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Abstract

Using economic and love decision-making questionnaires, the paper examined the decision-making
risk preferences of Chinese college students for similar and dissimilar people under high and low
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power. The experiment examined the role of power and similarity in the choice of participants for
decision-making tasks. The results show that under the two tasks, the sense of power has no sig-
nificant influence on the decision-making decision; under the economic task, the interaction be-
tween power and similarity is significant, and the low-power participants are more risky for dis-
similar people. High-power participants are not significantly different for similar and dissimilar
decisions. In the love task, a decision-making task with a low consequence has a high risk score
compared to a decision-making task with a high severity of consequences. Compared with similar
studies, this study focuses more on “others” when discussing self-other decision-making, divides it
into similar and dissimilar others, and adds a new factor—sense of power to explore the differ-
ences of different sense of power when individuals make decisions for others, which is closer to
real life.
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1. 5|8

FEAES, AN 2@ BSE G KRR E), A TE S — 28 5 O DR ), S A
SHEHCANERIPET . SEBR b, AR V2 I RSE IS, WASCBEAEZ TR, BTN TSR,
FEINNERR, BN AR ITRZESE, 3R (Decision-Making) #t & M2 77 Rrp i 38 . KU o 3R
(Risk decision-making) . 2 [f 0] 185 2 AN e R R I A0 e (AR 9%, 2006).

FERAT R PRSI, AMEAML ST R T R AT E R 2R, 222 &P &N R =0 . AT
FEART R E IR PSR S0 o3 IR AL DA K R SR AT 55 1) S 7™ B 13X = PR R AE MM
Dyt N R S 1) 520 o

1.1. NAFERKHIER

TEPRSE, BT REE AL SR )(Powen) AT, WRFEE MU AFIERE . — PR, 403
FGER TR — Fh 5 #28 B(Galinsky, Gruenfeld, & Magee, 2003), EIRUAKHET — & Mkt S sdtnt, t
n b SRR SR A AR AN 5k, 1818 O KER BB S — A E
——DHEEN, XEWEN A R BRSO Aar L i, el DHERA—FO RS, #OSFE
TR SR B BITE, — AR IR e E S Bk 5 4 H SR 4 ) s A N AR RIAT
(&5 R I J1(Keltner, Gruenfeld, & Anderson, 2003),

LR A B AR TE T R tH I —Le B RAT 9, mk ) B T B 5 XU e A B2 R (B A 2
FEEL, KRR, 2016). XERERDKINBRESEGETRRE DT, HS&E, oFF, 2014); BTN AR
IWENS R T RHEAT I ROE A (B 2=, B 2, 2013), BB TGN 3 [ AU G sy, 58 R 0] 2%
SR A OB S B, MERBUL NEVCX T, @B MEEARE G2 MARE RS, T
7575, TAEIK, 2016).

SHEANTN X LSBT T FR . Keltner 25 A (2003 BB RN AT NGB . I Bk 4E &, 1R
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WA “Heir - PRI 7 o BB - BRI R SR 2 B0E AMR 4T AR & St (behavior
approach system, BAS), FT AR B AMATE 25 533 & BV F AR b R R 250 H 22 EJH AR IR R s RISt mT A
o il AL AMA IR 4T M) 2 45 (behavior inhibition system, BIS), {4 A J/ Ay /b %o 453 e B AE §17 1) [0 36
PLEE MG 4 - Guinote (2007)8EH T 471915 352 58 £ 318 (the situated focus theory of power), ZERRHE H
IR NN AT 9 RETE T R, T2 s AU AR REAE A R L T AR 4 52 2 5 00 46 PR 3 AR DG 145 &
FEHATIN T, DAHE 5 A A 5 1 55 B SR AR AT (AT $81 BE 77 . Magee 11 Smith (2013) MIPAH4A 7 250 i e
/K>F- 212 (Construal Level Theory, CLT)& &K, LM T AU “A2EEEHW” o ZEIRIA A SR 2
Wk ISR S, BT LS ME R A S BE R T, MR B, O BRI R R, FEVRSE T,
A AT S A A T B

Toie BA BB AT A P ARRAN D AE AR e S b VR, JLERAR Y, iy 2 A JRUG: e S o 4 1) -
REIEIT, a0 “ Bl - f A7 hm U RS A AR AR R, B R AR R, 1S
B2 AT RRAEAE B CREAE R S i 25 3, RIS — & 1 AU

1.2. ABRMBIEXTREREI RN

R HIL TR R F 2 “ BREGMARE” , Mak, B2 RHRE RERX A — “H
- MNVSRESR” , WA AT E AR A RNy B A N PSRN 1 22 57, o, B A
FnE 2 O EE B AR . O BRER SRR M B RS AN B PRS2 Tl R R SR B AR ARG
T AF RO BEFE B (Polman & Emich, 2011; Trope & Liberman, 2010).

I B 9 HhonT O BRI B PR 4 2 R I AR 4 B FRANMB N PRl A (B R SE I (Lu, Xie, & Xu, 2013),
X E 3 - A KRR “HE” RIEABERE, XKT7, NI, SR, X%, 2014), EEE
BB B RARIAE NS N Z AR R R, B AARHE T 9 AABALE SRR “Ab N7, Fedth A 53 AR et
NEAMCUEN,  CA BT 7RI UNE GEA B BN B R 5 AR OHEBEE LI, 2016).

Heider (1958)K NBRAHAMETE A FAMA Z B IS FE AN PEREAE AR AU AN TS SRR, (5] 22
MR B TSR MR B R AR &R, InsR @R, i/ NBrfE R . AR BR SR UG, AU 245
TS NZIa) 0 FRER B, S A AR i, AN 8] (R0 BRER B3, MR B 22 (0 F RS B3R AE,
B RE KT . A BEFLR T, AHEBCT RN, SR AR B N AT XU o SR B8 B B (K 55, 20145
KA, 2017).

1.3. FREEMIRRAIRN

WA V2RI, AMERMNRES T i A —, XA T G R E AR RTS, A
SUEIE . 5 R E R AR R S SRR NV AEAE I B 520, smm iR, 5 SR R ([T R UK,
FF575, 2018).

Stone I Allgaier (2008)BF R, AMATE G B M™ HE KR FAL S R EIRST, 785 RA ™ E R FET
FHEER . AERUKNIEETS 75 (2018)FE N S 2 g serh ORI 7RI S5 3. Sti 25 N (2020) B #R i A
7] 2 B8 RO T oA N PRSI s, 25 BRI, (EAR NS BRI4 i (5 B0 5, # i H 38 2 Rl AT A
(HFHIER), X—LRETIN COHEE” FRARKAL, B, A OB, sl &8 ErEsE
FE ARSI, A 58 2 R d AT A .

WEFL U RIX AT B A AA TR RS 4512k PO (1) 4 Jii A % (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), T fE $ ™
HEHYEEPAES, MRS BT HN R LS 2 MERRTED. HH, ERMARER, MEhTFH0
HORRF KRR, SN RARE N, 0232 B 572 A& (Lerber & Tetlock, 1999), T4&,
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1.4. EIRRRYERH

BT UL, A EERFBOTEAIERT , KA AS R Al N GRABME S AL ) B XU
RAMAT o RAE MR HE: AN AR, METRGE, AU AR
SRR, K 58 2 (A5 P ve A R AT (B BE 22 PR s P i R0 JELRALE , SR ) oA ) AT A DA A 382«

B 10 U LUARBE N RS E

8L 2: AU SARKUT T8 AL R S SIS 52 5

B 3: FEARRUBARIZRAE T, AU IE AURBCE R SRR i 3 2257, AR A M A% 1T
T HETHRBT I, U PSRE INE s

B 4: f£)5 RymEER KRS, SIRBUIE A N R E R AR E; )5 8™ BIERAES +,
METARKT I B 138 AR N R 5558 E

2. LI
2.1. SCIEE/Y

WITEL PR Z RSB (AN MRS B R, thEE NS B O R A e S5 I XU f 265 1) 22 5
2.2, #iR

I AR R AT R S0 . SRR 201 4, $ZPUF EAMARAERIBR R & 1)
AR KL 2) fERIESY, ERIEET 18 MNMAlEN, HEARTH. AeBiEMEES 58
HAFFRTE; 3) 7RIS “HULAE” F AR A I, 3HS AA 58 E AR . 08 H AT,
HEHOMHKA “Hhm” , 5EHOHBIER S “HIn” B0 EES 58 AR R

AR 92 4y, FIRAG N 109 4y, EFAEEARAE, HPF 18 A5, 91 Lk, 7y
IS 20.84 £ 1.65 %o LR ANYA, FHd @B s SE 20 N SBOTIRARIZE 3L 28 N5 (KAL)
AL EE 29 N ARAUIRARIA 3L 32 A

2.2. {USFFHAR

2.2.1. PEREIAA R

RHATKE XIKFS, INRINEE N AR AL 5 ASAR U B3890 J5 i(Byrme, 19715 fRbids, i
i, 2011), KRS A LR R+ 75T A IR 2 17 26 Bl (Sixteen personality factor questionnaire, 16PF) &3
EEA, D R IR PR AR . SRR ERRE T 6 MAEMNAGYERE, B REE. BON
PEV RESRPE. BHOLPE. ZREME. MRBEME. B4R BA 1 EME, L e EMHE, MHEME AR Z
R B, A BRIEEMA FE 2 T 5 TERONT TAE; By RN 5% im0 Bl A 2 20 ol B 37 2 17
TAE) . HAE AR AFA AR UAd A A

AR S O TR A I, A E T T B 4 R A AR B BRI SRR, DA B G b A AR BL
AR )48 B SRy “20AE - T o BRSE R 6 TEMNAME, ARAE I H P AR
A, EARMETEEEE SRR, FHARFEAHL S AR AT RS .

AHBAZEAT N HRIE TR A 5 B CARBUE A A G N RS A 5 B Sk #)LF 58 2 AH ) A
BRI 5 B AL & (G ARSI 5 B ik L 58 A A E) .

DR A A ek A et T A Ad S A N RS RN, WOREEAT ) 25 (R4 2 BE A
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22.2. WARBHH

AHFFL K H Chen, Lee-Chai £ Bargh (200 1) FIRIEAS RAT 55, LI X2 F B 12 x 12 PIBFHERE,
BORBAA RS BB R R AR 1S . DU RESL 18 ANMEE, X TR s, 18 AN
A 13 NSRUTE R, sl mElsE, 5 S AMERIE O, AR A =5 R TRBUT R SRR,
18 M 13 MR ERIE K, WA KIS, 5 5 A2 k.

2.2.3. REREKEE

AR T BT PR S R, BB TR AE T A B E T T .

S i3 R A U AT 7] W) A AT PPAG TR, U BRIAR “8HES5 7 o WU 1) 5 3L 648 10 K
B H RS ARSI H AP AIE ST 58 — R IR I, RIATRES R 53k as, — Al JE XU Y
HEIe E 15 7 AR E F KSR U N R R IR « 1Z GBI A B — Bk R 8 o= 0.88. XD £
5T ASFIBU AR A AR AL P SR PR XU i 4

WA R TR, XTI, FMNRINEE NS Beisswanger 55 A (2003) H) LSS AR FAESS, EA
TRIAR RS o BEREIE 3L 10 NEH, KR s e EEEREH (o = 0.67)8 5 MK
A R H (0= 0.76). BN H #A XSS A2 A P AN I, fem s KX 10 S H BEHLHESIZH AR
%G, B RS s 5 10 B Bk U R R . MR TR, WEAEFIMA T “Ja R HE L
AT HEE, AR UL A 55 45 R A LA _E AR AT BLdE — 2D PR AN R B TR 9 AN TR AR UL b A 35
B RS

2.3. SEENEST

LGRS R 2 BUEAL: WU MERUTT) > 2 (RRAUTESRAL: AAUASFI D) B il se g it 3t
rh R R AR 2 B PSR IR RO AS [RAR UL At A R SRS 1 S 24550

BRARSS KM 2 (BURAEL: BRI D) > 2 (AU SERY : AACUASARALL) x 2 (JF Rk /i)
MR G Sei i, b A S R AR AR R 2 R 3R ) 4 LA [FLRH A PEAT N R SR ) BB A5 2

2.4. LETEFF

FERERRRNE, POkTEsii6 e 252 MmN B iR AN o).

PR ESRMADNNIEAE L, BRI b, REAERKAESE, RIF5Em 6 ER- IR,
I BARBARAARGE AR NGR4T, 5 F H SRR SR AL, BlFERSH S A Ok
FEARUR NI VERS SRR s A BUERAE T, #0255 5 8 SRS A RS BLI B PEAS OB i) o

R BENL 2 R B HAMEREU 4L, 20 3 BEAT AR L A ) J8 3 (R B AT U R 3l AR
AT IR B . BOTRBIERUG, ERBAAE 9 MR LR A CIAEBUIRIIR . 1 &Rk
WA, 9 R ARG,

RJGHATRTE . WEARF R RF, MR, ol E NS B CrER AU NZEAT 3k, A
ASEAE T, B EON S A ORI N EAT 3. 0 T SR AL 55 1 sk Al N\ ok SRR A 1B 1615

P

3. &R

SR B JE B AT Geit, 45 BRI AL AU /3 (M = 5.79, SD = 1.63) K T
WAHM = 6.42, SD=1.64), t=2.00, p<0.05, Cohen’sd=0.40, XA L X AT B 5hZA %%
o
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B SRR AT T AT R AR ST 10 'E A5 0 T RO AR e 2 WA 1.

Table 1. Risk scores of each experiment condition

F1. EXREHTERSD

ZATS RS
Al ARABLE

M SD M SD
LELPRIEUN 3.70 3.13 4.65 241

=)
NELPRIEUN 5.00 3.28 5.79 2.63
LELPRIEYN 1.86 1.83 483 1.79

(8]
NI PRIEYN 6.25 3.65 5.22 3.38

DB EAFNE N B, LA, MRS WE RSS2 alE AR, BT 2500 2
Mrah R EoR:

LUATS T, B ERNALE F(1,105)=0.24, p=0.62>0.05; FLPERENEZE, F(1,105)
=22.85, p<0.01, 1> =0.18, BT HUE N (M =2.61, SD = 2.59), HRX AN (M = 5.67, SD =3.51)
BEAT G5 AT 45 XU pe S i 5 B o BT AR AL 1028 ELAE F 2.2, F(1,105) = 6.74, p=0.011<0.05, =
0.06. HE—25 7 Hrfa] RN R BH . ARBU A NA Ut A (M = 6.25, SD = 3.65) Lt A ALt A (M = 1.86, SD
= 1.83)EHAT A FAT 55 A v S B B B, F(1,105) =31.33, p=0.00 <0.01; =B 72 AR A (M =
3.7, SD = 3.13)AIAM U (M = 5, SD = 3.28)fE AT A THL 55 R Y sk i B [ 197> 2 7 A B3, F(1,105)
=2.11, p=0.15>0.05. {EMLIKMHT, mAIHBERM = 3.7, SD = 3.13) IR 18 (M = 1.86, SD =
1.83) At A pe 5 58 5 [, F(1,105) = 4.28, p = 0.041 < 0.05; AL T, @ k(M = 5.00, SD = 3.28)
FUEB A BR (M = 6.25, SD = 3.65) At NiEAT E AT 55 Mk SR I 5 Z R AN B3, F(1,105) =245, p=
0.12>0.05 (Z WL 1),

OARLMEA  EAFELUEA

EloEyiy
o = N w » v a ~N

1) (%]
B

Figure 1. The interaction between power and similarity in economic
task

B 1. £FEFSTRASRUMERNRZEIER

SRHD Spss16.0 HEATSE M1, 2455 T VRS RLA0 IS 7™ PR RO 08 AT 0T, K
SrTADHRIRAE 2 2.

LB R AR (A B LA B, RS A 55 05 R TR B P A, RS E %5
BN, TSR AT 4R

mI
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Table 2. Risk scores of different severity of consequences in love task

=2 BEASTRERFENEETRNERS S

RS
R HiE B R =
M SD
= 1.65 1.18
HfLUA "
% 3.00 1.52
B -
= 1.86 1.58
AR
& 3.93 1.56
= 1.59 1.18
AU A
& 3.24 1.24
kL =
X 15 2.31 1.89
AR
& 291 1.94

TERBAT ST, o R B RN 22 F(1,105) =77.76, p=0.00<0.01, n°=0.43, ¥R
J 7 E M (M = 1.88, SD = 1.53) 78 H bbJa 5™ SR H (M = 3.28, SD = 1.63) B K370k AU
(1) RBVAR # F(1,105) = 0.14, p = 0.71>0.05; FHBUEF) 3508 A 22, F(1,105)=2.18, p =0.14 > 0.05;
BAFFRUE B9 22 BAF AN, F(1,105)=0.52, p=0.47>0.05; J& %™ AR TR HAF A &
%, F(1,105)=3.33, p=0.07 > 0.05; 5 R/ EREEZ5MHUMERZ BEERA R, F(1,105)=0.28, p=0.60 >
0.05.

S B AR S AU AR AR HAR R 3, F(1,105)=7.69, p=0.007<0.01, 1*=0.07. 3
ST AN R B FERBOIEMAIESR T, #al vt N sknt, 755 RmE W =3, SD=0.36)if
E ™ B (M = 1.65, SD =034 HEEK:, F(1,105)=13.35, p=0.00<0.01; fEEBAEMHLEET,
PR A N PSRN, 1E 5 ™ EAER(M = 3.93, SD = 0.30)i} o™ i (M = 1.86, SD = 0.29) 5§ %,
F(1,105) = 13.35, p = 0.00 < 0.01; FEARAL T mABUE 5 T, B M NSRS, 78 5 SR ™ B (M = 3.24,
SD = 0.30)i} L™ A =(M = 1.59, SD = 0.28)F B E [, F(1,105)=29.10, p=0.00<0.01; 7E/RAIIEAH
EEE T, Bk b A s, 785 R E (M = 2.91, SD=0.28)i Lt E M E (M =231, SD=0.27)
I E K, F(1,105)=4.13, p=0.045<0.05. &2, £ BN s, ol Ny, 785 %™
HVEEARE, AT E RS WA 2).

45 1 R
p\_ﬂ:’
4 4 [%.‘11 O/ EdEE WA
35 -
3 4
2.5 4
2 4
15 -
1 B
0.5 -
0
FAL T FAR L FALIEARALL AT AR 1 AL S EAR

ZiES

Figure 2. The interaction of the seriousness of the problem with similarity and
power in love task

B2 TEEFTHEETEMSHEUMENR NN EER
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HEE

J& S A AT S, SRR IR N PSR TG R 2 2 R TR AR B 2 A AR N ) o 7E )5
RIEEMEARRAES T, AR, SO RRRTC B3 £ = F(1,105) = 0.27, p =0.61 > 0.05; A
FIALZEAE T 5 B XU vk S 58 B I F(1,105) = 6.01, p=10.02 < 0.05,

4. g
4.1. WMAOAEOE T FEFES R RLR D

ELTATLS T, RIMBTESHEE 7R BEAER, BUEAU I AR N 3T 48 AT 55 XU
PSR SN E RS, SR H AL S ARl N SRS IFTC 35 22 5y MRS, im0 e i N ik
ITETHATL SRS E R, AHLEET, SRR AN R KT B 2R . X5/RE=82A
— B, RWARACE B, AM M AR T AR 03P B Sz, (PR o T oL B R A
IS, AR A e S BN E R BT AUk, HOAR B N S A A AL h N 3
T2 S, XA e A S I B R AR B TR a0 B B B e, T~ A ) O B AR SR RS
G, AT LGS O BR R B At A PR3k, A AR B A A FAS AR ABM At N PR SR T0 B 2 72 o 9 FLRE
R HAEAL TS LR, KIAEARMINSEAE T, @B NS B R, X A0 1 EiE
TIX— R AR —, EIEBOTA ERBO A N RSEE I . AL e, IRERYL, ARSI (2014)7ER
GRS ORI T AR IS, B SRR I MR L, AU ARSI B B, 5457 (2015) B FthAs
B 7 AH [F] ) 45

BARTEPIFIT 55 BB AR R BB I R, (BELFAES PRI TR SN BEER, 8%
RS RO E P E R . ARSI =E L EAEH R E . AR, Bl B3l 71,
WHTFZHTERN, SO TR B AT A B, BRI R I 238 X Af
e A& DR N 2 HiTBH 90 2 28 S0 ) JE 3ot 108 B RS RE R, T AEAHE i, B8l 77 /8 shoxt 1
AN E NGRS 0 o A N RS ] BEAE AR e B 1 REE R  TAE, B PR SE R BN PSR AT R AR
Ja R KA SRR/ N, ZRE 3, 2005). FEARTEY, BEADNR N RIEEBCE B RS, X HaER N
FERMNRRES, MEH T FHHRE KRR, SN RAREm, 2252 B0 57 % A& (Lerber &
Tetlock, 1999), T7&, AN RFHIGE. AHFAERY], MM NRFER, 4k B C2x ik
%5 BRI TR K (Leonhardt, Keller, & Pechmann, 2011), #ATREW/D B BAT RO 5%, 2014).

MAERZAES T, EW KF| “JEREME” X —HE, FdE—Px “FRMEE” « AL
BT AT T

4.2. BEESDHRREEMIRREFN

KIS R AR ST H e R AR SR R S AT A, SR, AEEARS T, H ™
FPEREE BN 2, e R EEEARKE H B R e, XS EsY 8. BH R AR A,
A st Ik 2 5 5 BRI R SEAR R A, Bl DA m] B S AT 48 J5 R ™ AR 55 B
i

T H - EERR . B SARNE = R EAR B, RGO v N v sk, AR H Ja R
FEEPEEARI, EHE T ER, XM TR 8. BRI A, LIRSS RIE R W] JE B E I S L
T AR AN RN O 2 S, ERE RSy A S AR AR AL T, i A
U AP, SR E R TE R E R AU ARSI, KILRBUE R E R, X4
REEBN . BAES m R EE RN, ol T HER 2 ZRMIBURE R, OB R R R
T3 A b NSRRI AU T ORSFa HE T0S AR S5 A R AR AR, TR, SRR H

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.112064 578 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.112064

RIBAE, O

THOHPE T, ENAAMPME N RN W B K MMM S, MRk R ROE RS
Wehskh Z IR AERES, A S AU H RS+ -

4.3. FRRMFEHA—DHRITHEE

B, AR RN R MR AR S AR H B s SR AT, SRS, T LR
AR P R PR SRAT S AT L, ST At A

HFZ W R A B RN LSRG A [F R I, Qi 22 22.(2017) F 7 158 R SR AT 55 0 78 K I
AN AN R SR B BEAGT ) T B B 4 s AR (2019)TEAT S5 AN I SR AR N SR At 2 B B i
AT 5 I A 2 I e A B 2 IR 55 o T 18 R 22 IR B TN A N SR I 2 R 3 SR ST AT
PRI 4 P e 23 £ SN OR S IR I, AE4 TR i, R AMA Sy B 3R DA [F) A N o SRR AT 0T B
I

FLUk, AHIE 5 b 32 S8 A T P E BB DN 2 15 8 Sl IR AR, AE R I FE ]
DA FH A B ) 07 Qe 2 15 JR S AU I8, TS ST I 6 25 45

B, A2 R T IR AR S WA AR, BYEEGN TR E R, Lotk
i FERsFIEBTE(ESESE, LFEE, ™Ed, skik, 2019), Beisswanger 55 A (2003) W K IIERZAL45 L,
BN E R . B EAR G e T B A R A R, B R, o T SR s E
B, AT oM B R R (Shan et al., 2012; 152, & AE, sk L9, HnNaE, 2010), {HE TR T
PERRAA R, SECLETE 91 Hicil, 18 KB, ik BENHEER, BAARHEEITY
PER B TS . BT DAMEZ G BBttt mTRAEs S R R, 2F— 20 BOAR Tl g A (R AH AL it N o 5 1)
AR

B, AT A2 P B R T80 6 1 07 R RIS S B B, JF HLagkAT 1o s O i, R
AT R LSS H AR A S IS S B (R IUE, PR, IR, 2018), MBS E R A T
B B CPEEVEL TR E R R A, (RIS Db A R A R R (R R DL R i R A A 2 A
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