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o 1 o 2y = 3 wn S 1

B W Bk ®BFPFS HAE

(RSB R OB, MAT 210097) (V4 %2 3838 KA Sk SR 222 Bedh 25 0 BREARFFT T, PE9E 710049)
CHLCBIZBE RN . DR SHBE IO, BT 412% 312000)

B OE LR IR R SRR A E e i ) AR, (EURSX — 458 i il D s SO — S RS,
7 ELXT 3% — IR Ao BB AT BRI O PR A AN L o B2 Tk, AWFFEEE 3 A0 ik T T B
AR 1] BB = 22 57 SO BLR], JFRT T RERY TR . SR & BL: (DS PUIT b ifsIE e, 7erh
Fh2x g B2 B4R TC Oi UL S S AR TR 2 s ()2 B 23 0T PR 53 Ml o P S, 8 2t e 3% 22 B A PR
ARG SIREZE ML, R E & B TR AR 2N TRE S | 5500 st i s MANIRIN R, #
P53 i o SECAE (3)3d e i 2l e B )2 2 TR O A, RERS R IRHC 2 ey 22 B PN DRI PR ), 2 48 PGP 0T v 1

WA RIAIE T A2 B2 A AR A W, IO St 2 e . ek A R R I e AR T — 5

A EIEFE R
KR ALEHE, 2B, H BRI, R
5EE B849: €91
1 8 I = HENE 2 0 o) TN 43 B A 17] o 40 Brown-lannuzzi
=]

WA S T W, RN KT (R
TR E)) o miAE A&, 1550 L (redistribution)
FEAMemE R X — B R SE R, BT
ST | )2 ph ARG th it 2 In) AR 2 AR
Mo MBAFE FahF o WP KT 33, R
IORPPT T MEASE | 371 Nl NI R RS B S WA S
Xk — R R, A0S A A RS S5 6T
58, TRUTAE23 2060 1543 T 1] 049 52 i 500 BB
JF R e PR 3 v [ J2 3 1 Tl ] 1) 1 TS
1.1 HEWEX B E R E 80

T 43 B2 4 9] (redistributive preferences, X 7%
“HEATBC R B) 2 48 AR BE BT R b X R4 i
A8 SCRpIB ) (B bk, X04E, THITE, 2013). IT4EK,
KEWRETHSHZENRAA, RIS )2

R H 3): 2020-08-19

SF(2015) 5L T F 2 19 P43 B AR ] 1] 45 25 284 1R 19
SrBCAR R, Rl 11 38 H B R AT AEL
W FESRATR AR, 455 A B A 2 s A
A&, ) F R X P BLBUR . Andersen 1 Curtis
(2015) 534 T tH A (E W 1% 45 (World Values Survey)
AIEHE, T DL 508 715 W Z DR B B A A2 55X
— i HAE Ry St st R A R i, R AR R
W ER ., A RESETAER 24 MEK, 5T
ANBrZEFALEE, Bk EAR NG 23 RE AL E
AR 2@ . Page 55 N(2013)15 45 T 5 € [H 2
hnBF R 2 4 B R E W58 o0 (National  Opinion
Research Center)iX— & A W 5X L1 NI & 1E, i
IIXTHEA 7E E KT 1% 83 &4 K E & NJRIF VIR,
SRR IE — A ARA L, XS AXTBO . &5
PR bR E NS EE R BRCRE, X
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SRS —E R Bk A R LT, <k FH I
WAL TR T MR H AT L4515 20k
HTMERR, 2EEPEASESET, sh2E
FR P 20 T i 1)t S A TR B = 7 Bl X A2
WY IR WFIE IR, BIFIE 3 B O T 422 i B2 M R,
ZAb, R R DG U 3 5 N SN R AN R A2 30k
T —EohE 5 25 5 (Miyamoto, 2017), B, A
WEFER & S e b B A 28 50T Rk Ak 2 B J2 X
473 T D ) 532 W0 S8 1 A7 T o
1.2 SRR N5 B 1 B9 O EE AL

PL A5 4 7 0 T A 1] B 2 22 S 1) 3 3l
TEo B2 SARE R F A, w02 0 -F53C O 1]
A A ? X T A RO EALH R B CT L
(] &R AT LGB 2 B E2E 80 4R Meltzer
F1 Richard (1981) 4 H (1) 25 Hi [ B M % | 4L Y
(rational voter model), X —#H iy — KARBLEPIA K
N Z i LA SR #43Be 2 52 B 2 55 A M s pLry 3k 5h .
LRIXFN A F SHHLE LA ATIIR 1] T 2 T 2 BN
56 B AL GERE SR, T Ok 8 22 14 BF 58 3 TA R H540
B i 1] ANA 52 31 E A S LR SK 3, WAE R R I
Z RN SE R, B R TR 53 T Al 1 F 5
AN AR/ (Alesina & Angeletos, 2005), FEIL
AT WEFE 2 A B e i) A A S HLAY RS B0 T,
i B 2 R R o3 T i T AT S AR T AR Y R
(Brown-lannuzzi et al., 2015); F-HF4R4R 98 50 2]
LR ING SIS B ) = N o o A O T = =
(Brown-lannuzzi et al., 2017; Bullock, 2017) A 7E
W77 T H R S B O BRAL ] A5 7

% 34t 2 By 2R 7 55 4 R B A (inequality  of
maintenance model of social class, Piff et al., 2018)
IR A, ASBIFFE UM B 2 R DA i 1] £ vh A A
o H Piff 45(2018) 4 i Y22 By J2 AP A5 4S5
R, H b AW RIA L 2 A R 2 9y AT i
A A PR A S i b 2 R TSR R A [ /Y
Xf 22 B A5 1 G BAR AR S (AR 22 28 AN [ Y
VAP 25 ), I 2eidad e e B SR 28 | B
T] S5 AN X S5 B BOR 2 5, IR B 2 8] 5 A
S o MR A SHIEMF BRI R B JE & SR R 5
AHAESAAR L et al, 2020; ik %,
2016). MM EARZIN 26 22850 A b, S B2 W
foiie] TN A, B2 22 BE IR T RE T . 850
A ) B TSR N AR R (Kraus et al., 2009; %%
##, 2014; Whyte & Han, 2008). i ##% & 22 1Y
DAY DRI 1] A 52 2 2 AR 18P0 T v 1) o IS B

MEA HY CGSS B Hh 128 U et 50 FE 0 1 1) 35
“PLIZMA BN BAEWCHE Z2 i BORT BI9F N (i
BIH, A28, 2011 R, XI4E, 2013), =E i
()62 G W BURBLR . AEos ] . REBE . 2435
SRR 1Y 256 52 (Rodriguez-Bailon et al.,
2017), 4 B 25 A BR A ) TR 2R 22 BEIH R T
ANNEE Ty SEBGO IS, BT O 1) AT, 5y — 2B 5
96 ) 3 T 2 55 35 70 43 U AR v i 576 7% S AT A
JiF 255X H 0 it (i [7] (Durante et al., 2014; Krawczyk,
2010), & B H iz g R TE AR L, 72
VIR R 2 5 3R B U8 B AR T X B A SA
B AR (Krawezyk, 2010), 3EF DL W05 S5 4F
TR, ABFTORART B 5 22 B H R ) e L 25 B
J2 5 WP 53 T A 1] v g A
13 HENEMEEBSERENEIEER
BT R STRT, SBE 8 Rn i
i 1] 2% 385 J80 P TG P BEL AT, 2 1717 Ja 4k 2 8 - 4%
5| & Br)Z 1h %€ (Kraus & Callaghan, 2014; Laurison,
2016). Kk, ALZMNOIYLUR M AEYIA, #17
P& Tt 2 2 F 0T O 1) A T 90 3 (R B — A
240 w5 B 2 5 R ] S ) X 2 22 FE R T N A
A FEHABOAHE 24K Sandel (2018)F8 H = )24 1t
Z A NBETT . B30 W s B, T 2 T Ah
WA R AR, TR T — FORE S Y g
(meritocratic hubris). 177 AH IC Y SEUEMT 58 R W 0
W MR 2R A w5 B2 R E 1 2 A S S 2
H IR IKAYAE 2 (Belmi & Laurin, 2016; Leckelt et al.,
2019; Martin et al., 2016; Piff, 2014); 5815 H & %
M NS B RYSE 2 | B4R (Piff, 2014), FFXAESRY
1%, Sandel (2018)WFIF L2 N KTESE & w24
HER RO A . W (humility)J&— MBS 618, 7EFR
WO B LA T, B Sy — oA X A E (1))
IR 23 32 B PR B 5 e B T 9B 3 ) Y AR A R
(Exline et al., 2004); J&MAPIA HER A A KA 2,
DL RAE N Br b R TR A S FE BT L Ot A
i Ak %) 15 7] (Davis et al., 2010; Worthington &
Allison, 2018), KA XHESWMIAA | FAEE
SCSEFE AT AR DG BB 5 2 W e SN T A v T
P KBRS T N9 FF B . SCFf(Berg et al.,
2006; Blickle et al., 2012); 5 fii ] T 32 #5-7- FHOR,
WA EZIER | BB+ 417 R (Exline & Hill,
2012; Kruse et al., 2017; Wright et al., 2018), 1X LLff
FEMRFEVE TAEFR AR, MR REXT 20 s
ZERRFEATAMAR | SRR . BT LA AR
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ST KRB, AHTTOR % SR SO ST R R

Bk 2 B ST PRV ) (40 5200, 100 G- 3 P B )
R o

i b, AOTORE L 3 AR Bl B At
12 6F 3 B i 1) 1 52 00 5 AL, O o i B
fre i e B J2= 2P B O i) ) TSRS o RS 1 Jd i
KRR RAETE P E A2 5T, RSB E X
43 B i [ I 5 R A7 A XoF I, 3 RIS 2 AN
OrAT, BEFEAR RS 1 AE R EAE 2T ST, SEREY
JREMLLE, mB R B B ) AR FERESE 1
(GEINERE QAR 2 1 I W e S i Bul LIk s
AR R HT T 25 A PR ) A 2 = R W )
e i 1 P B R A AE T XS, BEsE R R 20 5
R ZEARLL, & = & S X 22 22 B AT
PPN, P P O ) A o AERT ST 2 A5 210 B
PLHI A 2EAG B, AT5T 3 SEPRiE it &, LT TR
BrZE S g, gt — Pl T PSR 4 B
THETRL 0o 250 1o 22 5 2 2 B PR 1) ) s,
TR P73 B O ) A2 0D X b, P E 4 Hh i 3
SRS, RSO BT, &
JEAE TR 22 IR R G 1) SRR, TP P 1)
o SMETTE, 3 D TIHERR RIS R .

2 WEFE 1——TR - = B = R
43 i 1) BE AR

5T 10 H R T ELR S A R A
K ¥ A %0 ¥ (Chinese General Social Survey,
CGSS2015), Ml Hu iy b 5B )= . P43 Be O 1)
4ahR, DAZEH EE 15 50 N B8 S E N o
T 1) 852 M 5007 o F T ) 5 8 %508 J%E (Chhinesse
National Survey Data Archive, CNSDA)f 37 W 4E 1)
i E LS ST IR T 2003 4E, WAHE ST B
) CGSS2015, THA& N MR TN FEE . #HIX |
MFE2 NS, Hhhatsneig iR
FESE L RO ) Y — SR AR
21 #ik

CGSS2015 R EMFE I, iz i
K AP EKEEAS AT AREXN 18 % UL AR
N, AL 11438 A, A UFEARR N 10968
N, BHEHR 89.0%. TEAMFFEH, MIBRALLETE ff
A bR Fp e PR AR 46 [0 2 | T ik A1 20 B [R1 25 R A
B ORI, PR EAR B AL 8376
No BB BYAEIRTE 18~94 % ], F-I4E#IE K
51.02 % (SD =16.17).

2.2 fERIER

A5 CGSS2015 sl TAFEE . &
WAt B2, BRI ) — L8 bn . A BY
ERFEPR G Z A E B AFRA . Kb ZHE R
JEE BN R H A H R e R R, R
B 14 0P, 1 R WA Z R EE, 13
FR WA UL L (b 14 o< H oAb, fF ik
Pk — gk, HiZa K NAFATE SR A
LM, AR SEPR I GE T AT I R T % 0
28) o AU B I A H R AN N R AE(2014) 24
SR AR Z 7 >, EORBG AN 2= A T AL (O8)
HIHG AN AT . S RIEI ST B MeE, ABFSE
B NAFEWCA ST B AL S5 B v 53, PR LS
ZHERE U, ST SRR o
% (Tan & Kraus, 2015),

FA SR e PR WA SRR L K
AR BFHAT . A AR L TF A . EWAE 25 2
I A R g 2 AR A SR T,
R ECH WU A O B RTERA S e 7
FEM 1~10 ik PEFHA, 1 RR“RIKE,
10 FR“tx 27 o FEREFINF 28 55 Mo A7 (9 I+ 45T H 2
IR R BEL TR BLAE T 7 b )8 T W — A2 72
RYGRIEAT 5 0V, 1 FoRm KT EKE, 5
FOR G TR, A AR 28 5 H A i I
BH SR AL, AN ST A S,
BURBAIEAT 3 40P, 1 FTom B, 2 Fon“EAR
27,3 FoRBAR . N T I S ST 45 R Y A,
ABFFER SEBAE AT T S 35 i Ab 2

-3 TC Al ) £ 00 e R A < R 2 AT BRI B
TENCHE Z2 B BR S Bh 95 N>, SR AE LT ik
R SR 1 FoRAER R, 2 FoReFE>, 3 &
IRCTCHTE, 4 FoR ARRE, 5§ FoRdEw AR,
KT B R SRR S AR, ASBIFSER B 1
7T R BB, R AR R BIFSE e B )
AR | BB S N 11 2 A s 2 X AR 1 40
s ) 77 A S e (B K, XI4R, TR, 2013), Pt
AW ORI e N A8 W AT, #7580
AyFE R
23 MIR&ER

BT R BRI 1), KRR =
—0.12, p < 0.001). FMFTZ(=-0.06, p <0.001),
FREAXT 2B HA7 (= —0.08, p < 0.001) . > AAHXS
L HLAL(r = —0.06, p < 0.001)34 55 F43 B [71] 5 '
FRAEE
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x1 EFETEWHERESITEXSH

AR M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

1P 1.49 0.50

24EHE 51.02 16.17 0.02

3 Rk 1.07 0.26 0.00 -0.03"

455 1.89 032 -0.08"" -0.04"" -022""

5 BUiA 1.10 0.30 0.02 0.02 0.00 0.00

6 W5 1.79 040  —0.03" 0.03"  0.01 0.02 -0.02

7 &M 0.00 0.86 —0.15"" -0.40"" -0.10""  0.07"" -0.03"  0.00

8 F M 4.35 1.61 0.03" 0.00 -0.04™"  0.00 0.02 0.06™" 025"

9 KEE 2.67 0.72  -0.01 -0.07""  —0.05""  0.00 0.00 0.07"" 031" 0.45™"

10 1~ A 1.73 0.59 —0.02" 0.00 -0.05™"  0.01 0.00 0.05"" 025" 040 0.55""

11 i i) 3.78 0.93 0.02 0.10™"  0.03" -0.03" 0.02 0.00 -0.12""  —0.06"" —0.08"" —0.06""

TE: MR, 15, 2 4 R, 1DURE, 2 BRI, SREARID, 1 A FEEUSEM, 2 BREEAR, BOREAR, 1 RIS, 2 50 5 IS
R, 1ARFERRIRES, 2 ZEUSIRAS; p < 0.05, "p < 0.01, "p < 0.001,

B AT 5T LI S S e 3 | EOULE 2= B B A
FIAS S AR Be i 160 A D A o LRSI L AR |

FROE B 13 S5 AR g il A8 B R AT 0 2 I UH B o FEASE
BT AR AR R SSEAEM . BUA T

PR WR B HEAT BT B, BRI B2, F(6, 8369)

= 16.55, p < 0.001; A X Le45 i 2% 15 RE A% figt R 1T
SR A S 1.2%, 7EALA 2 2 5 hBRTES —
AN 228 5 2 Ak, TR )2 I F
Bz . EMEE . KRR 2P AL . A M2
TRz, S5 BoR S 1 A, B ik Sepi R
B AR B, p < 0.001, ZLEY)Z i35 1
) T4 B AR ) (B = —0.09, SE = 0.13, p < 0.001),
FIA B E IR 2 4845 . EUEYZE (B =-0.03, SE
=0.01, p <0.001), FEEFIXF LT ML (B = —0.10, SE
=0.01, p <0.001). ™ AAXF LT HAL(B = —0.11, SE
=0.02, p < 0.001 )t i 25 b 67 1] 7090 -FE- 2 et 1]
2.4 itig

AWFFEIT CGSS2015 X —FEARR K | 56
DN E S €T S VN S DA U R N E e e )
et 1 25 PN P o e ) o RDVRIFSR SRS TR 1
SR Z B A, = 2 o R R AG 3X
55 DR TR MR35 [H T R 5 15 31 10 4518 02 — 30
(Andersen & Curtis, 2015; Brown-lannuzzi et al.,
2015; Page et al., 2013); ¥d B #E2 5 )2 X6 543 B fin
Tia] P9 03000 2550 1 EL AT B85 S Ak 1 1 o 3 T X — Y
BI, 5T 2 ¥ it —2E BT 4 S B 25 i P43 B
T AL BEAL A

3 W5 2 OBRALH] -
PRI ) 1 AR

WE5E 2 19 H A2 18 X FR R 2 e R )z 14

e g

UAS

(R ELE|

A EAt 2 [ 2 5 e 400 O [l 0. O BRAILR], BD3E
B 22 BRI PR ) B AR
31 #ik

T &M, XFTE L g, widt .
L5 T REZ DA S TR RS 50
A RIF A, LIS 700 1. M BRAL A PEAE
2 AR ) A Gl ) DA B AR A AU i 5 1 ) 45
I ZARAFA RN 621 4y, HRORH 88.71%. i f
B AE IS TE 18~65 2 Z 1], FH4FEI R 32.73 %
(SD =8.73).
32 MIRIESERF

RSB E IR T R RS & W
WO 5 TH P FR B o F LY J2 0 2 SR o A o 3R
(Kraus et al., 2010; Piff et al., 2010), 1722 [ gz
HEH A 10 FBEs, TR LA F 1Y 2
RARBAFNFA W SIZ, BHE, Romi
E AR e L =1 A P i 4 N O N e g s ol = e B ]
fiF 12 10 ZUHE—29% . Z U2 I S
NI . ZHEBRE . POl =T i, Hdpa
A P 3000 2 o 1) 0 3 1 A AR IR (% 45
B AEA oA e, EoRpATE 1=1
JEMLLF”, 2=%10001 JG~2 J7JC”, 3 =“20001 JC
~3 JIJE”. 4=30001 JC~5 JTJL”. 5=50001 JC~7
Jigt”, 6 =70001 JG~10 J7JG”, 7 =“100001 JC~20
JIE”. 8 = “200001 JL~50 J7 ", 9 = “500001 JC
~100 J7J6”. 10 = “100 Jijolh B P e et %
OB R I R R ) 2 R R, R
WRIE 1 =</NERLIF”, 2=gh”, 3=“Frh /
L/ JRE . 4= <KE /K /KR 5= “AKFE},
6 = “Bil = K DL o Hr AR e

POV (i 2 25 2 T A S22 B Xk (2007) A
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NSRS T ZRE 1 0 LR 2 A o R T 4 4
GYIERESL, JFEE A MESL T TR A AL S N R BB
WOl 25 (Fh2- 25, 2002), 34530428 2 AL 2
T A (DS . Rk, ERIEE; (2)
JEHAR TSR T 5783, =k T AR 57 3h
s Q)RR ML A T, anlsim . mIAL. B WA,
KR AR ST S F g AL )T N,
TR IR 55 11 5 B B 1 3 L /ALl 28 B s
R AL I Z2 B B B L R R DL R Bl B
RN (6) 7= L2, G5Bl B bz
CITIC S v G Sl NP o ol = NG B 48 A
AR NG, (Dib& B2, Bl LA i
1 28T R L K A Al i v A N B R
B . WFFE L2 A v PR o S Y, B
Ji b BRI 4% G 7 AN BN T IE SRR AE (1~7
)e WFF i 2 BR TR 24058 (Tan & Kraus, 2015)5
5T 1 e, K = s bR B HE S S5 BT, 15
BN PSS U P e

B 2 U PRV 1w F 0 SR FH 4% 8 (2014) Gt
il B B R A5 SR 7K P 9 38 5 2 IR A R ][]
BEI ikt 5, 2016) [WAEELHE T PNHIE A
SNRIE R B GERE, 44 8 N H . NIHKE I H
e KA o s AR . A ANBRE T AR
A AMEAPR IR E G Jo o R B L R BETY
ol BRS8N 2 R — A A, el
HFW B FENMREE, R 7 Aitaa = %42
A, 7= “22FE"), AR N, JMEE
P YERE N S R 1Y o R 0.82.0.82.0.86,
FEVTEAMER, PR AR S b S SR I A 2 0
PRIABE 1], AR R T N BF 5% #8025 (Hussak & Cimpian,
2015), )2 T H gl # (2w, 2014)09 338, Bopk
PRAE IR 8 3 B 20 5 AT TR 8 T AL 40 Y 2541,
A Sy i e % 25 5 P9 U PR 1 A (B . A5 g,
A P 8 R g

T3 B O 1) 1) I St SR AR BIF 5 ) 4 19 P T
it 1) e o ASWFFE LS A TR A 43 FOTE 8 2
A AL, AR R L A MRS = AN D T (3
W, 2012), Zafhil 7L 12 ANHE 3 AR
ic i ) 2 o 3 A0 P85 1) 0810 A8 1) T << IBURE oz 12
22 b i) g AR AR . <R I 32 38 AR A
W BEIT IR . F2 8 AN A SRS . <ph s
AR ST AT A 7 52 52 5 WA T A (] 45 1 A e
B X F R —2 H, ZoRPH S R E 8
[ RREE, SREL 7 S0Hor (1 = “ERARRE, 7 =

“TEA A R o WE X R A T 30 UE M DR 28 43 B i 285
WK y/df =2.36. RMSEA=0.08., GFI=0.92,
CFI=0.95, IFI=0.95, NFI=0.91; £WHEXHA
R U B REE  TEARETE h =AM M SR
o ZE5r 50 0.81, 0.86., 0.91, 0.90, HAMIFFHE
AR T B | AR . RGBSR N 245 B,
HEATH T R
33 HEFEREKRR

FET B Yok B TG R A, AF5R
Harman FLJA ARG 503 E AT 2L Rl 7 ik 22 K e . 485
IRBRPERTEFHT, BB FRL R
 28.14%, /NT 40%IIm FbR . HeAh, BFFEIEXT
BT . P 22 B ) . P B dw ) 3 44
A(EBYE AL 1 8, R AR AL 7E )i
FPE R a0, IG5 B I R B R i
T, 45 R R, =R IE 48800 4T
TR, DL E S5 R R AR AL
14 e [] 5 12 0 2% o
34 MIRGR

BTSSR BRI 2), EME(
=-0.21,p <0.001), PIHEE(=-0.15, p < 0.001)
5543 E O ] 2 0 2 A G, B2 5 A BRI
) 2 5 E IE A S (r = 0.22, p < 0.001), TIEMHE S
A R (- = —0.07, p = 0.096 > 0.05) , F5-43Fic M [f1]
(r=0.01, p = 0.866 > 0.05)A M A B % . [A]HT&h
WoR, PIAZERI(r=0.10, p=0.018 < 0.05), BUAT
$Fi(r=0.11, p = 0.008 < 0.01)-5 Py PRI ) &2t 3 1E
A2, R (- =0.23, p < 0.001) . FZHAFM (= 0.14, p
<0.001), WSHLRAL (- = 0.09, p = 0.024 < 0.05) 5
53T D 1] 22 5 3 TR AR DG, PR A E 2 — 20 1 v A 8500
AR e s R v - NI R o138 4 ) % o ol O E
il o

(1) PN S PRI ) 8 UL B J23 T 0 A5 A A
EH

T LA FEMB R A AR5, #F53 FC R ] Ry RS
AR . SRBUE )BT RNH B, S5 %
B UL i S22 0P P i ] R A 8 3 B OV E T (B =
—0.19, SE = 0.04, p < 0.001), HP 3= W0RYJE X H-49 e
it 1] B BRI 2 W Y SRS SR AT SPSS 23.0 1Y)
Process i {4k 35 H1 /v 200 (Hayes, 2013), Bootstrap
TR B R 5000, FEHIARIS | SR BUF AR H 572
o R 3 PR, SRR F LR R W A e T
NI R ) (8 = 0.24, SE = 0.04, p < 0.001); FWFr
J2 TP O R i i) [v] i 0000 P A 1) B, UL 2
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*x 2 BTEWHERESITREXS

Gy M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

1 P51 1.58 0.49

2 MElE 3273 8.73  —0.04

3 Rk 1.06 0.23 0.00 -0.05

4 P 1.40 049  —0.05 -0.11"  —0.05

5 BUA 1.81 0.39 0.13"  -0.08" —0.04 0.20"™"

6 FH 1.10 0.30  —0.07 -0.07 0.32""  0.02 0.12"

7 S 2.09 1.00 0.13™  0.49™ -0.08" -0.10" —0.04 -0.14™"

8 &M 0.01 0.76 -0.14™ -0.18""  0.10" -0.30"" -0.27""  0.12" -0.26""

9 FW 4.15 1.88 0.04 -0.07 -0.02  —0.13"  —0.04 -0.03 -0.02 0.30™"

10 IH A 0.27 1.05 0.02 0.00  —0.01 0.10° 0.11"  —0.05 0.00  —0.07 022"

11 it ] 5.35 1.00 0.03 023" 0.05 0.02 0.03 0.14™"  0.09" 0.01 -0.21""  -0.15""

A, 1,2 Loy RE, DU, 2 ERGE; O, L3R, 2 R BUOATES, 1 HEFEAE 5L, 2 JESEPEAE B SEEUE A, 1 ESEEUE,
2 A EHAEIN,; USRI AL, 1 RIS, 2 IS, " p <0.05" p<0.01; ""p <0.001,

&3 WEEMEEENN RN R E RN ER ST

x4 NVFE R R E B e A E R 2 AT

[A 2% £ R? B SE t 95% CI K725 R’ B SE t 95% CI
PR U R4 e A NS SECHEEE
PR A5 DA A
Fly 0.03  0.05 0.64 [-0.06,0.12] AR 0.03  0.05 064 [-0.06,0.12]
JRASE~¥i] 0.09 0.09 0.04 232" [0.01,0.17] PR 004 004 096 [-0.04,0.13]
. . 0.03
ESCLEY 0.16 004 376" [0.08,0.25] BOA T 0.18 005  3.82"° [0.09,0.28]
A HEAD ~0.06 004 ~144  [70.13,0.02] SHAE ~0.04  0.04 —0.99  [-0.13,.04]
IR AR D ~007 005 ~146  [-0.17,0.02] HSHRAR B0 ~0.08 005 -1.54 [-.18,0.02]
EW 024 004 611" [0.16,0.32] &2 0.03  0.06 042 [-0.10,0.15]
FEor AR A I 1 1
RER [R5 it
AR 1% 025  0.04 5777 [0.17,0.34] P 027 005 586 [0.18. 0.36]
Frozes 005 0.04 0.78  [70.05.0.11] e 0.06 004 139 [-0.02,0.14]
BA 0.14  0.01  0.04 0.19 [—0.08,0.09 . ,
ﬁgff [ ] BUATAL 010 0.04 0.05 090 [-0.05,0.14]
TEHUE 0.15  0.04 3.82"" [0.07,0.22 .
- " : ] A 0.14  0.04 3.34™ [0.06,0.23]
S AR B -0.02  0.05 -0.38 [-0.11,0.08] )
. TS SR 5L -0.02  0.05 -0.35 [-0.12,0.08]
ESSUNTI= -0.17  0.04 —4.20"" [-0.24,-0.09] .
. UL 2 0.08  0.06 131 -0.04, 0.21
PRI PR £ 1) ~0.11  0.04 -2.85" [-0.19,-0.04] ke [ ]
— PR R0 ) -0.15  0.04 -3.65"" [-0.23,-0.07]
H: "p<0.05""p<0.001
#: 7 p<0.001

(B =—0.17, SE = 0.04, p < 0.001)F1 P4 I Pl it 1] (B =
—0.11, SE = 0.04, p = 0.005 < 0.01)Y4 i 3 Tl &%
B o B¢ IE FY) Bootstrap K46 32 HH,  PA IS BRI 1) 78 35 00
B 2= F00 00 25007 o Y oA VR 2, Tl 4 %00 1E R
-0.03, 95%1) & {5 X [8] ~[-0.08, —0.01]; H /i
BN (—0.19)H 15.79%.

(2) P4 U R i) 7 225 00 B 2 03000 5550 37+ 1 R A
Y&

Bl WF 5% LA UL J2 2 B AR S, P40 TC O 1) A
PR i (P AR . SR BUE A AE) E A7 )3 4B, 25
T2 B 00 I J2 X P T i) P 000 260 1 A I
(B =0.08 SE=0.06, p=0.218 > 0.05); [FHFEF]

SPSS 23.0 1Y Process 1/ {45 45 H1 /-2, Bootstrap
TR B 5000, $EHIAFERS | SR BUR NN H 248
iho WNFR 4 PR, SR F IR ZE T P I PR i )
AT FH A 2 (8 = 0.03, SE = 0.06, p = 0.673 >
0.05); & XWLBiv J22 F1 Py U BRI o] (] B 50 00 P-4 . v
] FsF, WL BFY 2 F P53 e Bl ] P T80 1 AN Wl 2 (B =
0.08, SE = 0.06, p = 0.191 > 0.05); PN V=1 PRI [ fi4 75
MAE ] .3 (8 = —0.15, SE = 0.04, p < 0.001), #%1E
i) Bootstrap 3%, PN IH PR ) 7 2 WL BT )23 i
IR R A TR A VR FH R B3, T30 (E A 0.00,
95%1) E 15 X [A] 2 [-0.01, 0.01],
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35 Wig

ABFSEE AT E I 2 Rz A, A
TR E 25 B H PR ) AE 302 R TEC A ) Y
KRB A VE . BIBFIESE SR TR
2: 5 FWH R BACH A b, F B R A A
AT o) T % 28 22 BE AT A URERL, I 53 T
) A, TTAIF 5 T o & BLEE 22 B 05 DR o) 7 25 WL
Wy J2 5 P20 B i 1) 5% 2R TP Y R AR T (EAR B vh
FWLIT % 0w 22 BE A PR -0 TC O ] %) P00 47 FH
PIARR ). X AT RE T2 WL B J2 5000 -3 T O
) A B A SOW i AN, DA REARATESE 1 HRIRRE 1Y
KFEA T AT DAORIE O 25 SRR 21 1l 2, Midoe 2 1Y
FEA R REAS I 213X — 00 o Aif AR Z WF5E -t & 3,
FWLBI S22 X6 - — 2 PR AR i 1) S S T LB 2R
(Cohen et al., 2008; Sakurai et al., 2010; Whyte &
Han, 2008), %5 AHF5 45 R —3 Ak SR 5,
WFFE 230 2 S 1R TR B TR 2 3, F
I8 3 B LG IR I, HE— AR X R
W J2 5 B 22 R UA DRI [ () 52, 3 710 X6 HG 0P
i 1] 4572 0

4 WE5E 3I—THAE TR XS = By
JZ 57 B O 1] 1 2 HE 1R

W5 3 19 B A I S g R S R S B =
L PR O 25 6 B 25 B U DR 1 B P-4 T i 170
A5, DA SRR FR A s B2 3 10T O ] )
Al REIRAE .

41 WRF*E

FFWFFEH P, ARSI (e.g., Sands &
de Kadt, 2020; Whitson & Galinsky, 2008)J32 & sl fi
2, R R 58 e BEAL 2 50 B R B Al 2% 2 i AL
Je SR v )2 2 R 25 R U DR [ A s, R G
P4 e 1) P AR AR o 2, A 5T 0 R 9
MEES S5EE RO, AU LLE B EE S
Xt 4 KM ASHIE ST B 22 0 ISP i SCAR
B TEPR AR AL 5 B 2 35 10 TS O[] 04 PT R A2 o
DL, WFRCALEE . BRELS Shdl S HIRT R, B AR
HHALE 3 2 K TR A 22 A
PRI )5 DRI S5t Sy P i 1) o 17T ) 2% P 380 Pl
BRI G | A A 2 R A TT RE 23 52 e B Y P A
Kot ], DA AR B SE S AR . TH AR
LRSS &, T LIS Bl
42 #ik

IR RS PUL 2 /i, AT &%

SRBY 2 M 580 24 2k A i ik 4 B F i B )2 R JiE
IR . S R MR /NG 2§, 2016),
WFFEBE BT E MBI LG 2 0 = A Bl (3
M2 B 6 4y K L b, ACRER E — 7 B BRI 2
BHE ., AL el E. HARAL)IEAERSE
5o Hodp BB 2R TR T i R B R
JiE (A2 2 B AN (B, RO 2 S S T AESE 2
fofi I A P 3 5 SR ACFE A RO o AR HE 07 25 175 150
DR AESS5IEXLRMER, A 104 ZEHZEKR
2E S HIEA NS MR 1 44 76 5250 I\ B R A
R EARINES, AN 103 21 #ik
HIFEHIAERS N 19.88 2 (SD = 2.21), HA % i 3h
Ak 51 4, Ehdipik 52 4. HmdipidorA
FAEEMH Z 225, 1(101) = —1.63, p = 0.106 >
0.05; WAFETERMITZH2E 5, (101) = 1.70, p =
0.092 > 0.05,
43 WMREFEIER

AR T 3 AP IR, Has e mIn
FES A BO IR B, T A5 4 DUAE 09 B 43 0 9 52 50 Y 50
(Brown-lannuzzi et al., 2015; Xie et al., 2017), AW
FERRIT B e A T B E A AE R A B
19330 2 HAE 53 B h 9 5 W5 B SO0 5% .
T B T A I8 0 8 B 2 R Rk, PR b
()15 R DB A Rl 15 e . B RN AE
i 5 5 — g (LR A ST 19 92 56 Bh )
PEASLE G, A5 A N 5-TF 58 P A 385
AT, ARSI AR 8 B, XA 8 JT
(AR A A THE 5SS — AR LRI 2& X 5 18 8 & LA 1
A BEHEASE IR, ARSI A AR, H
RIEBTEAE 10 FPRTERG IR 45 105 BT A ik
B IF AR 2 20 T, AR B Al A1 4% 1 280 % A St
7oy ie . FEff R EAT 5 25, Sl S 5 —
LR A2 AN [] 1 92 56 B ) 5 fEL MG 58 B e A
%, ML LS —ppidr, wEARLBHBTFE
Rib, RS HIWAES . HICR XA B IR &
RV BT, A4 I 55 2R 5 119 ) R 14 K A7 Bk
- R A W - R N SR E A G O PR |
JE 4.2, XN R AR 5.33 J6. 2.67 UG, TEH
TR S HERT IR R 6. 2, R AR 43

UBRSERRAR ¢ AR RS R BOR, HAMBRX 1 AR, SiEwa
FHH(M = 2.12, SD = 1.04), HEHL 5 3l g vy A R (v =
1.62, SD = 0.77)$K (K, £(102) = —2.78, p = 0.006 < 0.01; 5
Pl 4 AH L (M = 4.56, SD = 3.48), HE¥LJa gh 20 9 A9 543 i I
[](M = 6.02, SD = 3.44){J55R ¥ 151, #(102) = 2.16, p = 0.034 < 0.05,
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L

53 %

R 6 IG. 2 T0. BB ZEX A Bk 5 o) — 1w
745 E RN 02 11.33 JG . 4.67 UG, BIAHFSE
() 55 B J2 B AE R IR 3 B AR 21 TR Z R 4R 7E
B TE U 55—, & AR B B — AT
%, HizfE 5 B 5 B4 I ICC, (HA 2 AR SL 5
S i o 8 3 m W) N 1

ST B 56 — 20 il i A AT 55, Ja shs B
ERA RS . FHrh PSR S 2 B S B2
WA LS 3P AR 2 1> 50 P I i B A4
(B 2k . HZIM) M ANA BT . PR EGE 2o A 5 1Y
2B AS N SR 1 T2 R B T AT e B i — A= o
42 1 2 1Y v B JE W A 24 5 4 B R AR A DG
THEMBEEMMEREAH., FYNE S Z S,
BORK R SN S A R n) 28 . deded, D
LI JE Bh88OR I 7% 28O A U A AR . Bl
JE Wt T Davis %(2017) 12 4300 B 19 #8297
i ¢ (the experiences of humility scale, EHS)% 3%}
T A BT 5 & Wi BLIR A . iR 5 Tt
g%, 1 FRWAFE, 5 RordEH R, FlEan .
CRRF| LY L TS, TEAN R iz
R o REUE 0.74, BFFTH T ERAREE(2008)1ETT Y
TR SRR T AR 1 J i 26 (positive affect and negative
affect scale, PANAS) <9k i WL E ML T 5 | A 1)
TR T R RS o s R PRI 5 204, 1 R
“AERRMEURAR A, 5 R i, fis
e YEERAYT . CZERRAY . TEAHEST T AR R
TR PS4 FE Y o BT 0.91, 0,62,

WEIE 5 =20 2 B 2 m B B ol 19 33 2200
= B 10 o I 55 LT [ e R S 5 A Wy A D Y R o3
MG Z f5, BFgE s — 0 H B 290 9T
B 2E BRI PR, B SR P R X R L g
X HC H TS BT 2 R 2 KRR E FE A
55 . MR EIEES: 1.3 S RFE AR )
G di 2, 20 A OIS S, 3L H S EIsF
LA, 4. H CEISF AL, 5. H 2 EISF L, 6.
SEaIE H OIS . M1 B 6 o P9I PR [ 14
B, 5% LI A 3L 56 7 3 (Brown-lannuzzi et al.,
2015; Xie et al.,, 2017)=TER I HER)G, T
—JE 1Y %% B ORI T RS AR A 0
% S8 3 Ty — L B TE S — PR R B O HAE
PR B X e W) B 23 B U7 58(11.33 J6., 4.67 T, Hi
RO AR FE AT — o iR RO (TE A
B 3 O AR N0 B AREAE LA 10 A g i
7 IR (1) 1108, 5 UL, (2) 10.67 JG.

5.33 7T, (3) 10.33 J&. 5.67 JG, (4) 10 JG. 6 JG, (5)
9.67 JC. 6.33 JT, (6) 9.33 JC. 6.67 JC, (7) 9 JC. 7
JC, (8) 8.67 JG. 7.33 Jt, (9) 8.33 JG. 7.67 JL, (10) 8
JG. 8 TG M 1 F 10 F7m P-4 B [a] 2 8 . >4
P SE T S R S, BT R A
10 JTARH -

44 TRER

WFFE B Je % 5T L I sh i Akt o RIS 0 e
NI EE, BESLE shAL R N & 2 R e 51 &
R B2 L RIRAS o ST ARAR ¢ A0 i 25 SR A,
LS S R B E RO = 4.05, SD = 0.56)1F
HEIUIRAS b A945 43 Wl 2 e T4 4 B s B )23
(M = 3.43, SD = 0.70), #(101) = 4.98, p < 0.001,
Cohen’d = 0.98, 3% F W TEA M It e BRSS9 JH 3
R .

W Bl J5 4k 2225 5 A% 0 B I IF R 25 2, Bk
VLI Sl %ot g B J2 8 5 22 5 0H PR ) s, 4k
Xof H 0 T O 1) S0 . 45 R R, RS 3
SN TR B2 A 22 R A g A
Fb(M =2.12, SD = 1.04), B9 5 shdl iy & By 29t
(M = 1.59, SD = 0.75)P9 )= PR i ) SEAIR, ¢ = —2.95, p =
0.004 < 0.01, Cohen’d = —0.58, HtHLJH 2t i 3 5
Wi Y R B J2 3 0 P B ) S AR AL He (v =
4.56, SD = 3.48), BftH I shH & E LM =
6.06, SD = 3.46) P-4 i 7 8 i, #(101) = 2.20, p =
0.03 < 0.05, Cohen’d = 0.43,

W5 B K 1 SPSS 23.0 ) Process i {446 4677
22 R 05 DR ) A B 0 30 5 P ARG ) e eh
fYEH . Bootstrap filiFE IR ECH 5000, il 1451 . 4F
W5 RS 4IRS TR I 4R AS S AL IE Y Bootstrap
R o6 2 B, B 2 HE U PR ) 1 R A 00y e 2,
ARAE S 0.11, 95%I1 & (5 X [1]247[0.04, 0.20];
ARV (0.11) 5 BAK(0.21) Y 52.38% LB S 53
GRS X6 v B S22 B O 1) B T, — e R
R 3 e AR AR L A 22 B P VA DR ) AR T
45 itig

AHIFFEIE X 103 25 5 B2 R 2 A St 1 T 5
B, kU U 2 i S SERR A IS Bl 2
POA TR IR . H SIS shal i
1= B JE B T 22 PN U PR ) BRI, P i )
T EMAFSR A S TR 3. B S Y
A RS B AIK 55 B 2 3 1 22 22 0 9 0 R g,
17 2 TIP3 O 1) o
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5 Sihie

TED & 22 A Y IR AL ST 5UR, A%
FE T AL 2 I 2 X0 R 53 T D [ 1) L 6 532 Wi R 45
PRPL, JF A3 T A e B 2 5 0 T i 1) 9 1 T30
Tl o WEFERASL 1 TR E AL 2T 5 X — S a0
MIFEAE; Ha7R T A RERY.OBEMLEL; I HESI AL
SEPR S AR S AR T —E WA 2R R R
51 AHEHSESR THIIEZEY ML

PEBE DIETERCSE [ 2T MBS © 0 Sr 1
FE2 v 2200 50 BC O [r) ) 52 DR, B8k 8 22 A T
FITIRBOGER T X — 2 RN & Z AT A
R #E 302 T 7 456 AR IEIE LA AR BT
(B, 3 156 W 25 i J22 X6 -3 T g 7] 749 70 1) 5000
YEM A — & i SO — 2otk o A8 B SRt
FEAG ) 5 A [6) SO TR A AOG B AT 1 25 5
H B F 58 IR A MR T S0 542 B )2 K H
AL R H W, BRI Z BB A W IT IR
T B85 SCAHY — U o anbiFoe K LG & e PY J7
A, AR, mEEE AR AR R
A, SR A RSB . X BB A (Miyamoto,
2017) . 1117 [R)RE LA 53 FC O 1) 100 75, TCIB R AT 5T ik
T E ST R B S, 2 LR LR
A, BURX 2D ERNEGEEFE &, UHTE A
[ R g <O o TV = A [ Rl 1 P 2
(Andersen & Curtis, 2015; Brown-lannuzzi et al.,
2015; Page et al., 2013)., BIfEANEAIFESSCILT,
GREHBAA LM TR T X AR —
kR T A 3w A — T
5.2 Xt AT EE OB AL B BRI

SARBEE AR, R S O 1) k]
ek AR LG R B A ShHLAL A B — 2 00 i
J1, RX — A BAT R R T, BFEE
RIS &, I . ARET R & X T2
T4 C AR 19 2 PN R AR A& R AR T ABATA
[7] /) 7 43 B2 f# [ (Brown-lannuzzi et al., 2017;
Bullock, 2017), R4 TE 2 EFEAIAHIN R AERAE
2 2R R AEAER AL 1Y 5 & (PIff et al,
2018), AW &I T 385 2= 85 03 PR ) 19 v A
A B AIRBYZE A P I O 1] B9 22 5%, 2R T 3T
22 BRI PR ) A ] o AR T, ARBIFSE N
INHIL A S 7R 1 AL 23 B )2 52 R 43 TG O [ 11
BB

KT R E 2ZENHE, CAHRIELI T

[ 1= B S o N U S PR TR /AT SR
FEE . RERHGEES ., T RANST DA
AT LB, & R 2SN A TEI A EE . &
G4 PG S AE BIARF(LD et al., 2020; Yu et al.,
2020; LT 4%, 2016). 2GIRTE & 22 FE YA PR i )
RN E A s Z R R RS R, 25
UF 43 e K HCS B i 1) e B A O A 2 5 &
(Durante et al., 2014; Krawczyk, 2010; Rodriguez-Bailon
et al., 2017); FTFX—H &, AMFFOR T E 2 HIH
PR ) 7 A O BEALR, $a7R T HAEA B2 5155
B i 1] A TR AR T o TR AL 23 B JZ AP SR 4R R348
BRI EEILA T, WAL B2 2375 22 10 DY 1 2
P43 TC Al 1) %) 5% 1) % 728 B T 4 457 AN F- 55 1 S TRP
i, Hemdads ., BBEHE RN EEGEZS 515
PAZR IR, AN W ) B J2 (6] A9 AN SF- 25 (Piff et all,
2018; Rodriguez-Bailon et al., 2020), K, *FFix
—PRAR R 7N, AU BT T O 1) 0T 5 S0
205 JEL Y [ 2 T 0I5 i ) FO P AL R, 3 T
IR AL 2343 2 5 BOR - 35 222 1 A o
53 REBSHEEE N ERE T

5T 3 DT TR 524 75 A 30 6 22 SR U PRI ) fr)
AP K, R T R BB KA = B2 A
22N DM g, SRR T A B o X T
PR TCIRNE, A FAIT ST U IT i Al G i A AT
T T i ) PO 78 B8 22 e, i) B Ay R P O
[a] )+ (Bullock, 2017; Reeves & Vries, 2016), #ff
G BN T B 2 A W O 1), LA GE
i SR B B i B O 2 IR B A A R A
795 . MR . 2T AFAE(Bullock, 2017), A5
TESR AT — SR, R LA B T 1O A B2 — 5
AR TP i o X — T T B 4 T U
M5 B —ERR R, X T ARSI
43T i 1) T LA Sk — RE A 7 o

ML 2T R A BEERT, AWFSE R it
SHEEC . SRR R RUR I S SRR A T A SR Y
JAR . RABUAY: . LT SUR AR T R AT
40 A RISRIRE Y PLE 22 BRSOk, XU
I I ANBE A S R A 3 T Rl B2 22 5%
P R e R IR IE, B 2R3 B R A2 #E 0 BiC i 221
558 R R I RS (R W, 2020) 17 1= B )2 3 B0
25— M DR i 2 A X 0 TE R AR
XS T R BUR B i 58 K v 52 FA 5 2 R T
AY1E H (Kraus & Callaghan, 2014; Page et al., 2013),
WFFE 3 KB T AL RE A8 B AIC o B J22 3 X 22 g 22 B 1Y



L %5 53 &

1170 TR |
PSP, BRI B 1] o IR R AR
I B AT LUE i A R X — 1R g 56 m,t A

5T T BT S B B KA T A, Rk
AEFE S RGSERT P BC A S B, R S M S A 2

NN LT
54 MIRXBRERE
RUE AR T R C A B I03E, (BHFFEA,

BRI . B e BF AR R R 2 22

U PR e 1) LAS B BEAILE o 0I5 2 #8578 T 940 22
VST PRI ) ) FP A 28007 o (LT 3% 22 R VA PR i 1] =2 4B,

Al AR B BALH (B G R A R 20 B
FIZHAL, AR A E RS &St
fFRR KA —E AET o AR SRBIFFE ] LA gtk
— RV, RN RLOBEEALS Z [ 52 R S5 HH
Y& 414 (Brown-lannuzzi et al., 2017), HIKZEWF5E
S5 )T TS5 AR AR Z 3 o 2T 98 LS BR
B K, TR ER TR R B R AT O O 1) A T
T, B5E 3 RWAMROYZEAE AP S, MRS
ZRH5 (e.g., Sands & de Kadt, 2020; Whitson &
Galinsky, 2008)1 3% 55 sl vk, 381 58 R S0 g0
MBI T S SR 2= E R, ARk T,
YERWI R R T T, ﬁ?‘iﬁ‘é@?%ﬂ“ﬁﬂﬁlﬁ
LA B2 B A O ) A AR AR . (R
B LI RWAMNZH, T84 shifed.o &

A e 5K 1= )22 2 1) 143 T O 1 B2 T 2 S AR
S A S K, DL RS 3 X HIREY 2 #
4P C A 1) 7 A= JEAE B S ), 1 A 3K 2 [R] R A
W TCE VB . R, ASROTFE AT DA T i —
RIS, LR A IR A T 1005 W X B AR P
3 e [ ) 5

6 258

APFZERE T LIRSS (DSREEEMLL,
el 9 2= P i 1) SRR ()R AR 2 R 43
e (i) 4 TN S0 H, BT 2 B A DR i e e 21
YERT; (3)idad JA s B2, RERS IR = B2 5 2%
22 B AR PR, 2 T R P P 17

& £ x #
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Abstract

A large number of studies conducted in Europe and the Americas have explored the negative relationships
between social class and redistributive preferences in recent years. However, few studies have addressed the
cross-cultural consistency or explored the internal mechanism and intervention strategies of the effects of social
class on redistributive preferences. The present study aimed to systematically and deeply explore the relationships
between social class and redistributive preferences through three studies in the context of Chinese society.

Study 1 explored the direct relationship between social class and redistributive preferences. Based on
national data from the Chinese General Social Survey of 2015, 8376 participants from all provinces and
autonomous regions of China and indexes of measuring social class and redistributive preferences were obtained.
Based on the inequality maintenance model of social class, Study 2 further explored the mediating role of
attribution for the rich—poor gap between social class and redistributive preferences. 621 urban and rural
residents were investigated by using objective and subjective socioeconomic status (SES) scales, a rich—poor
attribution questionnaire, and a redistributive preferences scale. Study 3 was devoted to exploring the
intervention effect of humility on the redistributive preferences of the upper social classes. A sample of 103
undergraduates from the upper social class were randomly assigned to humility priming group or control group.

The results showed that all social class indexes can strongly and negatively predict redistributive
preferences, meaning that, as in Western society, upper social-class Chinese individuals also tend to have lower
redistributive preferences than those from lower social classes. In addition, the influences of social class on
redistributive preferences could be partly mediated through the attribution for the rich—poor gap. Compared with
individuals from a subjectively lower class, upper-class individuals tended to attribute the gap between rich and
poor to internal causes. That is to say, they tended to attribute the rich—poor gap to personal factors, such as
abilities, efforts, and ambition. This attitude lowered upper-class individuals’ redistributive preferences even
further. Finally, a short video was used to prime participants’ feelings of humility. Compared with a control
group that watched a neutral video, those upper-class undergraduates who watched life stories of people with
humble qualities experienced higher states of emotional humility. Priming a humble state lowered their tendency
to attribute the gap between rich and poor to internal causes, and further improved their redistributive
preferences to a significant extent.

In conclusion, these three studies deeply explore the relationships between social class and redistributive
preferences in the context of Chinese society. Combined with other studies performed in Western societies, these
results showed that, to some extent, the negative relationship between social class and redistributive preferences
is cross-cultural. The exploration of this mechanism provides supporting data and enrichment for the inequality
maintenance model of social class. The finding that humility is an important intervention strategy will further
insight into social redistribution. These results suggest that, in order to render the benefits of economic
development accessible to more people, social governance could cultivate individual humility through moral
education, cultural development, and fostering a community spirit.
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