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Present State and Future Perspectives of
Social Discounting Research

Takeharu Igaki

Social discounting refers to the finding that subjective reward val-
ue decreases as a function of the number of people with whom one
shares a reward or social distance between the participant and the
person with whom they are sharing the money. Just like delay
discounting gives an indication of the construct of self-control or
impulsivity, social discounting can be construed as a measure of gen-
erosity (altruism) or selfishness. This paper reviews recent basic
research on social discounting to illustrate the general procedure
used for assessing social discounting and to summarize key findings
related to cultural difference and economic game theory. Further-
more, this paper also investigates potential connections between
three types of discounting (delay, probability, and social). Finally,
future directions for the study of social discounting are discussed.

1. IZC®IC

BEAE 7 &K AEOEG BRI L o THRMOAEAS AT % BR % lifEE5 |
(value discounting) & L5, flifEDEG | % EA B TRENLZERE LT,
JEIE (delay), 3 (probability), &4 (sharing) 2 #HE S Tw 5.
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WSS N D T TORBIENREL R HIZONT, T2 %15 5 MM
{BBIZONT, SHIZHMA g & bG35 2 &C, o EBIH 2
EIEE V5N s, INSIEENEIGBIEES], MEEE5], % (social)
FElE X Tns.

INFETH oL QFHMITHREDATO T X 7285 [ ERITEEEG | Th
B, FRICEEEG AR SO HE M (mpulsivity) X B Tl #
(self-control) ZfB4 & &h, THIFLHEZEDOIGH % E 2 5 ECEER
HTHY, ZOLOREETNIL  OMFEEDER 2 LD TE 2. FEFEE
FliZoVwTAEsmAsnhTBY, Zo#Eshdy A7 E&Em (risk
prone) 1V A7 BEHE (risk aversive) #FE L TCW5b & & N5, 4TI,
HAIC L AHEEFI A EO TV LB ERTH ), 0B 2RT
RN (generosity) « FMBE (altruism) RF O (selfishness) &9
CDHEEIIREFO S — 2R TRbN L VL <7 — A b b AR
o BTN, BIRERUTIZRIER G AR A DS, A FEISHE
RERDPER L O2OH LT - Th .

AimTlE, COMBEFNEREZHUT, TNETOMRBEREL Y2 —
T4, FTHEEBIZMET L TECOWTHAL, BRI 7 — 4
GG & BT HRFZEICE R E BE OO LTI AT 5. S SICHTIH
DR = BE U756t 2 BT 5. REBIC5HR, HSETIE TR
NEWIET =IOV TOREEFT) .

2. EEZI5]

FACH IRz L1, BIEEGIIINE T - & S FNMICHIZELfTH
NCTELEFIENTH L. FL WL Ya—& LT, Critchfield & Kollins
(2001), McKerchar & Renda (2012), Mpyerson, Green, Hanson, Holt, &
Estle (2003), Odum (2011) 2% V), % 7z Madden & Bickel (2010) T
WRIEED BT A8k 4 e T — <L LT LodoNTnwAb, §F
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LWHBNE I NS 12585205, BIEEIS | OFMEN 25 H1%, Hady] & B
THELLL BHDHD, B E BET 2 5% LU IEE [ Ok
YA Z I THRRTEL.

BIEEGL, FeA RBEICBT 28 (Bl1X, 1F&01HM) &E
B S 2 BN (1 212, 49 Cd 5255000 M) ZillEd 5.
COFEBEMIE, KL — P ATl s, BESGFIE
\Z, BEEOEIEHRIN & BRI ] 0 #RASK D b 5.l 3R
£ o THIEFERN O G40 % BRI I2 2L 2T, TRIEHRIN & T8Iy 1255 7
HRp i > & 2 SR o T <L

TRIEREH] 2 AEhIC & 0, FEBIESMEICBI) 2 EBNEME 2GR L1
Lo CEEEG MM A < 2L TE S, il z itk 5B ow
THMEDPMA N TBY, ThF TIREEIHS L ORI B e R s
&/ K1, fREBE L BB BAET M S 5 H5 s o f 2 7R
. I E TOMEIEIREMAE L D S BUIREEIZ & o T X D #e)izEG]
AR ETE I E2YL2ICLTE (21 Mazur &
Biondi, 2009). A HRERAEIZLL T O TREAE E s (Mazur, 1987).

— %K
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A

C I T 3EBIBROEBIMMEL, DIZIRIERR %, A XHEEZRT
ZoRiL, f#EA B 1HM) offifiid, BESKEL %5120
NTEDFIPNDZLERRL TS, BIEICAIMES RS kL, JREEIC
I BEE AR TEAMINTNT A — & CRIEEG R LI TS, kS
KEVIZERBIEZELEADITL 2 EI12%D, X ) WEOMmELE ) 512
NBHZ L5, BMHREEICBIT2 20 rofilx, EEEL BCHEO
TR E SN TS, 2 I1ZH5 R0 8EZ 55 B OB 2R T.

MHIARBI R DR & L, EWIFROMEDO R R E L, —T75, &
WIFROIMEDBAIIER P TH L H2 (R1BR), 2o kH It
B C Lo CTEIG O AR5 2 &1L, BIEEGT oK ERIFHTH 5%
Ik (preference reversal) 5% 3725 ¢ (Ainslie & Herrnstein, 1981;
Green, Fisher, Perlow, & Sherman, 1981). Z AU EEKE SR T D3I A%
WMeAHI LT, HELFIEEE L2y L, IR GEES L)
BIRE LT Th, FREERTHH D L oIEREZ ML TLE ) HHb
(3R O MY 22 1 TdH B

EIEIES s

- - - 3%

EEESEHO S

EEIE
M2 Bz o/zHGE X B EH G
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TG X BIEEG | & k4 R EROBRE MG 5 L TEERIEELE 2
BN, FHIEI DY, FO7OIERMEE E T & SR o
HEELWE W MENS DD, F 7B BT TV L72RIE T
HAH INSOMED, EETIE, ELAMZH, Myerson, Green, &
Warusawitharana (2001) 2 & % i #t T W% (Area Under the Curve:
AUC) FHWwHNL Z &%\, AUC L, EBIHE T omEY Jili3 5
bOT, EHMESRIN, FEe OREINIT2IT) 2 TE, FET
WITHAF L7\ 207200 O ESG | 2 0 < A58 Tid AUC % #5]
OIFIEL LTHWA Z DL\, 2D k& AUC OIEATR A L
TWLIEIFEENLETHL. RICELT, k& (HFIEIEm)
C L AEEEOMEN Z, EAVNS W (FIFERSMER) & ECHE oM
mEZRLTW525 AUCICELT, K E W EIZHTCHEOMER %,
EAVNS W LB Z RS 2 L1k 5.

EIEEF | & B B4 R AR OWTORFDPHE {ATb T &7,
SINEN B AR EM L E LTS, 8 (Green, Fly, & Myerson, 1994),
A (Green, Myerson, Lichtman, Rosen, & Fry, 1996) 7% 1), #5# 3%
MNZHEARTEIGIRF RN Z &2, WA NIZE W AN A TEIG [5
BWI EATRENT WD, EETIEFFIZ, &ova, 7ra—)y, #y,
Fx TN EORFATE) L BIERG [25RT 5 2 WIS PIZENTE
 (L¥2—& LT, Bickel & Marsh, 2001; Reynolds, 2006; Yi, Mitchell,
& Bickel, 2010), W HKIHEI DGR N TEIFIF A, FIIZR S
LTI, MMESEAT AL (B2IE, 17725 100 ), #iE
HOENEL DI EPRENTEBY, ZIEHEI =% (amount
effect) &IFIEN T3 (Green, Myerson, & McFadden, 1997).

3. #=E5
MBI, WAME L A SNB 2 L1C X o TZ OO
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TI2HSE LY. #HREGTNL, CNFT2Oo0HETHFEEINTE .
DEDWE, IHEABICE2EBITHSL (g, 2000; Tto, Saeki, & Green, 2011;
Ostaszewski & Osinski, 2011; Rachlin, 1993; Rachlin & Raineri, 1992;
fEf, 2001). 2ok, HESNE NESEINT 51220 CTE D 52
N2HMOMEEMET L. bV EeDik, HFT 2 AW & O
(DFNHHES) I2LEEFITHS (Jones & Rachlin, 2006, 2009; Rachlin
& Jones, 2008). ZONEE, BT E AW E OHEWIEREDSSIE NS S (B
HTIE %R % 5) (IZONTEND 51201 2 O AfifE 2 WES 5.

WKEIT, EHFABIC L H5 EHAEREC X 2E51ICE LT, 2he
NOBREE & B 2 5805E 2 S 5.

4. HEARICKZEEI5]

B NI X BHEEEF1I2B VT, Rachlin & Raineri (1992) (&, #51
R 2 RS LIT 0 2 OB E R W TRk T & 5 & L7z,

v=ﬁ (2
CZTo FEBIBOIHNMELY, ATHEMEE, NIZE AT BT
SIFHAETNCBY 285 %2BL, Z0s OEIFME (EAS) - F
CHORBELZRLTWS &S5, Rachlin (1993) &, & L&D ADE
ML TH 5 7 51X s OfEIL 00, BEICHCHTHL251L10 &%
5 Rz s=00 1%, WA MA LA L LD & b offifEs
AL L R WZ & 2T 5. s=1013, #Milx s & S FIcoms s 2k
PHBOME L 20, HFT 5 LMz @22 WIREZET. s<10
E, BPICHRENEEUT ISR o728 LTHIET 2 2 L I flifi % &
AFFT, ThAFUhMEE ShTwd, FAHERICIE>101ER L7 —
ALBREINL T s, s=10 #&H#IL, TN EOREERCH LW
HEROMH SN WS (A, 2001).
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FREO X IBUMBB B X AR SIRE ST B 25, FREBIEE N
AR OB b T CT b, fE (2000) 1, BEOEMIZB Tl
FHORB AT, BEOLTEE ) 2R TREREDY, wIhofihed
IR A L 0 D AU BV TE W I L ERL TV A,

H AU X 2 HEETNE, BEET] & FFKIC, BRIMKE V72 mRE
WX oTHIEESNS. 2Tl Tto et al. (2011) @ HARAZEAEZ R HIZL
ToEERAE S L2, ToOREEEHIAT A, o 0ERTIX, MmELIEET
L aEE EBIICEMZ — AT 6 ) A SNz WHETLMMED
NI, 1%, 2%, 444, 8%, 144, 244k 6 1 (N) DSREE S,
BHRBEOD ETEMEE [—ATH 5 & (U, MAEERE L ER) ]
&[N Ao LT 5 137571 (Lhfg, g # U L IER) ] & 0ER
RO STz MERIREICB T A E48E, 13525 130METTEFD
EDLNILECTEBIICAL IO, WMIRFEICLY, &5 ®
R BT 2 & E EBIIZE L Wil R o & ko sz, B
MV, PR CEIRDAT L 2856 o B I o £4005, WA SR
i & IS M 2 40 IR OS5 E S/, Tto et al (2011) T3,
S50, HEABDINCS, WERRPRE - BHEZEBHLVWATH S
B, RO R BE TH 5 DM E L L TRBICHARATN TV,

HHE N AL D, BEMPICBI 5 2ENEMS R, E5
MAERMCIEDTES., ERELT, WHEAEENT L L, SO FB
FHE A5 2 &, & HICZ2DAIE AU THEY)ICREARTE %
T EAIRENT FRE - BUEEEM (=1228) XD BHED LW lE
G (s=1697) THEIFIFIEE (LVFCEWTHL) ZLdRENT.

5. #BEARICKSZHKREE|DEME
A A X B EE G2 LT, Ostaszewski & Osinski (2011) (&
WA, FoRETTHLY FUF72 Tto et al. (2011) 13 CfbRibge e &

(103)
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Lo —hEOBEEZFR L TW5.

5—1. HEESHR

Ostaszewski & Osinski (2011) 1%, #HMim & LCTR—F > F@ET 900
21 (PLN) & 70000 X1 % Hw CHBER 2 ME LT 5 (2011
FIZBWTIPLN 3 29 M), liF St & LT, Kk B A - K
N, RAISRQAD 3EMEFHCSN. #ERE LT, RS AL TH
FlEd b m <, Tto et al. (2011) & [ CEHAIAER Sz, E 5123
TOFRMIZBNT, W= L) SMEROEE 2B\ THIFE13E <
%5 2 EAURENT. COWBE OB, EEET B A GREN
EAREWEHTIEIE) LIEHTHY, BEET] & LB OMAA S
N7z b)) T CTHHMER R (reversed amount effect) Z7/R LTV 5.

5—2. XLEEBRE IO LT —L4A

FICHLY) BUIF7z Tto et al. (2011) 1%, 7 A V) H & HROREFEELX FWT
TALMIE 2 4T, S SICHEET I DAMC  RBBF 0 7 — L BEEmigECH
WHENLY LUy — AL FERL T3,

ALEEEIC BT LAV S N e, £ EFK (collectivism)
M AFFE (individualism) TH Y, K7 Y7 (HARLHE) (TEMTEE
oAk, WoRIFEAFFRoO L L L THREMICIEMES T ONTE7:
(Markus & Kitayama, 1991). #F Tz, ALK (interdependence)
THEMOT 5N, AMBROFMZERT S, —F, WAEHRIT, £HX
D &M@ HI. (independence) #EM T 5. ZoOMKXIHEZIE, E£FHZ
ERTL2HRICBNC, L DFMBRENSFHTES, L Leds
Ito et al. (2011) DFERIZZOFMEFIEL, BB L T, &
Wi e BUESA, RAmsafhEZm e b, 7 AU A (RiE - BEEMN
s=0871, RS iafli# s s=1020)0 £ 0 b AA (R - BWEEME:

(104)
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s=1228, RS afltiF4tb: s=1697) 12BVTEHFIRIE NI LHUR
SNz HHIEZORMEDPHEMFRPMATRLEL V) ZGENHETD
HRPE I PIZOWTEREZ R L TWwab, UeMIbEIcB LT, 725
THFL KDY RIF 5.

Ito et al. (2011) XSS ICHEETIOEAE, NAOIL r=xRTFF &
DTV UROEERFOT L < — A TORME & G oEIRE R % L
LTwa, #RELT, YLry<r—aThERRALSMEOHTIH
13, MEEEAZEME LD LA, AR R EM AR L TWwb Z &
LAl ansz. ZofRIE, HREGIOEG TR S NACEEFEDS, F)
PERFCHEEZ R L T D 2 EDEYERFIREL TV D &z D,

6. #SHUEERHIC KA HEEIE]

HTHME L OS2 AW 2S5 L O TT o 7201
Jones & Rachlin (2006) T#H 4. #®t%, Rachlin & Jones (2008) (At
HLEOIE TR, WF IR x el ith 95, X ) FMlay 2 T &
EHWIGE TOREHGIVHETELZ L 2R L TNA.

FESREEE 2 WS EE BT, F5 Tl Bl B % v
Trilb &N 5.

V .

Z Tl oEE 1o FEWME L, VAR 0 D L DH]
Fl SN TR W OAMfiE 2, NVIiZtSrEHE =z i5d. sidthads=se
&L, 2o s oEPFMbE (RS PHCHEORELRT.

PLFCld Jones & Rachlin (2006) & Rachlin & Jones (2008) @ 2 >®
F7e s & & AHES R EEER V72 S ET I OMEEIZ OV TR RS,

(105)
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6—1. Jones & Rachlin (2006)

Jones & Rachlin (2006) OFEERIZBWT, S, HESMMEEEEC X -
THEFAF T 5172100 A1) A N 2ERT 2 X ) ISR &SN 5. 100 AD
IB, VIBARREE - BETSMEN L (Ao T2 A, 100 1372 L
TRVDEHPETDAS R WATH D LB SN F20) X NIt
TR 5 &9 18R sz, Mgt LT, 1, 2 5,10, 20, 50, 100
THHRES N, &80 (V) 12BWT, 1 ATH S ) BEIF (LI, F
CHEIEEER) & [2INE L) ANONFEHOARENENT K
Vb 59 | ERE (D, BERBEIUR LIES) MoOERATbNIL FT
BB OEHIL 155 VA5 75 FVETI0 Fuvdo2fbsdsi, &
REIRAL & EB IS il 22 I CHYEIRB O SEPBRREIC L o TRko b
7o, BARRNCIE, FICHYEIRE D © B GERIRUEA & #IRAAT L iR 0
R CHEIUL O S OFIGMEDS,  EARBRIUR & FBI 1AM 2 F) A9 FIR
icogEe shi, EBETHOONZEMKER LIORT. #1113, #
S 20 FHOGMOHBITH 5.

31, Jones & Rachlin (2006) 23T 2 Hill o TEIAYNAE 277 LT
Wh FEIMEE, NEHOANT FLVE5 2572010 LTHET

#1 Jones & Rachlin (2006) THW S 74 &E5 VR LA RIEEED 20 &
H4AF)
FUIRNGEEN g EVN N3
B0 VA5 FIVETID  H%72575 Kb, U A 20FEDOAN TS FLVETS
Btz OE VA 1E FIVETID  H7%72575 Kb, A 20FBDOANTS FLVZITID
B0 EDAL35 FIVZITIS  H%ZHT5 Fb, VAR 20FHDAN T FVZITS
Btz VH125 FVZTID %7575 Fb, VA 20EFBOAN TS FVZTIRS
HRIVEYHS FVETD  H%722575 Kb, ) AR 20FHOADT5 FIVZTHS
Bz E VD105 FVZITILS  $7%727575 Kb, VAN 20FEHDOADTE FIVZITEA
HRIOEDH 5 FVEFIND  H&7HT5 Kb, JAF20EBOADT5 FLZITIS
Bz O0E N FVZITID  Ha/zAh 75 Fv, VAR 20FHOAN T FIVZITES
SO E DN T FIVZITMDE  H%75 By, VAR 20FEHDANT5 FIVZITHS
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3 Jones & Rachlin (2006) (2B 2 HMM O FBOMfE #HdhiE, NEHDO AN
75 EVah2 5720l LTEEIILDOTELEHEZIRT.

CLOTEZEHEARL TS, Bz, EBEMSEL 110 FLvThiL
£, 110-75 T35 FAD R L THETHMOSHEE VW) T Lk b, HE
MEREEASEEIN S 2 1200 (BEEPK 2 512oM0), % LT $ 3
SETEP LT FZoMmBIEIERBE T (RP=970) X1 & BUli#
Bt (RP=997) CTXV#YICRMRTE LI & dRENT

WODERTIEs L VOENR 7)) =T A= L LTHESN, s
130052, Vi 83 FVThorz, Volbld, *amiiiEdss 0 oaoHEs]
ENTVRWHMOMIETH L Z &b, ZLTHEETILDOTELRA
i (Zo¥E1E, 155-75 T80 FV) DSESNL I L bHb (BT,
Romanowich & Igaki, 2017).

6—2. Rachlin & Jones (2008)

Jones & Rachlin (2006) Tid, & &2 & oG 25E KEING &
EMNTCTWw7z. Rachlin & Jones (2008) 13, e o TIE% <,
NOEER LML o COHARFGIPBETELILERL TS, K
5 OFEBRIZ BT H BINE TSR & > TEFAHT &7z 100 Ao

(107)
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VA MRS A & D IIRR SN k2, BRA A SBEEES (V)
WBWT [VAMDONFHOADS S 75 Fv] & EHBNCHEMZ—A
TL 5 ) @ENMIESNL. —ATL 5 ) &L, 8 M5 Fug
TI10 FUFORBEMICEL L 72, fiRkE L CRak 5 M5 258U H
WHNHETYH, EBEMS (2 LTHE TR 1, AT
WYNCFERTE LI LR EN, Mok, G2 5 A7 Jones &
Rachlin (2006) (2, SE47% 545 %2 7z 2 OFEEIZ B W THG=
WE D22 PUILDS, BRE L THELNZEDIEIZ 0049 TH Y,
Jones & Rachlin (2006) @ 0.052 L FITED S h o 72,

7. HRHERIC KD HRIIBIOFEMA

MM VSIS LTI, B e 2 EBEME G 53
BBHB. TR, LR, - ABE, At AR
BLUZOMIZ TRb T 5.

7—1. HEENR

Hi7k L7z Rachlin & Jones (2008) 1%, fi#H~DwEL%R 452 Hw/-F
S T, BIEEG| &R EG % 3 &M OHME TR HBHMES
LCwa, FEFIE, SMEEINT 5 1200C, 513 EEE [CIlEiR
YL (DF D IEERR), B33l (OF b SHEmERh ).

Romanowich & Igaki (2017) 137 2 U A & HROKFEE AT, #H
BHERIR ARG LT, SR E L CHARORFE TRk & s H A7 1
51, Rachlin & Jones (2008) O#RZMER L. LoL, TAUHID
KA TIFHMEN RS R SN 7 A 7 ORFAE THIMESFEIR S
NRRIIAHTH B0, HEOFEFTIE, WlEOENDST 21) 1 OK
FHTIZ 155 Fv e 1550 P& 10 L i T e o 72, HillERh AR
% BGET L 72EROMIFETIE, 1000 AR A =278 o TV 5 Z & 3%
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WTHL (B 21X, Ostaszewski & Osinski, 2011). & D7z D& &
W BRI L CHRE T 2 LE N H H7EH ).

Ak L7248 N & 24 & E5] % v 72 Ostaszewski & Osinski
(2011) IZBWTHHIHMERS L SN TEY, IO ZRAIHME
T2 &, HEETNIBWTHMEOBRIEE, BRG] &35 % 5 i
MEERTEEZOND,

7—2. XALRELLEB

SIS E W72 EET 2BV T UBIZ X 2E VDRI S Tw
5. FEEGIOMER AR LT L0EERHEIZEIC D B2 512, Fih
HFOHTHLLEZON, ZofFEE, bIc X 2 EREDE: (%
ML MAER) SREET LMD H o7z FikL7zL )12, K
TVTOEMEFLEWKOBAERE VML, H7 V7 Tk D
D FMBE 7 BIRDE O NS L) PllZES, oot aE5 |0 EsC
ALWFZEASKE B2 AT h T & 72,

Strombach et al. (2014) X, FA v EHEOSMNE % b &I E&E5]
DYALME E 1T > Twh, H5I1E, EFFEFRO L (22 TlddE) T
&, XD EEICAER EAMER E XBIT 5720, XD HSMIEREO T
AIZIFEKRT, HSWEESEVEEIITERTIE R 25 SEL 7.
fMRE LT, 2&fNattagsloEn, FM v EHRETIRERETHS
72, ARSI VIEER, PELD D MY TERWEIG RSB S
N7, ZOERELT, Kol HESRELOBBROLATHCL R 2
TENH AL TRE>TBY, FAVIZHC L MEDEWFBEIZ XYY
LA, WENEZ D TIEARWI &, INHoE0wE AL L TWw DI REM
R L. FENTNOEICBWT, SRSt =@ U2 %
RCAaBE, PEE, HEWEESEWCEAIZERTIER L, MmN
BICEERTHD LV EREIELN. ZORERIE, Bz EC
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BT 27l GEWHSWIERECEART, ®BVWHESEE TR ATIEZ W)
LRz o> Tz,

fl1l2 %, Boyer, Leinard, & Xu (2012) &, 7 AU %, HE, r=70%
s cHE&EB 2L Lz 7 A H EPETIIHEEHB N EZDL Lo 7
D, T ETOSMENET AV ARPEOSINFE LD SEG IRy E o7

& 512 Romanowich & Igaki (2017) &, HAREL 7 X ) hOKRFEAEIZE
W, 2O00WMESMTEACT, HEETIZHELZE A, W=/
FM I CEVIZR SN2 D o 7288, HiE AL Tk, 72U
I HATEDIENFH W EPEE SN/ & 512, Romanowich,
Sirvent, & Tanno (in submission) &, ZlN#E OEZEOFZE % HRT L7z
Locey & Rachlin (2015) Oifgea, HAREL 7 21 7O RFETERL T
Wh ZZTHHY, TAVA LD S HARTEHG RPN LARENT
W5, ABicd, Tshii & Eisen (2018) 1%, HAL FA Y ORFELEHNT
FaFTI AL, 213D N4V XD b HRTHRWEGMEAA LS ND
EERLTND,

FREOWFERE R HE L 22 X B WA E L O EE LS, Al
ELHARIZELCIX, 7294 (Romanowich & Igaki, 2017 @ HFl& K
%f+; Romanowich et al, in submission) %° K4 7 (Ishii & Eisen, 2018)
FDHEHREE LV D, SHICHA AT A7z To et al. (2011)
BT AVA LY BHRTHVEGIFELRLTWD, HRIZBWTHTOHZ
ARSI &) EitokRiz, SRFHEMATRICL L ULoE
WRABELNL T EIZERL > TWE. 20k ZEmIE, F&EE AL
DOMOWZE T HHEFE S LTV % (Matsumoto, Kudoh, & Takeuchi, 1996;
Takano & Osaka, 1999). #lz iX, Takano & Osaka (1999) (X, #£FHF
FBIOMAZRICEL S LOECEMRET L 150282 L Y2 — L,
ZIZTRTCORET, ZOZHHEIL LB CPHRTE RN L %
fEMLTWa, IS 2BEMIHBTS UL, SERTEREEATRE VS
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ZZHEROBEETIE, HAZZELHAMEOLAE T BB L T 5 &
IR %BWEL . Fa— VLR L 72 BRSNS L 728 L w3
LICHE 2 ETIULEZRABETLENH L7259

7-3. T— LI

FHREGIDPRLTNDE EEZ SN LFMBME - FICHE L v OERFFEE,
FEFRF DT — LB TRON TV k4 27 — LB THE ST 515
BEL S PEANE, FIZIE, HEWI L U~ — 2B AL EYY
FIRR I BT — A CTORFEETHL &1L, BEERHSWET (B5 8
G2 Th MBEOFB S ZRICVNEEIF) LHELTWLEENE.
ZO7OREFEL NS — AFE L OFEMEAVR S UL, HEET]
PRTLHBEEOZYEETHO LI T LI LD D. Z0-0
Rachlin & 3EFAIZEH L, 215 OBREZRIICHRE LtT TETwb
(Jones & Rachlin, 2009; Locey, Safin, & Rachlin, 2013; Rachlin &
Jones, 2010).

Jones & Rachlin (2009) &, &MWL o ~<r—2THALRIEMr—
A EHZEGIOBEEELRE L T\wb. KRIEHM Ty —ATIE, ZNEES25
N7z&8 (BIZIE1000M) OS5, Zh—T07Dllw L btk
(FM) L, EANOLMED 2825, 7 V—TE&EIIHFICRS SN,
EEPFEEEZNTUEL, FND EOEEIFEIEITCEI NS, —F, i
DAL EELMOANL Y ST, 2O NIIMO N HARD L W FA
TEHL OEHEERAZENTED, 2B TREM Ty — L2756, 7F—
LOREEINADY L =7 — LU T 5. 15 0FEBRTIE, A3t
T L0 E, BIE, MR, HREH]E ORE ZINE N T HER
BL7z e LT, e e BRGNS RBMRIER SN o 7z
A, FEEDE AT EREREG [ A ET 05 [FRIIMR 2 L 3Big
Inze.
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Rachlin & Jones (2010) 1%, #:&#5|0Fhi & &zl r — & R0
BHEr— 2 OFUA B L, HEHFIOFHE LA LTl — 4%
ALTwa, RBEEES— A L1, BRELHEEOM T, SEoEx%
fII75 =L ThHb. REZEIDDLEDOONEEE LD L) IIREE LT
BHECHET 0%, NEFICRET L. WEHL ThzzbT, 20
REZZHT AR T 202 BT 5. MEEPZHINIZOTED
SHTRSEN, EGETREZOr — 23 msh e 22 ) &R EH 512012
fEINZv, WEE TS — L L, REEDV I E R AL IR
FTLOHKRT, MEHEOREILRD SN\, 1S 0FERTIE, HanViEE
TR SN AEE L E ST, Wyr—La%iTo/b I, AN
PEBEZARAT L CIEBENORESHEIWA L, 7220l LA #R B £
THLRTE L 2 EATRENIz. M D Tgaki (2016) (X, {ZEMET — 4
DRFESHEEASHT | OBRZ IERET L, HEBFNORESEI =W
I EETIEIRNEICHE Z LR AL T 5.

FREOREDNS, BAc % — AFETHEN SR 3 5 L HaE
FIOREICIZAOHBESRON TV, 20 &k, #HEEH5IH RS LH
FetED M - FICHETH AL EZPIREEL TV D ENZ D,

T—4. BHEATK

HEHRPAT =P 7+ Vo LETEEGESER L BAHEIIBNT
X, MorOEEL LENOZNLOBETREGECIHRIET S [ H A~
A DPHEWNICH SN S, PTOHEE L 2270 OEFHEGOBRIEIE, £
DEBREOBLEN S, BRRL T A A% &84  OFCHEECHMEEO®E
SAT4H & 7 - C\w5b. Hayashi, Russo, & Wirth (2015) (Z&Eizd o X — v
¥ (Texting While Driving: TWD) &EBEEEG[OBEFEEHETL, L1
TWD %3 2%4 3 EHGIERIEmNZ e 2 BRI L7,

& 5|2 Igaki, Romanowich, & Yamagishi (in press) 1, HART 4%
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R L ) 223 b3 & A< (Using Smartphones While Walking) &
BIEHG B L UHEFGI OB EHRET L TWwad. ZoEBOHE1OEWN
1Z, TWD 7217 T K H & A< R THRBIEEF I DE DS N5 D &2 G
T5ILThotz, FIBREAIKRIARZTTHIMEIZL > ThHfEhx
ThY, FEIEREMY SDDOZFD L) BRiThaT5Z L IIMCHNTH S
TR H L. TOHE2OHME LT, HEAVRIHEEET] & B
THPERETL TS, #RE LT, RE A~k L BERT XML M
f&H R 5, Hayashi et al. (2015) 128175 TWD &AkIZ, L k&
AR KA T HYATE, BIERGIOREIE P72, —H, HKEATKL
HEFENIIHHER BRI O N o7z, ZORRIE, FEATEREW
IFTBDIFCHEISERNT 200 TRAVI L ZRIELTVEY, KEA~
AL TWD IS 720, FICHEDSHIREICBIE L 22 200 72
WREVEDSH 5. 20720 X D fEEORE W TWD % &b FHw CHBETT %
VEVEATRIB SN D .

7—5. FDfth

ZFOMIHEEFTNCE L TIThI 2D ) 6, BIERECD OF LTI
T 5.

FELFa WERFLIZBE L C, Bradstreet et al. (2012) 13, MM ok
(2B B BRI & IR\ C B\ A AEIR [ 2 e L, BREE B\
KEFIRPE N LR LTS, —T, Tha—E sy \NaoEiE
EFEEG | OMR % MET L7z Romanowich & Igaki (2017) Ti&, #1 5
g it &AL EN T DR EE (CIHIE 2 B IE R o e o 7o MBI SIARAE
EOMGETRIEES| L ECHET LI EDRINT WD, 48, H&E5]
MERFL ED L) ICHET 220 E L T LENH H725 9

[E5 1 Locey & Rachlin (2015) 1%, EHAGEIRBIZ BT 2 E&EOZHE
L&MW CIEFEM T SN2 A N EOAY) A2 0&8IEiEDr SRt s
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NIzDDPEMO R VEXLDOYEE, Ho TWTLORROYHZ B L T
%GNG S ECRIE ROz fRE LT, ZREVPLA
FTHNW (DFDBINE) IZOVWTHSL R VELDOLER, SNEOERE
R L CWDGAEICHAR, FHERIIBWI LATRENT. D F ) S0t
ENWEXLOWEE, O RCHZEIREZITH. O RIX, Romanowich
et al. (in submission) 737 X1 7 NFAEIZBWTERL TV 5.

WREIRIY & BLEHRBY #2E 51T 27T, HE SN EED
% AR T d A, JEIEEIT 2B L CACEEREN & B o L %
L7z20geid, MEICKELREVIILRWI E %28 T\Ww5b (Johnson &
Bickel, 2002). Locey, Jones, & Rachlin (2011) (Z4E& 512 L THIK
A & BEEHIN (5553 30 FIV) OEEEFT >, FEERE R I %
EWERWI L RRL TV,

8. EI5|IEDRIE

FID IR DR MN BT BN TH 23U, #HEFE, HHRHL T, Zh
SABET ZHEME, D F ) SIS OEF I ORTLIIFELMT S A0 5T
MRS A REEAMER SN T & 72, NS OEEMEE EANT A S = A A
ELTIE, MoDife 7 5 0BEERH D, ENDEHOEG| % A A
LTw2ond Ly, b LE—Hotrstlh otz Ed o d
Lz, UTTIE, ENENOFFINED L) i THEL TWLO0
COWT ORI, BE%OBEHE, S HICKHEET | % i L 72564712
rFELDA.

8—1. BhEMDIRK

INHOEFNIED L) I THELTWHDEA ) H. TNITHRD
FHIC Z ORI E ARG S AT 2 OITRIEERG | L HEEREG [ TH S, WEF]
b, BEEV AT O2 8 HATICEES W RBEIRIE SN TE L
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(1 21X, Green & Myerson, 2004, 2010; Myerson et al, 2003). JEILE]5|
OIRPNE, OB 2, HRATLITLIEBESND &)
2, AN W) A7 b FE B L) HCTHEROBIE»HRZ S
CEWTEL. FEFREFIORIIL, FERIE L ZAUTHI 2 2 FIS £ T
DERIEPEL 5D V) HCRBEQHB PO LT LNTEL. 20k
DZHEGNE, BIE RO 2 OOBADPORR DT EHNTE, MAEIZH
WY LR D 5.

PRIUE & AT 2B L C, Rachlin (2002) &, FIli47@%2 & 5 2 &
&, FROMIEEEZZ - ETOHCHIETEIO—FTH Y, ZEMAYIZITF]
CHATE E b A5 2 L &R L T4, F72 Rachlin & Jones (2010)
% Rachlin & Locey (2011) Tid, LR &7z HLC (the extended self)
EWVIOEE b LIC, HOERRMD L IEZEBMIICIEETE 2089 »
PEERG EHEEGIE VO BREECHDL E$5. HO 2 RH#E LI
PWIET 20 L CHOCHIE S HHMH LRI L EATE S, RIS,
HOAMSEEECRIEINDS &9 222l FIZIERT 2720 L 22 W CTFIft
PERFTEERZ 22 ETEL. DF VWEG N, BRI ZER &) K
TEDENIDH B HHCOIEHRE V) HTIERIGEL T2,

TR L H4H51128 LT, Jones & Rachlin (2009) &, #&H50%E
KEDRERE LTIFRZUIWMAZ EDTELBHEIL, LTFLOMEELZDLD
Tl SHERNICIREN L 2 05, WEOMELEZRIELTCn5. &
7oA (2001) b, HHABUC X 2 HaETICIE, E AL, R
BT O N A MEROMT & LT T 2 REMEZ IR L, WH OIS %
ATV,

8—2. BEMDRFAE
FEIMOBEEIED L) I L TR TE 207259 9. 20Tk,
KREL22H%. H1IE, HHEEHIT] L5 3LHME OMEERE$ 55T
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HLH. HLEEHGNERPED L) A THNHEL T D405, 3L
BICH L THLWEAIZ RS ZEA TSNS, 621%, #5IER AUC
e EEBOEG RN OBEL, HMAENTRET 2 5ETHL. b LEHEE
GIEERPEEL T E %5, 200 OREMTHWHBMBGI RSN S I1Z
TTH5H, LHLIOE2OHEL WMEIZHENRD L9202l b 5
9, HLEEOHBEPRONTL ) WEEIRIEZIN TS (Jones &
Rachlin, 2009). #1213, #IE LA SEGIH TS L2728 LTYH,
ZINE O %2 IEEWTRCHZ AL VD259 L, FHCHENT
MBI AB VD725 9. 29 \vo 72 NDELED D B FLREE O IE OB B ##
B CWREMDSH S, MIcd, BIELASEFIHCHENSHo72L LT
b, BB O L2 IHENG TR Z A VD255 L, FACHIE
WCTHLBFOHENSVEESH . ZOBEIIEEDN D > T EiHE
BRSO NR V. Zo0E5 oRE RGNS 21201&, WHOFEY
TR § 2 LB RIE S D,

8—3. BREIF|IEZLB LMK

2O0DEFIOMBE LB LIIEIZZ L H DD, 308K —mIcHEKL
7207213 Jones & Rachlin (2009) DA TH 5. ok, BIE, MR,
KEFIZWET S L LI, BIEHE L TAEM Ty — 2 0% 44D
ELTWD, HERELT, BIESG]EFMSFIIZEEIR O N LD o7
A, WP XU EEF I 0EFIRIE, FHEESHEMT 51220 TR %
B ENIRENTZ. SHICHS L, AFEEG [ AUC H % fil & A C g
L7-&2h, BIELHES, Mt BELZHSOWTND PREEDH
Mo ons. ZoOBENILEO/RE, H3EKE L ToREYr— 2
EHBLIRERETFEL TNED5, LIZHABRRLH I, HENTHLE
FEOMBSHONL I 3T =714 7727 bELTELLTREND D,
Jones & Rachlin (2009) (%, #3AKE LB L REEZEMRL TV 5.
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DOF DS ORRIE, EIELFERET], B X OVELE & HaEE N IEBEDS
e, =7, MEELASEGNIREELS D A REEEZ R L TW5,
WM LT, WIRoFHICE LTS, ThaZ b3 Ega0
BRIZOWVTHEF DA STV 5, BIERS TR E T % &
Gl 72 2 W =R R A, FERFG|ITIIEEMESDRP LSS
(Green, Myerson, & Ostaszewski, 1999; Myerson et al, 2003), £H A%
BIUOHSWEREIC L 2EEF5 L S ICHHMENRI AN TnS
(Ostaszewski & Osinski, 2011; Rachlin & Jones, 2008). 2% ), Zi5H
i A 2L SRS A ORI, BIERG| LR BT TR RS S
Eph, BIE LRSS, BIE L HEEG | OMBEEME L, HEE L aET]
DB EEATRIEZ S D .
DIFCIE, FRlo#iRd &oC, BIE LRG|, B L HRET],
REMEEG DTN OV THE ORZ MRET L7292 Es 5.
LERERT| & fEFST] I & ESRET | 2 5 3 2 & B L 72 e i3 <
ONEET 5. 8 3EKE, BIE - MERFT2WE L BITRER2 12
TLwn, RPTOIERIEOMEY, BIEAEOMHEPRONIZZE2RL, X
WERED W LR FE LTS, B2, Myerson et al. (2003) O #HFl=
IZBIL T, FBEEEDS | TIEHM A W IE B R 2 50 THOHE
A3, WEEREG T AR IE EFT 1513 < 2 B O TIEOMB R
S, WEGICHEOBEBAR SN TVEL, RIZBWT, B - fERE5| &
93 OBARDE UMM AR LT A DI, Holt, Green, & Myerson
(2003) & Rasmussen, Lawyer, & Reilly (2010) 3 X 0¥ Reynolds, Richards,
Horn, & Karraker (2004) @ 32>C&d»%. DM (Andrade & Petry, 2012;
Bickel et al, 2014; Estle, Green, Myerson, & Holt, 2007; Lawyer, 2008;
Ostaszewski, Green, & Myerson, 1998) 2B LTI, % 3 EEILET|IZ
IEOAAD R SN 225, #ESEG ZBEIE R o v,
BHENTOREEZITo TV AL LT, MEIERHR %> 72 Green
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F2OEIE - REEREG| & 3 BB MR L7225

P BILEKLE BILEKE

3 LS| 15|
Andrade & Petry (2012) x> 7 3 X
Bickel et al. (2014) BMI 1E X
Estle et al. (2007) HER L 4% 3 X
Holt et al. (2003) Fy 7w = =
Lawyer (2008) TR 1E X
Myerson et al. (2003) R = H 1E
Ostaszewski et al. (1998) A > 7L —> 3~ 1E X
Rasmussen et al. (2010) UENIEIES 1E 1E
Reynolds et al. (2004) B2 1k 1k

F 3 BIE - ALREG & 3EBOMRE KR L7225
i3 i3

3R IR A
Bradstreet et al. (2012) W2 i X 1E
Igaki et al. (in press) P& AR iE X
Jones & Rachlin (2009) A X 5!
Rachlin & Jones (2008) = 5! ik
Wainwright et al. (2018) BMI F X

et al. (1999) % Myerson et al. (2003) 7% 5. Green et al. (1999) Tl
R = /N TAHBE AR 013 0200, il &= K T 0373 T - 72, Myerson et
al. (2003) Tl 2 2oD% > Tunsdh b, kRN CHBRENE 0189 & 0.304,
WA= AR T 0032 £ 0158 TH-o7z. —#, BUWHEPERLNL DL D
BN, ERIICIER BRI RV E VR D,

PEHEEF | & HAET] BAEE T5ODOWZEDY, I « EAEF] L4 34
BOMBEBRELTBY, RILENOLOFKEEZELOL, BELY HW:
Bradstreet et al. (2012) B X ORI 7 — 24 OB 44 % V272 Jones
& Rachlin (2009) Ti&, £ 5 OZEH L BIEEGNIZMHEPR S a0 o
723, AEEGI L ZIEB LRGSR S N —T, HE TR
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% - 72 Igaki et al. (in press) *%°, K71 ¥ A18% (Body Mass Index;
BMI) #% Hv»7z Wainwright, Green, & Romanowich (2018) Ti%, Zh 5
DR L BILED [F CIEOMBES R SN 225, HAEECIEHBER RS
o iz, TR % H v 72 Rachlin & Jones (2008) T, EAEEIF]
RSNG| OEIAI AR, & L7z

TN EICE LT, Jones & Rachlin (2009) (&8 IE & #H&E5] T
FEE O (2510282, FHi2T0249) RSN TWBAS, Igaki
et al. (in press) TlEbTH %M (0.15) »HERS 7.

FEFHT | EHLHT] ThE THEOBREERE, HEHRE Lo,
Jones & Rachlin (2009) ®ATH Y, A7 — 2 0FMNEFHEIEL %
B0, HEREAEEGIE QICEG MR BB 2 L HE LTV D,
F 7208 5 OEEANILE TR RO (0334) AELENTWS,

TROERPOBAENNIEZ D &, JRIE L FESRET], JRIE & AhaET I
B L CIEIARE 2 B 13 7 <, N2 N3 DIR I M7 LT 2 1]
REMEDRIBE S NG, —F T, HERLARETNIL Ty, BEEITRIE S
NTWEY, WHEDOBREWEES 2MRHEOPD iz, SERERIIIC
BRIz SN2 DD 5.

9. SEORE

ARl MEEEOBERO—>TH 2HAH5 oW TERITIZED L
Ea—%fTorz. SBIEEIFC AR5 1S 2 IR EBOERIIA %
WS, RAICHIROERS RSN o052 L2 & 9. HHAHE )R
TR - FITHE L V) TR, CHSEO R S TRIFES 2 SR B
WL BEBRECHETH ), ZNEDTALIC L 2@\ 7 — A HH L OB
WL, BRECIIZE T — v A AR LTWD, S0k ICHIREROE
MRS D5 27%, BIEHE &0 SO TR SR TE7 L) ik
LR OBIER, TEHYTE T O AT R 2 BT B SR T A
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TOEETHL. TNl E 245k HEFFIPBET 2 REFELZDT
IZIRR B

2o0HEHT HaFEh, WEANBEASMERIICX S 2 007
Lo THIESN TS, IIH 2D0DFHmEITL > THIESN/ZEG 1%
B2 UCHR U GHEMEREZ KB L TV A DS D) . liE O 38 i & A
WA T ANEDND L7259 AN L 2 HEEE L, 0 AU
b, Rk - BECRMOSAANE Vo LIS TEBY, 204kt
AL CAS T 200 TH D, DFD Tto et al. (2011) % Ostaszewski
& Osinski (2011) O#ERI%, 5 N & A 00 BEEE D W22 K 25H)5 | 312
WETLILERRLTWS, LaL, &6 5 0FERAET IR
OO IESBREOSRMDPH 5725 .

FTRERERTAC FI5IFZETIE, ek, BRI — B2 Fv ORI
Lo CEBIMEMEOREIATONTEDS, ZIUIRFRI RS TI 255 %
b, ZO7%, IETIE L) HHUCEM A T2 T & 2 MR O B RS
BIEEG 2B L CIEBIs SN Cwb (B2, Kirby & Marakovic, 1996).
FEEET T H BRI OB EZER T RETH Y, RO ERD D
I2b 2O L ZBHEOBFES KO SN D,

A BT DHRBECTRATE 2% 518, L Hwian
PREESMFCIZEIT RIS <, KD m SRS Tl E5 R 2
5T ENTHEEING, FolORRIE, BIFEERHEARYEL. Zoot
SFENGICTHIRUEET | & FRIBIF SRR AVE L 5 00 &) R BETT 5
AATEIRGE . BT HIRBI R OETEL, 2 0In G & L CRATHIRE:
i A L7z (Strotz, 1955; Thaler & Shefrin, 1981). Ziuid, JEILE]
FICIE, RIERIE « KHEBEIRE A 5 OBIROZEE 2 Rl fElc T 2458 Th
L. HEEGNCELTY, XDHRLERGLOLEHEL AT T 52 &
T, NA&OFERZFMIAYIEE C 2 EATEED S L,

212, HARET AR T OGRS 2 BRT 5 0000w T, 25612
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BRI SNDLEN D HTEA . AEXEG DRI - FICHEZ RS 2
i, IRFTLHVBELIERSINTE . LaL, FlMbE - FICHESE
W32 2 LIISRRITENTE, ZNARTTHA I ITE BRIV, D7z
DFMBYE « FICHEDERT 2 2 L 2ABICERT LI LIEEETH A ).
Rachlin (2002) % Rachlin & Locey (2011) T, HEW#MES»HHT
DAFIEE B> TOMBE~OBEEZ L 2532 L 2 Fifhry & 2L, FIC
TIZZD L) BT A% LI L LTOEBWICHES TSN TwD, £
D7z OF OO ED LS L IIRIIZFEEFLETH A ). flziE, BC
DOFEED 72D\ ME % 2D B Y6 S HEMIZIIRCH L ERE s 25, #t
SEGIERT ZHCES DL ) ZHEONICOHEHATE 2008 idE
HIHWT 2 LELS D 5.

INF TRFZOT— LM TIRONTELEA RV L v FHE LS
FG ORI G 25, HRBGIATRL TV 5 & S bk -
FICHE L W) RO Z L2 R 2 M CHEETH -7z, VL v vHES
MLTIE, BEEZLHZEOHEETY, WODOBEMENT L i sn
Tw5h, fFEW D DIz, Kohlberg (1969) 2L A2 HEENI L <=,
Eisenberg-Berg (1976) 2 X A A &SHEMEN T L <A dH b, ZTH) 0o
VL RHAREMAEG| L OBRERET T 5 2 LT, ARG IERT
B DERREDS X BN S LT (U2 v,

5| AR
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