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Zgeeg?tt 3 R skareR!
(1. MW AFEQEFR, K 410081 2. @G A¥ X XA FHRIE, KPP 410081,

3. MBI ERFX MM EHLOEREF O, KD
EHERE, K 410081)

M OERARAANGXECE RN, AATALFRAEE-RARATFTT . AR AKRF AWK, KB ES
MBAMAATEREELAANXR, ERAN, ZEARAITH@RATRES gAY X R, PREARA &
HFARGRTESRTEARMNE AAME, B EARATHH GRS aHME(FR 1), 25 H2RA
RS MR ZATRAE R R (FRR2) . MAEY, EHARAF TE X FAGTEIMA aAME, 2R

410081; 4. Wi A ¥ Ak 5 AXATHHEA

o AL A TR — R AE A
KB A EMRA; A A
415 :B844

1 55

VERCRZH 57 1 R %A 0 R A
BRI LA A& AT A R Ry AT H T
FE R AR P A O i 8 bR, R
W oRad o R TE A SR A, o Z 5T S, R LI
A L 4 g AR R IS A FAF 3308 X 4 22 i £
JE 5 RS JE 7 A T RS e (BT, 2020) o SRTE R
AR R ) Y 5 e DR 3R R A AL ) A A B
SRS

TUAE BT S M TF 5 R0 2 — (Se-
untjens et al. , 2015) . S4ER—FhEEHEHLZH
AN TR B9 NS A T, AN R 4 B B W AR
WAL 45 M M7 5F JE P BT 8K 2 ( Seuntjens et al.
2016) . AL i 2 BOR TR A E M B kk &
M i (Wang et al. , 2019) , {H N 16 57 BRAE 75 S L
H AT R # 2 N AT s 1 Smi A2 (Liet al., 2021)
PRIt , 7 T AR R T A 28 o B AR R b 1) Y B
LGN R AT W KA —E A E S
T, A BB — R AR S — 7
T, AT H LU P BT AL 26 & B ST S Y,
X 20 21 b B S5 4 A AT R 3 R i) ( Schaerer
et al. , 2018) , A TR LR 7 A g plial, 3l 18 7
LSRRI TS ST IR STAE S A R AY OC &R, X N

T RE W] B R 2% A= 0 1 R ) DL RSB 5 A R
O PR B 284 B AT HE R SR R
1.1 ZE587

CNE R A LU B AT 2y T A 3R 45 1A 1
PR R 25 7 20 Bl Ak 2 A R U7 O
[ E MR, 25 =i A AR B SR 2
DUS W] REA 4 WA 2R i v 9 52 5 [l 41, L) B Rk
HAeAt 2 22 h A 4521 (Miller, 1999) . [ #E4>
TR DUAIHE 23 S0 25 S AR AN ke TREICRA R B9 AT 2 S A5
fii 5] ( Batson, 1998 ) , HLAK P e 578 18 78 ) & 1647
NG, P S b, AR S W S A G HEE
Iz B A R & AL 35 A R T A AT AT 2R PG, A AL
J1 A4 A R A (Miller et al., 2008) . i Z A~k
ETR AN E QBRSNS R 3K DA ' BN Wit
) a2 SR 3 F4% (DeCelles et al. | 2012
Huang et al. , 2011),

AR IR B A R U IRVE B B R ) 1 T
O FRRL AL, X a2 R e 5 2 U R B A EOR 19 R
77 ( Seuntjens et al., 2015, 2019; Wang et al.,
2019) o MHEAL.CFRAE 00 A B R, SUAE R IR T N3
JSA] BB AR MRS 22 B 5 LA X AN A e B 1)
(Chen, 2018) , A= fir s F I8 5 P4 A Fo e BR B b il A
FR A AR B3l 22 XoF R ok g B 428 iR R BV IRE T B ) A 0 0
SR AT B )5 B (Griskevicius et al. , 2011) , At
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S S AF AR T — U AU, B A A A ) £
DU 2 A B woR . IAERFSE 2 B, 5148 5 B A A
KAk Wy Joa 32 S gy o A 0 B AE A OG5 (R G
O W RCR B e A F A ] 2 5 OC (Seuntjens et al.
2015) s A H SAERIEMAEE S A C /i H
B 4 % (Razen & Stefan, 2019; Seuntjens et al. ,
2015) , RAMARE AL 2 1% (Bao et al. | 2020) , 5 5
PR 45 55 25 2 55 0] 3 ( Seuntjens et al. , 2016) ,
WHZ5&FBHAT N (B M AT 4 ) (Li et al.,
2021) ;s m B E 29 0 5 VE S 4% (Van den Heuvel
et al. , 2022; Wu et al. , 2022) , #4647 K
(Seuntjens et al. , 2019) , A4 F & e i m W & A
A Al 72 28 T FE B b 52 52 B KA 2K (Sajko et al.
2021) o LMERISGE 275 45 5048 00 A #4719 £ 5 1E
M WAL, —H N X RAED R FM, L
SEN(2021) e B AE oim 81 % ok A 16 JE DAY s T I AR
PER B8 I ) F0 8 A ) 5 7 5 A O IR
JEW Z& AT, o A X A ) B4 T A O Ok o 26
I, Wu 55 A (2022) % B e 4 5T ACEE AT 0 ] 9 2%
X B 05 1o ) 70 o TN A P o AS I 5 R A 25 A AL
JIFEFCT 3 — 2 BT AT 30 ST AR A R e Y
AR .
1.2 SR OmiEATNER

F g Je— A~ A 3 2ok 47 ) 0 53 TE W 950K 52 i At
NHYHETT (Galinsky et al. , 2008) o A7 BE AT # 41
— RO BDR A ] A — A A AR B 7RO BEAL
JIRRTSE o AU R I 3 5 B S Y0 BT ) A
AT 55 ARG ST BV S5 i [m] 42 B3 SOV R 3l 0 BRAL
T B I T S F A B A LD B S AL AU Y
2z B BRI AR OO A (BB IR A AN X PR 4 o) 2 il
e T A E S BE b Y AR A RO AN ER
ORI N g = R AN U S s
O, TR XA AR E T (Magee & Smith, 2013)
TE A0, O BEA AR AL ) A A Y S A 2 i ey el /b
NPAT R AR R E R O 3% /0 [R) BELG OF BE A A
474 (Blader & Chen, 2012; JE X3 45, 2020), LI
TR 5T 22 MO BRA S 1 71 B2 25 S8 AU I ATl I
R IR AT AL ) 5 T A R R A —
L, A mE A A A R AR Y BETEAE A SR,
X — WA 2 T AU PR AR O R . AR B
AR BE R AU RS T GRS B R 45 0 2, AL
A TE A SRR 23 TE B IR AR A AR N P X A
S, T3 i A K A HE (Maner & Mead, 2010)
T3 A0 AT ZE B R W AR BN O A 2 5 24U B AL
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T WA ST A4t 2 55 (Kelner et al. , 2008) ,
TE AN ZH 2 i) A 25 36 B L0 R A AT Sy (an s Sk
A KROLTE) -

5T 3 N 5 AL ) (structural power)
FOBIF 5 A 0 e AT A AR AR 8O, o R AF dd ad ik
B A XA 18 T I8 Y 52 B F AR AUR R AL T,
BORERU T $ Dhi AB A G RY.O BEAT O I A 8
(Tost, 2015) . 1 =g A g vl 4100 ) A4 A A8 LA 475 4
AR 45 A B9 B R (Schaerer et al. , 2018)
WFIE R I, Y ERCE 0 5T = R SR i, AR 22U
S5 b i B R 1) BT 23 A (Rus et al., 2012) , Jf:
B AR (De Wit et al., 2017), I
A, B A 23 PR Ay 18 B AT J8 T B J R R 4 4
AR REIAE 55 (Williams et al. , 2022) . ZHZUP Y45
FAL T3 23 00 A PR B A 2648 S (B R AL D R
HEAU A AR R 51 T IR A B WL &) I A R
B R Ja %k g A T 3 iR P TE ST AT R R
IR EE — T P 5 RS A, AR (8 2 AR 3R B R fl N 25
BFANARZ A E L2 (Tost & Johnson,
2019) o EIRBETE R, 54 AL ) 1 3k T AR A
ZURIM A F) 45 1925 18 . S5 AU BT S LA A B T
Fom XA A B B, A B T s AL S 44
b, B A& BB SR AR IR T, 8 i R it 2
WA I, AWETE NG AT B AL A iR 2
ST ST AR E R ) AR I SR R

Y8 J1 BRI B A7 S A AU TS M N A
02 B A ER FE ( 52 0 (Lewin, 1939), il 4,
BUAE R T RE A AME S F R AT SR 32 B 5 IR A
5 (Li et al., 2021), 84, 24 5048 & w7 AL
B, S5 R AT e A5 4 X 21 2 KAl N R 25 1 7 &
P e [ R W 0 BRAL A E, 25 R AL AT
A BN A X B A 4% B9 5 TE (Tost & Johnson,
2019) o —J5 1, = 45 H AL T3 BT 26 % W T AT JRORT A
ZUN R B2 4 A R N O 1 808, AR ST 28 X A
B 1) A B o 9 — 7 T, R T AR 4 4 b TR A Y
FEAE T A FAT AT RE 2l ok 5w A A
Hi A2 A5 2R MM I 3 T ASUA 1) e 1 B A R S T BE L
FEH AT R LA ZE Y H A Hi 67 (Bao et al., 2020)
P, BN I TE S G AT T A AR S8 R T
Xk HE B 1] B 5 R 2 B AEG, BRIV v 4 A A ) T 2%
N TE B8 5 A F AR ] ) YOG 2R, i B A
B 1 SR AT R Y AR S A A6 ) A OC &R TR
REE A K] 26, B0 48 AT 1E 1] #5000 A~ 4K /4 13 ] i
], H = ST 20T, 8 B OC R KR B
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1.3 MAREENER

DLW 5 A A WAl S — A i S i — 0072
o AR, TR S A v R rh AU A S A B
BB AR o L B S AL R R 5 A% AR Sl i
A BIFL T 53 B R A2, TTACE A WL IA R, %
K IR ] e I AL ) S o AL ) 1 B 278 A 23 52
AN R AT, £ 28 W] 30 K B AT R R AL, A
J1kG € M AT Y AL g %k B & gy (Sligte et al.
2011) \ANE 84T A (Kim et al., 2017) | APRH. )
(Mooijman et al. , 2019) . /A IE 47 5 ( Zheng et al. ,
2019) F'E B AT (XM 45, 2022) (520, X AT
AE PR S A ) B AN 5 1 2 T AR 8.0 B ALV (4
R RAT S 3530 22 48 W9 W05 ) , I I & A T 3 7T g
2R g AR BTy S B O TR XURS: e 4 2% (M-
ner et al. , 2007) ,

DU 32 B 5G A ) R P X O BRA ) R ALY
T AW SR R T AT . — 5w, AL
ARERMEE T, HEUP B EAE 2 B2 3 R
B TAE & 71 (Feenstra et al. |, 2017 ) , 1 J& J1 fr 5] %
FR A A5 FE K B AR AN A AT O (2 € S 45, 2016) ;
3 —J7 W, T A B I A O 5 AT 1 K
Wor , 4 45 20 275 255 0 K I ) 45 T RE R 4 e H AL
W R) Sz 20 58 B, B 2z, R AT RE AR Y T R £ B RE 8
Wi AEF R, -0 SHLAT R
18 DR 2R ASE B L 1 i N T 5 4 Hh 28 AL B AL A
GEAIRARE GBSO G M) o H A &R A~
FI A5 BOAL g 4 A7 52 3 gl B ), 3 b 45 4 A B O
T o M 2 i AL Ab T — P JC B RS, i 25 4
K3 A Jir B 8 53 AT 2% A 2 A 25 1k 2 910 89,
HE TR AR AT O )5 280 (Tost, 2015) , g it 4 H iR i3
2 40 AT B AN AR E R I, S5 AR A T i 9 Y A
P B35

WG R TR EREA R TS5 AU 75
SRRV AR S | A R BESE 1R R T
SRR R ST AE S E M ) 1] 5 2R AR 4R A A
I 2 TE BRI b — 2D BRI Y AU AR E I, 454
K3 609875V 2 AR SR AFAE

2 R 1 mEBES AR KR 4
FIAL T B9 4 H
2.1 HARHEM
WFoT 1 B AE il & AR I R W S5 A AT, LA
g AR BT 5 A R ) 0 9855 VR R, R 1 45 1 AL
71 RE A B B AR SR S B A

2.2 HARFAE
2.2.1 #Hik

i G * Power THH T FRHEA &L, S 3k 8] S5 4%
[t (f? = 0.15,a =0.05,power = 0.95) /75 %
119 #9080 W50 1 BEHLIA S5 200 24 K228 BBk 7
AT 8T L A JE AU JE A B0 AT RO 193 1y, K
5 86 44, Lo 107 44, F My 4R Oy 20.70 %
(SD =2.10),

2.2.2 HRMBESEF

(1) BT A4 5T )

K] Seuntjens 55 A\ (2015 ) JF & i 57 25 ¢ Joi it
%% ( Dispositional Greed Scale), %1 3 £t Liu 58 A
(2019) B, 76 0 BN FE A i 2o R 4F 9 15 8808
(Cronbach’s a = 0.89 ~0.91) , &M & 77 245 I 1)
W A T E (Bao et al. , 2020; Li et al. , 2021) , &%
HTATH, M RERRELETL” “ANEHAZ
DL BRI AR RS FF e (1 =4k
WARIE,S = AR [F &) , P B 45 0 i e R W 5 4
1B 177 #% = ( Cronbach’s @ = 0.75)

(2) 5 AT B3R 05 A A1) B i

Z: I Gu %8 N (2019) M WF 5T, 4 25 1 KL T 1 45
AR A A A AT g 100 B B b (AR5 A A T 4 96
N EEMATTH 97 N) o A FAT A By & 2
Tan & N\ (2017) BBESE -

B — N, mERFEEHEDH -G, —1
53 B AR BB T ST A0 2 o B4
A5 A R 50 2 r ek NS B A2
B0 P, 2 ROk T ik N2 5 8 1 shry /b
B AT e 4k, R R 55 B TR e K 1 5 44 i 1E K
AL E 4

A L ) 2 A R ER A S i AT
Al B S SIS Bl o A A B AR AT — O VR AT T IR 23 1) 2 S AR
FUEW] SR C &4 TR Z i) W) 2 & E TG B
OB RO fl 4R 5 % & my pl 2 A, 4% 3
IR ITJE Z 45 UK 2000 JT , A BARRE ) At £2 41— 13 K M
ER

K FH A 3 B BRI A R S5 AT o FE = 4
IR 24N B ) B R A R 5 AR R R
AR E i T TE U2 19 DR b A AR i ok
TERL, PRI DT 25 Bh s DL 23 AT 55, JF X ATT A 2 31
A AT A AN 3l s TEAR S M AL ) 26 0T, il B 332
GG IR E R EREE S — 2 W0,
BIh2x 32 R TE B2 10 DR SR rh A AR v A DR AL A/ T
DT 2 bh 2 O O3 BC AT 55, I X URATT Y 3R BLASCHR 37
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AN o G5 F BT 58 e, Bl T 1] 28 ek
% H Huang %5 A (2011) A58 3 A3 H (™ 3L
BB H O FTRWEAS” ) A B0 A sk, R
581 =dEHAFE,S =EFRE) , FH1Es
e, R WILE AL ) 85 ( Cronbach’ s o = 0.83)
B J5 B R T 2 M & 4w A Tan 58 A (2017) 19 3
ANIECE PA [ R, R AR IR 2 B2 X
B IR B BB R S E T A S
B Z X R (emitsr) o RS miiFsr (1 =
EHAEE,S =6 F &), FHRH 5 E, &R
FI I {6 ] #8755 ( Cronbach’ s o = 0.89) , H T4E
Btk i 5 B Ak AF 0 A8 B % U) A G ( Seuntjens
etal., 2015)  PH it 4w i 1 AR N H 25 (5 B
A HE B 785 78 52 T
2.3 #HRE5WR
2.3.1 ZEHNAWIRNKRIE

MSEREAS ¢ KB F WA, 45 H AT 4 O\ X Bl Y
BRS04 M AL T (M = 3,45,
SD = 0.87) WAL S 159 43 B 3% TR AL 4
(M= 273, SD = 0.95),1 (191) = 5.56,p <
0.001,Cohen’ s d =0. 80, Ui B 5 AL T B A R,
2.3.2 HRMSITREXST

AR R R G KA KA s R 1 TR
TAE R SR 5 A R B A OGO B AR I N
GIEE iU P N NS 32 N =R 42 e
G307

F1 HRGITREXFIER

AF i M SD 1 2 3 4
1 AF 4% 20.70  2.10 -
2 ) 0.55 0.50  0.50 -
3 gk 316 0.65  0.08 0. 02 -

4 LERIRLT) 0.50  0.50 0.08 0.09 0. 09 -

5 [ 1.70  0.86 -0.00 -0.10  0.12 -0.05

TE R0 =551 = 20 S5 AU) -0 = IRES AL D 1 = i M AL
J157p < 0.05,7p < 0.001, T,
2.3.3 RES5AMXR - EUNABNATIER

LA AL TR BTAE 5 A R OC & MR AR .
W 2 s, LASTAE (AR AL ) e — 3% 22 B350 T
Ak, DLEA R g5 R AR B AT MR oA, SRR,
TS N S RAL T E RN YN B (A S AR 5 45
R 3 1) 28 T35 g, = 670 1) F80I0 15 ) A0 1e] , B2 4 A
AT AR S AR C R

HE— 2 A6 0 N [F) 25 R AL T 25 4R BT AR X F R Y
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I AE R IR 1) o a7 B Rk 38 03 1 3 B, TEAIR 25 4 AL
JIGAE TS, AR W OE S 8 R (simple
slopey; = 0.49, 1 = 3.77, p < 0.001) N ER =22
KU AT 904 G B 583 Csimple

slope, = -0.16, 1 = -1.22, p = 0.23),
x2 HEASWER
A Al
A
R*  F(df) B t P
e 0.02 1.89(2)
Ak 0.13 1.80  0.074
L] -0.07 -0.90 -0.368
o 0.08 5.27(3)
AR x ST -0.34 -3.44 0.001
22 = @ = BT
—— K&
20
1.8F
£
=3
Jm

e A

1 #FHRANRESEF
KRBT IER

2.4 e

WF5E 1 ad s B A A FE 55 H AY 45 44 AL
1, BRGEAE AL ) e B AR A R ] @ 5 VE . 4
SRR AR TR AR S AR OC R B 4
FIAL 1 6808 5% vh S 25 X5 1 A4 1) #) I 1) S50 4 H
(LFRBIE 1) o WF5E 1 BIE5 R Y0AE T 45 /AL T B AR
e % i (Tost & Johnson, 2019) , iIF BH >4 /4N 7F 20 41
H R T A T I, OO B B AT A R T 5 AR A A
i E M . AIETE 1 5 5 S A AU BN AR E Al
LA WG 2 JE— LR MBS AU AR E I,
TEBUAE S A R 5C & b iy 38 99 4 e 5 2 R 2k

Ak

3 MR2ABESAMMKR: A
Ko e P 5 A A B 8 15 VR

3.1 HREM

W5 2 FESS AU A RRE 1T 52 R K IR 454
KT A S48 55 8 A 18] #3545 1 2 T AKOR AP e
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3.2 HIRAE
3.2.1 #ik

WE5E 2 B HLIR 55 200 4 K246, BBk 17 A s
L SE Y G R IS A B0 A OB 183 £y Hrh B
490 £, LA 93 &, F B 19.93 % (SD =
2.71) .
3.2.2 MIREF

(1) R 0T 5 28 1 ) 2

FAF5E 1, % Seuntjens 25 A (2015) A9 45 i 5%
2522 (DGS) #4737 & ( Cronbach’s « = 0.77)

(2) RFasE 45 AL B s s 5 A R )
IR

WSS 1, 0F 58 bR R - R AR B EH &
J& Wedg 5t (Tan et al. , 2017) , 9l a3 Bl 43 FiC 31 45 44
B AT E BN B v, ARG5S MR T 91 N, =
SERRLTIE 92 N o AU AR E W45 b R AR I 5
1 SEhl bR AT g - 78 = A ) AR B 4L, 78 A4 ) b
AR A TRIESEEE S EHM R R R, &
SEAE S HH e B . i BT A B R R R A
B — R R R 2 AT B PRI, SR 5 A R A 2
X AN T8 BE R 2E HE AT RN IE A 14 (1 ~10 43) o 1R
AT R34 15 43 G 2R AR F 6 4 3% 1 At
TE e N AR 4 R WAL 23 R T AR 7 FE AR A
TIARFE A, R 2 B R VRN P & B, IR 1
AR A R T AT 2 B DL R A E RN
TR 2R 2 2 M B — R Eh & =07 8 TR R 1%
MRS A BN BT SR AR E T, 4R 5
67 2 idxt 4 FE B (R - S4B RE -
RS AT - S AU AR - IR45 1
) TR R e M7 (1 = EH AR
FasE,7 = EWRE) . FESIT R, AU RE
(30N 2%, F (1, 66) = 21.40,p <0.001, ff
n’ =0.25, ¥R 76 B Fa R 4 1F R i RaE R
(M =4.63, SD = 0.15) W ¥ & T AR E KM
(M =3.98, SD = 0.15) , Yl Wl A FaE S5 A AL ) Y
Jed SRR A R

MR S5 e e, R ok 12 A g B FR
FEH 2 v 0 A AR B AR T LA K A 45 R A T AL
AR, RS S8 (1 =94E® AR E,5 =4k
R ) P 05 40 B R S5 H AU KT B
B 5, R 5E 1, B8 52 bR 4 5 e w75 2 Il 2% 3
AT H (Tan et al. , 2017 ) DA & { F i [7] ( Cron-
bach’s a = 0.85) . f)i , AR EEA N 12

2N

H e o

3.3 £R5itie
3.3.1 MM ANBRIKRE

MSTFEA ¢ K30 LB, WA MR H (M =
3.74, SD = 0.86) AL I 15343 b 3 = TR 25 44 AL
F(M=2.78, SD=1.18),1 (181) = 6.27,p <
0.001,Cohen’ s d =0. 93, {5t B 5 F AL T B R
3.3.2 #HiRFEitREXSH

&8 B R G B AR OC A A A R Ik 3 i,
AN AR R B A, SRS B R A 56
AN RS B R R AR G 2 BB G 3 R 1)
o Tk, BRI S5 22 53 A mhele ok i A Sk 1 o AR

x3 HRAFHTRAXFWER

A7 M SD 1 2 3 4
1 4R 19.93  2.71 -
2 M5 0.51 0.50 0.01 -
3 frk 3.24 0.73 0.10 0.02 -

4 HERgA 0.50 0.50 0.11 0.03 0.01 -

5 [ F 1,90 0.86  0.03 -0.33° 0.290°°0.15
3.3.3 ZES5AFNXR . FAREEEMNAKIE

TER

B HERNARER ST, 45X 5t
S AMKERB AN Wk 4 o, RUPE 5y
Pl 2 i, L9 AR ARy B 3 A8 LI D I AR
i, LU E A 5 R A B g AT [ 0 Ao SRR 1
90 T Ak 5 TN AR A 1 5 BT A N A5 A AU Y T RN
3 WA AT ARG E B, SR AN AE AL g 44 1] IE
1) B0 A A 4 R B 1 5 5% 4 5 5 R AN g ) 5 L I
Xt R B AR AN 3, BVAE A AN B 1
LSRR BEV T ST S AR A&

®4 EAFHER

- 1R
A5t
R? F(df) B t p
e 0.11 21.51(1)
P51 -0.33 —4.64 <0.001
b7 0.21 16.27(3)
LA 0.29 4.38 <0.001
SEHAL T 0.15 2.27 0.024
= 0.22 12.28(4)
TLAE x Z5H LT 0.21  0.67 0.503

3.4 itig
W5 2 BT T AR E RS AU T ST AE S A A
i [ A5G 28 o SRR, 00 WA i AR E
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W, 25 R K A 28 5 A A ) B 38 5 4R 0 A B3
(SCFRpR B 2) o 2, 5 R B AL 3o A7 7T RE &
A U T AT WL R 5 T 6 I3 B T 4 R A X
TUAE S AR 2 (8] 56 Z A4 AR I 2%, RO JE e 454
R A, B0 AE 1y s St Ak B Rl 1) . DLAE RIS
T 10 BRA T B S B E X A Ty RO B T AR
(XM 45, 2022) , ABFSE M AESS H AL AL A R
Bk 1 25 KA ) B ASE R TR 23 ) 55 H AR 8800

s AR

AT E AL A 5 R R s 5 A A
B F o WFE 1 RIS A T 5 ek 5 A
T 1) 5G 2%, B0 v 45 A8 AL T 7T 2% o B 2 %k ) i
VER, SCHRIRE 1o BF5E 2 Wk — 20 R B, 40 i 45
FAL T B9 AT E T I, 5 44 K R e A 280 5 9 28
5 I TE] A G AR, BIV G I s 5 A AL ) oK BE AT R
LA AME S A M, SRR 2

PITEWF ST & B, 50 48 3 11 10 B A 5 i 1 B R it
] (Wang et al. , 2019) . HASCKH, 5745 A
M6 RIF AR R E A BB SE 1 BB, m 4R )
ZAETR BRAEXT 1R A 1] 8 0 2R, AT R IR Ry
K A Gk HH A AN B S 2R B T R
Xk H AR AR, 3 T g i HC P 7 B A IR, & LA ) T LA
BT AT R (B4 Pk, LA IR A
5 oNPE%) (Smith & Hofmann, 2016; Tost, 2015) ,
I IF 45 AR AU BT 5 ke ) o A IR s A v S 2R Y A
FME T AL A B T RATINGR XS 048 5 F F 2 [1)
KA B, BIN O  B0 RE R AME o A A 2 B A7
A FEMIAL (Li et al., 2021) o ARBFFE IR SCHF“ 4L
JIRBEUB N X — 5 R, 20 B G5 A ) 1Y o A
2@, BRI T R 23 38 175 A S AR R, o B Ak
H Y EH AR XA BRI T A ST R AR — A M AU
1 S RN I X T B R AT A,
FLSE S SR A G B At S R AR 22 57
AR E 2 /0 RE UL WA 25 M AL ) A B R 3 i B AT
T A AR A5 8 W, BVA g AR B 5 A & BU8 W) 58 53
2514 (Scholl et al. , 2018) ,

ARWEFE A K B, K3 B 98 55 P A A 3 5
RIAY 3 2340 ) A 40K 9 28 R 5T A6 S 1A i e (H
A A AR E TR I R . AR IR
1A} (Kahneman & Tversky, 1988) , [ X} [7] 4 40 & 11
W s AR AR I, 5 A5 B AR AR VI AR G, AT E R X 2R
ROA MRV E UK, KW, ARCE AL 25l
RERCE XA R WL, IR0 2 R K R s Py ab
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TRUE B R iy A B B A
AR ARG 8 e 3 7K AEL 24 25 i) B AN e I, e AL
JI) £ S BOE K 0 B AR B K ) ( Sapolsky
et al., 2005), © A7 UEHE R W, AUy B 1 25 ol 2
FERCE AT NI FEACE WA R MR 2 e
i G 3 B L B 5 B A e, BT S i Z ARG 2H 4L
PRI v 405 O TE A AR A A A A £ i B
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The Relationship between College Students’ Greed and Self-interest :
The Moderating Role of Structural Power

LI Xiaoming'*** MENG Yuan' ZHANG Siming'

(1. Department of Psychology, Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081 ;
2. Institute of Interdisciplinary Studies, Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081 ;
3. Center of Cultural and Social Psychology, Hunan Normal University, Changsha 410081
4. Cognition and Human Behavior Key Laboratory of Hunan Province, Changsha 410081)

Abstract ; Greed is a key driver that leads to self-interest, and self-interested behavior often occurs in a certain pow-
er context. The present study explored the relationship between greed and self-interested behavior in the context of
structural power among college students. The results showed that structural power could negatively moderate the re-
lationship between greed and self-interest. In the low structural power condition, greed positively predicted self-in-
terest. A high level of structure power could inhibit the positive predictive effect of greed on self-interested behavior
(Study 1). However, the inhibition effect disappeared when structural power was unstable (Study 2). In conclu-
sion, the results show that structural power can inhibit the externalization of college students’ greed into self-inter-
ested behavior, but the instability of power reduces this inhibiting effect.

Key words: greed; structural power; self-interest
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