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BB MM, XEE, R, & VEAED, 2013; XIKI54, 2014; Jung, Sul, & Kim, 2013;
Polman, 2012) . H A XUES o 56 2 # T TRIF FT 038k, 8 2 D0 3 XIS i 47 A1 453 2% IR (loss
aversion)(Andersson, Holm, Tyran, & Erik, 2013; Chakravarty, Harrison, Haruvy, & Rutstrom,
2011; Ogawa, Ueshima, Inukai, & Kameda, 2018; Polman, 2012).” (}i & £ 1)

“JLT Kahneman F1 Tversky(1979) ) Hij 5t BE R 52 H 451 5% PRI A2 5 RIS i 105 DI AH O
HINES, AR — PR b ()40 2 L S B3R s i = AR 1O BEAROR 58 KA AR B 14 22 o Wit 98 38K
Z PR R POBR AT R E IS 2 VPl TR bR, — B0 R AR XU D3R 1 508 B SR SR 4 2% PO AR
E, ot AR S5 51 5% PRS00 55 (Andersson et al., 2013; Mengarelli et al., 2014; Polman, 2012;
Zhang etal., 2017). Bt4h, BHFFTUEIAIA LR H Cs S 1 XU TR 32 T 9 2R R
HIE A Hp 24 F (Andersson et al., 2012; Pahlke, Strasser, & Vieider, 2012; Zhang et al.,
2017).” (Rl & BI%CE 2 BY)
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TR ECEC A BB FU X S 1), fai PR “ H -t NS QIR 2R, R, XI&a3E, JRY, &
FEAELE, 2013; X7k J5%%, 2014; Jung, Sul, & Kim, 2013; Polman, 2012). i XU ok 5 2 440 ]
T FT A0, 38 2 Sy RS 4 A48 2k R 2% (loss - aversion)(Andersson, Holm, Tyran, & Erik,
2013; Chakravarty, Harrison, Haruvy, & Rutstrom, 2011; Ogawa, Ueshima, Inukai, & Kameda,
2018; Polman, 2012). SARRPRIRSKZ 1S K R BB AT 55, (EAt PR SR
TRF AL AR RSAT ST AU N SAT I8 — D NPl AR (RliE#a, mSie, 2018). B,
SRR SEIAT B AEAL ST B AT AW I N B R A2 BRI 2 R 3R o AL S i B A)
(Social Value Orientation, SVO) & ¢t € 4™ A 4 25 B3 A 2 1) ¢ 8 1 A A% 47 5T (Van - Lange,
2000). ZRT HAETRT SVO WARAR N R SEFE M AT FEAH XS Mok o ASHIE 78 ST TR SR IIAT 1Y
SVO 2%} B 3t N KUK P 57 AR SRR RENR ,  DUSG ARSI 1 S5 O BEBL A 2 A4 .7 (R
HE)

B 4: BRI IRE 53R EREH K MEME, FHSAEEFEBRAMASELE
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ARz DL K& B RGN 45 R B EP AR IESR) AR AR T/, XRRRE R
EWANE. MEET AR, RESHARHAERE, HEHEHANEL 6
fRVAT 2 I RE
[B]R7 : SR H A N AR I o SRS BB HE A St TR, AN IE Y o DR R AT TR T A
W AT RGN R (LG & 3050 5 =B, Bea— Bt el e b i =1 gi i iR) . A
EHEUTR:

B =, SVO It AR fi 1 O 0o R BE S AR N TR S 1 B [ . Van Lange(1999)
P2 (A S AN B A B S AR R YO AR IR AL S (B ) = AN R FE R R 7E B FR-Mth A 45
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YRR RN B XA N S5 R SRR ” XA FELE AL o Ah S M A (8 A Y
FEME B 3R N 25 BB AT N B A (Van Lange, 1999), 7E [ Fe-fib A XU e 54518,
%Fﬁ SVO M IR Fiffitk . 9T ¥ SVO BABA ARG B, AW U BT A AT %

ATIBAE P SRAT AR T AR 35, FIAT 9 LX) T i )45 2 45 SR AR A A B0 R ke S kst vl g
(35 R Bl 3R 28 45 SR SO FR B ﬁ?ﬁ{ﬂ'JTﬂﬁAﬁ%ﬁﬁq@HﬁA%Xﬂﬂj}\ 5%t R OO
FERAALL, 845 B R0 N RS P 3 22 s/ Ex E E%U SO REEHIEL, 55 B P vl
ANFIZE IO R ES, AU N RS B E K. ” (AT & e — )

B 5: FHAEEN S Mo RBINEaEH R B UK, RARFRMME, i
FSVO & —FEA BH31FRiE M (Bogaert, Boone, & Declerck, 2011; Cornelissen, Dewitte,
& Warlop, 2011; Kuss etal., 2015) B 2| D 4E R K e fa € I AR HRRIE (Li, Zhu, Gummerum,
&Sun, 2013), XERAHAKEBENEKR, &5 FFIEEXTHR ABHER.

IR : SR AR AN . C¥Z 5= R E R MER, (38 H “42 Ml B (social value
orientation, SVO) & — FiAH XS A2 & 1 A A% 455 (van Lange, 2000)” (ILE 4 ).
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WA REZY, GiRFEEGEERFE WA, “BRIAAG” X 03 TR
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[FI#£ 2% Sokol-Hessner %:(2009)F1 Jung Z5(2013) IR, xR (2) %6 4 i ik ik 342 ey
AT

“fr 63 Hpkh, A7 8 AV CEfU N SR B )it & 22 . Hoh 2 A
ML RIS A S, 6 NISEAG T R BEAKE . LA LSRG A B st URE S
$(Bg A1 B AIME IS 55 4.7 (3.1.3 Bt 1 5 1-3 1THw i)

B 2: 7 L KmEIHREEATHE R, HEE R SVO MRZHEFNR M. #E
WHAREXMEMT ttest K R ERMERAMMARKRIER T L BmEIHRHEM= -
0.24, SD= 0.34)EHE R T N H SHRFEA P HZEM = —0.44, SD=0.28, p =0.029); Kt
SAMER L 3 REHE 5 A NER AR (N : M= —0.46, SD=0.36; HC.: M= —0.51,
SD=0.39, p>0.1)" » X+FRXERIWTHEE, —EHEE—EFY . BICHRAREERKHIR
HAT R .

IR SR FRATH A S RE S 5 IR ARSI T R

FATHEAT BOAS I8 B LAAZ RN I 38 BT H2 ) T B8O 23 B 5 T o Rl ) B S A ox L
(planned or priori comparisons/ contrasts)(#74¢ & 7K IVfiH, 2008; Gonzalez, 2018; Pierce, 2003).
TR AR BRI R SR AL 2 1 B AR 22 7 SO B IRE I B - 2 5, Kok BIRAMA
H O P N DA B EL A, 5% B IR B SRR TR 3R 564 T IR A2 R R LU
VRS E ST LU N . AR IR “oh R HL AR 78 5256 St 2 Rl 2 1Y
TRIE T E R B s T HR W e . e oo AT RN vt B A e 2 BT, T4
Ti BTG BRI A — R DT (B & SKIEIE).
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MARARETE S 72 ERN ik, CEXHEEMITHRZEDL L t-test ka5 EA /)
(Gonzalez, 2018).
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A58 R R <5 B AR S TR S (A RBR 15 58 )t I W o 3t A A Xt A\ ke SR IR 1) 47 D A0 3
o RUBONAT TR SR R A 0] 5 1 ) ARt AR, S Re, 2018). WFFTE T NS N E T
TR LB 1 BRI FTIX R A, (AR “ B RN (RIZRER, BRi, X438, kY, &
FEAELE, 2013; X7k 75%%, 2014; Jung, Sul, & Kim, 2013; Polman, 2012). i XU ok 55 2 440 ]
T FT A0, 38 2 Sy RS 47 A5 2k 2% (loss - aversion)(Andersson, Holm, Tyran, & Erik,
2013; Chakravarty, Harrison, Haruvy, & Rutstrom, 2011; Ogawa, Ueshima, Inukai, & Kameda,
2018; Polman, 2012). HEAMUEE A H I K& R SR RAESS, (Hit 2R R 3=
TR AL [FRER IR IAT ST AU N SAT B — D APl AR (FliE#h, S5 e, 2018). R,
SRR IIAT FAEAL WG B AT A I BN B BUE AR BRI SR R 2R . Ao i B E A
(Social Value Orientation, SVO) /2 & & A&t 4> H. 5 8 201 5 82 (1) A A% %7 57 (Van  Lange,
2000). AT HATSRT SVO WA A PRS2 B FUR XS Mk e BT 78 RVE SRR AT
SVO % H - N XS PR 3 AR ERERI M, DL A Ja B OB A4 (AT
FHELIER)

B 2: R, R4 Van Lange MESER R H=EMRR? BHATRAEBREKX,
B A R T .
[BIRZ: A fa A B SRR R4 A st RS . FRATIERT & 5 =B (5E 6-8 Bt =
AME R S RRIAT TR . EI A A LR

“oR b, N THRFUE S M E B ARERES e s R IR, BRA1SHATRE GRS
) ZRIRA WAL S, 456 AT MR R, 584t 2N (B X )6t 1 B -\ XU Bk
SRS, DA R R Y A O ERMLA . B SR IR A T AT 45 OB 7 R BN At ok



LA H SV B S (Andersson et al., 2013; Mengarelli, Moretti, Faralla, Vindras, & Sirigu,
2014). 1Ak Jung 55 (2013) H/IMEA(L9 N)SEES K I SEAT 2238 AE At N 58 G TR A TR 10 X5 Hf
v 8 COSRMRIAERL, T5E B IRE i\ PSR RIS 2 b T S 55 AR T AR A
XYPPUE SRt M, o6 BIRE I B IR NS 22 R, R RA MR SVO 52
M AR A N ABOXS: D S B B AR L : 5% B IR FEAU N P 2> H SRt 2 R B/ 5, A
o AR 1 B - N RS e 3R 22 S B K (Rik —) . 7 (T S B 6 5 1-9 17)

“Mrik—, SVO ik mi A N PSRk DBk B SR E . BT Kahneman Al
Tversky(1979) [ Hi s BR IR B H )45 2k PRS2 5 XS Al -85 D AH QIO RBE S, 2 —Fh &0 B 45
I L S5 B 3R A = A 1RO BRI B K ) AR B i 22 o BF 90 38 SR FH 22 Bt 2R DROB I AT B 26
PEAGHERR, — Bt R IAE XS 5 508 B SR R POBRA L, oAt N S i i 45 2% X
&I 55 (Andersson et al., 2013; Mengarelli et al., 2014; Polman, 2012; Zhang et al., 2017). It4F,
A B TR WA EE D B O R SR R XU R 3 n e T 4 2 DR ) g2 £ L Hh iR AR
(Andersson et al., 2013; Pahlke, Strasser, & Vieider, 2012; Zhang et al., 2017). #iEtk, AT
Frt 2 FH ARG H S5 A B CRSFARRE R POR,  d3Eim B -l N RS e 22
RN SNEH IR, oA RE AN PSR R PORFE S, HR SR R I Hh B
Bl HIEET)

“Mrv=, SVO i x i ANF 7 i 5 O AR EESZ M A TR SR E [ 1% - Van Lange(1999)
FEH A S AN EE R AR SRR DO AR A S E R B = AR A 7E B Rl A&
FRABCHT H AR OERERE . NG R OCERRRE: DL S AL [R5
AN N MR R SRIPATE, RERERS BT, Fik SVO XHAREE X
PSR I TR XM NG R SRR XA R E R o #E S M E HL ) (1) R A A Y
SRR B 3R -fth N5 R B4 BB HE I (Van Lange, 1999), 7 H k-t A XU He 54518
18 SVO sZm Il FiAR k. 4 7 # R SVO BEA B ARG, AR FUAE BT A AT
ATIRAE R AT AR BT B 38, FAT R 0 mT R 4 2 45 SR 4 () R0 AR I LX) T g
(A0 AR B i 45 TR DR B, FEHEMILE AR R 5K o St 238 Pt N 50 B O a6 (1) 50 O
FEARAL, AF15 B3R RS $ 5 22 S 3/ 5 ORI a OGO R AR LG, Sk B 3R Xt
ARSI SS, AR N RS TE B K. ” (1 5 B 8)

B 3: 5I58%. HHSISEEABEN, SEARER, BUEFHARIE.
EIRL: SRR N X515 5 B8 T 4141

5B R

% 02-3 B, AR ASEA RS R AL A5, XA -S4 R Re 2 H
— BRI RIE . (B 2); R SAREAN R A S AR IR 2R, 5] A S E
1] (SVO) (B 3):

% 4-5 B N SVO, 7RIy E (B 4), 5o Rkt i b M T NS,
{H R = 0P ARER PR SR 500 BRI ST (B 5);

% 6-8 Bt, Zilb, #RH 3 MEB, BRI SVO S -l AR R SR B 5 (B
6); ik — = IRIT A REAEAEIMLAI(EE 7, 8)-

B 4: BT, THE B ERRE RKTE

o] R : JEU o A I I ERR B 4b 78 G*Power 3.1 XTI 7T T R REAS B ITH S : “AR
i G*Power 3.1 ffjit 5 (Faul, Erdfelder, Lang, & Buchner, 2007), X} 28} 73 FH A4k 1k 1) 2
FWESH, ERFEKF o=0.01 HASEHN(F=0.25)K, Tl E] 80%HI 4ttt 11/KFH
MFEAREZ/DA 52,7 (2.1 HriE).



BL5: MIALER. s BERFERSGT, Eih A,

EIRZ: R H AR AR, 7E 311 #i4h75R 1, 78 EV > 0 BF SR M iR Gt %h
FeAt A I A R G A B R S22 BE 2 5 8-9 175 3.1.1 Bk 156 3-4 175
3.1.3 Bt 156 4-8 17, HR4L).

R 1 A SRR E B AR B E BN RS ST

s o i 24 = 36) R = 27)
VS A ZEH

M SD M SD
0 B 0.05 0.13 0.08 0.13

EV <
f N 0.08 0.13 0.32 0.34
Hil 0.63 0.30 0.71 0.25

EV>0
fl N 0.71 0.29 0.73 0.33

B 6: BAHERKLE I5%HIERE XA,

EIRz: BT HERAREN. A 2Rl 8dE b 7k s 95% K EEXE, WL 3.1.1
Br 185717, Bt 2% 4-5, 7-8, 11-1317; 3.1.2 Bt 1% 5-1017, Bt 2% 2-3, 5, 9, 1117;
313B1%5, 7, 9-11 417, B 2% 47, 91017, B 3% 2-3, 7, 9-12, 16, 1847; 3.2.1
BR1%5, 7, 9-101T; 322B 1% 4, 6-7, 11-12 47, B2 %517, 4l.

ENW7: p EAEEREA LN pE.

BN : B HERE AR . E8ELO N RAEEN RSS2, N 2.2 BE2 55 9 17
311 B 155717, 2% 45, 1217, B35 3-447; 312K 1% 7-1047; 313K 1%
7, 10-13 47, B3 %5 9-10, 1917, BY 4 % 2-31T, Fr4l.

B8 FHMEFEAHNERFHBRNER.
[B] 57« S H A N R D o 22800 S35 JR AT S5 LU BOE B X R B AR B KPR T 2 B
Ol SCHPAT I 2%2 1) ANOVA. X 30N i 2 J5 6 EE A I LAkh 78 (L 3.1.1 B 2 2
7-917: 313 B35 4, 11-1317, AniE). wbAbh, WATEIAT RIS LE (planned or priori
comparisons/ contrasts)(£7# & FKIVfH, 2008). NAZ 47 Z M BRI, e KPR 3RS
W OCTE A A BE S, SCRITHRIEC A S AE 207 220 i G AL AT o BRSO I Rl 77
(R A P R TR, AL el

“CbAh, MRPEERR RG2S B B R AP 7 LR B T AR AR
et o AR5 22 0 W AN B RIS I 0 O3 (BB 22 S A LI, JRATTEAT JS7 T 05 22 43 B B R
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N HE O N SR T AR R R 2 5, 5% HIRA 8 H DA N RS A T RIAR 2 1) 2
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CHRI o e A B, 7 (3.1.2 BX 2 55 7 4T, BriE)
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PR AE 9 B AR A N RSB L ) R T F R B S EE RO I (R VR = Bld 3 /)
10, HBU/NRRXS L BARGBREEURK), 7 (3.1.3 Bt 3 % 4, 14 1T, Hri)

B 9: MXRARUAREBRFEREMRR, EHRANHM, EESCCHEHERERKISC
FHIR.
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“CLLRIE AR R B SVOSKT EV < 0 L N AU A wk S B P 2 R (F
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FERAR ) 15%. 7 (3.1.1 B 3 %5 4-7 17, H5i)

“SVOE Xt N L el 0 R BRI 208 2 1 5 AH 5% (r = —0.26, p = 0.06, Bootstrap
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EIAF NN R (L7
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W10 REGAEAT NE G A AR I L b B 432 H (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979). 5 fF 70 & M itk
1Y F) A B K 45 0 PR S AW A — P A BE 1) S B (Camerer, 2005; Li, Kenrick, Griskevicius, &
Neuberg, 2012), Zhang %5(2017)F %F 45 2 3R 2 45 BAPAG HO1E 4 5 2 24 N ik R FR
Fio SR, FE LRSI )40 2% DRI U0 2338 f0 45 SR I A5onf R B 52, B AT AR A
MEC IR R PORR R, I EAH HAE A — AN OB ERIR S H A 2 AL (Canessa et al., 2013;
De martino et al., 2010; Tom et al., 2007). AHF 5T L7 HAYH T De Martino 25(2010) K141 AR
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IR PR FE A5 4 Ok EL 3R 2 S B K (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), ABLZE TS 4 R4t
(Sokol-Hessner, Camerer, & Phelps, 2013; Sokol-Hessner et al., 2009)&%-0» #4174 _(De martino
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(Anderson et al., 2013; Eriksen & Kvaloy, 2010; Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Tversky &
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B 55 AR 78 15 B3 AR O RO F R AR A 35

“IARNTRA 05 — PO Rtk RE? HARALE T SESHIERHEMTT X /01, &
TP = Vo T AT 4% (R 00 ) 20, 75 3R 2 R 2 7 i ] 5 L) A (] - B Ak AT 25 (R4 2k
MEZE R AR AR, SRMELE FERA TR R) . LRE IEAT E I o 11 G Al
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HRE G AL s, f5# A RE LIRS o 4R as BUREE 2 Z2(| Bl | — Bo)-5 x5 R I BBURKEE (BI)
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Canessa et al., 2013; De Martino et al., 2008). FA15% 5256 BT Park Z5(2017)4F 5T 1K)
TR R R T R B ARE, SRAST RE L S WX T L 5 AR A R R A
FESCH AN R BRI R
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BRRANEEN, BIUEE —FHBBEX=MESHRR, —HHERAEHEH=AERE
BAER AR BURREESR: DHEE EV AT E, 2BERANERTER
3L logistic FEIAMER, HRRPEBRHIEBIEIRRMTA? NXERBGRERRE, 1T~ EV=0 &
) 0. 5-P, XAMBIMEARR A2 U ABHE T HEBRN, £1EFE EV=0 B} 0. 5-P [)EFE,
BERETHAFEN EV=0 £ 0. 5-P KITMIE? EFE/EESIHK De martino & (2010) B
FE3CHER, SCHRH BT A IR IR BT Ar AR E R AL T P=0. 5 BT EV {H, BIUYEEBER
B —TF .

XIEEAER  E BUREE . DIBTEIR R E (6) FVE AR RME (L) AT R, URBEESW
RNERTE (XEES 8 W 5 TUTERATNEER) #HL logistic BIAKE, X MER
AR ()7 A (2) FRIEWHE SV () FBHMERRTERESHXNERTEE? &1
Ve N} R S5 SCIRIF I FAE SCEE FCE PR4ER i B
[BIRZ: S fa A RSO A0 $R B 5 SSRGS, MU N A ABIE

L)% =N Fabr B E M 8 SO 78 BE A A

© ERFRE: 15 R RS A HT R (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979)1H 5 1, K1E EV
AEAE R 28 SRR AN 5 RIS T ) e 8 i 2 AR 9 RS 3K, AR FRE [ SR T AR 72 Fh 1 e
TH(0) A X TH A EV A SEAHLE, ENFELE EV >0 A EV < 0 B M. HEHE XU e 55 1 18 4y
{E 312 (expected value theory), DAHHEE OB e RAL JE I HEAT I R SR A2 BRAME D3R (2547, 2016).
WA EV >0 e G KT LI, SIS MERARERE: 4 EV <0 i G/ LI,
S RANEEPARER . Nk, BRIV EV < 0 RHERSWERISERAIATL B AR E TS
bR, RARAES ARG LT KBS TR (2.4 Bt 2 5 3-9 17)

@ FRPRE bR 0 OB 55 B P 2% PL 3k 25 52 ) BF K (Kahneman & Tversky,
1979), MRIIETE % 2 5t (Sokol-Hessner, Camerer, & Phelps, 2013; Sokol-Hessner et al., 2009) 5%
LyFRAT N L (De martino et al., 2010; Tom, Fox, Trepel, & Poldrack, 2007; Zhang et al., 2017), ‘&
WA —Fh A E M {25 (Anderson et al., 2013; Eriksen & Kvaloy, 2010; Kahneman & Tversky,
1979; Tversky & Kahneman, 1991). X £ehf 77 H (1451 2 DRI E AR 75 0T 453 5 AR 2 1) 52 3
T4 A% 18, HARBL H 3 5 1 175458 A 14 A 22 B¢ M (Canessa et al., 2013; De martino et al., 2010;



Sokol-Hessner et al., 2009; Tom et al., 2007). H T A 7Tt % De martino 55(2010) i 7T H 1 ¥k
FALSS, Bt 2% HAT MBS T, DUHEE EV TS S, S5 5 RN RAE
FA T logistic [\ AR «eeee De Martino %5 (2010) 4R N ANAT AR, B AMATES IR
N 50%IN X R EV, T RN R R4 (risk premium),  FeANMAH A& FH UK IAME .l TAS
AR R PTG b | B AR 22 500 ) AR TE 23 W 4125 5 509 %R (1) EV 24 0, F3-4 EV(P = 0.5)
KT O PR (B XU A ) it e S R A 2k PO IR FEFE . 72 De Martino %5(2010) i, Fi
SERE TR AT AR T P RAETRINAS 7 EV, X P 5 AN & [B] A2 1) B FH (RSt ol
AR EH OIIMEL,  ARHEAT AR TN ARSI IAT 9 S ) HAZ it 70 A BRI R RO
XHfEfabR.” (2.4 Bt 3 55 1-9 1T, Bt 4 25 2-817)

@ XA IR O BUREE . “7F Park 2 (2017) B 7 b, R B & E S
TR — (B AR SR 2 — @ (B 7 ST 2 55 1A, 7 2 Fh B4 S AE AN 3R 28 (E 3 L E
B 24 MUETTEIES, SPRECN RS A LRk, X 5IRAT LI R THE AL
Ak o BRI FEHR [l ) SR B, FRATT DAV E 3R 5 (G) FIIE TE A0 R AR (L) o TN AR
DL TR RSB s AR B30T logistic [B]JREAL” (2.4 B 4 55 1-5 1T)

Q)N AE R S B0 v 2 75 55 () T 400 2R DOCTRRE B vy, B8 9 £ 400 o U FE 1) 22
S F TR PR SRR T I s U 2 22 (| Bl | — Bo) I O RO (R A7 7E 2 2 TR A
KRR, B E N AEBOX AR RS R, 1A FH 0 868 UK 2 22 B RR R IR
I R, BT B — BT [HUR PR SR e U 2 2 ] R R, i
HFRA 05 — PO IXAMEFRERAR IR

R RO B RN 2 UK 2 22 - A BRI AR R OB AR R HESE T 53R ATAEZE
1T BR B BEIS AL E 2 H % 7~ (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979) . fii Sy A 3 b 3t T4 22 200 ) F8.
B, BISRAFSBR G Al L 23 T A ) S50 AL IR A st BUREEZ Z(1 Bl | — BO)
W A] DA A 26 DO, HL5 2 AR 40 2 PO & 18 A AR 0.5 — PO 2 TR AH G (r =
0.36, p =0.01, Bootstrap H i 1000 A4 5 95%CI = [0.12, 0.55]). FA1KH 0.5 — PO
FoRIR P, RPAZIR bR 5155 G RO A AT X 0P LU o ST G : TR A W 14T 25 (R
36 10 () B A B3 2 AL S PR R AT e 45 S AN (] T HE S22 AT 55 (RI P R AE AL T 3 3R 2 i 45
B, REER T EARBRMLGER). GEFHEAHEIETH B G ML, H G LEWE
AELES UL RO BRAT A S 1) 22 S SR R A 2 DR LUV FH 22 T HE 2 04T 55 1 8L i B e v
Tify i s 453 2 DR 1) PN ik (R S5 B0 % LU 3R 2 52 i K B SR B 22, Kahneman & Tversky,
1979). WX A3t: Fk POBA R T XS ES R BURIE, Ai#E FLEe%E G A L 152,
Ja F AN FE L (PR o 453 55 OB 2 Z2(| Bl | — Ba)-5 % 45 2K R BBURR B2 (B S 2 AH G (r = —0.39,
p =0.004, Bootstrap it 1000 MEASHT 5 95%Cl = [-0.64, —0.07]), 1 0.5 — PO X4
S R BURRE (B I AH A 2 (r = —0.22, p = 0.12, Bootstrap  Fi i1 1000 MFEA S HT J5 95%CI =
[-0.40,0.05]), HAAEMEPIX " (2.4 B T)

DA FRATT A R PR 1) HLAth Pl B PR A 1 e SUNT, BRUGRH 1 3k FH 408 2 RO R A A
P, WG T R PR, SV AR 20 BUB S 2 ZE FINHE TE 0 R UL 2[RI OG R o BEAE,
A EUULHE 228 )40 ok PO IR AR R TR SR R 53R A HEZE N AT N R AU BE VS FE 2 th
(Kahneman & Tversky, 1979)” 145 i 5K Bl / Bgo SR 15 LU AR B L ER 2 T4 sk 2 240,
{H2XT logistic [1J=FH () sigmoid BRECRAF IS ECRSE, XAFEARHAT A GIER . 1M
HpI/Bg 505 — PO %A EEMI(r=—-0.06, p=0.69, Bootstrap = it 1000 MNEEA I 5
95%Cl = [-0.45, 0.31]).

)i B B FR bR (1) P

“IRATH PO /R EV = O B, MRIEAT AR Q)TN SEME, 24 05 — PO Mt T
IXFP AR 22 (O RE S, AT DAVE MR PSR 153 2 PO 48 b . 7 (2.4 B 4 55 11-13 17, briE)



XTI A BURSE, 2B 8 VI S ATHINE “HmERE", SUNGRTE.

S5)id i Xt Park S5(2017) AT A A A IBHEL, RISCH R TELRTLEH SV(net subjective
value) 1 X, R seHR e A log (Px/ (1 — Px) )EEREFESESE, Px FnikFt 50%ME%
i G 1 5008 240 L AN € e I x MORTASTAE=E . (D0 2.4 Bt 6 25 7 17, FriE)

B 4: BERES, 3. 1.2 F—BM 3. L. 3E=F, EERE T =ATEENTEIEH,
{ETIRAT T SR RBL AT, X FMBIEAME ™E .
IR : SRR . ATV 7 b7 K S 25 R BRI AR R T HE R A

1) FRATEAT B AN T2 208 5 DASE A4 k25 DA T %) T B RS 404, T o Rl ) B e P ot
Et.(planned or priori comparisons/ contrasts)(#74¢ & 7KIVfiH, 2008; Gonzalez, 2018; Pierce,
2003). MR REIADGE RS E N AR-MANE R LCEAREMHRABNZE S, ¥REK
N E AR %A SRR SR L, oF B3R B SRS A s 264 R &
) LG et e s B AT LU NS o IR BT s TRl 1) PR A S5 S it 2 T
SEMT, PRIE T ERER i B2 Oy T2 U ge iy o -eeeee AT HSE R e T B AR R
AT T ES NS RE R —E LT (B & KILE).

2)FRATIX BT HRI IR LA t-test(Un SR FHFCXS FE A t-test 2= ZMLHARAS S, Wik A
- H C(self_s)F2E HIK-fl A (self_o), EAE G423 H C(other_s), sEft2xfth A (other_o)),
MARRZEDE S T AHE RN FALR, CEXVIASEMTHRZEDT, L ttest KR EA 1
(Gonzalez, 2018).

2277 2 TN BE BRI B — A2 2 W T35 B ) A3 A7AE 22 7 1A [l i, AEUGE LG 23 B Pl BA B 48
b o] B ARTEBEA iR Le- P38 2 AR AR 2 57, X RATHIEROM R (P & 5K
T JE, 2008). 1R 2 703 K ISR £ B0 LG 2 A A IS =2 b4 07 22 20 i B DRI 5T T A (T
Devlin, Jamison, Gonnerman, & Matthews, 2006; Mill & O’Connor, 2014; Spencer-Rodgers,
Major, Forster, & Peng, 2016). AANSZ 477 2 HrBBR ], 5 KPR BE SRS 0 78 oyE A
HEMER, BRI A e 277 Z 0 Z G MOSLAT o TR SO P i Ad F ik il T
FHES, LT 2Eh:

“CHEAN, PRI AL 2 B H AR P 2 R Lok B G B B R TR
ZE 5o AETT AT A BRI 7T O3E I3 2 R A DL, FRATTHEAT T 107 Z 40 #r BE Rl i
%t L (planned comparisons) (471 & 3KIVIE, 2008), 7EJ7Z40Hr 2 o Shor s bb i H 3R
v E ORI N R SFEFAT T R R 25, o6 B RE Dy B AU N s 26 4F T AR 21 22
o7 (2.4 BJa —BUARAL)

TR RO LR ORI, 7 (3.1.2 B 2 25 7 4T)

O MAEPAE N B O N R SERA G B REGHAT TR B RO BRI, -eeee Xf
PRAARAAAE 9 B SRR N SRS b L ) R EGHAT TR B et EEBOR I (R vE = B & /)
T 0, fHBk/NRRNT L R GBREUK), 7 (3.1.3 X3 5 4, 14 1T)

B 5: 7£3.1.2M3. 1.3 MRE—BH, fEEHFRT EREMBIRRE. BERRH
BERAR, EREITERSNER, HARENEERDEREX =M ErA AR
TEREHRESERARNK, BRAZ= S EREMARES T LREEHE? thin,
AR R AR G R B R B AR RA BB ES R E NS BIHRBEAERE R, B2
[ )3 R B BRI BRI S 2 T B R R R R, BRXMREEE B B £1HE
HEERBEENMAR, RERKRAAR?

[BIRL: BB A NI 22 gETHA ab a3, (2 3.1.2 M 313 M —BUh B HER
PERIPR PO T AE IR o U AU R S ANz, BN ARIEERATBOWE SO, £ 3.1



9377 22 53 BRIt L 2 J5 B G A AT i v RIAMA KPR E SVO RN, MEREE SVO5
AN RAR A . (R, e Mes W R

O EIUE(SVO Y R PCEIIA TR, thamMERm S AR, Al
NSRRI R TE B B M (- & r= 0.4, p=0.31; 4 A:r=0.19, p = 0.15). Itt4h,
FEEAME AR S A\ - B O R RO ) Z2 B BTG 2 402G (r = 0.05, p=0.69). 7 (3.1.2 KE)

“XF SVO TN LE A i BBURKFE (B, BIMIAHIC /3 HT &I, SVO 5 H SRR (1) Bg AN
Bl TC & FAHI(Bg: r = —0.01, p = 0.94; Bl: r = 0.01, p = 0.94), HCH Ak () pg oo #4k
PEAE IS (r=0.21, p=0.12). SVO5Xt A L ki [ H R EAFAE D 2% 535 1) A DG (r = —0.26,
p=0.06, Bootstrap i 1000 MEASIHTJG 95%CI = [-0.48, —0.01]), B2 ALEA
NSRS AN L AR UR . A, SVOE i N5 0 H kAR L 11
It [0 9 B2 B 253D 4% S5 3 M 6k 6 (r = —0.24, p = 0.08, Bootstrap il 1000 MEA /375
95%[ B A5 X [A] (CI) = [-0.44, —0.03]). XfE—EFERE b Ui B HEE B AN R XN 5
XFTH O L BUREE 22 K. 7 (3.1.3 KEXY)

EE PN

148, KA. (2008). LoBEFHFIL 7 s G i RIE A 0. NREUE R
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HRA 1 BR:
MR R, ARRNEEE, EERFAE—THE

515 BACRUERMIEE, EREMFEGACFELE

B 1 BREUAMAN, REANABER, BEEHEAE. mESEAMIANRENE S
KRBAERN, JUNANMIE: FERNEER, FERNBERXTUXSAEER
MEAER, WRXFRLS, XFERERBSFEEFR.
B2 “RERA—FNERTRERH -SSR RERN . “BEAT HixXaE, BIEN
EENEREENBHSER, BRW, ETHAMASE, R LZEXRNER R
SRR L? REFHPNSRE THSES, B DY MEREERE AR A &R
B E R GEESEE B M R ERREFREHARR, 5 BRINTA NEE
MiZBESASCRER) , MU, S {ERERFIABRRERIC.
EIRz: T HAEW LM 2 %R —BRis N AR R, BIAE A& IF BN,
U R N3 R o 1305 I AR SEAN I TE T, X T — e S R R I A HER, R
PR AU, FA D IX B B AR B B e B i 5 R I A N RS 3
WRTLERMAZESR, BN 2573 60T LR T KM X 7 A A B R A B K,
AR P 22 A B (X 40 A R VR RS ANERYE . fEDbIEAE b, R DUERF R IRATE B 3 -ih
N sk 22 s B AR e, TEB Bk R BT AU AR SR B, X sk 280
ANEINRE E IS IR 25 PSR 5 45 SR R) 100 2R DA SR SR 3 Itk e, 5 # k= A
KWEFT, M5 H SVO., BARMEM N & T

“H BT T AR AR A D% XU R SRS ) RSl 4 (R RIE TR 45 RAS— B BRI E
K NGRS 8 H C S TE XU 55k A2 3% % 7 (Ogawa et al., 2018; Stone, Yates, &
Caruthers, 2002; Zhang, Chen, Hu, & Mai, 2019) . &R0 5 A B XU e 36 A oy B A At A
KA NEAT RRIA 25, HESRIT AR RN T RAEE, G
9 H ARl AR #2551k 56, KIS 0 B CASRR 5T S AR B, AR A A\ PS5
/b3l 2 B (Eriksen & Kvaloy, 2010). 1A AT 78 # K IAUE A2 oy B Sk R I 5
5 (Chakravarty et al., 2011). 2R M\ B fla 22 10 £ FE At 15z AR 3R 1B B AT A, B8 K
IARAR N P 2 SR I A B XU - RIEE /D E 3 {22 (Sun, Liu, Zhang, & Lu, 2016). i
Jung F5£(2013) VR & W ek K I 58 B QR SR L, A A\ A5k S5 S 30 H B 5 ) 3 2 12
Zéo XA — IR TT 5 S A B RN XS SR 22 e B AR e Y, WTRESZ B 2RI R
SO o RS RS R IRAT I (2 DR SR IT 15 5 Hs A R A 3L [ R A 25 5 (Bromiley & Curley,
1992). X TAAB AN FAF, BAREPATE BE AN B SRR R RS, (HR2 R



HAE R AIE N E AR TN, IR (AR RS PRSI T 4E . R4, sk 5e5%
ARIHFE 0 R LA 5 38 AL 2 i 0 AT e sz ma AR A A AT RS e SR AT R B O K
AFF T B P 5 3 0 46 SR 3 1R N PR R B 2> 52 e [ 3R -l N XU D3 (Sun et al., 2016; Zhang,
Liu, Chen, Shang, & Liu, 2017), SR #5635 1 2w I e A BEA ARF S, b B R ik o
AL ST B Y R AE [ A SVO. 7 (B JEA S| FARIEE 3 BE A IR 2 BY)

BIL 3: HHARi 3 REPR ARE MMM R SCOEER, KILRER, RAEREE
BMARENEER, BRAKBERINMEEHEIRNY, MMEARRLEES, REEER
5?7 B KA REAR K RRERERIIFE, RN K, BRSOl N HIFI 25 ?
[BIRE : [ i N AR . 0 B o D) B B3 L 30 20 IR HE IR i S IZ AR AN )™, ARG T
“HMNRFEEE R IHER
(E &N SN

“HATHEN 5 25A 2 E AR LE, 2% B BRIAAE B3-S o 3 B 58 ) B 3- A
R ORI ZE R, R B R . AR, SR SEXMA S AT
A28 OO RE AL, 645 B AN RS RS Z2 580D 53 A CA s 1500 R AT LE,
2R BB ANRZE (50O SS,  FEUE H-th AR R ZRECK 7 (5] 5 R BUR
AW

FiEERSY
B AR W2 BV 0 iR ¢ KT L i, SEREEREFERE: 2 EV<KO #
B2 G MF L B, SWEAEEMAFIERE. FHik, BRI EV<KO FHEFESERBTRN
R ERBEE RN, RAESBAMKELTRARIKNEE.” RESEENTE
AT AR B AR ERZE, BV < 0, REHRAEM:, FBAFHEEMETERG? REEMRE
RABFENHEN, BA XK, NGRS R EREImE E RATA.
[B] 57« e A AN B, A R A BE R R S R RATT S R E B i 0034, B TR iR
FITBR . FRATTS TR 50 25 REARAE SO 4R T B

BATHUAE XS E BAT A B FRARE 2 3L T Kahneman A1 Tversky(1979) & H! i B 5 FE 8 1
63, BBV A MANEDT, —/NEFE IR, — /MR E A5 T REUEAR /R TE R
BRTE G, SR FRANH R O XURG 328 Tl A UG TR RIS s o 3 A — o 91 22 FH SRl XU R 3% (risk
aversion) fJ multiple price list(MPL, Holt & Laury, 2002), iX H. AB Pk Ii#R & AHIE R, B H
MR B RS 5, ISRAE EV(A) > EV (B)RHEEE/ MR S B E N E KT M.
BATHIR A AT 555 UL _E RS SUAS R AR o A4 B 1 B MO R S B 2 I 1 P il AT T
ERERM o, Bk

DZMAEAFEO T & ARLTR), GE “BRE” M “RUEE” PIA4ERE . T8 AL
iffy 2 3 THURI AN iff 7 /PR 4 T ) 328 436 IR 128 AW A — ol JXURS: 33K (risk seeking), 1 SC{8 kB
Ko AR T A S0 A8 FH R SRIRAT 55 SR U RS 4EFEI & RS IRV B R o« RHE RS 5K
B {5 P11 (expected value theory), DUIERYME S AAL SN HEAT PSR B DR SR (2R 4T,
2016). A, f£ “PVE” 4RSI 1 BEE, B 0 BORERE.

PSR S A B R AN EME 1 O B A O — AN ). SR TR “BR 2
“risk seeking” MUK -SRI TEIFR, SR “E” £ SGESR R T A 5 KR TR0 “ &
RS WS X R R BMKNES) . BT BITERS L BI AR
HOSCEH A DB R (W, BREARENEEL? Basf “HEER” MG, &
e Sch R Ed i “BRMEE R XML TS0 E SCRI T — A WL A L
“HRSR”, HILTFR,



2EV > 0, ST “HE” (A “HE” (AH) @Ik RSS2 2 A —
B, LR 20 RS R AR TR B AT, ST s R EhHL e = 2k, X
T EV < 0 WINZWIEI, e MEHEI “HER” a2 “AEE” /I, #RIsILIEZ
IR 1E AR, IS RER I & SORA0RER,  R HAE 1P Al B R EER R bR A F+

P B R B
s | BV BERIIVEN, ST 1A, | 70 TR 2 U 2 5 ]
" EV<0, SMERIEN, SR MBEE 0 MIE e IR e T B 9 i
EV >0 P =153
S5 X ) CRFIf)
EV<0 A Bk
S 6 XL CRFIH) (A

AU EERE, TATE EV < 0 RHERE S AR A VEAS B AR B 11t . B REIE
SCH IR BRI, FRATILE IESC R A TR U R

“MEV<O R G/NT LI, SERAEHMEMAFTLIER, XEZ0E R E K AA
WRMBIHNUEZ IR “AFN7, SRR & AR, WA RV B AR e tniga
3.7 (2.4 BX 2 bR4r)

B 2: AR “EHTEMTERIMEBCR ERANE RN RKFHTH
ZENER, FERANECARMARREFTHEZENEZR. “BUUMEEESXE
;N R S

BIRz: SR MR IE. BATCHE @RS, il Taa) ks iR,

ERERSY

B 1: HESHT F test SHI 95%CT B4 2

EIRz: BN R RN 2 @hs 2 R EE X A, FrUARMITES R AR T t-test Al
F-test [} B S X [A](CI). 95%CI B 95%E {5 X [H] (£ 3 5 — M CI BiAb b 30 L), i
3BT F-test A& BBAS I I —Fh 757k, 95%CI 18 AR R A B A 36 1 — 2. X4 F-test,
95%CI 15 AR A G T2 F AhTH SR S BIE TR Z X (8] P Ad T IE B 1%y 95%,
1M IR 2 5%. W1 95%C1 H L& 0, BASBEHERH /7 22 2 A 5 2 1 e Te A 4%
BRI AR AR % H AR B L K P IIETLZE T nH 95%CI AR E 0, XA R EHEE
RETCAR, BN RASBAE % AR & KL 38 b 2 AN KT RSB 2 (A4 AE S35 22
S, 40 1 BYEHAR T RETE R 0.05(FKE4E & 15:%°F, 2004).

B 2: “% pearson REMFHTEI, EV<0 HHR TRAUNERES IR SHSME
BY 1) 5. 3 514855 (r= —0. 36, p=0. 004) , H SV0° FiFLEER S RILELEBFEIDEREHE
FILRRFA/(RL: r = —0.05, p =0.72, WA 4A Fras; PT: r = 0.16, p = 0.20; FS: r
= —0.14, p = 0.29;EC:r=0. 09, p=0. 50;PD:r= —0. 16, p=0. 23) . &Rk [E R/ KIN
SVO° Xf EV< 0 U T AU A v SR i B Witk Ag BB (F (1, 61)=9. 22, p=0. 004, r2=0. 13) .
BEARA T BIE 4T, BRAT AR EH 24 B ESE R EIR RS B H, AHAXMTA
Pearson fHR4M T .

[B] Rz« ek e A N2t ) ) R A OG0 B2 [R1VE 2 A IR AR BT $2, Wi ZRAH G Hir iy B AR &
YPR =l I S P S vy S A i R 1 NV B o VO (B S R Ve R 1y P W N BB



L [ENA > MT 33— D BAEARA T 2 (B I HEROC R o BITUL, 38 FRATT G AT FHOG 0T, THERAE G
FE r BOR SRR R VAT, G0 SR OC R 3 B AT AR R 4. IX ELY F RN P S
(1) 2V [l B2 () A RO 36, 12 AR AR (R Yo R3O F AR B 078 S e
fife Tk DR AR B AR S ) LA o FRATTAC B iR AL . DAJAE — T2k Bl T rh [ A 5 A R AR B R AH O R
5 B REEHEME T DA S S HIEVEA R W FRATESCR RN T RE R 2L
“RARNERNARERY MM KT SVO° X EV < 0 58 N AU PS5 10 B ek A (535 5 (B
= —-0.008, SE = 0.003, F (1, 61) =9.22, p=0.004, r2 = 0.13). JFH., SVO° 5 EV <0 i FA
AN 5HEH CIEFRS BRI ZEA BERLME LR = -0.39, p = 0.002; B = -0.007, SE =
0.002, F (1, 61) = 10.69, p =0.002, r2 = 0.15), AEfRBEEAS T 15%. 7 (3.1.1 Bt 3 #R4L)

B 3: BAREZMH planned comparison RKMRIXFMEEE, RERSRFFHHAFF, B
i SR NEB I R AN A ZE R (planned comparison) , HBAZBTHIHENTRAN T ERAT 4
MR (k) ? B UUERE BEHARBBET S, KBTI HESRER, XFF8A HIK
REMEM, TR,

B R : A5 BT e R Ao FRATTHB B ARE L () 7 VR HEAT B 414, A BB A 28 4
x 1R, BARESEHESHNENT:

CIXPIAE I SR 2 EH L, 55 BB 1 B R AR 2E T, W kAT % SVO
SR RAD N R B AR SRtk aa M, SpaRIN AR AR R
B R 2 R R, H SVO MR 32 BARILAE AR AR SR AT R (R —). 7 (5] &5 BIECE
— BIARALEAT)

“PEot, BAVEREEMASEMLI, 2EARMI AL B RN o5 E BRI HR
REZES, HmfE AR ERE R, Bk, e RmARERGE S NE I
FAFERE PR R, 3w 3 - A XSS 2 R H5NE CREMLL, EaRE
FRA AP ROGFE RS, Y RO E B K. (5] 5 BIECE — BAR4357)

CRATEN S RS E ML, S BRI ALE B BN R U5k A T SR 1) R A F
MR OEENESR, RiE—Snm T BERAERENER. B4k, EtassEstt NS E S
F i iSO FEREAL, fH45 B F-fh N RS P 22 85 555 B SR a IS0 O RE FER LE,
EHRE ARG ORE RS, FHER- AR RENZERBKR.” (5] 5 KB
AR 5]

T ZEAHTHIR S O R TE 2 K AAR B AR (2 KT AR FR); @] LLL
BAEAAE A MARAKTE L, NEREEAZE B & KF LA RN 272 Bk 8T
BERF (L BN, AR RS BT “IELBBHLN, o — 4L sese Ko it
IT—ANSE AT Z A TAAE R 5 i T B8 AT TAERI—2F, TR 5 22 408 o 5 RO A A B4
FH RS 5235 M 2 PR P 22 S A7 A, BER o 22 S O R 2 S, TR B AT HA S 38 7 (B7 1 &
TV AE, 2008). T8 A& 22 7K AR B (R RN IE 2 38 RN S Ik (R 2 4 i 0, FRATT R o
T PR A LA P 1 2 5

Ji BT 07 Gril B O KT B AR R 1808 5 3 S AT R KT ) He s (F
JEZEIE):; QX EAEHEEREA KRS IELE A NSEAKTE L, HERFEAEREB
BN KF b AR A 5L (FT B RS BT), P 2 JoR T 38 AR B 7S A 0 o



a c e
El El
B . B W T
H T H =H bt -
-
B2 —
Al AZ Al AZ Al A2
b f
o
El
B| . 53] B
g '\-\\\H— g & -— —a
= =H =4 \
- B2
B2 N
Al A2 Al AZ Al A2

Bl 2 22 EL 20N L 0 (Pl SR T R £8%)

WRAZ BN AR E, ARIEGZEAEA G T AR b7, (HRAS B RN AT 3 # %
HWMHESR, TATRAIENILZ BRI Z 7 OURAE G IR RIS T), Xtk
B THRIS L (planned comparisons) i Lo “ARIE ST SRIRRT, B9t O —H e
TP 100 2 S AR A, R I H— P 35 7 S DU R, 177 LT S Sl SN ) L
FEAE LG 2 AT AR IS EEAR BBEIE AT SCHR &S e 1, Xtk RISt b (A HE&aKk I
Ji, 2008) . {H 2RI L BARAR T Z M ReR I 8 BN I TheE . 250, BATBANA T E 5
TR RIS B BN R R R, KA, FREEA AR LTy, —mHT A7
IIPE IR (RS R

1 BB BT 2 AR A S

B R N R PR M ERF(SVO) X R s
BREE 2R SEAES vs. SEEE 7 ZE AT
Bix— e FEE
BT fa] BB N R B
B AR HE vs. fA HE vs. A 87 RS/ R X
WRKE 257 At vs EER 7 2T
Ferbe FHIK
5 - 71 o PR T BN R B
=84 WRIR G2 vs. fiA HE vs. A (R Ra malh]
SVO— B &,-h AR IR EE 7~ ERIEE ZR FRA RN 43 BT
YIRS At vs EER 7 225 W
Ferbe FHIK
= S B T 2l
Ri% o 4% 2 SRR HE vs. fiA e s, A R ERLA5ONE - J
SVO— H -l A\ 45 a5 U 72 7 — B AR 2 5% HR A RN 3 BT

X LT VAR o BAR e B R

CHRAREGSON TR T AEA RIAE S OME A AR B - NSRS R, T E A
R[] 2 70 GV I B AR S5 22 A DR, FRATTEEAT SRS T 07 22 43 B i E R % BE (planned
comparisons)(£74€ & FKIVJE, 2008), a7 HESE HRA N EH SR ks 240 T R AR
BNZER, ACEHSA N H AR NS4 TR RN ES . (2.4 KE)

XT3 R IAS BN (IO, RIS R RAEUE s, FERHIRTR Ak i R



“TEEV>0 BN T, FATEA RIZ 58 M SVO TES AT N FINZ BN, M “H#
FIRESE” I AT BV > 0 2cF FIAT AR, “FRIKE” SIRMEMEIEFES M, “Hk
TR (RAEMEIEEA SN, 2 EV > 0 B ER e R TR, “F K3k ” Mzl b £ 2
RLo NP ESR i A BEURS R W] DSOS “ SRR a8 SIS AL, B iri A R I
28 F A SVO TEXVEE 3R 28 U b IAS BN, IXTE—EFEE 5 EV > 0 BT MR
T A RAERL. o, BATNIHAEE EV > 0 B ST, 2RI 128
B XS SR B AN RIAT A, R BRI FIAT N, 78 XU -SRI ER 1 Y 48 FE S Bl 1) 5
HA—F. Elﬁfﬂ/\ﬁs?%&ﬂ@é&ﬁfﬂ UEI S A R & AR F R, SVO FI5Z 3
AT NIIFEI T F AR A, X ATRE 2 EV > 0 RHT MR BN B ZE R R . 7(4.1
Bt 2)
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HBA2EL:

TEERFEIN T FREREL, SIRAFRTTHEESERE, BEIMHER, TR
AFRG, BWERE. —ADAEE: Sk “PEH SVo WA A BRI E B R KB &
BITE R A B S LERE T T BRI AL 2 AR RN B IRERIER ” » XAER
Mz L E R AR (Social Heuristics Hypothesis) BIFE /R, FIFRIARFE G MIHER .
EIRz: JEH RS R AN . A B R B A B T-3RAT 3 R th 2R SVO FEAM AR 2
PR B RIEN . £ E 1’4‘%\2 SR



“H4x 52k A AB i (social heuristics hypothesis) I\ A TFEK I 44 B ahid i, Kk
ST NS WACHERIN G K2, X5 E S0 B N 2 M AR M AT 3R SR 4 S 1 B v
f Il (Rand et al., 2014), 1M SVO FAG XX FER A K IR AR D X FhBRAE A&
A R EARARILE XS N 45 5 A OGO FR BE L A2 STAT I A2 vk ) 7= 14 467 T (Emond, Declerck,
Boone, Vandercliet, & Parizel, 2011; Van Lange, 1999). 44b7e dF#i A 4t £ 151, SVO £
H Wb AR S (R B, FLUR = AL B RE (B2 AR 24 A1 S AT A 1 AR S 4
Bre” (4.3 B2B 2 BEARJR)
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HRA 3B
FEEXTSIE . THENGREAEM T HRRIBH, X sEmARE K REET T EE,
HRAN MBS BB LRHE . AR INRUEEESE.

B RTRERRERG, PSR Bk, EEFEBEARELT, B EVIENTNE
B, S2BMRENERETEN logistic BIABRIMR—% S #h4k, P=05 K EV HE®R L
S TFZMERET R, XTREEREXN— MR, BIUEEERT UER— T4
fatn, BEESASH —EH R,
5] R - JE H e AR o p = 0.5 B0 RS NAT AL ) EV i H:SEpfi /2 De Martino, Camerer
F1° Adolphs(2010) (19 A s A A AZ A A3 N 403 2% DO 58 A A F T b, AR 5T b XU ¢
(risk premium), FRARAMAGI A FE KBS I AME . A0 FOB IR ANMERR bR IC N LA id, AT H
EV = 0 X[ 0.5 — p0 dxidy LA_d, HB4f&H De Martino 55 (2010) 3CH B EIRAA T — & 1
RAULE 1).

1 .
S.M.
Controls

F(gamble) acceptance
&
LY_J

—[1’5—113 -5 0 5 10 15
Expected value (EV)

K1 LA d5 LA KA



WA LA id 1E 48R, B T IEARER A S (A TR 7 Mk, 186
WA E B AF) LA_id HA T 3 M WAMAN ST, Al —A 2%
e, Mo E SR ER LA id(-13.02)iz /N F A AN HT LA id(-4.55); A—rsrakE, 1
ottt AR LA id(-18.7)i /N TN E S LA id(-0.86). I Ja NN T IE BHRE 54
4o

2 PEFMR R DOBRRAR 77 25 00T+ TR PRI AR 56 4 B A 1

LA d LA id
52 0w UL F (1,52) = 10.83, p=0.002, n,> = 0.17 F (1,52) = 16.37, p < 0.001, n,° = 0.24
SVO EHRL F (1, 52) = 3.75, p = 0.058, n,” = 0.067 F (1,52) =557, p = 0.022, n,* = 0.097
X H N F(1,52)=0.20, p = 0.656 F(1,52)=2.28,p=0.137
Ferkbe F(1,52)=5.19, p = 0.027 F(1,52)=4.14,p =0.047
self vs. other
EEE:4 F (1,52) =5.72, p =0.020 F (1,52) = 12.63, p = 0.001
self vs. other
5 svo° A Self:r=0.17,p=0.216 Self: r = 0.24, p = 088
etk Other: r =0.20, p =0.152 Other: r =0.349, p = 0.010
Other-self: r = 0.03, p = 0.829 Other-self: r = 0.23, p = 0.098

SRR, LA id F1 LA_d AR EMNHMECLR: NHCD, r=0.78, p<0.001;
M, r=076, p<0001 . 7% FREIRE 2(SVO: Ette, SEHFK) x2(ZuE: H
o, A )R E ST Z 0 AR, LR 2.

#3 LALdEABNARERSTHIAMAEEXERL

AR 1 2 3 4

1SVOGEATL, Kite) 1

2SV0° 0.877™ 1

3 Rt NP LA d 0.24 0.198 1

3 EV<0 B ARt A 13 1 2 i A -0.367" -0.276" -0.473™ 1

4 EV<0 il N5 B C SR ZE -0.337" -0.271" -0.453™ 0.936™ 1

x4 LALAEAPNERSTHRAEEXER

AR 1 2 3 4

1SVOCGEHETK, ¥ite) 1

25V0° 0.877™ 1

3 Rt AP LA_id 0.331" 0.349™ 1

3 EV<0 Bt N RSE I S AT R -0.367" -0.276" -0.538™" 1

4 EV<0 RHth N5 B O 2 s 7= -0.337" -0.271" 0.490™" 0.936™ 1

H A N PSR ZE AN 8 LA d BESB /TR B 3R -l N B BORE B 2 5 (ZME: B
= -0.16, SE = 0.07, t (52) = -2.32, p = 0.025, 95%CI = [-0.30, -0.02]; *4.71: p = -0.14, SE = 0.05, t



(52) =-2.69, p = 0.010, 95%CI = [-0.24, -0.03]); LA_id fese 4=/ E F-fh A\ B R RE R 2 57 (2
{: p =-0.03, SE = 0.007, t (52) = -4.21, p < 0.001, 95%CI = [-0.05, -0.02]; i F/: p = -0.005, SE
=0.003, t (52) = -1.59, p = 0.118, 95%CI = [-0.01, 0.001]).

ST A P35 LA d, i T [A SVO 5 SVO° #A & LA, A 2 E1F A SVO
S AR AN SR 2 A 2 5 H -t N S WA 22 (R i DR R I AT (L3R 3), X 5 R S 4q R
—3

YT LA, ARAB ARSI LA id BE3 2 PP AH I RTER (LR 4), #5384y
Hr: SVO I AT A XA A S 1) B B A2 (B = -0.005, SE = 0.002, t (53) = -2.07, p =
0.043). #AE M Ha i RS BE AN i S 45 (2014) £& HA H T (1) FR A SN 38 AR, A BeniX AN S TS
Al LA N $e 35 LA id T4 Bootstrap 72:3ET 5000 MR EFIEE T, 4% “SVO© —
AN PIER) LA — AN B RFEE” 75 95%E 5 XA W3, MM ab = —
0.0029, 95%CI = [-0.006, —0.001]; EL4ZXM ¢’ = —0.0017(p = 0.43), 95%CI = [-0.006, 0.003];
BN ¢ = —0.0046(p = 0.044), 95%CI = [-0.009, —0.0001], AN (5 s %87 ) LLAGI 21K
63%. 4 HALEHAE EV <0 BREAMA SN E QRS E 2 2, SVO W Al AT B ik A
il NS 1 E AL EE (B = -0.004, SE = 0.002, t (53) = -2.03, p = 0.047). FHRIREH) 5455 18]
BN ab = —0.0024, 95%CI = [-0.005, —0.001]; ELEEAMN ¢’ = -0.0017 (p = 0.38); &N
¢ = —0.0041(p = 0.047), 95%CI = [-0.008, —0.0001], H/™RL™i i BN EL B 29 9 59%.

gx b, WA LA d AR PRERITEbR, 720 R 5 H LA AL, EEH
RN TR OLA_d #HA E AR SRR ZE R, LA Id e 3R K
sk z5:; QLA d 5 SVO® MIMRA R, LA id 5 SVO° MXEE, Higmadhn
SVO° XA AR SES A s, fARE ) FE ik 63%; tHERTE A4 SVO° X H -1l
NS WA ZE (5o, R T BETE 59%.

W ER, JFAH LA _dEV = 0 Xf Rif# 0.5 - p)i& BEiE IR — (SVO @it fzmifeab A
VRS B0 DR Sk i B B FERE), IS LA id(p = 0.5 I RS AAT AR BV () 1E A
TR POBAR bR, R REASFRNEI . Bk “ TEAFMEE 7 FEARe UL 405 PO AR A 55
FHXTRUE, LA_d RETE B s st 2 RO P P ek (R 45 407 2 L 3R e 52 00 5K 1) AR 42 Al
7, Kahneman & Tversky, 1979). {HJ2, XANKIFEBETRA TS SRV E R bR L U 2 A6 1%,
X TR DO BN, BERR S AR T Re AR A R DT ? IR TR AR A & B A SR
— PRI 1 )

R IRPRE], 9 FAZ x0T B SC B RIS RAR K, B AFRA TR %350 70 1 TRt i
WS IR o EPTE A s iR P 2 OB AS 248, AHMRE —ARe 5 ~E, BEthman T

“TATTASBE R R 402 2 PR R A FR AR A B SVO H RN i 75 7€ SVO %o 47 2k PR IX A

O HEEIRN o AR TR A GE R SRR AN R SVO AMA [ R B gt AT A% e 5, IR
FrH W EARFEEESE, HAERNS A 3 B 23 A A K AR
WK, A BIKTARFAE G1E1T 9 IEAH DG (Fermin et al., 2016). A {-1% & 516 K%
HH 2% f) L Bk [X (Canessa et al., 2013; De Martino et al., 2010; Genauck et al., 2017). H54 A
SVO MART &8 BT A A A% K TR AR B AN [RD 0 45 2 DR = AR U, 1 21438 R e 48 B e A
NSRS LG B 03 T i A A A TS s A A N PSR 143 2% DO o (B T ARAR PR A #E 2 A
BRUGR SRR AR N SR G BRZE R, R TR — PRI SVO fEA A N Pk
I B KIS BB L o T4k, R PG RS, A FERE T AR R E MR bn th 2 Fh 2 4F,
WS b 45 A i T A AR SR PR RO 7 X 75 L4 A HR 5 2 B 2 THT IR SIIE A 9 3 — 2B R . 7
(4.3 Bt 2 FReLE457)
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B, ERAEEESEIFRANEBERGEBURE . ZH#THE, MRS RRNT WHERE
IR BB RS, RAETT R T R RS IR E E AR, B RUREIT R .

[BIRZ - U B A A O B se RO 7 Ul AR S MU 2 2 S HUR PR IR &R, K
MBI BCA T BURE 2 72, ZAHE S, BATNONIZB N X T B w3 )
ARARK, M H BT TR SRR O MR, BATOVAT X B . 258, aRadikaA
FGRERINIZ BN AR H A L ETRAESCE T, B TR LRI 2 S & (T i i o)
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B 2: 20K “ArRER” SONLEFT. LR SRR S —RAR ‘TR
BIRZ: AR, SRR “ATSEE” SUR “ B R,

HRA 1 EL: XRERTUER, REWTRER:
B 1 XPHSIEEIAMRERRRES, CaRH HE.

B 2: XCHPTRA K B BAT ARERERE S, RATRERA SRR, BE~ER
SRR IE KIS, REE KRR,

TRy BF S8, BRER RBAATEE, REBGEERERIERHK, Wi
.

B 1: RE 5% EE X EEEAXTHK, M

DARFFRERERE 27T N, FHEHE 36 A, FEHRHAM=9.19, SD = 7.73)RIEHLHK
SVOIM =31.11, SD = 4.68)EZRE 3E(t (61) = —14.24, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 3.50, 95% I &
fEXIE] (Cl) = [-25.13, -18.94]). WRRXANBEEXEIR t{EMNERFXNE, FAXNERNZ
RAXH, BVUFAREERESR.



2)F-test FERFBKXME, MEAREHLE FENEREXEIRE, RSN, W<y EV>0 i,
PR ER(SVO: F (1, 61) = 0.62, p = 0.44, 95%CI = [-0.19, 0.08]”, F & HIK/NEREE
HEETE BSNERFXENA, BARE RER; HIMEEEREHRIERFEXERE cover 0,
XMpER R R — S HEK, FAERT FE, FERTERARY (EH)MAN
B (ER)MAE, Bid Bk, RATRAMER. BIUEEER S EBIERANST T
IR : SR NI . SE WG ET e, TR AT, BAESCH 95%
BAEX AL RHE ERr, HRERMZAET 95%EE XK ENERE R T
Z TR O5% K BAS X 1Al S HE T t-test B F-test FRUAG TG S5 5L, 3R AL 22 1 95% B (35 X ] .
B Ho: a=par B iy — pa =0, BAUHRIBIMEZE R 5% E X [HIAEE 0, HATLAE
A RETAR B Hor  BIIX PIALEE (OB AE 0.05 K P ER R E . SCHBRATRIEHRA 2 1L
FRAIL IR 2 AR 06 10 T35 X 1) B N M1 22 S5 1) 95% ) B A5 DX 1), T AN ¢4 B F {0 F B4 (X 1]
A FRAE t B BG F EF BAS DX DT 2R A 22 e 1 R VA 4 8

BAT T IR 5 220 8T F test 25 HiF) 95%C1 24 ? 7 BN S T4,
SFULBATR R IEFEHO . B FIRAE 2(SVO: M-S, SEER)* 2284 HA, A)M
TRA I BTT, ARYE SVO AN F ARG 45 R, $4E 1) 95%CI 2ot ok 3 e A
R MEZE ) 5% B F X [0]; ARYESZ 25 F RN F A ISR, $E4LH 95%CI & 48522
& e H OB A% T RIS 535 75 1) 95%I ELAS X ).

BW2: FEMTRATUBZAZ MRBHFEER, BREXZEBEETN AN REIFH
B, XABEARGAEERTEMTH RS, TR HRIF R, B ITE
BREGBREFANKFZRRBHFEER, B PrRHBeRE RS MEBD vs. it
AKIZEFR .

BIR: RXFER, FAVHTTZED A SVO X B E-ANXKE SRR = 0E A, TR s
BRI 2E LR BB 2 H 2 H OB R T RN E SR

B 3: B SRHESPARERION, FESERARERZMRRBE—AN—IRR
BIRZ: O “SEHSMALEARMAN G—R “SEraBELEARE” XMERIR.

EE wEE
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B, FRRIEYIN 007 BON “ R AR PR EIT: R i O BERANSE . S A AN E
eI (732 M E 45 RO 0 IR IR (4534) 7

2. MiEESLZRONE, WSRO AMERT D 5CRRE i R EER.,

. HTRINE 3a RIEKNE—F, BB RESENRERELEV <0 MEV >0
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