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Treatment

Control (n = 35)

Treatmentl (n = 33)

Treatment?2 (n = 36)

51.43% (= 54/105)

43.43% (= 43/99)

44.44% (= 48/108)

31.43% (=33/105)

30.30% (= 30/99)

49.07% (=53/108)

# of female per generation 3

15 (FhRviE) 1.54 (2.00) 1.30 (1.00) 1.33(1.00)
111 1.03 0.98
0.00 0.00 0.00
3.00 3.00 3.00
# of prosocial members per generation *
39 (FhR(E) 0.94 (1.00) 091 (1.00) 147 (1.00)
0.90 0.80 0.99
0.00 0.00 0.00
3.00 3.00 3.00
Empathic Concern
g (FhRvB) 1748 (17.33) 1840 (18.33) 18.39 (1850)
259 192 299
13.00 1467 11.00
2333 22.00 2467
Personal Distress
15 (hoB) 15.92 (16.00) 15.67 (16.00) 15.91 (15.83)
2.86 2.87 3.09
10.00 933 6.67
23.00 2200 20.33
Critical Thinking Disposition
40.03 (40.67) 41.19 (41.00) 4150 (41.83)
337 318 291
31.67 3233 34.33
4833 46.67 4733

' & Treatment £ TOLXEDEIE

2 & Treatment 2{FT®D Prosocial X > /N—DE|E&

R DAMEDE

* ZHHLD Prosocial X > /N—#



x 4.2 ZHD Prosocial X v /X—DEEEF TS 5 B OFIREK

F7av BaERY HHEER

# of prosocial members

Control (n = 35) Treatmentl (n = 33) Treatment?2 (n = 36)
0 7.69% (=1/13) 0.00% (= 0/10) 0.00% (= 0/6)
1 0.00% (=0/13) 11.11% (= 2/18) 14.29% (= 2/14)
2 0.00% (=0/7) 0.00% (= 0/3) 55.56% (= 5/9)
3 50.00% (= 1/2) 100.00% (= 2/2) 42.86% (=3/7)
GH 5.71% (= 2/35) 12.12% (= 4/33) 21.78% (= 10/36)

% 43 Treatment BDF 73 3 > B % &R 248 & HER

FT7 3 BERIRY 2EE LR
F7 a3 A XiE B

Control (n = 35) Treatmentl (n = 33) Treatment? (n = 36)
A 33 (94.29%) 29 (87.88%) 26 (72.22%)
B 2 (5.71%) 4(12.12%) 10 (27.78%)
Az 35 (33.66%) 33 (31.73%) 36 (34.61%)

Control vs. Treatmentl (x2 = 0.867, p = 0.352), Control vs. Treatment2 ( y 2 = 6.151, p = 0.013)
Treatmentl vs. Treatment2 ( y 2= 2.610, p = 0.106)
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=8 71 T2 73

F 73> BOER F 73 BOER F 73> BDOER

Treatment %' —

<Base group = Control >

Treatmentl ! 0.064* 0.087** 0.070*
(0.038) (0.040) (0.040)

Treatment2? 0.221%** 0.140%** 0.138***
(0.042) (0.036) (0.036)

ST 2

# of prosocial members per generation 0.116%** 0.112%+*
(0.016) (0.016)
# of female per generation -0.016
(0.016)

Empathic Concern 0.019%**
(0.006)

Personal Distress -0.016**
(0.007)

Critical Thinking Disposition 1964 x10*
(0.006)
BT — & (WAH 104 104 104

BRI EIL, BEREART, L 1% 5% 10%KETERTHD I LamT,
123 —Z58 (Treatmentl = 1. ZMUSL T 0)

242 — 2548 (Treatment2 = 1, ZhLISLT 0)

SHERE R (312 %) = B (104 #1X) x 34



