FETRE « T 2206 F E IR (2008) “ 240t NI FRERIE: 7EAEASI . Ahas RN B (R BRI R AR, 2F
WEVE ERE AL EAVL TS CHriie) %)/, KZifRdt, 1SBN 978-7-5347-5081-6 4 280 ii-2f; 297
UL [J53C 0k Landa, J. & Wang, X.T. (2001). Bounded rationality of economic man: Decision making under
ecological, social and institutional constraints. Journal of Bioeconomics, 3, 217-235. ]

25T NI PR B .
FEAEZSI . A2 AN B A PR 2 AR SR

5. T 2235 (JANET T. LANDA)
T (XT WANG)

i

Bl LR PR B P BGE AN N R L% Pl ST 4 S5 B R AT AN
1M HAE—FREE H TSR “45F N7 (Home economicus), 3% &l7E— AN Hil B
T AL oy At b BRVEOME S B St s L3, MOETE, ARt DL AR
(VP18 W Luce, 1992, Lauce &Raiffa 1957,Savage 1954, Simon 1987, Tversky &Kahneman
1986). EEVEMIAMAARES Yok, SR BoE ik s a2 — AT IH IR (1947) A HEAT
3, WU, XA NERE R A PO B KA AT A T % BRPE R RO T rh
SRR 1 B AT ST MR (A AR G B R P B s B AN R G TR I B S B
AT I FRIAR PEBER

PR PRI — B2 BIRMARF « PH5¢ (1956, 1987,1990) [HLYE, flidH—Fr “F5
FRELPE” B, A2 EAEN R PR AN 535S (task environment) &5 K2 04T 3,
FEATIE SR “ IR 7 (satisficing AT A G R, MiASZ B K s KA G R TRi6 « K4 (1956)
O TR A AZ A PR AE 7, A ) A& A S AR B R v R A S s BRI S 22
BT o B RE£8 5 2 AR — ELALPEAE A B S SR A I BE R BT, A B A
—ANAZ Gy AR A TE R SR et B SE A A AT T ANE A% (L Landa 1994, 5% 1
F)o BT R, EmdE U, KRB A8 S AR DA AN e MRS
G ERATE S .

Pk, OHEEEZE (i, FRRIERR JE 2 Tversky &Kahneman1981 1986) i
— B2 k2R o s AT A SR S B P A HH A ISR B, X BEMEE BB T B4 A
kg, AT B R B, AN SR AN S IO B o ARATT AR IR T AMAEAT N
o (RAR 22 AR B I B S 8 IR % (LR JE 2 Kahneman et 1982) . 5% 1A 4152 (anomaly)
(R — 20 LR ) 1 2 BT T 1) “ HEZRZN ” (Tversky &Kahneman1981 1986), RfIxfnf fihik
PO Rl REPAE I G AT “HEZL” (framing) Bk BB HIK (re-description), &t AEF 1 vk
S A XS 218 52 % Cacrisk preference reversal) o X R AR (1) S F6 675 1 Bk
FEOIANAZ P B ), BEAE I8 B AN AR Jo I SRAN AR 1) XS (v 2 e B 0P I 1% 5 1 5 45
RIRATTATC K YA 1 ARBEEANMARAT A I, —2egepr 22 5l B 5N
BB B SR R R AR R IX B e AT R, BN S I NRIBEMIVE R, B RS 3 Re e iR
X H ATl (Frey & Eichenberger 1989).

TEARTCH, BT — AR RE S AR R P 3 b e I (R B e R ABE 2, 4 oot
THERN X Fh S G, 75 557 FE R 52 AT A & B e R I A S A Rl AR



o IR PRI, EPRHI IR EIMEE S SRR AN B . AR E
LIREL RAR R, ISRG SR BEAARRUE LSRR IR . GREAR R E 2 5 D,
SRR U AR R LN 2R

Pi5% (1990) SRHFAEL/ T SR S AR BEVE PSR TP I B EE o AR A — b BRBE 1
(RIEAT, AR S P R A A AR A Al BRI T i ke ) /L I R o 3 BV 58 (1990, p.7)
(PO R, A BREEVERLan—HE8Y T, By JIRPIR JT )53 00 “ PRSRIRBE I A5 FAT R 2 (1)
BHEEES7. REENTATARE I, KECFEIE R IAER R, (HEf FREE
J19) 5 — ——FR B /e YR i BE MR AT 8 L IO E H——AE 1 2 WF 50 RS W S (R 48 5 2
F B AEASE A ) SCHR TP AR KR B AL T (B Dudey & Todd 5% T-iX— 3 H )16
).

MIXAN WS A, 7= A T OB T ) e 3 B AR IEEE AT A (1) IS AR DL (1) At i3 )
WA RS 22, AE 2 KAREE Enl DUH DR T BRI, 82 KRS BT “ Pesiapnhs”
(FIPREN? — e ARL R P Sk 22 9 AE SR AU N, , A A2 R AR AR B AT 15 S5 R 85E 11
FER S ? R e . ARSI A1) ST L AR BE I BRI, 5 %2 RIFE IR
WHRAESS, WamRAEMA2WE? XL i im 2 B &, Bk TR 2

AR H— T 55 5 — 0 B2 5K — A R 5 2 RS AR 9T, 1K B2
FERN )8 Oh T R R AR . SR OC BRI SR S0 T A e M T vk
SIS, BATECANHER (Blhn, 1996a,b) S286 iR, H 5 EFEH S P sk
@ (a life-death decision problem) #RZ AATTAIALRE A4 KA R 55 2% 00 RAE A AR 56 % FE 1)
XF5, LA RN 36 (B 23806 G0 T/ B “ [ AR (we-groups) I M A& TG
FIANE . AR5, fEF— A RRBEPERESE g, FRAIA4 T 22505 (1981,1988) & i K
B, ot R AR N A A (Cmiddleman) WAl 75 3220 AN & AT R 8 52 ) dk Ak
AT 7S 52, 8 Yy & R JEAT I RlEAR RAKRIE o B NP A A —FiA 50 T
H, B “3R A5 (calculus of relations), 12 I8 35 /55 RIAH & Bl A £ A2 41 HE B 1 1
WA B A A2, R A EEM 28, “FRAT, BN B “Alf], Ak
N7 EA SO F RN 2205 2R 2 B R ILFA B BG. (E, fE3cEd, Bk
A B SO TAEAS, R R 220k 2y SRR e v B 22 5 38 I R U7 5 S B it 5 T
— 3, HRFR BN PR RN T S50 A58 BRI R AN o P IS A PR P e S R v ) E 2
B o AN R SE R IS FEAE N, ASCIRIE T, ARl B A PR
i

A NI EEE Y o BB iR dd X T 18 FHHE B 80N 0 e 56 B 1 304 T 11
LI TEAR T, HHUER LA A A — SRR E——2R SO0 2R BRI DL S B ARk 45 1)
ST AT RE A RS IRAS T AT 1) . E LR TAF B, HSREOCR . NI
BELL AR BT REAR AN R REAE N, A TR 2 MBS MR A “HEZLAANY” (1) 44
(1K) “NENEEHE” Ccognitive illusion) . VB XUSTIEFERON “AH RS 20407 FIHESE T,
S BT ZE 45 RPN . HREESK (the minimum requirement) DL A 45 S8 2 A

(ZE5) HAT AT o F3bis v SN UBLRU AR b (1) — MG DR o SRR PR B0 AIE 13X UG 16
PRI, SR PRSI (1978, 1981) X 7R R W AL (¥ S Hh % SR HLS ST, 22
RUESE, fEAERh, ARt BIS6R B X RAF R SR I “ #7246 (particularistic ) A2 5%
R (ARTH AT “ PR, KT 2218 58T Pk ]
JRHE N/ NBEE (the ethnically-homogeneous Chinese middleman group, EHMG) 1]
HrhI L5 A BS I FENE . 2IA 1 EHMG S, Gl 8 M2 T AT 200 5 A ZnSE it
AR SIS B “PRT8 H & a7 (fast and frugal heuristics) #ifF 572 8] (15 &

(Gigerenzer et, 1999,Todd 2000)-




1. ERSCERMERT SO RS 7 A R
LY BN 1 HEGER

LGNz G RIS TS R BEE 141, sl FRAREUR R e 2
PP ) 5 SIS R AE ALY, (Framing Effects) P, S YHNEN ) B 18 1 & — M
SE M, Sorp Bk AT 600 4R GE T — RSy B AR . RS 55 VR IR R RO
Fo MO RAAIRER. HE GHRI A, SR AR HES R, HiE
BB IAEE TR G BY o PR ERE T S 1 45 R el A2 DA —Fh 1 T I HE 2L R R
>k Cunder a positive frame), B & LA 4 [ IR HESE A (under a negative frame).
{EIETHESE T, S 5890850, AR A, ATRUfE 13 i A LIARIE; an ik
MR B, ¥ & U3 HInT eI 600 N2k, &4 2/3 [Fn]HE 600 A#L
AR . FHECZTR, SUHHESEE A N BE 25 1 S Th A FE IR R IR B 5 . S 538
G, AR TR A, 600 A 2/3 HE AT AR TR B, A7 13 (] REME
FEFTEIRAASIET:, &F 23 T HEFT A 11 600 N#AEAET .

FEIE TR RESE e @ PR RNERE, S 5F PN (72%) #52 JRU HILEE 1)
(risk averse). A Il o) THEFA IR EERISER GHRI A, A RERELEE
RS S R Rl B) . (HZ R IHESE, ol e O 25 A iy A BEREZE 1) [ FE 45 2R
SR H—HB 5%, AP (78%) & X E-UF K (risk taking). flifi1{wLr
HEES RS, WA Etas LT 5. X —HEZERN & P E N e o, B
TN A A 5 T B8 b (AN AS R JEUU) - Cinvariance principle) AT 55, BRIt 5 Y sk
(YRR AH T 2 o AN IR DU B R 1) 2 s ANEAAMTEAT 2R (1) 7 AR IR BHE ZE A e ] ik
(177 %8, BRI PSR 0 Tl IR 7 SRR 20— I M I IR 7 o S A A4 RS i 47
PP AL X AR S W ? R SR A 2 A5 SR HE RN = AL ) — AN AT HE e 2 78 2 M
PIp R, IR PRRANE SRS T 600 NSy, TEBESEA 11 (domain-general) ¥k
FRETIAG 22 T IR R A5 B o (H 2, USR5 e A YO in) 1) AR AR A B AL 25 30
BE, MRS EARENE? R TEfal 2 P A a2 6 A, A2 600 N, HFESE
FEWE? R PEAT IO 6 NRARIM A BRI, N RN ?

1.2 FZ 42 (Kith-and-kin rationality )

NK B AETEERAR (i, FKEE, S0, Mv%, MIE, #tX) z. AR
95% LA LRt FE A, AZRARIGAE 1 Bl i SR 2ok R R LA TE 50 RN SUE— L I/ N
THDA T AR A o LA NSRRI RUBIR /D 100 A (L Knauft 1991, Lee & De Vore
1968,Reynolds 1973) . 7 /IN [y [ 6 T A A4 o K B Rt A0 28 D A8 N 2R IRV LT T-25%
AR A A 1) RS 20 A A5 R UK, A A HH R IS0 N o 5K 2 65 A AR RRE A A 55 7 T 1)
PERBN UK

XA TARB O, NP B — o BV, Refgf OC T IR [ Fr Sl A7
TEMT S S AAF AR DG R IE S e B S (P O ML o 24 H AT RS R HR SR, AR5 [T
S PEHL 2 AR DL ) UL R SRR L BR S IR R TIR, JF H ol {5 iR
] R3O 7 S

F AU R 3 (199648, b, Wang et al, 2001) 75— R A KIRFITH, FAE 1 HE L2 f
i DRI R B 8 S5t (1) AR AT P 2R B 2R o d F AR S I 95 1) 1 A2 BB 1) 0 ( Tversky
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&Kahneman 1981), fATMEH] 7 =AG5f AR R RERRIRL, HHARI AR R R &5 0 (2%
GORAR) LLSARAE XS 22 R RIAEAAR (K4 1 o

1.3. A FEE 7 (Group size effect)

A DE R ) PR AIE T — P 25 SEIRYE AR, & LABR S i o R g s 1) AU DA A
(R BT 5, 7F EHIBFST (Wang 1996a, b) w1, sF T4 —2H 320 BE A, S an—Fh
PRI o BORAT A ZRE A “oE X NN T — PP 7. (B2, HE X
X T — AR AR S AN . A T DY 4, 6000, 600, 60, il 6. X —SEEG#RAE
G R B, e b () gl 22 5 2 A b s ) 22 5 RIS 5 /N R
PRI LR, FREBEEURANFI B R o 2 AN SEaG By g B 7 Rl fe AL 1 ) 1
KT AR GRHELE . ZEFTA R, X F1 5 M I A R (K Bk Ud, Tl
WM E B —FER, AAER AT e E#E 2 1/3, 7EIX— S0 F S SE i sc i rh R R B0, 24 1A
S K 6000 B 600 ANASFEK R RUREARES, HEZERON, CRIFE XURS M 4 7 = A= 1R E 3L 1)
B A HEXTT 6 A8k 60 NIXFER/NFIREARRUS, HE LR N 3t AN R AFAE
It H 2B AR G AE P FIHESE N AR T B K, WoR T —Fh 20 5307 [/ NEARBEE
XL IR, A SRR RN R — A E e, BT AR 03 2 1] [ AH A
FERE o TSR/, BEAR R 5 2 TR) R0 A EARCH R 8 K o
W 1, SR T RO INKHEZL RN (7R FH o

A 1RO HE SR RAN (111 ] TR B B 2 5 38 R R IR 1 20 BEORA DD

FEHFEA 1 (Wang 1996a)

REAARIE =6000 FEAARIL =600 REAARIE =60 REAARAR =6
1ETHHEZE 40.9% (n=44) 40.0% (n=50) 67.5% (n=40) 64.0% (n=50)
171 T HE 2R 61.4% (n=44) 68.0% (n=50) 65.0% (n=40) 70.0% (n=50)
HEZE RN fi i G g

EEFEA 2 (Wang 1996h)

Group Size=6000 Group size=600 Group size=60 Group size=6
1ETHHEZE 38.7% (n=31) 41.9% (n=31) 57.6% (n=33) 66.7% (n=30)
A RIHESE 66.7% (n=30) 76.5% (n=34) 66.7% (n=30) 75.8% (n=33)
HEZE N i i P G

U B AE A (Wang et al. 2001)
REAARIEL =6 billion REAIRE =6
1ETHHEZE 36.0% (n=50) 70.0% (n=50)
I HE AL 66.0% (n=50) 70.0% (n=50)
HEZLY: i P
n oA SEEAEAS &

1.4. 545007 (Kinship effect)

MEE N 6 AN NP IR N e 2 Ui A MG RIS, BA R T 4 8A N LLP2E
MAAFHLES, B2V Bt AT A L A7 RS (R T, 1 AN S PR 3 . 2R
RIIERETT S 25 08 R L A= i 0 A 58 AR THTHE 2R 088, T4 52 17 38 45 A8 45 B o XURG: =7
Ut FEH—AWFFH, IEHHESE S, XUSGIESK (risk seeking) IEFELLBI N 72%, MifE
FORHERL X — Lo BT3B 94%; E58 —/MIFSTH,  [RIFE I LR e A 73% 17+ ] 90%.
RN T3%E] 90%H 4 AL W E I, (HEINEE, /WA eSS, Z2E02 U8 %
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T PRSI 1K) (AT DS i 1 S e Do 6 B IR PP SN XU IE SR 1 45 SRR W], 2 I
FREDME, S “FATEIEEIC” S g 2, X — LA ] (IR e R
B G ) I ELAE A7 T o PR IR 8 R 5% o #5855 R R A [ 1
PRI IADEUS , DURS O i PR A S B AN AR AE o 2% a8 D% AR SR A TR RS, W] 5 3 S
W TR O AR LA, DRI SRl “[RIAEILHE” XS i -

1.5. e ge 2P+ g AL MR i Cultural constraints on decision rationality)

£ P IR AT 10— TR AR T IRIPE (R A2 4L ) A, 400 44 5 15 3 e AN KA
WHEEERT L) 2 ABUF T TH SRR 10 X BT S0 h ALA) BAE FER 58
AT A RIML 556, #E4T 6000 BAR A IR UAEART St rh, AL 17 LR (R AfE
AN 55, AL U AE SR B AT S p R IN, HERION AN A7 A 2=,
SR R TR BN AT S, 2l E S M B fm, A 600
NEE DI, A RBUE RSN . SIS 2, 72 B3 H 4 i Tk
TSR FEEE AT AR, ME— DO, A DRURS i e A RIS: RO A DA IR 34 P
SRR, X 2O gk, ERTEEZ N R X RkIEY, “HC
NBER” CRBUNACEAR) 1AL, X253k, SE8R—28 (11600 A,
M4 2 60 A

XL VL], AFSCH R R SR SZ 2 T R SR ET (RIS AZR ) 19580 (HAZ,
NEN Y NN =R Sl T 0 R 7)Y PN R 1 R N TN T2 S o Sl =S P = T 3 e 1]
VO K, 3K R A 5 [ A e R B M ARy i N R AR AN U IE—— P K
N R E BORIIFIE B, BN IR MR G A RN B O 38 9 28 A 25 HEAAR 1Y)
R E——HE N

1.6. #H45#75¢/ (Group composition effects )

A F 7E (1940)4% H (AL T B (vicarious functioning) M-k, sl 4R
(cues) MRPEIHARSEMERERE ok, T H T U B AR B AR ROPE () A s ke
AT LA S G, USRS AERA IR I W e s o R PR SR, B W A HE SRR — 4
IR, RGERAAE ST MR TREG KRR BB, B AR
FUED) I RN RIRINT, — N AT RRIR A2 I e 8 45 J 2 AR A e PR R A B3 2
MAEARET IR A BERIR I o (HE, M I A e R Bl B SN, YRS 1 5 %
MEFE T EERMRE T, Bk, FELRPRBHR P REBET
(Simon,1956, 1990), RJ{aE M HLAK 1 11 £k 28 T e 2 A0 XURG: e o v ol pkdke H R AT
AR, i %A /R . FEEF ABC(E Adaptive Behavior and Cognition & M AHE4T 4 5k
H—— )0/ (1999) Pl rnd T4 v o i R At i 2o, R Bk
R A S, s s K (heuristic)——#lan, Pk B L (Take the best),
i I BER P a% 4% (Lexicographic rules)——R <3 51 ¥R & KA R AP BRI S & LAE
Rk

fEf A (F7TH (Wang et al, 2001), FAT A IR, 255840 XU P s b 5 FEAA A
KM Z W gEs . SHEari R —2, M TEER 2 RS R (R
15 6 IR BE 6 DMPEAEND I, HEZLRON AR, S5 Pid] 6 —PaAE NHEAR (E—41
SEAEIETHNERR 2R, S —4URIs H M HAESD) FHLLER, 7EM4] 6 —R AKBHAT IS 5 E
SEIARSIESK Crisk seeking), Ak #E77 M HIAMER AL X IAEAEH . fE28 A 5
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Mz5%, BZHEENESTHNS5E, HEENXEKEL (risk taking) . M4
B A (P 1R E Li i)_E (PAE SR S S, By AAE IR PR S, AEZERLN AT
fEo HE, MBS WA BIanEHE 1N 5 AMEAN, B S 2 428
JEAN AAPEAE N, VA S RN 2 TR . AR IR IS IR, SRS R 2R
RMPEAENLRILFAFLE, SRR 2 PsE, BHELCRERTIRNEIE
Sk Crisk seeking) i df 1 B A N 26 2RO [P ARXS B XU BB (risk averse) [FI{w i 2
TGRS

B R ATRIE R T B IE R R AESE, nTREs REU AEIEEME WL R, X
—HEZLRN AE N RSB T I (L) YSRIAEEERE A, I Bk Z HRNHR &R (i
wr, RBREAE AR BiE (2) YR RERUIR HbRAH I phse (filan, W24, 5
(PIREAAD o

1.7. 7R X5 7077 (Bounded risk distribution)

SRR G N, MO T X PR PR EE (3G N o 28 ACERE 1K Th e PR U (B AE T vk
HHE LRGBS BNl iRkt IF HAFE T B E R K al Re vk fe/ME (DL Wang,
2002). fERESHSET, NAAMUTLEHL ER AR5 HAw, 1 H AR R e AT 55 1 5
fIREER (B, EIRR z 200, 3R1G x BEM y) . 5 HUHRH SRR E PENE & AT L
5 —ANBer A s s TUHME I E R %, v B A B AT BE6E [R] 32 H Rk s Ak
Bk (MR [IRS:Z= 7 11404 (a risk-variance distribution) .

L FRATTF— IR LS AE SO RSRE a) , S6) TARATT — N RS B TS SR (R e sk 3, /B4 H
BRI A2 A o RS BRI P MO AR R I o AR1T, MR U2 Bl o 5130
BEM ARG o MR ZESESAFAR IR B B A, 75 b B 2B N A R R R A v ik 21 /M
(Wang 2002). f% M “#){H 2 5 )5 3. (mean-variance heuristic)” (Wang 2002), %X}
AT MR B G R HOREAC T 5ES M KN MR B, Pesc 3 2 A8 RS I SR /22 1B sk
(1] Crisk/ variance seeking), [F2h7E 5ok, 1A% MR AT REPEEOR .. AHLLZ T, 4%
AT MIEBE G R HORE R T 5SS M N MR I, P s 3 3 2 Ak JRUSS R eE/ 22 5 ikt
(1) Crisk/ variance averse), Ao 7 0K, AR FEUK T MR UCHENE S 3. Al Pix
—Ja &k, B MRATME ARE B Zially, MAE ABINENE B F= A R M
ZKRT M MR = UM B 8 U A - o B, 2k 25 273 (P26 ORI SR I8
BRI TS, A, SFREHAZAELEN MR MiZEm T 13, Xt 2ut, #&E 1/3 1
B RAEN . I, RSB AEAEFE—FERINTTS, AR E M ROz A
1/3) WMJ7 %,

L8, FUHTRAH TEHI L T4 F 1

X B R A dl X T USRI S IR B A I o IX IR A AL 1 A8 R B/
ROREAAAETH MR FIAN RSB A2 A AN R R o B R BB 13— BB S 36 o R
WAL WA P RN A E A LAGE Ps, £E HAREEA A4S H K HUI & H
Bt PSRN, (A, ERFAICE B, B« AARIERE” NAZEHRE 1 [PsX
AEAHURL - MR > 0] AT RETE f5 KA FR) SRS o

LR E PR RIS ANAT [FIRE POYIA (B A XU B 8 2 TRMBR SN, e PR 45 582 Ps X
(Group Size)o IMEFEAT M7 Gy, ey A —BiBEpLI I RE, RIS Rt 2 4
A A K



—ANRE S IO XU RS @ N (5, 85% 13k B XU IR 1) 1k, T P&
TR AR AAE ) MR KA & .

B BEARAE IR 1) MR FEAN A — AN i 5 (T T2 — AN O T BREE Hh AN AT 25 R0 2
SRR PR AR . DAL, ZERERUESTH, MR JE M O BUREA KA B B — AN BEH LI 20T
R, MR M = V2(BEAA R S5 .

s R AR FASI=600, /NRUFEARIARI=6. 4 Ps=1/3 I}, AEIEFH 14507 K
RUFEARHJE 200, 7E/NRREAARR R 20 Rk, PSS, PUHMME<MR. AFIEKT
MR, T A RGO 2 R P N, 12 M\ 50-50 3% — KU A P e i, e Z ARk 3
— AN RIESK Crisk seeking) 1) 5, 31X B0 1 UG I8 3 1P E R TR R /N Y e A o 4
Re B 21 BT Es HuEsE 71X/ KR 1 & T METED.

B ANTIE, AR RS 2 R IR U 25 52 21 1) KRS B 3K C(risk seeking)
AL LRSS o R ORBEN], AN A IR 45 SR KIUHEAR, oA SH KA
Fethe B g RN PP EANR TR AR 135 MR I, IX—BOK 22 ek 2
DA L /N TR FEEAAR (R IX P S VT 22 R AE S 2 B AR ) XURS D A R B A9 3 e e ZE R 1 i |
JrETE ] LU B, AN AL XS W B FERE, e X R TR, B g XU
1B (risk seeking).

M2, [{IAME Ps M 1/3 5253 2/3, X B PR 2 T-REAR AL 1) MR CHJ
THABME>MR) . BEAR TS S T MR, ZAREARTZ G, BEATIR AU O i 2 B 1) S A
HaTIE, PRI AR AR R 58 #0219 S I XUBG KU EE Crisk averse) . 54, /NRUBEAAIR
BErh AR AP R R AR e R, 23 1y T RS M e SRS PRI Rk o DRI, 3R R A H 1 RS A
e, FERTUREARIA ST TP & A . BRI B L 1R 5 IETE ) SCRE T IXLEfi
L

BEAL R XUR: i 27 FE
(UMM < BIE3EK)

55 @ FHIAME =6
50 W AR = 600

% 2L B kit
D
o

0 50 100 150 200 250 300

BELFERTHIUCEL



HEAL 0 R R A
(FHI > BT Ek)

% 3L B R L)
N W oW A N O g O
o6 & & o o o o o

20

0 50 100 = 150 @ 200 250 300
HEALERTRI RSB

IR LA 5T 25 R — 20 S F T A B XS /2 i #i8 (Bounded Risk Distribution),
JE HER YA EMT MR B, HRREEMEN MIEREE R =5, (HE M E T
MR B, A BRERPE N Y (Al gl R 22 o A BB/ N E B 45 R 22 5, v DU so
HAHR .

2. ZIX B SEH S SRR R R N H A AR (EHMG)

FATTIUAE e i) 238 1) S - 2% SONURURH R [ B 1) R AR B 18 (EHMG) . 38l
WA EAE SR — W P BRIR T ST 4 R — R, 2R BNS 2 SC TANE CA] T ol Ay A
) N IEVEEFAT N, DHURAAHEROL R IASH, & M SR Pk
AN NI AT e BB AR 25 1 B AR

2.1 JEMAM I HPE i85 EHMG #1

Bl LG F A IR B e T — AN A AR S, B 322 B AT A 5 B A
o LEIXFE— A R MR, <85 BRI AL WAl EEAT 1.
LA T R W EE A S %52 (Landa 1978, 1988) K HL, 4t/ % H
—ANEEATE R EHMG (RPN EAE @A SR MNAUKEE) MR Tan, Lee,
Lim, Ng A1 Gan Fo/™ Syl ) b E [ A D BrZEWii) . EHMG TR BL% 58 2 5F
AR A AS B BB AR T 25 .

1 SBIAE BB VIR R, R R A e IR g5 S AR, RS AT A
e EmEHAT o IR — A AN ut, PSR S AT e PR, aliir 2 2k
FAGAT, BT CATRA 0 ) T R FRAT G AT AR S s AT T S e A A [l R —
ANHB IR N LA B EE 3R] — 7 5 TN o PR A ) g N 2 TR I AEAS i b A e K T
AE, AT BRI EAT B NI, BN ERZ &5 R & B EAET—K
TABE 5, MR A, A4S BRAE N 24457 (Landa 1988, p.82).

FEXT EHMG [ SZAEPERF 7 45 SR i3kt b, 221842 T 45 9% EHMG [ #i8 (Landa 1978,
1981, reprinted Landa 1994), A4 EHMG 1E4—FMER A . FEARUEAR S I B e HE, %



RT R G RBATINA R SH G, 22k EHMG BRI H Bk 4
FF (NIED IR0 RS (1) W CEREE R 76 Rl 4k S 1T Hh
PLSEIAH EARAF AN N Z A SRR I EEZER; QWIEETE “LH A
IVER] . (2235 1994, %5 135, T NIE SCERIIB A

FERANHEMEAET, — AP EHASHER “KRR0HE” kA,
PLOES A AT A BE B W T R A FEmlt, BT W REM A D kel oA 7 25, o lxt
N T 52 DAk P v A5 FE BOANIR] “25 287, M @ar it —M 2z Pk &, v15E Bt e 2R HES
(O OFET RSB QKRKETRSER: @)FK (R MA: @R N G)UilFE
PG rh E [ A, R E RN (A3, Ego) BFHIFUG; (6)Ud oAt s 5 1 ELA
PLE@AEFEN (RPN, BN, HERRD.

HT AR R BAT A, BRI R NS 58 M s 1 Bl T B PR A 110 B2 5 AR A X 4%,
RIG I EAN . M EIE (Ego) ML ANERS S, 4 WS 1R P8+ k£ 52 S ik
P2 B RS D3, A AR 5 8 B — NS0 S SRR o 2 B SEM  BE IR JAeARE FIR 1
FEAN CHOANY SHAEREN CAANTD AKX Sy, R T R A S ANEEE
() S AR, 28 5 S IR A 3 BESR T )« IR R JB AT 3R LTI A8 5 e At b 2 ) BT,
HE, TERNBEEPEMI TN, B0 R ROKs 5 50 AR Y 128 3 PR e ZE AR sl e 9 1) 11 Y
W VFZ RIS AP A 22 S IR B R OK, 45 IR Al EHMG 55 2 Hh gk 52 21 JF
RAE B FACBIAR o X A ik 3= B 1 e/ B F B 2 e e Ak vp BN 2B Ak A 1 e )
B ABATTAIS AL H I 42 DUEE 4 148 5 A fe/IMb . 5 EHMG P, AT i il 5K
KT HB SO RN, #2220, SISO RS, PLXFP T,
EHMG 4 — /MICSA . USRI ISR VE R, AR T &L, VR IEAh
SERIEATEE A EE T, 158 T AT & R AR (L Landa 1978, 1981; 1 . Carr A1 Landa
1983),

2.2. EHMG ZZ 12 9L J1 5 6l T 77 5 i

FUBAE N 1k, FAVEGE T rb B R N BE S A e Y —Fho g NI TS5 R RIIA R,
P N JEAT & R A4S BEREA T HE ), (B, B R A2 ) e 37 56 1= 5 B Akl
BREIL 0 7 S0 R PTATVEAE I A S AR PR AT Z2 5 I 7 SRR R, Ik 1 it oh e
NAL BP0 1 X LA B AR AR ISR A7 2, B W & (R R

AR S AR M, 19 R R N BE SR A 1) o g AR 00 528, 55 2Rt
& BT RE N AR R NIRRT Ak, AT A S A R B A TR LR I
A S NKIAY A EZI], “A DN (IR A “Ab N7 (AERF A, A [E
Ao FEE AN, PUMILCEAR A SAT A, A AR A1 — A s 5 S Ak p
CIERERIAT IR

8] P ey A P 8 T 056 Jas ok 2 i e A AR R B A (A B e R B IR T I MRS L &5 5 1
FRT BB TERESCS IS, RPPHT« HEWT I 76 52 S Ak P 1R 98 45 R 188 B m] £ e
BEo X T B R AR, il K S BAT AV AN SR — BT o A, AERIES
JEAT (R AL BE IR AN 58 3 I A 8 b A8 R R0 PR WLAR, WA A A s 19
20, LAMERE 78 70 AR 1545 5 25 000 s W 1 — 98 B2 AR AR B PR . (Landa
1981). HIBLAIAGIIEAL, &R TR RIEN, 75— ME VPG A AE B
BN R AT TR B

JITA R BEAEAT g AR AN NS B RE 51321, 7328 Cclassification) 71
A EEAE M HiE, NIE 2L 1Ak Sl R RN AN 7 K5 Al . O T4 — Pl ar



FEINENA At 2 B B R e, 223k (1997/forthcoming in Salter ed.) ¥4 [¥) EHMG
g (Landa 1981) FRE, I T ANZEZESKIGRN « s A0 T BN A0 7 T
Fo B RS B TR 2 (Douglas, 1986, p.55), “HIFEfEdE T B A ERIAE & 4, HIET
B STAE— A ANFIP U S, DUEAE AL 2 R AN N REE A e Fofh AN & R AT A AR
TG, FF DR = A HoAth NAT A I B ME AT A NSRS FG RO il RE, ML
JIUNFIEAR I 3 FE W B R, X NSRBI RT e 7. J& BOE M h 0 (1986, p.55,
0L MMMLAL, HIEIELFREY “XHAHFMESAT S w7, “WT A5 07, FEH “XFHyn
DL il BEVE 8 7 ik ms e 7 W 7 2525 ok A A (R AR AN AN E HE 2 2R 56—
ANFERIZ A 7 DANILAR N 2 TR DX G R 1986, p.62) .« il FEXTANMAREAT 73 Sk 4
AR “hR2E7: “ AMTARBBATE A NEEYE, IF BBt SRR A4
AN (p.102)s

BNATXRI o A FIZE, HE AT AVF AL 10474, XA
JEAT A IR RN 48 ZAH A B IR AR

2.3. —FIK T EHMG LWL 5 F R “TEHERI LR 7" PR 5% 57

iK1 EHMG Bhg S AEy)ss, JeIE 5 Bl « PU% R (Hamilton,1964) (1)
WEIUZ IRl FENL TR R o FEDUE /R SE GOk R BIE T, fiRiEdl, SEZRRPGE T H
i 3= U EAEIRERE o SR TR Rl = AR T RER A A7 DRk, SR [
Fith 3 AT Hg 2 S AT 9 () — AN B BRRAE o P IR W) SR 4 B 3R WA sh WA g 0 HU) 58
B, I B R S B LG A R E . BA%E « FrEL BT (Trivers, 1971) iR1F
i, MRS EER S, RER CH BRI E X (reciprocal altruism), X
FE, WA IS8 ZR A4 TRLgh v DA B AR AS e RIAdAT 4 o DU R MR 32 v 17 20 A e At AT ]
SR — k830 (Axelrod & Hamilton 1981, reprinted in Axelrod 1984) #if] A 2SHHE
S ACAZ I AT ) R, TSR AR R AR BB R T, NS RE 08 Bk
GHRER, A BRI SRR

AR, EHMG J&— /N RRR IS AE RUREAR, ol B G SR ORGSR 4 8 R I

IR} AN TR FEAAR TR B 53D o 3 52 2 TR T et T B )t 3 S CRIVRG SR 1 B B AT R v U)D
PR . EHMG [, i 454 & FEAT ARG BAS, 5 AR 555+
W PEH, AT IFRFRAATT A TR G 1 HAT. (Landa, 1999). EHMG B (1) Hi B A A I 1)
(WIAFAE, JEAIR B2 K B4l « W7 )5 1l K (Alexander, 1987) BT i) “iE ik & (14
W% I —AMEIE . 3 RV 7 11K (1987, p.1) MRV, A R a8 AT A bl 1y
FEEHEAR”, WL IRIAK, PRl EfE R R, RS B R, gl T MK
TIEEAA R EY R “ R BEEE S 2 e A4, RO RIZ IS, JfH—
— R /DIe A i b—— AT B AR RS T B A L, I W AN B A
HIa PR RMBATR 7 (Alexander, p. 1). 57 1L K& T AR R M A KAZ 0
e AR R] 58 S AR (R R 25 ph SRAR T T 2 e A DR (p.79) ik, K
A NFAEIAT IS T B AR IR TR 52 4o DRI, 00N A RS (L R Ak Ay 0 R Dl 4]
SR HUEAR, el Re ) @t BIE SRR, {3 EHMG 7RO TR A4k
7 TH REM [ ot IL ARG -

2.4 —FIE T EHMG. 1L 18 /00 PSP i

AR T EHMG A s iie, 53R i OBt ot (I S8R
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AR ABC BFFT/NL, 19900 $2 Hi i “ Padi 546 J5 & X (fast and frugal heuristic) 7 5¢;
2]l Todd (2000). %M FL1% (2000, pp.940-941) (KWL sk, ALFEBkM MRS I ANMA, 0o
INZE W BN Pelo——MHfE W, ok$E, Mo —m HZEba, A, matdvl, JUE
RIS S, FEALET R Z W [RGB E o an RANXHE, AT Talt T Ben s va 4 0 F,
o T e AMETTLUFE 73 R B 5 P fe P SRR 458 (1) 7 o 80 4l fif P ke 55
BLHIIE S5 40 5 AR A B Th A5 B S5 A AHIUCIE, wlnT LATS SRR 1418, a2
ARSI TR PO TEE R BRI EREELE], A& R KSR
W, PO FRATRRZ A “AABEME” (ecological rationality).

AR, R A AR TN RN (IS, DSOS T A S AP v S
FE ) B DeAm 5, 1) i w0 200 AR R AT Tr) LB 15 2 (045 SR o 47 240 BRAT A i
WI——H 33 A48 N0 LA e DA ASE S 5 I3 R0 7Y 5 R VG 0 IR g b e N A s —— 35 1)
AN AEAE Ty AN E RIS DG DG OUT , BEAREAT & RIS S AH AT B A . 55K
by AR NP RN RS AT R A R K, R LU A

(a) “INIHJFE A" (recognition heuristic) (Todd 2000, p.944): RIEHEMN
AN G2 kR, RN EIE CLINRE, BN EANRE, Ak
WU o 0T M AR R kU, W R AT S A i AT KL bl ey, — AR
W T3 AMREFAEN, A b BN A S 1) 23 A ) 25 R AN R e
CEYNG

(b) “ZBHla kI HERR:” (Categorization heuristic/ categorization by
elimination) (Todd 2000, pp.947): IX— )5 Kk “Jeilat Al & MELL T4 R,
PRI B H bR nl Re T I (M ) R AT, — B2 H T —ANnl Ref 2k
Al AR RS ) o 2RI . A NP s XA 2R E R, SRS/
FESACHERE R A, SRR TN 7 SR, I REGEL R,
G MHAEIXFEI M R R, SRHIIS AR, BRI LE M 52 ARG 2 gt
PURAR—A 0 . IEfegest/ Pk ge =, HR T Be L 2 R e R
e E N, AR R ER 28 GF 728 . EFTE R RE S S 1k Ak
R 738, 1KMo T4 o [ RN B A% DL — iR R 2 1 7 RN K &= A
S hn IR B e 2 I BT W R SR D A I e B R R . “ B B e X B T
FERSZF ST A4 S U g W ife 8 S (Gigerenzer 1999), HE— DT 75 Eifif
P — AN BUE, f#ha e, SCIBRSE D SR IX—R 3R, e fibad
G AL HERE, SR EAEH 8?2 7 (Todd 2000, pp.953) IEHIIX 15 %
BT, “2IA I SE % S EHMG BRR T RE Hh s/s 5 5K 0 S0k /A 2 e
(Confucian cultural or social norms of reciprocity) iX—IEIEHIE, 1154
P AEME A PP . A IO HERE,  DAN RS B AN s PE RIS AT R 2 (R 34855

3. &5k

F S PERT IS RSB R PTG ROR , R BLEIAES « PERPTULIIE
JEAT BREEVE DT TR P IET JD I3 A o BIETER T, AATTRE T A S R S B rh 25 P AR 2R 1
AL RANSCALIRFAIE, BENEAEIX LRI T 3l A AR BE XS o fR S B P STAE S, X7
Sl A AR R 1) 2% R T LUAE AT HE AN % o AL BIR XIS 7 AT ASE 20 0 B 358 20 2 1)
Breb, AR MR IICE « Z5 R0 A0 (1 22 57 AL £ 5 S I TP 2 = 2 1] [ R R
N R U A

SIS SIS S EHMG BRI, T8 U X B B Ak S VIR I A IE S
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T AE Y B AL 5 AT RSRA T S 2 T EZ AR 5 2.4 R, A% EHMG
N NIE RAEMZGEA ik, il 1B AR 2, ki — A
A BREE PR A4S T A ST — B

BATHPXLE S R R IIEZS 1 AR I RALRIRE R IR CRISR GG H . BRI
HEARR AR IE AR VD, AEANHA 2 251 AT BIREEE 9 SR rp Bt 1) S 4 D
U, DA e SR 110 7 R B A PR ——— £ 5 2 R 25 19 47 SR IR e 54 B 18— DA AN
B RS PRV (RN KA BRI, iy L 22 R8 R SRAT 55 1T i (RO A B v, RS S R ZE 251
A2 PR LB A P2 R BR A2 T PR R PE G AR

Bt %
IBAZERFD (GA) MR N EAT # 7+ EHLEU

JEIR SV 2% « fir 2= (John Holland, 1975) & k&, —EL& AN LERE. AU
FRIFFOM - Leqh e BL 2 U I BEIT LR, GA R I AREFE . LA AR SR B 45 1)
BEACIR B, N “HE” IEFEHMS R, LR “IEN T PARAS SRS o HRORE A gk
LR R T S T VAS S S < R P e X (= Kol S S 2N 1 [P
S UUHUE R A “ Qe AT e 184 CRIVP AL 74T HR Z TR Bt A2 ) A “ e DA
7 BAE (RIERFHRp “17 BAh “07, sBiE R ).

FERLIRIETTH S RIS 3 5 38 DS R 3E P A vt ] 2 PAY 11 XIS SR by B 22 11— 2 7
TR LR IR BN R IR A 7 A7 2B A5 il — A U SRS
A TARLECT AT R T AR SRS AN 0 21 100 (TR K. A4 85 A
LIFERE %y 85% /9 1] GE A AT ZEFF . 15% f19 7] GE XU B8 KT FF - $ 5 2, ridt
23— IRy (Bt B, PR, —ASEREIE. FIERNIT%E, B4
Je [ S TRUYMEL I B B IR 7 580, X SRS AT AT g (7 85%IWI I REME ) LEHEAE 1k (K
NI

SRE A R b D R

(a) 72E 100 ASal LR XS S ALRE,  DLBENL 7 —BERIRT Sh B UL PR A2

PSEEDE

(b) Hs HER AT R R A B HC e AR A XU SR T LA R O — A
£ 0 1) 100 Z [ (R H X, 0 REWRA LXK IE K, 100 LKA Zx 1l U o]
8
(c) BF— XL HMEREAT 100 PRIK ki CBIAE— AN e PRI R 3 R4

SEAA B BRI RS JE R TR IR ) o XN B HEmE kB, 71 1 00 4K [1i% %

o RERIESR XK, MU REEE (100 - XD 1K
(d) B AR L, JE B R R R AL (600 Am 6 N LR AAA A7 (1 5%

EOR MR IBGE Gy T EGE AR TR A5 R TOWIAED PR ilId LA
(&) JRURS: M I — % — N E R [ BB AN AR 52 L FRAR DL B BEAT IR (K o A2

WP AR RE AN U IS IO (B, 2R X=68, Bt 68% M [H] HhikFE4f &

PRI 5, AE—E PR IE AT — SRR IR XU 1 2 1A A AT 3k — 2k

# (RE—fX 100 70O;

(F) 15 1 1 XU SR S SRR A AR S5 R, Rl g — O FER0E 1 A A ) 32

THECTRAG RN, AR R 10 /IR BRI — AN [ A0y . B4 [

WAELEUR = MR) > 0], WHZ SRS (V3G YA 70w e — 205
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(9) F&IEA R SRS G 1S53, B — ARG IE RPN el 1 3em,  BL 0.05 19728 5 i
DI R AT B 7

(hy = F PR AR AN b A 5 AR DR D (10 NP A 20 o SR AR AT
YA Ry, 3 RIS SR M B0 A e N RIS S s 2EL A H ARG m i P 7 0 B AR 11 TS
AN o (ERE—AX B ZJa, BT S XU TR I AR S AL 1 XU
fRlFFERE ;s JF A

(i) X— BT R S 3L 48 300 18,

st

FAE A T 40 e 26 [ B R Bl 23 AL 4> Grant SBR-9876527 £ James McDonnell
$54x Grant 99-55 EE-GLO.04 % FAl Vel Py Az i fa N AR A B PER, AT
WA HL S T FATH18 3
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(BHPE: “PolbE PR EmRAD

MR BRI N N Z R B E A OS5, SR AN R AR S SR B AT RE S LX) SRR
RRAL AT R B N, SR DA, AR R R AR R T, H R R B
PEPTIIARAE s TR, O 2 S (AR R B S Ak FE

DI AR R, AR R B, R AR AT — M4 GUARRD 1 “Bazks
N7 FAAARR I (B, 7E Aty K5 S RIAHX D), AR Az i $6? Wik
MNPRIEFERT—MNRIN, B2 CARRE A T IAER &, WERABBOIRFEE S, ACHE %
AR A B Rre FRAESE XA

ST R X AR BRI TR s DU AR IO AT AR
SR, LIRS — G EafE A iy (gl F R IIEARRD, RENIEK, s F i
S L AN RR, R EIFARAMETER (B, WERORANE BRKSE R, B R
I R TR, OF B AIRE, X e A AR BRI N 27 D R ke FEESR
XA
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