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RHEISEE PR,

WS A S(ingroup favoritism) T/Folek Al
ol ALl 58 49 92, 3 43
QG FAURT § MEEa §9]
ek AR SJuian o S0l
@ 4 ol oFES FY 7
g FAURG o dsaa o 39
B, B AAEH O e,
Balliet, Wu, & De Dreu, 2014; Fehr, Bernhard, &
Rockenbach, 2008;
2002; Levine,

Renno & Shutts, 2015).

ARl S AE S olEd UiRE Az
(ingroup favoritism) @Fo] HA T A
(minimal-group paradigm), & A J3o|A ¢
oAl BME &2 Fdo] EE FElA
A% Yeidte stk Ao & e
7HA 3. A8 Sk tHe.g., Brewer, 1979; Dunham,
Baron, & Carey, 2011; Patterson & Bigler, 2006;
& Tomasello, 2015;

o re
o
-

d fu o

1

2

o
N M

A oto ox X ox um

o
HU

Hewstone, Rubin, & Willis,

Prosser, Evans, & Reicher, 2005;

Plotner, Over,
Rhodes, 2012; Tajfel, Billig, Bundy, & Flament,
1971). g E°l, A& I IAE AL
M AEAHQA ATE A Tajfeld} FRE
(19718 AT E F7AAEAA A
o A& 239 gl ofF &2 At ¢ B
oF & 2 1Y A& BY=A FA s

Carpenter,

% APAE FAAENA o AN 1)
offl AgEe Mol N4 A TS A
o] Qe WH o) ofdl AYEE oF 3
& ke ARl Aok A AFE
7 BpAEo] o] F oMy W] Lt
A SIS A S AR £
OF AT oF WAEL I I

Ade e gl dste FAl0lA
WRlA aeEt o we o] AYe
st o)9h o] Hi 7{4% A ol 4]

Ads Yelle 9AES T AW,
AT WP A GAN & H 7 o
Aol UsheA o Yue A7), Yol Hol
v, BRI WA Fe A B2
& YA @ F PHz Aol Hel ne ¥
%), Aol U@ e #bEe Aue Fol
AA - ga, HAArY gl 713 =3
E3| FoR|A] G=ThBalliet et al., 2014).
oje} Zo] Tedt HA T Ao EE
wde AdE @] Yelhduds 9+ 2d=
< WY oo dad gk 2R AL
3] @, A, AW, FJdolr
3o el ois) &3
AT 4 Jogehs HolA & F5& oA
Atk dlE E0], Dovidio®t FEE(1997)
8 7Y 718 & 4 Fdel €9d
1%, AEA FolX A gAS Sato]
42 4A Xﬂia(re-categorization)g I 9Jes
Hojgogx 7|&e] uld dz s &
A 7 A= 7FsAol e B3l vk gk
9 AL o)A HE WG ATE Kol A
7k B =AM Wid Az 2e A
of th3t o] #H AFE JHHstA S
AR, o] =& dFEolME WY A5

I
©

[

g Al tigk 712 olEEe ket
A g A, =i sREdMs e
A dEe] g oY ol WY T AT
100 @ 7k =94 BE ZopllM 53 F5
< B3 e A BHS AASHE dof
ATE foFstaAt gtk
e Ao dg 714
WS As @4 5 2 dE Z)A¢l tiel
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A AAZA A M TR Bl A7]E o
S th(Jin & Baillargeon, 2017). ©] Al 74 4%+

o PR HE @Yol g 2] Be SE
o 24L& ATHE o A T JER
Q) Mg Agat

=718 2H (Motivational Accounts)

=
, AR, AolE 71:]' ﬂ%‘j(self esteem accounts)
o) Aele] Aok
kgnﬂﬂu~§%om1ia-nqtﬁ
714 711 A

" A

okttt o] o] wWaw JIAELS AEC]
= o

° ™

N
N
%4 o o
o
R
ofr
ol
N
2o
o
ofr

o
b
ot
o
au
2
fiu}
o
ol
14

47 0] 5920l E
T2 7FAA BkHogg, 2003; Tajfel & Turner,
2004). F2 on] 2 AolEFHS THAL
A THRJAES A FAHAR AotdE A
o] el A7RA drtslgozx,
Aote B #F FAGEE Fr|sET
ETKGramzow & Gaertner, 2005).

EA, 37 T(empathy accounts)IA= U
e Az @42 Mdse] dutzez A4l
I oHlsEsitial Asitian oris Bl

o s He M 73t F

3¢l

drh webd E7 Bl 2w Ajls
AT FAYY] 1F
aFe] Bop o gol] 34eA Ha
Uil FEde d =
Hth(Cikara, Bruneau, & Saxe, 2011;
2013).

1o ro o

B E
, olel
= %715 7HA
Molenberghs,

X

==
_|_Y_

Ton
H
I

- Gote| LHRIEH Si2l0) ChEt DI

O o

A 2PH (Normative Accounts)

H(social accounts)®l] A1
BEE HIEE A TR ARE HHe F
sto] T dzgte A e 2
Wi o]& WAstste] o] e wEA "o
2 BokKillen & Cooley, 2014; Killen, Rutland,
Abrams, Mulvey, & Hitti, 2013).

HHA QIA]A B (cognitive accounts) O
ol e AEE A fHoR Y53
HE e ARH B fASAT 1 3
= spgol 3lof AsH AR olEEe
ﬂ(categorization) o) —1, /\]'E]'O]Q' ;1(:]]:]'/]
E4o] “432}0}1] gete Bd4 B4
=2 7IE A A2 A

, AH BHL obs

o fo Kl o?ﬂ

o :10 Jl

S}
St

(essentialism),

dE0] A 354 Edoly W5 EA &
T Aol —%—i(inference)??}“ %’3‘1«]

23y E g2 #HAE U HEE
QI7to] 218} A A AL HF 7|AE Bt
A B (indirect-

ol &, AA, IHA d3zs
reciprocity accounts)oﬂ A= LH%‘:]E]' s dAie
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SmdE|eER] wE

Rk HAelA el o] 2 QofA
AEs7EEA e o BRRlE

Zo| Ao 2y stHAUTt Hok o] A
o w}@a WA e Ai]le] Ay Yo
=gl o
A A R FEES
Udoz FHHeln AIHLE ke
EHQ AFo g ssdnha Lot o] Ay
ola ZIAFEARI
B Ade A elA T
WS BFSA =, weba old
Aol Yl HeAY =gol BaF ﬁ—%

4
Lo
>
&LJ
—Ll

¢

1

rlr

l
[ex

ool &

= l‘ﬂ

ol 83 o _H;_o]

F

ag 228 AT Hold] B Feiol %
ML W ABoRE WARY e

A

ol 2] Al HTHBallet et al., 2014; Yamagishi &
Mifune, 2009). °12% B #e] 7|AE T3t
o Jot ] #ALEC] FEE F2 FYA=E
AR He 5 O FAde AE THsA
o] EoAIA At

=4, A=g4 7d
expectation accounts)®l| A= 1
A2 @ 1A JRH s dols
Mz dolsdhn Fan o ddelAE
WS d&ingroup principle), 5, MU Fet
o Azl felT BAoT PEaol T o7
7} Stk et 2Igtel 71 ARIEEE §
2] T 3shUelar Etheg. Baillargeon et al,
2015; Graham et al, 2013). ¥FF T g
7} Q1Zto] Bt Blojd 7|2 ARS| = A g
o] o] = It Y AL UiyT

r.(

47 53 3
0w ] o3 o¥E el =Y
Al A =

501, Shweder®} EFE=(1997)2] Al 7HA =4
J(“The big 3 moraldy”) & 3&A SEl(ethic of
community), Brewer(1999)ﬂ W@‘q‘ /\]"j’]' (ingroup
love), Cosmides<} Tooby(1997)9] A €88 ¢
Sk QAAZA 2 -Z(cognitive adpatations for group
cooperation), Rai®} Fiske(2011)8] F&A A <]
A& 7 ](unity motive in communal- sharing
relationships), Graham¥} FE5E5(2013)%] =94
71z o]29 WHH FA(moral foundation of
loyalty), a4 BaiHargeoan]' 25020159 W
At AA] D (principle of ingroup support) 5Ol
Atk o] °o|BEL FTEHOE AFY 2EE
o] AEol oA FHol ARl AhFEH
AFEe gl A& WwidA e
Aot Z2 9 7HA9 ARlEYH dEEe]
A=ty 7R weka o83 AA
A AR = A $Jﬂ‘é% EolEHz 0w E4
s, 7 £31 5 iz Ui dEee Y
BEEAY FAEAE FA Hol =YAF
ddE Z3pate} JiRlakE oA "ok o
t, Graham¥} FTEE2013)2 WIS FA
(ingroup loyalty)> 3788 (fairness)o|\t ¢3l =
Al(no harm)®k o] oW E3jAo A e
© AR Bzl =94 vz dY F 8
thol algste, 2 &3t metd 54 g
£ O ZAx3AY 4 FA dda B
ATt

Aol Al 7HA o84 AL T A5l
oo glo] HEHA A 11
WRe a7k g A7 F deﬂ ﬁiﬁ u
B, & e Az o
M= A2 gE d5e A 5714

>‘El

E

oL

29 ZAlel thste] wl- ThE ol2H Y
AAGA = E78kal, sFHL At A
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olsfaiAY, Fue AEH ,
Te ARF AAH WL ol oI,

W, Aska BAEel A9, Azl oy 7]
22 =Y 99 F I yHe 298
n Ao Aol 27|19

-hl

—rE1 UrE‘r‘é 20| E‘m_ S=issy

Folel WG Xz tidt o]

T oF 100d FQF DA HopollA
= Gl ARIEYA WA tigte &
WAl AT gk g B, 71E AFE
YolEE FHA(eg, Geraci & Surian, 2011;
Schmidt & Sommerville, 2011; Sloane, Baillargeon,
& Premack, 2012)° 3t 7|E 7FA3 Yoh
= HE BEEh o’k A AdEe QI
o] dHAer B 7HA AR EHZ Ve
7HAAL Hojdtie Zskd #He] &3 o
#H AF=E 3 H Tk Baillargeon et al., 2015).
SA AF7E Hkek o] e e AA
stal fAse WEFo s dEdfof I W
A 2lingroup principle) HA] o]H3F 7=
AFREEE dEe] $H F stuE Al7|H
%U}(Balﬂargeon et al, 2015; Brewer, 1999;
Cosmides & Tooby, 1997; Graham et al., 2013;
2013; Rai & Fiske, 2011).

T el (ingroup principle)ys ZA UF

Shweder et al.,

| AlRI=EA =82 ot YT #elof tigt

nPAYS|
O o

& ZA(ingroup loyaley)2F W A A (ingroup
suppor)®]  F 7FAl dkel HEE A
(Baillargeon et al., 2015), Z+Z9] 39 YElEL
Cher A7 ARl Atk olZotutt
WHR 249 A9 hAR el Aol
WA BRI A 1 ALe hHTe
Qqunt o Hzsn Wiwe HE 2
oA AAlE -0/]1_% S (align), 2) A
et 2e AgelA uFds PdRy
o s "41?-_} Ag 71dsA @k Wy
o AR A, WS P FsAes
staA 7112 1) Aoy Aol Ziﬂ R
TAYLE ERAY 912381, 2)

a3 yHde 4Ll %Ri e AF

i

FXL
ich

K
@7k ol A= Fote] Uiz o o

g S 9 FHe dTee AvEaA

3},
dotE2 WElet £M(ingroup loyalty)dl
CHEH QIZPME JIX|2 JA=7H?

Jolee AN PADE AT T
o <)7d] RAle] deg YAk
Kinzler, Dupoux, LZ]3L Spelke(2007)= Fo}
So] AN BFO|E AL HAE IT
o8 Agels HANT U HNBSEAE o
otrz] sty m=o} A}t AlFshs Ad
e =] ATt Agshe %L‘&Zj‘i‘?} T
AzaleAol del AU AY o

- 187 -



I2AlE|5HE| K| Tt

9d Aol =EH 10/]€ ForEER, B
7F @ol]l ml= HAE AHef Gopedt B
o7} Zekzof]l Zkx vk Aol JotE
ol Yol HFH EUE Aol opA]
T 4319 AF AFol] HoAsiink 24 d¥
A& Z47] B3} DAlspeech phase)2t A7t
AF DAl toy-offering phase)Z T AU
o WA 5 GA A FolEE& T oAl
st Tkl Fob A &Fo(infanc-directed
speech)®] GO ©Jor]E sk AW, 1Ea

ol the oyl sheel skl ol
Agole] Lol olop|E e WL
Mgelle BARAT. A AF WA

e F oyl BA BH o do= 54
b, £ o obRdl wont 29F UA ¥

of

= 5
A ROHA FAY ke, ATehe &
ST 5 SACl T o odEL A
s 5F Foke Fl Adie AulFx A
He € &8 9 ol FHdlA HolA oe
W7HA B of oz Wt o] w, &

JE 4 olde] 3AE su ww ojel
SR AR A g0l A ARk, AT
27t AAERTE Mz mRoA

HEE AL B doiE BT )
T IS dFlE g HA7)
29 Aogud folelsl o ol A

el @eldie o @

-_rL°ﬂ/‘1 —r i‘rx}ﬂ 47 oE

4 ee AZHAL dolE dopEol A4
o MBS wIo] shapel o] AXAT
v A7} AZEHJTH, Kinzler, Dupoux, &

Spelke, 2012; Shutts, Kinzler, McKee, & Spelke,
2009). A& S, Shutes®}t 5EE2009)2] AT

oA Golrt mzolel 127hY FolSL 28]
%3 A%, 22T 159 AF Ao Pol
spich 1519 A%sh AgelH FolEe
o8 g B 1% 91l 54
& o), Bepd %o B AT
#) 1 g4l tiskel FRA RAE

e AL B9 = g2 A% AdelA

L

WO
1> of

r (

=
= =

£ gel W 08¢ Ay, FAol AR
A F, % 4o gA9 3w ekl 94X
AA ElolEol Al 4ol AAEHA. o]

Tt o3 AFEL 1071l A 1270
49 Gotso] AXY ExolE ARSI}
25 9l=o] ARG s, Ahditolvt
22 5& A uo] m=o] 3jate] Ad
52 oA dAANITE A & F Utk
olgjgt AT Aye Folso
st Oé‘o}adlﬂl EEols

Zl

bt

O W (Baillargeon et al., 2015), ©
HE O dolE AHgshe 7 dA4de e
ze sadoz 2] Astel YHBe o
2ol Ade) HEE YA WAT 34
& BAFYUE 7FeA A EAdh flelA

2 % gopt A7 A8 4
280 AR ZAddt A1 AKfirst-party) ‘33
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OBE o] ¥ sbsH F ofmF shsHel B
AL ¢ 5 Yok J3els BPeka, 9l
ATEE o}y Be 2 A Fahe AF 19
gele] orE= Ehelo] of@ ofF AHgS
LAl whet Aale] Mejo] 150 5 o
vht 23 A ARV AL BelEd:

Johee TE AYEl AUE BNE

Surian, 2011; Schmidt 2011;
Sloane et al., 2012). ©]#3F AF= AEAHOZ
ol ATellA &3] 2rol= I ffRE A
(violation-of-expectation paradigm)& FZ A&-3F
vk otk 71 §9k FAle FotEe BE A
A 71t g2 = AEe 7Ide ge
FART ¥ ¥fRe Ao 2

A

& Sommerville,

2kekste]
ofEAl 1) AT 7 A3 Foke] 7uiet
3= AHI 2) 71diet YA o=

7y AR A 9] Holso SAl Al
Sk AT ol

71t Ak AAE AHEEE Sloane® F
2012)%] AFolA 1971 FotE Huiat
Al AT F e EAE, T oA

INE F viEle 71 0¥ FE Al

Hjshs AHE Btk o] wf Fujxk=
o BEAIE F vl ZHoA & AY

+
it

Wi

N

L oX
to rH 1S of

e AN

:1__,"
%

ol

A T A

1

N al
N3

stauEd AH)

rok
=)
AC)
lo
)
e
=2
)
r
ol
=
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4
N
it

o _m

2 32 ol

£ XN oo

5| SR =20 ooje| LWRITH 2I2[0l| thEt Dl1ZA]

oo

SolA Ads FHsHA EulskrlE Z1dgt

PR
o
T
£
AN
v

Jed v BulAt A B F @ 9
3 2e g SR oWd Asir} U
7 o W ol BalAst T 43
AdAl wrh fA BHE AL A
B B e 253

ot

Faglel &
B3 s & AS 7U@7k ol AE

2 23] Y5t o H 97%Bian, Sloane, &
Baillargeon, 2018)= #lol dwd® 7€ dF
(Sloane et al,, 2012)9] HAE FAs}S 197]€
Fotso] el wel 53] Folzl A
ol weh e dgjel s de F o
ek s o AAMSE Al LotEgith
Folee 139 A AolA Fof 9 &
FEY HsAes #EEUT EHixe d
o] B2 T dSHMHoINA, FE
A= dsoleh 71delqdH E S0, EHjAk
7b Agold A, ulAket o] FEA=
= RHd, Eeiakel 719
o

NeN

Aol 719 Faat Selle 7]
AAZE =AM o]F T LEX AES
Ested kel ezt Al HA 9
of % ZM@-otel’d =) &2 Al 7i3-ofeldl
7)ol TLF e =3 TR F 9
=S &3 “I have cookies(He= F715 714
I oyt ojopr|E Stk FEAES
“Yay! Yayl($-¢h $-¢hyetal Z7] g2 Ha
2 9F o] & Ruja= 7 2 EFoA

% 7he) ololee e A F shte] AR
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I2AlE|5HE| K| Tt

Bajstgdch 1) SBHlals T Al ololdEl S
et 22T ARG e 247 shiy
FANKEE AW), F 7MY ololHle mE
‘H%‘JW ’“*&HX}OHH]‘& FAGMIASAE A
W) 3& 3) T o olojEle mE 9)FTh
S ANAT FYThY AT A5 ) Bl
g v Bl FoE witucoleld =
A= Hu) & Uo A Wy F7)=2 /1A

1 RUE wgeh, FAASES A HAE

N

HlehR BAL WELOM, o] A AR
B golEel A Aol B& WeloE 24

F ATk
21 7334.’ 2-0}lo]Hl 7\7-]_0/] _<|>_

39 49 5o d9d HE FEe U3
45 R 0 205U e o
Ao Aerh & =
kel Mkl AR R P A
FEE B} o] ALE Bt o) 213
oA UrToi"‘” ”ﬂd—% AdEe] 7lvset gt

o 218l A9, JolEe WATHE Te
NFBANE AU 3P FERT O 2T

S ol AR A A 1Y
W, 5 Aol RE FHARSA FRW
3y ARl dobEe Bl S

3 saAAlAT 5 Aol A
Hel 33, B8 S ok

SERE

ZJ ! °l AT A= 197}1%4 Yoks
E Ae ofol st eigelA B F
¢ dels 344 Aol w2t 27 W
Ak} et el Aol A F3stA Eufstr]

ZIthetA R, Ao fo] ©A] iRl A
T A= EYS Hele Wi

= mlm

%4 Qelol weh Bt 1 A e
TFAYNAL WrolFA 23 Fd el
FANANNE Adte 2e Relzn. of
9% Avhs JolEE WHH F40 o ¥
wie I doke AL
Al Pt B A QAT
uﬁm S 3449l 29

dolE2 WEE X|X[(ingroup support)d
1IN E 7R U712

ol AFEC] 1T AY WS +
Ae9E 928 A& JIds=rk

Fol=2l ERle H=o g 7 de
Forse] Hzxo WY F st FFA-ok
719] EAg F2 23S ottt d
E9], Johnson¥} FFE(Johnson, Dweck, &
Chen, 2007; Johnson et al., 201002 Fo}Eo] A
ol 23 = olelAl Tk RS 71dist
cAE golrytt & AdolA 13/ Fot
T HA 2 EReolEnNT A2 BReor
7Pyl ABAEe HAR AFE fUdold
of F83EAT. FH3F Al A 01#—4 of
715 Y ofefell A MUY 082 2

it

B8 AU BT O F GopEe T Y
AUS noith Az 43 FUE ojgol
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KM [ Mop E7) AEEEN 22

3KStrange Situation Procedure; Ainsworth, Blehar,

& Wall, 1978y F3fl ool i

3ol BRI,
A9 A%, B

Waters,

o|&e AHE JohnsonT FFE-2(2007, 2010)
< F#s) Al?fMW o] &3} ofr]e] £ o7
Aol iR AF =g
(Bowlby, 1961)& HL3t=s o] ERttal K3t
oh OA Zal, Jolsd AT Ale &5
Zeke] A et e ojAste tE A4
jlo] = opr]ofAl WA g 7|E
ot} b AFAES

Feigie o
7(4 oH;d- Ozg_/] o(:)] }Eo /\]zﬂ X]'Uﬂoﬂﬁ t
o7]ollAl ARlel B bE 7’ Wi, &
MY ot 139 Fobee 1@ /UE 1

o]A] ekskrhal sttt

a2y 919 A7 ZIKJohnson et al, 2007,
2010), & BRFE o Folgd Aol ¢
o1& R Aolgh= 7dE A A
gor, wetA olyg ARIAE 1HET o,
Folgol dntHom Wrde| 92 FEol
gk ZIdE A A doke AdE HE
A AW  de 2 7HA kb ThsAE
o] ZAgtt. AR, B N FoleEd ¥
AFHA AAA]

D gote| LHEIEE ®eolf chet Bl

O o

4 o7 GolsE olEe] S oplolA W
@ Zoleks 71U ZHn 9, olol et
Mg AU AN Stheh B e 4

At A, 71E
(Kotovsky & Baillargeon, 1994, 1998)°] w=
SRR Finsensitive) FEALS] 1071€E D
O}5& W7 SKsensitive) WAL Folsol H]
ato] ofyulold & FEAA =FE =3
Yoz #dd g4 FE AN 2 A
dE . olHT

HQl Sae nel Zow

]
ZAI= JohnsonT FFHE(2007, 2010)9] A9
EQHY o2t GotEol ofymlold A F4A
A =3 ARBA FaARge] olsfol ol
= B3AS 7FsAe AARL
o]

23 7be e dFeta 3 A A9(in,
Houston, Baillargeon, Groh, & Rosiman, 2018)°l|
Ae 121, sllE, T2Ea ld dokee
Ao AA Aol Hited SaH, A
A} op7le) g2l olmasst glol B4
AA b A ARe ANl Folsol
QHoz A ojae] &3 e ool
Sb} A28 AE AteReAE opugie)

& APANH A PorEe 28 24 B

F

& 2702 g, 299 W%}
s} 2§191 49 A8 Fefsislc 8
29| %8k ABolK WA JohEe @ o

J ﬁmﬂ_ gao] Bloj 9o <l WAz
ol A 4L vlehugich s
EZoe FRAL AL, HR R
A Aolol weizie] o AE Y oAt
soIgIiet. 2319 2148 ABolA FobEe

to o ox PN > FlO
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tot
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o
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>
fot
>
o,
o
X

R R
He Ao ALHUT ofgo] Wz

B
& Hese =3 fEA ok 7] A

A oIS Az
), e G4 A2 98 BeE
}‘

E‘E_
e oIE FASNCEA B, £
A9l Jolge YW AW mgkor),
£

that A% Aol A o}r]e] &g tal

1
(o
fru
o
&

]_
A, Jin S
59 o}7]9 %/\] AR &
A oop7k B R 4le AHe g
EX 5 ~x8 A-]Eﬂo}— N2 Azt
(infant-triggered-video paradigm)e %3l 47]1€ 1
23 s/l FolsolAME §LT A7 2,
Z wukg ARe we Auug o o 1
AY Ee o wo)s Astel Hejsits A3
& Husiglth ol Ad= AF 47)E
& od JolExAE &1 e o]l
FIAT Mol o4o] T} AR AT
715 Zddthe A HolFm, Azto] A
of 27158 WHd AR tie 7|, = A
#eol Ase A1 e T AL

AZE AL Aolgde 7IUE 7MKL U=

(B oo ro K orf 2ol g d
2
ox
o

l

(o3

:ii% ole| g
A WS 78U 257 ofd FSAke}
gol Atelofxle] 7ol d8E & itk o
ZhA 919 Ao Ade Wi A o9
= OE ARA fEE AAE o =
E3 okxlo] 1% ﬂtﬂoHHL QF "ok

3 FA(no harm)yd] ol W

71538 Jin et al,, 2018). 131/]‘ OE 3
= 7K Spoke & Spelke, 2017)= FoFEo] e
Aozl $gol e 928 AFRE of

71Ee AR 22 ZJaddl £ Aolgte 7Y
£ 7HAL dve Ae BR oA ik oledt
AAE Tt B Fotg2 2L e of
719l 12 Fe 22 ARE g <l
ol FFor Wolsola Jv= AL
F& F At FF AFoME FEA of
717} obd Wifld BACME Td 97 2

o
W7 UErbEAE 458 Bast ok
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Early sociomoral reasoning: Infants’ sensitivity to

ingroup principle

Kyong-sun Jin

Department of Psychology, Sungshin Women’s University

One pervasive facet of human interactions is the tendency to favor ingroups over outgroups. What are the
developmental origins of ingroup favoritism? Among several accounts proposed to answer this question, an
evolutionary perspective holds that ingroup favoritism reflects in part an abstract and early-emerging
sociomoral expectation of ingroup support. This paper reviews the key findings supporting this view and

suggests future directions.
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