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W OE AT RN B R R R AN B R0 S AR T K AR B 3 IR AR KT o K
R A AE A, R I T 4o . A b AT DU BT U ) 5 0 B AU B AR A B AR
Bl AR R P R 5 A A (6L ARt A 6 A A O K R AL BB, (R AL
Y62 E R Ao A B (. A B AR 2307 KPR B B AL O R A )
WA AR B AL T ) 8 R R T OUE T B AR R S A TR R 0 I, SR T A
BRI AN I A RIIE T BRI AT ot B A4 0 1 I Ao R, B E
BB B 69 e A B dmikxt B A2 6 ) 09 KA EIRAT AL

KB MBAKE; AR SEER

S B489:C9I

1 5|5 A A& —1T —17 & #iF(Trope & Liberman,
2003). RS2 AR AT B AR B 3
AT R SRS s, WA o) WIRRRT S0 Bk ﬁﬁm
- v e A D vt 1 Feyd, B3GR A (desirability); A i B K F-
SEEE O Birp it BT AR S mihis R E LT . P s - — e
e e e R 3 XS T] A5 (feasibility) Y 5G 1, BV 58 i H
MR 5 I A 35 A v oS i R B R, X R B B B % 3 5 B I 60 % U (Fujita, Eyal
9 [ Fe b bl (selfcontrol) e W) M ASE I RGeS R e, e
. _ . o . R Chaiken, Trope, & Liberman, 2008). it B /KR J&
L HAR . ARBEHEET . 25 . WIKMAER N .
o N = N - . — PR R T (] dnAE B AT I S e R AR T
DR EZANNIRO L3 T ZRRE AL P o DRV
. . s . . S A DU S B R AE), HE AT DABEE O
A IS WS R R L, A FRE 7 R . - .
. . - . o \ 1 B 1 728 4k 111 2% 4k (Fujita, 2008), /0 BRI 85 2454
W RIRUR SE R, (K SE T8 R4 1 T bl M \ o
BYE XIEAHE 7B K B8 (Construal Level PRLLT Ty Z A0 AT, KPR G SRR A T AR
Theory, CLT)M AR TiiAt A Fedeli i T, il DL RORAERE RN GRS, S %
o R 21 - 121 B S - 3 e EN - S K 02 e L R
LRI BE(T Lib & Wakslak, 2007), 4/~ A%0
RIS AN AT F R AR R o oPe Liberman, & Wakslak, 2007). =%
_ i o  SETIRA LB R, U T
FIE G K, X—ME KR RAMR, iR o " N .
e ’ o KT 0 P EAT FAE AP AT B B BT
JE v B e i KT, i S AR BT A R K o 1 ATt 7 P30 75 26 G (BarA
FRRER LA R0 SR ooy, A EITTIAREE zm;f ;&f“m
ﬁ%E‘ . J: \LE‘ L‘,{&—‘ E ;\ N E‘ , ﬁl n‘ Mo g 1berman, rope, gom, 5 rope 1berman,
g LALHOBLR S HRRHICHS, BIMAGBER ) s 0 s 5 Bk 0 6 S
SN T ARBUANR,; R B R B AR . . e N
(R0 RE R TR LLE 5 e By, BRI PRI A 28 T 5 M) A R KOS Y e AR, T
’ ) ' ’ TR KOT- (0 TS A AL B 0 25 0 B 355 11072 4/F (Liberman
& Forster, 2009; Henderson, Wakslak, Fujita, &
ek HEA: 2017-05-02 Rohrbach, 2011).
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T AR S5 70 ) AR it R 7K A D7 A T SR s 5 A
4 (Fujita, Trope, Liberman, & Levin-Sagi, 2006).
I R Az ) 2 AT SE ] T SIS 46 B HAN i AH
O PR B B 1) S ) A A T Al O B B R {H
A (T AR 14 BB [ 32 (Fujita, 2011) o ARG L 1 5E X,
ik R KT B AR B 5 R P S 2 E AT A 3R
e, FFHIATT — RIS ORI R B iE iz 1
(Fujita et al., 2006). {HARX} T Fefas il HALBLE
MIRITSE, KIEMRBKT5 A FAE S A OF AT R EL
A, X AR E N FSE TR JC R o AR SO R S
FEARIEAT TR, AR R K XA ] B s
AT A RS e, X P 28 e 1 R A R 9 e,
A KGRI 1 1 B A b A BILRL, S R R A
RPN A ] TSP 2%

2 FERRKEX B AT HIRI SN B H AL

i BT 5 A F AR 5¢ R 1Y STUERFFE AT LA 43
HPRS: —FHEIBRIERAKE, BT A
AW 53— S WK A B KA —Ff A
R ET, BRI AREHLR . BIPMHREK
FE AR (DREE/FBEATES, |
Freitas, Gollwitzer il Trope (2004)JF % . #{iiiE iJ
Wl — 25047 R 0 B Y sl 5 B R 5 3 il B KT,
B ez g > T E A R — R AT
H T B A SRR B K, flan<anfefiz gh?
(Chiou, Wu, & Chang, 2013), (2)JAZ4/2801{F 55, th
AIFRA BN EEAT 55, B Fujita 8(2006) 7 % o
2T 55 2 38 A LT BT 2 I AR R AT S0
(LA 2K ST Bl e AR KT, i a2 — A
A A5 T LA K J S AT AR R K- o 51 a2
fiff P 7K ST 21 T B[] 2 3 51 S AT 4 iy — A,
AT iR B 7K T 2 ) 5 T [ 85 e <3 01 g — A
5] -F-(Fujita & Carnevale, 2012),

AR AR BT B R K- — 3 5 Vallacher
- Wegner (1989) % 1T B9 17 A % % % (Behavior
Identification Form, BIF)filll+, iX {338 H
Al 50 (TF- B ) A gl e (B B PR AR A W] 4 X%
25 M RIEATHIR, Gt A ARIE R B 0500 £
i, B Rs MR RO .

FE S R A2 B 1 FRAR 2 — B 4 n
&, TEAT N JZ ] L SR 38 B 18] 91 410 (temporal
discounting) FIZER i /2 (delay of gratification), &
FE RN BE AT R LA KT RE M A 3R 45 il (prospective

self-control)o T T X = AT T 4351 At LA B
AKX A F Az 5, I A BT R ik R K
S P A AT REHIL ]
21 SRERRKFREERES
211 EHEHINAE R E

FF [0 7 10 2 i % 4 32 = 4 1 A0 DT A B AIG
(Ainslie, 1975). AMAREE B YT HBE S, AN S
RPZs i m p B, A IR I RE bl 22, X2
P T i R R 1 3 2 o O o S BV /N
IR TR AE R (AN E AR [ (Fujita & Carnevale,
2012), FER 2 SET TR, B MRLE
P it A R 25 Hh &, T AR A Ak A 1Y [ 4
SR U R R S AR U A (B O H bR
(Mischel & Ebbese, 1970) B 3 5 W T 4K 7E ST
UNEENEIE S SN EE O PR S

Fujita %5 (2006)F 5% & U = i B K F 2 A
7 RIS B I g o ZE AT A S 5 v 2o S R B
155 KA KT, SRJE LB 50 DAk 7 R
Y IR — B o [ AR A5 R ot o, Al A S A
M aw, ZREMGMMBEAKTALL, &K
-4 % 37 B AR AT B AN RS I R ST I A T I,
RY s [0 228 3R ) 755 A e /K 4 B Bl RS T N, R
B )it 2 e i R KOE T BE A aE A R . X — 2
SR S5 S2AT 5T Tk B & SHIE(Yi, Stuppy-Sullivan,
Pickover, & Landes, 2017), #:4\.C>BLEE B A4 5T
WIESE T Bk %5 7E Pronin, Olivola fll Kennedy
(2008) 11 52 5 rh L B IR B B R LR S R S D AR
F 50 SETTHY MIHGA WA H E 5] 65 20
i, T 0 B I A ) a4 D Bkl 9 2
R, 370 PRI A 19 3 D) o 55 26 3 9% P
Shy 5 o DR B — b R i, BB R R R R
B OB sk, 25 R R B a0 B S 4 Tk
50 707 BRI [l % ) gl U i 2 B 2/ i I s A
WG o3 S — A FR (RO BB B9 F 5 = A B
(> PRI B ) SRR O BRI Bt R B T R RE Y 2%

e B A Jf DL A RTE S B B T TRDARE 1) 485 SR (Maalkoc,
Zauberman, & Bettman, 2010), i UL 238 AAT]
X ESF I ) B o 9% T 2 it 5 ) V) 7 388 o i b,
55 R T 4 =X Y 25 S A T e R v o — g
SR AR 37 RV A AE SR R R = AT e B,
RS A DA 55 v 3 174 2 458 DU A T 1 S 3R
B[R AS ) ) A SR Wi 25 22 fB) o Bian, AT AE IR
10 R, XEER 3 KEZTE =19 B (Benhabib,
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Bisin, & Schotter, 2010), X1 L S5Hf A Hrdnfy
PR AR, HWEEENERZERAE K
(1, 49 R T AN AT B R [ 6% IR M . 2
BT LAATTHE AN A R i 25 22 ) Xof 48 3R 5 4 1) R 2L
g ) AR T A P i B U 3, AT AR A
7. BIVAR T 1% 98 2B L T o) 4 fRp 1) DR Ao, Bl 2 g /b
T o SETRFROET R, AT A5 E Y 0 R
i, LAE S EOR T 2 AT AN R R AME SR
f 7 2, A A BRSO DL R, R A A A
R A [E14i2 . Malkoc % A (2010)AF5TUESE T )8 sl i
i T K 23 /0 Bl R B I AR DL, BV 4 T A
BOKFA, B K4 5B R = K& TR
BT RSN

bR BIF 9 45 2 BA A7 T X S T B A sk 8
B I B0 i i o K ST 1 A A B T R e o o ] B
TEAE 25 O VR0, BRI T R A HE R ks
FEAT R o FEHIE D, W] AR BT R KT Rk
3.0 FRPR B (Trope et al., 2007), E4AMA{d
o iR R KT X A AT R AR, AN A R
O FRBE B AT o B [ B A OO BHLE A — 2
HI(Trope et al., 2007), J& & BKFERK T4
VK5 g [a] (30 B )00 BEEE 2, DA 44 T 7T R
FEAT B 3 W F Ak (9 K 30 B A i JE R A2
BRI 94 FSF (0] 17 R B g 14 S SR A
212 BEFEMERITH

A AR e R R AR AR A B v g AN
PR BEREAT H — 2 AR R AR AR R 1 TRl 4, 45 4
PR BEFEASASE AR PR 1 s TG 7 A5 [ 42 0 26 7 A
AR WM, A P e PR LS — S (R AT
RNk g Mz gl), HAESL w8 4 )
#AT 55 i , Magen F1 Gross (2007)AF 5% & BiJIR &L
W48 134T 55 1R < BRI 2% 1) 2 T 58 (7
il R KT AL ) R R B ) R R R R B G, R
P T SRAY [ TR H . Fujita 25 (2006) ISt
ISR T X —45 5. M55 2 e 5
PR AR 7 25 04 I ) 4 A T B AR A BEORS v 1 A A%
T a6A5 B, 45 R & W i B KT 18 Bl 20 Bl L Ik
il RV I S A AR AR s i Rl B R, R B
o R KO Sk A FR s . MIZEALATT Y SE G 3
T AT PP AR S S S S5 1
IR, JE SRS T AT — s AR (BN 57 SRR
B2ib gk s B 2, B ands 2.0 WE & 9k KU
FIHERRPEAS o S5 LB, R K S A i AR

B EA S IN G S0 A S R R .
Ab, MRS F BRI E B Rt 2 iG A
Lyl se, MmxHERRARHMARERS
G T AR AR AT R B T S — ) R AR b A 4
Xof VA PR A LB R A4 SRR T R A 3R
Tl R R E SRR FEEEEREREA
A XA % {5 B (Freitas, Salovey, & Liberman,
2001), #A0 B B BB WAT 2] T — B A5 R,
AR R LT ENE A C i TR H NS
o n] e ik S ORI, S B R AR
BRI B £ 1 1 B0 T AT DL AR 2 S e OB
B K 36 5 %) TKCBHE i (Promin et al., 2008).

TEARFRAT 9 75 18T, A [ fift B K1 18 S 440 fet
FREFIAS (e £ ity B PP A B AN 8], A7 090 3
1o PR TR AR AR AN ft R £ o 11 (B B DA
TR T AR R A AR, X £ & B B4 )
Z & T I(Ronteltap, Sijtsema, Dagevos, & de Winter,
2012). Hmf R T2 R AR (M&M
LAY B ) B 2 S Y B A (R A )
(van Beek, Handgraaf, & Antonides, 2017), iXFHP¥
M b2 A AT TR S R AT T, Fujita
FI Han (2009)47 55 T Ak JCHE B M 1 20 K% 2k,
Il (T T7E S 36 P RN I AT DA e £ — A SR (R
i) B — R BB IR (R R ) o 405 20 s A
KV JiE Bl 2H W e 3 R 1 b AR IR R K
RN 50%, HEB T R K T AT LR
H ¥ ll - Hamilton, Vohs, Sellier #1 Meyvis (2011)
Y SER AR S T 3K — S5, ZEAATT Y SE g h 45
B 20 AREA 1 A A e R R A IR, s 1
MR AT LIS 3] 5 6455, sl R AR
1 B RE ) il B A, 45 2R IR e R K K0 B R
MBI e T B 2 AR IR o AR R K T8 23
S A TE A (R T R A T B FRe A R, 7R
Sig e AR B A e, AR R 3R
8 18 (self-transcendence) 5, F F% 2 i (self-enhancement)
AT A RE S, IR 5 BT R I TR] P Al
ATAT LAS A iz 52 56 2 b /Y D 1 (— F 2 IR EA
TRFRAE A, AR P FRoR A RIS A
SERR L, T A BB BT R e R T
B/ A B IRAE = A B (Burson, Crocker,
& Mischkowski, 2012), X2 F 2 A i [ &
HE R HE T B 5 (9 % B K 7 (Schmeichel & Vohs,
2009),
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BT 4 AR T, R S B
FREA AT AT DUAELANMAR) B Fed=i] . 7£ Chiou
S5(2013) 1Y 32 35 i A 58 AU /R BT 55 R,
TEHE —fy AR a4, RAEFRE 1 /N Y],
TE X B A AT AT LAV, 45 58 & BUa 3l i Bk
B IR AR 2 IS K [0 45 B TR R B B ek,
Zia s ] Ll oy B I HIAE S5, B ohizsh
Jii 157 BRI LA K2 Bxt BRI $R A R T B R4
Hlvh2e . 7E Sweeney Fil Freitas (2014)1%) 5256 7P 4
BRI — W 2B R, RERITHIREZE
B — & S iz shi B a], 45 5 % 30 5 f Bk SE )

B2 W12 B i ] 52K TR R KR B4,

I T HA 0 HIRERIBE ). LRSS REH Y
F R4 i 2R A R R AT N b, A R
Xt RE ) AR AN BEAIK, B REARHI AR, R AF
Xt E BRI R, R L AT A
AR AT R o
213 HIEEM BT

fiff R AT AN 23 5 T 32 T X 37 R 1Y
10, 238 KRG A R A B nl REME, B2 4R
1= B 9 1 BE I B R 4% i (Rogers & Bazerman,
2008). Hif AP F IR A5 R A A AT B Rk W]
REAETE ISR, MRS RI— R A4, WA
FRAETT, R IHFAR M A IRFEH] . Fujita 1 Roberts
(2010)55 N & I3 2 i £ B 7K T 23 14 okl A
RREPE B A S (4 T B o FEABATTI SE 5 v,
AR AT HLE AT PRANRS Ve B9 RE T4l X 0y
TIEA AT 500 Al A7) A R - 9 By, {0
SN ETIE [ 07 Ny O B/ 4 [ e 6 T |
e R TE S vh S T R ARSI oE . AT
B AR AT A SR Sk A PPAL A AT I S
FTHST &R0 . 455 % B i B KCF )8 sh4 plk
BRI B0 L B R T
WX BRI A T PEHl . Roberts (2011)HIWFST4E
RAEIOUF LR Sh A FERE A & BUBR T [ 3
TR IR, AR KO B Bl e 25 (i R TR S R
BRI J5 ok SCRe AR R 1 A =il o AEScge bk
R T EZ S IN—A /N 22miR, el
WRRTEMIL Az 2wz 20, ] DLk it
W — A oe, MEmslzfaEnt, EilaumT
W /NZ . BERER IR, 5 Bl R KO i Bk
B e e —

LE ERTIR, ARG R R HA

A NFF AT, S5 SR ABIUE T = A R KT
SefRHE H RPN, XOE W TSR K
ALz M 5 B bR, B0 44 B IR e, ik
i R AT 2 T B S 3 AR 4 vk T A EL AR BT (i =),
WA TG 58 1 R Sk, TR o fifk A /K 7 38 A6 %
Fo 45 o) v 5 B B 45 G HK A 5 2 o8 B A B A H
Bro WEEIEE, AMASKT 1 [l 4 ) 25 B8 T R 2 A
AT me 17 F A il 1O B -

2.2 RRRR/KERN0 B ISR OIS

WA T AR R K sz 1 R4 i A4 A AL )
W 5T 2 BEAE v A4 J 300 Tl 4 (5 =) i 12,
W T IHERA BRI RNEE . T
RS RI, fRBKT 19 28 Ak 23 5 | A 2 H] A
HERES AL, AR X A T HA AR
FEWA o ST & BLAR R AR 75 2K H AR IS v] LIS g
H F& ¥ il (Fishbach, Friedman, & Kruglanski,
2003), JEXTFR A5 R H AR IR 4G 248 3 i 1Y 5 2 AT
VIoE v i) B AR, H2 H AR AN fig g
SR E 1% Fujita Al Sasota (2011)fi FH 1lJC % #5
1% (Lexical Decision Task)k % 2515 2— H AR
Begl, 255 HA OE S R B B A e A2 R
XTRR Y5 - E AR A, AR AR B K B AN
XIS,

AR, AN A — = 4 AT R 4 A B
AREF, X AR F XA B AR CE T (Fujita &
Carnevale, 2012). — ™A &0 & 5 SCek A4S 1 7 vk
T X A R B e T K S A R <]
I 7Nz D) 2 A PR AR AT RE X 35 2 A AR S
JEE, TR Eh K 25 R Sy sl A 1 s A U 3 R
AR AT B XS B 2R A TH IS Fujita 45 A(2006)1)
WG IR e i A 7K T Bl A1 AR A B /K S 3h 4
X PR A PEAN A 25 R, HL i i KT A X IR
Lo 25 BH A% B AR 58 B S RRNE RN BB AR, 2P
P i B A R\ Ty X 5 iA A AR R,
45 R WIAR S T B i3 ELAR 09 (AR A B /K7 )15 R A
B, e S R 1 (R R KO ) S B
B3 BB A 5 B PP B AR . Fujita A1 Han (2009)
i — 20 BrE T XTI 2 B AR RO X 1 3R
S P R A o AT P PR RS AEL DM 46 (Tmpliciit
Association Test)% 28 H A BGR S B, 45
KI5 RO S A AR 75 SR A — P AR
AR, dEmiR T By A R IR, WA
) 1) T A A B A A R KO 5 18 FR A o ] ke 30 43
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H A A o T T PAY B IR AL 56 1 T 0k ok 5 425
JRE- 158 D o it o A S 52 M 0 5 =R PEAG O A —
MR EINS S, Wl LU A e Jr 2Ok BT
VRPN

AN [ R i K 2 (A A X 35 R AN TR 1y o
T, R ROK SRR, WA S
52 3 5 W] 4R s, TS R g HA
BT LAY A AT] Aty ae s A, i R v 375 9 A
PRAATAY B 28 FAR, AT AR £ /4% B 25 5 1R o 5
A&, et T A FREER

3 MRKPEIEX BREFIRL AR

bSO TR BT & 2 BLR B R SIAT
RREZ I, R T BART O 2 AR A
R “E RO SR A IS, NS RE
TR A B /KT B 2 Anful 4 R A [ 3R 42 1) 3
W, FRR R K T 2R 5 P A i 7 R4 o B
HIBK R, T 2 WLk AR BE K 5 B IR A Y O
Fo XFAP A IR G IS 4 R R G A A
FFEmHIL .
31 BHIFEFINRFRE

Metcalfe Fl Mischel (1999)4% i1} T XSRS f5 5
ARV, SRR A AR 94T 2 AT DL <R
Go R RGN . ARG EER U
RWIEE RG, RREWWOE S B AR R
SR, BRRGERUEDNREBMINDRS,
PR RESHEARIET B BT . 3R
MARGBE R R L A A H, MR R
BrisiE r B R W x4 | R

fRRBEACE ISR 1 T R SR B A S
HAEA . BRACEHEIS T B R H IR H
IR TR T 45 R G0 eE AR 2 LA B FR s, R
JX (guilt) F 25 Hik (shame) 55 1% 25 23 e #F B 3 4% i
(Amodio, Devine, & Harmon-Jones, 2007), X A
SN 5 1 TS S T A MR AR X B B AT A R AT
SR, RO & i B K (Fujita, 2008). {H2
WA HE H, WP Z Bk 3SR A R 2 A0 B,
EEEPEAF RIS, P2 AR A Y i A
TKAE 25 Bl 025 2 5 B 7K F (Han, Duhachek, &
Agrawal, 2014), AN iFIZMTIE AR AR HE T X L
R 25 P 2, 1A DA At 9 A R B
&4, RTIEL . BRI A RIEH R IE
AR Z 0 TR . IAh, A TR R AR

T 25 224 ik A ¥ H (Shmueli & Prochaska, 2012),
2 DR A B AR & 1 3K 2 ol P 2 O 1 =i T
PSEAE B, BIABATTIY B KB (751 A Fujita
et al., 2006) WHL R UL, MFREACTE TR ARG
LR X A B A S, B s RS KT
BT H S T ) ZR gt [ TR I 1 52 0 T R
SE T AL 55 BT R FH I A B K-
32 BHFBER

F FRFE I B R f A2 WF ST A TG A FR A
il #5%Y(Goto & Kusumi, 2013)., Baumeister, Bratslavsky,
Muraven Fl Tice (1998)% Aihk H T4l 8T %8
WA T AR R B8, BLA R 20 PR,
BEINRRA . R AT 2
AREE T HALTE SR . HEDRA 22 A3
FEE IR WE 7 AT I F 5% 22 02 58 2 XU T 45 3 Ok
SN Y A 32 #E 55 (ego-depletion), B 5E A AT —
A A F A ] 09 A 55 (AN AL AR ) 2 e s
RTEJG 4RAT 55 b iy A A= wI AR 1, DAANMARTE S —
AMESS b A TR 9 2 WOk B e 17 34 ) 9 R Y
THFE . AR A3 BF 5 il Ko B F 5 ol 96 U 1 AR
Baumeister [ 57 7 BA 38 45 H B AL 78 A= B2 1,
AR 3 9 R T B K O
(Gailliot et al., 2007), {HiX—&5 IR £ 5 20
5% T 5% (Beedie & Lane, 2012), A WF55 5 +5 Hi R
A BRFIIA N 22 3 A B 25 4% 1 R4 Tl 1) B AR 7,
=85 H AL H) A BF 58 (Inzlicht & Schmeichel,
2012), X Tk, TR A RAEE IR
Sy F A 0 BRI AR T — S R AL A
19 7] BE AR -

WF 52 48 AR A B /K 7 1T AR 5 38 FE o AR B¢
R SEMLTEE [RG5S 00 R T L AR T
B T AT 45 Rk X L A 3R S I A 23 [a) B
BTSN, R RIS Pl TE 2N,
H AT HARRIE S LR shim A P i) £ A (Bruyneel
& Dewitte, 2012), T J] 38 2K i 8] #2530 () H
Fr(Lyu, Lai, & Liu, 2017), TE4T M4 EFE LB
B {K(Kim, Lee, & Rua, 2015), 28] F FRFEH %
R4 B i KA o T AR R AT SCIT I, IR B K
WL A IR . BB T RETE A AR
v B SUE 55 R B P AR, BIRT— 551 &
T HIRFEWE, BT MR B RRE KSR, M5
THRER —MMES LER ., XFTFik, Wan
Agrawal (2011)F)HF 58 A I T i BE/KSF- 1Y v
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MAER . AT BT R BLET— A A IR 55 2
R AR B3] JG — AT 55 20 FRAE B B PR TEAN,
1 v X L U LR AR 0] AR R AR Y EE B TR A,
BRI T AN I il B KT, ST BELAS T B FRFER
ARG —A> B RIEHIE S BRI, WA A RAE
i 1 WA 55 22 18] i3 3 i R /KT 3 4 R 3 T A
BB A AR, BFoE 2 R R 58 R — A B
AR S5 IS, W8 SRR AR BT
HIRAEB IS, (&M B KT8 s A B A
L AR PLS (Agrawal & Wan, 2009; Schmeichel
& Vohs, 2009). FRBIFER IR RKF X —X A
T A R B F A SRAE T e S A A Y
BWRARMEYE LR R, HXEATFEEZR
BFFE SN LAGERA

i R K T HEE MIA N RAE B A BT T A 3K
FH, R T ARE R BB KRR
AKOTF A FAE I (B A R TR 3 3R i B R
AR J5T A B B B i B A AR R TR A R B R
HAREHIWCR, AT AFREGES N ©E,

4 T

SO ELARAT Sy R 5 4 J2 T T e i
R A Fe Az n AL SEAE T, AH X Rh A2 2R 7E
IFE RSN, BB AR B AR sk
B R B AR o T DR = i R
AKX A F Az AR FEVE B B A5 4k, T T 42
T b P i B K- 5 A FRAAE IO SC &R o
41 BRiRMESZEM
411 ESWNE. EEMEN

o KT X B B ) A 2 A T ORI
TFEA A BT & B R R AL T X
FIARH(EPEAY R B B (Fujita et al., 2006; Fujita
& Roberts, 2010; Fujita & Sasota, 2011; Roberts,
2011)0 A HARME TG = B H AR gl B A
B, R —A B A X, s
it S —E A R SE e, T AN o 2
B3RS b, BOXR R 55 HE B PG 2
W] g fige B K P X 3 A5 A 2 HEAE T . Roberts
QOINBIFFE K I, 1w fif T 7K - X B 34 1l 1) A1 ik
VB RAFAE T REE N F CARMESE AT 55 i ik
. B YA AT LIAR AT R SE A 55,
AN B IR B 1R B A R T

bR 14T 55 B ELRIERE Ab, AT 55 45 3R a0

QA R 72 S O NE B AT N A PR i
IR R R, AFRERNH N Z — 2T
e B4 g e e R R S5z R BRAR ARG 2 1 A A S
DLk 2 3 4 1 45 (Volokhov & Demaree, 2010).
Watkins 2 A (2008) W52 & BT HL A5 2 4 2k I
S TEAARES, T 4534 (outcome  elaboration)
P AIF 9% T 4 Ml e I T A SR S T A 5 25 R
BT SRR, 455 w2 —Fh [ 3R
MR, AR IS ARk TR AR Y 4 AT R
%, X PR IR A RAER], Oy A A A
O R IR A (B 1% B A5 (Haws, Bearden, &
Nenkov, 2012), 1455 FA A] LL 432 BRI TE AR
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412 {EFSEAEE
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AT R B ITEAL G 1L 15 SAT 55, (K%
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B EA R E R, WAL, X T R
KPR R, A6 2 I I 8] 58 U 55 P RE DT A
SETHIRE , & T B K K5 I [ 06 i 40F 5 7T LA
R ISR AEAETE, B 98 & B R R K T AE JS T A
X Bl T S S GRS R PEAL, BIVAH LE TR A R
I3, R AR KT A R BT Bl T ik A K
RO R, SR HXAT 3l A9 B (8] 2 56 I (Liberman, Trope,
McCrea, & Sherman, 2007); T H., & f#BK AL
23 B TINONS %6 WL 8] 68 PFAk (2 18 K Bl /) i £
b5 Sl AT Z2 /DI R IFAR), (H 2345 UL ] 97
Al O6F 1% 3 FF B B ) B 32 0L0E%3Z), B R 1% 3l ik
A BN E A IR, HEEACEEH &
Maglio, 2016), ZEX RS EIFIGE T, &l B AK A

AR AT BEIF AN A F O T IR AT 3 4 4 ) 4 3,

Fr AAEAS T f 3ok W i 4 BB, R Ak S IF
AR, Az, ML TRZES RT3
MRS, 12— BB ok S8 AR 55, =i
BACE AR A A= EHRL
413 BfRIER

B Fr 23k 7 Xl 2552 i fig K% | FR A5 I
PAEM . BasaT MR R Btk

FPATHER K . HAr: Kl (goal intention)F§ 4™ A&
T BRI AT A F TN ML R, HIE
O FRATRIRBMRE 27, $d 71 F (implementation
intention)ft F& M A RSB H #5 T 2 TR, B
Pl X B4 Y RIER, WU A IR s
far . PLERER 7 20328 H R (Rummel, Einstein,
& Rampey, 2012), Wieber 25 A (2014)8F5% & B4~
A 5E I A IR HIME 55 B B bR 22 3% X & 01 i
BT X A = dil msgm, Ma shplilny Bk
BEN, SRk EEgn [ ®RER, B
25 S B BT PR R R, G R K A ik
A P HIME S RIS,

RG] DA — R EE S S AT v A
K2 R TR M AE i PR A F) — A B
Dot R AE IR, ST 2T E), FOE T L S T
55 o TEXFIEBLT, RN B bR 75 257 B 58 5
B, BMETESHFEBIINER, E2MmEL
AN 58 BT S5, BIPRATME BB o T A 3
AT, AR TR KT, B2 i Bk F
SR AIRIES, X — S C L8 T IS,
KR SE AL H AR R L DG E H AR R S B AK
B Hi 4E (Krause & Freund, 2016), &4k, ML H
i 2 LU R R H RS v K B AR A A KT
42 SERBKELER

1o B KSF Ze R AT LA 43 A A1 R PN B R A
Mo AMERIE MASERE SR K LR UK
x| R AR SR, A R E TR AR AN 2
BiIRE SR PR RN LIER . i
B PLRE RS TIEE A RS P
B) & SR E AT i Al

XA R R R, CARIE
19 R B = RO A A TR AR B K O 2548
ARSI, R RKCTE X A R 4R AR
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ke, R B R 1 AR RS B 2 0 AR AR 4
S, BIIEE b ) B S B AR B A E 2 (MacGregor,
Carnevale, Dusthimer, & Fujita, 2017), 1% T P 2
R KRR, R KCT X A A Y A
HEVE AR J5 8L B 54T 55 14 = i B KO R R )
H i (Price, Higgs, & Lee, 2016), 5% & 16 fif Be7k
FREIMES i A T — D F A R B AR, RN
Ja RS kR, B9 18 58 A s IR A A
K Ja AT 55 B R Bl A bR, 22 )5 Bl AT
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Az il 22 . 25 R B A S/ iz B iR
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BHEFERIF A ERR YRS LA EZ TR
R .
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KA RE R A B A BB A, e B 22 A iR
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K- 1 B A AL o
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Tl (U AHSC G o AN, MREKSF5 A FaE l
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WA, XEBUA A FR AT R =

(o7 L, AHAL T Rb R = B R SR BRI,
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P42 il A KT BRE I AN 2 i A8 i A 1) 45 i [
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TP T M BT AN Be i B 11 R4 1l 2R i 19
JE I eAh, ZAE R BFE IR o A, R
Z NPT HATIRE Sk,
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T, O AL A A AL B D 5 I W b
Foo TELHEHLEIT I, WA KT HREKEZm A
TaEH B P A PP RR D, KERH M RAKT
LR — RO BRALE, 22 28 H A AR & X B RS
M, Q0 B KOE 215 4 (Fujita et al., 2006)d:L>
HGR IR ALY (Wan & Agrawal, 2011)5200 H F
HLD AL Z — o BT E T Z AT AT RE Y
O FRATL TR AT S5 GE FRN FE, DA T S0 B i R K
TR sz A FAEHI A, BN AT VL (regulator
1it) AT BE 2 A BE K 52 ) 1 3R A5 6 B — A A L
Hilo TV ECEFE AR A JH57 2 [7] (regulatory focus)

55 AT 45 R WE DT B, /759 2 1) 41 46 A F 22 1)
(promotion focus) 1 TH Bjj % 4] (prevention focus).
5% & 30 v A B KO S5 4R 0 Tl A %, IR R K
SE 515 5E WA 5% (Lee, Keller, & Sternthal, 2010),
T 25 A A (0 9815 2 1) 5 58 B 1 347 4T 55 S m DT
[ N e U S R N E B i S A i =
(Hong & Lee, 2008), M4l LA WFIE kL E 2Pk
Hb IR R A AR K ST 52 e 1 4 i (9 9 1 A e A AR
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AMERE AR S5, =R T A SRR 5 2R (1 T
NNIE Sl EE E LTS

EABBHLHI 7T, A B X R B KT
R B RIS L ALHIE ST, KSR A5 4
W, & B KT ST VT RE 23 5 A i X DL R
A AT FAHER R, X8 X S g B4R AT R
WA G, QA X I R S R R R
IAHIT¥% il (Heatherton & Wagner, 2011), A7 4
T2 A E SN (Casey et al., 2011); fifk
i 7K ST 13000 7T BB 23 5 i1 2% R G sl K i 17 45 X
VA B SCHRAA TR I 5 19 RE 0 DX O, R &
2 5 R 26 X 5 R B M 55 3 ¢ (Heatherton &
Wagner, 2011), SCHRAARFIIN B )2 5 5 18 1R 22 )
B TEAL, A (AR 3 5 RIS 22 sk, w95 B X 1) B
0 DR Sl e T, T B R AR L R A, L S X
WO (Plichta et al., 2009), 22, RKMFTEE
e 2 A O A MR A S KT 52 e A i Y
Lo PRAIL A AN A PREEAL
5.2 IR ERKT

BRI, A [ 3R i 0 B
G 3 S 450 BIER 55K 5 SR TRl 1 i B KT . 1
AR h K2 2t 7/ FBAES UK BT X
WEEAT 55 SR AR R B K T, XL ILATT S
B TR i Z B e s B AR B 4k, X)) T HLEE
B R R . X ATRESEH T 0 B B R
Sz brifEfk, BSIERBKREY, KA F
REMFHNIEWAR . BRI
Ty k] W R N SRR (R, RS, A
¥, 2009),

{H2 IR R AR B A&, LR
DO = R LR S AN 1 R e gt =1 F RN
25 ) PR S L AR PR AL 2 R S PO 4 BE (Trope
et al., 2007), bt 42 5 B AT R &
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The effect of construal levels on self-control
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Abstract: Construal Level Theory considered that self-control was broadly conceptualized as making
decisions and acting in accordance with global, high-level construal of the situation rather than local,
low-level construal. Researches concerning temporal discount, persistence, healthy behaviors and
prospective self-control showed that high construal level promotes self-control. Moreover, the effect of
high-level construal on self-control was mediated by attitudes toward temptations and asymmetric
temptation-goal. The effect is modulated by the characteristics of task and goal (e.g. goal value and
difficulty, valence, response style, manifestation of goals) and presence of high level construal cue (explicit
or implicit). In summary, the present approach, which considers self-control as a construal-dependent
decision, extended self-control Dual-Model and Ego-Depletion Model and provided some more possible
psychological mechanisms. Therefore, further research should focus on mechanisms of the positive
construal level and self-control association, investigate effects of psychological distance on such association
and look into this association from longitudinal perspective.
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