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RS (game theory), MR X K 1e, 3
L TN G 0 A8 HAE R AR IAT A4 12,
1 g B0 W — AN 00 32, TR iz T
Y. AT BUA G RS2SR B R T
P, AR BTIRE M &5 (payoff) A A 8 T3
H & T KB TS (strategy), [F] I8 4K 6 HAth
AT R IR SRS, 1944 4 B 2F R0 K K
o M RE AR S0 3E R T ARATT I A I ZR e A& ok
A7 2090 TS DA Ay 3K AR A 20 LR 2R 00 U AR (1 A
&, BUE T2 U IR R 1 A

W —MNMEZRBH LT 4 ASE Frdip U
(1) WEFEAE. A5 AR 2 DA W A ok S
(agent) Z 5 HZE. (2) HEEER. MK T 2R S
Al DLE A SRS, thnT DU TR A e Bl R R
W4 th 2 5 R I AR BT A AT 8 SR H IR S T 20
. (3) Wz ki BE (payoff matrix). 4 FEZEAMALE &
b A SR T, L R B A s e e s
IR TG 3R AE. (4) SIS AL, £ 2 R gra
FE b, 2R ARG B 5 B8 i K AL IR B 2% H A,
BT LA U H A5 A i S Dt A R AT S . T
—RIRTE, AR SNk g BLS, B
BN R ME DL (strategy configuration), 7] BLH]
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R FEWE. A0 H— SRS RO T, AR s i a5 A
BESRATH N R 25 U;. 20 4D 50 4EAR, 26 [E R} 2
KL - R T S e ) — A B
DA (Nash) 45 B FORZ O B AEUE X T 9 Ak
Z N1, MMAR SRS AL & & ) T — N,
U AT 25 BT A A 2 TR I SR EL “gp A 35 fip
i & SR NNV ST By T e o e
B s B TR T BATT BAE L DN A IR A5 1 g
R MR 25 Ok 451 7 2 b e 3R — R AT 34 4 1
INAE R Bt ZE D AN NMir A F B S Ak AE
&, WA I A R R TR 0 SRR AR A8 3 1 [
ARAT, PR SR8 H 1 ARAETH; Ak, 207 %
7B R A 4B R B ARAT, B EAMIEIA
A TREEAT, W A K TCHR R, T B K ) 5 4EAE
;i AL B R A 7 HRAT, WU ¥ 8 )
34E. LS BL R, BRI A AR N Gy A e 2
BAR, R A LR K B, WikHEE B &
£ (cooperate-C), W B ¥ 5 fE ) VA2 & A 158
1T —— B BB (defect-D) X} J7, 1X A& KA b
WIEFEH R A, B BS IR T A7 A
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(R+ 5. T+ P) RFEoR, AHEAAMEN = N RRAFECR
Wes R, AHE T BN RSB MR P, — A
TiE B, W B A e R T, A AR R
A S, BIZHEI L RR:T>R>P> 5, It
4b 2R > T + S, RUAHH. & E BE SRS B R d5 =y Wi 2.
F O, AN T8 TSR BB A SR, 36 9% T S S s S
S AR, B A A B 28 2 A0 T AH BT BRTIR
A (2 I ) S A R AR T PN R I ke P
ERFTEOL). 29 A K1 B A B 15 IR, B MR
=i G = I & - AN R
H & 1 ai AR, XM H R PARES (D.D) Bt
T RGN A,

FHERG AR O A A KU AT I A, T
BEAH A AT, B — AT HEATRE, WKl 1 Pros. A0
MUB A 53 50 27 A SR L5 1 o 5 A AE T
AR ANIR], 0T 27 HETH %, W80 a R R T AL K R
T>R>S>P.

e

(a) HHEW SRR R

R OZO R
sO=@
p @-_—’@ P
(b) HEAT T HEIEZEN, MAFTARG = = K
K1
B VB B 3 A 5 HE AT 38 I W T A
BN c, T8 B A 25 A NI A Ak J AL
Kb (>e). WRMWAN—FT55, WAL
MM R=0b—c/2 (MAMIEE c/2); WRH
H— N NESS, BN G &[5, 22
TR R 7978, WAL N T = b, TS E#E
iR S = b— c; WM N BEA AR, T
PN ERTGVE Rt Bl 5, Hle s B h P = 0. 8
2, BRI B A B R AT A We 2 4 R U7 ik
YRS ORI, A oy —J7 1) e A S
ST NEF S (KA I I K A &5 b — e IF TR AE
) R AR 0); Jez, SRR TT R 4R, )
H O 0 B A SR T R AR AT IR ZE b LA, AN TR
TN R B 1A%, 7 7 HE T T T AR AR A g2
7 4: (C,D) 1 (D,C).

2 NZBREEIRNIEE

TEZ B IR0 AMABBE P (B
A A A AR T LAl A AR R BRI Y, I Hoas
PRPEAT ), HASAO I 28 F0E B TG I AE R 58 4 T iR
TEXFHLEN, BT A A R B & 2 R A A AT 1)
el w1 b T PN 5 AT DAAS A, X A A )
PV 2 P EURAAR R AR B (R AH A R I AR 1
Wi de oK), — BT &, AR B 2B TP AMA R A 84y
(1) fi ) 2 e B dee A SR LU KA & e, A
AT R AR AR T AR 1) R A R IOE e ) T
V0, O AT R B TR, X R A )
MR R FREEE R (bounded rationality). {8 4t 8
R (evolutionary game theory) # HHWFITA [
PR A A G o 5 B R AR AR o, A E Y
5 SRS B B ER B KAk ) ) 156

1961 4, Lewontin!™ 5 5% %1 B {8 45 18 1)
SAA Y E D BEF T 1) 1) /. Smith 1 Pricel® T
1973 4F4E Nature bR & TAHBATT I35 4418 80 W)
MR R, %303 1 2R 8 1 AR AN 4 38 %
(1) BEARRE T B Rl () e 2 A A4 B 2 — A R
(Y 4, T AR AN 23 38 B ™ B (1) 3 5. X R T R R
(R AREE 1 kel o S N T AR e . &
TR IR R BB AL B ZRR, 3 /N IR T A 3 1 N TR
KA T A

51 AL RIS NI AR. fEL R,
TR AN FAT b by i skems 2. (2B R geh,
) R AN ) 2 Y R Py MoAS B Al <SRG AR (9] 4n 5
W T] LA ) P (1) 3R YA AE (phenotype) FTAARTL, A
() PR SR I JUSf W13 A 1) A e ). AR 4K 7k FE AL
3 (1) R AURFAE IS AT 77 A HE AR 7 (mutation), 1X
LEAR J Y SE A FABA AR IR AH B 58 4 v K A A
LA RS, BOE N (fitness) K/, T, MK NIE
I B RS DL H S A 2 H R BEAT Ak, IXAE,
2110 b B RO R AR A TR 308 P e dk IR 3T
() <TG AR A R T AR IS AN <R 3
WS (1) A A4 25 038 K IRV A o AR ol T K A4

55 2 AT R LI 7%. Smith FH Pricel®
TSN 2 1) by 4 25 € 40 A0 8 A1 45 A R 0 R
I KA R b S $ Y T A6 S E SIS (evolution-
ary stable strategy, ESS) MIMES. T8 AL AS € SR & 2
AR TP EZEM S, E 5T
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YA 3 e B DI AE DG SR — AR R I T
AR TIPSR, i I 2 ABAT ] — ) i
(10 5 A% SR e HS AN B N A A FIRE 1R 0, U) 0 5% s ok
BERR A e B AR (1. ESS W] fE A& 2l S, ] fE
VR R VR SR T DUARRE D DU E F M
SR bl SR, A T DR R D AR S Ry E
1) 1 2 S s A R R RPRE. WA 2 ROR ESS, H
@ FETRAT R TEAR M, I A AR E SR W) DL A
H: E(x*,z%) > E(x,2%); (& E(z*,2*) = E(z,r%),
E(xz*,2) > E(z,z); X BE(y,z) RnHE y i 2
SRS 2 I (e 2 BT EE A, B O I B ) D R
T A RS SRS 11 s 0y 2 S EURT I B K B o 1S,
IR AT Nowak 45 O 2 Ji& T 3 & 347 BROK /N R RE 1R AH
SR e N AN TR E TR I RN G AT Y 10 MR A R A O
B — AR E HENE AL Nash B34, (H 2 Uf ™
T (R AT 25 485 4 2 S A RS R SRS

93 MMM AR N EAR. A2
IR, WIEMEZE AAEH] — X, Eah
MFEFFAE- 20k mesEEgried, #5E
A AT DA BE AL b W BN A B AR HAR HT, A4 A
BEAT I 2 IR 5%, ELBGE P U0 I AH [R) 6] T ) A
FARDN. XFEREA T MU R R R AL Y
Wb, DR R AT S vl i BB HE S, 7RI LA
WFoCh, X0 5 A U AR F B BRI se, 4%
119 5% P 5 2% I % ) Y A 1R 2 A K b I AR
gy [10],

H B b 3 AT N AR, AL
ZE BB N A ) TR SR R IR T 3 A8 AL 1 S
R, ANE 78 SERHEBE T BE A0 B IR RE, i Bk
ARG E TEREIT WO 2 5% 23 BT v 1 2 )
BTk, R eEmNMHBE D BES T A2
FHA AT R R 8]

3 ERAMFZEMELER

HEA 21 k2l KEWFFER I M TEAE AL
PR R G B A O AR I R4S, A Inter-
net I WL AR AR SE, MTAS R 2B AZIE M, A
FHRE 55 F 100 2t 7 22 61 [ 45 4 [11~19) 3X 6 45 e
GEHR T UM R L TR BRI 199 2% 1 5 R R, B 25%
HFR A R AN, 15 R 1) (R 1 R 7R A AR Ta] 1)
FHTLAR DG AR 13~181 A A% G )36 A 10 2 P18
WA AR TB] DL A) iR 5 1 07 AL, BUFT AT A1k

A FAR EL R A, 1IN 2R GOIR A BT AL H AT, 5 B 2
KZ ) (replicator dynamics) (61, #K 1, B i
AN AT R i S 2 A B AR, S AARANC g i L) 2D
f AR B A, X FEFRATE AT AR SR B S g I
W2 30 AR, AR R AR Y R, A
LR )20 fu BEATAS B AR SR AL N, MRS
2 i 08 S A i R R R SR AR SR B R
A4 ) 28 T T A 1 Dk D~190 ol 2 ) 36 A 1 2%
A4 O i DA OG T AN 10-20~231 5 ANk )
A7-1E ) 9 258 5 K RO\ Ay o 5% T 5 VR AT D Tl I 0 5%
HEPER 2 — 10231 QAR Mg bR s A
ZEWTIT L EAE RT3 ANEAKY TS ) (1) BIF9E R 4%
P b SRS TR B) ) A A 5 R S W (2) AR
ST 48 SR 1, SR % ARl s A 0 D e s e 5 2R )
SOM; (3) 5 REAT HLAMAK ] W 2% 45 1 15 18 37 5)) )
PP RN AL, DFFCRER S 14T 0 A B A R i 3L
VAL G 1 I F o B S b A 21 W9 26 R 455 b 1) 1
TR M VAL LI, AR 5 DL A R 458 M0 55 HE T 51
81, TF 4 A 270000 P9 255 /Nt B I 49 R G B B Y
2% v o 2 25 Ky P 25 b SRS YA R0 % 1 R AT A Y
SEMR), DL R AR S By 0 28 255 K B ] Y A 7 1 s AT
IRIE7T 1 e

XF 1 W 2% e A0 R R, R SR s B T R )
A O (1) BT (best-takes-over), B {E%E
RAEIERL G, A AR I AR Ja b 3R A 5 e W s 1
ANMA IR SRS HEAT N — R0 A8 B A2 (2) B0
# (proportional updating), RIAMATE 35 W& 5 5 1,
[ 1Ny 25 2% 008 e lig 25 LU 15 B v 10 40 J 1 S, DA OE
BT At AT 45 WA B PR R 6 BEAT SR B A 261 L)
A R 0 RS DGR RR R BT SR (3) FCNS LR
(pairwise-comparison), R /™44 Bifi AL 28 B8 5 —2f i it
AT A R R, DAREAN MRS (O e AN 2 22 1
BRIE) AR DR 5 T S g (2732

1

1+ exp[—(U; — U;) /K]
Horh Wiy FoRAME @ RIARJ5 5 (1 SIS R, U;
M U; 73 Fom T A &, k BRI 24 £ 18T
ToBR KIS (& T2 ), AN A i BEAL MR AR s 1)
TN (72 VR BOL AR = (R Sk g, 24 U; > U; 1),
(4) BEHLEFE T, 1% 2% 18 4 K (birth-death) it
P (3 # death-birth &), XFK A Moran i f# )
BV Sl SRT IS, DAIE BE T AN A B B2 (BRI i R
i) R 2L —ANB AN, AR R BE AL

Wij =
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AR HEANAR i [9:33~36] - 5 F 32 Bl Moran 13 FE K
WL 25 5h )1 %, STk [20) PAPER A4, A
AN,

3.1 MMM iR

TRZR WA FAA R R T A o 5 AR AT A
A2 R B BE AL A 19 2R B 9T OQ VE I A% D ) 2
— [56.10.28] AN G SR A, BN AR T] ) 2 ik D
2% (contact of networks) 44> 1% 1l [ (fully-connected
network) I, AH H. 1 B ME— ) FEE &, A 1F LTk
L O B AR W 2% S R e S 5 BUA AT RN
HILWE 2 — AN S MR ZE ) TAF /& Nowak F1 May
15 1992 4F Al ity «=3 (] {45 W o¢ 24251 flfr)
I A AR ) P % fio 9 24 LA 4 |) 5 Ry Ik, 49 4n
K 4% (square lattice), 71 [A4E B3 28 b & /EAT
o Reng LT BAR e dEHr. R R AE W A
() S5 A6 0N, 5 AR AT DL A 6 R
TSRS A AR, XA R I R T
28 S5 R R AR S AR (AR 1R
&, AERFIRIIAI AR R YR, 2 )1 g m) BL = A 2R A
TR A I S B 24250 B Ak s ) 45 4 A B T TN
FE RS e T S A B P2 2B, (H & 2004 4F Hauert
Doebeli 1] LAE 26] W B, ) T35 HE1 25, 2% (] 45
Ky AN 2 50 45 AR AT by 1R A A7 4 .

HH T4 7 M 4% (lattice network) 1) 25 1) L HH
W, PRI A G R S A S TR B L
B ) E G R E M G s Szabs 4§ [27~30)
TSR NS B A T ZR A R, s P4
(mean-field) 1B LA A BC W #T L (pair approxima-
tion) &FJIVATEAIN IT T 4ERLNAS 1 B IRAT
h BT RN T 1 W 2%, B W AR AR BE T
Wi S H T WA, SR AT R A K4
Il 3 5 AR AR AT A 38 )8 T %8 17 8 (directed per-
colation) MIFIEZE P71 35X ok N G vH 4 B 2%
RITE A 2 . TP ISR AL T — AT Uz .
E—30, Szabé & P9 LA T 5y Ah 1 A0 ) 2%
(Kagome 51 4 i BRI 7) ERJE1EIT A
WAL L. R IUAEARIE: 5 1S &0 T, Kagome #% 1
HFAER =B ES AN T SET IRt
deFr. eI I Vukov 45 B SUHFSY T Bethe Hf
HUEA =0 18 5 S5 AL I BEHTLRE U 19 2% 1 TR
PR G, FE AR IR P 1% 0 1 [RLRE A5 21 1 AR [A] #1045
w. T, Vukov 55 BU NS T — 4 e 10 48 W A%

b DA PR 5 1 R IR A P, R B A A MR B
W P IR R, RS T R AS R o A B AR B R) AR A
EH R, SFE/ BRI IBEAZ . itk W,
ANAAR) 1) a3 BB A &5 R0 T VEAT O A A
522 HAR W 15 .

XF AR HE A AR IHLEI ST, AATTEE &R
FHREM T Wa 55 B BT 4k B R
BN A AL L FEHLH I A 4 N B8 18, R B0 7T 3R s
BB R, S AN 2 BRI 3 B A AR R A
LA WL, FEAR S VEAT 0 Ge g Bt th g . otk
Ab, Wu 55 B3] 25 18 T AR A B 13 R 1
ZEE A AEAT O B Ak, 45 R R IRAE AR S AL
15 WS T B A9 A 440 3 S A 1 A A K,
2(a) Frzs. Hobd WE R 7= AN R 3R BCH A A
PRz A5 Y L (a0 d=1 F1 2 23 5 3R 7= ANk
Al DA H Bl 46, s i A AT R I AR 3R B 22 15 R).
Bl 2(b) #3412 A AR AR A Rl a8 1A
VBB DI TR A N R G A VEAT A A O,
o~ W H T4 B R G IUE B3 6
KN, HAB BN, WS- AT SREI (S 2. A
sronl g kAR B R D (R AE AR AS R T A AR
AT REITE R, e SR IS BARIRE T N, R4t
(R EAE KA — AR

BT Nowak 45 B4 7147 BB YY) 51 8 & Fi B
A, Ohtsuki &5 B5~37 WE5T T M 4% LI A4k
JET Moran i F HEAT SR BE AL IS (R T R B Y. ()
TE MR A AEAT AT H AN A e, IR 5 R i
HAEI RIS 0 b, 7E59EREAI I B R, Oht-
suki 5 IR B R BH HZE b/ KT W45 1) F
VIR L, WIAE B 0 20 W 465 Fl A A M 485 | S5
VE# BeNS i A NAR T & T L s R, ok 5
BILATT L 45 SR D) 26 W A1 it AL D) 10 % 001 b 82 9 4%
X g pT

B, Perc %5 B8 RGHWAIE 5T T W0 A5 B O
(17 B ATL A XoF 7 s 0 286 b DN 4 PR 55 1R 2 1) R . 3
ik 2 JEUE TR WAL 2 R B T IS e A I ¢, Y ¢ TR
AN (—0 < € < o), A2 o 0 CAPE & 8%
Mg B EAEKE, GIEAT AR o B4R
RIS, HEMT PercB9) T ¢ Mmoo A )
Levy 73 Aii e AR I 0, S IR v 20 Mgt 75 S B AT 003
fEiE& 1. LG, Perc F1 Szolnokil*?) XA ¢ AR M
B8y oy A FaE A R A, TR A A 2
B (R AN [R) A 45 R AR B0 10 2 FE I, BF TR B 4
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AR B 22 Sk B R A, LR e A%
P HE T B P 4 LA A R TR .
2006 4 Wang 25 [ $EH T 3 FAMAICIZ 1

WFSC T R PR T2 0 5 I SR AR A o
ARAT A, KB AR B 2 2 50 A2 A R
Iy BOAT A ANARE A AR, W 3 Fros. R BLE K

SN, B A RS REUR  TAL— A 7 OB, s a1
T S W A 2 8 MR R SRS, 1 S ARACE AR RINIR GAT N
1,0 w... T T T T p=| T T T T T T T T T T
TN d=1 0.8 ¥y e 7 =0.023
e d =2 * * = r=0.017
0.8 ad=3 1 s -,
. vd =14 0.6 F * *\**\ B
0.6 .'o. ) * o0, *****
) ‘.. Q | o o ; * :
¥ 04 . . IS s e, e,
) A ..l e . % ***
A " ®e hd e *x *
0 2 AA " .\. i 0.2 [ .,‘ .\. T
. .
0.0 A4 | - L eeee 0.0t i . . 09000090000
0.000 0.008 0.016 0.024 0.032 0.040 1. 2 1 4 1 6 1 8 2 0222426 2.8 3.0
T Y
(a) GAEE R po BRI L r B ARAHRS (b) GHEEELL po. BB SH v WAL KR
2[32]
0.60(% 0 r=03 08 tumy 0.56 o
0.60 -mm o —o— 1 =0.1Y [ (@ }‘ 0
1: 0.57 O‘O 00 b6 o7l vt G54 | O‘O oo |
LG & © : %o ©ooo
Loy i 0.54 —ag0—r =204
0.55 H H-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0H 0.52 o—r=20.3
‘] 0 10 .20 30 0.6 o 00 0ooogooal
e — M 0 10 20 30
(@)
& 0.50 SR o R
G.81 —o—r=02 P2
0.4 F o5 0-T= 0.064 i
0.45 0.78; © o
& 004 O/O
4 0.3+ 0.75r E
0.40 ‘ N
i 2 o-
2
. 8000I Ilj ‘80 0 . . 02 h 0I 10M20 I30 | I
0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0 0.0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
r r
(a) (b)

3 MM MRS LA KE Sl SR o R W M ORI K, ¢ B S K

2007 4 Guan 55 42 B0 TAMAS: M BE 2 5+
P RN L SRS ST SRR I IR D B D A

PR ALK s . AR GE A AR, ik —
AR (H] e RERIR) 152 2 BE D1 9546 0 IR 1

w i AEIXFRN R, BEFEA LA p=50% K444
(RSS2 21 RE T LIS, AEALAEAS T~ R gt i

150, F 4(b),(d)

GBI RERERE » AR B 2 2RI (3
Tr2E NG o DUV, B LA, B PR AR AL
FLARBLS A0 BT e 2 AR LEARL KT KD, Ak
7RI DUR SR SR AR [ 2D el 2B .
K4 o, 1B 4(a),(c) 73 50k T[] 20 BT S 1
3 3%k I8 S 25 B R SR g F) A .
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3.2 /it FRW L ERIE I

B B (1) 9 4% 3 5 A tHE SRR P, I R
R g5 5T DUIE W 1 4125 %2 2K Milgram f1 1967 4
PR #E 2 22 5000, RILT “/NEESr 5 (six degrees
of separation)” L% [43] X FPEL % £ W42k RN
b N5 NZ T B2 R K. 1998 4F Watts
Al StrogatzMH441 o YRAE HY T /N HE SRR A A
Wk 51N W LA, SEEL T ACKII Y 2 3]
THE 500 2 75 2 BE AL I 4% (1) e A Fe s T/t Sk
PR T BSC JUERT. pl T A 2 1 286 00 5 AT 4R 5 1 /)
FtJEE, DR AE /Nt 2 AR A TR 2R AT
KRB R R X

2001 £ Abranmson Al Kuperman® ¥ 4G i+
w TSRS E R ZRAT O, JERESE T S AEAT
R AR DRI g 2 3] /|8 HE 5 o 23 2 A g i v i 52 )
(1) 5E W, 25 B3 W TRy 120 o 3 R % 5 5 A Vi IR
B S 0 QIR 10X 265 S 34 i RS 300 Ak 2% A St
O N BB L BE S A, T AE Sy 2R AE DL R W
A AE. A8 =4k 7 R R A ) BE AT Y 2% L
Szabé &5 146470 | F e LB ), BF 9T T KRR
Xof T DAL PR 5 1 2 1) 5% i, 3 W 9 b BEBLAK AT F)
TEEMTIL. FLBE A W 2% b AR 0 11 B A9 ) 3
I, RG AR 1% L RIS A B RER, B

TR SR s AR R 2

By 85 AT 8 1 A IS BOl W A5 18]
7t Newman-Watts /M50 2% b & I T 2RABLI
PSS

2005 4F Santos %% 49 W5 T [A )i (homoge-
neous) /NS 2% b T INAE R BE 2R, OF 5 7R
(heterogeneous) /NS 1 L BEAT T X B[R] 57N
TH: F 0 248 SRR g F ) A 1 50 R0 28 g AN R R 34
PP — B0 AR A B A (R AR A N, T A 7 J5T /)
THE 5 90 298 v U3 A £ A 8 3 5 1) 2 S PR R, 2
AR IBUAT R A i A A0 B0 50 50y ) 27 7 R HEAT 5
W BT B (491 5 L B Al g K R 3 280N 0 R
25 AT T 1) R MR, 6 TR IR 0B 15 2%, AT
MTEAEBAERG T RIAAAE, M0/ (0 30 B 75
AR T AR R K T [R  HA R S i K
T3 R4 b &5 ey DU 7 A9 25 1) 2 50X Ta) ) 5 1
SR 8 AT AL BEAE .

2007 4F Ren & PO H - — 2k dpr 3l 41 1 2% AT
BENLASHed, WEST T S P BEHLITE AN 5 i X S 1
AT A ) SE M. A AT T D) /N 5 R0 2% 13 24 £
L T s £ e et R (e <V S RRTTHE )
TR [P RS (5 =0.08), &3 L (1K R 1 g
g dpe KRR FE ML BE S AEAT W B ot 2 U, 40
AR BENLIE 5 B g 2 BEAL A DL — oA T L R 1
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T AR RGN A AT S A, WK 5.

XF YN A S 4 E DA BE TR 5 1 SE, Kim
85 BUBEGLT — A R AR ) AR R S
ZNJ1EAT IS, P RS R RGP IR 2
3 FEABAS A L AR 2 ) A 8 1] FR R, R
A AT LS i Al AT ] A S P SR, AH 2 AN AR,

1.0
0.8

0.6
\

Pc

0.4

0.2

0.0F
1.00 1.04 1.08 1.12 1.16 1.20
b
(a)

#54, Chen Fl Wang2 BFFT T —Fh AL T “fi
T U5 A AR 3 (win-stay, lose-shift)” [N 44 5 i
AL NW /NS 28 1N A 0 # A — A
WA 25 (aspiration payoff) P(i) = k;A, HH k;
SRR AR K, A A O IC 28 1R P 2 0] B
IRy AMRBEAT A GE IR 58 18 25 01 2okl s, 7 g
SEBTINS, AR P R AT I S B 2t B 3 B A
It L2l K R 250 A5 31 1RO MR 24 108 RUA B S 114 5
HWE TR R R XA A BT R E MR IR
5 Ty 8 R R, AR S ORI IE SR 4
A B, NMRIR R Sy AR g, ISR S
T 5 ) B O SRR, D2 T e R
(ping-pong effect). [AJIf, VE& RKILIE M 1E+HE A 7]
IR HE NW /NS 2 1 1A 7EKF. Fu 1 Wang
S 3T UL T NW /S g A RIE ST T S
PEXT S AEAT A S We), 2 WD OE >4 1 53 5T 1 e % A7
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Abstract Evolutionary game theory has various applications to social, economic, biological and ecological

systems, and complex network theory is a new scientific research direction emerging recently to address concep-

tual and technical problems in various complex systems. The combination of the evolutionary game theory with

the complex network theory is a focal research topic that has recently attracted lots of attentions and efforts.

In this article, we give a brief overview of related achievements and developments in the field of evolutionary

games on complex networks, including models of evolutionary games, concerned topics, and the co-evolution of

network structure and game dynamics, and so on. Finally, some remarks are made on future developments.
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