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A Study on the Mathematical Methods in Western Economic Ethics
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Abstract: Under the background of the development of behavioral economics and experimental economics the author analyzes the
phenomenon of mathematical explanation of western economic ethics traces its history introduces the status and the impact of
mathematical methods in the study of economic ethics and summarizes these mathematical methods such as the based mathematical and
statistical methods economic mathematical methods classical game theory and evolutionary game theory methods experimental methods
and computer simulation methods etc. The reference of such analyses to the research of our economic ethics is reflected as follows:
Firstly the application of mathematical method perfects the methodology of the study on economics and economic ethics; Secondly It
can make up the defects of non — ethical of the study of western economics; Thirdly It can lay the foundation for the economic ethics to
become a new objectively rigorous and precise independent discipline.
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