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e e et T S ot e e e T S St et St SO

FE H B A& T 2R R TG 7E A (vice , 78 T LASR AL B il JEL B fHL e 2 o 1 09
R AL — S, IR ISR EIRA A BN, ORI ) 5 A Y (virtue, 15
A L KA KRB I 25 il S SRl = W 5 | ) Y — 2R i), R X 2R i) o RS Tl
DI B Bzl , MORHE o B A M T AT e B R B R BN DRIE A e B R
R HERE R R ARR A AR A £ 4 (A H) , Bl n v

VL), i 24— SE PR AT F i
P E) G, 5102 - FERE ) A IR G 45 ; 23 PR 5 i A g AR 2 I (R Aep e S 2
(AR FEPUA IR G ) 75 55 . Mo ORI il LU B, TeiR 2 7E H % AR T
HR SRR A I B, AT AR S 22 B BAR IS 5, 3230 3 FAEHI 0 29 R sl il , e 5
HARF A FA= 2 DIAH DG B A A Z (8] A28 NS B T T ek A TR S 2 —
MATTHEAE 1 ] B R A2 2 5 =R A AR AR BR W s = (i B brig ok, 2
%S B H#A: 2018-05-04

EESWH: AR a XHFAEEF 55 A (71432001)

TEEB N B3 (1990—), %, A B R FFRF R LR A GRIRIEER);

AT (1976—), B, LB X FEHRFRTHEH AN A EE, #3450,
WNEZFEEHE (F405F128)



FEE AT R, RIS B IERS B AR  thae U A0 B R S o AR
SCEFEX T AERH AL 55 (Steel , 2007 ) o ST AFR  E 22 B PR, T TR -0 R AR 48 D52 W AL
AT KT R BT 5, T PR A S T AR I s A e B AR AR
) P T T A A A - LA201 84F | A KB A (s 101 ) BEF5 25 25 ), ok 1 % B AR 4R T
HEQL, By 2282 9% RBGHE LS 00077 T N R, 76 Ky 2288 BB A0 9% F (44635 2 R 3 S ol g S
AT WA L7 i o X ST 2 B — I o (HR DT B0 A AR MM, FE 2 2
I ARE SR L, SR AR AT —E i B IG5 0, R A A s =
FEBTIR 5| g, e 28 2t e AR IS o AH AN SR AT — B b R 15 2 A B b Sl T B B T
B, WA FTRES B B AR FRAF RGeS o o] 0L, Y 5 A R e AR A 2

H Wertenbroch (1998 )4 H! B\ A H AL & LK , 1 9% B AT 98 SR TT T 270 ZRE1Y
AHDC SR 5T o 0 HR: A 3R A5 T Sk A 5, LIRS X RIUE: DU/ B 0 1 W X i B
Y/ F ) AR O AR LGSR X B FR AR AT I A (Haws FLiu, 2016 ) SR 11T, A CHE
T TN EEZ N A BEXHGEAT SEE T8, LA BYRFIE & X % U O A T 9T 4518
(Y BRAR AR S EAh , SCUEAIFSE A AR N AN H AR TS5 2 AR LR & (AN, =2 4 S AN S
A TR AP o HLR ARSI TARL , JCI R BRIE 2 1 1 S B )2 1 ) S e AR 5% 4 7 K
TR, PR i 2 SRR X A A A T AT RE S o RTERE [ p XoF 3 — R SETEIF 9% i 7
AL BB T TS A PR TR 32 Sk MDA SR 2y = s i, AR A3 B 98 45
W E FHPEATY 75 SRR 56 (R HE AU A , 20103 Jiraporns, 2016 ) o AN SCKAAE A F& 1241 B 16
BRI T XA/ A AR BRI 5 SEE S A TR B AR DT, DAY 4 sl [ X X — 2 2
R I SEFSE

—. BEEAIR

()Y A5 A=

R T A A PR B RN R I AU T A7l 2 s (B AN — 50 A9 7 2531 9% &, Wertenbroch
(1998 ) E A T vice flvirtueik — XA BMEE - <4 HACY XE KA T rY BP9 250H (1)
a0, FBR)TTY fe KRACSER O (B0, KRR I, A DA XA TY R vice, Y AHXS T X2
virtue” o X MHZR I E LA T vice Mvirtue W 52 L 58, vice Mlvirtue 2 A X A3 T = 46 %)
PR /& o B, 33 2 i A N T 2 e virtue , A T OB 31 &2 ) vice (Yan%$:,2017) .,
HIR vice/B I B AL ST 0 BIE AR | 2008 B AY SE 3R B R%H Bsf BT i 4 ) =400 5 10
virtues2: {1 9575 AT IS 14171 208 BV sF A 280 B e (i - B =400 o vice Fllvirtue 2 It AAEFE X B
e B T AN — B0, TE 2 DRI R 3 9 8 %) PR 8 S A 225 RS AS B BRI AN ]

SCFR b, TCIS SRS 1 H A Wertenbrochid J2 J5 ST 3, B0 7E Hin 5 B = iAE
PR I X vice Mlvirtue IR I o AR AR LE 5 R 2915 i ) H Aw (BN, 3RA5-24000 s 0 ) Bk A
IR s AL, H 5 B A A [ R 4 il 8% 7 28 75 B vl IR 2 s 7% 7 i 4 56 A BB A B et iy Aok
A R RS o T L i AR A shis e 1 B A (AN, JRE5 | 2 A RCAR ) , 52 SR BE A5 A 266 B ] 14
T R BRI AESR SN 5 | & A I A5 AT TR A B P ARA5 0 B B (B S E ARk AN
ik FE Ak (Hofmanns,2014) JAEAE [RA R ARG LT , SAH R B virtueH L , vice s 228
SR (1) [ FRAE I, PO TR XS B AT B2 JE T v sl i i S vice i o Rt , N H AR5 H FREE
B AR BE SR FEATT , 5 T — A M E R K HART 5, virtue 238 B HH PN Gz 5 | 07, 38 2 25 ok 1
RS, (B4 B 2B K30 HARAO Y, i vice /248 540 P9 mT LU Ak (A % T2 8%
KA HPRB Y

PG B AT AT AR
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X FviceMlvirtue A FHIF , 268 A UE 2 H g E A IR, —FhEIPEA E 5 (vice ) FI°A #5
i (virtue ) (GE R HEAUEBERAL , 2010; FEHEENSE,2011), 55 —FhBHIE N  3) 7= 0 (viee ) Fll« 6 1
FEfn” (virtue) (EARAEFITEAZE, 2017 ) o B 58, % > 7= f > A S48 = i () B T8 ABARTE 1)
Ay, S N IR vice Mlvirtue f& DA FEAR M E LAY o 75 A1, Bl 5 AR A SR ] FH 9 & e
viceflvirtue Ch H W] 9T 9 fi 20 250 R 204 T R i sl b I 18 SR J6 R (viee ) 5 58 L T 47
e H FRARTFIY E FR T (virtue ) (KivetzHIZheng, 2006 ) o PRI , AR SCAS SR <08 > 7 f > < 2 4
P I — BHPE UK, A E S R 25 S B AR — E R K T vice Mlvirtue FE I
B SO HHEIG 22T A TR P 28X — E B P o B —2  vice AT DR 30 1 v 25 i
Ak A FE AL Mvirtue th ] BEAFAE A T RIAOH o 5940, A 235 A 3 10X He &4 AN EECh Al AT
SN A 0 M S X0 A PSS T 7 A e R DR AR R 1 R ) RS KA S SIERIF S, T 9
T THT I PR 2 7 P R R SR BT 25 7 A ) FRAE Tl v 8, i B vice AR B A RN, i A e %
virtue Wl 2 5k 25 B Y 1 Fe 45 RIS, vice Flvirtue# K 0947 A1 2l (140 , WL 1 5 F S 5 2
2 AT EATY R B R S W A TR L PR AR SO vice BHIE MY T virtue BHIE N
“CHAYD A SR AR A F 58 5000 H, A8 B FREE S 2 i I

(=) EZA M ST

TEHE SIGEM S A e LA S/ H AL AR A, 02 AR /S FH 7= iy AR 2/
R TR /B 2 A R SO TN A ) S T RS P AR
TP b WA B AT O AE S A T AT , LA AR A S T S LR 1

R 1 ACUESPHT

W & FERENH B
TH PR E WS AR i (N, & ARCD )2 A T35 £
I S Hirschman#l @E\ﬁ@\‘Fﬁ‘ﬁﬁxé\f\%ﬁﬂlﬂﬁigﬁ,mwéﬂkiﬁﬁfi
(hedonic vs Holbrook(1982); dm (R, B 25 ) R T ARAR R B DI RE . 22
e DharfllWertenbroch RIS SN B YR T IS
uilitarian goods) (2000) WK P DA% 1 A 1 RO, P
A AR A A s T A — Stk
e 1 et esr e L1 “HHZE P Fh SR PR RS BRER AT &2 L T DR
(SR T Boserman 5 (1998) | WA IBHE AR SKALEE S HA BV L
wants vs. shoulds ) AR
HEEESEZ ™M RottenstreichFll FEAW)/ A ) SR S R AR B R 17
(affect-rich vs. Hsee(2001) ;Hseell | IR & 7= i B sl R EAH X117 2R R 2 72 W RE S
affect-poor goods) Rottenstreich (2004 ) 5B RIAR B BT (i an , & SR PR T4
SRR 5 W%ﬂ@ﬁ%mﬂ@iiﬁﬁ%*ﬂﬂﬂ%jﬂ,‘%JE“?F&%E
(a%;ect vs. cognitive ShivAilFedorikhin SR SZ b SRR , T I kS ISR
; ) ) (1999) By, MO FE B ZE LT 0 AU DR SR A2 N TS IR
preferenees W AT IR A 5 T T
Wit diRE T Y- B (I AR AR AN BT sl (451, =
EA AT DA Kivetz#llSimonson I7), B AL SO EEHEE A B PRI ET I8 A AR I
(luxuries vs. necessities) | (2002a,2002b) (it , SEZENMRSS ) o 49H 2o i ] H b2 ey
LI, W0 i RIS A I T AR R

BORPR U RS AR OGSk

1 BEIR ™ SE
LR SRS R 2 AN RSB R B L Y S R PR A 7t , TS R e B
Tl B e — AR T SR i ik e — FLAAR S e i 75 DI BB 1Y 77 & ( Dhar Al Wertenbroch, 2000 ) . 5552 |,
H HirschmanFTHolbrook (1982 )#& tH =52 SR 18 2% AU LA , 5258 7 it RN S P2 i B % LA SR 32

SNEZGFHSEE (F4055128])



B EIBR AT A AE K 22 2R AL e 2655 2 FRIS A HI B2 2 R v 5= (R A e g P
2 W5 TR 1 D 0 o DRI I, A %o 5 S /S T 7 B P AR 9 2 25 L B A s IR S T Re B M Y
AR | VA A5 ] 38 2 B 146 R mk /I %) 1 24 AL ph S e =2 S 7= i 18 T BE A o

IR AR AR T TR0 2 5T 2 R B AN B A, R I R 2L TR
TS FH = i A R TR T 2 2 5 A RS T B 8 SR BRI 08, PR S 28T B #9053 91
TP ] F FR N, AEAE AR B T R BRSO, PR [RIRE 255 1 R B R I8 T 2 T 2
FR I o F 244k T M (MishraFiMishra, 2011) o R, 52 5k /52 P2 S BF 9% BT e 8 ) =2 58 R
PR A GBI 5 K 30 R M 1% — 22 45 (AlbaFIWilliams, 2013 ; Savary%, 2015 ) , L 5¢ 421
T Y 5 B EYRIXS L L, A5 2 0 0 5% 4590 R B 38 Tk Al E A L il A,
Bazerman§ (1998 ) & #UAH Lb Tl Y 5 A Y[R B 230, 224 Bpoph 52 RS V) 9 3 e B\ 1)
AT REMEEE K, M Okada (2005 ) 1 FH =2 4R /3 FH = A5 21 T M R B 2598 A Le R o 5 28 7 []— 0
5 A3 X 4R & (KivetzAl1Zheng , 2006 ; Sela%%, 2009 ) .

T TR 2 AR A A ) XA PR A T 5, AR s R LA AR T T A O, B R
I 5 ] 205 R AN I T 2 0 T P o SR T, 55 S A RN S 7= F R RS R T B e
SR AE TS AN B8 HE A A7 S RO o (910, 3255 SR B AR LA RE R T 2% FR L T e An il
55, PR SR P S i A Ol A0 SR BRI B A R 25 DU B s LA >R ) S R Tl g L IR
1 TR R R AR 5 (AN ] T B 3 e S A I U 2 s R 4 1
ik FRIAS — B0 6 T 52 AR /58 P S T 5 O G s ) P AS — S50 R BEAS A I A A A
PIA% 0> o VosgerauFs (2016 )T R A4 BE T 91 52 05 7 i LA 22 T X B bR e 5 B, S5k
P ST LI R A R] Sk T A A A A B DX (R T H T I SR 4510
SEFLTF P AT 2 A5 1, BRI B 9 3 L =2 A 5 X 3 PR AL ARE A A g 000 2 A
[7] 1) o AR R AL AT , B 5 38 E 3E AR A s 1 >4 25 A 5 [ R ) A0 S i T IR B S 1
MBI A O AE TR B8 PR AN T RE & P AU IR, 52 R/ 7 i A A AFDGT B3 o A
W/ 18 ) SR DU A MM 28 T SR AN ah s IR sh B9 R E bR S R R 155 Rl
FIERS I B AR e, PR S T B An S A 3R H S a5

PR e TR R VAT AT

BazermanZf (1998 )#2 Hi T “AHE” H £ (the want self) f1“M 1% H F (the should self) -~ HE
A ATRIE A v, SRR R A IR LT T 2% A SRR A A LA K SRR R
AN IR G REZE ) FRAR AT ()7 SR Ry < AELE 7™ b, i AFDGT B8 i (A 6 80 H B A7 0 5 | 7 g ™=
ritr , FLAE PR A i e S A8 %) TR BT TH R < % B R A 4 0 7= d Bk R B 120 = i , 36 AT
B FEACTT R AR T A5 8 7 i, A SR A rb 25 B8O %) [T BT [H 2 (Miilkman 5
2009) o 5 Z A AR ] A BE A A 5 8™ b 5 A A ™ i (ShivFTFedorikhin, 1999 ), 43 7l% i 3%
T IR R GBI R IR S PR o AR A H O R R, T34 T I 3 b A~
NP g€ X Fp s 5 1 B il wh 2 AT IR —E00Y , RIS TH PR A L T i 4 st ]
AN —FtE, R N A A A S A T b 5 AR R R I A A R B E Y
(Khan%§,2005) A58 2 it LR HTCAY AN B B R 5 S, — 5 T B 78 24100 58 Hh %
T8 SR RZ I LR, S 2SS 2 i 5 55— T UL R TR A A R e 6% T G i il
% T Hbr 5 BRI R AT

(=D S B R AR T =

& RS RER LY/ ik & e A SN S S N DR P i e S U d s DN N
— M B I B — E R Wi s B RS ] = S oG 8l (S 02862 S T
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H 5 A= 16 A SCUERFAE e i WL AT/ B R, Thomas 85 (2012) BEHLAHIE 11 00013
Bl S 2 A B S A A B, AP BE 8 T 1001 A 6 T S A 1 A A 2SS 3 T LTl N — 1 A
Y@ IE i LR T 1001 S R 2R B NP/ A B G . 55— b )2 3 A X [ —F
T B Bl — JE MR TR EHE AR O LE R, R A N A A 5k F A A [
FARBR AR, M2 Y AR A W S A o B, T S 2 IR R BRI A= Wh e, Dl 25k
INFHUATAY) (ChernevAllGal,2010) .,

®2 XEEAMAMEBEEY

5 5 A YIvs. A B SEUETSE2E

W2 tvs W 2 vy s IR U, &
fri A MGG vs. JCTET A OHG , SrBE 4 Fovs IS A, | Wertenbroch (1998 ) ; ChernevAllGal

M| AR s AR NS A W K, B U RS BESEVP AL, | (2010); ThomasZ:(2011); Liun%: (2015)
1558 J1F T/ kG vs KR  KESE Sevs /NS N/ B |

A% H8. 5% (The Breajfast Club/I Love Trouble/The Mask/|
Sleepless in Seattle/Speed 5 Z1E 7 Fm& A 24 A
vs. 1= fEHL 5 (Blue Sky/Hoop Dreams/Schindler’s
List/The Piano5#40 5% Jr KR )

Hotto 1 2| S ACR 2B s o 2], Bl s, 5e TS5
GBI ARG A S SRR RE
=, HAM5 BEYMRNTHEEE LR

Teit A B AT IR R AR SCUENT T, BN S H R PR e S i e =R SR
— P PMERE PR  AE PR BRI T P BE B 2 — R RS S o — A 7 1 AR
HOS LA B AR GG N TG EE P AT A R, P R A AR [ %
X LU AEAS I 2 35 R T P A A PR MEDR SR BT 25 7 A8 A 3Rl vp 28 . B, ST 5 A Y
Y SEUERIFFY 3 A v 5T MEBE B A0 2 i R 2R AR SOKE 2y B R IT 5% & BRIA 40 R — R i)
R, R T HE AR B IR T IE S S0 JE TR A B R s p i aRR S
IE A B R, DT AR S ) PR SRS 1

(—) A IR GRS S

FR YA B R B SO, X FIE 9 T 5, SRR B D () v sl IR R R 5 B
BB R T B IR, AL B IR ARSI PR  Baumeister ¥ (1998 ) 7E 42 H B IR IS HE
PRSI FIT R FH 114 87— 0 52 56 RS2 3 ek < L0 il 98 sy o iz 2 A< D3 149 5 5 3 9T 1) i sl i
1B MENZ AR /NS DR AFE L F FRAE I B UR, IF R izl w7 J 2k B IR AT 55
rh R IR 22 . 5 HA TF ZEH AR F FRIE I SR A AT 55 S0, 7 I BN AN A B P MEE PR
AR BRI TN L DLAERE B TR, T 2R A 0] BRI B\ (Carroll &5, 2018 ) o 7
Wang5 (2010) (BFFE Y, Bl 1l 0 276 B AR B 21 JUAS/ I 24 304 TT e B A (AR
L5 (lowbrow movies, 75 $2 A5 14 15 S AR AsHERUBE AR /D 208 2 S HLSE ), T W
A1 B > 092 N A n] BE e B 0LE = A H 52 (highbrow movies, 164 Bk I & 2 LAl
SCAR P R E R AR D B PRUBR I LR ) o

SIFLE R H BRI G A OCHE, AR RERD FEIURERY I FRAE I B2 U5, (AR A0 Y AT Aok 3%
THFE, WITE—E B A Bh MR 4ERE H 3845 (MuravenfiiSlessareva, 2003 ) . R I, 2 T+
TRXTCNY) H A OC B AR ShAL, o] B TR PE A Y G (R o] REYE , IR
IRTE A RIFERT L REAS AR S 43y B B A 140 , AEXT I ShpLE 55 1 AT 75, ISR S pLI

Read%:(1999 ) ; MilkmanZ%:(2009)

FishbachF1Dhar(2005 ) ; Kivetz#ll
Zheng (2006 ) ; O’Brien#1Roney (2017)

SNEZGFHSEE (F4055128])



S BV R IR RS T RO 2 A BB AR B R =22 I, A X e B S AT B R A K, O R IE
KRN Z5. 5351, BARsR EEAE A A A R H AR s Lo B A 22 s i F A%
S A AT B — S 8 TNk A R B ()RR BN T Rl — 2R AR TR T
U st 0 R 2 R U G Bt 1) B it B AR T 45 557 , PRI I 2808 3 S 28 57 R ARG 1 ol R B2
T 5 2 A SR, A I RN NG B, AR B i 411 E b B 4 v, it
k55 27l JE S 9 20 53 R DDA Rz s 28 A e

(ORI e

A CUFSE, Y IH 3% TCIR U IS SO S B T MW sl = R i), A T A5 31 £ 31
J& (DharfllWertenbroch, 2000 ; HawsHlLiu,2016) . K, 1T (1) 5 7 FRIEAH B LA K
(2) A (%) X TR FH XE LA b, BRI R ARG F B RS 9% 5, BN T 9% S X LAt A 24k
(Okada,2005; Liu%s,2015) o 1F 54k (ustify ) S&45 FH AT LAZRAS A B b ok A BAL Tl i e 46
B AT A, LA AT e 77 A8 i v 5 A 67 9B JRR (Slovic, 1975 ; Khan%:, 2009 ) . Shafir®: (1993 ) Fll
Kivetz(1999 )3 F 5T Bl fh (£ AT FTIESE T 18 44007 WA AE i & BT 3o 3
R 326 T X I P19 BE 16 1 2 75 25 5 AR BB AN H e P, T A 2 B AR 4 305 FH e R b ke e
FTiE 4 . XuMISchwarz (2009 ) (BFFE R BH , 2471 234 JC I N S B AP 38 20 B b B, Ao f ] &5 700
BNZBE PR R 2w ERsZ /D IE THNERAZ o o CHESD , FE A RN B B R, AT
ARG T5E 8 A 2 IO SR T X —EWT . Bazerman S (1998 ) IUBF Y & R, ZE LN
YA A R S IR, BT ASAEAE LU SE 4 0T EURCA KR M BB AT 15207, DRI i 9 5 0
T2 B SR, e\ P A A IR B S B B BE 3 — B, T 9% (R IR Hh B 7 <
T5 QA H A, e PR AT R S X AR IE 244k, 3 AR R E L T e A LB
2 T IEBENYI L] S, Savary S (2015) & 3 4 225 B UZ I (9140, 853K
1038 03K — b B W53 VKL IR A4 ), 114 2 35 (R 4R sk R JE T B

AlbaFfIWilliams (2013 )7EXTZE 5k 32 AHFFE SCRR Rk v BV A5 18 , 24T 9% & Bef8 i\
T B 3% 2 1E 2 A0 R B, 25K 77 b RN I B 1 B DK I 2 3 T . Strahilevitz fIMyers
(1998 ) & Bl 24 e 4 5 45 W S 21 & AE — A s (3 , — 2638 2 S Al A 355140, R L
PR 2 — IR IR RS TR I 4 A 254120 ) TH AR T S WSS TN o SR, Khan
Dhar(2006 ) & 304 AT Sl 7 — 4= (Bt X R 55 ) 2Z 5, T S8 A (4 vl Re e
SN, I T AT AN Laran (2010 ) L M Lee-Wingate fl1Corfman (2010 ) i 55 #4132
I 2 AR M S = U R ALY, O B OB 202 A, 1 R A S R A B4
Gy 3B L BT DL 2 B R T

FEMELAE |, KivetzF1Zheng (2006 ) LA KK BAE (2007 )4 4 1 3 1 g & AHEE U 7E TR
I NN B D P MEDL SR BT, 15 234 2 R B i B i 9 3 R D R 25 5 A P R A T DRt 3 1)
T 1% HEIX P ITURIE S i, IS AT TR 00 9 28 160 SR loby B R4 i B ph B 25 09 40k = A K
Z5: (OBGRI B H, BP2S A2 245 Hh 8% Can 58 i 90 1A B B N 250 ) A BT st CAnBiesss 1
U LR ) s S T 44T R CANFE IS ) Z 5 AT s 2E 3 b = A —Fh 2 e le/r vl (B AT DAaE
TR AR (Khan 1 Dhar, 2006 ) 5 (2 )lSCASH L Hy |, B 60 9% 09 f2 48 19 Candirds 4 $n) L 5k
ATEIRI CAnd 2 BT A5 £5 ) 55 K 28, AT AHS B 2% B A5 67 18 (O Curry Al Strahilevitz, 2001 ;
Kivetzf1Zheng,2017 ) ; (3R & B , RUFRRIR AR [A] (S AF55 45 (iRt & H )
FRAT LAHS B 2 2 ik B N T2 () 5 BE4E (Thaler, 1985) .

F L, BRSSP I B X — AR T SR M TR 2 X K RO i R e X (A
PRI T R 2 Sl 2 7 AR SRR, 95 | R T 2 SR IE S A3 i 5 2K o Rt 7 R oA

PG B AT AT AR
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1E Y3 AR DGR S ZE RN FV R 5 2 SRS R PR T R R AR — B

(=) PR BE

1. Bir&it 5 HArdk R

FishbachMIDhar (2005 ) AAF5E B , X4 Z 1 AR5 B0 I 2% 4 B HA B Oz H AR 7K s
i, A o e B ol B8 A mT REHEF 5 2 35 4 0 HoAth H b3l db 51z B AR — 2047 Gk
TR ) o T 24 2 FT e BRI 3% 3 BN A 7% H bR TS 9 38 i R i, LA S St
R B AT RE ST — H AR e B 5 AR T A4 T R G- SR ) o FEI% 5% (1 56— T S 06
rh AF ST A A T A Y B R OB AR B A, R B M e B O
TEDAE H AR LIS T 5 R Bk R, i B B B B\ (15 v SOV RS 555, US55
R B ) X0 B SR e B R RO 2 5 25 BV RGN [T %) B b, FERT—1> A AR
HARIE UG , T 2t 2= A — B3 A /P T &0n >, E A B O B S AT 33 T
4N, KivetzF1Simonson (2002b ) & ¥ 471 9 A5 2] B HED AT R 55 01 )5 , A 58 2 AT
TSR I/ INIF A2 A2 TR AP AR SR 2l T AN S [ A (B A 8 T A 25 o

2. HFRpopgE

Hbr i 58 & — A ADOB PR T 28 5 1 i a3 857 ok B s vp 28 i) ke s>
X R A7 1B 3Z (Ramanathan M Williams, 2007 ) o Rl It , H AR 284 0] REFEARE BB (1) LA
Belei% (2012 ) & I Y NPk FH D) R BUbR 2k B A5 T, (T H AR vp 28 g3, 1 9% = B i 2%
REALK o 5 28 X ) 5 0 At FHAS [ A R 75 B, 45 3R % A LU TR FH 2 SR AR 28 v fi e
BT (i an , “fAg 5 , >R FH DD RE AR 8 Ao (g R 7 B (gl n , <35 A3 B8 24 8 Ak il o ) (A5 o
BT S,

3. R

()BTRS S BA T . Bazerman®s (1998 ) & BU7E B AT, B Z2 17 9% & )
FRBEHY) , TAEBEA PP R, NP A A A0 5 4T (A5 2 2 e LA R e\
TH PR AR BN IE AL R, DT 5 22 ()1 2% 2 i 1) T35 8% B 249 . Fishbach 1 Zhang (2008 ) | &
B, FUEEA PR, M\ A A A R B SORSE S O R I, TH % s A SR
M R HOE BANC R, I P IR

(2) A7 B 5 SR PR TR  Read %5 (1999 ) & BR, T 9% 3 76— IR M R A A8 22 VR T 9% [R) e
ATHERE ORI YLTR ) B BEBE 1Y B HEY) L9 B30 8 /=5 TR Uk BAAR T 9% 20 BN i 37 Je s (R 91k
SEPRSE B A B LA AN, AH L TR A B — 5K CD, I 9% 5 7R [RIR AL 5% 2 3 CDRY 2 B
15 LB R L R o

(3) 4 5 B4 f# B /K F . Fishbach#1Dhar (2005 ) #2 H , 7E B & i BKE R, i T4r s
T BFRE R, I O S B R B AR, A RS AR E TR M E H
b, Ik 5 @ HE B Ar—E 917 4 - Goldsmith%5: (2010 ) FURIFSE 3245 T iX— R, i BFoT 1
TEFN SRR T, BE 8 B I3 0 5 e B8 FL AR R Pl REE , BVas Ak T A R4 T AR
GIRREACE T, [FIRERY B AR 2R ) 2514 I s S B vl ek o

(4) 34 53K Ty 2 B4 SRR bE A5 R SO 23 451 2 3l ke S R S A, BRI
R4 S A AT A AN 9% . Thomas %5 (2011)FT1 000 FEE6 H RN & L, 2471 7%
A0 RS R S e R W i, HE 2 0 s Y L) L fe R B A AN B R 2SRl
MishraFIMishra(2011) &3, tH T AT e BRSO v, I H 58 8T M REBE T A
TN Bt S i) 67 FRIRR, DR M 7 VR T N g ARG TR0 B 100 2 3 5 0 - [R) S (A
FEHTF0 B8R T A I 28, AN Rl e SE 5 =t 252 W i A WA S A 724 o B 40, Huy ghe 45 (2017)
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WA B, T2 LAY R ) A Sh P I T2 T WAt DR 2k b Wy st Jsc 0 4 g =5
U B35 T2 R IR

M. A5 BEYHARNASHEER

FARTT A O AR A A R 0 PR SR L H LS R 8 IR AZ )
PRERE 1) T 20 3R AT BT LATRIHE 2 B A 8, e B 2 IR 1Y
[ AT [ A EE SR v Pi—EE H (Liu%:,2015) , — 325 58 RS L] LS 2K SR (Jiang
FlLei,2014), — R AL HETREAT TAE2% > AT I SRR A (O’ BrienFiRoney , 2017 ) . 3 JLAE ik
P 5 AR P20’ , B TR 328 b P 2o T dL A 28
N RIS 23 $E 5 R AIBERE , AT AL A FL B i i — A~ 7 T .

T KA A A A RS A BRI R X B DR B A5 AN ] ) . 56 T
B IR IE B, YN R A RN G A i, A Y R B — et R
(ChernevfilGal,2010) . {5411, Jiang Fl1Lei (2014 ) /& BRI 2 4 XN T — )2 K R T4 59 15 ve 1 SRk
B AR I LA T 2 LA I IO 1) 25 e ) Bk E 1 R B B A 11 B A1 o Chernev (2011 )IAH Z T LA

S — IR IE R T P F ORI U — IR 0 R o3 il 1 g e R AN R

P2 S — & [R5 NP A RS, T 2 3 s ik — 2 B A f B AR TR il — A~ S AR B
GNP — ARG E Y B B AR, WAL T4 A 1R EL,

IR I DA TE R 223 Ry s T P 21 EAH A% H 4% . DharflISimonson
(1999) & BAE I IF Z BT, 2 B R L B0 B bR S5 Bk & i B bR Z 8] 1 v g i
H R E B AR LRI B SR AME R IR , 2 A BRI B S ML IR IE & . Read 55 (1999 )11
W58 A BT Z P 2 7 B 5 8 [R]— ERE 220 SRy o S — B s [ P A P M B R AR SR T, Al AT 7 546 1)
TS EREA S, B R Y Rk £ 4 5 — o L] o 78 A G ) R e
KhanF1Dhar (2006 ) & 3, 75 4 BAEHE A B G IH 98 70— URER SR ol B n] REE BRI
KhanFIDhar (2007 )] & 3K , 475 2% & 1551 H O 76 AR AN AT AN PRI BT, A T4E 25 10
Al REE BRI

B, 2T PE AR 2 v 98I0 3] R FH P SR s, 3 AR b 98 8 T ih i — DRI
PEXWE A LU IR 47 . Linds (2015) B9 —IF 58 3R A, Y\ Fn A Y 46 78—
BRIT , NTTHAR LD o5 7N (25%—50% ) - F R K ELA (75% ) BIZH & oA Tt — 20 1Y
5T 2RI, T 283 Z BT DAT SRR R AT, S A O s/ e B R s K Ll
AT DATE T A A 1 FRAR I o o IR AP T 2% £ SRR (R B, JLSF AT 1 DR B2 T o 3
SERfE 5 R BT, KA RN F B2 5 A — R T 2 mT LAS Bl o A i B FRa i vh e, (W]t
SN RNt R 1) BIVASF 5 2 8% . Jiraporn 45 (2016 )i 3 % HE AR P 77 SCARAMA XS 2 & EE A7)
PR D 4 22 B, WG 7 SCAR AR i i 05 R 43 SE 7 X 26 RO R L ) 1 i 2 By
gk, DRI I 5 i - 1 R0 LU B R A AL o AR T SCAR A AR Fh T fh 2 PR A R 4, IR A X L
N B B BT, BRI AN ] B A3 28 65 i s 50 S 35 22 57 - Verma &5 (2016) WIXT L T H
b1 5 (telic dominants , 38 JELZE ™  BEGAE 25kt i ) 5 3FE B x5 (paratelic dominants, £
ARG IR EInE gk i) ) PSS G LL B 0 o T A 58 A 80, Al s £ 228K
P T 2175 24 i A v 110 7t T B ] T e BRSO N 7 i 2L, 1T s 32 5 2884 D0 B {1 )
TEBEIY— B IR GHE TS .

AR TEH AT VAT, 14 9% 4 75 BRI XS A9 i B A4 1) 5 45 R EC 49 Al ke

PG B AT AT AR

91



92

R, I HAT LA 450 B 2 A vh S i) FUAR o LA Ry 6 DL B B0l I S 52 1], T 2l 5 Y
H bR B SR FEFI G A, X A HARETE R e 1 o LiudF (2015 ) AIFFE R B 1 9 0
B il g R E A0 SR B A L (91 B B0 52 R B Ze PR B, o A2 45 v ) L)k
e T B D O IR G AN B o T T 21 25 X 10 R ) SR 5 T 0y A0 ey 8 o ) 2 111 s
A BRI B IS ) A 2 AR T A5 R, SR TR L 1) 09 25%—100% )
D[R], T 98 0 2 TR AP - J0 035 22 57 X — WFFE e R T, /N By RV T i
FE IR E B {E 0 R AR AT 5 2 5 vy LU R F ) - Lin s (2015 ) ABIFSE it — 20 R 30, 7
T 2% 1 R] LR b 2 g A R FAR B/ N LU N 5 R Lol B AR & 2 5 T e e
JR I B rh BE T REARZL O F 3R R X BRI & I P AMHBERE- Pl 2 wh S (9 ELAR , 1K T
TH 97 T O R IUI A TE TRT 20 o B AR 2450 Bl A b B 2 A B S, (EL H RTAH S AT
TR B, BRI WF T SR BT E0 dh TH B AR B (R , AR SR A RIS 75 2 3 22 A X —iF
FEIEANTH S it AHIAT AL BRAREA THR ST

., BESRRARRE

(—) IR WTFT S 2
LS DA A ) I FERT SRR , AN SCRE L AN 1&] 1R 7S B BEFERIE ST ks , I i 1t
VST S PR e T AT A AN TR 7 i) 34 2801
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5, T EE M BhriEsR (Khan®, 2005 ), B % 80l 2 AE 0750 IR
W AT, B A B (KivetzFlZheng, 2006 ) , PR BCNYIE 221545 5 [ Fedas il v
58 AR DA K A it H 35 S %5 4H ¢ ( DharfllWertenbroch, 2012 ; Liu%:,2015) , I H& 51 &
TR IE 4L PR AT oK (Allard fTWhite, 2015 ) o B I T RASEZN , AP 16456 100 35 HH 5007 2 oK
RefsA i A B il g AR O SRR A 1 A AR HE v A e T RERE T B TS S e H
b, $E T A FRAME S, L o] DIAE R IE 254k B il 2 A At T B s | R i R s e
(KhanFIDhar, 2006 ; Khan%,2009 ) , X1 f& L1 A Y09H 22 i v £63 HH a0 i — T RE .

HR, S, AR XA s B H AR A 25 19 49 (Wertenbroch, 1998 ) . K it
VEFE A A REFETHIE 9 8 B 1 A FRAMEAS , S T REAS RRAIRTH 9% 3 X 5 Saa B\ i f it A
FRIF P, DT A A A T B S 5 T R B ) (HD <A W] 8508 ) (KhanFlDhar, 2006 ) o 7 411,
FishbachfIDhar (2005 ) & FARLEIN A [ C B2k H BRI 3E R 1224 S50 A 3R e B AR
TG o PRI, S 2 AT 92 B e s R0 i — T i

() SR L Ah

AT 3% 28 S ) F B, 0 2 A D X TR M S 3 s ] AT o 22 e SR e /M S A T
Sy AN G ol A B R SR IBURIB A 2l B4 S AT TR A o DAl RS
B IR) A7 BE , Al PT LA e AR [RIZE B R it R S TR 4T 47 7 20 A KN AR i AR R s ok
B B e BT A TR HE S A SUIRIERE AR 5T, 28 A=A 5 T s s e il

1. /Mo 54 G448

Wertenbroch(1998) & BUBINY Z i3 0 T 4+ A FRI=HIBE 1, (R4E A A M R w1 b bk
PENA S /ML D) o Jain (201 2)WF 5T 48 i, K BCNPI B Sy /N 2 A 7 1] ASR T 2 5w Al
LA B T B — M NN L 2 B 2 A, Al i o] RLAfE /N L 5 K HE A
B B AL, DAE D P Bk 3 2t i R A 3% 3 SR A 25 0 A A .
Wansink (2012 )1A Sk, AV A9 A BE R, 08/ D BN 0 A B THIE B 4 R A 24l 25
SRR, - X — 2R3 vl LU i 38 T 3% 20 0 8 Al e R i 25 o i/ I L A8l
Y5 K] E Y B8 E A R SR EIRRRh T BAAl A A 0y B T REHE R AR
e, BV TR T S B R RS T 2 TR A U P T B LiusE (2015)WF 58 & BRI
PE LR R Y A EY S S AL A ST R A R, il T D223 </ E A1)
Y5 K e A e AL G IR B S T S BN 3 A iR PEK han FlIDhar (2010 ) i)
WFFE , FEXT NN F B 0 2 6 8 B A TR i BT S CAE D A% L BE RS $ 740
BB A

2. TR L

B, BT ECA A RENSHE N B Ak B nT REME: , T EL7E BE R AR 1 KIS B o o i ] Tk
P2 A Y (Sela?s,2009) , I, T F B A Al 7 22 HEGT 4L T DUAFE BCN) X 38k 55 H /NER
O3 DXIRCE B 534, Rkt e A B A3 T LR AR L G B A S0 A
P AT X HE SR FR T P v R B A0 B IR, B AN 4B 3K 1000 2 F— A2 H U =R R
i L EEYTE 9 038 28O0, BT 3% T LUK I SRR T S R I E S A B, R P TN
Y76 2% 1 v B8 7% (KhanFl1Dhar, 2006 ) o 51 41, 15 2% 44 #E 48 305 BB 45 5 AT IO YIIE 2%, k&
B b Al AL S8 B A Al o] LAFE S Bl A T35 B3R 0 8l , oliah g 2 e 2
SRR —E LU R I o 2B A 2

3. M IE 244k il

WEANRTSCHT &, A B R S T KB A8OR |, (ELTR) s BB B A g 1 S A0 , TR b
TH 2T\ o] IR THIE 284 48 A (Sanjay, 2012 ) i FERFSE K B0, T4 28 4 7E 904 1E 2440 BE iy if
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A ] T PR Y (Kivetz Al Zheng , 2006 ) , R AP AT DL 1 >4 7 2% 4 40 1 244k 38 i o
T 1 G, N R B B ST AR AR LS E B A B TR T LGS 245 s A BRA B |
SRR, B ARk 1 H AL 55 K, T A B A I & B R A B s TG sk
REAR T 2 38 WA S O 1) 67 TR IEORT SZ A o7 o e, T AR LB T 3% s B <i/F mT 80 e fiff
TH A R R B T W B B 5383006 shBk Rk Z A1, FERBE B IRA B 5 i
Ay SR A B Al A8 1T DS i B B A A, SRV B B B 14T R e SR U
Fodrdn.

(=) AR MF5T R

1. R BT

U JUAEFSE & T LR X B B — Y IR B R 2 — i =R M e 53
3, FEFGT I B XA 10 RN D b S LR M 91 e P T 20 56 8 R A9+ 1 i 1)
T 2 I {F-F 5% (DuboisZs: , 2012 ; Haws Ml Winterich, 2013 ) . 5 —FhE R BRI B 15— R 5
SR A AT B R BT A EC Y EL A, B A2 AT B R R S DR SRIFAY (Liuds, 2015 )  FE £
HETHTENEEE FTA R 24 BLSE MBEASHRTY : (1) DIk B ERE R L BT REAS T 2 1
PHW IR EHRR; () A AT P IH A WA AR 24 A AR AR AR L 5 (3)TH R A XA
) A0S 2% 20 4 1 S A 3 R AT 25 I RS BF T sk A S Ve R e , RStk mf L) 24zt
TEESTH BB Z A0 KSR/ F B £ He ) ) i S 2 i PR

AN L B T RE R B I 0 — B G 78 AE B B I BE R e\ P A A
YIRS B R, H BT DFIE 5 AT I3 3K — 52 M R 2R, (i At T A R AR I 22 HEY
PR 4FF5E (O’ BrienfilRoney , 2017 ) o A< ST YN A9 6 H 8500 55 58 1 185 5 25 B AP I 2RI, BISETH
PO ST T B AH IR AR SE R — i 20 e R R T B R T = AR R R
KT L2 RS A A R B VR — AR, R 5T SE PR T R s At T B ) PR R X
PG IG5 A A HITT M 0520

2. AN E PR S 4 Lk

MMES: 7, AR B B 4 i A S A AR AN ) ) L TR 67 TSR AN 1 5 46
ISRk [R]85 3 — R S VAR C o B AT, BIFFE S DSOS RIS 0 AN 4 5 408 2 R ke )t o
1 HRIT O’ Curry MStrahilevitz (2001 ) & I 4 RAF I 356 7 i AR SR A APRAT , 35 2 o B ful 1) 16 %
FEIRFE 25t , Dhar Al Wertenbroch (2000 ) % BH i 2% 2 15 0 370 58 s B85 [#1) Tk 35 552 7
7 i T AR PP SR B B[] - BE PR S 7= i o 25 TN AN B B D SR A A K SRS AL
5 , IS T X AN 2 T A 2 AUk A5 DR 2 1 B R URR , AR R AT 0 BEAE AN i P b O B () 1
5 RIS B PRI MEDR SR R A

3. PR B

TERCNP AN B E PR %) 5200 R R T, A 1R 22 T2 0 IR R AT s AR A 5 I ARV o 1
56, IHE AR RPN AT s i A i — g B (B an , Sk i A 80 B A FR IR )8 ) ok
Sl B AR (B0, N A R LA— 2 LR IR T B ) B A T HR 4
KB AT T O AE TR SR, 10 200 T 42 R R X\ Fn A 34 18 45 109 52 W) o 451
wn, b N ERAES M ATES R M NS 3R 5C 58 55 R R AnAT s i N/ A0 1) TR
TR BRI, R (A 5T A BLSE () B (Huang 35 , 2015 ; Steinmetz2%5, 2016 ) .

4, A5

ARSI LR AT , B SCHRAE R 250 I AMIF 9T & 2% 38, i YA & SIERF 7 M e e A5
BB s b, e H FR AN RE S7 (8 O S A B AL, BN S 75 O AR R A SO 22 57
(AakerfilLee,2001 ) .40 , Dharf1Wertenbroch (2000 ) & ¥R 74 75 1 5% & 7 BE AR 2T 5 ff 452
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FHP= b AR AR S A 5 5 7= i, T S5 0 T 4 (2008 ) A1 & BLTGTE S 7 BE RS 20 S ik
FARECT H T B AR S A A S P i o Lin®E (2015 ) & BRPG 7 T8 3% & m i 1 A 5 K L i Y
A, {HIirapornZ¥ (2016 ) & IAR J5 1H 9 3 X ALA TR A H B 0 EL 5 AN e v 1 7
e R AL IR(=R ek ROl = L oyl B ISR 2 G v @0l el ES w0 E v SN RieN & 5
T IR T T R AR R B AT REME R BRSO SR 1 SOk 25 S LA KA
Fh IR A B TR THE 2K, 3T i 2055 % R R 2 4w R AR A & B S (R
FUOBEEE,2010)

5. HAhAT R R

BREF XN A F B 5 PR 2R A TERIT AN, 1 28 4 -5 P A5 A S 1 A A T A B8 vy
EASBRR A, KimAIKim (2016 ) & BUAHXT T, 1 2% 35 ORG24 IR 9447
Mo AN AURT LN/ 1 30 A %) 5 Wi 445 SR (%) 40 DM B  1) R 90 4 i W
A A AN TR 2 A He B B3 2 00 Q] 52 M 1 2% 3 AR 6 2 DX — R A A 7 8 2% FAR 5%, AN
AT EE Y H Y BEREA ST , 1R REASHE IR A8 AT A AE .
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A Literature Review of Consumer Behavior
towards Vices and Virtues

Yang Shaoguang, Jin Liyin
(School of Management, Fudan University, Shanghai 200433, China )

Summary: With the development of economy and consumption upgrade, consumers are
confronted with increasing numbers of choices and decision-making dilemmas. Trading off between the
temptation of vices and the tediousness of virtues is a daily conflicted problem for consumers. A single
choice between vices and virtues can be affected by many factors, including environmental ones, which
may lead to irrational decision-makings. Previous research has largely focused on the trade-offs between
vices and virtues, and explored the conditions under which a vice is preferred over a virtue, or vice
versa. So far, however, there has been rare literature review on this topic. Moreover, there are some
similar constructs(e.g., hedonic vs. utilitarian products, wants vs. shoulds, etc.)that often make
researchers confused. Therefore, the article first defines the concepts of vices and virtues as well as their
underlying relationships with self-control conflicts. Vices refer to options that can provide immediate
gratification but imply a long-term or delayed harm, whereas virtues refer to options that maximize a
long-term benefit but are less appealing in terms of immediate gratification. Choosing a vice is self-
indulgent, which means a self-control failure; while choosing a virtue is self-prudent, which means a
successful self-control. Choices between a vice and a virtue involve trade-offs between benefits and
harms in the short-term or long-term, thereby inducing self-control conflicts. In addition, this article
clarifies the distinctions among similar constructs and summarizes the common manipulation methods
and materials adopted by relative empirical research. Then, the article summarizes factors that influence
single choices between vices and virtues, namely “self-control resources and motivation”, “guilt and
justification”, and “decision modes and contexts”. Besides the paradigm of a single choice, recent
research starts to explore a new paradigm that prompts consumers to simultaneously consider the
type(vices vs. virtues )and the proportion, by which consumers can balance conflicting goals within the
bundled consumption. The article then summarizes empirical findings about multiple choices and
sequential choices for vices and virtues, as well as consumers’ preference on vice-virtue bundles.
Through an in-depth review of previous research, we then generalize a framework to summarize the
research logic underlying this topic. In addition, we propose two spillover effects of choosing a vice or a
virtue. Specifically, choosing a vice induces self-control conflicts and a greater need for justification,
which may increase the subsequent choice of virtues. In contrast, choosing a virtue boosts people’s self-
concept and subsequently licenses more self-indulgent choices, which may increase the subsequent
choice of vices. The present article ends with suggestions for marketing implications and future research.

Key words: vices; virtues; self-control conflicts; justification
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