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* &t % 4 7 (Conceptual Framework)

HRZGAR T F L RA RN FE IR HE:
EIREE S B EREEREK
LI

(MUK 2ER 24 B, Wit 610064)

W E OMAAREK FEZFHRITFAERELETFENENRLE, HRFRBERBEH LA
SFATHHE R R, ATERX—REGLES K, SR RI— R 5] B3 N AR BEAR 4 R 308 5 &
SFE. WESERERMYFEA, EERAXTERMIMMAFE, RFEABEAFTH S ZAMG S L5,
S5NAMRLEZHRZ RGO FITARE, AFRARBEAIBER>FTEZEZEERE LR P A BELEETEN
A, Bl R AR Sk, BRki, ARBAARTIBERS TR LT —FEBERT H R H0 LF 2,
B—FEELERT B8, ERABERTTHAMMTARRER: FHXMEPERLLE, ARBALA TR
HIEIEENL, RRTAREKR SR ERRE S TWAR, SIA LAY F, BHKFIRE AT H 005 %47
ARBHAAGE , EFEHR L, 5o LdelT F3FFRASNBARTHA LT ZHRFEL,

XER SFAER PREE, A, HhHas

%S B849: F713.55

o EE e FNHC BRI, 8P AR R LA 38 4 A
1 EER . o T o
PR SR RS o T XX — VAR i 1 38 4
HEW, THEBSEBMNY AR, HIRR FIK, Wl 5 IE R JT SR I o 2
AFH B B A E S TR 25, AR 4R E 5 T SR TNMAEIT N B &
HAE BRI 49 WIHERIE R, #E 2021 77 UL T R N4 3% 41 (Wertenbroch et al., 2020),
F12 A, FRE MR 10.3212, #2020 4F 12 TEA RALAS T B U N FRAbR A, B B4 i A
FHH 4296 J7, HIK W KRGk 73.0% [AEE, 4L A 5T SR T TS HeAn 2016 4F N5 JE (Y
PR, FE MR A ERMEHA R 28.5 4 O SRR ARIE ST R P R Ay, AE
I o T B AR SR R 2 (W I T FE R 2% L A TR A B S Rz e, B S 8 KisKis 7E
+ 43 5 B AR S AR 4 AT E S A (I R AR A, O b R # T W AR P BERTE B, IR T
AR5 Ml A 475 @ O TH 28 MR SG (Berger, 227 T AR E 2021 4F 11 A 3 HEER). &
2013), ML, 5G FARMZE LR, Z, NEHIZENAMESR, MAH AT L
G F IR W AR A BE R A T B R, R WA 4322 A OISR 5 a2 RO R
WEPEHETE, WA SRR T DU S R A
i G R Y 4% (4E 1k L Babié Rosario et al.,
Wk B 2021-11-16 2016),

* R K HRFE IS T AT E (72002143); HE WAL A AR A 24T g o fEE] T 2 A
FE 2Rl 0 4 T AT (20YIC630053); e 15 4% 3 ST AT B A7 12, ARE] TR

T 9k aong ot a0no frgt. THOIT AL BT I AR
% C06). AT 4> 2 58 45 Th A2 B 1YW ) 25 5 2 T (Barasch
BEEA: WAE, E-mail: jinfei0221@126.com et al., 2018), BT 254 W K47 A BRI T
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R, A AGHEAT o 2 0T L, an kAT Ep
%45 P (Moore & Lafreniere, 2020), .0l A
(Dubois et al., 2016), 1#4% K & fil ) (Consiglio et al.,
2018)55; Jr=E MY NS, AN R 1A 50 s 3 A 1R 55
(Bhattacharjee & Mogilner, 2014), HERZIEMcGraw
et al., 2015)%; 43 ZEXFZ A MR, Xt
ANYER B2, Xl A1 25 R 25 19 52 i (Barasch,
2020)% ,

SR, BEA G AENNTPR SR, g
W LR M ATH4T R, BT, 528
MAH K )4 Barasch 25 (2018)FIMFSY, A1k PRI
R B IR AR i 43 R RO A T AT
PRSI . BRI E, AT G A g
B> Z AR IR (vs. 1B HOA T H OR-AT)
BF, ZsPRRARFA MRk . R FE Dy R A
AN G S X A AP = TIH v E M AR E M
#E JE (self-presentational concerns), [A]H3[FM% T
AR M2 52 (engagement) . %W R TEAT AL E
B SRAEREEZ X, E/R T E0E kg
FUVE T BE B 2 AR T 2 32 (R g ey, AR U 31
I IG o H R FLAE B AN ST 00 Hh B3 oK a4
S 5N ER, SRSHERA —E 220,

FEAS AR 43 T 4 R —— O AR T IR Y 43
IR, RIS B W F AR, WA S
FRE TS B S, RARTE, HHE S ENE
FEARTCHT TR, G A AR 4 2 RAE
PSR AR SR e el 52 w3 9% I, 2 —A
St LI R S e Ry ), XA 9 AL AE —
AT E DR B W4 R AR 32 W4 3 B
(Lamberton & Stephen, 2016; Schlosser, 2020), 4
LM AT REME 5 R ME R RHG N, AnTE s A SR
55 (1) <43 2 BRI AR AR R B L LT 2% — o
F3 T B WERISTEORUL, 4 =5 3 41 R0 B b
A UL B 43 5 M 2 LTI 25 4 40 an s i +E 28 AR
A ) B LS o NS KO B 4 S A TS
F T UZAT ML, XGRS, 38 B
ITELRCAEMANE RN SRS, Bk
R H ORI E B I, SR E AR, DL

MR R4 (Berger, 2014),

H AR A SR A N AP ER I BE e &, B2 LA
— i L B Bl 1Y 205 B (subtly presented), g
AT M 75 A B B B (Bargh et al., 1996), T
B, AT BT A )t sS B R Ay R R

VBN 28 Atk 2 A0 8 S I A — i L DL 9 T 4 4
K, TEIH B PSR AR PSR, A el 52 i A AT T X
PRI S A B PR RS 7 P e AL A
S K Z R A7 RATA A SR/ E R R
MR Y4 21 2 1 A 4 SR 2 B AR O B R A LR ) 30K

FEMEERN b, 23 B ER ST PSR (9 4 2SR 4 TR AR
FEATHRE A B UKW, BARNE, 4
WA S AR Sy EER R R TH e AL AT
BRI E B R R, a3 R eiIx
TH 20 B SE I - U n] 52 A I B SE 67 R 2R,
LDART 52 M 1 2% 5 X PO £ 1 E 19 5% I (termination)

2 ERSMERIR

WRIEATH MR Bin SR AE, Hi1E
[ oA S I b O TR B 5, R IR 43 R A
KSRk
21 #HTBEFRHSE—/A BT

DI 5E 56 T T MIREL 25 400 1 45 B R A% ) 3 T
WHNE, RIS, TTRA AW N RHE
MAMBIAIRE R . NABFIERE, AMTTEES
FEHADTREMNGEL, FH—, SHEB. —&

&, LR, FEEEE . ANMENELN
B ISR IE S B F 3050 = . b Al Lee A1 Hong
(2016)3d# 1 %F Facebook I 402 /4~ J7 A 7E £k 8 A&
KW, FEEF 0 & 6e s Bl o L T ag
B W RN SR, RETE 4 M R 2 )
RETET oK, R It B 25 5 W R AR UM 265 B I e 1 2%
B, B, BRAEE . MNENZE IR ML
K, MNMIGF 5= BRI CE & . E3n . 4
BU . HABRAY . BREMAEL AR, B EX
FE B AE L N 25 AT LA L 43 52 38 A NG R A SR 1Y
IETE T % (Berger, 2014), 55 =, #Hafs B Mt
(AR ) bR 43 =2 fie 22 19 SO 4 ROR [A]
= RBURD @ P R AT g S R 81, Berger FlI Milkman
QOI2)RIUH A M GET e . A NES. ARIE. 1
FINELNERED AN EF 5=, iz
R4, T AT B bR SR | 5 R I KR
[, A ARFFHR B 7= AU 48 DL s A A
M)A B, WEEVEE R . BR TR =Rk
RIS R, B4R SR 5] AR ER (Heath
& Heath, 2007). DAFEBFGT R, 7EZeFie iR
O 2 ek, JoiB 2 F T i 2
), ERBERE A E, ok B 2 A48 i (Rocklage
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& Fazio, 2020).
22 #HRBEPMHIE—REIE

(1) B F 2 Tt (self enhancement)

AATHEAE — o g 8, $26 3 O E K,
TR B3, R SRR . BN IK
TR ABMTEE, AR E RS AR R,
M4Edr 332 3 REA SV A0 — A EZER
GEUF, ATEE, 2005), BUKshE AMIEL S5/
hEEARIES, BREEBOAT, T HM
515 BN REMREE TH%FH ERET
Zh#HL(Chen & Yuan, 2020), Lban, i TFFA% O
(WOM) Lt 78 # I AR AL 38 15 36 4 T 1Z (Berger &
Milkman, 2012), {4 2% # 0 2 15 BURIFIEE A
42T (Wojnicki & Godes, 2008), [AlF, 2443 =AY
MGG R R WEHANAT AR, AT A IR
T AL msREL, ROy AT VAR S T R4
H—ER, KW EIVELENA M HE R (Dubois et al.,
2016; Chen, 2017), N TH#RFAARIE LR, HHHE
B AN TR (vs. )AL (de Angelis et al.,
2012; Chen & Lure, 2013), 15858 (1035 M w7
SRR B E “7EAT” “in the know” (Berger &
Schwartz, 2011), 7EE X HIRNT, 15 2 B3 5
S H IR GBI B 2R, A% kA
B AR B, kE/R B C ARG £ (Packard &
Wooten, 2013),

(2)TE #4715 (emotion regulation)

MTHATE B2 A EEIPLEE S
WA BRI RAMEREARELEN T
AT i o] 1l - 250 T 5 — 16 5. MRS
TENE 265 F5 Bl U 1 25 IR (9 5 e 7 A 15 4 s i
XL 2 I TG R R R R T AR 1Y), AR T B A
28 Y V7 SI2 30 0 BT 45 R0 0 B (8RR (Gross, 2013),
3 o3 S A 25 VR 1 1) 5 22 — (Rimé, 2009) .
XTI AN S, it BRI SRR b= A4
B 4, 3 2 N5 S B AR B BN 1 4
P o Rala W I - -0 L v L e [ B 27 S
ik, BT 2H 0 E RSN EENIZ
—, TH R WA S s WA AL TR AT IR
S3SRE AT B, SRR AN L R 4
LEan RALEGH T, s A ar s, S5t A5
RES SR A TS 25 . 90% T 283 1A 5l A 43
FHCWEERE A B TR A O, &
NBRZEAE Y, A 45 Al 2 AT G =2 57 THD 1% 46 1)

FIRRE . FEE AT G T, DR RO
BRI e B I O, LUE RIS R
i T (Wetzer et al., 2007).

(3)fi& B3 (information aquisition)

NV 200 53 b — A BB PR IREUE B .
TH % 038 B AN O AR SR AT 4 B A0 o] ff P e
i 1 WS i g 1 | NG N 0 ) B T AT R 7S
BURE, Mi1Fsha= A Mk, 5 —Jrm, M
P B AL T LU S E B PR Lan, AT
HYIEPET] REJF A N FL, IWir e AT E b, 5
L N ZE 053 5, T 2 3 RE U8 AR AT — L fig i 5k 2B )
U DIARRY 2 BT 0 22 £ B 10 At e ol
() R ) 9 2 F TR By AE M2 5 40 55 A LS
(Kim et al., 2021),

(41 2Bk 4k (social bonding)

H TP E B TA R HE ST N 4E 57 5 A A B4t &
KRBALHEAT RZ —, HEHAPRIEERE
A0 AT 0% AR FF IR R AT IR G0, R SR
IR —FERE NATTBR R TE— R I AW SR APRIC R .
PEAL A P 46 PR A v A0 3 2o A 3 IR e 3
[RGB (R 7R 8 N SR At 25 TR 4
POE MR RS, DA o A S HE R . L
n, AT A A2 4 09 15 B 57 56 & (Chen,
2017), 75 H 3Rk 0 AR D TSR At 23 BR A5 1Y
Pl —LEAHC TR SRR, stk B EE
B EIN - EAELN AR EZ LB, Libert
F Tynski (2013)WF5E R A ZEAL X P, 3840 AR 53
FEI5] B PR D4R DL R 28 08 AT AR ZR N 2
MY A

(5)F i (altruism)

AT T T AT AR B0 A AT AR A,
Flf 2 AT AT I BB S, A B A5
FANNE R AR BN T H B AR
= A8 Fl (Berger, 2014) Hein, FE4E3Z R4 I
HE-ANRNBIHENE BRSNS, 4% —
o A UL A SCEE AN 2% ) 45 Ligon F1 Schechter
(2012) I\ R S HL 5 # 22 (4 BBl X +E A2 R 4% i
AR S 5T HIEMK ., W5 (2016)
A A it S A B AT, MEREBES L
b T Ak 8 O F 3 36V 9k B AR B R AT N R
Wl S8t T T AR AT S S, RIA TR
WOl & 22 5 R R Aa RIS A W RAT N
B 1 RSSO il & 22 G R I S
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e RAT ARG 85 KA T L& T 0
AL BB
23 #HRFEEPHLSE—IZEFERNZI

—IfFETF 206 4~ fMRI fIC5HT & BLAE 540
FH AT SR FI G Bz 2 016 s IEAH G, TE
BT AT 53 2205 B RE S 45 4 22 38 2 R FXUR AE ThT
B4 {H (Bartra et al., 2013) . #7848 55 (2014) 3 F 4
FIEEI, TR gl | R
AX D ZEEARNRE D EZ W, &=
R B0 A B TR A, 4 OE I AR
B X 43 AR N R 2 B IE 1 2, R
T 5 B OO LAY I % o Berger 1 Barasch
(017) 73 M1 T AMTAERESSIEA - % A1 1) PR 42 B,
Z AN N HBLE K K] Fr (candid photos) i AT
ek, PR EREARXEA, 51144,
Valsesia il Diehl (2021)& BLAATIA A AR LEAE 4122
PR b 22 R o3 SE A I N LU B A 2 7 i 1Y
N E E 5 (authentic), IMIXRATAIEN R B 4T,
2.4 WRARIF

ISR B 2 R Ak 8 B 5 1 Y B T
B, S EX - FEREINGERNELE, 720
S| W = N i B vl R NS I 7 NV R
h, XA —Jr AR g TR R R, &R
FEFT B AW B AR S5 RS, 55—
WAR2E T TH 25 N, AT B REAE AT 2 I AA 1
RIHDIRE . e B A R4S R, HH
WAL ZE AR, 0 A 22 R B4 1 R 2% 0 ] = 4 37
P, E T RELE Al T SR I LA JaE UL 1% 971 TR S,
TE BEEE R LAl T AT e 85OR FH Ak sS iR, R iR T
25 I (R R

LA KB A5 I T Ak 3 dE A v ) o 22 T R
AR Z T, AT o> 5 NI 2 2 T, K
HET SR, PLEIAZE R, X AR X
PGS TP SR SUARL S, #1750, 2,
AR AR, T2 E T BEAS T MBS 1 1
E, W FEAENRR SR, AR RS
W, ZFEHRHE IR SR G —0 57, b
ESR R R SR B RS Fr 2R, TRC &
TEHET A Ek, XSk i — A AR
EITTARE . BT XA RR, ABHEX
TE I 2 5 WA Y UL SR bl B Ak sS R AR,
PR EATXE 2 EH AT s A g5 SR AR i,
FEXRT 7= i B DGR AP SR 2k

3 ®WERiE

AT IR A TR 9% 35 P S i vl 3
1 58 AR 23 SR 2R RS SR AT MBS R, S
BLH, AR, B0, B IRIRE. JR b
FEAT AR 53 =2 LR BT 28 3 Al SR 15
PUAE 56 T4k 32 AR 2 =2 1 Y 9% 4 TP AE D3R I 19 4
BT Ok B B B2 ) (A Lambert et al., 2013;
Tamir & Mitchell, 2012), FAT7E M IERE LR AR
R 1At S R BT B R T] SN AN o Al
SRR, #1438 EAAR 4y 2228 AN 52 i AT % AR
TR NSRRI UL SO 7 DT B
HIZERAE, AR R RN Em T A &
2

HK, fR O R AR Pk i ag
RS ER R EE R NN . BRI R D
R DGR TH % 38 DR e A v 1 4 = IR A 52
M AATA/R 56 (Barasch et al., 2018), {56 T 4k
SRS EAR R, UHERBN rELER, kKE
YE I I EEDL I AR AT BRI M ke . B AR AR
FHEPLE T Re 5 A DH5E ) 12 AN Y ED 48 B iR
—HREAEWARZES, Wi, BRI S =
LRI NAENLHR AT H S I Rl 2 [a) i,

BJE, RMEZANH SRS JoR it sg
WA Sy 2 R R AEAE R A TR Lk 2 AT
SR B BRI BT X N R 280 (47 3% 2, TR 2%
KR, JORBATR B By, A sg i oy 228 R A W
s SARVER .

I F R B AR SR A H AR, AT H %50 B
T 5 T B A wrall R /N 532 9
DR UL R R LR R
31 R 1: HTRESZE R~ RBHZIT

YLl 5 At 2B s Xz —
AR AE 72 T DI A S AR AR IR, X — 4805 L
TPARTEZ DA, (TS BET R AL T 1Y
MR RGRBEN AW 558 1 E MRt
IR ER R, U R 2 R (B4 38 BA PR
PO TC B b IR T 2 1 A 3 B 3R I (public
self awareness)Hi &, FRIE T X 7= i 48R 1 5210

NHEARERENREGE SRR A E—
Mo N, URMAEZEACKHIT . AAFRK
BRE S AN RE R, Ju AR
T A C o Uk, G, AT & R B Fh &k



ESRp

B 3E AT AR AT RN 2 AR BRI B Rk 1789

AT MR AL [ A FIARIE 42 (Scheier, 1980),
WA [ R RS A A 1 BN G4 AT R IE
HASE, ARLe/A 3L [ IR B RER ZL A N 25 5 Fe 4t 58
AR | & A REAS R H QA SRR KR R
B4 H (Shim et al., 2008), % fi iy P 25t 38 FLAK
(Bazarova et al., 2013),

BRI HTIIBEFE N AT A TR —A
B, HZIEmTEE MR Carver &
Scheier, 1981), {H&HOkE L W5 IAH H IR =
PUZ AP 5 [ FAHCAE Bt A, AT
B2 2 S (Hull et al., 2002), FEth, SPF4H/NEY
AN IR R R BRI R AT A A IRE
W e, BRI HHL. SIS RE TR
AR B R AT A 3 B F I (Rochat, 2018).
WA BTN EA Fe(vs. BT B 5P
A RBEPES AN S [ & &0 AT
(977 fh (White & Dahl, 2006), 4 A 14 w5 12
I [ IR, AT AR S A R U A G
HEEEUR . B2, A/NRANRE R A
TEIAE S 1 B AR 4R THIN 2 5 i Ak B IR
I S VGRS P N S B i A B S
I QISPINTIE57 8

FEAS UK ) T B R R, LA S 3 3 R
A% ) Z M ARAE, S AT A 3k B IR R
BET — A% {1 19 F & (Barasch & Berger, 2014;
Berger, 2014), fEA SRR PRIRTCAAARFE R 4R,
AT 2 ) S SO A e — 7™ il S 7 1l il A
JRARHAC . an—o S 2 A B s, SkEik B
O =SS BE . TERFSE 1 o, FRATGTEAE A
PR AY ZE B AR T I DU T A S8 IR AR UG 7 i %R 1)
TR ol R N TR 128 22 K
(subtly) 52 M AATT A e P A B, DA TS S0 AT X
PRI 26 IENIRATHTE TR, SRR A R
REAE 3 2 AT A 36 A & (Morin, 1997), H
I TR AT HE T AL 5 BT A AR AR A2 DL 75
WA BRRE A CRESA, At AR,
S T A A AT % 7 i 0 %R . T B AN B
I S R 1 7 it 1) At A 23K L © B R AE A
TR (Belk, 1988), o238 1 A M 3K 4 7= & ke #
WX IRAT 2B N PRI, ARSI T RE 24 AN
TEANRT, TH 9 E S A C B ik (Deutsch &
Gerard, 1955), 18 2% & —J5 M2k S IR 2645 H B
Gty SR A0 TH R ) 19 7 i (RUAS & 307, undesirable

products), 73— J7 T 2 FUR TR AR LL RE 4% 7= A 1F
T AR 1 & RN Y 7= i (BD & 3 75 b, desirable
products). Fb U, AATEHLREDR L 544 2 i A1
SEHY 7= i (Dubois et al., 2012), BEFARLEEENL B
3V B 77 B (Ariely & Levav, 2000)E(3% A
V@ B 77 i (Chan et al., 2012)%54% , il #38
UL B T 3 6T 77 i 2 8 7 A B s T AR ) 5 i
2 BV B X2 5T L AT TE S R B
A FH A J2 1 1 A 0 (LI 1)

AR ELR

1 BT 1 RHEZR K]

HL: 7= & O 41 S8 R J S22 R RS 5
T 238 X 7 i Y R

H2: #E A8 I A 73 52 2 BT 7 i 24 1) 52 Wi i
SURTE R A /NS S = w AT (22 I 4 R L3 N Y
LR (vs. AR ZL R TIHE A
A RBI, SETTRZ 0 T DX 24

H3: 7 i & 2 Pk (desirability) I8 55 H1, BB, Xt
TA B, MRSy E AR T T 2 X
PRI HR XTFEAEA B b, A sClEAAR r E AR
RIGAR T I T 7 0 %85
32 HiER 2: HLEESELRITRFLIEMZMm

RV O R A S AR BT T 5 ok E AT
ENGAE B, H AR 4> AR POk B R 5 1 4 K
AT R B Ok b 2 g F A, H AN AR EA,
BrE AR S e 2 R 4 R B A R fe R AT
B2 F| [ OB EEE] (André et al., 2018), T H
P2 NBREL A8, A d e 2% AT 21 3R
SRERER . WEEEFN AT O AT A0S B, A A
W H YRR B B o BRI & SR 152 A
AL RETE SR AR BRI 2 5 A8 by, T HLAE T 9%
TR SR R B AT O B R AR B M R R . e,
T 1) W 4% R % S ol B2 2 A 1) TR R G
TEW YRR rh, V858 2 DGR B R 3 TR 1 v
YT SR T HE A 1) T R IR 7 i (SR s A5 K
I, 7 5 B0 A R T R SRR 1 LAt = (B3 ) o
i ATl 57 ok 3 Fof ol st 220 W 00 25 ) ) 00 1 6
BB S IS

— BB ff 5 K BURHE AN T R RE ) A R
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) TR st 3810 T X6k AATT %) R il (Wertenbroch et al.,
2020), —LB4p A B T #E SRR ALE 1) 18 5
e, T RATREREARIX L, EATHEMFET
AR AR, g4 s shopinprivate.com AL
AR AR AR R, A E IR B, EefA
TR TR T 2 S Al S R 5T T AT 5
g A1) B 32/ (sense of autonomy), 7EILFER |
5 R B YRR AE 0% 57 TG SR

ERANEEANNETINZ —, HFES5A
T FER B i AU DIA 5 (Kim et al., 2015). PUAE
T NBLUA, O, PR MERET A EE R
PEIA SCHk, FATAMRE S0 A FBIE RN
i1k B © 8 8 A 5 4F 5L 52 T (Wertenbroch
etal., 2020), 5Tk, W 9% FHALAECTE A S NTERY
Bz, M TS, A A RS
FTIX 53 (Feist, 1999), ABASTE A #1 A Ay LR R
— BB IR ARSI S 2 N T X
156, O — 7 it 55 9 2 A W — N s AR,
A =2 32 & (autonomous  entity) B9 AR BE A1 . HL AN,
AMISEZNAIMMERFAD, SKUER
(observer) (ARTE AN FIAIA B { AR, BT
&, N S5 ) 2 5 g ST 3R, M
H O ARl N 0 B 2 36 [ A 3 B0k R
(Hardin & Higgins, 1996), Ik, PAHHFFE t 32 A
AT 2 15 A AT ) 28 B AN AT Sy At A O /A
FIFEEE, AT 7EOBUR S Bl A 2258, B4R
K4t (illusion of transparency).

AR R R BRI L K 2 KRR
M ATTHY B 3208, B3 2 35 BT Ak A9 R [ By
Bt . Ped H (process stage) b J& Bt 5K J (outcome
stage)o FLARTF, K e RIE N E R TELL
BRI, AT A . JORIEHHEN
EHBHECREEEE, MiFC &R, i
PR BCHE T WA R TS K PR SRR Y X I A
TIEEMEmLE, BRI C 2T M.

FERIE ISV A ) AN S SN (R PO W= e Brire e <R i
BEE, AT EAETN e e g b, midkk
W e B, T X AN R A B i sk (n
Lichtenstein & Slovic, 2006), HAn, 78 %% miH F|
AATT A R SR Ao B R S e R W T i 4 A+ 06— 221
josk, AT A R0 PR 2 I T R L Ak A e
FaT PR E . BN, oAk T
QAT A A, R AR A O R, (RS 3%

FH7E TSR AY F 3R R /R JBUE (self presentation concerns)
FIHR 3R 7241 8% (accountability), % K% T4 3%
HIA EHEEOLA 2).

PRI, Y9 2% 38 45 TR AR R UK B AR,
TR A rp B+ S ARy LR T RE 27 R AH I
PIVER .. (EEEDAERFSE, A5 2, AN

H4: Pt 8 b ik S AR 7y R AR T
AT A FE, SO g L IR

PRI BBE
PR s, PR R

| zopmssag Pl aEm | wst |

F 2 W52 HELRE

4 IBigHyE

Bi—, MWBFREX GO, AT H O TE 1Y 2
BB DR R B R A AR S IR Sy AR, iR
TR AE B AT, WA R e
W26 A5 B E—1Fi, B, EAREURAT A
W——E M IRATH WS EE WAy . LUIE
KBS T 983 el i At 22 L4k, alisy
ST IAY 253 T DL A 43 S 1 ) B (A0 de
Angelis et al., 2012; Barasch & Berger, 2014; Chen,
2017; Chen & Lurie, 2013; Dubois et al., 2016), {H
RRATBF TN AR AR A WY
FEACHEARAR ) BEAE 7L 2 & DR R AR, A
TR HES SRR AR e A 5, X —
WFFERT LRI T 35 R OC T4k AC AR R 5 v 1 15 2L
73 55 AL BE Pk AT 52 R 3 9% 47 O B9 BIF 5T (Berger,
2014; Stephen, 2016; Yadav & Pavlou, 2014),

9, WBERALARE, AT H WML EN S
B RBIHURREAR 3 3208 5% B AR IR T A A AR 43
SRR SR AT o AT H ARG I A
WFE A LLR P SR ST ATES X AT R 3R i
M, — J& T AL 4H I (accountability concerns; %
R W Lerner & Tetlock, 1999), F 2R S 2 T
AT A 23118 [ OBt , B 2
TR Z AN E (Baumeister & Leary, 2017), [
Tl A B O B 4 — B (AN Tetlock, 1983), ik
PR 24 B 7 i (Andreoni & Bernheim, 2009),
R B TR P (self presentation) BBl . BT AATESE
IR A CAEM AT B R AR E T %, i,
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S S EN R TR S o (HA, FRATIIBTLLTE
WFIE I, BUA BIFFE DG B AR 2 11 2 3 12 R I
SN, SETE ) B TR S5 i) iR ST A FE R
AR E SRR S F R, E5K, #52
WKy R R WAL 28 5 A 5 AR &2,
X5 ARSI AA R R B B RIS
A (entity) 15 o DAAEBFTE L & B4 AT 5 3
S AOCIRIS, 2R A AL A, I8 A B gk
Z A H C B8R F1 (Shteynberg, 2015; Smith &
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How sharing on social media influences consumer choices

JIN Fei
(College of Business, Sichuan University, Chengdu 610064, China)

Abstract: With the growing popularity of social media, review websites, and e-commerce platforms,
consumers can increasingly share their consumption choices with others easily. To follow this trend,
companies put sharing buttons, employ hashtags-rich digital communications, or directly prompt consumers
to share their purchase experiences. The current research examines whether, how, and when exposure to
sharing cues (e.g., social media buttons) during a purchase episode influences consumer choices. We argue
that exposure to sharing cues promotes impression management motivation and decreases sense of autonomy.
Based on these accounts, we examine two consequences: product interest and decision termination. The
current findings contribute to social sharing and give insights to how digital environment affects consumer
behavior. Managerially, the findings demonstrate when brand-led efforts to prompt customers to share their
purchases backfires.

Key words: sharing on social media, image management, autonomy, consumer choice





