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1976). FHrIH 4183 2 & 7= A AN [A] R B k401 (Coskuner-Balli and Sandikci, 2014), i 514
PRSP it AR I o BT 77 2 R e GG S 2N E, AT #RAE I AR . 22N
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3.1.1 R FE

SEEG 1 ERE KT I N DL 10 JeiRI S 4E T 68 A o (4EiS 19~48 %/, M = 30.24,
SD =858, ZLELLfIN 52.94%) TR — RAIK T EILABMIES) . S 55BN E 2]
24 CREE M), e BEFEARBEAN =63), FHFEARBENN e =32, 0 sy =
31).

3.1.2 FIBA B SEI AR

TR A B2 A U B RRRRE & Y (Chang and Lii, 2008; Carter, 2014), f#il4n: 13 4%

RAE, 4 RO N THEBRIX — RN, B (E M E 3548 43 f12 5% AT Al

(FFle 17~49 %, M=29.58, SD =8.61, Zrth:tbfl 48.84%) , K¢sde 1 Hhfsi FH I T A7 i bt
SRR EIE S 53 ORFREHL, PIW00-27 . PIW00-73. PIW00-33. PIW00-50. PIW00-67),
SRIG W 2 535 1 8L AL FR R B B REIR S o 25 RRH, W TR ZHZ 53 (97.67%),
SO 1 A 0 A R AN LA SRR L

BT A T — N READLA 2B 0 A HL G i b AR 1 “PIW00->, i ik B I A [ ) 207 Sk 6 I
M ER . B5%, NS 5ENAE BRI M =200 (B RER. B
# ¥R, PIWO00-33. PIW00-50. PIW00-67) fENZM. X KRErdl, Z5&EJAH HIbrM
F e ) S IR L B 7 K (PIW00-73); X T/ INEUT 4L, 45 F 2 535 10 B AR Sh L 1) %
FHSI R/ (PIW00-27) .

ZJa, MREES SEICRE MW EGFRE 7 28K, 1 50488, 75800
(Lee and Pillai, 2013), /= i (R AIME (7 70 &%, 1 53K, 7 3= (Agarwal and Teas, 2001),
A —ERIEIE , BN NGB, RS T IR %, Bn, MaEis54%
[B1Z B b it R A FR, JER AL PR 15 B RE IR S0, X7 i 1 VP A 2 5 R gt 25 (e
200, LARIEMA UG H .
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JRHIE 45 SR U b (R N 2 BB s 7= S R B, RS S
HAA AR i B s A BN E(M . = 5.03, SD = 0.78; M . = 3.35, SD = 0.71, t = 8.90,
df = 61, p < 0.05, d = 2.25).

e iR 45 KRR KPS 580 S i 2 = TN H S 53 M o« =
5.31,SD = 0.86; M ;. = 3.74,SD = 0.73,t = 7.81, df = 61, p < 0.05, d = 1.97), ¥ la #E{tK
e

AT B RAE R T RN, AN E AN T i 2 RIS R, AN T
Bootstrapping (PROCESS Model 4, Hayes 2013)% B A1 E ) A AE I HEAT 4047 o 45 SR 28 1 Jg¢
BB PR A T B RN 23 R I (1 520 (95% confidence interval g = 1.45; Cl = 1.10 to
1.87), GRAE TR 1b, EIEIHILE 1.

(Indirect effect #=1.45; Cl = 1.10 to 1.87)

g
7

(Direct effect f=0.12; Cl =-0.24 to 0.48)
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BIAHKALR, BARESs R

B 3: TE=AMWRTUH,  #Z 0 B A R ) ) SRR P AR RE

[BIR7: BEARIIVERR L 58, JEH BB O B, TATORIEE AN T SO pnid J A2
ERIESRYE, RAABSn T

6 1

FERIEIRE (T hER,
PR EAEME (7 SRR,
S5 2
CREFAENATRER)  UBIaME, HARRMEMIL, 2005)

S5 3

PR T IH VAL (7 93 83, 1508 FE FE B AIG, 7 293 (1 R B2 % 1 ) (Selinger, Dahl, and Moreau,
2006)

IAENR, T 45X (Lee and Pillai, 2013)

&, 743D (Agarwal and Teas, 2001)
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[B] 7 : BEA VP B 4 5, AR IRRUIHAR (1 5 B Ao FRATTAR 8 F8 P S SO S JE AT T B L
T, ESCHANE TR TR RAE AR R EE, BB .

“ONHIT SR IE RN AT I B A &, AR TR I MR N 7 KoK P2
SR Y 2% 4 SR 3 (Olsen, Samuelsen, and Gaustad, 2014). PIZ&IA4)47 A (Verma and Jain,
2015). {284 (Kim and Kramer, 2006), LA i FE 44 S % (Smarandescu, Rose, and Wedell,
2013; Srivastava and Sharma, 2012). [FI, A0TSR A 2 s mn B0y 7 B T 3
8N IR B[R] 25 (Gunasti and Ross, 2010). Ak, AHFFERZR T I HI TR SR AT b A 40
RNFIE B i if 2 (8] G R AR5 E .

FLR, AT T KNS S MA TG AN R, B

S, KEWTFRERY, SR POETE 2 # VRS I EEAEZE R (Schreiber, 2002; Dahlén
and Rosengren, 2005; Petty, 2008; Woodside and Brasel, 2011; Schmitt and Zhang, 2012,
Pauwels-Delassus and Descotes, 2013; Chen et al, 2015),

W, Sk 2 R MR IIE R EI TR SR AOIEBL T, i B e B DR/ T 9% 2 i o (0 5 i 2 2R
R MIAEARIAFI T SR ETE LT, il R A B0 /N RS S 2 M RV 2 5 (K o T DL, o B
H B KN A1 B2 2R 1) 3 IUARFAE

“PEERRET 5 254 b4k AR WA B /IR N 7 SR 58 LA 4 3 R i A A g
a2 (F = 21.86, df = 123, p < 0.05). fEmAEIFERIIEI T, S BT RN IFAS R
M PR SR A (M« = 4.12, SD = 0.78; M 4 =3.97,SD =0.71,t=0.82, df = 62, p >
0.05, d = 0.20). SRTMEMCINEI TR RAUTENL T, 2252000 dh b & A R0 7 i (R i 0 4 3
T RS N (M« =5.13,SD = 0.76; M 4 = 3.70, SD = 0.79, t = 7.17, df = 59,
p<0.05 d=1.84), 54 NEE 2 LKA,
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Tl (R REAR AL, DA T RN E e . s
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26 3 BAIE T A it P S DR/ BT VA 3803 i A 890 9 2O e 1) DR SR AR
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3.3.1 BRIEFE

MABEERFHZET 70 42 5%, HhaFEARE, Bad &L GFER 20~41
%, M=2752, SD=6.04, Lt 47.14%), 5ER— RIS TFHIREES. 588
BENL T RCE] 2 H CRECF . DT, BJa BAAFEARZRE NN = 66), SAMEARE (N o =
32, N sy = 34)s
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TEM L5545 45 Riglik (FERS 19~47 %, M =31.11, SD =8.46, “ikLt{jl 48.89%) %
SH00 . 57 QLB BLFLE R OMZ-, NS5 FHRKIREISLE 3 Hh AT A fd (2
PURFFEEHL OMZ-513, OMZ-561, OMZ-529, OMZ-537, OMZ-545) , i) 2 535 X L6 i
AR HARR S o SR RXT K102 538 (95.56%), SE5 3 HH 8 il 4 Fr ot
ANHARRE Lo

WEFEE AR T — A RAL T AL R P A FROMZ-, it BANAS [R] 1 Hr R R B
[ ZE R 558, RS S5ENRAR—MHER S AL =305 (B P ER, REAHK,
OMZ-529, OMZ-537, OMZ-545) {E & . W K¥ 74, 4723 550 B bribp %
FLS IR A K (OMZ-561); X F/NIF4, T2 581 R e 2
T8 S B R B /N OMZ-513) 0 2, AU RS 5 iR IR 2 S B AR T (7 R,
LOAARER, THEN , FEMEHIATAS (7 08R, 1miBRERIC, 7 08 R E R
=) (Selinger, Dahl, and Moreau, 2006), 7= FIBEIMME (7 48R, 10K 708D , &
A—URETH . Ba, HRE LS 5E B BRI AR, IR A RO S A R
WRE S, W P R AR 2 A, A AR R A E .
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BAERES: LA S 53 THARI AT, LS 5 E5 VMR E AR S X,
2 (12 5EXT SISO L WA R, B S 5EBINEIAK SR HSE R, 52
WHRER Rt g TR S 5#

FERRLF s KECFA M S5 #0607 R 22 & TN A3 58 M « = 4.97,SD
=0.86; M ;. =4.06, SD = 0.78, t = 4.52, df = 64, p < 0.05, d = 1.11).

HIAVEAL R R B oK /N4 S 3 S i) A AT = 8 s 1B A, KECe s 5%
LN 2 5 F R YO PE S HT(M . = 4.22,SD = 0.71; M . = 3.35, SD = 0.65, t = 5.20,
df = 64, p < 0.05, d = 1.28).

SRS : AR B RN 4 S B i AT = R AN 8, KEcE s 5%
H N2 5 A A 7 B B R AN B (M« = 4.63, SD = 0.66; M 4. = 3.76,
SD =0.70, t = 5.14, df = 64, p < 0.05, d = 1.28).

XA G3 AT AT B /NS 72 i 5 IB VA, S = R BN,
KGRI Sl BV Ch AR O RUERMNE Ch AR 2) T HERIN
o). #AHTE 5t H Bootstrapping (PROCESS Model 6, Hayes 2013) % X411 FH #E47 43 # -
S5 JLIOUE T M it R P B0 RN BT IH VT Aol 308 A1 2800 2 2 i i 1 DR SR 55 24 (95%
confidence interval = 0.58; Cl = 0.32 to 0.94) it kit H £ 5 K /N2 52 I A48 72 s (437 1H VEA
(path a;: #=0.87; Cl = 0.53 to 1.20), #r 1AVl X REWAA MOt Z & A {E (path ax: = 0.73;
Cl =0.56 t0 0.91), AMIAENA 7 A AN R R)3F 9% (w1 (path ag: S = 0.92; Cl = 0.63 to 1.21), 115
H ALK 3.

(Indirect effect = 0.58; Cl = 0.32 to 0.94)
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(Direct effect f=0.12; Cl = -0.20 to 0.45)
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SN AN ASGS 7 it (R0 TH DA A B o A8 1 T 3 A% 38 BB A S ., ST i B &
il A8 5 2R b R A I KR A B T IA B BRI T I RN . FR, R T
MG, RS KT S A N T S TR A il A, SRR
NI VH B i S R R A AL — € L 250 R TR SRIAMA, St b5 R L
EA /N AU s i AR SR, R RO RN DA R R A AT TR
a DAL AT SE R 5K .
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TR T4l A BN S B BB S 25 L

BIRz: SEELIFE Lo, AERBOENE RN, AN ORISR BT CE AT T2
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R AW oS T4l R BN SBT3 78 BT 0 B B A SO B AT T Al i A
MR BRI SH T

B 3: A0 AT ORI £ BBt (Glenberg and Kaschak, 2002). & ZE8F 73— 25 K, o000
T LB 2 A B, WOt AT ] BE B WO RSO A T, K R ASUE 723 (Tversky et al,
1991). X — BRI Z RN, 1991 FEMAF TR R T R S AL ?
[O1R7: BEALHIVRE 58, FRHBOAH R AEH A DT . AT RS B @ B8O b iy
BREAT T B, RARESUN AT

SO ISR FUR I, il EAHRI A TIAE LI, ARRAMKI A FIEAL, A
11 2 R4 B4 (Glenberg and Kaschak, 2002). SR, AT B 8] F) 4 [8) 6 1A 52 3 5] 152 A1
5 SRR, I TR 4 ) 7 R AEAN R TS 5 SO 5N S R A N AR . SE3548 & Y
B S A S SR WA B, BRI At AT SE A 1) T RAROBE 2232, K MRARTBE A 122, TR it
AR A8 FH 2 B B 32 e R A B e, A AT B OB R ROIE A, o I ARORAE A 3
(Tversky et al, 1991). ”
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3.1.1 BRIEFE

SEHG 1 TERE KA R IA P L 10 JeIREHEEAE T 68 44T o (AFil% 19~48 %, M = 30.24,
SD = 858, ZhLLHiI 52.94%) e/ — RIIK T EILAHI1IES) . 2 5EWEENL 3 ECE)
24 CKEUE . M), BeJa MARFEARZE R NN = 63), FAREARE NN s =32, N pur =
31).

3.1.2 FIBA B SEI AR

LRl BE 2 A S ERVRFRR & X (Chang and Lii, 2008; Carter, 2014), filtr: 13 4%

TAE, 4 RFIOT. NTHBRX RS RRm, PHAREIEMN L3R 43 (125 34T AT

(FFle 17~49 %, M=29.58, SD =8.61, Zrith:Lbfi 48.84%) , Hshe 1 A fs A I A7 i ot
SRR RIE S 53 ORFEEL, PIWO00-27 . PIW00-73. PIW00-33. PIW00-50. PIW00-67),
RGN 2 531X 8 i A FR e 15 BRI Lo S5 RE W, W TR RZHZ 5 (97.67%),
SEEG 1 P 0 R BRI AN LB RER S S

WHFLE QR T — A R L 2T A i 5 PR R 51 “PIWO00-7, 388 Je B I A [] 1) 40k e L
M ER . B5%, NS 5ENAE BRI T M =200 (B RER B
Z K, PIW00-33. PIWO00-50. PIWO00-67) fEAZM. X T KEFH, Z5FKMGNHIrM
F e ) S IR L B K (PIW00-73); X6 T/ INEUT 4L, 45 T2 535 10 B AR Sh L 1) %
T HL 2 R B £ /N (PIWO00-27)

ZJa, WMiE LS SEICRE MW EFRE 7 28K, 1 50488, 7 5 8X0
(Lee and Pillai, 2013), 7= & I FINE (7 &3, 1 2K, 7 7= (Agarwal and Teas, 2001),
WA —ERIEIE, BN NGB Z L, SRS T IR %, Bn, MREiLs5%
[RI1Z H AR S BRI A FR, TR RRAA B2 75 BRI S, X7 il R PP 2 A Ao 25 1 1 )
280, LARAEMA UG H .

3.1.3 HARA TR/

BAERIIG: 2 12 5 H5 WA THARI M RATR, 102 53U RATRSHRRE X,
2 (12 5EXT VS RO L WA, B S 5EBNEIAR KA ESER, 52
R Zothsgm TRy 2 5%,

RN R : &5 SR I S R b R B /N4 35 M e = S BRI, KB435
HAB AR S B R R EIA (M . = 5.03, SD = 0.78; M . = 3.35, SD = 0.7, t = 8.90,
df =61, p<0.05, d =2.25),



PR LT 25 SRR KBTS 5 &R SR B S TN AN S EEWM . =
5.31,SD = 0.86; M ;. = 3.74,SD = 0.73,t = 7.81, df = 61, p < 0.05, d = 1.97), J5# la #E{tK
i

AT B RAE R T RN, AN B AN T i 2 RIS &R, AN e
Bootstrapping (PROCESS Model 4, Hayes 2013) % B EIANMEL I A E AT 04T 45 SR 3% I JEk
BB FR A T B KNG 2734 R I (K 520 (95% confidence interval £ = 1.45; CI = 1.10 to
1.87), IGAE TR 1b, FEREIE LA 1.

(Indirect effect g= 1.45; Cl = 1.10 to 1.87)

N
e

(Direct effect f=0.12; Cl =-0.24 t0 0.48)
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The power of numbers: The influence of number magnitude in brands on consumers’

attitudes

Abstract
In recent years, researchers have put much focus on the influence of number magnitude and
its impact on brands and consumers’ decision making. However, past studies emphasize on

number superstition, which cannot provide an integrative explanation on the effect of number



magnitude in brand names. In order to close the gap, this research explores how number
magnitude in brands impact consumers’ attitudes from an integrative perspective based on the
space—time congruity theory. This research proposes that products with big numbers in brand
names receive more favorable evaluations than products with small numbers. Last but not least,
this research also identifies a boundary condition of the main effect by examining the moderating
role of need for cognition.

Based on three studies, the authors investigated the influence of number magnitude in brands
on consumers’ attitudes. In Study 1, the researchers constructed an integrative model and verified
the main effect. Study 2 was conducted by using a 2 (big, small) <2 (high need for cognition, low
need for cognition) between-subjects design to testify the moderating role of need for cognition in
the relationship between number magnitude and consumers’ attitudes. Study 3 further examined
the theoretical process underlying the main effect by establishing an integrative chain in the causal
order of “number magnitude” to “newness perception” to “perceived value” and to “consumers’
attitudes”.

The results of the present research are three-fold: to start with, number magnitude in brands
will influence consumers’ attitudes. Products with big numbers in brand names receive more
favorable evaluations than products with small numbers. Secondly, this research also examined
the moderating effect of need for cognition on the relationship between number magnitude and
consumers’ attitudes. The results proclaim that the influence of number magnitude in brands is
stronger when consumers have low need for cognition (vs. high). This research also verified an
integrative model of the proposed hypothesis by constructing a causal chain consisting of number
magnitude to newness perception to perceived value to consumers’ attitudes.

These findings enrich the theoretical value of alphanumeric brands in three ways: firstly, it
focuses on the influence of number magnitude in brands on consumers’ attitudes, which reconciles
conflicting research findings in this field. In doing so, this research not only identifies the
boundary conditions of consumers’ attitudes for number magnitude, but also exhibits that this
effect is stronger when consumers have low need for cognition (vs. high). In conclusion, this
research investigates the influence of number magnitude in brands on consumers’ attitudes and
provides feasible guidelines and managerial implications for companies to apply the alphanumeric

brand strategy effectively.

Key words: alphanumeric brand; number magnitude; space-time congruity theory



