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Abstract

Intertemporal decision making refers to the psychological process to weigh and choose profits and
losses of the different time points. Whether it is the government, the collective or the individual, it
is necessary to make such decisions continuously. Since the intertemporal decision-making re-
search, two different explanatory models of Intertemporal decision making have been produced:
time discounting model and non-time discounting model. The time discounting model uses “time
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discounting rate” to describe intertemporal decision-making behavior, and a series of studies
have been carried out on whether the “time discounting rate” is constant or not and the influence
of time discounting rate and other psychological factors. The non-time discounting model consid-
ers individuals to compare attributes and pay attention to the role of cognition in intertemporal
decision making. Future research needs to use ERP technology or functional MRI technology to in-
tegrate different theories, and pay attention to intertemporal choices in loss condition.
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1. 51§

5 B $% (intertemporal choice) /& 48 AT i A= 7EAS [R] B 1] 55 BRAS FRU 2 EAT BT, 3 T 480 HE P i
3% £ )i #2(Loewenstein, Read, & Baumeister, 2003; fa[ii5 4, Z=FHPF, 2020; fERUL, #HE®E, M H,
K475, Z=47, 2015). XRPHKAELENNTAETERISADITIH, DB HH KRR R EcE & ks, K3
K &M BRI E , AT 2 AT 2 i IR SR A U AT AN 358 o 5 BT B PO R 72 o B Pl S R 22 35
9% John Rae 7E (HAMFSIG) FiEH, FHFHERETH ST SR 210, @ REKEGE A
Loewenstein & Prelec, 1992). 7EF-HZG A=K M i, B AR YOS A RO BN RS, O3
KB NALAFAS A RTEF TR) 0150 IR (g 558 JER R AAE 0 A W b 208 N 381 85 A 8 60 78 2 Hh (Alinslie, 1975
Takahashi, 2005).

AN AR B FE 25 ZUFZ M ARAT A BT B B RED LSS B3, AT 5200 45 filR f& (Ghosh,
Parab, & Sahu, 2020). 1E4MIEY « HiE7E (EE®R) BTSN AIEE: B FE R E AT, 5
LR NB S MR S AR . SKRE AR S D7 TR B G, KB 5 B 5K 2 R Fe X Im) RN 48 B IR AR E
4] < (Frederick, Loewenstein, & Odonoghue, 2002). P, T 4F KIS BB BT 70 BB 15 3 2 05 27
HC R A2 22380 () G

e Vi 2 Wt SO N i i 7oy R U e 3 S v G P Bl (N I E (U7 - RIC R 1B | 1 i O
FRY DU TR 1 9 i, LA 8] A3 4 ek BOR 200 AT 25 B S S AT kAT 300 &, DA Ui o S 3R
W& IS T REAT 40 ARSIy, SR 32 IR TN L Re /135 R I, ARSI pr iR
WA SRR &, YIRS, DUk, 2547, 2015, SKPBHBH, B, H0RE, 24, 29796, 2018).
TR AR TT LU N RS, — R T 4R LU A, B ARy “ gl AR KRR 7, i A
s B B Ml P A B TR K 22 00, DAZE e K IR B — A LA IR AR, AR/ I\ g e sl
SRR R RN, A PR AN SR AR e B — R DUEAT RS 59— I B DR B Ak F b 1A
FOALCHFEJE 4 (Ericson, White, Laibson, & Cohen, 2015; xlytdi, VLFE84, Gefiisk, 2=4F, 2015; ML, F
RE, H1X%, 2020).

2. R ERE
BN, Vs 2 41 B0 MRS 56T R AR T ol e 5 6 35 S AL A D e 14 2
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PIEMANEEE, FHR &, BAR, 20205 SKFHPH, JE75, WERRE, 247, 3475, 2018). AAM1EEMA
TR T 2 A B S 5 ORI, TR T AR I A 28 SN AOAL ., X — I G Y T R] 47 411 (time
discounting) (Frederick, Loewenstein, & Odonoghue, 2002). [ 25 58 (I T B3R, AMANTF U 35 i 3=
M E 2= FEAR, E T 2 W) Tk B Re S PO IR S T (20, ok, BXERE, 2240, 2014), tetn, 5
“SLEPERTR 10 67 AHEL, AMART “5 RZJE3RS 10 87 B VEAL 2 KETHT I

1937 4, 235 5K Paul Samuelson %= - JH 22 2 H 31 (Expected utility theory)#2 Hi | — /M ER PR —
—Jr#12 H (Discountedutility, DU)#EAL, FH LARREIS (B 47411 7] @ (Samuelson, 1937). iZ3igfiik, Afile
PN KA R 8] AP B P A R R B R BOE 20, F R — EE R AT 40: V(D) = A exp(-kD), Vv 23
RIEMANE, A RZUME, D R2EERIN A, K I AR KRS R S FE M. H2
AV EE ST AR E A, I TGIE MRS R — e e W ILR, AT 5300 B A —HUR 5

Ainslie (1975) 5 -5 T 0 A BB i 58, Bl 5 Mazur (1987)5& H XU ZR AR AL F8 HE e AATTAEAS [ B
] A TR A —FEN . EAME S BRI REIR 2 ] 2XUHHZE0C R: V(D) = A/(L +jD)°, jF s #EHH
SR =1, XA BB R RO 2R PR . 4 R OOU i 2k 5 R SO IR 22 gk A T LA FR A XL
BT o AT s RO, S E AT HIER R o FEEATHRRU i 2 4 1) & 2 DR AE T 4 41 R I TR A
JE X (dVIAD)V . B ARG, FEXHZAr s, Srnde R iR kiR, TR “Inir L7, e
B, R S5RERTEK, I HARARHEE .

S R 1 A2 0k 5 ) — AN SEACREAE (Frederick et al., 2002), ‘& B T AMAIAT & F5 Aok Bl it 29
YIRIMNAE, f4-%R. A firds(Kawakami et al., 20205 24756, X, 2011), ATCATRIAMARIZ0E BUt. Uk
NFIFET-Z (Lergetporer, Sutter, Angerer, & Gltzle-Ritzler, 2014)F13EFE4T A (Akerlund, Golsteyn, Gréngvist,
& Lindahl, 2016); A BRI AL, AN AL S BEARAT Al s 2 - 0[] 37 11 28 A7 £E AH 59X 56 & (Ding,
Bickel, & Pan, 2019). I [A] 47 41138 S Bt 5% 45 B RE IR BRI HANME IO 2 E (Amlung, Petker, Jackson, Balodis,
& MacKillop, 2016). IR 25l I B2 47 411 8 S5 R T s sl 3 Azl s =, 2 — AN NREIR i 2 1N
Rt S HR(Barlow, Reeves, McKee, Galea, & Stuckler, 2016). 1FA—Fhik 3 (MacKillop et al., 2016),
IS TR] AT FOAAS N B2k 3 XA . T 1 (Steward et al., 2017). AERE(Amlung, Petker, Jackson, Balodis, & MacK-
illop, 2016; Bickel, Moody, Koffarnus, Thomas, & Wing, 2018). %5 {# Ff [&#5 (Snider, DeHart, Epstein, &
Bickel, 2019)5A RAT BB A G Ib AP — LU A i 1 o 7R e BRRE BYCA% 2 DA N By DA K 3 R Fa/ 2
B PhG 5E AAE B R AG , 0 ) T R B RL/N 22 B (Geng et al., 2020; Jackson & MacKillop,
2016).

B (BT R AR AR T AU 42 e —— MR B e . YO N RS MR, fERIR
17, SATHHEEDRM R AT N, BRI R . X TR NAMATT S, A E B2
SEN, BMEAAEAHERER, WA LU0 25 58 1) 20 el R A s ol . T, AT Il
P IR FEI,  DAERAE Y 07 SORE AEAR i 2 B AT S0 . B e IR ) P B AR R 2 R . X P 45 R A
HRORAAEM . R ABM L L. SR, RSN T, MiIFREEEE—ERENITEARX
s R, P WA RRIL 2L . VRIS AN . 36 [ 28 P 50 9 AT O SEAT 9 “ Tl =itk IR
7, A SR AR R 5 5 o A2 I R ST, R 45 BB AR AR A% Gt I TR) 47 41 SO RL iR (L
se— B BRI S IR R R, ARG T4 0 S A s AR 0 RE N 1o AR HIAR AL 5 i 3] 25 3
BRI NBPAFIRIZR, 9RAb T I TR A R AN (2, FBORBR 32 B BIF 038 1R 9% T

3. FFITNSARIRE
SRR S LK, LT IR S THBRCE RN “ SRR o W RS RN . AR T
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R ER T RUR T2 RPN X KEH S WA SN 00N CH ST ik 1t
B85 P ARRE: 0T TN &, 4 SR FZ WA R H Rbs 5 T AS 2 FZ S IR I 1) 25 B2 kbs e e, R
2R AT 0 2t 2278 /N o AR (A1 AR 2 4 g M bR B (Attribute-Comparison Model) (Cheng, Liang, &
Janssen, 2018), FF 4% 7 (Equate-to-Differentiate Model) (Su et al., 2013)FAL {7 (Tradeoff Model)
(Krajbich, Lu, Camerer, & Rangel, 2012; Peters & D’Esposito, 2020) #5275k Bk TR () « 5157
(anomalies)&fili 2z b & K1

3.1 PYESMEE

PN 27 K A5 N (2015) K A N T 43 B FE R (PDP)E 5 520 M RGN IS R R GETE 5 113 % vh i o
W T IR e 10 A8 A SRRy 56 195 I8 B (R R SR, FEAR AN T IR H AR AN far DL G SR S B 2 5 R IAE
PSSR AR T, AATTSE SCRE R 5 R = S 4 o5 400 SRS 17 A A2 23 BT R SRRt (R T 411 5K B . Zhou 25 A
(2016) K FH B AR 414 43 Mt 0 AN A TE JRURS 38 38 Hh (R0 I BRSBTS P — R K 222358 110 SRS R A8
A KR ESE, 1A AR TR B BT e BB REAE A B — R B KA e ms . B ey, ST e
EU A PRI AR R A0 L A7) 2 S ABE 1R L L it R AR R B 47 b A5 40 4535 (Cheng & Gonzélez-Vallejo, 2016; Scholten,
Read, & Sanborn, 2014). B Fu35 1T XU P 5 BAG BEALE AN ZNZAS T 00T s, KA IR SRS 348 46 ] Bof
PANEIRA 2, 32 H S R B 3 TR M I BE LB A EAL . Dai #1 Busemeyer (2014)%: T “¥hikls” #
& (decision field theory)$i& it Ik T-J& It (1) B2 e dr BB AL 7 IR AMARTEAS [ 22 B AN 3B ] [R) 55
PE TR, AWTISCEIEE B R AR, ELBAR IR S0k B o R I A SR, XML R
s A BRI AE IR IR AL . B — N . s AR T — AN SR IHESE . J5 TH A 78 25 T AN R
(B 0 “ ] $i 2w 2L FE 18 (Iexicographic semiorder model) A1 22 5l 1] R it 1L 2% F A 78 (random-utility-with-
discrimination-threshold)#& AN [F BN ASEAL . “ skl ” BRI, AMEIEEEEE T2 5 T AN 8 14 18]
(1 LRI I FL — FhaME A xS gm B0 7 RS OC B M H IRURE 8 I 2 AN b B, I EL
FRRIE—NEYEN EEBOER T, 445 € J@ 1 b Bk T [a) i 22 Sl BEAN B I, A A A2 4k, 3w,
PSRE W ) N — @, RS ARAMER ;2 5 B IR BEALRRREAL” F1 “ skl ” B i KM
XATE T, PR MIBENLIE A2 B Bl i () A IR AN E AR 2, TIARIER 2 B . T
AN [ B0 ) B AS AR Y T AR B R AMA (1 P SR #2, IF FLAS IR AN 0] RE3E A T AS 5] AR AR Y (Dai,
Pleskac, & Pachur, 2018). Amasino %5(2019)f H £ J& M4 HUb Y (DDM) RIBR B0 5L R B, N ATEBR
F R F B RNEE LR R, PSR AR AR R (5 B R T HE Y, 5T YR LR b TR I
BT AR B IR R 7R

PR AU RN SR 1Y, A Y N TC VR R AR R BTN AR IR - SRETARR” AL
R RN 22 45 B IR SR S Cal vt A8, TTREE, DR(Ek, 2245, 2015). DA JE R R BN
R sEE R LAY, DU A s R B SR AT

3.2. INHIFILIEEM

3.2.1. RREKFER

fif K- 212 (Construal Level Theory)iAA H 213K B O B ER B8 i o648 AATIAE B B RAE AR R
P15 Tk B2 AT TR AR S S ) S Ri(Trope & Liberman, 2010).  AAI{ e T FH B 4l o FRARRY, B
R RR A, SRERAFEE S S Y); B BRI OB AL, RISEAR/KF I R A, SREEAFEE B (2
YI(WRite 05, Al 5iks, 2014), AR MAETESOBEE ST A ARG, s, EERH, PME, xlkoT,
2020).
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TEMREKFER T, I T B RS 2 — O BERE R, 9 M BEN B S R AR R (R 5 B SRR B K
AT, AMTRIRR K P2 K AE AR . TERS IR R, 5 BEAMATE R AR AE PN A [R] B[R] A5 1) 22 Jif
RS, ARoRRAEMER M SIE. K5 BN ETAEE, FIATRBEHMmERR, M E
IR RAE o WA KT (1 JE 4 5 32 etk 55 e T ) R 4 B0 E R 508 v P R X A e i 1 4 428 = A 5 T
RN, SBAE LU R, I TR LUBUIG, B iR KT N R R R B B (Wit v, (T
Diis, 2014). SHIRMEREAHLL, FARMRERKR S 7R ARG R WL N, IR T IERHTHI(YI,
Stuppy-Sullivan, Pickover, & Landes, 2017). FHris a0 2 BE B 7 ATHEVE UL o Fh R & LA E A, 7EATH
st r, AR AR SRR A TRE N, XS AR B4R I 4115 5258 (Croote et al., 2020). #FFEEINA,
FERAKFARMKT R, MASE TR EES), WA AHEHI IR 5 )75 2% (Fujita & Roberts, 2010).

3.2.2. BRIEHER

R HRAME N T 2B S Hir, S E SO NESEHT A F ISR, 887
— RHI RIS FE(Vohs & Baumeister, 2004). A B AL A H B HIE A —FFa e SRR, =i A
FRAZ ] ()R B % S0 4 B4 ) B R0 ENAT 9, AR DR 2 1) B 45 ) L3 BT R (Bickel, Moodly,
Koffarnus, Thomas, & Wing, 2018).

PRI BRSNS RE: IMET S S EE S, M ETPARTE, MESLRE SR [ R 2L B A
YT ERE S, EMEIERENE, RAEMATH M, G EBOR I —MED(Liu & Feng, 2012). 1
W EESER B, BRI JERA, B3RS BN E T B AT 6 =R\ S R A 5RO, ]
FEtf, MR, 2018). AMATT RS — MBI AL E, AR BORRIEIE I, B R T HIRR
I RE ST, AR REIE BRI 1 22 5 (Figner et al., 2010; Hare, Camerer, & Rangel, 2009; I, £4fH
e, h5E5, 2012). FAMUETATH AT RE SN O E AL X k(1 MPFC) 4 EL15 5 (Hare, Hakimi, &
Rangel, 2014; Peters & Buchel, 2011).

H Az BB A Oy B RIS AT T E B 5, BBk R PR A B E (Muraven &
Baumeister, 2000), f£Z45 BH#EES G HILERIAFE, FEUG S E B KM (Wagner, Altman, Boswell,
Kelley, & Heatherton, 2013). i 5 Fe A2 £ (2015) 43 I 70 T B AR %A T LA UTE 76T B gz i %2
PEont s BRI BRI SR, R IAE PR FR 25 A B FRAE ) SR AT BRI ik, B w2 e 4% SS kT, B IR BTIR
PRGN, AR 22 T B ILAE | /5 fili 28 3R B [A) B Al A8 AR WS PR (B VT A (1] 5 b, 240, 2015) .
FVFEE(2018)HE— 20 LA TARAS B AR AR B 0 B B B p) s, B B B AR B AR A B 3R
PFEMPIRES N # A TR BB e, T H 45838 B B 2 B 32 BHIRIFERR AL (e, | RN H
2 2 A ) TR BN B N R Bl (= v, A, sk gg, i, 2018). DRI, ANVERIRESHE B IEE 2
R %, HON S Wk P R .

oAt B B G AE Ay S B8 (Mamerow, Frey, & Mata, 2016; Sproten, Diener, Fiebach, & Schwieren,
2018). #iF i (Shadlen & Shohamy, 2016; Weber et al., 2007). HELFEiE(Robson, 2002). %457 iE
(Loewenstein, 2011) 55 #B 2 1ok B HR AT AR DS b A RN Lk 72, O NS S i ade B S 4t 1 B P AR
i P

I IA] T 04 oy — AN R AR B (Frederick, Loewenstein, & Odonoghue, 2002), 12k B #EW 22403 o i)
gER,  SRVERHT A TR, (B SRk Z O E N TN 25 (Story, Vlaev, Seymour, Darzi, & Dolan, 2014). & &
o IS AT SR TEAR Y 3 22 Rl S0t I (A1 4T 40 G R AN T R fe s LB 26 IR 4R — N Re 8 L M 41
G IREEAT AR AT R A 2, T RN T30 505 B R IR AME L i R S B Gl s, TR
B, Gk, ZEZF, 2015; FORM, fifaZe, SHZEE, W), 2017). B4k SUEEUACH, S5FEASN
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FEA I S — A SR, 02 3 T 32 5% o S R E IR B 1) 248 P 3EAT LU, e 48 3 v B 5 0 24 e T,
U ARAEFEAYERE BRI IETZE AR, B4 S5 B W AR T3 A B2 1 SRR T B IR T LA/ 0 15
B o ST DA KR 3 8 MR R 7T B FEAR R B L PR W FE DN NI R RIS I R 3R . A W T xR ke ol
AR B2 B TN B P REAE AU i SR TSR o B R, S BRI A e R SRS
B AF 15 B (Reeck, Wall, & Johnson, 2017). BAMEIGIESE R, S 8] (B AL v] GEIE A A 15 (1 AT (Wulff
& van den Bos, 2017). TEBSHIERENE BAELRE S, AW WAERERE . LEER, WMEED
I BT — MRS B 28 6 R, BIAMRIE T 2 AMFIERIOE T — AR 15 B (Reeck, Wall, &
Johnson, 2017), AN[] AR FE (0 SRS 2 A 22 S ) o ERT SRR ESF TR 9T 0 50 J R B TR] 477 10 SRRAS S 0of ST 117,
T AH AR 7R L R R N SR 2R (KT HAT

4. RE

W S I T e P R A TR T — BRI AU e AR, ERBIH ATV IR, XA R IR
AWHER. EATNZRIE, OIS BRSNS RIS IR FOR 5T R vk Lt RS, (E A
LRAR LSRR, IRIHOR R T LA Bl T8 A5G Fo AL B AR B DI RERZ G RRR BOR B AN A R B I8

K2 HOT FeH A LARE AU ) S BN S8 A5 I (R D s B ph ), (BRI AR SR SR IR 2%, AT FT 5
WS 5 25 BRI R A 5, IRASEIR A SRR, i, FERSEEERIAFAAT, ARG R
FEFET LI, XA RN [A] gL UM CAA #1108 2 5 T 4R R LUAL, WRAEMR ARSI NATAMI R 2
FEWC RS IR B2 T R AR AEAN RIS 18] A B2 BEAT e 3, 3 75 BEAE AT HURAUARRAR K b it ks, fnp
R AR PR A ST/ B 1] BRI A2 S 3R — BN ) ST BOR B ) 1 B o 0 S i 5 v 1 5 BT 33 th bR
SR B o, R, RSRBIETE AT BAZR S Wt MR PN 858, v o] B P2 2 T30 26 £ o BE AL ]
A

P
i B, AT % (2014). 0 FREF 5B I B KB RO BEN. O BES4K, 46(5), 677-690.

e, mE, ERRH, PME, Xk7%(2020). fHRAESE NS IR AU OIEE B AR - R S R, L2
7%, 52(5), 633-644.

KIT, FIFEM, MRJK(2018). ¥V B R BRI THLH]. OB, 11(3), 195-203.
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