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(* TR K A A AR B, ALAD 610054) (% BRI KSRk bE, EE 66045)

TEVRIH XU BEAT B R 50 R, WIHT i H 4552 8] 17 ER9E bR SR, TR IHIRR R BE IE 4 DT
BC FFR3Z AR, SEC—LE R IH 5 B TR B R AR o JET I, ad X7 AR IHURR AL AR R T
YRR, R LIRSS T 2 F (PR A FE SR S (o A TS AR A ), Sl A SLRRA TR AR A T
SIS AR HT SRR RN o 5288 — R 20 IHIRK : A AIH S R AIAIH) x2( A T . hsr
HI&SEAR A TR)AM K 7 Bt, K5 A RSB SR A XD NIRRT & - BRI IH TR 5 R
AR IR, 9250 "ol X [ FAE R AN — B T 50, 6 DA R AT S R, X R —
Bl B PR H 505 BTG B S AT X LA, AR TS — AR AE R . SRR R - ST
IR BE o B S AR A 4 T NP IHROR, T ELAR 1 R i A 9 TEAL i 4 T RE SR AR PR IHROR
WETE L R RN PRI O — TR G ) 5 R0k, (BAE BRI, 5 2 AR I URR 5 B AR 32 AR U B
AWFFEIRE T A T X — 2O AR AR MR H ) U A VT RIS, 18 SCF ST 45 R TR IHE S | 5 3C

BB WA —E RN E L.

WIH; A NRIH; R AR IE, hsr A3, BAKA R

B841

el

Bl VR IH X 0 %A T, R IHT S ——il it is
IR A s T NG (N L = B U A £ O B
(Reisenwitz, lyer & Cutler, 2004), Z ¥R T % W,
) s 2 —(Muehling & Sprott, 2004; Crain,
2003; Pascal, Sprott & Muehling, 2002; Goulding,

2001; Stern, 1992), [A A FERY) 4 5 F5 5 dn L/
75T B Z A E B o ) A R e )

DA LM H 1 45 0 SR Cn PR TH PR B i SC= . 1A
FEARAE), WORTH A R R AR M S
16, S AR R B TS AR EE R S B A
SEREIL . SCUEMFSE A R o, MR IH I RE 08 Ok T
PFBIIE TG4, kg . nIf5 . L4 (Holak &
Havlena, 1998); J 44 v A PR TH U >R BE W% fish & 114 9%
TR IRAE, T 7 A RO A T A Rt S
& (Muehling & Sprott, 2004; Pascal, Sprott &

e H 45: 2009-12-07

Muehling, 2002),

SRINT, LAl A b PR T 455 A ) 200 T 3%
ARAEME, T IERE PR IR ROR PR o LT, PR AR
[FVVRSR BRI AN 2411 AT 6B 5 38000 R 2 Y £ ok (Bussy,
2008; Crain, 2003) H:52, XAHHHPEAJCIEBE, JET
PRI 2838 35 T TR 57 T P SR 4 > —
ANEENRIHR, — 77 e 4 2RI
1, P Ay AU Py VR i 2 i ST AR kL — SE AR,
FLAIREE A — BRSNS A ST, Al
WA RERREI e | AR MG PE A o, He T LU A ]
TCH) . AN EEY O 2B WL, JUH R %
() S e 't 15 B ARF F9 AN U S AR ER I, Sk i A
A1 % B 2 (Baker & Kennedy, 1994), it —, HA F
FE R VR IE ™ 4 9 Al X BT A1 B3 2l 5 AR AT IE T 2K
Filo Bt PRIFT 35568 T AR A A BEAR R ANy
SE [ (Holbrook & Schindler, 1994); Xt TR IH fi
I 69 11 31 4 o UL, AR TH R84 280 R A1 R (Hol brook,
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1993), Hitk, AR IHT &3k 1T I 24 1 T
o H N IHVRRORBEIE WA VC L HARSZ AR, #BA 7T g
FEAH)E B ICREE B R S TACR .

I R B R 2 — R RME H AR SZ AR, R,
ERIET 5 R IR AT RO, — AT Z AT
SR A S SR IX 43 AN [R) 25 AU A P TH 7 2R AN
[ AR AE Y E RS2 AR, SR 5B — BRI PR IH R
KGR — BRI A7 32 AR AT VE L, Xl
Yo 3 PRV AE ) 45 U L N o A X — SELiG
AHBFFE T H FME & (self concept) 1L Ff, 18 3 52
SO0 T 2 H ARSI IH T IR SR A R
PRI 5, XA TARRIZRB A RIH) 5 UFK
AR THVFRSR WA A ik 2 28 3 769 i 47 ) i 404 A
WIHVRR o LA S Stk RGBSR
i, mTFREZLD, 8 EM) (Baker &
Kennedy, 1994; Holak, Matveen & Havlena, 2007).
HK, A FE R PR IH T R R T 2% 3 1 3 3R A
SH AR P RHAEATICH . GBSO, Ak
W P A BE A 28 2 1k 37 F R (independent self)
MM A 3R (interdependent self) (Markus &
Kitayama, 1991),

B IH) SRR 5 A IR & T OCH R A 3
PETE T : Richins (1994)42 H i 21 35 W SEFITH 9% i it
172 b 0 B 22— R A RS, JBR A AK
& (Belk, 1988), IfiAs H & HL4lifq oy 1 3 A 8™
mn DI BERL 2 MR IHE X L —FE =, 2N
e TCIEBE A . i . FEA B 07 i F v iy
K B —Fh 7 ¥ (Davis, 1979), & — ol #1234
Fr g TE X (Stern, 1992), B, MRIHAAREE 457 9%
HARME T — AR BRI 5 BEAR A TR A0 5 (Belk,
1990; Stern, 1992), WRMIHI HifR 52 AW A
FAMEEAHVCHE, AR 20z & U RE 5 32 A AR g
HEMTARTF AP 0 S ROR, M, G R IHT 5 F
REZARM AR ANAHCES, A% 5 sk
ROR BB IREE . 2T A RS S WIHT SRR
FKER, AW RALEHERIAE . ()H—T e AR
RES e F TS e AN T 2%
1T RHIIE £ )7 EI(NG & Houston, 2006), 4™y £
Wi (Aaker & Lee, 2001). [ % (Kitayama, Markus,
Matsumoto & Norasakkunkit, 1997) . 1% & i #
(Kuhnen & Oyserman, 2002). ¥ il & (Mandel,
2003). AR (NG & Houston, 2006) ., 17 ifi 1% i
% (Monga & John, 2008)%%, IR/ W58 &
HERMEESWIHT SRR ER, A0 —

AR TE 5 U ny N ()i — 2P IR
H 5 A SER TS . RIHT 5 BARE 5 RIE 2%
TSN, AR E SRR E TR IH SRR IHT
& W) L% (Bussy, 2008; Muehling & Sprott, 2004;
Pascal, Sprott & M Muehling, 2002), %%/b 5% A4
a3 1 A BE SR AE 5% A [R] 25 U %) PR TH 15 2K 5 A [R] 52 Ak
PRI VTR, AW B T3 — 23R TR A S
RUPRIH) 5 HOAG THEE

2 HLSELAH S EIK R

21 FIEMERREHE

WIH, B DIE %200 B 3T Hofer
(1688) [ B=2-i8 3. 4, MRIHAE g — >0 A 6,
F R A AR X 3k 22 1Y O 4 (Holbrook &  Schindler,
1991), & HCH T — ARy IE, #E T ACH AT S
fk i) — K F .0 (Fulford, 2001) . Holbrook #1 Schindler
(1991)5E SCHIH g — > NGy (AR L 35 A 4E
W ZE A e R AR D), TR Y
(BLFE AN Hb . P Elcsh ) —Fh A A o (35 5 2%
IETASEE, 83024 NERBEmVER) . & T IHIHE
PR, 3 i AR B O B N IR B R Y 25
41K (Abbas, 1997; Schindler & Holbrook, 2003), —
JrT, BT H SRR M SRR DA
PR 7= SRR, 7R AR BRAILE A VR TR RIS R 3R 1Y
SR, 2k B — i s BTG B P 2 Dy, AR
PR IE 47 (Schindler & Holbrook, 2003); % — 77 [fi,
P IH 2 —Fh AR 1 155 J244% ¥ (Abbas, 1997), E fif
NAVTHE T XS AR iy v AS 328 22 19 AR 60 5 J i P A 4 5
Xt B3 1IN IR (Davis, 1979). IHARE T —FhEr
PR IC A2 B, B R AR A 2 1 — o fi
(Goulding, 2001).

WIHA & B A0 A, Holak 1 Havlena
(1993) U AR IHE—Fiok B Ry 2256, X AP 25
A AR 3 AN, R S B SR S
(bittersweet) (U4 . TIIE A2 OB AT 9%
AT R A S U Y 2 3 38 R T ARAE M IH R Y I
1A 17 2% B £ T 10 I 1 4% (Belk, 1990; Holbrook &
Schindler, 1991; Goulding, 2001; Wildschut,
Sedikides, Arndt & Routledge, 2006). 5Pk |, SZiiE
F 5825 F A S 7R M TH A 56 A Bt 2 — R 90 9 1E T 5%
EIN, ALFE S IR . K. 4% (Muehling
& Sprott, 2004; Holak & Havlena, 1998). 1E K A,
PRIH YR SRAE ) & A5 2 77 1] (Muehling &
Sprott, 2004; Crain, 2003; Pascal, Sprott & Muehling,
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2002; Goulding, 2001), J 45 3= 1) 2 8 B PR 1H 3] 3%
VRO TH B A IE RS &, F AR R A 0 U iR
SR, JHAERTA AR IHA A — A ERE, 6
HA[ o A YF L AR 2R, 4. Stern (1992)4R $i&1~
R 6 Jm M, B R IH X 4 4 AR TH (personal
nostal gia)F1 7 s 4 1H (historical nostal gia) #§ fh 25 71 ;
Baker fil Kennedy (1994)¥ IR I1H X 43 A H 924 IH
(real nostalgia). F< L4 I1H (simulated nostal gia) 4k
A& £ IH (collective nostalgia) = 2% #: Holak #il
Havlena (1998)¥4 I 1H X 43 4y 4 Fh2EHY, 4351« A
N IH (personal nostalgia): i~ A H BRI Z56; S
fE M IH (culture nostalgia) : B4k H M 25, A bR
PA1H (inter nostalgia) : I~ A(H [ #2425, EHUAIH
(virtual nostalgia): A& H AL 250 . ML LI SC
MR PR H B 25 R AT, S AN PR TH RN AR AR M TH s d i
AHIPEALERE . W Stern (1992)#9 > A IH . Baker
1 Kennedy (1994)1 EH. 3L H . Holak F1 Havlena
(1998) 11 > A IHFABRARIH 45 85 J& FA~ AR IH—
%, FBEMNAR G A, EAETAD AR
b 2228 Jy UL R ARG 2 96 T | iR IH A 26 T
Stern (1992) 1 7 82 M4 1H . Baker il Kennedy (1994)
FIRIPRIH . 2R PAIH . Holak 1 Havliena (1998)
() SCAL PR TH AR SUUPR 1H 45 T8 AR AR IR IH— 28, $/ 1Y
E—REEA MRS s TR DT ANTE R
HAMPIMIEIZ . gmmir-= M IHE 2 .

BEPRTH X 43 R A AR TH IR AR R TH g 5L 9 s
B, R AR R 3 25 2 56 o0 FE R,
SR A 355 P8 %% U0 AH G (Stern, 1992), [T BE
R IR 28420\ A I LRl A REEN
PR IH S 4 A K 1Y 22 5 i B DTk (Holak, Havlena
& Matveev, 2006); MMiEMRMRIHIEE TR T, JF
#rFrtkas . e, AR, BUYASEZm, sRIEA A
L R 255 1B & (Baker & Kennedy, 1994),
AR, ERMIH A ARIH BA B py Hamrk, %
A B TR 50K A i 3 4 43 19 T H (Holak,
Havlena & Matveev, 2006), #Xifij, #R#E Holak
Havlena (1998)f% 772, EARMIHE SR T HES
B FRE G P FIE R, 1S AR IHR T B4
B0 3T LR MR IH (R ST IR)
WEAT W] g5 [ gl 0 it 2R A AR, AT T BES |
XN AN £ 8 F1Z(Muehling & Sprott,
2004), K175 52 50 O X 43 SR AR PR TH AT AR
Ho 2, AT AR H AR LR AR IHAE

I P A R SROR R AT S, R I AT 2=
S XA, CHIBLRMEAR X E RN
FAN ST ET, I ANRHE R E T EHES
WM EZR, MERERFIHE RS THEZELEMN
R,
22 HBEHFHNBERER

Markus Fl Kitayama (1991)i# it % 32 [ SC Ak il
HA bR thEs, RIMAF SR AFEA TR . il
AV K IR S5 AR e A AN E, 4t
TS B IR EAR B IR PR E G AR STEE.
ENGIIEE 17 2 SO S E AN (YN DY & 271 1]
INAT A5 A EAR K22 5% (Markus & Kitayama,
1991), ‘BRI 2 O JURIAT S Y 5 0 T AR R H 4
RN E A O

ST HFRIRIIN B Bt S e, MRS
W A CRER A BeEE MR 5 AR X 4y, Ak
7R3 F IR T A O N TE R B AR B RS, iR 2 Al
A(Markus & Kitayama, 1991); 7~z [ 358 B 3%
SCHR, FRIBA NIRRT K FGE J1 (Singelis, 1994);
M HIRE VAN . iR FEYEEA B (Church et al.,
2003), *F T NG9 ITH G =N A E AR A
RAEEE, “Hhgerkr Rk [ 3R By A — KAy
fif. (Kuhnen, Hannover & Schubert, 2001; NG &
Houston, 2006; Nisbett, Peng, Choi & Norenzayan,
2001), Az, EAK A TSR N5 MR SCHES
HARME, MR B HAE SRR e, MR
S AN GEFr—MAHE RO HR, JHE A O itk
FZR—F4r(Markus & Kitayama, 1991); HAK H 3k
SRS AT, AT EE N . H AR A A2 A
IF 58 AT 241 55 (Singelis, 1994); HAK A &+
WA R AW A (A5G & (Chureh et al.,
2003), AR A& 5 0% B2 fl o — R i (Markus &
Kitayama, 1991), 5# 3400 N TEEK R S HAE B (F
B, g N AE R v, B R EARARE
JE 27 R — KAHF (Kuhnen, Hannover & Schubert,
2001; NG & Houston, 2006; Nisbett et al., 2001),

BORA RIS b2 om i | & e dR (B — A TR
RIEA, VG ST ST B9 A ) Tk S
®, K ARE S TAERES N TEMK AT, H
IR PR [E Y IR S IE A TR R 2 L Y,
ME A PO TRl —3cfb . [Fl—/M A9 (Brewer &
Gardner, 1996), Markus Fil Kitayama (1991)7k 4 J&
“ TR e i R R sk B RS BAR B TR
ATLIEAE, HOEME T SA MmN 2ER ., —85
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WEAF R W 7R 73X — 5d, a1 Aaker il Williams
(1998) . Mandel (2003). NG #il Houston (2006)%: .
A, Kuhnen, Hannover F1 Schubert (2001) % ¥8 A
(] 14 15 F AR & 25 i 2T 0 AN ) i 45 B 472 )
U, ITTIBRES T AN [] 0 MR S5 44 R SC 2SR
F, M2 AR B 5 U — R 454
W SCN SRR BAE T, DT R — B 2 R — el
H TSI AT A 5 9 0% (Agrawal & Maheswaran,
2005; NG & Houston, 2006), i il 2 b5 1 2 & 1Y
H A ST ST — BRI B 2 T AR Y . 45
U — LT B s MRS B AT EAK B
FE AT DLl it PR AR, JF T 3RS 5 5 A B
58 L 45 SR (40 Brewerv & Gardner, 1996;
Gardner, Gabriel & Lee, 1999; NG & Houston,
2006) . AHIF R R 52 50 a7 Ok X ol Sr A
FAEMR AT, IR BT ARISR AR IH
BRI VR o FESE, BR T A7 RH G SOk S5 7]
— AT TR E H AL S RE R SRR 2 Ah, X
FEAOR A — DAL, e RE S 5 S g 4 2R i L AR
fHo PUERFEBLS Y rh, B MRS [ FRABE A0 i
Lot R ARME LS 2 VETT S 40 5314, (B 2R
R B RS ) S AR R TH A T
BETE—E, REAMONEE A RS, IRk
SRR M IH RIS, AU 1 IH 25 40 4y
MERE, RS 1T SRR .
23 BHEBESEWBAHIFKBRATEXR
FFAE &2 MR A e &R e P AR B A — 47,
BT AMAXT TR A SR L
KW, A ANTEAS [ B8 o BT (4 56 31 1Y
155 45 LA L3R AT AN AN AUR AT 3 iY sl L (Markus &
Kitayama, 1991). 7EIH 2% 0ELFITH S 47 A48, &
EER T AR TANIS % et s A R AN S TN | I
WLANTT 5h 48 (Aaker & Lee, 2001; Aaker & Williams,
1998; Mandel, 2003; Monga & John, 2008; NG &
Houston, 2006). — HLAMA Y 5 — H ML ETE BB
%, IRABfE 5 HFARDC A3 2k 2 5 8aas
B H B ST SR FF— B (Markus & Kitayama,
1991), DLKERAFIPMAE ., Bilan, XFFasy 3 AR
AR BE, A28 A ¢ H B & P Y H2AE B AR
FRURE, TREOIRFP A VRS N3R5 E1 1 N ¥ e 1 0T
BN NI ML AATE R 5, Bl B Fesm A
N — ML, S AR AR EETDAA
BRI . BB S U, AR, X T EAK B IR AR
R AR, AT 2% A DG M A B E A R AR R

&, JREA 2 N R IR 23 56 R 0 A -
NS A5 il AR B2, A 5, R EAR A
TN N GIER R —IKR, AREENRK
A AEn, B . . X%,

HIRBES SWIRIRE A BB VIR, BT
H 2 0 352 0, RV I A% % 14 25 45 1K (Abbas, 1997;
Schindler & Holbrook, 2003), 4 IH i fdfi 4~ {418 1t [7]
1. EIEZE FE T LA AR . R
B3 —ASFEAE Y [ Fk (Belk, 1990; Stern, 1992). A 1H
AT DAt A A 38 a3t 3 25 28 56 A4 DA ) 1 388 s Y
FFe % (Lewis & Andrew, 1981), iX &M% M IH
ARG K AR AL R 2R, MEAM A
TR ST 25 23 5% i) £ 28 P 5 > 1A o A TH AR 56 Jor
A A TRIE G ARG LSO AMRIE . AR
MRIHA S, {3 BAR A IR AHr, S AMIHFE
M AN G L5 &, AT AN Ra
DI RGBS 2 R IB TS &, hor A FRsR A
NS A, A ATx A 26 A B E i fE
SRFFEURR, L, Pl [ RO R R B,
AT AT REVTEE T AR IH Y b, I, B4
PR IR SR — R A A SCf . Drsl L AR & A
TR B MRIAYEIZ . 258 7= A A9 IR IH A 2,
MRV IHE TR S0, JH#am Tt Sk,
JLE VN R N P T R N NS B U R o S Y A ) S
;M EAR AN N GIEE R — K, b
T2 0 e A E 205 BRI, BRI, X T
AR B IR KU, AT TE A AT RETCIE T R
AR IRIH S

B EIRIFNE RS AN, AR E 3R
RS T A ARX TR 2SR R IHRSR ) &
AR, #1258 A —FER Rl . Xl
7 FRAREE s B AR BE, A ATRE T LA A IH A
L UFSR B PR IHT 2 B VR0 7T RE & T LA LA AR P
IH RO YRR BRI 2 25U, X T EAR A IR
FEBE = AR, T DL LR AR TH A % 0
YRR M IH TS5 B PR AT e e T DA AR TH A%
DYRRIMIH) o RISz ARy H A STE A S X4
N TH 3R R 400 AR TH R R T 45 0 2005 A
RN . % EF] Muehling F1 Sprott (2004) £ 18 i 52
AT L TR IH TS AR IH T B TSRO,
JEEB: WIHUFRAI N, Beusfin & #il T 24 ¢
PRTH A AH SCIBCARL, 12 11 TR 5B N A T 7 ) 4 A B R
i AR o RSOGO AN IH R HU 4
R IHB AR IHRR 922 5, AL SAERIHTT
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I B

B HE

FRYE SRR IE 1Y AL, ABFIE R
AR S A VRO . o, AR
BEFE 32 AR T4 S B — B RE S M 1 K e N
FOUCHL ]t A B S 32 AR i S A
ik P 7 S 1) 2 BE (Howard, 1994) ., 2 it LL [l i
R AR BE RN S AR B, SR DR R T A R S S R
WS BETE 15 %% A i) 8 22 [ & (Miitchell & Olson,
1981), T Likihie, $Ehan M Rik.

Hla A~ AN IHYRR A% 0 ) &5 AH 8T 1 U
RRMIRR LR, Sy AR &
() B BR A2 AR A B ) AR

Hib A~ AP IHFSR A ) 5 AH 3T 5 40
AR IHUF R O/, Sflighyr ARBE S
() H BR A2 AR ™ A B0 1 il R A

H2a AR IR PR IHIRSR M0 ) S AR T
DN NHRIHVFR O, S ER A RBEE S
(1) H bR Az A A B ) AR

H2b JE AR IH R OB T S5 AR T
DN NRIHVFR O, Sl ERK A RBEE S
(1) bR A2 A% 7= AR B0 ) b RS

3 SLIG—

Sy — F B TR IR O 1) B RSB
AR NIHRR T2 IR IR 2
053 € YRR AN
31 WA E

SEH R 20 IHVRK : S AMIH S B RE AR
[H)x2( F FoAEE : 2oy A 35 AR 7 FR) AL A +i%
TF, WIHUFR S B FA 3430 i S 0455 ok S8

B, PR BENL o A, T N A
BOE BT T — T, TR L. &
Hi4 Aaker 1 Williams (1998) . NG #1 Houston (2006)
SIS g i S T AT S R £ E T S WIS S Y g
A 1, #OAATE )T S EE AT . FERH
WEE L, —AS A A R, R SRR T, R
— K — M ANFRF A AR, Rim iR, B
Gk, T RMEVE RO, IREXT 0 R, WA
PO BT 38, A iy TR B (ol B 3R ERAE) . 1E5
—20, W AT IR AR - 7RSS AT
Wb, —HEAERWIN ARSI T, R 75
“RUET, IB—K; SEMNA, EXRTHEH; X
IR, BUG R, W RIEVETOR, AREXH A
P RFMe; A HLIX e, 5 PRI G

(B A3, slEd% SE, WEHEHT
A RS KA 1 1% (Aaker & Lee, 2001),
6 AT, o 3 AN REIR T g R AR B R
FREE, 534 3 AT T el R AR T A (b )
MIFERE, BLAh, BOIE T EE T A X% 5 iR
AR, AT 55— 7 1 ol 1T i — 2Pk 3 M
PRAE, IO P T S MR A A A TR L

Hk, 78 A RME S0 el L, B—A
I BENL S B2, T8 25 AT 3K 2 W) el v
TEIZM X — OB ARBIL, AT it 184,
KA W AT A4 388 AL o =22 T s 3 ATk AR AILAE A 3
Al P, R R (V)RR ARLTE S AR B AR T oA
B M E M, QMU T £, M
HLBY ™ i a8 PR e T HAB mT B IR T 9% 4 1R IH
1548, () I i — LB PR IH T - WF 58 A B Bl ik /R N
WA A, 4 Muehling 1 Sprott (2004)%: . 76 H:
g —2H, B AT B T A . — b
BAEBUR R IR, A 58 2 — e il 1Y 2 4
EIREN G, BRG] B PR e A, S
AR R 45, RIRITZ Bl s NA 2 K,
FTk AHHPE" (S N IHVRRERIR); 25—, Bt
AT RS B A ) 5 T A A0 s — BN R AT A AR S % L
PEA PR IE — R AR AR, RS T, T
B AT RS R AT R, o L S AOK ) S E 2
o] 3k B 2] S SR AE Sk A N AR 2 KU, Ak gk A
PE (R AR AR IH R SR #5458 ) o ORI TE 14 3 KL
F—2, AR, A ARIHRR S BRI AR IH
VRSR I X BIAE T+« JLBHERR” (R R IR ) X oz B AR =
PN FILR £); R ) Y 2 AR 0 R S Y 4R
R HEFRENG i X R AEFR ARG p ;AR 3R
XERABEF AT . O E ) e, T IHE
T W IH JF R $ 45 K A A9 & 3 (Pascal, Sprott &
Muehling, 2002; Baker & Kennedy, 1994), it 104
R, Hop 5 AN S A IH, 54k 5 A
LI T 00 R LR IH, eAh, e TR S
TSRS B AEATERAR, ZA R AT T T S s
Ko A R R AL

f i, RTS8 A AR L AR AR R A D
RO E RN D Gt 2R E  FELS R AR =,
J7E S RN B S e R BT S RS, S
B U 5 A B i 1) (Howard, 1994), 26k I T
Baker il Kennedy (1994), 3t 6 /MBI & g 25 5 il
JEE T B 38 X6 T 4G v BT S BAG h R T A e R
(Howard, 1994), &= & ki F Ewing, Fowlds A
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Shepherd (1995), & 4 AN, 4 i) A & 50 B
PAX AT ER L AL RIS . R EILE 2 G
BE, 3 3N N G2 E R AL S AR S PR
ARFEAL S . ASHIE ST T FH S 2 38 28 7™ A 1 A 1) A
VEREIF I, ZIBEY ok 7 252 i e o Bl e Mr 45 3%
LKW, A5 B R Y B A W] 2 0 AE R
32 WIXEXWHER

zgiit, HF 112 K7 MBA 25 TiZ555,
Horfr: 48 Z4ctk . 64 B M 25 X F 34
%, YA 281 %, SLROFIE 30 s, 5
SE ML 5 3RS 20 JC AR T AR
321 ETHITE  HEUM -, PlxiT ik XA
PLA 55 5 1Y AR (M=5.82, 5.87) ., #R AR I Y E 1
28 %, R NAE FEAT Bl o VR BRI IR, B Ak
PRZE AR 7 w0 HoA 85 1 AR JE (M=5.29) .
AR PR B A ES LTS LINT S, HEREK
i A 2 AC FE B 24 R B 24 IR SC R, JF H
UL AR AT AL I AR . S URZ RARTT, Bk
WXTHIT L IF £ axX — iR A ] 3257 1Y 3
B (M=4.61) 1T UL, W% 52060 20 A7 R AT Y 24
B, UK TSR 2 Gl . Ji4h, afp
ZAF T (B R ME & U TH R 3R ) B % Al 3k it e
(F(3, 108)=0.16, p>0.10) Lk KX #H #L 7= & (F(3,
108)=0.08, p>0.10)AY K B TC i 35 22 55 IR 4%
T (BD A 6] B 3B 28 #3 0FVR 2k 26 Ui 4% (F (L,
54)=0.06, p>0.10)F1%17 1L £ FAF(F(1, 54)=
1.17, p>0.10) AR E W IC B & 2 5 .
3.2.2 RIS A 6 U i (Aaker & Lee,
2001) > A A b 5z F 3R 5 AR A R SR R,
Horp 3 AN 2 il R A AR R
(0=0.84); 534k 3 AT - 2 i 1k 3R 4 IH A (fth
N)BIFEPE (2=0.89) . AXEALHRLS R IR . FEMAL A
T d, golRE AR EWM=5.15)0 &5 T
R A A FEEE (M=3.09), 1=21.85, df=55, p<0.01;
FEEAK A = dl, plR A& QR E (M=3.03)

AT R M AR (M=5.12), 1=-17.84, df=55,

p<0.01, "I UL, B FRAL & A4 A5 2 LB i o IR,
PGS YRR, PR b B4 Rl SR IX —
ik,

KA A AR IH 5 i L5 AR TH B 45 1 ) 5
4, #OkTEEIHS 10 A I & 5 4 (Pascal,
Sprott & Muehling, 2002; Baker & Kennedy, 1994),
Hrp 5 AN ] T &> AR IH (0=0.89); 754k 5

ARG T 0 o 5 LR AR A H (0=0.91) . Hcdi b 3
SRR N AMIBYRREEA, Bl i)
A N MIH (M=5.04) B i 55 Tk U5 R 1H (M=3.18),
t=19.26, df=55, p<0.01; 7¢ PR IH YRR
20, WO Pl i AR IH (M=3.23) B BAK T R U1
ENRIRIH (M=5.02), 1=-18.25, df=55, p<0.01, W4},
TEAN N IH R ERE A, RIE Tk B TR &
FUE AR [ R ME S 20 A9 Bl Bl e i i A~ PR TH
(M=5.11 vs. 4.98, F(1, 54)=0.74, p>0.10) Fl i 4 4
RIH(M=3.25 vs. 3.10, F(1, 54)=1.40, p>0.10)# %
AR, WA, fERPUER YRR s 4,
Tk S [ FRME S A RN EAK B PR ME S A ) Bk
B A9~ A IH (M=3.09 vs. 3.37, F(1, 54)=2.06,
p>0.10) 1 i 1 45 1K 18 [H (M=5.14 vs. 4.91, F(1,
54)=2.31, p>0.10)tH ¥ A o #E 2= 5, Ul XTI
IHUFR A HI WA 52 8 ) A RS 25 B &,
PRIHVFR B ER AR IE BN, A DG 5B AR A
PEGERL BT S X — 4518 .

323 REWMNERZ RENIS TSR
MYFEATIHE, BAR bR R4S I 45 5 S Rr % il )
A4, HIEER D, FUGE /A | BT S5Y
WA 4%, BRI E 5 804951k, M fi]sr
VU, B 20 N, 73553 K s A Td T 2 (0
SLHIREEAETTE  BAKR A RERAET A DAMIHYE
SRR FUR PR R M IHRSR 845 5 h i —
T, IR A AT AR R ) R A R (A A R
SMIHFRER), SR ER: FRTBEMAHT
SCE R AATE . BARE, FEphSr B IRARAE A,
Pk B A [ IR (M=5.27) B E 1 TR AEMA
HFE B (M=3.02), =14.73, df=19, p<0.01; 7EH MK H
T, golRE AR RE (M=3.02) it 3 1 Ik
TR AEM AL E (M=4.92), =-8.06, df=19, p< 0.01,
FEAN N IH YRR B 4L, Bl ol e 19 4~ AR IH
(M=5.05) . = T JE AR A TH (M=3.34), 1=11.37,
df=19, p<0.01; 7 REIIERMNIHYRR B4, phik
Bl e i A MR TH (M=3.32) B A% T k2 10048 1A PR
IH(M=4.81), 1=-9.28, df=19, p<0.01.

e S U Yol ERE I ECE Y oalll =R A SNV
KB WO XM TH YRR A WA 52 3RS 52
Wi, PR A ANERORTEHIW A IH T S UK Z HiA T
Bz AR S a0 e, HSF IR IHVRR A9 Wl 3 —
B BMEZ T2 T H ISR, X IHF
S ST Tt R XS ST
324 I"EHHMR JEHRCREEE)T S AR L
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DEWAA G, S K (Baker & Kennedy, 168.34, p<0.01, & HAEH K 1 fros . dE—2 i faE
1994) 1 75 6 M (0=0.87), A ERR(Ewing, RN LB, TE s A R, #oalx LA
Fowlds & Shepherd, 1995)i# 7% 4 /53 (a=0.82). N THUFR 80 0 ) 45 19 25 B (M=5.07) 22 B ik
DL SN AR &, SR 200 IHIRSR . D ARIH 4 DA SO0 R TH R SR M %0 59 T 45 1 25 B
HBRERARIH)<2(A RS M AR S EIRA (M=3.44), F(1, 54)=140.06, p<0.01; 7E H.H [ Fe 45
FOE R Ty 225007, SRR : ARMEEN ER0 4, Bl LA NIRRT 5 S
R, F(1,108)=3.52, p>0.05; M IHYFRAYERLN  (M=3.39) % W] & 22 T LUK S (A IR IH U7 >R R B0
HEAR B E, F(1, 108)=2.11, p>0.05; [ FeHE & F1H4 A (R A5 B (M=4.69), F(1, 54)=52.80, p<0.01, 1]
YRR T 5 B A2 B AL 2%, F(1, 108)= WL, fRi% Hla fil H2a #8453 3045

61 6

54 b 51

S L

w4 o s s a4 _::: — g
‘Z] — i 2 23 — =i .
41 31 g 3
T 24 o PAFFIHVER = 24 o A AFRIHER

I - AR IH TR 4 - (BRI R

0 [SET TR 0 H RS

1 2 [ 2
o f HiKAFK ELIRYASEiD FREAEE

K1 AT A FE PR IHVRR ) &R B 0

AU, DI R ARG, SRAT 200 IHTF DRI AR AR IR IH — 28, filan . ARE g sk 5
Ko DMAWIHE EBEERNIH)<2(A T Moy Ak X0 e [0 2] — S Resk A48, T8
HIRSEAK A R)MHZE T 225007, S50 LB A& WA ANTBE MmO, 5% mRela e
HE & B FRU% A B3, F(1, 108)=3.58, p>0.05; #4~IH A RAEE X T PR, IR T A PR —
VORI ERON EEAR 2%, F(1, 108)=1.22, p>0.05; &, flln: FER/AEIGXA 4 AL A
H TSR IHRR T SRS B s R 2, AR PR A e, SR X T ORRAE] Rid
F(1, 108)=78.96, p<0.01, ZZ HAEH WA 1 frn. #F  =AJONMBAEARE, WA e —2, b
— R TR BARN AG B I, RSy IR ERE A, B SRR ZED ARIHVRR TS, ol ao B 3
BT AN IHRR T 5 T SIS (M=4.71)  ZLAD AWRIET CE & L 44%) Fin ) 453740 (F2
B I 4T 0 AR AR PR IH R SR ) 5 o 52 R o7 bt 28%) 2k ;1 7E ME LA AR IR IH YRR 5 4,
(25 (M=3.46), F(1, 54)=74.35, p<0.01; fEHAKH P B IRAR DL R LR T CF- 315 T 49%)
A, BT AMIHRT S 2B TSN CE S T 26%)h 3. BEIARHATE)T
A (M=336)Z W i 2= TR R MEERWHYERT S ZarscE S B, &0 TR, Jf
5T 5B AN M AY ZS EE (M=4.33), F(1, 54)=22.78,  H.Z 5 A E A IHTRSR F s — B A

p<0.01. "I, &% Hib F1 H2b 7745 3 4%, IHAARLS
[ A 0 R S RA S OR A m W Sl 7 | = ) < £ 3.3 #tHxItiE
AR AT T s, —30rEfRE ik 92%, 2% RS TR IR P E A RS

I THE R E o WARPGAA S AR e BRAX S AMIHYRSR)T S AR HITRR T
MAREAFEATR, WS 2R, S YL SRR, LRESR TR D AWIHTF
FAB AT, WA AR —28, fian . KRG BT 5 AR T M AR AR PR THRSR D 0
RYIAEF/NE BT, X mEIER AR AT, S [ TR B B AR A AR R
TR, BN AT BARRY, AR, BT S SE MM, AR TR O
SRR WARPEAA ST B BRAUR AN A AT AT A IHIRSRON L 1), Sl
PER, BG5S Z AR F . WL G 4645, MR TR B W 09 bR 32 A0 AR Bl (9 45 A5 A
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i RS BE o WFR A R R IR — 18 55 R I R 4 i I
HYRR, £ —IEEsR AR, M REN AR
WSS REA SRE RN — a2 m. OfF
SCHR S s 3R S BB 52 A AR DA RN AT R 1Y i 2
J5 T (W NG & Houston, 2006), ASRF5Y ik — ¥ H
P RERMWIHT E NG . AP 4R Wos 3 et &
AL AR IHAR SR B IA L, 550, M IH
(SR e SR UNCIEVANEE: “6:/\= N g i b 2P I
i J A A g — A H AR Y B R (Belk, 1990; Stern,
1992), MM i3 7 2% FH XA A H R STE SN
HN 2 A AmGF -

BRI A5 R S SR, (BN [ AR
HAFRG . 5B —, LIRS Z T2 an
SRXT S B AR 1 SR FH A W) () #4252 DA B X S5 3 1
AT AR s, pFR A ReAS B S0k, R R
KA S g R T e 55—, 5 IR AR L,
AT & — N EE R, B EAR ARSI
A B A T 5 [ IR A — [ S
471 L (Kuhnen, Hannover & Schubert, 2001; NG &
Houston, 2006), M ifii % A [a] ) 45 kR 2 3 AR —
FERYASE . BRI — eSS R b S R A, (5
Tok R Fh N ER AL SR B . SR =, T
Muehling F1 Sprott (2004) 413k L4s T HR1H )45 FiE
PRIAT S0 S ROR 2E 5, ek — IR R LRIHT
H A R A LA, SR, A T R A TR
S WIHVR RS BAUN BN FRPLER, XA Bt
MBET,

4 Sy

SRS TR TS — M E MR, Eg0ln 33K
WEER A —FE R #4507 =0 AR, DA s g 7 52
5 A8 T IR, DR E A RS S
PRIHUFR 3 BN 1 N ERALEE . il re 4 f 1) )45
Jei BT B TA RIS, 28 S 43 B 1T Ay PR AL 2 4
HEJ I (Chaiken & Maheswaran, 1994), ItAh, 256
TE T A R EE T, Rl a Ak 2 A
IH ) 4515 2005 A9 A B2 247 X [k (Monga: &
John, 2008), A 56 PR TH | 45 512 56 21 Fn 48 il 21 1Y
.

41 KBREFRH

SRR 2(M HFR : N AMIH 5 R (R
[H)x2( 3 FRMEE: phosr [ 35 BAK [ FR) 4 H 1%
Th, WIHUFR 5 F FAE 3438 o S04 ok S

B, ERITGTT, hE RS AT Ay

R X S E A RIPE R A Bl S B E R
—{3H K Bosin A FE YA, EEAAR: RENS
BHE AT, T 5 A AL, 2 A B 7 55
PiTIk e BT A RIZETEE TROE ARV R, A
RN BEAN T, ABAEDLE AR AT AE, A AT
%%, Bosin E—Z BN A, ARSI Z B DLk RE
FEALLAR R, SRR T T BRI R RO S 5 S AL
NS, (] A A 0 S e — A5 SR AR e M . 1Y
SENEINA, P E X HAR i Bosin IS,
mR S —MIE, kI F Ewing, Fowlds FI
Shepherd (1995)[F5% . bl Jii #% 1k 58 i — 1y S5 AF 5T
WA TCRHAE S 20 B8 H ML, M
AR il PR TH T 2 S I I X
Bosin A, o B I UE AT 55 LAHERR Hr Y
T4k

FE XA T A FRME SR, X T —,
S R R 1 7% (Brewer & Gardner, 1996)
Ja shany B FRME SIS A . g AL S B 4
53 9 B A [F RRAS 1) — B AT I, JT BRI i
o AT W AFRAR ], BCE RS 20 Ao PR IRAS 1Y
XHITE T AFRACIRI AR 2, phor 3 FR R4 0 A FRAG
T B 3R, EAR A FRAR I A PR R S IR 2
AT IR SRS, waksE il Singelis
(1994)FF & It Aaker (2000)1& iF 4 [ Fo it 44 1 2
v sk ar 3RO B BRI I, R DL AT R A
o 50

TE H RS ERE R 5Ll L, B — 2 9kl b
REAIL 3 B2, JF9 & 0 Bosin /A R fe i fE £ 7E 1%
iy DX AT — FCRT A BIL, ST T T — ),
T TR =L . BR T ARl Logo A Az
Gh, SEE TR S A RS S ——#F . BES 1
W IS T M IHRR 154546 A 1Y B 58 (Pascal,
Sprott & Muehling, 2002; Baker & Kennedy, 1994),
AL, iR TS N A XS AR, A
TEERME B AL PR A A s e, FoATTEE R B Bk Y
AR WA ER & 3 4> %h (Agrawal & Maheswaran,
2005), #iRIEE WA T i AR ik i AR i 1], Fe
B S r Oy kg sk, I HRS# RRD

BTk, AT o8 g A AR 1 A ] AR 1 il
mE R, GRBEN)TESE (Baker & Kennedy,
1994) F1 5 25 (Ewing, Fowlds & Shepherd, 1995),
P2 ) A e 3 I e R AR AR AL AR AR B D S OE
Tl A7 T 175 28 (Coulter, 1998). i, Tt @A S ]
IHIIARSCE B, JHHS AR N O GETH#RE .
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% 4R 43 4%

42 WKEXEER

Z51t, A 116 HAERARVERMIRAS S
Tz, H. 52 B4tk 64 4 Bk 31 A AE
A 85 AWFSTAE (AR HF R MBA); 44 M 19 %
% 354, ¥I{H 25.28 % KT I AR 40 43R, S
5558 LR 534S 20 o0 A R T AR
421 REWRT LR O RMASLH—A—FEN
J7IE R A RS 2R, (HR1F T —5uw
g5 Mo AR A S A IR S (M=
5.16) % 3% & T HAK B A&7 70 (M=3.38), 1=31.22,
df=57, p<0.01; HAK A=At B RS
53 (M=3.44) It FH AL T BAK A A 215 53 (M=5.07),
t=-30.51, df=57, p<0.01. nJ WL, 7ENS7 [ P&
HAR AR SRR AR TR E M

Hargh——#, A 10 A~
(Pascal, Sprott & Muehling, 2002; Baker & Kennedy,
1994) e K A5 A~ N IH 5 K FL8E 1404 TH #4101 5
5 B A EE R R AR NI IHTRR B dl, pk
128 i B 1% S PR TH (M=5.00) B 2 5 T 0 40 4 A
PRIH(M=3.27), t=18.70, df=57, p<0.01; 7ERE#II%EMA
MIHVERERAE A, il ke i > AR TH (M=3.42)
I WA T e AR PR IH (M=5.02), =—17.51, df=57,
p<0.01. LAk, ZEA ANWIHVFREE A, RIET
7 R A AR B AR 1 R A A Ak Kl
A~ AR IH (M=5.03 vs. 4.97, F(1, 56)=0.15, p>0.10)

FIEE AR IH (M=3.34 vs. 3.19, F(1, 56)=1.42,
p>0.10) ¥ A W 25 22 5 TR, 76 M LA IR IR IH
VRSREREA D, SRR Tk B IR M EAR 7 3R
W& 2H Y 9l 3 B e 1) 1 PR TH (M=3.37 vs. 3.48,
F(1, 56)=0.62, p>0.10)F i £ A4 1H (M=5.09 vs.
4.96, F(1, 56)=0.89, p>0.10)L %A B & %%, ¥l
BT PR TH R A J AN 32 150 1 R
ZEANTE, MHUFR 32 iy .

422 TEMR USESENHEAZRE, RH
20 IHYRR . D AIH S BRI IH ) x2( 1 T A
& phor BIRE EAR AR R I 2001, diRE
B B IRMEE M ERN A B E, F(1,112)=2.68,
p>0.10; MIHVFR Y ERON A B3, F(1,112)=1.66,
p>0.10; F RS AR IHIFR XS T4 255 19 32 HAL
N3, F(1,112)=208.60, p<0.01, EAAME a3 1
LI S A ST R QI 0 -2 A 4 o VA & [
EA, BT A AR IHURR 0 7 i 2
(M=5.10) % B . 4 F Lk $UL S A PR TH IR SR S %0
7 5 By 75 B (M=3.56), F(1,56)=171.50, p<0.01;
FEHAR A BB, Wl LA AR IHFR A% O
T 45 1A 25 B (M=3.52) B B I 22 F LA KE 4814 1R 4
HVFRR R0 ) & 2 B (M=4.82), F(1,56)=
67.69, p<0.01. nJ UL, FEMIHVFR A A LA EX)
HRENIRGE W b, T RS T R ——3
fRZE R, i Hla fl H2a 3545 3 45

Fz1 WRELTEMHFIRESITLE R (M/SD)

AL RIBIFK EL RV =k BB

s s i A NRIH 5.10(0.47) 3.52(0.57)

* B A AR I 3.56(0.43) 4.82(0.63)

SRR i 4.13(0.57) 4.00(0.47)

o Ji 4.78(0.46) 3.65(0.46)

T i 3.98(0.61) 4.02(0.54)
RE AR IR

Ja i 3.70(0.44) 4.57(0.73)

DA RS B S AR &, SR T 2(WRIHTRSR . A
WIH 5 AR I ) <2 [ Fe s 2l A3k S5 |
B FR)*2(F i TIN5 E ) =R R T 208, 4
BRI ATRMESI ERONA R, F(1,112)=1.61,
p>0.10; PRIHFSR i 1200 A %, F(1,112)=1.06,
p>0.10; I B A5 1Y 3= 200 B 2E, F(1,112)=3.98,
p<0.05; ML . WIHYRR WA 250 5 s
BESE AR 68, F(1,112)=4187, p<0.0L, JLfk
AN 1R o 6T RTINS A B, R AE]
LI N RSSO (A p>0.10); X 5 ity

PR RASEE, RS AR I URR (0 R0 B R 2
(5 p>0.10), [ FAE S AR IHVFR A9 38 B850 ik
3, F(1,112)=101.77, p<0.01,

ST AR, M IHVFRR A =300 2
¥, F(1,112)=40.02, p<0.01; iHt s Y 35800 34
bRl 3, F(1,112)=3.62, p<0.07; M IHVFR AL At
RN RS B A2 HAE T W25, F(1,112)=23. 25,
p<0.01. it — 1) {7 BRI 43 B 3R, I 7
AN IH YRR 26 4 5 /9 kb BN 18 2, F(1,56)
=23.17, p<0.01; 7£JEPUEMRMSIHVFR ST a9 Ab
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PRGN B 3, F(1,56)=4.16, p<0.05. 454748 B M1
AILLE L, 7R B IRMES AT, o7l
ANMIHYFR ) 51505 09 & A E &4 T 1E m A8 4k,
T 38 7 2 i o 400 S PR TH R SR T 45 1T 1) s e
BEEET ML, FEIKARBESKET, B
IHRSR B9 500 3%, F(1,112)=20.38, p<0.01; Il
RIS B ROV A B, F(1,112)=0.91, p>0.10; £
TH R SRR 03 s A ) RS 9 22 VR B 3
F(1,112)=18.92, p<0.01. HE— k) faj BARE N 43 #r &%
B, MR S AR AR URR S50 T A9 A BRA4 R
F, F(1,56)=8.59, p<0.01; 7£ ML IHIFR 5
PR B A FEASN L i3, F(1,56)=10.58, p<0.01, 4%
AAREMERT LR, fEER RS AT,
A 2 kS NP TR SR ) 45 100 5 9 5l RS B R AR
T AR, IR TR Al R SRR PR IH RS T
HI R B S AS B & A T IR AR b . 28 B4y Ml LIAS:
H, PRIETRROAT ) 3 M ) A 52 o 3 ) 5 S
5% H1b 1 H2b 3545 52 F5

423 NFARENL P A AR R R A DG A

(H)™ & B HRAE RS BEBEAT T 20 i, — BRI 15 88%,

25 SRS e T E o g% A R E e SR T
IH % A IBRAE A L . SR O IR AL 2
WA NP EARAETG Y, A5 ZMCMA. F. Y
DL R s 25 55, I A g AN AR IR — 28, 4]
e A LRI AR T IR A . AR ¢
IS B IR AR R A B R Y, R S 2 A G
FIN L 35 WA B I 245, T U5 S i 4D 1A
PRIH" —28, i hn . 7% i SR 1] 38— AN REEk 1
AEAR . TR BYANHE TR IH (R B BR AR AT R, SR
Agrawal I Maheswaran (2005) 14 4 i br o . 40 L AH
RIS AR, R e sy B3R 2%,

PUES RS HRSE N SEN (7 1) SN 395 47}
), Mg A BAR AR —25, filan. FRAAHIRM
L A AL o X T0 3 A B AR 2 4 B AR
AL, ALFE 5 PR (i T AR FERAEANIG) o 7 E
PEVHAN (N1 BIAHLER R A5 B ) A S B A /Y
MRFAR A RSSO HEr—2,
LA N THT AR B i AR o, SR 2(1
HUFR : D ANRIH S BRI IH)><2( 3 FRA S
Mo (IS HAR AN R 200, 4R L.
PRIHTFR B9 B850 %, F(1,112)=123.94, p<0.01;
THEBESL (A p>0.1). FELUAY, LI ERIE
PRIRIH” SR AR S o AR i, SR Ry 22 280 6

IHYRR A9 E 500 835, F(1, 112)=114.93, p<0.01; J&
HE B EN (A p>0.1). AT W, SHIHVRR B
s KGN 2% SR AR X R, MR TH R SR B R 1 1k #)
HiY.

DLy AR SEBARBCE AR SR 2(1F
HYFR . D NHIH S BRI <2( 3 A
Moy AR E HAR AR)UN R I 22007, 4R LB
A FeHE & A0 TR0 %, F(1,112)=4.85, p<0.05; £
IHFRR A9 8500 53, F(1,112)=19.40, p<0.01;, H
P& ME & AR H YRR 19 238 BLALN i 3%, F(1,112) =
14.85, p<0.01. Z&lth, LA HAK [ " R BAE BN
RIAS i, SRR 22 K8 H FRMEE A =200 i 3%,
F(1,112)=6.45, p<0.05; 4 IHF R A E 200 8 3,
F(1,112)=30.57, p<0.01; A FMESFRIHIFR B
RGN bR, F(1,112)=3.77, p<0.06.

HE— 20 B TR BN, S BT A B . AEph ST H 3R R A
T, A IHVFR AL 80K (M=1.55) Fb i U4 1R R
IHFR 4 98 (M=0.52) 7= A= T JE Z2 i il 37, F 3
KA, F(1, 56)=26.81, p<0.01; KEIIEMRIRIHYFR
20 Y Bk (M=1.07) Eb A~ W TH U 3K 41 09 8K
(M=0.66) =4 T B Z 1y BAK [ 3" BB, F(L,
56)=6.20, p<0.05., TEHAK HILFMET, M AWIHF
3K 41 1 43K (M=0.79) 1 i 4804 A PR TH 3 5K 21 119 B
IR (M=0.72) 7= A = il sy 3 67 R IARTE 25
F(1, 56)=0.21, p>0.10; AR IHIFR 4 1985
(M=1.59) Lt > N IH YRR A 1 8% (M=0.72) 7 4 T
2R HAK [ 2RBAR, F(1, 56)=28.97, p<0.01.
[FEF, ZEA AMIHRR AT, phor B FRER 4w
X (M=1.55) L HAK B FoA 4 2 i ik (M=0.79) 7
AT HEZHOMS B RT KA, F(1,56)=13.77,
p<0.01, {HPIL Pl A 1 BAR B3R ISR HNK
AW 2% 5, F(1,56)=0.19, p>0.10, 7F fE U4 IR 1H
VR BT, BAR B IR 030K (M=1.59) il
ST IR R PR (M=1.07) 77 4 T B 200 HAR
[ IR 2 AH, F(1,56)=9.49, p<0.01, {H#ZH #iid ™
AL ST H IR RERAR AN A B B 25 5, F(1,56) =
2.04, p>0.10,

2 b, WO BRI T S 2 R4 T R IH
R, I H 2 D725 F e IR IH R KR TR —
HHYRIHARL: . 20, UWIHYERERLS [ AR
ABRPCECRS, PE—BR A T HZ0A L AR
WEE Y IBCAR
43 XTI

SIS 38 A IR R AR — s Ty
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I B

2, X B AT BN R i, X [R]— i
Tl B PR TH T 505 EUHT IS 09 0 RS B2 AT X T A,
WK TSR — A EE R . LA R R W
B 0 F IR NP IH T 5 Uk 5K g [ i 52 e =T
AR BE RN Sl R AR BE o 38 2 X A ) I s g 2 A 1Y
i oA, RIS ANWIHUFR 507 3 A& UL BT
i, BE BRI IR 5 BAR 3 A& IERC R,
RE I R W A B 2 1 5 PR Y B FR A e Y
AH— BN RSN o P TH A 36 412 1 3 2% 35 3 2o 9]
1. HEMFE B FE IR . H A — 2
Y H I (Belk, 1990; Stern, 1992), M ifijfi 158 %%
FRAF G A RMESIE S MIH N A7 A i b

R 1t — D4 A FAE B U, A
WAMIH I B ERAE T 3 — 2D i SEUEA B, — &R
F1) ) B o 5E s PR IH AT AN [A] Y 43 25 (Baker &
Kennedy, 1994; Holak & Havlena, 1998; Holak,
Havlena & Matveev, 2006; Holak, Matveev &
Havlena, 2007; Stern, 1992), #Rifi, #&/0A SCHkZ
5T AN [F) 28 8P TH Y 38 85 0 H (Holak, Havlena &
Matveev, 2006). ASHiF5%44 PAR I IHZE AL (S A IH
IR ST A PR TH ) BB 285 11 9 1Y B FRAl B2 28 (Ol
S HBRAEAR A3R), IR T XA A AE R E
BN A S B

5 B4

PRI 5 38 2ok PR TH 808 A 52 AR 8 L T 1 Uk,
IR 32 AR 28 1 — F B (1 324 5 DG e ao A o L 1
JREL AL B )5 Ry 7 5 A Ok (Muehling &
Sprott, 2004). SR IHYFRTES S H s W FH A2 B
R B, H 32 B G S B2 3 W P — 6 A [H )
WP IHPER SO R . & ARAE), T = X)
M IHUF SR AT A R D43 IF00 22 5 A0 6 1Y B AR i
PRAHVCFC o A5 38 52 X4 PR IH R R 4D 4
PRPRIHTRR, IR FLI S T8 23 iy P Al B A&
A AR EARAIRK), WA M AR
P JE 8 B TH P AR R 4 T AR IHVRSR, i ELAKR
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Abstract

Nostalgia, a yearning for the past, has become so ubiquitous in the popular culture that it is frequently
referred as a “nostalgia boom” in many public media, and has been a popular research topic. As nostalgia
continues to expand in its depth and scope, nostalgia themes are frequently seen in consumer advertising that
matches consumers’ carving for nostalgia. However, research on nostalgia advertising remains scarce and the
communication effectiveness of such ads is not well understood nor do researchers and practitioners generally
agree on the best approaches to take with nostalgia advertising. In fact, some advertisers view the use of
nostalgia advertising as a minefield and call for extreme caution in employing the tactic because the use of
nostalgia advertising could potentially undermine the brand heritage. The conflict views in the real advertising
industry leave us an open question what's nostalgia advertising’s real effect?

Guided by the idea of marketing segmentation and given the richness and complexity of nostalgia
experience, a fruitful approach for nostalgia advertising will be to clearly differentiate the themes of nostalgia
appeals and then match a specific nostalgia appeal to a segment of consumers with particular characters. In this
research, we distinguish two types of nostalgia advertising appeals: individual nostalgia appeal and collective
nostalgia appeal. Furthermore, we segment the target market to two parts based on consumer’s self concept as
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independent self and interdependent self. Advertisers can assign proper nostalgia advertising appeal to their
target consumers to boost ad persuasiveness. We conducted two experiments to test how segments of Chinese
consumers (independent vs. interdependent) responded differently to two types nostalgia appeals (individual vs.
collective).

The results showed that individual nostalgia appeal will be more effective than collective nostalgia appeal
for consumers with an independent self concept; whereas collective nostalgia appeal will be more effective than
individual nostalgia appeal for consumers with an interdependent self concept. The results demonstrated that
there's strong matching mechanism between nostalgia appeals and consumers’ self concept. This study added to
the literature by proving empirical evidence to the necessity and usefulness of making refined distinction among
different types of nostalgias, also contributed to the research of self concept by applying this concept on the
nostalgia advertising area. Meanwhile, this study bears important implications to nostalgia marketing that a
fruitful approach for nostalgia advertising will be to clearly differentiate the themes of nostalgia appeals and
then connect to particular segment of consumers, i.e. individual nostalgia appeal will be more effective in the
individualism culture such as in Western countries, and collective nostalgia appeal will be more effective in the
collectivism culture such asin East Asian countries.

Key words nostalgia; individual nostalgia; collective nostalgia; independent-self; interdependent-sel f



