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T /A R UMM DT X RERE VAR IR A it R ) i 4 D0 838 2 5 o S SCERAST 1 1 U X3 8 8% it R i 140 52 T,
PR T UGB AR G R AR TE; SR 7O BRI S R SRR R R O IR Ah Re i e 2 R VR, TR A
TR G . ASOM AR AE PR B B % P RERSERR 1, Aerie s | SN e BAT — 2 4R S EL

KB BLEERELR, A AR OB AR AR
HES  B49:CY3

1 55

TEE SR, FET S BRI 9 5 W K e
FOYRURE ), Al 8 5 UF SR B0 2 AL T — 2 i
i, a5 MR E ERR, (B ARk
TR A% it WL 2 LRt R 2% o TE SRR A it ) D IR
BEURES, Al 3E 5 2 BE8R H AR T8 2 3 0 o o1 B 44
(membership groups) (AT Y HER) 2 75 B4
(aspirational groups) (/™14 V8 B2 A% Sk % 53 A9 ¥
) o Aol £ 1 B G B PF R R B A (dissociative
groups) (A Bk fp 5 HAA SR AN E IR 7E R
m LY G BE BRI (White & Dahl, 2006) .

AR 08 22 5 R SR AR A OGB4 o, AR
T B2 By D RE A G I A R AT B Y A
(Escalas & Bettman 2003, 2005). 78 %% # 5 & = FH
55 1% % B8 EE AR — S0 i Rk R A | SRk B R IR
H I IE 4 (Alvarez & Fournier, 2016). & T ik G HLkE
R 2 FTH IR AR A% 346 25 Al {T](White & Dahl,
2007), T8 2 H H 23 ] ik ) SR kR AR BT SR Y
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i % (Escalas & Bettman, 2005). %411, X 55 ¥4
WHEW T, BTX ARIERAHIE, 8 kG K
52T 9 & R A7 i (White & Dahl, 2006), LA
FEWF GRS T 18 2l 28 0T 0 5 A R i ot v R A
(Chan, Berger, & van Boven, 2012), XJ BlEEREA Y
71T 25 JiF (White & Dahl, 2006); DI K 7EHE2u 555
VB BRI FAE BARIE R T, MR
A BE RIS HL B R — 301917 R (Shalev & Morwitz,
2012; White, Simpson, & Argo, 2014)% ., i % -
B 35 0 ] P A 158 Tl A B g A A A G IR 1
Ji#L(brand associated with dissociative groups), KiEERE
ATV Bl 2 3 R R T 1) R e L T 3 T S E— 2D
58,

T 235 70 AT b 45 T S A R R 5 MR A AR O
A il B 7 AR SCUCH ARG [ R 32 31 58 [ R
149 RIS il 177 TG 7k SE A, A3 A Re R R e 5 Rk A
KHRAY b . FEBLSEAENG T, AATH & S22 A
HAZBR . i, rhegE o gEme ik, T A ST
S VLR B AR . YA )l 32 B BRI, A%

>(71472074, 71872073, 71602071), H e A FEARMI Al 55 2 & 9% 4x (15INLHO005) % B .
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AR EER R P A — b B TR A A2 R B R
ZFH A B ShAL, X Rl LR A B 3 R
(Brehm & Brehm, 2013), N T B HrK & 5% 3] 5 1 i)
HH, MRS — RN RERAT . B, 52
B ARG BN 22 A S AR A7 S 1) K B B s =3
[i) 37 B 1 3 9% 25 i 2 AR R SR BRI A
(Levav & Zhu, 2009),

TH 2 3 A0 A 3R H AT FH g 0 3k R A SC I 1) ot et
PLRE H C 5 B B AR 2 (8] JC C X (Escalas &
Bettman, 2005). 7£ 244N A 32 20 g EE, 0P
TR B LR 2 T RE A 9 2% 35 R L — S S H A
(9 IF 2R AT A (>R FH 55 00 3 A AR DB 149 o L) A I Xof
H B 7R SE e, AR 22 0 R R e AL T
A EFREEA, SRIMAEY K% P Al ot #& v, S
A IH 2 3 T R A% W R AL 1 B bR R AR Ry B
BEIR S QnAnTvsd 55 T 2 25 X2 A T AR AR B, dne]
PR P AR R B 20 BT B AR DR 1) ] T (Erdem
& Sun, 2002), FET I, AN H H BB, 5K
TFEORH I 2 20 i AU 2 () s e, 0 B R TR A AR
H, DAL E B AKE X L 5w i A

2 Mg Sk

21 S5HEEA KB mE

A A LA TIRENE, BB R S
Fh SN RURI S B I 9% 04T A IR R 0 Jm M il an,
i JE AT DAVE R B 0305 5 (Berger & Heath, 2008)flIf%
ik B oM & (Escalas & Bettman, 2003)%% , LAfEAFST
KW, ATRPACR2KAMA, HIESK
FHE B S5 A O R B B3 16 BRI — 30
i (Alvarez & Fournier, 2016); X5 HLkERE A G
106 1) o R B80T SR 38 R 45 T 28 R AT A DT (Berger
& Heath, 2008) . 47 9% 12 7= i 2 18 T HE -4 B
3Bk, T8 B o % A [ 3 2 R O R 9 2 (Berger &
Rand, 2008). BL4h, FEAEXT H RIE L R KT
(White & Dahl, 2006), B%& & B9 HEAR B 13 9l ik
TG I (White & Dahl, 2007), 714 %% & % 5 800 A G
0K 174) it A1 7 T A5 B L B AR B

FEREEE T, FHATRB, Wil ie S
R BE AR C R A AT R PR FE— 3. i, Choi Al
Winterich (2013)HF57 & BL, Ji sh MR BB 78N [R)
W I 2 T A AR X SR S B &S B . Shalev Al
Morwitz (2012)FF 5 & B0 T A1 b A3 5 FH 3 38007,
HIREPUIE - - O e (A 3 A 280 3 K VAT PN £
fifi AR A S 22 0 TIZBE R A 7= Sl i, A2 HL A Bk 3 —

HIRIPH 2, WL X% i i T 3K 2
FHETt . White 55 Q014)MIFFRB KM, 1EAHEE
T R A AT E B S U A T S Dy T R BLOE S 1),
TR AL S 52 2 g, SEm BB 2 5%
1780 HA] UL, T8 9% RIS BLRERER— AT
AR R, 7TRE =W E X A & /A AT,
W A] BEJE 5 THEAR S,
2.2 BHBEMEEFN

H 1B AN B SUE Y, ARl
AMAEMELABAT R R B i . A HE AT, 3K
M&EA B HZRAZED, g —LFE, AER
SEHE R R P BR AT ASRE S . BN, 5 T M 2R
T, T L DX A 1] T A TSR . AATTAH
5 A C A N E L RE 1Y H i, R A H Bl
FECZ B, AR AR 2 A R SR,
B0 B35 2 (Brehm & Brehm, 2013) . (058 7 K
HonI Rk =RWE A BT — B SR
97 1wy AH B2 B9 AT 9, BR R < B Tl B0 (boomerang
effects)”; —JE M 52 B8 A AU E A
W AT S LA TE) 4320 52 B Hy 2%, B QB J ] 280 g
(related-boomerang effects)”; = i gLk A DA
B Wk 2 B o, BB AR & 1) 8% N (vicarious-
boomerang effects)” (Brehm & Brehm, 2013; Quick
& Stephenson, 2008) JEAFRIEHE T, M TIKE HE
SRR R, AR SRR e B R AT . A
PRI 2RI T B TS A A | AT A5
P K0 B Fz 11958 B 45 (Quick & Stephenson, 2007).

DIAERIFTE B, AT S S 5 R A R A ST
ORI, NS A PR A 1 SR Bl B 5 ik Y 285 32 (White
& Dahl, 2006, 2007), FATIN K, T 32 R
TEEET, T 9 I - 5 R A OC IR i) it L, = e
T N B 2V B AR B A5 AR A2 3
GRS o A A ST e X B B R AR
METEAEA S EHEM S B AR AT, T
SRl Bk — 2 a4 Iy LIRS A, BOCHER S 1]
N (Brehm & Brehm, 2013), 03 /2 a4 7= A= 42
e 7 2t 2 PR A A S 1 7 i R N K R A
[F] 42 19 5 R WX A H R (Kivetz, 2005). 440,
HHXS /1N 8 2 B A 01 2l 2 77 AR e R Bk, 91 9% %
T H B R R A A 2 B, SR A O B
W SR, Fh T 2 i A 34 ) DR/ )N ) R et
R, T e 2 E A oK 2R 5 R ) e ok
PEAT H IR F K, Al 4K S H i (Levav & Zhu,
2009),
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TE A 2B BB ST, DAE LR iy 48/
17 M B W 51 77 25 i 3% $& 7t (Buboltz, Thomas, &
Donnell, 2002), ¥4 5 HURERFIASCER ) =i, —J7
T8 AT DAAE SR %of i Ja BEAR A BEAR RS A T et s
— AR A LLVE Sy B KGR DA A 3R B H By
I JiAh, WESE R BRI R RO Y i R

K, FEA OB i B9 R B B = (LaVoie, Quick, Riles,

& Lambert, 2017) o R 54NN 2] 55 B H 52 B
BF, G 5 R A A I 1 S R A A . B
U, #& R HL:

H1: S5CH M IS SAHE, 785 B HE
BF, A AR (i 25 AR AR SR 1 i R
23 LEERMFPNTER

WHSCATR, 76 H & AW, MREBHAE A H
JA I S 7 A — B AR R A2 U B R 3
M RSB SHLIR A, BIC B3 (Brehm & Brehm,
2013) DEEG A 7= A S EUMRTE N AL, 1702
IR B — R 5B 72K B B i (Quick &
Stephenson, 2008), 3§ 3k 5 B AH = 6973788
BRATH R AT, BRAT 532 Bl A AH G oA A
Hr, BB XM IR HEAT W B AR . plan, B A
A FE N ULIRAE B A 2] B R, S804~
PR RT BEXT W IR AT #5405 57 3 (LaVoie et al., 2017).

SO BT 1 7= A B T SRR B B SiL,
AR Lol 2 F s BHAT R IR W 5 i, T
TS el % il sl HEFEA T R (W 51 g B2 T B AIK (Buboltz
et al., 2002), YK A B 52 BB, OB
{18 7= A A A IR S e B AR S % L AR DA s 1Y)
PLSLCIPARTE 2751 S AN DO R K SN
FRAY 5 B P BEAOCER A, BRI
I R A — A2 T AR R S, (A& H Az E)
B AR E A W 5] . E g g,
THU U R A, T B T A R R A A G H
1) it R A 52 32 3 S B 8 L jR o FRATTAC AR TE A
P A2 B UM, 5 A [ o - R R (A DGR 1
JE, BRSPS I 2 [l U v T R ER S | &
TR . i, ASSCHE BRI H2:

H2: =5 A H W (vs AR At ) AR -5
TSR E R DGR A 7=, 1Ot T e A EUR (vs A
H )5 | & A R KO 1O B R, O B
JAE L T R0 RN 3 A A S IR 10 i RO 47 1) O R
A ER .

24 NERETIER
T BE—ERRAE H2, RELCEE R A TR A1,

AL AT RO 3 S AR 5, BRACER . AU
T8 LA B U R i BT SRR s Iy, FEdiaR
AFEF MG . IR AL R (Hinyard & Kreuter,
2007). MiEAE I R LIS . AR B Y TG
BFENER (5 B 2 B (Kreuter et al., 2007; Murphy,
Frank, Chatterjee, & Baezconde-Garbanati, 2013), LA
AEAFTR RN, AT AR AATRHAE B o da i 2
Ji (Bilandzic & Busselle, 2013), 40, #H%: T a5
PRI, U R AR 2 0 S R A I R
i T 4 (Dunlop, Wakefield, & Kashima, 2010), iX
S T A A A DA R SR A T TR S R
H 7= 52 (van Laer, De Ruyter, Visconti, & Wetzels,
2013) 0 BUFREIAR ) B RN B R A,
5 A A% & ) SV (Green & Brock, 2000).
BUFAE Sy — R B B AAR 56, k55 5 308 S AH O
10455 %1% J&%(Green, Chatham, & Sestir, 2012),

AL, AATHEEOA (5 B By i R o T AR S
2 I AT B A B2 A A9 R (Chang, 2009),
AR B AR MESR H X W 45 (van Laer et al.,
2013)0 HAMISRTEREAE L, Pz E B
¥4 4352 B (Bilandzic & Busselle, 2013), 4 &% FEAKA
1A 15 B 1 BB .0 38 (Moyer-Gusé & Nab, 2010;
Quick, Shen, & Dillard, 2013). AE450E 4 )7 =X 17 A
L B A5 B L EAE A998 KORI SR SEIEYE D 32 (Durkin,
Biener, & Wakefield, 2009), AHXf T3, JEREH)
J7 AT AR5 B UCE 7 A B A IR IR, i 2 AR ff
AMEXHE BT RGN T, EAE X URE S A
PO P (Hinyard & Kreuter, 2007), Kb, AT
BERA AR, U AR AR AU A AT
B2 BEEAR, AT IFE LR D) B B S
A BT 22 S R IR o

X RERA, MAFEL T A B, RPUE
B AYHE ) Z BH(Bilandzic & Busselle, 2013), -5 #f k¢
TE A SC I A it 0 HE i 2 WK 51 ) (Buboltz et al.,
2002), XS FAERCERA, AERER (5 B AL 7 Ul
PR A UM S SR, B ] S e 2
HRLAAT R AR 52 A2 U0 4 o ARG T A7
N BRI 5 8 R DGR A9 il i, R 5 IR A R
A7 I b R TA R 2 L SR B AT o L FR R
UM A5 I R A A A A T - 5 R A AR DG BEK 1Y
0 DR W= =S 7007 S T A = RN R
e UM (vs AR AR BB ) AS 23 5% i A AR 5 R
WERE R OCHR S B R A Lz, X T AR B4~
A, & B U (vs AR HT B ) 23 5 B0 AR T i 4
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BeAh, BT N2 B s
PRI KA o AT AR R A5 3 7 =, A T
THFE BT IA N B I, A R AR A A 1 B e 3L
(Moyer-Gusé & Nab, 2010; Quick, Shen, & Dillard,
2013); F& @A E A, DB Y 1 AR
TH 5 B4 175 JE% M 1717 R AFG 12 )52 (Green, Chatham, & Sestir,
2012), AN 7= A )0 B 3 R K ST 541G, il
Bl = TSR Y B AL 2538 4% 5 P PR AR QIR 174t 8L, %
TARREE A B, w5 B (vs AR E U 5 ]
RBGRAC B, AR B A B R 3h ) 220l
ik A5 5 U AR A S IG6 B i R B AR TR ) e R
UGB, 3 B MAMKE B RS . I,
FE B 8> 1A% 55 B AR A O HBK 114 o e R A T
Ao i, ASSCHR s H3 # H4:

H3: RU T R B X A0 A A DG K 1
i e B4 5 D & % T AR A A, 8 R (vs.
I FR B ) AS 23 S 2 R T XS AL s A A K it
O %5 X TR AU AL, & B (vs.
AR L P P P SR [ 32 45 5 ML R A IR 14 i e

H4 OGS AE BB RIS O HLRE R A4 OC
G it e e 22 0 F) A A P SRR I 3 o T
BRI, O FE A TR E DR 3 X T
JEBUF L AR, O3 R AR
2.5 BERETEN

TH 98 7E A el B I 17 B0 X8 5 R 3k A A OC
B ) it i e 7 2 PR A A 22 S AT BT A ) 2
O BRSBTS B e B < — R R] A R
X0 B 52 08 WA, X SR AT R 2 17 4 1Y
FI pR B R R AR AR TE A 22 5 (Quick &
Stephenson, 2008). fiff 573 B0 3433 iz 25 AR 1Y
NSRBI AT 22 5%, (A AT AR B ik
17 A (Brown, Finney, & France, 2011), A5 A
H R, HE— 2RI 22 S o 5 WRE AR AR OCTR
F8) it R G F) 5200

HRE A RS i EZENE, AT A
Er BOVEA FAN B, 5 0 S A 0] JR] FELER B 4 7 5K
(Kernis, 2003), 7EIHX] [ KBS, AS[F] H 2K
YA 23R IO [E] B9 A PR 7 QA e A7 A s B
BT S B IR S, fm T AMERIE ),
R R BRI S W Ul 2D U %o F 5 0 IR A 2
PR A AR R T A R 2R S ) R TN BB U B, 7
H 3 B W J5 1) T SR BT A 5K % (Vandellen,
Campbell, Hoyle, & Bradfield, 2011),

TG A U, E 2 AT R RO R A
PRXT ) ER U R . AREE TR F BRI, X T
e H B RAMA, = A RO vs AR A EUER) XABATT
EORE R B e AN 91 NI G = X (R SIS
WRL RN . R4 DT A HEEE, & 3SR
A AW ] TR — 2 O SRS LB A s KA
B AN PTG ) TGN, o -5 R0 R AR O R 14 it LY
A I X, (B BT H 32 30U e
H BRI R, 500 A I Y X = A
BT A 5] 75 WK B 250 i = i 5
1o B, X5 T H BRI, & H BN (vs A A
FH RS ) 2 5 350 AR T A 5 0 3 A DB 1) ot
RZ, X TR A RN, & E R vs AR A R
JOIM) AN 23 5 A AR 55 AU A A G IR 1 R ) AR 4o

AL, w8 BRI B A 1 E TR T
P FHf 2 P (Heimpel, Wood, Marshall, & Brown,
2002), XFREBAEAFABATE AN A d, & H
PIAMARTEZ D) H B S, X s A 38 B 0 2
BRI REAEOA OC I 1 i R RT DA A DR ER R
IR ORI R, BE AR H . R, 7R
D BB G, EE AR e 0 3 K
S, T i 45 R R A DGR 1Y ot . I B 25
ASRTE THRT HE R B BT £ 2 30 SR B Y
5 (Wood & Forest, 2016), Hitbr=Apy.0 B
TR, AT A Bl 8 BB S ke O
4D it R A AR 3 iz, I ) 25 AR B = T SR 1Y)
B IR R T AR A OCHR Y Sl o i ik, AR SCdR
s HS Al H6:

HS: AR B K05 [ g xR
ARSI T R R A B 52 o X iR F B NMAE, = H
P B (vs AT B ER W ) B B8 i G- 55 0 sk A 4 O B¢
0 A TR TR A B AN, = U (vs AR
FEH M) AN 23 30 2 B A A X R A A O K A
1) fis 4

H6 : /U335 S TE [ H BN RIS (A Rk A 1A G
B 14 i A 222 ] %) H AR T B KF BT
X F @ 3SR, OB R A E B X
TR AR, O3 A A AR IS 1 2

3 THSEES

76T 2 IR T — N, i sceb i 0
F 7 T 2 TE 5 S B e T 0 ST U S
FEAL S WA — N T A R A R4
R TE 3 S SR
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3.1 KERBRRITRIE

3 3 (A4 A T 20 R 2 A A TR 2 2R R 45
Byin) s, BIBREIEANEEMASH NS, KIS
RinE: 39y, Hih B A 18 4, ik 21 & . L8
% JH Escalas #1 Bettman (2005)09 7, ZR gk
653 ) I8 52 DG < B G REAA | <Rk R A A e
iR B RS, R IS — A AR
“HUREREA I rh A

T, BOREGAITE — R RE A, XU
BEAR, ADFSR LS TR < H AT T X AR
AR A XA BRI — 01, B H O
AR N, TFREAR I M 5 33 A FE A B A B A AL,
IF R XA R H B i R AR AR B d s, 2
SRR E — AR, X T RUEE AR, AHIESY
BT EHBAE T AR, BN A
CAREXNHARIN, A5 AR B 51 8k
RAE—E, WA K R A BRI R —
o AHCAHEAOR — N BB R RER, R
Z AR PEAR s e, BRI IA S — A~k
BEUR, ST rERE R, ABFRS TR <EE
HIAE TRXAHE, ASIAH A CEX R —
Fo UK A OIS XA BRI A, IF B 534
B DA AR AL — o (HC R R — D BRI
BEAR, BERRL O Z A IPEAR & e)m, RIS 4E
2 3 25 ) B D RE A R 2 AR A B R AR AR U2 [
PRARHEAR . ONIRBEIAR . A R T HAA; R IR
REEEE R, FKEFREER . PRI TRA
3.2 MEIENKIA MR KEKE

3 a7 465 B ) R 2 Y R 2 AR iR A T I A
LRI 55 I, GG IE R L AN G A% 1 7]
B, PARARNE 48 1y, Hrh B4 23 4, o4 25
o BRPRIUS X TR B ) 5 JE AR e
T i 4 2 (Escalas & Bettnan, 2003, 2005), IH)®
2 BE A ) A 456 < 3R H R X R 2R A A N
“FIE T XA “HXABART AL, Fov
PRAREEMY . IR A AR, T8 R AR A ) J00 A 435 <k R 45
XN IR A B XA — 7, SR 7 AR
wHR, 1= EEAFE 7= EFFRE.

TBUREAAR U1 i A 2 11 3 3000 9 ) SF- 359 (B 3R 7 1k
X REAAR U J8 A 4500 (o = 0.87), BUREIAR IR SR AL
(14 2 A0 35T 1 1 351 2 s A %) A V) B R B 1 75
3 (e=0.92), fEHERE L, i+ =Bk
HEREFAEDEES, FQ, 141) = 21252, p <
0.001,n* = 0.75, XF2# BRI IH B ITM snmn =

6.09) 1. E K TR F LR samn = 3.46), 1(95)
=28.33,p<0.001, Cohen’s d = 2.63; =4 BRI
JEFETM nes = 6.09) 58 3 KT RIMEBEAM pia
wik = 1.94), t(95) = 17.25, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d =
4.51; ZEFE XHEM zenn = 3.46) 035 K FFRIME
SEHAM manr = 1.94), 1(95) = 20.60, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 1.46, 7EWREERE [, #X T =18
REE B AR E 2R, F(2, 141) = 15738, p
<0.001,n° = 0.67. “FABRKTE LS M wrpn =
52N MERTREEFE XHEM senn = 3.75, (95)
=33.69, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.42) [l 2R HEA
(M ez = 1.59, 1(95) = 16.02, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d
= 3.87), BB E LHHEANIEETTM same = 3.75)
R FRIESRBEARM ppens = 1.59), t(95) =
17.51, p<0.001, Cohen’s d = 2.08, A, FefTEmL
PERE2E A AR R R, R 2 A Sy Rk A R
R 3 SO R PEREAA

4 S8R 1. A W RV ROV K
O PRI Y A SO0

SEH 1R H R SR A R RO G a] 5 e 3 9%
XoF 5 R PR R S IR 174 it R B (HL L) o FE S8 1 v ]
Fis ) 3 P B i, ARG O BB S 1 P AR
FHH2). A, F b BT 55 R0 3R A I 1 i
s 4o 14 5% e T g2 IR R A2 B0 A ER RO B AR 5K
B s, AT RE A B NMARTE 25 A8 1k, 308
SRR TR oK . RIS 1 DU I HERR X
SEAF B R
4.1 EWgIT

ARSI SR 2(E HEM : K vs.fm) x 3CRBCRE
A BRI vs B I AREIAR v PR AR 40 A 401 ) S 56
Wit o PRAR S SRl alo0) 5 R R AR/ e 03 B R/ v 1
FERSCIE A S TN . AL S 5 H 02 220 B TE
BeReEA, Horh A 101 A(h 45.9%), &4 119 A
(15 54.1%),
4.2 WBHENE

MR S B e, A RERIA I B 52 3 B ) 23
FE A 4 (Brehm & Brehm, 2013; Nail, van
Leeuwen, & Powell, 1996), A< ¥R S2 56 R Pl X <&
& ROZMEVF A 2 AR I8 e 6 1 R S B [ A
i H BRI . BB e GE R AN [
5T Rid R, AE e A R LA e e =X
A4 A Ao PE R 2R, Fan< R 2[R
B CRARET N A G TR At U4,
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W BRIRAS A S7 3, AN B gl i ik, tean
“FEA NGRS

TE R E O E P, Bl e s ) R R RN
PR ML X AN DL AEVE AN Sz E ARG o RS AL
[F) T U A | BLTE ) v A 1 I K R ARAN RS 1Y,
FEAMSE M 2Tl 4, X RIRARES AR F L, Sb
SEIRAE AL PRl i UZRA T, RS R . )
A, /N ZINU i s 2 A [ 77 R M L L
AENERRIT o BTLL, IROAZE [ TR W, R AT
AN FE A el B3 A Sk ()

TEAR A B AL, R I 152 2 5 1 R 2
PN AAKFE VI3 ARLRE  RARZ, H
IR NS BLAE B o A1 A A AR B I R AR AN
(), HLAhSzae4n] &g, A3k B 7R bl /o M 2R T,
W R AS M Z BB . 3oh, N /INRBE RS R
el 52 M 2 el IE R P L AR TR R o AR e R
TANBRE, A PERIRIRIE, ASHZIRW
SER, T HIRAB S E IR, 7

H H B R g0 i R e 4 > [R] 3 (Dillard
& Shen, 2005), KH 7 i RAH 1 = “dEHE AR
B, 7 = AR ) o A 45 e 132 56 VAl N 25 )
FAEAFIRAGIEE 1 B 28] T RO, Bl 58 VA
WG, RN FRERE LR X B 52
BT RRE; <FRIN I FERY I 8 AT T 3R
(4 H 5 TR 28 AR AR A TR ST )7

R A & 4 B PE A 59 0 & SR A van Horen A1
Pieters (201 7)Y, R PEOTIY 5 A 1AL 35 9%
i R AR BRI R R RS s
IR SR A% R A o O AR DG A R Y
MR R GE R, BRIy 7 HERCELT 1 =
“AEw AR, 7= <AL R ) O3 A T 5k
H Hong Fl Page (1989)ffi Ay, L 11 4~
AR, <A B I AR R ok ;YRR
A H 2 Sz ke e B, FRASARTH 45 L BT I
gt 6 A Wi(Stapel & van der Zee, 2006), i
n, <RI FRIAE AT VLRSI 75 IR AT FRINAE
R TR I AR B R A
#h 8 F(Levav & Zhu, 2009)3E 6 ANRIIG, a0, “3
VAT IR ILAE R 27y TR TR LA R ME L 7
TR A TR BSOS R A ) R
Lynn Fl Harris T 1997 4 il (YRR 53R, 1%t
FeIb 3 AR, PR IR DR B, IR
L L H OAFE TR B <3 R
ER S N

43 IR

27 Nail % A\ (1996) 0 L8 AR, 76 R E 5 —
DU SN AR YR SE B0 1 H Y S A 5 1 S R
FH o BT X 2 15 N R AP 2 i AR X A
TR RFIE, SR BRI 5 ) BEALEE A% 1
TS o BT 5~8 ARt E]) AN AT LR
MEEITRLRSR, BEREKERMLRSS
B s AR B (R S R EEE RS T A
S INNEEE VR SO

B ) 132 58 e A L B AR A ) v ) —
GZAT BRI I B S5 50 5 5 38 X 12 75 NI
VFAMSZiE AR B U A5), SR 5 B S X 100 A
P

e, WOkt A —F L8 AR R i
DA SE BRI 5 AN R B OG5
HATIEM o AR o, w0 S B 5 06 T F 3k i
Mardi 9 fai %A1k}, 5809 Mardi 5 R B0
e T, X R HE s a2, RE AR
P 7 A OB 38 R AR 401 )/ 38 1 32 SRR AR (b PR 1A
A )R A BER O 2 B AL ) o AN ) S BB A 2 7
TRORAR B OCHR B S 10 T 3R AU AN

TESE A AN 5, RS O 3
MAEE . BT, TR E R, 5 OCHRE AR
HJE M AR, DAY L M N DS E A,
5 e SR 7 412 P 5 T
44 BESHEZER
4.4.1 BHBEMRMRE

A B R AE 4 A [7) 351 4 35 {8 22 R ik
JF A B R E 1553 (0= 0.85) . BRI 7 2241
MRt SR« 5 R U 4 AR 2 4G PR
IIFEEM mamen = 5.25)0 25 TE A B4
BERM aman = 2.96), F(1, 218) = 159.67, p< 0.01,
n’ =043, HILUE, A BRI,

TR IR A F A 565 I 3 > DN 0 7 - S5 {1 2
PR SRR A I R AR B o Bl a0t i B B
s PR T REE B R B H R AR A W 25 5%, F(2,
215)=185.62, p<0.01, FMHEMNZERER, Bl
X BB AR T B R E (M s = 1.92) 5 KT AL
FUBER(M wnpr = 5.29, p < 0.01)LA K hPEREARM
e = 3.13, p<0.01) HCERYKS I 1 J5 PRI 30 114
S F R B DGR Y v R R B L BN
GUREAR | M A R B R 1 Y B R 25 S B
F(2,215)=45.77, p< 0.01, B0l HLRERE (A 1) 75 22
FEEM wupn = 2.33) B EHMRTRABIRM womn =
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4.88, p < 0.0)LA K ERFAM g = 3.01, p <
0.01). HULULH, S OCHBF AR ST

AR, B TR | <l SR A A
PR B U5 T R B AV B R B A 5 (vs AR A
BB T e R 25 (p> 0.50), HIBLUiRd, Al
JE D P H D I A A S S BB AR 1 U R A
HERE,
442 RIZKE

DA R X 55 A [R1RE AR DG B 7 i JEL T ¢ Ay TR A
AT 2(A B MK vs.55) x SCRBEBEAR . A8
BRI vs B GURER vs. i MEREIAO) I 7 2200 WT, S5 R &
LA Eh U X 5 A [ R A SC IR B il R PEA B =A%
MARE, F(1,214)=1.02, p> 0.50; CECHAAR I
BN, F(2, 214)=0.68, p> 0.50; [ 5
KBRS EAEH 3, FQ2, 214) = 15.68, p <
0.01,m% =0.22, = H F1EUM 2 X 0 ik A G B
S FEE (M = 5.28, SD = 1.24) & m TR E
B M = 4.11, SD = 1.44), F(1, 214) = 20.33, p <
0.01; =5 A FR BN X 55 155 53 A 1A SC I 1 it T
(M = 4.41, D = L.I5)REM{TMA HEMLAM =
5.36, SD = 1.35), F(1, 214) = 10.87, p< 0.01; = A
P B ZE X 55 v AR IR S BTN (M = 4,78,
SO = 1.3D) S A R EMAM =471, D = 1.2D)AY
ZRARRFE, FA1,214)=0.18, p>0.50 (WL 1), H
I, H1 1532830 4F
6 - W LR A

OBARHE 536
B HRA [

4.78

W
L

4.71

E N
1

SRR SRR PR

—
L

i B B i B U
B E X AN ) IR A 64 i J A ) 52 0

Ak, AT as SRR HAEAL A BUMESE T, #
TR LR AR SCIE B S BT (M = 4,11, SD = 1.44)
AT BB SCHR 1Y i (M = 5.36, SD = 1.35,
F(1, 214) = 10.17, p < 0.01)LA Kz PR A4 ST 14
J(M =4.71, SD = 1.21, F(1, 214) = 3.11, p< 0.05).,
T 7E = P MM T, Bl B B A S B ) o

FRITH (M = 5.28, SD = 1.24) 5 35 55 T 5 BEA G
BEAY S RR(M = 4.41, SD = 1.15, F(1, 214) =7.21,p <
0.01) LA K PR SCHK (1) 5 JR(M = 4.78, SD = 1.31,
F(1,214) =4.01, p<0.05).

443 LEFEROPNEE

B3 11 A [n) 35 (AR Ay ko0 33
S BUE (0 = 0.95), iz F Bootstrap £ 746 5.0 3
% 52 (1 H A Bl (Hayes, 2013; Model 7), FEAS %
$£ 5000, S3HTLE R BARTE 95% M EAF X AT, OHE
W R AR RS R PR 0 (LLCIL = —1.67,
ULCI=-0.81), F1Iia 0o #0052 ) oA A i
HA iR 0.55 0 i#F— 240 B AN [ SCHRBE AR TS 55 T
R BT 77 i G55 T e B35 R A A 3800
B 25 R BT RURE AR A, O BRI R A A
N, E95% M EAE X B M A 0 (LLCI =
0.53, ULCI = 1.46); i % T Bl 5 AR b PR A4
2H, O B R H AR B A 3, Bootstrap K 56
1) 5 DX ] 43 591 S (LLCI = —0.91, ULCI = 0.12)#
(LLCI = —0.47, ULCI = 0.03), %X [AI¥ 415 0,
ISR T H2,

4.4.4 HERRIMAFM RO BEFIFESZH b AT sEAETR

T HEBR A RRE L AR G 25 45 Y T RE R,
AT B B R . B, A MT AR AR,
A H IR IE AR WA EM sowen = 4.61, M
woman = 4.22, F(1, 218) = 1.01, p > 0.10)FI4L Jy Jgk
M sammm =4.55, M gammn =4.03, F(1,218) = 0.43,
p>0.10), HUFLE RT3 A5 A SBAEAE N IE
] 1% 25 14543 (0 = 0.85), 1EZEmE TG 3 ARy
BHEAE R S 25 191558 (0 = 0.90); ZrHr&h Rk
B A UM AT A W A TE T B 28 (M e
B =423, Mgnman =4.61, F(1,218)=1.21, p> 0.10)
A TEEM gawmw = S5.11, M gawan = 4.92, F(1,
218)=0.88, p> 0.10),

SRIG, KR . RO 1. IR
SR NEMER, A SR RSCEEE Ay A AR &,
FRPEAN A R AR SR TP I 2200 0T . AT 45 AR B,
1 E B X AN (7] S 6 R AR 1 5 BT 1) 2 2K AN
3, F(1,206) = 0.63, p> 0.50; FIBERHA R 35500
ANBIE, F(2,206)=1.12, p> 0.50; [ H @5 EHE
BRI 22 B AR FMCOR B35, F(2, 206) = 14.23, p <
0.01,m*=0.21; MiAEErE . U, IERE% . 7
N N | IR B e 3 e O S R i3 A I P N T
F(ps > 0.10); J H &5 F eh 824 R ke B A
KRR AN (M = 5.28, SD = 1.24) 8 % & TIK
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A A4 M = 4.11, SD = 1.44), F(1, 206) =
18.694, p < 0.01. Hilk, HEBR TAUE . g . M
FEPE L I R AT 0 A Al ) RT BB A RE
4.5 i1t

SEHS VIR T EH PR R SR A A G 1Y
i AL 4 P s ) LA SO B R i AR, SRR T
TR H1 A1 H2 . 54K H B U5 SO e, 7
1 L EH R A5 5T R Al 4 5 R A A DG H
A, KRR TR A IR, gl
A TR R o ASSCERHERR TR . AU 1
5 PENRAERR RS2 o o T SR ABIE 5T 45 R A ft
P, FRATEESCE 2 el e BOAS [/ A% 7 R, ()
BF, FRATAE S0 2 v 3G w45 ) 3 55 %08 1Y 4347,
2 BRI C B S TR FE R 55 Rk R O
I B i RO 2 G R R B R AR

5 SEER 2. AUER P RN

SEH 2 FEHRTHE A 1 E BAE i O U,
TH 2B AE UM )5 B0 X 5 R0 3 AR DG I 11
st L) e B2 75 A7 P B3 (H3 & H4) o FRATTTESE SR 1
) SERE X SEB Al T — SR . B, TR
FESE R IE PO, ST R AR R S RS R
W, R FHASTR] 0 SE 50 IO R AT 1F AR 5 F e B
TGN, 5 =, Fpalm = s B o N AR o
5.1 Wit

AL NS 5H KA 130 LrEREKEE, H
A 57T N(E 43.3%), A4 73 A(h 56.7%), T
AW R EN I LA ES 5ARR, S
SKH 208 B E - AR vs. ) x 2080 BEE vs. R4
E SN[ ey o
5.2 XBRHUENE

X H A A R R, R Dillard 1
Shen (2005) i FH % A B WM BE, DL RCAT i
A EAFSE (Quick & Stephenson, 2007), ANSZE:
SRR L N AR NINE N E N B = 9 N e
o HHEUMRINE B B, (F BN
F2 B R A T 5 B A A el P AE IE 8 S AT ER
&R IR o X T A B4, 7655 —BeE
Sl AT RO AR A R R, R R TR iR
FXPZ IR PER B RTT . 255 B I =
07, MR & AU 2R, X T A g
4, FRYME BB W R B RIAME R, I
N2 XN Z P A BERAL S B PR 5
HRFELE 1,

X T AU PR AR, AR T DA 27 35 % B 1 il R
AR ALY S5 A 2 DO R e 0T, FEdig
ATk, diE RS R, DL R IR] A Y i e Jy =X
(Kreuter et al., 2007), MAEAEE ERH— 18N
B TE VA, AR ) A 3 R A Ve T R R RS S
R B LR (Gardner & Leshner, 2016), Gt=
— AR E AR R o A A R G 56 ) I < 3K
PN BN EFSE IV P RS W N
G 1 = AEEAFE, 7 = “dEHFE”) (Kreuter
et al., 2007; Gardner & Leshner, 2016),

ARSI ST S . JRRE L BT R 2
AR 5 S 1 AR
53 SLIAEE

BAXBBEDL T BB 4 DR SLIR 2 . 5 Bh
ek e 52 BRI vs. @) DA RBUER (B vs. B AL
JOHY SR AR ABERE, A FEA — A S Y
PEPERATT o W SE B 125G T Mardi b A9 17 S A1 KL,
Mardi i IR H B i, X0 T H OB 0™ i — 1
SERIPEASHEA N HE AR, 53— DN R AR
FATHRICY WRAE B AT AN 7 AR, (H
JEAMNULAT AL X 1) A8 B A DA SR o W
BAE LS it L LA SRR B B 7 iR JS R AN
() R B A% ) P 0TS (0 A 2H N e

e, BRSO . MR . B
SRR | 5 OCHRRE AR A2 BE LR A U Y
BRI, BJase AN DT GeiHE B, bl 40U EUR 1
P4 i P 25 T
54 BUESHMS5ER
54.1 BHEWMAMENRIEE

B ph 1 ARG 56 A ) 5 34 R B
R H R U B A U (0 = 0.88) LLH H1 B
AR, BRI AR R A PR AR R A T B
BRI 5 22504, S5 5R R i A H EUb 2 9 o 1aUak A
FNAEH HEMREEM sawan = 537 E S TIKA
H B B BE(M wrwan = 2.62), F(1, 128) =
127.06, p< 0.01, 0> = 0.50, K, ASZE R H
s N R

DR 458 A 56 174 [ T 327 {1 3% 78 X0 T A
R B IBUE . U AR, Bl T
SR YRG0 1 (8 Ay RS B AT LR R T 2240 #T
5 R W R AR A E R M as = 5.17)EASL
FH A EAFEE 85 TERNFHREEM e
5 =3.64), F(1, 128) = 26.98, p< 0.001, n* = 0.26,
I, AR S A B AR o
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BEAR, FRATE R T AR 2 A5 52 g F
B . 2200 H R, BER IR E
JRH R AN .2, F(1, 128) = 1.09, p>0.10; H
P 5 A g 3 kA R R R A 58 B
WA 2, F(1, 128)=1.71, p>0.10, HiItFHI4L
R YR A MR T B R
542 RIZKW

FEAS R SR BER 9 S R BT 55 v, pl e 45
SRR R AR S B P S AR IE O 1, kR S
JI G REAR SCIB 1) 7= S B AR IE A 00 85 A H b
DA pbrich 1, KA b RN AR IC A 0;
BEEABEARIC R 1, EBEELIBIRICHA 0,

TR AR AE [P a5 R 3R A G B
{1 il R ) 3 R R R R AR, FRATTLL A el R (R
vsAR) . AFGREE vsAERER) . A HEI S BEE R
LHIGCN [ AR R, LABE IR R AS [ SRR A 4 i it e
P& H A R EAT Logistic [BIIA43H7 . 455 Wos A
AR X i LS B ) AR SO S 5K A P R A
(20.6%)AH b, 155 E R A JE R (5 1.2 %) B ] 3k
P55 R R A SC I 1 (B = 1.45, Wald * = 7.27;
p<0.01), F—LIIET HI, AFE5 [ h K52
RN (B = —1.92, Wald ¥* = 5.41, p< 0.05), Xf
TRUHA, & A A (13.4%) 35 580 kE HE AR G
I il B 1) B 540K A Pl B AT (11.1%) Z 18] 1) 25 57
ARFEWald * = 0.13, p = 0.75); 7EdEpdih,
A e W 23 R R SR R A OC IBE B R 1Y L B
(38.8%) . 3 = Tk A B 2H.(9.50%, Wald y° =
8.22,p<0.01) (WL 2), i, H3 358 %5,

W
(=]
J

38.8%

N
(=)
L

| PIE
O FEEE

W
o
1

N
S
!

0,
11.1% 9.5%

—
(=)
1

e S RHLEEREARSCIR I 7 R HL A (%)

(=)

i H U 1% B U
P2 F b g A A T 5 R A AR S IR 14 i D 4 1)

R

543 LEERBNER
K F Bootstrap 2 /74 56 AU 0O #L B A
SOV BRI /E H (Hayes, 2013; Model 7). LIA[R &

HRREAR 0 e B o D AR o L [ U o A AR
B R R AR R, D EE R O A AR B, R A R
$£ 5000, 78 95%I1 EAG KA1, BEIE T B AR
ST R R, A RS AR O B R A
RN BB =—2.12, z=—2.19, p< 0.05), X} TIEAL
TP, OB AR A X AN [ SCHRRE A
F14) it ALl 552 M %) v A 35500 A 36 25 SR AN 0
(LLCI = 0.39, ULCI = 2.72), B0 B 52 i A2k
N, HLAN KN —1.06; (HXT T AU 4
Pk, OB PR R P AE o
(LLCI =-2.07, ULCI = 0.93), HIii /- fERIA B3,
PRI, 0 T A O 407 194 532 i i o 3L
g, O3 R A VR AR TR, S
¥ 7 H4,

5.4.4 HERRMAFME, MABRMBESHM T ERRE

FEARSTZR T, R RIS A R A A
FRfE L AUERIIE . fm 4 (ps > 0.50). K5,
MR . AU, 4G . PERI . AR SRR R s i AR
o, A HEE . A At RS AR R 22 BTN
A AR, DR AN [R] SC IR AR 114 b e 438 Oy 1R A
T Logistic MIHHT. Z5R /R, A tgbxt
AR S R B 0 R0 (B = 0.78, Wald o =
5.03; p < 0.01), MY ENAEEPB = —0.19,
Wald %* = 0.58; p > 0.50), {H H 1 g5 80EE XA
IF) S BB A 1) o R 3 00 2 BAE TR SR W3 (B =
—1.97, Wald y* = 6.06, p < 0.05), T 4Pk AL 7%
&4 . PERIFNAE IS 952 e # A i 2 (ps > 0.10), H
Uk, FRORHERR TahdsbE . RO 154 . PEBIRIARE
4 S HLAth 11 7T B i RS
5.5 itig

ERCERFE R ESR T, & H RS A8 A t
I8 A 1 T ) 35 46 5 S0 7 PR SR B 114 it i X
& TR AE B AR A b A
(1400 BT 2 RAARG, AT XoF 5 0 A A S BEK 114 o e 11
TR REAG . e SR HEEAUE BB N, 15k
RAE = H B (vs AR E 1 RN B 1 BT A5 T 5
A0 B3 7K SF-, AT B Al -5 RS AR AR DG IB6 1)
B, HHIE, SEEG 2 AACHE JTHBUERR T H3 il H4, 6
2B UE T OB R A E R, SR TSRS,
R fafdrE .

BEAh, F RIS 26 B HS 5 T 23 5 Wi R A TR 11
PR, THTRE A SRR RO R A . O
B3R FHAIL R A 52 AR B K72
SR 3 K XK ) R T — A R
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6 SEE 3. HHRRTIRUM

6.1 KWt

SEHG SR FH A UK vs. ) A 4L TR) SE 86 1
i A B R R R 1 X, SRS S E
BEML 3 BC B 5 5 R R 2 AR A SEgR 2 . 52
B N KRB 136 R4, Hrh B4 65 A
(5 47.8%), & 71 AN(H 52.2%).

6.2 LIGHIENE

SEES T A MRS B B 1R R
T PN AR R IR AR B 2 NN A — a2
A, oS FEDRHT O TS T — S RE . At U
GE i R AR s 5 Rk oy U2 B, 755 A R
Joln 2Lt P it e =X i 2 P A X PR SRR R A T
X, R AEERESF" . A XA F S5 4 2
MTEm); TEAR A o gUR A, D R SO R AL Y 2R
ik, HaneE R,

ARSI R T 5550 1 ANFE A Rk 56
3¢, & Rains F1 Turner (2007)f# FHAY 3 AR I5,
SR TE FiRFrh, RUCHTREA LA, “TE
LR, IR AW, “7E RS,
TUCHIRE H RS T kA 7 mERALh 1=
e ANFEE; 7 = “AEHFHZE).

KT AR EERL 6 M, S5
XA O E?; “fEXEZ], R A O
A28 “FRIL M AR EN G, “RBOACH
FRAR B AR, TR0 A O BN AR 2 )
A 2RI, “FRIRBE A A 7E” (Heatherton &
Polivy, 1991). R H 7 i £ 1 = “JEH ARE”,
7="dEERE"). O MR AU ERNE
IS Sy 1 AR TE]

6.3 SKIRIE

B o B AL 7 TC 280 7= BSOS T FR EOM S B A
B B R e A A B SE s AR LU, S A B g Y
BRYKE IR B, DL [

B, SEORPIRTE B FE 5 AN [ A SCIE i iy
FRIAESS o SC00 3 TR R R 77 i R R PR, IR
PRIEE R BB 20001, 4 v — At ik oy [+
PR BT BE T 59 Ah 30 KA BT
-, BORPRAA) e AR PR — O . S
S0 R K 3K PR R TE PSR Z TR A TR A%, AT BR
7 b 2 BT 5 R 2 R 2%

B e = R R S5 2 5, SO B
MR L B BRI 45 0 2 . e BRI

SERN FVGETHE B, STUHBURH IO 1 4 2 T
6.4 HBHMELER
6.4.1 BEHEMRENRE

B A F a0 B ARG 56 = A TR) 0 1 34 1 26 R 1%
TR BB R B 1353 (0 = 0.82), BN ZR 72
S ATES SR N A o U ) F RO B R
2H R B A0 H BB EE (M e = 4.95)
25w TR B B B M waman = 2.64), F(1,
134) = 138.54, p< 0.01, n* = 0.50, I, ALY
A BB
642 RiZKW

TEATR] CHRREA ) S R B AT 55, Bl e 4
5 R AR ([6] 1A 20 A ) S BR 114 7 i IR AR A 1,
BT 5 TR (5 AR AR I A 77 il s
Frigh 0,

o TR A BEAE A rh R 55 sk AR G I
1) it JRLE B T IR T VR, FRATLL B B (IR vs.
m). BEARAY vsmHE) . HEES A S0
ZHICA A AR, PR XA [ SRR A R e
BN A AT Logistic [MIA204T o S0 45 3R S,
1 E B X AN [7) G 6 R AR ) R 3 06 1) 2 R0 B
=, 5 A EM406.5%) M tb, 7= E 4
1) B 12 (49.3 % ) B[] 34 45 55 L 3l P A S IR 19 i
(B =-1.59, Wald ¥* = 15.10; p < 0.01), iZZ5 R 45
T HI Wt

H2 5 H B B8O 2P = —0.77,
Wald y* = 5.08, p < 0.05). A SCK; [ 2K P K T3
(B 22 R0 20 AT A B2, /N T (I
bRl 22 B BG40 R i 254 T F 2R 4L L,
A TR A BRI T.0%), = E R (53.5%) 5
65 172 2 5% RS AR A G K A B R (B = —3.42, Wald * =
18.68, p < 0.01); X TMKH BB, = A HE
18 (19.0%) FMIE A H B (31.0%) Bl 328 X ke 1A 56
HK A i 32 428G B 3 22 5B = 0.79, Wald i” = 0.95,
p>0.05) (WL 3). ik, i HS 1538534,
643 LEFERNFMNER

K H Bootstrap T2 #556 F %0 B R Hh Ay
RO I VR I (Hayes, 2013; Model 7). BLF Hi
ok B AR E, B R AR, OB R TR A AR
i, RPN R SCIBC A (1) Sl R e By DR AR i, A i
PEHE 5000, TE 95%MY EAF X BT, a1 rh A5k
IR T AT E N0 RS N R SO IR B a Ok
TR BEP=-0.81,z=-2.89,p< 0.05), ¥ T
A B B, OB R AE A EUERTAS [F] SC IR



M TS T B T N R e 5 LR R AR SC I 1 i i 2 709

% 6 1Y
& 60,
gsm 53.5% —
= ofEH %
%w
= 31.0%
f*?i 301
gizo- 19.0%
2
Ew- 7.0%
5 ol
’ f=Ack: 1% & d g

B3 F p A RS R A R S IR Y R 1)

A0

AT it L B 5 g v ) e A 2 A 56 2 R o
% 0 (LLCI = 0.32, ULCI = 3.41), HI.OH3 Ry rh
AR, HAN RN 1.31; HXF LA S
EAENEOE AN BUIN SN AR OITR o2 et N AR A
(LLCI=—0.55, ULCI = 0.99), Bl YERANBE .
PRI, P T A L 56 11 5 i o BB
w0 B R 0 AR SR Y B 2 KF BT A
W, SRR T H6.
6.4.4 HERRIREFME O RBRFFLEFEHM AT EER

TEASZE Y, A i UM T A 5 i AR Y
FetE . BUJIECFNIE | 7115 25 (ps > 0.50). BLAk, 4%
MRt . RO 152 . PRI R S 1 s o A
a, DAMEW. A2, H RS A 5058 H
R AR, DA AN [V A G 1 5 e A [
S AT Logistic [MIH . &5 8IR, A BT AS
A B R B Y R0 (B = —0.94, Wald % =
13.35; p < 0.01), ASMERNALZEEP = -0.26,
Wald y* = 1.12; p > 0.50), A @5 A XA
KBRS N EAEHKRARBEZER =
—0.81, Wald > = 5.47, p < 0.05), 4k . AR
126 . MBI FNAE S i 52 M # AN 2 25 (ps > 0.10).
U, FRUCHERR TR . RO g . MEIRAR
i S LAt 1 7T BB iR
6.5 it

S 3 I HB ISR T AN ST B HS F1 H6, EN7E
) H B GRS ER 1) i R A i sg e v, [ R
HIWTER . X Fm A S, AT b
TR O, EIERAZ 2 5 B U B 25 5 e A B
3, DT B 47 55 AUl A A OB it . XTI
H RS Mg, 78 m s nZE b ] 5 - py R, 5
A ] RERIGE PR, i sz AR 94T . T
U, XFE A SRR, JEIS S m A E bR

T, WO 55 WA R A SR 1) ot R i 410 W 3 22
Sto HLBEHL, A A AR 7Bz 2R
T B2 B H S P 5 R R AR S 1K 1) et i
JEAE

7 HieAihe

71 Hig

AT 3 AN SER RN T H R R 5 A
PRSI I b R B S ), i Re 1 LN AFEAIL R LA
Kol . HEAE LR OC R IR E R . SR
SRR, F B2 1E 1) 52 0 AT S R R A A
IR B R s, BDZE D R B 5 0 44 2 5 i
U5 SR AR A SCI B 7 il (S8 1), FLNTESZ M AL
il 2 B BT | & 0O B R (SR 2SS 3).
[FIAF, AU (R B AL 38 T AT DA AR 3 I, 7E
ERFHE ST, POlTE S B I (vs A% H L
I B BT A - 55 R 3 PR A SIS 1Y
THEET, =A% g Bk % 5 R0 3k PR AR O 1BC 1Y)
s AL i -G . 2 e (2 6 2) 0 LA, TH B H B
R 0T ) 22 5 0 2 50 5 L R A AR DG IR 1% i R O e 7
AEREIA . X T F AN, R R U 1 L
T (vs AR FER R ) BB ] 36 R R A ACRH DG IR 1Y
mb A O TR A RAMA, TR A BB IE LT
(vs AR B Fh EER ) %oF 55 R0 3l P A4 DG K A ol i 6 % TG
BE (R 3),

[, ASBIF 5% ™ 0 SE e e R T TS
P ASCRE R . B0, ASSCHE 3 AN SEE R AN
(] B 7 ot SR, DT HERR 1777 o A 32 el A 1]
AR S R 152 . Kk, AR AR 1Y
FOO HAS & H U TR, B TR A R
Fafd .
7.2 HEIPTUER

AL B DTk EZEARIAE L = AN

B\, FE TS EBHANIIT, JCHEX T
WEREAR IR o DA 2 501 i 2 AR 1 2 1R
TN 2 B S B YR e o i, 31 2%
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When will consumers choose brands associated with dissociative groups?

YANG Defeng; JIANG Xia; SONG Qianwen

(School of Management, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

Abstract

Prior research has consistently demonstrated that consumers have a negative preference for brands
associated with dissociative groups. Conditions under which these preferences might be changed have remained
largely unexamined. The current work investigates the effect of threat of freedom on consumers’ preferences for
brands associated with dissociative groups. We propose that consumers who experience a high level of threat of
freedom will prefer brands associated with dissociative groups. This effect is mediated by a heightened feeling
of psychological reactance induced by the high level of threat of freedom. We also examined the moderating role
of narrative and self-esteem on the effect.

One pilot experiment and three laboratory experiments were conducted to test our conceptualization. In
experiment 1, we assessed the basic effect by which threat of freedom influences consumers’ preferences for
brands associated with dissociative groups. In this experiment, we also examined the mediating effect of
psychological reactance. In experiment 2, we tested the robustness of the effect found in experiment 1 and
investigated the moderating role of means of narrative through a two-by-two inter-subject design (freedom threat:
low vs. high and means of narrative: yes vs. no). In experiment 3, we investigated the moderating role of
self-esteem through a two-by-two mixed design (freedom threat: low vs. high and self-esteem: low vs. high).

The results of three experiments confirm our predictions. The results of experiment 1 showed that the
participants in the high threat-of-freedom group tended to prefer brands associated with dissociative groups.
This effect was found to be mediated by psychological reactance. In experiment 2, our findings showed that the
influence of threat of freedom on consumers’ preference for brands associated with dissociative groups was
replicated when a non-narrative information transmission model was used, and the effect was mitigated when a
narrative information transmission mode was used. Finally, experiment 3 confirmed the moderating role of
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self-esteem by showing that participants with high self-esteem tended to prefer brands associated with
dissociative groups when they experienced high vs. low threat of freedom. For participants with low self-esteem,
such effects became non-significantly different.

The current research has theoretical and practical contributions in the following aspects. First, it contributes
to the literature of dissociative groups by documenting a condition in which consumers’ negative attitude toward
brands associated with dissociative groups can be improved. Second, this research extends the current literature
on threat of freedom by revealing a preference for brands associated with dissociative groups as a new
behavioral downstream. Finally, our findings have clear marketing implications. Certain types of consumers may
experience varying levels of threat of freedom. Marketers may consider using actors who represent a
dissociative identity in their marketing communications to attract this type of consumers.

Key words dissociative groups; threat of freedom; psychological reactance; means of narrative; self-esteem





