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1. 5]

il

MR D5 HAES SN, R4S A S 2 —FrFa i, [EaEpA T4
45, RWE IR CAMECH T, B2TIT 3R LR W EBORTT? MAEELS K, T
WG E RSP, 2WE & &SR ENL, ERESN—BE R LRAEEERIIET —
ANAS R IR . S A S ) S 1) A 285 ( temporal landmark ) 23 A04R] S0 1 2% 2 16 52001 2% S5 AR 5011 2%
Z IRl -7

i bR A FE I e e At 2 H s A [ 2k BAg b i it 2], ol e . A= H . Bi4E . A
FIAR . — RO RS X REaR 1 2 AR A1 1% 2L 1 B R) D) 23 BN R B B, O X AN RO B
1R A R BN, B . A0, TERAE T T AUR TR AT R s, AR
Fe R HAR, BURFRIR K (Dai et al., 2014) ; MIGTZERAK S TS (MEER, AR, &
W) DI FT BB 5 | A Co B IS AE I SR, (Rl AT ) T 2 43 R 8 it AR U Fsf 3 A2 8000 B 22 B 1) T 9% ( Hobfoll,
1989) , BLSCAE, THP A AR SAEX SORRERI R 8 LB A S H TR, BT eSS
TR TFATURS) D) 23 5% R X — 2800y, 7 o i R] s i 5 SR AR B 06 S R A T e R, i S R 3R
B, B RIAR A AAORE H DT B H I, SR —Fp S 3 2 3 DR I B O A e, T S R 1Y
S AN A

THPEAT R FIIAOCE R 7™ SR AT, AR D R SE A0S — T 9% 288 BUAR X i 4 ) sz e i 5, 52
YITH SRS A 00 7 9% 2 T b LR (3 B 2R R T 2500 BRI AE T 9% B & L (Van Boven &
Gilovich, 2003) . SIS LKA TE RSO B, WAL | IRCReAE s AR50 1 2% ) DG 7R 4Rk A%
MFFMIMES A AR IR 22T, QARAT . SRS AE, R R, RIS RR U K R A =248
J&(Howell et al., 2012; Van Boven & Gilovich, 2003), A F|TFAMAR@EMFESIBLEFIEE S AICIZ (2
WA, 2022, 2023) ; MISEYE SR WITE 25 55| k= fa mat s e 5 g 4 (BRbham 45, 2021) . {HIH
BB AE BRI E SR R A RS R 3 S ] TR 9%, Ml TR SR S AR TR o T B R S X
ST B 0 SE SR R A ( BERRAE ) 2024 Mittal & Sundie, 2017; Tully et al., 2015), 3FZ AT “ KK
PR RS IR A, LA RAEATRE R I 2 S A e i AR AR S, © U AT S S AR
TH P i E B ),

SR, OC TS FIA SR 2% It e R 0T oS, K2 Zm% 1 I )X — H b H A ) 2 g 55
A FEE, TR AR R X AT R A5, 24 R REE 7 A IR 4F T (Dai & L,
2019; Price et al., 2018; Kumar et al., 2014; Peetz & Wilson, 2013), KHER G % 0T albrdE 25
DA B anAnr s ey B8 2 — v i T SR 2R B AR m . SR PRI B, TEBET N AR 5 AR A SRR OG
MVRFER A IR BE T, T 2838 2 T A i T SCH AT S A0 O 2o M4 6 7 9% ( 2055, 2023) , (HXF T
Ty HH A IR R AR AR (An—K | — H BL—4F B bR 55 45 50 X SE 55 A6 2 O 4 4 5 0
] S AL, RS E A A T K,

h TR BRI A AT SR AR T T 5 R O e TR S A ] S 0 3 2 2 0 S S R
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it X —HZ OB, BRME, RATEHN . AT AR ERE (SRS, AR5 A K,
SEMISAEARSE ) I, T 9 0 S 5 R G121 A i e 75 A I AN T] 7 3R 2 i 42 10 Y A 7O AL
R A7 7 il N BE AT 5 I (] bR A6 % SR (i 4 (S22 T 0 [l 25 o IR, AR SCR AE
I [B]. L Bl 5 9 2 2 DS S SCAL AT, 0 JR X N [ s 5 A0 191 97 SR B (9 BRI AR, IR Al
] 2 T )Y A PR B SR AR (I E AR M B =

2. B E Al A0 R RIZ

2.1 =S AL 3

EL A DFFEARHE I 9% 5 DRI 2% 28 B3 432 S 31 2% FLA 5074 9% ( Van Boven & Gilovich, 2003)
SV 2 B AEARECA TR R S A SR, AR 80 98 AN = T AR N & D1 SRR . BEE EAY
AR A AR, “ i =8 A5 I BRAT, 2% T I S W — 1A 35 1 2% A — 1> 3% 2244 ( Gilovich et al.,
2015) ;. [l—7= SRS T, 0B ORREA A, HITT R4 2 A B A 280« s2 )
S, A HEACH R WK, HE 2, IR R eIt e onH R, MESMERES R
B m sh 57284 ( Goodman et al., 2019)

SEATE R R, AHE T SCYE 2, PRI T 9% 58 AR IED O BB RN B 0 B GEUR (Ma et al.,
2021), B/HIRFIG B KA 0TS 2% (Nicolao et al., 2009), % T NE SUBFIH 215 45 (2=
WA, 2022, 2023), FFAT R £ 0 S AR S 0 L B (Howell et al., 2012; Van Boven & Gilovich,
2003) , X — RIS RPN R (Weingarten & Goodman, 2021)

SR, I S g AR BRI e BRI T 9%, X5 R T — AMEAS T R )&, S f] (4 56 7
PRI RAE A TEEE T A A PR im o B A W98 F1h S TR AR S i {71 9% 25 T fm 407 S 400 3 2% i
AERIE S LR R, AN, AELBE T, T 2 A T PR SR ) Tk B S B, R
T TR E AT 25 50 AL Al HLEA R AE, AT AR T 1A 56 1 3% 5 I LA 4 52 4 ( Tully et
al., 2015); FENKSHRERTIT I, HAT =400 3 SR A3 2% 2 5 R 360 il I T B (B, T S0 9%
IESFREW R IX — O BRTFOR (Carter & Gilovich, 2012) 5 TEEHIGSEIT A, 28177 A AT 2% & 5 fid
G MR RIS T B, O ETE A B LA A TR A R (BB AE ) 2024)  TEULEERE I, A
SCHE— DR T— WH ARE T A R I O PR B AR f—— B ], AR ScH e T 9 R AR T
AR AR AR (W—K . —H S—ER IR 545 0) , Al B2 R Go s i JLAE S 5 PR 500 9% =2 ) 1Y)
gz

2.2 IBflbRas

I TRIAR S48 BRI [l _E AN R H R TSR I HAT R RO B LAY 5 45 (Shum, 1998) , AL 4L
SRR AR (IRIE ) | D NATE R R R (A B DR H Pl b b iR iR I A

100



£XE, %
SIS S EL LYY PR A

(GocH) (M FRi%, 2024) o K EEIIR]T SUR W AR ARG — BN R R LR s A o, AT DAy I s g
bR (CAE = . A0, 4E9)) FORuRI RIAR A (AN . AR, AR, IRk ENZ 8] T 2## 011
P2 T (MRS, 2024; Peetz & Wilson, 2013)

VER OB 02, FF o R Siig ] ] A 5 BE A8 5 32 25 L4l 52 i) s T 0] - AT 3 SC I o B
(Dai et al., 2014), M 35 Mol 48 17 AR A B AT, A FRGTIR 547 0 MM (Dai & Li, 2019;
Shum, 1998) ., HAKIMIF, Frunbndil & Sl k Bk s ", Bk MSMRXT AR BRI R, 15k
ISR HARAB) J] (Dai et al., 2014, 2015), AHSZ, A )R o DUV o) =006 A A 1)« 2 25 8
RN BN GEUR T FE Sk, AT B 22 b [l JIURT S SR AT A 8 7, ABCHS AR (RS SRR L3R 1) 1 R
(TR, 2022),

SEANVE RIS AR AR X AT A 7E 3 5 e, T 2 AR A (R R] 4y 5 1 SRR
e AR R A, AN, 28 g g B TR) AR Gk 049 9% A T ) T 0 SE R AE BT T 4G 09 B (Peetz &
Wilson, 2013), XFAESPEIE 247 0 2 B0 H B 55 119 %8R ( Price et al., 2018), Ff FL B i - 4 8] 32
(252487 (Kumar et al., 2014) 5 10148 I3 A Ui B [R1BR 78 (49014 21 28 DU 58 i - A S 24 1T 00 7™ i, OF
WG KA ENSE (Dai & Li, 2019) , SR, AT BT 1 AHGE T i 1A ot o [ A7 2 an ] 5 i o
BBtk 07 S AL A X 4, FEanSEWiE 2 SRS 9% . G, ARAFSE 2T I ALO BRBTEE
IR BRI 25

2.3 GODPRELDBNE SO PRSI vh A1

OB FIE (mental simulation theory ) A, MATE DR S 2 h2xid i G sl OO, LU
Je At R i =, 0 R & AR IS SR A T I T.( Taylor & Schneider, 1989) , iX—id FEAMY
A BT ARG BRZ T ST RIS AR 9T e i 45, 38 g SEBr o SRR AL 1 o S 0 15 B 4l A B S
R, Hop, OIEBHUMES) FE (ease of mental simulation) , RIAMAAE G R 1l S ol L R 10 T 72
XFTH P E DR BAT BN . B 5 AN 1O BRASTADLRE (35 39 0 0 2 0 E A ™ it 5l 551 =2 iy
FEBAR AU, DT 4 /50 7 2% 2 8L ( Oettingen & Mayer, 2002)

O FAEHUAE S 5 VR S0 9 T e 288 B 1) e SR o 8 v B A 4 VR PR 22 57 o AR89 9% LR TE P
PRI i, 30 5 BT 2 AT MR AR AR 3l 1.0 AR, A AR AR S i BRI B, DAd e
XS A BB (Kumar et al., 2014) o X 9% Fi A9 0 BEAS DL 5555 AR 56 AR B BIVR R 1 143671 2%
Wr (B B2 B 7 (Kumar et al., 2014) o 452, AR5 2% X5 2 UCO BRSO Y AR 7 B B
MHILZ T, S 98 B ml 50k, 19 2% 3% 78 DR SR B 22 5 v 7™ il 1Y %0 WL J 1k B 2 E AR
(Gilovich et al., 2015; Van Boven & Gilovich, 2003), H Al #2552 k8] 8 B 3% ( Carter & Gilovich,
2012; Holbrook & Hirschman, 1982), i HFEEHITEIRZ RO BB, KL, AT Ak i) s 8]
P B (AN o oR o ) AT RE 23 PRA HEA TR )2 U0 O BASEAUL (%) R JE R BE ) AN TR] X 1 S 0 R A 6 7
B B EAT 0O BEAADL ) SRR RIME 2 FE AT I 22 5, 0E— 205 M) AT TR W 20 2% O RE X D 4

BARTTE , AL T A S i (AR A5 1A 2 22 PHAFIA IR0 ( Chen et al., 2023), RIHH R
B9 IR AR S S N HT T 0] ( Garner et al., 2024; Meng et al., 2024), HFEHWHE LB E T LY
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T (Dai & Li, 2019), MIfiBEARHXF AR AT R ZTAR (1 FHE 55, 2017 ) FIAE SRS 72 B AR
(Baumeister et al., 1998), CAWFIEEIN, AT 2% 3 76 R G AR T T 15 S5 i A9 4017 4538 25 B
Yol ob T ELAIR A SR X AR 56 1 e T S B BERLASE AL PRI M (R AR, 2022, 2024), K
U, %P B Z OGO AL A 00 2, Kb oA v e TRD R 2 1) T B A 2 TR S A 40U B o PRI AN 3L
W7, AT FEARRT PR B0 9% R A5 T 7 1 2 U ASEEL I SE T 9, 3K 61 2 8 (R A 40U B 0 oK
B SR 30, DATAT LS S 2% ) O G A AR . e =2, ORI IR AR AR TR B 2% 3 S ] T O 4 5
Y2, AR 2

FHIZ , Kb T sty st (A1 5 1 A A 38 55 2 B0 MR DA HN0E 80T, O BB AR OA 00 9 DA 6 78 i ( 1 B
45 2024; Dai et al., 2014, 2015), VER I A T KRR (Dai & Li, 2019), PR 1% 5L A AH
MGG LD (Price et al., 2018) , OHEHIERER K AW R MME . EATIEE, BriEnt
(T 25 B AR AL E 2.0 BRI T PR A0 LB () B PRARAEL, SRR A4S o 3 A 10 BEASEA0L 11
i, SRR T AT AR A 50 ) B U A4S ( Dai et al., 2014, 2015); ZEIHL, /R (vs.
TG ) B B 9 2 8 AR A 7 R K A e BT AUL A J% 32 28 B30T 17400 BLFE 25 ( Banerjee & Minchael, 2024),
Sy g AR S U AR (AR 55 . P, JF i AR ST s 2 3, R T X 7 2 R 2 RS 4L )
PRI 2, AN SR B PRI, DRI B 35k AR 56 I 347 T Ak 2 3R 0t X AR 50 (vs. S50 TH B 9
SRR AT

L5 LR, O BRAALIE S BE AR A GBI, A B TR RR 3 5 T 2 TR 2 5 i - 1) 5% o
BHEPNMER, BRI S, AT A [A] bR i i) T 2% 2 D9 USRI 1T 38 Jn 1 A 560 14 2% 190 B e A 411 e
FE, PR A 1) ST B s A S R R 0 T 9% 2 DR VR A XoF il 17 B M A T A SRAT:
BTN SR AL, DTSSR TR ) ARG 9%, AR DL Rk

H1: H4-FRum(vs. FFuk) BHERS, B BREIMEL (vs. ) B BRAIRFHETERR,

H2, DEERMES EEREREMERREIGEREREFNZRPERNIER, BiEms,
BT FinbtiE, &FRERBAEZEITEEESE (vs. TYWHR)NOERUEMEYE, NWEST
EH3t R4 B ERE

2.4 yrEEGEERETITEH

J7 A BE R (AR B TR 7 i IR 55 T AR R AU A8 5 4250 12 B ( Alba & Hutchinson,
1987) o IXFPBGERAREEA ORI T 98 5 0 ELEe ARG, WA 55 7 0 0 A5 8 R T 37 TR A ] 4 422
fil o, VE A S0 SR SR EE B FLARA, 7  A BEE RE A RAA AT B E  SRIE TJER A  AS A E
PATTTEE i Hh B 15 PR 3R 6 2 A 4 (9 V5 7E 5% 1 ( Hoeffler, 2003)

BAKME, 77 WA BT 2 38 e SR 5 A i ) 50 4 ) 32 SR BRAE D RURD A R A 4E B B 7RI
T, AR AR 2 DDA A O BEARADLE B A DA TR TR oR 24T B T B A B BB Y
PR, AR B AR ST TR JA AR S S, i AR A 7, AT D) i T PR A Ak
MO A AR S 25, R 58 B0 AU SR, DI P45 R 4 1 B2 14 ( Hoeffler, 2003)
TENBIBRJZ AT, 17 R B U R AT 1 T 2 A B XU, 38458 T b AT T e SR 5 SR M0 0, (00 BASE
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PSRN, CABITERM, FAE 00 ah R i RE 8 . 28 0 /0 DR 17 85 A2 A 1M 5 E0 1 2% D B
Zj(Laroche et al., 1996) . A, &)™ il A BE REGE M A S (A1 BR R X URRE IR O SR T2, AT
B X AR B0 BURADUMERE A JET,  DITT S RIACER 1 2% v 4140 T~ e

Li b, PR ABGE BN T I TRIAR S XA P S5 ORI H B I e R R L A s

H3: F@mABERATRERENERLBRFHOZN, RETMS, XTESRABE R, &£TX
i (vs. Frim) B EAR S THIHBRE XSS (vs. K00 ) HENRFERSHAISE, BZATRIN2E L
IR S R R AR,

i LIRS R TR, ARSI EISHEZAN ] 1 B,

IR FR A
A (vs I )

| X e e IS

Y

IR > H A

RESE
T (vs B8 )

FE AR -
s fIK

E1 Bk

3. SLIFHIE

3.1 SIS 1A

SCH 1A BRI I FCAGH S X AN RIS R F R S B D i ok 0 2P e Uk HL,  RIAR TR 3 (vs.
TF3iti ) I (B AR 25 00 B RS (vs. SEH) TH 2% 1) D 2 75 23 RV AT

3.1.1 FB%kit 5t

SEH 1A SR 2( IR . JFu vs. AR ) x2 (RGBT, 1K vs. S2H)) A3, R G”
Power 3. 1 118, - RIFEA & Jy 128 ALL I (effect size f=0.25, a=0.05, power=0.80), i it
“Credamo WAL #H5F 300 4 ik (& M5 68.30%, My =31.98 %, SD=9.24 %) & 5AR KL |5
By, FFAESZIR A AR 10 WHR S AR N SIS AR I A B E [R]— R Y 12~ 15 I S8R T FELR IR 45

TG, RIVRE BN S B I ERE AL (8%, 2017, 2024; Meng et al., 2024), JiA#
BN P BN P m A SOR G 4, 20 WFE T R/ 1 51 (I o 20 ) 5 i | i 9 1 5t A
(R4l (W 2 FiR) , IFESRE G A CIEA T E RIS, SRI5 5 T A2 AR iR 5 v] fE 7
AL, B, A sRes B T T R AR B (MR ZE, 1=—RIWIFLR, 100=
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—RIEEH) o

B2 3 RN 3T 5 P R (S5 1A)

SRIG, I Rt AR S S A 4 T —Ff 95 41K 1007 4R 4 2% (B 95 JeI Kzt &2
RIVAT AR RS 2R NHEIN 100 J0) o KEA (vs. SEWIA) BB B SH, ACE SRRl e b . dirik
WL BN S R (s PRI L T RN | RE AL /NS ) SRS TRIK
0, BRI R TS % T LIERESE (255, 2022; Howell et al., 2012), —IRGI SR, A
HFFZE AR 4 5 T 8 FH ) R M R A e 6 2 A BRIY (n =100, &Pk 77.00%, My =32.60 5 1=524)
HRETR, T=1REH R AT, o Eim TH T TR WIkE . BO5 . @535, kYT
AR RIS IR IR 222 (M=6.29, SD=0.92), WK THRTHME ., B
i MR | RE TR L /IR O R S T S AR SR UV E SE Y AN JR (M= 1.55, SD=
0.76; 1(99)=34.10, p<0.001); MeAHh, F7—IHTM (n=100, Ltk 66.00%, My, =31.06 % )H
FER KBRS LR EFHEAEWG] S (M, =5.84, SD=1.03 vs. My, =5.73, SD=1-09; ¢
(98)=0.51, p=0.61) FUBHME( My, =5.45, SD=1.06 vs. My, =5.47, SD=1.28; (98)=0.08,
p=0.94) TN BEER,

e, AR T A ORISR A SR ISR (1 =3k A EIGSE, 7=9F L), W
NI QU 71 S DN R 5 e 18

3.1.2 HEMWEHER

(ARG EG, #H N D G2 R IR S5 BB 5 22 70 A 45 R s, TPl (Mg =7.67, SD =
13. 43) FHER LR 4L (M 4 =79. 69, SD=18.73) Al GEIN N H O AT —RKRETFLA (F(1, 298)=
1461.99, p<0.001, partial n°=0.83)

()WL R, DI 25 i W SR R B TR o, N TG b 2 RpAE Ry D A8 1k, R4 2 (I )
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Praie TP vs. R x2(fRBFFRBYL . IKE vs. SEW)) M5 22500, S5 RFW], WFEIARE AR &5
R AZ HAE B 2 o & 2R i SE = (F (1, 293)=16.58, p<0.001, partial °=0.05) ,

HE— 2 LT LRI, a0 AR IS I 20 4 05 (M, = 4. 92, SD=1.15) MH LS TH
WRETE (M, =4.46, SD=1.31) B HRMELEE(F(1, 144)=5.11, p=0.025, partial n° =
0.03) 5 (HARIGHBIXX T LW AN E S5 (M, =5.07, SD=1.16) HIHLARES I ARG T (M, =
4.40, SD=1.27) BEA WAL (F(1, 146)=11.48, p=0.001, partial *=0.07), WK 3,

%
&
) 5.07
@ 5.00 4.92
o o R AR 2
I 4.46 B Y AR

4.00 I

TS ] A ]

B3 b s s A A 2 208 TR0 ey S TR SR AR S e (5256 1A)

3.1.3 ik

SCHEE AT, AL T AR SN 18] AT B R 56 T B 1) i R TSSO S AR, A T S ]
(T B X S0 B B I A A TR IR T B AR, S8F H, ARZRAT RS AR (00 28 335 0m , Sk
SLHR T B RIS AR AL

3.2 £I51B

SEH 1B 5 A AL BT Bl S S ORI 2 0RO R R B SR 25 R R A . BARSII 1A CAERE
THZRIH e T HL, H i T I3 B I B9 98500 H A AN 6] 1 7 26 1 [ 98 22 S ok sl 6l
an, JERA FIYE(Tully et al., 2015) . P, 7RSSR 1B Hr, fff AR W] A4 06 SE AT R 4 Sy S 56 1)
ERE FHAEA BT 434 Ry S BRI P sl Pk o X RSO i O T 552 0 WL 58] ) A A s A 2550 07 RS U T
TH P X P s AR 38 T AN 22 5%, A& 7 i Z AR [ A 22 5%, MR, 3 — Mg Al i 5
RIS S, BEE ORI E BT B AT, AT 2RI H BOR B PT R S e R AN
BRI T T 1 T B, TR 53— SR AL T R R AR BT 1] (99 2% ( Gilovich et al., 20155
Goodman et al., 2019),

IEAh, SEEG 1B B LA Y9 ELSE H P E ) 43 548 S50t — 7 ZOR BRI I bRk . AR T 5550
1A H BRI TE ) — I (8] A R0 R B e r A, S0 1B A BT Bl T4 T 58 19 SR AR ALEE
AT < B )" A A s AL, DAt — 20 25 52 5 i 5 2K i Bl ) 3l 76 11 2 S B0 Al b ) R X 52 g
fiE,
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3.2.1 £kt 5aAe

SEHS 1B SR T 3(FFu vs. AU vs. B, AL x2 (7 EL IR, RE vs. Y, HN) MIRG X
Tt PERATFSE HOGEAMZUY, A G Power 3. 1 THE, HRIFEA R K 159 ALL I (effect size f=
0.25, @=0.05, power=0.80), il it Credamo WAL $H5E T 389 & #ik (&t 64.00%, My, =
31.06 %, SD=11.05 %) S54RI S8, IFAE S I 45 AT [l B ik S A AR R S 30 4

o, GBS H PR R BRI AR A (HFY, 20255 1 FRISE, 20245 Bi et al., 2021),
HARIME, Rungl iy 130 285087 6 A 30 H (GRS S5, gk S ot Fit X —4H
MREZ 5 TFImZH) 130 A HaATE 7 A 1 H (TFomistE]) Zmscss, JEpessRsE Bxi—A H i EZ
PRI 129 AHEATE 7 A 10 HSINER:, JFEORE XY R RSWIRZ, W5, P ilds b
AT RS BRAE A T — B (o] (9 WR— 07 & (W IRZIEE, 1=—BaliIres, 100 =—BeiE 45 H) o

Hok, s 7 O S RS I 2 R R AT BT A R B T R R 7 R LU AN o8 4
AHEI B AHBLCANET 4 o), ARBL A TERE R s i “ AR Bk E], K E T ; AHPL B FER R v g 4
“UIEMBE, #Ea i ERRNEM R TS T DIAEIESE (0 5E, 2023; Chan & Mogilner,
2017) B SV, O FLdad — Sk AR 1 5 SO A [ W SE R 47 73 2R B AP FEWFSE (n =100, %
PE 77.00%, My =32.60 %5 1=SCWHRETE, 7=1K01H A E57) eV, BT m TR 5
P RER BRI, AT A ARHL A SAERSPE 5 (M=1.70, SD=0.82), TMR¥SRIA“YILMEE, #
MO HIAEHL B MAE S~ S (M =6.21, SD=0.82; 1(99)=135.81, p<0.001); M4, %Itk
FAFFE (=100, ZME b 66.00%, M.y =31.06 %) WIFARLIAHIL A AL B LT TT (M, =
5.56, SD=1.18 vs. My, =5.48, SD=1.25; 1(98)=0.33, p=0.740) . Btk (M, =5.48, SD=
1.07 vs. My, = 5.58, SD=1.21; t(98) = 0.44, p=0.660) Fl B % J& (M, =5.36, SD=1.08
vs. My, =5.38, SD=1.23; 1(98)=0.09, p=0.930) J7 1 f . & 25,

A HARTE 7 ST 2R R L8 T A SR EARHL A R AR . 1 =TE S WAL A,
T=TEMAANL B, 155385 = 2R WIS X 0 5 R O 47 S T 2

e, ARWFFEUCERE T 8O0 | IR N DGR

FHBLA AHALB

KRR, K fE “WIEM B, BT

K4 SEE 1B SR PRAE ST
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3.2.2 RELSMEER

(1) #BYIGE . RN DG AR B P T7 22 0 a5 R R, I (M =9. 25, SD=9.03)
MR LI R (M =52. 57, SD=14. 13) ARG (M 4 = 83. 30, SD=4. 89) BB T /] BRIy fih
MITIFEAL T— Bt ) BT8R (F (2, 386)=1772.63, p<0.001, partial *=0.90)

(2) AEX A AR RE . AR [RIAR AN AR &, XS PECREAL A i af R e o AR . N Geit 2y
MER At AT 7 225007, S5 Ao, I ) A A5 2 52 Wl T 9% 28 o A 6 RS20 T 2% AR D 4 ( (2,
384)=11.12, p<0.001, partial n’=0.06), FLAKIMI 7, KIHL4 (M, =5.78, SD=1.62) I 4G4l
(Myy=4.65, SD=1.88, p<0.001) FHFEHIZ (M =5.19, SD=2.09, p<0.001) 5 fi & 93 9%
M FFIAL (M =4. 65, SD=1.88) M LA L (M =5.19, SD=2.09, p<0.001) FIAK G (M .y, =
5.78, SD=1.62, p<0.001) EAmaF A2 (WLE S), HI 53 FE,

7.00

6.00 5.78

5.00 4.65

4.00

TR (SF )

3.00

g pl R
S D bR A S AR S (vs. PRI ) T PR GF (OB (S50 1B)

3.2.3 it

S 1B FRRSAIE T H1, RIAR TS (vs. T3 ) I IR] BT 2 26 S (vs. ARUE) T 21 69 Dt 4 AR XS
B o AT AR S 5] (990 Bl SR B LU A2 TR A S0 A S (s, ORI ) T B s, A T S P 1] ) 7
BB WAL T h 4R B TSR OISR (vs. SEW) T iy . DRI, R8sl SR A T LU i AR
Ui () Z (A A2 22 5%, U, SCER 1B i 75 A [R) 7= df R Al LS00 7= gk B A 00 B e B T %
HI B9S8R, X BEHRRR th 7™ i AS B 22 53 B S SO TR A AU R

EARERRE, 25 1B HTHn B Er 508 6 A 30 B CRumrtE, FH) 7 A1 H
(JFomifia), JE—)F07 H 10 B (EERIH, =), KX = RA B7E— 8 A R i e 7 & A 2
TUARYPRER , (B B RR I 2H H IR A2 SRR, i 2E 0 4 ) %k 1o )0 TAE L, A7 ] g
TAE ARG XS 1 SR AR 2 e . Ah, B IEE SCRAEAS o A0 5 B e A M A AR
71 HCRImIED) A7 10 H (612 AHECT 6 A 30 H (T a)) SEaT AL T2 B0, dik
NWREBE ] e RIS sz 3R 3 1T FATT T 48 H B, I, Jim R S0 R 0K S 5 BEE % H A,
PAHEBR e A QL R

107



BIEIE N
2026 5% 34 (K% 66 4H)

A 1A R 1B PR IR SNSRI AROE 0 L, T — 0 550 2 4 i
Ef.

3.3 sEug2

SEE 2 () E B H SR RO IS B A ERT (H2) , BURINTE, S BRI, b TR
Uiig (vs. T3 ) Hof [R] A 98 9% 5 7 X0 1Ay (vs. SEH) ) T8 9 2R A7 0o BB HDLINS 25 Shn IR ,  PRLHOR g (vs. TF
Uiy ) B TR A 2 B0 2 R B0 T 28 I R A B A1

[, 55050 1B 2501, 5L 2 [FFER AT H i Ay ARG 4R T By, (HIE G Pk 1
2023 4F 12 A 31 H (R¥mta)) #12024 451 A 1 H (FFomatal) . ik iR A 78 535 2 /Yot BB
Wiy, HIEW 9 E (12 A 31 B)AE— A 1 H), ol HEBRRHE TR FRE H 25 |
SN B0 22 57 6T B Dt 3 1) T

AN, AT AR R IR AR, PR T T PR ) S AR IR T 2 0
kL, ZHEAPIIE(FA, 2023; Kumar et al., 2014), $5H30E AR AHA — MR T 2%
PGB

5, SeE 2 TR W I & T BT . PEAXERE LR, DAHERR HAE S B A A R Y
AlREE .

3.3.1 St HiRAA

SCHG 2 SRHT 2(IFEIRRAS . T vs. AR, ) x2 (W 92T IR vs. S2W), AN) RS
i+, R G Power 3. 1 154, iHRIBEAE N 128 ALL L (effect size f=0.25, a=0.05, power=0.80)
ARSI Credamo WAL #1155 240 ##5IR (& PE Y 64.20%, M., =30.52 %, SD=8.40 %) & 54K
2 b5, IR SIS 5 A s S AR R S S A

TG, IEATETRIBRE RN, RImALAY 120 ZHHAAE 2023 4F 12 H 31 H (BMEREE —XK) SN
SEEG, FFUmALAY 120 S HHAAE 2024 4F 1 A 1 H (BMERIER—K) SINSEE, IF 0 il Bk 2ok 5 i 2
— AR E B —AERAZ . SCH 2 SR T S0 1B U AR R IR T K, B TS A
FEAS  ABIEGE I AR BRI TER G 55 BT 2, Bl i 70 45 B 00 5 2SR AR AF AR e
JG— R AER R — A Al — K7 =AU A A ORI R R 02— R Az, o HAE R
TR IR A I e D A B U e R e F AR 4

ZH VAT (255, 2023; Kumar et al., 2014), AHFAH0R I T IR T 2% Fnsc i 2%
FRE SL . PRI 248 ISR AR DURAR AR TR RS0 E 2 H I RTH 2%, B T 3RS A AT — ek —
FINFAN LTSRS, SCYH P48 SRR « LUK ICSE bRy i 22 H I 2, BIoh T3R5
— R — AT A A AL S, B ER MM A O RIS RS I S A T, RS
FEZE . S — 28T UH IS, B OSSR T — 2805 2% (1 =R 505 9%,
T=LWE DY) .

BHE, ARWEFE S NI T W 52 I 2 A B0 AR A0 1 0 SRS RUIE S B DS 5 R A A
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X PRI 2 28 1 (10 BEASTADUUE 5 B 119 I i 225 ©U A F 5% (Schlager et al., 2020), 438 2 M4H .
“TRIBIERGR A O LI RIS LM IR 55 B TR AU AZ S R R A KT IR
St/ S S O S5 R (1= AR G AR IRAER, T=B5 R L/ EHESN; a4y =0.76,
Qg =0. 80) o £ H IIIE S BIAE XS0 SRR I 2% (4.0 BRALAME 5 BEAS 53

e, AWML INE T YOS BUHEUE (a=0.69; Han et al., 2023)  PAMERE («=0.72; Mittal
& Sundie, 2017) FLLE ( Watson et al., 1988), FFUtdE THARAGPER] , AFH 5 N 1D Geit2#454F

3.3.2 RELSMEER

(D) AN SRR RS . DA AR Sy A28 5, TH 2 AR ar R M s & ) N GEit AR e S s
AT 2500, AR NROR, B AR A 2 R e I R A R e RS S R A (F (1, 236) =
12.38, p=0.001, partial n* =0.05), EAKWF, Kimdl (M, =5.36, SD=1.80) tH L JT i 41
(M =4.52, SD=1.94) EOwbfSCYH 2 (WLE 6) . HI 153345,

7.00

5z
Yy
= 6.00
ik
'J\»/

5.36
& 5.00
452
gi‘ 4.00
il
I 3.00 :
R Ui i ] FF it ]

6 I BRI B SIS S (vs. A58 T 9% i 2 O S 0) (5246 2)

(2) ARV ATE , AR RIARAR Sy B AR B, PRI 2% 0. BB INME S BEAR o AR 5, AN H it
SERFAE N PR B IR AT O 25401, SRR, RUGUL (M, =6.10, SD=0.73) tHEFF 4 (M, =
5.60, SD=1.12) XS 28 . OBIBUEE A Z) (F(1, 236)=16.49, p<0.001); LASEYH 9% 0.0 3
BEFME S FEAR 0 R TR AR S AT 07 22 00, S5 R BoR, JFuwdl (My, =5.72, SD=0.76) H He A I 41
(M =5.03, SD=1.37) X AR5TH 2% A0 BBHE LS 5 (F(1, 236)=23.47, p<0.001), BEHEHK
B, B ECEEAS ¢ KB RI, AL T AR S B AL R AR 30T 9 040 AL (M, = 5. 03, SD =
1.37) X SEHT 9% (M g, =6. 10, SD=1.37) EIRME(2(119)=7.79, p<0.001) ; ik T IFfit )i,
PR ARG P10 O BEASARL (M = 5. 72, SD = 1. 37) FOXFSZH 31 9% 1090 BB AL (M sy, = 5. 60, SD =
137 ANFAE R F 225 (1(119)=1.04, p=0.301) (WLE 7).

iHt—2, KH bootstrap J7iE#EAT A 80N K 5 ( process model 4, bootstrap samples =5000) , 4 il
NGRS, DA 2% OB IXE D) B i A A i, e BRI ] AR 5 — AR 507 2% O BRASE UL XE &)
JEE —> T 2 2SRl - P ) 2 000 .38 (B=0. 18, SE=0.08, 95%CI=[0.0349, 0.3441]); LAS¥i 2%
OHHUNE D) BE R A As g, A BRI [A) bR Ak — SE T 90 SRASTADUNE Sy B2 — T 21 28 B0 Qi - 94 [ 42 3000
B2 (B=0.30, SE=0.10, 95%CI=[0.1289, 0.5044]) .
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7.00

O 6.10

H6.00 5.60 5.72

T L Biraing |
g,_ o0 5.03 O St [

4.00 T —

S 2 PRI 2%
B 7 W E) R s A B2 RO PR D ME 5 BE ARSI (5236 2)

TEHF TR, S SRITE SR O G i A8 Ak, 2 BT 2 A [ B[R] AT R 2 9 Y
Do PRATADNE 2 BEAFAEARXS 25 5 . BRI, ASBIFGEaE— 20 LA ST 90 S0 X By B 1) 2 1 ( RIS 2
O PIASTADINE Z) B2 U 2R 0T 2 O BRADINE 2 B8 ) VR R b AR i AT T A OB, 45 SRR
W (B=0.53, SE=0.13, 95%CI=[0.3042, 0.7965]) ., _LibZhERUEaH T .00 B HIME S BE 78 i 1] bk
AT P RAMR L R P th A ERL

(3) B AR . A58 0T oK e BT s 2H AU g 2 7E U8 (M = 5. 96, SD=0.56 vs. My, =
6.00, SD=0.55; F(1, 156)=0.32, p=0.570) , PPAEMERE (M =3. 11, SD=0.86 vs. My =3. 04,
SD=0.79; F(1, 156)=0.44, p=0.510) FL.LME (M =5.71, SD=0.96 vs. M, =5.70, SD=0.92;
F(1, 156)=0.01, p=0.920) J7H M 025 SOHEBRBUIARON | PPARMERE FLCIE = A R

3.3.3 #wie
S 2 AL R T SE T R B EEASRON (H1) |, B2 Ay O BRI 5y i 7 B[R] A 2 5 i 31 9%

FA b g R E IR 7RSS (H2) o W, 525 2 ACHRER T TAF H AB AN 1 T4, dHE
R TR . DA FLOE X S AR AU AR, MR T TSR p AR A

EAERER S, 0802 BEEC12 A 31 HAKAE 1 H 1 HAE NI bR G A1 05 X PR R —
EMEREH, WE DA AN ERH ., SR fd, AR Ep Bl 28 X —FuiE— 48
A NIBSZHEATICAR o I LATEAS 52 55 g > 32 B A2 A5 R sl AR ) 3 — B[R] 755 s 3000 1 5], B o
SR, TEAMEEICHESR L AR . AR AR FARER (A H & —) A5 FEE T — Bt
[E] A TT AR ERAS o, A S A 2 WL )19 R AR . A R =88 S, (HARDRS IR 2R I8 MR 1Y
SERENS — BN A T A B2 o 1) O BT, X2 SRS A IS I gt RS A% Bl

AN, SERTRFSE R, HAARAD T T 3k Rl R ik R o ) (el A s ™ i A I SR ), 2 R SR AR i
SCBAAMEETT 2 B0 XA I8 T 2 0 e A AR A o SR AE AT A BB AE SR b, H 5 ] 300 P 2R o B ) A s
JIT 5 A AAORE ) 5 AR 2, PRI A iy 2 SURRAT RE TN 2 B AR, I e A A e, Sy itk — 2D HE R HL
WAL AN FEITE 1 (n=160, LMl 63.70%, My =31.05 % VL0 R R H R % 2) A8 & BAL T T
wfEN (11 3 1 H) A (10 H 31 H) B98k7e & OB & 25 5% (M, =5. 71, SD=1.15
vs. M, =5.49, SD=1.16; F(1, 156)=1.36, p=0.245), HCHEBRE OB A HE MRS
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WA TEE ATREFDE, A v sF B 7 2 398 5 % 8 VR FE o 1Y) JER A1 ( Garner et al., 2024; Meng et
al., 2024), JHIEAEGEVEFEB T I] REAR S b A T O BRI, , T E 3 RN W R RE 8 4 I SR k3 L
THERR X — B UL R, ARFFEE AN TEIISE 2(n =400, LM 70.50%, M., =31.02 %, VAN
BGR HRA SR 3) BB, SRR LR R BT A ER, RS IEARE S, O SALIES) B 1Y
A VE IR B3 (B=0.25, SE=0.10, 95%CI=[0.0400, 04448]) S A 51K 70 B E e 3
X T 2 Dt 4 (4 52 T N R 56 4238 o BEIRFE v R B SC I, B EAT TR A U B A e B A 2R
CTE DL 3G 58 s R 538 3) o ml DASR B ‘L‘}EE’%TJ\XEEIEﬂz*/\*ﬁiﬁ?ﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁ%j—‘*ﬂﬁgiﬁﬁ
BRI

B2 T 0 1 250 1 — 245G I TR0 bR 75 R B 2R R i 0 S A 1 i A A

FEy 3 EEA ZAHBY . WU RGRE R ER (H3) 5 BRI UE.C BB S B 0 T A AE
FH(H2) 5 HEBRE T IR AR R AT IR M R

[IE, S256 3 S 7E 2024 4F 12 7 31 H CGRImf ) #2025 4F 1 A 1 H (FFumssf ) 2 5136 S5 4%
ORI bR, T 12 A 31 H R E) 2 TAERM 1A 1 H (GFomid ) 2B, A
FEATHER Al K I Sty 2L %o S 0 =1 A 36 1 2% 14 T 5 g - WUA“%éﬁHﬁfﬁﬂ’E H AH G887 3 5 AR 30 2
XFEERE T, BeAh, SXPHRARLESE b, 23 8 R = BeatE— 25 10 BH B 0800 1 1 5501 2 H s
AR ARG DAY, AR PR A B AE— i &

3.4.1 SR 5 AR

SEH 3 R 2 AR . T vs. R, A1) x2 (77 AEE w5 ovs. AR, AL x2 (T 22
B RIS vs. SEH, M) BIRAIT, R G* Power 3. 1 318, HHRIFEAE Ny 128 AL L (effect size
f=0.25, @=0.05, power=0.80), iHid“Credamo WAL #H 2% 637 & Wik (L&t 73.50%, My, =
30.70 %, SD=7.99 %) S 5L L5, JFAESLIEE U 1) 5 S AN AH I 52 304

e, ARSI TR RIER G AR, ARIRALAY 319 & il AE 2024 4F 12 A 31 H (BM4EREG —
K)SINFW, FFomdiny 318 ZalrE 202548 1 H 1 H(Eﬂ@%ﬂ”~£)%bui% ol EoRE
Xt e AR R AR IRz . RISEES 2 AL, EEEES 2 G, E T R R A Bl A
ST I, Al AN B RS A B4

Hok, ABEFEHET = BRI RN, A R BEDL o A WAL . B SRS RIS R
SO, (vs. AR 77 i BGE BE 20 1 R B SR8 1 AR SRR 0T 2% oA AR I 45— M7, SR
FEOGAT AT — 25 % T LU T3 2% 2 0 AR XS (vs. R BIRIG ™ Sheli st =it . BHHE, A
POAAAR I T A O A B TR — 280 2% 1 (1=1KIH 2%, 7="CWH 9% ), AR R AE
I, FRREAATE AR ZERIRI TS Sk e b B O T AR B 9% 7= S M BGR (1 =3B W A RAEN), 7=
AR BN VE 7 AR B IR G 5

TR, AR FHAISE 5 2 58 4 A 1] 04 7 200 b 1 X S 43 2% R0 R 36 A5 400 19 .0 A 40U 5 2

111



BIEIE N
2026 5% 34 (K% 66 4H)

(g =0.76, oy, =0.84) H T HEBR AR RE, AW IR A T IS B R (a=
0.77; Zhou & Pham, 2004) Flf# B/K¥(a=0.70; Inzlicht et al., 2006; Trope & Liberman, 2010) ,
a, AU TR AR N DT AR

3.4.2 #HEMELR

(D EYPRE , AN D G FRAEE BT 220 B8 R WK, w7 A R (M gy = 5. 93,
EHEHERA(F(1, 632)=1526.74, p<0.001, partial *=0.46)

(2) VAT 2800 FHTRT BAALNE . LATH 2R 2 BAR X R B S AR 1, N A Ge it 2= R Wi &, i#647
2(OIFERRAS . TFom vs. AU ) x2 (77 iR . & vs. AR W7 220007, S2RFRHT, I IRIBR 257
R 28 A FH 525 5 e Bl 0T S ) RV 365 2R IR 4F (F (1, 630)=6.77, p=0.009, partial n*=
0.01),

LRI LR, X T AR AR S SU 3, R¥m2H (M, =5.35, SD=1.52) 8k
TAH L2 (M =4. 41, SD=1.88) HAwIFSLWE 2 (F (1, 313)=22.96, p<0.001, partial n’=
0.07); HXFTF/= R ABEL R IO S, RIm4 (M =4.59, SD=1.97) M4 (M, = 4. 40,
SD=1.81) LREEF(F(1, 315)=0.77, p=0.380, partial >=0.002) (VL& 8), iX —SLHoss
i1 H3, RIA TR REAR A ™ s 55, I TR AR R 35 5 e I R R A G 5 TR T 2R B e 1y
e B S5, I BRI 2 28 Ui 52 0 2 B 11 555

by
=
S

N
=
S

5.35

m T3]
441 ES T

5.00

SEEE (S3Fs) &3

by
=]
S

fRAEE B

P8 IR TAIAR A7 i A B2 X Bl AR X i 4 (0 5200 ( S 3)

Q) AP R AR A, DARFFRE S A28 G, 7 i AR R 1A, 2T 20 S
ME S BE 1 22 55 (RIS F 09O BIUSTADIE ) B — AR 0500 2% 1 O SBTHUIME 2 B ) S A A8 a1 2 28 7 Al
IR AR SR bootstrap 7 ¥ i#E AT A7 I8 45 (1) v 41 2% 0 5 55 ( process model 7, bootstrap samples =
5000) ., ZEHER, A RASON EE(B=0.04, SE=0.02, 95%CI=[0.0046, 0.0976]) ., Hik
M5, AT aBCRBEARANE O, O BBXES) B 22 5 A B ) bR 2l R 2 28 B0 A 4 22 8] £ v A 2800
HBE(B=0.06, SE=0.02, 95%CIl=[0.1071, 0.0166]); ik T/ 5K w09 R O, O B0 0
5 P 25 53 A% B 18] A 25 RV 3% 28 B 40 22 8] B R A O A B 35 (B =0.01, SE=0.01, 95%CI=
[-0.0389, 0.0090]) . X —ZREHET H2, H3,
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(4) AR, A Y W BGR BERET B RIFR XS T R (F (1, 313)=3.35, p=0.070,
partial n°=0.01) Ff#EKE(F(1, 313)=2.79, p=0.096, partial 5°=0.01) FIFEITES 2 X b
G, [H2RH bootstrap J7 & AT H A RN K 35 ( process model 4, bootstrap samples = 5000) J& [ 45
Bon, WP RAE(B=-0.19, SE=0.02, 95%CI=[-0.0553, 0.0029]) Flfi#t F/KF(B=0.02, SE=
0.01, 95%CI=[-0.0049, 0.0487])#FABEH A I [AIFR A& XS T 2 8 B 4 i) s mel , BEHE R 2, 45
HIVE T RERARRACE 5, O BEBUXE ) B 22 5 0 R A VE -8R B35 (8=0.03, SE=0.01, 95%Cl=
[0.0621, 0.0094]) . HCHEBRLA L BACHEMERE,

3.4.3 Wi

S 3 SRS 2 AR SEER R, HE— DA T SR E MR (H3) , BRI R 24
P, AT AR (vs. TP ) I TRIAR AR T BT 98 5 X5 2 (vs. PRI ) T4 2% ) A 4 2 S 23 B 53, [
I, SEH 3 FRRERAIE 1O BRAINME D) BE R R, JF HEAR WX — A U A AR AE T 7 i AR AR
AT, T ARSI T R AR L RO A SRR A, TR, SR 3 R WYL B 1% 280 A
ARG A, AR P RA S fE— A P i &, JF B 58 2 HERR T TAE H A IR A7 34 55 AR 56 7
PXFAE R ACPE AR

AN XF TS 2 RIS 3 Rk IR AR AR RN H I, FFomdi(1 H 1 H) A& HEX —TH,
MARGAL (12 H 31 H) WAE%E H W, X rlaes] & T35 HR0w T BUE, JCHX—1H, BA
XF T P e BB AR T H LA IT R, D5 A58 DA AT v b [R) AR 25 109 B 09 e i
—2, BRSO E W EZEN A, BT REARECE AR A B 0y, R fe A 2
HA] TR B S, TG IR A 56 2% 1) w4 ( 20k, 2023)

SFULARSCIAh . — 5T, SE 1B B (7 A 1 B) 54 (6 H 30 H) HIIX AR B A%
W HWY, HAE s RS UE T IARY (H1) 3 55—, 7EAMFEISE 3(n=500, Ztk i 66.80%,
My =30.56 % 5 WIS 95 1 IR S 4) rRgb SR &7 (R DI AF e Ja — K) AR 19 (R PTAF 2R —K) K4
PA 5 TP AR, S5 R R T 55050 3 MHIFE M2 BN (F (1, 494)=6.04, p=0.014,
partial n*=0. 01) FIHHT AN (B=0.13, SE=0.07, 90%CI=[0.0194, 0.2644]) ., it [RZA
SEHR AR B UE, T DAHEBRVEAE 19T H 0w TR

4. &t

4.1 WFsEsss

ASHITFELS 5 VU IS 56 R GEHRTT 1 I AL 75 X 9% 25 1 21 28 0 Al e A 52w b LA P BILR . F 5 K
B, AT A (vs. T3 ) RIS &S BTH S8 XA (vs. SEH0) T 2 9 i S AR ALAIR X — SR AR 1
W AEGT T35 R (525 1A) . HARAHXT T H 00 (S25% 1B ) FAFER A XS TARR) (9250 2, 5200 3) PR AEAE
P, ARWFSERAE 10 BEASADIME ) 7R Hh ) FR A4 (5238 2) B BOAR AP S A X R 36 31 9%
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AT O, R TR SEWE B O . teoh, RATEHERR T HUNBON . PRAEMERE | 01
AR SR (T2 2) | TR | MRRKCE (525 3) MR UIERRRE . Bn, AFSTRIh AGE B
T LRV (S5 3) , RIEF= A AR BE R, IR TAD b 75 X T 2% 25 S5 ) M 36 T 2% b 4 1140 52 0 2 %
GIEE

4.2 PRBTER

B, AMF AN TG TR ]G B AR T AT O SR 32 LAY, URAK TX B ) AR AR AN
AR RN T R . AR 9Y 2 A T i R AR 6 B AR E (Dai et al., 2014) 5047 M )5 3h
(Peetz & Wilson, 2013) ASZIRE , FEH SR AT A S04 I FH D) 32 B2 4 o 10 2% 28 26 S [ Bsf ] 15 8 % g
SE T I 22 AR R AF, A0 AE T 25T (Kumar et al., 2014) | ZAEH7 T 4R 1 7 ik R
(Peetz & Wilson, 2013) . /=524t (Chen et al., 2023) %, SR, 5T ) bR 2 2 75 %0 B EL— ¢
PRI T AR I 47 2 RGEVESE A O WF SEAT B B 2, AR SCIERD 13K — 25 1, B B ) A 2 3800
P I Z 0 S BN S S R 2 AP e R (EAR RS, SeRiE R R, RIS T AR R
SR B o [RI B A ), 9 90 8 TR R A i T SCIA M T B g A A B0 2, T A B9 & I T 0
AR Ui (AR AR SSON A E AR B, 2RI H B SR e Db 3 5 R ik AR B DA R PT RE 5 R R AN [ 1Y
OHEAAT A RON , BE, ABFFE R T I ET 2 T i R bR SR 2 REHE A BEIE I (Dai et al., 2014;
Dai & Li, 2019),

FoR , ARSORE B IR A ——JC R B A T v 26 B0 A i 5 2K o 9 s ——AE S S5 S IR 5
TH P GF BT AT R A 5, IR 1 AR I ORI S o] A b 2 A Ay 1A 6 A e %) T R, R 1 s i) 475 5 PR 3%
WREZSH . DIEWTSRE 2 N4 (Tully et al., 2015) . #H2sHER (Z50b4E, 2022) . AAG 4R
(Carter & Gilovich, 2012) FSCACMME WL (BRINI S, 2021) 55 28 5 25 4201 2 & a] i) i 40 S ) SR 36,
H 220 T A — 0 HEE R MR R R, T — RS, IRATR I, AT AR 23 557 9%
ORI O RIS U5 (SRR, DT ARG ] TSN 2 s mE A AR AR, AR A IR
AN, RIS R AFE R W, AR T AR R AR S SRR RIS S A R R aY, AR SOR
RIS PR RN RIS N LB AE 22 5, IR/ T “ RIS OL 34 I I B, Sy Il i i
— WS IRl R TR LA

G, AR R T OB S % 42 B (R B5 3 5 0 2w A O rR A BILRD, R T O B
PRI SRR s P a5, R T AR, AR i 0.0 B AT 1 s A 5511 2% 1 ¢
5177 (Kumar et al., 2014) , {EXJ 520000 BRAHDIE ) B2 1 B eI 6 A8 B QA D . AN SR, R S
(bR 5 | & N GE IR AL S S I i 2% 3 XA SR AR I 1 2R B A G, (O BB T 25 5, I fff LB
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The Impact of Temporal Landmarks on Preferences for Material Versus Experiential Consumption
Jin Wenyu' Cao Qi* Wang Xiaoyu'
(1 College of Business, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai, 200433;

2 School of Business Administration, Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics, Nanchang, 330032)

Abstract: Temporal landmarks significantly influence individuals’ cognition and behavior and can lead
consumers to form differentiated preferences for specific products. However, prior research has yet to
investigate whether such landmarks affect relative preferences between general categories of consumption.
Across four experiments, this study finds that under terminal (vs. initial) temporal landmarks, consumers
exhibit a stronger preference for material over experiential consumption. This effect arises because it is more
difficult to engage in mental simulation of experiential consumption in terminal contexts. Furthermore, for
highly familiar products, the influence of temporal landmarks on material ( vs. experiential ) preferences is
weakened. This research not only advances the integration of temporal psychology and consumer behavior
theories but also highlights the situational dependency of the experiential consumption advantage, offering
practical implications for firms to optimize marketing strategies for material and experiential products at
different temporal landmarks.

Key words: Temporal landmarks; Material consumption; Experiential consumption; Ease of mental

simulation
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