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Approaching or Avoiding Negative Utilities?
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Abstract

That positive utilities are to be approached and negative utilities are to be avoided is one of the inherent instincts of

organisms. However, such a view is sometimes challenged by human positive-utility-appraching behaviors. Accumulated evidences
suggest that decisions are often controlled by global retrospective evaluations of relevant experiences, which appear to be dominated
both by a weighted average of some salient pieces and the specific features of experiences, which have drawn research attention in
specific fields for years. Three significant findings (i.e. , peak-end rule, duration neglect and violations of monotonicity) are presented
in this paper. Theoretical and practical implications are developed and discussed.
Key words aversion, retrospective evaluation, peak-end rule, duration neglect



