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Abstract

Fairness judgment is a kind of subjective judgment made on the basis of objective facts on the
psychological phenomenon of self-fairness caused by it. There are two theories when people make
fair judgments: one is that people’s fair judgment is a rational cognitive process, such as through
the comparison of results and the examination of procedural fairness; the other theory emphasiz-
es subjective heuristic factors in fairness judgment, that is, a variety of factors (motivation, indi-
vidual, environment) will directly or indirectly affect the results of individual fairness judgments.
This article summarizes and compares the two main research methods of fairness judgment and
further analyzes their pros and cons. The development of children’s fair judgments incorporates
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the normative consciousness of fairness into life, thus gradually forming a complete set of judg-
ment standard.
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1. 3]

AN N A 2 B A1 FE SR AL S o AP A& N AL 2 Buis E SRS Bh# 2L bl
ER .. BN ARG FORA PR, AR ISR EERE, BrAAATA §E55 7iE sk B Ry Fitk
NP RT LR AR AL 225 7B T A I ANAE R, A FR—MHSiE, £RAIE. Mah
fos ASFHIWT IR AE UL Sty oo LR R I B 5 AT IRaX — O BRI ST ) — R 3 00 . E T
FEMEBENDTLAY BFAF. BN =07 AFHATHEAR, 1 TiX =R 23 7
AR IR Bt o

Colquitt 2 NYCHA PRI T AT KI5 A = AN B (1] 55— B (1950~1970);  BRHHBIF 78 #5411 3 B4 43
BC A SFREATHE AL, 8 30 P30 BR T AN F R il 23 7 A K b e e SR A R S SR [2]. BiAckii, Adams
MIAFE S B — MR B O BN - PRI RIS, AN BN 7= H A T R85 A
NN, Al £ B2 B AT 85 T B(1970~1990): LI RIF 58 A1 3 X R AN LB A SE BEAT BT 9T
FEFPAFHEB N, RPN ESEAMEURT R R, 28] B st FE I sem 3], HaiAF
R N bR B 50y 7 2AE 53 Be 45 R G T I 23 5 AMA R AR [4]. 35 =B BH(1980~): M B EE ok
WL EFTR A EL AT B A PRI E A = Z A58 BAEH R H A NRA A AR .

XA IR T B B AR AR R AP I I = R, 6T T AR A I 3R H /R . W Van
den Bos %6 NI 7L 25 SRR M. AR5 AFHIME BRI RC A P 145 B 2 IUGF A 52 m 2 W . S RIS
R B R RR B R AR, 1 e RIS B ) B I 55 5] -

2. AFFIETHIERIL
2.1. £HNFEREEFAFIER

P A AW S R G VIR S0ATHEE, BFATHER., SEIVNERAE Mg, £33
WG b Adams 552 H 48 A 38 (equity theory) DAFERE I, ARl A2 130 e &% S Bk 1M 4
7= B EUE AR T AL I HAR N BRI 21 B O S 2 A, s R m, MEsia
FEAE ORI AP FIT, A SO 2 7= AR S AR B A S T o X — 3 32 OGR4 SRAS B0 A1 1 T ) o
SEMEE . Thibaut A1 Walker FIFER 2 F#1& (Procedural Justice Theory) I A 335 45 51 /& 7= AR 45 B
T2 P 8 RS B AP R A 5 v B B R, WURTEMAE K, 45 B4 R i sl i R 2 A1,
b gh 2= (i R AR A ST, IR IX — 25 R B R, AR SR AN R BE A AR . i H,
WL I, RIS S AT RE R A KA1, A& REAMA N = A 45 R P BUd FE 2 AP 1, it
SR SR MR . BT, E A 1980 FEAH AR, S5 R AR T A TR LR T ]
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HIT 2 9%, IR 20 T e A5 SN 45 S5 S AE T 28~ S BT i 2 AT DAAH EL 821 6]
2.2. BRI\HIER

BRI R AN 45 5 2 1) 15 R AT T 72 152 Folger 25N, AT AR v 45 B SR Z Al 4 SR H T
Z: I\ F1 3 18 (Referent Cognition Theory) [7] [8]. #&k#5 S BAIAKIER R FIW &, AT FL& iS4 Fn g
FHEAT A, B AR T XA RS . SR8 n AR B S 58 S
SR GO IR A S ORI, AR TSR A2 Dotk oy R B ek 2 B R E .
FH T 1% S B AR I i B AL A L R AR SR AN S5 R it 7 — NS HRAESE, TR < NS AR . %)
SRS RN SRR, W RAEAE R0 JE AL S RS TR T O R, NN ES
MREE A R MEE R LIS R m T O ERS R, WERCS SRR . sigibrgi Rl
SR R AAT L —FF, oA S hra R AR ] 577 A S R 25 R B AT LU, DRI A7 72 S P
P RIZ AR P I Uik . Folge TN N2 IR 25 SR A RLE R 5 T DIME AL . Al AL 2 LhER, T2 fE
P AR AR L Xt bR, REEE RO HAT . SEOARIER AL O M s 2, MEZ T LS TR A
PR U NATTARE G SRR AR R, AR T2 AR AR R S5 R BIEEARAE 24N Al bk £ 1) 4y
BCFR I, NATTEIEA RN TR et 7= AR U 45 R FLE P (S IRAR 7 ) TG B 1 AN R 7 A8 - 25 SR 1) o B
. IR F B TR T E AP EIE R RIER, HIATRBIE AT B R 43 B i 45 SR 2
HB, WFFRHRIN, G555 EAFETAS BAAE A P98 0 AW R FEAE 9], I8 7E N BRIR 14
23 FLBE A A S W7 rp = AR B2 [10] . Kulik AT Ambrose 2T 2 BRI AEE FIRE R 45 SRR H T S I Sk %
PR, ATV T IREEE P R AR, MRS 5 R e s R AR, BRI ATt 22
Bt £ RSAE T I B Ss RAE NS B X R [11]. ISR, ZRMERGHL. M. 318
2 B Bl R 2 I A A S BEOGE R 13 B3 e [ 12]

A A R BRSNS R XA BT A FI T EAT ke, BN A S8 S I PRI £ 2~ 1 W v 3 7
FHUEMER, AT RIS AP E B e Ja L5 A A 1045 258 iU [13]. 4>
i G R IRE T e, HAVAF 5B MAE P24 — R Zh RS S f il A 5 75 1) 4
FIWr i 2 5 e RAER T Z AN E T, IF BXAMES 5 (AT i sl m o X — B FE T
A HBIAF =M R R R —RIEATHE A A FIERT, A ORI AEER 7%,

SR A TR DG T 20 7 0 W7 T e L 1 o) 3 = 2 MM R 1 5 TR AT ER V), 8 P RS
FEF PR A S RGN EE O0FE TAMA B A R, 1 AP 8 R B B 22 1) 503 T AN 1) 32 00
HE——E R, ML A PEZ S5 B A 5T, 28 &M AW, T2,
5RO A0 0045 9 Lk m 45 A I AR L, i QP W AR X (84, KRk T AN A S o
S TSI R [14]

3. REFIEEIAFR S &
3.1 SEWEER

S5 AR STk 2 00T 90 05 S 0 5 AR 0 7 AR 45 B R B 5 AP HI T . R 7R SEIG = A T
A8 FH 5 g PR 7 A 2 ) SR Bk A T 2R S B S R 2R 2 A A ST A S S = A5
M. ~FE&(Equality) 34T (Equity) Fl1 75 i (Need), B B & &8 A TIZRE B F X L JE W [15] . 7E 32
R GG P — AN A T 2R S A AT A B R AR T B RN, WA R 25 S 38y 1y J 0 R 43 N7 Hh
by SCRIZ SR a0 6 B R AR TR ZEEAT R ANX 7, MR B R TR 2 E N . Bred, J Y pie
i3 30 2% 5 1 A2 T 25 (equality) 1% — S SR o &5 FH SR & A T 4 1) 1 2545 il 3 8 2% (Dictator
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Game, DG)Fl# J5 i8 fE 2 (Ultimatum Game, UG).

M IR (DG) I 2 5 & 73 AR 3 S (proposer) F14% 52 4 (recipient) . 7£ DG H1SLI0# 45
TR —B2 4, FFER B RYUE W RS UG 238 h AT il . #23% R BRI 15
ey %, ToRUxt, 1 H BT — R M B 37 %k (one-shot game) , 1252 # ¥% A H1 2 Bl B AE T M H AT N -
DG W7t & B A HI~F 35 B AR 72 20%%1] 30%:2 [7] . 4n7E Forsythe %5 A (1994) 15256 H , 20% 4 ik 7 25 T
77 50% /A AR TS B, AT TE 0 31 50%: (Bl 4k 7 31 60% [16]. X LS8 A 24— MARAE il
BAES IR 25 18 T P RIE B A W &

I JE B ZE(UG) A2 535 3 Bk 4R 13 (Proposer) A1 1] 7 2 (Responder) , - [FJ 4 H1 5256 7 2
PR SR UCE EMATZ M FCA DG B IX BIAE T3 B 18 H — N e 5 5 [ B 3 A A 4 52 B4R
YPEVCE I L. ISR E N F B, IR SRR BCE R O OB R s iSRRI N AR 4, X7 #E A
BMFATHIR[L7]. LR PFE BRI T, 1R A H KT 0 M/ N el BRI, 1T [ 35 A 2 45 4 AE o]
KT 0 BIZEC. AH RN (1 S0 B e 7 i 25 i AR TR, R IR B P35 A 2218 1) 40%~50%, $:if
NP BCRIEE R, TR 2R8I B SRR T 20% MR A 40 Bd . FH 24638 2 RN UGS AT Nis
B TAFRTE, BT E L BB G 40 R A LGRS AP RS, AR UG [8l REE X AN A4 i)
FELAAHFIMBIETTAT N[18]. 5~6 & 1) LE NN FEHR AF[19], FIHAFERERY ) LA AT PG H
BEAREL . X PN ) SSVE R R LB 2N IR 46 AN K S e, T A2 9 08 PR T /K LR 58 4
Be g RSN, B i /B A E[20].

SEIGVETERT AR B (BN I, A AR A AR I AU A RO A . (HIE R SR T
R, SRR A RSN BUE TR

3.2. [

) VA2 BRI U A PRI — 07 2. B 70 AR A B — B2 N T E 6 ARG AT & . 4 Choi
F1 Chen SRH 5 AN H X B TS 4 BL AT E: A A ST iR 2 5 S80S, %577,
TAERY . W5 . TAERINMHEE, BN EET 6 St (l—ARXF, 6——24F) [21]. L4,
Brian A1 VandenBos 7E LA 72 H K T /A FRE M 5[22]. B HIUAMER AR AP, &E. 58
MAIE, KA 7 St Q—3FEAN Y, 7—ARF AP T E . TUANIUHE (8 s, Wim TkF
PEAIR AN W31 Cronbach’a R%045 0.95 DL L. iX—1F5E J7 20AE A7 FIWr T 78 AT A5 20 )32 b
Ao

BRI EVERT B (8, (EAR R 107 2, e G52 B4 2 VAN o Ath 5 24 RO A 85 TR 3R R
A AP IR EL A R R IE— 1B B0 R B, TR KRR R T oRIIRLS e bR 2 TN,
ANIE TR LE R

4, )LEATFHEHNER
4.1. )LEATFHIETH L RiHTE

WHETRH, E4E 3 B 2T LE N BT EEAUE AF, 4 B LE RS AR I AFIA LT RE, Rl
T H OIS R EREE D, AT ARITHIE, KRB A RS ERERIES, EERUXTTH
TEPARRPANRA . Ra, F£ILE 8 b KEHANAXTRE, BT B O RELRERS,
B CAE T AT SO, R I A2 s E R A . BE LB A 2P IO ORI B4
W, WIZEIE A — B e B IR HE[23] . BEEWEFCIZHIRAN, A2E R L LG ARA LTS
AR KRG LA RAE B R B AN IR OL Y, TARRIL RS 3R A SIR IR O T (A et e .
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WA DAL B R LB IL R S5 3R I LN, LB PS5 R0RME 3 B Il A P sl )Lz 2 SEiniia
TP EIEASAF R BT . Corbit HIBFFE PR HIBER SR R Se s st AT s, 45 RRIIES1FIRE
THEEEE, 38 )LECARERIEARA LT IRER4]. mH, EXMEERGEFTENELT, L
B AN S AR AN N STHREEAT BEUR I 0 T o R ATIHAE 8~18 & )L # P AT I ZR SRR I, BB AR L
B[R ATAT NI ITZ T T FE[25]. Bras BEERIRTFURIL, BUMPFHANLE B RPN R 45 R AR E A ) LE
(1A TAT 3 A B A T 52 It AR R B KBt [26] . PO B 4 RvT Redin 1L BB AR R R b iy “ 4
FIMBR” o & VL DUAIALIEXS 3~6 F /N AAEBATHIEMERFURE R, 3 FH/NAELN BT L
i, MASMARKKR DPNGEERRLR. DPANGHRKR 4 DYERE LSRG BT 4~6 4L
Mepi, HEEE 2SR T B R RS B W R [27] A TR AR 2 AR B A 1
WHEA K. 3 FREHURAEERBROIEIFR AT, M 4~6 FHMLIEGEIR ARER REk.
% E A EH ALK E NE, WA TR BONE AT A (1 ZROR D o

4.2. )LEATFHIEA RO MER

TESTUFRIEF T TR, X623 P (IR 52 32 BEAE v 1 00 & AT S BT it R KI5 1 [28] [29] . Bl 5 B 8 R0 A5 4
B, FREATT AU S E AT AN PRI R4 T M. A FREETETFEL. 4R ER
AHZE BT ERE ML B R — LS B S0 TS SRR H R0 A PRI e T i 7L . Gillespie
A Parry RIFEFBOSFRE B A2 B E I AT AW [30]. Shaw 5 AW tIEH T F(E 5
M P2 5 % JLE AP HIW, fESEI i “Aris 2 %0 HLAsRENLLE JL 2 gEAT BEUR I 7B,
W FE 45 SR AR X R R 7 2 A B OL N JLEEX T 049 SR AU 45 R R AR &, IbiE FUsiiE e 1
FERF A2 5mm ) LE AP RIWI[31]. /5 SaRIAN PR SR (R T AR S HF 7O Fiowtl s, LA 7R B S AN A0
TEFA N FTSBR IR0 H B, A S B T 2 S J0 PP 2 B8 5 1T 24 60 A N 73 (R R 23 4 H
IR E UK FRE (S B R gt 2 ik 55 [32] - 75 i HA AN 3 250 IF B B A2 5 HiAth
AR R B A S WP 2 e i, 5 oAt A AR Bt 27 S0 g sz U T8 22 500 F 70 R BAR 45 JE DA
45 55 B2 5 TR A HIWeA g, ORI RIRE BX T AP HIWT s i BE K. Tt
AT TR FOR I, TEAFHW PRy RIEEE NEE, T E BAA PG T A1
W2 G RIS TE R, BRI AL R AL T A AFPRER, BFPEEHATFEREST M
28I [33] . 25503, A ARk AR IR S AL EAS T 5B —BUm 4 R, BRI 25 15 TG B3k
RETEFAEEE, 7EAFHBr 25 R A F R mfE  K[34]. seAh, WbATE I, B ilA 5 Xt 15 B
O E S R AW SR P S R Y B BE B, MR AT 2 152 B 45 A
5&®Km: i A A AR E R, FLASE R Z BT A S B ORI . 5 — 7 T,
NP — A RS A0 R, BRI, T W 2 52 BN 15 15 R I 28 RS IR 52 il [35]
Lang 2 A & BUAMARAEIR B2 ma AAT T 23 i1 [36]. Barsky #11 Kaplan (2007) 73 H4s B 5w, RIS
RE I 48 TR RE T AMAR  P A[37] . U4k, 538 T FHERIRRIARIE 5T T B g% AP g sgma, &5 Rk
W, RAGEAEE A A LS B, WA RS % TR A BRI e B2 R, WS
BRI A 0 W7 2 5 v T ik [38] 0 EILAMIB UL N (0 FLEE R 2 T A>T Ei&E T oA N ) 16 26 1 32 3008
WIHARZE o 10 H, FEDFABCAAE T, Bk B S 1 Eo 4 SRS T AT, AATTH AP W 0P 75 f e o
H S ER 25 R mT i, R B B G PRS2 X AP #I = R B . Ak, WA TR A B AR TS
BT T, RIER RSB, BREARESE FHAFAHANAEREEZESR, WE %2
ST U B v TR AR . FE S B T Ry S E P AR R R RS B AR A T (W 1 T R BRSO
To R BRI r (1) A\ 15 26 R e s A S RIWTgEAT TR 9T, S5 R, AEBORIPE TSR S %,
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A HANSE T RS LRGN, MR AT HWE B, 37 AN AL T Z IR, MRK A1
FIWTE L= [39]. Buchan S5 A FIIF T8 A AR R 14 45 SR 2 24~ W ) 2 2 PR 3R 22 —[40] - F 7R
Fi i G R X AT Y AR AT TR B AR A5 S 15 58 B (R AN 2P 7 B DL R UL o 45 R A T 24 485 X 2
MR, Bl TN AT M Bl TR A RN, ol R F AW A L
WEEREL, 4 2 )LE CAIF B RMEAT 4 R R E 2 BV E A R 2 A AN R FREEE TR, it
UE A A B B M L A A I o B, B IR LT HIT B A2 AR VTR S AR
SCALRIFEM[A1] 0 AT — SERIE T A 221 4 ot B DR 3R KD M A 5 HH R, W T A P IR B AAT s A
L, TARSEEABIN NS R .

SZEUENERAL fmA SRR BRI, BEEEINERENT. AERsS. HEEER.
VAR 5 S A8 T A 3 AT 0 2 P I A 5

5. AKRMRSRE

MNIZFURIEA P EEZAP RIRA 55—, AFRABAKEMOE, R ASCEEG B A
HEN o DAL, BUAE AP AREL N HER IR A FFRIae, B8 2P RN Roe B N, AT
REROATIE 28 LR, AV FIWra 32 201 2 KR IR0, S A A R 0 27 P W R0 s 35 1
VUPRRTERE AR A, ARORAT RAE— P AT IRE s DARARSREAS R LEE R 231 4 W 4 D 2 B o 773 3 5
FRAT LB

SE K

[1] Colquitt, J.A., Greenberg, J. and Zapataphelan, C.P. (2005) What Is Organizational Justice? A Historical Overview. In:
Greenberg, J. and Colquitt, J.A., Eds., Handbook of Organizational Justice, Lawrence Erlbaum Associates Publishers,
Mahwah, 3-56.

[2] Adams, J.S. (1965) Inequity in Social Exchange. Advances in Experimental Social Psychology, 2, 267-299.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60108-2

[3] Konovsky, M.A. (2000) Understanding Procedural Justice and Its Impact on Business Organizations. Journal of Man-
agement, 26, 489-511. https://doi.org/10.1177/014920630002600306

[4] Bies, R.J. and Moag, J.F. (1986) Interactional Justice: Communication-Criteria for fairness. In: Lewicki, R.J. and Ba-
zerraan, B.H., Eds., Research on Negotiations in Organizations, JAI Press, Greenwich, 43-55.

[5] Hoeymans, N.F., Eskens, E.J., van den Bos, G.A. and Kromhout, D. (1997) Age, Time, and Cohort Effects on Func-
tional Status and Self-Rated Health in Elderly Men. American Journal of Public Health, 87, 1620-1625.
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.87.10.1620

[6] Brockner, J. and Wiesenfeld, B.M. (1996) An Integrative Framework for Explaining Reactions to Decisions: Interac-
tive Effects of Outcomes and Procedures. Psychological Bulletin, 120, 189-208.
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.120.2.189

[7] Cropanzano, R. and Folger, R. (1989) Referent Cognitions and Task Decision Autonomy: Beyond Equity Theory. Journal
of Applied Psychology, 74, 293-299. https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.74.2.293

[8] Mark, M.M. and Folger, R. (1987) Responses to Relative Deprivation: A Conceptual Framework. Review of Personal-
ity & Social Psychology, 5, 192-218.

[9] Fehr, E. and Schmidt, K.M. (1999) A Theory of Fairness, Competition, and Cooperation. The Quarterly Journal of Eco-
nomics, 114, 817-868. https://doi.org/10.1162/003355399556151

[10] Grienberger, 1.V., Rutte, C.G. and Knippenberg, A. (1997) Influence of Social Comparisons of Outcomes and Procedures
on Fairness Judgments. Journal of Applied Psychology, 82, 913-919. https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.82.6.913

[11] Kulik, C.T. and Ambrose, M.L. (1992) Personal and Situational Determinants of Referent Choice. Academy of Manage-
ment Review, 17, 212-237. https://doi.org/10.5465/amr.1992.4279534

[12] JiE, sz, ARG S i RIS IR RIE BT TR IE]. OERERER, 2010, 18(6): 948-954.

[13] Lang, J., Bliese, P.D., Lang, J.W.B. and Adler, A.B. (2011) Work Gets Unfair for the Depressed: Cross-Lagged Relations
between Organizational Justice Perceptions and Depressive Symptoms. Journal of Applied Psychology, 96, 602-618.

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2021.1012478 3494 HEREERTE


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2021.1012478
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0065-2601(08)60108-2
https://doi.org/10.1177/014920630002600306
https://doi.org/10.2105/AJPH.87.10.1620
https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.120.2.189
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.74.2.293
https://doi.org/10.1162/003355399556151
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.82.6.913
https://doi.org/10.5465/amr.1992.4279534

25K iR

[14]
[15]

[16]
[17]
[18]
[19]
[20]

[21]

[22]

[23]

[24]

[25]
[26]
[27]
[28]

[29]
[30]
[31]

[32]
[33]
[34]
[35]
[36]

[37]

[38]
[39]
[40]

[41]

https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022463
FIVCHT. AW BALEI[9]. 2509 ST, 2011, 1(22): 100-101.

Deutsch, M. (1975) Equity, Equality, and Need: What Determines Which Value Will Be Used as the Basis of Distribu-
tive Justice. Journal of Social Issues, 31, 137-149. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-4560.1975.tb01000.x

Forsythe, R., Horowitz, J.L., Savin, N.E. and Sefton, M. (1994) Fairness in Simple Bargaining Experiments. Games and
Economic Behavior, 6, 347-369. https://doi.org/10.1006/game.1994.1021

Guth, W., Schmittberger, R. and Schwarze, B. (1982) An Experimental Analysis of Ultimatum Bargaining. Journal of
Economic Behavior & Organization, 3, 367-388. https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2681(82)90011-7

Fehr, E. and Gachter, S. (2002) Altruistic Punishment in Humans. Nature, 415, 137-140.
https://doi.org/10.1038/415137a

Wittig, M., Jensen, K. and Tomasello, M. (2013) Five-Year-Olds Understand Fair as Equal in a Mini-Ultimatum Game.
Journal of Experimental Child Psychology, 116, 324-337. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2013.06.004

Guroglu, B., van den Bos, W. and Crone, E.A. (2009) Fairness Considerations: Increasing Understanding of Intentionality
during Adolescence. Journal of Experimental Child Psychology, 104, 398-409.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2009.07.002

Choi, J. and Chen, C.C. (2007) The Relationships of Distributive Justice and Compensation System Fairness to Em-
ployee Attitudes in International Joint Ventures. Journal of Organizational Behavior, 28, 687-703.
https://doi.org/10.1002/job.438

VandenBos, B. (2003) Delivery. The Prairie Light Review, 23, 25.

Engelmann, J.M. and Tomasello, M. (2019) Children’s Sense of Fairness as Equal Respect. Trends in Cognitive Sciences,
23, 454-463. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2019.03.001

Corbit, J. (2020) Collaboration Increases Children’s Normative Concern for Fairness. Journal of Experimental Child
Psychology, 198, Article ID: 104887. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2020.104887

T, KHABL LEAPATAMNERE—RE FZRLR R[] O¥RI 2R, 2010, 18(7): 1182-1188.
Mres B, Bk e, ZRI0T0, MR, 7~11 8 )LE 7 EAT MR R[], L ERLAE, 2004, 27(3): 571-574.

B, RS, SRR R E W —— R RSN AR R R SHIER R 0], FERIECE, 2012, 9(2): 109-113.
3353;%3;4561%, JEs, AL AN E T RGBT N BEF A IEM B AR m[I]. O EAER, 2007(2):
JEE, RarsE, Tk, THRE, Ra, MEE 2RAE, BFEAE, B3N ERWSIRNZERD]. O,
2005, 37(5): 687-693.

Gamliel, E. and Peer, E. (2006) Positive versus Negative Framing Affects Justice Judgments. Social Justice Research,
19, 307-322. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11211-006-0009-5

Shaw, A. and Olson, K.R. (2014) Fairness as an Aversion to Partiality: The Development of Procedural Justice. Jour-
nal of Experimental Child Psychology, 119, 40-53. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2013.10.007

FEOGHT, BREESR. AP AR BRI G, AP RS SRUE /T[] O BERLSE, 2010, 33(4): 966-968.
. AR R B AW 3 AT [J]. G5, 2015, 37(5): 152-159.

B, A, whIBR. (55 BRI SO s [0 S O3, 2009, 15(2): 112-119.
Ji 5N, BRRS. AEENE. X A EABIR M) OERAE, 2012, 35(3): 711-717.

Warneken, F., Lohse, K., Melis, A.P. and Tomasello, M. (2011) Young Children Share the Spoils after Collaboration.
Psychological Science, 22, 267-273. https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610395392

Barsky, A. and Kaplan, S.A. (2007) If You Feel Bad, It’s Unfair: A Quantitative Synthesis of Affect and Organization-
al Justice Perceptions. Journal of Applied Psychology, 92, 286-295. https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.92.1.286

TTSME, APRUSME . A2 5T AP AR 2 [3]. OB 5T, 2016, 9(1): 39-45.
755, XK. WIS R BRI H S IR = A HLI[I]. O EERLF, 2008(1): 200-204.

Buchan, H.F. (2005) Ethical Decision Making in the Public Accounting Profession: An Extension of Ajzen’s Theory of
Planned Behavior. Journal of Business Ethics, 61, 165-181. https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-005-0277-2

Loewenstein, G.F., Thompson, L. and Bazerman, M.H. (1989) Social Utility and Decision Making in Interpersonal Con-
texts. Journal of Personality & Social Psychology, 57, 426-441. https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.57.3.426

DOI: 10.12677/ass.2021.1012478 3495 R AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2021.1012478
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022463
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1540-4560.1975.tb01000.x
https://doi.org/10.1006/game.1994.1021
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2681(82)90011-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/415137a
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2013.06.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2009.07.002
https://doi.org/10.1002/job.438
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.tics.2019.03.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2020.104887
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11211-006-0009-5
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jecp.2013.10.007
https://doi.org/10.1177/0956797610395392
https://doi.org/10.1037/0021-9010.92.1.286
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10551-005-0277-2
https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-3514.57.3.426

	儿童公平判断的发展及其影响因素
	摘  要
	关键词
	The Development of Children’s Fair Judgment and Its Influencing Factors
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 公平判断的理论
	2.1. 经典公平理论与程序公平理论
	2.2. 参照认知理论

	3. 公平判断的研究方法
	3.1. 实验室研究
	3.2. 问卷法

	4. 儿童公平判断的发展
	4.1. 儿童公平判断的发展进程
	4.2. 儿童公平判断发展的影响因素

	5. 未来研究与展望
	参考文献

