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1 ELC®IC

BaDVHAT I BEREE, VAZERHEE W 008D EIZRINTWASZ E2BE . filx
X, I70TORECHEDORE - v 70 TOBRREIFZDOHMITHAS. U x—VidfEkiin
5H5DTHY, TOLEORFHRIIAMETHS. 512130 — 2 OFHPHEBEIEDRIR, iifA
MDA Wo EERBEERES £72, VAZ LHOMGOMEZMATWS. /oT, &
FFHTV A7 LR E WD ZODHD Eizdh b A% DFELZMONDOBTHRADMBEMEE2FF>T
W5,

BFEFETIE, 2O D0il% Y R 7 EIF & RLEEF & XN B M A5, e niBlicmst
ULC&Ez. VAZBIFLIZFEES X LU f (ERSHDZ L) INT HEADLA (Flx
X50% CT1AHME 5D KOHEFEIZ 6 FHAKL) &, KHEZEIFL ZH2 t Icm<flFz (5
WIERIES] {2, }) 3t BirAERT (FIAIE 2 BRBIC 6 THSS551E52 10 BB 1A
MEs5&05nL\W). VAZEIFIZEL TRBIAKHVWLONT WS OIFMEARIA (Expected
Utility; AT EU) EFVTH 5. TDHE ) A 27 EIF 0 F 51380 FE O M #5E

/X f(@)u(z)dz (HBWVIE Zpiu(:ni))

TRINDS. i, REEFIZE < OGE LT OfRRBE5I %A (Exponential Discounted Utility;
DUF EDU) €7V cRBIE N 5.

(@)
ZIZTNRI A=K r >0 IZRHEEFIREIER. ZOETIVOREIL, MROFE v T 2HAD
FHiAY, X EOMHBBORGIBRAEMETRINDEG L VWS 2L THS.

U A2 EEF L IRLEF O, EO S ODOETVEEEET L E L TL D Sz L
AR LU TEZ. 7L D/RF Ky 7 X (the Allais’s Paradox) * Thaler (1981) & izfR& I 2
EU-EDU €E71V0D7 /<) =2HE KRR I N, SREKEMEP KRR & 0 o 72 0B 72

—rt

e "u(z) ( BBV (

* HEBHKY  (sibasyou2001@gmail.com)
LRI O SURTIE, B3R —EEBSMHETVH WIS I 22V Y YIS MHAET I, & 5 BICE55H
EFNEBIFENS. KX T, HEIRF-ETIERVEBISHAE TV ERAT 572012 EDU TR T 5.
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NA T AE BB E T IVITED ANBRBSRET B &L D behavioral 78 E TV TRRI N TY
5. FIZIEY AT EIFIZE T 5 T u A7 MR (Kahneman and Tversky, 1979; Tversky and
Kahneman, 1992) #3515 2 WH#E] 5] € 7V (Loewenstein and Prelec, 1992; Laibson,
1998) XS RIL<MoNnT WS, UL, Y AZREIF - REEIF 2 WS D ORH AN K E < F
BLUTE/Z—AT, VA2 - R L2 FRUEIFIEFEETIELAEBHAONT IR o7
(Keren and Roelofsma, 1995 72 & —¥# it 2 kR < ).

EETIE, 25 U@ FIlEET 2 FEIMAEN LB NS X 5124 >TE TS (Anderson
and Stafford, 2009; Onciiler and Onay, 2009; Baucells and Heukamp, 2010; Epper et al., 2011;
Andreoni and Sprenger, 2012b). TN o DFZEIET T —F R ETNREL K DR THWVITHE
BoTWHHOD, VAT LMEZEF ETHEI/EATLEE WS Z e 2HBIZERL TS,
BIZIZANZIEY AT DB 2 FLEFRIZ DOWT & 0 #1858 < 72 % (Keren and Roelofsma, 1995;
Weber and Chapman, 2005), BBZED D W7z A7 UEFIZDOWT LD YV ATERNIZRS
(Baucells and Heukamp 2010) 7 £ O#iEik, VA2 - Kl G2 FRUZE IS LTINE
TOY A7 - K#EE & WS ZODOMATIEIAHTERVWI L Z2FIRLTWS., oTY A7 %
b - WA &0 S O DR A Z B X 7B U WELER O LA D BB B DTH 5.

Ere, VAZEE B EZH 2 ICR TS, ZOOMIZIZEDERNEFET B 2 B EIR
INTE7 (BIAIK Prelec and Loewenstein, 1991). Z @ & 5 2 FiRIFSEFEIZIZ WL D04
R—bHd25EHDD (Anderhub et al., 2001; Andersen et al., 2008; Epper et al., 2011), Hgaf
AL T NIE E L <1E72\» (Halevy, 2008; Saito, 2015). Wl F D&% ) R 2 @i & Ry
Ho—MbTHBDT, LOFHULWHEEROPERLAIZZ O % HEST 281112705,

FEE, Baucells and Heukamp (2012) & Gerber and Rohde (2014) A%V A 7 & Rf# O # FAEH
% FF U 72l - D behavioral ZGEIFET IV EREL TWE. o DETIVIE, T OELFOHIFHZ
ZTRENTH DD DDEIMNIZBRE S NIL K OBRRZHP$T LI LA TES. T 51T Baucells
and Heukamp (2012) 1%V A 7 7 - efELEIF O H@E DM % & 5 BEBCRED 15 Z LIk L
7z. Tl Epper et al. (2011) 507 70 —F L3 F o BR BB L->72HDTHY, —
DOEHEFRHOTBHLUVETINIZZR > TS,

FoBDBEDL UTHEINTERLY AT - ¥R 24 Uil EOEIr 2 52 &
i, B 0RERELHEMT 5O XATEETHD. AiXlE, Z0OLD BB FIZDOWTOREG - #
ARG T — RS L2EDTH D, LULRTIE, BB EZETID EIFBEEEIZ DWW TRHIZ
NN

B2 BT, DARBEOGROYEM & LTV R 7 B O IR R IF C g S 715 behavioral 72 €
TNEIYD EIF7-. BRIz, EU-EDU 7/ %V —0O—2Td % Common Ratio Effect &
Common Difference Effect Z#/ L, 726D —BALET IV TH SMERIMEMNHE T IV L H]
SINHE T VEMBIL 72, 51T, TO XD RIS 2.0 F O % 2.3 filciiE 7.

BI3FTIE, FCHE—FIEAL (ML p To, THES01) TEEL, VA2 - KGO E
DiEUfFE TV TH % Baucells and Heukamp (2012) & TF Gerber and Rohde (2014) Z#/+9 5.
5 2 TR U 7z behavioral 72 € TV Y A2 L 5D ETIEEK D L7270\ & 5 FHEAETSE



ZID B0 31HiThd. W OPDOEIHETIE, VAZOBEANFZAZHEEL, EED
HARANZY ZAZEBRINZTT B WS FRBPEONTVWES. ZOX574Y) A7 LIHDBEGEZ EY
{£3 20O GLEEREERE, MIRL ~OVHEER) IZDOWTHHHLZ. 2 D00E TV EFHLL
BIAL7Z0ON 328 Thsb. ZOMTIRMESDETNVORBAIE, VAT - RELELF %5 O
LEMEMALEZ. TNSDETANTAFERZDIE, VAY - FHKCHBOKRE X 1267 5%
HFEDOHBED ML — NATHBTHS. 2o b — N4 7HBOFTIE, —O0if kol
O FR R BB R R R B E WO WI N B EHERBIHR TR o s T Litins.
512 Baucells and Heukamp (2012) T, OERAYEREEICN 9 20 A DRIGTEDY ) R 7 24 KO
MBI IZ AN T A% SR IT I R I NS, 3.3 fiTid Baucells and Heukamp (2012) ©E
FINTDWT D BRI ZRPE FTIEEBA Uiz, SO HEE, EHEY A2 8 RO REF O ST
F<HWSNS [T A—=2T Y —72llEE] (Abdellaoui, 2000; Attema et al., 2010; Takeuchi,
2011) TH O, NIA MYy 7 RBBEZRT I ERKETIVOREHONITEHI LN TES.

BHaA®ETE, YVAY - R LORFOFEGRICBEE L MYy 22D EIF 2. 41 HiT
F, KHEEFDOY /<) —% ) A7 B EPSHIAL & 5 LA EZ AT 5. Baucells and
Heukamp (2012) @ %E 7L TR OIRAEERE S DA DRISYED Y X 2 - I EEF O 78 A % [H I
IZHEAH L 7-. — /5T Halevy (2008), Epper et al. (2011) % Saito (2015) 7 &R AETEM
RO RMEEMEIZIEH L, ZOX S BRAMHENICNT 2 ) 227 #iF) SEREIFOY /<) — %8
HHLES &L TWwa. ZOHITIE, #on7 Iu—F &L, Ux&ﬁﬁkﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁféi
HAERNT S, £/, FBRIZZOOBIFOT /<) —MEAZ LIZHELTWE Z L 252
72X T % Epper et al. (2011) OEGEMZEEFEL < @il U 7.

42 fiTIE3 MKV 4.1 HiTHY EFZET LV CTEBHTEZ DR TERVWL DO FESE
M FE /A HLD 11F %, Onciiler and Onay (2009) 13V 2 2 - BRmif Lo < CIizi$ 246 A
DBAEAMfED, RV A 7D0EL 62 BITEHIEEINTRLRSZ WS Z &2 RUT (Path-
Dependency). Z#idV A2 LN 2 A DFRIRIC € T F )V F —HREEDMFAET 5 Al aelE
ERBELTWS., 7z, BHOT Y M ILZFEOS U (BHERAEL L) 12T 2 IFHE &2 31~ 7
Weber and Chapman (2005) X> Anderson and Stafford (2009), Abdellaoui et al. (2011) % ##
N9 5. THoDMEDRIIR A T, H3EHTID LIFR—RIF UITH§ 558 & 13ASIC
FEODI 5 Z e TE AW, HlZIE Anderson and Stafford (2009) 1% 2 lsD < Uiz 9 2 A
DFERH, ZIFELD B DIE N CIZ DWW TR Y A ZERM, #@W0 < TIZDOWTIZY A 2 [k IZ
mAuREtEE R U7, T o O, MADEE UITHd 5@ AR —FRIINT5Z20 LD
EEPICEMMEE R > TWA Z LR RBL TS, REBIZ, VA ZEIF & REHEE OBKE T
WZBITBABBIZE AT 5. AKX TID EF7ZETLVHEDT, VAT - HE#EFKTZO
TODEBRERD KD IFE A EDOWRIE, BERICEEF I @O HBEBPEAET S Z & 2 RE
L T &7z (Gerber and Rohde, 2014 k< ). ZZ T, ZDOIKE%KZIFS % Abdellaoui et al.
(2013b) % HHIT 5.

BOETEILDESBRDOELELBNS.



2 YU - BEEFICBITZ—BEETIVICDOWT

WG - FALL ©ICEU - EDU €T V2 W TWEES T, YAZTF, H50I3H
M EOREREDMEH =BT ZNZTNOREEREET V% & D behavioral IZWFHEL & 5 LikA
T&7z. SHTIHEU-EDU &b IZZ DA OBRANELHMOND L5 h->Twd (FlAIX
Kahneman and Tversky, 1979; Thaler, 1981; Loewenstein and Prelec, 1992). Z D& Tl%, EU
ET)N -EDUETILDT /XY= UTERSHEBIZEDNEHDDV & DTHS Common Ratio
Effect £ Common Difference Effect ZH( 0 LI, Zho 23 d —MAbE TN & U CTHERINERH
ETNVAROEFIHAETVERBNT S (FDIELDT / <V —IZ2WTIE, #lZ1X Kahneman and
Tversky (1979) X Frederick et al. (2002) % ).

AKX TIE, X CRy % (&850) 7Y MILDHES, P=(0,1] 2V A270%E4, {0} 2460
%éTcR+%LLﬁﬁ®%éf%?_tkﬁé.it,ia&@mﬁﬁu?uﬁauxaéﬁ
>T % X x P EOEK, KR PR X xT EOBFETHZ L L, TNTNDOEFITOVTE
WEIER = B L OEENBEGR ~ (i =rt) ZEFEORKRTERT S, FICERPRVED Z0iwx
ZEUTp,qld POER, t,sl 3T DEFZEERTLL, TSI X XxPOEZEEZIUDLVITY A
I TNORE, X x T OEFZZKH UdH D WIFRFEMEONG LRI 127 5.

2.1 Common Ratio Effect & FERMEMAET /L

EUT7 /=) —TRbL<{HMo5NEHDDV & Dl%, Common Ratio Effect (AN CR#1E) &
ENZHDTHS. FIZIEUTOV A7 EREEZEZTAHALS (BAIXHZIXEM).

i) 80% DHERT 4000 H 5> D&, HEEIZ (100% DHEERT) 3000 H 5575 25 5HBREN.
EUETLTRINSDL UE 0.8 x u(4000) & 1 x u(3000) THHliT 2. ZRT 2L, $HHOL
uSD v RO L = 2 ORNER T 5 2 21250 T, BU OHHATIE 14000 725
3000 R ERS T RbDIZ TZITHMD Z LA TEDMRL 2 HITHR 5] Z2ZFANS
NBEPESIDPFRNTWELMINTE S, LrLADS, UFNOMEIXE 5725 5 5.

i) 20% OERT 4000 55D L, 25% OERT 3000 H 55 D56 EL 5B KWV,
MM ITHERIZ 2 SN TVWB DT, EUETLVDORTI) L2 AUMEER > TWa. 7Z2%) 12 L
TEUZIZEZITI D HEENPZLLTWBE LS IR 5725 5%, FEBE, Kahneman and Tversky
umwi%ém%%c&ﬁgﬁéﬁw(ﬁﬁi4xazwﬁym 20% DO#HERE LA i) THIE %
Lo 72— 5T, 65% Vi) THIZAZBALILEZWE L. HODERTIZZ SIC

iii) 45% DHERT 6000 H 55D L, 90% DHERT 3000 55 D45 EEH SRR

iv) 0.1% DfERT 6000 £ 55D &, 0.2% DHERT 3000 H 55 D5 ESE SRRV,
THENTNHIE %R ATZWERE DEGH 14% & T3% TH > 7.

EUET VTR IOBHFONHLEZHAT S Z 2 TERV. 2ERLIE 1) THELZEIZ X

U < 3 EmBMAER S TVA LD Z L EMIKL, i) THIHZES L0 > 2 vy




B2ZLIETERVASLTHS. iii) & iv) bAKTHE. 20547/ <V =% CRIE LI
N, ZLOMETHREINTEZ., ~RIZZOMBEIUTDOI S ITERZINS.

E% 2.1 (Common Ratio Effect) : #lif =! " =2DL U (x,p),(y,q) (y > z,p > q) & 0 €
(0,1) IZ2WT
(z,p) Z" (,q) but (y,0q) =" (x,0p)

ThHrEE, ZOEFIZBVWT CRUEIBEINEZE WD,

FRZp=10D& & ZDO#E% Certainty Effect &I, CR #13HRI1% EU € 7V 2 R0 1) 2 37
PEAFIZRLTWE Z EAHISNT WS,

EU €T NVH IO & 5 RERN 2B 2 FHIATE RV DIE, ABOY 2212343 25E 5 EU €
TUHPHEET B IFERBINTIE RV S2E LR, HDEVIFERCHELTWZE LTS, V
27 DELDBFBOECELZDEHVIBE>TLESIOLE LN, ZOVHBIII>TELOD
HEEEPEHET NV EULTORIZ —BET 2 ETIVEMIEL TE 7 (Bl 21X Kahneman and

Tversky, 1979; Prelec, 1998).
V'(z,p) = wp)u(z)

ZDRATDETINE (MEF) MEMHET IV ((Probability) Weighted Utility ; LS WU) &I
RIEIZTE. 2D w: P—[0,1] I3HEEMERE (H 5\ F Decision Weight) &IFiXh, U A
7 plZxts B EBIN G2 RS (HS 22 Z OFHENEBIN 2R p THS (DF 0 wip) =p)
L& WU EFVEEU EFVISRET ). ZOFT, CRARE itz 208 < w00 <
e TES. HlZIX Tversky and Kahneman (1992) 2425R U7z w(p) = W 3,
xR E T VIE LR OAERZ W23 2N TEZDT, CRYUMREFMHT LI TE
5. IN6D%L M S FRITH Y, ZORHBIIHER 0.5 DR D IZHARTHER 0 & 1 DEL TIHE
DEDPFLVENWS ZETHD (K1), ZHHERITIE, THTRIS] HENEZ 5nw] Z
LITNT 2 10% DY AT DD L2 TERIS (p=20.5)] 22695 10% DL L D BHHE
WRHiE B 2 WD Z L 2 EKT 5.

X512, (z,p) ~ (y,q) Z2M7=THEEDO=2DLU (z,p),(y,q) (y >z > 0,p > q) KO
0 € (0,1) iZ2WT (y,0q) =" (x,0p) RO LD & &, % DiEEIE Subproportionality % i 7z 3
&5 (Prelec 1998)*3. Subproportionality % iifi7z 3% 1%, EOZM2IEZTED LS % (2, p)

2P AR Y I, D X DU f,g 10WT, L f 5T g RS IFIEEDOL U h RURER A € (0,1) &
P BIZDWT Af 4+ (L= A)h =" Ag+ (1 — Nh A DD L0 EHTHS. K ii) 1 (4000,0.8) &
(3000,1) DZENZNIZ (0,1) 2HER 0.25 THAADLEEA S UORERMEIZR > TV 5.

*3 Kahneman and Tversky (1979) D&%, (x,a) ~" (y,ab) 2= 3T/EED 2,y € X & a,b,c € (0,1],
(y,abec) =" (z,ac) 27z 2 THE. ZNDRVEE (EED a,b,c € (0,1] 2D b, c # 1 IZDWVWTHWASE
ABHAL) 1 Prelec (1998) O & 5055 2 L ALl 505, (AL < Ea=pb=2Lc=0¢
BIFIERW.)



w(p)t

0 >

1: Prelec (1998) O iEREDHI (6 = 1.1).

& (y,q) 22V TH CREERELBIFTH S L \WAB*. Subproportional 72 #if % £TET
)L & UT Prelec (1998) 2MEmR L7z w(p) = e PEMPY (1) IZERTYTIEEVORWI &4
W TN TWVWD (Gonzalez and Wu, 1999).

2.2 Common Difference Effect & (BI5|ZRIE—7E) EI5IAETIV

—%, EDUET LV THRHMHHORN G L > TE/-DI, Stationarity & WO RN TH 5.
ZORMIE, FED (x,8),(y,t) e X xT & s+rt+7eT ZhilzdBET > 0I1ZD0VT,
(x,8) ~ (y,t) oI (,8+7) ~F (y,t +7) BERO VD Z &R ERLTWD. EREDU €7V
T D(t+71)=D(t)D(1) KV ILDDT, BIEONRPHBRI NG ZLIZELIZHEIOSND.
ZORMITERT D%, —DOOWKH LORFE NS & SFANIAFOLNL (226 y) &%
WOREOZI (s 25 t) ODAIZEHT 2L WS 22 ThHD. HlAIE Thaler (1981) DLATF D
EEZES.

D) SHOAZ1ID2E650LHHIAT 2208650856 EE6MR V.
COMEIZ TOAZZ 1»rS 21232 72012 1505685 1 HfD] ZeWRTEENLE
WHIZ B ENTES. [HTHEEABMANIEEEZ, F5ESNLWVENIHEZERZSS, T

*4 % 7= Subproportional ZEFIE, VA7 DEALIZH T B BUSHEDHERDFANTIG U TEL 2> TV &5 REFT
HBEMARTHILETES. W50, LOEFE [0g 75 Op 12V A7 2RSS Z & OftifE] 1 Tg 25 p i
VA %BHT] ZEOMELID/NILKRoTWENRLTHS (BHEX Fffy 2 xil@od) Z22dabEs
2, HiFIIHEDOELESITIFIEY ). SVHA DL, BRIMNS221FE ) 27 OBRLOMIEIRET EThE
o> TWK WS Z L THA.



i, TSI TOMEEZEZ LS.

i) 1 FRIZVAT I D2H565DE 1THFEL 1T HRIZDAZ 25565085855 BRWA.
COMEH VAT %R 1EMNT 2L BT HHFDZ LORIBETHDL LW D, EOIXHE—,
ffHEF > 72 DB TH 5 D721 THS. Stationarity DXERT 2 DIE, T D &S BB ZF]
T LB 7ZREIED b L — R4 7 BHBOR RITRFEL RN E WS 2 TH L. L Ludis,
NIZEDANDEBIZKT 57255, LWSDOL5HEHHDENMIEATIFRE 1HF +1H
BOBENIIFLA LML T-2EDIZHZAEN5THS. FEE, EBRRFFOXIRTILI) THiE %,
i) THEZBEIE WD LD WGEFFDVA S HE SN TE 7 (Thaler, 1981; Keren and Roelofsma,
1995). D & 5Bt 7 O%HE % Common Difference Effect (BAN CD #5) & FEX.

E% 2.2 (Common Difference Effect)  &#f 7" 232 D DRI KE DR (2, s), (y,t) (y > z,t >
s) EHIBOEIE 7 > 01X LT

(z,8) = (y,t)  but (y,t+7) =" (z,5+7).
ThdrE, ZOEIFIZEWT CDMEMBERINZ2 VWS,

iz, s = 0 ORFkHIIZ Present Effect £ WEIEN 5. EHE PSS X 512 CD 81 HE I
Stationarity \ZHAREIZIK T D. 7z (x,s) ~ (y,t) 27T VAR D (2,5), (y,t) IT2VWTH
(y,t+7) =" (2, s+ 7) DO LD HIE, Z OIFIXAEEITHH 5\ I1d Decreasing Impatient
BRI TH D LIEIEN S, MEE SR IR E S < BFELEF OO EE ARG LT
HoN T &7z (Loewenstein and Prelec, 1992; Ebert and Prelec 2007, Andreoni and Sprenger
2012a).

CD& DB NIRRT ET VICB W TEHEHRINT S 201E, N RHZEE AR
ZELI NS TH DS, BERFEESMEL X, 21 488 %0 1000 I (Smaller Sooner Outcome :
SS) &b 5EM#ED 1500 [ (Larger Later Outcome : LL) Z:#AZMEAD, W& SS 2% 1FHLS
HRZ722 (4EM»RETS) ELL &0 SSZIFFULKBo>TUES IS EIFolEDOZ &
ThH5. ZOXIEKZROMANZD BR R TITo 72 (Fid7Ze) R EORERE %2 J DR T
(HEEZR 5 1E) BT DT, PIAIXBERIC I TAHEFE»SANTOVWHELTETLEI LWV
EORBBNPETVORNTHETE S, 20X MENS, RHEIEEAMEIIRHZETZOE
DOXIRD A7 59, Fr&EHE H AER - hHEY L SRS N2 CHEER - IS M RIh TV
(il 21X Laibson 1998).

D& BIFIZHUT, £ < OMEHIZIERBUORGIEBEEAT LI THRLTE .

*5 W EI B 7R R I, EEOR s CHFBRE S > 01T LT (y,s +6) ~F (z,8) o5 s’ > s ITHLT
(y,8" +6) =t (x,8") LEEMABILNTES. TN sHETIE 2 2 g WHPTILX I MHFOZ L THDOED
INFD—F, LolEWIRESIEE L HTHLICRDI LWV ZLEEKRT 5. o THHhEIGI #2081,
R 21T B BUSEANE VIR RIZEIHA U TV KO BIFCTHh D LRIRT 22 £ TE 5.

*6 TFEfE1Z 13 Halevy (2015) 2MERIL T3 & 51, EIFAN 28 U T£ L% \WE T % Time Invariance D1
EWBETHD. 127 LIEE A EDORMEEE T ILVTIRINLBEERIKE I N T WS 728, Common Diffference
Effect & RRIFEBAMIZHE LD L U TbNTE 7. AGWXTH Time Invariance IXHIZIKET 2D LT 5.



Exponential(=0.2)

'Exponcmial(ﬁ\zo\]) I

2: Loewenstein and Prelec (1992) OHER NI D 4.

Thbb, REEEIEK D : T — (0,1 % D) =1 23D EB e LT, FHiE%ELATO

£5129 5.
Vi(z,t) = D(t)u(x)

Zo—bE TV EEFIHAE TN (DU ETV) LFEXR, DU ET )LD FTIik CD %R I
PLar > PhED TRENBOT, TO XS R E RO R 222 B3I K D(t) % AU
SR I ERA TR TH 5. b RRNRBEBILTH % Loewenstein and Prelec (1992) @
D(t) = (1+at)"% OBEK 2 IZ#E~ (0,8 > 0). ZOBBD/TA—K o, EZhTNIE
BOUBED 5 OTEME L OEBIORETEZRLTWVWS. EBMEED B> 01220 T a % 01211
THFRZ & U, D(t) 1XE5R g OFBIEEIC: 5 Z & (limg o D(t) = e 5) 13K 5 I HEH
o5, iz Laibson (1998) X Ebert and Prelec (2007) 7 &1 & - Thk % 2B RR X
N, WS ODPOEFMETHEALEG L DL TEIE VARV EWVWS ZepRETNTWS (722U
Andreoni and Sprenger, 2012a 7% ¥ {EKRIES B 5 ).

T o, EHEOMETIZHD CD MR L<HESIND L1272 >TET WS (Sayman and
Onciiler, 2009; Attema et al., 2010; Takeuchi, 2011). Sayman and Onciiler (2009) 1B < U
DBERREAEETLF ¥V ARWHREICG X, YOREOWBMEDNIEBEENITIRSEES O E2FAN
7o, BIZEHERE T IBHBO 7Ta—1] & [1EMED 10 2—v ) 2# XY, 203 HERICH
O I5HD 7Ta—1] & [4HED102—10] 2E#ATHS5 2725, —HHDERT SS %
OZDH% LL IZEBE U ZHBRENZDOHD 355 0D engh o7z, Zhild CD &R & 13 DR
BEOTHD. WHIEI D& D BEKAEOMGERZ N DPENQDL I LT, EWRKD, EIED
FOHIRERIZH L TOAZI DL S 8D CD FRVLEBONL I e 2HhE L (Tabb, L
DILET, s,t 2 t—sDPOTNHERNIWVEEDAR). £72 D(t),u(r) DWTHIZH BB %K
ELRWEE D(t) DIIREIH S T T 2 &0 S FEBRFIEMNEFETH TN TV S A (Attema et al.,
2010; Takeuchi, 2011. ZHHDFEIZDWTIX 33 Hiz M), THoDFETIELVLZ L DHD




Panel A Panel B
215 {ifE El5 | flfE : sS LL

NOW g Now Time Period

30 S FEIBIRIZ KB MOIEEEMDOFI. Sayman and Onciiler (2009) DX (Figure 2,
p.480) & S \ZHEE DMERK.

LM Z R OIRBOABIRIN TV, FlZ I Attema et al. (2010) DEFRTITEVAKDE
BT 55 A 36 A, Takeuchi (2011) Tl 550 OBIEED 5 b 362 B DI WIREE NI
DI N,

CDEIIEFIZFFE LR WEIBIEHE UTIHEEINTWADIFH SFHREKTHL (M3 25
H). ZOROE IOV R A, MEA R R B 15 SS - LL OBEMiEE R L TW5. I
MY SS ZITHDIEDL b &, +mEDL LHDOIFBEWENBND Z X300 A 55 FHARN
5. £728%)V B TIE, SS & LL OFRDENKEL 2D TE D L HOIEEMEIXME 2@ DI
BEMOAREDLZ %KL TWA. Abdellaoui et al. (2013a) IXEFEMZETZ 5 L7 S &
TEBDIZS PYTEEOARD 7222 WELTWVS.

23 DEZENHEBICLDT /I —DFER

FEMIFERE AV I 23, DEZEOXR2 S kAN TWS, XX Kim and Zauber-
man (2009) 1EFFREFHE O E X263 2 MADHELNLNEF TEI LMo I FEKISORTH S &
&, HOWEF AHMBEAMNTH o728 UTH MR ANEIF 2 RK> 2 & 215 L 7.

Kim and Zauberman (2009) 1&fHADEDOE GBI E LT D(1) = e 7 28AL, 2 DDE
BTz 100, EAORRFEANDFHIE, MRzt o RS Tk, BHYIK
U EBNLREIITRKGET 2L 0WS 2L ThHD. Thbb, ZOHEFIBEITI LV X -t Tk



R EBINZAERRE 1 I2 Ko TR E S, 5 —DIF, TOHERM 7 AT+ =TV ADR
EFHl (the Stevens’ power Law) & IFIXN 2 DEZORERANHES L WS Z 2 TH D (1= atP).
2T aldh by X — PRI S N D RE, [ I1EFFIZA % Diminishing Sensitivity
DIREEZRINIA—XTHL. ZORER, BEDREIIN S 2 HMERHK L UTLBEZETIHIAS
ZIFANSNTWS (Kim and Zauberman, 2009). 4 & 1& Z OARE Z fF KI5 5 R RAIRIZH
WHL7DTHE. ZOTFTIE, HBELEGIHEKIATIZRS.

D(t) = e~ Rat?

ZhiE B € (0,1) OHEIPEHTHEEILI B E 72> T\ 5.

Iz & A DI R ZBERICTIEEH T 5585 3% < Wb, #il A1 Ebert and Prelec (2007),
Takeuchi (2011) 72 &3 E A ORI T 2 EBIARFRFICIE DEWERR-] & DEWREHE] & 0v 5
2ODKMENBH Y, TNETNIINT SIEHMEEI N R DD WS AR ZHERHL TWa. K
Takeuchi (2011) IXEEROFERH S, BHL» SHHAM WS RZIMEAIZ L > T THBIE] IZTHA S
N TWw% (Extended Present Of#7E) WHEMEPN RIS NS & kU 7Z. TS5 LwmeMEIdE S+
REFI B DOEAZ ZYR—NT 5.

3 RV - BB DEF

MEDES>%) A7 - KO behavioral € FIVIX, ED & 512V A2 & R 5Ol E
DEIFIZHATEDDEA50? 2D HEE, WUETLAHEZWIEDU ETV%EH D —D
DIRTCIZILIRT B2 Z & THDH. 2F 0, MERMEEL w(p) LHGIEHE D) 2MAirebEk
V(z,p,t) = w(p)D(t)u(z) &Y A7 - K] LORBIINT 2B EFETILETL2DTHS (ZDX
572 E TV & NEEIFI 1 (Weighted Discounted Utility: WDU) TV EIEXS). ZD XS
FHUEY A2 FOMEE (2,p,0), B ORI (1, 1,1) LREZDT, THZHY AL BIFE
REELEIFE TOVIZIBE T 200 5. #E- T, Bl w 2IFIE, D 2 IEREEL L THIE CR ##
® CD HRIFVOTEHEZTNETNOHEIRTHENAFETH 5.

LALARS, 2OT7ATTICHT 2EEHEORMIIELALHEENTHL. ZOFET
X WDU €7 VOR & EFEMEDORE 2D 11T, WDU €7 NVIZEDLE ~RILET NV TH S
Baucells and Heukamp (2012) & Gerber and Rohde (2014) Z #5179 5.

31 YRY - BEEFOEEER

¥ WDU EFALDT 4 — Y LREHNSAZ—FLES. 4, X =R, 2HEOEATHS
Y53 (BIAESEAE). VAS P=0,1] LZHIOBEOES T =R, £2WT, XxPxT
LOBEITE - TRT. FRRILABVES, B (1,p¢) BB LLIERI LTS, WDU £
FUEBMTFOES b 5hENG,

E# 3.1 (Weighted Discounted Utility) X x PxT EOERE (x,p,t) 1%, »2EH w :
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Probability of monetary reward
p=10 p=.9 p=.5

Imminent future
A.f100 now 82% 54% 39%
B.f110 in 4 weeks 18% 46% 61%
Remote future
C.f100 in 26 weeks 37% 25%  33%
D.f110 in 30 weeks 63% 5% 67%
Difference 45% 29% 6%

K1 fIIATVRXNVE— BEHA) %2, FOETIE A(or B), C(or D) %3:EA ZHERE OEI &
%7 . Hit : Keren and Roelofsma, 1995, p. 290, Table 1

—100,1]&D:T—[0,1], vu: X =R ZH\T
V(z,p,t) = w(p)D(t)u(zx)
T E 5. 7272U w(p), D(t), u(x) EFHEFAREE T w(l) = D(0) =1 XU w(0) =0 27/~

WDU € 7)VORHENIE, ATETiam L7z A 2 2L - RefEiEIF O IEFHEE 7OV OHLERIZ R > T W
3L ThHB. T, WDU EFLIE X x P x {0} ETWU, X x {1} x T T DU 51
BT ZEWELIZONS. o T CRAEP CD FR L V- LR EOBHSKIIBEE D, w %
UNRIZETETIVICHNAT 52 EWAREL 425 (RFFTIA AV ST W S EBIHFEE) A
(Discounted Expected Utility; DEU) €7V i& WDU Okl TH 5. ).

U U7Zehd s 2oL, H5MEAN CD3RERE57261F (WUZ XA ZDH) FDXZIFE

DHEEPENTZ T AMHEFRIZR > THRUMEEZRAEL I L2 E KT 5. HIZ CRUORERE 5%
fEE7, CLOZITEOBEARITELS 2> THE ZOMEZ RERITNIER S\, Keren and
Roelofsma (1995) & Z 1z LT, CD ZIERV A7 DEME L HITHATLED Z L 2 FERT
mUTz (R #BB). 106, HERKEH CIZO2>WTHEBEIX CD IR 2HE2 (15H) —
HCHERp=05DL EZTDOMRIBBEI NP7 BFIH) ZLennnd

EEWDU E7VI%, U A2 BEIFAEIEIZS U T T, KEGEF S £72) 22100 LTSz
THBHEVWS ETHRMNVEEZERLTWS (VA2 - KOS aEN). HIAIX, 5 2 KR
t,s BT (x,1,8) 7 (y,1,s) &2 (DF D (2,t) ZF (y,5)) &, ZITHDZ LA TE SR
M1/21272722LTH (2,0.5,1) = (y,0.5,8) THRIFNIXR SRV, RERSIEZNT N A

w(1/2)D(t)u(z), (1/2) (s)u(y) L2 DHERMNE w(1/2) FTBHINTLEI NS TH 5.
FRRIC, BBHEE P, q IZOWTHEE p DS UPMFENDEDH5IE, WHD L UOREZITED 23
HAREN S L LTHREUL U ENR TR oW e Ebh b, ((x,p,0) = (y,q,0) TH
%72 51X (x, p, 3weeks) = (y, q, 3weeks)). BAF®D Keren and Roelofsma (1995) X Baucells and
Heukamp (2010) OFEFEFZEIE, ZHUTH T 2 B ERRFERIZR> TV 5.

Keren and Roelofsma (1995) (Z#% p T4 FL.100 (7 v XXV X —) %%ZIFHS (SS) D

11



Delay of monetary reward
t =now(%) ¢ = lmonths(%) ¢ = 3months(%)

High Certainty

A.9 Euro for sure 58% 55% 43%

B.12 Euro with 80% 42% 45% 57%
Low Certainty

C.9 Euro with 10% 22% 26% 21%

D.12 Euro with 8% 78% 74% 79%

K2 HOBFIZTZEDL U BALZEBREDEHEGEZRT. KFIF 5% ARKETHERD 50% L DK
ESWNWZ & Z/RLTWAS., Hi#tl : Baucells and Heukamp, 2010, p.151, Table 1. (—#{&IE - &%)

[ UMER p T 4 EM#%IZ FL110 2375 (LL) O TIEE S & DR % R 3G Tl 12
S ) AT DRI U THNLTH B2 51, p AV RBETH > TERFUIED S
BWETTHD. HoHlEIDp 285 LTSS ZiBIWHMEDEAZLILR, VAINRKELRBIF
EZOEEMEL 2B T 2R U (FK1: B¥). £72SS, LL O3ZIFHLY i % 26 HIEIXL T
FRkDEZ L7z 25, 2556 TIESS ZEIEGITKEIREIHERTERN2 o7 (R 1: ).
DED, 2 DORFREFHI U THERIZY A2 %1% 3 #4(F (Common Ratio Manipulation) I%
EWAK (Ovs.4 HH) 2B WT LL ~NOEH ZRHEL 72— T, @WK (26vs.30 HH]) ~DiFE
Gz i3 h 72 7 - 7z Baucells and Heukamp (2010) (&2 Y A 7 3#HUZS U TR ZE AL T
%, Common Difference Manipulation 23& 0 ) A F =722 UAD#EFZEHET 5 & 24EH L
7z, BIZIE, HEFEIZS 9 2—0E2ZITIS 2 &h80% DERTS 12 21— 02 ZITIS Z & X0
EFN/—/T, WHDZITWMOKREZ 3 WHESED EBRFDES>VFEhi (K2 EEB). %
72ZDFRERE, HWVWY AT ANDREIFIZITR P o7 (F2: FH.

INS ZODWSIERRMIEF NS 5 Y A7 DEANRIERS 2, VA7 BEIFITNT 5 R D&
AP A7 B8R EZ ZTNEIURET DI L 2R LTWS. 2720 206 DFERIZLEIRO Y 7 b
WHEBULEHETH D, AT DT —XIZHEDWT WA, Andreoni and Sprenger (2012b) &
Convex Time Budgets & (LN CTB %) &ESFH L WAHEZ HWTHEAL X)L TINEHEND
7z. CTB L, #EEIZHSPLD =2 V252 THVWT, Tz 2IKAMTERISESL LWV
SFITHD. HOIFZTOMADVZITIM HERDE(MIZ L > TESZAT B Dh & FHNRI*E, ?EZ%
FHIZHIZIE100 b—=2 v %, 7T HECHE py THH5 2501 2] & [35(63) HEZIZHER py T
5225100 —z] AT 5. KEGEEFA) A2 ICF L THNLTH DD 61, TDx (z‘béu\ 53
100 — &) DA (p1, po) = (1,0.8) & (0.5,0.4) OIFCR U127 5513 1% 574, Andreoni
and Sprenger (2012b) 7% (py, po) DA% 22 A THERZE DELD D2 % AN 7#5 R, Common Ratio

*Tp=1%MFTREMIHRERETLRP > 7.
BRST, WODETMEX x PxT ETIREEL (X x PxT)2 LOEFZHF->TVS.
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Manipulation &

1. FADAMEETHH L E, WHHETH-7IES DD 2SS L,

2. MADPHETH > THRMARERICLILTES

DL N5 7z, 2. 1% Keren and Roelofsma (1995) T D d2 o 72 2 EIR D 3UT O 39 #x A M
ALRLVDF =R THEHR—bINFZZ L 2E®RT S

—7 T Keren and Roelofsma (1995) & 135740, ZERICAMESEL SS, LLIZH LTIV A7 &
R BETRE S LW Z SRR L TWS. HRENFHROSMEZME &5
CTB i, ToMEP S A1 7 —HRRZHVWTREDE T IO FEBEILRT — & LA
ETED L WS REMNH 5. Andreoni and Sprenger (2012b) i DEU ET NV ERNEL/z& EDA
17— HBERE (p1,p2) 28OS U ZREOHERE DiLS D% AR, SS- LL AR s — 4T
LMETHD LI R EZIFIT XA T—FHEADVIERENTDH S —H, WP RREFIRIED A
FIHELRNEWS ZEEFRLAL Db, EADIKREWD DEU €702 5 ifid 5 D 13iE
RLICHEE R OPENZRZ T RO rE L., #6132 0fR2 S, MNRISHT 2 BERE
T ZMENFHEREMEZ DB O 2O 2R D BEMED D 5 LRy 1) 7.

WENDRFED U A LRI MR & A EIC KT L, I L THWIZBIRL T
BLWVSZEERLTWS. TIE, LY AY LINHPEE ECHEWI/EHLSS & LT, 20
EOBEBRIZED LD IR ANEL VDA S 0. HAHMGEEIE, DEERIZ BT 2 0B
FREFR L ~OVEER Y Z DBIRIZIRILE 5 X T< B L FELTWS (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012;
Gerber and Rohde, 2014). OFERFERE S (%, BT 11 F5£) X TBEHT) 2484695 & 20RA
MREZI DI THL (DML DTHLDTHREALE TH) TA— ML) LIERS2W). A
g 5] T2 2] © THESE) 72 TAZD) ULHEERIRYT 222 IETERVWDT, Thsz2ime
U 7B ORI 2 - @ WA, MR R R FO M 2 B WErR S, flZ X 2.3 HiT
%772 Kim and Zauberman (2009) O EBN 2 HER I OHNEERHO—FTH 5. LY (K
ORI L ~OVEER) CIOOBRIEEREDO® & U<, REREIREERE (Temporal Distance) - 22[H] L D R
(Spatial Distance) - fKAEMEEEE (Hypothetical Distance) & O +EBHEE (Social Distance) ®
4 DDRFEENFAET 5 & T E 7z (Trope and Liberman, 2010).

Z OLERRERE, R 5RO EME L CHEIZBEBRT S Z e o T WS, #iZIE Bar-
Anan et al. (2007) 1ZX 4 © & 5 7z % AW T2 M L OFE#E (Spatial Distance) & % DAt phf
(Temporal, Social, Hypothetical Distance) 23 NZNFEVT D W T W B A[EEMZ R L7z, o5 D
FEERII K DOALE (Spatial Distance) & /OERYER#EZ R HEE (#]21X Hypothetical Distance
TN — 7Tl THESZIZ) 7252 A), Temporal Distance 7 )V — 7 Tlk THHH] [RE] ) ZMlAED

*9 JEREIZ1X, Andreoni and Sprenger (2012b) X TH DS ELHEEICHk % 2 M FKEHAL TW5. Keren and
Roelofsma (1995) DEER L [H ULE (r = 0) O CR #1H1% LL ~D:EIF 2 EET 2 Z L33 o 7=,

10 BT - IHIEL R EROFHE m £ LT, DEU € FADA A 57—k 75 E = (1+7)22 Than
5. SFABE u o > 0,u” <0 27237256, SAELOMEICH U THhlAR z E—RICRET2IETTHS. #5
i p1,p2 < 1 ORMFOREOHEERED 2 DA (p1,p2) ¥ r DEIZELS T ZOFHBY K- ENhbZ e 2HEL
7.
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L'] |

4: Bar-anan et al. (2007), p.612, Figure 1. & b 4K

72D KT 2DV T, m%%rﬂ%@m0$$<*mﬁ%%ﬁifteﬁam5%®?%
5. FEER1-6 TiX, FENHEFFIIBRLNT & 2FHI U7k 5 X THERE I RO AL E ANV 725
nxsh, FERT7-13 T ilﬁb MEPBEBREVWI EEZEATPORRINEZHENEL O EE R
THEz. U A DOHORAPHE NN TH 5 D% 61, BEIFERFIIMAS OEITEREL Wi
TTHD. EEEZEL TES DRI, BRENIERNDP o TWTE ABREPHAGDEIC
HEINTLESI L WS ZEThoz, HREIRNTHOFERTE, RHOME GEV - H\) &

HEEDMAG DY (DHEMEHOILE N - &) B—HLTWo & ERBEREPREE P72, T42b
B, 4 DO T BEADGEINEZ A7 IZBRZRVEDhr > TV T I ZHBRIZHE T2V TWNS
DTHB. ZOXIHETERIE, HL2DY A7 PORHEIZNT 2MICIED 702 ZADRFHNT WD &
WO HBEMEZRRL TS

THIZIDTFT, ML )V MG A 5 0 72 3E Al O Fefl s 2 5248 LT <% (Trope and
Liberman, 2010). Z QR TIE, HAAORENILEMFEHICSUZRED 7o A (L R
V) ko TREBOT ons. 2O L, HEEEOCHRISOWTEAIHMRKT—HL
k%ﬂtﬂﬁ%ﬁm(%ﬁv«n%>uw WK ZUZ DWW T RARI 20 D12 Ik — BN THM
REHMI 24T 5 (R L ~AOLAMEW). DX 0, OHEIVEEREIC X o TEHlio KA > b X 7o A%
bR WHZ e ThHB. HlZIX Trope and Liberman (2010) %, TBHH) & [RiE] 24122
7. EBH o EBESRERT S I LIdTERWA CLEKEREE, THH] IZ2OWTEXLRHTIEH #
D& IREEDS, TRE] IZOVWTHEZDIITIES o LIRVWAS DO —RDOANEN L D BN ELSE
55, ZOXS O E, TOLEIIZ) @< honbkz, EIOCIEERZEZRTVWSZ
CIZHEBINZIER A 5N 5 £ 5122 5] (Trope and Liberman, 2010, Construal-Level Theory
of Psychological Distance. Psychological Review, 117, p.444). DX b, YV A7 R D FHEEAY
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REWVIFEHMRFFED RN A A =T I ND—F, FEEED/NE WV E BRI THID WERE DS
TH—=HAEINZEL NI I THS. ZOLIBHRMATERNL, HEHEFIZETL) AZ7DE
AV AZBIFIZET 2REOEADNT NG, DENIEHEE 25 2 & TEWERR L AL N
I, FEORNE WS B UZEEDOAITEEHIEE > TWEHEEEDNH 5. Keren and
Roelofsma (1995) X Baucells and Heukamp (2010) O#ERIZ Z D ERIZEESHNTH 5.

7z, RV VLRI Prelec and Loewenstein (1991) @V A 27 - I #4F DRI 2
2 R— P35, HOIFZEUETLVE DUETILVOT /XY —IZRWEFBIGRNH 5 Z 21T
FEHUZ. FIZIE 2% TID L7z CR AHEX CD 8 i, MEd 25 WIHBEDZE I 5K
JEMEDEA U T E WS REITHINTE S L (JER 4,5 2D, FSikEE - 7L —I v 73R
EWVWo - OMOEEEAZR T /<) —b ) A7 - RO THE SN TWS. Prelec and
Loewenstein (1991) X2 D k528327 / vV —%1iR, VA7 # - REEEFA L 12X
O B e E M (BIZIXYD A2 B 2 \WIERERENT N 9 2 0 ERRVEFIH X DK U /) 12 & - TR

DIFoNBAREMEZET IV TRUZZ. BIRL ~VEGERIEX, VA2 U - KE UAVWT s LR
PREE & Z VTS U 72 IR L AL D &0 D £ X ITHBED N A 2@ U CRHMliE s Z & 2 ERL
TW5.

EBE, EADPELL 2T B 22 HWTY A7 LREZRMLTWS Z 2P HR— b3 251
WL OWFIET B, FIZIXY) A2 BEEHE A K E WEAE EEIG[ AV E W Z &A% Anderhub et al.
(2001) X Andersen et al. (2008) THEfI LTS, Anderhub et al. (2001) iZ WDU €7 )V
RO EET 52 & T, [ IR 3HEMED SEHE L) A2 Ak & E|
FIRICECEOHBEANH S Z L 2 Wt Uk, FROKIRIE EU €7V & CRRA HUZHHBRZ (RE
U, WEREDSEDZ) A7 FOZERE K EORERD SEHFI RS HBEBO 7 — T %2 #E LT
Andersen et al. (2008) THHMEINT WS, VA7 MM LMENE L RAGEZ L CEDEI &
WO DX, ZOMEADLEKZREERIZN T 5EEFI N REVL S LR\, £72, Epper et al.
(2011) (FIERRCHERINERIE w & RBMKAERILIR r(t) 2FFA L, A—EADE> CR 2R DR
XL CD MHEOMI IR WVARBRMEDNH D Z L 2 FA L7 (Epper et al. (2011) 22\ Tlk4
ETIVFHLWIHIHZITS). ZHIXEU XA 5 0RMENAAE W (LIZUIZIESHMK L EbN
%) fANFE DEU €720 bl 5 (KREIERAHK) w528 Thd. {->T, MADY
A7 - RIS 2RI 5 O HEDEEVFEL TV A A REME B S RIB I N 5.

3.2 EFOREEET IV (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012; Gerber and Rohde, 2014)

T, ZOUMEBRIEEDEISITETMMETESZDEA S . ZIZTIEX x PxT LDiE
FETILTY A2 - KEOHERBKREZIZ & 5 £iAA 72 Baucells and Heukamp (2012) & Gerber
and Rohde (2014) 24

7, m&w%Aﬂ4%XxPxTab ZO5Hb MV ETABRLODELELLT MO =
{(z,p,t)|zpe™t =0}, TNDHN%E MT TEHL 5. FEEH M LEOFELE = TP OREHER 7 A 8
T HDET 5.
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A1 (Week Order) =& M LOBIEFTH .
A 2 (Continuity) 7 1& M Tl

A 3 (Monotonicities) L&D (z,p,t) e MT L ye X, qe P,se€ T IZD\VT,

z>y=(z,p,t) > (y,p,1)
p>q=(x,p,t) > (z,q,1)
t<s=(,p,t) = (z,p,5)

DO SLD. £7z (2,p,1), (y,q,8) € MO TH B L EX (z,p,t) ~ (y,q,s) Zii7-3. 1

3.2.1 Probability-Time Tradeoff Model

Baucells and Heukamp (2012) & 3.1 i CHU D LIF 7= AL R EE2 R 3 D TE LD,
# 3 N D 7-8(Baucells et al., 2009) 13l #E4 T & < FEH X115 Magnitude Effect (F/75
DREWVIZERERLS b WH %, #lZ21X Thaler, 1981) 7Y A7 FTH R BBEIND
WS Z e ERLTWS (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012). Z® & 5 Z2BR 1-8 $ T 272§
ELEDMHAERE AL V (2, p,t) = w(p)D(t)u(z) TRITE RN LIPS TH 5. Baucells and
Heukamp (2012) 13E4 LD Y 27 L] DORFRIZ Probability-Time Tradeoff &\ 5 WA %
RET 2 TCIOMBEEMBRL &S ik (PTT E7V). ZOAME, A>T A
7 CHHEDO ML= FATBUTORRTHIZ -EICRDZLEWVIEDTHL. 5, HDIANIL-T
(100, 80%, 3 months) & (100,40%,2 months) FEAEJTHBZ L L LS. ThiE, TOANITEL-T
(100,80%, 3 months) % 25V AF —i29 % (R 40% (2745) Z&iF, PO ITZITHD KA
N1IPHREZZLTHOGDLIND LIRTE 5. Probability-Time Tradeoff 1%, Z® & Z4i
%1% (100, 50%, 5 months) 2 EENDED L5 4 p t KHLTH, ZUHHMD % 1 hHARD S Z L n
VA2 % 251295 2 e zlldbabEsd (DX b (100,50%,5 months) ~ (100,25%, 4 months))
WS Z e RERTLEAMTHD. SVR DL, ZORMIZEFE 2 IZDWTY AT D& ]
DAEDEF EO ML= KA TPHIZ-ETHE I L 2BRLTWS. T4bb5

A 4 (Probability-Time Tradeoff) (L&D (x,p,t),(x,q,5) € MT, A € (0,00) & 0 € (0,1) IZ
2WTC, B U (z,p,t+ A) ~ (z,0p,t) BS5I (2,q,5+ A) ~ (z,0q, 5).

ZDeE Al-A4 £ 3 137 E L7V (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012, p.841 , Lemmal). & &
2, HoEZo b — RATZEBPFRITH U THEFMIZEATEENVWI T2 ERLZ., X —
VT8 B, HEREITEIMNIZRIG 100 126 L TIES 90% TS LD H 1 AR ST
100% DL TRITINS Z & 28 —77, NS BFE 5120 L TR Z 100% 1295 X 0 H—7
HRSESEIPIHFELVE WS ZEARTHENS. LT de, KEVWHFIIHLTEREY X2

*LL AR AT O IR T, RSO3 % BN 2 RIS Tmpatience ZIERZ & Hi% 0.
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ProspectA vs. Prospect B Response N
1. (9 euro, for sure, now) vs. (12 euro, with 80%, now) 58% vs.42% 142
2. (9 euro, with 10%, now) vs. (12 euro, with 8%, now) 22% vs.78% 65
3. (9 euro, for sure, 3 months) vs. (12 euro, with 80%, 3 months) 43% vs.57% 221
4. (f100, for sure, now) vs.  (f110, for sure, 4 weeks) 82% vs.18% 60
5. (f100, for sure, 26 weeks) vs. (f110, for sure, 30 weeks) 37% vs.63% 60
6. (f100, with 50%, now) vs.  (f110, with 50%, 4 weeks) 39% vs.61% 100
7. (100 euro, for sure, 1 month) vs. (100 euro, with 90%, now) 81% vs.19% 79
8. (5 euro, for sure, 1 month) vs. (b euro, with 90%, now) 43% vs.57% 79

# 3: Hi# : Baucells and Heukamp, 2012, p.832, Table 1. 7272 U 1-3 & Baucells and Heukamp
(2010, Tablel); 4-6 & Keren and Roelofsma (1995, Tablel); 7-8 & Baucells et al. (2009) A%5]
HxThs.

25T 720 RFT B (Willingness-to-Wait) IFKEL< wpDnE LBV, 207177k
UTForHTRINS.

A 5 (Subendurance) (EE®D (x,p,t) € Mt &0 €(0,1),A € (0,00) BEUT 0O <y <z lTDW
T, BU (zpt+A) ~ (2,0p,t) BSE (y,0p, 1) Z (Y0, t + A).
BBICHG L RO DTN (A6) 25T &, UTOEHAEMES*12,

A 6 (Outcome-Probability Separability(at time 0)) {EE®D z,y,2 € X XU p,q,u € P ITD
WwT,
(x,p,0) ~ (y,¢,0) and (y,u,0) ~ (z,p,0) = (z,u,0) ~ (z,4,0).

I 3.2 (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012)  JEHF = 2% A1-A6 %3723 BB+ 51, H 5B
d:R—-RT 2v: X =R EtFr: X - Rt Z2HWT, #FH

e_d(—lnp-i—T(iE)t)fU(x) if (m,p,t) € M+’

V(x,p,t) = { 0 otherwise @

TRHTELILTHSB. 72720 v(x) & d(7) 1Fv(0) =d(0) =0, lim, oo d(7) = 00 Zi729
it - WINBIECT, r(x) XRABBTH ST 5. MAT, Mo o, 7(z) & dHFE LB %2R T

E5ODBEVRFMT, F(z)=r() »2Hd5rv e r>0Z2ZHVTENEN O = 10", d=kKd
EREBHILTHAS.

2T r(x) 3HEREGIR, T OMMHEMEKE RIENSE (k). 20TV 1 R) %
Probability-Time Tradeoff Utility €7 /L& W5 (UK PTT €E7V). ZOEMMPS, HERIIE

*12 A6 ¥ Thomsen &fF L IFIENZ, Wl - Y AZWATESHAVSNLTWS SN2 HEET 44 TH 2
(Fishburn and Rubinstein, 1982)
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B w R OVEISIBI% f %
w(p) = eI, f(r) = e (2)
TEHETIEPTT T I)VIZBLND Y X 758#hf - R#EIFE TIVIGRIE T 2 2 203005
Vi(w,p) =w@o) (= f(-p)(a))
Vi@, t) = f(r(@tu(e) (= w(e @) = e M@0y ())

Baucells and Heukamp (2012) 1%, A4 12X > TEED (z,p,t) EMENIZRD X574 0 DL
U (x,pe="®t 0) 2% 2 12D WTHEMET 5 Z & 25 L7z (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012, p.833,
Lemma3). 37bb, FRHEOSND THEXKp Tal L0WHLLIEWDTE r(z) ZAHVNTSD [
Kpe " T ) LEMITELLVWIZLTHD. ZOEKT, r(z) IRRFRERI$ 5 E 5
EHERDORAIZEWT S 7 7 2 X —ThHBEVWAD (&> THRHGRLIER), X512, pe @1t
id e (Cinptr@)t) y EXES A TEL. BIHITEAL DI, VAT LRI HICEER
EHELMEBOMIIH2MHEOEMZES BDZEERADILNTELDT (OMIENER), OB
WZATE —Inp+r(2)t 12U (z,p,t) DE#E () THEEMNTDILANTES. LWVW5D
i, WhRBLE—RMEEZRD (o,p,t) BEU (z,q,5) ICHLUTH (z,p,t) = (2,q,8) THDILE
(x,p,t) DIEHEDIZS BN EAFEETH D06 THS. SVHZA L LB —Inp+r(x)t X,
5 OFROMER p, Kt 20D OOl Z —DDRTIZEF L DBV — L EZEEL TS,

ZDT1=—lnp+r(z)t%z, <U (z,p,t) DFEHLIFIZLIZLED. ZD&E, 61T —Inp
MY AT EU B, r(x)t KRS EU 2 CH 2 LRI X, < UCOE#IEY) 22
LSR5 U BB ORI A > TV 3. Z OO LT, r(r) 2z KHLTHRATE 205
S (A5) 1 2 AR E VLR LIS £ T T OBMEANS < B X5 T L AT 5. ThHBE
SIE, r(z) OERAITERMAK EVIFEZNITET 2B REAR NS &0 S EBN 2 R0
RIZHIG LT WS EERDZENTES., HIZIEX & T OHEMNEZZNZTHN 100 M, F& U7zE,
r(100) = 5%, (10,000) = 2.5% TH 3 & 5 HEAN B4 51, iz >T M1 HAZTRS
72D 1] FEBINIZ T100 HHEZITIS7-0D 14 &0 2fHECELZE VWS 28 TH
5. ZOEERTHERELI L r(x) 1, BHAORFOKE I IIHNTHREAMEOEAZKXTEETDH
5LWVS ZENTES. EBIZ, KREEFOXRTIZRBOKRE IAKRE 2 5I1F ERHEE] 3%
PMEL 725 Z &1 Magnitude Effect IFIEHA < KIS TS (Thaler, 1981; Loewenstein and
Prelec, 1992). PTT €7 V% A5 #5192 & T, fEREHGI3 r(x) (LB d) %@L T Magnitude
Effect # €7 VN THBEITH I LN TES.

FORBUERIX, WK p, BIEt TZIIHD IV TEBLED oY, TOHiir = —Inp+r(z)t
ZEUT e ) TRV WCFHiS 02 E FRLTWS. JIOSWAHEZTIE, FIfz 22 FHLS
=00 (x,p,t) & (x,q,8) 1%, HENRAUTHE2R5ELHIZV (2, p,t) =V(z,q,8) = e Uy(x)
THEMi 235 U < 72 % . Baucells and Heukamp (2012) 14 Z OBI# d % DELRIFEBERIE & &)1 ) 7=,
SEDLU (2,p,0) 1, < COWEHE T 75 U5 DB d(r) 12 X > T 2 O o(z) %% b
FIKIETEREINDEDTH L. T OLHNHEERE d 1& PTT € 7WIZBE W TRAD#EE 2 R0
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EARBEELRBERTHS. LI 0H, LD (2) X2zRNWEHS2R KD, TOETILTIE
OB PR B A & R B 51 312 K o THERMERB & BISI BEBPRES NS PS5 TH L. HIZIE
dr) =70 (5€(0,1) 2o r(z) =F THB L & w(p) =e )’ f(7t)(= D)) = e~ i
% (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012). Z® w, D IFZNEN 2 E T Y EIF 72 Prelec (1998) &
Ebert and Prelec (2007) ODBEBIIET IV TH 5.

oIS, ZOdRHMBEERTHZ NS Z EDMEALY A ZI1Zx LT Subproportional 72
B RO Z e, oI U TRINEFZFEOZ L IZH T T 0RGETH L Z & 2R
U7z, BRERMITRD72D12130W L S OBFA R AE D B EIZ72 % (Baucells and Heukamp,
2012, p.835, Proposition 5).

#pd 3.3 (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012)  A1-A6, V O wJREME KO inf e x Z:Eg =0DFT

1Z, 1)Subproportionality, ii) WHEIF[, iii)d AMBIEDO VT NERMETH S, 7272 dr(z) B

L0 v(x) DREIT, e (2) = L 8LV e (2) = 22 TEHENS.

DEE R BERE BT BB T H B DT, TNAMBIEKTH B &\ D DI BN T S
fEANDRENEDN AT % (Deminishing Sensitivity to Distance) Z &2 L TW5., D0 Z
DEHMNEIRT 2 DI, HEHEISTS 2 MEAQBISHEDHAL CR AR E CD#REG[EEILTW
BIHORHEE L NS 2L Th B, WIT d B (d(r) = 7) RS EF LR EU - DU EF L (7272
U BB RIZFIIFITHRAT) 1B T 222 £bn s 3, o T, 50T TV CIELILA i
B K> TV RY - INELEIFOEADPREOToNEDTH 5.

3.2.2 Weighted Temporal Utility Model

Baucells and Heukamp (2012) &, OERHREEE DY 2 7 LIGEOMHEERZHAL, $72%
OHE/ERIIFFEORE I KT T 2L VWO BHAZIRIE L 72, AFX L7201k, VAT LR
DIHHEMFEHZRIET S5 A4 TH 5. flifi, Gerber and Rohde (2014) &V 27 L IR, KRl & 715
E\WVWS ZODHEREENTNIZDOWCHEMEH 2T 7HEE TV (Weighted Temporal Utility € 7
V. IF WTU €5V) 258U 7.

WTU € 7VOREIL, K ¢ A= DO THMICHE S L 2L THS. B ORI, DL
B INEREE w(p, t) TH B, 2RI 28 22800, PTT £7/VEFE U TOEEKE
HOFMAEZRLTWEEERAOND. E_OREN, MEZOLONSZITZ2H v(r,t) TH
5. ZDXA TONHBEBITREMRAZS A & XN S, FIZITEALERO B H O HIES & 2
BB LTHLTNBEDRES, Z0E5AMA v, i) 12k 5 < UOFTIRES SN, LI
Frederick et al. (2002) IZA% D X EDEIFBRRIZEL > TEAT S5 LHEMHLTWS. &

*13 3 5 & —f1i2, Baucells and Heukamp (2012) % Al-4 ¥ A6 ® KT, i)Proportionality & Isoendurance,
ii)Stationarity, iii)DEU model 23 NZEN[FEMETH 5 Z & %/ L7z (Theorem 5). Z Z T Proportionality &
Uf Isoendurance & &, Subproportionality & A.5(Subendurance) ® =", % ~" ~ IZBEHWZHDTH 5.

*14 Gerber and Rohde (2014) 1% Z Oz BIZHEBRB LIFATVS. LALRLS, #5132 OBIEUR O
EOMIEDBEHMLTWEDT, I TIRY AT LM OM ARG DAL % HHEICT 5 7212 Bk 2 IIEBIBTIX
75 ODELINEE RIS L PR Z 212 B,
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WERFITIE, T5HIET =AYV Z2RBRZOVHHHIZFIBRERZW] WD X B IFRINIZH
725, F722 HBRICHBEIE? KA NZE LA L5645 H - HHIZE G H 5 WIZTHEE 3 550 H
N2HBELVEWID LRV, 20K REFOLEZBRFRTFELTWS L E, x 25ITH
% Z L O IERE Rt TR T 52 21272 5.

MU= RAZIZRTREUL, ITD AT TH 5.

A 7 (Probability-Independent Time-Outcome Tradeoff) {LED (z,p,t), (y,p,t) € MT T2
T zo,y0 > 0 M (z,1,t) ~ (20,1,0) & (y,1,t) ~ (y0,1,0) Zfi7=d&95. ZDEEELL
(-T,p,t) ~ (x(JapOaO) f‘;‘adi\’ (y7p7 t) ~ (y()ap()ao) f‘))ﬁz 9 ﬁo‘*lf)

ZOABIZFHMEFBDO P L —RA 7 A2 ITKE LRV L 2ERLTWS, BEKIZI,
LELMERp=1DFT FFz % ol &, Ty %yl PWHIT TR ¢ % 0] Z2HDODEDESLRS
1, BRLHERp (LHIET5 py) KBWTHEINSD L —RATNRHELL BB WHZ L TH
50 VWA 5L, RIESMORMBOBREMEIEIY A2 E2a Y hE—LT D EHIIAEIZRD
WS ZEThHD. HIZIEDZMAIZL > T [—4HEH£D 100 NV OFFEMMED 60 FILT, X5
24D 100 RV BHER1/2 TRIZASZ e [543 60 V) 2R 3/4 TFRIZASZ
LeMENTHZLELELD. DL E, ZOADMDEKHMOFE 11 FEEICy] &XInT 5
BUEME yo 1%, y BV DTH o728 LTHY AT 1/2 & 3/4 12 U THEICEER R i1tk 5
DTH5.

Z 1z Hexagon Condition & IFIE9 5 3 HErTREMEAER (A8) 29 Z & TRIIEHEE5.

A 8 (Hexagon Condition at time 0) {EE®D z,y,2 > 0 & p,q,l > 0Z2WVWT, (y,p,0) ~
(2,4,0), (2,p,0) ~ (y,4,0), (y,4,0) ~ (,1,0) DY LDL S, (2,¢,0) ~ (y,1,0).

EI 3.4 (Gerber and Rohde, 2014)  A1-3 ZIRET 5. #AF - 2 AT & A8 %ii7=9 Z L D&

BRI, Eh
Vi(z,p,t) = w(p,t)o(z, 1)

TRIHINDZZLTHD. 72720 w(p, t),v(x,t) EZTNEN p, o IZDOWTHEINT SIEADEKT,
ERD 1220 T w(0,t) =v(0,t) =0 Z2if7z3THD LT 5.

WTU £ 7VORRKOREIL, ALV TEHH v PRFEKGFHHTHL L WS 2L THS
5. WENZ & 2 0B FEEED SR R TOHEIEREH w TRINTVWD LMINT 575, K
MR IEFSE 2 2HEB (HE2WVIEAT) $522Z2050DMAOHMNIM I L IZH® RS Z
CEBEWT S, £ X X EOYHPRHEZECCRA—TH5 L LTH, HlAIE Gerber and
Rohde (2014) 1 Baseline Consumption OF/EDKRKEFEMH 2 B S5 Z L 20 B 7.

15 LR T Yz, p,t) € M withz > 0andt < co. p = 0 ZHFLTWBA, G- BEOEAED»SHS I
p=0TH5LE Mon. 56 ATENPNZDTI I TIFEMKL 7=

16 1) 2 2 Y IERIT ORSIME ZRET UL, WIST 2 po 38T p EH LW, 2 TIRIGIMED R & S BRI HFA
L5 T, VAZ%23Y ha— L3 nERHERBO ML — FA73HIZELRB LW T2 ERLTWS.
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Baseline Consumption & (ZAADT TIZR> TWAHERHE (HDWIEFH) THO, KEL LI
T BFMMOSRIZRE2HEDDI L THSE. INDVFET S L ZEANTSEE> TV 5 Baseline
Consumption (Z# 7z = EORGZMA 2 Z L BN EDRERFAWLHE2ELIrTETOREZ
Pl 5. o Tl & AMADIERHIRGFIH u 2Fio T/ LT, tHlica 55 Z&
X9 BT % E DA D Baseline Consumption by (269 2 BRI w(b; + x) — u(by) = v(x,t)
TREND Z 225, #HlZ1X Baseline Consumption OFBEAFITH S L 57 &, u MM
BmoXZ D&% v(n,t) It BWRELRDIFEWMNT 52 h00n5. WTU € 7 IVIEKREHENIZ
WNIT B0 OREFANEZFE I RVDOT, ZOLIBMEEEZHFLTWS.

72 WITU €7VD T, (z,p,t) 19 20BN (w(p,t) TRINS) FFHFOKREX
ZIREL 72\, ZOEKRT WTU 7V A 20BN, PTT €7 VAERT ML D
WAL IR0 TVWBE VRS, LRLEAS, PTT EFTANE 3 D/NX— 7-8 ZEIEITHT 5
DI EREED RS (B 5\ Subendurance) THERRU 7245, WTU E 7))L CIERFMMEKFSIH %
WU THMATEETH 5. EBE Gerber and Rohde (2014) 135£3 2 9 XN THIATE 5 & 5 LRED
BEE R L WTU 2 PTT €T VORBETNIZHR > TWVWD Z L Z2H S22 U7 (Gerber and
Rohde, 2014, p.6, Example 2.1). X 5245 1%, WTU OZHAPRENITKT LW Z & O BT+
DEMBAS D% ~ ICBEBEWMAT-EDTHSE LD Z & H/RU7% (Gerber and Rohde, 2014,
p.8, Theorem 2.2). Z D&M (Isoendurace & FER) (%, PTT €7 VO K TIIOHEE IR
DREJIKFLIRVE WD Z e 2FERT 5. > TH S D Theorem 2.2 1 PTT €7V & WTU
ETIVOLNRMEEMEDE Z D —8T 5 & 5 2l, £-2OROAMHBBOEZEZA LD T 5L
WHZEEFELTWS., UED»S, WIU EF VIKERMRESHE @Y TH 2 L5y Faz—
v a Y (Blz21F Baseline Consumption 72 &) ZEFINWVIZHRLZWE ED, PTT €7 I)VOi#EHY]
BREBIZRO>TWB I LDV RS.

WTU E7NVDFTIE, VAZEIFETIVERFEITE T IOVIZEI IR 5.

VT (z,7r) = w(p,0)v(z,0)
Vilx,t) = w(l,t)v(z,t)

Bl Z1E w(p,t) = pe™™ 2 S5IX EU - DU €7V (7272 URRBHRAZRIH) 1B L, &5k
w(p,t) = =P’ =D ¥ ¥ F e B K & R 8081 BIBUE 2 2 PTT OBl ¥ 7
Prelec (1998) & Ebert and Prelec (2007) D275 Z A0 n5. ABIZL D Y AV EIFET IV
FEBHERET VORI R Z LRI NDDT, Y AYBIFOURTIF N TV SRR
BOHEMIZTDOEZE wp,0) ITEHHALTEW. 72720 Z0ETFIVIE, DFRMAEERE S RERMKIES) X
B —BNTHDTEL720, BIMDOIKE%ZFHIT 2 \WER D Subproportionality & A h#|5] ;%
b OMEBREZRET 5 Z L IXTERL.

3.3 REARE

PAED & 512, VA PRENIN S 2 DELEREEC IR FESII 2 lWa 2 & T, &3 23T
5 M EOBBETIVIHETE S Z 2 gh oz, DENEEEBEEIXMAD Y 27 - Rz
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k x P t

0 xg > 0 given po=1 (x0,1,t0) ~ (x0,p1,0)
1 (x1,1,0) ~ (z0,p1,0) p1 given (x1,1,t1) ~ (21,p1,0)
2 (x2,1,0) ~ (z1,p1,0) (x2,1,0) ~ (x0, p2,0) (x2,1,t2) ~ (22,p1,0)
3 (x3,1,0) ~ (x2,p1,0) (z3,1,0) ~ (x0,Pps,0) (x3,1,t3) ~ (z3,p1,0)

K (XK7 170) ~ (xK—lapla()) (xKa 170) ~ (-’L’O,pK,O) (xKv 17tK) ~ (xKaphO)

£ 4 RKFEVPHWBHREFICEFNIEHERLTWVWS, HHlL: Baucells and Heukamp, 2012, p.839,
Table 2.

RO ERL, DEFZOXIRTHEDIIA LRI NT WS, REMKFRIHE £ 72 Frederick et
al. (2002) X FEIEMSLTdH % Halevy (2015) K CTHEWN M INTWS., o TINH6DET
IR D% KLU 728 L WBIBE TLWIC R > TW0d. 512, 2O M EORFAIIHEAD
VA7 E Y L WERL#EIE 2 TN EANE L TWA DT, PTT, DTU €7 10oWTNd d(.) H 50k
w(.,.) &ul,.) PRENXY A7 - BREEFPEBICREDS L WO EKRT, M LOETILEHE
UCT20oDEFORMZDIT LI ERELRD.

T TIE, BERMIZED LIS ICUTEETNVOBBEZRETE 5D/ A 5 5. Baucells and
Heukamp (2012) & Gerber and Rohde (2014) &\ 3°#1%, Abdellaoui (2000) X Attema et al.
(2010) 1Mo 72N T A =2 T ) = LHEEZRR Uz, TO XD RFEREETNVORBIZ WA
BRI RA MYy R ERT 0L, TORBCMHEEZHONIITELLEVWIRA ) Y MRH 5.
WINDOET L EJERFIEFEIZME > TVWDEDT, ZITEPTT ETNVOHEEDAMENT S
NP A

FIEHIFLA T D LSzl kv (R4 220).

(Step 0) £T/EED 29 > 0,p1 € (0,1) ZE D, PATNZ2WZT to 2EBRHICFHFR5.

(zo,1,t0) ~ (z0,p1,0)
(Step 1) IIZLA RN &2 i 729 21 ROt ZIEFICHEERE ICS:NR5.
(x1,1,0) ~ (z0,p1,0),  (z1,1,t1) ~ (21,p1,0)
(Step 2) IIZLAR {5729 x5 K po, to ZHERE 22N 5.
(x2,1,0) ~ (z1,p1,0), (22,1,0) ~ (20,P2,0), (22,1,62) ~ (x2,p1,0)

HEEBRDAT Y T EIZDOWTRBROER 2L K.
(Step k) AN &5 729 xp, pi, t ZF425.

(Xk7 170) ~ (xk—17p170)7 (xlw 170) ~ (.’Ifo,pk,O), (xkv 17tk) ~ (xkaplao)

ZoLE, UFOMEIZE> T v,r KA (5B A w, f) DAL NS (Baucells and
Heukamp, 2012, pp.837-838, Proposition 8.)
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v(x)| -~ i

d(t)

(c) d(z)

5: B : 2o = 10000, p1 = 0.9 DT —A. v(xg) =d(1) = 1 THEHE/LL 7.

P& 3.5 (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012) {EEIZEAZ 20 > 0,0 < p1 < 1 L AT v TH
K>11Z20WT, m=-Inp; >0&9%. ATV EEDDI=HIZ v(wg) >0 & d(r1) >0
AR (32 KV EQEBUGICOVWT—H), TSI w(p) = f(n) =e 4 2L k>. Zor
ZAI-ASDFRT, EORATY SN2 Lo TARZNG72H 29 > 21 > - > 2R0,p0 > P1 >+ > PK
Bty >t > >t DMt s,

d(—Inpy) = kd(r1), w(px) =w(p)*, f(=Inpr) = f(r)",

r(zy) = Z—;, v(zg) = e_kd(“)v(azg) for k=0,...,K.

INREMT L L, K4DEDHZANT v(xg) B, BEATDFIZHAWT d(—Inpg) 2%, £LTH
DI EHNT r(xg) BPREDBEWVWS I L THS.

Bl Z & zg = 10000, p1 = 0.9 T L TH B HERED S {zr} = {(10000), 1400, 200, 25,5},
{pi} = {(1),(0.9),0.7,0.3,0.1}, {tx} = {14,13,12,11,10} L WS FAESN-% 51, EDOME
EHVWTHNS 2185 Z &N TE 5.
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4 ) R7EWFEREEREFOMREICHEITT
4.1 BEMYRVIEBT 357 70—F (Epper et al., 2011)

3T, DB 2RENCER L M EOBRIFETFVEES Z L TEORLET IV
TH5WUETNE DUETLVOBBREZHHTESLZ 2R L7 BXIXPTT €T A TlEd D
MBEE AR 5 CR &IE - CD SRV FARKICEZ 5). 22 TIE, Y AZEFLEEFOY /) <) —
ERITEEH5 D007 Fu—FThIBENAHEEIEITEH S 2MEEMNAL, £/225070k7/
<V —OME %S U7z Epper et al. (2011) OFEEr% il 5.

4.1.1 HEERAIHHEH

FERIZHR I N RIRE, ENEEPRHESENEZBERICR > TWwb. FIZIX 1 FRIZFIZAS
ERIR I N/ 100 X, WHROKBPHE DL, 17 LRERALDPDERBEDOZE/ R E N
BESDLWVWIHEIKRT, SFITAD 80 JHEMARTARHEETH L. AL Z ORHEFEN: % R
BB WVIFEIZTHIRIML TV B D E TN, HORERREANDEGANEIERN R ) 2 2125

BIFOMEEZ S IFDZ L0k b. RFEFTIE, T UBlRic > THRREFEREEEEZ ) 2 7%

ﬁ@#é@%(EU#%@ﬁ%)@ﬁ%b;it?éﬁ&ﬁ@éhf%t(mzﬁHmWym%,
Epper et al. 2011, Saito 2015). %5 D€ FIVZHEZE, KR EOFRIFFIT S 25807 1%, EIE T
T B MR AR R LR AF 7210 TR BIEIZ & o THRET ZIBTEMN R ) A 7125 T 2 3#IF D DT 53 fiR
INEZZELIIHEH5DTHAS.

2B, Prelec and Loewenstein (1991) A FiEL 72 K 512U A7 - IELEE TV OBEHEE TV
25 QTEFEDMA S PO EFIZ L o TEPNTWDEDE L TIUL, ZHIEFA 7 1 2 2 DRI
5 EIFR S 7%\, Epper et al. (2011) %, i) Y X?-‘ET}M’b@fbﬁﬁﬁ‘ﬁ#ﬁﬁ:’&T}WJ‘b@fh‘ﬁ%
%<#Jﬂ%@ﬁ#,%5muuoio#<®“*®%lbﬁfbfﬁﬁ%%<# WS 3 DDK
RERAEZOND Z L E2ERHLTWSE. ZZTHRNAT2DIE, 1) OVBIZV > 2% TH 5.

07 7u—FDOREMNLERLIE, Epper et al. (2011) ¥ Halevy (2008) TH 5. fHolde
IZIRE DR E T VDY, MR ELELF & 2 TN BT 2IBTE 2R RHERMEAD Y 2 78 IF TR I N
BrEAT. TITRT 2 Ea0KE U, MbaikF@ErzEEINT 8 & L&D, Z0/ED
MR EHHER 1 — o TROITLE S (WNF—RNb—1) &0, R I 22 IS
TeMTEL LW HERIT o THD. ZOFRED FCTREERER IFRAE (2,t) IZDOVWT, #
PerEEIEIR] Bt & ZITBET BIENZR Y 27 ot 122V A 7@ IFTEIDFIL. Thbb,

Vi(z,t) = w(o")B'u(z) (3)

ZZTCHB w: P — [0,1] ZHERNMEREKTHS. PN, TOETVIENTF—FL—Fh
1—o 20 DFREFIE LT DU ETVEEATWS. Epper et al. (2011) iX o < 1 OKf, w H
Subproportional 7 S XK EI GHIMNHERE S22 5 2 8, FEZOREPKRZIFIUTKEWIZEN
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A: Generic Probability Weights B: Discount Function
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6: Epper et al. (2011), p.118, Figure 4. & b —##Z#k (o & Subproportionality D % K
T (4.1.2HSBH))

M5 DFEES KEL 25225 U7 (Epper et al., 2011, pp.194-195, A1-2. [ 6 % &) *17
FLZDETANDRTREINAY =RV =1 1—-0cDEFENHEF 2D D LN Z HIHI N
(Epper et al., 2011, p.196, A3. K 7). 20, EU €T L2 5 ORMLKENEEBREIZY, H5
WIEBTER R A7 %2 KELABEBZAEE DU EF 05O ML KEWVWE WS Z & Ew S
Nnr-.

EOICIDEZ [ 2RBIELMEL LT, KEBEFZOHDZIFELFD (BIENL) A
PEANDZBHDAPSFHIAL L5 & T 2RALRINT E 2 (HZXIE Dasgupta and Maskin, 2005;
Saito, 2015). KFEEIFNI AR Z T TR TH A HERINT WS, EYHRERFIE2E D
I =D DO, EAGRINIZ, FxPEROMBVROREDY 27 (FIZIXMOEWIZ &L 2
BEPREIZEDHD, HEVIEHIORET) ICHE L TEZ2 555 Lk (Dasgupta and
Maskin, 2005). Saito (2015) (XRELEEF DT RITEAER R Y A7 120 T 2B IFOATHRET 5 &
D RIGEITIE, FEhFN) A2 < UIZx LT Subproportional Th 5 & W5 Z & EIRFHE K LT LT
MEHEFIRTH 2 E WD T EDVFAETH 2 Z & % &I BR LD 721 TR U 7=

WDETFLTIE, 02EGLHEADERA VX=X ROT =RTIZO2VWT X(0)=X xT Lk
ORHIEIF =) (0 AR SR OEIF AR T) DX x P EOVAZE Y =" 1ILX > T TDO XS ITEE
Eh3.

*17 U] DA E X 1 Prelec (2004) DEHIZHES .

EE 4L ZOOBIF L L PEROs<t, 1,0 >0 0< 2 <y1 £ 0<ap <y2 WWOWTBAF T EE, =F
1¥ =t &Y Decreasing Impatience & Rt7- (KX OHFETIE, Lo MHEHIKTHo7) 0.

(xlfs) Nﬁ (ylat)7 ("E1>S+U) Ntl (y17t+7—)> ($275) Ng (y27t) = (y27t+T) >5 ($27S+0)‘
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7: Epper et al. (2011), p.119, Figure 5. & —f#Bfiz# (/X2 B DRI XA =& s FARHID o

ZXEY %)

£ 4.2 (Time Preferences at 0)  {LED (z,1), (y,s) € X(0) 12D\ CTHEHEL =g (ZPAFTE

#IN5.
(x,t) Zo (y,8) == (z,p(t)) Z" (y,p(s))

ZZTHERE pt),p(s) BENZEN s MITMEZZITIME I LN TELMERTHS. ZOEHEDD
v 7ML, BEREEVPERGEOREEZE D5 < EEHAMEA T DM IERFIZASL I & &
ERELELDIENTERNWILILLDEEZDLILTHD. TOHIT, EBITRRYDBFIZA
5 LiE U MR pt) TREFBOEZE D5 <. B UIERITH T 2 BERN R AL 2 W
(p(s) =1) DS Z OWEMBEIFIZY A7 & IF 28U TEBIZ X EOEIFIRET 5.

X 50T, BRI AR LT O BB & Fa il U 72 Halevy (2015) O&#iZ 72 5\, Saito (2015) I%
INZHIRL CTERR d e T THEMRLRES X(d) ={(z,t) e X x Tz e X,t € T s.t. t > d}
g BB D { =gty BEATO XS ICEHK L.

(z,t) Za (y,8) <= (z,p(tld)) Z" (y,p(s|d))

727U p(t|d) REMANHERT, dMETEEE -2 E0t ETERTIMREEIKT S
(p(t]d) = Z5). 18

*18 F /- Saito (2015) IXBIEMZREFIC B 1 2 MHIEISLBIF A2 AT O L S ICEH L 7-.

EE 4.3 (MHEIE)  EY {2} PWEED z,y e X (v £y) & dt,s €T (A<t <s)IZ2WT (x,t) ~j (y,5) &l

=T s
(z,t) <q (y, s) for any d < d
(x,t) >=q (y, s) for any d € (d, )
EAZTEE, ZOREEERMIEEINEZE NS,
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[z,t] <4 [y, 5] [z,t] ~; [y, 9] [z,t] =a [y, s]

. | ! v

0 d d d

~+ 45
[V iy

8: Saito (2015), p.7, Figure 2. & v g

ZOEFIVDFT, Saito (2015) 1ZHER p(.) AT FFWERMAI 272 372 513 ) A 7 BT H
Subproportional T % Z & & IFHZEIF A NHME S TH S Z EAFAMETH S Z L ZFEHL, X
512 Z DRI TH % Certainty Effect & Present Effect, 372 (EU €7 )V) & Temporal
Unbiased (EDU €7 )V) £ £F72ZNENFEETH D Z & %R L7z (Saito, 2015, p.9, Theorem).

ZDOED BN A2 IZEHT 2 ET VR, KESU (2,t) &2 THEE p(t) Tt HIZ 2 2% 1T
5] LWORTHZLTWEDT, WIFNDETILE M EOEIFIZIREEZ S Z L IFEST
b5, EBESU (z,p,t) 1& NEEMR pt) TLIZ 2 2ZITWMBD I ENTE L] ML p 72 LR
McEs07T, HlAEK(3) RiE, (z,p,t) DA w(pe?)flu(z) TSNHHDLHIRTE 5. [H
BRIZ Saito (2015) B#hF% X (d) x P EIZBRZBIHEETE 5. Zo X5 zdhiE, (3) ADETFIL
T% Saito (2015) DE T I TH Keren and Roelofsma (1995) - Baucells and Heukamp (2012)
DIENFER - EVHEEMEICN T2 ERAFR—NTEDZ 2005 (X1, 2). HAVZHhE
v Subproportional 7D M EHE| 5 A& 2 FF > TW B & 34X, SS DIE D WIEBERNZR ) X2
MMEW728, Common Ratio Manipulation I&8H & 202 LL ~O&iF % g9 5. £ 72 Common
Difference Manipulation ®EERR Y X7 2 @A EHEEZ L TY AF =7 < UADEIF 2 EHET
5. o TIH5LAETFa—FOETNVE, PITETALP WIU ETLVORFET IR > TY
5ZEWRr5

4.1.2 Experiment of Epper et al. (2011)

MU ED & 51285 E 7 V)% Subproportionality & Mh#E 5| DEKRIZIEHT 52— AT, 2D LS
BEAREIHO M UZEIHMEIZHE VLW, TITIEEZED LD —D2TdH % Epper et

L (2011) Z&EAT 5.

oIk, VR ZEIFO Subproportionality & IR F O XWEEIF D K & X % FNR 2 72 D12 FEhk
2D AT UEIRS— b 2R UBIRS—= b DD 2. U A7 &R — h T, #EIRX
AT Thk%2 7 U THER p T xy, TN 20 BFIZAD] KU (A 7Y 2> A) @ Certainty
Equivalent 27z, #EREIL, B4 T a3y AITOWTKEINEIZIEA L 20 FEEHD THEFIZ

ZDEHIE 2 TR AhE 5 EEF & ARk IZ, SS - LLIZXHT 2FAD, —OBN+4EWE ERLL %2, E<AK5
FESS A#IFELKIEO L VWS Z L EFERLT WS (M8 H2M). £~ LTRIZd=t 1IR3 L&, ZThiuEhEl
B TH B EIERNZ 21255 (Present Effect D& RE 5 5T ).

*19 Regularity: EREHIZIE, SOMEIIMET, HETE D XA IV IDEVARIZ A 513 L BTER 72 iR 0 (2
EHIZ B LTV EWSRETH S, Thbb, p() 13 p(0) = 1,p(c0) = 0 HD i 2 iR\ B B
THDIe%x#d. Saito (2015) 1& p(t) ¥t WIZHB T2 HFDOEFMERZ L TNXERRETH S LfERHL TV
5.
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Dependent variable: Ad(Ad*)

OLS Censored
Modell Model2 Modell Model2
Incercept 0.226*** 0.279 0.247*** 0.321
(0.063) (0.228) (0.057) (0.225)
n 0.018 0.002 —-0.006 -0.022
(0.042) (0.043) (0.039) (0.041)
Q —0.205*** —0.220*** -0.185***  —0.203***
(0.066) (0.074) (0.062) (0.075)
B —0.070 —0.040 -0.074 —0.045
(0.067) (0.068) (0.060) (0.063)
Female -0.012 -0.011
(0.031) (0.032)
Age -0.001 -0.002
(0.007) (0.007)
Log-Income -0.013 -0.012
(0.024) (0.023)
Experience 0.015 0.020
(0.032) (0.033)
CRT 0.021 0.021
(0.017) (0.017)
o 0.123 0.124 0.084 0.082
R? or (LogLik) 0.137 0.170 (48.693) (51.123)
Observations 89 89 112 112
Parameters 4 9 9 19

3 5: BIAIT : Epper et al., 2011, p.184, Table 3

yl (X7¥avB) LHRTELLRRVWAZERS. ZHTNE, A 7Ya v AroA T a
Y BIGERPAA w F L7z& Z A2 Certainty Equivalent 7% 5 Z & 03055 (ZD &S5k
1361 21X Holt and Laury, 2002 72 & TIAK HOYSHNT WD), o IZHEEEL T ARy N T
HHINTWS T VY ZIRGFRZHIICHES & LT, »DMERKEHBEEBIZLATD & 5 7 Prelec
(1998) Bl & NEFBRMHEZBREL, BAEIZL > TENTA—XZHEL .

w(p) =e~ PP,

" ifn>0
u(z) =< Inzxz ifn=0
-z ifn <0

NT A =R o IZHERINERIED Subproportionality DFEEZEKL, a =1 (Z D& ¥ Proportion-
ally) & D/NXW& ZFE EINERED Subproportional Th b Z L 2 EKT 5. £, o O#EE
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1% 0.5 FEE THER#E A Subproportional 728 %2 Ff > TWA Z & 235 h o /-,

R < UGBS — b TlE, BUBEIGORE L LT 2 THBRICHT 2 E53R (5) & 4 7 HBITH
THEIGIHR (64) DAEZMAT. 2 FETHHI U ABEI G 1Z, RG] RN U TR/
XL B TERED 505 (Thaler, 1981). #5 T 6o — 04 DIER 5 T OFELFIE WA EIF] T
HBHILEEKRTS (INE A EEHELLD). Hold THHHD 60 (A1 A7 7)) LG
5 = 0%,5%,10%, ...,95% O R CEAMfEIZ25 L 57 20D y 2ZnZTNFHEL, THHD 60)
(AFvavC) & taAL1HEDy) (XFYar D) DlifAzkmial., VAT BRS—FE
FRkIZ, ZZTEBRDPAA v F LIz ZAIMHNDE DEFIRDH B Z & h35Hh5*20

ZDEIIZUTHEZ A 2 AV BN SGTZNNT A =X THIGLUZERNPE S THD. [HIFE
FZED 5T, EEIROEIINLUT a WARICEDOREZF O AR TINS. RNFXA—X a
1% (1 — ) ¥ Subproportionality DR %, A§ IINHEG OREEE KT DT, ZOFEELSIXMH
A @D Subproportionality & NEHEIGHIFRWVEDHBE 2> TWa LfEiwTE 72, AADRHEZE
7= Model2 TH#liamZHETDH 5.

oIS IE, ZOMHBIBRY i) OREBRER > TWENE S P ERGET 572012, RikeE
T1D¥#ETH % Cognitive Reflection Test(CRT) & MEIEN 5T A MDA T ) 27 #LFDEH
a CHFFFEEEANE AS 23T 208 S iRz, ZOAA T, VAT RBERRMEG R RN
A5 5 2 2 A1 5TV B (Frederick, 2005). & 512 2 & TlA7 £ 512 CR 2152 CD 4
RIFE IR - BEOZEMITTT ZRUGHEIERK T 5 & WD T THINTE 5. Zedhnld, U
& OB T O AN X7 - W U Oz T0 2 W T D DEADMHEBERL
ZoTWBEHEATHALHE B, LALANS, ZOMATIETRMDOKE SITHFRICENR
Motz, NIA—=R a, A 1ZHIZ CRT DA 37 LIFARBMHBEREOD 5T, S IXREEFRD
i) Zo72 & UTHEEMEENITB =Z0HRIZIFTR D ZABWEALD L7z, bHAAHE=0DH
K& UTEAGD DML 2T RS v, UL Lahs ) 27 LI OMEREGZ i) T
EMMEL &5 &9 258, TOBEIEEZE X (Psychological Salience)] (Prelec and Loewenstein,
1991), DOEEAYEEREE] (Trope and Liberman, 2010) % Y A 27 L R & D CEHE & L THEIF TV
5. ZHIFWTNERHEENCRBEET 2 ERASNSEETH S, o T ill) DIMEITEo 72
ETIVIC—EDRNZHPEBHFUT RS TVHEEZDI LI TES. WThItE X, EORE
THER - HEEE BICSRIDEMINOINSHEL MY 7 TH 5.

“20 KL, R u BIIGE £ 52 515 D THOWEIRE u(60) = rri s u(Yewiten) THATERETH
%. Epper et al. (2011) IR EEBEZHAO F T AS BHHDH — 7 il & - TRFE - WNFETiE N5 Z L i2iE
HU, BRETVIZ) 2D I8 THREI Y b —L LT,

MAT, ZOBEMAETIE, HMEORIZETE2EEERD LR B% IR >TLED. oTIhoDT—X%
OLS LD B LHWEENPEATLED. HOHITWTNLORM < UEIRT 95% OB 2 A Z4E (23 N)
ZR\W7z OLS &, &7 T8EIEE 7V (Censored Regression) € 7 )V ClalfFE% {75 7z.
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OUTCOME

certain risky
o Receiving a sure amount Having a 50% chance to win
§ of €? today €? today
[0}
8 Time-Risk
<1 .
) o R
= l}'(;(_
: |
it
Receiving a sure amount Having a 50% chance to win
of €? one month from today | €100 one month from today

9: Onciiler and Onay, 2009, p.285, Figure 2 X b #£if.

42 ZODMDERY NERAEWRIFR

3TTHELY B EIEE AT, VAT - IO FOEIEIZ DWW TSR 228 XV 3R
INTWVWS., ZOHITIE, ZHEFTIZETEZVTNOETVORMAIZEE X 5 R WEIREZ
WL ONELY EIF 5.

4.2.1 Path-Dependency

3HTIE, M EDELFETIVE WD —RINGILRE T2 5 U A7 8Yf - RifbEKF 2B LS €T
gowﬁﬁééﬁbt.b#b&ﬁ%OmﬂamﬁOmy@m%®ﬁ%iAAL®%ﬁtUXﬁ
AT - RFHEIE P 2IE) Y L TWARWAREEZ /R U7z, O RER L7201, (z,p,t) 12
ﬁbfﬂkiifﬁﬁ% WIZY A2 %FHEL CTWBDTIEARWRE WS AR TH 5. 51X
9D &SIz, i) E#E Present Equivalent % [# < (Direct path), i) F 3 il 722 & 5 BIAED <
Cz=h (Ly), RIZZENEEAMIZ/2 K 57 Certainty Equlvalent % [# < (Time-Risk path), iii)
ETEMIZARD KDt Rl (AR IZZITBNns CE;, % , RIZENEEAMIZ25 X5
ZBAEAfE %2 F42 5 (Risk-Time path) &5 3 O@ﬁ(ff%ﬂ%ﬂ@ﬁlﬁf)‘%ﬁ%ﬂ’bé (z,p,t)
DEEMMIEZ I U7z, 55 A, M LOBEEIHBMZIEZT20XIN5IFTNTEHELVIK
TTHB. LHnL7ad5, Time-Risk path & Direct path 7° & 1872 BAEMMEIZ ZA TR EN72 >
- — /T, Risk-Time path (2 & 2 BILEME XD & 0 BLLIZ/INS WE WS Z &3V EERTH S
Pl o7z. DX BAERIE, HAD M EDELFH Path-Dependent 727205 Z & %2 /RL T
W5,

AT, WS RBWEREDBHRNEICNTE2 70w ATy F U 7EREZIT, [JAD X THR

, WIZV A7 &2E 05 ZERBEOFE 7ot 2% & > TWd WSROV E 72 & FiR U 7-.
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Question: 1

Please consider the following lottery

<AL o LA

A W A it (i )
Vou wouikd be willing to sccapt faday:

LMot Question |

10: Onciiler and Onay, 2009, p.298, Appendix 3 & » — L.

%5 D Experiment 3133 a—X ET (R - TR - THER] 285753208z HE
U, KUCOBIEMEZEZBEXZ7-DITHWRENRLEDHEHRIZEDZL - EXT 7R AT 2D EHT
55D TH5 (K10). BOBHRIFFREI N, IV ARS VX E2EBD LITEE 2721 R OIFHAH
SMZR D RETD T2, WERE ZFRIZ DU EDBEHMIZT 78 AT HILIETERWY. f£oT
R AT B TEWIC T 7 2 AUARDS S LIS T BN A2 A A5 Z 2127 5. Onciiler and
Onay (2009) & TF|f5] omE [HE] OBROBEIIRFEEZIE %2, TRE] O&BL TR ORD
17 ERIIMERSIE] (V) AZFHI) %2, £UT [HHE] O&BE [HER] ORBOIFE RIS OH5 %
GET DI L EWMENTRE I L LTWVWEDE LR LIz, HoDEATI, IThsOBEEE
NZNZ ) Time-Risk path, Risk-Time path U Direct path O X 2 KT 5 fEEICR 5.
FEROKER, WBRE IHE RIS, R, MEROIETHERIZT 72 AT 2RIBEMRHEL L, £
Time-Risk path 2 EWKTA2BHOEHRIELD D2 ERTIBEORBEI D 25U ELH1 -7
ZEWn otz

COMRPEERT 2D1%, RO UCOFEMIZEE L THEAIZY A7 X R ZBICEET 2 20
5Z ¢ T»H%. Onciiler and Onay (2009) 1ZE 2 5N BB & LT, AL VI L 530
EHET TS, Tabn, KHERIEHAVNS W SRR ~OVIZ & o TEARZRAGOE
BN 7 4 — AW AI N5 —/T, HEHFRKEVE SFEW L XL ORMRI R EH T
THMOZITED OMIDT7 + —HAINDED0E LNV, ZO5E, MAIXET < UOBIEME
(0 AITHEMIZ72 5 < U) %% ZTH HIRIZ Certainty Equivalent 25 2 5725 5. FEEEHE S I1X5E
BT v r— b TE SR o TERD K UCOBTEMiEZ R L 72D hr&a, TDX 5588 — U
FIETBEZ L 2MEIDT-.

Onciiler and Onay (2009) ® Path-Dependency |, fHAD VY 22 - FIZNT 28MIZe TS
VX —HIRGEDPMFES 5 2 L 2RR LT WA, AADERIZETHMICENN, T0HE ) AT
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Uncertainty Delay

Now in 1 year in 25 years

Certainty present

(A) $3000 with p = .33 15%  24% 18%
$2700 with p — .66
$0 with p = .01

(B) $2700 with p = 1.0 85%  76% 82%

Certainty absent

(A)$3000 with p = .33 58%  60% 57%
$0 with p = .67

(B)$2700 with p = 34 42%  40% 43%
$0 with p = .66

Difference in preference 43% 36% 39%

for outcome B

# 6: HH#i : Weber and Chapman, 2005, p.108, Table4. (—#EIE)

m2S (DR EHZOHIER W), ZeT2%6, M EO@EIFE ) A7 - R I HAIZR/E
LTHoND WS ERTIERVWATREELH 5. 4R, LD KD 28I M ECHEBMEZ -
AW, WDU EF L% Epper et al. (2011) O FIL7E 1T Tld 7 < IR L~ VBRI T L 7=
PTT - WIU £F)LTHHRHTE AR,

422 WE#HEOEHFFC UICHT 2:85F

[F] — R D EERIAE < U A DI 2 155 U 72 D121 Keren and Roelofsma (1995), Weber
and Chapman (2005), Abdellaoui et al. (2011) Z&»% %. Keren and Roelofsma (1995),
Weber and Chapman (2005) 1% Allais D37 Ry 7 2L IFENEH > LB HHBREU T /<) —
IZEIE %2 H AT % Z & T Certainty Effect 1203 2 BEDIENED LS IZ0 D 02N DT,
Allais D87 Ky 7 23K 6 O 1FIHTERI NG, 5 BPREMLKTE 6 (2K) DX 542k
REM7z. WS 2T Certainty Effect [JBEDEX (2 - 3%|H) LS THEEINSG Z L0
5. o TH 51k, Common Difference Manipulation %% Certainty Effect (28158 % 5 X 72\
ciftamft I 7z %o ORERE, VAT OEAD GEVREKRD) HEDELFICDWT LL ~Oj#Ef % {2
#95 (X1) —AT, REOEAD Allais D U T 2B IFICHREZR 2N Z 22X LT
% (£6). o TR LD Y X7 #4FI3Y) 227 FOWHRLEL & 2 RRREER>-Tws W
257255, 72 ZOFEHRIE Andreoni and Sprenger (2012b) DHESENEAN D EEF DFAE % K —
FE 5. MEESRMAMERLIZHONE, 1FETH B FRTHIEERLOPHENTVEINST
Hb. —HTHE—FHEL Lizd % Baucells and Heukamp (2010) OF5HR (£ 2) 2iE—H L%
WwWZeibbnd.

Baucells and Heukamp (2010) & #E &SRR R %2 H2R U 72 DlX Abdellaoui et al. (2011) TH
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5. Holixt=0,6,12 THBEDODL LIZDOWT, ZRENFE UKIZE T 5 Certainty Equivalent
EWERECERZ, HIZIE6 PABICZIIS Z N TES THFHME 400 D U &, HUHIZ
THLD Z e T &E 5 (SR 268) (Certainty Equivalent) 2 EEHTH 5 & 5 REAIE, 6 H
BIZDOWT Y A7 N8 F 2 Ff o TWE & WX 5725 5. Abdellaoui et al. (2011) 1& ¢ 23K
ELRBIFEY AV BEENLHIRE DEIGWIE A 7= Z & W& L.

Anderson and Stafford (2009) %, #EAGZ RS < UIZxd & R Q& O FRZ 1T\,
ZODL UIZx T 2B H DY AT ITHEINDL L WD HEEEEZ RIB L 2. S ITEEFISE %2
o< U, BIZE TR 1/2 T 24 Rb, ZRBSNT26 FoL) X THESIZ 25 Rv) %2 HWT
VA DEAPED X SIZZDDL UIIHT 2 AITHET 200H . oDty 74 v 7%
UFRDEOTHD. SSOXA IV % 2EM, LLOXAIV I EZNTN 4,610 8 L7 3
DOTN—TIHERE ZEOIRD, SS & LL DlfAxz ;5. Z0OSS - LLIFETHRZLSIZ
B2 U (b AAMERFESEEL) BDRAINSED, SSIEBTH]REN 20 Nro e,
LL OHIFHME RGO 5 M OEIR T2 128D 20 Fov | &AM 72 57 LL OFFICEE
T35 (2T Ko T HEFEZR SS vs. WEFE L LL) DYEAIZ722). 1RO, EEREMR Y 2 3L
& UTHERE DY SS 2 3R Z Tu ey METHRL, ISSITYAZZEA]-TLLICY A2 %
AJTHHIZY A2 %2EAN] 2RTXI—EBOBEPVTNOHERICEIC o7zl L 2FA L.
ZEoF D, lCertain SS vs. Certain LL] ZF&#2 LT, VAIZBPEAINSIDHMSS, LL &
ZVEZFDOMSFDOENTH > TERBHFIT L VERICR o722 WVWS ZETHD. T6IZ, KLDOH
e EBEMEDOZAEXI -2 HHERIZEDSZ 2T, SS, LLWTHIZDOWTHE Y AZDLR)L
MARELIRBIFE SSAMWEBIINDIMHERVPERITEA S —HT, TOMRMNELEDE I ITEFZ L2 W
(TRZ7\Al & V=T OREXI—FRETHEP-72) ZEEWELEZ. 20, KEMOD
CUBHUZBRUCHEHE T A2 AHEMEL KR ELS R DIZY, TURLEDORFED EE & OZRE (SS or
LL) DD TH 2 EF 2 BFRARLS, HAZFAUZTREKIICRS WD 2 ehfimI .

DML £72, BHEOEBETNVORMATHRGT 22 LIFHL V. YV AZDEAX, SSOD
A 2R L TIE T 7 A2, LL OFHliic s LTk~ A F AT WwWa 2o TH S, #HlxiE—>0
AHEME & U TR AIC K 2B X 5 NE 725 5. HEEDZ <) R 7ERkN 2 8
MEOHBERE Zh & 05 (4,6,10 BREE) TY A7 [ELEN 23 HBIEZ R > T\wWb & & 2 X
AHEFEDOBIIHHT 2 Z N TES. LRLERS, ZOLIRVAIEBEDAAL v FEIEY
b3 2HEIEHE D BOD SRV, EHL U LOKRSERE 2BET 5720121F, $-o2%DE
Ak - BRI RETH B.

423 YR -REREFETIVICSIT2AERK

V27 - BRI D EIMETIZUIEUIE X ST 28 u(x) A 225 Vi(z,p) =
w(p)u(z) LREFIETIV Vi(z,t) = D(t)u(z) DMTRES RV E W HENRERIZEPNT NS,
ZOEDBREIZHND IV T M, BR2%8E (VAZ T, Kl EdH 2 WIEWAD EORE) 12
Xt U CHEAATREZR 7 0 — OV R BB BB EAET 2 D22 WS 22 TH D, FEBE, ITFEDR
WA DEFHE D XRTIZ, ZOHEEEZRAWTE D EMAREEIEREZHSHIZLES & T 3R~
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DL SRR ENTETWS (Andersen et al., 2008; Takeuchi, 2011 7 £)*21, F 7z, LB
Rtz EA 5 0 HERPEBERICBE W TH, SRAURT - HREREY (FIROREIIINTS)
BOGMEE K &\ o 72 DBLFE TR S H S 0 B MiEEFEAT N 1 7 A % 88 X 72 Tversky and Kahneman
(1992) D& BEEC22 D3RRI E T M BIA < ISH I N T W5 (Prelec and Loewenstein, 1998;
Thaler, 1999).

U2 U722 S FIIFIZ, Andreoni and Sprenger (2012a) X Abdellaoui et al. (2013b) 75 Z D
BOEIZHT T 2 EEMBFERPTRR SN T E 72, S OME IR ALY 227 F ROWH TR
5B RER>TWDH I L&KL T WA, Andreoni and Sprenger (2012a) (Z#)fHA%E LT
CRRA BIZERA L, VRAZBERDSHEE LA N— T8 CTBIE B CitE Lz — 7%k
Nl T2, VAZERDP SHRE L R MBEBTH > 72 —7T, CTBIETHREL 723 H
BEEUTIZIFRIE ThH 5 L S vz,

Abdellaoui et al. (2013b) & Specification Error % &} % 7z A RER R D —f{bL L7z ET IV %
FAWTY A2 EREICN T 2P BT 202%2 T A ML, REOHAHBKIEY 22T
MIBEEL, BEICH U TRIETH B Z L 2 WG Lz, W5 IEBREN Y 227 TofEIzo2nwT Ta A
~ 7 MG (Kahneman and Tversky 1979), 2R OREHZ DWW TEISIZIHBERICHE S & KE
U, &HEFHOMEEE (u, ul) LB FD85 A M) v 2 2l 2 &1 5 2 L TLOMREREL X
D LAz,

u! (z) =

{1%f” if 2> 0

Iz
NEIZL e <0 (j=1,t)

722U N ARV R - R E N TS SRR EGEHRET, 8T A —& pd v 133 BB ORI -
BEIFTAMMEERT. EEROE, VAZIZHTENRT AR R TE87 A -2 %
KALTWBZETHb.

e S ITHEERE 1T ) A AT - FEEEIFE LCen TN THER p Tay, THhBS ael, T5H 4,
tHABBIZ o) IZHT R BIFZEMT A2 TEDONRT A =R BTN _RIETHE LZ. %
DFEHR, VA7 RS 2R AIXIEDRAEITA U TMBEE, R EoRhHIE#RE T Andreoni and
Sprenger (2012a) & FIBEDFEGRZ A7z, S SICHRICH LTI Y A2 FOXAH T MR (£ 2
TIFRIE) (27572 —/T, R LA IXE» MBIz 572 (K 11). A TIE - &ADF]
BENZTNIZDOWTY AZIZHTEAD A — 7 LRI T 2D 7 — 713 MES LTuni
ofe. TNOHDORERIZY AZITNT LA L RFEIZT BHAAE—-DEDTH S &\ 5 Rl

21 R RTEI D EANRTIE, % < HYEIIRE KD 2 7= I HBEICHIENE (e, u(z) =) 2L TEZ—HT, &
NIZEBENRNAITAEEES IERMEINTEZ (B2 Loewenstein and Prelec, 1992; Frederick et al. 2002).
ZOREDT—<IZx LT, Andersen et al. (2008) ¥ Takeuchi (2011) 72 XY A2 FOEIT» SN — T %
WET 25T, MM E2RIRVEBIROES 2 KA.

*22 TP LR O SR T A E R & XN 5.

*23 Andreoni and Sprenger (2012a) i& [V A2 7L © 2 B FRES ZHVWT WS, WBREOEE % A1 5 — il
M AN TR BN (ZOMOHEEETHRERIGERTH > 2 MELTWS.) THELE. Tk
REE] DR OBIRD AH S HI5IR - A — T2 HEETE 5.
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Utility

1.0 1 >
003 .7
0.8 1 .
v
0.6 ’:’/ﬁf-
- e L)
it S5 0.87
0.2 - #
—1,000 —800 —600 —400 —200 7 200 400 600 800 1,000
bz ) Money

— HRisk
-=- Time

11: K DOBEFIEZNTNNAT A =X pv OfER%Z KT . Abdellaoui et al., 2013b, p.2159,
Figure 1 & b 5.

FECY R P INABr oI L 2BERT S, X562, BEREHIY AT - KEINA TR0 o7
LOD, TOREZIZHBEREODLS TN DESIAARIZAN LHREVEWVWS T BRI
Bole, TODEXIV AT - GHEIEFIZE T SR HBEBA R LD &S i, sLrdse
DD E T IV D Specification Error (2 &5 & WS A[gEMEIEH 5 (B PTT € 7 )L ClEfERE 5] K
r(z) %, Epper et al. (2011) 72 & TIXEBERY 275 2 7 #IF O HEE & R HELE O #EE O R
2EDD). LULRESINSDERMAELVORSIE, VAT - R OREIFE T IVEDRITS
MR XA BB OMIRE 5 — 175 BERDH D05 L, RigsC LY Bz PTT €57 0%
Halevy (2008), Epper et al. (2011), & 51Z1& Saito (2015) DWIFNEZDETIV LTI/ =N
VIR BB DFEZREL TW 5.

b FEHESERDERE

ANHOREEREL, 1FLALEDHEY A0 LIFE O G 2R 72fB0 ETiibh b, &
PRI DX S MBI 2 EENRIZT 2 Z 213, VAT R L FEEIFO — D251 72 ETHEL
AMZELTEZ., LR URBSEFEEIMENHATE/ZILT, ALTOHELDY AT - K]
2T BREEE S S AN R D IZ LD T WA,

AEXTIE, 0K DB IFIZNT 2 FAEME RO ZTNE ST 27 LHARET VIZDONT
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¥ —~_A L7z, Keren and Roelofsma (1995) IZfR&EZ X 15 —#DHZEIX ) A 27 & K D 73 A 7T
REMEZRL TS, FA @ VERITLTED ) AZBRIIZ, @Y AZIZHLTED g
WL RBMEAR DD EEZ NS, ZOX5R) AT LHHOMEFEHEZHFTEKET L LT,
Baucells and Heukamp (2012) X> Gerber and Rohde (2014) (3 A DEIFIZH HFED b L — KA
7Bt (A4,A7) 239 Z & Tl GOl EOEGFOBIBME T VEEEL . 5 DETIVIGLHEY
TIA < H1S 2 DB FREE K ORAR L ~OVERGR & 17X 2 3R 2 JERE 1T U 2 7 IR O M B AR %
2TV, KT Baucells and Heukamp (2012) @ PTT €7V Ci%, fEADOOERAFERE K9
ZREISMED IS D Z LAY A 2 #ElF DEA (Subproportionality) & REFLELFOAEA CUEREIG])
ZRIERIT (BE) +05MICH>TWD Z e RI N7z, Gerber and Rohde (2014) ® WTU
ETNVIE—MINTEE 5720 ) A7 B L REEIF 2RO 2 EH I ZMA TV ARVE DD, X
0 VAT - RN 2 0B EEREC K o TRERINEBIE & I FI 5 BB E ST WS,
ZTH S D ETIVTIIRN BB IZHF T 52 DT, #lZ1X Baseline Consumption OFFE{EDFH
N5,

5T, TOXS BT OO EOBEFIZHRATREL:, FERAG OB Y A2 IZIEH T 51555
WO EF7z. SRFIZAZHRCE, BFIZEHEROKBPEHSDRHE, 1ErOEYIC L 288K
EDEALIL ERf 2 RBRIZ K o TR L TLE S Y A7 BEMITFEEL TWa. Halevy (2008),
Epper et al. (2011) % Saito (2015) 1%, T D & 5 R LR AMEEMEZ @ L T Y X 7 #IFHER
RGO ET 2 &5 RIFHEIFET VAR U7z, EIZHIF72 PTT - WTU €TI0
FIZEZ SO ERDT=— T, HSDETIVIZEYY: - #GwIC L > TR G R 5T
L. Woixnwdhe, BRES] K2R RREE A ) A 7126 %5847 O Subproportionality (2 & -
THATE LI L2 EZNTNDETND FTHRLUL.

PAED X570 22 &g mif b o @ar 2 B3 5 FEIE AR - BERI Pk, JEFEIZ e -
TEOICKEHPEED LIRS TERZLIATHD. RENANVEELL, MATEDLS %
R, ED &SRO A= X LPIELLETND DPMEIZ R > TIEWRW., ThE 5 hH
A R AR R EZBH S N TV AV E W TEROBREIZWS SNREILVPAZTONS. HlX
I¥ Anderson and Stafford (2009) (&9 A 27 Q& AMME AN % FLRIZ U7z & W 5 &6 AY Keren and
Roelofsma (1995) & BAW TR o2 MELTWED, ZHIFFEDTHS. WS DH Keren
and Roelofsma (1995) & Q%% X H —FI1F EOEIFIZWHT 2EBTH D, Y A2 iE Common
Ratio Manipulation 2@ U TEAINS. $Txbb DOERE (SS,LL) WA ICFHEIZY A2
MEAINTVWEIDTHS. — D Anderson and Stafford (2009) 1FEEFITE < UITH T 558
THY, ZOFTHHMHEDFRUC Y A7 UEELZETSS HHWIKLL OF iOAIZY A2
BATELDTHD. WoTZDDV AT EADFRZ AR B 72D IFERRE < U DR E
FUZX LT Common Ratio Manipulation 172 XL WAS, EEDOHBRD 2D & 5 AREFEWSE
IZ/F7E L 72\, & 7= Onciiler and Onay (2009) $ Path Dependency # WDU €7V (IEH#IZ1
= ORI T B % Discounted Expected Utility €7 )V) IZFET 5 (U A7 & FRERFEISAH A2 BI6R
LdHoTWnd) EWIFHLE UTERLZD, HONMZINEZEEZED M EOZEGFOHERMEN
M7z INRNEVWSFERIZRoTLE> TS, ZD& D Wi DRALZ T 5720128, S5%H
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AR E TV & FERESRIC BT BRI - Pl A DM 5 & RIEZ 7RV HED SNERNETH
5. fHFMA %751, Andreoni and Sprenger (2012b) X° 2 1 — 2 \)L 7% FH BIEL D /7 AE 1 BEfT %
#1572 Abdellaoui et al. (2013b) O#FFLIXIFHEI < U” 517 LOREREZ T > TW5. KR
BIFIZ DWW TIEAIGES O A IZEMTH T T b (Bl 2 1E Sequential Effect & FFIXN 531 7
AW 5. FEU LI Frederick et al., 2002 2 Z[8) 728, 6 OW%E % IZ0DOWISE & AR BIRIC
WREMT2RENRD D725 5.

F AR TELD B - BRI SR, £ < DY) R 7 3E4F D Subproportionality & HH L D
ME S [PE D EMEMEIZEH LT Wwd (Baucells and Heukamp, 2012; Halevy, 2008; Epper et al.,
2011; Saito, 2015). A2, CR &R & CD MR OB 2 FMMEIIRFET RELDTEDH 5.
UMD URDBSEZEDORBRY, HEGEMHBEBO T TI D XS 2 = DOMEE% A2 Ik
EEAEFMELRY. ZOo—20MiE, IEGIERIAEO N TR INEBE & H5 BEUE B I2HEE
THILEOWEIZE D725 5. EEE, Anderhub et al. (2001) X Andersen et al. (2008) 72 &V
2B % ) A7 [alEECHI B 52 IEBE I W S FEEL TV A A (Anderhub et al., 2001 1&4#
s, Andersen et al., 2008 I EU €7 )V %KE), Epper et al. (2011) B HIHTI N5 3 D
DOEFEZFRIZH 2 EEBETFEZBHEFEL, TOFHELVWY AT - FEEIFOBEFBEZHES T ULz, LU
MU, HODOFHEITIFVW SPOREN R TE 5. FEICZOFEE, 41 HicHERMELZLD
12, WERE NS 0; 2155 DI HIBIBUEAMEZ M H T 2 DT, Rl O HIE IFRIE 0 H O oE
IHEREFELTLE > TWA. HoldZDIREDHE L R/MET 5720120 A7 #EIFOHEE TR LN
STABE A — 72 BRI ANZD, BRZIDI D BFERIETDRIY PE—ILIZiER>TWVR
WA T Y A2 R THEE U 723 FBEE & I LEIF OHEEIC BRI L T L E o TWBHDT, Z
1% Andreoni and Sprenger (2012a), Abdellaoui et al. (2013b) 2 &fFd 5 L 511 7 2 %
EOARMER D B725 5. BT, KO ORRIELF OE W TIEHERE O 29% ¥ DRFHEIEES
P (Increasing Impatience) % RA7-. UH L7ZARM 54 5 D Subproportionality DK & X % &7
NIA=R alFFIFT0.634 T, ZO&DRERIEHS I EORMEMEICKT 5. 6 DFIET
I% Subproportionality (2 \WiZ CR &R Z R 205 0) OHEITEROMENRERIZ X 5
BB OHEE THIRE X NS — T, KHEFISIOIFBEWIZ7Z—DDHEE (A) 7 S5 EEHE S N
5. bULT 5L, KBHELIOELIZOWTHEBDOEMAEZEINL TEEZ & X OIERE M
HABPE LNV, WTIZLTH, Subproportionality & MEHEIG[MEDMBIESHE > LFEL
SMGE X N L7 5 780,

BB, 4.2 fiTHD B0 nomEd ) 2 - R e E o ir 0 BfR A Ed TN Z
EMEGTERNI EEZRLTWS. &0 DITEBFRIEGEL UL 2 RHZEKE, S8BT 5H5
FAEAFFE ORI & BRI R AE D O AR BETH A 5. L, FIZIEEED ) X—vn

¥4 43 EITHIT K D1, JEED WL Dh O THIEEEFIC B 1 28 AL TR WA 2 WS ERA R I 1T
W3, Z0OEZIZENIE Epper et al. (2011) OFEFKRERANS T A %25 R I Q. —HTERTHRSNDS
m3ESEEIE (A1 Thaler (1981) @ 345%) PHFEMHADIKENSFIERI T TVDE L WS FiRIEEZS
{fZ1E$ % (Andersen et al., 2008; Takeuchi, 2011). fit-> TR EOMA KN 2T Z & DELMEIXSED
MEEDRETH 5.
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[Success or Nothing] TlEZW& 512, HEDOEBYPEDS < IZHRE EOEHEFEL Lzl
TRINTVWDIRTTHD. TOEKTIE, 0L WEFERET ZHME T VIEALEEEED
72%5. %72, Onciiler and Onay (2009) ® Path-Dependency 1334 DV 22 - & D FRHIZ—
O T IV F—RENFET DL VWO AREEZ RIBL TW5D. 2D KD LiEEDaiiE, fHilx
X IMRI 2 W2 #RREHE TR ED I 2 ED THBRHSDIZLTW BERH B4 5.
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