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OB R RwRRMBARDED T, A BT B )L UM A A 5 RS @t Sk
BAIAT DAY A —F ko B 2. KEFLAN, &P 0L ERALET Ao HE . MERE
MR EASIRIFARY . A, ARA ERARRIER . HAHHEBAX, HH BLAAAA
2o BAHZ AT BRAER TR GH BN . FRLR, KTt YaB L k. TR
FBRHIE . HEREAAN R, ARGILT ORI T o5 R, Yoo B E
Fodf ok B8 T 40 5% 49 L 3 KB 2 Ao @R T
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1 55 CAELE T HE AR i S RS h o B ATTA K,
TEL TR, B8 TR T A2 e A AT Bk Y B ML) 5 A B2 SN 51 % 28 5% A8 5 S b
B BRMMEAWRRIE L, —Mds X P (B4R T B 22 o 5 SEIBIETT A1 1% 400 I Al
e, RVBE S0 b o — Mo SRR AE, b, X B L)) SR S T T B RE9T . Fehr
R B3 TS BRI I 7 o Bl T8 50 44 SCAN I LG 52 B A1 Tyran (2001) M3 #1 3 B4 SCHEE (nominal
S, AATTE AR HE 73 H5 28 42 SCH {5 1 S inertia) ) BRI AT, R FUBL 1T R 5L 2 1565 44 XA
brdr {5, HOSb ot " 4 T 52 M%) %W (money =R . T, BT SR AN A e Ui
illusion). F7iH 1% MAIBIRIIRLF A HES T,  M(price setting game) R B iF L4, R IRMT I B
NATT R ) T BA B TR 44 SO R T AR 52 BR A 1B € A F B2 A2 ) i (pre-shock) Al 5% M 42 ) J5
JELZ T VY 2 AN B AT O 3 R R ) — T (post-shock) P M Bro 2 T HIFFT 5% 1T K] 560 A 4%
G 22 o PRS2, B 5T SR 1 B AR Bl G 1
Fisher (1928) i W4 th T S ML) pomhan,  Ffrfiie. SORRY], SUNI AT M) SR 4 X
REATTAR 2 SR A Sl < — STt — 36 o>, IRk ke 218 W B R RS AR I KR A S B, B8 T4
Be g 2 Ll AL I T O TR E I A . FA) T 45 R ) 422 5% Wi s 38 ol 44 SCIBR APk LK I T 45
15 T Z0 58 (BT 9T 3 ) 2 o 48 16 2% 50 5l 3 & 6 1R F g R = Beah, X% s R wk ot
WRUR Sk AT B, R Mg 2 s 7o K, WIS TARS)E AT 4 SO R
2% 52 () 94¥E . Shafir, Diamond Al Tversky (1997)  VHSRIE, T 1% 2 4 1k 5% 10 A5y fa AT BL
BV L R B A R B R A AT A SO AR B, AT I B R A B R
Hoape ke mLse, WP ABI AR, i A5 ARSI R S B AR, AT A 4
Giy ARSAT. BRESUR. LEK O AE G BT iR B B A I B &) 5
M NFIE B R R A7 A S kA J, - (Noussair, Richter, & Tyran, 2008).
A7 A8 AN ) R 0 38 5 2 (1) < S 00K A ) HRAR LATE Y O FT AT R, B8 T 20 B T LL AT
BECE T AR I, AR A W SO A BORIEAT 2 S, MR PTAL TR T A B
k. RN, B8 WA A BAT AR ZE R, AN, BRI AT LA S — B B R AR B

ZIHE RPN SR DL BB TR AR B A
Wk 1 0: 2010-06-24 U Shafir A5(1997)WF 5T ¥ 4 —Fh B K ¢ 3 53 i
WIRAVEF . 4R'E W, E-mail: fumingxu@126.com. Mg PR R ML, EWFETT, Tk
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M4 S E AR 2 7 B R 4] 50 . 2002 4,
RKTCIT f8 Ko, 448 K 22 5 B S 1 5 v s 1H B3 T
TRt e ) 8, X — 51 R T RS R IR R
B R AR SR AR OR =S, IR sk
3R T BRITL) W (euro illusion) AHES . MRIG4L)
B2 NATTESC G T A 6 52 M 4% 4 A RR T, BT
5 BN A [ B T 44 SCO A (4 5% i 170 % BR 784 18 1R
il 7= A W 22 1) I 4 (Burgoyne, Routh, &
Ellis,1999; Gamble, Gérling, Charlton, & Ranyard,
2002; Gamble, 2007; Del Missier, Bonini, &
Ranyard, 2007). 35—, M4/ 418 L)% 0 F 44
KA, B8 &I 5 A PRS2 TH 1 57 5 4) 5
LA 2 TH ) 5% 6 Z) 3 (Lea & Webley, 2006). A
ZWICRY, ARSI 5E B 4) 90 R AN
ATHEAT Ak, tetn, 58 5% B K 5 e N 38 n i)
S W7 f 7= (Shafir et al., 1997), AFE$ R4 i
i 7115 2% (Gamble et al., 2002), 5% i #i 5 24 3%
3 0 0 280 2% 1k 4040 ) A8 4K (Koorman, Faber, &
Hofmans, 2004; Cannon & Cipriani, 2006)%5 . %%
LIV T BRI 22, TR HN 22 5 S
5 YR (1 5% 1 (Fehr & Tyran, 2005, 2007).
TR R, REZWREIUEN )2
FEAET b= 80 ISR . APUE ML
T SRR . AL T, AT 44 SR
TSR A AR D). KRS, Zib
TR GBI I, AATTEL g AR B - B Bk H
2 SR BAST HEM, by Ba0EE, A4
BI04 4y W s T A SR AR 55, F 30« 5 4
0 ff B A 4 ik (Brunnermeier & Juliard, 2008;
Tyran, 2007). HE2HHRFT NN, &AL HE
A FE 2009 AEYE T LT ALK 1) 4K 4 flfE AL
FITEIXI 2 —(Stix, 2009). KK B2 1T &) 5 398 7E 5%
FAME B & — B BBk, AT 5™ 2 AN
TR FE, O AT B k. Rt
Ui, % 4000 5 300 A D B AR T T e
o TEMRSEEETEH, BEUEE PSR B T 32 44 UG
DLZESE MR, M S BRI 4 I, BB A AR A T
S TR T B R A A e, AT AR B
LI, d5 28 5% W I 2 0% Y 3% (Modigliani &
Cohn, 1979; Cohen, Polk, & Vuolteenaho, 2005;
Basak & Yan, 2009). i /£ 35 i S i sy v, $E¥t
2B MKW, WG 44 SCLL R 3G K RS By
LLR G A F 7 A B T 4D 3, A e I £ A1 3 5% g ik

5T R S AS R (AR, 2009) . 7E 421 B
A, TR LA ) A 20U A 03 TR R R ik
S T % 488 el g FSE o TR AN AL R A T g, SRk
IRAE S T AR HE BT, 200 B I i %y 1
4 SCT8 B9 0 B2 R BT, AT 2 P B IR,
MTTIE B T 6% /M %) % i 47 7F (Kahneman, Knetsch,
& Thaler, 1986), 4, 5% 1T 4J 5 52 W AT 45 184
AT 0 e WERF R, FEfr 225 NBRIT I — 4 A
AT 2y e iy AR A TR 0 R I e 2
Jn(Koorman et al., 2004). %% LTIk, T MZ4J57E
25T ARG T A TE, R AT H R AT e AR
KR, DR ER 5T B T Z0 5 119 L BHUATL ) 0 52 v
R, AT T iS008 st B e AT H
SRR HA BRI E X

2 BMmAIma O ENE

H i, %58 M 4000 i il B 3 2 P SR fE 4L,
i e 5 WA R R RS H B R, A
T L) 58 B 280 BEM LRI BEAT T 883+ .
2.1 JRERHELR

HE B2 $8 [R] — A [ A0 AE 312 4 = S0 L i e
FAMBLI %3k . Tversky Fl Kahneman (1981)iA 4 ¥k
HHE LY (decision framework) & W5 H BTl A G
KENE . ARSI ek PRI KA K
THO— RIS . AR H, JORMEZLRR T
T S AL BN ) ABUR YR S 3 1) 1 A R AE R
BT ) B R IBTE A RS EEA 1, Shafir 45
(1997) 1A g NATTHF AN [) 2 3k 1) ) W ok F2A6  e
H—, TEFIA R RABHEZL S, TR
FIRELe Ty T s S . S EEE, & T, B A
IME R U IX —R&, FLLTixRE, X—id
TR AT T 0 5 IR 45 S, & oy —Fh
RIBGFELL 7T B AL — A E G R A . FAEM
5 Bl AR RGBT ANF &R, i,
McNeil, Pauker, Sox fil Tverskey (1982) ] T iX
FESEEG BT . 43 00 LA T 26 RAF 35 Ze il ¥R 77 3%
W, b BT AR AL T 3K B R v 7 e 1)
Bro S ai R EoR, i 4y iR 1) Le gl A AE
TR KESL R 18% b FF 22 LLAE T 2 O HE 42 (1)
44%., WFEZH AR RR ST HRAR T
RN, IX SR R A BABE T 3R R il 1 e SR, B
BTl Ja R, S T AT R GE, A
AT B 22 A6 ) 1 3 B HL A S L R Y AR RIT
Ko L=, fE—FHT, AMIFHFAEXHEZER
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A BB} 22 3 S

2010 4F

A —RR AT VPG AR BE, T F B 2 A R
A, PRI A IS RN ) AN [ iR A A AR 0 58 e
Jr It Hg AT SR & F I8 M 45 R .

255 A B RE TR DL A4 SOH R B 2K 82 bR A
IR FR . 24 SUNE LE S Br (B 3 B S,
AN B FE ) 0 RN A 4, DR AT 1)
PL4 X ETE X% IR AT S e . R 1T, X
FEAERAG N1 BB, AATTIE 15
TRERERBIL B E S 4 XM ER AR HAHET
KA oy — R bAoA — AN I ) R B IR & )
— AR, B A SUIMER S AR
LA, T L AATTIE 2 45 o 240 B I 4 R 3%
PLER 4 XA L& . 121, Shafir 25(1997)
W) & N TS 5% . Ann Fll Barbara 2 4EEeNL T
[ —22 8, b JiE, FEAS A R 2w AR B IR AT
LA, Ann WIJTURRILEHZ 30000 ST, MRS
—AELAR WA AR B K, TR —fEm
ot TR T 2% (RII0ET 600 3¢ J0); Barbara i@
Fihig 30000 3£70, HF—AE LR G 18 I K 2%
& 4%, BT TR N T 5% (BN 1500 3£
T0). MHEATESRFIMETE R . SR EIR, 36%
MIHRINA Ann HHRIR, T 64% M4 I
Barbara SR o #E 44 U E L Barbara Jif 7 i 3%
KT Ann (1500 676 KT 600 3£ 76), 1 76 L Brir
B I Ann 037 T 2%i(i Barbara (X IN#H; 1%, &
Barbara 3K 45 5K B N3 58 2, AH K64 A A
Barbara [t Ann SRR LRI, AAI13E T4 X
MEH BT 8. EIP AT S 64
Bty Al 2 DL SO EE R B, B AR
H AR LA SUIN BT RS RLR 2 23 A8 5, 4
DL 44 SCAN i Bl 2 DL 44 SO MR 1 788 A0 AR S B A
i S FLAR 4k, 34 7= A2 55 1T £) %t (Fehr & Tyran,
2001).

22 HEHIFERAN

T AN E oL A T S g R A
(anchoring and adjusting heuristic)s& i Tversky #/1
Kahneman (1974) & IK$EH, & FRAA I R W7 2
PL— AR ME, B B2 <8 ok, S5 T
FEARFE o E T

ANATE AT 52 15 DL 0 HE A R T
e BRI R . A A RE I BUE I, A
PR S A8 R — AN S AR AR O 1 B AE D
HEAT W10 WL, SR Jis 40 7 8 38 %) 50 {1 A )

et 2 Ko T Be v kM AR, ek
R A T A AR A Tl ) 4 Ak S 2
B BB I AR PRE 3 LA — AT AT X (]
hy P AR, OB VIR Ak 12 DX T B A 0k
B, DR X bR B AR AR N 78 4 1 (Epley &
Gilovich, 2006; Z=ik, fX'& W, L, EFH
2008). B H, NATILETH I AN 2% (1 5% 1 B AN B
138 S AR, TR IR T 0 2 AR S RIS
B, TRAMVR BRI EE N4, JERE %M
V¥ ¢ 5, 40 %6 o) R ) B 70 7 ) R A 7RI AT AR
o, NATTRE PP A B AS ) S0 T A P B
N ATAT BRI 5 1 R 4, X P 3L ) AN Fe 4y i 5
BT R AT BT TG v i e 22, A AT AR
BRI 2 R P I e F R A RS A, 4
AT BN B2 0 AN 8, 30 5 o A0 S AT A
] fE 3 SO 9 ZY 1K fm 25 (Mussweiler & Englich,
2003). 1 H, ARG REE A, LD
23R M NADR AN E R AG v, Rl = A2 A R 72
BE (7 M 4) 5 352 e A AT W AT O
Raghubir f1 Srivastava (2002)(WF 5T £ W, 244h
PR T A2 S T 1A PP s T, AATTHE B i b
A1 T3 119 T A2 AS T T 4E 1) 20 280, AATT D00 A 30
Z . XRFA, SmmE K T ARTR, AL
ST AE M 8 1F N IR E AR T, AT
o Al A M AN E, LR TESR TR B A A
RS, FTLAE S B>, RZIFER .

X TV 1 B T S R R R
YRRV RN SR TR BB LIS, B ARG T
B T (AN 25 T, 3 52 30 JL At 11 PR 37
GREW, WTRA . ROk AR WESURB, W 2R
FAEAL VA E B TR R R A% B4 BL A
T AR A I B TR R A D A, AN A LLBR T
TRk 4 K 3647 H 8T (Jonas, Greitmeyer, Frey, &
Schultz-Hardt, 2002),

23 HEBAR

0 H (numerosity) T5 1 2 — 2 #4711 40 1= 9k
Sy BN H . 7 R A G S E X T
AMEAT IR, Lhin, Wolfe Fil Kaplon (1941)
DA Sy B3 1) SE I AT TR I, — AN oK 4 1 Y £y
Ll 58 1) — A KRS B 58 AL SR A AT b AR
Fl. [#EH, Capaldi, Miller F1 Alptekin (1989)f]
WK, ZRMG TR 75 =500 &AM A
SR 300 =R M. T LA PR 1w



A8 HE 11

ARSI R AN ES

-1817-

SRR, S E B B R — B A
(A AIE T FT o0 3% T RE) B kL
MELC ARG Sy, T a0, RETR
i), ATH A B2 15204 & (Showers, 1992). 7F
X U BF 5% B9 A Rl b, Pelham, Sumarta Fll
Myaskovsky (1994) F=230H1 57 T 4 H 75 405 )
W R A T o BR TR S o IR B ) i (AN
o LS A AT FIWT B, KB A TS 5K,
PAEREAG VAR S S fteml W, AT H AR UK,
T AN AW B B T REPE I R . At I,
WA 7847 2% JEAE T A B AR B N AT 2 T
Wk 53 N 43 B H Ste s Wi e i vl e o JE
NATTIA Ry 43 805 PR EEAR R T ISR R Ak, 3t & 3
H Ji & 2\ (numerosity heuristic).

K WY 2% & ik £ B 12 (consumer choice
theory), AATIH bbb — L6 56 2 bR fE (LE o
TR B 5 4 T B A& ) SR VP AN 28 B WS B . T B
FVP I E A PR 7 5, B A 2= AR HE
i A 22 TR FRY B 30 00 2 T (22 0t 18 ) S — 5 1
Ja, TE P E LM ME) (Darke & Freedman,
1993). H1 T AT W7 I 40 5 H 1E D VP A% 0 1 2k
&, DA A 4 5% T A R H R e AATTRE R B i B
DA K% B3 e 3 0 (v 0 B, 50 B8 P A 22 el < 5 B 0%
M%) vk, 352w A AT B %% 47 . Soman,
Wertenbroch Fll Chattopadhyay (2002) LA H [F i %
W) Ry S B, WESUAS R BR 1T T SE By TR ALY
K& L6 2R AT R B AT o B8 72 v . S5 R R,
2 Al 1] 5% AR T DS T AR 1 B T I A ATT AR 2R AR
Aoz, At BT T R K T AR BT AT
i) TR B 2 . R, X —4518 5 Raghubir Fil
Srivastava (2002) F 5045 FAH 5o 32 PRk i

RS o T ) R A A = - A L B2 2 S 9 N

RS04 10 L R B A 2510, B b/p =b/p, It
Ak A5 LU SR S 9 2 VP A A A AR B 0 A A
N, BRI T A b 2 AT T . KT
FA) b R B R TR S A R ) 2 UK AR B 1 T
M F W, B b —p™>b —p, A1 2|51
BOH R, A PTE RN Z, s
TR E L, R, FH A K& m AT
of RS 5 4 s ) 25 AR B A, 3 e A AT B T Ay
RS0 22, AT 7= A B AT 3 o
MESRERRRMBEHBRNMBRET W
Bl B8 TR 77 A 5% T L0 5 160 9 ot AS ) (0 00 B3

B 35 FEAH B, 0 Al U E B R AR A
[7) it 72 1A € - Soman 45 (2002) (MW 5T IIE SE, 3K
ANTHIAE 1) B3 5 BT 55 88 R THIE 1) 5% 1 S A7 A LG,
AATT 22Tk T 1R S B AN 6 AR, U 1) - A6 B
W2 T AL S S VRl BT H AR TR T
FITIAEL, 1% 55 e L5 1 R0 B R VP A R E 5 45 AR
#ﬁo
2.4 BMLATHEE DR

T JLAE, BEZ NS00 2 RE 22 R0 56 12E 1) i 1%
FR M R, U D) B8 1k R 3L PR BB B R
(IMRDW] Z iz H, AATRT DL 4R 30 A 5005 50
AT a3t . ik, AR E I Re A
T LR A E 5 3% T £ 58 1) o 8 0 BRATL

Weber, Rangel, Wibral f1 Falk (2009)7E 5%
e, A8 R SR A SN AN E A AR A AR
v [5] 3R VF 45 [B] % (the brain’s reward evaluation
circuitry) W% R A AJ R 7] BUIE 52 5% 1 2] 9% 1 A7
TE. SRR N =AW B, Bk, 24 APl
TA A DR L B R AT 5 RS IR, RS,
B A SR A R A T S A 4 R
L, Bn, BEAT IMRIAT 5%, W 5840 B i X
TESEI0 FBOR R o N T DX 2375 44 U B RN S
B AL B A B g DX P AN RSB R, DR
BB T A S A, TR A 4% 1R R A0 4 4%
o AN RS S AR T R IR AT 1) N R B E RS
FA A A% 350 v TR A 6 4 8 T R B R4 4 1) 50%,
Bk z Ab, AR 2564 — 8, WTE SR A% 4
AT 1R SE B ) 35 3 S AR TR ) o E Bl AR IE A AT 155
AT 45 5 T AR A I AR e B B AL AR
AN S BRI R A A b 4% 1 R AR, O Tt
S I B BT AR, AR % TR R RN
T ot O A% Al LEARANAS S A R I3 T 50%. o0t
FRER S, FARA R SRR AT R e . Ak, 7
W S, A I T 2 AR Y b 45 A T R A AN R
ok % /b, SCIR A R, 0T LU AR I
% 25 1 1 40 K P 4K #Bi(blood. oxygen level
dependent, BOLD)\ 7k, 7E ik £ 1) S 36 v,
JI& A - 52 5 X (ventromedial prefrontal cortex,
vmPFC) [0S W& . R vmPFC £ =& N
K& 25 A T BE A 0 s R B A A 1, Rm T
WA 5 T 45 7 B S AR, vmPFC BOE RE B 4R
o TR & o 4 OO (E 1 s R A AT
vmPFC WIS AN, S Tk, Y
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DB

it 2010 4F

[FTHR PEAl [P B AH R R 1 vmPFC 3005 E S 6% i %)
WAFE, R, | vmPFC B 03 %) 58 ) F2
FE 5 AR 200 A8 By VAl e ik 1 B T 4 i 1 R
TR

3 ML ImE R
3.1 DR

W R W, O35 (mood) 3 M5 BT, A
Ak T FEURR 2L 358 W 0S5 JEL o I e R L Ak TV AR
L BE I AR (Isen, 2000; Schwarz, 2002). 7E I 3L il
I, Gamble %5:(2002)8F 50 &I, T4 O 58 FEAR T
B T % i P KRR T &) B R SR EEU%LT%
PR 00 358 I 0 A5G B8 AN IR A5 BB AT T ROIR
BN, AR A 8 rhox B A0 (B oF B 22 . AH
fl3th, Gamble, Giling, Vitfjal il Marell (2005)HF
FURIL, 44 SO AR5 2500 D 22 8 45 WA 7E S AT 7
i I 5 4 KT B B 1T, T A 3R AT T B I L
(TR (=N QI FISE=E a7 (S R A - QNS Atk = S R E 2
FE I X P i 22 5 K. BRI, L BEXS 44 U (LAl U
00 m 22 ke 20 PR D, B U, O R AR AT
5 BT A FDR I P PE T 28 A AR A .
=LA RV NRIRIVE: > A1 NG (DS e A = K i s
TR M) )= A B — 2 (5 .

2 BhR]E

$% 1 504 % (currency exchange rate) A [r], A
= B8 M)W IR BE AR . WS oR, 4h
lm T B o A [ B TR 4 B0 Bl ™ A 1Y
B T 4) % e 1 A 1 1 57 ﬁ$hm$l T A%
i& WA B BT W OGR FY (Tyszka &
Przybyszewski, 2006; Raghubir & Srivastava,
mm)ﬁ%%f MAME B XA E A
BT T B S, AR A0 I B TR AR A [ B2 T A
SEBR A _EAE S S /> AN E B T A4
A 3% TR 2 Bons, AR A I BT R AE A A B
M AE S B e E 44 %% BE 22 (Wertenbroch, Soman,
& Chattopadhyay, 2007). I4h, Koorman %(2004)
EH%¢%$,%T%%MW%IW$,AMW

BT S R R A 4 7 AR A 22, e, AT
%%u2ﬁ$zzmn1¢ﬁﬁ 5K T I S
e, AENATRIBFAT W B . BMEZ,
LR ES PN T E PN S TR &)
ﬁ%1ﬁ 57 T 4] B A T R

TR AR

SRS i = N P d s E B LS Sl O P sl

BELS KT 3R Mabr ok, SR MM, 51HM
— BT P RS BRI S . 70 BT I K
UL, BT 5 MG n, AT K
Ty MK TR 2 B, AT TR R,
RPN AT AN, 7= A LI
Shafir 45(1997) 10 45 1 55 M WF 53R B, 18 57 Ik
REEIREW AN AR LRSS . £—4
B, % Adam. Ben FI Carl % 4% & 200000
LTI IR B 55, T — LA
RSz AT = NPT 2 B 4 E AR . Adam
W3 571, 5 25% M0 B B 46, JTA IR R
M55 M A% #F B T K Y 25%, —4F 5 il LA
15400 2 TC(MIK T34 23%) 245 )5 1« Ben 3K 7
T, TG B K B 5 R A, — A A
WA B, ALl 19800 25 TC(H LUK 1%) 52
DT . Carl Y5 il B8 EAK 3N 25%, BT A
A% #B Bk T KR4 25%, —4E ), MLl 24600 3%
TR T 3R 23%) 285 o [ AR AT 55 8 kg
AR X = AN N HEA T d5 4 1 % SR e A I SR
HATHER . 45 B EIR, 48% MR N A Carl (4 X
LR SPR LR 2%) M T BRIFRIAS S, TR
37%MI BRI Adam (4 X Bk Szhr B3k
290 T B iF AL Sy, BEAh 53%I0# KA Adam
T IR RS S o ML, Adam %4 X _EH R SE
br bskas, MR iF a8 5, 05 I K &0
AR RS o R M T A R I I W . T B IR AT 44
X@M‘g‘jiéliﬁ(}g, ﬁﬁ)\ TJZJ EISJE% J\ »/HK%I
BE AN ) 1 7 A5 2R [R) AR BE 1R 5
3.4 KT

N AT R HE — £
attachment) t 2% 3 i

Przybyszewski, 2006).

Vb ur]

% M 1 B K 2% (emotional
I 53 11 £) % 1) 7= A2 (Tyszka &
WHABWT, BT =5

s DL 44 X p i B T 2B i LLAR 44
Xm B 2N SBANRA T m. R
M, f AT A B T B AR R 1 R, P A
Mz 2RI, SBPOAA L — 5 2
AN A% B 55« Tyszka A1 Przybyszewski (2006) PL %}
X TCH R ARG B I 22 N B, AR ARATTAl o B
W LR PR Koo, WRoT AR KR BLRL DY AR B M
SRR AN B B SRR . DU B T A S
B 1EIT = LISEKIT = 4.15 P4 = 2219.25
W, % 5 e 26 A g A G5 10— 8 o 2 AR,
VYA A 1] 55 14 T i S B (L JR AR ) 1 o 8K 22
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SR BRI A% 1 B B R T AR AR R
o SERGEE R o, DLHLRL R LA Bk 2
Wi, HREE PP, BRI, R
JGo I, SEITRAmABMEMITT, maililh
PLSE 0 S BN A% b LLRR G I o 22 A T35
JCHEA R BRI AR 86, A AATTIA S DL J6 S B
A AS B EG B v R OT . SEEG 5 AR B, AT
X B T I AR 7 s e N AR B T A 1R J2
RN BR ML B A . T B, TFRE A
Ry AT B TR R = B AR e 1, R 3
A 5 95 52 B FLAB DR 25 5% 00
3.5 EETZE

A H ek B A A [ B T S BT 28 5 (previous
experience) fig Jik 59 A A1 1) B 1 £ % (Raghubir &
Srivastava, 2002). W5 B, Xia R i i
ST ISR 3 R, RIS ER T IR
{EAG VI 22, BRIIT o A 2 56 ) AR e Al T 52
B I B 2D R 5% 1T ) 44 U {E . 7E Raghubir
Fi Srivastava (2002)[FIWFFC, B T EAREE GIR
R0 L R U VPR 5 R o e A T SIS DR R A, A=A
FE e L. EELBRANT, R,
A1 IE B T 5 LA [R] R G 00 A R 4 O 55 T ok
PRBALR . RGTREIEIH £ 5R MIEARM
S i = £ N L e A Y U N TR S L LY
PEAVE TN WA 55 ME R A% 2 52 B0, B DR B
PRI PRSI T T AK AR B e 3 O SR G S
REW, WHE—4E LT ARBPARIR A S =2
BB 44 XA E R Rg e, A7 K, WHAE A B B T
H— & 256 1) 4 a0k A B B T 4 o AR B T
NFFA— @R E T M X E. BTl SEurs
55 W] LA 59 B 10 L)% R

WEF 2 LU LA J7 ot 55 1 4052 1
MR AT TR . Bk, SmLIN
S NSO b= I SR ZS PN S AU I Gl T
TR AR . AT U (B BT Ak FR 0 35 DA % S i
258 T8 B 5 1 3, ASRFEEE )52 m B
M5 T2 W 5% 1T A5 v ()3 B3 i ik S A/ 5
SR ) 25 A R LI AR . TR
W, 05 B 2 R B T S e AR W A AR A
B AR ORI AIE T T 4) 0, SEIEAE R, X
W AR IR LI BE I R B R 35 . Thi OB, 1R
A0 7 R 2 Wi 48 36 A ) 57 T £ D R FE B RS R o 4B,
WHBAK AR . SERT 2R R D, M H %

FAAE— S IATRGE ML, 7E AR BT 2 fx B
KPR W, B RS
4 BEERE

L M&) g Lk, & T B2 ERT
JU, WA T FWUR A . R B L)% 70K B
LA =28, BB T 5 W E T T 58 5% &)
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The Psychological Mechanism and Influential Factors
of Money Illusion
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Abstract: Money illusion refers to a cognitive bias that people have a tendency to think in terms of currency
nominal value rather than real value in transactions. Money illusion affects people’s behaviors of
consumption and investment. Many studies have shown that money illusion is widespread in real estate
investment, stock investment, organizational management, donation and other fields. Currently, the
researchers have used decision framework, anchoring and adjusting heuristic, numerosity heuristic and
neural psychological mechanism to illustrate the formation mechanism of money illusion. The researchers
have found those factors which influence money illusion, such as mood, currency exchange rate, inflation
rate, emotional attachment and previous experience. The direction for future study on money illusion is
suggested on following three aspects: deeply investigating the psychological mechanisms and influential
factors of money illusion and exploring the coping strategies of money illusion.

Key words: money illusion; decision framework; anchoring and adjusting heuristic; numerosity heuristic



