NEFE R SHRTICE 2 5 E

E Yo

£33 9]

AFEIx, Sl (BEE vs. AMERE) MEADHEHLEIFIC G 2 2508 % R 2O Tk
EHAWTHGES 5 2 & #HI L L 7. Charness and Rabin (2002) D% W24 v 74 v
FEhAEML, FEE 58 CREEREEZTY /-7, AEEE (PEEE) cERREL
TN —=7%lHK LTz, v 27 4 v 7ElRSORE, MEFEZERT 5 70— 78,

BB 7V — TR THAEE X A T IO I N2 HESAERICKL, B XA T ICHHE
INDIMWERPFREICE N EBHL IR0z, 72, WAL A4 7 - PEXA T -5
x4 7 HERBGBSE O W, RIFFEORBERIL, SHEFEDR I A D& HLEIF Ic 72

52 % ATEHREFFICE T 2 SRR OBMBICH - MR ZRHET 20 TH L. hoD
R, Bz ia=r—va vy PEBEREICET 3 EREDR RS2 2 LT
HERILTH .

JEL 73#% : D90, D91
F—7—F  AEREE, iy, BEERE

lﬂ

Cledk, KERSCB LT, BT R EFIGRAH S BRI 1 7w,
TE —8l BPEERTRERE A 1to03346@kwansei.ac.jp
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1. FLwic
AR, 7 —o S Lo Iy, FIFREERIE CREBIRE 21T LEAEML Tw 5, b
7V TRWHEIZEE R T A ) 10 [ANHGE] L4 2 KHESICESL L, S X Y EGERS
0 — o LIC B 2 EEARE LR L CW 3 Z eI s (HARFEERE 2024).
FeATIIZE <3 THMNERERNE | DFEDEIEXI NTH Y, REEICH~, SHEREZ T 2 BRIc
ZRAER SO IR T, XV AE» ORI ERRERR I NS Z LG I NT
w3 (Keysaretal, 2012; Costaetal., 2014). L2>L, 2FPERFMEYE & v o 7= 4h S HBEEF
& S FHIBIC BT, SMEREME N OFERATENC & D X 5 B R KT T IOV T, K
FHL I TuZwn, Fl2iE, Li017) ¥, AEFEOMHEHA Gt cwEr 5 2
ZAREMEZ R L TV 2 b oD, FEHE L X 7 EEREE 2 F W 2 R A REE X AR R LT
W3, Z TTARIIETIE, CTOEAEZMY 32 & %ZHME LT, Charness and Rabin (2002)
DISHLEITE A ERA L, SMEFEO AT IC S 2 2 52 % KERGER BT 3.

2. EBTHA v

ARHFFETIE, Prolific ZFIH L CTA v 74 vEERZFEM L 72, ARWFIEILFEERE AT I
AsPredicted IC CHATEIRZ 1T o 72 (#240118). ZMMFE DKL LT, TAX I AEHETH S Z
L, HEEDEGECH D 2 L, Z L CHERERZMGICHA TR 2 C L 23EL, A5l 148 &2
ShLT. TRCOSMETFATNCFEEL, EEE THIC0.6 FLoWBlzZdiRo7. 7
v —MiE Google 7 + — L ZfEH L TER S L7z, 148 DB MER 7 v X LT DODE
TR, 96 % ARERESME (EGE), 52 AMHMERES M (RERE) «cE#l v YT oz, HE
tFIc BT 2N OB A X B 56.3%, & 41.7%TH Y, FEE (EN) BT 5D
HE SN 54, 8%, KME44. 1% TH o7,

FBRClE, Charness and Rabin (2002)ICHD < 6 DO EBREHEE A7, o T
X, ZMEE (7L 4¥—=X] & [T A4Y—=Y] D2 A—HoORTEHoTWE, SME
7L AX =X L LT, REND 2 DOFRED ) b FNrhzERT 2 L 0w BER
ExRITH. BLICRLZX S, BRFICX > TiliEOFERER L. 2hd OE RO A
BbEh b, BIEOEEN AL RNNEIF 2 4 TREET L TE S, hdb, FERA
TR DS OEIF 2 TEER T 1 CTld 7 <, 6 DDIELIKDREIN < X — v H oW C Bl -
DIELFZ A THICHT T . BIROEKRD T B X OXIGEIRIE Martinsson etal. (2011)
IZHE > TR L 7=,

BSMED 6 D DOFRFERICH D E, Z DFER X — 2% Martinsson et al. (2011) TH
RENTREHER I C ORE—T 2 02 HE L, [AF (difference-aversion) ] [HC
Fl% (self-interest) | [#h4E 4 (social-welfare) | [#i4+ (competitive) | DWW A ICHL
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F1 EBT¥A4 v

Payoff Prediction Percentage choosing right
Left Right  Self-interest Social-welfare Difference-aversion Comeptitive Foreign language (CN) Native Language (EN)
Gamel (4,4) (4,7.5) Left, Right Right Left Left 37.5% 62.4%
Game2 (4,4) (3.7,7.5) Left Left, Right Left Left 25.0% 25.8%
Game3  (0,0) 2,8) Right Right Left, Right Left, Right 85.4% 94.6%
Game4 (5,7) 6,3) Right Left, Right Left, Right Right 68.8% 66.7%
Game5 (7,2) (6, 6) Left Left, Right Left, Right Left 50.0% 62.4%
Game6  (8,0) 4,4 Left Left, Right Left, Right Left 41.7% 50.5%

T2, BARIICE D Y T OB X 4 7L, AKIFFEIcE T 3 T EAKEER L L CHW .

3. &R

FATIRZEIC IO &, SMEREZ B & 2 & AR UG5 & h, AEEIC i D < 2358
¥2LFEZLbNDS. Ldto T, SNERESRMOSINE FREESRMFIC T, A FERoEE&
PETL, MEMERB3t2ELE2EHEAT 2HASEE S L TFTRING. —J7T, BNk
B2 A TICOnTIE, ARSI LHNERERMF OB TRE RERE LR VWEEZOND.

4. fER

FEROFEE, SICHEL RV 1| N REERTEETIE RV 6 AZBRINL T, AhEHE
41 B nRRe Lz, 2055, SHEEESMA (CN) 1248 4, FREESEME (EN) 12934
TH5d. $XCORHE 77 713 RStudio ZfEH L TR I T 5. Z#E % 4 20tta
PHEIFE T MICHFEL 7285 R I 1 0@ Y Th 3.

HREA LA TIHBH RO RERESRONZ L4 T ThH D, HEESEIFTIE 624%
DHREE R A FICHHINDITH L, SMERESRMFCIEb T2 250%Ic EE o7, 2D
ERFECAERETh o2 (PPRE, p < 0.001). ZOfERIL, BEELGEOSINE S
SROEAFRAMEL L) LT 2E#HRELVECTFFo TR I LEREL TV,

Fa oA TR 2FAKRERESRONZ LA T Th 5. HMERESM T 29. 2% 28 [ 54+
ZA T EN, BREESEED 12. 9% % K& L3, 2 0EBFHNICERETH - 72 (x2
BIE, p < 0.05). ZofERIL, WEEEGOSIE T2 LRt 2HWE LZER
WREE X VEIFT 2EHAIE R LTV 5,

WEER A TR 7 — T OENG T IRIE <, REEESAED 36.56%, AMERESMA 31.25%
&, HMNERESE D i b S h IR iE R o7z, COEBMEHNICHEE TR AL 72 (12
BE, p > 0.05).

x4 713 7N — 7 02 I RN E 205 72, SMEFESIFIZ 375% TH b, REES



Percentage of each model

100
75
X 50
29.17%
25
12.9%
0
\\\Qe ¢>°° @9\ @ @@
M N @ X
@Q qr;x .\,\Q \;Il
o > @
(@) (\c?' 2 &£
& =)
Q“\{‘
model

Group . Foreign language (CN) . Native language (EN)

X1 oo E S

TFD 30.11% % EH2ICE ©F 572, ZOEBHENICAERE TIZED - 72 (P2HE, p >

0.05).

Ko, MR, Fhive o 2B ANEMEE S L 22, SEREIRISRIF 2 4 TICE 2 b
ZYRKT 270, FA4DODFIF XA T X I —%WERERL LT, v AT 4 v 7o %
7oz (£ 2). BEEERMLHAT, HERERMETHNIE, HF XA 7T IMHEEIAREIC
L, HREAEL A FTh IMRIFFEEICK ., T2, MEFESEO BRI £ A 7 DR
REABPHETIE RS, FEZ AL TOMERPMEBHEETE 2w, HAARECOWTRS
&, kLR THETHENIE, FiFLr 4 7R E A TOMRPEREICE L, FELA
TDOHERPFEREICE Y, EicOoWTIIAEERBERIIA S Likd - 7-.

5. fiafm

ARWHFETlE, BEESEMFOSINE L T, SHERESRMFOSME L, Bidr 2 A 7 O&EF 2 H
Bioml, E&BEAE L4 TORBIFPEN LRSI NS TTHEEE LA T LT, 4
ERESMF O NTREEESRME X O ANB3 % W LARELEZ VL C20d, o RASF o 72, 3
G2 A TIIEBEEP RV ERHAZ LTz, HERERFO A BHEEICS W& v ) iR 5
bNTz. TOAEEIL, JEERE T CORMWARIC X 3RS H 5. thEEZHHL CE
BIEZRTT O Bty RAMEFRIHE S 0, BRSPS CEREPIBY T 5 2 &2
MohTwa, ZokEE, SMNERERE CIBS I R Hl g e —77, BEERECldthe
JEAMERE AR EE 2 2 e AEZLND, Tz, BEEFII UL SRR %
G LT ¢ 2[R B b, BERREEROEVICOEE L T eEILND.
MR D& L L, BEEIFICE T A2 BIRT 2 E <, FEE T V2 RIRT 2 A
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& 2[R DGR

Competitive Social-walfare Self-intrest Difference-aversion
Foreign language (CN) 1.062 * -1.743 *** 0.353 -0.199
(0.459) (0.417) (0.398) (0.401)
Female -0.980 * -0.591 -1.260 ** 1.291 **
(0.463) (0.379) (0.386) (0.403)
Prefer not say -15.782 15.659 -15.628 -14.022
(1655.066) (905.485) (1026.730) (1229.106)
Age -0.016 -0.02 -0.024 0.039+
(0.029) (0.023) (0.024) (0.023)
Constant -0.938 1.457+ 0.53 -2.519 **
(0.986) (0.819) (0.825) (0.839)
Observations 141 141 141 141

o AFEIMN OB IR HE R 22 A 4. +idp < 0.1, *lIp < 0.05, **Ip < 0.01, ***(X
p < 0.001% 7.

BIENZ EHS 2 & 7n o 72, T ORERIE, BUES—RANICESECH CRTEI 2 L) © 5
W Tk ERIRT S THTSE (Eckel and Grossman, 1998) & —E(L T\ 3. —J, ZEIFEFES
W e 2SR S R B & L MR S vz,

AFEITIT N OPDRAERD 5. £F, ¥V TA% A4 XH/NX W0, et
HlfE N2 ATREMED B 5. £ 72, NREFHERKFE L PEFED 2 &0 A TH Y, fhosGE
4 SEBBEICH T ARIIMEE I LT, X 5 I, EERERE IR 5 B R ES T

D, BEOHRITEI~DIAIZ UM ITHIRA S 5.

SHOMETE, Y TARLERBERIFEEIEKL, thoMECLULEROSME R ED 5
LT, AEMEIC X A ASIEF~ OB AL T 2 Z L AW I NG, £,
XALIER & AR 0 R BAER S, X0 BENZHEEZ AV ERT 4 v 2B AT 5

CXY, HEEESIREE X VFEMICEFCE R L EALND. S bIT, RAINAN LG
KIS ELENIEE R A A DbE 5 2 LT, MEBEHAPBERIREICE 2 2 A =X LOfE
BT L WIRF S N B,
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