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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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W E.Bit 125 £3.25~6.25 PN FERGEBF LS BREAES HEEREL
5PHAIN, ABRAAAFALERLIFFEILEN FRATA RS AR (CEE R E g
) AR RRERFE(ALEFNAFRETLH8EF), FRA NI W&t LR RBRITHHN, &
REI SRR, ILERRAGFARSR A G ZE(AT) REHS T Sl H#
BIOLERMATRALZE WHER RERFEAIHLSAFBEY AIILEFTHLITARE, L
REBHEN TERFHFREAFANRE AT L QRN E AN R ERER E o TEAT

FARRTAGREELI,

F@ A AR AT AR

E 4y 225 :B848 HRFRE A
1 5§

41447 N (prosocial behavior ) A& B JE i
f A7 25 8947 2 ( Thielmann et al. ,2020) ,%f JLE >
it Sk REAAERE L., FRPMMEELST
R A R BT BRAE S T h R R E
BREEMIEM . MRt &, 5 3% 3
BEEER THMR RS2t TR ST R R A
ey, MR MR NMEE M FEH ST N EERBWE

FmER . F, X =i ET LR R 1T R

BRI B TR AR BRE ST IR E K
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1.1 LEFARFT A ARG LR

HERE FEMmEERILERERTSTH
MEEIFEHFZ—. 3 2 4L s A\ anfar %75
AT R IR 2 A AT 19 R 41 247 S SR g (Martin & OI-
son,2015) , 3.5 ¥ 4 LE S MBI ERETH
(tit for tat) [JE M| ( Chernyak et al. ,2019) , HI5R )L
EMREARAS SEZ), BRAM T X 2 R
FESEL, XARA U RT 7 KR A E
HHE,

~EREE JLERNRC AL FER, ]
P 2 R A (HSE) 43 e, 3+ 5 A/ B & @S BR

SMEHS 1003 - 5184(2024)03 - 0248 - 09

AL Bo 4T i PR (Sommerville &
Enright,2018) o 3 % 4y L& BI# P B, oF- S5 2 43 B
£ F LB IR AN, 4 2 4Lk 2@ A —
TEACHTSKBH 1L [F) £ 7E B9850 e P 3R 45 3 22 ( MeAu-
liffe et al. ,2017) o NERBAERILE, AI7TER
PO BC A IR RS JFOU , F AR AR AT X — SR AY
PR A BT VAL, ST i R F S
B AATTIX Rl 1 i 5 O 4 2 S A
AN AF BT HFRZ N EE” (Gummerum et
al. ,2010),

WK ANk LER BERA EM AR
el Bl B O T e R A S 3 B AT M.
Aknin A (2012) BEFE R 2 & LARTLEAES T 1t
NEYIH, L H EHRE R RN ELZMRA, B
TS T, LEM AN S T (FRIRAT K
PRI AT BRI 2R X AR H
AL AT (B AR ) EALEZ LS . A BT A
ARG, AT 8 2 i 2 Bt AR AT S R SR
J%.53 (Romano et al. ,2022) , ARBEFFAR 1 (A E A9 57
MR, L e B Ji 2 Jl AR 2 X Al A4 18 1 A 1
(Flook et al. ,2019) o HEfR fr)- AR 2E M ATT it LA SR
BhEYSS R _E AR [B]HR , T 52 B T Hopth By A3 B
BY X RR AR . LA, BESEE R B L T2
SAY“ DASF IR E” SR, “ SR BY LA T 38 2T (generous
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tit — for — tat, GTFT) " 5EM% ( RIMEME I B # 7L 5R g,
MEBRSEREGE) R ELmatEfT A,
M H GTFT .52 & A2 7E F [A] 3 B B 1 ( Schmid et
al. ,2021) . EHULATIL, PREA b 2 e dp )L 36 4L ST
oL H R

i b, BT RIS LB R A R R
AT EERRS . T H X SRR L A R
At otk R RS TEHEREEH MM, JLEILA
R A PR R 2w JL B 5k S SR B R R
1.2 FAERAT A R 4 AR A S AL

OH IR (Theory of Mind, ToM) H) HH LA H £
B2:M1E 2 /% (Emotion Understanding, EU) §E J1
RIBGHIRE ARt 2T hh 5ERTHE
FHEEKE (Eggum et al. ,2011)

ODHMISME RS SRAIB. 3.5 21
ILEAS B RE S SH BIKENATE MR W
H A5 IR 5 AV TR 10 BB S 5 MR IR AP 4R
PR A (Takagishi et al. ,2014) , X B K ERAE
REACHEME R ILEFEM N T 8 M MR 1
4h,Schug % A (2016) BBFSE R BL, LR HIETT BB
B JLE B 28R FAT ke [ R AT X5
X RV OHM SRS T HEERE, HELALA
AR A e W) R B A A AR BT IR R AR )
Al BESTETT AT i B S R & . X FTRE4R N,
BIEXT Iy LR, F I ET L E A IH S8 A F 4
BC, e, L2 Y 52 B 4 it 25 s T X0 7 O 40 e, 2
RPN, T, D FES R T 2281 L
YA ONEER:Y 11

16 45 FRAR 2 AT il A IS 28 R AT .
X AR BB (2 A B 3R
(b AZE B TR B IR LE AL ST R
BEZZW, REMRCEZH, MEBK LR
SN2 EERA N BB SRR E LR
15, H 54 {189 3 4 247 AH E (Vaish et al.,
2009) . BLAh, (B IRAEIR A B TR LT R R )
THERRIE( Laghi et al. ,2014) ,BERFBY JLEEH ST
AERRR, XRREHEBET UESH LEEE,
WP ERE S

SR, A P RARA ST 508
ST 4 IR Z ) AR IE A OC, (H A BF R A i
SFXFh ek ( Kuhnert et al. ,2017) . X B REEH N
fAT T 6 R S 2 BULEARZ EARAE (Ui 51) 5
FEREREEN, A, MABEERLEST SO
IS R RER B ST N G EHEBEMI LR
YRR R, RS2 40T 5700 T JHE 90 P 47 4 1
X RAL AT B T

1.3 FARAATARGEEGRETREYARE

REABEN WA LS EZERER, A
UM MR ST N R R OIS DL KB4
HfRER T LR, E B EE 5 M UIAE L 1R
HENR(WAEFLBES), UREEERNR
(It &2 FHALAE) o

TR R R, Z e B IR AE X JLE
Fr2(L & Qiu,2021) LIS (ZBREILE
P AE R BE L B AR A R B HS T S YLD B FR )
(Ben — Itzchak et al. ,2019) , LA K % 5 P figt ( Storm-
shak et al. ,2009) #SA R HIEM . SHAE kKikit
SINFIBE T BB B 4H 4R %5 D0 58, W] DASHE 474 i o
PIRIRIX AR R BE ) i AR, Rl B AL S Ry
“E KRBV IAFAE, SLER A IR A SR AT AT O R4t
BN T SRR B O8 R RHES
(Lo & Mar,2022) ,

FEth &2 5 Hu 7 ( Socioeconomic Status, SES)
Ve JLE R AL 27 GO BRI, DL R 1R 45 B
MN—EEZHNZRWER TIFEMRENRE, HE
W —THR R IR H R R =S5 A B 11
MERE HIE 55 T AT R K 7 (Benenson et
al. ,2007) o SCBEFREURIHIE , LA K S BE B A1 T
A RE D) L E R4 4T N I & & (Roubinov &
Boyce,2017)

FIRBX R I, JLIE 0B IS FIE 45 2 AR
S HEMBILES 5EA ST MBS B £
17 I BIPLA] BB 2 Bl — R It S IR AR & 1K 5
(Imuta et al. ,2016) ,¥EZEEM AT HLALFIZEE
FTLHENEW, H, AR E— PR T HKE
o B A FIRE F L EX LB R ST AR
W& I 550 o
1.4 ZRHE

gi b, A THREEE AF R 7E L& 5%
fEAT AR, DA 2N TN K BB IR
B R XHATT = A By e, AR Y S DA SR il L
GRS, T g Bk R 2R A 55 ( Dictator
Games, DG ) X i 5] #5347 2 157 ( Bruyneel et al. ,
2017) o AR LE R R 2 15 Hp 43 BE YRR 1Y)
BEAE AR AL 2K, R LB I E B
TP CRILER 53 PR 5 4 B B 8009 B $oE
AT, W ERARE, WU B 080) , &
TEAKILERH T AR FSKM . 5—Fm,
AW B B SRR R AR A Rt A BB 560 ( Schug
et al. ,2016) , At , ABFRIE A T — 35, L
ERWHAMMAS S EZ % A C (BB fE
ST LE IS B BT = A wg ), B e FRATT 8 T
HREILELRTEATZE). BE, B ILE
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T 2024 4E

PRSP 43 T 250 R 10030 Atk A 4 TG 80 2R AT LA
(1) B)LEM A ECEE I B R T A 4Bl
B, R TR ST N R A TR B (2)
JLE R BCEUE S ] M T 22 5K W BT, At
HIER ST A RRETHETHE; (3) YLEM
BEAL T AT BT, LERAE R Z BT
Ho WA, BIRILEEARFL, UGN AR
X LB FAL AT R, AU R IAH R T HF
G DS B E M KA S ST A (KRR
BB/ 28%) M ST BRI, h
FAER L, A 5] A W 1 Hi X 4% (Bayesian Net-
work ) XX S8R B T TR G AT .

i b AR R = MR

(1) FRiJLE SR AT B R R 17
FStTh;

Q)MEE TR R, LES N B FEE R
A VB DR ;

GNP MR EIF R R R S LE
FH ST IR
2 MRAZE
2.1 #k

AR N T =g JLE YR 3 ~6 2 )L

B3 128 4, AR T O PR DU R , TC 25 B
© TMERGETIR L TR L, FFES 55
FLEBIES LG MARNEE, RGP ASE
MBERZEBUSLILENREERGE, LIFEER .
RRET LR, RS 25 s, Hd,3 fJLE
R TIRAT S, B RWA DT, FEHSZF
Hi AV BT HE 4l VR AR (MM TR 1 B R TR AL HE
B KB REE) A J A (BT
REMAEM BRIR , B AC R 7 ) (BRI 45 .2021) , 4
BT AR A E @ TV-4 A (2010) BT, AR VB
FrUUANIR H SR BE 2235 R ) BEAT IR, R 0T
43,1 FR“ A" ,5 Fac BT, flm, KB
MEFRELBHELEROKRR" . 2R F,
e BB H B BE AT R 4, Bl S 8 U450 H
BIEI4Y . A BUME FoR REEL T E SR, &M%
A . ATTEARMRIR A ZHERERH T M
Bl =RZHAF2=/NE3=4H,4=5
H,5 =K% ,6 =A8,7 =B AL L, BaBER
RHUENRFHE, NTTERAKFEBE, RELFH
17 Zgs = Z e + Zpongen » S5 Zygen = Loogan +
Ziyguno PH1ERILEMEEANDSGEE,

x1 EFXAOZER

P N =27 RETIHE it sy
! Fl 4 B £ (M + SE)
3.25-4.25 % 31 16 15 16 15 -0.24 £0.31
4,25 -5.25 % 30 13 17 12 18 0.17 £0.25
5.25-6.25 % 34 14 20 17 17 -1.37 £0.36
6.25-7.25 % 30 16 14 14 16 -0.47 £0.40
Bit 125 59 66 59 66 -0.50+0.17
2.2 HIRBFHES FE B 2 W A ] ] S R )L AR XK
2.2.1 SLIERF U, b5 DS B (Al 45 JLE R E] H AT 4B, 4

PR JLE I — AL B ST/ s 18] A 52 SR
%o NEENA—IKE T, PHERE T, L& B AE L
HEWX W, LI R, LEE B AR EENIL
WA MRS B A A IESE SR IT,
2.2.2 SETS

A4 B AEP A S — W R S
AT AFRAY , 3 AR SRER1T FBUAA T 5 28 — &0
AL SRR Y, 20 0 BB E ( R IR T
SIAHIESS) TS 45 B ( IS 2 BT 55 ) o

(1) BRI - LT o So il L R T e 4
TR 10 1P, RIF 5 IFJLE: “XILA 10 Bt
+ HGEARE AT LA B AR EA o BCARARTT LA
EFHEENPTEIZE, O T , WA R4 75—/
WAL ABSEARFFAAIRIBA NI A, AR R BT S
EARA/NAA AR TT AR FR 2 DF T B e 2 LA

3 e I AL SR B 58 AL, 4 [ R 52 N
e 3o R P O A L B B A R ML, B S
LB IR, 29 3 208, Qb R e i, N AT 55K
Mo BEAh, AEEE—UIRE RS — YA, REIL
B [AIE 52, M AT

(2) B EA Y . SC s B M4l L. “RATRSE
— N, MRRAZ /N KA 10 BT b =4
W JLRGET e

gt JLE SR AL 217 87K B 48 5 g B SRR
T LE B AP R (L PR 2K ) s JLE B
A SEAL AT K S TR Y, JLE R I At A7)
T HEE (TG K)o g, Bl
AR —RBETIC N 0, & F 40 10, R4 2AT
KRS L ETE 0 ~ 10 J3

(3) "SR fEEAAES



FAMBHEIW

WIS FRULERASIT AR BHRR AL S U IR I R 251

KA Sullivan %8 A& 1 —FAE R G SNAY
B, A 2 MR, S LRI B R R
NINFGHEITHEWT, BN RE 3 A .2 4>
o] 1) A0 .2 056 AR ( — £ R 20 IR BB A — Al iR
fEARE) F1 1 AR, ERTHES RS
s il [ B A T S A ] IE, SR E L 28 IF 5 B AR R
=, M RBATIRER T . —FEREEREZ
AT B A— IR, BRARAE S AL X 4 L
WL —REER(E B BRI B8k E L
[ 2 AL T T ARG I

(4) —J 1B

SRR SCHT S N (1998 ) B3t 1% B A SR
T, UE 2 N, LR EREE R R A
T IATHERT, BB — MBS %
BN, IF B AR E— A N8, £ R
IR BT B A — TSRS BY, B T AR AE
BB R G LB HI L . B i B A T SO
JLERE THMHmIERZ W .

gt JLEE IR [ 22 34 & B A g A Al
PSS AR Ve B X 0 ~ 2 43 (R T, 3 it
1 ANt 2 M) .

S UFR I A — R A N 3 A LA S Ak
L, HA S —FR R T R U R AR S PR A B
AR, (1) (2) ST E 5 5 (3) (4) 5B
LAV b2
2.3 AL

KA JASP( AR 0. 6. 6) X $0 48 #EAT # iR 1E
W48, LA p <0.05 fEAGIT A BEEER
FIFRE , 32K A Netica 34T DLI-HT R 48 2347
3 HIRGE
3.1 LEFHRLAFAKRFRASABEAEAD
FHA LW E R

R HERYE 2 iR R LE F S 17 KR
(EPRA 2 B kb S AR (BRE &
2% BT E) EANDFTR ERNZER, 25
R 25 TSI A s R Lk 4 MEE
TR R RETFLHE LHNER, SRHLHEM
KRR ERANTBREGREHSEFHA LR,
R, LB KPR L EEER (K
AAEKFE(M +8SD) =3.23 £2.31,3.37 +2.04,5.03
£2.66,7.07 £2.46; F 5 1y, = 17.11,p <0.001, )
=0.30) , )5 & B PULH 25 57 B 2 ( Bonferroni 1
1B, FED  BEE S8 3, KPS . R,
IR ESES MBS TS5 WAESR FEE
ZH(EREAT% (M +SD) =0.36 £0.61,0. 87
+0.73,1.74 £0.51,1. 67 £0. 61, [E& FRIT % (M
+SD) =0.61 £0.56,1.07 £0.58,1. 71 0. 46, 1. 80

+0.41,F(3,121) =36.62,38.11,ps <0. 001, 7, =
0.48,0.49) ,SF/5Rg & I,5. 25 % Z T, BT 55
HoREE SR RN, EZE TR EER
A, BEE AL S Z b AR A 3G I , 52 PR s AT
WK R (r =0.41,p <0.001,r =0. 25,
p<0.01),
3.2 ILEFARITHRREER
3.2.1 AFRMIRR
FELE PRIV AT ERZEHEPR, -8
RUIT A, B B YRS, 55—
AR A, B S UM A S L 22 5
VBT H BT BRI P — P IRE,
TEsEE T, L SR 10 Jef 1T, Btk
BOE LML 5 YT R AF 0, BE A H )L EE 52
By A SEFE S MR . ZER AN
ILFERARF K (M =4.67 £2.81) 557 274
BE B3 ~6 ZJLESZKVFEES”, BTAV
R RBER Y Bt — 2Dk E,3.25 ~4.25
BILESZERE|RT S 100 = -4.29,p <0.001,
Cohen’s d= -0.77;4.25 ~5.25 Z )L EDEHE T
FALTF 57 100 = —4.38,p <0.001, Cohen’ s d =
-0.80:;5.25 ~6.25 Z L EER A B F,6.25 ~
7.25 % )LENSZEREBER TS 149 =4.60,p
<0.001,Cohen’s d =0.84, HILATW.,5 ZFH Ik
(5.25 ~6.25 %) L T A F 20 BC, 37 BEE
B, AR
3.2.2 AH.EE RERIBIRER
RHEE X, B BRIy HHH B MRS BC
S A ECTE 2 5, 5 R0 AR T P A fls A
SIIC, IMASR I 5 RIS 5 25 A BC B T U A A
SITC , AR BRI SR
KA REA ¢ Ry, RIILEL IR EDE
R TR 35 £ 100y =2.45,p <0.05,Cohen’ s d
=0.22, # PR ELZNE D Z507, ULESE
B 73 SRV B At A 2 K- R AR A, A4
BB H AR (R EE3.25 3 .4.25 8 .5.25 ¥,
6.25 %) HAT T oM. SRR, FER AL -
?Jﬁ%ﬁﬁ§7j(i|zﬁ_‘éﬁ'f/ﬁﬁﬁﬁ¥ F(3,121) =17.70,p <
0. 001 ,np2 =0. 31, 4FR RN B F(5.12) =6.79,p
<0.001,7,” =0. 14,5 ¥ & B, TEAR K FE L,
6.25 2 HrBOLE, ThrarBUKT B3 W T RAMA
S3BL(p <0. 001, Bonferroni #1E.) , TEH AR RE B B2,
ILE LB = MBI E T E R, B 6.25 %
WrBOLE R R B, A BCR R B
g5 b, WHRIAN,3.25 B LEFER A B A
HEGERM,S. 25 2, LEFHFRNAFE
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2024 4E

BRI 6. 25 & JLEJT A 2R F IR 8L B R ORI, 36k
T8 BB 2,
3.3 AT N RLILEFASTA RS Y AE

IR R O BEEE F B KR
B N ZON LB AL AT N RIS B R R, AP FOR
SR P DL IS8 P 2 % 4% AR AT B B 1R

DUt S4 9 252 A T ARAU S HE R 7 LR 56
AT ENEN BT TR, H A 1 T3 & F A 1
R (Ni et al. ,2011) o DU R 240 45 35 &
A Tl SRR A, BT A T A —1> B Sk i e T —
i, RN — 5 (U B (parents) 7, 5 — -2
“SR(children) ™, BIA (L Z B &7 A — AR 1P AR
RIH, ABIEPBCELERAE ST RIS KR
RO BT A (), FRAL AT AR g Z 17 i1
(R, YU AT 38 Aol B B, T 00 A G 52 iy [ 3R % 3%
A AT R BRI

AR T, FRAERE AR WA R, 08
I R AN DR B, REAL S e st
Hfr REE T LB E SN RE AR 2T DM
RZ MR AT AR R R AR LTI 1, H
i Sk AR I T7

[FEt ey | KL THE | [ Anenk )

B CEE = ¢ ‘

£,  [omme| [fwmw] <[ wwewss
m[ER = g |

- FALEFT N

B 1 ETRHEmEEsE 1T AR N E RS E

Bl Jm BRAT IR IR AR B AT kD, I, G
B PR IR 80 2.1.0 2 =25, gt
EEFHALFIFE S o m PR = K, RIS T BE e
= (FRE Nmax — f/[MA Nmin) /3, it & £ 5
FHUEBE (Nmin +2e) ~ Nmax; 58] 4 2 2 5 H
AIBUEB (Nmin +e) ~ (Nmin +2e) ; AL S22 5
WA HAEE Ny Nmin ~ (Nmin +e) , HRERER
FRIESOM IR £ 2,

®2 TREE, EXEREXHERRELEE
TEAW EXEH O RXHEE BYETEE
FE Age - - Al-AM4
T Gender — —  Male/Female
% ZE ﬁgf g?;fi Economic SES  high/middle/low
% % Fx Eiﬁ:}én Size of FSC  single/multiple
LoBEPEE  Theory of Mind ToM  high/middle/low

Emotional Under-

GEE20 standing

2 %L £ 47 Prosocial Behavior
g i Strategy

EU  high/middle/low

self — interest/Rec-

PBS iprocity/ Generosity

FEAS 3 U370 2% 25 40 4R D[R B, A< SCR A
D17 R 4% % B T.2. Netica X 125 (| RE 4 35472
Mo VIRFIHIGTE 2:

Age
Al 248 mm
A2 240 mm
A3 271 mm
A4 240 mm

Gender
Male 472 mmmm
Female 52.6 pmmm

=

FSC

Single A7.2 mm—
Multiple 528 e !

Low 6.25
Miodie 445
High 492

EU

235
376
38.9

Low 202 [
Middle  20.4
High  20.5

Self interest 321 -

Reciprocity 32.0 mm
Generosity 35.0 mmm

B2 ETFTRHHREHNELSTARBYMEREER
BV IS, SR R TR, 43 1) LU AR I
FHIE (Age) 78 AL - A4 FRBERASAL, R I, BEE 4F
BB R, B RIS E WA, R A T4
HHEE3.25~4.25 BB .4.25 ~5.25 Bk
B, BEG R FHITT L, A8 IR, B Al 1] TR ]
B A, AR e, BRG] TSR R SR (&1 3)
AR — ] TR 1 F 2,
45
40

35

30

25

20

15

aEE 3.25-4.26%  4.25-5.25% 5.25-6.25%  6.25-7.25%

e B (%) === BE (%) = o 8 (%)

3 B EE.FEERRBEERERRFRENEL

Bt 2t — BRI A S & T AL R
TR OB R AR A AT O SR
M, BER B, WA H A S BB IS BE T
TREAR LR R X AL AT R A R
WA JTEEN, SR 2 R EXETE 0.2 ~ 1.9
Z I,

OB MRS 28 B X 2R AL 1T SRS )
BoR. OHEEATAKFBrEe, B F) LT 1%
MG TESC R LR ALY T IS5 N 6% , FEAI 0. 9% Hil
5% , BB AL T RUKFBBE, A A E R R
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WEAE SRS M R FE RN b 43 PR AR 5. 3% ,0. 7% , 35 i
6% (& 4a) . B THRAKT-HE, AR E
T RN R M e S TR B AL A b B3N 3. 4% , [
50. 7% M 2. 7% & BT EKFB B, B,
HE RERE AR SC I R A | B FRAK 5% Fn
0.4% 34/ 5. 4% (& 4b) . FAKFHLCHEBEIS F
S5 PRARAE R TR 5.0 B FNE 45 3%

wrou” HTOM ‘-‘-' TRToM
L~
‘n-“""‘
- .

—EF %)

' ' t '
- O W = 2w~

-—=EE %

Hda FALITARBEEERRNERRAT LTI

- - B &

— B ®)---EF %)= - %)

4b  FHLTHRBEEEFABEEMKT LHES
FEBCFERY b, i) O BEIE TE 4B LU R e
Fh a2 B b AL AR K I HC Al R 3R R P AR
(E5).

Age

Al 280 Gender
2% g; Male 490 : ‘
V= Female 51 _0\ -

single 49.8
Multiple  50.2 E

Low
Middie
High

Low
Middie
High

Self interest 33.3
Reciprocity 33.3 mm
Generosity 33.3 mm

A FRAFRFH LT AR E
MO EES E R S AT

IR SR R SR T BR X R A AT R
WEAEAERTT/E R . BIE 6.25 ~7.25 ¥ Lotk £
FKEEFFET AR R e AR SR ([ 6) o

Age
Al O & 14 Gender
Az 0 Male o[
Female 100 —

SES
Low al
Middle afl i i
High 100

FSC
single al i
Multiple 100

¥

ToMm EU
Low al i Low of
Middle ol i Middle ol i
High 100 [ » High 100

Selfinterest 167 m

Reciprocity  16.7 m
Generosity  56.7

B6 $ETEHNLM. . SHKE, EtbZm
HFEHLFEAFE RS REHEE

gi L, M H R AR SR , BRI 2R (L0 BB
W B R 2R ILE R SR EER R,
FEMCEERY b R R (RER SR T R E T
LB ) 1 R N R S WA R AL AT R, AR
X FRAL AT SR 7= A R B I 2R AT R L
A2 AHIBE T B B
4 g

ABFFERIT T i L BT RS R TR i
SEALSAT A R R R, R IE R §
P, FHDLEME R ZAK - ARG S B
L5t b5 BE  HERBE N  Fh MR,
TR BIKT-RER , SRR 5 S 4 B AT 5515 90
R LIS AR IR — 2, W AR L G
RAGSHNIE 4 B BE b, HOoRH SO
BEAh , R SR 5 LE S b F B 7
BIKFAFAEAR R AL BB AR , SEER AU 7
FKF R

B0 R B, A R AR G BOLE R AN R
RS 4 % AR LB 1E T2 B FI FER K, 5
BTG ILEBID TAV(EE) 28,26 4, LE
KA B, ZEEHIE TRB L 2, LES
KAAR RN, B RS FR W, LESECAA
M A (IR MRS AHRL Y, 1B AL 2
ACFREEZ N X3RN, 1 3K 5 R A 21T
HFIAAR X — W5 Decety 55 A (2016) 2 H 1
WL AN, BVt T X R S, LB SR Skt
BRI TG N BEAh, BT R BLAY L E SR
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WL 5 DIAEWESE AR, B 3 ~7 2 1) JLZE 2 8 X
HE A 8 7 B #% 1 2 F 73 BE ( Cowell et al.,
2019) , K5 & B JLERIE KA B — T
RO ILETMREZZEAF, BT 6 ~8 2, LE
IR E R FIALTE (Malti et al. ,2016) o [AlH, A 4F
FRERI,S BEAIINEGMHI THENERELE,
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Examining Prosocial Behavioral Strategies in Preschool Children .
The Impact of Social Cognition and Family Environment
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Abstract ; Prosocial behavioral strategies, social cognitive abilities ( theory of mind and emotional understanding) , and family environ-
ment factors ( socio — economic status and number of siblings ) were examined in 125 children aged 3. 25 to 6. 25 years. Assessments
were conducted using the Adapted Dictator Game Task ,the False Beliefs Task,and the Emotional Understanding Task , along with rele-
vant questionnaires. Data were analyzed utilizing Bayesian networks. Results revealed a developmental shift in children’ s behavioral
strategies from self — interest towards reciprocity( fairness ) and generosity with age. Additionally, higher levels of social cognitive ability
correlated with increased tendencies towards reciprocity and generosity. Furthermore, family environment exerted an influence on chil-
dren’ s prosocial behavioral strategies via social cognitive mechanisms. These findings contribute to our understanding of the emergence
and persistence of early prosocial behaviors ,shedding light on the interplay between intrinsic cognitive processes and extrinsic environ-
mental factors in their development.
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