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Abstract

Through literature review, we find that no scholar has discussed the individuals’ different prefe-
rence of value in the study of intertemporal decision-making influence factors. Based on existing
literatures and research paradigms, my study intends to introduce the variable, love of money,
and adopt the combination of questionnaire and experimental method. Thus we can investigate
the choice difference of individuals who have different levels of love of money. This is not only the
study of integration of economics and psychology perspective, but also the development on the
basis of existing decision-making field.
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