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W E REAZ4A TR G20 KIKFHN S EHRRABGELSER. Kb ERa%
A 2R T Kahneman F ASHRIE M 69 T3 LI HoF. LT 0T 2320 69 4R 52 BUR vA BB 2] 08 49
MEREANEREEAROERRE, REERONEST ZELEARBRALE 0 A%, ATEH
Fryke B R FARK S 5 E R IKP £ HERSH T AN ST £ &3 B 5% 3 F o B 18] f= i
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1 518

e Bl 50 AT, EAE E TR AR K
WM . (HE, Bl O PR 22 SO N AR A0 HE
DRI 3 ) D, SR A 88 VT 8k o0 B 27 5K I S LT
FREEy

AL S 220 SEAR (R 9T T2 2 P R AR SR )
2R & XL W (hedonic approach), iR IR, R
Pt PR IR (R 3R AR 55 98 TR R R o R, SEELiR
HY [ (eudaimonic approach), i1 A ZE )& X
HRRSEHL, AR A AR e 1) SEIAE FE ok 8 2 AR
(Ryan & Deci, 2001). Keyes, Shmotkin Al Ryff
(2002) 3k — 35 441X 5 Fh X 1m) X 43 by 32 0 S A IRk
(subjective  well-being) 5 O H F K
(psychological well-being). = W3¢ 4 B W FT X
T =PI, R ST AR A =
FE RS, T H & B SO TS (R vk
(Chu, Diener, Tamir, Scollon, & Diener, 2005). f
— T 5 W 1) g O S A SRR AR A A RO A
DL e R 45 0 TS A VP, T 3 0 S A I )
& R EAORI S AAITE LR LS KR EATE

BT
QU ) S A SE AR R R e B, D A A
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(eurobarometer question). &% - FiAIF 5T HL ) Kf 3= W
SRR AR A R T 2 B AR 5 ) — A ]
12, RIEAMRT IS 20 25 Az, T H i 2
R A2 AR 25— BN T ARG IR 1 2 . 38 =T
AIF 5 B 1) D) 4 3 00 =5 A I A I I ) 22 A
SO, s B s 2 A S . IX— ST
AR MR X o3 R, HERT A B A A,
IF B TR 5 R H R & W 3 4E (objective
happiness) [ B &, 8 B 44 56 =2 4 (experienced
well-being), JF A f il & 7R 56 AR IR W & 0y vk
T —AJF 5 HL ) 0 S AR ) R B A Ok A St

BUR BV 5 e 3R 4 T a3 2% R A KR

2 KM AMERAAREFMAR

I SEAR S T AT I S S 1R
[, Kahneman, Wakker FI Sarin (1997) MK i B
HMX A TEEEPHHEAMBH: REBH
(decision utility) 14 56 %4 H (experienced utility).
MJE, XAEX—HEa EEe T 58 TR0 280 i %)
P (evaluation by moments) /5 2\ [ 74 56 SE 4R
2.1 WABMSHR S

35 ME & TE 28 % 2% v AR AR PR RS TR (1 B
fift. 7F 18 0}, Bentham g H T —Fh2d F A
&, N RO 2 PR (pleasure) 55 ¥ (pain),
Fa A BATPLZAMAT 27 Fh ¥ BAAT 27 FUR
R A e A R PR BB, 5 A B, A ORI v
FAAGE [ 0 A VAR R o X — M BRI X 5 SR I
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U R B KIS W, W Marshall Al
Edgewort %5, HH T HMMET %N N, EU
2SR AR IS AN Rl = RO Z2 3, DT Al AT T 5 T
AWM SRR T B — NS —
WM . EAWETEEYCSEER T, 2R
FRUCSE AN, 4 A AR R 2 $e B AR Yk
HRRCE . R U, RO R T 0 4% B ) 1R R
KkHMESFH M, mHXHT @R X G R
(Kahneman & Thaler, 2006). B4 28 5 AT 3o 3% $¢
Kedpr RACARAT I SR A4S, X seik £ D42t T
Jr T 45 RO 2245 R, Rl Bentham
AR R 32 L T F M 5 (Read, 2007)

{H /&, Kahneman %5 A\ (1997) M3\ 2 =2 SR AR 56
AT LA ), JEKH A 2 b kI s, DUE S
PR X 3K, ISR X 2 kAT T
TN B X 5y TS RE. Sk b, 7EX 4L
RBVSH AT R 2 1, AT X 5 T PS4 R
SE I 45 B (temporally extended outcome) Il 28 45
K (expected outcome). —AMIE I 45 FLEHR— 4 BL
F— 4L 8] b AH 53 5 1 2R 75 34 (episode) (11
W, —IRBEITRI Ao H T I I &5 S 80 Rt
PSR RIS R, TG T3 B8 45 S 1 2 H )
ST, AR 2 0 4 B A g6 O B AE & .
Yook S ZE 2l ARAL B AR B B LA, TEA
i 35 S AT B B (willingness to pay) [ 7] $2
JIEAF B, MR B b HE W R S I 4 SR 0 )
(Kahneman et al., 1997). ZE I 45 H 5 4456 2% F )
A D42 30H (remembered utility) 5 A&
R (total utility)o CIZ BT AR S Bl 0] Ly i 2 &5
S ORI IR DR B IR 1 (R R A ke
W, o ) e 2% ) S IR A SR A e R A AR
A % F (instant  utility) B[] 3510 i B P AR 3 — &
B H b 7R 0 0] SHe A S P — AN M, 2R AT R
I ZiE I 25 R (¥ & (Kahneman et al., 1997). B[S
A (instant utility) Y5 T 24 17 B9 32 044 56 5038 A2
PRARHR 0 B A, 2 o 55 S A ) I
2.2 KRB ARIENRAR

P T A4 380 2 2 T B — i 2 R R R Sy
[, T FRAT 6T 4l S B VR SBE A I (R A AT, R
IG5 T S IS 45 SR AR B8 RO B VT AR T7 UG SR D
[X 43« Kahneman (2000a)4 H 4256 %4 FH B W5 Fh -4y
Jia: FETIEAZ PR (memory-based assessment)
5 35T 1 Z) PP (moment-based assessment).

2.2.1 EFIZIZHEMH

T B PREAN B A il & AT B
B R BT 1 (B9 PR PR (FF Dl i s BDAE AN
BB . — R, X — R SRR AT S
PP 1 B 3 B A I R S P (temporal
monotonicity) 5 Jll X ¥ 4 (weighted averaging)
(Fredriekson & Kahneman, 1993), I [i] 5 4 )&
TR/, WG 0 R B 2 o A0 S AR ) R e T 22, B
PR T H BB T I o B & dR, X TR
BRI PARAT A E v BOM &, A8 — IR 4 1
BIRIBCEAR A o AR, L BT S0 S B ) R
W IF A REAEIZ P B . Bl G, Redelmeie Al
Kahneman (1996) MWAFFH, &5 )75k &5 i A 7E
0~10 7R LA 60 MR & — UM S R Ia, 7
AN I — BT R F SR . S5 AR RN, Tl
RURIZE SR 5 55 95 A SR PR IR AH DG 2 0.67,
T A 5 1 5 2 W) T) 5095 NS ok i) s AR SR A R
0.03, HI T Frgifh 2% (duration neglect)o iX—
TG 15 I R) FAUR R R0, A R R AR T
“Ug 2% 5 ff > (the peak-end rule) (Kahneman,
Fredrickson, Schreiber, & Redelmeir, 1993){F M
FIJ 1 5 15 5 AR5

ISR T AL I (ST S 7 QI B N vy
e S SRR, BUE U, S akk
X AR AR B IEAT DEAN B, B PT 8 3 5 k]
12 Fe WA B 26 U 20 ) A, 2 B SR A
TR FIHR 75 2% B A lk, Kahneman (2000b)#2 H % T
I 20 (1 PR A Uy 2t M 2 A 56 2
2.2.1 EFrzIIEM

BT W ZI P R R, 2 T B — S eI &
SEREAT PO I, AR IEA G5 R i 20 Bk £
K, SRJE, X — e &5 Rt il 4e e i — AR M
INF Z1 14 4 {8 (Kahneman, 2000b). 763X —3E4 5 =
o, AN AR B S AR RO R T B IR () )
V) S0 T Vo i T) 3 5 PR A DG ) AR B A IS
T2 T 2R PEOY, DR A AR ) 1 el A R e A
THCRM . Bl 27 R 0 SR80 N i
5 Bt I 0 R AR R R 3 53¢

o A AR 28R R R T 0 8O, T I 2 K
D& ) L DL & R
(inclusiveness); 5 1% 5% 1 /¥ % M & (ordinal
X PR
/NS 1 B = 5

measurement across situations);

(distinctive neutral point);
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comparability); A 4 B P
(separability); HJ[E] 4 (time neutrality), XL
VY AN G A A& AR T 15 Z0 280 B & 1), 1 S PR
NS VE 1 4 1 (Kahneman, 2000b), X 44 5%
AP A A5 I 221 280 R A A R 1 e B AR A .
Kahneman X} iX £ 5 4 BEAT () B ARARRE W T -

SR P R R IS 220 T B N 12 A I
ZPE AH G (R A4 56 1 BT A 1, G H 2 B I i LA
TSR B R DL R Sk F A R
KB EFEN . ).

51 B 00 e 00 S 2 i 20 280 B —
SE AL AT LGAC ) o &R0 [F) S 2 A 56— 5 AE 7 ]

AR EIAT I E T .

AT IR G5 AR AR I 20280 R s, B )
WO B4 B PR, R ZL B v, T
rhobE 2SR ZURR T o R IK A PR R BRI 2 TR,
WARAPIR, BEAER, WA,

N D) AT Bl A8 1 s i o5 ik 20 5% R 38 AT 0 £
1) 5 2 0 200 B % A A B B AR 2 T I R AT B
B

AT 53 15 1 A 45 INE 20 25 T A4 58 IR S 5% T
SRR . et ul, — AR SRR,
—ANTE B S A O Y TR S T 00 Bl T
B G RS S SRR DTk . i, Pk
55 B PR RIS B0 S 28O 1 %A ]
SR, A, AT AT P Bk )RR
FH ECAT P EK 5 1528 27 48305 20 I S AR 3 H 24,
S BRSO 0 BT RR Y AR T ), R
52 I 2% FH (order effect) ) 521

IR ) 2 iR BT A IS R0 TR R A R R
HEAHAE . SR RN T 58 I 5 B
DRI 77 A 6T = S EAT TR, AR SR R (R P H
A v 5 T ) TR — 08 4 A T K A 12 80 TR
(4, W2 SE AR, 25585 VRO 2 R IR I iR 2
ok
3 K3 B RS

S¢kr b, fE Kahneman %K, WA pEHJ7
XA AP AR, TR B PEAA X N Fd iz S
PFAr H 3 (remembering and evaluating self), 1%
T I Z0 R PEAR X B T4 56 H 3 (experiencing self),
T PRI A B 3 SO T2 AR P A sy, B ARSS 52
i (experienced well-being) 5 V¥ /i 32 4# (evaluated
well-being) 2 #§ ™ A TE — 5 IN 18] A 4456 21 1) L)

(interpersonal

I BRI G 45 L, 15 # R SR TE R I I
[ P AN A o) 2 v 11 sk A4 1 32 W PP A (Kahneman
& Riis, 2005).

PR IG SE AR W 3 & Kahneman - 33 T I %197
77 20 BL K i 20355 1) ) B 5 B S T O S
R IME o 25 U SR 2 450 AL IR 2028 FH D R
PR AR 20 R, o I A A 1 R 2 IR S (R
8 IR 220 1 R S8 IR ) T R AT 1R 2k T8k 20 9 AR
B & 4K %% B (Kahneman, 2000b; Alexandrova,
2005) . i %% W7 — T B T AR50 1R VAN 55 0 7 2 AR
P 5 M) e T B, AEL A e g B B 4 0 A YR
TR . R, W RLUE, AR5 S AR AL AL T A
50 35 H ) It 20 VE A 5 AR AR 2 A R R
B2 B o T BB K1) S A R A48 R 1) e A
FJ 8] 3¢ & (Hsee & Hastie, 2006).

bR b, VR SEAR AR T BhoR 2 At
S T EE OV () M SE AR K, T R S AR A 2R
RIS 1) T B O B M AR . AT
SRUL, VR AR S AR AR AR S B, MR
JE W H) 9 I =248 KT« PRE AR T AHHE R IR,
HEEA —EMER. FB—, WFHHFAAR.
BRI X A E VR, (H% B IR Jr =X
AN o PR T4 A 28 T e 2 I VPR 7 S A4 ]
IR R S TR AR B, Y R A (world
values survey), “SFISRUL, R0 IX EE R 1) A 3 il
BREWUAT? 7 o T AR I8 =2 AR A T I 208 AR 7 )
RIS R 5 T 3R AS B, T EL, A I S A R I T A
T S R 2 2 A SR I A SR . VEAN S
KPR BT P ES B SO TR, PR
SEAR T ) R T 2 0 AR VAR I SR IR, T A
SEAR SR RIS o 2 UL, PR3 AN TR (9 I
6] £ Bk BRAR SE AR, U M0 25, TS A
E I S A T D VA R = o N T =T
AT EZ WS, B AT 2 R B
A0k T R R AR TR R BE R L 44 ) T (Diener,
Suh, Lucas, & Smith, 1999), {lll T M 44 F il &
NATDRE AR5 B S AR AR TS 8 W) — AN A A
PRI S, R O R 32 BT8O AT A 3 o 4 e
56 DL R AR B AR A i AR TR (I R oy i . 2T
X W2 e, WEUE AR T RS SR AR (I &
F ke

4 KEERMESZ
AR A 56 2 A4 1K) R SC g 06 I 2 25 R 1
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WA, D5 7% iz ik 4R R ] R TR
ECSL I ) R R AR S g RS, T HEE I
& 4 A E B A0 B 4% 3 4> (Kahneman, Krueger,
Schkade, Schwartz, & Stone, 2004a), it %R Al fE
BEf B R B iR REHE 42 (%) 5% T (Schwarz,
1999, 2007; Schwarz & Strnck, 1999). %J 1, #F5Y
HEERRET LR UM S AR AR 5, Jf
HE— P HE I A S B B K )E IR E AT 32
Hi K

4.1 {RIGERFEIR

A B I B ¥ (experience sampling method,
ESM) &t —fl il i 15 5 W & SRR AN TE B RS
BN MET AT O S BRI B 1 . — A
H, ESM 5 425 Wk $F i (ecological momentary
assessment, EMA) & M AR [F] (19 75 7%, #2175 |
S IS i) 00 8 A AR B IS AR5 1) s, RO AR T
AN[A] A 95 4% B (Trull & Ebner-Priemer, 2009). I
R, R VERT N TAT N RFETT R, G
NG IR VA o FEAE R — J5 VT, #OR7E — & I
)N LR B, TG 205 5L AR b & 5y — A
AL F-ic 35 (personal digital assistants, PDAs), {7l
w4t b L (palm pilots), 1T H. 763X JL K ) I 1]
o, SERS TR — W PDA R A nl &
ARSI R, AT SR AR AN 4 2 0 - ol iy 29y b ) B I
{4 36 (Shiffman, Stone, & Hufford, 2008; Riis,
Loewenstein, Baron, & Jepson, 2005).

FE T I Z0 PR AN I A4 50 SE A 0 I 2 AR 7R TR A
TR 15 FL S )R 1)1 26 44 %, Kahneman (1999)
R AR ESM SR SRR =2 4R . M E, —2
WEFEE KM ESM KIS AR TG S 46 o 9, 75— I
g, AR EE NS RONE BT
2 b 10 2508 YARYEFE Y F 2R e B A 7k
MW ESRKkKMREMBMNMESHIE S
(Csikszentmihalyi & Hunter, 2003). 241 3|15 5 I,
B 3 B 58 1 — AN AL G I BT 0] R £ I H ok 4
MM 5 — A e R . TFRorE: i) Bk 4R
B 5 At AT 0bb 20 T AEABUA T 205 8)), 22 500 H 18+ 0]
FRPRA M B Oz S i —, md A E
2 ) S A P 2 50X — W 2 A R B R R )
MBI S Ol TR, T 0Pk In) AR 4 53
HAFIN, Bl e, WrdkEe) . Esh iR E
(TuliE xR, B3 AR R B AR, Wi iR)554% .
M & BRI G PRIR GO (88). B Z(F

Z5) KB BEICEW) . E3h@Es) 7
REEE A 10 mERERMRERET WG
PREA CARGEF? 7)o FE T HORTE— J8 IS TA) Py 1) 4%
R R, 25 FEAA AT LA SR AT 1 1 B k175 J Ak
A5 oL, T LT AR ARk b TR A A ARG, DR
IF 50 ) LA LG AN ) 48 3 78 A () I 8] () 5% 48
K

AR, %7 R H T B SR A R I R 2 T
AT 515, T LS JIR T 1R 1k 4 B A e [
Az, M KRS, (H2&, ESM 47
E— R, B, A& E KRR
(Kahneman & Krueger, 2006), 5 Z At % K& 1 1
) 1 4 R 55
42 BEIE

H FE ¥ (day reconstruction method, DRM)
AETE ESM [P 5EAl b &5 A IR [) T 4503000 4 i O Jie ik
KR E NN H & A4 0 7775, DRM 34T
NATVIE 2 A Bl ABAT] B0 I 1) 0 8 A A4 36 At AT A 3%
) 2 Fh % B0 022 HE(Kahneman et al., 2004a).

1% 77 125 B SR 0 o 5 R 4 R AR I i) A Sk
FINHT— R AENE . #H% Kahneman %5 A (2004a)
PIRT AT, X — ) A S U3 0y o FESE — B4
B E R R E RISl AR — R
I R e 3 JL R R SR AR LR TE R 57 T AE
AR RIS DO L R — S R E R A
U Lo DA R K AE AR ) o TR A ZE R o, A
T 77 TR BT I ) P R R R T — R AE

BRI AN R B ARE B . FEEE = E T, BOR TR
TR B 6T S T S 18 A — TG B EAT B I TR) L b
A FETE— R A HAR R 40 7 ), T HLZEX B
CLTE X 2635 ) v (11 2 A 30 A VP A o 7 58 35
S, B R B O P g R R ()
SPGB, BL K — 28 5 AR G B AR D

A EERG 5 &M S5 E BRI
503 FREAE, T HARAE T ANATE & Fh g 52
V% A H ] 43 I TR P i 204 (Kahneman &
Riis, 2005), BRI 2 & A 0 5 A 30 2 4 1) U V25 o
TORE SE AR 0 AN [R) B AR B SR FH AR R S B
E—— H B\ L AT I 45 18 5 =2 4w B 5 1
G E——ESM fI 458 — 2. Bl i, 7 Kahneman
S5 N(2004a)%f 1080 5 [ AEHR 4 4 1 R A H
IV e I 8 A 06 SEAR I U R B, AN ATE H R AR
T PRI B (0 FAAR A 4 5 T R 2 R IR B
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TH AR 285 AH 0 s> B AN P, i Hop a7 oK
RSN RIS . X 455
ESM BT 4518 — 2.

X —WF 5 T H T e 5 5 TR 5 8 W
1) A B8 S A B VA 0 0 %) R AT AT A
R R B, AR T URT ) S 56 2 0 50 b
R U0 &b T K 2 19 NI B 1) 1 28 TR AT R A
Miron-Shatz (2009)f# I H FEHLVE ZEsk >k B £ 18
5 B R PE 2 0 3K 2y i RS AR AT T & — R R
B — AW BeE A B OE m) R0 AR JE] R 28 R AT 4R
&, I v B S I TR) P 340 1417 45 (duration-
weighted net affect)5 W {H FIN&AH 11515 46 . 451
W, 550G L A I T AR S, FRE SR I RSP 3
A 8 o R T R 0 AR I IR R A 1 B
T P A o

48 X — J7 ik ok W & R 0 AR T R =
Kahneman %5 A (2004a)i\ >k H FHILVEA a0~ H 2
Phri: XGS5SR AT B A VR, XY
B — A A2 Fr B IR AR 56 1) 45 88 1) TR i kAT e 482
PERCE 73 475 5 AR5 A AR B, i o K
AR, BRSBTS 3 S AR TE 4T, AH BT
HH AT 1 SRR 2, 3 B 1 1m0 1 4 2
ZESE /b A DU 4 BAK B TR B, SR A
TH@ER), W EF RGN ok, RH
H 307245 21016 0 AN AT BL BG4 28 3% BR B X
R AT 5 R T R S R R B AL, T B
FH T 453 18] B PG (AN () 47 8 20 2 TR] 1) B ) B
R P B A (i — R AN [ 4 58 5 ) TR 1) L
L) o A (R WS N T A2 37 6 e ) 56 W 5 % 5 U
5 1 LG A O T R AR 1% 18 (Easterlin paradox)
(Easterlin, 1995, 2001) ) fift B 42 (57 1) BE 18 4% 4l
(Kahneman et al., 2004a; Kahneman, Krueger,
Schkade, Schwarz, & Stone, 2006). T & T #% i 1]
1) B A 0 O 2 T b 2 AN N 1) S A IR T 4R it
A NME MR P Ecs 3CHF, R0 21 L DRM )
Jhy 18] R S A KSR I DL K ] 5K T 1) 32 4 KR
LRI T A .
5 BTFHRERMHZEHEIEANERES

B £

7. ESM #1 DRM Al b, #5048 8E— D42
RS = 4 g I & o v, RIHE 5RO 4R Tk P
(national well-being accounts, NWBA). [ [ ] [i]
Ik /' (national time accounting, NTA)LL & U $8%k

(U-index).
510 BER=RMA

NWBA 2 45 3 8 [5 [’ I 18] 4 25 0 4% Fi
T B B AR 10 SR . NWBA 2R AR
WE & J C 0N & 5 5 —— DRM [ 3L Al b4 H
Kahneman, Krueger, Schkade, Schwarz 1 Stone
(2004b) 42 HY HL P57 0 20 R U8 A4 56 250 1 A 4
AL BT T AR R A -

Ui:zjhijﬂij (1)

hy AN | SIS S SR B
FIINFIRL, Ty A2 3RTE j IS ShIN S S 2 A% . [
B, B B SRR S E W AR

WB=3 3 Jypy | N B WB =3 Hu; (2)

NUZ I E N B REL, py 2 F8NARTE j 75 B I
4131 34) 15155 8% /K 56 (average net affect experienced),
Hy WHZFRTES) j BIAE DR P 2 8] o MR 48 2 2K (2),
AN B 3 17 1 5 I T A5 6 Bl T DLl ik DRM
Ko s, R ARG ;IO thon] LU i
ESM 5% DRM K3K4, T A, vl LA G 30 57 1)
(36 [ 55 3 g8 vk R B 0 I ) AR A ) ok
EISER

5 AE W RE M B B R &y SO B,
(EENENE 2R 2N O e S R & N T I VB (B U A
i B PR 15 R A 58 LA B I ) 23 T ke ) R LIRS S
1 % (Kahneman et al., 2004b). H1 T H A 18
DRM ke, Bl [ I 52 A K B 0 2 4
DRM IJfL#. NWBA 7 =AT5 i & 25—,
— ] P 32 A K K ST Bl A I ] 0 AR A 9 15 0 AT A
FNTE, T SEAR KT R 3G 0 sl et ] DLy R
9 E T A B0 RIS T 43 T Y SR TR R ) B
F T4 E T A AR R 2R
I T A B0 5 AL G TR 15 4 ) T
SE A K TR 22 5 A e UE DT AN (R3S B)) 8 AS [R] i
(1) 73 C BA B X 2635 ) i = AR A I o Sy AR, [
X A IR 2 St ) LUAR A I 1) 23 PE 155 00 5 15 TRk
75 TR A ALK 43 fi# (Kahneman, etal, 2004b).
5.2 ERE KA

Krueger, Kahneman, Schkade, Schwarz #l
Stone (2008) & Hi — AN T i P4 iR B = ) R
&——NTA. [AHFE, NTA J&— R T I ) 20 ic 5
17 A6 1) I A 2 SEAR R AR (9 U7V o NTA AT LA
D& RN A3 # AATVAE 2y 8] 1 7 =X — &R A0 Ty
W5, AFE XS I I ) Y AN R B K 2
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ANFEEEARZ AR LB 43 #7 .

NTA 5 ZWCE A A VEA I 5] 45 1 (evaluated
time use) %4, B4 ESM FI DRM #f fit % 3k £
AARTE I R 40 e L 80, {2 Krueger %5 A7
DRM (WAl b5 F T — o 58 I 4 H. S FH 18 7
%, LAIG R, NTA XL 248 (Il &, AR A @ T
[ 5% 22 17 1) SE A4 1 L2« Krueger 25 A (2008)32
{f ] DRM I HLiE R A hloAs, RTS8 AR i gk
i [8] 1 £ (Princeton affect and time survey, PATS)
KB AT BRI TR A S B o 31X —J7 VAR T
% E 57 ) R R A BN, (B2
Krueger %5 N¥4% i) 45 o (1) — L8N HH 3G 1) 1) 2850 )
P HRCRUL, FHEIE R, #OlHEERHR
P — H g — AN L35 S (— B 1) A AR 2
B AR B ) R AE I B AR IS BL(EE R R, At 4
LB FH AR — e 4 1) ) o 24— 4 H 0 AR v A1
BeVPA G5, 3 AN AT A AR R I TR R L4
BEBEHLEI, AR5 B XA 3 A BELGE I 2L
AR RIS AN EFE 6 AR R T TR
P A 50 5 A ) 5 20 B A AL 1) R
1M FLIX 6 it 26 41 5 (05U 2 BEBL Y

WEFCR DL, R PATS JIT 35453 1 AN ¢ 1 I i)
i 55 15 AR B 0 45 SR 55 R DRM I 3R A3 10 45
HOE— 2, M H 2L ROE 2 — B0 (Krueger,
Kahneman, Fischler, Schkade, Schwarz, & Stone,
2009).

53 UERH

NTA P U $5EE A EAR AR bRk & os —
AL ECE B K SEARKCE, T H, BFUE T DA
it 7 B LU RN AR B TR 2K 2 18 () SR AR KT

U $8 502 M & AR TE 2 75 AN POIRES T 0
B, U AL A R K (unpleasant) B & A 48 %
(undesirable) (Kahneman & Krueger, 2006). U 5
B0 RO AR BRI, T U R UK R = R
FAER . ARIEMAT IS, U R T TR
ST 5 IR 6 A VR A N D TR B N A PR
SR, AR B A AN PR IR SR R I TR, WS A
FIAS ARG AL T At POIRZS I N 8] 55— R A
I TR AH LE PR B — AN 0 8, B U a3 X T4
o PR A IR DX 43, ABATTIA D A RASAAE O Bk
FHORE AN BB 20 S R A R 2 A R
T2 GE— TG AN AR . X — X o)
JiVEFR Y, PR B A PR LA O SR X 4 11,

IXAEAG U FEEA DR B T AR TE AR 1 I8 0] 2 0] 2%
%) T 50 () 35 7 1) B AR A — B0l 8, T HoaT DA T
FEIRRAS R AN A . A () 3 4k 2 ) S A R ) e ) R0 A
)3 3 i S (80 A5 SR AR 56 1) S22 TR

5 NWBA F' LG 1 43 8 77 2UAS [R], NTA
T3S U g B Ty 2k S B TR R S A s 1 il iR
AT o BERERK T R AR R R
b, T S T ) 22 T S E R R S
AR 3 AT LA . ), Krueger 46 A (2008)
{EH PATS F 1 £ & B\ 1 e 1) 48 175 10 LA 2 1
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Experienced Utility-Based Well-being and Its Measure

LIU Teng-Fei'; XU Fu-Ming'?; SUN Yan?; ZHANG Jun-Wei'; JIANG Duo'
(' School of Psychology, HuaZhong Normal University, Wuhan 430079, China)
(? Institute of Psychology, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing 100101, China)

Abstract: Experienced well-being is an integration of multiple emotional responses measured by
moment-based assessment which is based on experienced utility. The concept of experienced well-being
proposed by Kahneman and his collaborators mainly stems from their rediscovery and interpretation for
utility. Experienced utility moment-based assessment and hypotheses for measuring moment utility
constitute the theoretical basis of experienced well-being. The methods for measuring experienced
well-being mainly include experience sampling method and day reconstruction method. Based on these two
methods, national well-being accounts and national time accounts analyze more directly how people
distribute their time and how they experience emotions in daily life. Furthermore, the concept of
experienced well-being and its measurement offer concrete, real and referable scientific data for evaluating
and making public policies.

Key words: experienced well-being; experienced utility; day reconstruction method; public policy





