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Cohort Difference in the Utimatum and Dictator Game
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Abgract : The gudy invedigated the decison-making and vaue of people of different cohorts, by Ultimetum Game
and Dictator Game. Results showed that ol der participants dffered sgnificantly nore than the younger groups as pro-
posers, and they rgected sgnificantly less in UG as reponders. As education of participants was ocortrolled in the
gudy , we argued that older people are noreinfavor o equa dlocation and dtruism than younger groups, due to their
vaue o farnessingead of cognitive ahility.
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