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[ Abstract)
Methods: A total of 132 3~6 children were selected as participants. The distribution rates in dictator game were set as the

Objective: To examine the relationships among children’s theory of mind, moral emotion and fair behavior.

index of fair behavior. Besides, two false belief tasks were chosen to evaluate their levels of theory of mind and, two ques-
tions about moral emotion judgment were asked to evaluate their development of moral emotion. Results: MDChildren’s dis-
tribution ratio increased following the age increase, with preschoolers over 4—year—old tending to allocate more than 3—year—
old children. @Both children’s level of theory of mind and moral emotion judgment were significantly correlated with their
fair behavior. @A hierarchical regression analysis indicated that children’ s understanding of first—order false belief and
outcome in self—as—victimizer moral emotion judgment can significantly predict the fair behavior. @ Moral emotion judg-
ment served as a mediating role between theory of mind understanding and fair behavior. Conclusion: Theory of mind and

moral emotion could significantly predict children’s fair behavior, and moral emotion partly mediates the effect of theory of

mind on fair behavior.
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