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CAERIBIE R L3 5 TR b bt 100875)  CIHRRFAFE TR JLat 100084)
CALTIMZS LR K2 2 0 B2 B Jbat 100191)

BEXFDIEDT ST 5 B0 . SR AT B2 MG <ol LB DA BT AF TR 2, TR R . % 18
MAEFIARRERHL B Z S BT I &, Sl 17T 2 MU A AR A 1 1L 3 35 BIL AN SR . BFSE R,

ob 2y

He K

MR E R R, R

HRBEHL 22 B9 A7 R SRR I RIML 23 9 A b THTU8, At Rg i i 22 2 IR i

AR s a2 B AL 2 I R, Xt AN HE DA A 380 3 A P o T AP D I e o — 3 e R ol 31 7

FHHR AR

A TETE, WHLE, 2200 BUlG

B849:C91

1 55

AAER AR B2 A5 R T — Dl
Ja, AEEEZHE - MR MUREILSH RS
(Tykocinski, Pittman, & Tuttle, 1995). i1, 14 2%
Bt T RIEGE TG S5, BN A /N R A
SOEE AR ACE T 3K . B AT 4552 75—
ML, el SRR ML 31T I, ™
A JE (AN Tykocinski & Pittman, 1998, 2001) ., #i2k
(Tykocinski et al., 1995), Nz{H(Zeelenberg, Nijstad,
van Putten, & van Dijk, 2006) 4858 . b T kEG =4
XUEREGE, NTTERFEAER . AMENEHAEF 2
K& P van Putten, Zeelenberg, & van Dijk,
2007, 2008 Ay 1), -5 il FH el ok TIRZ
B e S, UNAEIR I SE (U0 Tykocinski et al., 1995)
TCF LA L2 (A0 Tykocinski & Pittman, 1998) .
a5 4 ML (A Zeelenberg & van Putten, 2005)
B o DRLIHO A A 000 0 R 3 A R B A R R
ARERL,

JL F /i 5 PR IS (prospect  theory, Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979), 1H 2% & IY 4k £ B T 1L 301 5 fr ik
Z R Z I T, TH B R R AL S e ANVE s vk

WA F 4: 2013-01-21

A7, R H T S R L2 it £ AL
2R AT U BT S 80U (van Putten et al., 2007; 2008).
i BA RTAE R EE Y EEE T <[l
P A ff, BIA [l sl i 583 5 0k 2 i e AL <%
A F A A, TR A Rt M A i i S 25 RN A
KM% (van Putten et al., 2007), XFh <[F k¥ 4%
YRR A S —Fh e 5 B IR AR, S B 3 B BT
wfar fifi Y ETAL 2 5 I ML 23« L KB (decoupling)
b BARBPLEI RIS ALTE . fEm it Bl E R
ANHf E PR BB R B, BRAICHT S PR L2 i AT b A
P (van Putten et al., 2007), B3N] EHLLE] A O
B HE 25 (Arkes, Kung, & Hutzel, 2002; Butler &
Highhouse 2000; Tykocinski & Pittman, 2001; van
Putten et al., 2007; Zeelenberg et al., 2006), It4},
R ORI A AT LA S 3 AT BE S I A T S (van
Putten, Zeelenberg, & van Dijk, 2013), I7E 4 HiHL
23 G N AT 3 5 3R] DL D M AL 2 S5 RS R ML
B ELEE, DT FEARASAE M ¥ 1 R 52 (van . Putten et
al., 2008; Tsiros, 2009),

SR, BETInlsbF b5 iy i 19 5 i e 52 B HH
HH A AE PR 7 TH E SR A, — R R R A R BN
VE R PE R SEPR G o BUA D5 e [ml ikt L 450 2 2L
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B MREE BUTE T JS PR IR BL 2 I 2R B 22 S S LY, 6]
n, 7E van Putten % (2007)(BF5E T, Friitiwn s
PL2s I T8 A A T R4 A (B2 8 —), sl AR —
E U I I 25 A REAS B (SE 56 ), X SEPR BN T
WAL RS 1, AIERIIR AL S B . i
van Putten 55(2007)HY 5% 5 = R W] G WL 23 A1 S AL
2 58 42 AN [R5 8 7 it (g 1 A R ) o BOE X
SE I F AR REAS IR S AT AL 2 S AL HLER,
TE 0 B T S BORAE 15 1 RN /Y 22 5002 B 35
(Tykocinski et al., 1995), AR FH 3L bR g AE R
PEPERT . AT RE AR AT S R ImlaE LY
A 5T R W R e 1 B AN W] Y I K 5 (van
Putten et al., 2007), BHE {5 H Fr st 01 ) 2R 5
(van Putten et al., 2008; Tsiros, 2009)3 S FLIH A
YERTEYER B RY, X LE5EMmE By 7= A2 0 5 R 2 — it 2
RRAR T I8 2% 5 0 B E AR 0 W SE T BB, 20 5 4 X
T 5555 4 AT e HL43 (Tsiros, 2009), Hidk Al I,
[ 3 Ll A0 R VA Y SR AR S B B O T AFAE JR) FR,
X AN DAy e ) 80 A S B

HREYE BT S0, T R E AN LA K,
i 52 B8 5 5% (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), AN
S BRAL, Br AE AR RY UG R 2t 3 LA
(2 RS B AT LU BN 1Y, ] LU 24/ (i
Ordofiez, 1998; Ordoénez, Connolly, & Coughlin,
2000). 1 B R IFOL G AE B RS R, L
HR A Jit PR 7E K bl A2 B B v A o 25 4 2R O AL
2> | (Tykocinski et al., 1995), i Z0% 7 HE&H Rk
V-2 R B AE (G RS K)o BRI, A
YE R rEPERY 2, B 7 a8 5k e iy A,
Al PR 5 BB OKF- S AR U T2
AT 5 B0 AR TP AR D S Y AT L2 5 3 2 e AL
SRS b, REASE 1S R AR Y I el a7 R T
“I) 55 AR LR LU B R AR, T R SR R B O
ATl WS e S I, Rl m A
T A Y BRAE FN AR 2 BREORTEAR 2

W2, MIHBEFRER TILEE, HIEER
TE DR T v T BT & 1Y A8 B 5 A B 2 IR A
BUBRAAE Rt PR A AW BIF9R o, I 2 R
TEAE RAL LIS, AT5ER B A [a) 2 B 1 <A Sy fht )
(van Putten, Zeelenberg, & van Dijk, 2009; van
Putten et al., 2013), Fitt, M4H 38 E HX S ATHLE
IF, Gn SR AE 5 H AR AR SR 1 H B B ORI BL 2
fa B, WiEE LW RAE—2W i
(accessibility-diagnosticity model, Feldman & Lynch,

1988; Lynch, Marmorstein, & Weigold, 1988), T
AR DX TS B 2 B H A2 W I, T 2R
k] BETE IS R OKE LS TE N 2 5 B
AR, PATITCAS PR B2 R i (G 5 R L2 TR B
HFI W (Ordéfiez et al., 2000; Winer, 1986; {i] 571z,
TIKHE, 2006). A5 2% 5 Be LA “Inl i &/ 1 BE X
FREf R BB HLSs, Rt RAT R ML s, 52
RS AAE Ay ¥ 1 B T

MAZAR AR A, AWESEAE It R WF 98 i SR Al L,
KR T SEs ik, RGBT T ISR
KSHEMEZES AT, AMENTEES LI
55 0 AT BB S AZ 2 s B . BE SR A R R, T 2R
R Y RTHLZS I, AR RESE Y H B AR M A&
KRS S A HE, 84 B ARt i 5] 7
Wos 4w, T 9 ANV i Mk 25 o 3505,
AR R R R ML Y BAS TP, o Refgfid
"2 5F D EE R A YRl 5] 7
HEAT B B W AT DS, AR S ¥ 1 Y B il
AW ST W 4578 AT LA R 5B 5 0 B RO e 2%
TSR IRE, WU ANE A TS A R e P A £
A 2

2 S [N (B

21 AMEAEMYEREERILRFH

ANE R TEPERORL I G ANTHE R T — DA
WS I RIIR L2 R, TERZEEMIMHLE EAREAE
A B AT 7] (Tykocinski & Pittman, 1998, 2001;
Tykocinski et al., 1995), XFIRIESG LML 2 55,
Tl e U B, M2 A
W1 1, AATR A SR AR AL s i e %

N, Tykocinski Z5(1995)& P, [RIFE X L 1E
H S 100 35 TCMIK 10% (90 38 70) 3K 5 S HL 2,
FEIR 40 SETTI KL TR 28, S5 80 360l
SEHLAS AT SRR LRI S A L, 2R ER
AR EA . KRR, AE e 2
—FPAR IR A RN, AR T A TR B i Y
SRR R ARG G o WK . #5
JBCESESE MR | AT AR BSR4 (Arkes et all.,
2002; Butler & Highhouse, 2000; Kumar, 2004;
Sevdalis, Harvey, & Yip, 2006; Tykocinski, Israel, &
Pittman, 2004; Tykocinski & Pittman, 1998, 2001;
Tykocinski et al., 1995; van Putten et al., 2007, 2008;
Zeelenberg et al., 2006; Zeclenberg & van Putten,
2005),
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o £ AR5 O T AE 18 P B0 BATL ) 32 22
BPEMR . — NP Bt &, A A5G
e HL23 J T X A BIL 2 AN Ay 1 D IR i R e i gk
e J M (2N Tykocinski & Pittman, 1998, 2001), HA&
M, S R A R A HE Bk 11 D S 14 (anticipated
regret) F1 ik ikt 4 55 £1] 1) J5 Hf§ (experienced regret) M
i (Sevdalis et al., 2006; Tykocinski & Pittman, 1998,
2001), 55— 2B BE MRS B2 H A, A AAT]
s I L 23 5 T X R A I 23 ANAE Sy i Dt DR A (AR
fi(devaluation, 4l Zeelenberg et al., 2006), HIKAL
WAL I E, B 2 BT 2K (perceived loss,
Tykocinski et al., 1995), BtAk, A —LEWF 55NN
LRI PO B RV EAE T, DR AEAS R Y
AT FECT AT (Arkes et al., 2002;
Sevdalis et al., 2006; Zeelenberg et al., 2006),

KT AMEREPER T G R (A0 Zeelenberg &
van Putten, 2005), X T & 48E FE R E KU, Wi
A IR R 5 W — R S IR, o 2
BB 9 B 22 His A T A B R AN VR SR P P A A A TR
WHIE R | RE R DR AEIR R A S
PR AR B RS A, W8 R T N s R TR T AL
il A0 5€ W% (Tsiros, 2009; van Putten et al., 2007,
2008), X EEHFIE R A RAET, BRIRATE TG M2
T 5 RIS 0 e = A m, R4 Mk S it
EAE R0 LB RE S AR A AL 2 B2, DA
MREAAE R b R B R . BT —Hi A, 2
bage | 1 B e ol S E W R Sy I R OB Z ol o e
HI L2 5o 85 2R B9l 2“2 K™ (decoupling)
(van Putten et al., 2007),

“R R E S H Gourville I Soman
(1998) 42 t o MR FJi. 0o BRIK 7 B i (Thaler, 1985, 1999),
P22 Gy Bl s BRI 5 W — AN P AR SG, BT
S 5 90 R A BB (coupled) 7E — AL (Prelec
& Loewenstein, 1998), KM7ELF3C 5 N EL &R
FEBE R Y P FAFRE <2 0CHR”, PR L RE IS 4 =
P& 3K P2 P (Gourville & Soman, 1998; Soman &
Gourville, 2001; van Dijk & Zeelenberg, 2003), van
Putten 55(2007)IA R A Ry 115 MR8 =2 Bl LA & A= 1)
— AN EE R R YRS 5k LS R O
RAE—ES, DA I o 2 ORI s B A% ik 55 0o 25 HL 2
AISZIR o 22 T Ll 2 A 08, Bk
i BRACYETHLS S KA 0 nT e, anik e
WA HL 2 T AL 2 P AN AS [3) 2000 04 7 i (R
YL %, van Putten et al., 2007); BRI {kid Z=HL A0

fFE, Wik e ik KL< 0258 o 9 A% i 3145 19 (van
Putten et al., 2007); 0124 AiAL2 Flad LS00
PRPR B, 0B E /S IR AL 23 & A T AN [A kT
(Arkes et al., 2002), B3 E A5 P A2 0] BE A a]
B K (Tykocinski & Pittman, 2001; Zeelenberg et al.,
2006), Bk AE Hif i IR HLEs AL A 7] (Butler &
Highhouse, 2000; Zeelenberg et al., 2006), =i & it
FEER ML IR A XL 2 % (van Putten et al.,
2007), TEIXLEELSPFT, 11 988 2D i HL 2 5 5
PMLE Y ORHK, FORVE TR s W BRI, thsh,
T4 0 AT 3 16 1 AT DA B« % S B9 A H (van
Putten et al., 2013), K& A 3130 A 38 N2> {fi 14 2%
TR e, I RS SRR
BLs SR T LR, ANAE A P M 1 5 e A5 D) Jsl 4%
(van Putten et al., 2008; Tsiros, 2009),

UL E [BUBRAT DL Y, 3 ek <« 2 SR I 52
T [0 ik LU B2 AR A IR A SR AR TR S L P R R 1Y
Mlas b, R—FemEaE RS RS A ., T
PG I 72 A B0 AN AR Sy 15 P 9105 SR 6 7 S B s ] vh
FEAEIUA T T A TR, — 2 B8 T AR R 1 M 3500
T W ) S BRE 5% . B0 9T HR T e e SR e
W 32 B O HI S WG IR AL 23 1Y 25 S RIS AR 5
B, s TRIRPLS US| J)(van Putten et al.,
2007), B8 8 590 ET S ORIl 2 Y i A R R s
A J5 PO IR ML 2 B9 SE 5 (4N Arkes et al., 2002;
Tykocinski & Pittman, 2001; Zeelenberg et al., 2006),
AR T TS PR AL H a7 i 28 (van Putten et
al., 2007), X L6554 A 1A FEAR RE A 3] 1] 3R Y FiT AL
S RIS B MERN, BEARFEFZ 4R
Y R 1 POV 0 52 B 5% (Tykocinski et al., 1995),
TOETREX RIS R L E A S R . O
A5 <<l LA ) S5 IR O A 1 i B A R Y
WL&251F(van Putten et al., 2007), ZL7EM4ATHLES T
A R AL 2 T H bR LR E AR (van Putten et
al., 2008; Tsiros, 2009)2K 5¢ /i, iX¥f ] AEFHHIIK
Bl2s i B ARTEI A T 3 0y BUREAIR, 117 25 56 4 X T30
B A i LT ML 23 (Tsiros, 2009).

A, TEZAA T RZIEH S M E . R
PE 15 B 18 (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979), TH 3% 4 A%
PR LR A IR o WRAE RN Dhad S5 bl 2
E R Z R RIEE, AHMSRELR, &S
HRAE BIFASE, T 2 T5ORXE LU B 25 2R AL
SRR, Rtk, <[RlaEE LB VR o AE s P
IR T SR, AR SEBR I FH 7 TR IRl . 2% SR 2N
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B B4 M i[5 (van Putten et al., 2009, 2013)Fl
S B EEEPE, NI TR I A S S S
R REAR AR AN AR SRy P 18 R4 AL AR SR s

WRHEAT R SR BIE, BB ST Y A SOk TR
TH 28 EAE VR eI 5l s RS UR YR 28 XHE, B 5
W] 2 B8 5 ) 8 5% (Bell & Lattin, 2000) .
Kahneman Fll Tversky (1979)7E 3 24 i) “Hi 5 B
R TS AR R HE S, BITE D SR AR
NATR PSR T7 ZE ik IR A 45, RIS 500 i i s s
RIEAT RN PE A AR ERAT — 5 PPN 2 IR
Z: A7 D 3 b V/F 22 3R BRI AT R 0 2R SR i 22,
AN BEIRALNE | PR R 5 IR Ml - HE 2000 45 B
%A T & PR fi B (DellaVigna, 2009; Kahneman,
2003),

i KBS RY], SRR EE T LA 28]
BE(XN Mayhew & Winer, 1992; Mazumdar, Raj, &
Sinha, 2005; Yates & Stone, 1992), I8 5 A] DI LT
H P A TR i, BIantE e s
PR P & e th T& 7 — g, m
T TR Sy 25 IR 00k X B IS U 328 10T 335 47 37
(Tykocinski et al., 1995; van Putten et al., 2009), =
ML AT BB AL T Y H A BULRAE B, BIAnTES % A%
AT SCHR R, MR G rh e 5 ) 4 S B0 7 i
P sl 5 4 X T B9 b 23 X0 TH 2 #5187 A= 5 il
(Blair & Landon, 1981; Blair, Harris, & Monroe,
2002) . Z: M Rk AT RE 2 Bk T 0 B A 4L (mental
simulation) {r 7= A (AR 4, A0 45 P 3R 38 % oK >k 1 il
W F BT Ay 223k 2 Y /K F (Tversky & Kahneman,
1991), 1511 4 7 Bl 2 X A Sk A % Y LD, e 3 5
HA 5 Mgk 52 i T 2% 25 S A9 I SE P 3R (Jacobson &
Obermiller, 1990; Lemon, White, & Winer, 2002;
Simonson, 1992),

WHEIE s, JRETE— DI S R RES 32
B 242 B S 52 (Boles & Messick, 1995; Koop
& Johnson, 2012; Mazumdar et al., 2005), £t
FHIM#5 7K (van Putten et al., 2008), MFPIRET
1) 22 1E 3 (Blair et al., 2002)Efth A BYiE+PE(Boles
& Messick, 1995), B # & XK ok 19 2 > il 11
(Jacobson & Obermiller, 1990), T £ i fig 1 46 5
REHE 2SR R B TS E B L, BITH
P FAR AT BE [ I 52 B ik Ky Py s, BURIYZKF, LA
Ko vy T 5 B A5 T 7 Az 18 2R 2k 7K 7 521 (Baucells,
Weber, & Welfens, 2011; Mazumdar et al., 2005;

Ordoéiiez et al., 2000; Sullivan & Kida, 1995; Winer,
1986).

MG T LA Sk, 282 M GE o PR
W Y 2% 2 B % #F (Kahneman, 1992; Mazumdar et al.,
2005; Ordoiiez et al., 2000; 1] $71& F 7K 35, 2006).
—Fh B A #2 (integrated mechanism), FEIZAE
KT, 2402 B aGE IS I8 B i . —2
RS AN AT P 5, 3& N7 /K P B8 (Adaptation
level theory, Helson, 1964)4%Mt T X /E ML HY
FEARY 5 — P S 57 4% 5K (segregated mechanism),
AL AN B H S R R 22 B, I
TE I 45 R 5 25 A S B RS AR AR H)
Diener, Sandvick 1 Pavot(1991)# Hi fif) Jii 5 455 AU
(frequency model) ) J2iZ =0 — R, RN
IZ S WE AP LT AE 2 H S MR RIEEA — B AR
4+ 8 (Arkes, Hirshleifer, Jiang, & Lim, 2008;
Baucells et al., 2011; Ordéiiez et al., 2000), {HA W
RUEEE N —BOAT 1Y . —2 202 MU H 30K
A RE R AE e PR 25 R DL R B A B, N $R )5 115
B MG (Lin, Huang, & Zeelenberg, 2006), XU i
If-(Sullivan & Kida, 1995), F& 2 J8HI A4 % 2 F
(Ordéiiez et al., 2000; Xia, Monroe, & Cox, 2004)4%;
TRAZNSRATT, BERNSRABES, BE
PP o A v gl 3 0 A R B Y 5 ) R R
(Baucells et al., 2011; Boles & Messick, 1995),

g EATAE, THORE AR TIFmIbLS E, R YT
BLESTTTAN 230 M 2 B S IR R, XSS I
AU LT R b, el ie sk A T4
HIET AT R EHLSE B, SO R ALK By 1
W B TAE R E M DS RS R 2 IR ™
1 J5 S (Tykocinski et al., 1995), 414 i 2 H 771
HEMILSFER, EZ2HESHANEMT, Euy
Z MR RO T s, T 2 AR Rl
A Re kA s

BELRHE, ST RIS )R, ARRE A
TEW G R TS EHL S LB RIZEHLS:, B Tzl
25 B K R BGE RUr 7= i sk 55, R4 izblss
R T P B ARG AT AR AR, X T
PR M ATHL 2 H A28 J1(Lynch, 2006). H4E AT 3R
5 1PE—2 W J1 Bt (Feldman & Lynch, 1988; Lynch
et al., 1988), TH 935 TEHEA T 1 W RN DR SR I 23 XHZ L
25 DT I TAAL B, R Z AL S AR Y AL 2
ATV B LU S RS Bk, TH SR B A T 4G
T ok R AR L2 R Y i B TUAE N 1 £ S BT
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VMR R . R oR, MR RIAG T AA e Y
Z: MR AL DAAE D7 S 09 2 IR 7 AR A P O I 5
(Rajendran & Tellis, 1994; Sawyer & Dickson,
1984), 1Ak, T HERZEH AW G I BT
AiALZ, #RE 2 H S RS A XIS (Baucells et
al., 2011; Mazumdar et al., 2005; Ordofiez et al.,
2000), HAFFESUR T ad R AL m, 58
TOYEIHLS A, DN T S R
foir . PR, FRATTATLAAS DA T R

ik 1. HEERHRILEIG, MR MATERTY
LB EALZs, T2 B S TR s

AT /AL 2, MR 2 e P AE,
HABEREASR LS o A RAE RS A IR N A
ML RBLZ:, HHTHLS 5 AR R 2 BRI 4 Rl
PR TAME A o P AR 2302 1 2 5 R
i 1 7 89 T A7 7 1 (Jacobson & Obermiller,
1990), AE Ay A LI 38 32 1 2 5 1 SO A7 7E
TR A 1 AR 32 28 2 1 2 & Pr R 2 i IR 5 5 2
M2 LA BT 7= AR 5 g sl it 25 (Tykocinski et
al., 1995) AVER A 545 A A AU O 45 0K 52
Wi 1 3% 4 B DR SRR Sy 8 7 4 A= 1) 7 E (Sevdalis
et al., 2006). AN 2% 75 K 5 5 2 2 s LAY
IR, WA A5 4k SE A Sy B AR FEAE SR A A
AAE R b8 PO Sk AN 23 & A= (Tykocinski & Pittman
1998). Ak, 41 9l 2 U SR AL 25 i A |
ThF, HUBRAAE g AR b i, IR A e+
YER B PT RE iR P i o H Ok, A R e R 58
HARSR ML 2 A ETHFUH, o il R
FiLW B (Lynch, 2006), AR41TH 2% K 2x i 44
FEAR R TUR L LRSS IRIK R, XY
HIHLE AT PPN o T IO I A RAL 2 0T 24 1l
A2, R 2 52 05 W HLS (Baucells et al.,
2011; Mazumdar et al., 2005; Ordoénez et al., 2000),
HAFTEWSS 7k BRSR AL 052, 425 1 29 ATHL
ST T, e R A B LA ) AT B #A RE X
FrEE R AT AL 2, ML 1T 28 3 i AR
g, PRI, FAT T R

i 2: HEEERIS)E, WRRHARKE
RIFLZ A BTN, 18 9% % S AL rE N
Al REMER S .

ik 25 96 TR S 1 SO 7 AR ML B B Y
B R T DU R B A R, BRIV ] R T S i (A0
Tykocinski & Pittman, 1998, 2001). ¥b5REA LS 5 15
(4n Arkes et al., 2002) MM E AL 1T (4N Zeelenberg et al.,

2006)FUBAHR 26 (41 Tykocinski et al., 1995 524 6).
[ 3 I i e R 0K ol R 5 I M 1) L i R T S R
H TR S, Ea LR m e, A
R SONTR] TR U e B S f RR  T
TN TE 5 52 AT SR (UD Bell, 1982; Loomes &
Sugden, 1982)” MM . LI &, iZFR IS BN N
MATTR S HIHLES ASE R T Il sk 15 J #fg, P
RN R AZ T ML, B R G R A AL
SR B EEAE T, w4 A AR B O B — IR L
Sxo LW RSB R 8O M, AT E T
TCRR AT R 26, I 6 AN 1252 2 R pIL 23 ok [l 3kt
ZW SR 32 B T — S JiT BE (Zeelenberg et al.,
2006), {HARTF T Z B SCRE (AN Sevdalis et al.,
2006; Tsiros, 2009). 11k 3% {4 46 Ji5 e %) B8 e B S
BT EMERN— M5 HES) T S B IETT R
(Zeelenberg, 1999)”H WL i, o MIZL & &, #EaEFIA
95 J5 1 0 BRAR FR BE IR  ANATTAS 2R T W IR ar L2
o, RIS, RS X Y ETALS BANME AT
Sl S Tk R R ARG 2 1 5 g . kRIS S
149 X 1A 20 B3 — SN A S 15 PR R B 5 A5 81 T
FHi(Arkes et al., 2002; Kumar, 2004), Sevdalis %5
(2006) ik — 2 & BRAAR K Ji5 M A 11T I ML 2> 22 52 58/
Ao ke e 25 R

APk R JER SR 95 2 %) B A R D DA
] B BT A SR A T — MR LSS R,
AL BIME S % R PERL, TEX Y ATHL <
AN B T B 30 2 7> AR B AN {8, AN (B A (75
MR ERIHLESAE R o A W SR E AR
1Y FEIS f# B (Arkes et al., 2002; Zeelenberg et al.,
2006), {H % fift B A7 76 B W 9 )= BR PR, GE 4o
Zeelenberg 25(2006)45 1), M {EAKAL I8 A BE I B
fitk BE AN AE R 1 M ) — 2B 5] 7 (40 Tykocinski &
Pittman, 1998 5256 1 f1 2). 734b, %@ BEAEWF 5T
it HIR TAEM AR L2 B+ o X T AR 407 T Y
TSI N2 AV RE g, B[R] B AN G 9% /AT ELAR S5 Ih
)R B AEAE R 8, EAh, — 63 1 F 9 h i 3
SRR I R AT 5 1E (Sevdalis et al., 2006; Tsiros,
2009) . RN AL TR T 0 BRI P S . AR
X—He, MEVLSSEEN—DS%5 ORI W)
IEPLES IS ), XA R R IR ML i B A 2
— AN o AR PR )R B G A O B ke DU
(Kahneman & Miller, 1986), AAfT-A T #lkedi gy
KA, BN EE E Y ATPLS . Tykocinski
E(1995)H 525 6 48 I Uk T AL, (H2i% 5L
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WS AFEAE A A, A6 A TR A HEZR 45 1 (I 2R AR ) T,
KT 20K 55 R ML T AR IR 25 s 2 A 2 1
K 36 HIVE A s B3 10 25 5 (Arkes et al., 2002), A
e —HS i BTR A B2z

AU AT O, A5 22 AR X AN Ry b 00 8 7=
A ML — ELAFAE GRS, (E [ 3k 00 I e ) it R 5 ol
T 3 S (Tsiros, 2009; Tykocinski & Pittman, 1998,
2001), KM, UG ML bR B AL HE BUAE A J5 R
MW A 1E N )5 8 (Gilovich & Medvec, 1995;
Sevdalis et al., 2006), i ZEWFFTARDXTILIEFTIX 4T,
It HL7E Z2 B0 50T U 5 R S U IS
(U Tykocinski & Pittman 1998, 2001), fif—LE3iT
W B AR FEAE & b ARAE B X 43, (R AE HLAAR S
55 A S G T PR S M, O AR B T U AR
b J5 B4 FH (Tsiros, 2009, 5 Tsiros [ @ TESL) .
AT N 27 %3 00 B R S 30 2 A il i 7oK
MHH R, VPR EA “VE R 31 Pl (Sevdalis
et al., 2006; van Putten et al., 2009, 2013), 7EiXFEAY
ST, U HL 2 B A E R 01 45 e R
BB PEASHL AT 1 50 X R U A 45 )5 SR
BLPLHUASE R I MR B, WU ASAE S J5 4 00 = I
P2 ARy (19 T fiEPE(Sevdalis et al., 2006), HilH,
FATAF AT %

i 3. FWUHAAE R S LENL S LR AR ]
REMEZ MR B R .

Ik, —SERFSEIR & BT R B HL I A7
THE (B0 Arkes et al., 2002; Sevdalis et al., 2006), A
U, AR AT REARAE A1 MR IR A T R EHVE R
AL AT R, X LE AL sl R AN R 1 RN
KA B FE 4 BRI R 2 22 5L (Zeelenberg et al.,
2006), NI, AHFFEER [E B o 4 A H e
PR AL A T 50 0E -

B 4: TR JE A LSS FL AR A vl g
PEZ B S A ER

s 5. RK IS HEAEAL S LA AR D T REEZ
Ji] A 2 AR

B 6: PMEAGTHTENL S LR FE N T REEZ
[ 2 AR

B 7: BB AENL S LR AR D T REEZ
li] A ) AR

3 LG —

3.1 FIZiItIE5E

TR 2005 F1 225 /I vs. K) x 2k

HEHLZy: 0 vsA) + 1EEHIA) R R, 202 4
K AL EE R R REAE (119 4 Bk, 83 Ak, T
AR 24 2SI T S8, AT REBEAIL 43 e B 5L 1k
THE S AN, S TG R Dk w2, A
GEAE LI R T AN A AR T AR R AR R A O ik (]
W, AR, 2004), SLEZHERAT 5 AR
R, BAANERE SEEAR A . A
MBA 51), FrfalE¥IhES, D25 #5 5
SCH H PR AE I, SC I iy A L IR &,
(DR 5 N T 0 = W | 0 S o g =5 L]
AP AN SR FH T it AL Ak 3 ) 4 i

32 KIERFAMAY

SEE IR R S BE M . TR
A & v 32 BE T A4 i N B A b ) 132 52 56 B
B ZE, T DIHEBRTR 22 PR 2% S g it A 1 T4
[, T A 21 (A 38 7 B AR ] 9 52 36 A 58
R LRI AR}, A T R S Y AR AR

SL S 53 BAL R — TR AR, MR TS
st MG AR NEA . LS55 5%
) {52 3] — AR A 3K T A2 B B3R 37 5 o HILES s |
125 5 KREUNEES N 22 5/ NS IE) I s an
s

R AEITHIEE H O SE—F T M #2. 77— K5
FIEHI VLT —F R Lo 1T 1T K T — 3 07 4% %7 200 T 19
T MR FI1F, CFE. difE . BUC AR FER I E
I HI B B A VR sk T A K T 45 2
HIT—IKFFHIRILE #1755, DT /EA 40%(20%),
B SN IFLER] F AR R 1, R H . 1
T T I [E] 2 7 L 1 A HRE [ e o 7] 55— ) Hy
THRETE N2, RGERITFIZ R, 12717551
R T o ILKIT, R IZ R 1], & PSS 5
XHY T 2 B0 LA 10% FrHIHT 1745 7 77

TEAAAEUGENL S S5, SEge st nan =
—AJ 0%

(EZHEE 17 B 0 i 28 T 7 T Ll ] e =CFF
BT M, A —3CM 5 R TR E RIS
BT, HEREEITI0 )

TEE R R 2 58 R RA % T i
LA 10% 3T A0 A8 7285 65 1015 8. o il A 45 T
AL B
33 IGME

S 56 v X AE S AT BE A R R A BIL R B ) T2
KH T Tsiros (2009)F1 Zeelenberg 25 (2006) 1 il &
Dy, JE S ) Y 7 ORI A AR . SEge I
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W A AENIETERIE Y . T ETE T2 S A 1399

Y F A RS R ATRETE . BUMASE N (FF
E M. RS U EAS T RS R . o
FE R T et 248 WK Rl AT g, FESCEe il it 2
HFE A H OB S5 b B bR R s AT
SEA] B VEA >R 2 B =, BT T A 0 i B SRR A
Tsiros (2009); TUPAAE Ny (11 4) 5 248 BB A
W) 3K (W 3% ) A B s T 7 A ) i Mg T4, R S 3 v
i 1 2 5 3 XN e 2R ) [l 2ok S B &, R
Fty 0 B e [RIRE TR 1 Tsiros (2009 fiff FH 4 i et
RIS JE MR AR EE O T — AP WL 2 s B i 31 1 ) 1,
ESL i 2 5 H ARSI DR LR S s b AR
SRR B A 7 et DR T 7 A ) I MR S R e,
AR H Zeelenberg 45(2006) A3,
EAG AR X B AR B s A R Ak T, 7E 5286 hod it
Z: 5350 BB S AT A A T SE BRI i, B A R
K H Zeelenberg 5:(2006), B SRR IH 34 & A
R THLE R AR, fFELm it 25
B AR R A AR R R S B £ XA R 1Y
W, PR Aot 25 AH SCHIF 7E Hh A vl B T Y 16,
ARG KM AT B9 &, Rt 1R Y
o oF EBFFEUEW, X TS AR R — BiRALA
B — R R A, FRAF 2 25 B
i B[R] A 0 4850 (Bergkvist & Rossiter, 2007;
van Dijk & Zeelenberg, 2005), A<M 55 H1#5 S 10 &
AR A Bergkvist Fll Rossiter (2007)% 5 AUAREE,
T3 NI T A RAAE R 1 PO RN 2
KT 4 (AN ) Ak S 5 T ) BIF 5 v G B A o 1Y
M & YR PR 40 H & 2 (A, Arkes et al., 2002;
Kumar, 2004; Tsiros, 2009; Tykocinski et al., 1995),
PRI I D) £ g g i 4 0 sk B 7 25 4T A (respondent
behavior) 1Y £ & i & (Drolet & Morrison, 2001;
Rossiter, 2002), 452565 A X DL I 32 BEAR & #f R
FH T8 B Lo 2 se e i R E TN &L . g B
FAEE L G0 A Y 2o R E DR I, DA e
25 5 B AE O B A A DX D0 ) A

FLkH, V50T Be 38 2 [n) B R A7 2 KT R
P VABLAE RS A 3K % T2 (1 = Al RETEIR /N
7 = ATREPEAR K) I A AR50 5 gl ok [ Rt ik
T 40% T bl e, IRIBRBIZ KBEWER? 1 =
WA a7 = JAEw 5 ) I i 5 2K i 1)
AU ARAR LIRAE A SR T 3X 3k T A2, TREs %
FZRBEMHIL? 1= AWK, 7= BKIEE
Kt T AE A S e s [ R an SR 3R DA AE
IPAR K T iR THiLkZ, G <M = dEEA

M, 7 = dEw MR &, PR VE N 5 i i
[7) R SRR VA TE IR A AR T S XK T A,
KHESEMR( = EFARE; 7 = EwFEZE) M
s A EAG TR S X AR R B, ARIACH XK T
il oo i,
34 BRIETE

SIS v P AR O AL S ] T 25 R TR i
MLESTAT TG, SR T ik G 0 454 A0 dat (%) 00 5 i £8) 52
By %5 B (van Putten et al., 2007), ASSZ56 M HT4H 55
T R ASHEMTTHMINLE, 255 H/S
P, 37 Sk, FHAER 22 ) EEPLS e 20 5]
NESARFECN vs. R)FARENSE TL(TE vs.H)RY
PO SIS SR, S 5FE WL T4 AAH NG
soa, TR F WG] 2 R ARl S A TN
Hro FLARIN G B ARG Y RTHL S S A
REPLSH L, W5l 25 BEMT? 1 = A&
B ZES T = ZRARI” Rl 215 U 2 A7
FEARUY AT BT B WML 7 (1 = 584 B
ANF); 7= dEH WE AT,

—4E ANOVA 455 R il e Al 2 22 55 K i 5%
ZH XL 22 S5 PR (M=4.80, SD=1.65). & & T
A G MLes 22 52 /N 2R 4. (M=3.10, SD=1.64), F(1,
80)=22.13, p< 0.01. FFillth, 7897 UL L0 5%
TEF, ¢ Kt 7R m e AL 2 22 5 K S A AL
2395 SITEHr (M=4.65, SD=1.84) % & & T RiJEHL
235 SN S (M=3.14, SD=1.53), #(39)=2.86,
P<0.01, I%EE AR 256 X W 5 ) 25 55 i s /2
Iy, HeAh, —4E ANOVA 25 5l s Rk pl e
() 45 14 21 X6 2 75 A7 6 IR 3 BL 23 19 3F f (M=4.63,
SD=1.76) ' % = T JC IR B HL 25 1) 45 14 41 (M=2.90,
SD=1.46), F(1, 80)=23.52, p< 0.01, ¥ 5lHs, 7ERI)5
MLEZRKEMET, ¢ BRd BRA RENLE W
S X 2 AR AE R L2 9 PE A (M=4.60, SD=
1.64) 8 3 & T IR BE ML 10 25 11 4 (M=2.86, SD=
1.31), #(39)=3.77, p< 0.01, [dff, S 5EX EEAAE
WIEHL 2 PN ZE AT SR ML2s 22 /NI 40 T 51
JAPlE 2R KA T RA BE2ZER, F(1, 80)=
0.09, ns . 1% 25 FUE I 52560 X 2 A5 AFFE UG ML 23 i
PSR o
35 IBERHH

PRI 1, RIBFATER T YRS E L,
B FBOH AT YRS R A AT REMESRE & T e
Mr—"T AR VA i HL s & BRRR B 1R S i 2
KA. VENFTREVETES S50 T I AR 1 PR,



1400 AL H * e 45 %
F1 XR—ZNETEMHEFREE
Wik Ml EHR N A TUIE Ry TUHAE R Hr1E
e ER ] RE Jei 1 PN Ji 1 Jei 1 it
* 3.05(1.70) 4.17(1.38) 4.05(1.58) 3.17(1.71) 2.83(1.61) 126.19(43.95)
£ N 4.68(1.65) 3.38(1.33) 3.38(1.58) 3.23(1.85) 4.05(1.63) 130.63(50.56)
PN 4.57(1.58) 4.67(1.49) 3.57(1.42) 3.21(1.83) 3.88(1.84) 122.62(27.06)
ol N 4.63(1.66) 3.10(1.55) 3.10(1.39) 2.88(1.67) 3.88(1.68) 119.25(53.22)
il 4.71(1.83) n/a n/a 3.50(1.78) 3.45(1.35) 114.08(48.59)

LS 51 1 22 5 RN TR BEAIL 23 1 2x2 1
255y HT(ANOVA) iR, ML 5] 122 R HA i3
i ER0, F(1, 160)=10.66, p< 0.01, 7, =0.06, A7
TCR MLt 2AT 2 0 B8N, F(1, 160)=8.20,
p< 0.01, 77,=0.05. HLLW5| )25 FAH LKL
SRR E N BN (KL 1 iR), F(1,
160)=9.25, p< 0.01, 5, =0.06.#t— HA IR, 7T
WAL AT, M 5F X YTl e 5t
EHEER KN, 255 01E 00T aebE B &K T24
ML 5t BHLS 22 /MR TERL, «80)= —4.40, p<
0.01, SEILHI I AANE R IEPERON o M YA FE UL
ML &IET, 2535 VR AT Rt 7E X S Hi bl
SN SZR RS EZR/NNEL T RA D E
25, #(80)=—0.15, ns.

PR WA R AL S R4S E R A 52
AR AT A, R TAE N REMEM 5 4
ANOVA /R TR ZFM2Z R, F4, 197)=7.52, p<
0.01, H—FbriR, R EZERRETK
WAL FAERT, 2 5F TRt W& THE
PUASSEIYEH, #(200)= —5.51, p< 0.01, T HL B P52
Y2 2 [ AR R T REVE A W 25 57 o (EA e
B, FERE R KPS, YETAAAE R L2 1Y S50
SAFALAE R T B T S AT IR E L
SIS, ((82)= 4.26, p< 0.01, T} 545 2H TG ik
FEF, (78)=-0.37, ns. Pk, B 1 525,

TR IR 3. R 4, B S AR 6, T
ATT3E— 255 1] R Y A A8 f AR5 ) M (ER) BT
2 (PL). TUVE MG HHAAR) . FUYAE R 5 HE(AIR)
FEA SV I 25 B (W2 DI040, |
2 WARRMCRETE W, Lrlfeh Atz m

5.50
500 457042) il FY IR AR B RGBT 52 B A D43 AN ) 0
B 450 I Agit o DS RIS AR T AR AL A T Gl o A 25
Z 4,00, A EDEAT I KMO #a56(=0.5) i i /1% 441l
€350 30501 RN B P AR DG YRS, 3k AT 25 ik L AT e
o maviit Fy 45 8 2 (0 R ST T ERARPE B 5007,
230 N T BE TR AR ARG . IR, HRHE Harman #0434
Rork (T, JESL g, 2004), A5 RGN 7k
B1 LRSI R R AR AR LA T 2R R XS SR AT T T R G — e,
5 SO JR B R E ST B IE T 13— ).
#2 TRWHEXREBEGERS)
AR g Y X Mo ER PL AAR AIR Sv
Y 1.00
X 0.24%* 1.00
Mo 0.22%* 0.00 1.00
ER -0.01 —0.38** 0.04 1.00
PL -0.36* -0.19* -0.13 0.18 1.00
AAR -0.21* -0.04 -0.04 0.02 0.18 1.00
AIR 0.53%* 0.17* 0.13 0.14 -0.12 -0.24* 1.00
SV 0.09 0.01 -0.08 0.06 -0.09 -0.07 -0.03 1.00

TE: YAERTTRENE ;. X-PLex2iim; Mo-Wikbley; *p <0.05, **p <0.01,



12 3] pi

W A AR PR A

FHTF“RTE I 25 B E A 1401

T AVE IR 34T, FRATE SR T8 40 H
VA B 7 3% BT AT g B A AR BEHEAT T [ 0H 43 A
DLHEBRAS o7 i b A AR o, 5 5 R B T I R
EHF R EA AIR X Y £ BF 20, X940
T AIR JERZmER T getE R A AR 5, i —25 Hh,
X oA S0 AT RS B FRATT T B LR AN R
FRBCGHATR 5 Gl BB 55, 2005) :

Y=cX+¢ (1)
Me=aX +e, 2)
Y=c'X+bMe+e, 3)

FH [ E 53 B 25 SR A9 2 & R A . DAY ¢=0.84
(p<0.01), EHAZERV a=0.61 (p<0.05), b=0.57 (p<0.01),
[ FERN ¢'=0.43 (p>0.05), Itk AIR 7EHLE 25
AR A AT BB 9 52 ) v ke 31 58 A b A R o it —
1Y sobel K56t /R (Z =2.18, p<0.05)FP AR ik
BRI, LS 2E Sl AIR SR vl gEbE
() 2k 7 R A7 BRI 2 RE T RSS2 e, O Hix
SRR KA A AR AR IR AR, St
EAOWE5E (Muller, Judd, & Yzerbyt, 2005; i Bk,
sk, BRANZE, 2006), FATH—MREBA M T
AR ROLA 2).

Ple2es
X

gL ] A
Mo

XxMo

\ Wy 9T i
Y
VoMo ———

B2 AR B A i P 3 R IR R

YHZIR AR AL, ATRA T Muller %
(2005) 89 J5 L XA TR AIL 25 22 5 A0 A TG R AL 25 ) Y
H L S OB AT oA . M TRl £ R

FA TE AL HIL 2 98 15 7 S T e e 0 2o A v rp A A2
HER, BafbIE 3 05
Y = B+ Py X + fiuMo+ f3XMo + & 4)
Me = By + B X + By, Mo + By, XMo + &, %)
Y =By + By X + y3Mo + By XMo +
BraMe + By MeMo + &, (6)

Hrb, Y BAENTTRENE, X 2Pl 225 KM
ML Z5 R, 2 WHLaZES/N), Mo J2 158 &, Rl
AT A WRENLZ, 2 HTEREILS),
Me &=/ 78 H (AIR) o B2 15 75 f ke 2 sh A1 1,
Bz WA 2 FFAE LA X KT Baso BLAL, Bar F Bas,
WE Pos F Py P RECUAIA —H (B4 2 &
(Muller et al., 2005; Tsiros, 2009),

X IR A)~O)FEATIIE, FATHRE] AR 7E =4
TR RN 3 R X T AIR, B3 I AE4s
XHE ERKTF B, FH. By Bl Bs B35 . RIIL AIR 7EAL
23 5| 72 SRR ML 2 VR SR AT B i o 5 3
Tl E) T SE R AE, Rk 3 FRRISE] T SIE,
M e b Asw, SUNENEH ., RS
PrAEAG T AUEENIA R B P A ROV A 2 Bk 4.
i 5. ik 6 FifEise 7 RARAS SR,

3.6 LIWLHRITIE

AR LSRR, MR AR R LI,
ANENEPER LU 2 G2 . BURT, qATHLS Sk 2
BLEs W1 77 25 5 09 R /NSTAE S o] BE M 19 52 i A5 45
AR E ., [FR, HAENTRerE S TR L s
AR 2H 25T A AR Sy AT et JC Wl 25 22 5= o B
PRI AFTE, S ATHEUGENL AR EE 1L
WS HEARR, =0 T YRS s g, i
Z 58 BN ML AT B SR AT . IRk
LS IAATE 5 A R0 5 | ) 2% 53 3 B 9 AN S s
RO R T W E AR o SR BR AN b
PERON B L A T 600 98 i 4R b TS IR G G
AR W 2 2 B e, =i T 400
PL2s & BRI ] ), HZ BRSOk IR,

#3 FETIEPHRATYEST(EELE—)

AR X Mo X x Mo Me Mex Mo R? AR’
T 1. B P2 P
3.20%* 3.10%* —1.57%% 0.15%**
7‘7‘& 2: ﬁ21 ﬁZZ ﬁ23
2.44%% 2.27% —1.22% 0.08**
FE 3 B /e B3 Paa Pas
2.27%* 1.14 —1.11% 0.10 0.28 * 0.43% % 0.28%*

T X=HLE2ER, Mo=KikHLE; AR : MIX TR 1 B9 RPZ51L; *p <0.05, **p <0.01, *** p <0.001,



1402 i Bt}

45 &

EE ¢

AR, AU Z 2Tl B R
Wi, 36 P REAZ BIASKR AL E DAY E . a2 e,
SR RS AT LUK Tk, BT AR IS
M2 7K i i (Jacobson & Obermiller, 1990).,
RS IR T IAE”, RV SRkl fE B
FEM o AN T BAE B PSS, <Rk RIS AR
PE I, e T, B ATE“m A IAA T,
R S B U BL 2315 S RE A R ASAE R 1 1 2]
AR 28 A 20 i ik R A 2 SRR ST
“I HT A R R B U 2 2 BRSO TR R E R
i PE B A R

[, ASLI ARG e 1 it 258 A A il
DU BRAE FHAILS o A T S M4 B E T HIL
et 25 8 3 S (W0 Tykocinski & Pittman,
1998, 2001), {EALA7E XS BU 5 HAE ALK AN A )
RIS (U1 Zeelenberg et al., 2006), {HA5H B2,
i R SE X T WO S D i T OAE A
Ja Mg b, AR FRUPIAE A J5 M AT AN AR A S e
AT IEHA X 43 (Sevdalis et al., 2006; Tsiros, 2009). i
AR S5 6 2 R R WA AN Ay P M 800 7 AR A0 BRL
il A R AU AR R 5, AN AR
R e o ARSI B A5 AT AR A3 U T i e bt
T T U S A E A — B A o 14 R ] i
U6 B 2 M AR IR BE LSS I, I 2 3 T G
AR R B BT S SR EAE VR U S R B4,
M2 MR AR WA BUH I, 2 AT U E
Ry JE M M T B TR SR W 7 S T A AR L X
X et R A AE U R R 2R A T 56 E

4 SCEG

41 EWEitfs5H

SEH 2 SR 202 J1 25/ vs R x 20
A ETH . 55 vs. ) + 1EERILD LR 3. 186
#K AR B AR (105 2 B 1k, 81 &k,
VIS 23 HSIN T 925, AT TRk Rl AL A id 2] 5255
WA S DA [FFE, T 3 2L 7 v
2, ARWFFETESLE BRI R T S — 2k
LR 30 7k, AR RAEATE R, B RFEA
TS, EANE, 2R 725 8T,
TS5, 2004),
4.2 SKIGFEFFAIM A

SRS KA R, LA R E A 2 H
EHIE R LIS 5 H SR — A AR, A
B R MR S RER TSNS, LRSS

H5EE R — AR R . s
W51 71 22 5 K EUNEES R 22 /N ) 19 3
ST TN

RS T 5 | B TAE T, A 5 (T
H—ESFFo 2205 TRER LI —25 SR
TE IR FERE T TEH T8 (7 FTELL o 3800 13 P A 1
G TILEL T, IR iEAPEE Tk L T
—EFEFN o H T A AL, 509, 5
HFE L EF2000 0/ H), FHHBEE R
LAFRLRGELES 70020 7040 BI85 o TR
FEFIRII I K —REHE, AR ] — 142107 T 1E,
TG BT R 7 1 HII A sl AT LU
Pto A BN & THF, AL AL
BRIMBEE S T Kk AR T
NI EF BB T4 o 7] 17 5 2 VR A E o T
MO RN L T o pHE A L] 2 T — 5
T RNTE T LG P57 77 1835 F AT I —
EZENZE, FEBRY, RAF2E, MEG—HF. H
SEMAZHFY G T A7 E B 7 2 25 774

FE A b T TR SR A4 S v, 9250 3 se kg
A

(FE I URIR, 218 H R IR TE 55K
DAELIR OIS — HTE L0 BRI EE T4 A
BB B FYIALT, DS IREEE KT . )

RIS 55 R85
FRES AR 25 oraiok BEEE R BOM5 B o T A &5
REAFHLE R R
43 SRIME

I 06 ST N 114 B AR R T A R 5 e
— 2K, HIEMRIESLR s R E, e BT
BEXTHE R o B D, AR 8 v] BB PR E AT (0] VR A
ZRATHEME ST X B & A7 25 400
T2 (1 = ATREEAR/DN, 7 = ArBEPEAR SO & 1A
B M g I AL TS BRI BT, RIEK
P RBERER? (1 = BAEH; 7= E¥)E
) et RN A5 K 3l A ] R A SR AR R X & 25
SHENRRRIN T, R RE 2 KBEENBIL? (1 =
WA, 7 = HRAEE )W &, FUE 15
g ) G SRR R X 25 e SRR T, 3R
MG 23t = AEE AR 7= AR R ) &
TUAAE A i e i [ s A R IR A AL P X £ 25
SRR T, M SRR = EWARE;
7 = AEF R MG, B TA SR T R 4
SRR, R T R IEAT T B R R 2, AR
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W A AR PR A

FHTF“RTE I 25 B E A 1403

XA I T — A, HikR RS R
Tsiros (2009) (i#HY Cronbach a=0.84, HAKI|H A}
WS N EA TR R 1~7 JERAEUE). Him
FEAG T A FE Al R FHIX £ 7 2000 JT/
AW EEAQ=TEE AR E; 7=1E% R At 3
Kih, WINNXERGFHMEME_ oo

44 BRETE

S R R R RO AL W T ) 25 R R A
L TFEUA R RS, AT kG X AR e I 5
B JZI5 ) 25 5 (van Putten et al., 2007), 5 R34
Ffl, AL EPHHSET 80 K HH TR
MR, 2538055 A9M, 25 Bk, FHFR
22 BN BE RN 5 ) 22 AR F (D vs. KRR,
A b TP AR R (55 vs.BiR) B DU A4S S5 A 1 41
i, Z5FEME T4 B A& NS s T AR
TR ST M| ) 22 S i ] /R o A3 > i
ML SR INL AR LG, W] U 22 S5 4% B an ey 2
(=3ARE A 257, 7= ZRBRY AN, W F
A ETFHBEE IR T 2 A H IR R, B
(B RS . “URIANA A 2 K0T RE i H13A Re 4k 2 0T i
P57 (1=R] REPEAR I 7T=rT RETEAR /1N, “URINH
HZ R AR AR B S1E M2 (1= 5E
PEAR K 7=m] GEMEAR /), FI“PRIA A 2 K AT gl
IR B A2 ETF? (1=nT REVEAR /DN, 7=1T B
PEAR ),

X 5| 50 —4E ANOVA 2453 W /R a5
BILEx 25 53 KW 25 1 4l X6 BIL 2> 25 53 10 1F M (M=4.88,
SD=1.88) It ¥ i T HiJG Wl & 22 R /b By S 1A
(M=3.23, SD=1.67), F(1, 78)=17.17, p< 0.01, 455/ H,
FERE KA S A L TSR 20 T, ¢ Kegi i
NI A LS 22 5 K0 S5 1 A X WL s 22 55 i PE
(M=4.90, SD=1.89) % % = T HI G L& 22 5 /M 5%
P20 (M=3.10, SD=1.59), #(38)=3.26, p< 0.01, %4k
SRR S50 X W 5 ) 25 S i B 2 L Y o

X TR KA 2 AR b TR R 1) 0 (R
{&Bf Cronbach 0=0.92), —4E ANOVA %5 % WoR¥4

AL LA b T TR 58 114 55 1 2E X6 B R P 23 AR
T B P (M=4.49, SD =1.46) .35 5 TRk
B2 BUAS b T 10000 55 19 S5 11 240 (M=3.34, SD=1.59),
F(1, 78)=11.37, p< 0.01, $#ilHh, 7ERTEHLS 25
KIFAET, B2 A T T30 5 1) 45 PR 4 %t
A TS B (M=4.50, SD=1.49) % & & T
B2 AR b T T 55 9 2% 4 (M=3.30, SD=
1.56), #(38)=2.49, p< 0.05, [A)i}, =5 F& XPKi ok A
T A AR TR LS 25 F N SRR S
ElEZESRZMTRA BE2ZH, F(1,78)=
0.01, ns o JZZE FEUE W SL 6 X RE SR ML 23 AR 1 T T 4]
TR B /I R 45 S LI Y
45 LKWERDH

SCERA N R S T RS AN 4 w o Xt
LW 5| 7 25 5 RN R AL 25 AR b 301 0 i
BIR 2x2 B 223 HT(ANOVA) B, Hleals| )12
S EAT B E R UM, F(1,150) = 19.63, p < 0.01,
. =0.12. HERMLE A E T AT 35 3
R0, F(1,150) = 12.19, p< 0.01, 7, =0.08. HLL:M
51 1 22 5 HUKE SR L2 BUAS b T T =2 R A A
22 B (IR 3 fif7R), F(1,150) = 9.44, p < 0.01,
n, = 0.06. JE— A IR, FEXPERHLL A [

FHEAAXS S5 S50 T, M S 5H A0 YRS
it XWlazR RN, S 5EMERGFLE )T REr
BEMRT YIS ST ZVEEZR/DREL, «(75)
=-5.06, p < 0.01, I EAVERIEHERSL . i
TEXTRE AL 2 A BB A 250 T, =5
HEEX YAl S 5 sz R RS 25/
LT, HAE M ATREYERA W& 225, 1(75) = -1.01,
nso

WA RIS ER A S b A Sk %
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ERTH RIS EAT A BB B 58 K 20 &
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W | JIAIE BEE; 538k, ab Al DL3E i X AR R 2R UL
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Abstract

Inaction inertia causes negative impacts on both consumers who miss a good opportunity and marketers
who end a promotion activity. Prior research in this field has mostly looked at the antecedents of inaction inertia,
and little research has focused on the mechanism and strategy for regulating inaction inertia. To explore the
strategies for releasing the inaction inertia effect, prior research has proposed a “backward-looking” approach
which is based on decoupling the present opportunity with forgone opportunity to avoid comparisons between
two opportunities. However, the effectiveness of the strategy should be further manifested under more practical
conditions such as clear opportunities comparability, short temporal or spatial distance. Given the insufficiency
of previous research, we adopted a “forward-looking” approach based on multiple reference point theory by
taking present and future similar opportunities into consideration. In specific, we proposed that when a present
inferior similar opportunity was highlighted after missing a good opportunity, consumers would take the inferior
option as one of their reference point. The effect of multiple reference point might change the judgment and
choice of consumers. Inaction inertia might thus be regulated. Similarly, when the information of future
opportunity with increased cost was noticed by consumers, they would anticipate the future choice and take it as
a reference for their decision. In addition, there are four major theoretical explanations for the psychological
mechanism behind inaction inertia in previous research. However, scholars are still in disputes over the
psychological processes. The research examined these four possible explanations for the relationship between
the history of missing opportunity and the existence of inferior reference points.

The hypotheses were tested by two studies. In study 1, two hundred and two students from universities in
Beijing were randomly assigned to one of the five conditions in a 2 (difference in opportunity attractiveness:
small vs. large) x 2 (inferior opportunity: without vs. with) + 1 (control) between-subject design. Participants
were provided with a one-page questionnaire containing the scenario describing a decision about buying T-shirt
and questions measuring action likelihood, anticipated inaction/action regret, experienced regret, valuation and
perceived loss. In study 2, the experiment was a 2 (difference in opportunity attractiveness: small vs. large) x 2
(anticipation of cost increase: weak vs. strong) + 1 (control) between-subject design. One hundred and eighty six
students from universities in Beijing were randomly assigned to one of the five conditions and presented with a
brief questionnaire containing the scenario about renting room and the measures. The data were run by ANOVA
and regression analysis in both studies.

The results demonstrated that inaction inertia could be attenuated by the influence of multiple reference
points when an inferior similar opportunity significantly existed (study 1), or when a future opportunity with
increased cost was anticipated (study 2). And in both studies, the mediation effect of anticipated inaction regret
was significantly confirmed.

The findings enrich the research on inaction inertia and shed fresh light on how to overcome inaction inertia
by proposing a multiple reference point perspective. The results point to managerial implications by suggesting
the strategies of highlighting a new reference point for consumers after an intense promotion campaign
concludes. The research also contributes to the literature by demonstrating the mediation role of anticipated
inaction regret in leveraging inaction inertia.

Key words inaction inertia; regulation; multiple reference point; anticipated regret



