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CANEEE -

B FEEAS . (R BRI A AL 58 5 ik

([ E] @22 TPMRFR LA THREFHTY 0, EHF
AHF TR, “HE” AL h AL HEAEN R KA, AR
RACF P A, ‘%%%ﬁ%ﬂ”ﬁ&4ﬂi@&%%@%@ﬁ§%%ﬁjﬁmﬁ
MBI AEE , MTHEARAHBIXALY . AN L BRI FERD
“ERT EBERYE, a%‘m%%%%#é%é@ﬁ%%ﬁ#}ﬁﬁ—*é‘ﬁwﬂuﬁw&%&
REEHRAE, BREMEEATHERE W, BALEEN TR &K
MBELERBA AL, N RABRRERBESEEL Fo “F R RA
KRE” pARXIBALEBGAAREA, ERERRRAEAAHBN L &
MELAGRERAMN, REHFHEGZERRNEFF BH AR,
R — A AR LA F AR G ik, R TTAALA ¥ RAT 4B LA
F7 A B RUARE ZE,

[ R ] mHrkFERE M HERE HEEags wEf

[FhES2£S] B82-0

(&

JUAT 5

Vg Ay AR N B AR SRR R S — N S H P TR AAAE BRI ¢
RMRIERG, XPDRIERG — MR E N R AR — ﬁu#ﬁi%%%%ﬁ% jeis
Bk ELEN AT ARRY, AT Z5 A SCGHES B2, hing e h
(A E P N BCE | B2 Yk R SRR D R Iy s iy <R ST R TR
PR O BRI R AT E A o iR A AR AR, RAE I, BB

TSI e ) I AEURSE 4L ke BHL A o) R RS R RIDIE AR GE B S5, BT < AR
(state of nature) FNFI/RHTE “IEPIRAE" (original position) JEH AT ALK 0
A BEE L PEEE  (rational choice theory) IR EFIGIA, 20158 b (1) H A5

© R AT RIRFER 9 LA A I e 22 SO o A i DL RS, e
B SRR 7T BH B A T A A = W Bl A b R R A KOy SR
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TR T E R AR R AL, IR B0 TR B, EF R XA A e T
FLAFEAC B Y SR AR O JE 8B (moral modeling, JRAIFR “fEBEEEAL”)
I AL X B2 24 0 i R B A — P A 2 )T AR AL, R B S AT Y
“PIRARAT YRR T AR BT S S SRR H T b S R, (8 B
Xt AR T ik s i AN A e R, — Al REIR AR A 25 B A1
FIRGE AR, ARSI “IEPEEA AUEE, JFRXIE . HERL . RTUAER
AT LU, o L AR B 0T 5 5 18 IR R B A

— | JE PR M R S

T 7 AR PR o B B N TS B2 n e, LM PR R LT AR
A At SRl 2 U A R S Sk 1) — Tl LA A AR IS o AR TR R B AR T i 1O AR A B AE
W, EERVINH T AU, FRREWEGIABUAY: . AhatE | e ALO B A T,
bR b, B W N T, — T m, EESHE M (prudential
rationality) [ IE X & R FMWAEUED; 5 —JiH, B Loy e =i
BRG R ot TR, BV SR E At S B R b R IR T —ERE S I
AFPR G S B ah 25 B FOEA R (L NER SR ), EEIT st S m 3+
£, MRLELLJE 5 A WE SR X 4 0 T H A AR AT DA TR0, X S B FEAR R A B T
CHRLT ETERY CHIEET, WRASCITE MR SR

PR E B IS A YLK IS (decision theory) FI#HZEIE (game theory) W/N433Z,
BRI AR s T B2 50 A2 AR, 7E 1953 F1 1955 4E (M fR SCE
24 - #EB*JE (John Harsanyi) ——AVERNPI/RET (GESGE) W RIRT—8 ok ik
FAG N T, $RAE T — X P I R UERE o 78 1954 4F /9 it A Ui
PADE - AR T4 (Richard Braithwaite) B YCR I ZR8 0 ] A& B2, 2 B Ad
FHICH B3 (bargaining theory) 118 T Z3-MCIE X ald . W4, EHEHIE 5B HY
gEA N Ay =R . ThiEE X (functionalist) | 3y CME LIRS, ThRE £
MEEFVHMEAE . RIS A PR R A e IR NGE R B iR, IRTEYy - RS - H
¥ 4F (Edna Ullmann-Margalit) () (YS9 2) ( The Emergence of Norms) &
HERR,; AT SCHIE SR IIe SSRGS, % R g
M TX WA IE CEM BIEN], KT - @4 K (David Gauthier) WU 1 38 f 2
WHM A K “PMUEME” (Morals by Agreement) ; i fk 18 28 i & — Flogr it 12 X
BB TRIBEF LG EENE S, IURAY FEAFHET (of Sugden) | T

©  —J7iE, BETROm A g A BEE A A BOE TIEPIMEOE B F RS B, 5 — T, XA
PR A B $4 M 424 0 9 9 AR S T 18 I A T B 0 B
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$RJK (cf. Binmore, 1994, 1998, 2005) . B (cf. Skyrms, 1996, 2014) FiiE
i AL (cf. Vanderschraaf, 1995, 1998, 2019) & A,

EEEA R BEARE SOk A RIS R 2 BB T, — S ES) (1
WEAERR) AT LLMCAS TR A A5 B4 08, s ae e MRS M DDA, o E
) PR FSCRE E S5 A8 T Y R SR TR R, R AR I M T —— X IR Y
BRI RS “ SRS MR RIAL, RrEdstrshs, R&ERITAEE, H, 17
B — M S MR AL Bl — PR S, EA B (perfect rationality) FIA
FRIM: (bounded rationality) WHFPZSA . Fif & G2 8 dr 2 P22 09 < HPEN7 #
B W AT 3 & A e AR B TR B ) R R R o & S8 PR — R
BACRIBE , A7 FRBEMENE Dy BB A B A 0 B 1, Iy S A5 Y A Oy — T 52 R
2 SEAGRE )1, — B S5 L3I (evolutionary dynamics) HI45 A, R Hi iz it
%, TH 150 2 9 PR AR B — Fh B & Bk ol Rk 2 2 (implicit contract) , IFE.3E T
J—FPJa & (heuristics) , WGP RE . B0 AT 2 —Fp 3 B 2 5 A7 R 0 18
gy s v R A WY S & 0B, (ef. Sunstein; Bicchieri)

RIS A SR R RS, X e R E A AR B P R
K T A 2B 0 B sh g, B AR as, KRR T —RINKYS
HEAY R R B PR A R R R BRI RIE A SO E R,
A RF R TRIR AR5 AN Z 18] 1 S PR TE AR BARI O &, A 2 JRAT ] AT
TTARZHE A C T8O MARKEZEA =R KR, BEM (certainty) | KU
(risk) FIAHEME (uncertainty) , Z0-5lE T ARAT S L (W) J5RZE#
KA D N RPR G R B F 0 TR 2= Y, 3 B R A — A AN i AN 487 7 3 71
SEY, BIRE Bl 6 45 0 XU RS RS B G R kS0 0 3 S8 X 5 B0 D 477 . (cf. Harsanyi,
1953, 1955) PRI “TMZ 3" IR, Jomz w1 43 A0 B 0y B
SEAF R, M TC R E w2 B B R R RN X BRI T — A58 R Y R R
R, MPIRWTE . “TOMZ 3 EEZT SRR E R T EERE " (F R
Hr, %133 )

B LA R A A R BB R, X R AR 0 SR B, IR R R
M ESCHRR 207, QY e B T Athost £ p R A I, T 2L R0 1R R B e T A
XfHCE AT sh g wid, AFSE . IR P AT Sh R R AR O SR IE (strategy ) , 1R B
THFMMR S (MHSPEY) , 2 NE R SEE& xR X550 =

©  —ADUENE S RIS A T, FET SR, I B AR 2 A AL R A R A
HE O A T K DL B ) 3K 2 /D B DR E

@ WEMERE TR R 578 2 XN XU BREE A1 Bl xR R [F] AT RE JE
R, U TR AT AR R B R A BB R E R I B — 2P TE T ER, YR
AARERAF PR TTREG R, B WAL H R A,
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PO T, T E AT AR R AT TR IEM AT, BRI R e, e
KT BN A AR B 2 BE AT A, AT B9 X SRy O O & — A T i Mg an i
P E ETE#EAT 4 5a 38, A AT B9 6T )Ry 5 Ut mT DA A GE R B R R o X T X )
T R R IR R i S ER Ay, b T R ABOAY  AR T B 4l Y X )
FAIERRE R A B g, Bk Z WIS KO mamE CaAn fET R R
GER B, (cf. Axelrod; Skyrms, 2004; Alexander) % #% - W Jj 1l K ( Jason
Alexander) £ GEFERIZEMIEALY  ( The Structural Evolution of Morality) ' Z G5
FTEE S 535 00 50 A 18 D00 B 77 AR B 52 e, 78 58 T B AL AR A L AR N 4%
(lattice models) , /Mt Ft R4 (small-world networks) FfE W& 1F . f54E. &°F
S S5 R IE 2E AY | I B 58 R0 MR 3 AR

— S LAl 1 A B A AN BB A AR RS, BT R 2R v ) S
WX E AN E AL M BREAATERE A A7 . e, ik MR
(FIRE SMEE ANFT 228 W LR R KRG ) FMATEAE I B 5.3 il ok i 1% 76 F) 4
B, AT A N TA4E, O E RS R P s A @R HESL vl B 1 3R, AR A
FLo BB AR RS IR SR R B — A B e, RIS SR B E R R
(), BB —F AR At S B 8, AR H AR W ROk, AT A
8, BB LA R R F B e AT | A B DB Rl — A A R AR
PR, Xk s g5 iy 5P 1) B ORI R B g, Kl <
i FEA AR AR S S SIS . A 3 R R S B R AR, TR S
TRy, BN A

pu S A HE
L

Wb
SR AR /my%%{m Yelfeie
R )
IR g B
rxi)%ﬁft{@ﬁ%’f@ﬁ
Hf......
UL i
~Eﬁjﬁ%§fi—-éﬁﬁﬁfﬁ{ St
S

B1 EEERMERESR

O FEHFMEE, CERT B R FEWIKE B ORI, (HEF R RS
B BB Cm R XS, Bk RS R ERFYRO AR,
DL B AR S 4 3
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— EEG S S B E

TEN AR Y AT U5, AT B R, R RIS TER
S PR, AT K, B TR (rational reconstruction) A fE
23k (scripted expression) , MRITEAWIY, A A& T EEF XM AGE g5 5 & W
X IEAEME - SRE . AR FR A BV, b SCHE Y T A B R E S5 R Ry R
WIS, 2By SRR A S 5F S 05T mAE, [HHE 2 S E A F R
Hahaiky, BAEEAHE L . RBIA R B S S5 MR E A AR AR X
ey EBhEIEEA, BAY RTINS WEES LR, 5o, TSR
5 H G Z AAFAERT B OC &, BRI AT BB FR e a5 AT AR 9, DR v A
W RE R SE M B i B, < BV A P BEE WOk A AR R, e (1
FEICHE MIBIEPT 22 KB T Y (Theory of Games as a Tool for the Moral Philosopher)
fe i A SR TAERXEE | A A AL S R B E A . (cf. Braithwaite, p. 52) 3
PEE MO Y e RS R ROk BB A IRy, £ (HERYETR) I miR R A C
“ BN RLTE A DL A A S B A RS RIE AR IE SR A PR A (B A& AE, B
1), IS “IRrygrk” T X5, Jad& 2 “EmaF ook A ) Bk
SIREET, RTE R AR AT RE AR AL SRS R ARRE” . (LR L)

TS PP T — AR RS BRSBTS 4
(ISR RRE, < IAGE R HAR S VEXERL” Fn “BETEE A i A AR RS AR AL Bix
RIS, A b, CNREREE” 5 B EXMER” AR OC R 2 R 5 W
1, ENTEMAS TR TN AR E AT DR IR SR — 85, JFdEh, &l
(1) B RS R TP AR AR 5, SRR R R IR T R[22 8 &l T A4 A
XHCRECT R TR R B R A e, H BT AE =R 2R o3 5] 2 A R 55
FEREEZE (stag hunt game) FIERYIEZE (hawk-dove game), o, INTEREEFIA 75
B AT R SRR v Y S TN SR R R 24 R ME TR R, R DB [ s 38 5 ) o A
WM 3 5 ( dominant strategy equilibrium ) %k & Xk IR A, (of Gauthier, 1969;
Margalit; Kavka; Rawls, 2007) AT —# B A 2 &M RBCE E8r, anf % &3
IR VE HTIZH B AR RS 20 1 o s RE PR, R IR T R R, REAE R <0
BE” R RO JEREWEMEN . (cof. Hampton; Alexandra; Palumbo; Moehler) &
RS TGRSR BN AR A2 ZRh R BB A ZOIRGE AR O — AR AR s M E R <8,
B NRLFER “897, P 8 -8 M g - 887 ZEMSEA U &
RBERE" 5 “LoraE” ZEP5E D (cf. Sugden; Slomp and LaManna)

O WABEE I AR, W AKRRSHBEEREA LGS HE MBS T EMe T L5
£, WA EN (cf Chung) ., AESXIFRYESS (cf. Crettez) ,
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me AR Gy s i Ji
HH -5, -5 0, -8 T 2,2 0, 1 it 0.5, 0.5 0, 1
A 8,0 | -1, -1 i 1, 0 1, 1 J 1, 0 -1, -1
B2 HNfEREE B3 EREEFE B4 FEBEIZE

N4, PIPEE R O 0 Gm X B — I B A RS A T A 8 A A ok
AL S RYE, FRR B RT X EEHNE Y Bt B, B R AN T AT B B A
AR RN, KR 28 A X e NRAT R e AR E B, PRk — S 2
B VE RN I8 0 R R R 2 38 a4 e IR Y R R B X R OO T 2 R 1R Ok Z1
W, AR BT M R B A R, — A BN ok A B A R - B s SRR B AR
(Robert Axelrod) XF “&ER UL BIWFFE, (cf. Axelrod) Bl 5% ZE /R & f Y [n] B
&, BESRAT S A 1E R I 3508 22 ) R, IR A NS A VE R Nl S B i 2 b LA TR 6 BRI
BOMERIA LT PR R R AR AE T, T BB LAY 5 2R AN (R SR e
PIMIXT RECA IR, BB “EHEAE, RieB—PREEX T P78 B C—
ik —4" HWE (tit-for-tat) S BEFM L, —HRIE — WKWK LR BT A
XK, BERCOHEMN T AT R EEE S 2T UL T, ARG R,
WA EEES], WA HA KU A IEFI G2 S B 5 28 R B 1 0 00F 5% A 244
EBEE | TR L BURE R A T IR R, S 2 Bk 2 I AR AT DA i —
AR UL, i U, IREIR” AR Lk, R H W
“CHCGIRINT DAKRALFR CCATAEK, TN SR R WS 0 i AR 4T b A
BT AR S SR AAERN L XETIR” DRI IE UL,

B AR Y 2D A M AR B TR R A 2 M L TSR B e SR B Y
J7 ik e e 2 H H S B DTHE , (HOR SR VEAT sh 3 B R s e s, RO O R
PR T S 1) B 264503 R o Bk 1 .V SR, LS BRI ANAEAE 3B, BT ) R W IV 1% S
B N AT I, 2 T SR I D 2 % T 8 5 AN R SR g . — AN SE B Bh A
Bk A L FZR IS, AL IR MRS B 3, TR RIS 5 A Y ik R AR
MEEE =Y, REZR SIS EHE LR E R IE  (evolutionarily stable strategy)
1% F 1 5 50 35 0 B 58 2 O R < 0 SO IE T A28 (human convention ) ”
(08 B AL — i AL B B, . RIRAE ( AEIR) TIACH IE SO AE —Fh < LR F 5
ST A SRR Y, BE i R B S IO R A R AT o R, X A
JETH AL R R M 0 R AR AR B T DL R P g o SRR fi 2 E B S
(replicator dynamics) . & #F ( correlated equilibrium) F15 £ (focal point) %

©  w b aE e A5 3 R E M 9B T3 A B g 2 R B A O OE SRR AR B TP BT 0T i
TE— RN 5 ST L & 48 SR sh S B Ik 1
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TR SRR 1 I SCHE )2 fn 4] A o IR B A b 5 B ok B b — 2B 2P ST Y, AR AL R
( phase diagram) WFFIAT “FHB” T EMRKPGE, EEFEWNE, & T
FEVE Y B E M T 1A% G B 2 e B A T Y R TS A B S, EEARM A
FRELPEMRE Ve et REHEEEN -EARBRTFRBERY, (FLFER
&) A i AR I o A I R G = — R R A A S AR

= . BEENE R AL e IR

A AL IR R T AR 2E R B TR AR X, BRI R
B MR Ty, “HME” LRI ——3 2 R A A 38 1 08 SC——Hf — L
JEEWM ARGy —E AR R RS B, i B ik Se 7R 1Y 75 4%
KM REAIEAIE . I B B R T — Al BRI A B S RIE R, T B
ANGT ABRIME T — 8B LUZ By F-R “RIA” TR ARAE X 2 IT Y« a4
iR EE R R e, BURIE (IEXR) JFRIPE I I SO F 2
M e A XM S H T R R B ERE, s d &
HHPRERT, ST e, XEEW LAk LIS 2R I uEmITm ., (5
WLF R, %3 -4 ) BERARWREMAMERIQIE, EFEIARN, BUA
X5 HBUARIE LS EHE TAKARRE . AR, —%FE S B RS
R < RIAT R A

MEFEHIS TR B B D s R, RIA AL R A IR SR AT E, —
ST BN TE TEAN Y B R S IR e T N T S BRI (Y R A AR B RS — b
KA, HETZEA R AR D T OE ), FEOR R I — R A R
B IR W —— I FE e —— R AW 2 A 7 85 e A BB ——0 <R 07 PR
I — BRI B IR Y, A H TS SUIN TR

HOEREYIRIE “RIA”  BIRMEY < RIAL” 5 A0 R 90 7 fz S8 3 Al ax
— M, TR AR A O TIE SCRY TR SR R Y A B 5 ok B R AR S B
TE S5 B A Wi i 8 2R W), R 2 L I W e B R A S AR R T A BIBR ) A% 1 1 B R
P, HNZRT, PR T IE X 5% Z R R, #i 8 Ary Ul k o2
“RANFRATAERAT Rl AT —M o U e, B () HiE
— A aDE R R R (F RAF, % 400 )

B IR IE UE R O T O N, B AL SO IR R AR 5 e B RS 2 ] Y
WR, TED /R RA D, &Ik s — MR IOk AT, AFEME LY,
IR A B4 MR e 2 R IT Ry, B, PUREEYS TR “H 3T YRR,
A1 7R L R B i P BRI R R A B OE L R K, (BB URIRTE (1E R A
BIIE LY (Justice as Fairness) "HEPEAR B 8 35 R Frdl H A0 218 07 A vl TR AL
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P (BEVADNEI) X BCa RN, SN, TR T REIS A,
(cf. Rawls, 1958) i, Z /R Hr (i HI P 538 v 0 XU F1AS B 7 1 B ok 2 i Tt 4] R
B X— B 5 HIEEE e A MR &R, J5 8 e R s 50 T T R R )
W, SR JE ST A SO AR, LAE 1953 A1 1955 AFRYIESCHER H O T I R 18
T VB ) AN i AN 225K, AT ROZ B T — DR U A B e i B, h T ok
TiAE H BT 23 R — DALY, fa, JEATARES b B T g5 K /N (B R
( maximin rule) ok HAEFHIES, HEARLD - #KE (von Neumann) — AFE I
28 (zero-sum game) M Fx K /Mg, ¥ B ER BE BB IS IUBS: 55 AN B 5 I 1
RS PR TR D) 92 T AU SR ) (expected utility principle) , % /RETSCPR | T f#%
X O AR T S R/ NI, B A B T3S RN P A 2 ] Y R
RO iR 1928 IS T O ANF MR M R R T &b oK E
(minimax theorem)® | AN #E = NZFFEZE b B 2 5 358 He IR e K S /N o 0 2 47
WA, B —DAMET B O R SIAKF B S DB SO K- 2 48 2 S A\ BEg
BAAl IR AL B O T R Y B s AR, B R TR SR Y B/ SR B IR A B R
H.D FRUEIE R T B R0 E e 840 BE A& 09 TR R 3R W] T 358 5 20 ) L) AR
HoE= AN

MRS R ) — 3, MPRNEZ T B3 ZHE, b T ERKEE
s, WA TR EEEAR R A RS ERTHNIT, B
Je R FE A BT R T UM B B 5T 4 T OE SCRYRIAS o 75 T R D A8 SR i 4 i S B
IREBEUFH, TR AR E], oSk iz Ak | BB Wi/h SR 22
Bk, ZANBESMEATH, B4 —J7 BT e #OE WA Re & 2 T BB ik x5 J7
BEZE . DAY AR, Ane] o BC v 22 I (R] 2 0 F 02 A TR LE T A AR
SR M e L, B BB A A A AT ) s 48 LA — PP BEHOH] (cardinal utility) #9707 5K
2, WES5 R,

© PR N, R KRE/MEN —BORUIF AR AT EEE R AT EETR T, (F R AT,
%119 W)

@ HURFEN, C (IEXRY) PRI S TS0 8 A0 T 3 R 04 B R d /MBI 2 R A
HEFEER, (RLk, % 118 W)

@  RISCERE K&/, A NI CE/NRKEHET, XMERIFEE R, R/
RREH” BN RT AT MRS AU e ®, 72 - ANF MRS,
F—H AR 5 — ik, TN i E, 37 B KA ORI S ;
BN Sc 9 E, WES I R/MEACHRRER, B4 “RRKE/NME” 5 “&H/hk
KAE” JEAHEAY, SXORF MR AL,

@  MNMTEEHEH CITA TR R AR £, SR)5 HBGX Se R Rl 25, b i KAy IR
AR R A O R ORBFE S A KO . XA ANE X A AR, XIS R Y
A LGl B 2R AT 3 miAe B ORIERY . 31X B AR WA B AR PR HERR .
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s

% A%z

2 0, 1/9 1, 2/9
ok

ANEZE | 12, 1 1/6, 0

Bs5 AR EnEHHA

MFBTBRRE T — PS5 000 5, BEoRIE AP SR G Ak X XU 2 AH 4
1, Al T 58— G B A R S —— = AW aF HE P e e T il Xt <=
AR ZBRE—RINRARN ARG T DB E LR E, D ErY
72 43 Ry 26 K, TS 5wl 28 55 4M0 17 K (cf. Braithwaite) 55—/ R
P RIAS WK A 298 - 9941 (John Nash) FUHTRLBHT . 4041 4E 1951 F1 1953 443 5
P IFLI T I RBEFR A AT N4 (Nash program) B %, Mk h—1KT
Sy EL A AR ZE il AR e 0o — 9 R T A A MR ROl R i A IE , X ks B E
g EL R BIAMWER T, FRA LR8I b A b g B 5 — A~ 5
), R s )R A gR e i — 22y AR T “RIME T, (cf Skyrms, 1996,
2014) ABATSC T AR EC ) R A AR J2&, A W N B — Skl , T ANERAS R AR
A7, TNAFRHBA, W E e 2B T2 AN A CMYE , (A2 RAbA]
ANBEIR I —F, EAR SR, XWOr¥— I 3K . BLAE (4 [ R A AT 23 3K i o] ol 43
Be 7287 RAT T ety T Mg peax A Tal A A BRAR T i, SR A OB LI b T — XL
HEH BN LB, MHENSS5E RN, M550 A S 2R
MRS — D EE, WRWAFTHRZ R Z AR T 100% , B2 KK
& AmE, &N AEE R R BOX P R, R, AT E i, Bl
o Z A XA ARG RS R T A T A R R 7R —A
RO B PR RRIRBEAL PR BN AT A AR AR IFATE R X IR, &
AN NES W] DUARYE Z AT i 2 55 084 A 82 TR R, BlEE XA TR Rk 17,
FHET R, HABR 50% 1Y 4 A 2 3 A BE AR 09 38 A B e SR g, BB A A dn 2R
KT XA, AR A PR 2 B O R B A H T 25 A D R R E
T DA FE R ——X DR A AR BN 0> Al — TR 3k ——TE T Y
— R b s BB R OE (O Bhax AR R T IR IR T A5 43 e R T A it
PP AR E RN . 25, SEERIR AN B R B o7 A 43 B0 1 = k] DUE i 1 2R e 15 2
WEAT B A A NFE R TiX A J7% . (cf. Binmore, 1998, 2005)

O BAR AR 20 4 S 5 N ORI S 8K 40% 1SR, B4 A (1 ATTF i 25K 60% w43 4K
R RWCES s R, AR K NEK 60% M08, 445 T R 2K 40% 225
A,
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ISR A B A

b3 BT GE g R I R D BB, AN B 4l ok I R <L 2 )
( sensitivity to categories) 4 A5 9 L A5 > 2 BB A Ak 3k 19 i BEMETh e, SE bR I
BRI R A R T RETIRE & B R RIS A, Al A R TR A IR S 00 A R T
FRATT 1 2 U O B U T IR AT A M E U, (AL F R M, 93 ) A
AT G AT WG JF TREE. (1) At s8R
FE 100 A~ A AE AT 38 78 B8 v 2 L F R R AR R BE 10000 S AN P E 7 (2) K
fta AU AR S S0 17 E AR Bir B B9 A 6] B | 60 B3 HE At 8% 52 BB ) ok Xl
539 (3) FEEE R M 2 AT HE SR I R AT A TR 3 K R AR e (4) T1E
PR R P A2 ATHE RO R — D AW AEmE GRS mAERET 200
RUEATAE (useful life years) 7 3R [ BUAR (R I T 15 7 52 B ) — A~ S AU Rp 050, R IE
EZOR BRI T OCEM R F R (B 5)) maEsE, S —BE,
Fidy - KRB (Moshe Hoffman) FIIRE; 2% - ZF] (Erez Yoeli) % A2l fli Jf 1
R A2 . (cf. Hoffman et al. ; Hoffman and Yoeli)

R NW LR ) B e oy —Fp < BIALE T, BV TS AR, EE
T 206 2 531 XA A — s 3 ) SRR 9 b AT S DX a3 T TR R S R Y RIS
ZNHAE  (categorical norms) FIE{EALVE (threshold norms) , ZEHIHIEZH 1 0
(AR A" R “dE A7) XA B ok SRR RLYE . AR 0 AR A A
MRS Je— 2T, o ARl o 5 e o ke 2 91 1 A2 o R G 4% 1 —— A
P T B , (0 A A iR B 2 2 B3R . 1 M R H 3 72 b i i — T Al
EAE AT S RE, i “ RIS — PR T ME K" 24 R
EAE, BRI~ Eg s (T A ME—TTHE (B —T7)
KAE RIS . R B EIRIE BN IE N — D965 (Nash
equilibrium) , (HE(EMEA RN H B, HAAZARTRE, Aok Ik,

AR, A A AR A S R R R — RS RO — B R I B
FEIF, BCALEE I S M 3 T — A DM A5 A 155 1 Ok At g T 1 1Y 28 ol AU R A TRTIR
T WHRAER N THAERO, Ho NS AR T, TH 2000w %P 58 i
B HIEA =AYREM, B, BB DDIEEZE, AT TE, B
R, EEABRMIT), B EAEERAN (LW RHRE ), Helm 6N
Re AP R A, B B Y — i (s X r b 47 sh e, A Sfiish, 8

© BeAEXFESCHCEREA S, RO =AEK, TR, AiENAEE, HA
WEEAFRE T LN T RER,



- 128 - (FFAR) 2025 4% 10 &

=, R RIEAE S R A B E N, 2 22 ) TS R R R e = B S T AL
7T T — > 7 B A R A T IR —— 8 ) o — 7 R 3 12— i R BT 8l i
S, W=, RS AEEM S, RV 5 T N DAL A AR AR AT g R R 248
e, Y LR AR, 3 T Sk AR A (R R RN BE A — A AN AT 2 A
Jir R R AT ] — A T IR A R R AN RS 19 i IRAE H X0 T N B DAl TR 42—
M FAEE SR IR e O R—REHE THFS S, By T ORE Al ge E
FOTNBR R UIE, DR E - E - H R, SRR . AR A TR
LI 2R B SE, TREVMTIMETF S G “Wsh”, 4P )5 87 2 W
e, TS s — P m, BAREMN, BREH LRI, WRTPZRH
[ — AR —— e an, R T A R, ST A R —
R AR — B BRI E S, 2B R EREN ., LRSS ISIEN T 7 PMR RS 1Y
TG, T BB 0 21 1) 0 3 L 6 T % e 700 o 19 1) 1 0 31 B T 8 I — S N AT
Yoty , WRMAFTE T ZAF 2 M Kbl RS RGN, WA k&1,
B G fr A B A () AN 5 B AR S A U R, IR A ek e AR ESE & B, E S AT T
YRR MERM S THER . 5, RED LIV EHRESESEA R, ARENE
— AR BAT iz E A, IS A BT ER R M R & BT B AR R Bh IR IR
R HERS BN A, WER AT EAERBE L g o «3E” 3R,
AR 24— e WG A5 H U RUHR Kz | B2 P R e e 2 5k B 248 A v st 2 B i i+, e
BT <k BARATE, BARAATXY “%” BB, (cf Sugden)

BB I 2 (R TIE T T R AT] B A 2 ) A o M R S AT R AR 2 A
—FREM R A, AT S U “AARFME” MASU RN, bk
G Y M ERON B, S RBAER” MASU “ REEE, FRiEx
EERAEEZEMHE”, SUl BRIEEaLTT mMASU Bk EaLT, BRIEKD R
AR—ADN" T2k PE, FER-MEAZBCRN T, R R E LIS
WA, HXF 7 2t DL — Bl fe 0 ) A5 B0 9 4805 51 T AU B R A, IF S
TASNFIWR <077 IR oG Gl o IR ZS R 98 2 i, ke Y T 7 R0 s
SAR P — ER LRGSR SRR, B KA AL & 2 B RS R E
1, X —ZE s B IRATHAE LS S ORI £ L2 G, 55 v] L2 — Fh g Ay
MR SATE , B MR AT 2 B W 5 5 DA 3 SO — b 80 i) B (AR, B
SRR 5 R —— X S J5 RS PR LA B T — R S AR i ——R AR R DR SCRE
% oAt i ORI, (B AE PR R P BRI LS, XS —R T B S
UL T ——Z R 32 SCH /D il HR 2 T B R SR bR D, i L B A T A 32 SO

O HEEmEMMNTIANE - gEE (Bernard Williams) BT U6 Ay “ ABIF I A 3 X7

( government house utilitarianism) T 7 [,



MARAMR, PG E XA & - 129 -

P, L A Bl L S AR v A figp R T PR AR, e R S A S5
ML Z N, 5518 W7 2288 T 2 S 0 U A fife R AN A% S35 4 [l

o, A EE S, ARSI 5 E A

FEFRAER T, &, BARSL 5 i fE @A AL 2 Ab, ATE 58
X R VAR S B B RE A, RS — DA AR S S . B R By R AR K
I " (Kantian constructivism) JEI T 5B AL 5 R RUM M, BATER T
H T XA RA ST RIA LR R, P /R Ui, “fERNAFWIEL"
BRI S (model-conceptions) , ZrHEEMEA | JFYPIREM R FAE 2, BRESX
VLSRN X = AR P R R IR B, R AR — SR N B A P 1E
(reasonable) HHEIME  HMIMFEMELA, HMERX—KRFH S, 2P0 S
AE. BRI SO AR )RS —— 7 B R R S AR R A o A Y A RN
“SREL” O XSPR Bt RN A E SR R AR R, PR, <iE
i B RFASEENARAEEARMA, #03CRF A TS —1
N By )25 0 JE ) JF e T n ok B A g N 22 Ak 2 AR A T KRR
(Rawls, 1980, p.570)

{HGE P s B I RN S5 ] T /A 32 0, SR bl R AR 0T LUAE T iR J7 18 40 ok X
M E AR R, HE, WA LB Esi g N E, R EA S H ]
PR IR A, OB T TR B AR, WA X B A s b AT PR E A
MARZE G W B ShE5 k), W] X4t 2 B0 oE A7 B0 s A 1 8 it 72, e &
AR B2 — N SHMEMAR SR, Fheimi AR XMWE”, maEkE
F s 8 5 B 50 I AEOR AT IS, 78 K i A i i Al = SO AT BB R R AF
5 PR A A LA AL, Eedn bR O B S B R B R B A B R A S
ILEE SO P R ok Y, XA R LS B E A A AL AL, H SR I AN A
M, —Jri, BEYEEWNES R E RSN ELER, MEAEMEANNE S XLER TS
AL, Tk e S B S, S HUR G, A AUiE —Fh DURRIR AR R TR
FEmEE, B—TJrm, XM g wWARERSM A, & HEEMRT
REC “JRoRr o, HOR, BEEAHEE )z, &2 E L EEH TR,
X — G R F IR AL, BRIAE R A SEEER ST H TSR, A
TERIR RS n A M AR | ERATERENR TG W EIZ R, E RS2 MRIA ] DL #
TR T R 6 Wt PR AR 4

®© A ERAR SRS T A2 A AR AR SR B HR BB R N AU B S T A R
RPN



- 130 - (FFAR) 2025 4% 10 &

R, EEERIET DL AR RIAS T O R ARSI, B R
(18 A ok A 1 235 SRR A 2 S SR I A ) TR, e A D O R A R S T R R E Y A
Wi, IE SCI 0 R R A S SR A5 18 . X SEBR g —Fl B R R A, H1E
A S8 4] LU AL 51 A BEHLAS SR 25 /A, RZRE MR T, XK
IR L2 B S gyt R RS T AR -2 R, AR
o TR 3 SR T R Rz B A T A SEPR B, X Bk T R AL
B R AR R A A AR P SCAT R TP, A0SR XS T HORE A R th ok, 8B 3 JC iR
., HEHE, #WE LS50 THIRKRZMAN, LU LA
RS T B HUE XX e T BRI A DL 5 AR e SR A e § K
JEo SEBR b, FAT5E AT LAIA Ry 7843 A T 3 2 08 2 Ak T Y 3 7 A AR R 0 B UK B
FrEskney “iBEJLT2%"  (moral geometry) HIAHMYSIHEL, )5, FMEEAA AR T —
AT SR A E R WML . SR @A CRES Rt — DA T B R —
ERIAE Y Eenn S -5 SO o 12 s R 3 1 R TULE I R i 3 R U N i N 9 P 1 o
—, PENEINNIEES SR B A — DB W B3 454, T JC A0 2 WAL
AR 0 & BBR ) SR AR B T 2 B2 A A R

JEURE S0 — P 5 PR SR B Uy vk, B e B AR 0 A7 BT 2 A Ok
iFw e, B, ARSI — DR R A R R — e R O Y
JRBRYE, Bima SRR R R R xRy <R, BRI TE R
WE BRI “EET, EEERIFRA S EH W, PR FEE AR T
it A5 Y TR 1Y ) B —— R A b 3 38 U e X 17 B8 14 1 A B R UE — R
R ESME, H, ARSI AR AR R ), X R R M AR R IR R, A
B EERIA SR EDE | 55 SR A T R X Wl B P A S R o
Sk, SiPR bIEE A Y A BEAR D7 0] LIS BT 5T E W T S [R) 45 18 K
WA PR, X2 MR MA RN, fen, MBS BFE ARSI A4 0 HIYE B
J7, BREIAESN ) B T AR R AT, AR FaR AT, A S EARS
5B —— R A R bR fE——A4b TOLIE AR B, TR RS RGeS
DT, ARSI B R T AL = EH AR S IR, B AR R T TR A
AU TR, i 3 R TR, MRS T R R SRS FE IR TR R R
A AL T By, JE AR T 32 S, AR S50 I A /D R

VAN =B 7

A SCIR B N G A B2 WE 5 R IRl S — R A Ty i, AR A LAt 2 B 4l v
E s JHIARE . B B AE e e g h R E A, (HIE L M@ T7 7k A bl
HLEFFHIE R A A GER, BARX —a M HATE&5A M5, Hik= R E4E,



MARAMR, PG E XA & - 131 -

AICH —E RS R O BT B RO R K — I 5L — D AR B AR
2, BRI SRR X 23y B AL AR A AL R RN R PR A Y e A T
YRR /R I H B F7 I A S5 RRAE IR IR 050 2 o R e o DL A Y | il A4k
F IR DKok B B R A B S A5 R g AT LA A R e sk S A B
HEPHE, B RIXHER S A I E USRS RS AT i B AR I

RN —RE B2 B 5 T5 ik, BTSRRI R, RTH#H, Bk, T
M T BT TR, @B kA A g BB 7k B B S W . NS TR A
PR S AR R, R B ISR TR, A e e R A R Sy, BRTR L
Jext B R W CEEILME MAERAOR S K, T, Jrikie Bk R A Esh
TIRE R Y KRS, HNIE LS BHH] (convention) 56 5 IE 5| 2 A SO
BT, X5 a THREgE . S|4 RO AR ESEMEN5IA L 1t
S, TEIREIRY A b (2 o TR B S S b A, EHOR R T | R D Rt
W AR, SLBRTr NI h G R 2, HEEEETIA AR, N
CAMIRE, —THAEE SRS BRI G, BRI, WS X5
Sy W, BTSRRI HE IR CATRE—DRE, REEEE AE  R
MAE B ARk B A Al e LR L7 AR 2R AL, — R il T 2 R A O
ORI, X 2 (AR A A R AN TR LA B R T, R T B E AR Y R AT R G A
HENL BRI E PR R AR A R, BRI A SRS L &
VBE X FEAC BR IR AR 0 M A 2, FE TIOR3 MAIGE IR5E . 0 SRofs B 24 )t )
ETERRL AL <87, RORROO E R B = RATHUN . =2 Wi i8S ok 4 i Z 1]
MSCAR, S T T8 2 RO M QIR A M AT A2, A il T T A
W —— IR R R A —— S e Tl , A b Z i — B PR ANSIE . PO AR Bh 1
PRI A T H NI A EOR BRSO IR AR, JF 2R L A MO R B f s 2635 1B
W, EMEEAR A M ERIPTIT I, ARG YU B T RIB IR R

£ & Uk

BHRA, 2019 4. (MR B S BUBNIE —— M AL IR IR I e R ), 8 (#5412 8,

TR, 2009 4F: (IE XY (BITH) , MM M, B i, Jbat: d R R

MR IR, 2020 4F . (MER™AR), Fld . Bk, L. BlEW I AL,

Alexander, J. , 2007, The Structural Evolution of Morality, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Alexandra, A., 1992, “Should Hobbes’s State of Nature be Represented as a Prisoners Dilemma?”, in The
Southern Journal of Philosophy 30 (2).

Axelrod, R., 1984, The Evolution of Cooperation, New York: Basic Books.

Bicchieri, C. , 2006, The Grammar of Society, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Binmore, K. , 1994, Game Theory and the Social Coniract Vol. 1. Playing Fair, Cambridge, MA. . MIT Press.
1998, Game Theory and the Social Contract Vol. 2. Just Playing, Cambridge, MA. . MIT Press.

2005, Natural Justice, Oxford: Oxford University Press.



- 132 - (FFAR) 2025 4% 10 &

Braithwaite, R. , 1955, Theory of Games as a Tool for the Moral Philosopher, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Chung, H. , 2015, “Hobbes’s State of Nature; A Modern Bayesian Game-Theoretic Analysis”, in Journal of the
American Philosophical Association 1 (3).

Crettez, B., 2017, “On Hobbes’s State of Nature and Game Theory” , in Theory and Decision 83 (4).

Gauthier, D. , 1969, The Logic of Leviathan: The Moral and Political Theory of Thomas Hobbes, Oxford: Clarendon
Press.
1986, Morals by Agreement, Oxford: Clarendon Press.

Hampton, J. , 1986, Hobbes and the Social Contract Tradition, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Harsanyi, J. C., 1953, “Cardinal Utility in Welfare Economics and in the Theory of Risk-taking” , in Journal of
Political Economy 61 (5).
1955, “Cardinal Welfare, Individualistic Ethics, and Interpersonal Comparisons of Utility”, in Journal of

Political Economy 63 (4).

Hoffman, M. and Yoeli, E. , 2022, Hidden Games, New York; Basic Books.

Hoffman, M. , Yoeli, E. , and Navarrete, C. D. , 2016, “Game Theory and Morality” , in T. K. Shackelford, R.
D. Hansen (eds. ), The Evolution of Morality, Cham: Springer International Publishing.

Kavka, S., 1983, “Hobbes’s War of All against All”, in Ethics 93 (2).

Margalit, E. , 1977, The Emergence of Norms, Oxford: Clarendon Press.

Moehler, M. , 2009, “Why Hobbes’s State of Nature is Best Modeled by an Assurance Game” , in Utilitas 21 (3).

Nash, J. F., 1951, “Non-cooperative Games” , in Annals of Mathematics 54 (2).

1953, “Two-Person Cooperative Games” , in Econometrica 21 (1).

Palumbo, A., 1996, “Playing Hobbes. The Theory of Games and Hobbesian Political Theory” , in UEA Papers in
Philosophy 8.

Rawls, J., 1958, “Justice as Fairness” , in The Philosophical Review 67 (2).
1980, “Kantian Constructivism in Moral Theory” , in Journal of Philosophy 77 (9).
2007, Lectures on the History of Political Philosophy, S.Freeman (ed. ), Cambridge, MA. : Belknap Press of

Harvard University Press.

Skyrms, B. , 1996, Evolution of the Social Contract, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
2004, The Stag Hunt and the Evolution of Social Structure, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.
2014, The Evolution of the Social Contract (2nd ed. ), Cambridge: Cambridge University Press.

Slomp, G. and La Manna, M. M. , 1996, “Hobbes, Harsanyi and the Edge of the Abyss” , in Canadian Journal of
Political Science 29 (1).

Sugden, R. , 1986, The Economics of Rights, Co-operation, and Welfare, Oxford: Blackwell Press.

Sunstein, C. R., 2005, “Moral Heuristics” , in Behavioral and Brain Sciences 28 (4).

Vanderschraaf, P. , 1995, “Convention as Correlated Equilibrium” , in Erkenntnis 42 (1).
1998, “The Informal Game Theory in Hume’s Account of Convention” , in Economics and Philosophy 14 (2).
2019, Strategic Justice; Convention and Problems of Balancing Divergent Interests, New York: Oxford University

Press.

(EHREA., WAAFUFEHLEKEFR)
TR, % IR



Chan Buddhism, they accurately reflected the prevailing shortcomings of the learning of
Wang School in the middle and late Ming period. Due to a lack of theoretical development
in the profound aspects of the School of Mind, the philosophical principles and practical
methods of the Two Xi’s teachings inevitably became ambiguous, while the practice of

“shattering mental phenomena” often devolved into emotional and intellectual indulgence.

Moral Modeling: A Formalized Analytical Method for Ethical Issues
Li Xiaodong

Moral modeling is a product of applying rational choice theory to the study of ethics.
By employing mathematical tools, it models “ morality” as decision-making procedures
with structural features, thereby providing a means to study ethical issues. Moral modeling
can be divided into two types: rational reconstruction of typical moral scenarios and
scripted expression of moral values. The former refers to the use of formalized models of
game theory that employ interaction structures to “restate” moral scenarios; the latter
refers to conceiving of abstract moral values as a set of intuitive and concrete decision-
interaction procedures. Rational reconstruction is explanatory in the first place, while
scripted expression can serve both explanatory and justificatory functions. The use of the
Prisoner’s Dilemma to describe the problem of cooperation and Rawls’ original position are
the paradigmatic examples of these two types, respectively. Although moral modeling
resembles constructivism and thought experiments in its form, it differs in its flexibility of
scenario construction and functions. It thus constitutes an independent methodological
approach in ethics and may be regarded as a contemporary continuation and development

of Rawls’ ideal of “moral geometry”.

How does Jin Yuelin’s Theory of Natural Law “Tolerates Exceptions”
Zhang Liying

In his Theory of Knowledge and other works, Jin Yuelin explicitly distinguished
between natural laws and their realization. He argued that there is no conflict among natural
laws in themselves, but conflicts arise when all these laws become realized at a particular
time and place, and the patterned set of ideas can greatly enhance the reliability of
inductive conclusions. Jin Yuelin’s theory of natural law can provide new perspectives for
default reasoning and Ceteris Paribus which both focus on how to “tolerate exceptions”.
Different from many research approaches which put the question “how to express the
exception tolerance of law-like propositions” to the first place, Jin Yuelin’s theory of
natural law shifts its focus from expressing exceptions to comparing and selecting natural
laws when conflicts arise in their actualization. Following Jin Yuelin’s theory, we can raise
further questions, such as: when conflicts occur in the actualization of different natural
laws , are there some rules for priority? In what specific way does the patterned set of ideas

affect acquisitions of inductive conclusions and discoveries of nature laws?



