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“AFH XWEE ZWIHR

RNERE: KA KR . RARATH AABRITH AN ZFITALFR X ENELEREZ —,
BARMA T ATAZFFRRRDEY R FF T RE"EAH TR ra A ZFAT 40 EE .,
12z A ALH i TR FEAMRRGERX S S EEM, B @B MR s AR AT A 25
PRI ETAARE B IREFE N F AL A0 KB LB G uh o) B S KT
fo, F R BHCEF WEHFREMRFFABAAXTTER, F>FTAZFFRRELT —
MR 2R FHEERTERO TR CEBIBRE PRABTHRFLLELHF LG CRER, T
HARBECEAFIE, X LR HERFIERBHARTTH MR FTABARTBCERG M ELAZRT A,
AXARTECHEBHELAOHBRIRZ TANEAFERKREG Y AR R R BFEfRENEF
TAGHRF AT R ARBACERRELRETZE, RAAREN . RARBIFHEAF G B
HRARE, ZEFTACEERTRIMOEE N FRACALAGAE B ARFOGREATA, M FHT
AR ENFRIeR B ZEFRE, RRCEBOEIE T EAMRG S ETE LA e THA
RTFRRBAABRGBFERT ARG FLGERENGERZRE, A -AHXOTHEZFF
MR, BAFR—FARETE RESWTERWIATARBEE R ENA XX EREHIHN
LA

XBE AR CERYE fA@EE RkRiE sEBAL FAZFS

B IR 2 2 A TS 25 [ 0 200 T A A O R R R 2 — T AR AT T 2 [l 2 3T N 5 3 m] B2 (Pov-
erty and Shared Prosperity) WK & R UGHUT & T FF# 138 bR PEA 4 2 L 32 1 31 2030 4F 2 2RAK T F
PR A% PR AR v A %% RN TR 3 3 %0 AR (2 18 2011 4F I SE 3 PF A0 31530 DL K 2 T3 2% s e A K 7 ik
T 2ER)E 40 %00 [ R L X T R5 22 % 6. J1 (World Bank, 2017 M 7% K Hr. RELTF =R
PO S 3SR B N N = < B TN SR e (S NI R NP s 7 N RO R NS G A U I B i 1
DX H B TR AE 10 5 M3 19 3 BE R 7 (Rodrik, 2014) . Z8 052 B 34 IR 19 OQ T B R © A BB RHE4L
WAL LA S R G A 1B 58 ) 2 2 TR g K e 2 b OF U B A B FR SR AR AL i 2 IR B
B AR Y Ay 6 B () BRIG AR R (Azariadis, 2005; Carter & Barrett, 2006; Barrett & Carter, 2013), 4%
M %t T 2% I B B2 75 LSRR, &R PN % WU £ (Kraay & McKenzie, 20143 Arunachalam &
Shenoy, 2017), ¥BF% I EWE &S B JE A A BE B m 0 T U DL KA 52 i 28 IR AR PR A 3
BB A S WL k2D s AT o A8 TR A A 0 A DA 1 WS A4 BEE (income dimension) [a] JE WA 4 B2
(non-income dimensions) F#, Il i G4 A ZUE BT 5 RE B L PR LR AR B 55 A A7 48 A A i 4 T
WK AE 2 KPR 2253519 (pro-poor) , #1138 12 X JE A F8 B 43 A 19 28 4k (A 5 AR A F8 Bk 19 56
R AL LA B s A 3 A1 A8 A0 e BRAE WA T8 AR D B2 (9 3% IR e A 238708 2 46 ) 7 ) 113, B8 2 TR A ik iR

x HLF EZWE EWE,AMNKFFTEFR, BB A, 550025, B F ¥R 48 hongmingyong @ 163. com,
todaywoo@ foxmail. com,2931532842@qq. com, A2 R B . B RXALHF LA L —HRAA“EATRPAPCHEG R REE K
AR BB B # ISR (1TBJL100) . BMH IR F FEHRNAEA LR IME L RWAHFEARLART 2
FERERM LI OAALBH BHELTRARBIGEFSHERL. SK . LT8R,
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LW )8 (Alkire & Foster, 2011), BbAh. 38 i 99 A Sh A o A8 &, 24 35 040 ke 3 T 0 pR Y
IR e 55 14 (vulnerability to poverty) # & (Ward, 20163 Decerf,2017), 2R BEA IR FEILT A
AT R S SR AR Y B4R R 3K BT o SR T T b B A5 O O BR 95 N AT R R R B B Y B
BRI BURTE B 2 A T 25547 AT S AN AERL®] . BN, PE B £ « EF IR RAEIRAT 1979 4F
Wi DR U2 2 i g b BT 3R IE W R R R B ST N AT O AN AT B — L 28 2 S AT A )
AN AT X P RE 55 T AR R B85 1 1Y IR 4 (preferences) 5 8 Bl P 29 3R (scarcity constraints) 32 B H
[ A AN 7 (Schultz, 1980) . % WAE AR5 SN R85 52 BAE A 255 25 28 AT A2 10) - 55 A
M BEAT A AT S i 7 X AT S Ll AT B BT IR S A 23 5 M AT Y IR A Caffective
states) I P J) (stress) 77 A7 AL AN, B T80 14 17 IR S R0 R D7 02 75 BB 05 % & S & BF AT
O H B 2 3 0] 8 e i o R BT BSR4 T A0 BEL A I A B 2 5 R 1 E ST R A 5 0 A O s A
Bl AT B A0 B PR 2R AR DA Ml R

20 t2g 80 AFEARLIK Al T 0 B2 5 4 B 2= 4T S & B % (behavioral economics) 14 ¥ B 4
FHFIE T 45 8 2 — (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Thaler, 2016), {H8 CH & fT HET¥
F A AH Y — 3 AT IR O F 580 G AT o AR AL B 18 22 DR B8 Ol JH 7 2 5 kg S B
() BOR A I8 2 B 22 B e R B AT T 5 B Bt sh HLEE + 40 d 22, AR Bl ML 4% ) 3 3 Crandom-
ized controlled trials, RCT) B2 X 52 18 3 #F 4715 ] 55 75 3% ANACAT L5 R0 38 3k 72 X DA b 7o it 4
(revealed preference) F #3215 A IRIXE , 3 AT 7E 80 RARE L b S AT S DR SR8 i 1) 0 3L I A 1) % 220 31
5%, PR 22 P I 20 T BE AL JFSE I R AT T REE L 2004 4R SRR A TR RIS SR 2 %
RIS 116 AR b LIS R AT W& e # A 7 AT T B R B S 7EC R E & 5P iR )
(AER) & F T HHELEARTEIS W (Bertrand et al, 2004), 2011 &, (& 5.0 AW T) (Journal of
Economic Psychology) W& & T 8k “ 30 R (1 0 B 24 5 47 0 28 35 227 9 2538 148 3C (Anand & Lea,
2011), BN EEENIE (BH#) (Science) 2476 F 2014 AR5 344 WG MR ] T “0 30 (1.0 B 287 —
SRR 54T B S O B GO B S AT R A AT N BB TR AT T R G bR A
15 R 2 B2 B % RO B BIF B 9E 36 AR T ) (Haushofer & Fehr, 2014), Bk T [ Fr 0 2e 22 R
91D T R Ao 3L 2 ) R R B O b, tHE FUER AT B9 (2015 HH B e 4l A5 ) TR DL ORI LAt 2 5 AT R
(Mind, Society and Behavior) Jy 8, § 4 2 58 Hu i 78 10 BRI A 23 PR3 AT S DR 58 10052 Tl o 41 75 24
VU B L R T 2 R AR A A0 BB IR AV FHAIL R LA & 23 RAHE 2 (poor frame) BYJE iU 72 .

AR SCH S B RO B — A AT A HR O B FNAT O B 2 56 TR IRLO B ST 1 SRR 22
Ab CHETT ST AT N U2 T H i 2% ) 38 RO BERE B 5 . HOR L B FAT M &5 8 e A 3
FR o )R 2 PR B B ) B ML) o PRI, B T B TR B O S0 1 A S BIL ) o DA S A A A 2R
PR AN J2 T & i B IR S BT 2 R ) B AT SC RIS, 7 T35 18 B T 2 R ek XU 7K
FH DL K P (6] s 8 25 79 e 228 6 A5 oA 1) B2 W) 3 5 R 5C 52 30 F 5 v 23 PR B3 — A I BIL A £ A1 2R AT R
B . e s X R RO B B B 1 T SR L Tt DA R e O 1) it AT R R

— HECENBESRE

(— ) EE 2 A0 B 3 [ o0 32

FFHREROHE PR SR A S O AP E I, Lewis(1959) % 32 W “ 3 W UL B HE & . A
A A TR TE B RDIR S Z T 95 N2 IE l— B R 19 A2 0 J7 20 AT S BESE AV EDUL A&, B 3T TR I SC
A7 3K B SC A AR PR A% 3 15 15 3% R g o Ak . SR TT, <8 TR SCAR B M S8 AN AN 45 B AE 1T BR B A 2
T, B0 = OB B 56 . Tk, OB 22 FOR H R BEE (attribution theory) 49 A 31 %% [ [n] 75 A F
FE L BTE TSR Y2 0 AT B R & 1 R A B 48 28 B W0 U 1) A 0T 23 TR U A1 1) 25 B
ELHSE W R B AT ALK R 2 b5 e AH OG22 FEBOR A E o 2R UH DR S A O O B2 BT R A
NI 5E bR AL 20 AT 5 2 (Feagin, 1972) , W58 10 2 SEAS [ HEXS 23 TR A i i) Dt A B 1) s
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FIFHEATVIR] 7 A3k B G A AR =t 5L KR 1 — [ Bl DX P A [a] B J22 X 22 TR S PR B A T o
(Oorschot & Halman, 2000) , B 5838 #F— 5P & 21| B5 [ o 25 S0k )2 i (Costa & Dias, 2015) , 34
et A 2 BB IR A R AT 18 B0 2 (Delavega, 2017) . SR, LAF% IR T RBIE 55 9 2% 0 4 7 HE 248
(928 RO BRI 5T B ™ A T AR KR Y 2 R BER E I B e ey T S B TR <Rl 1 S R (RS A2 T
#Z A (Harper, 1996) ., BEEBEA ETE 2000 444 220 R 19 2 AR T 2% IR £k el ik Ry 22 4k = 4 Jk
M#ZE", Lever et al(2005) 450 Z AW HOCRER AR A OB FMWFEHEEZ . seih, o
22 R TG R0 BT U AL L AR N R 90 B PR A, AT B I BFE (Radel & Clement-Guillotin,
2012; Shah et al, 2012) KK Jy 4 #E (Hagger et al, 2010; Vohs, 2013) FIIA KI5 il i #E (Diamond ,
2013) S5 A3 M 4 B 1 e BRDE T B R B AR O BRGE IR B S e, Ao AT O BT R IT A OISR B E T
O BAE R, BT T O BRSO R IR E A B AT R R O B R IR R
SoNE AT 2 e A e 22 KRR BE bR e 2 R AT A RER ST

(D)IITAHEFFRANAROE

AN TR T o P 2 3 X (A PRI R3O X 3 RO 3R 58 S, AR ST B B 1 3% AL B B T AT
SR AR O BIARAE L By fhy 23 TR BT 5 300 G 1 JRCR S R0 R ) S50 B SR OF TR R AL B
— AR B IR B 2R B AT A S R RS B RO BB BIF AR 156 ( Haushofer & Fehr, 2014), %
Wb WA A F T T P A B e 0 LT SR X 2 AT A 7 A S ) P R 2 R R B2 O T O T AT
PRUX oo RS 57 A 52 ) () AR O 98 0 32 B0 AT O 28 U5 24 S AT s 3 OG0 L 5 JE B 1 JBOIR S i 22
PRLC RS HLA — e, FLC B 5 0 25 GA RIS W) W] BB 32 22 JR] 0 B IV R W5 ) 52 1, 5 B80T R fR 28
T fiff T 23 TRIXT 28 5547 A 149 5% W I PT BE A7 AR B O ™ B A 2 M m) 8, 5 T ot 28 RO BB BIF BRI A
JAR MR B TR T 00 AR R A RN A R 2R TR B B ARE R A L AR R B IR AR AR ) 4
BRI A 0 20 RO B R 2 55 AT O AR i ie 2 — . BT X2 RO B &, 10 T 7
B8 5 2 R AU R 3 WA 2 30 T 7 1 S e 1 X DA A7 9 BOSR 55 1 B2 L 2% 0 5 40 SR 19 2R A7 2R
BE LA BAR A (8 B 7 O/ B 25 A1 451 22 & Jre B i, X 22 Pk TE B 23 (45 20 IR 5 0 B C R A A1k
ST B TR LS B ES AT R WS A A S 2R IR S G PR R R A D R AE . UK, B IR R A i 2R A
O R AR S TR AR ST Y b [B)E, {H XN B R R 55 N TR I B 2 3 T Y B A TR AT AT
2R T 2R R R BT 1S (AR s A RO BB B AR L e F 2 AR A T REA: TR Z

—HEMEZFITARNEIN

(—)REARSEEFITH

Kig LRk ds Won AR T 2005 b8 & M 09 AHE 1 WA 06 78 J0 IR S b i IR B A B
AU DR S A B8 A AW ] 1= 3R S T (A UACA [l 41 o BB v 9 s (R S B2 9] 2, Lawrance (1991) F 5%
I 52 [E B R R BE I IR (discount rates) i 35 5 F & # K BE ; 22U, Pender (1996) LA & Yesuf
&. Bluffstone(2009) 431l 75 B[ FE e #05 1l IX 1 5 FE 4% LG (9 A P REAS vt 2 B0 s e 3 2 T T 3 AR
B & K Fis B 8 5 00 35 T 47 M & 1Y (behaviorally measured) MEILA . 5 Z X} W , Dohmen et
al(201 1) 38 3o X AR R ML AR A (Y B 58 3R WY L A IS A /K B s | 5 Ja B B IR A0 XU, DRI A B . SR T
AL e B0 5 SO AR - [ A7 Ay i - =2 ] B4 AH 5G 56 3R A 8 8 AN 8 1Y), 33 IR 2 75 iy XU 7K HHL 5 5 (] D
MELTAT R A MR 7 X — AT RAMSY . 3T I A 5 & 0 B 5250 J7 6 X b ik a]
FF T 5 A B R U ST . B0, Guiso & Paiella(2008) F F 2 #h i3k (windfall gains) {4
THARR (V) ff ke 1 IR XURS: D% AT RE 5 B0 i 09 W A 55 0 & /K7 3 — T 8 9 15 [ )23 () R 3%
P S A 18 2 A W3R ) R B WA K - TE AR 56 LA Ja W A 3 A28 52w IR RS DR L T LS il 45 2R
7R WOA B B 7R KURS: RS 77 A T 8 35 i S ] 520 . Tanaka et al(2010) 18 52 52 56 % B g 52
TR B IS BAT S AT I B, e R AZ A A A RRR B AR 2 S BT T ) Tk R b LT R % T R
B 2. BFE N G BRI Crainfall) £ S W0 A B T2 AR & 9E 47 0 55 & 30, B 55 080 A 7K - I 25 40

— 103 —



BHEITEE vssem

K HFE ) 32 428 7 XoF A R [ 4 A7 Ity IR A R R Al AN o WS A I AR 7 A R e A T A TR TV AR Y S )
PRI SR [ 700, B M AP R BUIR VG % . T HL S A 45 SRR S8 1 W 3 238 5 e A K P 2Z 8] i 7 1] 56
F . 2R BT IR 5 Ao () 005 B 2 () 0T B8 A7 AE PR SR SQIBE . AN AL AN it i 0T 53 34 & B DR IR % 19 30 B 7K F- i
A RE W IRy K.

(Z)NEBNRFEZFITH

5 % AR A 5 (negative income shocks) 52 W & 25 A A i B LB R 1F 22 — , o HUR B E 4
Y 09 AT 45 1k 52 B BR ] B (Banerjee & Duflo, 2008), SEIGIREE T il i A9 40 A= i A wh s 7T T 28R
[ A K 19 3238 % 1 4 1 5 5647 . Haushofer et al(2013) 78 5256 %8 3755 F S5 ik 32 4k % 3 o 58 it
AHAT: 55 3RAF— 2 BYUWCA R 5 44 32 138 BEAIL 20 TC B A [ A 2 iy dle A b 1B B8 2 8, 1 T e A 1 52
0 20 R ) 20 T 20 32 N R 0 R Ok [ W B3 O DR UE 25 SR 1 AT bGPk R AR v L S 0 BT ik A7 iR AL
AL 0 b B A% 4 FE — B BE AR UE T 2 B A A U B3R I3 e 5L A AT R 1) 4 X A K
e AEAE T WA KT T () 00 B 22 8] F 95 7 Jsz 1) D] 2R ) RT3 o 42 WS A K S A5 DU e, i BiF 58 3R
W 42 ) 4 X IS A KT S o 38 52 B T MR s 19 52 3008 S 0 A b 3 A 1) 24 T (present-biased) 1Y
GVAT N . AU FH B B I A A6 I YA wpas 1 58 F B, o — 2 R B A AR
TR T By MAYRRAE 22—, 24 H kA B A AT 2 S B0 A B TR) I 3038 . 2R UMl , Spears (2011) 7
— TG 5% HPORE Ol EED Y 32 35 3 BE AL 43 e 31 %% IR 4% 14 (poor condition) 5 & # 44 (rich condition)
AP TUA AR R, 4R 5 5 15 ) 11 32 3 3 0 — R 9 K 53R (purchasing decisions) , B TE#R 5T 5
AR LR Z oSS A TAT 7 BARH VR 32 98 15 T4 (handgrip) 19 45 22 i 1]
AR AE Wi R 35 4E 55 (Stroop task) ™ A SR BRI BEAT S 5 B ) i % 0 A8 B, BT R B, T
RE A 7 FH Y B A 1 i A8 20, B0 TR S5 7 T8 24 RIS 1Y) 32 4 38 AN S T ) BT Ay PR X ) e 3R A AT (trade-
offs) M A8, HAT Al ge htnl e gt — BI85, BT & &E S (will power) Fl H #2 71 (self-control)
A Ry A0 3R i S A 2 R A L SIS AN A S AE — o R L R i 5 B[R] G R A O & T AT
Ko WG FE TTERAE TR T 2 R AT A 7 A S e A B ) PR R O R L i e T DA O B A AT
R = A AR B AL T 1 S5 A R0 IX 43 1 Tl A, B AL T — AN IR SR R A A
55 1 B8 Bl H) 55 o T A A 8 U R SR B Dy TR B B e R S i, WO B A B SR AL
718 o 20 VR ES PRUE R T Y R SR AT BB 23 T FE AT S A S i A B R L 2 A2 R AL T R 2 R AR
Y P SRAT: 55 A8 5 B, B 7R T (will power) FIHHH AT #2 77 (executive control) 8 7 388 K2 & I #k l
55 (Hall et al, 2013),

= BEZMWEZ 51T AR E B H

(—)VERITAHEFFERA TRV

95 NAETG W 2 T 5 4 23 BR 58 T B 52 A7 G DUty 30 25 R0 XU, 7R HH 45 22 6 A7 g o RIS Al AT 1A 178 )
55 XU i 4 ) B AR PG I JEAS 3t 22 57 . SR, 7 A B3R5 i i) BB AL 2 AT 40 BRA 4T 8 & T it
SERMCRIN S L BN E ™ R = 4 filh 1E W 4 Fil A 0E T 3 W I AR (IR AT 2 3 AR O & mlE RO L IR 28
HRE AR TE LS AR AT 2 DR AN AN, 95 N BB R L A 7 7 A BR R 52 0 3
23 (liquidity-constrained) 5 Wi 1) 7] & 1 t % & (Banerjee & Duflo, 2008; Karlan & Morduch,
2010; Banerjee & Duflo, 2014) . &t . 5 B 4057 A H (9 A 44T i B IRF SZ AF (present payment) 5 4E
RAT (B ED (delayed payment) BN S A5 7 U, b AT AT B 5460 1) T BIP B 32 A5k 19 7 =X (R
BXIEAE I T AT 33X — SO T7 2 3 A A0 fi 2 » 092 D PR A T L RS E T 35 19 HE e DL R IE AR
RIETTA5EE . Carvalho et al(2016) F JH W 28 7E 2k 8 £ (online survey) W& 1 36 R I A K2
A NI T 88 O 1 A BCHE L O AE R A P L H 4% 2 2 T o KU A BRI S 39) 36 % (inter-temporal
choice) AL 55, FEMTAIFFE 1 4 Fill B¢ 5078 2l %8 o SR 1Y 52 . R AR b, 4 50 0 32 U5 O AR A P R AR
BEML 3 BC 2 & #7 H (payday) Z i b 2 J5 W16 858 b 0 B2 5 FE 31 P> 5~ REAS 1 1) 8] Jhg 47155 00 . F
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FERR AR T KRB HIGHZ Ui E . L#H HRT R Z Ui A D 22% , X KA 20% , &K ¥ H
1Y 32 05 5 52 s PE L AR 52 B K, RN ANAn ke L ISR HE — 20 3R W, R HOEIT Y 32 U5 S BE S B T
Sy i 2 1 LR O ] B AT SRR AR L ALK — O AXUAF TE TR 2 BA 17 T MR (monetary rewards) FFAE Y
P A R T SRAT: 55 b, ok I B R B T Y B A B0 5% ) AT 55 (non-monetary real effort
tasks) . FH T30 PE 29 RAEAT 55 0 AT 55 AN AR T, B LA, & 38 H 2 A9 3 20 M 24 TR A 2 5 T
AT 55 52 BNl 1) A 9 D B A B2 IS O R R IR B H ET IS Y A 1R A AR K
Wz AR TR SR BT AN DI BEAT: 55 3R B LA K e RO 55 5 T AA AR 35 25 . A HAB AT e 3R WY, A
AR A R it 2l P 249 SR T30 o w5 | 500 1) T 1 Oy o2 4 1 3R O 2 i A 4 XU R R A 1Y
T X R X TR F B A AR H Oy T TE— e AR el 92 Ui 2 M 2 o KU PR
RRAEA PR P A8 B 1 A A 388 4% P R AIE 2 48 4% 19 (Gollier, 2002), BEAM, 55 N 4% A H & i A4 B 9 4%
(non-insurable) H T X} A A] 431 (non-diversifiable) i & 5t KU (background risks) CHCANA/E 10 7= |
T feft G 5 B R AROXURS: AR AR AT Ay o BRIV AR AT g XU O & 15 5 /0 % B8 1 S5 AU |9 A R AR LE O W 3 22
5t (Pratt & Zeckhauser, 1987) ,{H 58 =5 B 15 50 XUFS 7 11 Bt 25 58 =5 K SF 19 XU IR 3% (Guiso & Paiella,
2008),

(Z)RECEEBR A THEIR YL

TG0 A 2 B, E R 4 Rl T 3 AN 56 38 T 19 T 0 P 24 SR 8 S RIS e R SRy R 5 el 22 5 AT A T
FEPEHEIR AL . SR A% S8 BB HLHI 09 B2 32 3 1 RGBT AR AT 1Y PR, B0 DUE £ B BOR Bk 22 1Y
SEEESE W A% L BIR HIL ] 2D AN S A R B IR X 28 AT S AR S e ) ME — iR AR . I AR SRR T A BF
g% & B, 3% R ] BE S B4 A B 6 TS ECIR S U 7L R R O PR Corganism) XF FR5E 2K (envi-
ronmental demands) (% S v 8t 1 5 3R AR B8 7 B T, i 8808 AT E — 2 AR BRE e A A 1 22
VAT S T B — > 5 10 L A 110 32 58 50 35 1% 23 TR ) 3R 5 Ak AL L B 3% IR O 31 BiF ( Haushofer &
Fehr, 2014), %0 B A 52 548 o0 M A7 19 i B PR BB AL BT B 30 WX 28 5547y ey
PR R X — B R, R, B PRC B B PR 0O BT AR A ST TR G 2 A BT AL B IR AR
AT AL Zh R AE IR 2 XL e BS AL A 0 1T B A e B 2 AR S A T R BB AL 2 A
OB AT B B AL A5 LB Y S Al SO 73 . ST IR O R BE B BRR i 18 S AL I e
PRIETTIR 5 I BORS FE ) S OB R Z B R ARG R MR R, BT, —
AT AR FHEDR 2R X A AR 18 JRU IS R B [ s 300 3 A5 28 U AT Sy B R ), O L O HE DG 1 IR 4 37
W BE DL 53 TE B AN 7] 1 Ak B0 2% 4 LA K A% GE R AR T 1 52 e AL ) Ot 20 P 29 T BT XU AN R AE T Y
SR AT E L X SRS EVF RE A I R T AT AN FRRE B IR 22 B AT O B S W AU T AR e AR s A .

M ZEE“FRREMEN"HIXE

(—)HEXXHE

LAAL FAam&HER, H 20 4 70 FCLOE, B BR2EAR T B R RAT BT U 5.0 B4R
JR% 22 8] 26 2R A0 UL W FRAE A 30T 43 MR FE 18 (the Easterlin Paradox) , 3% W8 #5052 U S — > #iL R0 (1 22 56 =R
2, BN B B BE 32 47 8 (self-reported happiness) A LA B Az 3 6 2 S TE [ 57 alg b X P 358 4% )t i
FHAROG AT RAE R [ b e O IR RE B R TE WAL T 4E R 2R TR KO 2 B AR A L 0 Rk B
DL b = A EAH G E & (Easterlin, 1974), SR B R AR BUFEAS & B R I AHE 4R B A 5 2 1R
JETC B TR 28 T 1A N PR B0 2 ) X 3 B 1 8 28 P9 AH OGO 2, A8 WSO A ) =2 A J I o A A 3 s sk i 1B 5F:
A RIS (saturation point) , — [F 8¢ X AR 15 805 #5525 4 R0 B 2 b FF (Sacks et al,
2012) ., BLAh.Jebb et al(2018) F ] 5 ¥ 7t R A (the Gallup World Poll) B 3 B8 170 J7
S5 BT A IE A B T A KT I R S B 1 S AR R AN AL, B 2 B AR (Spline
Regression Models) M\t 112 i 1551 H i A& JE 55 (points of income satiation) , & B 9 35 7] RE 22 2
“E U SRR,
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2. WA GATAY AR89 X Z . B CGBCAD AN AL =2 48 ORI A= 1% 1 5 B8 AH G , B 2t [W) RS ol 4kt Bl
(mental health) fF7E] Z KR . L TR ZURAE 2001 48 A4 e 4 5 b sl 48 1 76 AR X 5 4 19
G AR TG 25 26 B9 N H 3040 A1 A8 25 L 46 2 5 19 Lb 4912 G A K A F 1 25 26 A
FEM 1.5 & 2 £5(WHO, 200D, Lund et al(2010) 80 R G M LEE T 115 TUEF S AR A B & 32
PR 55 A P 25 L2 1R G B B WF 5T, FLrb o 79 Yo ORI Jc B 23 TRI 46 A 5 0 ol £t o 3R L4 A 22 H) A7 A
FIM X RR, WAME R LI A S 254k 2 #o 07 [5] o] LS e He g B B8 10 I 389 3% R o
(stress hormone cortisol)® I A1 3¢ , 1 411 , Cohen &. Doyle(2006) 1 Cohen et al(2006a, 2006b) i
FER B AU R ACA K P BT Rz R AKCF tLBE R s Li et al(2007) Al Saridjan et al(2010) 0
IR 5 LABR O Hl A7 A7 Sk 1Y) 28 % A2 KO Al SR IR AH OGO R . ALt , 2RI 45 SR AE LS LR
LB X 2 0 0F 7 P [6) B T LA 3K 43 (Chen et al, 20105 Flouri et al, 2017), 735 ] i) — 00 5%
1, Persson & Slater(2018) %158 742 W1 15 £ iy F 52 i R 585 A 25 1 Br 2 3009 0 38R g 2 0 fof 5%
M) 7 J5 - 2 B B 118 o I 50 i B o 7 W0 28 D3 e G 0E S N 2 8 s A R L 28 i i P O Bk s 22 B
[& #5 ( Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder, ADHD) 254 04 #E R 5 & £ W 2 1 hm , Holi 48 )5 iR
FHBT A RN AR 25 9 1 ME A A0 50 e L S 3G . R T BRSO TR A I A Lo T R R R
7T 328 JSG 114 O B 6 4H A K b 2Rl 55 22 355 PR R AT AR -5 B0y 0 BRE ) BB 08 A R4 THAR A K P A AL
W, 55 T 49 R g PRI AT DL o il B AR PR 2% TR A8 4R 2 e

WA BEFERBT TR 5 = 8 T L AR B D S B B I K Y- S5 AE A AH OG 56 B AH A 56 ¢ & A 55 [F]
TR R WK ik — 20 B WF 50T PR SCIR Y A A AT 3t 2 FRATT B DAy 5 1 B8 [R) R

(ZD)IEARXR

LATOE A AT FRAT L, 7R HE BCR ST 7 09 52 e 28 5 38 5o il B4 ) ik
B a H RIS (U 2 %) 48R 5Y . Haushofer & Shapiro(2016) F) F B AL #2866 5k H & @
MV 1) 52l B A Bt AL 3 T 30 AS [ 4 40 K /N B TG 2% 14 81 42 5% #% (unconditional cash transfer) 3 H , 1 5%
T IG5 0 4 55 B ok 0 BHE S AR R (psychological well-being) B8 W52, HARH, ZTH T M4
R &% 0,400 F1 1500 37T 3 Fi, O B 52 48 BFE b i 1 A0 (H I8 4 (the World Value Survey) H
AR O S AR SRR AV W R Y T AR A AR S b 8 R IS R AT S I G SRR N A R
(CESD-R) Y 345, [ J1 38 b5 AR 41 W ¥ & 77 J8% 1 1 & (Cohen’s Perceived Stress Scale)® #E47 1 i , [F]
P 388 5 52 3 5 Y R A N 88 RGO R R B e . PSR T R T N IO R B B AN A A2 K I
) R 43 0 1) e A% SIS IS 1 BT R HC Al 00 B AR T B A2 B B SO R B R G . KB, Ssewa-
mala et al(2009,2012) Fl Baird et al(2013) F| I i AL 45 i 18 50 7 12 34 & 390 9L 46 % 7% S AH mT LAt 20 417
AR5 34548 . WA AT SE LRI A Sy A 3107 S B AR5 B 5Tk B Ak BRAH P Y A2 R 2
TSR T 118 T4 3 1 U 2 A ol ft BRE [ L 1) 7] 32 R (Costello, 2003) | [ R B #5570 %5 Bt £ 18 25 19 i
## (Cesarini et al, 2016) LA &2 T+ A PR K (Gardner & Oswald, 2007), AACA0IE . JE WA FF
IE F4 1) 2 9 23 00 A [R) AR i DA™ A b 3R BB IR A 2 2 0 T B AL 42 i X6 T ik 01 5k B AR A fi
LRI (Finkelstein et al, 2012) (036 AE Ji < 0F (Ludwig et al, 2013) LKA AR K B K 5 2
(Devoto et al, 2012) % [A] 45 21 T~ B X ml &y W 25 iy 48 0 32 30 1O B S A gk . W B Y 2 L O
A BT A BF 5 H0 1 06 W A A EMAC A F18) T 3 o o L O o it B 7 2R BB R i . 91 40, Paxson & Schady
(2010) F| HIE JK 22 IR BUM LE AR K b X T e ) 30 4 W A 56 6 500 5 BF 9T 1 320080 28 35 it X L 28 1Y) TA 81 g
J7 21 IR LA B B AR T 4 T TG AR S, H T B A e B ST I S B R 5 S B IR L 1 B SR L B
GEFAR MCARDY 1% H X RE SRS 5 7 A R 92 R I K BLRE SR W R K IR R i TR RE . Ku-
hn et al(2011) F] 1o 2= HE 4 % 22 (the Dutch Postcode Lottery, PCL) ¥ n W58 T A W A vl if;
T2 T 5 W] v 2 3 Ko AR F 1) JERRN R B AT O A5 )l (B 92 0 oK & IR S vh 2 X S22 1 3 1T R
F A W 3 B2 . Hejlem et al(2017) FI 9 21 BEAIL 4% ) S5 30 A% T T8 2% AR 0 A 5% B 11 H X % L
S A B JER RN R R B RICR A R (I E S 3 AR L AT R B B AL RS R R B BRI AR
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(IR 7 AR A4 Sk (0 35 R T R P I A0 R , X BE 8 5 B S AN SR LB R
LA D7 A B Horh A AN 4 4 5 O R ) AR G, BIVE 4 it , 350 H X & A & AR B 1Y
B R W N D ) A b/ AR e

2. T (ReDSh RN F 09 AR, 5 AR AN ] S0 R i A S, 1 a0 A R
SN AT U A A5 1) S0 A e A 28 R 2 AT R R I A A R R B M 5 M 4 0 O = AR JER Y S e
B, Chemin et al(2013) K545 | T FiX — AL G I WA vh i R O2 B 2 S BOE Je WA 7 1Y B2 it i
KA BTt WE SRR L A P AR T SR A R Y R BT RERN T R ) AR R e T TR R L AR T A
HZIARAR MR P AZRN AR Ry M — I AR IR A A P BB D B 5 A i, R R IR
FEARA R A B gk I 2 e Ah 2 R 0 AR P ) L P A T B R B IR AN AR R B, T
B e K- 1 B PEBEE A PE R B3I R B 57 S g 0 A2 S 0F AR R ) B AL RS I R . Arnetz
et al(1991) F I 78 — THURS ffr.0 B 240 58 P 4 T 354 4% B L5 400 T2 N 20 i IS 18 B o 7K -, & B
K TARR 2R3 09 B BT BT T (& o fH T WF 98 I o6 B i b RE A 8908 [ 1) 481 P41, 3k AT DAHS |
FRATIINN “ JR Ml S e S5 e oK P v AR A S R TG AR 435 58 7k — AL . AR I S AR R 1 A T AR
Xt 4, Bz 08 NBCE i 2 AR IR SR i B N 3 T B oD XSS R R A — R L T
s Rayfafddt . # —2, Mendolia(2014) F I 14 R 9& [ 5 B g5 0 A 5, B 24 4 Rl
(47 (declining industries) /F 7y 25 540 19 A0 A2 0l R U5 K 39 1 508 1 02 2R ol X 3% A~ 58 i o BRIR
YA A B0 B TE R I 2Rl 3 26 ) A et DR R S AN 2 LS e 2l 5 L B RS B B L O 2y
S e L T 8t 5 B OR Y0 BR SE AR R . N AN AN UL, SRl 3 2 R A A R AR TR T R R L A S DL A
23 40 BT D TH 7 AR 2, H R AA B R JE 5 07 A T R IR A B N T S ) 1 SRS P
BB B IR . S 1 3l G Y A 1 DG T SRl 14 P 2B P TR R A 3 R R T RE AR 1 T SR BB D) KR
Bt IR FLAE S b AN A HE B B M R e T A ST A R AR A AN R A R R

BT R B ANME A B B 22 1 SCRR A PR AE IR 5 1 RS T R 7 K A AE BRR OCHR . S BOpt
FELE A —ER IR R W] BESR A T A% 0 38 A 0 I R 22 A B AR Y L ] BE VR T T N E ) S R
VB i T T R R B AR A6 A O BRI B R A TE R M . — RO & A FE 2 B IESE A B AT
/) T B R R A R i PR AR S R I A L B R o IR RIS B A T A JBOIR S R g, A TR 2
T EL A A R B o 3 T 0t AT — 25 RS 00 TV JEROTR A R R g 2 15 R B IR 5 e 22 B AT o AR
Rz —,

L AEEBRRESFENFEFIT AN

TG AT B BIE ML IA Dy 5 A 30 18 1 ™ 25 14 45 B 240 SRR I 3k R 19 7 e XU« 3k fefi 45 At
TTEE 5 2 el B0 I 1 SR 9 3 A5 A0 A ot SR 52 i L 0 TV A 2 % I BB s B B I A AR R B
FETCEERLA R . 20RO B A T A3 L A 0 A= 3 TE 2 TR PR BE AR S K g L
17 AR Z R ER N g 7K1 8 Bk i 30 A 25 ke R 9 BT 2 67 T 28K 7 2 TR 20 5 il A A B 5 JEE ) e 3R o
. RSB0 RO LSO IR Y HT A ESE TR S0 35 2 B X & i R
152 77 A A ST 5 o B SECRIAL I b HE Bk A% GE A0 AR T B A FH IR A28 1 5 o A0 B — 47 7 iX —
ERRRATFRIFM TS . T I, A7 8« 22 IR 0 B85 SRR 2 5547 1 52 ) 7 e T 2538, I 4%
GETEAT R 43 Ry KBS AR FELAT kg A0S [ 0 BAT Sy s 3B — 453

(—)“SEERBCRSTE S 33 K A& IBIT A B &0

LATHRFRIANG @ERREREN, TE—TE 5T, Cohn et al(2015) F HLEk
W2 H S5 KBS AT 55, 76 50 U 55 09 3 78 v, 52 32280 0 o Xt 39 s ) 0 K /N 343 T 5t ) g
P HL AT % Celectric shocks to hands) [ B 57 % 81 L 1o B 25 14 T 323038 10 UG R I R 3 I 3%
KT AR 55T 0323 o R A AT 500 1% o) 38 S P 32 A A AT A A 7 R AR R ) AR
PR 2 76 A2 WAk 27 45 8 9k 28 %l JF] (Schmitz &- Grillon, 2012), Guiso et al(2018) U F i 2 K #)
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FEERAT I % 7 7 I 2 A AR A O A I T B A XU DR R 2 R 2008 4R & AR Y 4 Rl
B ZEFR TGRS T AU 1) 28 PELJRR X IR IR 2 1) 552 e Bsf A 357 368 3 1k 52 32 38 WL — B 228 # R 43 1Y)
J5 G A SN PEAR L e B 2280 W 400 A5 ) b 352 BE U TE R A Y 4 o 2 B T O S Y KU
PRAGAFRAE . IRAT FoA A 53 30 4 5] A AR 45 80 28 7 3 1T % 30 AR O 380 W] BB T 35 KU DRI R ik R AT
4 (Raghunathan & Pham, 1999; Kugler, 2012), A{XLHNML, Heilman et al(2010) BF58 & PL . B 1E1H
[ 5 B RUEELC B K A N B 48 (cognitive reappraisals) it B2 7] 75 Rk /0 KRS RO R GE £, TR , RO
PRI 51 B BR AT LAAH O b 3G i a5 sl 20 IXURS: RO . e A, A5 s K 22 B0t 53 455 S 37 I H S o S 2R
R X JXUBS: DR S8 4 1 18 5 Wi 5t A /0 B50F 5 9 R e BB R 38003 5 11 4 s Conte et al (2013) 1 F 4]
B A (the Expected Utility Model) FIHE 7 4K #6i 81 22 5% F#% 8 (the Rank Dependent Expected
Utility ModeD) P Fft JRUBS: 47 A5 =X 44 t BRAS HEZR , 58 35F T M5 1 Goviality) L 36 47 (sadness) , R4 (fear)
DA R A5 2 Canger) 55 0 A A7 R 285 X5 JRUIS: 285 B 1) 52 il AR 99 A Jhc B9 2R AL o LK XU 865 PR S0 17 1 38 5
LA RS TEAS R M 50 R0 S5 9 PR 4 T S IR HE W 28 S, HLJR A SE R BBV AE 1 3R i 51 A Y 2
R 55 09 7 5 1 Cspecificity) s AN, 28 7 MR B8 19 52 103 S B T ST X5 100 38 AN [A] 1 1
RO, XA s G Ao 4 SRR ) AR SRR S Bk = A 8 i P S TS SR PR SRR XU R 5 el T Al
IR 1%

2. A THEEZBRINNG @ FBARE R R A7, W DN B vl i 58 ] & A AT 48 Chy-
drocortisone) [ %4 5 153 LLZE fift . 1% 90 B Ay 25 4 T LA T M v (19 J o e 5 &, RG] DA O A5 41
JE 1 B #2242 9 % (neurobiological) % W . Kandasamy et al (2014) 7F — I 22 J&d 571 355 1 52 56 (placebo-
controlled experiment) Pl E A Z i E A 8 HINELRA AT BN, X0 T Z W ) 2k
(acute) FIfE Pk (chronic) RN . A # 1Y A - BIF 5T & B 245 W 1 S PRI I R 078 32 4 3 1) XU 7 41
A7 9 177 18 P 2 v 3 o M 4R T KURS IR AR . Mather et al(2009) . Porcelli & Delgado(2009) F
Lighthall et al(2009) % 2% & | H {# FH 4 0 )32 (9% AT 55 (the cold pressor task) Filgs HL /R # 25 J&
J3MAR (Trier Social Stress Test. TSST) #EATHETE K B L i T3 # BE b THH% 22 5 B0 19 XU IR B 0K
F LRI TE Porcelli & Delgado(2009) HYBTF 5T - X W5 17 4F #5328 4R BL IR SE . 76 Lighthall et
al(2009) MBI 58 HEE X Lo P Ny . (HF5 B 48 1 19 2, R R IR %8 95 v B 1 3 5% i AT BB 2
T 55 PR 1 B B s K P AR AR i 2H AN SC g A b AR AR T . BT L BT T LAY R RN g 0 52 5 BT 4R
T Y 28 500 45 2 W, 2R CH T R R 2D R g B 68 5 | Ak XU DR K P 1 2 T

(Z)“SmEERBOR ST E 573 B 8] MG B 4T 25 B9 %2 1

LATHREERIAN G @EEREREA", TIHE ARSI AL RE % 52w XURS: A& #1147
R AR R ABAS W A B 58 R G TG R S R R T A K S B ] 3K OF 19 FE (Ticher et al,
2011; Lerner et al, 2013; Riis-Vestergaard et al,2018), Lerner et al(2013) i i 0] %14 B /R H.32
F B (film clips) 77 51 ARG 1% B B ) 2l & S A A B B i Ak %, —Fh iy X R B4
AR] ST BRI R AT 5 o5 — iy O G A0 0T 2 (H B GEIR R A, DL o A IR W 25 A e R R B . S R PR,
B F A, WA S ARG B R B 5216038 55 /0 ok 8 4 40 T 22 (0 75 2 2B 3R AR A5 A lie A T =X, B X
AR SR WA T I B3 T e 3 R R A A I TR S 23 0D A R TE D SR B B L . A Ticher et al
(201 1) I HL 52 B | AT T A7 JOHR 285 i JF 91 5 o ZE AR BL A0 4T: 55 v 22 B AE ) O BT 008 fin 1 52 35
YT o

2EATHEEBRIINAN“ABHERIKEMEHN", Riis-Vestergaard et al(2018) M 24 Bl 2~ |2 1l #F 58
3 g A T AR T R T 7 A N O R B SO 114 78 Bl X A2 4 I ) U0 K P 8 5 e A R
1 321X BEML 73 e 20 IR 10 22 58 (mug) A AT (A2 14 b 23 20 R I <22 Jt 390 g 42 il 26 v L IR D )5 32 3
N S IR IR AT ARARL A B WA 7 SR AT 55 R R R L S 4R T AL TE IR T 22 JjE R0 15 43 i s AR
L, A 3R v i 32 30 AR A B R Y I ) 0 B K- . 25 B AT R T JRRCR 2 R b T B B B I K P R
AT LA 25 A A Fg B ) 0 B4 L T T I JRROIR 285 25 7 A AR I KON, o oK R 5 1 — 2D R 5T B S A IR
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L KBMA TR EHERKEFREAKRENH A, Ayllon & Fusco(2017) F JH /5 FF £ B A £
BRI T R A B &5 ) & D5 K ok e WA 0 5 A R Y il A RE 1 1 6 & DR 98 R B, AR
LR ) BB AE LS REAR B2 5547 0 BE 0w BE AR OC . i WF 5808 7= JATT IR J vl e AR S — B
U2 D5 ML TERT AR B 2 B AT Ry 7= A RS e, LA 2% 35 T — 2, X £ T 17 JBOIR 25 R0 R
3 o] A5 B ) 0 B B 3G E AT TR ABESE . 40, Schwabe & Wolf (2009) 1A Ky JE ) W] fig 75 3
AMAEFT N H F5 T 18] (goal-directed) [a] 2 M PEAT Jhy B 6  n SR AR 4 ST 5T M AT Sy o S RITH 2% L 33 {8 il
7N A TR AT 3 3k SRR B SO ik — 1 P AL R TH IS R B3 . Shah et al(2012) WAy B b #i
PR T M URAT 2 B R O 2 AR BEPERRAE , AN T8 3K FhOR = B 1) b Y L 22 0 b Y i A 2R A Y,
TR AT o R B 3 T2 ) oM AR B X Se E B M AT o0 L 73 5 1 1% 3R (attentional capture) & —~T1]
R RE . HAh, Mani et al(2013) 30 % B, AHXS 22 55 B4 178 I 4 8 3 RN 0 455 1 B8 1 A9 AT 55 vh R
2%, HoAR REZEMCIR AT 5 000 3 rr i, 52 00 o Sl 35 22 S, O I g 00 SO s i T o802 A A X 32 3 ) B R
AOTC (A5 X 55 58 U™ AR A A e, b R 5 2 WY v 0 VR I HL R AT RE 5] B A7 7 T 3% IR X
Wr AECHRAT S FEE )37 IR AT A A 52 e e S WL T A A 2 48 22 4 HL 37 BT A5 9 1 I A1 B =X, SR
KT 3% — 0] 0 H R I8 A AT T IR 46 LLAr BT A R R R AT #h 5T

NEBREETR

(—RE

B VRO BB B RO 6 B - 2 PR 2 S 3000 T SRR A R R 7 A0 B S R A B, X S0 3R SR X
2508 IRz 75 R (] s 30 45 28 B A7 R 77 A VB E I AS R 52 i), 22 PR AE S R A B LR R S B T B R
b 795 AXELUZ ST I . BAR E A SRR 22 1R B BF e i Al gl JR it 1 R B g ik 48 B4 A —
FY ) A 1 R

TG AR RS R DL R AT A WP PR FHOC & s MAE I C R B3 55 5k & , B T 1% B0k
AR 7 5% 20 % R SR 114 5% W AF AT 42 55, RS L A WIF 9 ARG 0 381 5K — 56 R WY A A L HL 5T 3 2 TR ) 1 i g
AU 35 T DA B WO e 28 TR £ A 1 A JEROR AR X R B AT R 7 AR S A AT A A R R R AR, A A i,
My B AE FHC R LB UEE AU H T 3200 5T, © A SCHRBE T ) XF 25547 S 1 20k A g H 5% i
JUT A 3 100 3% R SR — R 01 A AR A S 2 Sk B A0 5 107 >4 3 5 52 3 5 A 35 LA % T BT ] 2 G
K e T3 28 B oW 2 T AT SR A AETE S

HEVK A 5% AN [ %) B PRI U 28 1 904 i ot A4 305 it R R L R S A U ) B i Je A 5L TR T G
T i I S RS it ) 300 R AR S A SR L EL AN B 4 B A A E fa B R B A Al B B BE A% i T
32 B A R Co BHOIR AR 7 33K 2 R] BUAR TH TG vk A5 20 B At 1] 225, A, DB () 4E 2 R (temporal di-
mension) , 5 /R 8 % % o0 B = A B 12 TS Kk A M I B2 R Y 7 X — ) BT R B R T, TR B A
T 1S R A IR ER Y

Ty —ANE B H IO REUTE T, B AR BE A 20 56 E 35 7E BRIE 18 4R A BT I BT G A I BB B
AT O AR B 2R — 0B — A7 — B0 R 20 B HE B2 75 55 ) P Am o 1 FL™ A% B L Y
LRI B ? 2F AR BTG ik — 20 e TF RO 28 U o )25 1 A AR R AL, AR 4 Azariadis (2005) Fil Bowles
et al(2006) X %% [R] B3 BHF A0 BRIE HE R 7 38, 22 TR 500 B E 21 D) R0 B4 1 5 22 B 47 o0 7 B IE A A5k 1Y)
LR R AR RTEIA IR0 A ., H15 A2, F 4 1 Yerkes-Dogson
N (Yerkes & Dodson, 1908) B, JE Jy AL Bl 2 [6] S 30 8] UV B9 AE LR 56 & IR A #3413 ix
— X RIAT T IUEFSE (Broadhurst, 19595 Arnsten, 1998) {HEUA IEHE A W M2 2 5547 K 1% 45U AT
HEE W TAE LRI,

5 A Rh S A 1 A A 3T BT SRR i RE 98 A R0 W B TR O B B I A S O L TR AR A R —
AR S A A B TR B R 1) 5 L AL ) L S A A T AE U R B PR 1T Rl U0 0 BRRRAE L 4R
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Je PR M PR B AR B SRR R AT . A O BT TSR 1) 28 T AR O T R R SR AT Ak T R 9 By
B AR W 5Y 0 EE A AT U T AR R T S B0 3 S SR 4. Bolton et al(2003) HIHE & T3 HF B 1Y
— I A AL A g 2 B R P R B B[]0 BB JF (group interpersonal psychotherapy) Al LA 2L
AN AT ZE B # LB 55, BARIZ 5T (19 32 B0 52 2 I IR B 2% )22 10 A7 78 O B[]0 1Y) B8 (H G A
FEERRW I AR HA 58 2 W PR 19 > R 7T 58 A7 78 B 100 15 JBOIR 25 R ) X 22 A7 Sl 1 5l 5 288
BLF 0 BEIE TF 18 T TR it P BE X AR I IR AR 3 1 22 B AT A 77 A BRARGE A (Seligman et al, 2005)
AE 3T vy SRS TR 7 S e v N A A L AT O 4 T S R B O s Ak B A R & 45 S L
A5 (Chetty, 2015), %% R0 R FE B 2R O8 B9 22 CAE T ANWrE AT i 35 PRS2 20 ] 8 ok 0 B A2 5 i 4>
PR 2 BF P SRAT Sy, FLHIR B S AE Ty S %% TR BCSR s T T3 E %) ) 2 4 41 = SR 4l 42 el 3R AT
P T 0 PR 25 N 2 PR TS B0 1710 B S R R B AN A H 2R A PR 2 b RO BAR RS A
PR H S I TR ) H A
(Z)B=®
BCHL TR 40 4EK , v IR S 4 3R584S B T B LA i e s 3 RN H A
I 2 PRI Y e e 23 3k o ik B A5 4 T 38 IV IBUR X 2 28 TR T AR 1Y) 4 T 450 R o 5 A 0 B AN R T N TR
AR RS OBV R . BB B A R 2% 0 © N ROK T8 7 ) A ME R B R T e e, AE I TS S
T AR SR MR R RN AN T U S MRS — RANBCREIC N s 2k, B 7Rl 4 0y £33k
Ji& JE LG T, B PRLC BRE BIF B e AT Sy B AR A 0 AR 0 AE 2 LIRS TR 19 N 090 BIUARRAIE 2 43 2 i 1) SR
B o I 3 — 2R [R) 08 O 38R AR 6 A AR B8 5 JE 28 % D SR AT Sl 1Y RE ), A 9 B 2 IR BT 3 A A B TET O
PR A B AL HOR T WU . AR R . BAR O A XA 55 T S T R E AR A 0 R A RR LA
HIRE 3 LA K S AR IR A [ B AT T W98 (Zhang et al, 2014; Wang & Zhou, 2017) fH A SE BT .0 38 7
A BF AR IR = o SE KT, Bl 25 30 4L 2 32 80 & A i Ak IR AR I AN 5 AN 78 43 19 48 5 4+
23R RIS 5 N RBE AR BRSS9 WOW B3 ¢ R A L 2, FRESTIR 5V 5 XY 2R SRR
SCA I AP AR B Y 25 1) 22 5, Jy B AR AR I 35 L B 1 28 I S e TN 28 Ak 10 3L 2R A B PR 5 v ko
AR BEOPR 25 A0 5 )t 2 O H B, X 2 [ PR 2 R BT G TR A G 2 — L il N, Pailler & Tsaneva
(2018) M 2k B ERFE 6 A8 (44 19 8 i ) A BR800 17 A0 o R 0N e K o 45 e 72 3l B3R 0 A1
SRR R R, R T AR A I ] 5 b 3 2 S R B 5 R B s il R R 28 1 4 I R IR R
AEAR AR AL — S RIF R REA T R, B T LR Jr m, 35 RO BRRG BiF BS 30 )8 7R 3’
17 DAAEAL % S8 2 Ja R0 385 AR R ) I 52 8 X Dy BO3R 1 9048 (6 A 80K 40 7 S 3 — 20 X 22 1R 0
PR HLARZE 48 S U IE IR AR X 2 55 AT W T FE 2 i . A5 0 A B R A SR AT 0, B A
R B BIEERS BF 5Y KRR LA & 38 [ R AR U b X X 2, C T EAEAR BT = B0 BR. T SC8e 7
AN A G0 O AR B RS AR TR LUAE (AL SRR b IR B LS B0 G 5T B = B
WFEEAL . AR, B G S 90 5 1 RTS8 B 24 AN W B [ N 4k 25 Bl 2 R 53 3 252, 4l =2 D 45 2R O A
A B R A, A 2R RO BRI S A TR R Y R R BRI T AR e R SR A
=3
OFEW R &AL 55 P, 2B B B — 5 30F, B4 SCF H — R U6 R R, 52308 5K O S5 1 52 B 23166, 10 1Ok
T 37 A AR 2 B2 14 B3], DA M) B — B A R — BOC 7 45 1R . FE—BOCTF 4R, BRI SCFE R 5 A
T L 21 € DG T2 A0 21 0 3] L 4T 47 (IS PR AT 60) L BE 40 (PR ) . TE AR —BOCTF A& h b, SR B SCE R 5 e
0 T L 212 S G JGC (¥ 20 5 ), 0 50 4 (ISR B ) B 0 (CSE PR Bk ) B2 IR TR o B 5 4 S0 5 L R IR AN TR
T S0k 0 S VRS 3T

@ Bz [ Ccortisol) , T Fk SR “ S AL AT 44 ” (Hydrocortisone) s 2 F 300 Coy Hao Os o 42 5 1 R TE I3 380 R 07 B 7 A= g —
PR B T S FIER A — Rl 6 A R 7 v 0 A e OBERR R S TR BT, R JIRE T Y R —
P2 A R 100 R R RE RS 5 R AR A R I R B ARy LA R N A K

@ WAT I 2= W 5% h 0 AR 5 2 (The Center for Epidemiologic Studies Depression Scale, CESD) i Radloff(1977) 7F
1977 4E41#E (CESD) , Eaton et al(2004) 7 2004 4E 34T T 2t (CESD-R) . % & £ 78 20 42 70 4E K 80 4E L #0
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T 26 E A X0 BE 48 BE P Al 8 25 7 (the Community Mental Health Assessment Surveys) (Comstock & Helsing,
1976) Fl“ & F fdt B 55 5 35 46 A5 981 4 ” (the National Health and Nutrition Examination Surveys) (Eaton & Kessler,
198 1) g R e i AT o JHL s 13 J D #ARE I 47 27 (epidemiology of depression) i # IR /0 #7 TR 2 — . ik
T H 4R 18 W AT 2 WAH 96 R 3 < http: //cesd-r. com/about-cesdr/,

@ s 77 150 1 3% (the Perceived Stress Scale, PSS) & H Fif T I & H 77 8% 1R BE 1 e % 9.0 3 T2, B4 Cohen et al
(1983) B 2, ikt XK M AT 1T K ) B 12 3% (Cohen’s Perceived Stress Scale) , 1% 2 o] PFl 8 &8 %F 2 %7 5 & A= 7% 1)
AN M AR AT R LA B e D AR A A T TR A RO R B L i 3 B LR AN U8 B TT S DL AH 56 I 3k - hetps s // www,
mindgarden. com/132— perceived-stress-scale,
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