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2002; Salovey, 2001; Stewart & Vandewater, 1999).
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McMullen, 1993; McMullen, Markman, & Gavanski,
1995).
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AA & % AT, e 3] Fo b gl
le]

S Agds 77
Miller, 1986; Rescher, 1964). # 9] AFEL tfch
B

2 AR 2414, ARA AR

L

lo
o,

>
o
o

:
Sago] M Aol SIEE

K54 5
BT

AR Aol 333AAS AN A3

AP A s oW ERE Alzlo] o
T 1 AE ofu) A Fo) FyHo
2, A7PgAlae] A4 93 vNE A1
Sae dojd ARIA ARde o A
/\é cqr?_o]r,]_. IICR /\11‘—!/]6‘]- oq_—ru:__o, /\]./éx—"{ /\}74

iy

o FBEAA AFI} AT LA
I VIR AdeiiaL, PAH LR P

o ATE ART FAU ¥R A0E AAD
Tl o 2e AT} PREcke AE
tek A7 e B A ®ae &
Migulla, 1995; Roese & Hur, 1997; Roese & Olson,
1997; Sanna & Turley, 1996). o|Z E©], Roese2}
Hur(1997) = 378291 A3 22 FA2Q 435
EPee Akel 0B o8 BH BAH BF
:Lxg%% o xgxq Azte] 2H

- 176
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Psychological functions and values

of counterfactual thinking

Taekyun Hur
Social Science College Hankuk Univeristy of Foreign Studies

Counterfactual thinking refers to a mental simulation of "What might have been,” a cognitive
process of once-possible-but-unrealized alternatives to facts, Counterfactuals have been reported to
produce intensive emotional experiences, specifically regret. The present research reviewed and tried
to integrate the previous inconsistent findings in the view of functional value of counterfactuals.
Social psychologists proposed that counterfactuals could be categorized into upward(thoughts of
better alternatives) versus downward(thoughts of worse alternatives) and additive versus subtractive.
Counterfactual processes are more likely to occur following negative or unexpected rather than
positive expected outcome, consistent with the minimization-mobilization hypothesis. Downward
counterfactuals serve affective functions(to make one feel better) through contrast effects. Upward
counterfactuals serve preparative functions(to prepare and improve performance in the future similar
tasks) through causal inferences. Also, upward counterfactuals have been demonstrated in several
studies to be followed by success-related attitudes and intentions and actual performance
improvement. Furthermore, in terms of regulatory focus, downward counterfactuals were related
with the prevention focus(to maintain the current status and upward counterfactuals were related
with the promotion focus(to improve the current status). Those findings from numerous studies
support that counterfactuals are functional to serve human ongoing motives. In conclusion,

applicability and limitation of functional value of counterfactual thinking were discussed.

key words : counterfactuals, vegres, functional value, mental simulation
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