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HYRTEHRE e TAERL TOD EHERIS IV,

Keyword: 7' A~y N, fEsRANERRESR, T 7V ZNZ LAUE, —EiarErsg

HREEH

VAZRIET NN FE D IRERD &7y, £ LU TEERZEIMR
P TNDENTELIOEL DR LVE A TEIZIETH .
ZITIEHLBPIEDOLBEL %, BHEOBAL T O
\ZLDBEINERE CTH ORI E L CEZR T 212D
FHBEERDS, SR T O BN EZ RILT DA 2ok
FHALE L TEZHIVTE T, L URNBY AR T A
DUTEDHIRFENHBERO TR DT 52 21X H <05
FNSIUCTEY(Alliais, 1951; Ellsburg, 1969), AR TEIODFTak
Bl L COMFZIHE RO ANEEISEZ L O TIRILEL TL
IFUEE ARSIV TET

FDIH7EFD T, 7 aA~y N ik(prospect theory;
Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Tversky & Kahneman, 1992)IZ,
MR BRI O 2 B ED LT T L E U TIRES
NI DO THY, 4 HICELHE TEEREMICRER
Bh .2 COBLOTHD. ZOMHmMIERIE TEICE
F57 ) —<U—%, {EIZ DWW CIERASaEEC MY, Bk
FEECCINTARD, AR 7 N Al A 3 filfiEEd
i (value function), FEERIZDOVNTIIMEMERZ ARG, =
it 2 7 i/ N AT 9 2 fifi <00 B B £ (probability - weighting
function) AR E T DI LY, xR HE R OO
B [ RN N5 ) | D =y il = R . Ni 5 Nl = S-S/

G, HOBFAXDIMER p TRONDSGS, TOMET O
BV, pE L TORTER LT 2;

V (X, p) = v(X)W(p) )

ZIT, UM ERExIZ B DRI THY, wph HERIC
M ESNOHEFRIEREE CTHS. Z0Hh, MfERTEIE, LA

TOLOD L BRI DL TEZ BTN,

V(X) = X x=0 @
—A(=x)’ X <0

7277l a, BEO, 1), A>1 ThD.

T, ZOT AT NGO TH) 1 DEHEETHLDON
eFRMERIE CTHD. ZOMERINERIEIT, MeRiEzk
TENT T D INEN AT DR CTHD, MR BN
FAECAITTNFETHEA 2L OAMERSINTRY, D3
H T =L THN ST EVERL TS, CTIEEsRN
XL, EDOIH7eBEE BV Y TXEDE /R T DIk
TEAIN. AMFGED BIX, JeA T MR A4 52 L
IZEo TCZD A BRI ELE T HZ L ThD.

AR TR INEE B L 38 9~ D RF

TIVETERA ToFFEE DS, MR B2 T D B
T EEHT AR INE BEA $R 2 L C& 7= (Prelec, 1998;
Rieger & Wang, 2008; Tversky & Kahneman, 1992). F7-, #F
TEDBIEAARE T HZ L7l 2 DRI Hhfess
INEZHEET 2 /2 NTAN 70T 7 a—F HikAnin T
XV VA(Abdelaloi, 2000; Bleichrodt & Pinto, 2000; Gonzalez
& Wu, 1999). ZDOFBE/4t,0E LT, Tversky & Kahneman
(1992),
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Figure 1 {XZFEAY72MEERINERISL: ()73 Tversky & Kahenamn
(1992), (b)7> Prelec (1998), (c)7* Rieger& Wang (2006) CHE4
INTHLOERFET

F7=, IEFEOHO T Rieger& Wang (2006),

3-3b

= 370 (p_@r)p? 5
w(p)=————(p* ~(a+1)p* +ap)+ p©®

EWVSTEb DD, ZIHDOBHEE Figure 11270y LT
RLTHD. Figure 1 ZA5EHOHIT, ZIHOEHEIE

FNENROREI ST — T LSO DD, DL MR
THIBLIMEZ AL TN,

{EAESROE R - EFEROIE Nl Figure 1 CTHEAL
TWDDIE, MERINEHEREII L TR THY, i
DI AN IR SRR O i\ RN E A
X, MERED BSOS A IR O R N2
WCWAZETHD. ZO X7 a) IR A REHI - 5
RO NIL CWAZEAERL TRY, T E TS
ST kR & 7= N E BAR D Z O A FLk L Tnd
(Prelec. 1998; Tversky & Kahneman, 1992) .

BEDRA Figure 1 5L, HEFRMEOZ AR
Ui, DFEIMEREN 0B LT 1 ORI CRITARY, HREED
TR CII AL AR e 52 2T D, ZDEH70%
=%, 0 HLLIE 1 FHEOMEESMED 22 I XU Z /2 D
i, PREEOMEEO B ISR D AL T
W5, ZD XM HERME O ORI, E O WD
(diminishing sensitivity; Gonzalez & Wu, 1999; Tversky &
Kahneman, 1992)&IFH 31TV A,

BIEREEE DR R e R IR L S 2 bl
T3, HOMEFE CHeRINE RS IMefED — R Bk
ERZFET D, MERNNEEISU L, MESREAY 0.4 Atk CHYEES
BERZRX T BHENRREBRAIIT DS LTV B (Tversky &
Kahneman, 1992) .

FESIREARRBVROLE MRS I ETHEE
EZRECBRA~DOINEEE L CE#T LR CTHY, i
FCEDRERBUTHRE & 72b DN EZ DD, FRIHERD
WHECIL, —EDOMERED T THREEFDH LD TEHFIG
K, —EOMERTHRIZZHTe D FIREMO H LRI
D 2 DT, HEERNNERILD /T A—2—HEEME T2, 8
JSRILD J57 53— IR BIEU TR O Fe R I B REE) S5
DB EN S I TS (Abdellaoui, 2000; Tversky &
Kahneman, 1992).

TR N R DI R 95

ZDIINT, e MERSE IO IR THY,
TSN 2 7R RHEA DI TONVD. TIE, 2089578
IO T E ZIZHDDTEA7. EDIH 7585
TRBRERET, ZOIH7 RN 395 EEIAIRHM)
ENABDTEAIN. LATIS, 20 ISk 5 EE 2 e T
SR ZIRA~D.

YTV TNEESRTE

TR IR DI D/ /1727 7 o —F D 1 I3,
HHESEIC BT ARG =—a AZER 358
DTHD. ZOT 7 a—F OFR PR L, “7 L
IZEESLPE” (decision by sampling; YA FDbS, Stewart,
Chater, & Brown, 2006)XFHEIHH D Téh%. DbS TiE, A
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Figure 2 the British National Corpus 7 >>1ERL7-RESSNE
B 7T 7 NODHERR LT — 212kl T4 Tl 7= Tversky
& Kahneman (1992)=\D e INEE R

D& DRI 392 FBIAFHmIE, ) (ordinal) 72
O beigL, FRBSMEZO B OISO SIET .
SUVRZ UL, ZOREAD T TIE, FHlixGE72 204
PSR DD HCBhE g Dl Hrl L CfafEl“ L K
UV LTSI TEDNT Lo T, FORIRD EERIRHLA N
FHZEITI2D. EHIT DbS T, FHIFE DTN TORIRL
DY T, FHEFUZ IS DR HE A SR T%
LIET 5. 2RO HBUSAEE L\ NEE LY FAZOH
M ED HEEHI S TIONT-ZEIZ720, EORFED TN
M IAEN S @< 72 b TR HD THS.

ZDISRT T a—FITHSE, IR INEBE DR
% H AR O RO ARSI 2= — a2 AR T2,
Ho1x, HEAEEOHP CTHOONAMEREE T IHROA
ECAERE DS FEEIEIN RS T D EE L, AEEAEREED DR
SNDFEINBREDHERIELE DI BfRE /T 200 %
WaatU7z. BARRIIZH% 51X, British National Corpus D H
Tpossible”, “uncertain” VNSl AREEMEA TS T1 OFE
HOHBBERE RS RL, 20 £ OPEREAEID T1 D
BINFEU R HEREFIES Y, RELOFHERIRA EREEmER
EDORRHAF~7=(Figure 2). Figure 2 2L/~ IO, H
BUSERED O A S AU AN TR ERERI e LGS
T —T7 %N TRY, MR INERSE AL 7= B2
LTCWA. EEE, FEIEALIZSL T Tversky & Kahneman
(1992)57 A 7 DR INE IR A Y TIDO TR, IRIEFREK
130.92 THY, FIMEESNT/ T A—2—(30.59 LFATHF
FETELIV TV A HEEAEI T METoH > 7= (Stewart et al,
2006).
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DORATBEADERELTELZDLDTHS.
Rottenstreich (2004)1Z, ¥4 7 EBIREHM L BBl ES<
SEAM” (valuation by calculation) & “ B R 12 B D < FEAIG
(valuation by feeling) D X FMHENE T HETFEL, fleRNE
B OIIRITZ D 2 2OT B ADFBN LA AL
Moz AU, A TR R RO ER DV TR
DIRSDFREFEA FBIIN SR DD LALE L, DO
e BN TAE T D0 E D E W T BRI B LT
PSS Z U TRV o0 Y, i 2
DOFHEDO I % AT DE/RD.

L EOFE, HEMEOFHmIZH TIED7=bD0 Figure
3 ThD. Mtz a i 2854, I SEHmTRE
FIRRNOE I FADL T2, HEREO R X ZBREE D
EZHED R D RNER. Z AU UG F <Gt
A, RSSO BO AT IR THHT-0, HHERDAE
EAESNTRT 0%, HDHVNE 100% 0 ETo 28k
(U2 b DD, ZN LSOOI OV TIE L
FIBEL 720 (XD SH4Y), B OREL TIAT V7 B
BTG D E70%. 2 U TR HESR I35 81
BRI AU 2 SO T aEAD ALY, 1 REPE AT
> 7 BIED O 572 BEIR A T2, HeshNERHL o
IO BEIEIFONDZ 725,

FATHFRE OB 23

FECRU AT O GBI T b FesR N EE B4 D
FARIZ DWW TEEAHITHY, 7> B BRGNS 5-
ZTCWBENZ D, £ Stewart et al. 2006)12-DVVTHE, =
BINIRHMIZE RS T D Bl 0 e AR R E LT BT, =R
B35 N[O FBHIER OERZ, BEAEEOHFD
REEFAFHAR 2= — 2 2 AR TS S EIRGRN .
—7J5, Hsee & Rottenstreich (20047 7 —F%, FE=AN
HEA 2 SOEIRD T A)GIIRT D AN BIRZE



LWz 0.

19 1 DEE/RDOIL, Stewart et al. (2006)7 DbS %, Hsee
& Rottenstreich(200)Z 31T DRI Z L BFHIE T
X, MEOT 7 m—FILBERIHN T HmTHD. 378
B, Stewart et al . (2006)/%, DbS LISAD T T AH RN
B A 5L QWA ZEE R ET HHLOTIHRV. F,
Hsee & Rottenstreich (2004)i% B 5D FBHDGaillz, AE
D R L — )L — ZDALFRY SRS S ARAL
HO 2 SOUBNZFESN TN LT 5 HilfEH . g.,
Epstein, 199923k, A& ZFHRIZIES M, %E 2K

I FEAEHI AT TVVA, T EEEHSRO T,

HA LR F SR SRR 2 i U B TR E S
ERETHDHESNTE(e g., Evans & Over, 1996), =D
T A ®EEEOARHEIFM I 2= — a0 T
RT3 2 EBEHED M S A Tl D2 s13
FEFEFRRO M 2 3RO T AR TH 5.

HUEUZ, DbS 723 Hsee & Rottenstreich (20002575
RN DRH IR AT DAL TR L, KEaEE
725 CLDDIE, HFEREEAAE, WS Fbfpa A b4k
LT T HRE G52 DDV STHAD . AL TILLL
TS, HERIEOEFOTEHREL DB, 2081675
MEAE R4S, 2T, BEAERO R CHERN, O
DIEFOTEREIHES TAREL, 73D A DbS IZd-THER
EO EBRHIE BN TNDEE R DE, WS FHRID Ak
HoNLZENE)ND.
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Keren & Teigen (2001)1%, ADMER{EA 2 TEREL T
LUMIEZ AL TOBEEZ TWDADITTIEARL, TE#REL
D i\ R ATEO RN HESRE S H B 2 T
BHZEEFERINR U, IRSIIERE TR C 2 S¥diE
HORERARL, EHOLMEREL THiinformative), &2
NI 357 (valuable) 2 IR SB- 7=, ZOFER, #5
TEADNED 0 7> 100 (ZUTV, Kok R S5, £ LT
RN EOHEZRD LD IEREL T 3D & A 70
TEMHHZEE R LZ. BEERIZAIUZE, Keren &
Teigen (200DIXHEAHD NDISHERIZHRIL T ATEDEF M
EHLTNDILERL COAERIRTES. MR 3D
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Keren & Teigen (2001) C RS- HERMEI 63 20T,

AREWNZITEMOIT T ORI KL TH 2 ME

o o
o © <
Q
S p=0.1 ° p=0.2 =3 p=0.3 ] p=0.4
< < 2
o o
3 3 v
3
o o , o]
3 . 3 . E
00 0. 0.8 0.0 0. 0.8 0.0 0.4 08 0.0 0.4 08
q q q q
o o o
B B 3
. p=0.5 . p=0.6 ol p=0.7 o] p=0.8
2 2 2 2
¢ ¢
¢ ¢
o o o o
3 3 2 2
o o o o
3 E E B
0 04 0.8

o

Figure 4. KL {Ffia Haaes, BHR: XHho p OfE,
il 2 DN I HE R A .

FHTEL QBRI HZS.

ZITC, BHREL TOAMMEL L E DI B DR T &
BDNEHEZTHED. 1| DOFBELLT, BEPR7
(Shanonn, 1948)4 &z AZEINTED. FFH 2 G HElT—
AN, THEROZT FFRIERRE L THL QU RERSY
fik, FERTHESIV MR AL O R L TRBISNS.
ZOFHRED 1 SELTHNNY T T4 7 F 1 EKullback &
Leibler, 1951;LAF KL 1EH&EEHIT HZENTES. KL H
WEIT TIHFROYGA,

D(P Q)= plogap+(1— p)log P )

1-q

TRIND. ZZTPEQIIMERMN, p& glIZNENDRE
FOAN TN D HGOERHER, n 1 IF5ERT. =
O KL 5%~y MU= 0% Figure 4 (Z7~9. Figure 4
Td b, FROFEIDRLT ST THANARY VERHER
% R FEL > CODAXIO Hllo 7 Z7), iRl LT
e L CTRON AEHERIT L 7RI B A R,
W RN EV R R > QDA 7
DREEAN DN TENS.

FikH2008)1%, Keren & Teigen (2001)03 L 7=Z0 .23,
TP IHEED F COERED T kT 5% L
7o, T MERCESNE, AN DZabiRqTHD” Vo7 53T
R DB, ZORMSUTEEND p & q AT-ST
WDTERIMENE 72 L TODEWIE D TdhD(Oaksford &
Chater, 1994). ZOGEILAMANES - BREREEL Ok~
PRJRE CRNIL COBEE 2 B, ZOREIZL > TR
FiFKlayman & Ha, 1987; Oaksford & Chater, 1994), [KI5J7
I (McKenzie & Mikellsen, 2007)72E D REZE WG/ F D5
S DA D LN ATREL 2 DT LN EIHIL TNV,

T MR E 2 R EO RN S T A5,
PERE VIO CT 32 PRI DL, THIO%T
G lip o QD RO LT SR ERFIBUEL, &
DB HEANTH-Z DI ERIERO A IS 2 HIWL T
WAHZEIZ/2 D, BLZOEN Y TULELDO ThIUT, 1K
UHEREARU R TIES G-2 S, o B 0RE




BB DO TEHREDIMEN ST 2D %6, &\
REEURTIERN G2 5NV FRIOREICNK T 57
D, WTIEE#REL COMAED @O EHIE§ 2. ZDkH7p3
H—217, £ELL Keren & Teigen (2001) T RS-
7ot ROVE\OHERA~ DB —ET Db DEVZ . H
FH2008)1%, $oMDIFERRFA B CLL ORI
T D RV RRHIA S TUND.

FEEEIZHS< DbS

HAFOFI I, FEERO TR Zx35 A MO PR
B LFEOBIFIN VBRI e TNDZEERL TA. 2
T OBRRN DI, SREMEERFHO HBUEE D /AT
5. Stewart et al. (20060)DT —H%&HDHL, SHEMeREHL
O HBBEE T A TOMERIAT—HETIIRL, 0% b LI
100% ZFTHOOIEFITHBIBHE ®L, WEZT TR
HBBEEE RO 60%7% 5TV A(Figure 5) .

DI BT, SEEMERO HBUBEEN, fesfao
FEOMFHREI N> THIIL QWD ATREMZ ZRIRL TUVD.
Figure 4 ##H5&5375H89\8, MEEREO TR T FaifesE
MDEDIH7GETHIL 0%, HDHE 100% 21T O<UEE B
TR BEEERL VD, DFY, SREMERRIN A HAEIRD
HC, ZORIDITRTHERIEO R T HIEHMEIIE T CTH
BLTWHEBZLNLDTHD.

ZZT, SiateRo HBISEEMEREIZIE S, OB
BAFEIZHAAUNT DbS 2TV WD ERELT- 5D,
FfHE DbS (ZEE SO TS - EBINR NS O BtRE
Figure 6 |Z7~9". ZZ ClIMv D MHEIZIEE DX, Fifiees
0.4 LLUTIHEREAFIEL CThD. ek HDE, KD
R - iRty N, & ONEEEDOJ 2 RBIL Tk
0, WLt S FTRID I 72> TOAZENATENS.
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Figure 6. [FfElc i< DbS OFER: I OFREAY DbS
DIHDEBZANEUT-FERNNEAE, HH)S DbS 12z
R L DRI DA E L T fesR INEAE.

ARFFETIL, "EHRICL DI DD oD HIEL T
BY, TRHRICL LRI B OB T T AT UL IS
DOMEEINERIEN T L — BRI D%, 1EkfeR
JNERSEAZ K- 272D (Figure 6 DOFRD. EHI12H9 1
DBURZENDIL, HRERT AR, FERIEDY 50%L0HIR
BT TR > TN ThD. ZhUud, f R EEEH
L QW72 THHED _EA0 BRI T EfeERD )5
TRENWZLTES.

PLEARFEDDHE, DbS DHEFEOEREINES T T
W e, A7y 7 BT RO S PR RN
HEEEL THEOIL, SHIZ7FHRICLLFHN” DR E7 L
b3 2L, HERIERSN CET-HERIERIEU I RO
AR NE N D Z ERHBNNI 25T, bbbl o
A, FER 69D N HEGEHE X, R iR
EOFEE, BEEEROHFTHZ ONAMEREROY T
VAT ORI TS NAZ 2T H DO ThS.

DL RO, RRME SRR C O e INE R
DOICIRDOFENENH I RLEBFE S THS. DenesRaji &
Epstein (19941, HilAOQEE - ARONER)S, FIfSaEkE
FRRAEI C B p o T B B RREITH L TR TVAZ
LR ERINTRUTZ, BRI HIE, e 347 A (ratio
bias; Denes—Raji & Epstein, 1994) LI ENDREREMDE G
3, HISGRISBANSGHO T TELAONDLZ LB WEL
Tk, BAIWSER IS5 D 5 TR e T 5 & FiE
LCW5. BANRGALER D S8 3 RIS L0 b 8 25D
FCH FNDETHIRBIE, HISGHEIZB T DHERINE
RSB 7 p 2 LT ARV D, ZDIDIT,
AL CHRE LT AU LRI AEE L D e N B R
DILIROZEA LN CHH ATHETHY, SR i
F#EPHE AL CODETHITCES.
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21 Stewart et al. (2006)DHEZE% DbS A5l )
DHIENTED,

2. BEAIEOHERERO AT, TOMEREILOHE
RIS TRY, ZOINAR T DHERIEDSEE
A DbS DIRET D&% 7 mE AT T8
AR HilaAER T D8, MEFINERHROEET 51 S
FHIFRMFOND,
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iﬁﬁﬂé’]&&fﬂs@ﬂf’@f DIFENZED, FATIIGED 3K

I EEEERRO ML EEAITHD,

D 3 FUTeD. W, oo 3 ST BIRE S CIIESRRA T
WA T, HRLIFEIREINEEND. FIAHBORE
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OT A TR, M ONSEEatT — X LR INE
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ARFFEIT B AR IR B RER 98 B 58 b GREE 5
5491) OO T-.
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