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Abstract

A sense of power refers to an individual’'s subjective perception of relative capability derived from
asymmetric resources in social relationships. As an asymmetric factor in social interactions, power
creates disparities in perceptions of status and resources between interacting parties, making it a
critical determinant of cooperative behavior in interactive games. However, existing research has
yet to establish a consensus on the differences in cooperative behavior among individuals in power-
asymmetric relationships or the underlying mechanisms. Therefore, this study systematically reviews
the conceptualization of sense of power, research paradigms, and relevant theoretical explanations to
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provide a theoretical foundation for identifying the moderating mechanisms through which sense
of power influences cooperative behavior. Future research should address the role of reputa-
tional motivations arising from repeated games and the moderating effects of perceived unfair-
ness.
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1. 3l

GAERILIAT R R, e AR EZR K. NERALTIRKGERE, &%
BN TAE, #EAFFEAEAT . SRR A AN i 3 200N AR 2 5 AR AR 25 . IR AR 26 5 iz
2 AH R B IR A B 58 (mixed motivation), B85 37 SO 56 STk 45 5 i N S AE AR, X RGN A
AR S N2t B L K (Henrich & Muthukrishna, 2021). I, #8735 NSSE1EAT NI R AN
—HALHYE, 5. ot aRE S L 5 EIfR Y i) E 2R 8 2 — (Declerck et al., 2013; Henrich
& Muthukrishna, 2021),

KA Dy — T i B 48 SR ANPAT AR Al N B RE Sy, A2 5Em B ah 2R b S AEAT N E R R
(Kopelman et al., 2016; Kraus & Torrez, 2020; van Prooijen et al., 2014). {HILE W FLAEIR AL 1B 1 .5
HEP ST AR ARG — AN, SRIESBRICAT N, B R S 4k
25 E(Dubois et al., 2015; Kanso et al., 2014); WWAHBTFTIN Y, MLEEARASRFRETE AL, Al
M) 56) IR A 0 38 2 50 R A N & 1E4T A (Vries, 2012) . AT, SUITE RS BAIFP AR &R, &
RN ZERTT HAL IR AT TR EN A FR, iR A SN R S RAT M EZ R, SR H i
b T RIAKIIRG R A EGAEAT NI 2 7 SO TENLHI M ARG R — 1 5, DA 22 R G [l AL
JVEFZW GARAT NI R, BERO S SR NI B R, ik — PR R S EAT R AL
AL T FE.

2. ARk
2.1. MAORHBEZ

BOMWE AR SR AP IO 18, RItE 2008 R A8 A & (Capraraet al., 2010). f£4cKE, W
SRR — 8 AL SRR, HMEE S B T TG M E 55U 142 (Dubois et al., 2015; Ga-
linsky etal., 2017), fltn E=]. SFERIMERIIMN. IEFER, KTEUITBEMB A AWRI, B0
2L HAUT AR S . BOTE TR R, BETRe RIS B O AbRac . B
SEMA TR 3 LA CRE S VE), AR 0] BE A2 A 1 B3 (9 A £ S A B 7R A0 BT P AR IR — P LB MR 25 SR CIRFS
), WFRESRE, SRS EAOHEEME, &M R08ES, B (sense of power), &Z&$§4
PRAE 22 5% F rPd s B0 B (R A B (i B0 7 7= A8 1 — Pk WA X B 77 (Anderson et al., 2012; Dubois
et al., 2015; Ni & Zheng, 2024).
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2.2. WHBHHRTENR

H RIS TAU R IR T (055 1 FToR), BEA 538 ARE A BEXS R ) B — P e i i), mld s
H AR 2RV AR AU EOKF s WRTRIH M Ay, B2k, BEEANE UL LR, Eds
KT BT TH LR AN ENNZAL A AR A] WS MR, RN S5 AU A OGBS AT AR, 26t 2 b
% (Dubois et al., 2015).

Table 1. Research paradigm and literature basis of sense of power

= 1 AR STEA IR

BT FLE

FARU AR DT 7T EEPEN

SR IUPE TR PP AN U7 R FOR

5 . e TR IANMEZE SR, 4 Anderson %5
Wt > (BB ERE R (2012)51 T (—ffhl /1R % (Sense Anderson et al., 2012
of Power Scale, SPS)) -
SR I & T HLDPAs S BCHRRBE X A %
> (EIhIEHERER) HIAMEZE R, 40 Jackson (1974)%RHI 152 Jackson, 1974

B &R,

© o SRIR R OB E —MESEAA
W& t, AR B CAER A ESE hE R

I N .
- TREAEHE BTSSR g, B DU el 2010
W B - BT AL
AT B (RO A R Sty el 2005
> B ERYL ﬁﬁfﬁ&?ﬂ*?*ﬁiﬁ*%ﬂ? 1A Anderson & Berd.,ahl, 2002
1, HRETEE: THERA. ek o 2008
2 95 i e R T 5 PR PEBRAA '
S W B RV S M g, 1666
. B R A SR R WU AR S 1 7 Higgins,
> B W, AN EesmEg o & Trope 2006
TR 2T 45 5%, '
> E A B S AAMARI TS BAEE AR Carney et al., 2010

AT LUA BRI IR 9 H Y -

Park et al., 2013

2.2.1. BRI RRAE

AN ZE S 10 1 BE BRI, BT T R OB EAMAIIAT G 2. NI AP M e DL
B A AR U R IR 7

1) BB

VE N —FpAe e I NAS BRI, B 70385 ] R FH A 280 P T BV A A PR 7 T R S 2 U0 I A/
75 . BT, Anderson %5 (2012)Zw i 1 (— A7) J& & 3 (Sense of Power Scale, SPS)) , 3t 8 M H ,
FERN “ 3T LLLE ST AR I L« RERAE, R mT DAMBOR A I PE 7, X8 H R R WUERE E 1
BN, BORRREXRZRT, MERE S SNBSS, B ANMARU ) RS R AR A A A
RANEE AU HIRE Sy, IE AT DA o0 S B B rh AU B HEAT R R (Anderson et al., 2012). @i BL
AR ER, KHMEERX 5 — N ANEA AR TR 2 RGBT, RS —M X 2R i
F1IEGK P F AR 14 205 1%(Hoogervorst et al., 2012; Ni & Zheng, 2024).
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2) XEEHER

L (Trait Dominance) /& $8 MAR IS E 15« 8 7770 B 52 (4 7 (Anderson & Kilduff, 2009), 54
AAE BBV 2 B CHABUIA G BF TG T DR A I & T B PPl SO IR X 4 BT 86 1) ik
ZE5t,  HATOCT SRR R I & 2 R A BRSO T A, G0 Jackson (1974) 4w SCHC ) R
ez
2.2.2. WKISWAIRAYIRY

B 7 R FH O BRI P16 77 2 X o R SRS IR BA AL, BIF 38 38 T I I A 4R R s B (LI R 55, 2016) ]
AR (Schmid et al., 2015)5 77 SBUE A&, B — BAEOE, 2 B350 MR A, 1525F
1T H.

1) BEARHE

i 4737575 (Imagine Hierarchical Role), =48 Stit =15 MBI E — MESE A6, bl g
H CEX g 58 i i B AR RAT S BURSZ SRR 2. flin, BERFESRE M “ER - BT M
HEWES, bR AR B CR— MR ARIEN, ikl A s R E O A kL
o IXFP TR RARME F R B AL S 2 Bt & BT HAT (Dubois et al., 2015). Ak, HF 583 16 Al DUt
1% 515112, (Episodic Recall) [ /5 iR A48, RIdEE 51 5 B2l #2 s AN B O SR ) it
AT EMZETTE BRI S HTAU PRSI —Fh o5k, BRI S, PHAEERPEAEIZ B O Y &H XBUIEL
MZPIFE TR, WP R E R B2 — 4 B SR NBEHA BT S, B 4
DA 2 SR (B2 — A Al N R B AC B O3 . SR RTE I fr S8 2 il RO = 4R T RLSCRC Al |
M CRIAEIH R E R, MEUEE S TP MM E 7, SEI S nrd B ) S AT A
5 (Galinsky et al., 2003).

B AT TS EBCR W R 7 s R AU RS, PN Galinsky %5 (2003)2K FH I A i 15 6112
(177 ¥ 2 LR DR R 1 A S R NI 77 sRAR 28 G K U AT T e L e DR 3RV S BT AR D P g e 0 (i 2
HISS. BAAME, EASMBOIEHT, SR EERIRES, AR AR v ibATE Ca
WA 5, 2 BT B B4 3 75 S0 22 (A B SRR I kAT . Rtk TESRIG =18,
AT LA B AU A B i ok LU AU .

2) M AGHHEERY

W R PR — P s == i 858 b LA B e e s, EEIEE IR T & B4 R A
IF]) (1 % s B PR A I AKSPRB BRI I B B, 1 WA IR E A AT
BACHEERI

© ZFJE#7#(Control over resources). IX & fEZ M 18 250 R b 1 250 (Galinsky et al., 2003;
Galinsky etal., 2005), #ikpt %R 25 —TERSEATS, Z5&LFE S E— M E 300 TR RS
I7o S EIEBUTHF AR, AU E g X BRI BC T S T2 HE BMEAU 1 4k,
WA X — Bt FE, R ReEah s AU AR T th i Bl T &

@ B4 i 7#(Hierarchical role). iXF 777k /& i Anderson Fll Berdahl (2002) g F4& i,  S0Ee A 2
SRR e — AT VT I 2, 5 R a2 R 400 5 77 I PPAS 43 SR ke s AAT T A £ (8 B A IR AN
), AASEBR EAE R RENL . I A A A, AT RIS IR, RV E
ABATTI RN AL G 73 i O — 4L B0 9 s BT g 20 1 4 e 210 A AN & R T B e 32 A B A I AT 55, I
BOW B CRIRIEAT VR R, RERBRE A NUE, RSt b e ne r ROx—4HR1N
KA TI4).
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@ A /CIEH(Strong alternatives) . X & —Fh i BRI, 18I B RHI XU I mT B AR R AL
TV o TEZ T, 0 BRPREC 58— TR AT S, Horp— 5 N A, 55— J5 NIRRT
W @O AgRE A S AMER, MRS ASRR LS RMER. BAms, AaEmlwit—%
JEFRFIRARPIR ), S AGARARAE SR, ARE R WA B AR TR, 24 H
i N5 AHI, ARAU ) R R AR AT S 3 f €, WA BARMERUTT, R aR B I IR 2k BRI ML 2 (Magee
& Langner, 2008).

3) MExE3

B B3, & — Mo g ik £ AR E R IEE . B B R 5507 20Kk 8 s iU RS
Bk, B AL SR T . B Higgins (1996)JF 61 (48 HiE B 5 (Semantic priming) 2 )& »
T 58 R I I e 0 S IS AU R B RNE RE SRR PIRES 207 k] AAER R SR A B (W B Y
BB EEEARA T ME(Higgins, 1996). filtn, bk se s—AMAaiE b T4, R B A rh 4
(1) LR 5 AU A (=AU 4K “POW__” %42 “POWER” )s  TEAL 7 2E 4 kb 42 1) B i) I 541
WA %N “POW__LESS” #h4 A “POWERLESS” ), X7 20 AT LLA RS A J1#E 2 (Galinsky etal.,
2017). Smith %5 (2008) K F 15 ) B HAT 55t vT J3 S AL RK08E, S A 2B SRl 450 41 L A 1) v kA7 HE 7
B A IE M), H SR R L S AU A SRR TE (AR, AR A R G S AAL )
A RBATE (U0 E) o Ak, 8 I m g iR AR v R e T CLR SIS, RIS JE 272 (Visual priming) .
i, B FTE AR SR S A A 6 AR B (B0 B v E AL N TROL) R R OE m A IR
(Torelli & Shavitt, 2011). LRI WL, ToIRZFNENES, R EIT, #a] LA RS st 8 R L
HE5K, XA AR AEAE T A R R/, AT A B Z 1 B RS

4) BEHERH

B 7B S R AU RS, AP R AR BAG RS8N, IFe SRR 3 a7 th e
JA BRI (A T 4, 2018) ARFTER I, I SO MR T B BECE R AR L] LS
BB PRSI H 1 TE RS2 00 903 2 HUR A (S X Foh 77 5Ok Bk B, AU 28 ik
AATEZZ VD R b (B7IE Hmk),  TARA ) 2 AR SR AL TE 52 X0 THI PRI AR - (W 38 ELAR TSR ANETAIR), A
TR DA 2 HE a7 1Y) 22 S B D BOs 1 AT AR SR B B & AR 1% (Fast & Chen, 2009). 2 J& Carney %5
(2010) & B, id I FE S B LE R B AN R SR L A n] LUB IR, Bl dE &7 f& . TR 4]
PUR B 08, T 46 1) S R A R A0 B AR AU B SRRV R b BRRITE
¥ B BT A SUMAE N J5 S5 8 40T LUS BBl Ty, T TR (] RSB AL S £ PR 40T LS S IRAL )
ARAS(Carney et al., 2010). Park %5 (2013)iIA AR HEH B B PIREWAAE N ZE R, ETMHHE T
TR 5K AL FEANBEA BUR AU 1%, ARSUBIFT TR e . SFAT TN E T2 0. WFH KB THF
HHE FED 5K A AL I BR A B AN [F) SCAL T 5t R MR BB PIRZS (Park et al., 2013).

3. MOBEMESIEIT R R

BT, AENFERE A TR, RBFR AR, 2R AN, SU8 T/ MA S5 2 [ 58 & (Cho
& Keltner, 2020; Fiske & Taylor, 2013). [, #ABUARAL, BESBIEGIIT RS, MNOHEES. i
RYSHEE S, BET 0 R ZHL A AT R, IRk, ERNAMEE B TIRERI RO
FRAKNE , 45 B R A7 IR o AR (4 JRU: e 56 (Joshi & Fast, 2013) SRS (4 3E, 2R 1E4H, 2016). A%N
¥ (Schmid et al., 2015). & 1E 5% (Kopelman et al., 2016). 34447 4 (Tasimi & Young, 2016)451% % =
GG R IS4, AER—FE I EAR A FR SR AT A SR At N I 6E 7T, AU
T E AR A VEAT N ? R IEE AL S PR . 412 R B B AN T 1 7R MBS SRR
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—NFENLE .
3.1. MRS ELEER

i 5 A £ 18 (approach-inhibition theory) &z /& Hi Keltner, Gruenfeld i1 Anderson (2003)#2 4, &
B AR E A S B 2 — . BB RSNV R H S G AR, W, BT AMk
“47 N R4 (behavior approach system, BAS)” A1 “47 K [nl#E & St (behavior inhibition system, BIS)”
MNEARATARGIEEE, =BT “ATREIERE” , XA BURK, 2B R T R
MUFE 5 (Keltner et al., 2003), fIRAL )RR 45 5 W0 MR “AT A6 RG” , Wie T R4 5 RpacE
(Mourali & Nagpal, 2013). A/ B)#aiL 5 EIEEEIR AR, @R TE AT Al R G0 12 R T-17 4 Bl
ARG, M, A E AT A BE RGBS & T NBIE RS . ENRER b, S8 R E s
T, BRI BANLS MR RBEIHE I T, B R AR (E 555, 2014). 7E4T
RIZ ., AT AR REREE 2 FEGRBU)#H BRSNS, Em TR ENESK B ARAT AT
3 AT Ay RNIERE 28 45 R W0E T 2 (R A ARAN ) 2 S AR AR 2R, eim i TSR U L o 07 =

3.2 HSEEER

AR AR ELARR R U A, A ELARR 2 (R N5 N Z IR R REE NSRS, ML 2 SEAT= R
B (Kelley & Thibaut, 1978). 2 J&, Magee 1 Smith (2013)7E b IEAit FoKe it 22 B B 3 16 5] AR AT HF 5740
B, RIS AT NI . W FURIL, AL TR, @AM ST g3, HE5 2,
AR BEARASU ) /R AT ) T RO AN AR R — e PR B, IR RN S AU MR iR T 2
P, AR RAR . S # SE A ) Tl N R I A . BB AE AR I TEAR, KR A Bt 25
Wi (Galinsky et al., 2008). #R#EHEEEEIRM AL, BUTRAMERINATT R, JUH 20 75 Z A AT
TLHIF55(Galinsky et al., 2017), KA@M A T A4l N CRIFEOZ AL PR R, Wt ) TR =
FRRE AN 7 SR BRI ARRAT A R, XA B T R B A AT DU R B0E A 24 N B G0 B AR
Wik B bR, EW RSN T & (Galinsky et al., 2008).

3.3. ETHEHIFRAVER

Fiske 1 Dépret (1996)42 th 1 #2175 RELE RMREBI AT AR, 2B YOS MAA B &
B AR HIBGE — AT K, 35 ) 5 R TCVEAS 20 2, AMAEIE % F 4T JyE AT 4M . Fiske A1 Dépret
(1996)iN Ny, MRALA1H EINSS 77, IR WRGR AU AR AR S, JEMFEBY B QL. SR X T
B AT . R ESRPRUOMRBU A EE R BN A SE A 3% i SRR o mia i N PR BRI AT
FREEW IR TAMEE OO MR, N TEBOIFME, AR 7k ar DUl A
KRAFENH AL, Bt ABN I [EAURS F3 5D, 1 AU 38 (O Eh WL BEAR, 3 170 AT B XA A7 A %)
BEP G A W . 2 )5, Guinote 3 5t AR sl B SRARRE B0 MAAT RSN, AR B A il L 2
AR5 1) 5 SRR K% AE HI K (Guinote, 2008).

4. WAOREGEITH: REZEIH?

B — Ml A M E SR PAT 2L S IR N B 77, BRI S R R
Bly, A VEAT NI B 2 R & (Kopelman et al., 2016; van Prooijen et al., 2014). fEREARFR ST, &
BB ) 2 MflsEt 2RI, R ARATA. PFFEE 5 AU EOR OC T A EXTFR P O E 45 SR A0 2 IR
PRSI ™ AL — AR RE AT, BB A EN B I BEIRAR 2, DRI IR AN 7 ZAK SR AR AR 3RS 5
J5(Magee & Langner, 2008), MARA I JEAMA R B BHIREU D, A Tpkshibhhr, 28 a7 50 & LU
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PR LRI, MEEE M AR (EE, 45/, 2015). MBI MERE, @RS EAME
WA AT, HAARIy: BTN B BRI RTE AL, 2B A A AR R (Keltner etal., 2003;
Piffetal., 2015), H LA 13 S A T E F47 M (DeCelles et al., 2012); R AR ABREEE], Wb T ME
FPEA NAEVE R SZ B HL(Magee & Smith, 2013); TEIRAIH, ARAU# 2 Lo B 7738 S myE = A\ (191
4, HRIHEZ ST N(Overbeck et al., 2010). ARAEAT A4l — A1 BEEL 1R (1) WL 5 (Keltner et al., 2003),
AU RS EE M AT RiEIE RS, (RAEAMACKE T8 2 1 PR TP E IR R B H, S T B 34k N
T, IS BCMAER] 28 b ARG BE i) T 5a 4+ AR IR B0E MA AT AR R 5, (R A8
ANANT B A A A O B T SRR, R B SR A T TG 6 T T BB B B TR G R R R 1 A&
T, IR A AR X — SR B 2 0 FOEHE S BN, Rucker 25(2011) &I, 4 AATHHAE L
N2 )G, MUSEECESTEIME, MHESTEARE OGS, Ll shFaFSer, Wi
AR ST i A R, HLIX Rl A 52 190 5 AU IS BE T A% (Rucker et al., 2011). Lammers %5(2011) K
BRI IR NBRER B8, S A AR SO AL , A s 005 i\ & VB I LTk (Lammers et al., 2011).

R 2 IR B SR EREE IS N R MR SRR . W5 R IR TAE NS
Ji ESRERSEEARSMERT, a8 S BT N3G n(DeCelles etal., 2012; Williams, 2014) . H
Wokut, mE NS S B T R TR, N AR (Vries, 2012); 44N B w8
I, Ao Rt AL I HERG P (Coté et al., 2011). MIHBERZORUL, AL bR E &1 0 5= Z R,
WA W] R 2 R B 2 T I BA 47 8(Williams, 2014) . DeCelles 25(2012)35 H, *FF HA wiE®
INFRIAMASK G, FERR AU B %, 2RI EOREZ AT . TERS IR, (OEERZH]
WZ BRI MA S 2 G AR SRR AT ORI 55, 2015). FIR, TS BEDE 3 2 AL
NEMEERE . Blan, A TEREEAB, SEE4:5 BRI, ERS R mA 18 5
BR IR 2 AU 217 H AR B E, 4RI s MA S e (Tost et al., 2015; Williams, 2014). 534k, WA
FAUESE, ML TEERE, B EERBOPRE TR T2 RE R F 5851 Etk: @b BAR T
1] T4 4 50 N B, (DB SR T A s 15 45 B AT AR T U 38 e Al N g SRR N R CaliE rp ke
Ju, 2017); IXEEHE SR SR “BUOMRIESEA 24T R M A

5. B4

gx ERTiR, BUIRAR L 2N A VAT AASZAME A HT B HEOE BHL B bR iz, 16223
NSRRGSR R 2, AR ARk ” A “ 30”7 BAA—8ugiie. K, nTREaREmA
Jitfl: B, MPAFEFREFEZNTESHEESETESERNERZ —. —REMNEFRERSE S 2N
MR T HI46 S B S (A 1IN S AR) AT 3R . TS AR TG, AERIZREE R — BN N ER |
BTN, MIEBSSFEPER T HRA G M, 2% B ABRE &ttt hn) EH P EM . 8=, o
FE YN IR T R “ BHRAXTEE” B i B AP 55185 (sense of inequity), JToitMALb
F A AF % (advantageous inequity, Al)ik & 55 #AF-4& (disadvantageous inequity, DIVIRZ FHET &1t
H, B2 52 BT REE (inequity aversion) (21 (Blake et al., 2015; Pauwels et al., 2022). Ak, ARHf
FU LR B B B e R S SN S, s HE S MR G B, B R
R RBUIT AR B IR Z DS BT B RN A G T U S A VEAT N BRI L], aT U Bhph s
B THE SR ARIRANIR TR IS0 A AE PSR A A 2 AL

E&WmE

AT BN HH BN B0 FUE 42 200 H (22YICZH83) 1 B i«
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