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W OE CEMERRRFHOAARAT AR IR E BRI K EGERPIA, F AR RZ S T F B 52 L2 %
LSuit kKB, BUERAEGARE LN EREFES BEARIE R TR, SFAELE T LB AL
6935 30 A 2 W ok SRR R AR G . S TR Rl Ao R M A K TARE S e £ R, ARG
THE—ETAERZ LR, RANERTHERGER — kKM DFRAFRITFRE), T TEER
BT R KR EMEER , AR PELANF AT A R, R ERRAG EBF S/ F %, RGBT
AR B GIFZFFR 1), SEIE(FFR 2 F2 )RR FFR 4), AL E 6 PR AL R AR
BN g 2R B e ) e R — AR B RALA Ao K, A BIIEAMNAT AR AE B 4000 i RATAE
IR F =2

KER HHAER, THREK, ERMZE, SEHF, B

RS B4

1 o) R SR AN [5] B HE 2408 38 17 S S5O AT T2 5% i e 15 22 1)

. . HEZRZ4 V] (Framing Effect; Tversky & Kahneman,
AR LRSI HITIE . 2012 FH4 L . P N

’ 1981), Ik Bl HE L By — R 1 HAR

& FH O HE 2 (APS) 1Y 4R i 4T Eric Wargo ) BN BRI R — B AR

AT
W 7EC L% 5% )(Observer ) 1) & 2 114 3 1 S ZE( 2 e HE B 1 T 15 S5 3 S ;
WRIYHLH ) (The Mechanics of Choice) 1485 i : “7E ISR B0 1 L S LA 5 B R

Hbro Blan, 76 XS 40, Tversky il Kahneman
A RS 5 g 3 e O A T Tl R e
N - (1981) & BLXT F ] — R e 55 ) i, 244 2R FH 4%
2 YR 27 G2 ORI S8 7% TR Y ) 1 (Wargo, e s - N
B 7 (R 26 /1 ) E S R I (0 25 S, A1 29
2012), DAA: pe 5 4508k B4 BIF 5T K 22 4 v e < LA, STy S S <6 £l 09 (L :
P NN . e e H XU RILaE ;24 R FH <% (312 /4 e Y HE 2R 4 3 B
a7 BB B LAyl it AT Rl R R N A=t g .
s . . . ) AT B RS ok, B PE AR T 2 My (R R
HAT BB #E” (Nudge) i 7 25 26 et A48 S AT s - .
X . . HEZRANE . ST LA B, Tversky il Kahneman i
BPLsR o B, AR RARfraEsi, ASFRG1ESE A, B IE T WU EE (Prospect Theory), LI
RRAZFRCRE, QR % FE S, O0E i P >

. ) ~ X — UV (Tversky & Kahneman, 1992); 7EHL

‘E\/ 7"‘]'\‘ 0 L ‘% Xﬁu S 4 N )
S MR, SBMIITIR eyt e ot e
e U O 10 AR fb (fe] 92 b2 4%, 2018; Thaler & NN PN . -
Sunstein, 2008). 7E A Iy : b, o [l — 350 Wi AT e 5647 Sy, a0, AHEE T 137 HEZL,
’ : ) ’ FH & HE B AR 52 95 5 24 0 AU 5 7T LA4R T N
WTRE T PEAT Sy (an, (0 55 Pk i 28 e 22 24 . B G
Wk H 9= 2024-03-06 T3t 55 1 2 57 75 B2 (O Connor et al., 2005; Thomas
* EEKARPEESHFTH (72301096); #dLE#HE et al, 2011), 762 B MRS IR, Levin 25
ITASCRE SRR 31 H (22Q014) (1985) % B0 T TR HERES AR, B4 Lh=759% 5 1
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i) — e A= YIS, T 9% & I 3K W (Levin &
Gaeth, 1988), iX— & LB 12 i HI T 9% ik
DI kB R 2%, Larrick 1 Soll (2008)& LT
“MPG $55E 3005, RIAREL T MPG (Miles Per
Gallon; HH/IN¢), %4/ GPM (Gallons Per 100
Miles; NG/ HU) S Al i V3 4 Rl 8 i, 2l 74
P AR AR A U AL AR AR SEIE T, LA HE AT
S22 M R RE A Y, X — BRI Bl BURT EAH
KU E E A AAT VAR e, B R ARl 3E %
FEIEEAT . AL RT L, 7R XU N 22 T8 1 e S 4
Brb O I % EMEZR RN, ANAUA Bl TS 4 i B
i NATTRPESEAT R, i ELX et AT B S 3%
(n, BT A SRAE) P B SRR BLELA B
B HERCR

SR, WATRI, 725 HHE AN AT EE
AH DG 1 25 91 F 23 [|] SR Ul b, LT3 B
GEAESL RN (BT, AAT — LA v R << ) 2
il PSR B BT 5 v BT D BRI << S 42 AT A O <A
BN fltn, RIS A H /SRR RN |
(] BRSO, ) PR v Y B S B N, DA
SRR ROV A o Hoh, HB/SER RO AR, TE
E’«?Eﬁﬁ%%(Sooner But Smaller Option, SSvs. Later
But Larger Option, LL)[J#RH, 43630 (14 4E 3R i [8]
&, 34~ H ) soixs R H (0 A 1 H)RFExRE,
NATH R £ T 4 LL %6751 (Read et al., 2005).
[ /B / 4 RS 280 07 0] 38 5 5 A B ) (A,
£ HAER R AL A ) . BERS (N, SEEL

Ty A5 R B A7 R e ) B 4 SR (n, SE0T . Mot H
JU A B T B 5 4 ) A BE | B 507 1) A AN 8 AL
(TR —Fhemt AR R 07 =X, BN4EE iy
B Az i 28 Ak, R ks A AT Y 38 45 Ml 4 (2%
BT, 2018; YLFE%%, 2013; Burson et al., 2009;
Pandelaere et al., 2011; Shen et al., 2019),
FEATHLE i R HE LR 7 AN, X 2% o
SRR P HAT AR SR R HE SR ALON HEAT T A 4 % 2
MR 1 PR HATAT A HW TR A HE AL
Jof LA Pt 2 R XU SR AT, B AT HR L
VEIRAESEAYE BE A7 B R M ok A B e ——
KRR RSN, 5 vs. J<; B vs. BER)EL
HA(MPG vs. GPM)kAiiiA Al —15 B (AT H A 980
— B AR ERP TT, BIAE B I R (E R A
MIAEAR), KA DS i 45 (HJ2, TR 1)
s (] e S4B, X TR T WA A — R HE 2R AL
7, 38R R AR R AT B RN, DAXS <R
il S RS R AR R N Z e o R, S
HIAIREFE IR K, AR SRS 4R TR R S I
2% ) R SR U A o A8 P HE R ARON
MELSZ R A, A TE SR PR Tk R
WREAENMEAR, A0 HE A . AT ERR S
B b 1y B 45 % M DG (Chai et al, 2016) 0 AfTTH
i A A ) B /I () A 5 45 R 45 =2 8] R AT
A S A S BT B E 4 o TS T LA Ay % ) e o
[, )5 35 b O 3R IR RL(ZE 4T, 2016), 5L L,
Xof 3 T 25 e SR T e 17 BF 9 S X LA SRS Ok

F1 REFHBERMGBRAFTARE, MRETE R REERIBHETIHMN

‘;{/Qﬁ:b 0}
HEARRA R
o LRI SR e 3 B ISR 25 [ e 3
SORMOAEIE WM SEERAIE  ROSEDGEE S RAEE G EDGEE 555 R
Qﬁﬁiﬁiﬁk B B B BN e AR O B Y RN A A
E)‘% B (H—4F)  Wot—HIE)  (B-%H)  (ot—H L)
W9 & B )
. CRPERER RN o wohERy T o o T
%WIE L ORA—EA). (#3—%)
;E:L)ﬁ”ﬂ@ﬁmi MPG 552 RE
L (% MPG— MBS 2 />

H: @ Kuang % A(2023)F1 38 TG4 A (2023)8F 55 FR 35, XFF RS . 501, as[muesk, nr U —A 36 597 SOk RAE B4
BRI H—A BRI, BAE NS (D, 25 R4 R RIERMEL, H— BRI, BORE W« 4L 5 (B, 82/
sk i) /2 0] 48 5 ) SR SR A M =/ i) /2 [l £ L o
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PRI S s (1) 388 5 S A A FE 25 I (R AT IR AR < 25 [H] BE
B, 7 A A ) L R 4 (Mihlhoff et al.,
2011). BRSZA I T B 25 {7 B D SR A B 2 R ik
2 NERARHFE AW R, W, EIEREET AR IR
el B IR B | FERT AR £5 2 TTAE AE A
PRSI . FERTRAH U 25 =0 T AR Z Rl E AT 2E 4,
oY 34 AT AE DR 38 ) R ml R A T s I S R T
YRR BT R 28 R sl Al 45 20 21109 & T #L30 [r)
L, TR R TIT R BB | FERTE R R
A s /N LT, SRR RRIE B . FERT K KR
RS R 7 B34 R e ik b B 2 38 3T sl RE I 4
R T 55 M ) A3 LK) 5 B8 B AR G o 1 sk A ] A
JUT- 2 8 £ 38T Jos B A G 20 23 L[] 1o % 1 1)
AL, RN e R R AE 808 Sk Bl A 5] S el
FAPN IR RSP 7 = S A B = 9
Toit e S I PR & S UE PR IR B R B, B
TR N2 (R PR SR A DG R BT 43, B i) A s i) A
VIAH B &G b (3 T8 %, 2023; Casasanto &
Boroditsky, 2008; Miihlhoff et al., 2011), Af17EH
IR [R]— B R B A, IR AT 2 () A7 o 4R SR R AE (A,
3 AHUEERE), AT A0 R R e ) B Aok R
fECHN, 15 M 5P R ). X B, 7625 [ L g
TSI, P AR A7 A AT LS A T 4 1) < A HE
Y A — PSR 0] RE ] SR FH 25 () A0 2R 4 A i
23 [B) P 3R [P R, o, T SR e (1) A 2l 3 i 0255 0 e
F S, Wtk AFRBERF RS ()EW
KBtz PR i s, &G —Fh g pR R <a
ZRERAN LA BRI S, A 48 1 2
23R FH B ] g 25 () RE ZR A 38 (W] — PR SR 1) A, A
TIPSR AT 23 B A B3R o (2) AN SR8 R B SE A7
1E, P AENURRAT A7 (3)2E AT H A 2 HESL
AR B HE I SE v () PSR AT 7 WX — & 4 )
PIENE 5B AT, 15 2 S HEZR A N T 5%
55 0 R B 5 TR 23 () P ok 4, A {LRE IS IR
Ak X} s 31 RN 2 [R) H R ) R AR, T ELA B F R sh A~
L GO <T TR J5 0] K A= AR b i UL sk o

2 MRIK

2.1 BEMEERRIBPOERINERE
HibmE
B S R SR U R BT T < B A DR SR ) BRI AL
TR RECTT S 7 g <8 (AT 41 D) b A5 5 << S5
FEBRER PR, A5 IR SR TR, BB A

HREE B ) SR Y EURIF 5 3 38 R T i
TR 5 (HT A LU B /sl A B LA 72 o 3
fif 25 [B] P38 (Kuang et al., 2023; Luckman et al.,
2020). ANATSCHTIA, WFFEE AR K R4 28 85 A
23 [ S AR T T AR D 8 R I T — S AE BN Y
FEEGSIER 1), SR, W T PR e sk i
550328 B AN R, 875 X AE RN Y fid
P AR,
2.1.1 AGTINE) L BAE R IHHE SR B R R 7%

RO (P F Al LR AL, 7 1 A% AR A
(Samuelson, 1937), X4 iR (Mazur, 1987).
Y XL 7 1B Y (Laibson, 1997)%, {815 AT
R B Y Ao AR R R Tk WA SR, Ak i
254 S e L X I 1) i R S R A (] () %S (] B
EDRATINER, Ml AR IS FAUH
(BD, EArdnfl), SR EPRBONETE R, R
PEROH (A Fo i) LB R () 2 R T, HE 2R RN
W7 R T A RER IR AT, WA 3EIR
R B (AT F B P AR X RN R A T AR A (R, 78
—PREZRR, BT A MBUHE R, WS —FE
AT, BRI B MAUHER), SEOES M 24T
WU, BN, BRFREIN N, H /AR R AN 17
AR 2 H IR R B E B, PrdnR e R %
I%, I B o T RA S IR AR, AR B A
BT R PTFO AR AR IE RN R AR T AR AR, IR R
B FEN AT (Read et al., 2005; Zauberman et al.,
2009) 335 AU SRR A T B0 X 45 26 HE BRAL N
) i R 32 2 — 2 1Y (Kahneman & Tversky, 1982;
Tversky & Kahneman, 1992),
2.1.2  H4EFE PLRRAR B X AE 52 %4 RY KA R TR

Y FE LB A, A5 Y IR (4247, 2016; Li,
1994) , AU (Scholten & Read, 2010), WK%
AATIBO SR 9 A R R R P T2 B SR g, B 1L
T A A B[] /25 TRl 4E R B 22 5 (s SCH
“ATimen g”/“ASpacea, g” %/~ )FIZE YL 1Y 22
5 (H“AOutcomen, g”F7R), 2RJ5 LB A [ 4 2=
5 W) A ST K /) (AOutcomes, g vs. ATimea g/
ASpacen, g), HcAHET 225 R MAERE LR, &
PR LRI, AR 2 L R Y
BRI, MELRRON 177 AR S B TS A A A 2R 4%
T, AT 1 “AOutcomen g~ Fl “ATimep, g/
ASpacep, g” 2 [A1 BUAH T R/N R A T A8k, 452k
KITHHE 4 B kA T84k, A FEOEBE ML
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KA T U, 7E—MHELLT, AOutcomes g K,
LB T R AR, SERRAE AL 5 L 1L
M7ES —MAHELL T, ATimen s/ASpacen g B K, #x
ZBE T I )/ 25 W) 4k BE AR 3R, e R A )/ A5 ) o
PRI, Flhn, VEARER(2013)%F H H/4E 3R 4400
P A R, AR T PSR R iR i 1], 24 A H B4
IRETRIE, PO A8 3007 i (R 24 B2 1 19 22 55 A XA
JNT (B, ATimep, B,’E/J\T), ﬁﬁﬁﬂi,’ETATimeA, B
FAOutcomen, g MIAHXTK/NE R, 45 AT 5
W TAEG RAERE FAORSR, RS RTE R LL i
Iji, X5 Pandelaere % A (2011). ZEHELT(2018)F
TEAR B4 (2013)WF T r 6 G B/ 8 /0 1] B0 A3 50 i
FAATL T i R — B .

SR BF, H AR B R S W) PSR S
X HE RSN (I i A7 A6 LLF MR ke . (D)FE
[F)— 4503, P, HE R38N ) A DG AT 5% 2 A W] I
Feg B HERBRN IR 1 45 L), MXF<paEm
HEZR BRI AT Q) BUA WA 7] 1) PR SR AR 7Y
K fife PR ATE ZR AR 7 A= LA, H 5T T MR A A 72 1
R I EAE, A R B RN, B
IR 5 a8 W PSR S R R PGB AL, HOREIE
5 2R WY B [|) A s [0 G AT 43 B G R, X 3K
TR AR 14 B 25 HE B35 iy 2 it 7 p i 1 21
wE%,
22 HEEEMMMARERSH
2.2.1 B F0 %S () AT 4E B A

22 3o PR R ITE M IR U Y AR B, e (R] AN AS [
ATy, ATAHEEAL e, PIE Y B b T AR
523 () [ 1 =) ) < 1B Sl 9 SR AT % WL A
W B4, s M BE B RIS, BT % BEAE % ) B[R]
A, W, PN EW AL b
RO R, N2 5 i F 25 0] Fe iy 3R A0E B 1)
(Boroditsky, 2000; Casasanto & Boroditsky, 2008;
Ulrich & Maienborn, 2010), a3k HE—2> B 1%
B4 B[] 35 R ALK (A S SE . kA, HRFR K,
R A oI B2 J2 0 400 56 2 () B ol R % i ) 0 253 (1)
PR R, 33 T AR A ST () R 235 ) 240 i EL A e = 7
2 527l (Bueti & Walsh, 2009), AR 3.0 FHLIE B9 F i
BEKEH S, TEIRIRAU H, PeR 45 5 BT X I iy
i SN N |1 I3 21 BN SR = o N gl o T
B FAE R 25 AR DR O P O BRI S, S A
i1 P 3 (Liberman et al., 2007; Liberman & Trope,
2008; Trope & Liberman, 2010), K SZIEWF5T#

W], ARSI BA.0M FE B, %
OB E A B A B, IR R AL
PP B 3 A L [R] f) B— A JE X pe 5R 7 A 5 e (IR
W, MR, 2014; #HZ£, 5L, 2017; Huang
etal., 2016),

EASHE R, A5 ] I B R 2 [ B 8 A
T FIVHE 2 45 40 L R0 BB AE 1 34 LA A0 (D) B
&, (BRI B 4 X A JmRn A A S B A
AR EEEEEER, BIEE, 2012), HEME,
23 [B) P B o B A, WIS . TS A
b E R . BATIRE . EA S W@, 1mE
T E A L2 Mk 4, B A5 2s ) OC &
SN FRAY(Casasanto & Boroditsky, 2008; Casasanto
et al., 2010), AAIXF B (14 B BE 25 5 32 I B TR
FIFZ0E, QHRAT 2 S AT 4 J1 (Block et al.,
2016; Roxani, 2021; Schwarz et al., 2013), Hilt,
FATIHEM - 224 B[] 1 2 (8] BE B AT &S i 4
BF, B [RDRA 2 (] B AN R OG 2 AT e 3 AATT =0
X 2 B O T S R 2 S, T R T
NATT B PR SR T
222 BIEERYEREBRNGNTRE

I E A PSR TR IR R AL I 0 2 Tl T 3R
AUl R T AR < AR A B A HE SR AU . Kuang
25 N (2023)F1] I Bsf (o] 2 [ B 2 0 A 40 0 e 1]
T g = s (] L R >, 8 2 ) e B [ A g 23
Ii] BE 30 B 55 0 e 400 Oy B85 3000 ke 5 v %) << ] B
BfE B, R E 30 A BN, €30 A
HBRRE = <1 /NEPERER), ME— R
P 4 <25 ] HE 2 < ) RE HE e 5 () RRXT (Pairs),
VISR AR BRI ST, AT A0 3 5w 47
BRSAER. U RS T WRFIER
B, ZER PR 6 0 B RIS B, WA
FEI(A F1 B)HP ik #E A O i 4 1 26 30

[ 21 &7 #¢ F]

BB E R ITAE, ILEBRFH RN X
Ao MR XXM ENE RERAMKAEY,
E: B THHRELA 060 AR/ 0AG6 AR/
AE), Ak,

[ 2 /8] 42 %]

OAmd]: maBEBERY 3 NIk E4E,
IHFHH A 19, 000 T/ A

OB »a] : M BERMBFL 10 XTI FA,
I FHE A 21, 000 T/ A
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Lo 1] #E 4%

OA RN : NAFEBERY S Atk 542,
IHFHE A 19, 000 T/ A

OB A& NEEBELEEY 16 54k 42,
IFFH@ A 21, 000 /A

Kuang 5 A (20235 & T — R IR
PR G R I I S5, 4R -8B &I K59
591 2R FH 225 1) R (7] A 00 8 3R ] — W 55 ] R A
MR B AF & A T 2, Kuang 55 AFE X —
R WA 4 R« B A5 HE B2 8% M (Time-Space
Framing Effect)”, WA, 1258 38 X i 45 HE BR800
WP AE LRI EAT T8R4 o DF 5038 o U £ A e [ RN
XM PIRIHESR T, PR IAEAS [F] 4 T 22 7 AR
DL B WA BT IR 25 5 2R Ak, R LA
T Ak B LU 57 24 A R R T OR L iy 4
AR B 25 RE AR (R g, SRR 5F
IR A] DL AT AT RO R, AT AR R )G
AR, RN, A Zs HE ZR AN 7 A A T A R R 2
F) HEZR B H 34, DR T O SR 3 0 R 1S R T A
(B[R] /25 (B4R 2 B0 22 R 5 TE S (5 A4k 1
1Y) 22 5 B AR /N T, 17T 5 B0 4 P AR 48
PIYE S R AT S, I AR s R R &
T oAy, Ak b F R A A AR SR A A, B
TR R PR A T8 VT FOEURE XS R/ 1 W I
B RREE R
2.2.3 BB AR AR R EY B R

R4 Kuang % A (2023) IR AL T I 25 HE R
AR B A AE T X 38R 1 7 R AL AT T WP ER,
AP AE LT LA [l B i AR e

(1) M AN AR “ R 0 — % — 15 55 v i R Y
Ah 25 HE SRS, A < BR36 T00 55 1 v B 5 Al B R
F,

BB T PS4 — I T 3R 1
B, RMAEI LA G, AATEE 218 X ) 2 —
PRI a7 R PR G 5. i, BRAE AT ok
A A28 H 52 APP S, 45 L P SR ALY
Be % 5 28 GR I AAE A —Fh, 14 23 SR IE I
25 A B T 28 (B PR B8 s R ok e g & A R
FAT W FH B 3 AT e 2x IR Dhy B UR uly |  fHE i o
THEE N, B gk 00y 2047 B8 B sl AT ) Sk e g
EAREFEZBE. B, BR—HESHEES
Bofg S iH ) (55 Be Bl & € 4 Rl B 1400 (2021~

2025)) ), BRARATAE S AR I — 45 0 132 B O &
(n, iz ARk E R RS S W, &
NI e BHRHE B — T 7 R B p, 2
AR REHEIN 3] B 25 HEZRAL N o 1280 — [] AN
A A R 56 s 2235 A R0 1 ] B A P AR T S Y
e, WHEA EEA B L, xR
s, MEMI AN E APP BT & TAE# 15
PUTE hC 2 7 R, SR <A TR R AE 4,
AHTFRSHERE TRITHNEE, BEERER
A E 2 B 5 R AT AR B, SR AR
FRMELR, AR FHRI IR S, 25 Rsg;
i B T 40] 1 2 TR A2 B R, SR A
B IR AESE, AR T B i R A &z 8h 4%

()R I 5T 1 T8 3 A 200 1) e S A5
RS AN TE T A R PR T SR I B, LA e IL
RAFRE

TEBSEAE TR, BRI (AN, MRAESMSE APP 42
BER L 3% 7 S P E SR AR T B ) PO 0] R L X3k 35
(Can, 78 PR it e 55 o 1) 330 47 35 88 ) e 3R () J o oy
e 3m F1H R Ak SR, EIRTT A A HE SR A0 1 BL
il ) 0, TSI T L A A R S R SR A (U B
BRI vs. Y BE BRI ) (G FH T Al R DL I Y
TR, R T R IR SR 17 355 WU TG vk 48 A 300 ol fie g
[y e/l a3 B A BRI LA, Levin 558 A (1998)
TR, T REEI B — RS BE,
TR PSR 5 AT HE AR AR (A, R TR — e
P 1E 8 f 8 T 1 — F oy 3K, XA e B
FOME . A R MR AR I B A 4 R A SR 57 7
WA {5 B AL ELRY . PRk, ARBF ST IE BT
BRI A HE SRR, 9 JE AL, D AR &R
A [ S RE e R T L35 10T 0 < B35 35T 15 5
H s 2 HE SR AN 7 A ) BRI AR AR AR

(3) AT AW ZE K S AL 1 7 ik B —, I B At
LR IR

AT 98 R FH B R 42 00 . Bk,
a0 R A 7 DA ARG 36 Bt 4 HEE A% W7 A i R AL
K BT 4 B AT BE NS AT S R R, (ER T AN AR T
Aib B 235 PR S I A0 2 5 B SR T T 4
BEHLR RO , WE T O B . ShAA A AR
PEUESE . DATERFGR 25 R W, SURHEAT Jy 45 4L
o TR R BUIE HIWT AT 09 LSt e S R (B T
Z= 0L 2015; Green et al., 1994; Scholten & Read,
2010), HHI, S&dAmL#E0) IR shig g AR mT L
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RV S A A B D B R, DT SR Kb SR FH 4G
RANEG AT R ITE A R (B TS, 222430,
2015; Ashby et al.,, 2016; Glaholt & Reingold,
2011), Bk, AWF5EHU7E IS LR o s Bk 5t Jr
BB ZFEE, DARICE 2 i9IC R PEIEE

(4) B 3 HE BRSO E B S5 AR 176 o 4 S s Bl %
R AR ATAL,

HE S350 BIF Y B UE S BLAT B4 1 T A 7
W (BRI 4 R T, i i S F 5 AN A R UL Y
2 50 2 A 45 v DN B T I s HE RN B A AE, X
T AR B 5 (2 0 FH B T 0 A 3 0 e SR
58 ) b ) B HERCR ane] s A g . PRI, ASBIFESR
U0 H G 6 2 HE A B R I 5 v 1) S s Bl 4
BOR .
23 N

T LA b SCHR IRE S 2 A, AR R AR
AR EAR () TE LS P TE T Y B8 10 e
TG HE o, BRI I 23 HE SR80 2 B AFTE; ()FEML
e R 0D, A ) — 1 [ N 8 At A% 0 L < 3
TG T A0 < B8 3T 5 358+ I s HE SR A0 5 AR ) B
R AL (3)75 % 25 HE SR Bl 4t SR AT
AL T B . ASHIESE & A R S 1l B 5
B2 e SR SR I 22 VL R MRS, IRV B HES A
LA LU AR P SRR AL O B2 Y 3L

3 RS

AW E S 4 WISk S LR 5T H

Bro WFSE 1 PRI A i, PR R T [
5§25 () HE ZR 4 348 ] — B R T, A ATTR 12 e 0 1Y
PHM U2 2 R A, BESE 2 FIIFSE 3
IL3 531 R i A5 O AT g 445 SR 56 v AN 3 25 A HIR Bl
B ERFR, 48 7 T 5 e T 1 Xk T e SR A B
rh R s HE AR AR R 7 AR 0 BT R AL . TS 4 U
KB S B T R T, BRAR I A E SR80 7
IS A A S Y B HERROR o A SEHESR ULIET 1,
3 HR 1: KEBEDARBRPSEFER

SHEZRRRL

5% 1 2% Kuang % A (2023) 9525875, 4R
“ASBE RS = AFIRDfE R I e i A 2, R
FIF [F1) 712 [F2) 94 o A 258 A1 i 2 ] — BP0 30T ) B
B R, AR B I S B P A AE I A3
HEZRARLNE o LIAEBFFE (A& T/ BT F o) B, 520l
HEE ZL0N; 1 7 A B LR B RN R R R IR 2,
PRGBS . AR5 ORI R A 6 ik
I, DIRAMRZE R (n, Beae s . WA SRKF
22 53)% (Kuang et al., 2023; Kiihberger, 1998;
Levin et al., 1987; Levin et al., 2002; Peters et al.,
2006; Simon et al., 2004; Stanovich & West, 1998),
i, AR RITZHF R, ik E5 A
1 52 0 AR CAS [R) Y DR SRR 85 L T 280 L R AT
[F e et ot gilEseat) . A
[F) 2R B ) Bl AE A (i, w2 BT SR 5
ARG HYRHAE, BB BE T SO TG SR K 19 5
055 J7 2K, A0 A s HE 24000, 7 PR T e SR B

HMEREBR:
a7 i A HEZRARN B HAL i 5 B HECR

5

H#r3:
FR BIHERSCR

o [ WIS BFE2: 53 B5E4: E
% RB BT R 2SR R 2 HESRR R 2SS
R {8003 R PUSCHIRCRE |
I K HEAATH — kAR :
I ER TSR SRS :
AIERTRE, ASREIR
B BRSHE A
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HTETE I & 1 i R 2%

BRI, BF5T 1 K EERTE . YR AN A
S () 0 FRE B SN 3R R — A B T/ 7 8B, A
IR A LT/ 5 8 B AR o 2 15 A 1 3578 4k
AT LS R AT 257284k, Ui B A 25 HEZE A%
N AE BB POR G R P AR Rz, IR AT
-7 5.3 25 57, DL B B 23 HE B0 8500 1 4 B 35 T
RSB P ORAETE o DL AR 2 BT AS I 18 v Y
— X [0 R Ry 451, O AR AR AN [T AE B R 3 1 R
By %, PG A CEBIZ TR B R E CR %
A6 NEE, 1= ERAER, 6= EFER).

[ 2 /8] 72 %)

BREEERR, AA—F2E QBEAET
F R, NE R XFNSE] R AR KRR 8,
BHFERISAERGER FFER S XERL
FX R LAY (G2 B THARELH 0.60 N Z/
245F(36 A Z /),

[ 2 18] E %]

BREEERR, AA—F2E QBAET
F R, NE R XFNSE] R AR K4k iE 8,
BHE R AP BERE FREASRERR
FXR LAY (G2 B THARELH 0.60 N Z/
24F(36 A Z /),

32 WK 2: MK TERE M OB —
kEBSITAERMIER

WoE 2 fLE AT S8, E— B R
25 HEZRAR N 7= A A O BRI o AR 0 L S £
FEAKF-BHE, 2 [a] FH 2 A [a) BE 25 2 0 BEEE B Y
PIAEEYLRE, EAT8 A ZhPEAG, IF 5.0 2R
IR SRIE, DT 52 M) AT A9 ] W7 1 e 5 (Trope: &
Liberman, 2010). £ fift B /K- 1A J2 LAK Oy £
7 1) 25 WL (1) S5 85 sl LA 6 Ay A5 174 2 SO B ) P
T2 0 B T %o B /N S R A (BRI,
PREE ), S [, AT At ) A0 2 ] BB g g 35 0L
BONAAE S & WL B A 58 2 #H ¢ (Han & Gershoff,
2018). FAFFEIAN, AATHE BRAR 25 R RT )4 B
B — AN 52 25 DX AT R 45 1 ) (Perceived
Control) A Fr A o AAT7EEE i 25 18] 45 8 R0 B
B i TR, LA Ry A TR IR R en] DA ok S 3 ok
LB Rk d, (B AT R BT 8l 5 i 5
JE B R R) 8, PRI R B S 2 TRk AR A9 (Han
& Gershoff, 2018; Trope & Liberman, 2010), Han
Fl Gershoff (2018)[WHFFT R, X 2R 4T3

NATVAE FEULPF A7 [6] — S 4 (14 225 [ia] R[] 15 << dm
T S AN —F, #3E Liberman %5 A (2007) 4N
B, R RS () A s ) AE B A4 il A 5 LB B e
AT BB A Sy BE 2l A sl Bl AL AH 56 1y 0 SR 3R
& A A6 (Liberman et al., 2007), M7, 0HET
SCRTHR By, AATTX 2 ) R (] %052 19 4k 52 7K SF-
ASTE], B[R] B 23 18] %) 4 52 7K OF B8 55 (Casasanto &
Boroditsky, 2008; Casasanto et al., 2010), 45 5o
A 1 S0 3 T [ R 23 [ B B il A A e e, P
TEEWLO PRS- 7] RE IR 2 I L —— X R 1Y BE
BRR, MEER—FAXTFREIRR,

g bR, FRATHEI . AT sk ] A0 A3 (R 1)
SN T AN KPR ], AT BE -5 3%t s fi] A 25
[ LA B ) 3 LB [R] (R, 0 BB A [,
HET S TR W S sk . BRI, £
WiE B, B 25 HEZR B #9077 8 < A8 A AT TR 8
i o Bk ] /253 [0 B 2 8 1o BB 25 <375 30 ) ) LB,
PR BT Z LI 0 w4 & A= B AL (L 2 #%
B XoMI1=Y1), B Am S HEQRALN; 7EXLEE
TUIE AR ey, X T A s HE SR S 35O 4 2 S PN SE 4k
S 2 T AR X /IS W R A AR A ) B AR AR TR
B 25 HE SR B 0 5 R T A4 ) B 8 38 3 ) R &
AT ARACED, R R KRR T ARE) (WA 2
B X>M1->M2—Y2), M, TATERB T —4
A [A] B FH A7 R B 00 AR RS T 7 BE P B 2 AE 48
BN A AL A B R B, N 2 BN

PAAEDF 55 2 58 5 — A0 7™ Az 190 BRAIL ] B —
WALEPFP R : —F24R4E Baron A1 Kenny
(1986)FWL A, 24708 ik (Al 7E #e sk sL L AF7E
R SR I R B, 1) A 2808 4 A v DAAR i e e
H sz mLl; 5 —M 2RI Spencer A
(2005) 4 i A WL, TRl #0172 5 A b A A8 i
ALK S 1 DR SR N SR ) RS, XL
B2 S A 35O B RE R R BT AR O B AR
R, ASBF 5% 450 78 B 0ORT B A B v, 433l
R BB AR AZ O P A AR (R, B
BEEDPIM T2, A 56 B 25 HE ZR A5 0 7= A A0 P
FL ) e 705 S A0 r 42 o8 1) BRI AR A BRI 2 T E 4
AT GRS T LTI 35 o A Ak J3 22 S Lh A 2
F I LT ] Kuang 55 A(2023) W58 HH AYAE 55318
K, RANSEWBELIRFER, gl w4
JEITE A [F) 24 FE b 9 22 S ) ARDRE R/ IN AT 32 W0
Wr (155 vu U 4N 47 2 W, Kuang et al., 2023);
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i ZSHEZE
X)

puGri]
5

HEREZ T B R
M2)

PRAL
(Y2)

B2 BRI S R, s HE A AL i Ry B R A Y

Xof ey FHEE B 1 I A 40 2 2% DL AE B 5T (Han &
Gershoff, 2018), Ll # i 43 4l %J 45 4> 35 T 1 1) Hif
[i] /2% [0 B B A7 E L BEPRA . LA 3.1 ARy
“TAERIEEAM BRG], RNREREGR®R KT
HIBER T ZERT LUR 2% B AT P4 CR 2R 5848 9 1
w3k, 1= EwiE, 9= EFIE).

[(FHAEHR]: “EEZMENABHEE 15 A
WG ERUEER S KTV

[ ] AEHE): “ME 2 M LA A B HE R 25 &
bk EAMBEB R K77
33 WX 3: RGN SERYNAITENEH—

kB SRS EAIERE

5T 2 RAAIE . B E SR PN 5
(14 7 2ok A 56 i 45 M SR8 1 0 BRAIL A, ol /D
e, DA BRI HE . Bk, W5 3 BE
KBS IR B8 B R, 38 7R B 23 HE SR AL N 1) 5
FRALH, & Hh % A A0 AR Bl 48 A ol A7 T D 73 )
AATHIPRAT e m Tad f2 . BRI S, A
WESEALR PSR & IR sl =X 5 AT i G i
FERL, RIS 53 S AE P TR UL T5 1% 58
HEAT I 23 PSR AT 55 i T 2 B IR Sh AR K, T
FR A A A0S e PR SR SR s RN Tk B 1 % W HR Bl 4
bio BLRWFSE N2 5 S0 0 o A B AR

FEMR B 9250 v, Wi 1 7E SR 1 TUI 8% v
AT T T4 Dt S PPk A U IR 85 v E AT — B —
1255 LUIAN, 380 T5 46 00 BT A 3 Uk v 38 I 1Y) .0 2R
B 4R 2= RORT I 22 R AT MG R P
AR T RIS . SR 2 —5, AR
AT RZ b, FESEIRE N BE &AL R
WEoE 2 T i B R ATRL, BD, A HESE
B3 A A5 2 3 ek 72 i BB A AR b (7 ik
TG BE v, K 1 — 20 5 e 4 2% AR sl T
Z TR R AR AR B R oA T AR A

TERR S AR 2 T L, AN 5T 03 AR

A7 B35 T it S VA sl A RE T — 4 — P o 3R G A v
JIT R AR B R Bl R HE AT 3BT o TR B AR AR A A
ORISR AR B0 48 bR, 0, K Bei) (5 B R R g
o) 25 TRETUA R FE TR EE AR LY SM. {H (Strategy
Measure) (Bockenholt & Hynan, 1994), 15 8%
3 (Scan Path) Y AH IR B (Zhou et al., 2016)
&, HHEIEME, KELPRWEET N K IR
SRk oA Edn, ORI 4iRE2E R PrdnfE
257555 RWE BN T3 E M E 22K F IR 3
FebRCn, RNEET . FEARE. EOLRHS IR B
WEHZ IR, LSRR s A g
AT AR TEC IR0 Tt AR ) & URAR B8 r

34 WR4: RIEHSERMNNLBERR

I = WA 5% 24 7 AR A 15 B S e = B b
ZLB 75 HELL YN B BRAN.O BRAL A, WFoE 4 S
HRERTLAFFE A, FIMNEEIEL . Sh32
Bk . HATEMEFRERFR), HsERER
REVE N — A 0w B e T EL, B AT A4 U5 D
L s 1) BT ER (9 O 1) 5 AR . DA T 2s S AU A ER T
Z: Y5 P AE B T shal A R B S8 S B, SE R
T EBRH R TE S S AT R A
R TR = = RN R B Ry [ F g SN D W Qi i)
S B [E) RN A% (R B = R HE Bk 34 42 B i 4
JrEe. I AT HLEE DL b = AE SRR AR 13 Bl
N, BT XS 5% 50042 2h 0 fw 4 F2 B LA B S B
S5 NBINES, RVTAS IR R 148 HE 22 5 BB 4%
B P ANE ST .

{EA5 KR 2, XA E S0 & S BT
5%, S AR 25 SR AR IS 1) ST e T 4R it — AN TR
WA R RE (AN, LEAT AT SR 25 (] HE S 5 AR %t
e — PSR AT A AL, A R B0 SR A A )
FEZE AR A SR, ek ATy 5 | 1 7
W7 1) o SR, ARHE AR A JCHE QL2500 388 5 Ny
FMRFZE A5 R, AT IO T fig Jo ik 42 4t — A« —
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J1Y)” (One Size Fits Al AT RS K LT A 1)
RS (), N, F T 25 4% 09 S U 5 05 (] 1) &
R, A5G HE BRSO 19 55 B 2545 31—~ B iy 4
T AnARARIE TR Sk, AR R A7 B — A~
PR BUREZR R IR VEI; A SR AR TR AT IR HE sk,
TOS Al 17 B bt P AR 25 P ARE R AR IR T . (HAZEY
J, XU B S BT 5 e IR ) JRUIRS: O 4 7 45 SR
HER (Tversky & Kahneman, 1992)F14% 5w 2 (Li,
1998; Li & Xie, 2006; Markowitz, 1952; Scholten &
Read, 2014) L /5 «PU 47152 3K (Fourfold Pattern)fij #%
BT . XEIRE, AR S RAESLRON A
TR PESRAT A, 3 2% P8 LA Y T 3 17 45 sl e
S Ir) IS VG SRR 2 AR, 78 I 28 RE SR 00
FYETIAAE ST Pt 2 B T 2RI B4 .

Kuang %5 A(2023) M WF 5845 R & B, 124N [F)
Y XL — P — e SR B v, R I s HE AR i R L
T 5 218 5 it 228 £k 18 T [ /45 3K (Pattern) A T
AR e AT I U E R L R E RS X =
2 JLF JC 75 4R 1 #& %% (Physical Effort; Roxani,
202D PR S, B T IS IHESR, AATHE=S
(1) B 5 A T 2 98 <P 8 AT ) A T 194 L 481 %
By AT NBCE N AT I — 2R AR )
FEZR PR SR S5 b, DU HR BT s R, BRI,
A TS MRESR, AATTAE RS MIAE 2R 4% 14 T 5
<[ TR SR A SR A L A AR S RN T, ik — 25
PR, NATAE I B 28 P s Im) R, HhAT B A5 7
LIRS HE 9% T FE SRR S 1T BB 22 52 0 s 25 HE 2R BYy
HED S A S A2 A T ) ) — AR . DUERFSE
FW, M B A (L B rR B | A e ) 1T RE
23 38T AT B ) A 2 7 7 (Schwarz et al.,
2013); R A T FE 2 5 T 0 A (8] 0 52 A7 A Sk 2
IEAH K (Block et al., 2016; Roxani, 2021), N itt, 3
AT . A 6 B R R B B 22 M 25 ) A AT X B
(i) B 225 A SR, T A2 2 5 T T 225 ) P 5 ) SRR
FH U R I T REAS S, I AT R AR IR
PR PR IR, SR A2 RIAE AR Sk iR AT 7 48,
AT RS AN R R, R, Y
T B TR BRI FE SR DL SR BE e, R
BRI ERLOR R IR AT T 8, A B THE AT
HATEIE . BeAh, ARHE LA 5 2 HE SRR N 1 7= A
T I8 £ K/ 2 e R 3R AR G R SR 45 2R, 3K
AT . ) P Ao 2 HE B8k N7 Bl 4 DR SR AT B ARUR
A REIR 2 N 50 Bl am, A TN HIFR K 5

B BE TR AT, B ZS HEZR B $ 9\ AT BE XD
BT RAR . BUFRE T — M 22 M A FE R B
Hes R T A, BN AT BE 25 ) 52 B3 iR HEZR 19
20 (Kuang et al., 2023; Peters et al., 2006; Simon
et al., 2004).

Mz, IEARETC 3.1 TR R, fER SR s
EE A0 07 7 B8 T 2 SR 1 B v 0 A PR RN R 2%
R T AR AR, BFSY 1 KRR DR T B 1 e 5
P, BRI AT E (N, U R R Ak Y )
AR 22 S (n, e A () R/ 5% 2SR AR R A AU Bl
BRI NIRRT . BUFRE 1 22 )R E M
ER, BRI AR TR 1 AN,
HE— 2 B IE T G 52 M 3R A 4728 A PR 2% T 8
SERERCR VE T, AR S S ST T 4R LR
SAEAE . N EAC Y B

4 ERENMSEIE

VAFEBI T A BR, 7 2 Ja A0 XU PR 5 sl v
HEZR AN, YIS ANALAE BEAE B AT B T BE AR AATTHY
PRSRAL, T ELLE SRR hoa] Bl AT A
B EI AR SRR TN Tz A
TE B9 B s 18] A 23 8] 4 6 0 I 25 e S ()t 020
AR AT B ERIHE R A — 2K S HES
BN T Xk Lt AR A I 2 e R AR U S AR
R IR BT A RO T 52 0 28 e B T I S HE
RN A, BT S ) DR S 1 B 5 T vk
SRR —, KO AR T BRI R R g
O PR T PRSPk, AP T
BT R A2 5], AR BRI D SR 85 v I
HE SR AN, B A7 S G S 26 [ Il 3 770 BB
BIHIE . PRKEBIIE B IR AS () TR SR P e ke
SRR (B, B2 Ll AR R R A L B ) 25 A
KRG, ARG — A [a] i e AR | S0 B/ XLk
T 35 v 2 ME B A0 7 A ) BRI A B A 2R (A
P 2 JT7R), FFXoF ik 2 HE AR50, /e S 85 v 1 1)
A BAEAEATIRE . AP 5 B 2 4 3
BABAELUT = A5 1 -

B, DITEAT 00 HE 22 A 48 4 4% 02 0[] — 4t
SN B AN G BE AT S e A, i, 2 E Ak
SRR P Ji P HEE RS T XU ke 5 0 v 2 i
1% 5 2 HE 2355 7 329 SR A S 48 P2 1 4 0 s ke
R0 IE B B9 22 Ak (AT U1 26 DA AR PR B < Jo A 4
ITr ), AE B IR S 18] P S AU g 4 R/ 1]/
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22 [ BT A0 34 3R FHAE ] — 52 (23 R 48 i g (o
(CIVESAEIDE: i S nk e 57 N 41 KA o S QIR K
SR BRI DT 50) o AT S P TR AR
ZEMESUERERE 1 15 401 700 2 [A] phe SRk 7 4 T 22 1) 45
S, AT — R 4 B AU Y < B HE SRR L
Tr I RE(E 3),

OOk, RTINS 28 HEQR AN L FE 7= FE AL Al
A P 5 S0 1 21 1) e SR 4R 3L — R ) A ST A
FRRE e AT LATERT S TR I 8] i s i) o
DIARSE, EAAT R 2 2 7 i J0Y i [ 4503
R, BEE AR B B5 0 PR 3R 14 S8 R AT 5 = 1)
Jedfe, JLPARD WEA WEFE# B RO S P
AR AT IR o ARBT ST B XTI ] 5 2 1]
HAMEREN KR, LonEE e fif
TR 7 - JHLYE 0T R 2R SR AT BRI ASE AR R J ) A
IPESFHEAT T AIRE, R — A AT LAR]
A U I < B T PR SR S5 ) B R A

HUSR figp R I 25 HEZRALNE I 7= A= ML JF R T # S
AT A 25 A B vk A B A I IR 238 B R R 5 2
W7, AR I A ATTHEAL B 25 e 5k 0] B B
TR P PSR 72, DA R B S R A AR Ak i
A E DR R R SR IR . X IR U, R
AR TR I T B 23 HE SR — 0 BRPR B AR fh— (4
JE 22 5 LA A SR AR AR — D R i 1 28 A X — T i
TR I A58 SR i Ao B 8 L ARDUL 3% T e 5 175 35 T A 25 4
BB Y P HE LR, AL TN RS A AR A
T BE Y A BE B AR, DRI AR AR G2 A6 R SR (1) SEUE Y
It R FPORE AN BT PR R A 0 TE LAt TT R () i BRI -
AT 5 0 25 S TR AT LA — 2 <4
(Domain-general)” i 3 “ 40 8 45 % (Domain-
specific)” ALV >f 2 A 55 1A 1 2 ] P 3k () v ZE AL
il o B, NATTHE A B 300 R 25 T RS ) R, 2000
P4 i ] A0 233 ] B B A B 7O B2 1T 3 g R AR
T BRI 2 A S ] 1Y B — 2 B 1 1% <t 30T Jak

B3 ZmEtk. KB, 2515 2 ) P s TR p AR HE 2R3 4 9\ T =X T IR
TE: JRMHERN | (G SMERRRN | I IF/BE /4 BRSSO RS R B, I A HEARRON AP S AL 1 A
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S, T 2 G Y I S DR e o BT
T, TEAL BHLAR e 0 1% 25 40 R0 4 (B P SR ) R, o
SR T e R I e g B TR R 4 [ B 4 R E R
O FRBR R b cam iR W, SR ma X i 2R Y
i SRR B U0 B S RO, O R T 1Y g
TR IR o F A BRI T ) 55 1 0 223 (] e 5 ]
B, P 33 TG ) SR FH <4 BE L 350 SR M R AT
5, B3 Ik L 3 P A~ 1R TUAE B [ /25 ) 4R B T ik
VR )0 PR B 19 25 SRR 25 SR A B I BT B 3
By 2% 5% 1% A1 X5 K /N (ATimea, g/ASpacea, g Vs.
AOutcomen, g), FEFELE R 22 5 4L | i)
BRI MR L T H Lh e SR ms AT H 3R, R
i LB P AN 1B IR & (K /D (Utilitya vs.
Utilityg), ZEFERUHTH AL

e Ja, AT AR R TR SE 50 = R UG
2B SN A HESR RGO, ASBIFFEHS e S B rh s
Jifi— RV UE S S5, Ry o 30y Bsf 25 HE ZR A0
TE B S B e i) B A RCR B A4 010 52 Ak Al AR DG
HEWL . 5 BRI 73 HE SR A00NE 11 B 480 R KXo 35 Bl A
N TSP AT AR SR 1 B e i
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I 23 PSR S S5 ORI 22, B AN AE 45 Fh 1 S P 3%
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Theoretical and practical exploration of the time—space framing effect
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Abstract: “Understanding and improving decision-making” is considered to be a major priority for
researchers in behavioral decision-making. Investigating framing effects can simultaneously achieve the
goals of understanding and improving decision-making. Currently, framing effects are mainly studied and
applied in multi-attribute and risky decision-making fields, with relatively less attention directed toward the
exploration of intertemporal and spatial decision-making despite their common occurrences in real-life
scenarios. Given the interchangeable nature of time and space, this study seeks to investigate the potential

existence of a new time-space framing effect (i.e., preference changes resulting from using a time or space



%59 E A S WA HEARSON A B 5 N R R 1429

framing to describe the same decision problem) that can effectively contribute to understanding and
improving real-life spatiotemporal decision-making. To address the proposed question, this study intends to
examine the phenomenon of the time—space framing effect (Study 1), unravel its psychological mechanisms
(Studies 2 and 3), and ascertain its practical implications for nudging behavior (Study 4) by employing
multiple methods, such as cognitive-behavioral approach, eye-tracking technique, and field experiment. The
findings of this study are anticipated to provide a new research perspective and paradigm for understanding
intertemporal and spatial decision-making while furnishing psychological insights to nudge individuals and
organizations toward making more judicious decisions.

Keywords: intertemporal choice, spatial choice, framing effect, psychological mechanism, nudge



