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FRENIBRZFFRLEF, HEFHEEAMNSFT AR I, 4l B BT R
ARAEBARIMASRBARTEFTEAARZ MG 20 FLBLAERIERE, NS E
RiEFRER - XL FEHRE AL ESANF BFFRE0FEANNG S FHEL, B
Wit Fe 20 L AL A IEBIRSE F AR K Sk R A A R B A B A A £ LR
by £ AER GER A LT AL G RAEBFFAFR, KIALB R FoF He AP
T KR, R RBEAMNG EEZAARRAFATR, FELEAT L NEFFHARAAEFEE
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FEBR « Hl/K BT (Samuel Bowles) i 28 B BIR £ U 22 5 AR IME & B 2= IRICR AW . 1939 4F
Hh AR T 5 [ R kM M A1 B ST L 1960 4R AR B R SCRF 7 22 A1, 1965 AF BRI b R 2 e 1 1
AL, WA S B AR RS U K S R AT B B AR B4, 1974 AR TF AR 7E T B% 1 28 R 2 Bl 48 bk
Wi 8 (UMASS Amherst) 285 R AT 22 2 2001 4F5640K, Bl )5 . 608 W 4% LI 98 B 24 R G Bl 2%
Shfii A 4 35 [ F 5 FERF ST B (Santa Fe Institute, SFDAME g BFSE 61 L [RIBHHEAT AT M BL 22 FAT . 2006
AR RITE 28 55 08 U7 100 A ZAS 1 DT R B A R R i 5 IR BB 90 T 452 7 HEL B 4% SR % (Leontief Prize), 2020 4F
Mk R E ARG R EBERE

BRAARE « 445 W7 (Herbert Gintis) 24 36 H BUAR U K UM L B2 IRIGR A Y . 1940 4F
A T3 EE A e WA B3k, 1961 AF 3R TE A 1L R W K 2# 827 2 125 6. 1969 4F ZR I il K 2% & 3 2
2, ARG, B AR K AT 2, 1974 4R TF 0 AT Th 6% 1% 28 K4 Bl B i 4 0 BE &2 0 &
AL Z 2003 SR, N 2001 4R TF IR AT 26 (B RIS FEDT I B AMIWF 9T 51,2023 48 1 H 5 HTE S B%IK
FE N A 22 38 i 2 4

il 7R 307 A4 T AE 20 tHag 60 AR DT « A « 4 (Martin Luther King) 18 4 19 i K £ 17
GAERESE  SEMLTF 46 7 528 T P RS BRI AR BE A S A . A AT TR R I YR 28 UF 2% 4K Bk B (Union
for Radical Political Economy) B G 1A 5% 0t . 58 N 45— I B P9 7 B &3 # U8, B £k
WAV T A E XERFRAE LS5 B I LT #5 E, 6fR 5 4 8 0 7e oF A S8 3
WIERE T - K W58 N 289 I B0 AT A v Ak 28 0% 22 S0l W98 R GR B T — 0 0 i 0, iU RIBFE &

* MR EZF BB ARILEXFEFFR. B %A 230601, % F ¥4 . xesui@hfut. edu. en, &2 F B .
HEHRAIALHEHAEFFALABRFHRZRAF AL R DGR AL LA BAR”(22Y]C790107); B £
AARFALB LR HEIEHT P ARBELE P AGITERIERE S EELATH LI (72371090), AHFH+E
ROEREL.XFTA K.
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Dreg IR B O MV . 2022 4F 6 JR 07 R4 3 0 3L ] G 8 48 A6 Tk 4l A0 A 1 L9 R XA AL 5 A
A A B M 2 SORFEAB IR S 22 G 1 55 22 B A O 1) BILRR 7  J08 ) 488 O 22 D1 308 1) 5 | SCHEE e
LU PR SR A SO T BRI —F AR TTRRBEAT PR

— REBEEHSHALHEFEMIERE

(—)REEHMESHRDY

LREFF, AKBIERERD SRR &) 2wt E64E, R XA A8 A3
FE 0 e JBE 00T . 28 5 2% AR W) 2 S 2R R B VR A2 SR A R B AR AR Sy At A A7 e i 25 94T
el B N RA SR Z E )2 SR RAL SR M 2 —, KT ERAEY SR E il
AT 2 E R BCEsE B TR ) 2 fe e, bb i, B JE Rt 3= X (reciprocal altruism) . 8] 32 5 2 Fi8 ((in-
direct reciprocity theory) Ml{5 5 {4 FHif (costly signaling theory) &%, X6 B |G ET BB Ry
AT N TE XSGR 88 2 3 Bl b g AT AL G R = TR HOR A2 AR B =07 15 21 ml 4, /P
M5 B AT 4R & B A9 (Gintis, Smith & Bowles,2001; Gintis, 2009), b iR B g i 1 GE 45 i B
TERGH AN BB A S 5 B8 2 P G AEAT o . X T R A TE R G O R B b i E D R R A5 4 2R
W)= K 36 2 A B S (kin altruism) $E47 R

{2 B IR 3y A 4 % r g it A RIS AEAT AR RUR BE 65 58 2 i B NSt S i B Z W iy Tz B AR .
o, NS AE— R E ) B4 .8 5 R A NE ) LR R B b AT R A R (H TN 25
YEAT D9 Hr AR MEZRAT U] A [0 4% . 5 JC 36 F B M) & PR A7 0 R BE 47 f# B (Gintis, 2000b, 2003a, 20135
Bowles &. Gintis,2002a), Ji4 K& # (folk theorem) fifi iR T JC B 5 &2 1 2% n] LLGRIIE A A 3 A 2 i)
KR Z WA AE AR L 5E AR B SR & W AR AT AT IATC 44 TR E B P 2T P 8 3
NI A 56 M5 BB BE 7, e IS A G v, HLRIAT 8 A B R0 s i O,
RN BT A T BOHE LR 52 3 7 KRR D) 57 A A (Gintis, 2000a, 20044, 2006)
[F] B s B T3 29 90 02 58 4 1Y TC LA 19 o [ 52 ) i AL A 0 7 B 6% T ) A b i Tl BRAT B ) S PR It N 36
FE2 KB P AR SR G MR Z 18] A AR T 12 58 2 R & 29317 B3 (Gintis, 2004a)

2. AZ &, XEMHTHEASASMENRME L ECEENY R N0 T B K =)
(Bowles & Gintis,2011) — 5 rfv , B0 7R 57 1 4 35 J7 U9 499 1 2 A 5708 R b 32 S W 2 SO 30 H—
AT Ry 25 2R bR AT SO, AR A 32 SCRY AR TE A2 ) 2 08 OO » FIABAT Jhy 1) 45 S BE 38 n [ 7 4 i 5
(8 301 B S35 A7 B (fitness) AH T 2 [ OAT A X B8R & 17 3h & A0 R0 53X — 472, st AT LA
A CRE AR . R AR AT S 1 e e B AT E SO R T SCE B X — R IR A S 4R
A R T AN B AT A 25 ST 1 B R 3 — D e 2 RN AT Bl 2 TE R 8 I A A S AR B A
fAT Ry, 03X — M 4 14 J Pk T L& H BE” (self-regarding) (19, 7] L2 “fil j&” (other-regarding) ¥ ,

TECHR B 5 ANt 2 1) (Gintis, 2000b) —3CHY, 4 B 1 — it i 0 F At 32— 5 5.
H” (strong reciprocity) 38 AMTEAVEAAULIE T B A B9 St PR it 105 Al AR ) 108 Bk OGO s DL K&
A 0SS R R e . AT 2 W3 4 & 18 2 09 47 o0 A B LUIE B9 o {8, 3 6] RE Y SR B AT
WAL DA N A L AE TR [ G VE M i N CEIE S AN B X A 2D . &7 e B &
— A ISR 7T, B TR H S 24 B ORI ME R A 2RI 55 B (weak reciprocity) #E4T X 1 (Gin-
tis,2004¢) . 55 H B A AT MR U RV AT $E F A 2 K Az, D= — B B EAT D5 Mok B AT 8 IF A2
BT A B BUN A 23 & A, i 5B G5 S A R AT S A< B 3R A5 2 8% (Gintis et al, 2008; Gintis,
2013) ., A& Hrke il 4 L 5 B G MR 508 0945 B0 AT SRR AL T — R s Bl BE IR R AR —
Kt i 5 B TN B S S AR AT A L BIVSE it R A 45 A 7 Caltruistic corporation) , MM H AN 46 2%
IRASFEST 5 KA VR R R B AR R B3, BRI S ) At A5 57 7 Caltruistic punishment) o M T 00 3l B AR A 719 15
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IR T AR 4247 R, 2k 6 T 4R R KRR Pl SR 2R 2Z 18] 9 A VK7 2 X H K (Gintis, 2017a)

fifd 7% 357 R 4 3 M J 8 — R B Sk ok SR L EEAT A AR A 1 DA HEAT T T8 A IR A, A T 4
5 R BRI — P SRR 32 S AR O A2 Hean, i AR B A VR, 3R B
HUE WA ] T AR s 24 Al 5T RO I R SR R X A O IR T A R A AR e X
HEATAE ST, B AR 4, DL S iR o L JE W45 3% (Fehr & Gintis, 2007 ; Gintis, 2013) , 4x & W38 4% | 45
H 5 5 BT R REAS 218 N A B (maladaptation position) , A &L iR ELECE B HIE 21k, i & —
Tt 245 45 5 B Bl B AR 4 1 B PR AT O (Gintis, 2011) o AT WAOZE R 1 F 98 B B F A AT 5 A
ANBE A VRIS 26 A5 2 58 A B2 L 2 S B0ge i A% DR Lo L SR AT A AT R 4 R e SO A Al
AR G )P 3R T 9K 25 B BEAT A A D 2 AT At A AR R g DG R AR A S R Y SRR TR Ut
54 . EE S — il B A 5 4 T T ) A A 32 S

3. 3% B RAT A e Um LR . — A ST ) DL B TR L 7E R R M IR AR A 58 4 14 ) T U 35 A A
R AR 2 BB EAE DA NSAS 647 G 1 LA AE ST 35 AR RE 1A A7 &35 00N, o B 3 AT
SRy S 32 B A b P B8 A ) D 4 BIK B0 Y 5 N ST A AT B A B R L 2 kL K R A A 2 1 R R A
5 50 0BG 2 BT DA T A At AV ARR A AT 2 DR A S5 A7 O 4 TS 6 R R I A4 1R R, T SRR X
2 2 B R 25 BiE AT YK (Gintis et al, 2008) , X —#k 2 F A BRI HL I AF 2] 1) 32 (9 17 S 52 50 A
A TIEE 4 S HE RS8N BRI RE A% AT 3 SR 3 14T kg v R ARG B 2 (Gintds, 2017b),

(Z)REEGENEZRIERE

L FAEMLFRRAL A EGZ B, 8O BRI AT 02 A At 2 i 4 i i 10 7= 4 i1
JETEM AL SO A7 e 7 FE B H K 2% oy 2 AL | RO AN 7 s A SR B R SE R L R
Hr R0 4 A5 Hr et 7 B TR R A T R o A28 S R SR A S B AEAT O InAE T
BE A SRR AS B 2 2 DA A BEAR B Db AT GRS 528k, B R R T — R4 M Al 751 47
g UL 4R S AE T (Bowles & Gintis, 20115 Gintis, 2017b) , [6] B, A AT 48 2 SC ik %% 4 5 2% b 48 1
MELAE N ZE AT Rl A 3 7 0 sh M ) L 34 S R B AR ) R4 b A7 78 5 B A5 N EL3h 9 i) B L A FE SR 4R
fbFn 3 R BB LGRS At S A, Mk, IR B R B E S LT RE I AR ST A
1, & W2 B N S T @A E T Z At & B 1E47 R (Gintis, 2013)

S AE W HE— DA N SSAE AT S A TR A B bl 2 R 0l Y 5 B AT R L I BE 4 1) 2K
LA S 5 BRI 3h R 55 N W5 RS ST BOR Gl S7 b 2 3 L [ B AR RS b - A
W) R 52 AU AR R 3 TR B KR 427 45 (Gintis, 2008.2015) . XA AT & » A B TEX 2647 N
rRAST H  AR 23 I SRR T BB AR AR A U 2R X S AT S E DL ORI B5S B ECEIS R R RS, & Al
X AT Ry HLA AT N Gk

ECH B AR 5 A EE ) (Bowles & Gintis,2000a) — 3CH, 1 /5 57 F1 4> 3 17 0% 30 40 015116
T3 RO R SR SRR RO X — G . AR 2% S0 U AR G 3 DA O i TR X A R [ R SRR
S E RN SAIL, B IA R S50 B 43 B 2 RS DRI 8 8 B A o 1) — P AR B I =X, SR, 48 580 UE 9 o
B o — [ WSO 1 S5 A 3 % ] 2 RO AT A 0 T 1) S 4R 88 S T e 32 I AR R B Cself-
ish voter theory) NEERUF MBI IS . 515 G0 1 4 U5 4 M B AH B, A AT 76 3% SO 48 L 26 R Z BT A
WHEAE A ZR L S R HAF A N AR R [ 0 5k 2l G, 1 B B 78 A WO IR T th A ik
B SRR ] SR AR S AR A A R SR i R AR O 2 S IR SR AR R TJE AR AR A R At 3 SO L B X L
AP K 3k [ G 1 RO AR R R 8 0 S AR 30 N R I 100 o 7 7 2 2 4 L O TR Dl A 2 R RO R R i
a3 S RT3 RO AR 2w RSl B A T AN 38 18 04 AR 1R ORI (EDUE CLE G4 LR
A A5 3k 6 B SRR AR A B R s AL — B A S 4 R 32 S (Bowles & Gintis, 2000a) , f#1/K
Hr R0 4 75 100 R FH i B S Sh B A R o TR X A ) R SR ) SR N RN 2 RE S 8 R L TA L Xt it — 2B R
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HE AR T SR IE g S

2. R BAT A F I 6 IR IR T NSRS RV BUAC AR 18 19 S LA — Uk B 44 Bl B A g D
MR AT A REHERR A — Bl B IEAT . MiAT SRy sk nl IR H AR E A S B2 5 3h
S A 3R ATTBE A Xk 28 04 D 4 AT A B A Y BRI (Fehr & Gintis, 2007) . 48 i B &
VE# AE — ZR 9 SCHE i 5 43 B 28 S SCHR v i 2R S S 25 21 2 T 0 L AR A 0 S 28 U A TR
IX B S 4 B J 3 R 12 (ultimatum game) (A 3@ 2R (public goods game) FIAL YY) 52 6 1 2%
(gift exchange game) %,

TECHR BB 5 N2 ) (Gintis, 2000b) — 3CH, 4 8 W1 46 i, o 1 2 AT DUAR G b i B~ A 5 3
RETEFRAFE IR TER H & Fh SO 56 00 AR 24 22 10 Jic S 30 R 12 S 36 b, 48 D038 18 73 4 [l ) 2 2 A1 41
AR 149 43 TC 48 401, B 40 20 ~ 50 V6 1Y 43 T 4 WU dic 35 3k 1) [0 07 3 7 1E S 4B e AR T S 25 00 A e 4
W s L $EICE n9AT o B0 R AT A R S AL 25 A R (H W1 i AT o 2 AN RE RS T H R S AL
KRR WA AE ST A AP B S U Bl S fe A al REAYSIAL ., b 78 3 H 5 LA 0 s AR Cifip A 72
1 AAR O H AR AN Bl A 4 0 0] BEE B RRAR . X — R IR B W B AN A e A A A )
PRI N T AR S P BRI I N T AN S T 5 1l 415 266 S ) 19 10 25 2

Gt i e — DA o AL AR G0 i R A ) 22 30 0 3 7 TR S v < S RO
(round effect) (Gintis,2000b,2011) , FEbRE Y 22 9920 37 i 125 S 56 o, W 46 B, e S8 4R mk 1y 7K
AR T AEAE LUS A9 AE UCrh SR RO W iR BV A TS A BN . 4 I e O — R A
MFE B E EHE , ZIWE E MM E1F (conditional cooperation) i [a] AF 8 # (Gintis, 2011) , 5% & 2
A AE S P AR A 1) 3 SR P R R B T B KA R A S AR L (H Y O A BN 1R R (] 2
Bl FHHE 48 508 0 48 Bk A4 J7 ZOR RS F5 18 42 (B K )5 W B i) P B0 T AR v 2 2 7 A 1 28
SR PR ERE OB . 2 AR VR AL 9 N U ] 5 8 S S G A S N S 4 2R R R A
HAESTIAT 38 3l A7 A T FLAE S5 JLRR TR b AR 8 A 184> (Fehr & Gachter,2000), 4x 7%
I A 3 3 B R A R Bl 22 5 (o 47 38 SO A 45 0 42 3 A9 5 24T D T A B AN AN X 5 4 42
HPEATREST RVAE SIS T AR By shpl, AU R ABATT33 i 1 A VERLE (Gintis, 2000b) . ¢ B 15
— R FOVE X RSB A2 AT O AT AR S B8 4k R B i AR HROK -

FECRT NZERIAAT N B 2B ) (Gintis, Bowles, Boyd & Fehr,2003)—3CH, 4 #5 S HoA 1 # 35
L 2 ML) S PRI S5 R W B s TR BB AR . AL g A E R E R A
H e — R X WA, RO 51 3 e A28 55 1K o &2 B AR . AR A Rk
T AN B L R DI IR RS Ty SR IS SR A R AN R R TR AR T
DY R SR A 8Y ) AR R U EE SE U IR R R WL 0L B AT 9 ) BR DL 2
AF Hh—E 85 3 LA F2 A IR . 7 e RO AL A S e PR v, 2 VR R R S AN AR X R B AT
TEET L FE 68 Y0 IGO0 T R 4B T IRA AT S0 B, M AE 70 26 BN B0 R L i 32 22 Jalh 1 88 4 52 1k
LR . A AR — 2 Dy TR SC U 09 45 SR SR W R 3 B R T B ], BV A S OO g
i H O R R 19 T AR R T 2N B AE 2 R BEAT S RAF AR IR

TECAVE R P Fl - N2 B0 T B K LB ) (Bowles &- Gintis,2011) — 5w, f1 S 1 1 4 3% 3 [0 Ji5i
TVF 2 2 MU T S0 SCHR L X 26 SIS 7E B R [F] 28 B SCAR T S A M DX SE 5 % 5 H AR A (natu-
ral fiel ) #AT T HUE B TR E AL, SEH A S A S 5008 AR S8 1 28 S o (H SE 0 45 SR X 1R 2 O
NBER R T RGN B . FraE iy 2 1R 7 A0 4 8 107 42 10 0 9 BB S0 B BE AR 4 Hl A B X S8 AT R
SR AR

— R E RN RERE

1 U0 5t P SR At 3 S0, HA A AR A XA 2 A g 00 R A L b SR 0 A Atk 32 CE TR
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5B E NG b S E e A R i B AR S HRAS DL e We 73X — [n) R J2 & 44 10 N2kt
DT, TEGTFF R MAEY) S FFE K FA XA 32 S 8 e JHE vk A i A B i R A e A )
TARAE ML 23 A 3% FNAT S S5 90 19 28 S TE A rh A 40 Y R A O B RAT R . T AR 5 T T B AR R
WoAR 7 A H LA HILAAR X — WL TE AR 2 320 28 U 2 A R AR I8 1 T 0 12 o 0 20 387 R 5 5 07 3 T B
— WL B A R B 5 K 8wk 2 AR 06 FIAT O S50 19 28 e R4 S — B0 T H AR 2 H AR R A
SRAEHR 1 i . B AR 0 A S SO T LUE A A AR RS LA AL A SCHE TR R E ROPE A P
234 TR X — G R 5 S UE T AR, DLRTE B8 Y o AR 2 R R LR Y SR e B

(—)BEEEREEESFIMEEL

ANATARIN G2 w) SRR 23 TG 5 4 5 A ik 45 0K, T AR e 498 ] AR AR A4 2 T & 4 4 T
— WA AR IR R SCIR M AR Z S5 1 5 — S AR P L 29 S . fECR B HL5 A28t 21 ) (Gintis,
2000b) — 3L H, 43 W B TR L $E (group selection) Y EAR , DL 22 A2 SL9) 5 1B 284 Sl 43 BT HE 28 44
AT A BS A RIRL W OR 5 AT DU B AR R R B OR B B b e A R, & TR
Hh L A A Al T2 S R AR R 08 2 155 F AR G A 1S IAE AR U 2, PR O A S ob 23 ROPE A B B A
A, R ) 2 2 N SR A A T i 2 266 g I 38 380 8 4 O 8 LS ) L B T B R B B S VR T
I fif 15 o I A 5 B WA AE A REZE 15 5 S — 8 9 B i B AR AE X R 7 O R AT LA 4
Hb AR A A A5 5 B AT LA R 3 [ A

(FLZ A= 1 25 G0 B R o 5% B 4R i A B D IR A DA PR O T - — 7 T A R R AR R R T
UL PR A (subversion from within) [R5 41, Hy F 76 B AR 9 38 H AL AN (AR 55 R 3 A
TR T8 A7 B L3, 81 0k JE ke IR A 19 R 1 5 R 7 T K PR 8 110 o A, o G 12 1R A 18 A R TR 1 AR PR
I — 7 T )l SCRF AR 2 P G A AR A, AT 7E 1) SR 38 % vb IR L 20T AT AN B4 op R At 32 SO Y L
A EAE S BTk Y 22 S R 2 A AELRE AR 22 1) 1) 3 G 45 57 ik DR) %) A 7 o A 0 5 A 7 2 IR ) R A 6 )
S0 22 S o AR [T 7 3K 5T B , i 2 R AL FH AR A i 4 L St e AR b = S Ak T i R — A R
P

] R ST A Ay o A e A SIS R R B S AN [R] 2 TR R AR A RIS A DAL IR 7E R P R A R B 3 43 A
FAh 3 SCRTE AR, I A HE R A AR 3% £ (individual selection) B2, {8 1] T — Fh 22 J2 K £ (multilev-
el selection) B IE i fiff % o RV Atb 5= SCAY TP B T 1 R ) FRE A4S P4 226 49 19 AH XS R/ (Bowrles , 2006)
TECREIRSE S VB AT A 5 ORIt 32 LAY 3 AL ) (Bowles, 2006) — SCHT L B /R i 45 1 L BLAR TR N 1R £
A6 ) TV UK R Al 2 S LR ) 328 5 T 0 2 R At T SO AN R AAR () 35 1% 22 S R A8 R R IR [ 5E 4
AR LA R T AR A Al T2 SR T BB N R . SRR SO ST T N
T A 1) 382 12 2 5 A4 ) 5 2 50 8 FRIRE AR A 25 95 4 45 OC B TR 3R 8 N 0 BRI A AL L K R R A S AL 0
ELAG T T ORI 32 AT DAV AR 9 SRR A e BRI A B AR 8] 36 4 R T R A 32 SCRY AL . B R 0T 6
FEZSCHVRE IR L 25 R BRI 43 24 B AR K 46 P 3k B 1 L 7Y (selective assortment) [ 52 1 , 8 i
TR NS S T R ) A 35 4% 22 S (B 28 2 005 R, TR IXAF 9 2 5505 () 7 A4 ) 5 4 T DA ik R ) b =
AL

(Z)BFfkE i S R 5 F fth = XE N

X NI A 32 Sk 0 i B, OC BN TE T B A 1] 5 4 J2 A5 3 5% e R At 2 SO Ak i 2 N 2B AL e
T 2 ) 2 A5 A7 7E 2 08 AN (0 B R ) S 4 5, X b, B 2 30T 48 M L N IR Ot I B V) A 7 0 25 Y
G 983X — S SR T REAR ] 55 S SR AL TR A SRRSO L BOfE AN = B 0 Al 32 S BB YR TR
G210 5 A b SR O A 3 RS B 17 (Bowles, 2009,2012) , FECRF A — R4 3 R HHE 8] (1) ik 4 2
BRI T NEAL ST M IEE2) (Bowles, 2009) — SCHr i 7R 344 22 1 FF 1% (1] 52 4 35 1k 5% i A5 280 , )
FATHEEHLO5 AT B A9 45 5 7, 24150 8w 19 54 i 98 B8 48 S 50 I BRIV R A 1 Rt 32 A B
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B BE DR TR T2 TR A 8] 58 4 v P 10 L O PT DA S5 B A0 e A 1 A A 3 SRy it Ak, i
T R A& AN T 25 B GOREEDIE T, A W TR T R4 R B 22 ] A AR B LB I R A o
G XA — 20 SR TR R FEAE NS A 2 S0 8 A A B b A T A S AR

B2 bSO R g T — ATl B A NS e A 22 ) 2 A A0 0 B i 4 vh €7 1R
S0y 0 4 5 30T Hh L 7 06 ST HE AT 4k thE R SR B A D B R S B0 A AR R R R P R e i L %K
R NI — REFERE N T R 2R 050, 2B TS H 5 % Boar B ] whgs . oAb, 6f /R
LT NI R Z 8] B 5 vh 58 0 — o N AR R BRLRUT RN B A T AR AR T — AR AE AN e A2
A 15 AT N S v SR SR I 14 B2 g 32 X (parochialism) 8 &, BRI BEAAR Py Al 52 26 B0 & 3 00 ) Atk
F AT N AR FRREAR SN Y 5 B (Bowles &. Gintis, 2004a) , il /R Bk, B fis = & A A S e 7
() 5% 4 v 5 9 72 0 T B, B B 2 SO 2 T EORE AR T 19 22 07 o5, 3 B B T 78 b 5 vh ik 8 (Bowless,
2008a) . fif /R 37 55 JH G A 28 B T TR R4 L A B L R TSR AR B 45 2R BOR
Z B TR B AR E RS B AR BE (population) FETE 24 %l 5845 9 AR R 3= SO 4 )l HLAR A
1 A o B 2 ph e B SR AL A R AT B R 5] A 4 ph 58 (Choi & Bowles,2007), X — %45 5
W R WY B T S5 i 98 2 — b AR OC B L X L S N S AHL S R A 1R] Ol A 2 A7 7 A B R o
FEARME T — B R,

WG, B 5 7 4 St B 30 0 A A e Ak i SC B I SR 2 B0 R AR AR L R4S S R A SO
O YRR AR S AT — B S A Y 0 IR 30 0 4 8 i 5% 0 DNl 2 AU A L AR 2 L IR AR N P R A
SEWE ST R IOIROC T3 — B B o N 2R R A AR S I [ AR BRI A AE S . LU AT RE RS At ) i ekl N2
FE 23 A2 1 1Y BT 5 I 40 X A5 R ) L S B AT A e  RIE R S R B AR A 0 B A B , DL B 5
5 b B i B Y M AR AE M . AT A AR S O AN AR i 3 VR A AR R A DG U L TR AR 2
AH Y K A e R TE B, B A B B A5 B IR TR T AR SR TE A 3

(E)VHESHESFMEHLEEK

MFFARE — R AE 2 B RO B 5 78 N 2Rk 23 % R 1 2% A B B vy o T A7 78 — 2 B 35 3l S e 1) A
il B kS AR W B HORR S “ AL 3 ) (evolutionary universals) o 15 3% 26 ) B 1 7/ 8803 K T 3¢
A BE AR % £ (cultural group selection) , 1fif 3 F 3C AL A% 38 (cultural transmission) [t 23 il B X 5
PR A 388 7 () At 3= SCHERTE A ARS8 T A9 8 1k 2 ¢ %2 (Bowles, 2004) . 7ECAS AAT A 5 4k 2l B
(134 73 4k ) (Bowles . Choi & Hopfensitz,2003) —3CH, /R 7 55 5 T 2 B R e BRI I — SCfb 3k
7# 4k (gene-culture coevolution) ¥Ei¢ , TEAH ML IS UE T — 845 5k 19 41 £ ) B 3 1k val 42 R At 1 S 34 TaT Il
(R RE NI R T DA SRR 3 SCTE R b 45 31 F20E WAk i AL

7 W ST T R0 4 T BT A N S R — SR AR A 2 5 kA A 7 A R R B ZEAT 1 45 4K (reproduc-
tive leveling) Fl143 i fk (segmentation) , 47 1755 1k J2 48 TS L6 58 B IR A4 P9 Bl 03 338 A7 B8 ik /D ) Joit
e ) 2 S 0 1 RE , g ORI S AR S R — B D SR AR AR BRI 0L A AT Ry — R — FE AR
TR A2 PN 40 AR o B AR N ] 28 AN A S A mT 8 B 2l A 00 i o 40 R il 3 54 T BB 5 Rt 2 B8, A
HWHEA e AR Tl A SEREALEC . 2ECN AT R 5 4k 2 8 Y 36 [H) 3 6 ) (Bowles, Choi &-
Hopfensitz, 2003) — 3CH , 8 7K 7 55 45 0 AT B9 5540 F0 53 7 A6 AT DL RG AR ) Al 32 SCAS (A AR X [v] 3 12 G At
J B BRI A BE 4 L DR R A 2 S T I 174 B P 8 45 s 7 5 DA AT LA S R At = SCTE R A g
b . IR HT A5 AR 1 S T AR R — SO AL AL B A T — A S ) RS AT A e [R] E A f
BRI SEHL 07 B0 2R A B 45 2R R < AR B AT SRR o A BT LD A el A BER 2
AT (1) 3 % 500 25 SCHR A A 32 SCAT o 55 P R 25 i 32 3 (] 3 A 5 o7 IR o) V0 Ak 25 ) B2 A A 1R R, B
A TEREUR ) v 58 8 400 AR RUBE AL /INFI AT O R BAR A 00T T A2 10T A 8 49 47 e S A At
SCAT Ry (A8 AR T A TR R At LT A A s B AR IR AT RE A A YR AE A AL IR B U 28K
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25 (] 3 FI P 5 PR JHG T v ) o) 88 RS N AT Ay S v A S A 3/ 28 /0 ] DL IR OC T — O B I B A 1
FIAT g 5 AT 554k 43 P Ak 5 ) 2 V6 1 8 4 ik

{50 7% 397 A5 TE 2 SC PR R FE L R T SCA A% 3 Y Ak 2 ) BE T RE A% 4 SR B A ) 9 22 5L R AT LA
W5 Ak ) At 3= ST Ak 4 B 8] 3 $ 44 W (Bowles, Choi & Hopfensitz,2003) , XF T 4 R £ 38 i) 414 v
R FE AR ) 3 B 09 52 M T A5 A7 56 DT 1% A DB o 2 R0 il 5 0 2 R A (1) 5 DXL A i) 22 S5 L R AR
WEPRAE FLE A AR MRS AR FT o B2 2 T A 22 T 010 i i TP A 30 5 B 0% 0 415 ) 2 65 4 B4R 22 S
o M, o B A SE R R — AP R T4 &2 3 (social learning) AY SCAb A& b #2 . A b, BRIV 77 78 B4
()% B, R B8 PG ot 2 2% 20 19 O 5K 20 A5 20 A M0 ) BE S, R 5 A Mk 0 — BTl
PR 50 T LA LR IR A (B AR AT S R 4R 22 e i R

(M) #S 57 MEEL

LAA AL S A AT 0 iR Ak . ANEAt s A7 7E AE 35 3l (% M4 4 £k (internalization of norms) il
G, M0 RETE PN Ak 32 B 5 R T S0k A 8 B AR 2 4k (socialization) SE B, HAR R 38 412 il 5 A B (4
A% 388 Ak 2 AR LAY CR} 1) 4% 3 ) R B CRE 1] 4% 338 ) 2T 15 A % A4 4k 25 B0 0 AL 25 o (i W0 Y 2o 72
G BN Ry AL 2 IS A B AL s AT 2 42 8 1 WS AS B 2 8 A5 38 SR Y i 4 L T AT SF AR
0 2 N AR R (internal sanctions) SR AT o L G gk 1) 265 40 0 P9 05 00 2 4R T A1 38 4 ik
(Gintis, 2006) , Flfth B TE 41 2 Hp T2 A7 78 L Ah 2 27 25 BRI\ R) (5 ) B0 3 P9 b ok fige B A 28 119 5%
FESsAT Ny . GRS R 4 A U A S SCTE AR 00 i R AT C X — A S 2 R W . ks
2 SO BN A SR T A R A Dy N 28 S0k S B R B Y AR B AR AR PR R] Y 4% 3 B A A
PE AR 22 B G AR A BRI 2 el . b T R A R S 0 A A B W AR g B AR E R T RR 1)
R PR 1835 i 7 o DR O R P R 3 P 38 0 ke e 8 R At 32 SO Vi A e ik R 1 — A4 G B i) 2 A ]
i 88 AR At AW S 1) A

XTI S TECE i S #E 23 Z ik ) (Gintis, 2003a) — SCH, & 8 W 42 1 — A SCIR s AR AL, 23 Ay 1 Al
b F 8 AE SCAA% 368 1 5 S 2 AT AR 1, O DA SR X A8 7 T i R TR AR P R A T2 SRR A TE 1Y S
PR B AR BE SCAR ) AL 3 2 A O AR 2 FLYE CT0 8 J2 Rt R 38 2 R & JLED L +E S 1k Pl
Cln A SR A A AR B A5 LAY 45 AL 3 A Al KLY o [] I 3 A o )l B A 2 B A 2 B0
T IS A EE Y R Y R A Ak S B L 2 0 R 2 DL — e R L A Sy B RIS A, B AR AT A R
TN s U ANAETE B T E 2 A HLA 0 R 1] 45 36 B o A 32 SORE S B R AT i K 0% 5 4 A7 A 56 T At 2 il
Ty 1 Ak 1o A% 33 I A At 3 SCRT AT SCAR 34 5 b 47 S A7 TR 3R BT 5 BE A 0 4L 2 Ak X T A A 32 ARG T 1k
SRR, (R IE AI, FAAT S Y AR B e At R Y A DA BB 2% A SRR T 2 B AR N A A 1 D
BN AR BB Y B AT DAAE SO I A b R R S K A A

AR DR A 388 RS R 2 20 L G 3 0T 4t SO AR 388 0 — i N SR A A L 5 A 15 B R IO =KL X
W T NZEH0A 1IN G 5 RO A AR BERR 7, DL B N A 77 (Gintis»2003a) o B A J& —FPiE{k
1117 2R 4 8 B Ak 2 Al ) A= Wy W iy 22 /0 O A LR s N 2R SCHA R AL 3 ) 32 SR IR T SO A% 8 Tt ok
4l 5 AR BEAL Y $E ) (Bowles, 2008a) . A AR U HF 44 5 4 X T i Bty A 64t 23 R 3 U9 i
LAY R B S IS A R SO AR A R B LR AR S R SR A ER A R 0 m
WAV A AL Y SCAR TR AL B RV SR T AR W 2 L T AR R s 2R A R R NS AT O T T B RO R
KA B TR KR A R S SRR . AN A 2 A A B R N A B — AR A R
FRAE AL AT T o A 2 XA AR B 5w, A S N 58 A N T 28 A 2 Al A AR N AR B A {EDUE AT RE Y 1A
F B AL 2 1” Coversocialized) 1M 4 7 1 78 A4 2 09 SCAG A A vh 5] AT 845 & B A Ak
L, T AXTHC AR A 3 BE AR 234k, 48 N B9AT 9 AN AL SZ 31 P4 Ak 08 A0 (BDUL FITRIL Y8 AR 28 19 52 i), 3 25 32 31
LWL, X — IR HESL LR T G U AL 22 0RO WS, W TE O T N 2B A S i AT
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kSR

2. B — AL AL 5 E WAL AR A1 . FE R S AR ALY A T 3 T SOk AE A Ak 2 A o R R
i 8- 4% 326 25 AR AR LA N 28 9 B N AR BE ) i 4. B4 . N0 5 B X R E Y TR BE ) W
WER AN X — B8 AL RN — DS AR B Bl P i FYE , B it i 1 & 9% 2 B A & 98 N7 i
SE W3t B AR o AL RV FLE A RE ) B R E A F AR R R 7

XF I, 4 3 TR Lok B AL S SR UE 8L T N2 0 A7 AE N AR RV RE T L T LA X — B 1 2
B DA o PR T LA AR B TR] 1A T R A 3, T B Ak 45 35 7 1 A7 7 3 R = DR O D9 AR RV RE T 1 55
ok Bl 2, I ik S ELA 38 % 1A 19 (Gintis, 2003b) . 3 AL 09 W A0k WAL L By B A
TR A E NP FECA VE R P R — A B8P e H 4k ) (Bowles & Gintis,2011) — 43 1, #1/R
SR G A ST I AT TR L — L B A Ak S P AR TR R B B G SR S A B L AN R R
RIS N T A R0 A 2 RIS 2 45 0 5 5 L AR RIS RE 1 & T S IR AE B — Al B b i
AL AR NI 25 08 R 0 180/ 1B R IR I RE 2 5 O = I AR 0 8 ) T A5 N 28 BE AE BT R B
T R AT PR ) S IE IV T R P RS R DA 2 37 H A B R R T AR 2 A A ] O R
I 30 174 R AR AE 22— B A A R 1 STk Ak R R AR Y IR

FECRI A == SCFE by #4484 5 1) i e« ik R — SCAb v Tk B RS P9 4K ) (Gintis, 2003b) — 30, 42 3
3 2o b R B DR — SCA R A Y 22 S BRLIE BH R T A T R B SR A IR IS A R A R e
AE 7 09 EL A TS R DR, TR, AR R Y B D AR A% 45 21 1Ak T A A S A B 1 R R S AT D A
TF R AE AR B N AL AE A 7 3 A RS /N AR ) A 9 B IS R At R Y ) 2R R g 2 AR A5
FETAT . A W IR R IR RE B R 22 56 32 SCR 25 6, 7 (R B 25 0 IR 16 4 L 2T 1947 DL e 45 o 3h &
R BT R AR AL R 3T F 4K (agent-based) B9 ISR AT 05 2L, 45 0 8K , 7 B0
AR TR R A% 38 B AR IR SO A% 38 RTR T P AR RE ) BB A2 P W] 38 Ak, 78 FRUa i, Rt S SCRN R 1) R
Fo o B 1 0] LAAE SRR AE — A KO . B WL B 45 S SR, BRIl 5 A R A ) O A R Lt 9
AT SR Al 35 . 00 BT R 4 A BT L R TR A 22 OB B A A SO Ak 2R T TN 2 3 R 2 T X
BE % 10 ) R A 8] ) 22 S 9 B8 RO B (Bowles & Gintis,2011)

(B)MMESTHEL

Xif i 2 A A RS A B AR A B S A S T DU S At S AR R A VR BORE N R R L KOk
A AT LG AR AR S 1) A AR AT A RS . PRI, At AR 5T AT DA SRR At A VR Ry AR . (R
b A 51 AR Bt 2 A At 32 SO — % X PR EL AT S8 A7 B 45 30 R b A S A Tt A2 BRE XY 2 0 B S
FSEUE S . R 22 OSCHoxT 1) Al A% 571 08 Ak 1 e o8 i Ok A LA UK AR 552 7t ™ D7 4 57 19 g
AR B33 L BoF 3 o 2 45 5 1 R P BE IR IS 2 T DIAMEAAE ST IS P 3. XfE — B R G
(o PRl N 28 LA ol s T e S 1 g 0 S i S 72 A o ) R BB L T A R ARG AR S it M 7 A
(Gintis»2000b) , AI &I — 1B 15 H 35 32 31 2% AR AL &E 48 5N A5 2 571 38 457 AR S DA R A 32 57
A A WA AT RE U R A AR . 5340 AR B AR ST A T R 23 5 BUR & L 3 2 A 5T
AR SR B B X S T BEAE — o AR b S R R At A ST Al R P X sk S T B B0 R S0 R 4
oty 300 3l ok B S v B AR AT AR B B U BOR A ST M R s 1 A S e A S — Aok 25 B M IS
hs 2 N AE AL .

1. A) fe £5 5T Ao A 4 S AF 6 3E sEARPEAUR) . FE R Ath 28 57 A9 78 1k ) (Boyd.. Gintis, Bowles & Rich-
erson,2003) —3CH, 4 75 W K LA VE &y, R AL A 57 R R At & 1 22 18] 2L A F 2 0 R X BRIt
B A AR T 95 08 42 5 0 W 25 25 34 5 EUA rh 38 247 Ry B 0038 T S T R A A 5T 3 1 LA 9 s Bl
BT N T REm MR, 78— AR AR5 2 5 B, K285 2 5 61 1L &
FHAR D KB R AE ST 3 LT A 7 P AR S I 2 FL T I 4 B N S B R ) SRR s . L £
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N 5 A PR R T B B T ML LA SR R L S A AR B RS R A AR /N B AR R A
O R A BE Ak = W 1 G AR 5 2 ARV AR ST A AE B B AR BB R AT DUAE KBRS 0 2 50008 T 445 1 At
TESTAIR M A AE AR E AL . T R A S A R A A8 530 A Sl X AR AL T S A 328 486 7 2 415 R At 7 5
5T LA A AR TE A AL

2. MR BT . ZECHTE B B PR AT 4R 55 T A 1E T HEE 95153 2 90 (Boyd, Gintis & Bowles,
2010) — 3¢, 4 B S A VRS 48 1 L ROE B 09 TR 40 B o, 28 5T IR R 2 J0 S 1 i BB B R B A
R E ZAT M, T S PN B AE T (coordinated punishment) JE 2, B £E 51 2 %558 1 48 5] & = [A]
M) 2SS AT U 0, HE R IARAT . AT, I R T — AR T A A, e
TR Ry DR AR, AR R A5 R A B T ) 2 5 A 9 o B B L 2 TR R AR T AR AR A B R T
AR RS R BRI R AR AR S R A L S T B SRS NS . R A R
E AR B (i e R (T WD S i o S 119 N S W P 7 8 P i TN [ R N 7 W N g
TAEST Iy B A DL SR i N A SRS — SRR AL S 0 BB S5 Sy SL el R RN B A 45 R
T TR A A2 38 00 S AR 23 Bt A A 0 B I T R L A A UL I L AT A T 2 AR S
AR H DL, 25 38 IR 1) - 34 385 A7 R

UM B ERNL L R E R ey AC, QT SCRTIR AW AR AT RE B A B St B A, B DL 4l
FEGAER AR L, 0 G B3 B I8 A7 B 25 3 X A N E L B G A G AR B AR 48 75 571 AT g 2 — A i i
TREME o 0 SR A R ST I L (R A A S it A ) B A3 P AR ST 0 AR U AT L A R A T A R 1 A A
T mk o] B FE A B 58 457 (second-order free ride) [F %, Bl — H i A A #R % £ AL, BEAK N 4
AR 48 AR A9 G VR E AL A FAE XS R A BRI B L BUCEEH .

TECOR T B Ak . 5 B AR & 1E) (Bowles & Gintis, 2004b) — 3CH, B /R H A1 4 3% B ok
R AR R RS AL R BT AR DU AR SR A T — S AT B R ML) T SO A AE Rl S
AR B AL —— 38 ) i e G AR S AR R B 5 s SR IR A VE(RAE 4 7R 5T ) 55 37 5 9 B
H— BB R R E 5T 6k ) T S0 i 7R DB O HE S Costracism) FETZE (shunning) . 3% 3
N 7 AT R 5 AR LU UL TR T R A — R G R AL R . TR B
iR R BRI G IR A 402 B AR, B A8 7 AR I /B R B B T DUR A A R ARET,
Hok B EERAES HRAE SIEE N EfA R PRI ek, 07 B8R iE W, A9 G
AL SR B ECE S AT RR SRR A VER T OF Ik B Ak A . AR o BB 1 AR ST AT O RE
B R AR D 00 AE B, TIOR8 o B B T X B B AR R R ) . S8 A A AR R R i
MRATER, A S ARF GG . WX T 584 W A FAH AR ERE, T 8 = 5 /EPLH 48 R7 7Y
T PRI B s B 2O A ) K 4

S NEFERARMEFBRIENE T

Hl i E R AT RAEAR M AT N IR S ISP B F e A Z MAATE B BRI 22 00, B T 8
TF AR B A 52 43 HIC AR (9 32 20 3 S i 3ty it IR 29 R R A 20 4D 20 FAALORZ 2] T IR
OB A . 0 St R A A as AT S A AR Y HOR WF S 22 B 2 AR TRl M R IR 28 U E F
AR RS T EL AR5 R 7 22 5 O i) 5 Hh -t BA R R 7R
(—)NEFERARNET
53T A A 8 AR CE BT vl B 28 B 2 0 5 3 O L 00 20 307 R < 6 St P = K A9 4 O A AR 5K
(1 28 U5 A 9T A 35 1 22 S MR AR AR . A8 IR BC R $407 28 55 2 ) (Bowles & Gintis, 2000b) (( A A
i B« 717 37 A At 22 55 1 B A SCAR S SR ) (Bowles» 1998) %5 SCHk H . i /R 37 A1 4 3% 0 7™ bis T B 1 o iy
PTG ATE IS A A LF B I 22 5 2 B 50 R B IX — R 45 IR AR, 22 AT O i
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il e 2L AR R AA . WK A A A TERRE B T L N ZRAT Otk SREASE AU 1WA Al B i 4 55 e B TR
it -0 289 BT 2 A I oA EC TS B B AT 29 5% (Bowles & Gintis, 2000b) . 78 M HEfilf 1
AL T M7 3 (beliefs, preferences and constraints, BPC) #& Y , % 4% B 0] DA 3% 3% I 1)
F M, BR A NS T 22 J7 S B AT S R AT AR (] B AR AR IS K e 3 2 1 DA RO 38 PR R A4 R (Gin-
tis»2007a; Gintis,2009) . BPC HEH % fif B AT 24 (9 5 Rt S I 17— 48— HEZR L o6 Syl 2 ek 5 R
SEFT Ry LB 28 U5 2 SCHR A S B I i A — SO E AT O AR B R B A R X

LA B vy UL = 00 28 T 2 0 0T O e 1) e R 51 0 BHL 2 A ) 2 A 2 2 B AR 5 4B T 8 %
2 2 O T [ 7 i 2 T A9 B R AC R IR, X — WA — R LA T & T R AT %5 .
W IR T PR B R T . BRI 1 O 5 IR B — AN AE Y, TR TR 2 b 7 ) A 0 PR AL
S F RN SCAAL BE 1 52 2 5 e G0 SRS 2 g i 1 P 2B P L 28 0% 2 BE IS BE HE B TN L S BE oE A DTG
B W] RE 7 A 1 5 R (Bowles, 1998) o b f- P AE BRIE X A ok 28 5% 24 A 9 (W) 40 8 7 1) A 2R 7R
B, B FE TR G R RE B N AR Bl 06 AR R 9 O A R R ) TR BRI Ak R R 8 U
WFFE 3 B 59— A 5 77 18] (Bowles & Gintis,2000b) . FLU i 4 #4421 75 0k 25 78 28 3% A I o
B 18w 5 ) BE TR B S RO i R A5 i R0, P RE R T AR IS B R Y S R 3 — R Ak
. A] BE AR T 3 i 45 5 L 24 5 | R A 5T FE AL (Bowles, 1998) o UK X 4 1) il B 5 IO B2 B W)
FORAL S 2t R BT S HARAT R E R AT I R RS A B T A PR N 2R AT S R B
(] 18 A Ak (Gintis» 2004b,2007b)

(D)X EFBKREENRT

BT RGP, TCie 3 SRR EE TIT 37 00 i O R AT E G HC A ke TR) 10 Y S A —
AL [ B B S HLED BDR TR B RIS AL DL SE At 2 S AL B AR, B0 R 0T K G R 3 78 Chk 23 i 4
SN SR T iR B9 HL R 3 ) (Bowles & Hwang, 2008) (¢ i H 4 B % 3 A9 BL
AT BERE IR T FEAN (L oK H AT L0 AYIEYE ) (Bowles . 2008b) %5 STk F L X 3 T 7 vl L 3 42 O
TN BRI T T SR SRS TS R ARG T B R NI
SR B T, B AE S A H AR Bl B 4 T A BN 5 DA S BN S H AR, 1T BE & HI 85 A NS SF AR S
TGN g 25 F1 ) 25 45 5Tk 1) T AR S HIL L S BB BOR BEAR L 107 H A 917 23 B 5R AT 4 38 ZE AN (L
A AT R I A FA (Bowles, 2008) . PRI, %o BCSR il 52 K U6, %5 18 A 2SRl 3 ), T B R
ST T8 AL Y B4 1) 55 2 k2 e 4 G by T, R4 0 1 RE A IBSR TR T A (S A T 4y R i R R S
2 B [ B, 22 B 3 5 0 75 IR S P X — H FR 1Y STER (Bowles & Hwang,2008) ., 248 H 1Y)
SRty B SO A BRI R R O 2 ST TE AR IR BIL L T A W BT R i IRl R A SO AT
SR R S R 2 T 3 B Y 0 5 R i DRl R AR U Dl = A L ST R X B O 43 1 AR 1R (assump-
tion of separability) , A&, 61 JR B K H A 153 45 0 TE 30 8, X — R U008 2 4 TR 19 (Bowles &
Hwang,2008; Bowles,2008b) ,

BT B U 2 U F 0K N DA T PR S A S ) 2R B R 6 T R B T 4 O R SR B
JiF T80, M4k X 36 B (community governance) 8 81 4 A FF4L A b 28 i B0 RO 5% A . AL X AY 9 I 2 38
PLZ R AT B4 B B3 ek SR, Bl 2 50 4E 9 SE R I, T 35 2k R B W i — B S
MASJE B AN I BB A R TR Y EFTAMHig R R, Hla. ERRETH &, 285 88,
T ol R 55 O 4 AR A TN A2 A A AT AR ME 28 0T 5 4 8 B 0 vy 1 B2 24, A 1 o 1 9k A Ak B
A, T 37 VA PR R 16 B A 0 H R (Bowles & Gintis,2002b), fEXFERYS 5T IEGHE S %A 54
X IR ) (Bowles & Gintis,2002b)—3CHv /R 07 1 5 45 0 7 52 R A DXTR B0 28 f i e st 2 14
BN R o 4k XA BRI T4 B RN AR R 3X B0 008 R B R R VR AT R A R B E
TR 4 X AR 5 AR 5 % 53 A5 & 3 0w 2 At S BYE A 0 B0 X LSS AR . 5 E K AT 3 A
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He A X8 T A A% A A & BT R Sl . W 2 A IR A AL XA B A SR R L (E IR B
X FF AN BE B A 75 5 AR X6 PR A B b, 0 o B R XGPS IE B BUM IR B AN TS,
T A 2 40 7 248 (Bowles & Gintis,2002b) .

m. &

{0 7R 307 R0 < A R Dl it T LR B SR IR ARG N L A A AR AR T B T B B — R B TR A T S il
M, EEAREEAERT TS BE e A A BF 58 8 2 9 i B 47 O 0 38 Al 9 5K 2 5 o U, 2 B o Tl e
T2 BF 2 B RIALAT o RV 4. P52 5 e A RS AR T AR B 22 Ah L )3 1k b B o o B A
K L FLE Sy b 10 B8 4 TE T AT A Al S ] AR N S A 2 R IR b AR SR G AR Z R A A
I3 1 B3 B KA O G BRI T A e R A v N SR 2 A T Y SO TR L R 28 S AT O S
SCHIR » 47 55 5 28 e AT 4y A7 AE PR RS

560 0% 307 R < A ST 0P NS SR A 2 ) — A R0 WL S A A % A A T SR
(2 AR R A5 2R, 035 DO T 22 U 24 AR GE LR B AL RS OR: FAR B PR B SR E5 SR . Wiz
X X — WA IS TR A A TR A AR W ) 22 2 U B R D — SCAR R AL S . — D T B
FHE A S B 5 T LA i Ry A TR A2 T b R R 5 5 — T T AR N ZE R R SR 5 S A 22 1]
AR B I BBl NS00 D G2 TR 52 ) SC AR T8 A | SCAR 52 i ik TR E AL A h 5 R i 45 28 . P2 o
HRGNEMOTTE T IR M T SR AL B 2 A AL B S, B SR T A e i 0 T — A
W B Bl PR TR A BRGSO B AR CE B T b BR8] S AR AT AR R B 1) TR A
2 SO TN AR ST AR =2 ) A0 1 A b 2 At T AR B AR 2 T b iR Al A R TR A 3 SO I A AR
o LU AERE A N RR , — S8 R 38 SOV B9 4 23 2 L A BEATT B A AL R AR S s TR Al SO
R PN 58 T g 5 AT AT LS AR M) A 2 SCHE R R R A RS B . PO A 2 A N ) b 3 S
PR S — S BRI 3R, IO T ANy AL IS RE 1. I 27 & 48 i, 25 T S i i iy pk s MV 55 3
TR AL 187 B N LT AR RE T mT LA (] 38 Ak T AR AR A B Y R At LY A AR 2 AR 94T
AT LA P M) At 2 BT 7R 32 9 3 A7 B 45 B 3l 2o RS N A DLFE AR PR o] R A5 AR AL i . e Nt
T 18 KA K i v 38 Ak A 5 551 A A BE A8 IR AR R Al = SC B0 R A8 5% T g o Rt A 551 84 77 A AT LA S5
il 3 SCHER D 7 200 26 0 T A3 B3 Ak . n L, RS & B A R (4555t BE A D — okt 2 P 9 35
A% 20 N A AL B AR R A AT BB AL SR A AL, WAL A AR O i AR AR
SETE Bl P 5 2 B 1) e A A 25 i R — A g A DR R 2 R, B T 2 MR A SR AL
ST DUA X P b Ak AT Ay 8 A A 52 % 1 O D 0 0 o S 00 T B R Y SRR R 110 7 A 2 A T
Rk,

1560 7% 307 40 <3 % 03z AT D RS AR SO IT ST 22 55 9 AN M 1 oty i 2 3 22 B e 0 S R
R i EL RIS R 7R 22 5 BOR 1 E bR B A AR R B R 7R 6 T e Y A g v ak 2 R i B
T B A EEMN G R E L, AT E LT S T A A— BT K B B L 4 T Ak 2 I BT I
2R, A7 o A AL IE 2 5 RIS 7Bl SR P AU SEBR A < 2 B N s, G T LS
A NN B TS AT s AR X — B IR AR AT DLAL AR N AT O B S P O A B P9 A P L
Lo 2208 R GERY B A W 5 3 IO BT T 0F 25 15 28 F 24 BF 5 00 30 SR T 1) B A EE B R R . 2008
AR ER G Rl G WL LUK VE 7 38 ] G A R B2 A A e N 5 R 4 T 3 B 0D B 4 e B A
S e T B N PRLBE L R TR B IR R B A I A U N BURME A N 2 B S A AR R . TR
TN T O A AR Al e 5 o % Al R i e 4 S R RIS B T AR A SR 4 2R D A 2
B — AT A,

SE Mk

Bowles, S. & H. Gintis(2000a), “Reciprocity, self-interest, and the welfare state”, Nordic Journal of Political
— 151 —



BHETEY nsxum

Economy 26(2) :33—53.

Bowles, S. &. H. Gintis(2000b), “Walrasian economics in retrospect”, Quarterly Journal of Economics 115(4) :1411—1439.
Bowles, S. & H. Gintis(2002a), “Homo reciprocans”, Nature 415(6868):125—128.
Bowles, S. & H. Gintis(2002b), “Social capital and community governance”, Economic Journal 112(483) ;F419—F436.
Bowles, S. & H. Gintis(2004a), “Persistent parochialism: Trust and exclusion in ethnic networks”, Journal of Eco-
nomic Behavior & Organization 55(1) :1—23.
Bowles, S. & H. Gintis(2004b), “The evolution of strong reciprocity: Cooperation in heterogeneous populations”,
Theoretical Population Biology 65(1) :17—28.
Bowles, S. & S.-H. Hwang(2008), “Social preferences and public economics: Mechanism design when social prefer-
ences depend on incentives”, Journal of Public Economics 92(8—9):1811—1820.
Bowles, S. & H. Gintis(2011), A Cooperative Species: Human Reciprocity and Its Evolution , Princeton University
Press. MVEASBIA - CHAVERYI A - N2 00 H B0 e LT Ab ) CBRJR 307 R0 3 307 3800 Wi VR 2t A 2016 4R
Bowles, S. (1998). “Endogenous preferences: The cultural consequences of markets and other economic institutions”,
Journal of Economic Literature 36(1):75—111.
Bowles, S. (2004), Microeconomics: Behavior. Institutions, and Evolution, Princeton University Press. H 1% A
B OO T 2 AT 1 BE R AL ) CBRZR B0 3) i [N IR R2 H iA 2006 4E R
Bowles, S. (2006), “Group competition, reproductive leveling, and the evolution of human altruism”, Science 314
(5805):1569—1572.
Bowles, S. (2008a), “Conflict: Altruism’s midwife”, Nature 456(7220) :326—327.
Bowles, S. (2008b), “Policies designed for self-interested citizens may undermine ‘the moral sentiments”’: Evidence
from economic experiments”, Science 320(5883):1605—1609.
Bowles, S. (2009), “Did warfare among ancestral hunter-gatherers affect the evolution of human social behaviors?”,
Science 324(5932) :1293—1298.
Bowles, S. (2012), “Warriors, levelers, and the role of conflict in human social evolution”, Science 336(6083) :876—879.
Bowles, S., J. K. Choi & A. Hopfensitz(2003), “The co-evolution of individual behaviors and social institutions”,
Journal of Theoretical Biology 223(2):135—147.
Boyd, R., H. Gintis & S. Bowles(2010), “Coordinated punishment of defectors sustains cooperation and can prolifer-
ate when rare”, Science 328(5978):617—620.
Boyd, R., H. Gintis, S.Bowles & P.J. Richerson(2003), “The evolution of altruistic punishment”, PNAS 100(6) :
3531—3535.
Choi, J.-K. & S.Bowles(2007), “The coevolution of parochial altruism and war”, Science 318(5850) :636—640.
Fehr, E. & H. Gintis(2007), “Human motivation and social cooperation: Experimental and analytical foundations”,
Annual Review of Sociology 33(1):43— 64,
Fehr, E. & S.Gachter(2000), “Cooperation and punishment in public goods experiments”, American Economic Re-
view 90(4):980—994.
Gintis, H. (2000a), Game Theory Evolving , Princeton University Press. HUiFEA B4 (AL ZE S ) (G i E) .
BN R K% At 2015 4R
Gintis, H. (2000b), “Strong reciprocity and human sociality”. Journal of Theoretical Biology 206(2) :169—179.
Gintis, H. (2003a), “Solving the puzzle of prosociality”, Rationality and Society 15(2):155—187.
Gintis, H. (2003b), “The hitchhiker’s guide to altruism: Gene-culture coevolution, and the internalization of norms”,
Journal of Theoretical Biology 220(4) :407—418.
Gintis, H. (2004a), “Modeling cooperation among self-interested agents: A critique”, Journal of Socio-Economics 33
(6):695—714.
Gintis, H. (2004b), “Towards the unity of the human behavioral sciences”, Politics, Philosophy & Economics 3(1):
37—757.
— 152 —



BEBE HRAEMEFTHTAMBUEXZFFHSTH

Gintis, H. (2004c¢), “Economic interests: Do strangers cooperate when they have to work together?”, Natrure 431
(7006) :245—246.

Gintis, H. (2006), “Behavioral ethics meets natural justice”, Politics, Philosophy & Economics 5(1):5—32.

Gintis, H. (2007a), “A framework for the unification of the behavioral sciences”, Behavioral and Brain Sciences 30
(1):1—16.

Gintis, H. (2007b), “Unifying the behavioral sciences I1”, Behavioral and Brain Sciences 30(1) :45—53.

Gintis, H. (2008), “Punishment and cooperation”, Science 319(5868):1345—1346.
Gintis» H. (2009), The Bounds of Reason: Game Theory and the Uni fication of the Behavioral Sciences » Princeton
University Press. WA 844 (BR3P0 5% 1147 IR 005 — ) (R 2  ME B0 Ak 2011 4F R,
Gintis, H. (2011), “Gene-culture coevolution and the nature of human sociality”, Philosophical Transactions of the
Royal Society B —Biological Sciences 366(1566) :878—888.

Gintis, H. (2013), “An implausible model and evolutionary explanation of the revenge motive”, Behavioral and
Brain Sciences 36(1):21—22.

Gintis, H. (2015), “Altruists together”, Nature 517(7536) :550—551.

Gintis, H. (2017a), “How humans cooperate and punish”, Nature Human Behaviour 1(9) :626—627.

Gintis, H. (2017b) s Individuality and Entanglement : The Moral and Material Basis of Social Life , Princeton
University Press. HUFEAM A (M5 20 98 . 4E 25 A4 005 00 8 18 5 %) BT R AR ) (& 35 07 3 A% B0l ik 2021 4R R,

Gintis, H., E. A. Smith & S. Bowles(2001), “Costly signaling and cooperation”, Jouwrnal of Theoretical Biology
213(1):103—119.

Gintis, H., S. Bowles, R. Boyd &. E. Fehr(2003), “Explaining altruistic behavior in humans”, Evolution and Human
Behavior 24(3):153—172.

Gintis, H., ]. Henrich, S. Bowles, R. Boyd &. E. Fehr(2008), “Strong reciprocity and the roots of human morality”,
Social Justice Research 21(2) :241—253.

Contributions of Bowles and Gintis to Behavioral and Evolutionary Paradigm Economics

SUI Xuechao WANG Liping FENG Jun
(Hefei University of Technology, Hefei, China)

Abstract: Bowles and Gintis were named 2022’s Citation Laureates in Economics by Clarivate for providing evi-
dence and models that broaden our understanding of social cooperation. Apart from the cooperation model based on
self-interested behavior, Bowles and Gintis creatively proposed strong reciprocity to explain the human propensity to
cooperate extensively with nonrelatives, and interpret the experimental evidence as showing the existence of strong re-
ciprocity. Based on the theory of multi-level selection and gene-culture coevolution, they integrated multidisciplinary
approaches including economics, sociology and biology, and insisted on the combination of theory and empiricism to
demonstrate the role of group competition, inter-group warfare, social institutions, socialization and punishment in the
evolution of altruism, and confirmed that the costly altruism is the result of natural selection. This article introduces
the lives and academic achievements of Bowles and Gintis, classifies and combs their research achievements and aca-
demic contributions, and summarizes the enlightenment to current economic research and policy-making.
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