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FE e AT AL E & 5| F 8 RARBR D R AT AR T ERAB A FRERAXEN T E
P, AL EHAEGFFAREGRBEB R THHMEAGXERL ARAE, TAHALFF
09 KIS B2 Fe ik e o B ERE T ROBRARBE AT A 09 AE B Ay AR Ao i B MR AR AR, JFE £ T aX AT
AFIET Y R EREE R, ATRA NRABIA FERE KRB AZER S SR ARIT
AAFAE, — RITGF FH R T AR B TR H T FIELRFAE, HFR A, FINER AR
B EMELEZAFTXN BREAEEZERABUARRAMNART AR EZRF M7 BHE . AL
H A BRI EIE I RARB B T AT AT, FAZRFFAA T REARBE BRI RERY
EEF RN AR T EALTAFRCHEBE HFERTREFHTAH.ARBD R EKEY
T FRRABRAERET E2AE,

KEE R EAKBIE R ITAZRFE TAHE BKETH

2205 P A R AN AR TN R AR 5 KPR T RE R 2R 0 B . 4l 1 PR e U B (Inter-
national Energy Agency,IEA) /A .2017 AE2ERAEE TR MBI T 1L 9% ,i58] 2010 4FE LAk &5
AR, orh, GRBE RBE S o HU R AR B, A AT 9 4R 10 Al HE A 3G 5 i g Tl 4R D
1 o DGR AN RO J2 T8 o AR Btk HlE T3 SF Ay o0 AR5 ik 2 1 ) 8, BRI S T TE AL S 2 U F R R
2 A AR B R R R AR ASE T A% 45 I R 150 U8 45 22 00 0 BB 5 0 008 = A4 AT Ol e SR B 22 S e
FERRVE DGR 80 AE MR DT 3 ¢ R FNIH 9% 5 A7 O 57 4 56 n) 1)y TG 4 A7 BR (Gillingham &. Palmer,
2014) . JTAER AT H AT A A0 B FAT A FF 2 Rl A 2855 40 A o DAGSOUE A7 B2 01 25 1 91 9% & o) 3R
R AR B AT 7 DL R AR B AT O AT S B T RE R B RN BE YRR 2 7 A [R) R L AR TRy A
N R JE AR T B B 1) i g $ AR 1 AT O B AN AR DT 5

BT B2 P I I S R B N X — R AE B AE NG R AR A 2 . IS R L R R 2R
R ) A EE O TN A BR L A AR AR A B SR ], SR B — R AR BV AT O R e
TR EE R (Fredericks et al,2015), ARZ 5 H A7 1, X B655 2 2 5 22 BB 04T Jhy vt 2 72 B0 A 19 B
TRMELL R 38 1T A N R 23 48 R 04532 DA SO 02 () RE R T AR L (175 B0 T Re a8 W 2 BEVE W 2 3 A
B 280F B KA BB R 9% R0 B S AU B Y e R 2 =z ] 25 R O A RE A 22 BB Cener-
gy efficiency gap) R IE 25X — M4 (Gillingham &. Palmer,2014), Hickel et al(2017) i — 248
A A U 22 38 2o Z2 2 REAE i (AN 25 ) | H KA 55D 1 5 8 N REAEAT Sy 23 M8 Cln 5 vl 1) e 1D WA 2R AR B2 1)
RERL2E BRI /N o PRI G A A L TR A b DA TR G B 7E 15 98 DR SRR 9% ~J 158 v J2 B 1 A9 47 A P AIE L IR

* REH A EFRHIRFBRASTFAMRR B FEFFTIE, OB % 100029, & F ¥R 44 : denghuihui@
126. com; E &b, sh 25 H K F B FRZFHFTK . 0B % A :100029, & F ¥R 4 : zbwhn. 2008@163. com, 4 R
AEBEHAHFEALCTRAABPEEFRELRNMAENE KABZEL HH 4 #7(15ZDC006) , KM E L F 4
Ao AR BT AN LT A R
O % s K H FHPrEe VR E B M https://webstore. iea. org/market— report— series— energy — efficiency — 2018,
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BIAT A s 2 AR 2 34 A7 0 - © 28 ON AR BR TH 9% IF 5T Hh A R TR

17 R G5 27 MTH 9 35 S 2 B TN 6B 00 LA KO BRI 55 A B2 DDA, TN 5 300 S i R T K g
REVRTH 24T M RFAE . T 45 & LR 2 PF = MTHR L PF A R WF 8 7 IR IR SE T B AT 10 52 RE A% ¥ FlhE
FE R o SR I B AT O AR 1 BE At b L AT O 8 0 o R BRI T 2 A R S R R Ly
2L K S 3 T T 2% 5 17 8 55 5 15 BE 0% A R IR BB UL 2% ( Thaler & Sunstein, 2008) , J5 228 58 JF
f 1547 o 1 E B (behaviorally-informed policy) %5 A i 4 + 91 B, I 6 AT BE L% 6 92 86 L 5
JGAE ) 0 XU 22 53 25 7 WL VA A TR BOR B ROCR o IR 7SR 3 47 9 FIBOR S HE 2R A T .
Wt 2 & RE VR B AT 4 R AE 5 BRI h A R BE IR 28 T 27 AT 58 1) T 2 7 1) AR SCAR 32 28 DI 4> 5 Tl
JETF,

= REERETRIA BRAT AR R

FEEBEURTH 2% & B T 32 B4 PG B A AL 0 A AL R 52 e, 25 8 9 — 3R 9 AT O BRI 9 AT
RRHIE o 4% BRAT R AR SRR AT AT LAk — 25 ) o o A PR B RN A 2 E S T R R 2R A S2 A
HLOHAREN NHE R SRA B OIERET N R ERMAAS ANZ MR B FERERES
X R E AT I R A = AR s e, Horp A7 BRI J AR T U SR A AT O A B AR DA RS —
170 VAR — A7 A R 45 — 47 A 8] 0 2 i CAn i 9% 35 76 A 6] O 5 48 5 Be AR B 18 00 F MR8 A Re Al
H B F a5 e KACIIE R o At 2 T3l WA B 138 9% 547 2 Il B AT o 5 9 19 3% [R] ¥ Cconformity)
FRAE 33X —FRAEAR T B8R 9 BN A% 36 A8 R T 4 0ol BB A% 22 B L (8 R AR Al 3 2% .

(—)BREM

AR B A B AE 2 T2k R e rh By AR o S, L3 1 A 4« V85 (Herbert A, Simon)
WA RS T 1978 4R FE it DU R T4 % . Vi %2 (Simon, 1955) A . 5 T AN A B ML R CUN T 7 a4
G Ay AR SR BB L X HAT A A T AR . L PFHE R « R JE 2 (Daniel Kahneman)
FTBEHT « FRIRIT3E (Amos Tversky ) (BEZEFE « 2€#) (Richard H. Thaler) 85— JCHE 2 2 0 B2 AN 4 5%
LRGN R N ME ST T A REMEOEE R T R
AEBLE . SR A BRELE LA T 09 5 E BE IR AT O RRAE AL S =28 R A SRS | T 0 B DA R
1 % IR 3 FV AR g I

L g AXEH, B ERAEEMAB T ANTFEHRE J7 AT 847 BR 0918 B0, T8 % 52 44 ] 30 fa] 5k ok
RTT AW . J5 R FERZ TR ARME A A 1 P 5 ol 2 v 2 2 5 o ok D R D 5 ot AR
Al REVS S —Fhak 2 5 & iz L FEAs T RAH Bk L 7 4368 R VR 2 OB AN 1 Ak . AN 3 S ok
B K HEBRTRIN 20 2N B WA A AT R R SR L 0 I R G e 22 B AT A R AR R
FEAEF 37

(D) TH 2% 548 B A B0 S 25 P 0 2 45 MR AR AT o R o 0 Dy s ] A i A o e 55 DTG 228 6 T
7 AR B AN RE A T 2 W AT AR — W g A AT R BRI R BT I 25 . ISR R R
Wi 5222 RE U5 21 285 X8 BE U5 7 it %) W SIC R P 3 T 1> %85 DDA DG ok 2 o e — L T 2 5 LR BB U™ o 1 I
K FAFFEAT I 2% . Turrentine & Kurani(2007)E 1536 F i 57 5 pE kK & AH — 1 FEE RS
Hb AT VR A R Rl B L T R P L D B A A R 2% . Allcott (2011b) BFFE R . A 400 K
JE TE W VR AR I A 2 B B R R A R RE AR L I AT i 3k 89 Vo I NS T UL B . AE P BT I B
5y, Allcott & Taubinsky(2015) 38 1o Bl ML i 52 50 BF 75 & B 4 S 8 050 7 AT RS e AT & &
il AR BR N 1) REFE AR AR 85 SEBE R AT TS S i m 17 12% . B4, 2 A 8T IH R E
SEAT A 25?7 Alleott(2011b)TA K  BEAE b 1Y J5 SR RE G A S22 < s TA] L 39 B 45t Cn s A A vl 28 i
B AT € 1Y, THE RS R BUE BT SR B IA R 28 U5 BUAS 3 30 19 9 X IS U RB AR A I T
F1R” . Gabaix & Laibson(2006) W 1A Sy, 24 1 HEAE & A 45 EL S I 300 BRE I %R A 4% o8 o & 2%
H T AERR IR ™ b B b T A PR IS & 1 R 2 X RE AR SRR HE A & AR 22 . Chisik(2011) BfF
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FEAE o GRBE Y 2T T B A K R BB AR R i R B RN A R Al P R I R Ak ok i RS 3 A
Sk VKR FL IR KT AR AR RRR RSk T AR S AR B SR FE L i 2 SR T F LR AE ANt . Lesic et
al(2018) I\ Ay Ji AR R A FH A0 %6 A9 5 Fi A 8L T 25 5 0 T A R A B, 3 i % 50 P DA RO 52 43
R BEARAL 5 REAE P SR L B N BEVE Y 27 5. Von den Broek & Walker(2019) 75 I LRl | 58 1
T3 R W RER 8 A 2 B T 9 12 223K 24 RO TR S & JI T 5 L BERE L X 389 I A4 4k 7 % v fig
HEINIE = PR R KR,

(2) MR AZ W PR AL 4 T B aR 42 . AHOC SOk 918 L P AP 5 % )a & (al-
fect heuristic) AfF 1T i & (trust heuristic) , & 15 Wi 7 9% & X LB — Wi 25 A9 8% 0 o 0 17 1 FH F &R iz
REIR B AR B™ ST . TE4 IR KR T EH A HIW R G 48 AR Y47 5 K7 @ Mg i &
MRS R W IRATAAAE B — A b £ M2 F B — A 85 58U HLBE 1Y B £ (Slovie et al,
2007), Siegrist & Siitterlin(2014) 38 i3 F 57 1% 28 XF A3 52 K BHAE A% RE T A 52 Wi & 30, IR A0 1
25 PR 55 o B ) AR SR A DR B i T A R R R R A KU SR AT L R T B R S IR B A Ok A T
W 235 5 o I L3k ol g% R B2 B AR R JBT A OG <[] S5 400 2% 25 1R L A LB R SR BB IR Cln R B BED » AATTxF A
R IR G B AR 9 E CINAZ ) PR AR B ARG Al A - T 57 . Siegrist & Siitterlin(2014) 845 %4
I3 G L 5 — JOR IR T S50 TN B BR B S g B G B R D S 0 v ] 132 R A 4 R TR TSR R
BErh A s g . ] A BT S A S L S e S X G 0 HOR B S AR BE LR R LT LA R R
A AR A Y T A R8O RIDSHRR S R 1 51 56 15 48 5 e A R AR S A IA R O 2 B S R 9 DR
I 1 2R 2

AR AR JS &M Stern(1992) 3¢ LM 3 AT R 45 90 e UR A8 A J2 1 T X HLA i A5 A L OF DA
HH JE 75 15 M 24 b SR HE 1 00 B D S T BE R I H O BIHIESE TR AR X FRES 5 BB, 7
XANTE L B B BN R BV TR R EE S 5 9. 300 i RN DU TR K
WESHRMN R L 7%, JGLeLERF IRt — L W T EAE S 5 A E A PLE] . Siegrist & Cvetkovich
(2000) WF 58 & B » 25 e 2 M S S0 PRI, phe 58 3 % 20 SUALAR B %L 2 (5 4T 45 B 32 19 XU — Wi 25 1 0 e A
FHIK S R (5 AU AR 70 AH G L 025 B 1E AH 56 ) s BIF DA & AR & R s AU LA . Cvetkovich et al
(2002) [ AIF 5 T0) A2 RIS 25 % 0 BE IR AT T 40 78 o & B0 A A% BE 2 A 114 362 4 A 4 B8 3 i %o 1 I8
TR A5 AT BE AR A N S0 ) T PR S TE T R . (A R 2 EXHE AT VIR 46 8 i o SOIRA
4 — W A58 AE R EWESZ BT Z )2 15 A Bk R DL B FE I AR 55 0] RA 1 A 15 SR 4 1Y
I, 05T & B 15 AT RS 25 5] st 52w JXURS: R 25 DA 0, 1% 26 B4 52 o 4 FH o i L — 3% EL oA v B G
P (H H R 5RO 2 B A TR S SRS

SR A I SEUE D 58 R R AR i SR EE SR U7 5 3R AR S 0 T SOk B4R S & S0 R L L A
FHBENR KRR R A R E S BN K 2O GE AL 2% 15 77 2 00K fE 1Y S5 0E 23 At (Gilling-
ham & Palmer,2014) , ff Bl i o045 55 4t 28 28 5% 2 7 35 1T DL itk — 2B 398 I & 1 AR 5t LA TS 11 1Y
FEAL S 320 0128 A1 01 B0 R RA B AT A 28 R AR R T 2 3 3R B0 B R I JEL 2 A 5 A [n) B LAY I

2. B TR) M L I At AR L 5 o vk £k M BLABE AL I JR) O B AL G B 2 L 1 b ST ORHE IE
A8 58 22 5% 27 A W B SR AS ) ] 0 28 L (F b {1 A R Ao 8 Ay o] T 2% 8 10 35 B O g B ) R G
A7 2R G2 2 A 48 HIOUS PSS A HE Z0 T 18 0 T W 30 3 19 B ) R — 50ME O 4 R T o X e I A A, R
B D (present bias) il i T W 390 238 51 22 (%) B [B) 02 5 ROV LU A2 R o8 9 9% BT 4 ok AR AT B8 i 2 40
I 2T ok 1 W A2 IR (Strotz, 1955) o BUEH i WL B AR ) — O BRERA , 2 S5 R A O I TE 3 A5 I
AN AR TS A N B (i LR R R R R . AT O APk 2R R R R i — 25 B R Dl
AAE G35 B BUAS Y 45 T v X 28 0 BB Y (quasi-hyperbolic model) . A5 ids 25 B i UL A% & 19
N AL MR AL

U, 20 = ug + 8>, dulz) (D
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DT SE B A S 4 IR T B UL B A4 I B IR 7@, 4 p<<1 i, 74 %% 3 A PLA
T 0 s 24 B=1 b A5 U3 Ak kg 4 B0 RS AU . v XU o s R R0 AR 0 ot it Bk T R TR Bh S R — Btk oA
AT AR E R T 2 0 A 56 SEE A 28 4R 4L T HIS LA,

RZWFFEFE WL T 2 o T A7 A P O 00, o 7 BB R 8 Ak EL A AR w55 Y P B B R @), LR M e e
KT 2R/ F R BON 2% A 87 B v BUAEL, BELAS T 15 B S B0 T 0F S 80T BUAT UK R
%% . Hausman(1979) fc FFFT 1 RE TR 2 S50 A0 W B0AT A o 38 3 43 B 23 9 19 52 Bk 314 2% A 68 P 5509 &
B 2 AR BRI B B ik 25 %, Allcott & Wozny (2014) WHF5E & B VR & LU
2916 %6 9 M5 B0 R AR AL ARV R AR . SR A S BT W A W BRI B ST UE A T AR L T 2R
32 BRI 175 2R B g AL 1 5 M0 5 DT JHG AR A e f 19 R 050 24 T4 26 v A L 4 v TR R B 1Y
A B U R, I B AR T A BOSR B9 R . B8 7 1T Gul & Pesendorfer (2001) 2 H T 75 2 4% Al
(temptation model) , & 70437 i £1] [ 3 4 il I 8 - M5 182 A~ N 2 M0 HE 31K ol 23 et IR T 378 33 W 2o 45 L
PR 5 2 R SRR . 5 ORI R T 2 N A A B R A I B R0 O O L A E B e 1 R
YT B A —3 A8, Tsvetanov & Segerson(2013) 45 — R HUE BB A N H B E E KB T 5
LA SE R I R PR 18 6% ~36. 3% E T bR EUE . A — e e E T
Z B RE ™ f B A A 175 =TT LA 2k % B0 IS5 A2 o B0 S Pk B O AR A K R 2 . DY A A AT Y B
FEIE B L T O 3 DR 3 2 I IR A 8RR i 1 7 IR A A5 RE ol Bk R e O . 8, Heutel (2011)
i 3 B 3 AT G H o S ) i e 1) A2 ok A5 AIE B AN R o T RE A5 G0 — B0 A R TR AE A R A0 O AL 4 R
BoR IR &L N AR 10 {2 ~20 143 TT.

SEUE 7 1 Bradford et al(2017) 34 Z2 54 H 3R 7] 4 DA 152 7 03k 55 O 5 25 5 4R I T 9 9%
FIF R 008 B 23 505 4 300 25 5% 1 o R e A A8 e B RS g AL 3 RO B PR T & RS S 8800 T 5 E R TR T 2 1Y
SO, WFSE S5 SR, B O DA R R v 0 2 A ORI ) T KT RBVR AT R R R ks L =
2 ] e 223 R R S BB R B R RIS AR AT Sy 5 e U SR BELAS T3 9% o X 1 3h 1 TR 00 e AT Ol L A
T REIT RS . AT R AT BE IR R 95 78 AR L T R AT BRAS B L W I R R v B 9 AT R
B . B4 W B3 s i D XA TR A0 A 1Y) BERE i I S 52 i A5 f A AS TR WE 2 Schleich et al(2019) ¥
7 Bradford et al(2017) By 38 A 5 2% WF 5% T B fin U 0 04t B 5 X p A P A1 3890 17 1) = b BB R 8 9% 1) 32
M AT 43 5 LED 15 REAT L 53 F HL 25 1 s J2 o3t 415t A0F 5 2 B0 Ul 00 3k 1 1) 5% s AN 1) F g
S LED AT A 47 b 2 1 g o , i oAl 85 R OF R 3

3. ME R EF I KA N, Kahneman & Tversky(1979) 3 £ 286 & I, A1 TS % S X158
WE i RN 2 14 R0 FH 2 AN St R 11 458 2 T A R 110 R0 2 2 A 1 TR . 3 TR O 8 2 e B R
0 TH 3 L A5 07 T I 26 AT R 1 R 36 R0 A B T AR 1 — 8 43 (Kahneman, 2003) . 575 45
A AE RN AT ER T AN S P X 458 2 1 DRI, (8 45714 9% 8 R T 5028 Y S 6 0k AR A5 1T 18 A AL 2% 15 A
T IR W (status quo bias) o P AT DA 36 MR A D2 458 26 D% R RE I S0 FH . 55 40 s M52 s sl
AR B 25 T 15F o BUIR Al D0 A e A Ay R DA R0 e A B BRI i 2 T R . AR DRI RN IR
A D 1 20 SRR ROKT G BE B TR 2 AT O 8 52 e w3k DA A I

(1) 35 9% PRI — 52 A B BELRS T 58 e o i B T 2 AR %) SR 490 R st ol A B SR O R 3 ). 7 i B R
ARITTE s HHFAS B0 2 AR 2R RO o i O 4 14 T RE VR B AR X T 9% 3 mT BB MR A B K TR E LR
TR 5 BORT 7 B4 5 AMEE 7 B Sk A L 2 . Greene(2011) % B ARG 5EHIS A 20 A S5 45 Rk i
LGS S5 & R R 3 2 3 (R 458 28 DROBE O I 2 1 AR 2850 FH I8 R TR RHIR 25 R ) 28 55 Jor a7 ok 1) T
TATE A 450 $ AR T —32% . Heutel(2017) 5% 1% 22 HLA ¥y & 8147 (0 2 4 B vk 3% ) 48 7

O W BB 748 8 1 R0 e 48 D 25 T BORMEL Y L 49 5 W R o, MU SLEAL 728 1/ (1 4-p)"
@ DAY i 0t L A 4 3 5 52 o 0 2 AT S SOV B o A I
@23 I A B (time-of-use tariff) 1§ 76 18 5 JTT v A0 06 303 52 4 (A0 e 0 303 52 4 8 A0 1) 005 3k B I 5 O 40 v W
300 FH v, DA 9 /0 R ARG 7 BRI 5 e 885
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2o 25 M T R BE W 2 DO T DS AIE A FE A5 1 400 28 DRO% 5 1 BB AT LB B OBIIR 42 DA KRR 2
B W SEAT R B] 4 DG FR 5 LA 5 DR TN R £ 2 715 RB KT 8 460 25 081 R g 3K 3T B U5 V3 4 B A OC L IR
ST PR DOBAE ZBE RRIRAH 9% Th A AAAE . AR 2D D R O B R A S e A AR O B AL
X HG A3 BT 25 N BORRICR A& B L3 9 35 40 20 DROW 18 B vy R A T S A ) B, X — 25 e As B
T Bartczak et al(2017) By 52 UE S, AT & B 2 DROWE T 55 1) IR 7 42 52 XU L K FH e Fn 2B ) o g
BT RE TR B AR 1 £ dlE 1l i S BOR T 2 1AM .

TE5r B HL A BOR 5 1H . Nicolson et al(2017) W58 T 9% B HAT R MR 2020 44 562 H P & 3R,
93 %0 By F P AR ELA 450 2 DROM 32 DRI 9 3 B 17 BROGF 0 B R AN BOSR 1 SR . b ik R AR
FAEPI A D T s — R WP B A . A X TR A 0 T H R A5 0 W BB A AR T R R AT O A
ke 0 LA R B 2R G . TR ARBTG5 32 40 B H A R R K RE AR [
A B HIH BRI E B B, O3 Ak B B B9 ORHR R R 52 [R) Bl 22 T p H 3R 08 DN 4t 43 2 PR H My
FRPEAE T AN RE A 2 T 2% 19 EL AR N 25 00 DA B8 7 =X, 2 B 92 45 h B L =M e i 4. ol
He et al(2019) BIF 5 1 4 2% DR A4 1 W 3K A HT 22 8 19 52 il DA kg 468 2% 48 77 ot 19 30 v, 28 ) A T
AT W SE A 75 T 400 DR S i 2 o I e ™ i W SE S S . BT UL, 255 m i e B B
B EPE T I A ] i RE AL P A R 2513 % . Koszegi & Rabin(2006) %1% it o] #5048 13
S )SORA R EE S A Iy 0 I B 2 b B O H LS U R AR R T . I IR R
JiE BB TR 2% 3 X4 K 1 R SO T A AR I 2 A I Y BB AR S L3 R AR R T M S A
ST B B R ) A5 [R) R R R R IS Y A

(2) BUARAN D BRI R 2 R0 BHL A5 28 22 028 A 19 R R £% AT 2 M. Brennan(2006)
58 & B BRCAR D L 3 A 1 26 6 A o ) 5 e P O D R AR AT A R g (R R B T 3 b R
geta AR R E 1A R, MceCally (2006) W 35 ¥ 15%F b 552 56 > 36 1iF 4l 2 2800 7E V6 A I B2 8 1Y
YEHT s & BRUEAHIL I BRI B B RS . I 4 T 24 0 M BEHE , N 2 F Ve AR i BN B Y
KT HERL 2286 . Pichert & Katsikopoulos(2011) W AFFE & 3 . BRI UL S B0 2% 2 1 &3R5 A S2 b
TN B AETE T G o R PR PRk 50 %60 ~90 Y0 I 71 2% 4 2 BE BB AR IR . L 28 JE 22 0 b A s 38 43 1 4k
P S PR B Ak O L BE AN AR 2 5% . De Longchamp et al(2018) #F 5% & P . F 3 KA 47
2 CANF %) T B RE AR B J= 10 e BHAE 5 A 9 TR IR K L BRAIR T 5 = 1 I BIOR L g 0 1 1
T AT R E R IR A X A BURAR ME R A . BVOR T , 5RE RE TR TH 2% X T B Y R
FIURE 3 DL KA 78 A5 G0 T 4 2k DO R T BB &S 22 R, M T A9 BE R BLOR th T 2200 1O B X s
AR S BORCRAE

(Z)H&EF)

A PRIRPER R T GE I B 3 70 TR SR I 2 N A R . | 458 ol 1R) R A 4 2k OIS A N FRPEZY R
HIAT R s it 2 B S SR B T i S ALE A . N5 N Z 8]0 BB % T 2 E AT o R G 1 AR R e,
2 RS A TR R AR I o 2 L Bl v ) A MR A S MR 2 RN B Bk 2 BN TR R 1 AT
(Cialdini et al, 1991) s 2 B 7 Az RV BE RN , RIS N T4ERF ABROCR A A BB 20 I A 75 8% %2
FIBEAR ) B S e B[R], B[R AT A R F 8T A B 847 0 0935 B PEAL FE T 255 B R &
13 V3 )8 & (Schultz et al,2007) , #H&HVE Tt — 257 R IR PEFHLVE (descriptive norms) FI$§ 4 P #1L
i (injunctive norms) : {if R K ZEN AT R 5 J5 3 AR AL 23 5 A% B R AT S 19 P74 B 22
FEZHE RE VR P S, © A K SCUE AT 58 & Bt 22 13l ml DL AR 0k 2 AR A AT ok A8 RE TR H R (9 4™
WL W K 57 72 W v 0 R |, LR BH A DG IR & 48 (photovoltaic, PV EWE AT 5 2 8 LU & 5 2 15 fig
AT 2 A, SR WE AT SCHER L T I s T e G R R A M g A R A R

L. RA R T AR k0 a 0, IR TR WEHE . MRS mE ke T A,
3 35 43 A T A IR R A AE — 5 X I B 28 B ol Il SE R0 19 3 A 8k R TR TR B A%V . Bollinger &
Gillingham (2012) 55 — R SEUE % 52 1 [RUHE RN XF PV 78 368 11 8] 4% 45 b i 4 FH At 7] 45 B 1850 2t 5 4 A
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BT X R b PR — XN B g A PV BRI BAEHE TR PV 238 . Graziano
&. Gillingham(2014) #F— 2 45 T PV 7 38 7 5] A4 4% 3% 0 A . DLk v 1) J& 20 Bk 800k B 8 1
H PV FE/NT ORI T i 7 BB B e R R, BTN ik R B T NS B T i BT R T T
BT AR BT UM (visibility) . Graziano et al(2019) 3 40 (09 75 X 4+t B BC4E F1 2005 — 2013 4F PV 4
RER TR L LA s [A) T A ] 01 A8 A0 45 2 (] 3 i 28 U A WF 90 O Tk R R T IR RO 0 IR S e R . S TR Y
SR o AU IR T 2500 2 7k L L T 7T O S AR R A R AR A PR o A 8 i ) A v R
FlE A . T B Ry A9 Bl 9 5 1 WAz s A7 M e dh IR e DL 1 AF 5% 6 6k 1R 0[] A A%
g 18 77 A i R DL R A R

2. RN MRE VAR ST & & AT R . BRIBVE IR I 5 ¥ 02 38 i 7] 45 55 U7 iR o A R WL AT o
JE B g 4 4 32U B L A SE N A L AR S B A AE AL e BT . A MRS AR I A S H )
38 1 F 7S M B2 i (normative influence) F1{Z B M 52 1 (informational influence) ¥ Fp & 42 VE F T 714 %%
B (DR ), B BT AC 408 s 500 A BB A7 SR ot A4S AT S R0 R 5077 A 1) I 1) AR S PR VR
TG A5 A VRN RNl R M AL R A B BR IR ER B9 9 L. Korcaj et al (2015) BF5E 1 52 Wil 1 [ 5 J2
PV 2347 AR 0t T 3 AN iR P B 50 CAn 3% i 4B | KR 26 7 PVO AL 4 84 TR
YR I CINFR I AT X 55 4% PV PR S A B PV) MR A R R 4L S HE R 2K
JEWYE PV B EZEHF K Z—D, Curtius et al(2018) 7F Korcaj S50 58 LAl L, iF— 25 i Bl b M MLV
g ER LA = T2 E X T PV s I, HRrEE A AW R ik 7R EmEM .
HWR A W58 R AL 23 B 4 38 5 5 e A NS © B8 T 48 R A 3 TS 0 T REAT M . Wittenberg et
al(2018) fd F e 3k J5 1 B Y5 0 vG AR AU AE 58 T 28 %% PV RE MARBRAT R . IF L 2012 4F R IR EE 43
AL A AT A58 R B 6 2012 4F S5 AU REAS SR 10, 4k 23 I3 B 8 A1 28 A4 N9 19 08 B RN % BE AR ik A T
iy —H G A RN R EF NN R R BUE 2012 4F J5 AR AR 2 A& 10 5 AT 5 BOH A 25 5 )
WK o B F A BRIV T WAL VR /RN 2R (S50 0 AR — B A 22 38 A A N X
7 R ) e A FH B A 2 B B B J LR )2 R, 3 TR B A AE B A R e A 5 Tl Elmus-
tapha et al(2017) 20 & BLA AN 1 AR 400228 5 5 #E 23 A0 B9 PR PR AR IS W S 38 . 45 1 17 A S i
510 . IR AT RETE T AL S A MR T PE A L SN BT A~ A R4 2 B0 90 MR A3k LA IX L 0 2 U )
TEMAG —., (OfFBMEEm ., B T AR A2 5 3k i 2% 5 52 4L 7 f A FHPEANY SBOR T
S A5 A5 B BRAR T R A AN 2 PR . AR B A0S S AN AR I B 38 i R Re R 1k 5 LA R
M) o 1A LA 8 S5 B T A5 B e 2 T S S BN A IR . Southwell & Murphya(2014) 3
T2 E RE IR AR AT S A s A B 1A S A R B HORE BRI AR S R B E AT B ) T
THPRE W By BT BE G Tt . A o 2 R A2 I 2% B 3 RSB AN AR 0 2 T LR AR B
% A2 e B — 2 AT

SRE S WAL B S 75 52 5 A2 RE IR TH T 7 B AL S 0 e ph St SRR R A i i — 2P
R SRR ME A SCRIIN 2 7 35 5 T . 99 A s 30AT 0 5% A ol ) B — 199 b 7 P Al 4 1 s R iR
P 8- 75 v 25 B4t 2 T8N A AL ES G PRI RN 5 1k V45 S 32 AN 2 U0 A5l T AT Al 009 9% AT R . R
il 22 T B IR R AR BUR SR AL TS 8 A 48 = .

SATARATHRERBEREXABRAR

EH B v S E 32 B B 4T D Rk K DA SBORE A R S R 1A O T A AT O A B
F2 I [ R R 58 Sk T R 1 BOR 2 R AR PEAG BF 5T . N Thaler &

FesrihilaE ¥
filf - T 0 e 3K FE A )

DKoreaj et al(2015) F FI 13 X047 9 B8 9 T W R QG A&, 3 X047 0 BB U D A RAT O B A B L =0
LI (subjective norm) 158 47 Ay 158 1fill e 7] P 5 (Ajzen, 1991) , Horp 2 B 3w I\ 8 32 WL J0 256 M) TA4L & HYE .
O ANHE I Bl Schwartz(1977) 76 KA EGE B 42 W B 2 A TN E M (E 00, 2 B 3R 48 7 st A 2T
BTl 3 B B % B FRAT O B A B BB, S NHLYE R A 0 A S HLE I AL .
— 133 —



%ﬁ#g.& 2020 £ 15

Sunstein(2008) 7E HZEMECBIHE ) (Nud ge) Hh 2 3] &2 28 21 (0 e FE 5 /- AT $2 1 R B S0 it L 28 fb e o K
JEAE FH A v DR/ T 40 0 R FLRE T B . B ATTIA A R T A R R R A DR AR | AR U L B T LA
R B BE 4L (choice architecture)  7EAN 2 N H HE B BRI $2 T .38 F AT R L0 BRERAE . 3 IE
FF T TRAT X AR Z A A 32 O IERT % ) 32 7 F B4 it (Thaler & Sunstein, 2003), “Bh
HE” X BOR ™ B h3E SCRIR A& ) 32 507 09 32 8 5 1R 1 RO A2 A R EE AL — Rt 2 A H)
VO PR B HE " NBOR ISR . BORE X R Al LAGr W RS — 2 Re TR 2 B T 105
I3 — IR FBERGIRIE AT N T, HXCRIAE T H R A 9% 3 09 AT R AR Ll 5 RE IR AR 4
A B S 7 ORISR AL R P 5 B R 1 55 5 5 ] 3 T 2 AR 9% 5 e 3 U)K 6T 3 o 4Rk 3 Bk
SCREPE T B S RBE R BRI R 57 IH B AR 719 BeWCHE 0947 0y I 22 5047 I M6

(—)BEFEHBINE T

Lo FINERRARZ . BEARBRUGTH 2% & 52 J8 ACs2 i ) Gl aok 0 38 15 8 50 78 1% 25 182 T AL e 3
BB 207 S BEFETT 44 X — R EE B U A e KA sh Rk B B AR T HIEMLRWE? FL%
BBV 2222 5 G T it A RS AR 2845 8 O 38 2ok Bl AL 4% 1 52 96 ok PP A L AUR

O A B 5E & B L3 9% 35 S b 25 A B B A7 7 D 15 R0 3 0 R 2K 3 3RO i T A5 v o o M R IR AR
ZIRORAME . Waechter et al(2015a) % 22 1 AR IR bR 25 1 REZU(F 18 CHl 7 BE FIBT(A R oR . 4n A+ 4
) FBEFEAS D CBUF3RR . Q72 T FOBS /4 X1 2% 25 1 52 W), & 900 3K 350 1] 7 O 33 117 % 110 22 W6 5
o MATTHE R RE AP G HHL I B R T R TR L RE AR T 9 FE R AR AR S B AR T
B4 BT 9% . Waechter et al(2015b) 7F It L filf |38 123 HR 2738 B BB 5% B, AH X T RE AU B T 9%
HEREAE S B LLEERT I T . Aoy 3 2 B 0715 5 A SR L DA R0 B 5 X R A i T L
RS AR R T SO0, A 2 g i I e, TR AT IS RE AR S B AR
P SR 5 S i S . Andor et al(2017) 52 3] Waechter 58 (95 & - DUSUAS 4 A0 50 1 BEFE (S
BRI 5 A2 T AR AT UAT R80T T 2% 6 Be AU S R BE AR 2 Y T B T 4 IE . DT B
Mg e . 53 A ABATIE N T RE AP Bk A% 2 A R A B IXGR AR
WY KFEHZUHEE A—G,

FEN R B I A B IR AR 25 19 JR FR M 5 - A F 98 & X6 T 2% B AT M RR R 300 T AR [RDE =X 9 e TR A 4%
JEAE 77 B UEIX 28T 1 B8 TR bR 48 19 5 N BB 75 A 80K AR T 2 P B O 3 R R Y RE T I AR T
Newell & Siikamaki(2014) 3 jof 36 5 52 56 A1 AL 45 1 S5 56 0F 78 & B, 15 B R 2 2 32 8 71 2% & I 3 )
B2 AT B 2K 7n BEAE T 29 1945 25 BB A R ZE Ml 18 2% 40 X 15 BB 7 i IR Al . Min et al (2014) WL AF 58
BRI ARz E AT B SR AL AR T H 2 & N R B AR AT 5 A TH 2 B R R AR 5k
%t . Hardisty et al(2016) I\ I 2% 35 76 W4 3K GEFE & B A2 AE K WU Je IR AW B Am . (H & 32 3 s
KB YRR , el BTG X — H AR OCHE . T M1t 1710 AEREFE A Y15 B AR 2ok ™ 12
PR R R G & B T il T S K H AR AR T BE S ST 2% . Niederberger &
Champniss(2018) A5 B AL B & 4% B & - I 1T T RERUr M BEFE LA 15 48 WAl 5 BAR S, iF R &
PR A A AR AR PR R T 2 vh gl P SR XA L 5 T IA 2 T BOR I =L v U
TN . AR — 2P H R T PIRE BAEA R WSS A ER 2 G EA 2R R KM M ILHE
THRI B0 W B . ATTHE B 5Kk A VL0 AE T Rt T Z 00 s AR Al Fr 215 2 e sl 5 Re 8 %47
Ko FEILIE R RE R - B AR 0 3 (R T R RO e i T 2 A S B TR T B 43k B R AR
FH T 2R 735 REAE WA 15 29 1 BAR B0 B T g b3 9 38 3 “ 57

2. TMEEEZRS XN, BT REERI IR R 0L AR R EAT R B AR B0 2 307 X d A
R 43 R BRI U B A5 2 B4 (loss framing) AR, (D BRINEE . Frig BN E &35 8 o i gt ik
07 5 B DAy BRI T8 T AT G 7 A B AR T 3 00 S — 2B 25 B T 2 A TR AR 2 B ) s O
[, 36 {1 2 3 B B m e BB A & i A, Pichert & Katsikopoulos(2011) i@ 1t [ 4K 52 56 F1 52
35 2 L SC IR A 9T & L BB R A B LA R IA 7 X B T 3 B A B 2 a0 e BB (IE IR A 4R
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R JEBRNGE TR T 2 A E8E T4 AL e . AL AT o o 30 52 R85 vh K €5 L B (IR R 58 AC A7) 19 BRIA I
BF BT ZE AN ] 3 PR BT I R VR AL T L T BTN 5K BE R 3 K (6 8 IR B s R v A
[ # . Dinner et al(2011) W58 & BL, 25 (A KT 108 Ry BRI 2% 4 10 BR O\ B I b, L4 39 3¢ 17 ABE 2 4%
N7 A%, 3 MIN B AS BTG 0 F1 2 % (K &2 1 B 45 T f B¢ . Olander & Thogersen(2014) i
GE T BRON IR B X 52 2 75 3 R 1) L DO BSR4 52 ) R S BRIA RN 2 386 20 401 2 5%, ANl %%
HE BN E AR TAR 2 T T A AN B 4 R g5 4 BT A S KR £ L LA B IE Y M LAk
PETR B — e,

(MR . AR A P A 15 B BB 8 0 R T 9 3 00 K DRG0 3L L 18 IRtk BSR4 48 1 H A
1520 BUORBR A B 8 7 5K e i 25 o B 2, T FLBVR SR TS 25 . Yates(1984) & B LA
B S B 2R R A R B T il 5% S 5 2 2 O B B AV K 2 R R T B PABE L (H LR A2 A NS B R
PR AR BE R . Gonzales et al(1988) HIHE H 4K 5250 Jr i B ik 1 {5 K2 9 AE 22 2% 7 % £ i K 2 5 AE
BMVER . Horb A B R B2 32 3R 5 B o RIS SR BRS04 43 2 458 ol A 32 i 2R
15 8o BIDR BRUR 7 R 1 08 5515 48 AR R 45 SR 2 B, A B AL 60 26 11 SR 2 1B 42 1719 B B0 4 i 42 ol AL (LA
39% . Obermiller(1995) AfF 5% A& B, B T W 45 1 5% o DACIE 025 188 4 i N\ 1T I 194 34 358 5 e A R A 8
5 2 0 1) R Al RS ) AL A L 0E — 2540 56 T B 0% 0 B E SCRIIA T FBL 8 o 2k T DL 4R T
B E . Cheng et al(2011) 7R IARI AT B EAT B35 M IF I 45 A0 B 64T T 4038 - DO BUR 424
PR AT R AT I 070 TR 1 4 5 X S 15 2 25 o Ml & Tml kAT Ry o 3 R il AR 4 AR A it — 2548 7 L R
Xof 5% 2R RITAC 25 170 Ak DX B AN [) DT 32 380 T 48 R RO

Nicolson et al(2017) 3 i3 X b 5256 5 & B, 54 2 15 BRI 5 15 B 0T R 75 R B0 I |l 1 BOSR
WAl BEES X PTFIAE T Yates(1984) AW &, RO 2 £ B8 A9 05 S8 % A w1 1 77 i (Rl it ) 5% vl
AR B A N R EE AR (S 4T, W Dharshing & Hille (2017 BEWFR K8, HE LT L1
% wh 3l i e R0 G B R S PR BE S . B ARk AR E B A EOR BT T H AR AT N AR
Wz 7K L B G2 09 A AR T 2 25 0501 38 Y BE L (Fredericks et al,2015)

3. MRS B R . FOME AR BRSO B T O b N B VR B TR e
IR TEAINNEE S a1 5= W S NE o5 P o | o o R N ORI Q= R L S R UR ER T o A=
AL RIS NAL A8 B [5) B R%O% B 52 BE 20 B HL . Schultz et al (2007) 33 T 1 4> 52 Hly 52 56 43 B 5iF
BH T A M R A A M R X O 2 SR B T A L R, RS — S rh L A AT T A X BT A
REER P H B M NREE A 5 RS M U5 2% 30 % R T 5L o0 45 R & B, 4
T P B RS T R AR RE K RE B R, (EL ] B e B TR AR RE K B9 R IR S T 1R B
(boomerang effect) DI FEFE , HA AT AE 55 = 3050 S 56 rb Bl B0 % 0. 45 3R 0 R R BE i35 20 BB
I BT I B T AR AN DA A A A R B Y I 1 BB L T R BE (T BEAT . 7E Schultz 4 5L
) Rl B, Allcott(2011a) #1 Ayres et al(2013)7E 3 B OPOWER 23 &) “ &K iz 58 VR Ik #2.” Chome en-
ergy reports, HERs) Tl H (9 #5 B #6471 BEALEE B S0 56, i — 228 R T S0 AR A I T SE 30 i [
89 % 3 3 T RS 0 i 4 M S A 1 s P B AT R AR AT 9 O e T LU BB AE . A B RS R B,
AH R RS I A e A A RS 11 4 4t B 55 R A% T 10T Bk T DAAT RO R BEARBRAT

R BIF ST UE ST T R R A5 B SRE IR T R B AE L S SR N A Bk — 25
ST RS BRI AR EENE . (D KBS . Komatsu & Nishio(2015) 38 it % % 5K
JEE BE VR K AL AN TR) A SR 2 (A1 FH 22 57 % B, BB VR UK Xk N B L b 1) FNED N T R O R RE A K L
PERCR BB . Andor et al (2018) F 5 & B, B Hll 150 2t 11 HEL 8 1 6 1t IS 19 IO R 2 X HERs 1) 0%

O F5 il B 1 ML A S B8 8 BE G AR T b vl 9 2 JE 412 T WL 4 T R 2 B B SR B R AN 2
@H Ak (agreeableness) & s 27 1 32 FEAGE My p 2 M HRAE” (The Big Five) i IR L BERZ — . L%
T — A NN 25 1 18852 1 B AR A N S B A TF M 3R A5 06 R A BE 7 . R EL AR BT — A N AL AR
FEWE TR O IR T B AR
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JEEARR o 107 1 2 SRR 26 ] L H A RN R ) T 45 5 BEAE [l A 2. Allcott & Kessler(2018) 45 T
JE X T4k OPOWER 5 H 1 324 B (willing to pay, WTP), I DL br i 1 5 B2 g I K 20 14
R PR EIMREEW WTP R KM 5. Mk i1t THLS I Bk F s T4a
B AR AR B AR AT LR 24 Fi AR AKOEBIAE . (2O MBS BN 2. Midden et al(1983) #F5¢ &
W BB E B 82 % 1 GE T SR S CIN 8 F e 3 D AR A — B0 e T BB AR B Rt
AIAVE FHR/IN S IA O i S8 IR 2R TR e 1 A E AL B0 R 0] A R K . Nolan et al(2008) F 5% % B, i ik 1
PG 1 22348 7 1 FAR 8 A 28 A2 G B L FE A5 B b B IR T AE A 41X BI R A A 7 A S 8 e A
B NG IR MR BEM T REAT K. 28U, Bergquist & Nilsson(2018) BF 53 & ¥ #iL 7 B
B OWFEAT 9 54T 18] 19 B 9D 5 MEYE PR AR B AR F R/ B L o BV BE B 3 | 552 300 M J32 A1 A9 AR S
A Ry S0CR Do 107 02 L S B JRE v A RS A T AR 22 . (3) R[] 5 B RIVE FH LA . Allcott &. Rogers
(2014) 3 33 W 5% 52 42 g 5 B 000 H rb < 309 1 S50 40 - TR S AT 0y A 1 S () & 90 6 30 1 19 40
SO0 R R 0 5 19 5106 9 P56 60 [ 910 37 Crebound effect) (B 56 B2 S50 WK ¥ J5 4 7 %06 52
Ji S 0 TR 7K1 s A 1 AR A5 0 I ) B AR AT AR S PR A B AR BB TR i A T AL
AN < 300 A BE R K B A 4 7R A D — LS B VR S B A U A e ik SR B T AT R AT AR
B KWERTT R RAS T 2 55T A (A5 8 >0 45 19 75 1) B2 AR B AR CAnBEAE 7w 19 I 3K . 7E I
JLAili I . Brandon et al(2017) B¢ 1 52K B A > 451 95 A P Al £ AL . % B OPOWER i [ 52 it 1]
[F) S 40 AT P 5 28 1Y F HL I 0 55 A R AR T H 15 0 26 A0 MU HIR B 1 47 DA 3 158 A9 52 ) o A A SR E 1Y) S5
PRI I H AR 2 iy E R A

(Z)REBRFEEEITAHTM

AHOCAF TS PN 1 52 W S BE RE 5T e AT o e 2 R Y R - (D BUE . AR 22 I3 BF AR AR o ok f2 vp
ARG whEh i 2 A Z A BERETS B . Newell & Siikamaki(2015) 38 i3 % £ 5 i B[] 105 B A0 [ &£
KB HA ABESCEE RN AR D 35 1 W I3 B4 13 96 ~ 14 %0, Ui W SCA K PR 9 A BEAR A oK ok
Wi A FE B . Alleott(2011b) IR RUF 0 1T LLREAR I 2% # /9.0 BOA M AT A . (2) B IR
AR, BRIERN PR S T RE AN BR A R TR | A B R AR Y N 3R B T B 0 RE RS S AT O
Brounen et al(2013) A58 & B, ti F REFE B LK SR8 9% B M55 , 40 Y0 1 S 50 X SR BB A 1E 7
RER Rtk EL A P 58 A R UE W REAE i MREAE S Hh o Blasch et al(2017b) fEF5 ] T 2
B AR R R Gl EERE IR AR 3 IR 0 L BB TH 2 52 ) R I T A 4 i 2 AT Ok 2D o2 B AR RO H
1R, RTHEMBERF.ARREHZEHCCR BEA¥FHNNRBERZ RN S RMEE K
A WIRIK Z (Blasch et al . 2017a) . SRR UL ZUH FIARE IR 3K 77 02 52 W > N B BEAT A fin 22 dc 5 B 1Y
PIA I E

TEWIH 7 RS R R 5 SRR e B i SR I R 0 H A SRR TR AT DU AU T R
MY REIR R 5 A i ZE MBI 2% . I SCUE B oY 3 S o 4R A R IR 2 E IR B L DLXT SR IR 1
KBTI W Zografakis et al (2008) #F 58 & I, 2 A M KA HE 32 IR 20F 0 H Jm R L
T Z PR BRI 2 AT L b T REIRTR 9% L TN L AR A AT B8 R RN R BT Y 4 s B A U
S A KK B AR  EAAE R R BRI 2 ) O W R B IR A H BORM T L.
IS 2L Blasch 85 AR 5 90 5250 F A ATTI0 5 25 A 207 A RE IR 37 BAR B AE 52 1 2 %
B BE PR P S IR T A U T BE . Blasch et al(2017a) 8 1 X Fb 52 56 35 A 40 4T B A 24 3t 45 755 9
PHEBIRETR R IR AWNT 2 BRI 1 PR T8 — S O S R GO R L) KT e U AR BE R B AT T
TR R AR . BESTAE A L IR A BB B T 1O 2 e T RE T 1 L AL (HL B
it PR B G, PR O AR R 0 BRI T NSRS RO FIE 55 S AR, BT .
PR TR0 T 2 BRI T B TR 2 AR AR R AR R HLEE MR R R PR, BE
Vi IS 5 B 11 9% % M0 AR — Wi s A AE 9 BE A 7™ ity o TT T 5L g 2 A 0 o sl R L BT ik — ) o
XA UL TN A AN S S RE TR S S BB VE A FR (i Alleott & Taubinsky,2015), HZ, 474
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G AR A W T R R SR T R E A, AR B AR A BRI R R
Y BE 7 [n) B0 B0, 2 B T BE B RS (situational barrier) . 540, Bertrand et al(2004) {52 56 8 57 &
IR AAS 38 R0 27 2 e A R XU B T R R A A BB T AN i AR SR AR A R S AL
P14 27 A b T RITJE  R0) J 2 A 2 1 L A9 BT 38 7 B O A TS A AR R B b BT A e
MO B . AT MG UE R SN M P T A R R T SR A HE S 1A R W B AT O RO
BRI, ST AR AT BT ST HE 5K - 5268 B U 2 7R % (in-home-display . THD) X i i 5¢ B2 17 fE
E A FAAE ] B AT e il R AR I 8 T N S R & S L A A I B 8 H G
AR . 3K — R 850 F AT H & 8 35 Ak DT 4 8 s R T 29 e v il 1 AT el i DA AT AL 1Y
=R

IS, R RBE TR R IR PR T RN 3G SR A1 W 28 0 A AR A A A, BROAR S e R e A (HL T
g . P DL FE S THIE 2 8 A N R B IH BRAT A D 22 1 (] B 45 SRk T2 A B 7 X5 v L 2 B
IO TG BEARBIAT A B A 8. T EL B R TR G ARk T 2% B A5 v A R H Al e i A K dn
o T P 3 S s A, o AT R L

M. 285837

SE ) /N RAN - JUIHR o BE R A 1 PR A S R T R B YR 20 A S i R s B R R
B R v R A 2 3 ORI A RE IR R IR BT A5 A R . i3k R
JEE RE YR Bl F 50 HE R G 3 7 )5 T A B BE W5 K B4 1 RORE e o i A B AT 5 A SEUE AT TS AT O AR R B
43 [ K E RE TR DA A A L ol e v AR | DL AR B A A A BE DRI 2 TR A
BN BT AR S A A 1 4 1) A 5 IR B BT IR 29 AL 2 9 F A
7 0 42 T 2 19 e D R BE A e I 9 T 98 ABCE i 2 R A8 TR A CIEA TR IIE 1. T2
FIAT R EAE AAE 2 BB R SRE A N 23 R B ke R ek ] I B 45 O PR L BCIR i DL
Lo g 1) A O B A R AT R ARAIE . 2 28 U 2 R B 2R P S T 07 5 B 2R L D W5 AROUL L % 0 A
JE SR 75 463X 6 AT O R i LA KB AT AN iy S BORE TR S8 BUR SR I 1wl BB . AR A B L AR R LA A 4R
AN 55 BT+ BE IR 2l & DR oA A7 BRBELPE L PR AN BB IE 8 #5098 L BR AT IR AR AT 28 - 5 BOR ML BUOR R
AL WS B % . BE A (0 AR 2R & 1 3 K 2 B 5l 0 () 0 250 07 ) 42 0E 07 33 B IR A 4 T N K B
TREAT N IE 10 A3 . BE T 0 L AT AT SR VT 1 S A AR Bk i 2R BSR4 52 B M 8 — o o BOR B BRO0L 3=
AT A A =L T PR B 4 B R A e AL . o, 51 A RE bR 48 | EE A A S O = R O g
A BR BRI A O BEARAE 5 | 5 HAT O D SR 5 R A RS 1 45 8 S 15t R 2R JEE T A ik P 55 Ak 2 W 91 32 [
AT A P A 2 A SRR P TR R T R BB IR R SR L W B R B AR AR e A A T RE . A
T AE AR AS b il 553 50 R AT g Ml 22 o ik 6 BIF 50 2 6 0 45 18y 3 [ Y RE AR Y BORE  E SR AL T R B Y
SEMRE.
W2 e 1 Tl Al e A A i B A 5 R S 3 RE VRS SR T i S B A AR R ) 28 5E
12 i REFE A TR REFE T 7 R REAEAY 4000, 1M1 3R [ BUA 1 RR IR BOR IR AR T iR Be R R R 4y L
T REVEAT Ml AR T g o LA K Al A B ™ R A 2 2 WL IR R e [ R U5 b i 7 R A B B AP TE
TP A R A T 98 R 23 BC AN B A TR R DRI e AT B S S 1 R R Bl 4 TR RE U 2% 1L
) 6 e 35 e HE BT A S, BT DA B A B AR SCHR Y = BOR BN 5T O 1) - (1) A TR
BB e P S 00 45 S PR Y S50 28 T o RN R 28 57 5 7 0k B S RE BE IR 2% 8 AT O R AL L 1T
RE SN 9% PR5E AL 0E T P F X1 RE L A SE . LA, BEIR AR A TE TR AR B Tz B9 BT L (H A A R
FE SR 541X — BUR Y 2t A5 Xk 0 2 An e A 7 LA R R A T A 1 i TR 2 A L R A
R R 2 . FUA AT I AT 3 (0] 25 17 2o 6 (0] U 4 B8 S SO 1 0 i 3 18 52 ) L9 R S E S il e
ARETCr FL IR o (2) 7873 1 T AL 23 WLIE A0 [5) 31 2807 A 1 16] Sz 45 ML) - B s 9 8 R B0 R A 4
DX 1A AT DA R AT PR L R A X R YR A BRI DR DL S 4 Sk VR R 4R £ B
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AT REE AL AR AURT BE IR M5 B b o 255 450 2 DROB A0 SR Al DL 250 B A5 E — 25 8 ik L33 IR Aty
SRR ORI R R IR MAT KN IR B R 2 28 0917 BE SR Of AN 8L 58 R L 7R 22 AL
T BEAH O 19 i IR R 55 I 0 48 (4 B 8 B R ARCR . 98k, il TIRE —oc 2 TR 45t I
AE VT 2l ok 7 S B AN AR A T 23 IE A 24 SO0 32 A B A O R R B 8 5 U A R 28 0 . e dn L R
ZE ) SCA /K- 35 BE R TR RE U 2% 97 AR L I [ A3 o 9 RE A 45 1 0T B LAk B H Y L (H R
T AR DX 46 52 SR E TR AR B L T R B T AT D A A T Sk 52 3 A O 24 K BH BE A UK
r SR BEIREOR A9 HOM RAEPR 2R . AL Z R 1 BURE IR 2% 2R3 L 52 7119 B8 TR B 7 0k X 7 Sl
FRHE R UL AT RERCR A . PR Ay 3ol B 5 8 A2 00 v« e e oS B DR 2 A 05 A R 2 B Uk
AR S BEAT S I 7 B9 DR BAR AR R B MK 0 A g A0 9 BE O 28 RS I BEAE ST W 48 15 8L bk
AR AR A5 . BRI S RE B A DI AR B O W B L Sl T e TR A LA B O S A e O
P BT R ER A AT DU BT S P R R P g Y RE T S A e, R A BTG R RE R
Bi 3% 7803 M R) R & 22 () 28 LE AR AT g RO BARRAE A4 5 AL 2 A R A 22 8] A AR IR K
Z 8] (¥ 22 IE 1) K2 i LA
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Research Progress on Household Low-carbon Consumption

From the Perspective of Behavioral Economics

DENG Huihui WANG Haonan

(University of International Business and Economics, Beijing, China)

Abstract: How to promote low-carbon consumption of residents and deal with climate change at the micro level
has become an important issue for both governments and academia. The effect of low carbon policy based on traditional
economic theories is far from satisfactory due to its insufficient attention to micro-agents. Recently, the rise of behav-
ioral economics contributes to this issue by explaining the irrational and the compliant characteristics of low-carbon
consumption behavior from the perspective of psychology and cognition, and confirms how these characteristics affect
households’ low-carbon consumption. Based on a series of psychological and behavioral characteristics, i. e. , heuristic
thinking, time discounting, loss aversion, status quo bias and compliance, western scholars have designed different
policy interventions and conducted empirical evaluations. Studies find that nudges like introducing energy labels, fram-
ing of information, providing normative feedback, promoting personal education and energy literacy can effectively re-
duce the energy-efficiency gap and cultivate low-carbon consumption habits. Under the perspective of behavioral eco-
nomics, policies promoting low-carbon consumption of households have successfully altered consumers’ behavior by in-
corporating their psychological and behavioral traits in the absence of interfering their freedom of choices, which offers
valuable reference for academic research and policymaking on the low-carbon consumption of households in China.

Keywords: Household Low-carbon Consumption; Behavioral Economics; Behavioral Characteristics; Policy Inter-

vention

(HAE S 5 . ) 3 9%)
(R xF o ) )

— 141 —



