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Abstract

Evolution of cooperation is an important mechanism in social evolution process. Evolutionary
game theory and computer simulation technology provide a new perspective for analyzing
cooperative behavior of human. To reflect the research progress of evolution of cooperation, we
reviewed literatures of cooperative evolution based on evolutionary game. Firstly, we present
several evolutionary game models used in the study of evolution of cooperation. And then, main
mechanisms of promoting cooperation level are summarized. Finally, important factors influences
the evolution of cooperation are inducted. Based on the review of research status, further analysis
on the existed problems and shortcomings is made and some perspectives on the development
trends of future research are provided.
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EIERIBA R AR SR R EZENS . DRGSOV ERIESR, SaitENESRY
WAREEAT R, AEERUBI ARG THROMNA. ARRESERLRPITER, METETRLEE
HIE R BT TSRS, B 58, Sl T SERLBT U E AL IR, RE R4 TIRESTE
U EZNSE, RERHTERSERUNERER. £XCAEPASRNEM L, 2% 7 oaR
KIAREHBEAT T RE.
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HLEgE, afedi, 2RMNE, iR

Tk

1. 3l

K IR ST AE I BEAR f2 DAAEAE S8 4 FE 8 AR A7 N BRI, SRTIT-E AR 038 308 V) A7 AE T AE AR [ 1]
it WIS 2 AR (2], AR AEAE AR R T ) D3], SRR AR AR B A, 53
fAEAR L, Ao A RGN 2. WSAEMAEL, B4l SERsEE, DL E K E 1
MPPILAL RS, SRS RGP A . BRIMARILSHIERE AT EIE[4], S1ECEm NN
S FIER) T —ANT I FHE[5] [6].

BESR B VEIL R VZATAE, IS4G AE BT W =R W ? X 2% 35 et 0 3 F R B A 3 DA 4
SR 2 R3S B oAb AMA, T R Be 0 AE AR AL R 1R 0 S WA & IR R AR Ak . R 2 I ik
MMEERTIGE A ES T RIERE. AIERBAIGR T A 1EE i ME BB —EFBE R, X&6
1) R B AZ 0 [ 7] TSRS G IR AR IR T 1 2R 45 SR B e AN #1848 . 78 Von Neumann #1 Morgenstern
1944 R (THZREISAZBEAT ) [8]LA S Nash 7 1950 4E42 i Nash 21 (Nash equilibrium) [9]FI#3
2 g, 1Z518(Game Theory)#) 2 KN FH B FEE D . G0 #ES %, TN, OHEEERAAR
GUH[10]-[13]. JCH Y “ HEINFERSEREZE” (Iterated Prisoner’s Dilemma, IPD)# Axelord 5| A& 1E 1AL
PSR Y b 2 )5, AL IE 2518 (Evolutionary Game Theory) [1415 24 32 FIVE N T WF 58 &4 o) i 1
H[15] ZE AR LS A I 2518 9 B FE AR SR E & AR A LI . — 0 LR JLR LA R
TEVERIBEAL[16] [17]: 20 B4k PR (kin selection). Fi#% T 2 (direct reciprocity). [f]#% H 2 (indirect
reciprocity). %5 8] &k X 4% H. 2 (spatial or network reciprocity). H J&2 5 (voluntary interactions). #i%&#%(group
selection) %545 . ft PSRRI UG K R IR R I ER A TER R R . NIRRT AE
KB R HIRERERI s — DR JE T oRGIE R, XFW s A RIAT B 2 R R R4, H a2
PEHEFE N B S 2 6. SRS M S AF L, Axelord AR O 2 18] AT P ST A SERUH AN 32 5
R AL S A1, JR3R M 7 36T « T BURI  [18]40 HLELHE, AT T8 1 MR &4 7 A TR DR 38 £
HIRHESE . BRI B, HIES 5L REIEIR IR K. Hl, a8 o e 5 O
HfE, WmgEP it 2 28k e 5 AR KIE, CENEMS. o, TR%. OHESERL %R
I LR R

2. BIEEUHRARIEFRE
I, AT St LR A A b B R
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2.1. RfERGEIERZE

Axelord ¥ FEF A8 5 A 200 A0 25 G 48 I R IR [19]2& LA “INFEREE” 1825 (Prisoner’s
Dilemma, PD)AE&flift). —MIEAM “INFEREE” BALUNE 1 7R, wIEEAUR . #2877 1 A%
7 2 JUH & {E(Cooperation, C)5k 5 ¥ (Defection, D) FiE . W HAGIES R ;s —HEE— TR,
GIEHR S, WHITHET s AUTEE RS P o EINGERSTZREE R, il eT >SR>P>S,
FEHIEFBBIR > (T +8)/2.

TEINGE R S ZER R, SR AR REE WA BLAAE PR R AL, (F2 T BN E R, fEf3EZE0
T AN TIEBFEE R “WE” o NAERSEEAE T “42WE” (Social Dilemma) [20]0F#, &%
TR I ) 3 A R . AR — IRECE PRI INGE N SR 2R, 15 02 sk, RN X J7 nfefik %,
IR FE e R . (R Y INGEN B R R IR IR E S N L, ARt A TREa 4, T H 245 R
. N0 R 30 2 — 8 kA, BRI S RREE RS E N A1), X2 5 N I 55 18 25 (Iterated
Prisoner’s Dilemma, IPD), W7 isE b INGER 25, 4k Axelord 2 )5, KZHT SVEHELIIE 7T R
[21]-[27]#8 2 G L AR A N A PR S T R A 2R (1 kit 2 L1

AL ZE AN AT DOl B — R A R SR RE N —Fe P LRI SR . A T B0 UE AR T AL DN R 45 1
FE A 2 ) SR B LR, Axelrod S [ BHERAESR 1 R AN IR SR mE g il AR T BEHLAR Y, ZHZR T IX
P2 A bR 2E o Hor BB AR (Tit-for-Tat, TFT) SEHE 75 P IR 7 56 28 S vh R HUAS R [1] o 12 SREmG E 15 B,
HEAERHAAMMEE e BE, MEEEXNTT ERFTRAKSE . Axelrod 18 TFT SRS MR HG A LR
Wei: © FRME, @ wEME, @ %A, @ WHEiitt. BFFERYI[1] [19] [28], TFT SHIS/EA IR LE
BRMER, XA ERE TR E4E R e FER . 755 BT 7E, Nowak A1 Sigmund [29]F A 78 45
HAEAEAE “I3 7 (REREET, MIEZEXUT #R A TFT SERSIS, %5 RDLH T HEgatE, EDX 5 — /NG
“URir” , AERABMNBGRITER, FR R AR IR Rz F . Boyd #1 Lorberbaum M\
DT DN GE PR 355 1 25 o R AR AR T A R 8 (Al SRS, TFT SRS AE 75 S Bk T B4R i BR85 [K 32 [30]. 1E A
TFT SEmg e, GTFT (Generous Tit For Tat)5 5 W& 4 441 Hi ok [28]. 72T Ja kst sk g+, Pavlov
(Win-stay, Lose-shift) 5 i i 921 [31] . Pavlov HE B2 fa fE v AL INAE N SR 2R, an s B IREZRII S
AT BRI, MITEZET7 4k 2L s 52 DART SR, SRS B4R S SR8 [32] . 124 ik, Paviov
TGN A AL AEH BN — A SRR [33], B REBE BRI 4T I TFT 5EH% . Nowak 55104, Pavlov 5l 5 TFT
HREARLL, REWE L IEBSA M 1R It HLRR R H — B & 1E#[31].

Doebeli FI Hauert 7ESCHR[7]7H 28 T OB (5 T AL N GE R S I AR AR I #ibn 28, it — AN pmiEm)
CHUTRE” SRME AU . 12 OREEE R B QR EEEAE, T HARMAR A TFT SRS . AT X RIS ANE
[, e — 5 MR IR Z i e@ il — KA BT T B milE . BARZRISTE
BN TE WU ST ] S A S5 D THDE A At — 2D AR 9T, (E2 “ i IR O B 25 55 SRt o 1 FH Ve A
INAE PN 53 20t 7 ) R AL T — AN AL A

22. BHfEEF

FEINBEN SRR R, AR A AR B RS B 1R 005 SRR R, JF R B T &1F, XU sk T
U, NAEN SRR T ARy “ S HEREZE” (Snowdrift Game, SD) [34] [35].

SD A AR : AR HL(EZEXUT) B+ — AT HER B, /2800745 4" S (Cooperation) A1 A
"% (Defection) Pk . MRS #RG* S, WIAAF R UCEE; WOEREAG S, WX YRy 05 dnk
Hep =595, H—JOiAy, W ET5R S, APPSR T, b, TRMAMES I, §*5aa €
JEA e WU — SO A T HE R R s FE R 0 2 s

()
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Table 1. The payoff matrix of the prisoner’s dilemma game
= 1. NiERE B ERE

7577 2
3575 1

C R, R S, T
D T, S P, P

Table 2. The snowdrift game payoff matrix

2. EHEITREERERE

1355 2
3R 1

HH AT IS EH LT >R>S >0 HHEMITBRERE T “Hmift” mE. H5HE
R 5 NAE N SR A 2 A AE T, THER IR A T T 51k KRBV S HE IR Y
XS TN, RIS R AT S b RIS F by . RIS SR 2 ], i) iz X N 2
TWRFCEZ E & AR R RAT N[ 14] 0 B2 Hh - T3 HE TR SRR ARG I Gk PR 53 1o A 2R S i LA Al 5
B, FrUE RIS VEE RO, ORI LR, T HHER ZERIAL A & AR 1) T 72
CLZ ORI 22 [36]-[40] « 1X 52 A T HE MR AR RUACR AT N2 534 —FE IR & 48, BIG /R 5 AF ACHT
FERMAR BRI A o X5 DA AE R 53 R RAR Y vh A AR 3 R B B Al R A X . BTBL, #E 5
HE T ZRAR A 1) 5 EA ML 75 55 DA PR S5 T AR R ) — B3R 1) AL SR LA R0 - AT W TR WA [39]
X HER SRR, SRS SR G S AN T SRRy, 1X— 5 5 INGER SRR A
[l ) o

2.3. AHEEMIEF

TSGR AEEARERA S 5 & 2 R, REHEZEHZANS 55 ETHIE. KNER
BEZRHET, WSR2 NS 5145 125 (Public Goods Game) [41].

A —MALNES, B NS SHFENMCOER R R, BN 55 86 8 EMARTEHA
FHETIE . B E R IRATE LN RO B4, ARTEERTN 0. ZIHKEHERECh r (r>1), B5sE
PLr 8 E S T b a2 5% . B8, M r<NK, SN2 5EHE0HMNS 55 A = ik
AP TN o PRI, AN MR A A 3 S ZR I A 3 T [42] o 12 A TN (R4 PR 355 A0 8 S SR R AR 45 A i
K, IR T ANMRERPEHIE SR H B R 55 SO AT N SRS R W] S BUA SRR 2. AL IR,
TR AATHIREAN AR, ARG A BRI ilan, 44 H E 4427 (Organization of Petroleum
Exporting Countries, fiiFK OPEC) AL H 2 — & ZERR 1] % i A= 7= [ 1) 7= B AR R A A A%, DA 3R
BB AN o AR B A — g s X AN €, T2 5 R AE FAR R 3 ARSI L R B SN —
RIS M EL A, A5 R R E RGN TR, SRR MRS T .

24. sk - 7] - TiEFE

Ak BYTT « AT REGRIE T BLSS AR A H B B R ORI k97 A il BT K o R K 2 5 00T
F)y BT ULFEAGEA S BTG, IF HIEMAT BN 1) 7 kmByl; 2) BY
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Tl 3) A ko

SR LACREONE, 0 ARERAT T, -1 AR, Sk « BYT) « A R A We 2 0 B T AR 7S O
% 3

i3k« BYJ) « AR NIl AR —, R T HEYE AR S R, 5B
SIS AL 5 [43] -

3. {RiEAERELHIHNFI

IR MR I R, — BT BRIKI INAE N SR, MR A S F TR, TEE IR
fEfs A EA AT RE . NMART LU L 2 B 2R AL A A 175 DR PRAE TR — KT ZR FR B0 S, AT e i
SR AR S oK B LB X T B, REm e Rt SRR A SRR E . AT, X SRR AR TS 2 YT
JEsikh e, MRS e SRR EL. HEE MR R R SRR — AL, A8 A R ] RE 42
et AL A AR LA RARTH AR AT B ? JT4FE K, ORI (12738 TF IR 2 SRR Ty T (9 1) /[ 7] [15]-[17].
FHEIRAMCHEBEA B SR G 7. AN B, BES5. W87 Ml R4 5N
AT A4

3.1. FEGIEE

4% FE(Kin Selection) [44]72 i1 Hamilton 7£ 1964 E4E H KK, 48 H RS ERRIR, HILA
ARR: AWRIMSEG SRR, Pbsismim T&0E, SWE0A N T&0E. W r W AMESES
KARRE, FnW MEZ RAGHFZEE MR . b R EE A AN R, ¢ BRETERA,
ML RE4r>c/bit, GEATREA. EANAERNFRA Hamilton FLN[44]. SEGERFIIG S NI
AT 1 £ P2 AR R SRR [45], VORI B e R B R, BERIAS S E RA I, B T AR & F AT,
Hrpg R ASE L, FIRMER. ZRZES, MORHREITAME, R TFZAME S 7RG kK
o Bltn: —MNEEMILFRISEG R R REUE 12, FUMbRIINTRISEG R R REUE U4, FrllAER
B AEAT Ay A R AR R )L

IR FFAE NP2 A WA AR B AR R 418 . Dawkins XF “SRZIEE” & B ARIEF 10— Py
Ry ERIER, WY “AMERIESR” ANERHN A B8R LS 12 TRk B R B 4T 7t
w[46]. Wilson N, SREEFH AR FERMAT AN EERE R, R RIKFA 2 FIMAT A1 5
[KI2<[47]. Doebeli #1 Hauert fis tH [ 7] B 2 Al (A8 rp AR /DB R RS Sk £, (H 2 2R e 35 AT A2 (1] [A]
FER SRR R AR . B AME R e 5 A BRAALEHefil, RFRRGERE N /MATE “Rhik” B ITE),
A LMSRSEGIE A R T SRR T Z5 08 .

FEGEFEW R AERLH — NG RIS, R 5 A R T RIAESE, EAR 2
AW T — NI RS o AZMLRIANMY BE S 2 AR N AL 2 ARG, X Bl 5 R 28 2 [a) & A R A

Table 3. Stone scissors cloth game of gain matrix

3 Ak - BT - EEFRERER

. ik 971 i
ik 0, 0 1, -1 -1, 1
iy -1, 1 0, 0 1, -1
i 1, -1 -1, 1 0, 0
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BWIRA 1. HE, REX-FEIRMEE M AL RS E T AN . EMA PR B
KAMMEZ B AR B3GR R . BRI M S E I S B AR i [2] [3]8-4, dnfal @ ke
IXEEAAEIL G ? Tricers 1) B A EL IR [18] AT IFEME T B 1AL A o

3.2. BEHE

B BRI REAR & MU RE AR SR R R A DL AR R RAMAIR I ST 8, A& H BT S 2 (R e 1Rtk Ab
FIRRERLH . —. P NEREEMERZEEEMK,

321 H¥EH

Tricers [ B BRI S PRI 1 IXFE—Fp AR, BIA1E T DUZE AT ICEa e R RAT S ML R F= 4,
R IR RN T R T ECR RIS M 25 . MR B E e B N E
P2, B[R A P ANAMA T LUK R R B A . B T A 1R g P A 7R 3 R AL N GE R B 1 g
Axelrod ¥ B 3 0 EALH SRS 44 [19], BB W ITRE T8 M. 78 3.2.1 T iHe
KT TFT. GTFT LLK Pavlov 55 5% 35 J& T- 5200 B9 BB K 3%, X A FBCR .

EE AR — NN . BESMRRAN G — A S E IR . ERH “HIRIRIPANME
FEDNROR IR B A AT ER R A R . SERR, MR A R AR AR B R R . S —
A FARMAIRGE T H B 5, WMVFRA VLSRRI B X, 84 B [48]1E A G AR HEL I iR
PUHIAE RAF TN T .

3.22. [EEER

Nowak FI Sigmund W\ T7EE BRI E— R VERIAE BRI 2, 20 T DLEE Al R P A 4%
ik [49] o 451 4n Y b 11 ST FL R 5% S e L B R OR AR AE — IRMEAT O, MRS S A ) 2 A4 A R
o EAEOT, B AMEZ BB R SRR KR FAREEANRT) “ 2% DLAENITE “ 2% Hah
A EAG AR A1 B AN GBI SRR TS, T oV MABE N LE B IR T .
AR S A PO BARE TR A MEHIR T “ %7 o Nowak JE Gl B4 TERA “Dnsc
B, AT E R “442%67 Lo IRl [16]. A “IRMT 2R, MESEE B SEE R T E
B, MR “4A27 PRI T AMARSERR AL F IR s, IR HENMER 2% TR A
HORAPT R AN . AR “ 257 BREES b AMAME, SRRHE, R “E5N7 . |
WAMERER G0 TR, e RBUE RIS AT 2B Iz R 5 & “ 287 g, 5 AR 44
AT, NEA AR RENEA RARNMAZ B L ER S, KRR E R T ARG EE
1B, DUK H T B4 2 VG [50] . BRIk, 1R 22 G0 5 SRR E 23 2% 50K R) 42 T A AN TE 2R RS 1 RS YR G R
AR [49].

TE SR AR A, Mol R R i 425 DIE TR R S B AN ). BB R R RS
B NSRASH, WIRIBHE B N 225245 (B2, Xl mkas TR 4 ko & ol se i 2 2%, 1R
TARIX A1 . Leimar AT Hammerstein 7EZATLH] HI0N T S 4 FIRE & [51] 4an 535 Bl O 2 02z A 1 sk
A TS, WERAE AR SR AR B WA T Sy o 48R, T3R8 S AR5 B B o AR5
A1 0 BIRIE S AE BN 7 — AR

TP BRI B AN R B AR B i Sk, T HLAS R EAMA RZRE ), b EREEH
B TEL E—R g F LR B ORISR, 1 (A1 T2 0 75 20 A A e g sk ms I s (b 2
TSR T 5) o A 2B IR IA[52] [S3]AMA BIACAZA FEET X0 AN [] 14 I 285 &5 ¥ A 2 ) S 2 R AN IR 1Y)
SE. ESE TR B R EAMAH BORMICIZRE 7T, BT DX FLHITE A A S S S B T O
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TEM, BB TICZRE Mk Z, BrlzblsEsh Y A K L OF A TR [16]. A e NSt arh, T4t
SRR RN, BACAEREA RS ISR I s, RV A FLIB R S5 D TR KRIK ISR
W LF AT RERIES . BRI B ARG RRE, (HZZIU AR R Nt = &1
BACHIRZOHUR 2 —o FAMEAE. BT 5 2R o B A2 R 1% T A8 v (i it 5 1 JE AL (0 L5 M0 (K 3R [54] [55].

3.3. BHE#E

REEFZIRINA, BREFRAEAY MR R IR ESEIR, AR RIABAT A R T R 2
I, X FPAT ol T RERE AR 28 10 SR AT A5 BLORAT o 10T EOR K AR B A 2 [ (A A7 SE 5y, —
AMFAER R T SCRI AR RE S — A 58 2 0R Z IX R R SRS AL R BEAR LE . B SR AR A8 B
PRI, AT D9 T DA B A AR ) IR T B i A [ 28]

AR Traulsen At Nowak [56]45 HH PR — AN £ ) o] LSRR B I EIE PR IR . 2B, R
AN E BN, AN S LTRSS AT e, SR E W BIRER A A, IRE A
ROy, AMRFBEATEAC SR, DUk e M ATE R . A IR 5 A i R AT =, R AR
IMNE) 55 BEAHE R R . I SRR L B — 52 AR 73 A e RIS BRIE AN D BB, 26 5
Hh—NRERIH R o RFER IR R A MAE & T EAREASE K, IR 2 TR, s, A
REAMEBEATE ], HSECT IR IOKCFRGE . BIURJZE DA A B RN R e BN 8 2 Ok R 2 7]
MU e, REMR, SIEEMTIRE IR, W HE PG G N T HIER, B CE A Sk e,
B T AT RE, & ZREER N E W T4, RRBE vEaIErRE
PRLE AT IR IBEAR B IR . FEIXMHLE] T, 7 BRI DURR A IR EAT, SEAKCF 982153
$er. Traulsen A1 Nowak iB/3 2 [ HEEFEAAF T S EMLIIREA LM b/e>1+(n/m) . Hrb e il
TR MEEEAT AR ARRAS, 0 AT m 7 A R A i KA R R . R m] DA 3 %2
TP IKT LU A 2 R DL -

BIRBE PRI RENS T MR L A I S AR P AR SRR, (ERAZ IR 1 — DB 39 51 [57]: Bk
RREREM AR TEAR AT R 2, (ELED BT S AR A R AT B e 4 REAE ™ 15 O A A7 S 4 th X R AT
RRFERIOS RS, AL ORI, ATEL, IR EARRE & (R L 7 T R A R — B AR %%
B 4L[58]. Foster SENIUABA SRGIETE, BEEFESIRMEMREA T N[5

FEE B rPAREIL TSR 28 AR 25 2 (8] B i o WP AR MMl A — 8 FOARRERE 0, AT I e e
ZIAREAF TGS, — PR SRR 2 5 B AT R AR S — A e sk Z iR EORS 1 A 22
PIRREARLL, BRI AEAFE R . (Rl S0RE R (AT D9 mT DU Bl R ) R T e D AL [57]

34. BE&5

Nowak fi&iH, 7ENFEREIEZEFSIN A RS S Hg 2 ek & /E i — Rl [16]. X B E R
Z 5 2SI ZR AR AT CUE RS TERTS B, 3BT DL “ BT [60]. &+ B SR mE (1AM A mT LTI A 2
5175, (H AR AT LS S E 1 — SN S . Szab6 M1 Hauert 7823 ] 20 3L 3 4 1 25 A0k A4 R 4 PR 5 18
G| N T TR [61], AR RS T LTSI B, BT S I I N D RS IR N T R
k- B9J) - A7 BEAIIEZE[62]. SFLEALE Szabd Al Hauert (R 75 EWF7T 7 Newman-Watts (NW)/h
I 2% B SIS AN AE R S 4R [63], 193] 7 — L B X gt .

35. BT “BFE” aHlH
7 LABLHISE, Riolo S ABIAL 7 —MEET “FriE” AR ZRRIM 6411 thifc A LN, 155
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X7 AR B B BELE B SRR AR B R ok g 2 R AT & 4, RUVEZRMALOR 5 B SRR MARET &
o NXHIRGEN TR ENFZE, ATUSERZEZ BTHEAT S0k . Roberts A1 Sherratt [RIFFFT4R i, Wik
AR [ R AR DL BRI SR, W ZRR O INGE R BE i gE, B AL TR &1 1A
fit AR 2% 59 W T 2 AR MR B BT R 3R[65] . 4R, Axelrod 28 NN INSR A BAE A ZBENLY, aiEaa
BRHIEE BI BE W £ 0 56 AF 3R B & P AR EAFAE, BB THR28 IS PERLI T DASR i 5 1 2K - [66] .

3.6. EEZEH

BT S AVERE N FORE T2 R 2 HRR T SR A REA R, RIEEA T A MR HR S A B g Mk
AR RERE . MBI MEEE R — A, TAMERC R B REE AL, BASBAME ST —
MEEE, RERBEH. B2, S IENAMEASR S Re Rl B A b Frfy HAR A4, x4
1) R — AN VRl SNSRI 458 . Axelrod (R8T 45 #4) A2 1X B BB AR AR B M AR B[ 19], H B IE 2% (] 45 44
BB S VEFALHT T /2 Nowak F11 May. 1992 4F Nowak 1 May REIE A KI5 N L IG5 HIKESE, Ktttk
TR 5] N B 23 8] A% 7ok [67] [68], H2eHFFT 1 25 1B 4% T I INGE RIS 10 2R, BRI ZR MR ER
AT A0 R AT ISR, RIL T EEINGE SR, AR A (R o A 2 s A AF, 1 Hauert 55 A4
B3| T EHEIGE T, EIRARI 2 B AT S PR AE K IS5 [39]. Szabo S5 ARIH P45 715k, &
GUHbII I T ek DN G R S ISR 1) [69] o FEMMATIIGII T, A S 4ERINAS T AR BR T ORI
AT ARRAETZRAY, SHE ST N TR FERS S, AT REE TR T AN R A ZE 1
ALK . 5 R B AR S 2R o DR b 3P 58 B 0R R 40 AT AN 2 R 3K 5 SO R R B A AR SRS S PEIE T .
Szabo Fll Hauert 7 2 [A] A FL 38 & 2R F g1k N A8 R e R v 5N T -SRI [61] [70], BT ZEAMARAW AT
PR UG AE SRS 5 Y SR, B F] LRI A S 518 2%, H2RWAER— AN N7 # 5 B
WEFER B, BT SRmE R 5 N AT DM S50 IR Ao T “ sk —BY J)—A0 7 KRB [62], BI &A1 SR
S SR 5 BT SR T LI IS R IR AR 1115 LARRE 347 . Szab0 5575 FE SR NS 15 SR BB (1 4 1k, 7E4E%L
Ad=1, 2, 3R EWEFL T HA SRR S AR A I At RS R [71] o /MR A] DASRE = b S0 -
HE. W EHEAERT, TESRBEEEE, IR MARNUE B — AN EIAT LR, SR AR AU as L A
B, TSR EU AR fE 1 SR m, 75 W 4ERE R SRS A AL

23 () S5 A I AN R R A VBRI TENLE 2 —, DA RN A A VBRI iR 2 (1 4 AT
J R 1998 4F watts ] “/MEEFL” [R5 [72] LA K 1999 4 Barabasi A1 Albert ) TCH5E /2% [ 73] H LUK,
5225 N 2 b IR AL TR SR I ORI AL A A BE A 1 32 22 75 W) . 2001 4 Abramson 1 Kuperman & 26118 17
TS 2% EREZRAT R[74], HOETT T EZRAT MR X 28 B /N U 2% (3648 . 2 5, 4G Z AT
ML, AN ML R E A R T R E B IT[75] [76].

4. mEEREHLHER

B T DL AR HESAF AL E BN Ah, BF —Sm S/EKPRIRER, B, HIEmr. #
FENEL (BAE. ETT 52055, RS2 M A,
4.1. IR w

WIARG W, WIHRATNINRE, RGP T L —5 AT IREE . wHEFRK
NI EVERI PR AR BEMM, E— SRR ANEE “INERSE” Hze, R F99Ea] 5 fH
IR SRR HRRG . MARBRBEWZ .. wHUETWE KK, S1E#FbA S RE. oh, w3
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