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MATEH B APR, B an2s I & %ALY sk
RFEIFIT RS VRS X il i RE, A
e B 0O Al A W % (Flynn & Adams, 2009;
Kupor et al., 2017; Lu & Shang, 2021), X8 ki
REATTOT 2 E 18, A WZRE L Ttk s: — XK
TG o (] TR/ IMEL B SR8 5, 55— 5005 s [ 1
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J& VAN 00 J M 1 R B S e 0T, AR 2 ik
WU, ZRENAE R — 't b, &
K 2 W0 e 1 e IR A 300 e 1 b R 2
P8 3 T 73 % A << WL o L 36 T (objectively better
option), 4N THIFFAR B AR S e ] . H9E&
ARG TAE . SR EAR AR G 1EH; #%
UL JE M b B 2= (0 0 1 b R AT Y ik
I ] Bk A 32 OW 7 fL 3 W (subjectively  better
option), I 4n AT A/ IME 1] A2 v 5 1 7 ] . i 9EAIG
HA BRI TAE . G808 @ H A SR -

A 5T HU 75 55 N BE 5 M A T P IS 5 I 45
AR A ] 22 5 . FRATTEE S, DAt N SEBRIR LS
SR FEAE, RO A TR0l A AR 56 B 2 OR300 AR
TEIUCHH Lo % WL i A e 0 O o 3, B0 e Al 320 o 0
TR A 25 i N AR5 0 T % 0 o A 35 T4 45 At A A
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11 EMEENEEMZOFR

AN TR 0 00 26 05 LI 5 SO 25 5%
IRARDLE 1) B X 26 W0 14 52 SL Ay <4 BB S5 ) () AS > THT
HEHZE, A AR IL», XF =00 E SO AR
P S BRAE 0L, AT H O W (BRACDL I IR
2016). i F FH, ZUACHEH T 2S5 E B AiE
TSy, T EWACHE T RIAA AW PES FE
T B3 5 40 (Park et al., 2023), W 5 e B oE
BB TEFE A D . 20 2\ B bR A
() JER s 32 U D BT R e A A AR G, X
i . U AN B FRMEAE & (Hsee et al., 2003; Qiu &
Lu, 2024), &25 Bk XA, M5 EES, E R
A TCWA R AR AR OC, AR S 25 L8 PR DR A% O
FF 5 A KIS % #5 43 BT (reason-based)”, B 3 T £k
. FRARSFF LT MR, S E R A
NAR B AE O, MR 32 U0 1 R SR A A% o R a5 R AR
i 17 8% (feeling-based)”,

T DXA3 S, O 308 PR A [\ T s
(utilitarian attribute) 1= /& J& 14 (hedonic attribute).
SR AR S PR R XEAS [FTH 9% B bR, S s ks o
PETRURE 750 2 A% i I BE R R oK, 5 AR T M s i
TE I RE A5 W6 2 N R B e A 5 7Y W7 oK (Dhar &
Wertenbroch, 2000) . 2 XL J&E P4 1 3= XL PR 34 mT LLFs
] 3F 2 0 7 A DI RE R S oK, LI T DA )i 2
Sob 1y BE A 36 114 75 3R (Hsee et al., 2003; Qiu & Lu,
2024), flhn, APEEINARCE, H R E SIEBRE
A TR | B 2 TR B 1 B IC AR FEL G, U S AT B[]
HRTEE T E M. AR I8 i AAE

RS, T4 9 E SRR AR | % A1 Ry it SR By T,
WG I T AR B A1 55 0 1 8 T AR R
12 “f NAREEES 53 AR EIR T
fa g BAE? DR JE 808 B DO B KR
BRSNS AR, S A O
JZ I AU ZE DT (Kahneman, 1994; Kahneman et al.,
1997) . 2R 1, 38 K AR FF AN 2 B P W (lay
rationalism; Hsee et al., 2003), A A B PEH & N
WAGZ B FREITE RS, PO SE I IR AR e
AR BFOE RN, YT A S 5 5 1 SR ] A
PN E S AT C N T [P e R Y AR IO E 2
TR LRI, N, PesR 3 T A L. A
558 I3 R OIEARAME 0.5 65T, B 5 J1 Ry M TP
IRABANE 2 35TT, 68%MI B IIES: B I55C /1 (Hsee,
1999). S AWIFE AR, BRI R, TH2
B B 28 55 0 (E S B S R Y B (LI &
Hsee, 2019),

WFTSC IR, AR % LR PR D SR A O e
WATRNT T S (1) 32 B3 A, AR 98 32 WL P DR SR 0 A%
SO 5 S 1 JE% (Hsee et al., 2003; Qiu & Lu,
2024) HY BRI, 7R AR 2 T i % 0L
P R 2 0L P AT B, B e TR T 2 O A T
TEZUEPE R, AR B3 3 T 2 G 1
PEIUTE E WL E PR BRI,

NEA HF 5 3Pl (self-enhancement), 75
Hoft AR BLEF, PITEPEH B B R B 257 AR A
2=, &K HCTERMAERE B9 AH X2 B (Brown,
2012). filtn, 4R AT A SRS, BR .
S S1EE AN TF A K 2Z | (Alicke, 1985; Brown,
1986; Svenson, 1981). FH 4 [mlF 4 W Ay BLA & Joit
(Li & Hsee, 2019), A¥i# 5 A0 H OB
(Ziano et al., 2021), M AESLR BT L A C
WU, B M2 9% (VanBergen et al.,
2022).
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FH EC A RN, G T 51 1 AR T G 15 =X
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PRI R AR y, (R 1INk, T & S Ak
X—Y)o TEUIHAE, x - yfEmIE, TN,
WITRESET%, X FIEEZHE ., AR ACHE
(X — YIFEFETIL, RN SCHE PSRl 45 A iR
AR X KT FEHES, thE2buis 20, At
FEIRTEM A, FOE O A (x — y) S5 1R% & PR
X—ZHERAZR, B 1IN, Xaw — Yaw) >
(X sz — Y aepe),  BVTRUIN 25 TR A1l A A 56 e e A4t =2 08
P DL BE I R 00 7 DR BE I B P A . Bian, (A5G
R 0 o P TR U O R A 45 1 B AR
MIPFor 208 R 2, O 230K 200 5 A B I AH L
B PRI 25 N B B AAR S, A 3 214
4,

Bk 2 (WL 5300 R T 22 19 JR R
U A A Al A B PR R
1.3 WlmENER

WFRER IR, ANATTEH R 0 A 4, XA
T 2 4 3 8 T AR o

T, TR 22 LE DR A I B R At G RRAE
I, X SRR A A ARAS s B2 e Ay T R il an,
AT A b AR RG5O o A3 3 1 U RE B, T
WEAR LG R SR, St DR SR T i) 35 4% 4 %o
O G T (Lu & Shang, 2021). % 4L#E B fhift A
XF & 54l (Flynn & Adams, 2009). &2 M5 E1H
AL AT PR ALY (Baskin et al., 2014) . S22 H I 5|
F18 /NI ALY (Kupor et al., 2017)F)5l B AR, At
I I R T X ALY o IR BE, TIOI AR PEAG A A
A st e Ay S0 5 DR BRI A LA, PR Ik i )
Ryl AR W A I, A X S P T
P14 35 6l 05 A T 5 T 4 5
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N7 3k 8 Sy s AT 45 3200 o P e T

FOR, SRl 22 L R TN A B S5 ko o,
HESUSUIERER E R PuRT TR B ) S Y
REfE F H WSk i i, ol an et R4 REm K, ¥
RN S R L e M Tl ol 2 W S S e 1
TeH WL, BRI Z 5K (Li et al., 2023).
fige e NAVRAS 7EDEA 35 18R Sl e B R T ik, T
W BT T 57577, B . AT LRI Bl 25 (BB
K EE,2023) XFREABIFSE, T E w5 Al 30 ik
TR E, B EAS A A5 Bt O e 21 32 00
AT, HWITEARAT G0 DA 2 i g5, SR i
FOIN AT ERAEAE R T S BRI A -

fBax 4 (J5HR): MM BER] 30 & L s,
N FE AT Z, HATH R T IRl .
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ARWEFEA LT 5k 5B —, AR T —Fiogr
() AR R SR 45 4l b 74 0N s 22 o A 0 g 22 BF 5
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N AT AR 2 38 JEig . W8 36707 2 At N 19 BB U2k 2
(Boothby & Bohns, 2021; Kumar & Epley, 2018), &
AHEPE B 47 25 il B9 TH % 8% 3Z (Levine & Cohen,
2018; Lu et al., 2023). #R i A7 BIF 7T 2R AR
R R AT T A A 0 A% 3 T 45 Al AR S
(] P 22 5, ) LR OCRE AR Hh 4 AT 1 e 4%
R, ARWT5E 40 1A SR Sl v %) 0 s 22 A
8. W, W Z AT G AE G AR R A Sy B
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T FEEI AN B B K P RS W o 55 =, FAT]
A A AT LA SCRR A h a5 R R A R 22 5%, #
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7N T i 22 RO BL A 5 5 2R o FSE 1R G TR0 5 %
Al A AAR 505 1 F500 5 A 56 2 1 SE PR, AR U Y
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SRAE B X 5 AR AT 0 Lk I

g G*power BUTFAE LSS, X T H 800 &
(f=0.25), ZiEF] 0.9 MG, PRSI
T2 44 N IRATEPT AW T A SRR 5 45
ARk, DI R SR . 2022 AEFF RIS
1 DAMR], PRE e 1 S g s I B B, BFSY 1
BARSEEAT, DI g > Tt . FRATE A T
SIS B AR BT AT 9 3 B 2 0L S R B A A R
BN S MR 0 S BT SR RE DL B TS B 45 R i
15 7] UL https://osf.io/pxsgw/

2 WESE 1 A T i 22
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WS RF AR K 1 S PR RS, DI R 1.
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A2, ORI AR 55 Th A e W] DL B LS AR 3
WEYOR, B, HRImY . B S, X AT
55 A HPE . AR5 76 2 00 o5 A0 1 700 A0 32 0 o ik
T rfoRAr, PRI TR 3 S8 A 55 v 7 A 00 B
AL
21 #ik5i&it

FERER 2R # 55 180 A9k, Ak A E
HEENEE NG, RREEL 163 £, fFiXL
kR, A 156 NAK/NG FhE RS FREE AR
Wy, H B 55 4, Lotk 101 4, FIAERHK
21.42 2 (SD = 2.15 %) M IXF PH2FT AT 55 A
HSGAR GV E AL, RIVKE A S 55 E i T
DRIXE (44T 55 40 R 2608 5 AT 55 L B S A B il gl i 2
R0 T30 AT 55 908 B 00 5 AT 55, B 2ok axX
156 2P EHR A A BT DR 2 (FA e 1K
555 BN ) x 2 (R4« B AT 55/ 200 5 e AT
R BIBE T . B AR SR g . W5 R
5K . WG LT 55 B . =0 AT 55
T 434 40 AL 39 AL 38 AL 39 A,

22 w2

PR L = I, R B A AR 56 sk T

M. REFEAH OIS SR CRALS, &

JUAT B8 MR A i L SR A SCBEE . R T il A
B0 F N B SE AT 55, TR0 35 14 1 S 90 3 23 AT
S FNGOPNG RE V&5 .9)) €U N 47 PN e
AP AAL S5, AT 2B BEAIL 53 P 3 H A — AT
55 o PFPME 55 AAE s A LR F = B RN |
FAEZESE, AMEFSTESRAL 100 4 i {H Rk
WRKE R SCEE(F W I S5), B 155752
SEAZY 150 A FLRE BRA) F 1 PRI AR TR
AN R B SCE (WSS, RRE &R
A E55 R B AT S5 Hhis B AR SCHE

ROk, IRIGH R N BaEdE . MBS 1
UL, AT 58 R B RIS, FE A TS5 SR
ABRECR AR /NE R RS 2 0L, (R 1S
HTE O 43 2HU 505 5= 2 AR R A0 A kL, b ERA
T B SR AISCE B, REETE Word TR H AR
ASCE, AT e Word SR E R E M) I
FRANRE, HITE AR T o7k ) 45
ARG, AaiPFE M IEDReICIEME A . S8R A
5505, RS HBBITEL PGS 3 00, il dsok
MEFSWS HOWIRE( = 5% 22, 7= FEW ).

TOOIN T e B A 0 35 R 4 BE B 43 TG 2 7 A SR
MEFZ—, HEF AESFS MBS P FHEFEAW
XEE, WS, W BITEL N EREE . ME ]
UL, AT 58 R B RIS, FE A TS5 SR
AR AR /NE A RAEEE 2 T, O 1S
1 — 24 AR B0 5 1 3 2HL 1 10 O T B S ST S5
BB H RS0 = 52, 7= EFWI). N
TR TN N AR, T A N SR 2 A
iR NG RE ) &S I 9 €U 47
23 H#EREITE

PR MRS, 97 2 (Fafh) x 2 ((E5)7
ZorHr. SR NN, RS RN B, F(1, 152) =
70.23, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.32, 95% CI [0.20, 0.42]. ffi
) ROV A B2, F(1, 152) = 1.10, p=0.296, 1%
S5MEaZHEAEMNREOLE 1), F(1, 152) =3.93,
p=0.049, n3 = 0.03, 95% CI [0.01, 0.09]. AIHIA
JEMEAESM = 4.79, SD = 1.38)Hi 4 H C Y
R T 2 W G PR 55(M = 3.55, SD = 1.22), F(1,
152) = 20.74, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.12, 95% CI [0.04,
0.22], #RTM, FH S K TXMERM zu = 3.37,
SD = 1.22; M 1a = 5.38, SD = 1.02), F(1, 152) =
53.01, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.26, 95% CI [0.15, 0.36]. 14
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W, il 0 S e B L H  AEBESE 1 A7 AE SR BR o
PR ERWLZ o, BT Bt A in T i e HAtb i 2
YERE b A7 AE 22 5, X 4822 S MO T RS IR AT ST 46
o XTRAMES, POlBARRZLE, B A
B A S R AR MEAT B, 77 S B U TR E
SC, AN TR TR AR T N2, A 0
JRPERE SCo D, FRATTARMERT Jm P A7 P-4, Rt
BT B PRI TR L N R S
JEtE . NRPIZIE, BT5T 2 BB
AFIZANT PR B @, FeATml LU HAR 08 % 0
JE PR M

3 WFSE 20 faEs U A 22 Y PIL R

5T 2 AT IR FEAZON AL (R 2), REF
W5 ARG AR IS B PR AR o QN SR eHLHI S, 7E
e SRR AN e AL g S (TR E D O R (W N Z N i)
OO SR o PRI, AR AT AR N T 2 %o <Al
NA ZHMERME S, DAL o SR T 0
RE AR DA 9 A% ok fe o AL B R, B
AH G 2 e A B D5 PR A 72 s (B e A A2 £ ) P AT 47
Ui B AR it 22 (0] Y PR 2R G &R (Spencer et al., 2005;
Pirlott & MacKinnon, 2016). 5 4b, AHF5E K FH &
AHPLA G B, G 8 AN PEAN bR e e . i
SRR SR, I HLP- X P 1 e R
X2k, BRCYER A BB T, R R
FEB A R B E P, X — 2 eil, BRI R
RS A WS, ECE A 0 M

MR T ST A R, Bl B AT AR LR T L R T R
ST LI T 0 T B T SR B 4R, 3 R Y il e AN R
M I AT R TR A b o, DA I ST 6 35 B P R AR AL 4
BhEM,

I I8 B T L o MR ' R € I DR RE T o R UL
JE AN AL B 25 5, DU IS 1 W JRBR .
WJE, BT HEs AP, FRATE Aol (it
THEZ5HE AW CRE B . &L, I
BORS 5 EEMAMGE M H R . i B
AT V855 T R R0 (demand  effect), ELAR UL,
AR H bR AP BB A5 B, A e R I8 gt
WOz R BBk, (R A g oo sl T BB 4G 2 0F 5%
HAY, I3 BROT5E 3 B 7 1n 1R % .
31 #ik5i&it

Wt W G55 360 ek, Hdh Bk 147
%, e 213 £, PR K 31.09 £ (SD = 9.18
2o WEFER A 4 (Ff 0. PRG35 /30000 245 4 il /)
B/ 2 AN B ) < 2 (RETI. 2 o A 2/ 3 R
dP PRI > 2 (JE M- BRI h LE /o
PR R )R AT, M JE T
[ AS i, BEIUC BN AR . R 45 kA
32 e

BB BEDL 3 BC BRSSO 45 20 L
Al b = e TR S o NN o
A A MR T REZ IO A, i IR 4
PEAHCF S5 . GERA . PERTAE DR AR AR, F
H X0 e AT AR o H At = 24 1) 25 A8 52 B A i B
FRERYME S AE, I THRIL TR S &L, 5
b, TN B A A ] e BN A — B AT
KA, HE—AHEPER A, T A B2 R
Bel 2 3 MR A — SR IAT R B, HOE— D ANHE
TN

ROk, R H S A CEMSEANL, HAl =
I AR G T A W SEAR ML . AT PR BIL T 3
EATTERE M ME IR R FAAfE2E 5 . A MIPLA
T A L, B AHML R W A ek i, — kit
o, BEGTE B S R M, % I 5 A b
BRI, BRI IR T Lk R AR
HEAG &, RO ORI (400 IR dF R I T 2
WS A ML) EEEMh 82EVP, H
HA A (A & 8N &) 545 3% FOEPLTE (R 14 i i
BRI — M B OAHAL(E W &) By BE OGN
33EVP, {HHFr AYI(A & 80 A ) 545 30K AHMLAE
R R R BUAR LT .

2Pk, ORI O EUEE, @
TR R A R 175350, R )R
JFE P IR T DL B bR A i, A O, ok
PR BGR T EH 5. A MIPLE IS )8 (6%
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WJFEEESY 82EVP, H HAR AW(A & 8 &) i X
FAMLZEEEPE E AR B —i; B AHAL(EM S 1E)
F IR RN 33EVP, (HHER AYI(A C sl L)
VAT AR MLE B EME iR IAR S

YE R RGA, REGH TR A O 2B,
= AN I KB Z (1 = e, 7= 5%
4 WS, RS TS AL 45 B O RS an
fay, WAL <AE(E T A AHPL(EE B AHALES, RZ =
%27 (1= BEAREZ, 7= EFHERZ) FEMH A M
PLEL B AHHLBT, IREZHP (1 = B2 htk, 7 =
A H DY) o A = 28 T 2 T SR B 45
KA Ty, DU AL HG<AE A A A FEPL(EL B AHHIL)
B, IR S22 (1 = ZeARERZ, 7= 5%
). TR A AHAL(E B AHBLE, RN A2
Wb (1= sEeAm, 7= BRI, &5, B
A WA X S H A FB A A A I
33 #HR5iTie

B AR DR, MO ERNEE, FG,
356) = 193.83, p < 0.001, 3 = 0.62, 95% CI [0.56,
0.66]. M LA &I, AH LL TN 25 4 Hil Z1(M = 4.96,
SD = 135 H AELEL (M = 2.20, SD = 1.41),
TR BEMEZH(M = 6.14, SD = 0.94)IA Ml A B3
P, MD (mean difference)= 1.19, p < 0.001 I MD =
3.94,p<0.001, #H I AFEPELH, 0002 42 6
HIN N B R, MD = 2.76, p < 0.001 , 1456 3% %}
HOA ZBPERIEST (M = 5.58, SD = 0.99)fIk il
W B I A2 B EY, MD = —0.57, p = 0.002,
{FL v T 000 2 AN B 2 R 00 A 4 ) ZE 6 I A Y
PEH, MD = 3.38, p<0.001 F1 MD = 0.62, p=0.001,
LERLRI, XA Z B SRR .

A AL I T N — B R BT 0= 0.92, B
AEATLAAR 5600 852 g P 3 — BOME R4 o = 0.88, Bk
FE A FIHLAT B AHALARGE I S 455345 A AR
S, B ALY 5 RS A A Uy
RIAS &L, 4 (FAfa) x 2 (I x 2 (J@ Y- ) = A2
25T R, AESENNAEEMRE, FEG,
352) = 17.79, p < 0.001, 0} = 0.13, 95% CI [0.07,
0.19]; A€ . I, JEMEV = 22 BAE AN 5
¥, F(3,352) = 1.50, p=0.213, XU £ (0 5 eI
(149 28 ELATE AN Bl 1~ Al 8 A8 AT A8 £k, BRI s 2
A AT ES R, SRS A IS R AR

DIMARSS S R AR &, 4 (Ffi ) x 2 (R0 20 ¢t
i 2NN, f RN ERON B E, FG,
356) = 5.96, p=0.001, 0’ = 0.05, 95% CI [0.01, 0.09]

M F(1, 356) = 153.22, p < 0.001, 02 = 0.30, 95% CI
[0.23, 0.37]. HEERYZE, A EFED 3 EAEH
B (ILIE 2), F(3,356) = 17.77, p< 0.001, 0} = 0.13,
95% CI1[0.07,0.19]. # Nk, IR JhriAkRAE
S FEUE, A3 BT A AL TN A R A A T A ALY
BN R IS A (e 25 5%

0 5 R BETR ES Ny i)
6 [ I

I I I :
3|
| ]
1 . . . .

FEE  FEEME BOURESG WA
B2 ASTR A @ P L s 45 A5 R 56 1 1 23

X LA 56 25 R I 4 o PR RN A €2, 2 (FR ) x
2 (BEI)E W Ty 22 AT R, AR RN R
W2, F(1, 178) = 1.33, p = 0.250; LI Y F 500 B
%, F(1, 178) = 40.15, p < 0.001, 3 = 0.18, 95% CI
[0.09, 0.28], A FIEI 1 22 HAEFH 2, F(1, 178)
=9.28, p=0.003, 13 = 0.05, 95% CI [0.01, 0.12], f&
EF N WG LET(M = 5.13, SD = 1.44)1 %
H ORI R T 50 R (M = 4.53, D = 1.67),
F(1, 178) = 5.41, p = 0.021, n?, = 0.03, 95% CI [0.00,
0.09]. #RiMI, FEFERAS K TXFZEFM 4 =
3.84, D = 1.45; M s = 5.56, SD = 1.10), F(1, 178) =
44.02, p<0.001, 1%, = 0.20, 95% CI [0.10, 0.30].

X Eb A 56 2 RN T 2 AN PR P AR A, 2 (F
) < 2 (I E A 57 22 0 A kR, A6 R I
BN B3, F(1, 178) = 15.30, p < 0.001, 0} =
0.08, 95% CI [0.02, 0.16]F11 F(1, 178) = 101.14, p <
0.001, n; = 0.36, 95% CI [0.25, 0.46] . #f {2 F13E I (1
LHAER B, F(1, 178) = 44.81, p < 0.001, 0} =
0.20, 95% CI [0.11, 0.30], PRI AN F 0 5Pk
Tt 26 F O AR T &0 5 AT, F(1, 178) =
5.65,p=0.018, 1> = 0.03, 95% CI [0.00, 0.10]. 4R i,
M HEAEEHS KT X ZERM 4a = 291,
SD = 1.50; M +5 = 5.89, SD = 0.87), F(1, 178) =
140.30, p< 0.001, 3 = 0.44, 95% CI [0.33, 0.53].

X AR BE 5 RN FIN B P A A €, 2 (F ) x
2 (BET)E W Ty 22 AT R, AR RN R
W2, F(1, 178) = 0.56, p = 0.456; LI Y F 500 B
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#, F(1, 178) = 15.05, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.08, 95% CI
[0.02, 0.16]; ff € FIIEI R 22 BAEHIA W2, F(A,
178) = 0.71, p = 0.400, 33 iyt BH TR 25 P14 2 o A T
T PR AL 25 M AR I Z A 2255 (M 5n =
4.28,SD =1.64; M u =5.21, SD = 1.30),

SEEDL S, AR AR S, 4 ) 41 1
M A M ATV E Sy T m il 1 0
AP PLE IR PL R, i REA A N B (5 & i T
AT Lt 0 9 2 S I 25l N AR 50 A AT 25 5

A 2 AT T B S5, X A
G 7 SRR 55 o N5 3k 2 g ) A 225 45
SERARNAE , BESE 2 SRR L T, A
TR E M, PRI AN, [ B R 8N AL
il AR SRR 1 A 2, RIS /Y
BTN R B PO A Ryl AR RRA: s
ARUFEG, T A T A

4 WEFT 3: TN 25700 25 AT Y
IEES

WFSE 3 FUATERL LG B 48 7o S0 g 2 19 5 2R,
IR 3. FRATTEER K AL B Ik WAL 2 %)
Ty R S hs, WoRL 5 IO L A A B O AR T
U, DAGE il AL FDSCRL A AR X (A 35 7y Tt s 3
Wik #erL Y
41 #ik5ig%it

T ) B A 180 44 vk, Hirh B 66
%, Wk 114 £, FHFEH 30.68 2 (SD = 7.04
Ao WFFERA 2 (FA: RIS /F#E) < 2 (8t
ST BRI R A L /e e SR O ) ik
it A 45 Ak,

42 iRiE

B BEBEDL 3 e A ik AL F BORFLE . 55T 2
T, EALE LA AT EH, IEEHSE
PARBL: A AL A 20 5 e, B AHHL Y 0
IR, FRATIIEG SRR AL, AT BBk k
JRAAE AR S 47 AL, Bifife 26 4L 35 R128 O
T 3% 25 AR AW 3R AEAIL(1L = A AHHL, 7 = B AHHL) YAL
HAZH ORI R H, TREIRE] A AIHLER B A
Mlo AT S RlborL e, Ml B sk B ol
FERBG U ALY, B oL 10 28 A O B i g Wi 3]
WERAIAL(L = A AIHL, 7 = B #HL).

43 HERE5ITiE

PABEBE R I M IR AS 1, 2 (FAf8) x 2 (J@ PP

FESE R, AR ESNEE, F(1, 176) =

5.53, p=0.020, n3 = 0.03, 95% CI [0.00, 0.10]; ififfi
5B BRI R, F(1, 176) = 2.72,
P=0.101, XA €0 1) 328500 AS B J8 1 - iy 7y 728
A4k, R S A AN S SR A R, S S
MIAR B2 Rz

MATFEAS t K50 R, KALE M = 4.52, SD =
2.23)%F EWEME SR B AIBLA b K T erL &
(M = 378, SD = 2.15), t(178) = 2.28, p = 0.024,
Cohen’s d = 0.34, 95% CI [0.05, 0.63]. i%&5 F 160,
L AE TR A A AR TG i A T 30 5 AL (FH
oW 5 DEAL ) B AR, TR AR LG SORL A B AL
Tt EALE Sad B N BE £ 0 5 P AL o

JUAE ARIF G FATT A I 2 50 0] 2 4 {0000 A
55 # RS, oo X6 7 0 o A 56 2 AR B, (R TR
TTHA A &5 R 3% AL 3 At ] A BRI 3% L0 A ft AR 56
ALY, WIS URICRLE AT A B R B O
FARS AR ALY, DA TRAL Y B AR KR S
HEAATTX AR 35 ) BU S AN . T R 2, 48 T4
3R B AR BT IRAHE 7S H T 2 1 R i 2R

5 WEFE 4 N 22707 45 TN Y
IEE S

WFFE 4 F 7~ T 255 At 10 00 At A 565 18 27 28
Trik, RInRE 4. ARG RS, 1
WM IENE, W TR 3Ol 48 5 B W28 1)
BRI\ R E B . RN £ 25 ) O A o
A & B LR PR S, TR S i) 24 7 H A 2k
W 28 1 - 22 /0 X LU Bl 2 WA A o, T B TS A
Pil, PRRAT A B 0E M S ARG 3 58 iR N =2
18 35 0k 2R 28 7 1 2 00 o5 AT AT 55 a4 P /0 (L =
RBR R 26 5 W AR 55, PRI AT T AT 55
H RS . TR B S — AR BT, 3X
S A 38 AT 55 A 56 14 T 43 45 L 81 % £k Sy
B4 WIS, WONE AR A 24 R 5 H e
i 5 A L 5 AT 55, T 5 ] LA HE A ot 5 A 56 o
AR S . N T I RARIRRS, T T v TR
FAT 5517 2R A N R B5 AT i 22 53 o 5 00000 24 v £ 7
FATS M S RIS 1Y 220, TTRERE At 2 48055
Bty AT 55, S EU S 2 TSR RS
51 FiAZE

Ry BRI 5T A R, IO T AT S T
A T IA R R 7 PUAT 551 45 A N AR 35 00 T
B AT S5 o HEB, T4 55 RE Sk T 35 4 R 4
b, AMATTA SRR RO X O AT 55 . FRATTE T



57

K A B NER A EVURPE? A AR5 (4 5 2 7 1255

TR A K 55 A BT Y 35 HCAY PR R AT 55 2 5 R A2 I T
P2 FERSEEWOER S 47 Al b B 7
%, Wtk 40 4, IR 23.62 5(SD = 4.37),
P S 4 W E AT S AR5 hiRE —
BUR W 2 I3 J1 55 4% 3 JURM (& W 5 AT 55 ), BAE 55
RARE — Bl & AR 2 JCH (R S AT
55 )0 TR, BRI PP AT 55 1T 45 AR 06 1R R
(1= HEH¥ 2, 15 = dEW ). 2R ER, (VA 4 4T
M35 (8.50%) TN R 2 W o AT 5547 25 R 40 3 i AR 5
PoF EW P55 o BRI, 0D 05
AR5 (M = 10.34, SD = 2.55)1f7 45 1A 56 2 B AR BG4
FEZWE AT S (M = 6.38, SD = 2.77), t(46) = 8.21,
p<0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.20, 95% CI [0.82, 1.57], £
AT 55 BEE AT & LRI

52 #Wik5i&it

TEHIE PR EFH 2 135 &9k, Hrh Bk 42
%, w934, RN 21.42%8/(SD=1.95%),
P BEHLGE S T . W RS R . &
WG LA SRR . A 45 90K,

53 %

FH TR e P 1 0 ) S 9 = R TT T, Ao
2 o E SR RS . PO E AR UL A 3.
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B NG HE FHOF R R . 5Tk,
RIS H RIS AR M G5 . TR LR G
JEEAE BRI, PO NI 58 AR 554 45 B 2
RIS T (1 = dEH 22, 15 = dEH ),

T E A0 F O S — ORI A O, R
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WA 55, Bt 4 60 U0 255 83 1 7 45 St 1]k 7T
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Va3 oh 5, P AT LAIARAS 5 Jus AR, £ Tk,
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AL, MATATLAFE 0 & 14 JCiw I A0 55 Bh 456
TR E] B AR5, DIRICE 245N

FATHHE BDM (Becker-DeGroot-Marschak)3is
OB W AT 55 MR (Becker et al., 1964), iZiuzl
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PN R B Z R £ iR VT G TR 1 i i s s R 4
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L B SRR H AT RIS
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sy || FETRERES 2R,
TSSO — AR AT S
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L
| B TS A
mrmia | | RN TR
@3m) | > BOPL, ARSI, SRR S A
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| L HE BUNAE 5 FIBHE 55 8 A RS 21
T || RETMHREERERESAN | | RRO-TH2E, 15 -2
| 2. B H(0-14)
A I g

P4 o e

BHRAT S5 RS 24 R G0 AR B BOR T B 4T 55
%Wﬁ,ﬁNEﬁE%MR%ﬁ?ﬁ&ﬁ,Eﬁﬁ
XN E AT E, B E TN TR S A
%,ﬁmﬁﬁ?WﬁwﬁHEﬁE%MHhol%
AN SICES PR — BUR S T 34 R S e . FRAT 35k
il S ol e A SR, A AT TS A R A T
el A7 %o 3 W o AT 45 R0 s AT 45 4 b A
TR0 2 ] 1 22 5 i T

TN 5 2 ) AT 55 RN, Bl S B FE R 1)
BERE . TEMVBER 1 00, TO0I0 RS 2 5 B U] L figt )
FOE, LUK U6 AU A2 75 M B TR At S AT 55 0, A
T R . FERIAEEE 2 T, MR RS
Y BRI, T 5 DT T () (A 6 2 7E 52 i A AT
%M B AESEIARER (0 = AEH 22, 15 = AEWE),
B a S TR A 2/ el Bk e 2 B
1% .
54 #R5itig

TG, A TR A R A Y A S PR A 55
LRI SRR 22 B A 25 . AH L 5 AT
SR (M = 8.80, SD = 3.88), WL ILAT &1k
#H(M = 11.00, SD = 2.6 DREAE 5547 47 A SR T

%, 1(88) = 3.15, p=0.002, Cohen’s d = 0.67, 95% CI
[0.24, 1.09]. BEtt, PIRME 5545 45 7R 50 3 S bR 56
M 2ZE(E R 2.20, {HJZ, M BB ST & 8I(M =
4.71, SD = 3.29)KF 2.20, t(44) = 5.12, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 0.34, 95% CI [0.05, 0.63]. LA, Fili &
X PR 24T 5545 4 Al N AR 36 1 DAk 22 8] 79 22 (B IE 9]
FoUIN S S B AT 55 S A 22 b, BT R
Al 0 5 AT 55 AR, T S A T e A S B
AL H AT 55, b = 0.43, SE = 0.12, t(43) = 3.73,
p=0.001, 95% CI [0.20, 0.67]. ¢ LA 1%, tTFAET
)t N A 365 s s il 08 o AR ST A DL, 2 Ky
AT 55 T S A B BUR T8 briliss, WM& A C
LEE/L by :b\gio Uifn%i%“ﬂlel 4,

FIAN, I AR 5E A BC AT 55 /T PEAL T
REFWHBACHERE ., LIRS, 2 (A6
P2 ARAT S5 AR ) < 2 (FE55: WAL
155/ 20 AT 55) M 2 (Ff e TR0 &/ 200 5 AT
FARE ) x 2 ((E55: B RAE S5/ 5 LA 55)
BRI 200 woR, fERES N E/ER-Y
WE, FNEM 2n =6.87, D=2.94; M+ =11.13,
SD = 3.00) = 1AL X AT 55417 45 H SR
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W Z 2R EW SRS EREHE: M 4u =
8.60, SD =3.62; M sy =10.16, SD =2.72; FM 51
FESAREEH . M 4w =831, D =3.06; M s =9.04,
SD = 2.62), F(1, 88) = 9.20, p = 0.003, 3 = 0.09,
95% CI [0.01, 0.22]F1 F(1, 88) = 16.40, p < 0.001,
na=0.16, 95% CI [0.04, 0.29], %45 F R A B 1
PR R

6 it

ARWFFE R I, NAE T L IGUHT 25 At N 1 44 55 1]
23 e Al UL o ORI (R e 20 o 0 e 100 i) A 3
S HOZ T i 22 04 D DA 2 T AR A A ) B
FERE, TN A N B S5C v PR I 7E = WL 1 iy A 25 0L
JE T ERRI . W T AR A A, AT R
AN TERE E WG AU, R dA A 2 5 45T
Wk
6.1 FEVBMREZ LR

WS SR W HEE R KT, 2
WP KO W (Hsee et al., 2003; Park et al.,
2023; Qiu & Lu, 2024), AHFFEET T H WS
FALAA BT, 8 H T2 WL PR SR A% O R R
WAL B AT, BT LR M DR A O R R
T AT YR N R R 20 5 MR 2
3 W RO B A BB 2, 3 SRy MO 322 4 BT FAR
R RS AR AR B IR R 2 A8 B, U
A RE S R A Sl AR 2 23 B RS 17 SR LRI 5

FHN, RUFEE VK< H &~ A\ 22 7 HEZL T
A EFWGER, 558 N RE A5 WA PN 2 W0 5 Ptk 33
WL o D0 R I 20 A N PR B AT ] 22 5 0 AR,
FEATAT AT FH AT S AE SRR R0 B 2 5 & W AH
KH AL, B4R, A AE AR AR I RE 75 A 00 3
L S URZY = VN W 9 BURAN E- A (1 i NE i A (B 2
D, AR T RE S Al b LR T AR 2 WL
XFWEAR B 500
6.2 Xt NMRIEEY IR TN 5 A flt AR R

AWFFE G T IO 25 U 5T . i 2R
i N TR YN (NES =R P TR RN N R
DATHECA T fl ARG 28t Hese . BENI5R 5%
i 25 A N B B AZ (BB R 45, 2023; Boothby &
Bohns, 2021; Dungan et al., 2022; Kumar & Epley,
2018), fH 2w i 7 5= A Al 28 i W Ak i) AR AR
%% (Scopelliti et al., 2015); AfiT @ bHLIE . 45
o ) U R) U 25 fl N R TH A 2432 (Hart et al,
2021; Levine & Cohen, 2018; Lu et al., 2023), ikt

Z T, AREE R v S 22 5 EE D, At ATk
SR HERR PO AN A Gf 1 R e, X O F-RE AR
At N\ 35 B B P 5 (Lu & Shang, 2021), ASHFFE & FL,
A ECAAR B0 35 18 SE B 8% AZ, TN 2 A S0 s A A 565 s
il 1 S O IE A DL, FR I Al A s B R
F G PLET | $ AL B% T Ayl N
AR 25 A B ik . Wik, A5
JEe T AR S Ak rh ) T g 25 A5, AR T A4k
SR 15 2OUL A T WL P AT 288 AL i) HAth e SR
B wunm2E . lan, AT Re AL 2R IR A
AT 55 S P B A0 Al e SR SR M A 25l A Y BR AR AR 55
1T v ik 26 T 0 8 A 55 0l ) 0t 2 8 ke 5 S g
2 b N B AR G (Schwartz et al., 2002).

ASHIF 5T D TR A 25 40 £0 R B Ot AR 3R 22 S
PRALi R A M FEMN N A COEHE 5 A
IRFLENF . Shl. B4 = 25k, %
T8 Sy ] 35 7 T e A 7] 2R 55 [n) AL Asf BT AR 3 B A2 AE
225 (Lu et al., 2016; Polman, 2012; Pronin et al.,
2008). SR, BABFFE 2L T it AR 3 i B 2
PR AR —— A B P &5 SO, XAt A Y
5 0 A B Ol N PSR 2 R Y R A
(Lu & Shang, 2021) T X P56 Y 52 00 K £ 4 445
B, /NEA NN Flan, BUS K A BORTSAS 2]
RARSCHF . 51 RBEIS, R B A 52 T B Ak
ok ARBEACH BRI HIE RIS BRI %, 1
2 PR A AR RN R R TN = 6 N 4 56 H AR sk
AR BE ST, AATHELL Al A SR R8s . 3% 4
i N E B AL, AR PR A A a0 S0 A A AR B
Tty BRI, AT PEfg A O - AR 2E R, A
FORG HE IR T VE DL 9 A BRISHESE . A4
GEAR 7R T R A N R R A AR T 7 0L o A e T AN
FU o AT 45 fl AR Z W] i 25 5, DR S il
N FE e E 30 oG A I, 3 A <R 158 T A AL
il L SR S HF
6.3 FhERIBHEM

53 5 PRk Sl Z AR, A5
PRI O B2 52 48 5 2 S8 W] i 132 2P (Kahneman,
1994; Kahneman et al., 1997), %3¢ 38 AN R
PN ST gesk . 3ok, DIAEDRSE R AR R Pk
WA FANMARTT R, IR MAFERR BRI 2%
FA HAKHI L ] (Hsee, 1999; Hsee et al., 2003).
FRATRE A 2R B A L 450 I ATE 58 AR 2 T 90 e 22 A
PRIZTH, %2 N PP b NG Z 3%, X AT
AN B AR AL AR o EARTIR AR, R4
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W OB EAG R, FE I A AR 56 s 2 i P4 3 08
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Do othersvalue objective or subjective attributes more?
Misprediction about others experiences

FU Ruobing, LIN Xinmiao, LU Jingyi
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Abstract

To make satisfactory decisions for others, people must accurately predict the difference in others’
experiences with different options. Options differ in objective and subjective attributes. Objective attributes are
more likely to be measured by an unequivocal, well-accepted criterion, while the evaluation of subjective
attributes is more likely to be based on personal tastes. We term the option superior on objective attributes but
inferior on subjective attributes as an objectively better option and the option superior on subjective attributes
but inferior on objective attributes as a subjectively better option. The current research focuses on how people
predict others’ experience with objectively better and subjectively better options, and proposes a misprediction:
people overpredict the relative advantage of a subjectively better option versus an objectively better option in
experience of others. This is because people undervalue how others are rational.

Four studies demonstrated the proposed misprediction and tested its mechanism and consequences. Study 1
revealed the misprediction. Participants were randomly assigned to either the experiencer or the predictor
condition. The experiencers did an objectively better task or a subjectively better task and reported their
experience in this task. The predictors learned the experiencers’ task and predicted the experiencers’ experience.
The results showed that people exaggerated the difference between the subjectively better task and the
objectively better task in experience of others.

Study 2 manipulated the predictors’ belief about others’ lay rationalism level to examine the mechanism.
Participants were randomly assigned to one of four conditions: experiencer, predictor—control, predictor—
rational, and predictor—irrational. Participants in the predictor-rational and predictor-irrational conditions were
imposed a belief that others were rational and irrational, respectively. Replicating the results of Study 1,
participants in the predictor—control and the predictor—rational conditions mistakenly predicted the difference in
others’ experiences with the two options. However, participants in the predictor—rational made accurate
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predictions.

Study 3 revealed that the misprediction cause excessive decisions of subjectively better options for others.
We revealed this consequence in gift giving. The results indicated that givers were more likely to give a
subjectively better gift, while receivers were more likely to receive an objectively better gift.

Study 4 investigated another consequence that the misprediction cause financial losses for oneself. We told
the predictors that they would gain bonus payments that equaled their paired experiencers’ experience ratings.
The predictors learned that their paired experiencers were assigned to the objectively better task and they could
pay to change the task from objectively better to subjectively better to gain more money. The results showed that
due to the misprediction, predictors overpaid for the change and gained less.

We reveal that people overpredict the relative advantage of a subjectively better option versus an
objectively better option in experience of others due to the belief that others are irrational. Consequently,
predictors over-select subjectively better options for others and cause financial loss for themselves. Our research
contributes to misprediction, self-other difference, and lay rationalism, offering insights for decision-makers and
marketers on how to improve the quality of decisions made for others and gain positive consumer reviews.
Keywords misprediction, lay rationalism, self-enhancement, self-other difference, judgment and decision making



