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PRREEL AR, FLIH 98 B RRAIR , BB 5 7 A e M 4, i 2 B 1) < BE R 28 (choice
overload )%, (Schwartz,2000; Chernev,2003a; Iyengard, 2004 ) ,— ZR 5 SEUEMFFEIESE T BE£R
BB P FEAE : Tyengar M Lepper (2001 )5 & B, 4 Ial g i 22 UK Z2 A 1R G SR 5 15T, At fi]
15 1] FAEGE £ SpennerfIFreeman (2013 )i i3 X7 00044 78 3% & A4\ $dT AT DR &
L, D Ay BRI DR AT BAAL , B AR REAS 5] 2y MU 515 B, s NagarFlGandotra (2016 ) LA
K Nagar(2016) &I, 7EM LM, it 22 168 25 5 301 28 G R K 09 28 T B ; Park Fl
Jang (2013 )L f ThaiFllYuksel (2017 ) & BH, 24 Al (e 5 (4 ik Vi H 09 it Z 05, A6 H i)
R T R X R B GA H BLAE M RIAR K 42 (Czech, 2016) 25 4H 3% (D’ Angelof1 Toma,
2017) 5%k (Bertrand%5 , 2005 ) 254515

A 2B VR E R RN Z I LA A A 2 BRI DR YA E e AR rh A TR I, T 9 2 T i
1 Z 0015 BALBRAIRUST L4 (Tyengar Al Lepper, 2001 ) , P45t 23 5 i FRIME , T TS FE K S AYIA
VG s AT 2238 A R KR T4 v e 8 IR P 5 | & AN R 4 3 B0 3 A Ay ) E 2 i
, A e T 4E 25 BRI TH 2 & AU BE 84450 (Chernev, 2003 a ) , {5 H: % A3 $F r= A 2L AH JRR
(Loewensteins,2001 ) o FH I AT UL, 1646 48 20000 2 45 T 370 8 B R0 7 i 4 B Al SR AR R 5 i
PRI Ay 3 6 e 2 A 2 T 000 9 3 AR T 9 D3 2 AN M0 2 D3R (Tyengar Al Lepper, 2001 ) A
T B 422 52 e B B 55 T L2 0 9 3 2 2350, 77 A VR, W 0 it 35 B [ I (Inbar 55,
2011), I/ AN R SRR

(A H R AR AR AR DA TR FHR , A I P A L E L
R B AT e TR SV A BUR AR, 5550 b — RAIBFE R W 55 %00 32301
FMpEm, nfE B2 (Townsend flKahn, 2014 ) 275 H A #iAH 7] 15 & (Chernev,
2003b) \LHE A 7K - (GoodmanFIMalkoc, 2012 )% . Cherneva (2015 ) ¥ A 412 A N G
HATTCHIHT  UESE T e 2N I AEAE | PR 5 M e 868 280 A 1) i P A AR R IF S B
BRI 207 SR PR 2R AR SCHE XTI ISR 1Y 2R 46 [0 A AR B ) Bl |, A2 T e B
WEE R e S o, 2 T SR PR R Y P AE OB L R RN 1 B 25 1, TRl BT T B 2 1 S B
7N BRI eI 5E T vl o

=, EF8ENHSxRENE

(—)EFH SR R

AT A A RS it B LAS 78 ML AU B RN 2 R[] DG i AR G B - 4R
Ji 2 AL B 22 T B A, DR BRI RE A LT 2% 2 BN R 35 Hb A E 4 (Kahn I Lehmann, 1991
Kahneman#ISnell, 1992) , JRA% 2 /9 A 2, 6 £ ZHE K (Ratnerss , 1999 ; Inman, 2001 ;
LevavHliZhu,2009), #2574 2K %6 (Babin:, 1994 ) 5 UL I, 4R LA IR | 1Y 2% & ve 51
Mr AR R, HEZHM M AR EEA TR EH AT NG Z —
(Broniarczyk%,2014 ) AHILSLIFA BUR AL, B 5% 35 76 5250 & I S e 0 o 2 i BE 5 25 A8 15
PRIXEE , DA T 51 915 9 250050 ) T 0B 3R 6 436l B AN ARG 43, (] o AR 365 38 B 22 () T A 15 4% (Schwartz,
2000; Chernev,2003a; lyengars, 2004 ) , H 22 A WF 57 3 & BRI/ HE 50 45 o ) R i B0 i 23 >k
HE SR T+ (Boatwright#1Nunes , 2001 ) .

VBB RO WA FE R H ik $E T 25300 (overchoice effect) (GourvilleflSoman,
2005) . KL ¥EH Y ) (the problem of too much choice ) (Fasolos, 2009 ) \ e £ 1 2 B (the
tyranny of choice ) (Schwartz, 2000 ) . i %500 (too-much-choice effect ) (ScheibehenneZs:,
2009), B985 B TR 2 10 B0y [R) 8 8 1 FME S e L TG B 2L B A A Jean
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Buridan$ H i< A BLP} B 9P R0 « 2H 2l PO A (Rl 75 N B ae 48, AR — Sk 17— TH0 0T 7 M —
BE— R T 5, T IR WP — M T e 3R Ve, B2 )5 B % 15 1k A (Zupko, 2003 ) o E] 7201
2, Miller (1944 TEAB AR 5T rh sl 1 BRI ss — MRA S | ) eI K58 ) — NI By
e r.C BRI ZE s Lewin (1951 ) FlFestinger (1957 )FE ML IEAl_ 48 H 1A & J1 130 1 2R, Iy
[FIAEAT W2 5 | 3 H SO RE [RIB e RE 0 9 i 25 5 RSO B 58 5 Lipowski (1970 ) BE 245 1, 43 1Y)
BH BRI 2 TR A, S B R AR IR ANBRIT IR RE, DL R TR e R

Bl AL 2T H S IS BRI R T, AATTHE H 8 A 3 e 2 ol i T ik
PR, IR AT R T AR5 O T TZER ST rh e 1 B8 480« R IR rh
e SR TR Y 2 AR G 3 BT 22 1 e DRI ME AN S M 28, ELT B BE R B (Broniarczyk 4
1998) . Jacoby ¥ (1974 ) A4 T T 11 SR SR I SRS AR TS T Y 2 A il 2
AT i B RRET, BN T T 25 A BE R Y R AE S A R R e Y B T 2
FAETEIMPIRS 1 2 Ab BRI S (E B, e 2 T 800K i/ 1 R B (Jacby %5, 1974 ) S fETyengar Al
Lepper(2001) Y858 b, # 1 Sei B0 IO Fh SR 14 I 24P 38 rh e A 7ilnz, , SR 5 AP
TEPRI LW RR % BORAT T 2 R 85 T 24 R0 SR % (2 32 T ELE M SE AT, oA IR E ik
AL SR S e A PN =1 A S i = S B o WY i S LRI I s R i e o N N [0 B
i T AR ) A AR

CFE ARG AN BAE T P U ) A R B S 58 b, A e B AL & R i
i (Mogilner4s , 2008 ; ParkfllJang , 2013 ; Thaifl Yuksel , 2017 ) s ZEZE B A IR S0, Mk 8B40 H
i, AR E AR IAT RS LR TR T 10%, BIEEAATT 018 BRAE ) IR 45 2 AN 1Y (Jilke
85,2016 ;s FEHlE R ARTHIET, SitR] rh AgesAs D i 1 SRR A 401 (k)RR (Tyengar
85,2004 ) TEMZEAHE T, AT IEXT it Z 0, AT A OB AR AN & (D Angelo
Toma,2017 ) ; 7EFE 4 ARk AU AT R AR Y PRS2 (Bertrand 5 , 2005 ) o 3X — R AN S A UE S 1
Z I BERE L2 NI R T Y 5 A o T8 9 3 IR St e I b R A 7 e B o 5 B R 4 B 22 1 Lh A
(Fasolo%§,2009) , & TEFE R MIAHIZE IR, e & S BOEBESIHL T R, AT E R e PR sl N e £
(Chernev&d,2010) BRI Z AL, I 2255 XA B4 a9 HHE , R BOH 9841 5 5
TR X A O BRAE R AN BN, AT 2 S S 28, NI IR RE R U

()P Bl

TERERE AR 9 7R T TR B R AT BRI B A — RO BT AT T LA B
TEVERRER B A A B — AR bRk (8] 42 B e 38 5 T DL FH PR s ok [l 0 1 2 15 ™
A T BB RN, — BRI 2 R AZ 5y — Bl UL 2 A 2 AT A
(Chernev%:,2015).,

1. JH 2 EBRAZ bR o BERREB RN AT LR AR AR F2 Az i 7A8 Ak b 38 B 45 X7
PRULIR BT R R E A (5 O FUE 26 A CUr s 1 PSR 83 e i — M 5, 240k
PRAB HSON A I 25 3R A B R AT R D DRI TR KT (il B SR A0, 1B
Ja e 20 25 (Inbar®s, 2011).

AT 25 A% MR AR s B4 B8 S LA B2 8104 A Ol 1Y 7 i (Anderson, 2003 ),
RS EIFAEAnL, i 2 MR I e R AT TS B A RE 7, JUHE G AN I 45 50 A 4 14
SR AT F O RPN, B A& AR R B T 2 B LR K AR R BB 2R T o
T A R e I T 2 5 AN % R (Sood A Brenner, 2004 ) | 1458 ZMEHT S 19 158 5 [A
M, B B e S TR B S O, AU B O B R T I dr 1Y 5 (Haynes,
2009 ) [FIHT, B 22 /) 36 35 R A5 K i ) RO 0 L A, 6 B — 1 T ol R A 22 T 4 3
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(Carmon%¥,2003 ), iX 2345 TH P & R DB R AR RS 46 RS, i TXT A O A e 5 s 3)
ANHE TR B Ie 7 R T 2 W e s 4

2. IH BB B AT AR T DB B AT MR bRIe 4 A A= e e B8 2805 1) — SL m] UL 14
AT, 38R ALFE - T 2 IR T PR SR L AN DR SR AT e U e TSR I AT RETE R
BEIRAR () - 1) T T Ak e AR 1 gL AR UG, 53 R AEBE BB E MM L, & 4E
T BRI A AT K A B AR s 15 PE (Tyengar Al Lepper, 2001 ) , R 25 5 B8 H
C PR (Chernev, 2003b ) , % K BEIAE 1) i 47 7K - B AIK (Chernev, 2006 ) , [ B AT g4 2%
A — LR BRI 28 B, AN TR IV 22 25 5 70 B 45 G0 DEAN RN LB A R, 2 Bl S IR e o s
PEEUE 2 HANEE By e B i 4

2 R RECH P B O RN B 50 T F% (Haynes, 2009 ) , i Z2 (4 R e FR 2 THFE
T IR, AU AT LAt &5 R Z /) B AL, SECGEPER ME (TIyengar flLepper,
2001), 14 3% AT Re AN PR AR AUA M IA N BE VR 50 9 DSk L ik it AdiA5 & AR T B A
TH DR LR 2B e M 213 2 o T AT BB AE AR 7 % RS s SR BT Ak 2 43 A it o [ B, TN
KT 2 eI, 1 9% 8 22 TR AR DL 52, BB AT AT Re i AR Sy e 2, B AR T BRIA 36
51, LA, Chernev (2006 ) FAIFFEL & BR, X BRI A Z2 0], 15 2% 2 i 2 /s AN -5 2 A /MY 1 i
{55, RISt Tt 2 e R A T S 2 A8 Sy (i e/ INE T4

=, FREIEEEEEN R AT IEALE

BT AJR R R BT R B A SRR B N TE IR AW 7% AN [R] ) 23
et TR R

(—) A E

1. A HIARRE R BEITAR By SR A TA IR A 2 1 e B kY = 2 e P iy 4, Rk i v
AL I R A5 B 237 R DA 0 R o 78 WA ) I 38 9% 255 5 260 Pir A R o i 47 PE Al (Jacoby 4%,
1974) , it 22 B e R B R A5 SN T, 75 20 FE 2 A TS8R i AT TR IA N 5%
5 RN A RAE S B RE A BRI, R (9 1 T A5 8 B 28 o bl s e 21 IA 0 e 47 17 (So0d 55,
2004 ) . fEJacoby S5 (1974 ) IS Hh , AN S 2 I ST AR rh I SK R it B X 2 PR < S22 DAV il
AEE, KRBT, S W T I 2520 50 T AT i e/ 4E

YR, RAEITAE A A28 46 PRI ME 253G s AR 6 £y, JFFE BT 22 D HIBE R RBE AR b Je T &2
P A RIASARET , 1 28 TR 2P R o R R o S Pk A T L ARSI, 4 2 7 A AU PRIUE A
P25 (TyengarFlLepper, 2001 ) , a3 A4 R MERR B 2 KO- T Ak, M I0iks 20, 5 A ik
TRAEAH LL , B b A RR LRI T BB S 4 /e , B 2 () 1 25 BE 25845 /N (U2 5 LRI OC T EA T/
FESTMRE L  ORMEAAEENZ M WIS AR S, A 7] Gl AL £ R HfE (Fasolo
45,2009 ) , 177 RDE AR 25T FE A A RN BT, R BOE PR 2800 .

2. SRR T R I AR () I K2 R e R BN A SR R I S AT
B IR AL T 2 PR A AT T DR A6 0T A5 AR e 1 301 28 (Schwartz, 2000 ), AT TN A R A6 T 42
HHZ RN WA Z AL NP R RERE R A O A FRAR R S AHVC EC RS B AR, R
YT AR AT DA R L 2 B A A0 2 1 (Simonson , 1992) , 1M # & 2 T [ O X0 86 10 45 S 8 i
T & (Ratners, 1999 ) o H 2 S50 25 FL A0 W 2 w5y (0 1) B8 2o S AH I iR 5 3L | Bl 6 T4 1 1
KT 27 R N L B4 7w U RE 0 AT BEAS QTS ISR, 219 2 I e B4 5 TSI Y
IR, HAR G 2 W 26 56 (expectancy disconfirmation ) i A] BE 14 5k 2> #2 & (Diehl1 Al
Lamberton, 2008 ) . {4 2% 7F K BEAE i PR R X Bl — i BEIE B 4w > 2o ey 2R
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REAI T L AR BRI v e PR 1) T, S s B 20

(TOEERE

1. PR NG 28 A7 5B R T 28 TR USRI i 77 A 1) FE UL 4 AR 6 25 R i e 12l 2 1Y)
FEHE KGRI T 0 e i 22 LU AU 255 | & T 22 0N RIS 28 AR IR , o Jeas ik 43 e 22 110 o
BEJG  XY TTN R ME BB, T 2% AT R IR I BEME R TR B (Loewensteins, 2001 ) .
BEAb, KA TAE 0] B 21 2 R 2050 B EIH 3 (Chernev, 2003b ) , M i#E— A B A 5%
H PR ARE JT o Grass (2004 )WL FE H , TH S A TR R o 238 55 ASFIE WA B 5 A 2 B e
s A 0 381 0 R 270 1 T R, R O JE R A e T AR A T e B | b B 5 6 28y 1 S A
H, KRBT AR S a9 22 155/, A (second-best ) i i B 22, 1k 23 (il 25 34 I &2 2% Hifth ok
VERER IR F5 BRI, ;= A B8 2 10 5 M 4, NI S2 i 2R AR5 (Chernevd,2010)

2. PR ARG 4 PR I TG 45 7 H (affective load ) , BBV RES | RS2 )n B, W25
FOE PR R Y BE R Z2 B 2 T RE S R B R A AN 1, R AR B
ANGF AT RE 23 R BT I SR 9% 3 2 Bkt e 15, AN JE B AR Y3k (Dhar, 1997) 1 28 #4114
TERR, A ATAR B B — 1 R O MG G ) — R R R A AT B T AR I A B, B AR
I 2 () J5 MG 25 A3 N (Carmon®5, 2003 ) S FEMF ST Y, 24 i LA O P HE R S BURT , 1 9% 3 1)
VAR AR 25 ARG R BH ., B 25 5 PR B 258007 (Tyengar fllLepper, 2001 ), 3X SE5ZEIF 57 15
WESE T PRI 28 17 0 2 52 M e BB 230N () 7= A, e Biad 220, T 25 T T PT B2 B hn Aokt
TERE, AR AT RE B A PEIG 26 AT 23 SE IR PR SR B3 AN 3 (Luce, 1998,1999) .

2R b FRATIA N, DA DR 22 R 2 R 3 2 2L () 52 i 3 456 68 280007 1) 7 A o FE DR SR IR R 2
T I v B U ] RE 2 BN R B0, 51 R R PRB AR o R TH 9 T A R A B X A
AT VFASG FTEL RS, 2o 22 B RS b B 45 >R I DRI U FE S (i 2% 3 TG 0 #E Rt 4R rh i A 71k
P&, RIATE X — i R i 3% 8 nT RE 2 BRTH S B 5 O SIS 28 TR 08, X 2 2 iy o it
TR ERERIRE T , AR E R 458 2350 1 7= A o e AN, XS R T BB R B AS R4 26 AR 56 ) LG
WIETH P R PR — D 2R A

(LN A brig e Fick g v shr s S L

TERRER BN SR —E 2 R A P 2R R S U A 23 R AR R T — 2 1Y
5, 23— Z 550 FLEAF )50 (Scheibehennes , 2010 ; ChernevZs: , 2015 ) . iF I AN , 5% 1%
PR BN B w2012 FE L 4414 (Chernevd , 2015) IR AT WP 2L Bt 45 14 25 RE ML BR AR 25,
S5O0 W 2 B AR 5T — FBEN Ry BE TSR A B B I N B BRI B4 T —— T 9 3 B MR 22 5%
SRS BE R B 7 A AR S A i DX P AR B HEA T 4

(— ) PRI FFAF 52 0 BE BB 2R3N,

PEIOAE [ B BO4FAE AR S5 AR (5 B R BT 28 R i 207 QLA Bk o I J AR 20t
VEPRHR ™ A R, IR IR

1. R AR ERAAE o BE R AN 52 B e 0T TR S R s e, 3 2 B TUAR T AL R R
S RERISE I ISR P DA RS AR 2% AT TR TR S S AR T B (B, SRR 15 B AR
% I SRF A Gy AN AR, AT SE e D 3R 3 72 . Greifeneder s (2009 )38 3o 9 15 52 55 &
PR, PEIAE Hh T 5 R B S AT AN T, BRIV R A A ] A — A R
PR R I AN ) S AR P e B, H DN — AR 2 B R R (i L R/ ORIk
A5 B T TP PR B 255 (ChernevZs , 2015 ), 77 A= 36 A 2 %007 114 7 AP B AT .

29 B T B B, I A A R 2 X S 3R 2 ) BRI o A U A R T Y
SRR PR T BRTE & IR B AR TP RIS A BT b ) PR AR Bk CAn e B A R e e i)

SNEIZGFEEHE (F39EFIH)



R 1 IRTUERFFE S a2 18 38R

P EERIE] PR A %

FEERE |G EME S A S S BB 830U (Greifeneder® ,2009)

B RRBITEL | R R AR A 4 2l B WS | I R 5 BT RN 5 S BRI ek

%ﬁ A | e Jo7 , BV 1% 0635 82 550 AR K (Hamilton i Chernev , 2013 )
) RBAMHE | —A R A R S MATE 28 5 o e 48, R S Ek BB 0
i (Dhar, 1997)
HEBI P T LAY 43 SRR RE NS AT R 3R 25 5 Mogilne%, 2008 ; YunFlIDuff,
e 2017) s A LAY HED RN 5 3 BU P 23000 (Diehl, 2005)
;i“t b BRI BT Hh AT S B A i e, 5 A B DA S S A R SR AR L, AR
SCF/EA | BNATIN T AR R Gk, 145 5 S S0k B AU (Townsend fllKahn,
2014)
JEYERT | RS B v A R A I A A T B A T S LA, AT A B
RrgE | B ZHPNHTZIR , 25 5 5 30k 5 3300 (Broniarczyk MIGriffin, 2014 )
Jrxk R A R TIUEE H S I R EL A A R S A BRI AR 5 | 0 R, BRIV e

ANH AR i A 5 G B P 203803 (Chernev, 2005 )

SRR | eetr | AT O U ST, AN XK ) (i xR, B
H 7 KB TAE P e B 0T 45 5 IR PR B 40UV (Scheibehenne s, 2009)

’@_I%inﬁ?ﬂjﬂfﬁji%@_ﬁ(ﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁgﬂﬁ'ﬁ%—ﬁ’ﬁ PIERE) o X4 T 8 Z R X AR B gk AT
MATET, BT R IAT A 22 R, I R 2 R A e 0 AR 31 2% 5t JE 2 (BSckenhol tFl1
Kroeger, 1993 ) ; {H 2 431007 S FRIPAT , )25 S 80 S IARLS: , 1 9% 38 B0 A W] R IR 21| BE 56
ARSI ST T, AR B L AR R SR R R T e T S T RE SR A O RAR Y
P, B0 28 S A R A S AR e 5|, HE IR 3 28 30 % %00 (Hamilton MIChernev, 2013 ), iX
i — 2D IR 1 I 1R 28 R R PR 2R
PEIAE TR A A DL SR B S M B R 20 P A E AR v o B B At R o B A
Mg SR FH MBI F G — AT S A A LR B AR BRI A B T LR S W S b - T
(Dhar, 1997) , N IZBEIRAE SRR /)N o T 224 75 it 2 AT ST DI 80RE XY 1), e AR R s, T
BB T BT 22 A A LA, THFE KB AN AT IR o JE R A R I AR rh e B 2 ),
BRSNS RIME , 38 5 S 3 68 24500 ( Dhar , 1997 ; DharFlISimonson, 2003 ) , 520 14 2% 4

T R AR 2 — B AR R A o B S DI T R i R, e A 2 ey ] REME 22 A

2 A5 B EM A5 E AT BHES A M S 81 BE R EU0 (1) & A F5T R B R BN
PEIAR H Y R St TR PR Y402 W RE S A AR D IR B 2R AUV (Mogilne s, 2008 ) o R /&
FEIA R b R 2 2 KO T IS B B PR T, REEXT R it A 74028 LRI RS
AR D BE R 2R (Yun A1 Duff, 2017 ) X 2 A AT i T DA T HES AN )& Bl
HLHES B R S AR hiff A T8 A BT IR 8 25080 AT AT iy 2 N st 5, A
FAEEHES A R I AR rh 3 2 L DN TG P HES A R 0T 4 rh BE 5 BN 25 By 7 AR 1 8 2 AU
(Diehl%¥,2003,2005 ; Mogilnerd:,2008 )

[, £ B DA SC R BA 2 DA R 52 300 2 8 19 3 5688 208000 1 & 4 - Townsend Fl
Kahn (2014858 & B, EARTH 94 B4 T B UK R 2 B0ME BT S|, R B R 2 8007 =0k
N B BA7 e (A IR SEE B RS R 20 oK, SRR h b B D SC - 2 30
HfE AR L, AL BE DL B B S AR A I T o7 U e = R bk Wt R, 76K
PEIAE rh DA B0 R s BT T P S g e A BE B N

3. A2 S BT AR (attribute alignability )J& 38 7 i A2 WP R DA —AY AT kb
BRSSO R SR A @ g T R b (R [R]85 3R ) 5 JB AN AT LR

B U E TR HRTR?
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(attribute nonalignability ) &8 i i LA Z2 R[] (4 J@ PR 2028 T 9% 8 i L [R] Bf b J LA Ja 1k
(CUMPR A5 TR INFIUAS ] R ZE 78 ) o T ot M 7 T Ll s 2 52 M 6 43658 281 ™ A= ( Broniarczy kFll
Griffin, 2014 ) , DA A W SEAN T LAY T it i 58 B 22 AU , 25T AR BE 2 ORI BT, B H% I
PEAN AT LG 53 S R AR rh B A 7 e 8 00 AT A e AE e 468 28800 . GourvilleFlSoman (2005)
FRIFE e — IS Bt R B, S P AN T LA A R A AR AR K, S R B s A A B el A
55 21 AR AT (4 2 B IR S KT S v 4 o
TEIGUAE TR b 42 SOR A AT R T B A M (complementarity ) 2352 M A [R] £ T 4R
PRl - o Ao o MR S 2406 K T 2 I T SRR, — 2 R 2 A5 BB o — 1w o P AR A T AU
(U248 56 1 FIBH i o] B AR A7 FBR AR AER N AT B AR ) . Chernev (2005 )WF5E & 3R, 24 £ 50 4 rh
AT LA E AN R S 0, AN e IR AR | 3 I L BT LA ik 3 0 T DA ECRD R R R R
TAE , SR AR W5 | R R T 38 A 3 0N T B R R R I A, B AR BT 5] )
St A BN R IETAR T, B A T B AME R T3 28 AR 5 1 iR R U
4. YU I A o YA T YR B A AR 15 T BERPH R IR T AT 23 52 ) i 1 R N 1 7 A A G
IR B, A5 ZEXT B O r 98 B8 04 7 AN A R B Ath AT 0T RS % T 4 1Y O 4 T R
(RatnerflKahn, 2002 ; Chernev, 2006 ) . 7E—JBFFE T, BFFE 5 BER i/ INER B AN [ 1 2655
AP R — ST SR T EOR — Ui e A QI BRI FHUA A S I, 45 5 & B T
RAEIGUAE A T LA [7] B i 2 e e it DR ) AR 100, A e SN PRI X, T2 5 1 I R 2
%W (ScheibehenneZE , 2009 ) . GourvilleF1Soman (2005 ) fAF g7 2580, Y AMITHEEEXT H & e
T DA, AT 23 O de T AR 3/ N BE P AR i EA T 8, IX AR IR UE T2 A 2R e B 5T AT
RE 9 P BN I A2
(W DB AR 2 S M e B R 2,
TR RCE ——H DB A B AR 25 S R T 53 R R AN, o) BT B B A T A2 A
TH 2T AR ZE R AT B A R BT IS A RS0 e T2 I LA R 3R B (5 | 23 e i 6
R A TRV, FRATTHL T T e M e B RN, T B B AR 25 AT T I N, ansR2 R .
L IH A N T 28 2 5 B S DU AR ] 25 S e e 428 8 2880, 0 7 A o s LAt )
# (maximizer )il [ 3K T b B BT &, AT TS FE R S AR — B8 R B EHR BT T Y
F2 HBEEINERE NSRBI
AMERES | AR AL
A iiaiﬁtfytﬁ I {1 T e i ﬁﬁﬁ%‘ﬁ%’%ﬁ UI'JXﬂ‘“iiﬁ?”EI"Jﬁﬂ:?JE‘
JRE  (Reed S, 2011, e AR 35 S AN WS SHE B, 5 - A i B4R
AR | ﬁﬂ”@ﬁ PRI B TR Gy B R TR BT 5 |, T 7 B A A T 2 B TR AR 5 v
ANEIAE T 5 | (Polman, 2012)
PR ZKOT 1AL B 23 (1 28 T 4, MK T 1.0 ARG 23 (9 2 0T .
PR T E A S AP R O T AR D) B SOk B 200 (Jing 55, 2013)
ek | B s U A A H:rl“‘f&“f%z%%‘jiiit)‘\ﬂﬁfﬁ]Ti&ﬁ%ﬁ*—ﬁ%ﬂ? s 4 LR LY
RV A7 2 B fele A ) T4 T 2 HE1: 55K (RoehmHIRoehm, 2005 )
LY HHA T ST 988 R SR KA U A TR 1 0

DR

AT IR A5 P2 Ve 48 (Mogilner , 2008 ; Chen , 2009 ; Morrin ,2012)
B SR T 455 TH DA WA AR T A, PT D (5 RAR B PR A E , IR E R AR
U | B0 A 1y AT g (Chernev, 2003a )
e ST EHL %iﬁ%ﬁﬁ@@ﬁK@@%ﬂ@%ﬁ% AL %ﬂ"%’%ﬁﬁﬁ&ﬁ B RE R
sk H G &1&%}3‘?4&“]%%%%@ fi 14, AN S3i U PR AR (KahnSs, 2014)
P ATHESGTE THEPR G 1 VIR I, 23 (R U R Ay BT L (HE 3] 1 B e

PRI, R M 2 /N eI , BRI 4539054 (Chernev, 2006)
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S B AR i, TGS ELAT SR DA A ) ) B DR 3 (satisficer ) 38 21 B4 (0 1 i gt JER 20 05 2
(Schwartz4,2002; Reed 55, 2011) , HE M5 1% 2R WF 58 3R B, S e AR AT ) 25 25 A6 T8 Z2 g Bsf 1] 1
K 14 R 0, BT LA TR B A AR T S 2 (R S R 2 LA
AR , AT 22 BN HIT SR, e 2 BRSBTS AT 5 5, DT Hh e
TN (NenkovZ, 2008 ) .

AR JE 5 £ 5 (regulatory focus )23 52 I A A6 BE T 4E () f 4 , f2 #F 42 55 (promotion
focus ) T 28 29k 151 LU A i) EAR R 5 1, 1 B 80 £5 44 (prevention focus ) I 24 XF
“rr B AL P 2 S W] T SR TR E AR B AL 2 B B AL IR B S o 2 i 1
W8 (), A I 25 5 A0 B DU TP A AR, A BV S £ o5 P T 9% 28 B8 5 Bl e A PP 5| (JainSe,
2006) . Polman(2012) FYBFFEUL LB, Sy H O A A A ASR S 235 PR Ry AN [6] 18 981 8 s s 2 AN
[F A/ IN BT A - AMATE R A CASGEBERT S REB A A 05, BE 25 5 th B B 2000 , il /N
VEIAE 5 TAE R fth A ABGSE BRI, WS HF0E o AR A R R I BE TR | HH B BE R a0 80 o

PR F (mental construal ) A LU 1 5% W0 35 2% 4 760 2 2 35 B 19 77 28 (mental
representation ) i 52 WA BE SRR 2% AOVE T , TR R T 9% 9O 2 B IAE B 20252 i e 560 F
AL P %€ 477 3 (Tversky ATk ahneman, 1981 ; HongFllLee, 2010 ) . X0 B O F 78 B, A4~
PRXT Y S A AN ) O G P B R, (IR B —— LA B = A B ———h 42 (Liberman
25,2007 ) o KT B BRER 2 T P A AR S R & VR TR 2L E B, SEAS A5 e A AR AL 5 1T
AT ) B AL 2 (1 Pl 2 T LA TR VR F R S A A, B AR 7K O B A T 2 5 3 3
VERRER 50 (Jing 5 ,2013)

IEAN  BIFFEIA J2 BT T B R 5 118U LR 125 BN 2 M T 2 3 1O A, Ik — 2052 i 2
FRABHBSON ()77 o AR AT ST 3R 28 8 S R e T AR T I 5 |  AE2: 425 IR B AR A0
P g (A [i) g 2 2 () ) B, JHCX R/ IN e 0 42 1l 47 1T B 23 A7 T 2l 2 (Goodman AiMalkoc,
2012) o 32 R AU 38U B 2 i AR 3R, XA (ARB0 0 FHLPE s A (BRAE L3k HEL) o
i, H 5 3R AR, SR T RERR R A BE IS 5 {HU 24 A A0 O B 23 4 ae (AR RS
HO RS T, H B FRA KR, 23 TR N eI A

2. {H R H G LR T 3% 5 B Ak A 2 RS 2 R e BB AR 0 =2k, DR RO 9 69T,
BT BN 45 23 A AR FE SR B i T B B SR 2R, R g K 1356 1 4E (KahnFlIsen, 1993
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X HERERB AR A FEI , PRV A B0 T 52 SRR 7 4 10 A AR BL P 155 2 i B RE U 175 24 1 A A
1] TR ZREE AR AF K BT | [RIHZIF I AR 2 B0, 5 B AR 155 2 ke rh Pk 1 28 o 2
AR D ZHEPE T oRAT R, 0 RPRAR  F A 4 2 el 553 e PR A AR5, 175k 271 P ARG 15 28 )
SR PR BN

3 TH SR E SCAT A IH S R A AT PR T T R A b R S R 2
SN PR BN B P A SRS R, JC e R AR T RN LA PR AT 9 B
RIEIRAE Th R 25 5 B B TR, S SRR B AN, o AER X TARAT 280 03 2 3 ke i, A K
1) T PP A T B N A, AT T 2 3 2 PRI A DA A /DN 14 3 0 W s 26 A e A i 2
4 (Mogilner4s , 2008 ; MorrinZ5 ,2012 ) . Chen (2009 ) 45 O RIFSE X0 9 28 W) 25 1 24T M 64T T
TRV AR T RIFE 25 5, A W SE 2050 131 21 35 5 A3 A0 L, SR 20 S B4 H 2 M0
HR B R AN Y AT RE M TR AR

TH 25 W I A 75 A FRAE AT 5 5 (ideal point )t 2552 Mo 56 8 30500y () 7 A BRAE ] 4545
ST P R — A O — 2SR ELA T A IR, (BT R TR A A QR R R A T

(&4



/8

ZNERRAAE o 04 5835 1 BRAE A5 AU, T 25 8 A S AU DR, HLERSR S A7 4505 . Chernev
(2003a) AAHF5E 2RI, BIAE DA ST rh e B85 e T 0 2= A LU R R e AR, A BRAH AT 45 2
TH B WA SR R K, A AR B 18 R o (RIS 9tho J& 30, A D 6 P9 T 9% 2 B O 4 K
A BEIAR | 352 N R A BR A 1 O 4 T ik /5 A B AR v R IR A, (A5 SR B N2 & , A\
[T e vz e ik 0y AN

4. LA H 1Y T BBV TIH R R R A5 HAG 5 > S ML 23 52 M R B8 B0 i e A T
FLASERLT I PR E A FE B B BRSO R T ISR i, A T RESE R 122 > R T A i o
1 2 B Q) S 2 G s 2 > A () 8 26 TG ) 7 e s A RN RS ) 4% L T 2 HUR AR SE R
i B, A AT AT BB ) T A /NI R TR Hh A 3K LAY/ H SR RIME o I HL AT 2 2] ShPLIRIE B R
Al RE 2 M % SR AT (S B, M T S R A R R e T 4R | DA 2% 2] 21T 22 B A 3 Ao AR Y38
SRETBATA R SR P 2R (KahnaE, 2014 ), [A] A AT T 23 DR s DA A0 i) Y e i v
345 SRR (KahnFfllWansink , 2004 ; Kahn fllRatner, 2005 ) .

TR I A M B R AN, (1 77 A o AT TR 2R DR — I8 o0 WA B B < S i il
AESE A P e PRI IE IS | PR DI I AR rh it AR A RS o o F 9 R R, TR SR AR rhott AT
I B AN ], AT TR 1) R INEE IR %) D - 55 2 A AR 25 5 o NN THE B BRSBTS I AN 2%
JE B R T A2 A 1) S B TR, T 2 2 5 18 s 2R I |, DRI, AT O T BB il i
VETAE B, 25 I 4 R A e T 4 (HR 31 1 22 DA 01 48 v (s B AT, ST 2 i /) 1 3 o 4
(Chernev,2006 ) o X W2 R 1A NATTFE R 25000 B A B, 130 2 it B o B0t =F 8 IR R 370
{HZR T HAE PSR X Ay B mT DL b — 4

f., KEET

5T, RIS/ IN A 0 A B A o R PR AL T L4 B R AU il A R A R
RGBS AN BE UL B TR 2 | T B e B ) A LT A 1 1 T B T B R, A b Ay
FIF 2 0 2 R A AT S R SEPRas B v, FRATT H AT e A 7 o 10 A8 A ok ik
2 AR SR I GRBOR il 72 5 N2 7% TR SR HL 0 7 R 2 5 2 B0 9 B BB, A R B
Bt ik 22 S BOH T B R R W SEShAIL T B 25 AR AE R R VE T L 3 B AT R o )
Bt 314 2 3 W 0 T T AR 2 o b R 7 A K B R RS2 o BT AE AR IO 52 L 15 LR 48T 3%
HitS 2 E R, LT S E B PR, nTRE S RAR BRL Z MK ) .

FLUR S g ey 1 Ao T LA™ b Aok Y T R R Y F TR OO AT, R SR L
T, RIZR AT LR TE 3% B B U R A T A T LA a3 T EL DA X SRR U o 7 T 9 0]
i e B TR0 T, 3B N R SRR A B RN H OO AARRAE B D, Al TR 3 v ) i e
ASH E MR 25 B AR, I S SRt BE AT S5O o AT IR g T T EL A 450 B (mental
simulation) AL TTE XIE , LLKISIE R IGTHE B PESr JEFESE (Pillerds, 2005 ) , iX £E4R
RERSTE—E R EH B 283 T/ A O T S ds o eA b 7045 B Sl R v S Bl i 2% 5 L g
PTG AR B AR B AHDCAT B, L nT AV T 23 1 B AR50, Qe 48 85 R R e
R I RE AL FE R A, X 86 T HL I A5 ) B g 765 0 2 10— A5 18 i v 8
B, 1R 28 B EVH 3% (Huffman 1K ahn, 1998 ) .
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AL —ANSIEERUE , DM R IA 73 (DellaertfStremersch, 2005 ) , LA BRI LI 4 B0
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The More, the Better or Going Too Far is as Bad as Not
Going Far Enough? A Literature Review of Choice Overload
and Consumer Decision-making Behavior

Liu Nan, Li Aimei, Ding Hao, Sun Hailong
(School of Management, Jinan University, Guangzhou 510632, China)

Abstract: Traditional marketing argues that the choice of commodities should be the more, the
better, and diversified commodities can attract consumers and lead to the rise in market share. But the
behavioral decision scholars find that when the number of goods reaches a certain level, consumers can
experience more difficulty in choice, and then delay consumption decisions, even do not make decisions,
thereby resulting in the reduction in satisfaction and the increase in regret, namely the effect of choice
overload. Researchers argue that the cognitive factor leading to choice overload is cognitive depletion
and emotional factors are negative emotions caused by excessive options; some researches show that the
effect of choice overload is affected by boundary conditions like choice set feature and individual
differences in consumers. This paper makes a literature review of the effect of choice overload,
discusses the antecedents and possible outcomes of choice overload and its practice enlightenment for
commodity marketing, and points out future directions in choice overload research.

Key words: choice overload; consumer behavior; cognitive depletion; choice set feature
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Feedback Environment: A Concept beyond Feedback

Zhang Jian"®, Gong Zhenxing’, Zhang Ying'
(1. Donlinks School of Economics and Management, University of Science and Technology Beijing, Beijing
100083, China;2. School of Business, Liaocheng University, Liaocheng 252000, China;
3. Laboratory of Talent Evaluation of Land and Resources, Beijing 100812, China )

Abstract: Feedback is the most commonly used incentive strategy and behavior modification tool
in organizations, but the inconsistent relationship between feedback and performance makes managers
not know how to improve performance by feedback. Feedback environment beyond feedback lies in the
emphasis on multidimensional complexity of feedback, the construction of feedback effectiveness by
receivers and the climate of encouraging feedback seeking. And the research focusing on feedback
environment can make up the shortcomings that feedback research preinstalls binary opposition & then
isolates the role of contrast feedback, neglects receiver construction of feedback and does not reflect the
interaction between feedback parties. Thus, compared with feedback research, feedback environment
research can obtain more consistent expected results. Based on the analysis of the dilemma of feedback
research and its solution, this paper introduces feedback environment as a concept beyond feedback and
its transcendence of feedback, discusses the formation & effect mechanisms of feedback environment,
and points out future research directions.

Key words: feedback; feedback environment; informal feedback
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