FEAR SR R A TR 47 5 8 PR 7O

PEEbR, PR, LNBRE, 1R3E

(B KFa s8R P, RE 300071)

#E: HARZFEEN FBEAZFRBVIIALE, RRARERGRBEZRNFREAALTA
EBRBOERGELE, ©H5AETAZSH AT RIT LA 0 MR RFATH . XFE A B A L)
R T kAT R B R IR 69 FARF R AAR R A AT A RAF e ¥ h . FRAI, FRAMUGFHRE A
©) 5 A e i L H A FAGARE A, LB 60 B FMRIT A E L 6 T RAT AR Bt A, R
RATAFH Z 7B, MET FREL; RIEEA RGBT, Al TR RAT A R R
KA B G MR, A5 ELEM B A o Be) £ 57,

R4 FRAA AR RAHE X

FTEL>EF. F LRARIRAG: A

i

1 g

HIE 30 FEMEEETTIG bt A AR, — MO JER I B A E BB .
X —IRE s, BRI IR Bttt R MG N, A, W ST RET U7 vl
M BARYT, WAEREANEM A B R, P ERAT AL RAT 5 SRR e R A 1
(2011 #EAREFAN B B A RAS) ok, FNBA LT T S S E 2 BIEAE S BB
R il 2012 4 2 /3 14 HE GEBIREIR) 08, TFERBI IRIGEIMNAH E AR 4
AsEagiit, M 2009 S, R BE I A MR SO RSN R I E) 100 /2780 E. R
NP R W 5 AT A AT AT 22 D5 1 A St DR, L rp o ST DR AL I P AL fR 7 AR T
RE A MR [ ¥, A AT A R I BCFU . DAL, S84 7B & A 5 NATTAT D4 9
2 S8 E A P BUOR YA A T B LS

PR R AE T NI LS S, e AT AT R RO LAl g A 3k
LR, PRUE SR MW TR M A E 5 FIRESE, T IX — S5 HE A S 25 It >k 5¢
Wiy AT 2 F0AT ko B, PRV Ry it b BIL L, & REAE 2 KRR B EXF AT A
X H BHE AL FR 1 2 VAR U P A58 0 2 AR G5 — AR E W AT A2 N AT R I R JFAE I
Sl AL PR E IR K . SR1T, 1986 4 Kahneman 2 N RIS~ Ut 52 HE S35 0 5%
Wi, Hoffman M Spitzer (1985) LLA Cherry 4% (2002) FSERA AT, = BURAFFRTG 720
SRR P 7= AR S, IX RSB Colin F. Camerer 55 A 5E SUH AP LFI)

1



IREMAFNE (state—contingent) , IXAEIIE LHATWHENEE S PUVEAMUAE T “ Al
FEHE AL B (Camerer 4%, 2005) , 1 HAK {2 ANRE (1o X WAREE T A K2 4
AL VE R oy IEAE MG R I 8 i B BOR B ELINE A 1 Hles 2 XHI4E 8+ (Kimbrough 4%,
2010) .

FERUAE g 1A (1 i 5 A R HEAE T, 0 2000 1) JS e o v > 5 N A R R 4
ERAAT AR, XA ERATAE A A AR, — Lo R Rk, L
FERUI E P4 2)5E (Hume, 1740; Young, 1998; Kimbrough %%, 2010) A1 “Jt[a] % &
(common will) ” (Hayek, 1988) , ‘& #&#i T A 115 a2 5 Ah A 7= AU 29 e 1) & &
(Kimbrough %%, 2010), MAYFEE T 7N IR 4] ) VS (Hume, 1740) 5 PR 2 51k
HAHECR, T2 RS S I BEERSCAGSEAIEE & (Schmid, 1987; Demsetz, 1967) .
Rk, P=RURERZRE R R R (ET T, 1996) , ‘Bl E3RAHA T, AOUE AR
A, WA AIA T i, A AR B IART A FE AR VS P9 2R BRI 25 (0 — P L 55
(Schmid, 1987). Schmid i A i BIARFN 2 P L 16 f1 BE 53 A 77 RO IR Il 8, Al ok B0
SEATE A T P BAF 2N, A N AL B AN B[R] TR i AR IR A2 A
A 2 144 P Bl T AT R 20 2 AT 2 O B2 R R, T e & 44 138 e T 4h
PN TGV 18 P N PR B AR AT 32 B0 BTG VE IR A ] o AR R AR — > HAT AH B A
IFIL R 75 0 AR B, 7 B I A5 AN B ], X R R D S B A i, 7RI B
Schmid HAF CFEE) AR T =BT SRR, A0 2 B BRI 2~ O 2 A7 H A DR
KHRo

2 ERREALSHF R

FE I P AU P AF S8 R I, CA RIS IR 2855 2 WF 93 AE YN BCHE S At T
WZ TR EN A ICHESE T, ARSI @M K T =BT 8 5 A AT AN A - 1
FA B AT N 520 (Hof fman 45, 1994; Ruffle, 1998; Hoffman Fl1 Spitzer, 1985;
Smith, 1998; Cherry %%, 2002; Gachter F Riedl, 2005; Oxoby Fl Spraggon, 2008) .
XIS A IRR W] AL BUBAT TG T A E N, S B B T I A R A AT (AR
SR BEEAMEPUENL B C B AL WAT AMERBSE B, HAERM
IRERMUN WAR LGN, AT Z U5 N R AL, S 45 Rl S 1 /SR R A 1)
7.

MR, AR T AR Z AN, Swope 45 (2008) 7E M AP BCHES R BETE T 5 ANk
RS, Kb 2 AMEMEHEIIE 208 e TR E 2 RIS (FRIFK GD) ANk
ZHPAT 208 M g FE 2 DRI ST CRIRR TDD o $ZMEFRHERIZER T, PIsk
W A R INZT — AR, BIARE DR B e e A R R (SR & AL MEkF HC
BRI TD W& T 6D, %5 BL AR TD thiA 21 6D, Ml (B e A ik 2k
iR T REFMT 6D, XEWE “HIhgE” M AU AR 0 BT A4 T 25
Wi, SRfBlHL, Leliveld &% (2008) e AP ECHESR it T “4 Kk (giving) 7« “ ik
(taking) ” A1 “7p4k (splitting) ” =g e ERRIH ST S0 45 5 A A AR RUKFEA T 0F



Fo GRERHFEWUE (of fer) /£ “FE” SEhdpei,  “40ER” SERmAR, 1“0k SR
NTPHELIA. Leliveld FENUNAE “FE” M “4ik” SLirh, IR M THM “Pr ey
BUESN (perceived ownership) ” SEUT A “ S SC b - RE SR N A (17 B “ 52
R, WA “4Ek” KRR A OB “A (entitlement) ” NMZIREEKIE L, XUl
PRI A S 52 L WA R AR R IR “ 2~ AN (perceived fairness) ” 520
THERIAT N

IR L3 S 36 A A A YN 20 FEAHE 2R R 3B 4T, i S B0 HE 20 mT R AfE B ke B “ LR i
W7 b E e, X B R R AL E RO Tz . NTEZRT, Ssh Bm U 1
X5 AT RE M R AT E Cn] BEM B KA A R, 30 NS H CX A A BE TSR =7 VRO
= NP BCHESR TR A SR S 06 K i JE TR TSR AU A R 4T MER——FX
BRI N 0 R A R R TR AR, 2 IS W NS TR, HR XA
Bt 52 B BN BIPPA o BN SR =7 S A R 54T A2 45 BN R 2% (Reuben A1 van
Winden, 2008), JUHIEW K T REBCEX BN NP, X = NIREG MR
IR ARG SRS AL IR, ERER I IA TS P BUL— &2 N A1

ATCE YR P A RN = NI S T SFHEI G ARG GG AP G R, IX—HESL
RE S 78 73 FE DL BRI AL 23 J 1k S 2P (KMo DR, BRATTHRS 3 5% = IR A5 5%
HEZR AR P LR S8 AATT B R -l e (324, S S0 2 1 2 A Rl 52 3 1 7 BT B 4
B2 ek, (RIS A HAT AP S TR L AN A 1032 JF Hah & A RIS B 4T
U BRI SRS AT D AN ER =T PR LSO B B A R s AT T RO S o [ 1
BN SR ACE AN N 2 15 o T PSR AT A LA (M) i AR SRR 32, DA SR
BREIAER AN, IR I — T Sng SN ——HIHR B0 “Hilk” P77 US4 il
D E[EER

W PRI g 2 =30 %0 52 06 BE VT R AR, 28 DY 23 23 M R ARSI 46 4
Ko B LTR EE

3 ERIHAMIEE
3.1 LBt

A o R BB E AL, R R BRI RS, SRR E R 4]
U . P HORIRIRUUE L [0 MR 32— 2 [ U I e R A AR = N Z T 4T
B, $RBCEIRW BT 5, I IR PR R E I, 3R B SRR %
2, W= AMRRIHN 2B HELg, = AR F . EHREHFRZENG —ERE
BB, MO PEUCH P E I A 5 E T S ER@ IR AE A A SR 2 2 18] 38 Hh 73 P
Jigg, RIGIRIN B R PR A BE 52, BRB B RER . Fs, W= A3 BB 73
BOA L, = AR E . R SEI A =R AR RS A ——xyz. v M 2
NHEAT, xyz FORBINERER B A = NI A v RoR BN U B8 BCE 7045 Bl N
HERE 2 RoR BN R BB ICE 70 45 1652 5 B0
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round 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 =

info XYZ v z XY Z v z XYZ v z

reject-s 2 a [5) 1 1 7 (o] 1 (3

reject-t 2 (o] 1 3 1 2 2 o 3

BADBCEUAT 2 S, L4 R, BEREEHT 9 . BHRSERA 27 AH0R, 4 RSkt
108 Z#ik. SEWTFHAINT, EOUR BN R = MR 5, R0 9 Ao &
Jis WEHLIRA B N — R 9 A& 1 A& —> 3 A4, JL9 4. 5
I R IR G 5 PR FFANAE, BERESEIR T AR A BOX 4147 12068 FAABLE UL 1.

*1 LRIRE

0
SK )|
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
DEIRERCB) Xyz y z Xyz y z Xyz y z
ZHIRER2 B) Xyz y z Xyz y z Xyz y z

3.2 SRR

HANSLIG L 2010 4FE 7 HAE 8 H O WUIRAE xx KREFEAVIL T2/ 8 PR s = T, S
KWt Z-tree P AFEIAEVEEHLRIBMN L 5ep. #0a b = E AR E FIE AR i M 1
HER A A, Hhatsed 67 N (62%) o Prasak LA RS it Je i ses, e ss
¥ CREFEmsee) L 108 A, Hrp&tt 60 A (56%) .

SERTTART, BFRFNGAE SR U], PR E RS I, DA PR R e 4
PR SEIG SR MRE Y o SRS, BN A X P 37 LA LR 25 0 T SR 228 i X7 I ) S 56 e
G, MR PP K A I BEAT W3R BT B A A B 2 10, SEde h AR b A B
A SEHETAG, BRI ARAE SR P RAT I S a4 1 250 1 LB SO Il . BE)R)
SEHL) LN, AR AT 15 TE AR S AT .

4 SRR
4.1 RWHEATH

SCE IR 324 MIREHE, PR E SRR E & 162 . B 1 AR BUYERIEE
AL, 2 2 4 T SO E AR E % .
4. 1.1 FRBRBE R E

BT S, $E RS B 2 Fiemr, EREEAM xyz Fd%; RN ET
VOO R xyz P, HEEAMN 2 FRIG; M2 s RSOk

4



o EEAEE 2 N, EEEME y MEAG EEEEET, FEEAMF vz TaE, FE
FAFy Mif. BARGRIE 1R 2.

iE  Xs FROBIREPRINERHENE | Yt RREHRIRETRINEAHRNE | LU, Round R4, info RREE&
| reject-s RRDELIRERUELIREL , reject-t BREHIREAUBLIRE , IHREIGIERIEREYE.

1 ANEIRERIRIIYE
=2 RBISEINEE

DERIRE ZHIRE

EE&M X Y Z X Y z
62.24 44.20 13.56 62.41 38.15 19.44
o (13.14) (9.49) (10.68) (19.54) (12.87) (17.01)
73.06 39.80 7.15 72.83 33.46 13.70
’ (8.49) (8.15) (4.29) (16.40) (8.57) (13.15)
94.13 8.82 17.06 87.78 16.02 16.20
‘ (14.18) (7.45) (11.26) (22.23) (13.66) (12.09)

e REL 28 14

T IESHBENITEE | ASFERNMEE  NEFERNEREMN | HIIl X RRBNEIRNE | xyz TRER
FM xyz LALESSHE |, TICEERL

4.1.2 FFRESMIESIE
4121 EREREFPOAR

TRA OB (R 6 R IRAEAS [FI R S B BB R« I ISR B AE I A 15 A T 35
BHBEZER: PINARRBEET A G RAM T BE 25T M2 E R UEER
B xyz Mz TEREFEER, EEBEMEy THEEZER. A4 HEEET, =AM

AR BRI T BF MR ERT: FRIE ©, S0 RN 13 R
T R B, RS IR UEA B R ARE . BARS R IR 3 Mk 4.

* 3 FNEIRERVRNERK

ANOVA Mann-Whitney U
F&E Sig. Z{E Sig.
X-Xyz 0.003 0.959
X-y 0.008 0.930
X-z 3.134 0.080




Y-xyz -2.299 0.021

Y-y -3.364 0.001
Y-z -2.683 0.007
Z-Xyz -1.668 0.095
Z-y -3.604 0.000
Z-7 -0.532 0.595
iE © Xxyz TSRS xyz TRORINERIRNE | Y-y RVEEESEM y TRRIRERRYE , LA | F3EEE.

&4 NEHERFMHRYRNERK

ANOVA Kruskal-Wallis
SLIRE ERER

F{&@ Sig. Chi-square Sig.

X 9556 0.000 2=
oY 109.32  0.000 B
y4 3361 0000 B
X 2301 0.000 2=
= Y 58.13  0.000 B=
y4 450 0105 FEE

ARSI SR D ELAERS AV BCTT 56 (M ERBCEAT 5 A4, b 30 1% FERIRKESR
LAY, & 6.8%) , HRAFRARIYAE LT BT A 5 B4 B B3 105 B 225 i 5 il
BIERA AN AESI L L8R APl JLERIL “FH AR A7 S LA G lnl B 2 4
4, FEAEANFIAE BT T ia T SEng R KA B S a0 S g K n el 1 AN Rl Bl ik 28 Y
Mk 2%, X5 Guth 1 van Damme [ 4518 3L A—F,

25 FIZR 6 AFEUEAT M) OLS BEAdm] e, 45 B,

s RBCEH MR BUEAE TR B ME N BAT W3 se i i B2 5, IX RIS %
BB T EUbRT B 5 BRI 3L .

Fs PN PRI B A E PR B M se i i B 225, BRI, 72 0]
N R B A CEBUNE B4 xyz My 8, ARPTERAS R B S R B W A 1
FERBER PIBRZ B ERBINGE BT 2 1, PR B E SR P A 2 0, 3X
IR BCEAT N R BOA R & CRAREE R ) .

=, MR T ERE, FERREPRZHENRBEAR AT xyz My FEFHE
m, MAEE RS 2 T RIS RO B, HA R . XU SRR A S T R X
6



B HATRONAME & (AABEILE 7) , X5 Swope 45 (2008) il Leliveld %% (2008) [¥]
g8, WAL aE S e AT DA R A I AR =R

%5 RINEITHY OLS [EFER

F Ry
BTE
X-xyz Y-xyz Z-xyz X-y Y-y Z-y X-z Y-z Z-z
0.167 -6.056"" 5.889™ -2.222 -6.333"" 65567  -6.352" 7.204™  -0.852
treatment
(3.205)  (2.176) (2.733) (2513)  (1.609) (1.882)  (3.588)  (2.117)  (2.248)
62.077" 50.26™  7.667° 73.28™ 46.13™ 0593  100.48™ 1611  17.917
constant
(5.067) (3.44)  (4.322) (3.974) (2.544) (2.976) (5.674) (3.374) (3.554)
Adj R? -0.009 0.059 0.033  -0.009 0.119 0.094 0.02 0.09 -0.008
obs 108 108 108 108 108 108 108 108 108

F RRME0LKELEE |, »FRE 005 KFLEE | ~FRE 001 KFLEE , LITER.
%= 6 [EEERM OLS [3%%

PR
BHTE nERIRE 2R E
X Y z X Y z
15.94™ -17.69" 1.75" 12697 -11.077 -1.62
info
(1.193) (1.009) (0.966) (1.877) (1.179) (1.379)
4459™" 66.33"" 9.086"" 48.97 51.34"" 19.697"
constant
(2.576) (2.179) (2.088) (4.055) (2.547) (2.979)
Adj R? 0.525 0.656 0.014 0.217 0.351 0.002
obs 162 162 162 162 162 162

4.1.2.2 PRGBS E S50 E

M AR B AR v AT 2 T (KRN S ISR AT L3 2 AR DO X [T PR A A i 2 A
SRMEAT g, MOE I LR A v M 2 RS2 B U AT A7) 8 3 0 X 52 3 1A
Al S AER =05 VA B, JE IR A MRS SREIEAT NS =07 VRN REAT 23 T SE B
X BRI SRAT A 15 e AP B S B A RE o 7 UM 2 AATTIE e AR S S B
X E SN R B —BOAEE &, EAEASCERIUN AT P BRI R, JF B —
PRl THEI . ARSI R L 7,



R FRESHINBEE

At RETA B=AEY PRESRY FRUER-:

8.82 30.98
Y
(7.4%)  (25.8%)
TERIRE
7.15 9.91
z
(6.0%) (8.3%) 7.2 6.55
16.02 17.44 (6.0%) (5.5%)
Y
(13.4%)  (14.5%)
ZHRIRE
13.7 25
z
(11.4%) (2.1%)

T IESAHERYESSOEHIIE | FRUES- RNENE N RINERFSUARE | LALLSSHE,

oV 7 R EIR T FEERBE,, P X [ W M 52 3 T R A R B AT R el e 5
HEEE R EIFAN R, I U HIANE T TG P SBR[ B 3 2 B AR T BUD (4% 52
BB IR RS2 — R0, RS S R K

Camerer LGk 25 RHR 3 SEH RN FEAMEH SLB h A RE R 10%~20%, 1776 55
i 30 S B P R AR BB VS A 30%~50% (Camerer, 2003) , JI 4 o5 W& AT Ay 18 3 ) gl 2
20%~30%, (HIXLEHS & A PY ANHELL T (45 IR, JoiR ARSI o o () o S % 28 =07 VR4 1)
PUSE o AR SCHFSUR A UCE I RARAEAR TR 2 5000 AHESL SIS0 RIS s 1 S AT S LLAE A
25.8%, HRKZHLK AR 8 BT PN IEA 8. 3%, KT FIMBAEEE, XU WIAH L
THEENLE SR L, ATEEEMNEARGRHD,

R 8 K 9 KB THRWH ORI LT . SRNEAT A RIS =7V I P BN . SRR
R R AR S T s B A S 2 e, N T 7.2 AT 6. 55, XSkl
LR BRI 70 A (B 5 A2 B I P BUE & (LR T 5 Sk, SRISAT W EA S =T
PP AR R E M R T 13,54 A1 741, RIS BIMTRORE 0L R, SR LT T
“HJrER” (Camerer 4%, 2005) iz I IF HAM B ADAE RN AP T .

&8 Ffh. REKTHFIE =77 HNBI- BN AGIE

ANOVA Mann-Whitney U
FE Sig. 28 Sig.
Fft-v -2.683 0.007
Fftt-, -3.604 0.000




KE&ITAH 29.61 0.000

FB=F1FN -3.794 0.000

T Rt FRNRNE RN ERIFIE | At RRRNEHEZBRIFIM(E.
&9 Flfth, RERTAFBE=ITIFNMAHY OLS RIFLER

FZITE
BHTE —
Fft-v Fft-2 REEITH F=FTHN
7.204™" 6.556 -13.54™" -7.407"
treatment
(2.117) (1.882) (2.488) (1.986)
8.815"" 7.148™" 30.98™ 9.907""
constant
(1.497) (1.331) (1.759) 1.404
Adj R? 0.090 0.094 0.211 0.108
obs 108 108 108 108

4.2 [BINEE 2 g BB

BN FALE R E A 28 IRFE4e, 4Ky 17. 3%, Xtk 1998 4E Glith Al van Damme [¥]
SeEG ek BEr 10, 5% (Guth A1 van Damme HIFEZAR KN 6.8%) » AEEERINER 14 IRFE4, I8
“#iZ )y 8. 6%, LU ERIWE T 8. T%. Ji4h, LB & e W E, MR THAb
HEAAE, LR RAME 2 FEZ: mERBE N 19 W, N RIEL IR 67. 9%; &
B ERN6IR , BN 42.9% , BNERIE 2,

20
18
16
14
12
10

L Ri=E

jl .E

Xyz y z xyz y z

5k S
2 FREHERFEM THIBLIRE

X, 2 FIER 10 MIBHERY, eG54 v R, [BINE 4 S E B s B 1
39.80 (Fir I FCMAME) B3 Moo/ b B SR W B 1 33. 46, (HIELE I 6 KT
DF T W WELRUL, FERURE T E T U NS ANAS R Z B SR IRIG KA =2 — (1)

IR0 E ]

o N B O




EORSS &P IO WD K (=i Lo R T I e £ ) e e UL S Bl e A S Y S 7
th.

7 10 [EINETT/IEY probit EIFEER

HTE
H3E
rej.-xyz rej.-xyz rej.-xyz rej.-y rej.-z
0.087"" 0.064" 0.09™
Y-Xyz
(0.022) (0.028) (0.023)
-0.026
X-Xyz
(0.017)
0.026
Z-Xyz
(0.017)
0.06™
Y-y
(0.028)
-0.001
Z-7
(0.012)
0.169 -0.015 -0.015 1.43" 0.835
treatment
(0.482) (0.503) (0.503) (0.612) (0.286)
-1.892 0.975 2117 -2.475 -0.344
constant
(1.183) (2.249) (1.228) (1.527) (0.467)
Log likelihood -19.61 -17.89 -17.89 -21.11 -53.71
Pseudo R? 0.412 0.463 0.463 0.186 0.081
obs 108 108 108 108 108

4.3 PR AFEREEAE
4.3.1 AT A E A BB

FEJR AR FORF A AT ORI ], Nl e TE B T /A1 ik (Hayek, 1988), [AlIt, ik
VBRSO W NS R T i S AL A (0 L B (Hof fman 4%, 1998) o ASSEH:
L, IS BUR S W At N AR BN 2 LR 75 T4, T Al N D B A X — AR 2 S
FEIRI N BENS B B H BN DU T, $ECE 0 45 Pl N I BREoE i % T #5202 4R
DA BT “hrdle” [P0 2 M) o A DGR “ARTE " B2 8 BRI e IR A [l 7

10



A CRATIX R I 7 SEI0 A5 RO DA DRI 1 A~ dr e Bt it HLAEE B AT 2
N DB R S SR, [RIH AFE A OB SRR, A MERECEL 19 4K
Bl P SEEBCE K 6 U0, WAL AN, (] 325 S A A0 20 RO 2 P A P i

IR g AT AE 7 ALY AT IS 575 2 FE R et AT AR 2 3K b 1A 20 R BE L 50 7 M )
FE T RGP 2o D O BUAR AT RS, FERXMOIRZS N, AT s 2L 221
Dl SR B AR R 3 A CASEI o 40G8) A RIGVEM X — BRI ALK, TR Atk
SN AP B LR AE TR DO AE ISR 0 T A SRR v bl s B ) S o T
7T SR R A df e %t PR 4R BUCE NI N TR )R 2t B “AR5 7 52
(K3 ALIN [ S BRI PR 2 BC A 1) 4252

B, PR AR TG, DRSO (3L $E 17 # (Barzel, 1989), i H.
TR T A o AR e P 8. AERR A ES, i 2 R3E R R, IR D AR N FEAL OF
SORIR ARSI SEBL A S KA st s e ATASNR, AT Bk i L 3 A A
N 55 BT SE 4, T SRAT BEU > BE A0 RIOE A IXHE, R R TR Y 0 17 A
FFRIRH LN, 1T ARG R G B AR “ARTE 7 o X RUEW] T Schmid (1987)
MR AL B BRI ORI 7B TS LE A BN s A BRI, it AN RESS fik
NAFRRANG 2R TIT N

4.3.2 AR s HAR N IREE - A 1R AP

RISl S AE R 23 TR Y, RS 5% PR P B I 2 A [R] TA IN RANBEA T o X ] E X
LBV AEAR AT xyz 1, (RN (5N 44. 20 951 38. 15 (&K 2)
X ECT A OB, AR e WL B ) N EREE . AT ) T HEAT AR 4 LR
Grygolec (2008) , M A ARG, FEPANIBYRABER; RAEFLSESE v T, B
S NEIEREATE SN SRR EEEE M € SR TE N S S X NS YN = 5 NP B I VE Y A
Db et X REA A AR 28 AT

XA AT AR I B A B R 2 (self-serving) 12 F i &F (Konow, 2000) fit
2 ERERIE, BRI E AW RE . A A SR BATHES i
PR AT DU R LS, $RCEIE “RRF T X R M EAN T 578, X 57
2yl AR S BEAE PR [0 N 3K R ot P A N EAT 20 IE U5 BRI S 08 O B4R < #
27 T, el s AR N PR R R PR X 0Bl RIS, A
PV BN R 2 /0P FL R KA M 7 CRENT R AGAFA5 ¥, B A A AR AT 2
RAGRIR A FAEDD) 5 MBI H AN ER A =00 2 — [ oA, XAEAE R gR R,
SEBCH MBI o6t 3K “HCFELE 7 M P BN AE Sk T2, $RUE BRI K
AY VR B, T 0] U ) TR A AR B, B, RS R xyz My R, INFLT
AOGS (IR BEAE MRS P AT 31 A, MRS H NS T 45 A, (AR A W%
BEAR T, XA U S5 0095 8 SRR PR U 1 BN R K A, B A A A AT )
LFB

11



4.4 BRMWEF A PEFS TR

ZRlpe ORI 2= (2009) 1 SE 56 & ILELA S PR 00 3224 GBS e AMBE B g i
Wk, AT AR 2 il (SR EED P24 T Hr N . ARSI 9E & I
B2 ) 22 T B DR 14 B R O 2 0[] B85 1R 2 P e 5 1 O i 7 T ke . ol A
TP ERRE, FEAEN 2 B xyz S BCE 1 B R 74 75, 24X
BIEM 94. 13 Wb H) 62,24 (IR 20, TsEbriim&eRt 64. 8% LT1E) 94. 4%, F4b, $%
ZH PR BUETE e B b B B NG B2 (0=0. 1), MAEEERELR TR EE B 2E
Tt f5 B ZE I R R AR UCE I A AL e B5 . IX— 451855 Gachter # Riedl (2005)
ST 285 St — B0y, R ACRE W 5 A B AN B 5 A e e n, A4 i
WA G P R LS, ARSI I 1T 280K (Coase, 1960)

R 25 23 P e PR 450 5 T I AR R R TR — 3. fln, a5 54T v Al 2
N, SERRITTIACER 2 88. 9% 64. 8%HEmiF] T 98. 2% 88. 9%, {HETE(FE&M xyz
NSRRI BRI 1) 94. 4%I8/DF T 8T%,  IX AU BH b1 AN [F] ) A e AN
F RGNS A PR L B SN T I SR I R AR B0, X s gh
W26 2R SORIZE bR (2009) (36 f@,  HARSE B2 11,

xR 11 HiFHEER

PEIRE EHIRE
ERFEEt X Y z X Y z TERR

51.9% 36.8% 11.3%  52%  31.8% 16.2% B M HiAREER(100%)

e 94.4% 87% SEPRTARER
60.9% 332% 59% 60.7% 27.9% 114% B MHIARER(100%)
’ 88.9% 98.2% SEFRTIARER
78.4%  7.4% 142% 73.1% 13.4% 135% B MARER(100%)
z

64.8% 88.9% SCRRTRARER

T SERRTIAER A (FERERIRESHIMARITRMTIARIAR ) x100% , & XHAREN (RRERT
RRMARFERIMTHIZRIAR ) x100%.

B2, B NBERIEAGZE AT RS AR AE i, i N AR, — &
NBATHE Sl DAEAN R RIS T 8, F R G PR A A2 2 ST RIS A2 i 4
MIAT A, [RRE, AR (i AP AR S B i) A G AR AT A, AT T 3 ™ A
AN IR

5 4ZitER=E

12



AP R B, o R bR A R A Sk B & P4~ (Brosnan 1 de Waal,
2003) M A2 AR TR 24 A2 16 EMRT i S5 5256 (Sanfey 5%, 2003) #B2 WI A V-l i H AT Y ik
M EYSERE . [RIFE, PR R BN, 18 thadl, SEEIENEE e AWttt AT P AU FA AT
PR A U W AR T SR8 R AT AR A e B T S 3 MR I A SR AT R
(Demsetz, 1967) o fHZIXHFEMI S TCVE I TATH AL INPE 40 e, BN AT b T AEAE B
TR L 04 2 it e g N ARE 2 e 5 = AL P A T A I s el vl 3 383 1

ASOEE = NG TSR LR IE, R Mg 2B, PRURTH W e BAR 22
SEVCE R BN H M2 A P BONFME &, R BOANRI A 25, i TRl R HA R ™
(30057 (I LWANE= O w0l 63 R P VT iy A 2 [ I P S G N T - e e e
Gb, TR EHRBUE IR 7 BRI A5 NS s TR, e SRl N 1 A
i et AR Jo 22 5 B A AR M B BUELIN P BUR M 1 A% [0 (6 1 5 32 FE 8
S, THRERRMR . SRS AT RS =5V I B PARUE S ARRIINEE . WT R BRI
X R R A BRI e — 20 AR SR AL TE G TR ST PAHE 2R TSR 10 3¢
AT AT W 225 20 = VP ER T AR B WA LR T B AE SR B S A Al
s, NTEAERBMNEAERHC; B TIREGE “H_J5EE7 MR E
MDAEROMARI Y 2=, RBCEBAT AL A i sl i S A5 o R B KAk
HE s [PIN T 2 [ S P U TR M st AR 237 2 EH . 500, 55
gk s > B 225, ANFE B A S BN R ISR R A A R (5 B A0S

RKHIFFFLIT I : 45—, Hoffman Fl Spitzer (1985) BFFT K IMML IR 4 “HItaLy & Hl
CEIFRR” DIPERURAFAER B . BRIk, AR 1) S 56 A 06 TR 5T I P b AN [) 7 ASUCR VR 7
KNP BONRME SRR E RS . 35 =, A EUARIE I 15 PR 8 1% ook R ok e 4K
TSR YR AT U, R SEI A F0IE A2 A IIAT 8 3 4 ik ik Pl s S 7 25 S 4
WHEE4S (Guth F1 van Damme PIRFFLHRIX-—I%) o XEbAFRA A LB T2
FEP R IR R (AR, AL 2 BV AE A A E DR 385 i P AL T L A T S/ 2 [ A
o, S 5 SR I SO RN SR A A 2 R A SEAFAE— 58 II5% A (Camerer, 2003), i AU/
NG S HIR A NN BT NG 1O A ERTIT, BRt,  J8 I w2 0 s 86 (1 7y a0k
T BORAK I —A F 25 0] (Chorvat 4§, 2005) .

AN, RSO B SOa /W R e H -, Har R ETE B e M AUE & 2T
AR BT A 45K A REAR 0 SO TR it D Rk g . KHILIOK, P EE—A “HIE” 1
FHBIATEEMES N, EAMISZ KR W H, w70 E N RERK R RAT
Ao BUR RN GEIE 2 FAERAAE P BARS BRI TS < AP mir” , TH
I, WHFH SR T IR AR LE, AEELIE AT R . B, AU SRR
) T4 R R BT AN, R, i A TR RS A A PR IN, BUR R
P AZ AL AN BRI A M FH AT I B A T ) BEIA B, A5 I FRATT I S5t g — M4
ZAARKTHE D 4L 4 (Ellickson, 1991).
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R

2007 4, HEHATAE LR R K ARANEAT, RS S e v ekt 100 J9E00
(& N2

(@) 3= B f i T R SE B0 AL #5050 o S T RESE B0 S AR, RI$E I (proposer) #I
[A] N2 (responder) . SEEGITUR IS, A8 S aA — 8L M ZAEM AN Z BT, &
26, FEFEREHE AN EM—MO, MO); SR, (BN # ke 232 I8 i 40X —
BeT 5. A%, #EUEAE M—MO, [FINEAR MO; #7454, AT AZE. I
Y A T T TR S G, ME— DX BRI s T R (dictator), T (RS # 4
T Bz (recipient), B2 E N TAMEE AT 0 lC 7 R ez, WAL AR .

@)X —HEHE i F. i1 Guth A1 van Damme(1998) K, ‘& &5 & = FlAS A (45 S8 4 AR 7 3k
(1O Y- I X RS A T R R 5

@O F ARSI W e TR NBARK LA, Bl X JCiE R B Bl SE e, R,
h T G R DB RV, RS, AT B XA HE . gl Y AR
BrIa N AR Z A2 . LRI S50 0 W AT DL ) 4 4 R .

OmF i, FeE X, SRINAY, o VCRL, XA ] LU R ERAS 5286 P Ik 28 2 XL Y
R Z A E BB IR B — K

@AW AR, BEYEACERIE 0.05. HHERATFI R &AEHT K-S 3
o6 LU 2 2 5 IR IEAS Ao Lk, X FIES A EdE, ATH ANOVA J5 24y
Mrs A FATH Mann-Whitney U 5# Kruskal-Wallis IE 246 5 3547 737

D5 B Z 72 PR A IR BUEEA R 1E B A N R I I 2= 7% .

@7 1) & 5404 (2005) A5 A LIk 117 A4, 0 325 1t AL e ) R A v e

©Sanfey %5(2003): i % #1122 T IR L& 50 UE T 1% — 555K .

A0Schmid (1987 )L J)3#% v A 0 95 ShAE G I (1 a2, Ak g i v (W 7= ACBEE TE vk X 4y
CHERRMRH R AL R JE 5T 2 R R AR R R AT 519787 .
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The Belief in Property Rights and Its Crowding-out Effect on Fairness
and Self-interest Preference

LI Jian-biao, PANG Rong-hui, WANG Peng-cheng, XU Sai

(Center for Studies of Corporate Governance Nankai University, Tianjin, 300071)

Abstract: The standard economic theory regards property rights as an exogenous variable of
economic performance, but the evolutionary path of human society shows that property rights is a
common belief which built-in to humans, and its interaction with fairness preferences which also built-in
to human mind affects the decision behavior of individual. We study the consent belief in property rights

which from different sources and its crowding-out effect on fairness preference by comparative
16



institutional experimental approach. The experiment results argue that property rights not only leads to
proposer consent to the property of responder and receiver, but also crowds out the self-interest
preference of proposer and the fairness preference of responder. We measure the belief in property
rights by separating altruism, strategic behavior and third-party judgment. We also find evidence that
proposers do not have a strong intrinsic motivation for fairness, and maximize their own payoffs through

strategic behavior. Information structure increases the gap of income distribution.

Key words : The belief in property rights; fairness preference; mixed game; experiment
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