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IR . A AR B TR,
¥4 e BRHRB | ) 4321 3R B 55 S A Rk Bk (R 2
Fl,2021), 3T Bl | Ak S 4 1] 5 P3O BOR 1)
SESIREREE, B P46 [ (redistribution
preference; Bullock, 2017), 24 7if, F&E L&A
BEBAARTE, AT ERALETE, o BAAAE
Fil 25 A0 XU, (26 %, K, 2015). HESE R4
BCBOR 7% 52, A Bh T 20 R 25 B Ak i B
TR AR AR B (Cheung, 2018), B AL k44
N SRaE (R 4, 2018), B2, WIRTETA,
o TR AL 2 R UR Y B2 A SR AR
AP TEAR 19 (An & Ye, 2017, B ELigk, XI/NE,
2017), X JCEE 2 BHAS T2 Be BOK (107% 52 54t & A
TS,

AR, REHSE ZBY R, &FAT
EREAWIEET, B R B LN = (Xie & Zhou,
2014), J™H M BF AT 56RO 233 A Y
fd B 5 5 4% 2% (Buttrick et al., 2017; Du et al.,
2019), Z W b2 BHT5 By JZ 3 86 (Corak, 2013), Xf
SN 558 W U (Alvaredo et al., 2018),
VIR ISR 23 2 A% SASE g AR 38 19 143 T BB A 2%
il 2255 AN S MR 1l R o A (R 4,
2018; Bullock, 2017) . Fi-43-Tic BUSR A9 il 22 TG i
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TTEATH S KN E R, B AR RS
TR R, SR ETAIRE)EE R
B A (19 B 43 B A 9] (Brown-Iannuzzi et al., 2015;
Kevins et al., 2018; #x#%t, 2015), 4N Andersen
FI Curtis (2015)%E T T SN (EDUL I8 A5 Kbl 122 7% %5
TRk, L3 R 24 A~ Z 5T = 7 B 2
5, BRER, SEETAME, TAHEARA
T b 2 B AE T S 2 TR HLA B R TR AU B
I X WA S A TEAT, JF A AT EOR T
Wi, WA BT H ST i E LR A HE ST A 2006 4FF
2015 SEHHRM MR IR, ZUTENZHEBRE .
FAE G R FBE AR Z 5 A 2 5 3 A7 1) T
DU P43 Tc s 1) (BG R FH, TS5, 20125 HIE %,
2021). MeAh, AHFFE SRS T A
RSB RAERCR, BEST 50
2548, A, Brown-lannuzzi 55 A (2015)7E8f 58
Wit T — eSS e xk, M w B AL 3 e i 4%
PR SRS 5 FH AR A B 2 BEALY),
S 55 BB = M A b RN 2 =R A%
o e, MR U ) i XK Y T4
BCAR DU B2 0 I, SRR, SN A g
TS5 EM L, AL 2 HE R & b 4
T RS 5345 T B IR U W 25 T 43 G L A1)
I . Sands (2017) A9 —IUBLIZF 5 78 56 [ i 1
T L E # E A 32 5L X A R 2 AT B
JE, HEENTH L3 eIt F 58 E A
IR NG 7 o S ol A o B 7) 95 A= PN | K2
NAEFE . BEMLIN 20t AT NI IR, EIE A NA S
TR A 0] B T S AR AN S e 0 S A 1
FH WS R B, 551X 5 # 09 ii JR A B I B0 AR L,
ERA S A NGHERE I, BZ2HEASA
A E T E S MATAERL o T 3% — 3500 78 T % 3
FR A R SR A R I AR . XRAE
N EA BN BB b . 28 ERTA, FHECT
KB, W EE A AR A BECR .

T2, n o] B0 = 2 3 0 R B0 IR 45
Bedma 7 FNFEMERIDLEZR BRI ? 4RI & T
AN SE AR BE AN WY R IM 5 (Solt, 2020), Unfaf
T T B2 A B ), AR iE A 2 A
IESC, BIHE R AR AR TS0 r
WA, ASCK RGO w23 B2 AR T 43 e
] (0 BRAL], S AE At SR H TR SR R 2
A -

2 BHEMEZEBANAEARAXZEES
AL?

HETRNZEE, BWEE AT A
FAYEL? Sk A2 O R R, MK
WEE . FET S HH X ANTH B AR
S, AE TR0 B 54T 7 AT IR 2 By
JZIEEN” (Kraus et al., 2012; ¥k E ZE, 2015), #F
AR AR 23 e BOR 45 R B R R 1] T
A SCHER, WFoR AT EZASIHL. N, =
7 T i 2 A BN SR AT L O B R AL
LB 1 BR) ARGy, 1 B2 38 X0 43 Bl B
FERIL .03 517 A — 2P iR B O
F AR RNy e VA
21 HHEE
211 #FawH

M zs SACH A BRI S, 40 e BOR 3 %
BB RN EE NS S SRR MK RS
EXZBL LS, BARBORAEETENEE
HFIES . B, SHEHE A R EBOR
SV REIR T4 L AR EhbL. BRI, &
W23 1 22 0 B R 23 3 BOL TR SCRE R4 U BOR,
T BN B O X B2 E T £ 08 R BL),
ARG 495 N 2 BB (AN S AR A BUR) (Jetten,
2018; Kaltenthaler & Ceccoli, 2008), Sznycer 5 A
QOI7)¥k HEE ., PR, HWEFMLLATIHN 6024
AR AR LB, 25 A FIK T
IN TSRS NI SE PO KNS
o Kevins %5 A(2018) AT 55 F FH BRI 1 2> 8
(European Social Survey)Fl1EK ™ 4t 11 J& (Eurostat)
B 2 2008~2014 4 [A1 65 R 22 [ (18 B b 1t
P50, SR A SR HF A, 1 e Bl
B EA RN REUS I S UUE A 2ZE, B
F 5% 3 SE B B 5T A5 3 T 28U 25 5%, Esarey
FNQOI)MIFFAIE T — LG 5E T 1y A4~
MENELRS, S5REW, 4B kA
AR ST INAS L HF = Bl K (see also Rutstrdm
& Williams, 2000), Z5 Bk, HF45 AR
B, EXAHET A S5 N ESE, S0E
HAERFE R
212 REZEEEESR

XFEMIEENS, AL AREES
SEEER, ST AN T 2T LA B,
TEAA S A B, T B Bl Rk s 2
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B k2 3 AT 2310 M e F) £ AL B T ToiAE 2

XA BB BURABC 0SSR, B2 AN S
T4 B BOR 7T BEJE 1 T e 9 SR G sh L, X —3h
BB BIF 55 35 T FRAE &R 4L & (5 & (Kay & Jost,
2003; Jost, 2019). FFZEERM, HA & RE G
BN REA LA TEAEA, I RO s Uk 1Y)
FRMEC B . LLln, Garcia-Sanchez % A (2020)12
BUT AL 41 AR T] FE SR DX [ B v 2 0
T B AR S A SRR (N = 56021)
GyMTRIR, ERARME BUR A BN, R TR R B
XF 4 /NG 22 BE A DT, BOR SCRERT R ORI
W 1B, Brown-lannuzzi 2 A (2015)3 T47 %
Prep g, fEHM bt T — A RE TS
ek, EMGRBCRYICR G, A S5 & RN
BCE) S . ARMOIZH . B TR 2 5 H PR
AR A S IR A3 TR U4 i SRR,
AR TR 2, o b 57 25 BB 01 1) T2 ki otk o
AR AN A5 LA R e R A A B L o LA B P
e AN TE I, 17 S AN S 4R T 1443 I B4
i TR, mB)E A TR B RS
&, NIRRT E 2 AL S BUR S G 3, o
75 SO TS S SR U BRI T
FEUR I P43 P BORE

22 ANHEE
221 ZFAEERH

RAERZ IRV Y HTt S 20 A 5K
IR B T 8 FE UL K S (Solt, 2020; Saez &
Zucman, 2016), {H AATXF B 2L 3 06 K 22 4 i
(TRERZE, 2009; Rodriguez - Bailon et al., 2017), Ji
AN PN R G R A TUR2R 7 N e I N 3
SR AR PR, BRI X 4 /NI 24 BE 1Y B3
%R BUIM AR U 25 B (Norton & Ariely, 2011; Hauser
& Norton, 2017), Kraus %5 A (2017)38 1< [7] % 8 5
WHIE R I, 96 B Al T+ 2 B A5
— 7T, B EAE AR E . AR
AR 38 AR A T 24 I 1 S ] Rl ] 28 5 S °F- 4
=77, SRR & E B RT3 E R
NG L =T NGO S NS DN T R rE g 1 (5
Ve 5 o AT B8 R R B o s 30 T A
AR AR 285 A ¥ HEHE . W Gimpelson Fl
Treisman (2018)3% F E Prtt & 04 101 H FbRifEfL
A WA SEE R, 00 TR s e
TS 40 AN S 32 D58 R T 2 0 A1 55 11 IR
VDL, AT S B e R AT T B B 2 R B
HEATRT A BT R R, AT A AG T A B T b it
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AT KR, sk 5 AR A B
SR W FEAESE, BIVEE AN UCH BURN R A A 2 2 T AN
FEEMTT, T Rk, 5ERMAETATE
AH L, 8 B IR R 4 B AN A A A T g 2 R
HFsEmm Y EEREK,
222 REEEAERE

S EF AL, mEEEDSAN &5
& 7w R A B £ 1 DA & R (ideologies  of
merit), fHL Y gt B AT R 2 2= FE A N A
i) . SARKYEEAE L, 5 B2 3 T ) TR A
WBEERRTS . sy, mOasNMEEER, m
FERER G B85 . PBSESNTEE (Kraus et al.,
2009; Piff et al., 2018). X FHHY & 22 15 Py 15 PR i 1)
AR 255 AR Z e i 45 28, H b
AN SRR S A S AR R S5 AR ) B s AN T PR
(Homan et al., 2017), FHIESEA(2021)id i 5L 50 1Y
JPIEBE T AL SR ) . 2R 22 B0 A RN T4 B
M Z B R G R . T R APy E A<= B
2, AT B0 3 UL )2 A v 1) 3k A ) T X £
&2 NIARE, SECOLE G208 = Jr i
B AR LR R F T E R AN 5K
g5 Bk, BV 22 e 25 BETE AT RO BEUR A
B . RKEED S . HAE VL SEINE R i
M, MFE 2R E R T AfTX 28 28 E
WA, 5EMM R AT RE e 220 . S EH
A6 ] T XA [ By J2 A S 0 R AT NI L, AR
T AT B R 3 HEE O T B A SN T B R R
B R 1] 3T e 2208
223 ZIWENK

=2 E N R B i R se Y,
AR B JZ 2 W 80P 40 9 A B ey o ARAE 1 Ay
(Durante et al., 2017) XF IR B2 25 19 X A0 % 2 #i
NG 3 WO e B2 3 AU AT T 10 155 J28% g AL AR I8 AR A
Y T 2 S 007 N 0 1 [ 5 Pl R T
o —TAESRE . e A E R R SE I AR
T, AMTXTRA . VRSB AE 2 1
T, A T 50 JEC T AN S 45 X6/ RO 78 R TR0 4 AR
F| B (Harell et al., 2016), Brown-lannuzzi %5 A
(2019) AT FEWAF B T — B 2hie, AT 7
PN THL 52 G5MEEAHIE R, 3K i A 20 Al B
ST A B SR KA R BLIBOR . Sainz 55
AN (2019) BB RGN T 4 aO6HIR Bi J2 25 9 T A 20 A
NG, S50 R, RIS R 0 A8 5 i AR B )2 BE 1A,

VBRI AN B | BB, R A
R FFEF 4T AR L3 R, a5 &3
A RBGF AL, 5 A8 55 B
NG U N 2 I R BN S 7 S e (T
/S B[R] 1F At 2 9% Bi(Homan et al., 2017), T
R, FBYE S Z BT AR R SRR A T 5
AT BB 2 A R T BCEOR, PTRE &
FAATTXHR B J2 3 T A T A 2 AR B 42 .
23 BREZ
231 [EfED

INFENE I IR R G L1 28 A e AL &
W AAT R P B e %2 PEAE F (Forgas, 1991). M
XA S, [F 1O (compassion) A # f# =5 By
J2 AR 4 A [ B AL T AT RE RO MR RE, RIS
AL [ 53R 557 B8 . 35 o OO AT 9 B N R B AT
(Lim & DeSteno, 2016), S5{KMZ &L, 2
B AV O KB AG, %ot b A B4 9 5 14 3 AN ARk
(Coté et al., 2013), LUAA:f—LafF 500 AR shd%
AR DIREAZ R IR R AR 5 T RGO B )2 22
o BERBIR, EBEETENBR L O A
AL 8] B 4 (Dietze & Knowles, 2016); X WMFE
b A Ak X 5 1 1) P R s, 5 TR S0 A 5 1 fiki
X 25 /b Hb B 0% (Varnum et al., 2016), Stellar
S5 N(2012)38 33 L A FREURE 1Y) 7 T EA T RIS 2 B,
1o B2 LA B 2 3 e B AR A TR O o T e
B )2 35 BRI [ 155 2 2 B i A AT X 555 38R R 1)
ROMTE A, HE0TH 55 A ATHY B 55 & 04 534 oM 3l
Hl(Goetz et al., 2010), Pt 1 %t 43 Fie b 12>
AWM. & Eid, tamZ2E—120
TR, 5% M A AT b A 14 56 3 A R dn e [l
AN v ISR (Piff et al., 2018), K EH
XoF 55 SABE VR B 55 19 [ 155 0 T RS A AT T B AN S
FA> BEEOR 1 A
232 MAIEE

WAL S AN R, X 2 28 U B R
TTHTEE N T /N 20, TR 2#E Kk
Vb, XA NS TR BRSO 2 R
Gih GBI Z . HI, S EE AL
T B BOK T REZ 3 T i AR R A S . B
M5, AT P 5 0 2 8852 21 R 35 52 458 14 Ja
7 ERI RB7 2 R Ay 5 L0 VA S e o 7 = =
FIPI AR 25 2, b AT 2 385 5 X B 4R 11 i
ULFNEL A (LeBlanc et al., 2015; Jetten et al., 2021),
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Lean, Jetten 25 NQO17WFIE AL, M5 EH R
VBB (g 2K OF- (4 b L B R, S XTHIRRY R E R
S 22 B DL, AT S A0S XA R . FT L, HE
A7 £ BT DA it B e B J2 B AR P A0 B 1) o 5
— SR 53 A T 2 1) S5 6 B BB AR 7 1 A 5
IR R B R, AT 4R A BT S IR
LR, SR RE SRS EAT N,
TR 5] kA &R SRR XK K 2 AR 98 2 A AR 5T
(Taibbi, 2014) , 5%} 43 Bt B 3K (Brown-lannuzzi et
al., 2015), BHEEEUR X595 AR %S B iH4) (Hacker &
Pierson, 2010)% . 25 L firid, S 2&E Z AR X
FEF AT FCBOR ] BE 2R T Hu A2 18

3 MARABHEMEENESER
[ 7

SR IBUR AT 7 Y23 BC B 4/ H 25 5 OR Y
P 2 AR S A IE LR R E R, ERTT
L2 7 J2 X8 4 2 T i 1) 405 Wi BIL o ) ) e, AR5
AATRART; 73T B2 03 0 i 1] 7 T B
o BESXIHIR R, 1EAAR)Z R AL
ARG O, TERFPR 2 T X 55 F AT 1 TH R
ZI BN G2 55 U X 22 55 AN 2 AR B, e
23 J2 T SR B 2 SCAR A (DU 2 A Bl 183 450 T
N .
31 BEBERBLE

A BT &, A TRB 2%, &2
H ARSI Z B R AL 2R
i, AR T AR S EE A, RILLIEE
BT MEFR 3 X (solipsism) (144 23 TA HIMEE 1] (5 /1N BB
0 2014), TEA HER (humility) O S BAMATE A
PRI B IRE L, HE B S BSOIF Rz
2 AR NBRh R B R S ST, Ko
N K&k (Worthington & Allison, 2017), Kt 1%
B IR RO A, A BT SR 5 Y
PETFHA I BC G ] o WFSESRM, MRS F4E 3E X
B 1) 22 [] 477 8 35 1 1E AH G OC 3R (Kruse et al.,
2017; Wright et al., 2018), 41 Desimoni #1 Leone
(2014)3E o — TR A BT R, SR TR IKP
R, Ak 2y SO ) 5 A R A SO BRI,
T2, WELE B B KCE RS- A T S, T
V-85 T SCA [e] B o) 000 28 5% P-4 R, Ak T 2%
SR LT B R 7] (K teily et al., 2017). BEAM, H
T8 58 N (202 D) AR HAFFE Hp Ly B J2= 2 R A S

FERT G, A 0 K 2 A0 ) B R A 1) 58 i — B0
AP g, A I B O A8 2RI TR
£, LLOR S S A BN T e S R
PBHEATHRE DS E 3. S8Rk, SEHH
AH L, PRI ARG BIREAR T & B2 2 AT 2
FE IR, SET ST R YR R A
Fedw Il o BRG], iRELZ BT LARRAE X R 23
43 e 1) 77 2R T HVE A, — T e 2 i T
HELLARTE T =2 45 = U, H 5
T ALY & B BINTT; 5 — 7 T2 e O
SHERTRNZER S ZENER N, BT
AT 3w 2 RENEL. 5L, SBElEo
25 7] B e B J2 3 S AR R T 58 SR 0 43 T
5/g7 38
3.2 HITRZIMRED & T

MHEBRIZ A, KB Z BRSS9 13
WREE S . AN B Bz m AT A ARRR A, il
151 B R AN SRR R TR 2 A 0 P43 B UK
(Durante et al., 2017), [ tt, B7EHEXHEHE
T A AR BN 04 S ZIAR BN T30 B T8 -1
M ZE BT M o U Forscher %% A (2017)ff
FGN W B R vk, et T o I E A T
Yk, a3 2B 2 A AR 52 56 F 9 s d D
RFCRZ WA A R L PN e i L 1 1 %o S W A, R AT
RZIWED G TIN5, 5 R A, MR, 5
EH A e, B2 T T I 2R i g ] g
NSRS R b O 3 B Z0 R B 42 109 3¢
T, Ordabayeva Fll Fernandes (2017)RJ#fF 55 #f— 2
PRAT T I Z0AR BV G T 00 P43 AR 1) A 52l thy
Tkl 5 2 W] i S B0 0 2B A B R 1 55 )
ML R RN, PR F 28 AH [ a5 B i 32
FEBUMXT & AEBLLL K R LS Bh o5 A7 A A2
REM IR R S 25 BT, i R TR
ZIREN G T IO 25, b2 AH RIS AT 30, #6
A B CR e B J2 R AT TG By J2 B R 55 3 B 0 iR
FWE L, WA 5 AR AR S . 8554
oM DR 2R A L, T RS AT TR R 25 BRI TR
W B, e i 743 B 19 (Forscher et al.,
2017), 40 Ordabayeva F1 Fernandes (2017)HJ#F5%
BRI, 8RR E 2 A (R R 2 i B
ST T2 k5 B )2 28 B0 56 N A A T R T
(anB% I REEE | B0 4 7 T AR, DA TR I
I 101 1 R7ANT SR P T/ O 2./ D =4 1
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AT B A2 g 114 T T 1
33 FARTFHEERMM

X B R R S, X AR AR
P A AS TR 48 348 7 =XRT BB 23 5% ma b AT 09 P43 G O
] o FRATTHG PR Z R A S HE SRR N, B T8 A
T e S i 52 3045 8 L BUE X B35 i i 26 B 7
SRS G, PR, S&EATEE
WA R <95 NHE AP G L, L3R
AR e w AN IT N Z R, B R SR
IR O A T4 O 1), RV X R R R Oy
EHE BN A RS2 — M (Chow & Galak,
2012). Lowery % A (2012) B¢ 38 1 1 A MR
TR FA A A FIAFAE A B S, 25 R
AV R BT HHEM I, AT
SRR RN B e, AT A Y
FI B 23 58 SR A R SRR I O BOR .
IR FEAERER AT R T TR SR RE R A A
PR ] B91EH, Rosette #1 Koval (2018)
MIRIESE 5 58 T X — N AE MR KE IR, 54
ON VR AR 3 DAy 55 FAREUR (BRI AL T 55 g
FHEL, YA SRR o 55 A AR (B F A 2B AA
YL T3t AR S R 55 S B A 22
Teahzo B4, WMA]HR A AS S S AE 42 5 98 35 VE
W7 — 5T, A EG TR AR SR R gy A A
BB, YA SRR B AIIA 2R
1o B J2 T BE 2 R B REAIR I B 2 8 P 0 DR
[a](Chow & Galak, 2012; Rosette et al., 2018)F1 5
1 19 2R 884 PR {5 & (Bruckmiiller et al., 2017), 3
T AofE b A7 2 30 08 658 v 1) 1 TC A 5 5% — TR
o A J2 1 T 1) 22 T LA 2 52 3 RS- A5 AE 4
45 M A, 1] R RS F R R VE L BRI Py R AR L
B T 0 2 SR B A SRR R A 1 P B A
BT R 3 A 2 4 AT ke 2 1 55 LA AR 34
A7 ) -4 B B B9 32 5 (Lowery et al., 2012;
Chow et al., 2008),
34 RSEED

W AT, [R5 O A 58 559 BE b 5 b 0 A AT
By Bh A B B AI4T N(Lim & DeSteno, 2016), I H.
75 [l O b A7 7E B B 2 25 5 (Coté et al,
2013), KEFFERD, FE OGRS A Sk
AR A B[R] A /K OF (Gilbert, 2019; Jinpa,
2015). Heilt Y — TR 5 1 %5 553 T AR Y 0 B
TR L R SOR B e R, [

DU G TR T AR R O K, 2l A1
DY S 5 F B E T 3 8K RO . g
A~ ZE 1) )8 b (Trautwein et al., 2020), Luberto %
ANQOI)MITCAMIHEE: T 26 TAFITN = 1714)H
TN RS O 5 SIT R, 4R R
B, BT [ IR AT O L AR B Y R A
15 25 FAT 9 1) 5% T BE A% 8 1) v AR 30N o i FIR0AR
109k 5T Be b BUI 25 2 BT LB A SR T
AR [ oK, AT RESE: B T3 28Il 2R pe 48
AL RO B AR BERLE] . Kim S5 A (2021) B9 #F
W T ST RA2E T W RIS R 55, @
ISR S0 T 4F 55 10 S5 41 2300 fph 2828 9
Ll &5 R LB, 5XxRAMk, FETmHans
5HEFINTELHBIER S, WEREZZS5M
N B R g s ok (R R s TRt N 8 32 98 T 1Y
PR3] TR, L P 00 BEE 450 B )2 T B A A HEE 50
)25 T B 2 Y T R % v B SR AR T A A
HBYE RN, Weng 25 A (2013) (T 5 I A [
1 ORI RE4R T B 235 [l GO KF, 2
EF S e 1) FR AL T AR X R P TEYE . ATt
TR B s B R O U gRi B, 38O A D
WK AR 32 FH AT )T S 5%
R FMAT A, IR BN S 00 2 Re g ek 4
PR RGO SRR 0 T4 B AT A SR s 2 A2 )
SR . GEAREY . () S XTIRAM L, R UIZ
HHZSH5ERW T ERZUA T B w 10, R
MAC BT INEZ S8 T2 EEN BT
fic; QERENSGANSS5E D, T 2%
TE AR B M U A P R AR R A O S B T
NE AR NSRS, &
Bk, [EE O U0 2 e g A iR T Rl G
XS ENMNER R JZ . T W 522 0930 UL
wTA FAR B A% . IRE R 2 2 5 R Tt B 2
Yy BE % 30 M Y TR G, [EIE O U Gt A DG A B
BIL ] ) 98 i O] 7R o JE AT %) B 15 e 0 R B 3 K
- 14 FE 0T A )
35 BMEMEIXHKMER

A O PREE AR R R Y], ERIAEEM AT 2
FEA — PP R E A E R, T LTS SR A
51 AY4T M (Cohen, 2007; Heine, 2008; Markus &
Kitayama, 2010), 28I 1Y, TEALSBY )20 SCLA M
(sociocultural perspective)® 2, FH< M2 2 N
— S BRI R E A ST SRS E R,
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FEPESRE—BY)ZE I i B A Y R R S 0 (B
RRAT B, AFEAE B2 R T A
A VR 55 a2 S, R IS8 T AR J2 1932
AL TE(ER K E 4, 2015; Grossmann & Huynh,
2013), W SIRBYZEAHEL, SBY2E A i B
RSB 3E At 23 SO NAT S BT B e L 3% 38 BUIE UL
M. 2 5H0A T 31 (Belmi & Laurin, 2016; Stephens
et al., 2012), 7EF4HC A A2 RN H
CERFEFIITE . WAk, AR 22 A 8 0 A
ANBREUn AR RN 2R, S EEAETESR
JE AN . Ath A RE [ (other-oriented focus)iF) A
BrOCFR I m, MARRY 28 AT o % i th R iy
H 3% 52 ] (self-oriented focus)f¥ A B & Z8 B[] (Piff
et al., 2018), X APRICHR M) b2 52— 5 H
SARIAE AT NN AN B L, He et A
FE B . [A #0 % (Dietze & Knowles, 2016;
Varnum et al., 2016), 55— HHESRIMETH |,
WEAE 2347 S FOR TE 1847 Ry 55 (Piff et al., 2010;
Dubois et al., 2015), Z5 LAk, Sitag vl
AH I A AT BB B A [R] (9 B A 48 1k R s
B0 BUIRES AT A, X T RE R e FL T
SyBCAR . BARIN S, — 5, @2 & S@nik
FARKY R E B BN, 208 S XA m
ANBRTEAE, 22 T HSHEN A S5 HEAEE
&, 2021); Si—Jrm, SMRKEFMLL, SHE
A T REXT I K B B R 25 04 ECBOR K5 T
JEhns e . P, WAEESH S KITiA s E X
BOMmEMW, B F%  AEMNS 3k, s
B 2% Ak A 1 B 1) o B f5012 3% 3 (Sandel, 2018),
AR T T2 2 0 AR 1)

4 BHEERE

T OB, A S B2
T3 TR ) Z (0] (4 26 R AT TR, REWIE
e I e = R Al [ T RN i 1 e Pl R
2B Bk, O S2 R T 4) B (Brown-Tannuzzi
etal., 2015; Kevins et al., 2018; #RE N, 2015), X
15 BELAS T3 0 BBOSR A TN % 52, mUib A 25 A
MR E . 7ELIERFIR M EERE b, ASCIR I T Mt
23 v )2 AT 43 T O 1) 19 4 AL ) B T T 7,
AT X —WEE GO AR B,
L. INAE = B 2 25 80 T = B
EEBMRA IR Lo, BEHEOE.

HATIRZIMREN R T, RIS SEHES N . 12
A O . BB E SO A B TR S B
AT ECR ) . BARAS SCE SR T & B AL
T3 T O 1) S O BRAILR, H 3 T A SR L g 3
WAL, N E S AR CR b, AEALE
JUA ) B AR — 2 R

B—, ACE GBS0 Z 5 E B R 1)
WA I 5 R R o L], (R A R AR T
— LB 7 B A LS A4S AR R SR 2 I LA
H—EmEE BRI LR H BT R .
X — G0 B AT BE 2 B 1 KB Rk . AN AEIR
AR SRR . (D)X LR, AL
2> %) (social contract) 1Y FH BEH &, AMTRYFE4
e ) 52 e 19 A IR O 3t 2 Xof At 2 O I 199 A 47,
B AT BT — 4 B B B a8 Sk 4 U R ff o8
HYPR B (2 M, 2011) . B S0 A R BN 1 22 1 XL
W, 43P BOR BE A2 45 2 SR B A 1 28 P 12 it
Zeoh, AL ATTE LU IRA B I AR U 3R A5 B IR A0
AR RE (BRI, 2020), WFSCERB, XFREFEA
AN PR BN TR B IR, RIS v, 31t
AT Lo X ARk A 4 0] F I 3h T 0 0 S 4kl
AR BL (Abramitzky, 2008; Girtner et al., 2017),
HR R 2 T A2 10 7 AN 2 3 AT IR
W7 0 o ), 08 T e DL F A B AR 1) . BTN
LV NS — o TR L HLA SR O RN,
75 FH DASCA 43 TiC 1) S 1 < BERE A8 K 1Y TE AR M o
B, ZBFA TR F 8 ANk, S8R
IR | HERRIEE % (Elgar & Aitken, 2011),
AT BE 2 3 i R 22 A B4 DR 0 3 i ], o AR —
FEFREE SRR BCBOR ULt faoe, b
A B Z BRI KR . H L, TR
il 52 P R0 8 355 N S 5 R P B RUR Bk, R B
BEHEWA RS SR HAE . QA TFEREN S,
LAz “BAEARE, RREMEARYE”, ]
AT DG, AR S T HAb AU A
1 ARGV O /-0 7 N A R R T R % N
AMEFH A AMARE, 2372 A 4 F 4 5 AR - 55
JRE (Fehr & Schmidt, 1999), % 2% Fl J& ) 22
017 BRI T — DRI A B AT 55, ok
X T4 BB R AT R LI 5, SR A
M, Bt —F N m AP R T BRI A SR
RAEEBIER, $EmE T HE o AR R A o T
T AN S S5 RO S B I s e T A R 1 3 0 46 2 A
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W, 7 3% 25 AN 5K T (2015)38 12t SEBG v M AR LM %
BT RS PO WA T4 L A R, &5 R A B,
MRIIR A3 B 25 e T B, A4S RO OE )
T T XA FL A L FE . Paetzel % A (20147 H
S A ST Tk R AL S IR AR A S P Rt
SUCE ST A REPE, S5 R AT B EE 8,
AP S IR AR B (A5 R FT RE AR 48 % B A )
P . XA A B R, R R # Z TS
FEATIC, ATRESE T B B AL TR A A 45 1Y
o BRI F LT, Al F 2R A A
e How 7t N A 75 20, Wit B 2 A 25,
5 Bl N5 IOR] 25 1945 2& (Wilson, 1975), [RfE -
F| s {2 15 (empathy-altruism hypothesis)IA 4 45 &£
T B0 BRI T A (4K 76 55 TR 19 2 3547 55) &
RS AN ARAT B SN 0 T 4R, (RS W 2 A~ 1A
PITE .0 PRAS 2, Gnske e 7 N BB R Oy, 7
R FIAE AR T Y RO B¢ (Batson, 2011),
RO P ORI B AT R 2E 2Rk T RE S (R B2 T
St 10 BRI A o v R (202 1) B BIF 9 4 SR M43 BT
A Nvivo 12 Xt 66 1 2835 K 09 RN 5 1}
PR 87 i N R 0L iR IR B 24T AT
KM, EShRBSTE . ENMEER . BS
0 A B RN T oK 552 1 B L R At 3 B 1Y E
%%, Bazart Al Bonein (2014)%} & B 7ERL 5518 M
7 VR FIEAT I SE S B o R, 5 TG O 1
B AT IR LA b, T A AT A © AR 4R/
i 55 il B2 (R 2252 B AR B, “OABE N o RS A B
WA T HERBOE, FBE T XA
MKIEARF, SKFA F 0BT 0] Bl 55
HLGHEWCE Z Bk, B, #5r m )2  R
1 A P43 T A 1) 7T BB 1 T R S AL A

HRARBY 2 & T REAS SRR A TR BUR .
—BMiE, SENEEMLL, K0NEE SRS
At s e R, HA BN BRI 2 20E HLSs FAR M
B4 6 R M % (Kraus et al., 2012), FMaSHE
Y HEA 5T B 5 19 4 B R 19 (Bartels, 2006;
Dallinger, 2010; Whyte & Han, 2008), {H &4 S
FIT R, (KB 2 RIS 4 A e (L 2
%, Bt 2019; Kelly & Enns, 2010), X—F %
B H BT REAZ 2 T EWARMR 2 | #h S i sh B
ARG, WA AN (HFBYZ AR R
ZMF, WRRHEESMST A SR,
LT BRSO, AT 7 A AR Y 43 T A 1] o

LB CH B = A(2015)F T 2003~2012 A [a] (1)
F LR+t o RO 2 A b E AL 20RO 27 G TR & Y
B I T S WA 23 b A 5 58 A R S B O vk AR
JYR 2 W B 2 MY R AT H A R, a2 B
FE Ak R sl T H A S RN, #E— 2P R
TR, BRI R RS SBOANTEA S R X
B ANECE &5 B LI I AR SR (IM48, &
1, 2019) fiedle I — AT 5t R B0, AT 330
WARIESSMR, BIRESHAERFBEIRRAE)
AR A C B AL TR B 9, T iX — A i 22 1
9= NI = IR (R (WD A AN N - 315/ & ¥ s
21 #5147 M (Jackson & Payne, 2021), (2)#ft< i
B FU M, R 8 “POUM” i Ui (property of
upward mobility hypothesis): 4 {55 1% 543 B BUR 2
HEZEF) T —fCRT, &b T 55 3 A7 1Y 55 A 0 A T
Ak [ O BEME ) LU 3 B A ARG, ]
220 TR AR K B3R B A A 7SR 43 TC R
(Benabou & Ok, 2001), A W58 FH i 25 G4k 2%
P4 2010 AERY R HEAT 00, 4T P E T R
WA K0 Bl %o 4 TG O [ () 50, 45 2R %
B, A & B sh k2 P2 x b R
Sy BE A ] 7= AR LA, X 2 U B0 A A 2
) FI AT 08 T4 A 1], B ELAG 1) b sl
T A E W A S5 2 R B A S A A58 1) - 43 TG
LF(REDE, 2015), G)t RGEA BT, Jost &
AN (2004)\ At 2 B 2 ML 38 5% T UERA LA B4R AN
AEFE 1T YR A5 AN S R PUE A, JFH
XM EGEAATELSTRBZEN S, BAN
AT B2 HEAT A R TR A R A A ] Y i 45 5 28
1k, B2 HTR JAIT 5T (Goethals & Reckman,
1973)F1 [ 385155 (Bem, 1972) I UEHE R, 4
AT S FERS, ABATETE A X2 A O AL
FEA B EE, AR ERTE B o X — £ BE
K BEAE UL S AT AR B J2 5 23 FOx i e F B
Ho WA T BE B3, Durrheim 55 A (2014) 76/
JEEE R B TIAFFT & BABA THE AR A
JHCH THAAR, KA NACEFEIZH, B
o FEY EEXR, REG IS AT
SR AR b 2 A A P AR S T v o B2 4t T — A i R
FEZE,  BIKE BUR ARk A B 2 40 #0005 1) 35
GRS 5 3 B S0 A R T G A B B Y
WAL . (i mAls AN, WHaB
B 5T 5 AR R RN AR 1 SO g R il R,
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X 32 AR A 2 95 44 v] REREAR Y2 2 AN I ik
S BUR AR A BOR 9N, LA A & 5025
32 543 BC UK S B NBE XA ok, [ il 4 2
ZAM T o 8 & 2 5RO B WA T4 il BUR
(Z=H3 48, 2017; Bullock, 2013; Bullock et al.,
2017). i (2019)i 38 52 38 i I A K,
A R 44 AN G BT R B, A R RAR ) i 2
FAAE— 8 B R A5 48800 o 3 A BFGE &l i v
EFE S A ROTEA 2015 4F A9 50HE Xk 2 R Bh
I H TG 24 AR AT RO R, 32 WX 4 i Ik
32 B 1 A ) 5 44 23 e AR HC R IR £ 1 B2 1) R (2
#,2017), &5 b, Bk L, S EEBEAEIRN T
B O, HERARZI R B4,
e )23 T RE A e A IO AR e, AR 2
0] B 46 48 71543 e 55 B0 AL (AR A 52 AT LA
£ ST

9, AT EAE 2 )2 52 W £ 4 T A [e] 11
AL, MR . BIHL . TR R
0 R X A 23 B 2 0T A3 LA [ 1Y 56 R S 0 3
LRI HEAT T BR, (HR AT A5 DA 1 2 X — A 7 1 Ff
e, L. NF . RS A Z M I BB G R
T BV TN 25 46 . X S PR 3R IR R AU I M K 45
YR, iR o iE A B R AL . A B R e ] R
ER .. BOANAE R P HEFAFERMNE, 1
VE A A 45 7T BESZ B ShHILIK 3R 12 o BF9E 4 B,
TENRLEAR AR G0 & HUE &M A, oA 22 B 0 )%
55 3 T O[] (R %o S8R A 19 S 4 ) TE AR DG, T
TEAB L 45 R G0 G HE S0 A S P AR A7 7 1 35
FH 7% (Garcia-Sanchez et al., 2020), It Ab, [6)17% 0 F1
Z B EN Al ] RESL [F] 45 H T 4 23 B 2 R 23T B
[ FR o —J7 I, WFFERY, [ .OS ORIk s
55 S IR ALLRR, 3k e W0 IS S i 57 0 o B
B B TR O T BE A i B 2 K A BRI
(Oveis et al., 2010), FEifi AT PN 1 FE = SOAEMBAT]
XF 55 AREAR AR ZIREN S . 55— D5, ks
W J2 3 o T R AN, 23 H)5s Al AT 35 Bl A
TS AL AR 1Y 53 AT RN L B (Goetz et al.,
2010; Smith, 2009), XL 0] fEZ i T2 .0
JI R B ARABLRE,  JLIE T XA B 2 1 A 1 1 A 221
MREPG, HEM-FEC T HAEARAY 53 B [0] X L8
B A A i E— D BT LA S A2 B ) G &R o BRAT
ORI =R R, AR SR T, B A
— BRI RABA G . |5, fEMR)Z T, e PEAT

FIER, 3 — 3k 17 RS B E, &EAAH
A O A AR LA A3 3 BE £ (Campbell et al., 2004)
SR EFEMIL, SR EE R SERE T
A P AL — 2N, TR TR YO FEASUR
JX(Piff, 2014), Coté % A (2015)7E— T I £ fff 53
R 1 AT AE I T AR I O B AR
TR, T X S REARALATT A ERERR B L F R T AAE A
ST A B X BRI A F L £ B J2 F0H3 S D 17] 56
FHAERTEAT RS0, SR 99 AR ST 3 H A5
o, RS B AR T IAIE Kk, T
SR F, RV MN A [R5 F0 b X
il MBI AR, e BHEM b2 SN REE
4T S e A1 3R T 4 T O ] 79 52 T 10, AS 25 200
40 Griindler F1 Kéllner (2020)3%F Solt (2016)Fr 1
A 1t A P A8 B0 A (SWIID) Y 548 iE A 7
ST R B, TEREERERANHL . AN FESUEAT . &
MG ME AR, LIRS BUR] A7 A 25
B E R, A 505 AR A 6. Pl
AT, SCARA (BT T T i 1) 74D 5% T
ZRT, WMTEZ AT —IAF 5T, 38 R
AR A BOR S 457 T 0 S0 22 5, G I b
AEAS TR B A G F 432 52 38 A 15 BB g s Bk T
(Aaroe & Petersen, 2014), A, ALHETERE
FFA3 Bl AR 10) 5C 2 o A VE R ek — 2D 4R 5T .

=L TRAH SN T 1005 w1 4 FH AL,
Bk TR SCET R B R T R, FRATA A Ak
BT FE 38 10 24 X6 AR L [ BGHEA T HR 9T . — AR
SCHAR AN AERE SRS . PRELO AR T IR
PR FE L =GB AT RE 0, A EIE
- FUE FH A R AR /N P T A 2 1) 4F 5 T IE
S, RS IS AN —E RE ) B E 22 At S 1
Berh e, i) SO 1 W A9 A2 RN R — 3 —
K BeEE IR, ASCH RS R T AR
T B2 3 FE A OO T B T BB . L, FEROR
Y AFF 53 H R] D) 2 g S e 3 S G 5 I ) S 00 A 4
A BR SH M RARLS G, B A
g WGUEE A T ORI B A skt . R4
D U 18 i A, T A A A 2 Y AP A 1 DG R
W RFHEZ— A RENA ST, NEK
2 B J2 ) R S A B 1 JR O T B LA A TR 9 i
If(Rawls, 1971), WFTArE, HETREZE, B
AR . mZAE REMREE TEMAR, &
A 4 5 T2 P P53 L (d° Anjou et al., 1995),
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Arericher peopleless supportive of redistribution? The relationship between
social class and redistribution preference and its psychological mechanism

ZENG Zhaoxie, BAI Jie, GUO Yongyu, ZHANG Yue, GU Yuting
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract: Social class is an important factor that affects redistribution preference. Some studies have found
that compared with the lower classes, the upper class has a lower redistribution preference. Based on
previous studies, this review proposes a mechanism and intervention model of low redistribution preference
among people of a higher social class. According to the model, economic self-interest and system-justifying
beliefs in motivation; the perception of economic inequality; the attribution of the wealth gap; and
stereotypes in cognition, empathy, and status anxiety in emotion are the mediating factors that affect the
redistribution preference of the upper class. Cultivating the upper class’s humility, employing counter
stereotype interventions, take advantage of the inequality framing effect, enhancing compassion, and
changing the cultural values of the upper class can help enhance the redistribution preference of the upper
class. Future research should pay more attention to the charitable behavior of the upper class and the refusal
of some lower classes to redistribute, further investigate and improve the mechanism of this model, and
explore strategies to promote the redistribution preference of the upper class.

Key words: social class, redistribution preference, psychological mechanism, social justice



