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H E OERBEEA AR TGEERGE, LFREFRHZIMALG X, EHRRH, BFAR
FBRAEBEFFZFERARRT LA AR MAERM 4SS, BEZRINABEFEE LW EF. HHFANIE
WAHF EEZRARFEE., Miikdr, SRR ZABEEFALOY AR, AT B4 SR T
FALETRARTOERBEAFEBRL T AR E, EEZNEFAN LRI, R SR EA

FRBEAH) A 50 A R A e L ) 7 Bt — F e Rk

EEI EEA ERBOL; AR RFEER, MR

SES B849:C91; B844
1 31§

HE B, AT MR, ZFEAN
WAKISN, — ke, FETFABER, it 60 %
VLB IANERFR R AR N, SR LA A 24t 2 48
NI AR AR (60~74 ¥) . # B4 (75~89 %)F
KA EAE(90 5 DL )3 A4 B o H T [ IE P
AR, R 604 DL LAY
BN 10%0 | B 24 AN F B K
Hopesgm bz T, Hoes i 1 s A
LR R BIHA N B ORDE, B HE LTS5
LRGN E R, XTI AR AR
A8 1 AR5 A P PSR o i e RO SR A B
B W, ATTH SR B B SR A H iR 1k, A

M FET S P s A & Wi (Von Neuman & Morgenstern,

1947), T8 22 A7 N HY TR SR A a0 K 2 PHLYE T 9
B o {ELZ B ST A 3R PR 7 LA 3 4 ke ) B
AN"We? TR, 1R R 2 B UL 3R 1 3R
By TP RAT M 5 Z B R 1
R, PSR e 25 B R0 (Simon, 1955) . HEBRAK
I AR Sy — i UL A e SR A S A 22, R R AE AR Y
AR AN A [F] — [P R0 1) 8 8 5 8 77 A A - e
RIS (Tversky & Kahneman, 1981), HEjE7E

Wk H M 2015-05-24
SEIRVEE: ¥ 51, E-mail: 13404148529@163.com

612

A N BEHR TS B 55 4IF (Mayhorn, Fisk, & Whittle,
2002), SRTTX — G AE AR N R S HI AN
BT, X FHESR RN R B AR 2 5, A BT
S5V M HATAE T G ML R X 4E N BHESE
SN EATIRSE, ARAUAE BT T ff 248 NP R
A WX T PR RE ) A HEH R .

HE HR A5 0 — B 43 SR = o 24 TR —— XU A 2R 4
B7 . @ P HE 4L RN A H AR AE 42 /% (Levin,
Schneider, & Gaeth, 1998). XU HE LAk B4~ 14
TR % 1 HE S8 B ]~ XU KL, T TR X6F 47 A 4L Bt
G ] AR TR T PR AE SR i i 11 O
Ja& 1 R [ AE 28 e 3 Bt 23 5 i A A 9 D &, E b
HE HE 5550 17 5 1 S5 T K 25 10 S 483 9 2 2 i L5
3. Wang (1996) 1A Sy HE S AL R I A7 76 B[] F1ERL i)
B DX, 3 T 0 A XL 6 A 2 55k 17 B XS 1) HE 2R %
L, TP ] AE 4RI 2 PR SR 118 IR fi A 5 1
AR A HE S B AR Ak S A T R AR A T i
Uit o I VAL T FRAE T 0 TR A XU Uk, )
FEIFHESE T F B S SR A PR ST 1), AR TE T
iR 28 R 0 2 B0 AR oK, IIAE S HEZL R 23
HH B b i %) B R AW 1) o 91 41, Watanabe 1 Shibutani
(2010)F F T fi . M2l | 88 AE R0 P 9 1] R
FAE S PEAT 5, K BUAER AR BN E K i
], (HAEHESE A KRB KT IEMESR TR
B R, DRI B A BT RO TR A B i HE
BN
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BT BIRIRE, ARSI AR ARE SRR Y
WEFE BURBEAT I B, ik 2 4 AR A [] U e 3
HAOHESLRN 45 A, IR RS BE . A ARIA
17 28 MA I 28 2 PR i DU A AN [3] 187 0 4 78 2 4F
NS A IS IR TR A SN
JSE RIS JR B

2 EBFNRRPHIERYN

YPWLLATE AT, X 28 4 A HEZR R Y 4R 3+
FEAE TR PSR, I AE BR YT RN 28 B e SR 4R Ak
HIRR—E R o BEST PSR XA AR T 2
A CAR A IR R U, JCH IR X AR AR,
FRR B RAS BT, 5 B 245 10 FR T 1 155 T I
AR, TEIRTT T 58 2R Dy T Y PR OR A
R AR E S, NIHEoT 3 2R W
i o) R 28 A N REZRAN, o R4 BF o3
K, BAENRIAERR N HE AL N JE 22 5 (Mayhorn
et al., 2002)mk 3 4 A XS HE AL A A AR 4% sk
(Watanabe & Shibutani, 2010), Rénnlund, Karlsson,
Laggnas, Larsson Al Lindstrom (2005) 7 I 5 5k
[ B T2 A N i opr, 85 R R BAER A
5EAE NIRRT ) S5 R B A0 R ) HE ZR RN
Woodhead, Lynch FiI Edelstein (2011)] 3% ]2 it
(88 TR ST I AT 55, 5N IR [R], B
TEF R TR AL T AR T R AE LAEF 5 AE N
FEIE R, (HE5 RARSRUE ] 2 AE N FIAE R N I HESE
RN AATFAE i 2 5 . 1 Kim, Goldstein, Hasher
F Zacks (2005) [ #: R IR IT IS B8 55, 20
RIAETCINNFE 560 T 2AF N LAR R AR
TG 0 XU HE SR AR, B E 1 XU A SR AR Y 4
%25 5 .Bruine de Bruin, Parker #il Fischhoff (2012)
PL7 X I 9 92 5[] 5017 45 i B MK B HE 2R AT 55
(Resistance to Framing), & LA 5 KPTAELL &
EHRASC, WA FERIE K, B4 NBORBE S
I IHEZL AR N . X iR 2 4 N (2014) % ML gm iy 7
NESFHRATSS, FT I AR B R 7 44T,
FURA R IAE N LLAR R AR I TR (Y HE S K
L, LB A XU 55K 1 B ] HE SR L0

BRBES7 SR LAAL, G o SRR BIF 5T 2 4F AHE
BEZG R Y 55— E4TE . Mayhorn 2§ A (2002)K
8 M F M A& Tr S Y PSR BE, & B A T IEAE
R R NN R 22 5, Bk
R UL A N FNAE R N EA AR [F] K P 9 HE 2R 2400,

2% B HR HE ZR 40O 1) AR I AR 2 M . Ronnlund 58 A
(2005) g AfF 78 0 3 FF 17X — WA, AR
O il T AN O 7 ) RS B, & B AR R S
AN N 77 430 35— S50 b, 2 0 Ay XU L3 ) . ]
W, SRR Z BIRER MW, AT
LA N5 A I 3 1 R RE & 2B AR H AR & U B
IR, TR I A N AR R R 5 A, TT i R R
54RO 14 55 49140, Mikels #1 Reed (2009)
SR LR, 2w T LR SR A B, R
AR NTE B S 1 W02 (45 2 ) R EE o8 200 22 [ il — 3R
G RE, JE5 0 AR N I e 2 25 R
HABRIA AWM=, S5R B, FRALEFA
T SR A HE ALY, HE AR N AR R TR
5y % BN FE SR 52 . (75 — 2 1Y &, Gachter,
Orzen, Renner 1 Starmer (2009)3% F % 3% 7] i
F¢ H R HE L R00 19 AR 0% 22 i, R BAR R AL
HAE N5 32 BIRE L 520

BMH 2, B NMAER NTE BT 25 9
BHEBL RN AFAE—E 1 25 5, H EERI M
JERE R AL, FEBIT IR, B NRE R
IR T 5 A HE SR O AR AFTE R R AL, HLAESR
SN I A b AR AE R B ) 22 4 T AE 6 %
P, ERM AR, R AHEF AR
R P RERR AN, LY & AR N R
R RE SN . AR, G T AE HE SRR 2
RGBSR L, X nFE— 2L, R
TN SR, T RESRAN 1 4r FE AT e e
FEORG 4 8 7 AR ANAE RS BRI SR T i 5 4 2 A8 T
DI R AR R N 22 520, A 28 T4 v B AE AHERE
N I S A o

3 EFANEZRMMAIF M E R

HE AL N AR X 32 B 58— B R B2 m, &
ARSMNE FE L BAE M ZE R AR Atk
RlE A VRINE . 5L . DHIR 28 A4 145 5 T 1Y B
A7, X EER AT B B R AN HH A [ HE ZE 2000 R
SR R ZE TSR B 5 AR SRR
FALFMEA, 84 N WHEZL RN 2 30 1A 1
S
31 RKIHE

i B LA AT AR N REZRRL T T, WTLLE
PSR G BT R R R AR N T, — 7 R AR
RGN N R, 155809 St & 0 B4R
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N FRHE BRGNP HE 520 g — 5 T MR SR 1 158
ML R, HESRAT 55 Rk, RIHE 22 i) S8 280 ) Hif
IR I I 24 R AR R HE R AL 7 AR R
M

— M h, YR A 5 P 3 IR 5 A G
JE RSB (DA S s [ J Ry 48], 4BET- ) A
AR W), JRIEE A AR S
Bem, RZ WAL A E NN, 5
ASRAH S AR S5 A L, AR SR RIS 1
1 55 v HE B2 0% 5% Wi BE O W 35 (McElroy &  Seta,
2003), {HJ& E AT AR IR X E R oe A9 it I S5 iR JE AN
—%(, ke Ronnlund %5 A (2005) 5k & B4 A
PR S R O N A A AR R 25 S
Mikels Fil Reed (2009)41 i 1HAF: 55 v (1) He #0242 Jah 1
RER AR, N T WO 5 S A Gk, 2
KR, BENIIAEG ZRERY W, ZIH
FRUE MRS R), T A7 52 N R 0 HE 3 i 9 HE 2R A0
N TER—TGE R, AR SR A B2 5
WF 5% 224 NFIAR 52 N HE SR A0 07 If s e L, 415
55 A CHERHER ARG RS, H2RAR
0 BRAE B AR N, A WA A8 R G B v I AR T 1)
FH B (A, 2014), AT RAHE, A4 S
Be— SRR BRAHC AR 5, WA
TRAE DGk I 25 5 0 5 | AR AR (1 22 5%, ]
e R B IE R A S A RENS 5ER
HE IR AR,

Br T ARAH S 2Z A0, HEZRAT: 55 R A6 A )
R L THESRON . — I T, A R HE ZERKL
MRS, WX | SR EH AR AR RN, X =
BEAEZENT G | HEZR S 0 9 X 52 T N £ Ty =X R A
25 (Levin et al., 1998), [H A ] (IHE L%
N FEAT AT B BN LA X 43, AT — RS . An Xl
TR 55 R 8 5255 (2014) X & AR R HT T H br Al g 2
HEZE AL BEEIN, 0437018 B AR HE QL FE P HESR
AU Y 2% 5% Gachter 5§ A (2009)F 97 HE 2834 W 1)
AR 22 R B2 B ARAEZR AR, R 5 X
5y FEE B AL N I A AR 45108 T X ) ek, BFgR ok
SERE 1 R A HCHURE AT 55 BRI A T
HEBRAL R, {H 2 24T 55 K 2240 & H ARz 22 Fi X
W& HE 28 Wi 2% 1% 5% (Finucane, Mertz, Slovic, &
Schmidt, 2005; Bruine de Bruin et al., 2012; Li,
Baldassi, Johnson, & Weber, 2013), [ it A4T
B A DN Nt o | DR 5 R A

Ty — 7 T, HEZR A B 2 B AR S R W AE B AL
N RE R HATER X B4R AR PSR S 2
i F RE P00 1% 5% 2 47 1) 45 it I 19 B =X, Strough,
Karns 1 Schlosnagle (2011)3A k| i fl o7 v 1
55 K 225045 AR A RNAF 5 A R S 5k 1y G 2%
3% —4#51% (e.g., Mayhorn et al., 2002; Rénnlund et
al., 2005, Woodhead et al., 2011), Ifij>& FH H likifite
W PSR W R R, BSR4 RIAR 52 AR 3R
PRy R [ HE 2R 4% )% (Weller, Levin, & Denburg,
2011), fH2 &4 AT AE <y H AR N B0 1 o 55
FHE 22000 (Mikels & Reed, 2009), J5 A A] A2 4H
X R A R AU SR, AR N S
PSR A R A AT 55, T A i it 0 £ SR AT 55
BRI T R S AN R R A b R S R, T S
FroR A8, JF BN IR ST — e HE, 12 AR 4
SN Z R BE R, X R HE SR By T i

TR .
32 AMFIAF

XU TN A, AR P 3 v A7 76 1 F A [7)
AR B T —— 1 & A T

(affective/experiential process) 1 43 # & i T
(deliberative process), ‘B 14X N & &G 1
RY 2. RS 1 R-NETHY . &8, HHEF
FRMWAEXRG, RE2E2-METEHELE
HEFL | 355 0 R 19 45 BT R 58 (Peters, Hess,
Vastfjél, & Auman, 2007), McElroy # Seta (2003)
BFFEIESS . 5t RGEM L, A ARG HE
25 WHRESL ALV . Peters, Diefenbach, Hess #ll
Vastfjal (2008)4% i, B TR MG, deskrfsy
B2 T 7 AR R R, I 2T R 2 5 Y
Ja &M T ERSFAE S E 2 LT,
PR AE — 8 B2 BE b AT DA R 2 A T BB 3 Y A
AN X — R . HETC A MR R — WA
(Kim et al., 2005; Woodhead et al., 2011). .4 Hf
FEFPR I AR N BT ok th RN TE TR A AE AR AK
N AT RS P Ry B T SRS 2 A N T S SR RRE OC
EEL, FEMESREEXIMTRS, L E
BRZIUNE 5 T 4 R (A T R B B DK P8R, )
W AT R G TAEX i E, 2013), H X —fE
v i it — 25 SRR SR

1 45 By W9 B 6 (Prospect Theory) 5t T2 i
BRI ARG, PR S BME RS, Ak
NATIXF 0 2% L% 3 2 T A aURk, LA R A R 9
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R TR R IR, B0 R (Tversky
& Kahneman, 1981), Peters %% A (2007)i\N, %4
N U6 R I 2 -5 TR0 BEE P 9 01 o it £
TEAR—2, H2 Y5 & =0 05 e . ah A5 1
B, o R AR T O BN . R UG, B A AR
RN — AR AR AEHEZR A N, (H B A HE B 1 1 25
5 R AR F AR W, AR IR
P PR RIS FE AR EN, TE R 5 2K R g R 2R B
T T S I A5 B T, R S B 4 R 1
(affective bias)Bl4:, PR LA A F B 58
B XL REH N . BARRI, FEMAESE NI i)
T RX AR NS K, O T R R R
T —P0" K8 B e G RS B TEAESR T, FRAR
ORI N R, RIER E Y0 2 i
HM 2R RSF . R, TR d, ZHFAm
HURIROE" H5HERAARF R DL FIEE .

USRS N IR R X B A BT B8 o P AR

DU T 2 4 N2 B AR i 9] (positivity bias), iX
54 N4 P i B ON ™ S A — 30, A
TAERN, BENSHEWEE KM (ERESR) T RH
HH B 22 1 RURS R ORE o SR AR AR A T R R
PR O B SR AR TS B AR A5 ., & ny i
0 KBRS AR, R R S (AR SRR A
SEM AR N PSR, 4 A L A5 N R
T/ 5 G RO, BV 2R B A T AR A 1) 5 2K (1ack
of negativity bias),

33 fH%

Bl A AR RIS, AR NTE SR RN AE )
GOTH I —E R T R, SRS 25 5 1E T
Eant, S4B AME, B8N % RE IR
R g H 2 A ik Tl (Carstensen et al., 2011), #h2x
15 4% 16 ¥ P14 (Carstensen, |saacowitz, & Charles,
1999)iAy, B EIFIGE S 2 ATt 22 HoR, &
ENBGE A CEIME RIS SEARZ T, XA
A B 2 A ol I A pR R B0 AR 1] R BT J
REATEAR, RHECEF N E Z I TR ERA
FIF 2 18 IR b, DT B ) o AR R R
T, RBUNIE L0 BN o 1T — i A 4
RSPk, 1IE . MAERRKIRLELTIE NG
K3, HESR RN e M P B 2 1 S e
BG4, 755 800 AR 1% % H 45 (De Martino,
Kumaran, Seymour, & Dolan, 2006), J&JL &% T
PIE IR B AR R B SAE S, HESR ARk

U VF R H T B RGO B E R, < RO Y
fEEMATRE S RBCRAE N IE . AR T R
AR NS TR] B PR SR A ]

— 7T, A A B RN A AR e SR
1] 0 TEAE SR (BB A B, ) AT 5 22 M 5G T (Kim,
Healey, Goldstein, Hasher, & Wiprzycka, 2008),
Lockenhoff Fl1 Carstensen (2007)% %% T #4F A Bt
SR 12 3 T 8 BB R FE R AR IR 1 i, &
BN AR R N CHE Z B AE R, XL
AR AKX BURAR BB T R AR, Bar L
D, TEAEZEXF B N AT BETE K, T 4E
R I 2 e KAk, B AR AR IEHESR R W] fig Lt
R NRIAG TN IRSF . 3 —rH, BFEARR
B AS0NE™ TIT fiE 5 L AR 2 N 2D 32 B R HE SR Y 52
Wi PRk BRORE SR B AR BRI G, RN AR AR,
R RARETE N Wy B bR, XT3 a8 017 BB
T BEAR SR 8 TR0 G B B0E B, R R 4 2k R R
B 55 1 B2 W 4 (Samanez—Larkin et al., 2007), X
VR EEN—Erh A B2 R 2 b, A
AEZ IR, HRERUR B E, By
1F B A7 M1 48 (Ebner, Freund, & Baltes, 2006).
T, EHRHERTE, ZENTREILAE R AN RAE
D 0 B S AR 3k S M1 4
34 INAREEEEFS

Mata, Josef, Samanez—L arkin #ll Hertwig (2011)
TEHITC b g iy, 2 4E NI 2 Ak 1 B
AP T RE ) s, R I
DA ) A5 L AR IS IR AT AR AL, B I A
TRTREEE, BFEAMBERN I EAEER,
A fi 2 B A 32 30 AR T i 98 1 VE FH R el (Bruine
de Bruin, Parker, & Fischhoff, 2007), &A1& fif
TR RN, BH B4 ANET T RZ H KL
T JE B FEB SR A IR T B A A 2 M
R (KA EAE, 2014), (ELA DFFEE N BAE N
mn R NTERS K, HARSE R 1T IR R4 5 2
W AN [ HE 22 (9 i 3R 25 5, 36 BOKT HE B2 A A UK
(Woodhead et al., 2011) ., A #f 78 # #& H 5 4166 1 &
YR A RRAE AN, AN AR A FE 4R AT
HE ZR A5 1Y) 2 S 2 PR A 28 41 N DR SR e ) 32 B T
P 1 RLARE 1 Z 35 138 B i —— S AR
JIBAE T B, SRR IR LU O — 4530 i kAT
YRAR, MIMTE BCIEBA M E SR (L et al., 2013), W3
VL, AR I AR OC B AMEEAIL TR (N 32 7 48 I i) 2256
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%24 %

WO T RS 1R B 2R 32 i (Ronnlund et al.,
2005).,

AR TN BE 7 1) 508 XoF 2 4 AHE SR A48 1) 5%
M) [ AN OB, (H 2 A AT AN e, RS ) i
BT B AR ) T 2 RS B T
(Carstensen & Turk-Charles, 1994), M ifij fii {5 % 4F
N AR T 45 05 B AT R AU S5 B SR
TR ——J3 K 2 T (Mata & Nunes, 2010).
VITEBFSE 2 B, HE SR80 FT RE A7 76 3800 14 f 34k
BR, FHEZREN 5 AT B4 A xR, BE
ST L o3 BT 1 S 2 B 5 5 AE HE AR 4008 (M cEl roy
& Seta, 2003; Kim et al., 2005), 1Ak mn T
1 RAE B R R AR kB, 2k i T
EAFIRAR B . 18 SUE B W4 T e #e BR
(Gallagher & Dagenbach, 2007), 4 B4iE 42K 5k
W25 5 HBAE BRI, 800G 72 1 BROR 32 HE R0
B2 (McElroy & Seta, 2004), A Al LUHED .
Bl A AR AR iR, g & =0 T 2
PRI HREMG, EAF AHE LU0 S 1 H 34
Bk REE A AT R, SR, A DUARR A
T I 92 K HAE 28 R0 7 22 2 3R A AR K 1 s
(Fk R4, gL, SKPEAR, 2010; Stein, 2012). iX
o B IR 1) S [i) 2= 35K T R A X HE SR AN 1 7 A A
(ES I, PSRt R, 5 B R G BR A A2
)32 VIR AH B 5 4 1, 3K A 2 BRI dn ] £ 32 1
FEAE T RESRALON i i i — 2B A . A, T
AR N B HE B85 R 10 22 S F AT A A L, TR L AR

NGRS SYNIBE Ly Pt s e NEITEUE SLE S =18

TAMBATR A

L5 HE B AN A 5 1) IR DXBF 58 B T 9 B R4
FRPRIN, A SHIHIM )2 . De Martino
25 N (2006) & B IRV e 5 v A B AL R 1 7 A 5 A
{ZRRE A . W E TMRI ARk (7 48R0 1
FE 55, 2R B B 0] HE B 200 Y [R) B, o B T A
(A BB TG o AT A% R AR TR AE 45 1 I
T, B AT DA — 25 B AE B A g 2 — =l 2k
T AmZE, BAVFR LM, MEIRKEZL, &1
AR 4 T B b Bk, B B4R AN A
TR AR AR B0 RN M T T B, TR R AR B
HHRFI P4 (Mather et al., 2004), iX7E
— B b AR NI HE SRR BRI T AR Y
i, BME NI, XS HaER M, MEFEA
WA A A% R AR AR A, AR SR A 5 BB 5 4R

BN YRR SR 6, (BRI A A S HESEsK
RIAEAER S & . Weller, Levin, Shiv Il Bechara
(2007) ) %2 #1451 it B2 )2 (prefrontal cortex, PFC)
S HEZRAG N A B VIR F o H I PR 00 i 2 -
J2 (VM PFC) e % HE 228007 7™ A= 30 il £, 1 HE 7
0] R 50 0 B J2 5 EL S R R A T B A IE M R
(De Martino et al., 2006), Xt 5257 K24 4T
55U, AR FINE P9 HTAS L )2 I 4 2 W
S ORI B AR E () %K (Trepel, Fox, & Poldrack,
2005), A& 52 T L SR U B R Rl AT, FE
A AR M, iR E R (Weller et al.,
2011), fhEEEZAE AR, MOR ] #E
il 52 2] [ sk TR, PR 25 5 5% 3 1% Ik
o ) M AR, DA AR ME SR AR ot ET DA,
SEAE N BHE B AL N A3 5 T fiE U B PO A e
KR SIENMTTHEZDR R T, A, £4
Sy 1k TCH ST A R Y EAA R R], SRR
EAE N WA AT A0 5 2 05 R RE NS A BT
EQINYA Y

L5 LRTIR, FF X AR A HE SR A5 (19 5% ) [H 3
PRE A H, SRR CEHZNERCES—
SERIESE BT UE, TV 5 08 AR 56 4 A 4R AT
SEIRAIE . MR AR N BN T4 SV sh &4
FHARR A5 = A [0 T8 ) AR ST D E E E T  EAY BE
WA, WsUm THEE A S, &
HEN SR TE N o 22 A B 5 T M B A i 4
BRENESDIZBRERE, FIEIRKR SR
HRE R ME BN LA, RIGHESATE 5 A 51
T A RAE R TR, T 4 0y« BRI " ) mf
FIE 52 W) L X AS A H 11 26 15 B RN T, AT
BN RFIE . AHEZLET 25 5 R B R [ 1) B o
i) o B, AR A SR AL N 57 B 55k 46 ] 2 1Y
FE RV A A B R 2R B = — 2k

4 MIRRE

i EPR, BN MHER RN B 5T £ BT
TP, Ry iFh, EEAFEM
FOULRIARPAT . — B4R N RIARER A B HE 2800,
ToZe s, TOEEAR AR B o ROHE QLN
TEL TR, RERITWEFE SCAFHE SN AT
AR 225, WA BETE A AR R AR B H T 58 P A
BRBEONE o AR NHE SR80 F) 5 ) PR 3R T 4 47 b
HNGHE . AR 15 25 L BN R 28 A B A
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W7 B A2, DRSBTS AR N HESE
AN TR R, (HAH G B SR A G N R LA
FE WSS, i EARARIRR 1ok, Hrp—
AL S o A A N AE SR AN 1) 5% T 114) 1 3% 3 B S U
T B A R R R, S RIS Y
—PIAIE, QAR A A 2 T A 1 AT 2
RN o AR X 38 4 A HE BRAL N 1) BF 5 38 7T
MELFILA T AT
4.1 ZBEAWEAMAMSFHE

AN AR AIE 2 55 T E S8 2000 8 Sy oA PR R
kB (Huang & Wang, 2010). 4E#BL(Weller et
al., 2011) Al FE /K - (De Martino, Harrison, Knafo,
Bird, & Dolan, 2008), HIffi [FFE2E E4E A, Wil fE
Z K BL R MR E . J o, A
T 52 I\ TR 5 v 2 4 o P LG 55 4 - RIS
(Kovalchik, Camerer, Grether, Plottet, & Allman,
2005), {H7EHEZEEN BIF ST i JC & AR X L AT
I, X—r AR — 2. Ok, ERBE . 2
EAERK TG B4R 3 DRI BN AL, 5 A 7 T
AT B % % F (Farfield, Mammarella & Di
Domenico, 2013), KX A 6] 4F i B 4E A Y B
FEL T RE 2 M AE R0 . AR RS 30 2% 1
AERA R B PR D UK R R IR, MR )
T3 A e 22 AR (5K 0T, SRS, sk, Bk
%, 2015) FHR, CADIFRY], A B AL FiE
PR A XS PR B 52 AN TR, e A A A
IRV TR 3 BB ) 32 A2 /0N, T s B 2 A A
RAE RS B AT R LR B B4, X ] BB L5 i bl
ZoHLH BB AT AT S (M s, BBk, 2014).
BRI 0 RE BR80T 5 485 00 1T g L3 FH T {dt e
WY EAEN, A7 1 2 AF N I A SR 25 07 BF 53 40,
NZAFENE AL
42 IWME5EITER

TEWFTE T, IR RAEAE S /Y 2k, B
B WAE RN . E e, SER AR B X
AR NI ALK, MRk 2 5 1 AR A
B, AR Ik b DU B AL e 22 1S R () ik B AR
2014), CA BT IR JE 45 Rl il 58 5 Y
SEYR AR ECE AR OC, PR Ik e B Y SE B A )
WRFEMNAZIRWHE R HIR, EZRA R
A b, DRUIR: PR SREAT 5 A HE 2R 000, BIF 52 v fif T 55
Rz R R, o R R RSB R,
{3 S SUOT AR BT AT /Y TR SRR, 15

BRI L AR AN AR H A SR A HE SR 5% 7 . T3 Ah,
BRI O R S R XU RSy e SRR SR AT A DR SR 1 SR B
B, AR HEZR AR N A 9T 5 ol B 3R i
BE, DRI SRR P 5 A AE RN A L, B ok
TR HR I E S A% R A 5T I LR S (X 45, PNEE,
2014), WFTEM, B AT — Bt ] B9 A R
A T8 T BR A 14 52 0 (BRI oA Sk s [R] 3R 2% 00) 45 5
o BRI SetE B, FIMONAE 445 21 B ARtk
e TR 3578 H F5 (Mather & Carstensen, 2005),
AL O, s [ TR 2% s 5 ) 2 A N B3R i A
o WMAEB PR, HESRR00 B 5 0% 0 i 2
BFIED, R O 2 47 A A s i) ) 2% 7 2 6 2 A B
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Framing effect in elderly adults

WANG Huifang; JJANG Jingchuan
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing, Jiangsu 210097, China)

Abstract: Framing effect isan irrational deviation in decision-making, and the age differences of it has been
gradually concerned by the academics. In general, the older and younger adults differ in framing effect when
facing the medical and economic decision-making, mainly in susceptibility and type. The framing effect in
elderly adults is mainly influenced by decision making context, cognition, emotion and neurophysiologic
features. In addition to further explore the characteristics of framing effect across different domains and its
influencing factors, future researchers need to extend the study from the views of other individual
characteristics of the elderly adults, the experimental material and design type, the psychological
mechanism and applied values.

Key words: older adults; framing effect; decision making domain; decision making context; individual

characteristics



