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PEAT S B AL R METE IS N T P APl 2 o Kinsley
Al Lambert (2008)M9AF5E RN, F [, &R
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PR, B A BRI FI— B AER B AR . SRR K
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JG; B-71 KJG 345 990 ot ik #ik7E A 5 B Z ]k
1Tik$t,

TRFEWT . MR SIS — B4R, AR
Y ERBORIIN [B] A PSR, RECH R TS KRG
—EBUNIERB(A ), BUERTEARI R —K
PRAF— BRI EE(B LI, G TR RX LR (S
RPAFEH BT T AV ) A O

AT
18.9

20 173

15

ARFH 18]
S

W

2L
AL

REH

VRV () FEAH R IR 1A% ). il . i54FE A 5 B
AT EERE: A: A KIRAS 100 J6; B: 90 K5 K1
200 JCLIEER, B PR BEEERA PSR, 1§
WYEE A OB TS, i H, Rk
SE— ST R, AR BIAH B ST . BN
FHOE . FEABCHE R RERT, IR BRI D | m K |
A PR TG 5 ) T

3.3 ZRFMiITE
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R AR SR 2 B 7K P (r=-0.35,p < 0.01),
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BB, FAT— R B R 2 2 AR 20 T o
W NS S — A BB A ) 7 A A SR iR
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Jilid, HE D RTDIRE . A RERGE IR E T RE, X I
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TR 25 A BT S 1) O 2O T R E R A IR
PR ) W SIS A o PRI K 20 2 43
10 Fb .

Ja SRR KL I A L . B ARG D R A T
A2 6 T B SR 7 AR B I (BT 2, 2009), ASAFSE
iz A E bR B BIRIE s, & e A4 E 50,
A2 A VR AT DL B SR BUZ2 10 A PR AR RS oK 25 75 18
5] R0 Al b 5, B2 3 FRATT R B G 00 4G 55 14 )
——— DRI R B, ORI M2 R Bl
RSl A WER I 12 FhRT S e I, B2l
eH . Zpiade . DA FZHMELAE, Hrb 6 i
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RESS KAt A7 1E N T FNY) i k£ 6 TR it 2
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M, P H2E 5 B, WU WA )5 sh ik
1, I s A L, B2 5 2l 4 m 4k vl g
NHIA I o B 25 SR 2 T, DT A8 P, i b
Jet Bl 2 ) U AR 8 T ) R A R 28 e MR 1Y
SRR

DB T [RIIFST 1 rp o ke B 2 R 5 0
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AT AEAR t KEIRAS I R, STIR LR 7E AR HL )
# FIARSr A S TR sea = 192, M pya =
17.8, t(112) = 2.01, p < 0.05); L ZH AYHERPrHn R
KT 4, Z58EM seq = 0.01, M gya = 0.03,
t(112) =-2.03, p < 0.05), WKl 2 iR, AR K-
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R T SR AR R A Y A RO, FRATR A S
5% 1 IREIRER [ 25 (Bootstrap) i ¥ K A6 3, FEAS R
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O BB ) Xof P 2 R A28 SR T 1138 56 R 1 v A BN B
(LLCI = 0.0002, ULCI = 0.0241, A{1dE 0 7EpN, Al
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il TR AR RO U 2 5, [ AR PR PR AR
FIE SR AT 01238 (145 ) ik 2 (ELHERN K/ N 0.014, p >
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R g — TR0 H P I KA, 55
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Are Pregnant Women More Foresighted?
The Effect of Pregnancy on Intertemporal Choice

LI Aimei; PENG Yuan; XIONG Guanxing
(Management School, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

Abstract

People often have to consider and compare the importance of different things that occur at different time
points and then make decisions. When making intertemporal choices, individuals have to choose between a
smaller and sooner reward (SS) and a larger and later reward (LL). Pregnancy as a critical life event inevitably
comes with a series of physiological and psychological changes. We hypothesized that such changes would make
the pregnant women more future oriented and hence would reduce their delay discounting.

We tested our hypotheses by using a quasi-experiment design (Study 1) and an experiment design (Study 2).
Pregnant women were recruited in Study 1, and non-pregnant women were primed with maternal mind set in
Study 2. In both studies, control groups were non-pregnant women without any manipulation. All the
participants in both studies completed the Consideration of Future Consequences Scale (Strathman, Gleicher,
Boninger, & Edwards, 1994; a = 0.71) and Intertemporal Decision-making Tasks (Wang & Dvorak, 2010). In
Study 3, we manipulated future orientation to determine whether it was causally related to intertemporal
decision. The manipulations in Study 2 and Study 3 were both successful. They showed that pregnant women
were more future-oriented than their peer control groups. Pregnant women had a much lower delay discounting
rate in intertemporal decision-making. Furthermore, it was found that the level of future orientation mediated
this effect.

This research explored the differences in intertemporal choice between pregnant women and their peer
group. Our results revealed that pregnant women had a ‘maternal mind” which focuses more on future events.
This mindset promotes future-orientation and a greater preference for LL options in intertemporal choice.

Key words pregnancy; intertemporal choice; future-orientation; maternal mind; long thought effect



