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TE F &S50, Fo A b A 3R = -85 4 4l B L ke fry ot 7Y
151, 43 9B T RR B PR A R EEPEZ B e, B—REar
FF 85 F %o A 56 ST B A7 7E B 108 1Y () SEAEAE » 045 R T — b il v
A, e EH A YT AT R S R TR S Y 46 SR e B N i R ]
B, (ERTA XL BB TR S0, UL E TR ik
HMELLAEAS RS . W 24T 45 BB AR A R R B 2T, A B
R RN ARG AT AR B TAFRBEREG T .

A L AEUAA B IRIELE

ANTHEADR BRI ER AT P RE—— 2l
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“HEEER 7 RAL. X 508 AR G 8 FEWRCEFENE
RGNS YD) . bR FAE -2 hE R e B8 el TE
e EE 2B R EMETR BT LA SR R, A TR GE
R ERE TR E VAl - T A ZIRWATT BV RS W
KMEBIEREME, $5C 1 A1 0 4 A& 30 . WP Ji S0 AE i DU 44 [ R
LV Zo o Rt A T fE 48 B B IR Ak 2 (Garey & Tohnson,
1979) . Z5F R, SHRE G Z NN 1 N LR REBt S — 0
B, X TG RR B R SR A TR — . SR, G A
THEGEN IS KT BRI E A4 T X —f A )
LR, B . 45 S A AR I JL T nT LAY ¥ b 1 BT A 4
B, AMTAEIE A& IE & T3 ) B A & 5 F Ho At ]
PSR Jr i, T T 0 A )32 In) B A Ao T ORI RE Jr . axX
Rl s A A s B B R 2 G AR 0 B G A i g Ry ) IZ (R LA ) 2
R, XEE kK, ATEAESIEN AXER T hiE K 2R R .
RAF AP AR H T80 il 2 M 58 38 Tk, (HAE AR — 1>
o5 7 U, AT R LB T 58 S I RE 1 T R IUAS 2 » FF i IR T
SE 35 BRI SRR S AT 10 JC AR LT A6 2% i B [a) AT 6

M R AT AR RE IR A b A R R A PR k. £
s R F A L4 fi” (Good Old-Fashioned Al 45 2 “GO-
FA1”; Brooks, 1991a) & Z K H 17 “P i Je W47 (two-pronged at-
tack) , B75C. 4 T RIALME, 18] T —2edE AR H 2 MpY
“Hg 07 Cvirtual) o] B, X F g 117 (disembodied) IR PLA 5. 2
FERMB R AT LI R AT, RE . 0T H HE R it
BALA A F5 48R 18 B8 T ok 1 K HLELZ 38 0] B (Brooks, 1991b),
BN B BB A M IR T SR B S — b ik BV N RO A I
A R . B IX — L G0 B S B AT 1A e PR B R BE A B
ZE Y BR  FoR B 37 R G L X Fh IR B R B0 St A
¥ (Brooks, 1991b), 7EiX &840, Fo 07 K % 82 A T8 Ak S0 8l iy
A5 Keeidt, UL R 2 A0 A BRERYE 5 5, IO RIS 5
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AR R

R RTREITR

SECSE- SE T

— PRI T ABABE : [EIBR R A

1992 4, #F{A 4y - PISREIE . “TRAMEBUBM A it FZ AL
mi e B O 55 B N L Feeeeee BB AR 325 85 R A A A B R # b
Bt El 2 22 it AN 3T T 7 (Simon & Schaeffer, 1992, pp. 12—
15), PUSERY UM R IE R, 5 S5/ 1997 45, — A M "I K"
(deep blue) IR HLAE I L FE h B2 M T A ERILF MR
AT EL « RWIAZ K (Garry Kasparov) . X —7E AN LR EA
J it A b HA Sy K e B SO SRR S DL A R A b e B
R RN, MRS IR A P/ DO Y J Y (64
ARG TE L BN R B0 1 B FATTE L Bt 3 b gk — 20 LR
HA—EARMAEEEE - THFA 16 87, 878 804
i R D , AP LB T HARCEIEX T ). it f
b BT fRT AL 2 SRTAT . F AR B R E BR g A s g £
BRI T E PR AL A HRHE BB A , 38 365 L X A i) IR
JrE ST HAIMED A K BRI BEED. U E TREREN]— &
LU Sk, BRE HF B A T TR R B, R i

IR PR F /NI, (VA — B A BRI A B — H AR, /)
e Fh 25 T, PR A L FEXT T BUE AR PLI & B —Fh
b PSS ot TR A R, SR TR PLBESE A X A S 1 B TE B Y
T b R EE shERER , DAE & B A5 2, SR i X AP A RE 1 £8 2L
WA YFER BN REE R A RGN T . M T
T A A 35 FA A AE R JEE FH Y (de Groot, 1978), I 1E »
KA EHL T2 5 HATREN B EUR EGE 1 35", XAl 2 — 1 &
BIREZRC BT BIEN, 358 B &bk 2. 2 Tl X T, 1 H., &l
FiFEVLEERE TR 8 A 2 Jo #H £ A9 A Joy e, {2 4R 2 PR A8 AL
AIZEBLIERG T EYLE LAY R 8 B ST REE L B BL 2 1L
ORI A E . 1R AR, TG T AL s A L T AR A
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nfRE IS BIET 45 BT REYE Wi AR 7E & 2 Fh 48 /M & 25 8] 1 T ik
A8 2 BUTFAN TR LR Py Q0 f] A FRGX — ME TR 7

MR ENRRIF T S, IR AN ENR T €%
BTSRRI AY e, B . TETREEFEXT LT T E R BT A AT
BE S B LS R BhRRER . I A F—F TRl ATR
Al L 2 R 2 M AL B A S E . SR SRR KO RS
FIFRIT T & » FOET R A 7 2 N — JF 1 8K 45 &% 8L 08 A e RO
FZE BT, Y AL AR 0 F 3R] S5 8 i s Rh SR e 2 [a) (19 85 (8]
AN U0 A 9 (A 2 5

FR sl ZE AL ot B e A s 18] ) B 2 2 20 0T LB # B 0 4
P9 %% MIFFIE « 1 §)(Baylor & Simon, 1966) ) T4F. 7EA X AL
AL SCER TR, A ATTHR T O BOR £ (LY S5 wl AT 9 1 B SR .
fB T T W RREFEXS I B9 77 58 A — S BLK 2R ) T & {5 T 7T
PR3 R0 e 2k S SR R RR T 38 . R R 5 B A RS T X R
R R, S, E RS AL ELFE A 3 2 H b st R b X Ty
ITT B a0 b, EE TR R H bl 48X Oy (Y Al 8% B
PEW /N B —— 48 & B AR 58 S R T X O 0k — LR IE
HE LR BAE . EF R EMATER [ "t (Baylor & Si-
mon, 1966) , H3#EX] 77 AT LA B Hu 4 1D 28 /0 Fb [T LR 35 1855 - 2
HL 3 B, T AN FE Xt 7 (0] By o B o] . SRS N IX AP B 45 X
B EEE R E IR A . B A AE T E S ENTTESA
£ FpE M ER:, kT F &, AERBMHE, AR FEAN
REMY AR FE R B B , 4R 58 — R S 8O 7 A B B AR TR E
B H o RhEUHINCMATER 179 ns&@Exd £/ nl $8 sh k.
AR A fdi X 7 T 0 shal AL ik 1 — 2R 4~ 18] B8 8l 9 35 15 21
ek, RBCERERB TRAT“MATER [ "#%eE. BA
“MATER I 7"HI“MATER [I %45 U1 5 L S 4R 2%, (R A BE Ak 4
L ERE GURVES S TR 25 B X Rl R 22 0F T F R ) 52 A 2L
CERAE3Z PR ) B s L 3ERLI IR AT e B .
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EEOED It PE

HMIIA MATER U3k, AMiT8RE T KBEITENREF. 211

R R B B R A FLE A TR LB

PRI, SR . g E X LR Z VKPR O KRR 1 IRE
RPN ) — SRR AL, — AR, BT 2 TR IR R s
PE#T R (static evaluation function) 15 3| 1A » LL{#E & T H Ay
SEHLE—MIME. h T ZRRAIXELSBH TG, L2
FRRER, H AR HRES AR FBRMERE. W
BT eR BEUACR D BOLA B F RS B W BLA B 5 A Xt
(R oy B £ p s g B RSO O R B T RO SR . e
G2 T KBS G E . %R EGUR HER X S L JP e
180 o B — 43 (R SR S R X S s R R 1k .

B PR R B I Z A T R EA T I R FE
FEM At EALZ A E R . A, ISR G 8 A U AR
RSN T R R 3 TR B MR S K T
BHMWAE TiHEVLETTHE b, 3R a 17 5 48 5 1 T Se Al B
) 2 A% AH SR T4 S TR ALEESLRE SR B . X
By, BAYE— 0 RZ B — MmN E S, RS AR
35 M. IXEEWRE AUEEITH R 2 fFi i A R LR R
PL7ES E il A R B B — R & shEER! Filk, e 2Rk
S G 2 Ab A6 T R BRI AG 7 B B Bk Bt R R R LYY
18 B HERA O3 1 FLIU 1 AS 2R B0 BT T AR 3R Fh RE
b S AR R LA R B FLAE S . TR R I 0 20 R B AL
1% P HiE B R X SR RAEW PR (L X F & Mok L B ™ A=
ERGBEEK IRNES. Bh) i, B0 1 EE 9 755 A B 3
B (s B4

SR » 2 QAR T U SR AN J — ol 8 - 0 P B R 1 BRARBE
T, K ke R FE AR WG A R DL SR 2 B, T P2k
WA TR R T LE T UGE R R TR YL R T A
X @R QTR OLA o] fE B4 00— FP AR AL AREICERAEM(E
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B 118 8 (Brooks, 1990; Schaeffer, 1992)., “& 5" B4E Jg—
S EE TR VLR LAEA T AR A — TS A 1 4E
1, SR EHA Z I H RN T HE RS A S X R
BRI BLALEET PR AR T — By . MR, ol
AEBF B R 121E KL 50 000 FRELALFI 100 FpAH LY [F]
B 8L SR IG HE— 35 BUSE Lo B vh 5 FE K 24 100 ok BLER A4S, DA ik
$£—FhE B (Simon, Schaeffer, 1992). & 17 V¥ ILE N NITE
AL W HF PR PLIELRR I AT EI LA B H AT S &
FAETRGEBIRE . BRI TR SR R WA 15 [ R R LR 5
IE T EFEAARBEMENR!  TESIUEHE A e BN’
B JLID T AR T3 P 0 HE B AT S e IR ELRE O A RO L T
DA I 5T 581 2 T8 ] B A AT T i A R A8 1 8 e R A
k.

e : A%

AR « PUSE R [B] 3 By DAHE [ PR g gL EE B8 A S B8 IR g & =X
1R BRI W R E O BLER AT B — P 58 AN KRR IR &
Mo R g . ORI R LASE 43 52 T P R B A AR R R R
HILH A JE Bk Y o e A BB E B R HEI R IEwE Y . SR T, B — 1R
FEBURR Y A B NI o A 1110 1 0 Rk B, i R S A 4
HKAUN Gz TR ERAF AN LRSS, UETER A
ARV T . MACLERE T RBAFIEH W OB, —F
REXBHRER: BRATREF R RFI AR ER B4
B F-fai 4k ) foi e e i BRI — R EE 15 (Aho & Ullman, 1992; Green
& Knuth, 1982). X—#ES5SHMRAEMURAEHBRXR, (T
—FHERE RN T R T R AU E H AR, AE B EHBR R BLHLTE
FPOREFEXT L h B AR B E PR B AR AR . R A RN B 4 =
BROW |- 0] L HERR — a5 55 i R BE A, T AR R B &
PO TR TG R T 1 T A 48 2 R0 D0 0, 17 2% e PR skt 1o

E P

w456 N\ TEREE. 1700 A R ST NN 2 MR 5% R



PHERIER

o,

AROEE 8 IS

V25 SRR AR 0T LA U3 &5 Dy 10 42 1) B, 3 S [a) L gt 1
B2 HARAT 20 S B F B AR 30 R T SC Blix g+ B #R1
W S PE R BR (Pearl, 1984), BRI HARRE: iE/MUTIRB %
RO RS, R T HRFIB T ENRE TR . FERENES
RS HARRARTA ATRERE . ATAE— 1A 2R AR ELRE
F ) L i 75 » BT RE B& AT A SRR & B A s (BUR R BB HEBR H
[ SO RRAR , 3 XY Hb R HERR — L 28 1 i B A, T B X EA T
TS . a0, iy — L R AL RE a8 K3 BRIl il e i A —
#hE P RPIR A i , BB 4 X S R A0 I g ] LAFG B k. il T
FEAS T 4 3R AT OL T » & A A HE AE # M R X — A4, B
A A TE E R A — RS A0k A B . SR AR & SN
41 HERR 9 AU AR BR AR AR £, 18 A3 0 B R . IR U
RS A AR S S R R B Z E R
A 20 22 B A7 w07 DLk HERR L, ] B3 6 10 K S R (MR DT %
A7 AR LT B A v B30 A Py S A B B R AR PR R EUE
N, B R R R E A S B S R R R 7 R 2 8] i B
B H AP e il AR AN St — s B IR A b 0 B X R BN R
55 i 7 B2 6] B BE B — e PR . AR A £ B UR M HERR ]
B EFRNVE RS, RN TR SEREFRZNN
FEARI e EE . |

M4 S AR AGE FH T 2803 400 1K PR SR, e R — AP
WA TR SR, MBI7E T L LB AN T RE” & K ATk A
B AH.Co Ml PR T (el B 4T Y . ) R AR R AN — BN T E BT
AR B b A AR AR I8 N 2 SR 90 15 2 R R A T —— R MDD, ifii ELth
B M R 2T A RER AT A S S . AE AN A 01
oy, o [ TART— R b HL 3 B9 BT B 1 B ) — L S U 2L
s Topk 75 & ¥ AR, AR AKE T T2 B A HA (the
heavy lifting) 4= 2 ¥ H5 By .
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Z i HZR 6] B ( frame problem; McCarthy & Hayes, 1969),
241 ) — R R BUS T A R A RE 7S BT 55 i, AR — 1 R 4
WLZURSE B3Pt 4 IR AR JR R B = 4 T R GLREE R
R B 2 BRERE P AR R 8 T A IS R I AR A ) B
EbR AL LB R AN, g — 0 LA 2 B 20 X 7 i 7, [
A2 R e et B O L ik s, X ERPE -1
HRES Xt A7 s B ¥ B BE, {d XF A Al e R — 2 B — A Rk )
B, B MBI &, B ROl GEAP BRAR 3 U B R F
TRE AR ] BB, X AT A B T B R E Rk
(] B A G e i s AT F 28 11 A5 1B 22 o] B, A B BT Y R
FIRHE,

SR  FE—2BAE L T ELAE 5 — SRS 00 F 52 R i b bR X B2 45 5
— b FEE PR AT b BT AT DLAR Y — S g i Sk PR ) Al 2R ()
RO . PR T L B R ek ) 24 R ] A TR AR AR (e /N DB AT
BRAE B o — BB S T LA AT e 2 T BB . AR, R ANPLER A
JATRF AR — R SR Ta) J51, AT 45 ot —HE R RO AT AR AR DA 348
FEHE R T OO BB AR T 5 5 B H AR R DGR AT O R 2R (L 3R
FIOFHIA BRI Z 4, EiR v ai R EH AL MRl fEME, B KT
M -HERIREFIPLEE A B L a9 ah . HEBR 5 BOLAR A BT B ) i K
W e 5%, B W, AER R B ETE TR B I B A
RS N A B )RR .

Faseia sy b T o A4 FRIEME H AR T e Sl Y — >
i (Cosmides & Tooby, 1987), REE A TEGEME i@
5 % S R A E R i R T B I E R EHENRE
WS BX — 5, B O AR BE AT B TR ) 0 SR R0 I Rt Rk Yy
iy, R EHAE R T e TmA e,

ke le: PLASALIR
CEALRE AL A e 5 A 32O ) Ay 308 PRI 3K 6

M

2 Bl

w5 o A THGE.§7 0 A R ST SR S R R 5 R R



. RHERAR

LRSI IR T s R T B T AR . R

T, — R R LS A £ S S L BE R AS B 30 B2 R T L I 1 1)

FEOHE

HERATEE- DRk

. R mRT IR AN DR L A R AR B VLA AT R
05 8% 5

L iEVLER ANk B BEARML A 2 R IR BT . AT X
B R A B RN AT P BEAE FNEL L EMLER AT — 1K T
Pt A GRS AR E A AR, BRI R B T bR T
Bl )] EEHE MR R A5 B A S L S A AT A R A9 AH BLAE
FS5 7T .

2. FIBHLER AT — 2 T REME HE . I RN RS &R A
A EhiF, A fk 5 BE ARG m i3l 1 3R,

3. fEXTFHLCt FAEI R b, BLBIALES A R 5 3k b i B
—EE . PRI AR T HH SRS E T
RS E AR RS AR E— e AR T hE
1 DL R WL B S ARGk B, e E A

A, T M — U R4 48 bR, i BE S HE B AT B R S R T HET Y
M e ki th R A RS W B E .

5. LEHLER AALEBL AL B h P ATk R A EhAE .

6. HE DAL,

9z b, R 7R EEE TALER A LAZRAE , aX Bk Jy 08 W A A

TELE AT MBETF OB B P AG LASCHERY . BREE ks, 32 A8 o Ml i
SF X B HE R RS, FF XYL AR AR AT REAT A LA i, 2 A 4T3
SRAE LR BT REL.  E AU a2t 4 SR B i L A A TEAE
L H{RME,

R EN T eSS —f 2R AP B &2 T AMKE

B OEAE T Sma s R R G, X S R G RE RS H 12 1 A
AR SEAT 5 . R T MK - 4 R 7 R BT AE 55 fi
AL TR AT A XA T R R A AU Y BT B W MR A B R
£i 14 S5 {7 (Brooks, 1991a, 1991b) T HLEF AA LB £ 7 —
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Bl TR 0 F0.C FABE RS T 45 B S 1 P O 1 8 B i LA
FEAPRIFE T F1 B 53R BE20 1R F B — BE 000 . {9401, 201 SR 4T Sh 2%
PRI 38 R BURIT 74T — A, TR A BB AR B & e — R T
[ (B A SE R BB FE . IR A AT 25 S5l g 1 ) BB
W R 2 2 SL B A b B A8/ TG K T B T Sy — e ok
AT TF TR TR . B4R L 32 2K 38 44 24 A 4 o fFL SR 3 S o 7 o
B L3S A IS T AR B T AR AR .

S TR G A T 5 A 1 e e R A e SR
HHBL, SRR BRI R 7 BN E 04T M B AEAR
B AR R L F T A 1. AL B A 5 8 2 1 S 2 A0
R R AT ARSI L BN AR5 B LE AR AR S5 K B AR )
WA . i R LA AR 5% R A T BT N A
P 330 g R 24 T R SR B R R RO . B SR B
HHLEE AR L AALE T 45 1 85574 05 3 7 T FLA

A5 BT A 2 g T A0 a5 A B ST AL A 2 i AT
P2 — e 51 (L LM 95 5] S R M A SR R 1 7 9 L i A
BRI R R B b 0 RN R R B A A
HE W 2 T 215 0, 0 2 A 49 3 07 A% 058 S 1) — Pl bk . fELR A
£ M SR R 2 L A AR B, TLL A ) R 4
FEBI SR R . FEIX X R 5T O e 4 R — 5
B . EL S TR LRSI , BRI R 42 R0 AR A 8 4
R S AR RE AN B 73— 2L AT 56 3 B A s (Brait-
enberg., 198447 t i FH 5 16 Y0 55 % FIR B B 2 5 2047 0 () 3¢
TR EARRR AL, 90 b L YL A AT B L IE 3 o
e 3 i ST BR I AR B SR AR IR0 R A ARKE . B AT R A ikl
AR TS T A AR AR

Pl Tt R AAEN L5 RETUR A Ril ¢
TR HLPE BB 7 LA LIS B 85 « (K] 25 A AR 7T B 22 4%
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SEOEE Ik SO

AR A

SRR T TR I v 0 LR R0 ] R R S
UM ATER R, BRX R R R AT E R R
SRR 1Y R L R R SE A JCRR T B Ak B (B
ST AR T RS A X AP RE B, BRI ] 0 AR b T L 6 ST AT
TCBR VB REBY, R IR TR T B BT B A0 e 1 [va) REUARE  DRLg  ( 4 i P 4
B TR ERME T R E AR TR T — DA E R LMY . BRE
4 N U RESTI N, AT R PR s 8 7 1k i AT [ B A
W EE 2 (HATE v (i, 1991b) 47 26 B SE HL2E A i A LA
Ko A B AFME (1984) 36 T 203 U H B AR S H 17— Fh o g IS
F4 7 1] B3 FR AR 5ok 00l e 0 M

HIT AR ESEE

FEHLAS AN TR FFRAN TR SCERE 15 m TR AR R
B RIF I T AR, IT SR EEM A VLA R &
JOL P S B R I MO R RS B AR ERE AR BT AP ES T O LA
LR ERE R RARENLRE. B TIT o 5 AR Z RS i
A0 3ok, ) S SRR B IS, T A B3 R B A R B BT S SR RAS T v Y TR
A AN EHITEN TS, CESEETXNEIEFARITTAAES
S ATV LY A2 1K B EUEAT A AR AR UE T i) AR o) 82 BT TE

FHR U BHE W S AR B 2Z LA R — T B 1L
HESIAERET . B — D AR OL IR IR A B A2
BERF YA e Th S M 25 b B (X 8% 40 O BT F . SR T 5 A sEe e 3k A
sEM RN b A S R AN R b 2 5 4R E A AU (L e FR AR
hEBENEE. BTHENBRNERS . FEIANEELR G E
FIFRHDCRE R A ASEEHESh P A IR I o 5. ER AN A 55 4E
HCERTRES /K T B ¥ s A — XURE 0 ) B HE B R A i B 5
AT 2 RO CHR BB & T H T I A G ER A B% L X e R OE T E A
B 25 T RYEYERE S . i TL, SR HE ) By i) IR 18 75 RE A% 1R
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by Hb Ay PEm B S (B A & I X R A B W R K Rk
1, WHERI B KR & 4 IR K [F] B i3 58 02, AR F R BUIR
IR, LIHEBY H SR AT CITE 2k (Wehner, 1997),

13 M B RTIEM AT REL T PR LEAS R 5 3 AH B
#hFEM TR — RO RN B SRR T — e e te i R
v 0k AR R 1 s PR L ok R 0 A i BH X b sl 0 7F 24
HiAEE TR BT A7 b, HIKIERNRERE: AREFC e %
w7 AT A HAE B AR P B AR e A TE. X
PO iR T B AR R —2efe gt . 5RO B TR R AR U
1E 1 sk Pr bR Anfe] ik — &5 11 o 59 5 i B AR 38 X 2 R 3
Py a] REA i3 M BEREHE 1 M HESI SR B e . SXRR T IR BE R AT
PLE . PR — e R LW A B T AR B PE M A (H
ASAFRRI SR B AL i 3o M Bt SO S AT S2 BR i S
FROEARAL S . AR, R B A (e HEREE Py T RS
11 AT fHE S ) 1R S B 00, FL 2k B P R IR R HAE A R PR

TP JoPR PETE

BARACEIRY BT ASZ BUAT M A 255 AT 7 bk it (R AE T X i
RRY A7 B T T A3 T 18 W PEAT 0 R BT, O 1 - ) W BT 2 e
(S PR . X 47 A B FOR U B UL T R AR Le RE 9%
A VLA Bew JLRATF FRIFHAT R T . X
FVRHIH R T &5 5 N B b N ZOWBE B i B B AR B0 AT O B R AT
20 A FF A R A HLAAE i 28 SN i B FE L . X SRR
Bl AR B XA PR AR 0 A AR ek £ P T B 7 2B 1Y
R L ) 5 T TR 56 T A 4R 1k 8 i fer B2 MR A AL AR 1Y -
fEis .

AT A SR e B T LU — Fhs iy . HR A, R
01015 3ok BANE , A5 WL A K AR A0 #E — 52 RE B LU FFAE AT
il LA A 455 2 B 06 0T 4 T B Mo e B U el FI AT B B T — 1 8
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i A RS R A,
RSN A I N BB B R AT S

&

b
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S

SETED SR

e F 1, (R A: 47 55 5 E AR T 7 IR - 3E B 00 BB A 7 i it
A B L R T b b T 0 16 £ o kR RS T . B T RN AR
Bt R 22 M B4 B b 2 O 0 BT b A ) B A B O 0 (] FDRS
FIFAREOY . AR 2 G [ FOR 1 A Sk B2 F T 0 R AR
B SO RS 0 B TAEfERE RN, Pk, B AR EE SR
TR T TS 3 B T e R DA SR AR ML R BE R B .
FEAR 5t FLit B S 52 B BR B I 1L 77 ST 3 i sh 4 BT
M. WEOLLT . RS A A7 S ERIAE I i F AT O UK
R AT L A B B 22 20 36 8 %) T 3% 62 49 3 46 7 , O % o7 i
TP AA . 1 SR R RN 2 A T I8 1 AT BT o LA AR A5 A S
{1, R I 22 b ) T E

AP R F F oA

{HR b B 2 ) s T R AN 2 Y. ke E, AR it 1k
B R %Lfﬁﬁifmﬁﬁi@!fﬁtﬁ‘ T 3 1H) TR 32 B A% B RPER
#il (4N, Stephens & Krebs, 1986), SIATH H bRl & , fr &
(42K (3 TR 28 &tk 2 ol sh i Ak st i PR, LA S ZE B 8] L B4t |
ZE R BRE . ER R E A BRI LR AT EEE D s R pLR R]
Al 2R (3 0 SR P AR BRI . BT AT R R A — i . i AT A
HL.ZEMTT 2 A BHLEN TR B M Bvh, Eaiit - A E E 4K
R 5o T B B —REEF R R, SR — Hahi R e DAR AL 7
T e — A~ (A B, X a4 R i TR AR AN AR E M IR 210 37 O A7 2
iR, (B RE 4 (Dawkins, 1982) i) L i3, (R EPRAYIBTE
BIL A SR A5 e X, AL g U L — 4, — IR AU —
ABNET 8822 R EE . FRSE R, CHLEREE B MK, T HL AL 20
B R RABEGF - X BRE RS N A RS . R
T B il S AT M LA REAE FH F € BRAS AT S5 it R R BRI AS B2 . EE
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un, sh¥) R TR B Y608 — ) 6B B &5 70 12 1k FH ok BRUERU/S A L 26
R, BT AR A A R AR AF S E T Bl X s e B R
VR e B E TG sy, B LLAE 65 52 & 08 1 BE ) il A HTAL il 55 P
TRAEA T AT

WRAT N AEDFZEN R A I — B B B B Ak 852 %)
(R B ol L AR 2 FE A Pl 150 B A PR T I B T 3R A & U X e Ty
P ek T MR R LR E It . A T BRI - AL AT
AW F—w B E R R B G s b &, X RAT M A &P ol
ShHSER N MRS, BRIEBREMIeRN] - AXO0X
el i, B . shi T2 & SRR BE s RUH 1T El TR s .
] Xt e S O e TR B M IR AR S B R I R EE X FE
W) 5 1 BE B AR ORI LA 0 £ il e O FIR BE M 2R B/ AR E B
Tyl £aF e BRI HABNEDT F M EEEY S0
AR ARG HEB I T — 8 s, LLERE 7 R 15 i
B, R R IERBRLRALSFERR A EITTRES YA
Hrtifie Sy EZ 20 BR . B0, X s BRI gt T 7 A ORI EE
SE & A AL X B HIR A 5 R BIZRE N . ‘

“PAE (kL B B4 7 (Gideal free distribution, 485 Jg IFD) it 5
WA 1 — PR ARG A B S A8 L Ste T 30 20 49 41 1 i Ae] S A T AN Bl =
7 45 1 ( Alexander, 1996; Fretwell & Lucas, 1997), 7Ei%FfhiE
R R e R b, BB S 7R IRl SE S ) 5E A W) (Y BT
BT, SIS YA B 5T & Y s R A %
(Milinski & Parker, 1991), £33 =3 [0 & 53 A b, B R sh 9
HISRE 5 J5 o B BE 18 B T ZEAY VTR, SR, O 1 S B FREE AR
(LBLE , S 17 BB A X T8 A o e & .

FH3R 8 3 “TFD” B s2 86 BF 95 7= A4 1 5 FLTUI 25 /A0 & 1Y &

» (H1RSRIAE R T A B ¥ FORL BUE SN LA R T IR SE R AP A H
bk Z AT S BN SR R R A A AT . 8 7 B AR S ] 0
A 56 R M RIRAE AR LT E.
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iR KRS WATHEF T KR (B, Abrahams.

e P

T E

- 1986), BT EUE S BSR4 T MBS, B EIS R

11 1380 B BUE A — e PR GIMEFF A VLR ME LU I AR e T %8 TF
EAEXMEOL F 2R R TR ib A4 T, SALHE
AE S A I 98 20T TR AR LA L, 52 21 0 R B P 8 7R 1 19 ()
FRI AT A AR S TR F A A+ 416 PE o 5 | A b
AU BRI EH R PR RS S B 2 IR A A — SO BE R Y
SREY . PR A AR e e e, LD a0 U A JE B 2 14 15 2
TR A BT, i BoR i i A — BRI R R N 3 A B 8RR
it BRI DU RIBERE o 9 SR BRAED B (i 4R . SR, 76 gt A4 Jie BT
T EH R AR, X e R R g e T R R A TR RIFR M
R R R B B PR 0 i R A BIe R AT — 1.0 B AR T
BHATHAESIRBIA, B, REMIE¥ENITHELIR Y
“TFD” )98 25 7F 0 s _E R R BRPE YT 11, 3948 330 2 Jm) BR P 4
AFN T A TR R 2 b, USRS T R 44 HE 6 Ok e A Fm . dn 2R
TR 27 Sk A LA T8 BN RN T ) T PR P s B, BB A
[REIWACAYES WSTTE GO 3 W

B Be Rl R R & TFD BERI -1~ — 1. sl 1siis) +
AT IR E A At B A AR aY s X
15— S ES AT 5 PO B AR IR W BUR B0 B AL W . i)
T ARG X T AR TP A B & M. SHEAEE
i#(Gray & Kennedy, 1994) LLEFRG 4 0 77 4T 52, A iX R BLSEiET T
TR, AR BBEE B Y S E L BRI N [E & B s 1)
YE W IX Ar R SRR HME . T oo B BFES 000 TR B AE W
B EAIEF IFD SR B 7, T SR 1T TFD 19 B Ath 425 78 A6
— B

SN IR PEPE
LA X B 209 A BB A MR 2 o A 1 5 R 2 S

1D
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IEA PR IR —R . RS e B A B R e Ak )
RCE T 0 A AR A1 T 7 o A AR 2 v Y e (0 AR A 1Y S S AN BT 3t
3 BN 8] LA E R 28 g8 B Z2 PR, A4 94 LB 2R R o 1 F gl
mABE: AN TESTEN LHMSEMHT . A PLAR B
AR Aok T8, B3R, B AR RRE W g — R AW Ik Y
R, B — W EE AR ERR R L. AR BT
FE T —Fh 20138 30 ) Foe 1K B 1 (g e f 7Kk o) , A X it 7 R a1 1
(BT AT i A BRI TCOC B, ) UG ik, i M S g
U i B A A RN e

iy 88 25 1 #1085 A BT (Stephen & Krebs, 1986)45 4, 1 % 3%
1T 0o i B Bl A B A AL B A R S 1 OO0 T 3L AT /) i T8 14 on
HEL T Fril R R, R L — B R 7 i) 3 & I A BB SR
BRI B AR AP A vl RE k88 526 22 50 i Wi Bt
. SR, ZHEER A HBREwAEEEEY P Has L. A
LHEAS B Aot X R B A R T T K56

3 TP O R T T O S Bt 5 S A R A AR ERAE ) AE Ay o R sk
FEIE N & T et fb i O ok B/ 77, SR iE 4 73 b —
R A7 vk 0T LURS BY AT PR 8% A7 PR A 25 FRPE O 7 HT . BIDEE H 9 0 45 B
FL B ARALAT 2 A — R . PR S S B B (Tri-
chogramma wasp) ¥ A C W F~E LR RWIPA, BN
B A9 B A B H A7 R IR A B/ E . B s VR AT LU BRI
SR TUT R R AT T IR AL FE AL T S SRR R E
X0, R EEHCRH T — Rpbak o S L H R A T A s IR A AR
T LA —Repopd 4 ) G v T A R OR b SORE T R Sk AN A 20
ZEMEPAET AR, XN AESFREMERAX. E5C0
B RO LA 1 A B /N S K B o BRI B AT B A A il
T RAK R A 7 A R B A A BL(Wehner, 1997),

A SPEVERI L
S8 P PR R R 25 T A A Ty B AR e

- Qb

B
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HEEUTEE - S

EERER

SRR R TR TR, AR TR M LR OB E A1 340

PLXFERRE N RTHE . R LF T4 5 a9 17 A ok o & Al 2
PR R . L, X ST R OGE A TSRS, B & F
A DR A AR FRIE T A REEE (n] A, IF S AE R IR BT R e A 145 LA B
PEFE . DFFG R RERE Tl AR B At O, AT 8 R R AR T AR 3t
REFTE. B—F 3 TR EH AT R E 2Rk, shd
{EHESE A — e AR S B AR 55 . 3 Jy T ) 0ok U5 R AN 55 A AT
XA B Kb 385 op “ Cataglyphis W7 5E 1 BE 1 19 8 58 (Wehner &
Wehner, 1950; Wehner et al. , 1996; Wehner, 1997), fEE AT
faTARIC A e P A& TR 20, W5 25T RE A% £8 ] AR (F] 8L 5T
FEg. 1Tz ioE SR BRER  JF IR AR B H R TR E
e e R X BT UE 6 BT LAR B 23 43 5 DR (AT 08 N B i )AL 2R
Z .

JUE AN L BUE AT Vr A 58 e ALt 2 3 A A (H
“Cataglyphis 8”475 8R% a] DL i %F FIr 28 33 B 42 14 53 B fe i ok HC 1
FRIAE . &R — R 50 R R e Al 2 [ 2 PR RO A
FVIT AL i 90 BT, H- AR R A SR & D — R B [ &L, B X B 1)
B BEERBEAEM h . B S A Th Ot GXRRERE AR BY
B A VLI ) B e 00 26 ok e A R X R A B [ R AN Y
i e P A BHAE 28 R F @ i B k. Cataglyphis 807 i of
“RIHR” (template) 3 P75 1L 5 8, 3 FloRE AR AE 8 K5 L8 170 Jr iz
Fr HG A A B 42 T b Y i B P AR R Y TRAF R AE PE PR .
4 5 A BH YR YA T IA) - R 42k bR, IR 5 Sh AR AR X
3 T IR AEVCAC , DA T b 85 g B AL T — b st A 38 A i PN S
B3 1" (built-in compass) . ff§ B T & #5850k v] LULE B 5 BRH 1
B . XRh SRS 2407 (path integration system) ik
AAELEAT AR 25, AR B 2 LA b i e 380 L 835 ) ] X 3l {EL e
e LI E R I E B S CA L, B, — HL " Cataglyphis 807 33k
THLCHET B A R S R R ILEC R G, Y E AR A

die



F1 A A B Sk iR (o 2 B E PR B Y 20 b SRR A P 0 O T 1A
EAE X B Bk e A, H2) A HE B BE VS T Sk IR AR AR
y i o

T RE S AT B FEANVARER T S E Rz FAHE S
I AL A ME — ST, BR T ATHE e B IIE R R A
A, — B HS RA TR TVF ZA08Y, AR U0 B & #F SChr B R
falfE ey, XEHIERIIC S T 2RI RS
17 2 () TR PR AL

AR (Green, 1984) 1 28 % sl F R P A B T Y BT &Y
2| 9| &b B i 32 A ) 2 FP A AL A T R 56 . X R — TR
ITE RS, RN BN EEFEAM T RRIAEREAR K
(Charnov,1976) #& tH i) “ i1 {5 & #2” (marginal value theorem)
T. gl i ERsY SRS B R A& AR R R B
£r 4 B bt & i 1A HEFL 1 0k 20 L FIB 4 24 3 55 76 B AL T RE 4R B i) B
Y R ARS T, B E w0 S T 2 R P T 1A R R A
3 R OB A4 P 1] R T L R B R AT B 4 T 3 - 4 B i Bh T %
BT R AN A B A R IRATT S A AT an fo] A~ BB 1 f] B 22 £
)T B IR A B Z0 . IE AR AR (1984) 45 HH AR AL . “IX s iF 18
TEREFEN R TR A B Z AUt i kAt 5% 1E S 1 — 4 .7 (p. 30X A8 AR XT 2h
97 ] T SHE £1: H L 2K pe RE F JL R BT84 T A 1 32 B O 00
(fixed-tome rule; 7EF5E B (6] 6] B8 =22 & B FF » A B 16 S L Th
575 it e FE B 0] ” Cgiving-up-time rule; i 1 4 & B 1] 6] B
YA BT, B S ) FfE B (assessment rule; 241 £
Fr i RS TR E K i, BLBS 1) . 78 1 S0 ) e g S A ) o, Ay
BRI TE B R I B T ERS B T A R R, i B SRR 5T
O 2234280, /04 —FhahP—“Nemeritis canescens” ¥ {&
Vi R e D e E AL S AL .

33 Fh o B TT BE EL A A BEE IS B RE DA R R F AV
AL s, (BIERNA XM AF I 5 T i PRI 57 AR
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PEOE

AETEE-

BRe

ORI 5 T AR, LA R A0 AT LM A BE Rl XE 4% R T HE 19 e 3 B

MM TR . 15 A b B AW AWE E R - Halife s iF it
M R i R h g o B R B R AR AR . AR AR B AR (LAY
i I 26 S B ) AT LI (simple rules of thumb) fE#% K15
L 20 Rg . FHRA T ARE R UL, B35 AR A T2 aEap R,
Tk AR S i AT R D) D SR T A PR

D JEP R TESLIRE S RET o

AR B T A S R, BRI SR s F TN
e A TR B T 5 08 . LT 3 7 By L4 R 7 205 137 3558 A o 1
oA B R | A S G, S T R E T R X
L BT T K T A REAE 5 5 5 v 15 B B0, I M 3 e 0 i
TRPACRA T ST RS (AR . (FARXT FEF AR S T W 8
A7 A T 25 » ST 6 1 BE B R 7 B 45 4 1 R A HY B
FRATTIT AR AT S R o 8 SR AU T 08 AP s — A R
{51, — 7 G A% b SR L TR B 4 e B iR B S 47 g » 53 — O T
00 B S Bl 490 T O 07 T (0T S 5 A TR

AR — P T PR R 2 . 3 PRR S R L R
B R T RS R T B 2 SRR TR T

SRATE TR T 245, (B R E g Y L (L — 8 342

BRI E THRTHEZ , M B U S ARG XPIRRMZ SRR
Yr. AREBAR BT R 7E 2 SRR A B L A 8 & A A 1
1 SERMTFREELN 2, B EAREEE 1 SRMETH
SRS R R, WILAUERT , S5 B Ay AR AR LAY RO R IR S 7E REAR R
BT Al R8T R R S A B R R T R EE T HEBCEA

 HEE G HATR R R VD FRE -5 THESRER,
xS B B R A S U T - AT S Y 3K T B AT g M- S R s —
b B TR (0L I A S0 0K B L L 0] B T A UL A B B O (0

A1



INRERN
%:g—; (1
Hrh B REBAS TP ENITICEZREIIYESEY S
S B IS A Sl R L B AR Bh i A SRS W 6 A0 AEE H R B R
ME) R BN FEYAEIMEYE R . XA
“PLficd33: M) ” (matching law; Herrnstein, 1961) [fij & ¥R, 74 X 80
P S SRR — B R — SR R BRI, BR S HGR T AT B AR
AT R IHFAE 2 4, PUEC B R 4R 41 1 G T 3h By fnfa] 43 e 3L B+ (4]
FIHG 7 B 5 I i ( Davision & McCarthy, 1988), MR zhi)
fIPEF R T AT s A HES R 7F 8 24D, iR )&
SAE T — 5 UC S EE A — BORY T R SR IR R B R SO E AT
BATR? B2 BBl LRk FRARRY, T 0 UG A vk DU A Ok B 2
£E B (Williams, 1988), XA LR Z 4E T MEITHZ
i O % 2 s 4 O MR T I IR I R B T N . WEE 2
IRFAE TR B —FhHLE LABE 2T A 5 1k, RIS HER 1)

Z I EE
F 7 a1 bR R, RN L ERE B RN-FMRA
M. X — UK, RATIRAR A — B SR AR W SRR B, REARART L
SR SCERE DAFEIE X R, Y (B, BKROX B LR TS5
FE A A 4 RO RV A7 . T HL B AR ESR TR Sh
T B R R TR AT I fEEF AR . AR AR R
RRRR R TFEAHRBEIFEME. BAX R EHER R DB
B EBSR T, HE b, % RS IE R R . X SRS B AR AN TR
F ERARANTE B A £ 4 25 18] AS W A8 4 17 A IS0 ) sh B S PR I 3R
B, SR . R RABGU M A C RS AN . AT A D
F AT F AR ErE BB TSR AR TR S

QAR 9 SRR R AR (VR SR LR B T B R .
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| RERER

O OBRMEIECAR R 1 1 fE AR TR AT R A

B PEIOIE

HERUTEE -

T2t JEME AR RIS TR B R ERRTE R 0.

WX H G T AR E—A4RT, Xz 7 BRLEM R T HA
BRI Z R 1 s 2 HAT NGB Z LAY 1 5 1N B
B 2 MRS AR LA LR PRI D . R
HEw, ¢ AR E—1RF. iz T B E 3 AR, I 2mky)
ZHJEL s 3, 4T N Z N 2 1 3, AaTLAUEW] . AR
b3 R T47 s BE 22 bE, ME— 1 T SR R R 2R W 2 B T 19 B R
TP B & FHRF) OGP PR EC R 2 02 1. DLECEE
F— UK BERE S Ut B B LA T R LBBEE UL BLSEA T 20 » PR IR R] AL
—WFEA T X AR T BRI BT B DU T
— S A Y L F) 07 RS RO M G 2R N 2

S AH [ 250 53 () B, FRAN I 7 AR B — b 5, AR BLVLACT T N
S B ARAT R AT AS 6] 2 » S8R A1 7 7 SRR A1 s L A TR el 175 B
TRTRIRAREE . 3 RAE 950 = A AN B A L B4 5l A7 F B9 H
FETE . FESCEEE R, FATTAT LA Hl i b R AKCR AR SR T — R
B, e TR R AR S B L T BT R O R P A B
K B AL e R R E A S LA ) S . FERXRR AR R
I AR T oA 30 2 O 1] R SRR, PURAB/R AR — T KRB, B R
A MK R . R AT O BT RUR ALY UL TE T 2R
W B A RBIKAT , WK RALE B F IR R AR - B
SEAT 1o BRI, AT T LA o 5 56 45 O i K SR ARY BT 3 1) [) HE £ RE
I 5 R R AR 2 B, R VR ARG 3K K 2 il - s ) A
£ AR B SRR T 2 K SRR . SEBR b PO AT EE U Y X R F0IE
2579 %) THESE . 2458 ik 90 560 T B DU FC Hk W A e A AL BRI AR 5

 HRERE AR ERR TR S UCRCH I R IEAR B A RN AR R, X
R IR A S A . “# S (melioration theory; Herrnstein & Vaughan, 198013 iX
FRBOBTAE T e
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At DG BE Bk 00 A 900 S 46 BT O O 1 8 OE 4F — 28 (Williams,
1988) .~

FE XA~ B F-H , — i R A R R R EE BB AT A R
I 55 348 B3R AL P VT A Sk —— 7= A T - FhOR g HUAR SR 2 8]
5[] A8 PR /K SRR o 9 AR R SRR 2 R R A T 1 4R Y B O 1 S5 SR
RSB . SRTT IR 1R 3 DA T e T B FRATT 7 P A 218 51
Sob 2 el AR BLSE B A N PR, PR, A AT AR R T AT A
Ky, VEFREE U8R B FV AR TR D AR B AT MR 2 — . PRI
FEVC AL 2E W) 5 S AL R B Fr i i X — R AT I B BB 1. B f
U TSN e T aP Ry & Bt ST L eSS WAUT: S I 7 S o
7R A F R ok 19 B AR AT s REMBARITE ML . Wi
X e A KR, B R AT TE MR A A IR B A B BN A 3 SRy s A A AT
HE 1 g 5 R AL B VS B 1% B9 A BB RS 10 (AT K 7 5330 56 PR RS
FHERR) . (B R HAR A TR B 0 B AL e, S - 18T LY
i) AR LA AT A s A 48 1 TR AL T BRI = Ak BT L
FALE A BENER.

VE g 3 b3 0 [ 057 S5 AL WL s B S T E T R R E R
Ze 1 (PR et 2 H 3tk = 4 P M g ) AR R R A B R 1 T HE T A
B, X SRR AR S SEA T A AR DY IEAES BIIEAL LA R AT 4
e B 2SRk, BRI R B R BT BR A R T
AT AR AR 0 B R AWM . SR, S T HERE, 851k
A7 4o 22 I8 £ 49 0 A B R AR AR i i - R AT

17 K2k 2 et 1o i % XA it

{65 T F LE A7 i S2 BR il A T A9 S AR AR Y &b 1 S A (37
TR — Bt 2 05 50 BT 268 E% 18] 1 R TAT R HL A A BR
PG, 5B B — T ST A W R 4E BT (Krebs & Davies) %

v X ANEE I B 1% (Kagel et al. . 1995), BRZTEHAMERL.
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SR EOHE

HEFTEE

WERRA

BRI EAS ) B PR RS A2

1B — Ay BR L P RRAS (1991, 1997) , Fe A ME REAT Y Lﬁf'i’{{tﬂﬁﬁﬁ
5. 7E S RRCOF S )b 3T AT UL 45 T T AT R A A TE L
LE S DU R AT AL FAARAT R 7 il 5 B PR AR R Y A 57
4F. 48R, IE QKR TN B 5 A L 4F (Kamil & Roitblat, 1985) 1
B 48 H IR EE A7 SO 9T e Uy BE B8 FE 47 N WLRE G JE J1) IR 2R
ARGRIEVLGD 2 MRS F & . i 3 R0 E Soiil e i U LA SO
(. T AR ) J5 B % AL e fn i ok 3 s hn i ia] TaX®b-F4T 1
BESR 45 FAT RALE A O B 2 8 2, R 3 Fh ¢ Tl i
P WL A ] A P4 F B0 0 A BB oXRE L AT OV AR S AN T
FEGE T T F T FCFR MR 53 R R A4 T S AL 8 AR R A i dlL
FBaBE. ML &FE—E R E EFER) e, 83 E
g aA R, FEREATIEEISMCSEE TR
PR AR S SRS T Z R (B, Ste-
phens & Krebs, 1986; R 0] £ )1, Wards, 1992), {HMIT A4
B 0 BE R o At fry DR YT S e SREPIL R TS SR A1 TR e 19 2 RE T 555 11

HARELR F AP A ik W RFSE IETERRE I . M4 00 AR U AL ) 6K

EEIANEEAGE 2 8O REH 2z — B RA R AVLHEREEY
i At 2% B il W T iR R R aNAE R . 4 R
3o ) £ 20 e PR RO AR (B OT HL R 5SS — RS2 BN R AT &0
B H o R R & s (4N, Brooks, 1998; Dugatkin & Godin,
1998), TWiAs4545 13.14 &5 A7 4\~ 44 # Fic 8 15 335 400 D) R0 AL B B 3R 4L
HTCEE T A SR TR RS RPN T — B9 5
!

25 F R 2B

FELATFFrR s RIS £ 3l A58 e AR B0 B BB D 0% 18 G
BEL, 5% % 7E S8 AR FL S H AN BB BRI P I B o R A B » i A AE
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[EVRE R A 17 0 F 2 At AT WL (Bl 880+ B0 3R 588 4R 3 4
fEZIB ., AT WX — 2, AL iR AT A T 2k W — 4
AN B R AR B L IRAR L SE —ARumE. A T B aT LK
15 0%) B 0 R o U SR AN T B R1TE SCARMIRERE 2% 1 FI & /0 LA,
TR EHIE R WMHIEAT 208, Mk 7 ROCBR B b B 2 ft
i R L ZURIGE L R BB T Y B A . BEEIRN IRt
JREGA B O RA RIS A 4, REV L E A OB Ao
R 1 EU 2R BT 57 1 A%, 33X ) B R AR A SR 5 s 1S Bk
SR GEENAN FEEFEMEES K. BHMTEA S
R M IS R AT & AR AR A SR U A T LA B A ) B AR AT A
TEAG BA RN O F A~ AR BT B 22 Jie JF 48 ok ol X 19 oF 1 1
7¢” (bargaining game) , iX B L5 B 2 8R4 TR E 2815 £,
miE, bR BRI fESgF R . RH B LF L0 AEE
Sk | Ee R B A 2o 0 A HE S B nmE | SRR S MR e — AR
T PR R 5 AR 4 B AR R AR SR A R o, IS S, IR IR
IR F X R 7 B e A 740 A 1R 36 5 BB A b 2 3245 32 8 — ARl ik 50
TEHBICEXGERFE S KRR, BREFER AT
—ERPAAZ ST ., BB XA RIRNTENI: P AT FE B 358
MR ST . AHBL . AT E T U0 BA RS AR A 22 2 i i BE L fE A K
S R A U Ay AT R PR e Y G AR PR RE . S U R CHE TRT Y
“HEAT DN Cmarkup rules) 7ZEH B & LB R RM, SR EEE
S AP 7k O RE BEBR 4y 51 s B A AN B bR U B 2 fE Bk
MR, T I R R R Ry B K 8l0E ” (rake it or leave i) £
THL, e SR R EREA AR PRI E R

LBUF A PRPERIREE S 3

WRA5“F) 27 (self-interest) X B TR R — iR W i& . &£ 5%
bt BVERE S — O e S T PR BRI A PR BRI O b PR PR
B RAF S A T 8 (Arrow, 19865 Vriend, 1996), FJ I
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HREx  POE

e E =

REREA

R B A AR AT LUGE M E) 18 M40 K Y - 17 % (Adam
 Smith) (2R BTG . 26 T — U0 9 B 4 I

“FATANEEE R FA IR, A TR AR A A I (A
it 7 o T A AR H B R AR A O.0 . BRATTAS B iz iR TRl
164 NGB 3= 507 0 2 S5 I AR TR R S 1) . i ) it
RN B CHFTE, M2 AMITREMITA S FlIR.”
(Smith, 1937, p. 1O F| S HE S S0 BB ¢, HdufFAE
FHIHAER ., IEREMG T F ROV RERIREE, Fl C 3 A
T R O U TR B R AR E AT TR AT R A
B2 dEFe A3, 7 S B T/ i & DL S v BE s R Al .
S AR AT A — A AR AS G B AR R R E AT T !

AR - PSR T 20 4D 50 FAP I A IH BT S5 R
AN A, R RSB AT PIRD R A EE . (1) SETiCE
B OHERESETE X THEMN; (2) L5 ¥ 20T E T
B O FRAABREAS RZ A B L, Wil 1% (Stilger, 1961) 5]
ATHRERMICH—FAFIE R, &8RS FRE T 7 — RS2 R %
(- FARYIRARACAR R, R 228 A B T 3 KRN & &Y B A ME
B, FE X S T 92 B 15 20 1) 55 o A I A T B R S R N RS
FEFX L A s S . X Sb LR SR AL IR — B — A
A 22 PR PE R RO BR ZS (b AP R 0 T B AT A BT UR D 7278
BRI ST A Y A VTR, B AT AR ) SRR LK,
BT AR BFAE SCER L (E 9 3 T UM Y 52 3 A BR B A 5% B 1)
T A BB R BN R A EEAR

iz BEAE P (Vriend, 1996) [ W45 o % L2 Ry Lo R A& #9505
AT T I () BT, B A X BB E] B, ZE D] DR BN ARk AR . A
SiFfe B FRR T PR AR F L (expected utility theory;
Ramsey. 1931; Savage, 1954; von Neuman &. Morgenstern,
1944) f AL GE— 7% B2 SR IE S 5 T A TIEHE » e S5 sl R 33X FF
A . AP FR AR TS IA B HE I, 33 26 o W) 40 1 5E

I
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A (completeness) , A~ P (invariance) ., % Bt P4 (dominance) . i+
FEYE Ceransitivity) 3, B T8OV FEER) . ZASEM R, K&
WEPE - Hrh el S R O S R AfTETF 2O
T A BB e 4% A HE DU AE S P B (B A, Allais, 19535 Ells-
berg, 1961; Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), #H3¢& 1% H A6
R s, A f R X P ST 45 e . — 25 A A ﬁ]liE'ﬁTJ\.ﬁ?&%?ﬁEﬁ
B AEBPERF AL s 53— 28 Ay BT R Wi 8 20 DA HE I J& 5¢ T A 36
BEPERRRRAR Y, (B X i 88 20 tA HE W7 K 36 e O 824 5 1B R 7Y
¢ AT RS s sy R, RME B R, AMTEREEEITFS
St 2 E MR T A O AP sl 2 R 20 A e DR A 7 38, tiF A2

VRO NSRRI b SRR BORWR s T —- LR
PEUT PR TE PRI s Y Je 9 B ME R AR . XA R BDAAT RO
PLAE R 75 FL A FRVF AT 26 B e AR, HUAT 76 74 8 M1 T A% 18 HIE
TACHEE.CHRENEENZ G A4, AR EE, AMITER
A GBI EA T LAERTE A3 B Ak ) B iz B . DAl AR R T
HEWT , 35X A~ () B3R B T HE B ] B3R 58 0 5 il AN JE R 8 TRk & )
Wi IR s ] . e NSTFRERE Ty 4R SEHESR TR L B L P52 (19554,
1957, 1959) 44 i i A7 BRERPEBEZOM 22 B 27 U™ B 1 B R
MTVFAGERE TR —— W R B A TFR A R B 2 L PRI 2R /Y

LU FA V8 2 4F A4 HE S tH R AL 2% pR B (BARAT T RE 98
Mﬁ:ﬁ“??ﬁ%ﬁ(fﬁy&%)ﬂfﬁ%ﬁﬁ & AL AE s an 34 Y
HiEWT .

DRI » AR 28 3 27 SCHR v AT BIR S MRS R A A1 (R I [8] JLF- [R] JEBR
FHMERE S FE 4 (Mitchell, 1912; Sauermamn &. Selten . 1962;
Selten, 1996; Simon, 1957) JH {13 12 80 58 ¥ 52 mm — HARAT R .
TR KR fa) AR, 6 F e RRBEYE - - B WA S — BRupiME AT 4nfe] ££ 2 Fb
nffigtk 2 Ml T T 457 (Leijonhufvad, 1996, p. 50) i
“oreadl £ Y 3" (neoclassical paradigm)-— HAFF 28 K i
B . SR, B S 40 28 o F T2 B8 Y (game theory) 1E
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FPE R A

Tl WP 2SR S T TR 2 A 1 AR Ak L TR g i S Jr i aa i 45
FA AT OB Y P R iy AR e A @ SRR S I DA %2, 0 F
Hb s EE T ZA T F AR 3R - S gy R TR TS5t ) A AR AR

BAE MR HLE 5T B T8 R 5 AR P 19 3% 22 (noncoop-
erative game theory) X4 A AT il af 2017 Ceductive) F1* gk 19"
Cevolutive) B . 45— DARIEI A " #7177 Ceducation) —ia] . KA%
AT RR B R RR AT BLA AL 58 A ARG B PR R
Cevolution) —ia) s HDAHE FRAR AL A AT A7 BRI RGOS, 4 - 12
1% (Ken Binmore, 1990 % E 70 T L5 .

MU -5 REk & RLEEE iy —FFHh S, €@l A
BF ey m i KRN A, XARIGETEEE
ARG e A R F eyt A2 - UL LAY — 38 e e Fh ik
§y4L % —Ar #h AL AR, B Al it at L b K AF — AP 3 B
EREMEAELAEARNNARTRRATMALBEESHERR T A
T . (p155)

TR 13 30 3 XU X A& D 4R (symmetric bargaining
games) [ — 2851 7, e LR IR B vh e o] By A st T P Rb
R 3 2% T i R R AR B A B 2 I R A2 A B A S a0 AR A AT
17 R shpLeh by gl <7 E OB AL, X R R ) 2 K
15— 1 Bl B s 8. 7EAR LY A4~ 238 & (TR 07 ol Lk 4%

o {6 i L e R 046 T B S TR A0 R B A B L O LS L T U T AR
JUH BRI PRI s S5 B k4 .l 2 AR 4T R A RT SO s BT Cunlity Tuncuions ) 4
T U B B R T B T TE IR AT KR S A BGR . SRf. FRE EE RIAE
BB 4 B AT b A SR AT OB A RS B9 L BT LA 1 Von neumann-mor-
gentern A B 37 R R B0 7 32 R AT 2% 4 1 D 0 2R B AL L X MR R e T K
U S S DB M A M TR (prizess PR AR BT LR Dy H
SO B3 53 10 A 6] ifg A< 8], B 22 B B8 #l von Neumann-Morgenstern 14 2 FH p6

O HLATRCHE B T SE R BT R (B Kreps. 1990).
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Pl ST S M R B X W T B R A ) 43
1O ER CI L U7 4575 50 410 . BRI B A1 KUK Y 5 TR A o 4
Horp— A B H I C 0 A 82 3 S i 5 %
F L — T, KT R SRR ALY L T B A
AT Ve FF R 2 A0 (R 9 30 30 (R I HERE” . 90, B0 4
R T AR HEMS L T 507 PR T 40 T B R RS I 4 T 4
F 30 43 AH 57 B HE— FERF A, KR W AT R IR T AR BG H
i DL (R A5 ) R LR 245 SR (L T 2% 3l 80 2 P o 3k P 2 P2
S e ) b T AR R R SE R B M. A5 T R SR
A BB AT R T R B L B 4 2 T A B LA ]
B L. M CHAL) 55 Sh— A~ 538 L JH 7GR B B 1) L 25
i 5 S5 — o SR A 2 (0 0y AT AN IR L e 0 Al LA K
Bt » D g LR 53 b — A B B T A 1 P AR SR 22 0Ly A
.

A BRI 5 98 ASHERT 312 A 7 2o 0 ] ST s SRR 1
P QT T SWE? ATy i i L R 50— A R
(Nash equilibrium) H6 T 51 2 Fh 25 (925 5, 0l b 607 24 S S RE
BTN A B s TEEN I T b AN SR E AT ML B B 9%
E AT AT — A RV O R b A T R X R T O 2L AT A
f5Lih 2 B DUy fg— BT bR, L ] B 2 IR T T AL AR
PP AR IR Ay . LR A REB R T — 45 B2 0 A7 1 A6
2RI £ R AT (R, AR AT — 1 I ER T 76 % TR/
R AR B A SE AT T 2 o IV A A5 BR S PR, i
R A M ER 52 47301 » DA/ G BRI ] B

B S ST RO R FE 0 AR £ R
JErh AT R A, b SRR T BT R (pure ac
don) BT s T 1T R T A T #R B4 et gk 1. g
R S W AT T OB R T FSE AT R BER  E 4 AT A 1
PR T fl 45 5 M3 o BT TSR SR MR . 53 Sh R 1 %
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AEOED SHx

DEL IV ED

>

TR B R SRR ROER HSE G T R AR , 3 19

Al e o M T E AN T XS T8 BL G5 G A1 5 Pk
F15-1 “WHEITNHEE"RH—46IF

e4
7
147 B O Bt oy oF R G S
R K R R 303430 FHS 30 41,0 E5 60 F4y.40 E 4
oo i ROR B 0 F43.30 4 o0 E4r.50 £4p 0 F45r.0 E£5
B OORERE 40 F4.60 £ 0 E43.0 24 0 4.0 E4

e BT PRS- BT R R A EER LB e AR R

R 56 P RS T AR T X PP aA A2 45, 3 ok
XTI AR 5, el BUW” 5 1 TG 0 o ME - — de (R i) 257 8 5, TR
HBIHE AR T — A5 8 55 e 5 (BN, Harsanyi &.
Selten, 1988; Van Huyck et al. . 1995, fthfi X bRl 4 A 145
AN B R SR (SR A FIR TR S B
OPE” OL ] RESRAT B LD PRBEAE” R R KA R (R AN Ay 00 2226
bR T T e . LR S b BT R S R I AR e DI
“XFEPERRME CE SRR 50 341, 50 g R FIBR TR & B
B R R PR CE R R SR PR Al T R AN A A A D L YR RE B
MR e SR, AR AT PR X PR ER RS DK IR A2
RS AL (50 47,50 A ] LIBHRAEHIK 1.

A AR AL, X IR TTESS IR FIAR SF R g s e o 7 b
i BRI ES S, iR B e e h e RS — AT A e ) T LASS
— TR R ETR G o A (Van Huyek el al, , 1995)," X #&BH

TR HRE A HI 8 AT T (67,0, 1/ T)fC2/5.3/5.0) fidb . 7E 3 1 A — A B
MR T IRES SR T R R R
< ENEAE T 5.06/7.0.1/7), BT HEFESM T Van Huyek % A(1995) Br i
iyt #L - B4 (one-population) S , SR EE R — il & 4 VLS R AR HD . £ g
(4 p B SRR LA 15 55— U A A b ) AR
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IXBE G HE 0T LA S o m LI RE . FEg E IEAR AT A AT o
PEF ey 22 nl LA R B s TR &2 B 45 B ALGE I8 T 95 (repeated
anonymous random-encounter game) Y1 [ 4T A7 4 A7 . L4 I, 3 Foi
MEFELER . WS 2 " WGE N7 M S Wi 8 T AGE /Ty
Kot HIRNISFIEHE T L W S 3635 J T AR BB A LA 4k
18 NPT 7 BRI GRS L 7 A7 G ED R E — e R IE L T
fife 1 AT )y B s et T R RO B BRI el S RS IR
P, X e g 5L K Hofb A7 G R s 56 Can, S AE I R se at,
Crawford, 1997; Ochs, 1995) #9445 R EB . L3R {1/ 5
S LUA PR B A E e S .

SRAM . I T B ARAFTE R T MR . 17 8 )32 g ot 72 1 il
Ao TRORINE 2 ZR ok HE T LB, MOAS TG | 1K d — R Rz ) -
FHLIH” (backward looking mechanisms) . 33X B4 A K i), Bl A
FEVF 2T X HoA AU B R R A7 i 1 A2 & 6
B i L.t T b ARG B RS SR T A A BT LU R
A AT F A BAAR KO R T I 5 i AN J2 A A WS A B T AOK S g
ITHY ., NG « PRI J7 0] 2F 2~ BEiE " (learning direction
theory) SEAl X #6[al B, &30 K FH 1A Y A ——— P 8
(1) —3% 13 B0 0] ( Stelten & Buchta. 1994; Selten & Stoecker,
1986) ,

PEFR AT 2o — - 187 B R ek I 2K (guessing game) K 35 W]
Jila2E S B (Wagel, 1995), 7EIX AR V5 2 238 & [R5
A~ 0 2 100 8T . B BB V- ERG AR AR L B 8
P LAHSE — D RO UL BT B R X - B I B 3R

RSB —ERER K. R ILD ABLTE R
F RV RERE T TR T R07 A PR X R e RN TR RO Y

« A [ # L Frev & Roth. 1998; Friedman. 1991, 1996; Roth &. Frev. 1995;
Samuelson. 1897; VegaRedondo. 1996; Weibull, 1995,
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S DI

KRR E-

'ﬁﬁ%b’i:&

[T AT RN HEAE p<1 B, FERX RS AT L AT
B 7 I BT ABOR r AT R AT T il s BT E T A S 3%
EHYEPRRCT 0. R TURIIX A, AW A A — A H s,
IR DB REVLE T DR E W E B RS RO
IRt — T ER. IRES W e B4R A M
RV ORI BOE T TR . RESR, N T ik B gyt 3
A7 PR EOR B UM (A 2 MO E Y,

A8 IR (NageD) 78 3L 06 % TR o2 L T X FpifErk. fthib LA S %8
EHCTUSSSE ki . Wb A X s SR E HoR IR R T
SR SR T B LY 0 i) A N I i e (P 2 Bl i B A
) HE R R AG T (Bl TR 25, (AT — S B FRCFE A B B RD .
il i %2 B B FEE W W 50p 22 A 1 2 B AT AR ET A I L X R
A VB B IR AT 7 AP TR A L U T A A AT . AR, IR
AUV 0 £ ) B e 33, B Ry BRI L, 23 8 8 (LT A 44 I — b A
AR WU Rk N WOE T RN A R Na s i OF = | Rl ek A TR ROk +
SRS B UL BT S T L RO MG SRR IR . IXRR R
WS g PR G LR 9 ] 22— S fRlHb, A HA P TE T 2 Uk BH I
S TAT BAE 1 BB R oA Y . @A 258 (1995) B AT I Jy Tl iy — 4k
SCRRIEAT T B HIPES . TR AR, G RAE A — R AR A, i S
i Ry — R b v B B TR | 38 20X (1) J 1) 2 2 PR T 14 B A 1 B
SRR TR R T AT BT R O Al A4k
57 43 0T B A ) il .

H T2 3 U W90 W 3 ¥ A3 1 ek s s s a8l BT e
A 56 & B S HEE 048 T B PE R, ﬁ‘é%?ﬁﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁ"ﬁ%?"""f‘?*ﬂ
AT R E 2. MAEE - VUSRSl E R RS T O #E Uy i
5 A TR G B IR £ OB 21 . Simon, 1947) 5 FGH B R ARt B e TE
iZ AR B . LL A AP 52 (March & Simon, 1993) 45t . "2
A1 R B AR 1 M shaE B 4G 1 RO FE 2 | B IR 9 A OB B DA B

2% R S0 1) PR A R L X e ER A A T 2 2 R R 51 i Sk [R) AR AE T
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Cp. 2) A 158 2H 2347 03U e o e O T B - — R P 4 308 30 (1) B
W BT R] BLAS — S0 A g B AR A1 55 0 0 25 R CRLAR 78 X
HUHT IR B A S ) . X JE B EH B T AR A
SRNT» N4 38 JEAS AT HE 7800 5 I B U A7 I AR A5 150 14 o WOR- & A
diz Ay AT B0V U XK GO S A ok D ) B ol 2 2% — S i 4T 55 S B U
g b,

RF AR A TEH

FRAT 0 T PR B B Rt TR BE Y JEAS v R AT fREH R
JCBR PR P 3 T RE 2 (1 A e i 1 K I A PR B A P AR A i
fit o A JGPR B PE ) A A He AT BR B A W8 4 30 K IR A4 — KA
FOl T Sh A S . A7 BB iy AP A R 25 LE PR BEPE QB A
s A . AT {8 A A BR B P R O S B 92 Y B (Simon,
1987) . K Bk, fE T e A vb, BIVEE A~ 2 38 38 1 T i 76— Fb R
BEAT A F—Fh sl JLRPE B AT A 2Z M B T REFE T IE T, 10 IR BEFE
B R ML 100 YRR E RO 2 HAT R A R o k. A
KM AT FEE R, A M SR E A LS 0T - 39 Imsh SR it B i) B
1 CRPHD D SR A 2 43 R AS T8 i B B R SR 7 1) R IC 1 B3R AR, 39
T i e AR R W) AL, MO AT BT RE = A AN S R SR Ae s, SRS
LU E KU S UG R S TR N A X 18 SR AT A o0 Hr
(Pringle & Pay, 1995; Wilcox, 1993). FEAGGHH 2k , Bl 14 2
Xt R S A B A VE A - R R T SC S BORH IR . NS 2 F
FE A BT R — A )R8 . QR e R 77 D 2 PR ) 2
PEmh g & A T A AT TR AR (1984) BT 1 {1
s PG HT ST T S 00 ] B, R0 i PR o) P e A BRI AR
P CRIVA S 70000 AR J2 75 22 o 40T A2 B i A i i ) A B gl
i AT A X a2 AT BRI A B A R R R
(Leijonnhufvud, 1996), AYHf . e A4S Ay H3 AT BB J& — - 2k
PE¥ SRR (Conlisk. 1996), iFE &t FiX 4, i3 52 (1987) FI
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i

FisER kR

PR HE (1996) 50 A, S’E%L%&ﬂﬁﬁi AH Bz At fi ] i L 1 K HE
e FH A H AR ], A 32 3 1) PR i) /0 B 22 e ATTEL BB 8 7 T B i
WA RN . BRI IRETE T IR AR - E RS &
Fei B0, 00 A HE AN A il B0 B0 e an ol o T ok — R Rl BB
R R E R FE A B . OC T4 S K R0 28 il B DU B2 A fef
P A R RIS R — 1 R e R A 1 [ A,

L5 b i it & ARt

o5 3 AW AN T iz FH AT B A R DN AE B S Y B S T
AT REGE P SR IR A T CRRA) ) g ) . 2 Al A BG4
PR TG A BT UL R A A eV RE R AR S AR A T i B RS R .
SR » (AR SR« TE(AAE 7 (Borges) JF A (33 3 B AL B 1A
T8 22 i fi] PR L ) 78 1~ 51 28 55 3 5 R T AEHT? WiF e
S X B v RN O AR A NS i A S R i 1 AR, ER )RR
15, nﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁb/‘ﬁ: Lo PR el Ok i i 2L LDk —H A

B p At A FE A HR AR AT 3 T SLRE S AR W i i 3 R R 1 L
FerE?

A NGB S, 13X SR P O T R R PR A T A . PR
%% (Gode &. Sunder, 1993) BT 545t 8 1 0" H TR
O PR A E O LR 2 I — b B2 PR g 3R B KR 4 5 3K I AN JEHE B
ERE AR IE B A BA R IE . RAEMRBEIFAEEE AR N
O, {ELfl A T 7 2 A WA - RO 5 40 SR W B 0B > Ak e BRI vh sy AT
SCBAT R I I i A AT A B S 2SR A B S BR AR B R RY
f7h.

A IRIEPE O3S 3 AR

T RERE R 2R A GETE 1 7 S ME LBl /Y . PR —
PR B S DI AN Al B9 BE A, Y2 A U0 AT O RUPE & e

A3
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SCIARZ B, FRATE A R E R LA AR AR
RS A AR o A7 O SCRE R B LR SR G BR IE], FH BT Cre
gression) [ L3 (Bayes) 2 251840 2 75 BRI HE i &
R W PR R A ) e g B R R AT PR
WA PR A, BRI R TR 15 - 2+,
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AT AL FE A 2 AR (AR A TR ST
vk PMREEMOA. 1A TR ARSI K 4 S — T
WA S AT PR RN () 6 SR IR A A 2 1A 53 el 408 D0 P 21 i
frg Sk B0 4K 5 B 80 SRS 1 AR DR 0 AR WA T 1 443 3
AT P (T B N T LAY FEAT A AS 2 AT B I AL
LA AT S A L3 B 7 S B 1 1 2 I SR
Dy ikl v G TERAOIR A F 3447 R 0 FRIE . 1T LSRR 19 G 2
sE IR B T, Hor ok ORI T IR A& F T iR I R i
A1 efu & T U G, AT R R A I 1 S L 2R TR
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B HOK A T 2488 0. AR Rb S ps ok B2 /L R R AR AT
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SR T4 4

FF + M+ 7% (Peter M, Todd)
&« F XA R (Gerd Gigerenzer)
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B st AT B2 00 00 R o SR T £ BB 12 B 15 B 48 54 N #E
g R B FER AT O FEE S WA, [R5 M I+ & {2
KL H It B R B RLS T 7 h ERNTAA . XX
& BT IR —EE5 B 1T FE, 2R T, FAX BRI 2 S, (E 1
PR IBR B BRI LT B AR G BER B & FE
| SLEHBTE, FL L, HKFXEEEN, RNTTLOS R BT R4
B EEEH T, ENIRN TOEEA S,
L B ARRE L « [ H(Wilhelm Wnat)

A 15 6 4 5 A 2 L R0 o T PR L AT L R B T A
BRI DL . e b R TGS ) T REAS AR 91 2 KU
WLAT 4 A4 5 MO0 . 465 1 Be L JRATI W Rl T
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4T R T
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JUMH AR Ay 26, A5 1 Faep  IRAIIR T 2SR
B B 5 A AR A LU (2 AT R AR O LI R A A A
SLAE TR B, AR R A SRR e — bl -%ﬁfﬂdmikmm
(1) B AR E 0 T 28 0] . a3 26 5] 5 D0 S T 9% A I (0] i 42

WA I T A S R A e R A A -:mlz!&'HZHIJ*lL:}k
{ )R B L) 0 -— T A e A U ) DA R g L U A DG e BEE UL
YR VRAT VI B A T LU B R

LTSN

He T IR 55 A

PR R A —E T E BB E . el DU T R A
B (LD R P = N RN B VI P O lTE I A7
457 B Mo A BE R AE ) PR ONRE ). A R A R R 3R
L [ LR o0 S R O B AR VI I 3 5 1 A - = | B ]
WU AL R SR i e R 1A, A RPE N PLA R LA T
JE G B A — A AARESE PR IA RS KPR R B S A
SEAS AR 7 1 8, X BU 5 B T RE e g Ak T 0 i A R R HI

Afﬂ&ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%%%%ﬂkmmJﬁﬂ RIS ANE
MIAT AR S 1 A dE (5 2 30 . RSB S 22 A X PP 425X
FE) 12 W0 T N S 5 A3 DU R A T 20 i n 8 AR BRIt r
Jg N E R R FHAE AT R A A B ] - 30 g R O
4l 1 A0 T B 25 b 15 A4 % 7 I 1R %5 %5 (Schlosser, 1998) . ik HE
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A £ 5 4T T B BT A IS r i IR B 533 50

i S A AU A ) A SN &, FATTE H 1 —Fp A A
AR s SRATXARR AR A A RO B = a0 AN RE SR HE RV Dy
TR A BN A R RS 2 Roeh FRATI WL AP LAY
RN E 2R YR TURIA EDIE. i W S B S L B
g AR A I ECRE S RBERORLE 1] Fesr il 1k
T 5 A U 27 50 R B e R S

B e

P - PR S ) 22 BT R B e AT B R A Z S 2R
[ 1 FT T 0| BTRE VA L ot R Sl I o) 2 e | B o o o P S L R e o
Fe o BN - D e T - R R 3 R T A ] Y
S R, — LU S AR E RS SR IR L T LA
SO, FoAT TR I EE ST SR T IR B i 2 R AR
{5 R R & L R i K aC R i A E R AU (53 4.5.6
SO LA B AC BRI i A L CHS 14 30 T,
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HAK CFF 58O 83 (domain specificity), 1819, 31—32, 41, 211,
328,333-336,340,357,363

BT HE¥(Dow Jones) , 62,65 67,70, 78 A 2 Il “ g E”

el 0] 5 (dowry problem), 292—295, 7K A] 2 I, “F 45 [a} f51 7 ;
“37 0K

A FEH i (dual process theories) , 20

A AR (dynamic decision models) , 283

4 & FH X (ecological correlation) ,42,55—56,218,78a] £ I “% BF
il 5™
H: P Cecological rationality),5,13,18—25,90—-92,119, 328,
335,339-—341,364
4 CER O |8 4 30 1%) (of specific heuristies) ,123,136,225,283,
360—361
H: 250 (ecological validity) 28 I “Sd0EE 5
22 P2 (economics) ,59-—72,288—289,309—311,345—352, 365
S8 (experimental) , 349—350
o] # i P FE S Ceductive game theory) ,347—348
o R Cefficient market hypothesis) . 60,68
%A — AL PHEHE 28 (effort-accuracy framework) , 83,146 —-147 7K
CIE 3/ 'C i
24 Celections) , 192,193
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58 3% X

ZIHE B (Elimination by Aspects, B EBA), 26, 90, 143146,

153--154,158—+-161,242,249

HEER#LAY Celimination models) , 242—244, 359, 7) a] & L “HEER I

FEPET R ITHERR BRI 5 e R e &
HAK({E) (embodiment) , 329,334 75 7] 2 I “ YL AL AR”
4k (emotions) ,31—32,308 g A 22 WL “ &
K2 1 HL Cas stopping mechanisms) 31,363
i314%3z 27 (Enlightenment). 29,169-—170
% (enviromnent ), 12,18,21 —22,113--114,361
I 48 &% #J Cenvironment structure), 1216, 19, 91, 113
120—127,262,307,311—313, 323, 361, 364
857175 B.(abundant information),126—127,232
J 4y 46 (J-shaped distribution),218—221,225,361

117,

ASA] {4245 B (noncompensatory information) ,120-—124, 361

% F {1 E (scarce information), 124 —126,230,361
34 45 equilibria (game theory) ],289—290,348—349

fit (estimation) ,113,164,209-—234 75 0] Z 4L “ e th %F‘g K

B (tree) , 184,227 234
Jb 51 Cevasion) , 262 263,266 268,273— 276

¥E4E Cevolution) ,19,92,218—219,261- —264, 290, ) A] Z L “ 3 I

P>~
1k B 2# (evolutionary psychology).290,310--312,364
AL T ZE B (evolutive game theory) ,347—350

i 46 485 %1 ( exernplar model) . 128,184,195, 227, 231, 238,75 Af &

E“U——J%Eu

T A % T (35 ) B 16 (expected utility theory),7,9,17,77, 157,

345347 IR a] & W bR HE”
457 (experts) ,62—70,165- -166,330—331



SEHMRCE. AL Cup) .43
2 ik (fallacies), 21,25,27,213
FLOh 5 BEE (falsifiability) , 362
POBAE (familiarity) , 38,5657
B 45 £ 3 %4 = (fast and frugal heuristics).7,14—18,57—58,
191,236, 259, 280282, 330, 332, 334, 339, 344, 350, 358 —
360,780 Z I A~ [ 3 R AP &R
FEAE (feature) , 2 )l “£k &
2 i ({eedback) , 148,196--197,199—207,281,304---306
M FE RS (feeding strategy) »Z2 W “AC B9
HIEE % (feeling of knowing) »57
4 3L (fighting) . 75,263,266—267,270,273-—276
B (BA) B (firefighters) , 13—14
a1 254 51 4 (fish fertility) (20 FhEAELZYEHE) , 100,115
i M B (fitness affordance) , 261263
A (fitting) L2 4L “HEHATE”
B PR 48 (flat maximum) ,90—91,107,296
W1 (foraging) ,13,264,336-—344
FFiE K4 Chunter-gatherer) , 210
8t i (forgetting) 2 L “i012”
¥ 2R 0] 8 frame problem),333
&> v MR E I ( Franklin's rule), 26—27, 76, 81, 126—127, 130,
143-—144,146,154,157—161,184,208,250,279, 281
E X (L 5E) (definition) , 76,83 84,143
4% (R0 (performance) ,87—89,158—159,161
(FEFE) 55 %[ frequency(of events) |,211—217
e tE (fF 2l D [ frugality (information use) 1, 22, 87—89,
103— 105, 146, 157, 160, 228229, 251253, 282283,
330331,/ al 2 PR AT A A L7
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AR -
R ELE EE (fuel consumption) (20 F#HEFBEETED , 100

M ZEH i (game theory) ,289—290,347—352

] §#E i 7k (generalization) , 19—20, 92-—94, 103-—106, 108—113,
128--129,173,236,364 , 75 A 2 L “HEBATE” s “ 32 LB UE” ; “ It
Bk 297 i A s T RCA R

W1k 34 #i U [ generalized context model ( categorization) |, 238,
251

8 [ Bkl (German cities) , 28 B “3RilT A 1T

& I 0 24 (Gestalt psychology) , 26,80

A (God) ,6—9,29,75

U ¥R HE i W& (good features strategy),143—145,157—161

Goodman-Kruskal % 2% #H ¢ ( Goodman-Kruskal rank correla-
tion) , 2 I “ U W E”

Aéi ik e 28 (guessing game) , 350-—351

i Hefal guppies (mate choice in)],31,81-—82.122

L EHE Cheart attack) . 3,91
Ji3 % 2B Cheuristic principles) ,Z& jL “F 3
it % AW 4 (heuristic search),331 333, 7Ka] 2 I “f 5"
13 % X (heuristies) » 31,142—143, 198,291,328, 332,351, 78 A] 2
LA BIRS Fe A FN T PR S S AU
Al LA (compensatory) . 144-—148,153, 281
[ & Chistory of),25—29
i#% A (nesting of),17,33
A~ a4 EEPE Cnoncompensatory) , 144—145,151—153,157,281
PEFE (selection of) ,32—33,186,364
& X - 22 & £ (heuristics-and-biases program), 27—29,
217—218
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i g 2£ 2 Chigh school dropout rates) (20 #hEfIE Rl ,98-—99,
102_ ].O‘l » 106 - 109___' 1 10’

H 5 38 M 0] Chindsight bias), 191—194, 196—197, 199204,
207—208
YA C A2 3 3 1 &I i Cas by-product of memory updating) ,
191,196,201,204,208
Ej AR 46 (and public polling) ,192—193
Wi 4 (reversed) , 202-— 203, 207
T HK nj )1 (homelessness) (20 PpIREEET ¥ , 99
A4 3 (homo economicus) , 327
B3 R A #% (house prices ) (20 FhERHEYTERLD , 99

1D3 Fai#d (1D3 decision tree) , 241 .75 A] 22 5L “ Y i R”

AL 3 4347 Gdeal free distribution) 2 KL “ W, £1 ST

FF I H B Pk il 5 (ignorance-based decision making),57—59,
61-—62,71,358, 4K 4 Z jL “BHilJg &7

{5 Gimitation) , 31 32,78 a] & R 7“2 2" “H S E R
ik

A~0] Fo#E (incommensurability) , 15, 08/ = L@ H v H”

(282 3l 37 P [ independence (of cues) ], &= Bl “£RK”; “INHB
A

HEWT (inference) ,23,196,201,207—208,259

{Z B3 % (information search) ,.Z L “f#&"”

i = inheritancehuman wealth) ],323—324

Z B (1) ¥ 4 (integration of information), 24,52, 84, 144, 167,
238 gF Hf & WL U R B

A (intentions) , 236 ,250,257—261

#hYE£% 48 (motion cues of) ,276 280
A~ET AR ¥R Gintractability) , 2 4 “nf 38 4E”
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AL 38 Gintransitivity) , 22,83 78 A 2 I “ S/ b &7 0]
&g

BE¥E (investment) ,59—72,352 8 8 2 L “AC BEREGE” ; « B

&R S ins(flower) categorization],251-—253

1B (A& 3894 (irrationality) , 27,33, 346,365

—J 41 41i (J-shaped distribution) ,Z B “ i 258
T fE4E % (job search),288
I /N ] B 22 (Just noticeable difference), 111,143

/R t(Kendall's ©) 2 B3 B 52
BV AW (knew-it-all-along effect), 106,117, 193, 2) A] £ i1
e A AR 1)

i (knowledge) ,87,191,195,197—198,201—206
B = (R (lack of),38,41,43,57—59,61,71,282,358
B2 [ missing(limited) |,Z B “PR &7 “A PR EIR” 411
W% (updating) , 191,195 196,200 ~202, 204 , 206 — 208

IR (knowledge validity) .2 1“0 % ) &

HbFH AT #% [ land rent prices (20 FpEREERTRL 1,99
[.andau #¢ #5[ L.andau’s criterion (OC  )) ], 184185, A & I,
R W N -
i 7 T () #8 2% A R (Laplace’s superintelligence) , 8—10, 20,
33,172,191
338 A (laypeople) , 2 I “H F (PJ=E)D”
2% 5 (learning) » 47— 52, 92—94, 194, 230231, 240, 272, 75 0] 2
AT HEBPE” s “HLARE ST
zh¥ (animal) , 341343
7€ U1 307 9 £ 7 (in Bayesian networks) ,176—178



i 5 (language) ,216— 217
TEAC B 4 (in mate search) , 304306
J1 w127 2] ¢ (learning direction theory) , 350
LRI % (less-is-more effect), 38,40,45-49,52— 54,57, 89,
358
FHEH ) (letter recognition) , 243
1] 4L 75 BL S B% (lexicographic strategy),26,82,90,111,122,129,
132--134,137,352 354
i) B4R (LEX) . 143~ 146,152 162, 166—167
i AR BB (LEX - ADD), 143—145,153,158—161
% ] B 2 BE RO (LEX — Semi) , 143—146,153—154,157-161
2k PE 5 R (linear model), 84, 87,90, 122—123, 136—137, 154
156,281—282, 7 1] 22 JL “ SR AER AR I 5 68 22 SRR ™ 5 2
JeEk Pt RN
£ PEFRM /[ linear predictability (R2) |,114—115
2k P[] )9 (linear regression) , 22 i, “ L n& Mk Rj14”
JRIFRA % % [ local probability table(1LPT)],175-—176, 178,78 A]
2 L D1 Hr (o £
# g (logic) ,21—22,25,357
#F 8ol (logistic regression) 172
% (love), 31,292,308,363

128 %% 2 (machine learning), 26—27, 90, 138139, 171, 237~
238,240,251, 080 & W N T8 RE”
i L s B IR (mammals’ sleep) (20 FHHEE B K , 100

Mann-Whitney |46 ( Mann-Whitney test) . 130 %
%% {8 5E HE (marginal value theorem), 340-—341, 351, AT & i1 11

“mﬁ”‘
PRI FEH] (Markov blanket) , 178 179,75 af 2 i, “ Dl o} Ky (M £&8
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ISR (45 %) (marriage) , 715, 287,294

P g W) (matching law),341—343
MC{H ZEFE (mate choice), 31, 81---82, 263, 288, 290, 292, 307, 308,
344, IR BB AT H s SRR e (S BT R
Al 4E & (mate search), 287308, 360 361,75 0] 2 Il “ &7, “8
2
Fgi it H] (duration) , 294,298
Heh (W) [ mutual(two-sided) 1,289--—-290,292, 300—306
Hi[n] (one-sided) ,292-—300
{4 (preferences) , 307
E 46 (rejection) , 300, 304—306
JALRS: FI0 i8¢ Crisk averse), 297
Fil (B {4 (mate value).392
4345 (distribution of), 290,292,307
T A B (learning one’s own),291—292,303—306
e KAk (maximizing) ,293,295—297
MATER 1,11, 330,75 ] 2 I “ E PR g2 fiL”
1 31 %0 A (38) it Kok (Cmaximization of expected utility) 22 i “ i
M A FIe”
AT (44 (mediator) ,42
i21Z (memory) , 80,195,199, 2K A 2 4L “ 31 J5 i 1a] 7 ; “ 1 AR89
ZEE(ERE L iE ) (capacity) ,39—40,146,191,203
7E i (% 1) (distortion) , 191,193
T Bt Cepisodic) , 201
it 5a (forgetting) 191,195
4 (loss) , 191
B (retrieval) ,131,195—196,199,202
1425 (search) ,Z& L “ 57

15 ¥ (semantic) ., 201

&0



JR i (trace) , 195,196
L FRFE R (mental models), 213, 327, 334, 75 7] 2 L “Hf .0 1
BIRY”
FR LY ~[MINERVA 2G242KB#) ], 216
B4k £ (Minimalist heuristic) ,22,79--94,101,132,184
SE X (A58 (definition) , 79--80
R &t (%8 (performance) , 87—88, 92--94, 103—106, 108-—
111
R4 %M (mixed strategy) ,348-—349 78 0] 22 L “ 3% FRi5”
i e 8 B (moral algebra), 7576, 81,84, 2 I “ & £ 7L bk
LI
B (HY)) (morality) .6,33,76
SET-# (mortality) (20 FhEAEEBT R , 99
(iz &) 8hYE (motion) , 257 272
£ 4 (cues) ,257-261,274-—280
H19E (perception) , 260—261,265
Bk (trajectories) ,250,264—272,276,278 279
FFreeen-- () B A& ik ( Turing test based on), 148153, 283
284
PRI 3 4G (Mouselab) , 148153
£ 5628 M [0 9 (multiple linear regression), 20,7677, 84, 86
89, 92--94, 101, 103-—118, 123—126, 135—136, 154—156.
172,184,227—234,352--353
BE #9324 (mushroom categorization),251--253
H PR 4 (mutual fund) ,59—61,67—68,70,72 75 af 2 Il *“ R ua”

b D1 0 Ht (naive Bayes),173—-176,183—184,208,240-—241, 4K
af £ i Dl - Hp s 7Y
& (R0 (performance) , 182-—183
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P B eI R X

YN T34 5l (Nash equilibrium) , 348350, 7 1] 28 I * ¥4 i o5
M #R 4% (natural selection), 261,335,339, 5 A] 2 i “#E4k,”
XL Wil (neophobia) , 40
P2 ™ 4% (neural network), 18,20, 94, 184, 240, 250 253,278,
281 283
AT A5 E (noncompensatory information) , 2 i “BRig 45447
As 8] ¢ £z ¥ B% ( noncompensatory strategy ), 81-—83, 9091,
121--123,144 147,151~ 153,164 167,224, 246,334, JF A
EUNE 70 = 7T M = - W N A o
FrdE (BB 5) (norms) , 28— 29,82 - -83, 170172, 307, 346347,
357 a2 WL iR SRR e YR R S LR
% B (coherence) , 18,21—22,28—29,82, 362,364
%18 P (correspondence) . 18,22,28 29,364
PEUT 45 € h3 % X ) (Hor evaluating specific heuristics), 59, 68,
84,128,172,227,314
i T (novices) ,62-70,165 166
4k 2 i 5% 0] 52 1% 19 ( NP-completeness) , 132, 185, 328, 78 af 2 il
RN At

18 2Bt EIE 5 1% Cobesity at age 18) (20 FREIEETRL) , 100

( H¥r) X448 4 (object search) ,Z& Il “{# &

9 ER (G fE 16 (Occam’s Razor) , 119,128,178

P98 P 49 22 L] Cone bounce search rule) , 291

ef - JH iy o 4 ) 5E (one reason decision making),15,17,58,79,
81--82,90,112,117—118,145,358

g B LT Copportunity costs), 11,164,336

AL AL & 16 (optimal foraging theory) ,327,337 8] Z 1L “ R,
7

AR Ak 3 4348 Gdeal free distribution) , 338

S0



I LB ¢ Coptimality theory), 29,91

feth Ak Coptimization) , 10—13,15,22,33,81,107,112,132—134,
336,337--339

TR A E T A% Bt 1k Coptimization under constraints), 7,10
12,15, 27,241, 289, 318 322, 338339, 346, 354, = f “ Hf
A

#H 2071 A i (organization theory) .350— 351

Zt B a) (1) S5 56 7 1= Coutcome-oriented experimental approach),
142, 154165, 5 8] 2 I * i F2 HUa] 1) 92 5 7 14”7

VL fid i 4 Coverfitting), 19— 20, 109--110, 128129, 135, 177,
36180 & W HERIE”  HE T AT HEIRTE”

B X CRE) (definition) 5 128

— T 44 Covernight fame) , 56

WBAZ L) E AL 7K F- [ oxidant level in los Angeles (20 fi 35 Ei %%
1,100

IH 4 111 14 BL 43 K F- T ozone level in San Francisco (20 Fh ¥ 5% ¥%
¥b],101

SE4T N T (parallel processing), 137, 183, 240, 7k 8] & I, “# £
o &4
2B ¥E (parental investment),309-—324
A R &4 (birth order effects on)»,312,323--324
A (in humans) ,309—311,323—324
AL #% (optimizing strategies) , 318,320 - 322
fay LM 35 12 % 30 (simple feeding heuristics) ,313—317,322
¥ (perception) » 260—261, 363,78 A] 2 I “ I JE HIBE”
14k (8% B HE (performance criteria) ,29,82—83,157,244,364,
JR AT 22 L HEBRPE” s ATk s R
Peter &% (Petter’s illusion), 120—121
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% (pigeons) , 257,322, 344, 7r A] £ I g LR 7

~ it+¥I(planning), 330,332 334,363

BeE (play), 263 264,267,271—276
6 A (point-light displays) , 260
IR A8 3 #2 (Poisson process) , 220
WG R L (policy capturing), 154156, 359,75 A 2 I “ i #58 B 1)
PR SE 5
A #HLAE (population size) .28 L “B T A"
A PrikgF CE #HD B2 portfoliolmanagement) theory |, 60
J5 448 2 43 1)i ( posterior probability distribution),172—173,178,
180181, af Z= JL = DLt Hr e
A &% (predator) ,235—236,257,264
P4y (preference), 90, 107-—108, 157, 242, 289—290, 307 , 45 ii] &
PR
WiF (reversals) , 219
5 (prey) , 210,235,257
K F 4 &AL (primogeniture) , 324
o5 BE 22 4> A (prior probability distribution), 172--173, 175,
178,75 af 2= )L “ bl - g 40
L PR B RY (probabilistic mental models, B PMM), 82,197
202
BLF ¥ fig (probabilistic revolution) ,5-—6,169--170
R (probability) ,17,76,170—171
A (conditional) , 92,174 180,240 .75 if £ 4L * LW 552
& (i) (theory) ,5,21—22,25,27,29—30,292
#:FE W) (of transition),217
[n] i g R ( problem solving) , 363
o BB ] (1) 5 5@ 77 B (process-oriented experimental approach),
142,149—154,162-—165, 78 1] 2 I, “ 5 5L B[] (¥) SE 536 Ty ik
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HFZ T HE (FHi7/K) (professors’ salaries) (20 FER 1S E kL), 9899,
101,104 —105,110

Be H ic 145 (profile memorization method), 128,173,176, 181 —
182,184,227

Bt %2 P prominence(of numbers)].224

Ak Z g 1T K (protean behavior), 32,263

11554 (protocol analysis), 149,78 8] 2§ “ B SE L

B CED HL) (provisioning rules) .2 I “ A8 REREHE”

TR HL ( proximate mechanism) ,339—344

LrH 25 (7)) 5 B (psychological plausibility ), 141, 186, 195,
208,226,239— 242,365

2 FRIBUE (public policy) 103,109

4y AR B =i 46 (public polling) , 192

;B % (pursuit) , 262-—-263,266—268,273-—276

ﬁ‘ﬁ&#}?‘. & 3, (QuickEst heuristic),184,221-—234,359,361
5E (R 5E) (definition) , 221225
) pE Gllustration of),226—227
A R (performance) , 228234

FIFERN BEM F o )5S & dt (RAFT model, Bl “Reconstruction
After Feedback with Take The Best”), 197,199,201 204,

207 ‘
i FE B (flowchart) , 200 |
ik Cillustration of) , 202204 ik

AR 8 75 F Fi il 1 & Crainfall from cloud seeding) (20 FIREERERD , %

100
4> #T (rational analysis), 11
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8 HM: A AR (rationality) , g8 0] 2 0L “ 47 FR¥EPE”; A S MM,
“theHIYEY PR BPE”
Z P52 fge--++- (in economics) , 345351
------ M. (visions of),5 —15,327,360-—362
() B (rats) ,40,42—43,54,344 , IR A] & L “HIiLk7 s 2 4”
FZ W PE Z G| reactive systems (HL8% AF A 1,334
[#]4Z. (recall) 4 17,37,57,95,191,193,195—196, 199—204 , gF af &
BLEHL” s R R G B AR B e E
1A (recognition), 12, 30—31, 37—-58, 5972, 86, 88,5 A] & I
“HPA S &Y
71 M $iR 18 (bad press),72
fd (B8 (brand) , 56,71
1 (K (collective) ,43,62- 65
#H X K Ia] (direction of correlation),41
| RN (familiarity) , 38,5657
=74 Hood) ,30,40 42,54 ,358
1t 5% & F (kind , 54
Ho A brds (landmark) , 38, 340
A 4E H (media effects) ,54-—-56,72
iftZ (memory),17-—31,37—43,56—57,95
25 (name) , 37—38,40,54—56,59,62,71—72 414
A T % 3N (recognition heuristic) , 17, 30, 32—33, 37—58, 59,
61—62,66—72,75,98,111,358
X (R 5E ) (definition) , 41,61
ST 06 K 36 Cempirical test) 45054
Auf e fEE (noncompensatoriness of) ;40,52
R4 (830 (performance) ,44-—45,65—72
HoAb i %3 # Gn other heuristics),78—79,86,89-90,95
FIA R (recognition validity) .22 KL “ & "
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H## (30 42) [reconstruction(memory) |,191,196- 197,199 201,
207208, Jp 1] Z I, “ R R AN e A BB i d
J1Cregression) . & i1 “ Z o2k ML B )7”
[o} YA )3 (regression effect) ,232
sB L FE X (reinforcement schedules),341—344, 750 2 Il “2£ 27 ;
“ Zhig”
i & # W (reiteration effect) 196
i 2415 (relevance theory),91
45 {8 ZHEFEA (representative sample) ,156-——162,166,213
18 Hr (reservation price) .22 i “ 2% R0}
F1.28 AHi A (robotics) ,333—335
it Fil#k (robustness) , 19— 20,90,94,107,112,127—136,231, 250,
283, R Al 4L AT HEIE M L lcaT =
R ELI ) Cof search rules),129-—134
22 I Y Cof stopping rules),134—136
0] ) SRS Y[ rule plus-exception(RULEX) model |, 239
A3 B Crules of thumb), 327, 340—341, 351354, 7) 8] 2 I
“J R

W B M (satisficing) ,7.12--14,17,289,329-—331,339,353—354,
359360, 7)) Z I Hy foK il s 2% 1 AL
= {5 B (scarce information) .2 Il “FREELE 7
1 i ( seafood) , 242
3 2 (search), 12, 23—24, 26, 112, 149—154, 164165, 177—
178,330—333,346, R 0] 2 I “H SR “TH P E LR " TAF
R REIER
Tk Calternative- wise) , 144,152
I -1 (25D ) ( Bayesian) , 177 178,227
A (A (costs) , 15,288, 292,332,346
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. FEREA B
X% (5 B0 A [for cues (information) ], 57, 7783, 243—
244,360
HFLEMH (cue-wise) , 144,152,164
A RESE ¥ (Einstellung) , 80,87
ZhERAY 5 N B (external versus internal), 10,77
Xt H R (600 (1) for objects(alternatives) ],13,288,360
HER CLHE) Cordered) , 16,81, ZRa] & I, i , 2842
Bfit'l(random), 16,79
622 B 0] i ek B34 (robustness of search rules) ,129—134
Zs i) (spatial) , 152—153, 364,75 0] £ L “ B fx”
¥ & (H) T645 R & (search index coefficient) , 152
A 451 B ( secretary problem), 288,758 A] Z= i, “i5 fi [a] &1
Pk i O 4 (selected sample) ,156—163,166
| & (self-interest) ,345-—-346
FF 1 4 &G ] 45 %Y ( sequential feature testing model), 243
£ 16 #E (sexual selection), 29,261,289
) i . 52 (R IR ) (siblings) , 311312
{Z 9 K¢ (signal detection theory),24
2 (A Ll (similarity) , 195,238
R HEPE (simplicity), 3—4, 34, 106, 119, 128, 359, 7)) a] 2 KL * it
FatE”
FHEHH Caesthetic appeal of), 362
il (simulation) ,47-48,228,291,295,301,307,312—322
JE ¥R (soccer),43,49,50—52,79-—-80,84-—85

S 5

i *t 215 B 7F# (social information transfer),31, 363,78 af 2 {L “
'E ttﬁ”'i‘% Eﬂ”

5| £ H| W 4 (social judgment theory),154—156

y

2 (LS R HE (social norms),31-—32,363
# 42 B M (social rationality), 25, 31--32, 284—285, 328, 345—

D




352,361
B BF (U3 [ speed (decision making) ], 225,235,259, 279—280,
330—331,359,361
H 4 ¥ (spontaneous numbers), 224,232
FaZ PCHP[ stable matching (mate search) ],289—290,302—304
41177 B (statistical methods) . 18—20,23-—24,364
& B I FRTT (step-by-step procedure) ,4,81,146
B8 (stock) , 2R ATE W “H B3t &R E/RK", 71
% Z % (blue chip),71
fi i & (forecasters),21,59
i ¥ (market) ,59—72
¢4 (portfolio) ,59,62—71
2% [k ¥8 0}  stopping rule),10,15,17,23—24,77-- 82,90—91,134,
198,224 225,238,249,346 /5 A] 2 L “HIGFUKHE” s “Fy I
{1 C(bias of), 91,224
{% 8 #fr (reservation price as) ,288—289,291
it FH44 (robustness of) ,134-—136
HEwk (strategy) , 2 W “ AT AUELREBE " “J3 &7 “ ANl UER SR g ™
RS (R 45 %4 (structure of environment) , 2 i “FAHEL5H)”
g% M R (superintelligence) , 2 I “HI M- Wy i g 4 R
#:{¢ #H X (surrogate correlation) ,42,54—55
S 5K 188858 (symbolic concept acquisition model) ,237,239

P44 #L £ (Take The Best),32-—33,78—140,176,184,198—200,
207,208,334,359
€ X (RE) (definition) , 79—81
£53+4£8 &)W FF (estimating cue order in),109,112-—113

B T (g ok BURR i 28 &2 (B (with exact versus dichotomous cues),
111—112
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1% 4 (I 30 (performance) , 87 -89, 92— 94, 103--106. 109—
113,181—183,361
EAr R Y) 26 £ (relation to classification trees) , 137—-139
L) Bl 4 B BE 1Y X & (relation to lexicographic strategies),
111,137,145
b 28 P o] 11 ) & &R (relation to linear strategies), 123, 136 —
137,155
it Pk (robustness) , 109-—113,115,127 136
faj B& W (truncated version),135-—136
K4 Eri (Take The lLast),32,79—80,86
E X CH5E) (definition) , 7881
W4k Ol O (performance) » 87—88,92—94
KT — A FedE # (Take the Next Best) .295- -302
I HME (difficulties with), 299
ﬁ.@iﬁ?&l%&rh f¥] (in mutual search),300—302
W K12 17— K18 B P ( Test-Operate-Test-Exit proce-
dure) .79
MG TH (test set), 92— 94, 103105, 134—135, 7 af 2= il “ HE i
PE” s Al HETEPE” s 28 P uE”
LF e (theory of mind) . 2568,284
i B 4E R A (think-aloud technique) , 149,75 8] Z i FE G FR L
37 YR 37 %4 rule CECHBIEAR) ], 288,291,295 300,7Kaf Z I
“ gt ] L
I H Capplication of), 293
Ak (difficulties with) , 294
IR ALAT A B 0] Cthreshold criterion rule), 289. 7K A 2 jL “#2% |1
WL
it (8] & At Ctime complexity) 2 i “FIE MR 2015
i fe) 8238 M (time pressure), 13,32, 141142, 147—148, 161——

Sy



162,164,236,280,J5 0] 2 4L BRI 5 A BRI fa] 5 = 3 2"
MOT L5 F 8 3 % 2 (tools to-theories heuristic) »23 24,119
FL i (trade-offs), 16, 18, 22, 57-—58, 78, 83, 89, 144, 146—147,

183—187,359.36 L, 7 Al Z B4y W aE 5047 %5 1

PR HESL”
iJlléﬁiIﬁi(training set).92--94,103--105,134—135,228, JR i 22 I,

CHERPET S BIGT U AR UG R e HEe e
0] {48 M (transitivity) , 21--22,83, 346, 364
(DL L B2 A9) i BH )i [ transparency (of decision processes) |, 17

18,136,172,186,362
aleik 12 2 %X (Try a Dozen heuristic) , 291, 300— 301, 7K 4] Z i,

R T — e EET
LI EFE (two-alternative choice) +17,41,44-—45,61,77,83,197,

232 -—234, J) Al Z W <y A7
T[] VT fi (it {8 38 49O [ two-sided matching (mate search) ], 289

290

I B BE ¥ (unbounded rationality), 7—12, 33, 172173, 328,
333 3385 H[ L P R

DT fi A< )2 Cunderfitting) » 128—129,136

AT IIAL 2R MR Cunit-weight linear model) .25 i * ik 4 iy KL 00

W 4R AE universal characteristic |.29,33

B s R Cutilivy) , 2 W AL 45 #RIE”

ﬁjﬁfﬂﬂ” B (validity measures) 129 — 13175 Af 2 [ “28 &7 . “
R
L4174 15 ( conditional validity) .81,127.131,133
H: 253 B Cecological validity) . 48, 80—81, 84—86. 102, 130.
148,198,272
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Goodman-Kruskal % 9% #8 ¢ (Goodman-Kruskal rank correla-
tion),108,130—131,133—134
H /K t(Kendall’s t),131,133
HHRLE (knowledge validity),44 49
FIAZLE (recognition validity) ,42-—43,45-49,55,89
%% (success) , 130—131,133—134,246
R EEHLHE (vicarious functioning) ,201,279
HEF (R (vision) ,121-—122,260—261,335—336

P ¥ (wasps),54,339,341

FInALBR} N Y (weighted additive model) , 28 Il “ 87 2% sEBRAL I

JAAE i 3% B% (Weighted Pros strategy), 143-—145, 152153,
157—163,166—167

P4 77 15 88 (western bluebirds),312-—313,323

W25 (wine categorization) ,238,244-—246,251—253

TAEigtZ (working memory),146,150,253 78 H] 2 I, “1012”

FF o 2k (Warzburg school) , 31

Zeigarnic W (Zeigarnic effect) ,195
4k 0 BIRH A (zero intelligence traders) ,352
Zipf N Zipl’s law) ,219—220
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