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EAT—#: EAmE@mENERES K
o ERET d B xFE Tz AEHR’

("R AR, M 510632) C T R4 RlA B TRIE BAEEE, M 510632)

H E EAREMREF RO F SO BER L, 28 T2 B AR AIE £ 2 BT
ol BAEE, EAF LN T RMAEFCEEZRE, FRMPATIER ARG, ZFF KRG, X
A 5 R R RANAEG Z 4. e B dm b ek An B X Kok LR R, RAFERAL TR, MEHLA
. MR, REAGE LA RN K R LN A RS AN TR P RZ, 75, ATHEURET
BREM, FRERRTRIEZED FTHATHA ., N Foth 69 T E AR MWIE ) 64 F o Ffeifl 45,

K@iE EH, REF R, HELRE, ReBs, kEE%

SES B849: 091

1 3l& AT LA R ) 124
. . JE 1 (stress) AR <RI B, 5 SRR B0 2
- R, R

| 2019FA, COVID-I9 BRI, THRENE g g, oy 7 bR i
TS TS SOl D DY FASIE U \ .
y , - A s , — ZRI A AL N (von Helversen & Rieskamp,
SO ARG R B R D3R R4 4%, 2021; FBE, W N .

AT A (R ‘ 2020). MANAEAEAR ] B AR o] 5] (1 5
FF, 2013). ABBEERBEIITRRIER Lo e b
WAES, SATT L TG I o, S8 A AE 1 G [ 5 asetalg e =

i J 3 3 i /1 (Koolh 1, 2011; P L,
SIS R X 5 2 R 555 R 030 i”figggga;§£%%%ﬁ22§;%
%V OEW H AR, 2020), 2020 44, FEELIG % ’ : g :

M B I IE A 253t IR 2 R AT 55 55 . SR A
Bl R AR K R R, kO S WSRO TS . AR
PO A - TEI 8 T ST, TR 2 — S XU R 2 3,
ST GEOE W E AR, A e T e
o gy A7 BF 5 % B TR FE R, TR S 8 2
AN, 2020) TS Gk TS, A4 . e o
SRR B FE A e A C B TR R, SRR T TR S5 A I S 4 2l (.
R y TC i 4, 2021), KB TR (risk propensity)H i T
SRR T LA e 20T Bl A 8 T G I, e KU 18
Wk F T 2021-07-22 T B8, 55 e AU 7 58 A 3 B R ) (Ree & René,
* ERANRFEERIUH (71971099 JRAHBFE  9008: Lejuez et al., 2002), 76 H A i R Tk

H4 TR H (2017A030308013); [~ A4 8 i 4 . < eI A
R e T T g O DRI R 17, DA

TR (2021TSZKO012). KEWFIE K& B 7 2 I A- A ) JRUBS: 2K o il an,
OB RN A X SCEE O R A Tk, B O SRR A — TE B AR AT S5 b, TSR R IAMATE
fE# e B B A 5 AU B U2 1Y) 4K JE 5 (Preston et
WfE#: 2, E-mail: tliaim@jnu.edu.cn al., 2007); 7E < Bk #% #1 4T 55 (Balloon Analogue

) . . -

JEHA H iR, (2020). ZEREHVE TR AN NS S £ 8. . N . A
2l B 2

2020-8-31 HLE https://epaper.gmw.cn/gmib/html/2020-08/ 5K 135K, BART)!, it 22 JR Iy i URkaT

31/nw.D110000gmrb_20200831_1-12.htm S RBUE £ (Reynolds et al., 2013); 1% HIT
OB (2020). HRATE DL BOHACERIT: SRR g5 e, B K A A 2 5 T
SRR KU (E R AR e 2020-11-26 HLH http:/ (gambler's fallacy)”, HlIZ R4 M2, 755k

m.news.cctv.com/2020/11/26/ARTIuuxhX6euFACJthmoPj B .
0y201126.shtml I 1 Bk 32 5 % (Buckert et al., 2014); 7E7H 2¥40
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B, SRR AR E R R B,
AN T VR AE B 48 B XURS: (Maier et al., 2015), AT
AEIENEZJ K7

A HIS MU EITAG AU SR R P 3 5 s
ST T I ey s ma AU TRk, 3R 2
TR S35 B A UG BT BB L R A R
AL PR Y AR Ak, RS IX SRR TR
AR g A JRURS: - 3R B2 41 BT 4% (proximate) fif B, A
R TZ AR 2 T TN BE 8 78 X SE A AR R T I AR
A JE AN FR S HL(Mishra, 2014), P, AT
[ Sk e 5 ) IXURG: 53K 19 B8 42 3R 5 AR AR (ultimate)
f R, QTR WA SRS S N, RO N A
BLRAE HARIERE T HEL A 7= 9 (Tinbergen, 1963).
EIERREYS B MR B [ R, AR f RV T A
28 B I, P E A E RN T, B A BRARAT A,
FATT 05 45 [R] Hsf 25 X 19 7 1T 19 JRL A (Scott-Phillips
et al.,, 2011), CEEASHHEGHL . HUHHILE .
X G0 BEAE A XURS fUER FE S DO A B AL, BT X
PR 7 R A A RURS: 3 5R [ 4R 1 — A~ HLA
TE M A ME SRR, AR T ph e R B A R )
Mg JRUR: -5 A L322 S R RIR A SRR, A5 ) T 3T
TR IR T RS AT S, JE65 B SR R 2 4
TESE BT SCHE B  TRR

SCEEKE T 0 FR Go M ELAS [R) SR IR 4 i g S JRURR:
TR EZ M, LA UL S 0k P SRS
R 7 5 BOXURS: TR MM AR, R R T
T 7 388 5 DA R B T B ) AR Ak 5 A {EV
il o XU ERHTRI DR S S m o e FRATTRIHT 4 Aok
SR PRI T 00 2 R SC TR R Y AN [ A, TR
RIS FE T T ] s e > 4 JRURS: -5 233 A4 S i [7)
B, MR EARFD TR, B Rk 5
AT, a4 T Ak AT REAIAFFE 5 1] .

2 ENSHEXEIR

FEJIRIE TG E Z 5, EIEBERT L
LAY Wy R, SOnT DA 3 R #)0 B
O EL . Ao HEF RO g 2R 0 ) BB (Compas,
1987; Smith & Carlson, 1997), & & 1 IF 2
R R 43 R 3R RO B (RN, iR
¥, 2020), HiE W KA S BRI Y B R )
PR AN B S, T R AR I 1 He ) A B
Mo S 05 B R AR I A A S PP A5 AR 3
T RETE 52 10 LR, B ISR bR

21 YEFEHRENMMER

PR E 7 35 T 5 4 TR R A ke s i
P A BRAS, Wk T R AR KA kg
TE S IR 37 B 42 52 — 5 I (8] i A R 2R 5 5, BFoE &
HatYHEE Ay R s AEZE
o APEPIEL R ) R, 8RR AT
SR, 1YY I T R A AR 2 — B[R] 2
T2 i IR g R A B, R DL s & T U
TR RS A B 2 B R w40 Bl ) e it fin SR
FEJ155 o WHoE R I 32 W 3% AT 55 W AR B2 4
T TE X B AT B AR I AT R, RXHE I T3
I & HE Z (Mather et al., 2009), A W58 & L
2 Ve AL 55 05, MR AERR PR AT TR (trust game)
T S S RO Kk gz, (HAFEMA
PEBERE T R 10 XU (FeldmanHall et al., 2015). J5 42
W5 ARD T AR FREE b UL 48 1 4 B1UE )
X RS AT S B2 R, BSR4 SR R I, AE IR b )
1 Bl — 8 B[] B AN, X 21 20 v s 6 B A 1) XL
JBAEAR, JF HAE BART 1155 B B WGE K =5
RO 2R, Z &S BR AT RE BE I 2 KE 19 XU (Chang et
al,, 2017), XL RIALVE M B A EEH ML
X, Mather 1 Chang % A AT CTE R Stk
J£ 71, Friedman 2201741 T B (B R 42 5 K 19 12
P J7, IR ) SR PR R e 7 an el 5% ) 2E
YR T8 B B AT R, SRR X LG S B 2 RO R 2
Y 1 BRE AR U 25 #1128 (cost-benefit conflict){T: 45
R, KIAE TSRS ) Fg vk i
IS A T RE AR s XU I BB AT, R
[RLJ2: R 0 20 BR800 o 80T P Tl % 52 3098 1 e
JIRIREIR, P24 R ) A I X R AR F
22 DEEHREMEER

DELE JTRE I e — F 515 Bk R0 e R AH 5 Y
B, RS AR B T B IR 2, IRV R
1& L A RIS AE (Giles et al, 2014), K
HRBWOLHENSFHHEAEE . S,
TR TAE TR B AT N . 2rk0 3 738 it 52
W LIRS L, BRI AR
A ARG EFRIETHR

Stk OB 2 R BOE 248 98 XU 17 R R i
B AT R o 4% BL R %12 i 7 3 (Trier Social
Stress Test, TSST)il & T &K 2t .03 & I %t
BRI AT A B2, 1230 3 g R A B
LT HATEPRE £ DR ST, IR AR
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BRI REVFFE R, #2527 TSSTH
AR 2 v 4T v XU 1 4% B8 =, AN & e 4R
1% 14T 55 (Iowa Gambling Task, IGT) | 5 {fi[m] T
TR 4 v AH T 3RS K “IR B (Preston et al.,
2007); FEHETFUFMAT S (Game of Dice Task)HHT
JE AR v (T4 v JXURGE )45 0 (Starckee et al., 2008).
SR B 7 A 23 52 M N\ ATTAE £ R 4R 11 328 45 O
4f, W3z TSST AL 55 W BEAA RS T Xl 4
BRI N (Buchmann et al., 2010)i8 & i Xl
¥ R (Clay et al., 2018), #2324 STPANA TEAT
55 B A 1) T8 95 1R S i EEL P AN R B ) (Maier
et al., 2015),

18 MO B Ty o s AR A AT IHE S s ¢ . #k
SAENE | a8 AN 2SR AT A XU SR AT N o
LR L E I AE RS AR
GRS M TAER 155 FEE R o, HE
JEJIF B D AEER S5 i 2 A LS A8
Z M PEIT (Galvan & Mcglennen, 2012); 4T
18 RO 7T Y AR N A T T A e X
B . 7 Il 40 A 5 9% 7 3 (Ceccato et al., 2016), FE4E
A IE U, NS W R I AR, T
ek iy R Ac A, BT AT g A A 57 45 i ik X
K47 M (Dykas et al., 2020), FEflHESR, ML
P 195 & 5 SNl hAE s, T BUE A A A fl R
PRE . W FITEN R 45 (Juster et al., 2010; McEwen,
2008; Siegrist & Rodel, 2006), H % JE 78380 T
BEMMEREEAT R, e kA AT R B AS iR
Prosit, W SR 259 % (Teva et al., 2009), 7E4]
LUEBL, SR T3 A R RE S =, i
AR A F T LSBT O (Mitchell et al.,
2019), ‘B4 5 T KRR B TT B R ITER AR
[ (Mazar et al., 2008), LAV, X EBHF5E U
B 775 BOXES: 53K i B0 5 7 S0 S A 3 B
wPE, 8Tk, WATHE S —HIBESR, A
BIAFFSE MZEA b EARE 7RX — i 7 B AL

3 ENnfaeE AR S K?

ARSI He T 25 T B A R B PR B
R LBRIREEE ], RS R
V) P9 58 B 22 AT 55 (A I ) R AT i, AR AT RE 277
TR EATH  IZAT R T RE S R S B s |
T E 9 RN KA R (Starcke & Brand, 2012;
Siegrist & Rodel, 2006), A 12 4~ B HI 2 B A K

W, dakBERE? —H W, FIREm T HREITFM
di T AR EI BRI, AN RE 2 T B K
BESFWRMWIGER., H— M, a2 R h#EIL
H BRI T 35 0 7 H AR S AR S 1) 2 5B,
T ol BRSO

INEBR AL BT E AL, S5l RPITE
Tl L fE (executive control functions)Jsk 55 Fl1%. B T3k
(reward seeking)$¥4 i, FifiJ5 A\ =/~ Jr i 5% i XL
FRAT R TSR, M AR AL S5 £ A (E T
fii(cost- benefit analysis), B X &I /MY
A, X T H RGO, 50 ] N 58 2 A 55
JIT R B e FRATT B AR R Ol B s R UK,
PRI T BB R AT . Hk, AW
75 A, 23 5% i XU 128 %0 (risk perception), B &A™
A AT B8 7= AR 0 S B R D T 45 SR A HE R R
(Rohrmann, 2008) . J& S AR N 2 6 5 | B2 1) i
ARG RAKR L L, &h, MENE
A5 I PSR SR MG A, AU AT R 2 b A SR R
WAL 55 o B R g A & RIS . MUV IR AS
& LLR ) TT I B9 AT 55 B, AT B 3R A IS #E T
AR &R REE, RFI, 2021;
Bago & de Neys, 2017), F i MARAHEPGE | 4
TIHAR LT B R A RS, MR KBEREEAES
mIAT R T2

SCEE R R e XURS: SR S E 2R (D
1), BT (R TTAL XU 2R R 5 3R s 1Y) L
fRRE, 53T B RORLO B SR AR A i R R
Ak, LI 4w B A R T A RO R B
Ko T RLELERGEMILE T X ME AL . X
o RN IR S SR = I S I . BRI = A
JrmIFAESE s, ORI ARSCH, s kX
R MR E AR 22, A LSS R i
B 48 B2 17 2 AR 4R B2 (PVER U 45, 2019), fH A
=ANJ7 T A3 S E B RE A 1 R 52 M XU 5K Y
BARMER. MG, CEBEE A g R
RERY AT ER A ST, VEAN A R A2 6 &4 h
W PEAR . BRI BRI DL R A AR R4
SR o
31 EAXMETFERE

SR B R R, A AR REAE AE 2 BORR:
RSO ) £ e RAR R £ (Miishra, 2014), )
oA AT JRU I, 328 75 45 SR 1) 3= A (2T o T S5 B
ME, X2 O T w2 XU BE 0 (Byrne et al.,
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1 EAZmRARSIRAEBILIER

2020) . A3 B 5% A Wi U5 3l AE AR I 25 b 28
(cost-benefit conflict)f:55 H F R BRI E T 4
Y301 25 P BE 7 (Mudra Rakshasa & Tong, 2020),
WS R I, B AR AR S TR (R B i (R
Ry Sy A AR ), TR ) Sl o B R
VEFR AL A, IR 1T A shi R PR AR A i
O A1 W B B N B, A S I I, X
B 088 BROAS i B BRITAR 454 T2 12 BB 700 A9 S Bk
WriB . J35b, G R AR B2 1 £ B ] 1
SIRZ A AR I EIEAL, AT R IR T
14 4 % Ao R0 ) 0 M X 30 25 A & A R,
EPEAEThBEZ . Kocher Z5(2013)0 B 44K 50 /&
TR AS R T 45 AN E AL 19 AR, 1RSSR
FEEORARTE R ST 58 BUR A IR S, &
B D R N1 T I N A N R T R 5
TEIF B F M {8 . Byrne 25(2020) A BT 55 TR Bk
TG AT b AT B, b — L 40t T
A VR IRIN (=35 43~105 43), “FL43R M 25 47,
T3 Ah— 2 AR AR AR 1 S IR M R R (5 A
~30 %), M 15 5y L2k eeE, ik
A DA KB S it b2 ST 4R PR A I E 5, Bk 2
AR SR B AR RE A 2L AR, Bk
AT X PR 32 0 248 SR 14 = UL T 30T 400 1 B 5
32 ESXFRUBE Bk B #0T

R 3 o8 A~ AR o8 AR X T3 174 SR SR AT, Ay g
e R I N Y R O T S NI
A, HLEBEERIT N NWEBMAER, XEH
TR 15 M0 55 XU B AR DG B B X, A AT
Bl B8R IT T 8O M g5 0 RLRE, R ARG T
WE, ZAIGE 5 (Koot et al., 2013), Petzold %%
A (2010) B SEUEBF R LA 7E ey sl il 5 0 F
6 R BEAT 55, PR H W] LU S o rh 2

S Ve BR A ) B4 ST [ AN ) B S . R X
TR 52 S8 R, — RS T I B2 2,
— R R TR B S R EIE N TR
PRTE S R b 2 SRR T 22, 0T 5 s B v XURS: 1)
BRI, PR X R AN R . Chang 48 A (2017)11
SEUERFFE B 42 A R 7 RIIE B 7K P i A A e XU
B LS. gRBHEST B SR
TPA B HE SR o X IT A & B RIS B TR 7,
DA S8 LK B B FE 2K, AN RIK TH 2 A2 KL
B SSRAT S, M T 6 B T XU R R R )
RS FoR A — AN D7 IE, TR A ARGE SR
BINRITRIZ S, K AR TR AT o it — A Ul
33 EAXRRKEEHZM

WEAFOUN, A28 G AU ST 1 3 LAY
A A Z AT O3, (HE S MRS RAEE
CRA IR R ILRNES, UIH R iy RIE AR, A
AR AR B R, R T 2 TR A O DX AR SR
Boo— I, FEIPREBL T R 4% 7 5 a8 1 3T,
SECH A SN B B & (Morgado et al.,
2015; Maier et al., 2015), 75—, KIS HI5
PN 47 - B T iE(Cohen et al., 2012), P4 %5
I A2 ST il G s o) ) S B G X, B AR i B A
PRI L3 W 5% (Arnsten, 2015), 1% ik X D 6E T B
SN AIE BN S ) o B B

I 1R SR AR T B8 I TR ) £ O AATT X ok 5K
FEWE N AP e . AR W K — R IND IR,
AT EEAEAS R (9 SR S 22 [ A7 38 o7 1 U 3k,
VISR $E 5 A R f RS o SR, BESE R B )
AN ARAE S AR AT 55 o SR D) 48 1) 2R B TR, A SR
FIAHE(Caviola et al., 2017), Simonovic Z£(2017)
FURRZ A SRR TE AL B, C. D M4
MR AT RERE, Bk AR SR AT A K Al aS
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Forh A (B A AR R R e KUR:, S A 2R
H AR AF 4L, C. D HAUEIT R 25 (IR XU,
SRR E A R AL (W HE 5, 2016),
ANRTEFEAT AR BRI, W46 T B 23 ok FHAEZR
A AR, HEEE AT 55 et AT
FHERE 1 53 BT 2R W 43 BT & AL AR i B, DA
PRk, G5 M, MHECTHRGIH, FRITHM
BT I T 15 AR AR, N1 B I A 46 SR s LA A
ERALIESE . KRR AEIIHEE T, AR
RBRESIZ R o FE 723 (A B A U g
VARTE 30 N N W75 W 90 B R (AL RS i Y
LA o, e TR EAELR G R kAR, ©
A A B G 3 RURS e 0 1 = Wi 2, T A B R
17} (Simonovic et al., 2017; MM 25, 2019),

4 EHFNE XS KB BB AT

AR A SRR G T R 752 M X
W FoR M EEEE, ©ER T HEREY G R
AHLH o 42T R SCERE MRS . TSRS |
X FR G0 R RS RS A, BE TR
KU TR A BIEHESE,  ph 3R B H b A AT R 5
AU R 5 0 B R R AR A JR A
41 ETHENALHHBE

W55 F 8 (Expected utlity theory)dx T
i B e 7 % KU ok s i, i BRI AT
BEPERE A T ARAF R (expected utility)f K
b, 391 B2 A% 2 25 T 1 FTABE 3% 1) 3l B (Mlishra,
2014), ESFBEAKRE R, ZFE R T A
AN S R T A (A TE K. 9l an AR T
EEIIT, 235845 Wy R ik 2 2R Lk 71 B v
(Born et al., 2010) i ~44 Xt 36 10 4180 ™= A 411 il &
HTEAFHER T X @SSR, — s
FERT A BB R B R, R R 15 I 25 45 SR (Mather
& Lighthall, 2012; Porcelli & Delgado, 2017); 73
Ah—TJ7 T, B AE 8 i 1E B AN W A X v
W 25 BT A A PPAL . AR KBRS R A
PR 25 B 2 AUV (STARS)”, ‘B RIEE S
T BB AT T 23 32 BN R BSP OG TE (stress triggers
additional reward salience), W% 5 7E kKA
¥ (Born et al., 2010; Mather & Lighthall, 2012), #iff
R B B R v i AR 3R R R T R AR
FA) R JoT T 2 355 K I R i B 22 ) 22 T4 i (Poreelli
& Delgado, 2017), X AU A 1A X6 e 5 5 5 114 )

TR N R, I 2 T RO 35 T A9 2 Il T HA A iR
(reward prediction error) (Cohen et al., 2012), R4
NATTXF 2B AN S B, 2 30 B v XL 228 T SR
BRI RS o X 2B PRI SR 2 T BN AT
T 25 XL TR SR T B G R S A, X IS R A S
H4 3% ( Mather & Lighthall, 2012), {H 1%} 7 [z i3l
R AR (Petzold et al., 2010), FHILE T FH
A DR, 75 2 o PRt v, W ) B 6 v A 25 P 2
S (Byrne et al., 2020),

ZHIE LA IR IR B S BRI R R H e K
HE I, H 5 25 ok ik 22 F 5 % 30 BRI fe A i 30
S SR A AR R], A 00 DRSS g 47, 2 Bl 15 5 R A=
ARAY, G HE ZRAKON R E RN S L A 1 5]
T, 3 g% N JE vk B A e % B (Mishra,
2014), T TH LT ES LA JE— 254878
A5 M A (4 6T S8 T ) A1 B T4k RN ARE 3 A
42 ETHHEILHER

T FE 2 (Prospect theory)[RIFETA S i) Bk
IR AR AT I BB 5 e KA A R, R T A%
(utility) 55 T-45 R (B 7fe LA PSR AL H (Mishra, 2014),
M ERBOTAE SR EE, MERFSESREEE
Ak, S BB TA A CHEDIRES, AU RO
JE VR A 3 AR RSB B R (Tversky & Kahneman,
1981), He J3HriE A~k 5 e i s i vl g2l SR 22 (Al 9
DR, — 7T, X5 AN E R S RS
B AR Ak, Ty — Tt 23 5 i M 23R SR

FE 1 2 AR 2 RS 21 W25 19 7T fig
R L, MEBHBRNS RO S5 &R,
SARME RSP IR M B . than, FJ1F AR
£ 100%3545 50 JCHT 50%3K45 100 JeEE, Af1HY
S A AHBE 100 TSR L, ¥ A%
100 JCHI 50 JCHEAT HLAL, 23R8 100%3k4F 50 T
TR, TR R, SRR ) Tk R
DB I, 0 BELEE BS R S 5 RS BOSHB it
B EEZEEM. EIEA I I 25 1 1
SR AR B, O R B 0T IT (Bjorkman,  1984),
TEZE S0 SRR B AR B, A ATTHE T s B 5 G
M8 K 9 25 35 (Bagehi & Davis, 2016), I,
MERN S BESHB P B IEE T Regs £ -
(Saqib & Chan, 2015), Ib4b, FE 736 2 A4 R Ak
IR R R A R, P2 TRIE 4R
ARG R B HR R, MRS U R
&% 2k (Saqib & Chan, 2015; Trope & Liberman,
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2010). SAAYAAL, He 7 BB AR AL PR~ 28 5 A
B, SN A0t v Wi 2 A M S50 R, 3k T 2 fef
AR R T 3K

T PRV A A SR AR RE T TR AR X R 5
BORTEAL B 2SRk, B E MRS HEE
Foo 7 A A F AR A AT TS B R B, ik
A I AN AT TSN R DT fC, o
AN EE TSy He 5% i XU - 5K 4843k 1 H2# % (Mishra,
2014),
43 ETWRSEILHERE

W Z 4 #if; (Dual-process theory )ik AN LT
RS 1 MRS 2 WFP{E 2N TR Gi(Stanovich &
West, 2000), H i R 48 1 2R &2 T, &~
B R Z VSR, ) T75 880 7 B X 35
W RIHEE, R5 2 2B AH0mT, &
FRA SR £, %5 B #H HH1 (Bago &
de Neys, 2017), F 2 o A B IR, 11155 R 46 2
FIAEUIN T Hifg, AR AR BER 5 D
B RS 14 B3R (Masicampo & Baumeister, 2008),
A FEAEEZE R

— 7RI R A MBIAESHIS S RS 2
AR AT R T RE, T3 ARME L HE TR DA 16
5 ) 49 {8 FIHE >R (Tsai et al., 2019; Starcke & Brand,
2016) . T TF5 il A2 48 %ok L B DA Ao R A 7 4 o) R
P RE ST, B ALHE O E S A il (inhibition of
prepotent responses) . 1T 55 ¥% # (shifting between
tasks or mental sets)Fl TfEiC 14 F1E (updating and
monitoring of working memory representations)—.
AT . K SRR SR B R 7 25 H 85 SR T
EHlThee, B AkRIAEME LG SH N, £5
T R RS A T ARSI RSz . NP Rt
2R G A R IS 0 4 5 | A i 4 i X 1 AR AL
PR )56 1 i X336 30 %) ik 2 (Hermans et al., 2014),
W55 TAEICIZ N T2 fE(Cousijn et al., 2012), i
A I EAZ 32 R HE (Smeets, 2011), 18 % & J7,
A AT B B R 9 U A Rz %ok AN SR R A B B A
B 25 R, ILRHAMEIEAR RIL RS 2 817
Z IR, AR LLAICAZ AR B ARAE B XY T
VEIGHATIRA AT, 25 2 S5 DR Ak 1T 30 45 5 1 AR
#(Morgado et al., 2015), ItAb, FiJ7id 255 %5
PeFA s g A P se, S ACR AN R 55
KW . Simonovic 58 A (2017) 5T & BLE T
T BAMAETFE NI GE J7I 55 (cognitive reflection task)

SRR, I HAERES 1Y IGT AF: 55 vh i i 4
B AT ELRE IR KB B RN Y BE ), %)
e BT B AR A A T 1 40 ] A8 4 )2 1 (Simonovic
et al., 2017), 7ESEM IGT fE45 I, 452 AU Y3
B E BT R AT S e, IRk B
BT (10 T8 A0 )35 B 2 A ) AT 55 U0 4 1)
REZ .

Jy—J5 L, AR RS &0 TR,
Bl BN, 2 58O R 45 5 Uk,
TR A ZE AN SRR, L AR 15 28 P 5K (Slovie
et al., 2005), i & A0 T2 i LAXHEIT (5 B 14k
FRAT SR NE A R, R R 5 R A B AR X
HARAE S, PR, MR E EHhR MR
BEOMEREFAE (PN 25, 2019), TS &= T &
— R PP SR, R B — 1 < D A
TEEmML, Rk~ E il s R, 2
PUTELE 0 XU, e S BUARS TR o Ak, 1585
S IR A AN U 6 3 005 | R 17 2 U0 JR 37 il i
X T R WAL i 11 235 SR A AR 0 A0 AR JR R 6 B
TSR A R AN T, DO ] ) R 2 3
AR, UL s (Zeigenfuse et al., 2014), &L
B2, a R AR S A A B A ETEA,
i N2 BEIURE S, T = A B AT R

X7 G0 BRI 25 1 B 45 2 5 B R A A
IR R B, 48R AT R B R i AR AR S K AR
T BEIR /e AE Ak, SR A T )a & =0 T,
S 2 A AR A T AS T B0 A ER B A, R A
(smart) e B A PR B9 I 097 R DTS N PR 0 5 R
(Kenrick et al., 2016), {HULH AT LM, HHESF
HIAS RN HITRE T KIS, 5 IHAk S R B
1 KUK 4T 9 (Chang et al., 2017), 33X WA TA %0 %5 I8
54K R BE I AN J2 TR 7 5% e RURS: 5K 1 o — B
T SC I XU SRR IR 3 — 2P A SRR TR R
W TR T REE S AL
44 ETFTREHRIEBICHRRE

JRURS: f55Z FE 18 (Risk-sensitivity theory)Je i A4
Yy E RLPEROH”, N AT HAR RN T
MR ARRRWE HAEFETFENSERCRaE &,
2017), “THEZIE MR SIS, BHR0
< H RIEIR 2% R B ARUIR S 22 TE] A W 22 R
(Mishra & Lalumiére, 2010), 4 F 1 F1 F AR R 245
ZIaN 22 it K, AT/ 450 e ok . 1% 3
WAL R S (AR 0 A A7 2 By, 5 20
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ZHEIRNERT Y T IR A AR 55, Rt A E
Bz 38 SR R W g DA T I A 4, 4R v A A N
BRI S o i BRSNS RSP A BE
5 B AR A TR, T R 328 A R R T B
M2, AFMETEREERE 45, 2017) XL H
B R AR (i 2250 TR B R A B SRR T e R 4R
WA R AE AR RE . I, —A~TF i 5000 TTi5t
55 J1 M AE, TEAR B G — R R — KB i
W, WA HA 10%MBEZIR1E 5000 JT, i/
bt R KT BEE 2 100%3R75 500 JT, B # A4~
PRI I SRMEER R 500 TC. AR XU SUR B IE Y
i RE, U I E kAL T = 75 ZORAS, AMATE
A RIS e T SR AR = U RS, Al T XU 2B T
M AAE M, BT SE BRI B M AH A . %
WOLA T R FAMR R T 85 I A7 B
B FIARA B

STE Z, 75 ) RS 32K 00 P ok i FR 4
REF, WHR—HIRO A MR R8s, T
Bt R RN LS e, B EBUT e
TS A ) A R R s e XUk =R Y B2
Ji A (Mishra, 2014), SRGHISWA LR K 15
M AU R B IR R, AR AR AR SR IA, (H
WA R AT AT RSl XU SR E
A D00 BF B 2 R A T AR AR R, A R DT AR A
PR TR A AR A TR ST AR S 3 Y S B
ML, ENSEAME, B AR, ABTR
AV b i 2 T %ok DRSS 53R 7 A B S el o
45 MREH

FRATTHE Hh A R B 7% T T 5 0 X
B TR AR BL, I RE AT BT 5 3 A RS R Y
i DRSS 32K (8 31 5 2% A o B X s 7 R e 22 B oK
MY EEAR, AT A RS aEER . B E
SRR 7 R X R T R e AT A 0 B AR,
FATHRE i R R EAE RS . R, e
FERFERE R, TR, AR X L R4
FP A RE R FE R, AR RIA
DT o X B G XT R 7% i AU 5K
PAINE ) 9% i 34 5 ) VR L, A FRATTER T anfy
W L T R T A T, R E R R AR
W7 TH SR BUGEAT N PSR R A
451 AMMEEE

WEMREKRENT N B L ERIT A ZR
(Byrne & Worthy, 2015; Byrne & Worthy, 2016;

Lighthall et al., 2009; Wemm & Wulfert, 2017), i
B LA KU S P Y AT D, T B AR
H BT N £ (van den Bos et al., 2009; Preston et
al., 2007), AW IS T BEA T & 0%
AR TR L SNz, I LR B ) A I S &2, i K
FREE A 43 I 5 BB TR A & (van den Bos et al.,
2013), MR AHOCHT SR B Ry nas 17 Sk
i 22 5 0 2 R0, AELRE ARG T oM iz i X 1Y) 80
KV, UL S Lo X4 5 TR 22 5 (Lighthall et
al., 2012) JG Tt — RN, T2l B e
KA TR MR, T 2 T Y 3 A A R
(Cornwall et al., 2018),

SAEANM L, B AEEIE T EAS
AT A o kI R R 5 R 01 Be AR5 B U Y
G DX B PAA T 42 T i DX B L R, 7 AR ME DL 25
BTN E AR A BIEAR 170, BT DL U 25 45
R 5 O HER S B B AT M A 2 (Reyna et al.,
2011), Mather Z5 A (2009)WLZE A [ 45 % B Ay A4
FEREADLE B i g R B, Bl R e AR A (R
SATAR RO R I, AR L, R
AR BAE N 5 7 R A8 m AT

YioE 3 AR B2 AT — RS B A
EWL, = o 3 SO N A W0 2 PR i Y
PR . RIFFARARIR . =) 0t 3 S X
B INEUR B2, 33X e sz AR T ) 4 R UK
7 2, X ) BT Y L N (R R
4, 2019) o U SO EIE Ny, TRSREE 118 XU g 4
G g, YR T R SO O
T, LTS X R 178 (Mishra et al.,
2014), PRy dt /A TN A e DRI 326 250 Fr) 1 1 B
A FTREW I A BT 2,

JE 1R X (stress  coping)se 48 1IN HI AT
B A LA A B RS B A 58 & (Lazarus,
1966), AN R FY e g WX SR W 2 i el Js g 0 UK 5+
SRAY 2 (Hulland et al., 2015), 24 MK 1 B %
PRASJE LI X155 B SR I, 2 2R FH VA B A 02 X 5
W (6 475 245 W AN e 2 55 XU A5 0, ez,
S AR B 97 % 56 % (McConnell et al., 2014), J&
S8 T A X B A AT B X6 B ) 8 SR T B,
PRI A Al AT T30 B KRG A 7 DA oty ok B DR 8 A, LA SR Kb
155 46 FIIN AR o
452 BEEE

AN TR) A4 P 7 T X6 45 A M DX ) G TR B 25
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(Pabst et al., 2013), 5| A= BEALC B I 1 Fi B
WAM R (B 45, 2017), OHE S BEEG S
AR B A R, XS AT
3 iy ) SRR X A T T RE A4 i £ FH (Dickerson
& Kemeny, 2004), [H 04 3 7 A0 B 5% 2
B RAPAT R G e R E e 2 8L A
BIRFSE e BRAE P BA TRE R R ST, Sy 4a
FEHI 2 7E BART AF: 55 Hh XU i 1) % A 6 3% 2 S
(Lighthall et al., 2009), X7 GEJ2& W T YK 115
S0 RN I L, LR 225 | & RN R I
25 RN 5

FE 2 AR SR TR TR T 2R B 5
AT AL TAL A S rb iy i RV B
PR R 2 8 1 Hs g [ (Langford et al., 2006)
S T AR BB 22, TR R HUE 55 B £

SR /N (D’ Aquila et al., 1994), B4 BF5E % B
SR ENRENE R B T, AR S FoRAt 4 SR,
PR R Ak 25 SRR — R B O BRI UR, RE ST B
AR U AR AR R 26 400, T A R TR SR
7 Th g (Klimper & Siirth, 2021).

FEFE TR, AN [a) g3 45 5 1) AU 47l B A 5+
Fitk(E R % %%, 2018), FeldmanHall %5(2015)W
5 TAL S BRE (F AR TR 8RS IR IR (R S 1 )
IR KRB 0], R B R B A R AE R S
RS AT ARG, X XRS5 A 30 B AN T e,
Hiz g ks oek, (M7EFE e, ks
FEILH B G0 B A ] o A [ SR e 5 e A A
F18) T R SR s RV (EL PP A 3R 75 2 58 2R 4R . 18
A IR ARSI . 4005 ORI & WA s Uk
AT KU i 1) AN — 3K, anAT ISR & B A TE 1
fR 3, A AR B R, AR R SUORTR
B AR AR O 4 TG W 3 25 5, R R AT g 2
PG RN 2R 15 5006 RO ] B A A B, X 435 )
Xof eI 4 XU /841 (Buckert et al., 2014), %5 —#B 4
WFFEE H R IR 1A A TE 14 i 385 DR U
2 0 % 5K KUK (Kirchler et al., 2017), &)
S, AN [v) e 3 4 23 5 e FE T A KU 3R AL
N, AH BB R AR .

5 XRFKTMREB

51 EATHRITIIEE
A SRR TR R 2 R BT I I S 5,
HARRBAEL A N . 55 58 TAE 12

=51, AH ARG & IR O X X = T R
A=, FHRFREIIE S FEEZ 7 HE N i
far AN R P 3545 T A8 1445 (Fabio et al.,
2021; Ceccato et al., 2018), A= HI2EAHSERF 5T th 3%
WY R 3 A= B INE (N 12 JoT B 1) 3 b ) 2 5 W A 7 4
il B A DGR X, A2 56 T He g % T AR 242 14 5%
R B B S5 R (AR an, iR, 2020), — 2k
W5 B 1T TAEIRIAAE 5 R M &2 BB,
BN BT AT 55 SEIR 5 3E (AND) B2 %5 &
LG, 53 I — SR W & IR 1T TAEIE1Z
HFRIL M4 R, HIANTE n-back {45 F1 Sternberg
{E% P IERRANAE, RN ARPR , 33X SEAN [R] (1) 45
RATREATEE P TR RN . H—, FEIEmE
PATIIREA R T s Thee, =, RAOiERIE
AT REIFAS 235 BI R AT I fE, Wi RAEAEE —E
g . A BT &3S R T i P 43 6 I R
2 5 O PR SLN (Ceccato et al., 2016; Starcke &
Brand, 2012, 2016), Pabst 2 A (2013)% 3% 1) %
#E )5 5 Al 18 43S SRR Tk, TR g
R, AR 28 PP AYAER J5 23 XU oK,
PRGUAIENR . X REAEIIFHEEREN 18 /85,
B Jo I 1) B A B A TR B, 52 M AT 4 AR
KX, BT EZ, HJTdE &S AR B R B
AT DI RE V] REAE AL A —BURsE A, e % $AT
DI REAS [l 7 B o0 A ARl B 52 MR, oA e 10 75 2
TR Z P AHLH R R, XA F TRIEGH
NEXT R ST, 2 5 2 > ORI O B
52 EATINASEENZEER

JE 7775 & B A B SN R 25 B A2 A B 1
WA 19 FH BV R T B8 25 il 17 28 R 35 0 22 1
JEHI(ALL et al., 2017; von Helversen & Rieskamp,
2020), — 7 EINHISSRE G L, SR 208
fE 1 XA 55 i R 114 22 53 23 5 AN () ) 17 2 B i,
PTG AN — SO D SRR Ao Q0T X R T, SR
FHAS TR R X 7 2 4 N2 53 ) W 3 A R B AR 79
15 2R 25 (Lee & Andrade, 2015), X 1] GE£3 43 15
RASF A REZE R W BT AL o 59— 7 T, 1E 48
W 2SI . BRI RS 2 s A i R
W, R AR TN A S, b
R 17 & T R XU RLEE AT OC (I HE, 2013), SR 2k
G R AL TR AR R A5 08 A4 A IRy Ja A 4
ik, R R FoK, (AL T T R A BSR4
A XU BN e v, 1) XU B3 (Rottenstreich
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& Hsee, 2001; Johnson & Tversky, 1983), £ EH
AR R T i W 4, BT &
A3 T 0 I ) R e B G o SR, A R B
T E A — 2 & S B B, R 254
BT AAT T T JRURSE B4 SR A, i 1 XU B3k 5 L
TR £ D)L E N R AT XURSE SRR, B i XU 3K (Habib
et al., 2015). XTI AEAE H T2 E 23 0 XU RO,
T 15 4% T g W 463 2 IR, T 8 %o 3 30 1 A %%
FC 28 B9 56 T AN TR], ELZ I 75 2 0 2 S E K
5o Ty —SEBIEE WA A 1 2 25 B 125 XU -
3R, Ao BEE & i (Mood Repair Hypothesis) il
TR A b W 2 DR A A AR T T JRUBS: R, DA
WIFRAT U Es, B T R TS 4IRS (&M
4, 2016), A WF5T &I AATHE RS2 48 % o JXUBS: A
W, 7RI AT 45 U SR, TR R I AT 45 T
I, IE R R, B B0 A I A AN T
TEHER I T-B(Lee & Andrade, 2015; [E1X %,
2021). HRTSETHE 75 m KU 5K (155 26 L A
SRSUEWFIE 3 A B, AR R AT AR SO AR A () Bk
fith bk — 4 R, R D) A A 25 1 38 H
B FH e 5 i KU 2R
5.3 1BMHE SRR MR

AR R 752 W R 5K T 58 35 22 SR PR A 52
BEAMES, BB RSB EE T
PAT IR B TR S ARk, ik 2 an e
M XU oK o FRAC X Fg R f R B, BET
PITFFRAELEAN — B SR . A IR R 2 M &
IV 55 7 IR B A B i (Starcke & Brand, 2012), A
FAIRIFSE T 2 A4 T 07 34 o Bz o B2 ) B Tl (Mlorgado
et al., 2015), J Jo 2 (4 R0 0 2 5 M AT 7 4 ol 2 g
AR X, & A B A AR AR W R ) 52 i i A
d, ATAIA I D REAL PT REAT sh &S 28 k. I 3 %
AT IR D A5 AT R 0 7 A oA T B2 0 22 SR
BT

FAh, WATBE R AR EMaesh %, X
FHAE 24 200K & N T B A0 PR B4, LA
EPERR B L E B E BAT R, W 5 ik
THE W 5 FH RS 45, e J1 )M (stresss resilience),
SRR ARRT RS | 3BT sl T A R T A L
TR, U REAE B RRE I A0 B AN A BEALAE
(Horn & Feder, 2018), K 5% RGN 1Z I AERY
TE e AR, 8 0 22 Rl o mT A el 3 s
YA I3 BE (1) £ 1 500 (Dutcher & Creswell, 2018),

5 H R /18 M (Kirchler et al., 2017), XJ3mR¥
MIER T FIiE S 4T B B4, WS m—Lik
PR SR IE 2h, T DARS Bh3RAT T S N T g, /b
BHRE AT, A% K EAESG ) A8
TR MPATESIRE S, kBRI
F R 1% 2% 14 H 19 (Fabio et al., 2021), B3 ME
b F 5 = BSOS FIA S 0 T ZORAS, TS B ERAT]
wHRhsh . EHMNERGN, XFTFAANE, B
FHIE SR, 2505 A S & LU B R
o, D R X PSR I S R X T BUR I
g A A TR 2 1) B TR R A B AL AR A T O B R
FOHE IR, v LU B b AT TR AR AR T,
AR s B B AT A, dEAP A S AR B, TR
A TR 7 R e RS 3 SRATL R 1 ek -, AT
AT LA BT XPE A7 R s, Db o § 3
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How does stress affect individual risk seeking?
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Abstract: Considerable studies have demonstrated the positive relationship between stress and risk-taking.
However, a comprehensive discussion and integration of internal mechanisms underlying this relation are
neglected. Drawing upon four commonly used theoretical perspectives, including Expected utility theory,
Prospect theory, Dual-process theory, and Risk sensitivity theory, the current review proposed a dual-path
model. In particular, stress, on the one hand, would lead to the depletion of individuals’ cognitive resources,
which then impaired their executive function. On the other hand, individuals under stress would experience
a strong sense of imbalance of psychological needs and subsequently increased reward-seeking. Then, the
impairment of executive function and the increase in reward-seeking thereby contributed to the
overestimation of a risk option’s value, the reduction of risk perception, and the use of heuristic
decision-making strategies, all of which were three determinants of risk-seeking. In addition, boundary
conditions of this model were also discussed. Finally, we discussed prospective suggestions for future
research in terms of the interaction of executive function, cognition, and emotion under stress, as well as the
influence and regulation of chronic stress.

Key words: stress, risk seeking, value appraisal, risk perception, decision strategy





