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Abstract

Choice deferral, as another common phenomenon in the field of decision-making that is different
from immediate choice, has gradually gained widespread attention in recent years. This research
combines questionnaires and behavioral experiments, mainly focuses on the relationship between
optimal, satisfactory decision-making style and choice deferral, and investigates the impact of de-
cision-making style on choice deferral from the perspectives of result orientation and process
tracking. And combined with the perspective of trait-situation interaction at the same time, this
research investigates whether the influence of optimal and satisfactory decision-making style on
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choice deferral is regulated by the emotional factor of anticipated regret. The results show that:
Compared with satisfactory decision-making style, individuals with optimal decision-making style
are more inclined to delay their choices and use more comprehensive information processing in
the decision-making process; Anticipated regret during decision-making process plays a mediat-
ing role in the relationship between decision-making style and choice deferral.
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1. 5|8
1.1. fARE =R

CNFEUUATFAT POREUE R RIE T LERE T AT RN OB R S R OO R R
KBFE (A 2T, B0, INE, 2012) M5 NRAEFRE—MUEZ . A EEMEAR, HE
A I 2 S T AT IR . NP — 1 H 8 FH o B SO [ 5OR R T T R E R IR, AR —
VT R RIS R, PSRAAAE T NG A Z . SRR ST 50 K 22 507 1 fe AN AT £E 7]
AT A) S7 R e, D0 T PRSI ) — ANl I R —— SR [T S AR IR TR B 1O . B 24
TER, AMEBR 7 AE T Iz [ il ik #4118 mT DAHEIR B O $R e 45 4a i e 5%

TR 0] 3 A2 — P 8 AN R) ELF 23 ASAH DG IO B 22 22 R A BE R IR R B, B s B 7 v 3
P R B IEIR EFE(Dhar, 1996) TAKNC B 2 o P 58 (1381 3 & SR 22 (Tversky & Shafir, 1992). HEA
F SCHR SR A P S B A ) R SR AR M (Power & Alison, 2018) 2 A B p b0 3 22 Hp 1 HE 42 B (Solomon &
Rothblum, 1984). I R0y 22 BN O BE 22 8 AL AN H (Leykin & DeRubeis, 2010). 4T I &5 1)
WHE, HENSAME R R, AN SBREAE, MR M LR, Tibrm2Z A, i
MAGERFT & B S AR AR . IR G R MATLE SOZAE G 8RR A e AMEIE S, BFEHERERE
(AN 3 4E 3R e 00 Bl HE 48 7E AT I Tk e — AN IR IR, (/0 22, 2006). @ AR & 74T 7
MrRHL, HTmIG A2 &R, KEM P SERE CER, WM MEE 2 KE L, DUEERST
G H S EORE R . HREREE N R EORBA, A V2l taBi 0, A2 FEE ARk,
WAEkR, ARIEBEFEF AR 720K o NRRIREAT N —FE A0, S oid i,
CA WA FUE L RSO BN 15 MEZERFHE. JORRISER RN, &2 MEE 5 A%
RE XN EAEHPIFM. Schwartz 45 A (2002)CL “H IR PRI ” A1 B RELEMET” HFEat,
e T B A AL 5 RURE (Maximizing) 5 72 Y 1 35 KUK (Satisfying) o S0 AL P 1B R W S T B LA, 76
AR H TR YRR, ORE B S PTIE KR B AR B PUE 7V 2 SR XA IR BRI (4 7
BITDRIE, 2013) o TSR 26 22—l i o S0 5 FRUS P e Bl i oo 556 485 SRAE AR SRR B A AT 48 I SE(ZE e ]
WHE, 2012), ARWFFEIGEER G S 2 BV AR — 4. Bk, KK LS A R4S
W, H IR 5 5 PR AR & A RE IR e £ AR, SR B AR D sk b ) SoEAE 2,
WA IR R, AT BRI (R RiAs, 3 m sk i &
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1.2. fAER

AR IR SR EL G SUE A 7, WA B ESEER R ENAEZ TR, *
FRIEAE ARG F 2, H I8 HR TN B AR ik B e g, DL s & 5 52 B U 5 X — 15 4
R AR, CLAULER FEAS [ He 38 RURS 1R AN A TE 2B 38 308 84T 45 R 3 B4 12 m 3, AT ik B3 7 5
M PSRRI 2R, JIsR A B AT e s rp (G eI 4, ORI e 38, AT PR AR A [R) RRAR 32 vy vk
H &

1.3. MR

AR SCHRZER T J1 L AN RIS RURS I ANAR IS T3 T PP R SRt A i 1 B LA B e o 1) LI 1
KL RGN ER . SRS, SRARRTE PRI NN R IR 2, (R 58 25 5 THI I R S v
9o T REIRE PR IR SR P SR BOS R . TBR T PR X — R IR T AR & DAL, AMAI IE IR i
PR ) I T RESZ BT 55 TUNTE Sh R R I Rgm . Bln, FOU SRR AR, K2 5 B0k 58 1 USRS
A BN RNSS IR KSR, BERATIA Y, TR 5 MR e S XU AR I 1 5 2 22 LA . ELAA AR
WIR:

HI: AT B P U B, St A o S XU R R B A Pl BB B IR H i 4% .

H2: AT I R B S KA BB, e B A e SR XU PR A B 25 5 8 B T i g 1 4

ARG SCHRZEIR , AN [ e SR XA (1) AR TE D SR A7 AE 1) 3R G0 22 AR T Be RVBAT ] 1 B 466 P P m L e
AR BAETE, SRAIIRFE N TR EREENEDT, A RS 4 Fainin Taens. Kk,
BATNA, A5 B0 L5 20X — i AMARTE SR AT H 1953 )RR FE I B R, AR AT RE AN ) e 3R R
B M IR AR I 3 PAFE 22 R IR . R, ARHIF FE30 B R AR A

H3:  Jese KU R pe St A2 P 45 200 05 20 ARR T R g S XURS R AR, eIt A e 5 JRURS o
RAE BN TEMRK . RINE LM PPk 8], BEERIE RIER, MM 7 IEBefErE, KiksEe
A BEAE IR

H4: T 5 M LE U SRR R B IR R (K 06 R P R A R A8, HoAE 5 =T e 5 (¥, Rt Ak
RS R F B 25 G re e s 4, DR iR ik 4% .

2. ik
2.1. it

136 ZKAMA. LM B, RESSRIERKRZESI T AL, HIRANEE LG
TR 127 Ao Horr, B 61 N, o466 Ao FIER 20.51 £3.42 5. R 27% 5 (K45
T, R g AR A DR S XU 3R 2 FETT 27% M4 7 R e R AL SR KA (34 N) 150 FE G 27% 104
KI5 i E B RR AAE (36 N), BJEIEHE 70 AWEIES 550t t. FRa#RBRAESm, W&
HrIEMNDIBIER , HZAiEA SRS R, 7 A MmBeses B, Seibst fUs 54k #n
15 B — 1 /NALIAE R

2.2. {UERFNAHL

2.2.1. REMIEHINE
BT I J5 B TR RS AR (R B (LA TR SR XU B R (S0, 2020). SRR S04F 7 st dr . BT fE iy B Rt
A 3R, 11 A E s ROR g UL AR AL B RS X% . R ERR B 0.81.
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2.2.2. HEREEMR

BT Uk 2 — M5 B ERE R EM BRI ERE, LA B U ST S R A5 BB AR
IR AR K 5 (201 3) 4 ] (6 EEU R ST 25 R0 FH(20 14) G ) (VB D FRAT 55 T 455 T MR B AN A
W T 75 EXHZA R A B, S PIAMTSAHILES,  [RIRE BE R e YLk ik AR b () — RIS B RAT
N, B TEXS PSR S FI LR IR SRR ¢ R AR gt — P UMRRE, 48 7= AN [R) W S IRUAS (1) MR TE IR A7 7RI
ZES . BT TFREVIE, 07 R A 7 0 S U I LR RIS AN RS A MERE. SN
ks ShRRENAA B S RS A PP e BT RL 6 x 3 LRI SE R SRAT 55 . B, 1R G s F—3k
3 G&REmRMB Ay By O)n btk $, &6 mME 6 MNMatE(ERE. A& . SRR
& RIS FIH VR B A AR, [, BRSSP RS AR, BIEMEE . FGHE,
HEBAFE] . NI AR S5 25 . [RIN 22 O (K56 T 18R S R I SRR (ZE e I, 14, 20125 25080,
FENDE, 2019), WEIPIRAE BT = RAAREE: —M BAF. BE. BT DVE 3 SRR —,
WA DUE B AEIR LT “EH AN = G ks, S RILMmEm” .

2.2.3. [REMBEAR

& 7R B (Information Display Board, IDB)H A & —Fiid FEEREFFE A, BL m x n FRE 7 X RIS B
Fl, 8 RS BT R AR () — RFAT N, R 5 X 1] AR e R e 5 A 145 JE 3K 5 (information
acquisition)id F2( 1 2 7%, D, Fik, #EEH, 2004). AR Java 1E S 06HE BARSEAE S 317 90
2, B HTML $ilfE 7 AR N GTRA . B s P RE 4RI A] S8 T 5%, BAEIE SR TS g 5. B
R SIS A RME B 6 x 3 M5 EAERE R 23 Hdr, 1TARM S H AR kD, FIAR M B A F
o TR R ZE . — M. B LR T X EIES — N Reis N, o — N BARRE B
TCo B BMEARXE B RAT BT IBER BT, I 1S B oA S BRI T & F Z 1l 2
Rk, SRAEBMRARET SEE, RO ARNGEEASEI. BB, Bk WGBSR R
(R, HILE, BEE, 2013). X —F2F, J5 & 0 DO il 78 BN TR SEAT 55 Hh i o B 0 k% BRI 3L
NG« T LR A 3 T 4 (1) 000 o 1F 2 1 B S R R AN VAT N 4R AR, BT AT LA 3056 115
BT 7 kAT HENT .

2.2.4. AR BB

AT TR TR 5 MR 7 s sh Rt SR oe 4 I s aUs s mi R 5 30 o i) s Bl A 1 etk
PARM UGN, ERSARSS 2 TR ), BRI, R R A QAR B A ik B 4T,
XERESIREN SN ? 1045 F o8 4 BRI Bl il H A4 3 T 45 R 14 s A ok TR 2 1A 1 i 2 T 5 0 B
M, okt am, ETRRZ )G, AP B RRI 4 B, IR, ATt RS IR R
UFIRHEAT LA VPG, fERSEZ AT O 45 RO, P AR S . PR Esh 7 R patig gt 4
NGB RS, EI 1, —AEM: I 2, B AURM: RT3, WIS EI4, EHIE.

2.3. SERIER

AR SA P MEFS AR 5 H 0 RF RIS AR LS. 5502
A E AR RBLR AL, goalse i W RFAE 55, RS PR RS R

FAAD BRGS0 K A ol Bl P At 00 140 75 3 AT - B UE R 3, galiz g a1 T,
HEMABEAFE . HRIGIFNKAE, BEEETIREEREIMES, HRRIEPOLAEEE
WA B ORI 1288 73 O BR A B0 58 19 (B 748 73 45 AR 55 B s AT %)« 2 SR Bl AR EAT IE 3C
PR PR R SE A TR R PR PR SR AT 55

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2022.127294 2471 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2022.127294

3.1. TERYKE

3.1.1. RERESHE AR RLE

Xt 2 54503 M i o A AR SR A AR B 3R ) A AT SR A ¢ A B (LN 42 1) 5 R T 5
Hr A M =61.08, SD =4.75) 8 & TR HM =39.62, SD =4.61). #(68)=19.171, p<0.001. R E
BN 4.622, EHENKHRE. SR SRS B S TR, 280 9256 0 B e A & 7 v s
AR 1) S 3 2 K

Table 1. Decision-making style high and low group manipulation test

= 1L RERR SRS EFRNRLE

ZH 53 N ¥ FrifE 2= t H P HMRE FRIHE% S
PSR XA e 34 39.618 4.606 19.198 68 <0.001 4.622 0.99995
i 36 61.229 4.741

3.1.2. MAEBENHREL

X AE TR M KR Sh AR AT AR 5. AR B R UAE A i R EINR ). gtk Sgeit
ST, AT R AR O, e A 2 ok SR AR 2 T B IR s U S i 4, R AR 2 T
WJE R SRR IR ST R 5 -

Table 2. Anticipated regret priming effect test frequency statistics
% 2. AR R SRR Gt

TG e
TR A
1 2 3 4
T Y SR XU, 22 9 3 0
A AT He o RS 4 8 4 20

ST REA ¢ 4856 1 45 O 2 3) 3 B = P JE MR A B O R 365 T A7 AR i M 2 1 FE
JE(M =3.731, SD = 0.452) % 2 = TR Hi 5 141(M = 1.395, SD = 0.495). #(56.612) = —20.055, p < 0.001.
FWZ S IO T 00 5 B R (U EAR IS5 TN/ NS &, I /NSCR B G 4518 1 ] S
PERUR, R —PRIE.

Table 3. Independent samples #-test of anticipated regret priming

3. MHAEEREIRII AR (400

ZH 5] N YA bR 2 t H p BRE GRS
T 5 1 =l 34 3.731 0.452 —20.055 56.612 <0.001 9.507 0.99995
1% 36 1.395 0.495

X} e A A 2R 55 3 Y e SR XU () A T T S5 1 1) S B R AT ST AR ¢ AR (L R R 4), AR
A e I R e S XA (R A 3 B AR G 3 5 T e = AR S B 28 AR FE (M = 3.086, SD = 1.121) 23 &
TARFH G M = 1.441, SD = 0.660). #(55.337) =—7.449, p<0.001, HAERERIEL TR ARKEEE,
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SR B GE TSR RIS B, T DOA T RS 18 . TSI 1 AR T T e B ok 3 XU Bl e A 2R ke
SRS SR 5 )R S A 1 4. B, Rk 2 153 T IR,

Table 4. Independent samples #-test of anticipated regret priming degree of subjects with different decision-making styles

4. FRIRFENAEWATHGIEENIZE MR 05

ek N A Frif 2 t H P MRE Gt
TWHEN WER 34 1.441 0.66 —7.449 55.337 <0.001 1.776 0.99995
i 36 3.086 1.121

HE— B BT REAS ¢ KIS 25 R I TN S M I IR e B B R . £ HIN R SEAR S #(37.469) =
—3.793, p<0.001; FEEMEEFEST, (27.884)=-3.612, p<0.001, BTG M54 ol GERE hn A
S AR R R I AT BE
3.2. RERAEFIEIR L FERIR M

SoF AN [ e 5 XA 2R R Rk () T S M S AT GE it . R 5 SRl AE AR [R) 9206 26 1 T SEIR e BRI
SR NED .

Table 5. Frequency statistics of delayed choice of subjects with different decision-making styles in decision-making tasks

5. RRES P ARIRENAHILIE R E ARSI

T T 2 SR RS T LA R e e XA
PLIR RUH — —
FEL DG >R 3K BAEERE FEL I >R S BAEERR
JEIRIEFE 6 1 12 10
ARIEIR % 28 33 24 26

N TR A IR M ZE R G R S AT TR SRR . ARYE R ORI s R ek U
FTATSH, PR FRON EE, y2(1) = 12.875, p<0.001; BIHETATS T, S XM 1208 5%,
x3(1)=30.229, p<0.001; AHXT T3 AL ok S KU IR B K, S DI04 1R SR XA P 1K B A ) T 2838 H 1%
o HICR ARSI R LAY S A LB IR IR BRI N B LA 730 72+ 33.3% 1 66.7%; TR IR AT S5
AR TR A SR XU S SR BRI AL 2 0l s 9.1% 11 90.9% . %45 AT K 1 153 T 3.

3.3. RERNIEFHE BTSRRI

ASTA] P S R 2L R Il 1A A IR A AT 5% (1945 J2 0N 7 20 F A DA S A4 6 2] 1) e 566 PR 2 22 G
* 6 fE 7 FioR:

Table 6. The influence of decision-making style on information processing in computer purchasing tasks (M + SD)

= 6. FRR IS FRRRAEIE S M LA RXBIFNE(M + SD)

R A t E S
TR SR ] 14.002 + 5.689 20.964 + 13.044 2.864" 0.685
2R 1.24 £0.62 1.61 £0.92 1.998" 0.469
YRR PR SR S 2.85+1.05 4.06+1.71 3.528" 0.847

s

E: "p<0.001, Yp<0.01, p<0.05, FR.
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Table 7. The influence of decision-making style on information processing in restaurant selection task (M + SD)

= 7. RIBEFESZPRRREIE S M LA RBIFNEM + SD)

R A t eSS

e s [a] 11.111 + 6.505 15.421 +10.782 2.003" 0.481
IR 1.02 £0.39 1.28 +0.66 1.992° 0.476
TR SR TR S 2.59+1.33 3.66 + 1.45 3.1857 0.768

XoF FL i SR STAT: 55 v g 0 2R 6 2 R e 5 XS R A A A5 20 T 2 B 68 P )48 A A o S 0 A Ak
B M FE AT HE IR M GE v AR FEAR ¢ 150 (ILF 6). SEHATHL, sk 1 5, S B s # 1
5 R 55 Hh BT A FH ) e SIS ) S 2 T S R S 1(68) =2.86, p<0.01, MUREN 0.685, IS
R E, WSS EREM T, AR ERfDUA RS, ERIEERAES h 4R F (L 7). 3t
HBRIREM S, AR E TG BT S A R RO 2 Tl R B i3 : 1(68) = 2.00, p < 0.05,
RN 0.469, ML/ E, ATLOARNZZ W, (BRI PRIE; Sk KRN S, S ks
FE YRS I FE AR ARG 21 (1) PR SR P R R TR M R 1(68) = 3.53, p<0.001, FREN0.085. Xf
HAAT I 20T, 5 R BIR RSRAT 5 (R S BRI S F N 17.248, REVEKF p <0.001, FE4)R
k. BHEER: WL RERAE REEmN. SRS, METHEMREE, RiibkskEE
RS FE 2 HE BT AT . SR L, FARFRI Y K ) PR SR [A] 5 SR ) SR SRR FE . [FIIT
AATIAA S B P s BE T v B, R 3 153 T RES

3.4. FHAREHPT{ERKRR

T Bootstrap /56 B B = ORI ) HSREAS o041 e S ECAEE R (Zhao, Lynch, & Chen,
2010), Kx3645 B mfafE, AT 78K PROCESS %2545 4 i 2 12 1E ] Bootstrap 1% T 141 H]
BEATAREG o JEPEREIY 6 WP REASHEAT 5000 RESHURE), MMl H 95% KBS XA #5 BEXEAEE 0
RIARNRE KPR RAEAE N AR &, WRERE A AR, (E 8007 RS, 8 ZRIRE
VSR AE R ) AR TR JE M E N v As i, I & 8 ML 9, G E R, HAEHTMIE M h /BRI,
PR AR S8 I T 5 M 28 R AN A A IR A B I AT N 2, FUER AT 55 B 95% I B AF X R A
[-3.6676, —0.6948], ENHIEFATLS Y 95% 1 B 15 X 0 H[-161.9940, —1.77551 VB 0, KB AVER
o TGP BRRIRE . PRSRAEREIX = AME B0 07 N AR AR g NG 30 AR AL B, A 95%

Table 8. Analysis of each path of the mediation effect of computer purchase tasks

8. MR EESZ PN ZBEEST

ETEE2 3 VA [EN FrifEZ Boot CI K& Boot CI L[}
TOTAL —2.0664 1.1961 —4.4648 —0.8862
Ind1 —1.6987 1.0329 —3.6676 —0.6948
Ind2 —0.2798 0.2802 —0.9836 0.0895
Ind3 0.0148 0.3378 —0.6082 0.7939
Ind4 -0.1108 0.1286 —0.4106 0.0346
Ind5 0.0030 0.0736 —0.1653 0.1397
Indé6 0.0048 0.1446 -0.3331 0.2871
Ind7 0.0003 0.0108 —0.0243 0.0176
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Table 9. Path analysis of the mediating effect of restaurant choice task
=, BRIEEFESH AR BESH
RV NA[EN Vit Z Boot CI TR Boot CI _-fR
TOTAL —3.8163 69.2506 —157.8831 —1.6896
Ind1 —3.5463 64.2115 -161.9940 —1.7755
Ind2 —0.5273 16.1723 —15.4339 1.9668
Ind3 0.2621 13.0626 -1.1791 10.1879
Ind4 —0.4839 14.6544 —19.8141 0.8894
Ind5 0.3721 12.2074 —0.0921 18.4278
Ind6 0.0558 2.6763 -0.3177 1.2869
Ind7 0.0512 2.6656 —0.1393 1.7839

REEXEE 0, WX =METRA L CURITIUY 5 g F ont SR e B i B b AR . DL Z2REEH,

RAT T 0 — A2 B A RS UK X R e 35 (R SN o A 1 P AR o RIDASTR] R SR XA (1A 7 T X
RAAE RIS, SEARRDI TR AR, R T MRIE IR R . A RN % F A
DHTER IR b, ik 4 52 7 E2RIE.

4. g
4.1. RERRAEFTIE IR IZ FERIR G

S5 P A R SR IR AR i 7 28 e S XA — e AR BB R DA AR () A AR A R e o AT 05 7 2 ) e 5
#, AR A T B IR { CRE R, X — S DU R SR A& . AR AR, R 7k
R RTINS TR, S H S 3 7R W S AT 2 /R AT RE N YE BE = & 193 I (Chowdhury, Ratneshwar,
& Mohanty, 2009; Yang & Chiou, 2010), #HT KEMEEHR. Hik, S5WHEREFEEHL, SRR
# A SRHEAT Y SR BB 18] 23 58 £ (Dar-Nimrod, Rawn, Lehman, & Schwartz, 2009), 1E 41 i 708 LB AL
R 7 I P B R S XA IR MR FE G SR SR BRI, R I AR SR XUk B T3R5 50 = (1R R 0T,
BERNEZHIN ARG ICRAT, iR, 2013). Bbol, BARALRSEE A v REik B T 2 FbRUE I T
B2 M HE(Schwartz et al., 2002), IXTCEESGIN T AR SEF LI AORERE, AT BB IR R 1)K A

4.2. FHAEEXIIEIR &R AR

AR T U S M 2, SRR HE DME PR, TR A T RE R PR TS M A A AR
WEIIN A —E R, P RS G 4 n MA S R E R . CHR B RS, &5
B e RS, BRI ERERSE L, BN AR (HR X — 2R AR R
LBV Z ORI, ASLI I AR A H UG R 3, DUERTFURBL, BIRIE 40 MR 5
W Rl T N B EE M (Isen, 2008; Yen & Chuang, 2008). {BAR 1544 /& 18 HHIE 24 /T SRAT 45 RO HLAh R 2%
P ds K B — R G ARG, B R B AR A JRAT T H R AR TR B IR RIS T S (I, 16, 2012)0 BTEL,
Xof T 4 AR B 77 A AR DU

4.3. FTHARBRYPNER

N T 3 P ERRA R P H R RSB e A AR 22 7 A SR AL, A= BN 05 3K &5, R SR (8]
S TINRS R SRR L, I ZRIRFEARIL 1 RS 0 HE SR IR L o BRI A DR S8 i 2 B 0 e SR
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[ FNSEIR B AE B . X R, MmO R R 2 RN TG B L. X 5HT AR
g5 . —%(Chowdhury, Ratneshwar, & Mohanty, 2009). [FIF, SHER 5 X — 175 44 R 20 e 3R XUk A
FEIR LIS R R FIERH, FATME B L7 A FRbR AT, W 1745 B0 107 2OR e SR FE A e s b
ARG R R P REER R A ER s X T A S 8 ki, bk 2, At A1 T I A4 PR 2t sgh
TR, RIS B M A TR, o T ik 3 5 e AR K e s 46 S I T, RIS R AR E iR H
OIS, 25 b, Jestid R b i T00H 5 e 17 46 72 UL 3 XURS RIRE IR 16 #2119k R e B /AR

44. BRRSRKRE

FRFRMRREARET: B, PORRIERER . MRS OGP —H, AU 2N
SFAFRIEIZ), FERE A A B IR R A A AR BEAT SE 06 o (HR T PR AR — R 2R
B T RER BN AN T B i S5 DR 2 (91 7T, 2014). BRIk, FRATTAT ZE B A I A 9] (3
WHEMR, BHRATTRES MBI —FERIEIR . SRR, VDU R A B AN e, mTBLig
YU R 70 2K A RE 7 it S ) 7 9 R SRR S5t

Hk, REAESS AR — P B . 85 S SRR AT ) P ST FE T LA B ok SR I TR
WA RBIECRE, HILE, SR, 2013). BFFEAEREAT RO KA T I SR AL S5 T R ME 55
RS T T S AERBORE 6 ANETE, RE D Bl o SR AR 55 RO (B Bk . FRATARE], AR RS Sk
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