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1 3]

I ) 5 4 2 AATT H B A 6 B L R T
A PIRRGEUR, AR 2 T 2R S R
AN AR EE A M @, FRATH W ReAE AN
B IR F B R A B S i 5 & gk ny W )
JTASFIAE DG B, AV R B 2 5 )
A BRA G B A mB RATHE AT . &
22 FUMR(1748) 82 H Bt (8] 5t 02 4 2 i W o, X AR
F At IA A B ) 4 % 7E 28 05 2% L A A0 R AR 4
Ko SR T R W, AR S & ek X i Rh kA
PRI B 2 0 LR FNAT O PSR A AN TR I R
Bian, 4T BT 2 1 A B AR R S b [ 4

il

BERE, AT 2R 5 32 BT NAEE 15 (Soman,
2001), HETER] L AEEE, AMI7Ea R Ak
% T B A AR 4 XU B > (Okada & Hoch, 2004),
1E2 2595 B A 56 4 B A 2% T AN S B[R] 43 2 g JRURS:
DRI, AT E0TE A ) TSR XU (Leclere et al.,
1995). T 2 # AR SR A B A, S T B ) AR A LY
REEERM ST AR TNt g, #rikes
X & (Mogilner, 2010; Reutner & Greifeneder, 2018;
Whillans & Dunn, 2019), M FF A5 52 £ R B
% (Hershfield et al., 2016; Mogilner & Aaker, 2009;
Mogilner, Whillans, & Norton, 2018; Whillans et
al., 2019; Vohs et al., 2006), W7, G E K
FIF [B) BE 2 R X T30 4 BRI, TERE A 4R S AT
F 28 35 40 W R, A5 48 I B N (Gino. &
Mogilner, 2014; Liu & Aaker, 2008; Zhang et al.,
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(2019GZGI29); $EfI Ko ok e fioppha gy (o8 Aknin et al, 2020; Chen & Yu, 2020;
WA H (GY21011), D’Ambrosio et al., 2020; Dunn et al., 2020; Zhang
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R T AT RS oA, IR R TEIN E] S 4 X
TH 2% & AT e A ) 5% e K JS 10 AL
il o AN SRl 5 F ) ARE 35 1 < R MRE 20 ) Y 9% 5 g <K
PRI A AR X — R, 5 e 1 e A
55 4 R W 43 S5 X T B W ST g SE
I S J& =S A ) W) 3K R SR B B A A [ 520, 4R
Ja A A XU T3 42 (dual-process  theory), M B [A]
55 G BRI O AN R 2N 05 25 i AN [
R S R SREAT S R 3 M A I O BRALER], B n
X AR FET7 0 AT T R

2 HES548EAMEBEWIT LS
SENEEAY

FET L E A H R e, AT LA 2R
KA H 40 5 B R B A B ARG T & AT
B LN g LR B s w) B A E A, — UK AR
B 5 ] AR A B TR0 R B R R TR 5 3
M H & 7ERB/NBFIT RN <PITHIT, %™
JG, MBI A BRI T S, R
o HEAFE T AL &GRS T R 48k
We? FEEANVRM R TR R RHE ST T
— ZRBNWFGE o A SC g5 & IR (] 5 4 B At & %)
TH 23 ) SE TSR B AN W] B 52 ), 76 WA T Dok
O AR AR S PEAR SR ) L I PSR O )
Ko WA Ji5 TR SR (7 it 25 BRI 7 b At 4 — B0 ) A5 THT
A 2R
21 BtEl. £EMSEMWERE
211 FREER

i 1] 5 4 R M A 23 W 2 B B 7 i A R B R
A RAT R = A AN R T 3% 35 M0 T 2
I — LR R R A48 T B ™
b AR A . BT 7 B A5 X LB R A T
= AMATT I 28 A58 (19 {5 B (Monga & Saini, 2009;
Saini & Monga, 2008), M &KX Lef5 B 7 BT
RN, FEERHRAC R TR Y R B R
B I [8] () 4n, A i ] 7E )48 T 0 A%,
ST AR 2 1 s ) 18 4 RO I AR 48 R 52 11 (currency of
search), £ RIS ER, WRBAMN TR
FH R BRI S mE R E MR EE
(Schotter & Braunstein, 1981; Stigler, 1961), {HZ
SEIFAN BT, Monga I Saini (2009)WFFE 3
B, R 18 T AR 18 R AR I R S R 2 [ e 31
WYERA ., BARMT, MERHNE SRR R

M, il g — M RFEAAN 1 T
8¢ 4 3TT, WU R AR 2 W MR N4 R R
M 2S48 /R B A2 AR R T Ma, i JRgil e —
AN KRB 5 408 al 20 435, T ET 48
FILSZARUT R, 8 R A W8 R R 05
RIS TCRE A

Monga Fll Saini (2009)if & BRI ] 5 4 4% 2 [i]
125 AR T4 R A, I G fif ) 7 48 22w
o YR GRS RIWN A RE, T2 X
9 2 00 1 U B S5 BRI, 48 R B AZ AR R Il
WM N o Ak, BT A e s i B T
IR IR P BT R, & S8 R TR
MR RN, ANTHEE 5 20 5T 1A F A i
OIS
212 PRI

P ] 5 45 R MR 8 XoF 9 28 3 1097 i T A SR sl
TR T ANE BRI o 20 S E AR B 2 E T
mm By, THRHE AT RE SR PI AN OR G . EE TR Y
M (alternative-based) sl 3L T J& 14: 1 FK % (attribute-
based) K AR 7] FH 4 3% T (Payne et al., 1993), R
FET BT A TARL SRR 1Y T 2% S B — b S ik
AR R — A~ B — R SR, AT 2327 G — ALY
ZAEM, U BZ T AR T4, , SRS T
] N — A0, HE, R R LT B
HYPEAG SR, At D 000 5 A 5GP S 1 LA
FERXFPREOLT, MATSE e — Bk LI
FAEIR, SR J5 X A oAt JE P A7 A ) ) LA
(Payne et al., 1993; Su & Gao, 2014),

Su fl Gao (2014)MBFFE R, Ja sy it
) AE A 23 b T % 3 SR FH 2 T 3B 700 A% 77 i P4 SR e,
M S A ) & R A 2 L LT 2 3 R TR
PR EPPEAGSRES . AESEE 1, MfTE A R
P ] sl 45 R 199 98 R A o> AR 144 7 A ) k4 8 19 i
g, 518 A BUbRIB BR 15 (Mouse tracker) 2§ il &
BAAAE 4 DTG 1R B AW IS 5 A 4
AR R ESE T RS, 458K, i
] 48E 2 15 Bl 2 (AR B 7E BRUbRaE B FR y, 2R3
FUR MM EER TEEMSE 30, 2l
A TRD R 85 0 30 ) Bl TP A o SR PR )2 28 T T
) TTA S W, T 4 R AR S 2 R 3 1 1 1Y 3T
i HEm

IEAk, Sufll Gao (2014) Y5838 3R, Bt i) 55
S ERAMERE MR V 0 R RE T R I O T 1 Y TEA
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TR 22 B R MR R R 2R . Y5
I PR AE 8% ) B, A 2 R o e 8 ot i
AR AR A0« R AR R AR A ) 0 s T
e B A B AR I A, AN AR 23 A 1) T R
it B PR B AR (. ZEERE ) 4.5 /i)
47 it o
22 HBtE., £8EES5WHRRE

i i) 5 4 R M A ASUKH T 9% 2 00 W il e 5 7
FOME, I 2 iE— 205 T 5 (I ) PSR L e
W= S

i TE)AE 8 119 i Bl 2 M T 9% XA 5 S A
i A IERE . BB AN QOIDMBF R, )3
B IH O A B RDRE G, 2 A s B R R
PRIAR G, 36T [ B M A 25 F s 4w, AT
FEA 2 R 35 b R R ] T AT 2R . ST
#1532 I8 Mogilner Fll Aaker (2009)%18 144
T: %5 (scrambled-words task) > 5 3 12 i) B 8] HE
o TEIZAL S, B e R 18 ik a2k
A, BAERGIH 4 AFTEURUY 19, 2K
B A 3 A B4 —A A B A
AR, FERT RS ST, 18 4l A2k
S 9 R & A —A1E SR EAE G, dnepR iR
XAk A w18 AR AR
ARRS X, Wk X5 B W, 7EEM
WA G, SR — bR AR IR AT (4 4R
EE LT vg ) O O VE 2 i, e bk ploR
TERE W A RE (O T AT s 2 O 25 )
VE R 22l o 25 B F A, AR TRl 4, Jia shit i)
WEE I BB wh TR, B2 e T FRA
2GR AT A S 2 T .

G BRI 1) I Bl 23 R T 2 A X S R R S
FH R . Tong % NQ013)MIBFFR R, M)
ST SR I A BRI, T P S T R
i AN R T BRI R o AE SEES P At AT [ A
SRR AT 45 R SR i e s S, BRI,
FEEBMESN SN T, 18 iM% 9 4
W A — AN S SR OG, R X &
W e R 18 A RIRE A FR RS X,
WPRE X4 Hik BT, BRILZ AN, AT
A TR BIME S GO HEA G T, ndess s
H JC5 ) OE T 28 4 1 & BRI, RGeS —h
LB A e B T HRL Tt (S ) B TR AR AR (AR )
VRS2 e il 70 S8 — rp b Bl vk £ 0 1 1) i

(SE ity B BLD /N CE SR S OVE S S22 il o 45
REM, SEMERNHNPOE kS T 5
FHPHE 558 1 B R Tt R o ]

RPN A A BRSNS
Ja AT R Y, 2R A A (2018) U)K
PRI B 7 2O A — R TR, A& )E 3l
FIVERE 8] J5 22 38 2k W N W] i B gk e e, AT 2
M 35 9% 25 X ARG PR B A SC TS S Y R . B
WINT, S8 ESHEHE A WL M ERK
B e 5, Wi iE <R E S i A m S
7= 8 (Carter & Gilovich, 2012); T A [A] 4 & U]
U 1 B e R A B i A, (AT 2 ik
P38 SR AR RN & SCAY R B8 M 77 5 (Lin. &  Aaker,
2008).

Wan (2018) 1K 4 £ ME &5 2 5 B A2 )3
FE [R— AL 56 BLTH A H AT R . MR gE &
B, B )5 A B 1 Bl 23 5 w3 2 2 X
AAL 7= filh (anthropomorphized products) i E#E, H.
RTS8 O X LA™ il 4 i e B 1 31 2
BRSSO aetE B H,
SRy 1o, BERE RN S T ReE B AN 5
W, SE R — R H I A D E RS Bh
A T A& Bk X, BRI — R BN [R) T 40 14 25 50
&l 7 I By 4 B M 1 B e L A 38 1
A1, T 3T T A LA AR B 7 S AR I
P2, MAESE 2 FISC 3, X —Rn g%
T o Y HAR™ G — T AR B R P (U
WA, BB TR IR i o€ ) LB AR SRR Y
ise BARET, 5304 SR g 25 LS B )
R 9 4 B A G AU ™, % I 2 R R R
W S B AR T 5
23 HE. £EEMS5MERE
231 FREE

B 1) 5 4 R M A 4 X T 2 5 I A ) Bk

2, WA= S ESE . Mogilner Fll Aaker
(2009) AT 75 & BR, B 8] 5 4 B M A2 19 s 2 il
T9TH o2 X7 S A B R POR R ARG . YT —
P T 2 DA R — M S, B TR A A0 L
B ERAMEA  BTE f f Rz ) 5 7 R B A
NBER, X7 A A BRI SR, I
Wa SERE B N, FEFTPRETROK PRSI, BFY
T VR RS 7 B bR T AR A R AT AN [R] A HE A
JA B o I [ i 2H A2 A — R ], SRR ATEIRK,
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SERIMBEA R — A, EZEIRK”, T
P AR A R A B, B R R
LA LU 4 ERAR IR AL RN i 20, B A5 7 1 L A1)
K, MLMABFEL, MmN EErES, 2
BEIZANEFTZL,

BT = ShASEEZ A, B RVR 4 R A A S 0
i LS B 7 A AN [ ) 5 ) o 455 77 0 5 N (2018)BIF 5T
K, 453 S 0 Lin 1 Aaker (2008) 93K 15 3
PRk 2 20 AN G B ) k4 R [ T[]
A, BT R A Y 5 v T S i B ) R A Bl 4
BRMEE T, T 2 3 X R i AR AR S A
AN BRI, AR T HOE R AR, O 4k
MR 23 I 55 0 9% 8 0 R i (U OF O L =2 i 4 |
A AR MR ASRR B L X R TSI e S A
KR B0 BB, 2B | RS W AR
BN 2ESE, MR BT, R R AR
AR R . B A A RIS B, B
B HE SR E i, i b R A A 7R B AT o

SR B TR A& 0 Bh AN B b & R R 3l
X P 7 A AR, R T BT L
TH 2% 5K BR B A0 3R B sl b A 19 35 42 o F0 44
ME, &8R4 SibESEREL SRR
BYOCTE, JHde 2] 7= i A AR B A5 B (Mogilner
& Aaker, 2009), [F4XHH 5 2 b9 7H 25 kUL,
AT = AR T AT B 3R B R B 3R
M, BT LA AT 56 X T R AR B Y A TS
R . M4 B AR B M A T B R R
JIK 55 () T. B (Lea & Webley, 2006), B £ 1) 44k
MAREREE TR W — D MAEd, &
B RE RN G, REA RS AT L
T o JT LA ERAME A O RE B OGS Y
dA, XS R R e — K, AR
b 5 7= b 22 IR AZ B R AN N R, A%
PR E O AT SBR A fF A C (Taylor
& Brown, 1988), A ILHEXT ™ i = A B B 1 25
BE, WS A R R R SEA T A AR £

DU AR, HsF ) U 8 1 S8 o 5 AN X g 2
ERREAL P= A TR B ASBE . BN, X a2k
K5, B R) AR B A A R AN S B AN A
A B A 2 2 B i ) B 9 52 . Alexander I
Sackett (2013)F5T & B, YERMLLS I 2 & 2t
FRIARR 2 0 B 2 AT sF 2 I, 58 3, B0 ) s 1) 3
AR AW K (near future) T AS 2 3% 372 14 85 ¢

(distant future), AR WA HE A (038005 2 b 4 A
o BBE X S AN S A, SR E
Mo TR TR X G 2 ) S B () 3 R 4
5, THBE SV AT B TR H A AT AR ) R R
£ FR(Zauberman & Lynch, 2005), A v fg & A i}
[B] 2 ARAT XA G B (1) 7= o, R X LS 8 RN T
AR TSI A
232 FaREF—Et

st 1] 5 4 R M A 22 T LA Jn 5k sk sl $ T 9 o
B 7= 5 D 3 — S0 (the  consistency of product
preferences)o i ff— BOPE 2 B . T FRE 0 3
WHAT AR, ARZBECEHED T, Wil
ST B IE R BRI ME P OCREH, &8
B & SRR . A6 Mk sl T A7 Sy i 7 7
PBEARRAT T, TH B E W R E — B (Lee et
al., 2009; Lee et al., 2015) H B[] 1 43 £ 1 1y 7=
oh B PR — B, TR A e i — S &
REWE,

Lee 55(2015)2% 35 YRt [a] | 4% F17H 9% 2 19 I
U — SR ST TSR, AT A A N i AR i
PERARAE M SO A — 30 . G338 2 (transitivity)
FORE T 2 E DRA — AW 8 LR 251
MTEEESEWa. bHlc, M az=bMb=c, P
LTS azc (L, 2FRAEMRE). RZ,
WHM B TR, Lee 25 A(2015)7E52H 1. 2
3 il R E— R EAAFREE AR L&
DL A A 5] B AR B e 435 L 12 ) S R i U
b A TE R SE B R BT T b AR A — Bk . ol n e
B SR SE G T, T SR A A I R O (K
HEOIRE . RO . R L 7 R IR 4
JR 9 B SE T, b gk S T IR R
LERT [HANAE, 77 s N 5 2L T0H 45 LITALE,
R 5 SEoC— LI, ZERT RIS T REE T S A
FEAAR, ZHEMFE] N 5 4380 F] 45 4805, [HIFG
5 e — A IET; ZER ST IR 4 2 e i )
AR NS, AT Re FE BRI 1
BE| S PR, RGN FMT R 9 A~k
AT ECRT, gl 36 X ik A O &
MR EIR, 5 Je AR AR % 3ot M 0 D U 25 0 11 8 5
BN ECE ., TIEEIR IR, X5
JEPEPE 5 B B 4 B A, B LG B B s () A
BB LB NEGEE L2, X R — B
A%,
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Lee %% A (2015)\ R 4 BRI 3-8 2 BT LA™ AR
XFA—2, EHTMAREARF SR A EA
) (4 2 SC—— A% A AT Re AR R T, A T Re AR
I o AR 7 A S 2 TR A
R FR I ARG, XA R 1M E 5 2 21 4y
BrAb B, 77 33 Al 2 A Ak P 2% 7 A B KR A R
R I A —F0rE (Lee et al., 2009), U0 XT3 2%
14 4 BB I LA AR AR R B 2 i 7R, T 4 3 el
IR 2 2 RRAR, TITUSS T 4 BRAE A0 7™ i i
T — B0 Y BT R

3 MESE&EBESNEEERIRR
5] 5% i B o0 ER AL 361

R AT 25 Bl B IRl A B 2 T B0 2
BN R B W S P 7 H LR AT A7
Anderson F1 Bower (1974)4% H TR A & & DA%E
Ty TR 2 (AT A A7 AE FRATR G P iy, s S — 4>
MR 23 (A5 A S HE A5 BB . i 2, 4
TH 2 2 B B (8] e BRSBTS WA R
i 235 45 DO 2w S [a] (8 R DG ABE A, T A5 I 2 3 X
X SR A AT N R AR BN T 52X, T e )
TS I AAT e sk . A ER 4332 F U L
RS, BRI IH] 5 A R Y S0 AR 2 A T
FEAEMATRINAE BN T, PR EE BT
J7 2NV 2 W S 3R AN [R50
31 HKE., €EMSERMIER

AHEEPR T [H] 55 4 B A2 00 2 25 1) Ty 3K ke
e N EiB A S Y S I = oy o S 1 1
PRS2 [ XA, B A5 & &M A&z
() () DX 00 R SR BLAE = T, B—, S54®ML
B, IO B IS SRR, 4
B r M 2 AE X RS 19, 1 SETTAEAR A B0 T 0 2
1 3670, SRl (H 20 2 B AR R 2856 | B[]
) & Al A 46 R 19 28 4k T A 9T AR [6] (Leclerce
et al.,, 1995; Okada & Hoch, 2004; KZfF 4,
2010); £, & E—MEENITHENAILE
IR, &M 20 a AT A B St S i
MR IEZ — o B H) D)2 — R0 TE TR By B2 R, ASRE
R oA, =4, A ANERA T R
A HK 24 /M (Monga & Zor, 2019; k%44 25,
2010); 55 =, ] E M (E 4 8 e LA A
R, SERMMEREN, AR S F
X —B, HHLE AT 45 5 i A i, JEXT

Ve HEAT e o TN () A (R SR Y, 2 Bl 1
B PR e A IR, A — A T 1Y) 7 12 R Al
BRI AR, HT SRR R X 2 3 T K (Okada
& Hoch, 2004; Saini & Monga, 2008; Soman, 2001;
Soster et al., 2010),

TEJ2 T I J) 5 4 M 2 TR AP TR 22
5, PR A R A Ak 3 ) 48 ER AR DG i 1R
BB, FrR RS T XA AR fF . Epstein
A5 N (1992) 76 XU T3R8 4 i A AR — 2246 A
FRBHIB (cognitive-experiential self-theory, CEST)IA
H, NMFAEMAPAT EAREAE I RS Bk
(rational) & Gt F1 &2 56 (experience) R 4 , Horp, PR
R TENAER, BAHMME. k. ik
PEAERE R, A A RE B IR ], OB R S8
B AT ] T TN O ARG PSR A &R
GURFETHEEIRZmE, HA Ak, B, 1
HPE ORI MESER A, SRR B, OB
ARG ) T T B0 SR R
151 e 3 (Epstein et al., 1996), KRt B i i
BrEARXS Ta EREA B . XELITE . ML
B R TTREACRITCIE M A 45 1, BB T AT X g
[ FEAT 3 W AL BREE T3, (A5 9 28 78 X I [ 45 5L
FR N T 2 M 22 30 R G HEAT AR BN T T
R (EUAE XS B B] T 55 S BA L A S ar . AT L
AL AT I AL R L, A3 2 2 X G R A5 R
F8 T B 22 g A0 B R G A AR N T
32 HiE. EEMEEARRNEEMIAXAIHE

HEMLIRKR M
321 BEXMI vs. H#HxXMI(Heuristic vs.

Analytic)

MR K AR GRAL, R AANTHARIGE )
A W AR DGR B BE A PR, Ml AT st 2 AR
1 B P £ 3R il 22 6 U4 HT BT (Chen & Chaiken,
1999) o H1 7 Hof T A B 180 ASRY P ol 451 2% 7 e L ko
Fisf (8] 375 47 VA B9 A A1 3 F 55 (Saini & Monga, 2008;
Soman, 2001), i 2% & X i [ {5 B A4 b BEBE I LE
Xf R A B AL BRAE Ty T 22, DRI AR ARG I ] AR
S PR SR I 2 SR RS e =X 5 B T 5K
Saini il Monga (2008)f T tLIESE T, ik
P [0 V7T A A2 4 R DG I, AT S At 1) 105 R &
AXMERMT I TR, MR b A
A TR] B 0 B A7 TR AT R R e, TR SEAE
I ) 25 F T A Ik T 48 B AR A T Bl TE 2 3
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TE A v ] e T A 2 A R, I HLUTE £ M AR
B WA R

i Jig & 20 T 5 434 =0 T X 3% 3 1
WA I 2 SR 7 A S e, (A 9 2 R AN Tm) 9 fn L
Ty AT I, D52 e e R A PR SR AT .
IR E AT A BEEN, BaZiE kK
TS0 T, B, WHEAE
HATRE TR PSRBT, X F &8 )8 3, mEa
B Z MR AL T 4 Jg 20T, AR S A
AR RS T H#HTEZ G B R(E R
TP S0 5% ). T AR5 B 55 T 48 7 5 & =
T, A A R) 15 R R A 22 5 (Saini &
Monga, 2008) .3 H] G2 P 4R AE T3 A=
TR, BE2ARKE A O 0550
ISR INE 45, 2007).
322 BHEAMI vs H#HXIMI (Holistic vs.

Analytic)

AR TEN T 2 A3 b B A
B shHLFIEE 1 B 22 i (Baumgartner, 1993), 24—
A~ N fe 1 31 AR5 1 Bl L 2 2HA 80 454~ 20
BG4 BE, B AT R A A 2o T AR, 2 —
A NBZ 5 Hr XA PR B R S HLaRE T i, R
ST R AL B . BRI, JE B AT A A s
AR IE 2 R AR Ty =, a3l 4 8
M AR S E R A I L X (Su &
Gao, 2014), X f& F F & 8k 04 M (8 AR X 15 ] 11 35
FOETR A M, W RAHETE . gl R
DA KSR B A A AR AR R, A ATTFE A 3 4
A 1 A B B S LA AL B AE O T, PR
1] F R A =0 A Bom T

F RN 5 43 B 20 T 23X I 2% 3 10 W i
TR AN W IPAL SR BE ) A 5 . 40 Su Fl Gao
(2014) %] T 2 & B X5 5 ST VA AT e SR E AT AR 5T, &
B Bl A 14 B ] ARE A 2 fifT L 7= b A L HE AT
RN T, R R R T R T Y PR AL SRR 1S

2l G B A ) 2 i HO 7 i 5 S AT o M 2O T

T 2R T T B R PP AE AW . X T R R R DR
FH AN T A B DG R BB A= 3B 4y
Lj# A 5 & (Choi et al., 2003), F-7E 7 — 3
ZRA WAL S R AN B I T 1 SR T R % 2k
T HE AR EN G, T 3K 2 W T 3 T Y A O
(Payne et al., 1993)., 5, kA5 =0m Ty
AP TR AT 1] AR R 1R 2 A S A ),

A TN o 58 I B 7 0 {5 B AT 0 SRIF IR A &
4 BY915 B.(Choi et al., 2003), KL, X —4 £
& PRI IT A 7 B, AN AT BB 2y 1 SR TE T A
iR A A s P, RS TE— A E MU v
PRARL LTI, 3K S B T — i I T M 0 A SR
(Payne et al., 1993),

323 BEMAZKL vs EFMESRAXK

(Emotional vs. Value maximization)

Liu I Aaker (2008)1A i3 gl [0] 5 4 A &
ol R e NGRS ek I = P LT[
WA A B A ST e KA SR e #, Ak T I
P B A 23 DLARAT 1% IR b 1 S A A 56 (34 i AR
AR SN T B O g F AR, DASEBAS AR
RAF Ao X T R BV R A S AR A G,
T TETE F2 LA rvid I AR G o 18 1A 36 0 e i o SR v
AR PRI S 2 AL Ta) A T S = O AE VA AR
MRS IR, O 2 W R AR AT AU 1 45 i S L
T 25 A B AT 80 e R AR B G 4, 5 1
WEZR A AN NEX, S
A RS, B S A FR A IR R
(Mogilner & Aaker, 2009), M ™ i 5 () i P58
RFE, Az mAEXT T % 5 T RESE AN A iy
SERREERREL F, 2011); AREMETH SEAHXS TSt
TH TR REE 25 TH 2% 5l K T 22 (A4 I8 FI 22 77 (Carter
& Gilovich, 2012; Z5kit 4%, 2018); AL 5 Y
WA B TR 2 AE AT AR B A ST 4 23 1k R A3 1 (Chen
et al., 2017; Mourey et al., 2017), M4k T &%
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d o RIS IR o AT RS EE ()
JRRFO AT, A TR S R A 4 & T Y
AR SREEZ B i 5 AR R TR, MR
RN 1] T % 3 377 Az B 19 A (Hetts et
al., 1999), JIE2 A0 N X T H FIK R B R % 1
i B PP B G, 7 o S AL T AR A o

M 3l 4 A A U 23 IR T 2 3 Y 22 B
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e KAE HAR A 15 & (Liv & Aaker, 2008). X & T
SR & U At B i W SR TR, X 3K
I P BA AT R, I8 a B (XS
F N ] ) 2 g A (AR KAk H B 19 S 4E (Vohs et all,
2006), A= AATLA—F 8w 09 7 R M (E . i
MARBE AT R b e e, S
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ZIRTE SN AT E, BB S WA RN A
A R 2 X W18 3 L&) (Mogilner & Aaker,
2009), M7 EEBE(E TR )RE, LAY
TR AR DI RE RO T MW W TER YA
TEMRSE(FEZAME 4F, 2016); SCUIVEIH AR T
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4, 2018); XFHIAALT@E, Y477 60T e
H i 28 1 B, B RE R 55 8 19 28 T A% A (Wan,
2018), PRI Ab T 258 56 U e A B A4 5 3 T 9%
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b Z I R IR B, DA X A A A
U ARXF T 3 SCE LB B S, 77
PEAR VG B R 1A N6 R S T o, (X ™
FR A A, WL EEE .

324 fEBEXMI vs. 480N I (Affective vs.

Analytic)

TH T 3 AR AR SR 0 BB T AN [ B T A
3, o 5 1 RO AR R H i — R
Horp, o B s = TS 2R AR 4 222 R 0
BT, AR EUR M S TR B 2 2 ST
JRCBE TR W] 107 ) o 73 BT e AR 2 R AR 04 e )
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YIFA < (Epstein et al., 1992; Lee et al., 2015),

IR ) 5 4 Bl ME 2 25 T BOTH 2 2 03 1) R 17 IR
A2 T Lee 25 A (2015) M9 58 & B,
FEAI PR B AT 55 A Rt vy, JEL S A () A )
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B4 T Bkt Lk 4 8RBl S 1 R R NG
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2011),
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AT A B, AN A 2% ISR IR B K ) A
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A A (Lee et al., 2009), FI, 48
Sl i s (7] T 4 R ARE A 2 3 5 5 e LA Rk s 4y
BT 20 7 DA T35 e 31 % 2 1 7™ it g o — 380
3.3 IhNg

38 o %o o A SO Y S AR R, AT R LK
PR [E] 5 4 AR ARE /3 A0 3850 T3% R 0 04 8 2 AN () 0 S ke
SR 0 AL ) = S e R AR IR 2 T =X
B AEE SRS B . BRI, T4 9 & Sxt i
1] 5 4 BRI AH DG A5 B R4 T I & = A 43 e =
TS0 B W TP (AN s 7 AR | AT R
SN TS B 20 T e A PSR (s 7 A
TREME) . kN IR e KA SR e B S & BN E
B KA SR YE E S W e s (7 R R ) 5 W
JEORTR AN . FERASBE), LA TR B i X
TR A 5 BRSPS R — 3 o

XAE BT R B g R L, HX
SRR HL 2 RIBEA XA A BCR . X B A £
ERE, Z BT LATEAS R A7 rbode A Y i T 05 5K
AN, X5H5E K& B L IR AR B B —
BRZR o DA ] 5 4 MR 2 52 e T 2 o T i e 3
BORE, FEMi RS SR R ISR BN
X A 1 7 A B AT S 5 O, X R 2
HOHE BN T B A — & MR i mshbl, Btk
Ja kM T vs. A HrEom T LA AR T, vs.
ST TR I T XN A8 . BT 5 4 gk
M 3 i) T %% 3 T o R 5 3R B BEOKR R, TH %R
U TR AR S AR B, B R RS
i 2Z ) A I R B DD B, TR b R SRR A ek
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I B Ty s Al o DAER R 1 o B ok
F, X Ty E AT LTI XU TS ok T 4
—#E45 o Evans (2008)7F (R4 EIEE ) B
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EF R B B AT P2 AU XU TS 1Y
EL Ay 45 FE SCER A TS TR, (EABAT34IA e A
SN T3k 8 o 77 7E P R AR AR R ) o T K
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KACE Y AT LU RS 2 AT HEHS .
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AR SCEEE TR S RS 5 8 34 BT
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THD (4 W) S TR 58 77 2B AN TR 52, I DO L3 8
P18 £ JBE X 33X o 22 S 7 2B T S O BRBILIR AT TR
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Xof Ff 1) 1 45 ERARE 88 It 30115 90 9% 7 A S DR SR 1 O R
HE— 2 I T INRA BT
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KA E=m

H A% T [R) — A BIF T H b i [ 45 ER A A
I3 INIE B, ARG HEAT S5 SR B 9T IR LA
D, R (] Y 2% O ST A R T8 0 R R N B i
(Mogilner, Whillans, & Norton, 2018), H. {4 3k
R 22 2 AT 187 50 (0 B ) B4 Bk A R B, SRS
T2 FEXTTH 28 PSR AT s, JCR TR A 5
PR T 00T 9 I T AR 2 B4 R A 1Y 2 AT
Lo AR A TR 1) 20 R AT 55 HEAT I [R) 5 4 B
IR MFET T, — R 5B R 5 ) B
G BRAH DG 1Y TR1E RIS Bl 1S A A B B ) sl 4
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BRI IE AT A B R B R R
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— 2y, BAKWIE, W) ) 2N 2 1 b
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AT R (F 5245, 2020; Monga et al., 2017; Zhu et
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B RIAR B E 3 . 4R BB S e BRI 3l
2505 43 S 5 L XTI 9% 25 W SE T 5 (A [ 520
4.2 ZEAE 5 & 8% A BUE X 2R R K K 220

HE LN, JH A AR R RHE
e R R EIMAeE, HEwWHE LR — R
T B (1) R 4 R R VR B 25 T R, R
ST X A B — SR R Y 7 5 1 3K FR 5% (Chatterjee
etal., 2016; Lee et al., 2015; Whillans et al., 2016).
BRS04 A 40 2 2 455 BsF i) B8 J A R0
= LEE, KRR RN RS AR LB A
LN W I I AGE, SR e PR AE T 22 I I () 2 R T
TEH 2 M AR E TR M 7 W), 6 SRk R AR D R A
Ji) 25 I B S (HLAN A 5 I 7 I 7 XU
T AR R S i 2 [i] s % s ) A1) AL 5 4 R A AN (EL
AT 5 LA, AUl i — 2P kR

i€ B RN B ] 55 4 88 1 s 3 =R i
g, MW HCRA T RERWE D), WIREA
ARG . WA )k 4 R 00 181 R DL R I 5 4 8k
AT [ A DG IR I 2 R B — 1 i3 3 T B () 4
ML Ik, AR5 R S PR H#EAT T O A, T
Ty — A% T 2 UK F O E Y B &K A fif /4R
K, SESAHENEREME AR . EARRNIF
rh, T LATE 22 MU B I ] S A BRI A R T S I 8,
B A H R T I SR A B A
RSB EERA RN A ZENE L, BT AFEHE
WAFEB R W Z AN, 0L AR R
W, BF5Y 3 BRAR I8 05 vk & I AE E 47 B B e ok
(intertemporal choice)ff, AR FAF A I F
i 8 I 1Y) BRAR B AR A T Il A, v SRR AR
X, XU T RE% 2 RERMARS 1 kENE
A 1Y 1% £ (Cheng & Gonzélez - Vallejo, 2017;
Dshemuchadse et al., 2013), X 7] 85 B3R & AY4FE
LEINE =AY G AN /NN ¢ X/ 1R i) SN R TR
R, FN BTS2 2 1 P 5 (Frederick
etal., 2002; 4 %5, 2018; B4 2%, 2020), A,
YA RAE S B B B[] 5 4 8 2 [RIASUAT 1) T 2 3R
o, SR B RRR TR A, DTSR A TR A 3 4
2 e EBTy, I 2 2 T I AR TE 2 1 Bk
VASE VIP [ T5E N5 28 HEBA A B ], 36 248 £k
SEEE T E AR E 2 0 e [ HEBA ik B . X
T AP T L, AT BE S R 4 4
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The effect of time and money concepts on consumers’ purchase decision
and its psychological mechanism

HE Ruwan', LI Bin'?, ZHANG Shuying', CUI Xinyue', LEI Li'
(' Management School, Jinan University;

2 The Institute of Enterprise Development, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

Abstract: Time and money are two important resources which could affect consumer decision-making
differently. When consumers making purchase decisions, they are usually influenced by the information of
time or money which implied in the merchant’s slogan and the shopping environment. And these effects
would be differential in consumers’ purchase decision process such as pre-purchase stage, purchasing stage,
and post purchase stage. From the perspective of dual-process theory, the psychological mechanism may be
due to different cognitive processing mindsets that primed by time and money. Future research should
further explore the following issues: (1) Elaborating the different effects of priming time and money on
purchase decisions. (2) Considering the impact from the trade-off between time and money on purchase
decisions. (3) Further exploring the different influences of priming time and money on the pre-purchase
decision. (4) Exploring the neural mechanisms underlying the different effects of time and money on
purchase decisions.

Key words: time concept, money concept, purchase decision, dual-process theory



