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o (Simon, 1986).
P9 (decision making) 5t & A H S MY , . .
BT A 20 {42 50 Mk, 2450
BIEAE ST (R, 2006), AT PRI 20 HEC S0 AN i

60 SHF5E Weber & Joh 2009), R4
NERI TN, WA R T O 0Lk (Weber & Johnson, 2009).
i~ OB AA B, RGeS T — 52 iR, g
FEGURR o SRR [ AP B B9 i AT W — 3 e A 3% (Herbert Simon, 1978 4; Maurice Allais
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AE I 1o UL 5 B S Ay A A i (BRSRAT 55 IR AIE | Bk
HBVRRAESE) S TR AR A SR, RIS
U I DR R

UTAFR, BEAA PSR I T8 B R B9 (A
Ji&, WHSEE AN LSBT R P e ) B W6
Fic s Ho, WREHEAR th THAFEA LS, B8
Bt SR A A B AIE T R — T BT HOR,
HR Bl H AR Ay 45 78 BRSREAT O (9 0 BEAILARD, #5758
RN S DA T A T E TR

2 A ARRRFARAFRRKIIE?

21 MRRRIEMEE!S

S 0 v ROk i O N S T S W~ S S
45 5 (outcome-based) I FFT I A FNEE T U3 T 72
(process-based) B 5T 52X (Svenson, 1979; Weber
& Johnson, 2009; Johnson, Schulte-Mecklenbeck, &
Willemsen, 2008; Riedl, Brandstitter, & Roithmayr,
2008; Schulte-Mecklenbeck, Kiihberger, & Ranyard,
2011) Fir# H OG5 i i A~ 11 40 (input-
output data), i 434 I BRAT R B 5 A R 1) 401
AL (goodness-of-fitting) S PEA 5 B0 ER A | 1X
BRI NS WP R, R
(Expected Utility Theory; Luce & Raiffa, 1957), il
HH PH % (Prospect Theory; Kahneman & Tversky,
1979) 55 R 10 P 5 310 90 02 26 T X R i 5 i XA
DL A4 1 RSB (Glockner & Betsch, 2011){H 2, X
PR FE A B A — R BRPE . &5, R
XA TS S ARMESEAT A SRR LB, 5 AR
BhF AR H K W 1 92885 1T (Schulte-Mecklenbeck et
al., 2011), RZIEHT, FHERFETT NG REE
% 48 22 R AR I T g R, T ) ) AR A 455 28 1 fit A
N4 il (Weber & Johnson, 2009; Johnson et al.,
2008); Lk, XA 2O R Y IE B R RE A
TERIME, 2492 B ke 54T O 5 A6 AU S50 AR 5 N, TH
B AU AT DL 5k 5 | 3R 1Y) R BSCR AL AR S A A L
B, 3O e A A o LSk e ——8r L3k
A Tk, TEIE AR AR b 2 AR RUIE £ (2R 47 4,
2009; VEVEZ, ZE4F,2012), A, W2 ERN
— i, ETERIT KRN PR R — T
7 k2 e A 1 3G W) (artifact) (Franco-Watkins &
Johnson, 2011), & Fr sy FUZFHIE | J5 225
WraEGe it o7 i 25 R4 A8 B (WL SR AT 55 sl e o
YRR 5 7 (RS A 2R B E R (Weber &

D
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AN

§

Johnson, 2009), T Jf3F A B S B iy «pe 3t 78
VFZ BRI i B BRI AFTE S BRI 22 5, {HA)
X e ok 25 S A 25 AH [R] A9 50 (Johnson et al., 2008),
PR G AE SR 0T % Ji AR T8 D 653 758 S AR e b 40
BRI AR, AMAIBA RS A HL K 5 0
BRALH S B AR T I AR . Bian, Mk
LR FORE, BB IS (Cumulative Prospect
Theory, CPT; Kahneman & Tversky, 1979; Tversky &
Kahneman, 1992)illiT & IE&FIS4L, BEASIRLFHL
PUEPERER, BRATE—D U WL (Glockner
& Herbold, 2011; Suter, Pachur, & Hertwig, 2015),
AR, B K 2 50 il i e B2 45 SR R 8 o AT
OR300 B T 0T ER A A T G A5 2R T b T
AR TH TC 75 U8 B e S Pt 2 15 B AR T 20
FrULR s &S T M E T B . SEBR b, AR
ZHET I RO TERR Y], R BIRER RN
T3 B8 BT UG 0y R A 2 AT AR R (Schulte-
Mecklenbeck et al., 2011),

HETERNAFRIEAANE, TR
7% 7 20 B 2R A i R 25 R 2 ] & A G
B, BB HR T 5 190 B33 2 (Svenson,
1979; Johnson et al., 2008), 3T i F2 M5 TG X
BT T O BT R N . WEANE B TR
THEET? ) REHFAPRE PR RPRE@: R
RAR B SRR SREH JR T 2FE 12127 ) TR
I TR (40 s PSR e E A 4, R EE A
27 )AEREER R, IR R R R e
Il et B EE, XX . AT AR L rh DR A
AT A 56 (Weber & Johnson, 2009), A% a4l
P A B, A AR B R RO e A Lh B
55 UF R AT M UEYE, AR A% B I b R
R S5 0 B R, B IE M [ 25 A 28 5T 3 N ]
fif B 5 7 X — i B (Schulte-Mecklenbeck et al.,
2011),
22 RIFPFAREARARIEFHRD

R TSP PR SRR (B R, BRI AT R R
T ZMA R e i BRI AR, B3 0L
:(Protocol Analysis). i} 75 4% (Thinking Aloud)
(Svenson, 1979). F3/j{7 B8 4E% (Active Information
Search) (Huber, Wider, & Huber, 1997). 15 8%
(Information Board) (Payne, 1976). FARSZHKE
(Mouselab) (Bettman, Johnson, & Payne, 1990). [tn
B B (Mousetracker) (Spivey, Grosjean, & Knoblich,
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2005). HR3h#: R (Eye-movement technology)%s .
AT Hofb ok SRt Al B AR, AR B A B
FERE
221 FZFHH

AR S ARTTLL A 4R . JE b ie Bk 1)
PR, BAARE SR . R T
FRIE BREARAE AT S 0 e S AR AR B 7= A= 5, )
m, s Rk TR g IR Rl e A O
HELER R, — AR — RS A S A
O AR AE AR 0BRSS 6 2 1k R S ok
G B HERGEk, HEMEEE, MADERE
R B A CIE R gk, H R R A iR
A8 PIRE B, WA s BAR A HER K
VRGBT, il eEREERNFEE
S, K5 BE fE BAR (5 BARTE) 8l Bbr s i
FRX(EARE R EE)EEBANFEREANE X
W EAR GRS TR R R, Xt
R Y 2R LR SN EEI O N By S P/ S Loy i)
P 5% 3 7 (Glockner & Betsch, 2011; Schulte-
Mecklenbeck et al., 2011), AR hH R £ T K
BRI B e SRS B AR RS R IR BR 132 3
Bk, —4 M, HTRREIA G ZE—FTEIN
FIAT R, WA S v AR k4 o ol i A IR Byt AR
(Russo, 1978); 7 — T, WA MESERM, MEIR
g AL A B X 84T O T AR 2 AR /)
(Gilbert & Gilbert, 1942), [Hitt, ik H A FEE
ERRR, IR AR MM . T iz
B B AROIRES T PR E PR R
222 EREEIZ

MRS+ AR MG EE T4z . AT
FRIA BR AR XS S AT . SEge 45 . LT
GRS, Flan, BAREREE. RirE s
TR SR i b AU BRA S8 B S BAT 55, TR B
Mk, FEME . A TR IR B A
B R KSR RE J, B e A TR SR L
WO R SRR AR, RSB AL
XPSEHFREE | SEUR AT 55 RS B X SRR RRIA I R
il 523K (Russo, 1978), B FH AR ERE, WR3H{L
PISREERE | (45 . RIGMAEAREIRS, R
ARAAGE FI T 52 50 % e SR AT M AR 9Y, ik AT
HALM MG RE R, RiEH TE30 . %)
BATHPRR TS . RBHAR WIS TR 45
ANFEZEH BTG, ASUAT LI IE 5 A

AT, WA, JLE.. B4IL. K
Pl BEAG FR AEARR ATE SR AT O, R L
L2 B P i P SRR 7T TP (1B, 2013).
223 XEFEEZH

e 3o AR S AR AR IR e S A 5 A £ R
R, FE AR 348 b L BE S w5 )
FRAE, SCRE S e 58 5 2 %) I )RR A1E . R 7 s
5 BRI T B2, SCRE B AR B I T
(Gléckner & Witteman, 2010), 40 . X 3(5 8%
B 1T i A A A EORT DA s e 3 3 X AR R B
A I i 1 AR EE, AT AT LA i £ R B
TGAE YR P A ™ B M AN 2 (Hristova & Grinberg,
2008; Kim, Seligman, & Kable, 2012; Meiflner &
Decker, 2010; Reisen, Hoffrage, & Mast, 2008; Su,
Rao, Li, Wang, & Li, 2012; van Raaij, 1977; Wedell
& Senter, 1997) . X H {5 8 ol 3 0 1% 73 40 BT
BT AR 4 TR A AT DS e SR A
SECE IR I R BE, DT AT LAHE B A L B 5
T P55 P Y A % E B (Kuo, Hsu, & Day, 2009;7E
YEZE, Z54%,2012; Su et al., 2012), HEH XA
5 2 VR VR B L A R R BT ) L ), R e T
MR 155 X DR SR I B B TR, MRS B AR
W 1§ Z 0% (Horstmann, Ahlgrimm, & Gldckner,
2009) . HEFFELAL L A SRR B A A
BN PSR AR TP 3 A T LS R TR SR £ R A4 T
(A s T/AEHI I T) (Glockner & Herbold,
2011; Glockner, Fiedler, Hochman, Ayal, & Hilbig,
2012) FEMUIGUT AT LA S etk 5K 357 BT SR T 4 TR 3R 3
W, ) W7 ke 3 3 R ol S 1 3% 30 1Y (alternative-
based) i J2& FE T & 14 1Y (attribute-based) P& 5 5 W&
(Russo & Rosen, 1975; Russo & Dosher, 1983),
R 1ok R v L R/ 728 A o BE A S R SR 1R TA
SN T A7 A RS E ) A2 K (Beatty, 1982; Partala
& Surakka, 2003),

3 ERENILAR NIRRT IZER LT
A9 ST Ek

FBAE 20 t40 70 4448, Russo 1 Rosen (1975)
BUIT a6 IR B R B ] TR sk 5 b o it )E,
22 1 BIF ST 5 K MR Bl B A R T ke S A5 14
5% " (Orquin & Mueller Loose, 2013), 7EHR zh4i A
BB T, TFRENT T M T fE B Bt
(Milosavljevic, Navalpakkam, Koch, & Rangel,
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2012; Orquin, Scholderer, & Jeppesen, 2012). 15 &
5 P /Y i & (Chandon, Hutchinson, Bradlow, &
Young, 2009; Reutskaja, Nagel, Camerer, & Rangel,
2011). {5 B fifj i (Horstmann et al., 2009; Lohse
& Johnson, 1996; Reutskaja et al., 2011; Russo &
Dosher, 1983) . #5 ¥ Ji&F (Fiedler & Gldckner, 2012;
Russo & Dosher, 1983). 25 [ B (Russo & Leclerc,
1994; Krajbich & Rangel, 2011; Krajbich, Armel, &
Rangel, 2010; Krajbich, Lu, Camerer, & Rangel,
2012). BRI ME (Horstmann et al., 2009; Siitterlin,
Brunner, & Opwis, 2008; JEFEZ:, 2247, 2012),
B/ 5 58 28 8 4 (Horstmann et al., 2009) ., H}[A] &
J1(Pieters & Warlop, 1999; Reutskaja et al., 2011;
van Herpen & van Trijp, 2011) HEZLS W (Kuo et al.,
2009)., £ #0U% (MeiBner & Decker, 2010; Orquin,
Bagger, & Mueller Loose, 2013)%5 4 K 2% 2 40
S DR SR TH A IR S, 7E T X DR SR AT Sy 7 A 5
W FY o AN, WA RETEE K, R3S A
Box AT B e R AT, AR S
J¥.(gaze cascade effect) (Shimojo, Simion, Shimojo,
& Scheier, 2003; Simion & Shimojo, 2006, 2007;
Glaholt & Reingold, 2009,2011; Glaholt, Wu, &
Reingold, 2009; Schotter, Berry, McKenzie, &
Rayner, 2010), 7EHR 33 AR WS8R T, #90
REHE R BT RE S TE — E TR 1 M P ok
2t W (Parnamets et al., 2015),

XUERF I O US T A E BUR, BB AT IR
AHE T ff TR AR . AN, AR R IR B4
AR By 3 FH T B0 UE RN LA [R) e SR e 1Y
AN RHBCERTIOI,  MIT A2 3 T R SR o A e 1
SEHURJE o T FRATTHE TR AR A 2 R Sh AR 2 gy
RGBS DR R o P LS AR TR
3.1 AMEMRFKIEIL vs. FEFMEMRKIER

DRSPS 5 AR AT LU R 43 Ry A R R b
£ W K25 (Birnbaum & LaCroix, 2008; Johnson
etal, 2008; VEFEZ4, BREVEE, 4527, 2010; 5KFHEH,
GRAmEE, WRATHE, R, 2227, 2014). AMEMEE L
SR ik A rhOE T A A AR R AT TN, R AU T
FT A I R AT B AE, #MEM PR B
11 83 ) {8 (Expected Value, EV)3 it . WX H
(Expected Utility, EU)#i>(Edwards, 1954; Savage,
1954; von Neumann & Morgenstern, 1944), R
HAEE IS (Cumulative Prospect Theory, CPT; Kahneman

& Tversky, 1979; Tversky & Kahneman, 1992)%,
AR, AEAMEPE DR SR BRIy, S R T
RE SR A BRI, AATTJC X i A P SR A AT m
TAHVEES, R HAHA RIE R, JF kit
AT 2 8] B9 AL fff (Payne & Bettman, 2004), JE%b
2 1 e R B A o I R K SC#EE AL (Priority
Heuristic, PH; Brandstitter, Gigerenzer, & Hertwig,
2006). % B R (Principle of Satisficing; Simon,
1955) ., 5% 24 5| ok 5 AL A (Equate-to-differentiate; Li,
2004)55 o ) — SR AP Y SEE I, IR BhH AR
FHF R B X S g SRS AL, L fige phe e 1 A
EE0EE Fropde £
3.1.1 MARIEARBEREMLERKIEIE

AMEEE P SRR 5 {2 1 e SEASE A T 47 ik
R P S REAFTE A A BT DX ), PR R A 2R ) P 3
ok LML EYSEEE NN S B SN EHSY) /[ MIRY: 3N
7RSI NFEAEAF R IRSIBORAED
AR b S e e SR 3 A v 9 X SR AR AR, PRI BT
# (Glockner & Herbold, 2011; Fiedler & Gldckner,
2012)a 181 ) R 3l -H R A 56 3R AR U B e
CRMEPE D SRR FI 5 R & S AR A M
RN AR B . RIS (1)
RE 2 MRER . A8 SO0 BT A 15 R kAT
BRI, AR, QIREHRE RN
ARG AR . Kt SRS B e %t
R IR S LRI B . a)fF B ER
HRZIT L 100%, I FLAE B8 &R R %2
R H BB b) T A A E B 2
PR I], PRI R R R EE I TR o)W 2% AR
SR TR] R B A B 2455 . Glockner
Ml Herbold (2011) KM HH INE B IEMITA I
PR R, 5 B R a2 B PR H AL 5
el RS PR S R DL P R B T R L iR
P N o VR [ NN G =S P SN SR s R/ S B
PR AT 5 1 22 5, TERML R e Fede, jxet
S5 RO HLE 1 TR AR, 75— R
UL ST AR — X BT A R B AT AR A
MR . i, IR S EURE I A I s R K
FOUF SN TR . AR & )R A =AY T SR
- a) DS X R B B AR R D, (5 B R
WA G UR RS FRH 2 m; b)—IF
INCHERG . TARIKER, 252 LHE
BEXETN . FEABTHEIE N, o)X e/ 4h SR (minimum
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outcome) I IEMIE £ . i Glockner A1 Herbold &
W, Hesk o E BB E R BRI o S A
KA FM BT, RSN R BIEE
Rt I TR AR A RS, WA IR R
2R IER LT

Gldckner F1 Herbold (2011) 572K FH ) 5 1 Je 43¢
R EHBER PRI s . AR R S S R Bl HE AR
K S WP TR S TR B RRAE, SR B 1 i R X
SEARAE RS AR A AP EIS R T

XA BB IR A T R — B W R B, AR
Bl 48 b5 B 55 e 08 22 P B i 3R 5 R Y L SB AR AR,
{HIA TCvE B IE R B ALK . 5838 2 K [E
T A A2 L IE A T, 1 22 0 e (] A 3 AR
BAREIEMEZEMT? FEMEER TR
REOE T AMEERME B AR ROREE, I8 T 2/ 2 ff
TAEAME M I R R WS 7 SR TR AR Bk RN T
Je 1 T FR Bk 22 S B 2o KA R LA DX 4 ) 2 TR T
) 2R SR R W R R T R P PR SRESR E WR 7 FRATT TR
G [ 257 30 S ) T, >0 SR A 0 TC 1 L TE M e
ol B AH I A 5k B
312 REFEASBERMUKE L TERNES

AR BB R 5 38 3 R0 A e ik 25 G AT LU AR
A R AR A A I DA 3 ] A vk
TSR A ™ R A 20 1E e AL (A« e BRI o
BEAY i i L BRI AL D5k, SRS LA AE 3R
TR P 3R AL BR A B 2, DU
FET R AT A B DL SRR Y (4 TR (B Bk,
o6, 2527, 2009; VEFEZE, 2247, 2012), RHA
PERLA S, AAREEHRR T REEEAE
TR FHL 30 e B P PR AE SE |  E ARG 5 )
AT CR, RIS R 55 24 0 e 5k R
V€[N e=2 2P L R g TINNNPAAS e P 3 LN
FHINI DA R B A T R HA BB A0 T ) M 4 e o
LN INN P R SN2 N g 1B WL RN R 1 1
VLB 5 I EE M (B B0 M LE, 5524 ) e SR B 280 1] B8
A A PR S B e 5 st T 2R FH 198 I (58 Bk
55, 2009), HJE, PROEEEH | AR I FIAL A ]
BEHS IR T W) 422 4R bR, X LB AR A AR Tk Wl &
“SLBR A PSR T R R T R B 1Y X — Rl R,
UL, KR sl AR 508 R 25 A, BheE
Foor RIS IR R UL, R e 15 0 Ml
F) APPSR N AP R, SRR E M LR L
AN [ P SRAR A 5 S PR e SR AR 1Y 25 57

TEFEZERIZE27 (2012)4545 T IR B HoR 50
FUMAR G, K50 7 P s o B 92 T S 01 1 2R
{5 0] (Expect Value, EV, FM: ke 5 Fi8)iE 2
e & CBE (Priority Heuristic, PH, JE#MZME
IR HIR) . AT ZE R B4 AT T EV ik fE
% . PH AT F1 [ EREAT S5 £ EV AT
S oh, BRSO BT W R (E V)T,
RGN AR R MIET; /£ PH 8 BEES
BRI IR O K U SR AR L L 1 e
A BT R A AT S, NS EORT
SR s 2R, WX AT A R X X =
155 R R BB A3 BT 2 B W 7E BV 0 36{T 55
T, ETRIRBOR L E L TR TEE
IR BR U E, MITE A R HORAT 45 T, Bkt
T8 A 1 IR Bk R B B T A T I Y R Bk vk
o XULH, EV RS &M, s i Lt
FRRIAATE LI R, MEH ERFATS KT
B 22 b E A7 2 TR P 15 B R, Wt vl A
TP H ARG B A (i S T T A AR R AT
FEF BRI IMACKR A, T PH EBEAES55 A Fo
FALS MRS 255 . 76 PH (LS,
BT F /NG S A AR RD 3 R O BB 3 2 [
F14 IR Bk Y AT 8 2 22 T %o LAt A L DX 30 3 L
TE) 3 AL RSO 30 i) ) AR Bk B T e A R R
KA, Bl i /NG5 R e ] R
HRORI 3 T[] ) AR S v R S 25 /0 % e R A SR
T B[R] A R R OR8] A R Bk R B X
W, A H SR I A 5 R =T B ) AR A
B/ NG R o B R = ANME S5 1) R Bl
T E, EAEERZEL Q012)MBFIR UL T A
FE A H PSR B BEAS SREA6 101 S8 A (298, R S
A & RN, X5 Glockner il Herbold (2011)
Y A — B .

313 MREFEAREME-LLFIRFRESTERXM
ey

FHT T30 0 O ) A T R gl A e B 11 O
W AT IR, BTN, Oz h
PIPRFA B —A BRI TR, Bk, XFE
% 5 A FIRAT 55 FEIR S 1 25 AU
FAME AR MR PR SRR AN T, 38T BE VR
HF AT S5 6 A sk TR . k3T 5 1
PR E WIS o Xk — )8, A5
RUGHE | Gk . % H AT A 227 (2012) 35 b 4 5 1
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TR B R AR SBa, 5IA TR
1255 RN L B D SR AT 55 B 3T HE o A 3R AT 55 0 L 4914
25 BRI R SE A A ], FBA <X, Y%7 ok R 1
T, HAE, FEMERITS Y% EmlR, “X, Y%
FRA Y%BI AT BEMEIRIFAR K X Jok, Bl7ERE
BATS5h A FE AT RS PS4 LU g SRAT:
S, Y% FR L, X, Y% FERGFAAK X
JE Y%, MRS A ST BRI, it
B X 5 YRR, LB X PFES T gl
P PR 2 b P ) S D, T LA B IR ok 5 5
B MATIMBCER T, [R5 T2
A3 fein TAEZEN T

Su &E A (2013)F) 48 28— Lk 451 P 5 AT 55
AR5 T R AE ST B R ME ST 55 5 LA AE:
SRR R R . JLEE IR PR R AT 55
H IR shAR =X 5 He BT 55 0 R shAs A7 e R 25
R, BRI LUTILAE: (DF BRI
R E A SM kRN, SM {H Bl 5
TR I FIR K A L ) v I 2 R T M A R Bk ik
BILEE . Si5h SMAERT 0 FRBA KRS
FHET, /DT 0 MFRRENIORERL TREN
(Béckenholt & Hynan, 1994a, 1994b), Su %5 A
(2013) My 5% & BLEL AT 45 1 SM. {E i 3 KT
WHERAES, AEERE LR, EES SM EN
IEME, MR RHERIT 510 SM (R i fE . X,
LA AT 55 A RS F BRI AT UK Y, AR Ah
VPR B A R R AT 55 MR 5L T R ki
TSR, EAFIEAME IR ES . QF RN T
VREE . FEDRSR RN Z AR T i AL R AR B = R
REMN LG FRR TR YOR M E B TR
Su % ANQ013)MEIRFW], FUBERMES ER
TR AR T LA 55 AR B TR . (3)
TN etk 35 T O R) ok s 45 B T2A9
B, BRI RAT S 0 E MK B B KT
LA 55 (9 7 S MR ] o (TR A3 . AT
AT 2 T8 B A D SR R 45 A B ALLL B, =
e T A AR BRI AMETE RS
N, PR EHREEA A MERZIEA se it
TSR, B, s X R E B LR AR X
YIny; e M B SR BB Ak, B BRI
BN ORHEN —Su PR T UK, Bk, PSR XS
NG BREI A RAEAI . Su % A(2013)
HIE5 SRR, KRS, g &£ ER

DX 1 L B A 1) W 22 S W 5, R A B Bl R
IMRIA s KA, /IMBER, /NI, KMES, X
5 P g SR B B TN A R — B, TR
AT 55 e ibi, IR R 0 A DX ) 7 A BBk 2
iy, AL B 22 RN B, TN A Ak
PR BRI R TN o Su S5 E AT B R R R AL 55
5B S AR A L 22 5, BRI T Bk
RAESEAT B h XU PR SR s 5 AN R Mz P e 5 B
ST TN B R AT AR AL
314 FEMLE

SRR — A [ 28 S B il A X 5 & A AN )
AR A, 8258 AT LAIA R 3 B A X G A A 5 I
AR, st BB TR B (IR R, BB
F, 1996). B T HAENT R FE S5 T IR shisi st
A, TR S 56 1 4y g 1 SR A A RE A A 50 A AT 55
AL A PR e

e Hhf2 h pe SR BE I, A0 55 2 Bl e R A 4,
INHYR E R T R A B RN, s
PRI A S T o B, 5 A e I g B
JEPEIN : B RSB R HAM R LR, Hias]
Y 7= W 2 28 SO e i IR R . TR
PERE A N PR B e S T I 75 B R A
T/, BBE, Joe R sC gk 0 0 9 15 BT B
BB AN £ 52 MR PO R B HR Bk . 3T X — A,
TEXEZERNZELT (2012) RN T 5L 50 b RHI S 37 3K,
T A A B 0 A A B A S A, A Ak T
PR B K2 SR B3 55 e /N SR T MR Hh A8
SRS PR BT (1), SR5 73 ¢tk
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Decision Process Tracing: Evidence from Eye-movement Data

WEI Zi-Han; LI Xingshan
(Key Laboratory of Behavioral Science, Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: Process tracing techniques facilitate tracing of cognitive process behind decision-making
behaviors, thereby clarifying “how people make decisions.” The eye-tracking technique is a type of process
tracing technique with the following advantages: 1) does not interfere with the decision-making process, 2)
applicable in different experimental conditions for different samples, and 3) can provide informative process
data. Eye-tracking techniques are useful in testing or comparing different decision-making models. These
techniques aid researchers in the following tasks: assessing the different process hypotheses of both
compensatory and non-compensatory theories in risk decision-making fields, determining different
cognitive processes between multiple-play decision and single-play decision, and comparing and assessing
different predictions of the “cancellation-and-focus model” and “equate-to-differentiate model” on how
common features affect multiple-attribute decisions.
Key words: decision process tracing techniques; eye-tracking; compensatory theories; non-compensatory theories;
multiple-play decisions; single-play decisions; cancellation-and-focus model; equate-to-differentiate
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