R R TR
BE T [ 22 5 ) P AR

FRY X M

RE: ZFHEFHEAZZHA L F AL AL FRREZ W EF TR,
AXEEXFETHEZR LW R w698z ER, Ak, RXUER
BZHANGRE TMAEETE NN, A EREHLE FLE R
L HEREFNERR FILFE T E ELERUR, AP RHHZ
N B SR 4R R E B B S B T vk SO 9 R R AT B ] ALEGR T AR
] 5% 29 5 BT 1R O A e BT SR B 4R R B Al S A AR AL R
W, EFMATFNERREY, FHEELFELNALAS HIFL
T R W AR AR, AR A R R R

KR ZHEFEE FELZE HbREE FAEEY RBek
A

—a 5
AR 5 XA AL PHE O IR B 22 R (T, 2018 T,

2018 ; JRIBRIT ,2020) , TESEHA 2 24 4T, il 28 52 2 28 B AR M ( religious economy
model) U JBIF R R EAEAE . 2004 4F 7 (SN . il a2 2 A

* AXRBFAAHFEEFENAC AT AL H AL HACH L (23CSHO13) ¥ BBl s R
Fl B Bt A 3 K KA LA AT R e LB AR e 8, L@ i

O FHEFAERLAARA T HILE LI % (rational choice theory of religion) | 7 4 7 % ¥ & ( religious
market theory) | % # 22 5 (religious economy arguments) 4,42 & F K A A %0 X e 200 £ T ik
AL MR B R BB FRA X AT, R ARBEAR AR E A BRI A ARk,
B EASALTE X & TR F S R RF UL B R 2 F 0 B ki — 5 A%k
PHLEREA A E AR LA FER AT RE YA (ZA P =% ,2022),
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J7 Y B SCRRUF 5 P, 135 5 ( Rodney Stark ) #5552 ( Roger Finke ) 5 i .

R ANAFHMALAFAREATEHFTBRAR, G —ARELATE£E
LT RE—NRENTHEOAYD T ARFRLBET LN, X
R IL A FAE P AAVKE R AL RS E R TAEATH T 6o M —t 3R e
RABBEME RN ZHATAH — A, CNAABBE TR REIT A, (Hik
F6 38 50,2004:1)

X BOEIA A AT PR A T — 0 P B O AR (S o 2 O 7 B
A = AR i 2] T Hk R (Lechner, 1996 5 Bruce, 2000; Lu & Lang, 2010; Klein &
Meyer,2011) , J5 =04 (2008 ) TA K i B iE HA R Y J B 20hol 32 LR, 1
THROUL LR 22 L2 T (AR 22 i AU AR HEAU R 2% 28 oy G i (62 A B A 25 AT
MELLRSAL o AR UK — b FEBR A BTG, IR 4 2 R AR 22273 ORI 5
WAL, e, 2L A SR B GRS AN, A b i o3 SR T s ik A
— B TN NZAE AN i S — R MELLRRR Sy — B

TCAE S it A I8 2 B ALY, B3R DT B DA R 58 5% S A B A B A v [
AR TE PR B A AL, RIZOARE R R 75 1V 3% s RE W6 107 P T i e b [ SR B R Y
(BRI, 55X SO T DA [R], A SO O 5% 0 31 25 T b [ 42 56 1) F 5 ] i
58 AT IZ B YRR | e A ai e, JATC 0 A R R S B A A
S AGIRIER, T2 A W58 0 AT 4 3~ B AR B B AR PR R 2E . SR B PR
AR R—A%0, O T IR — H B, A SCe bt BEZ B S B 20k | Tk K
e E ST, 2R 5 E A R An Ay DA [ 22 56 Al B X — T A B
Ao ARICNN SE AT B B IEAN (EAE T HR 8] v o B 7 v R 4
PR E A S LB TS T vk . BRSO [ 2 0 R SR A WL A
TEVFZ AR EJEFAT AT LAE 78 70 PR fige FC 0] BBV B FIRIE 52 07 12 A ik ik B 5 =2
TETHT A2 H | SRBBEFG 214 T 18 T 2 AR 350 AR B0 2 8 (91 G O e o [ 55 ) e 2 1
TRATEAERAIE ) | I3 e b 8 0 B A R | 75 200 8] A J2 | AR SR X o e
B 1D TR BEAR 1 28 56 30 52 1 0o 7 P b R R A AR 1 B T 2 R AR

O  HEPIFEEAILE T AN 2009 3 B R R EKFF 2013 F P ERLKFHALGE LB E
ZARE,HREBAVRAZHTHEAETEZHAAGXZA LI, LRTREMATEFHY
BN e AARMAZ RN ASE, BATRAILRERASF (2014) 90 LF, AR
FI( FH) (Religion)2011 -5 41 K5 4 Heh— 77 LF
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BN ST YT RS PN LT b F 2R B A

BHA R, B0 T — A B — ek i B i BEAA R | HE B2 LR A 2%
(LS ESE[1 i

TR TR A JR Wk 2 I A F L B4 R

FHATII T R REM? KARERER, AIEwSE AR IZHE
25 EARP TR T AR A A SR O 23 B T I e i M7, IR 44 ( Stephen
R. Warner) JRZ R 53 BB 0F 58 10 “ Y Ui 7 (Warner, 1993 ) , MIEFI R X E
PF, RmBAETEALE H i ot 22t e bl A o 811 RECE LT 20 e
50 AR DLk 36 [ “ Ak 22 = K" (American Journal of Sociology , American
Sociological Review ,Social Forces) 43 5% At 2 4 0 I SCHE OL, FATT AT AE e — BT
SRHOUEE EAL 2 B 245 © 20 20 60 AE A2 A 2 AR A e ol 2%
ERIIE Y], I  BE T — A R AR, H T T A A D] o 4l S M
SR T E W T AT B, PRI SR 2SS e A 2 e R i M AR IR 2 s
fi—7% T30, EE 20 {22 80 4FARLIR BB R B A TR B IR R , o= Hit 2
AR T B K (Stark & Finke,2000) , 1 4531 1 20 122 80 LA LIRS
AL =R 5 SR AR BRI O 1 SCRE R o SR U S e A SR SO
B, SR 2 —, Hoh (B E 4 & 22 TF8 ) (American Sociological
Review) P& 2 SR H Bl e e, 16 8 41, 7% , J2 ULk — s =%k 5% it 23 2%
PR AT A R, A O — A, HE LEHARR TEXZ 4,
M B SR B2 2 B 7 [ P R

TERE, B3 21 W), SR EA BRI A T vh S0 AR UF T G, — 2
PRI Z BB < BF A e A (BIEZR ,2010) , A ik —{E st
AT T S A v I SR, IR O WP S B S 2 LS & T HL
W RETE I BIFSE b [ S B0 S s B 2 O BIE S LT | S0 LA SR ok 220
ISR E 2 B INBE (T 0, 2008 s 25 [ B AKER 2011 ) o o BRI
(Graeme Lang) %5 NRYBFFEAITFQIME, B2 IC A 20 42 90 4FAURLIT fhiz 5%
HAGEROUDETE L 8RN SEFE A iy b [ R BIE A0, A D T 3 MRS 4

O BARMEEFEH EX AT ST RAER religion” “religious” “ church” “ faith” # R4k L FE
W R 4 Fe il B3 4, FE VA AR BT E oA A FAREY L FHE , B M P 2L “rational choice” “economic
model” “market theory” 7 £ 423 BEAT = kA&, AR BT RH B FHEA ML O LFH T,
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SR T o B0 B AL A5 R 2R g BBk LA B b R R 5 AR iF (Lang &
Ragvald, 1998 ) ; LAZN F) 258 R T 37 56 4 114 78 600 At 8 Jeks 2 AT W% 51 5 4 ( Lang
et al.,2005) , JEHICVE i 548 3 A5 Aol K — RE A BB OC &R AT 38
P2 FIIT & 22 SRR (Chan & Lang,2011) o i 7% o 52 20 00T 58 h &
T R AV G UNAE AR R BOIRAEAR AAE 2 rh i s AL LRI, DA 5278 i AR
FAE LS E A (Lu & Lang,2006) , DLt H eb [ 52 20 55 HEA
PESFRF RO SR B TR A PR A (Tu & Lang,2010) AR IE X LERFIERZ
J& T X R A GBI A AL . JEHJE % B8 #A5 ( theoretical modeling)
() Z2 R X BERIF 9T R 1 5 2 2L DA R SR ELIE IR AR XTI |

250 FEM Y - SRV
o0l 199
155

w150} 144
£
] 124
B oq00p 113 14 105

50

32 32 23
15 wemmmmTTIIIIIII D
0 1 0 1 0 P el 1 1

1 1
1951—1960 1961—1970 1971—1980 1981—1990 1991—2000 2001—2010 2011—2020 ( 1} )

O A VR AR AT T TR e BT L
E1 19512020 £FEEHSF=KTIFTXFHMSF/ THERFEENIEZHE

*1 20 42 80 ERUREEHSE=ZXFHEXXEHESIT
1) (1981—2020 4F) FHAL S | FH G TR OC T i
(EEH L2 (American Journal of Sociology) 230 12.2%
(LI (American Sociological Review) 60 41.7%
(#1422 91) (Social Forces) 238 20. 6%
&it 528 19.3%

HHEAC A < ARG S0 T B 190 K e BT

R EARAE H AR VLS P BRI AR . AT XS B A P A e
FETESE T 1 3E I E A PR A B8 A, — 2 Ramiie, R R B DA 2
JE— PP LT BRI (economic metaphor) | AN & — BT (19 7 L s B e | HL28 3% 24 MR
& R FMERER NG TS 7 A AR R R WA, (HSEBR B R 20 153
SRR PR AT, HN I B SORIRARIZ IS | PRI — i el 7 76 1R A Al
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D E A s RS S R ST o [T 200 0 T

LA T AN — R L OE R (R S B0, 2022) R SRR
B, FEA S HALYS S BUE B WIR . 2L ST (Marcel Mauss)
AL RIS K, A AR Z 8] (4 58 4 2 A L A T8, THTAS S22 40 DA A8 T U 1Y
2S4S AR AE (9 2 AL A 28 U T AR 7 A 48 5% (IR, 2009 5 Palmer ,2011)
ISR U I BRI ALY s B BT 4R A L SR R SE R AL 4 P
M (ELTE S TR R A Al e M (S8, 2020) , 2 HUE S IE R —Fh A 3198, 1%
FRYETHE A T o 2 S B R 1 i R SR R D X S B P A R ) (R
I 2019, 28445 2023 BRIHE,2023) . 55RO 4 BRI IA N BUR L BE
T A A O S R T U ] (Stark & Wang,2015) , #4584
NI DLEAGE E B T IR BORE ShR W T A 500, Wi S 8B 22
HLUEFEL (Sun,2017) o SEZCRLI 6 R % 204 2508 10 T R o A1 fe e 7 2 L
W AL TRl T B B R A i B, AEAR ME U T AT 58 B 1 X AR AR )
FEtE R, FRATIAR , B ECIE A 2 AR |l A AU PR B S B TRk
JriBR A At b EA T gl < ) AR BEHRT

= FRHA] SR A B RO AR [ U R T 1 Y ok R R

—MEUERR PR R, A I LU TR T AT AR 2, < Hh LR R AR
— 7 T B A S S8 R B R R B ) R R, JE R B0 o SR P R R R
GEME B A ; 55— 77 18U 3 A R L R R R ) N S i A ) SR O S, RTE
SRHAE N A AR AL 2 LA BCR BCS HAR R BB e R R4

(—) AEBEANE SR B ARG H

SR PRI DL PR AR R A, AR SR B IR A5 e A BR A B
FEL PN 2 34 R AT 3B 30T 35 1 B 100l e R W T 52 3 A s R e e 95 110 25 2R
(Stark & Finke,2000) , iX—{EBEH # 0SE W M T 5 BN S e, — 28223800
HENG RN R B N7 RS SR R < AR R ( Bruce,
1993) , WA —LeEF IR, BIAE 52 U B G, AR % 2 F5 1A 8 L B
(EFRPE™, 10 AE 50 98 AR —I 25 TH B« T 2 FE P ( Sharot, 2002 ; Hamilton,
2011) ., BRI, 3040 5 BE LSRN M A (B8 A 11

Wik v S NH8 )3 5638 s i A T B S 000 < TR AR Sk i 3 E A 39T AR
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W ALPE M T SRR SR B AR R A AR FEME ) (Stark & Finke,2000)
“ TR T VS AE IS BRI R TR R T AR N SR LI, B RO T I
S U B AR O S e R 1 B B S 0 BB e A BT B s A R R ok ESE T
NHEAH, — B 5% 2058 4 2 B 48 5% 2% 000 N R A M (Stark &
Finke,2000) . A2 HiZm A% AL BIS 110 22 35 DA% ZR (Peter L. Berger) TAN,
SR R S TR NG I 2 U 4 oy — B BT, BV 8L — 3k < M 22 1Y
W, 2 A E s SEAE I T AR I 1 P2 0 A M (DUAR IR, 1991) o XU,
Wik v S A4 A AL IS 48 T 4k S A SC e (B & 8 T 8 0 S e v
(Stark & Finke, 2000 ) , b AT 5z XF T Af Ak 3818 I B0 09 JF 3P 58 oo 7
(Stark & Finke,2000:43 ) , 52 X5 B 5% B Oy O BREAL 25 09 B L4 (Finke &
Stark ,1992) , HE AR YA BTG A 1E T AGASS BN LA R UCRZ A S 1E
R FETRAE R S AR L TR e« FEPE IR R AE SR PN S S BB N B 1Y
W T AT Bl 0T < S R B3R R, SR T A7 IR ™ (3B sk —HE

R TR TR AR Z A SR A VR B R R Gk, RS 5E =
WO (ETE) LR L) FZ UL (T 5 3Ctk) JE R ol {5 ik 4% | b
WL LLZA BN F1 2 R W T A 45 e s B e — D R G ME T HESR Y, 4%
M, 2265 HBA Iz = R G, B 4nvD B 4% ( Stephen Sharot) TAH 252
ZETERIAY I O BN B A A 2 T B 4 20 B (1 4 23 J2 T 8249 ( Sharot,
2002) , B e i ( Carl L. Bankston I11) A A5 2B A P8 A4S (R B4 5 48 14
PRPEZ [A] (77 J& ( Bankston 111,2003 ) . X A& fif i T AT 200 1 AFME A (R
S IR AR (L2055 S5 350 i A 2 [R] i AR SR AH 1

SR TN MR HE N FRATEJE A B oK, (B A SE55 R XE LUTE It
AR, UK AE o S T i R X BB TR R, SR B S T — A R K AR R
IEAIARRE . N2 IR T X S 0C TRt A A B B = B A e M, Ry
MR NN B BGAIE A T 345 X 3k B A B 115 0, 7 SR BE £
ARSI T KU (Stark & Finke,2000) , T2 5% Hoa i — FiRe ik
AIAELERFR™ i (club goods ) o X FFEAR T 15 X BRI RUES:  328T+ T =B S 5
(L, {EE 1 i e 7™ A 5040 R0 1 U A T R RTfi 2 [) JE, S 240 T AR A 7™ i 1Y)
Jit, PR, B A ZH S o 4R T A B Y AR B HE (sacrifice ) F1Y5 44
(stigma) 557 2R AR S 5 1 SRR B AL, RIS 2 5 10 363 200 SR A A
FEAMR B B TR (AR ARSI A B AR S R A B 5
A5 3 55 114, BT84 8 2247 4y (Tannaccone , 1992a,1997 ) .
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52, FHAHLUE S MR B S 5L AR T T A B 5™
(strictness ) ARG IOHEMPE . BLARRY ™K& KA B T o3 2 S AR 4L
215K J7 (tension ) 7K BT X 43 H w8 5K T O 2R A A5k ) i 2 2x 7 (Stark
& Finke,2000) , H1 T 5Kk )7 B B RS PP RIBE SR IR B, Wl
FEfR e A B 7 R 2 3 2, P 2OUR A A8 B ooy B 5ROk
(lannaccone ,1994) , MAEZRE AR R T 5, AF 4 HE 25 0 1 R LA S A 18 &
HHR T QB TE S A BEIEA: Z2 T8 R PEKT DA 25 A O 47 X A7 7Y
ETEARRER B G B R B L AR T S AR R B0 1KY 3Kl R 2L
1 22 T0 58 ity R S % AR S5 20 55 19 LA (Tannaccone , 1998 ; Finke & Stark
2003) , ATLAE R, SRHATHEIITRG T MRS A OS5 200 8L FA 4
2 B (AU R PRI | T S A TR R R A 2 A 2 T SR BOR G i
11—, M s —E R GRS

() M Z R R PR 546 510

SRV 2 [0 B SRS AR R R AR G W LA AR A (A
14 ) 8 R A A AR — 28 SRy B R 6 A1 T 7 A ek — e T 2500 H - LA e

e ARSI A b 3k vl A AN A T SR O 5 IR R ALY
B I SR B S AN AR SELEF ()5 208 ,2008 ; Lu & Lang,2010) . lbf]
Ny AR 1A SR A AR R A 98 T i i P A A o 2 5 (AR R 2K
RIFAER S AN, BT AR AR AE AR 5T 2 MU 0, 1 IE 5% Bl (Stark &
Finke,2000) , V0% R4 33 Bl A 4 sm s B0t L4 9 52 280 2 e i R Tl
0 AR AEFA AR SS 1 AR AT A TF AL X IR A R SR e NG G A A RS
O AARIE I AT T Hefb AR S A S, BRI ELAT SR A Y 8 M
Z T ARG I S22 2 AN TR ( Sharot ,2002 ) R, Fe A1 00 B2 30 i 4245 O
Z W) SR RN R LAl R (R U J7 O F R AU A A Ak
FEAR RN 30 B AR — 45 FIrak AR S B i BB A A SEBR b ik
A N I SR 2 IR VR T 2 A B A A L B 0 7 B S S K A
TSI PERY SR X SR 0E SR H J 7 R B W 3 AR R ) i B2 A a5 i s B e, iy
TCEESRFRATT A T AH B TR

FLUR, Wik o A5 KT 53 S e ) A o DG SR i B P i (1]
R, RIS 3 N PR AR i, 2575 45 DR R X S AR ST A B2 ), (EURR o 200 1 52 3L
VE Ry B AR (R 00 5 BRIV X S 20V Sy B AR B I D0 R A DG |t 2R AR R 2
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AYTEDRE, FE AN SR 8O0 R g B AL i fk 2588 19 TE T B2 1 ( Barker, 1989 5
Stark & Bainbridge ,1997) , JL-F- AW KSR BT IIRE, 0 1 B NFF 7 4 T b 2
S, T T AT I R S LA 23 5 5% 90 A % 8 e 3 aod 5 A kA5 3
S T 200 A KT 3K R 5 P B ) (Edgell, 2005 ) , 4nfaf 3@ it B R HE R
BRI AR A T (Edgell ,2012) , DL & 5 o SIS i B2 200 e AR A
A WA L R T A b AR (R RI 2021 ), A, Hha B E X
SO RE S AR I M B S B0 S 2 1 IR R A, FRATT R 2 IE SR B AR R 1Y
TP AN Z N KRS VER , WASRERE AP SO T SR 385, i 22
BEUE D T2 e B R A i DA B B b A 2 A E AR

B, Wik e AR SR S AR G A i R A EL 2L T S S AR A B A
KR, RIMRIRTEL T 3R W 2 N TR ETE Z 18] AV Z (8] LA AR TE S5 2 EUZ 1)
M H BIOC R, T R 22 5 AN BOR 40 Sofe GETEH M B8 R
X5 RSB B AR ek R AR R AR AN Bl S 9 % 20 T T
FE A B i AZ B RS TR SRR SR S AN R G T R L B, SR S
ARG HME BB R LR B SIMEH BT R LR R BUN Y
N FEAE RIS O T 025 1 2R AR IR B A B 8503 ( Hungerman ,2005) | 5% #0240 41
SR 2 AIFEE AR ( Hungerman ,2012) MR 2 SHL4 5151
SR A S SA7AE U K 28 (Gruber & Hungerman,2008) , 5545, 340, {5
SRHAA R AN AR | B FIFAAU R — i o 5% 08 1 5 BUR R
SRS T S R AYAME N £ (Sun,2017) | 16 & —Fh A B kil A7 S22 iy
WAERZE ER S REOFHEEHC 5« 1" 0 20 R, e —Fh B AR i
AR 0O R (R AE,2015) o S BPE BAR R [ 5 ) v (9 4 AL 8 (A5 F
Y, BB B ) 5% 2 RO 3 S0 B 20 B AR AR R [ SR R 2 ) 1) 56 R 5
DA AR R B TR I 2 1, JEF 0 FRATT A 00 B AN G T SR BN R R
Sl I R BT R B R S AN R R H B K &R Wl B RS
PR IA) BB R B R BT R S RG22

PO A7k e A 2 RS

AL R AR S R B A VR R W 5T 7 iR, T AR I BR Al AT R
M, AEFHVON, — TR TE T IEA B AR AA 465 E R i, H

30



BN ST YT RS PN LT b F 2R B A

TR G B AL B L2 4 BN S0 D R A 1) S B, B B o X )
SRS A SRR BRI B, P AR EA AR 20 2 T2 B | 1A R 2k
FooAb BEARR T E G (57,2018 ) o AN S E R U, SR 4R T AR A
(Y BE HAR T IR e — MG SC B B2 T 07 1 IR R — Tk e T 4E
SRR

(—) BB & L gk

R AVAREAIE T TR R AL SR T DL R B R R A AL
A S R ASOR] ) s = R 18 A 1) 5 AT 1 TR 240 099 Bk O B8 (Stark ,1997) , H:
R ERUE SR B A TR AL AR AR B AR 3K — R TE O A BIR A&
BT Ry B b, IR TE & (BUAE = BRI S B0 AR 1 A ARIE S ) 4N
P 2R B IR G 1 e BRI, SR 5 LA R Sl 2 37 AE 0T (87 20 RO A i B A8 I
LI — AR A R RS ADL R T 00 28 6 B 42, PR 0 25 1 A 6 45 SRS T Al 8 1 E
(XA, 2006 5 X1 172, 2018 ), BRI A4S ELA R DA PE A v AT B R PR R
&L BESK DL BB ks R A TR LR s — M PR AR R i 3R

INERL IR FARE A £ LT, B AARBA B AN & — g R T HR — i
BB T —MTah B A AT R e ATE” R T R
BRh HbRT T — e AL IR« 32 T S S, X —BE AT LR B
AT R IR R R N —LE R FL Y (plausible) — B PEPLHI, ARG 72 5
WL e SEHL TR, DA T3 15 20 PEAL A2l i (Hechter,1997) ., fi4n, 7652
PR P T AR B AR, SE R 53 e 46 0 BE 4 S 2005 sh AN AT 05 3
AR T 5 B R A L], 2R T e R A DA 39 ot 5 280 o P R4S B B8O T
X — PR PE IR Z ) T AR BE B W B, it , AT T A S E i A AR
HOT < HARREL” (objective function) F1“ 255 pREL” ( constraint function) ,
SR o Ry 2OR KR IR AT B 1 B AR 2GR A5 JF i B ik A ]
B HELS IS Ze B 58 T JH 2 30 BERPRI GE TR A (2256 AT ) 25 30 Tk 5 L 4
W, P MTE 5L E O B A8 ( Azzi & Ehrenberg, 1975) . DA “ 52 3 FBE A= 7= 45
B Sy o), PR R RS BIFSE SRS O A IS S 1A rh b R i i
&SR JE IS RIRL I RS ST AR, R AR AL o I B R G AR
RP L) 22 S A ARG 36 PO A5 1 A SR AR L, S A PP AR BRI AU A B 3 — ) 2 AT ]
WIS DI W e (BRI ) —— B AR (BB B E ) —— WS ik
(BIRIHED ) — IO B (RERIKER) o
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— RS S T I 5 AR Z R TR Z R, BEA BIE R Y
AL, WA 250 Z B BARAL RO T EIE R BIE A9 B UL A 51 256 5 22
B i AR, [R5 BT FE 4R W17 [6] , DRI T BE L IE 4 8 — S5 BSOS E
WIZM AL B = | B EUE —E T R A B R SR A B2 7 i
TEi8 FZITERTIE SR, R B2 B AR IR I, (A IR 28 AN TR 2R —
EHEHTHEAERE, T EEEA Z 2R, BRI E ST
HEh A BRI A R MANTE T — 1T HUE T b [ B

() BB SR A A i —— DAL DB 3]

PREHA ) 77 vk LA o v FR AT A G At 2o o) LUK W IS i — 2 A
(structure-agency ) EVAE , AN P H DN 25 40 67 B 0 24K 0 3l ) ) B 2 o AT R L 1
T Bl Z IR OC 28 , TTe Re 4G Ry (AR 25 AN 5 SR AN OC 28 B XU 8T A0 A 3
PEAT Sl A AR N A BRI AR, 3ok 1 LA e 4, RIS O PR — Fif
BROAAAZ A I | TR — 52 S8 B GUBE LR K P52 e (4 T 3777 i, DR T B A 5%
HULTTABEAUN T SR (MR R 5 Z i i) B9 ZAS A FHHRAE 38 38 I 5 T B 45
(R HRY SR ) BRI H0RE % I 7 R % 1) 1 k2l

X — A A T 3 B I B Ry 44 B (L 5 RS Y (o R S T
e ) BRI 2 X0 5 B T A8 23 5 ) S B 25 KT kT 5
Wa S 05 1Ko AE— D EE R R B S B AR A AR T
SR B S T LB S 0™ ol B B i T A Dl S DX B B 2R
TBTERT R, NI B AL AR R B S 5K . TE— A2 SRR B W R A T
G T B SRR AT ™ A K RN A RIS E AR 2 A8 A |, T & ik
RGN e U DA Cp 7 == 4 U ES DA NN D s S L o oy O o S N R ]
TE— DRI R BT R B 28 52 SRR B = O A SA K&, 2
ARFHHE = 555 M R EQUR 8 sh )1, NI BB IR S 5KFA SRS
(Finke,1997) ,

(=) BB S Zh 0T 5 — DA — Bk il

P ARG TE 5 B 1 4% R 2 0] B s UG & T RE AR 1 2
ARSI Hr 1] SRR IR A9 B SIS | SR R PR R B B —HR e
BT MR B )5, B AEREA A9 BY 22t b 25 B8 s — BRI N AE L
], 24T R T T 2R 22 A A5 R I R R SR SR S AE— B 2 i
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A4 M HE 1) Bh A5 FORFSE (75 =06 ,2013)

ik vi 2 AFE Y, F KR AT (Ernst Troeltsch ) 32 M« #2s” 1 HOR” (2 )
MG R Z PRI i T A A i S A A HE 4 ] 4 g R b (John F
Wilson ) S5 H T DU AL AP OIR , (33 T 248 U 22 (9 240 43 38 SO K, R R ik
PEME G K2 AP 2 S0, AN BRI (Stark & Finke,2000) , #
S—HIRFIS I S TS 25 T S A Tr BRI R e PEAE SR B PE B3
R B R T RABIRBEA S TR RETEZ: B — K T 4878 T BORTEH 2
At B v A ] SRR AI 5 AR AL 23 5K T, DT OC T30k B S AU 2 i 2L e 45
B8 S—ZARM X A TR F AR T M ] — B ik Fi2
& BT 2R 45 B (Tannaccone , 1988 ,1992b, 1994 ) X R 5 8 19 2E Ay 176 T AWt
HES PRI AR R0 T AR A | Ao ok B R S R A A R B HE T

FATAT LR X Fh Sl 2 B8 7 ik e 20t v [ SR B4 Fh 2 AR Y “ sl 191l
i R sl (SHEmR B MA LIRS (5 =0 ,2013) MR 2, B 58, 761 E it
SEI B A SRR R 4 bl e AHSE RS H = A L R AT DLk A
Ak (Wolf 1974 ) o WRFLATHI BRI AR 43 M ix S AU (14 S A2 AL AL, i w]
PR T A— K R h i R 5 5a G i pL] . R, FRATTE AT LA SR Bl 4 A8
A A 2R 5 ZARHE I BTy, RIVAS) 38—~ DA< 38 S O e o] 2 0% R 5 i 47 390 < 388
SRR [ i 0 3 6 g 4 1) 3 SR 45, DT B 4% 78— > ] Bl 285 5 o7 1) HE 22
W B, PR S AR SURITR 4L 82 K A e Al FRATT AT LA S 2455 )
A R — R B WIS LG IR A SN IR B R TR B R
T 22 A a3 T S S R i 21 0 SR 5 s it R LA

T BEHAE BRI Y S R85

LT PR A0 L T % 280 2 5 A T 4 i i AR e R A T 0k . AR SR < B
7 A 73 BT 70 e BE il X — 6 S R A Al T 6 AR R B, LR Y L9 A A
FE R A B DR g S ot B e B ) SR — R MR R R 2R

(—) HEA PR B 3 e 2 MY
LT R F T EHEALTE (exclusive ) 22T 5 1 2 228 55 ( Stark &

Finke,2000) , 1 %7 3 HEAth 69 3 224 (inclusive ) 52 20N B A A0 7], L0 5L
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(Laurence R. Tannaccone ) ¥ 7 58 £33 — i) 1, il 334 T 33 P 28 5% 07 B0 A
A S IR], A S SR 0 B AR R N, A2 1 5% %L (Tannaccone, 1995) , HUA]
X — B FIFARSBINA W ER, ST, Hefb M R 2O M R i 2
FRME SRR AN S M X — A4 R A T B B BRI 25 R, O
HVERE T AN AU A B G  1i0 EE T XUBS B v SR, DT AE 1) T SRR SR L
(collective religion ) , S PRIA 0™ iy (4 $5 5 2= ] 750 117 a0 200 B2 i A0 2 1) HIE b VR 5 I
VRT3 FOR B, DT AE 1] T A 52 28 (private religion ) , SRS A 7 i
(A7 AN ik ] ST AT 48 o M 25 1 2 AT UL, T 28 S AR B T R o B3
AL (R I R 2%, BRIV IR, 442 v SR s — B PR S 80—l Al PR ASE AR ™ R < XU 43 ISR
W — AR — M A AL | SCANFLICA P S 3 (3B 52 30 2 0@ T
YT RSS2 B A T T AR o= 0 Can P L R RME A O H A i b
O W Z & T 58, HES @A AL T2 45 B Bt (lannaccone ,1995)

SRR ZOM S O R — o A JE PR B 7 i, BIVERYE (415 BE 76 [ R 1B 4%
BYFERE [ B 0% b 20 27— T A A/ 3 £ (congregation) . MR B4 RN 1
L[R2 5 B 2 H0™ Fh 0 A 7= 5T B v 38 A AR RN 25 14 S R ke 48 A XL
W, BEAIR S B (5 BN X IR T DR (A A 2 1 3 o 8 A i f % 02 4 (fE
2577 ) T A B 5 SR AR R 4 OF i (NS A2 ) ) | DR e 28 T F B Y
Hefb M |t 3t 4 o2 1 5L A T B A AN CanZs ik ARE RS 44 ) AT B LA
HEAB A Ry % O BRAE B9 5% 20T 3 45 #9 (Tannaccone, 1992a, 1997 ; Stark & Finke,
2000) , MAGEHR AR RN, T — AR A PRI 5 4 5 — A
T2, HAA R 25 LA K AR A HEAE | DR T 5 5 B8 (8 4= 45 [ AL, {H 210750
AR SRR FR B A AN o M, 101 455 i 1 Xty 2t el o 2 AR TR 1) S8 3L
Bewe/ PR RS BEXRE , SCNFLAR AT T — i, R N R
SEFANTE il IR ATE 38 0 1 Rk AU 352 ) e 0 22 S A 38 4 ) 28 |) , BT
2 2R A A S PR 2 AR AL B ERAE (Tannaccone , 1995289 ) | FHM A 5% 138 15
RN F B R R SE R, MEAEBOR T A7 & A 3 8 30 0 R S A
REFR, FT LR B3 25 0 S 1) T 3R | 18 508 1 PR ARHE bR 1 51 % 7
7 A 3 BT 2R SR A BORUBS: . PRI, LA R 2 SR e O e ol X PR 2 2
(IR EA T B AR AL (BRI ) " (A | Lo AT 55 e X — S OC H i
HEATEE Y A TR A T M R (AR ) 7

O #Hlhafa KK b EEABRRERT FFFAXIRS 0 R E RS
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TG, TR B2 UG, HE At PR A Y — S A0 (T2 B PE B
655 ) AN TE T AR ERARL | MR FETE AN TG B B — A% 110 ST Y
HEURFEF AR BN , Xl « e = S 7 X — B B R A T i
AU OCHE AT SRR e, — 2 AR B 2R (5 76 R 2 4k o i
R H O RSEZ S Oy, B o AT A A R B A5 2 0.2 L BB P IE 2055 2 Fpoph R
(Morioka,1975) . 4Nl 2 fr7n , k% 2k (Jogl Thoraval ) 4 JE 4 b Z1 i) H H =] (1) HE
o S 2 i A A AE T AN B T X R 38 5 G ke v, 388 vl LA 2
ZFEALIY ( Thoraval ,1996 ; 5 ,2018) .

(a) BURPG H XM EIEREBEE Y (b) fLgerh FE N EHE R A
- B A RIE KUK Al
WL 1111
WemfEHE
KEH WAL KEs @il Hib (EE3

B2 HEAHEELREEN

NI 2 BT LUE A SO i EASE ™ TE R0 53 2 B 1 22 R 1 B b 4
HE o HEA AR SCTE AR SIS A5 e — A R S B U S 2, th T
TSR AL i ol = A5 8 ] 23 P PR 5 44 T B B Rl P ke 1S s 5 1
A PERC R | e RO ST AT HEf P, e rp i A AR 2508 A 1 20
2, HTAE D S b (JUHIE R W LA ) o 8 R AR AN SR b 58 HIX 5 AR S
AT MEETEA RS, PRI B SR A e 6 AR OE (AR M) SR B
(HEZEI) T A 25 7 B OG22 B N AE RS RO AT 43 B st 2 S 3807 ot o ™
AW AR B AR HRABE | RTTXUT To s #E6 HIE R Ss B 2 3l (i 15
SRR ERYNIAE DS S8 EWO LIRS S FN A B g DLV E e o6 2 (1R IR R
AR 2b (BREIZES) B R AR (MRS J& T R S 53 2, X AR A
FEa T SR T s SR, ARSI RL AL A T, 11 TR SR 2 Y — R B
@RI (E I AEHE) Fr R Ay b [ f il 1 5% 20T 0 A 15 DLE AR okt 2
I A HESR vh | JF 3R AT E— 20 BB AL AT BE

W, — B2z R B DL RO AL ((deity-based ) X« 52 IR AR AL
( denomination-based ) At [F A B9 53 200, JF7E S BRP UE R 1T iX — J7 R RS
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B AR b E R B SR (R AR IR 5 =0, 2018 5 77 A 1§ SE 2019 5 Zhang
& Lu,2020) , iAo a5 100 S BT AR B 63 BEA% 1Y 5 58 Z BT LIAT 280, il 2 R B
PE T AR SR BB VERAE il 50 T Rl KU T e 4 1 on ik
B2 XA ABATTTCH 1] S8R A A AR AT, | T2 B DA S L 3
PSRBT AR SS o FEIE, 0 M T — 5 R 5 X RS R
Lo T WA 53 O IR, AT — SR A () SRIRAE) L (H Ol SR R Y 238
Tl LD DR AN R B B S X SR TR A HE A T (5 8, 2008)
TE L BR TAESABAT AR HE O BOACRPESE B A5, il 2 X 25 b i
FHSHE, BE5HAVER R SRALUNE  JF YR —f i &k &%
P m (SP) MU 59 ZH P SR IEAS 1 B #E 7 P 4% ( Sangren , 1987) , B2, 3
AR A T SR J2 T R R SR AR A S R FA AR R R RERY A R
AFNEBrINTE] AETE SR G A S8 5C 2R S e B AT Al DT S B HE A 1
BRI T .

LU, IHEZE N iy 2R A5, BRAT AR ) — 8 SC SR AR 50t Al ks, b i
AR R A R S BN R S 5 5 R IT5E 4, TEARB PRI R 42
AR TR R 2 o BT B2 0 5 2 S A B M B AU T A BUN R TR 4k
XA A BT AR B B SR AR BE SR S AN (6] 1) 7™ A 1k 2R A 25 55
PTE4e , AT 2 A [ fi 4 ) 45 G K ( Montgomery , 2003 ) o {H XSRS HOok
W, BORAGFHE AL AT v A BRTC b B AN IS — & A MR 2L
PRI VR ZIFATE L E T TR A2, HLRMEIE 20 2L T L AN W83 38 (5 10
T T e #8588 2 1 R0 5 — 2 DR R IR S 008 [ i SR AN A ) DU e AP A 5 )
S SR AR AR H P BRI (Tannaccone , 1995) o PRI, AR S 201 7 40 SR W
ATEHET ARG TR AL T R, Wt B R A SR 2 R p e T, AR
O F 2R AL ETE , AR S R TE I SRRt I H AR 45 U5 TE 12
T AR 7 BAR TR RR A R 4 5 1T 7y T £ 88 T L SR BOHE o e [l 412 7
J5 OB SR F PR A BHAR O, Bl Ik 5 55 R 3 B0 BN o

X — AL B R 50 138 B A A%, MBS T AR Iy S BN T d A 5 AR &
2ePE(Watson , 1988) , (A RAT $T38 pp Akt 1k A R s fnpd 5 Ao —ik
H oI sh, A4 e R S BEAF I SE Al FRATT AT b A0 SRR o HL ik R
50, RARA G BB S O BB 22 ik (K AR ) AL B A T B FE Il
AR RN (Yang, 1957) , J5 = Fh 4 546 ) B & kA RUSF 90, #5
SR TSR RIS FEE T RT3 4 0SS 20 v, BT AR A SR B b 7
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A 3K — 5 DU 90 ) 2 5 A L £ % e R v e R B B
ULy (BURJES S5 It B 5145 AR (Klein, 2011) o AT R 56 4 5387 7] LA
A O A SR A AN [ I AR B S S AN TR] B AR HE A AR AR R
JEHRPE Y AR AR SEFE (Stark & Finke,2000) , {H A PEAS R K GEAT B AT L H vh
(B HREE % | IR TR TR 5 i — 206 3 S0 3 BR B A AL AT AL

() B PERORY 550 B PE R

RFLIERRFE T S B BRI 1) 5y BRAE AN S T HE A AR R 1T 240 T
HEAMERAY (E B 1 5 B BUA BSR4 55 — Rty | B S 4l Sy AR A
1200 TR A PERRY 3 HE 6 R ) DR B AE 1) 1R TR s A2 B AR XU 7y B A b 5
W, MR SR 2O RS 5 A WCRS (4 OC 3R o A b ST PEASE AR v 7 35 J2 A2 skt R4 A X6F 37
KRER ARG R W E 5] IR A BAb, 5 SO0 IR MR 1 e —
B AHNRE A PR eI XS 8 (N R B SR A R ) (38 4 ok 2
S T 22 S R FRAT T4 B A AR A AR

MST 272 (institutional religion ) AR & 55 % ( diffused religion ) FHER: H1 4% R
PR R BT W A R R 5 B kST T AR R, R AR
P Wb B ORI AR AR A5 TS 1 U A A R R R D B O R T
TR EE , F BRI SFE A DR S A7l b 5% A ] A S 55 ( Yang,
1961) , fEH RSy TR A S ORI o B S S M 7 T ST S B IR A
JE R E TR G % 2 5 R R BB A S —BOR — R BRAA R AR AL, 2 e gt b
G — RS R (R L B 43, T 2 7 5 2800 T i 5 A A OR8] ( Yang, 1961
Pl 2019)  FESREATERA <5k 1 A S AR A O AL X — R T
W1 B s At I s 2 AR OC &R, W2 HoAZ O BB B R 3 s — AR 1
WIS ; 20— BORBIS I Ry % B 23 Bl A FL A SV 5 A 098 1 Ml 25 72 32
MAE “AR5KR FI—Z & F < @k SI—ZIR ™ Z 185K 1132 3) ( lannaccone , 1988 ) , 2R
7, A R PR SR B PR BT P LA S Ay SR O T e o 5 AR Ak 2 1Y
SR AR IR A R oD R B S SRR A fE— R WHER AR, It e
FES G0 XM EFE S M R G W B WS R R A LA R | Wi A7
TEHLHIE SR 5L Sy F sk T,

NFRIS R A B R U TR G s 5 A AL S AR R C REORTRAT1 % &
SR S R AR WSO A B T I D0, 3V B X At Sy PR R By A pR A S 24
WRRBGHATER . B T3 20H TR AR I R AR TR A PR iR AR B 7 A
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T H A5 R GBSO 7 2 A 5 =X (] Fsf 247 o R 50t A P DA R T A K i
TR Z A, T EE RN, X AR A TS “ # ATE” (embeddedness ) BEA
HRFA A X, R4 (Darren E. Sherkat) 8 $#2 1 SR # 8 Gr B Z 00 1 o5 Bk
T TE 7 LR A A | B A 8 B0 0 5 LR AR T R B A G — il
0 A SEAHE AT B . PR, BIF9E 8 /5 A8 S A e At 22 Xty B 2 P 2 8
1E VB =B A I T 2 0 —rE B i A, B Btk ™ ( disembedding) AT
Yo i A B4t £ 5 30fk 2 P (Sherkat, 1997) o i 35 it 45 HH 7 0 BRIS 45
Y — 7 TP AR S B 52 30 A 4 23 SR 29 7F A i 2 DR 3R TR S BRI
B 55— 5 AR A A SR 0 2 v A 23 S BLAL B A S8 PR | e S o 1
ST i AR 52 Bk R B AL (embedding religious choice model ) ( Sherkat,
1997) o ASSCHEH TR B PEAR UL AR 1) e Je o it v vl A S 08 S e 1 A A L
B, ANk AR ST B A AT (HARZE T IR A M S AR (1) G i
D AR 2 i A AT B T B SRR | MR A MR TR R

XFPAE SRR SR G S B A FURAE , B SR Bl Sk S dliy i & — 1t
(il R ,2018) , FIANALE S FF 4L 52 FF 5 M 2k b g Al — 20, A1 lk pf
SFE S G — 8, B KR FE (WK Kfr) 5 RGN —5, X R KRR
TG — MR A SR O —Fh AR B 0 52 2, B Rk 2 B3 A sk AR = 4L
B, HIJLPAAT R, PGk — R i, TR A SR B o2 — Rk B i 42 1K
SR, TPy BB R BOW R e P SR AR X . 10 B 7 (Sharot, 2002 ) 45 45
T AL MU R 7 = O R BB R IR S & — AR
PRA P2 2 0™ il (B S BB R EUR TR B < RS S0 e K AL X AT
2 RS SRR, Pk R A R B SRR 20 HE | et — A%
WA SERFE ST — A GRS, 5 HE AN AT Bk A 345 (3 22 ) J (HL 3
HEfbPEIEAS R BB RE IR ok B AR BRI, BOMTTR A& MR i 4 et 55 22
R AR AR R HEA T

B 3R AR AR 5 R S B HE A S P AR A, TR A AR IR A —
AN SCHER R IR S A AT RIAR S & T REME . AL AR RN B AR AR
), o ENR A SO R R gk B A5 At S el L AU — ke (R ATT A A
ARSI IR AL T b 280 T 2 L AR A3 S5 ST 5% # JT 2 (Thoraval , 1996 ; Sharot,
2002) , [FIERAZPDZEATE H | TR A o0 00 A A1 A JHE 56 1 28 A ) 25 1 3B A (4 F
i, BN Pe 55 R TR S G AR 25 T AE A, DR IR TE W6 2 B B Ry
TR SR I SEAIEA SR B Tl 57 5% %0 ( Yang, 1961:301) . o] WL IR&F AR A
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AEME A HEABTE , EE HE R 19 S BB A% T {5 0 A U B A S
P, TR AN BSOS B 53 T8 i A% SR A0 A, 25 SRk S LM SR B AR R A
PR (bl ok T30 5 SR it T — R IMA R ) . S 2 IR G =
5% DR B4 14 A P T 0 e e i A A 5% OR 23 UG T xS A S 2
A R EPERE RIS TRA PR G A VR R AR ZE 5 B P RE PR A
BT P AR A RS 1 A AR A RE ST . DL SRR B 4,
HEE AT LI TR E SR B MR BORA R (S S M A A SR (A
B 22 20 HATHRME” B RE 5 22 BT S RTA Bl 2 6 R 0 G A 5
iE, S IR A S

N EHTHE

L LA A SR R PR FRATT e 0 R A BRI
W, R R T4 e HL ) R TR A ) e B A A 5 vk B BE H e WA
IR BT SIS RR (R, X — i Bl B AR 5 12 1 A R = Sy FRAr ] 4
TRTFEH AR LSS . g AR LA R B R H &
SFRER R — TR, FATTR A L B8 G M T 2 B Tl [ A . B
Il % e 6 ) i A B R O A5 1) S8 38 X 1) 2 B RR 2 TR 45 ) 1) R
T A E AR IR IR X5 A B4 B v R T SO OME A AE Y, BRI EUBEIE
MR SCR TR R BOAT A7 A, IRk B B9 07 SR W o Uk e RO S 2
MIESER

FAINZIE o A PR B [m) U RN S 07 0, e, ¥ L)
TR B S AR T E T R B TR S RO A 2
WLARGEAF T8, [ I 3 R 0 B 0o 5% 0 SR 78 A L B g 2 3805 W) ) e T A 2L
AL, AR BT SRR TR A BE Ok ORI o R
SERYRFIE . PRy 10 e LS T 5 R 20 B A ST PR A | 1 LI 22
BT DB IE , BAT BR 2 I AL, A 25602 0 i B AR A, )i s ok ) 22
AR W7 18], S5 LRI, FATTIA A o 2R B A TR o AL 25 I 40 £ AN s A5 0T 5
4 AL B R T SR B R

ARSOH B A EAZ O B, A — B AR B S A2 DT
A AR AT BLE A B8 . DR D AR SO s SRR s S — R B R R 1 27
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FHIRRR R AR B S ok, 7E b 2 b Be s v A
PERIAT LB IE R G Tk — B bR, 18R B G, o B Te BRI R B2 I
T (14 B X Ok — 15052 3 SCHU ) BRI Y X B L), 7 B N 24 A0 H
I, BRI AR A B S BN HE TR AR (AR AT — sk
R AE I B HE IR A o AR X A A [ A B, SR S8 N e
MBI B 7 1 2 OO0 L AT R B, A T — 22 19 R (Lang & Ragvald, 1998 ;
Lang et al.,2005 ;Chan & Lang,2011;Lu & Lang,2006,2010) , {HAK SR ke = % H o6
SR RS R Ik R AR, PR SRR R S R, R, ARSI,
X SR PR AR (1 e B , JLARAS AR AE TR SR R O AT 19— et AR R A
AR S SR 2Ot 58 3 X OB 2R 2

P F ) AR B RS E  BE S IR T Gl i i DG BB AN B e
TR () S SBT3 S 48 AR TR (1 B LE R AR, LA 7 T v R S B A A I T
HARERIE S, 1556, BA SRR O HE M M R 240 T 3 A PR
TR SR XU £ v SR W 1) B AR S 280, I 3 T SR BRI 3 1505 s 1) 1R %
. TR RTE R MR RUARGE AR FH 2 B O A P S A
PEASERY A AL OB A T 5 2 B S8 P AR AL O D SR 56 S5 % T S A s i A 7 3
WHVR, HR, A B AR AR (S G T ST MR A R T 20 TR A AR AL R R
VAR ST SRS AR AL 2 15K T, 5 SR IR A S R A S AR R R gR 56
F, PRI VR A PR AU 5 A BT 1) B R EIOR 24 SRR B, TR B A 7 225 A e
PEIX 5T, B, TR A MR S 3 S PR R B A B 45 A 1T BE TR & = L
(8 A 22 R I S R (135 A AR S 0 g AR AR XU Py B B % 3 7 50
PR IAE P TR G S 2805 ST S 8 (O 3 S AR AR A ) B 3 U1 G 2R L, W A 7R
FA N TE G R AR A e B HERE A F AT

AR ST A 14 7 AL SR X B 4 B S 0 A OGS B B A TR I R A i
WA ST A AR, B, %o o AR S 0 A G R RN 2003 J iy AR HEA
PERSR A 2 XA SR R T AR AR AR S ZBOIRE (R e 28 3 it ¥ U3 e
A B4 7 HAF BE A ] R B3 FORURS: 1 355 e AR SR, Fan, o) o [ VR 5%
F BRI R AR A R 2 S AR A S i AMEOC R MU, 5 i (4 i ST SR 2
FHIG R A SR B ETER U T A S B0l e 5 AR s iSO M il 5 . 4%,
TP L o [ 20 Y S EEOT N2 T R E S P 5 0 T A ST, K gE
] 5575 5 AR IR B A AE LR A DU S B | HUA S R o 32 5 1 28 B T AN ]
FRAT B IE AR R R (Y 2 - BRI A JBUTE T AN BT P A SR AR AR (1 — e bk T AE IR
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A [F) A R4 i i e i A= 7 i JZ BE X L v 2 BLE RO R R A B TR
{IBENT N IVEST v o

Sebr b, AR AR R A SRR AN (U S 1 4 S b SR BT R R
Ji SR TRt AR A S E PR A G, e 1] B Y —
AL TTAR IR AL . FEBCE R, FRATTAS ORE 53 A B B Sy — Fof X 70 B A9 AR
B, WS I 0 254 [ S B R 8 g s S0 | RS DR 3R Bt D B2 A9 T2 4%
PFRMELSE , o T 28 B2 (PRI A A e [ H PR 2 ey BR | E AL P 2 S i
AICHE, TEIXMEE—Brt R AER D BB —E R TA LR IS Bk
A =BT E PR HIE , D0 LR A 17 BOS TR E el i 2 LS
BE R HUS R EA A, AR AR DL RRER B — B DR R AR 2
o WO, ARSI RFFAS 1 5C I S22 A RHLER R A A [ PRk 2
FriA 1770 HIATLOX A7 2ORE 725 T [ 2 56 A9 BLE B 3 —
FEE A i R AN P FUR — RS A A, R — B R R i 583, RIAS
T PREAR B R e R S R AU R — AR

5% Ik

DURS IR A5, 1991, (Rl 6 Y M e —— SR ikt S5 e e 2 B ) B T8, 10 13 AR HS AT

BRI, 2023, CHRT S 300 IR AR 25 R SO SO 98 1 7 vk 8 ), Bt B 3 g R N2 ) 4\ L
B AL SR SR A

Wit 2009 , (ALY SN A AR TR I FEAL ), (GE AT ) 58 3 1.

AR ,2023 (SR AT SR BCEBRY MR Zab) , Bt B 9 R AN 55V, dbat,
FESS R SCHR D R

2107 AR, 2011, R A SR R — RN AL SR 52, CHEAR G 2 2 4t
(PR SRR Y5 5 11,

Bk, 2015, (Ch EAR R SR 24 5 0 (b E s ) (RE &) 565 1 30,

RUHERE 2018, CGE LB PO BSEEBLY) | b Kot S RE SRR L,

PRI, 2008, GEBEE RHE 2 —— 3R T HIS TE AR A AL S I03E FAME L) | (RS2 BT ) 46
5,

——,2013  { N2 BB A THST . A5 M A3l ) , (b)) 45 2 1

—,2019, (I IRARHT 5 M F A — W (T EA 2 TR R EO) 2 G ML) (205 2R
2 11,

PR S, 2018 (WIS FOME XA DR 2 S o R A ) | (AU R 2 2 i (7 2 A SRR AR )
556 3,

JinlgE R KRG ,2019, (hERKA 20 5B
5514,

BT E SRR R A BT TR L)
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Chinese Experience and Autonomous Knowledge System in Chinese Sociology

The Road of Human Rights with Chinese Characteristics in the Vision of Livelihood

Protection; Concept, System and Paradigm ---+----- Jing Tiankui & Diao Pengfei 1

Abstract: Both Chinese and Western sociology probe the issue of human rights. This study examines
China’s livelihood protection through the dialogue and convergence between Chinese and Western
sociology. At the conceptual level, China’s concept of people’s livelihood (minsheng) has enriched the
connotation of the concept of human rights. At the institutional level, China’s livelihood protection
system has realized the unity of comprehensive rights and primary rights, individual rights and collective
rights, universal rights and special rights, and ideal rights and realistic rights. At the practical level,
China’s practice of building people’s livelihoods has created a new paradigm in human rights theory,
characterized by its adherence to the people-centered concept, its institutional advantages, and its

manifestation of Chinese wisdom in resolving the difficulties of fairness, efficiency, and system.

Transcending the Religious Economy Model: Theoretical Modeling Based on Chinese
EXPETIENCe ##+veresssreesssssss sttt Lu Yunfeng & Wu Yue 23

Abstract: The religious economy model is the most influential and controversial paradigm in the
sociology of religion in recent years. This paper focuses on how Chinese experiences can transcend
this paradigm. To this end, we first sort out the origin and contribution of this paradigm and its
application in China, and then put forward “expanding its research questions, preserving its
research methods, and doubting its theoretical perspectives”. The core is to inherit its theoretical
modeling approach. This can not only broaden research questions, but also take the characteristics

of Chinese religions as new assumptions and propose new theoretical models, such as the inclusive
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model and the diffused model. In the theoretical construction of disciplinary horizons, localization
and internationalization of the sociology of religion theories are not conflicting but complementary,

working together to promote the progressive development of the disciplinary knowledge system.
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Relational Work and Insurance Marketing: The Inter-construction of “ Socio-

Economic” Relations and Their Boundaries ---- Sheng Zhiming & Li Shuhua 45

Abstract: In a market economy, how are social and economic relations interconstructed and what
are their boundaries? Based on the case of Chinese life insurance’s operation, this paper applies the
perspective of “relational work” to examine the types of relations and interactions between actors in
the life insurance marketing and recruiting processes, and their impacts on insurance transaction and
team recruitment. This paper finds that the relationship boundaries between actors in the insurance
marketing process vary according to the type, strength, and medium of relationship. Trust-oriented
embedding mechanisms help establish, maintain and expand relationships, blurring the boundaries
of socio-economic relationships and facilitating smooth business, whereas interest-oriented de-
embedding mechanisms may lead to relationship tension, conflict and termination, making the

boundaries of socio-economic relationships sharp and hindering business.

Mutual Benefits, Social Relationships and Peer Credits; An Example of Building
Material Market Operation — +-++=ec+eceeeeeveeeeeos Wang Maofu & Shi Fengyuan 67

Abstract: The credit discussed in academia is actually cascading credit. This study proposes the
concept of “peer credit”. Peer credit refers to credit transaction in which counterparts in a market
with a shortage of goods in stock allocate goods at a price lower than the market price and settle
payment according to the social time. Using the Ming Sheng Building Materials Market in Yunbei City
as a field site for peer credit study, this paper finds that merchants in the market are driven by self-
interest to construct relationships with their peers to achieve mutual benefits and win-win situations,
resulting in peer credit transactions. Mutual benefits and social relationships are the social
mechanisms that ensure the operation and reproduction of peer credit. In contrast to cascading credit,

social time mechanisms play a role in peer credit, but market power mechanisms are not present.
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