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1. IC®IC

iR AEEE, TR BIE IS, flaE, BHEG I TELZ#E-Tbbo 7k
EEL T, EERELEASH B & v H T & (Mujeic and Leibbrandt, 2018) 2, + ¥ 7 4 ¥ Q&A
VA4 Mk THMAREE R, hoEM~ORE ST 2EEMN T L7222 & (Miura,2025) 7x
EB7 4=V FZETVYRELTRINTWDS, 29 LERED &SI 21TE)E, 74K
FKERICE W THRERE SN T3 (il z1E, Dufwenberg et al., 2001; Herne et al. 2013; Bahr and
Requate, 2014; Chuan and Zhang, 2025).

FUREBE A EE 2GRS 5 7 R EBR TR, 2 BREHEE S — L2 w2 2 L EHERNTH
5. 1 BIEHIC B WTHEETH 2 A IIIRAEZ A & BICOBCS 5. 2 B&FEH CIE, B 28
MEEL 2D, BMOREEEZ B & CICHBiLT 5. 207 —20WL, &S MRS
TRIW - 7z@BDOEE LD, Lo, | BFEH OIS Z 2 BRSH O B oW IR A &

(= 1EPEH oWili+2 BFEH oBMoRAR) ICEEZEST 2. 20, 1BEHICA 2
5% ZM o7z B IE, BRI HMONFERZBL 720, C~X Y% (BT % alRelE:
D% %. LB OFTENIAFAERGE (Fehr and Schmidt, 1999) 1€ & o CTA LT\ % AlREME:
ZRLTWS, ZZT, AWIFE TR, NFEFEREEOZEZILY BRv7z 2 BFEFIEE 7 — L%
7V, RUREEE A EE AN TFE RO HZIC X > CRHIATE 2589 %2 FGEET 5.

2. EBRTHAV

RIFFE T 2 FHO 3 AMEIEIEE S —2%175. 1 2HO XA For—24 Giflgd)
X, 1ERY © 3 MEEMEE S —2TH 5. 220HD X4 TDr—o (LESEF) 1%, 3 A
BIEEHE 7 — 2% 2 [T 5 23, 2 BIHOKEIREE 5.

TR ARG OMEE 7 — 23 1 ERY ©, HEHBERLTLA¥—A, B CD3
DICENENSMEER 7 v ZLICHYYTE. LA v —A JE#H) 371 4Y—B (%
WH) ICHHRAE S0 R4 Y E Dbl b 252202 RERET 5. 714 ¥ —A 3 fair
option (25,25,40) 72°, unfairoption (40,10,40) D &H 601 D%IER. 7k, oI D
PO TIIRT2LIEIC, LAY —AB,COXEEETH S, 7L 4 ¥ —CIL, fairoption T
%1 unfair option TH L, [EEDOHMME (40 KA v ) BEOLNDHE HOBE % R -5,
fair option & unfair option D[ DR E XL 7 v FLICRRT 5.
SINE I EROZEIA LT, 7L A Y —A, 2F ), EFETHL 2 HEELT,

TRCOSNMEHPERREZITS . BRI, 3 A—Hosrr—7oc, EFCT
LAY —ATH o NOREICEES Wi b 5.



WERF WERFOWEE T — L3 2 BT —LTH 5. ZINFITITERIL 25— Mgy
PIT VS T L RHRANCEZ 525, | BIEHO T — L4083 T Lzobic, 2 BEHDO T — 4
ODHNERFIAT LI 774 XY ZAZ— b+ OB TT — L2373 5. fEHIZEM & Rk,
SINEIEEN PSR T L4 Y —A, B, CO3IDICZNZNT Vv XLICHI VY TE, 51
BEHO 7 —LTlE, SIS X1, L4 Y —A 3H#IEE L LT, fair option 2
unfair option ZJE R LT, ZEHETH S 7L A Y —BIHHARE SO KA v P 2w bE523
DEBERET S, LAY —ClEZETHL. H2EMHDOS —LTIk, LAY —A
D=, T4 Y —BMEE, TLAY—-COu%HE L EENLEEI L, L[ Y —B
IZ fair option (40, 25,25) 72*, unfair option (40, 40,10) D &H 52> 1 D &R,

FIBBHIZBOWT, SMERTLAY—ATHIZ2ZNUNTHE2IEA LN, 714
Y —AICEH Y BT oNESMEIL, HEHE & LT fair option & unfair option D &' H & DIFER
o BE P OBEEBREERITS. H2BEBHICEWT, LAY —BEAF 7L 4 v —CicHl
DU THNSMEL, WEBE (LAY —B) TH5Z LEZMELT, fairoption & unfair
option D &H b DENE 2B OEEIRELITH. WEZEHHLC, 1 BEHICE
T7 LA ¥—A7D fair option % &R L7z & ¥, HEE D fair option Z:EIN I 2 2> unfair
option ZEINFT 200 & vy BERRE L, B 1 KEHICHE VT L A ¥ — A2 unfair option %
EIR L7z & % ic, $h#EFH 23 fair option % 1EIR 3™ % 2> unfair option ZFERT 2041195 200
BRREZITY. 2BEHO 7 -2 1 BEEHO 7 — 24 X 0 b EFERES P YEMCH 5 7
O, 4O T A P2 EfL, 3B E CoORZECTEMIEMRLZADBREEENREL L
7o, AN, 1EREHD LSRR 2BREHDO T —L% 7 v X L1211 2FEY, 207 —
LT BT 2 EFEROMEE O B IRIRGE ICHD W Tl % 5L - 7-.

)

Fied ARFEEFIT2025F3 HS5H»S 7H (PST) ICHEfiL 7. Prolific 2@ LU T, KENH
ICJEAEET 2 18~60 O KEFE DM AT, HEFEHWNGTH D, Prolific 151 5 KRHED 90%
L E, HS % White, Black, Asian, Mixed, & % (% Other & 8k 2 H 2 R L L=, Dix
CLHBHFEREELETLCEY, BT -3 LELACHE LB LSMEKE L, HE
KRS X ORI CREMl L 72 B3 24T o 72, Bof&iic, STIEHE 240 4, WLERT 360 44, &
i 600 Z DOSINE ZINE L /2. FB&IT oTree (Chen et al., 2016) ZH T 7 u 7 J 4L 7.
SZMEICIE 2 PO Z S, BRREICE W TGEIND R —F 253 F o605
EEALE, EBRTEONZRA Y ME 1 RA Vb 010 Pk LTI, SR
EEOT, SIMEITEES FARERL 72, EEBROFHFTERI 53 2 Th - 7.
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Fair option Unfair option
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1 KT % fair option O :ERENE
T — N [ IEHERE A R T

k1 EIRY O 3 NMEIEMEE 7 — L Ch 2HEHSEMclt, BELEEORE L% T,
MW, Fiftt, PR ZICXoT, EROBERELRIT) &FEALNSE. —F, WES
fFics T2 2 BIEHDO 7 — LIt TiE, | BKEHOMEE 7 — L CORRPPEL S 2 7-
o, bibELEEOREDLZIT S 5. LarL, 2EEHO T — L4 ToOER & &N 2 i
EDOBRIZ, 1BHO T — L OFIRE ML CTH 2 720, A FEREEEF2EIRICE 2 55
BRIFLCICRZ13TTHE. 2D, NFEREED KT X > C LB EESFHHTE
286, (1) HHgH:, () 1 BFEHE T fair option 25& IR X iz & & oLESM, (3) 1
Bl H ~C unfair option 2% & 117z & & DULE ST D fair option D3EPEKIL, [F L & 72 5.
b L, (1) #HIZEMFTOD fairoption DIERF L Y B, (2) 1B H T fair option 25 E IR X
7o & DIE LD fair option DIEPE DT 5 BEmGE 1, EO LiHE A E 5 X
Nz eicizsd, £72, (1) HHIZEHTO fairoption DEIRE X v 3, (3) 1 B H T unfair
option 25E IR N7z & & DILIESAT D fair option DIERFE DT 5 BMEGEIE, AD LM
BOEEDPBISRIN - LICR .



K1 [EDHT ORISR

(1 (2 3) “4)

1 BtFSH : fair option -0.166 -0.171 -0.171 -0.026
(0.045) (0.045) (0.045) (0.055)

1 B¢FH : unfair option -0.266 -0.269 -0.269 -0.125
(0.043) (0.043) (0.043) (0.053)

TE R 0.533 0.653 0.653 0.443
(0.032) (0.084) (0.084) (0.099)

& No Yes Yes Yes

B ISTES o HEE o HEE o R ALIERE 1 BB H

B 720 720 480 600

G AR IIEEERR R 2 3, AR I, KX I—, BAX I—, KEX3
—, fairoption AT RINT VB LI —TH 5. 3FHIL, LERE2EBED 1 [HHE
RFE—ZDBRICREL TS,

1 TR & ALERE D fair option D FELERFE LR L T b, WERHICOWTIE, 1K
b H O O FEIRUC S 372 2 B H O@ERZ 2N LR LT 5. F BUEDHRRIE, %
ZMEICE T 5 fair option DIEIRNEREL W E W IRERGHZEHLCTEDY (p < 0.001),
AFEEEEE O E Z PR L 72 L Cb BB ARMESTFEL TWE 2 L 2R LT3, £
7o, XTHARE & LB O & &3 E IR % Z 2 L3 % &, unfair option 2%ER X 72 5544
DFDMIEEE L D D fair option DIFERFIF{L > (0.26vs.0.53; p < 0.001). 2% H, &AL
T EER R IS, 7272 L, fairoption 25E IR X N2 TD fairoption DFEIRFHE
X 036 T, ZTHITHIEEEX Y B (p < 0.001). Z DFERIL, Eo LML ENERH
2HEEICTHING DD L IIHTH S,

R ofEE GR1D M1 offR e BENTH Y, WEREZHIHL 256 Tb Ak
DFERZ o7 2 FIH). Tz, LERICE VT 2 BIHOERSETOFEIICHEL XT3
ATREMEDS B % 720, JLIERED 2 BFEH OEIRT — 2 % 1 [HHOFMAAT ZE R0 Lk > <
AT L7203, fEREFED L7 (FIH).

WiEfEDZIN#F 1L, 1 BREERR T 2 RIEE D EZ IS Rz, MEEE U7z X5
IR CTERZ LTI 20 b b3, MED fairoption DERFICITFAEDLH 72 (0.39
vs. 0.53; p= 0.01). ZNIEFEBOFIHEDENICLZDDO2d Lk, 22T, ELAD
LA A O T = v 2 D7z, NEEECIE R CALERED 1 BRIEH TOERIT
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B it e U, UERE 2 BRFSH OFEIR L o2 175 @HIH). 3, 1 BEHOER,
BFEH 0D 2 D03EIRD 3 DT fair option D:EREZE L\ &\ ) IR MR E X
H X7z (F-test; p < 0.001). Unfair option 25FER X N2 D 2 Bf§H @ fair option 13
REF1IEEHTOID LY Ko7 (p=0.019). LoT, TZTHADLFHEMELE
PEDSRME X7z, —J5C, Fair option 23R T 725t TD 2 BFEH D fair option 1ERFE
B ITEBHI DD XIZEENEI A2 o7 (p = 0.626).

oo

4. fEGm

KWEETIE, 7 v Xm0 XY A FERE OB 2 RE L 72 2 B EE 7 — L%
W<, R EESBIESRINE LD D2 MEEL 72, 2T OfiR, Ao RikHELE
PeEE IR E e —)5 T, B0 BREEAEEOMIIZ R o o 7. Z DRI,
AR DR L BRI AR OME— DR TR <, £7, IE& AT LR AREIZR R
ZEIIC X o THIZR I T RT3 AMREMEZ AR L T\ 5. LR A B OB o FrE L
&, B RREEEAEESER T 282K T2 2 L 35ROBETH 5.
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