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1. [XC®HIC

W HESGR, HDWIET 1 A7 - EEGG(Kahneman
& Tversky, 1979) &\ o 7o B R ERGRIL, BSOS
F LS ERMERS(MEFRE, MFNE)EMHREOEELS
GHHAME)DFECTHER L, ZDOR/NIHE S BIRZ KD 5.
Z 2 CIIAREEN: LA ENTINETH D, FERAN
CORRERLHERIIZORE” Lol ENhSH )
R & TRTE DEMRIFEE SN T, L LEL
T BEOREVELS TS0z, o
TAEOMHBENHER LRI T 22 EREL
(Pleskac & Hertwig, 2014), FZEED A H “FiK D AR E
UNREBLIEAE Tz < W (Hoffart et al, 2019; Pleskac &
Hertwig, 2014) & 772 L CIRTE LT 5 ATREMED MR &
Tk,

ARG 72852 & L C Pleskac & Herwtig (2014)738% 5.
oL, BMBEIL -S> -HHCB L85 R L TE
DERERDLIETIY T DR OHEE & RDIZ & T A,
1D EHNE L 12 DIFE T DOEFAN YT DIEEIME L
RS DIAMER A R L7z, Z OfH[A)IX Hoffart et al.
(2019) TH IS4, 7> Skylark & Prabhu-Naik (2018)
CIIHERED @ NE EF DAL D BFMME RS B
LV HMOMEEGHERL TS, M T
Nakamura(2020) X [F—Z & (2 xkF U CRED S iR 4
HEP S W23 &, fesRi DR AHEE S ¥ DD
2 F¥EZ, RIS &8 R0 ) DGO LD
HINTEIE S 7GR, FFRRILCIXE AN TR O

AL CRER L & OMICA OB MR L3, 18
JRULTIHEANTZ D L 95 Zexb i BERIT A S 7z
not-.

Y EOSATRRFE O RIESIVI O S - iR O fE 23 BR
B S7cZ & Th D, JeATIE TR SR D
EIT ATV XK 8T M 2 (Nakamura, 2020
Hoffart et al, 2019), FE=R T2 X5/ T 1%(FFAT, 2019)
VWS TETH-T-. L LBEEDOT, FlziEEL
U Tl 5O Y REF IR N RIS LT, Yk
WERITHINTIL 1000 H43D 1 FRE, e KT 10% 58
ETHY, FATHITE T TE 7284 - ROl
BIEZ R E ZUTIRE Sz, HHWITBIERNR L
HDLEWVWR D, ETTANIFETHE, E< LTHRESN
% £ 9 2Rl AR ViR - RS OB A IV T,
TR & SR ORI RAL T D DO EETT 5.

2. AE

HERPEE | XA P C AR 70 DI A B0 CRL L7 7
F—DE 944, BT TR UIER T 4 — L% 47 408
B LTz, RIS RN B A E ORI LA T Google
form & W o, FIEFII" Y25 L x HEZHEL LR
HHELET, ZOEL CICY BRI MY%E & E
WET 2" & D BHE DR A HERIT 238, iz
T" YT DMEEN Yy %DELS UdHELET, ZOF
STCICY7=D LV BEZFTM2"E WV o TR
AR HENIT 23D 2 & RIE LTz, &80 s
LT 240 9, 300 [, 400 [, 470 . 1200 [, 1600
M. 2800 [, 3000 [, 10,000 . 100,000 4. 1,000,000
M. 10,000000 . 150,000,000 [5. 700,000,000 [ 14
TS A R L, fEZRfE & LTI 0.000005%, 0.00001%.
0.000015%. 0.0005%. 0.02%. 0.1%. 1%. 10%. 17%.
33%. 50%. 67%. 83%. 99%D 14 FfEAHRL, 4
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3. MRBIUEE

Figure 1 |Z&KA) GIERZHEE T D 5:0F, Figure 2 12
MeEN LB EHTET D&M OVEFEEE T, =
NWHDRIART L 9IS, MEFETHIOMENRRE 72
DIEEL O OIS < 72 2 IECBIBIFR RN L
TS ENDD. BRI OREREHEET H5ET
IR Bl & BT O YR T D RN H o 120
EH B OLETHEEL U BIRER RN LT D 2
bMWD, TNHDOT—=HITH L THEH - RN
FT 10 ZIKE Liexle T — 2 #E# LT- 5 2 Tl
FHOMBAZFEH LIERER, Wb AERADHEE L
~LTz.

RIT, WSRO FLREEM 2 EEROFE S Cofi e
DIEETHTHD &, GFNOREFREHEET D551
%10 ZE L L7 iis L7256 T b ERR o Y
MR LY LBMEOFYREERERITEmVEEZ TR LT
HOIZX L, MR LA HEE T H5AI2 10 ZJE &
L=t 24 % L BME O EMEIZERR O SFEI T
WREE & 72 o TWD Z N ahnD . BFEN LR HE
TET D56 TITEE - TR L HICSINE OREEE
D 95%ERX DO FNIFBED T L YiEMERITE
FN TRV, ZAUCK L CHERIN O &REEHEET D
Azl BUE - BEFEEE BICHEOEL LYk
SHRUTBINE OFEEMD 95% XN E EN TN 5.
DX D AT, FEREINC D & YRR O HIWT X
BFELY LKA SN DEA 03 H D DITK L, Yidke
BAOFZIZZ DL D R RN AE TN & 2RT
HLOTHS.
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