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GYEAT HBRFT G DA = AT 28N %

5, W5 SR CGEAE SN EA RS (lgﬂiﬁjx
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J5 25 E T 7 R B o SR T O AR EE T, B
/K T B T [R5 A RO SR AR N AE DAL
WA FLAE 5| Y 38 8 9 A 1B 43 (Columbus et al.,
2020; Liberman et al., 2004), KEMFIFTUESL, HEEIN
[7] (moral identity) /F > E5¢ 4% T8 £\ %60 AL 247 4 1)
A PR AT HLH] (B B3, 2011; Blasi, 1980), J&ifk
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R, 43 5 AR SRR 2 PR TR 5 T A A [ X
SR B A AEAT s, HE 5 5 A REKOF Al
SR NTEWE LR P bLE, 2k B R
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1.2 EEANRS&ETH

XF T8 FE N A B 5 B SRR S A A
HEE AL AR . R, EEA R AR
P R bR o o R BTSSR T PR AR 3 TR
fR Y B (Blasi, 1980), A K I8 A ] 2 18 5 4T
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TN R AS IATE B T RS 20 )5 23 38 90 L0 T R iy APk
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(] P 2, AT 84 o sl il 20 S A 1Y) 2 41 25474 (Reed
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0=0.05, SiitThs 1-p=0.8, MEEAE K 110 A
A, A0 A 0.48,
22 ZRHMEES
221 EEINEAER

i F§ Aquino 1 Reed(2002) i il %) 18 {2 A [F] &
2 & 9 AY B A R K, ZE RS 10 T
H, ffH Likert 5 siit55, 1550805 Fm gl 0yiE



412 D ES T S

21 %

TEON R RE B B 5 . i R AG U R AT (B 2%,
k1, 2013) ABFSE HHIZ KA Cronbach’s o R AL
£ 0.73,
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S 5.3 [#(108)=—12.25, p<0.001, Cohen’s d=2.35], 4%
AR BSTHEAR R IEE R, S AR 4
AT > TRGE A [ 4 [£(108)=2.16,
p=0.033, Cohen’s d=0.41], 30 H o &5 1945 VEK
VL, EEIAFR S SET AR R E . KRG
FE S (E B VR g B AR B BEAT B T 25500, A5 R
2 WA S5 0 (6 1) XA AR AT S 52 AN B3 [F (1,

108)=3.18, p=0.077], "l HEBRIILW, J5LETH A
FEOCTEAL 2 O fE R

WFFE 1 AR B B S e 1 s 1, RS AR
NGO A SR N TR N S U A S (B S
SR AL 2N e A [F) T4 Bie, B ek i AT o8 1Y 5
TEEE AL S, Ik, 3 A R e BE 5 VR AT 8 B 3L
I 75 52 B 5 B RS AT A i — PRI

3 WSR2 fRREAKFAEIE RN A 5
FAE T Ml By AR

WF5E 2 56 F 4t 23 N HNHE 5 5B N 5 A 1F
17019 C &R S HAE FABL
3.1 #ik

55 91 BAER KA (BE 36 N) sy,
SFHIAEWE S 19.68+1.56 % o WAL ) BURR IE AL ) I
W, ¥R ARTF, HEH WA S 2R s
5. SR G*Power 3.1 #EATHURME T, BE B FE
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The Mechanisms of How Moral Identity Impacts on Cooperative Behavior in Social Dilemmas

LI Hong, LIN Jiahao, HE Ning, WANG Ziyi, ZHANG Liang
(School of Psychology, Shaanxi Normal University, Xi’an 710062)

Abstract

The common resource dilemma is an important proposition that explores the trade-off between collective and individual
interests in the context of shared “public resources”. In this study, a behavioral experiment was conducted using the common
resource dilemma paradigm to examine the effects of moral identity on cooperative behavior and the mediating and moderating roles
of explanation level and money initiation. The results showed that: 1) those with high moral identity in social dilemmas had more
cooperative behavior; 2) the level of explanation played a mediating role in the effect of moral identity on cooperative behavior; and
3) money initiation moderated the effect of moral identity on cooperative behavior and had a significant inhibitory effect on the
positive prediction of moral identity on cooperative behavior. Under the neutral initiation condition, moral identity significantly and
positively influenced cooperative behavior; while under the money initiation condition, the effect was weakened and tended to

disappear.

Key words cooperation, moral identity, construal level, money priming.
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