(LEZFR) FRELSEERE N

AH: “<IBAFH”: BTSSR AR SRAL AT NI
B Ealg, #ik

$—i

HRALER:

SERVFIR : I — A KT BRI S A 2 AR I AN R AT 2 AN 2R A AT
ISR = SR TT o 13 I L f5 e SRR SRR S5 A A SR R TSR 55, 20 ) PRS2k R
AP TFIL A 0 38 KA A7, WF TR TBIH UK P AR AR AL AT N A7
FERFZESE SERR DL, () fERJRIBRIZHME S+, ARBOISIHUACH IAMELE 4L (78
SRERAD PR BC G A0 25 2200, (EAE RIS 2 3 A AU s LK i A LR X
S e A BN 25 i T AU AR M s () TE AR TS, RERIIEILK
MRS (A TS P RTTRACT e R % 2050, (B AT ESRA BB IEIHIK
P A AL TR KT 2R 2 S TR BIUKCHAR AR . 2B TR, BN S 24
FERAMR AL AT AR LA HAR A

PEFIWT: PFE NI, 30 SCE Al 7T 1) e B B i S s S, Hah
A RGRATBUR AT %8 o X0 TARAE— S5 g v] DAt — 2B 583 . T ke A2 AR
e R

B L KT S T A LR RS R R RS T Rt 247 8. O, &
Braes DURHARAE SR SR AT AR T RERIT I, B8 T AFERBSEH 2178,
V2 26 82 (1) 2 R AE B S B R G RAT 55 A 3L i B 2R R B9AT 0, (B SR AE AT R AL & M
HAL T TRAT A, A S AT 1 2R B B 2R {5 4T (trust) 55 {5 1545 F(trustworthness) . LA
INFER B RIS, thandckn i, 5%, filin, Lien, Zheng, and Zhuo (2018)7E %5 %2
ANTR] ) 56 e 11 22 13 AT SRR R SEAL 22 AT N, A B 82 T AMARLE AL I AR (EAE
g INFER ST IR S 2 MG B N 14T R I . VR & TR AR AR 208 mp 1) R 30 A e 31 5
—REIEAL AT AT, TR T REAEAE IR R PR
IR : SR F AL R BN SEH2A7 h— V) ARt A 3R2541T4 (Eisenberg & Fabes,
1998), AFEBIA. AP . k. A1E. 2R B, SEE OB, Gia
FERRIAT A AT T LA 22 BT I A 5 G AR T AE SRR 247 A Ta b, AR ReE &5
EFRISEAL AT N AR & KW, CETS MRG0 F R T 2R, RARaT:
IR, BTN TS EEAT RN AT RITERR, TSt AR — VAR
fifify NFR25 /94T~ (Eisenberg & Fabes, 1998), GBI, %, ik, &1E. %2R, B8,
RS VIR . A TUERAIAT N (Lien, Zheng, & Zhuo, 2018). A SKAIHE 7T R 1% 4A
JR ARG R BHARSEA AT KA, WA, B, (EE5%.

B 2: fEFEFRIEA TR IRPTR AR T3S B 5 S A
PS5 EAEAKT . A RET SO T T —Fh 5 2 0 RIS M TSI A A LS
BN K25 T IR B0k & B T AR . Ebln, Kopanyi-Peuker, Offerman and Sloof
(2017)7E [N i R 355 18 2 S 56 BE 5 /AR T SR & VR 1T E R SR R 0 FAE ST LS Lien



and Zheng (2019)7E [N PN 518 28 S50 A i 5E AMA R 1 SR BLE AR B I35 Hl 4y, 4.

KPRAT AT AR, — PP s B8 MmN DL I B s 1) A AR 7K AR SR AT, 3
— PPN 5 B R DASE B S A AR KT AT SR E B SON o AR X SR A — L
[B]RZ : [ o e L SR FRAT T AR R B R P e, FRATTIR SR ) 13 3 24 rh R O 3L 52 U, 4
TE A SCHIR I B S D o 6 TIX SRR H RIS, AT & RS 53818 Ccostly
signals theory) #E47 1 i, BAKLNT:

BT, EFERETT AU T | — P 5 A N IR MR H T SEILA AR A
A B SN K5 R R B0 B & BT AR . 5140, Kopaayi-Peuker, Offerman Al
Sloof (2017) 7E[NAE M ST ZRSLEG R ORI, MR T SLG AT B RS AL R0 F 51 HL
4> [FFE, Lien F1 Zheng (2019) 7E[NAEM 58 2R SELG o AR BLAMA Dy T S8l-& VR H i
2o QAR B MR B3R ORI B AR 1780 ? A S8 AT N E
A5 2R ) = AN S BRI Ccostly signals theory) 51\ F0 3 22 AT SR R A1 H FA
478 (Grafen, 1990; Griskevicius, Tybur, & Van den Bergh, 2010). R¥EiZFiE, s (&
FHANREN) B S RA AT ARSI RHEF R, X E B ERE & E .
fian, mEPEFLAE XA R R BAR R B A G ORI KN, DUSGE S & AE, (H
KRR AR IS 5 mMEVEFL AR T B B AR B IE B S . R, BR AR R RS 2 A 3
Mg A, AR T INTINEEHEE, DIESFRSER G . BR MOk
H &b TR fake z r, H IR e OS5 B A Ay, 1y S i Al e, A4
IRLERHA R H A By, R 5 A ARl (Bergstrom & Lachmann, 2001). 7E4
WFFErR, AT B B BT A GREFEAN AN FIRE D AR B3R 2o A HAE R i B BamseE,
() st B AN e A B RATAE B AT, S e BOAS 194 D9 AT DI AN A 3 kI8 72 1 44 25
A E T [FIRE, DAAE B2 2R Se i M B B Al GRGEE B R RLR 51538 A
SRR EMERE T, X0 E AT A AR T 2 5 S A BN

22 3R

Grafen, A. (1990). Biological signals as handicaps. Journal of Theoretical Biology, 144, 517-546.

Griskevicius, V., Tybur, J. M., & Van den Bergh, B. (2010). Going green to be seen: status, reputation, and
conspicuous conservation. Journal of personality and social psychology, 98(3), 392-404.

B 3: MEH SRR P RE I8 AT 1 HE SIG P 25 T Bt gk AT B AR S AF . 2%
BT, Ei)EMIEZMTS T, UER A BRI 546k 20 76, 1% —#0k B #
T, BEEPBEIR A ROZURENZ 20 Jo. REEARN T RO B 1O A S AT R
incentivized design, AN H A A3 A2 BB E 5 70 LS00 45 5 5 SCRAE E Ay, mT DL Bt
B— K, WF[E—SZI M & incentivized design 5 un-incentivized design )25 45 5 22 515
Ko Eelun Forsythe et al. (1994) & IILTE & 7544 HE S 56 U8 B O AT S AT AR RIS,
Je AR IR 45 A R E A

[BIRZ: B AR T K M. TEUIANE, TEARTFH, RS0 7 w6 (o Weiland,
Hewig, Hecht, Mussel, & Miltner, 2012; #Ni%E4F, 2017), Jy T it sSeis s A\ FE A
Z 5%, YRS 50 R 7 R EEEWN. Sk a s Ty, —Ea R AR
W5 0, T HB o MIARHE AR TEAT 55 R 1 o0 L 5 R AT Ao 2 ih o 75 B Jm I R 2T 45
PR BN i A L gh B CRIE A 10% (gl 2 Begs 6 7 40 7o, TR EsMRN
N6 6D, WO HEAMLEE 5.05 76 (SD = 0.91). 7EAILY M ZES, HIEaREN R
BRI RAFRMMER S CEILA, BN 89 )%) . Evfat, Rl 7l
S E AR — e iR, TEAE R R, FRATREN AT T BAR LR, RS T SRt .



WA Bk h BRI

B 4: fEHF L e, ST s 3L LRI S AL 7 o2 5 7 1) 4 305 i
—EER, AEFRW T MR, <, BUIEINLESEE W T AMER R B, e T
PRPSERES s BE, BUIBIHLIER 1AM 2B AL B SR, HE TR0t B 2 1 AP AT
Ny BB, BUEIHUEAMES B B O 5 Fa 48805 %) UK. »FIN, {EE 75X
IR B HME 1 AREHERRZE =Rl RedE, AR TRAUEhLE, SR Al R

IHAEA A TR BT R i iadh. e b, RS RIS S 5, iy
e BRI ZE AR s, SR 54l Forsythe et al.(1994) iz tt,  [R]A HUBIF 78 45 1l 7 ST 2%
(Dictatorship Game) HZRIL, W] LAE B 78 26 = Ml ge /e 5 ar . fESRTigR
PR TR ER AT 100 JRREAT RS, P X BUPE TR BRI A B AT B S T
[, PR P E N AR =Ml gtk 15 e

EIRL: B H T KABATNE K. i, R RAMEE TS, RIERE SRR
J, BIRCE B2, KSECE RO T4, HEbR TR 264 B2,
TESRIGVW TR, FATHARF FERNX — i, MK T NA Z N REERE R TS XTI
— B, WAVERIRMESR AT T U, DR R e o sp g T 522, BRIk, FRATR
FARI A L4 it B ZRAT 55 AT AR Re S 90 5 = Fh T Btk T FLIZAT 55 K SR 4 247 NI I s A
WREIGAE, HE— PR T AR Rl .

BIL5: HAETHRARIR S, AE R 5B EIE S M A -5, (RH A )R
A FRIEIHKT AR A FEEE T B RARERIL, i R 7 2 oun E R St
Kgh R RN BUEE Bn] DB AL B SR gl 28 CEanay A mikmiZe),
BENFAB ST FIBGAEA R TS N FRBUKT, T B2 e . XaBENH
AT R B R R PEAR 56

BIRZ: EAHT T, FAPEBIHUEESAR &, KA BADHT, KB REERAEAFTE S
TRATEEET A, USRI KRG 7). 0L S @, JANTE 1 05— Fh
s, BIHEBUCIE L I8 7 N mARB AL, 34T 2 (BBl > (5D
Tz e FAATE WA RET

B 6: LU 2w fadh i th B A AR SR, WUV R L AR T BAS R i8

SR
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HiRA 2 BM0:

ASCFE B FUA FIBCRIZIHLACT BAMAELE N B AN At AR T SRR AT I XA
HAKRK, BEAFRBRBIHAFMEEA R 215 T RPR 2T AR B AR, JHRRHE
TR AL AT AR — Pl SR A4 A L ) S o LT 170 25 AN AN 2 5 RSt A
B SAFELR I, SBUIELE SRSV B 2T WA B 257 AHadf
FELRRINY, T HESHANHEE, mBUIEHLE 2RI ERR R AT,

5 UAERIBTFUAE, AT T 3 5Tk ARt AT A A, SRR BRI B
BRI . S5 AR RS, RIS ARG A S 2R I T 2 A A (075 B R L
ERMRHIPRAE 2T, AR W SRS B 525 2 57

(B, ASHIEFC S ZAAAE LUR LA A

B 1 BURIE SURAT A7 ARSCEA TG, WS 48 AT 7 BOR] B AR 12
4o TRCHRT A3 AR Z Fh, a0 2 m] DL IR 2 B BAE 51 NBOR], A 12 AT R
il N HIBURI &S, AUR R B A 114> 2 L, Raven BH: Social influence and power. In Current studies
in social psychology. Edited by Steiner ID, Fishbein M. Holt, Rinehart, Winston; 1965: 371-382.
R : W H T HXAEN. BAGRERBR— M, KUTFREREKER I (power
motive), AR (power) B /7 (perceived power / sense of power), X/ H/N5E4s
ANTRI IR o B R T 5 A A B B U DA S At AT 9 5 SR I ARXS E ) (Fiske & Depret,
1996; Keltner, Gruenfeld, & Anderson, 2003), MU ELMARRE, WHE—MOMEEME, BRI
I H A R At N B — MO ERRES . SR, BB AL B —Ff, AR B Y
Wi A A N RO BRABT ) o AL SIS O N B CCIE s #80) Semaft N, v B B
YEMGLNE J)o BB — MO R, TR G 2T B PN 3 ) — e i) Ja s
JJo BUIBIHIIEANGER TR, B & GRS AT RERT, [RIRE, (R E B &
B IhHLAR 2 AT REM o
BOEhLGE T e AR FEE e f == (D. C. McClelland) X N FRERAFFL, b
e T AR =R LSHHETE BBl SRAMBIHL. Bstshtl). BRI 5L
NAEMAAEF B NS, BAE 20 L HER T, XA 0 28 45, 61l i, Handbook
of Personality: Theory and Research 5#i 1211 it (4 ed.) 1428 HL— % (Schultheiss & Kdlner,
in press) o, {EFEMIR T = KA SR FRBUIR, ENHBIBIHUIN, XU B
FISCHR ST N 00 Sad skt anitt, i P r)JUR R TSR (REE, 22, RT3,
2014; T4, 2014; FHIKRAE, ArER, 2009) XA SIHLESCER G| R L RE . BRI
A FIX R AN SIS <P 1. Oy T B SE AP TS AT T, IRAE S| F BB
F 78 SLH AT
SR
Schultheiss, O. C., & Kdlner, M. G. (in press). Implicit motives. In O. P. John & R. W. Robins (Eds.), Handbook
of Personality: Theory and Research (4 ed.). New York: Guilford.
FREE, Z2EME, RATAE. (2014). BT =R BRG] KR m. LR, 37(4):1008-1015.
T, %40, EW, 28, #H7E, &8k (2014). Ho0BEERA FROTEBH RS, LERE
HERE, 22(1), 139-149.
FIREE, AT K. (2009). BT AR SR VP, (Lo BEARFEIERE, 17(6), 1336-1343.

B 2: AWHFCAH IR E T B S R0, SRR R E 1B 5 25 g% h 04T DB
FER . XFEER AU AR SR BT DU LR AU 4R T A AN R A AR 18 T, 3



I R R AN [ 208 2 R Ay B AR BN AL, ) Ik i 2 LA AN (R IS i R 30 PR S AL 22 4T R,
SRIE AR LT 2R AR Zh LS SR At AT B REER, XFEE RIS A BA UK T

B R« A e R B X W B FEE T R 1 SR 9 AR A RS AR R BT, 0 X A
NASRF DI &, S o532 I =7, #ei U B g gk 2] (Picture Story
Exercise, PSE). #AEMESIHLIMLE: (Operant Motive Test, OMT), L& #5521 22 shL A%
M5 (Multi-motive Grid, MMG). X T =MIERN A KEAIX 533, " LLZF Schuler,
Brandstatter, Wegner, Baumann, 2015 ( =F 77321 5 WL ED . Horbr, PSE Al MMG 113
(RN 2R 7T BABTT i (L, Vrate, 2010, FEBE, skifom, 2], £k, 2010). X4
B2 AT AR A R 5545 A (1) 7k AL I BN, X BVF R R AR R I — il & F
Bto

open response format of partly-restricted response format of restricted response format of
PSE oMT MMG

=
=

Antic ipating 1 lose stancting [
Feeitnyg contident 1 sacceed ot this sk T
Beng abwid of being rejecied by oners

Thiniing aboet aching abites af (hs task

Being abiaid f being cverpowered by other peopit

Being abaid of baing baring 10 chevs ‘

Z2% 3R
Schder, J., Brandstéter, V., Wegner, M., & Baumann, N. (2015). Testing the convergent and discriminant validity
of three implicit motive measures: PSE, OMT, and MMG. Motivation and Emotion, 39(6), 839-857.

B 3: #2. AMAMNKRTENG L EETZE5MAER, S IsE SR E
MR RISEAE AT N BTEL, R T BN A B IR UE X AN 4518, 1E# B RO B TH—ASH
SEES, SRIGUER ARSI, PR Bk PRIE SR = () 4 A B AL IR, R SR H T S S AL
AT N

[ERL: ARSI T — AN IR S5 R IE a2 b BRSSP a1 SR 24T R,
TMAX R G5 o (1 T B L 42 2 A WL . KRB FUIESE T1%4518, 140 Anderson
A Kilduff (2009 #i HAMAGE R R IRIEAT JyokaB Kbz, Willer (2009) 45 H (A i IE
Bt T A B gy () R A7 SR B B AN A IRk BRAST R AT A o k2 IR R B S AR AT N I B AR R
BUR)Mth (B 3z EH direct reciprocity), A1, BPEFEASARIBIHREN T, MRS ERE
FhAT A (510 one-shot game) . iff S A NI —FhiEFE HE Cindirect reciprocity), EJ3f
AT NE TR &S MER T %157 (image score), XU M 1AM 44 2 AL A,

AN RN bR B Bh 7 K I AL % (Lotem, Fishman, & Stone, 1999; Nowak & Sigmund,
1998; Wedekind & Milinski, 2000).

K FAIGUE T A SAFEERE T 52T RIX — 4518, i — PRI B8 A4
PIRZIR A —RERT, BIAE 2B B S5 AR B SRR (B30 28 BAE I T AMEIIAT
X FARA S s, mA I sh s R o A 2 AT o 4L SR IX — B RIS 5 (32
BT AR FIE D BOE T SR IO R, S SO IEHLE G AR



APLE) AL SAEEE B N R S st i . Bk, X shieur 73T, BI %

TRESWANFIE, "B E 2RI BRI R 21T .
S5 30k

Anderson, C., & Kilduff, G. J. (2009). The pursuit of status in social groups. Current Directions in Psychological
Science, 18(5), 295-298.

Lotem, A., Fishman, M. A., & Stone, L. (1999). Evolution of cooperation between individuals. Nature, 400(6741),
226.

Nowak, M. A., & Sigmund, K. (1998). Evolution of indirect reciprocity by image scoring. Nature, 393(6685), 573.

Wedekind, C., & Milinski, M. (2000). Cooperation through image scoring in humans. Science, 288(5467),
850-852.

Willer, R. (2009). Groups reward individual sacrifice: The status solution to the collective action problem.

American Sociological Review, 74(1), 23-43.

B 4. ELTFEFAETH AR AR 2, HAK W SCHER Power in economic games (in
press on Current Opinion in Psychology). {Hj&, AT 6252 ik 51 H R D
IRz IEWIRATZ T4 B8, A IS )2 SR SRS 0 7T 0, A 4538 ) L 1%
B CY8R, X2 — N, HIEARTF T, SRk, BATEA5IH,
MREZ 5| FH SR BRI oA AR S5 UK 225 S0k -

BHiRA 3 B IZHFUE AT SIS 5 T B S HUN SAR AT RN . BT TR A
A RIS LR AL I ZEAE T, B SILE HX RSl R E s A 56
PRI, SRR BL B 2 R I, R Zh LS R 2 AT i e 2 5% . bR
A EILE T RESE T2 PRI K25 S8 T R I AR IR 2R AL 24T D o T 70 1R e B A e O 7
FRE e BRI DS

Bl 1 #Higrm
1) YEEAERIEINLX o IR AR R PP TP, FEVE AR T 4 A K& SCUERF FAE s, i
R TT A DA TE o AR BESRSR H 75 AR SR WL AR T T, 01 2 R B AT 4
TRV 2 5V ARTEAR L, AT S AR ] REXT N ZRAT R AL s Ml ) B AR A —FEIL
S Xt HAT PR A —FE 2
[B1R7 : ST R L RN L. E91 5 KB4, JAT R4 BRI S bR AR AR TH k47
THNFRYL . AR

BRI, TR EssE e g BB SR, n] LA A BRE AR EAR AR A AT A 25 R . R IR AL
735 NI 22 BRAR B AR H A7 T 8ORE, SRR T4 dh o A LR 25 5 A JERR P I R 22,
BRI T IR AR BN A, 4ERFFISRA AN R B AR, (RS R 25 1 523
(Weber, Kopelman, & Messick, 2004). it FEAL JIBIHLIIAR AR AR, AN AT DASR i N 0L
JIG R ERAE, FE NI RIAR, (R SEE S 7 A B T 5] 4G BHE kAU,
St REAILRI, $ETHA TR tE R AT 5 2 B E AL S

2) P2-P3: LA BUv Bl i/ SR SR BICRR EEAE A AR X SCHR 5|
a “fhR AR USRI R
RSP R IR €75 e 30 ey
c“EBUAIEIHLE % LR RGE I, FRIBOIAL. A5 e



e BT FBUBM, AR 4t FEUG N . 9 5 AR KB sl X 7] 4 S 18 TR
(1) BE I

f.* Lammers & Stapel, 2011 244 544y T EH T
EIR: C&bRE TAHRIIZSHE SR, fI0 7288, B fa L 5K i .

J)EUVAEBU SN E UL R AR, kB IS FIIE A 2 AU 3L
BIR: CEATiEs| 5] 5 BRIt anitmD .

Bl 2: Jkorm

1) ARSCE G AL F 5 R A R AFAERE A =00 )5 75 20 s 2Rl E R A T
E5%, 1HSM APA K 2.

EIR: CAEMRITTHIEM 7258, FRERe S, A APA & e g .

2) (ERFTE 1. WAL 2 7y, R AR A R AR, AR TR E Y, RS
FFAbATI4E ultimatum game A1 public good game AT AL BESRAF IR 2 LA K FRASHR I (1) F
PIE S B o W R i S I AR I AR S48 b 14T e B33k A7 A, WUIA7/E B 2 1) deception.
BN : G RRE XIE N EARMIH, RIS S5 (40 Weiland, Hewig, Hecht,
Mussel, & Miltner, 2012; BEWI%%, 2017), N THREPIRS LB MBENEMSSE, #Hk
AR 5 e R B . WS T, i R A AT 5 T,
053 MR B X AEAT 55 P 1) 20 Be 7 SR AT AN 20 o 5 B 5 IR T ZRAT 55, B IR oh 2%
JihR A BLgs B QAR 10% CIngal o Esa st 77 40 76, WHRZAPIBAMINN 6 J0), B
PP IEIMER 5.05 76 (SD = 0.91). fEAILY) G EZEH, MRIE PN hF5 h 2or
RAFMER S CEEA TR 805 . EaT, R U 7l 5 3ke —
ERI, B, AT RMREAT 7 AR, JEAh e T SIRR FiE . VB SR A
AR o

3) HR4E ultimatum game 53X, HIPIAN ANTERIZSELS, —A> proposer, 5 —~4& responder.
BIEWTTE 1 7 iR IR TG A 2 /D42 proposer, %2 /D #7i /2 responder? @R frA
HI 9 1R X2 proposer, 114 responder, N C 2 3T 1 1% 5256 76 A R .

[B]RZ = ASHH T A BT A B ARy BB DU M, FRA 15 IR K R AE R BE SE B = A 5 — NS5 AR
FC Xt 58 AR SE 6, o — NI RN M. R, X 5E e fF AL i yuRp RN . L7
SR8 T 0 0 AR T U .

4) P6, THULIIMER BN BRAE 2 /DB,
BIR: RN ERIVEE 12088, RCR/EEE, <2/ 170, “B°F070, &)
JuH 0-12 4y, CFESCH.

iy

5) {ERFTT 2 AFFIEBEFAE T, ARYEVEE R B ik 4 N —2H I A 58 e A SE 4 it R 584 55
NEHEREFF LIl RkR L, RS, EWETE public good game F 4 AERE 44
1k, X 5iZ 9286 yu R R ATE L (RI{EAE Open public goods games B THT 44 K 34 73 I 72 tHAY
TR BB BRI £ H 503 A5 A8 B A 0K), i Re S 8L R 4 (a0 free
riders) K] >y S 56w B AT DR T 7E 258 5 Bl B0k BT SR T AR AN RS2 IR, X A R T B A )
Ethical rules, ANENEZE AAa] dr b 15 B LA K o] At i A8 7 14 1] fE 2



IR : BITFT 2 Bl NAE R MESRIEAT JHIFENE, A T BRI NAEH ) 5% A, AR
i ox T 3K R S ) — R S5 0 3%, IXRE, BRI AE Mo SR, # EE i I o Ath = A
37y, X VMERE R 48 B 7%, Biltn, Bereczkei, Birkas Al Kerekes (2010)
HE T NAE XS B NAT IR, FEATHEETS, il LN — AR EA 3 O TS
B —fr B AR Ba AN, EEAEES, Bl TEKAEELE LS THCKRE. [
Ff, £ White Al Peloza (2009) HIBF7LH, #7ik 6-10 A—AEMB T2 W=ENE 755, S5H
MATHEFF AT RIEE DR B IEE RS TR ZEBRAS. Lamba M1 Mace (20100 KA Jmil
ik 2R 25 St NAES R RIAT I, fE5¢ 4 AT (completely public) 2514, #ikfE
M ANAEIZ A PSR, JF H DS ah Rt A\ Knise .

B 2R H AL it 1825 (public good game, PGG) 1155, WA VF 2 i 5 RIELAERE 44K
FIbEE 7. flln, 78 Andreoni M1 Petrie (2004) KIWFFUH, WF7CHE KA 2 (GEME(E R
Information/No information ) >2 ( ff Jv &2 Jl : Photos/No photos ) = 4% % i1, 1E
Information-and-Photos 2, #¢ iS04 (FAeftf ), EOMESAERMN L) KAREHI
R H AR AT K. 7 Rege #1 Telle (2004) [t 7ir, #iik 10 A—415E 5 PGG #ik
i Z{E“group envelope”H1“personal envelope” 173t 150 #Ek M. 7EH b —ANsEEe 6 fF
WARBIHEFTE 2 55 0T, FTHFHEE, BUSH BRI, JHERISERR L, KRR
Bt T B RN R TS 5 E RIE BN SR A0S R ik 1. FAbARRE 44 PR B Y
WFFL, tHAI UL List et al., 2004; Masclet et al., 2003; Soetevent, 2005.

FEATI T, BATTH5 2 10 il R v AL I B L 2 15 R FH A AT 9 R B 1) 42 75 AT
AL, TR AR SEAL AT AR N FIR I, XA H A BEIE . Ik, fEAR ANTEIS 2%
PRAL, AT REUE A PEACFE, T2 LE R TR SR A N e, IR, Hoal e e
I, R IR AT Bt T 44 A BO AL SR, PR H CRIREHT, R
SR 2 A .

HATE PR L KM AL, RV A2 5296 R e K AT RE ORI Bl AN ST AE RO 155
SEHORARIUE, BAERTHSRIGRT, 0 SO 25 X AE 1 SRR ol g i ol AR e, B2
SACHIVFZ AT TR M 1 AR TE  FEADT T, OBk 6 4E 1 5 Judd At 9 Ao
Lhih CR¥E PPGAES AN S ED . v T U, FATRE 1 AFIHMER 26, (HiXe
an AT RS S FE AR IR K (3-12 J0), FATHE B B st/ H . A s2id
FE, BATHBCA LRI SF e FATHER U R 2O BATRIIR IR, E4 )5 B 7T
mh, JRATT 2 AT RETE R8O B A A B D5 DU )

SR
Andreoni, J., Petrie, R. (2004). Public good experiments without confidentiality: a glimpse into fund-raising.

Journal of Public Economics, 88, 1605-1623.
Bereczkei, T., Birkas, B., & Kerekes, Z. (2010). The presence of others, prosocial traits, machiavellianism. Social

Psychology, 41(4): 238-245.

Lamba, S., & Mace, R. (2010). People recognise when they are really anonymous in an economic game. Evolution
and Human Behavior, 31(4), 271-278.

List, J., Berrens, R., Bohara, A., Kerkvilet, J. (2004). Examining the role of social isolation on stated preferences.
American Economic Review, 94,741-752.

Masclet, D., Noussair, C., Tucker, S., Villeval, M. C. (2004). Monetary and non-monetary punishment in the
voluntary contribution mechanism. American Economic Review, 93, 366-380.

Rege, M., & Telle, K. (2004). The impact of social approval and framing on cooperation in public good situations.
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