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Irif KR (George Loewenstein) i 36 [F M fUE S AT N AT # K MBHAET 1955 4. 2.0
PR FVUMESE « IR DR RSS90 . I8 IR IH T 1977 4F A 22 jd iy KA 2 UF 2 122 6, 1985 4F
SRR R 2 2 A 12 05 1985 — 1990 A [T 0 T 22 I 8F K27 A BURT 27 Bie 5 1990 48 & i B - T
FE o MFHER A S SRR B B A R T 1992 ESRHAZ AL . 2006 4EATBRAGE « THS2E 52
FLC 22 PG 2 2011 ARAT KA U8 AT AT R S b O G E4E . 2017 4R, 73R « &
IR SR « R ERE) (Colin Camerer) — i A “ X7 b 28 T 24 F1 il 28 2 T 24 6 AT 1T R QPR 58 71
AR MELE " 5] SCHETRERE " 44 5% o AR SCHE XT3 1 30 30 09 5 224 R SCHREEA T A 2

— MEFIESRRITAFHRERBIAR

W (8 W7 A7 R 28 55 2 W 5T o 7 i S0 1) G 3 BSGE SCT L g3 Sk T A - TR — 2K 2 X
BAXF R M (B AW 55— SRS S AR 4 AN R . v 52 2 X0 G2 0 oy — AL TR] B0 4 i
Fhor A SRR . B, B —Fh g S AT S8R B — R b ] R R B9 2 AR
B X R I — 1" it DR L 25 I e P9 T 2 2 1P T 2 7 51 T % o R 5 0 3 31 2 3k 2 T B X 4
HA MRS AR 5 . W T 30 T3 P A 7 BSOS T 3R 3 2 DTk .

(— ) %o 8] B2 X 5% B 40 1B 1) BT

R T 0 AT R G B A0 {80 8 ) 80 A O 28 % 2 AT B — A B AR S5 18 2 - WA A 0 A4
TEREE ) e — S 5 PR SR ) A S5 TG G (0 PR % T 5T HE XS T BRGS0 R W 0 F 5 A b T i
S0 5 S I — 20 e X R B B R L R R X — AR OC T BN Y . LA 3 2
IH A5 R B3 TH Bl FRIBC— 1 R b 8 R X G ) W AT DR AR S ) Y — PR R A R A e T 2 A
o PR I AN AR 0K 4 2 T A 9 B0 1T 3 48 T (Loewenstein & Issacharoff, 1994),
¥ Uk T $H A5 50 T B L TR SR NS R i A (R A I A2 T A AT SR R SR 58 b R A A i COR 4l
BRAEAT SR HHAT ) B B it T 37 B v A AL O EL DR SRS X R o AN (BT A 5 3 290 & R I 1)
B 1F A ¢ (Strahilevitz & Loewenstein, 1998), A, 1& T H 25 % 9, 78 XA 5 BB (WTP) 5852

x B, LWAKRFEFFRLRE,URE %A 250100, & F 4 44 : chenzhuo@mail. sdu. edu. en, B it B & ¥ 5 A 815
BENXTHA.
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IR CWTA) X & v i St At 2 38 [l A A HE 22 (HUJS % WA 4% (Yang, Vosgerau & Loe-
wenstein,2013),

TEA 22 BE 22 J2 T W R AR ST R A0 (BRI B S G 1) ol 28 Sl F 5 % B 5 VD0 g i 400 £
(1) ] W 5 1K B A% (nucleus accumbens) A9 E 72 B IF AH ¢ B 7E FL 52 B 58 &) IR B b 5 28 5 A -
il PN I 5 i K BT (meesial prefrontal cortex) FEUIEG 7K ~F- - 88 T+ & (insula) 1 800G K F- 81 28 5 3
FLIEAESC S T AZ B w7 o R I 1L, 3 TR 0T 2E A5 R I G I 1 3 B0 I X SRR AL 1 AR B )
5 1) T € 57 (Knutson, Loewenstein et al,2007, 2008) .

I3 A 1% U 0T 4E 2 A B 1 % 3 OGF Rl Bl (L A 3 32 8 € AU (anchoring effect) B 52, SR B H
B I 1 “AE A7 (arbitrariness) o XA A ATT6F R i A9 A0 (B4 DB JE S R FR0E o (HSAE bl i SR E
AL AN IF A Z 2 . I HL BRI B 3 19 40 IR A (880 A M Al L (L HC BB A% K 2 Wi 1Y) A D 4
N JE BRI B 27, 9 G, 2 3 R — R R 2L B Ak AN T BE A AR 5 BAT: B H Y B R
PORS iR =% = EARTLE ey NS A TRk = S E WO iE S FAR LR ki TS E D O =R = EARTLN S N =858 L =/ R A
X RS £ B A A o SRR AEAT B P AR B B — B B 2 A — B AT % 7 (coherent arbitrar-
iness) (Ariely,Loewenstein & Prelec,2003a,2003b),

(D)W EREMNEZHMEHET:RECERE

T T 52 2356k G2 109 A0 (8 77 T 3 W 30T 399 — A~ 32 2 5T R J2 ¢ T D SR Y [ A 22 7 (choice bracke-
ting) [A] A ST . B NI 2 A2 S50 o 1 1R 2 5 i O 2 1 e 3 2 i) 3l 25 Tk 5 31 i E 1Y)
LG S AP IR B TR B 52 R BULRE ) R A C i) — A B — P E A C 5
AW A AT Z IR NS AR i, PSR 35 RE 0% 20 Sk N 3 1) )3 94 1Y L4 5 <
F A b 950 U0 3 A i B SR — 20 D SRAT A o BB [ RT3 A B Y T i 2R ik A — TR A 28 A
SR L XA 56 56 1 T 00 AT H 55 68 0 78 BE S b R ANAAAE Y L T T T 5968 0 A R A AT 48 X A~ B ALY
) 25 TR IR AR At by — 2H e 25 19 2 s M R X TR R A Sl S R L S M A A 1 T =X ke SRV LB E

I Uk S0 2L AR A T O ol R SRV R S 0 (A B 7 A S IBR 110 32 A - (D R DR SR A
B, PR T TN T I () 43 A1 1 i A 45 SR AR — A R B 7 810 2k in LA G 45 2R e SRR
FRAS I )RR X A R AR SE SR B 40 B AT o SR L ZEAR 22 B 5, 8 A7 78 BE S8 R BE 8 4 45 1~ 3
3 i 3 A P T 30K K0 3 7 e e SR BT A S T U AR B (B A W A 22 SR . (2) 25 A i ) I vk 1T AL
W g — BUASTHE I i T B A e SR 1WA A SCAS 7 A B ISR AN [ B e SR L £ o
i R D A RIS [ (R R S B AR AR AU AR S5 A . (3) BRTE B R SRR 5 | A R R i 4 1Y
AR AR A G0 2R o SR 10 R SR TR e R S A e 7 1 I ) DX B v 33k i ;5 2 A R 18 52 Wi 6 AT A B
BAM. () I 825 A TR A — A AR B A [ I ) DX B S ()T 2% 0] 26 22 ) R R AR R
(Read, Loewenstein & Rabin, 1999) .,

T IR ST A5 B WS R OGRS — A DU AR B T X 2R — AR B 1Y S L 9 SO RS B0
B — T OC T 2 0 TR T 2T A A e 2 . SRR B, AMTAETE A B A S A
(A Y %% 2 3ok 38 1 CEROAR S B 1 AR AT BB ABOAS 213X — i) o 10 33X O - AS B8 15 A% 52 0% 4 38 250 A 78 oy i ¢
(Loewenstein & Sicherman, 1991), &7 A , <8 18 7 A B 5 2 014 9% 5 51 o 454 B B A9 31 2%
Z A —Fh OG22 S T 0 I R AR B DR A AT A O B T DU S < X 8 3G 9 2 4 1
Tz tH T DS — A 27 50 RIS — A R 8 I L T 29 2R Y S R — A S Y L
T B NG 2 ik R 4 RR 1 — e 4 B, 3% A 10 S B fF #E (Loewenstein & Sicherman, 1991;
Loewenstein & Prelec,1992, 1993; Fredrick & Loewenstein, 2008),

AU Z R kR WL (diversification heuristic) , XA WL 248, BiH & W EF—1
) 508 B R AR A S — 2H R L i B M S ) R S D SRR L A AT B o A B A R YT B
T 251 9% 35 F T8 2 e SRR A — A FE AR I, P 58 38 0 0 AR [w] 1o 1] b 1 7 2% T 5 22 [) 19 B AN PR A 1 s
FIEESR L 38 R T 2% 1 Z RE Ak (Read &. Loewenstein, 1995), ¥ i 8730 22 BF 98 T W 2% 35 76 2 RE b UL
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rh R B AN TR] 1 PR Y B O U DR E IR R L IS K B e T e DR R T TR L A e R
AT 2 s ATTRES IE B B3R B 3 X5 T 2R PE B 75 5K T 25 T8 2 430 A IR 3 ook 22 B M 1) o oK
¥4 AH 7 B A% (Galak, Kruger &. Loewenstein, 2012),

T i 30T HH S5 0T 515 DU 5% 52 0 I 1 W 5 U 2 35 4 0 AL 2 1 AL A WAL Y 97 Sl Ak 4 1l B RS O
BUE T A A T RAT AT A" X — 57 s b A . AR TG h LA e g £,
I Tk 0T $H A5 i — B GR U TR T DR SR LB R A 0 B TG X A SR 0 A RS« R AL A LR — R
Z N 57 S A — SRR TR B H 3 6% 55 B0 3 25 A A e g S B S A BRTIRG L Al AT AR D B
(L 25 PR D S A R A R 2 H RS . X M5 A5 e B ) ke SR B A 1 T Y D SR T 0K R BLAT] 4
R R Bz — B8 BURCA B bR J5 887 2045 1k TAE MR 24 KRR A 5 45 55 sh ik 45 .
B2 i TR R R A 4 A L2 S S B B B R A AR U2 55 Bl 4k 45 (Camerer, Babceock,
Loewenstein & Thaler, 1997),

()M ERENEZHMEHE: BHRRSWRER

TR 52 25 X6 G A0 {000 W 075 T o % T 7 HE S5 110 5 — 5% M DT R R SR LR 1A RS I 0 0 49 () et
MR IR 2 . AT R 2 T 2% X0 5 0 9 ) U 5 ) o v 2 S b3l 5 AR ) R (H I I 0T 3 2k
i — 28 5 R EIC G H AN RE 1 Bl % 0 Wi 4 0 8 B Y 7 A R ) S R A EE B A0 B X
(Loewenstein &. Thaler,1989; Loewenstein &. Prelec,1992;Frederick, Loewenstein & ’Donoghue, 2002;
Berns, Laibson &. Loewenstein, 2007), Hia4E . (D44 2300 (sign effect) , B P F XA X F 3=
HE R WA 2 A58 2R AT AN [ B P T i 4 5 AH LG T 480 2% o DR SR X Tl S sk 2 0 . (2D B3R 5
fHE XS R (delay-speedup asymmetry) , Bl e 55 5 % [] — 1 21 &5 5 4 (80540 B (O8E T — 4> 2 BROH g g
(] 59 2 AH LT — > 2 B 2% I [ 43R AR LG T 50 — > 2 BROH 2 I [a) J2 1 30 1, e s 38 6 o
T AR B . (3) =GR (magnitude effect) o RIHR 5 35 X6 TR [R]85 2 0 45 B B A W O
AREE TR B R ry 4 28 AT T /NN B OR K fp o (XS nf o3 M7 1) i 75 5 RIVFEAS 5] 1 7 2%
TEA e 51 e 358 s M 15 A [0 540 7 %R 52 0 D 4 HE e

T il 30T I DTERAE T B R B Tk B S g 5 XU e SR ) e A A 1 I 6 B A4 1) R R (]
HA BHAZ K R (Prelec & Loewenstein, 1991) , 11 fij 5t BRIE 1F & X 26 KUK e 56 5 42 fiw 0 1) e
TR Z— o RHARL R [a) BB S G 007 >4 A7 70 AR BL i) e 8 Oy =X 34 1R 307 1L 25 A 40 1) LR B8 Sk b il 2l
MoK A R R A DR R ) B A D A ST L O RS b AR I AR R T IX 28 5 R (Loewenstein,
1988 ; Loewenstein & Prelec,1992),

—ERIR. BRENEWELFE

PR B A T iy L 28 o I DR O 8 T ORI 2 DR AR B SR AT DA B 5 R T A2 B T
6%l 39T $H A R 24— R 5 A IE R R SR X — SRR T Y . 3 IR 4E S5 T I W O AR — T
T ) AT 2 i T IR SR S N SR AR 2 e AT D i O EE AR 5 — O Tt s AT A 5 — 2% 8 1 Jak
PR T A28 50 2 BRAE 1 32 40 s

(—)HKRREBSRKITANHEEM

TEAT 2 U2 v R NS B i o0 8 1 5 B A% O — 2 HHE 5 4 X A AR iR B L R e el
W E e TIZ R A . HR X SRR A Sy IR Caffect) BHAU AR DAL & B
WA BB N R B e B AT N TETEOR BT ph 3l R 2wk = 00> B R o PRI A OG T e sl A
TG R IE A REVLAT N AT A ULIE A T AR IR EE

MR W) A 20 T2 90 ARAR P — R BB R BT A7 5 B 2 18] B4 ¢ A O AR 17 B A 4
SE R AR B Z IR T B 25 DR SR TC AR N — RO A L T X S8 R £ — B DUOR B A B e K
PAE“ERPER” . DRI ZEUETE 18 IR A 3R AR 2 BF A7 O v 10 96 1) A € b 20 I R 5 B =2 1) A2
AERRIERL . KRR R T — 5 & L5 2 GUEUY BE M SR b AR S X bk 1 2
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(5] Ry [l 15, VR 0 1 LRI 1 s R AR 0 ek R A A L G ek g LA R R X —
Hepg AR T AU R BRI DAE N MR G52 AR BB HESE . fE B T8 10 AR & AT
A 3X PUAS 3 TR 22 1) B B Bl 7 A 1 I LA Ry X T B8 28 05 2 S8 R ) RV U 7 B0 o HE s 9 T OB
JH AR 1 B — 18] B SO AR TEiZ 1 B BRI 1R AE UL L D98 P A A TR A A T PR 3K IR S
WS T A FE R VI B SR N I 2k 1 1 25 AR T8 (Camerer, Loewenstein &. Prelec, 2005),

DU G PRASE Y B 5 A5 SR AR R ok S T A R AR A AR Y AN 2 DA R R Y BRSO R T U
B — FR 9120 T I 5 PSR AT 0 06 R HLS  #07E B A AR B Bl O i R g e B i — 3 43,
DREA L R AR N R A T K 26 45 E T v R 43R RO T 2 o 4 Tl o JXU G ke 558 1) At 9%
T 30 3H A A 0 XU BJER 32 7 (risk as feelings) RIS S PRI T3k — i Wi, ZBIe 48 . DA 72
Xof T AU, 1 Ak T2 52 XU 7 25 O Jas P 1 52 el B 45 2R 1 R BEMEAT 22 K7 (probability) , 1 i J8id
TR B 22 52 W] REME = A A7 7L (possibility) B SZ M . 22 B AT 5T R WY A ATTAS 17 5 0 AN B0 L B i % s
R UG X UE W] T B AR R ST AR T . A XU PR SR A R AR A T % 2 R A AR 4 i fif
T (vividness) A NG D78 R 2, 7 X 2B AR AN 2 iz B F Ol 5 B2 B9 &K (Loewenstein et al,
2001) ,

DU G2 FRASE R E— 20 W 35, 1 2% 55 BHLPE 9 OC 28 D T I SR R X SR 5 . 2 1 U R AR L
S Z AR ARG AR o Y R R R I RS AR G R A B R 2 R R R R R
SIS R SR T 204 A B A by DA R o R R SR R A A A2 S ) (willpower) BT o AT L 2517 TR
A T A v R I AR R R S e R AR R R K DR A TR RS

W A ETIT T — R G SR W 5T LA E X — R e . 1 4, AT R i — FR 8 O T e L MR
ACAC AR S WA S R VAT A S S e 1L 2 T T HARRE T S — 1A msE . 4T
“HEME” (sexual arousal) RS T A9 AHE & 2 R R84S I HL 2 T B B (Loewenstein, Nagin & Pa-
ternoster, 1997; Ariely &. Loewenstein, 2006) .

(D) ER AEERESERKIESH

175 SR AR X 28 e AT A 7 A 1 e UL ) 52 T s 2 15 40 308 93 [ 80 e ol 2D 0 L Cpresent bias) 7= 4
Ay B 18] A — 2P (time inconsistency) o Hor, B UL $8 A9 2 0 3R 3 0 BE = 1R i R £5 17 220 % K o
F 2 AT R AR A o T A T) AN — S0 DU i i PR SR X6 R R I AR T3 O AN 2 A AR R WU S AT R &
ARG . R G T ) e 9 1) S 0 1 5 3 T DR O i 4 %) F ) AN — B30 219 0 300 ) i A 0 ) 25 A4
Hp Sy, B g NAEAE T A B R T T T A i R R i R 3R B Dy e S | e IE R
TREIH 2R . AT AT KA T A 0B o A AL E s U 2 A IS AL R S X RO — Btk
LI IN I S BR T A I E A2 R0 R ke 2l A SR A0 48 H i IRy O AT I 90 () Ab L 7R R SR IR
AN b RS I R BT AT AR I T B3 2% AR AT — A () o AR ok I R — B R B4
SUAT LAREI0N 1. FE A A b 2 R 0T R X — SO TR 2D N T RN — B0 YO B
St AR T — A PLARBER E 7 (visceral factors) I H ARG M LM A R, AREEH R ZEFL A
A B E = R U2 T AR AT Ry (A B 7 M 1 M N B 2 (Loewenstein, 1996) , Ho il ik . 18 45, %
IR IR RS L AR BE I R 2 A LR = AME1E (Loewenstein, 1996 ; Bhatia & Loewenstein,2013)

B — ARREIR R B A RS BVA B IR 3R A AR AR A3 02 X A P A BEER B 1 B A A 2
(homeostasis) BEFT BT . 7ENFSORFFOR Y/ A 574 09 75 SR A4 30 T L A RE R 3% g 6% 1 i o4 22 e
SR XS AT Bl 0 it 4 1 A A TR LA PN A B BR 05 1] 05 B 25 Oy JR SR AT g A8 ) L i A B A B [
FNFRAS MRS MK .

B OARBESBCTEE AL BVBE G AR KR 1Y 5 SRR B BT R T DR R T TR Ok B
AN o TS A BE PR R A KV Y TE I R PSR S L A ) AR AR op TR SRR A% ST ) i TR AR AS
i 125 100 80 1 A5 L AT Sl RN T 28 i b LA T 4 i D o A i e A R R . I AS BB P R 3K Bl AT
AR AR R AEBPE RS . W B FE W Joat s B gl i e s v s Al 23 DR Oy 3 3 ) 78 Ak A8 A5 T
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H A,

B = AR BE D R AT g AR B s e B A BV L RIS R AR BB 3R 2 e 2R B9 AT Dy i IR 2 ok
e AH G B AR B R R AN 23 X6 SAE A A0 (8040 B RAT R 77 AR AT A B . L AN, e AT e Bk
Z BN IUEAS 23 52 0 5L P R 2352 0 3R AT 2R 48 AT R AR FRATTHD AT 58 B S Hh A 4 L R i e R
WA R Z . R i TR IR 0 2 s R I 5 ORI OR A v i AR BE R AR PRI R SR 2 T ARk — AN HiLAb
A3 B AL R B T LA O DL

HR A DU G2 BRASEAY L 17 2 J2 235 0 X A B R A 42 0 A R AT DR A — A A= 77 ik AR IR 4 i 1
TR B R AT LA 2R A EE R AR T A T R R E R PR R B AR PR R . BRSO
H B TE G A R g T sl 5 B AR ) 2 IA) AR X R R U I T HE S A LA B T AR R AL T
5 JBE IR AY J 5 DA 00 ek R L) T Bl R B R 45 #E 8U (Loewenstein, 2000a; Loewenstein & O’Donoghue,
2004 ; Loewenstein et al,2015) , FFAF I 0 14 55 ABE A AL L B O &7 L S 4L 25 Dt 47 45— R ANAT I S 42

BT IX — PR HE SR 3 IR 30T I SR AR — FR ) A B A A0 5 v i R A% g 3 R (EMIRDD 5 4% € o7
T Bl 5 A K P A P2 RS AR A B AL AL 55 A RS (para-limbic system) 7E YA
i Y £ B BE AR A% R 80 DA S Ah 2% & 88 (limbic system) 1 57 16 2 BIVES 52 05 B9 47 S 32 A R 42, il i 43
M- fz J2 (lateral prefrontal cortex) fl )5 Ti M fz JZ (posterior parietal cortex) ffi o7 55 i B 5 B2 4k 47 1y
(McClure, Loewenstein, et al,2004;2007),

(Z)RBEBERRMNEFEIER

S R 2B T 27 G RN 25 % N 2R D SRAT S Y S e 2 RS PR 7Y (B B BRAR GO0 28 3% B8
FERY DR 3T — At B R 28 R X & 0 AT A iy i — A TR 2 i B i . 5%
OIS AR SR D OGB4 B UK Z MM FR . B, DA 50k /O 3 5 0L DL
B AT E IR HAR AT S G %2, K T I 55 5 A AF I 10 B2 S0 AT 6 ) O ol =) T

TE3X— 8 50T IS IR TAE R B vk P . i W58 B TR AR T B0 0 B2 R T, B VE
TG4 50 Z I W 5 2 06 o T WK 15 46 A A 5] A G U 7 T B O, Tk T T AR 2Z BT DA AR
Tk 2 AH 2 1 B ] P I A O s — A D DR B O B A D — AR TR SR AT R 4 B Y
T FIE SR X AR 1R R 2 T AN 2 ML P SRR BE S BRI Y . X A T 28 M e S0 1 HE 2R R LR 1
S5 5P TRAT R O FR 1 AR SR % T 0T )1 2 G I e KA (. XIS I LB 1 BTOR

FEBE 1 B B SR AT R IR A RS Sk a b LR T 4 B R TR PR HS A SR ARRE S, H
Tk a R RRE A A COC T AT NS 2R Z 18] 5 28 5 R O AN [R) 47 28 6 07 1) WA i 445 46 1) i
WIS W . TR Sk o ARV T TUBAT LA AR M RAT Sy B ) R SR A B e R 5 | SR AR 45 2R T
MR . B AT L mE Sk o e SR

IR A S 2 A0 AR S MR DR SR AT Ol L U S 4 TR BB 4 O 4 TE R
(Loewenstein et al,2001; Loewenstein & Lerner,2003;Rick & Loewenstein,2008a), HH, 5
HORTRTE R ML 7 Z 5 A WK B IR Z BIE 45, e M R BRI . XRIE S RAT NG
R —FR 53 MR RS E Z 00 B R AFTE TR RE R F b B LLL 55 15 25 0 47 O 19 532 el
S 2 1Y) < R A A 48R S0 A W b B R 22 43, i A, DR SR 38 AT L o 98 48 R 3 SRR 26 &F 35 1) 1 45 1K
5y kIR E IR RS . B L TR RO HE SR oin A SRS I S RN Sk d e, BIVAT 20 T 2 S

@O WS —F > TR A & G U U At 5 A VR ST T A0l R A 8 A5 0 O =R AR L DR
B R AR BE DT AR BN B A0 R 25 ks LR SIS R ) 1 2 0 A T ] XoF i S e 25 R A A 28 109 ] A (Kassam,
Loewenstein, et al, 2013),

@  “HIEE AN BN A K — XS A IS R R R AR S AR OR N R B B A AR 22 TS L. il
1t Loewenstein(2000b) H1, {if & f& anticipated emotion, J5 # J& immediate emotion; fF Loewenstein et al(2001) /1, fif &
2 anticipated emotion, 5 # /& anticipatory emotion; I #F Loewenstein & Lerner (2003) Pk &% Rick &. Loewenstein

(2003) /1, {7 & expected emotion, J5 # & immediate emotion,
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) h p— g
/ AN AR 2

Bl %EfmbsgrtrsisEd

175 25 X D RAT RIS, b i Sk o FAR B R TR SR B 45 R 51 R R R I 4 M Sk e AR Y ) 2 B
1R R 3 35 0T 3 L TR TR 1 5 VR 0 1 S 51 T30 33 e 19T 30 TR ) 4 M SR AT S . DB B A BE L X
RIGHART ST SO BV PR RIS 58 R A4 T ZOR i 4 19 72 SCIsl A 0K 19 49 o 285 R e 31— 4>
WEHEARR AR B RIAT ., T H S5 e A R RIE ., X 28 TAETEA P o5 IR
F,

5518 4 O R SR A O AR A IR AR R R R A TR Y T R
15 26 1%, N R RVAR . F2e BEOR VR K 40 o BG4 SCnT LUy S 2K — 28 31 4 2 vh e 3R 3 X il
i 2 A8 R T AU 51 & T A Sk f ROR L X R A AR A BB I 457 (integral emotions) . Lt
s £ PEIORP R LI T A 2 A AT 7 A TR SRS R 2 A Y T L XA TR TT LAk B A AN A
(P B A5 2R Gl Sk ) L IR A ik a AT DOk B B RO GF 11 45 RS (R 22 — 3 il 0 AR R B,
RISk A ik eo 005 — 2K ELEENE S8 W 77 A8 T 5 DR R U SC AR I R L i Sk @ R IR 45
FRAVE“18 %& 5 45 (incidental emotion),

B AT LU e e SRAT S 7 A S e AH S S AR L R B 1 A 0 AR e SR AT S A
SR RS RWATE R Z . B, 035 28 3 A [m) R R 2 15 25 N 3R 5 A B A HE R 1Y) fe B 2L
— MORIK IR TR AT W AT AU — . W IR T S SR M S0 IO R 4 R e R AR A
Wisk: —SRBRREIEE L b WK E NN . BN 0 BG4 A RS R b, 58k
e 27 W I 28 3 2ok 52 ) T R S e A7 A B Oy SN T L 32 AR N SR 2 W L V4 T b SO R 2 45 R T
B EHBE M T (Loewenstein et al,2001)

M55 — A RAR SR UT T 3k ¢ B850 W DR SR 3 00 Ml 4 1 T B S R DR SR AT Oy o SRR R B B, X
— PR SRR R X PR AT A R i O e B A . AN IR T R R L R A
e B YRR SR TE A Ak B T k3 AR O e SR T AR . AR AT O 48 A R R I
(experienced utility) F1“He3R %4 F 7 (decision utility) BT A5 A4 X 43 . 55 5T 18 A9 B 3R B 5K B 3 3 vE 1 b T
fli AR RAEBE 1 SR AR . (H 52 b AR BRI AN BB AR 4 b 56 10 TUAT: 55, MG I PSR S T
F18y I A 6 3 T D T 2 AR B AR R T WO AR B8O o LT v I 0T M A L ) R SR [ A b
“H UG & 15 257 (anticipatory emotions) 5L AT 1X J5 11 #YAE H 1M 45 2R 19 “ A JE 147 (tangibility) 7&
PR X AT 2 1 3k R P A A B B A R S A EE T R EE Y SRR MR 0 & R AN R R K B[R]
(5515 R R 2 A TR Mk A B AIG , DBt 2 58 28 gl 0 2000 oLy 390 300 51 2 10 15 4 oF 1R P78 2 (Rick &
Loewenstein,2008b),

T T IR B 5T T R 2 R DR AT O RS e X X — ISR % U 0T 3H A R Tt B AR
(carryover effect) FYMEE B 45 PR M LE— A FRBE 77 A (15 28 S 23 2 i A o — N 5 2 B
WS PR AT R RS RT S 4 e A8 3] 1“5 887 (Lerner, Small & Loewenstein, 2004), K T
WEZ IR B AATE AR B AR S50 vh o3 5 FH AR S 10 1 1T B g | & 1 #ial 3 19 DR RS0 3 3K T8 ol 155 48
IER IS T X SEE X TR TAT A, 4550 WoR , BRI LE B 16 25 5t B A pl il 3 R Bl 1
() TR AA N o (A T DB A 46 v i e o 8 e A R Bt B 0, i b TAE RS e sk 2 R
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BT A BN

(MEFESHRAS E3E S ke

2 ML SRR AT LA, A 9% 05 2 A AN BB AR Sy R RAE T 5 B — A AR 77 m R R Y
AR R A AL E” (ree disposal) 25, SR, X — Wi 5 20 115 B89 — A8 25T A
— HHGE T HAME B AR ME R B O MR FHE & —FE TG T A5 B B A 4R 0K & A
RUIR AN AT 385 9 A8 B DUJF AN AE A FLAE S X5 B A i Ab g, R, 4 9 45 B A A0 B 0 R e B2
B AE—SEE LT 2 W E T R SRR AT A . b iy —Fh ol BB 2 L 5 B N A BUE
TR A AEAS B BT RE 7 A 44 (01 4 B« 3k S 2 By 2 it N S AR I G B A B Rl . AE X b
TEBLT S X Rl A A3 Vb S Bk 32 32 2 22 6 5kE 45 B, RIVSE 240 3 3k S £ AT BB R W] WL A 28 T R 4

XF O R T I AR e T T E Bk R A X MRS A E R T — 2R R Y
15 B EEAT O - (AR 2 b sk b U E 3 Y, b U T 3R B R R T 3 ANE B R AR e (AT AR e P A 4
Wews s PR T D A PR TR He W (R B 2 3 E B k. (2) P AN JE S A AR B A T 0k 3kt 5
BABSR R /Y7 X WA T (5 Bk AT Ry . A0 5 2, S5 2 8 R 2 P SR AN AR T LA
T IE A RE 038 B AH W4T A (Golman, Hagmann & Lowenstein, 2017),

IS AL 3 7 B kAT g 0 BB RE SR b L R )12 HE 52 19— A S 1 IR A0 3 A TR A
TR &R (belief-based utility) #Lit ¥ T AR L — R A FF L R AR A0 T A
TEUR S FASGE Y — A 87 B9 6 « AU SR BT A 2 A il 5 4 05 A X R A5 Y 36 T 7 sk 2k 25 W 20T
CHEGR O 2e— T3l 2 B AR BCAT (K HL R O 110V Y L il T RIS AT AR R B 1 — r H S B B
S LR R S R I R 4 o 45 R R I ATV 5 58 T A R JLAS e U, 47 LA IE AR AEPEAR W)
I H, o X P AR I 22 B 2E I e A (R IE ST R AR B T e 25 . X T X S B S IE T
B WO IR R AL 2 T 2Z A B AT R S — s AR R AR T 3 B AT T 9% i 1)
[¥) g 2 T B L B 17 B B0 SR S L (Loewenstein, 1987), S T i BX — 4 N0 i B0 4, 1% T 7 30
BTk AR Catility from anticipation) B4 2 (Loewenstein, 1987; Elster & Loewen-
stein,1992; Loewenstein & Molnar, 2018) . ¥ W7 30 %548 H o AT 76 R 5 i 220 1) 57 SR 32 08 R H
PRGE T I ZI W BT 52 32 L 0 TR SE T X R R W) BT A2 i TN . 3k S UM 2% 7 AR % 2 ol U 51 K I
o5, LIy AR R A R RZMEL L DT il DR SRR A S AT Dy o R BRI 2R A AE B — )R |
7R TR R R A B Y I I A% 5 0k 18 B AR 18 RORT B R T 2 AT X TR L A R
LT Ml A R A T 2 )RR T X — IR HE AR L R TR R ORI 2R 194 SR X BT R RO
A AR L PR, e SR A A B LI A P AR R 48 Ak 8 AR Ak 1Y 3 Bl (Golman, Hag-
mann & Loewenstein, 2017),

B 7RIS TAE Z 80 i N A 32 345 2 1 R (] 8 1 Y 32 2 5T k2 B S 80 7 Costrich effect)
XA B2 AR 52 B EUB Y B8 55— 2 SR YD T BB RS R A E R LA . B8 S R0V e —
ol Y (1 3 B {5 B Rk, HLE X {5 R AT O AR Y AR AR T R E L B IR A SR R RE PR AR
e o ST 3 A PR o B R SR ) O RS TR P R A ke B I K — PR 4 R R AE D R
A CHBCEEK T LIAFR H O 5 H A B0 R Z 00 BB 8 Se T Y H BT R SR R i
AR SR P38 T LA BB i A0 T B30 e RS I S O A M AR R . DRt A0 R A A 8 S 00 U AT
B AELR I AN 5 ik B8 I S A5 B A0 vl i g B A RH OC o 9% T S 1 A P B BRCS 3 IR B R SR A
O REEL IR P AT R AR B0 E 13X — U8 I M 7 SIS A5 80 DL A B 3% — B4 (Karsson, Loewenstein &
Seppi»2009) . ¥ iff 3 7 25 16 56 [ M o — 1 7 e R A M S e 0 B SR B0 ATE T I A T B T A 1Y) 2 4L T
FEUESE T 5% S5 880 0 I AFAE o 38 2ok T 530 58 55 47 Ay 1) 355 IRE AR OGP L % T 0T 2R A5 4 L BB S PR Costricity)
B FPARE B AR FRAE L AR AR AT 1% 25 OF BAERE A B X R RRPE B 4 58 38 29 2
PR 8000, LI E I (DR 2 B SAE A1 P i J R 2 008 5% B ORIk L B
S R BT 2 R s AN 2 A AT AT A5 5L 5 (2) IR S Tk v 8k 8 22 10 B IR 2 3 B o1 B Y 1 5 1% 5K
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IO » B AR B 22 0 RO BB S I P b R A 1R B BAT B g 19 T EAE A {E (Sicherman., Loewenstein, et
al,2016),

= BRBEREN - EREAIEPHN UERAE AR

TCICAE SN B PRAT O (5 AR A C 125 i J2 7 RS PE D SR AT O (5 Al 25D s 3L Al N 19
it A7 &S DR R RE R B E A . A G AT IS RNy X R RE 1 2 e A TERY
SERM . Bl AT 2 BN A b, B A 25 AR KAL) 2 A N5 & (B HAR
BT MR R I W AR . (HR I IR I — RGBT 4R AR AR 22 ) b X Rh B ) AN 2 5
F 0y W2 B AR B8 " RE 1S A PR Y . B8 Z2 I, AATTAE HE T A N 0 B ARAS i 23 3R B
FIAM L AR A S A O Z R 2 5.

(—)eAaBEESEIEL

IS RIS — BV A TR I, PSR A BB UL B B 0 D B A8 Al O B X8 P b R BRI Y 3 3R 4
i 0 73— [ R R e SR 3 900 g A8 Ak 1 2 2R M (sophistication) [a] #1325 1 [R]85 2 25 30 ok
RBLE B A% 0 W ) 2 — o R Ry 24 B 28 — B AR AR I 0 T AN ) 28 5 R BE i DR SR 37 AT 2 AR
IR R o DA

T U 0T 3 A S o SR ST TR X T A OO AE M MR AUAT R IR 55 Bl A i R T
HOfE— MR A SR A X 2 getk. 458 R, 540 T RS r ek 3 M e, ok
Aib e R BR S ) e SR K AR G AR AN B S 1R A0 A9 T fE P (Loewenstein, Nagin & Pater-
noster,1997) . 7E 55 — IG5 b 1% iR 38 A5 SR MR N BB 44 ik T B C R RS S
AT R A AT BE PR AR T . T S TR R RN 51 P R0 R A G T A X LG W Y e B sk S IR N B ek
IRWHAL T B 2 BRSSP R R (Dhami, Loewenstein, et al,2006) , IAh, 3% R H 450
IR U DR R AR B R X — F iy A TP 5 JE (buprenorphine) 1 i 3 P AR B9 R & A
KB T HAR AR B O & AR I 59 B 5 500 5 3 0k B 5 R & AR I 09 iU R G 1k AR A
T H C BRI A& AE B X8 i TR 3 A 5 1Y 75 >R & (Badger, Loewenstein, et al,2007) ,

PRI Ty T8 X APPSR AL TV RS ARG B O AR T B AR i v 3 AR EE A DR ] L 3 R
Hr 3 S5 PR Z 0 “ P W7 (projection bias) , B AT A AT R P i EE R LR NI EZ —. B
PR A RE K 2R 52 0 9 D SR 300 1] T A SRt T B AR i TR R 1 s R A MRS R kL AT R
AR IFAE L (Loewenstein et al,2003) , Zb7EVS L E P FICIR 25 A9 W] — Pe ok 20 3L Fh A2 10T DL gtoA
R NS HIRT M T X — 2 H [ R T LU B D DL T — > LS8 0 B A
fit B . Loewenstein & Schkade(1999) 2 T “% A 1% 2 7 (hot-cold empathy gap) BIHEE, 15 &
ARG A TV AP FIR S h g P SR 3 B = 3 0 — M RE P A & W Im i B . 1B
feih XA R R B TR IRE T RREE TEMERRETWAC S S ACHEMRSH
Wt KA 2200 o 940 3 i 0T 2E A X W AR AT S B F S R L AR RS B2 S G R SR A A AR i 3 A IS 1 A
T S AR Y A O R ] 23 A T8 — D]y A 30 5 A R K o A 400 { B A AT . X — B IR AR K S 3L
ANRE 7 B — 2 PR B H SR AL T A C RO A n] AT T R T R R 5% A S T A R 1 AR
THA0 e A A M LA SIS 1 o (RIS Sl W 3 2 PR Ry sk Aol B ARG S B J@ T T #E (Sayette, Loe-
wenstein,et al, 2008),

T U ST I SR IR A TR TV IS5 25 5 B SR O DL 1) 2 A5 B R A AR ) AR (D)
Qb T A= i SR A T A 23 BE A 2 RO AT AR ORI A O R ok £ 52 20 5L 5 e i M LA I AR O
T X EAHFECEM AR A CHEEA R . (O A4 B R & . BT AT T
st AP {40 DRI S 2 7 38 3 20 v BT 22 9 9 3 DAL Ay o g T R A i D o A e R A PR B G
B J0 AR G (I T 0 0 Bl Pk 28 1 OO0 IR il B DA AR e 20K T B0t BV 2% (Loewenstein
et al,2003),
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(D) AEBERSEHEERNS XL EE&ER
Fo9L b X PP AL RE ) A R T BUR A R 25 A DO RO T8 L PO ZS Z ) AR 1Y O 1) £E
KW?ﬁTV‘\ PR X3 T T DA R BT SR S 2R S Z R B4 . X b RS 1 SCPT LLB 43 S
K —KE D AHWE T ARG LIRS B CRIRE JRZ AT R 5 K E - ANHWL T4
lﬂ‘%%ﬂk?&ﬁ@ﬁﬁ]\ﬁ@ﬁigﬁ\E@i*ﬂﬁﬁo Hij % 5 v TS 1 22 B 5 5 D DL 5 B AE AL L T A U
K T N5 NZ 6] AH B0 Af i 0 R ik, AR B A 3 0 I #1227 (egocentric empathy
gap) .
T AT — R G 2 B0 AT T O UE I 33 o B — R S AR RS R X 0 A AR TR T Y . 3 e
WAEWFTE T AT T 0 PR BT 5947 S S ALy S )@, Yl ) B ORI TR
T 4 A AR A A i (947 SR B R Y — B 4 2 U R IR . (R S A AT Y SR X A i
&, 48 R 22 B W) 78 JE X A 2 5 R I B O I A I8 4 5 H T2 4y 4y s W) A 22 F
TR B BN £ 5T SR A O IR T AR SRR Y Y (Van Boven, Loewenstein & Dun-
ning, 2005; Van Boven, Loewenstein, et al,2012), X—ZARR T X A & BT 24 &, £ T
0 iy NS T 22 = T RE PR N AR T 52 U B AR R G M s A AN O . 53 Ah
IR 30T 2 S 5 oL S UE L S B AR AN BE S B E [ © 9 B AN (Loewenstein & Adler, 1995),
T 7E S S R BIF5  38 T 20 3E 45 3o TR 3 — &5 517 i 30N B 0 i 1) 15 356 v O R L2 B e 2R B 5T
B + 3K 5 A ] AR 32 T AL 107 52 50 AR A SE T B A AR S XU A B X X T B IR Y
A o SR o PR S 2R SR AN M A R B A of 7 Al (B B A TR 3k A A6 b 149 O B e 8 5 | A2 IR R I A
W AT B K i — 25 B AR T 3% 109 76 BR 2 ¥ (Van Boven, Dunning & Loewenstein, 2000; Van
Boven, Loewenstein & Dunning, 2003),
TR 2 o 3% ol LATE SR A2 E AR L PR ) TR B 2 5 RO IR [T 00 Bk i A B4 7 0 9% IR 307 1 5%
S B O BRSO L X0 A5 sk B T A4 0 FY) 15 ik i Sl B2 A8 B AS B ) 4 Bl A 20 4 i AR R T AL T K
B TR A 33 A2 o3 7 B B 2 TR R A2 B 3 N B b B T A BR S R RE 0 R 5 BOA I e 22 i 2 A
h 5 BN A O I 1 g AR A B A I TR . 2 PLX AU 2 P O S v 3 e g 2D K R AR
B PR AR B 2 5T S W R 23R 1T 355 SR TG AF (Van Boven, Loewenstein & Dunning. 2003),
IR W 3 T R 2 i G R (dual judgment model of empathy gaps) 3 F 8 4k X
— P4 (Van Boven & Loewenstein, 2005a, 2005b; Van Boven, Vosgerau & Loewenstein, 2013),
FET T SO A3 00 U G BRASE R G2 A BN Ay o R SR T AN [m] A 28R 2 v | Al N R e R R R
WM TE iy F ot BRI RIE I T IR . Horh i T — N T A ZDIRS e R AF 2 A R
PR Z R AHERSHPHAC” S BEERESTHACMESS . BHIE B RS hmwAL”
HUBAFARES TP RN Z B 22 5 o B A AR I T G B B A RS R R Al T A R
SRR R I PIAS 22 S W G o 9% TR 30T JE A5 0 — 20 B o SR B L FE R P 22 S 2 AT A )
FTEAZRACHMAER —MHEHERETHER, M2EMTACEAFHNEERE TN ER
(Van Boven, Dunning &. Loewenstein, 2000; Van Boven, Loewenstein & Dunning, 2003),
AL A TR A AN O SR B TR T R Sk hs B I 2 O T AR R e 1 5 Rl AL .
17 2 23 18 FU R F A ) ELA M AN BE B A 1) 22 | 3R e A A | 37 0 Al | 3 i B S 2 D A R
R B, AFTRER TEN G BA H Mt S5 A O . (HE X 4 50 % T 58 2338 15 2
ST 25 AN BT 2 AR RIS B . KR TR AR AT R 2 R GE M U AR A A B 22
TEMCE AT REE . X2 ATTE R A & R AL T — R i B 5 0918 2R A b, BT DUTE A R
BAGRE I MAET S 48R ik o A 232 B O B9 00 80U I o T T 15 152 B A b S8 2%l % B
E»E"Jﬁ?jﬂ?ﬁ'ﬁﬂﬁﬁi 1% 28 (1) WL JZ% (Scopelliti, Loewenstein & Volgerau, 2015),
(Z)VERZAERER FIRZ 55 R E &R AR 2 8 B8 B 75
DL EF S i 0 S 2 D7 5t IR A AL ey BR A0 Al JE 52 38 g 4 =22 1] 119 22 S 7 4 B A 380 ° AN ] 1R
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REPH A S W& X — IR B %O ) FAT e m] DAk 3 ok A LA 7 XY 52

KT [A) —AS NAEA 6] HEARAS T B9 AR T F5000 3 Ut 357 30 45 4 HE R BF 98 1 IS WL 22 W i UL~ Chind -
sight bias) B4 . J& UL 22 W 4w DL B 3 09 5 5 407, J2 48 55 05 AU 1Y B C Al T IRTIR S AR S Y
HOWAMERE. X —HEARZNNET 2 LA AT — RN b, B4 A i T AT 30
[ 850 11 AN T 3 B b 25 ok A BN P SR 110 285 2R oA ) Wl e SR R BB o AEL pl TR L T B T R
AR T EFREE AL MAIRBT = OR S R R 25 . IX I L AR Z2 4T N 32 )5 DL 22 B A DL 1) 5 o At
AL 23 1) T R Ak 2R B N B DR SR BT S 5 4 SR I 22 T F R DGR BE L B DA 45 SR8 S M 7Y ) B ( Camer-
er,Loewenstein & Weber,1989; Hoch & Loewenstein,1989) . XTIt , & IR HrH 284 17 1996 4 2%
(ES /NG if 1 e oA L B A NS A A (S 2w ¢ EOAND S I 1 T I v A R R B e R S e L N A R
A WA A ZE R I AF . SRS FRAE Oy SR 8 AR A ok R 26 e 4 L O LB AT IR 42
B WA TR . VR B AR X WA B i Ta) B A S i RO T OH ORI R R
X4 H X — AT RCA TE A ik R A O ORI ol Ul A TTARAR T B O A I B 7E R Ok T
AT ) R AR O AR RN AT R . R O Bk R T A BRAIRAE T OE O Y 2
A 5 2 WA s ) B 0S4 B2 B (Lowenthal & Loewenstein,2001)

KT HIPURASAS [F) A9 N 2Z 8] 54 AH T 150000, 9 3 307 30 55 = 44 19 A 53 3 2 00 T R Z 517 (the
curse of knowledge) U 1), FITH 2 T8 J2 48 XA —Fh A A0 22 - J0A FA N FIR I — 7 B2 Bk ik &
A b, 1l P VA AL N LA AN RO T B . RN SR RT DUE AR I L 22 B R DL 0 2 AR . il an
— B4R LG PR T R TGV i AR 2 AR ST b R A A AR B 5T 2 0 2 OROBERL I L IE 23 8 B
(9 R R BT 0% 7 58 . TEI S, S AT RE R AR I B 22 X B AR AR T B i 22 Ak i A AN 2
XA NES o U6 Ul ST 30 S5 A0 FLEE X R Z SR i L i s e SCrh i it T — BB % 28 5
S FE AN 52 5 v S5 25 SR L R 2 SR SR A AE ) . B T 598 2 TH BR (Camerer, Loe-
wenstein & Weber,1989) . 13X — 4518 0] L #fi 3 — 4~ Bl 28 S 1 2598 00 O 4 Rh 6 A A0 L A, - 2 22 o
FH B R R Q2 W — 7 BB WL & 15 &

(M) EERSZER IRXKANERSEEEHE

HR A5 28 B 38 1 TIOR8 0 BT 3 v A R o e 2 0 O LR PR R R LU Y
FRAXIER . BN TER 2T AR BE SR 2T LLAS B IR B 302 B SR U5 T AN R Y R A R
ABCEEY A a0 ) ST BB AR ) R X R Al SR U JE TR Y R T . ABLAT O B T A A A Ty K R i R AR A
TAEXSTRABOT W E B L, S b, 56T e R R 2R AR N B9 R i SIS I AE AR B L 1
A b ) U7 R B — R B Y SR Ak 2 D A5 B2 00E D7 AR BN A R B NS SR I DR T
AR IR A R A R A S m AN R RN AT T

A ETEATIE A7 R — DT W APR38R A — R 5058 h e
PRSI ) R ) G S AR M S0 3 [ R 3K ol — 50 AR B AL AT T 2 S 5 A B b o R R AE TC O 1)
OB 25 3 A I O 22 SR B 1 R IR 55 M I Cself-serving bias) . 5&F H & R 55 WL 4 1 4H
2538, 1 2 I, Babcock & Loewenstein(1997) 1 Dunning, Van Boven & Loewenstein(2009) 25 3CHk .
XFGAE H A 2w Wy, B B R R S e UL i R B AR AT T — RSBmO S E
AT BEOCTE =AM (1) H FR S5 I WL 5 A7 7E LU I SR AFAE B 2 A5 B8 Ml R R I I B ) 5 (2)
R 4l 28 B2 00 X 1R ] 1) 0 ) AT 5 1R I 005 R TR O A 8 B i A 3 ek L I8 4 9 P I R B A
FIENHE Z 5 X —Z5 0 AR AR LT 5 (3D Anfal T B B 3R IR 55 s U 3 B 1 TC 8%

T U 97 2H A L 1) S B AIE b o AR L S S R A 5 A O A P LR A 2 S B LR
BN R AR R HEIR o ARSI R B SR S N — A S A W B S B E B AR 55, H AR
238 UL s G SR N WU X R R R TR R A . 4 2R R AT 2 0 1) F O HaX AR F
T A AH B R B TN T WM SR B R T) . A R IR B R T P AR A 5 2 T 3R PO A A R 1Y
TCRAE HT - 55 50 MR I 52 A Pk o LA KR IR 224 BUAS A X R Sk 1 B2 Ak . S5 SRR X2 42
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AMEREI 5 KT AR B3O . R AEE LA IR B 3 b AR BE 7R3 I 46 I
e I, I 2 198 ) 1 336 4T T % W7 08 4% ( Thompson &. Loewenstein, 1992)

TSR R BT T AT IR B SR L DL I UE A TEE BB EE 2 A g MR AR R AE . AE
AR R B R AR R ST LAV B E AR R AN X RR M 3 AR TE AR B AT AR R A A% T R T AF
MBI MPRAL ., B, BARE . F BB R 2 U —Fh RGNS 7 5 — R TR B
(Camerer & Loewenstein,1993), LAk, 3 15307 HH 25 76 56 T BE Z0 R 00 1k 28 U5 24 01 5% v i B L 2 4
TRV S B3 80P Jat AT 0180 580 o Xof 1R ) g 2 5 12 JE A e ) A i I BT L A 0 S BT 1 5 ) 7 S 2 A [
A Oy BB #R I 2 B sl i AT 2 il 72 A O X — 32, B 40 W7 19 22 5 P B 06 IR 4 e e 1R
i SE R R o PRI 3 bR RS T BB AR 8 I 200 T O 1 OIS A TR P e A S XS AR A R . O HLE
K AR N RS B A5 B B T I BR . R IR AW A5 B 58 4 X Bt — #E (Loewenstein et al,
1993; Babcock, Loewenstein & Wang,1995) . %40 250 BF 58 T 52 47 35 J& 37 M #8000 T %8 3Rk i
PRy BB SS e WL o A I 95 B X7 0 2 LA A 2800 0 T B8 A ik ) 25 A AR U iR S
W B8 K AIR] . 55 07 s e — 20 T B8 8 e M 00T Dy 2 B2 L A O % 5 17 25 O 1 AN AIK F 3 28 200
(R T3¢ 5 M0 %8 7 S e — 2 T WA BOMAE S 2 B2 IR 55 07 B Y 38 32 8 8 T I A BOm i %%
FH TR e 42 55 B8 BT B AN S A B A T DL — B 52 TG 1% 00 6 5 1 1 % i T i B (Bab-
cock, Wang & Loewenstein, 1996) , fii #£— 43¢ T [ B i HE iR 40 P iy B F IR 55 O DL 1) 198 9 o
IR T — A B EUR AT A E B T A S E A A R AT B A O A B R AR
BRI T T E A A RS A BRI AS AR IR A P 2 B TR A IR . AR,
A BT LI A B SR 73 I 1 20 B R PR N 3 — R MRy s A B A7 7E (Kriss, Loewenstein et
al,2011) .

1 R 55 D DL T LA AR A () T A ST 3 A €8 rb SR 22 ) A BRI RE T 2 2R el
18 JOE P R A 487 IR 42 . XRS5 BB 7 118 15 % U T X8 A L R R I A 3 R AR . ph T ONER A R b T
TH 8 4 A R s PRI i A Sl LA S Db A i b A S AR R B SR AR IBSEIE I B 2 A & X
Ry — 2 E BT 5R 2 B TR FE AR B MXTIRLEIE ] T A C ek A O SR — T 2 IRE L RE )
25 R it AR AT S B B AT AN D B AN, SIS TR 3 B AT S R TR R s [R]Z A
TR O R IE X — 07 B 30 AN A R B9 IE S ( Thompson & Loewenstein, 1992) , I 4h, 3% i
$7 20 A5 o S B UE I L S AF B AR S 7 A 2 b AT AR Y i 1 O UL R BT 2 E — 15 B A B R
THAC — AT I EYE IR (Loewenstein & Moore,2004) , 5T i SZI0AF 55 % 90, A Ry 6 %
PEIZ X5 Hh 2 1 1 ) g sk g 28 il 3 =2 1) RRUAR B8 AR 5 301l 0 O T — T LA 3 — O 728 22 A 3K
FBsE o 3% Fh A5 b A9 AH B8 35 58 N ™ 5 (Dezso, Loewenstein, et al,2015),

M ERE

55 [R] AR A AT Dy 28 B 2 SR 28 22 55 2 SR L 1 TR AT I A T 58 AT A A58
B> R A T A S YOG E  AHEE TR AL S T A IR R AT o 2 B o KL ik il 4H
XTI Z AT 0 Z 18] 56 F2 I DG 2 R GEIE 19« I WL A O L 2 T sl 8 LA ) 7 &4 AR o 3l 2
AT 200 22 55 A7 0 5 MO A 528 34 BORE 09 PO TR P 380 19 SRR 22 2R W o A L X — BOBUR LT B A i
S0 7 T A I IR T I B R B o 3k S AT T RV A 0 B U B A TR YRR T X T R e T
ARG 2 B A A SRR B i D — A vh 3l VI 2 5 DR AT O 5 R Y TE L SO I X e
A TTE AT R o B PR X — [ R b AT — 57 B 78 0 B 22 % A 9 D7 3K 18 52 3 UGB A RO
AN I AR W AT B X — AR R N BOR 2 N2 — ol A 2R A % A 2 B R
WF5E AR L 225 43X R 2 38 B8 19 TR Jmy ik 5 1 2 1 25
5 A S R M U RE B B S RIS OT A . I I IR TS AR A 32 AT A R EE R T
UL B R 5 T 2 U 2 W AR T L o 8] 2y o 1 4SS AR O S B9 SR L BRI R 7 I R A e BCIE B B
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MBS AL, AR L X R 0L IF AN BE D T A N3 o il i o IR 28 22 g IR 28 55 22 5K DR SR B K
SR o 7% T TR 5 BT AR 0 0 R 7 (mentalism) 7 348 37 3 8 W & B 2R X — R T IA B
BRI — PR PR R 0BT . ER 3898 5 88 7 B iR BUAR I (ELLAF - 9 R 307 10 DL R 1 A7 2R U S 3 1Y
TTREFF ¥R MAEZRTEHEN TAERHE M T — e a5 Mg Jrikf - TS, X 25T
[en Y ETRINIUN

SE Wk
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