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BEdE R . 2 5 N BA 7B AL 2w i (R B, 2010)  BITEREAR b B 1T 4%
22735 Z8b BRI —ER I3 AT BR Ry 25 A 4 AT TR (TR0 fl A5 1
SRR A A (B M A B 1R 22 B 88 5 4 (Fischbacher 45,2001 ; Kurz-
ban F1 Houser, 2005 ; Fischbacher 1 Gachter, 2010; J& I % Fl R ¥4, 2008) , %k
Sl S BUBOE RO T ANTEAE S BB P i S 2 sl e ZREAAT S 2 T 2 Ok
TN AR TR B R i Bk B T S

ANEE S XA A s O 4 S 0 1 P A BT AN R LR R U5 B A B
YE A ERR AT B S AN & 2R 5 R B 7 (9f A8 &, 1953) , ATIE T
BT Z AR I AR E B R AR A R S i M R . . EA
AP SCHERHEAT T A R % . H, Fischbacher 48 (2001) (19 B Be 23 3 i 52 55
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Wit CETCULI , T SCFR b SR Mg 7 1% L strategy method) B WA H T 12 8
%o RS SR I A 16 rp 2 i 8RR 15 B Y B4 D T 125 (direct re-
sponse method) A [] % WP J7 ¥ 2SR Wy H T A AT BE 2 3k 1 ok SR AR
A ERE TR 1 — A [) 7 B0 52 A= 33 19 38 17 B (Muller 45, 2008) , iX 1R
T REFE A T S F TR OR BN (experimenter demand effect) (Levati Al Zultan,
2009) » T H AT M B T BT5E (Roth, 1995) .

M, AR IR T — 4803 W 3T (within-subjects design) 3246, 12
22 0] 13 7 125 AR IO PR R A DL B 92 B S 30 v A A 2 B ST RS R TR S
A AT JE T SR T ik S i v A e TR B R AT X L LA TR A
TEIX PN T 86 T 1Y S0 AT Ry 2 75— B0, DA T AG: 36 3 WP T vk 1 A Rt . AR
18 S 30 295 SR W s T A DA 2 A 2 i e i K 10 8 R 2 T 3 2 A S i Y
AR TR AT TR S T PSS [8] D vk 1 52 56 v 2 B R O — BORY Ak 2 i
Uy NTTIE S 1 SR 1 5 1 B A 80P o AR SCAIR S8 AN A Sy 3 s 12 1) A 81
FEHE TR [ B SRR | [R)I  0 dm P R D 9 Rk R A 2 i g
f 5 AT SR AL T A SR BRG SCHE

— X HER &R

I T BRI R e S A5 R A B J7 ¥k 8RR A B80T ¥ (protocal -me-
thod) , BV 5 78 B8 32 A 1% o — 4, AR Fiz IR 5 42 01 )y 7 2K (direct-response mode) fif
HRRHR IFIC 3T U %7 PR g B4 I 7 15 o ANad s — BB AR5 3 B i b
T EAFAEE Z R IR . AN A E B 78 90 58 AR 0 TR AR A e A 2 e A AR M ok B
2 01 W 7 R ARAR A TE X L T8 T D SR AR L DR I TG vk 4 1o A SR A T R I
HAHL, AU, Selten(1967) £ 1 1AM T7 12, BITESUM AR R LT L 2R ik
oA OB A PSR R ABGR AT B TR, TR, S AT L R A AR ST R A OR e
(Brandts il Charness,2011) , #F MR A 3BT MR S 5 A M 2

Selten(1967) HY 5 WP 75 1k 8 1 12z M T T i Ji 3 RO 112 L AL o T 46 1o
7R (5L HZE4E (Brandts Ml Charness, 2011), S SE 06 & #24E T K& 9 4 R e
FHHE . Fischbacher % (2001) 1 YO S PEJ7 % 51 A 3L SR 0T —
AT B B2 3 it S, BDZE SR AR 2R 20 0R T S AR BE A N 1 2 3 i TR 5 4031
01,2, ZE A& BT O, SR Wt o] 28 HAE AH A 00 T 1 2 3k i # v B
Herrmann A1 Thoni(2009) ,Rustagi 55 (2010) ,Kocher 5% (2008) ,Burlando #l
Guala(2005) \Muller % (2008) . Volk % (2011), Thoni 45 (2012) | J& Ml % 4%
(2013) iz FHZ S it , B[R] 48 5% i K1 T SO AR 5 ST i Ak 25
Pt A7 1 EEE A5 B 1RO —BUW L 2598 O w2 O i S o {4
TSRAT ) B SEERUEE

MR W 7 AR B A AT R {5 B 5 AR LS 45 b i b
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Roth(1995) 48 i , 75 {25 i 72 v , Wl T B8 32 22 G T A AT >4 ol 1 s 9 1% L4 L L
s YT AR AL SR SR I AT AR L 5y — b T U g — M E R
B, DRI, R SCHR A [ 15 2 5 0 1) SR Mt A 7y ks 5 L R ST 45 1% L T )
JPEHEAT T — SR 5L 45 Y 45 18 77 7E W] 0 09 43 L (Brandts #1 Charness.
201D, BARBI AL G OO 2 BB 545 B 25 e RS — 2, #iln,
Levati Al Zultan(2009) I\ Ay , 5 B M 77 6 76 A~ AR 32 A At N BT ik 147 8 B 517
EABATTER A T — AR B AT R A S PR A AR L Rt X Ry v
RATRE =4 1 526 75 R 2% . Muller %5 (2008) J3 51 35 T 5 W 4 J7 925 K 1 2% [m]
N ETERE T A Ry 2t SE 8, S 45 2R R ZE R [ S 2 g rh SRR
W Ry — B SR AT O, T HLBCA R TR S e RIS M T R A M, S
Muller 45 (2008) B 2256 % 31 A [A] , Fishchbacher 45 (2012) JF )& 17— gk N i 1T
S LRI G ST S I T SR W A T ik AR (R N T i B P S AT
18 S B0 235 SR 7R A RS R TE AN A [R) 52 50 v B9 AT Ry 2 — 200 AT 7 1 SR
PEOTEER A M . AXER I SRS PE 7 VR A ST A Rtk — 2P R

T3 0 A SO S PR3 A S v e B b R L AE T SR g Y
1520 75 AN IR AR S 90 1 B R B U T2 52 B A DR S 3 1 #F sz 3
(9 SCAR A5 BT AR ST A T 2o D 45 DR 3R ) 2 o ol 22, 2008) 52 0 5 s My 1k
(A RS 7S R SO TS SR AN [E AN 6] A Rt — PR, i,
A S M Fishchbacher 55 (2012) B N F 5250, 2R A R B 5 2 5
PR A~ S 3, B — NP0 B B 28 k5280 (0 o8 PS5 RN ER &2 22 109 04 b o 2 2
SEge GE R C S28) I A TR Ak 23 i 4 26 4 55 FRAS AN AR 7 A 2 T ) i A AR 7
P 245 R B B AL S A AT REAE 2 KFE B b BEAATTAE C Sede b iy A 3k 4%
BT R . RATHY LI 45 2R WoR , TC e 2 A& At 23 i e 1 i 1) 0K )2 T 3 2
MBI A AR R T E A RTE P SEEe Al C S i R B B oy — Bt 2
i 4 o DTG 32— 20 IR ST SR W T ik AT R

T B8 1 By J& , Fishchbacher 1 Giachter(2010) Sy 52 425 (2012) 43 51 LA
B —E A ep [ B B A B 4L R T A 2 W A S A S e b AR IR B
IR A — 5 B S EAWIEW] 1 SRR T 2 5 B MW T R — Bt . A
AR S FE A AR AE SR M Ty ik S A LN R R R SR AT O R A — B BF
I8 F AR AR SRS M T A APE B T EL B DA UL T S M TOUE S T L B
N EE 52 22 SO 1) R AR SN — R P T 2 A R T 5 S R U T
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R U2 5 E B RENLM o i — 4L A 2 58 015 20 B07 0 B A 2L
TERDN IR P 5 A L0 P 2Z (R BC . B 1) RO N K P 19 B2 RIS AR . $ela)
AR RO o NS e S R 7 AR DR N E e | /A T /A TSR R DA
AR 1 (MPCR) 0. 45 28 38 5l I 45 D /08 28053 I HE Al 3t | 3 58 4+ 3t 3t
o BRNS5E B ALK R R g (0<g<<20) . B 1E ALK P i 2L
TGO 2y 20 — g HMCA TR 30K

1
m=20—g+0.4 >, g e))

MO AT LA AT 2 S0k P e 95 % 2 5 38 SE AR R 45 e R Ak i
SR o T 1) 2 I P e B A4 BN A AR R £ e Rk, AR X LT
AN ACHIE 5 8 R B Y T R

BT PR S R AR SCH AN LI T A B P OSEE R C SEEG, P
SCHG RIA Fischbacher 48 (2001) [ 9 By Bt A Je fh 5256 . 76 P SE58 L 25 % /)N
A P At T 2 28 S BTk R (RGO S B0 A 0,1, -, 20 5 21 BB L,
SIBUR, Q7 R ISR S =R W N & W oy DA TR N [ /NS SR P JN ]
R , W FR SR PE DTk it . C S0 [ At s o 2 L 5 552 56 R R A5 400 3 51
A A RS A RS I B L B A S TR R, N0, AT E X BLE
BRI B T R A 3 5 BTk At = AW 388D . X RE, /AT AT
PLAr B 9k 3 i 28 3 STk i S N U Z R S R . S A, 4R E A AT 7
P S5 338 1 I i A0 C S50 v ek N B T L FR AT T DA g e C S
RN G i TR R EAT AT . R T O B A A TR B 2 3 TR
AR TR 0B AR AR A AN . ELRT L A0 SR A B Rk b A 3
TR A T TE S b A Y S B A CIRUCRE 50 AH 45 D0z g iR AR A 3 B 4
Jily s AN AN THE 5 SC PR IE A 22 1(2) UK 345 20 B (2 il

— A7 100 ok A IR M2 K2E GERIR KO M RFELEABRS S T AR
B ABATH R AL R A R B s kRS R 2R A A AT BT 1 R SR R s i g
THEHLTE B SLE G 8 Ztree # 44 (Fischbacher,2007) . &2 5 1 5
T B — K40 — 3% DUE AT e S S E . ST IR AT 3R AT 5
PRSI R B AL 1 SIS SV AR DR 2 S, A AR AR AR AT T A L T
Hro FRATILSR IS A B B8 T 5. 00 JCH 35 B8 4h , S236 vb 9 B 456 L)
100,03 ML Sa 4 B S U A . IRATTEAI A0 T SR 7 DA R e A A
TR T o ISR A 112250 A ol P T A, 0 b A O 8L 9 560 S H T
(P MEE £ . AR SO 5 RS LA 3 R C LB EE T T 10 HICR 3CiE
“C10 52587 RAFFEE T 90 2081, 2 5 & I AT % 18. 23 JL(STDEV =
2.3 )R 2 /R CL REE AT T 2 WICF3Ce b “C2 52867 KAFFEE T 60
I3 B 5 H AR 7. 20 TE(STDEV=0. 24), Jy T %9 ik 16 & 42 1
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FEATRT LWL ) 5] — 4> 2 5 F AR WA ARG 5 b AT R, DL g — Bk,
FAVIRE S 5HAE P L5 b R AL 2 O e 28 8L 3 A

) SRR . 78 P S5 b R B B 2 2 & STk oy 0.1, -4, 20
S5 21 Feg O , BEOR B I A B 7R AR R BT B R DT MR Y B L A
AR A PRSI AR XN R . 7R L SRRl I, 2 M) Fischbacher 45 (2001) i
B 15153 R DU A s G- S 8 L 5 — 2 O 5 R P & 4E # (conditional cooperator) ,
A AT 23 3 5 DT R B I A N B 84 g B . BN R 51 Y Spearman IR
AH A 36 45 R AE 1060 09 1 F PEAKOF FoR IE 58 2R ARS8 425, TR b A STk
Z /0 AT — BT AL TTRR AL 58 2RO U B S AR AT A 3
D e UG R R (DN D) NI o )1 N i 5 O E R )| M= A O i 8 Y
Spearman J3 YA A 555 55 DUZE R AR A S bk 45 25 R H At 2K A0 @ 43 B 7
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A5 PR S 5 O 4 SR AR AR B NG . EA SC C10 SE50 1 &, A TR D
SR ARl A 1 T F- 25 9. 24,8, 66.,9. 83 Ml 7. 75, M 22 9 A
K. Kruskal-Wallis & 55 25 £ 0 B /R, T WM LB & 2 7 (p=
0.0001), %Ah.3E 1% (3).% (4) Fl Kruskal-Wallis #5645 5 (p {85 5 51 M
0. 0051 F1 0. 0001) i i 7, £ C10 S 55 27+ M9 1 4 38 - 4] v, A 7] i - 25 784
B A A AR R T JC I 0 25 5 . W AR A 02, JCIe N T R e
SR WE L 35 4 A i e 28 TR0 % kXl N %) T K SO 1) L 3 5
AR EFIFEA IO 20 BENZ It 2 R 1003 il 5 2 1 3o 25 2% i
Fy ITTACTIE T AT 00 45 4 247 R 02t T L4 3 Ul AE B 2% 0

A Clo L gt iy AL S STk . 78 Clo S iy & 3, &t A 1
=B U B SRS LS 425 1Y F- 24 5Bk &= 43 038 8. 59.8. 00 A1 7. 50, ¢
B 2 25 5 (Kruskal-Wallis #65 p=0. 8771) ; (H & ¥ £ H F LTk T
0. 67 P ELI , Kruskal-Wallis 255 (p=0. 0001) I FiFE A Wilcoxon Bk Al
K (z=4. 599, Prob>>[z| =0. 0000) ) & 7% , b A7 %) 1 1 57 ik = 5 Al M 4
RPN W22 57 . INSEI AR A E 35 423 0] S 2Lk PP 4 sk 1
0. 44 BRA T FE A = 2Bl 28 2 5 BTk i SF-#4 28 5. 95.6. 00 i 5. 50, #5 il
B B R W DTk i S A 4 2 R B Kt A E B B 25 % (Kruskal-Wallis K
5 :p=0.0051; Wilcoxon #& M8 . 2= 3. 619, Prob>> | z| =0.0003), M 4B
T IE B L DTk E AL 0. 81 AL L A ESEE K 7,188 U
TEA1EH N 6. 97, HABZE R T2 5THK T 6. 43, #5423 76 &30 1 W1 19 s ik
# (Kruskal-Wallis ¥ 56 : p=10. 0001 ; Wilcoxon Bk Fl 4556 . z=12. 806, Prob>
|z| =0.0000) i Z A% T HAth £ 2 Bl 19 BTk =

F1 CEIHPMEFH S QKT RE ST

B i ik ft
i - 2 L C10 525 Co %R Cl0 35 02 5
. EECO[ORW [ amorm | o | B | RM [ B |
(2) (3) 4 (6) (D) (€))
9.24 7.18 8.40 7.59 8.59 5.95 7.18 6.87
PPN : : : : : : : :
AR A 2 A (3.09) | (2.86) (2.88) (2.62) | (3.48) | (4.56) (3.99) (3.78)
8.66 6.11 7.81 5.9 0.67 0. 44 0. 81 1.50
R (1.33) | (2.85) (2.3 (5.59) | (0.71) | (0.88) (1.40) (2.42)
. 9.83 7.17 7.87 7.17 8.00 6.00 6.97 4.50
A ) : : : : : : :
B U et (0.98) | (3.3D (2.36) (2.94) | (2.19) | (3.90) (2.96) (2.75)
ol K 7.75 5.75 7.60 6.29 7.50 5.50 6.43 5.43
(1.26) | (2.06) (1.88) (2.34) | (2.89) | (4.04) (3.15) (2.50)

F1BGIT T C2 T2 [F) et 1 2 78 A A 4 350 90 300 %) 2 3 o 53 R o A Xt
A AEBIA M EE S b2, XEMAH T 54 Clo sL5 b AR 45, B
AE & 3 N SR T S HoAb S A /4 22 7 3 R H B (Kruskal-Wallis %
5 :p=0.0420; Wilcoxon B K K . z=2. 034, Prob> | z| =0. 0420) ,H &2
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5 TRk 0 22 52 0 3 ) (Kruskal-Wallis #35 : p=0. 0002 ; Wilcoxon Bkl
K3 .2=3. 689, Prob>>|z| =0.0002),

MR 2 b7 5B RAT 0 — Bk . X IR A il 7E P
S SR B A I A A 2 KR DA R L AE C SCRe kB T SO
L FRATHE P SE 8 rh B E T WA A N STRR A 4300 0,1, -0+, 20 A 21 R AL
NS TR L 7E C ST AR AT X A A VR B B A b A
L FRATAT LA AR C 525 b i 2 3 5 BT R i AT A TR i, Bl A
T C 5256 0 536 b N A 1R B B0 10, 10 Al (Bl ft) 78 P 256 op X 1 A 57
kBN 10 33X AR 00 59 25 F P DTk B o0 8 I8 4 1 it gt 3t 28 3 STk B A A
FTHEN R 8. BARIT T » 4 A 5 & X fth A A 1 1 15030 5 At A7 B9 28 36 ) 53
R 2 E A O S A B A S STk = U F 8 U B A EE A I
fits DT HR ek I A R N A TR 1 398 T S G 0 bR 5 T At 2 AR ) 3 AR TG AR
AR AHAEA ST I rh 5 EFESH LA 2,

J TR PSR R A AE BT 2 KRR L RE S R B IATE C S
55 p A AT R AT TT LA T & B 2 R A TR e
AS TRl B 2R AR B 28 36 S STk S N SAE TS R . BT AR E
49 2 AN ] g 47 248 80 3 ) 00 6 2 e it BT R A 52 e, FRATT A A B S A BTk
O RS G LT 5 O A 2B A A8 LI F AR L 43 1—5 1A 6— 10 I
B BT OLS it 45 R W% 2,

MW 2 B.AETMEFAMN F2 AINMBERAARFXENMGRHRESTHNER

Bt & 1 28 RS A i 2 S 1—58 | 6—10
Tl 5% oM W T " 0.0395"" | 0.0507"
iﬁkiiﬁ ﬂﬁji\ﬂ/ﬁﬁﬁjﬁﬁﬁ BUR > SR % (0.0607) | (0.0295)
FHIEME, R 1—5 1, 0.7241* | ©. 6585
W X & A EH ) CoU
B EHENE TRy T T (0.0800) | (0.0989)

A . S i Sl 1T 9 0.2643""" | 0.2570"""
0.0395, B B AK F H AL 428 Bm < @l U & 1% (0. 0848) | 0. 0424

FH AN £ K . :?ﬂxT\ 3 i % e
LR NI S i ot U ¢ S 2 T 0.3061 0. 3402
10 ﬂ;ﬁh%{ﬁp@%,ﬁ;%é@@”ﬂ% (0.0735) (0.0724)

AR TAE 1—5 W &8, % TSN AREZE. AT 40 E£ R 102 A

BT AEATHARG T At Al e 288 A A R K

K 2 g — DR TR 2 MNA . BT AL OCTE B R A R 4 2 A R Y
T X e Dk s e L i HLAR U JB G4 & 59 5Tk i Bl A XN A A T
A A0 B4 0 w728 N . 2 IR Fischbacher Ml Gachter (2012) AU 445 & R S 5
R  FRATTLAASARTE C SE 56 v X il G R 9 T | 5040 1 7 5 S50 Y S
S E S LIS 2 3 5 STk O S AL 4 1—5 IR 6 — 10 AN B B
2 R A B Ak £ i g 21 R0 R A 7 558 B /N T COLS) [l A, @ K )5 2 H Stata 4K
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PF R predict iy 4 X AN 44 1 23 e TR R EAT TR0, 4320 S Y 25 R
Bl 2, & 2 Af 0L, 5 OLS WU XA AR C 525 b2 b & 57 ik i i #i 5
15 FH P S 00 B ICRY Ai A A BT A A T SR AR W . BT TS AN B B
B 5 5 A O 22 B 24543 591 4 — 0. 3604 (Std. Dev. = 2. 177) Fl —0. 7275
(Std. Dev. = 2. 233) , X PE— U0 AE P SZ56 o 42 A 2 O 45 48 47 b fie ¢
TAMETE C LB A LR BEATTR .

KA EE BEEE BUREEE FAth AR
-

R 5
-0
° v
/
PR s = S5 a0 4 §

0 5 10 15 200 5 10 15 200 5 10 15 200 5 0 15 20
Xt A R T (—— P% -e- OLS 1-5 —+ OLS 6-10)

M2 FEMLSHEFLDAHENALRBEAHT

HARR) G MR ABAT R WA B B 5 A T i 22 B9 X946 20 50 ol
—2.003(Std. Dev. =2. 321) fll —2. 404 (Std. Dev. =2. 381) , fii 22 ) ) & Ay 171
UL AR EBAEE 7E C L b 4517 o B M 55 T m) Al %2 45, 2013)
T B 48 X AELS /N T )5 5 DL Z P B VR 1 C 920050 — B B g 2 26 it 1
AT R STE P S T R A A R T O — 3L X AR A AT RE R O B A
VE 21 2% WL, 2% 1 V5 A 2 AH 40k %% T 28 4% 4% 18 42 (Fischbacher 45, 2001;
Kurzban #1 Houser, 2005 ; Fischbacher 1 Gachter,2010), X} F#& @ 4 & , &
TR B BEAY TG A T O 22 1 20 5009 1. 444 (Std. Dev. = 0. 854) il
0. 387(Std. Dev. =0. 365) , fift 22 ¥ (B 1E U6 B I HE BT A 19 #5842 35 78 C 25
MR e 4 % B 1 3 2k ST B . X 5 Sonnemans 4§ (1999) . Ambrus Fl
Pathak(2011) ,Reuben fll Suetens(2012) [ & ILIA —F, —Fp W SN N #P
IR 4 E Z T AR AR ) ST AL AT RE S O AT B C B AETT R
REAS B A S0l 2 S5 PRI B VR 5 i R0 B0 U8, Al AT e R AR 22 LA 1Y 2
DR AT AE A T ORI L LA [ B i 25 2 M OR/NVE R R L TR
S 1 L $E A A5 0 SR M DT ER S O B

IR AT LT AN R Ak 2 e 4 288 AT e TF L BAE FRATT A A 2 1 K 43 1T A
SRR EE . FRATERERE 10 BH By C 5256 70 S WA B B, 4% BN [ #4 25 fi 4
KA R 25 R LA 3)

SCHG PR PR SRR A — B, X SRR S AR AR P B B S PR S
TURR R 5 AT S8 e AR SR L 20 0 B 29 06 B 21 04 L X R A 4R L X e ]
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A NICEFHRAS AR (- 168]  —«-6-104)

B3 MIERBESRGETNEESH

IR ATV 73% . A GRS S 4 H AR AN Y B DL SRR 5 S
O R 2 T 1) A3 AT 5 08— B, B S Rk G A A A S 6 W B 1 e A 1 T
VE ABALE & BA VEME L 4 22 B A A5 5 3508 2235 01 AR N SE 06— JF dR A 1E 45
LTk , & BB AR vu ik i LUOR SRS R B B G AR A B 52 56 5 14
WM PEE TTE, XHE U B SRR AR , B By BESE PR 2 5 51k
5 S AN 2 A SR Lk B 37 %0 F1 20 % (20 % F1 40 %) L F L B
1 5 BT

WS CF B R SR F LR 2 7 G B BT 10 %0 MM 22, IR 4 4%
i B2 A AR S B 20 3 it BTHR A 5 A T — B0 o5 L 25 B 8 i, xR 4% 1
PG AVEH P EL B 66 Y61 68 %6 % I 15 1 45 2 19 A 85 Y6 F1 97 %6 X 1o 18]
U TEA1EH IR 67 %0 87 %, Hoth 24 A A () 4 08 47 by X LA 103000 {H 2% AR 3¢
S 55 rh A B B 1 S B 5 TUIAE Eh — B0 7 HE ik B 85 %6,

DU — AT PE ARG B0 . R R d 28 2 S 36 o i 3R 2R 20 3 BTk &L L 0K
W& B Ut (strategy hypothesis) J& 33 A fif B8 14 - U0 2R — S A4S (R AH A5 Al AT 4 BA &
A 8 2 3R FH P b R 5 AU AT R0 2R O A R o P SR M R S X R R
AT B O AT AR Bl s 10— A5 b, T SR — B AN PR AR A BA A TA R A
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The Validity Test of Strategic Method
in Public Goods Experiments:
Economic Experiment Evidence from China

NIE Zuo-ling"?, WANG Chong-jin’

(1. School of Finance , Shandong University of Finance and Economics ,Jinan 250014,
China;2. School of Economics s Shandong University s Jinan 250100 ,China ;3. School of

Finance and Taxation »Shandong University of Finance and Economics ,Jinan 250014 ,China)

Abstract: The strategic method in public goods experiments has been
widely used to measure social preference and types of individuals. But it cre-
ates a new situation different from the real life.so its validity has been ques-
tioned. This paper conducts a within-subjects design experiment. It lets the
subjects participate in two experiments based on strategic and direct-re-
sponse methods in succession,analyzes the behavioral consistence of individ-
uals in the two experiments and tests the validity of strategic method in pub-
lic goods experiments. It shows that,from the perspectives of the group level
concerning individuals with the same social preference and the individual lev-
el concerning every subject, the experimental behavior of individuals in the
two methods above-mentioned is basically consistent with each other, provi-
ding experimental evidence from China for the validity of strategic method.

Key words: public goods experiment; strategic method; direct-re-
sponse method; behavior validity (FTiE%H%E  F M)
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