for exploration. Future research should further explore how prosocials and proselfs behave
differently when they face social dilemmas with different situational characteristics.

Key words social dilemmas; social value orientation; cooperation



