MEME WANNERREENEREFZRARHAR

WA ERBREENEFRZFFHARER

MAEd BRRE AR

BE BANERGEEALIRFR AL HELE, MAELARAFATHEY 2R E
BEFESHEFARBEARFTARRCRAZFEHR X ZGAN LS., AR AH E
RIEFAESE YR EAAR L RELR R LRE RN BEREEEEE e A RS, 3 Mk F
A B EMNG EREAE S P e AE R ALH . B A, R B PN B B AR FR AR i AR B 6 R
S AT A AR5 R XL AR AR T A B Rk S AE R A 2R BT T AR PR
ERGHEEG DA —NOSREEFAREELEFIIG SR EI BB LR, KRR ELAL
BEARBN BN RIEIRBE , A 1WA R 09 S5 7 ) 3B R R B 540 A B o BUR 2 1), TR B A B KU
WEMBAE RS L NLBRRR A BRN R T F R R 38| FIE o BURE X,

EBER . ERZ2FFE KANE KEEiE S4%F

—.3l5

WA RAAAE— ERE MR E MR C RAF IR, WA AR AN Z PR 28 3
L EWMAT X W AT 7R R Z R TE . SCIRIESE B e A B 2 AR PR A% 3 1 I R £ 24
AT IR IF L3 (Volland . 2013) . A4 AF A& 338 (Bowles et al, 2001 ;Gertler et al, 2013) fa@t5E A
A AL 3 (Benham &. Benham, 2008;Coneus & Spiess, 2012) .IAJ1HE J11£ 3 (Blanden et al, 2007;
Jensen, 2012) # F /KF14i% (Blanden, 2011) W & {UPREE# (Mare, 2011) 4145 A (% i (Ander-
berg &. Andersson, 2007 ; Breen &. Salazar, 2011) . Bk 3% 4 4F (Pérez-Gonzalez, 2006; Heller-
stein & Morrill, 201D A\AHE . XL R b, B T AM: M Kz N80 & R R 7 X — &
Hb AL HE B T S RE TR BLHI A AR EAME B IR R . X LR PR A% 38 R R AR AT 2 AR AT
F T GE B AR FEAT N G R A AR E R XA B K — AR T 1 i 8
AT R, X —WFFEE AT T F M AT (1890 4F) AT N & T 24 (20 42 50 4R  Mi&n s
Trap (20 2t 90 4R R A7 21 I8 WD MRS, FIRAE T # R A% 2R, @
b B A 7 I HE N B DRAT o AT TR IR R A BRI L Bl O B AR DT EE R AR AT
H R RAFTERS BREAT N RGBS . A oT & TF Rl G O B ARl 2 B 2 45 T vk B4R I i N 1Y
JELAE AV IR WL AR e SR SR DA e v 2 L A O DAY AR L AHLOR M 28 0T sh s TN R B R T
ATH8R 2 A AT Ay e SR PR R 5 R A g — A o 8] PR 9T 18 S T A e T )2 D IR AT 9K S BE T i b 4 7 28
CAAT YR R ANL R T R4 . B AT A T —For ot TR s e 2= 5 ik,
T AL R T4 N ZRAT S DR p il e s DR 3R L (0 N 2R B PR IR P X A s 2 BE R AN Rk 22
GEAT AN TE Y E AL TR ADESE . AT UL, X — WS8R 22 05 17 H () 4 3810 4 | ey 0 (L BIOH M L Hh 3R

* AAI N EEFMERPMEAS LR, IRE LA .010070, @ F ¥R 4 . hch6008@163. com; R R 4% . ¥ & M 4 X
FMEAE T, VR %A .611130, & F F 45 : chenfengjinl027@163. com; BT R . B X F R F TR FHE, WK%
F5.710119, % F ¥R 4 . 15049219950@163. com, A 2F R B RAELHAF AL —&F B MBI R F 5 K544
#AFR(2IBJLOID) , Bt PEARKF MR A BFREFAHZGIE T, FAMELFRAGEREN, X TAA,
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LBNA T AR L SRR e SR g N TEBIL R 48 T I AR

B DR 28 5 2 DN A i MR 5T A e DR J228 T X A AR AT Ay ke SR 1 52 el DR R 4 (R S IR TE AR . B . Benja-
min et al(2007) FF R BIF 504 B R BL 24 il A 28 55 4 0F 58 B AT REME L S & U5 28 X0 K S5 M AT A IR R
AL T AWyl IRl B AR BT AR 35t A% 22 S A0 o] 38 2ok 51 E ks A RN A S IR BT (RIS ARk B
P il 0 BR800 TSNSk S N2 & 54T i (Navarro, 2009), e 2552 £ B SE s 45 & 5 N
2 K BL 43 B (genome-wide association study, GWAS) F1 & 18 /R Bfi HL 4k 77 ¥ (Mendelian randomiza-
tion, MR)§, 1A, 5 K8 s A] DAAE S — i B4 9 T2 AR B R R A7 R HEWT . Bifi 5 266 PRI 7 42
ARk, GWAS BETE L R 4H b U1 H 5 o F 5 46 284 1 28 R DG BB i) ik PRS2 A0, BRIV R AR 3R 38 % A i
BB T R 2 B 1 (single nucleotide polymorphisms, SNP) i S 84 2 A B S8 T M.
GWAS Bl 00 A T B 2250 8, 2009 4 2 J5 7 5 1 46 SC T N R8O BEFNAT O 2 A5 Al 2 iy B P e e
IR o ol 750 i DA B0 5 T 28 O 2 IE 8 S W A T B S DT K R PRI 58 5 | AN 2 5% 2 03 M v

B PRIXT WA B J2 AR B A% 36 19 52 el 2 56 PR 428 0 2 T 9% 0T DR U 1 — 0L ot 2 ST, A7 st A% 2 5 —
SE RN L I N ZRAT R AR 2 AT 38t 4L 1 s A7 o0 st 4% 27 28— R s GE SRS IR B X R AT Ry
TRl & FEAVE BN F IR R AR AT it G 2250 = @ AR 7R , B 4409 AN R AT A RRAE A9 A8 S5 AR K — 3
53 A Bl 3 PR B 5% E =2 IR BT 19 5 ) BT B ( Turkheimer, 20000, @4K, 56 — 5 =@ g~
A B N AT AR 24 S 7S DR A PR B ) DR A A AT PR Y 8 A PE AN 2 10004 . H AT —
A E BT IR 5 A B JE AR A% 338 1 AN B 2R I AR 38 IC A7 5 DR RN R B 0 A B T RS e, M8 TG,
AR S 5 PR RN B B 08 ok ST AR T Sl AL A Al 5 me s A B S22 AR B A 35 DR 3R B R O SRR AT R SE A
FRFN G347 3 110 485 7% K& DR 22 0% 2 56 T WA W 2 AR PR A% 3 AL ] 1 BF 5 3 e

—EREZWNNERERE R E RSB EEENERILE

W SCHT IR L 28 % 2 SCHERIE 98 B, S 30 B 2 AR PR A% 368 0 52 10 AR U 8 B2 A 46 47 hy D 4 L A%
FEAE B 1 B8 A NI RE J) BUR KT 0 B ARBR G R  4E 45 BE AR BRI 36 5 O 4 /S A B 2 AR
PRAZIBIN ., TR, R 3 R 2 52 SCRRIT I S B 3\ NI A B 2 AR PR A% 86 TR R 232 X 5
A B AL YE . iR, 55 B IS By 2 AR PR A% 36 1) 52 M 2 3 ol Xof e A B 2 AR B A% 36 DR 36 %) 5 g 17
FEAE I AL AL - (1) B VR FIBL B3 PR3 2o 5 w47 R D 4 RN ) BEAR (LR KT N T RE
I NAEFEAE FA AR B 12 388 DR 2R 328 10 52 i G B 2 AR B A% 368 5 (20 Ti) 422 4 R ATL A B 566 P15 5 5% ) v
Al SR FR T A A T R 3R SO a2 BEAS W0 B e B RO 8 5 Ot 4 = A AR BR A% 3 TR R, A
1M e 2 SE A B IR AR A 38 . B4 AR ML 5 Rl VR AL S gh an &l 1 iR,

(—EFREZETRIRERERZZMEANNEEE

B DRI 2 AT A DR R s A A R e N AT A D AR N ) B A U KT LTARTRE T R AR R
FE A PR S HE 0 52 0 5 B WSO B )2 A 3 A% 1

LAT A A %F o AT O 352 W O B 2 AR PR A% 326 177 35 DR XE A7 A Ml 4 A 2 ) S 4R 5 35 DRLXF S0 A B
JEAR B 338 A 52 ) RTS8 G AT O D A5 A5 LA SE B . KUK D 4F (Dohmen et al, 2011) (B A i & ( Gau-
ly, 2017) & AT MR 4 (Dohmen et al, 2012) ADIAT R 4 4 (Quadrini, 2020) . 14 %% fi 4 (Wald-
kirch et al, 2004) WS WAL R LT (Chetty et al.2017) 7577 £ 52 MU A B )2 AR BR A% 38 . B 52
e £ S i G- 5 B2 38 2o b R 7S AN T T a8 A VR S E TS ma A B 2 AR R A 3

(1 RIS i B B A2 1) 22 b R TR ) 52 . B A A0 90 2% 1 5 JRUS: i 47 A G 19 £ PR 5 DRD4 ik
5—HTTLPR %£[H . DAT1 2547 58 STin2 547 LD | BA M AL BE A JEP (MAOA) \MAOA—L
BEDRAF Z2 Rl LR, 45 DR XU A 3 140 5% 00 1) A AN T o A A AR A 3 2 AU b s 3 XU it 52
b AR B RO . HP  DRD4 R TR A RN 5 B B AT b 2 A AR 3 B A e
FEH. TR S50 35 PR B HEATT 5 25 B R B A1 1 E B8 (Dreber et al, 2008) , AHXE T 4845 &2 i — Wk sl 9
YR A 5 57 5 PR S AT 35 s S ) P Y 5 — HTTLPR % 2537 5 A 184> 1A B A T K g XUy PR 2 ke
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(Kuhnen & Chiao, 2009), HA 9 WE B DATI 557 H K A #547 # LL A 10 YR i #5487 35 2
B A XU TR A2 OF B 10 WA S STin2 547 JE D A4 3 L BA 12 IRE IRy %
RE A XU 1 32 1 (Zhong et al, 2009a), b4k, SEH R W, A% £ 5 i L il A B2 MAOA
Ji 3 X 3 2 D Re 2 A O BV 5 &2 i A5 7 R DR R B 19 32 43 A L L 2 A AL B NI B 2 1Y
S AR S ) T A K R XU R S A S KU /N PR B (Zhong et al, 2009b) s MAOA—L 238 PE#
A T RE D S XU L O S BRI D G EL R R Al T2 BB A8 A KU T A B A A I 55 e 3R
(Frydman et al, 2011), A5 F 2z [8) ) XS 25 B B 58 1FE A1 ¢ (Dohmen et al, 2012), H FRE# &
B AR DRI D G 8 o XU RS i 5 2 WSO A X 50 8 Ja2 W %o 0 22 T 198 A0 5GP 43 31l 2 0. 20
1 0.06(Dohmen et al, 2011),

(2) B} [ i 730 4 S h B PR e 52 9 . Eldsenberg et al (2007) filf FH 4 38 0 307 33 4~ 46 /2% 138 ) A 1
Asf ] s 4f- L AFF 5% & 88 DRD2 Taql #l DRD4 48 bp VNTR R 28 B 28] K5 T MR 2Z 5 .
SR O IS o — A N A2 T R Ok X I 8] i e AR B ) S N, 220 T 2 AR SEE OR [T g ) AR
J& . Sanchez et al(2018)ffi H] 23127 £ KRN B 52 2 15 38 ) 5 DRI B0 4 A7 4 5 D) 2 DG B AT 5% & 91, A
S A5 W2 Y AR T R 2 A5 HE 2 16528024 (P=2.40 X 10 *) , [A) i % BL 12 %6 A 28 3K 00 3 2 57 2 i
TR A |, ACBE X AR A s 0] g - 388 4% 0 4 UE 52, ELB [0 4 5 N 07 B8 A5 T8 B sl DA & T8 2
fa] BAg A0 26 M (Gauly , 2017) .

(O HRBEAT T iF o 32 HE RS ) KU fi e 14 352 4% 28 Ak 25 52 i) > A 89847 fi 4F (Barnea et al,
2010), WAL 2 SRR T AP LA KUK 3R P oK 2y 25 %6 1 28 4K (Cesarini et al, 2010) , [l 14 5 519 XU Jify
55 XU 4% 9% A7 o0 A 1 B9 4R OG T R T 55 M 5 O XU IR (Crongvist & Siegel, 2014), Beauchamp et al
(2017 FIHIZk H 11000 2% Fig B XU fify 1) 981 20 B50H0 o FH I 9% it 30 A5 8 46 A S IKURS: 1 AR B AR 5, F
S U RIS i 8- 47 A 1140 28 5, D IR K] 35 R 808 ik B 35 00 ~ 55 V0 I M XU Bl 4 25 5

O AN AT R B TR BE 5 3 A 56 . Nicolaou et al(2008) #56 %& Bl DRD3 3 [H] 45 5 18 14 45 5+
AN AT R i if 2 (A A2 I . 5 20 58 AH 4k e SRVF 22 JE DR B AT 247 i 4 149 5% 1) LE 5% ) 401
I K Bl 5 PR AT RE A T NSRRI v 5 22 20 L A LA UL 5 R R A 32 R R — O R S
TGS PR IE A 26 B9 X 38 (Rietveld et al, 2021), Van der Loos et al(2013)ifi F 4 1 %) XUM it 55 9%
fl I B AT A (138 4% g % B, 3L [R) AG SNIPs AT DL B DA 25 1 78 D M6 v (% Bk SCage A% 1 (Rl
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ks 225 R FE2Z O 50%,

W e BB BT NI 52 JE 5200 . Cronqvist & Siegel(2015) BF5E & B, 5L [H 22 F R B T 24
35 Y0 A NI B i B AT N I g 25 5, 0F ELS Lo PR AR L L 3 9 3 2 s B AT O i g Tl 3 R A R
L, Zhu et al(20232) M I 25 A MG HE 2 N FV G008 PPk 1 35 D080 19000 30 2 12 47
B W B (0 V8 7, WA R By AR AT SR IR ) 22 36 PR 43, AR S R SO A 36 1 3 15 78 5+ (TAS2RS
rs2227264 F1 TAS2R38 rs713598) a] F T Hlill A~ AN & & 8 2Rk 474 . Giannelis (2023) F ] 3920
2 5 T WU Jif 09 R A TR0 T D S 00 ) R B 517 00 1 B 3R, O i S R AT O R L 44 0 1 it 5
Ti1] 2 5 f2 PR 38t 12 2000 i R 1Y

(6) 105 008 1 4% i 1 32 L DR B2 0 i) S5 280 0% 40 DG FC AN AU DR b £ B 58 L 1 LA U3 IR 36 I, B AF
TE“H 2B B —3L IR [R] 5 Y 4% 418 UC iC (social-genetic assortative mating) ( Abdellaoui et al,2023),
Domingue et al(2014) F] i fidt B 5 18 (R #F 28 5095 CHRS) o 170 J5 4> 36 [ R 4E 19 SNP 4 k47 F
R BEEMHDEMET 10X BFEMWIE R VLA, Yengo et al(2018) i I K £y 40 J7 4K i 4>
PRI SNP B8 TIE S 5 B i FZ0F R 350 19 > 5 A o o 350 47 A0 W 00 1) DG e 174 3 1 4

2. BN T HEREN T AT M S B SR AR AL 33 T S DR A BN T AR S AR
B PRGBS A I A2 38 1) 52 W T 3 ot ft RN ) WAL s A5 LA S B, f BN T B Ak S s AT —
S RN I FLFE R RIS B 2 22 [0 L 58 1 A 1 55 3h 3 2 TR A7 6 22 5, SR A I J2 0 ) T ¢ 22
SRR B K — 28 (Becker & Tomes s 1976), filt B K SEAE Ty A 7 % A 1) 55 B2 20 J 30 40 o HLAR B A% 8k %)
WA R ACBRAL 33 BAT 5 1 5% 1 (Benham & Benham, 2008), 3 PRS00 e B A ) %84 42 2 J2 3l of &
A R L0 L /A Ao i 5 AR B A 7 A 3K = T AR a8 A A P a0 T 5 g AC A B )2 AR B A%

(1) 5 R %o B A ft B A9 T . 30 s R RLABE 194 4 35 DR A S BB AE 9 35 DRI S 3 9 %) 2 il 1) 0F 52 6
STz WEAEOLT B AR R I 2 I 51 &0, HAT R 206 1 BE PR S B S R SR 1Y
(Jablonka &. Lamb, 2014) , 55 . J PO B 04 B ) V8 FH AR B AE V8 2295006 138t % b, i 22 R TR 58
AR T Y 0 A AR S O 28 SR W R A R 0 IR S8 TP 9 & B (Padang et al, 2012) , BT /R % ¥ 8K
JiE (Alzheimer disease, AD)#{IAN A& 52 2| F K 558 Z152 ) 5 20 F) (Lambert et al, 2013), i & 4E /& H
JLAR 3 PR 25 45 A2 3% 07 A R 515 19 (Kuroki, 2014) . Uk, F5 R X6 B U fdt g i) 78 i 1A B 7E 18 4% % 75
B AT 500 22 X UK G BB 2T 4R R . [ BB i 75 i =22 18] B9 AR SE P R 0. 23, T S R
XU i 22 [ B AF 26 PE B /N (MeGue et al, 1993), 3 2 B F 98 & B, A7 78 5 Z #0E R M 6 1Y
SNP, i X 224> SNP RO #E4T AAC 550 6 73 50, T F DA 8 5 PR X 280/ 7K 1 19 52 o) A B, 3 )y
EMRZ NEZERNAT Iy, fEHEA E, Marioni et al(2016) i Z N AT I 0FsE TACL H KN
HE VI S HFmZ KR EZI, FRNBE 2RI o e WA Falk, FREF 2R
PRIT 43 T LA > 100 A2 B 5 i . 4 PR X B 1A% ft B 1% 4 FH o 44 30 76 T ke 5 A AR 5 1% 358 1% M . Rosen-
quist et al(2015) F ] GWAS 3k FTO 3[4 rs993609 78 5 FA T 15 %0 (BMD 2 ] (1 52 B & B,
AN FTO BE R KU 25 57 35 PR RR 4% T 48 40000 - 3 R AL — R LAY 2 () A7 ZE R g P A DG &R

(2) FE PR B /R P (e B A0 R . 3 PR A8 S5 0ok R J R 0 9 XU 119 32t 4% B Bill . Werthern et al
(2023) ) F T 56 2 18 W 11 U 0] 523 24 J5 5 B 85 A6 100 81 8 000 047 F 5 J B, 0 B o LA Bk I )2
I A AL IR . B VS R is R (5 — HTT) 5 207 32 R B AN K 2 32 B £ A9 4 AR ARk 0 5
FEFTER A C 0 B R ML T 5 — HTT 56 B 2 245 4 00 n] 0 5 g = 44 X6 310 4B (1 52 i ( Caspi et al,
2003) #5475 — HTT # M Z MM MAOA FE R 22 25 P 0 L HAS 48 35 3 9 Fl 22 25 7 19 A 8 28 1t
JE 15347 SR i AR 15 2% (Fletcher,2014) ., Baselmans et al(2019) 3 13 278 8 4 3L K 4H B2 % 4y
BT (meta-analysis) & B, 77 76 540 8 Az 16 6 208 BUNL 28 i 28 S50 RN FI A8 190 = 4 JERA S 7 i 3 A 56 1Y)
304 A phS7 SNP,

(3) FH [R5 e i AT by 0 4 R B 17 0 B2 5% W) > A B o0 {2 A1, 30 A0 455 X {3 A7 Ry Cn IR R A
AR I 2O M52, Liu et al(2019) i I 3EE 120 J5 A W EE 21T GWAS #F 55 & BL. 76 406 4~
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FEHRAL AT 566 S35t AL AR S, X 2R S 55 WOE AR (9 T B 45 1k R ] A 22 B BORA G, Herh
150 A H DAL i A7 7 5 DR 22 3800 (el B — R DA 772 A i 2 F 80D o Cole et al (20200 2R HI9& [ 4= 4)
#47 (UK Biobank) H1 24 45 J7 A A B AR FE A R GWAS #1751 — IR ERmAMZ Itk i
T3 2 G A B PR R

3.HHAKE . BHE KT B JE B AL i3, 05 KX BOE K VA 2 e R UL DX A B
AR AL 36 1Y 52 W ] S 5 2OE K AL s A LSS . A BT R B L S R SRR IS R R K TR AR
A EAC R A% 86 ) 5 2 5 [N (Becker & Tomes , 19765 Taubman, 1976), —J5 T KU A FEE R FACZL
B EGAR AL 38 O T RBCF K7 A ) 8800 5 3 —J7 T A2 2R 19 RE ) 78 56 X 2 T A7 78
WL RN . BB HE KTl 57 s Z R T B EE RIEHOE S B 2 9 ACBR £ 3% (Blanden, 2011) .

HE KSR Z AR A 336 04 5 22 K 3L 10 B KA 5 2 BIIEH . Plug & Vij-
verberg(2001) FI 3R A= & i MR e FE 15 B & I, 76 5 254 S AR C i B ), 65 90 ~
8020 A A P T R . Miller et al(2001) % 2k 11 A E K 249 3000 X XM Jify ) 4 A K 4 13045 53
Bk, Z# BN 2ZERA 502 ~65% ] LK Tt fe BUR . ZE KF32 2 H 152 m ix —iF o
F— HZ B HIC I  Rietveld et al (2013)%F 126559 4~k (B rh 101069 4>l B B 4, 25490 4
SEHIREAD 1 32 BB AR BRBEAT T 4 5L DR 20 DGR 25 28 0 A o LU 5 2808 st AR G i st 1% 72 5 R A2
YOE R LA R LN PERRAE , = AN SE A SNPs B &SN B M. Okbay(2016) i 45 T —
T4 B DY 20 G HR AT T RO 25 21 i WF S 0 € T 5 2 20F A BRAHOCHY 74 A4 3k 2H 18 35 60 5 72 945 L
BRI R IR B FE 2 X rh R B T 5 32 BOE R S A DG SNPs,

HE KV Zs e ’E BRI A 2K i THRE B REAR AR G FEAS B 98 LA M — 2290 42 ) 748 &
(AR AR EE AP FE 22 5 . BIAN, Lee et al(2018) X R Z) 110 J BEARFEAT T K HUAR 11 38t 15 AH & 4
B I8 T 1271 M7 i L AL 8 35 09 SNP, 2L H W nl g B 11U ~ 13U MEH B 5.
Papageorge & Thom(2020) 7 fid i 5B AR AF 7% (HRS) H 483 T WAL B (1) 345 78 5 20 F2 5 Fl 55 8
MR Z MR R 3. 2% ~6. 6 % FRE AL TR,

IR N BN S A L N P AN (30 TR Y-S DO RN S s WA R B A TR T 2 2 eSO B /N 1y
JE AR Br A% 366 1) 5% W AT 3 o O HTRE ) A% 3B A5 DL S B, DA AR 7 AR B A% 38 TE WS A B 2 AR PR A% 3 o A2 o B
A EEAE (Jensen, 2012), FAUARIBE S FACBHNFIBE 11 5 H B E KA B3 MM, JF51E 7
RIFENE R Il F ) 22 5 (Anger & Heineck, 2010), Heckman et al(2006) fF 5% 2 B , A H1 fE
T4 s RE A% 51 S 55 M A 2o PR B M A IS G L BSR4 5 Sy 20 0 3000

B PRS2 Wi AR B ) 3 08 A X — FRON R RE 7 R DA RE 7 #0388 4% AR T T 52 me A B )2 A AR
PRAZis . w5, JEETE—BON TR ) B B A B VR T . — MO R BE I 3 v DR 0 R 2 S R R
R —ERE FSRE T ER AR Z G RIS T5, B 1A 7 (Plo-
min & Deary, 2015)  HRMV Fild: £ 28 3% #17 (Schmidt & Hunter, 2004), & K& SCHLK 7 B, 35 KT
AR 1 22 AT B E I L A0 Blewett(1954) M W2 J1 (primary mental abilities) 18 % 2 . [] 51
RS iy 1 S5 B UL JiE 8 3 AR OGS 0. 75 F10. 39, Bouchard et al (1990 7E— A 100 Z 24173 JF 4k
7 14 [R) B BUAE iR 10 52 56 vh A HH R R s AR R A THE 29 S 70260, Willoughby (2021) 32 ] 1998 — 2004
SR8 2E )& 5. 84T W5 (Sibling Interaction and Behavior Study, SIBS) A 486 2H 3¢ J& £ 45 o A1 £
FVER 52 X8 T8 R A5 e B B R iR R 2 40 %, Hill et al (2019) F IR A = W04 53 19 B4 3
78308 MEAFEATZE 22 40 M A B, 233 A HE DK RE A% 52 e B R L X IR B 1R IR 2% S S B O DR A
B2E e 0 SRR R SRR . R, B DR S AR BE 0 s MG AR . AR E N BE D L AE 1R E R ) L &S (]
e 5 BALFEE FE 1242 1A A1, McClearn et al(1997) %} 80 % K LA b A4 F Mt [R) P SUMI BG FF e T
— MRV SE N BE I B 5T, e B384 3 1) S5 KA AR A HRLADL 5 Al 45 R, — BOA I RE J1 oK 6206 ¢
SEINAIBE Tl 3800, Ho R N e ) BRI 4518 5 e J1 55 %0 (&5 A RE 12 3206 A5 B A HiL R
R 62%.1012 718 52% . Plomin et al(2013) F) F 4= 3 K 4 & 2% 4k 4 #7 (genome-wide complex
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trait analysis, GCTA) BT 7 246 11 N ER 2 N RE ) GEF AR 0 A - ARG 50 1w UL A 170 J7
A~ DNA By E3gt % 77, IF i — 20 Lo B 1 9 50U iR 54 & & BF98 (Twins Early Development Study .,
TEDS) #5434 X 12 % SRS IR BE J1 i 5 T3 9 GCTA JriEAivH(E . A& 3154 X 12 2 XUKLAG
FiE N HNBE 1 WA Ge AT st AL 2 Oy Al T A9 & B L 1 35 AR BE 0 i R IR s 1% 36y 66 06, i A
JHIEE 7 1 L R AR 5 Ry 4804 Bl TR 8 AN HITBE ) 2 Al st A% 1Y

5. AMEHFAE . AR FRESZ M A BT 2 AR PR AL 328 10 3 PR A A% 4R AR AT 52 0 o 2 SR, B RDXT G ALY
JEAR B A% 3 (%) 5 ) A Sl 0k A A R AFE A 75 LASEEE . Eaves et al(1999) A ARG FRE R AHEF LS
JE O L i Sl A0 B ) A SCRERE AT S B I AR FFIEAZ 3 45 1 F 20 (Dohmen et al, 2012) i
A WSl 0 EL AR 1] 72 ACREFN Lo 2Z 18] [ FE A7 7E AR A% 33, 5 AT 0 ih 3l 55 A% R A 52 0 5% 9547 0 O
G- A PR pe sk R B B AR B AR 1% 338 (Gauly,2017) ., Heckman et al(2006) F1] F &2 & 32 fic 54 |
A SRR R55 B (dominance, influence, steadiness, compliance, DISC)4F1E B4 14 4% ] 0 &
T R A R AR AE 9 E DAHT B BE 45 B8 (noncognitive skill index) . B 58 & B, i T DISC P 4%
FEH 25 %0 i s W 57 Sh B S AT 75 Y0 0 s i 57 sh AR L 55 95 S A IR AR 10 %6, &
PEST BN B WA 3G 400 . AKERRAE V1 26 Fa 2 LA S AR A2 1 B8 S5 M A& e Ak 18 1R B 1% 28 o W] 4 i
SEA B 2R L3 (Bowles et al, 2001),

AR AR # kWY B AT i B8 A a8t A 1, O 7 2 i R 43 Y A X A2 E (Bouchard et al, 1990) . Munafo
et al(2003) X A% AR IC R HEAT 2526 70 B B, A AR SRR 5 i DR 88 R B TR 22 25 M 2 TRV A A W 25 K
Bk, Bergeman et al(1993) % T A0 & B & it L A L JF Bk L B PE AR 5% P (Goldberg, 1990)
TP A R 0« TR AL (five-factor model ,FFMD , 312 A & ] PFAk 10 R 28 A9 & T B e f7 3%
258 K B, B 1 B NP (38 A5 SR AR (12 90) DA, F 4 DU IR 3 100 38 1% SR A 45 A A F 5
LS RAL . Jang et al(1996) R HMETT G AHT A& 5 2% 123 X [m] O BURLIG #1127 Xof S5 1 B I
HEAT FEM J3 0t ¢ 3 35 DRR i 28 B0 L AMBIPE  TF TPE B0 A FS 5  A  E A 52 m) 4 J31) o 4106
5300.61% 4100 4406, RIFIT A BRI R#A & h st A8 32, fh 282k B 1) BB A A8 2 g ar %
[ 3 | 8B M RN U8 A DU AN 4R AE (Stallings, 1996) P58 & B, 4 S W (2 — 5 W E HiD) g 05 1 %
RTELS G 2 W7 10 AR S A 3 (R (6 — 8 YR A2 i) JE 5, (R it LA DRDA K 45 (37 5 PR 52 1 0 A~ 1k 2>
TR A FR ok B I 22 L B RS T, O BLIZRR R B S R A i AT 5t 4%, AR A7 AE A A1 AT i (Plomin
& Caspi,1998) . 3 FIIMSE 433 KB, HTR3A e K 1) —A> 281 (CL78T) 2352 W Zo P 14 3 3 [ s
% — AKGHFAE (Melke, 2003) , 2 g B 2 AL (DBH) i [K o) GE 1 BA AL 45 R 22 107 4 rs1611115(C—
970 D) 5 X AR A T RBEVE (Plieger et al,2018) , #1244 1 S 1) FHIS A9 DUAS A BRAE P %S 27 .
3 [ 3k R FAR = A2 8] T B s . G, B R S R U B L A DR R AR 11 35t 4% 2 B
G¢ 5 M 28 2R TR ) B X A R AR A 2R R0 0 A ) L B PR AR R AIE Y 4 T 3 45 31 T 8 2 E 5T
RIEIE,

(D) EFEEEELTKERESREEZRZmENNEEE

HE DR 2ok 5 AB AT S D A B TR G o T S5 A 0] 422 52 e 52 g A [ 9 4 23 BE A I AR PR i B8
PP 38 % Qi 5 =S PR3 0 T 52 el K B M Y 2 st A% 1 . P, rh DR A L S PRI T - H— A
AR £ 388 R 3R 22 A0 B R At = SO Ja PR 38 73 T8 17 50 el e 2 8 A R U A B 2 % v ) E A 1) o €85 L
TN RBR AL 38 R P AL S A — OARIBE ) L AR HREAE = A AR () I SO T T 52 i R
Ve HE i & 1 b (R A A 65

L ARG THAAE L AR ZEZ Rt T RPN KFH4, W H AN BRI,
KT AL GEACRIE & AR PR % B XA B 2 AR AL 338 1 s & A AR 2058 . ARBRI A 3h BRIE 45 H
A AR AR R T B B A B Z PR Z 138 i ML Z — (Anderberg & Andersson,2007), Cft#h4
BEACFIW A BE S 52 e 1A B+ 28 19 4% HE A BRI L B BORPAR B8 LA B2 N 3 % A B0 175 B0 o AT 52 i) 5
AT FE L AR I (Calvo-Armengol & Jackson, 2005) , ¥t 2x % A 18 B AH 6 M 0l DL7E B R FR BE I il B e
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ARBRAF-SFE IS (Clark, 2023) . W& QBRI XA B WS A 2l AT — 52 i B8 775 R A K2 [)
TS 1 S A Ml R AN R 2, AR 2 BT R 2 U b 7 1 AR K (Mare, 2011) . Charles &
Hurst(2003) F] A 3¢ E U A 8 2538 &£ V848 (The Panel Study of Income Dynamics, PSID) # W & % ¥&
fliit 7w AR5 L 4 AC B R 4% 1 1 AF I Dy 45 A8 i BT AR L A AT A e 2 AR BR I e M
0.37, [AFE, Pleffer & Killewald(2018) 1/ H PSID %t# & b 19842015 4F [] (14 I 5 %54 32k 47 BF
FER I, A BRI & Hu A 24 B 46 0 10 06, H o AR J W0 A7 4T S8 406,

5 DR 308 ok o ) At o SO IR ) 2 B e W i AU R AT Sl AL 2 B AR 3B AT O L BE TR T T A By
JZALPR1L 3% . Rushton et al(1986) & 8L, Al = UK b 50 00 1Y 22 53 7T LA 56 RDOR fi ke . © A FE
&I, DRD4 FE [H (Bachner-Melman et al, 2005) il NEO-PI-R £ [K ( Anacker et al, 2013) 5 % i &
SUIE I TA)AF AR 2 B E A EPE . Reuter et al(2011) SEEBFFE MR T F A A7 4 7Y 22 10 Jhe f e 36 [H £
A K AR 22 T o A3 f ARB Y Val S5 467 56 K 5 At 3 OB 56, © A SCHRIESE , 0 & AR
e AT RRNAL S GEAAL 3 A7 SRy 4 B T ORIt S SO IR AR T R Al 32 SOOI JE ) - 2 G HE R AR R U
NBARI 520 5 B W o A% 1 Ak S WA AR TH I N BEAS S 18 5 Je B AT B, 3 T 52 0 5 JeE 50 e
KAk (Becker &. Barro, 1986),

B2 AL AT T AR e B 52 i W A B 2 AR PR A% 28 T P 3 e )l T SCA R )
M b 25 B A RV o AR PR % A% L T 52 W A B J2 AR BR A% 32 AR, 6 PR X Wi A B )2 AR B A 28 ) B )
A3 A A SO IR A 25 BEAS NI B AR PR R 1 LA S B,

2. B BB T ) A A A v R b 3 B AR AT HE T R e N B B R R AR L OGR4
S WA B R AR PR A 33, SCRRBIF 9T R WY, A AR AR IOL A7 7E 8 35 A DG #E (Lindquist et al, 2015) ,
Ermisch & Francesconi(2001) fif FI X % [¥ 52 B 1) 16 25 I8 2 B0 A7 R 92 R B, A5k L BE R 5 7R
b A G R BE 4350 0. 4~0. 75 Fl1 0. 3~0. 5, ACHREXS 2o AT H A B A 4 (19 N 0 9% A 42 %% g
i B B AT ] B AR PR A% 388 L% (Laband & Lentz, 1992), BOACPRIZ 8 AL MER, Bt &
2205 oA 1 AR5 AR A B A PR AR G 1 B8 5 (Pérez-Gonzalez, 2006) . HOIL A Fr AL 3 5l AR
B 386 22 18] 776 4 56 ¢ & (Giangregorio, 2023), Raitano(2015) F] F /A AN B3 5L A9 52 2 36 B 3
25 #( 4l (European Union Statistics on Income and Living Conditions, EU-SILC) #4781 5% & B, & 18
5B AR PR A% i 2 5 AR BRI A MBI Y B 3R

BV 243800 L AT — %2 A3 4% 1 (Zha et al, 2023b) . i B 35 (R0 AT f8 B 32 52 o BROY BE % L (5 K
SCHRAIE 9 50 75, B DA 3 B3 5k v R 45 A b MR Ml 6 5 O 4 7 A 52 el .l 34 SR mT R, B PR 42 5 i)
FEST A — N JIRE ) A AL, 73X = AN BR3Pl e #E s 4F . H— Ak s SR RE A8 1
2 5[] 2 XA AR 34 S 7 A A TS DT 552 o G HR O 75 R T o A s b 7 A T A5 Y
RO (Blau & Duncan, 1967), H T AMRBOL £ L4 22 5 78 — & B2 W ag a8 13 B T A A1 K
2 S — MR AT LA B — A~ P 5 BRI 1 5 9 L K P R 3R B (Buser et al, 2023)
H = ,Costa et al(1984) L) 21 % & 89 X W HE ME Mtk MFEAS, 8T faf 22 HRAV 2R R 5 A R 1E HY
S BT AMBT P — TR R R AL Z R YOG R R B FRAE 5 WO A GF 2 1R S A Gk

S22 HRA 2 B O G 5 1 WSO o 2 AR PR A% 3 7T 2 PR = 5 ok 4 25 B A — JBCIA T RE T R AR R
TIE = A BRE A TR 3R T 2 5 e B 8 455 i 4 2 1T 52 W AT A B 2 A B 1 328

= BB SME LR E TN B E R BR1E35 2 BHLH

MRAEAT A 8 AL 2 50— 2 1, T N AT D R AR AR W agt A% 9 I A MO A B )2 AR B et A% 2 78 R 0K

E NP E 7 PR 8L 27 W5 B 2E R S 2 S5 DR RS 1) T, i DR 48 B 2 O 0 0 i PR 92 il 42
TRAT b AT 7RO . B T AR T A DR R ER A ) R 5 B R Ak — A HAR R AR S RE BB Y
SR, AR TR O R R W B A A E A W s ok . AT O B A o oh B BRI A B gt AR
ZHM A SR DR R DA S S R () — SR rp SRR | 5 E BRI S ) A Il 3 4 fik ) B 05 (il
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A S AEEE ) T A AN MG NS T A NGRS IR D e 1O TR
PR 5 RG22 (8] 195G 22, WF 98 0 B, BRI %o ik PR LA — 2 B Mt 1 T ) I 6 PR 7 — i PR | S 3
TR EE B B E ol 98 1 BEFP IR 8R L JE IR S R B & — > 38 B /E H (gene-environment interaction) i f#
(Scarr & McCartney,1983),

(— )N B B R BRARE B AL B B FIRE X B E /1215

PRI A P A 468 A 2 e e Mg | 2 A 5 A o) B — i PR R ) 2k BRI A AR b 2 Bl Sk P R
(Jencks, 1980) . WF5E A& I B 7% 22 5 J5 T i WO A B2 2 28 30T BE AL MR A R g 2 28 T 3k =
4% (Turkheimer et al, 2003), FKEEFIE2E T RZ W T8 I8t 45 1 1 19 3258, 358 R X TA 0 6E 77 52 il
BEA +E o 2 U s AL AR R ARk . AT fif 35 4% 28R 389 LUK G2 194t 23 31 855 O 25 0 BOR i 22 & 7T LAGE i
AR 2 PR 8 Ok B B b 58 HORBE o i L EE A2 AR ) R R R SR T ) (Guo & Stearns, 2002),

L SRS ATy A B — AR A A K AR A . TR I A A R R B AR R L 2250 S I AR
0 BE PR ) B 5w AN B I0, Rk PRLAE DN R ) 25 5 b T o Y LE )8R B R (McCartney et al,
19900 o AR BT X XML R A9 AF 52 Ak 11 o 80 7 #9352 4% 7T BB A2 LT (20 Y0) B L2 45 (40 26, FE- 3 il 4R
16020 KIEHE N (Haworth et al, 2019), X #2250 R Jr 51 & 09 4F 8 5 8 71 09 = A vk, 78
Selzam et al(2017) ffi 1] GWAS BB 58 45 BIHIE 52 , 20 5% & LR 1 st A2 200 N 7 % 1 2 Do B
16 B 9% . XFiX — B G BB A A B L QAR Ik 8 A5 RN B s L HE 3 4 1 A G A R 55 X
B AL 2 S A ORAE R s AR Z 5 KB 13k 52 3 B 3R 4850 19 48 5 M2 el DA 2F — 20 il R
Tl 22 B . DNA #1528 PR 5 (A0 45 28 50 FR 58 X0) 398 5 21 52 9 5% e ) iy 98 385 , 3F 17 52 i DA 282 4
PR B s R S EUE IS A L AR 1 B AL FRAE (Briley & Tucker,2013),

2. HH ey A ABRBE H K AR EAE A . Kong et al(2018) 38 i 25 40 Mr & BLZH 2 1 10 3t 44 1
EHARB LR, Tucker & Bates(2016) 38 31 1% 77 VA UESE T B8 2 18 B AE L 35 DRXF 27l mig 3k
852 ) TE AL 25 22 T 20 IR 25 A0 2 B4l s i 7E 4L s & BE L3R T B i

3. RBLAAT A A3 A A — R E R . BA MR MAOA 2 3R AR 8 B 7K
V-1 Bk P S T L AR A RO Y T AR PR B 2R A T 23 AR BE I SR ZU Y S (MceDermott et al, 2009)
Caspi et al(2003) WF 57 &8, HAT — A4S 5— HTT S8 45 057 35 KA~ s M AIE 19 XU B8k, 9 HL
L AN BAE TS F 5 RE S RGN 5 — HTT & 45 A0 56 R 09 28 S MR 3R, DT B 25 5 Hh 30 3/ K
MRS, Sjoberg et al(2007) X B L 2611 44 16 % F1 1649 45 19 % (9 &R REAR AT HF 98 & B L 76
B A2 0 5E (psychosocial adversity) BIERE 1, MAOA & 5547 36 PR A B0 S 4k & 17 0 i A R
B, ST i B R B AnsRZL . Belsky et al(2009) ) FH 25 26 20 H7 o 75 H 25 L4536, 31 1 B 855
REAZ 1M 5— HT'T 114 56 PR A2 S M 25 A A DR i o BN 0 45 A A\ ) 0% B2, 3R B0 B 22 18 0 S i bR
SR HAFAH Y B A E

Leve et al(1998) 3 i) PFAk i8¢ 1% AL PR35 [ R X LA BAT Ry 1952 0 & 3, AL BEXT JL#E AN RAT R 1Y
SRR RIE B B . YRR S T B S AT A S R AR R L 8 AL A R iR LB R RAT N
ZESEHEM , SRRk B0 LA R AT N 22 98D . Crongvist & Siegel (2015) BFF & B, — 1A
AT Bl T /DA LTI GREE A 4 28 U AV 2 0 LA ES AT A O A ) B R AN

FR G b IR AT R o o R 388 o 5 0 WS A B S A A% 328 PR 3% 3 17 52 1 WSO A B )23 38t 1% 1 4 P AL o =
S T A X R AL A A A T S B Y

(VAN ERBREEFEENEZETERAXNIKMERZEIE

LR R xFaR3 e 8 v, 5 DR X PR B 9 9 3 A P 85 B 5 K9 8 KM (the nature of nurture)
FRIE . O B2 50 28— BRI R TE PR X 352 4% AV T rh PR 058 2 9 80 TR 3R AR T B ok Bk 22 i) F S TE 52
VFZ B0 Ry SR 1) A58 DR 28 ST R 7 B b R B2 st AT gt A% Y B8 0 gt A% i 1) 2 SRR | R L R B
B 2 A FRATT B BB X — i AR S BR R  H T AN Y . AT B PR R S A B R 1Y
BE DR R BRI, i 4R a3k 2 R T i SR i PR T SRR R R T I 19 S R Y 8 R P (Plomin &
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Bergeman, 1991), AfTZ I8 B R 2 H02% 5ok A H A B 59 28 5 F1 N ER 58 v e 52 4 TS 2 Hy ik DY ke 5 1Y
S o QB 14 5 DR R 5 2 5 e Sy AT H L A R AR R DR AR AT B R AR R X R SR AL 23 1 B
XS bR R KK B L 5

NAE R AIE A 7T 3845 25 5 T B R A Th A W] 5t 4% 25 5 . Herndon et al(2005) #22 i B
JE S35 I UKL G ZEREBIETE (MTES) (1 471 % 17 % 1 55 P US4 S % G BT 00 7 B, 90 g #4581
R EER 158 A0 th AR AR RRAE (9 352 44 22 5 5 1S 1, O At 52 )22 BF 555 TR 3R s 78 4 b Bl A A R AIE 1Y
WG R MR . Krueger et al(2003) % F 0] 46 I8 25 19 J7 i, % 36 [ B JE 75 35 M 90 X XML Jif 1 3% 8 34
B AT 0 5 JF F 22 4 AMS R AE 1) 45 6 B4R N B9 NS RRAE AT 1 &85 &, BIF9E & B0, i T A A%y
AEFE RS2 0 7 T8 38 55 5 BR800 U7 2, S8 BE PR 45 vh ) BT A AT s A% 1Y 22 S 34 ATl AR SRR b Y TT
il 22 FoR R . Plomin et al(1988) i H K & F7 4% 1 % (family environment scale, FES) X} i HL [
43 FF 46 57 SRR Jif R — A 0 77 RN G A A 2E 47 I A i 9 & B, SRR X B FES R A48 i 454
[GESESRTE S ob:¢ s A N

AN REREXERRE W AT — R, Menta et al(2023) % FIEE (Avon Longitudi-
nal Study of Parents and Children, ALSPAC) 5#& 2 H 24 9000 2 Bf: 26— F Lo A A (1) S A i 4= 3 A
HH TR A3 BT o B B 23 FR AR AE 1) K& AR AT 0T 98 B, BE SR B IR 10 22 S 9B 3 TS [ 19 K BE B 5
ST L E AR S fE

2. RBLATBNE ERFRAF S B E H o, SCHR BT R ] W A B 2 AP AL 38 = i i #E K
BRI AT A R GF INFIRE J3 L AR R IE A PR3 BB A2 B DR S ) 52 PR BE DR R S el b G TR B
S0 B BIF 5 R A LA AN D7 T

(D IREEXFEE K150 32 2R BAE FE R T R 22 R B F L2 5 2% 2 3155 (Chevalier
& Lanot, 2002) , MM 5 Wi £ ) 2 23 47 R Rl 2k i 5%

(2) FRBEXE B o0t 18 52 00 76 T4 44 DT TR 6 19 228 5 AR 00 0 B PR 3R SCAR PR 3R DA B AR 4 O AOR
], 1] 5 2 A i B 2% 53 (Cutler & Vogl, 2011),

(3) FR5 0T 5 Ve A0 L Ve B B A7 A e 5 7 AL AN Ta) B 52 B9 B, 45 040 B9 8 32 Bl 41 1) 22 S
U8 B IRBE R SE I, 4 5 PR B 52 34 2 B PR 8 % 55 M R L P 1 5 T 43 3 A 33 00 i 60 Vo s BT 5 1
B9 52 e 2 PE /N (Van der Loos et al, 2013),

(O TE LAY 98 38 e Rt v, SCA 22 5 R0 ST A 55 R 45 IR 3R 45 A W 35t 4% (DNAD 3 [a] e 21 56 B4R
Ffl (Cavalli & Feldman, 1973),

(5) NARFRE A BRBE 5200 5 38045 A0 2 . AFS0 R B W] — > g A Oy 7 2o T ik i R 3
EIRBEIY 22 5 A AR RRAE A BT A [R] 5 25 7] — A~ K2 B ORI 2 T A 119 AR ke 52 3R 458 1 22 5+ T8 L
B2 H A R AE A 7T fiE— 2 (Bouchard & Loehlin, 2001),

WA B )2 AR B A% 38 T2 J L ) 2 25 T 5 R %o A 55 19 0 3 L R B 458 5% e A B J2 AR B A% 388 181 2% 1) 52
M) 1113 S B0 1Y 3 —BIL T 72 o AR B0 1 PR ) o

(ZVBNMERREEERNFISETERSERENZEER

AT G PR AN 28 36 A B LS 5 AT A 388 % 405 1] A G [] Iy 9 358 PR 2% 7 52 iy B PR A 3R 3K
AL, “ L H— 857 & A0 B 520 i) (Caspi et al,2003) , BIZEHE S5 BER EA/EH(GXE) , XF3E 5 AE
JH 308 4 AR Sy A A 0T A S5 AR P T st 4 45 R[] IRE SRR PR R Y 52 e B BR B T T (Rowe et al,
1999), PR AH SC A G2 AP LR AR 9 35 PR 0T B 45 80 385 B 45 %o 35 PR (9 80 0 T 52 I 1717 2 1 — 20 BIF 9
PR 5 BT AN D7 THDAH 52 0 B e R4 A HGROCR 2 B R A LU LA D7 T

(DB PR 5 P8 0 22 AR ISR 1 09 52, Bt oG I (8] () HE R W] — 28845 R S R0R H Bk —#F
77 A K K 1 S ) X — i R AR Ry A SR DR G ) B s AR i 1 L AT e 23
BEH 20058 JF F 3l e P2 3 15 B9 A, DT E — 25 B O R0 & Jig L 538 T3 A DGR (1 DNA 22 523
B 7 s (] PR 4 A% 11 7™ AE TE K52 M) (Plomin, 2018) PR 5 P15 19 38 B/ R 1 23 77 A — R SR B0k
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I fo87 7 R T N TR A A b A B G P B T AR R RV A7 A9 S P (Dickens &« Flynn, 2001),

(DN SR A HEAE X2 EF R0, Lahtinen (2023) 3 33 % 19251989 4F [a] M} A= () 2%
A AT DR PRAG AT R A A B B R R T AR BT Z M DRy 178, FE B B A AR
KA HAE WX B E M BEF MBS, Wertz et al(2023) 3% [ 4 4y 1 B2 ¥ (life-course approach) ,
R B 9 S B 22 SR [E A 3 TR AR AR FEATWE I A B, A B B E Z R IR M SR AT
R Z 18] AR O 32 R R B R (B SR A A % PR At T A R A K RN R B L BV AL BE AN
i 5t A% B DR DL S T AL 2 25 J5 A T FL R 23 o 6 DX 5 BRI H B0y A [ 422 B AR K DL A 8 45 FS A

(3) 3L K 5 P85 14 38 BAE IS A FRIE R 520 . Keltikangas(2004) F| F 3600 44 3 % & 18 ' 7
AR (RO SRS I A AT R R B X T A AR RATE & DR JLE , H DRD4 5E H 3 5 &2 il
TE AR 2Z )5 T8 5 T8 BUSS 25 09 A% AR A0E 5 [5) B, b 1 42 il 8 9 DRDA SR R, AN R T ) 52 34 5% )
PSR AR FFIETE W . Lu et al(2023) BF 5T & 30, 35 DR ] DA M A 55 % A% 43 AIE 19 5% e, [) Bsf 200
355 T LA 7 5 DRLXE A AR SRR (18 5% 1) 5 A1 8 A A 51 i) T it s M A% 3R 080, (L 35K A 16K 3R 1) iR B T i
T ARG R8T,

(4) FL PR 5 3088 19 38 HAE I A B 6 Z RS20 . Fowler et al(2011) X} He ok [ 26 [ 5 7 4F fat BE A\
Tia) FF 5 19 7 o 5 R 70 O 3 7 A6 3R — A 56 TR 5 B 855 19 38 A R B G 38 5% i) 1) 1 st i A B —
A NHY R 25 T B 3 EL AT i 0 5 DR 2R AU g N O A, 3k S i o AR i sl i A LR R ik . 2R At
2317 (prosocial behavior) J& N5 A 2 8] 76 58 fE 3 F tp 4E 7 R 47 56 R W H 2 Al . Knafo & Plomin
(2006) FII 1 9319 X WU ity £ 46 0F 5% 35k PR R 1% 6 )L 38 2 4k 2 47 Sy 1 5 ) & B0, 4R 32 56 PR 52 o ¢
R B SR AL AT AR AT T HACHEE i 0 R A B AN RE B ZS BE IS 4 AT R L R KR 5 L EE AR
A B T T G AR TR SURT AR e QSR AL AT M Rt AE . BT DL SR 5 R Y B S 4R i it
FEMAR AT DA R L, 5 AL 3 2ok W A B J2 AR A2 38 TR 3 % W A BT 28 35 A% (4 4 R LR 52 B b 2 DA IR 5 30
355 1) 28 BAE RGBT 9 AR AN J B A S A R . TR A 35 et 3R PR G — B AR ST IO B
JA AR A% 386 TR 3R 7 AR 52 00 3 100 52 0 SO B 2 AR B A% 32, S B | A 2 DL KR A 5 3R 55 1) 52 A FH hy i
$& 0 I AR BB ok S AR

g5 L iR st % 2 T F ST SR A5 SRR - — T T B RGO B JE AR B A% 8 A R T A
Xof 5 R 4468 A T S5 B 5 O — 5 1D, IR BE XS WSO B R AR B A% 38 R R A 52 A L 98 R TR
XoF RS A0 SE s T SRR B S R A R, AR, DL B T R DU SRR 22 HARE A
T HE 04 1 R AU R R PRl 3 SRR i Al sr AR . P DL ZE AR T B 3 I 5 3R 55 2L A 4 78 T A B 2
PP AL 3386 T8 W00 52 2 HLT . 783X —#IL R o, 25 DX 5 20 58 9 52 A A A 9 AR M 488 7 56 R R BA B8 4%
DTHR A L U A0 R 10 R DR X WSO B J2 AR s A 5 At M 1 P ) R R e LAOKS ME B A

M. &t BTRARRE

(—)&®’

WA B JRACER 18 B 4 i) A R PE BT S AR B T 5 B0 R o G 2 R R B AR 68 5 B B
JEARPR AL 38 B A (2 A B 2 AR P A% 3 R 32, WA B J2 AR P A 32 IR 38 A I ol N 6 47 i
JesE . SE TR A B 07 25, 0 N S UeAT MR I BEAT TS . A SO TR 2 3% 27
T WA B2 AP A% 125 1) FH AT 5 AR » LA UA 44 3 — S O 12 9 fF 52 0 g L 70 HL a2 i 4K

B — o B DR T 5 R A B T2 A B A 3 RT3 TS WA B )2 AR B 38t A% L AT Sl TR Y At P A
Ao BEA B TE R R W B A IR S DY 20 5 0 e Y X — e e T LR AL 245 T — Uy
AR 15 R 5 ik [R5 A% 1) T A A R 22 (8] BT A7 ) 0 28 2 S R 1 A A o S8 A 1 5 LA A A BE
A AT BEFL AT BE AR T R S AT R AT A0 BE 6 ik R MAC A 9 S22 A s £ 328 DR 3RO AR B 4 A o A S A T
DN 5 3K 2 DR A P 1 T T

5 T IRERAE R R e WA B SR A B A 3B i R R B TS K B AR T BIESE R BT, i D A )
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17 M B B2 37 ] T3 85 (Conley & Fletcher, 2017), T 5 5 385 70 U A B 2 4 bR AL 8 1o 72
AR A& 52 2% . BRI S BRSO A 28053 5t B ELUACHE T Y AR B (H BB A VR T PIL I A2 DA i B S
RINEETEWCA B 2 AR B A% 386 2ok A2 vh A9 B 22 7

5 = R A5 R 3 ] T 4 s U A B 2 AR BR A% 38 08 L — D s 2R R R R G,
XU B 2 AR B 4% 28 79 1 T ML) b A A A% 33 PR 3R G b i A I e P 7 A TR 3R 0 T 2 i e A
W2 382 4% | B B A T T =4S DR 3R 52 R G A B J2 a8 A o i ELAE R PR X A B J2 NS AR B A% 3 TR R
R 52 W PP A TR PR 05 5 5k TR A2 AR T Y 52 W) R v B B3, i e S B AR RS A 1 Al Y PR
W, B PR AR B PR R LS BB A A 4 ok B b 3 W) A O B T 48 s e A B 2 AR PR A% 3 1 52 5 &
4. WK 2 fis,

@Ol i 4

(IR )

AT

FEEINRIRE ) GBS L WL, aSimIsedr, iciedn)

% ’\m‘;‘ﬁixx )

T

B2 ARSHBEERBTHORANERFEBEG L L E4%

B IR BB AT I R W B 5 RSB W — A BE A B 8 s A B 2 AR AR 1 S PL
e AT 2 v ) 55 4 DR 3R AT R A A AL o) — A T 1], ELR S R B0 AN TR PR BT (AN 2807 3R 05 L4 A 2R B 45 X
3 AL A 18] A [) B9 77 1) i AL R B R AN S SE Rt g » & P2 R € 1T NIRRT g o AT LS
5 2 DB [R] B9 7 101 85 3+ 0T WA B J2 AR B A 338 119 22 A B A28 I AL B0 19 3 5 1, 32 i TR i) e B A
(R B NI AR T M S T al e A oy — 48 B TR N 7 1) b i e 28 o7 L
PR AN BESE A D E 1 o PR sk 5 19 F) 1% 3 AL 1 2 52 4% 9, — Ty T 66 D9 B0 A PR At Py, 55 — O T
PR AE X K ) — BRI 3 2 P 3k (Heine, 2017)

(ZIBETEHREX

WA B J2 AR A 328 1) 56 DRI 28 5 2 WF 50 A AT LISl 1 A B S0t R A7 B 47 Sy 0 LR A 1A
F b PR BT B e . RN 7 A R BRI ER T O B2 AR PR A3 SO LR R 7R < A R
FRBRA% 138 B9 T B 2 — 2 2R i 15 3 2R 40 L IX A A2 48 nT DA i 2k P9 28 3 = B X e A B 2 A P A%
128 LG 1) igp B 0 AT 3 o U WIS R g R T B SR AR A 3 N U B P E YL AR T
T 22 8] 0 TE AT AE H AL RE S A% 136 (4 A< VY L L BOBIE ST b o SR AR 1 X S DA P ) O e Al 3 (May -
ery 1997) o X N BIFFE BUSR ANAAT Vo] 3 Bk AL B SR 416 1 BRI A DA A RSO B J2= A £ 32 [ AT A s
AMEACBOR 73 JEBOR MBS BORBOE 1 IS ER . Fm  ZHE BB Z R sh HLE i e A B JZ AR
Pt 1) 3L sl S SO B9 J2 181 A o L2 [ Pk AR JEE SR R AR SRR 22 R85 D7 T - 4R IR R A2

IR 7N B BOR SO BT 8 FER I R 3R] AR AR — 1 S AR B9 Bt e PR EL A A gt
2 PR 28 AT R 23 L AT 6F B 05 748 A S D AR AN R BURE. S, AT DB X AT Xk B 358 2% b SRR AR )
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Abstract: The phenomenon of intergenerational transmission of income class has aroused great concern in aca-
demic circles and society. With the progress of genetic science research. using genetic methods to analyze economic
phenomena and interpret human behavior decisions has become a frontier topic in economics. Based on the intergenera-
tional transmission factor of income class, this paper analyzes the lineage of the influence of genes and environment in
intergenerational transmission of income class, and then explores the mechanism of genes on intergenerational trans-
mission of income class. The research shows that genes have deep explanatory and predictive power on intergenera-
tional transmission of income class. The genotype— environment interaction provides a scientific basis that genes can-
not determine independently. The research reveals that the mechanism of genes in intergenerational transmission of in-
come class is a multi-path and complex system including family shared environment and individual non-shared environ-
ment. The focus of future research is improving the family environment of low-income groups and fully exploiting the
genetic potential of individuals. We should expand the policy space of environmental modification genes, prevent ge-
netic risks, and explore the construction of public policy systems of accurate classification, so as to provide theoreti-
cal, empirical and policy reference for blocking intergenerational transmission of income inequality.
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