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B 4: fEFLEIR DUERA I P IX — 2T 5051 G, HIFRAA AT E N IL1E %
PRIX — WA AR IR s L, AR Rl 2 R 7 DG SR 0 A P o
e A Ath 4k 55 B9 520 (Liu, Hu, Shi, & Mai, 2018, 2020) “iX —A) 1 e 4 H i) fRY B AN 2, 1EE &8
PAZAZARHT AT TR, 38 DA 70K H AT 70 A0 A AN D3 (15 R
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ZYVHIE L1, pl); EEUMAEAREE T, AN T2 8058 E R m, H i &
—ANEBEM R, ARG EE S ARSI, SIS S AP LRI R: &
R T HE NS, 18 I BOAE DG 7L R I A 2 R 7R R 25 0 R IE 5 R (4
AR REE =J7) AN T, BEim e BRATTIIRE T IR B 75 28 AH C 115 B rh (RIS AR B
SIAANFHERF), 52T i m DL i sgma A Tl 2. EEEE, XS —
PR SR S IE 58, 25 R& AN A ] A P Fohoh A8 B T FRATT T AR AR i 1 15 T AT A
Ko (ATFE 1.2, p2)
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T URHEHIA ERP RIS WIS TE LB, o R 55 AT TSP 1 A S PR
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INBIEIR, IR KI5 . (81 % 1.3, p2~pd)
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R (p5)F1“2.4 SCBRRAE (p6)-

BI8: R NI SLI Bt L T ISR AR RIACE KA SRR,
IR SR AR AR, SCRE AN T «2.3 SRRt SHRD &Y, LR TR A
Aph . PRIARE DL SCR T BRI B AR R R A A TR E R . (p6)

B 9: AWFAEEA LM EPAR LR A Tl S Ao & ?
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A, BNCKHHA R T IEH) 44 HRERERER TP, (p17)

B 10:1E# 15 B i B B s e O B B AN —, LA MEN A4, 2.3 343 MFN(300-450ms)
IMTE 2.4 365> MFN &8/ 360-400ms IX AN ]S, {EF#H XA ? A R ?
SR AT 2 SR BEAS BE S R [R]— Ao B AL 1) 2

IR Ew B R U A Bal o S JE B A4 1) A DL AR A 0 A -

(L)L FEA RN 8] B A BR A SR 2.3 #B75 rh Birde B ) ERP RS 73 I [ T o ik A% S N4 204 77
% (Conventional time domain analysis)f5 21| ¥ ~F- 350 T8 BRI, 171K FH A% G 4805 A
TIEAR RN ERP J& — RIS H G, B — A B 3 AT USRS 3 52 31 S50 45 A 1) 52
(Donchin & Heffley, 1978). TEAWIFLH, T P2, MFN Al P3 #n] G252 B SLI0 #1152
Wi, HL& s BV RO BRI, 72 ERP IR AT REAFAE B S, DR AL GEi 18 M 777245 2
AL [H B ) ERP SN, BASE B 8] B 2 S imal sl o r= AR B, DRG] 2 11 AH
SR JCHAH T RS ER 210 P3[R 8] 3 5 FUR AR, B F NS MFN
AECORI A BB T, BN 7 FEARAS R R o 2 8] I 1) 38 i 520, FRATTR A 32 oy
43 H (principal component analysis, PCA) )77 72:%} ERP i 317 T /3 f# (Foti et al., 2011), PCA
Fe IR G55 PR IUBDGER ) ERP B RT7%, REWSRHEOGERIN ERP i/ 5 7E R [A] A H
B AR AT X 5y, 1320 PCA PRl 758 INA0RE, AH N 1B 8] 7 5845 .

(2)K AL GRS 23 A J7 950 PCA 73 A1 7592508 [ — B 70 326 BUAS [ 8 BsF 1) 60 R B LA ] 7 O
N AL

O R E AL G A M 773279 TiE X 4y I [8)_ B A B Z B RSy, (R ATIIRRERE 1T B AE 4T
Y IR S35RH 25 [R] 38R B R 53 () 32 BEAR A 3, 02 400K 22 B0t FR#T0A T K FH () — Fh 0732 (e,
Boksem & De Cremer, 2010; Sanfey et al., 2003; Zhang et al., 2020).

@fE PCA BN FE, JRATEAE 1 izt B R 3 70 R TR0 - 5] I i f2 RO R 1
RIS A ALE (P R S RH AN ) 2 )3 ) AR AR (T B T 1), ST BE S BB 8 8 o ) B o 5
(Zhang et al., 2020),

OMERTTLIE B, KHPIFIANFE 77513 2 1 45 REEARLR, FN 4 7k PCA
THIPN, FATFETE T PCA B3I BE 5L G 38 B th AR B ERP Ry 22 18] B B 7R 3



FHSRAE, S5REW], P2 15 PCA-P2 Z [ EAR % (r = 0.84, p < 0.001), MFN 5 PCA-MFN Z [f]

HERISR(r = 0.99, p < 0.001), #RT=5 BRI LEN AT 77 % Hh 34310 P3 A1 PCA-P3 [k

WIFFA—B, H PCA-P3 [ A 23 [A) SRFAIE S A5 JRAT TR B 7R AE, PRl e 32 L DA

PCA-P3 455N L, RFHE F L IMFIAHIE. VEI 2.6 BL 2 (p8).

@A 2 IR PCA #1753 4T EEG B /04, J8H 150 N #0777 5 4% G dik
A3 M 5 1 BT B B 1) B AN — B 1595 (eg, Liu et al., 2020; Sambrook & Goslin, 2016; Zhang
etal., 2013).
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WHRAAEH, MEREAREMMESR, U CERRILERE, EhREAY, OF
PARKIE, [RIRE 225 S0k 7E T 2.3 SRR SR (p6), ISR FHZOR, e it
WIEAT Ttk TR IE R a6 1R ERR e BER T 4E LR 9 it (KR H
(Bradley et al., 2001; Hewig et al., 2011; Hu & Mai, 2021), EA&#E &I T HR0 24 HTX K
IR TT RV Z BIIE BARREAT —A 1 ~ 9 A iPE, Hhe SRR R 2015 P 5
WA <SR FORBIRITE LRSS, Flan: Wbk, W s ar, FEREDEoREERZ, 57
BT FORTE RO E RS, Blin. RE. HAEUIUR, RO ER Y
ANPGRS R 7 554 (Leliveld et al., 2012; Pillutla & Murnighan, 1996), E.A&+5S:
TN B RXI AR I T S PTER BI AP REREHEAT — A 1~ 7 2 MPFsE, Hrba”FoRR
RGEBIANE; N4 BT FIRVRI TR 73 BT SR AP 1, R EOBRBR A
“A R FRRIRINN HERZ IR BT AR A1, ROk EGRE .
X A S TSR A 2 TR RN VY R 1A T SORE vt A I R, AT 2 T SR P E X —
[ B e AR K i A ) 5 S ] B A DA 3R T A 1 3 S R I F 1, R ik
MEZHL, ERAHE A IR HAER 1005 9 25 8 70 BT R B A P IRRIRE 2 A1, &
RBBESGEX TR R R, A EIEFE TRl A PR AR . T
XFFIX— H A, Boaln] BEIF A BT, DRI 00 B 25 5 52 S BB L A RZ i AR B0
PAAER UG AE:55 BT T 8 K 22 SR 3K — RO I A 22 1 IR (Leliveld et al.,
2012; Pillutla & Murnighan, 1996; Urbanska et al., 2019; Zheng et al., 2015), X HJ{E T A FHHf 5T
HRTRER A AN RN B TH 20 RS RIS H #8040 Zheng 456 A (017) B T R A L iy, K
ST R 7 St (Leliveld et al., 2012; Pillutla & Murnighan, 1996). Itk #2011 78 1%
FA = A8 H Rl & AT /&% (Urbanska et al., 2019): “/RUCHNILE A X ELK B LA 2 A
T2 ARNNER XA B IR A B LA "Mz E 2 E&E? », WRA 7 mit .
AUVER, RE T REEAE R e A rE S, (HEHAREA B mHEIA Y, RIS
PR RIS, HERARPRUKR S PIFE NS AT, AT RUAS I E R
-, FEASTZAR I 2T AP E -
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“fi ] G*Power v.3.1 #E47 T FEA B A1t (Faul et al., 2009). #E#E/0#7(f=0.25, a=0.05,
=0.95, JFEpHr: EENE, $alNHER), T2 28 LAk FEA R RAT I ) n] 5 1 200
&, Aol ER e ER. "I 2.1 #iX (p5)

PG AT RN RCE Y 0.05, B U7 20 M I RSAE KNSR A eta 7
(e )RAR A, 0.01 FRFE/INIRBLAE, 0.06 ARFEH 25 K /NFIALN A, 0.14 FRFEK MM (Hu &
Dai, 2011). "W 2.7 Gt 94 (p8)
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AHIF TR LS S R R4 T A BT 7T (Liu et al., 2018, 2020), Z%HF 73 HAE K
S Q4] s i 1 At e 5 AR At N 2 SRV KT AR AL, SR T it i) s 1 5 3 s R
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MIREAEN), RIS 5 N RS2 28 NI 24248 (R TR R Bh I PE A2 ) o 1K — #2213k
T -Fith 3 SUBBE R, AT T 75 L35 Bh el A7 R 458 Hh 0 N #1521 (1) 3175 (Batson & Moran,
1999; Batson & Ahmad, 2001). TEX M ORI U, ToiR2iT iGN g Rt m .
RILTEHEAS 2] 7 AR5 A R0 a] X 4551, HuF 7T H ORI 70 45 R A REAS B R 78 0 b Ui A
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R B S 2 AR T AN T 1 B 7 L3 .
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ST AMERESE P IR [FIR, 2 tami, < AR A EREE B 5P 2 DR
S, IR AR RO E M, WHE B B A a i AP IE R YR AT ? AR IR S
KPR RIB R IR BAFAE A ?
[BIRY: JEUF AR 2T o 515 B0 A BB (1 N I SR RIETE 2 . PN ER 0 S22 1
Wik B S a8 T ASFRE S T AT 08, 3 AR EEERIA AR DL A 2 AR 1Y
AMABAT 9, XAFABAT A8 208 5 A LR X B A LTI BTN, WifE et
B g N PO BE 22 5 28 i s A K A 2 CIEAE A AT T R B SR 2 DS
NPHENIZED, AnfE UG HIEZEAN 15 S AL 58 =I5 1R 55 h DL e 25 314
NOPIRGE o A5 M ER o A R BAT AR ZE U AR LU B A, (HAERFE T th 2 k0
WAL i | S/ s s e BN SN SR A iy e SRU PN M S S I P 2 el LU PS
A, CAFRH BA TR0 5T i L

Lo AR AR TR 2, AT R ARSI ] 5 A i AN e, DR AT R
B 1A N (K324, VEILRTS 1.2 (p2).

B 2:AEE RS i I B EMIR FH DT 50T 0 B AR S Z %A SR, B 45|\ ERP
B4 A 2RI

IR : U R I . SCFEEH R T 51 535 IMRI FHRER LN 21, HENHAF
PIEAHE ) ERP AT o

B 3: AEHLENA ANL F P2 IF, I 51 AR SCHR 3 BH L% 51X > ERP B4 2[RI
RER, BLEBEET, (EE VNI Z MAAERR R . X BEAEEZH ERBER, Bhb 00 B 14z
WZ, BB T E OB ENIZ HRR.

EIRz: B AN U RIS, BATE— DB 74 ANLL P2 Z[A]
FISR R, RIS TR G RIXFE AN ERP sy 2 18] B 5% ZR IR T8 5E 2 AR L 15 1
0 i R e i LS S AR A B IR 1] 3R R4 U2 (eg, Decety et al., 2010; Fan & Han, 2008). AH 5T
Hs I G R T A B s, SR IE A BT XN (HR Gt i — D A B I 8
AN FHRARIIAE S, A2 5 AR B A L RIS e 2 A B L], =&
B TAECART, R FRA MR R I AP ISR G R R A 2 5, st igm AP i g
FEFH ANL A P2 8. [FIRFR S N AN THT S 1.3 B 2 (p3):



“LAMERTFCH AN A1 P2 0N A AR AL (i Dl Re A Br iR 3L, B 155 P 7

5 SN S TROS AT SR AL AR ) B shAin T AR, 2 R IR 4 B Sh s AL AL ] )

Sz WFg PR (Decety et al., 2010; Fan & Han, 2008) . & WA A i 7 R At 15 55 4 L 1 ANL

H P2 ZRE, AHIE AR 2 A 5T R I AR B A AL 23 20 B LRI v E v 2 AR BN LA, B

AR F0T [0 R4S G 00 A 45 B2 /2 2% (DeWall et al., 2010; Eisenberger, 2015; Eisenberger et al.,

2003; Kross et al., 2011), 17 E|A AP ik MAKL: 34 257 (Campanha et al., 2011),

DS L2 g 8 2R PR AL 2 PO AR B TR, JA VBBt iErt i, st

PN TR ) ANL A P2 B,
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BR 4: EEASISH I, DR TSR Z B S 58 A 3L MR 5 R SRR R I TT,
EAE B LRI B DME TARAAEAT NS . AT SR8 H A2 RE R Seg B5E . S arit e
FRAN K FL SN B L3 16 5e 5 DMAE AT FE T AFAT (AN A 2

[BIRY = QU o e 2 DT Y o ] o S P o O 19 L S P B — D TS R W T AR R 3RS PR AR %
REWT LA 2 5. DMESR T I 5 SR AR AR BT 7T H QT B2 e O 1 R 52
(FeldmanHall et al., 2015)a\ i it A 0T i K AR AR IR OO RIS FE (n, IR 2% 44
N ESRPUR ATRERSF R, 18 251 N 2R PR T e A8 GO U5 IR J 52 LA K AT RE (A 4
)R IR (Batson et al., 2002), Hbilid HAERIEAM AR 75 & 2R IR K IR 174F
SEAMAERIFEE SR MORZS (Liu et al., 2018, 2020). E AR H - A S B I VAV 2 0
FUHR AR N, H BRI IE S T HA 2 (Faulkner, 2018; Pfattheicher et al., 2019), {H 2
WA TS B I L YA IR R 2 & BEARIE G O, 1A RO 7 A I F AN BE AT g i3k
fHRMIKF-(McAuliffe et al., 2018), &k, FATRH] 1 HEIIE Bt 1 5 R0 J7 5Ok 7
RARIFEAE XPR (Liu et al., 2018, 2020).

A7, DA FT e PR B B A PR A2 N “player A7 B Ik 44 SR KK (eg,
Chenetal., 2018;Wu et al., 2011), AKiAT 2 FIULEH, $OREE O MEEH & 1 L SAEAE « AT
KSR U A2 5 2T WA B~y ) LB AN 75 283 B 1 JE L3, AT 2 35 RIFRA TRl AT 2
BZIEIEIER AR, BATEHIEBMRATA R 7R NG R BE 75 5, ikt i
EIRVE R SCAFAE A, DA S0 1 FCSEE AN AT A5 B A2 i T HARBE FT A B8 1K
PS5, AT TSR R
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BIS5: gl FHEE N, KA R EE#RME S Liu 55(2018, 2020)—2, X—UiEJF
AN, S2hR b, Liu SRR FINEHS T Self Condition, {HIESCHE A .
B Rz B ARZIT I o EFRHT 2 MEE H i A, FRATT R R EN BRI 32 T Liu 55 A (2018,
2020) ) SCEE o ARMEIRATA SCE LM, Liu 55 AN HIHERAE 645 Self Condition ZER AN T 5
Other Condition(ta45 /5 348 AR IL A 2 F) AT X bE, SEAMALE N B A AT I 8
55 155 (1 225 SR VP 1) St ] o e R AR 3R A2 X Other Condition 2544 1R BE A2 1 S 4 ik
ITHYP LRI E B N A R4 RPM M TEENZOR R, HARX Self
Condition BEATAEATHIN, BRIk AT A6 A2 70 o () LA B O\ 5 vk 2 200 e Ath N B 4 1 4
W, FFAEE R xT Self Condition HIHEZN, 1 Self Condition 1% & 5 75 M Bk T-#F 70 & BT 5% 17
W EARTFRMES T, Bl RS2 E N, RATRIBRIECE S 0y, ok
sz, ANERIGE, RILAE AT 50T % Self Condition JEiZ2ar, PRI AN A f&
FREFFEALRTRE R FH R, HEESER A RRAES T Liu % A (2018,
2020) Fe b s ARIABIE S R BRI, TE SRR /gt AT T . BUE 14 26 5 1T

(p4).
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IR : FE AR I Ao 7 R s SR R PR R B TR AR,
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B 7: 0B AT FARIE AT A7 RS SR U 1R B3RAE? Jutt4 4l6 1 6/4
PANR AT AAT, 31T R 713 RNIRFERAF? AT SRS A BA LT Z WA EREE 1
5, MAMEEART ERZER, A ENgn AARFR



IRz : R H A Z I o B o A S0 20 BE A PRI AR R R HEAT VR B, S ECE I
FEARBER o ASBETE RO AN APIE R IE S Wu A1 Zhou(2012) B L — 2K, ZWE LI REAE
9/1. 8/2. 2/8 Fl 19 VENALAFSrHL, H4 6/4. 5/5 Fl 416 15N AF43EL, 7/3 F1 317 5iAFE HyIA
FEEAT M (Wu & Zhou, 2012; Ma et al., 2015), BAENHEARA T4 BT HEMHU &
Mai, 2021).

WEFERINATRZ 2155 40%~50% 10 A 73 L, TELEASBIE S 31 20%~30% 7 A ) 7>
Fic.(Camerer & Thaler, 1995; Nowak et al., 2000). Hi1-T 40%17 4 1) 73 Bt (4 52 A 2 T 90% %
PLE, BRI A2 A 43S (Hu & Mai, 2021; Ma et al., 2015; Van der Veen & Sahibdin,
2011; Wu & Zhou, 2012). Ittob, BFFUHRARBIME R 6 300 1 A ) 73 B )12 52 % A 50% /2 A1,
BN EEA AT, TR T 20%473 801 73 B I A R EEAS 221 (Polezzi et al., 2008).
Ptk Bk b, 6/4. 5/5 A1 416 J& T-28XT A1, 971, 8/2. 2/8 1 1/9 J& T4 AN AT, T
TI3 A 31T AE R EAN 1Bt EE 1, AR EL AR AN A, 8 H P A 2N
Z=HIPE AL (Polezzi et al., 2008). [F]H; =5 & EIAHXS T8 440 T2, 375 BT 187 5 (1400 T 58 58 4 Hb
£ ERP Bt rpAREL, 1AW ST ORIEILE B R T 1, VD IRR M BoA R B 52 211
AN A BT, IS BRATE R 1 el 5, e A0 A 2% AR RS I HH S A (1 g P e 7,
HOTRE 713 A0 317 VRIS, RImLAa#r.
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B 8: 82 MK 5 P E T B TRl R S K2, H T B2 N BB
BIR: EFHFZIMAE. el & 2 MK 5 AR EEE. (9. pl3)

B9 AEHEANNGERFR EROZEF R, W07 3.2.0 1, “IEAE T, #lx i A 32
HH R 5 F AN AT T SR R 156 28 AR B0 080 v A 2R AP BT AR, 1 ) 23R 7 5 e FE At N 2 HH 95 34
AT R0, BAREARIEE S5 A He i 3L 18 2 A0 T JS2 21 5 e P V8 AR AR 30 45 SR AL ik B
HiE. AR, NGRS . ITE 3.4.3 H, A EBHAN N PR I ZE T REA -
(5] 7 = BT F A 2 DT A0TSR A o AT ST 3 PN 4 1 5 SRR AT T S — Bk,
HARW, 3.2.1. 3.2.2. 3.4.1. 3.4.2. (p10. pl4)

RN 7E 3.4.3 MR8 TIRAMBHA R TR IR 2 a5 R BB LTRSS
AN S A I e i 22 7 AN 235 (p = 0.238) . (p13)
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BIRz: R Z IR SCFR P e ddA 7 it .

B UEMNSHE AR, WSCEEH E RN RS, KRN,
IR : e AR TR I . LB RAFAIRE, BATZI APAT B1E T RS 2% Sk &
FEH IR/ R i % H A 4 T

HBAIENL:

% HF 7% 4z F 35 1 A 5% B A7 4% R (event-related potential, ERP) £ J i il i 2%y X
(ultimatum game, UG)Z5 %% | 15 SR A W S (1R 5 7 F B a2 26k 2ART 5, SO
BRI .

B AR ERYRRE I, ATHERHEIAE TR HRATFE
WHP AR IREFEILN . B, BIHEW R 7R EZ R ARG G I, A THEH
W ARER 1L E B RS .
[B] R SR AR NI B FRAT T A RS R, st ARt M R i Se A %,
IRATHE 2SR AR AT T AN B IE, B emdLif 8o g 1, Bt gyt
HAE”.
B 2: BN R, 75 e, X AE SO BRI R IR AR B B S
aias = e s RIS SR T & BENLAMEL 15 #e R it 352 10 70 Bl 77 2 ik
MASHVEREIN B2 s gs () FE AR . Ah, X — R “BEATL X 15 Fe R ig R S 1
IYHBE T R PR N AR R BO A B, R LA ABEALIEL 15 UKk, ARG AR e B
BT RAE NN A IR . VB (R N2 IR B 52 18 7 BE 77 8 A AT L e Hi
15 & UKk>, X ?
[B] 7 =[R2 T B A e T A A o S 2 O Rt 2 R 5 B SR SR TR 4, 74 T
o FRATH R BRI £ 52 1K 0 L 7 S B LA AL 15 #6007, XT38 JA 14 S &
AT TN BB <k B S e = e A s KA T 2 W A
WL TT S B 15 #e 0k, 4 H N AR B BCAUEAT R INIE N2 NS i i) Btk
. X W AR A A2 T R A T S i AT B, PR 0 R AR RS S AT
ReZ AR, FEAEL A TFRBHAALNT oI, REZHASANT S, FILIXAER G
% X 3 W e B4 52 5 A A TR UOR T B R 2 1025 R8Ik A2 Al TR A ) s AL, R
ISt BB 8 38 AR A PR I 3252 5 75 R 25 A A 15 23 THOE R e R AR IE SR 4 F-
(2.2 LIEFERF, p5)

S Ao A I a8 B e 2 A T B B O L T S B SIS AR I 2 R A 1,
AT i B IR S S R 46 o SR, i Ja ARt SE PR A5 21 ik 28 2 AT 25 T S50 (R e AT 1)
M, S5sc5s e AL BT B E BRI AR — A, (E RO RN AR
SIS & —FER

BIL 3: X P2 PR AS RIMAAMER, MBIRBER LB A L THRMET, A&
B4, PSR MEN“&3 0 iR 7y . SEE MR, X P2 4 RIVMFRE, MAFAERT
JEA—BURBTT AR — B, MEE R RGO M T R 50, IR T A
S MICAA RIS FR T RN P2 B, M HBARTHIT 2B A&, 1
FERFE 4.3 FR WE N AW AR TR G 26 1, R 26 MR SR RS A A1



IRV T K P2 B, 3 BANR T J7 S5 A 1 /N P2 g™, SRR Ja AN,

BB 5 A R R R

1R R AR Z I BRI X T P2 iiE 4 RHIA S MFN AR EZ, MFN

TP, FTEABA TSR R A 5 A 1 R MEN 300 BT LTS 2% 4 8 e 58 1,

PESR 325 0 iR U7 3G 1 P2 /2R, AHRZBRATTRE SCiE WA 26 A K 1 SR P2

PRI R AN S A T B BE R AE . (H T TAEART SR EE Rk, P2 BIEDA S, R P2 MR {E

A SN R T /N P2 M [EIRESE RS E P2 R v ffl, RSOOSR i E T A

KAGIR A RAGGHER, B o RTIE, PGSOy BE KT 75, 5 T40R M

B, W 3.4.1 PCA-P2(p12). UbAh, L SCHRIR, BA TR —LL SR A7 AR AL 1%

DL(RA P2 MR E), At 2 R iR R A <R T aik (n, X3 5%, 2020).

FHMTIR S — BN P2 A5 REBAFAERR IR, [ R Z TR IE, IR RN A

HETIILE R, AIEFM TSR IR A AT I7 RIF AL T RH P2 JlE, 25

BAN AT RIHA R e 4.3 X 2R A LS 55 R 3.3.2 #a kiR

—H, HHZ ERPHE R T IR A R . (4 118, plb)
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B4 E4MES 2R RNEHE, ARTE 2 ME 3. B2 ME 3 BRIEANRAFK
P, ms ISR AT AR RS R HIE 4 FIE 5 W T AN, SER AR, K
JAB IS, ANE AT (i LA L o S5 61X SCEE I R L 0] OGO S AKX AP AT
NIRRT, EEEE TR IR 4 R 5 B S SR 2 i 3 4l A A K 23T .
B2 : A5 R e Fe 32 0 A 4r el A @ . S5 T 4 M 5 51E 2 FIE 3 45 BN E 1) S50
B AR ERET LU S EE:

(1) 55— p R A TESLI0 2 AT TR bR . E A4 DL 0 F AR 73 (ANL, P2)$2
H R TR B R S B TEA R AR A BRI ER (R EmHE 2, B
3)e XFFATAFRARFN T AVE45, FRAME 43 B A AT A2 R i e 682 52 5 15 LA S AH B
MUVE A (0 LR 2, M5 U BE 2 o VBN — AN AT AR R N . A2 R N, RES
PN T3 TN A LG SR 13 2 AT S S A B i, (BRI AR T A F 5%
PERR AR A T4 R 1) ANL 252 2 B a0 KR (L850 %%, 2014), (HEKIA
SRR ANL sz, PR ERAT TR A 2 52 ma A o] B — 2840 Bl 7 SR T, AT
T ANL PR [FFEHD, P2 5 3hHLIE R A 9% (Boudreau et al., 2009; Carretie et al., 2004), Xt
Z B HABE T R RS ALEI S0, %R — 28000, B e A s & Ao A% R T 3D
HLATBEE F AN, HER 1 P2 iRt nl RER I H 2 5.

H5HAF P2, MEN 2 B35 250 Bl A 15217 (Boksem & De Cremer, 2010; Moser
etal., 2014; Van der Veen & Sahibdin, 2011). FA B A G &M Pl S0 AFIZE, 2
LB AT, IR BT MEN BERBILE A TR, R 5 T A3 ¢ o
AR A RN, TEIE 2 PN R e B BRI, TR B REAAN 4 E, MFN [ AF
PERNARA R [FI, BT DU T, FAITUA P3 A2 BI3LAE K, AR 7
TC AT 2P RS, BRI FH A . 1) 52 I 2 DA ST AN [R) Pt 2% At ) 22 S (S = 1 4
5).

(2) 3= HRBATA NI 28025 B L8007 F B0 B AR BLERA THT 5 22102
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B 5: SR RIHAREX 3 AP ARG E, UOSBE AT T, 7B 2 14
INETEN A TGN, TR P3 45 SRR th ] DA B A BEOR AR
BIRZ: U HERZ T E ST X TR B MR T BRI P3 4528, AT 1A
FLI 5 B8 RN Bl 352 7 AHORSCHR, (R4S S A FEIR s e tt, FATVOAAR LI Bt £ FE )
ERBES X 0 2 P ARSI R, OB T HBA AT TR 2o R T IR A LT
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[EIRZ: FEH G H R 2 TR . ARYEZIM AW, FRATIES] 5 T 38 7 AR 7L 3
ARFA AT TR, FFHEILIRH T AT AU R R, A AU

“SLFNE N — PR N B2 A B A N\ 15 28 ) BE 77 (Decety & Lamm, 2006), 22 T 721
KA . BEAE B FCRIER N, B FLE e LA R 0 0 P s = AR e, JF HOX — W Rifg 2 1
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ARZS, 0K 3L I 3 & % (Empathic Response Questionnaire)(Batson et al., 1997; Pfattheicher
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