FEAF FREHFEXAATETEANTHTEZFENR

AR E R TET £ EE R W
A4 Petra Ahrweiler # fit

ABRRE A T EER AR Ftb AT R0 TARF 2 AT TR0 2% % (Agent
Based Computational Economics, ACE) B 88 4 8% & ILALIE 55 2 YLIL K 69 4K &, J2 37 AL A AR A
FIZWER ., AINBT ACE A AMAERFILR T IUA ZAG AT S MBI (SR A
LA iR R E I A A B A AR R B ) P R4 R O B R S R L E AL
(RBA BRI AATORHT R AFEREGT L) ZAEBSHAFREFTREL ZR  HSHT
ACE# m Rl %5 X kAH,

EEFE AT IR EZFE AH L

_\gl_—ﬁl-_

20 22 4) . B b ) 28 U5 24 5K R AR R T8 LB AR C 2 0% i J B8 ) vp S5 38 10 B8 7 B9 AR &% L A BB a2 2R
PR SRR AR B G R T A AR T L O ELRE A 2 SRR LT EARSE P A B
WAV FBE T . DLABDICR G107 B8 o B A . 45 G AL 28 0% 2 L 5 Ak 2 B A5 SRR T 1 — R 9 G A
i K AR K B BF ST (ML B SR 41 $5 Perez, 1983 ; Freeman & Soete, 1997 ; Freeman & Louca,2001;Perez,
2002) , — M K R BT BEAK 4 3 L (Neo-Schumpeterian) 87 BE 1 RF 32 AR KRN & JE T AE AR 5 09 A1) 3 BRIS . BF
Jon e AR A 3 BT AR AR S8 A Y A3 AT O v S SRR 5 AR 2 T A AR DR GBS KL TE A, 2009
TRIREL,2012) o HE PN 28 180 i B BT 15 i BE 18T 55 AN [a) 4000, T 50 o i R A8 S S 4 ) ol B2 22 HE S BOR R
HEZ) 2% A S 3 . B RE DR 3 SCIRT R BRI S U5 L BT o 72 55 A = 55 T 9 1R 4 438 A T I o A Aaf
BB BRESE . 1995) , HLARALHE G000 )2 T 09 Ak CHUAAD) B8 L A 00 )2 T A9 77 Ml 0 i DL A% 2 00 )2 1T T 1) 5 X 8
Ur Y52 (Castellaci et al, 2005) . AT E i, BT E 2 JC 18 2 78 WO o WL J2& 222 00 )= T B AT T# AN 02 %
SEMR MRS R MR AEAE T A AR 0 OC R I 2, I 38 i — 2 19 58 T A0 D) 8K 21 28 B i e b & .

BT BE AR ARE 32 LAY B9 3 R B AR B 32 U 48 U o 0 T 0% T A AL R A A A SR B T vk AR A
TEAR K BRI BRAPE . 8 56 B BE Ry 3 SCOm I 17 b 2 rb A A 18] 1) B 2l 2 0 e 7 52 B A DG B 1k R 3% 1T 6 0
B0 A5 AU D) 250 %8 A 5 X6 G e AT Sy 1 AT AR 8 A A8 52 DA HE 1 Ak CX IO L X B8 0, 2003) 3k SR i A 114
G T WG G 22 M AH BAE B3 4 AR A R 25 SR A 4 T L IR A A T SR AR A — W T M . R B
A AN R 3 SCRIF I 09 A% 0 SR IOWL RN B A7 A A e A1 1 28 5% 22 4 vb WL 2 T 108 7 Ml e 5 2 WL )2 T 1Y) 48 B i 4 i
F R A AT X OWAT A HEAT T O BE AL DR I S A AR 2 W 2 U I 4 i = SOV R Rl R Y R L R
53 M BUR AT F AR A7 K 28 T 3 10 52 e AL 2 [ S8 BRI BOUR A F 20 R Ry 2 U E R RN R 2 — 1 &2
UL B 1 R AR M BB ) A RO Y pe S 8 il A (Zhang & Vorobeychik,2016) 3 & 35 9 2 B¢ 24 48
FHAES 2 T3 1 B 5 1) R LA 3 1) 465 B4 o

BEXT JE AL O VA BRI TSRO LR B i G 2R KRBT T AR TS & U 2 (Agent-
Based Computational Economics, ACE) & H 52 52445 G M EH B R Z — B R F 2R E R (Agent-

¥ FAERARXHEIKRFEHEFIR, SRS .430070, & F ¢854 ; lilveheng@ 126. com; Petra Ahrweiler, B 31 3% K 4] #7 ¢
R GEE) ;AL IR TIHRAE LIRS, BRFBELFRANLKREL. X TAHA.
— 137 —



%ﬁé‘“.g 2017 &£ 7 H

Based Modelling. ABM) 57 2077 1 . £ 37 2 45 rh O > b 1 5 2 9000 LA 468 48128 5 130 B M R SE 6157 B
GRS T AR A . M B R T  Axtell(2000) B 8 ) ACE B K 15 A 92 Bk % 2 — M
Ay ABM AES U T4 0 2 5 M DR IR 55 O 15 2 M IR 1 A G . TT 8 R e MM R B I R e
THIREE, 5% fi ACE (9B A8 S % Tesfatsion(2002) k% ACE 1 3 {4 ( Agent) 2 il ) T H1 /] J2 3 2
VRS B A1 . 2V VBB A 0 ST S AR 0 PR R R R B ) X R VR B o A
3o 1 7 ) 7 W P2 45 T 2 X, Farmer & Foley(2009) B 38t ABM S i W W 5¢ 5 7 26 05 2 50 19
AR . Dosi et al(2010) (1 T 3 P 45811 40 B7 HE 0065 14 S 9L I8 07 B3 5 M 0 45 B0 0 17 7 4
B UG 1 7 W28 P 520 5 BOSREXF 2808 OB o S VAT 25 ALK 7 8 39 80 o 08 A 3
EWLF A ACE A LT LA 55—  ACE i DU OIS T 19 30 15 % 028 0% B0 4 006 3 ok . M BHOn )
WA 288 R GCHEAT 0T SRR . 55— ACE A 8 % e B 2% 75 5L BCA K508 o 4 4 5 09 7 5% 110 i A0 9
5 % R 5 B (Pyka . Fagiolo, 2007), 4=, ACE ¥ A8 45 11 UL b 5 Wt 0 45 bl 8 75 k% 2 W0 2
L AH

L AT ACE X5 2 2 OB IE vk i 50 T B 0 #h AR A R J 2 0 2 B S 0 2t 15
i, A ACE 5395 A6 0 2 ST M350 2 W28 B 5 SO0 B S 06 S 10 A 05 B 32 4 Ay 0 ) 15 2
SLOE T A SR IR CLIE T ORISR . % T U A SO A 2 ACE 9 3 A LA HE 0 J% 1 R 5290
-t R BRI T SCH AR AR ST S T B TR B ACE f % T AT 07220t — s 0 T ) 28 0 2
AR A BRE R  # X ACE KPR RS 7 e 1 56

“ACEEAXAMIBIEREBTETES

(—)ACE M E ARBEZHESR

LA TERGEADAR., BFEBERNET ARGk HEARIT R ERE &0 Rk
AAT R LN B Al b R FAT A B O DG 8 T AR i A R E DG R L — DA B AL R gL T A B —
MBI AT R . FIMA VT @A 0 A B B2 5 B0 H RN X E B O T A B A 0 24 T 4G
SR TR BT I T B AR AT S AT 22 05 T Y 20 RO R AL L T B0V 20 05 AU I i R D R 6% A S B v 0 PR
ANif . ABM 33 58T 4 B g Y AR 1k R A U b R (n) PR AL T — AT AR AR B R X ST E AT T A M A 1Y
HEAE R R BB S 0 o MR HA T Oy AR (8] Y B 8l DA SR B X AT o AR RO, T R ALY (Agent-based
modeD) L FE = FEAH IC X : FIK (Agent) \FREE (Environment) .47 4 31 ] (Behavioral rules) ,

FAIE ABM T R Ge b SO AT N MBS AT 30 . AN [R] T A A AR A ol S AR R R e 4 B I U
i e KACE B T EARBIR ) agent TIN5 T FLACH B (9470 EK . Maes(1995) 1N B EPERY agents
JE R TR BV H bR A E e sh A B b F [ BT3B R 4. Wooldrige & Jennings(1995) 2
1 agent i iZ BA B £ M (autonomy) £k (social ability) . 5 i P4 (reactivity) 5 FE 314 (pro-activeness) ,
Hrh B EMRR agent RZAMB T A F G HAT I 4t 2P 3R IR agent GEHEAH B 28 It » L i 7 R/ agent
A DL PR EE 00 A5 fh A B AR, 32 B M R OR agent ARE — E 19 H AR 11 T R BUIT 3. Wooldrige & Jennings
(1995) X} agent f§CHH B HE & A BEBE AT N 22 38 Br )32 k). bR XA VF 2 % & X agent B N iE4T T %b
76 Je 5E 3%, U Franklin & Graesser(1996) A4 A EME ) agent 7 F 3855 2 v, Bl 2 B8] (1) 8 it 95 8 2R 855
eI AT BN, DL 2 B TR 3F 5% ma X oK ok B9 . Gilbert (2007) MPKE agent $ iR Sy H A7 %85 J1 (percep-
tion) .47 11 (performance) . 1242 57 (memory) . % B& P4 (policy) B4, B agent fEME 2w 31 45, 1 IR — B
R AT 15 3 JFRe g il sk HOR S 5473h . £ — D0 BB Z v, v LA AN A 28 00 19 44 (B AE M 3 agent
B 0 1 120KF 3 S RV 25 EAE N R RO P R T A A

W3 Cenvironment) A] LLIN Ry J& FARAT B 12 B 37 o AL 46 2 0% AL & CHB IR B 4 . BRI &, HoA)
PIAAY A 5 AR 4R A4 5 (4 16 sl 2 18] CUn = A8 3@ A 7 ) T DU H B @ PRI 5 3R & A 58 B Cn“ iR iz 24
FEAL”S) 3R 0] LRI e A R v X R AT S8 1 F 43 M CAn“ET Farol W AE#ERL”Y) . W& H R & e, s HE (5
& %: (Geography Information System, GIS) th 8 i ] F £ = R4 AY , Ho o] LU 1 42 3 B 52t 35 00 1 B34
5 AR HE HAG M T7 . #E Beer(1995) 2K, AR RN ISR I % BEAR D #E G 0 sh B R G BN AH B AE
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PSS BT FRAT g 35 22 0] A 38 N 1 T DA S ok 2 SRR A 32 MR R B R G 1 Tl 8 FE R R AE . Gouaich & Mi-
chel(2O0S) WA MG TE L FAA R G h g B % O AER] AR B R AMEAL R IT Z P A G 1E. Gilbert
(2007) NN IREE Ry TR Z 18] A9 28 B4R 1 30 38, HmT DAL G 2 0 sh i W i, Gn % 1 i e A5 4 L B TR
P74 RS FAR—FERe e BEAT IO HUH BB 08 WD 3 R I IS A it AR OC Y A2 ELAE R (R I s A S S
b, BARIAEE R S AR T AH A D) BRI I T B . LS A SIS R B R A AR 114 IX 1) R A A X A
MBE b AB R TBLARL R AL . B BT T R B AL R () IR AR XS LR —  H B R S IRE Z A A 58 BRI 2

TR AT g 0 A 45 F A B 8 Sl LA RO [R] 32 A 2 ) i A AR e AR B AT o AR
HoB FE M ERZ R 0 52 BRI A 2k . ERMAT A 2 S 3 S A eh GO0 A8 L RN A T
B A BRI R G M. Wooldridge et al(2000) $¢ 1 AR B2 EAAR LM Gaia J5 ik, H AR & =4
TR FARBEAY (Agent Model) | IR 55 1 51 (Services Model) (AR (Acquaintance Model) , Hwp, 3= R 45
RYZ F R 8 SO [R] AR 9 28 3 i 55 55 80 02 FH R U 20K AR 60 0T 75 1 R IR 5% » AR B — A7 B 0T i —
AR 55 HLAb 2500 5 MR 55 (0 A it R R R RIS AR AR TR A DU P R S SN TR) 2R A 4K 22 ) 1) i
B B B kA A B Tl it R G B4 . Gilbert & Terna(2000) ¥ % T “ R 55 — AL — F 4K &
% (Environment-Rules-Agents Scheme) , ¥ 35 | 35 0 KA S E0 6 PR 37 76 A ] 0 ME 288 )2 4 » e 08 = ki 1 2R
AT A B A AT DA AR SRS . Garcia(2005) TA A 320K 1 F 0 35 11 75 28 58 T 30 A B (R 5 M 48 9 4K
I AB A T 5 J AR ) 7 g A A

BT FR=AEARITR M E ABM 1 — et B2 40T 15 56, W8S 5 5% B S 5 e 08 SO0 A 1A K AT
HALFENREAL AR A B AT 30 R Z T 52 B AR A B BIRAS JE E DL A BT A 1 PR B g HE 2
HOC R IFHEAT IS S SRR & VB 2008) o ARG X L HEAT $ R IF G AR, L B S 5 R 40 40 X A5 7R e
FARAY | ARG RORAS L F AT S B0 AN A BRI PR AT AR . T L R A S B BOR SE
6 MR AT g R 52 U0 B R A ST

2. BRI F BOR B Seae . YR BT S8 IR R R W B AT A% 5 (verification) (A HfE Ccalibra-
tion) 5 45 iF (validation) DL A5 3E 5 AU ) 1E 8 14 (validity) Fil-& B (legitimacy) . £ 58 B4 BY 45 72 149 977 4R Oy
B ARAE — SRR P b IR 55 i B TG 1% 3B A 3K I A S X AR A AT R S DA A e AR B . Gilbert (2007) 4
HH AT DA AR A AR ST At 25 2R O 4 L L R n 356 W 5 9 3 56 LA P B Tk LA P 2 R S L B
(B 3 55 Jy R X SR AT AL L . o T A A R S BB R R R T I B RN v . T E A g5 R 4R
8 2 K AR e 38 AT 1 o ) 7 o 0 0 s DAL A 2D TR TE R L SR B DR MR R AR S R Y L
CHRARL LR TR K TR0 S BOR B AR R B e /MEL UG A D 2 R A A B X R T 2 b T LI LA A R
R R AR R SR OO0 A0 S AR 1 A DG 285 DA T B AR Y 5 S 0 S 11— B L /M 0 LA SR S B SR
P2 19 2% 9] (Xiang et al,2005;]Janssen & Baggio,2016) ,ffi Hik B e F TR H AR RS B9IRE . Venkatra-
manan et al(2017) A5 7RAL i 825 Ry P51 2 B50E 1 DA a0 A e 8 SO0 000 1 5 F el 2 o 6 ™ ) P ke 30 A 75
Je M RE AU B S R R SE . Gilbert(2007) K ABM Y 56 41E A0 375 R M AG 56 55 %) Lo 52 UE B8 P AT
. Windrum et al(2007) 7R 5¢ 1 & P B0E o B4 L O B2 0L B0 42 1B INF B 301 52 e e i 1 39 Tk 1) K0
P AL, [6] B 4 7R 30 2 A AT R S B BAT S5 L. Anand et al(2016) W) D3k 78 B £ 3 B 1 A AU
3 UE I ABM 1 35 A3 45 HER IS GIE (AR B0 1E) i BRI UE 5 RAEWIUE. (8 — A2 F 2 RIFR
TR T 3 DX 53 AU 5 B TR AR SR I A v R Al P 0 3 S SO R A Y 1Y 2 BOHE AT ) T A A e
% J3 Zhis A7 . 0 Bk R AER A AT — B ) J5 X 0 B4 R 5 Bt A XTI .

(Z)IACEfFEFEAERIER

Hai & F RS E 3 6 845 NetLogo,Swarm, Mason, RePast 45, NetLogo B & i1 26 [H /g
UK T 1999 AE g7 L B B MIT AR 3E0F 58 & % Ot A7 JF & . B 5 T35 48 H gt #E 4T Java ¥ i€ (Sklar,
2007), Swarm i ZIEIEWF I IF A HHEAT R G805 B0 FEA B0 J2 e BE 7 (Swarm) , Bl — /N5 1 244
FFvTR) s SRR J2 AL AR AT DA 5 A B B A ik B 454 (Mlinar et al,1996) . Mason & §id 2 B {4+
PR BF & 5 AT e T HRAL ] Java 18 5 ga 5 HRR I 50O B B0 Gy 3R 800 O 19 £ . B AR iR M 2
KSR T 8 Atk 2090 S 37 (Luke et al, 2001), RePast I h 2 A1 K 2% 4 2B 2 150
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WFIE A A, AR AL T — NI B AT L R S R B 0 AR B A T 2R AT A B Y 1 3RS
(Collier,2001),

WZWRE AR Z 07 8F & 3617 T % (Robertson, 2005; Railsback et al, 2006; Castle &
Crooks,2006; Gilbert,2007; Nikolai & Madey,2009; Kravari & Bassiliades,2015), 44 % & . NetLogo
HA LA by Y R A AT LLEAT 3D AT AR S5 0 s (H R REZE A 10 o 52 % A AR, 38 ] T e XL 2
PR EL Bl | A% BREE RO AC Y i) LU TAE 2 5 A ARRR S AT R L HE S TR A AR BRI PR AR AU . Swarm
RE A% i (it 56 B i T 2L A TE M AL & Al 5 R I Bt aa i BDE #2005 ARy i L RE 8 A A PR
BRYGE AN EEAR T 4% H A2 BRS04 55 Bh AL /D 3 FH T 2 4% B0 L RR A 35 4 b 1 FH T B 9K 8 U5 A
35 Rherf FUAF U . Mason #4732 17 3 R AGDCH L REAE HI T3 % 48 (B B8 &2 J% I IR] AR g e A, {5
SCPE 3 e — R i A ] TR IE AL e S A e N TR BB ) I A B ) A8 % AR R 2 55 0. RePast
IR KB E J2 BB R 1 1 SCA5 I S5 it b A L 2R G0 2 BE T A 36 S ) R L (B 7 3 0 BT A 6 B Y ik
S [R5 A B i S AR KT 35 T T RS B R G A W A S R S U, AR S A AN R
WL K DU A 23 ACE {5 5P 5 0 Re U SGE T U BEAT T, IR 1. SR 5, Bk & A7 &5 BB R AL
fitf T 7E 43 BT AN ] 14 28 5% 2 (0] R N 28 BRI & T IZ i H .

&1 ACEfA-F &

26 B S
NetLogo | fif 152 3D ol it 38 A [ A TR R
o gk H L L 2 g7k A S 1 A A Ak 2B 3| fh B
G| R TS AL R | B A A SRR |
% GIS o
AT B T A 0 \ YL JebE TR ) e By 2
Mas A A K P —
ason EH SO 2t — BT R
KT R B R o
RePast | SHEAM GIS B4 MRRAY ZRGE B o e =0 it 29Fse s

Gl

oA AR ARYE AR K SR

Z B ENAAT ACEHREA

TERT REARRE 32 X BT R 1P 2 R R J2 A7 AR S 2% 28 B — e 3 B0 B 42 DR v/ 22 [ L feff ) =
2% oo IR0 O e DU vl . A LT 3 ACE 5 R B4 00 2 AR S 006 2R 7 SO 1k 32 B LB 5 %
WG LA BT RE D R S A5 3 TIRZIMA B, 78 ACE v, KRR 4210 R G108 & Ur K & iy = B A4, n
BT BT 5. ERZ R 28 B BEAR G M A0 AR 7= 25 L BE A5 AME IR R AR R ERZ AT i &
FARR M2 B N TTHE 78 2 B 52 S 000 AT S 1 BB AL . BRItk ACE RB A% ) 12 0 FH T B RE A8 Ry €5 38 1 7
SAUH IR R PR E2 W A BFSE . INBOULZE B - HmT RUER BB 2 45 b B9 Al L 20 LR A S B 58 6 4L 0 HE
PR A B SR R AT O . DA PO 2 TR L AT LR R % 7l B AE N T 4 BT B O AR R RO G Ak B DR
3 TC A [R) R, R 987 M SEBE BT 1 5 B AR AL . DA U J2 1T A T DA L X3 R T R BB R A B AT .
T 255 1) 255 M DG 3 T B il 2 2 B 1 IO A 0L . A SO o R[] J2 1T RO mp 08 & 72 ) O i 98 A7 40 28 455
H Hy T8 REAR AR 3 SCR MBI 7E B AT 15 2 R 0 R A5 1 2RO R 2 A AT o FARA LGS & TR K BT
DL 98 5 S 24 2K X W IE AR B T 3 T R A A [ R L A AR R

(—)RMEE—4 N HEHH

BRE S F SOAAFE AR 2T KN AER R, kBT RS 3 47 BR QU iy AR LA,
177 4 A B T 049 4 502 0 P T2 A T DA Al R U B A RO B e AR T . R R R A A
PRI A5 S L 0F 45 4 B A oMl 2H 2R T A LA DR 3R A 2 S e Al A BB AR . ACE B8 & X 4l S AH 5G4
LN HEATRESE

Lo Ak (LR A 36 Jo ORE B AT 5. A T B 4 b B A ol 60 SR B g B TR 43 A A L Nissen &
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Levitt(2004) #3713 F 51 ) F1 1) £ A0 L 38 0 IR FE K 2 80k o A A 350, IR AR 48 2 4k 338
T 0 7 24 B B Al 9 IR 3 D) bRt Ak . 38 3 2h D R L AR BB S 7E BRSBTS B AR T2
AT EAT 0 ELS2 6 K nT AL 53 M. Chira et al(2006) 1Ak HL A 5 1 £ B A9 A4 A VR X T 4 oll 9 40 8 R 3 5%
S W AR E T AR A ORI T R M M 2 IR R G B RS BE E R U (R
FRACR LU R TT A GEE Bk, 8 TR E Al ARG B R 45, Grundspenkis (2007) i i 2 32 (A 4E
AR ST T MR A R A AR S R AR A S R L T T A R SR R B R 4L A 18 A
Z ERHEZLAN 5% 2 e MV I R 8 B AR K8 J1 . &Fxd 4k B T 22 8] (9 1R 2L 5247 2, Wang et al
(2009) 7E BB 41 21 90 45 52 i T JRU50 P OC2s B A 18 Sty b 57 T £ R AR AN L BiF 9 45 AR R Rt 5
R TAT S AL T B R,

2. el H R A YRR EAL, AR 5EIN TR E S H SR A B EENE X, Chen &
Chie(2007) {# i ABM BF5¢ T BLH A 7E Al 7= b A8 Hh 1 3 25 4 L &5 S 32 B TH 2 35 45 4 b 30 BB 76 3 7= i ik
THRYBEHACEE 1 1 32 25 o FL[R] B 4 H B H b B IR A Al B o A A 55 0T 22 00 gl M . A A ol XU A T
Wu et al(2010) M Al 5 BA 1) £ 82 4 22 32 1A S A55 19 O 1 0F 5 0 A A0 i XURS: e 3% [ AL, LU 48 T I BA e 5
5L G A NS 1 X 51 I8 v B 3 VR A B g SR R AT T B . G T M B A B X Al BT AR Y
50 , Behdani et al(2010a) fii H ABM B4 T 5815 B0 F 22T Al 76 N () Hb 3867 5 4 A7 B 0% sh 2847 Sy Je e
T X TR B A WL AT T O VAR TR [FAT R X R GE AR BSOS R . A £l W 55 4 3 T I
Cao & Chen(2012) 3T BR B A b B4 7 (14 LB (i F ABM 4387 1 4l W 45 e AL (4 T B 5t P9 5 5 e, A6 7Y
ALHE DU AR Al ™ S ARAT S EREE X Al 1 A R AR i A CRI ST LB S R A i HEAT T 0 By
Br A B R 5 S0 B i 0 B AT — 20 BT ABM 2 T i Al W 55 IR A 20 T B, Al 2578 — 5 210 T
AR S LISR & J& , Ayhan et al(2015) 8 T 3 F 2 32 (A 19 s ol 25 55045 RS AR LR Xof o) 26 oMb A oMb 19 25 Ak o 55 75
RRMEHIEE AL 58 B ARG I FE RGN T80 . MEE AR R IET T 2 8% 50
ARSI B 00 i ol 28 2 G PR 26 L BT X Ak 4183803 J5 1T » Seck & Barjis(2015) A g Al (AL iS5 T
P2 7775 (DEMO) & 56 320 B ] S (9 ME & 38 5 76 85 B0 10 vh S0t 0 A3 A 2635 52 2 A U A o JAt 2 1k
WA ABM #EAT 05 B AT .

(Z) B E— R R4 7=l S BF

JUE AR 1 IR 2 Ak Ty 1 T R SR B 0 4 5 7l A R FL R 22 B 1 AR M DA B AR 7 i ol A
BEMBh A 24 PR R B 2 M L 1T 32 ] ACE X H TP R IT A B T R4 (4 13

L. BE 5 2k Wl AR ACAT T . AR 4 99 2% R g8 LA 52 2 PE 5 N AE 43 BUIR 94 50 Gerdrum et al(2001) 0
PR B ) 25 1 B A5 B AR AE AT BUAS IE OREF P T B A — A3 1 KT {22 2 BB AR 9 o) — 75 oK
9K 2 A 1L R B 0 25 ZR 5, TR R VT 5% 1 T R B0 L A BRI R) 25 S 500 2R e RS2 i, LU AR A6 28 G5 1035 4 D S 1 1
Ko W Ab AR B S H A B A R BE R 5 B 0 Y 4 . Kaihara (2003) 4 14k 0 £ 22 3 (R RSB T R 40T
YR A i 3 PP S DR 0E 52 T AR AR 28 % 2 i 38 A e SR AE 2 m L feff 43 7 i A L e A % U 40 TN R A, X T AL
37 B B B R S B AR TS B A TR, Xue et al(2005) M T 35 T 22 350K 22 45 10 8 SR 17 4 T R AE 22, i
HERE TP NS Z R P ALY AR S N 2 AT — A L B H R T 2 B IRAE L T A S
R AT 471 . Akanle & Zhang(2008) i Fi £ 3= 1AHE 42 DA Ak (36 157 % A1) i & At e — B AsF 1) P9 26 Y I 75 oK
FEZAESR b L (1 4 P A 5 R S kAL P S A H R K T B AT A Bl A 4L A . AR R B R IR
Yk — 2B A Ak DL R ok i BE S5 4 . T X 4R R P A7 AE (9 KU  Zarandi et al(2008) fii B ABM fiff 5%
T AE DR PR 48 T AR R A B P AR MEALRE (bullwhip effect) o 78 AU B ] 3 50 ASE 780 rb 28 o 7 3 4 2 vk A e 1)
BRI RN AA - [F) I8 00 S 13 A5 48 o 28 000 245 25 PR 45 S AP . Giannakis & Louis (2011) 3\ A {16 i 5% 1) &2 2%
P A7 T 75 2R R R 9 T ) [0 A DB 2 52 o 46 1 % 45k 1) B B PR R S IR T B XU R 1 &2
FAAABE Y A5 v S SE R P 2 20 A8 0 0 Sk nT DA AR R A 1 R AT 8 R X B R AR S LAk
ZINAE R i A R 5 B T I KU o T IR R A OO S B 8 0 1 A O s I Sy I i A A A —
MERGYORHESE . BT X 7 B A G Al i PR SR A AE B 2% 1 28 BAE . Behdani et al (2010b) #4 # 1 # l
MR 5 2 B ARBIR T BT AR 200 T Ak M Gk BERL T T 00T B AN S AR i A ELAE L O R Ak 2
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77 A R R AT T SE MR AT, 45 A I s B AL T LR ke 1R A e A 1 B b S AR G B IK B N KR

2. A EB R G IRACHT R . B REAR R 32 SOXT I DX A AR AR 2 2 (AL BRI L7l BE AL R G 1 (Asheim
et al,2006), Zhang(2003) & H T —A~BA B 2 X1 “Nelson-Winter”#5 7l F DU 57 36 B REA 72\ £ R0
TE 1 JHE 5 1 7 M B A )RR AU A SRS P SR A T 2 FE AR AR X A A T v B U R O AT
D5 ELAFTE o 7 ol DX i T S o M Ak Y 6 1 B AR AR 7 R G IR N AR BB AN TR 9 4 2547 . Boero et al
(2000 {37 1 22 EMRAF AR Xl XA A7 24 R0 G R R AT A0, I 1 DL | 3R o B Rt S
O P FPAT o A B A5 W s T ] TR 2347 R 00 77l XAl 7E 28 W A T M BORE N . T
W ZE 7l X P Al (1956 3, Squazzoni & Boero(2002) #4 T 7=l X 22 3= 44 ff ELAR A, il RS [R] (1 * Hb 7 il 135
TR S R IR G R 1) SCAF LA ey 22 30t 2 U0 0 A A TR B, AR A IE A S A kL Al Y B R 3R
MAPESE, N T I XA B I AR A AL, Albino et al(2006) f# ] ABM BF 5% T 4] 2 7k 7=l X A1 387 LA
P a4 J1 SR WoR YR 2% S S B S AR Ge 2 o s B AR A S i 7l X SR B R A 7l X 2% it |
HE” R Bt FLA B SR L U R R B IR S AL G E AL . AN TR M 6 A AR A 23 R A £l TA R L Biggie-
ro & Sevi(200D) & A T 7 b &5 H5 agent M INAVERAE , 6 FH 36 T F2 PR A A A0 e i 7 Al 8L A 77 &R
GEAL AL (CIOPS) H T 58 Al A 77 Mk b 09 R 3 A5 R o i 98 45 2R o B A 7 b (%) 185 K R B A7 = 1) 97 1T 52 T
L6 Z 3800 s A1 >4 3 I A R [R] 608 235 1 RN AR AR I 00 45 0 150 A G 22 5%

(Z)EMEE—REEERIFT RS

B BB URE £ L Freeman(1987) EAF ST H A H AR BUR FNZE 5% S R 4t 1 B 2 008 &R e i & o Al o
AT BUHR A R X AR AHT S 8 0% R G i HE s AR S B . B S, Cooke(1992) Xf [ KX BB R G il A7 1 4
JE AR M DX ) B R G AR, T N 28 S ) 5 b PR A R A HRAE . XU E R A R Al K2R ST
B T TBORE R0 LA AL A 2 % A [R) 35 AR VR DL AT SR % 8 5 9 B0 1007 M 4% &R 45, JF B % 1K B 8k
55 M B2 (8] (1 5C I . ACE NAXBE S #1 5% b AR 2 28 5 LA DL 50 5 7 by B PR 58, X6 0 1l R 1) 7 IR AR i A
WFFE o [F) I R 5 5 AH 5GBSR 728 it 7 BURT S92 il SR T 8 98 H X 28 B8 % G i 52 ) Sy DX 0 1 2 Q08 &R G2 /Y
Ph IS AT S A BB KAl

L &3 & #Ar R, 5T ACE X H SRR B 0y ] L4 1E , A IR 2= B % T 5 A TR K & IX
B BARY L, AEAR M B AR IR, Berger (2001 FH 2 1) 3 A Ml DX 380 1% S UE KR s el vy 1 5 T A5 Wl 1y £ 4K
JCHE H S HLERE I B B AT X 25 B AR S 29 o 5 A, AT LA g e 28 6 R AR 5 WL B TR A7 22 0 L 45
7R ABM AT LS Bl O g b B A A8 5 IR A A B . FE RS R UK Schwarz & Ernst(2009) L) 78 [
T S L Sty 3 DX Sl A AR PR B AR A T T AR R K B IR A BT YOS . R b R K E AR
e P45 52 B W oy A7 L 7 T B 7 o e SRR OU) AR Al R A () A AR AT A B R SR B A i
BT OK B AR WA B, 7ERE IR AR S . Faber et al(2010) £ % i 22 8 5 #8156 72 K 15 % G2 %
BRI HOR Z [B] Y 38 A T 2 ARV Y TR EOR I B, VR B AR T R R HOR S BRI
Xt BT AT A AE S BRI AN A% X B B R A B A B B . McCoy & Lyons(2014) fiff Ff 3 7 3 {4 (4 4]
BT (AR A ] TSP Bl AR A 2 I 22 SR E A A PR 0 . DA A $is i Ok T A I ng AR 1 S S
PR AR I AR T 455 B BIF 50 45 R 3R L B 5 R IRUAT Bl A0 BE AR X B R B UK P = G H B, Palmer et al
(2015) &3t 1T ABM I TAF 58 6K 5 Ge7E 2 K F) 19 4 HIC O » A0 ALK 38 5% SO L A58 52 e L 22 e A DL K
AR Z 6] 0 32 BAE AR R 520 KL 3R L DL 2006 — 2011 4F [] (% 52 bR 5040 %o 455 280 E 47 4 o o 07 R 45 R SR . 7258 1
RO 7 B Z )5 ERADLIR L2 R C & 190 ih P KB Be

2. QIH K F AT AAR . REB AT HUORT L 2 ACE X T RR AT FHR F B —KIEH. fEh
I b fd ] ABM X6 5 4588 R E I 58 Y 2 35, Gilbert et al(2001) #2371 /] DL T BUR 5 B/ F1IR 30 )
BB M 2% 2 F AR AL (SKIN model) , A i A AQ SR Al L BOR ) 5 #5098 S 36 % 55 4> BRI A —
ZHHTRSEE T Kene” F Ok 278 AN [R) 45 AR 4005 . %ol 43 T 8 $ AR KO 5 38 3 4 58 1 AR A A 2 AF R Ge 0T 1 45
KL PR U ” (Innovation Hypothesis) . KA LI A 3 & J& 805 DL K 5 25 A0 45 & = Fh Q187 5K w , Of
HR A5 BF 4 A7 3 7K T 5 A8 L 1 10 S5 > ke e L A 7 4 U A0 sl 7R B KT L R AE B ALY T 3 b AS BTk
75 SR 7 SR AR BIHT 0 B L S 6 SR R L IR AL B A5 5 i AA N T LR AR B R 5 A W BOR W S A8 I 25 1Y
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EMERRE . LA SKIN model SHFEAi, Paier et al(2017) LA B M ) A= W 42 R BB R 58 o8 % 4, = F 3 8
WG A A . O[] T DL RIEE 2 s RUR I 1% 58 07 5 A28 1 F 2 W) 85080 1T DA) B Ak 5 RS e AR Y L 2 T Ry
FEAT M F I BE BRI A3 TR TR BT Bl R A 38R . Gagliardi et al(2014) I DL ROR R ¢ T Puglia &b b
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MW HC &R s I . 56 E RN ABM 8 [ K 2 5% R 40 L BURTE 51 E %, 1996 4, Sandia [
S as (Sandia National Laboratories) @57 7 ASPEN #8, Hyk ) W H TEEE XL IR0 BE N
Hod W (Basu et al, 1998) . RRYH o [F) AR F A0 ABM X [ 52 K R B 2% 1 ) S5 47 B0 4 EURACE i % 1]
BEXT BROUN 28 T R 3 kAT 22 AR5 B3 O R 45 AR OC 3 4 A O A R AL H (Deissenberg et al, 2008)
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REAS A TR BRI 7= o B R 22 80 2 LLBIR T 3l 2 0% & J ) 44 3K ARk BUN O 1 S 98 & B 1 mak ol
WL, BB QU B RS2 A E AL E . 2010 45, & /R 22 WO K B SE R 9 B g 00 5 “ & BB & 35F
1818 B3 45 &7 (Innovation Policy Simulation for the Smart Economy, IPSE) 1F & & 3, i T H 3= 2 [ [
B - H 3 44 B ERAE AR K2 (University College Dublin) 23k, 3 H DL Gilbert et al(2001) 57 f) SKIN model
A G LB T AL Ak (Start-ups) .42k K (Entrepreneurs) . BHE 4 (S& T Intermediaries) % 0% ,
Pl IR 2% [ R AR W 45 7 B A . %0 B B T2 IR 22 B R LAl HEORBESE L R R AR B S EUE  RE
Xt B 7R 2% [ AR R Gk AT 05 BT AL S KA E SR AT AR L N A 9 S SR AT AT 1 R&D & g
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EHRE AL TN TR S E RN L RE . JUHEMNEE M ASPEN B ) EURACE, Z /K £ 11
IPSE 45 [ 5% 9 R B 1 I0 H /Y 4 1 FF B v LA L ACE B4l ad T 4 & 56 1E By Bt (Dawid et al,2014), 1E
TEA NS AT . ACE A& ke i F %) 35 2240050 % e Ji b 35024 B8 5 B0 50 RBIHE AR &5 A 6 X 8 e 5%
22 THI P BB SR R AT TS S s DT Sy IR A R DR SR AR

AL 5 PRERIEA7 . Bl ACE WAFFEF 2 MRt B2 Ak . IF 2T N2 H & % T X ACE KRt
. Gencer & Ozel(2012)# 1 ACE (i — 2 & e 5 BT 5 Rl 22 408 5 4 3F 22 U & K& VI &
P 3k & B 7 1] 2 803 agent 28 BB AR LR . Kligl & Bazzan(2012) 3\ 1 H 48 3 — b 64T 2 BR 0
BB Z2 PR B L T 8 K A B S 40 5 B A S ] Bl S 1 )7 ECASE 7R, i G ] L F BE 24 1 L ASE TR 14 6 i LA B
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(] B b A7)t A B2 BB A5 i 2 — S DN E A 2B B3 45 S 0 i 05 B XL (i ABM FE i T AR B ifE . Tes-
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LA A F AR @A ] T #2520 (social influence) 852 R AE&0 (peer effects) ZEME & B &XHT T
AR B 5 T 7 A 52 e A — 2 5 o (H H Bl = T 0 ) B8 B (Xiong et al, 2016) , [a] I M BROUE 3 22 WL J2 T 44
23 W TE A [R) 26 T 37 vb 1 26 B0 (75 T ABE 5 (Kiesling, 2012) . ELAKR S G157 K 57 B 40 4 45 e, ik T 44
RS R 5 B T TR S b 2 ) BT 5 5 SR 1 4R T AR T R BT 15 95 3 I T 39 e 1 7l B g T A AR
17 5% o 2 0 XA B 5 S (Dawid . 20065 Dawid et al,2014) . %54 ik &2 % 1 WLA% . A& S ik %y ACE
AN BT R R B Bl A NS IS . 5 B W ST ABM NI T Al i B4 T A
A IR AR AE RN DA ARG 3R 45 A B4 i ) 3 00 P RS B M A5 A0 BCAT O B IR A
) 1 iR A7 A 32 W T R SR MR AT LB o U O LR B A A XA AT Ry AT AL (LR i AT B
F A AR R 0 TR 200 28 A2 ) WL S Ak K40 110 SR L R O A AT A R KA 2 KU (Bello-
Orgaz et al,2016) W48 E 5 .
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BERL“ M E” 5 5 47 1 B B P R AU JE L 1 22 [ N B F 5 38 152 B 7 felf P RS R A R AL 5 I 42 B B e ST
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G 5 R G BOSR 2 E FI0 AR SR AR U © . 3 B R 22 )RR S B KA LR I 2 R A U A ST LR I
58 SUAIF 5 AT BA 75 40 R B 4 e A AL () R E A L 845 ACE BE % 57 B S b S B3 52 2R 5 LA X A SC LA L3
FIHRAERL A AT AT Y 3R BUR 2L
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