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WEH ORI R AT v X BB R — A TR ——H BRI, ASAEAE D 2 A SR U5 B0 E 1)
Amartya Sen X« FEYE” 45 RIS &« FE0fE PRI OL R, BPEAT N A R R E M e . B
g YA PN FE R — B0, BREAT A Z0AF G — R, RIS B T AN [R]85 & Fboide 55 5 LA — AT 6 il 70 1Y
A 2 1 77 A BB CGE S B R N R GF x by B2 mirel y 5 x TZER) . 28 ZF007 2 2 OB
3K B £ R i RHEWT R R IR

VA EsE XAEIARE B 2 (BRI A8 ok R ep) W s 2 G 25 s N R A A . AR
I AW AE v I R FE BRI S EOR Y - e A e B B PS5 NRY SRR SS D0 R, mU A e fE A
EEH(MEER — X AT A BT ) (1959) 2 H R 51 SR A 58 1l 5 38 S AR N 1 38 oy 8 L
BT TR BURBRAE I AR S BE o A 2R A ) (1947) rhog k. Bl B B 2k R B itk
FEILPR LA BN T S 5E 3 R E, mOEIARTE 7 25 2 1) .

TEIXFERI SR b, ERMATERATVES TR R 2RI R RS 2. e E w 77—
AN SEBRME R EL v, WIERAT ) a 3 HILASE] wi FIER N pis 73D b AE AN E wi IRER N g, 84 243
BN HNFAFI PR SR R a AT A LS b 173).

xipiU( Wi )> Z:iC]iU(Wi )

1E40 S. Hargreaves — Heap X 22 5F A B9 € SCHT Ut ) —#F, A28 35 38 L8 58 8 LU w0 47 O B 47
A H CAREF AT A X B L 2 = A2 (1) B M (reflexivity ) : X TAEE x €X, fF7E x<<x.
(2) 576 %V (completeness) : X TAEE x. y €X, A x=y 8L x<<y, WAZEG[RI BAz, BIYVH 98 BAT 56 4
[ H T 58 0 AR PR Lk HE . (3) A& 1 (transitivity ) . X TAEE x, y, z€X, W x=y, y=2, 4 x
=z, B e B B B — 8. 55 AMR I ok RIEAFAE =28 BEAATETE R LF X R =AW
(1)FEZEME; (2) A% B s (3) 4% k.

H 2, RO BRE u AR B ME LA E ). FLIE R G R . (1) RO AR B A4 A AN o] o 544 AN T
DR (A RTRE € 3 ) 5 (2) 28R Bl A5 i (BRI b 5 4% A8 A7 A2 A PR 45 (3 ) . IX 1B 2 P i & 3¢
(T B2 355 57 B A R BB iy & 5 o S e AR R A T ) I L [R) e R 2 (e .

AT RETE BRI S R L

(—) WL - e

I — 1S5 R A AT RE M R IRAT AN AL F TG S5 . a0, 78— IRFAR A 5k 2% I AR
e RETE ? fHamEfl e B2 W52 B3 2 fEAR 23— AN 7 IR XA 7 s A2
IR 7 3K i) R [ AR A B A A R W ) R

FEFRAEZE 5F 5 S5 B BL TR MRS A T2 5 T Gt PR A MR, I ELAE RN B ) S5 I8, FRATTAS W FH DL
-3 #E | (Bayes” rule) 12 1E B ) TN HE 2 DL 2 323 Sk fn . AR, DU 307 94 DU AN AT 66 4 7 b 1 18 22
Grer A, RN T BV 2 R 2O A FPE ). it DU A% 1 5K 5 A7 i 40 ik 22 M6k J R A 1
PPl Z (B AH B B . AE R 208 N iz F PART 945 8 25l E B R o WL 52 21 1 4, X AR 2
77 B (2 — AT B B8] 7 Bl b — A ke A R A KRN, R — 5 R LA AR
IXAEEE SN DR R 209 R A7 B ) . S, =500 A R R0 R e e R o PR R B R R 2R I
IR B, SRR AR VF 2 A A — 28 5 R AT s liti s T 20 &% (W Babeock &
Loewenstein, 1997). FEE77 1, DU 30000 b, 45 2 2008 B0 7 2 o o8 B E R, {H2, T ik
KA BE SAE N A2 R 5 B £ s, BT UG 208 (order effect ) £E 1042 2 AE &5 5 ik 1), X AE 0
H 27 v U 5T RN (recent effect) . 45141, Miller A1 Campbell F-7E 1959 4F 5ft il ik 4 485 35 i w5 R 1) 0
A, FFEE R LHAS [F] BN CAAS [R] 7 2B 33 - (1) Bel s — 35015 8., 78— 8 S 7 B H e A5 B F L B
LR T 5 (2) B 132 56 A S 8 S5 7E — J8 UG PR LAl A A8 H 0 . At A7 Doe ot O ¢ B, A& A B T BT 1)
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ST RN Ja BT TR S A RON (primacy effects) . S NRUN A& T3 O IZ 2 76 v o AN T i

HEIEH)”, X Fcis. B, Asch 78 1946 FExt it 17— AR50, b AJE T — AN 5 5T 38 K

Wk — AN NIERR . Ferh 25 € — B 00 NIRFEIAR 2 . gk i [ Bk 51 oh 30 L B %l BE B, 5 — 2 NI A

Sz BB VDS bl Bk S IE k. ah SRR RS SE B 5 i A B 1] 25 i T ) 4R bL S T ) B
s NATTITEN B . I 280 A (5 5. 1R 506 S M 2 ok 23 1% 54 B

WHIO X D et 1 515 W 1) 5 K L] (heuristic mechanism ), 1AL 5 S5 A Ji7 1) 51
U b, AT VRS FE R S A 5 A R 2 1 A 2 Mac 12 h TR 1 R SR X R ok
) —F AT W . X FhaT 754 J2 )5 & 38 (availability heuristic) 2333 — 517 RVF 2 K5 Bk ) L.
o —AN e 9 5 1 5 5% (hindsight) s BEAAT TS 9 — B0t ik 25 1 o SRABL T & K < ik 01 A58 AT 0
H MRS R B B 5. B, 1987 45 10 A, ZEE T HIC B EE M — )5, Shiller i 7 — M7
AR, Al e] 1 AATTOR T LS B P A Tl A (1) R 24 R B N 2 7R A4 I & A2 B g 2 AATT ) [B] 25 4
NBEAHAA T AR F G w587 WA SR IR G INFAE 29. 2 YA ANF 28 Y HL A R 2
JECRNE 17 SN IR AP A TN BB FE RS, BER AR A IR A 2 AN
i, A2 2« B R B —7 I, AATDE & R I B R B e We 2 (2) an S [B1 2 &1 ”, Shiller L&
Vi) 2 JAR] I ) 2 45 FK 2 B0 AR B[R] 2 2 B < N LV IR < I SR 2R R Bl — i TR 46
25, ARADFER FIER AT REA 2. Kahneman A1 Riepe (1998) A NIX £ 5 EHAN J5 T IR b, — /2 it Bl
N3 BE E 15 (overconfidence ), RAIX 23 B AMTIA AEAT S 1% 2 1R 28 5 B 0 40 3 s — A AE i S i
Wy b, RSN BRI, B R R S M M3 AT JC B 5 HE, R At AT TIA D F 2 5 5 A Ui N 1% R el e
18 B 45 L (BB & rbAT.

N 01 s ) Ol 22 R A T B B IR AR R (curse of knowledge ), B LE4 47 1R 22 4H 5¢ HiR
IR AMEAR GO A D SRR R W 47T 1. 2 4O %2 5K Jean Piaget W\ A HUE 1 H Mk
FETIX M Rm Rl 20, VPR 22 K5 25 A B B AT A ) R 27 AR R T 93 B0 G 22 e il 2R B0 4 A1 3
TR R HE, “ B W0 B AR ZER A X T AR K27 1. B, KL 500 TR 2 N & A i
V27 31 T R RE IR B R ] BR AR, X R RN I B R K<L 7.9

Sy — R s MR BT Y 0 A Y AR K M (representativeness). Kahneman. Slovic fll Tversky
(1982) 45 th, AMITEATE %M T, 2RKE—NFM5 75— A F A 2 18 AL (FCER 1), LA 2 —
NMEMEHE D EYIMHEMZ L. B2 R KR AR Z — 2 5 5 12 (economical
shortcut) . XMHERSTEVEZ FAF, H /NN ENSS J 7 [a) At N A% 38 Wi k2 SR LA~ 1R A 21 ] 1 4 B, {H
SEIXFE A0 BEE AR R . ELTT U, AR I — S A AN AT A 0 7 L 1 480 B 2 Bl R O
PUBFE IS, AITAREHBE XA 22 A Y i A2 15 5 O B 2 5O THE LR 2 AH VTS, AN &P 2 [A] FL 5K
A REMER KN

ARZAE ) 55—~ B U AN 0E 1 (law of small numbers) . NEARREE Ak B 48 TH SR 1) —
T CH B AR GE Tt o0 A 55 R T REREARBME R 70 A . FEAREZA 5F 57 k1 H B R %02 K3
€ (law of large numbers) . 1 VF 2 AN A, QR —MCOE M1 Fi J LS s 30 T, — ¢k HH 305 i £ T
REPEIR K. R AT F0E 5 IR A 1 2 [A) 2 58 M SE i, WY B Ak S i i o ek A — AR . 2l AT
WA — AN Bl 1A% B 252 9 AL 1 65 SR 2 FAURH O 1Y), I8 BT iR I 6 12 R, B R iR MR/ EUE gk AT
B — ARG . AMEEVOYBEIARTT H I 1784 2RI IET, N —RIEA H I &A1 .

VF 22 WX 6 5 R T 70 R I, NATTHE SEBR AR 3 v R s B b fi L7 . A TR 3 J3 & X 4F 28
2R E N — . 2RI SR ) PRI, 47 B9 5 & A Re i 15 H40E IEf R & R, HE R
Wi 7R IEN, F HAE e S FEENE. Bl SIS fA R B SR, £ R
TAEH, Kahneman. Tversky F13 At —8 A% 3, X FhoA R 22 5 FATT A0 A B dF g 4 52 0 s A0
DA 0 S B R ). IX Se AR R AR B R SR R T RATT TS R A KL & T kAT
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IR A . IE4n Kahneman A1 Tversky (1982, p. 494) Fris. « B I 12 25 JIT AR 78 IAH
L AR — v, AHIX R 7 vk CL 2 O T A — AN E 47

H #l. AT NE 52 KA T 52 45 FAE R — A LR R = SRR AL 7 v, 3Kl /& o DL Hii7
#1% (quasi — Bayesian), BMEE AT E A R TE € — RV, B0 & R M BT S h. i 48 FH 0 &) 2
FrRAE R DU ST L] . {5140 Rabin 11 Schrag (1999) H#f 5& Y4 i UL ( confirmation bias ) #5541\ Ay, HSLEAH
AliE A 5 BAHECEIFFNGASNT A 78R N b, A IR 2R A TN B i3T5 %
gnfd. Rabin 852 AT —Fsca B AR 1 25 7K A2 3047 $h 25 10 3 75 B P A il B85 (R 43K
FIvA (4 25 S B b S 2 AH BN 1)), 78 A DL 37 8 B R 0N B Ak /N #E  (law of small
numbers) . A AMTEAR T IX Pz FI7E G il Uk 25 FUVE B SE AR 1V 2 2 NI Ar g5 . o7 i, 78
TG 22 B HA B T () AF SR L 52 52 VF 22 AN IR 25 R 52, B MR AR AN A7 FE AT ART 4038 52 1) B 12
I AR RIS . AR, —AEEE ) LAE R R U AR O B 28 R B 3 1 T R D 2 AN B R A 1R
e — PR A I EE 7. T AT DU 30 5 BEHEMX AN 28 B 50 b — 5 i — M F I BT 40 8

Barberis.Shleifer 1 Vishny (1998 ) K F X # — Fh ik U137 i BE 0775 L R A A i 52 i e
WG B A A (under reacts ) FIFE AN i 2 52 3 (over reacts) . FEARATT YL AL Ao, ffg N & —A
BEMLE . AT AAIFEBEAT e 58 B I ok, AR IS R R AE 5 8 3 1 40 S I B, DT a5 5%
737 ARRFAEASGURE, 10117 38 AT X Fh IR A AT HEWT, AR 46 S 80 BN .. R~
(R 5% 2 AN B IS AR 40 1 552 T 3 1 0 B A2 A R 2 5 SR TR, X 2 I AN A2

55 b R, A — S Y () g 7 ARG R () TR B T RE IR R T — R R, #E
T2 5N A, HE DL 307 5 B AR U R 2 R b 32 DA o B 2520 FH T e PR 4 i RO 7, 9 A B AL
PS40 0 ) — Tl 77 95

(=) ks

Tt )3 A JLFAIN T B AT ERA 5 FE80RHB R R, 05 7 AR 0 1 2 E L 5 78 1 il R
A& O 28 55 S AU B k. HZ, B OB N BF 22 20 AT, el 2 AT AL TF F I X6, prdE
F A B S22 T TP AR A kAR . Rk, XM mEF I 20 B s T AT R A B 5 M £ A B 7 PR B £E R
Z—.
PR ) i 27 BE IR 2 5 K P I E I R AE — i ). i, e e i 2 5 2% mi ook i, #h) i
Ut A2 2N N H BT & K52, SR, 1 2 20 R 80 IE B # e antk. #5140, Knetsch
7£ 1989 4 RIS UE BA AR Bk s (TN 2% i) 2 ™ 52 ) Js T e . WA

fih

Wit 2

Ho I I AP ZE R A, A B NECRIER S (S % H), XOY NEFEE S, WEEA
JERMERELE A 5 A4 b & A2 28 (R B At 2 0T 1m) 00 A UG 1) A, BRI 23 #8 X s, 1A
B Y M. SOER BRI N JE R FLEFEAE B sl A 2t K A B (R B Atk 2> i ) T FE B sSUBEIE 1) 55
BIBEIT 23 $F Y 5. A X AL, Kk, Rabin(1996)iA A, TS 552 5 i 72 2B 520, FT AAE 3 —
BF 1) £t B0 UeAS BB T %05 8] s 9 2% Coy BN HUR T I 2RI 2 G HH IR R
(r B reference, Z% i), TRIMATEIIEAANZ U(C)s MM ZE Ul(r, C).
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A R 1)l 2 2R 12 R s AR g 3 3% 07 K B P AS R SUA R I, & — PR 8. 7625 FhAS [7] 1 38Uih
i N2 BRI B S I AF . (H A2, Fr X e i e 85 I SE s LA -+ 2 B R 9 X (L Slovice,
1995) . 54, JoEHIAE € 200, (framing effects) & BH, SILL N AN B ESFRIAEF e 7 AATE R 1K
SEFR . HE E RS f 48 3L R 451 1 28I A2 M P9 i W) 7 ( Asian disease problem) . 7Ei%n) @, AAT#E
IR i ) 600 AN JE B (1 %2 4% I B R AATAE P R AT 4t 1k 5 ) A 19 A BEAT B9 7 B b i AT ik
(Tversky &.Kahneman, 1981). 7E1E [ FIAEE ik o, AIESS € 1R FFrh b 1T 5 (A) e & Kog
200 N; (B)A 1/3 A RERGE 47 600 N, (B4 2/3 AT BEPE & — N EBASREROE . 76 U (K HE 52 i
R ANATTFECL R 7 R b AT 8. (C) BiE =FET- 400 N; (D)A 2/3 BIATfE 600 N 44612, 1/3
FIATRER — ML, A 5 C XA (R ERAE K2 400 24 147), B 5 D &%) S5 1) (AR 2 2k
AA 173 JLEEAE 200 N), HRZ R P AATHREERE A2 R 2 A il B, D 1 3# C.

AN SR HEEAS ASTEA 1 B G (508 52 208 (anchoring effect) . 28 81 1K) G T4 58 20N 1491 - &
Tversky Al Kahneman £ 1974 442 K (1 . 15056 3= 4457 E2 3R AR [E K AEBEA (B oh fir o5 (0 AL 1 &
teadbArftivh. K0 B2 100, FrCASERr b R BRGS0 70 7 B BUE 34T il b, 5 Je, 8 3 gk
BORBEFARETR AT —AS, F i EHgF 05 N 7 13100 M7, A%z 8 715 1R, 3058 3144
B 7 B AR 7S B BT LU SE PR 23 7 B mnade 2 BEAIG . 42 R OREESR AR B AL 5 BB 2E AT 1) R Bl 1)
VAR RAL T AR IR, 4 THDNAS [R] R BE AL € BB 58 A BUE Al Tt — N R
FIASE] . B, G B 2 % 3545 A B 2 ) & 10 F1 65 B, FAR A 11~ F Y18 40 0 v 25 F0 45, %18
Kahneman I Tversky FUMERE, X A2 Ay 32 AL T~ e 72 7% S0 AR A8 L, SR 5 7R X AME B LAl AR s A
ITFTENE B BOR A R A TR . (H2, IXFhRE RN RN . 785 — I Fe . & U5 = AR
TEWE T R4S (R L — AN BEATLIE & IR ISR/, S8 5 EEARATT A B (R (5 (E #E T2 1E (Johnson &
Schkade, 1989). {56 F Uik B, JE R4 B AL S AT AUAE -5 At A T o5 28 IR 358 (148 TEAEL & 20 AH G 1.

FEFT I 1 — T 5 5 RN, I 78 B, Ariely . Loewenstein 1 Prelec 2 ) LA fd it (— 4> 100 3E70C
2, — AT EAL AR, — 0 LA — S B st XS 58 7)) K4 MBA 5242, g Lk
A A i 7 — A4 it B A D A AT T 5 P AT T S B o ORI 85 B (B EESRAE 38 B3RS AR IO ORI 2,
FERES bR bR —AN 5 LSS b UME T R R ) B 5 e PR ASE B8R R A 28 A DR/ B A A S B %
Pl i A SRAAT T AT AKX A7 B it A7 A8 SO0 B S il AT T A . 8, G RN SE A 2 ORBG 4 1Y
B JE BAALECTE A 79, I AU ECE Z Y A RS 2 79 3£, AR E RS AR AR IR S AT 79 £ oo
7, FRA R A R B0 AR AR, W5 AR AR RS S I RS K. B
SREE B T PR A0 ARk 2 ORBG d5 S R ASE B0 7 2 ol b 54 o A 4 2 e Ok 1 AHL R0 = 1A
IR T AR A B I SR o ORI S ORI A B NS [R] — 7 i S e i B %
5 4, R G 4 0 H 85 Jim A B0 /NN O — IR SCAST A&~ 350 11, 62 &, T AL O G 4
KIBPAALECF BRI NI B FIRE— 0 AT A% 358 19. 95 Et.

1R Z2 W 733 B, X Fh 5 5 4 1 7 7 e R A8 R RIS () 45 2R, A I 2 72 AE i 4 ) 5% ( preference
reversals), EIANMA TR 5 @ A —E L (1 @, Grether & Plott, 1979). #e# 4 W1 75 AAT]
EFELE AN 2 () AT B SARATT 0 0 6h 208 3 B o] s A AT X L. SRR /N Rl ) A T
FE R AT REME KT AR A B ik BT B B L2 /N i, B4 4 BEARE IR B AR, 2 in] S ARATTIRE, AtAl]
— M IER R TH A . AER, 2 ESRAMATT 2 0 8 A E A B, A AT ED 2 R R O RS BE R B
J7 ZE i e S A A . T I ) 5 — R O — X P e AT 2 Ak A AT Al A (Hsee s 1999;
Hsee & LeClerc, 1998)Y. 4XHiX /i i L B E B, AT 5 &40 Hoh — AN H (T A) 2 0 5E
R — I H (1 B) & (H A2, bR, 200k A3 H 5SRO B0 EE PP, B B & il i SCEE A
I A

B 17 HE 5 20N FIVE 8 RN 2 B, AT — Fh ORI ZB ( Context effects) . 7EIX MRS B, AATTAE JLIT
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146 4 22 ) P FE e 498 v 2 R T L e I AT B 7 SISO . 90, T SR IS Mz B B SIS e i 4
HIRE 10 ANATT— e E 51 (Huber, Payne & Puto, 1982). Aifi Tt ] GE7E vl ik £ %S R 2 [ 4T
“Prep>, RIS —/NEPT 2 0 147 B AF % FE (Simonson & Tversky, 1992).

BT AT IR FE a5 R AR B, It AN & AR TIOW 28 5% 2 00} 15 B 1 10 222 e ot 40 IS A 8 5 2 58 X
. SEBR b, BN EREREE X T, eATA A AR . AR, 0 ) B A 2 T
PT35I 5, ANATTIE 2 13 0 A AT Bk 3. AT A4 % 2% X PR AKXl ik 51 i 17 9 440 3 i 4F
(constructing preferences) (Payne, Bettman & Johnson, 1992; Slovic, 1995).

ANit, AEHTE BT IR B, BAR ANE T R A — BECE AR R A I L, 5 24 345235 B B i, Aih
AT Rk 2 A A28 55 2 BR R 1 AR fE I ). Ariely . Loewenstein il Prelec FRX F A X — 8 94T &

(coherent arbitrariness).

N I

MEL_EXFAT NG5 5 AT 20 HI M 5 i P A ZE A ME R 1) 2% 5 rh m] LU th, 17 R & Bt
F WGBTS o S T RO BB ) 7 R e, AT HE BN 1 8EA BT LA Dr 2 K B . B
JUFET T B A 5 A 1 T30 240 R 3808 1 2 B3 A0 AR 52, 3 6 i % 6 45 A %5 1 (dominace ) « AN 2% 4
(invariance) A& i% 14 (transitivity ) F1TAT 3084 7 (cancellation) . 5 PR EIS ML, 17 N T4 K AT
o ) 3 S R A B O R IR AN N AE XU 26 4F R IR SRAT N7 THNE 7 BB PR, B E RN 1%
UIRVE 2 N 250 SRR . TR PR G, i o 52 KR BB 2002 5 DUR 28552 24 4% T Kahneman
A%, LA ok H L BEB FT AR A 25 & T 58 1 N AE A 58 2 24 b, CHREATE N FIAA
S DR AR ke 58 7 T A 1 5 L TR . 7 24 4R, 1E 40 Kahneman #2 IT U, 4T 25 54 10 K & I AS R 6] B
AT ER B, BIFRA BT E B B KA 391 UL T 35 20 R S Ak ir g 7 i 32 Ui 7
i AT NG PIAZ AT 55 AE T 5500 35 S5 Hh AR I S 28 35 thE 5, 385 B AN N ROHLAA) {80 B8 407 £ ot A
Py AT N — T RE S IIORS A b F5 R R4 7R AT BT N 228

VS -

O X BA A AU S8 . SRR A B B TR 56 A AN FRAS AATIAE A F AR ATI IR R B B AR Ik 2 A TR A, iy e 2 )
A 2o — A RGeS A 2% 7 BB T, IXREA RE AL AR AT 2 ATTHE A F Bk a8 3 () JBR 431 .

Q@ ALGMATFEIR TP T2 Ml 25 HE 2 B S R — R AT REAHZC . AR Knetsch1989 4k & 1E( 3£ [#
PR B CE SR T A ZE R 2 A e . BRAKEREZ 4 Knetsch, J. L. (1989). “The Endowment
Effect and Evidence of Nonreversible Indifference Curves. ” American Economic Review 79. 1277 1284.

@  Hsee( R1EJ0) /& ZIMNEF K22 F B R 2z, fhH A YEAS 117 (Availability ) 8 &, 1R 07 o iR 7 I 4822 R 5t
C A JALIE” ( Separate evolution) M1 Ik & PEAT” (joint evolution ) /A5 8 T i “ i 4F S % I 4.
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Abstract. Difference always exists between behavioral economics and mainstream economics since

behavior economics come into the world, but its discussing focus often concentrates on two respects:

judgment and preference. Based on psychology of the behavior, behavioral economics take some

revision for the two respects for mainstrean economics. So differentiating and analyze to two concepts

is the economics basic distinguished with mainstream economics.
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