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K TE 28 R R B JXUBS: P 4 Y S e, A =
FERIRLA . — R TN 1% 24 (anticipated emotion)
M) 52 W, 0 IR R K 1 45 (post-decision
emotion) I 5% M, — J& ¥R 15 P 3 ) 5 45 (decision
process emotion) M . T 1] A A9 4 v 7R D SR et
%5 45 (9 VE T ]8I . Schwarz (2000) & B, 1 A
P IE 2 L ARG 246175 & T TR A XURS: e &, H v
FIE 81 26 BT & B U 4 2 Tl B AT d 2% 25 5%
Lerner Al Keltner (2001)%& B, A= S Al AARAL Ak LT
SRS, it 2R AR DUt A5 £ R 3k XU  Fessler (2001)
RO, ZE RN H B SUE T RUAS - g A A RS
Wi o AT A RE DR IR 2 0k XU I 4 A, T
FKENTRMAE 8 TR B —RBIh, ®
I I 26 02 ELHEAE S — RPN 2 3R ] 2 5% i A 0
TR T AR KBS i 44 . Clore 1 Schwarz (1983)
W1 2515 B S5 i (feelings as information)ih fy,
T TE Y AU e 5 B AN S 5 1 A 45 R AR T 2
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Slovic (2002)F)1% % 1 & X (the affect heuristic)Hif
fBAE, TR SR I 7 A e ok 15 T DA R e R T 2 il T 5K
Mayer, Gaschke, Braverman 1 Evans (1992)11% %4
— EPERLUV (mood congruence effect)fii5IA N, &
gl 7LD, AN A S HA B g
FIWr . T3 — KRBTy, PRI L O 4 A A
B 81 9 1 B3 5 i) JRURS: I 4T . Loewenstein, Weber
F Hsee (200 1) 1) XU BV 25 457 (risk-as-feelings ) TA
SR, AR IR i G2 X IXUS: B9 BIY B 155 8 J52 Iz 1)
#ik. Isen Ml Patrick (1983)f\)1H5 45 4EFF % (mood
maintenance hypothesis)IAh, FURIELOIRES T A
TR T 4EFp RN 6 ik o0 B B, I AR 2R
AT A T AR T AR A e T R
Kahneman F1 Tversky (1979)A9{H ER&ZR I,
NATTE B B M5 R AT 55 M RE SR AT G AR AR 15 3%
(EAEZR) T A T 0857, R IESR (RHELL) T
MM F 8 B o R RIWF I SZ R a3 70 S H:F TiX
PR A 5E 0% . BEAELT(2002) B I, PeAT 5511
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A 25 545K R AE B S 52 e AT R RURS: D s 8
AL FEME(1999) &M, BT HEERIGHEL T
I IXURS: RIS ), 1T A5 A SR DU R B XL
BB T st gt mEaE | T HEH (2002) & B, HEZRRL N
PIBRAETE TR AT g s sk SCEE L £ H(2008)
RIR,  EFRAE ZR T RS 326 B 14 52 M 7 ) PRI 358 AN
[T ASTR], L FRAE SR 5 2 0 R 1 22 5% XU
R W5 . PMEE . VRIS TR BRI FH (2009) &
B3NN 21 N S B YT i N o = v 1 2 < S| N 5.8
(AR K 2[RI FE S A4 38 HAE o 70 3R 8 T ke
HARME T BT LA (Y AESRAKON, T 7E G TR
FAET, HEZRRUN 52 3] T RS 545 25 A 2K - A
A5, EIAE AR b H R R (A Rk N, EAIR
BEZR AT 1 ) B T HEZRARN S e S . Reyna Al
Ellis(1994) A& B, HEZEZN 5 5 BB P SRAT: 55 1Y)
POk ER A I BAILE LRI T 07 5 A HE L%
N7, A8/ L A SR B M IE AR AL ;] 5% 12 (1996)
TIN5 TR 5 A v A A HE SRR, MR
A ANAFAERE SRR R, e B T G RN ;
My GEST(1998) K& B, HEZERLN HA shAS e, HAk
S EZAES T 4TS5 AR AL 1 S i 2 [R] 5%
Wi, ZEEHAN L EES(1998) & B, A Tanar i i XU
W 32 L XU M S-S B g S ), A2 40 £ (R /N 5%
Mol o SR, A —LAF TR BEIESE 3R % B, Fagley
A1 Miller (1990) LA T B 1R == A XU 1% 5¢ & Li il
Adams (1995) L4 B HITAR K ] 80 Ay RS 155 ¢ o A0 ) AF
FEVIR K RMELRALN . Li (1998)IN Ay, AXAN P78 1%
SCHEAS— 8 U R AR G, HE SR80 A 2 A B4 1T
ATEDIRIN

BAR EIRBFIE AR LT 9 e T 4 . AT SHE
B i %ot R PR IS AU et G A 52 i, A 5 R
X LA At N\ DR SR B JXURS: (i & ey s el o =558 b, FETF
ZEBMEEE T, AT ZE I At A A XU i - 5
S A A XU Do . AN, A b LAA G A A T
HEM P8 0 R AR G, BURFE 51 55 S0 AR Y
DB AT o I A 2 Ry R A s XURS e 3, BRI &
K e B A IG5 A o XURS: PR3 . Hsee 1 Weber (1997)
BI, ANITHEAT B PR B AE ARG B3R — b Ao
T2z, BDAATHE R B Ok SR B AR LR AR ST, i
FEAR TN 250 AT 288 1 de SRR 25 8 T E
H0 XUl 47 S22 o SR, v A At XU fh 2 30
SAAE U T S8 19t A, < HoAh 2 A=) Y T 5
BPEAE . A HPRAJRIIR . BARR, Badnd Hi
R VA S & WP O DR a0 S Dl S N =R 1

WENZRIFEM o XK 7, BRTHE, y5 o641 £ 5
(R — TR 9T B 42 R A A A Al Do
(A U A A PSR, A8 TRBIMEER . &
Ifil,Wallach F1 Wing (1968)% 3R # ik 75 45 Fh i {1
BENSGE B O RS R RS, IR U RIER R, 45
AR, TTwH . LA B C R R
BFe, HHPTmAEEEREE L A O r bRk
B K. Stone, Yates A Caruthers (2002)RJHF5715 %]
TEPIR SR R T iR R AP & BE, Wallach F1 Wing
(19684 it T KUBS: BRM (B B i, Ao XU 2 A
1, BRI (D) AATTIA R RURS: O B — FIMELASHE 52 1Y
mn i YA B O Hefth AN B BAT 3 AT 51
s,

DA O H IR PSR I 22 (B9, R
JE I [ 2% JEI 2 RN AT 55 HE SR A% A 33X ol O 22 7 A
TR ER . ABA, 1848 AT S5 HELEXT I 3R P ok
IS XU i 2 149 5% W) 7 T At N R SR s AT SR A2 AE NS 2
T2 ALRSHELE | TR M A AR TP TEH At
I AR RZWE? R TRk s ml g, AT T4
9T . SEE— U IR R AR 1% 28 5 i AU fh
U, ELO B 3R AT At N RS i 47 %) 5 i A7 A S 3
Z 5, B TAUB IR RE R T 8 AT S HELE
] 52 e RURS: P 40, LR 11 R0 T30 s N XU i
)5 M A7 A 0 3 25 5%

2 SEE—: fEEER A FRANHU A A
DRI fi - 14 52 Wi

21 A&
211 #WiX 80 H HESINLEM YA, L
A 40 N, OB IEM SRR, SFEAER 21.5
%, 2z 0.61 %, ILHTYIR SNt 5 BI50 5 .
SERHTAFFERW, B TAEWRE . HAh, ASPEREE
] BE 52 M A AR B9 XU RS fR &7 (Byrnes, Miller &
Schafer,1999), A LAFRAT 1A LN 16PF b X HINZ
(R M) R RE H 2B — I R I Il 45, K i S
Tk H R AR E S Ja v (4<H R bR sr<7) . H
TJo ki 3 25 R KA AR 9k, DL
PR FE R XS i 7 A ) 8 A5
212 It R 20 A /A )< 2(TE
g5 BRI SEE T, K 4 4,
B 20 NCB . L4510 N), 5332 R f) S5k
b FE DRI A R DRSS 1) 00 55 v Y B A5
213 XEHMRFMIA
(1) 1EL5 A K
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KR B Be /el s iy Ok 75 L 1G4
KR HL 52 R B 5 RIS 4 B L4 A A O K
(Forgas & Moylan, 1987). Tiastto, 75 & “di”
B G s i B 3 B, 4roiliEsE 27~35
3P, Bk R AR PR SRR B R P 2
B RO B 1) R Be, 3 e Ry et it A e B 5 1
50T ML

(2) &4 AT F£(PANAS)

K Watson, Clark & Tellegen (1988)%mil, 5k
TA . AFM Schick (2004)EITHYELE H PR %
(PANAS) 1 SCRRR I 517 26175 2 OR . 2 19
MR IEL IR AR A N, #TE 5 s m Rk
XA 1) 1A% 28 T LAVPA, 13 M 50 2] 1 1% 45
AW BB, “57FoR IR B E L R R A,
WM. PANAS HSCRIG N — M R o=
0.87,

(3) AU it ) 1] 45

B3k 1 DU i 308 e XU {3 [ 1) o e DA 1%
4G 10 XS H, B35 5 &AWL,
R 5 e 20T (B 1% /N WA ) R XU S 328 3T (R A XU
R4 ) o 7E H TS AT ) 20 o, B 2 A
SR R QR B £ 1 o8/ R NG v (T e 2 s S
TR 2 T At N 23 BB P A e 0T (g IR —A . i)
BB N — 30 B 0=0.62, H A B H A — 2
P o B ) XU i 4 328 43 XU 326 30T 1) 28 H R 3w,
FRAE B Ao

(4) ¥Imin G

P RFRR 16PF il K H R 2R (O YR H

R mHE, AN — I Fen . BT 16PF (W3R
RRE AR R, B DA A7 5 g iR 0 3800 46 B Y 1Y
Al e,
214 XBEF HOgRUE R ETF AL 5
BRI . OB s S, 53—/ MLy
RN 28 L AE L0 0B 45 R e 19 2140, sy
Enter #, FrH&: F 245 HUE B A Bon$a 30k, 4
J5 T HR R T80T A A 1 28 (B AR O 1 28 L B2 1y B
“FEAR R R (BB

WL KR Y Z )5, SR 4E st A X
S I BGAR Y . PR R LA AR T IRAR(ER
PREGIE] 27 EFEAT 10 DB H, 4030 5 # A ™
R T8, PIRNECR R AE A R AR . 1
PR3 RN R SR () — T 77 28 (B TE AR BT Ay )
SRR BRMIRN % 7).

FEROk, wEEAR R RO A 4 F PR,

BIFE 5 fidPorf R EPEm A O 4B g 4IRS ok
AP R, BEIES G D Lkl s A ry s
AR ZERE 58 B TR ) S B0 AT: 55 3 s e, PRI AR
TF 58 A2 KU AT 55 50 LR PR R B O 1 2
R
22 HREHH
221 BEFEAYR REHLERNE 5%
HE) PANAS HE3%, HGTHAEBERT, H 87 PA i
W BLE 515 A NA B 2155y, S0 1.
DAWAS 52 i Bl H A2 & . DAgil7E PANAS
) 555 v ) D58 R 03 1 26 A5 o0 oy DR AR R R AT O 25
R, F (1, 78)=45.34, p<0.01, F #(1, 78)=
166.15, p<0.01. W] U, 7= S8 v iy B3 Fi AR A0 1 46 1)
WA .

x1 ATEZRRFALERMERMEGFEESSH
T EFNRRAEE (55 N AR IER)

e JEAR PR R B [/
e 3.81(1.01) 2.28(0.91)
B 1.47(0.74) 3.86(0.83)

2.2.2 1HLE B I A0TER b A XU R 4F B9 22
SCY— A A BICROCEHE, R SPSS 13.0 4t
ARSI 25 R T AN TR, A5 34 S8 S R Y

BRI 2RISR 2 s .

x2 BIEFHGTERSIMTHENREE

(55 N R e e 2)
i EEi EEETLUN
Rl 3.78(0.27) 2.39(0.27)
A 6.22(0.23) 5.94(0.23)

P2 2 BT O 22 0 i 2, B et
T HERBERE. /£ Box’s M KK h, p=
0.735> 0.05; 7£ Levene’s e, arhifs 45 4/
AW p (E558 0.541 F10.337, HKRF
0.05, Wi& ARt TR 56, FBAJr 22 BA [A] ok,
AT LAIEAT 7 25551 o LA 25 MR & f ol H A
L LLRURS 0 g 00 46 1 1 B A A R PR AR R AT
SEABEALAY I 22500 o N 25 Y RO B
F(1, 76)=132.90, p<0.001, MSE=162.00, {12
FAF TR B B AR o T SR A R
R 2, F(1, 76)= 11.81, p<0.01, MSE =12.50, H
R A RN, i =l = 3 = R 1 2
HRREMANZEAENREZEZELE 1), F(,
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K145 RRE A e EAART R E RS -FEE

30 S W HESSHESNT B
AU A At XU (i - 52

31 A&

311 #iX 96 M ABESILIM KA, B L
A4S 48 N, ILHEURIEM A IER, SFAFER 21.2
&, bRifEZE 0.60 %, BLHTIIAR St 20 50 56 (%
TR 5 A S8 —)

3.1.2 I R 20 AR/ <2(1
g5 MBL/AR )< 2(FE S HE LR 3R 5 /40 0% ) B[] 512
Wi, #eilah 8 4, Ml 12 A(H. &K 6
N, 53 952 AN [A] 1) S oAb 3L AT e XL 1 1]
W55 v i ' B AR 43 o

313 XW#ME EHEIFEAME. FHATFER
(PANAS) . 5T [A] &3 [F] 52 50—

SEHTAT O KU it 4 1) A 9 R B SR FH 28 1 XU
PR N B PR AT 55 . ARSI R, 382 A R
KRS RS Pkl T 7 MESE, Hrp 3
NEFTLTRILS, 3 DB T ASF LIRS,
1 A8 TIB IS PR AT 55 o %03 ) 36 19 P9 7E— 3K
PERE 0=0.73, BAHEIHE M —BPE. %KM
3 SR AE RV RRA B4 IR {1 1) 5 o
314 SKIGFERE BRI 00 55 Y P 25 R i
AR S, He R A S5 — .

32 H#REHH

321 BEFAME UMNITHEEABNAZE.
DI i7E PANAS P56 v () A B A A 43155 2615 0k
HAR AT I 2200 R, F w1, 94) = 71.14,
p<0.01; F (1, 94)=167.61, p<0.01, AILLHH, 4

S e DT 28 R AR 117 2 B U5 A AR R AT ALY

R3 ATRERARSAHROMRAEGERESTN
FHEFRAEE TS N NIRIER)

1% 4% R PR A g%
13 3.69(1.01) 1.94(1.02)
EIRG] 1.58(0.77) 3.88(0.96)

3.22 EEFESIEZRN B K FNFAL Mt A KK 1R
PRI SIS TR R IR E, R SPSS
13.0 Geit X SE g 25 AT A 3, 79 30 4% S0 50 4%
PRI E AR IME . AREZE IR 4 FoR .

R4 BIEFHGTERSIMTHENMREE

FET R EZE)
EE:4 T A
i
IRATHEZE  BIRHEZL  FRAFHEZE  HIOCHERR

IR 2.75 6.33 2.75 4.42

0.33) (0.26) 0.33) (0.26)
A 475 2.25 2.00 475

(0.25) 0.27) 0.25) (0.27)

Jr Z R R R R, Iy 22 HA R,
ATLASEAT 0 220001, Difte . I8 AT S AESE N A
A tg LA XU A ) 00 56 1) ' B A543 o R AR
TR SE ERENL T 220 0T o 1 26 10 R0
¥, F(1, 88) = 9.84, p<0.05, MSE = 9.38, Miliii5%4%
R T ERNE RS Al ERYEE, FA,
88) = 7.22, p<0.05, MSE = 7.04, [ Ikoesmf BAH
1 B A 4 AT 55 HEARAY 300 83, F(1, 88) =
64.58, p<0.001, MSE = 4538 #iJ<HEZL N A T = 1
B A MAaxIBa s RN BECLE 2), FA,
88) = 4.37, p<0.05, MSE = 4.17; 154 {15 HEZLHY
ZHAE W (F 3), F(1, 88) = 35.94, p<0.001,
MSE = 37.50; ff o AT 55 HE 42 1) 22 B AE H 35 (L
K 4), F(1, 88)=23.72, p<0.001, MSE = 16.67; ff ff,x
TEL RS HERR P L BAR 3, F(1, 88)= 73.83,
p<0.001, MSE = 77.04.

4 e

DIFERSR R0, B B, ALY, &5k, B
TEERESHAE . K4 IR, SRR il &
&% (Siemer & Reisenzein, 1998; Mittal & Ross,

1998; Niedental, Halberstadt & Setterlund, 1997,
Forgas, 1994). AW R WA M52 Bohning ik 4L
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T35 -
3_0—/,/
25 :
LR AIVEES Bt

P13 A5 5L RESE S BARRT T Y B A il 24 (.
5.01 — Pl

451 o amemeememT

4.04

3.5

TR AR AT

2.0 .
ik fls A

K4 eSS EER TR E RSt E

Vi J7 ik, PIASSER T B s A T A A
s, UEW T I ROIE AR . (HER A TR —
S "R AT R AR, AT LU, bt 4575

RACRA MG 45 RROR AT AR, —T
T, PISHLSE i BEAS S PRI RS 45 RCR Pl BeAE1E
AXFFRME . ABXET AR AR ) i, (EHF)
BB PEh 2003 4E BN LR o 53— D7 T, B Fi
AR I 2 MR K P A B T REAFTE 22 7 0 A SRR
B, L i) e 150 17 4 B 7 S e e e, T 0N
1A 25 40 155 25 T2 5 9 % (Adachi & Trehub,
1998), 1E R HATAH A2 1% el Dy i K2z AR 9k, sl
7 oy 52 B A R 5

AT S —FR B, T RTE A R RIL &
TEPUG ARSI, ARG A LBl is 2 s & 1
TR A XU A 4 o X 5 FE R (2005) A58 TH 98 35 Tk
HAT RS B AR — B, SR T HNR G 25 48
B 1% (Isen & Patrick, 1983). LI —if &K, TTitiE
TEMPLE L RAET, B EAEEMEERET, ik
TE 3R PRSI 12 Ll T 400 il N o 5 o R B o T T 5
9 K, X5 Wallach F1 Wing (1968) 2 Stone,
Yates A1 Caruthers (2002)A9 X Bl /e—ERY, £ T
KRS BRI B . SR, XA R S5THTA Hsee F
Weber (1997) K XUKTT . BREWE. 75 ] F1 £ R 55
(RFHRIHIEA—BUW . A0 b7 T X e nf
FE IR 0 XU TS AT: 55 0, RATTAR IR, AR5
56— B PRI 5 1] ] 455 iy SR FH 1 e SRAT: 55 340 Sy 4R 2
MEZE, MI7EH A LI T, A R I S AT 55 HE 42
hE, AR AR AR 55, M TRk
HESRAT: 55 o AN IRAT S HELR AR [R) 30 1 iR %,
R 207

TRV AS R, S A TR S RESR AR
o IR, WIRHERR AR HESR 5 K 1 ok 1Y
B AR B, 3% 5 DT K 8 56 THEZE00 1) — M & 1
. SR, MERNCEE, HIRRERAIA
LU Al N PR SR IE R T B A UG D 4, 3K AL
PR REUESE b TH A HEN . B OGS AR 73 A &
W, TERAGHELE TS, B IR P At A PSR 3R 8K
T SR ) XURS R 4, TR R AEZR T, fE S A Ta
AAIZ o K AE—E FRBE L UESE T b a4l A8 4., fuf
PhostmpbWe? AR KURS B 18 1B 5% BE 4% ff B8 3K 4
HEZETN (Y S0 45 3L, (H B ADUE LA B4 S HE SR T 1Y
SEER AR . Bk, WA ATIAE B IR P AN At
PRSI 118 JRUS L BRASCE R ZI B S0 HT, A 7] BE4E
BN bR AR g — i R — B . FESE L
o DI R R R, ANTEPEN B &l
NP —Fp A B “F] Al 17 (The egotism bias),
HARELB A3 ik LW (Ego enhancement bias)
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oy« H & 2 Tt 1] (Self promotion bias). #HiT,
Kwan, John, Kenny, Bond, & Robins (2004)fJ 5%
fa i, AMARM A IR T 10 5 B LR 4 [ 2
MR ARERA K, BARBIADE b, aTRlik
HEL, IO TR A5 [ A O 1) RG22 ) ] T R R )% XL
YA EE, o 52 M WAt N SR E IXURS: 785 B2 B A TR A
Hro —Meabud, A T A B A E
R, TEBLSCAETR T ARG . P, AR ASHELE
T, AMiEmFUCh A B A == 2T /L
i 117 AN B A I Uy () R 4, T FE AR R HE SR T
NATHE ] Tk A AN B O RS 0 AR 32 1 Y
AN RTT T R B T A7 T R R Y RS T —
F B X R . FRATA W X Ao {3 3 -l
N R 22 00 i R FR Sy B IR AR THIR IR (self-
promotion hypothesis). AHXF JXUES: B (8 11 4 1
T, EAMUBEHE R 2 W S 25 R, oA A
Pt NPT i 2 1) PR TR R IR Z R, B
WRAE, AU TR o 4t AN A AN I Bl G875 2 0 B4 4
MR 0T R T B 2R <t BRNE B, SEBR B A SN
T2 R SHLI B S A . 7E—E R b
Ui, AR R T 4E4m B 2R R 4r iy 3 3252 1A
LB XU R 0 o XFMARINT T, RV J2 A5 A A0 A R ke
THREERS THANOHEL AREANEE, IE
KAt A2 3045 5 9 1 R S A 22 (B 46
FRAN N DT A 22 ) o AN, 78R ) S A 1 2
Barb, SRy T bR O 1 100 AS 68 VB b $5000 X 5
) LB I 4, #F s S BUE R R IR, 2B
KRBEYHAR o K, XFPILRRE B A& —Fh ki
s 2E, A Y H RS R T B
NTESFEZ M 4 iR mAEEREASMR
by B R, RV S AR TR gk
T H B R A A FRIEGE . SEPR b, AR AHE XU
TR R AN A AN TE AT 8 ONORT B 25 2 ) 2R AT AL
5. 53— 7, bk & A X e R S5 T HE 2R R Al
H 3 - DS O 2 1 — i 2 BRAR HY T BB, ANEE
G 295 b, 145 HE B2 L AR 15 HE 42955 & BT SR Y B 1
W), EEFRREH MO, WS UL A Tk
I LL Sl e S B B B (BB AR IR, IR R TR
FAT S IIRESE . PSR M OFE S HESR Z R AE
B AN HAEH, ROz ] EUER T .

KT 2% U I 4 R 2, ST 6 — % A o
B R T R I XS R af o X BT 5 52 80— 1 45
AT G 2R, #E—P M BEAER R, W

PE 5 AR B FRDE SR I A8 HEZE R 5 A 1 BT 5
) DRV fl e, T A 405 175 4 A07E 18 FR DR SR 19 4R 4 A
ZEN AT SR A XU e 4o 25 PR3 S0 — R Y
DRAT ST B AR AR SR, B LS — i 45 R 92Pr B
IR S LE — AR E, ERE—ERE 3
Fi 7 S290— W R B o Z i DA A i 15 2575 i T i
DS i - 1 228007, AR AT RE A R A i 5 | A B4 2R A
55 HE B 7 A 1 e DA 2 i VR TR T AN 55 1 3K 45
HELLE T ARG IE A IVE I o W2 it A% S5 HE R X 1
A TIHER . A, 2R HELQL T
i 101 285 23 0% ¢ T iR %) XU A 4 W 73X PT RE t A]
i, WEAME LIRS, — 5 AT A O A& A2 1)
SE ARG, O3 —J7 AT HE AT ge e AR e BE B AR
(over-confidence)fg 2=, BNX} [ 3 XU |« 38 S04
PRSI AT S R A, iRk B A ]
FE 5 ™ 52 50 R FH B XURS: DR SR AT 55 AN [R) B 56 . S
— PR R — R TR 55, 0TS AN
T AT IRAL 55, ] T N B4 K IRk
AT S5 - sk R, BRYL, B RURTSK BEAR(2007) % 31,
AMATE TG AN [R] 8 JXURS: DR SRAT: 55 (A, WA 7= e s | A
APV, JRUBS: D 4 (s XS, I 3 Az JRUIS: A0 3 ) £
TEAR R 2 5. — i 5, NS LR R AT
FRNNTE R, PR g B AT E. A
X T ATHRFAL S5 M S, TENS LT RAT
55 b, A AE 2 TE AT e N 2R AR U, i i
BB R ol hn, B 55 Lo (hb T BT AR
) H R 22 ZANSURAS X T 5 E B 55 Rl R 1Y
DB T PROEASTE o S0 — 38 & B, T Al A o SR
Toie e i s 4 b R 28, PR HELL T YL gk
£ HEZR T R B T S5 %) XURS: A 4 o %728 2k [] b A
SEIRBY I FR UL, I 25X B FRFN T At RS i &
AR 2 B TAESF HEZR RIS . DE T U, 1E 4 AT
FHELRAZ AR, HemsZm 7 [ AU AL PR
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Abstract

Although many researchers explore the effects of decision process emotions and task frames on risk
preferences in self decision making (e.g., Clore & Schwarz, 1983; Slovic, 2002; Mayer, Gaschke, Braverman &
Evans, 1992; Loewenstein, Weber & Hsee, 2001; Isen & Patrick, 1983; Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), few
researchers examine their impacts on risk preferences in anticipating others’ decisions (e.g., Hsee & Weber, 1997;
Wallach & Wing, 1968)). In this study, two experiments are presented to compare the effects of emotions and
task frames in self decision making and anticipating others’ decisions.

Experiment 1 used two film clips as materials to induce 80 undergraduate subjects’ happiness or sadness
emotions, then asked subjects to either make choices for themselves or anticipate others’ choices on a risk
preference questionnaire including ten items. In experiment 2, task frame variables were introduced to examine
the complex relations among emotions, the decision maker’ roles and task frames. The 96 undergraduate
subjects were asked to either make choices for themselves or anticipate others’ choices on a risk preference
questionnaire including seven items under happiness or sadness emotion, and gain or loss frame conditions.

The results of the two experiments showed that (1) In gain frames, the sadness emotion produces stronger risk
preferences than the happiness emotion, and making choices for themselves shows stronger risk preferences than
anticipating others’ choices. (2) In loss frames, the happiness emotion produces stronger risk preferences than the
sadness emotion, and anticipating others’ choices produces stronger risk preferences than making choices for
themselves; (3) In making decisions for themselves, the happiness emotion produces stronger risk preferences under
the loss frame than under the gain frame, but the sadness emotion produces stronger risk preferences under the gain
frame than under the loss frame. In contrast, in anticipating others’ decisions, the loss frame always produces stronger
risk preferences than the gain frame, regardless of happiness emotion or sadness emotion.

These results do not concur with the general findings about framing effects (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979)
and self-other decision bias (Hsee & Weber, 1997; Wallach & Wing, 1968), and suggest that there are
complicated interaction among emotions, task frames and the decision maker’ roles. Rather, the effects of
emotions and task frames on risk preferences depend on the decision maker’ roles.

Key words decision making; emotions; task frames; the decision maker’ roles; risk preferences



