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U BB BRI G RARBAFAL, ST e Ry A R IR AR R 6y & B a A, BRI E T
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—. 5l

BAE R E— B LR A B2 R A HE S A, SimmelBE 2 o SO B2
o R AR AR [ Rk 25T AFT RE 7 (FAS FZEW T, 2013 ) o B TRV 5 AR AR M A AR
SECEAEXMELIE L, BEFRZ R R AE 425 | )< A PRI, DRI T ] o IR {68 2 SR G st i Ry 27
FT R A% o EVE B IEAS TR LR R AR e, N S i N 2R AT, il et 5 A
BRI, 2lo2s SR A BT T RO 25480 , NI AE AN A 340 3 S b eifs e e g s
4k 1F (Baron FflMyerson , 1982 ; Laffont#Tirole, 1993 ) , | AiAE 51 s il AL (Leyard, 1995
Chaudhuri, 2011 ), & =T GERYEF A S HiAN (BowlesflIPolania-Reyes, 2012 ) .

R SR DG TR BRI 0 77 2B J7 20X S AR B9 52 8 (Sutters , 2010 ) o 7% B8 B ie

il

Yis B HA: 2016-10-10
ELWB: £ F A AL —&T B (11YJATI0077) ; 3T 3 A4 FF 5 AAHBFA) #3F %1 7 B (KYLX_0404)
EEBN: FEF(1989—), B, 9 RE LK F2FERF R A GRS );

R (1992—), %, IFRE LK F 2R ERFRGLHRA;

ARE(1954—), B, A RE IR FEFEEPRPI, AL,
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() — AL, QR —AH A 28 | T 55— o N TE ] B2 R P 7 A (AR SCRRIN A i B2
BAEGTULT BEZTC 2 5 (ML SR, 2014 ) SR, B T2 WA 1) SR 9T (Frey , 1997
Torgler,2005 ) . FH #7244 (Bardhan, 2000 ; Ostrom, 1990 ) 545 5256 (Olken, 2010 ) LA M 5236 %8
S5 (TyranFlFeld, 2006 ; Sutter5s, 2010 )& B, [/ — AL, SAHMEBMBYAH L, Bk 51 25
52 B P AR SR T A/ K P i . Dal Bo%5(2010)FRZ N4 %if (endogeneity premium)?,
AR SR, MG N A TG RN 5 58 51 B JE 3232 19 (voluntarily-agreed ) A He , AT REH1 5524
Je 5 B AL N TE S HL (Janssen, 2015 ), {HIFE & J& U0tk (Martinsson f1Persson, 2016
Kocher5§,2016) , £ 7RI 3= AR 5o b, SERFAUZUIR MBI ] 44> 3 0 1 28 153
(top-down premium ), BRAMA= il B R A VE K- 38 2 T N 2E R 9 (Vollan%:, 2017 ) o 3% A il
B B SO ST 2 AEAE R (HenrichfIBoyd, 2001 ; Herrmann®, 2008 ). Ik, 51 & AR
PR

Ho— AN A i B 85 5 5 AN RRE 2T TS B0 37 5L BE A 56l b AR SCIA g 1 N A T
WP L EEARA : — R PR S ANV RT 4R , BIAC5L (A 7oA DI 3 SO [P/, 5 | RS AR skt
BVEMTFE (Dal Bo%F,2015) . — 2R H 0 A HE A= Bt (non-deterent ) , 2556 [ B8 D] 2 BT i
T8 BLBE R, TG 1 T T A R B Y S T ) B A O 1 AR R R N A AR
(Kroll5%,2007 ) o 3X P AUFRFIE R E T N AR e B TR AR , [ ML BT 4R 5 A
JEE PN AR R 1Y) 1 T L

H el g R A s A B S SO A 25 5 7 Tyran FlIFeld (2006 ) filDal B4E (2010 )42 H #E
TSR], B A 1 B2 (R AR ) R iR RIS SR BB R (5 5 (voting signal ) , 1] LASRAL AL
] L5 1 SV ERLIE T L SR T, Dal Bo% (2010 ) A5 5258 (UL F 3C) K Vollan5 (2017 ) Y 2 EL
Tt B A SIE A BRI, A i A0 AN T I (RIS SR T A% s 5 VR R BT R Rt B T
b5 RaRN D S/ISe: 8 B v i NVAY 5 AV

X, TyranFilFeld (2006) TAF B 25 A& & 1E 2414 (legitimacy ) , XA 5256 BB AR UL,
AR SRR R e B S R Y S, T LA S AR T 10 b A ERASE (IR ) B e AN BE
HHEZ , Vollan&5 (2017 ) F H{Hofstede55 (2010 ) SCALAE FEHE A5 , & B [ R il T AR 27 A S A
JEUIR TN T, I3 53 s A B DA 5 <55 BOZUIR N2, 1o 26 I Hh i B3R 0, T/ & A0 S5 74
Ik —FER I N A

BRI, B3R AR &, N A A 5 SO T 22 SV T LA 220 80 Ry 1 22 1 S PN ) 1 22 5 46
B2 SRR Z <4k 2 A AR 2 TARR i AfE 20 akE IE X 20 3 (Williamson, 2000 ) , 11
K =2 N il 5 S 23/ v R N O T il R -2 = B 709 Sl I w11 AR e o S0 ey AN B

S — 7 TR R 1AV ESTRL, 3% AR SRS N A= il BE ST 98 TAR I A R X — S8

HE T LA £AFA North (1990 ), Williamson (2000 ) Fl1Ostrom (1990 ) AL I 43 2 HESE , HAZ L FR 1Y
S TR B SR, an IR o

H i A A= i BE SR AT TE 4518, AN L LAFT IR B2 FRAE 5 0 A A i A0 1 5 Sk 22 5
JIF 51 0 5T BE -5 SO TRL X ] RLR G 2R 8 S8 5 AR AR 2 1l FEWFFE A il , Xof B T D7 a2 R
1% (moeurs ) FEAith (1) A A= il B2 BRI G Wk % o 10 HL , S AT FE S8 B e ) SE e i oY, 2 R BR 17
A 2 T 1 5 ARG , i e =2 ok B SR SRt A Aotk SR LE A TR 5T, ELAT il MR 48— 4 M HE 22
PR, 20 T I EE RS 1k J 5 I
mz%“ﬁjﬁ?ﬁﬂ‘?ﬁéﬁf”(democratic participation - rights premium); Markusssen5:(2014b)F 2 4 341 F]”(democratic
dividend); Vollan%(2015)F% 2 R i £ (democracy premium). A< SCIUZ: B JH LR A5 (2014) Y J5L R, 95 AR S AR —3

QASCZ I LA IV ollan PRI T BTG 1, T A5 LA 6 R <SR RO, 78 T 28 <Ml B i R RGeSk g, BIRHZ AL
WZ FIEEST.
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PR IE : AR HE Williamson (2000 ) FlOstrom (1990 ) (111 43 R HE LKL 3
B1 RNEHERNIERKREERE

ST A SOR M N A BE ST ST, A8 P AR SO A& SO, [T JBT P 2B 363 407 19 A B
1A SRR HLEE, IR X 85 S0 22 5 R B, e th AN A ST (E—1E 5k R AR i 4 11

Eﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁl AP PR BN [R) SO D i ) 4556 T R RN ™ A 07 30 R AR IE 2 A E R BT 22

TS HAE B S AR50 rp O IE 47 s, TR B A R B SRS

1L, g2 PG 5 A 2303 A7 R PN A S 1, T AR S A 2 D) 52 B 2 e A, T LA A —A>
BHEY AT RIS — 2 MrHESR , XA B T B 1 o] 2 15 A 1R aRZ R 1] S J A B Ak 22
5, Jitt— It R 2 R A I T AR SR AL BLS A o 1y HALI 2 N ARl SN B30 5 L K

s OBV E AR B /s BRI RE 3, AN 2P Bt rp = 35N A 3R AR T B Al ek S AR

1‘&4@% UG 2 S TG L, SN REZ A 5% B # 1) « SCAL B B IR] ™ B8 S T A A, X
A& B ERHTOR, P AR BRI EE /NIRRT £ 5 Alh 15 E 2B A LA LR
TR SRR B BT St B L e A A BT — e MBS 3

=, REEEENHRESRAE

H TR 250 SR 230 5T TAE (SEIARTT8h )8  CPRYFIRIGHL) , FEAEH T2
R TR B0 G aT {12 255 VE 73 (Kiser FllOstrom , 2000 ; Williamson , 2000 ) o {H 2 , 41 F 4[]
TR RN £ N A= 2958 N SRS TAME s, D"hﬁﬁﬁ?ﬁz\%%@ﬁ %U‘UB@F%??TA
TG BEBRLAR E e B LU A ST A O . fi 1 DL R A2 R0
BT SRR T FRTE BRI )E@ﬁx&}iﬁ%ﬁ:J/é‘z}éiﬁﬁé\{’ﬁﬁémfm%ﬁﬁimﬂ%u .
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(—) A 2 B v A A A8 S 3 i

HeHENorth , Ostrom HIWilliamson 7 51 £ K BI04 2 HE B0 Y ek 2] JE 1A R4 g — >
e, BA 52 MU A RHE R 5 b, Ostrom (1990 )W TREZE KL 14 il 22 -5 R RE RN K] 43k A
I — AR A CYF )RR, 4SS 2 AMBEUECYS R e , BT o i &
2N NNEB e g TN A, B« A R i 7K (horizontal ) B S PR ETHFE , ififsh
TR AL & T AR, B« A BT A9 2 B (vertical ) e F#1iF (Karakostas 1 Zizzo,
2016), VollanZ: (2017 )Fr 2 R “BHZ R 7E” (hierarchical norm ).

Y R EIC AR, A IR AL (B 1 @) — BB T, B 248 AN S AN RUEL
FE NG 5o, BAVEGTRURLT B 12 T 25 57 SR, 22 B 9T AR BH T i 0> AR B g <<t <7
M fR AR = A A G, AN TR PR, P9 AE B e B Rty R M Sas e , B PR iy
A3 (Dal BO4E, 2010) , M AMTAUR ML E B STALE i , PR 3 B (Vollan
2017) T 2, T IRBUI AR B A VST B3R (direct effect) , R HA N R 2R A REMRE
M)A VERE 5% 22 (Kamei, 2016 ) , IX IR 22 A SR Z B VEw

PN A= il BE ST 5% S B VR N 2538, 28t AN 58 38 I IF 9 7 ik, e ol S50 5 1k B g
FH A A R0 TR I (= A 7 =) X% B VR S A6 ST i e ik o 3 — ik T A
WEFE MU= 1R

®1 NEFEHHENHTESEZRKE

WFE0LA W5 7 ik BFELEE i e e MR
PERETIE R |
T | (o s s | HOTHIEZLREAS [ LA _
setpiit [ o P e mpige | Henemann1996);
ol I X £ LA B %émumb
DIV F a2 x4 /N RS
ROBIFSY , 2 B <fdigR REEHAKFHER | F) L ARFEFEAS | Ostrom(1990,1992);
HUN B A | RBIBFST | RGCRIE T BURNAS | B47 sk & B4 A HE A | Bardhan(2000);
R A 5B0G iy DU A2 5 3 ) CoxFRoss(2011)
v AN 'E" %Eg n >, S ; f? fL). ]
M e E | IR e %?gﬁggﬁi;fgﬁf%ﬁT”
MR ARG, | (T @ggg Y LTRSS 4 V255 Jan;‘;n@ém;z)
B A A s Sl ST B
el s (e TyranfIFeld(2006 ) ;
P Sy m‘?%ﬂ].ﬁéﬂﬁj“ ~ Dal B6%:(2010);
(5L =) ig%%iﬁkgﬂ M 5.1 Martinsson#ll
g Persson(2016)
g%g}ng%%f %E% Hh ] A R R T4 OttoFTWechsung
et gz | TS | AL A (2014);
;E%%W%%Eﬂ(ﬁﬁ§§TE£ﬂﬁ%ﬂm; A I VollanZ(2017) ;
:%gﬁﬁ%mm B ane S R L EHEREE(2016)

BERIRIR ARG G SRR

ONorth(1990) 1 il B ¥ 45 5 il BE 22 HE R 43 ; Ostrom (1990) 4R AT By v R 43« 58 1 L 0] — 4 4% 33 9% 0 IO — 58 /A 0~ = 29K
Williamson(2000) At 22 /34T PUZRHELL , BlAE 23k AR —h RS —Ht 2R BR — R IR B =

@At K 2405 UL B0V (selection effect) F1{ BV (information effect), i #4 $5 K AS AT WL 1) A 45 5 (personal characteristic)i i
1), PR 1 B2 5 A A 1 AR S5 P i S B AR 38 504341 5 S5 2 P9 A B R B SR AL T A 3 B R A VE R TE 55, AT 245V (R e
42 9014).,
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A0 L i, AN A AR Vi i e AN, SR TR R I AL — B S DL T, TR AL
R 5 2 SR N A R RSN BB E , FFAR N R EIE PrA S B J0 o B2 I, A
FRTI A AS B U2 S ARG N TERLEE.

(A T B A R AL

WRAEWTFENKE , LR HLERRECT LA g =26 - MU AL SRR BB 0 A% L K e

Jp XE N ) B 00 o TS BRS¢ 3 (T T BT Re i P T A R 7 5 Ak 2 BT A AR ) I AR B A, SR T

Wi 75 1255 SCAR ARG 30 BT S B AR 2 1) 3 s AN L AR 1 A (R A A L2 B AR, I Al A A e 1
i WA GE— M AT HESRER L T AT

1 TR S R L2

Tyranf1Feld (2006 )ffy 54t 250 B2 LTI S (norm activation) BEIS , TA K N A= iR #E R R
ARSI 73 A B 5 (A P B ARS s — R R A 7, BTG & VR A (cooperation
norm ) , M} i 573 4% SE PR A AR 1P 26035 G T RO WA A0 A 23 263835 (public expression EFoRfb &
YRR ; 2 LR B2 1 (lawmaking ) i FR B S 45 B VE B IR RIS 5, N ) B2 b s
Z14E1F (conditional cooperation ) #3E . Dal Bo%5 (2010 ) | 1 FH X — i Bf AT B« B R ML A
BTG VE SR RN, 11 A A T ) R AL (AR PR AR ) 7 AR i ) B2 T B R00
(indirect instrumental effect)”, 1M HL4§ H pH B 53 B8 S Ha A H i A g —Fh AL , vT e~ A6
RSO, N TTTHE 25 B VR A vl IH 44, 55 MU E AR EL , PR AR 53 2 it R v
A5 (voting signal) TP 5 ¢ T A A VE B2 F 8 Kom ik & ME R GE A1

5500, Dal Bo%:(2010)FR 2 I {E B2k (information effect) . SR 1M, Dal B6%5(2010) B9 & 521

RN AME R AAE S AR T2 1015 B — 20, ARG IR B2, IR T E S a0
TR AW I Gl

2. AN S BB AU

AR (1985) Y BRIE , Rkt foc B SRR Ly, i a7 ZB W 2% 71 17 Hh YAk, (centralized
authority ) & ME— FH. A 5LAY AL SR M Taylor (1976 ) MK Ay, w5 53 i A8 AR AE ST ML (strong

external system of sanctioning ) /] RER IR FH S G E A BEAl , 2 1M1 3 BUER RS T 30 02 L [ i

Ostrom#E20094F [ 145 DURARAZ B UL b, 2 H AU R I B ] (external regulation )3l & 22
WY, Fe 5 CPRYA B 15 2058 UR I INFESIHIL, AR, 9808 5 34 % B 2 5 R0 il 2 #14 F)
TLB AT F52E & 2 (Ostrom, 1992 ) ALERSE U, AN s I R AL (imposing rules) 5 A% H
JEHEZ 1) (voluntarily-agreed ) A Hb , PT BEA #1365 H B AL I N ZESHL (Janssen, 2015) , A
MRS B IZ A T b iy <85 B & (BowlesHlPolania-Reyes,2012) . F it , 7ML S
RN, T P AR I AT 3kt A, B AR A VR R N AE S L (Feld 1 Tyran, 2002 ) , SR 13X —
FEREEN A UL BB A BBt H A TOT L

3. BETREF AR IE 2SN R

X N A= BERE AN S AL R , SUR A ABF A G AESIHL, FeldFl Tyran (2002 )55 F2)3 1E
M IEANT] AR o 1t —2F , TyranF1Feld (2006 )TA A PN A 3556 0 A 30 A S A ST AL o) 5 v )
1E %1 (legitimacy ) , I TT$ R MRS A AERUR , 1 AMBAUSLE WIASRE , 3 BT AT g
FIIU) il 2 F2 44 (enacting body ) 4 1E 44 BAHI . [R]FE b , Grossman A1 Baldassarri (2012 )45 H~A
KT AR (political process ) B« FPEH , PRI si A A AR i BE (FRSTAILT ) A4 1E 440 20
Hr, IS BNUTIREE (1) S, BV 08 DA A 4 SR 28 02 7 A b D80 T N el 4 1 =X T
B, DeCarof5 (2015 ) F FH.C B 2A )4 & B, P9 A= il B2 47 5 rh AN A BT i 25 1 A IR
B IR BB S AR 7 00 2 S T4 s A ST AL %) 1E 25 1, DA sk e 85 S E B
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BL o PRI , A28 fh A% 40 S T 2T 450G T4 4 IBUIA 2544 (appropriate political structure ) A4 fi
H5ES, BT BT AP MIE AR, Kok Hi S 4 (GiulianofNunn, 2013)

DR SCA 28 7 20 A5 B AR IE 24N [RIHIL] , 76 Vollan5 (2017 ) LA [ B 3 A 6 42 110 52 56
TAEH LR B, 1 R SO B 3%, DB A AR 1 (AN AU MR AT [, 22 B4 553 IR DA
] AR B 55 7 Bl — A 0 P A 8 0, T i IR AT [ A R D 6 B0 11 A R A1 o P e ]
U, SR R B, TR Y T S IA R A AR, AT A AR T -5 i BT A 0 B S Ak 2
S ISR SN OO B AR

=, HERNEERRSSEEIREEE

b SCHEA R DS R SR B IRV E A BT O T A SR A BRI LB, AR5 K 50 PN A Vi
Wiy R B R, RS I — RANE AL 5E 3 1 1k (S A5 S 56 ) B I T I A A S 1 Bt
BB RN

()RS5 FEAVEGE LI A A GO T B

RZIAEMFFEN A RARS 5 REAR G AEZKT AT AN, 5% B 2 B A 9k S 4 B 155 100 1) 741
1, Pommerehne fllWeck-Hannemann(1996 ) .Frey (1997 ) #lTorgler (2005 )4 /& Bl AE A AT L)L B
B2 50 LR i g BIAE O , B AT S AT AR AR LI M (purely parliamentary
cantons ) , ¢ B QAR BAR 1T DL 25 5 BUOR B sl iRt 26 | 2B — BRI 0] iy il , DUJ B
AR ANBEEIR , B L5 45 K7 5 5 R, A 5 BUA P R 5 G B K- (B A2 AE AR
KRR, ARG —Fh N A3 M AT RE

[FIAE L , Rl S8 CPRALZE B 56 B 1) Z2 I 90 5 T S0 000, 3 T < i 7% 2 5 R ) o) > )
F LA REEE & B (Ostrom, 1992 ) . Bardhan (2000 ) £ 5 2L BE | JETH /R S5 1B ) ARV HE R R 4L 1)
R, & IS Y MO B RN ) AT E AR He R S Rk R A S S A
BB i 1AM A R RIAR DA S ST LU A1 O & 2 o S ABIHE , Cox FlIRoss (2011) %%
5 [ B S5 7Y BR M E I 2R G 19 2 41 e IAH R A 2596 o XTI, 2T 43K Rl 9 CPR B 56 FRZE 461
%4, Ostrom (1990) IH 24 [7] A Ay #5406 T 92 U4 Jay A 1A (local knowledge ) 14 i A fff
FH# R A S 5 O T2 U5 A RIS (5 FH o b T R0, T DA 200k G B A & A o
#E—2F , Janssen4 (2012) 5 Zikos %5 (2010 ) 73 i 7E R HL  RHE L3 X R 55K IR 2 5 CPR B
SEH ZE R IR AR K2 54 P00 (governed by farmers ) i 2 4t £ IAL T BOM & 19
(government managed ) . 55 A 4% i, Olken (2010 ) 7 E[J i J& 7 MR 4% i) FH 7 51256 (controlled
field experiment) , PR A BEBCR (1 H ) Z5 R0 — 3, K IBUA DR T B2 50T DA R0
P& e v BN Y 1F Y, T FERE S 0 B S R AT R B R A ST SR o i E
YRS 5 1 R B B0 SR IE P AR Rz R S | B il g g .

{H2, LRI T Ik AT RBAEAE PO AE PRI, 1 Sl PN A8 0 o L i Frey (1997 ) 3CEE iR
ZH5ERHMS S5 EMAIMNAR B RAEZES, AW AERT# 05 R EA 3 & A~ Ok s
(public spirit) , P 1 2458 2 & 5 55 ; Bardhan (2000 ) ¢ B R 36 85 A © =4 5804 AN B i-A/Y
(better )V AL I 11y By 4 SR8 b Ass /D33 5 RO o 1F R Ry a5 5 A AE B Tl 8, DL R g ik:
STE R RIR S 5 BEE B VEGTRUN R RN, BT LU Wb SR LS00 5 S0 5 1 T LAE %%
S5 % S5 (lab experiment ) A L™ g b A% il 2R AR A% —ZobE S A R R I FEHLICRC S K
FEEE b 3kE B0 A A M) R (Janssen , 2015 ), AT S35 H T BRI X G VRS AT 300

(O TZERN Z P AR VRST80T Al R DTk

WA, Bk 2 1) 2 5 O R FH AR I S2 80 07 v 7RSI = h B N AR I IR (WL3R2) .
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3k HigEght BB Mg EISAR AfENGE

Dal B6%(2010) PD FHE 2 ARERAET e 44%™
GrossmanfiBaldassarri (2012) VCM Lk KRR AEEIRIET & 9%
Feldfl1Tyran(2002) VCM Bk ek AREURRAET 4 89%"""
Kamei%(2015) VCM EH A RIEFAET & 203%""
Kamei(2016) VCM FH 224 AEERIER = 37%"
Markussens (2014a) VCM P15 A SRl P 6%
Markussen%(2014b ) VCM PR 2 AR AR w5 19%°
Markussens (2014b ) VCM PR 2 [RIGFAE o 27%"
MartinssonFPersson(2016) VCM Tt 224 sEEMEA = 4%
Sutter5$(2010) VCM BRI fRA RIGHETT e 849%™
Sutter4(2010) VCM MR A R 7 29%"
TyranHIFeld(2006) VCM gt el ARECRRAES & 68%""
TyranHIFeld(2006) VCM B oA AR P 3%
Vollan%§(2017) veM  PEPEE TN ARERAE] 7 —14%"™"

1 PD: INFERIEE, VOM 253 5 A TR AES s TR R R g B3 sl A MR AS B R s S it 114 1) 2 HE 5 B
WA SEE IR 7 SR R (gl A 3418 (FEAE 4 ) s S VERCE A (N A I R4 A E
TR TS8O AME S BRI BA R F SR T AT T U B R R 1% 5% 10% 1) B g P
IKF

Tyranf1Feld(2006) .Kamei%:(2015) ,Putterman&5 (2011 ) .Markussen%5 (2014b ) . Vollan%s
(2017) FMarcin®: (2016 )% 22 1E 2B T Vi N A= AN E S5 5 |, MiiErtan: (2009 ) | Sutter
(2010) Kamei%s (2015) FllMarkussen% (2014b ) W 533 3E 13X ([RIGF )AESIHL £ P AL Be A
AR SR ANE 5 B9 A VEKE AR A el 19 25 55 6 Ak, Krol1%5 (2007 ) FiMartinsson il
Persson (2016 )% %< N A= $5 ZE0 5 o il M e /M XS5 (binding obligation ) 4a] 520 SAEF T4 o

TyranFIFeld (2006 ) 1 UK FE S S iF 5% i & PriE i N AR s i % ZE AN SR i serb, 244k
Y (non-deterent ) IE AR T ML B B 02 4% S2 0 B, B VR KT 2 & T A At i .
Putterman® (201 1) WI#E— 20 SR VP AR S0 G RN B2 PSR BOE , R IR 2 T i 12 ]
J& AT SRR RO ARSI 28, BACEA T A S AR (BUA SR GBS MR TR R
K, WA RSN K i B3R T RCR (efficiency gain) , PRI IE ZCAEST A4 A
A= TR PR AT LA R R 5 AR o FR I Y R SIHL R A5 U A7 78 N AR %3 4/ W8 7 Sutterds (2010)
BT 2 5B NAEREERIGHERT RO R bR A 2L SR Sei LSy, &SRS B8R il B
WA SR IE R, Z S A AEREA 0 T AL 2 , ATTER A IE AL il do A7 78 AR i o i)
PG, T H, Sutter I EHE 2 I N A= BEREHI 55 ShAILEY Hh 200, JF e S RRR, 2w T RIS
55 A BRI B SRS T B il B RO s Ko

AR RO SR T AR B AT E R BHAR T (R ) S AR 2 S LR (B AR 1
AP IE IG5 R GRS P (8] 09 AR B BE AT B XTI, Kamei 55 (2011) IR B LN T
IE AT AR IE G A It 22 5, 2 90538 2 1 A i I XA AR L, AR IE R 32
0 I H AL 5y, R B AE A B 5 T AR B4k o S —20  Markussen% (2014b ) R £5
B S W I S i o A v R ) s e i DA N Vv a3/ K S W S S eSS e |
BB BOICARST A 2R 5 1) 1E AES] GRSA/ N T BERIARY ), iX 5 Ertans (2009 )
(% I —3, 9F H., 55 Sutter¥ (2010 ) Al TyranFFeld (2006 ) — £, & # P A BEEEA B 1] LU 55
AR AN E AR B E AT 28R AR B R B £ 20 F) (democratic dividend ) .

O FETIE AR IS ol 7 85 =05 2t sk (4 S, =l 1 AT R OR IR BB A ML , B )55 18] S (Putterman®,2011) .
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SR, A 2 (Dal B6%,2010;Kamei,2016)48 i FIRBFSE 56 T 9 A8 %6 A TH 591 7 12
(identification issues ) 77 7E [, ANRELIF 43 B N AR e B A B X G VE IR g B Dk 55 T Uit , Dal
Bo% (2010) 3t EAT B AR 3 v R UE AR IE— B E RS BT, & BN A T BE SRl
fR) BV (total effect) 1, VEBRRUN S A= Ab 312500 © (exgogenous treatment effect ) Fl P4 A= ¥
i R DTRR 53301 8% .66 % F1126% , F W PN AE 241 7 (1 RN A B % VR AR VR FHR AN T Z A0 -
Kamei(2016) U {& % Dal B645(2010) FTE 52 , PR AE R 8 1 2CAE 5 14 PN A= i A7 7 o

TEHA TONTIER CPRIGELE 5 T, Vollan (2008 ) 5 Gatiso5: (2015 ) LA % & b [ R ik A
F 4, R IN A R T DRSS 5 (self-defermination ) 47 &50Hb 2% i A0 Al (A 531 ) %45
YESIAIL BB RN, 45 ) S 78 7816 58 S 1k %) B AR 5 IR 45 (Gatiso%$,2015) .DeCaro4¥:
(2015) MRS K 2E A2 5 CPRECS: , & PRARTIAILH] H A 7E AR S BEAS 52 T A A RK, e
Jint) (imposed )AESHHLE] N SVES IR % . E— 2, Grossman Fl1Baldassarri (2012 ) B YR 52560 %
ZEE PSP AT N R R , AL AR RAE N A6 T S AEACE S m , HLBh s s T 9 5%
S SRR, — R EE 11 B N AR TS A 14 A2 5 50 (ecological validity ) .

M. NEZNEIELER KBRS

IRSCRRFE ZEN G 2 PG it Sy AR SEI R T AR A i 2 5 (A5 R R I N AR AN 2
S A ), SR [RVRE A SE I AL B A AR WAL S AN B0 A S R 42, IR b X i S fk 22 57 5ok —
NS A E 2R BT A

(— ) TR A 25 2 A B3R A

Vollan®5: (2017) LA TG54 X R, #5774 #u i I Dal BoAE (2010) i3T5k, &
PR I AAEAE N AR WA, Bt v [ B A A1 A s R 55 S ™ R4 AR PR
ELl . AR, Kocherd5 (2016 ) 5 EMEFIZF- (2016 ) A El 224 xd 42, B8 il i/ MEA
A AIEN WL AE M o BARTTF R B 2N R, {HHerrmann 5 (2008 ) A 24
W5 SCA SIS R IR, AEAME R ARTIHLE T, S AEACT B s p AR b U i) s T g 7
Fhos HAb L Geat S R BARM G 1E K, RIVESIHLRRCREE AR R A 2 AR EAR K22
5t XTI, Gintis (2008) U PFIR SCEEIN N TR AR 3 (authoritarian ) I GE R 22 2 T LASR
P2, TSR PR A 2 i HE 25 S 6 i 7 9 < PR U Xt Tl TR il & — P S Ak it (a clash of
cultures) , AR , XA RS T B 2B AN BT o BUAN , 7575 50 i 0 M R 4 AR IR 7
R, Otto M Wechsung (2014 ) 525 & B [ 4 RAE 1] 2 5 RN il 22 (self-crafted I3,
IR/ D HUTE A B bt s FN , 2 e )i AL (externally designed rules ), 1fij
X5 A LATE 7 R AKX R AR 45184515 A0 I (Cox FllRoss , 2011 ; Janssen&,2012) .

U] e e ) 280 o < S BRLSE 20tto Al Wechsung (2014) 35 H i T Al A P 45 4K
S5 A E R PEH®, 5 HA E R AR RA L, b ER R = [ 374 7 (self-organization ) )
2R A AR LR Tl FE SR R 2 X FE 2 (Giuliano FNunn, 2013 ) i —20 , FE R LT
PG5 R AR L AN E F T E A T LT, Vollan®s (2017 ) ) F S4B )
&, 52 5 E WRUEUIRAGE ) (AT R 2 A X6 A ERAS R e R ) T S 2EAf ), IR0 43 55 8URUI
M SRAE R T PR 2, & BT 5 P 7 g — R RIS PN AR A, TS A DU SR A Bl
M, I HAUER A AR L MR N A S AN IR T MRS AE AR 2257

ORP, FE 1 ), BIFEZE RN A B8 S 300 A VSRR G T B IS b i A Ak st ) s A A A0 DU aod AR T SO U 1< B B3

i, B

Q75 E R LB X, 7K 2R 58 F A S b 05 BURT 43 SCHUR B XIS 5 22 B 32, IX 3P A IR T AN 2 55K B ORI L A 0 00 ) o o2
(Wang%,2013),,
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Zx b, AR A SO 25 55 VollanAUg IR BE TAEFRIREE /R TRATT, BB Ak
ol RN, BT N X B A E SR R MR SR AN 1), 17T B v I AR P A A9 IE 2
KA XTI, GrossmanFl1Baldassarri (2012) 48 77 1F 4974 AT g R[] | 23 () sl 45 25 14
SRR SCAR TS Sl 5, RLL, FTF A EE SR A8 A DB A ST E IR R 5 1

() AR PR 2R S Jai A A FH B L3

SR F A AN SAALGE N A5 5307 AH AT ik N4 T et il BE S
530 22 0 WARFFAE MY (Herrmann@s:, 2008 ) , 435 S 2 il BE P9 A= BEREAE S, ZR V5 7 T S B0 1
SR 25 (Vollan&§, 2017 ) Tt VE T T (1995) 7 BE A 5= B0 AU ATE FUE A
A AR S TEERE AR — PRSP R | e IR AT EG S SR T2,
AR FE L5275 (traditional practice ) 21519 & F 1E G BRZEF -5 15 & (value and belief)
P e W EE SR IL S o S B AFia 1T B OUAERH (GiulianoF1Nunn, 2013 ) R, TG i (A
ESCAR 5 I BE ] 9 HL 3 6 2R (AlesinaFlGiuliano, 2015 )

AL SHIE RN E SRR A AT AR SCAAR S, ST A5 [R] ) G T TR i) < i X4
Aar = A= IE 24 A (R , AT RESZ A N AR T o ) SCARRUE o S L A L O R A Y R Y
AR, Weber (1978) 40 =35 . KL Tl BE AL 2 ¥ (institutional procedures ) ¢ B IF 244
(rational-legal legitimacy ) , #RIE AL (rules ) A 1 4, ARG IR (rulers ) s SRUE T 24t VB ] 5
YL G RIAFUR (traditional authority ) ; Y5 T4 T AKE (14§ 1 BUAUR (charismatic leadership )
TRHE S, R P AE ) B B R 1 Y, Sk U % il B AR AR e 1E A5 2 5 1T i R WU R B
IR SZAEIE S B i , ZEAEVE 5 A5 e R4t 2 (Gintis, 2008 ), 45 5912 76 53 TA ] A 2% - i
(paternalistic authoritarianism ) )l XM EAR 2 ThJE R 5 AR T 3 09 A4 R R AE 24
(Akerlof,2015), 1fii JiE IR T2k A AR TR0 HAT T 5 RFEAYFHZ e J) (hierarchical pressure ),
B 5 R N I Ok — E B9 R3S (Karakostas 1 Zizzo, 2016 ) o 7] UL, il B Gk S PN AR S5
MR EL I, R T AR SRR 4 DG T TR AL U B > i 1 2 P A ]

FH U, SISO 28 P —RIN I 25>, AT Ay 3L A A= ] B2 22k i SO b 2 S AR IR A o T X
T AETY 7RG Z b BT RAE 5 SO A oK AN, AN TR] 458l 25 4 JE 25 WL A 4 )
DX T STl i SCAC PR, AN AR 3 S SR ERRT AT A o X i 22 SO Ak 3 S T AN
R FA R, — B X BT 940 Weber (1978 ) 1y« 1E 4Pk 22 5452 SR ILAE A AE il BE 5% v )
TR SCARZE DRI 1E 257 A A5 3B B AR, SR A0 B R HR SR AT B 22 57, 3 A TE 2 il B 2 Uk —
T A A A 1 2 RO 1 I B R ) 29 VE FH T E

1. RS e AURIE A [R]

NSRS, Hofstede S5 (2010) & FSCALAEBE A 2B, AR WAt S L2 5 — Rt &
FRIE——XEUZ Y %5 (deference ) , RSB AR, 5808 T @ SAT MR 55 A
AT R BIA T T o RS , , SRERFRERIE TA [R] 7T IR DA LA 2 X ik, Vollan%s (2017)FRZ
“BLZHE” (hierarchical norm ) , /£ A—FP7E R Jr it & i SLbriz 7 a9 AR IE 2 B, 8 PR il 1 =il
JFE (AR ) A B8 X Pl B Z IR IR TR MM ER R XRHZ 54 (hierarchy Florder ) (1)
s, (AR A2t A 2 B RIAUSIE 24 (Van Vugt#liDe Cremer, 1999 ) , 1M H. #5858 1) FBE A1
(family ties )t — BRIl B AR S 5 BOR R A BUAR P , DA i 2 76 9 A ol B v i S VE R 21
(AlesinafiGiuliano, 2015 ), IyengarFlLepper(1999 ) 5256 & BH , 534 7k EAL 45 i 35 ) L2 AH
o, W 38 [ LEEAE ACREAE A I R 2 BRI AT 55 i R T 45 TR A2 45 (2016 )t A LA A I
M SF SRR A B AL SCA I [R] 30825 1l 5 i v [ 3 P WA > Bk T s iy 5 22 1, TRLGA
[] By SOk IE 2 1 R A A W I £ 10K TRl R b, £ 28 Zhao (2009 ) 1Y “ KA XL (mandate of
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heaven ), Roland f1Xie (2016 )\ AR I At 25 Can ) FedF4e 16 2 1E 2k W] p 4t & 01 1
TE I AR R 5 AR 32 S (AN ) #SAAS [6] B B2 AR T i (type ) , BIH T S 7%
A“FIRAEER (dynastic cycle ) FEBE, 5 2 WIASW A5 i B (institutional innovation )£ L Z5¢2
% o T R FLHE M, Yamagishi (1988a )5 [E Ji () 5250 &k 30, 76 TCAETT A A SE fh s g b SeRpER IR
S A H AR RIS T E A, Yamagishi(1988b ) Xt —A & B, 76 JCAETT n] GE A TH DL
T, BAHE A LS E B 2 i e R I, S AR 2 B R R B MR R T R, X R
WY H AR A2 h AR T 3l B 22 MK T A

KL, 2R 07 4k 2 B SR O RURE 4N W], S 8RR T sl Al TGS 2 R 4t (centralized
governance system ) , T X E S B BE F A FR2E [ HL 3K A 45 (sustainable democratic system ) [ H
EIRBE(Ostrom, 1997; 56255, 2015) , 1 HACHIR E TR B F KL G il 4 B BUR IR
MUK FEE B RZGE B RIBUE R B AR 5 R 4 (Yamagishi, 1988a; Vollan%s,
2017 ) , DTS IR & SR A T AN A B 7% ] B F2 IR, e B0 s 2 06 o

2. Pk R 2 T B AR P 1E X

SR, ZE VG Iy At 2 th R ) — F < WUt , i A7 7F B N A= T i o Van VugtFiDe Cremer
(1999) A& BR P J5 8 ik ot DR £ Wi =401 55 (autocratic leadership ) , Jf-4E H T & 5= FAF Y
Pl e 2% i, e o T Wil Oi R MR P A A 05 2, WU B B R T A i s
—E YRI5 o i —4 , Rutte MIWilke (1985 ) A& B 24 1 I AR AR T 7 Sh RIS 5F , A AT o 35 43 2k
B ML Can$5 55 22 4 gl — SR 2D R ke . 580 B e b, Van Vugtd(2004) 5250 & B, 5
Yamagishi(1988b)&51EAH Iz , 76 Al R H 9 A He i 3 gi b, 55 5 e )X (participative or
consultative ) 5 KUK A LL , T Wi 3 (autocratic ) $1- 517 5t T 58 22 A B B AR AR KT 730 o 1
H.,GorodnichenkolIRoland (2015 ) A58 L B , ZEAMA T AL S, THIIG SRR T sl IR 55 B+
B EHUHI RS BRI ILAh , De Cremer5 (2005 ) 158 B AR i 2 - 180 BRUBRHTDGG VR 1Y R A
YEH, iDeCaro&5 (2015) i — 2 & BLVH 5 Bl iR Ak 78 P4 A il B4 st b R P B 5, OF
PR ARSI

It LA, A H Weber (1978 ) & T4l BE AL /3 1E SO SR E S HE va 4 /K (1988 ) %) 36 [ R Y
WREE, VY7 #E X il BEAR AR 7 1E SCROEE AL, AR GEvR# MBUEL, 1 75 8 sk 2 5 il B N A e %
AR, THGARS A ) BE b s i, R R B N AR A .

W _E TR R IRATE I — R B 5, fE A SNSRI =R, RS2 ST 153 AR 7 16 Y
TP 2 DA A AR s AN P sl it i — &, L 22 J Ry IOk — o ) 4 el 2, iX PR BRI A T
HFRAE G P TN RERR RN o o T VRAMZ T B X R IR T 2 IS SO S e i I A DLy,
A7 WAL KA E A o Ot G A 1, A ST e ) — AR R 5T

F. REBENAHRRBEFE

S N A T M B G i AR 1Y, (H AT SE 38 R I AR A (IL3R2) , R AR T~ A
B Z5RGE ARG RGN AR, AT B EA ) S K511 (context-dependent ) F#1E (Martinsson
FlPersson, 2016 ) o A SO LSS IR (18T F 25 5, U401 AR T ¢ 9038 FH 25 A%«

TG, A WA SISOk, EE I EEA QRS ) MRS 5o 3, A3k
i AR AEZS 5L PR Dal Bo%E (2015 ) DL JC 7 1 2% [& (strategic consideration ) Y L5
%% S 45V (real effort task ) Bt Dal Bo% (2010 ) 3256 i A4 A& N 537 5 , & I PN AR Ve 7
ZETFAHT SR H im0 4% 1 7KF- , U B PN A i 0 A7 7E 7T RE 55 TR 450 1) SR =5 i SR PR A ¢, T
H., Gatisof5 (2015 ) & P9 A T 0 78 55 I 1 09 175 0 58 kg B S, 7 08 YGRS d6Je A A A s 2 1)

SNEIZ G (F39EF8H )



R A P ST LA, BB TR0 A TRy S B AN ) AR PR A 3 9 — A b B2 45 o

W, 20 G RN A2 v] S0, 24 FEZR R 2 AT R 45 ) (deterent ) , W P AR B 5 41
TR A 1 BE 22 RS0 22 5 Herp A AR B ME Y, TyranATFeld (2006 ) 5348 & BRAR A5 A9 1IE =X
FESTOLH T AEE I AR A , AR it BE AR ST MLAR (R, B 5 FBReRAT N AAE) T HIR L3
WAERN (3%, A3 ) - Marcin% (2016) W % Dal B655(2010) (IRAI 52, K BN A BERE S
A BEALI TR A R N A ERCRIC 22 5 AR 5250 rP AT 8 HL i St A ST s B 4 A
SEAAY E PR, H R R A7 R B RN, R AR s i i B b, A 5 nT R R R R
G J3E A0 5] RO B A 2 T S A (Krol145,2007 ) o [Al #EHb , Markussen®s: (2014b) 5
MartinssonfiIPersson (2016 )37 %< 41 8] 35 4+ (intergroup competition )54 £ 5 1 ) (binding )
F/MEABRE , AR L BN AE R o AT LATE HY, B oR & B A s 0 (o T 2R MU [ 4 5 A2 T
A T B B ) SR P 24 87 | LA — i AR T 3k A<t i Jis  mT lad  s  )
A% (the hidden cost of control ) , NI HF H A VESHAIL (1) 55 N AR w1 ) o 17 HL, 45 295K 7 A TR E AL
W, (A I N (LG8 2238 ) YA AR 2 S, I (A5 T U S5 s AR AL sk

ZE b AR SCHERT Fee AR R AN S B0 B0 22 S AGIERE L, U3 4h H AR B AR AE A PR S
(SR )« o AN AE B 06 B2 LSRR B T AT B AP IE S R 25 A58 2 5 UKk
il 1 PR AR R A 1 b LT HE , SRR ML R T A 2 e (CPR A BA AR 7= 9 R il
SE NI Z AR N RS 0 R R S LR AE o TR A A R R
TSI ATEZE RN 2 I, AR 4 e A A, DDA %) 7 B 240 SR T T BB A LI, 1 B v 3k
N H 2, RN B IR S B ER A, Ll T A 29858 A AT AL (enforcement
institution ) {5 KLBERS 8 42 11491 5% (Rauchdobler®s, 2009 ) , W S48 BE B4 it oh , i 51 [l
SR PN AR B TT 8 S ECE AR A AS(E AT, DR P9 A 6 A S 7500 T BB AT A R itk
— 5T (Dal B6%%,2010; DeCaro:,2015 ) . FiR 37 SR AYAFAE , AR KBRS TAEH T
b2 JHE 3 DA A S E S B OB , B R WL S8 2 7 O S e v S 7 222 R o B8 PN 8 3
AT RETE B AR Sk, R 4R L R4R

N, ARGIEERE

TE R GEARIEC T PRI ™ A 5 20 R SE A VRS A0 B AE DG S8 5] 43 ) S0 (BT S50 %8 )
WFFER AR b, RATESE 539 T B AT N A SRR AR K IR 7, PRI LA 2
RV A DR ARABILTR 4 7T REdh R A%

(— ) NE T B ST R IR A s

i N T BE S 2 I B 25 SR R B, LU LS 20 I

1 Y5 A TR = A A VR A

MNP Y T AR, XS VRSO DX T oA A £ R1A500, b 7 e Fe
TRk o R, A AVERLIN 2 N A X A EGUSCR BN (direct effect ) 01X — 45182 B : TOEBA N
Z A B AT B A VEF S5 h (AL i AFEAVESE) , AR B S A S AT L S35 A
TP EEAY 2 AATIREE PR B E AT RS AN 3 e TR R 4 T =X BT A
VRS 5 o X R 2 P A SRR R N A 9%, FEES ] T (S BAIRR T ) LA B AL
N, BRI RESZ I SRS 2 LU HOORFEE AR R B VES AN , LLan, T i AV E 2R R0 /)
T HAUV (instrumental effect) (Sutter%s,2010) A= %1 72 i A4 45 BN (Dal B4 ,2010)

DRSS 980K, FES 5 R T REZ 1R SANBEHLECZ A, TR0 LE A E B0k 22 IO AR 25 , S A e UG T [ 955 J1KF-,
A A PRISE B MR T8 At T M A ROAT 3l P T (% RO 58 - [ TR A T3
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AR 4% 840 ( TyranFlFeld , 2006 ) o [F] i, 5 AR B P A= i 0 AR08 , 15 5 A Ao
AR 2R B A R B M R AP R R 4R

2. A= il BE S8 ) 5 SO 2 S —— B M B AT

(A ph 2 AT 18 S 0 7 e A A S AR ] B TR RO, PEAS ] [ 58 s S5 AN ] S Ak
HE N, SRS REAT 5 255, BE 2 I BRI A 1 D0 AT 305 T BB BRI A= e A0 , A7 1Y
Hb 75 F] RE B B I ——F MR Y LSO BR R E T, AT S VESTECE B——Vollan
85(2017) A B b Wl B A5 PN AR A0 A B 2 LAY o S A SCAR S 5 2 St B [ 4
RIS, 5 Herrman 3 (2008 ) & R A5 ik 22 F & AH LY .

3. AT A F A SRR

P2 i 0 B L O BB, AT SO (ELDA TR iy DU T 244 B KL 7 A B
PN AR BE SR P E T I B SR DR AN X ER A - 1T 2R AL JCIE A A i S AR AT TGS S L
VB i e B AR KPR TR B 8B VR S8 A o] A e 5 32 I BRAE TN AN — BUiY B8 22 S
DeCaro®5 (2015) ) TAE B - SAESTHCS AN TR X e 2 I R] A7 AR IE [0 K 5 5
VollanZ (2017 )W SR 24 SCACAE E FE AR BE A A RO AS IR MBI, e BRASC s e DA 1) 5 2B 47
AT IR TR 7R A A ] BE ST MR 1E 2 A AB 4R

(COARKBIF S

BEOS bSO BN AR TR BE ST S R SR 7 , IS SIS AT 5523 i AU A R Lk

B, W AN IS S HEE IR AT A R B BUR S AE SR BET, 55 0 B
A REAF PRI PR SR —— IR LA By ) T AL | A A= e R A 15 RSO0 5 e R0

LR 5 SCA 2 S T LA 22 DAy DR SCAR 28 I3 A5 4, S T RN 7 A= 7 AR e =l %5
22 (IE AR s X E e s 280 AR oA f BORE 2 e, s M MR X &5 o P g B S
PEREZE RN A 45 i RE 28 , 2 MR MR BAAC S AR5 T B AT SR IFAN , AT HH B[R] -5 AR
S, WAE B SRR ELAR A o B AN Tyran FFeld (2006 )45 1E 24 A [RIPEA , 7F R i A8 s g A 6
TAVEACFR 7 HHEZE

R, B SO LA A A ) ) S J5 P 2 B 5 1 B2 5 S AR B L 3 G &R (Allesina il
Giuliano, 2015) , DL K AMAGOULZ T AT LB, I 25 7T REJ2: RIS I 7 A i B HL o3 A IR A At
2 i BE1E (CamererFlIFehr, 2004 ) BT AN REE 76 Y , 105 0 AR 1E 24 KORGS5 AR 5t
fifs 4 7] BE (StutzerFlFrey , 2006 ) o 7EF H YA K SCA 28 15 T 153 59 1E 24 PN 8] YR ) B 4 2
Jei s HE— S O AT B R0k R R A B o L rh TR AR 2 B B R AL, L
JEAS R T AE P S5t B S AR B, Ry T O SRR 30 B AR ST i AT S HILBR SR B B R Al 5 TR
B o

FESE T
[T, RFER, T, 4. FLEE G IRTA TR BT b A (AL ) 5 S U 4 —— S PRt /N TH F A BT
WA FE[T]. EFEITE, 2015,(8): 13-22.
205, HAR, R, 5 S BH ST —ASERAFF[I]. &5 (1)), 2016,(3): 869-892.
(e[ A U7, BURAE, BUE Sk, R4 [M]. b3t 755 EN-A34H, 1985.
GEEDFCydE/RF, EA R B RE R EM]. JE5: B e, 1988.
TET T 325 58 BRI [J]. 2887 05E, 1995,(9): 72-80.
6118, T AL B AERITT LLAT fif: Bl 2R AR ) [T]. Z5505T, 2013,(11): 140-151.

]
]
]
]
]
TIEME, #5F. ErhaET SIS B IEAS: —TSCIGIoE[I]. L3430, 2016,(6): 85-99.
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Endogeneity or Top-bottom Premium? An Cross-cultural
Comparison Perspective Based on Endogenous
Institutional Selection

Li Zhiyun, Zhang Wenjie, Zhu Xianchen
(School of Economics and Management, Nanjing University of Science and Technology,
Nanjing 210094, China)

Abstract: In face of prisoners-based social dilemmas, the mainstream theories follow a tradition
of Pigou theory, and focus on establishing the game rule (punishment or reward) to make players
“telling the truth” for induce them to cooperate from a perspective of institutional design. However,
more and more studies show that the effect of the same rule on the level of cooperation is greater when it
is chosen endogenously by group members than when it is exogenously imposed. That is endogeneity
premium. This paper focuses on that the ways to establish game rules can promote cooperation resulting
in a premium phenomenon. Firstly, it sorts out the relevant field and laboratory findings to indicate the
prevalence of endogeneity premium in western society, and also analyzes the causal mechanisms of
premium and its context-dependent feature. Secondly, it highlights the existence of cross-cultural
differences which means the cooperation performance is higher under exogenously imposed institution
in the eastern society. Hereto, it proposes the legitimacy identity based on procedural fairness acquiring
from different cultural traditions as the fundamental research route which provide a more reasonable
perspective for the interpretation of the cross-cultural differences. Finally, based on a brief summary of
research conclusions of endogenous institutional performance and their limitations, this paper makes
prospects for the future study.

Key words: endogeneity premium; cross-culture difference; culture value; institutional
performance
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