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Abstract

The aim of this study is to investigate the altruistic behavior choices made by college students in
response to varying levels of monetary incentives and social pressure. Altruistic behavior refers to
actions taken by individuals that involve a personal cost but benefit others, yet research has been
influenced by “loss aversion.” To mitigate this interference, the study employed the Altruistic Person-
ality Self-Report Scale to measure subjects’ level of altruism and utilized a “next double” social ex-
periment paradigm with different amounts and types of social pressure. Results indicate that higher
monetary incentives tend to lead subjects towards self-interest, while under social pressure they
tend to choose altruistic interest. This study effectively reduces the impact of “loss aversion” on
evaluating altruistic behavior and provides new insights into understanding its dynamic mecha-
nisms.
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1. 518

AL, — MR SIRAEMZ ESIE TAG, XA R AXUET o ERXASER T, ERF
NBEHLFEEASR T — A AT DAk $edie sz — e B0R il e, BEIELIR B WRMhATEFHE
#, BRI SRR, REREIES T - MERIA . NEIERBERAEE, B2 RY]
BRERE, HSANRFNE, K2HESE5EIER TG, T D ASRIEE K. XA AL 8
BT A A R AN PG K] 72 N B AT A WX NIEZE 1 B AR RES 2 1A 21,
ML FE 1 X 2E NIAARAT F9 e ?

YIS o PR R R 3 SO SO — MO AR B3 AT SRR, AN T B SRA A B0 A
L HIBIHL. R SR CAE TR AN AR AR AT 9 B 3 SR 0, i SO N ORI 28 A2 AR, 1T
FEPGERAD AR 7. NSEHIA TSGR — MRy Hoi K 0, (SRS Bt b, 8 T
PEBUAS o X AR T SCAHESR R A . E A IS 2 X B 2 AR AL S Al 5 3R AR 2, A
N % (philia) 2B EAT NI FEAL, BHENEAREX A KA R fRoRiE <427, R “Z N7,
TEEAZ O AARHE. & TIRAE “HE” , EIRBEMRMNAOERAN, A0RE.

KT HAT RIS 1B e R Al . O F2 3R, AR BRI AT ] BE R T 00 i [ A 35 A
YIRS, A B TASREMAMAEAT, FIAERE AR h 15 DLOR B MUARE (Youssef et al., 2012).
A2 DB SR FNATEAL I EH AT NANE L, KA 3 SO AL & T B RS AF ) 2 fifi (Vedantam,
2007). NRRABA G NRIBTE, XA BT A NBR R R NEHIA M Sk
T AR 3 SCRSE T A I 5 4, RV AT 3, 608 At 14 32 A & 41 (Starcke et al., 2011; Tsvet-
kova & Macy, 2015). FIAtL 1422 faly & e & RREST JILVE H0AT N4 T 220, b A 4 517 R xhids o VAT
MINHEINH R MZRARTTUR L, AT NS BAE KRS RS, P E U, 5 7 A3 W
AW e fli(Sanaria, 2016). N T IRR ANRMFMBAT AATLH, BN RS T AR, i GER
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Hi(Rapoport & Chammah, 1965). A 3L & 1825 (Neumann et al., 2000) . #x = 8@ k%% (Lawrence et al., 2002)
fEALHR ALY S e (Latané & Nida, 1981). 23R (Kelley, 1973)%%, A1, XLESLIGd, ZH5FAH
TG R I 1 2R PO o Pk DT H8 AT 45 2 0 50K P8 32 vy 3 0 [0 45 7B A 7 1 v 22 (Kaplan et al.,
2000), IXFEERE AR BRI m) T S dii g, BPAE F5 Z R $H XS . Kahneman 1 Tversky A, $i27E
PR _E AT RE LS 25 P9 £ (Kahneman & Tversky, 2013). [, EWFRERES, REHDHKKEN S
FATERRM R R OCE L, DU S 4D PE A5 A SRR A AT 9 Fl 03

2. RHSIEIRE

TR RAEAT R R 2R, BT AR AR, WSRO R E | R3O A FS 1 (Batson et al., 2011).
BERRYE (Barclay, 2011). AMAKS . LKA ¥ E (Tsvetkova & Macy, 2015) DL & 1545 1A #i .
FA NI S SO R], AT ST B SRR I B AN AN RIBGE 7, X S8R 260 A 152
W SE OB AL, SRR G AT EAGEE AL, JCHRAL ST W T A ) 2 S R R AT N AR
AR . Darley #1 Latané $2th, N ATEHARAAES A K AT GE m SR Bh 3 4 4L By, 1R AT
3B, EDPTIB M “ 55 A48 (Darley & Latané, 1968; Latané & Nida, 1981). Jex #&Hi, TAEFTE /19
PIAEAE S 1 TR AT s> X (Jex et al., 2003). (HA A EHEH T ANFEM 5, Buchanan A1 Preston A
N, AR ITRAT AR AR AR ), CEAR AR A AR AR AR AL 26T, BT AT DU R 1Y)
AR ) (Buchanan & Preston, 2014). Starcke #1 Polzer Hik Ay, &K A G HASSHE LKA C L
SRS (Starcke et al., 2011) . IX G AT RIN 1 422 R 0 FIAHAT A 00 R 52 A

T ERA2FEEZ MR E K, FREARBER 450, Bk, AT E L EE—
IR AL 2 e IR AT AR VR, BLACHAE I RT3 S AL R S T 1 — BT . FE 4RI Se 50
Befili b, ABEAAT T Eh, SRECT B NS SEES TR FEIRXANSEIR T, S R T —
EREM S, MR RIEREZ, WRHSARENSA; (R RIERIEL, T Mk
RBIRUG S E . XA SLIG R 2 AE T, BTG e R “15317 5 “RER” , MALBGIEMEEL
WAFER “RE7 H RRE” o EPRIIEMRRTEE FRGE T “HRRE” 5 RIEHE 5 R b ik
B, MATHEA SR IR, M F — A B0 4800 e S50 2, 0K ORI 0 g i i
PR DR, BhAh, AVERUE A DUAEE “FIMhAET] 7 (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004):  BU7E Rt 1825 i 72
o, EAE N T T BRI, ST s DURAE B SR R AR SR IETT R A
I, ARG RN ZBE” B S AU B 1SRRI EC RS, SRS B AR AT Ak A i
(R B AL .

WA

B 1 BRTE A 2 R 500 T, TN BE R B 805 2Ry, 2 B8 2 1R ik %

Bk 2: BOREA AR IES T, BT A Ry, Bk i 58 2 iRtk %

3. SEESE
31. IR

K HERFEITH R AR BBRER) (7R %, 2015), ZER N H Rushton %7E 1981 4
il R K B FRERD) » WA RATH & A I RIARAT . SRR 5 it A “17
FoR CIAT B “5” FoR “URAEE” , BorkEFoR R R, ZEREE 4 MERE, 16 MIH,
BOUEPEDR 2 iR DU R R R I A R4, 21T J5 =K1 Cronbach’s o &%y 0.851, 75N
0.873, BIEMERSIUE . AERIr RAF, 7T LUEIER A A 8 T H .
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3.2. /AR
K H SPSS23.0 4T Shapiro-Wilk #56 AHCME4 4. —JC logistics [7] 4437
3.3. FRsCLE

N TR B SEEG A R, AT SRERTE AT T s, WE T AR . fEXMESUE I
B, s gtk s e SR I AR, AFZATE T, MR B S AR S BN R A
Pk de . B, R F — Atk sk 20 oo, MarsiA T E A 10 o, RAEREIR S0 B 3k
B, HIXFSEEEHIREIEE k%7 5 RRE” SERMIER. X% B RN K KB R
IREEH (52 o

BABENLER T 40 2 dbE HRFEARED LA 20 NEAERESIN T LK. X eyl il b
MU AW, BHAREH L% 10 A, B3 20 A, S2ier 3 20 s R iR AT &8 558 —4Ah,
FRf IR SRR 1 e k. mRER, B EEEasn—, M5 T Mgk
2 JG. (RS, #ORATAH & AN T 20 o6, AHRHEL, AT AR INE] T 40 Jt. SRIRLE R
G, BT T CRMh K BFRER) H LA ER KT

gERL, TEWASLI A 2 LIRIFEEE S M, HEaEY EEEE 10, B R RUR RS
R S N 8 W ATV 1< B/ VT B ST NP 1 1170 - R L P NS 9= = 1 P T P & S R E A O EPSPS
#(r=-0.01,p=0.926). i, FALEEFME AL AT Rk B4 . Ktk, FRATAT BLgE—25
Bghie, Pk rTREsZ 3] “HURPEER” MR, Son RO B R T RE BN B . Rk, FRATTAT LUK RS
e ) b i 3 P R 3R AT 30— DR

3.4. 255G

TAbA B F 54 80 N9 7 N, AFRHE 73 N: BB 40 N)F#d N 18~28 5(20.9+£2.17 %)
TERNEIBHE SN T L5, 58%MIIH IR K F A 8. 32%Mpok A Tl . 5% %4 AE, ERRIFHETT
BET kAR, LGRS TS S 5% . LR T, AR IR AR IE S50 37 5
MH N, BATRET BEPLIRE, TAR 7 SEI0 == rh AT 5258, (H8 7 R ReHERR & R &R 5, 52
WA PG IIE NI EA R A 2 77, HEBUm B 7E % L E 4.

35. SLIORERF

AN 2 (RIBAFEA 2 B 77)*2 (Rl B Boaia seie it RS EAF &8 LG SAE e &
F A7 DL T R BOARARAT e B R . KR E S 5ERM T RSB E, EEAERRY
BERM e, SRGAERSIET], PN me®i(REA 20 T)AMREHI(EEA 1 78). 74
Mk SR SRS BAS 5EPE A —E S PLE W LR e s MRS 5% %
FRFAEEH, KEEXBHMEAT NS 58, NRABEE, ZE5ERREFTENE. IR
FT, ZHEWRLREEEBRF 1 uh 25, WRES, LBERN NS, 478
—frZ 5% 2 0. fEmEHRN T, BEEREEIENE] T 20 7o, AN, SRIGE B TTERIE N E 1 40 JT.

fEAR SR, BB B IEE G SR, A A =Mk ie A\ Rk Nt . e
FWEHENBOI=NIR B, 5P 5WE MBI, B —A 55 W R R, mR A4
55 W AN = A58 I 2 RAF AR R 25 22 5, 0 — DN 55 W8 NBAS o0 BB A 8 2 il (Fischer et al.,
2011)e ZJa, TAEN ALl R IEMAT A, Tl mEa “ RAEMSER” , EIFAaE
e SR  BAR N R . IXI, SN B R SEAR I RE e X, IR AR KA KA I
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AATER RS FE AN, wT LA A i 3 i S el 2 (R R A . X — 2 Hk B AR LR RS2 B i A 7
Mo P IER 2 AT, TAENRASEIT, BAEUT RS RS T R AT ik .

KIS RS, TAZ5EHE T (BBRMMATNER) o AL S A£G B0 MARAT N I
M o

4. R

ELEIMREEN, F 2 LS 5FEFABE MY RS, Hih 18 42 5FIEFRE & 80Un s
SRz 5%F. LS hmeiidl, A 11 42 5 EREEMANS0E, J1F 9B 5& ML 7R
e RE . fEA R MREHA, TS 5HEFESPINELE T S 55. G EEE0H, 44
S H5FEBRRE YT RN ES, A 16 255 M TRMIER. STHEIHME, GEIIMREHA
AR RS 5EWINT 24, A% a s b Ak A T 7 4. M rds R
TNy AR/ NI R Ve SR A AE B3 1 A SS9 R (r = —0.437, p = 0.000 < 0.05), #43 K S FFIh v SEAFAE
BEMN ALK R(r=-0.275, p=0.014 < 0.05), M4, (HEFMMITHER) B0 555507 NIERE
ZAIAEAE B3 AH G (r = —0.245, p = 0.004 < 0.05)ix 3 B AN F AR A5 B RAbAT i) 5 SEBRAT Rk 2
A& — 3. Rl iR A5 50 m i N A AT REMUE R 47, iR N mT Be M R AT R, 3
W4 1.

Table 1. Correlation analysis results of stress, amount and altruism score

®1L EH 8. FESSEXESRER

ByE| Iy EHHIES KX NG Fifth R A5 55
NEEE¥ -0.275 0.437 -0.245
EEWCR )
Sig.(WE) 0.014 0.000 0.029

BeAh, BATHES T 258 WA A5, THR M FtERE S 55 10 0. ESSRLLS
RGN, AW A LS (p=0.067 > 0.05), P304 51.96, FATATLSH, mTFXAMHH
(K12 5% ] Re A AR B A s, RTIX A 8010 25 3 T RERI R P2 BE AR 7ELLER T R +E 23 1K F1X i
PEART, RIS R T L i R bR B0 K4 2 535 1043 0 80 5 B T F 2140 (M = 55.67, SD
= 7.31), WMrEA 2 IR0 1R R 00 2 53 10135 W9 F B4 B84 55(M = 52,50, SD = 5.17)
AAFERE SR, LA BN, 4K Hse Ge iR S5 #Mh TRMbAT N iEse. TEILE 2.

Table 2. Analysis results of independent sample t test for altruism score

2. B AMIHER t RIEDIER

51 Fil b 5 255 T p
ToHEJI4H(N = 27) 55.67 +7.31
1.919 0.061
HES4A(N = 36) 52.50 +5.17

BBV, RATLL CABRMAT HER) WESEA TS 5FEHNRMEN, S&800%H .
RBRAEIMERARRE: DRBW N &, W2 E M A ks yFAR &, #4770 logistics [=] 45347 .
GERANTR: FEINER - SEME RIS B EMEA 0.221>0.05, M SMSKIENS BiF, B0 RS
CEBRFMbAT D) 22 B3 B35 52 2 15 2 A i 47 9 (OR = 0.558, p = 0.002 < 0.05) 3 /il iy, &
5 A T REE AR, BT e R R . B/ R A O Rt AT vt B A B M (OR =
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56.101, p = 0.004 < 0.05), F/nediilim, Z5FHBAENCT, Halaeh R Crkst. ok EE
Xof 2 75 it AT AT 9 B 35 B (OR = 0.558, p = 0.011 < 0.05), 7EfEAEMSE ST, 55 HA
FREFEACN , T IR R . SR, KA 2 5 #1857 IRE TS, X TS 55K,
ATREABA TR At T R AR S R DR AR . FEILE 3.

Table 3. Results of binary logistics regression analysis of pressure, amount and altruism score

%3 EH. &F. FbB 5=t logistics BT HreER

OR ] 95% & {Z X [d]

B wEN OR
TR FBR
REHE -2.826 0.011 16.873 1.903 149.604
EHR/N 4.027 0.004 56.101 3.636 865.487
Fh AR 53 -0.584 0.002 0.558 0.383 0.812

5. iig

WAV LAFH E50 . RUARAT AT 552 25 2 52 J O B RIBR SR R R 5 mm, 1 AMNAN MR
WEERNIG R . EXENAY, S 5FHMATRIEFEREZ2RENSTHELmH. X—4RE
WA BEERE AN, 5% EAREMHBAMBAT )y, BISHEZ , BRAE ] T A A A AR A A Bl
WM . SEIEE ARG, AT T 55 S 58 AT T 20 JCIEIERZ . AT —8ERR, 20 i —
RN ST, R DASCREARATITE £ 5 P — 145y 32 B 1) T4 (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004).

MTEAL 2 R, BATEA AT REMCH R e £e, X B3 T Stefano [ 72 R (DellaVigna et
al., 2012). EENFRMERESE, i 90%H 2 REFEE 2317483k (Lawrence et al., 2002), TiAEHH,
B LB T REEARAT 2 . AR, 79 A IRAE M N AE 37 I #0401 - R I O 2 (R ATl IX 2 — AN LT
M. Stefano Kfix VA DR T 56k i 4o 5 2 3k Nk — 2D TN I I EE DL R R 3 AL 7 22 FLAE FH (DellaVigna et al.,
2012). Erving Goffman $2 1 “ENR A B (Sanaria, 2016), FEIXANEAE, AT B o 18 5 Rz i At
A8 H.E) S Bk A AT N YA ECEA R, SRR ATy, A RERAL 48
S HEREE), RN A CWIEIEE, (§H O 8E R AMES G . E7Eh ER A
SNE SORFIRIH T, TP WATRERHE — @AM . WA AR EAL ST TRIAT R, Al
15115 T R I H 3 T4k S A B L “4F 7 R o SO Al i S AN R 28 skt A b A\ A
M, Gl “FLRaikAL” S, XA MAT A S 2B, BB — A ANPGRS
FRo X7 TS AR E R, E B SGE AR T AN ZE R AR O AR R . IE
W35 44 H BT AR WA AR S50 BT UE B 9, AR AT AR 4 ot FEAR K2 RS BT B dd i AR SR S 01 B, i
SRS N AE [ R 58 5 57 (Breckenridge & Zimbardo, 2007) . — N AR DA B0 A 45 5% 3 S, Al AN A fK)
HEW 2% (] R/ (Kelley, 1973) PAlit, BEFEMEAFATHMOEIS R, DAHMEE T BRI A 230 5
AEE AT 8. S HFEL S FEA A R FIhIERE, TR R FONEM NIRRT,
FHRAN KRS 5%, T ESH T — 300 5 T 2805, BN IRATHEARSS 5B R
HRMIFER . XMFERE T Mt AR Z S 5F MR HRAIC, 20 T RIbiERE.

BEAh, AN 7 I8N TR e SR R A A, ASRTE DG R 7 B 4 38 3o 4 45 n 1 R Ge itk i ik
SR — BB EX P 5 oR, o ok [l B 238 b s Fe ok J 20 LU B (Kelley, 1973) o 78 12 g B
TELEIN T HIME IS, Greene 32 T W H i FE 3 8 (Greene et al., 2004). Alifiik 1 7 S5 IE TIPS “AH
H3e4” MMERG. F—DRGEW K HSLHHTA RN BRIV, MR P24 ThR) 35 S RN,
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X R BI85 R 2 N SRR IR AL, M R GURTE RS R A N1 S 5D s . S5 =4
RGW IAEBEIBL, SETEIE TR RGBS EXMIEL T, RN RIEDFI . A4 BT
1M Farid B3E— PR 8 7 XCEE AR B I IEfPE, 7EE DN, /N ATESE S N B He b i 80 38 2 2 3R
AR o 3 KA R g 2 S W0E B A je 2 AL 2 R Ge i M X 4k, AT 3G I 26 0 T ik e 22 R 4
&S, W/ R S AR B X I80E 3l (Youssef et al., 2012). BEAh, 72 RGHEA N R ST 9
B 7 S A £ 22 i () A 2 i i (Heinrichs & Domes, 2008). SR 5t 2 B, 18 STk B T 220 Wi
F=# (Neumann et al., 2000), J HAf ™ & 238tk 23517 A(Donaldson & Young, 2008), 423 Jj ]
RS BRI = R A T VR i, TR I T RARAT Mk B T Be .

WA A R B A28 S BN, FIRHXRAT R, mT AT 58 2 SR kAT
ARSI AZEETH . E54RTEST, W ATFRRES SR, B0 2HE— 2 TAE N SR
NG, SWREEREE L, WM ST &RIE. toh, En]AEE AL iy
g ds: fEHhERGE . B A RS AL TR E A A i WREEdRE, WA EE A AT
s E R B G A NI QTR ARATTRT BE 2 B8 E Sl U s A SRR, R ERIAT NI R AR, iR s A LY
Bttt 75 TAESE R, A0 an SR 0T AT AT R 2 0 [F) SR B Z SR 21, b AT T T RE 3R
H B 2 (A VRS MR AR o X T DA v [T A R B2 A 3 0 T AR o i

SR, FRATRIBE FAFAE— 28R PR . 270k, BRATMIBE R KA, AR UL b, X EkRE
AT B KPR, HOB bR vl et . Ak, X2z R A I K WIS T4, SRR
2% R DA R B 7K AR R 12 5 3 A8 AT i — P8R . IR, AT A AR N s
B, X ATRESE AN R M BB R A AN R RN, ITTAE — 5 R R Rma A AT Rk . AR R S B0 B
ik — I 5 A 0 K e S P

6. &t

g5ie 1. PO SR EOUT, T SR SRR, S 2 A Qg .
458 2. BOAEAH SR AREILT, BTSN, Bl i 382 iR bk .
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