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FET- AR B ICAL O A . RMEAS BEE A y, SET- 2R 88 S e AR IO R Bl L] . S04 S0qk
THEFULFIER T A R >R [P 5 A0 [ 500 90 R0 o, SET 3R i 2 i (oK 690 9 4 i 2% [ % | S8 30fe
THESRNL, TR AL R 2 ] 2 SCAR 2 A M it {E X I S A [ B 40 DAy 3 5K e 11 29 e B 0 1) Je v [ 80 2
M, B H A Y0 PR T 5% i 2 (e A (T 2K 22 0 S 1 [ 5% DABE TH 11 85, 3 J2 e 1 Wy 3K [l 6% LA S 45 Sl i
PO o AR SO SRS B 13 P 5 4 B, Az SHAE 1 % g e M 42 e o [ 50 91 % 0 [ Bk %, (HLMIL A A
B NFERR A BRI o R, CA RIS TR T 52 85 5 [ 6% Qi e AO F 50 0 BEAT G360 ] P 8 1 5 e 45 AP 3 o [ ¢

P, ARk R Bl 28 5 BN BRIE R B 10 52

Pt RO U T AR R B N B TR g R R A HE G
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1 55

AN N HE i) B (feelings of personal control)# Y4
DNNEE A CAEZ KRR F et wii | i |
Aok AR AN ER R 10 &R S K (Burger, 1989) .
Burger 1 Cooper (1979)IAhy, & il 8iE N1y —Fh
AT R, AMTERS T LT A S ryE
B BRI RN, 5 Dl AR A il BB TN
REf e HE S AL, anii/ R JIAR . 1SR
B4 K5 #E0 19 % A= (Rodin, 1986; Griffin, Fuhrer,
Stansfeld, & Marmot, 2002), & 234 4t 2 i,
AR B AT A s 42247 24 (Warburton, Williams,
& Cairns, 2006) I HNFA LA 7] (Cleveland, Kalamas,
& Laroche, 2002), {HJ2&, A{GHAE Y T X444 2R
AR BARRE A B R . — VAL TR A A ER
BER, AT o sl Rah 2k o pEoEda i, X
Ap g R R s A B H 1Y FE T 5 B
(mortality salience)lM MRl (Snyder, 1997), XFf#
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T A I 2 ()4 A, JAREAA S RGO CR b | it
Wi, SR EE) . R A AU KE L RN
J G 25 ) il R AT B F s ki, H
A 1 A 3R LR NATTAS AT sk A bt g K 23 42 i3] 5X
BEfE R (W17, 2009); A W 237 > AN#R L2 T
), WARFIRA . BN A NGOk Bt 52t
F| [ & B AR TE 5 (Fritsche & Jonas, 2008), A& H
Feib ) He B i, FET- 288 U 22 M0 — M A= T vh
A5 | RS BT B A 16 A, A8 X
IR R F IR

B2k HPE 7 IR E (AN 3L | far 22 55 Y B
WF9E R AT 2 8 FL SRR A 2 A U b 1
23 BE s R T PR M B R 4 (Friese &
Hofmann, 2008; Fransen, Fennis, & Pruyn, & Das,
2008; Liu & Smeesters, 2010), {HiX —WF 5T 4518 =15
T T TR b [ T 9 W AR A . FRATHE M
R 1 5 ) i e v I R PR R R T 2 [ 5 1Y T 2
B, AT 20 FoKE . B0 AL
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I SE 4 [ 5% (Maheswaran, 1994; Peterson & Jolibert,
1995; Batra, Alden, Steenkamp, & Ramachander,
2000). TMTFETR AL T2 E7 235 | L PR BB -
25 7 70 A SC AR T A UL B 41 (Rosenblatt, Greenberg,
Solomon, Pyszczynski, & Lyon,1989; Harmon-Jones
et al., 1997); Hij & 164 i N P & AR
FWSEANE T, S5 E MR SK E 5T SRR Ab
A SCA T 0L, H i R A0 i A DT TR R e AE T 2
e o e ful e v [ 20 B SRR — B AL, S
X — T N B SR (B A ST R X W R
S HLA, K BRAE T FR EE xR A J v A0 2
RBOCA I LB ALS R ST. K, 124
Fik, AN2##H Liu 1 Smeester (2010)H 3¢ FH#EAK:
B 1 UT AR BRI BT w A i N TERLRI, R BLAE TS
T e 23 M % ] 3 SCNS e R, T 2 0 BT O
U T AV R LT RS REMA R A
B (Snyder, 1997; Martin, 1999) . # il {2 g 4
SCARE SO SR i Ak A DA A A FRE ) IR Y
Bt (Fritsche & Jonas, 2008)), H B\ M5 AL
FAWE K, ZRJ7 & B0 ED AR Z L
VG 7 2 35 1 22 (A 5 1) 1 2% & 1A AN Fa il JE AR,
Yo 4 il J2% i 82 90 78 B2 BT 55 (Zhou, He, Yang, Lao, &
Baumeister, 2012), 230N KL, FET- R EIY
T e v I ZR 0 9 B BT e R AL A A
PR B =, ANEE S Liu Ml Smeester (2010)
2 AR VIR T 2 5 5 [ BTN 9% 18] ¢ & i 0F 5%
(U0, Friese & Hofmann, 2008; Fransen et al., 2008))
T AT ARG 0] I HE T 2 82 R AN P52 W) AT Y [ %

U ARSCRVE T X — R %A, KA SRS
T AT e B AN RIS I 2 e B . X — B R A
PG b A w Sl 1 2 AT S SUAE T 5 R A AT
R RS o T RO A Ml 1R B2 2 ARV L 7 it L ) 4 2%

MTER AR LR, ARSI 25 55T
TEHE[H] 5C FR B4 A 2 S oy A 18

2 SCHR BT B s e EE

21 RAEFRBSREARPEREREEE
E 52 LARME A A F= 6l B Bk 5k

RLIEAS FRPRIE (terror management theory, TMT)
1 Rosenblatt & F 1989 4R, &4t S50 Bl2= i
WM, A ISz — . TMT &I T
MNTRFET- R . 53R E, ANA R, Ktk
NAETATERN T fife ] [l T A0 10 ) s b SR 25 R 31
CLAEF L, TIE 2B A — R AR SRR S

(Beck, 1973), TMT A, K T BXTX FPAE T2 244
M, AT A s m sl it 50
(cultural worldviews), X HBEFR A SCALHE S0 B 180
B 1% (Pyszczynski, Greenberg, & Solomon, 1997),
TMT #E— 00, SCACT B2 B DLRAT Tt 5
REGHEF, o2 A D B B L B A R B 53 ORI AR i
FeA; SRRSOt A2 1k ARSI B O Y A
SRS EIH R, ERNS plORSEAR ) 2 Bl A it
S b Y HoAl AU HE B & Y5 RO ELL L KT
Z(Rosenblatt et al., 1989; Pyszczynski et al., 1997),
A BRI BRI A

JREEWT TSR, SR SOt RO 7 Xz — 18
S CFEPTIE R . LRI TR, Rosenblatt 45(1989)
AR, SCAGH B Y B B2 R g 2 — A
QPR A (R 55 PR B PR A A R A ) L R IX
PIRRECFR 3 A () — et DX i D 2L S %) A ) R [
FWBECNFEE ) o J5 298tk S5 s 58 - 4
JHRF A A S Ao ST N RN S A S 10 18 5
R 75 7 BR (Das, Bushman, Bezemer, Kerkhof, &
Vermeulen, 2009)75 75 0k 3015 [ S0 N BE 48T [ 1%
Je— TG E X NIRRT, SO 2 9 %
1 1 Z N HE S ) (Elliott & Wattanasuwan, 1998), [H
1M Maheswaran il Agrawal (2004)#HAET-RLH 2>
B E BT SRR AR, JF BRI AT i D A
T2 58 T IH 9 2 % [ B 04 i 22 R 358 43 R TR] 422 95 1
TH 9 1 SCAG tHE SR AR B, J5 SRR SRR G T X
—Aird, TR Y SRR T SCHAE B,
NATT 2 BEAGE ) i 22 A0 e 4 B B i AR 2 BT (Liu &
Smeester, 2010; Friese & Hofmann, 2008; Fransen
etal., 2008) S48 FIRIRIDIFET- 258 5 E ST L £E1
WFFEWAR I 2 VG T A5 1 K (A 22 | 3 55 T
P, ARSCNNXFFE T B BRI —Fh A iy ek,
PRI, B8 T 2% 5 A 25 9 e v [ 520 2 4 110 1
BRHEE

KTICT B e 2 H P E bt x — AR
AP LEDLE, {427 Liu fl Smeester (2010)iE47 T
BRF, KR 2 B 3 R g el . T Bk
WAL, ARSCANRHEAGHZL, FEEIFAME—R
FRRERL o R SCIN R ST 5 B 14 I 9l 2 I 3 e
f9 55— g AT RE R BILAR 2« AMERAS A i A ik
o FRATHHENARIE anF -

H—, SCEGIEYE . RSN, R
I ZE T Jal JBIR (AR ) 18 A BE B 107 2 BT 1 KO-
0 57 19 3] e AT B (A BV A e R 1 b)), i A e S
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MENZE, XFEZERREN, ZEE SR MRS
[ ) —Fh I AR A, e il i Ji R A S0 2 2] 85
## H K BJ(Kosterman & Feshbach, 1989), i3k HUk}
WPl N — R A RE, 25 4MHEKN
(Burger & Cooper,1979), FT LA, FRATHEN 5 F5 1 45
PR RS NIASRE IO, A i v A 2% 1 U

%, M)/~ . Rothbaum, Weisz 1 Snyder
(1982) ANy, U1 i 4 il kA2 Ja B B A BB, AT
SR B R BB, I 2 R B 4% il (primary
control) 1 SR MG (RN B E 2 A C S E B, LI5S
NEH ), PRGBS R W, ATA 25
1) YRk 2% 72 il (secondary  control) 3 e (HI £ & e 2 A
O LA )0 1% 5%) . Rothbaum %5(1982) 42 1, Sk 2%
P 10 75 22— 7 4R PB4 i (vicarious/agency
control) (RIIESRA M . BEfAR . HUMSEREBIA
O EE H) o JEEeto it — AR, SCRFE RN
FEZIE T B ER IH 5 T AR R vy W =X B
KIS, 2% Snyder (1997)F1 Martin (1999)}J3k K,
JHIS il 2 e 2 1 PR A 58 AT DA i R AR T R 58 T AT
Y N BE S 35747 M ; Fritsch 1 Jonas (2008)tH % #1 . 4
ST AR AETE AT IR RISE T R RT3 T,
AR A E ST A AR E, X —AT
R R . T R EST R S R R N Bk 3k
B FRATER BLHE, R TAET(5 8 M % s
72N T AMEHAS AR gk, ZRIUE RN
AR o

W=, RIRTEZIEEE A BNRL. CAr
PSR IR R B, ZR 5 e Hh B (b D)
T B VY Ty A R R (i SE T 93 S AR T
JETEAR(Zhou et al., 2012), ik, FATHEN FEE T
FET A7 B, e v [ S 9 2 38 0 4 o v B s
FOMsRZ, YA RE EE AR AT, AT ST
PSR EFIEP SRS S/ C ALty

BT LR, AT R 1a:

BRi% la JET B (vs A ZER) Gk g
[ 230 9% 5 1 I AR e B 0, IS A il
AER
22 RLERBZREARPEREREEE

SMERUEABE

SO T AR T A B R kR v B S 2 T
TAT A RE I AR 2 — (PRSI R e B E AR, A
SCNH, e AR TR AR R R E R B B
HIEPEANE ST, DRI AR HENR R R A
HIe TMT 09 H B R JET- 2 88 S PRI A

M H B, eI, BRSSO i SRS, $E T A A
A B A R4 B 72 2L {H (Harmon-Jones et al.,
1997), K H TMT AU S H R E RS 42
KAETAG B, HEEcm il oRE nE, B
W, A2 SO ) TR A aR T B AR Y
U hnm AR I v ) #kE, LLAR T B ik [ % (Ferraro,
Shiv, & Bettman, 2005); £ 5[] T 76 =5 i T IR
BH . WK H O i, B B2 ik B RS ik 4 €5,
PR 2550 H % (Routlege, Arndt, & Goldenberg,
2004) . T &R E R ATH 9% 5 A AE — i
7= [ ZI A BN 42 (country-of-origin stereotypes): BRI {ifi
FESLBR T AR R G LT, AT R E 4
AT B LA A A SRR B A
SRS E A, PR P ¥ (Maheswaran, 1994,
Peterson & Jolibert, 1995), AL, X 46il 2 41l
SE AN E G ARAE —Fh B 4 67 59 s FTE 250 R R
(Batra et al., 2000), 3& T FiRuEdE, ASCAH, TG
FET- R GE I, K B R0 9 238 H B REAIR,
I T e AN E B DR T A 25 Hitk, 75 iR
& 1b:

BRi& 1b JET- R EE(vs AR EE) S H N & Je b
FIH P H A ES RS, I8 A SR A ER
23 RTLERBEMARPEREEZEE K (vs.5

FOMBRA R EMGERN: BUARRARE

BEY1ER

B3GR T TMT A SCAH 50 B Al 1 A A
MR, BEEFENTAN TMT R, il
fiT&B, SR APFrIHJ&E B (belongingness) 2 5 — Ff
B AAILE], i H2s ot AR AR 2], it IRe T
SCAk tH BB AEI (Florian, Mikulincer, & Hirschberger,
2002) A1 H % Bi M (Mikulincer, Florian, &
Hirscheberger, 2000),

e, KM SHEiEgE R, JET- 2% T, A
B U g Je 87 A T DA AR S Akt S0 A . e A,
Wisman Fl1 Koole (2003) & i, 7E#:3ZF0T 25451
Ja, B T AREBOE JE B S ) T AR
AR B AR, I HE T2l B 2 sefk
5, Cox, Pyszczynski, Greenberg, Abdollahi Fl
Soloman (2008)#ft 4, %25 LT- R EEMWEREE, W
HibgoXS T | O ACRERT H O — IR PEAY, W)
B3 2 AT X Bt ) 35 21 A9 35 15 SCAk T Y 1
TEAEAT R (5T IR T I K R L 22 A
O T 2 R 2 230 A8 L PFF s . i TRTCE
VIR SRR E G R A 7 SOt S B AR ) —
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OB, FRATH M HEN, JET-RERS, W EILIH
e PN = V0 R (W G N i A k= E5 g
TIRHEFE R FATT A X — I SR T — 2D AR -
TR I a8 IR G % T W 1 N B 26 R ) RS A 45 i a2
NFERI W FIZ 0 H FAE & (Heine, Proulx, & Vohs,
2006), H4a i EGX — A0 A AL A2 2 EUr (A0
A FETD R RN, AT B E A s R, IR AE R
A6V & SRS 23 B A 455 i 79 78 B2 (Steele & Liu,
1983) 1 TIH 9% S I X NI O T AR K
P RE Y A B AR R, W6 e 45 ) % B2 (Fritsche &
Jonas, 2008)), Fr LA 7H 2% 35 %) 45 il ¥ BE 0 55 B
A AT A S 7 R N AR R B, 455 Bk
R, BRI 2a:

g 2a AL NBRIHJEIES, JET- B8R (vs. AN
T 1 )R AN P IS 0 2 R b ) 50 2 Y [ T AR A
i, A AR Th AR WA A

HIK, NN Z SRR A R Y], JET- 2 6R
T, ABRIA R BB v DA A 2B i an,
Mikulincer 45(2000)ik 56 # #5 THET- 15 B 10w i
MR H O EMHA R P IRYT . SUERSZ 3] T AR
PR TE H ) | HOASSHE IR (RIRRAR F 2E), Z 5
PRI, SR A, AR T A
L H R R SO R AR PR B W
S, U RRER TR A5, MRS AR PR IA
Je AP X B 2 AIE SR . TR R T E R T 2

HA T RTE A E RSN E 1T (Batra et al., 2000),

FRATHHEAEN . SET-2RER T, WRAERALIH Pe A 1Y
NBRIJR IR, AR A8 9% F w2 5w %t AR5 A9 5K,
BEMIA B FEAME DT . R, B iR 2b:

Rz 2b SRAE NPRIHIR YR, SET- 285 (vs. A
T 5 )R AN P A S v 20 9% B A1 B e R
B, AR A S P AR HURE A AE o

AR SCRIR TR IR NS - B 5, AR TR
PSS 3 28 S A B b AR W 2 58 PR s Herh,
S 1R H B9 R AR 1a AR 1b o] 5 8057
TESCHS 1, FROTH E S BRISET2EE, 1200
55 Je W ] R A R AR R (A AR RRR L 2 [
SUNE S RV 2 i LR AR . RIS,
I e B LR e TLAS [ B AR [ 5T 4 v 2R AT
T I 2 IR I S 1 R B P A, I
PE— P BIE SR AN BRI B 7 S 1 R Y
Foct, HEMTSAER & 2a A1 2b fo] F BT . B2 ROk,
FATPRAS IR AR SO BEIE TTHRRIAE BESE BRI 7, O T
BERRWIFETT 1) o (HATE Y2, TMT BF5E 1 id

IEBRE 5 56T 3 1 (AN 2s MEVHI G A SR . B ik
SRET SRR H R ARGE L MR A BRAE MR
JIE | FE 5 b B ST 128 T B 5T A ) R AR R A BE T
TR, (ASEPR Fax sy X G B0 S8 B RO 2L
(F11%%, 2009; Fritsche & Jonas, 2008), [FRf, 2211
WA I O B R R HRAE SR, B T
FES G R POEMREE Y, HEASIFLS
FET-AHSC RO BRAR, RIS AS B Sefb 22 5, r DAAROR
BRI S AR A 18 (2%, 2009; Ferraro et al., 2005),
I, 7 SOl iE gl A 4 A OB ARG 2 0E
(vs. BEASCF BFFAR) B2 28 ME BT 1 (vs. A R R
I8 )5 Ty RORE ShAE T 2 5 (vs X BRIBIE ) 4D,
Y% N BRIAJE B — IR IS, 2% Cox
45(2008), A ORI A LR I A2 AR R X A 2
FZ PR (vs. EHZ— AR AT A O
FEO SR ER PN BRI JE

3 SEUEMESE

31 K1

Sy 1 BERKRBE 1la AL 1b & Biar,
RRZE T 2 5% 2K 2 38 & i v 1R 5201 2 2 1 [ 4%
PERRIL R AMNE BT, DA NAENLE] . FEZ 5,
AT E A LRGP E OB L A O R
A AN ZHE (vs. BREEACF BE T AR) 19 7 Aok 5 9h 5t
To2FE . [y, AR & E 3 LIEH (L &
Smeester, 2010). N #EIA Al (ingroup identification)
(Castano, Yzerbyt, Paladino, & Sacchi, 2002)-5 i %%
TR RE ST R (n, SRR GO AETEOCHK . A,
M2V H A TR TMT R, 5 2% 3 SR fe
T CHAEAS SO 9 BAR R B 1R R0 S Ff [ 47)
U8 ZU A SE T RAAE % 25 (Rosenblatt et al., 1989),
PRI, ARG AT g 20 A0 2 RS & 35 R T ik
PEEDT . SRAXEEHIE, LI 1 bR T EA SR
(49 H A LA (A A TR SR B 25)4h, R A6 5
HErT gy pLm, g E 3 g2 N EEALE .
R 25 i R 45
3.1.1 B

% BB R 2 A AT 12 S EE L MP3 FIIKAR 46
HBN A, AT O B5CGEE AR 2 00 B kb fif i 4t
mh, Ntz shi: . MP3 LR RAR 2085 TR
WV = 20)% 3, m3hEER D 93%r) A
L2 AN EE B PR EEARARL; MP3 R 95 % R4 B ik
A R A = RN I Y A LU AR RL, KA
97% B I A T JR RT3 S ST AR MR A LU ARARL, 5
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3ok 2 i B 20 5 AT DA 52 v,
3.1.2 SRERIRIT AR

SEHG 1 AT R R (FREE vs R IR R Pl
B, Az E AT s, A 72 AR AE
CFYAERE 222 %, Hh Bk 38 M2 5,

SEARANT - S, AETCR AR ST (R
Tk SRR, H Y 3G B 25 1 B ) S
PRNFET- 25 . 2 Fritsche Fl Jonas (2008),iF%E
TC 2 B 4H (vs X BRZE) L4 B S 2 W B A B TR
AL GLIR (vs O W TR ZCE BEFR), Z A
43 [ 225 1 2 T o I A (< R 1) U 2 iy R 8 25 (s,
RIDREASCE LR, AR I 220 2 A7 MR SE 5 45 SO 7 AR
IR, RFET B SBE TG (vs AU BEF AR EE S F AR
ISR AL ™), Z s, RS A,
IRV S 25 B8 B, % Fritsche A1 Jonas (2008) (1
3B RITCEEL . JE R Bz i AT
ks, iEpATEE <z, IR A S TeB/IE T/
B Z EHNECX 3 AN FHEERE H OSBRI
(Kb, 1= AR S, 7=EW /5. 3 M ABERE
JEB PR (N —BUE R 8o = 0.839), IR H
BUETF-3, T e il e oy, 0 B v 2 W 42 o)
TR B BIR . M\ IE P AN A P 1 4 (positive and
negative moods, PANAS) (Watson & Clark, 1988)+
i H 2 45 5 RMEAROCHY 4% B (CRME R A< FE
7, P —B0E R fo = 0.855), ibgAITEE HC
W Z R 3 B A A 28 AR B, Hoh, 1=3R R D, 5=
W2 BEXPARFBMET, DUEBRMEE 4
SR BE A7 o4 T R B [ 25 A Heatherton F1 Polivy
(199D AT B9 20 2% H BYIR 25 A %F & 5K (state
self-esteem scale) P ¥EH 13 5 F it 0.5 19
BN EB—8tEa = 0.763), ibptidds H a4 E£E
5 H O EREN A RBE(1=— R EBATE, 5=
W) FX LR B M, B AR,
ZJa, W palay 22 [ 3 SO REIAIE] . 2 E 3
X & % (Patriotism  Scale, Kosterman, & Feshbach,
1989) 1 1EHL 10 45T fmi it 0.50 1I4& H (AHB
— MR o = 0.857), ibgASE A S X AR
R BRI (=R AR &, 5= A ). X
10 Z555 HEIE 2, LIE R 3 U354y, 384T
{8 Fi§ Tropp F11 Wright (2001)JF A& A P BEAL & 1 H
F(Inclusion of Ingroup in the Self)d i Ii >k i & Py
REIATR], B Al g RS iR B s,
HI o3 R Y R 2H A, LR A A b
Ve—, JFHRRPOLXPRN SRR . B SPULAE

JEE AR, AN TR R D= b, I B b Rk
N E NS, 57— E S
313 BRIEZREMERSH

PREi A . X aHE 55— I e n) R (A 5
PR A= A B 245 (vs BB ABCT BEF AR, /R T
Se gk I N7 ) ISR T AT, K4 AR
2. v EFN . B IRAR S R
1, ERHEFIRE RS A 0, 45 R A, T 5EE
Hn = 31)HH 26 N(70.3%)H L2UE JHEH (n =
3 A 29 A (82.9%)4 K AL P2 25 55 R B 3
(Pearson y* = 1.58, p = 0.209), FHIIET- R AR
PRy, FET % 55 41 AN BE 41 A0 A 06 3 1 AR A
Yo R iE— 2R 00 A AE R 4 SR E A o2
S, HEAT LR ZE 5 25 43 AT (PR A a2 RV LG 45 1 34
e BERKEI, FET- IR (M = 3.54, SD = 1.39)
FIXTRRLAL(M = 3.51, SD = 1.67)IRL 3| (2L 2%
WEOSRZICOR T HE 3), HREREAMPL, F(1,70) =
0.01, p = 0.942, FKHILT- BN EIEA FEHR
GG mERN 2. e, RBmAEZENE L
A IS o Xl e TR R ) [T 25 A T R
OyHT, KB, TEFET-ZREE A1 KEAE MK (n = 26)
i, A 25 AN (96.2%)FR 8 M RL LA S5 FE T A S (An,
M ZAAr, MIEIE N B IR A, T AE XS R 2
SRR B (n =29 )P, £ 28 N (96.6%)F k1K)
RIS A S, 1A, MR TF RS,
X2 R EH, FET R NI S5 R A R E
W ERZES

F gt . 2% Keinan 1 Kivetz (2011) Kfik
AMNE G GE A 0, PG SRAD R 1, K 3 X S e
BB, T8 R AR [ SR s B BN 0~3, M =
1.60, SD = 0.85), 5, KiFET 288 22
WEFEACE R BE R, MO FEAR ¢ KR B, SE
T- R M E R PR AR (M = 1.97, SD = 0.76) 1.
FEETRRZH(M = 1.20, SD = 0.76), #(70)= 4.31, p
<0.0001 o HK, 5t > N 45 il k26 Sy v Ay
Ll o SRHE SR Baron fil Kenny (1986)— 3 th 46
W7k, e — LA I e T Refy h A AR
T o RS SR EE . PR CRE D) A TH]
PR As i, RO ALEE — )2 . KB, P
1300 0 A FE T 2 88 0 ] B R R AR 1 R I (L
RGN 1), Z R FE S RV 458 5 DL B
] DA [R) A5 25 R RE A R AT T 2 18 6 % e PR R T
M EE W, 2% Preacher Ml Hayes (2008) i#:f7
Bootstrap 43HT(F 5000 /> bootstrap). &I, 54l
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il A

s
Beta = —0.222, t=—1.92, p =0.059

Beta = 0.265, 1 =2.40, p=0.019

Beta =-0.460, 1= —4.24, p < 0.0001

FUT B FR(1=446R, 2=X] 1)

Beta =-0.401, =-3.73, p < 0.0001

B il Eds o sh A Sonis K

AR TR A AR S B, B 95% 1) B A X [E]
[-0.2971, —0.0134], A& 0, VLR HIRTEIET:
TR 5 EA R AR A ER AR E &
S, REETA TR R 0 R A5 45 B RCPE A AR
7B, BIAL 95% M BE X MHEE 0. Lk
Bootstrap 4555 = # Al 45 R e — B0« FET- 2R EEhY
I 2 2 1 GRS B A AL 2 U T 4 sk, ik
1) 7% ) 3 SCNE 2 . VAR 25 1 LA SO 9 B (B 1)
TA TR 4 8 DU i g T LAHERR o

i, Mg AeT 5k 2 4l Xt AR 4 70 4 i A% 4
AR EDE SR TR N A 25 5 AT R
g S RMEBE T R (n, = 25)0faE ok, HfiiR
Giit kB R A M E R EZE)R
2.56(1.09); 5 xF B ZH v 5 SR E 2 I 8K (n, =
28)fifi gk ok, R MG & B AT i AR A Y
PIEG®ERHEZE) N 2.13 (0.99). JH Cohen’d AR K46
WLHIE N 2 RSB, 458 KB, Cohen’s d
= 0.41, BN {H (effect-size) r = 0.20, #R#iE Cohen
(1992), df = 2(N — 1), Cohen’d = 2txsqrt df, FFLA, =
2.09 > 1.98, p <0.05, UL, FET- 2 584 AN FAZHAE
BRI L2 SR FRYE N AR 25, Xt
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Abstract

Death exposure sells newspapers. Each of us is inevitably exposed to death everyday (e.g., read newspapers,
listen to radios, etc.). Though data from consumers of western developed countries showed that death exposure
could increase preference for the domestic products to foreign products, up to date, no research examined
whether death exposure would drive consumers from developing countries to choose domestic products.
Research on terror management theory argues that death exposure can trigger two defensive mechanisms:
supporting cultural worldviews and seeking for self-esteem, while recent research further finds that consumers
from developing countries tend to prefer buying foreign products to enhance their self-esteem and to seek for
high social status. Thus we expect that when consumers from developing countries are exposed to death-related
information, they may simultaneously adopt two defensive mechanisms: to choose foreign products to enhance
their self-esteem, and to choose domestic products to support their cultural worldviews. The authors examined
which of these two competitive mechanisms would prevail, finding that the cultural worldview defensive
mechanism excelled, death exposure forced consumers from developing countries to choose domestic products.
Further, recent research on TMT reported that death exposure triggered a strong patriotism emotion among
consumers from western developed countries, which in turn resulted in their higher preference for the domestic
products. The authors argue and find that feelings of control, rather than patriotism emotions mediate the effect
of death exposure on domestic product choices of consumers from developing countries. More important, past
research did not examine when death exposure would not increase domestic product purchase, the authors
investigate this issue and find that after priming consumers’ warm interpersonal support, they will no longer
choose domestic products.

The authors conduct two experiments to examine whether, why and when death exposure will (not) increase
domestic product choices of consumers from developing countries via changing ways of manipulating death
exposure and altering product categories. Experiment 1 investigates whether and why death exposure (will)
affect consumers’ product choices, finding that death exposure lowers participants’ feelings of personal control,
thus to compensate for such a loss they choose domestic products with the hope that domestic country ingroups
can help them regain agency control. After controlling for the influence of patriotism emotions, magnitude of
fear death and ingroup identification, the mediating role of low feelings of personal control are still found to be
significant. In Experiment 2, the authors further examine when death exposure will have no impact on
consumers’ domestic product choice, finding that after strengthen consumers’ belongingness needs (via
manipulating supportive interpersonal relationships), consumers encountering with death fear will not choose
domestic products any more.

The article theoretically enriches and advances consumer research in the domain of terror management and
country-of-origin stereotypes, and managerially provides useful implications on organizational management in
general, and on domestic brands’ advertising, social responsibility activities and new product innovation in particular.

Key words loss of personal control; death exposure; domestic brand choices; belongingness; terror management
theory



