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HSEITHOEAE

social value orientation
(Messick & McClintock, 1986, van Lange 1998, Haruno & Frith 2010)

Self (yen)  Other(yen)

1 100 100
2 110 60
3 100 20

1 Prosocial B EHRFONMZEzHZKR. Exw/D
2 Individualistic BHZ&X
3 Competitive BH DOEFITHITHEBLZTEKR
g[a|F6EI LI E—BL-EIRTRE
Ik RER LI LE A~ DT
RF.R2FADERE

FERHRDITEIZ T
(Bogaert et al., 2008)
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Reward

2004

100¢

TOTAL:36
SELF , OTHER
36 177

SELF , OTHER

s+ RATING 1~4

Subject's
total reward

S (EV:1-4) 36[E
(N=25 and 14)

EV =W, *R_+W, *R, +W, *D, +C
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Subject's reward

Other's reward
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Beta value
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(Haruno, Kimura & Frith, 2013)

~ KAORU
" TAKUTO

N Offer (Yen)
% | You | Partner
oo 90 | 250 250
60 | 200 300
70 | 150 350
Accept or Reject J 80 ) 100 400

RERET —LBRICEHNEMEHRTEETR-
(1tvyiar 405:17)
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rejection rate
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Ro-Rs (beta value)
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social value orientation & 2 D1{E[A]

(Tanaka, Terada, Yamamoto & Haruno, in prep)
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:)’Dﬂﬁrlﬂ DT A (Beck Depression Inventory)

2. 7EER 7. BCORE
0 WEIZDWTERBL THiW 0 HTBEHIIHT AL A EDS 2w
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2 WA LTI EL v ERRB ALV 2 BABESITEEL TS
3 PRI EBRTE ZL1ERVIEERD 3 ATBEFHTL ISR
3. BEDXM 8. Bty
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social value orientation&BDI

BDI total 5(_:_ore {Prc?sof:ia_ll u_rs Indi_vidualist} 240% @*&.ﬁﬁ% th 1 20% D
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o« ZLDHAEITENIZEFEH 9 Hsocial value orientation
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% (Science 2009)
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