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XEIE Adrde, HE, ME, MHRE, FRER
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1 5|5

PE AT OR T TR AR IR B 1 R 2545 R 5ok
R 1 ) 25 45 % 22 1) 480 A A 55 B4 (Frederick et
al., 2002), & AL AAEFE RN E KRR, &
TR AP SRR TN R, B PSR A A — B ) 3T
kA&, s EYT, 24 TSR IR K
T SR Y B AR e DX A R AT v, Prdus
B35 /N T JESR % FH (Laibson, 1997; Loewenstein
& Prelec, 1992; Samuelson, 1937), AR 4 A [E] 4140
i, AT G A R AT — BRI RN R RS
[ AR B I B i, AT R 2 3k B B A 3R AR X 2B
o KR, [RIAEBCE AR I R R R R G, &t
Pz 5 FOEROH/N T HAE AT I E 8O . [R3E,
21N v I R AE 50 R — BB BRI N SR R R RE B
YRR, AMIRZEBR R X . HH,
[ AR 2 A R W SRR SR R i, iz s
FASH/NT BB R s o A B 30 47
IR, LFFERMOHEEFEN T — R PR,
VIR 5 3 e 36 AT i AT i R . TR R Iy
Pranzg FHEL R (Samuelson, 1937)i0 & & 2k 5 T 1tk
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g TR, 4Bl 24K T (Loewenstein & Prelec,
1992) . R ZR A% (Laibson, 1997)%, #f— 1
FEHFOT YT ARG, — B0 AT X8 & AETE
Bk RBOH BEAT TN, SrdnE MR- /N TR 1
.

SR, UCAF R RIEoE & B, B a) 37 B I
ANBEA IR BT ) 25 WD SRAT A o 7 B R SR s
FEAER —Fh AR EAZ BT N R AR (1 3 52
M PTF1(Negative Discounting) Bl . ] UNTEFK £5 40
3, Loewenstein (1987)iL8FiAHZ ] LIGKAE—A1~

WMWY, $ER KA R B Sr B . 24 /)
a3 RIG. 1 F)E. 10 FJ5,. R
PR B ST I3RS, PR R R AR AR B IE SR /N
FIAERG W IERH . mFsL FREZ AN Siks 3
KGR AT, e B0 s R A6 7 U (Luce, 1959;
Smith, 1776)kF, HERXAM&id 3 Rz
Jr ORI AR AR T, BT A (LT 0 1 A R
T, BAR R RAT IS o AR R
M A (2014) 3L p i FE BLE B R 100 JTA—JRJG
P 100 JCH AT IERE, i BT AR A R 2
P —FEEIA 100 o6, HA—JEE#K 100 o6
) £ 8O DA — € i T sn S8 v g4, N T IR IR
2% 100 JC Y AR BAR 2 A8 T BAERKR 100
JC, W T AT S o SR AR X A A
T E AT A R S g g P dn S, A
K=(A-V)/VD (A=ffifugii{a, v=4rfnjs {4, D=
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B} [E]) (Loewenstein & Prelec, 1992), IEfAYHTIN
ESpitice

PR R T, FRE 2 =AY
FIAB U 1) E BT R T 1 4 e SR ) R o TR R e L
il o SR, MATHIING A I PR T s
FEAIRY PSR RE A B T R UL, T AT g
Lo SEBILTR, A B 3R AT T 2 %t 5 ) o 5 5k
— NFEERIFATH, Ik — P58 5 5 W P s
B, B, RSO AR AE SRR Sk
XS TR AT, JF A BT e 0 AR
B TN 26, BLAS SCREAS g A KA o FR it
Ja7R o

2 LI

HHT, FATHn IR ARy —Fh ol 75 i 4 0
VLI 57 5 20 T o SOk i Al A R, n
fiRE . RIS DB ST B RS T AR
1) 4 AR A0k LA B AR 25 A5 b B S AT B4 . AR
FRAT 53 e A5 A~ U B AT F1 B0 G R AT A B AN A
28, DA O 3 R A £ BT R
21 IREImAUH
211 FEEHRRII

TE R BN Z2 1) ik R B 58 R 255 401 3k 1) 245 30 e
Frh, RELAT AL OIEAE . EERE
SR, B SR A O A TREEE ) fat ek
B, FELEIRIT T A IR —AE R, 7RI
BOMGAIT T B bR — E AEBR e R, (HAE—
FE SR A) 5 A= 850 i AT e R, — o AR R A
1. 2. 4, 84F, ZERATEIEEE 1. 3. 6. 124,
S5 R B 3% 1 B B 4 % 5 671 {H (Chapman,
1996), FEFRBEGIRAAITE T, BAAE 2 U 2
FE 21 KA 1A J5 25 S5tk T B A s 1] 5 95 A 326
T2 [ A7 1 £, 48 W 2 72 )7 (Rodzon et al.,
201 )R TR S, 10%09 80T H%
ﬁﬁ(Hardisty & Weber, 2009); Hirata %(2017)7{:
PR T Y A IO AR R (5%~30%) . 4 1 A34F 40
B 22 (3100 HIG~5100 H JT)HIFRES ol 28 526 1Y
FERAFIAN0 AF~3 4F)iX =A@ R4 A (10 5 £ 0k 100
T A A IR, T R AN P RAT 55 Lt
B SR LM, KB BEEUR B8 1Y
Prang R (e,

212 SEIRETE
R B AR T A R AR 25 40k 1) B T

M4 . 1E Hardisty % (2013)RF5E h, 1haidie 4
“fR2x NIBUR 32 BIZRAHR I B BiaK X, B 7E—4F
R HARANR GBI BLER Y7o X 43312810, $100,
$1000. $10000, Y M5 fb 2 0.2X~1.8X, #Hik
AT E TR Y I MR AT B IS,  4%~T% 8%
AT RN T fE . 20 LATERF I A 9 —if ik
(Two-Alternative Forced Choice, 2-AFC)i%'#, &
Bl = $ — 38 1% (Three-Alternative Forced Choice,
3-AFC, {074 KAY 100 350 . —4F 51 110 3ETT .
PIAESE I 115 SEonZ a7k 8) LUt g 2E 5
11% A9 9% 3 $7 410 % 4 11 {8 (Yoon & Chapman,
2016),

2.2 KRG

221 FE&HEMARTUE

FEA R S U, WS R AT T R 1 5 1
WRFGE, RET G R, A% R
T B R S Bk MR 2 LR Bk . Redelmeier
F1 Heller (1993)ib94 3% & A5 72 AN [R] s [8] 55 49 A
P VO LR R AT R B IR A, AR e
DESSRAl2ghE R 4 ~HE k4
BT EMEERE 1R, 6 MH . 14E. 5S4EF 10 45,
SR KL, 10% MR T fl, AR
AR L NTE IR Y, AR R R B T A
[A] B9 45 S (MacKeigan et al., 1993; van der Pol &
Cairns, 2000), [FIAT, TR IEARHL Y =
B B AP AR T A ER R, pilin, FE
AR 12 A R AR LS A R G R ] 5 e
ANBEI 2 [ e BT, A 43% R ITnR g 1
8, BP 7 B A AR 95 oA I8 & LS 4B 9 (Hardisty
& Weber, 2009),

Xt R S5 1) ) B Al e 9 v R BT B AT
IR S B TEAE . Varey Fl Kahneman (1992) & 31, H
{651 995 R 12 T AR 4 1 S B AR B R BZ IR T R &2
05 18U Al 5 326 497 28 3 1) P 00 AN 2 5 9 14 T
AR ZEMT I o XU AT BRI AR R R
Az, ARG LT I R R, X AR — R R IR R
KA IS (Tkeda, 2016), BfJG HIRTSE Tt %
BT AR A R A, BN, R AR P R g 28 10 A
R, WIFRIEE R B IR 9T A 3 A e R
B REF AR 3 A H R IR I W I %) N T AN
SRR A0 A 120k (Chapman & Coups, 1999).

BB TE, PlEs R EE 21 K
1 AR LU 28 S B AR 25 KB X AN R I
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() BEHE, 30% A8 (1 1 411 3R 2 £ {H (Hardisty &
Weber, 2009),

TE HAB AT, Mischel %5(1969)%5 ik #i fit—
R KA e AS TRV 0] 05 0% fA v S5 R, e nz vk
FEORERY 7, L1 T I 4 2 B2 TF A 3k 26 47 P 5
PFo S5 BoR, B i o 7RI & A 1 6
A, PN A HABF SR LT 2R
45 5 (Harris, 2011) & F B[R0 R AU 5E 1, B0
FECBLTERR 1 /N, 6 I H R AR 1 /B A6 A4~
AJEIR 3 /NP P AT 38 88 8 a1 B0 ik Pr
o, RIE O P2k 2R (8] (Abdellaoui
et al., 2018), [ ifHiF 5% Ho 35 2 XA A PR 4 Y
W FIE SR, (EESC e ks rh, 358w
P& B T N IR B9 77 7E (Story et al., 2015), il 4,
Berns 55 A (2006) 18 AR AS [R) L K . AN TR) 4B
3R e A ) ) 0 e o P R A T R, S HL TR
ZIEEM R AL T . R AT
T2 38 A7 R R A ST B R AR I L R, AR R
BB RF— AN HEIR & A A0 T /NG Y R o R
222 EHRmKRGE

FEARIUR T, Bk 28R TR A
) 5 M 1) i85 34 R SR 92 0T AG) B T RE UM L AT B 42
Tk, OB E B A AT R ST,
b & A LR R B, AT 4 B O o 7 B R A 1
F&ER/NEEEHRABIL . (AR, LM
TE AL A, B R R AE — A /N R (Small-
Sooner, SS)#14% Fl KM iR (Larger-Later, LL)Y
PR, EXMIEIET, w A8 B IS
P& T (Hardisty et al., 2013), EizfllE, A0
F 5% 3 FF Uf 56 102 3 4 1) R 4 a4 i i $0) e o 23
T R & R T AT 38 4 (Hardisty & Weber, 2009;
Hardisty et al., 2013; Mitchell & Wilson, 2010; van
der Pol & Cairns, 2000), TEX LM 5TH, 5T H &
FR W VA ERE N R E e S S i PN &
K, FLER T Adrfnsl S FaE7E. flhn, o8
ZHOA —MEEDR, 1 DLEB I 8250,
WA LIS 1 )G AT X (X BB E
$230~8410), #RJ5TE— R B P —kHE T,
A ST B SR LK SR ST I B0 R (n
X=$230 i), MRAEEEGTIOEDL, 1 S5 230 70
i Yrinz 5 LAk /NFELTERY 250 JT, LB
MERE 1 AR SR 230 J6, (BB T BAE
FAF 250 o, MIHPrnRN AE ., 2R R A

28.5% BRI oy ffE, I T AT 4
(Hardisty & Weber, 2009) . 4587 575 Fh—WWF5Y
AR EIE R, 38.3%M BT FI% N 1 fH (Myerson
etal., 2017), Hardisty %(2013),3 5o 57 ok 55 40 e
TR BEIGE BRI, AATE R/ 4 BRI A7
AP ELG AT BT, B R . o
FART BRI BUN —Se Bk, BLTE A i, 4
BURS10, VRULTTLAERE 1475 B34, 1 AR5 32 A+
EUAT o 22 /D IR A TR R B 1 4R 5 ST i
5 (B 3 Bl $9~$35, 45 SR & IRA ik 78%
EOE SRR TR IR SR K (=
23 BB

TEAT PSR, WFFE R IH, TEHR 4R
ARAT 4 R 3 9 o 5 10 e R ATE 8 P A AR T 2 AN KRR
MG, WEFEE B, X b kA W0 s 1 A 2
HRPTIOR, BT AR A R TS R R N R
G, BIXR R R R AR (0 BsF ] 47 11 36 R F xR e 41 2k
P B (I 05 (9 445 %0 (Sign - Effect) (Antonides
& Wunderink, 2001; Thaler, 1981), WNFFArk, >
BOEoE & 0 73R S AT B %, IR H,
Feis Ak AR AEFE AT IS, (HHE  H I
AR 43 B 47 1 0 G 0 4 v A 400 2k 0T 1 55 0 e 3R
W, 4N Barile 5% A (2018)2:% | Hardisty #1 Weber
(2009) (1 SE B HRAE, B R T WAL L, B
% 04 SR AR A 25 AN B BRI 04T o &
KI, TEW BRI RS, B 2%~9%M A
PrinFh e, FEA BRI s, H
25%~59% I NHT R T o BT AT DL RE B,
YT I GADAFAE R SR8, FF HLIX &8 A
T TR T 2 (9 55 5 0L A2y 1] — 3K

g5 L, AT SUS I PR T, R —
E L6 T 0 B 52 (2 B0t g v B B AT 4
SR LB TE 3%~10%2 8] (Story et al., 2015)),
JF Hax A LA AT RERARAL T o fERR A EsE b, A
AT G35 T B TR UL, R R —
N SR i W N N 28 ST E S i
B4 10 G 1 18U HE B 7E 43 Z A (Sawicki
& Bialek, 2016). QAR FRATE 2 MR AE P FI ALY
FEZE T W oT B 3 e o, h WL 1) 14 235 SR A1) it B A
TR e A —FEF . W R AR AR R RUH 2
Prinz Ja Nl RE K FEAE & AR B3R 0H, Hok
A AR R SO I RO 2 TN 22 5 AN T R
T IAE A BB e T RO, IR 4 6 AT
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LA IR T F IR AT IS M R s —
B A A KA JE U (Luce, 1959; Smith, 1776),
[l 9k A 1 R A B A P 5 5 ) << e 2 S U (L
etal., 2011; Schall, 2001; Steelandt et al., 2011),

3 THRERERE

BTG B ISR — Pl 3 A 22 10 2 — Fh I
BAGEM IR MR TR PR w2, Nix
BASEREXFIING e RYEHT MBS, AT LLA
25t — P A R X R G O S, A R U B
BT YT A A — TN 4

MM FFH AR a, TATHEHA
I Y S R A, A B i B o vy B
PR, 23 75 JEAE TOUIH 331> 3 4 B 199 0 B 0
F IR (Hardisty et al., 2010),Bentham (1789)1A 4,
KR FABO W H R 5 vh, BUHA B 2577 A4
PR AR 25 Jevons (1905) 1 B Fi ] ix — M &
iz B e s b, I8 PR 2R I 2 B 43>k
TR AEF R H(F] B Loewenstein, 1987)
e FERL |, Loewenstein (1987)42 i T “Fiil] 5 &
(Anticipated Savoring)” Fl 75 # 2% 5 (Anticipated
Dread)” I MEE . FUI S SR A8 AR T AR R
I} (4 B 1% 4% (Dixon et al., 2017), i Tl {1 2L 145
AR J2 TR A Ofe R B R T B 15 4% (Atttaran et al.,
2019).

31 KRBT AR = RERE

Loewenstein (1987)iA A, AR ARKFHFRY
TS 25 2 AT I, XF T 3K 28 9
W 0P PB4 T R T R R R R, Ny 2%
WHTA T SRR A R 2B AAT, BA
T AR SRz B R B S 2R, LS RV deofl SR R A5
B PR SRy i B A BRIE X — HE KT, Loewenstein
MR AnW =g D oy [ PR A (1 S0 g v il
A: XRETE—AB R EREETZRE, — 5T
KIZW, WRIGERZR ., HEH B: XEEREZ
W, —JEJE B Sk EE TGS, WEEE
KIEWR o 45 F Kk BLAE Wi BE I8 B A S8 I 1 00 T,
A 84% MR IEBEEI B, XKE/R T AN F
B S R P IR W S IS, DA R =2 52 LA
3 = A2 ) A LK

FEt, ATATIRMEEZ MR, A BN
b3 BE S A ARG 4K 55 S T AR E] . 7E Black FlI
Areni (2016)[WHFFTH, LT —IFLRIE K&

oE S, IR/ IMAy = TG 5 ) B R <PUT”
AR (52 56 3 O¢ BTtz 55 — 00 35 5 ) 22 1)
PR BE R o DR AR L R AR B 5 50 g, /Mgy
I3 58 145 N iz (i I BRI, DR e i 48 T
1A (4938 £ BUEE (Areni & Black, 2015), $EH Iz 2 Fi
V14 T30 =2 A sk [ AT A4 o B AR IR R o X O
AL . — RSB P ESE, Ealds
SR T, SORh R R T AR AR B 4K 25 F R
PEEEATIIR ] LI g W EZ B (di Cagno et al., 2019),

32 MEFEAMMAKOTARIERRE

o F 95 20 4858 9 67 T A4 AT A R L Ok
R, TELIREAEAFETIH, Loewenstein 14
AR, BUTE R 2 T DASE A 22 0 ok [l ik 2 52 R
[i] 42 3R & £ B TE] 9 110 AR 19 f s (AR B M)
Aty e sk Sy B L B B AT R D . X
VL BIAH b T 28R — 2 A A FL ey, sl i )
L RPHL R A SR B R FA R AL A
e SRR B, T AR ok B2 22 v o il 25 7= 4
s FL ) M 2 —— U RVME . S RFIET R,
TRME R L . A b R R H s,
SRR E IR A WG T,

Berns 55 A (2006) X5 T 17 47 1190 5 14 fife el il
TR AT A o AATTZE R TP T L
$ kA Z A0, R AR R AE IR & A B[] A E o A
PR B i . 45 R & PR & AR R GiE £
K, 4R ZHO0 O S B B4 2 455,
BT G Pr AL AR . Berns 25 I 3 Al 5 04 H B
TR EF— AR G S5 AP, X
PRl 45 5 17 7= A 1) ARG 28 4 4R S b AR B i
TR . BCRIFSE 25 SR AR Ja S o h A5 3 T 500,
57%I0 % 5 AE r i R R e B T B 3 (R el
SIE 3R 96 750 (1 F o 5 B /N T BV e T e ) e o 5
J¥) (Lockenhoff et al., 2016) . X — fiff B bl F- AR 15
TR RE— AR, EDYTI0R 0 iAol & ik
BEAN T o P R i R AN I 2 I I e 3 Gk R
MR YR 1 SRR, 3 2 T A5 R ik R 2B
s Sk i RUE (Mamayek et al., 2017),

Harris (2011)38 3 11 12X 398 45 Ao B 75 20— A~
w4, X EK 5 Loewenstein 5¢ T 1
IR AR WL AT o Ath L R 3 30 438 A5 S R 1 S
B PIR, R ZBOE T ) 76 1 S A — 207530,
I HL2R7R B R R G v MR, T DA AR
TRERPRIRRRE, MR T 2R X
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AR T BUHRME X TRAT IR . T
5B SR PR AR ST T AR 28 T 58, 1%
R T AN TR Z w1 8 (Herpes
Simplex Virus 1, HSV-) M A4 Bk 2 &
(Herpes Simplex Virus 2, HSV-2): i 14 25 B (AT
W3 TA A HSV-2 e HSV-1 B ™), 255 % Bixt
TR LE A AR B 9 AR U, i WL R
25|58 K ) 5 5 JE (64.7%) (Ganguly & Tasoff,
2017). Barile % A (2018)IA X T A A8 gk 3k 11
N, X — 5 A B ARON T BUE 2 VE R .

VL F R GE R 2 %o A1 4 F 0 4 S R 4 e, 3l
AF AL 5T A T o SE R X BT 0 BY P9 e AL HE
7T 5UE, FRREUE T BUHRVES FRadgrfnm g
B A% RS , Sun %5 A (2015)38 12 S2 6 B4 22 i LA
HEERAEITEi B S=iS o b B ikt R kUi RNl
BAAEE B T kA S Wz, kA
T FR AU S A I TR 67 1 4 T R I B AR
Mo ¥k RAmAMEHEANSSHARTRAER
AR SR RRURR, AR TS
HI7= A o Sun ZF A(2015) 8% 2 BEHRAT T B 6 1
& T aPr Mg i m, BEAfTA Sk, Ak
AT 0T T4 AR = R ) RS ™= A TR B Pk A 2, 1 &
H T )2 2 (Anticipated Rumination), BJ$H.0>ZE1F
AR AT — B E AR W F A, S EUEA R T
HABAT 55 B IA N BT . Sun 25 A(2020) 0] i — 25 A
TN FA BE AT T I A AR AL, AR ok
O ERE AR IR S, 2RE
YA A A7 AR I (A — 094 S SRk R 5 AT
55), LIS i A H R EE R, Bl
) B o8 A M
3.3 FSMMHTHIEE R TRFRE

Hardisty 1 Weber (2020)H 317 28 A Xt
PR ff B AT IR A58 07 A AT LR
XoF T 7 A A A s ) Al A R, O X SR 1Y
TR A I TS 26 671758 B R R, iR
1 5 B Y B DA g 1 B T A SO, 9 1)
TR R IE M SR AU AR R AR S TR R,
P IEE S, XIS TR A A B R A T
W4, (AXF Tt S, ETIRE T IHRA
WG e OMYEE AN, 7675 BRI RS I, AT
SR I B — b T SRR T T VR U, X AR
Ve NI 25 R S B A B R R . LR,
T ARSI, A& 7™ E 2R, %

AR Z W L2027, 334 X453 2K 19 ¥ $31 01 1
LHORTHAR Y o TR TR 28 1 AS Xk (e A5 o 45
S R L RIS AR A5 B IR R G, XU R TN
AT T3 25 ST AT F L, PR S Y £
Yo E e W IFH, WO 2808 B
W7 B A AY, L SZFF T Loewenstein (1987)5€
T HU A 25 4E S i 300 B A — 1> 0000 A5 i ) AR
W PRI RAMAHBFNEARL LA, I
FARKMHEL, golm 3t Rkgknr, St
1846 OBy il DX A 0 2 0, 3K U BN R
K AR AR I 1 SR R AR . IREZ IR
P17 25 TSR 301 £ (Xu et al., 2009) . 1% & Bl 0 74T
IG5 RO B AL T A BRI, AH LT3R
i, A5G SR 1) TR 48 s B

4 FRFKFRFME

AR, AT BRI S — R a4 4n
VLAY S5, 5 B I D 5 B BF 5 ok T B3
PG T /D, X 5 e PR 22 00 P A B ) e A
FREMTEZ . R TS EGIREEEL . MRI 5§
BARITHER AT M A BAE, F N AR w
MR R
41 ZEMHEIRM IMRI HART GIFMBUK

IR EHLH

XTI G R A N TELE], 25
ATBARTERSE I B B B, BOMAN RAT BN A F 175 44
AL I A BE AT 200 . 4ROk, BF9E3 i3 HIIR 3)
JB EEF R (Amasino et al., 2019; Franco-Watkins et
al., 2016; Lempert et al., 2015; Lempert et al., 2016)
¥ fMRI $i R (Ballard et al., 2017; Faralla et al.,
2015; Frohner et al., 2019; Gluth et al., 2017; Ikink
et al., 2019; King et al., 2016; Sellitto et al., 2016)
X EE AP AT T R EAFSE, H KA 52 7E
PranBERIAHE 2R 8 55 () AT 1L A X 107 1 A
ARG A FMNLH, TLRRER, 2016), AR
iz IR BB ER AT MRI HoR, EHIEFH AN m*)
AR W RS B R A I, R A o7 A TR 4
HX AT EL R 52 m R, EARRM ST, A
G 7 JEARART 17 3 T A B AR X 7 T AT B 4
BN TEDLEI AT IR RS . anis IR 3018 ER 4
VNS 73% BB T 1 EUE 3 Raa % N1 B NI B
IR G 08 AT A A ke 398 T 194 B[] o0 A0 (1 4 2 Fof
FIE AR T8 bp 2 A BT 22 57, LASCHEN ) 3L
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BT LG 0 VA2 A5 A TR 3 Ao 8 e A T A
25, 2 MR HE ARG 25 A8 M DX 0% 3800 1
190, DU) i BE 2 b R T 155 2 1 A
42 FEXMHIFWMAKHEMERHHAR

VIR 2 WF 58 673 T 21 A9 451 (Baker et al.,
2003; Benhabib et al., 2010; Estle et al., 2006). 4>
1A 2% 5 (Torrecillas et al., 2018) . #5545 1E (FhLL S
S, 2016) X 5 1 P SR I [1] f 4 (9 52 0, (HL /DA A
FRF XL EEZX TG T E R MAEN
R

T BIFRE 5 48 T BEWURRIE X T 175 25 T % 17
PrHn P4 (4 520 (Attaran et al., 2019; Barile et al.,
2018). fil%0, Mann (2018)3A Ay 52 45 20 7= i (A 531,
W) 24 NN Dl R 25 1 s 2 SE A, A LE T2
PR S (T B AR AR R BT 2R ISR, ROk
400, EARIUTE I 2 TE A 2 R AT A T
FEIR, N SECARITI SR N &4, i T SE
5T 1 S o

IFH, HETHAFSE 2 2 AR 1 BEA TR0
PTG, TFRWR AP FIMG 1 B4k 22
o MRFRW, BRA 2 WHIMAS A
ML, HiEF - AR HAAITHRS .
FEk, AT En k2 % & -1 HEw AN
DN E S P 3 5 B P A G A KT 1B
AR 2R, AR AHE FE %5 . Gard %8 A (2006)
FE R T I FEA OR T RR A 17 28 A 50 FRAR 155 25 g
J1 /)4 % (The Temporal Experience of Pleasure
Scale, TEPS), X Ji/~FAT, A nT M1 HA FAR Al
TH IR AE &5 1 BE 77 22 5 M BEAR T R I Fn R 42 1 - 1A
25 DAk, AREIAFIRRIE L ] B2 R A S AT
R4, WA ATA G %5 % (Need for Cognitive
Closure) (X|Z51& 4%, 2007),

fF5E 7 X ssg i T I e 7= A o i,
TEA RS, B9 E X T RAT IR ) LI
AR—F, Loewenstein (1987)IANy, H4 k1K) 4 £k 4
RARZHE RN HUR R, F a8k Ao
ARPTIISR . WK, XHEABAIIE T LI
G BRI SR A7 AE ST PN IS 1 & IR 1Y
(Hardisty & Weber, 2009), FA 14, Loewenstein
(1987) Fi A B 78 th BN — B S5 R Ay S K, af
HEJZ Loewenstein >R JH (975 28 4 6451 2% (14 B5 1 pe
Ko A ——h e —a 1 S TR &
A (E] T I DR SR o FEXT & B 2 AT AN AT 55 B,

EHE SR ESRNNME, Hitss] 58w
PrE PG I 2, BT F0 SR O kAT ek,
FEMPTII MG A KA. FHE, h PRt
B 1] 151, Yates Fll Watts (1975)RBIFSE L 3% A &k PRI
R AR 0 PR A AT e . R, Ay
Jrak, H 08 2500 5 I R R ) 45 L B85 e
R & AR5 I A T RE SR S T B4 Tk
B PR, U PR Y 1R AR AE R SR AR IR &
W B AT N B G A ARG

TERE g5 s R E ST, ATt ok
SHFTA NBC B, WA R T2
H, R AN ENS ZEmEER, IR
e B HE SR s LU S I R R L,
Qe WF B T, AT PR T = AR AR i g, R
VK 51 5 A2 A P A e B RS, R i A A
PIBEIR AR, a0 of i it R AR B A XU o AT
TOHRAR RS, W PR AR, B
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Negative discounting in intertemporal choice

SUN Hongyue, LU Pan, JIANG Yuanping
(College of Education, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China)

Abstract: Mainstream models on intertemporal choice assume that a temporal discounting process occurs
when people choose between outcomes occurring at different times in an intertemporal choice. Temporal
discounting refers to people’s tendency to discount the value of delayed outcomes by the amount of time one
must wait for them, thereby reducing the subjective value of these future outcomes. The negative
discounting phenomenon, which was found in money and non-money domains with benefits and losses,
violates the temporal discounting process and can possibly be explained by anticipated emotion. While most
studies on negative discounting have attempted to understand this phenomenon, only few have directly
verified its mechanism. Researchers should explore such mechanism by using fMRI techniques and further
investigate its influencing factors.

Key words: negative discounting, gain; loss, anticipated dread, anticipated savoring





