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Asheta 4ol g

B drolMe V1Rt e Aol A o Rt 83029 /Mg AZen Fuljo) Jee mx
wadlew By £, At By, 4, P £ 245 o) AES AFE YHuYT

AgrPos dAE Uy 208 v, Yyolga) V|2 HAl7 Ax Yo, FEAE gHYHL o

TEHIL FErEe EUNE O HESYY. Ao 4ol mE v By} oo 23 A
7t agdrh w3 Buiatel S el g ol Aol e DEl UERT. & AL A4 =9
ol #& el FFRHE Hudn ¥g ol YU Mgk ok B AFv} AR Aol ofyl
5ol ggelol A daeE AsiA bl oA BujsAcin MY vpxvto s B Ao
B gdeze HAE wohgrt

EE 2L JY ERE 248 JUTAULEY 278 2249)7) 984 BAY 4L g A}
£ Jd Aol Fo FALES Jldo) gaA _‘i’.’a}"]l}r XP%JQ‘ Eolate e B ALY 2
Agel Austy Qe EAolth n§FE, WALE, LRE, F8E, 291 AY ZEAEL 83
8BS AGTHLEANA o 9A Buisior ¥ g Ao} ‘E}E}. o E BAE st o oA
R4 L B (justice) E¥ ¥ (faimess)o] BF Zoltk. Y% o) (Adams, 1963, 1965; Cohen &
Greenberg, 1982 ; Walster, Berscheid, & Walster, 1973)9] M2, 2 9T UEL 2159 EQ)o|u}
7] ula st AU Qg Bk vy Bl g BE ATSo] Buje] Anr} Aol
Tl vlalgtehe ¥Yo 8 F4E BFSATH Carrell, 1978; Freedman, 1978; Lane & Messé,
1971; Leventhal & Michaels, 1969 ; Podsakoff, 1982).

e, FHze] Hah Belel @3¢ =9 gyl B A7IEAT. Rusbult, Lowery,
Hubbard, Maravankin %! Neises(1988)= @ Hoj&9] BA4& A 7H& aoksdn). RA), g o
€ 8980 2ol 9L 1A 4 ASE, YPolEL 9y B, 2 ¥ 7y gue g
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te Aojth. oy AFAEe] #§, 43X (reciprocity), &F, € 55 7189 #¥e 2@
ot Huf Y38 =989 cH Deutsch, 1975 ; Elliott & Meeker, 1986 ; Leventhal, 1976). 54, 83
o] B Ao e 1HH Hdol7] Wi AEY HA, FALEY B, A9 Y
Sl e Y JerAdY fA Zo] BHl 2Rl F4¢ =7 ERE A e F ol
Utk $oH(Greenberg & Cohen, 1982; Greenberg & Leventhal, 1976 ; Leventhal, 1976 ; Rohrbaugh,
McClelland, & Quinn, 1980). AA, FHo|EL 2o} A7} BYHA dHo g o|%de AL
Az sh, Ful A o gA A WA BYYEA HeAE A9 Saing dygo) o
18k A o] T} (deCarufel, 1981 ; Greenberg, 1981 : Homans, 1976).

o]F o]+ = siA, Fujd] #F Hre Ae YA ES AYEe A Fo] UtH Greenberg &
Cohen, 1982 ; Freedman & Montanari, 1980; Leventhal, 1976 #4147, 1987 #%). o]5¢ 899y
olglol e, UL FAGL FHE FUA Rulste dFUH Y B gl BAIGol AUANA At
7t 485 Ao wel Pujdte &7 So] EAshs o), Ade) el ERYA ) $A e A
LAY FEF ol¥A A AFHE Bujdte o) B o skt AX 9 (Reis, 1984), 44
Ago A 7hg LA AyEn 7P A AHEEE F oM 3L 59l

ol F 7HA Euld A& %] ot Bl wel D] A4 Hrh. Leventhal(1976) & Fete] A
AW o7t FA1E dele ¥Y Aol H3HT, AL BAZ FANE doe #5EHo] AzEy
I @oh, E=F Sampson (1975)2 PP o] AAH m g HYE Uehd Holm, F5LFL A
o 232§ A% ALY AL FAE Wl A48 B oletn @} Deutsch (1975)% 7
ARog Agd YoM YUY o] HEHn, ANA A7 FAHE F5EHo] Msdrin
FAe S (1987)= D340l 2 dele #5930 disn e o] o wol
v B3y YHo] MIEYGT At 4, Lemer(1975)€ 7100l ElQlzte] BAE o|RA = ZsteR)
a8 Az e Foeg steAld neAM AHe Jod2 FujdEr) d2gn gy
AqH oz, AT 4 gQFAA7 EXQ AEAGN M= F5EHo] F2 AHeH 1, A
GTAEEY NYA o] Sujsiolol se AA A A P o FgHe A 2
.

ady, 77§89 39 39 olg# FEol 2o B9 @] iR AN E
34 £& 71 2ok FAKEY AP, A9 9 A FU%H 2 AU 2203 Y Ay
BT 22 483 8980 B4 Fulo] 933 v]F 7kt wEkd, B A7 olE 29E
o] B4 Fuje] ojurd AL A A Yolruz e ol

B Fujol A A3E HAHR] £ ATFEE UAT (Austin & McGinn, 1977 ; Elliott & Meeker,
1984 ; Greenberg, 1980 ; Leventhal & Whiteside, 1973), & A7 Eo] YA EL B AL dHsA Uy
I AYEL I8 Ure AYAYE Ea#tHAustin & McGinn, 1977 ; Benton, 1971 ; Callahan-
‘Levy & Messé, 1979 ; Greenberg, 1978 ; Kahn, 1972; Kidder, Bellettire, & Cohen, 1977 ; Landau &
Leventhal, 1976 ; Leventhal & Lane, 1970; Major & Adams, 1983; Major & Deaux, 1982 : Messé &
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Callahan-Levy, 1979 ; Sampson, 1975 ; Wahba, 1972). o)2]& zjolo)] gt 713 FEXQ AL g
€ AHG A4 BRE 28] HEo] ¥Y Bl E s viEe), gy FAR gABA
A0l o @40l Y7 HEo #F BWE s Aol Ake 20|tHBerman, Berman, Singh,
Pachauri, & Kumar, 1984 ; Kidder, Bellettirie, & Cohen, 1977 ; Sampson, 1975).

B3 BulolA G @8 A7 dBSA YA @ AL RARTE ATREe] AFSEE
28 sego] ga7] f ot RujAr}t £o] thE B SAT B4 BulstE B — &
¢l il (allocations to others only, 9, Leventhal, Michaels, & Sanford, 1972) B2}t}9] & ARR-Ehe 4
TEY duselM, G4} g4 FARGe 43A4L A Yt o (Baker, 1974
Greenberg, 1978 ; Leventhal, Weiss, & Buttrick, 1973 ; Leventhal & Whiteside, 1973)9} €}91¢] %.9]o]
FeHA #3& W (CallahanLevy & Messs, 1979) B Fazte} ko g ol F5380] 7ig o)
(Austin & McGinn, 1977), Eplol gt Bulo] o} R & Ajo]g Bolx] @t} o|FA Aol7 vehy
A %€ AL AN £ 54 (Leventhal, 1973), Eoj7} Fo 2 3219} 434489 dxo)
& 234 (Austin & McGinn, 1977), E& ¥ujat 42 232} o) £ (Austin & McGinn, 1977)0}]
7108 Ao BelLh

&9, YA ZFFHANA e I Yt arAL DY A3 FERAYAL Bo
2 Bi3l=F 3te 4718 ¥l (allocations to self and others, ¢, Leventhal & Lane, 1970
Shapiro, 1975) %2l & AH§-3le APEL G 4o] GARTE A7)AA 9] Hao] AL Buj§ict
€ Ag dusd BAETh A9 o] JUMe 2L u, G4 ANY TEAYR} ol B
4 AFMA dre Aol o, BHe R4S %A et Cales & Carver, 1979
Greenberg, 1978 ; Leventhal, 1976 ; Major & Adams, 1983). #H39] F3)0] A& wol& Yo 7% 3
Be4E g2y oyo) FHRTE A7) K& @ ZEh (Carles & Carver, 1979 Leventhal &
Anderson, 1970; Leventhal & Lane, 1970; Mikula, 1974). Z#\} o]81 &t %4 2F &R A
(Callahan-Levy & Messé, 1979 ; Kahn, Nelson, & Gaeddert, 1980 ; Messé & Callahan-Levy, 1979), A
A3 34 (Reis & Jackson, 1981) ¥ 271 %A #4129 BA A (Kidder, Bellettirie, & Cohen, 1977)3} 2
< A% 29 odetA g8l & Qi

olgt Zol, AHEE HY Hetridde] thE B4 Bl ATEAA Ao B3 A7) AR gL
AL F gAeX Frizse dge] thar) giolzn & 4 Atk 2, Bl —E Buje 7
Exe EujFeioln A7) —ER] Bl TESEAY BujygEn sNE.

metA, Bl —El £ sttt e Ao AL BA3g U] 23] 43 geldA
T BulE) W&l AYAES] A Bl wol FY BujE & Aotk WYAI} #ER} o
(Elliott & Meeker, 1984 ; Farkas & Anderson, 1979; Greenberg, 1983; Stake, 1983), A& 9%
(Greenberg & Leventhal, 1976)2 #+2} & & (Anderson, 1976 ; Tindale & Davis, 1985)& % €49l
—E 28 sEtd & A E ATFENAM £ I A AT B ARA R4S o B
Wk 2eld, A7l —el Bl gEdgd e JEE0] FERAS Yol 7] i) B
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Wizt RG] webA 08 & BY Rojth BAE U oE ¢ Shapiro(1975)¢ Aol A,
A F9lo] B BujAbs go 2o 45 ALY dolle FEL NIHUOUYHEa4L 7|
W3] G2 dele YWE Hason, A4 Fo] ¥e Hulxte Foge HE2E 7o
wAgol ¥WE HEsA) Carlest Carver(1979)% ‘349 7ol Shapirod] Hubs} Yx\shg
o, 4L A9 Yol gol FFE HEHYL AN F9lo] B wol: PG ME st
2139 Fe] £& dof HaE $HsAY.

B Bue] 4%E e EoE 2doge ¥Y ANY BEFYE 54 vk Hamis9} Joyee
(1980)9) ATolN, Fe=d HF AUE 7158 & THSA Bolsleln 2e o QYAEL 7)
Ao #Agle] 7 ArtxlelA FFE &8 AL 2 M $-& M5 T BAA W
g1 f& ol v 89 K& FFA ¥ o2N 4R HF ATe W XA JU.
Debusschere®} Avermaet(1984) = 389 877} £93ix) grid, Ado] 1gd vl ¥y B
o v &9 A1 BEFE Wl &5 Bulg vl go] Acke A BAHUY. o] APy JYAE
ol 343 B FF BHE HAEA ohUE @A B Ao g g 4L AL AR
A& 2As7e ik 28y Hamis®) Joycey® o] Ao tis /M5 d AWoz Hgage) 2
Aol =edele 28 & Hadsele 24 B3 decision simplification) 8] £718 £ ol
§4E ¥9 FulHce 7% Pzt G4 o 7hasithe Walster, Walster ¥ Berscheid(1978)9) 1] &
— ] 5(cost-benefit) ¥4 2} U2 &c},

oA dFE WEE Held ve B 479 BHe o3 2o A, 2 sy 9 AL
9 E4d webd B $ul7h ol FA dEXE wElE $u £8 27— B sede
AHgste] Bujate] Flokel mebd wAg Buls) Jue BeEXE Golualm Fu

£ dFoM e o] ddlA ol g #dE A7 AAES 7IxTso gy 2L A
€ AR%d

7HL AAHeg, 717 AL AMgelAlRT vle7t e Al o Rwjg ol

7Hd2. A3 Sl me d3se EadAel Og Aok &, 5Ae ¥ugde o A
383, FETEAE ¢EUAE o M3 Aok

7Hd3. Ake] Bl BuldE Ao %L vld Aojth. F, Adte] 7 wole ¥y
Hol ¢ dzdm, Ajtel BRE dojv 254 o A5Y Holoh

THd4=1. A7) —EQ) &) etohdol M G2 xR e) F gl A0l FH A 2y A
°|th.

7Hdd=2. 71 —Ed ) geddelA e 2Ale] £9lo] £€ delE FEA, Ye o
de ¥HsA 2w Fojch
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A

ARdgadfs deAeS $4se I - AAD 130 84 18090] Al Flsiy
°l& ¥ 3390 AAEY o8 By Feoz Aol FaAl 49, A 8, 3 17 B
7t EHEA.

%

€ AYE M 599 FEAU AL Vedte ZEXNE Filo Agudle] 23HE 9%
T8 APolUck HAMME ATHE o] 43t, NPAEL 4 2Hd) FHH oz Ydate] Yz
Ao wetd g 8 AEA $HIEE 9t APAGAE FEAANMY B4 Bujo)
W dAg gotrr] 9 Aol LA g, AENE WHald JdFo g AA A

AEA e £l gogdo] A5t FEFHEY F £32Q B 29, Ge B ¥ 42
o5 AN B 89 ¥ FEFHA} Bulsie Ao A - 32 229 BuiRte EqRe
7] g7jste 3¢ A4 F& olASAT. G7)oig JYAe Ao] Widdog Frtslo] AY=Y
& 27 1207} H3ich ARAE B3] AAE 487149 712 el WEA o] ol2nlo|ER
HAZALE 3t 2l 59o] FFoE FAstd WHFI 4] G g of2ulolEMA B4 E U
FoAFE W&ol £ A7 438 SHHAEL U237 22 ARE ANFo N 23HY
=3

SufAt 201 =, Fujat 8912 FEAYG FEFHAY F £Fog ALY, AEAE RA}
A74Y THYARA of2ulolEA G B AR5 L A7 ol WE47 7] g & 59
129 QA EANA HFE YrolFe dEolth. 558 of2ulo|EA O A o] 59 1=
o 2902 4% O, JORFE £33 ZJENA BFE rojde ol oy 7
2 B — e B sheirhelel a3eta, TEFHAE A7) - Bl gebdelo) &3,

SEY Relof ZF, AN B L ded B £ 2ot g 2AL 59 WS 2
20, 30, 21, 19, 10¢] F 100722 FBRFQ 1000 S U AL 87 4§ ASolm, 27 =
AL 5o HAFFT 247 26, 39, 27, 25, 139) F 130W 2.2 109 9S FH A e A4 87
7t B E 2AHAG

4. AL ol2ulolEd] F71e 2YE0] BF APt FA BT AN TN, 44 HPA 9
A ada G £ 4o FAA ujste Aol

FY 2elo] =R FEAE ZAl AA 2 FAdER) g7 f o, £YY 29 TE4HA
A4 Q@ Bl 47) & 599 29 FoA HWHS MY B AFHB)o] W=

ANY Fo] £ 2A% WHSA M AL AR (E)o] WAL FYo] Y& 279 T $F0
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2 2330
o] g% Zo] 22d 4Pz FAA, Al o] BRI TEFH Ao T Ao Bedin] A9

FHE 2 21 718 ¥ U 2

WA(B)E Az Aol A ofuvtol i g RSk BT E MY GUste] Wa Bob st ofizulol

Yo AHATUY. Falel & A& HFEad i v N5E 2 AU o), FH BN g
& rdarsted Gl o] R bal el diehol ¥ & o]Fo] ¢ ot 2v] WH o 2ALE HAEY
FUTh doraold & 29 ob 3 dauz e 00vslel AP G 9 Foll xAbv} bz A7 g

7bgaiviga el b F8dAl 10001 A Ol o] v} vixeta st gtk et & 2ol A

Ageh abvh 89 v S AvE 207, SBIel s0d, C7F 217, DA 19, B 10dol gyt

A kSO wheeba 8w, S 00nAE oWl Uire] 2

v A B C D B
GRS 20 30 21 149 10 A0
At () b P b boEel 100wt

T2 £, 2 A7Y FHHUL A5 FERSFE 2o v 43 Fud g F 100
e FEAUA SPA AERoR YrolE gdeg s

Sadel = gel. JYAEY) Beduir Hubal v, old Aol Fde rlexE Q—{‘%
FozA SHUA 238 AF A48 gelstidnh. At A7AdAes FAS UFREA 2
& otzupolEA o B Whrdle A o sx9le] o] ofdA) s} AEAE AR e
£ oholth 3 2ebo]l S WS §dE hre ANE d)d oW P e g “u) g theka
AT A “ulf g Bt e ol 2w 78 A Ao HAsE OME} &H, & of2ulolEA
o) Aeg T Abgtel Al ARl M7 b 2ol BlE AW F A2 o) ¢ HATH o) A “u) -
Bl olze 74 Hx Ao PAsHA sk

2 I

Eg/Hol =3 Hy

AEAENA Fhe hs o AFHYA2A Yrdex) ohw 2 olzulo]Ed 024 Y5
SAE AT, NP Y 2 FUH A¥E YU £V AT AHQ
o B 299 Qo] R FHHYEAE AR, NP A B Ho2 o] o)y
L SHE AT e AAdch g, 49 ¥9E 229 28 U IYAE 2407
A 2)at g ok

wAol 2o AaE oz B4 23 dHshe 2

b

ol thE jhE-S BAe Mw, v

Ho
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Az 23 27 7o) S99 i}0]7} UATHz=3.17 p<.01). EF £ oj2nlo|EMN ] AL 3
gz A Aol +3¢ HHSFE e 24 vadgn & dFAME Fho] B 2474
& 28 Tl §A3 Ae)7} al?iﬂ(z=15.84, p<.01). Wby, 4% 2z nE nEAg g

BoiHE %g

71 @7t & bl e ZYEAA Bl S A7t ofGA dEX ) FulAE ged F 4Y g
ghohg el ato] U AN B e g Golry] Y A mARH e HFAE B @) o]
Be 7195t b OA HollA Buisk dow HH

o] 2bF R 2(FMA) X2 BFAIX5(FHEA Y] V5o HFEA L F Ay, £H qdee F
E3F S ATHE(L, 715)=164.54, p<.01]. Z AcNAl W3 19.95%H9), BollA| 24,6978, ColA)
20.35%F, DolAl 19.44%H91, 18] EolAl 15.65%Hd& Rul3tqic)

wE, Rujziel £ 710424 B34 777} JeERLTHF(4715)=16.28, p<.01]. &191A]
B upel o), AEAE FEFH A vEA 717t 52 Aol 1o o), 7o xrt de
Ao AlE B HA) THHE}%IE}

ojg} Z& Fujzte] W& AolE thA] AE3] A HPAHEo] AL E Hul 9 ES &3 B,
Hﬂ 2 7lEr) o] 7 2 MEgetd 2 238 MR E AAE Ho] golth o))

B HolY FFYE FolA o] & YT &84 1 o] F YH LS AHeid F
o #HE ¥ AL 7L, VEde §F9HE 203 B2 457 Y AHE0
‘5401 A o] Z & EHEM 2Eet FErEAe] FujdE AL E A5 2, dgY
2o AMgHIR st FEFEARTE FEANAAN o BR[X2=16.16, df=3, p<.01].

=l

]
e, 454
3

&l

oﬂ. H

2
ru?i

=
_12:‘,
M

Ha
\0 ot

1. =4E Bofjoe| HTX|

= 2
B #h=19) _ H(n=23) Al(n=42)
A B C D E A ¥ A B C D E
19.74 27,89 2100 19.00 12.37 19.96 2617 20.35 10.57 13.96 19.86 2695 20.64 19.31 13.2
(1.12)  (4.68) (1.45) (1.45) (4.40) (0.20) (3.87) (0.70) (0.77) (3.69) (0.78) (4.34) (L.15) (1.16) (4.10)
F__® &£ # A
2 #(n=48) 2 #H(n=57) Al(n=105)
EQA420.00 22.88 20,27 1973 1712 20.19 2278 20.26 19.19 17.96 20.10 22.83 20.26 19.45 17.55
(0)  (4.42) (0.4) (0.44) (4.42) (0.94) (5.83) (0.97) (2.23) (4.79) (0.68) (5.19} (0.76) (1.64) (4.63)
£08H9.55 24.77 19.89 10,20 16.59 20.10 2473 2043 19.77 1497 19.87 2475 20.20 19.53 15.06
(2.08)  (4.64) (2.21) (2.06) (6.81) (0.47) (3.91) (0,71} (0.71) (3.94) (1.43) (4.23) (1.56) (1.47) (5.41)
A419.79 2375 20,10 19.49 16.88 20.14 238 20.35 19.49 1639 19.99 2378 20.23 19.49 16.61
(1.43)  (4.62) (L54) (1.46) (5.65) (0.73) (5.01) (0,85) (L&4) (461} (1.12) (4.86) (1.22) (1.36) (5.12)
A 1977 24.93 20.36 19.35 15.60 20.09 2449 2035 19.51 1569 1995 2469 20.35 19.44 1565
(1.35) (5.00) (L57) (1.47) (5.70) (0.76) (4.83) (.81} (L.45) (4.50) ¢1.08) (4.91) (L22) (1.46) (5.08)
F1( )9e g%

#

oc|_m:
o
=]

=
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27 —— 5
25
23
21

19

17

13

B C A D E
T8 . HIRXIXTEA 7|62 MEXE

H2, ZAUW BUHA ABYIT

z = 2 T_F F B A
g & 2 4 & X

Fuj g3 A4 %413} =04 ks A

3y 11(57.9)  8(34.8) 7(26.9) 8(36.4) 2(7.4) 9(30.0) 45(30.6)
T 5 4(21.1)  4(17.4) 18(69.2) 10(45.5) 21(77.8) 9(30.0) 66(44.9)
4 % 2(10.5) 10(43.5) 1( 3.8 3(13.6) 1 3.7) 12(40.0) 29(19.7)
7] Eb 2(10.5)  1( 4.3) 0(0) 1{ 4.5) 3(11.1) 0(0) 7( 4.8)

) 19 23 26 22 27 30 147
F{ ke 4 27 Wellde %

B FEAY Heole A FUGel B ARt glong, BYUS AANA 2(4) xR
W) X2(5A ) MFENE S o] Aol A, C L DY A ALgtol A Bujade Wi 39
et FERME TEE F Q7] WFo) 7l Ey %2 B} 79wt G2 EolA Bulg 2ot

FTHSEAE AT O 23, B[F(, 139)=12.25, p<.01]% E[F(1, 139)=12.68, p<.01]¢l
WA Euhate FEA0F Foeh 2EA (M=26,95)8 FE5$E G M=23.78) 2t} 71d 57}
E& BollAl o] A gt B8 AEAR(M=13.20)F FEFHRM=16.61)80} 7|dE7t Yo E
oA g z&sHc

Ao disid e FEIA[F, 139)=.60(B), .40(E), ns]o} Buiziote] 4524 a7[F(1, 139)
=.11(B), .31(E), ns}7t 2% gl9ith

Aldel BAo welM e BaRuol 98 ato] S Molx) Qekrh[F(1, 139)=.59(B), .03(E),
ns). v, BUlH HEo Wiwg EA3 A3, A 2ol RulgH Agulwet By}
AATH X*=10.92, df=3, p<.05). AMHAHo2 Aol PP FE2E RPN w7} Bopm( y?
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H3. AHhlof ERIU0| IR H0{o] BUiNA ALBYIT

i Y

by KO $%’J*a} T8 14 98 A
¥ 3 .6) 10(47.8) 8(22.9) 7(22.6) 26(24.8)
#+ % (83 3) 5(23.8) 24(68 6) 14(45.2) 58(55. 2)
2 % 1( 5.6) 5(23.8) 1 29) 10(32.3) 17(16.2)
7] € 1( 5.6) 1( 4.8) 2( 5.7) o 0) 4(3.8)

A 18 21 35 3 105
F1( )ere zk 2 YdlM e %

=11.53, df=3, p<.01), A9 Fjlo] £ Ado] BRAYY FE4PAE FENEI} Yok x?
=40.41, df=3, p<.01).

27l — el B serhd & AMS S Aol AN Fdude) WE Ay deAE dopry)
A, 2oy Wade P Ao] H3olth HINA B 4 AUSo], G AL 2o B9
o) gouwl FEHMI $HET AN Bo] wor FHRu SASAh o) Agole &
F AR MBI o e BQlo) o £Qlo] o AlFRT HEHWE o AlLdTE
A& & 5 A olH@ AN FY F3E LY MEETE G4 (X%=14.8, di=3, p<.
017 AX(X2=1186, df=3, p<.01) RSN EAHo 2 $9sgch

#39] AR E 7ML HAE FolM FYdel e Fulde] M358 B, BYo] ¥ 2NN
E asRuvt 72.1% 8 SAF W, F9o] @ 2ANME g§Hol 32.7%, d%ol 36.5%, 4%
o] 28.8%% IE BEE HUE o, olE 1% FFAA FARHHAP=20.29, df=3).

= 2

1927} 247] BE AgEAA HPAEC] FERALE %A FulsieRE ol wigry
3, Yol 8o AAHNY. F, 7IAE7t £ AgholA W 24,6974, F37H2 ALl A 19,959
4, 23 AHolA 15.6600E Euldtd & A7 JMIE A B

AAHozE ol FYEH Aol AR, & d¥zxd Yol AdF oz YPREs} 35
B E A Hus] & de Fgo] @ik HA $eizE FEsAe o, FEAY 255
B ol gAY & #5de Y94 o d3dy, FEs¥EAe 25EHL o Mg
o 7hdert AAEA.

E3, A e fE BujeH HEY Aolg AT s3] REAoE AAHUG. A
FHoE ABEY, Atto] AP FEe Feo A9 Felo] g1 Aldte] ERAYD TF &
B2 7 fo 7Hdol AXNHAR 1 e g z2ANME M) A HA FHAT). 7],
do| X Aol AFH AFEAN A, B¢ 2457 B 24 7o) H3 Zojs} QI B4
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ol mE ol2¥ Raese At At B34 80 #ule] 4%E A vH Axe ZYP
89o} obd & UAtte A& AAETE T8 Y, 23 FHNA B3 249 HEA7) BE 229
HEA G FE Aot Yo 2F9 AF oz BFHH o, A NN FoE A oj@st
A Ehgol WlFo] EF 2319 22e] AYEA] X VA3 & £ gk old gifiNE
FF 477 swEnh

oA7)o A, Aste] BFG Bl 28.8%7F AFFuE stA= ©l, Aol A F A Gole 7.5% %
ol AFEu & ATk olFA Aol B o AF WY Wxst e AL B3| 358 vl
th. Leventhal(1976)2 2 tiI#AE fA8 e A2 +39 Soisls J18 sfof 3+ A 5
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Effects of Allocator, Computational Complexity, and Allocator's inputs in
Reward Allocation Behavior

Sea-Young Park
Chonbuk National University

In this study, I tested the hypothesis of equity theory that variations in individual contributions led to
an equitable allocation of reward, and examined the effects of allocator, computational complexity, sex,
and allocator's inputs on reward allocation. The results provided strong support for the equity
hypothesis. As predicted by hypothesis 1, those who contributed more received more money than those
who contributed less. And consistent with hypothesis 2, supervisors preferred the equity principle and
corecipients preferred the equity principle. Effects of computational complexity were not obvious and
sex differences according to allocator’s inputs were opposed to hypothesis. The implications of this

study were discussed, and some further researches were recommended.





