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@  Georg Simmel  “How is society possible?” , American Journal of Sociology, 1910, Vol. 16, No.3, pp.372 -391.

@ N ARk I ( Bronislaw Malinowski) | Zh 2£ /K« B3t ( MarcelMauss) %1 4 — #5745 5537 ( Claude Levi — Strauss) {15 * #i 57 ( Peter
Blau) \#E & Hi( George C. Homans) 7 /R15i( William Hamilton) | 3844 ( Peter Kropotkin) 45 .

® Hedley Bull, The Anarchical Society: A Study of Order in World Politics, London: Macmillan, 1977.
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ot e A . AL, R BRZR « 28 35 ( Michael
Taylor) %5 A3 #HIE AR ISIE, V) 238 B
ST E Z RS AR RS R

SO E S THE PR O AR AP L R
S 2 B R A B K FLA00E Bl 0™ A
/R AR 2, L EEROG AR B 2 5 A DU KA
s 5 =, H BRI A IS BRSO
A PR S50, RS A AR TETT 1# o

— BRGSO R 25 F

TEEBR G R P T, BEAE iy — R 5006
WEAAAE DD I 2 A At e, BLAE 20 22 60 4
AR, LI FET « B 18 ( Charles Osgood) | Fif K
B« W2E W ( Amitai Etzioni) S5 UK FAH
TRITE Z RO AN 25 T A e BN 25 5 W5 | &%
T3 0 R B2 g O Bl g 38 2. B ATTIN A, GRIT
( gradual reciprocation in tension — reduction) 1] L
AR A R B Tt 25 R S b T M 2
T (AR KA T3 7 25 B2 4R | X 4625
T BA B & ST E RN, DLEXE
A H B EE Y Z 5 P I ( Anatol
Rapoport) i #( Thomas Schelling) # & 1R 5| 5.
RO 7 fire P TN i IR B 1) I ) R L@
ik, H BRI 0 I 2 o R B 5 FE R
B E( Axelrod) o X—J7 M4 T AN F & 1)
PR SR e T BRI E PR OC R
), AT HAE T EPROCR B s B2 =R
W IR A0 2 3 (B IERZETL )( 1984)
AR AL, 5 BERR AT A AN FASE i 75 3 3l
B “Be B 7 H O B i 3 S Z —

Bu) e S /R 20 T ) L B SR SAR f PR RN AR
VIR A B B R AT, A EE T TR
YESCHRIE ) R, L B RS b 9 B A reciproci—
ty T reciprocity J21E [ 3. B4 VX 41
AALMIER kIR 2 . (ASERR |, E R
FE X R H BRI W 5 A 4
A E L An AL AR R A R DA B R
o SEBR b, B d A R 00 T SO
JE reciprocation, XA RI A RESG 1 PIRP L EZEA

Bif v ZE IR 2 A ) LR W A DL T 2 4
— I E VA EAER BN R, Z )5 AR 4
X7 04 B2 I T AL 3 45, i SR 6 7 A A, A
P T ZRXS 77 8 R B S , A5 B . Bl e
FEIRB PN, XA MG A 2T LAY
Mg AH S 75 [E PR o & b 19 88 A0 R B 2
] s 2 2 1) i T B R IR A8 2 TR IBURPIR S, 2R
TS E RZARLAT B, MR O E K
W RSB NR B, SR A SRS, e
F S [m R “INBERISE T, SRR R, T HL
PR TR @ B ER S i T LA Rk
2= VIR T ARAE , 78 [ PR OC &R A X
BPRA “—Hid—He” (tit — for — tat) MG EL “Bf
AN " HRNE . B E SRR T DOk, BRI
15 254 ( payoff — structure) R FHSE /K K 1
M (the shadow of future) DA Az 1835 NG A&
— 18, JUF- A8 BORT B E I EE 3 SCA R ER I 4
Bria =k, AR 22 35 MO8 3 45 P 22 )i 1 6k
SR I A RAPE R MR R IR B R S
HAb=NHRMHE RO

— M, R ARy — A AL,
WA K BT 20 IR S A T e 7 A T Y G AR 4
B X B 25 5 DA

© RFEAWILA: FL I HE( Anatol Rapoport) . Fif 7¢ ZE /K &
1% ( Robert Axelrod) \JERKIL( Robert Keohane) Hfi4H( Arthur Stein) .
KR4 ( Helen Milner) | B4F( Kennth Oye) %5

@ Charles Osgood, An Alternative to War or Surrender, Urbana:
University of Illinois Press, 1962. Amitai Etzioni, The Hard Way to
Peace: A new Strategy, New York: Crowell — Collier, 1962.

® Anatol Rapoport and Chammah Albert, Prisoner’ s Dilemma,
Ann Arbor: University of Michigan Press,1965. Anatol Rapoport, “Es—
cape from Paradox”, Scientific American, Vol. 217, 1967, pp. 50 -
57. Thomas Schelling, The Strategy of Conflict, Massachusetts: Har—
vard University Press, 1963.

@ [E]BF - MRS, R EF (BEMNE
A ), FHE R R L1995 4E iR, 45 404135 1.

® Kenneth Oye, eds. , Cooperation Under Anarchy, N.J: Prin—
ceton University Press, 1986; Joanne Gowa “Anarchy, Egoism and
Third Images: The Evolution of Cooperation and International Rela—
tions” , International Organization,1986, pp. 167 —186; Joshua Gold—
stein and John Freeman, Three — Way Street: Strategic Reciprocity in
World Politics, Chicago: Chicago University Press,1990; Robert Axel—-
rod  “On Six Advances in Cooperation Theory” , Prepared for a Special
Issue of Analyse & Kritik on The Evolution of Cooperation, 2000, pp.
1 -=31, available at: http: //www. fordschool. umich. edu/research/pa-

pers/PDFfiles /00 —003. pdf.
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N s PR G ZR T = T BRI -

9 B R A TR SR AR BAK S
—ITHERBAT F2 T ( dominant strategy) T £A 25
AbF A6 e 56 (joint — decision) Z Hr, Bl 4 — 5
1435 456 200 70 AH 24 R I O X6 O i k@
WR—Jr 8 7 B £ S s ( Qo G 7R
ILEHR) I LATAR AW, 40,35 . B SR M AR A
EIEM

5 = IR R AR A Rk
B YR 1R 2 Y A i AR, WA AN B TG
PRUEAT AR R e M@ i, S — A Y
IR A S b 2 R DL 2 TR DL — 55 kG
b e T ik A AL, T R % S5 it 2 BR
WEHEAT U AN AR ST X E W ATE T 5 R
FHOCHY o5 — A FRF 2, ROk 8 22 H AT MK
KAEARA - T2 v JE IR B 8 L BRS8N
K ARREE7IPR A AT L — a2 AR
BRI REHEAR G AR 5 T ERD
gy it i N SN I E SIS N
CIUR S L SN

Y, ] 5 06 25 L S Tl . HE R )
FIREST - BRI 5, B 7 I 2 LA A AR Il 4ot
7 G A, i B 7 DLl BB s A 5 [0 8 % J7 1 R
B A o Y RF EAE ST, SCTH I = JOER:
— SR MRAE AR R AR A R, AR A m] BEAT
TEEEARAT B Y IR 55, SR AR ST A A1 PR 15 42 2
BEAROE MBS I i A fr]4s fu iy
SRR — 5 B 1 BCE AR A, XA R TR
P B I A B3R R Ak, 33k ol i 100 A s () 1 3
K $5%( common aversion dilemma) Bt 3JE AU {8 2%
( coordination game) FFE A I R .© = RAES] Y
BB A2 R i A 2 A S AR - BRE
B AR TTHE UG B 502 B AH I BE ) 52

PEARST o [ S 2% L g [ AR AT Y BN 45 14
AR L BE T B A AN ] 7] R4 38 1 1A
Tk ZRAE T s HL A R ] D R A R T @

B EREVIMILE . REFER
AEFFAR BRI (B8 E 1, IR 5 X 7 2
AR 14 ) AUAH 25 G, X A 2 AT
R AR L R R A AT Y i
PRI LR R B R DU G A SR
BB 2R A A AR R
A LR A HE A B A B R A T
i AR X T TR T AR ©

TR B DY R AR

B SR B SRR BR T2 2 L B R
FAFEOD IBAFAEDYRAFIE X DU RAFIB R E T B

@® Arthur Stein “Coordination and Collaboration: Regimes in
An Anarchical World” , in Stephen Krasner, eds. , International Re—
gimes, Ithaca: Cornell University University Press, 1983, pp. 115 -
140. [32 AR R « W0 bAT i G BE S thl BE B ST 15 4 7 Bt
B, L AR AR, 2008 4ER 55 79 B

@ [EIFETH - WA, g (BORLShPLS & AT
S0, N RKAE R, 2005 4R, 56 4 BT,

@ Arthur Stein, Why Nations Cooperate: Circumstance and
Choice in International Relations, Tthaca: Cornell University Press,
1990, pp. 100 —101.

@ Robert Axelrod “On Six Advances in Cooperation Theory” ,
p. 18.

® [FEJLFRR « BURHRE BRARGE CEIEITShMZH ),
Vg AR RRAE, 1995 4E R Garrett Hardin  “The Tragedy of the
Commons” , Science, Vol. 168, 1968, pp. 1243 —1248.

© [A@,% 102 - 110 1. & F e [m] B bk PR 158 0 1 980 250 4
JEL AT IRATER « BT Rk A MZA R, [EIAEE - BT,
DU« PESE g, B A CHEIPREE ), i AR A,
2006 4ERR, %5 35 —64 T1. Duncan Snidal “Coordination Versus Pris—
oners’ Dilemma: Implications for International Cooperation and Re—
gimes” , The American Political Science Review, Vol.79,1985, pp.923
-942.

@ Kenneth Oye “Explaining Cooperation Under Anarchy: Hy—
potheses and Strategies” , in Kenneth Oye, eds. , Cooperation Under
Anarchy, p.16. Helen Milner, “International Theories of Cooperation
among Nations: Strengths and Weakness” , World Politics, Vol. 44,
1992, pp.466 —496.

® Geogre Downs, David Rocke and Randolpf Siverson, “Arms
Race and Cooperation” ,in Kenneth Oye, eds. , Cooperation Under An—
archy, pp.133 —137. Robert Keohane, “The Demand for International
Regimes” , International Organization, Vol. 36, 1982, pp. 325 - 355.
EOCT I BE PR A (AR5 TR ) A7, DL 98 DB AR i tlr « /8
H B i BE AT 5 2 900 . 565 108,137 B
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P W5 ( noise , RIS it wE % 3 A& P A9 BEHLA
R) L ASRZRAT A% B BT AN SR f 2O IR
1R, 45 R 2 [ 8 B 5 S0 %o 1 T80
ST AT T —E LR RGO o 2
JE Y AR AL T FEA ( generosity) HY “—fftid
—4”, RV — R LA 04 S 9 T R AN
AT JCHRAE R I7 Al U A AR SOE PR AE A Y
THOL T 45T J5U At A5 ( contrition) By “— 4Rt ik —
W7 AR A C AN AREE , 37 By 10 %77 R I
FEALRIUOE AR %o Bl s 98K 2 f it
TR 2598, SEA MG Y “— it —
e "M AE S iz AR R A R TR E SR
JLEE G352 A i SR fe SR B 5 LR B
Tl o A 1) T [ ) R 4 PR3 (R R0 sk
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B EEEVRTEE.

B E S — MR R BT R
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DRAA DR R 1R 15 491 % s R D 53 , i
IESEXSERE B0 P B 2 (H 2 5 52 WA T e
FEEARE A, Gl — AL EE (T A
PRI, 377 FE T A AF) Boas 78 25 B A
XTI R—AEEECBREME) MG IR atlaE

SCE AR T HE ARG Bk, A iE B
ANBRARIAE B8 S it A A T R SRS A PR .
Rl EXEL D EEE RN EEE
BT BRI R HR) 13,
EESRMS A B A 77 8 1] RE 3 18] XUTT 5 R, X ik, A
SELARCT A T SURZ A 5387 o @

o = RRHZIERFIL

SUEARARE ZANE R T A7 o8 AR A AN 1
(] BEMEAR ARSI £ AH A W5 107 HE
I DAY — o X L SR A DA AN ) 5 S B R
KRE B IRE — I K48 ( extinction) H A fE, 2
JOEE], A IRAF A5 AR E B 5 o XL
NBEZRLAN 25 43 TC 1] AL, B AR S e 23 1) AT 46
UG, AR B BEEAH B O X T i, 3
R R B R G (R L L) | ol iR AE
TEAE YRR AR BOE Z 0 ds (R R Z) |,
T AEAAAFAE LI P i 5 1 o B IOx 7 B9 g
JIBIE B 20877 — B R LA S5 28 6 1
ACEHE, X AR DLAR KR H 585 1 B
AR o XA 5 — MU 6, R R I 5
DR AR A e (BT L N S Y
FtiA R T A

UL ARG L .

B E H ARRIBIRE”  HIE N
2B S 5T BRI ( Serge — Christophe
Kolm) FIrE: T AMTHY) WU HERLSCR b XE LU i

@  Arthur Stein, Why Nations Cooperate, p.100.

@ [EIBMAKE « W se S8R D PSR (BEE
M), BRI RAL, 2008 4RRT. ¥ EE RN HEURIM B SR H
o’ FEPRAIEIHER & RS R, I PRIE FR 5B 244 ),2009
AEHE 4 s

@ [EIHTAEIF « 30 < BIBPE IR (R RRE D, -
W N R RRH: ,2007 4ERT.  Robert Jervis, Perception and Misperception

in International Politics, Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1976.

@  Arthur Stein, Why Nations Cooperate, chapter3.

® Joseph Grieca “The Relative — Gains Problem for Internation—
al Cooperation" , American Political Science Review, Vol. 87, No. 3,
1993, pp.729 —743. Joseph Grieco, Cooperation among Nations: Eu—
rope , America and Non — tariff Barriers to Trade, Cornell University
Press, 1990. David Baldwin, eds. , Neorealism and Neoliberalism: The
Contemporary Debate, New York: Columbia University Press, 1993. Ar—
thur Stein, Why Nations Cooperate, chapter4. D. Kreps and R. Wilson,
“Rational Cooperation in the Finitely Repeated Prisoner’ s Dilemma”,
Journal of Economic Theory, Vol.27, 1982, pp.245 -252.
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ToE L RGHE R 18 U %], AT [ < % 7 ARk
(412 (4 B PR AS ] BEAT AEARAT 51 DR I AR
A BEBCA AR ARMERL R B MU R= A B R R B Y
Fy gl T AR A2t E AR K B [l P DL, B
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= BRI A FR R B X

JRAE UM 0 T 2 ) AR A e A i
SR, WS B BRI N & O RAF IS B
FE FH I 5 B RS ) B SRR S
3.1 HEigEX

MBS E XM, H AR —ERE ER
T I BB M 3 L R iR R T
FHRAIE , (50 KT [ B 5C 2R 09 1EA0 30 4R 119 2R
WMo ] EIPROC RIS, B2 A X 4 — A
IR O 2% 1 P o 2 fh SE 30 150 i NP I R
FIR Z P HE T R 1, X B B934 O 8 1R [
R EMES MR A sh I 5, B KRB
58, OB IR SR . R H B, H I
RIS, RAT R AR “De AR BARKAS ™, ORD A
(R BERER B B A EREE , B 1Y SN S it SR SAE B A
AOFRIR , IE & X Rl e £ 15 R B fY “HEFE " Tk 1
A7 R TRI Y 5 28 S 3t A K pl e s 1 AT
AR s 1) £ €5 7, 0 TE SR A X R S, FRAT]
IAA] T 145 ( Alexander Wend) “JCBLFFIR S &
FH ] 336 ) 7 3k /) i AR TR ) o S T RN [
PRIGEAN 2 0 SR AR e B L5 A A1 #8857 7
2 A AT (R 8 AR AR R r A TR o Ak
s i AR A VR BlCE B [ PR G &R LA S
RE S T — R A 3 TR A1 T 0 LR LB

BEA — I AEIE( RECT B o “F o [ KU
AL ") AR EER—RA AT BE =R 1. T
IR PR A PR A, — 4 R N Z R A S
(EEEST e /N = WINU/ND S e e (I RV BB o 8
P 22227 AT LAk B 447 N RAt 2 skt
iRk e X (R SRR VWAL 7E % (SR V| ¥
B, At 23 S AL R O A2 30 % ik
BIE N B0 MH 2 WEAATE SR, 78
Jr it AL 2 B S ) — A SR B R —
HAT LR 45 A FE R 23 70 55 Pl S 3 1) g
FE2 2R T S S B[R] ) £ TR O AR AT 30
HHRXEATHER ELH, 2 FEI M E.
SRBAVF2 B, 15 20 20ty REF A4 2
e K PR BRI RSt 2 1 “B AR 1T 30
RIZHR" , SEPr F IR “AEB Ry ] fE "X 28
B A A AR SR 2 1), 7 BARAE 2Bk 1Y
TS T EDETR Tk, T BUR ARG G
SO BRARAT AR ) oSO A S LE R IR T B LA
A NFE AT LRI M 55247 3, A B RY SR
H FH i 19 A 2R BT 3l LA SE BAR T T 3L 1R
1 B A 4 o7 AR S AR BUR AR RN AE 20
THZE A T — W B AT T S R 5o USR]
LR — R T S B AT AR R i &
PRI, AXER Y ARG IX A A A 25 8 A
AR X AR AR BT X AR E L,
NESRA R (HR A 2 A AR, AT A B
SRIRZS TR BSR RE T X PR BRI 22 07 N2 81
SETCAARIL T X RS e B , DA T A i i il g

(D  Serge — Christophe Kolm, Reciprocity: An Economics of Social
Relations, Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2008, p.72.

@  Arthur Stein, Why Nations Cooperate, p.89,189.

® Samuel Bowles and Herbert Gintis “The Evolution of Strong
Reciprocity: Cooperation in Heterogeneous Population”, Theoretical
Population Biology, Vol.65, No.1, 2004, pp.17 -28.

@ ZWTH P GRS RIS, (R
A ),2007 AR5 3 1.

®  Arthur Stein, Why Nations Cooperate, p. 13,20 -21,176 -
184,192, ZWFF SRR ST R K [ B A PR
FHW , ChESFE),2009 AR5 3 1.

© [EIFEDHT - WAk, e G (BORLshPLS & WAy
S, LN RKCAE R, 2005 4R, 56 4 5.
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ARG SR BB T N Bl A A
AL Lo — [ A 2 B Tl Ak A
2 ESRAEX “— b —d "Ry i gR g h E R
ST AV BRI S VE AT B JU AT 2y
AR H R 2 B v 28 R B PR AR AN 2o [ BR G &R
R, A EAT TR A 2R 1 2 RS S, ol 2
b 7E HE AL R 2 (1 S it b PR A B2 Rk
AT AR R AE IV RE T 27 2] RE T B3 AR
BRE, I A B K U e NR— A S
AIBLZs I B AT — A NHREE 5 IR AT AT
e B AR, BR BT A S LR A A 1
EORREEE, [FNHE ZE T LT, A =R 8 % ]
BrAt s LIRS T 1] 2 o

Ait, B B e B O A R,
AT R A B R B (0 T IR S Ak
55) o BSE IR BN BT ASRERESSN, A
ATl LAE i 1A ( try and error) S 2 BT AN,
IR RIEETEHE S AL E A . Bl
FEIR B 1R 1 I TC L 42 ARG 2 ) BRe AT
F2 SCHHT 4 AN ), RV & AT 543K e 2 ML
oA s TR A 7 AR 7 SRS At O PR 3R 58
A7, XA R A 4 B v FE IR P ) B
FHF DA 7 55 4 580 [l s 5 3 I A 438 17 Je R o
H I, BRI OC T E AR e I fBUE ( EI K
MUERPERIC ) WASR BB TR “HEFE AL 7 )y TH Y
SUBRRATIT 0. E R ZEJE s fh “LR” JE
AR T By 43 78 AL AR A BLAT AT R Sl AL, 2 P 5
(45T 22 5 IR S B s R A A 11 .0 R
AN, B BRI 73 e [ 2 ) Y ) A1) 1
KAEMBHLT F2HE Y, (5 A RE A K 24—
TR PR OGRS, Hoh B R B 45 2 s A [l
fItAE S A EPER R C 3 X, E R O R BR
TIIRIMERL Sy, 3B A E AR B (JCH R
SR AR © 2B b BRI IR AR Y
HUH B ( diffuse reciprocity) B}, AL E & E T
I B8 T Je A A B A Ak =l B Bk 1 S R 27
H B R A 32 SCRY AR AR, AT i TSR R R R
Yt Ml AP A T I REARW R T A A 47
(V25O BT oE SE IRk B I B E R M T TR

#1221 J8%( pro — social emotions) , 3 K« 5 25« hf
RN AN (O 1 G W S IR R R [ N
T T3k P A P R At 155 S J N7 7 AR SR 11
Wess ( JCH P Bl as) 1Y A -, B g 28 K 2
EAHCWBE X AR EZ N, MR A
THULTAT , B TP L Ry ©

SRR, A IR e R I Y B HE R B ——5
H 2 ( strong reciprocity) £ 4 & 1R 23X A ] @& .
5 HURAE — MT AR LS VR E X R RN
FEART—AN BB, S A B 3 Y I, B i
PR XFZAT R B 1 ROR) 2 40 5, - RO 7
AU 04 A R A R 5 1] 4, 34T R AR AT 88
SMEAETTAT R o © i B EAR I A A 3
T3 SRR 3 SO FRATT R 2 B BRI 1 O
FRPEPREE RN S AL, B SR B B 1 B M A A
i Wi w8 L E IS PIVE S e I E| Sl d ]
Bl JAEFPESC R NS AL LA B ot 3 B0 45 7
ez 514 AT g 4s A IE RS B N A RE 32

@ LA EAr#7a] L Thomas Hobbes, Leviathan, Oxford: Oxford
University Press, 1943; Jean — Jacques Rousseau, The Social Con—
tract, tran. by Maurice Cranston, New York: Penguin Books, 1968,
p-83. [ ] BURERFE  BRALASF 1 (CEIRITaIIYIZEE ), LilE AR
At 1995 AR, 35 2 BT KT AN, I 6] AR - 2
RIS R B 5C 2R 00T ), i L0 U AL, 1992 4F i, 56
200 -202 Ji.

@ Robert Axelrod “An Evolutionary Approach to Norms,” A-
merican Political Science Review, Vol. 80, No.4, 1986, pp. 1095 —
L. [T BA%E « B0 sE/R B 48 CAMRMIE ), [ AR
JRAt, 1995 4ERR L, 55 5 & .

@ bR L, By SE AR A P A SRR R A AN 3 S N B A
Rt , KA B AR RERLER] LU BR I8 A B R K

@ Robert Axelrod, The Evolution of Cooperation, New York:
Basic Books, 1984, pp. 12, 18, 125 -126, 173 - 174, 182.

® HECFEERE S REA A KA PRI ) ——fe A Al
ESB AR, (R EHE5E),2010 4F5R 6 1]

©® B GMSITIE)2011 R4 4 WA FRCEs .

@ Robert Keohane “Reciprocity in International Relations” ,
International Organization, Vol.40, No. 1, 1986, p.21,{#F:63. Ste—
phen Krasner, eds. , International Regimes, Ithaca: Cornell University
Press, 1983, pp. 11 —12.

® [E]IBNFF - WRERDEE, R (BrEME
B, 1t AR 1995 4F R, 45 89 T

@ Herbert Gintis “Strong Reciprocity and Human Sociality”,
Journal of Theoretical Biology, Vol. 206, No. 2, 2000, pp. 169 -
179. Samuel Bowles and Herbert Gintis “The Evolution of Strong Re-

ciprocity: Cooperation in Heterogeneous Population” , Theoretical Pop-
ulation Biology, Vol.65, No.1, 2004, pp.17 —28.
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Study on the Strategy of Reciprocity and International Relations

HUANG Zhen'

( 1. Shanghai Administration Institute, Shanghai 200233, China)

Abstract: Reciprocity with its institutionalization is considered to be able to make cooperation evolve by neo —
liberalists. This paper is meant to be a reflection on this view. The theoretical significance lies in highlighting
statesinitiative , adaptation and the traits of “process constructing” , making us prudently optimistic about the e—
volution of international relations. But this significance is quite limited, because reciprocity presumes the nature
of state as rational and selfish, and ignores some reciprocities are operated by non — selfish motive and in non —
selfish relational background. The practical significance is to encourage states to transcend the “Hobbes logic” ,
and dare to give, accept and return. But this significance is also limited, because reciprocity leads the leaders
and the people to have risky preference for the repeated game and certainty. The future researches of the strate—
gy of reciprocity should focus on three aspects: The policy researches of reciprocity , namely how to give, accept
and return; pluralistic reciprocity researches namely the multi — nation strategic reciprocity researches; and the
reciprocity practice, reproduction of international relations and national motive, in order to make clear the
mechanisms between reciprocity strategy and the evolution and degradation of cooperation.

Key words: strategy of reciprocity; contingency; dilemma; future study



