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Abstract

Based on Chinese Traditional Wealth View, starting from the perspective of social groups’ compa-
tibility, this study used experimental method to explore how the morality and the poor-or-rich
status influence the rich-poor psychological compatibility. Method: In 2 experiments, the re-
searcher manipulated the poor-or-rich status and the moral level in non-conflict and conflict situ-
ation. 643 and 310 subjects respectively participated two experiments. Results: the major effects
of morality and the poor-or-rich status are significant in poor or rich psychological compatibility,
and the effect size of morality is the biggest. Moreover, morality and the poor-or-rich status inte-
ractively affect the rich-poor psychological compatibility. More specifically, people has higher
compatibility to rich than to poor in high moral situation, but lower compatibility to rich than to
poor in low moral situation. That is “moral polarized effect of the rich”.
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1. 51§

B 25 M POE R R AU T A R AW i, AW E I “ RN ORI R, TUE Z IOk
K o N ZZ BE RO AT O BRI = A T AN, 30 s 2200 A 2 gt 2 0B 3T E Bk
(6] (1) 5 i L8 M 5 T B L A 2 1) 2 B9 J M G M, 2005 1707258, 2010). 3 & BEAR OIS 2R 7T
B AR (R N B AR RSO ON AR AR 2 TRDAF LA ) 487 1P 22 52 R R R S A P O B 9 B8 IRAS (T T
2009; &b, &iE, 2017). REOHEMAESIOEAT N LRI, A& OHEMAREE R, KU
AR AR AT E R, N E A E SR EREESX T RS AL, 2R
P E KRR — PRI, WA e 3 B BRI R R

L1. FELEMSS5IERE

T B OB RS A R I R IS OB SEEE KRB b TI(PNAS) Bk R iR &, iR
F I WS R G SR B T ER AN R A 2B B AT T, SRR, s R (E ) BB
KT RAEZSEGN), EAWT ANEEGILEN . B 00 A 8 88 (117 9 (Piff, Stancato, Coté,
Mendoza-Denton, & Keltner, 2012). (FEFFER) SR E LI 3990 LA G347 T — ik T
“HENRPPFHEEZ” MiHE, 66.7%NANHEE ANFBEEGEZ “RE” 8 “BE”, A
3.95% Mgk A A A S AR TR B B R o CEIN, TEE NS R =R R
B AR TR, SEEEE A B O(ET, 2007). XKW, RAMRFE AU EE SR L, BAARKRIN:
1) HETFBEAGE: MIE AT ERRIEAAERSE. TEANRRKFHSHEP ML RE, THA
AT & BBt A En . g — RS “EARENS s e At A2/ B TR
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B RFEETRA S3%MEIAEERE “AMWRE” (FRT7, 2005). B AKBE FBEAGEEI L
BAMEMEEGK, 2O RMEN—AREEER. 2) 8 NAREK. A&, BkEE, 5 A0
AU, —w NE QLB EEEZZWERN, AEHEEALL, FoE ANH—MERIE T, &
MEEERMN, B SRBERSTAE WK R T, EE 1%, BAEE, AEEMmANEdG, ARE
Fi P B (ARIE 2T, 2010; Piff, 2014). 3) & A S THERIRE: 12 & NISFERBIRRL, A0 EF I,
FEAE T —MER S R S A EIER) , RIS TN EH FA(Piff, Kraus, Coté, Cheng, & Keltner, 2010; Kraus, Piff,
Mendoza-Denton, Rheinschmidt, & Keltner, 2012; Andreoni, Nikiforakis, & Stoop, 2017), Bt4h, —LE AK
HEAT RIFEA Bon R, MR EA B SRR BMELT, HEARE NSRS F I B I
MRAT g e IR BRI, o NICA ARG & 3 Ja B M TUER, e TuERehk. EEsR, BAES
A0 AN TE 15 7)1 (Piff, Stancato, Coté, Mendoza-Denton, & Keltner, 2012).

1.2. FESERE: PEEZPOVER

DAL AR I R U A LA 7 AR GE R it i 7 AR G S I & W, s S
BB B IR AR
1.2.1. fFR: MESEROIL

REAE G BT E 5CCEE)X IR, WAEANRNEMN, W “NEAMR, ACAER”
((HET - B b)Y ). W EFIEMEA R TR R MR, AR, e, AMISUNE NTRRHE
WRAPIELE, & CTLRAET B CNEAMT W, R ANTITES (R, 2012),

HHEW “BTEM. WZAE” , ENEFEEENNE T, EREdREPERESESSE, fSER
AR, AFEARESA—NPARNINTTI “BF7 , BWELL TS /D7, hETRE I E st
ARG, AR, 2011). M4, R ERERE “TAMLHE, SMALH” ( GRIE) ), ERHFA
REfy 231 R, (REFACIAMMOL S B8, IS AERBUY S 2 5 g E M, @piaEmmsn, A
REIfrfB A K, ASBEIE ROBE AR (%, 2010; Tao, Ha, & Yuan, 2016).

1.2.2. ER: RESEENSE—

LA GEMEZ) b, “TFRERT A MR TARE, B KT, Mg 2, %2 (GE
WY ). 7 NHIRCERWAH LR, BN ANHA LHRIE R & WA, 1 HAKZE A AR L. ARt
AKEBESIEFN RS ? X2 Al i B BB P UGR 236 2 . AR SR AR ACE I E IR 2, 1T
IR NS, ABCERE T — MMERIFIR, A ANIRAFWH ) 28 (36 2 o 173X 5 SRR G 15 32
LT IE LN . 2 PR, e — BV NREN B CiAn i iE AR . REE DUOE S F B
RN E, BRI B AMTBERME R EER TUHER, BRI RIGRF K
WP ECE B . AR R, T8 F RN R A BRI L2 (T EAE, 2010). —ANE N EAESRAG M N FIHE 2 (1)
AT, B RSP, AR S — AU E L TN T NS AT E, WA B W & A,
HEE Ry R E e, %Il R DR NN Al I, AR A
FE IR o

WG AE G 2201 ) NZIIBR EN R N B BB AL R, AL T AT 55 AR N BRI O BR R
GERRI, TR AN NFE AP OE Gk B R 2 B EAE . BT [F— 2 AN
MY 2 B B S A RE B ST (Coté, Kraus, Carpenter, Piff, Beermann, & Keltner, 2017). & PA_ L4341, AHf
FORE SR AR TS A TE A5 o) 8, G B AR RS SO ARG B, R0 OB S SR AR R,
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2. £ 1: EARBIRT, AESNSEENAELEMEHRIT
2.1. HAIRAE
2.1.1. #ik
k643 At AL, FRKT 18 2, AMRBNFItESE L.
2.1.2. ¥

EET YNGR PN TR/ P = Kt A A S P sER 2 S

2.1.3. LI

K230 E S 1, W) * %Lﬁ o AR BB ) LR i o H AR R RSB Rl I B — B Rt
FORMEAE S TN ABE L AEFTERAE TS S ) At A B TEEACT 3P4 PR BNl AR R A
&%b@@éﬁﬁ,ﬁ3¢waﬁﬁ.ﬁﬁﬂ*EAAm%%w%\i T REMBAE B RITEE

2.1.4. SLIFERF
Wi @IS Qualtrics PAEL B AR RS0 (1) N 28 55 4, AN SRI0 2R A AR il — N I 2 ik etk 12
PeBEAL A BLR 4 Mpscse st . ok, Mgt A A EH 802 TN AT N R . TR B
REIW—M B ADHIEE, ARCREMNERTBN. AR BB HLEERTY . ~T7 R
TRy, e AR R e (R 4T 1) R SR ) IR A U R B B AR A AL S R SRR . AR JE LR
Pk e B R A B O P RS I 2 (AE BRI R . SAREMMARR). A M2 RHZE R 7
MERNER. BEEERAES N AEARGEE. LRSHE, PS8,

2.2. RO

PR REAT R, BT NEMN 1) MIERR SN 56 (Bt s 2) MR R A A (Y (e [l 2
R IOBOR A 3) MIBRGE SR — BTG EE . HUa 53] 505 %A Rt. R spss19.0 XL £k
PEEAT R, U5 ZE 0 A AN TR B RN AR B

22.1. BERE

BT AR A 4 2 G BF AR DU RIS REA ¢ A5, S5 REW, 4l B A s
BT 471 5535 25 5 (4503, = —83.738, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 7.467, My, = 1.764, SD = 0.679, Mz, = 6.534,
SD =0.596), KX B ANIHIZE S A EAF 8.

22.2. ILERE S

Xof RIAR OB R G =ANRPR AR EN G S BRI AR BEAT 2 x 2 M2 uTr 250, dRRI,
ﬁ%%PMEﬂVﬂ%mp—omb B ERMRE (7, =0.252), &S0 5822 AR I 5t
BE(n, =0.015) (W# 1).

BHE, i R RO B R A I =ANRR AT AT A, A 2.

1) BAREN G

SRR RMIPE 208 S IR R, BRI 30N B (F,son = 152.033, p < 0.001, 7,
=0.233), #E SO SIEHE KR EAEH 2 Fq, son = 7.564, p = 0.006, 7, =0.015).

X TE A N A BT R B, NN v T A R AR B R 3 v THIRE A 2 (¢s03) = 12.162, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 1.084, Mg = 5.066, SD = 1.145, Mys) = 3.722, SD = 1.328). X311 E & HEME M2 TAEH
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Table 1. Multivariate analysis of variance of morality and poor-or-rich status on psychological compatibility

=L OLERSERESNIEE NS TAENTSITRL

F df P ,
S0 5.745" 3.499 .001 0.033
pELEc 56.097™" 3.499 .000 0.252
e S IEE 2.600 3.499 052 0.015
F: p<.05, “p<.01, "p<.001

Table 2. Multivariate analysis of variance of morality and poor-or-rich status on various indicators of psychological compa-
tibility

=2 LERSRERERESNMEZ LNE A ESTRITHRE

F df p ,
BAREN R 0.262 1501 609 0.001
WE G e 9.742" 1501 .002 0.019
BIANEE 0.102 1501 .749 0.000
BARENR 152,033 1501 .000 0.233
TH1 AT R 97.536™" 1501 .000 0.163
PNV 39.560™" 1501 .000 0.073
BARENG 7.564™ 1501 .006 0.015
T Sy B THEIER 1.108 1501 293 0.002
YN8 0.798 1501 372 0.002

W "p<.05, "p<.01, "p<.001.

BEAT PR AN AT S, A5 REY], TRt N2 S5 NIE2E N, AT miE s i R e R R
TARTEEE (F 1. so1) ) = 46.680, p < 0.001, ;. so1y (i) = 111.310, p < 0.001) {EFIEMEEAT, AT E AK
ARGV B3 =T 95 N(tess) = —2.527, p = 0.012, M(55) = 4.896, SD(55) = 1.154, M(&) = 5.254, SD(&)
=1.110), MEMREMEZATT, NS NFBKER 555 NA BE %2R, (B8 NFBRERIT 5 A
(toas) = 1.461, p = 0.146, M(55) = 3.846, SD(57) = 1.201, M(&) = 3.600, SD(&) = 1.437). XK, AMfIXL5
At N EEAA BN G PPN 2 252 BB AR R 22 (s, {HL [F) B .52 2% 5 22 & S 0 IR, éu A T AT
AR, NI HER L, R, 48 NMUEATEEAT N, AN HRETREZLE 1 FR).

2) XEBREEE

XA R BIVEE H, TE B 0 RS 2 (F ) sor) = 9.742, p = 0.002, nf, =0.019), JEE K3 RN
BEF 50 =97.536, p<0.001, 77, =0.163), “HMAEARHREE . W3 E S0 TR0 TR,
MR & NI AL B2 3 T 95 N (4503 = —2.612, p = 0.009, Cohen’s d = 0.232, M@ 4.271, SD = 1.501,
Miry=4.619, SD = 1.493), X F R MW, AR i T8 7 2 0 58 A% i B 2 v TARTE A (1503
=9.683, p <0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.860, M, = 5.027, SD = 1.257, M, = 3.835, SD = 1.503).

3) BAREWE

STEINBIBMIPE S, 1T GO ERNARE, BT H R EF, son = 39.560, p <0.001, 7,
=0.073), “HMZEAERARE . MHEMERER TR, AT mEE s e N SR 5% & TIRE
T8 (503 = 6.291, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 0.560, M) = 5.304, SD = 1.101, M, = 4.625, SD = 1.316).
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Figure 1. Interaction effect between morality and poor-or-rich status on gen-
eral impression

1. BASTEFRESNSERNZEER

2.3. ¥ig

W5, MU HTHISE AT R, B R By A A A PR O PRI AR O LR A ) =R AR B
RSS2, ARG SR o R ZO0 AR RO B A AR 5 ST R T3 s B

HR, 73 RIRE BT S ATEEIZ P AN R FO0 AR B 50 O B A B AN FR PR ORI 1) AATT
NRRAREN AP E b, JEREI BN, EITE B0 ERNAEE, e S 5EENLEEN
B3, BREFTNEREN, MM EEEE A 82 s TGEEE . ERiEmEsarrT, A
EAMBEAEREESG TN, RIS E N mACEAS, HAERBEERET, A E A EA
BN T 75 N(ERARE) . 2) M AR B R ES, 8 S AIEEN LN B, 18
TERRNAEE R . XK, AT AR SR T, EERERAERE . 3) AR B E R
PRE, TEMEMERON R

ALK MEIRERY, R OHMA P, BEESTE SN EERITE OB S KT mIEERE
T M E AN OB E TN, MEMREERMT, M E NGBS T 5N BARRI
N FIEREFAET, A E NREE ST 55N, KRN, A e IEE = AR OB RS 5w,
RIS S N OB RSB, AT FURIEAOY “ 8 NFEERAL” . REAATR sl s Ao & 58
fe AREE E AN R OB RS A, AT k.

AR, BRI BRI A RIVEI R SER, BHt, SEIRE ST — U SCE AT B2 5 AR Y
OFRRERE, BIEAEPh RAGSE , AAT BT E A B0 B R 5 R B 2 B 75 2R B R A (Y S UK
FAAE 8 NFPETERAL” B, SR, BLSEAt & o ARk R 30 & AR AEA R R = BEE 1E X LI
JECERTEG 2009), B H S AE—Fb REES . A, £IE M RIESES, MARRE S0 AEED
T AT L OB A A e ? SR E R ? BT ik, Sel6 2 Bl BSTE RIS, B8EAE
RNG S, JEEAETE S Xt 3 s O E AR A R
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3 LW 2: RIFRT, RESNSERNTEELEMSHRI

FESUE PPRIESIIESE L, T IEF RIS F SR, SUE P REON R, 2 [ OE 52
AR AN TR ORGSR RV R 2 B R KRR E A Sy, ISR S
HIRIOR MBI, BREITEMRIGE, 8 S0 SEEN TS OB IR

3.1. iR AE

3.1.1. 3k
310 44t N+, B KT 18 %, AIRERM AN 2 & 5F Hfv .

3.1.2. 8

B m ek, SR nlh: 5 RSN S KRR F B E—E R TR AR, —
WEOEL” | R N EREE R —FE R AR INER LR, WRAES” . ‘SRR
BN G JORIE G R E——FDRER TR N E R, W - FHaE” . “HrERENEREkE—
EEEA RN E SRR, WM _THEE” .

3.1.3. SEIEEI

QVEFEEME: &, ) < 20EFELE S D SN, B OB LS.

HARE MERAIE: BER TR S A A O A I R R LB AT 4R, SNSRI, R
H—H_—FHas, R—L4ERTAN; EAZXMET, EFEEH—HELE, 2 zﬁk%ﬂ EREE
T K P18 2 o A AT N RO AT A, (R 2 N Rk ks mEEA TEEEE K
Wik E LER, FERME AT,

DRI AR B A A o0 9 T i o s T O BRI, A = AN TR bR AR, TR ARE.

3.1.4. LIFERF

W7t 3 Qualtrics & FAF A BSL IR I I 28 8 4%, RS SEIR R MR R — DM 2R BRI, I8 ITR
FERI T AL M2 e, SR, IR 289 MK, SCEI AL 7 A T 21 AN E A
e . ol RS S — A SRR SR A H e mBa i n — o E AR, Rl
FLPABHT AR 8 A RN SRR, AT, AR AR08 2 AL R AT B AR CFratdi)
(K12011 4 10 A 17 HEGH FFEE. SERMBOVE W FIRAB AN S 51 K30 s iR 5 —F i

o R 8 5T 1 i 5 R E AR R L DI I A0 2 A I 1) Mt R 2 T A L 8 1 %8
@ ZJase AR OB E KT E, WEEHFESLE 1. KA H)E, RS galEubEy s
P2 4 Fhscgn s 5

3.2. ARGER
SRR E LI 1, ®EED] 119 ZEBR. S EHE I 7L SZH% 1,

3.2.1. BIERE

el olond 8 535 (A 2 2 GE ACRDUB OIS REA ¢ K006, 49 REW], Palx BEHHIUE H 0
PPN AZAE 23 22 5 (ta17) = —33.797, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 6.183, M, = 2.535, SD = 0.660, M, = 6.365, SD
=0.576), RYDSEHF KT E F R ERIERI)

3.2.2. ILIBRAE SR
Xt R AR T O BRI A = ANEPR AR EN G SRR B N BE ST 2 x 2 IZ I Z 48T, SR RO
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F23), BEHHFREMERPLE(n, =0.388), FHLEMOTBPILE(n, =0.906), 2EFHIEHMN
R, SRR RSN, 36 S0 5E M0 AR IR R EE () =0.098).

3 5% DR AR O BRI 1 = AR R EEAT AT B, I 4

1) BIKETRE

STEEAREN R IPE T, EEH T E O E LR EFg, 1 = 6.938,p=0.001, 7, =0.085). 2EHHiHlE
() 3 3008 5 (o, oy = 481.820, p < 0.001, 77, = 0.866), “EHFEEM M E K . HFHTE G 51E
MR TR R (F o, 1) = 4.447, p = 0.010, 77, =0.056). 3% 78 & 10 LAY, HHxd 75 A
HEHHNBARNR S E NEREFRAREER, BX5 AR RETE N = 1.784, p = 0.077,
Cohen’s d = 0.327, M, = 4.304, SD = 2.026, M, = 3.587, SD = 2.353) X4 F35 18 £l ) 3= OB 3 W3R
AT o T S 1) BE A B R 3 e THIE A 35 (1147, = 26.094, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 4.754, M) =
5.887, SD = 0.704, M, = 1.790, SD = 0.995).

XS TR S RS TR A HAE R AT R P B R g, SRR 2), TERR TN
R E N, e a2 () BEAR B R0 2 1 TIRTE RS (F o, 1s) (90 = 294.700, p < 0.001; F(y 115) (s
6 =481.820, p < 0.001), XK, T ERBIGE D, RESEEFH LI SEME, A A R
B

MAERTE AT, s AR R B EKT 55 AN(Fq, s = 42.310, p < 0.001, M = 2.280,
My =1.406). XRW, £ EREHE S, AT 5 AKE, AT E NRZRE M, A AE

Table 3. Multivariate analysis of variance of morality and poor-or-rich status of culprits on psychological compatibility

=3 VEMAAEREAENESTEERE LS AR ENTRITRLE

F df P ,
A 7.199™" 3115 .000 0.160
e TR 244.470™ 3115 .000 0.866
HEHF I RHE 2473 3115 065 0.062

: p<.05, "p<.01, "p<.001.

Table 4. Multivariate analysis of variance of morality and poor-or-rich status of culprits on various indicators of psycholog-
ical compatibility

T4 DIEMASRIENEERERESNERTEEE LN A ENTSRITEN

F daf p ,

BARENG 6.938" 1115 .001 0.085

AN e 0.007 1115 943 0.000
PN 11.676 1115 017 0.049

BRI 481.820™ 1115 .000 0.866

A RAERIR 184.872"" 1115 .000 0.549
IPN=VS 101.418™" 1115 .000 0.308

BARENG 4.447 1115 010 0.056

A R R AL 2.787 1115 149 0.018
PN 3.390 1115 194 0.015

: p<.05, "p<.01, "p<.001.
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Figure 2. Interaction effect between morality and poor-or-rich status of cul-
prits on general impression

B 2. BAEKTEPEEERESNSERNXEIER

s, I NS R R (L] 2).

2) REREILE

MAERERVEE S, HEHEHELE N BRI AR E . FEHEEENERREF ) = 184.872, p <
0.001, 7, =0.549), ZEHH I E AEMA AR LE . W H BRI FHAIRY, Sl
TE A S A R 3 R TARIE T (¢017) = 11.957, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 2.191, M) = 4.839, SD =
1.119, My =2.316, SD = 1.183), XEH], AAT5Mb A FISSAE 5 T 52 B0 77 8 KT s, i AN T
X7 I S

3) BAREBE

SN BIEMIPE T, HFEE LR EF 1) = 11.676,p =0.017, 17, =0.049). HFHHiHE
I TS 3 (F o, 111y = 101418, p <0.001, 7, =0.308), FEF#H 3T & MBS TR . 0
FHIE M ERN TR, B 75 NEREN AN SRR E ST 8 NEHEE (1117, = 2.340, p = 0.021,
Cohen’s d = 0.432, M, = 4.839, SD = 1.547, Mz = 4.111, SD = 1.815) X} 4 35 8 6850 (1) £ B 0 Ak A,
AR on sy TE A 2 g Y B N R S v TIRE IR (1017) = 7.104, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1317, My =
5.371, SD = 1.059, M, = 3.456, SD = 1.763). iX K, AN AN N ZIEZ B0 75 2 & S sz,
NN EREZE S T8 N [N, iR B IR 52 B0 7 TE AR KPR R0, 0 e 18 4 51
BN R s TR .
3.3. itig

TG, WZITTT TGS Rl A, R T R TE AR DR A O R S ) = AR RS B
RN, HIAEAEE R MRS TR, X W A PR 30 (R AR A e (R i de K, DUBRIEE R OR,
AZHAF e 5

Hk, BAKRE QRS = AMERIEER, 1) RSN, AR BAR R S En, s
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By ATEE ) N R, WA AR S E T E N, N EEEE AR R TE S . 5
M EAEHBEE, EweHs NitedE N, REHTNREEEN, A HBARN RIS 5w,
AR REEAAE T, #ANE A RANREZERTH AN XKW, EHEREERES, HTTH5AK
b, AT E NBIESREE A, B A7 A TEENEE, S5 SRR R0, 2) ATt A
AR, 08 SRR, NeiEfERE AR EE s TREMEE . 3) A
POE LN PN =8 N R R T I = ) B S < Sy AT G =T (e 2t R T =i A I
H, NHNEFEEMWMARBEZ S THE NEHE,

ARSI S5 AR I 7250 1 AT ILE “E ANPEERAL” G, EREMRIERT, KiEE
T, MIEAROHBEBZETHAN, RIAEBKNRIEE L. XEY, EREHREESD,
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