FI:'E'I:.\EE-T--H‘TJ-;H

2023 £ 12 A 5%E%E 12 8

FS WD SRAT: 55 vp A [l e 2 BL Y
I HER R

ES

JHEmEAE, MR

il Z | AN EERARERRRESDRARMNNEVRBBAERMN, L ERNEEBE269R AR K E
ﬁ%ﬁfbfiﬁﬁ@)ﬁ%%%%o Eﬁaﬂiﬁ?}:A?gﬁ HBI1BARKRZE, XKA2 CGRBLEE: PTikE
< FENED x2 (WA S, 8D x3 (ERLh: 1:201:3) BUEGSHINRLT, BRH
lﬂijJEULIBLB’QG3§K.H ﬁﬁﬂﬂ’ﬂﬂ%ﬁ%%%ﬂﬁnﬁ%, LjEDHY@ﬁB@ﬁ%ZZ%&UQQ%, =P FXHE—E
RAETTIROERER: BEE. LrE0EREE, SRIEE: (1) BEEIEEERZ2IBBIRER
ESTERPERSN . (2) HEEEPRHINSSEVRINEIUAER K FHAINES . BEEPS
NS RN & ES 22 EIPERBNNZIN. (3) BRLEAVNNRIINHEINAE AT P
EERIA BT BYRNONIE IV B R A
FHEIR | BEIRR; WAL ERAERMAL
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1 Bl

FIEHEZLRON ( Graph—framing Effect ) S HE ARG TSI 2352 2 iy EDE J7 X235 115 B 2w iy 30
%, HINET 2012 R4 . EOBAESRAUN HOEARZHESEALN, ( Framing Effect ) 32—, HEZLEUN
( Framing Effect ) 288 MATEFA TR I 2232 2I(E B RA T8 m G, RiiikE (Tversky ) I
J& 8 (Kahneman ) i AF5E W IHBHEIRIE" T 1981 44 H . HESRALN HATE A M0 20055 = Fh. 4
—FPJEH Leave T 1994 445 H A UK BEBEHESEAL N, ( Risky Choice Framing Effect ) | HAMESLZLN ( Goal
Framing Effect ) FUFAEHEZSUY ( Attribute Framing Effect ) o 55 “F3aMESE (2012) ETFEMHE
MEIERIE Y, A5 T TEHEALRLN . FUBAESERN MRl . 25 =FPI22=mel] | 8% (2018 ) BT URSRAT i

EEEN: ERE, TAIMEAFMIHARE, HRDOE: ENMES,
YESIA: EiRE BERRRESDRERMIDNESOBRAEZMN [J] . PEIMESFRNS, 2023, 5 (12) : 1261-1275.
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TR, X A FE KBS sk . KUR: s . B TSR | AR poR . PSR IR A%

R BNV Z F RS mMAER RN . T8, HESRRUN 23 32 B HE 2 A AR AR 5T 7 T A 52 . HEZE
RON5 K IENAG P AMETE S IEAR G, HERTTEL G (Fosgaard et al., 2011) 5 Ik H2EH FIE A 2
e AF LT T M HE 550 B N8R ( Me Elroy and Seta, 2007 ) ; R4R/K 16PF FhaC M . A Sl
SEASH ZE SmAE ALY, (XITREL 45, 2010) o HOR, GOFBE R MAELLEON . MR T
P, ORI B BOERT, MRS Z B SR KR T F AR 4 ( Charness and Gneezy,
2008 ) o MGDHREREIAOARNFIGERE Lk, OFIREEGIERT, MRS EFUIMEARGE, MbEARGIEKTE
RS, DNITTIRSSHESEAKN, 5 O BIRE BB, MRS A5 B, Ul R i S AT 1 iR,
MIHESRMESR RN, (B =~ 4, 2013) o #RSHEB IR S P sk op (0 PR i R, B SR
HEAT A TR I A A 26 i XU A 30T, (FL AR AE SR T AR R4 At A e R e s oo LR 1B 0 (P 4%,
2018) o FAb, MEHANGAZMN . AH, 4. SURAFZ IS

T EDEAHE SR AN 290 48T 2012 SRR H, OCT R HESR AN R 54t FRe L BB, H
RUBFSE B R TR Sy . 5%, TER . #h2s L DURN PR 20T IR HESRAN (5 . R R FT . B
T (2014) HIE T ARRBRIE ST, BRI 00 S s o 7= e g i . 255 4B, i fa) i
SIS AR 52 . TAE (2017 ) R XU S ARSI SRl B3 T 448 ik, R g R oL,
PSR TP S AR R AHE SRR 3 R ik X SRR R (s BAE B, S0 T 57 0B 145 )E
JIRNE ] 2 A5 S M A AR O SR I T 5T, TBASIR], S5ART. RIS (2018) HTT
TR T AE SO0 52, 52560 45 5 s A B0 R AEAE TR RAT S5, T e R T B
A T S DR S P T AR 1 R RE A TR BR KD HEZE SN . FUAH (2019) HEHESs LB EIE
FEZRREN ARG, 25T, FEA AL SIS R, A ISR, (HAEA 2 LLig i 132 51
TR [AIRR 0 55 5 F T BRBR

FEDRSR G, BT B AR e B B2 TR T2 i A 405 B[R] T B [ P s 4 L . {3
PAFE R R 25056 FURRHE B L SCHRIE A T 4R, EUEHESRRON WITFRE T — 48 0 2L, S s i L)
P KR B, 5 58 DR 2 b (AN ) 2k BRI R > P A RE SRR . b (2012) AYBIFSEH A
DT T AR AR R R i ) BB AEZRAL0 , RAE H & AT h R B2 3 W 2 —, B SC 56 #e v
A PR JE R AL B 5 20 Sl |, i S 5 A T 1 K R B AR il b B K B 1 RS [ SR A S0 A T 6] v
(A T AE BR800

N T A IR AARIE . FEEL BRI =R EIE IR T i BB AESEALN , 2R Rk, B
AR T 100 76, YIREIREE FUZE 100 7T, HREE CZ H IR, i FiE & 57 Bk (7 K
BRI R 2%, 35 KN 8% ) , BB AMRES UMl #8305 H HWR? SEgs il BEHL A AL, il FH P
43 S SR A 3 4 AR T ] ) R ) i S IS g i, el 1 P20 1313 B, AR R Y S
TR BOREE B, IHEHIBREIE XM HAR P 2 . B (1) 2802 X s B BT 2om iid sk H 19
B (2) WZEH Y SRR BT 2o R R 8. IR as 5 g h s (1) 1500 s s ik 48
7 RIFHGRFK, WRIER 3T B AE SR80
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INES (2012) fERJE2MIBEERE 7 ( Kahneman and Frederick, 2002 ) 42485 % 28 124 C 21
WHIZEEF (2001 ) $2H AP P B35 24 51 ( Equate—to—Differentiate ) J5UIU 1935 F 48 1 T I HE 428400
4Ly BRI TASE R ——[RUE 4B (0 55 24 B (GEM ) o AU BE . 45— B 2 R i e Ak B,
B B A g DR A B v, 6 BB 32 K i s Mz e s 5 I BOR IR Ar e, MAGE
PEFE AN E N AT S Al 22 S N AR B, el s S KRR BE LR e e ol (2847, 2015) .
DL GEM HEAIUEF g Re B, YIEITEHEZRRONAFAERT, 2B B/ (1) BT, MERSTES
— i B AR R M A R X IR A T, B X e I >0 g5 A PAG A Ak Ry el A BE R TPAS 5 i AE
S B AARAE ST, R 2E O Y e AR BRI R S S IR, RS X Al
FEFFARER AR 3 H A T e 2o, I T b ) TR B A6 10 5K H AR RE (R4 A 23, & (2) 1
LT, MAFIRELES — W BORAE 8 M IR X R A T4t , K X004 rh B3 ( ) TR 7 Ak kg A
B A RERPEAR AESE I B AHRE TS 0 E , R 2 R A/ NG XA BE T AR 13 3k H A S [ 4L
FEAMAE Y e AR TR AR R S B T R AU, SR ) T B A I s A4 5 3 B
I,

ARSI 5T LI 7% 2 5 IKURS PSR LB AR R 58 (4 B A e SR 4008, B HHPRSR (Intertemporal
Choice ) JEHEM ANMAK AT e R A AR S R TR B R R (90, 2011) o FEEEE (2015)
28 S I AT U B HIL e B AT B R SR AT 55 rh i) TR R D B R A S, HLE A 1 BB AE 2%
NAR R ARG T B ) (RRRUER . BARSE, 2014) | &% ( £3E, 2017) . & (AR5,
2018) | #hZx B (FUIH, 2019) XIAYSEM, SO SCHERTE IS PO RAT 55 th AN [ Uk s (4 R AE
BN . Jih, AR B BISMEERAE T AR (/=2 2006 ) , PRIHGAS SE30 7 4 S g0 b4 K
(3t R A BT R R AE A TR B, BT R TR TR hi A1, B T BB 1) it el 448 i 1 I
Eufil

g5 BTk, ATFRACR Z M B IR SR AT 55— S R IR ST AT 55, K SC 54T 5543 S LA AR Bl |
IEE, HIEEAEIE R N2, BEEBCRI B 5 E N 1 2 15,1« 201 ¢ 3, Ffaili
PG BRI R P ANERE , PRSI AT 55 O W] U sh L (0 R AE S0 . B T LATERF R 45
PMAR LRI B (1) ZFETE AR 2 B0 5 PSR AT 55 Th A AE FUE AE SR, B 4
JE SR BA TSR SRR A AU o AT 1] T R A AR R 5 SR AT R0 24 e 1) T R B 3
T, (2) ksl esgmis et . st gl m AR T i ) TR B eI, (3) B Le il 25 52
BEWIROE: 1 2 1501 = 2801 ¢ 3 =REDEEIT, BIEHESERREPI P Z BIFFE2E 5, KIE
TR, AN AR b o) T 4R BB R 0

2 MRAE

2.1 FsLLa

2.1.1 #ik
RS 28 BEHLIRSE 269 4 AR RS2k, SISk 20 (325 SR ] K Bl 48 i TR S, A 240
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AR (B 107 4, @tk 133 4) , FH4ER 22.08 (SD=1.68) %

2.1.2  FIRAUZRANAH

(1) SEmphkl

RO G B IR AT 55 RIBPRIBIA N AR, IR H G AEIR o (] 3554 30 K5 SEI00 Y 4 AL 15
RUEF 220508 10 5T 20 J6. 30 T, AER 2RIl 75 e R B 22 5 BLilt B389 10% . 15% . 25% . 35%.
50%. 75%. 95%. 125% “FL0f (Liu, 2013) , 40 1 fis.

=1 FBSRBEHRKREE

Table 1 Pre-experimental intertemporal decision problem

R 42)5 (o6) ER A (JC)
10 11 115 12,5 13.5 15 17.5 19.5 225
20 22 23 25 27 30 35 39 45
30 33 345 375 40.5 45 52.5 58.5 67.5

(2) SEEAHS

TE R B R AR

2.1.3 [RBIESF

i IR B A TR e B AT SR AT 55 . AU IIE X0 B BH DL AT 55 0 TR . SRkt IR 2 B e
o (= AE% RIEE, 3= AFE, 5= AE%IEE ) XoF B AT A GE 3R Bem o o ) F BE UEF T PR 4, e
PR AR, P MR B o 3 R I B o 22—l B2 i, — vz
— R R AR M AT 45 R I SR AT 55

2.1.4 ¥BIESH

fdiFH SPSS 24.0 B PE R, A TREA TG

2.2 1ET\3ELH

2.2.1 #ik

POR W BEHLIR TR 134 AR KA, B 19 63 2 580 8] 52 4 i TC 08U 5 . 64 115 44
Yok, Hh B 26 4, P89 4, FIYLEM 21.98 (SD=1.24) % . FIR 27% & 1 e ok 30
PLAE st shHL Bk, b 64 &, Hp B 184, &tk 46 4. Wik B0k, SR S (5%
BrEWL ) ) IEH .

2.2.2  FIGAUZRANAH

(1) Sk

K T.Gjesme Fl R.-Nygard 1970 44, mF& E.LOHFR T 1988 4ES 51T sk shbl =
BITHL (AMS 38 ) o BEFRA 4 45900, 5308, WA R & 158, 208K s
(4 AL G R T S AU 0 P25 2 i 3R N — B (B BE 4090k 077, 0.87, BERI o REL
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H0.720 535, SER LA A AU BB DR AT 55, Ik 2 R .

F2 EXLWEHRKEB

Table 2 Formal experimental intertemporal decision problem

BT 55 EIE AR EIE L g SRR R
N . _ , JE L]
AR 10 JC vs30 KZJ 15 78 P L 1s 4
4K 20 JG vs30 K227 25 JG x AR x 115 x ﬁﬁig
4K 30 T vs30 K2 37.5 70 FEIE 1:3 )

(2) SEHAfs

SRR AELRAT E-Prime 2. 0 (HLIN FIZ1T, BRE8K/NHK 1555, 438E%H 1920 x 1080,

223 ELEiEit

SEH AT IR, Y 2 CRRIA4ERE . &, BFE) <3 (EDELLGI: 1: 1.5, 1: 2. 1: 3) x2
(BCHEEhpL: . %) iR G#E, Ha Uty skl As i, Y Lo R s i 4k B il iy Ag it
PRI St Ry BB S I A BB . — AT SRR 1l — AN RS 7E T SE g B BB IRAR, S28e— AR 1A
FHG "R A BRIE L SEg =SB T AT S R T S BT 55 S AR R, K =R AR Y
SRR, BT

224 THRERF

ST, EE MO B A S FEALL GBI B AL SRR, Ol E e s s bl R
e i, G, SRREDNRRER “+7 (800ms) | 30 P& — RIS ML E R AR E
ALK S B (500ms ), SEATHEEE RN

BT, PRI T R AE A0 S A 2R 2T 5B 43, RISEHE S8, RS AT R N .
BB PR A F BRI LR R IR “+7 (800ms ) . =RhIEIE A =Fh Lol (5 B ke S AT 45 1l (3t
95k ) , PiRaBE (500ms) o

G BTBEEHRE , BB AR S, R TIERE . w2 B DL R T AL S R A TS
B PR E I = A HIORIE S B A, A BILURIE R AR HE R =R R AR 22 30 0 s R e 1]
DL s iR A R L, BI1 2 150 1 2 2801 ¢ 3 DURMHLBI R IAIE S, H 63 skIF A, ke, 1Ed
ME R BIATEHALRER “+7 (800ms) LLKABE (500ms) o 10t s el R, S Kl
w4, 55 R Bea, SRR 32 B EDE S T Ui il sk
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KRR
(800 ms )

N 1L TR PRI A SR
fim‘{' Efi R IR A A5 7
i 1234 BEHEAT SN

LKRIR
(800 ms )

o
(500 ms )

2 ST A AT RS
SV B P MR

2 1234 BEEAT SR

4 FE—ESEWRE

Figure 4 The first part is the experimental

LEIR
(800 ms )
fiak g (oT)
375
RN B B 30

e F. T BT R Oppon oot
é‘xii)éﬁfr\ﬂ

R
(500 ms )
LRIR
(800 ms )
5 i o
B, AT RO AKX

&5 F_E4HLIiRiE

Figure 5 The second part is the experimental process

2.25 B
WCAERE ARSI . (4 SPSS 26.0 AT RIRGE . 7 2250 S Ge i 15t 0T . e Bk B (75
) fE MBS G, BRG] (1 ¢ 15,1 @ 2. 1 ¢ 3) . SRyE4EE (BREAA . SRyEmta ) 18 kst
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RN, RSB e 85 B A e T A vk BN
3 IRER

3.1 FSLWHARLS

IRZHEE Z TG ZORISERATESS, W 3 . AR5 1 RIRFESOAAKATE] 10 J0, HER L
30 RZJEA33] 15 70; E55 2. RIRSIEIUNARAGE] 20 oo, FERFESCY 30 K215 25 70; 155 3:
RIS eI 4> KATE] 30 oC, FER PRI 30 KZJ5145] 37.5 JC.

#*3 BREEXLBREHRRES

Table 3 Select a formal experimental intertemporal decision task

B (CHSESY ) FERMEMEE (HSIESY ) EIERREIER AR IR AR

1145 1 3.01 3.47 101 139
142 3.38 3.08 137 103
f£% 3 3.22 3.20 127 113

3.2 IET\LWIARLES

32.1 E—: BRESRRRBIVIE K EEEE
XA RSO Sl AILE 7 B JE o BEERE SO ) RV e OBt AT 1 e v geit, a5k 4
PR

4 BRERAEMENENERIERE

Table 4 Intertemporal selection of different achievement motivators in the fan chart

. , SRR A
SRS KIE et SR R
1:15 1.88 + 1.12 2.32+0.98
[ 1:2 1.82+1.29 221+ 1.04
1:3 1.68 + 1.25 1.97 £ 111
1: 15 2.13+1.20 2.07+1.14
{8 1:2 2,00+ 1.16 220+ 1.16
1:3 1.57 + 1.28 2.00+ 1.11

DASEIRAESE . PR L gl Az i, SOt sh Do gl A i, B e gl KON R AR H AT
SR 7 225007, BRI 5 iR

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0512148 Www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc
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#*5 BEEXBEEEREHRENMN

Table 5 Influence of independent variables on intertemporal decision making in fan chart

5 SRR F Sig
LB 0.00 0.958
FEE L 10.94 0.000
R E A 22.81 0.000
T et * st sl 0.42 0.662
SRIRAERE * O sh AL 2.44 0.123
KT L A5 * iR R R 0.84 0.437
FDE Le ] * smii 4 + st sl 2.76 0.071

MAe s vl IE W, R S50 3%, F (2, 61) =10.94, p<0.001, 7°=0.264, 5&iH4EE Y
TR EE, F (1, 62) =22.81, p<0.001, 7°=0.269. &I HARTIAPEIE LG, HoE4E R R0k il
B = ARG RE, F (2, 61) =276, p=0.071, 7°=0.083, B KL G, SR8 4E 5 AUk s
PLHEAT R RO 73BT o BT

BCEE SHLALE TR L 5 R0 o8 24 B2 20 ) ) 7S S KT B T A ni AN Wl 3. [EUTE LU B2 el B LN
SRR ZAE B 2H LAY DU K RO fRT BSOS b, W 6 TR, TR 300 Bt s A L s i s i) i i) 7 B
B, F (2, 61)=3.63, p=0.033, 7°=0.106, [EIJE L0 7E ik sh MRS I £ 45 s A o BLaic Iy fnb 2,
F (2, 61) =9.00, p<0.001, 7°=0.228, Z:faj BRI A nl 0, Sl ShAL s 2 7 i Ja st (7] 4k 2 1sf 7 30 ]
LR 1 1.5 B RIBETGE BB B FRIE B 1 ¢ 3 B RIEEI RS, p=0.009; A
SEEh ML A S R I AL 4 B i B B R Lo 1 0 2 A RIS SEI0 g Bk B0 B R TIRIE LB g 1 2 3
RO BRI R EL, p=0.041; BUSEIMLAL 7630 I8 S8 4E BT B BIRDE LFIh 1 0 1S [ EPE e
PRB WK TEIE LG 1« 3 B RIBBET A PR IREL, p<0.001; BUSEENHLIGE FEsm I8 4 Bt BE i B
FIRDELLBI 1 2 2 (EIRETGERR S B FERIE LI 1 2 3 BB EI 2R AL, p=0.004.

6 BERLLGIEMMIARREE FHERITER
Table 6 The results of the analysis of the difference in achievement motivation and emphasis

dimension of the graph ratio

SR 4 SR VB 5]
% s it A HyfE 2 . P 151 HyfE .

(1) (7) (1-]) '8 (1) (J) (1-)) 8

1 : 1.5 1 :2 0.06 0.607 1 :15 1 :2 0.12 0.168

f=n 1 : 1.5 1:3 0.21 0.105 1 :15 1:3 0.35" 0.009

1 :2 1:3 0.15 0.288 1 :2 1:3 0.24" 0.041

1:15 1 :2 0.13 0.276 1 :1.5 1:2 -0.13 0.143

1K 1:15 1:3 0.57 0.000 1 :15 1 :3 0.07 0.632

1 :2 1 :3 0.43" 0.004 1 :2 1:3 0.20 0.101

it VI 24K P SR S AL AT HE A ZEL IS 74K o 0 1 BASBNE A i el 4 A st s L ey UIES e
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Bk 1 1.5 RHRREARN B3, F (1, 62) =16.92, p<0.001, 7°=0.214, 58¥E4E R 15 Mt shl s K e
FeBih 1 : 2 BRI B B, F (1, 62) =10.69, p=0.002, »°=0.147. S@iH%ERE et ShHLE B
Fefil iy 1 3 BRI BN %, F (1, 62) =475, p<0.001, 7°=0.033. SmiE4E R/ st shpLI iy &
FELFI N 1 2 3BTRS B3, F (1, 62) =9.09, p=0.004, 5’=0.128, ZFjEARN /Mol H, W&
BESIALE FEEIE LL B 1 0 1.5 B 25 R s (] 0 B Bt 28 350 3 436 VR 50 R 56 A0 45 A1 T RIS 326 53 11

PEFRREL, p<0.001; st sfLEFERIE LLGID 1 2 2 WA S5 PR 1a] 4 B Pt e 28 U005
VA B B e I A BERR R, p=0.002; st shILEAE L LLBIo 1 2 3 I 75 S5t ik [a] ) BV e 150

TEREUCE 0 K T 8 A A B B I R B 2L, p=0.033; (RS ShHLEFERDE LB 1 2 3 BhE 2
SR R S ) ) BB SPE T 8 3R VBRI 8 A iR A 4 AN RIS BRI A Bk B, p=0.004, L5 7 iR,

F7 SRIAEEERMIVAMERILG EHERSTER
Table 7 Emphasis is given to the results of the analysis of the differences in the dimensions of

achievement motivation and graph proportion

. , S R A P2 .
BUR L [EITE L1 4 (1) 1 (1-]) Sig
1:15 SR s} ] -0.44" 0.000
= 1:2 S s} 8] -0.38" 0.002
1:3 AR s [A] -0.29° 0.033
1:15 G s} i) 0.07 0.561
1% 1:2 S 8] -0.20 0.113
1:3 S Fisf 1] -0.43" 0.004
3.2.2 LI ASRE RN FE BRSPS B S £ 1F
FASTR] B sh AL e A b ] R R HE R RN 52 T B9 RO B R BOHA T T fid e g i, g5 8

J7R o

78 AIRER AR ENILE B HREE

Table 8 Intertemporal selection of different achievement motivators in the coordinate chart

. , R 2
RSl EIE L il e R
1:15 1.85+ 1.13 2.03+1.14
B 1:2 1.91+1.14 2.06 £ 1.10
1:3 1.76 + 1.26 1.91+1.16
1:15 1.77 + 1.33 1.97 +1.07
1% 1:2 1.97 +1.25 1.87 +1.25
1:3 1.73 = 1.17 1.70 £ 1.29

PASRIHAERE . R LLBI o BN A i, st sh Lo Bl Az i, BV eIt e F O A2 i A T
ST 22000, GRRINE 9 Foi.
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=9 BEZEXLIREFERRREZM

Table 9 The influence of independent variables on intertemporal decision making in coordinate chart

5 SRR F Sig
LB 0.10 0.751
FEE L 430 0.016
R E A 2.33 0.132
T et * st sl 0.11 0.894
SRIRAERE * O sh AL 1.32 0.255
KT L A5 * iR R R 1.27 0.284
EIE L) * s iR AE R * st shal 0.83 0.437

Mol IFE W, R S50 3%, F (2, 124) =430, p=0.016, 7°=0.065, £ HAE
TR E o BOSETE LB B8O 387 28 H A, 55 an /s 10 Fis,

F 10 ERLLEIERR ST

Table 10  Graphic scale main effect analysis

EE L1 YifE 2 S
(1) (1) (1-]) e
1:15 1:2 -0.05 0.421
1:15 1:3 0.13 0.062
1:2 1:3 0.17" 0.004

AR, MEDE G 10 1.5 B EPE IR B EOR TEDE LLFIE 1+ 3 BRI 650 A e R B,
p=0.062; HEDELILEI 1 2 2 BFEPE R R A R TEDE LG 1« 3 B RIEH S0 e BRI 2L
p=0.004,

323 L= HEEPAREBMINPE BB %EF

XPAS [ BGEh Sh AL TR A A [ vh B AE SRR 5 e I Y BRI BG4 T T i PEge i, 452k ande 11
R o

F 11 ERERAREAMEIENEREE

Table 11 Intertemporal selection of different achievement motivators in the bar chart

. . s A 248 2
IS FIE L] A T
1: 15 1.53 + 1.40 1.88 + 1.23
[ 1:2 1.62 + 1.28 191+ 1.19
1:3 1.65 + 1.23 1.76 £ 1.16
1:15 117+ 1.21 1.33£1.27
{18 1:2 113+ 1.25 1.27 + 1.39
1:3 L13x 116 1.10£1.35
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PASRIEAERE . IR LL BN BN A i, st sh Lo Bakla) Az i, BIVRE eIt e RO A A A T
S 7 225007, AR 12 R,

12 BEEXNHERESERRREZI

Table 12 The influence of independent variables on intertemporal decisions in bar chart

5 SRR F Sig
BB 3.23 0.077
FEE L 1.06 0.349
R JE 4 6.49 0.013
I et * st sl 0.84 0.433
SRIRAERE * O sh AL 1.51 0.223
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Graphical Framing Effect of Different Achievement Motivators

in Intertemporal Decision Making Tasks
Cui Xiaojie

Guangxi Normal University, Guilin

Abstract: The purpose of this experiment is to explore the graph-framing effect of those with different
achievement motivations in delay discounting tasks. In the preliminary experiment, 269 undergraduate
students were recruited by questionnaire to determine the decision-making task of the formal experiment.
The formal experiment is divided into three sub-experiments, all using 2 (emphasis on the dimensions:
the amount obtained, the waiting time) x 2 (achievement motivation: high , low) x 3 (graphic scale: 1 : 1.
5,1 : 2,1 : 3) mixed experiment design, recruiting 134 undergraduate college students to participate
in the experiment. The subjects were asked to select immediate or delay options in 63 random pictures
of decision-making tasks and analyze the data with the selection times of immediate options as the
dependent variable. The only difference between the three sub-experiments is the graphic shape of the
experimental materials, which are the sector graph, coordinate graph and column graph. The results show
that: (1) There is a graph-framing effect in delay discounting tasks in sector and column graphs. (2) In the
column graph, the number of immediate choices for those with high achievement motivation is greater
than those with low achievement motivation. (3)The number of immediate choices when the graphic scale
is small is greater than the number of immediate choices when the graphic scale is large.

Key words: Delay discounting task; Achievement motivation; Graph-framing effect
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