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A5 oA B !

AL
x| A 3E 2

R B LRARBET
i

C PSR LB R, KR 030031) MR OB S IR RFFE FL, M 510006)

H B AAFEARANPDEENRNLLERG, ERRTOAZKREE,
AR R
VARG B A Ay B AL 00 £ AR AR AN FARPTIRE . B A XA E

y"//? T A R B E N T AT R,
HINFIER, 5HTHARERE,

W, RBERATBERXABERITHGRMA, ARBRELGERE.
MERFETOHEEER ., ARFRTiR—FEFRRA S YA MAFREXL LRFRHXE,

9 A& vk K ah

£ & 3512, WALRRA

RAER N BAR B RARTE, TR EBBZ
EEIA RLFR, LEBEZ, BB,
SEES  B849: (91

1 3l

SRR B R, A S SRS
BRI S M) 3 R /INEEREAAR P9 T 345 1 AR X
7 B, A AR A B 7 55 9 Bk 4t 2 HiL 7 (Bad,
2017; Chen et al., 2012), EEHMWEFIFF
Schjelderup-Ebbe (1922)7E #1598 K & #1447 Jy i
HB B> (pecking order)il&x, Fifi 5 AL sz
fid%44%” (dominance hierarchy), #1372 it iX— &
— R RIS ERRE N E =M,
R T 2 B B T W 4 2 A 0k & H8 & S TiE
HERIENEFEHR RS (Redhead & Power,
2022), MWZEWMAMER, XERRE PRGN T
FE SE R YR BE (BOARTE ), B BEE, AT
NEMEEETHH S SRR, ERTFRERT
FOBE N S F RN FSRE, HXTALHESW
ZHERREELT R, AT S5
RAGAM XN, Bl T, ARses
WAL M RS & S B 5T 5T,
b SR S ER ARG T A, DB R
SR M YR 2 2 kAT AR, BRI
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ih 4o R /AR

¥ BB AR TR B Bk S R R B
bR AL 69 4E R, R TR AR TR A

L TEALED B VA B R
GeSANFHF

AKX R

J B A2l P A& A
2 XEBEE

I o N o o S A7 el I G ¢ B
Schjelderup-Ebbe (1922) g #fF55 i, —H IR &
(BEX)H T M B H A, o 7 — B ],
BtifT gy, HEf B AT, PR
e, A — HBEAGER DA T 5 A RS 5 4 i BE
W 28 i ——RER S T SRR S AR o B DL, e
GEXT BT rb A Bl S R R A T B AR AR I 51
FRAR R, IR B U5 A R AR e 2 sh 4 T A2
S I AR TR, X e SCIC % AR (Griskevicius
et al., 2009). {HZBLIFAAE A T Uety, ki HUE 3k
YRS TE 7 ) — A B IR SEREL A 3k B H Y
PR A -t 0 52 S B SZ BC 1 (Krupenye & Hare,
2018; Terrizzi et al., 2020), [FAiX AR ERE
B BTIR, RENS T Bl R 2 UM R e M i A
f RN AR, M 7E BE 4 ot 4 0 # (Tracy et al,
2020).

K2, By ek ARUE, B R AT N A
YRRF o I VEAL R Y SIS, MAME

A TE W G O R AT M UOR, TR IR
s ER IR T o WRLE UL, ShP A B ot r
SRR M AES, HH B b e Mot AT
(Murlanova et al., 2022),
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21 XEBREHEFELEH

SCHC AR R A5 A 0D BEAA I i 5E, LAAR XS
BN LIRS L, B R R KEAERN
I & I 22 KU I Bl ) A AFAE S IE 25 ) (Boucherie
et al., 2022; Grosenick et al.,, 2007; Shizuka &
McDonald, 2015), HEj*=HCITA 1T 250 TEBki
WS P LR FR . H P IE 5 10 Sk S Y7
H SRR S T M5 — Ik M (aggression-submission) i
TPRTEME, [WINE | SR, 8% . CES; L5
FF 5T — Mt 2R I 3 B =3B ik (approach-retreat) B% I 52
i, BMESOEEYSF . Tbbric K&
&AL 1% 25 4F (Fan et al., 2019; Murlanova et al.,
2022; Wooddell et al., 2020), H IR AL T
BE R SRAT o e Bt s M, BRUBAE —E R IE I
) L AT R, RIS AR LI T B A R B S A T
v MR B HA R A S AT MR R
BE 5 B A {4 76 B 4K rf 5 49 b {57 (Thomas et al.,
2018; van der Ploeg et al., 2020),

AR, BEE G EHMABRAT AR T &
SN, Bk 82 B B 5T AR 282 TR R ST
TR . A SRt 2 b B X 2
AWIX, B UEHE R, AT A B2 )2 (medial
prefrontal cortex, mPFC) 7] BEJ&3X — I 15 AL i (14 4%
D XRIEITE . ERE RIS TE AT N, FRAFSZHLSE
G, JF B A K 3 4+ K (Ligneul et al., 2016;
Padilla-Coreano et al., 2022 ; Zhou et al., 2017), 4
THLFERERAREN, W kA 3
mPFC DIiB B AL, #5124 (amygdala)th &%
1% (Jiang et al., 2023; Zink et al., 2008), &1
A i WL 2% 2 2T T B RL PR 2% 48 I 4 (Munuera
etal., 2018), i 32 AL B A% IE A& LA 1 A i
PR AT 8, 2l gk A Oy SOERAE SRS —
EERZEN ot i3 (trial-and-error)
2 | R e S = e =3 G B U B UIE 29 5 % N R
B 7 22 () ) BBy, BV AT WSS 4 4 S 55 (Federspiel
etal., 2019). PRI, 772 )2 i AR 282 1T 59 D58
FW], SCBCAFHALRE S5 sh ) b8 5 A 7E
22 FEEENEAKE

RS LR R R A R Skl 2 4r AL, L
S B A S B R AR M (Levy et al., 2020), %)
FEAE 4247 M SL 7% 5] (Lukaszewski et al., 2016),
R [ 1 5 4 W B R S B AR A ) R R
7o MRPE Trivers (1972)89 350G Ak ve e 3

W, MEMEJCE A 5 T 2 M S IR 1 s AR B
i, P2 A8 T 2 i a) e BRI AR b AR,
P AT S o 8 A R R A v A R, EAT]
AL Z W AERIMETE A 1, 33X O ) 248 5E
FASFREEN, “PRIEBUL” (the challenge hypothesis)
HE— P45, YV AL T A, R Y 52
AKAF 2R T, SR A M K, TR
PR T 5 PE 0L #(Carre & Archer, 2018), A ik,
26 LB S HUA B 5T S TR AR IR S )
M 15 34 (Murlanova et al., 2022; Wang et al.,
2011 #4E N R K 25 (Muniz et al.,, 2010; Wright
etal., 2019) BT ST AR, ST H 1 REAT 0 B
T 1) S AR T 3R Y 22 57

Leimar Fl Bshary (2022) 1 i fk 558 WA B 5%
ECAEHIY ML, &S B LAY 5 K SF e 2
IEAE G o F T ] ) 3 o 4 2 o il R R )
HEam iy, B, 5k B0 Al BTk i b Ak
WETE M —F g, R A 0 B B )
(M55 (Winegard et al., 2014), AR, #
SN & SN 1R R A NG S
(Tibbetts et al., 2022), {HAHEE & A M2 5% -
B i E . BUER RSN B35 FR (Couchoux et al.,
2021; Reddon et al., 2011), K, KEHF5T R IL
T fi8 AR G Hb TR0 Ak S G Ml A B B AR R T
(Cassini, 2019; Montana et al.,, 2022; Wong &
Balshine, 2011),

TP A B AR TR R 55 S S A, ol 75 M A
R 7= A 25 5, 3K 8 BRAE PR A4 B — 25 M (Sexual
size dimorphism, SSD). /R SSD 157 £ H fth — s
PRI 3R (AN G55 4 . EPEE RSl (H AR —
Yy R B LR A H TR A R O A AR T A, IR AR
LB W) T S AT 22 A0 A B e 1 )
PE5E 4t (Plavean, 2012), TEBAF R KK, KR
WEHEAR T 22 S e R, BT — R FEH,
TR /IN 55 P AP P9 45 f: 2 IE AH G (Breuer et all,
2012), fFMIELT 4 A 2 HERT AR SR T
17 J% (Australopithecus), Ho e i A 7Y 22 S5 43 3 B
FE R, X RV EATE AT 2 H A
5 ) e By AT (King, 20225 Puts, 2010),

BNMTH Z, SCRC AR 2 Y TS5 o8 b i %
KR —AT ., WA TR, vz
2 TG ) JRR I 1 8 B ) 4P 3 4 T B R S R AR 1Y 32
Tk N, R MEPE S T 43 Ay
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715 A W7 5 A A R 8, e 246 il e 1 R — 2%
Yo FEVEVEREIAL T 7 R R i SO A 24 RT RETE
Bt BT B B AR B IR A 2> BE b o AL AR B 5 it
— PR T SO AR AL B A 2 A . P
BT B2 J2 00N R S SCCAT O B RS R AR, S
a2 i X RE kA Bl ) 7 4 2 e o P G 2 it
ARIETEFE; AT RE R SCICAT o s 4 T,
Bl A 2D R SR AR B A R

3 BENEKE

SR, —SEF 5T 8 X S AR B 4R fh T
BE, NEALSFERBEGIEUZE A TS . 16
1855 S ) O REAR v, LS Ry Al 9 4 25 S g AT
RESsPHARREIR M I SL TN R T, RN Kl A —E
BT 55 rds 0 iR AL B, B9 B U8 43 I
AP SEA o E U TE 23 AT IR e 3 ] 22 0 AL
i F BOIK 1S & #6759 A% 51 (Anderson & Kilduff,
2009b). Kk, A ZE A2 b A S 2 o B ) AR
34 (Anderson & Kilduff, 2009a; Chapais, 2015;
Durkee et al., 2020),

Re I plE SO ERE . Rl AR AR EE
BT RS2 B E AT 55 B b 2R BT 00 0 (B
(Anderson & Kilduff, 2009a), 4%} 14 P FHEZ L
WREFEAEE L SEE | 7 E )R ST R
B, 0 5 0 AU S R B T A 2 b 7 ) 2
FBt(Buss et al., 2020), Garfield % A (2019)K
ROBEEDFF T, MABR &R S8R 58 (the Human
Relations Area Files, HRAF)FT & 4 60 FFBEHLAH
BB SCALREARHAfE T 1000 ZiEARMA R
&, WEI T FEIAE R AR — R AR AL S IR /B e
XP4E LA B IR AR . B, 7ENEREA
, RE IR R IZAAEN .

31 BENBEMEFEEEER

KTAENSY E BRI ERRGE, W
SRR —2, PR E AR, EHFZ L)
P, BEOR TR R AR, AR IR AT DR
MIRNZE RSN BARAR, X AT LLIEW] S Y)W A7 fE fE
J1 %5 9% (Lewis et al., 2013; Smith et al., 2015;
Tokuyama & Furuichi, 2017), 4811, bW 53 F7E
B8 . OIRWE TS A TS 1 A&
Smith fll van Vugt (2020) 81, REHF I 5H#
AL BEAROG, (HPEAFTEART X 5, 1% 248
AMRAE AR T By P X AR D 3 HA A L 1 11 5

M, 17 A AR AR BRI e G TS
B, ST SR BT AVLE . Al
A7 1 BRE £ B M 18 AR TR A A8 v 1S BEAA AT 31 (Smith
et al., 2008), Ti4FK I ARZ BIRINA S FA, 40
WA 3RAT A A 1) B W) 338 B AL 45 (Archie et al.,
2006); @F WA —E S RE S M AT EEFE bR o 4RI
— GG HERR, AE TR AR 58 ) %
ARE R, AR R 5 2 BE AR IR Y KA
ST, (H B 1A 22 v e B RE D A RE K
SR BE, PSSR ST I B R AR R S L 2
[B]fF7E H 5% & (Reyes-Garcia et al., 2008; Stibbard-
Hawkes et al., 2018),

7 — et 5¢ & 3k A A& D B (social
centrality)Jll i N RACEAIRE 15520, &
A A T B R BRORITER A 3 6 IR 55 A AR A
K AERE 1A g, ARMAL 25 30 5
Befih, ORI IE OB LA G, T AR S
b, KA. 23 )3 AT BE e e 4 ik, PRI S
(Lee & Yamamoto, 2023; Reyes-Garcia et al., 2008)
fl4n, Kulahci %F(2018)& 3, BEME A HT 1Y 36 &
[ 5 PR A AN A B 2 e dy, Ho s 1Ak bl
BEL BRI, Ao D EERMUZ BISRGOCR L AR
P985 224~ [F E 52 (Beisner et al., 2020; Canteloup
et al., 2021), HLRERE LA AL o] B, [A A
A AT o AR B S I A DL e R A ) i S
(Wooddell et al., 2020), K, ¥4 FEFHARE
HRR A RS R 5.

32 BENBRENELBESH WRAE

H1 T 2l W RE A b SR BE ) B AR TR U o e
Henrich I Gil-White (2001)i\fy, X —#fE R A
KA, B EARE T30k, —Fh NEHE
ARtz Ha S B R g W g
s N, sE 52 B, el
VLA S8 R R 3R BB o M 17 R A, 5 Bl 2E
Py R P i B BRI, HEATE AR Sh W RE R )
Z A 7E (Legare, 2017) i SCAL2E 2J S — Bl {4
R s b /5= WK U X SN 1240 2 o R N oE 1 2
3, AT LE A A R0 03 A A A% ) AT LA N R L
BEREA TR /INEE, TR 4 (Boyd et al., 2011),
X el g O LA A% 32 A N7 7E L IE A B0y R 1o
IR BT (imitation) & 48 & il — 4> FARMAT D), €
FEE R EEIF S . AT A EEZE R s
% 3] T £ & — F B4 (emulation), EJVE 14T 4
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Rl HAw, i BEEAE WL B A BT
WHEKSRIEA G, Smgsas Bk 0K DUEIEAE
B2V AE A T 1T B () 1 Bl P (Cacchione &  Amici,
2020), FHELRLYS, B2 TR EELE A G
B, B—MgeR U F A R, SRS AR
SEMGR SN RE RK, BT AW =
%23,

Henrich 1 Gil-White (2001)42 H} {3 B 75 i B
£ (information goods theory)Xff BEfE 1 B4R 1)
A, TR E X H R R, ANEE
WA AP R . AT R T BBV A 2 ) 2 — il
ARATIE R PEFIR AR AS 2 MRS E AR
— BT T4 BT IR R X R Bl 2, A
T BEORS B b 2 AR A DGR g, A5 U S ik . X
T B 1 0 (A A A 20T 2 2 R 8 8 T %o e R i 5
HeJw, Ok th Al RS R , TR, BE TR YA~
MR 42 3515 7 75 B (prestige) . KEBFFTUESL T4
B SO S X A (Brand et al., 2020;
Hewlett, 2021; Miu et al., 2020), 7 3B A LA
KA N ZFNH £ 7 (Cheng et al., 2013; Gerpott
et al., 2018), H ¥ Z4{jj(Brand et al., 2021;
Burdett et al., 2016), Pk, SCfk2: I B2 RE T %
7= A R R, ] A A R A5 A A 1 — A
LA

SR, IR, BEEN SR,
i 26 11 8 7 9 1A S X 4 (Kendal et al.,
2015), B —H W R, IEARKIEALEE
BHATREER, MR AT Rtk ks
SN A . DA BB R < Tk
IR SE I R I, AN R B VE 4 0 A5 10 1) T A
DA MRS Y, R EMEREE ST
ARG SR EIE AR (van de Waal et al.,
2015; van de Waal & Whiten, 2012), %25 th %
W, 7810 DA BF AR SRR RS T, BAREA
R T BUE AU R E R 45 TR E A
H, ABHEEANRMBEA R RE g Lz
S, R Uy VR KRR I SR B, A
13 B ShVERE (7 (Boesch et al., 2020), fixi i W5
T, XFENVERLT R 1R T AR P 2T il
b, B EA BT 3 R A 2 & El (Thompson
et al., 2022), TX L oA E AR SEIE AR
KRG |4 % B (Bonini et al., 2022), A1, #i
LR AT RHZTH PR RAAE AR KEINA

HE R e
33 AKSEARKERNBENLE

B A N R A AR SO b2 2] LR RE 1 45 21
Ra, HTESHREMTES AEMEFS. 4
i, R0 AR R R AE T B - B Z Y
BRARAEEU AT WL BE L, — XA R R ETE
BARHERE, BB ERA Rk Tk R
il e XML T, AZILERIKGESE
AW S AEF A, H O] B A B A
(overimitation)fiii i) , i BEAR ATy AT LALRUE )L BEAEAN
PRAR LR OC R MG 00 N AR AR BE o IR L R B2
$% fiE (Shipton & Nielsen, 2015), 4k, Vale %5(2021)
W SCIR o 2 I, AE SRR REAA R, YA S5k
PEFHEE, 52 A 0% ] R AR o Ty 2 o X DA e EE il ok R
PRI BUERE . IR SR AL T —Fh AT BE Y
PREHUT RS . A A —Fh S0 T 0] ) Ao 1) 22
S, BDERME ) SRR B2, FIA I S
JZ(ventrolateral prefrontal cortex, VIPFC)AY 75l
BAYGTR, RWT YR AL T B S5k 28 1 S PR
HE AN B R4/ 8 71 (Stout & Hecht, 2017),

HFEWEERN MU IR, fBeHE
TRV FHAAEG IO T 2158008 8 S AT A,
DU A A B2 > (Cacchione & Amici, 2020), 4G
HT A58 3 B0 AT R A28 19 Sk )
I, HEGEWBISRE R, E3hY RBET I
AR Y38 o Eb AN B AF 4% Rl (meerkats) 25 2 7T 25 bR
BT, LEA AR A SRR ) i i R
W5, MR BT AT A HORE, BR T RE, 6
350 27 AR (L an gm0 A L AR AR T AE
M- 47 H (Gurven et al., 2020), 1HX L5354 10 2
FHNEARAEEEFZN, F R EELH
(vertical transmission), XF2% > Iy SUANEAERT S
EPE ) I HL3E B A% 1 1 90 B S BR 1, HE L
FETE ]2 AR T AT 45 B A T AT i Sk
N2 ) 30506 3 B 22 02 — i {5 8 10 At i) A% 4%
(oblique transmission), A2 NAESCHERAE K
okt 90E e R RE E R ML X 4, A
T At 9 3 7 A5 6L 7E B A4 P PR % 1 (Hewlett,
2021), B, HA ANERE T UG RN
Ffid

Mz, MR, SRR T RE D AR
MR ZERMES L . TTIRFER IR R 2l B
ARV ARSI AT =8 b5 . SUIb2E S YRR RE
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SEE TR S G, H] DI RE T SR — %
SHEARFAE o B0 b o 28 SRl B (R M 2 U e 2 Ml
ARRKES BAPONER], HILEET B2 IFEA
REIA o ARATFE AT L AL RER AR R AN K T
HARHT B BUAE 0 BE 1K F i fir i i Aw,  LLBEIR
G TE 4 IGE s R sl ST AR O R, TR A AR R R
AN P AR A, DUHERR SCRCSF SR T3, ki
WHFE SR RE S K- S R Z MR R TE
LAy b AT LA — 225 B A7 A RE 1 AR 00 S W
PR JE R ALABAFAE UL F T R, DAWA E S ]
TERE I BEARIE B B9

4 EEHEE

SR8 SCC B AR R BE ) B AR W] e 2 NS R A
S BB F B, B R LU RS
Hif 472, Heln, Kyl-Heku 1 Buss (1996)
FIREIETE i, FEABATAT RS A9 26 Bl 38T B
o, 2 TR A 28 Ok S R AR 1l BE T B
7o B, —SefF 5, T REAAAE LA Y
Az
41 EERFAMIE

Bai (2017 I AA 1658 = Fh A% . EMEERAR
T8 18 (virtue), ZEF8— D AEBEE FESPET
FHFAE . 5518 5 18 1% (morality) A ], J& # 2 Xt H
WAT N, T AL T A R £
H AL B 3 IR . PR AR R R PSR,
TR BRIl g BN, 3B SRAS HR A I A R A
MHEAEEW ARG TH, WIS RN EE
LT

Bai i —2538 i, SRS RAMSTAFER), M
A% Henrich F1 Gil-White (2001)FTIANHY, 2fE
TR AN oy, ok B R . ik,
56 1l B A% B 1 R L Al 2 40 I (admiration), T AE H
AR 0 BRI AL S 25 R (respect) . BRILLIAN, WiFh
BEARAERTIRAR B . A7 0 )5 SR LA B i 28 SC 156 Ty T 41
FEAE 2% 5 i 7E Henrich A1 Gil-White (U BiE H, fig
TN EEY AT R A, Al AR S S
TEER TR #F RS TE L2280, b4
PUR B Re 9 o8 2 A B4y, 4k 42 7+ ¥ (Cheng,
2020; Henrich et al., 2015; Witkower et al., 2020),
HSCHERF 52 & B, LA GE )1 28 BAE AN B 3,
P ST b T A 32 T & #54E F (Bai, Ho, & Yan,
2020), AZEFREE UL B2ENE ST LRI, Toig

FEPAC Tl AL 2 (Buss et al., 2020), & 7ER 5
—RAETRIE T (Hawkes & Bird, 2002; Lewis, 2022),
IR T3 5 BE IR T 55 L7 [R) A R SRR b A5
POCHET, Bk, RMEEEEREMALA, MiERET) B
T — N 2H R 43 B T R
42 EEBREMHEATLEE

RIBHARHEZ R ZHE, (HARYE Bai (2017)19
FE X, EPEMABRE T A, Zh e R
AN RK BB R TERR AR T e B i B AT
4 B AR PR X — ), SEPRBFsEh, X —In)
RO T 1 X R AL SR SY . AR AN R KR
R R EHEY . 2R
FHPFE BTN S LR AF I (Amici et al.,
2014; Marshall-Pescini et al., 2016), {H—2Efff5%
HINAE BB RERAFIS . BT R R
P T @ R AP A S A R, BAEER
%ﬁ??ﬁﬂy(KrupeHye et al., 2018; Nolte & Call,
2021), SR, SCHT Y SE 5 ] BEAFTE SR > R0 | A
SR I E AR, R AR 2 Rk
AR B SR AL e, BRI, TR
A AR/INVE AT 2 25 HAMRE 1A 5% S ik fr i 2%
Jili(Verspeek, van Leeuwen, Lameris, Staes, & Stevens,
2022; Verspeek, van Leeuwen, Lameris, & Stevens,
2022), SEHl T B Y D, R
BIFBA By, HRAL T HAbMAE
FEEHE DI S A Y (Yamamoto, 2015), Kk,
ERBR A R AR 1T, HARSE
AR

TR, #R4E Bai 2017 EE, RAEHESN
LAIEA—RM T L, AR AR S T R
FES AT A R Tl A R E 2547 —— TR
R TCFARY IR 2 B ALY, AN B Y30 2 A 1Y
(Amici et al., 2014; Krupenye et al., 2018), i F]{th
A5 R AR ATART Sy A O 45 AR 1T X AT Bl 3 A
FEA BT, B IR : 2R PR b 3 L (biological
altruism) F1.L> B F| f 3= X (psychological altruism)
(Vlerick, 2020), A:¥FIMb 3= LCHAT R, 2iEiHE
i AR A B 1 SR A AR B s AN ) BB A
2, Rl i BA B R G A b GRS B #5838 4 B &
K DA 53 T ) 1 EEA At (24 T8 R A A S A R ok
AT, KRB ENARESE R A B A A
P, PR IR — e B B R0 BRI A 2
SCRTESL, fRiEmf AR . HA N
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e MER . TCT E R A 3R A 32 S, e dn
MRMER AR 4 RE A AR, X AT R EIR Z R
SRR B B 56 R G AAGE N M, TR —
1E A A

43 EEBEEMELRE

431 BRAESEEMEETHEE

Lo BRI Aty o] GE S B SR SRAR oA 7 v A
{55 Hi% (costly signaling theory)ihN, Flfthj2—
ol B SUARAT 3R T B, ARSI B A AR
PESFEAR AR BT, DT RAR R A& Ty, A
HAMmE s, FIELIN2E(E. A, Smith & Bird,
2000) ., BT fift FH 25 Fh S 06 7 7k SR A 50 v AR A
S SRR, AEREHEW D, ATERELT
R BB EAR T A, AT i A (425
IR F) — o AR ) L k25 B BE R B A 1 1 Ath B AL
(Bai, Ho, & Yan, 2020), Kb, RS 2eF] {177 K
B SEBRFOH TR, AMTESIA R AT /1T A
H{15%4% (Johnson & Park, 2021), — B_AfITHF5¢
FIAT AR O shdlL, IAFMhERSHE
S 7 B P B8 T A5 R 2 AH B AY 47 (Bai, Ho, &
Liu, 2020; Flynn & Yu, 2021),

IEAh, Willer (2009)if —248 i, FMhiT h%
T MRS REARR S E TN ARZRZ B B —
FhoRb A2, FEAR B 5% T B s oz, LA Dl ) A
2 o B BTER, IR R T i e SR AT
BN, Lang 45 A (2022)% A 2 (R AA ) x 2
(T /BT )2 40 i 1 2 S 30 R B 52 v A )
M55 AT IR R AR AT B . SR AP, A
MY EBERELRPRAFELES,
W25 4 5 22l A R g | BLAT A AR ) 1A A
B2, BT A RAE ) S A DU 2 R A S T 4 4
HZHB, X450 FW, S AR AE S
WA AR HE T RT3 — O, AR T
L Al Y BN B S — T T, R A
B AE G SR TSP AT R £
432 ANKREEEAFENMEEYE

Sy A0 B A A 3 AR AN B AR AR A
Richerson % A (2016)#2iH, P& TG NSS40
e, NAHBSREY K, XA THNES : #
AT 58 40 4 I ) RURE A P B VR R s . R4 I
ST AL, B P A AR KT = A BRI AT DY AR
R A R AR LA R O 8 0 - O, DA e A
HER . HUA O BRI 32 SO RE IR E R U AR Py

GAE (R T SR AE /N A4 > oh 7 A AR
), XA R ok AR, B
ZE 3 o LR 25 0 R R A 1, B T R
FERMRE T & o BEAZ0E 1 30 1h 3% Bk 7
AT Ry LAt S (8 (R A7), 33 Fh AT by 26 B 44
AR R REFAELL . X — T P AR A SO AR E
$(cultural group selection), W5 A B, HEARIN] K
T e SR T R N B AEAT R 08 22 Jil LA B 45
AT A BIFERTT, DA = B R 19 5% 4 J) (Francois
etal., 2018). 3 H, SCACAHMIVEBENS IE 1) T #HE 14
SRR, FRIWIAS RO P9 096 1 B9 2 i
X SCAR AR S B FE A 1E B T A R 1Y (Handley &
Mathew, 2020).

BT BB, DA HIRE 7 0 BR 2 A 3 )
Toik A R AR 7 — R R . IE A A
SHNE AT Y, SIHLLLAT S T BE S A A
JT LA AATE e TR AT N 5 B s HLE 17 T,
X B E —Fh A0 O EFE S (theory of mind)
(Krupenye & Call, 2019), A 55 SRS AE N B9 FE A
REFEREZOHEBISEMTIBE, [HICHE R
HAA R FHMR IR E &, BEMEEKAE
T P O LS, R T BE TG vk AR TR
PRI E B B EAENE R (R, 2022), BEAk,
H 3 YL B i (self domestication hypothesis)ih
FEE A R SRR T B R RE ) Ha ik T
1525 RN, AT NSRRIt 2 45 2 B R K 3R
=, A AR O BEA M 32 AR T 4% {4 (Hare,
2017), B2, ANFIREEAYEEEE R Sy (IR A
A R BRI COBR BRI . B 3RS DL S 26
MOPEE T B AN SR04 KR,

44 EERFHMRFHE

S RAEAE I 3 T 2 S — b 5% R 4 T A e
¥, MEREREERDIREEZ IR, NmiEs
A AE P o (H D548 A ST O B S
Bili b, AR R I A I A e, P
ZIAFREARTE TG, MO X—FE, AUNEKX
T AL SRR A SR, g it s
o AL G ANFE N B3N T B8 U 4 T 1T ST R
Kl —Fhemfy, BN =Y e X
g, NJGERIE S H A A LGOBESE N T 3K
PR Z %R, W T RS & A,
JE H B0 P 2 (Mahadevan et al., 2023), B
XAEA R T . BT AR RET AL, Hit
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ARICR)™ AL 2 PSS, F R W A
P, AT RERS SR | 5 52 BE ML iR A A R
SR AL

B2, RIEHARREMSLAFAER), HAUFAET
NEREA . S B A R RIE, EEA A
RAFAE BRI o o A F AT o R AR AT
FOE MM S AL, e iy A X 4, AT 7 B
PR A AT S M, R RORLAE 5 41 I RS ft
P o MR S HIL AR DB ST A A2 0 B R
ity b, AR ARSI A A HE W AR Al 51 5
EHIBES o SR HATIFATERE, 2 RITER AL
2 A R At B R R L, DT 7 A B A
SRSB4

5 =MERBRENERUESNT

fER—MEHAHZUE R, NBRERREIFHE
MR 2%, N ERLAE B 2 4 1) bl 7R . TEie
HEHAR . BRI R SRR, RS
LA RTF-BE . Soal—2eWF 58 # (b 4N, Chapais,
2015; Cheng, 2020)JF %A BN B AN KEHEH MR 5=
PES ZYE vk, KA TR BRI —IR, i A AL
1R LAY B H A ) = B AR AE 2 TS AEAE
B IXCHAEIE 1),

el 225, 17 B M B =Rk R
FRAS R IX 53] 2 Sl i % A2 L s R ol T B, 4%
B ATR BRI, AN Y
TSR LI A R 25 A4 (Andrews-Fearon
& Davidai, 2023); Re A EGREHH RS,
VR GBS B T A S ARG T i ER AL, R
PR B3 DL B 114 A M A8 B B 5 2 ST 1L s, MK

07 ST S0t T, 5 () ) 36 9 T A2 1 AT
ST R AR AN, 56 T AR A N O B Al
SCEER b, ASACH T A SRR £ A A S
F 2

W Ah, BB 7 B8 AR 0 56 TR B AR TE A BT B Y
P — ARSI, Bai (2017)I0h, EAEEKAE L
BARA G B A o B 55— LB FE E H B R S 7
] b P gesi 1B BE AN Tk 5 i BT 51 i AR
WG4, ik fE ) SR #1252 2] (Algoe &
Haidt, 2009; Onu, Kessler, & Smith, 2016), X
— PR, AR RE ) B AR 1 R I A o (HAESEHT
BRI, 25 AR B8 ) AR 9 2 P A (Ba,
2017; Cheng et al., 2013; Henrich & Gil-White,
2001) . ZJr DA AR SRR TR VE 2 B O TS AR il it
=Y H AL E T % 4% b A (other-praising) 19 1 JE i
F(Algoe & Haidt, 2009), F5 I, {15 7
i XX By TR A ek R B A R R, Bt
FERTRAMELE TR A S & o A 75 K

Algoe il Haidt (2009) 8 Y3 H 45 <R il 4
FREERE IR, F48F> (elevation)fg U
AR UE 1Y ST 5 | 2 I I, B A A —
o S << ke BT SRR, R 3 IR R
P HEFh TR AR IR, DT 7 A A5 A T L 1A T
MIZNHL; ARSL, XF R EE ) B R ) 2 Ok A 1R
ARSI, X —ar 307 Xk ZHWE &N
] 5K 44 (Kondoh & Okanoya, 2022; Nakatani
et al., 2019; Onu, Kessler, & Smith, 2016; &4 4,
2018), H153] T —EeSHEMS AL . Onu, Kessler,
Andonovska-Trajkovska %5 A (2016)HF 5% 2% B Xt
SN RE 7 VAN AR 0 2 TR0 R AR, 1T 56 7

x1 =HELBREHLESN

SRLHEAR e k12 KB
AT R 2R s s REK S
AR i A0 g JIRACIIE A S I R A A AT

fFhehm BRI, MRS EA Mg,

A AL AR BN AR 3R 2 45 A A R S AR £

LU A At A A 4 S AL eI MLy, SEHRUR
HALBIP HEVEF I AT BRI TR A ik TR R RS G (A AT B i L7 A 1) i
sl N e AR SCAERE AR
A BT R B $2T+
N S Abss > ML A1 5T (S NEIES E o e I b R AN 1 R R Y0 BB

Mz HL
Tl ) o 22 (1] JLA

VAN U A B J= A R B A IR A B J= R BRI 22 (7 90)
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M X RS B HOR 3 2% W35 . Pizarro A
(2021) & B, & FH IR AE 0% 2 2E > A9 4E 7R IA ),
K5 B N 38 o Nakatani 48 A (2019) A AR AL &
PR R R AT Ry, TR G A R A R A

AT Ak AR T A e TR 5 T 57 ) o 28 B il 22
KIS G E s Mk X KR ES, H
ZE B3 M (anterior temporal lobe, ATL)fY—#435F
TFREUHSZ BB E AV . X — XIS IE AE S
TA K, M EALEN TAT AL, %
B Y AL AR A AR B XT AR B A A . 5
TX—(FREMNZESR, MM, KM fee Y
EH—DTHE, B, AW EKRRA Algoe
Haidt (2009)AULA5, RUER AR fE 7 B 42 1Y 1% 2
I, $EFH R R TE AR U AE B A, TS E ] R R
Xof b 23 b 67 25 G T T ) 1 U S

6 SEMRE

GG RERATE R =Y. 80T LA S8
TR Y IR SE, A R DL B IR RIDRS D, R
132 53 KUK (Buss et al., 2020; Tibbetts et al., 2022),
A, 25 56k AN R 1 B G0 feE BRI F A e A TS )
(Anderson et al., 2022; Fournier, 2020), H“BF”
KMESL, #EFERN A NE =05 S
ok, SRS A S RE ) A TS 56 1R AR
SRR GNE A S T AL S T S Y
Dyl R . KR BRIE # 1 i — UL R T
FW LA, SRUTFRAT 5 KA 76 8 1 3 Ak B 54T
IS, AN LEAFEE ST HEMAREZ
ik o FAEATEGE T LA JLASJ7 T8 R IT
6.1 AREZMEFIEEFEXEIREZNER

JAEA £ 7 1 A 2 B [R] 5 4 T RE O S
Jic 46 42 7= A ) R B AL S I, (SR R REHERR A
SRIEBERTREAE LR o I8 b, 45 Fh B U5 AT
ARES IR BER N e, IR S TR
HBRA BT B, S0 5 2 8 A AE T v eIk
T M P T R R R LT A ek e, %
AR5 BETE R o M) AR AR R MR R I B R,
it A TFIT I, AR 6 R I 3 7 i A
ST AR R, et T AR E TR Y
fin B A& BB 7 (Lassek & Gaulin, 2022),

R T 2 E S [ B A 1 S R GO R
PR, 45 BIFFE AT LA H A [ B4 2R 4t b S i
SR 2E 5 . ZANTIEEE 2 YA LGS0 RS B

WITE LA AT e INBENE . B2 2 A0 i 30
Yy, RN NEFREEAREWREAR L, XiE
H A BB R (reproductive skew, BJAE 16 J5 X
B By 22 5 ) K %R (Leimar & Bshary, 2022), /£
B R R, R E R AR TR AR,
KRR . AL, B T A R — A
AR . VIAHE . BEE TRk, AKTE L
TARSZBC B D RURF 45 U R s, T
WAL N F AR — R —FERI B R BB,
PERR T G B R IR, PERE X — b iy 2 A 264k
HPE ) — A M B9 45 /)N (Schacht & Kramer, 2019;
Solomon & Ophir, 2020), WHELZUL, X—idFEH
P TR 100 Dk 595 R S T A A B A A % 2 (] A
R . HANEAUZ B, KEHF AT LAY
ARG EEAR Y, JUHE R A M5
1M 58 G 0 B 55 S TG A5 R R B B JB) & AR R AR 4k,
AT BB - b PR 5 0 A 1 TR SR AL o
6.2 AEBENBEELHERIE

T BEAR T U 1 5 B B N A S B
S EE MK J) . van Boekholt 5 A
Q2K ITEFT A RKEY R+, HANEHtE
TIN5 ST B 25 P FIRRAE o LAk,
15 340 JAEHTZE T, NZERIREEM KRB R
1k, MFEBLOAE W GE IR 0] 5 SR B AR 00 L R TR0 A9
YIRS AE . HE R RA S . B R A
PR S E TS AR N, X5
TR AR MR KRR T ELZE B AR
(Marean, 2016), F-#, BHiH AL S1ERTE
KEY R E, Hik, BRFEIAEZIMEET X T
NZEAH S 5k A5 0 T 2 (Smith et al., 2012),

B, BRMR R S1EFE D ko451
PAREME—AE, ATRBIE L T AR T H A
YAt BER R ), R T X RS R G ik ) SR
REMWFEA . PPN B —Bim st i, WA n]
RERAE AR H 8 K B a] BLSE B o ik BB BRI 3
SOZAN 5 Ak S AR, BRI T
RARFENTE LA FFEDY LSS Uk
22 3 UL JRE J1 S5 90 1) 22 R F AT LRI 5T, AT
AR EREGREREEEF HHAEE
o XATREREZ L. AKEURRKLEYSE
Z 2R RIS, JUHOE XS 2 K 4s A S SE 1t
SIEBIRGT, W 0 Iy b H AR BE 1 S R TR AL 4R
PEXERAE R
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6.3 EERFTELNEYEEMERE

SCAL A 5 A R AL (ultimate mechanism)
WA R T BN, HX—BAE A
AWy vE AL, RO R AL (proximate mechanism)
W AR BN TR . MEHARER Z, Flh
1T R T 5 A DL K S Jil A BAE 5C A9 s X, ofl
PR 43 W far IR S AN Z2 B L R R ORD IS &R
(Vlerick, 2020), Wgh2ud, FlfgeasE T A IR
AN AR RAT O B 2 o 3K P g2 B ST A AT
ELA 2] S PE 22 0 i e 22 il R BRI,
TATTAETE RN S0 RE P 22 [0] i 5 T & $5 45 E2AE
(Sonne & Gash, 2018), AB-4, AZHikAd:YiEib
Y, (3R SR 7 AR B B — B B Y, iR 2
RO IR ) T-Be, 2 15t 2 3 57 A S RL A i 2 AL
il LA B XA SO ECA B R R
TFRMEEA T, BREHTITABR? 65X
Bl i i R I 3 0 AL 2 F AL, Sl
YA T R BT B L A R
SRR R, A A A NI KAT A ZE
WA LR, i — DR R AR S 2 AL B A
1 38 1

WAk, BERZHE AR LM, F 972 ANHEEH
fif R T AL SR A 2 M A N B S B R AR g 7T
WA, HohE 267 ASJEF B R o e L1
¢ N (Neanderthals) & I+ J& &t 2K () (Zwir et al,,
2021), X FlrFE K B (genotype) | 1) 22 7 AT BE B 72
T =AY A e 5k 4 2 b A7 7E % 5 (phenotype) 22
o B, BIREMRMEA ARSIk RZ
SR EAE, BONEGIEES T, BRERI N
52014 E A (Laland & Seed, 2021). i AT
FEJCLAERE N SR A 5 R A AL 58 23 [B] i 7 RN T
Aifldae s, 5 AZML, BARKAISMEE
WENE, BAAE 4 T AERIE 17 K 45 (Gregory et al.,
2021; Vaesen et al., 2021), 7] HE1E & 3E41 2K
Z5, FECRBRIEMC ZER NG N L —H
PR SRR, DT R R A AR AT B [
A RSN G X — ] g, W H e, A
BF2E DL B s A% 2 () 5 = B A VR T 4080 0 0 1R 37E L
5 75 V8 R IR AL AL

&% 3k

WA, RET, FH, BRI, ERK, HWDE, A%
(2018). JEAEFLTIIER: — Fh R T I8 78 A5 4 1O AR T 18 1
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Routes to ascend the social hierarchy and related evolutions:
Implications from comparative studies
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Abstract: Social hierarchies are dynamic multidimensional systems. The dominance route via aggression
and threat to acquire resources has evolved under intense sexual selection pressure. By contrast, the
competence route, which emphasizes the role of knowledge/skill in gaining status, is a consequence of the
evolution of cultural learning driven by the increasing sophistication of foraging techniques. However, the
virtue route characterized by psychological altruism is thought to be unique to human-being, and is the
result of cultural evolution favoring large-scale collective actions. The three routes are different in the scope
of existence, behavioral pattern and outcome, evolutionary cause and emotional medium. Future research
could further clarify the relationship between sexual selection patterns and dominance levels in different
species. Multi-discipline studies may also be adopted to explore the human environment in which the
competence route has evolved, as well as the biological basis of the virtue route.
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