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EHSEHERTRHBENZ ML ERAEERNE
WRE DHE tEE

(CEIMAREEHA2BE, =M 730000)

FEAATRBERBFH B AER RN EZRR, A TEHRRTALETEY R, OEAE
SHEFEZROEAEZAEFETRCELEREL, CNFHEEA LR Y A, Ehme, FEZROEAELE
2R RH GBS F R T, METROEAT IS U RTHOTAMORITAHLER. BN, ALK
FE ST AR N A T AN Z A A Ao TAH . A REHNEBRSRERLENLFE
HATIF . I, AECEAETME B E WP AL DI IRFHAE. 7 S AEA BN & MR A .
ARARTH—FTHAALOCEAZTS R HEATLE. BV CEGRBTUART SN FLERG TR,
XEIR X, B A OEAE; FETACEAL; AN

SEE  B849: F713.55

1 3|

TR AEER . RoT | SCFHE BSR4
P AL Y SR A BATT, R S T R
P AT B R B A BRI . B R H AT 4R
AR TEFRTFZUE, B LM
W0 28 3 47 10 2 1 5 0 2R Al LAB I B0 o B
(R, 2016), FAEM BB FER TR
LA g1 &I B I RCR A Y A Ak (Poor,
Duhachek, & Krishnan, 2013; Sevilla & Kahn, 2014)
E N NSl S e S A S P (S Ive D0
PE WL, 5838 AR TC R 2 B 2 18] (1452 e A ]
R I2E 57 CA IR A RRAR 4 M [l 220 4>
(), Ak, ARFSERW, [F]— AT R 1A [A]
PEWARE ™ AR AR R B2 M 25 21, A0 R A3 (B o ) F1
MR RE 5 B0 2 & i B 2 (Argo & White,
2012; Ittersum & Wansink, 2012), JIR 4 12 Q07 fi# ¢
EEFLFEMBLS 7 IE a0 —L 23535 TR RE,
F % R ORI 44 51 (Sara, 1990), 7875 # &4 b
BAEHRZEEN, FEXNEELILTTR M ITHHFEH

R

nn\ ®

il

#9338 (Kuvykaite, Dovaliene, & Navickiene, 2009).
SR, EA BRI KRBT 70 o =B B,
X =ZABr B BF ST ER IO (A8 B SCHR S AR
SR BRI, S— B Be(20 22 50~70 4£40)
1% 26 BIF 5 0T 18 £ % 19 45 fiF FTAE ] (Banks,
1950; McDaniel & Baker, 1977). %5 —Fr Bt(20 4l
80 AFAR~21 ML) A AL T R A TR E
425 %1 M 27 & 1Y 52 1 (Rolls, Roe, Kral, Meengs, &
Wall, 2004; Schoormans & Robben, 1997; Wansink
& Tttersum, 2003). 2 =FrBr(21 2w % 4
X R PR 5 A 26 5 b SRR T 5 1) 38 Ll (ML,
Symmank, & Seeberg-Elverfeldt, 2016; Schifferstein,
Fenko, Desmet, Labbe, & Martin, 2013; Sundar &
Kellaris, 2017) X =/ Be 2RISR A4 E
TCE (W2 RST AR KT J SSIEWF I (U, Argo
& White, 2012; Raghubir & Krishna, 1999 %), %F
FRGE G R A B TC 2R 58 30 AT S R 2 10
WG54Ty, DARGREE2 00 75 5 1) N TE A REHIL
BT BIROIEA R, ARSCE ek T R it
130326, SRIG A0 AR PR e R (AR TR 5 A
PEOUR FIIE AL TR ) X 28 1 B 50
Wk H %z 2019-05-16 IR L AT O A S AT R AR R,
* E R A RFLIF RS EIUH (71972092); ?}E‘/}‘ﬂ? ot 35 31 B 0 1 44 FE L L e 30 L G 0 47 A o
ETAAIOIS201S, TS0 ABEAAT: RS ERHER R R B AT ()4

Tl 559 £ T 9 4 10 H (A SCHERRE) (2020jbkyt d003). o : N o
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R, LIS ZE A S0 2 %Y 9% 3 0 BRI T
SRy R e 25 R 22 8] % e TS, RRAE T O A A
BEMF T HRAE— AN HR X 58 4 R A M F ST AE 2R
R, ©A a5 M E TR i oo
A0 5 W 3 2% A A0 B AIAT SN (W0, Deng &
Kahn, 2009; Argo & White, 2012), F-1%A &45F
U 8 3 6 52 ) 75 5 1 L R FAL AR o A SOk e B
e I A BE N & A B 90 4t A AL R A 7
BRIEGN, X% 2 AN TT R AT ST AT T B
WHEEMIEE . QX IHRELO A5 Wi . &
BT RAL IR MAF B B ARG F B =21
Bl 8 TR ) PR B B R R AR R
B2 Fh Y ) - L 4R — 2 B (Stimulus-Organism-
Response, SOR)#i7# (Mehrabian & Russell, 1974),
£ T8 2R X SR PR rp A B2 0 A A 0 B
AT Ry = e R, H X R R T IS Y P TEBL
Wl FE TR A7 HAT RSO B AE B I B o
E 7 i A 258 3K — PR S5 SRR 10 A P8 X X — [l B A 7
RGN U FERTE o A8 SCH b 4 i 28 A AL
A TTALE . AR R L 2 E AL E.
ML RO AR, $EoR T EORIR DT R AE B
ASRFITEAT R AE SRR, S T A PR BT O B2
FEOUHIE SOR AN IR AL T A 5 4MFE . (3)XS 1K 9%
OB AR . T 2 N S A R e
B O S BRSO B, DR K
R L R AP 5, 5T B AR AL
RARRE? T 20 B (9 27 2 (TR X — ) R [ 25
HATRA o 7 SCi I 22 G0 W BRI 48 A [7) 26 774 B
A% TC R R T B O BT N T 5 1 I AERIL ],
AEXT O A 1 5 A A DG I T 90 A BT AT
o BERINE, A SCHEE TR T R X — LA IR
BEOH2E ) SOR B K WF5Y . DL S 900 B2
WEFEA MR 2 AR
BRSO S TSR R, (HI2 4 SO
C A 1AL ST SCHR 5 R AN TR], X ik 2
SRR PEM LR SO T . R S, L
PR 25 38 ORI T A 2 R T 9% 5 A AR AR 38 (U BH 2,
W, 2013)Fad &0 P CRIE B, BRI, 2016)H)
S, [E hF 3 Krishna, Cian F1 Aydmoglu (2017)
AL ZEBE T I IR T R A FARETT T2 X1 2%
FIRE R AR, HE, baRZEI M SR AR
A H BRI 58 R [ 28 B (1 4 56 0 R (L% b i
FHOCE AEETE T TR )X 2 O FERAT N 1 5

MR RAFAE R SE, KEREMA, ZREFAS
BEFRIRE ., A SO LERL Az AT T 1%

2 EHTENEERTER:MRFAESHE

2.1 BEAMS

KTFEEHREE L, AR BEHIELS
—H4Ei8 . 1 Coles, McDowell il Kirwan (2003) .
Lockhart (1997)5548 1 (82 iR R 48, LIBHIR
T R H AR TR E ) —FPF B, Silayoi
Speece (2004)TA AL 25 I8 ML AL 2 i T 7= 4
A7 38 50 P s e E n R e, AR
PR AL B T R S B L PR b B 38
AP FR R B BT A 7 o BN 25 5 R B A R
(2013) K AL Y N AN ARRFAE, A by £ 26 2 1h
P B Wy B L 28 3 — s 0 A 0 T e, R DA
i LG, JF BARE BB B AR R Y SCE RDE
K% %,

A Z B LI e By o A, RN TE T
TE SRS A AE X A, Coles 58 A
(2003). Lockhart (1997)% {055 ity & XA = T4k
AR FAR TIfE . Silayoi Fl1 Speece (2004)%F {1,%¢
B SCR R TR A = i BRI RE TRk A2
iz (2013)%F % @ AN 2 F 6 28 1) A
RAEEY . ETARNRERTEHNA, N
0 b S WA B ) — S TR R, AR KRR
Silayoi il Speece (2004)%5 H HY AL E X
22 BERERHESHE

11,25 70 & (packaging elements) (WM&, R
S SCFE RS RH N AR EEAIT, H
TS [R] (1) 6256 0 Z Bl RRAE X T 9% 3 18 580 1m0 R A
H #5200 (Underwood, Klein, & Burke, 2001), %
FATR 22 AR [ 1 R 2 e R AT 428
AR S AR B DA SCHR, R 3T R 1Y 4y 28 E AT
TREGELE 1.

M1 AR, AT SR FR A PR
-, ETHEBEELHMY AR, SHIETF
(verbal)Zk R F1dE 18 5 (nonverbal) £k R ol # 3¢
(visua)Z R Hh, ML REBIFEFHEE, #
e I 2% 1A B T A AR A B 5 I 2 A A
B B9 15 B (Butkeviciené et al., 2008; Silayoi &
Speece, 2004), ., T RBRITHIRE, 4N
ZE 1 (structural )2k R A EIJE (graphic) k& . H i,
SR 2 A SO S BT, BB LR iRk
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F1 FENNOETRENIXSE

eSS UEIGR)) ESSill

S5 RS
Underwood (2003)

TR RAF. M

. CIAT VN [ONE 2T 3T
] T
_ L A ek, Rk #h
Ampuero & Vila (2006)
& B 53 g, R, B BIERAR
o BHEZ  RELGRES). @R T MRS
Silayoi & Speece (2004) I L .
s e BNWITES FE . Big, Bk, R
El=X i Oyl S e e R . G
Kuvykaite et al. (2009) PRI P SR B
WA HE Eg . i, R, B MR
gy Bulkevitont, Sravinskien & VTR KT R AL (0 LB BT
o Rutelioniené (2008) PEEERS B, Bk, RFL ER. MR, B%. Ak

72 B U] (Underwood, 2003). 14N, £
BT T IE i E 7 19 B 2 M
LR N E T 0 FE M IT F P JE (Rettie &
Brewer, 2000), 3 1 i8] LLF H, REHH 16
(R vr il Ea ey il S N [ N SR 7B i DR R N
HEHME BERME, T ESMAEE T i
M4 RT3, HXFh 2l aE Rk ER
HAH, SAhRAER I AR L, A RS
FEWUAS, AT ER S ARG R
JLE(EME . gt RoF. Bk, MBO)MIE S HE
RN ECFRHARES " REE . BE N &
BWOPRIE, TR, ACKHELRN AP LOR
JCE XTI 23 O IR ANAT A 23 77 A B AR I B2 e LA K
WAETRMPLRI R RS 25, BRI aEE
TG RHE 8 O BT R R R R4 X L AT

3 FESEERAEMNHEEEN
BRERAENS BFFH

31 FESHERTRINHEREENE
3.1 X iHBEE RAAIA A ST
B RE—MEERN, KHZAREER
FSEI 28 7 15 o T 2% 5 1 X BRI BT A
AN B AR, R T i RS2 1
PERT . BRI, JEET M TR S E
TH 9 38 R BV o 3 B R I LA LS
H—, w3 gk . R4S EEFHTE
SIRWTE B X A L DU DL R G YRR
ATt . BAMCRUL, 2588 00K SR R A
5 FE A2 96 & (Wansink & Ittersum, 2003). Yang
Fl Raghubir (2005)%F L iR W 53 50 1k — 20 HE ik,

AT BT R WD, 10X [) 46 A B 11 7 A 25 i 1
TH B8 23 A S 5 v L Y 4 0 0 2 LR PR AR 1 1A R
TR, BB AR AEAE “ i i L0 (elongation
effect), #X1fil Koo Hl Suk (2016)AHF5E N & B, 11
R AR B B A RONE 23 X6 $Adk 1) ik B S 1) 2
BP9 2 750, 2B L T e AR ) e T 2 L 2 A IR A
AP E Y oA B R . WRTFEITR
WA &, Yan, Sengupta F1 Wyer (2014) 858 2%
W, /INVELAE I 77 i L R A 2k 1 ] 28 77 ol B 32 3
T ELABRN 37 5 B A . KRR, 2
VAT, AN A R R, OF HE— 2P i
DT B S R 1 7 o BT e TG

HZ, e B BRI R 2R M 2 0
sty B RV R AN T A RIS IR T T
PRI B “Aor 5 2800 %o T B 7 i T J R 14 52
R, W G AR R AR AL
(€1 N S 11 S A T D Ve B S VS R E A
INIZ P S, (H Y R R T b
CRRRALET (n, RS, AW, 22 DR, JE 5 E
WA A% i H 4% (Deng & Kahn, 2009), Madzharov
1 Block (2010)MFFEHE— 045 T2 IRIE RS
T P F B . ABATA I, SRR 2
BB R BB, T 9 D L T
ARy mEtlz, XA 5HAEREX
AfE AL BT A C o IR K U B AL B2 A0 2
BT B SRR SE BRI e b AR 22

H=, % EBRmE 6 %FEE SR
23 R B 2 X8 77 i 8 R R Mg B . —
Ty T, A [R] 08 0, 2 T AR 23 X8 A 5 4 e 7= A 2 Y
%W, U Becker, van Rompay, Schifferstein FI



1018 DI = N S S

%28 %

Galetzka (2011)3 i % B2 45 B 5 A B, AHXS T
AT AR B R W5 G2, 7 7 IR Y A0 2 2 L b0 9
0 S G BR FU Y 7 R TE  [RIEE, fhe E  A F
BE AL T LLSE w9 2 3 6 Bk O e ZRR BE Y E A
(Piqueras-Fiszman, Alcaide-Marza, Roura, & Spence,
2012), MR, AL ERAE R —FPILSE 10 5 )&
PE, 6 REAE SE M (g BN SE R B . 40 Mai S5 A
(2016) Y BIF 5 22 B, A (30 % bb R R €00 B fgE B
A A BERUY . — 2RO, A i
SRR, IR BRSO, YRR R R
LA AFI B RS2 057 . Mai 55 A (2016)1E— 545 1,
TEHEAT IR R ML R S HEWT I, BRE(E B 1A F PR
B RT3V A Y IR AR o X 7 0 1T
PR BBRAVIRAS, 20 2 ORI 1 SR
P, s ELHE2 2 b5 ] JE 22 W SEAT

g, dE1E S B A T R AR RE R I 2 %t
11 2% 1 S B . AT R R R I,
Z R TR ILRE ISR . TEH A T k™
an R PE RS G B b, 7 D 2 3B 4 (product
packaging aesthetics)il # J& 55 — 1~ ] WL ZL 2 Ay
F645 5 (Honea & Horsky, 2012), X —Mot {5 54
2 5 T 2 A X8 7 i 1 SRR N B
WFFEHE H, AN 37 W60 2 2 b W] a0 2 O L7 68K
B, A LA T 2 1Y 25 (8] Ji 7R 2% i &
BoRgi, BRG] 7, R RE A8 ORI 2 X
11 2 1) S 2 TR FIOR 500 B, T 4 588 71 2% 5 %)
7 i B 1 i B (Vilnai-Yavetz & Koren, 2013),
BE— 2L HOF SR I, 77 i S8 S 4 00 AR i R 22
T, S0 B B (R R A P 5 PEAN (van der
Laan, de Ridder, Viergever, & Smeets, 2012), #4h,
I3 322X H 2 E s, 232 37 R L &
{25 5522 BB HBEIR 1T . Honea Ml Horsky
(2012) & B, 32 A1 5 B 22 (vs. BL AL ) B 7™ il o
HAEHCAT, 23R 2 %07 i i A . DR
RITET, 77 il 36 5 4 2 23 L L 0H 9 3 72 A — b b it
M B, SR e IR R 2E, H 5 AR
WA, W2l B R 8, IR
TR o I AR AL R M IR, T 2
PRGBS YR, I A 3l 2 X B RN %
A la) ) R, B X 7 i R AT 5T AN (White,
Lin, Dahl, & Ritchie, 2016),
3.1.2 MHBERRMREF IR

£ 2 TT R 2 H R AW S X B, A

BAZ AR M — SR E, EEERaR
TCE SR T 23 M R, TR IR AR, D
TS R S 7 i o ) (R 4

— i, % FEGREIEES ARG
RIHPTE MBI E MR IEREA . AR EN,
HEa A7 RE R, ERERS &4
PR ASBE, FEH4 50 X4 i A9 ¢ 7 (Underwood et al.,
2001), XA R BE— L 0FFE R, M -
EIACTEF N7 G BRSS9 2 Bz B
FCIRRIVIE & e, A T ek 2 I SE PR I Y
X BCREH, BT, 2016; Poor et al.,
2013), BbAb, TG B EM WM A, ¥
A2 1 ST T BE 8 1025 15 I v 2% 35 W 3K I 19 52
o7 B (), T L A Y S cE M (R R, T R
B B AR . R E5 0 T LU R N Mo A
I S 7= it B O S e B e b B RIS T
mn i, IR A £Z 198k (Reimann, Zaichkowsky,
Neuhaus, Bender, & Weber, 2010),

H—Ji T, B L EEMIERGIEEF R
TR MR E W= MW, &5, ek
b B 0 AR N R T LA SE 3 B B R ) 7 i
I BN, AATTS R G R K LU T 7 A A g 22,
M HTARBCTE O AT B (S SR a8 TR L) R
Bl X 5 0T KR Y B R R 4 42 % (Piqueras-
Fiszman et al., 2012), H:¥K, 7= AR B4
R 9% W P SR 4P o Raghubir Ml Greenleaf
(2006) AT 5F & BR, 1256 19 K 58 LL T LA i 7 2%
BX SRR, HWE R REE
R ZIHNE TR (X FP RN 232 27 G f
TEEEA IR, BV S ORTRA L 8 A SRBEAH L (/N
HYA: HURXT), T8 2% 3 0 5 2 B A0 A X I 2 1) 3R
Berpr(anty M BE s SR M 2 ) TR bR T AR K
Ba LA, BT B i 4 2% (A b T4 08 ) B BB I Kk
T4 983 M FR AR AR R, 132 9K 2 3 5 7% (Westerman
ctal, 2012)c I\ FSCHBEATLAE i, %€ FARIES
RITER FERBERINE WA R =% . W
P5F), ISATEMAEIE FRXETESSI LHRE
A 0 AR SR Can DR T RS Jt ) 7 3k — [ 8 L i 3
RPFF R, BRI — A ZE T ]
3.1.3 IEBEITAERNEM

WAEE B MR NE R P, SXHEEN
FEmIE R A s, JETE R A T R AR
FEOH S E W 22, 1 B O OR B B,
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MR A B AT B e S0 2R X 9% A S B G e A AL AR 1019

%7211, 2016; Ittersum & Wansink, 2012), 1% 3
RIAEALE TR AR L RH FRE T 9% Bt 152
e, MBI RAEAER AR B, 72 H %)
PR AR RAR T A G 2E . X ME ORI 2
050 1] T~ R KD B I AS YRR 7 22, AT 5 2 S B
71 2714 £ (Raghubir & Krishna, 1999), Hik, /M.
AR 5| 7 0 ) 1) 35 W 6 2B s 2 38 e 2
PRI Sy 375 ] 6, 2 T DA P e 5 | ) A B ) d 2
Mok, B ELiE P J1(Deng & Srinivasan, 2013). 5 Ja,
A28 RUST 9 ROR/INER T LA i 9% 3 1 S B 9%
i, HEW S A RIALHI A AR N, iR
WA B ARSI HER, AT A Sz
15 Z (Ittersum & Wansink, 2012; Rolls et al.,
2004; Wansink, 1996), X — % A HLH 7EF LA
w2 EhRE, ElE, #&, 2016; Ittersum & Wansink,
2012), MHELZT, /MIRES IR A BV R,
145 8t |7 2% (Vale, Pieters, & Zeelenberg,
2008), A B B AT AR 2 A AR Y Ok I e i
. Bl4n, Argo Ml White (2012) A% UL AR IR £ &
RWFFEXS LR, K A/l 2 — S 52 A e,
RO B RS A 23 fii 1] ook BE T 9% . SR,
AL T TR I AS T2 3 M (0 = A T 1) B 206 )t 2 {37
BB BN AL R AR /N, 51k A R4, B
K FHOH R E LB VHIH T 2B YOREE, B
)11, 2016; Sevilla & Kahn, 2014),
32 FESBEERAEXNEREEZMAAENS]
I ER 7S N SR O e SO L €23
AFEZ T o R4 5% B 520 1)V F LR A
27 BPRFENG L T 2R, BTy ERM
A LAR LR fhae A BHLH] . A EIn T AL
H R RN 2 BE 2 H5% R,
DL AL 68 7 Az 55 BT AN 2 A RS Y, 1 2
AR AR FE B[R] A AR T o 7 19 %o 3 o o o 2

BUHEAT HAA P R
321 FESEERAREZMHEBEZBRAMHNAE
AL

A Al (cognition) & AR TA R Z UL TH 5L 1 5 2
I T35 Sh GEZRE, 2004), AL2ESTIH v & A& .
B B S5 AT (4 5 ) 3 B A A N B, ek
A GO MR EOR L, BRI b
ZELE PR | A By AN 22 SR A2 HLAIL R A5 O 1

2 I 28 HOHL A AN A 28 A AL Y 3 ) AR
Ho BUA AF5T 32 208 B AE A0 50 FIBE 56 P A T o

e, WO BRE 8 7 A — R A Bl 4 I
Cela-Conde % A (2004) Ay BF5E B, KA R
Xk . BB ek ey oM T — NI R G G
#B4Yy, LA R RN A o NS 32 AT LA
VOGS BT, T L AMUETAU Bz B A TR
R B L I 35 22 B 1Y 1 5 (Cela-Conde et al.,
2004), HR, BRSEFT LT | & 2080 1Y 28 BRI AR B
PR 53U . BRIE (synesthesia)fe:F5 H — Fh 2% B Of]
PG R AR E (R I 1 O BT R, BWEAEZ V4
i D35 S0 i) 5 P s e, ) 5 5 T R G T
I DXl 7 B o 1 % AR i AR R B AR (R R
&, FEIE, BRAETE, 2009), fHilhn, MEEE LIS &

TR, TS Y 2C LI RE RS T AT Y AR 3R
TN . RN, 7y AT DL 5] A T ik
FU) = i R I8 (Becker et al., 2011), MiWLE 5w
(& R AR G I 5 7 () R I 23 38 0 e Y 43 Wb, 52
5 38 £ ) W) 714 #E 1 (Krishna, Morrin, & Sayin,
2014).,

M B E A N ZE IR SHLTR . Lakoff A1 Johnson
P T HES RS EE IS (Conceptual Metaphor Theory)s
AR ey B0 2 e IR ZE A AL, Bk
g A M — A EL AR (9 A A 35 ) 55 — ARG A A
W RGMGS . BEAATE B AR . TR AR
(hil B2 )R A FBL A 00 . S 2 L& (s
HRAZ), Sk T NS Y ERRAE (B Rk, R
TRAL, TSR, 2013) o A XN 2 5 19 52 el A
A 5 T Y B . B e R T R s I B
FARdy o 23 B A7 B %) By T LA Sy o (SR T2
SEE E AL BERE, Ao R E R R
(Deng & Kahn, 2009), FHUCEALETER B B0
AT 98 v 8 (v JHE 20 0 ) ) L 2B T TR B A R A TE
P 5%, WA ANEFERARNRESE D, FHitl
983 1 R 1) 6 2 U TR G A B, AT 3
T 2% 3 X X 26 A2 B W A9 7 (Koo & Suk,
2016).

Z B 28 B MBS I N EIR SR . 3
FRZRITRIFA R R I, XEELI kL
BB ASH., HEMTE S O I R . anek R
WHRA SH, 9EIEEINT, AZAKRE % . T5%
IR, 77 A B s A e 1 Bl E R 2
TR T 2R 7 O = O A (TR A, R
2, TR, NS, 2017), G0 LAFERFSY A 30 A1
36 2 S B9 & %% % W (van Rompay, Fransen, &
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Borgelink, 2014), A B 35—k 52 28 B (58 T2 4R
FMA| R 58 e BE TR, Becker et al., 2011; f3EE0 (4,
S (AN SE BRI, Mai et al., 2016)%5 . XFf£
JECE Y 28 H Al AT DA G BB Ok B AR . BK
(synesthesia) /& 5 F1 — i 2 B ol 38 5 | 2 LAt Jg%E
VRGO BT R o BB T LA AR ) SR T 0 A
BT R B, JF EL7E L SE R 50 7= A 2w, BRSE
RO 28 HLAs X R Y B AS i TURE ) (BRI 4F,
2009). T RELE—EIHEE D, mAME X
B A HAF R, REXT AN [ B 3 T8 104 0 9 A
300 3 SR N, AT R R B Y — Bt (U
FHZE, %4, 2013), B2, PLSEE A5 BA R
WELE SRR AIE Y SCF R AR I 45 G, Rl i 2 5
EL ORI B X T B R A S
322 FESHEERRYMEREZFEMRT
B9 FEAL

P2 A BN AE R N AE SR B AIL ] o A A B 2
FLC BEAE 4G, XL AE BN T . 2 58 LY
TA A 2 AL T 1 fif R T2 B0k [ i 4 2 B2 A A
(kA %, 2017). 1% LA RLSEAR BRI, D&
ZIC R WAL A A FERL 7 ALE . an AL
BeAAR BT 5, Reimann 55 A (2010)4 95 Dh fig 4
T FL 4R AR (EIMRDIF 5T & B, JE2- A28 58 T Bk
WA A% R P 000 80 I R 2 P SRR B, T S 3
L8 A BRBE 7 RGO o T 2% R R A R
AR, 5 R A [ A L [ 5 — X A 3 B A
% (van der Laan et al., 2012), [Rtt, f1%% K5 K@,
5 e AT e R BB R, XU 2%
17 5 RVl g 1) 552 W L, 17 308 3 i 28 74 S 60 45 5
WEITE, AT B2 H M AT IR AR

NI TAE Ry IR SR SIHL] o T 2% A e
ERENISNINVIEU N B =¥ 351 N E PSP IS B )
TR o TAZEN A J3E 00 ) 2R X T e 35 175 Ja s i 114 A
Y80 . Westerman 28(2012) & BH, 11 2% 3 T =4k
B% i it, T S mENE a1
i R AR S B B, 3 Fifi - 25 45 B0 i, (RLIR
TR B 38 BRI AN 3 03X — 3000 ) LLAE
SERPRR P OATT JRG B F M ke fd
323 FESHEETRZMERHITHERYN

AN

e 5 AL T R H BN 2 1 i 9k,
XoF 3K — R PN AE ML 1 R SR B AN T
10 e & U5 A By R A R 548

Ji A AL PRI S . & s R
Qb ¥ (heuristic information processing) /7 228 A
TEMPR R, 25 RIEA R HREE B,
ARSI, B A e W R B B, BRI
2016; Maheswaran & Chaiken, 1991), %% X151
RAFR/ANERE T M o 2 xS | 3 A 1
R, SRR T 9 3 A s B R ek T
ANTRER BRI W o AL, e R AR R A BRAE A A
7 LN 22 (cognitive bias), L FE - SHAM:
250 W 30 AT S BRI 2 A5 RN — 3L
A, TH 2 S ) X A A 22 R AT U R SR RN
i3 E #M2%(Aydinoglu & Krishna, 2011), & FE
2

BRI B IKSEH . B RIEH (self-
control)JE—FP A E W HE S, Bl P wiE i
FEMAT R, XA C R EA AT TR
¥ (Inzlicht, Schmeichel, & Macrae, 2014), HF %
il A AR BE AN S H AR A O, IR TR B Y
TR . M2 BN TR, A5 S
AR, i/ R DL R TR AR R 58
A A PR O SR B s, AT LT X A LA
BEATIRRE . WEIERWI, AT B £33 LA AT B
F 5 AR ABT, i H ax  4E  A% 3k 45 1 TR B
T anp A g n] LIRE A il (Argo & White,
2012), B, /MR EOR SE R ML 22 B LLBE A%
Gk B P, RAHE R 52 R il 9% R
B H RIS WA B B T AR, A/ M2 RE R F|
CHMER IR IR R Rz — a5, HIH 2 S A
Tok s, FEBERS T X A CRESE, R4
FPEGLEIE SR UL, XS T E R, —
PRI R A TT R A B R PR FI 2 A A B
L [E MRS R .

33 EERERATRNEREEZNNETEER

AL TU R N 9 35 2 a5 KO SR AT Sy 55
RZ T, X LR BEAFTE—E 1M 22 57, B
TEREE M= & m R R, BEkE, E
1§, Bt AR EE LR AETE F RO X 9k
AR 22 32 2 WY SRR . T B ML
KAE 2 A B RRE RS2 o

5T, N T AR SR R 21 B A AR A
FHo SRR I 10 o W K e FE i B 25 2% [
£, EERe 20 B 2Z M E W L5 . Deng Hil
Kahn (2009) B9 858 % 3, A3 PP Al HA 8 3E 1Y
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“frERN”, RVEMGOTE AL T3 BRI 6,
A PURAZ AN R 7= S i, TRt — 2 &
B, R A BN DL R e TR A o
BN, AN IESE S L, E—-BUEE T
MR BN BB R R L Re R L
b R R b R 2%, 0 A Ak X 2 T
o WTEBE—BUR L T HIW bR e, Hak, H%
155 5% B 8% I 19 A 2 X SR AT A B . X L
BNy a ol R R S 7 WK aws'al 2 BB v
BRI 2E 5. W0 R, AEAARR AR R R
A% TR A B, 9 e TR 2 5 i i S B/ (JBRAT
25 8 R T U P i i), HOX RO 7E 5 —1Y
HWAE(ZIREFE R M) T RATH(Yang &
Raghubir, 2005), B S & A #2 H 42 L I SE it
AR s B, T % ANEE B 7 A TR (T B
PRI AN 220 1 BRI ER 5 2 7 o+ DK

Hk, 7= FREVE TR AT R R, N [FZER
7 R B TR AR E R . R AR
A RUL, BN R ARG T
F o TR S SO I BG I o i, RN B SR
= T AR SR, S350 9 T % (Deng &
Srinivasan, 2013), B A AT SE 85 2 2 R by i
FEIRME, MARRE TR ER, W LA WS
FIB AR 3R LSS5 7= A S RSN o B
FIGL, SRR S Z R EM . Underwood
FNQOONMIFFR R, a2 b= 5 & it 3L
S AN By R R DG, (HUR X — A LA
VAR E MRS E ARSI T A S L E,
I ELXE LA AH T 735 7K P A 30 20 25 (I B JER R T IA
SRR A 7 i CHIOE S ) 1 5 S W W

wn, T E I S A I A NRRE &5
WAER . 1 9 &I N RS B i 2 A P SR,
M BEIE /T TR B AR T . A0 Yang F1 Raghubir
(2005) AT 5E & B, A &5 I 2 34 L IR & B i
TH 2 X RLAR RN (B985 L A R AR
A2 2 b A MR BN B 25 TR ) EAS 5t A
AR 2%, Bk 225, T 2 A REARE X7
PER DR E LB AT (35 5 AR B AK
-7 R T R I R A B IR R R
TR R ES T, Wit EER . 6%,
TWARFMBEITCER, BeM M IFM I PuE It 51 & W
TR INE, T R 5 W 7 R 6 TSI R
WO By B O A & (Butkevidiené et al., 2008;

Kuvykaite et al., 2009), Ak, 53 #H 4 ARRIE
ST AL X S g . RSN A T 2
BN T B, RN I 2 A 138 5 AR
FEH R PE A E B, T2 PRRRE 13 345 i % 7% 21 /)N
1285 b o B % (Argo & White, 2012), [A]H}
Argo Fl White (2012)FIWF5TiA & B, A G far &
M2 5F5BINEE 1, e E N &R,
TRAMR A B ST B s/

4 BSRHERATEXNHEENEENRE
HAENS . aF &4

41 EBEFHERTRINERENFZMN

f% BRSO R A IRSE TR I
MR —FE T R . X LLLR R B 20T 9% %t
7 B BB (Ampuero & Vila, 2006) ., S245HFR
I 3K 2 Jil (Bigoin-Gagnan & Lacoste-Badie, 2018;
Masters & Mishra, 2019) . BE & % A (Andrews,
Netemeyer, & Burton, 1998; Chandon & Wansink,
2007)% . HAREII LT ILA T

Bi—, A E TR R BT R S
e 7= St AT . SRR SR R . sl i — TR AT
HW, A RIS BOTR CUT 58 X PR A
SRRARAIL G R B 1Y 5 2% 1 O 1 s SRR I W 12
TR A 21 2 Xof 4 206 7 A SRR A o G AN
72286 B S PN 7K 1 2 e 1 2 X 2 3 1 g S
B4 IE W32 (Bigoin-Gagnan & Lacoste-Badie,
2018)0 X — R R 7E 7 i A SRR 5 B A
AR BRI E BA - WA, than, DF5E
K, HEIE(Hero) BB AR (Villain) AR S FRAE, W]
LSE Wi 2% 5 Q) 76 13 7 b AS B, 520 (7 4
AT . — AR AT LB E A R IR L
B — MR Y, e RN A, W
AN YRR 2 AT DU — A SRR (E A B E
FOR AT 45 % (Masters & Mishra, 2019), 14 2% &
T S X oy 2R AR W SE Y A B, DA AE AT Y
15 AP 2 18] S 9 — 3Pk

9, A% By SR SR R R TR
RITGCE LM S (R BE A . f.%€ By
FAURHEED DL BRI AR BEARC R A IR 2 R A 7 i 26
o WFFER I, o L 2 S R TE
IEART LA R RS S8, T — e 8 ] 4R A5 1 7™ i
W R R T AT e IARHEED . R, SRS
PRI S E B I LR RR B A AH OCHK,
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A A% 7= i 5 R Ll R R X RO A A G
(Ampuero & Vila, 2006). FH WIS H, Ma%E
b 5 P SRR B B AR SO B, TH P
a7 B b 55 A S — S MR DY BT, X
7 i A BB PR, LT B A TR £ Y E
(Andrews et al., 1998; Chandon & Wansink, 2007),
WA EFRR N, ) A L bR AL R B
PRIRTEAL G R H Y 3 252 A nT LIS I 9% 5 )
PR TR S T I ) B2 55 B2, I 52 T 2% 5 X4 i
WA ZS B (Cian, Krishna, & Elder, 2014), X 25521
AU e e R Rt T 2%, R
B TH T MEE R Il T B AR
42 EBEFRERTEINEHEEZ WA R EH
AL TAEE R TR, HE AT RIES
OREPSK P i SR AP AP Y SUR S
AL T FR R 2 W SRS A B L T PR
AR, FEZ BRI S
RGBTy = AN A PR VE T
INHHLH AN 2B A Z2 BAE . W 9]
PLNEA o LM 51 g i 7 it A 2 1 R A5 o SE 1A
I% (aesthetic experience), B SEMRIG & —Fh i /K
PN AR, A AH G RS 23 7 T AR
PR EAE R (# AR, BF, KEE, 2013), AF
FRUW, R EEA N SEEMNER,
AR T VR M PP A 2 Dl ZR G, DT 1 o
i B PEAN AL &F (Reimann et al., 2010), FE2xf) %%
X VA B 2 D 4 1) 3A S e 52 Z2 R LR (Y B S
07 5 35 2 AL A S AN A 23 ST L IR M 48
W BOIRIR, R REG I R AN ENE ), &
SR B O A BRI 7 PR AN R S A R
(van der Laan et al., 2012),
Jit e A I Ak BRI W MR SRy N TE B B
B B a2 TT 3R AT DL e A e B, g
TE I B 5 X 77 i A 25 1) SRR R R B o A 2 1
SRR 8 2 5] A 9 IR K U MR B AL B
Jr A, A I 2 W S B (Karnal,
Machiels, Orth, & Mai, 2016). it (A58 4 K& 2
SCF AR BB FRIE RERR AR S L S A . 1
ST B AL F A BRI P, K AN 23 R B I T
BH W SRS, SR ARSI 2 X SO B
TR IF-#t (Bigoin-Gagnan & Lacoste-Badie, 2018),
43 EBEEEERTENHEEZWAATER
HAEHF AR ITTR ML, T RS

A% 0 T B 0 BN T R ) 5 T T £
HiAZ P SRR SO 8 F BRRIE R

PRI . DRRCR I, Y T K
R FH R A= Sl B, AT ) F R 2 TR it R
A FR IR AP BT 0 25 5 AR TF 7 W K1
BT, HE b TASREBERNILE, SEEY
OB A A A O A YRR I PSR (Bl e, JE#E
Wi B Fi, 2017). AR, Masters Hl Mishra (2019)
MBI FE 2R B, AR ORI, B0 A A AR
BN R R R A, A R A T
7 X S SR i, X A AR AR 2 Y R A
W SRR . BT AT AR AR S 7 i rh
RN SE FA D BE T LA B U Al B At AT 9 e S A
—E M E RN (E, HE IR 203 1 IR

7= ALY (product valence) T o 7= S ALY
T H G 7 SRR RN T R R IR SR A, EREEE
FERZ 0 9% 1A 28045 (Deng & Kahn, 2009).
X T AR R 1 7= i, O 22 A T AR TG
JEL VAR 00 K T 1) A TS R, T B AL 1
i ELAG R s 1 435 5 (Luffarelli, Mukesh, & Mahmood,
2019), Luffarelli %5 A(2019)A9HF5Ti0 & B, 7= 5
AR WL RE 7 A S LA AR . Deng AT Kahn (2009)
PRI E A B T 2 U236 o 77 i 2 1 0 B AR
(FEUR /3 W ) B 808 811 B 2B TP AT 1) 107 8 0, 2™
sty 5 DA O S RV R L A B, 7 R A T
CEAV I AR T Sk, R 7=
15 FUHH L B3R i — % (Deng & Kahn, 2009),

HPEA NEEER AT . TR A&
i i £, Sundar 1 Noseworthy (2014)& B, &
AT BRI A e 1 BR iR 1 e I R A T
Fo YPRAN T2 TE B YRR LS B, T4 2R
S S v AT R, A N H A 3 o e i
TP R Y T AR AR, TR T RORI RN i 2 [ 1Y
HE 5B £ (Sundar & Noseworthy, 2014), BRALF14H,
N F 2R A 2 R 9 A %6 T8 3 X SEAT Sy 1Y R
M, Kuvykaite 2 A (2009)a90F5Ea0TE i, SCHE
B ARSI U R R B 2 AR R
B2 U E RN F R TAER 5T,

5 MABRTREFWEREELOCEMT
ARIELER

ARSI —ANE G A A R HE AP R OT R
T 2 R Y 22 5, R A U P T R T
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FURPRARHESE o Sd o /i A AR B AT LR B, BT
WFFERT AR F A A T R B R TEARR 8 2, T HL
PIZRICRTER AR | AF I PLEI AL 5k B2y
B ASTE o K 4nin TRl e 1k AR B (Elaboration
Likelihood Model, ELM)# Bl ¥ fif B W 28 5T £ 7
KA R0

AR ELM, AT 006 O B AR A A Bl i
X5 BTN T AL ¥ (Petty, Cacioppo, & Goldman,
1981; Petty, Cacioppo, & Schumann, 1983), F.0» %
AR e R A 5 B 7 =X, A A TR R
2 1 SR UUIRPE R B b, 5 BN A AR B X
WCE AR  TTAE Sh B A2 T I 2 A 2x i
ZHIEATRE AN T, AT SC AR O R (s
BRI I35, IR AR R AN S (R
AN, #BAE, SK#RE, 2017; Petty et al., 1981),
P, fEZma R b, FE S RAK TR E S
23 LA TH B 1 B A B G, T S A Ak
JCR I T 2E IR AT AR, — RS
ErsE R, BR . B, TBREEE S A
TCER 25| K0 9 3 1A ORI E N 722 1k (Madzharov
& Block, 2010; Mai et al., 2016; Piqueras-Fiszman
et al., 2012; Vilnai-Yavetz & Koren, 2013; Yang &
Raghubir, 2005), X 850K 7614 9% & 80 G 2=
SR B BEH 4 B L (Butkeviciené et al., 2008), X4
PR A, T 8 T X 3 61 4 PR A B B £ 0 A1 R
HeA%, Xt e BSOS W R (Pallak, 1983).

MIILZ T, 5 AR TR FEEE I 9%
AT R A ) FAT A 2R o SO H L RS 4
(i, REL, 2016), AbHSCF N A FNEE B
s S I O AR AT IR BE N T (Pallak, 1983).
R A 40 AT RE AR, 9 2 R U iy
O BRI, 20 SCF UL IR AR B AT B T,
23 £ has B dE BT 26 & (Petty et al,
1983). AL, AAHTE F AR R E2 ML
T SR AR R RN T, AR AR B SR
PERIMT Y B AT . X R i A
FEICR S A BT 23 097 iR L SO B R
eI A% (Andrews et al., 1998; Bigoin-Gagnan
& Lacoste-Badie, 2018; Masters & Mishra, 2019),
ARG WA AR B R T DA S S B A
5% . Heln, 2% Silayoi £l Speece (2004) 4 ¥5 i,
PR R AR F R, T 2
T 5 AR e O R A% I8 5 M 2 5 DA L ) 115

o B, PIZEI0Z A B 1Y RRAE A 52 e 45 21
KE, MELE—EER

EAERBLE L, BT AR TR — il gl
SR TR s 2 A SEATL I S 00 91 % A 1 8 5 TR
MR Z A, EiEFRNARE T RO E S TEL
O BEEE AR (AR E 22 H. . [ IR )V E T
e, WA AR X FOR R — 7T
HIURAGHEIN A K, MRS A%t
RO IEA B A ER A AR IR S), TEM S
BB NEIRZRE, Wl 2R E AL H R
14 9 # (Becker et al., 2011; Mai et al., 2016), #—
J7 598 %% 45 B 10y B e R RS 4
T2 & UE B ), a0 A IR w i E;
T T8 o T 2 8 MR S LI AR 42 1 U 7% 1) 411
HEY) I (Argo & White, 2012), 7 B0 (19 2,
A28 TR ER NI 9 3 10 5% i B AT 3 0 B — e R AT
A58 3 K W) 0 2 A BRI SR SE R, ik St 1R
AMUE R E WS, T e i L
L] B 22 B 3L 6] 7= A= 2 0 (van der Laan et al.,
2012), BT ESCERBIM FEEHLH, HEvlHdhE
RAEHEBAE o R A L5 3 25 (7% 2l %
N BB EUANFRIERZE]W, SRS
RN EE B . SRR . BT DR
SR W) &5 77 AR 255 52 ) (van Rompay et al., 2014),
X— B KL, BTSN, &5 A E
FE TR T TR BN [R5 A5 2. Al 1 Tl B A
M DB GO 48, 2009; 5K 4§, 2017;
Macaluso & Driver, 2005), 7] i, ZF#HL i H28 H
TR T B A e Al 2 e T S8 4Rt TR 28
B, SRSk AT AR SR T B 4

PR TR 77 A ) LR s 25 I A R 4
X, 2B RENEm, ML TIES
B ITE, FIEF AR TR N ZEE L
RS 20, WER T 7 AmA N2, B 7R
BERREMRST . S50, AR E LT o R
5 BRI T, 2352 B RNHE BN TR
5 N B AUIRH 8 45 5 1F B B ) (MacInnis &
Jaworski, 1989; Petty et al., 1981), A B 5K, W
RAFITE I E AU S Z BT . &
B RS B NFIE F 52 I (Kuvykaite et al.,
2009), 42352 B[] H 3 FHH 2% 25 4 ATK -1
4 (Butkeviciené et al., 2008). (A1, K MAFFE T
O R T ) R R An el 8 01 F R TR
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FESHABTETETMN
HATER: HIER
BSR4 IEE
FEERARIE . TR FESREETE:
HHREBANNIHE BEFLAMER,
RERA . REMHH
HERA . RERA
QTS RFEHSH BRIEIERA ., R
______________________ HEAhT
S TR AL SR
FESH: P ERARIFER :
;ﬁ P AT TERBABE
9 i Ay : RIS MBS 2
}}g'{i i B RS B AT g I_Xﬂ'jﬂ:l%%ﬁ%\ BE
! ! ITHER:
oy | ZREXE L e
| BRISHINED
" ; BeREERE:
EER, k= : BAFSELSR:
R NEIT | T b YHERR
el T PELVRAY . AR
e b RARGEARE | TRBIEFMITRER:
""""""""""""""" ' FAT SRR
B5E . EREA
BERELERRTEYN
HATHER:
HPEAN NS
72 R BIAE FA

Bl AT Y R AARE 22

AR BN R/ S CE A ER S UT DAL PN (HRY
AR TH H AR AR ORIA IS

ik, ASCETARE S RME S HERITR,
MBS AL IS T gr A7 R B FAT o 4
SRAEA R LA A TR 0 R0 T 2 Y 2
M, A BT 3o 5 YO BRAL A L R A
A S EINTE W R X S OC R, B 1 &
BT R TC R BT ST R R AHESE

6 REKMREBE

ENEESATE R S-S REE-E-aiip A IR P2
FEME R RR S, AR MR T £ 5 M SR .
WA TE P B (Mai et al., 2016). TAKI(Ittersum
& Wansink, 2012). %17} (Argo & White, 2012)
S5, (HTEALE XTI 2 IR A i |
PRALSL TR I I 52 e R R DL N 8 2 e 55 07 T i
T — LIRS BARMTE, 3 i oK ke i
FEAT LA T AR A i,

6.1 HMRIFESHAETENHAR
6.1.1 HERARFRHEEENIFESEERT
FZHEREREMNIERE
PAFE BRI B 22 M DG A0 4 T 3R R (1 45

EA 2 PR 3R 25 52 W 6, 2% 0 3R 119 3 £ A AR D Bl AR
IEo BRI, B BG4 0 R SRR Y Ei R
TRV, TH 2 R B AR 7T BE LR R R TH 9
VEFE A RS o T E 1) BT 2 AT e S A )
T B0 WAL R 1Y 7 R o R Y T HE i
(Regulatory Focus Theory), 7% #& &2 2IfEitE
[7] (promotion-focused) Fl i B % Ta] (prevention-
focused) P ' 3 ML R 4 14 18 5 52 W (Higgins,
1997), Horr, T2 17 5 2 AT 2 A OC, HOCTE
SR PIRAERUR, RIS R, miEva
ST LU 2 2 0 A M A 3 LI S Y AR E JE
b, iR, Bk, X FIESHARNER
AGETE, 35 B A0 RE A R AR TH 2% & B B AN
i 5 P R SR DG (R i, BB, 2015), HETTHY
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T By ) 2 A R o R AR, A [ R 1) R
FTRTH e, X s W B T Re AR 25 57 -
6.12 HKRIFBFEEEAEZTREAREXNEE
H M IFERF Y

1M 2% & Il Jit (embarrassment) 52 24 7H 3% & B 3
H O 2805 WA R AP TE S RAFTE) 45 T i
TR, B2 80 B 8 52 2 U0 Y —FP st IR Y . 2R
RH Y% 26 Ik 25 (Dahl, Manchanda, & Argo, 2001),
IR — P 4, Ssia AR 28 1A
TEHEEh, JEXIE 2 7 AR S o A 2R AL
P Af 35K G2 A T8 B 2 1) O s, M AR B
o A0 2 55 T 2 A M T 114 DI T AR B A 7
Ko B, Y U AR B T A AR, T
B R 4R A0 A0 2 A TA TR T L2 ik W S 277 il ol o
R 195 2 B, 2MH 2R W 3K T S Y il
TR A R 26 IS, WA 3K S €A 4T 2 7 it TT
VIGE I e i fd . R R B, 6 I 1% % v (i
W STk 2 225 ) A ATTAG 18 52 40 O e = 12 A U 1) O T
DAL LRSI B, Baek, WIHEE, 2018;
Feinberg, Willer, & Keltner, 2012), i &g (0 f, %% 1]
DI R X A O BR . BAROR, SRE
A2 — JBCIE o e bR R A IR 2 R SO U o i
THEm), T LARZ W 2% i e (0l 984T, Bk
gL 2% 2 B A O IR R T R R B 2%
TP AETE AR A B A B At BN R RV R R
MR ARES, [FIAT T 9 57 B A
B, A BT R SR AT 0 SE B AL (R AE T, XU,
T, Z2RIE, 2016). HBLHEN, S 405 AT L
BRI P W IR 2, R &k a2 RA vl REAE
Rk BT B R W A 2 RN T (DA (0
MENG . TR MR, BN ##17 A
FeAB AL, IRl /T 2 o 1 ol i 175 28 1A
6.13 HRRIIFEFEHEEAEZTHEINERES

F Y B9S2 0

AR S RT, HEaE LR
AT DU R A6, EORAE N B A N
U8, ATLIBRARE . SN [R)ih S AR B A 0 LR AT
R I A ZERIFZE AT LA AGL 56 PR 1 48 5 77 i 28 00 i A
HLEZR, RIS &S S R A, R
WisG RO, ACHINSRIELRE:. Bof
RE T BT, Mo 2T mEERA 6
BE P R O FRAE, 5 R 25 SRS (Lee, Deng,
Unnava, & Fujita, 2014), K5 B EEIAREL X L8 )8

PERHE, BIRIASEARTE R . 45 R 5IRZ (LT,
el B, BRIR, 2017)0 M AR AE S R K - BLIE AH
VG C, T R 8 R R = W 2 JE 1 1 DG R
s, HRB R SRR A AR . H Ik, BA
040 25 1 (AR 560 i TT BB TE 329 2 UG . X —
BT HE T B AR ST SRR B T S A (R A
I LAk i 52 B A5 o
62 RERAERLVMEREENIESHMIEES

HBERTERARTREANEE

AT Y R 4 R AE T G R 5 BAR), ATRES
REMTH P8 MR T R R A, X E B AR IAE XS
W2 F R T FSCTF A A MR B B, 7EE R
AR, PRI S R 2B — R LB R
¥ 1 (white space), BIl—F0 {5 B o5 170 2 9
#2351 25 (8] T 4 [l 1 2 B (Kwan, Dai, & Wyer,
2017), InAAL%E A R FISCF AR F A S
Ha b, T 9 S e SIS BB (B RS 1 o L
ZE R, B, MR- bR CFEL . J
b, dhG B AR RAE BT 98 3 S X i 2 e T
I, WSCFEAD . B R 205t &0 2 Bk
HRALE N H IR, XEFNE R ST B
(B#, K%, 2016), NFEBAERIEVHBEHE ST
5 MATER A — S AR T, DA SRR
Pk
6.3 MREFEERHMR

RFAIRIE T WAR TR MRS A
TR AENEL G UEXEENIFRTE 2R R
TR —-JTTEMEM, KAEFFTUMNRFEITE
B AL AR AT R . A SCHEN, B 24 3E2E
A 1 TH AR A AT AR 55 T 2% 3 X G R 1 Y JRR
Mo BHERAEWA: —RHEEF IR ERA
e 2R, IRED T A AA, @
B I 2 A BE R AR U B 1 T T R S L
%, BEARTH 9% 4 A PR A5 B A9 % M (Ketron, 2018),
T 55 A% 4 2k b R B R DG BE, B
B, ZRARRIT AW R, RA RS A
1M 2% & BT 41 (novelty) A Rl o 247 2% 3 X A0 26 )
BT R L — e R BT, T BB S R [A) 5 M )
i 51 TR PEAL, S0 2 AN WA T A
WAL o B SE A 32 AR DA ) U

Bt R ZNKFEIEF IR DS HIE T AT
¥ LA E 15T !
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The effect of packaging elements on consumers and the underlying
mechanisms in marketing

LIU Wumei'; MA Zengguangl; YE Furong1
(School of Management, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: Packing elements operate to shape the way consumers perceive the environmental stimuli, which
can significantly impact their decision-making. We can also categorize packaging elements into verbal and
nonverbal package elements. Provided that much attention has been paid to uncovering the effect of
nonverbal package elements, the two different types of elements actually affect distinct consumer outcomes.
In general, nonverbal package elements are mainly responsible for consumers’ perceptions and emotional
preferences, whereas verbal package elements are mainly responsible for consumers’ behavioral responses.
Furthermore, the aforementioned effects of the two types of package elements are intervened by various
mechanisms including neurophysiology, cognitive processing, transfer of self-control and multisensory
interaction. On the other hand, characteristics of environments, products and individuals may alter the
effects. Future studies can extend this literature by investigating the effects of these two types of elements
on consumers’ awkward feelings, selection of transparent packaging and product appraisals.

Key words: packaging; verbal package elements; nonverbal package elements; underlying mechanisms





