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Abstract

Charitable giving is important for modern society which refers to the voluntary donation to non-
profit organizations that benefits others beyond one’s own family. It is necessary to review the li-
teratures of charitable giving as an independent theme, which may be helpful to the operation and
development of relevant organizations. Researchers have extensively studied the antecedents of
charitable giving from donors (demographic features, values, cognitive and emotional states),
charities (organization characteristics and their interaction with donors) and social contexts
(cultural features and social situations). However, further efforts are still needed on the develop-
ment of integrated theory, exploration of its information processing and cross-cultural researches.
Based on the review, we propose uncertainty to be an important factor which predicts that more
uncertainty will lead to less charitable giving. Furthermore, different resources (giver, context and
receiver) of uncertainty are discussed. At last, dual processing system is used to explain how un-
certainty does work on charitable giving and that the connection of uncertainty and charitable
giving will be stronger when analytic system works than intuitional system does.
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RBERFATNE B BB RN A IUET IR B RN ZSMBN BT TS MM R kR
RIEFEE. BEBEKITAEN—MHOLOP R ERITHZRREVE, BEFBTHERIM. AR
HIBfTARR. CRPIUAERE (NOERE. MMEW. NGEHFERE). BBV ARRE. 548
KE I EHN) AR CULRME # 2B =TI SATARIT T ZHRER, EEERIERNES. 7
BInTERRRER UL SCUBI R THA fE R R . ACESREM ERE T A E R R ER
FATA, MEMRBNAFEERRE, BHRRNREMRE; P o T REMEEIE. S
AR B Z2RA FISRIR B0 52 P LA R A RS BN TR G T T HAH 2 e B B 48KAT IR .
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1. 5l

[ 2010 4F#2, Z&3%4EH)HE 44> (Charity Aid Foundation)ZHE Gallup i 2 HLII R4 ER 153 AN E SR
[X (2012 38 2 160 )T A R REEAT IR EL AT, AR R R 5 95% I NI AT “HREAT
H7os CEIRERFE” AN B ERBIEAENT AR BRI % E BT R K R4S, R RS =
BALFEE 147 55 140 FEE 141, KTV 51X £7(2013-03-26 HUH
https://www.cafonline.org/navigation/footer/about-caf/publications/2010-publications/world-giving-index.aspx) -
XS RERE P RRREFRIESIE R MR, 51K 7 ENTTEITN EET AR

FsL b, 243847 M(charitable behavior) A\ 20 140 70 ARG AL 2 2] 1 4 S RHFAR 2 50, A
L BT 24 (Ekstrom, 2012; Newman & Shen, 2012). #£:%%(Schuyt, Bekkers, & Smit, 2010; Wilson & Musick,
1997). 4 0FEZ£(Su, Chou, & Osborne, 2011; Wu & Lu, 2010). #k{k.03 2 (Bohm & Regner, 2013; Van
Slyke, 2010). ¥4 #%.0rH 24 (Ein-Gar & Levontin, 2012; Roberts & Roberts, 2012). T73%E 422 (Basil, Ridgway,
& Basil, 2006; Shang, Reed, & Croson, 2008). & ¥ %2(Barkworth, Hibbert, Horne, & Tagg, 2002; Choi, 2009).
N (Huber |1 & MacDonald, 2012)557E N & 2R 22BN 2 BEATHETE, R T E &R

RBEAT N DWIRTEIZ LS, i 7 R NSO L2 80E . o BORbR B
HUTHZEN Gy ORI, HRIE ST . SN, W IAERRE 2 4 #2805 50(2013-03-26 XL H
http://psychology.wikia.com/wiki/Charitable behavior). 4T Hb—FAEE BEERESIER - BElE
AT A (charitable giving), BRI 7] 2835 4 234850 5 B B 5 ke 2 AP i\ (Bekkers & Wiepking, 2011).
XFPAT N REMEAE AT |32 (R 450 P B BN BEARRTZE 2, $2 @kt AR A (Kemmelmeier, Jambor, & Letner,
2006). KT 2ERFAT NBIE T T ERX AL LUT [ i) 7€ RS HRARAT N7 AR & T2 £
ARERI S AR T R ARRAT A AR e 7 BA TR ARk S AR R 5t B9 N B 5 T 25 4R
T AEREE AL AR R A SO RS T HAF AR LS PR RS A 1R AT A T BAR R A A RE 520 2
AL CHIBFRE, L “EERTATANENTT” RERSATIAL, FFLL “AHEtt” 1“3z
BEMLRSG” AVINSTFRARI TR TT18, DA DR RS A i 2 St # fR it — 28 5 7w,



https://www.cafonline.org/navigation/footer/about-caf/publications/2010-publications/world-giving-index.aspx
http://psychology.wikia.com/wiki/Charitable_behavior

RAARTAT N Foma R R R L

{0 B PR 2 e LR O R B A B S R
2. BERWMITA
2.1 BERMITANMRIAR

BB TAT R EET NP RN (LSO ER A BTN AR ARE
H TR AR AR LA e S PR 2 AR O TS A 2 TR N EA AR BOE T 478 7, AN S A 2247 79 7 (prosocial
behavior)=l “ #4479 (altruistic behavior)IWFFLEWE . SC)ii b, HEATNEM S OHEMIRCA 7+
BIRNBTEFORRCR, JFr PR — RAERAF A A IR B A AT J9(helping behavior), 23
PRI Y B B 4T Ju (volunteering) (=45, A5, 2010). IEBE NI PR E IR 7, 1E# R IUAH
KR I 5k 2 B IR T B A 47 (Batson & Powell, 2003; De Waal, 2008; Levine, Norenzayan, & Phil-
brick, 2001)F1 & J&# 17 A (Carpenter & Myers, 2010; Haski-Leventhal, 2009; Wilson, 2000, 2012; Wilson &
Musick, 1997; Z=#k&f1 11, 2010). REARFAT N R RN KB NAT R i —F. RMaHRE
WH, REIRFAT AHE LERCA— A BT 2, B AT HARE X B A AT R (Bekkers &
Wiepking, 2011): fEZFEIRFAT ARKAEREE Y, BN RIEF ALK, (HRZH PR AT
NREFRIBLEZ B E AL IO . 2B GO R AE S 1840 2 i B A AT R SR AL 22 ELE ) — > B 2 A
. CAMMN “BEHTATN” AR TZER SR FEORE T E WY & MY s 5 SUs (Anik,
Aknin, Norton, & Dunn, 2009; Choi, 2009; Dennis, Buchholtz, & Butts, 2009; Sargeant & Woodliffe, 2007;
Stutzer, Goette, & Zehnder, 2011; Williams, West, & Klak, 2011). REZ 5% KA 1R B2 Ot )
FEAR WS B2 AR, HlTATE 2 N “Ras iR MAE B RRAT N, TR O
FREAHLA IR B AR ; B0 B 224008, B O KRBT T AN A L 1 28T NI R 3K
ERREH T Z — N RGN FEIRHELE, AR FRIHT T4 R AT R ik, o HAEE N MR
FIATFIIZEEIB AT NI LGERIECE . ETT T, Havens R [ ZHATT 89 6 AMA 2836 38 3047 A 1 DU A J5 T
BT T AT PR (Havens, O’Herlihy, & Schervish, 2006), {E Al 1 % 22 A~ 8 5% 9 S48 I (=) e33R AT 4347
JEWIR S IEE R, M ARG AT R SR HRTBON G S 2 8 0UT ek )8 2011 4
Bekkers %5 A%} 500 % f& 243548 5K SSUEW 7T B il (12518 (Bekkers & Wiepking, 2011). Afi1LAZEE483RAT R
SERER AL T 2k, M RS K 8 Pl B MIHLG] . ASCHIAIEHESE AR, HB A H
HERIAT NP AT N BT .58, 1IN TT A B EL R 5 T7 Z IR0 24830 LB R 2, UL
ANTR S R B8 B 1 A B R AR ST ORI 5 B BRI R, R AR s [ P 2 R AT )
OHFLRR A 7T

22. BEBRITANF EFNE

W, BEREFTIN “ BB FAT A R LA E T B8 AT ATEE i 2y, (HAE,
FE— SRR RS L. N T XS, TR A G VG L, AR SCRTR I 2 R AT N B AR R R K E B
AN B @ E R A1 212X (nonprofit organization) #4748 2K 25 75 B R N LAAM At N FIAT N« B 44 LI
BFAT RN SRHEENARFAT A ALHE =T AR NIBTAT IR T A SRR T .

FEME b, WFFE AT AT AR A A 2 1) 5 1 5 R B8 S B 7 SO R R R R AR AT N R A
WA AR SREE . A B VbR S A SR AR AT o B A I Sy S0 Jlk iRk (Eckel &
Grossman, 1996; Sheppard & Cushman, 2010). #% /& i kEI# &k (Haptonstahl Jr., 2009). N4 55556 (Rand,
Greene, & Nowak, 2012; Twenge, Baumeister, DeWall, Ciarocco, & Bartels, 2007). 234 fifFxk (Rand et al.,
2012)% . WA WG VERRE S R R BIR EAR LA, T e T 22 2t 2 5
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UM (1 5 M T BRI 26 A8 AT B o B I HE A s B O B T B SR R . RS
Bz W TSRO e A, (B R BEAR 2 — SBEAOAT Bl Mk DI R B8 2 I M DR SR AT R4 A0 734
AMETHURIPERIIRER ;. SERIERE SRR IRE R, RIS HIIT 2 L N R, S R Z5He TN
FAE, (HILAESBILEZ LRI, WFH T ER USRI T U P 47 o0 s br 2835 4R 5T N AR M
=RETREANS, B A TR MONERAT RINRIE, HE5na5 R HEm 1.

23. BERRITHNZMER

ANMAME R EIRSAT AT RE I T S MR, JF X MT NEIR B 5 B E U 2 AR TT, X
AEFAENEE), BEWEEWRERZEZ T HRZ DA ASCK B MIRHEAR L BB
A5 R EARFE N HAERE . A& SCHRS AL K AR BB 3 IR R M = K75 TR IR 4 2R (5 1)

231 HEHREFE

A BETT 5, 500 F R 2 2R AR e R DU T T R 32 M 45 e N EVEARRAE . AASREIT
MEM . 24T EIEEIRS R AR

1) FBaRE N 2R

BB AL T F ARG R N D BONIRFEE " o« KEW AN N DERHEREAT 28, I
VTR W TR ZECE KRN SR HUE ADIR L 1X 28 PR 30 AR R 48 3R AT A B R R R )
(Burgoyne, Young, & Walker, 2005; Lee & Chang, 2007). ZHrit NFIHE2 A7 # # (Gittell & Tebaldi,
2006), EK#(Dye, 1980), Z# A /KTl & (Wilson & Musick, 1997), H 5=#{EM#& (Su et al., 2011)4H
XF B AR B 2 AR AT A, JEH, MR THEEE RGO, AR EKTFE S, i
AHE 2R AT N ISR AN AE 5K &40 _E Al bE 55 M 5 22 (Mesch, Brown, Moore, & Hayat, 2011).

2) BFE AR

BRNRERI R T 2858, S0 SRRA G SRR AEOBEFATAH T —2 “S8tt
2 NKE” , NN GRS AT N BB (Bekkers, 2006).  “ KTLAKE” i) B\ P (agreeableness) 4 i J2:
BEEAR AT A — A SR Ag T R e 1 T IR, B N MRS, 48 kR IR kR, 4 A K (Bekkers, 2006
SERIERXIEIL, 2011: ERIE& IR, 2011). —AN B4R L L4 (empathy), X — 45T ALFE AN
B IRPIANGERE, BT —4E B4R MRS e N A LN RIIRE J1, I —4EREFE St A B4 35 77 A6 15 BB
ARl R, 2 Tt 7L R B SL A R D s EARME, A1 MAMSERE, EA RO, ikl O &
DEEIE 2 5 VFHT 73, FA5 BE ) #1 Re TN 2632 455K 17 9 (Bekkers, 2006; Chang, 2007; Verhaert & Van den Poel,
2011; SERIELXE, 2011, EIEL SR, 2011). FEH, HLEREASEEBRZ AR P E
To MAEFT GO RARPIAEAE, TR 2 RBFRRT, S ReBUR IR I ES O, BRI
AT ETE N

BEREAERRIN, BB Nt £ (Andrew Luccasen, 2012). Andrew Luccasen it /& i
MBTI AR o iy Py i - B3 B\ #% (introversion and  intuition) 78 2 2 57 ik o /K T 2 2% & T Heh 287\
o sk, BAG BN (impulsiveness) A& I A HIIA 2RI, JUHORE M 28 283847 v, AT TR
75 5 %% B [ V)17 26 BT AR R . WF 78 R B sh e A% 3 1) 28 38 48 3 MR A48 N B 6 = T\ (Bennett,
2009).

3) faFE R E

B T IR NFFAESL, 383CE FEA N E A2 52 L 2R 8 AT A T BRI IR 3= . R 2 TS
EHRFATAEMENRLSEHELS S, KA THEZRNRERR. FEAONMEWA ANEFE XL
(humanitarianism)H1~F-45 5= Y (egalitarianism) 4B W LA A St 2 4B 1 7] (prosocial value orientation). JFA7
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Table 1. Antecedents of charitable giving
1. BEBIRITHNEMER

BEIIATNENTT el Ak
PNEE = e Mol RUHPRDL. RAFRE. SAEWNE
o PN BHAPE FEE. AIEME. M - B, rhEht
ARIERIN NIEEX PEE FEaBiE. FifE X, YR E
N HEINED LR X2 1 7 ERREE . W SRBY RIS
— HIVRHIE FUFISE dha il SERE. EEEVE. HHEL
WU - 483K E H3h SHREL SRR, SRR EE T
AT e BA, Bl sl AR S AT X
a8
IR e AMASH, B IR

Ffth 3= SUIME M EI N (Bekkers & Schuyt, 2008), HA SEAES M ERAIPI A (Van Lange, Bekkers, Schuyt, &
Van Vugt, 2007), ¥ & UKFHEAR A (Sargeant, Ford, & West, 2000), ¥ # &R H) A (Wilhelm &
Bekkers, 2010), KOt BEFAIA2AERIA(Todd & Lawson, 1999), X 2K LKL BEA 2 54 7
R N (Schuyt et al., 2010; Weerts & Ronca, 2007)7E ¥ i80E s IS 5 Hm. WA, MEBERE
Bty 7 N5 HAB AT A ANVE LR A BEIRGLINT, X S ARFF R AER AL 480 B O SROLH)
N, ZEFEABEE > (Wiepking & Breeze, 2012),

R FA A BB 2 AR AR B R A AT R e TR R, B s I s A FE B P4 kD BT B AR
LR RPN A YA . X R E I N A AT e ek 7 A2 238 4557 8 A A
EMAN RS 5 2R LA I B e, AR AT I AT BT IR e AT 2 A B =i (Bennett, 2003).

4) FBFE RS

WHEAENT, PRI SR FAT A IR S, B AE48AT A IR A bRl Rk,
IRKFEE B2 3R 24 MRS BIREmT, X AR B RN FARES G LRE . NZ48#5 1A%
FREE . R NHEET S IA R

I8 RIWAA AT A PRI B2 5 (0 283548 50T, BRUONAR SR RERS 3 AR 5 AR 807 T 1Y) H
BIPMY, AR LLGEA# (Basil et al., 2006). b4, EAFIMMER B I AEE AR S RAME, tn
WA “Hod—NEAFEEOHIN” « R RANERBR” . R ADmEmANT , HEEERIT N
7Kt 5 =5 (Schlegelmilch, Diamantopoulos, & Love, 1997; Wilhelm & Bekkers, 2010).

B 1A SN EDIRZS A1, AT RERE R R0 SR RIAR BE 2 JE 5 OB R 3 . Eckel 558 A\l it
RUE M R, AR 1) 52 Bh ek % B 15 R FE (degree of deserving) % VI & sk e, A= H
BB L FEH 1535 B A (Eckel & Grossman, 1996). TMI7EA T #5283 f) BACRLEE BRE, 2B R0
AR BN ER R AMIEERIZ B R RE B A, B3 AR EE AT RS
Bh(Small & Verrochi, 2009).

IR, 248 IRAFHR I T eI S5 A0 1 75 ZE A B (R V)RR sl SRR AR OG, e, A
AT RIFB R 11 Wl 32 3BT 5 10 75 SR FE B B (Bekkers & Wiepking, 2011; Cheung & Chan, 2000). B #—35
b, ERICEAVER R I AESZAR# PR I TR AR, MR CE AR 2488 FRA L HEMEE. I
ANIE DU E X, REARRAT NEZ, RO AT R IZFE X S F5 25 B . DO B IR 75 2%
A SR I B AR TE SRR B 2 S ERE (Weerts & Ronca, 2007); 75 5% B A fRE £ R0 o N o I i ot
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A XTI )2 2 Fo AR, TR A AT T 1 P o 114 £ 5 1 DA 2 B2 B i (Beekkers, 2001; Bekkers, 2008;
Burgoyne et al., 2005). fHAFRHIR, RFEBIATANE T ERAT BB ATy, FZBX RAEME
ANEIY, BIE/D TH83GE 528 B A T fRid 72, R TR 0 52 Bh 3 7% SR R 0 75 22
WIS = SRR R AR ATHE I ST, W R SR AR A AR K ) AL Z AR 1R, il
RIBBTRL, JERZRE B BB AT S5, BRI AT S48 75 R A R AR
FE, 18]S ZE48 AT A M 2 A N 3R (Dolinski, Grzyb, Olejnik, Prusakowski, & Urban, 2005; Simon, 1997).

232 BENMEE

AR AT NS oAb TR W B ANAT N K XOAE T4 308 A B 5 52 B REEfn, 12l 25 =
Ji WG E NI R TE R EAT A . A, HAB ANAT At 52 007 Z (B BN BB R R 53k i 2
THRRE 5 REENM B, PRI AT A 28 38T R A 28 = R R R ——k B T 23801
J5TH

AR “CRAE” « “iuikE” « “ERSESEHMTT SRERE HEMEG, AT ZEN L EE
FEBLIR, T H M 2 WU B PSR SER G AT,  Oon REE AT 15 A BB o L B 3000 2t 1) e
RIE . R A R 2SN A ST ECCHAE S, M2 E RGO EEER . HWE KRG HHA
PIBRFFERT I, REE2H 23 32 BN 7 T RAR SR KA T . — R NHLAAR G BEhr . EEMIEAT B A
ARABAERE: R AE 548 50E B8 1R Al Ho O B FR SR B zh Al

1) ZGHUR 2R

HIF 7% 2 B 2538 LA 7 I 118K (Graddy & Wang, 2009), BREL T30 23 25 2\ (1 [l 4 (Olsen &
Eidem, 2003), A KFIFE3E AR B3R RBAEN TE 2 . X 0] REFNBEE I R HERS ,  Z&SEHLAIAE 2 A%
AN T m s I H AT 248 — AN E L I 52 KA i & HAE 8 RS B R IR s 2 —. 2838
F A MEBRR, B RAG IR MR 2R 1, il 5 S BB Ak 2 i) J, DU BR S 5 345483k (Polonsky
& Grau, 2008).

WEEN R, BEINIEE SRS, ARKTEZK TR 2 (Callen, 1994; Sweeney, 1973; Trussell
& Parsons, 2007); 2., 18R IES K (Arumi et al., 2005; Smith & McSweeney, 2007). AE, AFF. &
B BRAR 0SB (A A K A e L B A S8BT RO, WUIZE A LT AR 5E
BT L) B A FE 3 AR 2 A AU InTas VRN, W BR B T8 BB R T = AR A E ERAMEAE . k48
T RS R B R AR X R AT A B AR SR (Parsons, 2007) .

Bennett F1 Gabriel iA S AATTXT ZE3E WA (ST £ BT AL L (image), B85 7 MERE: 2
AE M (compassion). %2 (reputation). ¥ /7 (dynamism). %144 & (popularity) . By 5 7] 74 (political orientation).
FHAE AL (idealism). 52 Bl 197 E (focus on beneficiaries)(Bennett & Gabriel, 2000). ZHZE RibkiF, 2
NS IR 5y P A B N E AT, AR T 5 ERL

2) BENM SHAE N L)L

REZHIEW T, MINREZFRIBFM 2, 1252 B2 E U FIAESE 5 5 38347 . BRI,
BN LM M7 N5 48350E 55, R TAES IR H85KE kol B L 2 S WA I S 5 38y, £
I BHRZA R AN 2E 35 L 4 H 25 1 1E (Greenlee & Gordon, 1998).

SRS, ISR ERE, AMERITBFAT AR £ (Bekkers, 2005a; Wiepking & Maas, 2009). {HitF
BB R IR IEE 0] RE FEUE 57N, R PER/MATEZR = I (Van Diepen, Donkers, & Franses, 2009). JGH 24
fESE @ M T U, DO KR E RSB, AMEA K AT e T O —— A [ AE H [ R (Diamond & Noble,
2001), [HJ[A—RXRZUKIENE ) P BURSHEIT EAS TR S MARHER LR 1. B, BEHMSHA
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DR V2RSS, AN AR ) S R BT 5 [ 7 ) B AR (Piersma & Jonker, 2004).

KIS AN B SR PRSI0 B B IR S 4R 3 AT RE A AT T 2B MU IS R i AS et 2, HT
MWD, mENINIBREIE &K (Bekkers & Crutzen, 2007). ZE3EHUMALE BN LR E
F 0 BRER IS L BRI AR ARAT A b 5 DUBR ) B 36 51 R AMAEXRT B 3RIE RIARICPANY,  FHe SR8
FEAE RS 1S BB I 18] B 2 (Pronin, Lin, & Ross, 2002); b1 SE38 e R 1 1 (5248, b i il s ik 7%
R FEIE Re 515 3 5 £ 998 5K 4T N(Brockner, Guzzi, Kane, Levine, & Shaplen, 1984); #H L T # a3 N{E
HEHEE, B A mEZOE SR A8 483K A (Hoffman, McCabe, & Smith, 1996).

233 HRIFEFE

BERTAT AL DR EES), SR SRR R RN E Wt SRR A —
PR SR 5 2 1 BT 2 RN AR AT N I B 2T 1

1) XAk

L BEARLEMRAR AR AL B A EEAE . A S EAE R BT AL S A R T AT I R (R i 5
EHRNAE BV 3B (Brown & Ferris, 2007: Wang & Graddy, 2008). 5 SCALH 586 K A Pl fE 4
AR [ 5K B AR B\ (Levine, Martinez, Brase, & Sorenson, 1994). 7EEEAA 3 SUSTAGIAN N 3 SUSTAL R 2835
EFATHER L, 0B PFAEE 2. 2O TRV SR T SO T ABRSRER, AMITE
Ko EEIEAN, HREERE: DA SO ABRS AT, AR R0 SR 5, H/DIE
N30 (Hofstede, 2001; Oyserman, Coon, & Kemmelmeier, 2002). #&1fi, Kemmelmeier Fl4t [ [ F 41453
BT AHRUESE . AERE, DA SO, ZBERFOKCERE . AR BN AT LS EETA
FEIER R . X UICHIARERE S 55—, AERMIFICL, AMAHS S SCHF A A (in-groups). AR A 3= U3C
foxt B B4 vs BBl AMEFAA I o SEEOBE, AT 2E B AR A BRI B AN, DRI S T AN R 256 A B
NIRRT 56 =, DAFEIERBRIETE, ETEHE A IR L 22 AhA T B R SE ) —
R N CEEE EEASS, DAEESRL ARG, MEBREEa5E, B2 5%
E IR (Kemmelmeier et al., 2006).

2) N

R HE A SB R B LSRR VPRI E (Wiepking, 2008), R AATE S 4 H S4B
17 A ENIBE(Andreoni & Petrie, 2004); 25 TTRRK IR E MR B AR, IR B22idr, finty, Bl
TR T (Grace & Griffin, 2006). fHAE4HFIN T 7852 238 5 TE AR E 5 R AR 285, St
At 2 7 2 2 (Alpizar, Carlsson, & Johansson-Stenman, 2008; Bateson, Nettle, & Roberts, 2006; Berecz-
kei, Birkas, & Kerekes, 2007). SZEGTE AR E 24T H — 2 o4 RF “IRME” 1944 7 (Clark, 2002).

THRAEATT SRS &S A M NERERE T, R 8 G HEEH . ok
7 A BTSN SRER, — 80 R AR FmA, 55— R e R — okt AR 2R
18 V5 I 1] (1) A% B DL S — AN SRR AR (A0 SR 7 AR A SR I AE S, W LUK 8 OB S+ 4846), 45 RaxX &
Iy FEETT T2 R 1% 25%, I HARZREEZED 30%. Ui AATREZRAT A A —E 2 th T o BiR iz
B, AEHE R R T ), ST P28 e B2 ), AT 2 R AER 77 =, Bl A
JFI1(DellaVigna, List, & Malmendier, 2009). 2 ANF5 il i&E H LA HE 2 K 7, AU EIATA “ IR ES 7
1 st Re e T AT 4R (Ekstrom, 2012)

B 7 HAAEEZLISL, S MR AR [FfE2 . Shang AR R FHA TR 7
IR EAT N “ B — Bk R (identity congruency effect)” , WIHRAMAR SR [ B, If H o
N B AR ROK -2 B 55 52 3] [6] 28 5 47 38 1K 2635 4T NI RE IR (Shang et al., 2008). 4 %NTE fl Afil 1 4F
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AT EL T AR ZEEAT NN, B ORI et 2 KORIE fi(Henderson, Huang, & Chang, 2012). A
MEAE A RN NN, AR “ITMR R o —DISEI R, a0 S45 A5 A 148K
AETHC, MESEIEHREE CEATT EIRNESH, HRAIE S A LR BB E R
WER W 2 RN ERE R TR ) “ANES A (reluctant altruism) ” o 5343 WF 70 K B4 8 TF 3B DUk (K A )
R/N(ECanHER ), SRR SR MER T E CHEA TG, SEARTR S ARRE, X R “ Ak
Fifth” 258 (competitive altruism)7E 53 14 & I NI B (Bohm & Regner, 2013).

SEAh, WAL SRR R XS, WTRESS IR AT R IREKAT Jy . FH SR B A ET DA
BRI P R L AS LeE BE R AN T S I, RS R R 2 4R b N S8R 2 /D (Eckel & Gross-
man, 2000). FEALRIESE K B T 25 H FH AR — 05 104K ETA 100 2 7o R0l 6 Bk
A BN o SR B T, AR 3 5D, SR 20 B 1) 2 AR P 535 FEIK(Roberts & Roberts, 2012).

2.4, BEIBRIT RIS

M2 2O 15 R B R IEZ RAMIRKA? 1R B R IEFE IS, #EidRE
v I R SR PR AT 2 BL B R 2 (self-interest) I I4T 9. AT &, 28347 0 TS S E AL 1
ARV AT RIRANEM . A, AT ABIHUE RN AL B IR v A e th 2B R RN AT IR 2 WE T
BATIAF R AL T HRE S, EEIRR T b E SR RERATR C 3 A .

24.1. FfhENAKEER

Filfth = AR BRI SR VN FITE QR NS E X 5 5 s, NFAET R & —Foe i, AEEd
FEAEEE )O3 Kropotkin (1902)F8 AT e gt R R AR —1H, FHAEaEt, S5 R
—RNEARKIAG ., B4R NEM—IEERE A RAMAR, &1 8&RE LBOEZHIIMA
Ji (Kroptkin, 1902). [, [FfE 02 BB AT ABRAREIZIHL. De Waal A8 SR AT J9 )45 2IF] ik
AME b MAENE —FARRE, ZEINAARRES . TEAE S MR, XS 2RSSR 2 H )
BORNATE B R 1E 20IR 2 (De Waal, 2008) . 53 BT 78R W1 24 AT TR IE VRIS BME &4 2, B 0 1) 5
F7 FHRA, EERHEES BT (Lamy, Fischer-Lokou, & Guéguen, 2012). 7E& SR Bh#E 0%
BB, AR BG4, ABATTEE R LEE 2 i 4% R I AT TR 4Rk (Small & Verrochi,
2009). 2012 4 Rand FIBF SR 7IX AR 78 INGE R B0 A0 A 3L i 23 BC e i - AH BG TG [a]
PR A AR, A B SR IR s B IR B8 6 T kBB 2, UL PE Rt N 2R 1 —Fh B3 AR B (Rand
etal., 2012).

242 FISENEHEIL®

{EAR 2 —3 o WF 72 AR 283 48 BhAT MR T4k i Rt . AT 138 3 BRI A BE O R 461, R
IERHTREEAT TS HWARBS, AMEEHAWRE T RITRE. AR EE A P 0l il
RBIBAT N, RIVEMAT AN Z 5 7, 1 B 5 S5 35 2 fRRE (b, g o447 5 A7),
It H AT IR BRI B K, (6 & QR B A A B N zE [l . WA S, BRI
SEARMEAT AT — @ AR, (HREI X FAT N &2 A R T B O HE R I 1 2% 1% £ (kin-selection) 5%
B4R % £ (group-selection) 5 1) #E 4L (Leider, Mobius, Rosenblat, & Do, 2009; Sigmund & Hauert, 2002). )5,
“EYNTIBNC” AT B BRAEIR K A R T AN W AR B E R A sRAG, R R B S A RS AR RE . X
FEULR, RBEBIRFAT AR Ll “F” AR, FPERMMACRIAT . TRARENRE T “h
B, BHRRAT N R A N FR, 5308 A S T E A RE e . 235 3EH T 22T,
MAARET “fH St ” BUETRIFE AT (Ajzen, 1991). ELtn 4 A5 2080 A BEAE B O BRAR A, R
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57 (Anik et al., 2009).

Krebs #& H 4t (altruism) 5 % C (egoism) e S /e —ANESAR I W o, H B R 28 5 Al AR 2 A XAz,
WARAME AR RS . SFFEARA . LB RSB ST AT ATEFC . 6B FE) IR 5T B
BRI, BEBHIT AME (Konow & Earley, 2008); 243545 2K 1 52 65 08 52 TN 5 (1 32 48 1=k
(Harbaugh, 2002); P MPER AR B, Rl XARRRIRAIR O £ CEERIFA R E T, iR
RIS R ARPMEFE T, &5 EFPARE.

2.5. BEBRITHEVAMNS: Wis- KM

MEZEEIRFAT NS I AR AT LRI, AT — TR AT M AT s e & i S AU B A
FIRE LA RS 5 B SR BT R IR SR T, M R R AT . — O =,
AU EZ RS AT, Wik, AR, EERIRAT NI R A R .

25.1. WIRWE . DEWEE. HeiiE

MAEERR, MRS RA FEPN, mHLE SRS RISk, 45 Andreoni
AR “CARADEE R S S (Andreoni, 1989)1R1H, KZHEFRFE MU A ], BEARMD. £
EEE /)il w3 IS L = N w4 o 1 2 e W

V2 BB 2 N B TR — LE PN 25 (e Sk S NAE 3N 2, IR ¥ AR R T 55 B2 /ML (E
Mat &k BRI AE), HEFR RN — R B R B s v] REVE R IR SR B . A ALK IR,
WS TIPTS5 W 51 B 22 3B Kk (Andreoni & Petrie, 2004), XF 1 bLE A 25 0 E B2 R Ak, W
FR RS A TR T — AN B EL B (Miller, 1999). A NPREE, IRV & 5 2F BB HA
B — P SR EAE B AT, TR T AR L4 T RIS L8 3K W) 3 (Zuckerman, lazzaro, & Waldgeir,
1979). FFHAEINI — DA I SR8 R, RAETREL ML G T B 2 ARG, A8 N T
(Alpizar et al., 2008). [FI#FEHE, Sk H 2 A7 Bt 6 4 sein s stis, —BURIAL (thank-you gifts) &}
B EA FUR(Newman & Shen, 2012). 45 IS i # 5im 18, 2638 1 R At R B AL 22 055 o

FHEE TP s, HEE AR B IRAAT NPT R OB & . 28 3R RE S M LR IR = 1)
HEKF, RFRAERILER, @5l TARF LS AR = A 25 K-S S (Sargeant et
al., 2000; Smith & McSweeney, 2007). AMY WL, M5 MEFRATFFUMIN: 29 AT 50 AR F AL OB 1T i HE R
RIS, RTAIRE BR X (35 3 B VS BR(Moll et al., 2006), 5| & 5 EHLHIA K4 X % 3 (Harbaugh,
Mayr, & Burghart, 2007). FfHiX£eik A kS ar e 0 48 fe B R 75 ZERUE K 1 (1) 18 Sn o T (Tankersley,
Stowe, & Huettel, 2007). “Z&EAHNTRIR” FEAEFNLH] E0AF 3] 7 HE,

M ARRE T B NR A —— A% RERE SN T A S m A Nsgna )
se i BT EM A W R, 172 283 AT 9 Azt ol I S & R T SR IR B AR A S KT . Twenge 55 NI 7 AMskie:
WS T 42 HEJF (social exclusion) s i 25 B#A% 28 36 75 R (Twenge et al., 2007) . A] WAL2x P 28 % T 24 3548 3K
1T R E S
2.5.2. &FKM THKS LBRHN

BEARTAT AT FERIBEFAMN, IR HAIMY. 2T 7R, 83 E 5N BRI,
R H LR KKK hn(Bekkers, 2005b; Eckel & Grossman, 2004; Karlan & List, 2007); F+H., BA 28
B E BRA B A5, TR R4 4i(Wiepking & Breeze, 2012). {H I AE2&# WG 938
FARKR, RN, HEANE RS T2 O BN AL, 38 MR SIS SR R R 0 1 i &
HIZE3E4 (Doob & McLaughlin, 1989).,
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B T ATARMMN LLAL, B AAE AR AR, BT LRALO B B AN AR ) ) B D
TR AT REME BB = (Smith & McSweeney, 2007). #iltn SR AE 2 BEAAMARIETERE, BEARRRS
IR AT N A 1E [ 55 £ (Jiobu & Knowles, 1974). F8EkE HHEH06 G 22 8] i) HE PR 55 Kt 7] BE
NEEEAT NI — AT, (Rl 2SR KT Ak b 1 AN B 2 AR 52 (Ein-Gar & Levontin, 2012).
TR 5N R AR N 22 ph B (B . A AW 2 FBE MR AN E Bz, O EE B
(B IR R ), R TR ECE 1 F AT O EARH R, 48T N R AT B PR AT (Simon, 1997).

3. MAEMSHEHERITH

21 AP R AT IR R BB, SRR R AR, BERT IR AU, SRS T 2 A e
KR FEIXFE— MRS R R, AT R4 T 3 D ) 26 SR 2 52 BANH 8 PEIX AN 4L 2R E U2, AT
IEREERT K, A0SR A & M (uncertainty) & 2 £ B8 AT NI — N E BN K .

3.1 FHEME

A EERIAENENZ T b, w2 ARSI BTE BE 40T R BRI . BRI AT A
), BUAHE ERABRN . A—EU, 506 E CMEIBUIRAS IR EIA 224 (Vishwanath, 2003). iXBFAATL
BT RE R, A S A RS Bk B B kI . EARIERE, AhE A
F2 X0 AR TR N B AR TR TN, T A2 2 M AT R MR AR

AN T3 T LA S R L P A7 2 B B o T o 17 28 B B R AR KRR FE b2 e AR R SR BT T e 1)
Hofstede TAIX @& —FE K- A, H2°E iy 4 AN & 1 L8 (uncertainty avoidance), #R7xH:
SCAG TR B 22 R AR FE 1 B ) S2 ORI 175 52 P gy o AN o MR ] A DR — A O T ANl g Sk v 4%
ZIRIR . RSB AN AR B T AT W RS, AT A R AR AR R 4
B PBEX I SIS 28 o ANHE PERRE 2 A AR 22 0, AR AR HO N3 R A2 AR X AN E PR I 25
2 B2 B (Shuper, Sorrentino, Otsubo, Hodson, & Walker, 2004). Ff LAZE RIS B RE AT E iG55, AN
A SCAGHEAR I S SR 2 AN A o UA (EBMIR I SOk, R4 25 B AR, ST Reik s e n . A5
PERIAT A UAEBRE S0, AT A RS ROl B # 5 USRI A g2k, JEH5iE. b
TR 2Ry 3 3, ROAEER e, EIRERAKTRITH, M EEER, REREDST#H
# 5 & B E A (Hofstede, 1983; Hofstede & Bond, 1984; Vishwanath, 2003).

P UEHER, UA {H P A AN A8 B AN 58 1 0 2635 DUy, AT 2 i) T OR 57 IOSE,  E ot
RN E AWM. REARMNN, AT kB &SI e S S 2 IF ok, BRI AT gk g 8k
PEE A 2011 AR 79 ANE XK ZFHIRHATIE AT, RIEESH T AR TEZEE. A
T SCRBU R B IX S 5 7 Ji5 , UA (BT SR R85 R e Hh s 1 TR0 6l 5% 1) 283647 9, ANBf i 1 R34 B08K =y
B, 28T AR, A, AN e RS a4 ML 52 e 2435 48 34T N e ?

3.2. FsRIE 4R N

TEATE ST, AR RZIRRIET A, B AT 35 S5 A [R) T8 e PR ST B AT S R
LU IIRIRR], (ERWEATEE B, NRIAT AR — RIS O BIF) 2 i KA (maximized
profits) J5 U, T /& 38 3K ) 25 1E M4k (positive profits)(Winter, 1965). BN AN & M R — 1 B T R kA=,
A AT S 2 (R R A TH R AT REPE I R ZEME SR . ANMATETRDG L ITGR BRI, AN IR — R AT N, #
HEZATREMIS R, BEME RO AEMEARTA, IAAAREEICTE TR B A AT 2 K s KA
Flato Rk, AEE B N AT GEENER) a6 EHEAL RN, a1 T F AR E S
A 3R A1 AH (cost and reward), & /D ARAEAT NI IR AN FARNME

()



RAARTAT N Foma R R R L

FEREARFAT T, AU EADERA B M T, SRR E MRk, B E AR
AMELRERPB R R . BIRMER. AbRaidl, TRk ERARRINE. B2, HAb
T AL 22 Al 151

3.3. WEBMIES

BT LmpTit, EARE S T AMDEER “R i ErEA” P mn. [EEHE 0L, T
“CRIZEIEEAL” EMAT S, SRR MATE PR AT N AT AT B AT, B OG, IX 0 E 2 THFE
—E I () OB B (R SR AE TR AL E) S RIS LT, AR A RSP A e 1 o R HED
ANl 58 PEXT 28 AT NI IAE R AE B TR G R A F R S WEH EE R AELE RN T R G 8
(dual-process theory) ()73 T R (MBI B IREEHIFIM T R%); 4E KRG (M FRE. TEE R M
TRS0) 5 EFH, AN E A KA RIE 1 1 5200

BN T ARG R P3R5 HEBR AU K AR Y, B X 5 TN R GE: ST B3 & X & Si(heuristic
system) FIIE T B ¥ 73 AT RSt (analytic system). HIEIEHEHPEFAN “R4% 17 8 “H—RR"7 , FEH
M “RG 27 8 “BRG” o JRRARGE Z MK T B, FATITHNn Tl ERMR, A5 A
AR BB, O EBL, RE AT RERREI N TR EIRAR N LS. S RAEE
ZH T B, BTN L BN TR, FETAN, SRR Z RGO, EEETRHNET, 2
FAERE AT, Hon T3 R AN 45 SEAR AT DA =R 2l (Kahneman, 2003: 712, 2247 FIRLIERT, 2007).

WIS BN T OB WS, fE— 2 fE A, IR IA) . AR R s AT I, AR mi 94T
I, B EEmR M RGNS S R R GE . BT DA E AT TA] DA B e 0 T A] R ds oA N A e
BCE MG B E AR, SRIBERUIN LRGSR, BN ESFIIN LRSS . Rand HEEM IR T,
oy i BN TR (A B SRR T B, IESE T B KRG SR 2 A E R 4T v(Rand et al.,
2012).

RIEHA RGN vl AR RR T RS 1S FREET N, Mgk E AT NE TR K
KRG XS FEET AN FOIBFAT NS SE LB A NS sivE 2 gg, JRaE—ad k. (BARTEm
Yise, MiAdSEsRAT G FARTE T — @ BN [E R B BRI R &R/, BT AT 35 EFH BB 4.

3.4. FHREMXRERRKIT R WEITUN THLH

BRI, ANHE PR 2835 AT A IR AE AN [F I ARG L RSO N R ANE, R A — AN
MU T RGHEZE T ) “AWE I - EATN” HLRIER (A 1), Bk, IXAMEARRIX R

B, ERERTAT AR, AL 3 DRI ENE: MBh#E . WEME. 2.
FEREBNF T, AR EAHE A O S A R /IRIIEBL, AREER b NG B SRS IR
SE s FEWFINETTI, MAAE RN SR B AENIE, MFFR S E AR E20E 71,
AR EZ I RN, G FERIE, T aAatiEE .

XIS, QRS R R KRGS, AN E VERAN A A RIS VRS o LE eI [a] 4 9 A7 PRI TS O T
MMADLFAB R MM S, AR AT RE > E R EAT N, X EER ARSI, Xk, 2012 4 Rand
IR FESR AL 7RSSR DN AE PR B T e A0 23 647 it 23 Bl xR (K 3, BRI s ZU7E 10 0 AR
AR SN o 20T R GRS AE AT 7 ZEAR T SEA AR a], T LAKE Ao R ) AT 6 DR Al 0 S A2 SR
KRG, B EF LA RSN 45 R R EIIZ 6 52 380 J Hof R 1) ) 4 X B 70 e 1) B o) P A X 2 T
2 R e AR, BIESE T SRR AR — R E A RE(Rand et al., 2012). BIR AN 5E PEAE IR
RO T B R AR PR, (HIBIAREAT AR, i vE LKA R IE B BT N2 B

()
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BERZS
: Hahft. WML |:>
etk BETH
1. feBhE (B AAT AL i
2. BEFE TR ERESTAD
3. ZEHH |::> ST RS |:>
% F 25 IE AL R
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Figure 1. Dual-processing mechanism of uncertainty on charitable behavior
B 1 THE M ST AR AL E

TR MAERE 22 B — 75 3k 1) R YR AR A — 7 o BT CAMEEARI A B R, 283547 N Re L DR BH A S A i
B, REEAHEAKE. T —ULEEE A EEHBRMAREMIN S, &BIT08 “HRTR” 1
TEPE RN S 1. IR I B BER E IR 2, A N RIE R — AR 2] 5 R OR B 2684 T R,
BCNARE . TEBCH RS R G, ARER 2 4 7 BP S T

URANMAAG 78 2 IR REATBEVE N T, RO M RG0S 5, AN e Mk 2 B A Hh 5 m A4 Fr ke 5
AT SCHTIRR 3 A RIERIAH e G, AMITSEICZ R R E ARSI B 8 th AL, H
it H AT AT N IE (norms) o FEAR IR IR ST 283 AT AT SR A VA, FIBNZ ZEEAT R K
B A3 A 22 A o FESE B S R ST IL, SRS REEAT R B A E N, ST E 2.
fhir %5 B B =2 JE (Homant, 2010). Ll St i 52 52 2 54k, 87 b 2E NARIAEE, wTBEME SRR, AL
AT S0 EFAR AT AT B VAT IS, PPAL S R B B R AT . WYE “RIZSIEMEAL” R
W, F AT B A (R R A Uk 25 1T BE AR A0 2 (reward-cost), 41 SRkAE /N T 0, AREAT RIS HER 283847
FIR A2 AR SRR R T4 T 0, MUAFA RIS EVEAE N, B4 288 AT IR AR 2t L

VP ARE T, AR PR AR (AT RS P 20 R Rl MRS 14 BBV (prescriptive norms) R A 14 1)
FJE (descriptive norms). Fi# & H BT HI#E2 8 2 BOCAE AR SEME, ol “SRTEINY “Tiflyse”
SHE; JEFEE R EMARIEE, AT SRS ERAT 9 DL RAT A R A 4 R, B A
/T~ KREFER BRRKKH—EH3%. Naumann F1 Ehrhart (558 K IEAT E RS, A1EE R
M SEBRAT g RS 456 (Naumann & Ehrhart, 2011), a0 RRPERETE B A R . Frblal BLHES,
MAEVE I U NIRRT IR, el NRBEEAE, R AMAMA R 288 SR S AR K
WEIMER . ERERNUERXAER: 55—, BN “OPANBIFHR” E5 7TFE, MR EsEfiitsa
IR FERGEZIEN R . 5, A THEJCRE R 5 2B N R IE B, A SERRAT N8k &
B iR SO =, AEERIMEET, R 05 ) 2 A AR LR 57 SRR
WP RERIR, SR R,
4. i

B bithzd 70 GRARLIK, &R 2B AR SRAT AT T K& AT I SHIER 78, $8347 kA
T o % 77 R R R s e 15 20 1 R A BOE A S IR B (0 SCRE . RSt R M R AR %, K2 H0 7 R
BT —NREE R AT IR R IR, AL BT R R R R . B, HRTREIRERAT N
RIEFE SR BT RGIEA L . PSR, BT “dieas - AR HLRILLAE, AR R IUE B F i fe g
HGNRZ I T R BRI Y - AR IRES L R RERR R A B AL R . WL, TERERIREKAT
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DN R B VR AE RS Ay 3 T A AR K ORI 98 42 1]

BeAt, AEEE R T RERAT AR M — L eh 20T 7T, H R AR AR BIAL T 38 7K F Z IR GBI AL
T AIBTFT. el Rand 3l % S B TIESE 1 ASEAS G T & fE A Ml (Rand et al., 2012), i
WA SRR 1 REIRFCH R AR, (E 18 8 SEUERT FEUE S A THE B AA ) 28 354 3 17 45 v 78 3 2 o
EEIMIR . MEIARISE . 8 I RBUEHR AT AR SR Tk ? B Sh i 238 I B2 fE
EFERIZA TR ? A RS AN AT I T A BRI R ? 30X L i) R S0 IE A B TR 52 R
R GAT NI R R IR B A5 2 1

FI PR 28 B4R 3K AT W 78 5 B AE A 0E [ M X AT, i A Jie v [ XA X (A ek R 2. £E
XX, AT TR AR AR A — 1k, R VI8 AR AL T E AN . PR A 2 Flk U5
72 R Sk IE R BURE B FL, IESIE BB RIE IR, S LIE A2 HFEEE L. B4
FEIXFPELR T 1) 2835 LA S5 4R8I0 10 HL 3 S 2> 52 MR LR IR DR K (KR e 7 e v [ 5 10 2538 HLA
S 5 ROE E K A LA 2 BRI, A A MBS ST BT e R AR R R W L — N BT 1)

BB

TR R BRI S R RO R G W H A2 S RTINS FUE febr iR R 0T
XA T B o
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