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A study of understanding other people’s Intention in

Ultimatum Game

Hongwei Fan

School of Knowledge Science,
Japan Advanced Institute of Science and Technology
September 2009
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Abstract

How do players understand opponents’ intention or predict others’ behaviors when playing
games. Not all the players can predict others’ behaviors and make optimized choice to
correspond those. What are the factors that would affect such optimized choice. In order to
understand this problem we have used ultimatum game to discuss some concrete conditions of
social behaviors.

In the ultimatum game, two players must split a sum of money S. The first player(proposer)
offers some portion x of the S to the second player(responder). The responder has two
choices-accepting or rejecting the offer. If he accepts, he will receive x and the proposer will
receive S-x; otherwise, both of them receive zero. It tends to be that most of the proposers
split the money fairly, and also many responders reject stingy offer which is lower than 30%
of S.

Why do us not behave as a homo economicus who would split the money by (1: S-1), and
accept all positive offer. Two theories-inequity aversion and reciprocity-were suggested to
explain such phenomenon. If justice is the preference or a skill of humanbeing, what would

they do in multiplayer-game. In this study | have designed two experiments in order to



understand the conception of equity of players in three-person ultimatum game. We found that
there are two dimensions of equity in ultimatum game. First is “absolute equity”, and the
second is “relative equity”. People who have a conception of absolute equity would divide a
sum of money by the number of players while others divide the money into two equal parts
giving to proposers and responders with the conception of relative equity.

On the other hand, I had designed another experiment to investigate what responders would
behave if they find the proposers might swindle them at 50% probability. In other research it
has been proved that if the proposer makes an offer out of spite, the responder will reject it. It
seems that the responder won’t reject an offer if he can’t make sure whether the proposer is

swindling him or not.
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Frmlc TEPHC, B2Ab, FeAoFIL, EE2E2TLTHLMALE
B2, ALEEZRITLTENLIDEHBH ) LEVWTHD, ~THERIO
SHEITBHRORFEF OB T, KA E 25— 0B—ATHRFEFIC D
FOEEEINZTEET D,

B #% 8 e~ — 2 (Uitimatum Game) 13 & #) (2 Gith, Schmittberger and
Schwarze (1982) & ¥ SEERAVICHRFT v, & D%k 2 72T TITEIMRE F OB & L
TR e ST,

TANDOEMEIT— NTHRERE (Proposer) D&% . b 9 — A2 (Responder)
DEZEIRV M TS, BEENERENLIZTETEORE S Oz nEE D~
ANOBTORT RO, HTPEOIREFIZ x 20 TEHMIZ (S—x) &7,
ISEB N Z O3 TFHIZE L TZIT AN DR T 205 0l %, ZiF Az
CIGEEIIREBICx DL EXx, #EFIL S—x) #Ex 5, AT
BRI ANE BB ESETE 2y, (K 1-1)

Pt HIRO TR ENC S 5T 2@ AR TREAN (FE -T2/ I 7 A homo
economicus) Td DR LAUE, wZEES — L OB IE b B CHIZE D ZITHE
STTANTRETH D, 2FV, IWEHILIHMNORETH 0 LVELARDOT
ZITANDIETT T, MEF L ZOREZTHITHETE T AT 2 RET
EThHDH, W>T, (1, S—1) LWVWIHREITRD Z ENRHEWV R,
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LU, AT - 72 e B e 7 — & CTIXREAD 40%~50% DIERN %
CABIT, 20% £V HIEWEEZITIZTHELRIND ZEDBHALMNI -T2, 2
DFEFRD B2 ITAHTEENT IS 2 A FATxT 2 847 2 O3 5 18 M
235 2 % (Behavioral Game Theory, Colin F. Camerer,2003)

B N DGR 2 i U 7= EBRfE BLICB U ¢ RAEEDREFER (Inequity aversion ;
Bolton & Ockenfels,2000; Fehr & Schmidt, 1999) <> A FEM: 34 (Reciprocity; Falk &
Fischbacher,2006; Rabin,1993) 7¢ E28#H &7z, LavL, HHFOREH % AH
Lara—FLZNETNRNRICL TER LGS, IWEFITHENR 2B
— 2 Thd I eZHIVUTREZENN L AR TH > THHESRITHEFN AH
THHHELY LK FL T3S, (Falk, Fehr,& Fischbacher,2003) Z AUIZ A2 [H]
HEOPER TR TCERWZI L Th D, o, THIFAAZ, #WIZITwzEZ] &0D
A S BEAUCAHFOREFZTIIS LTHEET 208 9 02RO 5015 T
32, HFREOEK (BENEED) 2RV OHET L2 Ehbholz,
FPEH R ABRWREZ N LEGEG. 56T 2178 b3 o m 2 & 5 (Falk,
Fehr,& Fischbacher,2003),
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A O 2MEIF IR R e ik Rl 7 — & (T AT —24) L0 b EMERRETH S
GEIFED LRI SNL D, £o, AEMEIIMHFENEEZH S L 25D
ThEL, TOEBZHRB TERVWERITIISEENED LS IATHT 200 %
MET 2D Th S, BIRMICE 2T, 2N TREBEBES — L2175 B 0%
PRI EDL DRI SND D o, MEDPINEFR NS RVES, 1-E
BNTORZF L OREE ZBREE, ISEHNEDX S 1TH) (T 50
BRI 250) PEBIZRDODEHWTERWVEHIE S T5D7, SHIT, #
REDRROGAM O BEOIERREFHT 5T VHRET 5, IHEOEE
ELT, HLWL— L2 EA SR GERES — 22 IO THBATENCR T 5
BT R BER AR | NERATEI DN & L2 5 D&M R4 % BRAR
EWROILN B, AEMERORAZ SIS 5,

REm L ORERRIZHOWTIX, DL F O B IBEN 2 R ICHEN T 5, =&
VU B2 132 1L FUASHFSE D FEBRER 1 K OV FLll N RS Rk 5 B8R TH D,
HEIIRBEONA EHEEROBMRET N AREL T, AEITEF LD THD,



ARG T =D R 2~ T,

E2E SLITHE
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(1) BEOKE S LXBERORERF

PERDFEFRITHRE $10 2 EHE D m < VWS TREEM T — LD FEBRZ1T
DM, WEAE L IUTRERNED LS00 Lvn &0 9 BT U C Cameron
BRA 2 RRTT THICOE A RIS T 508 %~ 75 —L0f%E L
THEBREZIT 7= (Cameron, 1999), FERDEERFER L ITEVAHIZN, ZDOE
BB DTN THY . MOMIEEDLPREZ L ZTZFERTH RE QBB RSN
Mole, DFD ., REDOZLITER T 500 E 5 D OITENIR OGN E L 5
272N E b hro 7= (IBehavioral Game Theory), Colin F. Camerer, 2003),

(2) SMEDRKS I St & RERGR OB

FEARMNZIT MR A M CORBERI LW, ORIk GH 5, BT
AARTOEBRGERST AV B L0 BREFENEWT & A Buchan(1997) & D17 -
TEBRILVDroT, ZHIEFEAARANOEMEL KM LTS LILRVY, Joe
Henrich 7% 2000 E~L— & ~F 7 U HOER 58RI LI-FEBRERIZ, T0A
72 B OIRZFOTHMEITREAD 26%I12L EF 0, ORI TORRELY LIS
AR Z & 237> 72 (Joe Henrich, 2000),

S 52, RI=4 (Dominica) TOMITITHICDOFFIZISNT, AR
D, F LU TRENERIIG IS Z L3S NEDREEZ D S, Bk
DR Z NI S/ A R S 7z (Shane.J.Macfarlan, 2008) .

(3) RBNEZHAT S EXFT-IEMOEREENBRICEA SRR
EKBRNAEZ [—EOHRG ) 7ZEHRAT 258138 EZ Mz 10%D S8, HiE

DEBBETY — A L0 bHEGRIILED S - 7- (Hoffman, 1994), F7-. &£
B 2RNCSIMEREICH#HENE A2 LT, LV EM L NTR—ELEDE S



RS Tl A ZOREIFHET RN TN -7 (List, John A. & Todd L. Cherry,
2000), (HFMZE : o0 FHHEEEZHEL T, ZMEN SN BWVWEIER
TEXH00%HET D)

(4) RERAZEDEL (EF) &ERERRDORERF

MEFEDRER L BBV R/NROZH R IERELRICELS B TOiK
By — ATl OREFENRICEFELELS . OmMBENFRFFICSHEZ EL,
Z L TCOINEEDLICELS LIREIZENEN =D OFEBRZIT o T fE R, HEERIT
60%7565%., & HIT80% £ T L LTz, #BEH LINEFH OITENZ TR ZEN
O LA TIIRIATE L2 NIFRNZATE L7 A R A 7e< &b £ 5 TRIE D
ITENOFRERD AT L IZHA L TITEZ L7ebid Th o (Flx X, fBEEN
FBIT, FWTISEE N A OR LN D882 ELGE, INEE TREE Mt
oI oeEMNIE LW EEN, BENREX D LI ICENITRIE LTS
VIZHZ DR LN D EFEEZDICENTLEIDTHD,) (Roberto A. Weber
2003).,

(6) BYERLT—LDHE

MR UL BE S — A DOEA . SIMEILANISIM LI AN S EEICT R
A A (Bl 2L BRI ED LD RIBEPMEENZ T AL TH BNV DD,
ED LI RIBERERPIERINZE SO0 E) 2EZ 55T FRNZSMLIZAD
ROBNOFLEE (EDO LD REREEN LD, ED XD REREZIT AN
LINIZBWIHEGR SO 2SI 2 L0 btz L7z, £72. XV
TV (BIEOIRD N OFEL) 2SR LIEHE THIREE DR EITHE
% J1F¥ L7z (Andrew Schotter 2003), F7-, WEEN 9 (HEALXMEL) T, L
SIMFICHBIZED KL T —LEITH 28T, B ETH 1 ER_ETDHH)
D722 T2 DT, @FEPMEVREASONRITREE NEm T HFEH 2 A 712
AKIwGIH > TWDHRETH 5 Z &t Thomas Brenner (2004) DHFZENNEH & 73
L7z,
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RO H] & LTI Temporal proximity (FUWE %) <> Spatial proximity (3T
WEBED) N5, i 8 BRICEREE LTAICARRSh S,

B ZIX, 7 — L ZAT O ANSFHRRIEZ L, ROV NTREF ITRITN D,
T DA TIIARPRBRIIKT HHEGRMES 2 o7, HOBRWALMA X
D HZL DEEEE S DITURIZE B0 672,

(2) HETHOHME

O RIGEHIBII R DR AR L, FHZ I L e mZiBgEs — 20
e TE DR D RERBICBWGEY HIWE R LIz ERbho T2, SR
DFHHTRDREZZ5E LTV, I ERR I L - TiEz i Anic<
< 72% (Harbaugh 2000) . TERIZe EDRRFEICEEZ RIFTREREZST-FE D
b5, #0IRLDORBENT —LDGE TIE, WEBPMLO NS00 00
FIZHF L CEEIZ 527202 & (JERLenWZ b)) Z2HELEOANLTEATE A
R L s, 2F0 ., BT 28It N OITEN N D RBEZZ 1T 5D
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A TR TIZT 52 DIF TiEew, BEED DT DHEFNZFF > TNDH D
T, ZOBEEIAN N ESPETZ LB DL, BETHIBEENADITD LEL
DTN Z ENINEFE LM TELTLE Y, JIFERELSBDICHTDEHE
IIREDIGEZEBGIHEALTLEY, ZIUTAEEMLEWVWI Z ETHD, BlEDOAN
FWOSTHERT, A ESRAEMTHRTLIENTES, Fhdk v S
T, BNBOBEITE D250, £127 =L %(THRKFICSINEITBEWICH
FOEXEZ E NI ST ZDNITET A28 6 BLRE WS R 2 B 7,

231 ZANHBD5E

Responder behavior in Three-Person Ultimatum Game Experiments (Arno Riedl
2003) CLA R D L 5 3R ZIT o T2,

“ANOBNT D HRBEET— LT, ~ADREE, _ADBISEETH D, 7
FEDDT TR, ZNOIREFRDFRRHICZHE T 2 0ES T 202 W 5,
TANEBZTANDGE LA T BV I 0T H T LR TERNY
FEREN=DODRNEZREL TTF—Lb% {Tolz (F2-1) .

Treament T1 INEB MNP PNIESTIUE., T XTOANDZINBERIZRD

Treament T 2 INEZ DHEDPO— ANDPER TR, #E2E=HELLEEE=0;b 95—
ANDISEZDRZE B O E XD

Treament T3 ST AINEE DTN T B0, FOHE LIBERT-DITES L
WEBEEDSDIZ D, MEFEDNALERIZRD
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ZOFEBRNOONHZEIFILLTOWEY TH S,
SMEDZEZNEIED DN, TXTOADPEE LTEZ T ANDIREFHD W EHE
(aspiration level) ZFf->TW5, 7o, AFICE - T, b9~ ADEEE~D
TERBIIKTT 2 B A THL b O BIEM R~ L E 2 256 (T3 DA .
R0 LN EELR2NZE T, ) ~ADIREEREN LIV ZEX
HZEERBRND) RO DBHLTH D,
Fo EHIC, EIRICBIT 2ZFERIITL & T2 T3 ETHLMITHEML
TW5 L5 TH D,

Werner Glth W= =2 —AXR—"—ZH U {7272 = A7 —ALTIiI58%< 5
WOIRZEE DN = ADOEONESEL (400 : 400 : 400) 2452 b, (¥
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Fig. 1. Actual and Expected Proposals (n = 4.8649)
X2-1 ==2—AN— =%l L UTo = S NOKRKEET — LOREFED T T 7
H B : Bargaining of outside the lab-A newspaper experiment of a three-person

ultimatum game (Werner Gith 2007)

232 HFOERDOEMICET 2R

GUth® (1996) 2 _BefED = NGy — L 21T o7, D BEBE TIRE
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FMLOBINEDOFDO—NE AT —L%thH D, TENEREZITANTZD,
HO» o F@n ic&fEE BV, FADOANEFOR AN —L%EITH, HREE
/N EW (DM12.60) TH DAL, DMS.00LL EEHEE L= NSy D—L
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DY THIT T EEZELIRELIEBHELIZOTH S,

Flo. AT —LTIERL, AT —LOREERRONS S —L L LT
IZFalk 53 T2 EBR L H 5, #EBED 8:2) LW HERET D LIH
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AF=L S =R DR
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(2, 8) B OF 4% 2 B AR 0.27 0.73

8, 2) Pk 0.18 —

(10, 0) FHRFHILZ 22 0.09 1.00

#2-2 R LA RIERITES  ffradhE s — 4
fHat  Falk, Fehr and Fischbacher(2003)

FIL< (8, 2) #&S5GETH., MREED (10, 0) THIITREE D EE
RO LINEENK DD T, (5, 5) ORMIEEDOLFE L LIEGRNH S )
WK T LTz,
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A Sum of
Money:S

1

IEEEA

At s
ZEIRDLD =8

A: (B+C)=150:300

. 2

IEZEFHEBHYI300
RO+ E%E 2[[ B

RHD

CHvRIF A CHMETT B
6%‘%‘\ By C Elé..\ :Aa
StLEEREH £,0(=7%5%
2%

X3-2 4 — L1-20fi#

31345 —L1-1 DEEBRER

100 HEFEE L7 AIEZ T AL 150 HEFER L7 AL 4 A, 180 HERELTZA
X1 A 200 H R L AT 2 A 250 R L7 AL 2 A, (5% 3-1;1X 3-3)
EENRELEZIT AN, (3 3-1)

No. | Gender | Demand | Accepted | Rejected | Offer Gender
1 male 350 O 50 Male
2 | female 100 O 175 Male
3 | female 150 @) 150 Female
4 | female 150 @) 150 Female
5 male 150 @) 150 Female
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6 male 250 O 100 Male

7 | female 200 @) 125 Female

8 male 180 O 135 Male

9 | female 200 @) 125 Female

10 male 150 @) 150 Male

11 male 250 @) 100 male

#3—1 F—u1-10KE (O3 ZFANT)
5

REHh D BT - 1
HCHh D BAL A

2
0 T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T 1

100 120 140 160 180 200 220 240 260 280 300 320 340 360

X 3—3 REHFOFTELE (K,

3145 —L1-2 DEEBRER

B =450 M—2 %) &2 NEOHERE (Hitdh)

150 [9 (300 [J 50%) & H#EZ= L7~ AI1L5 AT, 2EAEOES %2 5 5, 180
FH (300 H? 60%) R L7 AIZ2 A, 200 (300 HD 67%) EZELTZA

IZ4 N, 180 M DHEZE L 200 HORBENENZEN—2EL I,

3-4)
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No. | Gender | Demand | Accepted | Rejected | Offered | Gender
1 male 180 @) 120 female
2 | female 200 @) 100 female
3 male 200 [ 0(100) male
4 | female 150 @) 150 female
5 male 200 @) 100 male
6 | female 150 @) 150 male
7 male 150 @) 150 female
8 | female 200 @) 100 male
9 male 150 @) 150 female
10 male 150 @) 150 male
11 | female 180 [ 0(120) | female

#:3-2 F—A1-20FE (OLZHE. @FEE,  ANESLE)

6 i:#E ’44.

ﬂﬁ&@mﬂ A
4
3
2
1 |
0

100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240 250

13-4 REEFOTFEE (B, FTEAH=450 N—_EH) & 2O ANEOKE (Htwh)

14



32 ILEEMNERINSAIEEMEN D D IGEDREBIES
— I (F—L142)
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ERBETHANEZHDITTTHD, LT, BE DITBAEWCERENA LN
HZDOT, bLZAE Y 150 i< OI_EEZ INDH 0D, #ixt A & COFENNA
N LT Z ENGind, MERAVET DRSNS DGE. OF 0 FEE T
VAT DHDHEGETIE, HETIITEHRAETD00E I DIIARERTHRLZD
ZEThD,

322 EBANA

SIMEBEPANTHL T —LT, ZFOWANE ZODOF—LIHIT5H. F—Lb—IZ
ALB, T—LIZCEDEMARTOLED, T—Lb—TF—L [ FFEoT<FALD
BGBE S — D EAT D, ALCIIENENDOT — LADIREH T, BEDIILNEH T
b, MEFIIDTHEREL TUINBEFEITIZ T AN NERT 202D 5,
TANDOTF—=NFIBHEWIZTH LRV, 2T ANDSGAE. ALB . £7CEDITE
NENDOF—LTEEEEX D, HETOHEAITRET LINEZTONE b
LEXRD, 122 L, —2OF — ANTHREA0M 2 431F, b 9 — DD F — AIE500
M&455F%, LL, EBbLDOF =N ENDEFEE T DHONTFERE LD
TUHELTRD D, BEEHE L TOALCIIBEE 0T D E THYDTF — A
300 £500M D Ediz DD, BEDITIEINDEF LIS 2 X
INCT D, T2, ALCHBIAITIRE LT-RIE. TD _SORZE % FFRFIZBEDIC
AR5, (3-5)
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A Sum of A Sum of

Money Money
Sjﬁ 5iF
KI5 LN
MZE RS Ni&’
BEDIZIMEN]ZER
TEETHMNEID
¥ |95

* C ALCIZENFNREEZ > TWAD, BEDITENS 220,
X 3-5 #— LA 2 DXfE

32345 —L2DFER

’%%‘E 3300 DA Tl =40 . OHRE 731501 k/ATr W27 T 7o, (334,

-3) 500 DA TiX, (350 : 150) % 431F 5 ANiF58% T, (250 : 250) TX&
? 2T T2 NIE25% Th 5, (F3-3, X3-6, [X3-7)
AT (400 : 100) O—BI L7z hnoTz,  (33-3)
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Team Gender Demand Accepted | Rejected | Offered Gender
1 A female 300/170 O 130 female B
C male 500/400 [ ) 0(100) male D
2 A female 300/100 O 200 male B
C male 500/250 O 250 male D
3 A female 300/150 O 150 female B
C female 500/350 O 150 female D
4 A female 300/100 O 200 male B
C female 500/250 O 250 male D
5 A female 300/150 O 150 female B
C male 500/350 O 150 female D
6 A male 300/200 O 100 male B
C male 500/350 O 150 male D
7 A female 300/150 O 150 female B
C male 500/300 O 200 female D
8 A female 300/150 O 150 male B
C male 500/350 O 150 male D
9 A male 300/150 O 150 female B
C female 500/350 O 150 female D
10 A female 300/150 O 150 male B
C male 500/250 O 250 male D
11 A male 300/150 O 150 male B
C male 500/350 O 150 male D
12 A male 300/150 O 150 female B
C male 500/350 O 150 female D

# 33 A— L2088 (OlF==

=t

N

@ IIER, HE LI AT~ AL o)
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fEEHDEA
Fit el DB 0 A

| S —

100 110 120 130 140 150 160 170 180 190 200 210 220 230 240 250

S = DN W A~ Ot OO N o ©

X13-6 & —2 2, 300 %5751 2856 COREDIAR ; I RE OFF A, Mt X2

DN DHEEE
& OB T
teh DES7 A

N W ks~ OO 9

200 250 300 350 400 450

X 3-7 #7—2 2, 500 H&5T 556 COREDONA ; M2 E OFEE, itz
D NEDHEF
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FA4E ERBRERICHTLHEE

41— 11 [T BAEE

“ANOBIONTFEEE Z7= N (150 :300 EEELI-AN) 134 ATEHDO—L B
ARy

MBELINEE I N—T 3TN EEEZ DN (225 :225 LIRETDHN)
H4 AT (A 200, “AA250 M, —o0fERE Y 225 M2y 28
D=0 —L BN,

EDZODT HEREE LISEE — NOBOBEOR B L TR T
X9,
A : BC=200: 250 [Z=ADEBENS RIUTLUTO X 572 b DIl b,
200 : 250=200 : 125 : 125=A: B: C
ZAVTRREEN 3256 H (200+125) T ANDOFEL @IS — L %17 D FEIZ 40% % FH
FIHRET HDITHYS T 5,
A : BC=250: 200 OE -
250 : 200=250 : 100 : 100=A: B: C
ZXERAEEDY 350 (2504 100) DRI 30% ZAHTFITHRE T 5 A\ D ik ik
VAN e = e B!
A :BC=180: 270 DAL 43% A FHFITIRET H Z L ITHY T 5,
A : BC=100 : 350 DAL 64% A FHFITIRET H 2 L ITHY T 5,
A : BC=350: 100 DGAIL 12% HFHFICIRET H Z L ITHY T 5,
150 : 300 DREL LI- N&x A TKRIK 8 AN 40%~65%3r < D FH) 7218
ZFHE L, 3 AD 30%LLTORELY LTc, TOMEITZANDREZEMES — L OfE
Rizbimn g,

3512, ZANOREBEET —LOFRRTH ZAOHBEIZ—HLTWDS, =
NT— ADOREFHO AL 3 N EDORZEMES —AMEHTE 506 Ll
U,
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42— 12 X BAEE

Z ORERITHAA 2SI N O EBEETS — L & 13T e A EEN R LN
W, DFED | NEENVSH LIREF TR HGAE TR, AR OBl S ok
BRI D E D DNXB O3 T HITHEEL RIEI 2N Enbhrole, —ETE
T ORI AR L TO R ENLANFICEDD Z LN NDTE,

MR L OGBS — 2 ZOREEMTOND LD THD, HORLY
—LDGAETIE, I5FIK BVMTo et L )R BEH L F/NOZFHTEHRE
BN L BT 15%IZH% BTz, TIUTRZIBMES — AMZB T DMMAND DB TE
DABERENENLDTHS Z L EREL TS (Harrison 1996)
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A3 —L2(ZXT IER

T2 2 DD ST BITHERII Lo T2 EE I TRYBICH T8 E2E
BRSNS (H7R7212 150 HAE 45T 72 NIZFEICHEE 500 2 E-7-) . 7=
ZIFAND DY) EEWERER, 2RIIZTAND LB, REZNHT
BRI AHEME N H DA T, 150 HCidZ2< 100 2 EETNIXEH>T5) &
BRI LRERITESGT 2 L2 A0z, 612, 50 M LRESNLIGH
TEITHEVIEMICKH L TEZINIZEA LG ThHoTZ, ZHITREE L
L COMFEPICEE ZRT AN S 256, R T 50 E 5 D oHlr e,
LV RWiREE (300 M) CHMDREZEES — LZITHO>HRIT—H L TnDH I L
N oTz, DFEV ., 150 [ (300 [ D 50%) EHERSNDIERITZITAND,
100 [ (300 1 30%) LRI D56 CIIEL T 2I8EE R H %, 50 [ (300
MDD 017%) OBEAIISEFEMIEAEHESET D, bt Ik EmER
500 I CH 576, 150 1 (500 D 30%) EEEINALEITHEST 5 AR H
139 C, 100 HOLZEITREDO AR ST 13T TH 5,

A 512, B S5 ATREMEDY 50% 28 2 &I C& 254 CTIX A 22 EE ([H
CTF—LDREENT 548628 300 HTHD) 24 TUTLT, RS dAhg
P/ NEELCLE IO TH D,

JINEBDARN V70 R 2 SNDHRE, B OIFE 2L S v, FERT 2178
Lo THTZ2EE FHTFORBELERIZRD) T60THD, -, HEMT
WIZHE LT, Rizd 500720352 L TENIRY PR IS ( [17H)
R, KEHE) . 22T, B S WO EEOITENIEITE O RR AR
WEEDRELLELITITEIE L EADTEA D, RITMRERBRBEFOWITTLL T O
Z Mo,

BteBIE T — DO MENERRET HREZ, MRl (FEREAIRE KIS 5:)
TEOWMNIEE Z 5 L CTULTFO Z E R LMo T2, RTINS
(2B % 5 B E & 5RENC B 2 BiSHATESMARES (DLPFC) O 5 Z &Mk S,
RRZES LIRSS R ENDLPHC X » HIEEINE 0 . Z T ANTZRHIZE D
W T2 (Sanfey, 2003), DFE Y | FHKFLiEMES — L TOREEREILEN & A B
NEELTNDLIDOTH D,

XL, U7 v U RFEOMIEE (Molly J. Crokett, 2008) 23 & H O il R %
U THAOER b= OpWaE b ST #RE IRk &BlE sy — L2008
T HGRITEBOERLY b Eho T, RENE WS & &1 k= (Serotonin)
TR EE O—FE L LT, BEREITE T BB W9 2 %5 &2 FFo
TEYL., MOt F=OREMET T 2RHIHES & W ) BEEITEIN T
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WDOTHD,

AW LT B8 O3 HIZH T 2 ERITeE i %) 2 loko
BEUERASEDLEEBEZ DL, TOPEITEEEZE S LD LS A
T 5159 RIS EBOERITEI O W EEIEHREAD 30% & 374X, 500 [ *30%
=150 T %, 50% DFERTHREN TWARWEATIS0 2B 5, D>
DI (GEEOMB & PUROMI) PMTIEHBETE THZITFAND &+ 5
Z LSO LB 2R R O A LD EF 2 D725 D,

Lo, —ABESRLTH I — ARZIF AR, JoEH O TRAENE
CTLEIDT, IEE ABPBEWVIEZR LN EZ T Laord Liva
U,
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T

EO5E REBEBET—LIZBITAIREEOD

DM EEEROE K

i

-

4

51 BIFEORBBRET—LDETIL

ZOBETIIET AT TV, BRSESME T L L LB ZE 7R
WEDET N ZHRITHEITT D, £ORIZEBIDRBEIEHET — L DT —F Zffi,
REEDO I ARG ROBR L EE HT,

5.1.1 AAFEREETIL

AN alEE X Fehr and Schmidt & 2319994 L W BRZ L= DT, 2ME O
BEIC AN LS A EAN L CTHEINT 2 2 & CRkiEE 7 — 2B 2 A0 TE 250
L7,

7o & 213 BB OO BEEIIA T O b D TH 5 (g =], 15
BRIEWE 1, 2007),

x—oa(l—2x) ifx<0.5
x—B(2x—1)ifx > 0.5

U : JR&EH O B

X EREORSE

a=Bp o 0<B<1

a=BITASBMIA LY ZL OFIEEZBNTHNLZ ENLAELLIAHIY b, MARHS X
DBBLOFFEBNTND Z EnBAELLAHADIEI MRENERESNLTND,
B=0IXHDMPMUAL Y ZL DRIBGEBENTWD ZENLIEOHHAEZE LS O LR
EIND,

BREN x 20 504K 5T B4 BAEIMES L7 5202301272 % D1 %
LTI AR EADOBIER <ITETHLDT, ZHAND - EI2hD, o
F 0. BREN0SL D KX VEAIEET LU TZIAND - Skt LT, BE
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BROS5E D DIRNGAITHEIE LKL THEG L TLE ),

512 EMILEHE (QRE) ETIL

McFaddeniii® 7 > & L E T M IS < fERBIE 7 VT X - Tl X
o R A CIT A LB HAT AT 4 T & LIS TH D,

McKelvey 5 DFE R LT L ¥ v FEEEZ V., 7 L —Y —id kg j 2 8241
T HWHEREZEETED, QRETY I 2 bL— b L CTHiBIBES — 2 0FE R & 1<
TP LT D0nTE 5,

pii — &P i - Uij(p))
Yk exp €A + Uik(p))

wij ¢ LY IR § A 38 A TERE O HIRERIAS
pi : 7 L —Y—iOmfE OB OB~ 7 b L (QREDFERIL)
Ae[0,00] : TRTOT L —F—ZHBEBTHHET, < SADERT —F 0 OHETHHLOTH
%

ZDOQREET ML » T, il — L DFEBRTI Ao b5 (—
ANEDBRBEAT 1:S1) OFFH) »ookizTHTE 5,

5.1.3 LAY 72 2 E TR kK D€ T )L

2 HLRALF PETERS (2000) 513 4L5E L 7= LI ZE R EIE D€ T /L T,
X kx2EFAN (invasion) ZEBATHZ L TAEIDOAIZE (NSRS T i
FIRGTHICEESTEL D) T2ty Ial—rar Lz,
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5.2 IREZED M EIEREDER

S5.UIAVERIBELE T LET NV Th D, MNP EIT LI Z A, REH
DA LHERROEGRE B LT,

WEAF O 1 D et imhe 7 — L &2 W Tt (a2 275, WIitd 2004
U EOBIMENS D7 —25) LT, AEOSEIEENZE T 2 —HMEN R oz,
DFY | HEARMURENMEDAN (KT RN IZAD S DERWREEZZ T AN
HZENTE, ALAFESELNTE D NIISEFITR DRIV ERIC R T
PTIHESELTLE Y, HOOREMNMEOWMMADRVRERZIEST 2214 70
ABRHED NN LT =N Hbnd,

MEVRRZ T 5 NINEF LR DGET X TOREELZ T AND, AT
T HNIENREE ISR LT, AFERITRoBEREE (A FL L EWiE
R) BZTAND, KoMERIERET HNIRSERERE LT A2
EWVOGERATE LITHUE, SR ADRBIEDNTEHD LEENG 7 — LO/RE
BREFET LN TE S, BT EEBY THDH, (F5-1)

A RWDEZE (BEEDO0~30%) =T DA

B : AR D (REED31%~60%) ANDOEIE (%)
C: K-olE (BEED61%~100%) 2 ADOEIE (%)
a: ADRHEMIZ 50 5EE (%)
b : BORHEMIZ 5D 2EE (%)
c: CORMEMIZED DEIE (%)

*A, B, COEIGITA E TORKEIRT —LDORR» L EBIIICERLIZD

D,
0~30% | 31%~60% |61%~100%
A B C
A 1 1 1
B 0 1 1
C 0 0 1

¥ UIZITFANASAZ L 0FERTA L
#5-1 _BHEOGAM~ ) v T A

9. BROZHERKIIROX LY RD S
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K=A (A+B+C) +B (B+C) +CC=A+B*+BC+C?

Fo. HERERTZHEK=172D T, Z#rENOLEBIEROIETRNND,

R=1—K

HODRKIEEY —LAOFER (HkE22042) 2FHLCHHE L TLLI
RlL=Z Enbootz (52, K5-1) .

HH | AFELESE | BEOERE
1 0.1619 0.18
2 0.1571 0.16
3 0.0452 0.14
4 0.3231 0.35
5 0.3408 0.26
#5-2 HERERO g
1
0.9
0.8
0.7
0.6
0.5 —— 241
8; Ab-% == %42
0.2 — ,//
0.1 -
.O R
1 2 3 4 5

[X]5-1 $E{FEO L

EF A0, RIS ENE S — A OB IENE UERICBT S 2 & 2%
AECENUR, TOREMOT NS T X AMGRSEAR (BINF) OREOIAG
DU, HEEFELARICTHTE 5, 22Tk, EZEMES—LADLAT
X, SIFEFTEEDRASRY OMESZ B L= X 0hnb, Z OfME#IX
EF TR D DENIIEEF TR D E WV ) ORI IIRER L Ty, &
FAZRRET HNE L HAARNTRIBRE SNADRHITES LT L,
IV OEAIE. BxIIAPLEZE N, ZLTHAIZIZTE ST HEBRL
R CHEOHDLEELWEITESTEA S, AU —205RITEIITZOR
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ML TWADTHD,

N — A TTIEsIE (D) DEOOFTIRICEF > T EBeE
SWAICHFHNT 200 ERD DL, REILHAALRNLED T BEEZ 2L T
SNEEBIZKET 5, ZOHLEIETETERERY (BoNn—HLH ST KkE
DIRIEZFF2) DIT—F L WEIKR T, RIK60% 0 H70% DS INENE 5 Liz (117
IR, KB 2006) . ADD ORI EFFS TWARE N —EIHEE
RSN Tz, ZIUIADLAERTNERD DB 6 A EZ AT
D ENTEDRZEES — L LITFEENITE S, ZABTRIEM T —L%2T
DY, BOMWETERERY L) E D DIEANZIEZ0ND Z ENRNWDOT, Ffhte
TICERBOMGEFRFOZ &IZ LTz, HBBES—L05E1T. ZANTITH 77—
LT, WoTLARANF7200 Fadiud BB TR NE LT DDTA
WIRINZ LD d Livey, RUFETHE 5 7 —22TH500M 2 E 9 e
I L 150 LRET DO HLFEFENPREL LR EEZFH LIZDT,

HEPOHZEDZ ENTEIL, AAERTFEREZRD N LTHD, —RIRY
DI — D OB EITFIFIAAFITT T BN EMFICH SN
HZEHBNNCTHEPDLT, AFRSELEZ ODAREALRE, £, HET
HATENV A B D NITE DIRWREIZH T2 Rl 72 E &2 U 5 FICTARAFETH HH
FIIANFELRBDBELEOENDOX ¥ v 7 HE T, T2 CTHEGTHITHZE L
Db LivZewy, ZhudFE Mg O\HEZE, 2008) Z Mk L7zdun/E e
MATE b L,

FIFDOE 2 #28M LT, ZIUCKT 2RERTFEZHTONRDBEE LUV,
BRI 2 B TR 7 — A DA T VT, SN I E 5 O DITITRE O
WIEBZHET B0 E D D ORFEEZFF > TV D DT, W7y FRER LTI
RWBRICZHD LW THh D,
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ARFETIEALNI LI Z LT TDOEBY TH D,

1. Z ANORGEEY — 2BV T, A FOREEN— 2133 0E O NE TR
FET DS T, b DII AL TR, BREEIREE LINEED
ZODT =TT T AR KT A X O IR A S0, FIZ3AD
BAEORREE SR L CRIVUE AT — 2 0OBE TOREBED AR —FT
DL BT,

2, BB NI —RIIET OV ERER L T, TORITISEEITR DRI
EHNCHEEZ BL TE D0 E 9 MMTITEE KIF S 720,

3. BT ITRELT N EMEREREAEL T2 BEMEZFF > T LM, IBEE N
BEEZFFOTWVAEMNE I NEMHERTE WS, &8ORRE 2 EBEICRES
ST ANDEAD D D,

4, FHEBIES — 2BV, R COSMEITREF /R DRFORERHE L IGEH
7R BREDZ T AN LN DRI —EEN R b T,
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6.2 EERTHERL/-:R&E

MERID KR & & 2 T2 IS INF B2 & . LUT O 50 BURZRORE D

3o T,

(1) ¥ < 6WVDOSMETHRENZDOIITA D OHK b ED D EEH LT,
B 21X, MEN— T HMIZZRUE, 20 10% TEAAL»EDRS EHiERL
AN

LirL, THERUEDOE R ZRORFTEEDNREE RS gl BIFTERL
Tl RATFBADMER DN OFEIR L IT DO T DA LA AR o T,
TG O EBHETORRRENED bOTHLHZ LEZRON LT,

(2) EVIEWREEZZ TN EZ Lo EBWZEZ A, 272THH

R H@BITEA LT CAE S M TH R, S5 EER 20T, K
WERZ SN THHRICITE LW EEZ 22ME bW e, ERITAERRES
LR REICREAPIRE Lo E W=t 2 A, BONLVZEH A
HARRONL RN EEZDBNE BT,

50, BB — LB IT T, HEROSEIEENC S 2 EKEN 20D T
ZINETXIRIM/DRBEIZWN T, T LS5 <N X bho 7z, BEIZIED
SRR CE R WEBRRICEm T 256, oo Z L 2&5 25 80
LRI 2 b9 ZENE XD,
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b5,
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(2) BERREDEE
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REDFEAEL L THTZ2RBIZBWTE S WD 59 I 2 DT ARATE
DIHARR R HAE L R TIZIIRDELRWFEERTH D,

(3) DDEH

F L7 NV—"7 (BEH, IEE) ZHDHNEIBEWNNZEDO LK LTS
Dhy, BIZIX, 7 —2 2 OFETIE— ADIGEZTOHENLS 9 —ANcED LD
ICHEBEINDONEREIC LT R b7en, B 52, SIEITBAE NI
FHFEOB X% ED X HITHERI L TWD D,

(4) LEEGRAHZF

O RESCEOM TH BT MREE T =08, ABORES Z2H#tE L TAFS
B2 EOITENIANIC L CER L CX 2O HERRETH D, BERET
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L THFEEINL200 EGRHIBIFIZ L > TR L TNDTEA D,
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(5) MRZEEF

Va—UYrAIEoEE [T o —rOVERFEROME—H NS E K
DTIITITEEFRARE L IEIRTICH DO THD EER L, LvL,
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— . FEEE1-1, 1-2, 21283+ A8

O Z=2D0FEBRIZIT R TERYDOBEEHE-> T\, IREEDZIT AN S, 17
EHEDISEBE LT HEVICBE&EEZ, HELRT255FM5EbMbEX
720, EERITHE > T e BaLAMIHEe L T L T Tz,

@ —[BDOF —2ZBINT HHREITEZENENOHRICE > TEV, BHEWIC
BErabhbEbZ Eidhrol,

@ FEhR1-1 & 1-2 L QREOSNMF LRI 2D, OO FEBREZFRIIAT 1272
D, —ODOERIZ AL ESBIL TV 5B EgiRE Iz b,

FEhR 1-1

ZIMFNZ 450 M2 R—EZ ADPB D LINEEB, CO=ANORIIRTHZ a7 —
LAONEE L THI Lz, AIZHMIZ 450 HZ2 ¥ EDICo0 T, o %EB & C
DZNIZHITH, BECIZHTHIBEIIMNTERTHDLZ EE2AIZERL, £
oy ARTTERRIC, BECIIH T BN BEFIN L THATHHLT B ECH
ETNENLREES ZLIZT 5, BECITHETHIESRT D2 ENTE S, v
DEGLIEO=AEE 0 I d, 22220 CII B LRICIREICT D, DFE D,
FIEDIGEF B WZIF ANUIZ T HF@v icker B, ERTIUI=AE D
fird E 2720,

FEhR 1-2

ZINENZ 450 ZRRE A D H D LINEH B, CO=ANDRIZHITLZ L a T —
LORNEKELTHMA L, 20X =T BRI T TWD, £T3MmEE»
— AL LT AMNRESELE LT 4650 HE ZODWDITHT 5, —EIXE SIS
HBET, FEVIXIB & COZNINTDIBE LD, AIFBREOSNE THLT
450 % 150 : 300 2T %, 150 T A DS TH D, A BT HIC, B oD
300 MZB & COZANDEIZAITTEDL S, ZOHE, BITREE L2V, CIX
REHIZ2 D, CIEBOZIHFITONWTEZHET 20ERT 02RO 5, Zikd
LA ST FEVICCARBEEEZ S0, HEETEAE ML E XA
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Ve F—b—EF—A UXTNFIL 300 H & 500 HE5T T D, AL CHRR
HELTHODT =N ENEZ T DO INDN, B EDIXSNE720, B
EDIPEEFRIE—20F —L1F 300 HE, 9O EDDOF—L78 500 [ E551T
HIERTEHZD, A CHRENTNRELIZRIZ, TO_OOREEB LD
IZRYE D, £ZC, B & DR ETICENE NS Z 5 AT 2 Dol
N N

L REBEOAN LG RDOBMRDT — X

ER2H5XME (BDL) TOREDHE

1% [ 11% | 21% |31% 51% | 61%
N SmE 41%~
No e 0 |~ |~ |~ ~ ~ ~
DA 50%
10% |20% | 30% | 40% 60% | 100%

Slonim and Roth(1998)
r—LD $60 240 0 0 0.01 | 0.03 | 0.16 0.75 0.06 0
F—L©Q | $300 330 0 | 0.04 0 0.07 0.2 0.66 0.07 0
F—L® | $1,500 250 0O | 001|006 | 004 | 0.12 0.69 0.07 0
List and Cherry(2000)
r—L@ $20 290 0 0 028 | 0.1 0.17 0.36 0.09 0
F—LO® | $400 270 0 0 0.27 | 017 | 0.17 0.34 0.04 0

B 5RE (HH ) TOEEE

! 1% [11% | 21% | 31% | 41% | 51% | 61%
AN 10% | 20% | 30% | 40% | 50% | 60% | 100%

Slonim and Roth(1998)
r—LD $60 240 0 0 1 0.67 | 042 0.11 0.07 0
7—12 | $300 330 0 | 085 0 0.31 0.17 0.07 0.05 0
7—10Q | $1,500 250 0 0.5 0.5 | 058 | 0.07 0.03 0 0
List and Cherry(2000)
F—L® $20 290 0 0 0.72 | 043 0.3 |0.13 0.12 0
7F—L® | $400 270 0 0 055 | 0.28 | 0.17 0.08 0 0
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