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Abstract

Increasing economic inequality has led to increasingly serious social stratification. Past research
has found a negative correlation between social class and prosocial behavior, meaning individuals
with high social status show less prosocial behavior. However, the relationship between social class
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and prosocial behavior is not absolute, and there are certain conditions. For example, in different
unequal environments, the relationship between social class and prosocial behavior will be incon-
sistent. Further exploring the role of economic inequality in the impact of social class on prosocial
behavior is of practical significance for expanding existing research and paying attention to the
reality of moral deficiency and income gap.
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1. BY

AL AT NEA S OB St — BB 2 M. BT, SEAESAT NI A E 2 R
JET XTI « i 1 4 7 (Katherine Genovese) 4 1 A% =544 b 55 WL BOAT 4 (1) 2 FBH 9 (Penner et al.,
2005). HHT, X TSRt AT A7 —1, £ KE A7 %A B S (Pfattheicher et al., 2022).
RS AR SRIEFRE CRAET —HANER, ARTREIR, EBHSTAR AR T
NI ZREAIAT R, BIIn#E B, AL BT A% (Batson, 2011),

H AL AT AR T2 A DAk, OB 2R TF 4R TR A B A AT vty O B R 36 0 S A AT N I RS i)
(Batson, 2011). #h=f EAE N —FE IR N LSBT, SR A7 AL 225 B A B Z 15200 (Kraus
etal., 2012; Manstead, 2018). HHl, LB KERHAEIR, HFE 7K THSM EMELST N EK
KEFR. R, WNTHSMBESEESITRNZRMRR, B KRERE Z RS 28 &= Wk
H. Bk, B ESREE RN SR SAT R RRE A — 2 R L.

B L BFA LR H 35 8, ZFF AT S DS ih 2 RN 5 O JE P A T 3% 45 BT AR S
(Wilkinson & Pickett, 2017). &FFAFERRERMMAL SN E SR ST MR RN BEERF R, £ T, &K
SOK TR AL B E R SR AL AT NI, LR A BRI A A

2. HEMBESEFTFHFNES

HEM Eaitt SE G A, — 7R AR T U 208 AR Y 0 2 A (1 A 2 2 B LA,
ST RN AR B AR 2SR A A7 B —Fh = A W (Kraus et al., 2012). HET, ZZwflEimE
A £ 2 T A B 8 R i s FH I 2 WA S R B A (0 T B, BB SR sl o B CEEAR B S+
BBh e A B, o B RN B SRS & B A7 B 5 (Goodman et al., 2001). #E2F 2 Blidt 2>
LT ALAN AR — PN NIRRT, AR T A NI AR AL 50, s TN KRR, 4758
A E (Kraus et al., 2012).

21 PR, SFAFECAIEK, PSR KEH SR T mEM NG, 518 T Ha%,
OHEREERI 2 . AT KR IR, A PESXT B OMERE . AR, AN AT
ARE LA N2 U\ Z B 25 7 A2 B2 i (Engelhardt & Wagener, 2014; Wilkinson & Pickett, 2017; Wil-
lis et al., 2015). Z5FAN1-45 1T DL R 2 A 28 55 A 155 Gl A Gini JR R R) A1 L 2R B AT 45 P
PRAT K AEAE FH(Schmalor & Heine, 2022). R4 DMERIBETT, AN T A TFELE LA R0 R

ik
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T8 L SEBR I 2 E B AT 45 5 B L /R A (Willis et al., 2022).

AT, BEELGEACFEERINRE], SRR TE 2 M B E A, ARSI R M R R
AR, FhozarE HamE, P E RS IR T AN E R Y R NMRAT B BE A 2 R (PIfE et
al., 2018). iy, AHECTARETAFERIME, EEMAPENIRET, kLSS5 AL/ 4 8 i )
TR KT RS E LS & (Newman et al., 2015). JET I, QBTN —FEBE RS AS
K&, Rt E AR A S R 2

3. HEMENFHLSIT R

KT M2 EERSAT AR R TR, AT @22 A, ARBY 2 AR S8 i e 1
BEAT RS A R EAT A BR 2SI, MO NI RR R, R T 2 15842247 A(Piff et al., 2010). *f
ARSI E SR AT N 2 T AT ORI, ARAE SR AR SR I B 2 IR EEA Ty, IE HL R
BMIAE B E SIS [ SRR AT, P AL AR (Piff et al., 2010). fEXF %)) LIHE 5
FIFERIL, RANERFKENZTHRA EMEENZ T E IR, RIE T RS N0 EZ R
A REAEAMAR R R L B T (Miller et al., 2015).

AFE S REAESEAT A EHRW 2R, St W Z AR R 2 A BT N, ordk
AR FE B0 70 ke T A B BRI TE 84T 2 (R ) AE 1] 6 R (PIff et al., 2012). 9128 (At 25
WAL B EMEANTEEAT M EZEREER, UHERADS NS R, RS0 EHRERE T
kL B R R AN EAEAT N (PIff et al., 2012). BERE—, WEATELEAT A X 73 ] O I SR ) A i 1l
AP, A2 B2 0 A PR AT A R SN TE RS ATy, AR 2 0 J2 P A A B8 48T ) T i R R A
AEEAT R, FHo, BRIER T —FEZ M AERENLSI(Dubois et al.,, 2015). BAR, EANEMAT N, &
e EEMRC, RS ZE A, (B2, ANEETRAREL ST NI 7S B 58 R/ 0 B
RS, RS BN B S AL AT BE & AN A ) (Trautmann et al., 2013).

I EFISE AL AT N EE N E AT R MBI R R RLNT 1, TR AFAE— & IR E % fF. 2B
JE B S PR AT R SR AL S 4T N BRI 32 B K B O B RIER B R HI L. B, MR RAEAE SR
SR AT N (AR 2N T RBERIER, B A RIZF I AMA S A B DR LS, RAA7ERA b [F 2
FEAL 2B E AR P IR, AR 2B EFISEA AT N A A Gk R A 2 tH Bl (Callan et al., 2017). 7E
HEPREAR R, S EMEET A RS BENIEMIKR, NT H S REMER T i
B AN B A ) TR RE T A2 B AN T B AR R B AL 2 I E AR T R R B B A (Liu &
Hao, 2017). fEAILEE, M TXRENE, MM ERMESRIEE 2 e 217N, MR, 18
RS, RS B MA SR 3 2 19554 217 8 (Kraus & Callaghan, 2016). A@BRIZ, “/\
7 AN NEEAT AR E TR, DL d, SR AiE Mg mTREs < )\E B ORAT N
2RI T L & 1F47 N (Feinberg et al., 2012).

S EE, HTE SR A TE AT AR SR AL AT 3 BUR AL 2 Y JE AN AR B R A
i, B FER SN E USRI, BRI T RS . @F AT miEEt
SAT D . A FEAT 38 02 (8] FPE G 2R (Piff et al., 2012, 2018).

4. BFAFLENFHLSIT RO
e EMAETFFATFEIEARZ W CE R BN EAEM. flin, Ext&srAFEniTs

EH, BOL IR, BEMPEFATESEURICN KR LA D S50 8 BB, 1M 5
F) M2 B AT 25 S B A S A i R B B 2 A7 3B SR (Du et al., 2021, 2022). %15 420 2 HO
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TER, BRI, MECT SRS ERME,  ZTEAS TR0 B A B 0T IR AR A 2 B E B K
Ff 2 B 0 J2 2 (Sommet et al., 2018)

gk xf E PrACRMEREAR BT I T, S UEAF55 0T B 2 52 3 S SN AN IR EEAT 9 i) B 24 2
ABHE, EENAFERHET, ma AR DR, (HRERAFEXMT,
2B IE R EEAT A 2 18] ) 5% RAEANAFEAE(COté et al., 2015). LFF AT EE5f - 20 2 AR AT J ok R IRZ I
RBNE A RS R TR AL AT N B B E R T

B, 5 Coté % A (2015)%5 IR 7EA—5L, Schmukle %5 A (2019) 38 i it = A K AR 22 A A %
FEWIN . MG TEA TR SR AL AT R A B 6 BT T MBIt . WK, WAREEH ST A
A 2I—MNIEMHKI KRR, I HAELRFAFERER SN, SRR H 3 2 KR 21T
(Schmukle et al., 2019). Coté %5 A (2015)F0 Schmukle %5 A (2019)fF F 45 RAIA—2 i B, EFA 2551t
R GEHATFISEA 2247 N AR R AR AT IR 75 B4 J5 AT 1 — e A g

5 IMNEERE

IEWRTSOTE, AP R SRR 2 AT ™ A, (HR 2R T2 RERIET .. &A1
SN MR ESEER, RS BN AT N Z BRI TR 2 —Buhgiig, 05 2T
BE— PRI AR o (HE, AR MR M AT 35 2 18] (AR TR F 26 RO BEATAT D9t SR Wi 2 D
Ji§ ELREH o

TEAKRIIBI T, VEAHIX 7> FMATEAFEM BRI ETFATFE. DAL B SN R,
PR S AR R A AT N2 A R R PR A A TR S W TT, X TR @i Ar
SEXRAMEAT NS L, B B EIS R . BRILZAh, ERGEAFEEZEIMRISE T, &
MAETFAT AL S RS FN RAL AT IR, X800 TR 2R S AEET 8, RAE
FHIBSEE .
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