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Abstract: Contract selection and job incentives are important issues in managerial accounting. Previous
studies argued that people, because of cognitive bias in job domain, will hold overly-favorable views of their
abilities, and thus leading to an unfavorable choice of work contracts. Furthermore, the strength of belief will
also make overconfident individual more ascertain about its contract selection choice, and sometimes will
create inferior result in contract selection domain. The results suggested that individuals tend to be overcon-
fidence because of cognitive bias and incompleteness of competence self-awareness. Overconfidence will af-
fect the choice behavior of work contracts, and thus subjects preferred to choose the work contracts with fi-
nancial incentives and benefits. Study also found that the strength of belief will affect individual’s contract
choice.
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B F: TESL®RS TERHFEOVER ST hENR RS, R Eieer, SAEEKRRE
T ERPARMRR, & SEOLE BE KRR TR S 20ER, e LR TAREE; s
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NTAEELIRIESE, 85200 i b Fe e 54 W 55 I AR 20, I FL AR a3 1l 7 T ARS8 5
A 7 9 L TR 2 UM 32 I35 (0 AR 5 203k #%
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L 5l MR B2 s VE 2 A, B 1 BRI 2
75 A 5 2T 5 24 28 5 1) D9 A B 2 T TR Y AL, VR 2 A VIS 27 i S RERL I i S £
W, TR, TRA R T S SRIRE IR 6 (performance-based contract), &l B2 177 W5 &
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FAR A A (Banker et al., 2000)", #&LAFE A R 47
71, A E 2 R AR . TR TR A S b
J1 2K, HEAT G R Al E T S 29 1 B Rk
(self-selec-tion)(Baiman, 1982!%; Baiman, 19901,

Chow(1983)1 8 k47 [ FRIEFRHIBETT, 4R A
ZMHZEAER I H H B A BN ML, fe
o RS2 2 A 1) T PR SRR ) & 2, BB TR
SN DU AL ) 3k R E SRR K & 2. SRR IR AT,
U1 Shields and Waller(1988)"!, Farh et al. (1991)! &
Bonner et al. (2000)7 B 7888 SHF I — W0 a5 TREIAS
NAETI 52N & LI 566 AR R B SRR

HI R B8 (1 Namazi, 1985™); Waller, 1994
Young and Lewis, 1995!!%:  Bonner and Sprinkle,
20020 )R H T 52 M N EN SE RIS T T, BT 2
WL 18 BT IR ER R B 32 Jie 3 g AR A A R AR
REy, Wl Re RS HLRE U MHBCH TAES 4. SRTMIAE
PSR E Y, %R 2 TS RE S AR I DA R0 HL AR R
11, RBAATEIN TN 3= (cognitive bias) T 7] @8, #n]HE
THIH B TAES LML

SRA GBI LR, N AT B R EBE ST HTAT
REATERE, WIFEAHIE B S RE UGN T, s
B3 B A A0 5] (Heath & Tversky, 199117 Russo
and Schoemaker, 1992"3: Graham, Harvey & Huang,
2006"*; i Baiman(1982) KR Lt & BLAS AT B
i 75 AT BEAR AL L AR RE ST, M0 Griffin and Tver-
sky(1992) I Lt R B, AT 2R Ak 5 A if A& 2
BE T S 2w il R T R E AR AR S
Hyatt and Taylor(2008)""IHf 7 M o, 244> ALETH
X5 B GF & B TAEG AR, HEESAE
FEEAE R, U R RTINS 2. XL
WA AN AR RE L IR R A A, JE BRI
TAEG LS. Ferraro(2010) 7 FRIHE 72 M AIX Fl
P AE S1iM K (competence self-awareness) I AN TE4T, &
kR T H {5 (overconfidence), JFSE/MARIH
Pk PR .

i, BTG N L 400 e N5t
AR, WY N. W Hvide(2002)!*8 R}
FeEa NdERET AKX SR Siebenmorgen
and Weber(2004)!" U 1 t #5525 H0A B(EL R0 A ' M

VIR SRR A RS, RIEBEEME LR S TR
TOETF RIS H S DR 55, MR E CRETRE
BN AR AR A CRERL, 200027,

&, PEURATN TR ) KU B 4% B 9 I
AN NS SREEAR, TR e R BOZ R X RA1E
SIIREARE, Fm TAERL R

2. CERERY

WG 22 i S SRIRSE 2 1A], Wi 55 BT AL
PS5 M TR .. BEIRAMETEFE T A DU ST N 4ERF
HEI I RE , E B I o) 2 A AR CE B 2 50 (L (Demski
and Feitham, 19782"), AV HR L5 B & 20— 7 i 7]
Y 52 JE 5 3 15 §& Ml (moral-hazard problems) 5 ¥ %
¥ (adverse-selection problems)n] @ =4 ; 3, 4k
AWM S FHH, AR AE R TAE T BRI
(Campbell, 199012, JRAT LAWK 5] 8 % HLAE = J3i) 52 T
(Banker et al., 2000). #t5 2, #HEH& 22N 5| B
THAEAA W EETB MEdHM &2, MEe
e 5 R HRRE Z TR AN IR 75 3K o IR B[ 55 B8 0007 1 3 T
BLVE, HIRRIE NG A 5 KR8 TIKT, 34T
H &R G 1045 B (Baiman, 1982; Namazi, 1985; Bai-
man, 1990).

Chow(1983) 1 7 i 5258 15 11 (experimental task)H
77 AT A RGGH TAEA 25 B IE 2 KRB
PERIBEFT, 2 92 50 e v 22 5K 32 W0 2 7 TR B B
(pretest section)Fe AT 25 — IR P37 BERERG NG, FF
THEAT S ORVERS ISR, 15 R REALSZ I AT —
DRI G (Y RS Z8, SR I LE 30 23 10 52 00 2 33047 22 ity ) 8 (I
JE LR AT B LGN BRI IRk 3 . AR RN, St
LU 1) 52 W0 5 AU ) e R SRR A (R B N 5 2, TR I
B ZE RS2 I 2 ) 22 2 30 AN 15 W0 55125 1R 1) (3] 357 M
H8). MIRGHEM Chow(1983)2 5256 25 B 3¢
MR, A EBRA F—sLi et AT, BRI
— S 45 B (Waller and Chow, 1985'%); Shields and
Waller, 1988; Dillard and Fisher, 1990**: Bonner and
Sprinkle, 2002).

Waller and Chow(1985)I\ NN N TAEA ik
W, BTN NF R SHE AR EEFRRR, JFE
IR ARG B T S 5 80 . JRRIS AL AR &
BHRT, GRPRECRE . i RS . et IR MEE T
& — AR CAESL TG HR B, Wi T
(] 5E 25 AT BR G AU RN 25 45) . B Sub i DL R T B G5k
7RSS MO NEIE R TAEGZ0n, SERA
CASHINMARR S & TEGAZRIETRR,

Copyright © 2013 Hanspub
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IR FEREAL PR RS B R SRR T s I TAE &4, 3L
== W T2 FH (Subjective Expected Utilities) % KA

Waller and Chow(1985)fIML& 5844, FTZEH—A>
CEMNET 5 CRUESL” R B e, JRE
SIRFXS T NFR B TAEREI NN, 52 ML
FroRE& R BAHRT I ) R, 52 i 2 2k T H AN N
kN, E IS LR RS AR R S
AN NSEFREPIRA o SR I 25 2O SRR 7S, A DA
“EFEN T HRIMERIMAEBE N EENER” 2R
BAF N HES Tt (Namazi, 1985; Waller, 1994; Young
and Lewis, 1995; Bonner and Sprinkle, 2002). #f7H,
AT LR 5200 3 A S R I B £ T 56 AT S8 B — T &
I FABAT TS (¥ B &, IS AR B 32 I AT 4L
NN NBESINAT. MEEDL S ARG, ZREZ
A MR NG, T EC
KRG Z B IR I 0 T AR, S BUTAE T INELE
H i % (cognitive bias), FFXF TAE S 29 K& i s
Wi, 1] Griffin and Tversky(1992)IHF 7C R B, AA]
SARAN DR FEART A AR S (S s (il o T
RASNRAL)FAT . 17 Ferraro(2010)IHF 7NN, R
A E X B RBE RN AR A AR TR AR
MATES, Wb RRE HREEAE, 23
AN E Fe 5 H I 1% o

XX B i, AR BEO A RE B %
Gt 1B AT B A SAR IR, R ENLER 7
Fe 5w ir — S, TR S AMALENL R M BRSO
%(Graham, Havey & Huang, 2006). #MZ5FHIEH)
MEKRE, RIDREEN EIA HRAIPRES 568
71, FFHAT AR B R BRI AT H )
Re NS R iR 5 EE, G E E BEAR B B L IR 1%
(Bernardo and Welch, 2001'*"); Gervais and Odean,
20015, SR fF LU U H R B OB, H
RE[H B2 SRR O E, I BT S5
TEME B MARPIRAS 5Re ), #odE LABE S (5 B AT
PRI SR H 3o

XF T AT A B A, & B P i (Kahneman and
Tverskey, 1979 HRFE IR . FEEIIS M AT
W, BT ATRRAHMERECY S TERIRE, 7ETH
XFFASI M R, R k. L, ANRZE
MM E AR S A E, B A 2
(reference point)V & AEAN R H, AR LI & 1T
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I BA AT HLRIR NS K F A 2 E
L, X T RAENEBORIGIAT A, HHE 5 2 E
e, BT IEE AR S T E ST PR,
WAEFE A E AW BRI iR, IFE LA RE
D 5 LA D R SR PR AR

O B2 (RO A WA A, AN A B S
F, WE OS5 @ E I, SEAEES
DAARRER 7 2B, 10 Hvide(2002)iA A, i HIiE#
WAEW T, —RMEE AR R, &Mk
SRR B B XER . T Glaser and Weber
(2003)2*M i Y =Fhidd BE 1A AL, 4 ol v P
{i(mis-calibration). /=5 A\ —%§(above-than-average) &% 1%
1l £J B¢ (illusion-of-control)® » 1M Graham, Havey &
Huang (2006) I 5t R B, ANATTRE Sy dinom, I8 &
JE RS AT TR A0 s R RO RE TR IAMAE, @t
BONME BRI, TRE TR IAMA, R A
B ILRIALE .

M E I SR E, AN NRE N2 3
5 5% [ % W (Russo et al,, 2001 Neufeld et al.,
200657, Z HHAN N5 PREE I B 5l b 2 5 1 19 (1 O EELED
% . 1 Koszegi(2006)" I 7N R ik sk S AL 1 TR
R (self-image), HOMHE 5 TAE2H A RIF AL B
HT o s s &l B B8 RO 80 3 RIE
FRAVEHBRER . B, dEHFREZEIAR
RPRSEE, T8 A BN B IIE R (2% LR
FAMET REE, B SARENERER): Mt
R AN NBE A B e S, A e tH A
NG VAV SESEH N AP )L N PN bR A !
BT S5 NI BHAMR A E HEVIN X R,
BT HNA, AR H S — MR

it —: AN 2 I E BB T i iR i i
AEIR: HAEMX A, o 3 3kae
BERZNE, SHINBENSEAGEIR.

Gervaris, Heaton & Odean(2002)*?, Pallier(2002)
S NP Fe s i B B A5 R AMA A E 2
SR AHERA T, LR ST ) — M R (HE R
i), HEMNECHTEMMEE, By RuFEs b

PR CHEREREAG T RAMEARUCVHBTIIE IR S E R, Bk
PR RIR B BRGSO E SRR
REJILL— RN N “HRHIZ0E 7 2 MR EMION D IPL &5 T
TMELHHZ
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B R (R 2] 5E),  SOL ORI AN A AL
EAKREFRELE *0 W AfE R — P AR
BN 22, IR A— A e R AR BT . T 0t
5311 De Bondt(1993)P4, Odean(1999)°), Hoffrage
(2004)%° )z Chang, Fuh & Hsu(2008)74%, # % Hlix fi
WA ERIRIRIL S . Rk, R AERAME, &
Sl H O A5 B0 BRI S RS B RE
IR PSR RS, 5 KA NFEFHE B rgdshilge /g, i
T 7 AR AN R 4 9 1) R R 3R

i BE B AE B 2 0% T A W0 B 7 T AR A A
6% () ) I1(De Bondt and Thaler 19955%), #H # F LA
it R 5 b AR B AT D R A% G 55 B VR TG AR R (R 0
HE5THIG. BIREE AE A B B S
Ky IRGUSEFH A NRRA S, o0 7E R,
i B A5 FR 32 21 5 (Barber & Odean, 2001°%), £k
5 54(Griffin & Tversky, 19921 DL K 256 (Locke and
Mann, 20014 YR Z LM AN, TR S5 FHIREE R & A2
His WIHEANE PR m I LT AN A BE 1R 5 it
J& FI {5 (Heath & Tversky, 199112)); [l i & vy ) il i
7 5y fE A\ i ¥ H 15 (Kahneman and Riepe, 1998;
Yoram, Anat & Liat, 20014, AAZEHIX 5 H & F) 3%
e A 5% 0 AR I LA B B O FE A A ) (Hyatt
and Taylor, 2008). Hvide (2002) % % £ # A\ f) TAEHL 2
FIERER, H20MbaRMtEEm AN TEAY),
LHAE R I MR RIATIHRG, s S5 R, &8
NS H AR 28 W A7 A I B E R . 785 b4
o, B RE RSB ER, TR T EAS
PR EAE. 2TUEAES AR
R, BB NIAKIFE /T, Pallier, et al.(2002)
T AT R 5

SH TSGRV I A SRR, RS
(2002) R AN S0 A A A, AR RE B A 2E R T
AMEIL T “HeRifRUERIR” ¢ (prior hypothesis bias)5
“HEPEVERFE” ° (selective exposure). [fj Hilary and

341 Lichtenstein, Fischhoff and Philips(1982) %3, 4414141 7 52
H— LA Y, S2 YR A T A AT R LR, RMESZ U
TS AT Z R TR, EE R 25 LR HCE 80%.

* SR R R AR M IR T H e WA AR, S & Sk
TESEHAREIE R, 205 AR R K45 s T AMA S A
K, T AL G BN E, (KA RE RN E.

SRR R R R M S R BRI A S, T AR A
A0, COBEGIAFIRIE, Blin. 4 E CHEEREUNMER, &Ll “EHE
IRAE, REHHEAL” FEF N E R

Menzly (2006)!* AL E 1A 5 24K T2 1) AfTEL
NHECAKSARMENEE S, B —HREAL: 2) H
WIHRER, A AN T HE T B 2 e, 1
RO TAHMB =

o AE RN TR 54T 9, 1 Siebenmorgen and
Weber(2004)FEFR T TR KT . KU o I EE
T A5 BE 25 0 RIS, R IR 9% 3 A R AR B S K
BEVE b, MR R B R .
Malmendier and Tate(2005)*7# DL & [H 1980 £ 1994 4F
(1477 ZRB Ak, DABG RS BN R0 77 TH 2R B«
SRR, HEAGENSENRE SR & T HIEY
AFMERIE S, BRI DI, (|
WiE i 1 LA E B, S BT O AN T
Ishikawa & Takahashi(2010)“S I8 77 Hh ) o IR 22 BN
R EAE 5 AT W 5% B AT N 1AV 4 % DI 5%
o

MLMEGLKRE, BTEANESZREH A i
SRS, BRT DA DA [5] 5E e I T e A A v
Gb, EIRAFEIM LA, 5] A AT AR I
TP U . AR AR 5 B 5 R 28 & AR
R LAESZINS, M AER b, MThas
AT A % B 5 R R R AT D9 (RIS EAdAT]
BUE S — O EE B TAES L, ks TS H %
W ARG 20) o BT HIE, ASHIF T 5 58 — M :

it = i BAE B 32 i 1 AR
AW S FERE TEEL.

W EARIIBETE, YRR E 515 515
S M A EYI R ZEN Gervaris, Heaton & Odean,
20027); Pallier, et al. 2002; Glaser & Waber, 2003). M
ARSI LOKE, 5 & RN NEATE G
Ny EM B NEAR R A RSB AL (prior probabil-
ity)s WCHEAR R AT, AR TS 3055
Pl T2 LR, e 2O AERILR.
AT S, B2 NIRYE B & g 58k
G BICE N, 2 AR 5 TR O S i &
5&%: BEWEMUT NS LY, fESts
fmdEAaE, B eE TERAREE. —
W 5 5 A5 & ] 4 A% O 2 (core beliefs) S5 AI{5 &
(dispositional beliefs) PRI ZAY, X IME & /A KER
SEAT NG R BTE RIBE TN EFNERME
o, MEFHFNZRARZEE, A e eERA
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HMAARHESESHE, 1995, BiggE, 199607,
RIER, 20042, Bell, Halligan & Ellis, 200652
I, AU AR R I AN N, BRI T T T R
DL RS . [EE 52 LR WAL ETIR R

FFEH(2006)°Y K Rowley(2007) IR 7T #5 N S/ &
BA AR TRRIBEEF AR LR AN FE,
MANE S S FFE SR,

G R R, AR RS AR A AE
F, AMERIL 2 W USRS T2 AL
RIIG, MNEEAE, JERE—PXEEEAE
55 &0 2 [AIF 2 & (W Waller and Chow, 1985;
Gervaris, Heaton & Odean, 2002; Hyatt and Taylor,
2008 %5 N). [E&IRBEE IR “EEHIEE” (belief
of belief), HHLRAMARI MR, MWAMEKIE
SRR, RIS SRR R TR R R BS
KPS AR 515 SACPARAMR (EnRE A SE S
WLEEAS 2 sk ) # mT fe th LI B A, (H L PRk
BHRDAEE — &S, 9NN FERAERE
ML s, WIS Sk, AMURE By Rk,
AFE FARE BN R E (AN T BB o WO T 456
RE IR WA, RS0 PR | TR 47 T 1RO
AT B MR RS NJEA F W AR, AN NRE 1Y
FeECGR A EIR I ME, WS 52 i 450 5 7 S 2
IR . BTN TAEG LIRS, ks BRI
Reo thBLE B B E LR, B TE &R A | A
i, GERERLAIE.

MG &R E A R A, Hod B BE S TR
EREAANRAFE . WifE S m AR S, LB
AIREH I B B A5, (AIE & R8I IK 1V Bl A B
R0 TAE SR AR AMA, T Re BRI B B 15,
MIAT B A BRI VG o f 8 Bt m DU I i
ARG, mZlE N TS LR, T, At
TR S = AN TR

it = ZWEHE SR 2 H TAEG 41k
¥ HESBEBSEEGNILEAESE, LR
ZWE TAEE L.

3. Wit
3.1 WiRE

AT TR, B e ik 2 MFE 1 fEhe 10

Copyright © 2013 Hanspub

BRSSOk RME =0 TEEZA T2
B ZJa w BORAATTIUA, ST 70 A 6 A5 0
B R GBI B IR B0, IRk 32 I KPR AT S
RIS, S PPAl A T 5 20k 3 5 ST TR R
.

3.2. FIRIEME X

3.2.1. TEE4EI

Wailer and Chow (1985) TS50 50 Hh 4 13 1 i —
B viailg, /RG] %% % R H(Dillard and Fisher,
1990; Hyatt and Taylor, 2008), AHF 7578 K FH b — 7 5%
BRHBATI L. BRSO I B S R, R R E H
FEGROH R ILFEM R, HA&A N p=+bx —s),
Hrp Rl E#H 5, b NEGRET, x NEFRSG, s
NGRARHE . TEMHIRLEM T, A =Pk,
IR GRS I 8 B TAEA 20, H 8 e 3
DERNRE T TAEEL I 100%5 3052 52l
BT R EA, BTV A SRR IR
&, BRI HEARNTESY, DIHEEREUR
K TARR 2 R TAEELAE, 3T REETA
NHIRET TR B 7P LR =R TAE G2, 732

1) [ R TAEAL): ST E# 700 76, ik
G

2) WREMTAEGL: BRI w5 350 Jush,
R TAREE, WIS — A5 36T 30 Joi
GG,

3) GO TAEE L) ST B, IR pta
B4, BN TAEE, WA — AL SCfT
60 TCHI G4

20 AT DURR I 6T B Be 2T AT, e ] e Y
TAEEL). IBAER TEAASRGHME L. THH
LI 50 /B, KIS HES 25 8, 2 A2
HUHET DL Rt 25 1, {8 n] 25 iRk B A 2
G TAEG 2 23 REE Ny aT D& ki
37 {(>74%), (En]FEIERGMNT TESGZ.

322. PAETARNELEBR

T RSN IRE ST, DAATHEAT — 3% 5 U
% . 1T Koszegi(2006)5 Benoit & Dubra(2011)43
WA TAER R i B E S B R, it
FAR TG TAE S A AR BN T s A Ak v ] L
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I A W R R TR e A, R A2
MR 2RI I B AR FUANAE 202 e S
HEREROHRE, SRR, W N & E
W IR PRI AF 2 IR B (Moore and Cain, 2006° )54
W IEAZ 2 A H (Russo and Schoemaker, 1992),
BURe g ik B BT B B . Wt 2%
Chow(1983) LA “ BB iliae: ” et & <2 & > N g
AR R S T B B AE 2 m) . LEREAT S5
B, iR B IERFEA T 520 % (3K 1 FiR),
LEARAT TSR ) N 2 5 IR 5 S0 — BRI T A

B /5 RO BR 612005 LE 15 438 i B[] A R ] Rt 25 i
Z R 60 UL IS, I LA B SR A A
ANBENHIMEZER . 2T 8B ERNE, WLz
LTI ) P e Sk 2 S B S, TR 2 e B
FAE N FE B S 2 B AL & (Hyatt & Taylor, 2008).

323 [FR2aE

TR 2R R R, B 100% 55 4# 04 10 AR
FE(1~10), LAIEAS A 15 & 585 ; 1 Dawes (2008)1*
Wt 5 RURBE, 7 AU 10 RUREE, Hd i 4
Ja W T I5 A2 S R AS NG B JF 380 R R 2 51
(SR E N2, A& LIRS R T
AL (10%~100%).

33 WRtER

AW FCHIBE TR B, 753 H — DA DR 5
(¥ 5200 (B —),  HOotFE i B A = i Ko i o
FRASRHIT SR BRI A RO T K s 2 e, i Th 22 56
B, it 90 AR INE s FEAIER 10 478 H K
ZIRIANE G, ARAEL 80 i, WA KRR

4, LIFER5VHS
4.1. EERNRAME ST

ETEAAER L, HTFREMTIESGAASD
ISR T, MONFEGER, bk h i
HEAMATRY, RAXMRBERITEEL. £2 B
80 M AN, 61 K752 Ik & W45 R
TAEEY), HpZlE “fhiitss” Wi/MERA 10
B, BORAE N 50 8, PR 32.61 s 2 ok
Brmsn” is/IMEN 5 8, BORME 38 i, P
N 22.64 #; ZWE EEIREET BIR/MEN 2, &
KAER 8, “FIHIMEN 6.23; ZIHETI3RIFZ “SEBRIK
i "I/ ME N 0 78, JORAE N 740 T3, T 358 N 384.43
JCo

A 19 352 I B SA ] e I 0 AR &4,
2 “AhTHG” EMER 10 8, EBKE N
45 i, “EIMER 26.58 @ 2 “SEPRAE” (M
AMER 9 B, FORAEN 35 8, SPIME DN 21.21 8 %%
M “AFE5RE” Ms/MERN 1, BKEHN 9, F1
fH 0 5.32; ZF ARG “Lbrileas” s/ME N
700 JG, HKNAEA 700 76, “FIEMEA 700 JC.

4.2. RigE

421 MAEEHELEAR
fBBE— A 320 0 L B B RE T AR E AN 52
%, WRAALEBAGERNIR. R, 5

Table 2. Descriptive statistics

® 2. ARSI

FEA%e BME BORE TIE S edEE

. NSNS NN N i — i} 5% 175
59 90%. 5T 16 3 LLAR A 1] 2 1) 77 AT ’jﬁg 61
Table 1. llustration of word test fhvh RS 61 10 30 32.61 9.25
® 1 XFMEEG SR 4% 61 5 38 22.64 7.86
WH TR Mg (Eriitis 61 2 8 6.23 1.41
OANE, e sk . SEBRUS 2 61 0 740 384.43 154.68
0 s, iz
FIRTERIE 5 o I 52 0
OARFKL» FRAVIRIR, ZAKD. bl TAEEY
NP A D) fhTH St 19 10 45 26.58 10.15
I ot J
ARSI o SRR R S 19 9 35 21.21 7.115
WO Ll i S AN T A
i O LIS ARE . JIRAEIRIA il o . | 0 . -
0Ol TE2E—A N B 0T % o
g i D AR SERRE 19 700 700 700 0
6 Copyright © 2013 Hanspub
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H DL SZ 0 2 B Ak 0 36 A 45 S B 6 J B 2
B, WTHEAGKNTRE. S4RNE3 s, £48
PR, 2N Al VIS8 % S5 5 S Bm I 56 R S
WG 2 FI%0(8.88) B E HL K T2 (P < 0.001), WEmmw
5 H B SR AE T B ERELR.

W IC e — D AR AR L ]« SRR G X
a5 S RSEBR G S SR SR I BERE A, IR
EPTEREARI BRI S5 R UNE 4 Fiw, 55+
PEEL 4 MEARTE, BORA IR SERRGTEE, PIRERE
ABe B IBLR, Hs b an SGE i A SR
FE)Z - 558053 5 6.14 )% 10.73 s 7E 5L 148 7
K E T, FoN4.598P <0.035). £k i ke A gy
N IPRREREAZ A 9ME 53 0 6.7 78 J2 11.05 @, F
fH5 5.573(P < 0.021), BRI ZERIIEEKF. h—
SEUIESE TR —, BoRid B A S RS AT Ak
FERZ AN, BEAEZEMZIE, HXEA AR AT
WA, R TR BRI Z N .

422 IEBESIEALERE

Bt iR, ZiE &SRS G, &Y
WitH, SUShRdEN 25 @, T2 A R
X430 50 R 37 FE(>T4%BE0T]), SR IEFE 100%
G TAESY), VMR TAERIRS . A ik Hr
BESMBT IR A REBE, FEZT, B g st iR
2N A B (R T 25 8, AT 25 B 37 A,
KT 37 @), WMo N=MAREHELE. H
SERRIRTT,  TANRE R I 52 I e U T 37 i
DA 7 i 9% 1) TAEA 2080 28 de oK T 2 v il s T 37
T, WL 100%508 & 20 TAERI s R #E 2,

Table 3. T test of overconfidence—total samples

#3. 2EHEFAETERRTRE

BRFEALL R T {&
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Table 4. Degree of capability and overconfidence
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Table 5. Contract selection and its accuracy
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Table 6. Overconfidence and types of contract
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Table 7. Overconfidence and contract favorability
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Table 8. Overconfidence and average opportunity gain or loss of
different contract
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Table 9. Strength of belief, overconfidence and contract selection
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nity gain or loss
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