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AFRET  BINITAERS
BRATE

— ~ [ TEITAERS

AT 20 A o R ER T B HH A — {18 A BE L pE I o R RE AT AR
£ (behavioral economics) ° ZFTLRERIE TTHE 1 KWL » TEZEHIBIS
DABCER A8 15 773 - W DS RV B B R B B AN (B O (A A I 22 o s
By 0 8 20 ARG B E L 2 1%  BEREUS T E EEAER - H
$HE T DUAR SR B 3% 0 2 A KRR O B IAT 38 B B PR A1 U7 5 22
(methodology ) » IEA&H 2K H HAARIE S AR ERr A B (#LEF - HEH S+
TRAS IR ER A 5T L K R BRER » 2K H BRAS B EE ABHITR AT Btk
FREESTHIE L > T2 B8 —(EHEBA R (S A VF R SR IRE - TIERZ ) BT &R
SEH PG > S ARDRE LR AR I TR - TE L > AR TR
A AR E SOE LB G P VER TE o i BEFERRE > DAERREERELL TS
A~ TANEEME ) s Em KA (puzzle) MB.Z o WASKIOIBEARET P Am A B 1Y
PRI o JERHINGRE SR A R o 4+ S RPERAE R LI S R R B
HHEY o S RATRIAVEL T —EMHEmEE % » YRS R8T F AR
G EEEN S LeAT B fEAR BT VR ARHE T2 850y - (HHEE R AFENH
& > MHEm RS R FURGE B GG LME IE » X 355 R EX R Em Y
IEMENE » TZ DL TASEEPE 1 SRFEIE AT RS o 1T AU B0 HI S8 8 > Wi
LRI OB B2 A E B 220 B Bt SR S B » AR, NIRRT B 3%
M IEHB 2 REGHNE T B P FE EL ARG -

TR 2R - FIRSIER 2 HoAth 74 2 piiiH R - 2518 /P Em AR R
58 o HIRE WA 1990 FAA Bt A 18 T mHIHSE - FHE I Herbert
Simon F{E 1950 s 1960 FALAIAE@EFA AR (bounded rationality) #f

" R R R BB TR E S R S BRI T OB
* EE R TR B A S S RIS ORISR B
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MRV AIBRS] (5140 : Simon 1956 ) ° Daniel Kahneman £l Amos Tversky 11
DA AN R Bl SR - ST B A P B TS B3 o At Mo R R &
S IRAIRE - SRR ERTR AR (He]78H) W2 - 5.2 > BI{E A
SIFHIA YRR » (R AR ((HELRIRAE HEEH ) AUEREE T - ()& A E AR
R o RFSERK - BB GmE — B AR (GORRE T - E FHH
WAL (FRAMAESS A& e 21153 semEh ) -

EHERHRN 1980 FAAVIBRMG R R 2 1% » 312 B E IR E DR
Pt TR A AR AR - NG ARET B B 2 b B R P A Y S S THM o (£ —{IEAH &
LR E SR » Gith ~ Schmittberger FI1 Schwarze (1982) #%&t 7 —{EIEH &
W E B ARt EnE R P B iR 1% B R E R (ultimatum game) HYTEME o — ([
W R EEER  BEMEITR > AFIB - HhfMix A —E5E (Hl4
100 7T ) » M FOR 0 ATE S SRR 7 B He a3 - A - fthe] IR fa B C
60 JC » 5 40 TCARBLAR B © $2% > BrK B vl LIghiE (3R IR E & 5 1252 » Al
Rtz » @ FEEMIZIIR A IR TR IER  RAIDIRK B A%
EEEATELS - ML EAREE - MRHBERIEHGRE > IRK AR
RMSIERZ A H C 99 7T » B 1 Jha ek B » ik B th @ & /$ (17Tt
FEAT AR ) - B E(EBERFGITR A MRR T ECES - [KIHAE
FERFERFEAIT > g Fe s FIRLE(EEFRIE SRR G © Gith 5 A
FraxatauE et R - FIFER A MOAGESR - — RIS > BtX A FHatR B
KK 45% BB %E o (HIEE— S ARERRET (FINEE A B E B
20%) > IERFFr A EIR B ERE » # a8 CAFl & & e
A—HIE 2 > BIRMEHIR A BEGR MR HEE o 35 (8 & Ba sl SR e My
R HE R E H A ERY o ERI TAT ) S (E S AT 5 Rk KA
ERHEE o CiBiR A £ A& K& ORI B CHYERAINE S ] i
2 MGEURK B BIELLE GRS AE R EPR — a2 B A AR 7L -

H b2 » R E e K inbe s R Em i am 5 BNVATR 1 B8 i AN
FEUER > SR (5 SR 7 2 2 VR AR B (A G B > DA O o S g A R A i
FEARE ~ 22 BRAVFSIETT R B SR o 18 LT P G S BT » REHEIN T F At
RGN ) ATRSRY 1 > RIS 1312 Z it e (F e Bl am A AR B T3
TE1 AT »
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R * 8 e SCEEIE SRR RN o S8 RO B/ /AT R mE I B = S am B St
H o KL > S IEGR A A S G G A SO i o A A R —
FEEEANISE > B]H Rabin (1998) ~ Jolls, Sunstein and Thaler (1998)
Barbaris and Thaler (2003) ~ Camerer (2006) ~ Fehr and Schmidt (2006) » LA
J Baker, Ruback and Wurgler (2008) ZiBHE#E AR TEEE SURR - 25T
g KB s = KAk Y = 56— 8070 A BRI R E (R BOS i B 5 56 a0
& A BRIRE AT SRR B G 5 50 =& o0 RIS R BBy PG © (£ Al » 52
B T B T SR B Y I AL e B R B e R AH AR AR st )T > DU PG
A 158 L Pk BIRE P R [R]HE B AZ IE » 5344 - &R (E A Frigt figny - S
1B P B S (I R R o

=~ REFRIREF

7 P G S R OR A WOAT R 0 R Bk MR M A B K A 1S A R 4
(preference) © i& fAlff M & —LEBPERI BRI - BIAIRRS B ~ e fa ~ ek
% o BEmAE I S — (M B EHE R - R IRRE W R AT ] LL5E 2 ) — {858 B3
(utility function) ZR{UFE o WSSl RIAEE B Fr S B« K EUERLS -
RRF EHE A E KSR RAT S o % > IRRFRTHE) » RAEETHIR
T SRICE SRR AE < 5a (8AH & e B 5% 2 — B2 Rl 2 2
HET o FHIBERAREBIIET - KH _E—HiATEREI) Kahneman K Tversky
FTER) —SL BT g o MRS a] DIRTAN T« Bk - TRIRE B - FERE
A B B B B By 75 20 (LM A8 £ frame) 1R B £R (Tversky and
Kahheman 1981) » B4 » —FLRAGHTiaHR 71k » B84z n] DUR &R AR
HIBREZR @ 2/3 » AT LUR & 3im AR BEERTE 173 = (HDUSE — 75 2 A e R
HR A » & LLBeH Al Re [ SR ST R e i 71k o ale i » b 2Rk
AMETRESREEER - HR » —SHABEREA S ARG - haE
PREREE (G “anchor effect” » #F A Tversky and Kahneman 1974 ) ° {4l
o A ER S ERVEAENE T (A E SR o TR IR A R o MR MR T
H ORI S 3 it i L8 > 7 Pl AP AN B P R W (S By (RS 1 5E M
(UBFHMBMBEA RS » AHREEE ) o &% - BEGI0REE SR -
FEE MRS B R % D o fE R 2 E BT AR & 8 - RO B 53
At A BUS EAHRR © B oraE i ik AR B A A S RO RR (T AR o
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5 —ITHE B - RFTARIIIRAEIEE (loss aversion) » EFEIRIRE
FPEET TR (FrRRHEH ) & AR —¥ah LR — B ry 51 (Fr
HEE A ) (Kahneman and Tversky 1979) o 41 » —{& ARG 0 & £
y I5f > SO B eE KB T &R

PGS

I e
B—

FEE—r > FHINUEE AR E - B MERE R s R 2D 8
NI E BT BRI » (ERE RS - S WEBRGRAN T8H B0 Mk 85
e (ETE R B R AR o — RSSO BB () W {RRER - BESR2 u"() < 0 (AT
DL T30 W ES b A T Wi Esg ) » (HEER v 2RI e
ER] B fk kD — AR P 15 P s AR RO FB K - RO 38 hn— {18 A B P 15 Pl
EEAERIREEN > 2 u'(y) o Lt Kahneman F1 Tversky FUEE G » HE EHR

u(y) B BOR S w(y) ot ima'(0) > lim (o) 5 4z 2 > u() 7

y AR — R - 38 8 B RN 1% A LAY T ISR | (endowment
effect) #H RN (Thaler > 1980)  JRRFCR @ - — BP0 —{E A&
{i > FIM RS HERE YA B o AR BRSSPI - FIEE TR
WO i 2 S8 AR D et A B O HURF RO (L - ELAIER. » #PRZ BN - (B
MM Fr i A RO A B R /D B2 /DA RS E - FT i 2R B i B = A A
Wi L [R]  AE B B (T R = (E 8

EliiE LB BRAG AL - ARERIA — RS« — AR - BR TR MR E
(gt ) Hopadh (BER) BERREIL - e — M258E ] (reference
level) HYEHE - B - S KB E AL RGRE BRI B u(c) » MEH
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Fou(e,r) s Hrp o r M T2 5 ) - fl40 > [ 18 A\ S5HRF A A YR
[EEIBE—GARHREEE » FFERVSUTRABE A FR > KNE T2 )
(EDEAE ) r HERK -

e AR — {22 AR [ 225 BhKHE ] (reference-dependent) YR
BB AEECE EAHERS A - i B A a] DURRRER 2 BRE SR © A1 > Camerer
FN (1997) FREALADETFE BRI GE AT B - BEHAR.O rh A — (i8R
HIGARZ2#E (HIEE) - —HERERE(E25(E - "8 YRS/ AT RE
PERUHIIN o By LLAR AP AIRRFAGE - At S i g B8 IS » TE R L E R 2 55 8
Pts AR A AT RF SR o S (A G - th T DU AR REERSE s 3t 7€ T 455 2 2 (AR AT A2
Gy e R SNEHBAR R o & Bt E A =R - HEE K EYE FE
BEE2FE » AR ERREEDE [ EER 2T - f RS A E ST
(Genesove and Mayer 2001) ° ' 54— (&l #H & G 8B H % > 2 Gneezy
Rustichini (2000) f£—{EFE5ATRTICEERINIE R} o [ SeE T S AT E He—
IR R R MR - (BRI AEREE EEE] > FE5 R e 8
FIH AR PR R Z0K - #E AT (UATHEK) RIRRME 7 - JFACH
JEMEIE FR O TR RV F B - [N 5 1 205 008l < 88 T DUE 2K 1
FiJ o

A2 5 BRI B B > E3E EAiR R PR AN PR E 22 % 8 - LUk
SHEUNERTE SR - (817 » FH R RBAIH A Koszegi
and Rabin (2006) ° fili #1225 B3k € R TR R $1 22 % (EAV PR L FEI o A2
THI G o BN - NIEEMTEY] (hitR2HE) ZRFEEE L8N
BRTR o 738 AMEIGHOR R A PkER > thifs 4 2 EREAYIFIE © Koszegi and
Heidhues (2005) FIJF & {IE 2R 53R S5 ARG PERYE (k) 3 > AT LIRS
SCEIRBEE N2 B AR > R4S 5 BIA S 25 3 15 T g e A A A
(HEE N -

FER R TH T AN SE BRI - (A SRR B R IE /T > R RERIR
RE G B TN B AT RErR SRRV ETe EERy S A1

' FYNRE L HANGIF o A1 Duesenberry (1952) HIAHETATHE & Bk il LURES B 1 E M4
AR EFFEIBLEREERE o Ethn] DR (T BIR 2 5 & (E MR (E TREA% - RIS SIS B8R0t -
DIBUR %2 2 RHHEK -
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2 BT S LEFRAE IR > DUS BRI A PO E © iR ok 1Y i
145 (optimal choice) » HlLE {5 PG E AR K52 SR © 5 (AR AR T th [R] Bk
S EIPKE > 1401 Ellsberg F & (Ellsberg paradox * Ellsberg 1961) » HIf5Hg
EHEE%J%?JE’JE’% HEREGE T - YEGEFE(E A ZARRE 1 - s H
100 fREER o 55— (&l #E 1 #HG B ~ fL G Ek - [HILBIRA o 56 (815
SRHRLERE 50 ﬂﬁl o AES I E R A - S R EOR BT 51 {1 e e A2 — (e
BL=2 TGO

(A1) 55— (MG Pl —2K - ANSREAL (B8 ) € > HIFRE] 100(0) T
(A2): e —(EfE - rih i —2K - ASRRHE () €& > HIFSE] 100 (0) 7T
AT (I E e - B ZH T 51 (e fey g — (Rl M =2 e
(B1) = HE5 — I 1~ i S — 2K - 20502 B GRL) € - HIlfSE] 100 (0) T
(B2) : 3 I 5~ rhdl S — Bk - A05U2 58 GRL) & - HIITSE] 100 (0) T

HhaAAE R IR 22 A E56 — (M Bt A2 - e 55 (0 & g
B2 o LATHEASSOH P Em A ERAG T 5 - 82— (8 A7 JERITR IR » JRIKE ZZD%
S E A — B B E A2 (MIF A1) > AR MY 5855 1 (prior
belief) F0F555 —(EHE - #HABERLLRLER 2 o (HAMSRMAEEE — (W& Bl B2 (1M
FEBL) » ARt S B dm a8 175 26 — (A RE 1 MEALER LR ER % - SR FadliE
ﬁlﬂlﬁ‘ﬁ%“%‘?EU%Tﬁ‘éjﬁfﬂ’J

a S (A E BRI AR - RIRIRE BE AN B R RO B
23 (ﬁﬂﬂ?ﬁ,ﬁﬁx&ﬁﬁﬂ«fﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁ) HPHEAEZHZE - REEISRRE
S TEfg ) (risk) FI TANAERE 1 (uncertainty ) &8 ANAISERY o B & XFRAVIR
DURE + MESRTR IR M ANKIE R A G R & 2 {Efﬁﬂ%[lx_x_ﬁb%%?ﬁélzﬁﬁ
WA o DL ERER S » 58 (R A RA RN A R - oz > TR
FETE J FTERAY » IR RE ANMEARETH FOEEERVAL R - ﬁ%n’%%ﬁ?iﬁ’]
PEARELANKIE » A R E SR » 55— (R FCRAV S B ANHERE TR 34 -
%”Tﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁ?%%%ﬁﬁ% > (AP BRI (ambiguity-aversion) Y : A

A A% SRR > (H I — R A JBa Y 3 5 - 5 — R A e e PR gk
L.e A B S A o AR RE SR B (SR R IZ Y - JEFEEARH R
(non-expected utility)) B » B A LI H—{H L TERAROH B8 — Mtk
HORRAY > F i Ellsberg s HARAE B BfUmi R o FeA [ » s (Hndisi) 22
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GIEEZCE 295 &)

i R A R B AT > HE A AT 58 2 R AU RO B By A K -

=~ sFRIEE

WIREVEEIE (intertemporal ) EEFERF » AN[EIREHARY A SR 2 ER) A
HUSNAY - (E RS R R A FHFE 8 (exponential) HYHTHL o BIANEE 1
AR R RS x BRF > BT8R s — AR FINEME SR AR & 126 x » Horp 8 < 15t 2 M HA
LIPS o fEEMIFE T » —(HBEFHAE R > AR R EUE u(.)
HE ¢ WIRE & 802 6 o T Ath 1 #8580 il st wT AR 5 B i B Rl 1B

D Su(e)MER - ERMEEE IR BEAEY  WEEEY) (=1)

i@ N7 W i@ s BT SR A R B —Z0 M (time consistency ) © LLANER »
b 7 H) A0 SRR 5 T B R MV B 2 ¢ IO — (A T 1. A
R o BTG  HA EBT RA L. - 8 TLI I I B R 2 ¢ < S (A 1
SURBRAT o ISR R B AL S S S 35 PRI 09 7 SR « AR
RS EROIET RS (ST BOBSERSRE () ) A1 TLIE IE AR E IRk
HORIE (BRI co ) » ARSI AR AR A L B E S e o 8 TSR e (A
BN ERE] T MDA SR ) o AEAI » 54 FUZ BT FrE F S Ar e
Big (¢ o, cy) RS ol BORDEINE & o A1RE] T TR R0 ROE
BT (fidkel) 93E  EHTIUITIGE R (o) - ;) BIRARH
RRERE - S WORS MR RAEEITE > AL TUSHZEE
EWEH 2 H ) W 5% -

SRTTT » BREF_FAITRZ M SIS — B TR HOpIT -
AT » ToATERD A JB SiE ) B B R 5 ] B D W T B (B 3~
SE2 S A ) o (HEIE TERORHE - (T EEME S R A
BRI L 2 il 724 o DR S AR 2 B o {EEN T = > fhETRY
Y REE T T 2.5 6 0 EAORELE T EA RS - AR RN
ATRESSAETEREE ~ MEM %A - B H 2 2 R OSBRIk L o

SETRIR Qi A FLEE AR AR o O PR3 S B RN S ) (B

> RFEMAIER SUE Segal (1987) ~ Gilboa and Schmeidler (1989) 5 Dow and Werlang (1992) °
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Pt @) ERGIARAHIITEAR » S m R EHE AR AT ERER o * 40 - [[E
M —K » — (@ AL KHAKZEER] 1000 T2 R 2R » 7ERVE F5E KBS
100 KIS 101 REF|Z YA - BN > #EARTES KIE RS » 25 100
RANER 101 KA 1000 TTE—{E A TS » (Hi 7 100 KLUZ » 55 100 FIIEE
101 K72 B N EHEE LA < S fi T BT | » TRIR A BB
OFRER R FIFHEEHE TR (hyperbolic discounting) FEAIAET 3  (EEERTHTER R
BN B ¢ A BEE TR R ER TR RS (1 + po) ™' o BFEITET S ARES
eI Z R » Al A+ pt+ 1) " A+ pt) ' =1+ pt) /(1 + p(t+1)) *
78 R i A o T A [ 1T AN B i A 30 U 2 T ) 7 B 2 7 o @ — (T 5 Ui
5 o Wik mEEM - RENITHAERTRIMEE K > (H 2RIz R
fi/ )N o NIEDE — (EAR AR A R R BT 5 2R L o

HIRE
14

EEUTIR

HREY
=

FhlE — A AT ARG R E > S Xr Rk - Jrii R S 7
AT A > Wiz 0 BCE 1 5 A T-ER R —ARnY » RS E H AR R RA R
(myopic) ~ BRZ HFFKIHR ] (self-control) NMIEERIERIIRR o 13 FE A %
5 B R ARG K EIEE A5 » T2 R B FE B B A i 28 2En) — (&
EE ETTEREE——#IRME (recursiveness) ANHAELE © WL > —2LaH)
RERTRERY AR BUERRT) (5 Bellman 35 =N B 8 RV IE A 53 77 :0) & A FE
Fi ° Laibson (1997) &#S8FIFH—{@&w] LUHZGEL (approximate) #ERHHTIN »

4 Ainslie (1992) HY5E 2 SEAEHHE %8 T HEIIE R ©
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{E 3[R A T BT BT 2 B E R (quasi-hyperbolic) #THif5
A RRDIRIET R ARSI A SRR TS o LR T SR AR A - B AN
DA B ] _E B AN — B0 A5 Gl & A 8 B R - D] IR R TR TR R S B < PR
(liquidity constraint » BIH (HHELEB ARG S ) & —1F ] LUE s & (& F
HIaFER > B4 B BT # K HTERH B S -

o —(E B SR AR T ¢ FHRS AR & RIRF RIS — 2 - i Ao B
SIBAEE » KPR RAT 5 & (458 5 BRI RAE (commitment) o BIAITHIA 4
2 B B REH AR50 - 80 BEEE S ST ~ sRb a2 -
FEHEEE TS OB SR - BRI o BRUEIN S - {7
AHACES - Hi A E Epg PR S - D] AR SOEE R Al L PRI TR
SEGEAAM o 38 5 AR ARG LN 5 i SR AR R i R R RE A R AN o il R R
(2007) FIFHEETIELIRER > FEIARE ~ (B AR S » B LRIk
H SR RE RS R)

@@ ~ REBEE)

(BRI 30 20 (VR SR8 TR B B A - BT S TR T B - RE(E
RIREERIUR K E S E#S (material) Fll& o B{EREAREK - FRoOEE
B E RVERE - SLE IR NF SR A L ~ 5% ~ mgr ~ [ -
Pt ~ SeIE MR IASE i E ORI E - 22t AITREBURE (BEEY)
R e e A JEY B MR OB © 38 M B AN i 7 2% 7 B e A
FFEE o ° BAMHESR RATERBINRR EEE R » B — R B g R E T
TR R M EE AL - EEn] LLE & & 5 AUE KRB S 0 o
R o HE S TR R ORIR B BV IRE » KIP B P TR AE - 3877 1
HE— R SUEE Rabin (1992) » H BBk —ERMmEL > 5
TESBHITRAE—HE R > MESEE A SR E R - A S SEE R
HFRITEBGEREM TOBEEM ] - 2R A AR PIENE T BIITRES
HOUEE 0 UiA B fEMAEE (feasible choices) FUTREE#H » AR PEE A
AR (AR B IREGR R EEE () & - 8 A RIES B #fH
Bl CAR]) B8 > st inE SR D3R - #1552 » PR R E »

* R Fehr and Schmidt (2006) °
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K E BB A S B 0 B RS DUk LS SRR R - itk EaviE & (K
R IN) BGRB8 7033 B [0 A T 25 R » ARPARERY » fEE [P T
ARG R IR E 9l - — R AEEEMRE - Al LREE e
M o 28 W A LS 1 B AN o SEE LRI BRI ER € - ] LU i & =
(coordination games ) H e i HHE A G ZRR IR (Chen > 1996) ©

RIRAEHIN - B 72l AN TITRs ) WO 84) - tha 225 AT THER J
HIHA ~ 6L ~ YA EFRE - Gl » —EFEIRA=ERITTHI A » BERRSE
BUR G RIS AHE B (HAEUBEI T e & B SR 58 - B HE 2258 —HifT
AR BRI RE 22 25 BRSO BBy — 85 1 > I sa el A (I ~ B #Y
BT SOt - BRI RS B S0 ey — 22 %5 E o (HRI ARS8 A1 58 5 &
RRS B CAM RV IE B & 22 > BRI IRE A 1G4 o AR F B[]
TERITERE » BB AR SRS IR B SO ERY (58 - L IFRE BT
Lo ~ s mkar - IR AR RS B - sR RS B CRUTHERY £ - 8Lk
R M A (other-regarding) HYRSUH B » B A B A 2 i) e N B E#E .2
[ B8 » HIEFSRIIMERERES) Bl » 25 Ehaus 220 —(H H B TE
S (efficiency wage model) * S/ LIER G EFABEEEEEET - I
(T @R TSR TER - DS T H 8% TENEHR - H—-H#H A T
I8 - e ABERR B TE S imny T B AKHE o H9b  FEEMEZEEER
(Chen and Tsai » 2007) & FEIE—(ERgEE € > AR THSOH R 3
B[R] {567 & FH AL LB 52 2 - AR PEENGE B L1 SRRy TAE e I 2 #ERHE » ioE
RN B LHE - (Jra IR R -

i35 FRpE AVA B & 1) A8 - WS [& o IR 1 2 fh i e (E
HAMENHeTisEs - hgBENAE SRV o RS &SRR K4t
i KSR A RS Bk - 4 & R B & Je Sk o B4l Kahneman S8 A (1986)
FERIGHE B - & 82% WRITFRBAELR » FIERERALT
1 o INELREEE R TSR LRSS » SRIERERLA S - @B &I X
IR S HE - m] DU — (M B35S AR « JESREN R R EARE SR E) - $HE
& T-ME S8 AT IR BERS S Bh > ADEHERS A A R 2E -

SO — B FIAT R #6675 B2t 5 AH B A L 4 - BTS2 41 & RH#E (social
norms) HYBHSE o tHEiisitany et & FHEREZE (WFMELE) S ERX
A (AELIR ) TR < EREITR - B SE At 1% - A &R & B 8 R
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s o PG Lo W NE SRR - S SO B R e (At
FREIAEAE e ) BB (AT e R EEEE R A HE ) JEI) O P o ST
J Peter Huang #(#% (Huang and Wu 1994) @#SERHA » 1 S RIER5EE - Ik
AN Z 5 Bofth it & ol B2 A5 G I AR TR o ELAER » & —(EBH HAg A
THHR 2 NER @ E Bk PR » B Callbica nlRe BBk - AR EA A
[F) AL E R EE L » WU R B AE AR T T i a2 B A [FR AL &
5 o SRAATRE SR B ZA WA E (B R G » B AL E BRI AR Z I -
AR A DRI R e 52 21 O BRI FR IS s AR ) = 3@ Wy - i i RS i & 8 sk
FEFIATRE (Chang and Lai > 2004) © HRIJEIG IR © & EHBHRK
B EI > HTHIAUTRE rlRE S MG MIIEFEE (Chang, Lai and Yang 2000) © [A]
Mo L amE TR A T B aRRKHKKE) ESfaE SR - f£8
175 AR - B LIRSS MR KRY OB ARK o 8 K SO S8
15 B © (Chang and Lai » 2002 °)

A~ $55R

17 RSB I E A S 2 e iy — (e - LA R BRI ERR - BAEE A
RERE R o (HEMIAES K » '€ A FE S B0 ne e —— L LR 5 A
ARSI ~ R B0 B A —— AR KR ] o ERY—AT En thoR
Wik A EIRASHE R 2R 2 b o (HEE BIGE e 5E EHY)— KEkE > &
SEEMAEAE AR & B s R RS IR > IR EE A 23 o AR 8 By A
B R > Bl I E S A MR 2R o B 2R AR T B EE R H %5 5 B
(field experiment * 5. List 2007 5 Della Vigna 2009 ) 7 S []FRFHEH B b= n] LI
PES N R R E M FUE N BB - (HiE 77 R EAs R A5 2% o 5
SR o IS (e B S S T SRR B AR AT A R R i T — (A
H B SR T 5 22 ] -
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