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W OE OBSTNGER AT RREH LA NS TRAe R FRARZ A GBI L. REIZARRK
iE 10 4-(2009~2019 SF)BF 50 Xtk 7T 40, A EFAR AT A EGIL RBFFM, ML ZAAH =5 T BRI
TR £+ ok, HHETNGEZRR SR, HHTRGET AT, KRR EE A K EFETN R E
R AR X Fo S TBAE, £ S8 T B £ 630 2 S IEAE], FAR AR AL A 5 A 5B £ 49 R A LA,
KEBIE HETNRE, AFRFEETR, HERR, TRR%

DS B842; B849

1 58§ AELLSEBNIA S 227 85, Hoh 76 B B KR
M EE, ENIRAE BSOS s . XX st
SCHRPEAT R, R I 10 4RSS oY 1 K
ML . A . FH A, S8 =8 E
) R ﬁﬂ /idz"// ﬁ”
ndorf, 2015). FAZE LF y BG4 (anticipated BRI FHETNIRE TS, Gk

emotion), BB A, g mm e T PR
Befh, %925, 2017), f@FE(Brenner & Ben-Zeev, 2 [RETUNRERNZ &M
2014; Hoerger et al., 2016b; Thompson et al., 2017) .
HEFET 4, 2013). KT (Loehr & Baldwin, 2014;
Ruby et al., 20112450k 178 28 9 A TFTIAR
KREWFFE I, AT XE L AERS T A >k
{1415 4% I3 (Wilson & Gilbert, 2003), 717 2 1l
B 43 142 2 Y P 22 (affective forecasting biases), X
PN Aok A K A I RN A T A S B
HE R Z MR B R W T, 2014), H B2
90 EfLLIK, X—IR O 5IR.OHFEFFRE N
2O, XVHEERSE AN Q01000 I iETT T R G Mk
Wo RN, HMGZAERE 10 4, TERINE, E
PN A1 & T D 2 S5 UERIF 5T AN B, Ay o0 3
2R R A A . LA “emotional forecasting/
affective forecasting” & F8I7E APA/EBSCO %4
VAT SCSCHRAS 2 (U2 2020 4F 2 1 15 H), 2010

1 & T B 4 1 X 9 (emotional/affective
forecasting), 2 0 & o 25 14 Fr 51 e 49 1% 45 I ML
Y3 F2(Gilbert & Wilson, 2009; Miloyan & Sudde-

Kahneman 1 Snell (1992)%} 1% £ Fl i fiw 22 3/
13 T IFRITERTSE, A TE O e 2E 8 K2k
1R FL I s oK PR TS 4 32, B e AR i IS 4 A
AEME AT 1 2598 . )G — RAVIFIE R, X
22 HBAE K it ABE . RELE SR h, BERIAE
W FA L, BRI S EGRT, 2014),
FI 10 47, 3R P T — 25 7R A [) A7 18 ik
UG 5% A5 JESE
21 FREZEMN

PATEBF ST B AR SE, I/ 25 T dw 25 T 12 A7 7
T HE Y AR AR (Wilson & Gilbert, 2005, 2013),
AR BB ST B, A A N AR AT 1 2 T 00 st
WAETER 2 . Kopp 25 A (2017)7E— TG 40T 45 1)
LH A, 3~5 & LE A TUE] 15k ik 4
kG 4C AT A XE S E 4% . Gautam [ BA(2017) & B,
JLEE AL T f b LE SR AR RE T, (BB A Al

e b ot . 1spisoqy,  VHEBURRRIE, GE) 45 5 Lcre i 2
g R R DM R 22 . A KB
WAEVEH: BT, E-mail: chenning@shnu.edu.cn (2019) 38 1o 956 5 F1EL S0 53¢ A9 SRR I, &
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IR Hp A Bk 0] R 27 = 25 SR of 1) R A3 Sk Al
TH B 27 1 48 R s o 1) A A I JRR A Hh B T v Al
2. Scheibe 45 A (20113 A [ 47 f i 1 1oL 00 5% [
BERIEEERBTIELE, HRER, RETERK
A (40~60 ZHFIZAE N CRT 60 25T i) A 1
B TAERACNT 40 %), [EATIER B X SR
PENTE VL2 2R W 1% 2 T i 2 o D3k 28 87F 55
KF, IG5 TN AR 25 7E N 2R B AR R T B T R
WAFTE
22 1EEHIZME

it & VI A 22 38558 B B R 45 T (self-
emotional forecasting)Fll A Fr1i 45 1 (interpersonal
emotional forecasting) ', FILHIFB Kz,
RZ 10 R EBAH R

FUWBEGE T 2 7% 58 1 JAG 25 T O 22, ELT3
I A8 AR S 1 B8 22 SR AR D SRRT H AR 35 (Gillbert
& Wilson, 2009; Wilson & Gilbert, 2003), iIT4E3E,
iz 3fj(Loehr & Baldwin, 2014; Ruby et al., 2011),
{i Ff (Brenner & Ben-Zeev, 2014; Hezel et al., 2019;
Thompson et al., 2017)%F 5L 1R 32 BIRF 55 5 ¢
{E. Ruby % A(Q2011)X AT iz 3 B A7 B 20
KB, WolEE A T AR EZ IR,
SRS TP AT A 8 o 1) TT LA A R, A 2 VR AE
M3 A2 8 B . Loehr F1 Baldwin (2014)
FIRFIT A B, AT SRS IR B 12 shi Sk i)
I, 3RO AR 22 T RE 23 I 55 WA H 2 8
M3 7 TEAE BRI B b, AR R, WARAMA T
FERU TR FH 258005 S 4% D7, AT R RE 2k
B I FH 3% L6 259 (Brenner & Ben-Zeev, 2014),

NATVI G 26 A 16 IF AR A B s Thalk Ay, $5E b,
RiNaw 5T . e 5 ARk FH A
MR . WIRE . LSS S . S IRATTI R
e 4 & A e AN B LAt N T PR 56 3 1Y) 15 25
AR APRIE L (FR T, 2014), AR ER R
FL0% 1l (empathic forecasting) (Pollmann & Fink-
enauer, 2009), —RIIBFFT BN, AFnih 4 00 R
ZMWE WA 4rE i . UL Pollmann I Finkenauer
(2009) B 5T A 491, At 7] 37 48 1 0 At A A 00 55
AT Bk O WO (1 2, S5 R R, Toitse X RE A
il N8 2 GERIA Z I8 26 L, B B T
il 22 (S5 1 R0 2), BIME RS 2 02 I E
B, XF w2 KR AR (LS 3). RS, Green 58 A
(2013)iz AN M BF R 1T, 5 42 AT S AR B

AR XS [ O 1 25 10 TR R P14 25 i T, 45
RENH RS TR ZET R RNEG, F
MBS (R T 4%, 20135 BRT, 2014) DIL RS2 77
1G85 B, 8t Ao a8 42 T IR A [E) S
ZE T [R]85, 455 S & 30 2800 A8 TI0 A 44% 22 A
WA A A BT R T 22, GIESE T A 1R T
i N E 43X — A BRILE P74 (interpersonal empathy
gap) AT

3 RN mERLE

HRGTAE 2 T A 22 A= 09 JELERL, - DT Ay SR B
T R W T VR I A 25 4 KM, IR RS
FHHDLGRETTE . FL7E 2003 4E, Wilson F1 Gilbert 7
HgiaRh Sc v, i 2R 500 gk 22 & 2B 1 2o R
B, AT Tk 1 &5 10000 R 5 A i R A B
BYiE 10 Ff BAARR 22 19 J5 [H (sources of bias), {HiX
SERG R Z | TN I . el 10 4F, BFsEEAE
P TR HU A A B, i EA S AL A RS
SRR mZ R AT T %R
31 AFMRE

15 2 T N2 GO RE F1 AR, DR
TN A BE 41T 15 2 T00I0 O 22 199 ok 18] 32 8 F 9 3
Wy, Hp it R 2 098 0 B B B Al
¢ 23X PR AR BR

RAEE I (focalism) & — i B TR 43 BC Y A
GHBARI S . R, R EE
BRIV ZF BRI R ZE R
B, DI 3 O R AR A 22 T 4 5 TRl ) R
@RS, FKIE, 2015; BFEK %, 2013). &%
W10 AR X B AR A 8 P R AN R i — 2
YRS, FTHG LT 5 5

% —, MBFEIERE R, £ iE g
AR, AR AT R BT AT R ME 43 B 4R
W B (BT JT HTT L ME), 9E 2 5 B0 B A0 3l
BRI S S5 R0 TR 2 . 7F Ruby %A
QO FFF , B ikad T 5C 7 B I 16 B A
MM 28, TR AS A ER ) RS A B 220 A SR TR
M RBOHAE B E R R B KAL . Ruby
S NB X R AR S VR R T 3 0 (forecasting
myopia),

B, NS R LUk, 4 OB kA
TERRE IR 2, R AR AR I & 2)3E
B DR 250 HLAR 2 B W 5 | R i ———Fp AT R 22
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G A R B ER, B RETR
e 15 4 I FR AR . Lench 25 A (2011)TERFSE
2, A O R S s g, o
1% 2R £ 2H (low-focus) A9 4 ity 122 25 4 12X R 57 0
12 2R £5 4 (high-focus) ) 4 il 35 7 4 U I i 199
FH, G555 AN T s i S 0T R 1 45 R
N, 33X 4 AR T e o BB R F 4 S 5 | ) (B
BRI AT -

=, AEIEES, BEIN 2R
PR SRR R I SRR S AR T R
B, 3 [RIREAT R TR 2% . Mallett 45 A (2008)
B2 S BEBR T 4% 1% (intergroup forecasting error)iX
—E, BHEYAMIRETH A SACHES.
T 2R g 2 ROy (8] P AR U AT, AR & sl
i ACHIHRIES . AT, YEK
HABIE 2 BB AWIRS A O WHEIZ A,
155 26 1000 5 A AR AR LR B 1000 R e 2 BRI
Levine fil Cohen (2018)fcir — M5t K, Bik7E
N e S 1 B A 5 R M Sl A e 1
TR BRI T ik S5 45 A Ol R TH RIS 28, X
o T i 22 VR T SN TR T X O A TR AR
RN L,

F, FELAER Y, fREZ W (immune ne-
glect)il # # M h 5 5 AL 45 52 I 91 1Y 3L — 1 25 T
Wifm 22 ORI, HFESL B, AMTREBETEERA
B Bt BLAT ()0 A 58 RN B I R T, AR BT b
BB R S R A 8, X5 Schkade FI
Kahneman (1998)(1 - HHI W 2 —3 iy . K1
SAEFF AT G5 T SR, AR RE T, A
T B E 2 R ETHUR S 1% (Pedersen et al.,
2011), 75T AR S 45 26 17 55 v (4 17 & 2 vy I A A
Al B OB BRI B Nl & BRI RE 7, AT
S 20 5 1Y T e 22 (Dolan & Metcalfe, 2010),
MAFLL IR Z TN AT AL ST, iR
FlATTA B IRk B /MBS Bk, AT R
55 25 T K SF- LLGE S 2852 (Fu et al., 2018),

B, ARG SR, R %R
EN G a8 {380 32 SR R AR A 2 FE I I 22 )
[l . Moons 45 A\ (2016)i i >S5 560 & 3, ZIAREN

MG A 25 B TI0I, R O S B g 2 R 4
A T 2 A A 28 BB A L S AR AT o O
R .Kumar Fl Epley (2018)f) R F L8645 R W, %
BB RRARMG T H232 3 W BEHUS B BRI 45,

[P s A T R R . PSR IACR, AR FRIR IR
WX — SR AL 2347 mT LAKY I 3Rk 2 A 52 5 i 5
IR, BRI R IA FAEAAEAE F 3 A0 fw I (egoce-
ntric bias), FEFRIEH F G0 HAGAN 23k BT
F 2B R o R 77 45 N (2013) L) Z 0 0 27
A g i, TRIREIESE T A B 28 T ¢ 55 b
BRI T A IR Z WX LA B R i 2 o

10120 2% (memory bias)J&WF 58 HIRITIH L W)
N1 25 T 22 AU R . B G AR TR AR,
RAIAGAT LA R E—RIINIER IS
TR AR, AT ARBE T 22 h
W B 25 36y, AT A 003000 A (] 1 35 PR % 2B B 1Y
82 R 7

H ST RAE 2001 4F, Wilson 28 AR 2 52
>J #5 UE B 1% (learning-from-experience hypothesis)
KR MICIZ M ER S, N AMTZE T £
WG g heg ], UatlE a R =A% —
EOE B IV, RTe AR S s T 2R
KN 25 2 B AT LA, MTARZE TRt K&
52 RS 0T I B ARk Fi iR, R
PEARUE, JE8 7 LR 5 WS B A — B0 &
21, ZRMEFTERRIE, RIRTEIERE T 5 AR
BR—8a RaDn, % AER ML 2 B
Ry SR, AATAEAXE LLGA 33X = A bR
A — A EE A, DT BRI TR0 [R] 28 = 1
WKOE A I AR A RN . v, AERA AR AL T R T
FRME, X2 K R IR LA 3 4 (atypical events)
RESGyic A, HEREAG A (Morewedge et al.,
2005), AnSRAREE S R AR S AL S o i 1 28 R Ok
T A R 4 B L, 25 5 S 300w 22 1 &
I, BFSEEE R, R L 22 1 DG SR 1R 45 Pl
T ZE R GCAZ Y SR SR (R T 5, 2014)
WA IR XCICWZ 45 T A RIfFRE, W Meyvis
8 N (2010) 45 R 1% 28 1000 §2 12 4 1% 4B 1 (misreme-
mbering past forecasting hypothesis), AN AfTA
e M 22 Y 28 30 v 2 = AT P R R A T A 22,
V5T TXE G 22 W I 2 P & 2F T 45 DR0 1L o
32 HNAE

AR ok — Le T 5T W, G 2 T A 25 Nk
ETIAA, WAETE—E WS HLEERE, HRTX J7m
TR AN RS, A RTFTR E2 W SOR i k%
R4S E 1) A5 S ML A0 5T 1

WEFT A, AR 19 17 45 TR0 5 I 23 5 )
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545 R 22 . Gilbert A1 Wilson (2009) Y #F5% %
B, MR R A T AR 2 R0 . T e
ARG 5 15 2 SRS, 5 B B IR A
o] 52 i 15 245 I 1 1 TN 04 SRS AR L, B 2 R
FH5+ o Morewedge Fl Buechel (2013)0U) >4 sh #1194 ¥
PR 4 000 i 22 A9 B B AR IL T SR, X
FoE 20, AR B O A RE 1R s S Lt
AT Rl 152 W 45 R, 3R B TR 5 ) i 22
RV 2 TR0 ] BE Ak R O 2 5 W P 3th 5 K Pauketat
N (2016) 3 1 P A~ LA B, ARG 2 sl
(self-affirmation) B i I 20 i W 35 1 & A= B 1) 155 4
T G 22 K De A TN 22 22201 7) B T MLy )
FRIE, MR R 1) 1 A R — A0 52T 4
s 22 B Sh AL IR o A AT & B0, A 1 22 1) A9 A 1R e
I 0 1] ) A A R g Ay E b ) IS 1 R 4
I 00 5 1] £ A L AR 2 ] A B Ay H A
TG T ARG 25, EL VAT VS B R 99 AN DG B & A
T, MASHBUE R B, A FRE R
T IE UL B VR, AR AT S
N ] REL DR 25 5, TR 545 % kA
FER NG I, AT 8% 58 55 (Mata & Simado,
2019), DX EEHIF 5 R 45 17 4 1000 i 25 119 g P 28 £t
T ML LA
33 AAEE

WL AF Ok — Be i 58 2 BR, 1 2% T O 22 1) K
Ax R X R R 25 1 5 ] RIS B, TR S
AR S 4R 5N . Hoerger 1 Quirk (2010)LAfF AT
ST REBE S, 15 226 & KA ORIR G U
LR L IR 28, FEE R A GG . S5 R A,
P28 RIS 1) M P AS AR B 0B L 1 4 AR5 R
ARSI RE, I T 8Um 25 & 2B . J5 ok, Hoerger
HBAGE X 6 Bl [ IG B8 SRk 1T RIS, &
BN DR 2 A T 17 A R S R 15 2 I I — B 17
30% (Hoerger et al., 2016a). %HAIBAIE LR, 1H%%
B 1 REAR I £ 1% 25 P (Hoerger et al., 2012),
FEHE N, 15 2578 1 RE NS 03t 17 46 AR A R A5 A
TR VAN T L7 2L 4T R = N (11 % - B R
2%, Zelenski 2 A(2013)if i) 5 452, & ¥
PR ) A 8 BB R 4 1% 4 T 22, EL R B R 4T
FbEAE 2 Al

4 TRETN R E R T
EOR MG B £ JE A, 4 TN 0 22 7T

HA 177 L (Marroquin et al., 2013), {HKZH1E
OUF, 2SN 2R, e . AHLER . &T M
APRXRA EZATEMZ (S Dunn & Laham,
2006), 1ERUNL, FEE XTI 28 TR 22 5 R A
WA IR, B 5T AR TR a2 SR Al 22 1 T 3
%, MO 10 4ERZ I A Y L S, BN
UEHE 22 B, 15 28 0000 i 222 HL (A Ol U5 19 1 T 3
W ARAALN, XAESE T Dunn fil Laham (2006)1) ]
W ——<“{ 22 S5 JBE A — e, (H B A E A —
FEVRTT™S
41 FHNREFETEHTM

W SCRTIR, TEAR 0 R 1 4 TR e 22 19 =
BORIE, BT ERE MMM RN A G BT 24
WAE, B RER A AR RES . 2R
AR A, B4 5 1k (defocusing), HETAT LU
B iEdm 22, E R ERAE L b, W WL A
14T %5 (diary task), Wilson %% A (2000)% 8, Hit
S B ik Y TN B 2 0 S BRI g AR, iR
Hig 2 48 T 19 45 i 20 00 TA O 35 10 (0 2 3R 3
SIPERA LR M G 8 FL R4, PO L T R R
T

R A2 HACAE: 55 BeAE Jal /)N I 25 000 s 22 e 2
TFRFATR D T =M R 154 5% 4R Ui (affec-
tive competition hypothesis)ih & H g4 55 Al gl
1 5 B ARG e A 04 17 5 4 R T R e B
(Ayton et al., 2007), 430MERi(distraction hypoth-
esis)IA N HiCE 55 ik i BE T e S

S FU (Hoerger et al., 2010), 3tk (inter-

ference hypothesis)i\ & Hig (L5 H#E T TAEIEIZ
PR, TR T RS U 2 O 1 20T RS
(Sevdalis & Harvey, 2009), %6 B H 523 ¥
JEZAL, FE b, BT E M EE R T a5 H
ICAESSTEN ) L LSRG PR FHPLL . 4k, DS
B IR T B IRAH L £E S fh(self-relevant
defocusing) (Pedersen et al., 2012) . Z= £ %k > (defo-
cusing exercise) (WkIeffi, ki, 2015)5 ik, M
TENBRIE L T, BRT 58 AN (2013) % TIE 4 M
B R BE XK Wi 7 (van Boven et al., 2005), #:F4
IR T PR 26 TN B R, ST SRR,
HEEFIEN AR T B AR O REE
B A IReR AR, AT DL RO BRI A

AR, — S5 & 3L IE & (mindfulness) 5
7 26 T IR 2 22 5] 1Y 5C 2R o 4 Emanuel % A (2010)
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AT R E& R A (FFMQ) I i il Y 45 it
B4, RAB, B RIE & MR R 2% | 3
A A S, M2 B A5 26 10000 7 1
. Kong (2015)t &3, ABLL ELA & 47 T IE & Y
N RE S 0 o, U000 S O M AR B, MR, RPN R
5T e R A G, TR, AR
H I RS HIE Ak THIE 4 R 2 . Hong
EN(2016) R % ik — 45 H 1k, RBHET
R T 2 AR U 8 R 20 X 15 2 T g 25 1 S e, 4
TRk BRI 8 5 ) o BRI A8 15 28 T 35 A A
PR, T 49 S5 I A ) R 175 4 190000 400 6 B0 o 4 2
Ve BATAHINA, E&Z T LLEA TSR, &
B R B ] AR SRS E RS I S i AR, A
N BEAS T 4 Mk 2400 5 0 25 A5 28 A4 D I Rl
K (Brown et al., 2007), M XTI 25 34547 o ife
WRHB T o E S XEE T, E Sk A X
5 A AR
4.2 S3HCIZIRERN T

AR m 2 I hnifE R e, AT 25
R ) 342 5 B (Wilson et al., 2001), {HJZ,
WA REHE R HE AT G a i, 5
FUL, B SRR AT R 2502 S AR (R X
B =ANSAF, DOZA B 1% 2 1000 O 22 0 080 .
HFG I X —1R5E, Hoerger %5 A (2012)3 #ik 5E i
WA 46 TOT 55 (50L& 20 BRH 26 8 ),
B AE B AR5 TS US4 . SRR G . BD
B 215 26 | S8R EZAE 4555 4 ME TS5 .
WF5E & HEWr, An S5 — 40 &1 R B0 7000 o A 1 25 LA
o, LIRS B T R A, 45 RIIESE
PR T ICIZ I N 25 P AR LI2E S, AT
P T 2 TN 0 HET P o FE PR 4 TR A BR
o, R TR N (2014) SR BURE B 2l v =X Y S 56 2
SRR, ORI 10 A2 o MUY 2 A 45 L T
W R e ff . v 0L, SCHE R A E AMTRE A M LA
fEggmhae >, MiE¥ I 4. a5 5
200 iR, Y2 AR RHE A N 22 1) T TR 5T
AL, o
4.3 XA T

W, FFARAE B 5T B Sh LR IR HEA T 22
BT Fil. 4N Pauketat % A\ (2016)UAF 53R W], S5 3h
H IR 15 AT LA X R, X B I RE R
XA B PPAL DA TT U 2D T T A T A 1 A T
R 2% o BRI 25 A (2019)7E 5250 2 1 3 th, Bk

Bz RESIVEAS & & R W i A2 2T 47 D v B 1
25 T g 2, L2 B PO CR O BT, X —
SR JA R T U AR 2] RESh PR S AT Ak
BT 22 10 8F 1E, AT At it Hesa ol 538

5 RE

10 43k, BIFFEE DG 25 T 0 22 i IR 42
B AT 0045 B O 1 AN WHR R, HE B2 S e
£ 52 RFE BRI o SR, PSSR AN S T
TR, ST 4 I A 25 B AT R A — e R
(AR AN TF 428 (8], tedn, M5 ikZmAE, W& 5k
XA & R TR 4k B B R E SRR PE (Mauss &
Robinson, 2009), F H &t i| Fl i 1 25 F1 5 BR-s 25
) & X 2 FIAH X 22 B A5 21 9 J 22 12 2 R Tl Y
(Mathieu & Gosling, 2012), K, A& K4 2 m
B R 22 53 Jr ik, T RE LR 1R £ T A 22
HIRZRTR . SR, LATESEA MBS J5 v 2 T
VOO 25 >F 5 ARG A B SCHR o DA SR 1Y () SR
F, ARMESETE N A 7 LT J5 TH 5 5405 45
i 22 14 2 A= A5 =R BRATL A1 ) A

55—, TEIE— 25 S0 2 T A 2 R ) A
fith 1, WA B 7~ HAR AR 22 19 & A2 B =00 BE AL
Wil o —J7 1A, I TR AL 4 TN R SR 1 4 L
BEATIRETE . EENE . HHERE. 1S
SRPELI M S 2N N, J)— 0 L, I S TR
SEE X B S A, A [R) 2SRRI M T Y S
A AN [R) ) T A 45, 5 3k e EL A 5 4 i 1 L
PRTRIN i 2 LA B A 1 A A A RN e BIL A 7 X
S0 Bk 25 5N . ShHLR RS B R 22 ] 2R 3
TERERYOCER? DUEMFFE X IR e [ % AR £ . %
T, Lench %% A(2019)M € T — Al AT H 15
25 B FRAE R T BT T, B IR XA TR L A
I RSP E . EREER 5 ST, il
AT BRI 2 0 %) T 0 g 25 2 pl JR R A o
H AR AT | RS B, T 4 A 23 A T O 25 2 PR X =
RIS Y . BE4h, Buechel 8 A
(2017) %2 3 25 4 &5 S SR 1IF (outcome  specification)
XM, 5 TN A B R A MR
DIRPEEY . KRS )45 S R A5 SRR AE B Dy SR,
T 33K 26 235 BLA AR T LA S50 04 7= A AT A g 22 485 2
(F RSB (RSB, Wbk, 2019). XA~
TFF 50 DG 1 B0 ATTTRIN G 28 B 7 A= 1 Al 25 455X T
=AML, EERIN S, DU 5 m s 547+
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gy Z, 1Tl 22 PR B9 4 SR 0 2 b B
A 22 19 e AR A XA BEBL AR B4 F RRATS 9 2 T <

55 R DGR 2 TR i 2 3k ) SRR L
PR Am 22 R 28 3 RO R A B, ©F
5T R PUAE 2 T O 22 1 P AFE S 22 R, DO AR IR
BRI A A AR A AR B0 B /D 11 TR0 g 2% (Per-
gamin-Hight et al., 2016), &4 ATEMG KK M
B AR, S v e BRI 4 ) e T AR, T X
R R 15 445 (1% 000 WU 455 175 (Scheibe et al., 2011), 24X
T, IR AR I 22 2 TR T 2 4E N1 48 4208 AT
B REE, EREEMATE ARG IR
B, H A X 7 T R RIS eAh, A
WF 5% & BT I 45 15000 A 22 b i) R 25 R,
Verner-Filion % A (2012)3% F3#5 B4 BT RS (du-
alistic model of passion) (Vallerand, 2010), * ¥ E.
ORI TR I R P KA TR A T e o A
M B & A TR 2, BA, EN%E
TR, 2R AEEEZWAKERRIA?
NS S22 38 228 18 TG 4 5 2 S PR s 4 AR . A
MBI 22 0 & A7 ke R, H FTd B
Z R Z R,

5=, AN SRR R, R 45 T
T ) o 28 Tl 5 g 22 1 P 22,0 BRBIL A o Bl Bl
T, FRATTRE K 0 BT 3h 43 Bl A R Ok,
DA BB AE AR I 4 3 AT DRE 23 B A (Gilbert & Wil-
son, 2007), — L6428 AR 7 $2 AL T 55 25 U A
B4 P A5 i DX 3T MO IETE (Mitchell et al., 2011; Ran
et al., 2018), #%JT, Zhang %5 A (2020)E /H fMRI
AN} 4t 25 BBk % (social anhedonia) F 17 24
T e B PR 2 AL AT T AR, RIS
LB XTI RE AR A . DL X SE A oY 4
AFRATT, AR NS GO0 I B0 15 25 B0 T fig
W E ZA NI, HE AT A Lk, 3SR A
25 5T IE 4 T IN B F) IG DX3E SRE AR, X IR 46 Tl
T % - BREE R . 2540 R P I RE AT B2 TRA
FRIT, H A0 0L X 17 2 000 AR 25 #2800 BE L1
HIAIFSY, X LLERI 20 1 FRATT i 22 1) 1 2800 B AR
PN,

S0, B A SO ER A WA 2 521 A T
i 22 () BHLE . BTSCE R, 1 28 B0 R 2% -+ 43
e, 33X ] RE SR AL T B — P e
TR T, 1548 0000 i 22 30 4 LU R 1 2k P R 488
¥} (adds fuel to the fire), =122 AEMIETRBIHL

(Wilson & Gilbert, 2003), XFhshHLxFl21b . 4=
FEFVEGE L) By 458385 o AR 2 B2 1Y o DR T A i Ak
WAE, T2 BA LR ER S, S5t
B, A BRI, AP Iy SO T 5 7 TUBT I
28 % YR Y R ) v R R Y /R (Falk et al., 2010),
RN BV 7 N3RS B /0 1 g i 155 4 58 2 1) R
% (Lam et al., 2005), XEERFFEHERTFRAT, 1524
I 22 B JLEAR R BT 8 23 52 B4t 23 SCAL 52 i,
IO 3 — AR T i 2 1) SC Ak AR AR R A 23 3
PR o S, WAL RSO ZR & WA R 5 1 2
T  2 1 BERL L BRSO A AR AL, 2
AT M EEE Ty 1]

SE 0

MRT*. (2014). EIT [T 15 55 TR HfE 1 11 R A 52y 1R % (1
+EAR ). BT R .

MR, RN, TEEEM. (2013). A BRALAF 6 V4 AT DL
VLT T 22 AR A 25 . o B AR, 45(12), 1368—
1380.
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On the causes and interventions of affective forecasting bias

SUN Lin, DUAN Tao, CHEN Ning
(Department of Psychology, Shanghai Normal University, Shanghai 200234, China)

Abstract: Affective forecasting bias is a type of separation phenomenon between affective forecasting and
affective experience. According to the literature from the past decade (2009~2019), the popular research
topics involve bias phenomena, causes, and interventions. Accordingly, three main findings are presented:
Affective forecasting bias is very common, the causes of bias are extensive, and interventions can be con-
ducted. Future research should especially focus on revealing the mechanism of affective forecasting bias,
such as the psychological mechanism of specific biases and neuropsychological mechanism of biases and its
evolutionary and cultural mechanisms.

Key words: affective forecasting bias, interpersonal affective forecasting, bias causes, intervenability





