2021 £ 11 A
o538 Hi 6

BARRZAM (AL 2B 2R

Ludong University Journal ( Philosophy and Social Sciences Edition)

JLEAFEINI—1T £
¥on B & BT FALH

B R AR A

I

(BRRE HEREE NEE DEEEFIERRE, LA WG 264039)

i EILEATFAS—ITH EZIERGRAILEREMBA-TF RN 222 R AL RMIEFHTH
EIRHEATA, XA AI—ITAHZIE T EE)ILF A A £, 2o S E A Zedsh) A4 i
®, FEWHFRER L EGHF AN R T RG T A5 X, b FRIERKFT E4W, LAY
o )L AN Mk Gn—AT A £ B TR AR S T BA T FAAE R A AR Sn—4F A £ B — 2 3 ILE EE

Nov. 2021
Vol. 38,No. 6

W3] R LEAEA TR, B R IRNILE AN TikFe, AR AN, X A ALE 3 4k

RN ILE

PRI —AT A e, KRR BIFRE 56 TIRMA AL, AT B AH F T o848 L, Iiex — IR

AERAEIEF,

KB A — AT A £ FE ;N F LE B w B & T IRALE

HE S ES B84, 1 kAR A

1.515

OB DIRAE Fhst AT AT
EAEPT R 2 A G IE R SRR 5L
ik 2 s fe, R RS ET N X REHD,
Deutsch (1975) A A7, 43 FL 2 F 32 240 & = Ff it
W45 (equality ) J5L I CRE 497 i 7 2 73 45 41>
N) L TTHER Cequity ) J5 0 (% 55 43 B ) A1 75 2
(need) JEIN CRF T 245 A AT BN B

REEBFFEUESE 155 J5 ) & A AT 1A 48R
A IERE, I FLAE A ar R e B filn,
15-19 N H KRB ZIUHBAE A = A kb oF
SFOECEIRC 13 -17 S H KBS R T
SO RIS TR 55 43 Tl 3 AN - 55 43 e
P12 B PSR, 15 A H KLY T E
F LN ] 2 R

SR, 2> NWZ 2 , B ) L8 138 I 1% TR
N NZIEF25 3 FE BT IR, A5 2 H 92 brAT Ry R BT
A, HEAHI—T R 22 15 (knowledge-be-
havior gap) ™" o XAAII—1T M 22 05 Wb R
M, o, ML N, A T

%5 A #A:2021-03-31

X E4S:1673-8039(2021 ) 06-0084-07

Y IRR USSR E AL S BN (NE NI A NP
RN IR AT AR BN, Smith 45
N (2013) %48 3-8 2 JLE X201 J5 I i) B 5
SEBRAFBCAT N Z A B 22 5 . G5SR4 I
By LA A N BOZAE A C R A 2 18] - 55y
AL, (B2 3-4 2 LB m 745 H SR BB Z 1
PR, R 7-8 LIRS TR, HOR,
MILEAE 2 A AT R4 LR A S AT A
FIHA A ANT- 25 43 BC , I s H ik Z0 A A1 25 4L
3t (inequality aversion) " {4, Blake 1 McAu-
liffe (2011 ) 7EMFFE T R GRS T 4-8 & LFEIIA
AR, SR, 4-7 BILESHLEX A O
AFIAN-AE AHAR SR L% A O A R A5
B 8 XAy, JLE A BEHE 48 MR IE A1
S

JUE R X RN —A7 A 22 BE S T A5 1)
WRIEDGER, IEA0 A P IR AT, B LB 7R
H CAT—oR A [F] B 2 8] o B — 2B B A 2
W SR, BT BN —AT g 22 B AE L
#3 G EA TR BN & — HRR RN E G
Bl s o3k B h Bl R L

HETIH LA AL B AL BT F VEA T A EZRG YA, PAFAF A (17CQSI17)
TEEB/N AR (1983— ), %k, M ELA BFH L EARFHRFHFFR FNMEFVFHFTLHERALIZHIT,;
FABA(1964— ) %, NMEFFEA LT FH L, SARFLTHF IR METVFRTHEMRRHKIE HLES

yFﬁO
.84 .



JLE BN —A7 R 22

SN AR L BpIL

WA B AN AT 2257 A WL R it
A LA Bh AR R0E AR T HiMkss JLE AYIA
H—A7 02007 BEXF e, 2 1T TR
RV IS T IR R BT R . AR
FERHR O A B FE R, I LA O LAl 4 H R 1Y
W51

2. INA—1T A Z BRI KRG IE

2.1 P AN — T 21

FEGRIR AT BCH Y P S B i PR IR JC 40T,
R TR M R, I 5 e 2 i i — b P A AR
FEEAT 0B, BIFE 23 F ( procedural justice) ',
PR 02 T e 45 R 1 7 vk AL At
FREIAIEE . BRI B A M P A 2%
Bl S R ] G 400K, H A 0 PN 25T S
“CONET B AR JLERE P AT B R R R,
AFTENH— T M 220 2

WS R R P A -1 e A A Rk
HERY I ELAE 2 0 A0 & AR R, Bl an,
Shaw il Olson (2014 ) FEMF5E FP R JLEE L5 P26
SO ARSI B B B R R TR R A
TR 1Y% 45 (50-50,30-70,0-100) . Z5H L 6
8B IILESEFEA TR L Z R
/S i [N R Y RSN & R iR VA o S | o
5 [ O Ak SCHE e T i sE e, TR A BE A
NFIAREIRN ,6-12 27 {1 v L3 #0 ) Ffi
A FRF AR, 5 2 ILERREZHA
SRR AR (A S B  R AT
B FEIATE LR, M A [ B EE AN
B4, L AP T R s s

HARAFI T LE B 2 HA — 2 P AL
AR Y K [ SR 5 B AT TR ) TR
FIF AR, BLERREF AN SR
OSPAT I BZERE . B0, Shaw 48 A (2014 ) 7EHF
SO ELR LR [ O FEEZ 8] 2 B M EAR
i, 455K ,63.8% 1) 6-8 % ILELH
e S 2, T ELAE R PR IRAE A L,
it 1 CRARAS: = 1 22 e iy N B Le 91 B i & 1
BEHLK - (62.2% vs 50% )" Qiu 2 A (2017)
R, LESEEART A CHRT B4 A
AFHFRF . Dunham 55 A (2018) & BH, 4
WA HSF N, 4-6 ZILESEFEAFTHD
BRI TR, AN S BRI 2RI D 300
(35

2.2 B E N AIA R —A7 R 2

JURE AR I AR — i R REA P b SR 2R I T A
[T REUR AR R o U] B 98 2 B, 24 O BRI 25
SRR ot L S AR 47, 3R
PRA P BEAAR AR % (In-group favoritism ) %' 5] 41,
JLEE TR 5 R B B 4 S R
FERIFEA BRI T 2658 = r s bE
6-8 & JLE X NI B 51 B9 AN 2 P AT o BN 9
w

SR, LA BIF 9 3 B 0K 2 B0 PN 1A s 222 %
JLEE AT R, BN, fefeJa R i gR
A SRV & N RFIA S A SR R 5,610
BILEH S LR AT X — 5557
Wi 3-6 % JLE B R LAY AR
AT S 2R 2 B, JLZE I B8 I8 4 1 v o
SEHEMIAFEERE A AL Tl RSS2
fEgail A CAb T 25 BT S5 Be b AL
7 J2 PR AAR I B A S AR AR I B

(BRI B, R 22 R 0 35 P RE Il 2
AL B AR BER I B ( Out-group hate) , B A 5%
TR Z HUE N SNPIASTEA  XE LLA fE REA Oi
T 5 MR AR X LA AT R A S S
J3Ah L R 22 HBR TN & B B ) 3
L. TEB A ALY LETR LR C
B BB B G H FoA 45 B OC I N RFA L
fit, FFE RSN 0 4 1Y K SRR 78

3. IANA—ITAZ BN IE R

3.1 DFREE

KAEMFFRUESE , O BB 5 LB A 4T A
B A 0 N, 0 BB S UK S B L
7R AN BT R R [ £ O 4F 2 R
PR B T A I B, O BEEEE X L E A
MBI AR SR A AE DS X R o0 BRI 7K
Ve LR TR REAE BN AR SR I At Y
BED A T kR E R, 6-8 B L
i F5 I 8 R TR 2 o A R SO 2 Y MeAu-
liffe 25 N.(2015) & B, 7656 = HAES 5 b, L3
SR AFAAS A4 B, i AR SRR i AS - 43
B, BPL#AE 57 A9 2 A Bl & po = | e, L
HX T B EAS 5 A 1) 72 (1 IR o UK
Bian, AT RS T H O — o iR,
RFEEEE—ERsr A OB, L S5 45 %) R
Pt E



B AR R B (A2 PEE ) 2021 4-5 6 1]

3.2 [ Az

Blake 2 A (2015) W, JLE Z B LLZR B
INHI—AT R 2280 2 AT HE LA ] 52 2 ) )
CAESIL, AR AR A L2 1 B F A% ) E
G55 R, 6-13 2 )L | Fefa i i i T E
v B A AT TR AR TR b R SR
R HONH—AT 28580 JF BHAE 9 2 54 TH
GetOT BRI, Smith 4 A (2013 ) I RE—JeAF: 55
( Bear-Dragon Task ) Hl 1 K—H % £ 55 ( Day-
Night Task ) A JL 2 (40 il 42 1, 25 2R & 30, B
A ILFAF R AOHE R, AT Ay 40 i 422 1) E ) AR
SiR, (RS2 42 ] RE ) JF AN RE P BRI A AR I 1 I
SARWA /NN —AT R 25 BRI — B

3.3 tha iR

Blake 55 A (2014 ) 45 i}, L2 B A —Fh K i
XL 7] ( concern for relative advantage) ,
BIFEGEUR S e AT AN H oG A C WIS B
KAk, T TE A C 5 R /Y e, B, L
AT REUD R A AT T B O 3RS I RS, X
J&—Fh it £ 48 (social comparison) FALMY
23 W2 R DL ZE X 241 SR U g 4 1, 25 8 K B
AR LG A AT A SR eI %, B
(A A5 30 5 /0 W 14 ) A4l AR ZE XTI . She-
skin, Bloom 1 Wynn(2014) R4 4Kt T 5-10 %
L Lo LR ), B T AR T H S A
% (advantage inequality, A1) FIAFF H & A
-4 ( disadvantage inequality, DI) B A IE 2| I 4%
il AN S5 LR YRR B LB bk, 4
B, A FIR B LERHSELEAR T HO
PIATA5,5-6 2 L2 E 2 20 A W AR (5 A AH
X H AL T 55 3 A7, R XA RS- 1Y
B o XUSCAF N (2017 ) % [ LB A F 58t
R ,6 % JLE M Z X H O A R H o Be, L2 R
A —sE By AR IR A CAHXS T [ P Ab T )
i, RIS, JLE B B a8 e lirt 25 1
wefuey, 2 8 XA, LB AT S A A
AT,

3.4 BRI J7 50

Blake , McAuliffe 1 Warneken (2014) 5§ 1}, £
A RRTH LB N —47 Ry 22 BE R BF 5T, L3 i
2Oy WE A BT IR R T B A Z W (windfall re-
wards) . AR 40O 38 22 0 AT, N 2R BRI R
ZIEa Ve R, B, R GE IR 2 L E SRS
1, I8 2 JLEE AR AL RE A% v JI 6 AH X I 344 G 2 1

. 86 -

AT R A e AR AR AR B (R 3 (In-
terdependence Hypothesis) B A5, &1 16 3 & A4
Az AT R AT Sy 08 Bl 2 [R5 PR3 1 A
A Z [) B AH B AR ] st ol 75 A4S A 5 o OG 1:
PR 25, M2 45— K I A R R
XF FE AR I AR B S [R)GEUR A SR S A ) T o
A H AR 8, IR 2t 2 23 B HERR Hh A 1R
{EIC R L

WF5E R B, A A1E G 3 RE 98 L i 47 4y JL 3 -
SN AE R . U0, Warneken 58 A (2011 ) #15)
FARSENAE S5 3 2 LB WA 7> IO il . 4
B, REHLULEAR 2 BC s, i HAE A &
AL o 2 4 17 G0 T ATD AR B 5 R A4,
ST R GRS R E T . 52,
RPRHAT B AR T AE 5 7T LA i A 5
ft 7' Hamann 5§ A (2012) 7ERRFE "R 2 2 A
3L ILENGIEIT . SSRGS T, WA LB
BEEVERLShSE T A REARAF AR - % e o (T4 i 45
24, fEJLERSAE R B, — om0 —
WS I g —di ., PR, Horh—A JLEESHA 3 4
TR 73— LB A | AN kR, 450 02
AR AL PR R WS LB AT TR, 452k
M, AEESGEERT,3 ZIILEASHACZH
AILELE 25 R 1, RISE2 0 SRR, 2 %L
RIS A AN [F) 195 58 v i o BC AT O o W 2 2

48
sl

3.5 B ATRE

AW EE LB AR T LE R
O PAT AR R A A T b A
P20 WFFT B, LB X B O A, B
LRGP H AR T BERN RN, A
BhF LB AR AR A S IR 7E R AR T
i ACRE S JLE X BCE AR S, GnAE T RRIR
A FBE )] T el ] < 3 25 TR S L B R A
WREESF T — D | 20 5 T 2 50 ]
A BT LE X AR AR A Chernyak %5
A (2016) ZEWFFE il 2.5-5.5 % JL 3 A & 4K
ERRFEFEHE N (Give-N Task) , LIS 2
JLEE R UK SR 5 ik L 245 A Bl o)
BCwE i, 45R A, JLE W ECTFR 5 H Ao
BCAT R BB ARG, £ 2 B I B SR AR % L
R ATHER S R Y KL 1
H B fE i, JLEE RN R ) W RE % 58 4 vh
- GARIAHSE A TAT R



JLE BN —A7 R 22

SN AR L BpIL

4. INF—1T A ZE R T Tt

XFFILEA VR A —A7 R 2258, wF
FHE—HBN TR T RSNk, YT,
B WA U i EU T A I A R — S X
JLE SN 2% > — 02 ik LB 5 WA SRR 1S

4.1 St N 2F 2

HR A BE F1 $7 41 25 24 ) BRIE (social learning )
AR, JLEE 232 S BERE AT, AR 4 FLA T R Y
SR YOE R BRI BT A, #140, Blake,
Corbit, Callaghan 25 A (2016) 7EWFFEH & B, 24 W
S BN ACBEAE AR T2 v R I L A 2 el 1Y)
PEWAT R , 36 R ) L2 38 2 B 5 A B 1 5
BAT R FUA BN LB SR AR R TR, 56
B L 38 7 0 3 2 12 b i) 4 SOR0CR 45 R i et
50% , R R AT TN A - 4 2 43 T 1Y) B 4 1 0
[l st B A e R 0L e = €, RS M L e
OF A S AR

A DUHES , an SR 48 L EEFR AL A -0 22 AL
W 2xum Ak L EE B2 P, 3 1 /N A N —
TR, H1U0, House Al Tomasello (2018 ) 7EWF
SO E ik LEELE A s, WA b i) il A A
FEZLMEL 6 AR, AT <3 £ 37 A5 0 17 ik
T, B A TRIAEFE 25 10 T A O AT 12 451
WA CHAEN (“ RZE N WA %R <3 ¢ 3°
MRS 0 17 vs“ K28 N 43 RN % 1
SR 3 2377 A I (4 IE R 1Y
FFRELE 3 0 3 MAIE S + 1 7w IEH Y FIH
FERFES ¢ 1WA 3377 RN B R
RS 1 3 AN S 2 17 vs A HLU B B
RS AR 3 2377w TN (<3
ATDABERE 3« 37 AT AR5« 17 "vs“ T LLIE
Pees o RIS 3 2307 GEIRA I, WlikR
TR IR 145 BT JLEE (R0 AT N 5 Wil i
RO TRl Xl | Bl MR AE | S B RN A
H LB AT AR 5 SO gE B, AR AR
FIH AR R R B, LB TR A O e
SCAEH I A PR AT 23T R, RIEAT S HE I 2 2 1Y
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Children’s Cognition-Behavior Gap in Fairness:
Influencing Factors and Intervention Mechanisms

XU Xiaohui, ZHENG Shujie

(School of Educational Science; Institute for Education and Treatment of Problematic Youth, Ludong University, Yantai 264039, China)

Abstract; Children’s cognition-behavior gap in fairness refers to children understanding fairness princi-
ples, but not having the ability to use them to guide the actual distribution behavior. This cognition-behavior
gap is mainly related to children’s social cognitive skills, such as theory of mind, cognitive control, and social
comparison tendency. Recent studies have found that children’s numerical cognition abilities and the way re-
sources are produced, such as creating resources through cooperation or getting windfall, will also influence
children’s cognition-behavior gap in fairness. Researchers have provided two intervention mechanisms to re-
duce the cognition-behavior gap. One is giving children the opportunity of norm learning, and the other is mak-
ing children create resources through cooperative activities, so as to intensify children’s fairness cognition.
Studies have shown that these two mechanisms were both effective. Future researches should pay more atten-
tion to intervention mechanisms, and provide data support in the context of Chinese culture in order to verify
whether there is cultural discrepancy for this phenomenon.

Key words: cognition-behavior gap; fairness; children; influencing factor; intervention mechanism
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