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1 ) ge i

T 2 Ak A PR B ok B B, = 0 R4
Uf R R B rh T I A 28 HY IR o VW 9 3 T AL PR 1
P B T 2 A o b 32 3 [ Ab 2 2 00 4 2 G T (A,
Andrews, Luo, Fang, & Ghose, 2015; Consiglio, de
Angelis, & Costabile, 2018; Hock & Bagchi, 2017).
B2z K D T s e 1 Ky o L R [ET B K 7 S
241 $¥% (Social Crowding) 2 F5 M 25 A HE % & h ARG
BN —Fh P BRI B RERE; I %S (8] 90 B (Spatial
Crowding) e i T %% 8] % B2 i KB B K12 5l
2% FI BRI 195 (Li, Kim, & Lee, 2009), FE3EM2
BTS2 10 BEFNAT by 2377 e (AR B 52 0 7
W20 Ak, TH BT AU X K — ] i
7T REBGT, B2, Il s g5 Z [ 2147
TETREZ A Bz hb, i, —ufse ki,

W AR H 4: 2019-11-15

T H 2 2 A 285 R S R 7 A T IR
i (Grossbart, Hampton, Rammohan, & Lapidus,
1990; Machleit, Eroglu, & Mantel, 2000; O’Guinn,
Tanner, & Maeng, 2015; Whiting & Donthu, 2009),
53— LSEWFSEA R B, YIS PE T 9 B S 45,
FHAE FE I 2 % 7 i B4 3K (Andrews et al., 2015;
Consiglio et al., 2018; Eroglu, Machleit, & Barr 2005;
Hock & Bagchi, 2017). i8F —SEm5T & B, JEAHIH
55 0 2 N ) R B U %8 (Mehta,
Sharma, & Swami, 2013; Knoeferle, Paus, & Vossen,
2017)0 LRI DL, SHXHE R T2 KRR TR
WeD T 9% 57 1) 17 28 AN A ) SO X — [R) e, A BF9E Y
ZiedEE A —E0

RSO S e T OT R, KAt s BT A ]
PHHEXT I S 4 | I 28 [l 3k 28 W ) S s 1) 5
M, JFERRIMGYIIREEIEAY | WFSE G B B S P R A

* K A RFBE LA R H (71972092, 71972093); Hr g @i AR L AR L 55 9% % I 9% 4 0 H (A SCHEERE) (2020jbkytd003); H R

A AR - T0H (YBO033).
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KVFEH R EM . 785 (Meta-analysis) /&
— R SRR I 22 B 43 AT 75 % (Bullock, 1986). JT43
BT DA Bh 2 35 ] 30 2o 3158 RO B K i SR 5T
(RLNEAE, A 56— A8 6T 5y — A AR 5 (1) 5% 1 5Y
A ZRK, HAAURE, X4 Blut Fl Iyer (2019)
BN ET 05 w25 R AT T oo b, AR AT F
FEIF AR SE 2ok H TP BT o il 2 0y [a) 8, AR
WFFEAEPE AR A AR R 28 IR Y, DA
PHBF FRN AR5 7 4T Blut Al Tyer (2019)) 705
Mg b 47 T A s Ffe i, SRR BT R dR 4t T
WL B FIN, A SCHS5e W Rens e s i 2 N
AN RS R . AR R AR
1.1 S A RERENAE

PHBF (crowding) & PRI 0o BH 27 4) B LA 5% 4008,
i E 8 B IR A N2 Bl A i i B2 BE (Stokols,
1972), %40 & 4k £ 4k i F1 25 [6) 4E J (Machleit,
Kellaris, & Eroglu, 1994), ASCEFF A2 M 4t
2x(NHf)iz sh 2 () A4 B2 (8] 52 B 5 | & 0 —F 3200
BAZ ME R . T, 8 A ISR
F~ A58 (Maeng, Tanner, & Soman, 2013), {Hif
B EHLT-AHIE . 158, SHBT RS A AL & At
s MW, EEERE S, EATEE—
7 4 I A H/E I (Chan, 1999; Michon, Chebat, &
Turley, 2005) HK, Heilt FIF 505055 %% B2 A0 R
[d]—#/2:(0’Guinn et al., 2015), JE7EZ ) RSN
SRl EUERA T B AR 9% A — L8 5 e A S BRI
P i e — 5k (Mehta et al., 2013), I, ASCd
BB B A R S, X E AR 9% A T R ek 1)
RIHATREE T

TERFSEBANERE |, FEIET stimulus-organism-
response (fijFR SOREEAT , ZARAY i Jl Py 2 A |
1 & RSN S 0y 28 R (G 30 J B [ s s 1 ) A A,

TR EHER AT :

568, ) B 558 SO0 A A N FE AR 4 RSN AT R RO A
25 B 5 (Mehrabian & Russell, 1974), W 2547 K
A5 a4 I B S T 2 6T T R B N R 5 ] 45 ) S5
PREE = A 1) — PR ADIRAS (L et al., 2009), K55
ST EAARBNE S NSRRI B R X
TE24 15 SOR HEAAMRL, HAKSIMF IR ikt
I, &¥E Machleit 48 A (1994095025, HAS = HHF
SRR g e S TR IE A s R N D E i
(Social Crowding) e $8 M =5 A B B Hp AR 56 31 1 —
Rt BRI AR, 25 4 5F (Spatial Crowding)
SEFE A ()% R R 30 B R B 37 3 PR
I (LE et al., 2009). A & 3= 2045 1F 26 A
Y. BEoE R, M 935 IE 4 2 AE e .
B2 A1 4 3 (Mehrabian & Russell, 1974; Li, 2004) ., M
P R R — A N FE LA 50 T B 2%y R A
B A FRHEAAR A AT 2 B R PR A R B (Li
et al., 2009), M4 X, MLl { E 0 B AS R T
W RIS WG 2, BN AT AV BG4 . A%
B, M R AR A AR A ST A Y, X R T
FF15(Schmidt & Keating 1979), A] L, Mg A B
1 01 R T R I 4 8 T A1 2 v Y R — 2 kA,
A 2R B AR ST B R . TR R v 37 4R
21 2 1 45 [V (Machleit et al., 2000), 4 T B
F G0 A T M S AT O IR 4IRS, AR SORIE 2
TG G 2 ARG 26 . el AN H 32080 .
FLRR UL, FURAE 266 & W R PR SE, TS 2
GRS (TR 55, 2019), Ml 45 %
A AV, R B A S B ) R A o 4
454 SOR LAY ASHIFFY 1) A ) I AL 46 LA At 25 1R
4 o0 Il ke R R R, LK DL R sh Ik
MR RIS Y . B 1 RN TASCIIRGTHESS, 35T
e BAK BRSZ B S HESL IR 5 SR BRI %

-H%QEI
Wy SREEATEN S PR s, B2 SRR
B LS (R v 2L50) e
U W . R R
R R
Hik: ! PRI, B, MG
oI X > RREA. SRETR. XA
25 TS RGA
iy rrir—
R EFvs BT EE) B AN
BB EE ., KRR
@ tevs 2 e W

1 ARSCHESERESR



5510 34

Wk 25 ST 9 2 I Y S o0 1239

1.2 SR EE B R RS20
121 #HaWEHEREBENE

— T, BTSN P B AR IR IR 55
Frr 5 R B, A2 I O D E Ar A SE
(Pons, Laroche, & Mourali, 2006), #x{Ek24%mh
& (optimal social contact theory)ih\hy, HEAAR[E]4E fih
AT DL 2 BB R ] 64 i WL (Allport, 1954).
TENFEPIEF B OL T, BERIE A BT S i 2, X%
fil A7 Bl T3 R ST A MR AZ AN, 5 2 7 A U A J%
(Pettigrew & Tropp, 2006), K, FEAAA] %) 322 fik ok
HENTEBIK R, DA A B A B R RO AR T
{EHF &4 (Eroglu et al., 2005). 40, Li %5 A (2009)
MIDFFER A, W) e W) i sz BRI B 1A
— ARSI, ]
SITH TR 2408, BEAh, Sl S om N 2 &
M . 40, Pons 45(2006)45 H, TEIE . 5T 4K IR
IR 55 373 i 2 25 0 B 38 i R B 22 B %A AR o PR
Kyt Z 05 B AR S SEG R, iS85l
7 faf A1 [ (Evans & Lepore, 1992), 4t 2 H$5aE
T 1) 52 MR B 25 )RR 248 T 38 I 2% 2 e i, O
e SR

Hla: #EZSHH5 23 08 1) 52003 2% 3 (R RRR I 25
TR P

AEXS T, #h 2 PHBE X5 2% 3 T 17 44 1 52 i)
WA, — T, At SRR R A, A
R B B2 i B Tl DAt & Bk, T2 T RE
JE R R A S (Allport, 1954), HIt, ARE#HER
W) 40 B4 358 T i 2 U/ T 2% 25 ) 5 R RIS g PR 45 0
WAB LR o o5 — T, +H2s Pt el LB
— T TR AR PG SRR AR B R A B8 (stimulus-
overload theory) Ak, AT % B 2o il 1 1) ok
U5, o 2 0945 BT AR S SO R 1 2500 S
(Schmidt & Keating, 1979). #lH51E A —Fh S e 51 3%,
AR B IR 8 2 A R BT B 28 ) e A K, A
PSR S5 R B P B ok () TR R R, AT B
TE— I, AT A AT g Jk sz B 17 T 25 A )
(Evans & Wener, 2007), A& SCIA N, #LEPEEm A
BEPET 51 & 0 —FhBADIRES, AN MIFEFITEAR Z il
KR Ry mfE ok, sk, ok
fib vty A B AR 2 e 2 B BH I8 L A R
BT I A 23 A T R e . AN, APt RE S
DA AR 3N . BB 3 S N2 R AR
(Maeng et al., 2013), /078 2% B935 3h A B ATX)
PR % %) #5 1fil (Consiglio et al., 2018; Stokols, 1972;

van Rompay, Galetzka, Pruyn, & Garcia, 2008),
FAARTE 232 Bl B K o 3 T 2 A SCEREE I8,
R T AR IR B B A A B 0 2 A 1 L Y
SRS, AR SCHR A R

H1b: #E2EF 2 0 m) S 2 & a9 TH A 1 25
FH F R
122 #LIHIESEE MY R NS00

FE 2P0 B 23 1E ) 52 W0 2 2 14 38 0T 2 0 )
N o 3T PR WA ) IS I i T 2 % N P A 5 i A
ARG [l 7, sy B I il B BRI R] . 257
BN AT 2 RR R 1% B (Mehrabian & Russell, 1974),
XY B R | R IR A AN T4
M%%(Hwang, Yoon, & Bendle, 2012; Robert &
John, 1982), Z54& E A BB FISIENTY, AN,
BT R N A . OB | AR A L SeE
HIK S . o 2 A RE R AR G 3K . HAK S
HranT

— 7T, PEF A AL YRR, T 2 L
G At W ) 5 T A 35 458 R G 3 7 it 23 R RCT 2%
H & X — W ATy, JF HIWSEAT A
A& YL k) (Knoeferle et al., 2017), FrllEth4s
5 A] BRI O AR o A8 e ML S | A B A AR TR
SLERE WYL et al., 2009; Mattila & Wirtz,
2008), F-H 0%k 2 B 7 5 I 3K (Knoeferle et al.,
2017). 75 —J7 1, AR O HHTHEHIE (psychological
reactance theory), AR AN SEFSAATAYAEAT H 4T
R Z BN RS, OB R SRS R S
K, KT AT S REUAT B LA A0 5% 2 o 1 s 48 5
PR H TP T (Miron & Brehm, 2006; Wei, Ang,
& Anaza, 2019), HHEMPAERIIREH T T T4
T H AR SEBE, 1B A AR TA A S N AT 45 19 (Rodlin,
1976) . Tl PREEAS T 453 — P, AATT38 o 257
ARG PRSP, anhnag 5 7= 5B Es, e
7 )8 %75 °K (Huang, Huang, & Wyer, 2017), JEM
AT AL UL 0 SR AL 20w, kAT 1 AL #
(Consiglio et al., 2018)5F {4 #H4 AN RAT A o ZELIHE,
IV} B8 (coping theory)TA A, AATIE i 22 A
AT R B5Ty, AAE OISRl Sy I AE SR ) T4
NG AREE 1S MR NP 2K (Lazarus & Folkman,
1984) . HHEHF 1 Wy 1y 24 55 25 BHLO5TH 2% 25 W ) H AR
SCEL, TR S PEE RS BT,
B 35 # P HE 23 77 A2 X S W (Eroglu & Machleit,
1990). PRk, 1 WX 0 R AT AR S i, 1 2%
H B B IR T S L (T B, BRI



1240 i Bt}

L

52 %

2020)7f %1 A F (Hellmann, Adelt, & Jucks, 2016),
BIEAT P2 4 ) S (Andrews et al., 2015)5%, Z% I,
PEH TR

H2a: #ESHEFS 51 KIH B & 0947 ixkk, B
T ) 52 MR 3 3% 35 1) 3 B A ) I o

ASCHE— 2N, ARSI EE s 1 e T O A
(4 [l s RS A ) I 1 o 5 i R ) S A s, T B
0] sk 78 0 4 B I A A X 2 ARLR 45 1 9 A I
(Mehrabian & Russell, 1974), #R¥E1T MRS
(behavioral constraint theory), 4 AZSERME] H /Y
170 B W A2 B AL BRI, AT 2l 17 o 3R
SRAMUH 3 N 2 (Hui & Bateson, 1990). #2455 1)
IR, NHEIH S FEARH 2 B e L b R R
AT N, 51 &I WA 0156 AL (Harrell, Hutt,
& Anderson, 1980). 5 EREE AN 22845 5 m
JRE XU (Machleit et al., 1994), R BEiR 2K K430
T A 6 8]l R R, DT 975 T e o A Il
WERNHL. BN, T 9 Bz IR ST ET R, 23R E
00 By oK W, R LR W T B 22 1 XU A B (Maeng
etal., 2013), it de i anH R

H2b: tH& P29 LI & ny ks AL,
T ) 52 MR 3 B 2 mT 3k s o7 v g IXURS: DR

O PR 4 — Fhalk AL . RS B B,
YU o 3 RN B ER A5 3 4 TG Tk T RN A R 1Y
IEHEIT, 27 A ek 0 B o Qs Tl R B R R IR T
i I e MRS .0 BLHR 47 38 P (Harrell et al., 1980),
AR, SARIBOKET, Bt S e SRR
TH D83 X R I BCRT A A ITAN L R BB S (Mehta
et al., 2013), A BFAATIE SR B #h 25 285 FE 2 20
TH 20 By A0 T R AHE B TS, DATAT AR T At {7
Xof e IR - 45 7 it 1) 3 A5 2 (O Guinn. et al,
2015), At P BRI AT R SR 2 2
TH 2% & W W35 75 R B (Machleit et al., 2000), {21
T8 934 HE R 20 AN 3BE )5 B AN ™ i (Pons & Laroche,
2007; Pons et al., 2006; Whiting & Donthu, 2009)%% .
g b, TR BIE S, T 2 00 Il kAL ) Sy
B NG SO S AE RO SRR . Bk
AT REAL AR RS R A N R

H2c: #EsHiiH o R EOAM AT o83 28 B F AL
Ve, VAR 1) 5 e 3 % 2 [ g S BT R L SAY
HEBERE . RS
1.3 FEAFXIEEEFENY R M50
1.3.1 =Z[EFEHIHEEEBENE

25 ()40 5% 30 5 2 B Ry 25 2 5 8] PN R ol B

X EAEY) S B RO HE, DB T =Z E
23 [8] & & (Bitner, 1992; Hanks, Line, & Kim, 2017).
25 [ 5 23 BRI 2% 5 () e 0 1) 280 o e i 2
& (arousal theory)iA Ky, AMTTEAS[R] (1 BF55 ik B2
TSRS [F) R BE AR e i, 23 (A 55 BN T S 25
A5 8 5 fe 7K i e i AT DG (Wohlwill, 1974)
A TAESSPIEF I NTE T, 25 [ H0HF 0 £ 1 52 i
SRS, T2 A2 DA B fol 1Ty 7 A Ay R
H AR AL v Y e 3 () 9 BE AT 2 X 2 A
JBHTE ) 7= A U2 I (van Rompay et al., 2008),
IAb, 23 [ 2 BRI 28 3 BRI 4, JF 3G iR
TH O WIEIR IS4 . BF9E R, YRS s s R BF
B, o 23 Az 3 2 () 9 5547 K 1Y R ) (Machleit et
al., 1994). MBI EA R R 2 BN, i1
SEIE SRR, FTRES A TE s, WdE
J& I 77 (Stokols, 1972), Pt A K AT g 5 32 At 4]
AW P R 56 (Blut & Iyer, 2019),Machleit 45 A (2000)
AIBFFE R, 25 B G N T IR 4 (0 L e
), [R] YD 1 B AR 2 (B 50 R ) L 40 it
HE . [FAE, Eroglu 45 A (2005)3 i 9 4~ 55 5 i F 52
I, 23 [ B T RN 28 (BP0 Pl At
), BT IHRAE 4 (AT . RESE), IS 52
M Y15 2% 25 114 5 S R ST FH I 42 A0 1 A B 0 0 i T
AR MR R R

H3: a)%s (A1 57 2 07 ) 52 i 2% 5 00 BN 1
g5 . MR [ SRR b)AS R ET S 1E [ R B
I AE 2
1.3.2  Z[EAHT X R E MY R B A F2 00

23 [A] 4 57 5% 28 2 o %5 %) 7 )75 v FH 2 1] R JE T
23 8] Z PR 21l i 4 ik — 0 R BOIPRIH AT o A
SCIN Sy, 28 T4 4% 1 1] 52 M A 4R 1) 3 78 ) 49 12
I o J4% Xu Fl Albarracin (2016) U HF5E &R, TEY)
PZs (A Z BRI TG SR, T 2% 8 Xt 3 B A7 1
P, B A S A AR b S AT R o B AME R B
P12 (compensatory consumption theory)ih Ay, A
30 3 Ao T B R 1] 422 b i O PR 5K (Rucker &
Galinsky, 2008), LATR&P PN TE RS 5K (1 B 2k F1 AR BR
BRI B . AR IZEE, 2 A SR A AR Y
FERR AL L7/ N FAE 2=t A 5 R 111 /3 E < W = R % N[ ]
5, a3 A2 R T USR0S AR F el T 9
FHHRTIRENTEEER], 2574 203K AT R (12
RGP R ), PAEALI ST 2% 3 i T Z R
PEREORE W A, DA AN NS [ ARAC, Fktb
P SR B9 B2k (Levay & Zhu, 2009), 146, i
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MR 5 PHET 52 M T8 2 505 45 A ) 2 L 8 o6 43 B 1241

I 2% & 2 B 0 SRS AR 2, & AR DNt A,
MIN B R AT PR B A AR AT AR 2 K A 2017 I R
M HeE, R BYBUE N E 2 I,
25 (R0 55 10 FR AR AR AT i 5 R 2% 2 19 v 3 ) S
THRIAMESE o B H T R

Hda: 73 (B35 23 1E [ 52 0 2% 35 10 3 74
YR o

23 (B 40 5 2= 11 ] 52 W 14 2% 25 %) [0 3k 40 0 ) Js
N (G B R R AR LSRRI R, &
A IR v Y g S R BRI B A 1 B 4 o 2
A B B2 (van Rompay et al., 2008), 3 H 455
JE D708, R AR 4 o5 %o 25 8 i il 1) 28 )it 2 J (Kim
& Runyan, 2011). 73 7b, 478 2% 14> A28 [a) gk H
b JB5T 2 B A B R it AN W R4 T P, T SR R
S PR S T R, 1T L2 R BT 0 S ] R A%
RIS RIE S, SERIE M RIIE SR, FEAG
SEREJE(LE et al., 2009)F104 473 2 3 (Eroglu et al.,
2005). FIE IR W, 23 [R50 X0 1 2 2
FESCAT A 3 B9 0 W) 5200 (Blut & lyer, 2019),
AR AR R

H4b: 23 [ 185 2 0 ) 52 e T 9% 3 1 [0 sk 754 g
YR o
14 HERFEMSEARIERNBATIER

DIAE S0 55 0 50 0 70 45 2 00 17 15 £ B8 32 i ok i
LY, AndE i E(Whiting & Donthu, 2009) .
NBEAS R IE (Maeng et al., 2013) 71 2 & A5
(Huang et al., 2017)5% ., (B30 55 X % 14 52 i 7] B
TG A B (19 A [F] 17 A [7] (van Rompay et al.,
2008), HoAth—BEREARAE A T8 Y (R 5 3 th %
FW ARG G . AR 56 W 4 R 55 i 2 30 (i,
SR P IR v S5 AR R P PR ) AR IR (L,
2 vs AR, RIOTEZEREAR vs V0 i B REEA) .
DL S SR B ) LSS PR (R LI B vs BLIC I 1) 5%
P B335 o 4% Blut F1 Lyer (2019)B9%M5E, &
TIPS, AR SCANE XTI 2 6 2 A TR R 0
141 TWHIFELXREETIER

TH 2 2 X WA A 56 1) S AR B v A S (SE B H
FR)RISE AR (B2l T 9% 2R)Z 71 (Baker & Wakefield,
2012), FESCHIAEE L, T4 9% BT B 1Y B prsi i
SEAT S5, TR A I BB e T A IS B A
[ FT A H, Y B bRE L ST, BRI A B 2
AT A ) B TR ) S B AR S R B (Broglu
et al., 2005; Machleit et al., 1994), {HYEZ RIREE 1,
TH 28 35 0 WG AT Ry T 25 5 A% e RIS 47 (Knoeferle et

al., 2017), Fr ARG 0 Ad#t 2% B AT G o 4k 215 4y
BLHI 5| 20 2 BV RN 28478 o ANAE R
el FHR PR 4 45 2 SR IR R I 3 8% 25 77 AR BRI Y
TH #4323 (Pons et al., 2006; Tse, Sin, & Yim, 2002),
A A5

HS : WS H55 X 2% 3518 26 U P 20 1 52 i)
Z RN YA PR . BRI S, £ R
VIR T, WIRHH X 2 3 BRI 4 . i AL
) IS %7 R0 DR DR 1) T [ 52 0] BT i, A S FH AL I )
WEET, PIZEIHBTRITH 2 35 TH A1 28 R0 [ 3 59 Js2 )7
rF T 2 R RS R Y 7 ) R R
142 MRBEEEXIMNETLIER

CA WD, — 2R A2 e A BF
%45 (0’ Guinn et al., 2015), % —86% Y2 EL52 Y
B BE(Kim, Lee, & Sirgy, 2016). HELIEEE 15
TE S50 2 vl PR OOk AT RS IE B, TR
185 N5 S5 e A7 AR U 1Y 7] R (Bateson &
Hui, 1992), AU 5T LS S8 i = T,
IF AT B8 5 R OC R A S L% B (Smith,
Bolton, & Wagner, 1999). [fij L 32355 (41 )8 A A1 H
PSS SO VR T Ak BE AL 20 B S 30 R 5K T B v A
PTRYVE, (B e o E T H AR 2 R,
A5 T N I SE (Knoeferle et al., 2017). 1T HELME
BE FUVEN V8 AR TR VA 72 o R 5 TR A7 T A Y o
DAL R 40U I B8 T RE B A5 10 Lb LS B T T I
H945 5 (Farley, Lehmann, & Sawyer, 1995), S3(%%
MBI 4R o PRIAS SCIA R

H6 : FF 531 Ba 1Y LS (MG B2 vs S BE)
RE 8 I8 755 T SIS 4 57 0T 2% 35 17 28 R0 W ) B g 1) 5%
e, BHAKI S, TERMPEEE T, WISPIH R
B35 1 28 RN WG ) s Ny 1) T ) R A7 T 5 0e ) R iR 7R
FLLPIETIE IR T, PIZEHETXIH 98 35 15 46 R e
7 P T [ 67 ] 5 ) 34 BT 555
1.43 HARIFEFETIER

TH 2% 35 5 B 0 J 1 R oy B T A AT] T )
9 [l R I AR SCHZR 5 B R0V J B AR A A
S 1 [ G M 25 5 . A SR R IR, AR R B
Hesr, H5AEZUiEML, hARZUIEANA
1% BE IR, i L = A B 1 3R 5% (Pons et al.,
2006). MMM SCAE AR UF, —Sesofbcndbse . dt
M) Lt o — 8 SCAR (RIS | BT RL AP )R % 1Y 25 2L 7
JE T {IK(Hall, 1966), Evans, Rhee, Forbes, Allen Fl
Lepore (2000)WF 58t & B, >k A A SOk (B4
F S A SO R 2 2 ok B AR SC (A
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NSO A ik SC AR 1Y) 7 2 357 IR 2 3] T 9% 4R 1 3 A
i B,

H7 : PSS XA AT 28 008 ) s o7 1) 5% il 37
FIWFFEREA T 8 [ E IR T B R vs. P ER)
AR . BRI E, X T E R, IR
PABE XTI 2 15 45 N ) S 0L 1) T ) R A7 ) 5 e
By, XFARTT E KA &, PIRIET I O
I 2RI ) S ) T [ A7 o) 5 e 34 T 555

AR AR 2 AR R A R AR AR TR o —
FRAE . SRS PBTIIGE H B AT B R A AR 25
FG ) SN SE M FE R — 2R A B TR, {H 2
AR SR O TR A AR AR S AR A 22 R
WE5E, FATA BN, FHHEXT I 2 & 1 25 A 9
KRR SE AR P AR REAS B EAG IR, T2k
TH PR 25 BRBON N Z5H B A [F], A3 5 25 o
5 AR R RS2 4558 . 140 Burnett il
Dune (1986)X} & #5#fF 5% th = A gl il g FH AT T
TP, FIHAS R ZEBIREAS O A A fE R T T
IR, WASTE2=AE Aol ( 5 ARk HAD AR
NI RS 22 AR A A L), AR R AR R
It HIRFETE TR . ARSI R, 2240k
(4 1] 2 o et T oAt =2, O HAE R IARRI I, 2
AEREAR SR RGBT 3hb, FAERE
A1 ) J5T M T DAY/ I vp Y 3R 22 5 22 (Peterson,
2001), PRI A REA B BIFIE 20 237 A S 8 Y
2% 8 (Orsingher, Valentini, & de Angelis, 2010), % T
FIRBESE, ASCGA N, A REA T S 45 AR
HZERICHR, IR T R R

H8 . W S5 X1 2 3517 28 0 ) IS 1y 1) 5 Wi
Z BIREA R AR T2 A AR T, X TR A
A, PREHHE X TH 2 515 46 A ) s )07 19 1E [) A 7
a) S S GR TR AEAEAS, PRSP BT XIE P
% 28 A 4 S 87 74 T ) R 7 1] 52 0] 5555

2 W

2.1 NEERRSIHIE

T SCHR A A FR IR PR AE FE 1970~2020 4F . K
T R F AW 2E, TR 0 SCERZE AL RS e S
AR SO, UGS S R FIR S, YESCSCHR FE AR
Web of Science il Google Scholar Wi-~%E& H 4
rh#c 4k, LA Social (Human) Crowding . Social (Human)
Density . Spatial Crowding. Spatial Density A 4
WA R . bR T LA LA R Z AN, RATTWRAE
EBSCO. Elsevier. Springer 5| | 2 FITHA i

SCECHE PEHEAT AN A 4R o SOk R R B
CSSCI P LL S it sc, EZAEPEMMN . A EE
SEAR NGRS A R, Dt S OO, e
N 25 [AIHT . 28 8] % B 0 CA A i TR 2%
J T Uk, FRATAKE R T A LRI SO IIE
WICHS % 30k, It — S SC Y AR S s AT T
RE,

J& B2 ST EFR AT S5 DA o i 480 (T2
JBAE, XIwkHE, BREIE, 2015), #BLLT L bRE
AT B, SCEFIE, N EGRIEE, F 2,
AR 5 At S A 5 A 2 (R4 5% s H: A5 A B R
WHELE . WY RN EAE R, B, WSCRE T
K B 5% (B (Effect Size)o JESLIR I8 SR 4 T
KRB(r), FTIIR SR T A4 iy e it (n
F.t.d, ¥{EM SD %), 7ECHACE Ry # g,
TR IA MBI I8 AT i 5 AH 5C R B H A v e fe
FabR, W2 ek R R A S B 5 1, #5717
Toik A, WIHERRIZEEAS . B0, QA TTor BT I RE
ARZHAAE L e, AR5 A 38 j e sC
WIS 5 ), Wb E . EE . EE.
B OERRE . BARFIAFEZK 81 MFRAEAR 149 4
ROWAR, #ORFEAS BT 39383,

22 TEREEYNE

AL Lipsey F1 Wilson (2001) £, %1
TSR E WAL BRI T A o St o) 2 S AR
TERIE BRSNS S, B# R4 — LSk
EAME R, WSCERATER RAEy . BF9E k. A9
B FEAR R FIREACK IR, DL A ARG, AR
SR AR B N AR SR e E AR R
FHOCRE. YA brifEZ . (HM F ESEHAST
Bl o R IR VE AR R T AR S AR, AR ORI
PIRREE A | BRI B A BLCE L REASR IR S 4y
KA B . AR B D T AE th W44 098 4 R s
UMt bR e S HEAT, XA —BU gy, BT S
[F BT IE T R & B St 45 SR (T4 48, 2015),

PWAABF I TCo T SCE, B T TR R 52
UERZIS, A V7 22 025l 0 SEI0vE S8 ) o FRATAR 4
PR TT AT es, Xsessrh i geitate. F.
d. HJEF SDY A AL R AHOC R, IR A
X RZE(CDBAE, EHUR, TTH#, 2018; Roschk, Loureiro,
& Breitsohl, 2017)YE A4 HE 51 2 & 15 45 R ) fe
7 P A5 A o SR e — 72 o 3 sk AN (] 114 4 )
FCAEOWAE 1 /N e A5 2 R RRONE (L ) 7 A (B AR B
(Joshi & Roh, 2009). 4 T #17 J5 Le b 58 rh RN AE 1)
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B1T, AT C A B R, XL
WA i E al A L ) e 1 AR A R, R
by = U8R F A AL B (0.842)#EA T AR (T AE 45,
2018; de Wit, Greer, & Jehn, 2012),
23 mwothidiE

ABFER F I TT /AT A CMA 2.0, 45 B2
FX e EENAN I (4 55, 2018), &
TINEAF LA T #7500 o 55—, S BTrEra s .
FEAFRAN T BRI ST 5 O A 8] 5 Bt
RS TTa Opo 5 =, BEALERE . AHBLT [ 2 R0
FERY, BEHUON AR B AR S5 IS W) & (Borenstein,
Hedges, Higgins, & Rothstein, 2011), F. 7] LL[E]H}%
JEBF ST G 0] 28 S A 0, D/ N PPA R 25
WA 5% R BB ML A3 AT B R 5 =, 1R i 4 o
AT & Begg K 56 LA S22k & 4> K0 (Fail-Safe
Fo)RSE B =T 7 2 A 5 5240 S Wi ey 1) ™ B AR
YRR &, P51 28 T B R A5 ERON
TE 5 B 800 B B AR T 53 A 7 e =F 1 T00 0 0 B A it
XEFRAAT o HAR, Begg Ko KR4 H FE 80N B0
B Begg kI {E A A B B 7KL 1), B
T L BfF 5 Jo 5 S50 (B A H RR i e R AN
w5, WERMNENRZ 2 RZE . BUE & T80

KAMRLEERPBIH S TOAMREEGEE 1), X
[F) A 156 BH A9F 5% T o 5 18 SC 1Y) & 4% A 2 ) L AR 7™
B, B, R AR T 2
BB R SR C R EL p N EAFIXE, DMEIE
Fifi ATL 000 2 15 2 3 i B %00, 5 9 (Hunter & Schmidt,
2004),
3 S5EHT
3.1 #HoEFEmEEEFENWYRBESE
Roth

FE S B X 9% 1 g R ) R ) RN
W 1. MWNESHRE, LB is e Bkt s
SLE IR (p = 0.040, p = 0.477), EAKTF, WL
Wit e . MRS IS 45 S EAROCC R, H AN
W 25 S P bR B35 (p = 0.053), #L S HEr A GEMH
9855 T B B H IR (p = 0.040, p < 0.001).
I, Bk 1a EEA A RIRAE, 5 163015 2N KE .
WAl WAt 8E 518 0 35 W W 0 2 1 A 45 R ok
B, ASPAETRE TR 2 E 04T R R e, 1E 1)
SEMAH 25 (AR B ) B i (p = 0.208, p < 0.001),
Horp, dESHHX = HIEE(p = 0.178, p = 0.022)
RS (p = 0.198, p < 0.001) . FIIALEHE (p = 0.207,

x1 HLSAHEEZREMEYIR NE TSR

45 s B i v g 95% B {5 X [1] KA 56 o 2 Beﬁgiﬁ»gﬁ 72%%
1% oz pfH B R
i 41 10742 0.040 -0.071  0.150  0.712 0.477 1309.207"" 96.945  0.723 —
TR NG 26 15 3587  0.035 -0.109  0.178  0.478 0.633  246.352"" 94317  0.805 —
T 1% 45 13 3377 0235 -0.003  0.448  1.937 0.053  582.671"" 97.941  0.393 435
e i 7 2107  0.049 -0.087  0.182  0.705  0.481 50.071™" 88.017  0.652 —
EEE] 6 1671 —0.378 —0.511 —0.227 —4.676  0.000 47.822"" 89.545  0.851 322
FES YAk A 31 28624 0208 0.167 0248 9.768 0.000 211.292"" 85.802  0.020 5394
il AR 2 11 1949 0.198  0.126 0269 5274  0.000 27.440"  63.557  0.186 206
H LR 5 2069 0207 0.112 0298 4213  0.000 11.520™ 65279  0.624 72
R EEA 6 1966 0227 0.153 0298 5871 0.000 7.281 31326  0.133 98
T it SE 4 11883 0.178  0.026  0.322 2294 0.022  48.892"" 93.864  1.000 484
PRUREEEL(IUN 5 10757 0.216  0.058  0.364  2.657 0.008 30.585"™"  86.922  0.624 318
LR RN RIS AR 34 10094 —0.135 —0.251  —0.015 —2.200 0.028 1209.224™" 97271  0.173 653
T R 16 5612 —0.036 —0218  0.147 —0.385 0.700  700.008"" 97.857  0.528 —
HEWT 5 VRN 11 3067 -0.202 -0.407  0.023 —1.763 0.078 388.366"" 97.425  0.139 131
S5 S A R 7 1415 —0.266 —0.358 —0.168 —5226 0.000  20.323"  70.477  0.453 176
(5] 3 A WA S g e AU PR 8 1143 0416  0.277  0.537  5.478  0.000 42,896 83.682  0.083 316

ek RN N RRBERANEL p FoRAE TE I B R B 95% A5 DX IA) N H T8 TE 1Y SR FH OC R B 95% 45 IX T, 3L
B EHE T Z [HA PAH; O WA WS BERE ST Op A ) 5 FER B0 58 1T et 17 R e S5 oM 33 20 7 A0z ek B8 S5 o i o5 Y
L ; Begg M W VEF p 0 I 2R 24 REUTDRITAT R R MM 22 HAREE (Y kb < 20, KNABHFAT Begg Ki).

*RIR p < 0.05; ** KR p < 0.01; ***FKIR p <0.001; +RR p<0.10, KA
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p<0.001), fiEEEEA(p =0.227, p < 0.001)55#41 1Y
WA VA S AR R VR TR B AR BE 47k 2 o
W, AESPET I RETE KT 98 1 RSB, A
PR KU R (p = 0.416, p < 0.001), H1tE— 0
DX 7 i ) S A R R R (p = —0.266, p < 0.001),
FEXTIE BRI S A8 B TR RS RO (p = —0.202,
p = 0.078) (A ZSHHT 5 I 2 2 BB Z M A OC &R
AR E(p =—-0.036, p = 0.700), Hitk, ik 2a.
% 2b BA7, BRI 2¢ FAMA5 B B IE
32 FEAFEZMEREFEMBYIR L

ROt

SRR R UL (R 2), 2SR BFRE LS (p =
—0.037, p = 0.576)FI 4L BRI K I (p = 0.033, p =
0.76 ) FAZ I H- A (B 35, (H BB W 35 £ 1) 52 0 ¥ 2% 34
%) 1] 3k R0 W 490 I g (p = —0.409, p < 0.001), HAA T
T, A EARET SRR 45 2 fUAH X E R (p = —0.219,
p = 0.014), HEEH RN 984 MIHIIE 4 (p = 0.192,

p<0.001), FEWYIRI T, 25 A5 REHY IniH 2% &

1 Z R TR 1T R (p = 0.293, p < 0.001), {HX} )

TGS (p = —0.213, p < 0.001)A & 1Y f s, [

I, % 3a drA 2IAIE, %1% 4a RIGRNEIE,

& 3b. 4b TR BNKL .

33 MPTSEREREMNMYIRE X R
TR 5347
FEAPBLFR DFIZS BIFET (LR )0 9 &

1548 | FaT N 4 IS R [ 38 5 0 49 52 ) 14 26 1

RIS Qp YR, U EMTR LR T

TEWTER IR A (A 4, 2015), Tk, &

AT TR ROV AR B0, IEICHR T 45 AR B4 N &

TE S5 PIROUN A o [RIB AN [) 244 2k nz (i B it /b F

2 B4 CanAt 23T 5 XU PR 1 56 R A5 AN TR AT

PN, 26 3 RIEE 4 43 R T4 A A x4

SRR S [ BT 50 2 1 45 RN ) RN G R

AR AE R . T T EAR ST

=2 TEEFMNEREBRENUYRE BTSSR
ZEE kN OS%BHRIX F] X K 5 o p o Besg By Ku%
1% 7 Z#H  pff WEME R
15 2% 16 6573 —0.037  —0.165 0.092 -0.560  0.576  416.998""  96.403 0.928 27
BN 25 7 2944  -0.219 0380  —0.044 -2.449  0.014 139.209""  95.690 0.881 215
TH AR 28 6 2144 0.192 0.110 0.270 4.571 0.000 17.293™"  71.087 0.348 117
W 3 1485 —0.047 —0.295 0.207 -0.359  0.720 46.161™"  95.667 0.602 5
i B WA ) 2 i 6 998 0.033  —0.186 0.250 0.296  0.767 38.810""  89.756 0.039 —
Bl 3K 3 752 -0213  -0.281  —0.144 -5.899  0.000 0.026 0.000 0.602 21
LA 3 246 0.293 0.173 0.405 4.650  0.000 0.481 0.000 0.602 14
[ml RS RN 11 3223 —0.409  —0.506  —0.302 —-6.941 0.000 114.599™  91.274 0.392 1558
3 BAPTENHSEFSHEHESBEMNMY RN XRZABTHER
+ o
é};i ERTE S k N p ?;%ﬁ1” Iig Ow Os P
TS 2% . WE  FIRE 5 1197 0.317" 0.170 0.451 24.560""" 12.911™ 83.713
Mt e BRA Srm 12 4047 -0.011 -0.110 0.088 102.240™" 89.241
i HLE B 16 4832 0.065 -0.047 0.176 215.578™ 0.339 93.042
FLSEE I EE 6 830 -0.029 -0.313 0.260 82.065™ 93.907
R R ER 10 2645 -0.032 -0.186 0.123 134.972" 1.541 93.332
Ui P E R 12 3049 0.102 —0.042 0.242 156.480"" 92.970
k4 15 4864 0.050 —0.064 0.163 1166.026™" 0.020 93.388
& 7 830 0.028 —0.244 0.296 145.47 6™ 93.166
G ALk =S | 1136 -0.153"  -0.257  —0.046 8.690" 1.470 65.479
A F R BRA Srm 3123 0.089 -0.281 0.436 878.163™" 99.089
1 55 B AR 11 3873 -0.008 -0.305 0.290 906.890™" 0.319 98.897
SRSM I £ C 8 1175 0.100 -0.120 0.311 92.549™" 92.436
R R ER 5 1591 -0.017 -0.212 0.179 57.671" 0.161 93.064
He Ui P E R 14 3457 0.054 —-0.229 0.329 899.181""" 98.554
k4 13 4429 -0.012 -0.217 0.249 941.150"™" 0.740 98.725
2 6 619 0.149 —0.106 0.386 46.211™ 89.180




55 10 1) Wk 25 ST 9 2 I Y S o0 1245

ii 12t KN p ?;%§1ﬁ'zg 0 0, P
FEplimiu]|] 4% PGB 12 25708 0.253™" 0.169 0.333 804.337™" 1.182 98.632
L/ B RSS20 2916 0.196™ 0.136 0.255 52.403"" 63.743

(=N KITER 9 22186 0.273™" 0.221 0.323 50.752"" 8.829™ 58.636

3 PHIT % 20 6233 0.169™" 0.124 0.213 47.886™" 65.868

B 18 27057 0.185™ 0.133 0.236 194.039" 3.225" 91.239

g 13 1567 0.256" 0.229 0.313 17.156 30.054

[5] 38 J2 RO+ FeAR B2 2 649 0.235" 0.009 0.438 8.632" 3.5417 88.416
IR IR e 2 6 494 0.486™" 0.322 0.621 21.741" 77.002
[7] 30 2 W AR 6 2698 0.050 -0.233 0.326 257.004" 1.034 98.055
HMESEE O BEEW st 24 6558 -0.115 -0.252 0.026 744,795 96.912
i HLE B 17 6457 0.011 -0.151 0.172 681.678™" 5.769" 97.653

HE R 17 3637 -0.278"  —0.434  —0.106 455.354"" 96.486

BEA R E K 11 4485 -0.012 -0.223 0.200 508.519™" 2.197 98.034

W P ER 22 5031 -0.209™  -0.353 -0.056 630.256™" 96.668

B2 23 8382 -0.103 -0.248 0.045 1026.715™" 0.794 97.857

2 10 1572 -0.223" -0.424 -0.001 174.160™" 94.832

x4 FBPEPTENZEREFSHERSFBEENUYR KL XAZNBASER

ig A AR k N p 1;5%%%!2[2} Ow Os r
T 2% W FERA 3 1306 -0.060 -0.377 0.270 76.396 0.714 97.382
Mol AE BEEM s 73655  —02147  —0.343 ~0.076 89.810 93.319

1% SR 8 4034 —027177 -0.345 —0.194 47.063"" 3.989" 85.126
RIS 4 1042 0.088 -0.256 0.412 89.941"" 96.664

FEA AHEFK 5 2437 -0.305™ -0.381 -0.225 100.237" 3.911 78.568

SRR FHEE 6 2174  —0.104 -0.286 0.085 181.418"" 94.370

k224 9 4499  -0.214" -0.340 -0.081 170.148""" 0.876 95.298

A 3 577 0.024 —0.432 0.470 66.940™" 97.012

TH R 1% B 40 1716 0.227™" 0.182 0.272 1.943 0.516 0.000
T4 HIE s 2 428 0.111 -0.209 0.410 11.429™ 91.250
FEA AHEFK 2 841 0.255™" 0.190 0.272 0.100 2.110 0.000

SRR FHEE 4 1303 0.151" 0.023 0.275 13.668™ 78.051

dE2ek 4 1716 0.227""" 0.182 0.272 1.943 0.516 0.000

2 2 428 0.111 -0.209 0.410 11.429™ 91.250

FEEEL Y Wk R 2 841 -0.195™" -0.260 -0.129 0.016 22.197"" 0.000
L B sz 9 2382 -0.460™" -0.538 -0.374 46.141™ 82.662
i A 9 2916  —0.386"" -0.482 -0.280 78.403" 0.271 89.796

B EREE 2 307 —0.503" -0.797 -0.015 16.707"" 94.015

KA RITEZ 3 1373 -0.337" -0.579 -0.041 67.921°" 0.468 97.055

A PUrESK 8 1850  —0.441"" -0.527 -0.346 35531 80.299

24 7 2480  —0.374™" -0.492 —-0.243 72.819™" 1.120 91.760

R 3 603 -0.507"" —0.680 -0.281 19.660™" 89.827

B, MFRZEOCHR, SCHBZE KRR Y) PHBF B BB N 46 T (O = 12,911, p < 0.001)F
FREE 2 (8] RS0 KNS A B 22 5 A 2SRl 6F BB E £, BITESs g Erh, [l e 9 I
B [l 3k U A ) R I (Qp = 22.197, p < 0.001)Fikt4: B 5 52 R M) R85 (p = —0.460, p < 0.001)FII = 4R
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RIPIHE (p = —0.195, p < 0.001)F & 1 A&
KR, TEALSPET D, BURIE 45 Fge i 5 50 FH AL
WA TR R, BREHGT EREKT(p =
-0.011, p = 0.821), SERAAYATE(p = 0.317,
p < 0.001)F BFEM MR, WY LAX]
HARH L RA AR B, Bk, Rk
5 5 53 K R AT B HIE

HVKk, BT S 1) S 91 R I X 0 2
G 25 A OB RE R . FESR BT S5 1 4 A ) i
N KRR ZEE R, WFE I Bt S BT
{14y 1] 3k 0 0 4 2 1% (Qp = 5.769, p = 0.016)FF7E i &
255, T H 800 A /Y 248 XSHELTE B LA (p [l =
|0.278))H HLAE B IR BE (p M3k = 0.01 1)K, &
BV VE AR S M I B AE 45 (05 = 3.989, p =
0.046) 1t £7 7% i 3 25 55, (AR (B 1) 4 X)H{E 7
IR EL(p BLIELE = 0.088) HrE EL LR B (p L
WelEes =10.271)HH /N, BRI 6 FArRLaT .

TR, AEAS (4 1R 5% S 57 T 2 5% o T 9%
155 25 FIA Y L IR .+t 28, B g Y
N FE B FE R HBIAEAS 125 57(0p = 8.829, p =

0.003), MHIIELE R 5B R, K77 EZREARR
BOVAE (p = 0.273) KT EH K (p = 0.169), A[H Y
&, TEASAHEE T, 48 . M R E K
M BREAS 22 [H] 1Y) 1 35 25 50 = 3.911, p = 0.048),
JETEAR T7 B AV 7 B KRS th ER 3R B 17
AR, HPU T EZRIFARILRN R EKF(p =0.281),
BEAb, FEZS [ B 5 [l ke R ) S B =2 (8] i O Z
VU7 [ AR A B RN 58 BE K T AR T E K, (B TE
B AR E) W E K. L, SR R 7 KA
LioaTioe

HJE, FEASR AR T 24 AR FEAS T 4 3 H5¢
XTI S E WA N 52 2 AR 2 AR AR 4 2
BT R R ) I 0 A 35 5 (Qp = 3.225, p =
0.073), T H ¢ HEREAR(p = 0.256) 9RO AH L AR
HEFEAR (P = 0.185)EK; [AFE, BAREFA AR
T S PET 5 R DORZ B X R, HHAE¥
HEREAR RN FE SR (p = 0.486 > p = 0.235), {HX}=S
[ R UL, A R ER AR E . &
& Lokt ik 8 ARG EIE 2R, AW
R Bk 3 45 FAC B L3R 5.

x5 MRBEEIELERDE

BN st
Hilas Hh2 5 22 TE R 04 U £ R AL
Hib: R 22 B0 o B I 90 45 0 DA 0 1 . AR IRL
H2a; HEAHIEF 25 B s A TR ERY, I B0 5 0 R 4 I WE
H2bs 4R 21 500 B M L, T 1 SR B 3 2 3 L D WL
Hocs R 2 S BOHI 00 90 44 R RVRIE, BG5S 0 40 30 0 e O REFE . S0 5 OB R B4R
S

H3a: s 2 60 S0 90 O RN 26 . WA 4 . IR
H3b: 25 [ 2 1 B0 R 2 WE
Haa 2RI 22 16 IS0 914 10 R a0 I 1 AL
Hdbs 2 1 5 2 1 10 5000 904 40 L R0 21 WL
B WIS AT B 528 RO 0 5 0 S0 52 M MRS 15 FLORTI 75, 5 SROM ISR R, PI2EH  HBAMIR
X 4 BT S ST SR PR DR TE S S PR R, TR X1 904 0

5 24 P59 3 4 5 5 T RS E ) 59 050

H6: BFSTHHEN LL9CHE (EANEHE v JUSTHE BE)AE S Vi 15 BS54 1 20 WS 4RI R RO RO . ST, A i
ML B ., PRI X0 9 1 40 A 0 200 ) TF 0 S5 B 4y 38 ZESEBR R B, K5 4 1

0 e R 90 S TE 1 15 1 S0 B 55

BT P A 2 S 7 05 2 7 A 97 6 5 M AR 5 vs. PO IIS0 MO 15 SUATIT 7, R
XV 7 IR 00 9%, PTG B8 1 28 R 0 S 2 T o 5 o S T B )T A7 S0 9, T

F ARSI 2RI L0 TE RO o SR T

FIS T4 X 0 0 4 R 9 0 01 52 B R R T P (17 o 3 T2 AR, PIHRERS  WARIRE

T 2% 35 175 4 A ) F g 44 T 1) AR A7 1) 2 i S5, 0 TP AR SR AR AR, S B0 X031 9% 25175 445 A0 A 9 J L 9 T 1) 1 972
A B B
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4 B e

4.1 FELHR

T, 7E BRI I, 4 S PET RS [P B
XoF T B 1T 46 G ) BT A S T e A 4= 1) L AR X}
o BARTE, FEXTEZE52m I, ARk oS
B 5% 100 1) 52 3 2% 2 BRI 28, 1 1] 52 M 5
154, X—45185 Blut F1 Lyer (2019)08 T 45
—E, BE T TR R B . AR, A
SCAR IR, PHEE XTI 0% 35 e W Y S el AN I 25 A A D
(A, HR4 me fE #H 32 (arousal theory), AATTEAS A )
RS v i B RN SRR [R) R R R e i, BT S B0 7
W% 28 ] e 5 R AR K- 1 s e A DG (W ohlwill,
1974), i H e AT DL RS Sy BB ) SOH AR Y, X
B ok T 31385 (Schmidt & Keating 1979). A A1, 1%
X TH 2 M IR 1) 5 i 23 32 B AR R A IR R 19 TR,
TEGE R TR IUMIR G RO o TEXT G ) S g 1) 50 -,
Blut fil Lyer (201957 & B, #H2PHBF%F I 2 &
W) S ) TE [ 5 M S AR AR B G AIE . (HACHFSE S5 183K
W1, *hS 5T RE BN S e I 2% 5 04 0 R ) I
DA X H 551 2R BT AR AR, o X BB IE T 0 BB E
e, BIAMARSZ 20 F iy BRI, 585 25 TR N
Jit (¥ 3 5 1713k ) AR 52 1 B 32 300 A 42 TR gi B o 1
Gh, ¥ PBFIRRENE 51 K IH P E T A 1], 8T
B 7 A 0]k ShAILRD RS DR, 1 ELAE 291 BF s
(] 0 5% 27 RE Wb =& B0 I 5% W 9 9% 5 1 I S PR RS
B, HAS[EHE (0 = —0.409) HAESHHE (0 = —0.135)
FEA R RN i . IR R IE 4 AR S T AN
LUEER B AR, T 2 TN E B 0 JE B — T
At iR 45, 55—y A e A O B Bl i R
LA o

R, WP PR 2 RITE PN BE 510 2 35 g 46
Wy 2 I [ 1) O R R 298 5 /E A . Blut Ml Lyer
(2019 W5 & B, Toiett &30 70 & 25 R P 5r,
BATTRE T B 5 R 1) 5 ) A WA ) B A 2SR i
AR, SZARE, RICEW, TS H AR &
SEIR BN IR, R RE T AR R M 2 (R PR T 2
A R, T L S R R A A A el ke 1) A7 T T R
Jof BEGR— 2 RRy, AHRT T AR SR AR SRS R
RS, WA 55 B 58 O T 28 5 R UG, 78 SE )
WEEh i oy d A P E S R BOE B s g
Z MR, JFBHARE Y BARr SEEt . Rtk 23 (Rl 4055 %
TH 2R3 1 S TR S e S S I 4 X R IH RS 1 2
Bt 4hie, BITERAEE T, S HPHIsR e

ST 2 77 A T M A (Kim et al., 2016), T3 46, A
SCXE A 2 B 2 ] B i BRI 45 I ARG 4
O BEAT T AT, JEXF Blut Al Lyer (2019)#F5¢
A —Fh e . A SOR I, W) BB S 4 25 H 65
HEM G N RERA B ERW(Qs = 12911, p <
0.001), XJHE2sHIH 5 I HE 45 1Y O R 1o 2%
WHVEH(Qs = 1.470, p = 0.225), T HFM G 55
SR YIA SR B B EMIEMCKR(p = 0317, p <
0.001), 55 HHAIANIGYIAEE S AHCIC R (p = —0.134),
(AZE ST AN B 2 o 3 DA T i e B 1 57 5 B0 16 2
A Z FVEBER Z AT, B IR SR A ST AT LUK
36 HAh )17 B2 PR 3R (A 04T 55 R B X 2 5 5
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et al., 2013)F1J8# (Knoeferle et al., 2017; Li et al.,
2009) % S TE A 35 AR BE K S0 91 5% X 2% N 52
Wi, AH Hy T 58 B A B9 4% S A SE O iR AN [R], AFSE
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(2019) Ff- V& AT 5 1 [ 52 IX 4 R0 3 457 28 280 1% 8 4 (A1
Ko ARICHEANHT TREAR R HURPE R E K vs. P
D7 1 5 1 T8 B 3517 26 R0 A ) s oy v 0 Y AR
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A meta-analysis of the effect of crowding on consumers’ emotional reactions and
shopping-related behavioral reactions

LIU Wumei'; MA Zengguang’; WEI Xuhua'

(" School of Management, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, China)
(> School of Business Administration, Northeastern University, Shenyang 110167, China)

Abstract

In the last few years, marketing scholars have been showing increasing interest in examining how crowding
affects consumers’ emotions and behaviors. As a result, empirical literature on crowding has been growing
rapidly. However, the crowding literature in Marketing has reported many inconsistent findings which need to
be reconciled. The current meta-analysis paper aims to find out the reasons for heterogeneity in the findings of
previous studies on crowding.

In this meta-analysis paper, the authors analyzed 149 effect sizes from 38 Eastern and Western empirical
studies and 81 samples. Each author independently coded the data and discrepancies were resolved through
discussion. Based on the measures of crowding used in each individual empirical paper, the authors coded two
types of crowding, namely, social crowding and spatial crowding. First, the authors analyzed the effect of social
crowding and spatial crowding on consumers’ emotional reactions and shopping reactions. Next, the authors
examined the potential moderation effects of several contextual and methodological factors, including types of
shopping environment, the reality of research designs, and sources of research samples (western countries vs.
eastern countries, students vs. non-students).

This meta-analysis work obtained many interesting findings. First, this paper documents that social
crowding significantly increased consumers’ negative emotions, but dramatically decreased consumers’
dominance. Social crowding was found to be positively correlated with the approach-related shopping responses
(p = 0.208, N = 28624), and negatively correlated with consumer attitudes and willingness to shop (p = —0.135,
N = 10094). Second, this paper documents that spatial crowding had a significant negative effect on
avoidance-related shopping responses (p = —0.409, N = 3223), but had no significant influence on the approach-
related shopping responses. Furthermore, moderation analyses showed that some of the aforementioned main
effects were significantly moderated by types of shopping environment (utilitarian vs. hedonic), the reality of
the context (virtual vs. real), and sources of research samples (western countries vs. eastern countries, students
vs. non-students).

To summarize, this paper makes several important theoretical advances. First, drawing on several
psychological theories on individuals’ reactions to the crowding environment, this paper builds a relatively
unified research framework on consumers’ reactions to crowding. More importantly, this paper also tests this
framework via meta-analyzing the effects of social crowding and those of spatial crowding on consumers’
emotional reactions and shopping-related behavioral responses, respectively. The results suggest that the overall
influence of crowding on individuals’ emotion and behavior is not as large as that reported in previous studies.
Second, by examining the moderation effects of several situational and methodology-related factors, this paper
is able to explain why prior literature on crowding has reported inconsistent findings. Finally, this meta-analysis
work also puts forth several intriguing and testable future research opportunities. In addition to advancing theory,
the current paper's findings also have practical implications. Companies and managers should consider reducing
consumers’ spatial crowding perceptions of the shopping environment. However, it is not wise for firms to
universally adopt a policy of decreasing consumers’ perceptions of pedestrian volume.

Key words social crowding; spatial crowding; consumer behavior; meta-analysis
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Aiello et al., 1975 28 SoC PE 0.357 | Huang et al., 2017 150 SoC ApSR  0.359
Andrews et al., 2015 10690  SoC ApSR  0.284 | Huang et al., 2017 126 SoC ApSR  0.265
Baker & Wakefield, 2012 300 SoC NE —0.197 | Huang et al., 2017 165 SoC ApSR  0.340
Baker & Wakefield, 2012 300 SoC Ar —0.197 | Huang et al., 2017 201 SoC ApSR 0.114
Baker & Wakefield, 2012 300 SoC AvSR —0.385 | Huang et al., 2017 200 SoC ApSR  0.105
Byun, & Mann, 2011 234 SoC PE 0.484 || Huang et al., 2017 201 SoC ApSR  0.143
Byun, & Mann, 2011 234 SoC NE 0.007 | Huang et al., 2017 204 SoC ApSR 0.034
Consiglio et al., 2018 323 SoC Do —0.23 || Huang et al., 2017 202 SoC ApSR  0.101
Consiglio et al., 2018 1407  SoC ApSR  0.110 | Huang et al., 2017 110 SoC ApSR  0.079
Consiglio et al., 2018 318  SoC ApSR  0.250 | Huang et al., 2017 240 SoC ApSR  0.192
Consiglio et al., 2018 86  SoC ApSR  0.233 || Huang et al., 2017 150 SoC ApSR  0.220
Consiglio et al., 2018 119 SoC ApSR  0.237 || Hwang et al., 2012 61 SoC PE -0.166
Consiglio et al., 2018 139 SoC ApSR  0.076 | Hwang et al., 2012 61 SoC Ar -0.267
Eroglu et al., 2005 296  SoC AvSR  0.120 | Hwang et al., 2012 61 SoC Do 0.239
Eroglu et al., 2005 296  SpC AvSR -0.39 | Hwang et al., 2012 61 SoC ApSR  0.041
Evans et al., 2007 139 SoC NE —0.103 | Hwang et al., 2012 61 SoC AvSR -0.031
Gelbrich & Sattler, 2014 272  SoC NE 0.260 | Kim et al., 2016 409 SoC PE 0.159
Harrell et al., 1980 600 SoC Do 0.330 | Kim et al., 2016 409 SoC NE -0.160
Harrell et al., 1980 600 SoC ApSR  0.070 | Kim et al., 2016 409 SoC AvSR  0.133
Harrell et al., 1980 600 SoC AvSR  0.370 || Kim et al., 2016 409 SpC PE -0.192
Hellmann et al., 2016 75  SoC ApSR  0.244 | Kim et al., 2016 409 SpC NE 0.215
Hellmann et al., 2016 75  SoC Do 0.201 || Kim et al., 2016 409 SpC AvSR —0.171
Hock & Bagchi, 2017 60  SoC ApSR  0.299 | Kim & Runyan, 2011 382 SoC AvSR —0.344
Hock & Bagchi, 2017 1486  SoC ApSR  0.135 | Langer & Saegert, 1977 80 SoC Do 0.548
Hock & Bagchi, 2017 97  SoC ApSR  0.244 | Langer & Saegert, 1977 80 SoC AvSR  0.258
Hock & Bagchi, 2017 108  SoC ApSR  0.283 | Levav & Zhu, 2009 115 SpC Do 0.217
Hock & Bagchi, 2017 107  SoC ApSR  0.210 | Levav & Zhu, 2009 80 SpC ApSR  0.239
Hock & Bagchi, 2017 108  SoC ApSR  0.152 | Levav & Zhu, 2009 82 SpC ApSR  0.292
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Levav & Zhu, 2009 84  SpC ApSR  0.209 | Maeng et al., 2013 34 SoC ApSR  0.649
Li, 2004 532 SpC PE —0.292 | Maeng et al., 2013 56  SoC ApSR  0.283
Li, 2004 532 SpC  Ar —0.186 | Mattila & Hanks, 2012 233 SoC NE 0.187
Li, 2004 532 SpC Do —0.353 | Mehta et al., 2013 201 SoC PE -0.265
Li, 2004 532 SpC AVSR —0.472 | Mehta et al., 2013 201  SoC  Ar 0.100
Li, 2004 532 SpC ApSR —0.174 | Mehta et al., 2013 201 SoC AVSR —0.173
Li, 2004 532 SoC PE 0.175 | Mehta et al., 2013 201  SoC AVSR  —0.221
Li, 2004 532 SoC  Ar 0.05 | Novelli et al., 2013 112 SoC PE 0.25
Li, 2004 532 SoC Do 0.201 | O’Guinn et al., 2015 86  SoC AVSR  —0.257
Li, 2004 532 SoC AVSR  0.314 | O’Guinn et al., 2015 247  SoC AvSR  —0.130
Li, 2004 532 SoC ApSR  0.155 | O’Guinn et al., 2015 138 SoC AVSR -0.213
Li, 2004 532 SoC AVSR  0.08 | O’Guinn etal., 2015 75  SoC AVSR  —0.686
Machleit et al., 2000 722 SoC PE —0.090 || O’Guinn et al., 2015 474  SoC AvSR  -0.164
Machleit et al., 2000 722 SoC NE 0.147 | O’Guinn et al., 2015 84  SoC AVSR  —0.326
Machleit et al., 2000 722  SoC Ar —0.070 | O’Guinn et al., 2015 247 SoC AvSR -0.182
Machleit et al., 2000 722 SoC AVSR  —0.160 | O’Guinn et al., 2015 138 SoC AVSR  -0.381
Machleit et al., 2000 722 SpC PE —0.200 | Poon & Grohmann, 2014 197 SpC NE —0.046
Machleit et al., 2000 722 SpC  NE 0.173 | Rafaeli & Sutton, 1990 194 SoC PE -0.085
Machleit et al., 2000 722 SpC  Ar —0.080 | Shirai, 2017 169  SoC AvSR  0.383
Machleit et al., 2000 722 SpC AvSR  -0.36 | Shirai, 2017 578 SoC AvSR  0.119
Machleit et al., 2000 153 SoC PE —0.110| Tse et al., 2002 300 SoC AvSR  0.328
Machleit et al., 2000 153  SoC NE 0.103| Wei et al., 2019 269  SoC AVSR  0.096
Machleit et al., 2000 153 SoC AVSR  —0.223| Wei et al., 2019 269  SoC ApSR  —0.034
Machleit et al., 2000 153 SpC PE ~0.270| Wei et al., 2019 269  SoC AVSR  —0.512
Machleit et al., 2000 153 SpC NE 0.126| Xu & Albarracin, 2016 106  SpC ApSR  —0.186
Machleit et al., 2000 153 SpC AVSR  —0.320| Xu & Albarracin, 2016 114 SpC ApSR  —0.169
Machleit et al., 2000 231  SoC PE —0.095| Yildirim & Akalin-Baskaya, 2007 465 SpC  PE 0.228
Machleit et al., 2000 231 SoC NE 0.143| ###, 2017 974  SoC AVSR  —0.350
Machleit et al., 2000 231  SoC Ar 0.230| THE, #hFE¥s, 2020 124 SoC ApSR  0.135
Machleit et al., 2000 231 SoC AvSR —0.180| T B, #hz£¥s, 2020 124 SoC PE -0.11
Machleit et al., 2000 231 SpC PE —0.355| THE, #hFEHT, 2020 124 SoC NE 0.078
Machleit et al., 2000 231 SpC NE 0.221| THE, #h5iFr, 2020 60 SoC ApSR  —0.383
Machleit et al., 2000 231  SpC  Ar 0.200| THE, #h5iFr, 2020 60 SoC PE -0.043
Machleit et al., 2000 231  SpC AvSR  -0.560| T Bt, #h3:Fr, 2020 60 SoC Ar -0.105
Machleit et al., 1994 76 SoC AvSR  -0.350| T BE, #h3Fr, 2020 94 SoC NE 0.421
Machleit et al., 1994 76  SpC AvSR  —0.230| TBE, #h5 55, 2020 94 SoC PE -0.53
Machleit et al., 1994 140  SoC AvSR  0.010| TBE, %P5 5y, 2020 10229 SoC ApSR  0.226
Machleit et al., 1994 140  SpC AvSR  -0.280| F3CH, 2015 653  SoC AVSR  —0.093
Machleit et al., 1994 117 SoC AVSR  —0.070| Z=4F, 2018 67 SoC ApSR  0.553
Machleit et al., 1994 117 SpC AvSR  -0.380] 2=, 2018 82  SoC AVSR  —0.635
Machleit et al., 1994 115 SoC AvSR  0.130| K[ NIZ, 2018 432 SoC PE 0.253
Machleit et al., 1994 115  SpC AvSR  -0.250| K [B W%, 2018 432 SoC NE -0.172
Maeng & Tanner, 2013 164  SoC ApSR  0.257| 5k [FIRKI4E, 2018 432 SoC AVSR  0.239
Maeng et al., 2013 73 SoC ApSR  0.279| kBRI, 2018 432 SpC PE -0.192
Maeng et al., 2013 100  SoC ApSR  0.393| ik FIRI4, 2018 432 SpC NE 0.223
Maeng et al., 2013 380  SoC ApSR  0.287| sk[AWI4E, 2018 432 SpC AVSR  -0.168
Maeng et al., 2013 34 SoC NE 0.499

TE: SoC fRFAAHEr, SpC MRAMFAE, PE ACRBITL, NE FURIHMITL, Ar fASEMLRE, Do UK H £, ApSR UKL A G Y
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