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o FA A A A (counterfactual thinking)= A A}
Aol dRE AFHoZ HYPSIY feky JAAS
mHE&Ye AR, JPgReTeR--dod, s
Ho el &

BHEE A @A i A
Fimagination) =2 A1 EO|(mental simulation)
olth. 1980t AUAF BHIA vitAAAL
FHAlo)| sk BAlo] FAZ] Hojd o]T A
404 QAZF A8 AR (social cognition) kS| g F

A= 2] Fot olo tigh AksjA e ATt
FE3] 3= oY THRoese & Epstude, 2017). &
3] 1990 el Eo] titFAA T A7) S
3] HPEo] ALY Tkt EAE
gl o3& E= Y tH(Roese & Olson, 1995a). =
71(1980-19903th =) AT-EolA= LA

Atk 715 A BHAA FIHE A
S 53 dtdA s 33 (Gilovich &
Medvec, 1995)2} ZrAHNicuta & Constantin, 2021)
T O ARARE fEsty vy 5855

) 9](Epstude & Roese, 2011)<} Al tgh ©]
3l (Lindberg et al., 2013)°] Zlo] Fojgto] B3

n
u

1E &3 52 A SHactivation)dhe LAEH}
AL AL °1XP“ SHE #AE T
WA, o]Fo] AFEdAE 7ed BHlA
o etd A AL 219 LH—%L(content)l_”]' Azt & A
A4 9 PF ] BAE FHEE b 2F
<

il

ot
il

>

i) lor'mz

2 fom

2 ol AsfEo] ARSI ARLE El A, 2002)
g 808 FEI HAH JYrh AFIFEAL
e Abdo] dojd o] %o ks AAE At
R A TR S Yrlshe 8=,
ot A AL & SKactivation)ol] FH Al o]
AME 19908 = FAS] AT FFE WY
Ao olafd 4 k. vt 1990t o] F
HE @Ao] o]27|74A] tibdAA Y] H-8-H

P

B
=4 9 2o O gus A2 ATAS
#Ao] B 01] ujel, YA s BAs BB

o1& thalsted &4

o= ZHHE BOIE A3T B

Z] [<)
27} ek TiRRIAAT Wl oiE ges
AFAERI Th2A, Uik dAne] FEE
Ay Aol w9l Fe G9le] Aol

gk tijkEe] A& EY(Epstude, 2018, p. 111)°°]
ot B AFoA tid@AA ™, AFEe] 3
o} AAE 2l Aol e APES

gk & tiekd d4(aleernative reality)©ll TS
AR BolE Tdth wEtA, B =FdAE o
A @A g dolete @ Al s
7hd 2 JGEbE e @] @4l Ao Ao

(“mental simulations of alternatives to [reality,

\

o

including} past behavior or its outcomes”, Esptude,
2018, p. 111°l B FAHZ HHow vt dAt
TE LT AL AR

P AL E-FHtaxonomy)
ATFAELS et Aol WheKdirection), A
T-Z(structure), £ W2)(simulation mode), 18]I

e FF SO2 YAAAALE BRUT

2
c
e

CiokeiAlo| ElsK direction)

FH B3 A3 then) H
a4 FeAA A1
S A B A (valence)oll Wl W



zlof|2k / th ek AlAL D (counterfactual thinking) e 7H&E 7|

o] FRHETHMarkman et al, 1993; McMullen et
al, 1995). =, AA WA ARG FAHHRI
ik AHdE W& E d3Hupward) tHIEA
A g wkeF EHlE ol HAS Pk
Aol A3 AASHE) A A
Al tikd A& W &g = 8
cedw JheF B
BAE shux X s
o7t ATk ol o AFEEFY] AR ML
(Social Comparison) Al Bt g3} zp4le] do) =
Aol W2 FF Z2 st vlw WA g
20 2 ZTHMarkman & McMullen, 2003).
A gddA L E 2 248 AR

to o2 AL R o

£

2|

o
(o]

A BT Bl

WIESE FEZ A AHS FAFEA Fe=
QAEEE st A AHAE EejYoesA @
ok W, A gikd Ak s 3 A A
A o= =S sl ¥

17 $FCH(Markman et al., 1993).

3
9 el 2ESe] BERL BUT

Medvec 5(1995)2] AFoAM+= FHEE =

UEAATE Bol Bgr] MBS Ao B
Ak olF =@ Y@ AATe] T8 7%
o oo aaae B AT BAE 2

=THRoese, 1994).

Ci obed Alo| 17=(structure)
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2 FBY 4 AtkRoese & Olson, 1993a). A7}
(additive) THQFA AL = A4 AbAY= T 2 4
HE 7HHE § UAE Aoz AAHE Y
8 A(antecedents) & A AR GEZ Z AT
= AL "arkel: Wzt 19 &7] ol 1
< Aoigtd, AH 2 GRE T4 A

d)”). B2 2FAll(subtractive) T
A HASA = FAAT AA A
P& ML F UUE AeE 4%
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(prevention focus)< 2HA| A HALI e} A
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o

DHo] A gkoksHEl
et al., 1999).

A7t dirddAbaret 2bA o
AAH EAAAE
(19990 wEH, =7t oibdEAA
A RAAAAE Yetll= §HA, 2HA
oz AH4BAE YepdTh
sk, tietddAbaie] Fxeb Heol4
A B A (Markman et al., 2007)°14]
1e WEg =S435 AnE fE
Holx kRl oA #A IS
715 W, A dibdAA s Ad
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3 Re 9as AgHor Frlsts Ht
AddAAILE A S} WEtol A HlwE 2}
=t

Cioksd Al mo| HrAl(simulation mode)

WY B 7} 28 (Reflection Evaluation Model,
Markman & McMullen, 2003)°] WEH TiFdA
o] Bo)ol&= WY (reflection)™} ¥ 7Hevaluation)BH=
T Y AR FHAHYU HAo] EATT vk
HRAl S Hln FF(standard)©] & ek A o]
ux] AA QA A s if), L] Ao d
A AAstA Adstx Zoste A
H, thEAH AL Abole] A <
Eoh W] Hrh wAe ZFEOEN)Y] A

HZH(reference point) &2 E1 HA I T
L& vluste S ZahH, tirdd
=

Aol o] wfol ol 27

>0
e

oz

218 A F3Hassimilation S LAYA 7] H

) (contrast)E&  LAIAE &

4
S K

N

]_

E0], Efol XY W Ae BIT F A
Ego] Al F&e M wWede AWY
dFAAAL)S 22 B AAE dod]= v
d, B A9 FF3 At gdebA e A
A 4EE vuErt gdddA e A b
=33 S 2755 F0HMcMullen, 1997).
g g7E 2E olde] dAFEdAME tiddEA
Abare] WG e skhel wWe gAs F
7148l o] et HFsfkont, g #

7h By 7 o]F AFASS tidEA
o 23 st} tinZt 7hsde olslistAl Hd
o =7 oibEAAaLe] W&ol Aot 57,
aejar v ael] mAls Gl el AF
of o] tikddAbare] ket mef W4 3t
FeA-g Ao #AE 2] AlEskR L
TYE B ATFECA WY B 2ES AA
3l A3Z 2189 THKremble & Busseri, 2022;
Markman, McMullen, & Elizaga, 2008, Markman et
al., 2006).

Tlelel E5
Asl el sl o) ATECl & Tiekd
AAIE 2 AR FE e Bele] &

SAFAL= 2)
A8 54 Aol g Add S22 dg

(episodic) 71l FFH o] UTHReoese & Epstude,
2017; Roese et al, 2017). o= 7]&9] AEAE
A AFEo] UbdAdAa S VTH #

oo

Lo
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il
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o FF oEdAD AT J1ele FF
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S
e
e

@A e F2 FAA AR B2 o4
gk ARl efef A ¥ th(Kahneman, 1995;
Kahneman & Miller, 1986; Roese & Hur, 1997,
Sanna & Turley, 1996). IUFHAILE Fddl=
TFAAE aRlEels AA A9 ;H}\]'H(normality),
it Abde] 24 A (proximity), AA| ARAS] A H-
ATHE B, 2002).

TH o] ENorm Theory, Kahneman & Miller,
1986yl MEH, o] (unusual aspects)yS A& H
0% H¥murare)ste] AFEHE Fe slo] A
Ao A dHE A or Heste] 5ol
Heg vtexs Ad vls) Az A=zt o 7F

A (valence) 5]

73 H7] wEel AFEES A4Ed 24RT
G 84 A3AY F Hao Ty
A ¥ A FL AR AALE B ARG
s A AFEES ARl FdEe vHS HE o
&3 olfr T BolHE AR Mgt it
AAAIE FAsE AFS Btk <1
hoF ga4 thud 42 ITH olF dE o
A A FekedEr). 1 A, AFRES ALY 4
97 PFoF A% FAH AR s A F
3 & 7 g 3hFillon, Kutscher, & Feldman, 2020).
ES dkdAe] 2R =255 Agd A
Zlo] golslt}. FErel| Lo AolR =A =
2l wgr|E X Aol Fael 0% ol
=A B35 A" HErE = ARl H)
A O JFEMGAl =AAE olfre A
Y715 =AA G= 2o Agd At 7t

] atr] wolth o)} 2

, Z8F AldolA A o]d ™M SKnear
@ ARES oA =N 952 @

AgHow, golM 1hgs AR Aol 4
§, AN B AjQle] FoHow

o Bk 715N SM2 FHez

& (mutability) 0.2 L H T}
< 71223 gon Ahg
Z 7ol Re}ste WFom
AR Aol tigh HAge] Ags Fa i
A8 A3 KSeelau et al., 1995; van Boven &
Ashworth, 2007).

B, Aol AN AL ST A8
Fed FPHE dAEANT AH D el

of
of
fo rlr
_|>L
B
1o
rﬂ

2

A ﬂrﬂ«l ARE v 4 7}*‘0}‘:}—L
AZye w g gddAAnE o Bl 3=
Ao R BIUFETKMarkman et al., 1993).

) 7137} $315 fdete] nlE EvE

ANZIohE terddAtae] thEk 715E @
A A &K Roese & Epstude, 2008).

2

XU
mo X rr

712t thoted At g

A3 A 51”‘4 AT-ENAE I3 del 7Rk
ﬁﬂ*c}:—z— E1r 2171 el A47]-
2 2 FA A o
okl Rim &
GALAILE FH
o3 fEER
(Sanna & Tutley, 1996), et AAL e =7] 7h
ATolA A7l B FVE FE OFoYTH
A& 5o, 2E#H 2~ FFo] uf & AF A
s FAst=E Whueﬂr Lehman(2005)2] 1
Tl = ot vt AAALE SAEHA B4 E
o274 A7) APOEHE ALdE BAFgE B
AT 3 Tykocinsky 2} Steinberg(2005)2] <
TAXNE A 7Fede] v &4 a7 &
Aos A dd@AANTE GAst] oE
T Tk E H#AFE Vo ER AWy

im*
Ri+

Summerville, 2014). 53],

7(4 A].)'—] E]:].‘— 2= X—] FH A]_

A7) Wel F71eh BaAste] viekd ALY T
A Uee AWE AFSANE, AFEo]
IR A7)l Ao
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o] PFHRT= QR FF 2408 Wilele
73&o]l AL B3 THChoi & Choi, 2019;
McCrea, 2007).

ot 2 AHA, A V=
gk vk} o] xS HrF @A e
2 2HA ot AAL AL} B
AHRoese et al., 1999). &+
Choi®t Markman(2019)2 &) olm|zt A3 &
%%1 E717P ok é_‘/‘}igl %119} T&r%ﬂoi

3 akel efrE T°r?<l o}lzP O}E 7l dex
A2 JAABAE WA Al didddARL
©: <am 25EE WA fknd, 29

= MAANE, MEL APS T8l &l
oulE FHua ste sVl SERAA AAH
AE WA H7F @A oyl <am =
2o o WEAPE HASHEHNE FEst

N S0}, Rogers 019¢] AFAHE Ehel9]
SRR A
o] wlvkol vimgsith Apale] A
A7) Sl kR AATe] S
Al AZE; TR 1 dATE & FUe] 2ot
2 BolE 7 AR ol wo FUL A

F Qg Axsteth

o_.>i
S

m{o

sy a
3 0

m@

oIt

grEdAae] Ay sk B
gojrle] A AFE B A

S B0, A& B AES 4TI AR
g gitdAAAT g Al ALY dE5E A
3l AFE Bl dhd, AEo] e Abgh
2 Aozt AR tig oitdA AT A Al
A9 BES A= AEFS EHATHRoese &
Olson, 1993b). T, AW|d &9 5S4

Hale ASELS YOFNAT A A s
8a5e Asdsls W, T34 v25s 49
sh= AFES & Agst

B 13} HMarkman & Miller,
2006). PRRPHA R, AFE A F(social power)©] W
AFFES AS1A o] & AREREOl HlE) Az
B FAZo] wr] wjFel] Hajg Aol tigh
AIEAAAGL Al Al PFE AR o=
7dgFo] R = tkScholl & Sassenberg, 2014). ©]
°ﬂ H3le, A2 A (free wilholl thak aldoe] &
TE A dPLALE wo] AAdske A
2 B35 AKAlquist et al., 2015).

el g@ BEAMY AUAE HerE
Aae) Weol 4TS 01 F Atk AE =
H) B (pessimism) = A thOrE QAL 9F AF
o] =& HiH Hi"‘:\L—rv/](Optumsm)t ke teks
A3l A3o] ThBarnett & Martinez, 2015).
w3, sAe AR vl 4 shsshcia
= W, @ Edel e pefshe AEe
WA e ke vlelel AskE welsHe A
So val o we dEAALE ARsn
(Choi, 2023). °o]¢} F&A3}Y, FF/3(impulsivity)©]
o ARES T2A @ ATE v 4T
9 A7k gaEAAnE A4 AEE dos
H 15 TKSmallman et al., 2018). °]4 o= AHH
E AL AFES theoll =T ditddAt
aef me EH 7)ol AlAkskE HlF A

Io nﬂ

) ﬁ mz

BN 75

Markman et al., 2009; Roese & Epstude, 2017). EH
A AN E AFREY A2d TS HFE= o
g 344 715& st 1, A A BE
=
=
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Z[3 3t / cheksd A AL I (counterfactual thinking) @7 70k 715X EMS SAlo=Z

(Epstude & Roese, 2011; Koo et al., 2008; Nasco &
Marsh, 1999; Medvec et al., 1995; Roese, 1997). &
g @A A s ArgEo] Al AA Ad
< olsfists H ol 38 A 4TS FTHChoi
& Markman, 2019; Kray et al,, 2010; Landau et al.,
2011). olATE m FH, AA, FA ol 7w
< @Ak are] W& Itk ddo] 9l

ojgf =H| 715

g AR S e R e Y &
A= M| ez Adehol thigh ojsie}

=% 3K Markman et al., 1993; Nasco & Marsh,
1999; Roese, 1994; Smallman & Roese, 2009). 73
2 Abdell s A ek oiRbdAAILE st &
3o} A e H3 AME APskA HAAR
e FAF ARAS EHlskeE dele E8o] €@
ThEpstude & Roese, 2008).

e LA vy F
7HHE BAFE 2 7R 78S AYEH,
Saffrey 5(2008)2 H]= ISt EH
g2 33, A% Fx Hd, F4, €F T 17
A& F-2 AAEe]l A 7FA G H(sense-making,
approach, avoidance, self-insight, social harmony)<]

A4 F5e drig AU ek Az

AE =24 sgEn, ZE Jeloln FHe)
e M A A e RoE degnh
ol F38] FAH7} vlehel FARE ol A

o Wl BA) A wEsA fad s
$71004 AR A0z olaT 4+ Urke
Davis & Lehman, 1995). T3t Markman 5(1993)2]
QT AE AEANS AND F EAAT
£ =gsg, A4 oF @ wel =
AYE B SRsA @ Aoleks o|ns
WSSl 4 A=AYl E A1 WA
e WAENT 4F dURANLE O B

HF O
T

o e
2
=

il

-

A3l FA 7152 (controllability) S 22}t
Roese®} Olson(1995b)2] ATFolA Z7AEe &
A B7bs 2AdAART FA 7l 23004
F I LATE Wol Bustnh oleg 4
F AL AL JHQlel AZsteE FAIZT
AA & FFHAZE F Utk Markman et
al., 1995; Morris & Moore, 2000; Nasco & Marsh,
1999; Reichert & Slate, 2000; Roese, 1994; Tal-Or
et al, 2004). Roese(1994)¢] AT-olA= T T4
A (anagram task) T F WA AAIILE HA|
st A% ditdaAdAael Hrh diddd
ATE B 20 AAAELS BA 24 T

oMo o] FdE= Aol BEHNT I,

o Weels AZES FPT T 1mRE
g Hol Ae AW 44 2§
Aok 1 A3 R AP 4EE

=
& 5T WAT e

L

A2 Y3 el Askel: Ut 23 UH 2w
AeeE AzteA Ake W 9% 89

gkl O W2rl 259 o wy et
AZetA] gkgke ®Eldmo] EAskET, AAle
HPYAF)= UF 2 HdEgke] XztH
< A ZITHMcMullen et al., 1995). Wb
19 BFE ASAT= HFE 84 Mg
A git@d A A=

W5 oxoAY S THAE F Ae
13HRoese et al., 2017).

FAAAI = vl 3] Fidol] A

=4
e A% o FAol MEa o

X off o
=3 &
L

o
P
=
')
rr

tlo oy

(o)

W~
tlo 1’ %
Nog o g
re o o,
ny

ZITHRoese & Epstude, 2017). THQFHAAAL
o2 - E(then)®] TEE 7}
7] W&ol tAEALE T o=
| 7Fssith “Wi7F 325 o] €43l dohd,

o

ky
0

ox X Rl oo
o N

AN

N
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AE s F Sl sdl s AZdde A4l
Y7k BEE AP = Arke AE A2
()]

(Epstude & Roese, 2008, Smallman & Roese, 2009;
FZ: Gollwitzer, 1993, 1999). T3 T3 A o]
TAALTFE, O itd AR S 7}
4E A AALSE G5 d5e A F
AETHKim & Summerville, 2022). Roese®] A7
(1994, 23 2°llA+ IAE stdm HEY
A o) A HET =S 3

N
=

o
Coft Qo d

g

8 0N
0
ot
>
>
kg
T
g‘g
N
&2
bt
4o
ol
2
N
B
)
>

@ hEel FAZD A4S W A%
o=7h Egkth WA, 3P BA@AAT 217
A 24 1 A% A= FAHCE FolF
Afol7k BaHA sk,

olFos ANE AFE
Aol BA Fhsstcha
Gl W slo] s

=
gtd AT E JAFARA F2EES YOI (Wells
& Gavanski, 1989) A7+ 4
T A5 A FA8H FFE HAHKIm &
Summerville, 2022; Smallman & Roese, 2009), 7JA]
2 du] 294 Qs FH HAE APIEE
goza MRS FIISAZIER Hg ¥ 7]
T T & Aok 28, @S] udAAr
o WY Z2 stahol vy FH 7sEs
A

ke Aol ohiEt W me] Ny

R

52 Hrhel =x3tel wel dikdAel vy F
H] 75 &3 Ado] d&td 4 UthMarkman et
al., 2008).

HME |5

I Hgr|7y et A Ao w2 E
oA =HE AEDS AEE F ATHMcMullen,
1997). 2um| e} -2 AR NS

= A Aol diaiA skeF it d AL E §
o ZH o] FgTE

Jensen, 2011). FEZH AZITANAM 9 BT 3}
F Ut E w&

ThKoo et al., 2008).

U EAE, FE 742 AME fFdste &
F LA JA A 204 AAH 7
T 9EE F Atk AdE B0, AT Ui
Atae A7) T4 WHE 7] (self-handicapping) 9t T
Hate] T2 HEAEl: U7t 43T e
H ALHE F83] 2 F AJAHE AZIdTt

(McCrea, 2008; Tyser et al., 2012).

oA olsh ZIs

AGEe W BBl H§ e BAA
A AR o] olaaly] ofel e ae] 4
el olalaizh ol A vk AA el

< U+=ThLindberg et al,, 2013). T
A ©]3l|(sense-making) 7152 HlxL
H AFSolA HaEHAh Kray & (Kray et al,
2010 A7HAENAl AAES] AA A
A Aest=s 3 H, weF JAe dgkd
o] & ARdeo] dojuA] FUTtHE oAHEA] W&
Y55 sted, U E & 2 F

NAE0] EAzAL HAAS BlEA A

ol
TS
4 H oo

% o o 2

2 ro
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Z|5 2t / o ok

A oulE T A AAEAT B delrh
Choi®} Markman(2019)2 TIFEAALILS] F2(F
7b e AAhst A Al thEk ojn) x|zt
T BAE Bust . FAReR Hax
2 QAAAE FAEHE AA kA A

Ju 2~5des A T, 259 ue
AAAANE AT Artse] FEx14

B

H
2

BA ARAA
HAAE WA A7F ik dataye): <
222 o WAt H9SdENE B4
& FA7HAECl vl 1o g o] | A

A ARE Bl ae) Sl E f7

$70% A4 B nE

Markman, 2019, A& 2). ﬂ%%?ﬂ%‘/@l& A
7NRle] AR@steE Mol 4ol wHg 71X]7F 2l
= , ol AlAZE JAJAA ] digk
24 E5d @dlE 5 7] WEel FHH
=] =i 5

L
97 2 Aeld ey Aol Fad 48
3

715l gk A= oln T4 et Azl
2 s AduEelH, A3, 2017, &44,

FdLAA e} #3], aea 73
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=93 M3 (moral licensing)s FH3H7| = It}
(Effron, Monin, & Miller, 2012).

=54 woro] Hstel, BerAAATE

A Fdox F3S v £ QJTH(Catellani et
al., 2021; Catellani & Milesi, 2001; Spellman &

Kincannon, 2001; Wolf, 2006, 2010). thtd A A}
e AR HA A BFo] i FA%
2 AFoAE HHY3ta J B Z(Alquist et al.,
2015), HA AdolA tiFAAAL LS HEef
gk AARA ATe A8 FgorF ach
TS A FHAAE Bl FFsta QL

FAAYEA, 2019°1% thAAA
AR &L VIt dE =
o7 %]—_Q_HJ:_ 5§E /]C sﬂ/ﬂ _,,].;Hoﬂ 1;“0 §:]_El

;
M
e

> = 4

A A3} BPomRE FAH A

o =3,

3 ©] & (implementation intention, Gollwitzer, 1999)&
FAF ol dddAALIE FaF 4DE
g Aer e ¢ Aot 2x= AFEs
Fhehs 2x= FAE ZA AHYS T
AZ17] 917 dibddAbael 23] 4 8=

7}5 8K Turman, 2005).

o] JE WS B3I A 14 WMI(FL
m], 2019; Yilmaz et al., 2021)2F 7H 2ol o g
™) *] (Bertolotti & Catellani, 2023), A& 7+
71 @& (Kray et al., 2009; Wong et al., 2012),
A X|(Effron, 2018), ZAATHZAIAH S, 2016),
ZH)2F F(Yoon & Vargas, 2010), 18]I 7%
& B (Epstude & Jonas, 2015) & THEFSF Pl &

5 it AT "é‘ﬁol g 3l
=y Eﬁ&, e @_QA]—_T’_E AL FELE7E &

Zolx Z2AES] Alal H o Zo
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The Social Psychology of Counterfactual Thinking:
A Critical Review

Hyeman Choi

Department of Psychology, Gachon University

Counterfactual thinking (i.e., thoughts of what might have been) is a mental time travel to past and its
alternatives. The phenomenon of counterfactual thinking has been actively studied over the decades in the field
of Social Psychology, yielding important insights into how human cognition, affect, and behavior are
interconnected. From a functional perspective, the present study reviews literature on how counterfactuals are
related to diverse experiences such as affect, motivation, judgment, decision making, self-concept, and
interpersonal relationships. Furthermore, the present study proposes new direction for future research in
counterfactual thinking. Implications for application of counterfactuals and interdisciplinary research are

discussed.
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