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nanely he co— existence of adn inistative monopoly sector and non— adm i strative m onopoly sector aswell as the conflict between
China tade unbn’ s adn nbstratvization and socializatbn, & the mamn reason of he weakening power of trade unbn’ s ncome
dstrbuton functon In omer to play a role m ncane distrbuton tradle unbns n China should undergo a reformm of de -

adm n Btrativzaton re— constructbn of rights protection functbn and the ndependence of the grass— roots trade union organ zatbns
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Heterogeneity in Social Preference, Individual Rationality and
Contribution Cooperatiom A Study Based on a VCM Experim ent

LitW enxin', GongX'n2 and Zhang Yuanpeng1
(L School of Econan ics Pek ng Un wersity, 2 Teachers Collegg Colmbia University)

Abstract Based on te approach of expermental econan ics this paper discusses the relatbnship bew een hetemgeneous sochl
preferences of ind vduals and ther coperative contrbutbn behaviors Firstly taking into account the prevaknt phenomenon of

ind vidual heteogeneity in contrbuting behavr and strategy we identify four types of players according to their strategy pattems
Among then, conditbnal cooperabrs (CC) make contrbutibn decisions accord ng to others’ behavirs positive coopernbs ( PC)
contribu te positively in most parts of the entire peribds non— cooperators (NC) contrbute littlg strateg it cooperators ( SC) pretend to
be conditional woperabrs or pos tive cooperators bebore finally behaving as non— cooperators i the latter periods Secondly follw ing
this Ine we constuct an analytical framev ork to analyze the contrbuting behavior of ndividuals n which bur strategy paths are
derived fran a genemalized utility functon And the hypothesis & to sane degree supported by en pirical evidence Fially we find hat
increasing hem arginal benefit of pub lic nvesim ent (m argmnal per capita rate of rtum MPCR) and mproving comm un kation among
the public could affect the socalpreferences of nd vidduals and their contrbutin strategies so that the degree of voluntary cooperation
w ill be enhanced
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