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PRI (decision theory ) #7 K A 2 114 16 £
AT Ry, AE VR4S B 52 vh AL T B 2 RO 9 7
B B S T AR B — R DR
B AR PR R At b, A PR B R PR 1Y)
FEART e — PR Tl E T BUR T
Fs o — RO TG 3 H TR s k.
L HALH RS M T RCE, BT
BEEA TR — R SO, 78 Al & 0 R e
T FETE R AR R PSR 1) L, 4% 4 A
(32 5 R R R W TR 5 4. 1 DR 2 B B 2 K
(AR R H B LR AT 20 R PR o R A - i T
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WeH FL3: 2021 - 03 ~29; 51T H Y: 2024 02 - 04.

XEHRS: 1007 -9807(2025)04 -0174 - 17

IRGTRRRE AT ) S R 4 U F SR 8 ) 51
BRIFIEE 200, R FR 2 i DR & 3 R
B — DT, i DUR G TR A &
Arrow , Simon , Sen , Harsanyi f{l Kahneman 49 3
SR TR h TR B, B E G4 2 i 45
M BT AT AR X
LS 1 ) R SRR A B T AT AR 1 S AN 9 5
TR R AR 1 J7 2, B R M e 3l 1 o 3
WA .

N T2 fig (artificial intelligence ) i McCarthy
Aot B7E 1956 4F [ Dartmouth 2338 [ 48 1™
1997 45 IBM #3151 Deep Blue” i I [ b 52 AL
MR E A, x4 AR B AP B A

EHEUH . FRAAPEE SR IEAIRRITRIDUH (62350062) 5 [ A RPIAZES W BIE RIUH (72495125) 5 [65 A ARBLA 2R 40T D)
HE PR EE 0 H (71910107002 ) 5 3 7 4 FBHCATHT TR 58 By 0 H (2024RC4008 ) 5 3803 755 J= WA SR 46 L2 0l H
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TR BERY S — " AR U 2. 2001 4 IBM
(1) Watson [ FH T (g B Y7 4878 T N LR RER) —
P B TR, BA 2 N TR RERY S — A
R AN TR Ak ) B 7R 9], Alpha-
Go MBI N T ERFFS 045 = A AR . &
it 60 AR E, N TR REAE RS 3 HLIK MY | 2
T AR RN B2 S5 B BB R L e 2 At
23R R B SR Y 2 (W] 9K Bl ik R T
— FRIVRME IR NI A5 T H 5 (Lo
R HEA) TR B SRR R AL DL 2
28BS A R E A AR B RTE S
file NN R G XN TR REROAR IE
TEPGHE T AT 450, N TR ek o i 2 B K
G KBRS 22— AR B (data sci-
ence) " i L 1960 4F i [ 2 % 54 3 Naur 42
H, FF7E 1974 FEH R AY Concise Survey of Computer
Methods HiEFH B Jeff' ™ F 1997 4E7E “Sta-
tistics = Data Science?” {7 F P2 H T “ Data Sci-
ence” — T F AR GE T (statistics ) B 44 &
B (data science ) , JF i 1 B4k B 2% 19 SLACH]
2, BB E B T W A 2 AR SRR 55 | 2
. 4N Data Science Journal FI The Journal of Da-
ta Science T 2002 4= 2003 HAH4E G ). Nature Fi
Science 4y 7] F 2008 4F A1 2011 4F H it “ Big Da-
ta” M R« Dealing with Data vl £ ). 2008 AR
Hamerbatcher 5 Patilcirca 43 5l £ Facebook FI
LinkedIn @i 23K — B = BN 2 1L, %k
PERk Iz WAT , IR RN B4 AN AR B
Pt H G 38 SR BN ] 2 — & 72 BUR 4
B, p 0, R Ew 2 EZEA 4 (DNC) 7ERE 5
( Barack Obama )2012 45 % S B, X 00 143
M AT R B T T 2 AFAE LA (™ v
]R3 BN 58 1B 405 SR fi ol S, T S B b, A AT
VL AR 2 5 5 R 28 IR 5 IR ok B 7 AR A
N8 P P I B0 ) T AR R AT A
I8 2 W) A T A A A0 2 o ) D 0 540 (g 52
by SO N5 FR G0 Z 8] 0 4 fioh i 2H 8 BRI T IR 95
Kol B 2500 Kt ) v B A R R AL
BEAE T A A\ SRE AR T B i BRI A

N TR SEHRR AR R 02 m 5 H A,
PRSI TPk R AL H AT, AT AE
BRSSO R C 28 [ N AT

ESRAHISE T 52 BB Rk L i PR AT,
PRUPE PG S 92 B =0 “ Bl + 88 + Jp 7
BB i I RBGE PAEE T A LS T R A S 2
FOR AR 5 A J BT s A 1T ) F KRk 27 R L. [
I 75 2520 IS e 0 5 i ) R L
FORBHEE PR SRHE H %, 32 1 B BRI SR AT 5
AL 207 H 1% 58 A0 A5 7Y 3K )9 =X ) B AT
“RHEYR Sl + BRSO R 9K Bl v X
BB RO T 2 B K B Y A LT
PR SRME . A LR b R S A
RFALHS BIE BIAL A R, B ST A B
FAE, A A B SR A A 5 5 B R R
RFAR PSRBT IR FEPU R, $2 RO
B LL EDUABER EE AT A | AR
AR 78 AR I R e 7 AT A A ) RS R SR
3. Provost fil Faweett ™ MEUHE B2 (1 £ &,
PR 58 K S R SC &R I B
b SCRPECE SR 3 TR SR 1) K TR, I 73BT 1 %508 3K
BRI E FH Lh B PR L 6 e T B 9K
SR A EEAME S O AT AR DT R LR
K . R LAY BB A 1 D K, 1
W R A SR Y I 2B AL RE Ve S, JR e
TG R R S TR BET I R ML Y N
&t. Zhang 01 Mei'?! e T N LA e 5 5 K ol
o FRIAR R BT, A E L A A
TR BRI S S A P ML SR O S
RAOVEBLZEM W] TR RE. TR RERR R
Bt TAACEK S 1, HRE i 52 T T A5 40 AL
RS AN 55 A B . i SRk = B R
PSS A, B0 B Sl B 53R BEE AT N7 I
PR R YL I, A TR e 5 SR Bl S A
T — S R SRR (T A AR
BRERE™ B s By G BRI T TR
BRI T RS B SR 1) 5 ).

T AT, N TR BE R B Sl B R SR S B
FUWACHKRZA w8 % A2, AT RZ N
4 JRy AL AR 0 B BN TR BE SR e =gk
Fr oA RIS, k2 DA R SR B B8 A 5 4 £ X5
PSR S REVL IR AT RGEDFFE IR . el , ke
R DUR 355 22 38 i — Wi 58 40
I, AT DAY 32 A R TR A R T R SR I AR
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FHELE AL 0 BE (IR PRI AT B o 1
1. X LEHIEIE ML PEOT 5T A BE SR T AT
Z AT RS, 1 AR PR AIF 5T A LA i e TN
JET AT PR Y. X BB DB T R A2
X RS I A AR 2 Bty Rl UK Bl R B DR
BLE TG L, S B N S WUR G R
BARATETE DRI BRI U ) 7 AR TR, DL A o
O R G RS B S S IE T K 2% 1 I il
b R AR PSR LS G, N T B Bl R
PR PG S UL AR T R SR BE B W ST U
e, SN TR B85 MR IR 3l T oS B A7 1
AIFFE LML E 2B A

1 BRREHFHELSREBLR
5k

PR BE S AU B AR R R
AR LAl -, RS SR J PRSR AR RS T 11
SIS TR L S e R 20 U B A
OFIRJE SR, Bl 28 T Ak o MR} 2 oA B il
R LR R H 4 H A A, RS IE IS N
KHZE %[33 4 Arrow . Simon , Sen , Harsanyi #lI
Kahneman & [5] Jhy 75 2 58 B8 v 1) 57 1K T 4K 45 345
IURZ TR #5.
1.1 BRREFHZERERKTER

T 56, A SO VR G BT RL #2545 2 ek
wHIE BRI B - AR - R
(Kenneth J. Arrow) (1921 #—2017 4£)F 1972 4F
Pt WURG TR E2. T 1951 42 L 3 So-
cial Choice and Indiwidual Value , \NHF5T {10 315
R AR &, 3R T 5 241 Arrow AN 0]
BETE%E 4 ( Arrow Impossibility Theorem ) S Arrow
ANATREVE AT Arrow #1238 F) oK BIOHE 22 (1)
Wl 7 B, B2 AR R & 2 BRI Y B R R
g

4k Arrow AT REME E PR 22 J5, 1998 4345 D1 /R
LTRERARIGE B AT - PETLIR - AR (Am-
artya K. Sen) (1933 4£— ) [H%E Arrow AR HEM:
FE BRI IR AMESE. Sen 7 A ARG, AN
MANER Pareto YENIFFAFHE , XA ABCH] Y
BHEA A REFECN N ERE R Z M7

J& , T2t Sen A4S N FE KU ] BEE 5E L (Sen
Libertarian Impossibility Theorem) =%’ Sen [ fiff
LR, Arrow AN A B E BiE ] TSR AU 4R
PRIEFERLIN , To 2 48 7 A 0 B 8] R80T LA 1 A5
K. Sen FERKUABLYLFE 0] 80 1) W55 v e B T30
FIAFE 2 VPR TCIE G N B R Y P dn 2R
SRS AR RH Ho 3, Arrow AS 1] RE 5 Bk AN -
BT 5 ERAS SRV N RO AL, Arrow AN ] fiE
FEHIEE G = 75 . L, Sen 78 KA ] 8111
SAEMFTE I BRI AR AT B, & B
T RT3 SRR G S FBRG

255y« WEHEJE (John C. Harsanyi) (1920 4—
2000 4F) PAHAE 8 2% BV I 5 op A L g gl 1
AT 1994 i DUR G TE R 25, HAh , b e 45 ]
LU WA T H SRS R #4n Harsa-
nyi 7EHA BRG] R BB 1 B 4 0 1t
SR RREL Y A A AN A HIAL 2 0 00 o B0
%387 Von Neumann and Morgenstern %5 F /%,
R AR R0 & Von Neumann-Morgenstern
RO A BLH AN JA AT FpE i 5580, e T4 A
RO AL 2 8 ] bR 7 S S NSO R B3O TR 2K
YELH & S IEIRIN, Harsanyi 787 S80H 94 248
FeRE 25 RN G 1 R 3R, B 1y LA T A
£ 45 F 56 X ( neo-utilitarianism swf) "’ Harsanyi
T2 A ] BRSO S T P BT [ B T B0
PN, Sy A 22 5 2 At 2 e R e U 1
AN DR, DATTTBA 7. 1 A AE 22 55 27 SR i iAo

TR R B HE JRAT S ST AE 58 R BRIE AR
Wb SR B A T W AT A RS %) 5. 5
41 : Simon . Kahneman | Thaler Z&2¢ 3% J1- 44 T A1 3L 56
WFFE, PRITAT IR B D 5 2 ] 72 52 i 00 Fp A
DR, AT I FEAT Dy TR SR U A AN HE A T 4
153 DUR G B2

WA - WK« 7552 (Herbert Alexan-
der. Simon) (1916 H#—2001 4F) F 1978 4 5cis;
DURZE R 2. Simon $5 1 17 BLZ BF LG 48
TN B0 e B, 22t 1 FR i) B4 (bounded ra-
tionality) , SUFR b A7 BRRERPES 1 Rl R T
CEEN G T AT PSR S B ST Y .
Simon TA N 7E PR I H HH b 0075 T8N Y BEAS AR 3
BRI, AT A BRAPE ™, 05 25 18 6 1T REAS
ST R DU 2 i 25 ROk Al s g ME
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f—4R I , Simon A LTEAT Sy PR 5 FHL I 451 55 ik
HE R TR, R AN TR RER B AN —HF
1975 4E3RE R K.

FIE /K - Jé B (Daniel Kahneman) (1934 4—
2024 4F) T 2002 4F 3R DUR 2 35 B2 42 Kahne-
man I Tversky ¥f.00 BR2EHITR N F 45 HS 1
ANE A 0T B4 R SRR A R s Ak e 6 T
PE. A4k 7K Simon (1% A FRIEME” B FIJE A& 50
AR, R B PSR AT o H e R AR B A
P 22 8. A 5 IS BRI 2 B0 e S AR A 4
Ji& B2 B 18 ( prospect theory ), 3 FR Hij 5t B
T IS AR AR R A G A B RLR
Dy R SRA TN

HAT(E - FEH)(Richard Thaler) (1945 4F— )F
2017 4E5K18 DUR 2 BE B2 2. Thaler £ 1.0 FIK
F(mental accounting) AR A AHEA L
BRI, AT 2 AR S vh 2 LA A 1 5 B
i wha B4 I R N N1l 7T (1 NG [
TLHHF] By I7 SR WK AR ARy —Fh
FAMICER , 3 2 gl I P v T SK R 5
RIVERIIAE K E@DE” W vh. 48 R 28N 25
RN CEEK P RZ ), LAAS [R] B 285 B 6 R 46 (EL Y
B, I AN R DS A T Ry AR GE e B A1
KE, — PR LR — TR D R — T
() PP 2R ST A DX, AR AT AR AR X =381
NG LUNEE-¢7 S B LU RN SRR DY (5= JN
R AN R 22 T RO
1.2 UERAHOHREKEIR SMRKE

I DA DUR G55 Rk 2 0 o X e R e
U CAE ST R B RE S A TR SR B i A% 0 L
VRS TRON IR AL PR HNe (BRI ) |
T PRI, X = REIS st B T P sk B e
LR [ 1 AR T PR SR BIE = KW 5E Ik 45 -

1) A RIS

RONIE e — PP AR R Y, FE AR
PRAb AR R A Lt P 455 Y BIK 2y 2 ) A S e AR A
H R GER RO R B RO BRI 10 & 2 e SR i
CHRE R BV TE S — I 1 ST ) AR At

PSR B DU B 85 1 ( PRI R B
{EHEN]) (the expected monetary value, EMV) i3k
fitli. Nicholas 1 Bernoulli 7£ 1713 49 H 9 H 545
Pierre Rémond {5t T —MEIS (R AR 42

RRAS 26 A A8 ) S IR A J3E 43 01 2
WA (L7 D) 5 5 s R SR AT Ry 2Z 8] 19 7 J . Daniel
Bernoulli £ Nicholas Bernoulli fT #24F 15 134l
SR ST, T 1738 FAE—F5 /3R “ Specimen Theo-
riae Novae de Mensura Sortis” {3 3C ", 1F 2042
T EBAFRATFIC , AR AF IR R TR i
(moral expected value ) , RIS {E A RE & LA S
BRI PRI X, JH 4 S 320 B A5 P 3k e ) Dt B
19 {40, 225522 51 1R 0 B 2380 P e 0t BT 5
TH 2K, — 20 R 1 By B2 IR A 7 i K
PR, BHTE L T R85 E S ERBUTEEE. 1944 4
Von Neumann f{l Morgenstern H it % 2 Theory of
Games and Economic Behavior, $& 4 T Von Neu-
mann-Morgenstern HJ 23%{ FHEH1E. Von Neumann £l
Morgenstern UEBH 76 1 /& 15 € A PR R RTIR T,
PRI TR DR TT SR BCE SUTMEL, F I 91 22
RORME PR 22, I IR B T 301 Bk
AT DL Ry R e 3R ) BEPEBR ME. Von Neumann Al
Morgenstern JH BT B A £t , Bn 25 8 BRA K
FHRERYE BT B, o oy T 159 B A5 BROE %) B 4 ke
RBLE T LAl o DR 2 TR 245 & Harsanyi
TESCIERY F & T 0 B B R BB Y
I PRI A IR T B K Rt T
FEA

AN, eI R Wald $2 T etk ok
FH£ (statistical decision theory ) S PSR L
FORAFF ARG )L Praue 2524 5 g — 28
BTG R BIE. DL Wald S48 2 i 24 5 )
GuiHPe BSOS Bk BB T B S e
B B s R B R P AR (B
i EEMFFEE) S5, S ULIRIIN, 1954 4F Savage 7
Von Neumann-Morgenstern 328255 F #H36 F0 = WA
RIS LR E RIS I, R Y
Bayes PSR

A1, 7E Von Neumann- Morgenstern B354 F
HOIEY Z TR, Allais™™ T 1953 AE P4 E) A
TTHY—SESEBR R SREAT o A RERZ BRAE BT e B, X
Von Neumann- Morgenstern H] B2 3¢ FIFE &R T
FEE AP, AR T Allais 458, f# B Allais
PRI ARREIIE Z — 2 Quiggin' 42 H 1y —Fi
JSCHA B AT BRAE , RIVAK R 20T B8 (rank de-
pendent utility theory ). R HHLIg o J5 — 2L
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%18 & Ellsberg Pl e A s 32 ( Choquet expected utility theory) M R sk
NLHA SRR ER IS bR 28 1) Bayes P 3R #¢ T 46 14 PRSI S, TR ML PR A HE S | AR BT
f). Schmeidler $& H4 ) Choquet H{ B R H PR Huf# B 1 Ellsberg 1518,

B 1 FRREISHRIE

Fig. 1 The origin and evolution of decision theory research

HI AT ER A I8 A MR I BB R B RV EE SR

RO NSRS RIS 0 i TS L S P 2) e PEEE (R AR
Tror S B R SS /L 22 1 1 ih 2 LA B AT I8 PR IANEE A A S B ) S A DR SR, T B

B EWBIEAH S M SERR BB REKR 2L S5 SRR, B, nfi 4R
eAE, 5 7 R L. Von Neumann-Morgen-  SEREAH YN ZE WAL Uk 2 BORE A I Ho At
stern SRR FIE 19 $2 G0 A O RO EIE RS IS SCTT Ay HE ) L

BRI 1 37 27 B 08 T s , 103 DL R 22 5% B 2 FEESTERE A SR A D SR AT S AR IR T 4R S 1)
ARG Harsanyi 8 T BEGON e fAt 2 8L ipilad (1200 4E—1500 4) Y Lull 1 Cusanus
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JEAC A BRI I IR A BRI kAT I AR
A AR (1770 4F—1950 4E) |, Borda . Condo-
rect, Laplace , Dogson , Nanson 4§ J1- 45 %f 4% 2% 3k 2%
Tkt RGEACRI DT IT , RS2 25 U7 L A4 Bor-
da pR % . Condorce pR %X . Copeland pR %5 . Dodgson
PR %, Nanson K 4. Kemeny P& (. Lin PR %¥
£EL0% 000 et S k£ 0 R B 1O TR I BE
E T AL, L) Bergon (1938 ) | Samuelson ( 1947 ) 45
N AR 035 A 1) 28 5% 2 1 3 4% G 1 B B ]
W, R BRI M BT A2 4 R )
PBTAEZE , B A AP S 515 Bk 257, NI 5
PR EIEAT T R AE JL AR FF 45 H — 2. 1T Bergon
FI Samuelson #1245 F) B %X ( Bergon-Samuelson so-
cial welfare function; swf) J&73 1 I3 2R S

BIFFE anAnr 4R A5 fe R 1At 2 4R R R &, Arrow
T 1951 442 ok 3 4 1 Arrow R W] fE M E
B SRR G B S B B TR A 4
P N —E i b E R — D oE i R EBRa T
GHLEAAEAER). 1T Sen' " ZEfyRF 71 Fe ], HEL
AROT PGy T 45 5L, 38T B0 A BRRUH L
BO 2 ABK S AN FTRESS 8. A1, Sen 7E Arrow A
A REEE L 5] A N ER, R N ERG &
PRALH (B Pareto N ) 22 [ (4 2 J , T fff T3 e
MR A 7 R P TR SR A R — Bt
ABR A N FAL, T Sen > N FAUA AT fiE
rych MRt Dodgson Al Dummett 18 i3 JC 5 X}
FEWFSE RS, TR B 5 S e R AR e (0 w] R
s A7 7E ). Gibbard”"! Fil Satterthwaite' ™! %} Ar-
row A A] RE 1 E B AT B B, 2300 T 1973 4R A
1975 448 H} “ Gibbard-Satterthwaite [j 3% I $% 22 4
TREMEE L iZ IS E X Dodgson A1 Dummett i
TR AT B UE B, 2 B R PE S T S —
R Arrow AH]REEEBL” ¢ Sen 4~ A
FAAT FEVE: EFL” Fil“ Gibbard-Satterthwaite B 5%
WP SR AN T REME E B IF AR WAL S e 5 =R m]
REMEE B, (HR X SR AT R P R SR T
OO 5T

FESSIERRFIR B I, B T HiR iR AE e 4%
SRR A, 1 U T o R A AR A A L A
BRALHT FE SCIFIBT (19 289 ~ 20 4230 4R240) 1Y
FE2AE A R B 7R DA 3 SCR) 23 A HE 2R R B

(4, ST FEROH 0 AT IR AT bV Y A L
I T2 I 3 1 R 2 A R e R T R T R B8O
W Arrow AT RERE B2 G, 25 4 A R 5K
JHAR 1) iy At 2 A A R Z )3, 3 TR 2R
BEECIOT eR B AL 25 4 R R, B 40, Harsanyi 78
YRR R A B S E % R A
24 TR MU 3 SO AL 2R ] R (neo-
utilitarianism swf) . B 2 B L5 B 41 2 48 F)
BRI, BEBOOUT 1R A Rk mT s 1 i 4F SR 445 i
R H T AASEOR B8 AN BT I R B ] 5 Y
ANAT G T S 3 6 TR X , R T R [ 30 A 5
FIRLLR. 1976 45 Keeney ™ X S K 1 i (A2
LG5 )7 AT HIEGE , IEW] Arrow AN W] BEME & FRTE
FEBORUT T 2 Al e E B

H P SR BRI FIAL 23 A ] 22 5% 2 i T Jst ) R
AL SRR RIS 32 B 5m a7 A BRI, e
FEo IR PR R At I B W K T R,
Arrow Harsanyi ,Sen PR H 75 #E 23 176 % FH8 F 48 |
20 IR 0 B R BTHR, 4 0 R4S 1972 48
1994 £ 1998 4E (134 DR ZBF R #2L.

3) AT PR B

SR B B O SRR AT o TR
FRE FEELLC PSS 1Y Ty AR AR R AT h
RIS AT A SRR A7 o SR BRIE 2 4R T Allais
FEIE R Edwards R0 VE B9 BF 5T TAET 7 4F
Xof SO ER AP TG 12 A A5 114 [ BTG A Rk e Y.

Allais #5388 /8 T A KPRk AT N 5
VLI B A5 B 2 ] e 22, ¥ N B9AT BT A
PR B RIS AE L P I )5, Edwards 53 3
T1954 4F (1961 45 L f JF QM SO B AT
ARy O B () — AN s, WF 5 AT
SRR, LA R AT T AT s e o, 1 23R s 47
Pk 5F P38 ( behavior decision theory ) ” 7+ (H
WG AT A TR SR B I8 R 15 B 4 F ) AL H 3
20 {H42 70 4EAX, Simon - 1974 4E4& 1 T A PRI
P (bounded rationality ) ', 17 WYL A B T 2%
HI) Iz HA.

ftk Allais #5380 [ 55 — AR PE LIS
Kahneman 1 Tversky"® 45 1 [ 5 5+ 2 18 ( Prospect
Theory) , A AAIT/E A REDRIET Iy & s, AN 2
PLC AT #4778 B i A B e SRR
R X PRT A R A R 28 1) S B R SR e 5 3
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PEZ ]9 22 . il AR D SR e e S BRSO
PR AE (= AR B RO B, R — e AT N
PR IIE , WAR AR I BT B ST 4 TF o1
T 5| & T A7 R P 58 3E A 78 1 #4357 1982 4F
Ja AT AR BN A AR , AR 2 AR AU B
B ARAREL H 514, Machina B9 SR ST
Bell™ F1 Loomes il Sugden[m PR RN
Quiggin F 7 25 1 F38™ | Richard Thaler f4.0>
g 4.

Ellsberg 151" R H Mo 5 B P o — A %
AR, R ZAE e 1 O — AR R 2
Kahneman F1 Tversky'*”) F 1992 4F & #i 5 HLIE 1)
JEAil BT R R By 2R AR AT B NS (cumulative
prospect theory) . iX $E47 Jy P 5 IS I o 1 X 2R
FHEATNHIGRET].

TEAT Ry P 3R BB 1 JE )8 K g 2o B2, Simon
1l Kahneman 43551 76" A7 FRIEE” 1 Fif 5 IS 4
HASH TR, S5 5 T 1978 4F 1 2002 4F 345 1 D
IR I B T AT AR e I 5 T
VELEAT WA B b i AR .

DR RS A 45 ML A (normative ) fF 58 1Al
R PE (descriptive) BF 5% PR 20 RO BLIE A2
VEPEFIE i A g WL I D SR e =, A7 o ik
R — R A VE R R SE . BARPLTEE 5 4
RVERFFEN GARTE]  (H 2 BA W R A E 1 H . B
JEMEDR ST ST A BLIZ AN 1 72 P 5 (how de-
cisions should be made ). {H H§ i o 56 BF 2% £ 3+
o5 2 Ul gk ] € (how decisions are made) , fif} 5%
AL i A b AT o i 22

3 —J7 1 SOHENE AR ERENe AT T
TR BRI A B P SR B HE Y (B2 B
ITFAE SRR & , b RO BRI 07 5 D SR 1Y
Hu AL E Bl 5 ASEBOT B+ s P iR
R A 255, BRI ST 1 P YRR A, —
S22 FI (AN Allais 4518 Ellsberg 1718 ) (1942
a7 TSSO IS TE AR DR SRA T R )
FR, SE A A2t AT D SR B X — BT I PR B
5T K.

DIV Ry rpo X PR B SR T A B, REAS &
A EIE AR RIS (BRI SR) AT Rk
KA WUR G TR AR TR O R
RHIE, UM PO 2 MR SRS . 28 ML SR HIE

AL T B I £ BB ik AR AR
LRGP M CHA J2U AT BT
W) A TR P IZ T A 2 SRR
HRE R I

2 ZERREBIEXT RSN E HER
ROARET

22 ML SRS AN DU ELTEVERIT T /Y #1573 B
IBEZARRT B, 1T EL A A 1 A 5 0 e
UnAnf B A . _E A R N S PR SR 1o A R ) 3
PhAIEL, 76\ TR RE AN At A RERE S T ThT
AT B HAE ™ Fh s PRS- A7 0 ok
LS AL, R RS B X N T RS
TR El R PSR (LA B Bl Ak sh 3 RETR 3 ) 19
WFFEIE 7 LA BAT AE BT 58 S2AL A E 22 ) L, A4 -
BT AL AR RE DR AT R
RIS, RG22 57 7 16 28 5 AT S s 2 5 =4
7 WA BRI Sl R BE DR SR AT 9 v e L.

2.1 HAER: MERREBINATERSHIE
IR F )

NP T s, RO S 7 e R SR BRI B O
(LE, EABUER T AWIHER R ERIIE, A
ACESRXSBARME (i 4 LA, i L ik 2 A E il
R R REE. T RERE ST T A ke
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Fig. 4 Framework for the interpretability of machine learning and intelligent decision-making guided by behavioral decision theory
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Fig. 5 Paradigm transformations driven by artificial intelligence and data in classical decision theory
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Abstract; Decision theory is the foundational theory in economics and management for studying human judg-
ment and decision-making behaviors. Some researchers have won the Nobel Memorial Prize in economic sci-
ences for their outstanding contributions to the field of decision theory. Currently, with the growing influence
of artificial intelligence and data science on decision-making, both the theoretical and applied research in de-
cision theory are facing new challenges and opportunities. This paper analyzes the contributions of the Nobel
Laureates in economic sciences in decision theory and shows their main research topics, which focus on utility
theory, social choice theory, and behavioral decision theory. Motivated by these classical theories, our analy-
sis focuses on the transformation of research paradigms in the specific area of decision theory from the perspec-
tive of the intersection among artificial intelligence, data science, and classical decision theory. A data-driven
intelligent decision-making research paradigm is developed from the perspectives of “utility learning” , “pref-
erence evolution” , and “intelligent decision interpretability”. Its differences from the classical decision theory
research paradigm are highlighted. Moreover, the applications of data-driven intelligent decision-making in e-
conomics and management are discussed.
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