fEabOomEEss.: ®ig, STIESNA 7

=W Fifh

RBIRE: AR E Wik ARB AN, ANIEE ERSEMHEZEEE, R
W, AN A TR R 35 AL B, DU ARSI 23 10 T2 48 25 14 F B
THRE AR AT R, BRI, 55 F 0 TR T RAN MR LA, Ik
FHEHPHE QT RNCIRE. A U AR AR WA T AGNRT. &
WEREEARCERERAREAER ARG b, AATEEANTE. AB5ARRE. BR
WHEHAT R, VR AR IR E FU8 8RR 05 AR AR A KA A AT T B BFH
SERIE TR TS WA IR, TEAL O R AR A R R
AL BEFE. FTHAEAA. URLERBAF EETYA.

LR GARRIN CERER WREE GAIHER

—. 59lE

W RS [F] = ARAH BAE T ) o AR O s A7 A T2 Ak o h, (R ST /E 3 AR R SRt |
I e T B EERIE T IAT N, TR AT 9 MU I B B AT T e A A B LR
R TR T AR ELSRNG BY, (HAE SR ZR R /e B BRI RS T, AU BRI 5 223
FANR, W0RS 5 H B T 7 (s, IXFEA G LT . AL SE 2R e P 2] 1 oK
RSO 0 S B, SER A R R (AR T i o ¢

WA 4 TF AR A B ML= B, iR As 20, (warm glow) (Andreoni, 1990). 77
B APt (Fehr & Schmidt, 1999; Bolton & Ockenfels, 2000). &1 & K I ¥ (Rabin, 1993;
Dufwenberg & Kirchsteiger, 2004). P¥XPRE (guilt aversion) (Battigalli & Dufwenberg, 2007).
G 4rIA[F Cidentity) (Akerlof & Kranton, 20000, LA 44 JE4 (social image) Bt 2% (social
esteem) (Bernheim, 1994; Benabou & Tirole, 2006; Ellingsen & Johannesson, 2008) 4§, X4t
Hg— NI AEAE TR B ARAMAE T (B2 Wieat, M H2 2 <0300 1aKa),
SURAN R B8 T ) O BRSSO AN o R0 S50 e 038 SR I AR NSRRI RSN, ANJ-AT N
] 52 21 A LE S AL AR E S HL (Bénabou & Tirole, 2003) [IUKZ), FEALEM. F5ENGLE. HHaM
5. BB R A EENATT RN, X0 A AR GE 4 B A0 AR thE FURI R4 T Pt v 2
e By, AR B B M B LS R 9Bk R B35 IR (Elster, 1998). ©

TE I 26 55 (0 R B IEAE Te 12 th s & (belief) ST 7EEFRSR CREGILE H gk
KD, S 53 B VT RE B BOLFAT WK « D4 T IR AME GETE R B R Ik - R 2 Mt
WAL, Geanakoplos et al. (1989) (LA N H A AE# &k [ A BERIFR GPS) $EH “.LoBifdZE”

* BT, IR KFEETIIR B LU, IS 250100, HLT{E4H: jsg123000@sina.com; F51f, WARKFEHFHIF L, ik
KR B ek 15, WRBCRAS: 250100, HLTEAS: weiqian1979@163.com. JE K AHRIES I (12BIL014). HEF AL
MRFFERETH (10YJCT790270), WA A A EAIH A HERAE (FYT12096) (Mg, /& B b 2 guz iR ofe s, B
(A YN o=/ R (5" & I E K/

© WEAE (20100, BEMIESE (2012) X ARSI AR EE o

@ Elster (1998) #%¢ T KA &M G4, AAENER. M. PX. FiE. AZE. 5. . K. B, A, A2,
Mo B0 Wl W, 0. PTEAE.



(MRS, 5 S B N R %4> 97 . Battigalli & Dufwenberg (2009) (LL R %k BD) #E/ 3F
P I T GPS HUREAL, $2AE T —ANAT LSR5 S U S U SR 00— AAE L . OB RIS N 5T
ER IR WAL T 40— ) T H o (RO ISR IRE BAG SO R M — AT HESE,  JLAh—18
B MR A T2 T RS SN RN, L5 S S ENARINGES . s S
NP WA B e R —, — 7 PR T X B g S AT i) iR Ak, 59—
I 22 ML PR I N AR B v ey K d R IMB IE, ATZ 52413 LITF G 2R AR NI IE B AT A

RO W0 A S S OIIEIR AT 55 —F 0 T 5 &I S A N 24T h 3L,
FEREAETEEN A, KESNIPCE, ARESS5HSTER M8, LU ARSI B A
RS 3 VUS> S EAH OSSR T s e s & 5 O B SR T B 85 M (VT A 5 N e

AR H OB MR SEA R R

(=) [FE5ESRBEL

R —MEEIR R4 B EE SR RS, X1l ira — R S [ A 1R
ANH]IRE G IR i B IBIANTE 7. BPEAE CARBYAIRD) (2009, 5% 179-185 51D HNA, (HE
Sk EELOHE B P T TS R —FeRES . g 28 AR IR R & (1) IR EAEh)
PEHEFRAN SRS I5 &5 (2) 3diZ; (3D Tkl (4 FUBIEIAZL I ARG S (5) AR
13 BA RIRHERE IS & o 70 AR 2 Bl R R i 22 o8 “ il &5 B 7 Cpropositional attitude),
RIAMAIN g S Fofedi v J8 SI2 (O BEDIR A (Schwitzgebel, 2006

B EAT T HERFE 2 (D EROAT A 8T, A5 & X AN B ] g
fE COREERD vl BORARSkRFA R AT S5 S T BRI, X PR
5 &S A T R B . (2) TS & 2 e e BE A B S OUL S BUEAL, - SCe Ak
2N HAR BRI I3 A 4E (Greif, 1994), 45727 i SUALAS & XA BF S aliat S HE 0 3
. (3) PHEHEUEMEGE S, AMTANIE S AT, REEMWSIAN, XEA S Kt
JEAEE, (4) HWAES, MalRe A R EMM B . HA RS 18X 5 F1H
B ORI A s 8D SR N RSN, 75N b5 I8P s i 22 4 (Kuo et al., 2009).

X IR A S AT S, RS L AT DLERARAS & A MAE T R I — B O RS .
YRR Y TR a6 e KA, 38 AR TE & (EIREA{E & 100 BUIR S AN B 44) flidn 44 3%
355 I, FATRAMEBA S SRIBE SN (Wi . &S HIBEIHL I NPT 75 o
BRUHM. AR T AKES T, IS BEMEE, TR PP AaE i S A&
AT BT o RS SRR e N AR S 2R, BEESEMANTIARAIRSL . — DM AER
B R IE 2 AR, Bk TR ARIE & (Levine, 1998), SiAE4xAT Mt R AR H 115 & i
Fah MEIEEEM ARIES (self-image) H5E&ES, E-FMANGTER A O, HEEG MDA
2 (KBEBO ANF, RIEA A 55, XCH W2 BT RHE S0 m. fEadrskt, mT
A2 MO AR IR EE TP SRAS A, TR R E SHIE S, ARk 8845 & Dl
AN IR 25 B R A SR AR (Akerlof & Dickens, 1982). © HEE fi 25 2 S 35U 1R I w5 Rl

@ Colman (2003) $&H T —ANA [T GPS LR S F Sk o3 Ak 2 H g E Wl L, Camerer  (1997) M4 HiAT A 12814 (behavioral
game theory) [MES LA HTA S SRRBEMR R I L. 5346, RSO R I VF 2 AR A B R4 Ao B I 208

@ (LIRS, ARG QS — S SRR I A TE S, SEAT LMEN — AT, AR 2 b =TT
SRBIENRA RE X IR EE SRR H e S, TR A — DN TR S, B A TS Ao R,
IS &, BT RE AR RS I ZAR B LT o

® Akerlof & Dickens (1982) & B — RS FHA5 S AN BB BT IR STk, 6 I SR R A P



FEEEERI DL, WAES B S I A T30 A BB 5 AR BEAE (Y 2k 38 (Brunnermeier
& Parker, 2005). AVRAEROIE A ZOURT, A S0 28 G R SR R HAT FEEE

FERAFESHBAPL RS, SN RIERNS 551708, — g figrie i BAT
HISR TR TFIES (EEIERE S X E 5 HS I RS0 5 800 28 xS i i LA PR
Sl OILEZRR IR VR R T A S ML T

() DHLREE T SR AR Y

RGRZERE2E R NS HH MR URE T & R 451050 £ GPS (LB ZRIN 2 HE2E
. ZHERBAA NIRRT L GG 03, PR TR A S (URRHER A S XHE

B A LIS ) (0 SR T B IS 5 o GPS ARHEIG R L B IIZE G = (A, AUy, --U.)
WG EEA N=fL N REASEH | O - AFHES A A M 8K

U: B xZ—>R. BIRESEH i 4w 5 (collectively coherent) 5, & i 5HIE & MR
B Cinfinite hierarchies) #¥[A], T =x;_\ X, Z; =A(A) 2S5 i BEHKNES. 5|
[— I E & RN AL S 5 RS RIS IR A T, H—MESEE N B =A(Z,) . —HERR

K E > BY MOHERINEE, ¥ R B0 TS AR T B E @R SR &S

WG A2 DU R 05 & N S AR (A fB R RF— 20, BEPE A PSR vl BLTUYIfb A
S hiE 8, eS8 Z 5 EH IR AR,

H1 ¥ GPS M5 & Rl BATSIRIN “ oI, VF 2 BN 5 S BB L oy 22 B 51 T
AT BOBT, 0 GPS IHEZ HRERL AL SRS PRI rp — LU 58 (5 S MO B AL, TREVF 2 304t
BRE S HABIHLHEER AT 2 5o AERI I 45 PHAE S RAE T VAR 2Rl ., BD X GPS [{IH5RY
AT TR, RAERGE AR IR, TR AL ST IR AN GPS [0 BSR4 A R IR AR 0
WHFEN . BD EEAE=AJ5 X GPS M S M HAT TIRE: (L V& ES. A
WIS AT RIS A5 BA AT LU WPl (20 filfek TR TSR ETT, S5 E A
FERESEMAHME R R, (3) & X T OB SRS, X B TR 5
B, R TAERAMEE N AR, SRR VIR R SRR T AR T o A

BD " J & S0 BE R R Cn U B2 H AT 5D 10 B SCAT o B8 AU Ko O

U =ZxMxS; = R. SAFRET Z W& REIDTEAT, Sk | A S 55 1 g 4R

B MRS5S R S A, S R OB T LR A B
Us Zx M x[T(M xS;) > R, SErh M T Sl T 5500 & O£ 200 70 R A 1

J#l

fetr, S, S ] ML

Battigalli & Dufwenberg (2011) &4t T —AMEE T M5 S A ML &SR 4T % . R
WS HFR= (A FIZEN (B, M t=1;2;..;T, 2 my(z) Fmg(z) HIEZRMMBAT,

10 € A(M) H3K = AHE RIS &, 4, e ANM) ik =75 IR &, BB =4 7455 m



(SR AT 3K =R DU A P R T AU s U (2 M )seeos Mo Mg ) M) o SR IO 8 1y S551K
L6 U (T RS IE T B D, MR RN AT, XA AL A 5
— st IR (kD AT RERICT RTII0 2 k(K <t) s 3k A aT RS e PAEMU O i,

XAV FE AR ZE0iE, AT2RDUAR B OGS, IR S B TR 2 mAT o . AR T2
E S S s AR RS L A 2y, (HIE R %O BRI T2 58 3 AR AN —BM S
AT DUV 22 Y (A S S g L S v T s PR B R R A T 2B, IR PR R A e B 1, IXA
I H R0 AR 2 B b B 7

(=) BRI — R 5 0 B SR 1

1. DEHEZR S G AN5E AA BIE R X 5

O IZRR SRR BARA X NTE T2 55 MR &SR T RA N B A, &
R TR NE A BORERREEA TG BSEAENS A S ENESE L, HMH
FEOL G S IRA R SUEARFR . IEWIFRITIR, (RS HEAR0 R E w2 B g R,
ATEafE BN S 5 A HEA O .. BT DME SIS TE 6 5 BRI L R I G5 &
B, AEAGRNEWT, Z5EMMHREERE (S 5% MEEEBM KA, Bs5%
ARG R O e @ AR, SH5HEARTONGES, EMEER— MRS, Hh
T oA, @GN, TS E5E RIS ARIEREIIMESE, NS EHRER
I R SRR SMER . SISHEZRRE SR RE L VRN RIS 4L & S, S50
SERRTFE IE G M, S Bk A5 & S M A . AN RS g b M & IE B
E&MEE, HREAR S FRIEAE &, AR IR K TP, FeR
HHEBAE NS854y . AL G HZR Rt L AT K B SR OB N = A5
SREAE O HRH R, R R ST TR SRS RS S DA ROW IS @& 5 &, SR 2 By
FEfEE, AMHRBRNS 55 G SN AN R, 5882 RN T FRFEAFE.

2. O HZR ) S i

PRI B & AL 1251028, GPS FIl BD 82 Fr b — Ak 7 4% 45 2% 1) 24 i Wi LA
FREAESHNSHEHE YR . XA EAT T, 507 LB AN A 75 25 RE 1) 1n)
(Attanasi & Nagel, 2007): (1) “fE&IEM” FISAFESR “RIBKIBHIER . 40 irhESn
AN, SRR AR B R . et S 5B RIERAT IR 1 IE A & DL
FAESHIMEE, B RIS o R, AFEERE SRS 2580 B e e
BB ER N, (2) BEFZREIT, CTAGSNESSEBIE, S5ENESETBS 2N
MBS R B — 0BT, b T sIEMATaP R, 58 W RERE BB A 2 5515
STCRREY 2 5 &

GPS $&H T — AN BN A3 B A0 TSRS R an A 39T R 2, (B RV TATE I RIS &
HANSSF B RE. BD $eh T /0B 5 5 367 S o A BT & B ) . (EARSA e
RS GE R B (0—ANIE 252 L2 L BIRAS (assessments), BIAT B R4 (—F) 15
B, AR — Ok EL L5 R A I — AN BT . BD AR BT S
MR IR AN ESR DB S m G &, FES BN BRE LN B 0015t
BamES,

R, T IR I A 2 5 5 RO BRG] A TR, BT LASE AR B A LAk 4t
TZR MG AL . RSS2 BEN, 0 =(0,,0;) ISR SR FAR I S5 2R HT A A



KSHE. 6= A B) ZIUAS 5 i MBS It B 50 5L BB BUR D . 6

JET A ZHER O = 0, x Og ZHFHITH. O KILHF N BRIRE . SRS, fif
BB 5 E I B RIS RO 2 2 0T B ARIREIE R, i O BIRISR G AT EY Bk $¢
AT3h, XA S AR S I Sk LR B IRESE S . 1 B 10 B A sl A XA Sk
SR A HAFIIE, A ATLUEDN O K B — MRG0 A, S HAT AN SCAERAWT . XA Rl LA
G ER A BEA e 5 B PO BT A e (5 B . S35k, BD s s i 0o PR
SRR AV A

= E U IEANIAT A B

BN ZEARASIOAT 3 RG], AUA By T A i 10 S5 247 0 kit i 35 THORA
FEITIYR I A AENLE], AT A EL A8 5% ) SR 25 B AR R LE A0 P SR i o /o BTS2 M e
OE . A2 SO 2 R R ZE N E e sk o MRS ER A8 THT FH I T . 55— gt B AR
BAT VAR AL A OB ZRE,  (HAR DUE SR RO B R T, 0BRSS il R T

(—) ETEEREEIL

Rabin (1993) &1 P i) BB O B SR I8 e s 5 44 P B o IRABHE R 552 53 X i
SRR AT IR E ORREE, X B O & “ 3% (Kindness) #8115 %% . Rabin (1993)
XN H BB 2 535 1 3mSR R

UK@’Q’Q):”Kawm)+be'C)ﬂ+fK@’mH

jri

A EE I (8, 0y) 2 T ARSI BN B I AR T R L BEALHT
M@b)%%%%iﬁj%%ﬁﬁﬁzﬂ@“ﬂ%%@TiﬁjﬁE%%%%@ﬂom%i%m

MI5Ens, b, 2257 i) RIGEIS IR, ¢ M2 i 55T j X i A SIES (I EE).

Dufwenberg & Kirchsteiger (2004) W& & 74 R JE MR B . el ST, H&
W T2 5EHEAAAF P EARNHES, MACREYINGE . XS 538 1R G B R
P M B 2 e N, HAE Rabin P TZREEEAE B %2 T 2 ANTZRIIETE, BT —4 “F
PUH BT RA%S . Falk & Fischbacher (2006) A4t (1) B SRR [ REAE T T BRI ZRB 16 )7
Dok ZIm %, b, Segal & Sobel (2007) %R 43 T3 7. T AN R A FE T &ty B s
T o X AT N5 B 2 OB R E B BRI S A0k, LA {5 Attanasi & Nagel (2007) LU
AT AR LR 3 W BB S 1) O IR R B

ZEWE la METER: 2585 A (BB F1 B REEA) 1EN#ERIRAT 2 B07 (1 SN o
Z 5% A g G B kSR G1E, WHE A NMEIE B 45 R Ik, A QM.
WIR A GRS RGBT R 4 2047, ZJ5H B g A 5 FE0R MG . I SIS IRAT
HIE ME— I TSR R I A EREAEAE, W A gk4l B iR

O MABRAL AT AL IF BG5S 1R T E5F A FT 2 R E, (B TEE “Fb” 3“2 SSRGEML, EFH NN A Thir” 55
XERAL AT R IR LU UK — i, R SO A PRDCE SR R AT TR RS AL AT 0 (K SE IR TS 2 1 R A A R 2 A Bt S MO T
B, ARSI EAARA BRI



PUERS B OB HLAN, RS A 2 BRI, T A RSSO R BT 4 W) 5S4
T FRITR Iy i B AL, B LSBT RN -

ug ((@g.Sg); Bs) = 7g (g, Sp) + O - Eg[Ka: Sl walag, ).

A5 B BBy, 5k B MAUHI OIS . 65 > 02

BRI, E K, Bel B A A MR, 7,0 A KWLM . o it B kK A
DIPTSR, K ME S By = Eglar, | A6EE] o B i A DAAEERT, B 3%
T AT, Hooh o, A BRI B 20500 W&, K, b AXt B i
WL AR R TR . A RSEIGRT A 1B, 1B ISR EAIA T B
BB A (B LT AGSAIIEE). 2 AGAE, Mhth/b% 8 B AR 42, M,
75 A SRR R AT LU A A B A A . I, 1R o, (A GO BB Y « 3%
e M By (RIS B A . WUE By IO B I AL, AT A
[ T

(0,4) (2,2) (0,4)  (2,2+05(3-283)

la T2 BHFMEERRK b FEERIEEER

AXE B “HER” N AT B ISR VSR gt 1 7E{H -

Ka(sa ap) = Eal7gisa, ap]l— 75 (@a).

Ferp AP SAHEIX EATHUES 58 A JEE R B IR K fs /MY SO IR R . FLAAHl, b Edk
ZE AR

K (k&L a,) = 2a,, +4(1—aA)—%(2aA +4d-ap+1) :g-aA.

DRIIEY A JEPRARELIN B RISl Eg[AREE, By] =g—,6’5 o RIS 28 i 4l b

B AT WA b iZEZRIE T A IZAT N RAT TS A A S AR R 1O B S,
AL LSS AR, T2 ST XTLEE 1a A 1b, HAT E S RO L
RS T REANTEGR IO AE A, AL AR S A S S

(=) RES KRS

R BR PO RS ST (¥ RS ARG A0 T AT S R 4 R TS BB U, AP AIR T EEK



I AN DB, 1 i T RN S A BRI o SR B DG T — A ] ST RO RSN -
m:m—@MmﬁﬁWJ—mﬂhnyﬁﬁ%%%ﬁiﬁmﬁm%%%WW?%%%%ﬁuﬂ

Qﬁﬁ%%%@@ﬁﬁo%%%%EﬁWJEQQ%%M%%ﬁ%&ﬁ%@ﬂﬁ%%ﬁioﬁ4

] L (SR T A 2 SRR DO, SEBR AN I S AT A R 40 2R DRI, RIVAFDGS H 28 1R 40 2K 36 %
()RR e 26 rey 1 ) A8 (R WAL 3 RAT PR AR o AMARTEAT A PRSI 2 06 AR IR 2R 5 W A HE FUH, %)
R R ORI U R S 8 MRS, R I 2 EOSUKOP 2 B 115 & 1) (Koszegi & Rabin,
2006). “ Gill & Prowse (2012) £ ANELSLSS g 56 e PE IR 200 ARBERF S A0 K S8 RBAT Dy, U
F#iKoszegi & Rabin (2006) MM Z: A UBM (1) IS, A8 B0 0 BRI T BN KRB RO 4
SRR, Szt R IR S S U 2 RN, (Discouragement effect) TSI ELSE S )y, ORIX
Pt 26 fE 46 0 B B P LA T

5 R BB DN — PP N K RO, I ATt N 38 s S ) B B 45 3 N K
3 A N — A adi T 2O A A SRR, A — N AUk B O A K B I 25 T8 52 0 B R
PATFRIHN KR . Battigalli & Dufwenberg (2007) i OB ZRIBHR T — AN PIK )
— R IS LT BT .

PEE 1a PUFARAESE, BRZEFEN A (U2 BRIZINLEREN, B AWKIREH, B =H%E A
MRS (4 A TEGREE RS W) AT S I AP TRRD o A RIS GHTE B 200
VI — IS &N oy ) JEE T HRITART A X B FIfE/T. X B 24 A 4k8ii & S 4 AF
TWEEN By = Egla, | 4REE] . NI By R T B ANIE A DR T4REE T, B X A X H S
T, IXFE A ERGEIHEMTRGE N 2 -a, +0-(1—a,) =2a,, 2 (44, ME) K
A A KRBEHUME RS - 20, , BIPRRMEDLIOSO AT 25 (dkEE, 70 - (48, ).

B MNP F At A SR TS 2 F, 4 A &R T 4REEERT — 20, T B 76 A

AL A O DI IO BB 2 - 28, FeLL B I AKEUEFRE 65 >0 B MU

A—6520, , WEWFOSURALL BB A, BAT 8 FIZEF6 AT PSR BE S AR R 10 2

ZE R e 2.

(0, 4-0328,) (2,2)

El 2 BERRKRRENEER

@ Koszegi & Rabin (2006) #2H! S M LT (reference-dependent preferences) AU A BB BB R A TE L
uc|r)=m(c)+n(c|r)., m(c) Z#am, n(c|r) ZKBTSmA r 1132 (gain-loss) HUT, ZMAIMEE SR, BA
WA R R “RE”, (BRI REALRPU.



5 ERERIEL, WIKPCERE 4 & S EINSRET IS . O T AR AR, AR EE ()
FEAL S G ROV ARG E R4, A AR TS5 rboxt BRI N &
(=) AREZRLH SRS

M ARAR R SR L NIRRT A FIEN SO, 1 RS2 2 A S X 6, 6%

s CARBRBEAERED, JFHRSAEFHMAN AR WAL, RN 6 1fES ke

TEL a8 o AN AW LA B NN B R IE T PE P3R5 2850, Koszegi (2006a) FRA H I (ego
utility), A4 B IR BRI T5 S 2 TR . A BB 5 AN N B [ B3 DA 5%,
T BEmA M, AMESH BRIEL R (self-image protection) [KEIHLAT H RIE G LT
(self-image enhancement) [KZhHL (Koszegi, 2006a), 1453 & 45 AT 0 1 AT BE 51 A vk S I 2

% Koszegi (2006a) f%4[1) )3 %, Rabin (2010) #EH T —AMA I B B IRA . R%AG H

ﬁ%@k,E&ﬂ¢1ﬁ%ﬂ$@ﬁ%,%E%ﬁ%&ﬁ%u=w—&wﬁg,§ﬁ¢zo,w

SN, e S ARSI A, p ik B CfEKHI TR R, 2 @ =0 M2 E I
ML, 2> 0 BIAy K =47 B B« BBtk =4 R IR TR #1015 S pe[01]
b T e =k > 0 @b MR A EK, WRERMw=1, AMEKMw=a<1l. GIRA
TAEMe=0, w=0, thAGMGIXMMMHEL. XFTAEKLMH®RZ

U= P+ oVil+@-P)ar+ o0l -k . RTAEHBARU = o o = RA TR T P

RIS, @ F1p AR RN PSR B AT PRog 52, T AN P2 a7 SR R T AR 5 0 & iR AU

MDA NF R B O 2T DA HEE RN . AR A Ak AT AT R IR T
Afg, ML T ANTERS A CK%RE. Bernheim (1994) 43H7 17 ATTRAL 230 78 132 A LA 4E
P H S AT A TESIL, VR EAR B WA A O B ZRE, (HSE R A IR — RIS & oMt
f5h#HL. Benabou & Tirole (2006) %%¢ T AAI DA #has A 20 ul {21 G, INAEZRFEABER R
YT T RE SRk B B E . 17 RIS (behavioral agency theory) A A4k A )
PR L 5 [R] B ) TR AT JE O3 B, DTN AR R SRR 2RO B B EVE AR T
7~ (Ellingsen & Johannesson, 2007).

Ellingsen & Johannesson (2008) AL #E4s S HEBIM (% MR B ES 5 E SN HAMNEAFE
H AU, AT 20NN A 2 — AR A TITAE AN, BB AN 10 2 25 A 2
25 T JRE FRE e T B 5 3 R A5 & . Andreoni & Bernheim (2009) JUME B¢ AATT & X gl Aty
NN IR A0, FEREX R A 78 75 SR N 5 o £l DA e 25 adid A7 76 (1) 3 IR R AL 25 B
Tadelis (2011) A AMTITE T NG V21T B A ZE0E ROBRIBIHL, X0 T84 447 h B K.

(9 B S U A AR Cutility from anticipation)

NATTE 0 AR AT B A2 I s 7e i 0, X IR S R DL R o 3P P 3 4 s St A A )
(R H B ARG, W) T IR B BRI IRTT, TRES M m IR 2 R, MR T = IESF
R TRT IS Ak S T AL AT IS bR o S A 35 AN AN A RAT 2 (55 28R R B i TR SR PR i T LA B
B, lnLoewenstein (1987) kS S fEFEVF 2 AMA S G R — DML ZIPAT I AN & — R
JE AT R . Caplin & Leahy (2001) 7 T 0455 B PRALECH BIRERY, e 5ol DG 6 ANiff 5
(1) £ LRI L FNTE RS FRAER BB ML 78— AP SRR 50, MRS — IR 103
WL g AN R T 3RAF I A 2 S E R T00 38 — W sl s AN AR . 2y, = (z,,1,) i



JRE OB AR I EE IR, 2 ARSI R 45RO T IR IORER A, @2
R Ry, R BER S, WP R BN S 5 E AR ORI O e B

V(Y1) = Uy (@) + By LUy ()] o 58— JUIAC IR 7 AN o Pk (A A7 TUALL IR0 8, 0 SR 2 %6

[ T OB S ) 2, = X, (X ARFLFLIRE ). Koszegi (2006b) DAL AR, RBEZITA
(IR0 & 4 I & SR R A M 4 (Y e 5, 305 1 TUAR PP R A I 255 P 3 53 v — e B A8 PO AL o
TERIIE T, AR SE TAEEE 1 IS &M TX 3 2 IR iRt , X L5 & pk 2k
fMgese, ©

AR S PG AN ) A FE AR e s o o R AR AR AL T SE (W R IE , (HR SOARNARRR IR N,
N ) TR AR WA R R SR A SO IR 1<, BURF B [ K 1 PR e, (HOANRE
IR RAR MRS, . 2. B Ik BANERAT HETREE B LR, 28, T
St N (R 25 SN, (Koszegi, 2006b). 7 Caplin & Leahy (2001) ffj3Lfit |-, Caplin & Leahy
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Belief and Psychological Games: Theory, Evidence and Applications

Jiang Shuguang and Wei Qian
(Center for Economic Research, Shandong University )

Abstract: Humans can be motivated not only by material (monetary) payoffs but also by morals,
feelings, emotions or social norms in their daily decision-makings, thus exhibit deviations from the
material self-interested maximizing behaviors. Psychological game theory, based on belief-dependent
motivations, has led to research fervor on emotional decision-makings. In Psychological games, players’
utilities depend not only on the terminal material payoffs, but also directly depend on their psychological
state triggered by their beliefs. This paper systematically reviews researches focused on belief-dependent
motivations. After briefly presenting the fundamental framework of belief and psychological game
theory, this paper summarizes and evaluates belief-dependent essential human motivations such as
intention-based reciprocity, disappointment and guilt aversion, self-image and social image, anxiety and
utility from anticipation, etc. We also discuss the main experimental and neuroscience evidences related
to this topic. It is expected that as the research of belief and psychological games moves along,
researches on emotional decision-makings, trust, institution, and non-market decisions will be greatly
influenced, as well as the issue of multi-disciplinary unification.

Key Words: Belief-Dependent Motivations; Psychological Game Theory; Emotions; Belief-Elicitation
Experiments

JEL Classification: C72, C91, DO1



