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B HCRBO, SR AR, S5 F R DR EBRX IR ISR EERATA
XIS R AR WA R R R, AR SRS AR AR I EAME AN 2 e, R
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AT FIME IEANFARME S, BRTCUEM R DU A IR, B /R A2
SN PR LB 24 (Hodgson, 2004). B &, AE78E E B s 2R IR A 5 5 B AT
t, EAEAR A2 I8 T ATk 2 A B A5 AR (Hodgson, 2006). 71k /K 3 3 X i
—BHEBN N, AR IR R AR . SR 20 YA A R R, SR
RIELT R A8/, Bl BRI ST FE S e ML a2 6 k. 3
HR 2R AN BB A S T AT AL AR Br S . B, MR, @k T it
VE L AR, BTy S 240 B 10 DAL PR A (R BB R A RO BN A B 2 R e i
NN, B — B0 o bV ORI T A% 1A B AR R 2 Yo A 0 T 2 11 B R A

B EIR R R PP IR e, B SR R R LB R R, R SR 2
W2 T EHEAET B RZNE T MG ILER - HriELE b o il a0, By i (1077 2 21
SRR “HARMH . MBI KR (Y « FERE R - ST,
2001); Hriil B 45 2 S ARRE 1) B2 ARIE i) 0 G755, 1994); BB KB @ i 2 37 Y A 4
KR, R ERHEARADNAEF KR (BEPRFERAFL T, 2000). X548
J& T AT 2= AR G S A . thAh, i LA I0 iR T H B S5 TR 45
AT T b — 350, DA S M B K AAT AR N SRR R AR R T ok, AL
ETRAS A 5 SR oy OSSR R AR A, P R TR, F HLE R o s
(Alchian,1950; Friedman, 1953; Becker, 1976). iXYE¥fip &k EIE— EfEE FIULE T 8k
AT WML, WY/ TS F R RS .

HA2, #idi L5t BIRSUR RIS R A EHEMA L . PRl U 3 B 5T
T S5 R A A FhAT RN G T 52, VA 3 E SR BAGI T BT 5| 850 7=k 21 235 A8
LU EERAR A, X PRSI B T AR AR AL AR CRAR R, 2006). HiifilE
25 5 25 DA 1) 55 AR ST AU I — PS80 18 1) ) — Tl 50 4 P i B % 1), A 2 5o B AT IS A Ak ]
M E AR R . FrE K EIR A Z BE KA 20351 (moving equilibrium) 3 72,
BB A ATE B A AT HEIE R AR A LI A B A R BT A AL, BRI IR
H A BRI R&DI T K, ST IR AT IR K R (4R,
2004). [FIREH, FEASRFTA GBI ATREST 5 T AR R ) 25 1, SR AL R A 20
W2 LR DA = B A Re R ORI A A A7 8 AT AR R e KAk : 286 (variety). 474

CYLME, B, @i, WRKFEFHREE (R, 4 250100, HLF{E4H: kennen@126.com
YOI RIAERS I RIR . X EIRAE AR AT S EEAEIR KIS, Bilhn, FLEiie (1898) 7E (R
FHABTFEA R T 1EAARE? ) RARE AR CE X MrkiRiz AR S5k, JFE R
BT BT XARE, M, R (1912) WAL SO AR IR R T B FIE
BrEEm, N T BRI M AR, Mg “RE” —IAREUR “EEL7. BEIRHRIBATT R B, M
ELTHAER . BhAh, AEBCREAS 5 I AR VAR TE REABRF 32 U5 UR o T SRR 22 IRt — AN+ 43 R 2 1Y)
R, JLFERBERE NS 5iE (Sandye Gloria-Palermo, 2005).

®Alchian (1950) FE4 1 “FREF” (MBIFIED 78 SLE 07 5 5L G BT A0 A A= ML AT T
AL, Friedman (1953) i, HARER (STEE BSH “REEERKEAGRAEL", Fik, »f
DMBRAME “IF 2”7 (as if) MR AIE . Becker (1976) AN, Tib/MERGZEMRRANE, TE
HAREBEER T, TeRiiZ SR N iR
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2L (behavioral continuity) FJiE 51 HHE K (profit-induced growth) FIA5 R 1 #8474t
(limited path dependence) © (Nelson & Winter, 2002). — E A2 _FiR&4E (filt, &
D2 FEPERISR P BR AR, VAT Ak v] BEAN e £E AN & R B KA AT R &b

AL, FEVEZ AU, B AT IR AN R e e R R B R T HL, BEEAT
R RSLIR AT DGR, Bl U R R B A2 ROk 2 1 e, A PRI
IR 153 7 3 2 452 5 1 E A0 (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Tversky & Kahneman, 1986,
1991; Simon, 1986; 1991; Vernon Smith, 2003). M_E/MEZE 80 44Xk, LA Nelson A1
Winter (1982) SAARZRMIHT BEABRT £ SUIGES 1 AL B 2 B4 HTRE . fEid 25 20 4F 1,
VAL G 27 3 P o i 3dVi: o a8k X Econlit 0l A 2855 22 SCHR I 481t Silva AT Teixeira
(2006) &I, fEidZ: 50 FA RIE LT 30k, 90%M) 3 &2 1990 LG KK .
I, @5 E R AR H s 2 . — A EXER YN, @5 AREAH
T A, GG E BRSO ER AP 2% (Hodgson, 2007a). SblEEy, #rib
BRI 0 BT T A R AR AR A, S S — RIS AT R IR 3 47 o0 A 2 () TR 2 (1 i A1 35
43H7 (Schotter, 1981; Sugden, 1986: Rizvi, 1994; Binmore, 2001), i X 4R & Aisfk 18
ZR R [E) 241 40 M1 (Friedman, 1991, 1998; Fudenberg & Levine, 1998; Kaniovski & Young,
1995; Foster & Young, 1998; Weibull, 2002; Young, 1998, 2007a).

Horb, AL ZR R K R AR 2 5 2 B %L T A RS (F4n, Maynard
Smith,1982; Nelson & Winter, 1982), — &2y AL 2R A0 A iy B 28 5 2 AN AL 28 5 2
I IANGS &, AL TSR R 6% R AN 35 i HE 18 A AL BR e =R 58, 4RI T At
ST AL G2 ORI 4N (Schmidt, 2004). HLg B R IU0N, EALBIER R BT fE
feAlTEAL LB 2 O E R (Friedman, 1999). Witt (2007) 7F— I i AL 45 S BURR AN
AR B W E R RI, VF2EUFFREIN, IR B ST AR R A KRR )
Mz —,

{HJE, WERRREIKZS L&, WAL R IR E L &5 AR Ok sk, 1 H %
H B ik B 25 (Weibull, 2002; Witt, 2006, 2007). 4%%, M7k JEHF
“EIREZ LR (I HR D UR AT TR PR R IR (1) SCHK . 1X ] e R R 2 4L
IR ILH A AR M IR, R, HEARE WARREIR . B2 2ENUREPARE N,
BN A G G R, JB T W VA R, E 5L A T A S IFAR,
BN A R R A A T AR L A G B Y, R LAV A R, 2
REE AR AR AL A T 2 PRI BN iR B AG R0 TR A A B I E T &, w7
AR, S I T AR

A4 A ZR R AL 22 5 22 R B2 A A R R ? B BGH A R ORI ? ik
1 Z5Efe B R HES AL 2 U 2 K J&E , I H BN A B 24 Ja B R i i s e — 2 B
BB A AR, SRR AT SR T R, R AR R AL S AL
AR, SERTANZ N T UEMIET AR AT AR ? B, IEME I R A
GreE R I R AIHOAL, X T BE AL 5 5 AR R B K R T A 143 Wb BN B B

ARSCHERS TRV IXAS F /0, 8 I V40 2% S A 1 SRR A 22 5% 2 B B A o A ) S L R
J&, fEsiE A IR A A A AR AR, PR PR B R () ERMAE AT 22 S, adE T
FIERFERIR IR R

VBRI AR L AUEE R E N ZERAAT R, R RECRIE R S R AT e e S, AT
TRAIE BRI TR WL b i AT S R AT s AT NSRS AR, AT BB AT e AL RE A
AESNE, — HAT RN 2 BAA B I, 7Bl N2 A28 5 SR X MAT N, e 285X AT A
A SIS K2R, IIAIAT S B KA RN HAT R 5K, Rz, RIGHIATBh#E K45 A HF H U4,
YRR AR R IRAREAFAERGR I B AR, AT AR BB I 9 S22
S PR R 5 KARAT 9 HERR T
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Wi Ny, AR R AR B R = A B oG, AR T
Wz R, AR FE PR RS, 22iE R g B3 AR, @SR AR
AR, EFEENYSE S MR B L LA R AE ) () K R 2 2% (Lewontin, 1961; Hamilton,
1967). XABYESERR ER RIS EAYEh s s, AV SRR EYE R B &
A, W& SRR 3T 0 , ARG AE G 20 v ST R U A O AR )1 T R 2R (fitness
function) 5 N FEAR AL 1)K A% St 1) 44 A1 35 7 45 R R A0 R € 215 Cevolutionarily stable
equilibrium) (Maynard Smith & Price, 1973) L& 5| NikBEALHIEMA & & sh#& (replicator
dynamics) 7% (Taylor& Jonker, 1978; Maynard Smith, 1982). XM Bt L1E 25 1E 50
e B Bl S, ST AR E SRR R (B, A BR VR RS HRan T 3 1 DA
MNP L), BT F R NS RGBS KB, i geis 3452
W, X A R R R, B R AL R A R R B RE AL RS e 3 A

(stochastically stable equilibrium), M P4 1) 52 il 325 S A ALY A e R BENL I AR 2] 3has
R4 (Foster & Young, 1990; Weibull, 1995, 2002; Kaniovski & Young, 1995; Fudenberg
& Levine, 1998; Friedman, 1991, 1999; Sumaila & Apaloo, 2002; Schmidt, 2004; Young,
1998, 2007a)-

B b, EAGTEZE R AR R v] DUB M B 2060 « guAT X IR 1 R . AN AT AE
AR e, RSP RRRE T  — PR R S SRR, S — Rl K
AT SR 7 (mass action interpretation) (Nash, 1950.pp.21-22). Fi—Fi/&4 #EZR8H)
R 730, JE M br EAREAE IR ERE T e A I SEEU A — B B B S 5
X AR M A AR, DURAMATE B RE 7, REBRIRS 5 E R IR e
g ML LA 5 A alisiems sp A BAH LR IR 5 B (Fldn, 22 SJURGE M sRmg ), &t —
B TB] 1) SR T 82, RIS RIS HOIRAS o AR VEAN IR T “ KMUBEAT Bl 7 (I 3EA I3 B 45440«
56, BOXENMEIES S E AR I — AR, KR P AH R 40 S () MR [F] — B A4, B
BRARHE L — A RIFEE: K5, RS SHEZER AR B KRR BEY LRk ik
H) s FE, ABCALAC a5 v 1) SRS FE AR PR B G I, ez, W AR ek s B
FEIX LLAR R 2R b, RERS SR — 2SR AR A 34 CF I 0] DR 2 WA TR & g 3
). L, REHEARRIEH “BEAEZE” ARG, H KRBT i EAESEER
R 1A 2R ) S5 PR

AL, AL R AR B AR T AN B ZR B b . SRR AL T 0] AR B £
IR FIE A IR i, TR X M AR I B A e . 7RI L, AR RN
A DA A A2 X A g 1R b o — A B 2R R (RTS8 A [l AR JE
Rk, fE—Ue Bk, AR IR N —FEENA, B8 T IR tion;

(Schmidt, 2004). st b, VEAIHIEN KRR FEME A2 T IR a5 Hshr) ()
an, Weibull, 1995; Fudenberg & Levine, 1998; Young, 1998).

{HA2, AR R PR AL R AR 2 2 . R IR MR 1) “ K REAT 37
FE TS 2 BN AW E R KIS, (EEN AT DALE 5 5L R VR 22 A5 28 TR R AR A ol A TR e i i s A 301
fh1EgE B8, filtn, Logistic MK AR (Pearl, 1924). Lokta Al Volterra ¥ & 54 &

(predator-prey) #i% (\olterra, 1926, Lotka, 1932) LA fEILFEAE E &% &Ml & 5%
W& O AIZE (Leslie, 1945). Vincent A1 Brown (2005) #5H:, R BEH T &AL g 5
TN EEFNF I KRR OC R, R IX LM B A AL H ] DL AL A IR SRR A o At AT Tk
— LR, AL RO AR R AR TR R S B AR IE R, W] DK H AR IR IR X
F X178 (Darwinian game). Ft, IR FHA— @ LR EZR0, EHRH
WO AE DR . AIX A RE B, dEAG IR ) UL BRVREE “RZR” BEnE L.



DRI, V4K 2R B D R BE 52 B T ZR R B o), 52 B AR MDA B o B0 AN RLIZAAY
BT R AT T VarE, BN %R T ER 0T 70TERE . N SCE I VRGN SR AL I 2 1 5
ARGy BT R e IR 5 B I AT b B T AR SR I PR
(=) BB ER ST L
1. TEZTHESE

58 MR —R, BLEZRE R D AUFE— DMEFRAE S . X AME 4L S ZE AR IR
SERIFIERIN . 1 ZE LS IR R O R G R TN RN G M . AT E TR TP S 5H S IR
EAEMATESSE, JEH RS 5 E S M AT IR0 3 BB 1 R 15 F D IR 4G
(Schmidt, 2006). Vi ALIEZE R 74 E T ZR S5 M RTR R JEAT 1o 4R S PR AR ]
FAFVE T REE (TGRS RN o 3 A R R T A T 2 AR TR AR B R AR R AT

B2, 5L2MERARNE, HEAEIHANASEE FHATA - ZRLE WA 4350 %50
W, MR, Z5FMUEME S ERM. 110H, 253805 &k 5L s L] SR v ik
PEIRAF RS . RAEZRIKEOTRE R T 1, B2, TERREFRT, S 5505 40 2E NRH
HBENLERE R, S 5F 22T /M, BREIEMMR B, B, 2580824 H
STAEZRARE 220 A LR M X 7 R K 4T3 (Friedman, 1998). AR 454N F] 4 i
P %o} A B AT #% 8%, Fudenberg Al Levine (1998) Mk MZRIEAY 43y =Fh: — & B
A (single pair model) , FREERHHEZEY, RE XS 5HEATHIE, AN KEAR T
BENLERE H, RGN, XX S 58 MAT IR B S B AR R BT Mk 2 e
Giit#iM (aggregate statistic model) , fR{EFRFHAEIZEA, BT MAMAEIBENLILRE 25
g, fEEZRES G, BEARD IS B s B A A Mk =2 BEHLILECA A (random
matching model) , FRERHHEZEY, Fra M- MAKBENIILAC S S5 1H2E, £ NG, &
H5EMAT RS 5HILE M 5 — NS 58 . Afe h, R k%R, £ LR,
Z 5H WAT S EA 2 52 ma X F RSk 14730 .

2. ENEEE (fitness function)

AL ZR Db 2004 22 B 2 r (0 ST AST R B0 1 D IO R o 36 V7 55 A 2R A A B T A
ORES, T SRR R R ) S5 Bt BE /) (Sober, 2001). TEVHAL I ZERERI dr, B 550K 138
JEE AT AR T B B AR O SR P 12 SR s N BUTE T T 5 PR 2R 3 I B8 o 5000 T ARy SR
5@ RIS G R o AR AR DA AT, I8 IR R B SO LUIRORE A RN S 1. e 2
— PR E I H AR R, TSR BB EIE P RSN, DL e e R R B HET, TRIE
S BB R e R B 65 7= LR P I — ARG ik (Maynard Smith, 1998). {Hj&, fE4L%:
TR AT, & B R BT SRR X ORI RANf 22 o A SRS 1403 L AN A B T
EAE R A SR SO AT, 6T BEHOR T4 8 4L 2 SO TS 56T AT 12 SRS 1) 45 Tl 5 W Y
s BARCMAKT 12 SRS 1 27 2T e T RN TR 4L 2 Bl AR a0 DRI, B AR S g A 1R
() AR, SR 2 S B W R SR L V22 A B4 5 SR 1 e g DA
T4 2 R R T Z R0 I B, IR SR (138 B A AT REAS &

R, 7ESARMAETTEAATRE R, SOATREON RE T M S5 R TIE RS s 4, Uit
5 s A e B AL NG I S R A (BT, Brenner, 1998, 2006). {HA&, A T itk 74T,
VP2 AL IR Y 0 B B AR BT RS AT S R TIE RS . T2 53 2Bk i, 54
2 SR PRI N P R T SR A R R, 5 3 SR T SRS IR o0 A o BRI, S P vy
BURAFAH (frequency dependence). BLAb, &N B B ECA I IE OB T FEAA RS (A,
3. WAIEAR: EFENLHIFIER R HLH]

AL TZEE B FAE R R EBRE 2 — 2, ‘B BT B AUBTR SR W05 1) J 4L
R AR AT AR E A E AL, AR R LRI AL RENLE] (Weibull, 1995). 2K



ATFAEGER IR SCE XY, A G AR SR AL, 38 (a7 BB A 2 s Tk AR
FEAR Y, JE A S AR R SRS . B TR S NN AR A P R R, B AR
(BB FE) Sefr EHIEFE R A — AN 2 . XM & 5 1 FAE B E A 1 R 78 A
PULE B ## AR (Taylor & Jonker, 1978). M H., JRETE Ak 18 25t o 8 A8 S Lk i) =

B, (HAE, bE’JEﬁM%’JEi‘HéﬁBEE’J F BB ALE R HEE A3 8] A A SRS IR BE L AR B,
FEAE RS 724 Ay, AR, AR R E RN TR E I A R
SEME (Maynard Smith, 1982; Kaniovski & Young, 1995).

DRI, V5 A 0o v A oot 2 P A T A T B L . SR B — P L B ) B T
AU AR 2 MR R 2R 1 TR A T SR AR | 7E DA AR () S A L Im N 1) SR s Bt AL A 3 47
Ny BRI T — AN S BRI AR S LA O S5 A A R AR Y, R AR o B —
S# A (Nowak, 2006).

R NSAAEPFIRA: SRR RS A . i 22y Rt 5 & A 77
FRERAE.

X (t+1) =x 1+ f (s,x)] D X, =xf(s,X) (2

Forbr, X ROR U ZIRFHSE0E | AMEEH,  f RILENEEREL X = (X, X, - X,)

S=(1L2,++,n) FRAESEA o PIIEBHA I EEOR N =D X, o ST 1 ABt I 2708 A

i=1
L
frI L EE AL p, :W" D opi =1, #x = pNABHATRE (1 M (2) wH:
i=1

1+ f.(s,p,N)

pi(t+1) = p, = 3 p=plfis,pN)-f] @
1+ f

, Z f, ZoR U ZIREA R P EE R . TR (3) MU (4) 73R &

i=1

HI AN £k E’JE%’J%ZJJ*??&
AT RN, X BB RRIE AR, IR EA S (B R A ) TIE R .

ZRMISCATIERE R A (AP), Fam s | IR aE, 1B s | (MAERLRE . [FIREM, pT Ap &
AP EEs, WRTFEIEENE. W (3) M (4) WU A sE -

1+ (Ap). .
pi(t+1)=pi1(—f’)' 5 b= p(AD), —p ARl (B
+p Ap
JRUE BB LR S R N B S, (HiE, BEESB A M LA &R E. N T

fEi AT, AT SR R R SR B I # BhAs . LM E R ARG W — R E: —
J&, RS BB IEA S A8 e (positive affine transformation) AN & il & shA&s i J7 FE 45

O MEGIARCE SGAA, — B E RN Z A S AR, IR R e =AU (22, %
F i RRF KT, TR AR SO A8 S R0 AL TR LI RO S0 R, A S I EAR B 4RiE £ (WiIKIns,
1998) . W# Pk /R SCE XABAEI A IR B, Y FN TR FEENF T E T EIRERAN T
f# (Henig, 2000).

® HF A LMRAE S Y B OAIEX AR 2R (WL, Cressman, 2003).



F9° (Weibull, 1098); &, {EKHITh, FFA 0l i 0F A0S HORHH 2, (EL55 5 0 s U
—E#RIE% (Samuelson, 1993); =, {ERAIHENAT, MRS p RN,

2R E NS (p, p) A, DUk, QORI —DAisEng R ARBE LR, EEHIZENE

TN EBERAE T, 1ZSRBE AZR S T % (Samuelson & Zhang, 1992).
I SINTARHLE, AT A2y Gl 45 1 kR R i R 2 (1 A ) — AR S A

1+ (Ap);
pi(t+1) = ;[W(IIJ)p, w(jfi)p1+ P e o Ap 7
= > tw(ili)p; ~w(ifi) 1 +py [(Ap), — p" Ap] 8

j#i

b, w(i| ) R RS R RS, W [i) TR SIS ] SRS RO,

Z:[W(i|j)pj —W(j|i) P, ] R TN | HEWE LE A
=i

FhlE—BFE RN EA R, E—EX T, EEATHE
R RERY (Page& Nowak, 2002). #1545 % ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁfﬁTxﬁ%E’Jﬁ@ﬁﬁE’]gﬁﬂﬂ
CRPSE PR, o, HhlH—F5% 5 H RS R THM T (quasispecies
equation) G —28 7 T RS [ T 5 NS R HLEE fOPrice 72 . AL, iR

S5 ) BN A T FREE R Ton-1 0% i) Lotka-Volterra 5 #£“  (Hofbauer & Sigmund, 1998).
4, @%ﬁ%ﬁjfﬁl

B TSR, B SRE IR, TH, R, %@'E%L
TR E &N TR I H . 72 B HONGE 2E 0 B & B B T, 394 4 ) AT L

p; (t+1) = p; (t) F1 p; =0 DTTRERSF. (HE, W T HHFHISRIARLIER, 1RAER LM

—IIfF. BRI, AL SR AR S8 A ) SRR 1) X S50 R e PR AT o JE I 5 NSRRI,
AL 2R (0 3 Mt 2 — Pl A AR e . Horb, JEAK AR 2 5B (Evolutionarily stable
strategy ) A& JE Ak 2R TR BN FERE BB HES ((Maynard Smith & Price 1973; Maynard Smith

Yltn, SRR A A = AA+ B, WEHIHDEKMITE (6) BN

,—ﬁmKAmf—pAmom%%ﬁﬁﬁﬁmkiﬁﬁ%Amﬁﬁﬂ,WE%%@%%EKQO

@ HER R A d1— R R SRR 27 1 AR BT SR R AR AR B L K S DR AL, 5 A Rt — A AR AE
I 7 3 ML FEE T T BRI L

© Price i B Witk E(p) = Cov(f, p) + E(P) . v, p #esmsiiokc, E(p)eneihsng
P, Cov(f, p)ssErismse f Al p mhorz. wpEmA—rsss E(TA, p). WPrice
s ks A E(p) = Cov( f, p) + E(p) + E(fA, p) . Cov( f, p) Aiskitikicseblsl, E(p)
FRSK A S 0 5 R MM s, E(FA D) 2 Sems ] (oA LSS . o 5w e A 24 /R R 2
ik CE(P) & T%), W3R G fPrice s 45 [ T 5 il & —A8 7 % 7 .

YR, Lotka-Volterrady FE R RN FA M 2 M 5e 4. AR Y, =Y, f.(y), v, &
RS, f RiEREE, Y = >y, . R D =Y /L4 y)i=1..,n-1,

P, =1/(A+Y), L3kt HI# 04 TR % F T Lotka-VolterraJy F o



1982), HAz L BARRE, WIR BRI RS BT s, A, I — D IER
MNIZBERG, 15 24788 57 SRS PR AR T X ARSI, BLAF ) SRS RE 06 LL A8 7 SRS R A5 BE v Y
et o

DR, J AR e S X 780 L B A APEIEMANRBRG £, € (0)) , X TRrEAL
SRy KR ee(0,6,), uXey+L-g)x)>u(y,ey +(L-¢e)x) . EEM T

u(y,x) <u(x,x) Fu(y,x) =u(x,x) = u(y,y) <u(x, y)Vy # X

TGRS E SR B LUF — SR e — 2, RS RIS AR E AL R, 5913
i —FERR AR A IORES, FF AR ST 2 i 3845, 7R 0 AT DL 24 1) SOAH e g v
ELEIWT AR E g g, HAGARE SRS —E R AN, TR E WA — e R
DRI, AR e SRS S AT S K — Bk s =, TEALAR e SREmE b 1 2 N IR X R 1
2, MG BB AN, BRSO TGIROR, T EL 2 A i SAT B ] T SR 10 L
() WHEERNRE
LELSIS R R

S BN AS BRU8 BU HhA IR AR Y A Bk R R, (R, AR EEGE B H
25 (Sumaila & Apaloo, 2002). fEft&&HrEL, MEFHAGIERIBHEZ LR IN
Mk Z Geahtt, Kz, MERAG @GS, RBEH SR IR R AMAR RIS 2 2]
IR R SN AL I LB L R, V2 e il — R R A B A, A
SRS N L # RS (Kandori, Mailath& Rob, 1993; Fudenberg & Levine, 1998; Young,
1998; Brenner, 2006),

FEEAMEEAR (B M) M9RES, v DO AMER I BRI g =28 — RN
ff)%2>] (non-conscious learning), f3&iE{%>] (Borgers & Sarin, 1997) FIZ¥{b [ H3h
2254 (parameterised learning automaton) C(Arthur, 1991); ~&#{fi24>] (learning by
imitation) (Brenner, 1998); — ZiEiRN{E&%2] (belief-based leaning), L4 HIAT )
(fictitious play) (Fudenberg & Levine, 1998). BNl >1Z)% (Kandori, Mailath& Rob,
1993; Kaniovski &Young, 1995). Ffi#/l{5 & 2% ) (Stochastic belief learning) (Brenner, 2004).
Dl 22 2] (Jordan, 1995) FIZR [y iAW 51 #5414 (Camerer&Ho, 1999). Weibull
(2002) Ay, HELLsmAb sy SRR RIBL(] 2 S AR 45 [F) T~ S i 5 s A AL . — 2820y,
L) B A AFI BT LA —Fh A N e 52 T 1551 A B4 2 ST A8 (Brrenner, 1998).

#:F Kandori. Mailath #1 Rob (1993) L)% Kaniovski fl Young (1995) [H#f57, X H
el — P A 2R P WA BEAL Y S B0 o X BB ASLE R AT B i FE Al B S| AA 215 B
BENLTHE, 22— P — kst BB (best reply dynamics).

Ay, Py Ay P

Ay, P Ay P

15%&[ )%ﬁﬁ}\’fﬁiﬁﬁ@iﬁ%ﬁﬁi: a, fla, 7 IRt Z 2 5%

KRS LM 2 R, a' =a; +a), b Mby 2 HZER I ZI F 25 R S 1A 2

%R, b =by +by: BB GHX LR RIEBERM A A EaEE, Et+1nZ], &
5% BB R SR AR UK IS KR A0 15 2 8 TR, R S 58k

@ ldn, R IRN R A CERRTRRIGD, B EhA T DA AL e —Fh WL st A8 (switch for better)
K22 >I 8  (Brenner, 1999).,



BFOFEASHE NS ;s BBt +1%], —MHEASS5EM - DNRA RS 55 ET1E
2%, B2 5% WIS 551 R AT IR B REA, BENLAE R By R B, 43 3R RIS
1 MmsEm 2 MEASE. K4, A 5EZERMER 1 802 WER KT

o, Bl +a,B; — @, Bl — a0, By BEKRTE, WA T RNEFRAM 1, K25 2, Fi,

DI 25t R 1) 515 40 AT SRk BRE AR, BEALAS B AR A, 5033 SRR I 1
FisEm 2 MAEARE, AWz 5H% &S RMER 1 8 2 W kT
Bull + BuA, — P — By A BERTE, R TR LN 1, 250 2. i,
S SRR S A AR AL TT LA i LA R B LI R R A iR -

("2, b b;") = (a},@;,b; b;) + T'(a) @, by, b;)  t21 (©)
o, T SEBERLAE, BT RS Z (1,0,0,1). (0,1,1,0), (0,1,0,1) A1 (1,0,0,1).

gt X' =aj/a', Y =bl/b', FEFHMASHEHLAR: £ (y)=081, ' (x) =05
1o Wi, WS 5HMMNS 53 R 1SRRI HFE T
XU = X+ @/a)E(r ) - X
YR =Y @)yt (X ) -]
IR (10) S ABEHLY: AR E B s
NT RN, XEREE o, — o, —a, +ay >0R B, — fo — B+ P >0, H

(10

EIRAEAE =N RGO, Ko, A MRS HIEINE (,a) , W a nilRskn 2

Sop 5 ﬂzz_ﬂZl
S5#HFMHA RS EHEMLEMNER 1 wHR, f=
P = Por = Pro + P
g=—" 2 % ple(y')=1)=P{B! >as}, Ply(X')=1}=P{B! > ps}.

O =0y — 0y T Ay,

Horr, P{Blt >as}:ZH(i;bt,s,blt), H(i;b',s,b}) Z#JL{T4 45 C(hypergeometric

i>as

ye
distribution), Hmwﬁbp=—L—§lL—o%?mmﬂ&qyﬁ;ww+@m2WL
4

ﬁ*’txw=§{ﬂfa—w“’sw

i>as ye[0,1]

ss(b'y)|<c, /b .



Fik. Pl (y) =1f= f2(0)+ 50 y) . Pl () =1)=f2,(-x)+55@",X).

BUEE(Y) =" (V) -ES'(y) . W' () =w () -Eyp'(y). S, EFRACEHE.
W (10) A LIRS -

X=X @a) £+ a0t Y) - X e YY)
Yooy @ (x ) + a5 @, XY Y e (x )
2. BRI R R

TIGAR R (ESS) MR, &R KSR E IR, LT
A e R PGB, IR IR SR BB A MR E HE IR . Foster 1 Young
(1990) §tlt, —FEHERIELLMOBEHLIN, BMEERIVIOITE, Libi K Im Wb £
PR, AT 3R S B8 P SRR B . IR S, R R L S —
AFEBRORLE I, ERINURSE, R AR LR R 74 4 . Foster A1 Young
(1990) #2H T BEHLFAE 1T (Stochastically Stable Equilibrium) A E i Fa & . —

AR B HLR 0 p” I U Yo —0, Ve>0, way4m@-wkg}

1D

wlim [ ot (p)dp>0. Hb, o dE BEBLFED, N, (p*) FRAHAE P 0

o—0

p(t) £, f,()RAt > o i p(t) FIMPRE AL, AR IYF, IR — A SRR I A
RZS p™ AEBEHLREE 1, A K M BEHLIR BT R, SRS M AR AE P ik

ML AUAIE, TRRIRGLFHE ST p™ AL Xk, B, BENLEES E Bt

TEAGTRE I RS IR, FEAZ BT (I A0 AR E SR T A2 B LAR E 1) .

FE G AR E SRS ) 0 — AN R A, & R0 T SR AR AN B ORI XS AR IR . F 25
SRR IX P = BRAE, B AT T 2 BEAR I AN XS BRI 2R B8 2 4 5 1) 3% 402 SR e 2% ) (1) A AR o 1)
7 (Lee, 2007). Ak, 7EAFRIMIEZRMELE A (Fian, SIFRECAXIARIEIR 12 S8 2 B R ms
EEE), AIRAFAEA R AR E S . flhn, Eshel (1996) #5iH, fEid LM
HkHR, Z/DA7AE 18 AN A pE A AR e M. o, SRR m A2 0E SEmE (local m-stabile strategy)
(Christiansen, 1991) FlJ=#B4It st 5 m& C(local superior strategy) (Weibull, 1995) J&PFA~EL
BORAT IR E NS . SEGMEAERE RIE AR A2, SR T RS HRRE A5 (A], 1 H R

AARIERAA T — 852 585 HAR R, MR a2 5% W — g X" A
BRI IZIRME I X o X 2R Hh m B e SRR (K26 o FEPA AR 3Rmg X = X, 4 A >0
i, u(L—A)X+ A, X)) >u(X,X), ¥ A<0r, u(l-A)x+ A", x) <u(x,X) . X" &R

AR SE SIS B S E A s AEFTA ARSI X = X7, u(X",X) > u(X,X) o 8B S %

YA S5 SR (1) R R m AR SRS FR A 2L A% E 5RIE (continuously stable strategy ), Ko 7™
T 9 A 25 17 S 1 J) 3 0 S SR BR A v AL AR 8 Il it N AR 7 SR G Cevolutionarily  stable
neighborhood invader strategy) (Lee, 2007).



= BUKFENERITEH R E

BT — IR A R, BRI T AR, B RFET.
H LS N TR GE S22 B FURRR, TG T V8 W8 i B 2R B RF 32 . B A 27
IR~ BBEM R 3 X BT T ARG A E IR G S P2 55 24k (Hodgson, 1999; Dopfer &
Potts, 2004) . % i ALA BF R IRAE AR AT RS EHEAE R ZE N ZE R, RAER B AN
HigTu. AN ZHEEREREEMLAT Y FIEAT “Fuwg” fIRREN B, Mkt
ANJEARG— WS B &M 227 FEERENDNZH E: —RERMERZH EES
U RF A A R DR IR AR TR — ARSI . R — AR 3 0 R R R A O S R
(ontological continuity hypothesis), TANAEYEAGERE 5 &5 LS R B A E DI OCHE, i
H e TR I Hm 5 & 1ii® (Vromen, 2004). ANEAKISE NN, ZHFHL RGN
VIR G RN ZTCRRISUE; —RANEREN s s /R EL “ERH,
BUEFERE” A E R B L TR R (witt, 2007).

AL, ARE IR AR AR TR, KRBT LA PO R E e ieia . — 2R RF
[ — AR AR AT S Ak R S SCEAGJE . R L (Veblen, 1898) iz 1L Dawkins
(1983) A1 Hodgson (1999, 2002) MARFM “ ik /K33 L7 (Universal Darwinism) #B
KX FETE e XU AR, I8 R S A JFE U A &, RE N — V1P R
G R AL BRI —Fh il G R — AL O B HEZE (Hodgson & Knudsen, 2006, 2008); /&% HF
7] — AR AE AR R 3 R S0 3 AL TR I o X R R Se S H R R RS S AT R Y
IR LI, HE, JEAIBH “A8 5. BUEAERE” RibiR A R, T2 %A E A8
MEZRARGHE (P, PR RICRHEADFRE. V2 a3 R Ao R 4 2R
PR R ER VS R X R A iu =l (i, MEHRTE, 1987; Henrich, 2003; Bowles & Gintis,
2004); =R SO A — AR AH R AT /R 303 AL BRI . LA Nelson 1 Winter (1982) 4R
FNP) “FBEARRE S R R TG DU SO [R]— AR AR AN SR Tk IR S SCTAR 5
Mo REARE R JasR X ME X, Al iR 2850 R R ) AR, T A s Ak B AR, 5 22 Ji i
ME S N4 KBS (Schumpeter, 1932).

FEIXDYMYE R, LG A RE R 2 P AR AL X S ya e B, LS R A 71
WY, REAE R U SORHATAR] R A= 2 i s L A6 s ) P B 0, g RE A R R D R )
PEo RG] DA FLEN G A RER R TR & o S2Br b, IR AT 22 R R 3
BRI FEAE A LR SRS . 1, SETiAT AT BRI A 32 SR BRI A
SR LG G L A A s R, AR 1] 52 3 [R)J6 A BV B A4 FLE A6 1) ) 38 Y A0 0K
FIRE AR R 2 ARV AL B8 B 5 i oK

R, e A 5256 CE BN A B = R R I EZ S . A, £EAEE
—MNEA A IEA ST, BeAE N T AT TS SR B &, 1T — BUEE I
AIEIN 2 TR SO VR R IX M B A T A5, R AT AR E KRR
(—) BRI : “QIFILHE 7. “TByLH7. “EENH” REES

WRIDTF VT 2 S5 % FO E VBRI IR 4, 18K SC 3 SULT- BE 68 RO AL & 57 24 1) —
AT 45t (Hodgson & Knudsen, 2008). V12 &35 S AE gAY kam i) F 2R A2, A
JBAHRAEIR IR L2 Bih CEAFE T A Frp b ®, i HA B R G AL R BT
FEARTHIX A, AT A BARA R 24K, J53% R g M E I d 725 BT (Flan, f
A2, 2004). KL, fEMATE R, SUFEAEIS T T B E AR . (B2, 1EUWHodgson
(2002, 2007b) —Fomifl, AEDERRng AR AR Sk IR CEAEY S E S, B
FOH SRR I GO SO AE A IR, T L, SRR SCE R AR SR IR FRAEAE T R

C g, R A AT B RE A S R AR FNAT R S 22 s A AR
© BRI IR 2 AR G LR A T R I AE L R AR IR T AT A



— AN R RN, FEAR A BRI R, O A AR E Rk RGN IR T
A e R 20 RGN . Bk, KRS O A B GBS IE & B A — 2 a7

X AR —FoR IR 77 2, 8 REEAE IR R SCF X EA R ], X5 o PR B 2 4 5
I R ZRHE, Ref i S B =R B L 5 R A G, 1S S P LIRS R 8 252 . 7
(A 7 2RI IR S U “AR S IEBRRIBAL " RO “RlH. RFRAYTEC, Hod,
CREFHLE]” XERCT AR RHLE] T, YRS RS CEBAENLE . AR, — AN
AT DU SZAE “AIFTHLE] 7 “IEFEPLE” Ay s b B, WRARRAE R
AL I FR 0 S 2= 1, AU AE LR 0 = Bl /& s m AN 8 1y, a5 - = FhHLE 1 B X &,
FHERZHMNERR, WM TR G IRARRE . =L K I B A i T A& 5
BORSEEN XA R B T 45k . Bl BR R AL AT RA T RSN Z 0 (Flhn, ME, A
W P ATEREE) . — B B & E AL A R O R, X Fp o A AE 4
W EA S REHILIIRHE . Bk, X ras il 17 &M o Sk — a7
o
1. BIFTHLH S E L B3]

QT HLE R T8 LE= £ ML, 3 B ST AT N AR AT AREE LA R R 37 7 A
(S FS IR Z AL CEAEAMARIART. FAR. HIEEMA S S5 . QI AL S A5
BALRIVRSN 1. WA CH, MEArEEl. B2, RN AT, TSR F#H 20
XTRHTALHI IR T o B S AT (W A, BT — PN B 8 (AT, TEVER TR AL,
IRl T K 22 B 2 38 O BT A0 — FRBENL B % (Fagerberg, 2004). REfRHF (Schumpeter,
1934) F it =AM R SRR HRRAE: H—, FrA QR R AA AR A AN e s L,
B AR IRIEAT S, TEIHEAT S 56 A Z T SRAF 0 AL H =, S8
JE TH BAFAE KA QR e . 28— NMRFIE 2 BT IR A FURFE, BDEHT & —Fh Rl A e
PRI FE o 55 ANVERAE R AN HT R Sh 7IHLH, BB T 06 A RE 0% SR 15— 52 I 3 A 2B W R LA
A2 L ZRCHE IR AU o RE A R 308 3k F 0 719 32 45 R R QI8 1) 0 AR SR AR X P 3l JubLl, Ak, 28
T 1) TIT 2 465 ) A B 3 0 sh 45 LS P S e 2544 (Schumpeter, 1942). #H /%, Nelson F1 Winter
(1982) WHAK, TS A RO &tE, BNET AR =L, TmssmmelHE
Z A NAZ AR R TR o 55 = NRFIE R BT L AL o X FRHLE] AR TS AR il A0
e, AE SRR E AR IAMA S A2 AR, T BRI AR
THHIE . BUR ARSI &R SCAE S5, e TEBERHI BT R gm0, Flan, NEhie
(1898) AT AMA AR I TT, FEIA A TG AN AL 2 i) B2 AR BT B A T A B HE A
o WEE—RNEE ZAMHER , QIS SN2 —FOAHHE M PR R SR AT N . X RS QT 3214
(AT N FLAS T B AL ST oy i (3R ) o REARC RS RN, BB R B T K 1 H)
Wi R4S 77, A FRAE B & AR 1) T SR IR IR B 5 5 BB P e 2 4 )
Se—FPONEPEMEIN SRR, R — MRS T G I R . REDERE (1942) JESRIAH,
BT B MK AMAIES), e B IE R L) R&D HIBA A, 17 H S 30— 5 451
AT N X ERE G ERMAME L A2, BlE e — R SRR . (B2, BEIHRR
BVEAR R A LGB BT B

Nelson FIWinter (1982) 4k7K | REf4F GBI AL, G HLUT N, KAHES)
R —FRLHEA 5 S0, BRI —Fh s B BR8], 2 2 1 B AR BLTE A L IR & D
. MAITX 2 T AR R R BT REEA R (Science-based regime) FIF RFAM R
(cumulative technology regime) “. BiJi, YFZ%EH NN, BIHAMNILE MRE&DIE )37 7~

VAR AUHTR E LA ERRE R I, 8 MR A o e EIRXMAR T, R RAA MR
(R Al 7T e R T R AR EOR BUE S A R P PR AOTE R, A R A QT % . 5 fE el



AR P LRV AR, T ROZE NI S P E R B E L RS0, Lundvall (1992) H4611%T
RAE SN, SMBERMKREA. FIHY SO & 5 AR ik R .
Freemanf1Soete (1997) \Jfy, BIHT IR GEMEA T IANL2AH B ILAL RIS FE, W AR ZA
JE T BBl AN 3 A 2R ) 5 ST R o MR, BT 5 At M A 20 S A0 SR T K FR i % 45 Fol
ERHMM ARG, #ilan, Nelson (1993) MIEZKAIH AR Braczyk (1997) X8 6 Hr 4
ZMTuomi (2002) FIAIHIH LA R .

QUFTHLHZE 2 FEE AR L], B AR AL, T 1% PEHL I D)2 22 1 1 0k 55 I ATL
il e R v S A T 5 A Ak B G IS R, RS R s R AL R T, YRVRE R
TR B IC . WERARAFAEIR TN, 2R BF ARG R AW A HIRE ST, SN —FlA
B B AR PIRES . Bk, RAFIERENLEE AN 2t 2D i B GE AL . T RAAR
PR S 1Y = 2 Ve 5ok = A | P W77 o = 1 I e R 8wy 1 S e b= 1K P B 7
IEFENL A T8 P BUE A b 8] T 37 58 4 B R DURTRR I, & DA 28 R e 0 A ade 356 R b vfE (451
Nelson & Winter, 1982; Hanusch & Pyka, 2005). #:<xCAbEFEHLHIETE &R AN
SR G EEREA BRSSO B, IR REbR 8 TR e
EAE (B4, Henrich, 2003; Gintis, 2003). BUA EFMNLH]ETE &R b BUR 35 4 10 58
I, DL H 7= A 45 b 1 QAN IE SRR AR A, LG B br k8 3 A2 5 T BUA I 25 (1
U1, Besley, 2005). THFRENMNZ)ZIOEFIILRE, EEIHIERAEEDAE. HL
Ak, Pk, XA E RS2 ER T (EH5E, 1987; Wilson& Sober, 1994, 1998).
I, — B2 R B = RO BENLEITE & A E 9 BB, EFALH R — P ER R BN E R RS

e G 5 B 5, BUELEI FEBALH] 2 [AIAEAE B3R R, & —Fok s IR T
KA, OIHFHLEE RARMER DT RG4S ar, SR 5 IR BEHLH PR & Pk & AT 5
IKHI7%E (Nelson & Winter, 1982; Hodgson & Knudsen, 2008). 4%, XFhc Rid THUMK
AR . fEAE R BF B AR, QBT HLRI ALV AR R R G, WH ZE AR
FAEZAN BRI R R GBI AL BIH KA JG A R, ek 2 5 mm 01 3T =
Ao SEBELHXT QTSI 2 0 T BRARAE LA LN 7T Ho—, 0T AR B A B 2 i )
H S, AR R B L] RE R0 = AR AR VIR 15 38 2 ) R, XA AT Al
BB HE AR BRI k2, ORI T % 2 S BEHRCZm 1 s B A Re /i
B B AL BT K 2, R 2 S SCERRHL A 5 583G 7 008 EARTAAL R
PRI RN TELI R, XX 00E = A RaPE M (F1 1, Hayek, 1952; Lane, 2005).
TESZ R BE AL 2 S0, MR IISF 50037 SR £ P sy, 18 BRI MR HTIE 3 3R A5 1R
OISR . R, 1EREIHE 20tk d, AMAE & W BHNE 3 3R 45 5O
HH AR SR, P RB R, K=, B ERER . R, HE . R
RN ARG SRbRE] WBUAR. SESBOR. FURFEBURY S BUR R IR 5,
T 3 AL FR1) AN S M AN EL AR A b A=l 6 A 3 KT, I 2 5 T A ] 5K A 3 KT

(Nelson, 1992; Murmann, 2003); HPU, — HiX =FugEHLHIA EIE M EER,
TR R 8 (1R B R 48, X AT e S ECEOR M B i SE R8O35t T R Bl 16 4 58 I %
% I (Foxon, 2007).

[EEHE, QB BE 08 s B AL o B, BORIEA B AHT aT se 22 7 A A8 i
T3, MR HEH 0 T S BT i A2 BN R i o FR R (R BB 7E AT HA o] e 2= ek 35 T 3% ik
B8, AT Re st — P ou B i g is B L) W IR LL A A A 2 SO S H, (HEIFE
TR TR TR, X FHGIH L AT B8 51 AT AR B 4 223843 AN B 8 P, HEBN A5 Tl 28 A 15481
SUBFIRTE SR AR, AT HES) A 2 SCHE BN LRI 78S (Lane, 2005; 3EHlRG, 2006a). 41
TR EE G T BE 52 B 4 22 SO Ik 5 32 B T S e BEMLAR ) SCRE X MO 2= s Ak IR A 1)+

BB PN, AR RAAUET, KA IH R R R SE R GFT I3 .



SCARIEHE, [RIINIE A] BEE— AR PRI FEALHI AR G W R IR LE QAN 2 BUR B B
CRE, R, 2 BT IIR BN AL 2 AR B SR ISR, BTt T RER IR T
K, FEEARBEGAR IR AR, iR G 2 Bk R e Uk BRI BUR
PISCRE, X 2esdfb =Pk BN S, MR BB R E KL RS (3TJLFE, 2006b).
2. BIFHLE ST BOLE B3]

P HOLH R R T BB a2 B RTR A I 2. Rogers (2003) faih, B IR A1HT
T I S SR T TE — BN TR JE A 2 R T L B AR R . AR, B S BIET B
(IR T AR HLE T AR B A A RE 8 B AL 76« e e A% 1 DA R A% 6 1) s 8 45 1) R L
B, HOE R AR AT R R AR IR RS, B2 A BE, R —M SRR, BER
AENFH S EAZ . F, - ELEIAR F g —M 2 2RI . wlah =9
B, BT AR B2 A A2 g R e FEA D B A ik B, 858 RGAAFAEAT AR [ KR A5
RN+ 1E SRR AT RN 28 R 87, 3 3 e KK IR AL S 2 5 () R T B o AFAE = T 7R 1) 61 3
OB, — ALY AL (contagion model), BIAMA— B 5 H e 5% FH S 10 61 35 1A A 42
fib 2 R X WAH . R tt SR (Social threshold model), BN H A5 2 3 4 rh
KA FIAH AMATE B — E M EE S EE (RED) A S RAXIAHE, =Rtk a2k
A (social learning model), BRI R A MGIHHS 3 & F3RA5 2 88 1045 5 DAIE BH R B T4 5
AR, MeALRBEXFEIHE (Young, 2007b). 3 BOHLAH E AT B AR RGURI I I 26 44 1)
FHIE . REFFARVTHEAR MY SR I E MR8, SIETavnaa&rE. SAmeR
FHE T ) PR A ) DA B 9 3 1 TS (David, 1985, Kemp, 2000). Arthur (1989) 1A
N, USRI E B AR, SRR R A B I RS RS A, X7 5 S
WATHEARMBUE . ERZMEN, XFESUE ME AR AL BN Arthur (1994) & —
SCHEFL T VYRR R E G . BT, N IE R T (adaptive expectation)
PR 28 22555

S HO L] 1 RIS — R E NS5 . WattsFIStrogatz (1998) HFFE T =
Tolt W 454 S5 K AR B B2, BRI BEAL. NSRS S . o, 7E
P g g R rh, ANMATE )R REER S, H2 RERARY BOEEEAR. /R 2% 45
Farb, MR B A R ERAR, Ha2 RERARY BUEEE S . 10/ 5248 540 /2 —
Pl AR B AR, BEEAA B A R A B ARy BOE s R E Ak
R RS CERRRLG . N B8 FIRAE. FIR TR hERZE ). Bt
AR MBNHTE T BRG] 185 2 A7 AE— 58 IO A7 32 AR 1) (10 S5 i R 8 A s i i i K 66 P 2
BN E B OUT , F AR 1) S PR BE RO, S BOR (4 H0H FE 812 (Rogers, 2003; Young,
20070); =R R AR FE o 8 WHEARAEFIRY HOH 1 B 2R AN T T o AN [ 0 ) B2 Bl H
LR 2 TE AN R S B A5, X 22 (E S g A AR RE, AT SZ0e AR 0 4 o
(i TLE, 2000; HFAREE, 2001,

[FEFEHh, fEAE2PHE S, GEEALSI A SO 2 (MR BBl 3 OLs e Gl
HlfsEma A JUA T H—, Ay HOS R RS 51 SO ATET,  RIGUE AT Sl
R O AR R, B0 n] R AR 5 QR HOR B RREIHT, XA a0y Bl i e
FRGIEEH, MMTEREE S =, QU U T30 X 48 25 0t 250 BHT = AR 5
— RIS, A R ) DX 24 25 1) HL A DR BRI R ) RSS9 B 77, BEATLIN 4% 28546 B A 55 18T fe
USRI BURE J7, /M T 25 2540 B AT s 8 fe 1 Fasy i ae /7 (Watts & Strogatz, 1998);
H=, Ty Sod B2 B A B A RO RIS, JED6E vT R B, XMt e il

C AR GE R, P4 b T T E S AR AR LA R SIS, s BERLEI S SE AR, M
2% LT R T IR ES R e REALIT s /MU AT 2% G54 S A UM RTRE AL 8], A2 48 k2% L i) 39 s LAER
R BT BE AR BEALERSS -



HFTIOIHT . dhAh, QAL 2 X B L = AR 5o . FEe i AR Bl B AH vl R 5] A
P TA) BB R RIE B A5 ARk, AT SO SR A 9 B o
3. B SN 0 BB

V2G0T, B Bl AL AL X 22 LRI . ldn, T3k —Fhig$e
HUH, e — R HepLH] . B8 Y SO R I A oy — Rk Bt i, 2, SRk
A A — R SO R . V2T IR TP S X PR, e A%
AT R, B3 RAmE T —FWLE]. Flan, AR (1934) P v Bt F a8 5 e Rl A2,
Fr LAt R SRR HOULE], AR AR B L, B AR B AR . AR,
Nelson 1 Winter (1982) FhNEEMIERENLE], FZEHFAQIFT = A AIERE . SCbr b, X
Folt B 0 [ A S SEAE AR B MO RR S T IR BT TR “ M ) BB — 58 S e 5t SR I 61
F7, EE TR Pk R AR — i Sy

fH, XPFRTREAEA M. 26, By SO0 8w oS gk P R Al Er, =
WA REHERRVE 2 5 B BE bR EAS R BOERE SRk 1K . 101, Sober (1984) [X 43 7 “Xifeee-e
FI$E” (select for) A e[k #%” (selectof), RIEZIGIETMIN R, JoH SN
SEOL, BRI B AT BEAS R MR IO B, R PR EST SRIGEIFE S (B2, 2003,
pp.126—127) . TEIERENLE KRB ARG BT, HELe 1)t n] BB R 20 G B i) 97 ik A i i
TWATFY B R,  1IX AT A BT B B Ik — BYi [A) A S Ok BEML R L E 5K . [RIRE A,
VFZHOER H R IIOITA — 2 S 8. 1SR KRGV ZINH] BB ARy B AL 2.
ol Rk B 5K 08 2 PR AR B AR O BOR I, 25 Fh AT = BR3P 7R R TE R G137 38 F 2
SN R 1 I ST 5 N OO X2l S = AL g LU g AR R I IR TE 5 N HE T

Rk, RAEPAALEI AT R LA LA 2 AL, B2, BNTERGFEARRKZERN. Rif
(R BEAL L 2B A B A I B bn v, JF B S M AR MR HER A BT IR FE R R, B2
—FpIEALE], F RIS F RIS . (B, IR — e R 2 R . §HL
A FE B AT 4 )z R I . TEVF 2 A FE v, X AL A AR, I
L. B, WEEBGEY E, TSR N EWE N TS, TEELH b
Z R TR, SRR AR A 2 5 ma AN RGBT AN E A W, 33 1T s e ) 1 9 H
(Z) BUETFEIKRRE: MENA. BRG] 3LFEHEL

R = FRHLEERZ BRI . B AN SRR A o A AR TE R AL R
Reshih, ZRHELSEEMIME . B BP0 BRI T N85 A A BE e S16E 7T,
w7 NEREsh . B2, ERACHERER LY HudfE, 2B, STk,
PR AR UG B A5 S 85 MM R . IEm R (1967) — R SR, 173045
FARR I B AE A PR T 25 b R Ge ) o e R ML 3 M AT A b AR EE B 5 R 0 3R
H2, wn ERTR, QUHETALSIANY SO H 8-S 1 BEALE R 2R TE, A ARG B A
BrReshtE, RIAEaEIE I OF AR HESE BN LG FEEAS . Rk, FrA 4 S &5 A R T
SETE R RN S S NI I . XFHEL ML T Anthony Giddens (1984)
4543 1e (the theory of structuration). {Hj&, —HEER| LA =MEMANHIM IS, A
KAesh M 5 S EMNE R B E N EE MR A B, KR = Fhis AL e ) R R %
H AT REAH FLIRE, TE R AN B A 1, Tk P B 45 40t mT R 5 BR 450 FLah T O 2= (1)
gk, BRI, —ASIEHR TR S SE A BORR T 6 AR £ 1 fROX =P AL R 47 VT RC Y
FARFHEAR R FFEH, G2 =FHLHAE BiRE It B S8 = A S0 ee ) EFEae
JIRYBLRE SIS, HEAT RAA SN TEEIFHRT . TEXE X L, By kT
5 A 45 AR 0 2 P A o AR IR TR AIR S, AT I 70 3 B AR e B M, 5 3 0 52 4
A AR, BEEL T, 225 KRG HEAL T IXFFORES Z 0,

TG T 2 10— A R sl SR b E AN AT 2 AR ) B85 %) 3 [ AL o 3 7 THI



FUR) B K EOT DA Ry Ho—, MR B AT 2 P R T 5 AR BE SR R ), BT )
ANMRTR P 2 B o2 ) BE 45 0 R BN &0 (L Arthur& North, 1993; Hodgson, 2007c; #Hl
&, 2008); H T, HIRGUHT S R T &M EE G A IR, RO ) FEANRRAE 52 B
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Evolutionary games and evolutionary economics: complementarities and diversities
Huang Kainan

(Center for Economic Research, Shandong University)
Abstract: Evolutionary games and evolutionary economics are both very popular in the
economics. However, the relationships between the two theories are very ambiguous and
sometimes are distorted and mistaken. Economists never deepen their research on this topic.
Based on analyzing the basic frameworks and developments of evolutionary games and
evolutionary economics, this article attempts to make a breakthrough on this area, investigates
their complementarities and diversities, and illuminates both effects and restrictions of
evolutionary games on the analysis of social economy evolution, therefore, points out the right
developing direction of evolutionary economics.
Keywords: evolutionary games evolutionary economics theoretical comparison



