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Abstract

Compared with the traditional economic theory, the asymmetric model is more suitable for the
realistic background of human life to understanding cooperative behaviors in social dilemma.
Asymmetric social dilemma refers to the decision-making situation in which individuals are con-
fronted with the conflict between individual interests and collective interests under different re-
source states. Whether the asymmetry of social relations caused by social class, social comparison
and power, or the asymmetry of decision structure caused by initial resource allocation and re-
ward-punishment setting, it may lead to the emergence of asymmetric resource state. We re-
viewed the state of research on the influence of social relation asymmetry and decision structure
asymmetry on cooperative behavior, but no consistent conclusions have been reached. It’s sug-
gested that future research should consider individual factors such as social value orientation, eq-
uity preference and self-control to investigate the mechanism of cooperative behavior in asym-
metric social dilemma.
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1. 5|8

EAERAERE N . #2545 & R 7k 8 3 B (Raub, Buskens, & Corten, 2015), &~ NREEAT
NEVR R — B2 DB, 5. A et G k] 22 45 A T Sk g e 1) B 2 o) L2 — (Declerck,
Boone, & Emonds, 2013; Parks, Joireman, & Van Lange, 2013; ¥ 3G, 4%, T, K#k, 2013). &1F
AT 9 AR IE I A0 A N 3 i R AR 2 SR AR 7 B KA R R (UL, e, By, TN,
2018)o HITBRURMABRIE, ARIEERERAZE R T, A 2D 58 s B S0 1 URAE v, 3k 5%
Wi A= A7 R85 /O AT 35742 % & (van Dijk, Parks, & Van Lange, 2013).

PSR RS Bl 7R . oIl A IR BEUR N & BT R R A, 38 R BN TAERIR] e i, # B AT AR
HIEAEAT S0 SRTAEAAR Hh B AP I 3 SR AN A 3 5 AR A 2 IR AT 2 15 R ) 2 AH P R VR 5 3))
HUE 5 (mixed motivation), IEAZIXFHIE S HL I I EIZE BAE AT H T IE &5 F R 4L & W B (social di-
lemma; Dawes, 1980), Bl E R FE & 5ade. S ERH AR AEEER R, I E KR SER =Sk T
NGRS TR A . R~ s e 4. AR A0 A%, HIkaT I, WG EK
KU AR SR JE . AR A RO, RN B A+ 2 S AR BGR T B 24 K R (Van Lange,
Joireman, Parks, & Van Dijk, 2013),

L B 8 SRR A LA 28 5 K R R A R TR S S FRI AT FE 5 2 L A
W B EGAT A, NEZ “BRE” “EPERT B, et TS BRI E, M
SR A TR EEME R B R . SR, SRER = AW AR I, A SR i EE g A AR f T
et N B BRI R 2 (Balliet & Van Lange, 2013; Dou, Wang, Li, Li, & Nie, 2018); HIszH & it 48
W A AEBERUERERF R AA LT HAMERT N, BAZ HEMAMMHEZE. LA
A2, b TASKS TR 2 5 F P 3 R/ LE THRE X P B B 25 AR AR 2 v 5 ) 1 217 52 I 9 3 2 B0
Ay ? 2 A TSR SRk e AR Y ISR A, BEA BF AL AL T 953560 B AR (it 2B 2 i T
PR, X AN AR S o, AL B 22 ARk B R H B, BAIE BANHI R JRi T (Kraus,
Piff, Mendoza-Denton, Rheinschmidt, & Keltner, 2012); tHEWFRKI, SibFI5HAE K MEGHE T >
PRUR)AH L, 9RO B AR S 2 SR AR AR G TR B 22, HLooTeR AR BEAR AR 5 T A 1 3R
PR 2 IE b (van Dijk & Wilke, 2000). S E 2, 2K RANARMIRETEALSHZE . RIFALZE) L0
REBVIEFE R EIEAT AN EZERNER, AT H AT S T AR 2258 R AME SR I 2 7t LN AE
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BU RS g — 258, BRI, AT B AT o8 T A AR 2 5k R S VR AT IO 4 B SRR
i, DAY EE i (B SR EARAT N B F L

2. FHMBAFERTS: NHBHE55HH

TR TH I ZM I E, &2 Band R R0 E BEBE 20, #A v R FEA X FREE
PRSI I e B FE 0 I b AL T AR BRSNS T I AN AR 25 B AR R A 1 2R PR TR SRS B AR AN
SR AL 23 [ 15 (asymmetric social dilemmas; XIHVT, #8057, 2015). [EUBUSCER AN, 18t 23 85 b 32 44 ]
BERIRASKI R I Jir D] 32 B HE A2 96 R AN SR 45 P4 J7 THI(Weber, Kopelman, & Messick, 2004) .

2.1. £ EXRZFHTR

ARy A NI oy e i R e S G ST v P o s = B L 20 S0 R ) (S B P 3 o )
PE b, HEME R T Ak RANFRIHBL(Zitek & Tiedens, 2012), HARRINIESHZE . H2thimm
X F118%5 (Dubois, Rucker, & Galinsky, 2015; Van Doesum, Tybur, & Van Lange, 2017; FBe%s, UG,
B, 2015).

1) #&7E. MESXKRNMERE, —SMEH TS5 VE). S adss
R B (I 5 & NAH L 45 58 55) 55 07 A AE 22 5, AT AT 58 22 B 2 BB SR A
AF G SKBLE A . XA T A B E P B A BR, S bA e AL 22 70 J2 P Ak T 0 35 55 35
i1 B (Abele & Wojciszke, 2013).

2) HEWE BT EREWAL ST TG A FRSE, A EEBOIT RS B 307 5 “E
AR WAL UE T2 M A VEAT R EZE R RO, 2015). S WIRIE ARM S TATE, LT 1
TR T . IERTE L EARL R ARY ERALS BRI, A TE R 2 BB IA IR
AP A O, BT AT BRI S AR SE L 1 54 A ) 2 7= AR O BE S5 38R A I, A 3E4T T 4T EE s (R
B A O ZR )W 27 A0 PR3

3) AR B )(power) & — T 42 A M (H TR $AT 22050 5 1 ST HLR R Rt N IRE 77, &
EERASRANZL, WA 1ET NI EZER E (Kopelman, Hardin, Myers, & Tost, 2016; van Prooijen,
Coffeng, & Vermeer, 2014). 113K, A/D2EFFIGFRIEN AR GROIEMSE, HRIE BE —M RO
HHBEN, BIAL 7% (Anderson & Berdahl, 2002) . B 70 nl @A T 6% 8 shCuliE b, YL R R, 2901, 2016)
[ Z AL SR (Schmid, Kleiman, & Amodio, 2015)% 5 TG J1EE, BUIEK— B80S, SREFEZmA
RETARL THZEMIT N

2.2. RIRGEHTIIFR

MPSREERIHI AT, IR IR KT B A 5 B th 2 3 AN AR AR T AN RR A B JRCIR 2 o AT, A
770 2011)e G0, FERFNIUGEH BANA E 2 SRS A 2 B SRR I MA SRR B TE 2 I UK, X
ol e R 5 5 ) P 3 R ) AN R AR A IE SO R S VR AT N EE R R

1) VIEARIREE . T IS A o SR A 2 BO U (B a0 2 597 70 IS #2750 LS AR, AEAE S A
MIA BB IRACTAFAEA Y E DG I, A2 ALY FZRAESL T B8 A 1 BT 2 A%
21, HMALEFRP RIS BAR . METRANAERD&TS, A E o2 1Y IR
TR A, XA R R 2 G D BRI AR IS, 857, 2011).

2) RERE. ARIAES NP RAT G, RERGE G A RIEE IS T ST N, %
CARAGURER ST, PR RS E R B R AR Z LR S EAT . Bldn, #E—A 2
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BUHEIE, AT s SR a4 RIE SR B S i 2 i MERETINLEI T, AMIEIERaEE RN 1
[ T 457 2 AR A o IR A AR A U B AL 2 3 BUMARAE A 2 PR B A8 1) 1) 3 0P tH AN X FR(Molleman,
Kolle, Starmer, & Géchter, 2019; Weber, Weisel, & Géchter, 2018),

3. HEEBEFHSENS: AHFRRBEB AT FRMREREE

REHIKRIL . WHIEZ G, 2R NS T2 HR SRS AT R AR, (X e
WH 17 2HUERB\B AR HUIANE “BMM” o “BRmM” , B ARENEESTIZHR
Fi, ANEREAREE B N IR KEEET N, T HIX S VEAT AR A A B P 2
A ) (Dorfman, Eyal, & Bereby-Meyer, 2014; Robertson, Delton, Klein, Cosmides, & Tooby, 2014). 1R#EH
H I P (reciprocity theory) f12E 2% £ 2 18 (kin selection theory) IR 55, ANMA B A71E 35 H. 2 2 R A = gt
FEARABLE , DR AR AL 2% B2 A SR EE 1 & LU 56 5 SRS A 5 B m (R0E & 5, RIRE E J AT (self-restraint)
I E RS2 R G BT A MR RIRA SR (I ST A%, 2013). fEAERIS LIS, B EZEX0T &A1
JIts R AL 2 KT AN R SRS (B £ SR Pt SR 52K N T A SRR, W7 TR f— S a e
FaE M, RIGNA-5 . (RO IR 52 B — o I S i @ ) PR Bl TR R B 8, XU A
VS 2 T BRI A RYE TR A NP OR,  TIX P 5 2 S ECE T 0 A

FEOX— 1210 H I 5 R AT B2 H TR G & F SR I T R 2 56 TR FR B A e R ke Sk 1, SR K &
SCERAF T s IS S v I MR B AR 2 (B AE AT — Pl s BE AR RR G R AT, A5, 2015). A
PR, XY ) FT PR AR 15 T e R A L R B R Gk RS I R 85 1 A 5 S ] (Stouten, De
Cremer, & van Dijk, 2009; FHii, WZHEM, T, fé, FHEE, 2010), FAERLEREH, Mk
AT R 2 BB LT AR AT (ANt U A FR S R a AL ARTFREE) T AR A (U1 S0 45 2013). BRIk,
AN RR A AR TN RS AEAT IR B 1K FENLHI 2 2 Rt 78 10— Biaa) .

4. RFREREMA TR

WHTERIL, AR EAEAT NI AR AR BB 2 ELEh I SC R JZ T, B ARBLAE Y A 28 1 ok 3R
JRH . Hait, BATZMAL 2 IC R AN PSR S P T3 TR BEAS AR A 2 WG - S AR AT N K 3l 7L

4.1. LR XEZTHHNSIEIT AR D

NSRBI MEE, oz B0t B MEE A (ST 5 F @) Bkt 2 B (W F
U AR R)SETT I AN FR, AT AE AL 23 PR A A T 3o B B 55 %547 B (Abele & Wojciszke, 2013).
RKTAMFRA R B EEAT NP M ARIE 8 —M AN, T IRHEIRE T RAEE
A REMH BAEAT . BEFLR I, MR F A i F B E RS T R SN ZBE KT R EEIEMX,
TR EAME,  Sb 2= MR 2 SRR AR NS A S, Bt i sh 2 8N E35)
(Dovidio, Piliavin, Schroeder, & Penner, 2006). 1EFTIE “ANFEFRT” , SaEX AT HRIREHEIIZE
PEHHIIVE . HIGESE A5 (2015) IR T AL S BU O AMACSE AL AT RO FEMA I A, 2w isCHEAT T AT B A0t (R
HHWHCZEMAME), HREREE TR,

RIG, A — MR AT 9 BARE R ME B & 1F. AOEFUIRW, AT OU AL ) s 7
el 354, MR TSRS (Kimbrough, Sheremeta, & Shields, 2014); 1fj4bT A1 554 5
PG5 3R SR R SR 25 (Avrahami, Kareev, Todd, & Silverman, 2014). Kraus et al. (2012)#R 7T T Atk <
B 2R BRIt AR AT, AR SCRFAL T 85 3 R IR S M B W I A BART S, AL T =B 2 AN A,
I EAMAAE AT TP B SR ED, el NSRS A A BE 5, ATk L BE 22 O AR AT D9 s Al
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K mBE MR T RIEBONEE, ATEEMOBANE S &, R T FL 2 N B e @ A TR BN
HRUO SRR o T ] — 5K H BHE LT (Colombia) I SEEG B 5T K HL: Mtk S E 5 KAt S5 H 1EH
J7 M i 2% (local public goods game) I Tk /K- IC BB M2 57, (HIUMBUR &AM, K25 905
KTk 2] T, HE T Et S ZE4E Martinsson, Villegas-Palacio, & Wollbrant, 2015).

4.2. RREWAH BRI SETRRRAE

MBS LE R BER, B0 IR SRR T B AR 15 B T 3 35 0 AR Rt 2 5 i AMATE G AR TR SR R IR B,
WAHELF BHREE = 2, P B 2 B A SRR TR BE i (van Dijk & Wilke, 2000); {H A4 3 50 A B,
NS T it bR i B 22 RS 28 5 /D IR AR Pl R %) SRR AN AE 2 35 22 5 (Stouten et al., 2009). — IG5 #r
fah, HEWREXNGIEIT AL Z 2] — LR R WA, s, FBASUCHDC . P RARIAR BA 2 4
45 (Balliet, Mulder, & Van Lange, 2011).

AKX FRAL 2 N S ARAT AAAE BRI AMAZ S, Wk B AL 2 IME IR A 7S R0, 5% H RFEAE
RS O H O, Wm TR 2 BRIt F PSRN BEOGEH CE R, e RuEM AR
SRR, ) T SRRl B S AN 25 R 2 AR D B T %E(Van Lange, 1999). BEFURIL, 256t 7E
AT 55 RS (WA 46 GEIE A A I, ARATT R T AR 56 3 BE 22 1 4k 2 TR AR T AR I H B = K S AR K (De
Cremer & Van Lange, 2001), FEAHi[R] T 3B FI£E 3 £ A0 %6 (Yamagishi et al., 2013).

AL, ARSI FE T OB MR AL KPR B A AREAT v B, 8 s g e b e Rk
H IR R IR A K, 23 8 2 F A A ik A R0 45 f R A IR s =B SR, 2 PR A 1R
17 N (Martinsson, Myrseth, & Wollbrant, 2012), 1fj H HIRIEHIHIEZH)G, MERISEHSW S KRB R 14
B I 55 (Fennis, 2011), JETf1 - FEE A FLW ik 58 2 1955 [E R A 2 50 e, 2% K U 25 (Grelley, Lea,
& Fischer, 2008). fHJ, H4$EF MR B FAz 67K P (Sheldon & Fishbach, 201 1)BEHR AN AN 2 (1) 5 3K,
FEHilZK P (Righetti & Finkenauer, 2011), A TR 7R & BN ALK 5 AL ] B A0 @ i 55 4 Bl s SR 1) 15 2%,
PNIES N B A (o

5. B&

LREFTE, @ALAE CRFRARER Ak SRR W S AT 1R IR ASRETE R NS EAFAT MBS 5 2
A G AU T SRR AR B IR, W EUE IR G SIHUE 5T AT 92 R BT
I E A o AR AMEBE T ALK AR A TE B 1, BUOABLSEE 5T BIMA D SAT il 3 2 A
AKIFRI AT (22 R RAKIRR S PREREHI A FR) T AR AR, Pt 2 B A o 4 AN R 5 99 067 & 1) A
A R A S R AR SR T, 0075 2015), LA AT T T8 5 S AL 58 e SR HDURH 2 ) 1R SR s
AP R 2 %o e S o B Bt A e R, DOE I SO AN IR AT Ry o BRI, ARRE T REZ S ANAS
R A PR B B B NSRBI SEBR B, IR A B . PR ds s B BRI A AR A
FRORAE TR AR FRA: 22 WG o S AEAT A AR R

HE&mHE
AR REHE ARSI H S : 2017GGXIK001)A1 2017 4EFT ARk R 250 H
(W H%'5: KIRW00)H) 7B,

SE

FHl, KT, EEE, FRTRIR01S). IR T EE: BB S B REET ARSI, OB IR, 5001),
101-114.
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