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ae doju= AY7? A ol A1,
oA F FEolAMQt, AR ol W FAR FEAAMRII? ZA] o]
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o] ghst ool ol2x] Kgt AHE F sfuelth AR o]d EUX|9
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o] A9 7|He AALHA e "F 71, 0271 AL
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2 Mg do] dasitt EEle Y =Esdde old ZYo] wi-
345 FAE0R el oy, dRAHAE wig- Bed FE o
23t AQdelle 2edk 53 A2o] glolx Jhssith(Hamilton 1964;
1996; Reeve 1998; Dugatkin & Reeve 1994)

A5 Ae Byele A F 7Y ASE AkPHol Aok FHxEA
-8 (neighbor-modulated fitness) AAPHI}  EZZ-S-T(inclusive
fitness) ZAlRPHel 27lolty FHEAY HSEe & O]F/}XV} OE o5
FE T WA o]Solu Eafol] o] A itk “FHxd A
SE'ghe folde ATt AREA Ao ERE QS wete 9
u7h gAUTE W IBAGEE 3 o[ERA} TRE o] SolA “HiEolF
=7 WA o537 &dllo] o] A
At} “EH —1”"]3]'1: gololle 27| A4l
S A3 BZE IFE v Wy
FIHA FAAF 5“’/}“ 5ol A4 A
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i =t =55 FTHReeve 1998).
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& ¥2 A8we Jjdl aa7d BAG 22w 1 AR P5o| T

AE 744 ZA%(genetic relatedness)?] 7FEEXE FHof sl of7)A
TVeA7F g o] e ¥ YL “FF Qato|ty a¥A W,
BAAQ I HAIEE HUAZ flee P AdMES 58 St
g Zolg} =gk Hamilton 1964; 2001).

agvd f74 2dss Fololn o9A Aol s 3
cAEE &3] st Axol F RAZIY] A F324 fFAMS
ofmjstA] gtk Al Al AR ddE = jAEC] THRE
‘WA AR Grht HolAQERAE YEle AEEA oal|E ofof
gt 17 RS Aske ¢ 7R WA oJeHA @l QlolA
ALY B4 g AR allele) 7} 352] 7HAl(common descent) & &
3 FER &oll EAE MAPS Alhs AolthHamilton 1964,
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F29 ¥ 50 A% WY Bl o) A3 & ke A

o oIg) SZE saske 949 e ohle Adide] Eu] o=

FEAIA A B FEF dEe ABsE Zo] HeT: 19

A LR oIFSl e ARERdRe fadh A adel G
s

2, 99, FRolEe He FAls Tr
AHAZ"(gene selectionism)FlE F2= o|f7} vlZ 03]7101] Say=s

15 e B3& AAaFe AHES Fhlol RuFEith a8y 1

2y AL WA ABA 25 AfRt dREHA etk g
Spermophilus beldingi 2= 39S 71 gz e 49 o] v
v 559 22 AL =94 e Aaig(alarm cal)S Wi
gitt. o] Aiss 1 HE MAES 2 ﬁ]’ﬂ% Bk =2 b i e ek
5= W Ale E=AAE f20] 57| frh. 23T of9A o] ofg
Z g5o] 7FsE7N?

% Aejsiakel MRI(P. Sherman)}e ofdl Amgo] “ISE"S 9
A o

lr n{

o & UAFES F/ A AEAS Aolee A% He AHas
A3 ol AYHOE RF BT T w29, AAD £A o
AT 9ol O AF Aueg ted oE e 4T Fol

£ Aoow o)Fsle] WAS PYUL oFu Al s IR A%
oz 3% g oW A A, , B AAA 8 28
o) Angel o M

=

3] %”38}1 ; ?% Olﬁ}— Aotk FUIFAE BIH AN ol

Reeve 1998). 53], ©] &< AMEE o

o (1) <8t A43] 71EA7

A4 Aex adsE AAI

ro] FEAE AAZ oS HX3= FAAE &

2 oF SeEAE 2R oz AGATHGrafen 1984; 1991). o] HA|
ﬁ;‘—ﬂﬂ gow T2 WS FUstd 3 A A3ty & Al

(Queller 1992; Frank 1998). oH“a“aA T2 ol EHo] A
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AEA7F AARZ Z Folgith. Akt FHd 77k 135S 717 A
Eo] 2%87 @2 dAEEY 9 AF AisS Utk o] Eg JF e
2o =5 ARtk (Sherman 1977) thgle] A 23 wZ
Eol IF Ay By T2 x4 A& o5 2HEe MAHe Ko
HolE tl&ot} AAZ 0] SHIREE U8 T2 3 1E A
gEaEe] st 2 g A FR7 AEE AA ST 19}
Al He AdEELS dFY “F571'2 Agsta ZUth(Cronin 1991

Sober & Wilson 1998; Segerstrale 2000; Alcock 2001)3)

2. tre AYES oed 9] X3kE o9

Argel=rP?

o] WAL oY F71E 2z JeA® etk 197090 RE F
EPFT HopollA AY otk HFE wol I HHES AZE FH
2 FEryIEe FYEe] H2o vg 2s] s gtk 1 T4
of A e FESHA Y&D. S, Wilson)d AEASA AH(E
Sober)= o e AHES ¥z “Fd HE AY(trait group
selection)” =& “tF A (multi-level selection)” ¢|&o]gh= A2
- e Jd HHES HHAHATHWilson & Sober 1994; Sober &
Wilson 1998; 2000).

IO ol 0|23 A o]&L oA FEEHEIP F+ JY Add(old
group selection) E&oMe Aol WAZeE A& Ao Yt
uebA g Fduo] AEE g5 1 JgY Wl EAske o713 d9A
o] RIEg} HgFgth o]d o= —‘:r 74A] ol wEel oleF PF
o] Zskd 4 glrh. AA, FJeEo] HAHoZ Aslo] 7] Wil Al
Zro] 329 0|73 JHA ks :T_?j%& e e S22 o]7]3

O

3) ‘B2 FFAEEAEL st Ajdel| o Aule] #s| © ATS
wj$ick 814 mkeH” Sober & Wilson (1998), p. 9.



OlENSS| Fatet MEfe] 7 =3 89

NAEZT AYAA "ot =4, JFs 425 7 Ja]
T Y9E FEY] wid B2 olg PSR F8E F
Al AdE Avke & ik

Uil 32 o A (trait-group selection) EFAAE 3 7jA| o)
2] g4 JIEE FAH0] A ML I FJIE oA o]FzIth
714 “8A HeHtrait-group) ole, o sjAH|] EX FAo] 1 Al
ghooflel & AAEY ASEdE dFs T 19 MAEE 74
HAAS AA K Wilson 1983; 2002; Sober & Wilson 1998). o7
S E3EE o] F9 A FElEo] ok sjRal AR 55
27} Jehb 742 28] &9 & AA7F AS(alarm cal)S Atk o]
W o 7HA] ZFsAel A aF shie, I Aalgol e T A
FAlE oud e T4 ¥ o4 ”}X] oAt s F=
Afolth ol Aiss e 1 7Y AEE ASR] AE
ghol ASEE vHANE 2 a3y bE Fof FHdsde vAA G

é?:rkﬂﬂ:":_&_&
[e2
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W TR} ole) Fo A PUES SAd BEL 4 9%, A
5% 7 FUEY RE THYE QAT & Urkd ‘32 ey 9
g BE AR HFREn TRAE 3380l 1 338 WE A
o Fulolwr G FohW ¥4 Mve F49 Aolth oAy ¥4 3
o Ad Bgolre dee] 54 ¥4 — 718, Ange U BE, o]
g FHHE BF 59 AY H8 oFF AW AAR] 9w, o]
£ 1 339 W8 ASsaua s vRolck B 1 Yol A &
Ao AgEog G Fe HASH BEolgy Sele WBe o
Fo F ek giok A 1 PGl AEHL Aol 1 AA
H3eE A FA% Oe ANS(Ih 4B Fho et
A3k | 40| AT + YEAS WHEH e A%
Mk BEHA ol AHME WA HY WAL WP AEshl

o} gtk o4y Aae Aze 55‘ avic Ao Folsjolot 3
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B Adss AR 94 QUse 94 g 89a dusn
Be e A Aolth o] mye 4o ¥ use Wy &
A 512 1 9% Heded e £ @ o Az

A2 5 S ANHEE A ¥ ) e E A B e
Oe $RY 34 gusel thl A, o Aol olgd Bel%
S2 498 wol 23 gt Auel A4 Z7h o114 A9IAe 4
Wy o529/ HY oEge QST Jtw 19 559
Age] WAT 5 9L

ool thal &wlsh AL He W) FHAEHHIE O] olehae]
B2 P57 At FAATh 3 @ AAE BelA oleel AREe
e ARETY o714 AASE o714 AR FEAEL

A =W, 22 ¥ o A7, o7 MAER AU HA T
BYE S § 93, wEbA oJgpde] FglE Utk Aol g&e
A AYEAEC] J& WREREY 595 a F5S AAEe
o|ygt 7|AES FARTAL HIASNYTHSober & Wilson 1998).

a5e FEde 9 JY Adde] MdAos APAY wnk oz
APHOEE FL FAES 7K, FEe FoF ddojga FHIh
A9 A "JolAZ,(Unto Others)ollA “Fet Melz} oJefAdo] B3k
=8 &x) “Gadle] @F(the fallacy of averaging)’E WH3slA| &
o=ZM ke ddE & At e dEsi IHEs FES X2 3l
CHSober & Wilson 1998, p. 34). Z22thd “Hidle] 2F'& FAAd
7F AL, A ul( Wlthm group)®] 7HAE Atolelx] Hojul= ez
A 7Hbetween group)ol] Lojue= Ado] AA3] &gz B3}
3 oA FE Qo] A AIEE FJUES 5o Hudwe

(averaging the fitness of individuals across groups) /75 =gl

o4

4) 2= o] 77 BAIEelA F gEA “Ase 947(Simpson’s
paradox)S 3 F Todtln =23t} g0 w=m A
oA ZQl o] HANME ¥r=A] ZF2 oildge AMS =l



O|E}AMQ| ZIElQ} MEHO| £+ =X 1

Parent Population
N=200 P=5

Group 1, Parents Group 2, Parents
n=100 p=2 n=100 p=.8

W, = 9.96

W, = 12,99
W, = 11.01

Wi = 14.04

Group. 1, Offspring

Group 2, Offspring
n'=1080 p'=.184

n'=1320 p'=.787

Offspring Population
N'=2400 P'=.516

<12l 2> O|EMH
MAFANE Ag By} b A 3 3]
Aol glojA] B3k 2Fo]E HAtKSober & Wilson 1998, 24).

<a38 = ﬂu n= 1oo<ﬂ—°— D F FJHEogZ Yol FAA

=1 T
LJ} RS ﬂx]tﬂxq 01@71] tﬂ§){6}~7<]:§— E=Agkslal k(2 7]
A, p=27] Fae olgy 9 /3 HlE, p - uE Al
Wa=1 Fet ol ojetd At 2te A
A o712 YA Zke A8E) 2710 oA & A
20%5, A 29 80%S Ak Ak o Aldells, 24 A
oletd 9 fFFol o181 sARL U w2 ok e e 7R

AR 7 e BYF YU §4E
dy(Z e oska)o] ] Zo] F§Ad= 3)
sfpol A #el ol isk @AllAE ol ohd gl shsdithe
o 2HE o9 £UF w=TolA Fe veln B A — ol
@ 5 Qe — o] A PuelA ol okd & YgolE By,
N EAEL “Piste] 0F'E WHAMAA o AHHH FErim v
adth Aee G4% BFske 95 A BHME Sober (200009

Sober & Wilson (1994, 1998, 2000), 18] Okasha (2004)& 3314
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Jue d Fe oEy BeiAEz FAR e Ha o A3
> 1080). ATHOR, 2400 A=ER F4E AA(global) ZAAT elA
oJEHy WS M i wek o ve] F7149 3 A

Y4 BY2 AN BHoE olgd 5ol A F Atk
gl el A FAH Ae 2R (EHoR,
8 e Ade Agdt 1 23d g2y, o
4 89 f8e BF 4w} o718 B9 44 HF Hgwol v
o Z7] WEol(Wa=1238> Wp=1162) 2= oJebq a9 F3o] A
Sl &, oleh 49 §30) @HOR o “olr1Aro)) w3
: o WU We orle] AhA Ao g Ases *
Aoltk, Awlsl Yool waw ol Fgo] vz “BEse R ok
A

O

dupeh Fe ) Aus P9 7 Y RS nejsor she Al
© {959 S50 QA9 Wi AewE AVFoH RE AL )
A o BelslN e mrolh

a9 “BEse] eF7e AAE o ol ofslel] Aside 23 1:1
FAQl szoe 2o Bast gtk ol 98 F 48 — oEAA
% o7PHS) 9l Al BEAEE 38 Aefoh v}¢§4~
el 5 AAZ olHY ABL ARV T AT A5AEY 1 )
A A3 G ded BN WS W Aol HEAEE el
AR 7k A9 “Ue] HLEE <H >3} 2ol

_4

L =
A S
Lol | A X —c+hb X —¢
H3T | S x +b X

o718 AAZ] HE &S o) W Zze xuE VA HIE'E

5) &AW 9<&2 AEEE old 29 &uIH=Z ALteor sttpa FAgsh
THSober & Wilson 1998; 2000).
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slojtt. oefRHA)7L ©]7]1ZKS) 8t &S olF BF oleAtlAle &3 ¢
7F A7) wEb 1 HSEE x —cE FojETh vhd o7|Ake olekAl
Q! #o] & |5 bE A7]A oFrd EE BHA geth wEkA olext
o &E o]F oA x + b ASEE Zteth 23T oEAE7Y
Solle oAgA B2 °] Aol Ao AlE A= &3
Al 7] Ao 2HE 7S Y] wjid o]5SE dof 24
o olgAtY] AEEE x —c+ b7k Hrk

A, el 4714 oJept o)7|Aket &S olF - olEAlE A
U o]7IAR T X3 ASEE Ztethe AME o ¢ Aok efukshd b+
c> 08 7K e dAY x —c <x+bol7] wEoltk ok
o] AMIZRE ASo] AL o]Fo] HTAEE Afole oleA} ¢
7RG “ARkR o2 HRLrt vtk ARWE ¢ el A 4
&8 a8 F Qv =359tk 259 w2 Jasgo] dojus Jd
TZ(population structure)”} JHEA]] w} o]efxte] Hg=rt ¥ =o}
A 7 ok 7K, o Jee] FALEe] FARHeRE JeAES o
Brole olede st BrbssiAlnt A dEe] S U oE
SAES oA =W olEMdY st rhsdtthe Blolth o9A o]|
o] 7FsdAE olafalr] ] 91 &ofuiFstel oAst olebAte}
o712 HIEEE ARl EAHSober & Wilson 1998; 2000; Sober
2000).

%
[o
-
il
0]-[1 o}L I‘-\ﬂl

e ox rir

w(A) = (x—c+b)P(AIA) + (x —c)P(SIA)
w(S) = (x+Db)P(AIS) + (x)P(SIS)

o714 P(AIS)E ARl 7HAe} S9l 7H1ﬂ7} e olE FHEo|H o
olgpdo] Xstalr] fsiME w(A) > w(S)elofof sh=d] 919 4& tY
Ew 57t e el A folith

| A& o]Fo] FsAgste Avel P(AIA) — PAIS) >
o 28]1 & TJujout o]]:)rk]o] BB}, oveeeeeeen (C)
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Aol & F dxol At é"oﬂﬂl Q3 32 vlE P(AIA)
P(AIS)elt}. o] & olgA} v 28} 35 gEA o]7]
A7}y olepAtet A58 SES W o EA HlE F AR o
71Ake} oepRte] A#IAl(correlation) S %‘3}% SAA otk webA T
Al (C)= oleprte} o]7|z}e] oA = zfo]2 I3l o|EpdY ;ﬂ
g} 57t AREte 58 F53ith 047]’\1 ©9Y + 71 A= HE
& 7H7E Sl

= P(AIS) = P(A)°]7] W
o, 0 > cbeEd Zn ¥ amdrt oede] g3
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e AR Eals FaAe olSe] AAE EAE W,
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O AFRFEOIA oleHdE A o3 Ao Ax s
sle ddoln ot AL xR EAE F gle &Hsle 7IAY
Molglar D3THSober & Wilson 1998; 2000; Sober 2000).

A, AT o]7)1HolRl7] Wil Hskek otk e A8 dUE
o] XIZAZL o2 MHE w2 1970dy] o]Fe] U MYEAE
Al FUE &gl sfjMolrt. 1efut Ao} 952 ulE 1 of%dt
el “Hslte] e FE WaAe < B “ﬂ’\a i sl Aol
o 252 oleF A 289 —f—ﬂ o= “H9(definition)” 2] E‘xﬂ

2l H}’\:‘lH ﬂ‘:}% IR 1ZHﬂJJr a ﬁ]—x}*ol
A71PE Aedt A5 22 AUz A X3 Aeea 25
H] 3K Sober & Wilson 1998 2000).6)

v Anel A g A" RN A AdElo] dAE o
A AL USAE AHEIE sk A <G 2> ofn| ALt
o] %ol g FJ& WelMe oletaprt o7t d A3HY Sl
gtk o] A& b} o7t BF FFolBE “x+b>x—c Y FHl itk
T ARdOlM F =ednh A o]Zlo 2 RE ofeA} o] 7R EY R
€ s 50 HHHor d H3Folgks AMe wE e &=
o eiubshd | Wt M3EE AR Y g o] AR 27
o]t

7 EEe| Bt MET
AA x+b—c¢
AS x + (b-c)/2
SS X

6) 152 old "Wgo|A “o] A A= Yu|EF J|u=Z EE § it}
31 B3} Sober & Wilson (2000), p. 190.
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WA Adele] dlo] A& witf ko m ARsial givkal FAGTh =
o e ofs) MIEA|RE o]7]de A" s Hs
. EE o7|M A A9 ASFHTl T 2gsh I 7
o o7|A= olgAE dEgt sHARE 25 A JNATAA olEH
N7t dazlog S71e ZR1IAe JiA A9 e Adeef 3§
oj Zlo] & Ao we} AR Echar Fg3i
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= |H=9] A-g 4i9)o] W=A] Zesitha £

ool BEY 252 ofd Fdo| ks A e Melo] A
A= AEPeA opdAE &7 feiMe B He=E A W F2En
Ech 2t F2o2 FalfsiA Holopst ghtkar F7g3tH(Sober & Wilson
1998, 2000). ©HA] HejsiEm amje} G e g A9EAt]
A FAL, od A9 78}t oo} st Al oigh gukE AWe 1
FA9 i AIEES AT W A= I AIER
< Welvt 7hssite Aol

olg] Wigtol|A Ao} &L Mele] AR (product)ell gk AFE —
74, fold Ao Hsle 4 =vPeh 22 A —o EiMe A=
e o] Fo] AAEY ol FUs diES W1l AT, A9
G (process)oll ek =5 — 714, “1 FAo] Fgls=t] od Q1A
go] APHRS71?" 9 22 AR —of tEire ARIEY o]&xte] 7}
& AAl(reality)oll Fgehe digS ATstia F4sch F, “XS4Y

o A HAE JFA Itk (Sober & Wilson 1998, p. 33)& Ao]
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O[EIMQ| ZlIstel MEHO| & =2 97
ol HIE od tFARl MY AAS THee RFPolge KA 1
Eo] Aojd MZE o]FolthSober & Wilson 1998; 2000).

a8t e JEES AAske AEA FAEC] A2 aHet

&2 AAAA dolue o] @] T JE BEos & A
HETA FAg AAo] 5L B Al o] 1F MY & o o
FE A"EY 998 & RoFrhatA itk O AlRlE T 4A 3
&4 AH](female-biased sex ratio)9} 71AAe] =4 A @A
(reduced virulence)o] 7P o] A&EATHSober & Wilson 1998,
pp. 35-50). FAIEA ol Flglo] 27t FM(R. A. Fisher)ol o) o]
1] 1930doiell Aol g Je Wolxe A delo] Gl 70
Y FAE SHAFE Sk SHANE Foe #HoAM B 4F HEH
AUIE 7R o] 7 #HEIA ulE 7R JYsRt o e A%
ot 2ga AAE o WA ARE TR FEL AAlY =EA
BTE AWML P& o] Agol Fut 1ol AEshe AdEdte] EAlgt=
ARAE Hold 4 gltfa TetHSober & Wilson 1998; 2000; Sober
2000)7)

T OE de 7Y F4 A FeEA HAF blolgzy A
7F 7P & deld dtHLewontin 1970; Sober 2000 #<1E). HAE
Hlolgies SdA BAste] E7] Jos A7AZ a2dd 2 d
o E7]9} nfolejzoel| F 7HA] SHEE Wzt AR e ol
o gt E7E AFgHo] AXfthe AMdola tE shte upole]d]

N o

oE o o

o Uopt o= HEZ 93 AFHAA 2
o g3 [ gk Aee] of@ Aoz FHS A AEAZ B3 ol
shob Stka Fgske Ak SitkHerre 1999).
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A vkl Weko g 28k JdEQtoZ mpo# o] HAJo] TAde d
Holdth=s 298] Mo Fodth(Sober 2000; Sober &

3.t AElEe] ¥ yerl?

AF7HA Sele olEdel Agsh Adel £F A Bal 0% A9
£3} BE duge] 47 oW F4¢ 8Aw
YIRS, oY HES POz o) AYEE IeRW P Bk

0,

) mlngrsL'k
Yo gl mot (1 B

o0 A ARE SelE ¥ A Fvze A9H AHSE

AU T olge AusATE AYH FAS0] EASEA 24

ASAE w3 OB Asfel vid ARHOR o 2

72 o] Aol e F olgo] FES zv

4 A AAER A AEREORA ol
Aol T Az e B Aol

49 AYERE g, 22 o) PHES Ae Hdes
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ox

o 3
2o
1=
Ag o2
rH

LAy W

delgd] hs) Avlske MBERA Ten 2o Aot A

8) =(Bullx =49 st i) drgshdr vt 2ol
s 3k FHo ERFS olsliatr] HdiMe w5 AlololA
= PF w3 oA HolAe AHE Bafsid Be Aol
o]t} (Bull 1994, p. 1425)



A, 35 AdHEe FEgt L/FE Wt e =4, AF ddEe
Agle] “IapA HA"S HFA171aL derk? AR, 115 JHEL HZIS
ol Afdl= HeE o gerp? o] BE ESES ZY ‘UrF AdYE
o] 3 MHERT © ZEFo|i L3 e u%ﬁi A2 A
olth. &H¢}F A& 2L U MHEAEL o] EE =559 W3l
ARl S-S U =etHEH 22 Sober & Wilson 1998).

AR U= 259 oy @wlo] 15 MY gk QoA HIEH

Rokal gt ofd Qart MYHASAE HAESNEY] ) wig- F
93t e 2ES AR EALY T ARKUS Atihog A" Ao
o] Atk 7N s(x)E W FF x2 <l A7IE Ve 2pego|a

2 I AAYE Aopge] Aotk 18X dFE e EL
9 E%@%E 01%01] 29 ApAddde g 2 IBHIEE A
o

O:

FS(X) + TD(X) reeessssssessssssssssssss s (E1)

471 i vt U AL 4104 SdRe| rE el A A
o 2ewolth oW F9o] Arid U} 2] TBHGEES FAl
A3 4 deAe A ol FUsie] Ao I xS
9 H oW 4 EDAMY AW B TBALEY e
(personal) £4%, 7 & A% (kin) 822 FH,

O5E w%ﬁ— 01 U4 EBAEE EUF S e
) =
<

jaeel

01-}11 :ll

e Hxﬂ k<x>-°4 Foz ol olsh Sl el A
59l p(x)E 1-1(x)9] k(x)& F3h= Hoz RaEd. war ¥Z3

rr

9) o] YL 7|BHOZ Reeve (2000914 A&t I AHEF teF
AH2S Hwsly] Y3 283 2YS Dugatkin & Reeve (1994),
Reeve (1998), Kerr & Godfrey-Smith (2002), Kerr, Godfrey-Smith, &
Feldman (2004) T4 & 4 Utk o8] RFES AAA (reality) = &3
A FHolA Az Zol7k AN Z1EAHQ] Az 7 7Hdsk FHH 9
Reeve (2000)9} Il 353kt



100 & of <
SEE Thew go| wakd & ik
S )
a9 (E)E EW 08w e Ao] ver)
R P )

EE 714 (E3)e (EDH 3] F33 o2 FFsith stARE ¢
= Az &9 Aol £ AR AR EEHES & & Atk A
o7 (E3)dAMe “He ASE"g =g kx@ — 34 HAS
s FAEE HA "ol A7 — Y] Jid HEE(individual
fitness)?! [r, + (rs — (X)) — AA Fo] FollM W FHAE 2
Je FE—oF2 BIEY F terE AdUEAES A4 ASEE
“AHF (group)d “7HS1"(individual) &42 Edsla = Aol ¥hbd
%5 dHEAEL 2 EDAAMAL 593 FSEE “E21 (personal) %
AZ7(kin) 842 3

“ i]

a3 (EDA (E3)E2 ¥igh(EFe W) 89 7 =4
old ols AYerl? FrIEE AMS LHeh Ak ojd WHE A
A= Bethe Holthlo) ARt 252 o] 1| wgh
=]

T B3sla IE AU xaxee] onbz g it
ol #‘#Oﬂ ke FA3cHSober & Wilson 1998; 2000).

T2 o] dojue AL 248dA AFHURe] v
F é%‘%x}%—e- I S sty eR et FAS ofw vt
Aolle S A 2o] Mele] FZ(structure)dl] thak ARE ztx )
Zatthe o] w9 Atk AR 2% deEe A (EDd 138y
o] Qio] AEle] AA| 7} BlZ IFoE N FE3he FES
Z xS old] HlE| g AEES 4] (E3)o xdH URe] A
g 27 iR Jeo R ylo] A8she gvhs & IAE Hotk

H
S
it

3] Sober & Wilson (1998)9] 145 & A.
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ZRlolx T olze S92 A1 4 972 g
Sl oEe] BAEAE ARHOR FPHI FACt HEEES ¥
stshs % 7HA A Fol o\ Aol H 2EAleAu S olg,
Ao} o AL Aol B 4 vk B Aol Wi ojw
W0l § ARAA7 249 Wolth, Ik TAHOR of@ Flzo
g HFEE ALY ¢ WA DF Qe dw A9z 5

A $=tHDugatkin & Reeve 1994).

FESh AE AP Eo] HHER] Afelle 482 F ve e A
E2ke] BT A%l At vl A(EDH (E3E k.
o] Aol mIEQ AHfole “r=0"0lghs otk o]FEA ye} A
dige] o] obd wf (EDF (E3)= 242 vt o] "k

A7 FESoF & AL (B9 EDAME rghe 73] ol ot
= Aot wWEhM S e TAdEe] S Aol A8En
Ad, o QPN 74 2dxs 18 Javt glvke 9 A
7k Qafol AuA Feth 4 (ESA &



Zle 7P 9kl 315 s beE JYEe e er 5576
b= 285 W Sl 315}11) weby g 9ol o EFo|1
©.9) i

3o 334 FHdMe OM ojgd H w& HFE & F A
=717 AR ol §39] A9 A Ao "R hEH A 2
AHetA A=l ek 7HE, F ol& o] o FEAe A w
ofgold 3 ol&¥ % e oz AAeke SAES 7| dFHeR
ksl Btk Az, OF AdhEe] AX SASE AF duHe
F 7 AHIE — 3 A% dulek 54 A @5 I1F Qg
of o3 7led F Sdck AHet &% o F& QAIh ok 5L

o] AlElEel A MeA go] /Ydo] driar slopyt gfFo] Jofip

A geEval A8 Je Ao|thWilson & Sober 1994; Sober &

Wilson 1998; 2000, Sober 2000)12).
AR o]d ARNES AAACA FHd dgo] HAAR dojukar 9

< 5T Bo|R), bgiF Aol 15 HYER

FHAAE 2et B FAS BRAE, TP

S ATAA U5 4901 27 g 3
EXo o $dsita F4E ok 15 A

oot Wode

1) e F A9E7 bg5FE A9ES ol 4oz vusiA = @
F7 AEIAE diRe] ‘i T84T F& MY 54T =
Al T £ Aolgta Btk Hustd 252 sUd o|FE Juis)
g FE e ojn] s 7] WEolth. a5 taE Y&
e amel B9 3 Just AYs FrlstEA 238 54 =A
7 9% ERaidta gig@ A Zth(Reeve 2000). o= AW9} Y&o]
Aef omshd wpeh A7t Ert o]} BISE WA LHel A& 2
doll F7s 4o 2 sAEe] H2d Fr A ¥} s Fal
238 o] A

=AE g3l Yot ol Uid|AE Kerr & Godfrey-

Smith (2002), Kerr, Godfrey-Smith, & Feldman (2004)& HA]<L.

12) AAF vlolg|29] 4 A @S Uaw AdEY A FAZ AT
g A=A Az Hd F9Hd AsEe] Yoy ity ZHE ¢

&(Wilson)e] 82 28 As|E #AxHEed, TrEAT 18 554 =
Ag wolEo]715 Adth AAME =9 Wilson (2004)& ZFHZ3A L.
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au WA AN $AsE ol A 9 SN e ) 493
27 dolua ® w4 Ts) W7 44 gois A

% B Wolch, ol Wt Luis) o] SEIE OeE AHE
o] £9 sk Aelo] WA ofe) SEolN A8HA ozt opeh
7 Auee) $94e 99 159 wxol Felvl v Wil 1
@ had =53 494 AX ARgoRt thiE e

A% Adlo) YA WEa] ok
Uez duEn 1% duze] WA oY waoz Adss zw
o 7t olepdy A EAGE 2ad P A FelE A ¢

“ole}d  AW”(altruistic punishment)o]W} “7Z3t  F&A4"( strong
reciprocity) @} #Zo] AR fHHolu #3148 tE Fo= QIZE oY
s AgstEe H2Y AEES HEHBEAKFehr & Gachter 2002;
Fehr & Fischbacher 2003; 2004).13) o]ZE°] I Mels H=F2o=
Zoj=dnia A g AdEEe] 940 4FH Jdva 2 &
A=7F? o & © wA E AeRo] QI7te oy Fsgldle AH8E
T i F4E 7 de7P? AdXARE F oY FH 5548
Pe)

—Wm

Ao olge] 48L 488 BN FYsIA s e ool vl
$AH P & el gl

4. T =5l Ui vA HE — HFY AR
WFY =S FH0R

oAl AME w92 FEAl 2t olede] ste] ti =9
=2 T2 a9y SHeiA 21635401 SHAG 1998; AL 2002;
2003; /3% 2002; B/FE 2004, HFY 2004). AT A BEH
ol 1Rt 7P Ee] EEHoe xﬂ el Adde) = A
ol #ejr= 23] JiFoz Aol WAl kTSl 2003 HAH

13) ofell ek Zrekgh 2l Ao} (2004)& FxshA L.
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2003; AARE 2004; HFY 2004). o] Hold HEsE HFY AR

wee] =R ol AgolA SJulst AL At T mde ojeel
A5 BAS} Ao £F EAE Sk SR

E AAANA =95

AA2HI ZHFH U 74 F2 AEY] 3 FA g 15

FHES HRHo s HES = HATE Y IS 3%

AEE 18~34e0A 2718 W olsle} sl <
A HEY ug(ols), A “F we A

AuEa F aeE AAY 20049 =RolA 2 Ay “AYESE o]

Bl 7beAs FASkA Stk e &HE

ASErh gadta weAe [2EAS RS

2 @757] 98 Uk olgEe 2AUT. IASL A% HUE
N5 ol R AAYCIE, 11 o718 A4 olReltk A W
FE o OJBEL AT MBHoZ WA F, 2Mst Y& A9 v
=
o

Aelggre] A2 olebie] £AE 2 Agdtin RN,

i

o] =9 AL JNA AolA o]71Fe BT I, SAll
AG AoA  oEFYE Ase o™ o]E(multilevel
selection theory)& A|&slHA], F W49 g glo] Az 454
o2 Agste] AR VEs dHE F Uvke FAoItHp. 18014

B ERe 54 =R 03 =9 449 2& oh)y] fEd A u
ol 2 Aol U@ AN Afnte 4 w20l @ d4dHel v
L Jeke AlM JeE siue doh H wavh oito® BRY ¥
& A olgol tis) A Wbk olol AR AR Best Uk

1) oz AFd HBY, ZPL ase] o5 Yol Ax ta Ao}
Y vl o, ‘T Aee 9
5

FE (levels) & 2 AT B dole 94 dP U o T 2
A7t BEE) FREE S T BAn 2o of Fe] weAE A
o] (20032 FEFNL.,
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add 94wl He e IF AuER o7)F {7A; o]8e] nA|
mf¢- o Al & ERE e FRolth o= AdskA] et of
sk o] 1-eA F238] dEEol Uxe] IF: HUEd sud
TEAZE o] FYI Aol =27t ARMG o)71F AR o]
e edos FHEA o47] wEolhs), iME} 1714 f27t o
2 AF QAYES Fo dFHeE, fEE AR RHsY ol
a7 =8 ke AReltDawkins 1976 ZJFH% 003). °o]d &&F&
F w7t IS JYEHOE o714 §37 o8] AR o F&
HAEE T dEMs HaHnI6

3 ARES B2F AF
71 9]
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o]o}AM(p. 193)
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27o]ghs £ol= vjolY= Av]A(Maynard Smith)7} 3

TEE 29F olFo| U tHHamilton 1996).
£o| olg}d A gtgo] AjHez o s =719
P2 go] Ajyez o A3 Aoz ofsshd Hokh(p.
g °]§% 7}5—01 oid g4, & F4d A4S I3t
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AHIEolt) o] WEto A “olA] HgiE o2 g A 7|}
el o] 2of| I1x)= o] ofyw ZFAYESY] ol TE o|2H
g o 22 Al 2APF RaEa o (p. 193)2He 29 7k )
[e)
o

olgf F= wiFo] opdrt oj4lgity B 7EA] ARHYE SojEH,
YE2S feke FEolA ‘g g - APl fRAe A9
Azl sz "(p. 183) e AF

I gk sigde] gHeZ & deA
T 340tk aa ‘1A olekd
TE T7MIA, AR bE JdHe ﬂé—ﬁ_‘:&l 7%4%9]
A7k soldth oA oleky HFYE St ARl ERI(A) Y o]

A& B T2 B9, o sﬂmap— 24T Aoleka Ak (.

)
N
Lo
N

oy do ux do 2 1o
o r2

S
N
l

o
lo
P

E
3k L%Erow 2% %XJ% % F:Eoﬂ g AER
g &g dgo]7] WiEolth H ugvh UAd
Ages 558 A= M—t— gexl, ofgA ol¥
Sofsitt. ATt “olety FAAERs Sofef ofdgke HolFa
AT BRI oldfE A ST AeE TBHRE
ot = FALE S Aol Ui mEARL ofsfl WF A
A FThIS)
ofAl AR m(elst, A w9 w=iw
e A wrd 20049 =2 tig B2 =% FHox Hof 3tk o

=
= AME HISg FFog vehdth QI ASelA e dE o]
48] oA 28 5 lertdl g WEd dwo] glo] Bl o]d
34l = Fehr & Fischbacher (2004)& FZ3MA1Q. 218y v 3- A
=58 v o] 7re] ofetde] st e AdEle] el dwE
T30t dx, 2zle] b AddEs Jd A9 +ES e 8
AL 9Eg slFAE Zeval AT a2 dAFeR BYA A
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&317] 515&] ’“WH O]E]"I"]
ske] FAogM A Heo] opd “Xdﬁ}x—‘] R ] R
37 o]&o] AAE & itk AEE E¥rat

A, 2Tt A2 F3Y oleFo el AljtEol Stks AFHe o
Ae Aoz e weith A wgvh dgsial e FREES il
“AEE/A=ET olelreot “HAH/ 5/ olEEY A=
o, U= F 7 AV AR B ofujE Jal Slvkar Atk
Hupehd 2o RS 54 olebF (A el oFh7t oW BR
& B AHF 5 SdeAe #H} RN U|EAHoR  JH
(mechanism)ol] #H®E FEo0]7] wifolty & “IFH(AH nse {0z
= g7 A3 S T SR olgde A oML
ofH A=sHA ogI), IA® o Q7 oleHd e 4
o] Ao 7k T ouloe Stolt

olElFolE HAIR oA o] FHx 2| :
SRARE “olEpdH o]7|Ade) AdA Fio]l RusjAe wxtelth(p. 97)
ghe A9l #¥o] SAske 2e B 4 uge o dAAd 23]
THE e TEith Aot 2ot 9] ol Aol disf %
S FAShe dEodMe Tty 87t AAUEl i 7Y, “oles
G2 dAl Aso] Hold AE Holx o] Fohks AE BE °] 84
2 EE A7t o)) - olgele AHor RE9E & 4 St
(pp. 100-10D)2 R=dl, BAE ZAZ S sjud o] FahA od=
the Aolth adelx Bsla g wgr) oleFele BEAS od 4
o= A& AR AHsia % H’r%, olefF7t VEA R “FEAHS
ks Bl “AoHe A Hfskar §l7] wiEe opdA] o4l
Hh olERF2)/0)7]59] :llvb_"L 71207 “H )" (definition)®] A|°]
7] wjEel olo] #af felv Bod wet 83 HEES Hs d@

mlo



ol trE AMElEe] gk 19 WrE HES|E Aol ¢4, &
2ha171 AR HlwA FHEo o ik =3E 53 v AEEe]
AE AH7Fe 5L w9 TR FaEo|th1d) SpA = “o] 3

e dele] olglgort e 4 gl Y 2 Mg 1Ess
o] E3lthe S Stk - &5 olEFY e ohvt BrFsE 0]
I olEFY o] gAML A AR ES Aotk g A ol2x 7
& AR 7] 8] B3 Rl (p. 100)Fe A9 =o] Tl A
o] FF =Rl uigk FHe AEAR0) side 4l dusha
- A ojn] =ZF%o|, 9 =oEe] I Ay ygE HEE
o] 54 54 =Alol B =o)A|, AESA olepds Adshes A
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Evolution of Altruism and Levels of Selection Controversy:
Is Multi-level Selection Theory Better?

Dayk Jang

Since Darwin’s publication of Origin of Species (1839), the
question concerning the levels at which natural selection operates
has been lively discussed. In 1960's, W. D. Hamilton proposed his
inclusive fitness theory to answer the question in terms of kin
selection. It's success led to current environment in which kin
selection theory is the most important one among others in
evolutionary biology. Interestingly, however, E. Sober and D. S.
Wilson have claimed recently that their multi-level selection
theory is superior to kin selection theory. As their argument
seems strong, levels of selection problem has come under heated
dispute recently again.

In this paper, I draw a geography of the debate and argue
against Sober & Wilson’'s multi-level selection theory. I'm going
to argue that the two theories are mathematically equivalent and
are able to coexist without conflict in the pragmatic respect. This
is not compatible with Sober & Wilson's main argument for
multi-level selection theory. Lastly, on the basis of my argument,
I review the relevant papers written by two Korean philosophers
- Jongduck Choi (2004) and Sang-Mo Chung (2004) - critically.

[Key Words] kin selection theory, multi-level selection theory,
altruism, mathematical equivalence, Jongduck Choi,
Sang-Mo Chung





