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ANEAT R ZAT A A SZRL? Hh s R pLi 24 Al 245, —EEE WA
A1 ST 5 3 S W ACE A8, A T RISk A ), 22 52 AT 1A T 4 BB H 9 sk,
AT DAL 205 2 R 58 AN AT A B AR (L7 (Robbins, 1932)

A - B MRS T )5 1 — 1 20, B RA T R I, P 1 26 55
BT T B Yo tEsgm PR AT P SRAILI R T 43 A 48 1 In) 88 ) SE AR AE
0 )R Tl AT, SR 20 2 pH il AR T2k 0248 5 T T L e eE Tk
I NG SRR R LA T AR A o T AE SR SO T o 7 < PR e N Rz I,
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AR ERARMFLALT LR
71973136) AR A XA F Ao @ EAB “RAE REMAHNS FPEABLLEAR (R B % 5.
TIT73122) 65K 8h, AL EBHIR PRI AT RERFREAF L FPEAARXK S EHINHIRFILE B
Wt R TS AR RS SR A S EM LR, RHELFTER AR SEGENE
R, X8R,
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FE0N T HIBCH AR Rl R AT AT AT AT Ve S5 AT MR, (H Bl B i
FRARP G & T K4, 20 22 50 4EARLUG , &35 # AN TIF IR 2l A 2R b R XF
TATAT WP B, I REBE & £ B = WS M A7 S8 SR 7 o AT B TE 1 3ty
2P BN B, ol A — FR B S5 B AR A AT S DR SR A 0 BRI AT Y B
GVEIR " AT AT R T AWt 4, A X B A G H AR A R R
AT B T R B B (B TEELE R R I EAAEEA 2 R X T & 5F Aot
XA (CEIPR RN ) 1Y 5 ORI B ()0 1 A BE i Js i A S 3y A= Ak2e S5 AR B 2R Rt
o B, EATRAASRE T Wb i B 22 5517 R R SR R ARABL R T 58 2 AT 4, [N, fR 22 22 35F
YR BIR T RORHG IR T 2552 5T T A ACRIAL 23 e SR 0 A B 22 R H el T R
2636 s )58 F A ( Endophenotype ) JZTHT , T X AP AT FUR A5 B FE AR Tl b ok
R HRBEEF TP A — AP EER (ANE 1 i) 1 AR ik K R 1% 2 SC IR L DY) (iR AR
FUTTRPE SR ) (AR BV A % F IR s R < R L R i R gt hie i h = @ Tijix
TESE B 2 U 2PN Bt — 20 B WA 5 1o, B R PR3 T <3 NS A T S e SR 1 A e s

ﬁxm

R B X B LA

T

C fEAh 2 &L

MEGFITARE
B1 MEERFTHARRERK RS

TEMT 5T, AL 25524 ( Genoeconomics ) WiB M A . AL AT F R TEME R A0 R 1
ARl b g5 G BREHE 22 A7 st Al 2 S R F BE | i I A% 27 7 i A T B e N2k
LB R WAt S 2 PP R MR 225 T W NTE DR ENL R ITTIR DS, LU REGS 7R
JE RIERZR LA, W R DI RE 5 st AL AL Y F E f s AR 2 @5 T kA 5 2 itk
Jr g X — Bl TR 4T 1L RE 6% T - figp o RN 000 N 24t 25 2 B AT A R AiE A B N 7 V6 1Y
— 122 X %%} ( Benjamin et al.,2007,2012 ; Beauchamp et al.,2011) . #EZLFFREIT T4
ELISK MM R R AE( AT R BT (Journal of Economic Perspectives) . { 55 FH-1T-)

DAEFT A AR FAE AT A Aok IR A R % A BAXKEN $ EHw, RO R T CHIEFLR
5% vl (B it E R AT AT A R R A Fe bR XA E AT AP A A A 7 AR 6 B AA (B 4 R 9P
SEAE) V52 A R R AL A 2 A AE AR AT
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(Annual Review of Economics) { EEZTF L) (American Economic Review) { BUR 4T 2F 24
) (Journal of Political Economics) %2255 T, 3 HLA W %k 2 F ( HER) ( Nature) |
(BEe£) (Science) (FREFEZRBEBEBETI) (PNAS) S DURER 2R 2T E, 5 IERIN, 5
AT C AR TIXA AR BA R, | 7ok B a2 5, REE
F 2011 4 AT T 4Rl mim g B A% 22 (Social Science Genome Association Consortium , i
PR SSGAC) , BB 1ok H 2 3% 7 Ak OB ATHE 2 L 5 22 B pE s A
T HoR BRI R M E FUEAR RS 1T 6 DU HEXT NS 4TS 2 50T i st A% 2
WS, A% 28 5% 2 S e d F S 1 AR 90 40U =2 — 5 5 1 g in M 2K 2% (' University of Southern
California) ZH## T 47 M S8R K 41 % 0> ( Behavioral and Health Genomics Center) ; fif 2= i
WHREPF B K 2% (Vrije Universiteit Amsterdam ) 9 &2 2% PR 358 4% 52 50 % ( Complex Trait
Genetics Lab) 07 T & T TBE LT 2# IR 41 ;2017 4E 5K, AU P IEIR - 47 5L 4
23 (Russell Sage Foundation, fAi#X RSF) , 7532 [E fin M & [ ELh th B8 28 I 1 Sk S99V 8] A9 st % 28
Geoe WS BE e 2N 12 N Tast i 05 # D TR . ST 7, 8% &8 e 2l i o+
K FRR AT R IARA Y E LR, HE S 25220 AT R RS HE A T — 5 iR,

BB AT ARG b A EE A T i (H S BT AR i = 5T v ) ) A ) AF 5
M EE 2 E ERIAESE . X5 EE BV TR TR A AR 2 48 B S 9 2 1)
PR AEAR AR B RR G 1 b A B2 W5 i I BR s el g | i 5 R b [ 2 5 7
M R, X A AR R R B AR N — T DR B BT E PR B 2
APBOLIRE RO E S 5 Hh | HAGR U SRR A B, b EE A & e h
FARMEE RN N RS 58, 56— SR AT RS A R ARy I DFFE 1 A A
XA ey, G802 G T B AT — 0 W R R A R 6% i 0T A s T st A% BE AU . 56
=PRI E AT AR A A 2 — A — B 1 B T MR 54T A 00 35 A B dl
PEGEIR, 1 [ 28 5% 2 A H RTATIOR Bl 2 33X RE R B A5

AT T PRARTEAE 2 U ) BE A 92 B AR 2R | 1 IR 2 R 728 1) 9 B Ul B st
LT AE IS A N HAZ OO . ASCER THESNE E oy E S B2 B T st e 4 vk
it F AT B 2 $a s NSS4 TR0 sh i N AERL ISR A2, A4 T vl [ 22 35 2 38 % ] B i 0
BHAR S BTHTRE J) Z A6, 4 6 v [ 27 A B U i S 3 S,

AR T ARG 2 58 AR AT UL IRAZ 8 % 27 A I A R S5 I BE Al 5 55 =3 1T Jost
BHE T H 7 A LR A5, U2 2 ST 8 o 5 B 2 AR ik 5 5 D i 70 43 352
TR AT F A I T 05 v A4 4 ik DR 20 O IR I A i AR BT 125 25 28 T 23 2 5 38 N
8,

—EEEFENA  FRIET SEIREM

AR AT E A7 A 5P R RAHOC il ML 2 55 2 AT sl o, IR R AE I

FHYILFMEHIZ T 8% 2 550 05 2 AT MRS T PSR LR AR5, HE i 3) 1 HE A

.
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(—) FHBEEFENETRHETERFERT FAREFITAREISHHA R RE

AT 19 HEZEAR BT A F 7 e BE 2 G L 2 & Tr B &R . LA E R
IR 1890 4FH WA 4 B 24 R B R B 7 A 7k, B oy L 28 % 2 4 R Tl L 28 35 2 ( Classical
Economics ) BYFHEAWL &L, (H R B4 7 7ol B2 i 27 e AR IS 28 AR R & 0 AT A Tk
A HTRESE Bty LR B 2 S 7R BRI 28 0F N7 ORI B B 2 ke =z b -
BEAWL w2 BT A FIE 58 4 BRE R — SOV 4 A TR 565, 7T DUTERR S8 29 R0 T RT3 AL
MR, 20 42 30 4R40, LABR 2R AR O UR R 25 27 A T3 1 1 3 5 A9 8 5 1 i 4
12 ( Revealed Preference Theory) , LA N — B )5S B B AE 4R , FH T 3 3 0 Foa ) AATan
AT IE PR NI . B BRI 5 75 28 T 2% Z AT AT L T A R 7 AR 35 ) 1 0 2
b AR AT 5 AR T e 7 AR AS Y i — 250G T B 2 R 2 IR AR AN oK IR
T - o AR S A AR ol i W, A i S AN SR AN AU R, i HL 5 28 5% B A 3L
PETC K (Friedman, 1953) o #/A] 35, 33— I 058 il B 22 % 27 DB BERBC Bl S 1 B
PEVE PR AL O ML, (5 220 AR e PR AR 17 25 45 < AR B R0 TR AT b Tk 3 e
7P B

AHLHTiT A T BRI G | K T R, XSG B AR TR A B N DL SO T
PR NEA HAE R — B E IR 4r 9 BoE b, anis s 35 44 19 Allais 15187 F1“ Ellsberg 15
W AR TR M2 U 2 rh AR AR 2 BT T 1 A TR0 45 SR A AR R MR R, T R
FEAR R N T S Rt Bty L 52 BRI — B3 Mk L 8K & Bl T
o TR S e - e BE Sl 2 RN T AL A5 5 — BRIV XE DL B i BT 2 IS Hh ) 22 9 ) AL
(] B PRI Ay e 2 %o 2 BB A R T (A= FRAE N7 BRI 58 2 B SRR ) HEA T 00 7™ A T i
SV SIS | 3% — I B 28 5% A AR MERR A B — ] AR & Rk

20 el 50 4EARLUG , &0 A 2 AT T iR 22 AL 35O BRAE TR N A HAB AR SR T 48
TeAT AP SRE R B, LR i & B A A A S SRR ). 35 [ BUIR 4 T 2% RN
Fi - PSR T AU AR A0 B SRR T A BRI (Bounded Rationality)
G N MR BT AR R 2 BN 5 A B RE AR, H A AT EE, PS5
FEIKPEFSAMBEABIE TRt iz g aE e iy« B R i ELE S R i 2 B N R AR
AR R, TF R0 O B2 S0 55 T BOF IS AT M SR S I JS I & 55 2 R e A 1)z
TR [ ]

20 tad 70 440K, PHER - RS2 FIBTET - RRRITHEAE NGl — 551 3% 44 SR 1
AR T N DERAFAE X BREA T A R GRS ( Systematic Deviations from Rationality ) , 114
2P F B IR FIRATT F RIS, 178255 F A 1O 6 R B IR AT DR oK
(AR TR AIIR A A3 HT R SR il 22 A IA I AR, 1 A AT T G ol s ok A 2O BRASE AL O 22 1)
O3AT, DMBUT R 3 . A7 TR T o A R O B2 S S oty iy = b s B 42 4k
i I 25 F T 1 5 22 [ ARB A BE Al A AR T 1 20 M 28 5 B XoF B S ] AU ) fie e 5 i
HLUpAN

IR ULHT T B T2 2 T N0 R (AnEAS Im i 45 ) ZEDR S AR TR P E R I 247 R
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ZTFAAOANRE] T A0 R FREEAEH, I B2 RGBT R 2 5 AL
BONHBLE], TR A AT NG 2R S R AT A I & 2 02 WO T A0 R BAH
PO T HOR LSBT B, 1 R N AR il 22 70 16 8l 9 BE IR T 47 e 3 7= A 1) 2o 7
BLHI (TS 2007 780 0=, 2007 ) o PG4 5F iz A AR P02 RN FI i B F I R B R
F-BE, SR T A 2 R IR ) 22 SR A A T X AT i Ak, R BT e SR R K
0GB J2 515G 4 W DX [ 3 4 RN PR B 25 51, R < A PR BB SR 0 T 3 ) 9 2R B AR TR |

AT LAUE , AT N A5 R 48 U 2 AR SR B BT 4 e B 2 3 SO Bty BL 2 B 2 i AT T
ARUEIE (AEBE B ARJZ A . FEADEXS T2 B2 5 & (B RA) 1E
SO B R B ARG AS B 32 A2 ACSEAF IR A SRR 2 0 K 1

(Z) ITHEERENNES SEFERFAREREEFE” I MEIERTAHHRITHIT
TR R

iR 2f e A1 20 40 60 4RAC, WG AOAZ OB SR 3845 B A S — A Ak, I8
VLA R N2 T AT A FRHE (9 25 5 JB T ast A % OBl AT N 2R FI R 22 55— R ) 2%
B 2E L2 F} ( Benjamin et al.,2012) , 1T RHBAEEZATH—RIFEIEIE 1A BRI X T
T e AENRE ST AT R AR G 1 5, b g 3 4 I AT i 24 R < BUIRL R F 5
(A0 55 R OIS B0 SUS AR ) AT W A58

11 R e 2 sl Se R IERN 5 KEREE R R 5T T B, [ 20 tE40 70 4R 1 4R 12 4 bk
LU FNTER PR BN T AT, gl A A 5L PIME & i & 5% 24 o8 nl
BIE 1976 4, BA R KFLTFTFHBRY - WhSE(GEELF ) L AR TXT
[74] B 1 S B SUM B IS A B BIFSE ( Taubman , 1976) o W A7 S T 9% 25 S 40l Ry o A% B0 WU
Ji 2 R PR RS AR =N8R40, R IWCAY 18% ~41% i & N R ik 2 . )5, Ashenfelter
il Krueger( 1994 ) 45 M it 2521 FUSUIRL R B8R DU 34 T 208 Ot AR P a8t 4% 1 LA R 3808 Tl i % 45
[A] B ; Cesarini 25 (2009a ) i 1 KUK ARG & B0 T A A IXURS: AR 32 FIO%F ) N5 T4 0 1 4 i ke
R 27 5t R FH UM G B A 5 T IR ECE 5 BB 0 A R 1 IR R A 2= 7 ik 45 (L
et al.,2007,2010) FhEZ(2014) 45, X LESCERITE B N AMEAR 51 KR/, {H 52 FR T
HHIT AL E AR B IR H A B A R s AR R R 5 S, 3 S 25 S X 354552 1 (1) AU
SRABR

(=) BEEFEEREL

BT ML T2 AT RATE ML 2E U AT st G 2E B R | R isi A% 2 =4 1 i A
PEE TR A AIERE . F 2001 A ST R AL 1) 5 A DAk, 6 DRI R A 15 2 AT, A
PRI DB AR AS R T BE , I ELAT ORI (0 S b il B, IR, BB (5 BAL L R
DX BB 4 AR (1) 0 ) e AR W R ALK 3R R Bl A R BB B AR 1 TR R AR AR 3 — Do A 2 K

(D ARELRE BF 50849 5 i A 3T B 97 SR S ( Monozygotic , MZ) #= 5% 97 e I8 ( Dizygotic, DZ) # 4T )W BF R,
o B IR AE S — A AF IR sk, A B 100% 48 F 5 i 97 A 2 i R Bl 2 A I A H ok, AR
ERL5FUAHEEK—5, HEFIPILIEH L 4o R F I LIS £ IR B A ARG 52 bR 3k RN R
3T 47 A AFAE AR 4B R A3 T VARSI ZRBL R BRI 8 AR B AR 4% e 83X s AT h A AE
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Bn BRI Rk O BFFEE TG 5 B A3 Fst A% )2 1 RS A4 T SR, S50 &
T FEZ A RE R P, AN U R B A R B L — AR R AT 58, SR,
KA T AT R AR AE BUE 32 B 8L P, B U1 Wallace %5 (2007 ) | Cesarini % (2009a,
2000b ) AT 5E A B, A48 UG 7R 52 MLk B A5 7 P 28 B Qi 18 A% 4k T 38 20% ~ 30% ; Barnea
Z(2010) Fl Cesarini 55 (2010) A AN [7) 4 il P 5 1 4k 7K BETE 25% ~ 60% HYTE N, 1E & AE
X— RN AR T 8L 50 il & R R — I SE 38 S

2007 4, FEZS IRRZE AT AR FHEIR - AR WG B R BT R BT - M3 UK
By Ao IV 8 A 27 FRUR T 1A - i BN AR RS 2Bt O B2 5 v SR o - A A LA 4%
S EESCE IR BRI AT T X — M ( Benjamin et al.,2007) I TV - U i 2 v = =d IR
o ST RNBAL AL AL 2 A R O T s A L B A A S S
BT MR B 225545 R FVRAE A RIRARR 1 DA 338 1% PR 28 0 e 152 2 Fr 5 | 62 1 45 2R i 1% ( Benjamin
et al.,2012) , 2011 4 IR RFALETE RN - WIS TE(A TR E &) (Journal of
Economic Perspectives ) AR T O Tistfers ?ﬁé@?%» A 2R SC T , R T 4T
2 W EOH ST R A EJ# ( Beauchamp et al. ,2011) , 2012 - AR ) Zab i SO0 T 8L 4
Tr2F ) & % (Callaway , 2012) , 2017 45 (W6 RT3 F8 ) ( Harvard Business Review) % 3% T %
TG AT A HPFEMESCEE (Beard ,2017) o X — B 4 GUSCE 2 HE AN ARILEF, 2018 4F,
CAR) AR B 73R PE SCE R GEIR 1 R PR R RE a0 ) S8 4 b 85 B G 45 22 55 2 A N Y
FE AT MR TAEE A THEAT R R AR BT, PR E T 388 255 A AR 2R R ARl & i
B EEAEH (Pingault et al.,2018) ,

= BREFEARGREZARMHM

BAR AT R R Z TR C IR T — RIS NSERI R, 4T, 58 & 5500t
FEEEWA T =D IT T NES 55— X 5 AR ZFEAT R R A G B 35 DA R A 0 2 0 Ao,
FECR B i 2L A 5B 43 BT ( Genome—Wide Association Study, fij X GWAS) ;55 .,
N L DA AR B AR A A7 e ol A SIS TR A ey | B A SRS 30 PR < B A8 U A 5 4
=R AR AR O TE A DLR G R AN, R T B O T R BE AL AR
( Mendelian Randomization, fajFk MR) .

1] UL S8tAE 255 2= 8 — K H A& 231 2 T AR IE NS 5547 9 IR
FETEALATAIE R, IS AR THEFEE & SR bR & 22 5547y BURRIE AR S 32 BT 5T
XU T E R, R JLP AR E TR 575, M4 L 2 ( Genotype ) 5

DANAA IR B 28649 35 B s AR 2001 5693 112 % T HAR 2] 2017 469 1 120 £ 7T, 5F B kK K
e e T AR NBEAFEAMBEEL TR TOLR, SR, 28 X8 AHEFERCESI
WERXBALSZFRAEPHONBEYIF AR, P AR HKIEGRE, 4% B The National Longitudinal Study
of Adolescent Health, The Health and Retirement Survey; 3 E Biobank 3 B ; 7k £ The Age, Gene/Environment
Susceptibility ( AGES Reykjavik) Study %, X #:5 B RA2KE TR EFHARLZFFTREE, L0 T HEA
AR A LA 89 W AEARIE ( Genetic Marker) 12 8, A3 AR E 2 Kl
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AL (Phenotype ) TE AR H Y R R OC R BE , FoATT AT LIKE 28 5 A7 S FVRRAE 23 A 30 A6 PR MR
( Proximal Traits ) FI7E & RIHIR ( Distal Traits) o RIEIM 5, V135 PR AR AR AR P 32 35 R 45
AOVE P BE AR B B B U S AR R i S bl SEah oM Sf i B PR IR A2
R VE B AR TR H T 5 32 S AR (R 52 ) 5 K B A= I 48 B AT R AR IR AR W] e
J& TR, AR 2 2 E R A TKE T8 2 D 4755

24 H | RELTFIE R AT 2 T 56102 (Kogan et al.,2011)  #3)
4 (Eisenberg et al.,2007) &8 L HPERIR , LUK 5 2201 058 ( Rietveld et al., 2013 ; Okbay et al.,
2016a;Lee et al.,2018) M A (Hill et al.,2019) XU f 4 ( Linnér et al.,2019)  ZERHr40
(Sanchez—Roige et al.,2018) | 3 W3¢ f /& ( Okbay et al.,2016b) £ F & J& ( Barban et al.,
2016) ZF KL MR DI AR AE L K . Benjamin 25 (2012 ) 3 13 X AH ¢ 7] 185 A TR ABF 5T
P R PR AT R R A 52 2 B LA R DR R4 4 5 DR X0 3R 30 AL A B RS i Gt B TR
PEAR AT B [ s 52 DR e PRI 428 T 1 PR 198 B2 i BRI A N

EAGGE 232 vl i X B — Z AT S SRR 1 AR R BIF 5 HE T 1 Y < 35t £ M B Ak K
PE” A6, 8L B A B EAE T EA SRR e TEa s FiR gt 17 it e
UEE , X IEXT P A YE s TR B, [l 2P A A T B TR ke SE R AR A Ry H AR
al T HAR B BRI 2 55 2% 7 BT HE 42 v 40 Barth %5 (2020) | Papageorge il Thom
(2020) .Shin %(2019) Bockerman %5 (2017) \Willage(2018) Zhu %5 (2020) %5, Fff5% 1 140
FIHT 2007 4F 2 45 2 B 2E A ) 2SRRI 275

T A0 5 1 22 2 e Je 2 4 ) SCHR 1 B, FAT ] e B2 28 SR Y 27 AR M 1 32 B AR BLAE
TR VOS5 T 55—, AR UA T O 28 B 2 20 ML 28 5% 2y R 0 ) L 0 4 110 2 i IS
LI LT IR X NZRAT S DR BRI H kS it 2 10 o) ) 3 22 T A o — 2D e, B st %
LT T LA B 28 55 2 58 S A M RO B30 18 R A S 8 PR PR A R 5 5 R B PR 3R 4 XA 14
AIREI A LIR | st £ 5 PR o 1) IR [ 22 S AE 22 0% A F 98 th AR AR UH g AN T 4%
PRIZR o T B AR 5 PRI o et A M J32 9 AR, SR 28 5% 2 AT TR RE #% B0 4 b 7E AR AU vp
st AL R A B AR B A TR, DT 980 /D35t T O 22 325 80 1) 670 TR il ) B 4K 110 352 4% 4
ks A B T IRATRRAR A N A 0 25 Fh B 19 25 S 52 me) S SR S B PE Ak S 2 55 AT e
TESE LB AR RE . BN, Bl A e A vhost T AN AT Ry FRRAE 90 30 2 S R A L i &
“Ja KE;:FE” (Nature vs. Nurture ) IS il d 51 A T2 (5 B, &5 H AT e 4
B E AL RE R R S BF IR X AT A PR & AR 28 =, L bR ic Bl T LIRS TR
A B A T2 KA T I R R ], AR i o /R a8 A% 1, AC BRI B — X 45 67 ik PR 7R 43 e 25
TAREFER A FEHLAY , S REORAIE T ML PR AL T BOAS 32 J5 K EREE R 2R 1 520, AT gl A 4K
(et TR AR & (TEILASCE WU ER 43 ) o 26 DU, 3845 2 B 27 W BF 98 IR A T g B~ a8t 4%
o T RE -5 38 HAEF ( Gene—Environment Interaction ) BFETE , 15t 15 27 45038k A WF 5%
HATTTRVRE T 2 PR - RO S AL AU R, T A LIk, 322 ZATTE 4

D& A (Phenotype) , XAREZILA 35 B A 5% 2 A B A AMRAE— 3T 4T AT RIS 69 TR M
KRFAEG A 5 B A5,
140



‘%’ (7%‘1?-1@ 2021 4F45 2 )

SET VUM FIIEAG PR AN 58 KOO R e . o St B AR 25 & KA B TR B & 55 47
NN TEAE A VR LI X 2 1535 4 2% AT SCBE DR - PR 455 52 B 52 mal ALl g DA U BTk
14N Demange 55 (2021) & A5 B IR Y 223 F T Nature Genetics | PR EZ B2 4
B oM bR G AR BESEAY (Latent Variable Model ) ()5 % , 1) FH 45 44 75 R A5 80 B 2h 1551
FEAAE T 157 S 5AENAE T B DIAR SC I BE PR A5, W 55 A 0h o« 5 5L B ) B AR 7
T X —F Tk .

M. B REFFHEARRTTIE

(—) EERAXEKSH(GWAS)

BB ZETT 2P ) — T AT 55 2 0 5 AR TR A T A IR AR DG 178 o PR A0 B8 I o, X
— i AR P AR B B A R R i R BAAL 1T R 2 A 1 ( Single Nucleotide Polymorphism,
fAFK SNP) 73 FHRic, SNP J& DNA [T b A AR B BRTEA R IMA Z 18] 48 55, 4 B
B RN A b K25 1000 T4 SNP 7 s, S 214 300 MR 1 #—AO i —
ANFER AT DAL E L E TR SNP A £, SNP FRicfEist (& & e 2 o h i S B E A T,
EAMET] LIAE A [ 534 b i1 F AR S TR AR R 4 e AL 5 2 5 AT A R IE AR DG 10 ik
, I REAE 78 I/ 5t M USRS T ORI R B 25 5 T Anqer ) SNP ARl B2 A £
AMRZTAT I, I HEA0 ] 42 i R A SR I b O 1%

A BE LRI ZH ORI I BT 2 H AT B AT I B A MR G b 7 i 22—, B TE AR A0k
PRI 2 30 L A R A AR B e 20 28 S ) DT 9 32 1 5 e MR SC I B PR 67 A, GWAS i — K
FRURTEMT I Z B T7 ZEBOE AT R, AT DL B eI 4 B ALK P iyt A% 22 5 H 2005
EE R HI LA, GWAS E 5 B AT & BT %08 1 R & 55 5 F MR AR SC IR 1Y 33t 1% 742 S
(Hirschhorn and Daly,2005) , TiiX /& Y HTst (L L 55 adr b 384 7 ik

T IR A B ARE GWAS i R BRI N AR, PUF FeATT A4 iEE ( Educational
Attainment ) S 15 , Ui B 352 A% 28 G292 v AT SNP A 10 R 42 5k R A DGR 30 AT HO0N 32 0 12
JEARSCHREE D (“ e I ) B — M 2 B

— A NB AL U T 7] Ik 52 58] 382 4% B i R PREE B2y , HL st A% BE K 2
A DA RSl 22 5 1) 209 L)L (Rietveld et al.,2013) K AL AR ICH)7ERRSE 2 [ L
SRR G A TP R O, el U Y 8L 2 T e E s A AR B N LAERTIY LA LT
( Beauchamp et al.,2011) {E# Y KF| 7L . TJLHEZE L H J7 (Rietveld et al.,2013; Okbay
et al.,2016a;Lee et al.,2018)

FATHIZR BB H Beauchamp 55 (2011) BIAFFE, KA AR 52 [ Framingham CERFFE
(Framingham Heart Study , f&iFK FHS) H-51, 08 8 496 ANAMA B4 43 2 5 15 S5t R 25 R fc 3 . @

OE AT AR BAANREARR A BARMME S 1 - ﬁ =~ 99.67% .

@Beauchamp % (2011) P A F A AR 5 & A Affymetrix 2 8] 500K SNP 2 B % 5 | #6440 500 568 A
SNP 42 ., A T AR A R 9 oA T AR A BT
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Xof TR PRV e (4 4 — A SNP i s, ke k=1,2 -+ KO — 5% FH DL R R0 208 st #: 47 [l
I,
Edu, =B, ,+B, ,SNP, ,.+B, X . +¢, (1)

R (D) H i EMEG S i=1,2,+,8 496; Edu N AR Z 2 E 4EBR  SNP, 2 MATESS kA
SNP 7 A R B S S RSB (BUE A 0.1 87 2) @5 X 2 — AR S 2 P il A
T ANPE AERR A AHER AR — SNP {7 s AR RES X B — A0 7% 8 496 A~ A UL
MIREA BIA152IB, J5 Al it I & Fp, S W3, I 2 SNP, 2 & 5 2E iUgiA
K, MXFFTA 50 54~ SNP v i % — B Lkl fE BhaEE 03] 5 Edu B H L&A
SNP 7 1, 3t 2 4 FE R A DRI AT BT A% O T 7 BRI U, B — IR L I HEAR S 2 2 5
NEL BRI (N=8 496) , Tl & 1) [n] )3 U ECAE X LA T SNP A6 5420 (B K= 500 568) ,
WX T —A A 1T F TSR0 R FEA R TR S BB 4400

1 BT Rietveld 45 (2013) Hr 3L A CHR AT BB /3 45 8 . b8 1 %12k SNP 17
AR 2 BRI SNP A 8 T Ak i) N2 e A 2 55 575 3 312 SNP 1) [l R 4, B X
(1) B, 555 4 B FIH RS, S p (. #5 LA Sx107ER BEMAKE B4k 1 Y
HE B AR S AL S 19320913 (p {E K 4.19%1077) 171 33X A8 AH S 57 15 T AR by 4 il
A el T H AR i E N FH 35 S 52 E s b

*x1 BERHREERAXEKSHT(GWAS) ER
SNP £ % FFAE G A G 5 B p-value
rs9320913 6 0.106 4.19x107°
rs3783006 13 0.096 2.29x1077
rs8049439 16 0.09 7.12x1077

.4 8 Rietveld 5 (2013) ¥ Table 1, A MAL, RIS T4 E LA MG ZHFT 00,

e TR, 1T ORI M T RE A7 AE — e B AR B, SRRt 50 i A th AR AL T 2
FEMSEAEA TR EAT A2 B0, DABE & QIR AL s iR g v o 91 G DAy sk A bl T 284854 (Type 1
Error) 5| & [ B BH M 45 5, 75 22X SNP [0 9 2 2 F 17 2 8 B 3% K 55 ( Multiple Hypothesis
Testing) 5 Bonferroni K iE., P GWAS 4B i 4 2062 500 1 %5 MK P 52 9 p (<5
107°, 3 /N T I H S B e /Y p {5 <0.05,

(=) &ZEB/REEVLE (MR)

QUG I A2 T8 A PR R 1) — R Z AR ETE T, S Y BE DR PRI i 2 —
IERAREAL A R, I HAE A AR F L O 220k 5E § SRR B R 275 Hh AR I 32 B AME IR R
(4 5 A 177 2022 ( Smith and Ebrahim,2004) . 3% — 8 SRR T 1 2554 5T KR HEWT Y

DK A ¥R b AA4k L Bl 589 SNP 42,5 %8 | £ A4 K=500 568,

@A SNP 45 58 F A TAL AL AP H 8L, L P A —RAB P S ek A £ 255 A B &
BRI AR ( Major Allele) , f & LR H A 69 A AR A RBHF A5 K B RACIAF 42 A B (Minor Allele) , B
$, 3 T B —A SNP 42 & k3L, AR T REIAMKRGEF 28 ZA T, (1) 88 mAREFEEAR;(2) 8
B AREFERAB;(3) ROEREFAART (AL T ZFEARE), AMKREXAEE BT 692 F0HW
AT AR 9 E A (Genotype) .
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— AN B —— PR BEALI T . AR R g A e, ACBEI s A% 15 B (ED DNA) 7ETE A
A FE AL 45 Lo B S B HLIEA T 40 BE , DALk A — AR AE (B3 55\ BMI AR T R
WEHRAT R BE DRI BT IR 2% 1 BRAE 45 ) B — Bl — 2 e B R IR 4 Lo A 45 K 2 AH
AL AT AR A — R AR I BEDL AL R . W 2 IR X — RARFBL AL 2o 75 5 Bl AL
XF BRI 55 ( Randomized Controlled Trial , RCT) FREHE 170 AL, f FE /R BEML AL 15 1E 2 15 40 b
iz FH T s A% B R 3 — 4 I 2 0] 5 A o IR 9 2% IR F ( Confounding Factors ) B 52 M - #E 4 7
PRERAEWT , HBA AN R NS 2O FIIE | A PR B a8t 1% 728 S 8 R 6% 4R 1 U i 5 22
% ( Hingorani and Humphries,2005) .

AL BEIK B R 3R FHiE Rk R
Fo B 5 At R AL AL AT T TR LA A AL BT &
[ [
N N \ v
KB T APRRLL: AR KEdh ., ALk AR KA
TR 4G ANk T FIREg AR 2 A e AR HE KB AMR
BT AL BT AL
PRGECL , GRSk ”
| PR T 2 R T £ R | | PR T 25 R T £ R |

B2 FEHNRIKE(RCT) 5EZ2EREBHLLE(MR) RELER

TSR A A5 N 538 >R T EL AR i [8] 5925 ( Instrumental Variable Regression ) 5%,
WY Bt /N 31 ( Two—Stage Least Squares Regression, fij FR 2SLS ) 2 A5 21| o £ /R Bl AL Ak 12
HZER . BN Bockerman 2 (2017) 5T 180 A>5f A5 SNP i s Wyt iy B g Z 2L K100
FELAH R T BAZ R0 55 22 55 3 i g h B d d TR ROV . Willage (2018) F]
22 E H /DA YN H] 18 B2 V8 2F ( National Longitudinal Study of Adolescent to Adult Health , i
PR Add Health) JIr 3415 (1) BMI 225 R0 T RAS B 558 T B b JREEE0E T (00 1 ke
AP RS20 . Wang 55 (2020 ) 38 o #4 £ Bf 15 22 B B S0 R A 3T 1 o [ 55 30 3 1l 3 vh A
TERY“ B i 7 G AT, 30k 2 e I 55— i SR FH o /R B AIL A 125 119 33 £ 22 B~ 0T 50 S
ko (EAS R, T BRIIE AR BEHLAL 45 R A v e 1k SRR e, SE PRt o ad A rh AR A
g LR DY T HAS i) A5 RO (Validity ) 07— — 56, 9] a0 HEBR T REAA 78 1Y 56 A 22 2801
( Pleiotropy ) D45 [Al T, LUR A T LA FAH M 30 7 o FinHEAb P 24 5 49 a7 ( Willage , 2018
Zhu et al.,2020)

(=) EEZEEHEEZE

B T LA B AR PRI A B RS A AT LIRS B S R AT 2 T
Pl b ANETHTA, i1 TR AR PRRAE A Z BT 2 2 € 1, A 32 BIAMESUR
KALS A TE IR R (0 520, 39 (i A5 [l A8 AL v (g B DY) ) AR i A B R S AP 7R 4 N IR AR 1Y
WAV, — 5 T, 5 BURIG BT sl S A 5 kst A% DR 3R A v 8 s T A ), B (R
A 1Y AN AN BE S (AT 1047 3 15 1Y 51 R B DR R0 T i 2 ¢ DR /4% B (1) 5 i i

QR ZHMTHREA—NMERAY 0 S AEMAAAXEBBRRGAGE W F A ELER T AT STH AN
KR P A HA 2 R
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AU IS, 5635 1% PR 2R 1 B b 52 e A T BB . 53— D D, ARSRAIESE IR) REUAS B B O TR 2 S
KRG 200, W AFFEN 51T Lo i 5 R 3 22 50k 5 P AR A N 1 27
AR LAY S 5T AEE ] DTS 47t U5 R R AR A R B | BOR A2 A0 55 J5 KR R XA 42
HARZI, BI40, Barth 55 (2020) & 3R T (BUAR LT 4438) (Journal of Political Economics)
BIAESCH VR R 38 i B 5 77 2 8 45 ( Health and Retirement Study, fijFX HRS) B
FLE BTN HERRE FEEG ™ AL 2RV S5 A8 i SR AR A AR Y
55 R s AL BRI S AE A NS T XTI s AR R AP A% 8 1 s e, i R 22 K
RURE 2 22 05 R A A58 PE T G S B O AR O B B AL B R At B ) 9 N B 4R (I PR AR 13X — 3
BB L A T2 R AE AW B

hERERE

Bt N ZETE S5 LR L AR AR 2R A TR A LA B A A PRUEICHE AR 1 B 25 BRARD, 5 AN 2847
ARG )3 A% S 5 TE R 8 22 b 5 | JES 45 [ 27 3 B B SR, A BB Al Kk
R R N FE B RS AT R B R Bl B e R FE A 2 g TR Tz M
PEIHE I 24 T 7 R BN FT S ( Benjamin et al.,2012) .

R E2EH O AT R S 2 5 O B0 R A BT T B R I & 5 R0
(Li et al.,2007,2010; #p %5 ,2014) . Zhu %5 (2018 ) LU [ AR A3 PR 25 1 g AR PR 22
SRS Rk AR 03 1R ZERTAE I S ARR & SRR st k5 5y i R B
e, FEAS ATE DU I 2 1, Wang 25 (2020) 5 Zhu %5 (2020) fiz 5T 4 R o 752K Bt
MUk B " 8557 Bh A0 SRR A e 2 A iy < & 8, Sk lR e, & E A Rleg 5
HARPIEZES K, FE S KRR AT SRR/ IrEE H BHEZENME, RET
2016 4= 9 H a7 o [E E K K ( China National GeneBank , fij# CNGB) |, 5 i % & K 4
P A5 2 A [ R R 1) B M BER  TMTRE 4T A R AR B A TR N R TR
B SRR AR 2 2 ) R R AR TR TR AT ML | AR RO Y 2 T 2E I S A AT
MR SRR

EAFRE A8 T2 FRATHL, 2 75 8 M TR BI85 28 0% 22 B 5T VR TE XU 381G 22 K
e Z AR AR R JE PRI L (Y (IR, 5k PRI A 2 B G B2 BRI & e, AT
AT g2 Pt A2 A Bt & X IS S iy AR R PR s e o 2 PR A AN AE T2 il | 065 4
GRS AR L W E AL S AT O B BOR e AT R BRI iR AL
i s T P ) 1 e R AL 23 48 1 BB BOR, P X0 S st A% 17 B BR AL PR B 5 B
I WFFEHUAE RG22 22 B F & , FE IR R S A A IE,

IEUT 2001 4 A 283 PR 2] RIS 1 2 1 50 1 R I AR H B A A R S AR @),

DQE017F10ABHANE T BRAFRARAF KRS L L XAH L3 T A K LMBDT X (Genome
Decode Program) , 3t X £ Z 8- Rl A 4 10 77 20 7 .50 7 e AFe 4k A2k B 40 #3450 R 4, vA 3R 3 L B nm) 5
W B L ELEHNE TR T AR (A http://gdp.bgi.com/page/index/) ,

@20 #4290 FRAXRKLRMAR B B, #F S EIAANLLFAEELH TR KT SA
ERBY W TR A MM T M ff, ARG 20 F MM FREAN AR AN A LRERAL B
HRRAUNRALINR A G AT ERGSE —F,
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WAL IR LT T e — 2R BT M BRAE 138 A P RAR R ST I S5 3 M, X R
X 1 TP -4 E S PRI R Z AR ML S 0 TF 0f . 05 22 R AT TR A AR B 22 1 i
HIIFT SR Al L TF A5 8 E AN A AR 2 2 547 by 1 B A A ——BE S A
JA SRS o AT — AR 22 BT A TR RN T A B S4T30 h
TR

AR 2E R R A —" AN FAR 540 S, JEI A PN A S s AT U T
HAMEE A—t, PEGREBFRE SRS 2 — TR RAZIR”, IR
AR S KBS NEZRIMKER,, BELTF I E T NRE T B Y F
Sert 5 N TE S BRIE N T YA R R R B A e TR WS P E AR RS
— BB RRNZIR” AL S R G . I, B 252 rg i, W F 5 A e

SRS R o R MU N i R

Mg 1 B E &5 E E 30k (2007—2020 4F)
(B \ FEBFI A FEARE
(1) &g Bmi
Benjamin % (2007) ZRMLFE FRRBRELRFF XL -
Beauchamp % (2011) ZARBRLFE AR ELARRKBEEZFTFAL PO RA -
Benjamin % (2012) SR T NBRERABBEZFZAR PO RLA -
Daviet % (2021) GRMELF ABRELRARELEEHFAEZFH LA -
(ID) %5 MR ZFA47 0 A AR A8 % o 2 B AT ) B A 2 A5
Eisenberg % (2007) 3K 195
Kogan % (2011) FASHAR 116
Quaye % (2012) 4 KR 3933
Rietveld % (2013) HEHRFLR 126 559
Barban % (2016) AFERAR 343 072
Okbay % (2016a) HEHRHAR 293 723
Okbay % (2016b) ERIE L V% 8 298 420
Lee % (2018) HEHRHLR 1 100 000
Linnér % (2019) A 45 2 A 939 908
Sanchez—Roige % (2018) R i A 23 217
Hill % (2019) NN 286 301
(I FEAREZABMEA AT TN THELLR
Ashraf #2 Galor(2013) FREAZG AR 2 HMBRED § EEH LT RREZFLIEANER 145
Zhu % (2018) ir%:‘z%ﬁﬁ/%k%é@%mwﬁm FEHFRASTLHARMASFH 85 972
Belsky % (2018) B Ao F o B E R S AR5 T ERFADEL 20 000
. FJN HRS $AE P09 T R GHRE S AR AT 5 T EH KT REGRE
Shin % (2019) o e 5y AR AT 2 8 % T 8 787
o AN HRS HIEFHMANS AR FLEZLRARNAGEEMNET L3t
Barth 3 (2020) B AR R Ao B A 2 Y S 701
i AAHRS BT S A AR EIRBERT LY FIMKRIEZ 4
Papageorge 2 Thom(2020) | % w535 3 5 4k 1) 3 0 vlg b R S5 80 4 20 22 B 4 § 537
(MHBARZTSHATAEES
Norton ## Han(2008) A DRDA AR R FMA T AR FZ LN T H 3 4 T AN YR 1 483
Ding % (2009) ¥ DRD2 AW E S H TR T FH 5824 BRI HF R Hoh 893
. HHMCA2 5 45 AN AR EZHATALEZX RS SN TILEAS
Scholder % (2013) TR FILE Y - - 3900
Bockerman % (2017) fg%%%%@ﬁh\ﬁiﬁgiblﬂ-%iﬁ%%‘%\%Jﬁﬂ"%‘iﬁi] L Z AL 1 982
Willage (2018) ¥ BMI 3 ARFHETEEATAETEH K BMI AT T 24 BORLGHn 5486
Wang % (2020) ﬁg}g%%@ﬁh\izﬁ%lﬂﬁﬁ%%%%ﬂ%f“!’%’f%bi]ﬂ‘?%%dﬁi 3 427
Zhu % (2020) g%%}zjim TERATEESHERET AT FERAE RS 476

145



%k B2 REBAR I K 5 S.EBEZKEF.ER FERLEZFEHE PG LR

SEH
LANEZE, 2014 (CHE T XU SRR i B0 Wt Ao fliih) (2002 (1)) )5 13 55 3 01,
2RI, 2007 ; ( R 2T 22 W 24 B IR 22 555 R I TTER) , ( BRI ) 46 2 01,
3L TET T B R, 2007  (BF 5 TOE——— R T MR TCATE T LR ) (AU A 1,
4. Ashenfelter, 0. ,and A.Krueger. 1994. “ Estimates of the Economic Return to Schooling from a New Sample of
Twins.” American Economic Review 84(5): 1157-1173.
5.Ashraf,Q., and O.Galor.2013.“The ‘ Out of Africa’ Hypothesis, Human Genetic Diversity, and Comparative
Economic Development.” American Economic Review 103( 1) . 1-46.
6.Barban,N.,R.Jansen,R.De Vlaming, A.Vaez, J.J. Mandemakers, F. C. Tropf, X.Shen, J. F. Wilson, D.I. Chasman,
I.M.Nolte,and V.Tragante.2016. “ Genome —wide Analysis Identifies 12 Loci Influencing Human Reproductive
Behavior.” Nature Genetics 48(12) ; 1462.
7.Barnea, A.,H.Cronqvist,and S.Siegel.2010.“ Nature or Nurture: What Determines Investor Behavior?” Journal of
Financial Economics 98(3) : 583-604.
8.Barth, D., N. W. Papageorge, and K. Thom. 2020. “ Genetic Endowments and Wealth Inequality.” Journal of
Political Economy 128(4) : 1474-1522.
9.Beard, A.,2017.“ Your Success Is Shaped by Your Genes.” Harvard Business Review, January—February Issue.
https : //hbr.org/2017/01/your—success—is—shaped—by—your—genes.
10.Beauchamp, J.P.,D.Cesarini, M. Johannesson,M.J.van der Loos, P.D.Koellinger, P.J.Groenen, J. H. Fowler, J. N.
Rosenquist, A.R.Thurik , and N. A. Christakis.2011.“ Molecular Genetics and Economics.” Journal of Economic
Perspectives 25(4) ; 57-82.
11.Belsky,D.W.,B.W.Domingue , R.Wedow, L. Arseneault, J.D.Boardman, A. Caspi, and K.M.Harris.2018.“ Genetic
Analysis of Social—class Mobility in Five Longitudinal Studies.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences
115(31) : 7275-7284.
12.Benjamin, D.]J., C.F.Chabris, E. L. Glaeser, V. Gudnason, T. B. Harris, D.1. Laibson, L. J. Launer, and S. Purcell.
2007.“ Genoeconomics.” In Biosocial Surveys.Edited by M.Weinstein,J.W.Vaupel ,and K.W.Wachter, 192-289.
Washington,DC: The National Academies Press.
13.Benjamin, D. J., D. Cesarini, C. F. Chabris, E. L. Glaeser, D. I. Laibson, V. GuOnason, T. B. Harris, L. J. Launer,
S.Purcell, A.V.Smith ,and M.Johannesson.2012.“ The Promises and Pitfalls of Genoeconomics.” Annual Review
of Economics 4: 627-662.
14.Bockerman , P. ,J. Viinikainen, J. Vainiomiki, M. Hintsanen, N. Pitkénen , T. Lehtimiiki, J. Pehkonen, S. Rovio , and
0.Raitakari.2017.“ Stature and Long—term Labor Market Outcomes ; Evidence Using Mendelian Randomization.”
Economics and Human Biology 24. 18-29.
15.Callaway, E.2012.“ Economics and Genetics Meet in Uneasy Union.” Nature 490(7419) . 154-155.
16.Cesarini, D., C. T. Dawes, M. Johannesson, P. Lichtenstein, and B. Wallace. 2009a. “ Genetic Variation in
Preferences for Giving and Risk Taking.” The Quarterly Journal of Economics 124(2) ;. 809-842.
17.Cesarini, P.Lichtenstein , M. Johannesson ,and B.Wallace.2009b. “ Heritability of Overconfidence.” Journal of the
European Economic Association 7(2-3) : 617-627.
18.Cesarini, D. ,M.Johannesson , P.Lichtenstein , O.Sandewall , and B. Wallace.2010.“ Genetic Variation in Financial
Decision—Making.” The Journal of Finance 65(5) : 1725-1754.
19.Daviet,R.,G.Nave, and J. Wind. 2021. “ Genetic Data: Potential Uses and Misuses in Marketing.” Journal of
Marketing , February.https ;. //doi.org/10.1177/0022242920980767.
20.Demange, P. A., M. Malanchini, T. T. Mallard, P. Biroli, S. R. Cox, A. D. Grotzinger, and M. G. Nivard. 2021.
“Investigating the Genetic Architecture of Noncognitive Skills Using GWAS—by—subtraction.” Nature Genetics
53(1): 35-44.
21.Ding,W.,S.F.Lehrer, J.N.Rosenquist,,and J.Audrain—-McGovern.2009.“ The Impact of Poor Health on Academic
Performance; New Evidence Using Genetic Markers.” Journal of Health Economics 28(3) : 578-597.

146



‘%’ (7%‘1?-1@ 2021 4F45 2 )

22.Eisenberg,D.T., J. MacKillop, M. Modi, J. Beauchemin, D. Dang, S. A. Lisman, J. K. Lum, and D.S. Wilson. 2007.
“Examining Impulsivity as an Endophenotype Using a Behavioral Approach: A DRD2 Taql A and DRD4 48-bp
VNTR Association Study.” Behavioral and Brain Functions 3(1): 1-14.

23.Friedman ,M.1953.Essays in Positive Economics.Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

24 Hill,W.D.,N.M.Davies,S.J.Ritchie, N.G.Skene, J.Bryois, S.Bell , and 1.J.Deary.2019.“ Genome—wide Analysis
Identifies Molecular Systems and 149 Genetic Loci Associated with Income.” Nature Communications 10(1) .
1-16.

25.Hingorani, A.and S.Humphries.2005.“Nature’ s Randomised Trials.” The Lancet 366(9501) ; 1906-1908.

26.Hirschhorn, J. N.and M. J. Daly.2005. “ Genome —wide Association Studies for Common Diseases and Complex
Traits.” Nature Reviews Genetics 6(2) : 95-108.

27.Kogan, A., L. R. Saslow, E. A. Impett, C. Oveis, D. Keltner, and S. R. Saturn.2011. “ Thin - Slicing Study of the
Oxytocin Receptor (OXTR) Gene and the Evaluation and Expression of the Prosocial Disposition.” Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences 108(48) ; 19189-19192.

28.Lee,J.J., R. Wedow, A. Okbay, E. Kong, O. Maghzian, M. Zacher, P. M. Visscher, D. J. Benjamin, and D. Cesarin.
2018.“ Gene Discovery and Polygenic Prediction from a 1.1-million—person GWAS of Educational Attainment.”
Nature Genetics 50. 1112—-1121.

29.1i,H.,P.W.Liu,J.Zhang,,and N.Ma.2007.“Economic Returns to Communist Party Membership: Evidence from
Urban Chinese Twins.” The Economic Journal 117(523) : 1504—1520.

30.Li, H., M. Rosenzweig, and J. Zhang. 2010. “ Altruism, Favoritism, and Guilt in the Allocation of Family

Resources ; Sophie’ s Choice in Mao’ s Mass Send—down Movement.” Journal of Political Economy 118(1) ; 1-
38.

31.Linnér,R. K., P. Biroli, E. Kong, S. F. W. Meddens, R. Wedow, M. A. Fontana, M. Lebreton, A. Abdellaoui, A. R.
Hammerschlag, M.G.Nivard,and A.Okbay.2019.* Genome—Wide Study Identifies 611 Loci Associated with Risk
Tolerance and Risky Behaviors.” Nature Genetics 51 245-257.

32.Norton, E.C. ,and E.Han.2008.“ Genetic Information, Obesity, and Labor Market Outcomes.” Health Economics
17(9) : 1089-1104.

33.0kbay, A.J.P.Beauchamp,M.A.Fontana,J.J.Lee,T.H.Pers,C.A.Rietveld,P.Turley, G.B.Chen, V.Emilsson, S.F.
W.Meddens, and S. Oskarsson. 2016a. “ Genome — wide Association Study Identifies 74 Toci Associated with
Educational Attainment.” Nature 533(7604) . 539—-542.

34.0kbay, A.,B.M.Baselmans, J.E.De Neve, P.Turley, M.G. Nivard, M. A. Fontana, S.F. W.Meddens, R.K. Linnér,
C.A.Rietveld, J. Derringer, and J. Gratten. 2016b. “ Genetic Variants Associated with Subjective Well - being,
Depressive Symptoms,and Neuroticism Identified through Genome —wide Analyses.” Nature Genetics 48 (6) .
624-633.

35.Papageorge, N. W., and K. Thom. 2020. “ Genes, Education, and Labor Market Outcomes: Evidence from the
Health and Retirement Study.” Journal of the European Economic Association 18(3) : 1351-1399.

36.Pingault,J.B.,P.F.0’ Reilly, T.Schoeler, G.B.Ploubidis, F.Rijsdijk ,and F.Dudbridge.2018.*“Using Genetic Data
to Strengthen Causal Inference in Observational Research.” Nature Reviews Genetics 19(9) :566—580.

37.Quaye, L., N. Nicolaou, S. Shane, and M. Mangino. 2012. “ A Discovery Genome — wide Association Study of
Entrepreneurship.” International Journal of Developmental Science 6(3-4) . 127-135.

38.Rietveld, C. A., S. E. Medland, J. Derringer, J. Yang, T. Esko, N. W. Martin, H. J. Westra, K. Shakhbazov,
A.Abdellaoui, A. Agrawal, E. Albrecht, and P. D. Koellinger. 2013. “ GWAS of 126, 559 Individuals Identifies
Genetic Variants Associated with Educational Attainment.” Science 340(6139) . 1467-1471.

39.Robbins,L.1932.An Essay on the Nature and Significance of Economic Science.London: Macmillan.

40.Sanchez-Roige, S., P. Fontanillas, S. L. Elson, A. Pandit, E. M. Schmidt, J. R. Foerster, G. R. Abecasis, J. C. Gray,
H.de Wit,L.K.Davis,and J.MacKillop.2018.“ Genome—wide Association Study of Delay Discounting in 23,217
Adult Research Participants of European Ancestry.” Nature Neuroscience 21( 1) ; 16—18.

147



%k B2 REBAR I K 5 S.EBEZKEF.ER FERLEZFEHE PG LR

41.Scholder, S. H. K., G. D. Smith, D. A. Lawlor, C. Propper, and F. Windmeijer. 2013. “ Child Height, Health and
Human Capital; Evidence Using Genetic Markers.” European Economic Review 57 1-22.

42.Shin,S.H.,D.R.Lillard ,and J.Bhattacharya.2019.“ Understanding the Correlation between Alzheimer’ s Disease
Polygenic Risk, Wealth,and the Composition of Wealth Holdings.” NBER Working Paper 25526.

43.Smith, G. D., and S. Ebrahim. 2004. “ Mendelian Randomization; Prospects, Potentials, and Limitations.”
International Journal of Epidemiology 33(1) : 30-42.

44.Taubman,P.1976.“The Determinants of Earnings: Genetics,Family,and Other Environments: A Study of White
Male Twins.” American Economic Review 66(5) ; 858-870.

45.Wallace,B.,D.Cesarini, P. Lichtenstein,, and M. Johannesson.2007. “ Heritability of Ultimatum Game Responder
Behavior.” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 104(40) ; 15631-15634.

46.Wang,J., Q. Chen, G. Chen, Y. Li, G. Kong, and C.Zhu.2020. “ What Is Creating the Height Premium? New
Evidence from a Mendelian Randomization Analysis in China.” Plos One 15(4) . e0230555.

47.Willage ,B.2018.“The Effect of Weight on Mental Health: New Evidence Using Genetic IVs.” Journal of Health
Economics 57. 113-130.

48.Zhu, C., X. Zhang, Q. Zhao, and Q. Chen. 2018. “ Hybrid Marriages and Phenotypic Heterosis in Offspring:
Evidence from China.” Economics and Human Biology 29 . 102—114.

49.Zhu, C., Q. Chen, W. Si, Y. Li, G. Chen, and Q. Zhao. 2020. “ Alcohol Use and Depression; A Mendelian
Randomization Study from China.” Frontiers in Genetics 11; 1286—1293.

Genoeconomics: Theories, Methods and Applications in Economic Research
Zhu Chen"*? | Zhao Qiran"? , Wang Jun* and Si Wei'"?
(1: College of Economics and Management,China Agricultural University ;
2. Academy of Global Food Economics and Policy,China Agricultural University;
3. Institute of Population and Labor Economics, The Chinese Academy of Social Sciences;
4. School of Public Administration and Policy , Renmin University of China)

Abstract; The individual decision — making mechanism has always been a research focus of
economics. Genoeconomics is an emerging interdiscipline that utilizes modern genetic methods to
analyze the characteristics of individual social and economic behavior on the basis of classical
economic principles. Through relevant literature, this study concludes that the academic value of
genoeconomics is mainly in four aspects; Firstly, genoeconomics is a further expansion of
behavioral decision—making research from spiritual to material level. Secondly, genoeconomics can
help identify and isolate the impacts of socioeconomic factors and genetic ones on individuals.
Thirdly, genoeconomics helps identify causal relationship. Lastly, findings from genoeconomic
research can conversely do good to natural sciences. China’ s current social, economic and
technological progress provides practical need as well as condition for the development of
genoeconomic studies. In sum, this paper offers an framework and scientific tool for economists to
understand the decision—making mechanism from the perspective of gene.
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