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Abstract

Fairness is one of the core norms in interpersonal interaction, which refers to the fact that
people’s gains are proportional to their efforts in the context of resource allocation. Social dis-
tance is the subjective intimacy of emotion and relationship between individuals and between in-
dividuals and groups in society, which has a great influence on the fairness perception in inter-
personal interaction. On the basis of previous researches which study the regulation of social dis-
tance on fairness perception, this paper puts forward the viewpoint that social distance regulates
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fair perception by dual-system theory, and points out that in the future, it is necessary to enrich
the implementation standards of fairness norms, and explore the effects of social distance on the
fairness perception and its neural mechanism more directly based on the dual-system theory un-
der the unified paradigm.
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1. &l

YERN—MZ O RIAE S ITE, A PEM S AN bk 3E EZPI/ERH (Coleman, 1990; Deutsch, 1975), A
MV #4257, mE N2 B8 AT F BRI TR AR, B8 AR S5 H AT H
A B IE EE(Hatfield et al., 1978; Almés et al., 2010). 24 H IR DR, AMIESFEAERFIALN T
IR (Tricomi et al., 2010); H43RAGEH L0, AAVES = EAFA L RE(Wang et al., 2016). ARF PR
SARAEAMA K BUE §11 25 T BORYEY A F-(Sanfey et al., 2003). [Ai, IERAFF4ATASHIF, AMER
O8RS T 3 fe A7 B 4 2 B DR R (2R (Tricomi et al., 2010; Xiang et al., 2013), Rl 2 B3+ %07
Z A A28 (Wu et al., 2011; Campanha et al., 2011; F 35 E%E, 2014; Yuetal, 2015; Wang et al., 2017;
sk H, B&EFF, 2018).

AR, Ao b B IS AP IR AN AT 5T DI — e BE R o B 703 ke R AL 25 R B P 4 R 2 BHAS A
SFRE AT, B TR i TR I AL 22 BE B I AME A A AT R 2 TR AR A A ROEIE 58 . &
IR & B8 5, A SO A W TR AT 1 [ URIARTBE , $ H 2 BE B R 428 23 1A S R B0 W R (o B AL
FAE UL EER b0 AR KB S AT 1R

2. NFBHMBRIAE

fESLI B, WA R B o BRI 25T %%(Giith et al., 1982) JHEE 1R 55 (Forsythe et al.,
1994) A% = J7 1 51 1 284F 5% (Turillo et al., 2002) AR T AT

% )5 8 R 25T 45 (Ultimatum: Game, UG)HFHIF 53 3 [1] 43 51l K $H $2 15 3 (proposer) A [8] b % (responder)
AERRN S5 E R 58, RENTHRH XM RSB %, BRI PE 2 B RGN A 7
BLT %, BIAEBU) e it 24 . W BN E G B2, WIS 25X — $2 WU 43 Bic 1) 4
YRR 2 P g FE ALK —HE, X5 #RAN 2 I 3R 2 o

M R AF 55 (Dictator Game, DG) A& IF 78 5 i T I Jo B ZRAE 55 B e vkt i 2 sz ge s =X,
$e 2 B DXONAE T & 2R AT 55 T B BB WA A ) 58 R B RN %8, BV R R R 2 121
FIRHEAAHC T . 3B =7 51 {83511 45 (Third Party Punishment Game, TPPG) U2 7E Al AN SEE6AT 45 11
Bt BRI AN =T B

MRAEHT T B 1), BRI 0 En] DUR SR IH BRI R, Wl DU =77 5% . AR E L
v R AT DA $ 1 B B3 0 AN AP R AR 28, ] DR B =5 55 WA X A AP NG iR T . i
XL SLIGAT 55, W E A DARTEA N AT RS = AR O B R T AR I, 38 v] DAL & il g 55

ik
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FAR AR T I LRI E L] o

AT WA RN, FRVCE AT A I 5 4 20 Bo (P 7 A 80 40%~50%) (Giith, 1995), T8 15 5L
B R EE H AR LA A B BE T BT AUE T 20%) (Camerer & Thaler, 1995), 55 =77 % WE IR R
FRAE O 2 SR AN A PRI BEAT FE S (Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004). X7 AREREH, AMTEFIER
APt ki (Fehr & Gichter, 2000), fEAF RIS N B 5 F 28 24 2 F(Knoch & Nash, 2015;
Achtziger et al., 2016)o A PARIFAMHIAENMES SIA A TIEE, BEAREERA L FIEE(Wang et al.,
2016), WAFEARFIAR A 4B (Tricomi et al., 2010), % HBEAMEVE N E =T7 55 W H AN P55
(Charness et al., 2008).

BEAE N HPH R B 5 0 SR BRI R R B F0 38 4 6 SR AR 5 3R AE S5 A 45 6 R AR 5T AT
BAE ERRR 2SR FARAEOCBAL(ERP) IR, 7L K, 5 TFaBAAH, XA A48T
R, TWRIXFALN X HEHF(Wang et al., 2016)i8 /& A F](Boksem & De Cremer, 2010), AMAEHRS =
A AR IR £ (MEN . TR R B SR 97, B FRN),  JF HAXFh 45 RAE A AP AME 5 E
FIAF W] & (Fatfouta et al., 2018). MFN ZAER I EILG 250~350 ms 23 i E AL MUK LRSS, 54
X RLEE R AR R B T 45 SRt 3 S S5 MRS BN AR 9% (Boksem et al., 2008; Boksem et al.,
2006; Gehring and Willoughby, 2002; Boksem et al., 2011). BFFE A, MFN A A] DA Sz 4 533 fe 30128
EMFEE(Wu & Zhou, 2009), & 1] LA s AN T T 38 J2 2~ BTEAT A B AN A S JRO%(Boksem & De
Cremer, 2010).

F— 7, R D Re P LR AR (EMR) FH B Jm i R R A 45 A A S R, AN APl i RAME
AU & (Anterior Insula, AT). A $#7 JZ JZ (Anterior Cingulate Cortex, ACC)F1E #M Fi & 5 JZ (Dorsolateral
Prefrontal Cortex, DLPFC) 3G 138 . AT 75 Y1 25 AR50k #555 B5 E24E F (Harenski & Hamann, 2006;
Singer et al., 2004), BFFF NN, AL BT AMERALFPEE, IFH AL BUS Y SR (R g A PR 43 1)
$EF+(Sanfey et al., 2003; Tabibnia et al., 2008). ACC 7E 28 Wi % A 731 %5 H 2/ i (Botvinick et al., 1999;
MacDonald et al., 2000), FEUIEFFRE NN, NAFHEHE KK ACC B IG5 AT 58 I B TN 5154301
(“BE%7 5 “Aagn” AT ED) R 9E(Sanfey et al., 2003). X T A4 BL i & ) DLPFC 3%, H Al
AEEPI RN A o] AU A R IR B (Cognitive control hypothesis) % & 1% 5 % (Integration and
selection hypothesis). HI# A~ DLPFC 3 B T phshdziil, AMAN 785 B 3R a5 AH rh R A AP
PRAET G 3% 7 DLPFC F0E U BE M e 5k S B & 26 J KAk (Sanfey et al., 2003). 5 WHAA,
DLPFC 5%4 27715 B DMl H Bt 5 A 9% (Buckholtz & Marois, 2012).

3. HSHEE

PR R R E R RS, F T B A M A TR PR AR B A 2 [ B Ok R IR SR R R
(Fiedler et al., 2011).

I R LT =M R P05 1) B A B R B T HR N, A BRok R4itt
PR IR B /AR RN BN IR I ACRIBE 2E N (Lau et al., 2005), #F5E# nli@Ed ik
BORTE I K S AP R NS 0(Campanha et al., 201 1D)EGRAE 2HAH N )27 BB &2 (Yu et al.,
2015)RHATH S FE B A4 M . 2) MR B A B4 20 (Minimal Group Paradigm, MGP)iE4T 440, Qi@
I3 A AR TE B 8 BN RE O (AT 55 SR AR e 4 P9 i DR RTZEL A B 53 (R K43 DA A 2 BE B8 (1 2 4%,
2014). 3) ARAEAHIMERBEAT 7328, RIAFESE B ORME B ulE E A 52 17 554k 215 B BT 2 8] ) AR AL
RIRYPA B o W ELI I SEEG A R EAS [R] ] SORTHE X 8 T BB SR S DA (R JB6T A 45 41
22 PR B3 ) 3 H [X 43 (Charness et al., 2007).
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W 5 R 5 S B R A S A (Inclusion of other in the self, I0S)&E #(Aron et al., 1992)3k %} 44
BHHATEPERL . 10S RN 7 MNESEEAFEWERE, ESHRRITZ RINSEEREE, R
SRS B CE N Z (A4 2 PR BRI, Bl Ik R e SRR B O SN 2 TR) 56 BRI — % [ B

4. L EEFEAFHHRKE
4.1. 2 ERNEEERATIEART

K BRI £ B DO 20 V6 S R 0 A IS AT, B 2ok X BB AP A
ATATHT AT, ATHGI(T T AT DL R £ TN R AT .

4.1.1. TR

Campanha 5§ A\ (Campanha et al., 201 1)K H 250 5 e @M EIRAE S5, bR RIRE,  [F g
RGPV I NBR R R (BEAT A ERAAE N R P B, R BT Ba 2R NI AFIA A TR,
B RS AFIA A R R R E T . —SURE(Ea 5%, 2014; Wangetal., 2017; ik
W, OBCE T, 201 8)i I f AT ARV TUEAT AL R o TR AL PR S, RIUAHLE T4 A bt , i
X 2H A 53 T R I AN RIAS P 23 BC 7 R 4 52 20 W0 38 B iy o SR W I8 38 (R IR, 201 8) il i $& 13038 ¥ At
BRFK 2 07 5 B @5 )BT +E 2 BE B IR IN, RIUAH EE T8 1 21, 0 K 2 05 TR B AFA
NPT Q)RR E T & J—T7H, WARFENEEARE, 2017130 1y 2 50 & 58 5%
RS E, BB BINEAEN, IS PR UG N PR oC R (BEAT I A BRE A N ) Rt 2o, R
XA AR TEE, B A G T BN TREAE N XL F 8 R T ARR T4 R s im /M a,
PR L 23 R B I AR A ASPAT AT B AE TN AT AR, X R BN A 2 R B MR AN
AT N NTES .

TERVEAN AT BCHESZ 2[RI, — SR 5T & I 1L SR IO AT 55 45 O 5 R AL S AL VT 7372 (visual ana-
logue scale)fit8E T AMAR FMIFAN, SRR, BRAENAFIA LB RIE B, AT #E 2 BRI )
MK, S-S EEREIERAMAMH T E A TP (Campanha et al., 2011; Yu et al., 2015). X 35 B 7E S
e a2 R B AVE, MR A IR BT I AME T A A .

4.1.2. {HZEHE

BF 5038 38 3 A AH OC B AL R (ERP) R F 1 4L 23 B B0 N R A P BRI 520 . Campanha 55 A
(Campanha et al., 201 1) RH 250 & Ja @ ZMT S, bR IEARINE, 5— NI ARRUGE FI— a4
SRV (AR B A N R TR 530 AR 12 70 DR 2% 1R 52 ) AT L0, 45 SR R BAH EE T B A NS & P 3 i
HE, MEAANERECHER T AMAEIER MEN, JEHMETFAFSETR, FEENUARAFESE TSR
PR T HEAM) MEN, T BRIA A5 BE 77 015 K 1 B IER] MFN. 33X i B A4 41 23 R B I M4
ANSPIUA R A T RS, DR AT R AMAOT AR SR AT 4E 3 (178 B AR G #2398 I B HL(Campanha et al.,
2011).

itk — DR R AL o BE B AR AR L, B 83 A DD e i AR BB BOR (IMRDAR U 4L 23 #E B
AT AR IALH] . Morese % A\ (Morese et al., 2016)i# it FE kM4t S0 5, Bl s 2R
E=T7UAE, SRR, M AR EEE SR IGE, A EE SR UCE B AP 2 e 2 2 B 0 N O
HUH (mPFC)FIER IR A2 S IX (TP I EGE, I H mPEC A1 TPT MO FLREE 516 98 B 2 A <. Apps &%
A (Apps, McKay, Azevedo, Whitehouse, & Tsakiris, 2018)KFH 2 56 5 J5 i IR S I0AE T iIX — 45 3, Wt
FOIE L SCRFERBARAT A 22 PR B HEAT #R N, By I N2, 45 SR B [ BRBA BRI (1 AN A~ 43 B e P43
FCs K T /MK mPFC HWOR G5, SR T o PRS2 08 FIAS [R)BR A BR 1R S 10 1) 73 BC 5 WD AN AE X R0
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Fatfouta % A\ (Fatfouta et al., 2018)FIHIF 7t K FH 22 50 f J M 40T 55, b o Rl B2, Jl it A BrRoe R (R
A FEENKR R SRS, SR, SREAEAEL, WARARA PR K mPFC S 1 58 DL
J mPFC F1 dACC (TS5 AT+ [2]) BE 5 (1) Dh e, W 738 AN IZ 30 B 0o 38 BR8N T AH G ) mPFC 30
MR AACC it IR ( “H252” vs “HB48” ANR-THER), REHNTETAT A B R B AR 5 2 1 9
PA S B IR AR A AT N

4.2. 2 EEMNIRREIRE R A FREIXFE

—UERETUE DN AL B RS (AR R 2 VR A AN AT RIVE R T, B o A S B B AR AT
RAI 2 PEPPOY LS A BRI A 2P PR
4.2.1. ITRIEHE

WETEE (Wu et al, 201 )R 5B THFRAT S5, M GEAALLPE R0 3% 1 lnt T4348 0 Bl il
W, SRKBUMEE T, [0l R0 Fa A N BE R 45 R R S iy, R M Ot SR i
S %N b /A G U A8

4.2.2. HEIEHE

Wu Z(Wu et al., 201 1R Z5MEEF AT S, it ik 55308 1N BROC R (BT I A BRE A N)
KPR, I HON 7N RIS AT 55 A B @SR, R W B R RV AR AR
ATy — X [EIVEBE A N B I BE 7 %8, R4 UCE RE AR, B R 2 RIS 3CE & I A BFE 4
NiiA & AR, 2RI, XA IR, HEETAF0E, AXFAmRER TR E
B MFEN, 1PN BRIA LRI A A EIF ARG K MFN R E8 4. B F0E (F a5, 20145
Wang et al., 2017)5E [ IX—45 8, AR 2855 B 2R AE 55, Jiad f ) B A e xR 4 4 ), B
HNAM R RRUVCE REEPAL 22008, 45 R N B A AP UCH EE T A AR UOH R AMAE =48 T
) MFN, 204N [ A RIAS A3 Be A& T 75 K 1 MEN A B35 1) 2 57 IR Seit 90 25 R Ui B,
FES IR B MR A A TP RL R T AMETE 7L MEN, IX B 200 BT MR A A AT A S FERA
PR R BIAS T PR

4.3. H2ERREALRANMRT BEHER

TR Tt A 2 P R 4 A ST R N I S SAE B TR, FRATT AT AR I, S R I 2 A R AL R
F IR AN RIS AEE 22 5, BUAS IR S B 7 3 B0 A 2 PPN A MEN A FTAS ] o B 08 4t T
ARE SR R AR LR TG 1) HSEABR R RARAPECT 555055, 2014). KRB AR K R YA
LIRS, SR AASIEE R, HREAGRRROQEIENEEEZHEER, TS AR RR A
FERRE S E M A s . XM T 952, A EE AR, 1 IR E S AR R H HAh
RIS IEEN AR . 2) BE4MERZR(Yu, Hu, & Zhang, 2015). Wu 25 A (Wu et al., 2011)FIHF
FEA MR RE P PO 1 B R AL, BRI AKE R PEAE N, (B RGE B AL #E; i Campanha %5 A
(Campanha et al., 201 ) FIBF RPN E — L WA — A BEAE AT HE), T8 it & & 4y, Bl
WF NN ZE SR A AT RS BT A PERI R I o(H Yu 25 A (Yu et al., 2015) R 22 56 e Jm il R SR AR 55
TR B (B A A A A N ) SRR AL 2 EE B, FEHGIN T BE A AR R, PRI 2 6 B R 4 X
ASPIEIIRZ I, (HEE M5 N IR MFN 25515 Wu 25 A(Wu et al., 201 D)L —2L, PRIX A
PR IR0 AR A5 PR A o 3K T BB 38 TV B B v R MU AR D (T A 2 B B0 A P IR BN B AT T AN R 1 3
DAL I A S 22 2R Gt B AL SRR RIX AN 7 I
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5. IS EBETNAGBELFRA

WA G AL NN MR RFEE K I RS, — A2 B SO e R G, W5 RN 5 5645 46 AH R X,
HA TAER, MITEEms: H— e REEGERS, W ARTE S AR, 3230 & H
TAH R, MFHAKIA S (Evans & Frankish, 2009). X AN RS BN A1 XA B2, RSO NTEN RS
PP FEER T, e PR B AR A= T AFEBFEEER . B TEERNERS, MU REAF
G =& BHOESF, APHTEHE S 2B R MERIA AT PG X — 15 % o 85 AR R A
SEPEVEA R EE A ) MFN; B T OB HIVE R G, MARES 2775 BIEXH 4 LAz, £ iR B85,
AT B J2 T o S5 AT 7T 02 S T

Campanha % A\ (Campanha et al., 201 1)K E L ABRR ZREENH SIS, LKA EWRE AR
[ (1) 42 ik, R AP X A T O AR SR AS AR [ K R 2 1) % B A S 0 T AT S AR RIS, i &k
B R GATAF NN o R AEARA, RIS I AAT D9 (0 P03 A A B 5 T B AR AT R UANFELE X Rl A & n 1,
BRI A A %A 19 MEN BTN TR AR A 1T 2 A P s %, 177 B A2 N SR T AERS 26 o IR R ARSR AR
SEOTEE K AR E 7 E MFN. 1l Wu 8 A(Wu et al, 201)BEAHEGIN T HIEABRKR, HE
Campanha 5§ A\ (Campanha et al., 201 1)) SZ50 R P AR AE — MERIAE, A2 0t 70 i MR FE RS 20 B 7
FIEEAT EAT, XK S FERA 5 [FR, DU a5 SO0 +h 2 B B k474
B FL(E 260055, 20145 Wang et al., 2017)H 8585 2H A A B 53 AR SR AN AE KA 2 FIR )R A
DA 3 e B 50 M T 2 R B2 B Ao BT RATETE 28 1o BRSNS AN AP 0 Bie 7= A 1 5K
AN PO, AFAFA LT A4 BL, AN T 22 BE BT AMA A A 2 Bl 2 7= A B 47 (1) MFN (Wu et al.,
2011; FEzE %, 2014; Wangetal., 2017),

5 SR, 7EAE 26 o i T, AN RIE I WP A+ 22 BE B AMA B A P AR (Wu et al,
2011), MSEBARFERG, LR BR2E, MREEN R RSN B i 30 W2 A ek
BT MR ) 2P M B B (Campanha et al., 2011; Yu et al., 2015).

[FEF, B R IUAR LG T A BE s AN, A BE B IE M AMARA A AT A2 75K mPFC S 58I
1% JF H mPFC HIEGSFEE 5 A FHE 488 5 A 9 (Morese et al., 2016; Apps et al., 2018; Fatfouta et al., 2018),
1M mPFC &R ERGRIMX, #E—PuE 1 E R G LA L2 FE BT AMEAR A PAT NI T2
6. FARRE

R AT, H AT A PR B R AR A I D HUR T BN R R, B AT — LT R AR
BGE . ARBEFE WAL T EIFE: 1) F8AFREHATIRE. SRR ZETARA L, M
FE SEBR )4 23 A2 35 AN ATTED SCIRE & T A R AP IS S, 9 BARIAS AP B4R nl e & i TME
HTE ZRATS ikl e 5 SE R 2 R &, A RIAATFRIEL T REE 2 2 H T AR R RIFE &,
1A 15 2238 AL 22 B BN A FIA A F EARIA LR NG A — e, X ESAR R R — P8R T,
2) EG— WA MRAE R RAMN B RGERIER- . AN 2 8E B A RE 2 5E T DR G i ME )
IR, RSB AT AT R R4 S 2 77 V2R BRI UE R G B AE A 2 R B TR AP IR GR AE R . 3)
RIC R GNE T2 BB A A P A 2L gl . 4a0 MR BRI R G A T4 2 Ry
YA AN B UESE , 3E RIEL D F G0 W S8R DS X TS Bl A VR FH Tk 2 BE B AP B R i 4
[FI, BB RGUAH BN SOR B2, AR 2R G0 0000 19X 265 22 T arAeT gk 4745 2 28 I AT 3 [
YRR T3 P8R0 B2 R B o) 2 PR () 1 1 4 FEL AT 32— 2P 4R

SE
REFHE, (IR, 77K, AL, I (018). 7 R AU S A R — ok ) A RIS OB 41(5),
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A, PR, WL, EAEE, R0, 210017 ABESAERPEE: M ERR =7 TR, OB F
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