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Abstract

As one of the fundamental forms of social interaction, fairness and self-interest in cooperation have
garnered significant attention from researchers. Currently, most studies have identified a self-serv-
ing bias in the attribution of responsibility, and the distribution of outcomes exhibits different fair-
ness preferences depending on whether responsibilities are shared or distinct. Based on this, this
paper reviews the attribution of responsibility and the distribution of outcomes in cooperative
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contexts, summarizing the self-serving bias, fairness preferences, and the strengths and weaknesses
of outcome distribution decision-making tasks. It also proposes specific questions for future re-
search. The hope is to encourage more multi-faceted and context-rich studies on cooperative behav-
ior.
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1. 5|15
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2. BEREPHRETIAR
2.1. HEVEBHAHE

W, SUERBEEST L, R ANEE, CRRERET SN ZE N AERE K. T
MR ZERT “or NS X —ZH. 141, Schlenker 5 A (1994)5 H FHAT R = MY, X ST
1T T BONAIIIE . FEEM 200108, SHELHTIR. DTE. STRMTUTIYZE R, 23380 STiE
BRI, RS mERAT A BB 2007 #E— B4, THEL 2 DO ITENRL M
=AY, =FANEARH, M. AR NIRRT T SR RE PR . EI52012)5EH, BHE
JEGEMAAE B BA DR SN B B th 9 R BA AR 5T ARG o At 22 STARIRR 3 9 D 57 AN ST IR AN 7 1)
AT HAT WA RPN R EE, AFTUREATREE A A FZINL, SFBONFERS, W55 KRG
() DR I B D55 & (Weiner, 1985). Li 55 ANQ018)F 5L, =R SRR WIHIX 73 0Tk 5
BT RATAE (202 1) M3 — g BRI M R A 45 R b K SUE R X ) N otk S 94T .

PN E AR AR 55 8 R K ST VR 2 2 MA SRR R RO RE . AR A RS, MRIE M i iT
ARAEWTILTFT G R o RS NATRHAT MBI RAR AR Z2 50, (EIRDR 290 i RS ) VA BRA S
FRCREED AR . A EHBIRAT A B A S5O0 MARE S, BlanRe s Phks . 5%, 2500, BEEER:
FRUARIEREAT N SR AAS NS BE A 3R, iR 5% M AEGE <, BT o8 A B it 2> i B ksl . X
PR 7 kg 1A S AESS R ISR R 2, BRI — D506 &4 (1 B 45 AT S8R A ik, =imil
VRSN (R PRI S DN g

2.2. HEVARPHIBEBHIRE T

Zeelenberg (2000)75 A4 H DTAE VR BUHIMTRE M 7 XS G5 RIS 46 106 . T FTE LR, MALERI PSS
MR B 2RI ASK AR SR AR T o Blhn,  AATIEE T K 8 2o BBt i sk, IR E B
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Xof AT BA SRR B4 bE oAt N /o gt A2 BT i 1) B BRI 55 7] (Duval & Silvia, 2002; Forsyth, 2008; Miller &
Ross, 1975; Zuckerman, 1979). F RS ] FZEAFEH AL ARG HARES. BREPREIE
NATAE XS JIWCGEEAT A TR R, s g i ) TS SR W A R T A R SR B A N B R s 2 48 AT TTEXT
FRIEEAT VA R B, ) T 057 EEIAR T H Q. (B A E Sl T HAB R, thin Miller A1 Ross
(1975)FaHH, MK I, B RAMYE, & B AA TEE TR B RS RN I I I8 2 SRV . Y AR )
S TR, A TR AR TAMBE R, miARREN N ARZR. B, X mm
HARER CNHEARRSE” , MR T H A7 FRARRIREL KL “H7 SRR =4E .

H B S5 i 7] 52 2] 2 PR R 52, BAE A PR R AT AR SUHb 2 7 A A 4 (Arkin et al., 1980;
Greenberg et al., 1982; Sedikides et al., 1998; Shepperd et al., 2008; 44k, 2016). Hlf, X REZHAESE
17 A R 03 25 2 R I tH AL L, AT T i ) 125K B B FE A RSCT R DR, [ B 75 K [ BA 2 e
[ 53 4L(Campbell et al., 2000; Sedikides et al., 1998). 455 F AH{F MATTIKI VA R 243 78 45 /N2 Hp (1 oAb
BRI, ABATTEE IR e ) B R IR 45 D 7] (Kudo & Numazaki, 2003; Miller & Schlenker, 1985). ¥ 3AL#I 5t K&
B, ok B ARSI TR B 7 57 U N TE AR 25 5 R I B AL 4 WL (Heine & Hamamura, 2007; Yan &
Gaier, 1994), BRI E, AMERTRESEH SO T A AR AE AT A 07 T R I BRI THEUA, flinvE oy
SCARH CRRSE RN MR, RJTSCARHR ) “BEAN” L “A4E” (Sedikides etal., 2003). fRTM, AR
SAZE SRR A AL BN, —IRERIRBT TR, ok B A [ AN [ A AR b A AR S X R AR A
A, SAEREAMLL, R LU A RS i (Mezulis et al., 2004). k4h, Brown %5 A (2009) I 58
RO, HEZE5EFARRS WA SEESSEHM Y, LTHEX MR, TRESETHRE%
FRIREHE o AT, JOJn 1 25 2 8 A4 B FRR S5 I [0 (BEARI, 2018). ZEHETE 2 3 AMA R B3 TE, W
PN A 2 AN B BRRSS Ta) (UIR 455, 2023).,

3. ERRETHERSE

FECLZ T BRI S EAT T, S E AT ™ A TR, R 2 MR A i, XA
BT E1RAT NI R R M S PRIE BRI AT . 2 P NS 2B SRS AL S HE N, AATTRE 21 ) S
SR Ty HE R FAT N

3.1. DECHEXAREES

M EHEED 80 AEARTTAG, WA EATIT 4K — LR HVE R BF SRR RS NG BT %5, i
I3 BE B ERAR I TE) A~ i o« He PB4 3 10 i e E i 8 2% (Ultimatum Game, UG) FHJUER & 11 2%
(Dictator Game, DG),

TEfR G AR R, TR AR MR AT IR, Herb— ANBEHLI R € R 0 B 7 57 20 iC 4k
11055 — NIRRT N2 F . pRCHE R AT 5, WIREZ A Roni32, W% 7 AT R
Pios QAR AZ 2 E Fon B4, WRUT AR BHR(Gith etal,, 1982). RIELGF#HIR AR B, AMTIELIE
KA SRR RN, A H PG ZATATRT 0 I 5. BIEM S IR AR R, 282
RFAT IR B i B MR 43 W (Baumeister et al., 1994). [k, A Lol E A g iE 4 o 2 F %,
I 2 R aa e sz M iR e H SR aE . DR, R R AR 2 E A 2 BEAT O — AR D SR
WEAE 53 o

Mk W ZR (Dictator Game, DG)Jy i il B FR A0 — M AR X, 5 55 3 R 17 2w A [/ AR 7E T
FST L E SR M T R I5, #eeE R aesh#32 M EAUE 44(Kahneman et al., 2014) . 3X 5300
B IR SRS BUE AL T R E B 2R . AR RN, e R SR T T R B
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U, ZRASGMZEIELT, MNEAADTEEZFAEMENE, UL E SF RN R . i RZEA L5
FCAL AR HEAT P23 BC, WA A& A AR, I B34 32 38 73 Bo A3 8l 22 M i o bk A F
FEREJE IBEFL T, RIS R B B R 4 S KA AN R, Sl R 00 6 AP B, 23 1) 4832 F 3R R 2 20%
(M AEF) 4 k(Camerer, 2003) o X Ut 7P FL#H HEAT IR ECHT, Ao —PRHLESRFI RS M B, e
JE SR AN A U 7

SR, FEL SRS SRR i fE IR I AR 55, MR SR “ I B s, RIZrACHY
RIS “ ATFTERI” (Bergh, 2008) 0 b4, IXLEAT55 H1 i 201 J5 )2 DA (a7 B 1 07 SR IR S5 R 15% .
R XA S 208 R T e 2 2055 bk, HIT R L2 B 1 55 (Baumard et al., 2013;
Krupp et al., 2005). Ffllie, BLIett 5 eb () 55 20 o & AR 2 T B A2 W, i 25 T L R 613& 1) B
FHHEEN S, 40 1 S 5 IR SR AT 55 T IR s R A1 23 BE GV S B et B ep 231 S 0 £
ZFEME(Almas et al., 2010). B, GHFFRAEFZEP SIS BCEIRIIBTB, 1258 LAUEL S 4
RERAF T2 I BT 42, 45 R IX B 5% T30t A PPN AR K #2M (Harrison & E1 Mouden, 2011), JUHZ
VB R SR ERITE M T (Cherry, 2005; Kroll et al., 2007).

3.2. HEHERERTHERSE

1E “WESIEED” Bk, ARCMESRLHAME T 55, B SELS RIGTHEAHESE, 7
B BT/ HRAEESTRTES D MRS RE, PB4 HE N N F &2 5 BT
TN P VAN 45 RO A B o PR RS A A S FLUCN, AP/ BL(Equal outcome) & 5 7E 43
e H MR Z AR BRI SREUAT T AHSE S IS DL R, 225 HoR I AME SRS 52 IR A [R] IR 17 DL(Almas et al.,
2010; Deutsch, 1975; Fehr & Schmidt, 1999; Loseman et al., 2009; #M#4, 2019; B, 2015). AAF
I BCHON N R BRI A RIS 0L, 73 LA A1 53 Bt (Advantageous unfair outcome), Bl H & fif§ 2 T
it N MG A L5 HE(Disadvantageous unfair outcome), B H & FrfF/b TAt N . HHFF AR, MHETA
WIS, AR P32 Bo R B H 5 = A5 = B (Loewenstein, Thompson, & Bazerman, 1989); fEHHAA
OB, BEAE 2 B EC gk AN A R B PRI RN A Ao B, BEAE 4 B B RS A
A B 2 FE 2> B MR (Cappelen et al., 2014),

MTE RS R AUE R A, BERRANAFRSE, RKEHFHAAF5 B (Bechtel,
Liesch, & Scheve, 2018; Fehr & Schimdt, 1999; Gao et al., 2018; Yu, Calder, & Mobbs, 2014). KA it =%
SERAECH, FFEME N PR B RMR G R AN £ AT, ARG B 3R 26 45 DL ;
MAALFh, BIEH T AFIE, (HEERAGERRWE: HHAL T, WE B IEFH(Brosnan & De
Waal, 2014; Loseman et al., 2009; #M&ZE, 2019). AMTAAAN PRI HC & —F3E, 7 HS s B rAR4m
BN FHIAT R, B HAL X YE ()33 ) (Buckholtz & Marois, 2012; Feng et al., 2013; Henrich et al., 2006) .
filhn, TERFARA IS IR G @I, B2 RN A AP EER, SRR B 5 R 12k
FYAEIRUL, 0B # TSR R (Baumeister et al., 1994).

33. HEFRBFERTHERIE

IRAE FR BB TS, AAERH S5 DTk 0F T, 3 IE SR AP (A 2 Mtk AR,
SRR T NBIFAT R 5 s . WG B £ 07 8 NSRS 0t

G1EH, BRI AR, BT AWM S BoGEAE A RN 4255 53 Be GEAIE DTk
JRIY (CE250, 752 5E, 2019). BTHRJE U (Equity principle)ih A, &1EH A1 B H BN 5 5% AARUCEE .
H ) J5 W] (Self-interest principle) W t,  AATTAAARYERT B O 015 0L DT R S5 D00 A0 B TR 2 P 4R AL
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TENES FERET DAL T BHEE T ET R

TR R, P45 55 ELATICE, BEJSEAEF=B BOW SR AE = “HauE” i ASTA
DURR, ST TR BE IS 1 B R R R 20 T R P88 A B (BT 50~50 43T ) Bk 4 57 43 Bie (R 5 sumk i) 43 i)
A JE U B 4 (Bediou, 2012). TTHREC/D (81 RL5 n] TSR P45 R03E, 1M DTBRER 22 1) DU BB A ) 5
FG. H—TUT AR, N ABIAFRIBR# T A N TTRRFERE, R It —Fh B FR IR S5 (i 7] (Feng et
al.,2013). LI, P SEEAESTCITZ 5 178G THE S 1SRRI B, DTikAs B2 s i A A DY
Pt AXBER . ANARES . X7 EXE R #R A . FEARE IR AR, B B O R B LT R
P2 B TN RS 260 F B O T BAM L7 R 3 AP N, P2 J5 i o B 7 &
(50:50) 82 R FEAK, HIMNNEAAF.

H TG T AN ) DTER HCEOK P 0 7 4252 2 M sem, R I G AR X7 24 IR AR O] DT sk adh A7 45
I\, sTEk/IMESE R B2 E T AT 75 ROUMN T 50%) 852 Fd s (R DTk RIS 8 Bl SR E £
1557 /3 Be )7 Z(Bland et al., 2017). X T, HIRIRSS WA FLE,

4- IE‘Q:EEEE

B, ASOSEAR P IHEIE LGSR BP0 AT T8, AR B AR B R AT
A ——BHIRS W BAWFEIAN,  EHMRSS A B R g8 i S 51 R LB e,
OB FESR A —Ah G NVE ORI [FIR,  EIEBEFE B IMALERR ISR TH AR B BA R, X BR
REHIYES A — 5E 5 X (Taylor & Brown, 1988). {HIXXMf T-4Ef A1 FEEMI G VR R RAFLETE Z AR .
Ub, FERKWETCH, RO b B B SS I, S & A AT R R R BT IR T . Bilin, A WFFERY, A
TN 4 P CARRARESR B AR R 2 A 0 B IR S5 i [ (20 S0, 2019)0 ARAE ARG 45 BB FE R, R
AR AR A AR, R4 IR AT TR PRI B B 55 (i (R 456 4 ORI b AT #R 0ot

H, APammwtsed, B2 R RE RE TSR0 T3, BIX &Rt ie. (2
RS, SUEAUEAEIL R RIRE 3 5, AR A 2t 240 3L R SRR . B4
XFHRREE O A TAE RAASTAE HHEAANTIE, NSO 8 S G, A
R AEAR R TC IR T o

e, BARTURIAE MG R B AR B BARSS A, (HA L3R i) AR AR SUEV S
B E AR SS EL 98 RO E BRI PP A A A RIPEAT, TS5 SR BE AR B S5 D 1 L 1 SR R AR
M 2t 2 18] OB o T STAEAN R B 45 R Bl b, AT 3N (R 20 Fe S D) £ Jir A2 75 5 S AR VAT e B ) 1 IR
FSmIAAT < BRIOAXT B 3 ITER A5 K, AT 3 SN A+ H B 0 B 27 IXH AT RE RN AR 7T 1
Ji o

S 3k
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