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ST OO, H PSR 0 B 2R TR R XU, R B A A A
o AR, SRR AR A, BEIF PR
AN & K B InE 2 (Moye & Marson,
2007), AT BT SR I e I HIAN A SR
IR S HH R N IR PR N 0 2R W) SRR, 20 AR AR 2
FEITEHEZ NG . ML T IEMBEAERIT,
AR N B LT B R v A (H AR A PR Y R
fito E RS R SCIEEURE o0 (hitps://data.iimedia.
en/) 7R, 2017 & 2024 4R, H [ fR4d 5 T S R
PR, 2025 FHGHBA Bk 3775 12
TG WAk, AR ANFULRME S Y20z, SER T AN SE
FoHE PR I R DA 3 S PRI s e i
& 97 PSR (0 52 2 M R XU P, o A BRI IR T s
PN B AE g R e A B BE A . LR
H 2 mE 5N, MRS 2% B & 1Ry
T, BT RN B G R B AR AN PR R
TR EARIRGL, 23 ok BRI 25 52
N AR R B R A E R E R EEARE, K
WFIR AR S FAE AR B O a1, i &
AN TN P A AR 19 I e O 22 3 — PRSI
TR E, BETEFRETHMEZAASE
(probability neglect),

2 WERIK

21 BENERESHERZMN

28 L) XU e SR B 2 T T BR B M iR
I 38 1% 1 28 {f H% K 1k (expectation-maximization)
HIAZDAESE o ZR IR, TR B, A&
AR R B IIE R R, AR L3R A5 4
SO, I I R R R R R 6
W EM IS, expected value, EV; Bernoulli,
1954; AR HFEE, expected utility, EU; Von
Neumann & Morgenstern, 1945), X — i 2 B4 b
21 (compensatory) HLIU, - RIVEE PR 5 sk AS AT 62 101 4%
B IR g, AR —mE S, AT S —
JE M OL I AR, DA 5 G DAL A5 2 T
A {E (Anderson, 2003), 2R T, Fil &3S (Prospect
Theory; Kahneman & Tversky, 1979)#§ 1, AZKTE
RERAE B RAE LR L AFAERBR, AR
ETE B A B T 3 A5 IE 8 A ARE >R {5 B\ (Foster et al.,
2018), i H ST H R A P BER IR T 2 AL E,
S HE AL T i 2 (probability weighting bias), 2

AT 5t F 18 (Cumulative prospect theory, CPT;

Tversky & Kahneman, 1992)FI X2 %3 £ (Double
parameters theory; Gonzalez & Wu, 1999)7F Hij 5t H
WY BERE b3 — 25355 T AT & A 30617 19
et EWINAL, 85 ATEEA RIBERE T 1Y
EBE, MR T RE R A EE R 2 1 S RRAE (D D
4, 2019); — 2 MERACE WP I m 25, RIAA]
T BN ) 0 = A R 2B AR (Y AR A AN R T % LA
AL, JFRBCAE SIE IR RAE R gL, H
/N Bk A IR R AN, R MRER
BRIz 5] w22, B ARSF20F & 2E I 75 5 4
KR MR-, W T ME2ER.

SR, ARZ R, R & R IT AN BE
TR AN AR B ST B XURS: PR S AT R, AATTAE DN T
T R SR PR AR R PR 4 T 5K (Brandstéitter
et al., 2006; Xikis %, 2022), BWHF A BRILIE”
B IR A 17 46 9 JE #2244 (non-compensatory ) L
W], Jofs & BT A 4E B G B, T
Fp A 3 — S g PR AU I KT (Anderson, 2003), AH
KA RIS, AR E BRI E R,
IEAE A4 R HEAT LA, B Ja 55T 0k s —
ez R AT HREK ., B0, 3 50 R
(Equate-to-differentiate model; 2547, 2005)IA A,
MRS R ELEE N 22 5 B R AE B, JF kR
P 4l FE b AR g5 B OK MY Bk ;AR K R oK
(Maximax) % W& FHz /N K (Minimax) 5 W U 43+ 5]
SRR TE I U V] B SR B TR 25 T R A
I 2 PR 45 A 4 B b 450 2K A /DN 19 38 T (Savage,
1951), 171 #2822 10 A A 33 95 ol 5% % 11 LA A B,
& A SRR PSR R SGE A L <4 S A B iR AT
P32 AL AR N < HE R 4E B (Pachur et al.,
2014), 7RI IR Z MM LG, ZIL R
R 2, AGE AR, R B EUR A
ML) A A = X (Sunstein, 2002) . #E—2F
PITFSE R, WES 200 3 B2 ke A e U0 B IR e
FARS T, AR RS O 8 X A5 R R A2 Y
MESAE B2, T30 0 D 5 I 23 00 2R 3% 1B
(Arafia & Ledn, 2012; Kahneman et al., 2021;
McGraw et al., 2011),

A A T i 22 55 2 2200 174 2 53 T DL S e A
AMARYE BN TR EOEVES, 2547, 2012), Bk
RE TR BRI AR —23ET
Y )3 5 e (dimension-wise), RIAMATE(F B 18 2 it
SETE R — 2 B N R (R 3e J0 ] 58 i), 2 T
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RIS e (alternative-wise), RIE B8R ETE R —
AN TR TG PR S B4 AN ) A4 B TR A 7 e 4 . B T IO B A
e KA AMEEE R R 5, A A S 5a 2 A
SR M RN 235 ROk A A A 1R 10T ) S B AN (B ER AL,
RO TE X — BT, e Ay F kA7
R R, mEAERMEE RN e, MASTEARRE
JRPEZ [ FEAT HOE, 91 G A e T 1Y) i 2 4%
U2 R R AR, X R E MATE Z e )R
HNTEREEHEERE., UEFRBIET X —25,
KI5 R ARAMEEPE AR LG, AR HT R
R AT DRI, S AT S A P e T 3 10 e
i (Brandstitter et al., 2006; Johnson et al., 2008),
22 EFRERHEERZMN

221 EFFREHRE

5 PRI 20 B 2 5 RN R,
BT VR SRAE SR 5 A MR A i (i A DG r — 2 ke
W, AEAEW LBV = 294 T . IRIT TR
B R Be PR A SF PR (K 10T AF, 2015), MR
) AR, BEY7 e n] LARI 3 o S H R OR
B, R R AR 3 ) e SR L R A Sk SR
1% 2 (Davies & Parker, 2022; Kassirer et al., 2020),
EIF R R E RS EZ UEA NS, (L2
W, B IEEORRZ S 5 H P (Morrison et al.,
2022; Ozdemir et al., 2023; Thomas et al., 2021),
JFHESFEZKAN, fi22)mifn 1 2R EE 8 [E
T B Y7 e ML (WGBO) . BLSL AT, %
AP N IG5 RE 3 T I s RS PRI B A A, AR
FEE A OB RN RIS TS M0 sy
A — BRIV RGE .

AR, BT DR SR BB B XU A 5 2% 1Y
KT o BRS7RHTT G — ey B B Z2 T Jm MR,
PR £ 8 7 5800 G A L w8 1Y i A
7 2 R TE AT DR SR I AU 7 28055 AL 1 XU [7)
R WEFEE AT Ny, BT XU A B U SC
2% PR SCHYBEST KU DA AR A B Hh Ok, 4R <TEBE
I RS M R, kA RO BT A Ak B A
FETT . RAARZHEZL . Az BH I RE AL B R A7 B4
SN A R R RURS: s T SCHY B T KU DA
IUELAEIRIT X B E W TEN F, LW T T aes
B ¢ S B 97 T3 AR A 2R 207 ok 1) 8 5 4 2 T 3 43
AT (B2 2R, 2006) 0 ABFFERGAR 2% T Bk LB ST
KU B RE A, K BRI DROSR FLE R, TEIRIT A S
3k 5 HA T Re s U E s oL R, MR RA

AN ) 45 5 A 3R R T T SR A SR R AT o
222 EfFRRBERZM

ETF LB, AANTHE AT BT IR M43
R, STERKETFALRANREEZS, 1
WHELFRFTEZLEGERMEFL, &T
WEEA AE AT HRR, SR S R AL B EE A (B 1Y
R % (Von Neumann & Morgenstern, 1945), Ti7EE
ST RS I T A 22, B O 5 300 B A
{d . Pachur % A(2014) ¥, FEAPFIRIKH, 73%
PR 3K P 32 B A B 2 T SO ER AR (B BT i i )
MAEEYT IR T, 76% MW T i i i 345 &
W/ R SR M, B % 45 S5 BT T T
M2 TRERAE R . T 3T BT s
FH 04 T X5 AR i B 3 11 22 S EL A A R P R
T 35 A8 /N A SR % T A8 1% T 0 % AR 23 2 S/ AN
U, Suter % A (2015)iF— 76 25 Y e 84T 55 1,
[ s R T A B v A A R 1 S T L B A i /N
B K AMER A RETR (4, 0.003 B¢ 0.98), 1# i i b7
T LA PR A e 36 55 1 1R SR 3 s 44 B 241 3
BIXTEE . S5 KM, FEL TSRS, 95% R 6
TR 0 SR M A7 & SRR R BRI, T AE YT PR
E5, B 29%9 8 a0R F A0 SR A5 & R ARTT
SIS, XS5 R — LR T MR AT R YT
PR B AR A R 25, HaX — w22 02 PR 22 2 0 0
H, n—EHTERERFEWIIRRY, gl T
7 PSR B ] 2 SR 485 L I R A 3R (IR T 2 B R,
BUAHLE T 2B p o, Ry oo gl il B in oG i 25
RAFEAL, W2 B2 (Lejarraga et al.,
2015).

IR SR BT SRR Z A W 5T W] LA —
FEFREE LR AT A8 43 JR 3 S Mt AR A 7 i
ke E R IIRIT A Y . AR IE AR T 5 IR
Y Z AT, R Sl A B A N el [ AT 2 Ul B
BT AR T R A RS sl RIVE AR e
HEAILT ARG aSE8IE R Bk, METIE
HRIT a2, RO E R AR B )
1o FIUL, BEJ7 P 3R v i MR 200 d 25 NPT g
PFEARA AR . ERA TR LR, BTN
T SET7 R AR B AR AR AR R A B, ENE
AN NGT AR, 07 58 R I 3= G Y7 5 200
T B4, HEMBMERINES I, BERT
O IERUARIT AT B /MR EIEH, EE
AT R XT 4 2 IE MRVA YT ) B A 7= A KA IS 4, AT
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FWFIE A =7 LR 2 T Dok 22 [B] 1) 25 5+
fin 44 MG BB (affect gap; Pachur et al., 2014),
RIS 42 T B T I R R 2 EE IR D)
(Figner et al., 2009; Luce et al., 1997, 1999), 7E
BT PR, AR R B U B
%1k (Hsee & Rottenstreich, 2004), By 34 %
2:5| K im ZU) 5 45 N (Pachur et al., 2014; Suter
et al., 2015), EAWTE LM, TEAFREMBR
HEMIEOT, “RIER— R4 5k 2 LR
FU B G T 46 RV (Izadi et al., 2017), 4N, 7Edk
FE SR A R AT S B, AR 24 ST
S UE BT T B A R B N e R A 25 4k
— S A7 I R 0 RIE A A A, A
FERDEET o XTI REHR A R T oM AT 4 A R e
1R B AN 66.01% (Nehal et al., 2021).

HRAE It 25 BM5 )8 i1k (feelings as information;
Clore et al., 1994; Schwarz, 2012), #4515 BAL
PR T ETEM, MAETER S AC Y
A 15 28 RS AR g — Fh 5 Bk £ ] (Bodenhausen
et al., 1994; Mackie & Worth, 1989; Schwarz et al.,
1991; Tiedens & Linton, 2001).. %24 Jy PFAk KUK
P TR R, HERW SRR (De Vries et al.,
2010). Johnson Fll Tversky (1983)AUHF5% & K, 1%
LA AR R = Al T A AR T R E A XL
B, X R E S IE S 05 BT RSO AT 1y 2k
FUXURS:, (5 ATTAE B2 7 2 5 I A0 ) T 10588 5 A
Sk TH Zo 71 1H 1 26 I 45 R R T, T 20 B R A 1Y
WER ., LA, Epstein (1994)F H T Wi Fh A Jnib 2y
A R ERENERE RS, ARG
FIHENEE RS, EETFHEE D, BRI
15 4 g, A A B i 1) T AR B 1K 55 3R 4t (Epstein,
1994), I35 F H Ak H A= 3l 09 245 23115 2 B0 vk,
PR Ay sk 2605 B L 22 (A 205 B TR 45 5 3L (Sun
etal, 2019) fHEARER T REMEM, 512K
SETE R AT 1) 15 B (Peters, 2006) 76 AN 72 FX
B s, SR EEMEN N EMIHELR, B
S W51 1 J1(Slovic et al., 2005), X1 E &1
PEEEME OCTE . RSEAH, JFAEICIZ T IR B TR AT
[A](Rivers et al., 2008). FH T X} 45 R A5 B AR
BEURESFEEN AN ERA R, BE2HNE
BETARESRE R LSRN AR B

R AURE (Pachur et al., 2018).

SR, DMERFRIF R RIS A EMEZ
M ER . BARINS, CHWREZCFET M
ZPFIE B T PL3R 3R s A 1 B2 19 22 57 (Lejarraga
et al., 2015; Pachur et al., 2014, 2018; Pachur &
Galesic, 2012; Suter et al., 2015), [RIFf, EH/ MR
JETRIE T RIT IR T A BN 4 SO L 2 B B
BN aR S (Pachur et al., 2014; Suter et al., 2015),
AR ARBARRIGHWIER, 2 SSUEIEREuE
Y AL 1 R 1 1 245 IS 7 2 20 ] BOME S8 AL I
IFH, TF MX S Z A 5T 2% [ 12 B AR
N, AR A T i R A R AR R A B A
580 M FARBREBLAE N, 33X AR O 25 5 M i
Xof T AR BT AR DG TRGE M1 S o AR AL 2 1 2K
1% P15 (socioemotional selectivity theory, SST;
Carstensen, 2006), A0 [0] 7148 i) 281k 2 S 3 H
ZB e RN R AL LA N IR TS ot R N
124 %6 % 08 1% %6 W75 19 B 45 (Carstensen &
Hershfield, 2021), K CHRIE S X — HAREEER
AL 2 AR A R ARE 5 &5 B br XHE B 17 T
(Carstensen & Mikels, 2005; Mather & Carstensen,
2005; Wei et al., 2013; Williams & Drolet, 2005),
¥ B3R (Chen et al., 2023; Lockenhoff & Carstensen,
2004), —J71H, &N BEAEREEK IR BOLR R
1000 6002 (%) 406 i, A DR Dt B HR 100 A 2 i [
% X} %) 4% 4k 4 K B 1Y 10 3 (Carstensen, 2006;
Segerstrom et al., 2019); % — 4T, MR ZNE
BT PR EE R 5| A 1) T a5 ) 67 T A% 45 ¢ (Pachur
et al., 2014; Suter et al., 2015), HWIEFH 2 HFritfT
PR A B 2 30— 20 3 3 e 5 T B 22 b AR 1
LT, P, SRS RN B MBI EST
RS G R I 50 i A AR v B A R 2 IR S 2 1
ST EHBA ISR L,

3 WxRME

Li EIA, AT E AR IR AR BRI
Hrp YR B R LA AEAL, T S4IE
WEFE, EA RN 4 SN S T S X — A
AR o ST HLHI BT ST R RCR, FATDR it — 20
TFIEBIHEE TS, RISUTA A R A, FF
A BT R SR, LA B AT T IR 7 R RIS
MO AL . A B A REMT IR I T SR
W R 775, (HIX SR 2 AR PR 2 5 IR



% 10 39

T R AR EITIRE AR Z A NEHLT T T 1735

M, HFEIFRRSSTREFEREESR,
FRATASFE fA] R b Y 22 B PSR B AR R FH T R ok
R H (McGraw et al., 2010), FRR—LMFREEIT
O AR X HE 238475 2 %) B A Sk PIE ko {8 A G TR 3R
(Garcia-Retamero & Cokely, 2013), 1B 1EF 28N
TR BT PR B 5 1 AR AR B A4 A .
B, ARG R ARG 1R 2R 3 17 2 R 1T R AICHER 2
M BhHE 7 58, ITEE R B AN FUE M R b AT
SCHL TR B, FESh—FP ARSI T TR, B
T 8 2 O Ak TR SR B A U T (D e g T I
Aol iz B BIALETR), 2B A B AwiHE T
SISO R PR, AR TS A S A
A AL (T 5% &£ %, 2018; Thaler & Sunstein,
2008)., iX— Mg L ATEAT A RRGRZ ] 171z
FEGET IR 4F, 2019; Gigerenzer, 2015), 5T E
JT R T B BER 2, AN BEHS B AR
S O LYY B i L AN B - Bl 21 2B L 7R RES)
W, WOERTG T LM RS B bR, A0
FErT R IR 4 HHESE
31 MR I—HRIEEFARPERZAREHN

ERAMI RS, R 1 BESTRE
REFIOR PR Z R 0w P S R, N
Wit I R A BT AR 2 DL IE 152 3 B 0k g B T
TR W PR AL R ST 5Ll . © AR EER IR BT
KT MHER Z MG, MAEAET AR, B,
WA BT £ DI AR A e, B Kig
PRI BE T AR ANBHR . SR, 18 PR B g
BN EIGE R ZMET IR, FEAEANRZ
Y IRIT O SR R S 2 ARG R R, K
ISR RS WS B R 2%, HAE
EWISE X, Hk, b 05T H A e
VAR AT 55 45 3 19 32 A 3 B (willingness to pay,
WTP)H v BRI SL 50 MR, LA H B 97 Je 3 AN
LV UR, (H—ERE LA T MRS, fian,
Pachur %% A(2014) &3, AN [R5 mil 4R 1 32
AR 22 S AR, X A A R AE FH A S A B B
400 Hi+vERRE] 9 FEILREAGE . XM 2R HE
SRR R R e, B, CAMRAR
K T PR 45 RN P 3R R W 1 43 B, (= B
2 (R UE AR SR Ay 50 AE D SR i R T A R 2

X EIRA R, AMFREEITT 4 AR
KR BT R TP AR 2 S, SR AR

Beit, DAHERR ] 22 5 1 T-90 . S0 1 AnSEs 2
53 SR 50 1 o B R A AR AR BT SR
SRR RZ ML . TEEX LRI RM
PR AR 55, ZERGR BB AR T — 8 2577 A B
FiRs € BIVE TR 259, B8 BeA RIVE T 259
AN S AT 2B o 3B A T ARG AN — R )
AR ™ R R AL, BN EE B WTP
{8, TEAG 25 Wik e (BT R FOMT S50, (1259
RIAEF WTP B B S 5 E bR, R4 RIVE
VETC A& 2B AL, LABA DR B4 58 ™ 5 (B A B Al
YEF WTP (B 259 BA 5] ANry e . 78
P 2 B PRI, 25 MR PRAT: 55 v 4 AR P R
AHNLE WTP A P AL A AL BT h, ey
BT 58 AWk B R T U R AR 55, A2
SRR TERIE ™ B AR R S R A MR AN W 1 259
FITE BT P 02K 4 A5 5 A BN ) ) 45 9 5 38 v
AT HEE, )5 At G o B sl i AT S A
Wi 275 20 T HESR (S B . FRATTHAE S5 1 AsE
B2 v, M TR, BRR R E e
RIS TE 25 W) AT 55 h AR AR R 200, R
15 1] T 1L RIAE R AE A R 3T 3 A 2590
Sy 3 RNSE 4 W — 2D HEBR A R 2 5 4 F
FEAERM T, A& SRR WTP
PLE, T2 MR A 24 B 0T RV ™ R BE A3
i e ¥ A Tl T ) 24 0 SR R AT 55 R 22 5 DO
f£55 . SE5 3 FISEE 4 E LI AR S 15 1E
S 1 RSEE 2 Jos, RAERRAT 55 B BRI
AR BANM 5 A PEARTE . Ak, S0 3
FAL S5 AR AT B AN R A5 B LA BR e b S o R
ORI A HEAT, DA IR 2l H R 38 Bl
AR SHAE, 0 SRR 25 2805 B 0 A B R 1
LB ), 437 X M 2 N 25 S AR B R R B
IE45 G 1 25 BN (R Frnge e 32 ) 5 e LA 5K Kl
PRI 26 OV AR R Z A P B E R . 250 4
2R Mouselab 7 2 BLUL R AT 55, ALY
HE AN 25 A% BB BRTE AT L] BUbs a5 4T 1Y
“GTH, LSRRI IR RS AUE B g T
WE M BT, FFPE— 1158 SM 38 %X (search
measure) AR 55 AR B (F B IR A . SM 5508k
FE SC Ry Tk TR e TN Yt BE R 4 22 [H) 2% fH 1Y PR AL
(Bdckenholt & Hynan, 1994), SM 8 £k =48 £ A4~
PR 22 4t SR JH B TR UG 4 i 15 B R, I
Z U8 B BT REAE DR SR G A b R A TR A
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FATIU, AESTE 3 MSEE 4 ol AR
AT 55 (w5 [ A 2 7 245 ) e 4T 55 Hh R B A
AN, VPR 2 RIE TR B A AR AR T = Y
25, RO XT SR B TR . IF HAESE
55 3 v, i oA A B A0 MR B R B A 15 4 S i
(] s B A B R P R AL A 9K, TG s B i ) 1 24 i OB
(Mathot, 2018), MJFEEMFSE 2 IRAERIBL LG
PRAHIL LR,
32 WR 2—ETREHNBEZMM K EN

#l: BENIER

BT 1 XA 20 5 3 3 M SRR s i)
ik, WF5E 2 Mk SRR MR 2T 5 1 4
BLH, TRALXT B IT D SEME R Z AL e . A G
T A TERE 3 2 A VR FE AL B9 S ST A
Bz, PR EEERTFICGEER T WRMEZMN
EIREEAHIG, T84 1 &5 e R 1) 5 85 AT e 2 52 i) )
WER Z AR LS EAh, 8 51 25 T 57 1) 5 B U
DX RIS, R 2SI S Z L 4 (Kinner
et al., 2017; Knight & Ponzio, 2013), N T x5 1
HAEMPRZM P VER, BFR 2 ¥l 3 AL
HEFT AL

T TR 3 S AR TG T R BRI T PR, SE
5 HERITUCRIG R — LY R B R kR, L
EAE N P AR SR Bl S8 RG24 ) AR A
B BIE T M PP A 55 . 2R Sr . R
fa SR FRAT 55 S A TH R 55, K By oo
MIME R Z A G, R TE IR 58 WU 25 VAR AT 55,
TEAL BIE I A& SR i SR G &5 s, LA ir
TR AN E R . AT, ML T
BroeR At 45, WOl 0t 7 2 W B AT 55 10 2 (R (g
FhIE AT S5 h AR S TE R BT R A R 2, IF
A ERE . AN RN . T 6 Kk —
A6 06 U AE 25 ) R DR A R B 25 5, JFA
A B R 2L R s i 28 £, BEOR B 58
Xof g 252 B[] < s R 252 A ] 26 ) 245 40 sl R 0t o 1) )
VEFIB EIEAS AT 55, JFSE AR Y 4 Fh By sk
T 55 At B AT 55 1915 28 S B0 T Al o FRATT T,
B IR A 24 Y e B kY B AR R RS i Rl A 2
FEI B AR A R 2 AL 4 S g [R) B FRATT
W Z B S D ENZOAEN, R0~ 8RBT,
0 RV P A R e B g 38, 3k 23R 22 AT )
R 5 SO0 B s A B B S B, X AT S
TN 30 DA A DR i 2 L2 TR e 42, B

A /DI REI/E R (Chiba & Tanemura, 2022), 2
Tt 1 A P e S TR B B, T R 23 45
KRG LEMEE . R T ilF— 20K 5015 26 B 1Y
EFBLSL, e 7 BRI A 2R B (Pirlott
& MacKinnon, 2016), 3 iz #8545 1% 25 VA 9 SR & ok
K g1 46 N AERER Z P A E R . SR 7
TR AESNEMBR T L 5TE 4 RiF—
H, RRIZAAET, 5 7 ool bl a2
D R AR NN T2 ol R e
KRB A AR, FFIE BUA 6] (4 4 45
(V) BRIF /4 B SR 15 468 vh ol SR TR R AL 3R 5
(QYBEYT /28 T YL 5 + 1t 4 410 ) 5 % T2 o B BT 4 9
Q)BEIT /2B P S+ TC R MEAE g 2 % B AH o FRAT)
T, % 4 S b SR Y IR 4 SN I AR TE,
SR A A K17 2 SO R, AN B2 717 5
XPHER G EA E LB, 7EATHE 5 R 2s
PRI b 8 R H AR S48 220005 17 2 0 o] SR s e e A1
PR 17 2 52N AR, A ARTE PRI G 55T #2544
4 R MR AL 5UE B I sk
33 MR —RBBEEETRRNWBEZMAN

ER: SREMEEEKERNIERE

TERIFSE 2 3878 1% 45 7EAE 3R Z A0 b i DG s
Ja, BESE 3 W DRI G A K SR TE SR 5 WA 4%
KM EEARN TSR, E— P RiEEEmn
W, DIAEIRIFSE LA S SCHFSY 2 3R RN R AE
T, 16 g SN P A R AT 55 A R S R AT
Mo BRI S, R ME)E, FRHESE R
BT 55 B G BE,  JTAR 918 2= T R 2 e X 4 i
RIVE T B 28 4 BB R W T MR IS 28 R AT PE 43 0 SR
MM, XFPPAS Jr ik Ar AR A IR, 1 5, A A 3K
el 1 25 1AL 25 5 52 B o 3 00 28 A0 T4
FLWR, 1 285 1N J2 A 58 B3R I 38 2t M2 A 551
SORVEAG Y, A& A DR A A o BB £, 3
By AT BRI T AR, H AR TN 2
(anticipated emotions) ) f B 23 BEAE If 4%, 1t 200
T B A5 4% (immediate emotions)A/ER o 55 [,
175 2% B B % (Clore et al., 1994)F1 XUk Bl a2
#iFl (Loewenstein et al., 2001)#FaR A T BIE I 24
TE XU 3 FP 1) B B (Schildsser et al., 2011), I
Sh, BRI £ 0GE B 4 (a0, B
RN )RS A5 R, (H sk S ST IS AR AT R PR T 4%
il A 1 25 I S B FE A 3R, oA b BEVE B S B 3 S
HE G R A 2 1 1 6 BN (Ferrer et al., 2016), N T
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PRAME R, BT 3 K i i 2 A B2 S
A I 4 S I, I A R SR 5 R v T G 2 n A
KRG IX, i — 20 B 245 A T e SR A e 2 0
T YE A

SEHY 8 K AE A I B B A AR AR AR, SR R
BTG 48 N . FRFE IR, I 45 I I 5 A S e gt
JK -2 I H 5 (Cacioppo et al., 1997), #H kL A Tk
H RGN, Az BAE bR RE % 3k o 1 i 3 UL
W5, IF HOAT DLAEASST W S 304 55 i 1 000 F 5%
W SRAB S S o A [ 17 2 1 25 3 g 7] g
A EZ, (B0 F A B A R A 2 5 48 SO 1Y 3R
BB 2153 iz ko] (Barrett, 2006; Mauss &
Robinson, 2009), L5 8 TR, [EFHNAEME
M= 58 4 —8, XA TIRA LM &
B A PR T RO ORI 48 B U SR AE 55 v 19 .0 (heart
rate, HR)FIJZ Ik (skin conductance level, SCL),
DI BE A% 70 BT A5 B e R /KT 114 22 5702 75 e A R AR
RRAMIMG . AT, 5RIM MR Z W
SHMFE, 5% 8 ha# TR TR & A
T i 1 A PR R KSF- . SEES 9 RIARKESR A A AR
7 P 3T (Pirlott & MacKinnon, 2016), & i3
tDCS T N TAHC MR X, B2k 31 265 I
NAEMER 2P ER . tDCS E—FMAER AN
Jii RS AR, BB A A R T R M X 3 Bl R
W 1% 5 AN T (Iyer et al., 2005; Priori et al.,
1998), S5y 9 58 7 ¥R T Bl A A8 A% 25
R P 3 A B0 15 24 N A S 97 Je SR A S Z2 0 e
PIVERT, AN SEg ) X BIAE T35 8 7 a4 2iE
| AR AN [F] 15 28 9819 SR, AR R AT ok
FEAT 55 B X 155 28 B L AR, T SE 5 9 Sl X S
SIE4IM T X AT DI T, oo kA7 ok ok
55 B 155 2 0 106 DX P 0TS KO o FRATT T, S
B 9 ML RIFSZE 7 —3, IR TR o6 ik
DX PR S R B 486 0 12 97 R SR IS B R SRS AL, T A
T 2 i DX 25 a2k 236 2 A0 11 B
34 R 4—YEMERZM: ETHEEZATH

BhiETF R

[ 7 PR R A 23R 220 A0 Ot 22 7T R = 30—
PRSE A) B, A T X 9 s 4 SR T ALk D A
VEIT AT BE R A /MR BIE R, Tk B A
FRE&A RIER <67, e AR il 259 KR &,
EFZ R FESEL, NUERIBTY, BEH 4
Trindd . EEA AR RS T TRRWIGIT 5 km

A5 T A B A, AN S N BRI P 52
] o A T 30000 T 4 2 B S T A O B X R
Fr A BLH A TR A B L (ff 5E 0% 4, 2018) 2 TR
3 ARG R AR S LWL TR AT, ST 4
FEAE SR b I S Bl i R, LA IEEEYY
PR R 2N 2, SRR R

I 10 e s E BT R B
J5 Z ¥ R KB A A BOR, 9 FE B LA S R R
LS A . ETIRATE RS 110 7AW
TR, E A R AT R B S A A G
HIEHE; SRS 8 3 TR A B B R SR BGE 11 4
WA HEAT R, FEERERS AR, @i
B PR s () V9 A 2 38 1 500 3 A o AL
RN MFRCR, RAAFRI BT RAE HF
Az TR SERR A A I HLAT Z A 0 25 R BT
Fo BEFRERERALTWHEIRER, DIARM
56 FRIS (self-perception theory; Bem, 1972) MK .
B IAEE eI, AMTANSEEWEA O
RN A CWE T, KT ARAEHIS
B2 SLJF 5T &% BH(Fazio et al., 1981; Jones et al.,
1981; Swann & Ely, 1984), 7£525 i BRIk 58
WA R B FR AN AR 55 7T DL R Bohal iy B 3RS
RAEWAR, IR G 2L A FIEM b o sh, 5
T M2 HOL Rk HE 0 ) F A8 2 3K ] (Goldstein &
Cialdini, 2007), A& 238 WAL A BAT ok
HEW A C R E kIS ECE I SE TR AT R A
MR SR o L, SC5 10 FP g AR 0L 451 Bk e )
HIY, 8 TE IR 5 5 45 VR 00 B 40 AT AT 55,
FERBOAAE L T s LS AR Bl AT X2, Gl
L AT Ae0 0 P R A1) A FRAR
&, HYCH A CEMUL USRS Z G4
Mol 14 o

WER I Tr 2 B R W AE S B — S 9 e (]
N IR 3 58 B B A T 100, T R AER AN BT 10 43
B, SR AL AT R 09057 AR BRI SR B R 58
W BOHEAT: 55 o gl dt /D, SE BUHEREAIR, 745 & Btk
R BRI —T e, W, S8 10
MG ALFE — A B2 AT Bt s il 4, DL &
— W2 T TR PR M E 4 T B e 4l
([RS8 7 B M i SR MOV g X B 25 b, SEg
10 L4 4 A0 mldl. s, M
28 KB B 4L R B IR S B4 . AR T IR SR
TS B — JE i Bt Je a0 ) 75 22 S8 L R Y
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T 1) 25000 2175 & 1) JRa KR, ] st ok g 3 O A0
XTI T A R A BIE T A AR BT AT 1
tDCS H AR RE A5 27 B 1 398 558 i EL DR 45 2 i X 114 3
A, $ Mt EOU H AR 0 PSR IEYE, e 6 R X
FREAT AR R B hrtE”,

AN SRR AT Bl T 58 35 AT 19 BRI 7 D A
R YA BEIT PR SRR AL SO 3 Sy LY P A
WIS, HLE AR 2 5L T B AU B, fl
Un Pauker I Kassirer (1980)# i A6 YT 57 (B AR A1
(therapeutic threshold models), FF it #4014
T EE DR I B R A A R U T i
RIS i AR BRPEAT R, (HAHCHESE AR B =
Djulbegovic %5 A (2012)4 H Al BT 25 1) SUE il
T4 % (Dual System Model of Medical Decision-
Making, DSM-M)J& & 1> 5 SR 48 it 51 A BEJ7
RRARPEHESE o 2 AAYSE Y, TS BEHEZR . {5
SR | I T He T e A 28 0 A PR R 2 5 T TSR
HEHEWIKEN RS 1 5009 sh iy &g 1 Z0H
HEATAUAT . DSM-M R ARVER IR, Y3 Rt
Rt ZU IR, RgE I W EFIEMAS B EN®R
(Djulbegovic et al., 2012), AWFFE R B FMEHRZ
ML B GEEILS . BMRZAERA | £
F18) 5 PR i 2R R SR M 7 B2 7 A7 A5 o 7 B R R
(Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), @ it17 R LI 45 &
HRZMIE B . Mouselab {5 B8 ER | A BHMLE 0% |
FERH | ALK R 28 P B H R A 2 B
5T, AR RGO 5 4 S AR 2
BIEZEMLER, N DSM-M BER H [1) 75 % 12
PEPEIE SCRE, AR A T 25 R Bh
TR, HIREEM R 2 22, #— PRI
3 DSM-M 7,

ARG R AR R A Ay B A 5T B A TR AL A
s B A e PR B o TE WA 1% 4 TERE
BMAZ T EEAERIG, AU SS & K
AT B IR e, 4R R e %2,
it BB AT R R A N B B, A 2 T
AR, 1B A RIS P 8 L T R E
B B ARG PR 2 BR A BE Y7 RO, i <R 4 —
T TR, ASHE TR A R B T R A A
PR AT RO B D SR R, B B AR ROk Y BE T
R P RREE IR 28 1 T, Wb Jesk i 22,
T A 2l 4 2 B A A K P i B2 T, R <<fidt B o [
118 E R E R R RS ) 3 FE, B4

R i H AR iy L 3o

TE AR 1 B2 97 DS 45Uk, ASBIF 9 4 A8 i 48 7
V18 HUE 3 220 L1554 L ol ) A5 LA VA 1) 1o FH A {1
T8 R TV S — R 10 B 7 R 45 A, It
BRI, by E AR OLAR B B2 T . IR T FE R
EIRCHE, WM THSIT K . BRAK BT A I
T RAR A PRA TS SR (AR, &8N, 2012), 2%
U R B IT IR 55 $ 2 TF 32 ke 8 72 B2 97 1 Sl I
Xif BE I 7 oR O TN R G0 4 A7 BR Y 5% B OR g
(Pappas et al., 2018), Kk, Z5GmBREST HFRHIE,
TR A i R T R R T R A A O AR A
BREE, ABIHER TG % TE BT ISR MR 2
MR AR, %, ROk ml A AR e T &
Uiy v BT S % I AR BIK Bl 14 i 2 W D A B
(Sariyanidi et al., 2014), SZiHHE 8 & 1E ke
SR A5 2 MR KT R A . ARG B R Y
P AL T e e MR 2 RS TR AOR . RS
W B shlb ATk, It %l i BT IS5 $E it A
AFTFH, DA e A A B 7 e o o ot

BEI7 R SO 9 R e St S R A8 Ak oy
A FE R AR IO 5 T T 58 0 S R T HILIB
SR, AN T REC AE 2T 2 1 R,
SRMTE ST 50T, AT e A T8 RB 4 A Bt
JEZSE (Yokoi et al., 2020), FEAG T EF AT 6
MR IE. Ak, BFANTEGEAZ W,
AT NS BT YR I AR FE AR 20 22, I
J7r N TR REAE DRI AN 2 2 B 25 152 W, RS
R 25 R B MU DR 5K (Isaac et al., 2024), A,
AR RAEHEATBEIT N TR B i) FI% S iy, wI RO
B AR 58 R AL IR 2 1) 18 28 XA Z A B4 1 5
M), 3 N T2 R 5 LR B A P 3, e AT
MEIT N TR BER 2 B . IAh, BEE EFAN
FE TN F S5 R rh ) R R TG O, B AL AT A
R P O BT R AR R L, o FRATH
AT AT T U Sk TR, AR A AR
Y B T RO OB S A A B T &R,
AT 305 A= 336 s 4 18 D) S AT 15 28 08 T
BB, SR, AR B M, JUIHR BAF
NV NAFEVR T B 28 B 08 05 A BT AS
[f](Martins et al., 2018), [f]—EBhifE 7 RIELLE
W HEA TP I RUR T RES 22857 . B, Il 7K
RO 43 A B i BRAR 8 B IR AT Al 43 0T Ry 45 AE IR 2,
R SR 0 P K 0 2R A v 1 A A AR T 2 A K
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Probability neglect in medical decision making: The underlying mechanisms
and interventions
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Abstract: With the aging population, the complexity and risks involved in medical decision making have
significantly increased, especially for older adults and patients with chronic diseases. Probability neglect is
a common phenomenon in medical decisions, characterized by excessive attention to the severity of
potential side effects while neglecting their actual probability, leading to irrational choices. This study
focuses on probability neglect in medical decision making, examining the emotional mechanisms underlying
this phenomenon. By employing eye-tracking technology, the Mouselab program, multimodal physiological
indicators, emotion regulation strategies, and transcranial direct current stimulation (tDCS), this research
systematically investigates the cognitive processes involved in probability neglect and analyzes how
emotional responses influence medical decision making among older adults and chronic disease patients. In
addition, the study explores nudge interventions based on big data analytics and self-perception theory to
guide patients toward improved emotional regulation, thereby reducing probability neglect and helping
individuals make more rational and balanced medical decisions. Through empirical research, this study
addresses the existing gap regarding the relationship between emotions and probability neglect, providing
effective nudge interventions to optimize medical decision making and improve decision quality for older
adults and patients with chronic diseases.

Keywords: medical decision making, probability neglect, aging population, emotions, nudging



