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Endowment effect & (%, WTA & WTP
EDORIICTRBENITEL B EV ) BREZET
(Kahneman, Knetsch, & Thaler, 1991).
WTA (willingness to accept) & i3, & %
FEREFRITEAICZORMEE L TZIT AR
e HIKRENfiEN KE & %, —H,
WTP (willingness to pay) &%, »5FEHR
RERT BGAIMEE LT D Z EIiChH
BT 2700 RABENMEDKE & % Bk
3 % (Kahneman, Knetsch, & Thaler,
1990), 2L <, f“-%ﬂ’)&‘fx(ﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁ & DN
SENCHE ) &, TIRRIRL/NE WA ITI,
WTA&WWP@%iWé;E%&W%%K
INEnHDREZEFRENSE, LL, £<D
EBROMRIZIENROAEICE DL S T,
WTADWTP LD b KES LB %21
T &7 (Coursey, Hovis, & Schulze, 1987;
also for see, Kahneman et al., 1991; Knets-
ch, 1989; Knetsch & Sinden, 1984; Knez,
Smith, & Williams, 1985; Shefrin & Cal-
dwell, 2001),

Endowment effect # 7/~ L 7z BB AYSE R (T
Kahneman et al. (1990) ®f% & - THEHA
T5E, UTnlylcBotbnTah, £
FHECE 2 eI B L BAERICOET 5,
Z LT, seHlERc L CERL, RELR
TH TG 3N, 23— —h v 7 %5
Zl2e ZD A==y TI3EE, WRED
BHI>TWBESHTHFEINTVWE LD
Zotz, FHEHBLUOBAERIZD I—

b=y 7% kKGR T 5, £ LT, F*HHE
B3z na—t—7h v 7E5EHT LA,
ZITRY) w2 osBErEET 5, —F,
BABHIIINEZHBAT 2O -TY
FWVEEZ ZRAENET S, £DE, W
DEE L 72 GHI—HT 022D 5, b
L—E LW b, ZOECDOREELEH
T2 %b, ZDE I REBREBI -
7eHER, WTAD KE S FWTP D 2~30
BICL X2 Lo ESN, TORMOEE
BIEFICRKEWZ ERENTER (Irwin,
1994; Kahneman et al., 1990),

Ly, 2Nk )% WTAE WTP &0
DR E 7o el I3 BRE OB RS oA &
POEERR, FRIWE| EOFMEIC L > TED
5EEZLNTE, LarL, ZOTRBEIIHE
BBEICHG | 2 ERICREREI B TLEL,
TelEDE U 72358 THBBRB TR v 2
EHYEE 5 H 2 & 1L 72 (Kahneman et al.,
1990), Mz T, #EEIZALICEERDTI
LY WE B bR REAIC b EEEIC REE
HE XN T &7 (Knetsch & Sinden,
1984), ¥ 72, Z o & 9 7% Endowment
effect 1¥, ALBIZLTHHICB W TERERG| %
BIholHBAKTT T, TROKE L
Vo 72 BRI e T A HL D B ‘H’ A TLE
L3 &#HEENTWw B (Coursey,
Hovis, & Schulze, 1987).

Tl¥, ¥, Endowment effect 254 %
N1Z5 5 H, Kahneman et al. (1990) (2#%

—1—



BEmE (LEFEEAY) B1E5HE35

Bk e, BAEH, BRERO M
T TERRZBI k-7, RHBRLBA
FHEENDB Z % - 72 AIER OB & FRkZ - 72,
—7, FEFCERIEL L EFENMELZ L O L
#EZ LNBMEALEZRIRSE SN2, ZDOHRR,
BPCEF ORI 2l L BABHEOEZEL
7AMAS IE AR 7S - 12 2%, FeAERHORBIZ L
ARG 0 2B L) BERBICKE P ST,
% @ 72 ®, Kahneman et al. (1990) i
Endowment effect (3 58HIBRED B E§ 5 1ifl
¥, bbb, WTADEMICL->TEL S
LHEROT 72,

F72, WTA & WTP * DD RBEENFEEE,
B2 AU WTA WTP HooRE i3 31
MHRICE - TEILT 52 e HEINTW B,
Boyce, Brown, McClelland, Peterson, &
Schulze (1992) (3 HERIREE & v » 72 8 3L
RRBHIrFEL W EIcEB L2, £
DIz, KNICMIITGI & I3 R 5 EEN L
flifE A FAE L RN R E A, £ DRER,
WTA/ WTP (s k& 571259 & Filll
L7ze ZDEEBRTIE, HETWBHEAZHEIC
WEIT 555G RGIOMELE L THEINS
S B L 72, 7 ORER, EHEELI L
Nk AE3INDE ENEZR N EDENGD
FHHWTA/ WTP sk ) k&% b2 &
#an L7z, 72, Irwin (1994) (25 &
N IREM DL DY, Walker, Morepa, Vin-
ing, & Orland (1999) I3EREMHEIC B W T
NEWERZFAL 28B40 WTA/
WTP i3 k&L b2 & 28EL 72,

Endowment effect i3 A E B s H
HPWESRD» SBEEL TWb 2 E2RT 12D
anomaly. & L T/RENT & (4 77—,
1998). — %, WTASL WTP D #lZix = D
&£ 0 e FEREWNT IR T OFIFITIIR S v, %
DRE R T ERIBRER L OFE THRRE SN T
& 7o AR A FEAf 2 (contingent valuation
method) N1 DNDFHETH b, Thbb,
AT L TR REER (2R L2 b

—9

T, WEZEICHT 52X BEEEHT b
WTP SHiESHEET bbb WTA 2723k
52k CIREMEEHET 2 (BH, 2001).
CHFERRAWLZ EICE-T, B, T
THEI RN B Z & D WERIEORRFIYMiE %
MY 5 Z L DRI EEZ LT W5, 72
W, ZnEE, WTA & WTP & Dae#fEdsk
EWEAITIE, RET 2 X2 FRBENE
V) TRELMEIEL 259, %
DIz, EBEDMEOB S » L D,
Endowment effect ? % 4 % WTA,/WTP
Wi B %52 pENEZRETTHZ LITEE
PEEZLND,

AR T, "3 I HER, M
FEZ M E LTI L, S8MRELIESR
EHRELZHWTWTA & WTP % 5Hfi &
iz, AFROHBIE2DOH 5, E1OHY
i3, Endowment effect 2*HARAD KA %
MNRELLEETLEL I 2HEIPOLI L
TH b, RERBEEOFETY, KRGS
IZDW T ORI ERKIC IR T HATIZAE
FokBEnNTHN, ToERIL L (FE
1, 2001), 7z, Endowment effect {2
WTHARANZNR E L TREEL 20T $iL
L, FDI2DH, GHOWEDHF
HELT, BERAZMRICL TEREZBZ X
FIZERERIDDEEZ LIS,

% 2 D HWiZ, Endowment effect # 2D
DREZHCTLHAICKRIET 22 L ThH b,
SRR BT AT & FARIC H W EEA
MBS AEESIES Y2, FFEEMIRE L
LT FEHEREZHEW, £2 T3,
WTA OFHiti & LT = I P> TR EY
ARSI HEM, BB T I D55
DY A 7 NERBRLT IDE(nTIEH
HrEEHk3E, —F, WTP &L T3,
T IHERIZ BT A AIEEZICT S & 5 30,
BRI IZHNRTTRE: = SRR 2 R S
720 SERRIC T I SRR ORMEIC H T2 - T
i3, ZOBEBBODEMSEL LTI nghlR




Endowment effect (2 3513 2 SHER DB ($HK)

DA 7 NDHEREIC & - T3 B E DB
22T LB LHFET 5, D120, BED
FHKE R ZRIAIE L HEORELSC,
JEEEIREZHNT, WTA X WTP £
M REED AT B0 ) e RIET 5 2 &
VEELEEZ LN, £ LT, &8HIRE
CHEBEREDELLZHWESEATY,
Endowment effect 2541 50 % #EEL 72,

;1 i
wEE JtEERFOEETH ), HEH
BEE TOHEY OoSHEAE 224 N (B 141
AN, T8I N), HEEDFERIL 18 L 5
54 37272, F DATBTERIT TR, &
EEEER, B, AR, LR - 72,
W EIIWTAREE WIP D 2 #iIC T ~
gL 72,

DIz, KE) VA 7 Wikomis o
YA I NELREDRIEINTEZ
L7ze L2L, V¥ A 7 icidsks
ZaZ o), EFRCEBSIN
’Cw:cw EWHEEXHN FT, B

21, REHESHIAEEEIND &
Vo 2R H ) F Y, F72, VY
4 7 ND 12D D 3R~ DENE
LEECHNET,

L2L, 2ok A70%
EWLTH T idEE, 3N
W, ZDkH, Flo T sy
BABRTLIZ LD VEE L > T E
T L7z, ZDEEGIDO—DDEA
ELT, HLlDEATY HIF
FLTEREZ A, HBIERY? S X
shE#ErHTEF L2, 22T, 47

BUA3 A5 RERR DM & L T,

BRE #iEEICTT 2 EMIZ
@%ﬁﬁﬂ’%féﬁﬁjt%LfB’to
o WRERE IR I NEMIMKIE 3 = h
%%ménfwt 12—y HiZE, L
Tk ) wERERRLIZ,

O 2 ARG OFRERICEET 2B
Bh

T OHIEIC L B, 1999 £
BT, HAD D I MGG
—I BRI DO\ TIE 8.5 4, PE
E¥EEYICOWTITH & JEST LY
o T WikinE THEWEO LN
TwEd, L»L, TI855135
AAX L DFEE W ZERERNE
RFEENENA X — Y B BLZ D
R E E W 8L S 25 &
Y ARSI N TV E T, £
DIz, PRI ITERD? LD
TE T EE DR L N DDENE T
R

T, TI0EERIIELR

Moz sy

Tk ueEx L TEF L
HizizEnk ) icHKL 2§
7y

ZLTC, 2= 3—VIZiFK1o7D
ONEMERR Lz, 11y P OEMKITE
SRR EICH D WTHET 5 o & FFEER
FIoEOWTRET 20010008 FNh
Tz,

Fhha ERBILBHERE LOBEY, O
M ICEERO—RE L TBI -2, #BRE
XL T, EBRERGBTELERL 2,
BRME 1 OO0 L7z, BBRE ISR
BRI 1 =D IcBNTHHEME L <
HJLA, @%Téb & %%I—FLLO %LJC, %%
SRS H B5EAICE, BME T2 &

WCHBURL 72, ZD1E, EBRFOARKIZLY,

22—V HE 3=V HICERRINIZEHIC
&5 L) IC8RLE, ZNEROEEIZ

WEREDBENDR—ATE I % - 72,
KERTIL, #BEL WTARE WTPH
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D2 EIL 72, WTAFL, =305
DEZRZPZT AN 2DDZEMEE LT, B
THRE) DREZEEEL 2, WTP B3,
TG OREBEIES T 52005 ME L
T, FHHI2L N nbsMEOKRE S 2HE
L7z, BiBREIZRER)CRIENRE S 48
BIRE EFEHRED 2 DO M & 3HE L
72 ENFTNDOEMBHTH LNTZERIZLT
DAY 725 72,

WTA—-&85&8 "B BEERA~ DR

BELT, Bt nfithE v ERIC T

T2ZERBLEE L2, » i3
HOBEFEEIEHZIC, W HLNBEREKR
LETH 2,

WTA—FIEMSRGE TR SERA~D
BE LT, VYA 7 ez8EL, 230k

HWEEZRINCZCEDL I 2L L2,

B IZSERERORIE L5 &2 12, 47
776D IDPHMELZERLZFTH 7,
WTP—28&EH 7B 5% 2
M9 572012373 %2 L 0RERAICET 3
ODEMER L EHPUNETH), W LH»
DYz e FL BB L FRLE L, b
TSR A IR X B 7202, Wb
DBEEHXI) ZEICRETEETH 7,
WTP—FIEMESRSG  TTEiid s %
B4 572902, TIOHBEZELIED
ZEDWMEIZEERL F L2, HUzid0s
BREREZRIEEE LD, 774033
RRAEELZEICEETEEITH, 7,
WEEIZENEFNOEMICHL T, 1HY
72 ) OFHlAR F F 3 Al E A AL 2, X7z,

2REHOEMDNEF I HEBRER Th V> ¥ —
N2 LT,

& R

FERISM L 725 o b TRIZICAED
Ho129 NDT—ZIZLLTF D580 S B L
720 ZDI2ED, DHTDOMNRE 7 12 8B FED
#ix WTA B T3 106 A, WTP & T3 109
N2 572,

LHRMICBIT 5 9iEix Table 112K,
2, AFMHOT—FRSHLIESS, T
NTHEFEIIO LY kEC (WTA-&8%
B2 7.7, WTA-RIEMESEMTIZT.6
WTP— %8484 Ti1210.4, 2L T WTP—
FMEMES M T3 10.3), SA DIERFRM: A A
Ll T, D2, LITOMESH
WYEFHDT— 5 BB EE R &
LTBIh-70, WEE#HEBI k- %46
DEGMDERER Table 112377, F 72,
LEFEMtnrnFNofEICBIT 5 WTAS
WTP by R 72, '

MIGD T WtREZ B Z k-7 5%,
WTA—- 4854 & WIP— &85t & o
CIRAEBENEDLDLZEPHALPIRE S (t
(205) =6.95, p<.001). % 72, WTA—H|
BN WTP—FIEMEGFME L ORlic LA
BENHo7 (4165 =3.10, p<.01), *
72, WTA,/WTP iz &8RHRE 2 w72
HBACIZ16THY, FAEERELHWLL
E133.33THY, BIBEDHIKRE WHIH
Ho12,

Table 1
L &P LN PRIEE, EPBENT— 5 2 B LHR L 2B TFHE, RCFAETNOELETH
WTA/WTP bz Rd, FEEOMICE» N2 5 v aWICIIESRFE LT,

condition Median WTA /WTP Mean WTA/WTP
WTA-money 40000 4.73 (2.40)
WTP-money 2500 16 3.36 (1.72) 1.41
WTA-convenience 1000 2.81 (1.31)
WTP-convenience 300 3.33 2.41 (0.42) 1.17
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AREBIZ S L 72 B E X R — DX RITHS
LT, &8OREFIFEERED 2 DORE
PRI 2 B k>, £2TC, &FD
2 ODOREIC BT 5 ik RO L FH L
72, ZDRER, b oMHBEGREIZ WTA
BTi3.26THY), WIPETIZ.31 THY,
ELIC 1 BDKEICBNTHELHEBE? S 5
Z EHATRI N,

% £

AWZRICIZ 2 ODOHBH 72, 1 DHE
#4132 Endowment effect ®HEiz>WT, H
ANERRELCERTBZ L5720, £L
T, $£20HMEEEMREUNADORE S H
W74 T3, Endowment effect 25 HBEH 9
AOERIAET L2, £2C, T IA
Sl V) RN ENR E LT, £
BORE L FIEHERE Vv 2 DOOREEZHW
T, WTA &t WTP DHIEZB % -7z,

EBEB I G o kR, S8IORE L FE
MERENHE HIZBWT, WTAH» WTP &9
LREWZ EXFHLEPIZL Y, —EDRATH
72 & —3 L T, Endowment effect 294 U 72
ZEhREN, £/, WTA/WTP kiz
SR EDHEDF HEERENDSHA &
Ny KEL L BMEmMHRBEE NI, 2T,
WTA & WTP ol 5Fic BWT, @8R E
EFIEERE ORI IIMHBIBR»FAET 2 2
ENBHL DI 5 T2, AREBRTIE, F—#5
Hh SRR EE & RN R BEOW S % v T
iz B -7z, ZDR2D, HrOWERE
32 ODOREICH L TF - 72 CEBMRICHE
Lo Tidi, —EDMEmIcit-> ThlE%
BI 722 ERBE NI,

ARFZE TR E N2 WTA/WTP iz 48
MRENHAETIZI6 THD, —HFAEER
BOEAIZ3.337 572, ZDLH) iEWIZ
[ — DB E A E — DX FRICx L CEHli &
BZ-72Z2:0b5R5 EFFICRKRENLEE

ZbNb, T, ZTOX) LEWILEEED
72N A 9 b, Walker et al. (1999) (35E
1THF%E % %% L, Endowment effect 2§93
LEERHAE LT, kKD 3D FET,
11z, HEEE (loss aversion) b &0
¢ 38 (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), %
212, EMHEM (moral responsibility)
e &< B (Boyce et al., 1992; Irwin,
1994), 2 L C, % 3 2, &M (sub-
stitutability) DATLEMEICD D HMT
%% (Hanemann, 1991; Shogren, Shin,
Hayes, & Kliebenstein, 1994), =2 T, Ll
TTRINLDHMIC L > T, FHFFEROFER
ED L ) ICHHETRED B FET 5,

18 & B F » |3, Kahneman & Tversky
(1979) #»$EmE L 7z Prospect Theory 2* &5
W& NBHE TH 5, Prospect Theory Iz
&5 &, ZABEITIEIL DS RS E
I N IBBLEIEREE, TDld, 72k
ZERBLEOREIPFEL LD, FR
BU & ) b RIS 0 5 5 B 2o i o 2
ILORRES L D REW LRI NS & FHIT
%, Jelcik~X7z £ 912, Endowment effect
IWTADEKRICE->-TELBEZ EDRE
N %72 (Kahneman et al, 1990), WTA
ZEHii3 2 “FEHIE 3 ExDBEREKH) I L
2% V), KRG TOFMb E kb, Mz,
WTP %2 5Hifi9 2 “HAL" 3E[RTLZ &
20, FIESEE CORHEi L kb, £ DORR,
WTA Tix, ZDHEESE2HMET 272012,
WTP TORREN DL EREKT 5 &5
ENb, LL, AR TIIEKRHURETY
FEERETCOLFMENRIIF 272, £
728, HBELDHENIBRLE—THY,
2 DDRED S5 5 N2 5HEi 08 W AR Kk
BORENENIC L > THELZEIIHZIZL
WiZAH 9,

BEEEME SR, RELERIIBWTE
WZ LA ZEEICH L TE N S ik
B OIOBHEXRI I EE2EKRT S (Irwin,
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1994), ook ~7z X 9z, WTA 125 5%
REFBHTBHIHEIC, WITPIZZn2BAT
LA TR Z B2 k> TWwb & R
+Z 5 TE 5, Boyce et al. (1992) 1153
HE W) BEDHIK LN EL DBEEEEEA
Hi7oic, BAEWHIBEIN INEDE
ERRIEIC L T ZnEELTIEHT
ZEIC b EMNRT WD, BRLH S, 5EH
&AL E QICHGI AL I D &)
BCREAFSOIFEML2E->TwS, LiL, 7
HB D FH L ) AR EER ST 5
BELEBETLILICRAD, INELD
BENEELIFRELNDL EEZ LN S
(Baron & Ritov, 1994), Z ® 728, WTA
% aHilid 535403, BOHEIL CWw5E
FEHEFHAT Lo, L) ECFHEioEE
WRT 5 ETFHINS,

ARG TIIHBRE DMl L 7204513 1 o7
TTHY, ST EDBEHE X ERkIC, EiE
HWREENRRENEENRELZ AW 7284 L F
BEHREZBWIEADECEEL IR L
FEziI{ v, L, REBEKI DL > T
LHEDBNEERET LUEIDHLIEL S,
SERIIRE % B CaRMili L CHGG AL L 72
BARCRET DI, —EENRENBEH T
bHb, DF Y, WHEOMETHLFE—TH,
ZOHA, EHLDMIcB T L EENEE
ST ARSI D T WIEA 9,

%, FEPERENEAR ZNE REL 2,

WTP—FMEME M CI B AL L 72854
ICEL BN, TIHMBEOEBLSTHE, £
nicxtL ¢, WTA—-FIESEEHGETIE, T3
PR BB AR L Z Tk b, BEENE
L) B S R4, BIBOH»ITFE
LS, BEBOHEHZ L B DITHE»PZ 5
Do ENT2D, HiEIR LN L DEEPIRT
5—HT, HBEIZIRAT 2 E 2867 218
DHETDHEEZ LD, WTA & WTP D
Ml WTADMKICE-THRLBEZSN
% (Kahneman et al, 1990), L# L, F{#

—5—

MREZHWBAIC13, EENEEORS
2 & > T WTA DB RAHH] 2 L7z T agtk
DHEAET D, ZOMRR, FIEEREL AW
840 WTA/WTP HiZ&EOREZ2 A
REBAEL D LNELS otz Lt vy,

Hanemann (1991) 2 & % &, T %
EamDBICRBOANT2ErFAET 55481
13, BWHICITWTA X WTP»—% 7§ %
ZEl3hwEl, WTADKES B2 %
HWHBETNVIZL-TRL 2, WTA &
WTP #»—%7{ 2 D3, KBDZLMrEE
T 55N THb, #L T, Hanemann
(1991) iI2 & % &, Yo EHHENE L,
WTAZER KI5 & FHRIZ NS, Sho-
gren et al. (1994) (* Hanemann (1991) o
R 2 BRALT 572 ONEBEE B Z 7 - 28R,
REBTRELTHS B2, Xr>rT4—%
27 HwT) DEAITITWTA & WTP D
TREZIRAST B2 L 2RLz, —F, RER
WEELIEHEH OB ICIZ 2N L ) il
%‘gﬂﬁ‘ﬁ‘ofio

AEBRTORLHRT @M EIT, 3 305
EREF 3T Ik OFIERE 2, F 1
T3, SHRORE & FEERE w284
ETIE, ZORBBHIIEDLIIC L BNDIEAH
970 FMEMERE 2 W2354, HBEHH
Wil 722 &3 S E0BEEIC BT 5 Eil
12olze 2T IPRILBOBERIT T I 055
DEFZ DL L EREEMRT 5, —FH, &8
KRENELS, HOORAET L EENEL T
SGITERICIIBERL v, Zolo,
TEHIREDHHIFEERE L ) HRBOA
TS REDP SRS EZ bILE, £
DR, FAEEBEREL Y SEOREN L
WTA & WTP DaBtid kEC L7 h b
L%\,

Lo L, ZoOfRICIE 1 D8BMASLEBIN
Twd, FITMELEH CEENREL HW
TEHMli§ 2354113, FHENSR (Ko
BT I0E) L& L oMo TR




Endowment effect I2 31T % FHM R E D22 (85 K)

e, B¥ TR LMNER & DENE
REL T b EBbNd, HAHERITEW
THRMEDIEE I R HP e B R & WTHETH
L EREZDE, ZORBWLI—BRIT/Z
WEBTET A Z L L Vv, BEBRED L DH
FNRBEZFRICANTEHELZ B2 %> T
WRDODESTT BLEND DL EEILILD,

SHENBFELRE

INFE TAMETE I % - REBRERICD
W CHATRFZEASRIE L 2R EEIC b & DWW TR
SFLTER, LPL, ZTOEBRZEIREOHLD
Frﬁ%)ﬁ:%)yig nitwa, £27TC, %V)Fnﬁ%).ﬁ“
#IERL, SHBOBEERL 2\,

9, 1, SHORECAEERED
BOBEBEN LT B2 BI > TWi WETH
5, B EBRETREBOFEMTIE
WTA/WTP b k& 22 5 5k WELFF
L, LL, ZOHOKREIFRL ST
WREWS)ZERER GHL2DTIE:
Pz, FDOHEHIZWTA & WTP o Mg
R BERTBI o REEMENRL LR
EOREKEZBZ k-8 h b,

ZZT, SBOYEEREELT, UTn2
EaEzZ bnb, 1 DHIFEMEFE (WTA
& WTP) X RE (S8R E & FEERE)
D 45BN OREZ R —DHEBRENTB %)
FHETH b, AT TIEI WTA & WTP
BRI L 2 EERETENE R 72 6 v,
Lo L, RLVEENTHEREE L CHET
NEIZHH, 22HDOHER, 2OORED
S # DR —REND Y & THRERHICEH:L
TLHH)ZEThHb, B—DREPLBLN
kR ST, HiBEMLE T WTAS
WTP WD ZEDGHIIEEE 0 5725 9,

2 ORMEEE, REBK» S DREMED
» HEENMEOMEICE T 50 E B2
o TWEWETH 5L, BEEIEED S
R L 2 RATAFRE T, Bl R D
BEEAME 2 BET S5 2 EENMEESH

)X 2 (WTA &£ WTP) o B E T+
BiEolz, LL, GEOMETIE 1 DERA
RROL, 2 (HRoEMENIEE DA ) X
2 (WTA & WTP) X 2 (R E o & &89
ENEUE) DEBRFHEDLEES I,
BT, AR TIZF WTA/ WTP Ho Hixk
2 2ODRENLETBIk>TER, XL
T, REEOFEEIC BT 5 REMDE % 7HH
TELAREME %L L Dni3, REDEHERHIE
ERBOANFEEWMDTEES - 72, FTATH D™
INFE CREL TE 2RI T A3
(FERREM) v NROEHE, 72
(2R BB E A & v ) WEBRED BT
IZHEDWTARIE - T2e 7255, BAFRORER,
M D BRI BV 72 REEDMEICBIFR Y 5 FE
PiEFELTER,
IThETEO»DEITHIEITER
(choice) °&Mfi (judgment) & W72 EE
REDFR & ICKFEL T, ZOR/RIENT
52 E#mRLT&7 (e. g. Birnbaum, Cof-
fey, Mellers, & Weiss, 1992; Slovic, Griffin,
& Tversky, 1990), Z L& EBkIC, FHhiZ
7P TR, ZoMMEEFHET 25 EORE
LEBEBBREICHEL RIT T LN v,
Hsee, Yu, Zhang, & Zhang (2003) iz A
MUIZEBRICERL R TIIZ L, 20 %
BT B oA, TbbE¥E LA
THLHIRERIELBI ) ZLEMLD
L7, EMELBHRIEREHEE (money
illusion) & L Ty HwEI N Tw B (Kah-
neman, Knetch, & Thaler, 1986; Shafir,
Diamond, & Tversky, 1997)., Z DB % 1%
ARBFA 7 VEZBEL2EENEEN L
BENTIREL, BICBESOENEEIXL,
INBETHD L) ZEEERL TS,
PbonZz &z, BREEEIIRMEIICERS
ENBERIIAC, BBMICIRRS AT
BELBRICKFT 2L ERL TS, 15
POBERY —ENORETHEYT 5., 2L T,
FOREILZ-12BRE2ENHZTIEFFICA

1|
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N5Z L% b, AHETWZIE, MR
ETiREETH), AEERER T IHHD
FHEMETH B, RE & BRI ks R B8
BfRDdh 5, %I Z0BFR2 L) MY
WINEZEEZLND,

AR THW I AEEREX 2 I SEic &
RINDFHERZIIWEOREIC L - T, i
BRI 2B % >72, 2Dk ) LFRIEER
B3l e LT, 8% %3 fiflo i
FBI% ) ZERBELCBI b TS,
Bl 2 1E, EFERIET MR, HRHABREIC
£oT, FMREROALZEDLNDY, *
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