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PN O T Z IR 2800, & REETR—4ENS “m” g, KBaRita
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(6] WKHE . XUGEHR. BREHE: GTRRAERF IR S RARGMIET S 55, (BIEBUa-T])
(546D 2009 455 2 41, 45 3-56 Ui,
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LR 36 [E AL 5 RS AR SR . e KA IR 2 W 7 ol e B BUA KA B2 7 O 3R Bk}
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ARt CRRG 7 RREATMAL” “YERFBUIR, CUSERSG 7 “YEFILIR, UL RS CLERR
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191 7578 (1H ZON B SR F—— S I HUE R S AL LAY, (h B o B R AR T T A T (/601992
S TAW], 55 33-60 T, BRI WRERHE: (RPN ISR R ATE BIARK - A3 TR AW AT ) »
CHERRH L5 4602003 4228 5 B, 2 1-20 UT; Hsieh, John Fuh-sheng, and Emerson M. S. Niou. “Measuring
Taiwanese Public Opinion on Taiwanese Independence,” The China Quarterly, 2005, 181;158-168; Niou; Emerson
M. S. “A New Measure of Preferences on the Independence-Unification Issue in Taiwan,” Journal of Asian and
African Studies, 2005, 40 (1-2): 91-104.

101 52 T4 [ SN RN BUSE SCRF—— B VE B SE 4 AL 038D, (rp R FE B IR e BFFE e TN 5181992
AEE T4 M, 5 33-60 L,

"1 Niou, Emerson M. S. “Understanding Taiwan Independence and Its Policy Implications,” Asian Survey , 2004,
44 (4): 555-567.

23



BUNL | BRFUSCRE HSLT G A 2 SR A KRG M G2
QUG “ SRR ARG — 0 M IR R SRR G IARSIE R MR G AT r3k,
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. U8 R, ASCIEBUATRET A, SINBUATUIE WS G RS “ A W 53— AN,
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[12] Hsieh, John Fuh-sheng, and Emerson M. S. Niou. “Measuring Taiwanese Public Opinion on Taiwanese
Independence,” The China Quarterly, 2005, 181: 158-168; Niou, Emerson M. S. “A New Measure of Preferences on
the Independence-Unification Issue in Taiwan,” Journal of Asian and African Studies, 2005, 40 (1-2): 91-104; also
see Chu, Yun-han. “Taiwan’s National Identity Politics and the Prospect of Cross-Strait Relations,” Asian Survey,
2004, 44 (4): 484-512.
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['8] Manski, Charles F. “Measuring Expectations,” Econometrica, 2004, 72 (5): 1329-1376; Epley, Nicholas, and
Thomas Gilovich. “The Mechanics of Motivated Reasoning,” Journal of Economic-Perspectives, 2016, 30 (3):
133-140.

191 Granberg, Donald, and Edward Brent. “When Prophecy Bends: The Preference-Expectation Link in U.S.
Presidential Elections, 1952-1980,” Journal of Personality and Social Psychology, 1983, 45 (3): 477-491;
Delavande, Adeline, and Charles F. Manski. “Candidate Preferences and Expectations of Election Outcomes,”

24



P i FRTRUA %) 5 ZRALF- 2 7 S ELWLAR, R “ NATTARAS AT AR AR (S 3~ (people believe
what they want to believe), i 2friEn «—ERERE%"  (wishful thinking). % j@id “—
JERAEE” , AN w5 S EEE, WnETHE 5. #—b%%, “—mHEE
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NIREF—80 S IR R T T RetE fRH, X RSB RE m R OE. P sz, “—F
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Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 2012, 109 (10): 3711-3715;
Druckman, James N., and Arthur Lupia. “Preference Formation,” Annual Review of Political Science, 2000, 3:
1-24; Krizan, Zlatan, and Paul D. Windschitl. “The Influence of Outcome Desirability on Optimism,”
Psychological Bulletin, 2007, 133 (1): 95-121; Krizan, Zlatan, Jeffrey C. Miller, and Omesh Johar. “Wishful
Thinking in the 2008 U.S. Presidential Election,” Psychological Science, 2010, 21 (1): 140-146.

[20] Krizan, Zlatan, Jeffrey C. Miller, and Omesh Johar. “Wishful Thinking in the 2008 U.S. Presidential Election,”
Psychological Science, 2010, 21 (1): 140-146; Druckman, James N, and Arthur Lupia. “Preference Formation,”
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Preferences and Expectations of Election Outcomes,” Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the
United States of America, 2012, 109 (10): 3711-3715; Granberg, Donald, and Edward Brent. “When Prophecy
Bends: The Preference-Expectation Link in U.S. Presidential Elections, 1952-1980,” Journal of Personality and
Social Psychology, 1983, 45 (3): 477-491.

[21] Kunda, Ziva. “The Case for Motivated Reasoning,” Psychological Bulletin, 1990, 108 (3): 480-498; Epley,
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2016, 30 (3): 133-140.

[22] Babad, Elisha. “Wishful Thinking among Voters: Motivational and Cognitive Influences,” International Journal of
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Political Perceptions,” Political Psychology, 2001, 22 (1): 27-44; Krizan, Zlatan, Jeffrey C. Miller, .and Omesh
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theory), #&HA HIF LUE “— R REL” MR, & g s Fie oot 7 “RomEis
(expected utility theory), FRIFHN AEARFIFRZ T, SKEARERITERE. HEB AN
NAETE R A E LT, S4eie BN RER “S5% 57 (reference point), #1048 HAFAL AT GE $:45
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FRAHB RS, (EANIE AR HH T 22 XS 38 F 25 . [0
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SR, 4w AR RS, e () B AR T RETC Tk T i A 2%, SRERHT N A o AR N, i
Tra) SRR v P SRS PR AT g, R s g 28 (1) 45

i IR, ASCERH DUT LA, R e RS 7 1.

HEIL 1. W RIB N NEEER SRR AR HE, KRB TG M SO AR A 23

i1 2: B IENABERIEARRATRERAEME, WERNASNEAEZIIG 7 EI.

iR 3: KR “—JTEEUEE” i, G M7 fmid o BRI R AR, A N R
UF R 12 PR — 2

I 4: 440 M7 iF MBI EITE, RRDNZRNZWE R, S8 7 AT
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F T BIRINR, ABEFEHI <2018 4EPIF K R R EHE R ZOR JRIT T & REK
WR RO EPAHRG M7 WFMESHE . T GEMARRRRR, AT LA
M. 5 RELLB WA —Rh? 7 ZUERM RRG 7 “YEFFBUIR, DURERS " “4E
FFEUVIR, BB OGEMALE G — 7 “REYEFRFILR” CORPEATIAL” CYERFDUIR, LR AETR
AL SENANRIUY P RATIE S . ASCRIONANEIEHrgmty, “RRG—7 “4ERFIUIR, L5
EMSE—" BN “G—7, CORPEARMAL” CUERFIUR, BUSERMSL” SRS “ H
7, CYERFDUIR, B HICEMAL G CORIEGERFILR Y AR I “ 4R EUIR 7,
RELEG— EFFELIR. B E=FSER X =R BRI LEBIHE Y , RF NHERFIUIR e »
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FEFURIT I, ABEFAE R TAEH : <X T SRR AR RK A RE, HANNNAMFE R
WrEmg—, A NANAGERZEHER AL, 3 RE R E MR ER? SR ptem
FREIBHHER S GIEIBHHE ML PR I S2 U5 B W, (H2AE “ Bl —” “Hil A
T ARIZ AN, A A LS B8 FERIE ROE N “YERFELIR . R ER, 48.1%1 R
PP G, Bl fE, 39.6%M RARTUN E 32, FLEJER, 4ERFELIRE 5 22.2%.

R 1 EDURLFAHURI A SR, LU A MARHEAL SR ZZ AR REAT 98I, Ko AR 2 I
Fikas . P (i dr A TG — BRI P o A B 2 3 v T RSP IRG BT  AT 4ER BR=TY

[25]1 Kahneman, Daniel, and Amos Tversky. “Prospect Theory: An Analysis of Decision under Risk,” Econometrica,
1979, 47 (2): 263-292; Kahneman, Daniel, and Amos Tversky. Choices, Values, and Frames. Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press. 2000.

[26] | evy, Jack. “Applications of Prospect Theory to Political Science,” Synthesev, 2003, 135 (2): 215-241; McDermott,
Rose. “Editor’s Introduction,” Political Psychology, 2004, 25 (2): 147-162; McDermott, Rose. “Prospect Theory in
Political Science: Gains and Losses from the First Decade,” Political Psychology, 2004, 25 (2): 289-312; Mercer,
Jonathan. “Prospect Theory and Political Science,” Annual Review of Political Science, 2005, 8: 1-21.

@271 i HdEiE SRk EXN SRS R (https://ost.io/rfevy/?2view_only=7008bc7bb91a488d9e3d8d5742d01454) .
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gt LI AR B Z WA, B2 S AT G AR 2006 BT o B B R 28 M. Bedh, 07
SEVERE A R R, R AITUHAR A gt B REASCHE, fFa C RS REEE T R T
Mo EEEME, (4R IURIREA T, TN RIS — & I b R 2 (48.3%),
HUGRYERFDURFT LB (29.3%), HRARIRIUHE T# (22.4%). HULFT 0L, (il 4E55 DR
BRI AN e e 1600 /2 L 32 45 JE R

® 1. BT RAM R I EUA LI KRGS TUAE X A3

TH \ H%
o Gi— BHETLR E : 4\2&]
G %1% - 64.9 9.5% 48.1

” (AJE %) (0.2) (-10.0) [539]
. 1# %1% 1.6* 85.1* 13.3* 22.2
IR (FJETRZE) (-6.0) (7.7) (-3.9) [249]
o 1# %1% 0.9* 48.8* 50.3* 29.6
(G 2) (-7.8) (-7.2) (14.5) [332]

1 %1% 12.9 64.6 224 100

B4 [145] [724] [251] [1120]

BLAA: 1. X2=322.588, df=4, p<0.001; 2. *R&Z MK B ARENK Z LA KT 1.96, ZMESH 5 LK H69-FH
fhz ) MGt Ly 2 F £ F o
HAEKRR: “2018FAAEXFALLERETAE”

BATE— KR WL 5 TR — B E R, BaBRASG “M” SrIgRii, o hhfpk
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g B CGERD, (i ABUAA—8E, DUREE AR IR AL U RAS—, G i 4
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G A HUAERFICR . Rl g — BRI A . R 4ERFIUIRE T B =55 =FRRAL, e
15.1%; S5.<URFFH A CERV), miF SIS A, HEET 14.9%.

L IX TR RUR BB LU B S AT, KPP PiEEage . 4ERrR. B 32, IREF
H¥. BEFG—. B8NS, 53.9%0RARBEGWERBUE Y CEB N+2K8 V), AR
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v (LR EI=ES — B A ;s R BLRE T
HHE
\Y BREE ks H EFF U E E

HIFERR: “2018 FAAE X RAAeREAE”

27



B BB RARSHRAEN P XEBIE LT

FCEMREE N\ A ) A PR BOR 3287 7 ARSI T B IRAR B SCRE Bl A AR
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DA AEREIA
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(—) BESCRRER Y o SRR R, R — B AP G T & LB R 2 e, (HAE Ry
BUIR Wi A 2 R E B E AR WA PR S, ERRDUIRAN P XERE B 325 1
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RS RE L PR A (52%) BT MEES, PiEEA EE AR P ERE CE T
SEIERS, 2 EREA PR B R M R R B R, B IAAT T TG i BB 2 B E
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R 3. RS ARHAL S POERLBOR S AE X HIEE
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p e <0.001 <0.001 <0.001 <0.001
Nagelkerke R? 0.249 0.247 0.260 0.251

A ***: p<0.001, **: p<0.01, *: p<0.05.
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