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NIFZR2ERET 5 D7
— NHESENED BT DI DT R - IR B 2 DBESARY - AR 22ROt SE O Bhia) & RS —

PR A - AR AR

1. 1[I

NFE U LI RHEENEICHE T 2RF1TE A2 & D, RIEEMEOKRTZH b DIEFX v 70
THY, FHWIITEZ T 20000 TSIMEITME R R, AR LA
LOEFRETHDLNR, F¥ o 7N EEGIHEICH PN L DO TIEZR R L TV D,
W ORI, 720 BRI FER O TN E SO T SOHER DO ATk DR &) /)
DRI ESL S LT 2REBBINFET D, N URT AV Z—ERDLIED,
B 2 AXEH Y 70 N RARCHME 2 GG IR | 72 ST AR & < THET ) 0EHEE %
FZET, 2O ORFEFMETZIZSINT 2 NIFKEITHE 2 >oHb o L, AEFX v 7
LNHHEDLTEATHD, N6 [HEIT] 1TEEZ APV IRLEBI RO DX, =&
ZAENIB CTlhaholz e LTHM B0 B E T WRITHBTE 72 & D HIFH&
BELNDIMNETHA D, TIEEONRE BFFHEOZMICIT) SPHIFFRILE Z
MBAELLDTHA DD,

BRI FIE TARIZA QORI ERRIT 2 L0 ICHEMIITET5) 2L %
KEMFEE L TEZN, BLEDO ARIIRMHEIMEDO S & TCULIXLIEZ ORIRICAE DRV TIE
GBHP ) ATEhE T 5, ZNERFEFTIX, 7/~ U — (anomaly) EFES, ZLTIH
EFT, 7/~ ATERREEZDDMNE VI RBIWIZEZ D Z L2 HRIZ, RETF.
DEF, HRFREL Vo Tekkax RBIZ L o T, BRx RBLED DN Zbh
T&ET,

ZOHTHITFIIRFIC, LB Toh 5 Kahneman & Tversky H D504 & 5 3T 1Z
LT, REIEENICE T 5 0BEIF RN EAZ 72 > T 5, Kahneman & X7 12 A7
~¥EGE (prospect theory) & PRI HBEFRARIE L. £ OHEMIFE D H i, Kahneman
132002 242/ =~ URRFFHAEZH LI D, 5 OEMTHRCERE LD, 7/ <Y
—CRRENDTEI 2T 58I L LT, MEDELTT & #ERHW O >Rl
N DRGRRPIFAET D Z LML, TNLEEE - RAELELILTHASI, ZLT
T DRI O DR DO B2 T, ATEREE ORI O, S6IZIEEN b DR
EREEONBIIEH LIZATE Y 7 A4 T AR EO T RAHICEREL TWDEDOTH D
D EENDOMEEERY AN ET ALRFEOBAND b BB BRI,
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IHIZIER Yy NU—Z MR LR IR T bl TW D, ZiLb OWF3EIE,
EEMED S & T TAFREET 200 &) BIWITk LT, SO RRDS, ¢
RIIRAENTIRP 0T AN =R LIS THELD I EEEBHATIEDENZ DT
HbHI,

KL ITZnN oo 2HEH T L2 B E T2, ZN6DOHF3EIELILICH
ehld, BTCEMBET D LIFAN—ANCEIETH D, 22N FE THRITITEIR
HFORBEDEFAICE L TR 0 A< LI BN RN B 5 (72 - TEkt 2007 72 ),
L7 o TARBIZB W T, BFLEZELAESZOBEN L0 THET ) FFEICESE L
ED, ENOLOMERENENEDL S 727 I —F a2, EOXSITSH, BEL
TELONELEa—L, BEZHERLHZEET5,

BRI a4k & L Cid, ¥ 971% Kahneman & Tversky H OFZEA FEffE L L CIHE L T
XML U /i CIRENIE A, SOITESHiTIEF v M AR A
R B9 DHFE 2 dh BT 5, £ L CENE CIRENLOMIEL X857 7 a
—FHHBETVHH-ERIIBIT5X Y VI AR RE T 5, £ L TREDHLEICE
WTAKDRBRLEIZE L TR T2,

2. HESHEWHFEOIGH (1) —&ETE—

INFETREVWHWE, RHEERERLY 27 0b & TORBITENCE L TiX, —EDZH
B85 (utility function) 2% & O < HIFF2IHEER (expected utility theory) TR %Y
ThdLINTET, MFNHERICBO L, ARAREE LR TICB N T, Ax
VI & R BRI e R CINE Y L2 IRl 2 e K32 K O I IRT 5 L ShvTn
Do LALLM 5, M AR CIEAA CE RVTEIORFE, T7hbb, 7/vU—1%
ERshTns,

7)==l onTE, BT ORGIZE T 5 EEREICET 5 ENREL < ES LR
RN EHIE LTETFONE, ZALOBETIE, BIFIHERCIE, =2 XA h&ELS]
WIZRIZR DHIFHED ~ A T A2 D 7= (4 2001, i 2007) , GEPEOBLSNGE
ZAUTHEDBIMLRWNEIT EBZ 6N TE, ZRICZL2bHT, EBERICIEEZ DA
MBINTHZEIFEMOLEEBY TH D,

ZTOXIRFEEOFELZFHLLELIE, ZHETETNVOEENSE L 2V IRS
NTET=, D7/ C, Kahneman & Tversky © OHFFEZ FULIZ, E A O3E(ZEE 9 25 1
&, EAOfESFEENRET 20D — DI KREL ST TSN TEZDOTHDL, £
DR THRICHF OMEIT, FHERRAT /) ~ U —RAMRRE L N TV S
DN DLDTHD, LT Kahneman HDOAFFELIK:, F DR % I0H LI &EIIES
X ¥ VTS AN 72> TN D, & 2 CTARGRICTIE, A ORI BE 3 5 A5
WHER L, ETIEIREMRLEE L T 2 &I 5,
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2.1.815:8%

IR BT 28O DR S LT, BEMETEISEA SN DL, BIFHE
Thbd, BIEEELEIX, BOORMICERMZBELZ DI ETHY, ZOZ LB AE
G 7 E OB RITENCER D S TD LI TW5b, AEEEZHR - -FRILIETFICE
WS, FET8IT 540D DA Camerer and Lovallo (1999) T# 5, Camerer & Lovallo 13,
HEEEIN TS ~OMERBIMNZ R T 2 2B L2 LTEETHD, I HITIE,
HA5EEIZREJ A HF9C L LT, Barber and Odean (2000) 1%, BEEFE N K mOFEE
WMEAFT LI LICL T HMEEFECNENR DD LERT DL LA LTz, £,
Torngren and Montgomery (2004) 1%, ¥REE D7 v L FEAOM G IZHEEEN RS
B L LT, EEOKMO TR vt R IWHTRRD ZEZWALNILEZ, Tu il
B BATBEOKMZ: DM 2 — U AT 4 7 2AEAWT, Bz TARLT
W=D ThH D, F7z, Allen and Evans (2005) X5 i 00026, BIEBEIIEE
DFERIZ Ko TERD LN Z & & fahg L7,

HEWRENZRET 298 & L CTid, flllZ % Stotz and Nitzsch (2005) <> Evans (2006), &
5121 Pitre (2007) X° Cheng (2007) 72 & & 8%, FFIZ Cheng (2007) (X, BIFiEEAN
KIEFTRE, ETRGITEE, Bl X 2BEIHEE WS . BEITHORMELKED -
BLAD DI LTFZE Thd D REFBEZEV, Cheng 132 DOFaIZiW T, BIFEEID &
FVRWVHRZ BT D S RN EZMAE L2, ZHUTIA, BT OREIC L - T
Ne—F =D T 3= UV R EET DRI R D 2 L LTz,

ZOMIZEH | HEBIEFR AL T ZADORREET L 72 Sonoda (2002) <0, F ¥ TSR
T EREND, HlEZHE (llusion of control) & W) &% HAW=HEWILL H D

(Breno and Benjamin 2008) , Breno & Benjamin |£7 7 /L DA 2 xR, BEBE X [A]kE
LHELEOMR 2 E Lz (EOEICEL TE31 2202 &),

2.2, FYUIT—DRBEBVLFDRE

AR, N2 ORI 22— U AT 4 7 ZADEEPRBENTND, Ea—U X
T4 7 AL BEEED] & buhbiv, BHERERICH L TERREL BB £ 58 m et
ETAHZETHD (W 2007),

ZOEIba— U AT 4 7 ADFEmE LTIE, [F¥ 77 —0E (gambler’s
fallacy) | NEL THDH, bebé, I FARL—L v hOF ¥ U 7UBHE T, A
Bz IEE (BHDHVITHR) BMAEBHET THZZ GRITE (B) ZHST <R 055k
ETREROLLTWI LT, 20, [FALC MLy RREFIETIERVDN D,
ZAHELEMEMEENRAETDITTE)] &I TIRTHD, ZiUk, 170X LRBIAIC
BT, Wb TEEORITHER (Bl 2IXRAH DHHRIL 50%) & RO m 2D E D3
VT HENDITTE ] LW OMESTEEXLTHY, (REEASA TR OUEST
HobH, KRG T, YO EF MLy RORERNL, ZOH%O TR L RE T8



24

TAHLZERENINITHETED

Flo, X U7 7 —ORBBIE T AR HFROTRE LT H T, 7T AL LT

[BUNFDOFRE (hot hand fallacy) | £V 9 b DORH D, ZiAUE, BRIZ K - TEkEhphiE
e LTZBRIC T2 > Ty (hothand) | & W OS8R AR Z L, B2 2Ok & T
BT 56D THDH (Bums and Corpus 2004) ., Z D K 5 Bl b HEMNEL B o7
H ™ & LTI, Johnson et al. (2005) <> Huber et al. (2008) 72 EM3%F 5415, Jonson

Ol RSB IT 2ITEOSHTIC X ¥ 7 7 —DORBREMNFORBOTA T T %
AL, lEERD LTERER W, HTFRY LIEEETED & WO IO TORGEE 35
ToTWD, TR TR0 LIEREE W, RN Lcka it TRl E2152 &
W, KK EDLNDERIE TR TH L0, BNFOBRBEH WD Z & T T
% EUND, FE7o. Huber HITEREITENCT 2 FEBOMEENS, SR EZFVIZT D2
MEBBFEBNFOBRBAEHELD, B TERETHEZRD 5BMEIILTX ¥y 77—

DB LTZIREIBE DAL Z L2 LT,

ZOEI, Fx T T—ORBEVIMANDLDND LBY | RHEEMLT TOIT
BT ORI T, b I —DEAIATON TWAIIRIEF ¥ o 7 L0538 THY | FEirl
D LT S0 6, MERHIENCBE T 254 7 AN S HITHEA TV AR E W Z D,
WHITIL, 20X ¥ 7 UFRICE L T, MERREWICRET 2808 E D XL 5 g
RLTWADMN, R T Z izl &9,

3. WU ORI (2) —F v 7 L—

TERHIWT BT D OB D, A4 IS4 T L L FBMERZHEE TE 20 L, N
ARDEHEBYVFRTERNI EREH ST D (ZH 2003, D 2007, HNE -
[ 2007) Y, £ DX 5 2BLE G RHEEMESLY A7 Ot & TORSRAIMIRIT Dk~
IR T ADFAENER S, HRHSEOX v o T AR B T 2N EAER DL
T&7e, ZOHTHRIC, X ¥ 7RG & T 2 & & DR CTRER D E
THZD, #ORLBRF LTV EWDILTWD (Thaler 1992), ZdD7=, HiGORNHR
PEICBIT 238 E LT, ZLOMERER- SN TWDHDOTH D,

Xy LTINS DHESRERA & BEHT 512 & 7 o T, Ladouceur and Walker (1996) i,
Xy I NVICHEATLIRIE 2O X A TIZHE L, Thbix, [HELOM”) &
[Luck/Perseverance| (ZRH 924D TH D, AHITIXZOHEIZER L, FEERIXHI T
%@wﬁ%%%@T%@ﬁ%T%é&@ﬁ#éFﬁﬁ@ﬁj&mﬁﬂ47x&\F£ﬁ
72D IZLADNNATRAEREZH T, BBlL TS ZEicL iy, Zhbix
EEELV L ES ®m%%k%<ﬁ%%é&47®A47x1%D Aﬁ%%y/7wc
BROSNLTH ESINTWDRMDOMAETH D,
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3.1. HilfELE

B Hid, BEICIZT VA DRESN TS Z L%, BOOHRLE OB TH
LEBERLTNDIENELS DD, L zIE, RFraveR—h—7/el EEELEICHE
NOEEBPRRKESAMLONTVWEILDOTH D, /-, EXULRaEbZzoplthy, &
BRICIZFERIZT VX LR TRESTWVDLHDOTH LD, FFEDOLITTH S L4720
FTNENS LR, FEDEFESNYIZVRTNENSTZZ LTI EbNTEY, Z0
EORBEREIEALE D LT 2 A2 DITENIHEL X TWDHEEbh TS, 20X
T, BEIITHEAFRETH L b DL, BOPHIETE 5 & VAL TLE W, B
MRLZE<SHER L TUTBILCLE S Z L& THIEOE) LRSS (HEIZA 2002),

Z o THIFEZIAE ) 2B D HF%E1E Kahneman 5 OBFZE L IZIZF L Z A0 HiTb TR
V. WERIL Langer (1975) & Wit Tu%, Langer (1975) 1%, Kahneman etal. (1982)
IR SN D7 8, RigEEDO S & TORBREICET 530 E L Tiddi s Xty
5D T 5, Langer (ZHHLIIEZ AN 2RISR Z . BB MEREL Y A Y I
B AL 52 L) (Langer 1975: 313) ThH &L, SHITIE, EBICITEONELAT
xRN AR, B THIETE A LW D s R 2 a0 la L LTERIEL
oo ZOX DR EDEBN, AXICESTE Y U TN EE LI LDE LT
W% & S (Hill and Williamson 1998) . AX Z S HIZF ¥ 7 /MZFE D LB b T
LHDOTHD,

2RI B LT, < CIZBET 2 0F90 2 81 L 72 Rogers (1998) & | fil#E1%)48 2
FEL LICBWCHEHEE R BHR TH D Z L 2L T\ 5, £7-. Dixonetal. (1998)
VLSRR A2 B L L— Ly h~iF9 2 L BMREEL T2, & 51T, Davis et al. (2000)
WL HIEIZAEAY, Ak &2 L0 REWEDIEITICHE 2 DbED Z &, SHITIEL VLW
FizmrbhEsZ xR LT,

H7271Z, Langer (1975) (%, HMEZRICEE 200 a A4 T 25K & LT, By T
SEATDOX XY TNAD, BIRBEOH DT ax—aTHBINE I, BEFNE D
REFRELTWD, ZOL I B mhb, fELBEORERICET 28 b 2 2b
NTW5b, Il ziE, &b EINAPMESHERITHEE R A% 23, E< CIZBW THIEHZ AR
DFBEZ TN & Z2FEH L7= Bineretal. (1995), SUEAIAR T e B HIEIZIARICRY
95 ER D H KL A 35 Z 72 > 72 Yamaguchi et al. (2005) 72 ERETF LD, I HITE,
#5 > & OESE ZAFSE L 7= Dannewitz and Weatherly (2007) 72845 %,

3.2. FEHMIEICEET SR

Fio, BOEMEORHLETHH LRIT L2 LT, RENRHEELY b, BOBE
T CHOEREREEETHLEVI AL T ALHEMINTWS, Ziud, E8HE
BT AAmENZHTEA D,

Z DX D AR FEFERMFFEICBI LTI, HRIC 1990 EARLIE, < oFRMAADLND,
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TS DIFEDIEE L Ip o T=D, v T NAATENZ OV T F & 7= Wagenaar (1988)
Toh 5, £7-. Wagenaar and Keren (1988) (%, “chance”lI THIt stz & LT, “luck”
FROKER D OEEEFERLHERFEROER L LTRITRONTND E NI ENEZIRL
7= kT, %‘Ufﬂ"ﬂfﬁﬁi" DA =X LIZONWTHRFZMA TW%, £7-, Karen and
Wagenaar (1988) (%, “chance” & "luck” & skill”% X5l L7z 9 x CaIFEM /i 2 5 2 72
S TWN5D, & HIZiE, Walker (1992) | Darke and Freeman (1997) , Watt andNagtegaal (2000)
e ENRRS IR E LT BV L 9, FRIZ Watt and Nagtegaal (2000) 1%, H 23 23#EN B
WEBSTNL 7 N—T7E BHOERHEY R 220 E ofwéaw—7f eSS
WIEEL CORERITEN RN L2 LT,
Elol BEOKRPBITOA A —VHMIC LB L 52 T0D ZEBRERHINATHD
FFIZ Wohl and Enzle (2003) 2B\ TIE, HX°9 S ERARBEREWY £ 5 ThHoTZAN
HoDELZE REL VT W ERERESNTWD, T2bb, ZRABELREK &
’Clﬁh&fé‘t\_ X, BEOENRRPSTENLTHDL LIRENLDTHD, D XD
72 A H O E@'ﬁ“'é%)‘ DN, T SOBINTEEE H 2 TWAH Z &R ikm ST
Do S HICIBIZEET HFREN . MT ~OBNNT G- 2 55225 T, Rogers and Webley
(2001) | _Ii’ob‘“C%Téﬂ’Cb\Z)o Rogers & Webley (X, FliCH A . WA & & HHl
LTH, HEIZET 38R, Ax 7&?'\? YTV IIRR DD T & B FERE LT,
ZOXIRMFEE LR, RIEDEICET 2098 TH S, Steenbergh et al. (2002) <°
Wohletal. (2007) 72 &b F 55, FFIZ Wohl HIZKFEDREIZL > T, BOICK
PEDEN D D LWV OB, ¥ 7T HERICKREREELHEX TNDHZ &%
B L7z, Bz, _A eI =& Ro et o/ Nt [RERRTE] . F4 7
FREZE TH 2 @AMITO [R] 728, BARICEITDHX ¥ 7 VEHEOEMEZRTH,
RKEDFAEFRE S EHSNTND EBb D, 20 & 5 RRKIEDBLEN L OHFIELE
%’%wfiﬁmﬁzﬁbnfmé:k@\%ﬁmmﬁm EDETHF ¥ 7 NATH
WCREREBELFOLDTHL I LEZRBRLTNDDNE LIV,

3.3. ZTOonflimnifEE
ZHH ZOOMEOREEIZOWTiEm A B 2R o e S b 5, Bl 21X, Wohl and
Enzle (2002) 1%, AJEFE D Frazer (1890) M3HEME L 7= IEWLAT (sympathetic magic)
DOBLENS, HILBOFRET B > T\ b, WL &1, ¥E23ME U T2 IR
FHIZRRRBERDO Z & TH Y | EICBT HIERIOFRAIC L > T, LR AE TS 7 =
T REME L, fIEOBICET2ET A EILREL L O LA TV D,

T D ZODORIE OAFAE & FERERNTRR L7298 S 8 %, Steenbergh et al. (2002) 1%
RFPEEHIBD A L NR=DY TN a2 NT, Fx T VEBRORF oI 23 2w,
Ml ZA8 ) (2BI3 2K+ & [Luck/Perseverance | (BT A T2 L7z, 51
KFEDIHZEXtG L LIZiiE %3 2720, Steenbergh © D & FFR G L 72 Mattson et al.
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(2008) 1%, ¥ ¥ T NVEFRKIZBET BT — X ORFONTRER D KEFEAEIZBWTE T
fEYIAR ) & TLuck/Perseverance] @ - ODFBIHDMIEIX, —ODRFICENTE D L
i L7,

3.4. ZTOMDER

Fo. TOMIT Y EBINRM AL T ABEET 2HRITEHE I TV D, EL LR
ZALTH v 7 /VICBT 258 BHER A 8L L 72 Rogers (1998) 1%, Hl#EIZIAESE A HY
REICBT AIEADIINT, v T T DB A v ADRE - THfR 72 2T T
b IBHIT, Fx U TVICET B RBEHRRZ O HFIC OV Tikam & 36 Z 72 > 7= Toneatto
(1999) &, HIHZAE L EICBT DEEDIEN, LN A 7 ACHREME  (illusory
correlation) 72 EDFEGIER Lz, £z, B2 HiTHERM L, BEER, ¥y 77—
DIRE, BNFORBREL ZOGBOW A TITEELMETH D, ¥r 7 7—0Dik
BLEANFOBRBIZET 5 X v > 79 & L Tld, Croson and Sundali (2005) <X° Sundali
and Croson (2006) 72 E723% %, Croson and Sundali (2005) 135220, AxDdH
WETEBRIZF ¥ 7 T —DRBEANFORENEL TWD Z L AFHEMITHEEL
TW5, ¥£72. Sundali and Croson (2006) TiL, ¥+ 7 7 —0OiHZE &LV
BOWFOBRBLWESLT VI ENHERHIN TV 5,

4. HEEFITBIT DX ¥ TV

ATHTE TTRFODIAICBIT 2WE - Fv o 78, £OHFTHRICFEBIR iR
RENDEEATERONX v o T NANBINA~5-2 2B o2l L C&/, 20X
RPN EIFRRY | ST OHEKICE T AR BITRbLTWD, ENLHLDT S r—F
WCEDEIRERNDHLZONZONVTHLNILTEBL ZELEETHA D, TDRE,
Lutter (2007) (Z351) DFEMNBEIT/2 %, Lutter IZ LAUE, Fv o 7 ABIOFEEIZH
TOMEITIE, OO T 7' r—F OERNS T oD Lo, ZRbiE, (DFF]
(\ZBIT DRI 2 38 Z 72 5 BROGRAA S A T A DOEENZHE R A2 Y T LW, Q)&HM
PREEHINTE L COBEE MR S Z & 2ETREEROW., Q)X v I Asing
HAEIFT 5, BIRLE O FEER O, (4)F ¥ 7 N ~OFFENFESHEDIA T
(embeddedness) |ZHEEZZITTWDHZ EAMRT D, vy U —2 5Hr oW, (5
WHISE O LB RE I T DT EETER L, A4 ZTHIGICEASE 5 &3 51HE O
DFHEROWE, THhHEVI, ZNHDHI L, 3). @), ONIHEEFITHITHHET
bHLENZED, ENHITIKREL, HaWE L OBELEM LIRS, *y hU—2
& DB Z R L8 0 — DIl 5 Z E N TE 5, AEHITIL, 20O SOOI
LT, LT Z&icL Lo,
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. B LOMEEZERL-MR

HA DX X TR E L COHE O E L L, tE2kEE & o2 iR Lz
RN ZFET b D, DK D 7RiEim DO RIT Devereux ([1949]1980) <° Bloch (1951) T
HY ., ZOWETIE, BICTFEBOALXRXy 7SIV E SN TE 7= (Lutter
2007), ZOfEIRE L TIE, —2o0b0onEXLNLEVS, DI HO—oF, BiE
WEDEZ T Thb, ZOBZFIZEIE, ¥ v 7L E IR EEATE DR
JE S5 ORk#RE] (Bloch 1951:217) Thd & &, WEZ L OXULLCHFE OGS 2 &
DXy U TABINIEELTEY, S OIZRBEOHSIMALOWERE > T, a0
IR X v T ﬂMﬁékwooit\%9*O®mﬁiﬁ%@$ DEHRIZLD
LD THDH, HEOHSFHERICEIIUE, AxRX Y 7 CSNMT 28 ML, X &E
i 72 P S~ DL DT> THh 5, (ﬁ%@ﬁiﬁ% FROTARIZIBW T, FEmOEAIE, &
DECENAEEZFREICL, ZOZERACTAT YT AT AICEELTND &SN
T2 (Campbell 1987), T/ED A& ILEAM7Z20E S ~DEEN 72T 7 & A DEE» O HE
BRENTNWAEDIC, vy TN BORELERE . BMT50TH5,

COXOMEBREBEBIEL- DL LT, IFE T Beckert & Lutter |2 & 5 —#DOHF
GEmd D, HFIZ Beckert and Lutter (2007) (%, FL UM & 0% E~D, 5
PEFEO R B IR E &, FER R MERRI OB O N THEmE B 272> T D, LD
B, THEHOAARREEZFB LLTOARIOBIMLT W EAREEZH LML TWND,
% D%, Beckert and Lutter (2009) (%, ¥ v > 7 /L& R E MR BB Oim & ST
ZFORIZOWTRRAEL TV 5, Beckert & Lutter (2 LUE, F¥ o 7 A E THIR
EFEOWAL LT, ZMFCXLTEWBRELZRTZLICL-oT, MEJRE LTKRE R
BEZHSTND LWV, ZIUCEDMOBEIRERF LTI=DOTH D,

X H1Z1Z. Blalock et al. (2007) (2L > T, 39 DT —% Z HWTZIN L~/L D541 b
1772 T %, Blalock 512 XU, BRE DT v DB Y _EiF & ARFEORIIXBE
DHHNRNDIZR L, EX LG BT EBRBORITITTRVAR DT 1 7 72 B3 22
L= EWV S,

4.2. 7Y FIT—=OHOEBRICEITHX YV TILHAE

T, HERFCBFEIX v T MFROE O E LT, Rry NT—7 GO
METOND, ZOWRITHRBEHSFORNOEEL AR ZITTNDENWZHEA
Do BIRRFHERFICEBNTIT, A IIEESCHAZRET 53y N —27ITHDIAEN
TWbHEEND, T LT, 2D LD REBRMEICEL - T Ax OBEOBIRD B L Z 1T,
RFATE~HHEST HLEZHND (Granovetter 1985, 2002) ,

ZD LD RBUED L DX v T VISR, Light (1977) 72 E&ERE LTS, U@t
IZAT ADZRBITDEXFY T NAVENIEL, ¥ 7 NMCESMT 5 Z &Ik » TEHESCH,
KOs, ANFEIZBET 2774 R EREHREI T BEEZFREL TS, it\
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Z DA%\ T 72 Adams (1996, 2001) (X, #HAZREDT +—~ ARG TORy U —
JICEHL, ¥ U I7APRHARLE LTHIELTEBY, AxBnxXy NT—27 2HiFFT 57
DIZX v U TIVCBINT 5 Z L atai LTz, EOBE, SRR DS v =25t
LB EIE. L LAGBESKIEEZED., Xy NI —7 ZR - #iFF L T B &+
LZOTHD, ZDEI7, Fx o TNVDOERIZOWTOMIEE LTIE, ERAZRBLED
Dk a B 27572 Garvia (2007) & &5, Garvia [FELESFHRBEG KA
F—=A YT AL RV RITNVICEITHELS COBEREREFTLHZEI2ED, W)
NI RENEE TH -T2 EL LOT &7y hOBEKRD, BIETIZBEWVOEHS,
W TH D Z L ABPFT 270 EOGMNRBR AR L 512720, T LAEREMN2E)
%_iofﬁm5néio_&ot_k%%%ﬁ_Lfméo

S oI, RN TIEE AW E LT, S8 L7z Beckert and Lutter (2007) 2%
H . ﬁg%& WL > TH, AR FFOFR Y NT—7 BNEL UBINCEREE 525
TENRENTWS, F7-, U7X v o 7 IATEI OB E BN 4 #i5F L7~ Bernhard et al.
(2007) 1F. AB Y FRETFAR—D—< L LA DXE Y T NEBIRD 2 LR, &
WETHDLZEN, v T NVOIMILERET 2R EFOZ L ZH LRI L TN D,
ZOXIT, Fy NU—7 OBENPGOMRIL. A2 DX ¥ T NAATEIOENE & LT,
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Why Do People Bet?
—Psychological and Sociological Research Trends on Satisfaction and

Expectation Resulting from Uncertainty —
Naoki AKAEDA and Kazunori MORIKAWA

For economists, psychologists, and sociologists alike, human behavior under uncertainty has
been an interesting subject. Activities marked by economic uncertainty include gambling,
speculation, and investment. Some economic behavior under conditions of uncertainty cannot
be explained by the expected utility theory of economics; such behavior is thus termed an
“anomaly.” A great number of studies have been undertaken toward explaining such anomalous
phenomena since the pioneering efforts of psychologists Kahneman and Tversky. The purpose
of this article is to review the recent trends in the research toward unearthing the factors that
compel people to gamble and to suggest possible future directions for the research on gambling
and investment behavior.

The abovementioned new trends include psychological and sociological research. These two
approaches attempt to explain the reasons why people gamble through viewpoints that differ
from the traditional economic viewpoint.

First, we reviewed the original psychological research conducted by Kahneman and Tversky,
which focuses on the effects of various cognitive biases on judgments of subjective probability.
This approach has spawned a number of similar researches on the biased cognition of probability
in the case of investment and gambling. We also reviewed studies on overconfidence, the
gambler’s fallacy, the hot hand fallacy, the illusion of control, and the cognition of luck as related
to gambling and investment.

Next, we reviewed the sociological research on gambling that employed the views of
stratification and the network theory. The research employing the stratification view is assumed
to be related to the sociological theory of tension management and the sociological theory of
consumption. On the other hand, the network theory emphasizes the concept of social
embeddedness.

In the last section of the article, we proposed some possible future directions of research such
as applying the process of illusory correlation to the research on investment and gambling, and
collecting and analyzing large-scale data from the viewpoint that combines the stratification, the
network theory, and the cognitive biases in probability. We believe that research on the
behavior under uncertainty in the context of gambling and investment is an area where

interdisciplinary approaches can prove highly promising and productive.





