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85057 JU BT AR A A2 1) B 1o A 5 2 5 1975 A HUAS J0T 30 R 2% AR 2 B ds 28 2 T 2, B S RGBT
HrdHAR R 2 T2 BE o At 5 J5 40 AT 307 35 AR O 2 B 2 Be By B 082 L R iz L OF T 1980 4R T O # AR
2000—2009 4 [H] 0 AT 3% B @) B 4< 5 [/ i, F° 1991 —2006 4 [A] R 12 & U R E 4%

ST T ARSI A AT BT AR IR A 3 25 XURS: P SR A A AV T AR 43 A T T i
A BE L BTHR L I T 1989 AEWSE E AP P B G SR T Y« VIR « e se 2251991 ik R E 2
RGBT B B 1251997 4 24388 Sy SE R [ AL B b 15 2010 4R TR E AT FIR G A T & 1.
2018 43K 3 H EH F R F B 4% T B £ 3 Rl 2f 3k 45 2% (Carty Prize for the Advancement of Science) FI7G 3t K
PR T RN SC o AR o NERHT Y (Erwin Plein Nemmers Prize) , [R4F, R S5 E/EM &5 H
BT TE AT T R ME 5] SO 4 5k

SR A 1977 FERERE R XELOR.HE W 10 ZALEE 50 ZRFAARLL. b
R B 5E 32 B AR T ORHAE S5 B DSRS0 B 7 E A B8 5 1982 4R JE ) B O
TR G IR 2 o BRI R IR 5 J R Ty 1 I B T R B L Al B8 DL R 2 I AF
o R R ER i A Y AR Bl A AR T LR B0 B g i 35 AR b A AR ik R R I SO
(Kreps, 1988) ({2 35 IS HAE ) (Kreps, 1990a) (IS 1L AL ) (Kreps, 1990b) . { % 1%
PN JTEE . S SR L HESL ) (Baron & Kreps, 1999) (44 F1 3 MO £ 3% 2 ) (Kreps, 2004) (5
MM A T F S E AT %) O(Kreps, 2013)%5, 1 T-HF5E PN 25 0 B il 18 58 938 48 1k L o
T ILT B A 5 RS AR S vh SO R AR 22 w5 B F 5 AR R MIBA 202 1Y 38 T80kt . i)
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SR PO AT FHAE) WA LT 8 T MO Z 5527 20 tE42 90 AR LLAT (4 i A BIF 5 404k O B
RAGWPR T S IEM IR TG B AT = AR TEE WA Z 000 . A SR X o B 35 47 3 22 1Y
R BB HEAT R

ZRREBIEHR

AR v H T 7R U SR B (decision theory) J5 T I AN J2& — 07 15 77 (AR 25 o (B 0 120 451 36l A 1) BT
BREVRAR R E R . 55— A PR AR SRS W AE SR i Ui 28 1 R G 477 (preference for flexibil-
ity) 3k — i AR = R AT N 2 TR 20 5 S0 58 — i 5 A EE H T — A5 T 3l 28 XU pe 5 1 3
TOHE SR, I HE B8 1 1 B3R 3B 6 T T AN B0 58 1 ) B (8] 22 HE” (temporal resolution of uncertainty) A
JEmGF . 76 LA E P PSR R Y 43 S E U, B TR 0 SO A R B AR AR R B Y

(—)RREEFHRFRTFS Ao HL AR AR

28 ML 5 3 R SR B — R 2 IR BT SR B B9 AT il S B A —BUPE” (dynamic consistency) . X —
TR BE Y B S - PSR B A AN BE S ] 28 Ak . X ARIIE TR RRE S T — D RUE S E Ul — LBt 2 1Y)
H A5 110 77 51 H R BT 3l AT BAE FIASR AR TR B 37 Z M st RE 68 T2 i fh B AE R &R . Aah s —
M B BT 3R 3 X T — AL 2 2 A PP AN B i ME — Hb e T B UL A IR AN SR B AT 2 48 T AS B
AR AR . L BRI A B A B RBRIT T EFE - KB . LT ARITH A a
—FER LM BEITH a0 FIFER, W05 R4 2 228 —BvkE I8 4 5 OG0 St £ 1) T 5K 3 ik
£ B EITMAEREA BT WK R TReE —A4 BN 0 BE La BEEL . WRIKEF NN
a BETL WA —BE B T N Y Reas w2 A Rl T BRET W RSk« B4,
PR LB BEBE MR T R Y e B2 F 1. RN XA S HERNERERTE AN, 30
Serp A AR NIERE L B BT R AR N B BT R BT 2, AR SRR RE S A TR 1Y R G
PR, 7E LIRS, 53X — JE B SR I P R 3 AR SR B AR T I AN T R SRR 1 1 O s 32 I 98 5 T8 55 WA
PR . WERESE B &T WIJCIe A O A KI5 0 WA L #5090 A KA Tl f J88 s T G SR B A
BIT, BRI ACAENTER O B8 MMERAR HEEER: o B8, WA X —HT R0
fif 32 LU BE T B A8 — BOPE iy A s AT S S

VTR B T (Kreps, 1979) %F g 58 18 19 — 4> 5 2 57 Bk 1 A2 B8 IR 3] 1 R i 4F 7 ixX Fp s 8 A
— B e o A R I BB AT T 20 A AE L RS I 00 i A 3R B A B RO 1 TR R 2
B BXAE A RE 43 0 H T O B 508 T 1) %) AN T 3 B XURS: o R T X — 2 R MR T — R PR AL HL
SIER T ST RO KRR DR B R A O R R BB AR I 4 RS AR AL R B BRSO
FEARE T EA T ITE IR B8RRI . FlndE LREF A BTIES LS
ERRBAFTACRER « BN« ERMWAHSACE&ER O BB o EENBHZA; M B
BITERN ML SERNEBHN . FTHCRER « B8N« EENSHESACKER O BEEN O &
BIAHZ . BB IS T 2R 58 — RS B RO AR &8 AR SE AR, B BT I a0H B4R
BRI B & TR e % . v TR IR I RS AR AL A B A O G 0 R R T e 4
H A 8 28 47 R B, D0 BE % DA 4 i o8 2B b A 3 — 2 AR RS A R 4 5 AR AL
FRBIE A e %MD,

T3 — A SC B DTRR A o v B T b R X R i 4 Y R AR TR ) L Y AT BE A Cunfore-
seen contingency) [A] 8 , £ 3% 22 BUE H T A A8 2 P CRI AN R 3544 2% A B9 mT BE M R A0 B9 1 00 - X331
TR ™) S5 T BT SR AT O 1 BE ME RS AU JE B 4 A7 (Savage, 1954) By F ARSI BH A I # R, %38
P B R, TR SR 3 0T AP HE S A 4 B AT 8 R A5 Y AT R MG T I A 3208 0 W, BRI W T DLl — A AT

ORI, 788 W (Kreps, 1979) -1 UE B 3 — 4R S 25 () J2 ME— 19 B 5E 2 U . vl BB 77 78 PR ALK R IR 2SS
o115 phe 55 25 19 250 FH R BCHR 6 2 LR R R I i S s BB . A3, Dekel, Lipman & Rustichini (2001)5iE B ,
AN AR BEAIR AT B9 0T R T R B B AT R A A A R I — 1
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(R AE S B o o AR IR 7 A AR — K AN AR A IR SIS SRR 2 By, ok R,
R I A B 0] BETE AR AE A5 B 55 28 ok, IR B — DIRIS SR E e % 1. KRR EANFT S
LY, v S W (Kreps, 1992) 48 1, 1 T AL A BR L R R (9 VF 22 7T RE M DA B 1 2 T ¥ 9 30
() T F 22 2205 I G 90 A ) J3E 268 0% 2 5 T O 1 W AN 58 4 6 () [ A2 LA R ) ) AT #8855 3 otk A 7
PR AN AT B A O . G0 R PSR I AR HUHE [ OO BE SE A 81 28 A 0 T R I A 2R3 e g R R N
VTR 3 Al A AT 1500 (8 A SRR B AR R o LA (D T A 61 - G SR 4 249 XUy g 4 55 2% it A T AE 1Y) RT g
PE B2 45 /) R 2B “ B A T BB P R W1 B A B AT AN T S AT AT — 7 B M AR B A AL
Fil o SR o AN S A7 7E SE SO A AT 30 UL 04 165 8K P L W 48 24 7 4 Ay SR AE Rt B0 R o 19 35 14 kA B AR BE —
HATERE ST BV OR B A AT SR REME . B U, G S 2T A R4k A R T A MRS 4
AT — G W2 A S P TR WL B — A AT S Ry B . 5O 0T e 2 30 e 4 BB AT
B AT LA 35 o — D S B RS A 0 EORAS7H RE S T, 15 5% 4k 2 B8 0 2
(B2 WLARAS T R 43 B AR ] LAt — 20 R os A VRS T M RBUHZ . iy BASIR S =
(] A AR 25 8] ST AT Rl R0 A ke 5 85 0 1 L S At SR RS 9 — Ak 1 T 3R 355 i - 00 o 5 8 A7
BPLAEHRLLE S TR LI O H O AR BT MACR] . 3k A — ok, gl T DA A AL AN AT i UL %) AT A
X FATAT R MG R T,

(Z)Eh R R R 5 H A7 %R A a2 HE

Bl A XU e S 2 ] I 5 B DRI i - 1 Fsf ] s 2 P9 3 4P ) 20 3K 288 [ 0 7 28 5 2 0 L0 0 WL 28 0%
PSR R IR . 20 M P SR B TR LR TR B R P ) B AT B e Ok Ak B i 2 ) A, B AE [
— /™[] TET b T 2 2 B I A RO 2 R T BE 1 T SO B R S AR 5 A B ML TS 2R R Y
R S5 F A B RO T IR 83 A B R AR R T EIR A A B L SR O e T, 4
10 30 B A T B e BE A B8 23 B AS W) T 2 ml BE 1 22 8] A B AR L AN BE 23 A A ) g 8 2 22 1) i L
AhE

T — e 57 A A5 12 B e 7E N T B S5 [) A A A R PR T A SR PR - O — g TR AT N A —
SE SCAE RIS 2% b 9410 85 0 R00OH] eRE w12 R B TR AR I I o s 7 ok 3 38 %) DXL 285 5 R 05 31 0 28 ¢
FRBPE . ML SE 07 T 2 22 1) 9 A DGk L SR KL O — O TN AN B X 43 T & i A5 178 2 22 U 27 1)
RO TIC 15 8 M R 28 L ) JBOR i M 2 ik I e — R . T i TR T OB R R Y 35 B AL
FH RS TC 3 AR BAS 1 P T e 108 B[] 222 HE X6 28 P 3 A 52 28 491 U3, 25 I DL R ST 9% O &
T5 58— A R — HCRE T, 40 R 1 T U B K 2296 2 100 76, 40 23 e i U A O 42 it ol 3 2 5 O 52
S UH R — M T, SR 1 T U B R 2 9H #% 100 Jo, U0 SR 2 S T ) B R FR TR R B . BT 2R
T3 ZE W L[] S AE T 5 — T SR A TR — R 5 B8 L U B A N i R 5 A A AR TR B AR R AR TR
A 50 % BRI RETEZ I 2 100 87, SR, AT 28 5 RIE A TSR] e S HAE DI FP 5 2 P i A 2
W R 2 22 /0 0 B ) AN — 0, BIVAS A 2 1 T A D R TR — A o (R 7 9 EE AR B8 v, A4S0 9% 7
ZH R IR E e AR L X B E IR IR RR IR B PRI 2 O R

e T (Kreps, 1977a, 1977b) B 78 fiff P 33 FbOSUEE AT 7 f %) 1) B8, 098 1 %50 W s (8] 79 w7
I . AT Bh A TR B v il R T R T AL DR SR A1 % R S R B SO TR R O
2T R BCE BN R R Iy S8 b R AT B 9 RN AT 3 R 0% 0 3 19 BT A AT RE I3 S 440 55 A RO
T AR NAAS B Y, BIOR B T AT RE Pk Z IR AT e . ER 2 3 AR 2 R A IR 0 Dy s 3
— BV R AR G RO U I ) R b R RT3 T 3 i (Kreps, 1977a) ¥ 3x —HE 22 1 I 7E 1 2 2 B %)
OTERTHESE hoE T — RN EEARE & AL 45 fe P Ak 77 2 Coptimality equation) | b/ WS HT o6 2
(upper/lower convergent utility function) , /N AJ # 7} %K I (unimprovable strategy) &5, F L T & 4]
() — ZRINVECA BT TR AT I ) ) 68 2 A Al i O -4 AR T DR SRR Dy 5B L 3X Ol e SO B 1Y

O AR LIFIAE A S A S Z i — AZE,
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“SEFE” (stationarity) 3 B T PRIME 73X —H8E A 43 B T B 5 ) 2 2 ) ) B A e B B Y
=, XX — R, 5E R (Kreps, 1977b) %8 X T “ B 4545 [8]” (summary space) , 12 HE & 8 B4
Dy BgE” h BaE S — 1o R, AX-ME T, wEmEEEN e LT RRSE ER T ETA
AN A4 ek BN ) 25 B R 43 B B MR

S MO A R AR X T B o) — &5 W5 R O T UBE ML 37 1 4F 58O . )
A IR DR ALl 2 R O — A TEPL R B S Wt U B g — R DAL 2 S il
MRS, IR PSR E & — AUk, B XAER S EMER 0 WG S E L LR
5o R TORUE AL AN — A BEPLAL 3 A AU RO R A DR LA AP TRAS i R Y - DR A SR R
A HL2 AR P R PSR A I BRSO s LU 4 B 28— BOME R B ST W) 4 A I 23 4R B ROHT A% A T L
B b A0 5 Y SR R B KT B BT s I BEBILAIL 23 48 1 RN 55 T B4 L2 SR ROMT A S I AP 4
7L 7 4 (Kreps & Porteus, 1978, 197D ®F 5535 H . 6 Bk = AN b, 5 T BE MK 20 Hr A0 B2 A X
JEZ A5 A BT & R R A A A b AR R B A B R A LS R AL
PS5 L2 4R AL 5 i TR 3R A e R B0 2 (8] 47 A2 AR 7 (order-preserving) 5¢ 2 Bl u] L 11 AN 75 2R 5
P REARSE . S A AT 00 3 25 P BB i B8 T b R B AE — A BRI SR Y 3 20 2t R
PEFEBE 5 B 30T S5 R % 2 0 1 88 I U RS (Koopmans, 1960) 1 i€ 2| 1 H A7 XU 79 1
BN o TER— W R R — KR SR R SR A R — Y I S A — A AR R TR A
HEE AR B3 1] 4 B 20T AN W Am Y o LA SR AL 23 4 1 R0OH S 45 7 oK o Y e R B 80 HT L T o R R 1Y
e KA BRI ) — > R R 1 bR AR, XA — ok BERUR AN LR B T 28O AE T BE Ak = T) % A Pk ) B
W T FRE G I P R BR . B e R T OR AR i AR 4 b B RO SRR w1 R
MEENHHSSETE SRR N R R ESHZ M RGP o, BTN T —1 K
50, 0 T LK XU 25 55 70 2 A 5 BT R AR 3 4 R T K . Epstein & Zin(1989, 1990) 44 1% HE 42 471 J&&
B 7 JC PR FE L OF X — R R TR M Z ik . AR BT R AR e o A 00 R ME SR Ltk pR
B B SRE EXT TN B A T T A 0 B R HE R A R . R RAUE R S B B AR R o SRR
i/ TUT R IO DR R A BRI E SR /S T A 5 2 ELAN Y o S AR R I A M R B TR SR X N
S P A 1 B )22 HERR JC PIT I A8 BE o T D) BE AT AR B s 2 M o3 ) ek oR B X A B T O AT A
A 58 SV AN RE fifE T8 AN B 2 P T A 1 B I) 22 4

=S EMTHERHR

Ve T 0T MG R AR 4 il T S IE 5 TR BT R AT AR B A PR D T AR IR AT T
ZWUESF AN AFTEERIDL S MRS PR 22, DR 5 3 55 0 S B2 o 37 5 58 =, DR B RIS B o 1 T A 5y
() FA B BRI TR BT % — 1A B 58 A T 5 (4 06 A B D) A R A AR B A B G R
JERERIE ML 2T R BN R Z — 5 58 = TR B 9% 1 & Rl Tl 3 vh 3 BB ML R 2 0 90 42 109 AT g 1
R IAM T XT BRI EFREMN "1 — B E L.

(—)EHFEMBEE

#t (martingale) J& —Ff I S R 522 128 58 UM B AILAE 3% =0, e — 12 A A2 M BEIS 19 A%
o Fe ) A 3 ST R RE R i (Black &- Scholes,1973) ) I Tto 445 b WL id 72 1 L #E 37 T A 3K 08 —
Hr R IR W WIAUE i #5228 (Black-Scholes option pricing model. fi F5 > BS BERD 4 Gt 17 WA 52 X
IR 5E B A 2 B ORI ik I ABIIEZR E M 43 B rh o Bl S BRI (Merton, 1973) H| 55 1 BS A A
rh R B A T 3 8 A A BB SR A o A A TE S5 B N B — et . JLAEZ R ST I 0
04 B 2% (Harrison & Kreps,1979) 3 1 T 9F 25 2 # ¥t %2 2 (theory of martingale pricing) , % — T
BE A E MY S R E R TE R IX LR SCEE A S 7E 0 BOE A v i i BE E T I
S SE A

RGP #r (Ross, 1976) 2 H B9 E F 72 #r JR B (arbitrage pricing theory) , T J3IE %5 11 3% A 17 AE
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ER B2 I AT AU WA # 1] D52 4 il AW A IR IR 0 At o ELX B B 9K AR 1 — A ]t
S AT E AR A N RS B TP R AE AR E R ML A7 v % 0 A1 BLZR (Harrison & Kreps,1979)
$2& 0 I IE 25 28 M O BRI TP AN AR BRI 23 19 58 50 A0 B 5 0 0 RAF 7 ME — 1 55 o ol &2 il
T S A I 5 R AR — AN T RE A A 1 AROTR A A A AR IR AL o (S A5 7 28 7 1V 2R 2R A R B R
(R 5% 7 A0 s JIR DAl R R A T KRS R 6, T R R A e R = ) 1 56 R el A FRATT AT AT A 1 XU
b P B E M O R TSR AR IR SRR < RV R S TR A R B U I A ET . A A e
FE H O T I RUE O R R 5 A R S A BEE AR 45 5 I M B A — S LR W) A KR TR AE T A b R S A
TEE RIS IBOE Wi DL SO 2 B AT 9% 20 4 SR g 1 il 72

(D)™

A 3 5 AT R R 17 (Black & Scholes, 1973) 15 B . 75 A B 4N 3IE J5 A2 3 T 6 BR 11 8RR 45 19 1
BUR 45 28 Ty ) LA B H: 2 Jo B b AE LA B P 45 A A g BRI, m) BB 23 JE R i) 2 — A S —
FERE T . B ABNTIF RS BB R T U &0 . s 88 7 (Kreps., 1982) i@ i S 1E 40
AR I8 M o 24 58 B UE 7 B0 /N T R ok 1 T BRAR A B 1 L BE 75 B B 58 42 1T 37 1 DG S8 AE T PR O Tl —
SEN] A8 5y MR SR B0 N ; {5 LLA5 A 35 S48 0 M T A 00 J UV . 7T LRI DG S48 AR K (¢,
AVF K R . K, A)FRoRTE ¢ A s b GRS EE A o Airfd & 59 T — > I 1] 52 1 09 AT B8 /YRS 7
BRGE T K W O K (L AR R . — B AR € 15 T g &3 b K fl N
YA /N R E T RERIE I — A58 A T 5 : 2R v 2 By ik 27 19 8 N A/ T K B H 6 2 4
PE ST B I 2 80T LUE i — A58 2T .

(Z)HHENMERITA

TE5E 25 B A B 25— A 5 HE B2 v, ply T 450 98 3 AT LA 32 FR ) b 36 52 B 52 ot B IR SR AN A 1 4R
AL RLAR 6 A e 2% ] BB 00 T IR U A BUAE A9 I BRI R B 7 L O B0 1R 58 5 Jim 22 A H T 0T 3 e
KB, JE g BV fo 0 I R 3K 32 Bt &2 o) H WA AFAE R AL Bh AL, SR T, 5 75 3% S F0 s B 2R
(Kreps & Harrison,1978) 5 Hi . 24 4% W% & % 2K e B Z2 40 4% A 1 BB 77 16 0 25 22 S b, S A2 15 R
[« Ji 390 JBC 252 T 3 0140 P TS 2 0 0 308 8 8 A L i 1) 450 8 3 R AT 45 0L o DA T 552 o Y 00 IR SR A A . T i
PHLI GRS HRE AT BRSO A 1 T 52 ok 18 o 45 ¢ 38 J 2 LA B oy 1) A 25 g S0 4 72 377 s 3
AE S S . HAROR U 7E KU Hh v L TG BRI & R RS2 28 R S M 0T R A R R L A AR I — D
— 2474+ Radner #5fE (Radner, 1972) f— B iR R (A5 76 X LA R R T AT AT 8 ¢ 2 40 AN i
PR, Horfr . Radner FRf 48 - 76 25 HT 090 K& 0K 3= FOO S T T L AR A — 2 ZE TG 29 R 1Y
T8 D AR P2 R A 2 AT R AR R T SR A B R A AR . DB R SRR A A 1A
F A BT T LA M — 1 S B AN A L AT A 450 5% 5 000 19 i 5 R ok i R U A AT B R . Xl
Vb W 98 3 S B P RE A ML 23 S AP ARSI I i A0 . S 58 b XA — SO R L AT DL DA% G Y TR SR
PTE M A6 27 150 T A5 31— I i R BV A A% =5 52 B i 3 B A m] 9 48 98 35 0C T IR AN (A B UL 15
SRS

JE R SRR AR A I TS MRS RE Z 0GR . AR R AR 2 2 0
S AR S 1 B LA T O — i REAE M AR AR . A AR B i LG 3h A AT e R B AR B sl (1
Je 50 B 3 TR B (Kreps & Hart, 1986) 30k &AL 5 A% R 19 56 ROF AR Itk faj 2 . T DANEBA L 78
— A A YRR, B ML R e A TE P iy O HLARHLE 5 AR L& 5C T i 2 BEAPE T 1Y, 4%
BUAT AR W] e S B A8 I 5

Bt 2 Ab o 5 B T (Kreps » 198 1) 38 X 43 fil 1 37 H1 (19 “ B F| HL 227 (arbitrage opportunity) fil“&
FI5E 7 (pricing by arbitrage) IX P FERIE S 25 1 TS B R R S 0 B b ds . w5,
SO TR L R OC TR IR R TE N W] 0 BAR N TR AT 22 S BB RN AR R

O 1T RS 19 T RS R BT, P24 R U SHC AL i 3 e — 1 — 20 — B AR 1 R 7 2 18 TR A e/ Y — B I A AR R
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I 98 BE L A AR T 3 W S SR 86 m] LB ey HEAO M R dh . SRR e 7R TR B £ 2 Bl
CIEAT RO B Al B 22 55 1L — B BT - T R AL 2 2 19 39 B 4 9 e 2 28 1 5 {H 7 — S o HLAR A iR i
T EREMNSEZ S FAERSFNI . BTELA R SR E fr W poE ORI BR Fir A &
AL 5E A S o i o o 7 0 30 ik — 20 45 L A LRI B A o ofi e SO A L 22 R A
SE YU T IH 0 I e (I SR AR

MM iE IR B R

Ve T A T R R I 5 5 T T AR A B R B Ee B AT IR B . At 5 A
VA8 B Ty T 34 5 Ak G 5 WL o™ B A o 0 [ 250 1 ] 249 oSl X A B A T AR G [R) R
XA 2 MR A VR R BB A ST A% O 0 43 o DR A, 58 T 38 307 30 O T B8 A7 s 1 7 A Nk R A R
5 HAEF M E T — RIS I 1 T 24 B IR UEBEIE T 09 ¥ 4 5 75 i 8L S8 o 8 5 e
(R S PR A5 S 33X 5 >k iRy T2 2% 2 B8 1Y) B A R 4

(—)EENHEHENBE—FRHE

VE — 2 B AR T2 (1 R 58 25 B3 A AR R B 45 6 7R 58 205 B R sh 2487 A4~ 22
2. K, Join s T b o 205 B sh A IR 0 718 2% 58 56 ¥ 8 (subgame-perfect equilibrium) , &
BTN R 58 45 B 5 A 18 09 01 37 48 £ 2 7 (Bayesian Nash equilibrium) %8 /~ BE 8% 15 4 8 A
ok, IR, — I . TR e B IR AL s AR 5E R F B IR BT B SR e
4 (Harsanyi, 1967) 23 A2 A 62 27 B ah IR RAEAE — A F 128, AR ge A &, T2 gk
58 TR AR TCVEAE 5 53— J7 1T . DUt S g A3 A 20K 2 5 B T H e 06 15 S B 5K L DT T ¥ 14 B 3l
AT b P S 3 0 A5 A BT 00 R O I SR AR . X, R e SR L T 58 36 DL i b 1 A
(perfect Bayesian equilibrium) . & B 3, 58 38 DUt B 38 7 2 56 425 8 2h A& F 198 78 36 ¥ 5 A 58
A5 BE S WM T A B 0 45 & o BRI E S — A F A I — 2R W AR Y 4 e A U
56 3% DU ST S A BOK - (D 58 6k INTEAE A5 B & B YA e A T3S 5 AN B &k £ i
TEREEMHEMA XS5 ANWEERIEE 22 5 NEfHibxirah 5S4 m bz 5 N1 A
O 14 J5 2 SR W A2 LA 8 A T B 9 5 2 1 g vy e DL e gy A 35 . (2) DUt B 555, RDAE 45
M REE T 2 55 B A RR % LUIE AR 32 215K I 4 SR A0 205 B 4 L A5 & 2 AR i DL i 387 326 ) DA 2y
MR m A h R B . SR X TR SE 2 {E B s A IR R UL 58 38 DLt 4 4 HOR 2 — e SR T
AR A . X PR Oy DL B vk R B R Je 15 B B W 1 kAR R 115 A&, 3 3iooe 36 DLt 37 1 4
AR S 5 N AE AR M AR L0005 & 4k a] e AR 2 58 2 A5 8 3h A 28 b iy < SRR e
RGBT )R, PR G ey X o 5 DL 30T X 4 A RS R B R B A5 1A BE IF S O TS
AN T ) — > T2 ) R,

v TR M B AR O TR IS I e B B A WF o8 R OE R AT R R, v TR S R
b T % R W COF BEE ) (Kreps & Wilson, 1982) — SCHEH T AR 58 415 B sh B 28 19 — 4~ & HL e A
B ¥ M” (sequential equilibrium) ., 7558 215 2 ) A 28 (O HESL ofr , P 45 27 S 2 — AN 9F
fli Cassessment) , RIE 23 F1 5 W 2 B8 A9 — 2k o) o, 17 7 53 3% A7 U] 2 O 4 ) Bsf it 2 7 B B M (sequen-
tially rational) fil— 2P (consistency) JF I (A . Hop, p ST RIS 4S5 AT E M B 1730
B, RS AR 8 AT 0915 2 SR X A MR R AT O A O BAEMOX A UL Ak B B E RO A ik W]
e R TR AL . RBE 2R LR ZoRE A B R SR A F . i 2 5 A N KT &G
SR L 0AT B R R AL Tl IR B R T R 04 T A 1A v ) S0 R SRS e B A N R DA B T T R 5

O X F 2% ) 5K B (Selten, 1965) $ i T B4+ 58 36 ¥ 45 (trembling hand perfect equilibrium) . ] L5 Y . 81
P58 R E A B S 5 A — A5 B AR BATZ AR AT B 23 DL ARE/IN I MR 258 5 15 b 1B 45— 26 3 o 0 5 ik ok
(A5 AR 1 B — 4 AT T LA B 5k, U R HERR AR B 4 B A2 IR & AT 8. F LB TS CEHF R E
Mo AR BT b AR A TR Y )R (8l T 0 R WA R AR B A BE AR AR IR i B R RBR I AR Ak

— 152 —



Tk BRE H%E  TELTHMNHMRELFE R T

P B ARAT R AR 25 . T — ECHE N 4R AR A — 4158 AR A R Q7 51 (A2 AE R A A 5 AR
B RME T 1 DU DU S 1 A5 A P 9 B A R . T LR B0 DA A R BR ) A RO S SUAR A i — 3L
PG R R 2 5 N5 30 1 50T oL A 5w ol Tk B IR 26 b A8 Al B4 A B A2 s & 2 B B L JF Hox
o 30 ABL 4 SR M — 7 T 5 R SRt A 4 T 5y — O Tt A IR S AR A AR S A B AR B AR R RS
WA DT AT LA DLt 307 v D) . 55 ) A A e 17 3 i) R ) Bk T 56 95 B ( Selten, 1965) 4 1, @)%
TR Y A )RR T B BBt el I ASERIR G RS TS AR AR A AR AR &k
€ AT AR i e R . ROk TR B A B AR B AR R A S B AR A 40 T B T X 7 R
TR R B A e, 52 b R T AR W AR L B A S B T 5 Se B A AR T
WS By 2E5 . P ST A T b ] LRV 0k B RL T 5 55 Y 7 4 5007 B A L HAS R 2 AMUANAE T
BP0 R BT EOR AR AR M A B A B SR s e AU AR S5 B S Y . BRI Z A, T G v 7R BT A T U
FARK BLUE IR & —BUEAR S IR RRAT G B 2B DLER s i X5 7 — R G He
KT —HHE Rk L AFE DU 73 W R 7 8 77— S0Pk (lexicographic consistency) 4, D117 325 0 25K 48
Ky psAe bR S SR e R 5 T S0 A T M — B W R e 2 5 N BETE ] —
ARG A IR AR A AR 5 W AR S A AR B R S R R T R I FE R BRI Ah P
T (5 & — B R S 5 AR T B2 (5 &2 A A1) (Kreps & Ramey,1987),

(D)VESEENBEEN —ENIRE

fF g2 E B A h Ak E 20— pigE, | 20 4 80 4R LK. 8 )iz i H
TG G B E 97 S g IS AT R e S . B SR —Tr 2 5 A A
AAFER (A S ZAD JF B LUl R X AR ES kB E s ERAAGER . —F S
5 ON )3 3k WL ¢ BT 8 0B 45 5 XA R Hh A B 28 ARG A O R MAT B AR S IR Y 58 58 DLt
Hr 25 485 A5 T BEOR B S L SR TE THE B 4ROy AT AR IR Y Bt A b B85 5 T 0 T2 AU Al
AN 52 R A A ) D A A — S A K A DL P ST v U B S S 5 NI B RE . B2
TXEASHNES 25 NS R BB T EAF B 017 3l 35105 BOR & 258 67 25 8 09 7= 4
X T A A ], — A H AR AR 0 T DO S AR R 5 LR s T Ak i R B R Y i AR L X2
i WX TR LL A 22 5 NAFAE— 264730 5 T 05 — 26473 mixd T HAL S A i 2 5 AR o7
R4 545 AR WS BRI — Le A7 Bl i, WA B 32 AT AT IE B B R HE W e BT s 2 5 NB T
Bl —RAS 5 N, BORTER SO AT LI o 5 B4 o 00 5 ms 1) I 12 R ) — 26 4k 4l i A2 15 B4R
b AE G AR B gE N AR H By BAE R 2B R L X O R AR R e A R PR, e
T — 20K I 3K 4 ) AR A 1 A B IF S A — A R O K A ) A R AE T IE S BE W
HuFE R AE A B TE TR L B TR G AN B AR AR A — B A B 1 ) A R T 5 A B TR R Y
ANEHEE . U AR EE Z 28 0 75 [F] (Y B2 AA R T b R BOA [m) 1 BARE I . 5 7 38 3 45 (Kreps
8. Cho, 1987) 1F j& M LA HR 16 (1 5 B A7 25 AR B 46 T — A — Ik AR & B ) —— 1
MARHE (intuitive criterion) o 3 ANH B E AT DLAT 250 50 B8 LT B A 15 55 120 b i KB o0 A & 31 Y
i, AE BT 22 87 (Spence, 1973) 1 57 S T S B R b L R REAS 3] — D0 — 19 IR A R Ng B 17 . Britb =z 4h .18
A ATEM  FE — A — R BUAE S ZE v — s AR — A G B bR 0 56 36 DL S0 1 47 . AH AT 50 B
AE 5 D0 SR M o BV X AR S AR B AR SR T T IR A A AR M S 5 AR R A
XF T BB G OUAR T I X 122 B IR 2 AR AR, T LR 2 2 5 N e i 3 L 2 AU X T A K A
A1 AR 5 I A 1 AU TR T 2 WA . 3K R — R 3 B 6% 3 o ) B T 22 o O R 8 4 A 4
RR i/ it — 2L Ak T 58 36 DL S X 17

T 4 4 A 1 0 o S HORS R — ER TR F TE SESOE  AE s A RN R D2

O 1o 4k T U8 5 A VR 45 SR 2 418 A T A 400 50 U 7 7™ A% K T 2 B M A TR S
@ WP T 58 32 K A 5 7 BT A — A, [ G R R SRR R S — B R
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BEXSIX A )@ AR T 5 IS . O AN T 1 £ B2 45 8 1 4 b a1 25 . {HL 210K o v D) BOR B 2 1, B AR
FETERY — 1) 2 00 T B S A T 2R T 35 A7 SRS o i U 2 AN & 3 T %) 177 e 7 35 S0 R 85 1A
(Fudenberg & Kreps,1988) i 41 t 35 £ — > [ #1 41 5 ¢ F F A8 22 (0 15 28 100 5, 76 — S8R v
T A RN S BRAY AR TR XA 1 R T ARL A 1R v T (R AR AR R U T 2 X A R
89 o O 43X — P A S 2 A 37 X I B A AT o SR I B AR T (near strict equilibri-
um) o IEFH Y, T RS AR IR X TR AN IE T E A — AZ IR A R R R A L A A X A
4y 7 3 2 T AL T R 51 7 A W SR R . B R ST AR L XA R R S R AE R DR TE AN
B 7 e P A T U T AR o T AR YOS 2 U A A 15 S A M 0 SR A OG- X O E R
K H T IR ARG A O SO I BARE HO 0] BE A 58 205 2 I JIr A7 400 3 s 200 A 34 i 46 2 ke
WU s YA EE R R B T2 5 NWFAAE R, HiX 2605 BAROCHT , AR J2 BT A7 4l 5 w94 A1 24 i #5
ST ABL A 4 A o AE T A BRE T 50 36 A R I R AR Y s T S A EE R T2 5 AMRA R
STE AR AL AR B2 0 S A I S AR RS A A R AR 2R A T IR T8 R I A

(Z)EFEFIER

Ak G VE IR B0 0T 24 4 1) 4% G0 il B2, Y A7 2 2 1 25 4 2 S m) R HL 2R N 5 4 B I 15 0
T2 5 N A AR B A R B AR R Y R 2 A AE = T T ) L A Y
IRAETE Z A BB, T RAIE T A 2 5 A AT sh#8 5 6] — A S 8 %0 B, 5038 U8 a0 ] fRAIE BT 5 2 5
AR ) — A~ ¥ i 45 2R 1 A AR 7 U VF 22 BRSSP 2R 0 AN 12 52 4 P AL [R] J il po R s .
S5 o TE SE PR Y R 52 T2 v UL B, 34 A AR S ER AR B S B M R S 5 N Y R B AT O (B AR M fi
FEHAE TR ZETT 4R I 09 /T 34T A o Sl0KE 1 B 48 23 A AN RE A e DA AR Xy 48 1) X 4 1) e AR ok B o BE X bR B
B, AR A ) BRI R AT A A AR T ) — b R AE IR A i R X R BRI 2 5 Bl A I
) B4 RS R B LAl iX — e FE AR I 25 SR . v 7 307 S LG 1 AN 1987 4F T IR st 1 28 7 > BB o
J5 A T BUR AR EL G TR A 8 ST AR UK A Tk 1 AT B 2 Y B — R 9 ) L 2 2D 5 38 T AR 2 ) BB Y
WFFEHELE  H2 T ok Fir $& 3 (9 DU 18 SCREAC A 5 1 Al 178 3 Oy T 1) FE 22 5Tk

UL TS0 X 7 P 8 R A B U 8 A A0 A A R S T Y R A AR )R (L [l gk T R
215 BE AR T SE AR B2 e IR ke A (B 0 4R B 48 5% 08 B RH DG IR . 7E b ME Y B T AR
R B R SE ISR 2 5 NI M A% SRS Z R . W v, i & . 2 5 AR
AT AL ki ) UL 28 5% 3B AT B30 o G AT AR R A B S R A AR A AR O AT AT A HE RS &R
BOF I AR 0 F L . AR XRE — TR 5 T 20 AR BT o B SR B A ) & BEE A AR A2 B BT BE .
it o0 TR A 4 (Kreps & Bray, 1987) 48 o of L3 aof A4 # — 4~ — A0 Ay D1 ik 307 3 2 o 5 o i
W ERRE AR S5 AAHE i As SIREZ MBS R . AT R A2 A B T 5 S 808, DLt i
PR A BERLE — AR B AR s A R N2 5 AW i ) il S AW e 2 5 NAT ol .
M2 5 KAWL AT 8 AW #E SRS Z &R . BRI, 2 S A R SO o A & — 1
T G DL TR) R, AE 5 T < S0 A5 ™ 0432 TR ] AR A i SO B TE A AT B 2 S R, S
55N 5 B A A 23 Bl G B[R] WS 8, I HL7E — SE 01 P2 A% 1P AR PR R B T AR A& s W 8O3 L S A AT
T L5 A% G2 T7 125 0 4 — A5 1 e 2 B A0 2 A

JRAE DU 727 o 3t AR AL T A Ay BV T4 X i 4 E Bk L (H S i R AR B TR AR R — AR R
FEE AT LT 2R o BBk S 5 N HNE | OX T/ 58 8 50 . stk iy 2 e R X1 g
25 NEEIFNE BN TR ST AR R A 0 E B L anfldrsh. B DL, i 44 TH 350551 94
WM o 0 R A P AT S R . 5 R AN I B S (Kreps & Fudenberg, 1995) 48 . f 4K 78 3 Fi
TR T2 5 AN A X IR BT B AR b A9 AT 47 AT B 1 5 A OC AR /&, BT S BE PR IR 19 28 — 2 ik
SUEN AT ST BT —E B 25 0F T S A TH BE DR TIE 195 25 25 SR i 85030 458 19 A A A 35 4 (self-confirming
equilibrium) , IEX ML, & o A& H B0 A3 67, W) 728 AT {7 36 2 WL 4 5 32 X (asymptotic empiri-
cism) {5 & FI 2 58 AR AT SRR 2o AR R ATRE M . Hoh L 2890 £ U 4R Y TE R E S
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BT WS EOE T I 95 . 2 5 A H X FA47 3h B9 Al 8 st 7145 B & BT sh & 5k 4y
Aii 5 58 A BRI 238 AR T HOY /T 005 & 2 5 ATEAT AR By BOAR 23 2 P8 05 I By 1) S

MALEAT 2B . 25 NS 3R ICE £ (905 5L LUE 108 58 4 I B 09 15 A& 30009 o HE 518 22
98 241 0 B RIS e B U, O T HEBR AN AT B M 2 AR By A5 SR B O T 2 X AT s A
BIE RS 50 WA 3k B S (Kreps & Fudenberg, 1994) Bt i — ] U 1 1 41 119 A 7% -
FEHEFENOLT O TSR as R . 2 5 AT Z M X FAE A E B E T3 RS,
B2, AT DUAR 2 3] A5 SR 26 (5 B4R L 6 T Al 47 2h X T 1% 2 5 AN a0l 17 30 /2 22 T 52 ma 1 R 7 5
SefE B4R L O FATEh G B N . BaiE vl o T3 B9 3 . 2 5 A 2 FHE T 1 58
FEWS, U R A DG G & 4E LRr A IER (S &R0l Bbkb, M G5 S E B8 S 5 A MAT ol g s e 72 15 2
KRG BEE . T UL, 50 5 W 7E B U T sh AR A (fictitious play) FRIZE 25 A 2A RBLEAY . 1A
B 2 B R MO g DA™ A SR A8 A AR S 8 BE AR L A BORHEBR AR AN AT M ) SR IS 45 . AT B
RUR 2 S e h gl 2 A — 222 R, R AT S 5 A O B B O FR M4
F I XS AT B A D3 0 A AR e DR SN S AE K ek R P ABATTIA Ry O T I R T SR Y — S R R 2
A2 1534 . BRIGZ A AR X R0 AR R YRR A s 7 R < 306 Lb 6N BB TR B A5 R P fHL [] Bsf 4, o
AR AT R LUERS 2 5 N E &R EHE 45 1 ., 25 509 7 0T DL oA sl s )
ERATOE G AT DIGERs T ok v B S it — 2D aE B SR (5 & R s iriE 2200 3= Ly, BAT R A
20 Y S BR T P T T e AR 0 R AT AT A 4 A 2 4 1 25 SRR R N AR A L BN 2 5 N TR A
AR AL Iy U I BRI S BN A R & XA T DL R R A 2 . A B R
Y467 5 2 A 2 o2 o0 ah AR AN S 2K T LA sk R o 2 > s AR AR S ke S R K A AN A

H B PR A 2 o b3 A 2 R 06 ) R TS R R SR TR A SR M B A0 . v T R o B AR AR LT R 3R
M IR A S W8 45 19 2% 2] ) (Fudenberg &. Kreps,1993) — 30, & 26 %1% St ig 3047 3h rh i Sl i 8k 2 1
HTEIE . MfIT38 6 TR A RIS M 5 » 45 371 BR 43 73 W 8 (empirical marginal distributions con-
vergence) I A E— A Y B ZERE L N B REOR A2 5 A 4730 1 30 B 4 A W8, T SR i 47 3 1Y
WE G AP ATAETEAR G o S e A AT 42t T — A4S T 5 A W SORE & —— T AT 3h W 81 Cconvergence of
intended behavior) . FRZ by BT 5% A WS SRR A& 02 R S o] DAE BT, > S50 303 A7 s W ST L A7 8l 41 6 19 S B
WA 250 53 A JUF- b SR W ST WU AT 3 1 A bR 43 A Z B, 555 G sioE ok T AT 3h iy Wi 8L
S AR E VETE IR AT SR BRI B, ML B AT SIS TR B WA 0 iE— I XRS5 ANMAT S Bk
BEHL AL - DT {45 At 7 B3 A B Be AT Bl o0 A 2R A 1. AR ZE R e 4l Ak 3138 (purification theo-
rem) (Harsanyi, 1973) . & XAEAT 8 L AR A 40 A v LU R R, B JC 1 UL 52 31 S A5 1 o UL S A
M SR 15 2 5 N B 05— 478 A B i 55 — 4730 STt v B 0 R B AL 5O B
FEAUAT B AR e R i TSR AT BB . AR e 1 R AT Bk R E 1. 2 5 AN A B B A
SR Al S S (B A 2 R AUA T S AR b, X7 2 5 OGRS HX T 8 R 4% A SR 0 A R A TIZOR IS TR
i 25 Py s R R B R R U S 2 5 NTE A B B AL R . X RE k. 2 5 ANAT L AT
PACSCT IR A 40 A1, T A TR & SR W 8087 1 i A 4 it — S5 BRI A %

I EFRMATR

B 30 T 1 RO i A W B — O TR TR B IR R A PR A A S 2 55— O T W AE T
i AN SE 25 RS IRI J7 ik h i 2 GV 28 5 2 LR AR T EDUL Ay i ke . X b L AN A S
E WO AMEAT N5 A SO LA R 5 2T B B Al PR SR AR I B R I R O AR ELE BT
Aol BRSSO ST B E B A
(—)EEHEBSEWER
HH AT DU R AR BB 2 B S b A N G U AT — R B AR 2 S RS R
YA P 2 A Ul S P T TR Y e A [ L T e R S0 R e T a1 2 A A R P R B o
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HZL—
XF T A BRIV A A G PR 5 0 5 A T 7 P — A TR S8 SR B R 2 5 ATE B — R B B 1 2% rh
RO B RS . X R Dy MR S e Ak TR R AR . 2 5 N BRI SHLEAE R4
YRR Z 5 N THIETERE — R AR A S840, I R EIECE — Rl E b w st A 51 3
Blo LA, 25 NTEFTA B B2 BN b #654E . SR, B 52 387 2 18 ( Axelrod, 1981) i 52
B a5 R AR, A PR A B R 55 8 S 2R b B AR A JU HORTERIIT 46 JLES 9 B Be i 2R v
SRS IC 44 [E 3 (folk theorem) o G4 A L & A= 7 T BR 51 42 [N ik PR 5 12 b o (B 4 fie e B
BT EEREEIES H.

b It o7 75 iy & HoA VE # (Kreps, Milgrom, Roberts & Wilson, 1982) I\ AN 58 215 B 1 4 B
FEEBBAH TESR. RREARYNEREZHES .25 KM AMGEEZ A 0T LUy R .
— 25 NALINH IHTE P AR T H B8 DL i 7 1 5w (tit-for-tat) L 7E 1 — P (A5 7] LA
TEPRATAT SR WG o A DL 38 oF 0 SR = 4 Y 5 7R 5 — B Be— e i B 5 R H VS B F i WO
FEEES o7 b —BrBegerh gk B AR . nT DUE B, X AR fo] — > 45 @ R P, H B &5 ige
PIRER I 2 GX D IREUZR P IRED . S1Efi skl XN W HEERZER O RAEREDT
I B SRS 2 H 5 AT LA Ve AT ] SR e 3 1 Ay I ] 1R L g I P SR A R R T S A R B R R E
B Nk L THREKMAER G et AT, - HEEIH T —ESE&BEUT T 1
WG S TE RS AR I AR T 8 B AR o >4 Ry e 45 DL F 3 oF SR I L B T B LA AR
7 WY B P I A 0 > 2 A AR S R BRAE Y & 5 T A T SR SR U 8 2 L ROk B AR 1 I g o
BN R O mlcss . 25 B TSR TR B A IR S 5 A SR L — DB EIE 4, RIS
br EIEAE TA VRS, HA Y S R R A o iy T 5 VR 09 R R W 5 /0N T 0005 Bk il £7 L 2
BAA - A Q@A AR BB R B i Ul 55 B A TREEM S5 A
TEAG B T AT 2 B R SN 5 A A I 7R 5 K RS L D ZE T I I £ — SE AE Y B R R R
AR AEFME AT 8h (L an & 4E) - Lk 8K S AT e Kby H 1Y .

VE R B AL 2 KA B S AT R WA 00 T H 5 o 0 07 45 4 i 0y P A A B A i I S T
S ARG VAT I TR ATE A BR o A o 2 A HE 28 7 355 WA b At B £ A AR R o A A 7 28 o o Ll — Fb
AIEERY IS . IR TE 5 15 5 55 10 75 B RTAUAESE T L [0 2 (Barro, 1986) S8 WEW] 17, 24 24 A O T BUR
Bl 3 05 DA 58 A ) ORI T B B 05 1Y 25 08, 1T B 23 e 5 A thil 3t 3 B 2 Ik 1) 6 T BUSR

B TSR 2 R A v TR T A B AL AR T Al 3X — 22 5 A 4L R Al S A B A A
(Kreps,1990c) , X#/r MM BER ¢ T 405 Mg iy 58 2 B S s 0 NE. o
T A R A A R A AR L Al AT DU AR R A i AT A e R S A Al B e
T LRI B SR A Ml Gy g N7 7 B O 4 P B S R S B B . O L AE DGR Al R R A
I BEFE IR BN A Sy — A HLH LR B B P T — WA AR e B AR T RE R R S . B
S G Z IR T A G R L, BU7E 48 KR 280028 5y vh 3l 5 2 R AR — 2832 5 & TR A
EMIEHD, T EAF LA E X FI AR 25 NSRS GE a5, Mk S E K., Bd
(28 Ty Z it LA B e A 2 TR SRy 38 5 RS AR A TG 1 OB Y 17 0 & A= ) 38 B 23 4% 3 - BT A 200 ) 74
B X AMEAE A EE FRUEE BN, s s . 5538 5 AR L TE Al R B 2 g
() 3Z 5 s 24 A A SRR B 15 D I o Al B B 2 AR S 5 R 0 T2 BT DU BT Al
XA B Z BT iE 0 E B BEAT IE R T AE B AL A7 . HNTER R . i TEE LS
FIAETE o 3 AR Al 78R TR 2 4155 00 2 26 I S BE AR 5 BRI A 20 8% . =558 b Aol 1 7 7 255
KR 25 1 25 R A SE AR 1 I — . 5 T A R R R IR UE 1 Ak B BORURRAE X IR Ak 5K
B2 Al e A A AR TR T — AN AT A A AR S B Al e Y R RS T A R

@ BV o 7 0 0 7 B S B BE S S A BN AT UL B4 T RE R
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(Z) AR

20 fh22 70 ARARLRIK  FZRIE 55 B AT # B 208 A G I SIS A T893 01 37l
AP B A ek . MWFFEe aC B R UF . il T I 2R84 B L & HE S 15 8 7 b 20 B8 L O3 ™
b ZH ZUHRAE TF UG AR X 16] 3 25 B WT S HE J T DA EE R T 37 45 M 0T 5 e 1) B T AT R ST ORI ACR
SE BB, O IR R R AN S AR BRI L 4 SV L LA R il phe SR 7 5
Sk BT S b A AR R e 2 —

TEFE IR M (Selten, 1978) 41t i 5 52 14 BIUN M35 wb 240087 B A 35 8 £ 0E A I0F  — > BRLPE 9 76 407 %
TEAEAR] — A By B (2 rp A0 B Z ST o D PR o 3 30 % DAL TR 35 o 2 P AR 0 ol A e S B B
Bt L, 24 ik A% BEACIRE 75 L 1 AR N R I8 A R EVRCE T A B B Y R ACE SRR EA
R B A A 67 A W T e PR BRI . 3O DR O BR AR A T — B B A9 195 2 rh (R e Jm — B BO) L TR R A
H A PR E 2R 3L R AR I8 A fE 7 3 (B B b R BT S8 4k K T BURAE T S 2
TEHENE B ARRAT S AR . LA SR TR AT AT BRI B Be N T 0 5 R e £ 3007 . (HiX
R A BT HE 5 A0 T 3 A R B S B4 5 Sk T 3 v CJCHG 2 A 2 I 300 9 18 9 i) I e A T A 2 Rt A
22 18] 3 A b A 3 S 35 4% 4 3 B %18 (the chain-store paradox) . X I, 7 75 % 1 A1 JK
i#h (Kreps & Wilson, 1999) MAFZHLE M BE 45 T A B . A5 38 LR B e OQ B IO BLBE 2 AL % A
A RE SR SR 2B W OF ELIE TR 2E A & TEAT 8l BTN RE 0 2 75 47 19 B 2R R B R A 28 W R )
X T 5 JE IR R UL AN T AR 2 08 R SO A A o eI e T AN X AR L B A
A B ARG 12— TR » P AR AT Bl I 23 5800 25 e A o7 3 B 28 280 RIDAE (o 35 ) 7R 2 . T 3
PR 28 W73 RN 2 A 5 2B IR . A 2 H T A 9 o 22 TR 3 PR A T 2 LR T A 2 PR
BR BRI . TR IR T o 2B IR I 2 PR R W A A T PR Y A

5o 7 T 5 30 AR (Fudenberg & Kreps, 1987) 5 He e iR #5780 () BEfth b #3150 52 2= (1 4«
ZEWTTH I AR TAAF A — N AELE o (E I P A A 2 Rl i AT 3 AR AT . @i i 57
BT DATE] A 2 —SE 25 PF B DL T » B E A8 NBUR G 22 67 35 R PEAIRTRE i o5 I SRS

A PR R W50 5 Sk AT S R R A B RERY . ARt i AL b, Bk AR 7 R Y T S
JEr . EATTE G R I Eh S P E A& A A PR R 2205 T i R AU S R AR i U i A
T8 2 — B8 AR AR M T BT R A T A 7 R B0 2 A DT S B T
A E RS o ABAEAA T PEAE R rh o S 08 R PO 0 A T 2R 7 R (R B L ST E A R A
(RN o & Ve (R g e Sl P T 1 R 1 o S 11 2 S e < I LR B D O )
G ) U 2 52 4 AR S A oty v A R B0 T 7 40 A e T o8 4 s i 4 DR e B Sk 28 W 5 R R A K 5 T
AET VT REASE 250 00 T30 00 113 373 1 s 5 T 98 A s e T 3 L DR e 58 Sk B IR 2 A B8R . IR A B SE Sk i 5 58
SEAT A WA IR AR 307 I o SO A iR o p TR T AR TR Y B SR A A R A T S B UL )
8 5 Sk T 37 vh o SR U 6 52 4 1 7 3K, T 0 A 325 28 U IS 19 A BE DT A1 1| S A AL - B L R
Mo HR L 508 45 (Kreps & Scheinkman, 1983) A S5 0f AR antk . AR R 1B FECRIF 3
S5 R H LA AE T3 DA 5 Sk A8 1Y ple 3 A8 Bk AN T o 2 BP0 s 4 ke 149 07 3 T) oty 35 A8 8 v 41 4% o
FASE R DR E 1 AE 1| FEASE R D0 A0 A 52 42 5 ) (H SE B bty v R 28 54 )1 ARS8 22 i LUK 1T 37 19
PO AN [R] o O B T AR 7 O 2R AR ) AN T oty 34 A TR v A 7 5 SR R S8 22 i TR T 1] A 2R DU 4
FARC AP FE R ORI E Z I o N T B — i AT TR A T — D B B 5 R 28 — B Bt 5 7l T AR
BUAATR] o A2 7 7 G (R s L S7 e o 4% B B9 7 40 O ELAZ B A 7 s 7228 i BE AT #EAT 210 )1 8L
T —BE B 58 A A% 524 L I B 55 R AR 0 )1 PEAE RIS AR AR B w8 23 e . RS I S50 1] A 1Y
ANTRL RS2 » R T LI 7 e AR 5 — [ BB A DN L 2 5 R e 2 R T RS — B B iR —HE 2
R oK o T T AR B AR X R 0 T o B A e B A Ml Y e SR R A L B A TR Y B i A
RA AR B AT A NI RO v . L SR I R BOBE T L e Y
R E— R I B A . P U I 2R 7 AR A IR ) A B SOl TR AR R RN Rl B HOE R . v
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T A SRR BR T ORI AR R R B L SR8 I AL A S AR O T Sk T 3 110 4 1 [ AR R R s
YT T A 1 PR TR R A B IE R A T S Sk T S AT i R — A R I M Y )R, R i
WL 38 4 T3 K A A PS50 A0 Y0 R i B

N KA
7~ 18

v R R AR R E R IR T K2 —, W 20 2B N AERGE T FR IR A T2
PFr SN 2 — . ATEFZRIE | D SR S A 4 Rl D 1 ) T AR TR 20 MR e 1 22 DR 58 09 05wl Oy
VFZ IR AR M T BOR IR R, v 38 30 55 A 1 5 4 10 0P ST 4 0 1 AR S B AR L
815 70 R S o T A 47 235 SR 1) M 5 A SR 0 O v A DU A R s D TR S R R OR S B
M A RORE s 7E W7 ) B RO BT b BB S AT R 1 KB AU T s i 2 i AR B0 T A Ay
RS IR ALY LA U T Shad B v s 761 56 42 05 8 3 25 5 52 1 2 O HE 28 1 fifp 8 A5 225 il 0 i
Y 2B Wit T R A . IE SR R Rk B A I R0 Ty AL ) € 41 BTk s R T S AR IR I O %

HER I 2 A 50 758 30 5 T A SR8 15 987 % M J7 1T A9 BF 7 0 BAT B . AR PR SRR TR L A A ST
FEA W — AR T RGBT S BG4 2> B IA 4910 0 gk S 7 A Ml s — R e I T
25 i1 ) B 0P B0 Kb T 8 2 DU 2R G M) dE e, U m) R i R B R B . v R M S A R
Jit Bt B 5 BV HE ST L DR SR AT LGS AN 0 2 P 9 A 14 I ) 2 HEAT I Dl 4 53 Ah  FE X 57 2
MG RIBESE b A5 i AR5 T B B SR ISR E N e BT, — T T L 308 B AT LR A
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David M. Kreps’s Contribution to Microeconomic Theory

WANG Yan CHEN Zhuo
(Shangdong University, Jinan, China)

Abstract: David Kreps is one of the most important founders of decision theory. game theory and asset pricing
theory. In the aspect of decision theory, he characterized “preference for flexibility”, a kind of dynamic inconsistent
preference, and constructed a theoretical framework of dynamic risk decision problem, which allows decision makers
to have a preference for “temporal resolution of uncertainty”. In the aspect of asset pricing, he put forward “theory of
martingale pricing” to solve some basic problems in the combination of option pricing model and arbitrage pricing theo-
ry. In the aspect of game theory, he gave the concept of “sequential equilibrium” and the refining criterion of “intutive
criterion”, and explained the incentive of reputation and behavior of enterprises in monopoly markets under the frame-
work of dynamic and repeated game with incomplete information. In addition, his researches on the theory of learning
in games and human resource management have become a cornerstone for developments in these fields.
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