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[Abstract]

decay model and the hyperbola model, and two two—parameter models: the hyperboloid—like model and the power exponen-

Objective: The present study compared four discounting models(two one—parameter models: the exponential

tial function model) in order to select an optimal fitting discounting model. Methods: The delay discounting data of sixty—
one adolescents were fitting separately into the four discounting models, and the fitting indexes in the four models were com-
pared at both group and individual levels. Results: (DTwo—parameter models were more better—fitting than one—parameter
models both on data fitting validity and parameter estimates. @The parameter s of both two—parameter models were signifi-

cantly less than 1.0, and its increase was reasonable. Conclusion: Two—parameter models provides more—to—excellent fits

than one—parameter models for the delay discounting.
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