15 % 1%1¢

2022 455 3 M ECONOMIC REVIEW AR 235 1

Cl

I
#

O——
U SELR B IR R R P
W55 0 2 15 MURE S R

WE. HHA2FFR8FF FRFE5F IR Lakbe 0T R4 F
A H AT kb Loy R R AL B T R AR )RR 0 BAE R (T dE BRAT AR ) 69 it
W kTR R, AR T HAZKFFETZEFRFFRXEFF0 LFHY
XE,ZAREZLERBINA FHKEZ PO E, BT 2N L2557
Ry kT AN AR FR] G A MBEF I 2k ALRE TR = L5 %
R AER T L 800 R BARAT R sk fe T A B B4R B e AT AT B8 2 1 AR
MR TR, AT ENRBERAAERE, AL T HEZ2FFH%
W R AE IR AR R 6 5 R AR, AR LIS ST R AR 0 B AT B 2L A Y
REER ZFRAAHHIN-ENLK ZFHESIBRRERESBEFM, b, K
TR T H A ZFFARGE AR FEIFIR LG T &,

KEIF . HHZFS, IR R RFAR, HEAG A, MBS

FESZES . F069.9

—.518

BEE THEALERTESL T BB A b ) MR AN R 2 05 7B A0 Rl —
FIASE A SCERE TR AT A T ST B R IR AT LAGE B9 31 1980 AR AR 3l 785 2 WL 48 B AR A 11
P | X AR ALz HIT TS HL 4 A A SR A5 2 (4 85U A% ( numerical solution ) , 24 7E 2 WLZ8 5 43
B A B OUL R T — A BORHELR | DATT AR A R 7 - it 4] ( Lucas critique ) FY—Fif
4%, Kydland Fl Prescott (1982) Lk & Hansen ( 1985) FIr & 37 i) B 52 28 5% JH] ] ( Real
Business Cycle, RBC) BAUZ SR MA T ISR, A THANLE AR M & 1B 40
LRI AW I OGRS AN B e . 1990 4EACLLR 45 THHRALIZ A

# REAL, PRI KR FR2FEEFER AT RLRFEZIR LTI, R B 4 4. 430070, & F 15 4 .
hxiong@ hzau.edu.cn; ¥ e PR U X FZF TR PR EPFREKR 5 F AR AL BRI BRI AL 430070
AR, RO T K F A L F e W B %A 430070, R FF P REKFRFE R PR, B LH D,
430070,

AMRZIBRORRFAE T LT B AR HES R FRLBERRA G H s (R A %
% .72173050) H F AL AL LA FH R — LT B LI WAL IR A T 69 R L R I 3842 5 Huhl #F
K7 (R B %5 :20YJC790152 ) Ao ke B A AAF LS F ERAFETNRAAAS-HLBETHRLE
A4 22 5 R 4k 0k K7 (SR B %5 :2662021JC002) 89 B, Rt B & FAA G AR LAGHREL, L
B,
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RE T B3GR AT AL R 3 S, 7 F A ROE W o A T2 B2 TR B RE S R b
ZmM AT RGP AL R R, Ak, KA 43 B ML 28 2% 2] ( machine learning ) 5
AR 2 M T T 22 55 2 g vh ol 2 O TR 2 2 AR BBl Bt

WRATFRAELT: By 5IEIEORE S B &R Seal FIE i — 11383 F
B EERE R I TR EOR A 2 B 2 G 1y 0], — Moy TR & 5 2 i e A= L)
1988 4F [ s 1] ) ( 1158 22 U5 2% ) ( Computational Economics ) Bl T| | 1994 4F 1158 28 3% 24 2
(Society of Computational Economics) ] 37. Fll 1996 4F ( i1 8 4 5 2% F M) ( Handbook of
Computational Economics) 55—3& i SE— RN H M brik . QTR WIFIA %% Hans
M. Amman FEIZFIEIT) 10 JEAEZ BRXF L5024 45 H 00 e SO “ 15 BT HLES ( computing
machinery) SRR (0] R B — BT 2 07 ( Amman, 1997) ERIVADE 'S s X —R &
JRHGH |, ShAE ML T 2F R FEE I Finn E. Kydland F1 Edward C. Prescott T~ 2004 4E- 4 #%
TR IURGT 25, WRATFF AT MR 2Bt af R b MR B3 Mot b5
WG IR Z A OCHK | 22 B BB S5 5T h R B AR O e 3, 7=t T i 2 R

HFTA Z X5 2855 25 KA ST 58 ST A T £ 3R PE T 5T 1 [ P9 A0 SCHR, ELR DL &R ek
MR RT3 28 0% 27 Y WE 58 J7 125 H AT S8 0 T e H 2 BB P 1Y SCE L, The Oxford
Handbook of Computational Economics and Finance — 5 )\ H & 11 5 F L ( natural
computationalism , I B SR LAY B IE N H A A H 22 2T RE T SERRAE VEAT A A AR AY
BRI 05 4 5 A Rl i AR OG5, 3% T WIS ) S 8 i R 0 1 A AR 3T BY.
(analog computing) 24 Hi EUETTH., BARNAE S TIHHE LT =005 ik (HRHET4r
KA ( Chen et al.,2018) , Sadiku % (2017) i T AL ) IR FE LS h R RS
TR AT FINEOCER . TR A SR SCHR b Y a0 155 (2013 ) (A HELAE (2017 ) 4B H &
X T FARIT 435 2% ( Agent—based Computational Economics, ACE )X — FE R H BT £
ﬁﬁ?jﬁ( Agent—based Modelling, ABM) TR LT A A, FEE TR LT AT
(5 AR R B TH R U R — T TS, 2 B BRI H B ) X He B v Ao
T3 ER Z AN ST S AT B BRI oAb B

—HEEFFNERER

VER—T TG AFTBIBT S TE T B 25570 3 TR AP # IO & B o R M4
e AT R v 055 2 B AR OGBSy SR, B AT 5 A4 ik R o 1 1A 5 4 41
SOt el el 5y ERTEOR S 2 TR AR A A T ea AU, O SR 2 e o
S5 WIRE SLRAT Y [T NAET R RHER ST ik LA AR,

(—)HEEFSTSHERFAH

THEET MR AT 10 BRI 7% TR LT S T HE 2 T 0 r— ke AR 14D
JeRE 28 U T U A ™ A s SO BB RS Rz AR R A 2 5 Be sl R P 2
B o ARIZAAET TR 2 T i Al AR R 4 2 J0k 20 A8 e 22 A (9 5 506 &R, i
28T IR 2 2 9 SO BBV R A i 3 SR 9 235 SR M TR 5 S Pl SR kA T
XFHEAMHT (Kydland and Prescott, 1996) o 3% PIZE 34T 77 14 19 28 SARAS L JRT W %) 2835 ) Rt
B Al S TR I o ] il G A P B ( BRIV ZRY v (O B B SR ) 22 /0 ) ANTR], Itk — 2B g T oK
iR S50 T BB SR FH ) O 12 A R P 28 BT O TSR AL, - 2 B AR LB g i L il
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RO ¥R FHER RAERGTRZFFOFABL ARG R R G BB AR

(R RO 28 AR 3 o XS B T R0 I 4 B ) 728 S A 13 4B, DT X T A0 5 1) 1) R A 7 1
o B ORI R R A AR A 0 3R 0% 1 B L ORAIE R 8% 78 SIS TE 70 A vh A S By il i
B, BRI R AT 7 (analytical solution) o 33X S4B —J5 11 A BLFE X6 BT F 5 19 1)
RIS B AN RIS IG KAEH XS A P R USRI 55 it fin — 2R 9 A A RE PR UE AR A5 B A7
R S A i X — SR BB o — T R AT X T 2 AR 1 | BV X AR Y
B A LIRSS i — R AR A BER A th S8l i i g i OF DE B A T
Tt A RBESE RAF G ERT . AL | T 2 Do AU 5 o 1 X T 5 ) A g A
B, A AR W 28 5 ARG S B 1 | 28 % MR 4t 23 T RV 28 15 TR IA SR AR SR T O |
LI B A T Y S A R (e LT DA B AR AT RE A FH TS MLIE 5 gm R 1) 1R 2 R R
fiE) o XFE—2K TR TRANIE X ARG+ 3 52 A, Jo i i i 07 B 1Y 5 ok AR AR I 2]
T8 BT, T HRE AR B A LA T U E T SR SR B

THE PR R B3Rk (o 5 /) R B2 IR A R SBT3 L 5 TR 4 FLAE
B (R 0 0 3 Pl A 220 e e LM, TR BE RO DA T R B, 2540 S
HAG TR S B RERE 7873 FMAIEFE X G0 52 A . PR 22 55 00 53 07 V5 1Y 1R e 2 Bk 1
AFF 5 i 2 [ 25 174 ) A LA R )t T A 1) 8 5

(Z) EHIEEFES TR KB

TR 5iE 2 255 = 0 HA D SCFRHERF T LA AT 5 N 28 B AFAE S SR FTAR AR
ZAb  HERER AT ) 4 22 S A ) TR 2 M PR A B 2 5 2 0 N TR A M

A GERAY AT DU i 313U PP A5 4000 S PR A L S IR ORI e 2y, X — i 5 51
AT, I BIRA X GIAE T, J5 & —MEdE A0 02 52 50 % SE 50 (laboratory experiment ) BY,
F H PSS (field experiment) , SEHGXT G2 0 7 B S FL O B BLSEAS N TS A9 S 56 X6
SR R IR R AN, Ah  SEER 28 T2 — M HRE T [F]— Ao 40 A X BR S 5 ) HL 51
Bt PR —E WA AT AL S g 2 58 4 AT 4 Y, W] LA I L S 52 T e (4
RFAE2020)

TEXSAMEAT AW 30T b AT 5AT WA T2 — R B LU AMAAT B 0 3L A
Benh TR AP AT DU AT N 255 0 A AT LR AR EE 1 R B8 AN ARA T R
PR B 2 DR AT T B0 T30 i X L S A AR TR S e R A O 5 00 6 T 8 B T 2 3L
LT RAARZFEAT RN ( Branch and McGough,2018) , R LA TAT A B LA
FHE . TR AT B R AR 1 IR AT 28 T 22 e (0 3Ll AN T, 1A ke g
8 O AT T R FE N

R ATFRE AT HE LN A AT A DL AT R G A R AT A, A A
LGP ME AL Tt TR RIS T, BIRATT A B R RGN I ARTE ¥,
LT R G A — G R AHTF ] B AR T MR A 3R TR 1Y 5 4435 1 M R 4 (complex
adaptive system ) , SR XS AR #2551 YR 67 LA K 28 558 A0 o #2159 43 A (Arthur,2014) .
AL T2 1 B IE A ] ] [ R AN B 280 M g | A& b SRR AT R G — RS
TS AR, AT I AL 2 T S AR T SR B IE J AE S HAZ L O W 5T 7 i,
BRI A AR 22 B 2 A A 5 B HE BRI AR B .

(=) HEEFENERMIE
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LVF— 003, TEEE AR EZ RS FRHUI A R, B G03 &3 F
SRRV LR SRR TR (B A TR ) St A BERA T IR H K
— SR, XWAE—E R L T S WIRAIOCER, RN BRI E AR 2R
SRS IR ST E AL, MRS H BCE I A T EAALEOR IR 2 B 80 G R AR TR & T
AT DU T B A T i, 5 BORA T e At a s —FE IR R 2
TH AL TIRD WA VR — 138 ERL TR Z U 2 R AT 0 38 SURL S U < 1
1 4Bk2%" (Computational Social Science) f— 4 HR 7, “IHE A SR 22" i E
P 0 B d ey R ol L1 I o TR L € g ey S RS o AUV S K R RPN R SRy e
N34 224 ( Computational Sociology ) 1155 1% % 4 ( Computational Communication) 715
JJj 52 2 ( Computational Historiography ) 1315 B iA 2% ( Computational Political Science) %5, 1T
FALSPPFICAR TR IR T A WAL S22 1 S RS U R 4y, I 55 27 Sk 2 58
MHYER > ( XWFR A BT A Tt 27) o WX EYF R A5 7] gl
AL SRR — U

RS A il N Ry S 257 B R ) o e N S NV R R O B 2 X e ) ey B o A L
Trerh Lok, 5 & T2 i 0 S BH G55, B 0T — S840 73 59 UL, T 5 4 Rl
( Computational Finance ) | 7T % 14 25 18 ( Computational Game Theory ) | 11 & i1 1 4 ¥ 2¢
( Computational Econometrics) %5, Btk , IWiH5E T vk L aEfr 453, 8 i 1 an i F k05
ES e

= HEEFENARAELRER

TR — T 1INEIR # B, BOZ AT IE 7 AT a2 Y A B R X e Ut Foe , B
FIE R R 58 i i s T — %5 SRy 4 i 4% ( general and local equilibrium modeling) 1148
PO ELAAILES 27 > 55, H I AT 22 B S I 28 5% 2 DOl T HA A 58 0 i i S8 — Jm 1k,
RIFGY WA, A e F TR LU iz Al AL B3 ABM X — A
WA, 5ET FRHR AT RN —R X Ihr BIRAFE I EL T EZN 2,
AR R ST IX S5 7 vk B R AE , JE S A C R SO X 2 T N R T AR
F5E , Rl I A — 2 B BRI Y=

BEA AL K A & THR A IR T S 5 8 0 e . (IR F
) TR LAl DG 3 A 1) UE A3 S i FH TS RE D R AR DR BT 2835% 2 0 S )it BT A,
FHRARBEE Jr S AR S EO 5 SR R0 B v it b Ok
( computational methods ) . ABM | & 4 &l 11 % ( system dynamics) | fix T 46 5 2 | ¥ fli 4 A5
(equilibrium modeling) LA #2155, XEET L St IR IS HA L 524 %L
O — D RAR DI | T R A A O 0 ) TR L B3 oV oK e s e A e, i L
AR R 25 T R A5 2R I AnTE S oAk 75 2 X 29 SR 2800 19 B AR sR BRI SK A 15
EUHIO 7 A5 R SR A DL > Tk b B ARV PO Y R R AR 45 | T2 AR A A 1 280 )
AR . T SRA BB BT EA T R AR T 3300 o 5 B 55 R e a7 i e LA 5 1Y
AT RENUA, HEA T KIS 5568 1 BRIz 3, DR B AL T RSB

OB RAFEFAS> LA LR ERRES AFRRRLEAA> L X REHEZ2FFHFALE
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SRR TR EAE 2 U P R R 7 AT A D =2 — SR 2 5% IR e £ iR
LA ) AT BUE K, 49040 w] 3 58— M 4145 ( Computable General Equilibrium, CGE)
PN 3 25 FEHL— % 32 4 ( Dynamic Stochastic General Equilibrium, DSGE ) £ % , — &2 H it
SEHURE PR L 16 ST I B S WAL 1 7 ¥R J2 ABM  REGE 8 ) 2 i s = iz ]
HLAS 27 2 B B A 7 A, DA 22 5 B A T B0 sl A Ar . 31X = b oy sA AR T3
AT AT =R EEAT v | BECA R H L EAHL g7~

(—) =R

BEFHLKI (Mathematical Programming, JRFRECAE AL ) 78 B2 7F — € L9 A4 X% H A%
BREIEA T I RAL B/ IMESK A OB v o IR B bR BRI 2 R A B IR R 15 2k
P, B LR AT LA A AR R AR L R, B0 LS A B A 5 e ot 220 Il 22 5% 1 5 [
R 22 T S WCAR e KA BURAS e/ M E RS T AR E AR eR BOR 3R | 283551 3l i 52 1 2%
PERR AT DUH AR AR RS . B R R AR 2 U 2 b i 1 2 B 46 5L T3 3 7
BB ZSAAL 3B LU e — A A IR A 05 M Bh A 22 PR B oA

SAPLAL BT R A A J5 2% AR 2 Bellman fefit A0 B, B — A>3 R 9 dee 10 5 s o0
W P 25 S — , — I SR W 1 7SR W, X T B R AS TN 2250 5 e SR S e AL 14 5
B N — B BOIRES RS IS O T RS Z AT BIRAS TE O ke, W LK 2
B DR SR T ) SR A i AR S il — 1> el s ) Bz D A p i 2 f . s R YR I S g 2
AT AT B FEA 2L BRIE . 1 Se i RN 18] sl 2 )RR AR A Rl 70 o T4 B B, I F4 ) AL T A
[F) BB 140 % A 00 FHAS ] R AR 5 287 0k 5 SR U5 AR I AR < P B B 2 1] 25 RS Y O 2 4 AR
R TR s e J SR AR e B 7 R X A i HE A 28 1R A MRG0 A 44 (1P AR, 2018) 328
HITETE MR DR S S AL I vh 4% 1 B A H, B an AR O 55 sh & 5 2 b i iz
T, SR % 7 P AT S i A= i R 00T 455 50 3 Bt 4 AR R Rl 24 SR A e D SR A R, — i
PR AA T 0 2% WL 3l 2 28 B A AL A0 45 7T 3 55— A4 T ( Computable General Equilibrium,
CGE) 5 Zh A FEHL— 424 ( Dynamic Stochastic General Equilibrium, DSGE ) £ AR
FARBELE T ( Representative Agent New Keynesian, RANK) A5 Y F1 5 5P 5 44 B 2L U3
( Heterogeneous Agent New Keynesian, HANK) &7 |

1.CGE A&7

CGE BRI LN — R R4 By Bt , R4 7 47 1 175 1) S U, 36 e 0 A ) RO 22 1 A [] 2 21
ML TE AR, RAEAT BT AR A R AR 1Y . CGE BEBY fAZ. Ot 6 T A H 7y
BRI A S AT AR 45 5 T A A ) 2 20 o 5015 5 S B 5 2 L, 33X 7P 1 B 5 ) 2 2 D R o
AR B BRI, H A5 2 oKt BE 8 52 30 T 3 4 SR 4 7 A9 — 4 Fe A0 Bt 4 i R R A R SR
CGE MSRUBUE A 7 E AR A 7 AR PR 2 T 52 AN e KA, 11 2 5 7R U 29 o S8
ROM A, PIZIE T A A 5 SR et R 2 o 0 e o SR e 0 TR o 1Y) o B3R A 7 2 R
PWH IR ATT RS, CGE BEALIA AT LI AR BUN | 51 by S U R % £ 1A, CGE ALK
ANRIZ5E M ANFER T SR, RS A7 B A TR AN ity (CHNIBUR) Fr 5 | B A 4 742
Y SOV ([ETE AR SC,2003) o

HRAE T 5 56 B MU B L, CGE AR AT 8] 73 o A BRAGE R | 5 [ A5 1 AR X Sl 21, 53531 LA
RIRBAGZTE AR E R EEZA R —A X ) ARG R, CGE BRI
PGS AR Tz, BN T 5 5 Bl A0 A h B B R HoR 258 iy 3
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Be BEUR FEREBOME A E R TR HARFCHIE DL &L s s i, Hod,
2 [ A2 T R 1 A Bk R 5 A3 MR ( GTAP ) 75 4> Bk 2 W 28 % B3 SFA% b bk 3z i
( Babatunde et al.,2017)

2.DSGE #£ A

DSGE A1 e TAMKRES eSS (“ shA ™) MM wh s (“BEAL” ) M DI RE, k2 i, 4
TF AR RS A S ) B e e 4% | o (e A5 R e % 5 S 22 B M vy Bl 25 et R 1 R [ R 428 5 A
AIREZ B A BUR BORFEFAMEREPL P, DSGE BRI KA I FE 5 CGE BIRY Y 5K g
T RRARL, 2 X R T B T A AR R A R | AR R 1o (R 2 i A
AR SRR,

DSGE 2RI 1980 4FAR4E H 11 RBC ARk I , HAZ CBBALHE . (1) AREEHERE T
PRI A A0, T AT TS TR 29 50T D13 2 RN PRI i 85O e KA B R 5 (2) R i
BAMRR  HARMIMEBEHLE S EA ; (3) TR E R BEMT R BARFIZ AT, Yt
HA AL FERIE R, 25 I A= AR 1 5 SRR s 1 e D0 5 3 e 3 R — 35, [) e 5
WITA T . HdlR 3 X (New Keynesian, NK) #AIAE RBC ALY {364l 9 T
ZEWrTE G 44 SCT 9 NI AN 5% T BOR A JE AR TR DI 25, DATIT RE A% $12 (15 B8 3= & 1 IBOR & X
(Partridge and Rickman,2010)

DSGE A0 313 DA Ay BEAE 4 4 1F1 720 W0 . S5z e 2 L4268 5 RO RFAIE , e — i 1 i — 350k
FEMGTATHER, T B T 2T IE M E M BB IESE . SO A% I A0 (2013)
4T DSGE AU AE 52 W2 s e BT R T8 W5 K R, B A RSB R 6 (2013) /43 T S8 IF
DSGE F AU 4 Rl T 3 25 sl i 37455 i A, o H R 5 AR R M Ay ik &5 45 O 1 1Y)
WU, A5 (2015) AT TIBOR  WFBUBOR | 4 Rl BE 48 il 28 5% 45 07 T R e Pk b A 34 T
DSGE #5570 75 v [ 28 5 I 3h A 72 SLIBCSR 25 Jy 1 174 g A% o Bt e

3.RANK A 5 HANK &

RANK A AR RBC BEHIXT T 58 4 55 il S M58 A% b i s, 5 I AZBW s 4 44
SCTBE NI DA R B T RSN A A et S5 B RS AR AIE , e vp 2B 058 4 A0 24 S 1) 1
PR NK B AR AR . T 20 4F3F , RANK A7) By 7 W 25 55 10 B 43 BT 114 5 B HE 42 | ]
R4k T AT B 9 BB T H  Christiano 25 (2018) X4z ] RANK A %1 T 2 it #f
RIEAT T L5,

RANK A (8 — A OB B S LA R S, 3k Rk B AR R (i 22 95 47 AR e 4
A5, 3 5 IS 28 5 A 7R R MRAE SO 0 B T B 1) 250y T %) S P E S AR A . 2 WA
S PES 32 RANK AR b (1) 5% 11 BUOR AL ALK A —O JiiEiE 51 2 k@,

9T HrAb RANK BEUAEAE OB | 22 WA TR o8 i 1) 0 2 5 A7 B S P20, AT
P T HANK A% HANK BERUOR (YA T RANK HE 81 68 11 BUR AL S AL 89 B ki
11 =& T8 TIBOR A& 3 418 A% T BOR XA [F) 28R G52 M AL A 40 BT, IS S P A A
(AT HESRBE 2 K, SR PR R AT KR a0 Ry =28 S B ME R AR A S5 Jo 1 Al A5 750 i S

OILF T A B i RN Z R TR TAREFEF mBER T RAZEFERZNEFRE
@Forward Guidance Puzzle, PP A EifyEs F e Hva R 5 AN E HEw KA £, 5HE LG
BEAE,
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PR TR AL, v DL S5 Jo 1 5K e A AR 1) BF 9 A R e R VR, e TR LAY RANK A58 480 2
TANK ( Two—Agent NK) BB {24 B AE RANK A5 SL Rk F 45 AR 3 M 2 43y WA~ 25 481
RRAEAT S A BE ) BN ) f 2 (A B ) 22 5, SR E IR Bl 93 24 2% 5% 8] ( Ricardian ) 5 &
FdEZ2 54 K ( Non—Ricardian ) ZZEE W ZE, HANK #8145 72 1 FH T # 3247 (Oh and Reis,
2012) \ABEFE 5| Z ik ( Matgjka and McKay,2015) 5% TR AZ S AL ( Kaplan et al.,2018) |
WA PERE BE A1 22 AT 4T ( Guerrieri and Lorenzoni, 2017 ) | W B B 3% 55 7€ %4 ( Hagedorn et al.,
2019) S5 R IR FE .

(Z)HENRE

AN B ORISR b e 8 R, B F St AR G is 47, 24
I T T 2 U HoR 2 P e I 2 o — DR AR R G, SR R GETE SOWL 5 2 WL Tl
ARZNE B Z RN AL O 2 R T BUE i i T3, B o i A R 2 800 21
B IBATHE T AR I g AL B S B P R AN [ 25 3, AR T A B
S AT A 25 3 B 1 pRBOE 205 7oA 1 2 2 THSE B0 L RE UE 7 Ak BT A A BE R 3k 12 =X
PR AT SR A . ABM 5 R G0 8h 2 it L 2 b A AR PR 5 2

1A T R4 (ABM)

ABM J&—Fi SR B 5, B RSAT AR R AR R AT S R 0] ok g ) 22 5%
TR KRG, ABM RE 5 15 B A5 AU 1) 20 285 T M G 56 45 SR X6 2 B30l 15 178 44 it
PE, AT ARG AR R — Wit it 2 U 22 7 xE LU DL )8, ABM. H 4K (Agent) Z [R] 1)
FHEAE SR IR S 255 1 B B0 7, BB 8] 25 28 BE AR R RS fR A S A7 2 F 0 i e S s 1k 3
AP . ABM BA LT LSS 5 —, B LUE ORI AT R 5 8 MA T LA K &l
R W EETE R GEHAT WOUL R 7 LAY A0 A S5 R . 58—, B RE A8 Y0 b 20 1 22 5% A4 1Y) S o
PERHIE, M T MR Z RN A AR T, RS 2 Ui o rh i N AR PRI, 26 = B id
REAS WL Sz W B R TR S A2 0 2L B AR B s el AL AN B A e (2 LA, 2017)

T F AR (Agent — based Model ) £ 5 = 4> B AR 4] il o€ & . 1K (agent ) | FF 15
(environment) A7 AHLN ( behavioral rules) , =44 f& 3 F= AR A v 17 3h al HF e 5 8h A9 A4~
T AHASHAXT G, AF T 2 0o A R R B S8 Bk H DR 45 e R e H
B, T AR b i) AT AR T80 ) G242 o~ 3 A B LS R RRAE . 3R
BRFEMITH S HENG T, S BRI B IS AT B, BRI % 1K
AT R T I AE AR AR S B4 T 9 45 8L ( Gilbert, 2019) . FEARAYAT o ML €048 0K H 5 0935 3h
FRIN 55 AN ] A 2 18] (0 22 F RN, F2 A R DU 5 3 S 7 B I B B Bl R S 0 22
T BN R 5 8 1F AR A RN R RAIEAS R A A 20t . R A I 1 S R R 1
#4245 NetLogo \Mason ,Swarm , Repast 55 , & I TZEAN A WF 50 G 3k 12 173 B H P A4
TS BALHE . ABM T2 0 TMEAT  Tigis s (A0 RET AL 28 T BOR i 5E 55 4
(JEANE 4 ,2013)

2. Ry F AR

ARG 3 1R B TG ANe 5 AL LS 12 UL 5o FEEHOR TFB B
RGN T, RGN 2E R TR LK 3 B AL | 5] 3R 40 2 W) R AR PE 5
FRAIL K R G AR 273, SR IO S i b AT S i Sl 25 S it 24, 8 5 TR0 A ) 3R
Gy S SRS IR R IRIEA R4 43 22 18] 9 AR AR 5 2R Ge n i A R (K I %5, 2010)
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M TG, RGN I AT IR — R N2 TEFR IR RGN T
DR AR LA | e B Uk B 52 2 PR ) R ELAT PR O 35 26—, RGe s J 2l I T 5 T B 1
TN R 55 = A TR GE T e bIE o 5 125, FRGE 8l ) 2 AN T S R a1 S UE RS 158 7T LA Jee i
FE; 50, 5 HA RN BT ESRA, RGEE) )2 BE S TE R I BOR T HEAT 05 552 B A4
RGHALEE R IR BOR B VR AL SRR | 98 INBUR 52 ) JXURS:

RGi 8 S AR FE = AN SEARELR 7 (stocks) T (flows ) FIMF B AL 4K (information
propagation) . fFEAEAAHECE BLA RS, i i IR Yn a0, (5 B AL
LD R 5 AR 2 AR G i ORISR AR e fF AR, e i

TR N T RGBSR S A R A A A T IS B B SRR Y 3 A
TSR, G R _FBR (limits to growth) #4834 K (shifting the burden) | iR % ( balancing
process with delay) . HFr{20H (eroding goals) MEMETESr (escalation) | & & Al & (success to the
successful ) X 178 ( fixes that back fire) (I 5% £ (growth and underinvestment) .

RGBS PR LA T AP RS < 25— HE T G EIE  oF B SR SR AT T
P MG RUE S0, IR RE SR IR, 5 20 e R g, MR R R G R B E Bl E
BRI RGN JZR T RGUUSACN AR i SMEAR G ARG, 55 =0 2l R I
B I HEAT A o3 B ARG B S I A RGP T RS T R G B AR S R il S 5L
il A AH A B AT A s i 2 R PROROC & A8 e TR 5 A2 57 U GE T RGN 45
AR B 2 A 1Y 26 B RGE SN ) P AR AL OC B, FELE A o R IR . R I ] HE RS K
YO TR ROR A, RGERY RSP A BT ASAk . 55 DU 2D aek S TE 500 X A A8 R 47 I ik
SR B AR AN AR 1 S it IR Ry e A5 3 D7 R 5 PR RS St DR SR e
TE I i SEIE S DL At A AS 89 S 5 A8 W ( Millington et al.,2017) , I XA B #E 4748
IE (AR BB — o R b S e LS I R R G Is AT, 5 T SR ) LS e AN ]
RIS G, 3BT RGBT 15 R BOR 1L,

LI R G S R 335 Vensim | Stella . Powersim . Dynamo 2 , CATERKITE S %%
B E MBI SR S A A I REEsh 52 N T X B (BRI 55/
M 2005) AEVERLE (Ziemele et al.,2017) 25 [0) BB 55 4

(Z)M=|FES

Bl >0 2 B b U3 R ARRAE DT Al Gt SR, AT AT 0000 326 (SR ORIR I 73
BRI AR — 28071, BRI AL a2 20 A — 2 i 3503k DT S 5080 1R 1) R 42 4
7t 22 (8] 1 DI B HE T 2 B A X ARp i 2 i o000 2 i 1) 728 e i A e O A e 2 ) 1Y) R R
KFR . I EAE o RS T AP IR 15 e MR vh U Y — S 6
(R ) |, I 22 B8 2 1] 3k S5 1 27 [] OC 3 19 i A AU AR 5 1 — DS e R AT AU () o 0, 3
VT30 2o SRR S e DA T R R 27 > e S B DA AR | B I FH K A e DA AR R 4 A T 8 43 B, 7
SEL R BERR R AR S R i A T R 1 A B8 T AL, R A 52 ) R )
fi A . AR T RCE R A AL P 20Tk TP U B B IE U 2 488, T
SR A SR AR E Y

MR 2 AR o A R 25 (R A AR 1 () S5 35 NI I B AR AS | HLAR 27 2 mT L4y
Py Wi 22 2] (supervised learning ) FIHE W8 X2~ >J (unsupervised learning) . 7EHVEH, 2234
— FRORR A B i L 2 1 N BT A R e R M e S iR SR AR M T
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LEHXFT

W A ) R R AR T A rh OB AL g2 2 i, O TE R R R = y 2
HBTEOLT B SR REA K S Bl B S & S RS B Z A R EOC R y=f(x) A5
AR AR 1 i R L2 S e T B A e A i, PRIt B e o] — T T %o AR s A I, M
B2 B R S 2 B T i B D ZARTE L, R A B BRSSP
(AR 2 (% H A R 30 e DR AX > B bR BRI 45 ROk 8 B iy . AR IE, il X2
2 R AR A REAR B , BV FERRE o RIS N AR AR o« B 5 | 38 30 27 2 FRAE 54548
{22 ] A 0] 7 5% R AG A HH — MU B8 ( Kotsiantis et al.,2007) o XA Z B y 5
x ZIA SRR Al LR TG 24 PR AOE 2K, I HL T LR FH IE N4E (regularization ) F1AE S5 IE 55
T E— B B UG . b X R RO I S Y S A IR T8 & o X TR &y T
A HERPE , 5 i/ N SIEM I, 208 T SHC T B9 AERR 1, P BT R R i 2808 — & 1
JE— B ER

FIRT, W B oo o) Bk 1 AN BEAE STATA (SPSS 254 FH 15 40 A 4 4 v R b S 8, {5
JETE Python R &5 KB /- Bk A i F 08 e da . B e ) i RA O i e Z , AR SUy
BEATFEW BT =Fh .

(D) FETLMERHE I E, Si/N 30 b, Lt 18105 1 77 7638 5 78 S R AL E 4 41
AL H bR s B InAS 1105 RO S A AR 30 ( A S i JE A5 ) o e 5 A
ST/ NS B 1) R BT T 0, AT O B BB, 8 A RRIE A e AT I
[7 )9 ( Ridge Regression) FIEZR A (LASSO)

(2) FET UM B IT R . R 8 n] LA T AT 20 28 sl MU 23 B ZEAL &R 27~ i
HPR SR 7 7 I8 4325 5 [ H ¥ ( Classification and Regression Tree) , JUHJE7E 25 % iy AL 18 «
MR R y BSRAFER I O TGS TR E , 2 D SR 5 SR A, T A
BEHLARPR ( Random Forest) SF4E 2% 2] Jr ik . X T4r 258 & , AR PSRRI R 2 — A>3 2
i, EER— RS BIREAS N BRUCSR 2B N A0 245 51 5 T BEAL AR AR O 15 Re 8 4 U A 1Y
TR BRI AS A N AW, SEBs b BEALAR MO 5L T B LU {F
TREA IS 5 AR I DSR2 2R 1 P-4

(3) P& M4, T N T M%7 R —MEZENILSEE T A, SHEX
S IR R A S T 1 I S AR R S A 0 A5 0F T N A ) = By
ISR y=f (2, 0) , ANT] B2 30K Folr e S A N7 7 pRUBCRY 22 2 IR X4 0 B SRk el 3 il
Logistic [FIHT VL F A& G M2 W 2% o — 2 aF, H oy &2 —4809 35S R R sl &
Logistic PREUL RGO

2 FBEHXF T

A W 32 >0 28 I TChR I BRI v 2 ) RSSO 1) 5 i | AR BTS2 2 > B Al T Y
G AR B TES Y . B IR TE R RS B A, RIS T8 fifp 2 1 IBCIELT 00 T 127 2
TEXFGEOLT Sk 2 A i R 1 X PN P45 4 A B2 MBI DR 1) BRI e A v U031 S fip e
Z ) R AR SR MR AR AR LR X B AT R 2. U o e 48 U 2 I 5 3 T
AR A 2 i . X 2RT7 ¥ AT LU TR 48 B € 1Y 2 B 0 Bl b AT o, LB B s
Lo B B (RIS AT LA 7 AR o B 4l 2R 191] 4 DA ek ) ) o 4 AR
FUBT IR
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R REAS T AR R B AR, R A AR AR A2 40 b i B B R, AT DR R
PREE LS ARAG B SR 2n . A 3Rt 4s (autoencoder ) 5f J2& — 7 L 750 %) % 85 ot 25 ) 4% A5
R —A> A S G it — R B — G 25 I — A 25 1 2L 8 1 5 4 37 38 1) i 28 P 2, U2
LA 28 1 i R AR B A A (IE R ANt iz i AR R e T k) . A B4R
28 77 1T LAERAR N = o A AR AR A T i — ik IE X

MLER 2 > 7 AT AE 2502 P i ZEARBUAE = A7 1T . G35 M BRI 48 3% Tl #n
U R OC R HEWT . Gt HLAR 7 > BRAE DA A0 v 07 2 A ER HR 2 T AH OGAF B, X e k4
AAELAE 28 T 2 W 5 v 38 A S5 R PR S A 46 SOAS TR i i W 4 Sl 25 A PR
P, B TIERRIT BT (2018) A48 T HLAS > 38 3k SCARFZ 4 | MG ) AV s 45 DS e 55 5 =X
FEWURA 2T W E B AT . TRHE A5 (2019) XEFIFHHLER 5 2] (IR BE % 2 Ir ik TT e
SCARR BT BV AR AT 7 vk AN SR 25 SR AT TR B, WA SE (2020) X 4 A2
U SCAR KBHRAZ R A TR AR A B AR | SO 2R A R SCRY AR ik 4t A5 20 B Ay
T T R HERIR

BLARE > X 28 5 S A PR B A G E X — A5 28 T R85t T 2 Ur 5 i 4k
M ZREE R HLERS: 2] 5k 053 2 G5 R $E O 2 RRAE |5 Ak B 22 R 3R DA M ot i gk
HEAEAL I RESAT ST 22 % T v A A (IR SR, 2017 ) o AN, Ak AE (2019 ) 15 12 Fif
BILAR 27 > B A S PR SR 25 TR A 7Y e 4% B 21, BB A5 A St R )2 i R - 5 0 45 =2 [T 7Y
S, W R i ARG AR R BT, FE IR 55 (2020) F FHHIL A 27 2 AH SR 2 4
I 2R O AR B N PR BE 5 PRS2 . 73R 5 (2017 ) XPHILAR 2 > J7 W AE Pl I 45 fl it
Gn A& i 3l B R SRR B SN R T T AR R AN 44

MLz~ i H i 12 oz F T R HEWT (Athey,2017) o 38 FHBLER 2=~ T A 2R
HE DRI %) FE A JEL PR o A e PSR I i (A ) DR C A 53 (BB sl [l )k R 25
O3 AREE G P AR ARt A A TSR A AR O, Ml Ak T 25 R R i an A
FA 145 53 VE BT 75 ( Propensity Score Matching ) — 77 22 JH “ A% Ak 117 45 Jr 1 11550 0 (0 1) 5
53,8 T TERZ A it i e 0 A B0 o0, — 2B 9 508 Lasso [M1H  FAILARHK  Booting
BBl AR 2 B B AR H A () o R b DA e AR ] 15 43 IR . A S 2R IR
JFH ( Classification and Regression Trees) 5| A PR HE 1R 1] i 25 82 S5 5 P b BRASONE , K5 H: i
HE BN Z A3 2 MRS, B SR A BEPL AR AR ( Random Forest ) 2K 75 %% 53 57 14 Ak B %W ( Linden
and Yarnold,2016) , WA 2 HE—205 | A DL Hr4E W 5 7%, JB B T 25 7 D1 - 30 A B B AR AR
55 AL BRASUN 1Y 7515 ( Green and Kern,2012)

AR BILAS 27 2T Bl FH T R [l D AR 78 43 v 722 398 SO o R50% 20308 b T T e 1) A
BE e, X AR (2019) 3@ % 10 Bl WAILAS 2% 2 5 e 3 FiE et 5 1 1%t b 43
B, WA AR By AEZRPERRIE = A A BE UL B — i RRAE AL AR 2 2 Jr ik B e it
TR ] DATE A S5 A B RNE E PE R, A T I (2018) BB AN T HLER A
> DR SR AE T A ) = 2 B R N L Ak T YA BN, Ak A BRAKON. 1) S B S Ak 2 A T
FEBIAY JEXE =N AT TR ZE I UL O T HLAR 2 >0 7 D SR 4 W v g 1 A B
2R, TS Athey (2017) FYLEIE CHE

(M) =XFEMBEBEEHEK

N €235/ o e W g 5 K e 2 R e~ e W € o5 | = W DS R A e A
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FEREA WS . HARTT S, B LRI AU B o5 1 1R R G s — A B A T, R E
— YA E bR R BRI T 45 O A 2R 29 2%, I ITTTE 29 o 2% 1R SR A b e R
it TR0 BT It e i AR R T AR ) SR R — D R G, g RS 4
R RGN T AL ANIE T3R5 HOE AR EMELL I GO e s A5 B T if—then 251
AR R B ORRIS RGBT HAREE WA R B — Ry . HLAS 7 > Y8 = 4
Fr 1 FRE [l ) BRI 2 S B AR RIS 2 R o A S ) RELOT 5 1) — 0, Zlpe it
XTSI )12 T A PR AR A B 22 ) ) B 5 2R | — AN TR iy 9 B 972 i e oG 2R i
FEATIEA M H bR, AXER B R X B 2540 A B8 A [ AR ( BRI TG B39 56 ) | X
AT P A B B RN E M AR, 3R 1 P T AU T A =
JRER o3 b R ANH E PERRE

&1 =MFAFEX TR E MBI NAHEE
[N (LN 5 ik AR R
B AR R R R
AL W R W4
nEFI R & 5 R

AR AR AN P e A RO B AL 15 Bk AR N (7 BB 8 AR R OC R AR
TEIFARBETE A, FURA I T — AR i 22 [] A= VR FH A R0, 1773 6 40 00 AT G AR JiAS [+] 1)
AR AR, B WP OC R A B SRR B T RIS TR ) st AR i A DG 25l rh i

FECEFIET, AT LU B ML R IR SR i R LS A . 5 R £
L PNy e =N UK WA ) AR & ) = WO S Ery R R oy i A B €1 RS WA K N
KARWE 1 s, X B 7R H 2 AE 0 VR 2R R A 4 b F AR 45 51 FE
FE B EAE AR SRS | 3 — T R B oK AT e R A e 2 AR Ak, TR AR = Fh 7 i 5
J15 KX L ) AN A R E B R VEHE B2 (U0 Google A W 1Y TensorFlow | Facebook 23 ] [
PyTorch 45 ) DL R4 g B RE 7 (AN AL BRAS GPU oisk s A #i 4 TPU) b, HLAR 2% 2 Jrik
[ 3z 8 B 2 4 = B4 12 2% ( Duarte et al. ,2020)

ﬁﬂ”rmﬁi

HIEN

B LA A

HESHAEX

1 =Mt REEHUEERSESENERNXE

Mt ELFFH TR SE

(—) B BURR 3 S
RS — AN T 4T 5207 1 W B 28 5 2 00 32 THI 2 B o2 R X T AR O IR 5
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T3 BT 25 2 LA S AR A 28 5 27 03 3, FE LR W F 50 b B A 43 R AR T

1R AR 8 22 AT A 5 A7

ISR OO S IE I 5 78 28 5 AT g R 22 T S Jo 1 e 3l 3l A7 7E 1Y, LR T B
MGG R NS AR REE, BT % &7 B MR A e B 2 vy g AL
SR AR 1 (AR S A B o b T 3 80 1) 52 00 BN RE AR A BT e, 7E I & B = b b A
A — P A 15 Sy T Jo 18 8 A R S JBT 1 (AR 43 S 5 T 2000 ), Sk FE AR RRAIE 1) 22 S M X
55 B W BRI B 5 (A — B R rho = i B RO oA B Y Ry BR A (OS2 7,
2019) . THAELTERIARIAT L3 o b S SR S Bk Be AT DO R o F IR E
& AR E] YRR AT 2R 7 2K, S8 B 5E A FE 0 1 S B PE A, AN FE R T AR AL b AF
FEH ] LIRSS FriE 58 94T 50 19 S PRRRAE R 3 B AT O AR e M R AT Dy AR S
rAT R 5 ORI B R B AT R

2.2FERZA R AR G H K

KV TE NI T —E Mt S a5z B RS R Z Mt S a3 mE R, ek
#1128 %) ( Chiang and Zheng,2010) 7=/ 14 %% ( Moretti, 2011 ) F14% AR R 44 ( Xiong et al. ,
2018) S PRI, MAIR & Z B 5 HA SR HAMA R W, +1 2B R AR
A NAGEFNBRAF AR A HER , [F]I S AR SRSRER HE B SR & T s sh R E I, 20
A BROC R B HE 2 28 W2 4k 23 B8l 1 2 A4, 38 78— IURAAR Y B30 i B X % 4, —
M B 2 PRI AL BEA A Z 18] 1 22 FAE 8 SRR AR B 1Y, =S )i 2 2
TEHG 23 B DGR 5 | AT & BE ALY [R] I, Ry o3 A 2 QRS it 7 TR AR R M 4 &
TiHRAT A BAMASZ B AR RRE ) B SRAF TR R R ey BR 1, 9] 40 75 A B A 1452
) R R LR A S OCHOR FR A R, AN, T & B AR A R 6% T fin R
W LS SEAMAZ R B ER] . — 7 T B RES A b e MR Z 8] 7 ¢ & |, i RE
I3 AN [R) R AL 06 3R S LB A28 Ak 5 O3 — T T B BR A8 2F Sl s B AU AR ) Sz it e |3
XPFR AR a9/ RS R s SG R

3.2 R A - B LK IR AT

THOUL 75 WL MAIF S8 0 G 00 7 JE B SR 2 T RGN 2 UK, X A JZ2 U2 AR G HK |
FHEAEHIR o O B 2 5515 B2 B BF I BE AL BUE  Geit4a 4 55 2 L& 5 2 T
AR 235 R T 26 02 TR 18 235 2R SO RO AR 19 AT S B 20 R VR T . TIOUL 8 5% 2 Tl 2%
W28 %25 Z A TEAR KRR E LRI T 255 R G0 10U — 22 WL DGR | it 15 2 0 28 UF B A1 1 ik
Z O 5] An LR 7 R 5 A TR 2 3 sk TR — A A D AR A R =S AR B R A
(0 B 5 B 1o 3l Uk, 9 A 300 R R 3 18 D AR B 1 Al ) A R T T A 2 LA S B ) fOUE A
IRTT R Ay At A v SR B (2B SRBTAE ,2006) , SR ITHE I R T R LB E X —
BeRE . FEIHRE A T R AT B AR ML TR T R 0 St o i, EE A AR R A A
f1 BA NN BV [A] F BAR 2 5541 o0 ( E 355 ,2009) | 100 B & 1 I < I EGRR | 5 E i MR
SRt . TRV B H b AT LU BOWAS A e B R T B 6 28 T R g AT A R
SRZE FAE R WO AT T B 25 [ SR TSR i TR IR (emerge ) H ok, [R) B AN 44 38 3k %5 W0 1
() B R4 7 3 O P R K AN SR 8% fife R O — 7 R 2 ] 7 DK 5 L, iy L e ek 1Y)
H G RN 28 55 RGN R — DR A e, A, il AL 2 > 7 O B ik 22 T &
G5 10 1 PR A EE 2B R AR B A0 B R A T VA XIS T SR AT IR | I A o AR
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Fie BECH R T A SRR T ST AR AR R

4.2 5% 3 T AL B AR R AL H T

LUAAE RS BB EAL T a2z, EWREA T ok W AR S 2 5
) HARARES  S2PR b PR 20 ok A AN ) A /Y S v B 98 3, AR A S e N A T
Pr 2 (Arthur,2006) . —J7 T, Z85F R G AR TE N AR B0 B 2 1, b B 22 0 B4R 27
> FNIE N AT A AR IR LA T — E R R AT B sh 2 v 5 55— J7 T, SRS T AW T
22U HIEE B IR A (Moersch,2013) o FE Ui A 28 B AR U I 31 28 B AR 1 B 48K X 28 IR 2
A3 HT , T JEXT B RE B 73 A . 22 5% 0 LAY BE A A ADL 28 55 2R e i o A5 i A 7, AL
iyt 2] B RS ) Vi i B PO 28 T R 0 K R a3

(D) xRAEMES

TR LT 05 2R3, RBE R Bk B2 o Ho R R it Tl Jr, 456 Xz
GUR A 7R AL, AL S SCHR K e %, [R) I 2% JE B B4R i, A SGA R LUR L
AT AR R

L5325 A4 TS TR 1 08 5 2 A 58T ¢ F8 04 e 26 i 41k By H: mp
FE I AR R 2R B3R A AA T DA i 7 A 8 2 WLARRAIE I3 28 R A B T L) B DL A% 5 R
WAL B 45 R % WL AR B 22 Ta] A PRSR OG I B OUL R il S I 4R 4 Ik AR R i R
( generative explanation) , PIZSHLRY(RAF 5% 25 S 0T DL A7 X6 LA 56:, 3= & X [a) S8 7E A [ J2
WA T [T AR TR ) 45 35 AT DA R AR 1k ol i TR DR R A S

2. 547y o Ae i B SR I AR 25 - AT O SR B S50 v SR AT A AR AR B
S 2R AR R T R TSR R B AR R AR OC B S ERG AH N s AT AL, TR T
AR DU AT LAAR R A7 Sy S5 56 A0 Y 2 6 v AR IR B, 4 2 B MR (B R R AT 5 B e
B BRI P OR W e B 5, NI RE BB IR R — s A7 UM A IS 451

3. T R B Yo An 1 18y BR 3 8 SKAEFF A KRB AU TS 2 5 e i A B U IR T
Bl A B iR LB S [R)RR e 16] | A2 27 BeORH At 2 B2 0T i) B8 Sy S il i s ME
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FEBL

4.7 2RI FARE ,FELE A AR FH IR, YAt ELEFH KRN — &
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Discipline Attributes, Research Method System and Typical
Research Fields of Computational Economics
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Abstract; Computational economics is a new discipline formed by the intersection of economics,
management science and computer science. Its essential feature in methodology is to use the
computational method to solve mathematical problems (rather than analytical solutions) to carry
out research. This article discusses the relationship between computational economics and
econometrics and other related branches of economics, and tries to define its position in China’ s
existing discipline system. The typical methods of computational economics can be summarized as
mathematical programming, computational simulation and machine learning. This paper sorts out
the characteristics of these three kinds of methods and their commonly used research methods and
tools. At the same time, this paper also points out that the structural degree of mathematical
problems involved in these methods decreases, while the amount of data and computational power
required for modeling increases. This article summarizes the application fields in which
computational economics can play its unique role, including the economic behavior of
heterogeneous individuals, the interaction between economic subjects, the micro — macro
relationship of economic system, the dynamic process and development trend of economy, etc. In
addition, this article discusses the development trend of computational economics research and the
direction worth exploring.

Keywords: Computational Economics, Research Methodology, Mathematical Programming,
Computer Simulation, Machine Learning
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