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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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% df x/df RMSEA NNFI CFI SRMR
BT A(IAT) 18.66 13 1.44 0.05 0.96 0.97 0.05
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HRI B(IAT) 24.77 19 1.30 0.04 0.96 0.97 0.06
HEI B(BIAT) 27.15 19 1.43 0.05 0.91 0.94 0.06
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Implicit and Explicit Measure Predict Altruistic Behavior .
Evidence from IAT and BIAT

Wu Rui', Guo Qingke',Li Fang’
(1. Department of Psychology,Shandong Normal University , Shandong 250358 ;
2. College of Teacher Education, Taishan University , Taishan 271000)

Abstract ; Altruistic behavior means peoplevoluntarily do good for other individual although they may pay the price. Being based on As-

sociative — Propositional Evaluation Model, this study aimed to test predictive validity of implicit and explicit measures to altruistic be-

havior. 193 university students were subjects,four implicit measures and one explicit measure were designed,the outcomes were three

kinds of behavior with different spontaneous level. The results showed that IAT and BIAT had the best psychological properties and BI-

AT was valued to be adopted particularly. Implicit altruistic self concept predicted donation with high spontaneity in real situation, ex-

plicit altruism measures predicted self — reported altruistic behaviors under the control of consciousness. The results indicated that only

implicit altruistic self concept can predict quickly produced altruistic behavior in real situation, which cannot be replaced by implicit al-

truism attitude assessment.
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