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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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KEE, ANRMELRE LB L 7 1 4R BE B 2 %
MR STECAT (B Z2%,2013) o IRBUE £ BE
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(2009) (RAF 57 3% B Bl i AE FRARCIR 28 300 T 43 Tt 4L
B E & TERIEE SN T BT, ARx T
I, PR I B R B R A BE O (A
g, BEMS,2011) . Martinezetal 22 (2011) BF57 T 544
xSRI, £ HA — IR B Hp AR
Friv PG 25 3R UCE | J5 1A T ) 3 10% 2 B B
B, MR TR EESMIRICE , RENRIGE 4
AR E A ECEE . Bl MR R BCE TR
AT RN B BRI &SR, Al &% B
1545, van der Schalk 45 (2012 ) A # xS Wl 72
H O 5 Z 843 B TR PR 5 X HZ R R R 45
RTIRLE A K, HEE9E & BSR4 F 20 e
TRHAG BT , AT S0 B 4 At A 43 B BOE 7,
AN TS BT A IS 1 A, AT 2% B 4% fl 43 BT
BURE

VERAF TR IA , 16 45 T 22 253 W A= 1 v 1Y)
-5 (Levine et al. ,2018 ;Patrick et al. ,2007) , Wil-
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R S SR K 15 I X — SRR TN T A 4
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Fl Ariely (2009 ) & IA AT BF B9 A TE A 7 AR
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TR IRAZ (1 = A0 4558 B, 03k 26 43 H0OF- 3y 77—
A~ B R B 1 4% 5% JF 35 48 ( Cronbach’ s « =
0.89) ;MM AR EITEBRH =THRFEE L
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2.3 EmER

SERR AN I, 52 BT R ok g e ) B
FEIR IR 5 , R BRT T

S i SO TR LA RS R I S5 Y
TR, BARTE BN R 5 — B
— 4 AL [RS8 BUAS IR SE G o 7RG SE I FP AR 3L ]
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{5 7} SPSS21.0 il PROCESS PROCEDURE for

SPSS X I B AT 4L i a3 #r o

3 BR
3.1 ST E RS ETR

X AR T 5 A AR I35 T B TR 28 5 B A
W iE LR UTEC AR A ¢ e (3K 1 BR) 4
RERFAVII R T BHIE SR ER B E & T AR
SR PE, I TR PR 2 o

R BEWMUNBEELR L ROREIEL %8

215 n TEETM(M £8D)  [BLIKEE(M £5D) t af p Cohen’s d
BRiEE 9% 6.94 + (1.09) 6.34 +(1.63) 4.64 95 0. 000 0.47
WIEE 96 6.01 + (1.80) 5.52+(1.86) 4.01 95 0.000 0.41

T :d =0.2(B0R/D) 5d =0. S(HERH) 5d =0. 8(FRK) »

PR 28 T 22 2 S BRI 1 4 ARG 1% 45
2 ERAFAFE G R 22, ARG 4115, BAE
et , PRSCE X FRAR 25 58 09 1% 45 IO 2= 2y T AR
1 28 78R B 9 2 5% o e B FH 7 4 R B 11 2 L5 42
VO X TH R S5 R 115 28 T s 22 o T HA TR A 1 25 5
BEVR 2 S PR T T AR T 4 o B B 22 M
3.2 HSTRRUR £ 5P kR KRB FAHE
3.2.1 $RUCEX R EE R NG & IR 2= 5 241
R R P AL

& AR BT R R T, R BEE X B G R
15 46 T 22 52 TR R0 241 e 3R 22 [R) AH 26 2
=V ERFE HAT A SO0 R T BT AR A (RS
T 46,2004) . GERFENRK 2,

#2 RRBET,.STLEHHEREITMEXSTER
Ayt M+SD 1 2 3

1. EETMREL 17 £ (0.75) -

2AVRA 6.95+(1.95) —0.21° -
3B 4.15:(1.06) -0.33°70.68°" -

B:N=96;"p<0.05," *p<0.01

N T RGN BRIEAR E X BUR 45 R 1 45
T 2 5 2 B R Z R B SC &, LA B B o
AR L TN R 22 0 F AR &R, IR N P A R
2, ffi F Hayes(2012) %] 1¥) SPSS Z=Z#2 7 PROCESS
BAF AT LAFRAE D 5000 H) Bootstrap 1A 1
7 1 WA SO RS R AR IR B PN A I T )P4t
B, B REA R X A RN A T B, BA R4
HIGETTHI5

GUR R (AR 3 P , SR BUE X BB 45 R
O 2 T i 223 2 SR OR B R Wi Y, P BRLSR
HE AT Y 95% W EAR IX AR 0(CL=[ -
0.289, -0.021]) , AR BUE X R 45 R IN 1R 2
T i 2 38 2 BRI R AR 32 B IR A A
R AR R - 0. 145 RIS I0E X B E5 R 1

T8 48 TRl 22 X S B SR LSRRI e B2, 95%
R EEX AR 0(Cl=[ -0.343, -0.047]) , 7]
WA E] T #: AR, A A RO Sk
LAY ELA D 41% o 45 R 3 B 3R B X AR 45 SR 1Y
TR TN 22 , SRR R, 2 TR AR HL A3 TS

FEATHE
x3 BRBET, PN BEBEZHRIE A bootstrap 2H7
Bz LR R 9% BREXA

(FRiEIR) TR ER

E%Wﬂ“ﬂﬁ%_’ﬁqz ~0.21%(0.10) -0.411 —-0.010

AFRA—~/EEER  0.64°*7(0.07)0.495  0.791
g?%ﬁiﬂuﬂﬁ%*ﬁﬁa -0.197 (0.07) -0.343 -0.047
l‘lﬂ%&&ﬁj(‘%%ﬂﬂﬂﬂ

IRE— AT BHE—4 -0.14% (0.07) -0.289 -0.021
BC A )

¥:*p<0.05,"**p<0.001
3.2.2 RUCEXEMEAERWIEEBNRES 2V
PIER R PP

XA AE BERET A R AT, SRUCE R TH R 45 R Y
TR 28 I i 22 -5 2% BRI R S TR SR 2 [T AH G B
LV ERRTE BT R SO A B B9 R BR AR R IS
WieE,2004) o SBERTEILER 4,

R4 ERERET, ETEMRREITNEISHER

g M=SD 1 2 3

14 FMREL 08 + (0.70) -

2.V 6.63+£(1.99) 0.32%* -
3. 0B 4.41£(0.96) 0.327* 0.39"" -
HN=96;""p<0.01

1§ fi Hayes (2012) 4i %l () SPSS % # /%
PROCESS # 447 th A K 48, 45 R R (0K 5 By
7)) 5 FESRUSURE T T e 445 2R 1) 175 4 0 4 25 0 2 -
PRI h A VSR A R A OB 95% I B
ER RS 0(CI=[0.028,0.236]) , AR E
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ot I A R 1 4 TR 22 06 21 PR SRE R B8U0L 5% 2
SAFRRAE AR, A 2B E 9 0. 10 [F] i 32
TCE XA AR 45 SR A1 28 T i 2 X0 2P R SR B9 L
RO B 3, 95% B E fF X A AR 0 (CI =
[0.025,0.414 ) , AT DLAAFRERIE SN T 743 445
R, A ROV o B O Y L D 31.81% o BFFT 4
REPRBE XM AR EE MM mZE, 2R
HA I, R T A BT SR P
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. (FRUER) TR FE

ﬁ%ﬁj@]ﬂﬁ%—»&% 0.31°%(0.10) 0.120  0.509
ANFRE—~EEGE  0.33°7(0.10) 0.131  0.520
E‘(?}?ﬁ%ﬂwﬁzﬁ—»ﬁﬁa 0.22%(0.10)  0.025 0.414
IR] 4 4 7 (1% 4 10

ME— AT R —4> 0.10°(0.05) 0.028 0.236
BCEUAR)

. p<0.05," " p<0.01
4 g

WFoE R M B 1 R 2R 4R U &5 Y =K, IR
SERFH]: (1) A X BT IR 43 BE 615 28 T 7 1 o A7
TEIE 28 T 2= , B 48 3038 X7 FRAR 45 SR i T AR
B4R BE TR T SEPn R 3 BN 15 2858 B 32 13038 X
R AR A BUBE RS 48 = T 3L A IR R I 45
SR ; (2) PRI B 1H 28 T O 22 T B B e 0
P (3) B UCE1E 4 T A 22 7T 8 5 2 SRR 52
M AR . BRI, 32 10 X IR 45 SR 18 44
T 22 , S RaEARHL AT IR, T R A e O 2
N R UGE X H IR A5 R TE 4 T 2= , 48
FLF R, BTG I A e Ty R A1k

TEV B BRI IC 9 2 R SR A 7 T 15 4 T
M2 . X8R5 EEEMFRER 3,
10 Feys #1 Anseel (2015) R AR RNEF W H P Z
AR REET R E A NREEZ —. A
Dunn 45 (2009) WA S - &5 A I KF, 7EXT
IPRR B 25 R T U, B R R AE
ML B SZREZR T Y = E R USRI IUEE
RN, TIERRE M H C ISR e 4 5%
Zo, FREETERRRARMTIHER R, S HEYHT
HARPEM RN, 33X & A — B B X T ok
R ym b T B £ 4% 45 (Buehler & Mefarland,
2001) , WHFHRIESE T Buechel % AMIE R - R
IS, BT LA g0 & % 45 R S 50E Uk, Tl
B R E N SRS ERBEN ZE R T A TREE
LR 2=

PRVCE 15 28 W 220 2 - IR R B il 72
WAB AR AR, ZERrE T 2 MR
WA T , R UCE 154 TR 22 B R B8 TS,
IXFPREZ AT AR A AR 1 3R 414547 i (Martinez et al. |
2011) . SEHTA KO KPR R B RO X SR
B FWR N o 1 45 T 2 AR AT S P 2 R B
TP A AR . SEPR |, A R IF I I M &
RS2 N A B RS A 48 000 D AT
TR RS T BIE 45 K5 ( Loewenstein & Schkade,
1999) o {45515 25 1i 25 BN 0o B T 17 45 1 2 B bR
K, A H TR B0 FT i TEORERE | 3 V] BB U 45 Tl
PRZERT AR R TR 50 . RT3 JT R4
AT R ICEE 45 N R 22 SR E S5 R I I
BT 25 , X FP 4T B IR GRS FME ) T _E B4R
42 (Van der Schalk et al. ,2012), % 6] fE& [N MR
WHAT AR R I T X, EREH IR R A
PR 45 FNIER ST, L BB DG TE fill A ) 25 (53, O F,
2009) .

TWRTEBRIRAEE T, R TEEIRIES T, 1E4
Wi 2230 23R RN - R SRR B, O L
AT R TN 2 524 PR Z [RlE A1
e G4 EME BARRRE , X AT BBJE B 015 45 7
Wi 22 A AETEA SR HE T — /5 B, ( Clore & Hunts-
inger,2007) , & {5 BARME A& B IA KN T, 0
MR B BRI, TR T R M BRE R
T, BETE L TN 22 B3 K, L BTE Z W3 K, X
B T AT SRR B0 (58 (A e 3008, i s AH X
AFEIAF . BTy BYELRER BT,
ARR I 2 S L TR B 47, X R 4 e B v e S A B 4
SIS, , (58~ A S AH X BE 2 F BIA 1 ( Barsky et
al. ,2011) , AP0 -4, B Ae 2R 3l A 1)
Flii , AR AT, TRTEBEER TS
A BBFR AV AR e 3R, AT M A E MR o
DIMEDFR A R I, A1 80 5 0 e SR 2 1F [nl 52 1R
MICHR (ZFE5E,2017) o AINFIRY A R UL, 2 F
TRV A0 T A5 55 1 LA R S B, o B AE
AL SAT AN, B SAT N, MHEE R
—ERNEEMIE R, R ERIMHXER ST
RHSMEEAGE S, DR &R M it &47
Ho BIHAERE M A ST R, &2 B H X
ZEHE S MAESRAE B N T S, T P8 vl B A
R E 45 T 22 9T 647 (445 50 L ( Clore &
Huntsinger ,2007 ; Patrick et al. ,2007)

WFFR D], AR B 18 T 17 25 A0 <L B i g6
& R RN AT PSR, 38 19 22 (8 BIVIS 45 10 4
ZEW IR R XS AR L, X — P4
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J& T AT USRIIE SRR . DA IER] T
&R B BN A A PR PR E EEER. #
i, B BRI A & E A AN [E] B4, R IRAE
BERE TN, AN AR F R LREER
F ek 241E 4 (Harle & Sanfey,2007) . 5@
B HERRE RS — At S B, W R B B 55
Tl AT 35 -7 o T 7 (1 2 i 25 2 7 42
VA B TR 2= —+E , W B A F RN E, RN
R,

KEEL MG S MR T8 B 40 SR 2 e
RTCERAY, H i 52 bR _E 78 I b # RIR B TR
HIE 4 AR R SR B 2 4231 2K (Schwarz & Clore,
1988) . SAT, M1E % 5 UL SRR SR, A AR T
TR IE RN S B LR H TP (Pham,1998) . B
TR NG 48 2 LA R A 0 P 3R 7 A= 5
Bo BLSCATE T, AR WA AR IR A H#HITA
TFHR o 7 28 T i 22 % A T P 3R By i oy, 28
BB R ER. B4 MRSl K2
b, FETTR MR SRA T 84 AR B T IR 48 X e SR 1Y
BERRBEN, R, EETRENERIRSLR
TR BRI R BB AR U, R R B — 22 R IE 4
SPR BRGNS, b [RIR X e SEBR A IR AF 2K | Tt
WG4 SEAE TN E S RA BT 5 R
FILRTENLE] , ATE AT 125 DA L[l

BRI, 5 F BT R 45 B 22 5 20
KRR RTPEIPAEN. UEHR AR, B
Wiy 22 2= 52 ma) KUz B 3R, #4003 %5 ((Hoerger et
al. ,2016; 95,2011 ) , 7Rk S e SR bk o, 15 4%
Tl 2= 5 e e SRR AL /B IRA R, A
A, OSSP IR 1 48 T 4 22 5 2P g sk i Ay
ROV R AT MR, — 2 2 ] AT BRI A AE LA A R R
RRFT XTI HATHE— 20 BT, IR AR HE 46 T
iz SRKMRR o, FHRRAGEXTRE
RSO PR AR 2 5 TR AN /], G044 i B 1)
TR S0 PR RRPEMETIEN
(Hooge ,2017) o A 4X] 2 3 19 Y00 2 200 B 40 14 51 SO0
SR WG SR LA A BB 252 15 4 TR 22 5 8 T2k
RIR R TERRMBPFIE ] 2P Z IR LT
zE 508 IR h A&

HE b, WAR KB S AR E R RS 11
fES1Z—(Miloyan & Suddendorf,2015) , fifi A\ 251 FF
FAY R HM AR . B RIBLE T R4
TR 2= I AF R IE AR A T A —BE AR EE
F1o B, B SAE 48 TN LA KA 48 0 000 i 22 5% e 2
KMMREREENRRSHREME.
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The Influence of Proposers’ Affective Forecasting Bias on Fairness Decision in
Ultimatum Game ;The Mediating Effect of Fairness Perception

Fang Ping' ,Liu Lei'?, Jiang Yuan®

(1. College of Psychology, Capital Normal University, Beijing 100048 ;

2. School of Labor and Human Resources, Renmin University of China, Beijing 100872 ;

3. College of Psychology,Beijing Sport University , Beijing 100084 )

Abstract ; To examine the influence of proposers’ affective forecasting bias on fairness decision and its mediating mechanism,a two —

round ultimatum game proposer experiment task was used. The first round measured the affective forecasting bias both in the forecasting

of positive and negative outcome ,and the second round measured the allocation offers. The results showed that; (1) Proposers’ affective

forecasting bias influenced fairness decision directly; (2) Fairness perception has a partial mediating effect between proposers’ affective

forecasting bias and fairness decision. Conclusion ; Proposers’ affective forecasting bias about positive outcome decreased the fairness

perception ,which in turn decreased the fairness of allocation decision ;Proposers’ affective forecasting bias about negative outcome in-

creased the fairness perception, which in turn increased the faimess of allocation decision.

Key words: affective forecasting; affective forecasting bias ; fairness decision; ultimatum game ;fairness perception



