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(Thorstad & Wolff, 2018; 5/hAJ °5, 20200, M8 gy ey g iy 2 o s ooty D, FRHE
M BLGE SRRSFOUR, IRARFRICEIOREL o g0y o 0 e AT B T DL
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Tversky, 1979), FE k4 BB P AR 1Y B A
AR, BEAE I A B HERS, F A L 30 A9 TE 4 A1 2
KREMRER, —HR—DEIIAEXS T 53— AL 0
BT RS RIESE, 2o tog, o) s
5% % (Forstmann et al., 2016; Krajbich, 2019), 71 &
MR 4 B (Krajbich et al., 2010)% . 75 THIE
P BRI PSR AT v, JIEHE 2 38 2k X IR ) 56
FEBERN . BT EREM SRR T
M Z R 2£ 1 S Ff (Hanks & Summerfield, 2017), &
T Bl P R A UL T B I T O G Y ok 3R
(Shadlen & Shohamy, 2016), AT R IF 5%t 3 B BEAL
— RGN T PR IE IR P REE, R EEAL
SITORIEW A, 1T ELRH T 87 20 it 2 3T 3l
POAT: 55, TEAE ] A B AT 55 Hh X Rk
KAV 25 8 fin B & (Smith & Krajbich, 2019), 2%
5EAEH — R [P 2H B0 2350 22 [ i i 2E 5 t
H A — SO AS B M BAE 23S I, i HaX R E
T RUH B R /N TR A KB 25 B2 (Glickman et al.,
2018).

5 Y DR SR Sy — o B ) PSR 32 B R Y
PRI, — 7T, YR IR R, AT
HHIER TR ER, AR AR, 3RIFE
SR IN(Lin et al., 2020), f# AT A A
T AR M R (Sjastad & Baumeister, 2018), 1
BT P N4 5 8 (Petry et al., 1998), 55—
Ji, R REN NS B I . E o,
NP SEREENS e ALV S S Qe o1
FEAH R RYME B AR, OG5 175 =AY
= B fd Ak Z it 0 (Mann & Ward, 2007), B[V
XY A (value) /N, SR AR I R AR A
NS R B (worth) |, AN EE &S, i
— 25 W W] R ok K IE 19 UK 25 (Zheng et al.,
2019), HWR, XA SR ITUA [R] 48 BE 4 O 12 52 0 25
Wi sf o WRAMRESGE M EYE R, B A E
22 M VAR M JC 14 6 30T T 4 % B0 O 7 I i) 4 32,
T2 5 2 4/ IN T T B 36 391 (Amasino et al., 2019),
AR BV 220 2 T 174 3 T Ml 22t T DA oh 3 AT
(Franco-Watkins et al., 2016), 55 =, {0 T4
g m s gk . TR ARWIFR KM,
AN T8 A R R, R RS R 3 7R PSR i X
AN TR R I RRAE AT O A, AATTX AR e 30 4 47
FngE /b, i AR R T S 2 3 R A
RAHE SR AU R (Reeck et al., 2017),

TE B Dy S s e SR i S B ), PR
S i P OE R I R IR A . e, M
TS Sk By 25 S AT LUy D st Rl dn, 1R
B UL 5T 2 WY R S T D0 3 ok e 28 Xof 2 A i 1)
P14 R U 52 T 55 0T R S (R Wy, RT3 A, 2020), 48
GARAR T BEIG IR 25 P SR v AR T Y
(Peters & Biichel, 2010), 2= ZMF5F(2015) E K42 H
TET MR B R, R L
IR TR AR AR, A 55 P 3 B 44
WIRyB RS o T BORME B IHEC N T 479
JERE TR, Hhgk . KSR AR, ... ”)H
8T R 00 B (3 23 K5 Qe R E R R — 4K
MELLHE, I HRCA 2L, TR S)
B A T R R A, B X SRR BOR Y SCRE
B, SEIAESRFAT A T B 98 SR LA AR R 4 B
Tty E, 2018), ., Bl MACENL A,
BID 1 P AT S8 45 BV B 22 Jl R UK  AE AR IR 22
sk, B IE 3B R (Read et al., 2017; Shen et
al., 2019). 5% =, d#ah™ B 5K IS AH DG (E B,
REMS AR IE I A Ml . (i n 2™ S S A SR
B, Rl DL O £ BRI B 4T N (Gustafson &
Zeballos, 2020), AT UL, X B 152 W A4 fig
ETAME MR T M EZE =,
12 BEFEERBERIERR

AT AT B #E ) A 06 98 2 E IR,
FEMFEE &R T ER BB Z (Simon, 1971).
Wros M RERE A BB AE R, EERES
Wi H: 5 (Verschooren et al., 2019), A M EIH 5L 5%
TCRAE Y 1 B 235 A Sl . RRE bR B
P (Anderson et al., 2011), 4§ B 7E(E B Z AT
SHBEERE, HR PR AL 5B, BN
X LI 23 8% A BT 55 B 2% (Leroy, 2009; Leroy &
Glomb, 2018). 1 Hif: B o I SgiAe, ak—K
FRAEM TAF B, IAFHE 6l B J1 38 & T FE(Blain et
al., 2016), FEHIBRM AL T, {58 80E 515 8 iH
VLB AE F A5 BRI AR Rk, 1 s B
% H 2% (Saxena & Lamest, 2018), FA10] LL{E% B
HENTHERMRGEZEL, B EEFR
T AE T TRT R M 2, AT A DT b 22 f 380 5 o 19 4
i @a =N RIS G/E Sy IS DS NN X S i ST
JIT A 33X S5 38 R FE 4 25 FH P %) RIS 72 (Persson,
2018), Hallowell (2005) FH“7d: & kB IE™ (Attention
Deficit Trait, ADT)AHiid BAT 7023 % N 51 kb
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Hb 43 P T A BE A 4 (19 D R (Kahneman, 1973).
Wb, 22 A T A A P T 3 R
MHAAE . AR AR B0 F B AR, S FT
WRMPREE T, AR ZAT 5 IR W . WFEk
IR R A AT 55 38 TS B 52 3 0 O P45 R HOR
042 Hp JG S R AR T4 (Ophir et al., 2009), % fiE
FHEMNMPRBERNFETR, HEAMRL
MHBEFHIATE, NEREHA, FIES
A 30 10 51 v & IF R SR (Ward et al,
2017). 7R AETF-HL 1A 200 B30 A 2 i IE e AT
AL 55 I BT KA, BV 2 AN N BAT [ R 55
BRETFHLE . X AT RER K b Mk 1T S51E55
TCR B I TF B TR 5 4 25 1Y 4815 (Stothart et al.,
2015), 7ETAREIESE T, TELIEFEIA AT RE<s b H]
BT ZMBR, 74— RN G R CEMSS
45, 2020) R AEIE TR, 28R T B
S A TG 3, B anAE M Y at, iR Sl i
TS W JE O R L, S (0T B DL A
TR, B3t SME Y (Sciandra et al.,
2019), Bk B2 050 I OG22 18I T B )
S (BSR4, 2019, TR, R
2020), AU, G0l 7E IR EREE T A B R LA
WA PSR, R R 5 AL 5G.0 Y PR
(Birnholtz et al., 2017),
13 BEEHRMAE

A BFTERER T AR B T BRI A R,

WHRR THEEX TE PR EEAEM . EXT
T A o S A R R e B R, B R
GERE . 0 EL, AR TR R AN 5 e s R OR
Dy EERAS T R, (HXE T PR AR A 4 R IR
BN ER A Z A . SR IRAIABE 2 K B i
R, WL o 45 B0 S n TR T 5
KA X e SR 4 SRR G HE T (BT %,
2017) BB FE AR Sein TR 46 (5 BT Re & E3h i,
BT HARAE B R, LA™Y, wWrlhe
R0y, a0 R BT R IR S Y 1 SR,
BT AN IEIRAG AR o {7 B B T RE 25 R TE 3
PRI AL, AR PR ET R A, AR
SIS | B S TS R L A2 R
VeI b e PRI, R A 2wl W | B T A (B R 10
- (Krajbich, 2019),

Zi b, AT HAUAE C A WESE R T IR R

FOTRE, i PR A8 Y A v i {5 S i
WP TE LS

2 WHRME

T 5 {7 5. P BB 38 o 22 Fh A N 8 7 52 i 5 1)
%, WA N ERBRA L h R IEM, £
TRFLUTHE. (DINTEBHENEEERIE,
Q)UEE MBI R E 25 B TE, 3)
BN [FF B G i e SR 25 R, i o 3R
A PR A A i) 22 AR R — 340 2 PR R R 22
S LAY, (4) T AR TR B Y AR b an el 52 mm 5 I o 3R
XoF B4 B I 2 B DA A I T ik B L
ERILE L, FHATF IR P T S IR
A, st 3 WY SR A A R an el o e
BRI mE IR, wa s it BT s, %
F ATz FE B By X B A I 0L 0 B ok
21 MR 1. BEERBOII RN

01 ] (prospection) f2 5 11 Tk 5 114 OC i TA A1 5
i (Bulley et al., 2016; Bulley & Irish, 2018), XF#
R PIRI R R RWBE BT,
H 19 1947 R v & #5 % B 22 1E ] (Prabhakar et al.,
2016), 7.0 E¥ A S BT ARERE P SRE
ZERE B AT LA wi sl AT R, AR N R R OR,
L FE BN 1 58 3 W1 i (Bromberg et al., 2015,
2017). AEEERBHMES T, LB TIA RS
a8 45 SR S BRI i 3l e 67K F- (Benoit et
al.,, 2011; Mellis et al., 2019; Peters & Biichel,
2010), T )44 5 Bk A g, DU A ) A 0 R b
(Ciaramelli et al., 2019), 1 WL, 57 #5 H o 3
P E TR A, AR Ak B B, L
50 HR A I DL P B A O

HFNERZ, Y TG EEAES IR
FEERR, SEAA DB M EZERE D, &
Se, WERFEIET, HEEAZ WM E LT
AR . X ATEE B S R AR R AR g,
X 0T i JEL A AR A O 1 T A LR N Sk AL, TR
A W BEAF IS T 2K (Lejarraga et al., 2019), RIfi7EH.
R PR v, 7T AR R KSR T2 5 AR N T R
PR, X T] R AR R A A T A 3 R R AT 2 A
DRIl B I BT I8 T T 45 B (Acerbi, 2019).
XA R TE W FA R G B RE S A S
R RE R Z — K, IBEELARET, TER
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TR 25 5 46 1 AR (E B o R A SEARPLH 2 —
o B AR AR S T 45 ) T R B (Mirkva
et al., 2020), AR M(F B H ZME N . BH
(o T HL7E B BB, YR BRI
{5 B Jt 2% Hi (Persson, 2018), {45 K I 15 B HE
BOHWHEN . ), ElREBAE D, SCAF
BBE R ER S Z R . NEEIES 2,
AT 2 T AT S A E A1
B, TRV a8 2 i 2 A S 1 00 A T B X (Voinea
etal., 2020). FALLG LR H MF LML, HG8H
F P IR 22 B (Leung, 2020), 6 T1{5 28
BT ERY, 5 EBRSEANTEEFEAA]
AP ARV, FHbrEm T By, Aghii
XA MR BT 2R E, 20 E 2
. (Eppler, 2015), B/ LHERRK,

BEAN, HICRIIAEE T ) AR 38 J7 =t 2
THHEEERGWHREERE, —H, AAF
BRI, Y B E B, RS g B
sk 2. BlnsE B TAEMANE H, EESAE
R[4 1) B A 38 1R 2% 35 M & (Bromberg-Martin &
Monosov, 2020), 53— 77 T A2 L0 F i T 28
WEAERER, BITE TS B £, 5
T2 PR R O 2ot R B T ok P ARG A L R
(Servidio, 2019; Whelan et al., 2020), Afi1#HE %
Hh 1R 25 R B 2 /3 s kI s R I, i L
R E S A T TAES AL H (Brown et
al., 2014),

AR BT IR T E B TIR, A
AT BB A BT IR LB ARk, TR R,
MONHBE Jy B A, X R Sk B T R 2 o 2
(Bulley & Irish, 2018); 7E ¥R IAFEAGIIEE, 20
/bt R R R (Sjastad & Baumeister, 2018), [
B, ZEEIRAS R, AN Tl R & X RS
1 B b A SR SEA T B e SR (kAR 4E, 2015
N H, LR, 2016), TG A5 B AR 1 B T
RS RAET YR, M 7 642830 1 2k 350
MTTREYE . 28 b, FRATHEH .

% 1: R A fE B, ARk
T D

B 2: FREE A fR B, AT i ] 47
FHEK
22 HR2: BEFEEZREHRRNEEIN

MEERREZ, MR T 2% 8 A

PR B 3 2 BE R SR AT 887 43 B (Neal et al., 2017), BF
FERY], TEFRMFERNTEL T, ASEZHMNF
W A G IR I 15 Bl (Cannon et al., 2019), 140 2445 %
B A AT FE R RIS, 2398/ X M B R Y
AR R SRR AT O B OGTE, BN RS 2 0w A
AT MR A (Rosen et al., 2019), TEREIEA LT,
NAEFRZE - AT vh 22 i 1) #1) FHAT S, BRI T
TR ZRAETE N IREEh, AT 55 AR B AR
ffi(Jansen et al., 2006), TIERITHN KL EIEDE
3% H (Benner & Tushman, 2003), [ XF 8 Z 1A
fifi e 1, B AKE A NE R (Garcia et al.,
2019), M4k CEO MR FIRA B I, e
RETAZ IR I R B, AE P sk 32 91 4
M3 ¥ (Kleinknecht et al., 2020), IH4h, T EEIH
i e 23 K Bl R IR e A e B B A 55 |,
XFRERE AT LA B AR AR —2, [R5 1 3R
TR M (Muraven et al., 2006), W UL, BRIEMG G2
K BRI A S Y AL s st

PR B T AR AL, A5 2
NG B, 7E5 AR AT, SRAE T BE 1Y L+
Fo H 5 S 25 2 B I PR 1 FE 22 7 Tl (Amasino et
al., 2019), 5 X = ofe () 58 J00 E 47 480 . J )
(Szpunar et al., 2014), FFX}4E—Fhah R tf7 M1
AL, LA — A3 £ AR 45 R (Y B 4% (Bulley
& Schacter, 2020), 4 & AR 435 M H AT . 2%
18 B A 75 W) B9 33 B2 (Schacter, 2012) o X R K )
BEFE LA LR TR, REHE
M ERES, DLk B — MO 1.0 BEERAE SRR, A
& RSB RI (Schacter et al., 2008), #JZE AR KK
FAF TR B REEARN N R b, Bk
B4 TF B AAT I RE ) 2 5 (Baird et al., 2011;
D’Argembeau et al., 2010; Miyake et al., 2000), AJ
55 A% ke P AT 2 T FE R S DA R IR A T 3

A WFIEE K AR S AE 3 AL T | IR
%) DU R 2 (Szpunar et al., 2014), B G, BLE
Fe R A AR R TR0 BLRAE . R FIERY], 76
EIPORR, HERR S5 ERARREM, W]
I RRARE A, XN O AR H T R E
52 56531 (Rung & Madden, 2018), MEAL £ BE ok
F, MG AR T HE B 2 > i R 97 41 (Boyer,
2008), HAA KA LE R LS BRHEE £
MBI, PR R, SEE L LM, #T Rk
K82 I R i 14 BN 9 45 380G B £ (Addis et al,
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2007; Szpunar et al., 2007), 7] WL, il B L EAE
ZM Y 5 R — AT B N IR A iR ki
o MAEBRGRWET, YT EAMNEE N
FT REWHBEIR, 7T REE75 X A R A48 i1 91
BRI, TGk T TR MRS R ok . R AR R ok
TR FE BRI RN R, YEEARRET
MG S BT, XA BIELE >, R FRAT]
%Eé' [

B 1. {5 BB, XSk 25k B B 4EL
A, SRS ) B TR BT PR R

ik 2: W E IR LRI E B AR, AL
B IR A Sfe A AL, 3 T R LR (Rl T

ok, TR A X AR R Sk 45 SR (4 T Rk L
AN KR T8 R R 25 5 0 SR A T T 28 2
— I A T, TR IR 5 a0 0] S e 5 1 o
WA 13 1 —BUNEEE, Y BN R 2 AR 2R
B, T 2 & T RE R T 9820 U B AN 3 T I AR 5 17
PR (Sun et al., 2020); WS4 HHSH EZ MK
B, I AS BRI DR A AR I T B A S W 1 i B
(Hardisty & Weber, 2020), {HJ&, XtA K45 R

P 4 T G e 3 ) 25 S0 DR SR A A1 T A — B S,

2N FRAT AR 5 R 0 FT RE PR BRI, T 451 )
TR Y Y [ 4R (Hardisty & Pfeffer, 2017), ¥
Ho B I E A B Y BB KU i S, AR
S T RV Y LR Al AR R (Mrkva. et al,
2021), T AR5k 20 X JRURS: ) S 3, A7 JRURS: H o0
FAg IR ) Frg XU LA 55 (L et al., 2020), 7ETE
FEWET, fmEEERSGE AR, T
A5 R AT 1) 8 20T A SRR T R B ARG, AT i B
P30 BT, PR FRAT TR 1

8 3: 7 B RO, ARG ARk
T AT BT BATR, 7 5 0T TR SR v B g e 30 A 36 00

Ja, BRI BOE HARR.O IR ), it
QAR PUNFIH SV H bR SR 2P B . e RZ
BOC T AR G W5 E P ARSI SRk
B b, WSS S E A T AR R
P[] B PN AT g & A AT REAS & 2 I B SR k37
& (Miloyan & McFarlane, 2019), X/ Z| & 1.0 B
B SE B, AT S 6 JEr TR, gk
R R 1) RO HG 5 AT AT A 28 Y 1) H AR T 1] 37 3l
XA A(Cole & Berntsen, 2016; Neroni et al.,
2016), [HRTEANG T, NPT 2BE L TR
K AR, JFBOELTREEL B bR, ALk

AR a7 2, BAnE Bk A T, TTRED
PR E AR R SRR e L S AR RIS R Y e
PRGH ] E 1, AT R T R, R R
ik XA HbR A A 2 e fis, SR 20
K 7] BE /) 4% 1% 77 % (Baumeister et al., 2016), 1M 53
— R R . BB . B R, TRE TR
T I IE LT ¥ i, plinse 4 . shilufse
SUE RN IS E G B AR — R F4T S50 X
B (Kvavilashvili & Ellis, 1996), 24 AAfTH 3
i AR, AT R AR R BRI Y o,
7 2 T Bt R BDRE % A () LSE e, R R
JEAERE T RELA P . L/ s LR YA AT 7 2
¥t 4 (Berntsen, 2019), 7] WL, Af1HE H % A= 16
FIEIE 10 K 2 8006 T AR 1 %, L (] 5 5
B, — B X A R 14 K B B B 3R ATk
AT o TR TR E A A A8 RSl 2 A X R S 1,
WM . SR N T, A R A
By, TWEEAEKE AR, KOG
U NI 3 RE D=8 N T NG ST N P BT
HARF R A B 2 E R, B2 TS
BT S5 o PIULTRATHE .

B 4: TR R, AT F AR
I

s 5 TAE BRI, AMME0TRIr =
JERRAIG; T AR T JE R, AT R
1D I %
23 xR 3: KHSEMATSER

FUA B T N TS 5 X B A0 T, B
TR R HAr b B [ 3Rl i Al
PIg 0 %t F-HILAE 5 14 RIE B 04[] (Berger et al.,
2018), HIAHF W FERKIL, SLHE LHKEAN
TR, T A A B ] L ) 2% 406 /N AR 3 SO R
SEFH 3 SCHE N TR G R R D3R 1 22 7 (Kogut et al.,
2017). WA W58 3 W LA A8 R B TR] U8 4 N B {4
KR mi(# < 45, 2019), 1Ak, B MARED
PRFE XTI H bR A $CE 1K SF (Moen & Olsen,
2020), X LERF T AT REA B T 5 B AR ik
PEAT TR, T R R S R SR A

I T 1 B S — B A R, 32 B K 3R
B EWADTER R, el Dt 5] S
A AR o R N 22 S R
Fifk, BEHONENBEIR . R R A5 SmK
WipEm, ] LLREARES 4740 (Radu et al., 2011), i@
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o SR HR AR TEA T4 9] AR B9 Bl AT LR
e FC 5 R e o 9 N LA A A T RO 55 R T
DI/ i ] 473 (Peters & Biichel, 2010; Shevorykin
et al., 2019). 5195535 B HARKT LI /D> BMI
BE ANBER A R TR & (Chang et al., 2020), #iz)
T8 M NBCA 5850 7% A ATTAT K25 2R, A
S AT 3R O AR R % [T, i A ke s 1) 1)
IR B PESE WL, KT B R T TR
PEIR, REERKIZMH b, BT, AT

i 1: e RAR R ERETT, KT m 5 A0k
TR R AR i b, 5 400 o 38 1y o ) 47
BN
24 MR 4: SHAGEERDETZINERRRK

AR AT P SRR T B, i {R S B 4 AT LA
AR B SEAT (T 5% 4§, 2018) — 7,
R E {5 B RIS IS B T SR AT A H Y B
T ok 2 o S AR MR R AT AR R Y
1M #¥ (Demarque et al., 2015), 42 & B fd e 1k
TR AT DL RE R gt R R AR A i R A
(Dayan & Bar-Hillel, 2011), 7E3] 59 ™Y & filt FEAH
K115 B (Policastro et al., 2017), H#{g 5 & ¥k
TEWCAR & B (Kroese et al., 2016), A= gl iR fa
¥ (Wilson et al., 2016)25H8 1] L 42 i %) felt B
YRR,

57 T, 38 R S A T L)k B
WP RAT I H o TR U, AR Wik
TESE A D e PR I T i T, K@ sR B e A
BRI L T00 45 T LA AR R ) Y AR AR
B B, BESE R R A v AR AR K R
AT LA 358 i 7K SR A 45 A i (Greene et al.,
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K AR

2017), AU HUE R BEA 200 SEG R 1B
AT LUA SO 1 85 32 A 8 i (Friis et al., 2017), Ut
A, T3 0 A B B A T AR A B T Bk
SRAT B BB o ] e i B LR 6 4% R 1 325 1] 32
I P At By ) 55 BT DI TE R L, B
AN N A B G 1 2 R O s AT A A 2
(Kaufmann et al., 2018),

R I B AR U X O A Ve R R BT 1Y
BUUE, SR SR — R, PR S Ak
Bh¥fE(Carlsson et al., 2020), ke EhHE 5 7EHLIHE i
PR TE BSOS, AR R T IO 1 2 1Y T8 1 B 4
AEAE 7 A E R AR . TEBS ISR, iy
5 R S E R, B30 R (4,
o B R AR TR, WS AORE B AT R B
HAA 2 WA B3 (Amasino et al., 2019), It4h, 2k
A VEIUR 1 5 55 2 A B B T AT R Ok, K
KT R BRIN, AT Z R A o 2 PR
BAR, R PRI B A AT RE R L AR 25 b, Tl I(E
T S BRI B XU oy X B A T £ R
AL WL B DR, R s A L 7 3

3 HEitEW

AR EFEERBENAA, WEFREE
SR B U S A PSRN 1 PR, BRI
AR Y 2R A B R ) gl A A R VR AR B, o T
15 B AR A 9R 2 1 B WU (Simon, 1971). 7EH.
(5 R ER B T, JOOCAR B TR, BRIV Y
FIH, AT 55 FRATIHAT 55 Je B ) T S 5k B0 A5 0 &
U] AR TR, O R VR T I A (4
i %, 2019),
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FEYR, R T U A R e ) SR ok ) T 5 T
WIS . WO AT LU R A AL, T,
AR PUZE(Szpunar et al., 2014), 12X} U3
Aok AL A R, ST, AR ARk
U Y R N v WE R 4 3l (Mrkva et al.,
2018) XTI, MEEH Y T ME BTk,
Xof AT o SR 0148 B4 FT R PR AR SRR A I 24 R
BT R ke, BN B AR AT AR R e T T R 2
B, PR E AR, YR, Xk
S (1) 7% [8 2398/ (Sjastad & Baumeister, 2018),
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How does massive information affect intertemporal choice?
A theoretical perspective based on attentional resources

LI Aimei, CHE Jingshang, LIU Nan, SUN Hailong, ZHOU Wei
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Abstract: People are prone to short-sighted and unable to make high-quality decisions when too little
information is available. At the meantime, too much information also backfires which go against far-sighted
decisions. The literature has indicated too much information expends attentional resources which are
detrimental for making far-sighted choice. However, the underlying mechanism of how massive information
affects intertemporal decision-making remains unclear. Based on the theoretical perspective of attentional
resources, we propose that too much information exacerbate the consumption of attentional resources which
leads to a preference for short-sighted choices and two reasons account for that. On the one hand, the
massive information presented to us captures a lot of attention resources which lead to too little attention
resources left for future relevant event. As a result, people fail to simulate and predict future accurately, and
form less intention for the future. On the other hand, when there is too much information to process, people
are more concerned about the urgency of the situation and are reluctant to plan for the long-term future.
Meanwhile, we assume future-orientation buffers the adverse effect of massive information on intertemporal
choice, by focusing individuals on long term benefits. The research shed light on how, why, and when
massive information influence intertemporal choice, and provide theoretical and empirical insights for
nudging foresighted decision in a massive information environment.

Key words: massive information, intertemporal choice, foresight, attentional resources theory, nudge



