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Abstract

In game decision-making, individuals tend to punish policy makers by refusing unfair proposals.
According to the dual system theory, the researchers put forward the Social Heuristics hypothesis.
The hypothesis is that individual rejection of unfair proposals is a social behavior influenced by
fairness preference. This paper summarizes the two aspects of research paradigm and individual
processing. The difference between experimental paradigm and control method leads to different
results. In the future research, we need to improve the experimental methods and explain syste-
matically the differences of processing methods.
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1. 5|8

Mt 24, A NRAEAL20E 3 b BRI . anf K& 0 (IB1E ) g 2] “ A B AL,
ERRSREEFTEHOMARYREZ, M2nmAGeHE & AR, 2012, D2, %, 2013). N\&
boae | NS R gt R e 1B S /A o SN S WS ) [ Sy L 1 R NT oS/ R W N 0 = B S 4 )
(Tabibnia et al., 2008; 7KHic, 2013). Mt AAGHHE BIBURAFEFHIAANT, HPEEALTILG, HAKE
ORI, AT A B R 2 R A ST RS 1 AP .

B FTERIEIX —INGIRE T A P2 it (Preference for Fairness Theory, Fehr & Schmidt, 1999). 2
PR BN N BA FRAF I LF . Efba ki, HXHRUCE BT BB A, MEak
H O et 5 H AR 2R Z st b 47— — boA, BT W B S a2 B 5 H A N i el & . ME B &
WA R At NS 2 o T B 22 7 3R 2 $2 0 M IC A APARFE . 4 B Ol i 5 AR I 2R IR i a8 22
VR BIAS PR RN, AMEE N2 G R4 Bl 7 %, DLR I B ORI BE B TR UG

BEAEREFE T, 280 08 D MR IR LA AP B AT N 45 A7, T8 B 3R s i i A& T A
SFERUGE Bt S W4T A (Knoch & Nash, 2015; Achtziger, Alos-Ferrer, & Wagner, 2016; 1% W, Z=WK, XS
Al KRR, & R, 2016), HARmI AN M BT 1R, BIEIAAEL. IEEMEINEP 2, H
Fst, AT, R, & PERGE, 2013). BEFEET XM T2 (Dual-system approach, Evans, 2003,
s DAL, REW], ECH, & LA, 2018)X TAMEIE LA A AT NIEAT RS, AW RE AN
MEIEAEA N PAT N RAE N N B BN, 2B 0 R Ge# 8] R 1) 3 300 L (Rubinstein, 2007; Rand et
al.,, 2012); AHJ, A0 E MR MEIE LA A PAT AR N AT NS, FEH{E RS R B4 m
T (Myrseth, Fishbach, & Trope, 2009; Martinsson, Myrseth, & Wollbrant, 2014). X BRI &5 5% B T 4+
22 A KA BRI AP i 4 RS, ASORER T bk & B R BB IR R o 1R, AT e
A Tk B 7 T

2. RHRFOMRTE

AN PARF AR IUAE N R EE, TR0 & B a] OISR s, R, &RERSE. XEgyxt
AN B AR FCUR, X U0 BHAS - PR & — Pl A7 7E 1 RF P (Yu et al., 2014).

O T 3 BRI EAE S A PR TR AL ek, B, & 2%, 2015). fEIERADA
M A AFRXPIER, AT, RN 2N NG R ik, Mg «®
N7 P RBERE, 8E 52 21 4 ol Lt A & T & T4k (Sanfey, Rilling, Aronson, Nystrom, & Cohen,
2003). (HiZEIR 20 T AR “HEBME” iR, HIX —IRAEV 2 1/ IRAT N AR A B AR I (Gith,
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Schmittberger, & Schwarze, 1982; Rongjun, Andrew, Dean, 2014)RE/3: 4 78 & L MAE I AE 2 58 4B SR AN A F
s R CEPENT IR ZERMEHR S IGEM ARG, SETA LTI “HE N7

2.1. RIGERHEE

i J5 IR 125 (Ultimatum Game, UG)5 5% i Guth %8 A&t (Giith, Schmittberger, & Schwarze, 1982),
WEFEMELER 3 F R A TG s T, 5X T Z B SEREFREAT N, ES@FENERT,
MERTR AT A B S 5N AR, SFaEESE. g A BE. AR ET O
H & X%, 2014). BAIN UG AR, sSEierh g AILREE — 2% &, B2 S 5% 70 AR
# (proposer) I [F] .3 (responser), H&IFE & H —FIX LR SEW AN Z IR T R, FINE G PR
BRI TR . IR QRS2 E BT R T 5, WA MR — T ST A EU B < W SR el 3 AN
=, WIXTUR R 35179 00 B 9T P30 5 Bl B i 22 FE BAS [R5 (R B B, DARE 4445 i 07 kAT 28,
BRI A A ] 2 0 S 6 TS BT B ) 43 L T SR AT IR R

PR BN ARG, BT MAR RO I I, 2 BC 2 R RE AN IO 4 0] T B I e, TR
W S REARATAE R/ BC T 2, RN AR AT WS N BB T IS i o % o AR T K e S e &5 R WY 2y B
AR T — R A A a0 T7 s T 24 LR F U (A 2570 T 20%I), X 6530 7 R AR 48 1)
MEZR 551 50% (Sanfey et al., 2003; Schwartz & Weinberger, 1980). Kk, UG fEHSE 5T BEEH AT
FORFLRE, HEE T BIRE TR i MA R4 B Z R R .

RF IR 12 Cappelletti 25 A (201 1B 78 o 7373 N4 TE J5 S8 B 138 148252 38 %8 A P e ik
AT T WEIE o I F0 AN [F) B o 1) o J G0 R 2 ) 2 MR D B AT 70 BC 7 2 IR B A 30,
MR BEE SEARI AR o [RI, AMATE 78 sz & TS5, TN AN B 1) 43 B 7 225 88 A1)
AT, DAIRUCE M2 H LR B AR A Fn) . 138 NG TE 77 S 58 Hh 3 1) A FE X AMA 1R A
Ml 3EAT 5 %%, AT e AN = AR G 2, H SN = 25 52 R B A A LT

BEIEMIEZEAE S 20 Yu FEAQOIHBF T RIS AMEBENLAE IR &I TR . EXFIT,
MBI EC A T 0T, O] DOk #4553 s R AR mo F I 4 Be &40, A4 Fo g & m T2
o EIETIAMT, MARETTSBUL T XF, Fnr DLESERG I B B i1 5 S0k x5 7 16 5 4400,
A 31 < AI0E 7] T AP (Dawes et al., 2007). fERINMHCTT R, AMATEEN FEAE b LI B 47k
£, WA F LB B AR, BT 2 R BENL AR B 2 B e S BT s WRAR G, U7 R
AT BEATL A ) R S AR 77 R . 2R AN 23 L 77 58 B BE LA U, (BAMARERS PuiE 20 Bl 7 S22
B m T AN, NEM B GARE AFa) .

2 W BT BRI N — BN A5 IR, M MR RS2 2 SR S AL 2 %5 9 50%, BEARA
TR L H A2 A B B s 438 00 &6 B3 iy, D07 AR B AP A 26 0 0f B 1A T 2 7] 56 BAT 45 IR HE A
AT bt 120 2t R B 07 BT 114 2% 558 N B A S AR 4T

2.2, JREEEE

Mk 18 25 (Dictator Game DG)& I FH L2 (15 i il #2802 ESR 128, 2 5005 B REmL
I3 N (dictator) 4252 3 (responder) o FH AL #5118 BEYRAE XU 2 (A1 AnfR] 43 ic, H252 38 R Rl B8z,
DR AN 2 B i R30I A5 () 4 o I T 2R B8 S it L 2803 1A °F 2 8] (Kahneman, Knetsch, & Thaler,
1986). Forsythe &5 NI S25G 48 i, 20% MM 2 0 45 5252 5 50% I 8, 60% [k 1 70 B AE 0%~50%
Z 8], AU 20%H9 8 2 45 [0 N & I 820N 0 (Forsythe et al., 1994). %9256 76 A S 2L 1) 2 AME
VENSRUGE AT RS0 BORT, e AP .
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BRI ZE R MRIE LA ATHRBAT Y, AT T SO RSN AR ER %, AR
fEHE Ao PR T 2Rt A7 08, AL B S ARSI REDY TSR BB 1R 2 e IOFR i P B E A
o WA TR AVETE A I SN . S TR AT LORE 1S 28 S5 A8 00T, UM 38 AT RN 2 5
M B FEUCH BTN -

AMATE B J 308 R AR R AR I i A (R R 3 A G 2 5 % . il X AN s Ta
BATAT LA HAMA TN AN AP I AT R A1 26 55 - Ottone (2004) N HERRAMA T AS 22 P2 BN S $%
S B a1 ST, AR IR I TR & O ORI A =07 o B =I5 AR N R R A e R
SHRUCE B2 E ISR AR, JEHA XA AP AT KRR . W70 R IAMARAE 928 =07 B &
YRRV A AT AR, 2P B CRR & 28 TS R A3, RIS =77 1& 11 (Ottone, 2004).

H AT, 2 500t 98 38 K U J i R 2000 P Am I AT B9, e EDWL ) SO AN A~ 77 R B ROBE
(7 B A DRy 42 52 2 TN AN A e P A A L SRS 2 . Al ZEmia R0e AR 2, WINGENSE. 2H3Y
R, IR LA I 0 AN R WA R R AT TR R T 25 SO AP ) TR S AT, H B Je R SRR
FHE RN AR 2 A TFRIVER(Yu, Zhu, & Leslie, 2016; Giith, Schmittberger, & Schwarze, 1982).

W T FER AP AR I 3R AT R R I, 2 BOR B FiE a2 MR I 2 P = AT IR, TS 45 el
Re e e . e, wRAo B AR EEA R 2R 2R I OB, XA R R gt i e
(A BT S5 5, MR RS MEELE IS R 1 Masahiko FERTFUR I, [RIRERISEEG 64T, AMALE
G 5T 18 (Impunity Game 1G)H1 RFE 48218 T 5 S AR I 2%, Xk — B Ui 7, 78 UG s AMEITE 48174
B T IRV R I A SN, FERAR I IG R, IMERTELEAT N 2 2 G 2, AR MR AP w1

3. IAAM I AT mEF

ARG TC 18 2 AE NS ARG Il 2 AE SN 2 th #AFAE IR G o I 50 38 A 0028 48 B 0 1% ) ik
TR . ARG N E TN L R Gi(Affective system)Fl 5 H I 1. R 4i(Deliberative system). ZFEiEIA
N, BRI LRGA S HNEHE, RMNIRAFEME 2 0EE, 52 magim, HEn LRSS
HIRVR, RN, FEATIEZ M EE (Evans, 2003). 5005 # (Bear & Rand 2016)15 H ATl /&

WAL RS FEZNML, IR T 42 B K Bii(Social Heuristics Hypothesis) i B A R IFAT A . %
R VLN A MRTE 484N AT N A& B 300 L (Ochsner & Gross 2005; Ditto, Pizarro, Epstein, Jacobson, &
MacDonald, 2006). R TTIEA — #8738 708 A AP 2 B0 TR 48N B slin TR 1 1 AP
il {2 )i (Controlled-processing Hypothesis). 1B UL A A TS AN AF, AN B SN2 H A1), fita T+
AN PRI R, TEAERIEIN TR FEh 8RB, #hmdE4eA A P4 (Stefan et al., 2011; Xl
KT, GKER, 75, XA, TH, & AW, 2016).

E N LRGN B3N T RS F SRR, T N LR SR dn Ld R sz s IR 52
Wi, T, ANEIRRE FTE R 22 RO SRR MR AEAS B B0 07 2R AR I B AP w T . BT E
AN A AN A ger 5 2O 42 8 R AR AT BT

3.1. BfE] PR

WHFE M AEAE UG AR5 SRS EATBR A o AR TR BRI AR R AN BE XS 73 T T S8 32E4T 78 23 1) A8
%, i Tl BN ARG T I B SN AT OB T B LI TR ZE 3B 2 AT (A RE A% X 23 PE T SR
ITHCBANIEE, SREB AT, R8I TR P47 S8 AT FUHR HAERS R SR, AT
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XFAN DA S-S 1L )31 465 22 0 A g ) R 1) )98 466 2 A7 A Y 35 22 J:(Wrright, 1974; Dominique et al., 2011).
Sutter, Kocher 1 Strau (2003)WF 548 HAEN A R AT, MEK A B2 a7 8 BIE 4R 5.

FEIS T R SRR T, — D7 T e N M SR AR — e W B SE BCA AR %%, o — T T A EM AT
AMAEFE AT R 7, THFEAMARIA RN BIR,  [RI TGy AT A T (9 S5, g R A A B SE R
HTEAESS o« ABAN[F A AL BEAH [F A 55 B 75 BT AL AN R, (5] XT isf 1B] & ) BRI s2 A7 AR 22 5%, I LA
IR ] R )42 H) A (R 00 07 2N, 78 53 2 R 38 A 22 e P X SIE B 285 SR ) S

3.2. INHfA T

H RITRIE 78 B 0 Agig 77 R 2oz e o e fger i 77 S0 1280y, BIEREAT I 28155 2 id
FE—ANAMEIET, TEREIMES E R ZEF . Hizh AR AES SRR, RIAH AR
3 8518 AR FICIZ B N F A ger 77 SO AN BESZ M AN A w3 #2 H 19 0 177 X (Dominique et al., 2011;
Benjamin et al., 2013). 2555 § 77 b A 142873 07 2, RIS 2 Aic E — D A 8 s
BEAT R 550 R b 75 2R I 58 B 123807 AR I 55 i ic 37 04213, fE58 %8 UG 1155
Ja, R BER BB 4 I, BT R 4 FRECTE R L. NS B D7 SRR RS e A A D S AR
hn 77 X (Haruno et al., 2014).

ot T BT TARCAZTE R 77 :ED n-back A 55 #HATINA A, o id iz e i —Fho7 =0, EAN
[ FROAIF 72 3 1E AR A2 55 0 N 25 B A7 /E 22 51 - Jonathan %5 A (201 )T 7 H n-back 52467630, KA M2
FEE AT N R AT 2-back A£5%, BERAMACKE W 3 (1 75 B RS 12 ST T R — AL
B R BGEAT B, AR R ST AL HEAT B0 0-back 155, BIEE BT B RIS H bR e, nH
PREIECA L7, WIFEFIT BRSO A L, <O WEZEE R, “7&” WAL, Soutschek 45(2016)
WAL RIFER N n-back HEAT TAEICIZHNEN ftar, ANIR] RS2 1200 70 R I R AL o SR (D7 e 7E
2-back 1E55H, AMATE XS LT HE R R RS 5 512 B0 1 R — M B REAR R BT ) W
L, T 0-back AT 55 HAMATE EHIW S 7T LI F RS T OV R TR, WEAREREN L7, HhERE
BT BN L RN, 75 WIEAS )W (Soutschek & Schubert, 2016).

TERIN T RS, HEAT AR s 32 B0 o TN T R G il in Tk f2 48, dhim s AMA T 2417
55 R ICE S I LI 77 58 e FEREAT RUE S5 S50y, H AT A SR RES -0 58 R 1) 2 24T H PR AR 5511
BATICAZ B RGO TN P AL B, ARTIX — 07 AN AT 7T AR S g AR h T I S5 AP E 2 57 . 4R
oot AL TP AR S AR CIZ B S5 B AN A A A i, 1207 O B b AR B v, (HAE R
PRSIt AR R RN AE — € R . TR 3 85 B TR U iC 2 e 52 T 55, RIEREAT H FME 55 72
R BB AR RS B, RS RN BE AT 425 1) HL S A BE AR T n-back f£55 .

3.3. INAHEH

I, BN R, F8ANARAE N Tl R Hoek B SR AN 0 2R A 45 1 BE T (Gollwitzer,
1999; Oettingen, Pak, & Schnetter, 2001). Oettingen Z5(2001)$82 H & B2 S4B 1T N IK 88, MAE T R sL AT
S FE B R B AR RS R 156 e AL B Ty ST iR Ut Bieleke 45 A(2017) Rt 7T s it i 07 vE R
PRI T FE AT P i o Wt 98 AR A4 5 B4 R B 1) 7 AL B e 3 1)t . A 0K B ik 9 L o T
AR TH, B CAEIHT IR RIS, EE A3 LA T TR, YHERFIAC
P PRERFEAT E FIr, BT SN L, UESKR B OAELE 2 1 B R Bk . i T B A
PRI T2 TR, AR T RN BRI SR R A i 2 AR, MESRE O
HAE, ANEphE). BFFTE I I U ] 7 SR AN N 7 AT e A
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FEX A PiFt i, C©AEMALRETURFHRHATRITH . MEERT RIS Z P A
[ (E SR L2 (0 AR 48 il s ELDEIN T AR -5 o 0N T 2R et ok SRV R [RIIN Ao HPAT 9,
TTASASRAT T b 45 R 32 PN I LR G s FOREBE SR K 5 A3 — T e (F 2, 227, & BXBERT, 2007).
FEMADRG e F LT, LRECM LRGN, XM 7R 2 IER M R (Kahneman & Frederick,
2002). [FIRGEAHFE IR, AP T RGN TI5 FARR, 8 FE— B, JEARRILE AR A
ARG, MIMLIT AR, A ReABl s t, mrRgE i LAREEPEAT Ju(Sloman, 2002). £ BAXUIN TELE
HFER IR E A TR EF AT R, RPN RGN LI A . AMABRER R, 22T
T BEUE G I A B2 &AL M ARBEE RSO T 4EY AT, Sl R W a TP CE, i ad
e IE A2 BLSE N 5 o N 2 8] 9 R

4. IR E

NVAREFRAE A SN TR B2 s, RN TR ARSI, R gk, AR
BT RED I AR FE R S, BIERTT AW B ahin Tk s T, HEitsiirik b
FFEZES

4.1. DPRFHMRT %

9038 22 SR FH S0 7 VA dE 2 it R AR B BEAT BRI, BP0 Gifef 2640, AR E I T R Gkt 5 H
M RAEWINTRG FHRBESIINL, EiZF4 N ERARAT AME, WERAMERSZ A A5 800 3CHF
ARSI, AMATE LA A TSN SR 23 8 R TR 2 P-4 IR 150 D) AN A8 D0 AS A
TRV T S0E 1 I A0 2235 30 AR FE AT e T, Knoch, Gianotti, Baumgartner £ Fehr (2010)%F 5045 H A5
JE X TG B SR A A AR, BEAE AT 2 X B A E B BRI, A D2 9 /D5 FH o AR
TRG SN L, XU AME B 3 RN A AN B E N Z#F R R C R AT TIRA,
T 2 R R TMS)PLEL BT AT 52 J2 S5, MR AN A~ 3 BE I 45 48 % P IR (Kinoch, Pascual-Leone, Meyer,
Treyer, & Fehr, 2006).

AR T FAERT APl i C07 s TIR I, 3 TANEIZE 8, TReR B T R EA
—H. Bk, WL FOTVES G, A OIS SRR, B AAMREEAT A ST O B R SR IO (I
KRR IX, T R Ge 0 AR A~ 4 0 07 sUREAT Re, 3 EL AT UM DA 280 ) 8 B 50 DA R0 A7 A o) 2
FHIRZ M AT IR FUANRIR

BEAL, AU AMA L i 4 PRI 78 7 2K P 1) e JE RRE 17 2R e i 1 2, 2D A
B =TI N A e SRR SR R BB MR AP, RS EERC, B K&
HERE, DNREZEAMEXS T ARG EMESE . B 5 o] DL SR s MRS = 5 &5
JEI0F X A PR i A .

4.2. RIEBEFHMEER

W E RN TEAS N, MR AP AT AN, MEZE R — DA 2R R A
WHoHR, A PRLF 2 B A AAAEAN F B AR UL, o — AN E R AME A S E R A, St
AR B T A, 28 H BAMER R TN AN %6 (Bieleke et al., 2017; Haruno et al. 2014). i & 7E X A FAm LT
R, XRH AR T & S 7 AR, EEXUIN THEIR T, SR AR E U 7 2R
g 7 U] 52 AR BN 07 30 R, HL i AR BH A I AL AR 5 e A% 37 A L S AR BRI R
FEEE o AN RN R0 JRUAS A A B 0 L 87 7 22 S, AMARTE N TAB Bk B v, 23 3 A A Bl S R b (WitKin,
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1950), UAFMRLESS BT RE T, i T BIAMES IR SAMEL ZOuTE T, A Sn MR 2K
IR FI R R R T BB AMALE MO SR AT S BEAT 780 IR 825, T b s BN B B AR TE (7767 B
& I3, 2001)0 B LABUAAMR B IN T EF AR, B FUE A8 LU RN G fig 5 20O AN 05 Ak AT 121
W, N5 RS BIK — AR A .

B2, TGRSR R LA AT AT R MR B 3 R BEE R AR I LA R, AR E T
XUZR G BRI % AT TR o AR SO 21 (i S (RO BIE TV SR RN iy kgt AT 1 bk, £ H S )
101 S B SN S R i £ 0 B w2t ) 2 723 = SN B [ S0 [ D v

B O

W E X AR RS TIE @ H% 5 50902110).

SE 3k

XTI, 3KER, A5, XIREF, TH, AMQ016). FlairRIGHEP LT NN A SNEE: GEERR Y OFEFH
FE 24(12), 1897-1906

D, HER, NAEH, REE, PEKFEQ013). #ESU R AT KA. OB R AR 21(2), 300-308.
INE, ZELF, FRBEFI(2007). RFEMILMDN ARG —— B K RAREM AN RE. OHFIFZIRE 15(5), 721-726.

R, FREAR(2012). AFINT RSB Sk E ERP FIEYE. O ZF#7R 44(6), 197-806.

B, 2R, RE, XFERL, SHH(2016). fTNETTEF ISR, O FEH R 24(10), 1613-1622.

g R, #71°F2001). WHIRME AR, OFEFIF, 24(3), 326-329.

TRER, B4, e, XECE, LHH2018). MG EMHEZR R ARG BT RN, O HFIFZHRE
26(2), 319-330.

TR, XK Q014). BJEEMEIRFRIRVE. MLy LR 5798 27(2), 30-33.

TKHR(Q2013). FEAEG (BT 2 - T I -G 7T, TR S, R RIS

JARERR, $HHE, BE2015). Lo EEERN A T KA AT NI ENUR. OB 577 45575, 13(5), 591-598.
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