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Abstract

Prosocial risky behavior refers to taking risk for helping others, which has the characteristics of
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prosociality and risk-taking. Researchers can not only use the questionnaire method to evaluate
prosocial risky behavior, but also use the adapted lowa Gambling Task, Game of Dice Task and
Probability Gambling Task to evaluate prosocial risky behavior. This paper will review the re-
search status of prosocial risky behavior from the perspectives of connotation, measurement and
influencing factors, so as to provide reference for the localization of prosocial risky behavior. Fu-
ture research can further clarify the connotation and concept of prosocial risky behavior, innovate
measurements and delve into the impact mechanism of prosocial risky behavior.
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1. 3]

AR, CONMBNER” AL AE RS2 RS HESE . WA R E I AT BA BRAT
TR T “ARAFICEI” , BIAARAES RRT Lo E A ik & 1 Ao S B B A, BAK
PEG AR SRR I “WAT” BRSNS “& AN IRNE EAATEAT - E8, HEtaE
K47, B R TR AT AR A TTAME B O ), Ffe B SRS R B B VR 947 9(Do et al., 2017; Skaar et
al., 2014).

—HUCk, HFERWHIANE “BRIEW” 1—0, 2S5 2000, Boh 28 S8R E K
7 M(Corno & de Paula, 2019; Arnett, 1999; Hall, 1904). #ll1, Kk H H LMW G FLIGATSSHIEIE R A, &SF
B2 —MEDERA IR (Casey, 2014). RN, MJLEBFEM, MERSEH 21T N2 &%
(Eisenberg & Fabes, 1990), Ffi# F0% FIKAMASRILH E 2150 2. SEMIEIE % 554217 (Nancy et
al., 2007). XK ERFF . INHISH R R 20 0B  BG DL S SRR 7T 1) 85 R B, T A ) B B AT 9 A
FARR ) S A 2247 MR T [R] R RG22 [E1 B8, 171 52 13X — By Bopi 48 [l B O S AL I s, B B 47 9 A
AL AT NTETTF I RS (Telzer, 2016). HIL, $BRT D ERA 2B RAT NN 5 & E MR
AL B8R A 22 A 3 B A4S R @(Do et al., 2017; Armstrong-Carter et al., 2021; Viapude et al., 2016).

EARE SR, DR 2ot AT N B AT AN R SLI, DO foAoe, B, B
BB R S AN AL I S D B B AT N (Laible et al., 2014; Telzer et al., 2013), X 7E—EfAEE FAR T 5%
HaH5 B RIEERR. 1 HATC T 6402 B AT A2 K 2 1 78k 2 WA RIER 5L 95 77 TN T+
AT . NMEE M EARRGEF R 2 5% (Armstrong-Carter et al., 20215 25281, 2018).
4, Armstrong-Carter 25(2021)K H HidiEx R B EE 1) 212 B2 EFDHE14~17 S)MEFATHE AL, KK
2R A AR RN e S EE D EM AL 2, OB R ST A, IS RN g
PR 2T N EEARE R #2725 (Gardner & Steinberg, 2005; Chein et al., 2011; Telzer et al.,
2015; Guassi & Telzer, 2018) 141 % 15 155 N (2021) 75 % 82 [ FEAE 0 Sk pE 2 B AT A RIE B Fe
W, FEESERN— R A 2R, RS R AR M 2 SRt B RAT N, DURAR A £ ) 2%
VPAEGN, 1Tt B Ot REE IR R I, 207 E KR A2 A Fead #2 4 T Re (2 AR
MRS (Schriber & Guyer, 2016), {EXF T B B 151G 2> 2 (8] A AH ELAE F an] sz e 75 248 (R S AT e R ko
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WHFTdaH, SRR E AT N A HE AR fEBE A K Bl il (Wood et al., 2013), dHE 3 HiK
AR () ) A U0 1% T 3R A5 A 2 AT R ) A 4% % (Skaar et al., 2014), LK E B/ A il 1L 87647 AT LLg /b
ZIE AT AR R A= (Jenkins & Fredrick, 2017; Smolowski & Evans, 2019). K, #FEMSEWAT NHIR
M AL 1) B A B R S

BIRRAL 2 B RAT AR H R I AL TR B B, B GRIR Bl A A B CARE RS T 78 e
TREAE NIRRT E AN AL 23R A T — S8 ERAE . JE T 00, ASOR IS . 27
FAME AL S LA A A S B AT, DB SR B RAT NER B A LA .

2. FHEERITHOHKE

SRtt2 H K (prosocial risky behavior, PRB)¥& A5 Bifth N1 25— A RS HI17 A(Do et al., 2017), Ul
HONN BEE S L RAER AT NS, BRI AR 45 SR B R AT N (Viapude et al., 2016). Do
ENQOIT)IR HSEH 2 B RAT AT N LB © METERATE FZEH R, A
REH R @ XFATAZRE UK RN, Bl 2t atEmREe T g Sk b
. 15 RS,

BAME, Aafr MM EEZR AW, HEEG S8REHE) VIR — DN, XM IZ
BT EEGER B SR REL oAb, ERASEAH AT N, A0 B S ARG — A AR50 1R,
AR AT RESR B Ay BAREUE IR R, WA X B O AR RS B B AN AR R, AN
AR B RAT AR (Do et al., 2017).

2T S A RE BRI [E] 28 SZ B EAT 9, ks T ] 130 2 23 DA AT Rt R K 5 SR AT 4 AN ?
S —BM S, Rk EEE A A WA, IR RS2 S B ABRIR? i 2B 2¥ 0 k% miR?
XA, SErk 2 B R i SRS R B I R P AT Ak B R B i =, R TRIB v R
SKEE AR, BRIHR T e FE SR AH By R Bl Ak oo A KRG o (A R RS, X IR RS ES R R AN, RN AE
G — D ANBATRE AW e A AR e R, 0 CRME— I 58 B 5 — A N S A A oK
(R RLRE, XV 2 PRB HUEK . RIS SE At 2 B B gt AT W FC R T I, 75 [R5 28 R I S Bl 7 o

3. FHLERITANMARER

ST i BRI H i, DA IR SR PR RIS B0 Pt St 22 AT AT . A
H A W A T

3.1. ME*E

Skaar %5 N(2014)%w il 175 /D58 1 2 (i B 5 XKL AT Jy B R (PHARBS) ISR AL 22 B AT r B3R %
Fe TG D AEREAL S B IRAT A L 682 ZEE M E DMK, AEREE 7 EEH,
KM 3 mit ik, WEE—EEREON 0.70. Viapude 55 A (2016)KH] PHARBS Hi 254t 2 B R AT 8 70 S0
221 2 SRV D ERE AL B AT AT VR, RIS BRI 5 A I R) 5t 2 B IRAT N
ZAAFAE SRR, X HE— P UESE T2 B R EA BRI HE U

P TS IE B ), 155 N (2020)%F PHARBS 2r &R AT T AR LA, 1Z8F 5L 1409 4 rp [ A
HERNBAR, BITENEDERESERAT NERE S 6 RH, K 5 ftaik, WE—3k R
N0.72. [8KE 3 MG, XA 359 Zgak fRREHT I, SR ERZERAE RIFHRENGEE.

Armstrong-Carter 55 NQ021)HFK T8 =L TH TSRS BRAT ANER, SEHSERT E
#(Prosocial Risk-Taking Scale, PSRT). iZiff 7L LA 867 & K E SR K H/DHF MR, R0 E 6 EHEH,

&
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KA S stk WIS R (omega = 0.80). {ERHJG 1 FE(N = 776)M1 2 (N = 743)HIBE VT H R, 1%
BRAA RGPENGE. HRERI, SRS BRAT A SR mn ., HERREFREEMEL, 5
TH AR E B AT AR XS 25 AR ARG, X SR L 45 SN PRB A SR A T E— B e, (HR %R R AT
TERURE V2 A A2 11 v A

3.2. LGk

wERTR, Tz TR R B, AT AR TR AR i iE X, SRR 2 R
FOURUIG: o FBIAT 25 %) o2 4k 2 ' W4T kAT B (Kwak et al., 2014; Braams et al., 2014; Braams & Crone, 2017;
JHELEL, 2020), ALHEC JE B2 A R AT % AR TAT S AR R I AT 55

1) oo i IR 52 Aar S TEAE 5%

R LI AT 553 54t 25 B AT AT B 2 Kwak 25 A(2014), o J5 1 5% A HE N i AT 4%
RN : fEXAMES S, B RAEEE TR — DB R R, gl DUE R — A4
AR AR AN N (RIFEIE) 2 st U, 45 B ORI KR . XT38 a3 A, SRl 245t 50, (H
FE— LAy, B 25 B 75 Z A HH AR (B 2K 25 50 B 75). AEsKAh A s S s R SR AH 45
HIEE R, JERETE 2.25 3 25 Z 08 & 10 YORIEH 5 KBRS, S8R 250, H Ik RAF#E 25 250.
TR, BRI E 2 100, — SR 4s H 52K TE 150 2 350 Z (RBP4 2% 150, 200+ 250
300 5 350). £ BoRVEFETE 2250 & 250 Z (. A 10 KARIEH 5 BRI, B8N 1250, FE
R R 250

2) ok JE AT 5

e o B T AE 55 (Braams et al., 2014; Braams & Crone, 201 )RR 1%4F 55 B SR ok 70 45 i
Mg R, Wi E s A AR . SRIEMIMER 2 50%. AFE =M R 0 f oA #/ME m
AT DA g B A, =R AT DA = AR T I, A S o AN T T AR B A,
WO E O Bl BRI A UL RESE 53 A AT 30 DRI LI X% o

3) g AR I AT 5%

T ERVEERAFAEA R Ak, T SLL(2020) MR 4 21 2 1B AT D (AR o) 442 L PR O 1A 55 32647 T i »
FEIEA RS TN SEA 2 B R IS BB E . W/ AW AR Sy, v O A 2 & TR 1 40 70 24T
% 3 > block (MR A LN A SRR, WZPIXTE N E 258, 6 4> block HliExk). &> block 1
42 A trials, 7N SRMER L 1056 25 CABENLIUT 25 230 7 W SiMER 20008 36%. 45%. 50%- 54%-
60%- 67.5%, FENERESH 10% MR A B AT . HrhoyH CERBERITET 556 2 M0 B AR5 IR
FE— 20 BRI 2 SR I SR WS B0 2R 8 E At B SR AE s ZE i N AT I BRI, il o
WERAE MR A ARG, AR MG S O SR8 A S0k I R &R SIRES, T 2% (38 7 H 4
WA, SRS ECESEH A S ERR.

SR, O LI RAFE—E R . B0 5 1 52 A 4RI 10 2 AR [ B B0 4 1 W S a2 A
K, (EHRA R AL ME, AR RA R, AT ARG RS B RAT AR [FIRE,
AU I TR B A 45 A 1l o U /SR, TR TR S TR 22 (814 50-50 FIMESR,  [RIHX AN bR A B #RAS
AEAEE A RS B 53— AP B2 4), i B-58RIBHEAE OC 1 F T 25 SR A 23 520 oy — NNk, BRIt
SRIXFhEEAE AT Lk Hofh A MR gk, (HE A A FAE S BRAT NI E X Titdm a1
MR AT 55 AR TE N A on At 2 B R i br e, (A EAZIESLI IR ECH PR SEI00 T 7 2t — P e )
W) R, SR, AT SR RAB AT S5, TRA X B 5 v AT DARE G 1 PR 25 00 8 o [ (1 7 VR (19
FE2 AR L) (Do et al., 2017).

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.129363 3024 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.129363

FkiE &%

4. FHLERITHNORWER
4.1. PAFRMFEHSERITARRME

BT UMERT B R ASEAE AT ARAMEZE R O FL, — 2o /DT Re L A NS i) T2 554t 2
BEATN(Do et al., 2017). @, FHE AN LE K B [ % 5 58 K(van Duijvenvoorde et al.,
2015), FEAEH fa kS )k Bt R B B 2 (IR E M2 2147 N (Mcecormick & Telzer, 2017). 5 [ERSEAE 2
BRI AP (Do et al., 2017), MES 555422 B AT N2 ZRIAERR R R R M2, Aas ke 3
K HAE, BB,

4.1.1. BHRIFR

SR FRACTE 7 —ME SRAG 231 BT B A e N XA A DI 30 1 8iah Bl (Jensen et al., 2011).
VP2 O |G TSR ANE RAT A B RIECR, R W 8 RN N A 5 iEs, (AEF D
TR I R SRR, B — 22 F ) O T A AR I U 1) 1B 56 2 08 2 K R I S 08 i 1 R e - 3K )
45 W (Steinberg et al., 2008; Steinberg, 2010). “FIIM T, ABLLEGE T RFLE E & I H DER S T H mKF
(18 B AN 354247 (Crone & Dahl, 2012; van Hoorn et al., 2016; Telzer, 2016). 40, F->REREIIFH DE
LW, 2H %5 (Blankenstein et al., 2020; Braams et al., 2016) W 5 A 7] BftE2h A7 A 80 A5 Bh AR A v 1a)
& (Blankenstein et al., 2020), /&5 KK 5 & (0 F D FAHA B mACH AR E AT N, Han RN AE
00, FESTHETIIAE, BUMN BT EA(Duell & Steinberg, 2019). M4k, E—IRMEFFFLH, 43T KK
SRR (RE T3 5R ) — N Re 7 7 THD I ) AR A TR 1 oAt AT A B RAT Ny, RERFRFr A 1. 2N
T BRI P R EE AT BE A X P AN AT A B S BN 3K B 77 (Blankenstein et al., 2020). $EICHED, =R TR
MHEDEREEA eSS PRB, FOAARA IR T A E— R E AT . B B AR 2 51k s 2 R K A nie
fif & (Sokol-Hessner et al., 2009, 2013), T /&5 T 3K LR B WX FE 5 (Joseph et al., 2009). %1 (2018)
FIRIEFEAE B T IX AW, SR o Ja &5 R A 2 B G AT 55 - T AT 4525 520 T 3R 0 i A A2 4k
ZERAT AR, S8R, SEia R SR SR 2 EE EMKEUH, 2018).

4.1.2. #1F

LAE RV BOEA B — AN R R 4y o JLIEFISRAL AT N2 B &R 5. 4 37 (Eisenberg &
Fabes, 1990; Eisenberg & Miller, 1987), #rilz Wi 70K Hy @ 238! (Bartal et al., 2011; Decety et al.,
2016; Vasconcelos et al., 2012). 7E K& & J5 1, HAHEFSEH 2P 2 [ BB R FAE =% B 3t I 7 (Knafo et al.,
2011), FEFE:2|HFEMEH(Carlson et al., 2016). K H L RAGHE TR A P F I A SRE
TR SF At 2 1 7 D 0 2 B | (FeldmanHall et al., 2015; Zaki & Mitchell, 2011). #0ETHTIA, Do %5 A(2017)
WIS 5oRt & B RAFAEA IS (Do et al,, 2017). #EAEN, A% PRB Z it ARG EBIR, BAHE
MEFTREA KT RES S PRB. A1, CABIASZ R EEHH, 2018), WAL, HEEEESER
TNZ IR, XE—ERE LT HET Do 2 AQ017)IFRE, R, BITAEAREAAN
WAERA 2 B PR, X AR RAIBE AR L T — AN A A ), it s

4.1.3. #HZBHE

Fo i R S 5 i N BEAT A 2 LA R R R (9K E) JJ(Tomova et al., 2020), TEFEEIEHL T, W tE4x)
VB AT R AU B £ ST T IR B IR (Tomova et al., 2020). S5EEBREMMLL, HESBEEHE
WOCHR W, BUATH D FEBORER L A TE 2 (i () 5 RIENAE—#S, AEFEMEHERR, MBS
Al N 5% R T AT N B4 (Dahl et al., 2018; Orben et al., 2020) SEGEFRAML, -2 EATRE
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RN E AT AR 2 5 [R5 R IO R FE (Armstrong-Carter et al., 2021). 4405, BRATAMIEH
TR LU S A S A REC R, SN2 GNARRE, FF 7742 538 B A F 774 G R At 2 [
#(Orben et al., 2020),

Ak, #E2 VB 2 DA AR AR S RSN BB, — B/ EMEEE—E, fhATsEA
ReSEfE—RR B, DARA BT EfE . @iy X, el En MR E S FES SRR
TN, 1E RIS NBREE R B —FP Bl (Armstrong-Carter et al., 2021). [k, #S@E RS FH/DERELS
B R R R 2, AR T A LR AR B .

4.2. HEHE RS BRI

RKEMFRELH, EFDENI, 2R R AME R B B A1 K L2 R 3 (Chein et al., 2011,
Cascio et al., 2015; van Hoorn et al., 2014, 2016), Kit, 2B KR fE2 % 3SR E 2 (Do et al.,
2017). Blan, 5T H /ST SN B BUR M (Somerville et al., 2013; Welborn et al., 2016; Van Hoorn et al.,
2014), HDERREAKMA T — KRIFEAPNFH RS TRAT A, A s E— RN WE: KA
TR P ZH R AR AT R O I RN SR BRI RN, DRAE SR B AN [R) 4k 23 A7 1) [R198 N T AT R 22 51 S EE AU A
AT E BT NN A BE) (Telzer et al., 2015; Guassi & Telzer, 2018). A0, WA & RS S0P ) 52 64
o, AT D FE NN T s 4 2 B K AT 9(Van Hoorn et al., 2016). £ N RIATH & BRI [F FEIR
BEAAE 2 GEAN 4k 2 B R AT A IR0 .

4.2.1. FH¥HE

EERM, BEEE/DELE JCR RN VZ 4158 X 2% iR AR 45 50 5 B T A ATT7E 5] £ 2 8] FRTIE SR At
S, FEEERCH & HE S AR “HAB A" (Brown & Klute, 2006f Hartup & Stevens, 1997). 5 it [A i /b
SRR ARG TS R AL, ARATIF LA I SRR AR AT . AR, FRREE R R AT 3 FRE
& (Brown, 1990; Crone & Dahl, 2012; Hergovich et al., 2002), XFh B2 AR A LE AR 2 8], 1 H.
MR HEAE [R) A BT AE AR A A RIRFAE I R AR R 2, TR R T SRR I — Bk 30, VRN R R I 24t 22
S AF{E(Hoorn et al., 2016; Ryan, 2001). {EAT DEFEISA K RIEEMN, R DERRE i
FHIZAEH ORI, BFEENER T2 NN, FADER G A 31 12 562 B AT N (Gardner
& Steinberg, 2005; Chein et al., 2011), B EEEE AT AMGETE 25, H FEKE D HA R H 58 /1 (Botdorf
etal., 2017), BIA0% 502 1) T2 8 EIR AR - B EREE, KA om0 AT 55 FR R ot &
15 S A EAE N S pt 2 B AT NI E IR T, RILFEESE N — PR A 2 R, REfg (2
R M E Z R B RAT N, DIRTSRIE ISR VERIREGN, -7 B CRIAE S .

42.2. HLHEXK

NS AT A 4 M4 55E 1 (Viapude et al., 2016), XEEMZEHEMALLL, VS, 4
EAEAE, BliEH S BFEA(Allan et al,, 2012) FhaBEAR — DA MIRE, W DESS AN FTE A ol g2
B ST ARIRHL AN N AAFERBCR, TN FTE 2 G A B M 24 i(Harpham, 2008). #h4x
YA W] AR BEASKR LA 0] e lA (G B &5 TR (Viapude et al., 2016), A BT SEItt2x H bR B4t
XM N f 4L £fl & (Lund et al., 2018; Layte, 2012). REZ 54 Mt &R AR RIIERZ —
(Grootaert & van Bastelaer, 2001), £ s2MAMARIZEM 24T AFE K47 A(Tynan et al., 2015). Bb4k, #Eo%
AHEER, wWRvE. EMTEE RN, AT RESE I T D4R 2Rt 22 B 647 9 (Viapude et al., 2016), 4
w, EHDERRET IR, BRI S 2 AT A AVERD B R RS AT A (B
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Wz, 2%, JB9R) (Laible et al., 2008; Wyatt & Carlo, 2002). iXEM, 1EAFEHSIT NAE KT NIIEE X
YU, SRR B RAT RN RESZ BIAE S AR AT . B MR SR I, Fh o U AR ) R A AT R £ AUk
DA K% T 7 o5 ) T DA o S 4 2 B AT N (Viapude et al., 2016), TS %A@ 5 A . S BFIIEEZR) AT LA
B ETMAMARISEH 22 B 847 (Viapude et al., 2016), X#t—HIE T # &% A 42 B RAT A KI5
M H o

g bR, NAF R S SRR BT T EEEER, ARMFFESNZA AR,
FEoEAL S ERAT AR R R

5. RFKHARRE

Bl a4, M ” kS e 2 b B s 52 . RAERGRE R, SihIlT <+
NEICESE” AR BAR N AERR” MEARHACA, HEXN RS E RAT ST EAR LW
T H AT RN I TN . R W, fERal JUER, Sk E OIS R Z RS U AT 5T
HIET DERARTFR T S0EREAL, AR S BRAT AWM HLsl R 7o sk, &
PEEMZE, BHAnZAUEA TR R B, A EAE TS 28 R AR LRI 7L 0]

o, miEEA S B AT N AR . SRAE S B RAT NIE N — AN E AU, B Do 25 A(2017)
IERIR Y, 2 A4 A 3 R A R 7T (Viapude et al., 20165 SEH155, 2020; Armstrong-Carter et al., 2021
DG, 2021), SR E PIxt Rt B AT MBI S D, EEAE e B REBHI(ZEE T, 2020) [
FEAEZ(BVE IS, 202 )N BREE FE (258, 2018)55 5T, W 30ibigm, REEH/DERERSSE
SMEEE—B Z S, HHSEH B RAT AERE & D ERRIRE AL AL AR B 5. KRN T
RS ERAT IR AT, 8 R B IRAT WA S .

HR, st ERAT AN E. HAF & etk 7 R TTH T Dkt 2 5
1T RMER, JFHK A SHEMBT R T HA RN, W, Skaar % A(2014) 2wl (7 A AE R 4L 2 RE S X
AT N E R (PHARBS)H (364 2 B AT A B3R UL Armstrong-Carter 25 A (202 ) FF R KIsEH 2 BRAT
N (Prosocial Risk-Taking Scale, PSRT), #1508 RiF, W] LUA RN &£ EFH DER st 85T
taa . BT H AT E NS S RS D B RAT A ARG I, Rk = I8 v A A SR A 2 E AT
R TR, UL n] DB T 8t & 3 0 Kk R A R SR 2 B AT AR R MR R L B AT
NTERE WA LAET . dhsh, HRiEZ 0 E PRB RS0 E s, KRR ZEH R IP PRB 15K
L v

Wa, R B RAT AR OERLEI RIS AL . SRk B RAT AR A AT N AN E AT N )
A XA S35 0, HATE L RGBT a3 e R R i S BT NI R E . ARG IR W LATE
—EFERE AR SR 2 B IRAT (27575, 2020), HiZ B IS E A R B AL A et S B IRAT N,
MM RAT AT REZ Bk BN EM, A AR, 0L, a3, FKEEFESE 2 AR 2= 3L F R
(55, 2020)0 K, ASRIIBEFC AN Z AN EEX SR AL B AT NEATE 7S, DAB RS AE 2 B AT A )
OHMLE. o, GEAERBERE. RS RIE A SO B 22 B R SR 74 SRR B, R E R
AT RS () S At 2247 R A0 R () R 22 (B #5551l s B 15 8% &R B (Telzer et al., 2015; Telzer et al.,
2013, 2014), {HEAAF KO AR B RAT AP ENS], Rk LCRAME SGH AR, W ERP,
EEG, FNRI % ZFF BT £t BRAT NIHATH L, DMERAGA SR L2 B AT NI B .

B
ISR T AR L1 5 (AR 2
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A FAF RN P A BRI 2021 425 5 S SR (Gw 5. 202113700)F1) H K 2% 2022 4 JE K444
BEFIIGIH (S s202211078109) 1% B,

SE K

FY, wmUE, FEHE, ®ATAQ020). FOEELSERAT NERNBIT LEBERL. 75 EFEOE 5,
28(10), 1538-1542. https://doi.org/10.13342/j.cnki.cjhp.2020.10.023
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