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1 HiE

N5 A Z [H SRl (incidental similarity) g
T3 H WL B G, AR BAE B A HXE LSS 1) &
PEFRAE b, WG, A H, 38 SO T ] el A% 1 S FE
Wik b, Wik%E . FHL5E(Jiang, Hoegg, Dahl, &
Chattopadhyay, 2010; Martin & Guéguen, 2013), X
THIE, FENECT BN & W IS B —
Hrghie, BT AN, ATHEE R AEE
PEFFIE 5 B CESRARI A, JIf Har 4 Rk
O ZS BE FN4 T A7 (Guéguen, Martin, & Meineri, 2011;
Martin & Guéguen, 2013) . fHX}FJ5#&, F=H MM A
T B IOCTERME N . HETCE B 5T A PR,
H SR AR W] B0 £ W0 T8 2 3 B2 THBA A2 N Z 18] 9 15 AT J2%
H4 4 % 15 (Woolley & Fishbach, 2017), #AEHA
WEFEAIeHEATHER, AMTFEATA4ERE B E SR AR
HBR AR B B SE VR T o SR, AR A7 s SR A
IR X Z —, HEEH S FEOE 2 X —H
PO HE R, X S5HTAFR S EAH T RN
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A SCKE A AZ LG 0 7 Al SR AR DL Y
THRE R, BARSCHE R R XHE 2 35 7 Ak B
[ia] P9 5 M) B AR o BRBILTR, DL RO RON AEAE ()30
FEM . BT B 0M5E 5 IS (Berger & Heath, 2007),
ASCHE M, 7 i AR SR AHABLBE W o T 2% 0 7 i Ak
BRI, AN A T Tl B TP ) B AR
HAKITE, METAES MR 5, S RAEN
7 it B AR AR AL, (AN dEE 42 ) 2 S 3O R Y 7 A
], HANTEIRSIHLH ST | AR E 4 . 2T
12 L P15 (Festinger, 1954), ARt — 4 H,
SRR | 7 0 H AR b 3R Hh ke 2 R T VR
11 #EESrFRLETAH

72 AL B AT M (product disposition behavior)fg:
FEIH 2 TR 3K 7 i Z S5 60 7 i i AR B A T o, %
(DR O RSIE (S Ve = KSR TN (E1 | EAS R/ A T
ESTs MY . OB RS P A A Y S
(Lastovicka & Fernandez, 2005; White & Argo, 2011),
TH SR 7= AL AT 2 BN Z R R R A5, 4
P HBREER D EE S RRERAMETE SRR R



338 N H

L 55 50 &

Hor, 7= 5B SR REE W RER IR ™~
s 5B AR ) 3k B A, T T 2 A R AR A DU A 4 4R
W . A5 )7 345 (Hanson, 1980), AL, B0l 284
T AL AT A AMEAE B IR 3R B AR i R R
MAPREHRHE R, —HH, ZWAYHEATERER,
= a B ANE © RSTAETH 9% 50 R v b it sl i 4B
() & B2 5% W) 2 TH 2% 00 7 A [T ICAT R (Trudel &
Argo, 2013). 3—J7 I, TH 2 5K S NPREE
FENE A 25w HL ™ b A B AT R o ARG A B
Be BRI, AU B0 Ui SCERMZ
A R RVE T IH 98 1 i AL B AT R (Lord, 1994).
FELE N Rt 2R X — W58 I, AWFgE s, i
12 R T % 8 % ARk A B AT

T A2 — 1) e LR T, pl e o e AL Y
“dress same” & MK, & X A& S il A TE [ —
Gy G AR SR b, R FIURL b 25 26 A [F) 8¢ g B8 AR ALY Al 8,
A2 W AR BTk 72 i R A SR AL o SRV AT 24 RN,
A H s QSRR AR M AR AR AR R B A 1 N 5 N2
] 14 I B (Martin & Guéguen, 2013), M4 5E A
TR RS BE R AT 24 (Heider, 1958), {HARWF5
N, 5N Z 8RR AR ARURT AN 4 7™ A= 1 52 e -
AEHRIR A Y, 0 I 7R AT 2l A8 4 40 JoT 7 it 4K
AR, A 20 O3 7 AR TR B, 5]
R I AL AT R R A

HR YR AR T SR B, AR B SR A4Sy F 3R
MR BEACTE SR, Y B3R5 b A 2 (8] = A
IR, A2 7= A T i B 17 46 AT R I 1 (Snyder
& Fromkin, 1980). H1 F /= i e H WAL S AU LEfH, A
A AT 38 o o 2 Y 7 i A 58 1 O R R R 1 B Ay
52 (Belk, 1988), [Kitk, 2% # 2 W LA 4 ot
FEim LU R B3R AR . H T 9 & Bt A A fifi
FERRTR] 77 db B, BE AR R B 23 B AIG ) FR A Ay
P (Snyder, 1992), 4k FEHIHM AT AR, iz
B F AR A SR TR AL B AT O (White & Argo,
2011), VBN ARME S P EE AL, AREEIE 0 T H 3%
ik A R AMFFPE ) B 2K (Berger & Heath, 2007),
R, 842 23 X1 2% 38 1 1 FRA AR 7= A A8 v 1) Ja
Jolk, AEASHE A2 1 IR ke 7™ i AS PR R 8% A 80A% 35 R 1Y
F IR, DT O 1 1 AL R

SR, FFAR IR 7= i i <4 s A SR AR AT 2 5
AU AT MG R, o E R T 7 0 0 B AT
o B ESHERTE ., MESEBI T 5™
FFTINSE [ O LS B0, b e w [ 3Rt
B2, AN [0 A 7™ il AE 52 b R A B4y L

K AE Ul AR R M TR R B A TE B S
(Berger & Heath, 2007), BRI, &K HEM
AL H ARG RAAK H FTE G 5 43 1 77 it €
N B GAEPE i, e Az . T MAZ S I ™ i
(Berger & Heath, 2007; Coskuner-Balli & Sandikci,
2014), Koz e SO AR S By AR PR ™ 5, T
ML5E . HAAT %4 % (Berger & Heath, 2007; Snyder,
1992) AR 7, AT i 1) T7E B 4y RAE 7 i
U B SR AN ORAE A AR, I HA SR
5 A\ FE X 26 7= i 7 BE A BL(Chan, Berger, &
van Boven, 2012). KL, MK 50N FE B 5 S AE
PR it U S B BEARRUR, A AT 15 3R AR
By 52 3 W 1) B 23 B 52 Tt (Berger & Heath,
2007; Campbell, 1986), 4k i/ AE 5 & 1 7= i db &
= [6](White & Argo, 2011), JZZ, 4/MA 54 A A%
SRAT AR R AE B0y R AE 7 b Bk, v B 17 S A 4K
AT AN 23 B B A Y B F R, PRI 235
KA ST A, A ST 2% N7 R B AR B DG 1R S
(Woolley & Fishbach, 2017), AT H 40 K% -

H1: M8 TR B SR AEPE™= S SRR, i
oo ECE i Y7 AL R ]

12 i P N MER

HISCHNA, A2 250011 2 & 1 A F ARt 5 1y
7 B (Berger & Heath, 2007; Campbell, 1986).
A By FEAAEARB A NS4y, Kb
REF 3 S A I RTE L ARG G v R AN R B PE A%
B PE4F1E (Reysen, Landau, & Branscombe, 2012),
AN N B3 W 45 1 FRE SO LY i A& 5 P A&
(Owens, Robinson, & Smith-Lovin, 2010), ASHF5% 5
TR FMRR I B 05y 2 28 AR B 3 1) — A AR B
BEAWFSEAR Y, MATEA R & PRI AR id
i PSR AT B AT S 0 2 IO Ry XA A2 AR
S i UMM Blair & Roese, 2013; Leary, Britt, Cutlip,
& Templeton, 1992), Ff H A AR A 25 7= A
Wiy F IR G L, W i1 4 .

R T 155 28 A 45 24 A T OBk B R A At
NIV A £R U 77 AR B — Fh BT IR e L . Y
PR (Dahl, Manchanda, & Argo, 2001; Edelmann,
1985), HAZOFFAEALFE KA & B A AR H 3
B, BRI B0y 52 B Ry, DL RN SG Al
AW PEHY H 2 (Dahl et al., 2001; Miller & Leary,
1992), B, YAMARTEA TFRYHE A BE b AR 1
25 LA LA ARAE I RV T SO 175 28, A7 S D 3K
% 4% (Dahl et al., 2001), Z5MKIF RSN H O
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{5 IR #U¥ A5 (Tsao & Chan, 20113574 34 1E 5 T,
ARE S A MO TS 4 . S, TR R,
B0 A 0 IR 2R 2 0 9% 3 10 N AR 1 FR kA
T By B E 3K (Berger & Heath, 2007), i 51t
NIEAZ 5| K 1 v A PR 2 53 9 5 1 3 R e
P B 0y 7 AR A v W U, SR LA A A R,
03I S (NS W E NS 5 N (T a E g =3 )
I -

O T 175 28 S LA R RO R T O BIR A, A
SRS LL . G55 — R 11H YA BN (Leary
et al., 1992), B, AMAEA H B SR T
SR WS YR N G R T 17 28 7 O 1) 1 A 8% 5Z (Daahl
et al., 2001). FH T i 15 44 A9 4R £t [1] 45 (Dahl
et al., 2001), PRIk, AHA T 0] 42 A A M1 7 % 5
(Dong, Huang, & Wyer, 2013), H 44T MW RE
% T A A5 O o U O 17 2 1 £ TR S ), b T 3 o
SEAR 22 HUB AN HH 56 1 7= i DA 35 4 A i) 7=
() 5 1 (Blair & Roese, 2013)8ib 555 | % i 175
4% 1% 485 (Nichols, Rask, & Flint, 2015), 25, 7F
AN, T O oA T Y R ) X iR A T
b ISR AR AZ 5 R G S 25 . APTR g it an
ik :

H2 .« U o155 5 1E 1 42 T s Ak B 3 1) 2 Tl
AVER . AR T AR B Oy SRR i B A SR AE AL,
A2 2T | R T S I O 15 4, 2 TS 3O v 1
b B
1.3 SMFRWS| AR EEE

oz tbigc e ts th, AM1A &R 13RI
B R I, I H ] T 5 Y HROR PE
H O EReE LR BB, MM BN A 5 i)
FIIN I (Festinger, 1954; Suls, Martin, & Wheeler,
2002) MR B] Sy at & R I B AR 22—, i
AN TR T 1) B 2 H AT A 4400 B AT A 1) 52 T A7
TEEZS . W LR SRR A RN
(Collins, 1996), T2 1 & gk g 1y | 4 4 g Jk
Cmes, 2T, SBEE, 2015), Sl&kBEY, 4211
ST 28 ASHE, 2530, BR3CE, 2017), A&
FA ARG W 3 75 J (Buunk & Dijkstra, 2011), 222, [l F
He g ) 2= 32 T+ AATTH0 3 R IPEH (Suls et al., 2002),

3 L AR (R, XA, TR, B0,

2016), 5|k HZE . [ % B 45 (Schlosser &
Levy, 2016),

IS IR B A S AR B 103 1 B A4 il (Reysen et al.,
2012), MMA AR B 3 BB BOE 2 AR ¢

AN R H B, sl (Carver & Scheier,
1981; Edelmann, 1985; Goffman, 1956)., A4, 1EN
— B AR H RN, M0 1 25 S A AT
TSRS F1 o R, T 0 26 A% O
fIE 2Z — J& AN T G 1 At A% & 89 PF- 4 (Dahl
et al., 2001), TR F B BRR 558 E 2 AR HE 1T
Feas 3R A H 3R PR Y L& 12 (Festinger, 1954),
BRI, ASIFgE4E i, AR 51 ) I F B AE 43 42 X T
B 7 it A ) 1) 5 i v DL K O R s 1 2 1) v
MAEH B EREN .. BARmE, Mary.om
AT N S 2332 3 B 3 S A X R AE bR WG] )
AP I AR AR (Asendorpf, 1984), H T 4b
FWe 5| Iy b R 23 BN PR Y H IR AR SR B
FIE 4 (Collins, 1996; Festinger, 1954), [Hitk, 4f#
XTR ISR G T T S B, SRR | 3R
MR B 0y 7= A2 B 9 B (Collins, 1996), T
i — 2L R A A2 5] K AU U 1% 2% (Asendorpf, 1984),
o A5 A A T [ 3 A Ak B A2 Y IR AR AR A
I 5 48 2 X 42 2z 8] 19 A 5 4% A1 0T B 4 (Edelmann,
1985), DI 2% fift i 42 M AN R W 5| A i) 1) b Lo 4 v
AR S, ez, SRR TR T 25
% U 0 B AZ (Schlosser & Levy, 2016), MIfi
535 AR A2 T 25 M e A7 28 R ot A R I, AR
PN B 5

H3: SR 5| 7 0 LR 9 2 i A2 X 7 il Ak
R BSEI  XET AR T Jpy 1 AL, AT
77 i A B ) S I AS B X AR S| T
] T P, J8A2 0T 7 i Ak B T 1] ) 5 el 5 1 55 o

H4 : Jili o 175 28 763842 A= i b B 5 ) =22 [a] ) v
IAEFRE MR 5] T3 LB TR T o X AR5
JrTa b P, 8 A2 X i 1 28 R 5 i A B s,
U oo A% 28 i v A VR A 25 Ak, X ARG T
AL PR, 8 A 0 U 17 44 %) 5 e s D 55, e el
155 25 1 T A VR s 1k o

2 SRR 1 A R

SEEY 1A E AR A IO A R SR i A S
EmEsEmEHMED. PEARKSE 75 BERK
S BN T ARSI (34.7% B %), SRR R 21.15
A (SD = 2.16) FTAT gl ke BEAL 53 Bie 2] B 0 SAF M
FESREAR AL e, 38 N)EAE S Gt
mn A SR AHALLZEL (37 ) 1) B DR 28 2 ) S B0 8 v o
21 F@mRLHY R EE

i 5 T AT (Berger & Heath, 2007), 750
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B PE I SEANE Ry B Ay AR 77 i, SEHCTHLSEAE
FAE B SR, I I — AN ST ) DU X
PR 77 it SR 258 B AT PR R AT T 0 R 6
hEARKY 43 BERK¥SAES 5 T 6
(46.5%F 1), FHIAEWRE N 22.51 5(SD = 2.38),
B HERAE 7 iR BRI v 42 MRS Ry B
ZAEPESEFT IR (White & Argo, 2011), EAARIM 1,
1 RN T i 42/ F LT REE 1E 2 KRR B AL AR
A B 345 B/ S B 3 0 B A AR R AR A
K2 (A=—mWA, 7=1E4), A i s T
Bl N BEAL AL AHEBR T 0 5200 o F AT 430 % e
SLAZZH Y 3 NI A% 43 (Cronbach’s a = 0.92) A & F-
HLFE LAY 3 /354543 (Cronbach’s a = 0.83) B4 {H
PUAE A 72 i 0 B A AR P K SE(E . BERHREAS T 4656
MEE R R, BRI wite F M ZAEHERPE (M =
4.66, SD = 1.45)% b= T X FHLE A (M =
3.49, SD = 1.18; #(42) = 4.97, p < 0.001), Bk
Je FEAZ M F-HLFE 5 5ME R B O GAE A AR B 1y 4
TR 7 A I 2 B Y
22 LWRIE

JIT A B 7 52 50 5 1 HRL A AR VR S BT A AT
%o EFERXT AZENERE . AT, R
FHAR B 45 38 FAR 2 ] DUA R B s A AT T LA AR
1% 7 5 AR I FIURSSZ (Argo, White, & Dahl, 2006;
White & Argo, 2011), [F ik, FFxHH#E#ZIE NPRse i
AR A B A, AR R TS B IA A S
77 O AR REHEAT T . BRI, Bl =
S8 — O AT 55, 7 I e 7 b gl el 22 AR
ZHCEBEFENFEND, IR G HIRAZ B b4
W], e, Pk s e e
FritiR 75 )e . M A CFE LR g g 5
KRN, IR R IEE L — AR 2= E %55 FE
C & BMFE I wte . FHeA iR gk E s
A3, B BB TS, 1Ak,
TR AR SOR, ORTE 58 B 13 2 R R T S ]
RETEAN ML IR F CARE B £ A IR SRR AZ,
B HONRR . BlS, BT 80P 7 3R 158
B AL 1] ) 4 T35 (White & Argo, 2011):
PRAE Z2 KRR B B A B % I 5 42 (vs. F- WL ) e 32
A/ 2% A AT OB R ? (1 = — A, 7 =
EH). IJa, BTSN . FRENAGFE, JF
SIS 56 1 T
23 ZKBHER5TIE

R TR IR AZ B RO, FRATE e e AL

B4 AN A A B (E AR S AR 4R A
(Cronbach’s a = 0.76), LAAS[RIEY™ hdlh B A&
7 i AL R TR AR AR O AR A TS AR AR ¢ K,
gER IR, TP (M = 4.01, SD = 0.84)t
FHLTH BB (M = 1.96, SD = 0.93)4 % B 2 ()77
Ak B B 6] (1(73) = 10.07, p < 0.001, d = 2.32), H[I
A2 2 T EOE S0 P AL E R ], BCH SRS R

WA, FRATTR I T M ) 22 SR 02 A 2 R YT A2 Xt
FEmAL BRI BRI, Jr 22 AT R R, MBI
PR AL B R A A BRSO A B E(F(L, 71) = 2.04, p >
0.10), Jf H M 5 548 42 % 7= b 5 75 1) 19 38 B 5%
Wit A L (F(1, 71) = 0.07, p > 0.70), HIitL, fE4
5577 AL B R ) 22 (R A 5 R A2 B ) PR 2 S

SEHS 1R BIE T AZ X i A R 1 A A )
SO, SEHE T RFIT IR H RS AR S0 e B B
PE RS AE B RAF MK A g 2R, (H
Je VT AZ A FHLFEAET] W EE (AR . MAd S5 4E R [
WAFFEE I WA 22 55, AT REXT SL 6 25 = A TR VE 2
M, o T INsEAFITas R AR fdt, RATAECE 2
4 Bk B[R] 114 7= ity o) 355 4 o DA R PR R kA7 HE
B, RIS 2 — 2D A5 T 175 & FEF A2 ™ il A 7
] Z [8] 1 5C & R HE R R AR, OFHERR L &0 3
RIS SIONEAT A

30 SKH 2. MRS ZE R AR

g T BRI A R A B S PR AN AR, S
2 TEW Eifh IF & WA & MTurk EIFRE . %76
SR 2E AR T SN AL BTz R A &
T[] B RIAIE XS Gl o 1 AN [RGB . AR L R AK
Vo ZECHE R R AL A, W ROT B T RS
6 {5 75 AS B 5 P LATEAS [6] 9 SCAL R B T A6 40 T 52
%, BEWEA R R THIF 5T 45 SR 04 7N 3 (Crump,
McDonnell, & Gureckis, 2013),

MTurk P& LB 65 £S5 T ARARL R
(47.7%F4E), FHERH 39.05 % (SD =10.16), B
WEZR A TR, FrA Pl L e 2 &
By AR SR AR (2 4, 32 N)EAES
D GAEME P i B A SR AEARLZH (33 ) 1% B[R 2R 2 ] 55
it
31 PmRHEYIZE

A SLIGATY LA 5e 42 1 D B Ay SAE 1 7 il L
Y, JEEICA AT 4R AR B AR SR
FRAT 3 3z — e S T XS 7 vt 30 R e BB A
RUPEEATIC S, A6 A2 2™ i B 4
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XA JEAZ NS TH B 357 il b 8 R 1) )52 0 2 e AL ) 341

fEPE . =S A AR ILE . MTurk P&
1) 32 AIAS 5 T HTN(62.5% 53 1%), PR N
36.50 % (SD = 9.71) A 9T EAE 7 Pt R Loy
IR s 2T AAT R B AR L AL
RT] VLBEHEATPEAY, A i By G AR A I 35
S 1 A ETIAR R, 0TS A A AR AT LR Y
WA AR e A2/ AT 400 Rl 6 i A AT I
B2 (1= dEHAK, 7= JEW &) FOHHEAR T K
WIZE R R, KA BB ZAEEWM = 4.16, SD =
1.29) g e T HAT AWM = 2.93, SD = 0.86; #(31) =
4.22, p < 0.001), 1wzl H13 G 02 AT ILEE
(M=4.41,5D =1.64)5 A174(M = 4.56, SD = 1.54)
ZIATEAE L 22 5%, 1(31) = 0.93, p > 0.30, ILAH,
M F I se 2 M E AT ZE 3800 75 2 AR AR R KO,
P2 S AR AEAEEE & X 0], AT DAAE £ 5250 ol
LS 45 Ry TR S5 K7, F DEHE BR A0 4% R 22 1 52
M, PRIL, DA 52 F A AT 4253 AR S 32 S 5 ) B
Dy G AE AR B 0y G AE 1 7= A ) B 2 B 1
32 ZKWRIE

5580 1 AR, S25G 2 SR IS B IR AR AT
FRHEAZIATEAE . ANFEE, AL R 2EA W
e bl Az i 5 T MO BRI N BRAS A 55t . BRI 5,
Je i AP L A 5 B A LIS300 13K
() Je 542 SIS A U0 P AN R, MEAER
ANIE Y TR S, AR R BAA AR S IE 25 F
OB FAHFEA e e dz; S, BT 4220 o)
MM O E EAHLIS300 LR H AT 4355
BRI R M B, R R FIERE
FHE HAT % . SE AT 55, A flae 228
A RETE A ML R B O AR I 5 S A sz F AR
B, DA SC s R

B, PrAWORTE 7 Gt b mIZ N 25,
FAREFEE G . 250 . W PoRnEL X 4 Al =
EWARE, 7= EFRE), Hobliagss i
AR I, R, BRI T S Y 1 AR
(4 7= A B R T AT, A, SEE 2 R
A ) P 3 P R T SRR AN, R o LR AR
(endowment effect)¥§ i, AMTEWAE —HHW W25
o T LA T B WK A B A R R LS
(Kahneman, Knetsch, & Thaler, 1991), TR
KR = AL EAT B EEHREXN TOHAY
s E S B, IS BN 2 8] T REAF
FEAE TRAE I OCHE o AR 98 BT AL Y 2 ST LAF A,
NATTRE T 8 4R A5 B AT A 4 5 0 1 A 2 AR A 7 i

b E LW, MR D AF 7R 25 7 (Kahneman et al.,
1991), HULHERE, 27 BLMKAN A7 T 58,
e FAZ LN F AT L 9t 3 7 A R ) N T AR
SR g0 g, RIPE AR R R 2 I S B 2
e T B R S A $300,  H A B A7 7E 4H 6] 22 5
RZARR o Bk, SR T HEBR B AN ) TR VA R
AR & 72477 53k AN 8300 B, B R =
AR 20 D18 e i 42 (vs. AT )2 N . A,
PRI S M AR SR AR L, TS0 5 5 o
33 XBRHERENH

FRATE Xt 7= i A B 1 A 4 S DU A 43 B
(B 1 Jy A5 8 B (Cronbach’s o = 0.89), J:3% Fijl
SEREAR ¢ KR IE T AT . AR BN, BT AT
ZH(M =1.69, SD = 0.97), FwZHrIHA(M = 2.84,
SD = 1.65)47 % T = 17 i Ab B 2 101 (¢(63) = 3.40, p
<0.002, d = 0.85), i H1 FRAGEIZHE, 7ELLIERE
e, R TR B IR AR R S 7 KA 1 RN AR TR
B, FRATR BN FEA ¢ K gext et 7R
B R A2 0 T S A R B W B
($300)Z My 22 57, 45 WoR, #lE B2
i 3z A B (M = 260.63, SD = 57.55) .3 Hufik
T2 A ($300), #(64) = 5.51, p < 0.001, #F
— LR AN, RS ¢ A 50 43 A P 4 U 2 1
LM Z 2R, AR EOR, MBT HATE
H(M = 282.09, SD = 22.59), F AR WM =
238.50, SD = 72.91)EE LLE LAY M A& 32 th e s 42
(#(63) = —3.28, p < 0.003, d = 0.81), FMHPIXAY™
s ALh B ) I AR A7 B BN, Y RE IR, RIS, x4k
TRl DA T sz B HS 98 4 20 10 Bt A X e v A2 B (B
VRO EEAIG, RO 6 5 7 Ak R )

FRATT 25 R FH ] U5 43 A 32 A 30 U i 175 2 1Y
rr4 %0 (Baron & Kenny, 1986), &£ [0l 5 4%
SR, FAZXS 7 Ak R AR S T A 5
(B=0.39,1=3.40, p < 0.002); A%t Job 1% 25 o A
7 535 IR IR (B = 0.38, £ = 3.34, p < 0.002), B
BESRHTEENBRESEM wwe = 429, SD =
1.70; M g6 =2.91, SD = 1.65; 1(63)=3.34, p < 0.002,
d=0.82); DAtz GG L RIRHE D A A2 &, D™
w4 B AR A R AR A TR ML A0 M, R
e a9 R B (B = 0.35, 1 =2.93, p < 0.006), f&
Ry EE 2B B (B = 0.26, t = 2.18, p < 0.04),
PRI, L O 175 4 ke A &8 70 v VR L H2 15931 50 Hs .

Ak, Fef1i4iz A Bootstrap 7 A6: 56 M il 17
25 19 A 1F F (Hayes, 2013; Model 4), FEA S %£F



342 N H

L 55 50 &

5000, 7E 95%E A5 IX[E T, MILI1% % i P A A g 45
R A4S 0 (LLCI = 0.11, ULCI = 0.86), KW
JO 1% 28 W A RO0E B2, RN Ry 0.39, 8 i i
5262 05, TEAGXT = Ak 5 T ] B S A B 3 (B =
0.75, p < 0.04), KW i 1% 24 i & #K 5r th A A H,
PR H2, fJm, Fefi1idi2 H Bootstrap 4351 %)
ZEML . TR X 3 i 25 1 TR VA R M A T A 56
FIHERR . 53BN, 2B 45 (LLCI = -0.12, ULCI =
0.87). M4 (LLCI = —0.28, ULCI = 0.67) FiltE it
TEL%(LLCI = —0.05, ULCI = 0.54)1 4 K6 36 25 5
A 0, REITENIIA MR A oAb &
B Z IR NAENLE], 777 UG, JR22908
HORE AN X AR 2 00 3 H
34 itig

FECIESEG 1 B BERE b, 5256 2 DAL= Sl ILEE
Wi 6 S5 2 55 AR N A7 AE 22 5 109 B 00y G AE P L EE B 1y
G 7= 5 RO TR A K2 A B AR g R g
UE T HEAS K] 7= S A B R 1 (2, FERI2E 50 UE T
Ji i 25 T A VE R, HERR T 0 BAR S TR VA Y
Mel, HESER T ST 45 A AR e RN AR . R N
U, SEEG 1 RISEES 2 BEHCAY P SORE R TR TRN
Franin2E, I HAE MR o (8 A R (8 55 07 T AT
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The effect of incidental similarity (“dress same”) on consumers’ product disposition
intentions and its underlying mechanism
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Abstract

As a critical stage of consumer behavior, product disposition is closely related to the development of

secondhand markets, ecology and public welfare. It is thus vital to examine the antecedents of product

disposition behavior. Based on identity signaling perspective, we proposed a positive effect of “dress same” (i.e.,

incidental similarity of identity-signalling vs. non-identity-signaling products) on consumers’ product
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disposition intentions, with embarrassment as the underlying mechanism. Meanwhile, this paper also examined
the moderating role of comparison of physical attractiveness in the aforementioned effect.

Four studies were conducted to test our hypotheses. Study 1 was designed to test the main effect of “dress
same”. Participants were randomly assigned to two conditions (i.e., incidental similarity of jacket vs. cellphone
case). They were first instructed to read and imagine a scenario where they incidentally found a classmate
wearing the same jacket (vs. using the same cellphone case) as theirs when they entered the classroom.
Afterwards, they indicated their intentions to dispose of that jacket (vs. cellphone case). Study 2 was conducted
on MTurk to test the mediating role of embarrassment and to preclude other alternative explanations. Similarly,
participants read and imagined that they incidentally found a coworker wearing the same jacket (vs. riding the
same bike) as theirs in a social interaction. Moods and product disposition intentions were measured
subsequently. In study 3, we employed three product stimuli of the same product category (outfit: jacket vs.
jeans vs. sports shoes) to rule out the confounding effect induced by product attributes and to enhance the
robustness of our results. Study 4 further examined the moderating role of comparison of physical attractiveness
using a 2 (incidental similarity of T-shirt vs. umbrella) * 2 (direction of comparison: upward vs. downward)
between-subjects design. Comparison of physical attractiveness was manipulated by instructing participants to
imagine that their physical attractiveness is superior or inferior to the person depicted in the scenario.

In line with our predictions, “dress same” had a significant positive effect on consumers’ product
disposition intentions, driven by feeling embarrassed. This effect was robust by using both student and
non-student samples and independent of product visibility, price, and endowment effect. Moreover, our results
also revealed a significant moderating role of comparison of physical attractiveness in the aforementioned effect.
In the upward comparison condition, the main effect of “dress same” on product disposition intentions as well as
the mediating effect of embarrassment was enhanced, but they were attenuated in the downward comparison
condition.

Our findings contribute to the literature in several different areas. First, by examining how “dress same”
influences consumers’ product disposition intentions, this research enriches the literature of product disposition
behavior in particular and consumer decisions in general. Second, our findings shed light on the literature of
incidental similarity by exploring its negative consequences. Third, the current research contributes to the
embarrassment literature by examining embarrassment in an important consumption context (i.e. “dress same”).
Finally, we also extend the application of social comparison theory in consumer behavior research.

Key words dress same; incidental similarity; product disposition intentions; identity signaling; embarrassment;
comparison of physical attractiveness
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