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$147 A (Hartsough et al., 2020), W AWFFEH, A2
BT R MTE S A Ak ) i iRAE A AT
(Harlé & Sanfey, 2007), 1 £ 51 A< B 0] 22 fifk 34 # 15
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p=0.043], #F— LR BN BT KRB, AFIARLNF
SEAAET, 5 ILEMEE = IR N % B
BT 4 % )L (OR=0.26, p=0.070), 6 % JL#EH =T
FESTAT M W3 5 T 4 % JLEE (OR=0.08, p<0.001), 5
%56 % LEZIA 2 %A 0% (OR=0.31, p=0.161)
N B SRR AR 22 R B3 (ps>0.238). AR
ARSI B s BEAEH AR ZE [x*(2)=0.63,

p=0.729], FESHCH 550 Be 25 R 038 BAE A B
F [X(1)=0.01, p=0.934], =[N ZE3HAEHRFEA L
% [X(2)=0.65, p=0.722], A% 45 = 54T
Syt an i 1 TR
_ ooy -] 4%
S s — s
% 60 + ra6%
=
tj 40 +
@! 20+
0 ==Y wal —
ﬁMramm‘mw FAC
RAIAA T4 A
B RFIR AT 5 A IR 4 R LB 4 =07 4 i He

TE: *p<0.05, *#p<0.01, ***p<0.001, LI T,

222 FE=AHENHEHERBESSERTN

TE 55 = 7 TR VAT Sy 0 HIT IS 40 500 %F 7 A A7 2 3
FIvE5y o THMAE 15 0 R E S T R, 7E4E
AT, 4 2 JLE RN 2515 578 M=3.48(SD=



523 ik LA FERMRM SR IR 4~ 6% LI = )5 5 i 215

0.14), 5% JL#E N M=3.73(SD=0.99), 6 % JL# N
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The Impact of Cost Imposition and Inequity Direction on Third-Party
Punishment in 4- to 6-Year-Old Children

ZHANG Xue, LU Yang, LIU Wen
(College of Psychology, Liaoning Normal University, Dalian 116029)

Abstract

By using a third-party dictator game paradigm, this study examined how cost imposition (cost-free vs. costly) and inequity

direction (disadvantageous vs. advantageous) influence third-party punishment and the role of negative emotions in 4- to 6-year-old

children. The results showed that: 1) third-party punishment frequency increased significantly with age; 2) children exhibited

significantly higher punishment rates in cost-free conditions than in costly conditions; 3) both punishment behavior and negative

emotions were significantly stronger in disadvantageous inequity scenarios than in advantageous inequity scenarios, with negative

emotions significantly subsided after punishment. The results indicate that cost imposition and inequity direction have a significant

impact on children’s third-party punishment behavior. Children demonstrate both the maintenance of fairness norms and aversion to

selfish distributions, with the latter being stronger. Children exhibit negative emotions, and third-party punishment effectively

reduces children’s negative emotions.

Key words children, third-party punishment, cost, inequity direction.
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