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(ML R AF 0 SE A BE, [ 510006) C T ARSMBESMNR K= R B, 1M 510006)

W OE MEZIRBRNEL R LR TR, MEGTAALRRE, 2R TAY R, XEHAET
B F A A B AR 8 BAY R I X, MR A T AL A A Hob (B R ) B ) S R A AL R A BRI S
ARG AR H T RAT EAMER R E R 69 LR T ROMEH AR = AR E4ER), 85
THEEAE AR LA TR, RRATAFREERER BEGT R, ATOCEFH TR LMNARET —
ANESBA, BRETHMEEATSBYZEEACEDZTRERD I LB LR FTTAGNENE, RRGHFRT
T RE SFTRERREECTHESITOLYB Y, HELYBAEEHIBEATORIAER; RNLAE

WG B B AE T AAS

KHI MG, ARAE, CEHF, METIA, LAME, 2K
SES  B849:C91

1 35l§

REARATHR A ATTE T 2R e i 22 3
il —Fh T H(REH &, 2020), ELA AR5 56
B AR A A 2 A8 2R (static snapshot, B3
RS RURRE ARG ) O RRAE iP5 S pL
(e.g., Brenner et al., 2012; Isaac & Brough, 2014),
BRI A5 N (2019) 70 B 1 AR AL 315
FWAE Z (B 1 22 5%, iR 1 A3 A e 22 1Y FRAE
B e R AE ;. kRT3 75 55 N (Q012) BT 17 A5 A
HISCF AL X G ECA A X Z IR
DX S, LB AN HOAS B 5 5 15 V) 3 XU
DAY Suter 28 N (2016)HF 5% T1EKFE & ok
S5 X T AR AG T Y R ERIARE R 220 Y S
Regenwetter 1 Davis-Stober (2018)R2 T 3T it
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iR vy PRI E VA IR U R (YA

SRIMAEI S b, BERAMGIHHE AN, IRk
Al R, A S S A O T AR AR B AN
HH, AT AR IR S 2R
FRER AR AL BARAS, BAn . R0 4G W00 B B R G A
R 30%, —/NFJE B RB IR 40%; oK,
WA TN RS ik ARSI 50%, — BeRsf[a)
Ja TIOR8 1E ) 40% . Maglio F1 Ploman (2016)
o BV R 28 10 45 A AR Ak S AN v R B ¢
T M 2R 2 — R B4 (IE U471 24 o A9 B 30 S HE 2R
40%), HIE AN F 205 T # Lk B4R R A8 1k
(4 30%~40%)=F 71 F1 T B T AE A A5 46 (50%~40%)
B, T A B ) B R ke SR N A A R R 94
Bl BLAh, HESRARTELE H I, AT — MR
OV M 2 50 FAS 58 35 945 B 25 Hh— B A Al e
XTR], S S [l A B A A e e 1 D S 1 X i)
(1 28 e AR e/ IMEL) R A% 388 (Teigen et al., 2018),
T A A5 P 0 T 3 A A 23 X ) A AR X I iy
— T EMAL, BN G R AR
JEIREEI G kAR, HA B HERIE[40%~50%)],
R0 A R B — N R, s T
40%”, BLERT 50%”, X HLFK N BRI R A
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11> (Teigen et al., 2007), [F—HE 3R X [A] 7 A [H] B
REARAG TR R Tt 2377 2 S R Rl R F
B AT RERAG T A 1 B H 4 2 A8 b i
AL T T 75 T ke B ) SR R R B R AN T Tl i
T GE R R WE A 1 0 8 5300 (Hohle & Teigen,
2015; Hohle & Teigen, 2018), HEZRAG1HAYH L
o ELAG BRI A7 X RSN 2 XA R W 5
T AT A7 X 5 X2 BRI AR R
ey BT FIREAE, ASSCHR TSR AT Rk
INF 1) 5 il 3 BT 2 (M 23 A T8 A 1 e >
“HLHIMERAG TR, IF R TR
FEE Y OO RoAS AR AL I 22 o S T S IS 67
IR L R T AL AR, B et

T ARRBIFIE 9 Ky
2 WERMGITHOESHNEEXRKA
el

21 MEMTTAHERERN

Tetlock 1 Gardner (2015)%8 I HERAL A<
KA T AR A (R — oK, BRI 35 2 1 AS
HEARMFE BB IETTM, DAESX T B RS 4m
oty 0 T T ARG T o AR AL TR A AR Y R E R
— AN E] 5 B 5 — B[R] S R EB IE, T —
MR AL T — RGP . KRR,
— e A BE BT S ERAEAE R S, ) G B AR

FRIFF B P51 BB ¥ 51 55 (e.g., Lewandowsky,

2011), Jf Hsk 26 aon 23 5% AT TR9AT A,
U Shen F1 Hsee (2017)5 & B T 32 4% HUE = 5 471
X AATAT R 2R B B4R, AT Bk 5 2 B
TRTE B AR T B, RS2 DA — 3 394 7 AR
A 110 326 15 B80T P 0 X T AN AE SR 4T 45 BT 55 P i)
TP e K o MERAG 1A Ak 1 77 51 R il A
AN 1% 2 AR AR AR 15 — ZR 5 1 H A 2 7 4K
F— A, HBA DAL — RO AR B R, TAT
ANAS R M S5 00 2 24 i R Y G, T LR B R
EREA A SRS, X8 &SFEER
ROBEENE (BRI E M) (Markman & Guenther,
2007). PR, R[] A E] A PR R E SR AL TR AE
FE S, NATASAURT DA B 8 19 550 40 8 B b it
[) %2 A= ME S A /D, 3 T AR 95 A R S Ak 1Y )y 1)
T A Sk H ARSI E 9] o

REFRAG TR 10 5] & 1 AU AE 22 A S
UESE . 7ESARATER, Hohle FI Teigen (2015)HYHF 5

KB L ZEM 2100 FEERFHRESTE 3
FEIIMER N 60% (6 HERZH R 80%)AE (L E] 70%H,
SLEGAA 78% MBI R 1] B IE S B
Pk, 10 4 J5 ML TS 2518 5] 75.4%; T X R
A 66% MBI 8] T 18 1E [ HE 3 5L e 34k,
10 4FJ5 B BE SR TG 2 BEARH] 62.2%. ZJ5, &
[FRE SR IE BE Y 2 (U ML vs SRS x
2 (5] B vs BEAD MR & St Al
T —2E KB, AT T AR IR £ R 2 & Rk
TR, AR B ke sk ) R, ST
T SC S 4545 — 30, fEBEYF 4Ny, Erlandsson %5 A
(2018)FI] FH 9 95 76 I A AS [) B[] 553 1 SE T2 2 A Ak
TER SRR, B T HERA S, 2528
ETF. FHRAMAZ BB =4, 24550
TR BB L R A R B O
F HL3K WA ) 8] 5 A8 B A S TR AR SR RS T
2, ARG WA R I B NSRRI . 7R
45, Hohle F1 Teigen (2019) (0 IFST & BH S 45 55
LB A AR — Y, ARJE 30%, {H2 LT
(RIAER DN 20%31 30%) Y TH 9 34 L T B4 (B HE R
I\ 40%E 30%)9TH 7% & WL IA R 30% A9 AT i
TR, I HARESIRFEAH S

HE At T8 AL I R SN BT H AT 2 R A5 T
PR Y B — P M RS AR (S B T, TR
FE), BRI A, MR SR
RER, BRI R a oA, B,
BB H TP IR X L AT IR A MR % . Maglio 1
Ploman (2016)>RH 2 (MEFRMEHAL T . LT,
TR x 2 OBRAEMAKMUERFE: A, ) Bk
BT, BRR PN S 5 B 7R E B s Xt
AN W 2, AF B R A AR Ak b Y 2 2 i
N%, BHARR XKL E A SH%
I TRAE MR SR U AR AR E B I
FREEHHT, B E XA HER PR & R ABIT;
OV FE O U A R A TR B S T,
45 5 R AR 3 e AR AL 7 ) 5 VR R R R A
A8 BN 2, BV AR R Rk I 2 A Rk
{5 BB, AHEG T BRI R i B, AR
FHEIFARIES T SRA R LT AT, i, K
K A5 A A B2 X A A R A5 I A A A s
B, (e IERE E, Hohle £ Teigen (2018)AYTFFT
TE AT 3G N =B ) S B R R A T R R R
FYRLAEE, SC56 1% BT X AR AR & = B A B, b
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TR B R 2 R R R A i = (L A
TR ML AR A 3R 60%~T70%~60%; 41 B 1)
TR RASE TS 60%~50%~60%; 41 C 1 H
TURE R — B 60% R FFAAR), ST 25 K
N FEAL A R Z I AR R S
60%, TMZEZL B, PAIA fco i J0 & 1 A — Ik
AR AR T, KB T — Uk A (i
BEEE] 50%. AbATREFSE R, 455 = A
L BARE 2R T 55 i 7 A B T A5 A AR R R SOR — 3
B, e B 30T ) A T S P A R A L AN B A
Sy — ok T R ke T B A 1 B A 2 AR
P, BSRTE Ersner-Hershfield ¢ A (2010)A9 W5 A,
B LT LA ST R T IE v RETE AL
FEa R LT —2, LT R EL TG
R v BRI B R BE R —2%, {HJ2 M Hohle
0l Teigen (2018) I BFFE HH FRATT & R, “Jeké S5 T+ 1Y
1E V BURESAG AR A AN <A T IE i 48] VB 1 g
FAGTT AR 5| & AR 3438 5 B 4k 1R
—5, HPRRR R 2 a2 B R R, R
e FRATIA N s B e A O AT T, T T
HE TN S B A RS-SRS, [k
IR IR SR ZE RAS T A . Y = it —
G J B 22 i B, R 23 W B M A )
RARL, XA B B EORELEE . BT
i DA RIRE, AR AR — L RS

ZE AT L, A R A DA — A Ta] A 5 3
Ty A — A R] AR AR A, T A A T AR R A

) 3t H B U 23 )™ A i b s R B AR T,

B VRAE 1 AR AR B ORI, o B30 338 49
128 i F) 3 BN A I 2 4 5 5 WA AR 1 ) BB A5 ke
o T4 I B = A I ) A B R A T B
QR SR PR T IR P T 1) — 2, A B Y
J7 2 S R B AT A R
(EURE QSR 50 =S Ta]  BBE R Al T 5 i A i 22
PET7 AN — B, W2 2 2 n) i AR LR AL,
LN ERLR I GVESEREIE 241 S N IHE ST R I
AR AR RE B T R
22 BHBEMGITHESERA

REAAG T 0 SRR R TR R e
I K B S R BAL, A h B AL
PR SEAER I . AR T A — A X ]
SR, ERROIET X% )BT BR(E T Y %)
BEAR) o B TR ST TR L EX PSR bR 2 Y

TINS5 AL R OCHE,  RIZE R A XA [x, y]id
HER TR T 21 x WE 2 AR,
o FRACTEE ST y E S AR ) TR
F A HLEL, KRR ORI B ] 1 (hedges), X3
1 B AR ) 11 1 7 2 B K e 3
ERACT ARSI EERG R E BB,
25 5 W) B 6 R Sk 15 19 20 A4S (Hohle &  Teigen,
2018). FII MR A T AR B i 114 6] R i S L
i, BN T — AT RE A (B 14 11 W 7 A B (B
I AN FRTE 7] (Ferson et al., 2015),

ARG TS & BN . Howe %5 A
(2019)F8 HY AATXF T 54 190 A SR A5 T 3R 34 0 0Li2 A
RIX Bl A FENH LA B F AN [E . Hohle Al Teigen
(2018) A 78 Lk I A # R AR N U & R OB AR
T =AM BE : — A S BE X mT DATEA T 7 v
TR, — AR RS HR A A E % R
— M RIEFERE MR E IR R, EH—1
Yish, LREWMRHENMELE %, #
“Bm T (over), “fR T (under) FIXS HEZH HL, 3 2L
RAGHEAE =M b oA <m TFARF . K
21)30%, 50%, 70%” =g, SR LB, Mfhiit
{14 A M A 2 A 3 Y 22 AR A, FE<m T
AN AR, ER A B BRI R Z B R S AL,
FIMAZI—A B WA T A, gk
N Z B AR, BB B P,
R X 8 42 B 7 L SR (I AR R AR SR AR e 1) 4
BRI A . =AM B PR RV EUE AR A T
AR S A AL Ak, X Tt SR R ] Y
% E, ILFAIA“ET 50% 8 EHT 70%” 1
F g S S W I R S (1L S 11 < R
50% 50 H IR TF 30% BIAIET, B WA B # 2
<7 [, R KA T BAMOVER, <5 T
30%7 45 14 T 1Bl 2 20 Mk b AAE B SAG (E HE
R R Lk, s g LRI, L AR A
Thet g TR Z AR AR T I B UKL TR
XA BIHHEE, RN B . Lehre % A(2019)
TE2Z 5 I S B0 Rt 1 — 2 UE S T B A R A Y
Rk, TR B AN A9 2 AL 2 IR S A
HEAT A MBS TR IR 37, AlAT] 2 B X7 T A T
AR TR FEEG NI ET 50%8F KT 50%AHE K
FEIRBE, AR SR S F A 1 & AR AT AR
[ (A

PLE AU, MR A T A5 A 5 B 0 R R A 1 e
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P A 1 BN 23 X A AR I DA R A
M, (R O A F SRR DE SR I, ANTZEPPAL
MR IS A I H 28 1 5 224 O R A T R BRI )
$17 O Z 8] VT RE /7 7 W 2% (e.g., Fehr-Duda &
Epper, 2012), JBAMERA, T4 88 35500 & 5 & XF
SRR AT 5 PSR AT R A A R s R 7 AT
RN AT A

2.3 BEEYMIRRITHHI

At T 1) e A A0 5 M) A 1 S D R L S
AT M. Lohre (2018)AUMFFE R, M _EAYHESR
T8 Ak R A2 A AN AT T 1 B %o 2 ok 114 T
JWT T MR R, O A LR AT AR O M A TR A
8 0T R SR 5 R 1 f A T 2l ke 5 SR B 1Y
B, R A AT g AR A 5 e S 0 2 SR R 2
VTR R AR . AR M, 0] F AR AL T
AR RS AT T B XA Sk i 0 ] b A
AT 205, v RE T BUH MW PEAL, T BT
TR ok 25 B0 i S S R 5 R R R R R o
Maglio il Ploman (2016)f 33747 5256 (B Bt
EBE T )5 23 BB S B 1 A A I A ), A
1 EEM R 15 EoT, REERZENGYM; H
B 2 BN 40 FoT, [HA WREE T T2
ARZEM I 22 205 Y, e S A 2
BBEAER R EE Y 10% (IR 20%)16 1E F)
15%, S5 R, MERAR T 9 78 fh i 34 35 5 i
WA P e, 204 T BB A MR L T
i 34.2% MBI B A A T 2; T 204 4 4 T L O
W BOABE R R [ E, 7 47.5% Bt A 5 2.
MeAb, 7E BRI, Guenther I Kokotajlo (2017)
R RIF 5% 2 B A A SRR 28] %) ok R ARE 238 110 3R 8 i 2%
8 R AT 55 A 0 I fk & UG SR AT R, X —#
BB T KU RS B R R, 2 AT REAE NBA fEER
L FE 32 3h 5t B b % Bl (Attali, 2013). Briki
Hl Zoudji (2019)i &I, 7EIRFE LLAEr, HLhk
SV (1 R AR 2 M LR DR SR, RV A
V14 ARSI SRR 2 ol Al < I R (stick) ) i
PEAT A, T T B AR 23 A8 1 J e ) 2 i i
kB (switch) 97T M .

MR AE T 1) e AR 3% 1 5 e S AR 1) 45 o e
AT N, IR LA R PSR 22, 1) A fE 4R sk
I, Maglio #1 Ploman (2016)3# i3 2028 3V Y5 55
[P R M 18, HRAR T M RAN A8 fh X HE 42 5%
NEIREIR . ABATRAF R B SEE R T R I EE R 1)

B ASMER), 85005 28 B IE mx —F AT 5
Y 505 o, 600 NPT RESETS, BLA PHFIGIT
FE, ReikeE 77, SR EIREHERT,
69.3% M NIRRT A (FE A: WERRHBLFIT
%, 200 ANSRBG R B WASRAMF TR,
33%IM AT EEME 600 N4 iR, A 67%R 0l BEtE
TNK AR, FEBRMESRT, 35.1% M Nk r
L COHEC: MERMILMITE, 400 ASHT;
% D: AR AHA TR, f 67%M ] it 600
NKFET, WA 33%M T REHE AT X—
HE 2B A 475 1] 55 Tversky Fll Kahneman (1) 4% 3
—H, IR, AT T AR e E
TR SRARE I AE S, R R T AR AR 45 1,
A AT [F] B I TR E BRI AR R, B A AE
HRRQN BRI S 55 R . TEARIRHELE T, 78.9% 1 A
EETEN LN WRRHAMITE, 275 A
S, (BRFEERXWAEIT 200 NEE; JF
T B AR A TR, 46%89 1T GETE 600 A&
IR, A S4%M T BetE BN AR, BEFER
KX BTN 33% T HEME 600 JOKG ik, Tif
67% M T BEE T NBF A 1E); FERRIERT, 43.2%
AR TR COF R C R R A%, 475
ANSHET, (ARG RGBT N 400 A&FET;
FE D WKW TR, 79%M 1 5EtE 600
NKEFET, 21% 07T REMETE NBFSET, (HIETEIE R
XHBEITH 67%E T REME 600 NCKFET:, A
33%M9 AT REMETC MG AET ) o MATTRO BRI R, B
SRE B0 1 A & ) B SO, (R AR AE
B ARE 2R Ay T34 2 S 3 R T AT SR, P Y
TR brEHE

2 AT L, MR T 118 R AR e A AR 11
AT R TAR KR, Fa S0 i 7= A4 1 4
SRR T )2 AR5 )2 1 L 5 e B AR Y
FIWT 5P . LR — FR I 094 2 AR AG 1
HEFABL R AR 25 B P AT A S, X ) B
PEYC S 22 7 2B AR, X U I ABE SR AN T i Bk
INE P P AR R R, A R 1 P A
OFVEFBLET . B, AR SOH ARES 1 Rf s T,
AU B By e BRI AR AR R 8 7 AR R A s A
R P SRAT R I HLEE

3 LEERICY ARV BT
HER S 00k FE TSR, 47 9 SR (9B
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2 B 5 ULARE 3R 194 DA A 8 2 A A0 F 32 L
HAYTR (Gallistel et al., 2014; EBEH, 2019), 52
ERF ST UE SR 22 B, 3 00BN A F R 2 Bl A 1Y
SR P, (W 29k 3 A8 1Y A8 Ak BT 88 15 (Caruso
etal., 2013; Maglio & Polman, 2014), AZRHN9%E &R
B e g L Y — TR O R 2 U 32 X L R AR Ak,
Ry K5 2 LA R G R A R, Al
7 Al T 300 A 2R 9 R 5 R ) A SR 23 SR R
SRS A4, 7740 B 3l & (psychological
momentum) (Briki & Markman, 2018)., &l & fHE &
VBT WP, 3R 002 Yt — > 5 IR BHB 1 77
wHR B Y I LR, YIRS SRIZIET, 02
SRR XA I ] B8 Bl — /N BB JA] Y 3 A~ 5k
o AT, SEIRN S Y EAE R
FIIAHGE R, B3, OFSE— gk,
gxp e — A<, B2 B g i AR Ak U 1) SE A Bl
K&, flan, 2 REmE v b R R
R BB, AT 2 B AT T A “HE” BT (on
track), XAEEIRMATH AR . A IRBARRELL S
AT )5 22 Bl (Iso-Ahola & Dotson, 2014), X4
TEBIE” I B ERE B R0 H B i = AR < 7
ML A, YR E R LR -G
B2 R 12 3 i s, B TR0 58 Bl Y B )
BT SCPRA A o O BE Bl R AR B e S R A
KIFHL, BIAMES RS, AMTHUH Y — 151k
HAED — AR S A, 2 Ll — B AR
SRR 0E I AR rh B b 58 At Y B AR AT 55
B0 B I, LT B A 4
B AR &1 50 I 45 R0 B Bl 0 BN AT S

(Markman & Guenther, 2007), 0FEEEHEREK
RHOHE . LB S F N, EEHCR
i (hysteresis) LS AR . “BREHERGE: —
FCRAS B AT 1 I ()RR A (B A Ik 2l 2, R4 3%
ol bR 2 AR 3 R e T 1w T A R 1 B T R4
A X AR B B S RE209F Bz i 3 3R e,
WA R RZSAR (state like)o 10 B Bfy i J& —Fh 3
T () RO T ) sh B SE RS, R 2 L A R
i, AMT&ZS 580 8EM TRk, SMUs
ZIEUAPRE Z e, &% B Ren A 8 m,
MR SR AT R AR 2 T A [ — O [l I () e Pk
5#EWr (Hubbard, 2015), Loewenstein %5 A (2001)
F& I AATAS 2 B MR 4l B 7 s Z A 3 1 PR £ R
TEALHER IS, T 2 2 5 xd & D vl et ) 32
WL FEAT VAL o FEAS TR0 2 P, AR
AT Sy B R T A TE Al S E 5 B 77 A= 19 =300
ATREPE, MRS R HEW, A A S AN AR
HITEOL T SRS R e — e ) b
ASCWGDH B B B A  R, F T A
BAb T FE AN 5 | A0 3 Bl ik 4k T e A e Sk
FAT NI GRE, PLREERIE 1 s, &
AT YT ARE A T ) s A I B EL ke 3 5 i AL o e
T2 BLRERT o AR AL TR Ak R0 B T M e Ak
st K — B BB, M A A
Pt BLR S AR b 1) — AN 4R fil & 1 (initial point),
e 1 MR, AR g F AR I — &
JRE I 3 (E 4 3 2 v 33X 4 A it o ) 400 Ry < 3
J37), X Rr Lo M B BE IS 1 SR K TR (T
Wy TP RR S HARIZ g miE #, X—Esh i

| |
| B 2. B3 BARR ||
D omshEe SIS S S |
R T AR RS I T SRk wosE ||
L o e e e e e e — |
BERMHA Bl |m T
! st :
R R > LmHE P> B
| |
e 1 ______ 1 g | | Ew |
RS b ax | W ozE | A || am

| - - —__—__—_—_

%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ<{§ﬁ% :

Fesgeht |

A1
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o B AR A A TE B R O BRI 5 e SR B o
& SLH“fifi[a]” (propensity) (Fessell & Roese, 2011),
MR RS RS R, FA4MEHL
KGR TP RO R, RISH ) £ G 45 R 1
R sl B AR A R R T, MR T R Fak
N R OIS EAR A =P BRAE LAY E
RO EAET Y a INASFR): TEBTR 1 b, AR
TH AR Ak a3 A R AL T I AR S A D — N G
T A R AR 23 R 5 | R SO B B 1Y
SMEHESN 7, HETRAEALIR 2 b, B IYHES)
S T UK O BB A A A0 0 T WX R e 45 2R
FaH T (Kappes & Morewedge, 2016), 0> FAE
PN SR 7 A 0 AR B RS (LG A Y 5 R ) S
Bl A () EEARE (Roese & Epstude, 2017);
RT3, TR AL BB AR
O3 By o B R B 32 B 0 T 1 R R <<
5B BB BT, A O ShE
(Psychological momentum) = J& Al “ & &
(Perceptual mass) x B3 & (Perceptual velocity).
Horr, g ma BRI A e Jr i, Mo
R YE, ASARBGBIBEAT A C A ) AT Y X 2
T3 2RI L PRIME Y PR 4 TR 3R (G S %5 Y L 2
BB R )RR, — B RS ia =R
ORREh . BN AT DU S = A EZE WL BAE PR
T, BT 1TRARMER, MAEREMNNLZ,
LGS IRITH NN, BEATEEINEET
BRI 2 — APk, BRI, B
AW BT, #ET B A R, e —F
Uik, EERKNEAWRER/NMIE A BAE
KEYHRPUAS LA RE 1, HE MW, MRELH
WSS B AT B, BEBKNE AR
ST K S R ET L 1Y 3 & (Briki & Markman,
2018), ZIMF 5T 3¢ B0 B Bl 8 (1) 1R 965 5 )3 37 3] Jgk
LI I R I (AR SR — A DA — R T A B
BRIA A X T LU SR — AN i TR B 22 AN S
55 (R BA T 7 AE O BB R R R, 1 s RSB S5 Y
IR S5 A AR AT 5 R 1 ek ) LU 5 3 R85 4 1 T R A
TEFEPER = A B O BB E K) (e.g., Briki et al.,
2015; Markman & Guenther, 2007), [Ht, 249k
TR B AL AR A T A X — B A AE A DG IR 5% BT R T
IR B < BELAT BRI, M A8 T B R Y 2R AR O
Py o A R R, 51 0 22 A A B R 3] 5 o e
B 1) % o 1 92 T B S ABE SR B — AN /N Y e

18 % S T S 2 2 | N PIIRS E L)  DC s R ) 6 B8
PG e A5 4 BB 5 0 A 8B A
[FE 45 T 00 T 5 A i O Sl TE g, AR
B SME R AR ], HR A 23 RO 7E A R 1 5
FRE | FH M S 1 3 2 2 B A [) i JR% 52 B AN [
ERPRSLiiES) B g

O T By ik PR BUE S A 2L W 1) 3 22
(B B ) e ZORAS A B3, T 2% R0 3 Y ] X
S 5 ZOIRZS L Bl 10 80 il A R B ) iR
TR T AR R A AR (B 5 ), SR AR R
558 R A 3 40UW A ¢ (Hubbard, 2017a), £ HF
2 WY J 0 82 (PR A 22 T0UAS T 2 52 1 1 ) s
AN ) S5 R 3 5 vy B4 S O B 2 AR 5
JAHNE (e.g., Pettit et al., 2013), [Kitk, 4445
PR AR Ak 1) BRI, 0 BB A 0 SR
R, i K A &K B R — KRIA 5
PSR I 30%, 5 - REFR A Tl
AR 50%, LK B WG IHERAZ S 40%,
DT HCE R A 1A 3 UL I A A B 81 1 A8 LA 3R 2
20%, M FITERER B A9 WA 2 1)
10% 2R AR 35, T 3RAS O BBl 1 K 2
SR IX AT A PR I 132 % 5K (BB — ke YA
T . A SCHR 2 AT kIR 1K,
WERAMA R B WTEL T A B B % 5 A A T,
5] R AB B T 22 SRR E AR BB 2 [a) , 3X AR
TEAS SCHY I AR S 0y Tl AT T ikie . ieAh,
24 A A B R S AR A TR AR SE S,
MR 30%7 28T 60% i, OBl A
AUAL 25 R Jg ME AR 3R 2 B 52, [ I 2 PR oA B
7 A B T I A 04V A DX ) 9 ) afE— 2P E Ak
AR AR B TR S 24K, WO 38 A JB i o 1 5 Uk
SR R S I IR R R A I, MERAR TR A A 1
e K0 B Zy 2 ) BLE o e BEL A5 K L 72 A 3k
FERRAEEE T, P& AR R AAS
TNz

RE S Ak T AR fb 2 — B AR A5 BRI, AR
b BB R WA AF, AR S B S0 X T
A B Z) 2 5 1) 1 R B A 32 3] = Fh 28 A R R 1 5
CGnE 1 PETFESE b PR, SR SRE”
(intensity) .“$5 %> (frequency) Fl“:5FZE 14 (duration)
(Iso-Ahola & Doston, 2014), “5if & J& 48 24 HE R Ak
THAE AR R EE BRI, 33— 4 R A A 10
R R TR, WSOk B R R Y ) 2
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A1 RN, — MR, R o o 5 Ja e o
TRGE <5 B AL W AR B, A0 B OCRTIR, fER
[ 8 R < I > 5 SRR B PSR R, AN AR
f 0 BB it R B A AR R 22 5 o MR R4
SN PIASBPIAS LA 1 7 22 0 BE SR AL TR A, itk
i 3 2l k10 25 A U5 SRR B 0 A A AR Y
HEREE . RS S MR R £ R ) A
RGO RE L, X — R F L LR
PRI 2 i B> 5 g 32 Sk [m] BT U 1Y, Sk 2l
AR RAEAE Z AR R |, R BH0R 5%
¥ H % (Jordan et al., 2018), “Bi 75 <Ji 57 iy,
AT RN B .0 3 Bl i EUA B R YRR R, OF
REA R SeAT Rt R R AR, S50 b, B
OB 0 R SR, BERAG TR AT R i
2 B R AR GX 5 FRATTHIT SCUT 4 31 19 22 1) Y
MEA AL 316 IE A X)), Hubbard (2017a, 2017b)#
e B B RS R, S BOR PR AS [ 1Y
ZiEs, W —BE(SE R Z ik, MRS R
N2 EUEE TR B A, A Al
AR S LR T 30%”, <R 40%7, “H T 50%”

XA —EE AR, SRR T 30%7, T 40%”,

“MRT 35% X AR AR fL, RIS HD T 9Lk
PEG VR 22 i AR AT T A0 B Sl A B A o]
DI 7 3t — A A R R TR R R

SRR T 90 B AR ) 5| S0 B B R 1
K (e.g., Kappes & Morewedge, 2016), ¥l {4k
Uk G & Z LB . BRI B 1T R R,
T J57 V7 F) it JBE NSO 23 AN WS I BB X A Bl
FF 5B T B (Reh et al., 2018), HERAG T4 345k
IO 2 — T 3l A5 P (dynamic) I I, X — il £
i BEEl R (9 A 51 S 22 Bk % 4T 9 (Hubbard,
2019), 3% —3h A& VEE AR BAE = A7 4852 b (U
KA TR ¢ BIR)

(D)4 /215> (Bridging the gap). “2 #i” £ %
AT S Z A 220, R AT AR s R WS
AR shaR g1 &, WARBA TR UL b (S
Yo > B G O0 T ) BLSR A A8, I8 4 Sz P
“HRIL IS A > B Y 3 I B I R e AR
(Nevin, 2015) . BE3RAh T 11 8 244087 1 2h 25 Ak A5 B
REAS AR M AR 25 1, PR O ik — M
SR B T Bh, BAT 24 iR AL R,
AN S (DB VAR 7R3 15 IKE AL 1 G RS2 ]
g TP AR R R Al T, B ) e o L

— AN SEHT SN R L, e A ST S S Y
HI S ESCE YT SE S AR INEZ RIGLE N 2L,

(2) N5 4 W7 (Perceptual inference), /O>¥zh&E
BN AELER I, AE . N AT B s 4 R
48 DLIE I TR ) R SRR 2, X6 T R A 1 X i
R TEAR L Z 0 A AR R (B A2 498 5 ) 1 R0
5 AT R R HOIR ) o BESRAL TG R AN 75 & 1Y
DHEEESELHEERLEIR -, TFREY
NN 2R G A3 1) B Ak I A — 2 R T f i S
TR RS B UL B A, A LR A Tl
WY 3 LZE SR (Hubbard, 2020), 7.0 B 3h 5 6F 53
RS B I B R AN, A R SR B PR R
TR AR, T B A S E A OGS
Bh AR AR B BE (Wite, 2018), A A
WHEWT, TIRESRIT R

(3) TN &b BE (Predictive processing). /0> Pzl 1w
ST X T AN KR SR AT Ay b R S 4 ) T
Ab 3R, Zly N P AN JE U Ak 3R 5 0 Ak 3
It F NI G G A AR . SR
SR AL B B T 32 Bl 5 AR Ak T 1) 9 — A 7%,
WAGAE B B IGOUT H i & e ms iy B vr £
552 (illusion)—FF, O B 5l i 2 M 302 gl k2 b
WX R A H B S AL T s AR T A
(Hubbard, 2015); %5 A2 A AL 3135 KA Ak
T S0 B ) R R RN TR (181 n B B AT A AR Ak S ) R
Al LUA ) F i — 2 A AR N, M
F G oA FUR Ge 1T B0 19 28 4k ok vl 28 T Rz L
DNk 35 A BB A 52 ) OO B B i R . O B
e AP O E A W e R LI NI GRS R (I
AL TR, A, ZhAFE T 4k 2 (Hubbard,
2017a).

4 REAWRRHHRTTE

Bl X AR SCHE <k T 0 B gl v AL A YRR A T
£ A A8 L W AL b A T ) 7 A o e v i 2 A
JUAH R IR IR R A, GG 1 25 EOR IR
SRR AR ey AT AR A T 4 R AN B )
W, B 25 A 5 MR A T 9 S A,
FATHE I T AR AR R APTTETT 18], [N, Ak
AL T A MR T 0T B3 T B0 SN B RS A T
N RE, ARTE N B AE H i R o X — A A SOf
RAREAEMVET? BRI 0 18 5 30 B S A0
ESCHE, Ik, RS 1A A AR Al AR A
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Al FRATT R R I Y B R,
41 ZHERFRBEEETEHEMGEITHEEE
A MERAG T R BN A5 R 2 R T
TiE BRI ER, 8T F BRI EIR T, MR
i T 1) RN 5 RO 07 18R TE R, HJEIR
s R R AR L RIE RN, SR AAT
@t o (FRAEBLATE D, MR T R 1
FEAEZ 7 15 BB IE AR, 1A P A7 & 52 (A B Xof
F— Aok H AT RER TN, SR, Z2HEER
U5 T AR 110 R 3 00 2 X A A OG T H A 42 11 4 1
Hyesr=a: ERERIFZ I ? Hohle M Teigen (2018)
BFR R, TE2 055 BRI FRMIEL T, 7
PEIE DRSO o 3 DR 00T 2 4 A PR Sy 30 390 1
Vb A 19 7 U0 B AR OGP o B, A T 47
o BRI T 2 A T, TEOE AR TR A LA
gAY, B B MBS /ERE A A, AP
AARTEFEAT ISR FIWT T, S HNE B il
D ELAT A DG o (ER R A7 A S0 RN, AR
REVGTIIN A A 1 TN AS B 52 0 A1 1 I SEB
e, BPEEFUINE AR TR0 BE A A S B AN A T,
AT DA SR 23 5 w4 AR T T 24 19 1 4
R UL, CHTONE A LE R gh i 0 B A AR
BF, SRROR SR A A FEAR 45 H i T
TV T, 3% H AR A R RE A B RO AR
FHAETE? BRBWAE ., Lohre 2 A(2019)if & B0 F
SRR A [A] L ZATH — Bk, T AR ] —HESE
TG EZ T RRERT, [FEREENE R, F
WfE R IEAAAERT G M, 5 B RIE E R IA—
A, AR T I S SRy A R
PRERFLI e 7 XS A Fip AR — 2L I IFIT
42 FHEBYNSHSMEGITNZEER
PSR R . HER AU RO — A
“I S BRI, RSN/ MER IR T E &
PYRCER, kN R A T RE T, R A 23
Al s MRS, (R R i 1 B (RV & WA
1) BB, 2 BLeR e PRy, BT AT B[R]
WAR N EME(p = DRITCN B — S48 Ryl g pE
P, AR FIERSE TR AR B R T R AR AL
BT E (Tversky & Kahneman, 1992), 84, #has
R A8 T 1) e BB AEAS ] R AR B K/ bgs
FEHEAT 2R ARTE? Maglio A1 Ploman (2016)f9
NRIE PR /NI RAR AR LR B T — Ak
Ref R 1) TR0 458, SR R A 2 2O WO ARER - 3, %

) x S(HER M5 2%, 5%, 10%, 20%, 30%)H
Bk BT, SERAH, AR TSR R
ANTIT 5, 246 X6 MR 6 1) 150725 7 ) 7 30 25 AR 23R i A2 o
BTN AT XA I A RIE A R A
[ — 1% 55 T T4 10%~70% K7Ll F92 B A
MZ & FMEE T —RILRETRE T84
MERBUA N RER A T i RO R R, 1
I IMERTEBE(2%/4% 2403 3%) . H/MER K
B5(10%/15%Z8 1L 5] 20%) . H R HERAE 35(30%/60%
AL F] 45%) FRAE 215 52 (70%/90% 254 2] 80%),
S5 5L R I AT BB 58 T HERAN TH AR AR i a3k
MR, R 7R (70%/90% (L E] 80%)
P4 UE M S 2 ) 228 3 1) A 5 (GO 43 D) K fi R U AL
S FITE B/ NEZ(10%/15% 38 4651 20%) 1 e 5
TN BB GER: A, G B AW
P M ST 5 ) v G ik 35 22 5 (p {EL3- 53114 0.085 1T 0.088)
X U5t B 7 A SR AN R PR P s, B /DN SR R A
RIBUEE R T, BERRAG T8 fh 1k 34300 iy 5
235 RS ERAN TR 22 1 R, R BHE AR AR g
P U (I M e 0 ) RN A T kg M T (G R R T
IR B ST P Z R EATERH, XHAP
HRN AR AR IRAR R o ILAh, BRI Tl
AR S (0 B 5T SC AR A 22 48 P T B ARE 2R 1) s
BN b, BRER AT LR A AW R TE 30%~
70%2 ] (e.g., Hohle & Teigen, 2018; Teigen et al.,
2018), Xof T/ INE 32 R A ARE 23 199 9 i {1 199 BP0 A
T KA I o BN AR/ IMBE 2R 14 X (8] 1,
AR A ME A PRI, 2 75 AR A% A 80 1 = Ak
AR 227 BN, (B —Fh IR AT T I R
HE PR I T 1 AR FH A5 & MR X JR) 2 [0.0001 %~
0.01%], 7E# MR T AT 0] GEAEAE & Ak /1
MER S M HE R AT R, R4 B R PRk
(INFE R BOLEAL T 0.01%) 2 7 A4 7] U 55 25 4k
T2, T8 RSx4 ARG T 00 1) F Py R 4, AR il IR
AN BRI, AT B B B e
4.3 R AERMEEERAITERERE

T RN AR AR B, B R
WSS 2 5 A7 A, M7
Forf e il A B 2 B R AERAG 1T . AR SO RS
B ARE SR A 3 Y A vy X T XU Il A 35 G
BEAE L, VA8 — 5 R ik AR R AL T kAR B R
MEAEFRIR, FIT 7 A (R AR 23 5 Wi 3 3 3 A1
—J7 By BRA7 55 ) Wt (Kause et al., 2019), Collins #ll
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Mandel (2019)4HF 5% 3% W 507 ME 6 A 4538 LU S0
WA T fINB 8 (0 S T AL BRI e . e
PEECA ORI, AR5 AR b 1 S AR A5 0 Oy %2,
OB AR W7 5 75 30 1 B H LR R, AR
MWEF IR TE 20 R R AR b B 4 $siUn S H 5 L
HIA I AF 7 b, Lohre 1 Teigen (2017)KHF5E
FH, 7RI, FE AR X (R B AR B A A A
T[] 0 AT REME R, (HE T E T2 A E
P o TIB 2 0 S A 5 7 I 58 A A R R R AN,
T —~ X JAE, A2 A DX ] 2] 55 — X [E] B Y
AR BB EST= A G HAN ? 3, kKBS
N (2018) & BT 91| e 34 2 PRAT: 55 HE 4R 19 AS [) %o
PUBHJE 7= 4= AR Y 20 ; Hohle il Teigen (2018)3
Hh, SRR A A DA BRI ARE 3 10 A L v A I ok
R FHER AR 1 5, A0 B AR SR ok
RAEACAE TR T2 5, B M A s
BN S TH R o DRI V) 3 Hp 20 o A o T A R A
TH kBN (1 31 AP ERE Y Tt & R AR
7 sesh, ABRag Gad e, Qs X0y x4 5
RO A —FE, PTRE S B TR AR S (I
O A AE 3 DX () 0 T R ], A S o 1)
TE R < T 2 [ e ot Bk At S v A v N
ZA7) (R K ZE, 2016)77 4 B E 225, ARt
NGRS IBLY e 3 51b G Rl = A N v
FNEBOKE LA A R~ AN X 43, 3 o B FE 7
X A5 & . ARSI 4 T TE LA S A By (1
HE AF, 2020), XU FERX AN I FR b G faf i i AS
B LGS . DR, B 2k BN M 3R B T
M7 X—REEARE . &, AR M
i, MR SGE E BUT S T E R,
Bl A BRAAE TSR X (8]0 [50%~80%], 4
FN A AR G R e R 1) R BRI (IR
T 80%), TMiz= W& B ] 68 T H a3t 1)
LR GET 50%), Wik ZEZ3 A0 AREE
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Thetrend effect of probability estimation and itsinfluence on
decision-making from the per spective of psychological momentum

XIONG Guanxing', YE Jinming', SUN Hailong®
(* School of Economics and Management, South China Normal University, Guangzhou 510005, China)
(*> School of Business, Guangdong University of Foreign Studies, Guangzhou 510006, China)

Abstract: Probability is an important indicator reflecting risk and uncertainty. Probability estimation has
trend effect and this will affect decision-making. This paper describes two manifestations of the trend effect
of probability estimation: (1) the tendency of the revised probability estimation (the probability estimation
changes at different time points), and (2) single-bound probability (the estimated expression higher or lower
than the upper or lower bound of a certain probability interval)—and reveals its impact on an individual’s
judgments, decision-making behaviors, and irrational decision deviations. Based on the theoretical
perspective of psychological momentum, we propose an integrated model to explore the probability
estimation’s trend effect to trigger the psychological momentum experience, leading to subsequent decision
behaviors. Future research can focus on three areas. (1) Probability estimation’s trend effect when there are
multiple information sources. (2) The interaction between dynamic trend effect and static probability
estimation. (3) The trend effect of revised probability estimation in risk communication.

Key words: probability estimation, the trend effect, psychological momentum, revised probability, single-

bound probability, decision making



