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ILEATTHNER—RBEEERE AR
Fog kA

O R L BRSO, dERT 100101) C b R BREHFSUAE B, dEHT 100039)

i E OAFEL—ARAERBERG A, ROBY, 2FFESANFHERLIN—NETER
B, RBSHEEFFRAREESINE GNP AT, HFEXGTIANAFFRILE G NFATH
RETHNT AR, AL EZEZANBTRBF R ARG ABER FILENFATH G L EALY, 5
STOA QT ERELATT RASN, RiFTTAFTANARBRBERE. ~FORRRZZENFTE
RERNT. ABSHEEEENFITHGRZFFR. RE, B ESEATILEAF4TH QAR A
RoyH RS ER SRS INI At Hh.

KR oF FBRWR ARKRE; BE; SHEIER

HES Bs44

OOFIE S 18 NAWE K 0 B bR, AT (01254 #8318 25 (Dictator Game, DG)FIfLJ5
KO8 S () I 52 2 5 AT 7 s B S B B R 25 (Ultimatum Game, UG).
K, T 5% 00 B AL 2 A, BTG A AT A | i3k T (D) # A AT H
DV SR B S 2 A FRHE R R DG EF.EI"JWVI\Z% 5 e B TR
R (3L, %*UL‘H"ZOO?)" ftji)&l‘biﬁ%qj’ *f (proposer)fl1#% 52 # (recipient). 7E DG H S5
OOPHIBFL VRS R M EE AR 0 B oo i b g iy ke g I £
T A% 8 e 2 AR U L AE S 4 1 %u%ﬁ%§%¢ﬁ%%m % 1 R 4R
WARE, AU LTEBARERS 5 ARBLA om0 bR v b
AEACILH A0 PO REAT o (Piaget, 1965); MRHARAT s e oo e, HE%2 2 Ay L2 IR
e A 9 e R LR R AT U R, @ﬁ@ﬁ%%ﬁﬁ(m@mmma1%@ DG
ST RN TIEEe AN BRI EL IR AL (Kohlberg, WF50.25 1 R (T4 th 4 7 20%§U’30%Zl‘tﬂ(ﬂ_ﬂ,
‘1981)° Ei%é,ii'cqél—l—l’ @%KFHTEL%%E’J(EEE#E Camerer, 2003). WI7E Forsythe 25 A (1994) /] 5L 5
WA VNN, AVPEGRANIFEAL P 20% [ 4 A A 0E B 50% A A [0 &% 7 A it
Egﬁ%%*ﬁ%%%ﬁgﬁﬁ@*ﬂﬁm B2 0 51 50%2 170 Bk 7 5] 60%. 5 5
IR T o N ) X

A 25— 5 A R 3R H A O T 2

AT AN LTI TS AN 0 A -

(equity) « V%% (equality) 1 75 % (need) (Deutsch, . : . .
Y) A ‘ 11 mEHEEERATITHNEREE

1975). 70 3780 0 26 5 1 25 o ik — MR oy WO )L*E o ¢F;‘A ﬂ;{( e A L
AT AR B A B A AT AT IR BN, AN RE S 521y Harbaugh % A (2003 )8t & L. B2 42 40 08 K L
SRR, TR, MR (T 3 A T N S 7§%ﬁH%%ﬁﬁaﬂﬁﬁ9§q;§%ﬁ%
%(equahty)ﬁ*ﬁﬂzﬁmua ﬁ)ﬂ*m”%&%'fﬁﬁ% I’:H 13%#’6‘ EE}\(IS E)E’(J%Zi,)]tlj'ﬁl\j"j 21%. jz
FSEM AT ARIB TG —8: 4F4)))LE
B2 R AR R A H B Y3 (Fabes &

Wk H 1. 2010-05-25
* XK AR BL & 4 1 H (30970911) AT 973 I H

(2010CB8339004) 3 1 . Eisenberg, 1998) . Benenson %5 A (2007)# &l T
HWIRER : AR FTBL, E-mail: zhulg@psych.ac.cn AAT AR B Nk, 9 X LIS GRE A
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IFi) 2 (1 Ut 1 (45 HH R 30%~40%) 5 2 T4 %
JLEL (4 AU 20%~30%), 1H 5 #1135 A
A P 2 H A T AL

SR, WA IUR LA AT A IR A B F
W BT AR o 7E LUEC T 24 23 e %V 1Y) DG #IF9¢
o, BESTE KL, 8 B 18 LK BL A
FER Y (Gummerum et al., 2008; Takezawa et
al., 2006; & #ij#%%, 2008 ) . Giroglu % A
(2009) KAk X DG, R4 #R0 2 18 ¥)2
Fhorlc 7 FALERE, e <X 2 A, B
B8 A XU 5 A, HEW 54, 4R W
B RIMBR IR 2 AT A R Y

TiAh, B AR IE RIE M R H 2R &
PR WLE R ARG R CE A AP RIR. K
(NI SRt d o W (1R o 2N A T = ¥ 4 d ) WA o
HEFFIHFST ( McGillicuddy-De Lisi et al., 2006)
KB LB A TR 45 5 R R W REAT A0S, 7 %L
FERAT T4 B AP R —— 155 (O 5 7%,
S, 1994) . fH H A — 2L B 5T R L EDAE 2= R )L
LA R A (S I -t /A ) W |
(Sigelman & Waitzman, 1991; Thomson & Jones,
2005) o THEHFIFRS B (2003) KL, 20%MH 5~6
g LI FEAE B O oA )L 2 8] - 143 e 3
H, @ TenPR )L, 60% M%) JLEbA 1 K
(35 3 O FrEeIn R, 582 %E R AT
T AL 20%.

DLAE AT 5055 2 AT O 1R R R #3445 I 1Y) &5
WA AR LA R JUA R R I il o5 A 9 45 R
IoF B AL RA R SCARIE ) sE ), IX 2R B
ANWITEZEF R A BT K (e.g. Henrich et al.,
2005) o Zhu %5(2007) KL E JLE B E
JUTE R AN SR &, LB PAT R R B
] B HAT SCHRR R, 878 T B8 SCARRIF ST )
Tk . HLROE A B B IR ALV 5%, Harbaugh il
Krause (2003) {i /124X M, Benenson %5(2007)
R A7 WA MY TP = =< e U S A ]
B FEAS R B3 A 45 717 M (e.g., Forsythe et
al., 1994; Hoffman, 1994), {Hi& AW REH
230U 9/ NI BTN R A A Bl TN ]
KER. W5, —ADAEZMNEFR 2S5
ZEXTT WAL 2 KR AT . 4F 2 BE & 1 ig i
(Charness & Gneezy, 2008; Hoffman et al., 1994;
Hoffman et al., 1996) kUi ZES 577 &5 4

[E— M4k 7 (Giith et al., 2009), < EH ke
SR SRIVH AT AT N
1.2 AR ZEILE N FIT AR NE

22 B SC A0 B 1A % % 2118 (Richerson & Boyd,
2005) /™ 1 3 B 1k ook 8 R R BRI AR S
FAdAT 9 AT MG 0 o a2 U P 4 i
72(In-group bias) & —Fidi NAT K, AI e A
G AE . Rl A AT A 19 B D FF 4E (Tomasello &
Warneken, 2008) .

o3 TC 2 TF 4 BRI 5 R AR KL 1 A
it 47 S 45 5 5% A WA A AR 222 PR 5% 10« Pataki 55 (1994)
L 5 A s 33 R 2 — 2 58 AT %R 5 o
BCIH 55, HARY K20 6~7 % 1 8~9 % JLH #5
A4y, 5 8~9 % )L T IR E 5 U AT
SN EL ) B 3 F & . Frederickson il
Simmonds (2008) KILAS[H IR KIS 8~9 L
B RP A A A R, B 10~11 2 )L R
S50 MAT 45y R WFFTER I AE A JLEE A
AT Db 57 32 U7 #E25 X R KR M T K

S VR IR I TR I, WS L S 5 I
Bf . ALY BRAT . WS4, AR 12 )L £t
[i] 4 fi B3 B 28 °F- (Giith et al.,, 2009). Fehr %5
(2008) K38 % =0 ik & 2R 9T 3~8 %)L
HIAFAT o LAY 2 ANBE R WER B, 7
WHEA 2 Mk a2 ARRAEAA D, B
KGRI IABCH LA 4R RMRERERN
B SAETR, tHAT 8.7%M 3~4 % L 75 0
5~6 % I BFAMT AA T, (AUE 78% 1 L
ANERESE; M 7~8 2, ok AE THRKMA
b, 45% 11 )L 3R I H 50 Z 0 A8 2 1 PR R R i
i, BRI A Gl 2R S NP4y B
P o AR AP BRI AT Dy B i e b % Py
(A1 4 i 53 () BE ) 2F), 22506 7 2 Je A4 )L el 2%
IR TR 24 1, L 43 255 1) 7 M B 45 2 T L il 4 4
W T RS OE AR ). 5HRAIE
I BT, BRI, LA TAT
o HEXUTT (4L 45 0 R R BB . AE T ZRF 5T R
78 I)LE A HA T AP .

2 RIFBREZRUGHHATITA

UG "I WA Z 5 & 70l BN & L&
(proposer) F1 B 3 # (responder), [A] B i 5256 4 $2
Bt—2E R R UCE AEARAT 2 ] 4 B . FT DG 1Y
X AE T3l 4R L — AN 20 Wl U7 = ol B 38 1
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Wz 52 a0 A B U0 19 43 L o S B o 2 32,
T2 f AR HE A O D00 T 9 SRR N
4, WX 7 #A5 AS B)AF f %% U5 (Giith et al.,
1982), %A PF4FLS I T, 230 &4 K
T 0 BN Al RE AR, T R N SR AT TR
T 0 AN HC o AE RN TSI 50 K s 0 106 s 25 1% B A6
T, RIS I8 3] 40%~50%,
£33 i/ s W E S 17 NPT R Y I g
A% T 20% AN A 43 e (Camerer, 2003). fH4f
W B O R UCE AT M T AERIE, BT
TLLL— 52 1) A 35 0 R AR BLGES A 1 B)
6, WFK UG [R5 AN A1 43 BL 8 48 4 7 b
FE 147 4 (Fehr & Gather, 2002).
2.1 REBRETPLATITHANARER

Harbaugh %5 A (2003) &3, K JLEARE N
W LELLE BN TS, RN ERST S
HFE 26 AN 32 . Takezawa 25 A (2006) % B
11 %13 % JLESE UG T I TRAT A BE 25
Sally 1 Hill (2006) th#&H KI 6~10 % JLEAEN
UG 2 FH AT A — S ER G, 52
(R EE 41 )L ZE AR A (8] 3% 3 i 92 16T 1) T4 52 R 4 F
H14> At . Murnighan 1 Saxon (1998) K UG X}
5 %) 12 % )LEBAT VRIS, RILIILG~6 %)
(43 BC 5 5 AR T RO SR B 20 ) LA 33% 1 24%
(%)) JLAR IR AN AR 44252 1A 5l 1 Jopi R (i
oM 10), XEFMT 9P 12 % ) LEMIEL R,
Bk, 56T UG $RU0E 10 A AT b & 5 A 4 3L
B, SR IRA—; KT UG IR XA
AN PABRITELAT N, R — B R IR KL
H(9 ¥ L) AL LH(5~T £ ) £ Hhdh 4o R
NI BLEE R

[i] DG 281, UG $& 30 /- AT h RAA—
I A 8 AN AT 82 T SR s e DL AN TR
S IEE FE WA R4 UG BB #H 3 A A
43 W0 B AT D B AT 8 T 1S e 2 MR 4 14 3))
WUE, g2t daxt 45 3. Mg R A T
BT A EAR 4L I 4 Bl i 4t 25
S CE AT S B BT A, AN 9% Lo AR 45 2R (R 23 BiE
S5 R0 SE M) Ao B, B AR A R 4R A
SEOYEC . T ARAT TP ARV I AR A L B DR A
R VA, R4 T AR 5 R T O i b
DALt L B A AR 2 P4 IR 46 5 %2 . SR, HH
RRECPNE 241 BTN R R W S o =y

IHCAX 4y, 2 BEEMLA UG AT b2 0.
B B SR I F, BATAT R R B (R BR A, A
AR T 25 R SRR A A TR E, Bk
TCvE AW AR AC L A A 7 PR A SR AR A SF
Mg, ERAKGENRE . b b, A3
FE AR 2 S A W 5 P skl & 2 B T B
Kl [F 550 (Falk et al., 2008) , i H A [FJ4E# A
o O3 B RN 4 R ) L ALAR E AT BEAN TR
22 AEFERE: EEAFEERRERATE?

W9 R LA UG (Mini-UG) KA 2
P g R T R E L4y 5 (Falk et al.,
2003; Nelson, 2002), #7356 % 4 4~ Mini-UG JiE
e a [(8, 2)%F(5, 5)1 ; b. [(8, 2)%(2, 8)] ; c.
[(8, 2)%1(8,2)1;d. [(8, 2)%F(10,0)1, A ki
ANEE S A5 0 BT R R R IE R4 OB,
A5 0 H R R PR U A g R T B . (s,
DRARFEWH S 8 MEHELT, 45 2 MAEM . U
Wk a [(8, 2)X1(5, 5)1 M, #ilsi5 a1, 2
BEEAE(8, 2)F(S, ST ERET (8, 2), HHZAGFE
BAEDET T . T T R IR R TP 2
e BRI EBET (8, )X — N HF. fEa
th, FIEEIL LIS, 5y, Akt
(8, 2)FB /R IRWH A R AL R A T IEIT . 7E d
PRI AL, 2)F1(10, 0) ik T (8, 2). WAL
(8, 2)M (10, O)ifi E, CAMX TR, %
WF 0 F — A A L4 RE T A %
PRI T P ok S R IE AT AR B, AT AR A
SRS B EAE B, L SRRl N AP 4
TR BT B AR N A T AT, 45 SRR IR AT
TR o e Fo 7 R, TR AN 1 3% 10
(8, 2)TEAFEIELH A (10, 0)N BHRLE PALZ, T4
PIETUAN (5, 5) WHEEIEL.

Sutter (2007) KA X —uNAT ILE L BA
M EEwEE, KB 7~15 %)L R AE s % B
AR, HAE LT AL R, X
BEEENREE DTN . ZURER: 50%H
KEEA B 70% 1 )L H AR b [8] 335 76 & B L TR (5,
SRR LA(8, 2), TLE &L A (10, 0)HfXT(8, 2)
YR AR EAF RN LERBIET N2, 8)
I, 18% K24 AE FEZIE 50% ) ) LE S 448, 2)
53R, 20%3 30%M JL B (R 2= A X — Ll X
B 3%) B L% 5 ORI EL2, 8), KILH
SRR IR 2 S i 4 B 2 SF DRGE, AL AR 00 R L
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EUE SRR A =T R NE= 3 SO 10 E Y W o Ly 1
P43 BC &5 S A, e R R T B A TR bR R
NE/N . Giiroglu 25 A\ (2009) KB, 60%LL L) 9
% )LE A = B B8 W] #4E 488 A S 1K 4 T,
T 12~18 & B LEX 7 I EE BA AP R =
$552 45 BN A B

3 AFETAHSOEERHXR

R AN IR E . (5 &R R B S m At
SR SN E  (Frith & Singer, 2008), th/2&
AR S5 55 TR R R I A 1 A 1 o B A
(Gummerum, Hanoch, & Keller, 2008) . Rabin
(1993)IA Jg A~ (94T Ay e 338 W e T 3o Ath A AT 3y 3
EfE &, R HZE AL EE A e LI H
NS AT . Fehr 25(2008) W 4 HY 0y 74
WO SR BEAE ) v B2 LE A AT A KRN
i
3 LEERHNEXRMNE S Z

LIS AR AG S, HE. B
2 0 BRI N, 8 H R RS ST S
(Wimmer & Perner, 1983; Sullivan et al., 1994; J5
B RS, 2009)1F R L3 & B AT O ELELS 1 4R
bro — M 4~5 & )LEE RGNS IE I — 904N R A5 &M 3
Y ILEARE, 6~8 X EJLE YRR EEREN
K (Wellman & Liu, 2004; 5K ¥, 2004; E
B, HETE, 2008) .
32 DEEEEFEHSITANRKR

BT LR, O EHEASTE ) LE A AT T
A FH KB 5 | S B 90  1 OG i o AR 3T T 4R 3K
MBI R, 3~4 G0 — R E ST 4+
1R 5 SR AL AT A ARAFAE B ML, B T %)
JLSREAL AT R 10 R J 22 LU0 B S 19 K R R 3
i, AR LRI ANERE. B4, FE%
DFRA, A 0] f8 ER A S Pl S 558, IR
H SR AL 2 AT 2 1 RO (R A5, 2002). 38X 50 iREE N
(2005) K I — A A5 SN KT = 1 3~6 2L
BRI ELZ ST N, BEEHERE R
ZE, ZHEAFEEMK, n] e ) Stk
SAT AT BE A T 2L T2 2 NS .
33 DEBBREAFEITHNXAR

L I 1 ZR B 9T 2 B0 B3R AT A 1) 3K L HE
W o0 3 B 00 1 R AT O 1 T 225 0l (Falk et al.,
2003; Nelson, 2002). H#j, HA BN LB
BB A A SPAT A B R RARAE T HBAEE - Sally £l

Hill (2006) W7 T 6~10 % M IEH JLE & B FIIE
JUTEAE DN GE R 35 . BRL JR Q0 3 1 4% 00 g s il B 1ol
JE RO, M EWE T LEN — %/ R R
fEaBifg. SRR RZEBE —HERE ST
JLESTE UG a7 — I BEE, ThikE
Tk B B AR AT S5 10 )L B L ) T 45 0 U AR 2 Y B
o T H., A B AR N AR B P
JLEE HR A AC ) L2 B DR A8 AR /N I 4R . 3 4b,
Takagishi %5 A (2010)th % B0y BEFE 18 £ {2 3k 24 iy
JLHECERIER 5 NN FAuAT . ETF
FH T TR 5 i 0 R A, 0 R B R () 3R AT 8 X
JLE R — AR A &S HOE B IR
F-5 UG [ W R AN P32 B AR 4847 R 6% .
Y IRAE 4 BN B AR /N (T AN AS AL BAAS HE
PIm g, B LAl B 2 WF 90k 2% 52 4 L0
FE R 02 5 & W )L E N A A AT o 1 AR 5
TH.

RKZH UG [N H SR LACT B8 1/3 WA
2P (Camerer & Thaler, 1995). Jit LA 148
V& A B H O S IO 82 52 0 5 B 7% 8 ] R o
Wil A5 /NI A (Singer & Fehr, 2005). 4R 1fi,
£ DG b, M 507 R E BRSSP, 8L
TETHHEEZHEL. BEEBN T, DG H 1
WM s EAK, K42 UG rilesEm—F
(Forsythe et al., 1994), {HA} & &1 20%~30%
(Camerer, 2003). M A7E DG FNEELS
il N 53 0 R 2

SO, RIE TR e — ARt &l
15 9 3k (Eisenberg, 2000), Z/E H AR 2 I
G BA N5 B AN IR B R A O T
TR RAMA P ITE 18 SMANERTE R
(Hoffman, 2007), {HERILH 532247 H L Iy T
JLE R TR B0 BB BOW UK R AR ) LM
N AR, W) LE R RTE RS A CK
T RSN FE IR ME B 3. Brownell 45
A(2009) KB 2 & KB LTE XS 7 B i Rk Hh 5
. BB, BEESEEN G EAGNE
(U o B ) Al A O PR 25 (A N i 138 25 ik
B LE SRS T NS THEN b N 2 IR
FatE 4, Wi n] eIt A~ERBAT A

Fhh, AATRTREN T 3843 R I A 2 ik B &
1E(Wedekind 1 Milinski, 2000). Hoffman %5(1996)
R, MR SERGEEEX)S T DG My
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T 5 B oD, R LB S R TR T B b T A
BRI 4 . i Z BB N T PR B O
2 BE J) (Frith & Frith, 2008)H}, &k A H 4]
SR, G AT IR R B I A A EAT
JJ(Chiu et al., 2008), [f]#%3 1 Lo B BE {8 F 2
ITHHE—EMRR,

AR REFIE TN R EIE N T 3k
PRUF 10 P AR A AR AR R APAT 18
FH 0 B 2 0 A A 1 BEOIR 25 # Y AL R B
FISE I K 2. {H Sally Al Hill (2006) FE#H KB
6~10 % JLE AT DG 1 153 AT Ay 520 BB IR (K 58
Wi H A4l )Lk AR WA G WS, T HARAT 5 7E
B2 A SRR R R AT IR .

4 NEERE
NS g — A T B A S R L
I A S AT AR, HILE RS
REEEFRR, DRGSR )LE R4
INHTRE S DL MO A T T B WF 0 S 360 1
BMA—, BaiLEMILEA AT AN KRS
PR D) Sk, Kok TR 2 BT R —
SIS N A [ AR R RMEAT IR ST, AT AR G T
N SEAT R A A ) 4 U R SRR T 1 AA D
FEXANPAT AR . b, A B AT &
INGNRE T 5 2R A AT A Z AR TR A R C 4215 I
TSRS RUESE, AR JLE R L EEIS H A
AT N B[R 28 RIE AT Fr ik — BRI 59T .
RN
Yeox B, BRAIE, ZRTNNE, PR, (2004). 7~11 % )LEEJp
FAT R IR, DEFS 27(3), 571-574.
i@ &, Wellman, H. M., x| E45, XEHE, 5% (2009).
Y1) TR T LT O B S R BT OB R, 41(8),
706-714.

T, EICE. (1994). /A JLEER B AT YE RN R R

D HETR, 26(4), 354-361.

XIH, X, ZEbR. (2002). %)) LOFEHE 54217k
JEK RV, LK ESHE, 18(2), 39-43.
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PR E SN R . DR, 36(3), 327-334.
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Abstract: Fairness or justice as the eternal pursuit of human beings is an important topic shared by

psychology, economics and many other disciplines. Method of story is often used by developmental

psychologists to explore children’s reasoning about distributive fairness. The introduction of game

theoretical paradigm provides a new approach and perspective to study children’s fair behavior. The paper

mainly reviewed children’s development of fair behavior in experimental games and the reasons for the

contradictory age trends was analyzed. The in-group bias in fair behavior, the nature of fair behavior:

outcomes versus intentions and the relationship between theory of mind and children’s fair behavior were

discussed. Finally, the paper suggested that future research on children’s fair behavior must keep the social

context in mind as well as children’s social cognitive abilities.

Key words: fairness; experimental games; in-group bias; intention; theory of mind



