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WE. SHEFFPEIAREHINRAFRELSZFERZAGMET 5, A H
BRI AR BRI E FATARBET ERHNA, EFERXTHIHWERE
FI AWEZ L LR ERRAGHEFFERIRBET FEHEBIEE, AL
IN Gy F v B FAT AR IR FF A R S IA R 69 36T X Gy ke T 0k
ZFRROFEBFREABNGAYRIAREFTAEEINRFFOHE, RRINE
FETANEAG DAL TAL N B ENA RT F A 8 R E L NFH AR
BABARE S 2 FHR 3 EAAZ 5 A2 F P raph, TE R ERFH 5
R B YDA B FRE YA BN, SR EFFHRLEE2E 4O TE
R T Ak E5F P8, 37 8 FRAF R0 7 E A R E B,

FEIR: F0 AR BRABRE R FT RREFF

—.5|8

BEE AT ISR 22 T A2 R e, WO T BIR O 48 38 2275 T4 S Jo 114 g
UFAME & X B AT AR S R 2 ke O SR, A AR A D 3R b SR 32 B 25 75 5t
(social context) DA Sttt 2315045 (social ties) WA BRAL I 5L A, B 28 05 4 5 | 2 1T i) — 2%
FEA 2 SR R B Sy S A ] (identity or identification) , FH A& JE HH “ S 28 5527
RIS B A7 A [R) AR e] 532 0 R SR LA K A ATT AR AR Ak 38 B 173 ) 700 F) 28 35 2 QU8

B B O WL 00 2 5 G Tafjel & Tafjel F11 Turner( 1986) & J& FEEZANINGEL 7 eIN
N, = HE R TRt a3 2R BV By, Bk F S HAT . Sen(1985) %
R B DI AZTF AT TE, Ahds B0 B2 AT G £ (see) Ho A & (self) , Akerlof F
Kranton (2000) tA R SR 7N A & iyt IH 28 DL K A FIB 4, WA 55 AR 6 HoAt A\

IR A BARFRFERFR, A% 211189, ¥ F45 4 : hunanmoon@ 163.com ; & & 47, 1 FF K 5
P E NG AR/ T F R/ F R R W %5 ,300071, % F 13 48 ; biaojl@ 126.com,

AXZBERAAMFEALRAR “BRPEEEAVAS BTN FRE—E TFATE L3R
(TR B %% :71602029) “ A HARK GG H B A AT A Foit 2R F O EBRARL” (RB %5 .71673152) #F
AL ARF R FFEER B CERFTRIEEASDERIFE G ZHRAR” (R B %5 .15YJC790100) AR F &
XFF S RARARB LG HRBFERARERITH G ELAR” (R B %5 :2242018520037) 65 7
B, BRMELFRERGEZREL, XA R.

OEKRI P ARSI B3 LA “individual” 3 “agent” | 5 Z 0 EANZF kR B4, —RAEMA, @
AT BT “personal” | 3§ AT A AFA B Toh ik dFm IE AR RBFIRLF
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IS R T AR A B9 (feel ) L AATIAAT 2 % X Bl R 62 () 52 00, Akerlof Al
Kranton (2010) AN S LT Hat 228688 5 — s it 2 S AR5 He 3k, FEtkZ
J& A A AT A TS RN S5y VA AR B N [N 8 B TR SR (R S e, R TR Rk
J& . ARG E T, ST LR v (B SE I = S ANt — 20 e AR AR R Y S
S ) BE v IR B XMELL IR B RON ME LA e RS 4518 5 32 BN I B OB S & A
S B/ N € Y G =R 7oA S /N P B o8 B SO Gl N TR W= AP B S e D B e B i [ & il
P PRARKT LS . SRR E A G IS I T R T VR S s M 2 5517 ok B e el B
2 AT ARG R R AT E R B E R TR R RE,

WISy, B ST LW B 40 LA S A DA ] B PR e, 2T [0 2% B 493 5% v ] gk 25 28 % 1
KB AR LT R T4, TEC A ST, S0 NERRE THA B —1
AR AR AT S, T —3 002738 O AR T Uh i 2 5 0 1 S A o AR, SR 1A
B0 A EE B2 EH S B TERZ I RS O T B s i £ B U SR I HIL I 5T, AR SR
FETXF [R) B 00 0 e B 0 B B0 G2 1) 28 SRR R —HLT] . b B AT ER S B 5T 11HE B A
[ A o B 52 ) ) FL Al R 4, ) an k2B 2 8 H FIE 4 (40 Johansson — Stenman  and
Svedsiiter,2012) ft A EFI{E 5 &% (Gneezy et al.,2012) Fh2HLVE 2 M A5 R W55
FES O INFIRZ T | AT R0 XA A B MR AN R S BE 54720, 80 T et LI |
FUHF Sy 50 E B 2% 8 B A RIR A — B B MESOH Rtk AT o, BhERR
I 2] 2% 2 (taboo ) ( Bénabou and Tirole,2011) 244 ol il B | 52 BN 2 5 &z, @k By
25, AT LLBSEAR H — > B & P22 s 2 B SR O BEACHESE , Q& 1 P

| BkAS L
. £
sNER [ BAEHD
& 5ty il I — |
J' AT HE I REATH
s
A 54z il 2 3Kk p . a0
SN o PEEE e #EHA e
A% \\ J ;i
{ A } T,
B &k HE (&4 | B EL5a |
LR S Sk
| a&sE [

E1 SMABNEFFEFRFRIELR

S G BTN B 2 54T SRt S A FHA BUKF B 2 X, X e A i
FEMYRES B A XS h B R B i at 2 U IR W ST Y B SE AL . A7 — 28 h 30
BREAS T SO IR SE (IR 227, 2011) (HAS SCAy BERE T AR et B 45 ol T 1) S B F 5 e G
ket S, ASCE el A5 T B0y IR DL R By s et 2 22 5 AT AL 69 B OF
FEAERIEAL b 57 R TS R — 0 B 00 TR, AR G0 R A B 05 T Ak 2 8 T DR SR 1 SR
¥ s FJe R Eh S (2B By LA TR WA IS ML 5T e, iFid B i & 5
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ATAEAC PR LA EE B A R 5 1) HF R ARSI e Hh R
— BHRNERNRER S B RINEZFTRRAIEIEHR

(—) B NEAFEE

Akerlof Al Kranton (2000, 2005 ) %5 i (9 B £ 5 % & AT 5 B9 SR A2 (sense of
self) , B RMREA S ( @@Tﬁ/ﬁ\:ﬁﬁj\) I @ T R Rk 225 51 (‘social categories ) F R Bz
SRR RA I RTEAT RIS . B 2 8 TAMAXT A & BYIRGE (feel ) LA K 3X T gent G
BAATHIFT S FT 2w B a4 | [ I 2 —APE 2R AL (framing ) F 5 T 52 197 20, ILE 1 4 5 1 B
THYBARAT R RIE A TRE R 5 R B0 5 4k 2 22 5] (social difference) 5, I\ K H—1t
SRTUAT TLPAE B 25 BEANAT MU (ideal predescription ) , SRS (A4 R AT DA oRE £ 4> 44 5
WA A O Y S0y, Al RESZ =5 MO ot H IS 09 VAT HE T Bt nl BB >k B O A1 A )
AN, B AL SR SRR A G, XA ok A HA ACR IR T, 56T FIR NI, Akerlof
FI Kranton (2000 ) $& 4 1 40~ 425 B3 RO pR &R

U=Ufa;,a,1) J [=1(a;,a 50,8, P)

R KBRS T A ) BB T H S0 s A RIE L 1, UL H ERATH o, R
T 0. S SRR AR 26 ¢ [ ST o, LR BB R
AT AR P B C R AE 5 BEAR R Wy 5 A B 4 TA TA) S BRs  Akerlof Al
Kranton(2000) (B 445E o, ¢, &, P, M HBEFET 3 0 TR AR R, MATTENY 56
RIS AT I HE” B IR LI R G T B A A R Z A AT A R &

Akerlof 1 Kranton [FRS T 290 M B0y e 85 [n) 18 (H HAE B2 e A7 i, S o | B i
] S A— T S S o) — 2o B W N B3 i Z2 SV | m) e PP S A Bk s &
0y XA . Sen BT FHY 5 H A& B 2 B A OCBYBE ST (capacity) 7, &R 73 P
RIS 423 HL BT O AR B IR —Fh 7 20 AN AT LIGE SR HL s 21 5 il 288k 1
HF AT EE  SEAh o S B T X AN AR A 08— T BE | sk R B 3 e B A 23 AR R 1 5L
AR (2013) JEH SR IR HAME 245 € B9 By ol DL A FE L ik a] AMARA 28 B4yl
], AN BE ] HH 58 S — AP B0y, I i R AR el B AR, FARZS . Kirman F1 Teschl (2006 )
DHE S B E A 1 B0 N4 what—identity , where—identity 11 who—identity —2&_ what J&]*
A 15 (AR 5 )T 5 where 211 T KR53 B0 28 B A 0E 52 BT 5 1) S 4 PR, BRI R TE AR5 1Y
#2473 0] (social space) i€ H C T AL Z Ak (situated ) 5 THABAT] 3 A8 55 who—identity, HIEZFN
A DIAE S Fe SR 3 9%, al Lk #E A 2 O H 2N T DU et =28 B 40 N kA 8 R
Jrasa) 8RR E 25 8] ( space of characteristics) H 1Y) By =1A ( triangle of identity ) , Horst i
(2006) I\ Ky where—identity & MAZESE A CAEtt AL E AR S A0S B ASSHE
RIEFE, T who—identity 52 W MADRE B CAHZE MU A AR A IX A4S H AR LR B B
FEAE WG AR 5 R PR Y OGRS 1B HE | B 0y i ik o 15 S0 e 5 1 Sy Rl BE 1 I £
FRERE LI . PR B A5 BT T B AT G, By i g Sl ok R 57 7 AR 1 o AR
By e Pt 2 BUB TR . Horst 55 (2006) #4487 — > S e PRI RY  BF9E T AR By 16 £
fhosrh B AR pg ] AL, Davis (2009,2015) 404 7N BN N B ( personal identity)
52 B0y (social identity ) Z ] AR FR  IFA N AR 2N 7] Z2 AN [l g At 2 BEAA i ELAS A
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SOty He P sl A N AR g Y

(=) B R mEST R BV H B E TR

R 3iz F B 0y i B2 5547 2R B BIFTE 2R FH 18 B 493 11 vt 2 B 4 11 where —identity #Lff]
TR B AE R — A S BOM A o8 BT, 25 58S U i U 80728 T A8 BRPE e 4 IO 2521
Akerlof I Kranton(2010) AYZHLZEAEE et E T B MM & 5T M B A X MR a1 =
NEER BIFES IR 5 B A R S LA BN T ) B 3 880M SRR B 5 R
Se A8 AT I T B A LT A AR B 4 AR BT R R RO U, ds X — Y Al ] o3 B
TMEZE B EBNEER AR N NEBN” B 58U BF i IiA B 7 5 5 s
PSS o S 2 i) 7 R BIE BEA Fo2hy 1 i R B e 45 2R BEA SR T TE 80U o5
BOR AR 0 REAO TS, DAL, Chen 1 Li (2000) B U 1 A U 0T B BOR U, =
W 1w + (Lm0 EF o A 1 Al AT B B TR 1 R
By AT 1 RS 5 F 007 )8 TR —HEAR (5 03) 55T 0 WA & TRl — R (B ) .
T M A BB IRF4R o 3X —BRUER B MU S B B g A B0 TS 25 AR

H AT R AR R J& T B0y 5 28 T DR SR A HA P A A8 e (R A 2 B2 Ak 2t
B SCHARDCHYAS- 23, Shayo (2009 ) A3 J7 T HY LAY MA@ BRI HGER T A B ) Bids i3
7, AER BN 500 A A S TR A g, B9 BT d, DL R T SR AL 2 )2 S . M A
TRE TP AR B A o« I AR BRI RIK N U, =ar,(1) =Bd2,+yS,(1) o e BFI y 1
At BB AL B B RS R R AL, W 4 IR AR PR R R EDMR R AR S
SRS EE Z 1] A4 22 B A DU AT E G T IO (I G AAS B 3 A £ =T T A 50
FREE o ASRIEFACA R 22 A2 i B 2 1 A0 A2 PR L [l g Tz AR AR T AR A T 1Y
FEEBYZ S, (1) o BEAHT AP B A & AESHEMES A & 30 it e, AT LUE R
HATRI R BEAR SRR

= . 5 EmEFIT AN SEEHR

TIA TN N I & TR BT I EEIEZ — T T 2R B 0 WA T T o 1
BUBL BT I e IR1 432 55-L 0 80990 B, 49 R 354 B0 550
S iR R BT SIS0, BB 3 S 26 £ 0 M BURI B, (AR R MO 7
S BRI A S 5B I 7, S0k S 2 0 e
) J3 307 (priming) , B8 i — 26 [R) B fof 3L b B 3 1T 2. (salient) , B O EIRB A C Ar A
AT R B 0y, AR RS BRI DS T SO A5 G B iAo o 36 R0k Rl i 5l AR
SR B S Pk, B e S50 P Bl R BT s A DXl 5K ROBOA 0 21 A T A U
ALY PRI By i B 22 9 S50 0 5 SR T o =ik, RIS AR5 S B Ok ) 1 O ik
o K AR 75 4 INHEAE Sl sl 4, BE S T — L8 S AR 55 ok sk ]

(—) B M RADE TR KA B B 7S EZERVLFIZIRAFR

TR IR 25 B 22 S AL FRTRIE S d0e ) 92 I FE 0 (0 B R s mi 22 e R SRL A, X — 3R
WFFESE P58 T A A TR A A1 80 51 25 B8 B A o 22 S« A A M) 38 /] — B A O N 45 5
TOAE BTN G A, X A B A B A B0 R e DL B A O AT, AR TR
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VRPN BB SAES A A HEAA A 8053 Y SR At o PR SRR B B sy B 3 36 A9 22 il 52 ) 1 0%
W5y B HE oG B VR ) B K 9 5 5 S 0 B AR 2 JT A TR SR

TEGAEDT I, AH OG5 K 3, AL W) 1Y B £y BB B (8 3% Ml 4 i3E 5 4 (Solow and Kirkwood,
2002) , Eckel 1 Grossman(2005) A& B, &b\ [A] 5 A0 AT 55175 3 09 5 0 6E B 2 42 i 4
Charness 5 (2007 ) XJ [N R 358 00 501 SR 9 0F 5, 8 52 1 Eckel Fll Grossman (2005) 9 &
L. Drouvelis Fll Nosenzo (2013 ) HBF 58 WA B 453 52 W) G- AF 47 8 B9 B 58 IR O 95 2 57 A
TRRAT 3R R BRI BA B RH RS E1T 45 2R & 05 5 1Y B 03 A0 H At /)N 21 1 5%
9 B¢ By — Emk , AR Tk B C S 005 T 0L T R R (22 3092 2) .

03 A 5] 825 52 W -5 0 BCAH G 8 A 23 0 4 S AT R A ], AN A0S AR ] B 43 4> 14 3 3
o AT AL 2] A AS ] B 3 SRS 8 A SRR AT Sy 22 0l BE A DA L] 8 5 Ak Y
W, Bernhard 25 (2006 ) 78 ELAT W HT LA LA H AR A7 7E BORFIR AT T4 26 =07 15
TR A B IR S0 O 5 RR IUAE = 7 X E T AR R 0952 F A R I T B0y A A
[], JIAS AR A b A R B B R 1 984 . Ben—Ner 25 (2009) % %6 1 AN [ 1) B 473 S 7
TEMEAE IR I 523 (0] 73 232 S5 AN ) 2 Y PR g v (A3 s AR AR ) 22 1, 2 2 R o< Jeg B 13y
JEGA T B0y 22 BRI, McLeish A1 Oxoby (2011) F#F5¢ R A T priming J5 %, — %
HEPE AT HC RN EN SRR (AR 54, share identity) , —4
B PR AR T A R A R A 0 B Oy R, — A BcE 2P e R H R F
H O AIMEN G Z 18 B 0y 2250, 45 R BLUE 2 1 3 m] B 03 i ek Fe 983 3l 17 X0 B 1y
(AN ] T B AR IR RN P 4R U £ 5 2 )

WFFERI AL T8 TR 1 R L] By A Y 2 95 4 25 A T o 204 T RO AR ST 2
B2 SR, AT ) T RS [R) B 3 B9 A At (4l ) H 24k DARIAE R SR A AT .
TN R B IE 25 IS A A [ B 03 1 AR S R A5, AT BE-23 HO AT TRl REA T o 1 Ho Al
B MG . Goette 55 (2012a) LML 5E & B, 2545 0B 15 3T Wl —HEAR 194~
PRI FES S LT O S g 775, A WS R B, A5 = 5 R A o 1 g p 4
REGH =TT H I AFRREE A LS55 =07 AR E = BN EE
R AARER =07 TR R A 2 R T R R AR, DA 20 1 X 5 Y A 1) 5 AR ( Butler et
al.,2013)

e £ NI DORU NS o SR SRR S A IR 5 e v e IR ¢ (N IR € f R
K554, Chowdhury 55 (2016) 7387 1 Ak Al 1 A [8] 54 bR 12 1 S0 B3 78 Tullock
SO R I SE B AR T AR SN B S T SE S A R BEAR Y ST AR RN S

OF % =7 BT 69 1B A FE (dictator game) LIEEANAS S H R BB B A — L4, kR F
T By M (R) TR EER ST ARG LETH R TR LRRFEN, AR ER BT H—
DRALT A B HRRBEL , R, F 27 AR EAREN R TEAE , TR TE S VAT ER
&

@Tullock 5% 4 & & 2% K Gordon Tullock 32 Bt ZHFEFHRAEEFWN R BELLHE AN AT
W, P &y 3R R 6 MR R SN A 22 P R AT e He ) R LN G T A ABANE A2, A Tullock (1980)
AAtda g 52 R0 ATBAN KB H AR AT,
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(M5RIE , Chen £8(2015) HALEAANFISERIZ RN R 27 A A8 2132 (all pay auction) H
(AT R 2250 A5 R 25 K27 1 AR TR N Se S R I LB R 1 AR TG . (B
Je A TR] ) 2 S8 00 intergroup public good, IPG) FIREAA 7] TA A TR 55 ( intergroup prison’ s
delimma , IPD) [0] T 5% 2, A AT A SR I ) TR TR 1 1 7T i B ] T FRE A4 PN A
HAAE, Halevy 25 (2012) FH A —2E A5 AR K B, w0 S R A BNREAAR N G AR T AR FEA
(] g v A i 22 1 SHLZE s TR Y BEIR . Weisel (2016) RIBIFSE R, M HEIASZ 2]
JERR S AARSE I T HAEREA P 8 DT 5 S A SZ U AT 24 RS DR
KA B R 4

Br T A AE S BLA R ST DL e S vh 5 LIS, B A TR BRI P9 0 2 B 25 R LA
Wi F w7 AL B T, Wt ( Chen et al., 2014 ) 38 £ XU ( Dugar and Shahriar,
2012; Masella et al.,2014) HXHa17 4 ( Cadsby et al. 2016 ) 55 ; WM 3C 5 ¥ R MM A% 17
%474 ( Bauer and Smeets,2015) M 5(5 & (GCuala et al.,2013)  ZHLACHE 1] 5 ( Masella et
al.,2014) 53R 0 BAKINZE by M4 25 B 2947 . 10, Cadsby 55 (2016 ) 3@ it v [F AN [/] K2
(1) SR S0 S0 S B, B Ay 52 i SRS A7 > R T A D MR R AR I S a5 R 1 H
ORI AR 01 ) 2 B 25 53 B O

H BRI S 22 Ll BN & T T 22 5, e 2 B — N R Ay, H—, %
BER Y B Oy A [E N 8 N B AR (] 69 5E G O SRR W R A R AT O I 25 Y R T
Goette 55 (2012b) 7EFi - 42BN (1 28 ML S2 95 R WY ) 28 Iy ok B 0y Z [A) 5 4 I, A e H A B 3
A5 =7 S 2 HAET , B b £ T 6 1F, At SENSREE 20T R, T EFHSE
Al HZ 2RSSR U2, B0, Harris 55 (2014 ) % B, KRR IR A
W22 BRI, Li 55 (2017) A B, BV HAT ] — 4 DX B By A4 | A ] s 52 )4
DR R o o A oAt IO AN, WA BA N EAT Ry, = 3 32 B (A - 26 B 1Y
TSR0, 3053 AR I AN A AT A ] 75 22 22 0 4B X Rf . Kranton F1 Sanders (2017 ) [ R FEAS
SEER R, 1 102w, ROA 121 Al AT DL TR A 26 Sk < A R AR N A I 22 17 o 1Y
(groupy) " Ao dcJa, SCALSE M B3N Al 5 5 G &P . Eriksson 45 (2016) & UC7E K
H1iz H] R.Chen F1'Y.Chen(2011) M= 357 B O3k [6] 5256, 25 R A B, sl o A g4 32 i
Pt o AT RIS A ARy S 5 09 7 SN ], FE A By TP e 52 — B B 03 5
FEAERRN MR 2 . IXSCRFR R BER N AMIR 22 , TR A SR 09, v BEAROR T SO A0 3
FEST 5 AT S5

(Z) SRR ImeE s R Rk R E Al SEIe A 33

B3 FEAAA R s A TR A5 B 25 S ok = A 5, SO0k RGN IA )i — Sy A4
FriB R S, AN NER X - B h T & W02 SR/ ASNE, BT R
PR sRAA AT B O 8 S A, AR B BN A S IE L M A I 4, X R TIA
() (145 5 e PN S ik AT R IR ZI5E W AR B BB S5 3, BRI, B oA Rl s e 22
ROk SR AL AT RECLHE 27 i AH H F A0 A DB o =% i 1 AR ] 22 5 Z S PR HA L
i, Q3[R s (52N ( Zizzo ,2011) (fF 5 KL)% B ( Gneezy et al.,2012) 45,

[) — Sy ) RS L m i Aris | 2 Py ad R iz, 2 om Ak SO A R], SR BE B 20
TRNIMI2Z . Zizzo (2011) 7% & T AN [RVEEACH l TSI %) ) S (W) iz Jr 7 A R REAAC P4 A1
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2e 5, KB oy A= 5y, Je[R] iz S IR 715 22 il 9 77 AOR LB At e BRI — A
TREY AR I T AR A B B4 B 5 (B2 X RE ARSI B 5 72 T I Bl ) B

1M A IG5 Sk X — L W B 30 B 3 1) — S TS N, RIS 3 S 2T 1Y
BLE( who—identity , Horst et al.,2006) , D\ }& HOo S e g uify, %, Gneezy &
(2012) il i =L H LB 2L T AE pay—what—you—want ( 14 2% H F e JE AT a4 ) 2%
2/ TR PWYW) BL B X SCATAT S BYRE MR, & BB 4 AU 5 3 B 3 5 el S AH AT
N X H A SR A LI R 545 T EEAEH . Tsutsui M Zizzo (2010 ) 45 7 B 3 gt 2
WAL S WA S AR TZE AT o AT TR SR A5 A R B, AR 2 A SO A B A B ek e
HE RS0, KB FIDBOREAT 20 S 2880 AT SR 2O = B2 i ]

AN Akerlof FiI Kranton(2005,2010) 45 Hi , S {73 i1 — 4~ 22 AR A B S 4y 19 B
FEAITA AT DR 3d e B S S AH I B 47y B R AT A KL R TA TR, R LA™ AR A7 D 5 i)
Froofmze . FRAAF (2016) 3@ 5 AE B X — By 3o, RIS 5 DO B WA A
BN, Kessler 1 Milkman (2016) @5t LT AZ SR HRLR, BE T R B0
XS TR AT A ISEN , 7350 5 A T W28 B 0y - FR I 25 4 D ¥ 22 AR 4 A4 B 403 A I 0 % A X
AT Um0y . SR B, S SR I N B X B R LU A S Sl 8 25 F e 4R

(=) BMRIMEFIT ARNMEYH LG R

MR E A OISR O AT 2 28 5 o R B — AN B E 7 18], T 48 R %) B 3 A O
ORI ARG E R &Rl A LRI R B 0y 94T A 12 v 9 ik
MO W26, 5 O — U B X RIRE A E A L . A SRR, B G 5t
PRI TSR 5 B LA g AR [ 175 FL I ol 22 S N AR 5CG . B4, Morese 55 (2016) 73
Bt 7 58 = O SRS A cER 4 1% , DI RERESLHR (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI)
WFFEAEE SRR, 450 = I MR A — D B R A R AR B 3 B DR SR AT O I, 5 3 HoAd A
REEA A X R PR R, 22 B XML 58 B[R] — B RO DR ERF A -FAT g i, BE %% ) 2 P i
R A FE A S N FHRAE 17, Xu 55 (2009 ) & I8 1aX6) JE [F]Ffi pl 38 i g v o
DELGE BT B[R] — B0 B N SZ g I (R SO O IR DX B TR R, 33k 3 WA v
[F)—Ff G A9 N A2 B v, R SR B RS 3L/, 5 22 0 A% B AN [R) 5 1 O N A G A il
X, HEES5 TIED T ( Baumgartner et al.,2012) LR IAES Z 3 510 2Z R W5,

JiRi LT B 2 MR s 1 B 34 T T 8 B e SR R AL, RIVIEAAR [A] 25 88 22 5 35 )i ) L5
AR BE ks, fan, Wa 25 (2011 ) % BEAE fe Je 3 i 1 5% o A AN P-4 10
R SR AR AR S IR A BT 2 P4 B EE AN 2 AR I 5 | & BB IE B R F S I, X e R B T
LR 3 00 73 BEAT v AT THUH I A 2 38R 2 F- AU FE S MVE . Montalan 55 (2011) 734 T
PR B (7 XA A DR SR 557 20 IC 52 Wi B G P SRy ABAT T D ISR R SR 3 T 40 e 2 B
YIS . Wang 55 (2014) 185 i f SEER B 5€ 1 i B 43 A 4] 52 i AT 29 BE 3R - F
S5 RS FAH DG B8 Jil P ST - 45 R e B, AT ] X6 [R) o 64T S A M9 20 Bic . 2 4 S
S5(2014) 734 1730 Ko B 0y 22 0 A B S il R TR, 5 SRR TR RFIA BB IR 58 1 BEAR B 1 B 6%
p AL R NIRRT | /NS 5 SO S
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M. Zh&EMEEESH R ETZFFRRFM

IR T LR B IR FEAER B B ERS AR BYARE, R, — TS
ROCTENA: By e, H DRI B 3 7 A 5 e P i RS T 9 SR A SR LR e L A, %
SR MARTE Z2 50 By Z 18] HEAT 1R 4 i 09 B , 38 it BRI R 454 [R] B 43 T A R T80 v 119
P gt LA S W4 65 0 PR R A R B 3 B4 7 A ARG IR J SR o BRSE 22 B 00 T3 — [
RO 5T 2 MR AN SCAL B3 A, Austen—Smith 1 Fryer(2005) S BUR acting white Fe IR
W R BN EFE, acting white A L WG IR EN” AR 58 B T [m] M i DA
PNE TR ERUNE AT VNS DA I NI S NS ot a1 R 20 v/ SR B 2o o T Ny B e
PR (G At s A ik S U 2 5 R 6 ) S A THE B 7 A 1 58 4ok s s AT RE I
TRER AR Z W B BE A BA & A S BV R MR B A BRI, 2R BIE R
SEASE RN NAG B 2577 AR YR R Y6 . Bisin 25 (2011) ffRe 1 S faf DB B £ e 45 0
JERE B MR AR 00, AATTIA Ny, A0SR SO B 2 8™ /D B0 Fe RS A Xof i
B DB SCA A i (R B R, I8 206 7 Mk ) DB Ak it oy T A A7 . an R 3R A
I Rz where—identity ( Horst et al.,2006) , Bénabou HI Tirole (2011) /¥ PR ) BF 3237 T who
—identity , A TR IE R AR R AN B Oy 1 FRE KA — D HEZL h B- AT 20 B, DL 3 Sl SR R
RIEBTEMN S TTHIL,

XA By A Y AT P AP TR, — R AE Y B FRIE BB . Herbst 55 (2015) 4347
TIEFREIE P RN AR RE T 55— A H BB B Y R 4 U = B 13- fi B A S B R i 22 ] B9 AR
1, SEIAIT TGS T AR S0 S b Al G S b B 0y, 3 2 SR R A T O e ) B A s ek A B
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Identity Economics:A Survey of the Theoretical and Experimental Studies
Wang Minda' and Li Jianbiao®
(1:School of Economics and Management, Southeast University ;
2 :Academy of Corporate Governance/Business School/Selten Lab, Nankai University )

Abstract; Identity economics tries to study how social identity and identification interact with
social and economic decision making, and then explain or forecast individual or group behavior.
The lab, neural and field experimental researches of recently years make many insight on identity
economics. We survey the studies on the understanding of identity, the experiments paradigm to
induce identification, the ingroup—outgroup mechanism or other mechanisms of identity influence,
and related neural researches.In the future, identity economics may need to reconsider the
meaning of identity and turn to highlight the impact of self image or self conception.It also need to
study other mechanisms such as signaling instead of between group attitudes difference and use
alternative means such as TDCS to find the neural mechanism of identification effect.In addition,
identity economics could give some policy advice considering the identification problems in Chinese
situation.
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