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NSRGRRTEHMPHXKBE LR

FrE ERER FHFA KEK FXAE

(FUHFBN S S RF T ST b RIS K22 O B S 17 R BT e, K 300074)
(KRBT R ZE BB R F24BE, KE 300384)

H B XRBAXRBERREZZHN T, ¥EELAZTHIEMAXA, AAAZTRRFESATER
AL B AR T S B 26 SRR, ESRHELELAREHEZRMESAIE T, KRB R R EV
FREH XM S-F #REI B k. A —FRArkey, AEGSHEEX, st FRBERBEXGSEMMRETE
Wi FAEHFR. RASAES ZHNEME. BaXBEELXNNMRBEZFERLBE RN ERRRA—
B, M TARBANBELBEY AAN LR ZANTRHRERARFATE, AV hERBSGHRLLERAALY.
AL AAREEFRHT KB B ERXFR O KEIRE, A BT ARKBR KNG K AENSG . 20 RABKB LN
QHMBEALMENER, FEREMAKRBELXNGARTX., FLRY XKBAKXGARERFFT B, &
BT IRAHR R 6 7 e Fe

kiR ABBAX; BT E;S-F4R, A%, AZ

%S B849:C91

12 A PEASE N WA R RRIRE R, 2
R AR R B B RIPIRE, AR
Bl T 3 A RS A A A T A i ) S, RUPSRAAT SR HEE B R, A DU RE
CE R 25 TR BE AT RE S O A I TS T A, V. VAL IRV, PR BT, Ml
Ko AT RSV R RAEAR R AL E 5 ARl 52k MR GIBERFEA LS (Forrester, 1961), 1E %
VUSRI G, AT HR I T Rt R WERMEFSERE T, AF TR TS
FONEIN TR, HEM TR R AR K LRSI SRR BBV, UL R
DI 2, BFFE £ % J1 25 1 52 0 a0 it 55 fEtm K Z 6 R W E R B R Pe sk, A g5 R
(Eberhardt-Toth & Wasieleski, 2013; Gallego-Alvareza & GrisAT Iy T FELEE
Ortas, 2017). KT, 245 AL IR B LS SR, AATIXS T SR B B A W 6 ¢ P 22,
TS, X MRS R G m a Rse FEEFURRAT AL U R ] 5 R A A R A T
PP T PR 22, s S U (2 1. BB B R B FFRH N AT 45 1R” (Stock-Flow Failure,
S AR B (accumulation variable) 2 48 7 i A} R F%S-F $#1%”) (Diehl & Sterman, 1995). S-F

il

] 336 6 11 B 2 s S . R4S T LAY, R A =R 2 K U (EL (BT ) W A A7
Yeh . FEEh . ABRBL WA AT LAY, JE ST CRAE) . A8 77 CPLAE ) U W D8 i (B P .
IR SRS I I 5 A U A B P D R Vi (L) HI BTl A7 (BLIE) (Sterman, 2008,

N

T P2 A B e A AL it R S Wy 7 2 o i 2012; Ranney, Clark, Reinholz, & Cohen, 2012), A
] P AL ORI ARG, gy L BBV LA RIE AN SF fiRE

B
Cronin, Gonzalez fil Sterman (2009)#2!, %
e B 3 2016-12-19 BV REFIN 22 Rt 09 438 Correlation Heuristi
* R SRR RS BRI H (TIIX12-039). E’pgjt?ﬁ % E%;'E o ;g{;iﬁ;@ﬁiﬁiz
Yo < S} rxE= BRI RILR N

WfEE#: L, E-mail: wangxiaozhuang@mail.tjinu.edu.cn
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WS BT SR B — R R . S A SR AR
TEX —RAERCT, AR S REORAR, Wl
i, i) Z H A IEASCCR, AR ENIE
T AR AR 5 O B ) AR AR B AT AR . o T
AT ORI &, R A 5 U A S 2 1]
AT R A E VT IC 5 R O AR, 3 B Wi 2 (Dutt
& Gonzalez, 2012b; Fischer & Gonzalez, 2016),

RIS A e AR A0 A 4 i i 3 50 R
U B T O 2 1) — ST IO & . IR 4, QIR
KT SO W R 2 O BRAL R AT A7 2L
FHAYFEM 27 A 03X — S AR AR Ok SRR 1 A
WA B TS M 2 ph T OGBS e IS Y I s i
K, FREGBERNT B, ALELRLCHN
FERER b, XA O IR LR F A

2 S-FHIREXBEBAR

2.1 S-Fi#iR: RRTSHIEREMNRIE

KM & 2T SO H I 22 AR RDE 2
S-F HiimF IR,
2.1.1 B S-F BiRNEFESIEE

BB AR ST, #006 S-F 4#5iRIsh S R G 1E
BEW] 430 Z FRAE 28 HAT 55 16 3% (multi-faceted  task)
HI a7 AT 5519 855 (simple task). 322 5% F 2 4R 4F
LHALS B, BB S-F F5iR 5 B8 & XAt
FERITRA, THIL TVF 23T BT S5 I B 92

(O EZ T IR REE 2§

ZRIER B RGE T E T 2 BB W
AN LA BB AR A S R (A, B
HESR | EHEIR | AR AR, £
BRI, 28 HARZTnH R B R AT M 3%
HEFNHI 2. M, Sterman (1989a)f ML 7 44 52 56,
PSP R RRAEA MR R E MRS Pl T 36 J™
BYPRE, AT A P BT BRI AT, AR A
/M, i B B B R 1 A 2 (A 1)

HohE
e {LLL 2k
[a—[4] [4]—{4]
A N N \ /
/ N / \* /
AT L A
=1Ll T/ [ IEM

TR
TiT# BTH FiTH BTH e #‘
[4]—>[4] e S E A CE S|

Hif S L]

G, Mw RV, AR DT 4 —
MR, BANTEEIRISER 45, &
JAEST 4 F; SRR 12 R4 BT
4 RE), Hli FriigdsRE R, mitse XA 4 FH
A A i R, FE RN 6 FJT i th Bl
KET o R THFER G REAT, WA BT, &
BRI T SR BOR B, JE TS| 4 & A2
B RTHG R R B AR RN R Y 3 S N
5509 13 A, TG, RS,
FERREE AR MRS 14015 J8, dEgRKaERm,
KEFLT IR, (HBEE Z AT 8 R 2 A
MENGE, &P R AR S A R
FriE, SRR B 2 A 2k s i K F Y
10 £ TEAESFIE S I A R B A R, Sl sl 1
HRmZE, B ERAEK 2 19 {8(Sterman, 1989b).

S-F B R TE S R A 55 1 45 v A5 B i B B IE
(Moritz, Hill, & Donohue, 2013), 4, Brehmer (1990)
R BRI KB ZR G, i AAE g 1 Bl A 3 B2
THBF A HIEIRIG K K, kg 2 kK &
S PRI BORSF RUABHE bR o T T 3k A A 2
Fe B I Rt 2 ) A B TR SE SR, 22 0t i B ok
RRAR, @ KB “HEGE, Jensen F1 Brehmer
(2003) 1y — T AL 5 A — R FAE Rl B TS Y &R
GOV S5, ) S B RO AT Y AT
NI & Q1 BN 7 T B 4 W F A TR ) R 7/ R BN
S AR RO . FEA RBIIARIE T, 62.5% 8
AR R

UL, S-F SHIRTER A R g BAT e 5 &
PEo T TR R 2R, Bl R R
VAT e s AR SE T SRR R A 2 A 4 T
£, MZMXT A B0 B 22 W GR AT R R

)fi ARS8

S-F HiRTEh — 1 R2BVE RN, NE R
Wit L AR AR 2 v AR Al A PR 3R A1 TR] B B rh A

TR R R
DHRERZ H AR —

—

S 1 L 8N N

N FRVER: G

N e . TR, PR
=2 EREE: ()

BNy PR BETH B, A

STt [ R | s (2. )

BT PR ROR RS
(FERIRIE : Sterman, 1989a)
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F| 7 & I81FE (Sweeney & Sterman, 2000; Cronin &
Gonzalez, 2007; Sterman & Sweeney, 2007),

Sterman (2002)11 i 4 B & & U [AE 452 4
M) T AT 55 I BE (N 2)0 HTERIEI 2B 30 434
P E A LB O B B A, Bl Y [l 2 )
Q1-Q4, FHirr, HEA 1B I b (14 doc KA 0 1Y
HRARLAS, A a] 5 L 3 o 1 A KA (i AR
B NB R R) N “Gap X7, 58.3%H 1IN N
% 8 RN AR Z, B R AR
AR, 56.5%B0A 5 21 7 Ay N kb,
BB s B S (LA R A7 (R

AWFFER I ELACR . AR . AR B4
it MEOR T SEGHE . EREERE . 549
et . ARV B 2 2 A i o S R B 551 4
O AR A B AL TR, A i i im A
i A AL B A% 1 ][9] B (Brunstein, Gonzalez, &
Kanter, 2010; Kainz & Ossimitz, 2002; Ossimitz,
2002; Dutt & Gonzalez, 2012b),

WFFERM], T B4 55 1 B AR R B 1 244
PR 2, (KSR B S-F 451%, iF—25 e S-F 4%

= =

RTESNS RGHFIWh v, 1Ey R R H
Wi i 22 AR 1K, S-F #8515 0 Bl 25 2 40 H1 i s 22 BF T
PRUET AL R,

212 S-FH#RHEERR

ALY, S-F iR R EA =M.

(L)X T A2 8 (B3 ) o Wy g A7 R (B (B ) . A,
I 30 S0P N E AR T 35 0 & 2L (K 3a),
TR R 3 N AR ARG . B R R
B SR A RS IT R, 71%8
T Y B B 5 A —B0(& 3b) (Cronin
et al., 2009),

() A 12 (B (B ) J W Sy 3 (B (B ) o,
TEHHRARIE 2000 4EE 2100 4ERSZE CO, FUERETH
Bl (& da)i it CO, HEBCEL MR IS T, RIYE
ARG . 8BS 5 CO, HEl R 2 W 1Y
PIAE, (H 2 Fopl il m o HE B B0 & T IR,
HHEg a3l 5 R PLE — (K 4b). BIbAT]
BRI COL MRER T LA LEE i i /K SEHERRL, 11 2050
EZFEBETFREORBREMZ RN, HE N2
A 1% W £ %) (Sterman & Sweeney, 2002, 2007),

45 4
40 3 AL R —
35 3 P £k 14 Bk
0 30 SRR (1 1) R
= ] EREE:
2 3 HitHEE: T
= 20 1
= 15 QL: FEH— ik ARSI AR 27
10 3 Q2: TEM— A B TR A B 27
E Q3: EW— TGN AR Z?
53 L EFFAN —s—HEANSL Q4 FEMR— MR A AR
0

ERFTE] (43410

K2 Ty it i s
(FERIRUR . Sterman, 2002)

60 -
50 1
I 40
ES
%30—
R 20
10 -

0 D LN R R R N R R R LR R R R R ]
0 2 4 6 81012141618 202224 26 2830
A (350
Kl 3a T ABUE AL i E
(GRYR . Cronin et al., 2009)

MBS

0 24 6 8 101214 1618 2022 24 26 28 30
EFTE] (5341)

F3b  wlialim A7 A
(RJE . Cronin et al., 2009)
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440 16
~ 420
% 400 - P é§12
X 380 1 Iy
S 360+ = 8 Hei
8 340 1 gg Nt
320 1 s 4 /
K 300 1 O B
280 , : . 0 : - . .
1900 1950 2000 2050 2100 1900 1950 2000 2050 2100
NG AN
B 4a  CO, BT &)k Kl 4b  giakim (7 E) B
CEUR: Sterman, 2008) CEUR: Sterman, 2008)
100 200 -
WA
i 75 z 150
ES Xih =
g;so N 2 gloo-m
i
5 s N
0 0

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
Af ] (24)

& 5a  0-16 JH 2 7% 4 il SR Bl
(R . Sweeney & Sterman, 2000)

(3) ¥ it (L ) F B A2 e () . 4,
BIAR L 16 JH N ELHT E(E 52), BE
£ 0 IR R IR B2 4200 100 3250, #ialim 9 0-16
JA% G AR E S5 S 5k 2 28)748
£ —E (& 5b) (Sweeney & Sterman, 2000),

AL, =FIEC S-F 45RMILFESET, 4
WS WA U e A 2 A Y R
FRFIVCIE, 78 fb 03T 52 90 va) 8 A o6 A — B0 .
AT B PR I, 3R ) O 25 0 T IR
B R
22 XEBARSBENTEHIHEE

SRR, KBRS B RS A
Wi 22, HC PR AT S 44 R T 5 T

WXRBEBREAREERSHER L EMHRX
KA BERER

MORER A K A A, R AR o ] W s 22 -
Aoy B EAIRA R, MR RNE LR
A T2 (Cronin et al., 2009), AfTAREIE# 3
R AR M E R, MDA gE, IAETF
AR G R AR R S A, &
AR AE AR L% (Weinhardt, Hendijani, Harman,
Steel, & Gonzalez, 2015), FEIRZERNALSH, 4
CO, 11 SRR B A A A R AIG, 28k

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16
i) (2 30)

Pl 5o Bl 2w 5F 4 17

(K : Sweeney & Sterman, 2000)

HCIA R 4 BRI AT LA AR AR E B BT BLA K
o Ik 84% i im Y HE B 30 5 I W S A
FRER . BIE CO, HEBRE — B TR,
) CO, BAUEPUEARZRFFRER), SHRL
EPGEARL, T, JEIR R C A AT A R,
MR A B WO Y 06 R A TR R, ER
Ft 5 I B R D Ny T o B TR G
A WFFER IR T e X S e R AT A G

4, Cronin %§(2009)2% F 9 /~ili E4T: 45, 44T
S-F BERRAFAE, X il FH oI R A X R Ak R
SR R, A0, 452 M ARARIE b, R AR
At AP L 5 R [t 4 (R R 670 BLZR),
BT E HEITRRE/ DN THAE, 71%
Bl ] A7 B TR R R R O B BURE RO IE 1Y L,
RPIE 375 A B B0 i & R AR 58 i ], AH G
$#%ifi+1, Korzilius, Raaijmakers, Rouwette 1 Vennix
(2014)R FHh A R, IER] T OCHK S AT
HOS-F BG4 R, SCIR AR R A
FARAT A BGR AT 18 DO 14 55, 2Rl R 75 1t
A Q1-Q4 [l [ 25 K 22 i o X Bl iy
HEPRA R PEAT S b, MEHG Hh L RpHE IS AL, Horp
FE A-M 3k 10 FfiE R (AN 3E 1), o, €L D
E J2 SR e W OCHR I & sURFIE A SR B 2R, TR
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Fz1

HAERE: HIEERRHEERK L

PRI A (HEHLPELL A-M)

Bl 75 8 2]

1 A BHEERGRE
A {UHACT
B FLHE L 45
2 ERAE: WARMH
*C 25 A T g W S U ¢ o e 0
3 BRRENESRA-RH2E
*D % B RE I ] A RN 22 fE

*E 5 R B E) SO A T R R 25 M
4 EEVRITESYNARMXR
F DRI 2 390 2 240 % 000 {7 50 T ¢ LA
777 i AR A
G A il = ) by 2 %o 50 B £ 2T e L
kT S AR R (T OC R
5 BAEER
o H AN IR B [0 61 25 18 £ LA R HE B I A 19 e v 0

R 2 B SE I ) A L Y e R 22 (A B ik
XA B

J 2% e BRI 45 R LR Bl /b o 3 RUE AR B

6 BRAA-WMHXER: IB5EH?
KA I H 30 ) 32 a5
7 FBERBMA-WHER: ER
L B0 B Ak 9 — 08 0L 8 ) R R Ak H 0T A de /M

MR IE /B i ) 2R R SR Wy e KL/ de /M

“%F 47,30,27, 37 & 25,12..., AL,
Frvh 16..48 30 4P B AR V69,

CHAMERKR S, TARITERALR Y

“HRAE, FEANEBFHAKEMAR D,
FRERD
“HENFo B AR EER K

“HAERTRRH LA EE R XA S E
3 0 H AL

CHATER R R, 2R AR AR ER Ky

CRUET I B L AgH A, TRLLAR W, RLRIAASE 4040

CREIANE EFEANA BT EML, AAHL. A BEEEL
BH5 AT

“HENBERA R LI S A2 KON A R R B T R A 69 i
L EAE A, BN AA S

CLRAMAE.., BR, REZRT L

U8 AP R 1T R OI8 4, BIFMAMKAS, AR A
] B2 B A BN

“I] K B IRNE G 2 S TR

T SHEMRERAL C AT i 5 A BT AT, D, E R A7 ik 55 0 Ui e A S AT SR
H, DIRE B, G A RS TR AR VOGRS O e S A SR T

(R : Korzilius et al., 2014)

PR H T A o065 DQHE I & =X il AR
fE. il C.D. E B EE Q3. Q4 1 61%
M 52%; (I H. 1 #EFESEASE Q3. Q4
13.6%H1 11.4%, X $e45 G R 18R ek )n & 277
5 9 U ST I A O Y R A AR B T B
TEHE

PR B 7= PR B FLR R 2R IE A |
T HE 22— o MG 7= 5 S 06 76 AN () Rl 5% 1 R ) 5
et REWM T S-F #HRSBUEFRE NG
AR R A IR GE . TT 3 h BG J fnfe]  AE Y 2
DL = A 1 A R ] (N 2; 3K ERTY, 2007).

R A% A Ml AR — R B T 1 ik

ASTEAE, B L U f46 107 R ) 3K A 05 14y it LA A7
el L — R R OR, TR i A R AN TS
“HFREAE, M HET —J8 B <R A7 RN AE
N ] A S i B B 5 oK — B E TR 100 1F,
M N+1 & &R 2 T 5 1F, B el s
M EE R, TR R ROR L AERREAR AT,
TR TR A R B F R AT R S, if
K BBREAT I A SR ok e, DL — A
B 2 o A R SN 1) I L BE U iR AL i
FITE A PRI P B e E] 180 . A5 N+1 JE K
B, ol iT AR BRI XA AT U I 2
SRR AL S B WAl 2™ 2 BRI 21



%2

EBERESE: b AR g0 R A i SCHR KX 349

F2 HNEITRRREGIRNM: )

ENHE HEN2F
BERI AT K BNRE ek Wk
TR F O ER

FERE BREER 100 105 105
W EE 100 100 =5(K%t)
RARE 0 “5(RA) —110(KR %)

BAREA 100 105 105

TiT# 100 110 215

MEm #BiTd 100 110 215
WM EH 100 100 —10( &%)
R = 0 -10(R5)  —225(& %)

B AR & A 100 110 215

FiT$ 100 120 440

ZEHT AT 100 120 440
MM EH 100 100 —20(K.%%)
KA & 0 “20(R %) —460( XH%)

B AR & A 100 120 440

FiT# 100 140 900

PR TR 100 140 900
MM EH 100 100 —40( K.%%)
R Z 0 —40(R %) —940( K %)

AAREA 100 140 900

e 100 180 1840

(% % 8 k##5, 2007)

WSS, FRA<4HEZN” (bullwhip effect),

IRILT PR R I AR Y B AR LR (i 2% (Lee, Padmanabhan,

& Whang, 1997),

AR N+2 R B R P4 105 £, B
PRz IR, JEAS PR A7 R ABAS 3] S Ab 78 . &2
Aol B 22 Y BB, AT B B G TR
FIRA PRI, AR TR A BB 7R 2
(B B E R Aw 22, ZE TRk 1840 14, 55 N+2 JH
s R, 3z A 3R PR ER A 0 B DT A O,
H BB R I B ) 4 BRI

Bl or M KW, TC IR % oK Fe g I 2 AR
b Fois i iER, fn; ’fx%ﬂ&ﬁikﬂﬁmazﬂu
PR : () A I TT B i =AC 422 B+ (B PR AT
—WIEEAR); (2) HbpEAr i =A e k. ml L,
Fe e (ORI S A B L BAREAE 53]
WA 2 22 (AR 48 E Y G I ), M3 28
BRI TT B R Y B AR A I B
W E T — A A i 0 B Rl . Bz ) 2

P BEAH DGR OC R, AR T B g & =y R
HEART . A WA VT B 3 KA IR B A AN Tl
A& TS AR T AR B AEB T 74 S-F 45
1=, SEUFHERUY (Macdonald, Frommer, & Karaesmen,
2013),

TR, 7E 2008~2012 45 (4 [ P9 (1 4 17 v,
P P 1 ik B 2R AR 5 | & &G4l 1y FEL 6% A1,
ITREUH B F AT . BORBR W ER AL, &
HB KRR EANE 6).7F 2 H A4, Qs
IBM . 575 S50 08 20 D7 3k A B s o 5 B0 7 i AR
JE R 2 AR

PR
[@h RAE e ﬂﬁﬁ
@‘fﬁﬁ ool g
@ﬁ)@ﬁ Aﬁg‘ﬁﬁ Tﬁ?ﬁajﬁ
nﬂﬁﬁ Tzﬁm
F.;;k E‘F?ﬁ?ﬂﬁik /\/\
rﬁ % 3%% #E

K6 LR EETT L SR ) A B A% R
COERIR TR 22l UE 50T 5T BT, 2016)

St 2R 0 el P R AR A M Y R TR
A, HSC BT 7E T R SR o 1T B i 5 R U AR oK M
M EfE R HEE L VC R A C R R, 2t ss
SMTREMEAM R A - FHZMBP X R
(Macdonald et al., 2013), 7B 56 fA] B4R T T
WelT B T5 R (77 SR 4 B B S IR A BE1ED), 5%
JEIY T A (R4 4 i M e ), i m
Z A AEBRTT ¥ (outstanding orders)7E £ 4A 2k [ AY
RIS B2 RIDEE 315K (19 55 55 (Sterman, 1989b). A
AT 1] T 5 3 da 3 Y A 5 KU (n, - (R % T ),
4R PEAF <42 T B bR IFEAF YLK (Gavirneni &
Isen, 2010) , Macdonald %(2013)%}% Sterman
(1989a) i MLTPG S 6 AR 3 R A Y, 36 3 Jod S I
WALt R, W IE, X FE &k
KRB, NKE, SHigiSR2%RE
R BREL, F 85 m R SR E 2 SRS
B T] o R 2 T SR AN AR AR B0 AR A B, D 368 o
R 2, R U B A 5 A R R

Q)RBR )R R — M N T .0 3
B

ETHERENZRE R, AR E S
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B BT AT IE 80 A W R SR RS AL, 38 i B
SRR XA R T IR BG5S A TR AR AR
AR ME L AE 00 48 s AT 3h 2 &R GE Y ) W LA
(Sterman, 2002), 57 H R, X SR L2 028 JL T4k
A= M (exogenous) K 2 #EH4 , E LL 4> T IR 25 B2 K
T AL AR 2, BIMELLAE A K A O3
P A= M (endogenous) AR, Fril“fEw", 1M
3 PO P A R 22 B AR TR, 78 R3S v
LI A & 5% %% (Meadows & Robinson, 2002), 1 1F /&
I8 Py A R B R R 25 T AT TR B 1 . BT
AR, B TR, TOCH g &3 UIE
ST M SR T T 30 W 22 1 << 9 A kS
iz,

M, 5 LIAE Kahneman Fll Tversky %5 [ 34 )
HE S J W wfE A — A, IR R R —Fh e
& [# ) (robust).0r BEAR 28 (Cronin et al., 2009), X<
A A Ak (] 7 A ) 38 ok iR i, TR B R R (E R
0 T3 R A PR X A 3 Bl M Bl (Sterman &
Sweeney, 2007). AT A B4k b i SR EUE R
AHOC TN VE BC PR R R 17 R, ¥ CO, HERi=N 53
B RS, ¥ CO, HE 5 <A LT il i
. Sterman (1989a)¥5: 2\ HE R A1 fiz 15 55 [K K 1) g
W=y SC I R, AR RAT A O B S5 AR o 1)
RG22 5, (HE R BICPER A, Bi7E ik v
i T A R R 4R

1Ak, Cronin 55 (2009 )40 P MR i 1R 22 114
YA AR, s KB AT )E &
HKFFIE . — RN MBHESE |, ¥ 5 35 % AT 55 47
FFRIXATL I . FR/AE L SUAS L FEARIE S S AE
B, S-F AR R LB EES . T RBRY R
Ttk BHDAL. AT ERIR R R, dWARXT
B R A B S H R . A — B B
5T RBOE & xUB 4R H S LRE

AOL, RIS R AR A S (T
EAHSEC R R GER, 2N AEMER T8 YO
R, BHHBEIRER R, IKEEDN
WEIRUE, EoA P e & B e REE . BT
KR R, 2% E AR I B R = 2 A, A
WA BUR T R, B T B SRR B, R
WA MBS Ay, BIME AR F R, BRI AL
Zo R GHH O R IR Z ANk, BV HE
AL, H R BRI R, = AT
TEMUR . PRI, CHE R & Uil W BeR B . <

Az AL . BEIRIHAFESE N R A, X T IRAT 3
<A AR A R 5 A S IBR = U W fi 2 A
J(Sterman, 2008, 2012; Sterman & Sweeney, 2007),
B R A ZA R G AT R EL R IR IR, Rt
Az A B Ok BTS20

3 XKEKBANHVLENSH

HRT, KBS &R OHEALUH Rk E B K
P 2 L FRE AR DO 784 PR R A W Horp, &
T i 25 J2 D R 0 B2 A0 £ 1) B HE BT, RRAERF
AT TR N AARER X 515
Jid 2 B A e R LT B WL a5 A = A R YR
S, R TR B T TR AT S R B A
o SR, T 5 A D 2 RV I R 4 Q0 ey R R S 5
B RS
31 EiRRE

Chen QOINDMAETERH BN, <&M FI«it
e m Y PR E S, BT B —E R
FRY RS AR, I e R E IR B ik
PEAR . EdE . KU/NAFRAE . oo AR 2 B ] AR
BTG B0, AT S AN A ], A o AR ]
VLTRI A o7 FH A [R] 25 [0, 5015 b R 7 ) aet 8 2 e
i PR [l A Y

SRR, COo, BERBREFWNTE
a, (B DRI R RS A b, X PP AR fb
B[R] F A P N T M R R R A A PR
AR B B, N B B G T R — B [ 0 9 R (L,
I DA JE R O T S AR IS [ i R, A s (]
Ry 3 AR 0 — A RO Bt o X IE 2 B &
AR AR 22 5 o T DI i3 & =X 4k 1 A ST 7E TR
SR HBEERE, AT B m2 (object
bias), RIHL 24 i B2 Jy A <&, LU
F VB A 1 7 BN AN A W T e R

MR SR BRI AR, R M 22 19 H BOER
AR, tARMEAIE . BRI R %
AR RGN T AR G VAN R R R A ARIRA
B, BILN 4 AR, s EA &R
W, JEEE R A AR O R, Bk
IR ZR N AR B —B0PE L RRER P ARE e B A
IPNRE IR S 250 . H3 7 % A Rek
BB AR TF, TR AR O R GE I — B
A, AR B AR AR LU R SR e AR B T ok
(Chen, 2007), B, B4R AZEHERL AL AN BESE
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74k W T ) OGO A X 351

BERERAR RGN, EREHRTX RS
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Correlation heuristic of accumulation judgment in dynamic systems
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Abstract: Correlation heuristic is a mental model in which judgment bias in understanding accumulation is
aroused when people correlate accumulations and flows and assume that the patterns of accumulations and
flows are similar. Correlation heuristic bias, termed as “stock-flow failure”, can be found in understanding
interactive dynamic systems. Due to lack of appreciation of the basic principles of accumulation, individuals
tend to use this heuristic, where they intuitively assume that the pattern of stock highly correlates with the
pattern of inflow or net flow. They attempted to match the stock’s trajectory along with the inflow rate.
Research shows that correlation heuristic bias is common in decision making for simple as well as
multi-faceted decision making tasks. The heuristic has significant implications in business management
decision making and is not conducive for people’s sustainable decision-making. Results of research on the
individual factors such as object bias, attribution substitution, and insufficient adjustment and contextual
factors that may influence correlation heuristics are inconsistent. Empirical studies that explore factors
impacting correlation heuristics have emerged. Effort to explore ways of reducing such bias has started. This
article systematically reviewed the correlation heuristic literature and recommended areas to be further
explored in future studies, including clarifying its inner mechanism, digging into potential influencing
factors and their interactions, enhancing research paradigms, and developing methods that can reduce
correlation heuristic.

Key words: correlation heuristic; accumulation variable; stock-flow failure; stock; flow



