(LEZFR) FRELSEERN

FUH = BRI R 22 SIS AS 21 I
PR B, K, TEMAR, sXReis, Ber, E58, ERE

$—i

HiRALER:

ASCIERE =TS, SR o J5 i = N R e AR ST 55, B REAILRI 2 A A4
AL o W FUE R B BEAT — € R RS S (BAFAELUR — 28 a] il 7 22
HEE

B 1 ASCHE—R$E & UG AESSRE, BISCFRA S R4 5 M BAAS X, REefEises 1#)
Wik & A f e IR A, i R BT AR S T, @RS — IR M S5 IR R, 25
HaEs, mA R SR,
B2 : U X iz A R, JATAEAE ke b 28 — U H B0 S R R AR 25 I 4t 1 S
fIFR, (O ESRR1 5155 5 2 B):

% J5 I ZE (Ultimatum Game, fiFR UG; Giih et al., 1982) Flfihi # # 2% (Dictator Game,
f&i K% DG; Kahneman et al., 1986) /& H K% A AP EL S (1 28 #7230

B 2: CE 1.2.1 IR, TRV (Camerer & Thaler, 1995; Yamagishi
etal.,, 2009) ”. JTAESRMISCHAEN 51 F 1995 41 2009 4 15Tk, FRAAHL .
EIRz: KL A iz e, AT ke B e 7 SR ISRk, i25uUs rE s (0
Bekfae1.2.1 BEILRET . 2 RS A AR5 1 E):

TAER, BT AU AT g 2 o 7l Gl , AMERIEEIE R B 5 R a6 i KA SR
N, T2 B S H S S5 R AU ES (e.g., Blake & McAuliffe, 2011; Blake et al.,
2015; My et al., 2018; Zhen & Yu, 2016).

B 3: CE 122 5505 BRI, AP BCE MR R AR, A NE )
(F-2530%%, 2014; Dover et al., 2015; McAuliffe & Dunham, 2016). »5H 5 <, F 50k
N (2014)38 i % 187 #4455 X (minimal group paradigm)...... ()45 52 26 0 AR TR UCE N B
AR 7 IR RIR B AR N 2, BT BT 200 A

EIR: LKA NBRER, RAITEZE SR ER T THH, BEERIES
W (WAB SRR <1.2.2 BRI 5 0 AN AP IREER 73 56 2 BY):

BTN d5 5 IR ZRAE 55 1) — e TR R W, AMAR SE AT 1) 45 48 AR il D3 IR AS 214
it (£ 73 3C &%, 2014; Dover et al., 2015; McAuliffe & Dunham, 2016; Valenzuela & Srivastava,
2012). Flhn, F a8 5N (2014) 18 5 Al AR TG BRI N AR RIS AR Sy 0y, Bl S 1k a5
B JE R A 5% . SRR, B AN AR I L R H AN A AR R e Th A
FRUL, R AN AP HR ) B 32 F8 B B TR UCE y WA R 01 () 2% 4F

B 4: KTWHTUESE 2. BRI BUK BURT AR 204 B A T AR R 5 A 2P 2R 5K
RS RER B AN TR R DS, A 2800 B X mT A2 B T B



BEOF RT3 20 R IR, FEAR SCH BRI [ 22 3 AS P B B 22 I AN SN JOx — A
PR A R AN B S S AR B 3 2 HH PRI, 5 230 2 PR VA R AE B AR L R 22 1
ANAF AR E B A A H AR, X IEA RS .

IR : B LKW I, ERTEACRISRE A K%, BAME, % KIaH
R AE A SRR SE R 28 AR O P B AMA ) 48 AR A AR BE BX — AN A ik S A
PR G S N AR R A B R RS2, TR b R R A K AL (R 2 S5 A Ok N A
R A IR T R B A e k. ik, BRATIEAS S Hxbx —3B - AT T H A
o, BRI N T 5 =T A S SR WA TRk — R IR B 5T B AN AP AT AR,
W (WAE SRR “1.2.2 BRGS0 5 AN AT ER 43 55 3 BR):

BR, BT NS5 B SRR 55 10 5 — Se B R B T MR IS SR, BN T 4 A F
YRR, NATTEE AT ) T A 50 P B AR BB IS A AT O, R < B E 2R (black sheep
effect)”(McLeish & Oxoby, 2011; Mendoza et al., 2014; Wu & Gao, 2018; 7K#R%%, 2020). sR 1M,
T 5 =07 T (PR AR A 2 50 ) BRI FE I AR — B B, A AT naf DA A A4
SR AR A B 5 S PR R A P47 M o 49140, Bernhard 25 A (2006) L E A7 W18 L P4 V. (Papua New
Guinea) b I N VE IBIE TR G, G SR II, 22 PN A B T 52 AR B RIAS A STk
R I (R B MR F 03 T 52 AN B L AN AP X R, DARCAMEAR 1 0 T8 52 P4 A B RIS
AR, AN FBTE R JE RN AN A TSIt 2 it DA SE 7 i3 45 9 . Goette %5 A (2006) PAZE
— AR AT A DY A SRV A E BRSO R, BRI 7RISR, B B S e %
B G—MEEE AR PR, el A APl i 7 5™ 5 A& . Schiller
SN (2014) 3 — B FER I, AHEEAN A St ToREAAR Sy, A A - SEtE A MR 1 0
I NAT 2 ST B 7™ 3 (R 611 T 24 AN 2P St 2 2 AR J S IS AT T2 S /D (R R T

HU, MRS AR 08, RIVAarR A AN R B3 B A BOBIE 725 ATt 78 () BL A
A R, AT PR T E& 2 MR HEE, BSUEmAEn N EsRE<1.2.2 #
R G A S5 AN RAT 5 56 4 BL):

BARTE , TEW & 55 T XN 5t i S0 5 RO RIF 0300 2 35 = 5 7 S0 IO I 7T Ll A5 1,
FEAA 01 B 3 22 R MM AN AP I 5 AT R RS 50 56 T RN 2R 55 I Fi R A,
NATTRE AR RS 53 ST PRI AN A~ FAT S e AR L, (R AR 9, B4 XN 2R AT 2% DA SRS
=TRSO, TR B AT 220 SR A4 B2 57 S R AN P AT 97 AR SR ZL AR L A 4 A
TR BARBIABE T, AR5 N DU A S LRI & A AP, MR AT RERH AN
St E AR AP BEAR R B (R TR, N AMEEAR RTINS 1) . ARIE B IR KR
(Self-Categorization Theory)(Turner et al., 1987), AfI&ilfls—tbsk R, HE R SRR EE
MR, HIHREE Al X NN ER B A . — BAMRK B & S5ILE S8 MAEN
FEARBL DY, TS A St A E SR R 5, T~ DAAEREIE, FRATVBF oy AHE S H —Fha]
e, BIEEARILFZ JIA AT, AHEAMEI A Z AN, S—TFAMEA AP A (R 2).

BEAh, R BT LIR30 U PR ) R 38 PR 28, R R R A2 bR T FRATIAE B A e s
2 [P HEASTEM . Dover 5 A (2015) (W S R, A2 AN R 53 AN A5 I
FHELSZ AR DL AN A0 A, B AT R REREIX AN 2P R I R A 08, AT = AR
TR ARG 28, DR AN AT St 2 1 B 7 i AR5 o BB BIAH i, BRI A ]
RE W1 K BT R W A “BEAR SL [F 2 0 AN AP BN B 42 3 AS A P i #5G T RE A7 £E (B A
BRY”, ELEH TR A S i AR, BRI R 22 3 2% A0 A R e AR LEAMA L ) 26 N T
VR BRI o 55 T VA R IX — P 25 FR X AR AL 45 SR BORR IR, FFAERATI S48 AT,
FIT AFRANTHEAZ 5 v I A0 At — 2P iRk

B S: W5 1. 3 AR LVERO AR, BT IR I 7T 45 R B LR



EIRz: L KA. I, 256 1 A1Sest 3 Ll Ltgal o Ak, TG e ik i) i 2t s
2B R, FRATIINE R R 20 B = IS i (B FG 92 ) ) = ELE Rk ot 45
SRR, fESCES 1 IS 2 o, MR 32 R8RS SIS S A 2 (B A HAE AN B3 S
SRR RO R S P LLR B A R IR R AR R . FE SIS 3, MG RN R, SEER Ak
PEERN R, TER SRR A2 A BEAER B . 30 R, 2525 5 5 55
SAE 2 108 HAE A E R T fE AL R IR 3 22 5 b 5 e R A S 348
MR, ALERAAE NI R A WA AR 22 7 o = TSR BR A0 N0 I 1R 43 A 45 S
_F:

(1)5E56 1 WM R AT 407 5 (R 45 2R

KH 3L ME: BHARILRA . MEILFEZ . MEZH) <2(Mh: 5. )fZ2H
RHEMNT. GREW, MR ERNAEZE, F(1, 145) = 0.03, p = .886. L5651 324N &
#, F(2, 145)=3.20, p = .044, 2 = .042. SLIG 56 FVERIZE HAE AN B3, F(2, 145) = 0.01, p
=.99, X =R A N AN A IR A HOH AT — D F S LA (LSD), 4SRRI, BRI
W2 %4 (M =7.04, SD = L19)FI/MAIL[RIZ T 2644 F (M = 7.09, SD = 1.22) A ~FIek
SBRZET I AL %M = 7.69, SD = 1.07), ps <.05. MFtSLEZ T T HIARAF
TN 73 B B E 2 57 (p = .88)

(2) 5258 2 PANPE RN AT i J5 1 5

KA 20356251 BEARILRIZ . ME ) <2(HEH: B KWMEZRET EZ 0T 4
B, MR ERNAESE, F(L, 123)=0.08, p=.777. SEIGSAERIEHIAE AR AR B3,
F(1,123) = 0.92, p =.339, SEEGZAFEMMN R, F(1, 123)=7.34, p = .008, n2 = .056. #EfkL
[ 4 I AN TGN 1550 (M = 7.47, SD =1.15) B E KT B 4 A A “F-4H(M = 8.00, SD =
0.93).

(3)555 3 M AN R AT 43T 5 (45 2R

KH 3L oA MALRZT . FEEANILRZT . AL TN) <2(HEh: 5. M2
R TTE0HT. S5 RRW, MHEHERNAEE, F(L, 156) =3.09, p = .081. SLI6 &A1
T HAEFHE#, F2,156) =6.03, p=.003, 12 =072, S8 F 30N B.3%, F(2, 156) = 6.18, p
=.003, 02 =.073. BRI RY, fEAENILEZLAY, BRI SRS
(M =5.96, SD = 2.23) B E KT & MM = 7.39, SD = 1.08), F(1, 156) = 10.28, p = .002, 12
=.062; EAKILEZTHM F =7.42,SD=1.18; M %« =6.87, SD = 1.16) Al H & JJi ZH(M
% =750,SD =1.24; M % =7.78,SD = 0.89), FHPIXA LRI AR FEEIVF 358
BEMERFE PRILFEZL A, 156) =239, p = .124, 12 = .015; F M EHZ4 (1, 156) = 0.71, p
=402, 12 = .004).

SRS, SEE 1 MISEES 2 M RIRY, MWRIRREIFREmSLRE R . 2T 9% 3
P S AN S0 25 A P AR AS AR G 32 B DR o] R AE T St e B AR NS [R)22 7 21 B
Wik E DT 10 AWK 1 FARLLEfsr), MM FE 7 Seie s R ez . = DS g fhst
B0 25 T 55 Lol i L N 3R 1.

R W 1~3 P B i AL

SEES 1 SEUG 2 S5 3
g 2 I R U E FERSL[R E MAILE PRI HE
B 14(26%)  17(33%)  10(22%) 35(58%)  33(42%) 15(28%) 8(15%) 18(33%)

4 39(74%)  35(67%)  36(78%) 25(49%)  34(51%) 38(72%) 46(85%)  37(67%)




Y TR R AR BT OTE IAZ O R R, 7R BRI AE LRI SRR A 070 H-8 A [ %25
SCHR, EIESCHU HAR R € R I i 2 S ECL IR 45 R B TUAR, IR 1A Bk
ATEERENIECH . R L KA BB, FA TR IR 45 500 7 b R R S8 20 ik i
HZ%,

Ak, BATEBSRF, Q)T T =BUSEs0 sh R — P s s 2640 10 5 e te i, 45
R, MRS T 5 Lotk R g AT B M 2 R (B R <2.2.2 AN A TR I B 4
R 9322 AT AR LR FN<4.2.2 AN T BRIN SAR L R LB AR SY), IXAE—E
FERE b Pl 7 PRSI R 20 s ot g s s ()RR & S, FRATTE SCE TR/ %
HURE O ) ) JEHEAT 7 Bk, BRI E Al R (MBS G aihHe s — BY):

FE AR = IS A — Rl S 6 25 A R 53 e I LU (B S P 2 S, IR AE — i R Pl
THERIR N S A R s SR, BT AT AORBEALIA SR, 7RSI 1 RIS 3 Ay
TE AR R AT LG, RIEEAS S0 b Lo PRI B 2 T B Mgt XATRESTE — e R
Mo S 25 SR AT HE) e . S URARSC R — AN EE, = ISEIR T 2 55 (Wit B3 40 A I
IRBERRERZE, SLRILHEAER RS . POk KR — LIRS BEN LU R
Mo HTREAREIIIRG], AT FICIE A RIS 1) M S DU A =00 SEae 45 R sem . Kok
B9 T DA% FELE B8 G b SPATME J R 3R, Bass ) 25 5 35 i) DE P A 2 PR 2% R 1 X AT 9 48 SR ik
TR .

BN 6: W7t 1.2.3 ML F LR E %R (W L UG EE), RILEHE ARG
YiAE— R B RS T M AN A BT RIAE L% . (ELRE IR HS /3 $2 B« = T S5
BIRTEA AR F3RAS T R — S g5 &, SRAEXT AN AP 43 Be 7 R R 26 2% b i) 5 S
ARE . PR PEIEAEH . WA —MAEERE, ZASRERER, €MD
EER.

EIRZ: BFEREN. THRIEHN, S5 1 RER4E F I h% 535 M4 R %2
IWILFAA I 5 E A DB &4 FZER . Flb, “fHMAILES D 5 Ea %0 i
iR FREEN, ERERITN G B EH2.2.2 AQFERE LAEL R E )

Xof SRS A N IR AR AT R R T E 0T, SRR, MR TR R E R
B, FQ2,148)=4.20,p=.017,12 = .054. FHJ5LLE(LSD) LI, BEARILFELZH%1E TR
#1732 (M = 0.52, SD = 0.35) . I T F 2 7 56 A4F T I4E442%8(M = 0.71, SD = 0.29), p = .004;
AMEILEZ A N RHEL42(M = 059, SD = 0.34) XTI A& &M, Siitsi Rib4E
%, p=.082; PIFPIL[REIZ oA T IR 43R T B2 % 5 (p = .25).

Ak, EWEREHE, ST 2~3 EHARILEIZ JIA AR E S DI AT A
NHEL R TR E W ZES, AVETHE B TE— R _ERRAC T MR A A4 il
T RIHELZ R %, Rk, ATMIER TiZRIR . teoh, L%, FRATRMEL T 430, M
B R AB ST Hf AR R IR . BRI R

(LMBRHE G R): “FR, FEERILRIZS A APEAE— SR R T a0
A N W= UK (S O S

(¥ R FE<3.3 TR AR ) SIS 2 SRR, REFERRIR &N, B
IR A AT, MU AZTANT, FEFERIE T BRI A 5, DR —E R
R T ARSI AN A LT R IR LR L WA RSCRHR 1, A SRR 2. 1 E 2,
FEAARIL R 22 7 264 N ARIRAR AN AP IR e &0

BEh: “SEG 2 SRR, BB RIIRT &M T, BARILFRZSIAAT, M
MEAZTARNT, FFERIE T AR AR, FREE R, FHAEILRE T %4 T kR
AR IIAS AP BAN RS o AN, PIATSRAE TR AN AP 73 o 77 R B a5 T B B =



FFo
QYR RAE“4.3 THIRTER D A “ARSLIREIRER: O, PIAEEASL RIS P At
2P MepaA NIERIZ A AR, MM A2 AN, KT MERA L
TREE, DLRAE R B RRAR TR AN AT BT R IR AR 7

BEC: “Hhh, FSEE 2, MREEAILRIZ D SMA AT, Bl A AP
TR E AR TR E M ESR,

B 7: R TITERANTEM? E8 BRI LB NHES R, HERA R, 7
BLEEGAH RGBT EIRA IR

[B] 57 : B L K B W, o BRATTEAB SRR R 3G 1« RS IRAH ORI IR, W R (B R <1.2.1
BRILEZ T HS S A AT 75 3. 4 BY):

PLAERF U552 7 BEAR R 3 B A 0t 2 LUER 52 o IR LR LR B, W ASIRE —
FpAE R 3 P 4 (Brown et al., 1992; Leach & Vliek, 2008; Major et al., 1993; Smith & Leach,
2004). 5w, KA LMAFER TR EMNEHHAR, S4B A& T H A (Allport, 1940;
Sherif & Hovland, 1961). Smith FlI Leach(2004)i# i Hic A8 70 AT H 5 A2 16 ik & i,
S5, D BRI 2 A SR ) 1 5 F A /D BRI 22 A 3R AT 41 2 UL Major 55 A (1993)
i B A e 2 (minimal group paradigm) R AEEAA R 51 B, B i 4 B2 B T R 0 (B
AN ) N AR (BN 07 o S5 RR W], Bl TR N A LR N, Bkl 1 BEAIC
f) E B DL SR T AR R 1 2

AR Al N DR S SE R 2 A AP, AMETT e 28 5 Sillid 5 [F—# A b B A
AEALEE i At N (F [ 28 38 )i AT AL 2 LU o F T AR A4 1l 7 2 1) 7 L R0 ~PAT e e (1B
BARNN, AMANWIEIEA L), IR rT DA AL R AR, MEMmE
LR, SRR A A TIEFI (R 1) SR, BRSO S0 v RERA R b — A
AR 7 1) b s ma e R 28 177 26 A T AN AP IR

HRA 2 BM:

A TR = N JE B IR SS, 1B =R S Sk g | AL R4 AN A an
TTRE M A AT IR SRR, BEARIL RIS AN AP B3 PR AN AP K, IF
HAE— @R ERRAR T ANA VT IR L% W T AT, F2 5 R0V, (BT A7 AE DL 1)

B 1: 5] 512 2“Boothby %6 A (2014) & IAE [RI 8 [y 42 BIAN AT 1 1) 375 58 J3 4 4 e s A
AT, BEmHES I RS DGR T AR, RS A DA 7E R IR, RS
JJ3 A2 38 5 1T = ) 35S I3 2

[E] 7 : JE%H & K UL . Boothby %5 A (2014) I 5T I, L[R2 Iy 2 438 i A A (1) B R0 B AR 560
A R S AR TR 2B RS R 2 3 AR A PG, B EoR, sk
A HAHPE R SR R SR, FH T SO R BRI 50, BN KB R & 1
T A 58 ) VR () TR S [ 28 I3 WA 52 0 AN 0P8R, TRIEEFRAT 1 AR 6 T2t 9 e
HERATTAER R, T A 2 T 8 B A ORI, BVEEAA R B 1 B AP 45Tk R it 9 St A Hh A

TR o

B 2: #rh OST B SE S MR R R AN TSR, B SREL, @I ERRE .
Ho, B  5A A PR KR ISCEEEASE, A5 9t 7(Mendoza et al., 2014;
McLeish & Oxoby, 2011; Wu & Gao, 2018)7 B A\ AT HE A4 i) -4 £ P4 FEAAR B 7 AN AP 07 %65



B Rz : R L RKAEN . RO T A e R R i A IS M, S RATE TR
X B ()R 1 SR B RPN T Ok TN BHAS RO SR, I —
IR T BHAILEZ A AT AT Reax T SIS L, 251 F BUMEA A PR
B QR T LRl iy, AEAE«BRE RS AT ok DLZS 20N AR B 2 RS A TAT
RYIFHRIE AT S b, AV CERFRIX — M. JAEEREHH RN HIX
JT IR FE, AR T B2, T2 BT U E 7 WA BRI IRAAAE — M 50 1A SR AT R,
RIHER R 1 B 03 1T Be = 3G 0 MR I A PIRFN” . &8 RKEEME, IATAE TR X —T7
T PR SCHR A SR %, LR TAEAS R R 3 1 AHOR N2, JFiE— 2P 5838 TR 2 Ide 2
i

SRR, R 15 o R B G R AE R N S I S (AZ ke <1.2.1 FERILE 2 1
RGN AT REE T2 5 3. 4 )

IEARAREE N (2020)75 L0 2RI SR 72 S (SRR 2, IR 2400 B | o2 S
R AN S AN AR S A IE R A A, <22 RS e M s AR & e 2 A
W FEE ST HEAR 8 B A pk 2 LRSI 52 o X SRl TR, RS IR — R
3 1) L % (Brown et al., 1992; Leach & Vliek, 2008; Major et al., 1993; Smith & Leach, 2004). &
7, HAE AR E T E A RABEAR, e B & AT L (Allport, 1940; Sherif &
Hovland, 1961). Smith il Leach(2004)i# i HiciEm 78 AMITH WA st S i, SR KA
L, ADEEIR ) A A ) T H Al D E R R IR A AT A s UL, Major 55 A\ (1993)i 1
# fl HEAAE 2 (minimal group paradigm) £ A4 8 53 5 1y, Bl i 4 81X 2 i 1 1y ) (BA B
D) N AR (AR B L o S5 SRR, R8T D N AR B oA IS, sl i 1 SEAIR I B
B DL ARG 2

AR N DU S SL R 2 A AP, AMETT e 28 5 Sillid 5 [F—# A b B A
AEALEE 7 At N (FE [ 28 38 )i AT AL 2 LU o F T A A4 1l 7 22 1) 7 B R0 1T e e (1B B
BARNN, AMANWIEIEA L), IRV rT DA AR IL R AR, MHEMmE
BN, SFEIRAEIA AT 1) SR, BEARRO S0 vl RERA 1 b —A>
AR 7 IA) b s ma e [F] 28 97 26 A0 R BIAS AP IR

s 2 4R R RR T KB S A A0S (B BR<1.2.2 BER R B 5 AN A
HPHAYER 3. 4 BY):

2R, FET NG G R IR 55 1 ) — St R Rk I T A R S5 SR, RICA T 44 AF
FOREE ,  AATT B0 ] 3 2 5 A B AR R 0 A A AT O, SR I H < BB SE AN (black sheep
effect)’(McLeish & Oxoby, 2011; Mendoza et al., 2014; Wu & Gao, 2018; 5K#z%%, 2020). A1,
B =07 R (BOPR g R A A ) (R RIE FE ARG — B R B, AATTSE e AZS 2L A M A4 R
AT P AR B 02 S R AN AT R 481 4, Bernhard 25 A (2006) PA B2 A7 78T ) L N JF.(Papua New
Guinea) =4 i1 (1) AN ERVE A FoRF R, S5 BRI, 4 N HEAA R DR 52 AN B R IR AN 8P 0
FREIS) (FH b AMEAA B 0% T8 52 AR B 3 AN X e, DA S AR A Bt 73 T8 52 P A A2 ol 7 R AN
APRISE), PN ) J BB AN A1 St 2 it LA B ™ i IR 741 . Goette 55 A (2006) LATE
— AT DY VN B A B AR FON R, ORI T RIS, B B O e %
HREN 7 MR EEA LR, Bl A AP S iin 7 5™ 5 A& . Schiller
N (2014)iE— PR FL R I, AHECAN A S oA Sy, A AP S2itisg 9 AR Rl
I, NATT 2 St 5 7 7 (R AT T 2 AN 2SIt 35 P A A 1 D IR, AT 2 S it B /D (R 24

SARTI S, T Rk T XN e @R R 70l 2 58 = 7 &S oL, Hah Ry,
TR RS R B 3 2 52 MR IS AN S5 AT N . RS A 53 E T RN ZRAE 55 B FE R B,
NATTRE A AR B 08 STt R AN A AT B DL 2L, B HARB 7T, AFE XN ZRAF 55 DAACR



=7 TETTRE L, ISR B A T2 MR B 53 S AN T AT R 7 A BE SR U AR A A 4 A
ITRRBL BARBIAG A, AN SN CUBE 5 43 3L R 2 A A, AME AT R A
St A AE AP BE AR R 5L (RS, AN BEAR R AT TS ) . RE AR KR
(Self-Categorization Theory)(Turner et al., 1987), AfT&il#ls—tesk &R, HE R SRR EiE
L%, A3 B ORI AR N RS A . — BAMARR B B 5 3L R4 T8 AE N
AR, WA AP S AR E MR R i, T DIAEIEIE, FRATTALLSF mT DAHE 1R tH—Fh ]
e, EDEHAILFEZ A AT, AR A Z A A, STRIEARIIA AP 2).
B 3: AR REH &4 S 5F AU ILE, AE N — kS
52

[E1RZ: BRI, =i It FE N, UM AT &4 TS 55 PRI 2 B
VLRI . & 2K n] e R iX P BEHLULAC 2 e Seie 2 . s b, JRATTVE 58 AR FfrmT
REME o FEME 220 26 A NAFAE DUAR L I VERCAR R, T R 3L R 28 4% A N WIAEAE 8 Rl
VLR, i FE 1.
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K1 ME 24 m) XS RIZ (8 F) 2 T RO MEBIVEEERE . HE 5 B AR 7 e, 48 B0 A1 € 53] el 2531
R B OREYER, HORRILFAZN#E). RE TR 1A 0 23R B rEm ik,

CLH B st B, oA T TCVEZEARAE 58 power [ VIL T 23 4 — Mokt 2ont S 45 BL 52
M) (=TS ae A, an Sk R o e B AT R C LR N, IR AR AR 10 N). R
B, AT T S ISEES T R A SRIS SAAE N RIME R L], S5 AR, RIS AN [R] S
B2 T (U BERILRIZ T vs. 2 A 25 B g e 5 0 B g 2 =, X fE—EREE b
2 i FOHERR 7 M DR 20 SE IR 5 R REIR o AH G2 AT 45 SR R A e5ORe AR 0 B ) 0 (R
B <2.2.2 ANATREN RIELET, “3.2.2 AN TIERFLIE4E", “4.22 AP A



YR )
SEEG 1
Ak, RN R, =M T B Rt Bl B 2R, 22, N=151)=1.50,p
= 472 WUREE AT H AR FE & .
S 2:
RITMTRE, PRSI0 T 5 Lot tb e R 2R, 2(1, N=127)=1.05, p = .306;
UGB AT PR R 2
SH 3:
R OHTRE, =PGBS aEaltep o B 2%, 22, N=162)=5.0,p=.082;
UGB AT PR R 2

UbAh, FRATTEAS SR 8 7 M R A SR IR 25 SR s, A R (S LR a1 iRl o
%Eﬂﬁﬁ)

AR I — AN, S ISEG S 55 (i B & AR 1 oy s Rz, It
R T 8 . Wk 5 — A IERE T8 KPR BELUCERE R . BT REAE IR
il A FETCVE S BT AS RIS F e ) DG e A ket Sz 8 SR B o AR SRATE 70 1] LA B A TR AT
HSPEE A IR 28, mlds ) 2 5 3 M DC A = 25 1 1 S AT 78 285 R E AT A6

B 4: L5 —rheSLF 2 AR R SR, (e, B, WK 1 KE,
PRI ? APV ML BIBHE, WIS B TCIHE, IXPhERE 2 515
2, AT XA ? 55, “AMEILEZ I I BERIL R 2 B 17 X7 50 =N E S Ay A1
UM 4 ) A 22 S PRI SR o I, P A4 32 3 R IR IR SN AT STAE I o /MRS R 28 7 2% F
PO PR BAZ I BT, BN 5 — ez B M iR A R B R HARSE R . 52
XFEE, BEAARIL R 22 P o 20 o e R 2 MR V% e e, 5 — 7 TR e I BF AR It 4 i
AF] . WARERAE FRE, PIF A SRR S A B ST AR IR ANGE B, B4
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A large body of research examined the effect of experiencing unfairness on an individual’s
unfairness perception. However, the literature primarily focuses on experiencing unfairness at the
individual level. A dearth of research investigating the effect of coexperiencing unfairness with
others exists. The present study examined the effect of coexperiencing unfairness with another
group member on unfairness perception. Three experiments were designed to test two competing
hypotheses. The first hypothesis derived from the “reference change” view, which posited that
coexperiencing unfairness with other group members would decrease unfairness perception. The
second hypothesis derived from group membership research, which posited that coexperiencing
unfairness with other group members would increase unfairness perception.

In Experiment 1, the participants were assigned to one of three conditions, that is, the
experiencing unfairness alone condition (the “alone condition”), coexperiencing unfairness with
another individual condition (the “individual coexperience condition”), and the coexperiencing
unfairness with another group member condition (the “group coexperience condition”). In the
alone condition, the participant acting as the responder was allocated a small amount of money
(e.g., RMB 2 out of RMB 10) by the proposer in a two-person ultimatum game. The participant
was instructed to decide whether to accept or reject the allocation for her/himself. One proposer
and two responders were involved in the two coexperience conditions, in which the two
responders were allocated a small amount of money (e.g., each responder received RMB 2 out of
RMB 12) by the proposer in a three-person ultimatum game. In other words, the two responders
coexperienced unfairness. In contrast to the individual coexperience condition, in which the



participants were told to make a decision for themselves, the participants in the group
coexperience condition were informed that the two responders formed a group and thus needed to
make a decision (i.e., to accept or reject the allocation) for the group. Furthermore, payoff
commonality was employed to enhance group membership. Specifically, the participants in the
group coexperience condition were told that “if one of you rejects the allocation, then both of you
and the proposer will obtain nothing in the trial.” The results of the experiment showed that
coexperiencing unfairness with another group member decreased unfairness perception and the
rejection rate for the unfair allocation compared with experiencing unfairness alone.

In Experiment 2, group membership was manipulated by asking the participants to make a
decision for the group in turn. The results duplicated the findings on unfairness perception from
Experiment 1. The results also showed that the group coexperience condition decreased the
rejection rate for the unfair allocation compared with the alone condition, but the results did not
reach statistical significance. In Experiment 3, two group coexperience conditions (i.e., a group of
strangers and a group of friends) were examined. The results demonstrated that the participants in
both group coexperience conditions reported a lower unfairness perception than those in the alone
condition. Similar to Experiment 2, coexperiencing unfairness with either strangers or friends
decreased the rejection rate for the unfair allocation, but the results did not reach statistical
significance. These results have certain implications for reducing individuals’ unfairness
perception in social contexts.
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