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1. RBUHI

NENF—RT 2 EEERAERIC K > TRECHMZZEATLE). HIZIE, 7vA) v I73iRo k91, B
HIC 5 2 6 NI BHEIG RO DRRHEC | 2 5.2 28ASA 7 AR ST w5 (Tversky & Kahneman,
1974). 72V ¥ RGBT 2RIC B W, b HARIERE DTSR, 65 2210 TIEE % X 9 ITHEL 72
V=L FZFHL T, EFRSMEIL—L Y b TlhEokl (7vAh—) EEEICHD S 77 AiEEOHE A&
HEEXRNER) DEBLLDIRE, H20IINZ VL E) R RS, #EENROBARNZREE % e X7k
FE, 7 ¥ B —DfED 65 TH - 1A OREE DHIHEE 45% IS 41, 10 TH - 7B HOHEE DIt X 25%
DRI, kI, 7yA)  IRIREE, HEEIIZERBHRTH 13T DT > A —53, BitOBEHEEIC
WEE I T 2 L 2ERT 5 (Tversky & Kahneman, 1974).

Fre, TUAV Y ZHRIFHERCS B on, IEAIRNARTEIZ ] S 2 IEE AR E L THIS i Tw 53
(Mussweiler, Englich, & Strack, 2004), Z DF4: A A = R LIZIFFDI% . RS, ED X ) e r v h ) v 7%
BOFET 2D L TUIHS DI > TN 2 L% 0, FERDIIZETIE, $ER L ABEO KR ND AT
AV IR R H 2 5 LB ZHETAPRBIN TS (Jacowitz & Kahneman, 1995; Wilson et al., 1996;
Wong & Kwong, 2000; Critcher & Gilovich, 2008). —/7C, HHEIETIX, BMOAMifECIR, & 2 Wwidkiiss &,
Bz RBE RN T WS, b L, BHEDIROATT v A1) v ZRFET 50 ThiuL, HITT 22 TORKIE
ISR 2T 5 2 Ll . 2D, EROETIVICNED &, NHEIOHIWT & 135l % 72 7 N2 6T %
L) BAZEREWITH S EFZD. LoL, NEDOHW 2R 2 701D E TN b HBE T 2 050D 5.
Bl ZIE, 7oAV v IIROFEEIIIERN LSO ENRBEAARTH S EEZ 6N TS (Strack &
Mussweiler, 1997; Mussweiler & Strack, 1999a, b, 2001; Mussweiler, Strack, & Pfeier, 2000). EARNICIZ, SRS I
150m DEE & W) REDER IR, 77 v T v 7V 7O S ICBT 2 HEE 2T 523, 150m DREIE
&) FIAR R IE EREOHEE IZZL L v, EE E VLI R E 77 v 7 7L D& v ) it
ERNROEAITIE, S &0 ) BRI 23R, —J57C, Bl & ) R OEAIE, HEERR & OREKT
BB IZFS, 2D, TV h ) v IROFAITIE, MOERN A OO I BNETH B EEZ 5N TN 5.
DF D, ANEIOHEHIEEZ L5 7 NS Z(0T 2 & 9 BAZES ATz <, B 21572 LT & 21 H
DEZ SNIGEICORAWEEZ T ETFHT I EDTES. L Lahs, ERIEEZFcryhy v
TR EFEZE D I EDTERODY, DF D, FIM L HEERSR & ORNCERNZBEN 2 BRI T v A ) v
PRIRDFEE L 2 0 ODIIREI TR, 2O K 9 BBEEIC X T, BIEDOKND AR T v h ) v 7RIS
BrhH2 25 EE25ET )V (Jacowitz & Kahneman, 1995; Wilson et al., 1996; Wong & Kwong, 2000; Critcher & Gilovich,
2008) &7 VA v IR OFAEIIIERNLAE RO ERINETH S EEZ HET L (Strack & Mussweiler, 1997,
Mussweiler & Strack, 1999a, b, 2001; Mussweiler, Strack, & Pfeier, 2000), &5 & DE TILHIE L\ DPITHT 287 L\
AIRDME S 125 ITREMED S .

2. EER1

FR 1 T, BUEOAZEER LICGAEITT v A ) v TRIRDEAT 2 DD £ 9 >, Eifitize GEefili & HEE RS
& DRNCERINRBEDI0 235 25E0IE T v A ) v TR T 200 £ 9 a2 Biat Lz, K, AT
fEICHNL 2T 2 2 & CRIRINZA BN D 2 R4E S L9 Likade, DUNICHM 2 L 2Bl %2 B %, 150 &
I Bl BBz iE, 2 0B M E R L TR0 EAHETH L. Z2D720H, 150 D & I RBiEORRZ T T
V&, Bl & HEERR & OBWRNARER D BZ L EPHTE S, —J5T, 150m &\ B &2 M 7 Bz Rcsa
IZiE, RIZRLT0 L I EPHRTE 2. HENRICMIDRE I 2 L 72354, 150m &\v ) B EHEESE 5 h
ROMTTRIZHEIE TV 570, MHEDORKNEED ) DUEL 25D TIERWhr e PRL .

2.1. EBRESE
g2 £ OTIBRIZET TICHBRSIE % Web CHEE L 72 Web JHTEICIE 236 3B L 72, F2HiE Web
E® Qualtrics TiE{TL 7 (http://www.qualtrics.com)..



@ Ve

X 1. 8 1 CEH LK. £2>bIEIZ, 150, 25, 150m, 150kg, 25m, 25kg 7~ LT3,

2.2, SEREUE - K - FHEE

% DARADIERZHS vk EZ 5N B F 2 a N\OWERERE 75 v 7V 7V 7TDE S ZHEEHRICE
E LT UFICEBRTREoMZ208 T 2. M1 IR L7 6 BEOS DT 1 iz 7 v ¥ LICEHRESInE I
RL, “MEFEPNTVREERIDLERAIZELTLEIWEEML . Z08%, #HENROEEZ FHEI 7.
79Ty INITIDEE 2 PRI EETIE, 150 (n=29), 25 (n = 30), 150m (1 = 30), 25m (n =32)ZfFH L 7z. —
JCF = a NOVRER PRI S 7BETIE, 150 (n=25), 25 (n=30), 150kg (n = 31), 25kg (n =29) % H&n L 7=.

HIFEEDARN P2 I TROR L 72 2 OB Z DU M ICbR 5. 1 IH OB, FHRSIN# I Ho &K %2
EONBROEICTE720TH 2. FIZIE, FAPTOIXFREAEICK LT, [MhEFHNThH 2 DHI3E S I bET
E5. 2D, FHFESMHEIZ, Z ORI K > TROMEICEE 252 3¢ L) L LTwaEMZES N5 AR
D3 5 72 DIHIFHER T2 L 72, 2 SEOFHE LT, WBMEOE WL D b, REEDEH
FOFHFRAN LI 5 3 A DEED, {mblgﬂlﬁfl_@ﬁ)ﬁgh% EDHIS T\ 5  (Diemand-Yauman,
Oppenheimer, & Vaughan, 2011). Z ZC, BHIIN$ 2 58RI BT % 2 A b 2@ 758, FS 7T > A Y
YRR G Z DRI E B E PR LB 2 BB 6, FER 1 T, GiAD S W R E LT
il A L 7z

23. MR

FEROFERZ K2, 3SR T, EEROFER, 777 v 7V IMOE I BMEENRTH - 7254, 150m (M
=174.710, SDw =277.133) £25m (M, =51.862, SD,, =78.964)% I L 7228 Tk, HREAREBRR o (¢
[35.149] = 23675, p = 024, d = .59). —J5"C, 150 (Mn=47.800, SDw=46.018) & 25 (Myn=46.56667, SDwn=59.614)% FEKIZ
A L 728 Cl, BEARENR O N o7 (1[52.726] = 0.086, p = 931, d = .02). F = 2 ADSKEDMHEE XS
RTH > 1GHETIE, 150kg (M= 67.133, SD=7.200) & 25kg (Mix= 63.000, SDix=7.526)% FIFLI ] L 7228 Tl
BEEADPR SN (¢1[59.973] = 2.209, p = .03, d = .56). —J7C, 150 (Mig=66.586, SDig= 10.537) & 25 (Mig=64.033,
SDig="7.490)% FRFIZfEF L 728, BEZAZENPR SN h o7 (1[50.418]=1.069, p= 29, d = 28).

24. EBE

FEEROFERD S, BIEDERIZTTET v A v VIR 2R EIE oW T LS DIk o7 $72, Bl
WAL MA R 7o A= LTERT 28T, 7Vh ) Y IRIRPFEET 5 2 L2327z 2o D
B, BHED TR DADEETH % &5 2 2HERDMFED AR (Jacowitz & Kahneman, 1995; Wilson et al., 1996;
Wong & Kwong, 2000; Critcher & Gilovich, 2008) 2> 5 1 Pl TE 2> 72AERTH 5.

3. EER2

TR OFERD S, BUEEHN 2R E L TEZ5 2 ETHOTT VA ) Y TIRPFET 2 L) 2 EDHS
DT o7z, BRBD X 9 1B IR & HEE SR & ORISR B2 N2 2 72l L7z, 20ko, ki
D & 9 BEWNRBHENEZ F o 5 2 & DMHPRIUSHN 2§ 2 083500 b Livk v, fERDOIFZETIE, #
EPR S N & b BRI EZ BOFELRS 2 LT, 20 HIBHICEET 2 L W) HERET VA v 7
B E ) BIRDYAIS 11T\ % (Epley & Gilovich, 2001). #ilZ1E, % < DAY + v A OFEHE S Z PRS2 B0 H



CFEAERNTIKDEE R 0°CZ T v A—E LTHHLTL %9 (Bpley & Gilovich, 2001). D X 9 G150 5,
b L HCOFEMICHAL (I E HEE W R L OBRN BN D)2 OTEDR 2 2 LT EGA, b2 2R
LCHT YA Y IRIRIEHET 2D TIE R0 L PIRTE 5. 7, {EROMYETIE, SEBERILIESESERE
Peo TEWRIMEZ 5B 2 EDMIS T 5 (Hall, Horgan, & Murphy, 2019). JESEEER & 12, RIELHKE)
E EIcREEIN DD, ERELTREEZHHL Z2VWEATOEHRE LED SN T3 (Hall, Horgan, &
Murphy, 2019). % ZC, S5 2 CIXFRICEAE % L 222056, JESFEN72 051 TR E HEE R & DR 72
BN 2R LB Ty A ) v IRIRDRE T 20D E ) DS I 5.

3.1. ERBIE
FEBR 2 1%, IR AEDFEZ NG IR 2 FEE L, SIS 101 BD3SI L 72 (& 76 44, B 25 44). F46a1%
Qualtrics “TFfT L 72 (http://www.qualtrics.com).

{1

3.2, EBERE - R - FRE

DU IC IR TR & 250 5. FESMFICK 2 D X 9 RlifREZEIR L, TZ0 X ) ko VR S B,
EDFEED PR Z H U £ 9700 EER L 7. SEBE, K2 1R L7z & 912,80 (n=52)72 13 h3FHd sz
THHE OBERESRE 0-80 (n = 49) & HONIOEEGRD 2 BE2 AR L 7. AT, &5 5 OMIRD A% HER
L7:. ZLT, £65DHOEERGIGE 80km N TETT 208035 5 2 L 2R L T 5D T, GwbiIc 135
a5 2 7.
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200 200
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33. R

FRFHERZ KBRS, HEEITW LT, ZRENORRT « MUEZFNEL 72. Z DGR, “80” DA ERLIEH
& (Mig= 81.384, SDie= 12.496), “0-80"% 713 L 72358 (Mig= 73.326, SDye= 10.393) DR TIL, AREALEVH G
72 (¢[99]=3.511, p=.0006,d=0.7).

4. BAEREm

IR TIX, BUEZ 2R E LT L 725803 7 v A ) Y PRI L w2 3ot £, B
fIEIC BB 2 FHT 7R SR L7258 iE 7 v A ) v PRIRDSFAE LT, SRS OFERD S, 7v A ) v 78I
BlEZ IR T 2 7217 THAT 2BIRTIRZ% C, BHEDPHEE N R &6 D BRI Y 2F > T 256105
HT 28R TH D I EDHS DI o7z FRFER 2 DR 6, Bl & HEEXNR LA S D DEIRIN AR EDY) 2R
T OIIFZHN 2 T 20803\ 2 D00 7o, RS, ik EOSEEEHRTCIE A C, Rk E LT i
AT 2 I LT, FESRENLITETEE L HEENR &L OFWRNAREED) 2 T2 2 L HEE.

IR 1 T, BT R PR T BBRIC, 150 25 7 EOBUEE SR L7z, 23S DD 5 1%, PO S PRE
2R 5 NED 0I5 9. —J5T, 180 LW ) Hifiiz Fl7c & ZITIEHE, 35 L) #iiz B & ZITiEAE, &
0% 70 &) FfiEE R7BICIERAEZ ERR LT wd Ltk 2070, S0 FEERCIEEME T
DIETRTIZT v A ) v TRIRDFA L a5 7223, B2 CHHEERNRZ R L 2T WEEOS ST T v A Y
¥ IRIR A S I ¢ DAL D 5. SHOWZETIE, BUEDRFORIER & Bufifi % FL7- BT & 2 ik & 2%
L, £k RBdETHIURL, BHEZ VT DR TH 7 A ) Y PRIRBHEAET 200, HE 0L, EOFETH. K
E72T DEERTIE T v A ) v TR L R oD a2 BET L Twe .

X 4. 82 CEA LK. EAD3SBEHROMH ChROE 80km LA FDEITER LTS, EDEHRIT—RK
ENTAE SN TV BIERR T, A OEBITIERO T2 DITET- /B LTz,

100 — .
y, ‘ N
- N
N\ /
AN / A\ )
° 80 0-80
w5 p < 001

X5 EOBRBEOHMESHEZHTHLEI)»IBET 202 L C0, MR km 2R LT3,
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