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1 3]

— ) ] AR JE T AR ) B, — Y47 Bh R
WILBE 25 (] St ke %, 2018), LHIEH LW
RSN, Pe3K (decision-making) Rk #H N T
S A 25 fe KAk (Kurth-Nelson & Redish, 2012), %
ZATT AR AR R S5 R0 2 BT SR TPl 5 3
B2, fstie, 2017), H4R, HT ICHR MR
(9 £ E (compensatory) FE TA y, e i) LUK
ZANYERE 15 B A B S — I M (B 2 ke X pe
KRBT RTINSk PR BT RS, 252430, 2015;
KPP 4F, 2014), fH2, ARARTEEHEEM,
A B AN BE 7 AT 3 N T L 2 i E S
ARG . BT B IR &  AEA
PERIR Iy, PSR HURE AR A B 2 RS B
FEUCR % B R 2Z AT e Sk (A 55,
2019), PRk, 7ESCBRIGPSR R R AT A 2
Xof PR S £ B O B2 1) 2 DA SR Al B s, T RE
AR PR A5 B SR A AL A o B 22

il

R TG YT, AATTE XA kR T
2 WK K T R & A 1 35 (Baumeister et al.,
2016). #fisr H bR (goal) 2 AT AR (19 ZE Rl 2177
(Oettingen & Mayer, 2002; Oettingen, 2012), H#rn]
PIS | AR 2 2R A SR 45 SR 5 M i SRk A 7
H3Z, RIS A C BT 8 (Kappes & Oettingen,
2014, Ef¥, #AKE, 2018). Hbn A 7ok
AT T5 ], BE PR & s e SR iy I A, A
R TSR ) B e ke SRR it R SR T SR R B 3
SR, AR R H T A OO SR 2
HAE R EEIRE, FIU, ERRAER TR TR
(labor)” F1“ ff B (leisure)” Z [ 8 TR B, BE [
B TE ST R4S & BAnde 3 T i Mok, T
JEAE SIS I AR H bR v B B Rk
I (Inzlicht et al., 2014), tahtEi, A7
THE Y Y PSR B T AR E 1Y B AR A Y,
AR PR B PR 285 5 07 F 2 A A B T S B T 1Y
Hir. IrLL, ABFRAFT BAnMES I EEaRl 1, M
MANHI B AR . BRI AN J5 Sk AT 55 19
VAP J7 TR B bR 52 W SR 1 O BRAL ] o
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g5, HUOGH T HAER D s . WINEE
KE, HIR2MESTR B4 Nl & (desirable)
I oK 3 $ 1k (Kruglanski et al., 2015), & 5%
(reward)f 3¢ 1) 2R 75 (Papies, 2016), # il B n]
VIR . MRS B kA SOy, o)
VIR ML 15 Rk R, dnl L
U N SR SRR AT S R (Schultz,
2006) ., WA H bR 1952 U B 08 W — R A H A,
B2 B F H AR 9 58 AN 23 o BB 1 22 Jgh, 5K
W HARA B WAL — R e, 75 &L
K% IR B % 3% 0 B (reward positivity, RewP)
(Threadgill & Gable, 2018), 73 4% SLat e (124 il
J& T 45 F 10 ¥ B2 1 (desirability) RRAiE, S e T A4
A B AR S R . SRR R
BURETRMRTE] . By USRI TS R v ATk
(feasibility)FRAE, &S0 HIZ A R 25 S 1 e 5 FR L,
ST AR an ey SE BRI 45 S (Liberman & Trope,
1998). i B 5 Al AT M AF R AE S R SR T R — A
ARG RNy BARMI AT RENE . Bilhn, ARG
S HTTRENE R 0%, TCIRARRRAT KA 4 4 ($1000)
SR /NEIAE 2 4 ($0), B AR IN R XA 1 R 4
BAGHE ., WARBRXY, ReetEh AT ER.

MR 22 S T R 2 25%0T, #ial HoR 3RS
KA K42 ($1000) & HLJe & By . A 2 X H s
(Kruglanski et al., 2015).

MBIHLIY A BER UG, H bR —Fl 5 4 H5i17 0
ZIBAFTE 2 TR SR 56 22 B A O B 2R 4 (Raminerd &
Torneke, 2015). 40, 4744341 (Behavior-analytic)
WFIEHE B AR IR A a5 AT U i AR
(Cooper et al., 2007), AR HERHFIL BIRE
R S LA FOR A T AR A R 45 44 (Custers &
Aarts, 2005; Dickinson & Balleine, 1995), H#rik
AR T Mg i 75 R bR AE, A2 AR5
HOLFE 7 R AR, B YT S AL
StALE R 2 (Al ) 22 (Landers et al., 2017), A1,
HAR M DR IE R AR R 25 R B A M shMUE R,
Jil A 1A A0 YRR S S B AR 2 R 2 R 25
(Huang et al., 2017), Joit & A B IR e BRI
MRRER, BRI E IR EZ ARG R,
XS AR AR RAE A SHHLE IR B bp ok T
MEZRBERT LR ZRARERNITHEER
(intentions) . f7 H I Hr &Mk E kB FH A =
IR Z RS R . R B #5237 (commitment)

MR AT 2 R BT 1 2R SR 45 SRl A7 o 1y
L, MEHECON HIER H R (Giolla et al., 2017),
FISA AL B bR AT R, Hd, HbRR# 2
B AR SE I BRI = (BN %, 2016),
SR AN B B A% 38 5K H AR 9 Pe.O (Khenfer et al.,
2017), REEEIMERELT R . BUS R E SR B
F I8 7% (self-instructions), Bk« B 375 92 PR
#5 X" (Webb & Sheeran, 2006). Hiitt, Fzhik#k .
R AR RS R T B ZPLE R B AR,
Jil e SIS AARRI A R F H ARSI 5 8247,
M AR AT T8 T BAR RS, JoikB
ARG RBSHEN, ARERCH HiR, TEIHR
H #7 (nonconscious goal, unconscious goal) & i1 ¥
B R A, ARTETC R 00T H a8 i Kok
R (BRI ¥, 2014), Y MEC L IME T K
TRk SR R Z M B AT, SRR
7 ke 4 B A 56 1Y AR R AT LG R b AR A S (A
Rl HERHR AT AR, XTSRS
74 LA S it e T AR X0 12 R S 485 SR A {8 1) T 2R
WAl o AR HBA RN E . (H15 A
OIS TR T, I AXA TR R Z ARk
S5RA S R SHUER B B AR, 51544
AR B977 7 (Custers & Aarts, 2010), i1, 45
Sk ny BN HAREE, B AR i gl £
BT LM AIT M (Aarts et al., 2005), 24 )i 3l 6%
R BT, B REERT T BirS
BN SRAT A Z MR . A T A R E
H R UL, HARA RO > T A 8 R E B 0K
(1 B S AT A (T 4%, 2019).

BB AE N SIS AN i BEXT H AR 93 X,
AT B ARS8 2 Al B — A AR SR 25 R
BRI AT AT SRR AE, B i B S HLE R
ARAKEER . BRI O RRIE R AR R 45 R XA 4
FNHVRIAT R B s AILVE SRl A i i 5
HArAH—SAT . KRBT SHE RS
AP EAR . HiE—2P, X EHT AW
X E BRI P BT X R — A ARk g SR R,
20 T A RAE R B 2 AR 85 R Z W kAT
PR . WA FLRAE A R R, Sihs
R 2 WG ER TS B R AE A L SE I ) 24 Rk 45 2R
Z W TR, HE P Z A HirR.
i, = 56 B AR R A B b A 2 A R A 25
ARG IR, Ho, Hrp— A Rokai Ry sl
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SR WIRS — ARG, S AL
MDA R I S i, AR S B AR i R S
B b S 7 AR S 224 A R 45 2R 2 AR AT R A
PRt R, AR, M2 HERTCEE U R e,
A X AR AT S e o Hor, s BUIR
SRR SE B2 A 1) 22 5 H AR e CHE P I A
371, H5MEPREZ A RR 22 7 0 HARE A
A g B I e 2 (Unsworth et al., 2014) , 7E
X2 HARTFR d, H AR 58z dh g S AR
ST AR A R EUE AR A B BRI AS . BE
4G T RE S A K2 3 11 5 B H A (high-order
goal), AL T H AE M ok 4 A 2% 19 KB B bR
(low-order goal), 7E3ELLAEEE T, KB H AR ol fig2x
WA R, Wik ERE S B B AR, Bhnt, i
PR IAT A 2 SR PR 25 55 By H A7 (Fishbach &
Shah, 2006), S &K B A FHEAGZMAT AT
SIALAE T o DARR il PE AR & A R 0 R & 1T R B
REL 1 4 TR A A I AR B AT Sk 2 FH S8 B A il 1A
WA B S B AR L R PeE . A H
PRAESE A BB AF I Ui 25, B TR Hir. =
FH2E & HARRE S R BB 2, R B B A
FIMIER, B TR B bR . SEE T LLA )
O B R g I SE A B AR, TR ]
P AT B AR AR LT A S A A T A rh
W, PRSI PE R e B T R = SR SRR
GRBEWA TG, 7B AR B R A BE R W 56
B . AT S S8 B AR JE MR AR R A A ) T
R X 95 13 5 AR B R (4R S T4 i) (Papies
et al., 2007), JfFH, # LT Ja gl i 4,
i T R R R g sh = R B AR
5 B A P R A A T 3 ) AT 55 v o ol R
A ) A H 0 08 %) 2 g R R, 3 e o R
F HFRIIMH (Stroebe et al., 2008), I, kA&
& HR R EBIZEN, S804 ik gk
PRI A AR & 4T M (Stroebe et al., 2013), M ix 4t
WMRRE, 24 B2 055 50 br B A
FESTHLK 22 A SR 45 A B2 (8] 55 4 H AR (19 S bl
Tifg, HEE R DA —4 HARfeie & # bl
EH, Hen Bis BB SWEM, K& Tk
Sk BRI R O AFAE

B LA, AWE5EIA Ry B bR 098 3 5 B — A ok
e AR, A MARIE A A [ A ok 45 SR B4 7 B
AT PSR RAAE, PR A ARk 45 A H Ao

F bR R A 2B 24 R 45 R Z A A B 58 4 3l
PUAEIIEE R . BN BRI ARR S R ELA T 3l
PERT, B BRI BRI SR AT RE AR AL 22
R, FREENARGESHPEM, JTESCh
FRokAE AT . BB MR B, A M T RZH
N AR TR i O AR SR 45 28 AR RE RS A SR
e B g, (ER S B SR TR T LU AL IR e . IR LERE
g Sy 1 T R BRIV e i A AR R 5 2R B SR W RE 22 1
Bk B AT RO A £, (HUR 52 B R LA
Sy, BARECH WS MR R B L, ABFFEAE
RO A 04 D SR A R A X i 5 2R SRAT 55 19 52
Wi R, BRI R T REZ B BA
A AT A £ B AR A A R A H bR A PR A 2k
FUAR XS BRI 2

3 HMTERHZmER

L =R A SRS R e A VA S RN E R
JEIR R G SRR S5 & MR
. NSRBI AE 3% 26 0 45 PR 3R A BT E s ok
P ER T EEEM. BIRERE, AR RK
S A IR A AR AR 5N A S 2 6 A 2 1 T
b3 3 i v 7 A 52
31 fRREKE

fif B 7K - (construal level) &A1& ZAEH 1Y
MBRE, SMBAKCELUAEN . XTSIkl
R RAERNEL, TR B ACE LR . 3 5k
T R RAERNR 10035 3] 19 A SR 45 AL RS 25 13
U RAEMERRR/NFAERE B AR, BN
TTRAE AR AL R A R AL AL A T A TH . 4,
J 55 (visions) 45 75 A5 14 2R R 2 3R L K I i) A
REA LS B, HAT R R S, AT %
E RO R RAEE . AR, AT R AR A
TR R AR I ] 1257 B2 /DN, A X6 2t 57 47 R
11 0B R K45 (Berson et al., 2015). K FH = fiff B¢
KA AR A e 25 5 TE 25 5 AR AR g 45 2R 1Y
IBEPERAE, N AE A" i BESR AT R
RS TR 7K - S FRAE A ke &5 SR T 25 ) AR (A AR DG 7
SERA AT VERRAE, DA el 80 4 £ B ke R AT R
% (Fujitaet a., 2008).

FAE S 7 B AR T RE RS 52 M A% B A 4
WA ERIEE TR & B AR SO R, A
AL bE WK Bty W IR AE 25 o, B
FIARIEVEA) G, A T 2T 15 b L e A B K T ok
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FAEE DI IR, T B R U A B /K S ok 3%
TE Y B0 5 B AR A SRy NE (I an, vhk)
SCAFENE, B X H AR iU IR HE (Bel ayachi
& van der Linden, 2013), 428 S2 Y R Sk
45 L 5 I 1 LS R 00 175 =R R B AR A B, R AR R K
A B TR X E R A A R, B A b U H
Fro AT R sh AR R KPSl UE, S 3h i i Bk
S A5 R B A S BHLA 2% T A R A TN
MR AYZS B (Fujitaet al., 2006; Fujita & Han, 2009),

1o R A SR 4 3 T AN R H AR S
PP SR # F T e . TR R, o i B /K
AR 3 7 S TR A 1 R o R 2 3Rk T B
BT HMEEH . v LR RIS 8 B bR 915 24,
RT3 5 2 2 £ P 175 4% (Schwartz et al ., 2018),
MAETE T B g, RIBBUREE 4 A B
TSEIMER G R FROKAS . IR BRI BURS
TEAN R e AR R4S AR, 5 )5 sh KRR Rk
B L, 8 B S RO A B 3R AR
H R TR R RURAE S . H, SRR
B SRe RAEF YL A B34 K e i 56
R (future focus), 2R D3R & 5 &
T AW EARRE . S5 AR AKCOT 1 8k
FHLE, 5 3l e A R KT 1 4 e 185 0T U 5 A 55 o
FFE R TN AR (Yi et al., 2017), FERT b W 3K i
T MR T ELA PR A LT JE M 1 R A (Reczek
etal., 2018). FE Ik, RS MBAK T REBIAEFYH
FIF AR A BT HARSEEL R Pk o
3.2 BHEH

B AR i 1 B 22 50 A AR A 5 2 R A oA
FLERFAR T REFAKIZEF SRR RZ
[F] A7 A 4 AN FR B E ASE 2, AH L TR Moy 1A 3R
P35 A4 (self-regulators) e i, 575 BB G I
Be R RAE L R AT T A TR A A A o
filh % 1 s A JH 45 il 3 72 (counteractive control)
(Ozaki et al., 2017), FEAE R H B ARk 245
SEFNA FI TR 2 BN TR 25 1 R Sk 45 5 Z Ml 77
TEE AR FRE BRI, ERL RS TAAT
KEFNK T 35 0 AL, TH TR IFE R
B AY o o 25 SR 19 #8076 (Fishbach et al., 2003), 7
BTSRRI BArohsE, filin, 768
RE B A, RS ERE . TR IES
YR, ML T2 T Fs il A = 2 4
B, T Hb g T AR 4 R A T b b U Y

. WSS TR LML (Fishbach et al.,
2003). M) Zh = BUFE R, BT H K
B F I X 36 B R R AV R Rk, R Y
7 AR B e B X O B R R I T R IR
(FiFMe 55, 2012), i, 5 AT 81 HliK & sk
FHLG, AR IE 36 B B 3t T DU 2R 04 7 il
R B R Y O = AR IR & B bR (Alblas et al.,
2019)., fELUMAEZ N BARMBOLh &, M)
Bl Tfe s BLAR” ST IR IR F 12 30 H AR SE I A 175 B AR
FF, AT WA AR S WA T IR 12 3 i
Uk, T AT TR E A2 Bl i g A 1
FIWAE S5 okt 532 s A & B TRl RN R . 24
SR IR E iz sh B Ari, A e Wk ik
Fiz g e b B . A AT S EEA &
B 3R] B8 BE AR (Cheval et al., 2017).

GV T ENSE S A IR eV R ANE 2 ON
38 1) 25 14 AR 28 R 2 [RIAETE 4 1 AN X Bk 0 A
B T AR T X S AR 25 R E KN BT
FERI, A TGO, 5 2t B AR bk
B TE A PR T SR E A AR . TELI
BB H bR BB R B, AR AR R 2
AT BTN AR M T T 5 R TR A G R
& (Fishbach et al., 2010). JfH, HFrhzEH58 g
AT DLIE A 1E ) WO H bR A E, [T T B
Ay B A2 H4T M (Ozaki et al., 2017), [Hit,
P Tk, B R i s 28 D BT B AN R
s B AR A T K 2 BN K ) 25 1 A R 25
REA S E, AT AR 2R R 5
HEHE

Fr IR RIS & B, R A R
BORTEAE A A AT o IR, R B AR H
Prha . SRR B REERIACE AL, &
RE I A SR A Y R ST AR T LA
3 1) 25 1 AR 25 5 B IR 45 1 75 =R )
I w52 iK% (Galla & Duckworth, 2015), L {dFELR
1 B bR BRI A A R BT o S R %
A SRS AT R A TR H K Z A7
FEE T EOC R . SRR B 304 i g il AH L,
TR R I I A R A 1 A fe R A T 9 A
SREE AR, AEREE A ST, R
FEALIH o B SR AR AR A TR S AR R
ERABRRZWES T/ 1/EH (Adriaanse et al.,
2014), X F @ AR A R ARIN E, KR A
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J 2 A B S SRR, R AR X AT o U
B TN, AR A AR ME B 5 55
AR E B (Sdmon et al., 2014), I, *FT
F AR A TR AR UL, A R B A SRk
SR BRI, R B IR A AR AR
SEIF R 5 B W G, BN B H bR v o R
A AR A AT R A TR AT F £5 1
B AP (SEE AN Sk

4 HIrHERILH

MAMEIE T AC W EARLUE, BARnT LR
AT PR S BT RS SRR
2 S AR INN S
41 BE

HARBUE T AT D58 A 85 07 R VEAG, Al
FRA XS A A T H b 52300 IR 5 A
DB, 5SEGIEMT 8, B Rt B AR
FA Bk 0T L 45 BT BB 1 T8 25 1) R A R
TR A B . A L IRCA ROK TR E R R, b
EIERAS . BOE T UOK B AR B8 N RS
Wt b 257 7oK A5 5 B i BE R G A SRR AR
W2 (9374 (Ferguson & Bargh, 2004) ., 7 2447 Jy
FALKI, Hbri i 2 AR R g 7 i R
AIASBE, SRRE M AR 7™ Sl A B 47 940, 3
T B BB OR P B AR AR ARG I T B N g
TH 2 i B S BEERTE 9 AT . SIS T4
PR3P B AR BB L, BTG T IRBE AR B AR BB
TR R 7 SRR IR (Y N B A B, AR
VAT 55 Th B b e T WO, JF B A
TR ™ S RS EETE HAR 5 AT R Z R 2] 1
EH (Tate et al., 2014), Yi#E LAV 55 H
PR, Bl W i i A 52 5 T A s R e
FAE, $2T- T X HA AT 5 & v & ) B
AR, BT Xz 2 R S A 3 B 4 (Xieo
2017).,

H AR A2 5 1 A (A X e 5 4 1% 07 SR i A B T
RE2 Dy AR AR S £l T B AR SC I RE %A1 ok
YRR I AR, DT 3> 78 R T E A S 306 T
FEINFR AR B R T . DEEE U, RSB EH AR
AT, A& & T &G EE R, B
5REE IR B AR CHE & AT A0 1) — k2, JL[H
AT BARIOELEEAE (Dweck, 2017), S H iR
SO BT AR B bR BER AR o G 175 45 17 S 2

% (Siegel, 2012), FM T AR H AR B A (EAG
11 (Gross, 2015),, 1 H, AMMAMEZ LI B AR sh L
R, A W] g Al SE % B AR RS R AR
Wl B ke, 292, 2017), WFo & B, ML
THEMIA, A SR HARRRAT T A m AR
Py al el ok B PR B TS, 350 T AR X IR
Y AT AR R I PURAR IR TN . JF H, AR
B RS PUNTE H RS 205 &Y e 2 A E
TP AE KRR 4, 2018). HIE, HARK T
T AT H AR S A T 5 T AR B 1
T, PO T MR IZ DT RIS EE

42 EEMEE

H 5 W] LLSE o 52 i ok 5 35 0 28 Bk O
(Latham, 2016), fAMAR)E EHE M5 B A X1
FY, S BRI Y AT R, A B
B TE L B AR, RERSE B AE AR I 55 h
o 7 S R R Dk (R BT A, 2016), I8
T AR A BE 4 SR TR T R, AT SE B
TR H bR, SR T Ml L, 8
S KR B AR B BRI W) AT 55 Hh XA
HEY R ERA R JFH, R
] 7E A B AR B B AR 5 AR ) i 4% 2 TRl i 5
T h41E M (van der Laan et al., 2017),

TE R Se P S e T FE 4R 2 17 B v AN [m) 3R
K4 8 (Anderson, 2013), 7EdesRidf s, A HF
H AR 52 B RSB A S A, SR T T
MITE RSB, d, WOE A HAR A R K
SRR R, R IR A A R T
ARSI R #6758 Bk — 20, X FhEExf
PR A8 PR 7 R AP I BRI T MRS R
LMY TR, R T AR %O R AN E
flivto B, XARAE & W) Ay PR Ik T T
ANARX 7 it R L X S et R Y 5 el 45 T 2 11
L DAl (Papies, 2013). 2k Z ] A Il 25 (cue-
approach training) fff 75 1 & B, 3Kt HA
A e A L P K 1 T [ T DR — 20 4 i A A
X Z B AN EAG T, DR AR IR Sk BT 55
HAS RS £E 20 Y FT REYE (Bakkour et al., 2017
Bakkour et al., 2016) . ¥ & 09§ g R
(attentional drift diffusion models) (Krajbich et al.,
2010)iA Y, 7EJ i B b X A OR B E T R
(4R, £ P T00) ) O T 23 (R A~ 1A e 15 1% 4 4%
J5 S HE A ] T ORI, SRR BT
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BRI RN R T B PR W, JFH, JOR &R
TR EA MR, MARERZ T B IMER S
b Ik B e 5K B {l (Zoltak et al., 2018), fiFLU,
H ARG AR R & B R B A, ik
i 388 38 AR AR 58 1 S AN (B TR 5 i)
AMRPR

5 REgES5REKEE

3 HEHT B A BESE o B AR E S, ARBFSE
A H AR AR S S B 2 Rk S5 R AN 2
6] 5 S S AL FH A 25 5 o AN e DA 0 oK ok &5
(14 Ve SRR R AT A7 P SRR, Pk il A AR 2 2R
Ve AR B BRI ARSEZS REA T ahHLER .
I s et A% 1 e 5 it o 55 i ) 2 R4 T A H
B 1 e S B AN AE B A 4 S HLVE R 58 s 2k ok
ARG . MRIAT R 2T 15 AR R R AE
G2 DI I ARt B iR 8] TR AR . R
FH v g B KPSk RAE B ARAAUA B TR B 47
PUNA F T KRB F ZE AR AL R, 1
T AT AT BT B AR S0 SR A B 7 R %
T A B B N R IR B 20 56 5 B A AR T
A T 1 A Sk 25 SR 22 i) g 7 7S S XoF R 1) S8 A
WU TR BT A R R S R AN (E, B T AN
B oE . FEEE T BARLUS, HAriad
AEANAIT A F) T H bR S PSR A5 B 7 RIS S
RPN T ORI AR I PSR, SRR R
S 1 REURR I Je A R S LA (LA e Hh e ) T
HEEM,

AW FE AT LA H AR i) 2R B X SR 1hT
SERMFE M, DR B ST H AR A E AR5 R
PO S0 B R H AR XU SR . H bR
A BB ORI TE M ST A5 RGOS 4, 2017), AT
A RE SR AN TE AR Y 77 2R SE B B bR o A T iRE
2] BAR, WESTRH bR & T i s Y B e
FE WK, SN T ORTEEAT A KA 85 R (Wel sh
et al., 2019). MAYIA YO A BRAY, HSE
P14 5 Y B2 A0 B 2 B8 IS AR 11 00 B 9 R 4B FE
B o PO T B R AR RS B, R FF A
PRI . (HJEA B TS0 B bR B e 5 5 505 B2 T
BB Se ik I, S B80T 2 R 5 K G
RSB AT N (Welsh & Ordéfiez, 2014) ., A &7
HARMESR T Eh R PATER R LN S5, kK
Wb Al e SR &% 07 % (Laran et al., 2016). 44k

AL T ARSI, R AT R R R D fRE R
REZXTE B 55 (5K FEHE, K1, 2019), FECAIHE
AT AR R o TERR F BRI SR 75 2 stk
TEMRENS Y, 250 EG IR R
WAL/ Pk, RLICRGRI 5 5Ok E 3 B AR A Al
REW D AN IETEAT W R . EA PR R, A3
B iy e A FedE i B AR, o DU oMz A 3R
e, selid A FIFERIA RN (FRIEEE, K T10h,
2019). [k, AR AT AT L H bR A R R
AT FUEA R B IREEE R B AR AT & 8
A PR 5 107 SR VPG R R RS2 A
MTE FAR B ST S D SR 21 A 2y 3t AT bk
REFITE, &1 T AU B2 5T R,
FIPAT R T AU AT WA 2l R . B Ll
BRI AT A L PR3 5 607 R AT, BEA AT e
RN NP A IR R S HET R, B
] AE SR h T BT PR AR T SR I AT R T B
. BrLL, 8 EAT AT ST R Al S it 1
PR PR T AT O R B O e g e SR e
IR AR AT RESE AR 0. HET, R H bR Sk
HTFEAIWETE R Z AR — 1 . BARE . B
9 H SR 51T BT DS (BN, J3 shR iRy H
PRJE, BERPOXAEARAG  175 BE T 2 4% A8 B 3K
BRI Ao TEDNEETT 35 b, R RS A PPAG 5 2t i
PERAE—DBAR, RITPER I e 520t T D3 75
FEOTRIAT R BB, Wk T A AR R Ah)
e HaX ARSI, A7 b B R SR A PEAG
B B 5 e B BT B 0T, RIAE F AR XA ATl
PR FET R WM ELH R
SRR, B UL B AT PR AT A RS
FHITRMAT A, A PTREE T RA B L H
FRTE Z A KRR L RAN L Z 6] 1 58 R 2k 25 T 3L
ER, SBCRFR R A T2 7EWI0 F AR i id fe
AL S H bR, I8 SR SRS E =
ZAF WK MR, FERSERAY T ) ARG |
M5 Sy, A B B S B R T .
i, WA BB A S s . A
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Discriminating the concepts of goal and itsinfluence on decision-making

HE Jiamei, JIN Lei
(Department of Psychology, Liaoning Normal University; Collaborative Innovation Center of Healthy Personality

Assessment and Cultivation of Children and Adolescents in Liaoning Province, Dalian 116029, China)

Abstract: Individual decision making under the guidance of a goal involve two mental processes, such as
setting a goal and accomplishing the subsequent decision task. The goal is the winner of the competition for
motivation. On the basis of evaluation of their desirability and feasibility, specific future results are selected
as the goal and endowed with motivation by the decision-maker. Construal level, trait self-control, and
successful experience in executing self-control affect the goal setting. Moreover, the goal plays an essential
role in accomplishing subsequent decision tasks by changing the attitudes and selective attention of decision
makers. In the future, exploring how an unconscious goal weakens the effect on negative consequences of
decisions and how to directly measure the two mental processes are necessary.

Key words: goal, decision-making, construal level, self-control, attitude, selective attention



