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(R R I I s A AN BN T BB 2B A0 s A Rl AR U A S i B
TR GRS % F AR OISR A A LOGO B T 2 B A 2 4 B 1, Al
HRE 1T RIS P i SRR SR R — e FO0S 50 i, EX A R T, IR AR
B B IR, PR A 05 76 B A 8 AR v o5 9% = S b7 (Krishna, 2006 ), IR TR L
S NS RN RNAT R o B, B S8 IR 7™ it 560 26 BB A TR T 2 A G ) 2 Jil [l g
(Lacey%¥,2011; Reimann®$,2010) , BEA RCHI A Wi BIE% ; S& 47 r 0o T R AE R T 2 2
HEOH RS EAL, s T 2R ) B 3SR (Townsend F1Sood, 2012 ) , HE AL T 9 & B4 ) 3K
178 $E TS AT 378 BE (Chitturi , 2008 ; Jindal 55, 2016 )
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2 A 2 33 3 A B A A AL RS B0 25 0y e kB 3R I BBURCH TS TRIRR £ B9 [ 2% (AnAdaval ,
2018; Patrick,2016; Sample&§, 2020 ) R , FH T3 A B BT 22 00 SO A — AN BRI U3, 2L
XEFATRI AR T AT 2 o Rt , B0 9 22 4 BCHE Hh ) B — M T s 4 5y A T ke, a0
06 B SRS (2, 7 AR L L A BT LOGOTR AR AE XTI 2 O A T 52
M) 3 L AFF T AR S AR I 2 5 o SEARIGTE B AN 1T 2D B HIERRE , (HR SR S M A4 6L, HL
HHE NG Z e R, A8 SCR R A % 1T 2047 2F i Lo 9 SCRR A S8 B, 220 8 H i RS A0 5
FAIRBESE , B RE M 2 2 ol L SEAR IS A% oS TC 2R, IR LG Sl v 2 5 R ) 400 3 S 2 f
RTINS B LT o SE ARG () BEAR , 012D PRI 00 70 2 0 2% 8 8 BRI i 2 i)
MATTASE HE Bl i RS SRR I P A AR 5, A R Al A i R S5 A B (L D3R 48

=, mEEFIRSANEEFRIRK

(— ) i W 222 Y I T A B ARE A8 P i

J2 (aesthetic ) —1A) K7 T % M 18 B ir] aisthasis o /E AT 2# ) — 1153 32248, B i F LT
1750478 [ 7 % X Baumgarten I VE i Acroamatica , 72X 77 HE R B8 0 G2 04 A0 ) <<k
PE2F7 BTN R AR AT G 3 BB BRI A, IS Tl fb fdnfa RARTH 3% (1) %
HBIEHENATHY H E AN

R 2 K R N SR F 2 5T LR 2 58 T NGB AU A H i 2E i)
IS A9 38 T DUEE Y 7 SUAR PR S 2 A S T A T, AR i 2T E 21
FEZERY o 19 2R TR ELO PR K S A NI 1 5280 382 i EE B T 1y =X iz O3
SRR b 1) T AT RS AT AR B0 D K AR it 4 8 98 SO0, I pl b B 5
) R S BRI o S0 56 2 Y R e T B 82 AT T 18 [ 0 20122 804X, Holbrook (1980)
A A VEE A6 B2 SR TP B2 00 T & T TR TS0l 5 (A R AR FATEAR)
PR “TH Bl S, X — MO0 A G Y S 2 9 ™ A T BLRIs2 I, SE2 R T f i A
Uk, B4 2677 (SchmittFISimonso, 2007 ) . H % 11 277 3¢ (Patrick, 2016 ) LG AHARIEE:

Hidr fF5 22 Floch (2002 ) #& ) T/ i 5227 (brand aesthetics )HE& , FfF i I T T i)
B AR HoE SR R (brand identity ) B ZH BGER 43, J& b WA MEERAE AN A, fb i P fiE
B FOPR R BB AR A3 MR T S AT LA TR R 3K R BT, Aok i iR rh i TR IR R 45
T R S AV (O 5 N A 44 R b RGAR L (brand ethics) , IR E -5 i i Se F AL HVE R T
i L S A

AR Flochft) i f e 22 rh i« 622 52 i LB 67 T AN[R], S 22 02 X 62 —1d]
TR 1, 25 1R T8 B 05 40 . Mazzalovo (2012 ) i 96 A& AR K i 2624
S ARE BRI T ZIE R, X e R AR A B 2 A T S5 1 24 Z e
T B A A s A o AR R S A A R DU« (1) 38 36, S8 AL SL i YA TG s AN b R N5 2R
Gurin e (2)78 [ 355 FR A i A R S5 25 ARG A 827 IEE S 252 (3))7™ i 36
6 577 AMERIAA O 3657, i AR SIE AT s ()17 365 150 6 B AT
I

Mazzalovo(2012) [ it J 3652 3 A R FRAT TR S L SE 2201 IR T LR RV X — 2k
ZB T HIRETENE AL TR R RNE B R AT o e (BRI e S A R
i 22 A AR SR AN AT B YR 43 o TR S BT IR SCHER A il 2 O A PR AR R I, st e R
Eih LR = B T 2 (Aaker, 1991 ; BatraflTHomer, 2004 ) , 75 5 i S5 22 AR FE RS 5 46
SEREMER.
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()BT SCHRT T BT 0 R 55 A5 B

TG, AT DA SRR TR] < il RS 2T B S i AR 20024F 1 H —202 14E 11 H Y
SCHRHEATHG R, SCERE AL g Article” , IR ZE H Web of SciencetZ .U EIRAE , 4% H H1-H20214F
A5 H IRk RIS 81691 5545 R b5 , K G A, i — ARSI ST T Tk , fe
1R EN266 55455, , FH1%266% SCRVE AT AT i BdE 46

A SR SOk HT 3 e citespaces 5.8 R3FBEATAMAT o 00T R I, 2524 AH A SE i

204F H Y i A9 D B TR) A0 45 5627 (aesthetics ) B (perception ) A (experience ) . i i (brand )

7 pﬁiﬁﬁ(product design )&f"ﬁ@ ( color)% ﬂﬂ%#%beauty%ﬂbeautiful'ﬁ aesthetics &, AT L

B FﬁCltespaces 5.8. R3XT§5(TE‘$1E 3@%1?%7'%3\1‘)? RSB BRSNS AEE £
], B SRS X — 285 T A R R] A 44 , SRS 4 SR AN 1AL 7 o 302 204 114 5 R 5 27 AR DG ot
REBEEHR T A EERAE, 4352 WK 2 & (purchase intention ) \Zil {4 (color) . JH %%
(consumption) /B F /%1 (sensory perception) . /= i1 (product design) i & (quality ) .75 9%
# (customers ) . ;= i1 927 (product aesthetics )

CiteSpace, v. 5.8.R3 (64-bit)
November 22, 2021 12: |5 38 AM CST
WoS: C:\Usersljingjing Data
Timespan: 2002-2021 (sm:e Length=1)
Selection Criteria: g-index (k=25), LRF=3.0, LIN=10, LBY=5, e=1.0
Network N=303, E=1792 (Density=0.0392)
Esl CC: 293 (96%) 2
c s Labeled: 1.0% § 3

.3931
Weighted Mean Silhouette S=0.7195
Harmonic Mean(Q, S)=0.5084 7 5
5

) #ﬁp&rehﬁqp u;nt.@ntlon '

#6 customerg 2 ] ?aﬁtyﬁmlor :

- #3 5enser?pqrcept|1;m e N,
#2 consumptlcma "\

. Ha4 pFOC[uctde5|gn \

p #7 pmduct aesthetics

2

E1 EHTUEEFHRIXBIRAREE

FRAE R O SR G T 5 DG A R IS B 3 HT , AR SCIA R 3 204 19 i R D& 2 AT 9% 2 S LA
TRE (D VIH S B A A0 WK B R R e B i 2 1 45 A it P ) R 2 S
0.2 3FNGARIREL T 31X — o, w00 i) Hh (%)< 8 J8 A R LA B 3 % o i o >t AR B T X —

SN FURTH A TN SE e A5, R B R Sl LS 22 A AR AR LA MR 9 25 11 g 3K
PRI R S8 VR BR H E IS (0 PP A5 (2) SRR SE 2T 9T LITE 258 A% I e R A OE
WS R 2 o RSG5 1 (4 SHT7 BIE€E 7= S vt o bt R 7= i 36 2 LA R s A1) v )
“form” (JEAR ) . “model” (5 ) LA K “dimension” (J ) &5 4 M AR 13k M5 05 E R S0 5
1.4 ST BT B A —E SO A O LA, Hofth = 280 5 58 2 DA OC o X IR, 5
TC RS fb HLSE A5 DG T A F S, AR SCHY F U Fh TR

=. mEEFHHARTENRSEERIE

SFARFRSENN T ARSI TR0 580 B AR S R AN T A Bx &, JF
TRV T -5 53 Z A1 (Kdhler, 1970) o IZ BRI IA S AN TR BRI, AL A A ST
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AR R (003 ), B R A S R — AR R A IURs R ) oAt U B AT Bl T A BT st
WUGE S 27 AR A 2 A T e o BT, AN SO W LB 5622 0 o A IR T A T e o —
JERRIMZ T, RIS A LT TT R A R TIE , AR SR BT L B4 . IR BRZ
T, DT il R E 56 2 3R 3K , BRI 5 23 2 « DU S 201 B )R A K 1) i R S 27
WK E RS RAE , 0BG S A Sh AR BRI s AW 56 F2 4 O g )Pl i L
o XA 8 LR, el 2 A BRI K2 BT

] ik EH
LB TCER HIHA R PLBEARFIE ) 2 MR T HLHE A% ) RS
¥ Rk Cp:4
R He 5]
3R Btk PAM
hrE R

B2 REMAREFHNEIRMRSRIE
M, Mo EERAETEREREXEEERNZI

#4321 A9 702552 Samples (2020 ) i FHAN4E R, BV AEFE (illuminance ) JEAR (shape ) (3%
T8 (surface color) \#4)5T (materiality ) LA M43 5 (location ) o T REE & T2 52 E7E M 2
) 2z P AR A3 T ER M —A @, Ir e S REB O I A OE . FH5E L, 6% JF
R BT A I DU B E SR N SIBHI AR I 25, E AT AR (T 2 5 BRI o LY 3
FRAEMIT 5 P IX 0 2k (Gibson, 1950)

(—)t®

ORI b A SE 2o Th— N AR W EE B G A [ PN A 6 B TR S VS B 2
B R AT T IR AR R R GE4534 , ] WL Labrecque s (2013 ) FIET##45 (2018 ), P AR 3L
HERAE T 5 R0 D655 50T ORI 2834 52 e A RIS AR E R X A 52 AR 7S

SN R B, R 0 5 B CRH BRI EE S5 2352 M I 0 3 6 i R A 324 (Gorn S5, 2004 )
TE 7S W (SundarFiKellaris, 2017 ), Ph RO 7™ i A i 4 (WD FNZR G1SF-, 2015 ) FDGT £ it gt
R (Mead FiRicherson, 2018 )45 o T 7E 7 ity 36 2 0, , 3k SL 48 7 WU AT BE 6T 7 it 0 J8 R Jog
(ScottfllVargas,2007 ) JE&HI R~} K /N 5 1 (Gundlach flMacoubrey, 1931 ; Hagtvedtfll
Brasel,2017) . A5, & TR 25 B E I 5t HUAS T — 2o a2 . Hagtvedtf1Brasel (2016 ) & i
S5 S VEECAN AT AN 5 1 BT, 38 B I 23 MG E A5 B I F RS A2 A 728 .

(Z)IBIR

TR T sl o i) — A AR sl R BB 2, B 2 ph TH k2R 2R 4L A1 B i S0 e 7
— 2 [ P A S (Samples, 2020 ) o fi LSE A AEI IR T THI e 7 E 2GR S i A L
191 45 FRT AR FE 110 25 5, LA SO SO B %) A8 B0 23 MR s i, R s AF e T 2 5 T —Fh
TR A G I e X7 SRR T AR, FUH i B2 W — D28 K/ U 4 AL R e
T ) ) 252 IR BB K (RaghubirflIKrishna, 1999 ; Wansink A1 Van Ittersum, 2003 ) , ChandonFl
Ordabayeva(2009 ) #5 8k L —4E A8 fb , & I S AL R TE R o e — 4R HARRAR Ak, Refs 55
TH B 5 X SEBR AR R ARA
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RZ2F A T TR 222 0k, X R e 28 2R 04 (B0 5 R B db AT T HR 3T, A IR T]
FIB) S SRR TR BB 5| A A [RI IRAEL, AR ORI IR A &7 38 ATt FH 45 (Jiang %, 2016 ) o X R
T R0 ot R TR O B R T 2% 2 1) B FRAR A& T 5, RUA R [R] 18 348 8 IR w2 i T
UL B T SR K 55 5 AR 22 57 (Zhang %, 2006) , {H_ 3R RN RAFAE T2 FF 7= il Il 3K
TEHE (CEM A, 2017 ) o AR BRI APP AR 235 | &1 9 28 0 B gL , DT B ARG T 2% 5 X AR
J5; APP it 8- ( 2 S O 1 559, 2020 ) o [T 55 248t aT LA H i B 25 () 562, A i 3R
B BITE 114 JREASE 2 HERB IS AR VR 752K T AR 19 A o 22 HE W BB SIS AR A Bl R M oK
MBS LIRS B A PR 22 5 (ZhuFlArgo, 2013 ) BRI LASN , Sl RRTE AR 55 2145 AU IR 26
FALS NP DR A R A e (LiudE, 2018)

(=Y %pii

A AL HE A RSB N 43, SR IR SR TR 45 P E :  45 6, Ferh b B ) s S0 | I
S IR AN TS 9 S B R AR G

LA SES

Mot SRR T 2R e R (L4 DI OSSN —FfR &R, B S
AL ST A i v B HIAT G (Ching,, 1979 ) o G AT BRI 8 SOH Y FEERUR . T RIR A L
Ejfid 5 UIAEC (Mallerd, 2006 ) , 11 3% 20 ] Tl R AR %€ (4R ) v i ™= fh B [ 4K
(Magnier%,2016) . B {# 5 (Temmerman%5, 2018 ) it = 15 (Rebollards, 2017 ), I TH 2% 5
Z BRI I — A H BT TG 5 ARG AR H RS , Al BB I 2% 060 7 i
A XU SRR 6] et Vi 2 28 5 A5 7 i BB g (Biggs %%, 2016 ) B i (Van Rompay #lGroothedde,
2019) HE# (Carvalho%%,2020 )%,

2R

S BRI SR ARAE ISR T sz bl ] BRI UG g i ) 1, E AL 1 AR B A O A 3R T 1)
FER IR AR A B AT YRR A G (MeertS5, 2014 Rixom %5, 2020 ) o JEIREAL B IAN
TEEZ FINGIN OIS & H AR Z RS S BN, P04 = G 5 19 55 J6 7 i ol SRR Sk B
fitf (Motoyoshi&s, 2007 ) \FESERR (Ye&5,2020) ; ZEIR B S0, AT LRI = i i gl A
RS 20 (DecréfliCloonan, 2019 ) B ZEAEH1 i i 15 ( Yanagisawa I Yuki, 2011 ) o YR @t 257
A — LT SZ N AT G B AL A A NIRARZ T S (Adelson, 2001 ), B8 R AL JE RO A 5
(Kerpel5,2020) , i JE B AR 4 fd R (Yeds,2020) LA, T 9 i 22 A OGHES2 1 Y £ 2%
HEBT IR A N 53 RIS [ B i —FP SR m & —Fh B NP 55, DT BB AR A
{54F: (Hanf{IPandelaere , 2021 ) .,

3B

B RE AR FUVFCLGE S R, SR E B BE i B R e b B
VT AT LA i3 71 2 35 0T 7 il 149 J5 B B W SE AR ST 7™ i 1) 255 Bk ( Chandran 8§, 2009 ), £ 1Y)
BEHUGE T “FF RO AT {5 Fnem B A5 2, 82 T AT {5 B2 (Simmonds#lSpence, 2017)
{H 375 AR AT RO EAR AR B e Ak N 17 i D AR B I B, 24 S D st a8 B i
T O S AT A ARIE (Kergoatds, 2012 ), S 22 W 7= A= {52 i, 2 FRAR T 2%
H Xz AL BE M 7 S AR S (Morales AlIFitzsimons, 2007 ) .

QLBIALS

7B 2 E AR ) 7E R AR S b B AR S 7 82 5 LA P 4 B A 56 R (Sample 5,
2020) X%t B AR BN 8 B A AIEFE AT L4 R 3 LRSS HE RS BRI 7R 8 5 T A
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Xof A ANAR X 224

SR ) 2 A7 R T T B BN S A TN o Graham Al effery (2011) & BUARZE T
TR DE TC R H R EB 08 1 AR 2 T B S i = A B RSB S8R, iR b AN
R P HE AU BN, X6 EE S D R R B PR 2 1, B i MG A e B AR L e T T 1Y
JIEH (Deng MK ahn, 2009 ) ; XFF &1 5 , AL IR &Y MG S 4L m TH 2 8 X B wRiE 1 1]
SRR BRI, R B9 O R S AR R IR B (Togawa™,2019),

SR 1 S K ST i DR SRR 1 S BRI DY T 5 o 810, o T R AR I 2 1Y) G, S
JCR N ZAE B AL i 22, M Y JC R %A A I (Otterbring %5, 2013 ) 4R (1) 356 10Tl 7
AN LTI A4 22 AT )T BT 9 50 BN £ B Y 3% 45 (Romero Al Biswas, 2016 ) o i85 Aff
FEN GRS T 7K 2 BE 0 C FVRG A 9 OC 3R , e BRASE T Hht AR 28 11 32 G TE (Cabrera s,
2017), BOULF LA B 5y 4 UL 1) (1) B K ( Graham FlJeffery , 2011)

F. AR EFHEHERIE R H 2 B XU &N

TR ISR , A AR S22 THT £74) it R 5 5 27 358 T LA DAL B ARFAIE: 14 7% WL 283K AL i JXURS 1 3200
SN HEREEA TG BRI S, A TR I8 it A B OS2 S22 R AR, LA B3 21 25 o i i

& XK Y T LR
(— ) SRR B SE AR AIE 354
1.8 74k

SRR L TC R S AR AL, S50 3 FR N e 2= ke DL e TR S HESIA G,
T S 2 — AR LAY YEFE (HallfiTHanna, 2004 ) AT AR AU A XTFR (Attneave, 1954 ), #iL
B N TG ER B AR A i SR DL S B AT THE R HES ) A I R 2 1 R v A 2
T (Berlyne, 1958 ) . Mot 52 2 18 3of 45 A FRAE 7 20 CA 7™ i e 7 b2k L R 0 it ™
VB NIRRT 3 00RO w4 R4 0 (Machados,2015) o fl4N, Pieters25 (2010 )Kf
I U A A S M o M RIE S A SR 2% DR RRAE AR 2% 2 X0 T 2 3 1) il DG E JEE AT
PSR AR AR (H T R A 0 B R R AR S B R S AR AR IR
A
1R IR B A PR R D 3 S BRI S LA £ 2 SR AR 2% 2 A I e b o — T T, R R
822 RE R BA5 S, S MBI 2% B X S 19 P4k T i (Machado®,2015) , LA K
TH 2 38 AR A6 T 49 A0 (0 R 199 3 260 25 J (Won Jeong %5, 2009 )45 5 55— 7 T, i VAT A 2 A1
B2 2T LB & m KAt -5 M B (Madan®, 2018 ) , B & Z AL e 1 A A IS |
1, BT NE K (Palmer, 2002 ) , T T 2% 5 5 R (255, 5 R0 ™ b BE 5 A9 o ST RN
FEHUY (Orth &5, 2010 ), 3k SEATAT B T-ORAFIH 2838 % il A 248K (Deng FPoole, 2010) , 2 T
JZES T .

v L A 2% 1 P 7 T 52 ) 2 BRI AE 7 BN T B ) e B R AR T T IS P A B
ELROMERE , BRI T 5 B AL HR IR #1E: (JaniszewskiFIMeyvis , 2001 ) . KnauffflJohnson-Laird (2002 )
W52 2 A5 B P DAL BRI R <A v BT AL 8, 491, 48 T R B e AL o
2 2 22 AT R B X T AR B R A B i o, 1 TR T R 5 | 7 (Orth M Wirtz, 2014 ).
BEAD, 1 BB X o A2 2 B e B 32 31 SCA T B B s i), 491 an S SC AR B b S SCAR B =3k B
SR ORNE K ECE A B LAY (Henderson%, 2003 ) o 2K 11 , Reinecke fllGajos (2014 ) & BiL, 78
KEEEZR, e 5| ISR 2% B 2 [0 i ¢ R 2 IEIUIE e, AAT38 5 A R i S8 v &2 4%
JE e B3R (Alluisi, 1975)
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2. 55

M IT R PG 5 B R AR 5 A0 26 2 o — TSR AR 78 43 A 9 i Sl o B4 1R A v
TCEME B AT T BRI, S 008 0 2K DAL R AE S A AR TE ()T R s P i
(Naletelich#Paswan, 2018 ) . fii i 362 SO0 R AR B R AL R Z 5k A T 2R
WM 5 & - Uusitalo®s (2012 )il i AR 2 70 A B, AMTTX B 2R BYRR B2 H o B2 i oA
()0 53 A AR 22 S ARG B, Rl 2 R B B A v (T, TR MR LR R R
PR T = )2 R T IR I LR B4 LU R B4 T A2 KA R (Vessel FIRubin, 2010 ) . 58
M, MR B R L H R BRI E I Z o, B AATHE LIS % BHSOE i — 2 = L,
P AE AL B K (Schepman®, 2015 ) .

B TG vE e v LI HFE b i 5527 I FeistMIBrady (2004 ) & 815 2 K 9
it 253G o 3 AR G AR I B, AATATRREAIR ) 5 1Y 1361k 77 - NaletelichFllPaswan (2018 )
PRIE T BB th 2 AR RS X T P B RIS A 52, & BT LG g 2R RS 1 52 g PRIV 9
A NEE )E R R A 5 R 200 5 Ketron¥5 (2021 i — 2 K1 T HL B4 S5
FREGTE AR T E, B S R iR A2 W BRIt TH B E 1
S FE AR .

3.8k

BRI WAL B AR, Bt AR A Ak 58 FIVE B AL AR 1) F B | T X s b
LRIV O 430 B 20 S 8 L R 5 i an , 5t Rl FH sl 2805 8 =X 2 30 it AR
%, BEE 3G T 0% 2 X 2 AR BERE B IR A AN AT 2% B I (Roggeveends, 2015) ;)45 (1 Bh A REPERENS
FETFE I 2% 38X = R A A T (Kim A Lakshmanan, 2015 ) ; 1 ) 5 BAR TR A TR
FF R AU 25 (Brasel fllHagtvedt, 2016 ) . Jia%§ (2020 )35 7~ T 7 i A s WA o 1 B 252 i i
BB X R RS IPA S 7 52 M L) 77 ) S A R MR

bR T B E RS 8h A IN ez shad B2 0 sl A MG AATTRERS 78 AT Sh AR 1
DL BN Eiz 5y, PRI AT LU 802 i 28 2 102 5 B AL S B (CianF, 2014) .
T —FhH 24 iz s 7 X JE“GIF” (graphics interchange format, GIF ), 75 244 80 7 30 55
H, GIFE B TCAL ANTE , Mulierds: (2020 ) A L A b 3 MG S BRI H %, 4 Hh GIF AT RE 2 — T fih
KB ERIRE LR, A A GIFRY 7= i A R i i B30 8%, S SOmit i st i , A3 fin
TH SR h B S, Rl 2 S

4 SHAIP:
HARIPEFE B2 20 Hh 1 — A 1l 5 5 L i B ELAR AR (R S P R, R ey, LR Py

7 (LokenFIWard, 1987 ) o K HH LUK | BUIRL 4702 i R S 22 A 5 1) — 1 i 0l LA B 80
M MR B 3 5 (Valentine 55,2004 ) , 3 A LRI (1) & AE P 2] T 7 i b (Veryzer il
Hutchinson, 1998 ), BtAh, i T SLAUPE AT DI 2% 4 B I % H i 1. (Winkielman&§ , 2006 ) , H.4¢
B AP () 7= AR AR RRAS B B P 3 28, 3O i B PEAR (Sujan, 1985) TR 2 50,
LA HORIMER = S B n] BRI T T3, RO LR (R T R R 2 AT (Loken T Ward,, 1987 )

IR, LRI PE AN 2 b 2 1) 1 56 R R AR ME 0 238 Y, AR PRI A D) S5
T 2R X LR T AR 4, (H 5 R R S5E — B0 72 S A TR 5 a2l g 2 e
1 (Meyers-Levy M Tybout, 1989 ), [l it , 55 MLAURI L i BEAN— B9 7™ i, ieig 5| 3 BE Y 4028
Sk, M S B 7o 438 25 A SE B (Berlyne, 1970) o AT UL, & T1H 2 B AE AT A B 00T o 20 it A5
PE BRGSO 2558, th T OERT AT B B T 2 1 PR BT T 09 SR , B
WFFE 5 vk v] REREAS N H T2 Y DTk
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()T D38 BN ) A XA

1.A] %

A] % (cuteness ) J=1F 2 i EUEA T8 B5HE R IAY IR A 79K 1% (Nenkov FlScott, 2014 ) , F-7ETT
Y LARAS T R ARSI, il Hello KittyBE4F- K A Sanrio 3K 55042 38 TC B AT o AT 31X — A4 4%
MR E L FEEARIAEPT YRR I, —J2 T N, R B 28 ), E0PAh T 45 i
TEIMIL G B L AR BE (Lorenz, 1943 ) o 55— 4RSS DD AR , Wang %5 (2017) I AIFGY 45 R 3%
Y, A7 iR 23 S HL T 2% 0T LA AT 2 SRR AE A 5 A7 S8 B 0 B 4 . Nenkov T Scott (2014 ) £ X
AR AT B AT T RGY , R IR Aok ] 2 7 i 23 5 | T B 80 0T SRR A R AR, 38 hn s o
X FR Al () G TV B AT T BERE BRI AT

2. fik

“Iii” (coolness ) J&— 4 4 b WL T 5 11 % 8 VA M EE: , © SR LAY it L 5 2 Sk —
AN E RIS T 1] o BBl e SOAF At 2 R SCAE X 5 O LR 7= i B3RS )M A B A I
RCFRRE TR R ELATIE 20 S ik R A I I TR — R EA AR, T AR AT i —Fp
TN, BIRTE 2 A A 2N A FE R AV B RS, B A B 1 (Gurrieri, 2009 ; Quartz 1
Asp,2015) o 1H 2 MEE— > 7= i), 2337 BRI S AR 8% A 7 (Pountain AR obins , 2000 ) , 3
T T foe ) 2 TN T RS 1 o S S P (IR ) , T s B Aol 2 5 R ) AP AR A (PG ) o 7™
s P AR it SO 28 B D 2 RRE RR A B T SIS, , SRR AT M Bl PR AN B RS HR T P
(Raptis%,2017) o fi BEALBE & 27 1Y S 10 0, 2 BEXE AR -, HLA A3 71 8 8 P b A ok
P (Tm %52, 2015) 6

FE SRR AR AT 20 T B S BE AN T 7= AR BRI (Tm &5, 2015) o XoF Tk 3 SR i)
FHIH I E G OVEET TSR BN B RN (Belk 35,2010 ) i AS B LA (1) 2 SRR PERES 5 | AT 9%
H 24 AR (Runyan®5, 2013 ) 5 I3 150 11 B4 T BB 005 4 1T 9% 250 050 ) IR0 iy ) 2 7= & 1) e S
I il FH 2 8 (Wang Al Sundar, 2018 ) 5 7] 2R3 RE 1 £ OIS REAS AR T 5 0 SR M (B RN )
REMME , (A5 23 o B 25 {01 FH (Kim AT Park , 2019 ) o R, S R Z0R AT BELE I O sk

3AUNLE

I3 — AN B RS B B R LR, B AE (anthropomorphism ) /&K 25 N
PE RHIE 7 R o B A 2 B s AR R P AR AR B - (Epley ¥, 2007 ) o K F RIS IF B
THNACHBAE R o B an, VesR AL S B 2 & W F et 247 M i BB (Ahn g,
2014) ;) RIS B 25| K B 22 YRR AR 45 , F T35 T 2% 5 10 5 B 4 (Delbaere 45
2011 )5 7 LA 250827 2 25 T 46 7 i 1Y 5 8] ( Chandler flSchwarz, 2010 ) . 80 A ki AT
R St T R, A0, AL S5 i T B3 1Y A FRIAT (Hur®s, 2015 ) s AL A R R 2 %
T B3 1 BRI 7 A T N7 TR A5 (Puzakova, 2013 ) 5 18 BERI LAY BEAE 25 FIIR 45 HL
AN GG S 9% 5 7 AP S Rl W R, T 51 & B R I ASIE (Gray Ml Wegner,2012;
Mende%:,2019),

7N B TTERME BB E R R AER N B EME R 5E R
(— ) A= HELR
SEHT R AR R O et T IR LN T FL (Aharon®$,2001) & LT IR
(JacobsenZ,2006 ) , 2 1) 1 ] ] 7 5 fw 41 it 22 36tk ( Cela-Conde 55, 2004 ) LUK B 56 Ll HIiR
A R JCHR (Kirk S5, 2009 ) 1Y PR o ik Lo pfF 58 W, NS85 81 43R <SR A T2 FleAE WP 5L
IS 2R o WA BRI A F ol vt , BN AR 8 4 1 T AR R 1R, Tl 22 AT Y Tl L5 0 22 48 M

INEZ G EE T (H44%FH)



H 3R 0 A B e R X (5 B, R g AE WP HL A 7] # ( Goodale filMilner, 1992) .
Norman (2002 ) 545 1 X 53 PR 5E 22 58 A 284 B2 AL R BR2EAF ST, 48 H A R G R ik
MATHTF MRS A RIS 287 08 B A TR BN 2R B8 7 SR B, 3222 AR AL BN 52 K
HRAE, ANEI L K/INFIRIR , I X G 40 4 S0 s T 0 28 40 60 0 A 0S8 5 1 S 59470,
P& o5 AR , R BN S G2 8l A5 R OC R AEAR PRI L , T 9% 8 KR IE 3624t R
Ry EEAFAE T R 5

A 2R 5 F B4 248 fil 0 1% R 005 ik Az o S A e IR, L B AT T 8 B 2 (Leder:, 2004 ),
TH B 8 X TR DE 5 2 P 43 P 28 S 7 A8 A2 300 3 38 2 il [ B A7 118 o S il [ 6% o A R 5 v
JEMBCIRAA (ventral striatum, VS )41 i (O’ Doherty, 2004 ) . JI§ M SCRARTE B 5& 2 Jil [1] 3% A FE AL
ot A5 R 5 2 B EAE M (Heekeren%, 2007 ) . KaminskiZs (2001) & P, 245 5 0 —sk k5
NI RS, Al TR S0 PR AR 8 80005 1 n (& B R G908 ) 5 Aharon 5 (2001) & B, X S
T L) B 2R 2 8 IR v A AR B A% 5 Bloch 5 (2003 ) & B, 1854 S5 R A4 T L2 180075 PR 00 HEE 745 iz
JZ , 302 IR 5 2 I 7] B AH O . ReimannZs (2010 )KF35 27 B4 2 JL Al 40 2 3] 5 Bt 0 Vi 1 2628

U, B ot A P A R 5 PR R S RN R A2 il oK COR B M P At i )2 ) O

A B TARTE RPN o Rt , DAAE BREERT 55, 55 R4 il 2 e AH O 149 i DX XS 56 T 1) 885 n
FRURR 3 R R A il B FH A D8 0 R S UL, 25 5 ARAR T B B A R BRI S

(Z)LHFR

MRS N — P o R < SE i B —HF , SENN YBT3 45 T 9% i R A AL 3 B Y
UF A, 3 2 25 o SRR B 56 27 0 R D 4 AR 18 L0 RS SR ELEURE G . B RN BRI (self-
perception theory ) (Bem, 1972)F1 H 5 5 BLif (self-signaling theory ) (BodnerFPrelec,2003 )
IR ANTEDER B C AT RRHENT B O WMTRIEOC T B RIS WS B 38 09 5l HLi
B SRR T R S 2 ) —Fh A RIS W (55 S (B SZ S U, T 2 ke ik
B WS a0 = E N H 315 E 1T B (Townsend F1Sood, 2012 )2kt 4T B RAEE A, 1.
B A 52 TC R —Fh R T B FRIZWH S5, AR A RS | T PR SRR 2 2 AU U2
Xof il 2 G T AR G 2 LUK 2% 5 1Y H RN A 17 T2 00 (Grewal 55,2019 ) o R, XoF
FAFEYIRIE SRR A T S Ay AW B B A O T A SR80 i S S R 4R AR Y
H IR 72K

(=) i WAL o S fioh i B I I

TEA SRR AN OB AT SR A EEA . b, T 2 Rl s (5 B A A R AR A o SR , AR SO
— e R AL B RN T A B AR B B R ATT I B A R S AL T
R, FXSE TR A TIAHIN T, p= A B 5 L0 | R 2O Rl SR Y 4 i A

LA

PR AR AR 5 S A R PRI — B B, T 23l o R G SO e T R A3 1)
B AG B AT 2 I G JEAR AT 7 B AR E ANRIZE A5 BT RE VS KA [R] i K ki
X3 (Chatterjee , 2004 ) o #058 E B R 2035 H 58 SN S A0, 25 AN RE IR 5 19 98 2 (R 2, gk
WA TG 2] & ol H , TER ) AT DL T R CBCR A i, 3X 5 18 9% # 2 A B4R MU |
O Y75 TR A A TR A AH JCPE ST 23 i s 0 T LU B REKShny , tml U2 aE B 3RIKshnY . A
TR A TE R TR I P A B B E AR AT R0, Al B IRIK S AT R T A AR
I — R RE W00 A S T 30— ot AL T ), At R e BT T D 2
BRI LA 5 [ FE T2 1A E AR, 306T i LT 5 A 2L it S S A D8 DT 3R B S 5 | i
AR B B BG 0 RN By kR | B A 3£ (Chandon®§:, 2007 )
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AL A B T b AR R 9% 17 ) (MeGillFl Anand , 1989 ), it AT LA i
Z RS FICREETHE T B R S A B A, e by S R AR S s R R A
KR EATAT LA R G AR B, I35 0 28 5 I A% 1K 5 B A2 &R (Paivio, 1986) ;77 i B
ARAL ST 25 T AT 9% 8 Sl ad HU i S 35 T A R RN R Y TR, 5
FR TR 4 2 45 2% (Krider?%,2001) . Folkes fMatta (2004 & IE T 33X — W25, A 90 1
B TR AR R — AR A B — B 2 B AT AW 5 | o 22 30 7 A ik (il
AXFFR) ARG A K 5K  Milosavljevie: (2012 ) WA ff B AT T 9098 B2 E I 2207 5T , & PR
TH % SR R R I A R, DR A P 8 T D | R R v AR R T A, AR AR
B 1 G2 ) FE A A P A T R I S | K 5 R I

2858 T

PRBEIN TAEXT S5 B A T A AN T4 5 A o LS T B B T4 & shid it /i, /i
XA B B A T 2L B B AT 0 UL 15, —Fh A & i A B A T 2 T R B
MSETCER T , W20 A A E2 fil i TR0 0 28 PR 8 A 8., 14T T B A 1) R o Je R o 3
I NI HIDE R G, B RS TC 2R B R, L SE TC R (WA 2tk (et shast
R SR X — B BeAR 2N T

P RS0 T B 9 6 I ) A A BT RGBS R T 2 T
BRER—E KRG 1, R T R 0 B 24k shaS PR IE AR A vT RERZ A58 TR e o ik
IR R 0 T3 P A A St A o o s B AL BRI A o 30 DAY , B s B n T3 e T LA
31 23 X5 i = A B R R B AR o Schwarz (2004 )48 H T hn TAm M &, BN T3 vk
AT LATE R S AN 55 AT Rk (155 450 52 M T 2 3 % 7= i 1) D 4 (JaniszewsskiSs, 2013 ) o 24 i T
Tt R T 2 BGE T A A, B AT REXT L 5 B B (4 % (Schwarz, 2015 ) 5 =i il
TR S5 S X5 L 4 R 51 ( CarverFScheier, 1990) , i 7R 1 2% 12 2 2GR 1
(Zajonc, 1968 ) , B, AFAT ELAT = i T3 btk AR AL 153 TAT B 25 0 ARSI 9 2 1 5

AR S 2 T B AR Z A SE T R AR B T T T o i an , PG A Ak B B SCAR o 7
T LD B HISS T BRI R B s {5144 (K aterattanakul, 2002 ) o X475 278 4 O 2GRt
FRALSE BGRB8 A S A P AR B A B T B T 2 3 X2 i R i) B B AR (Im 55,
2010) o Ak, 2550 43 25 0 MR P 15l A BRSO SN , A 1 S R I 5 1 0 1 4
Ft (Winkielman%%:,2003 ),

3 AR5 B

b PR A R SE 5 B TR A2 A 72, 2T 2 A R AR G o) FE RS T
R I, 7 9 B e AR B T2 , DT ARAS SN, T F I 28 S5 I o 11 9 38 ki AL
JRUAS ) TR I S A 3 — B BT ) o LS AP A 1 9% T S I W 7o A ) it 2 5 3 T R AH
I T SETASOTETH 23 M v A S i 53X — B A FE AN 2 BB 0 R A B R s B2, 38R0
THPRE ARG O AW H FELK Ll AR C i LS 28221 5 L T A T e R 5=
i 3o R WS R I DL 2 [R]AOCIR , 256 B B A0 Tl TR G R o BRARE o T 2 3 1 R DA S
FhoR TR RIS E R A | XSS SE RO RT B R A EC AR R e R ok, LI I 2 & )5
SRS FIATE 55 o MR, T3 2o FEBe 38 T 2 193, 5 B2 e R AT BE S i1 i
ANTRIHE A DI, 3 SE TR AT A S80S X — M3E T R BT RS il an , & (A Refigs 51 &
PR EAR, BRI T A ) 2 T2 A H RV T B A B (Lee,2018).

BEAM T 2 i o S I LS BRAR TR i Rt R 4 EE AR T 2 e 200
T BT, A 50 B AR 1T BB AN A5 B4 A TR7 BRI PN S IR B B, I R A 8, G 400 2 e agh

INEZ G EE T (H44%FH)



A AT BEH B . Cupchik (1992 ) 7E G ARSI A 52 34 T #0058 BRAFE A0 r] (0O T8 A5 1 &
MR B T R I, A SR L B A VR FH IR AR BRAE 12 AL SRR b o — B B2
AR T R 2R KU M &, it RESRE T X B XU B TS , DA T TRU) 3 1 o 58 XS, 49l
INFRATTHRE B A Tl mT 2 PUNA G AN KT Y o 8 R0 TR F 35T X R — % AR i AS [ 400 o 2
i, 78 B8 o 52 AU 118 7= A 3k BBV E 88 XA SRy RT RE R F SEAR G RAE T — AN AR
A

4 FTF 0 SRR B i RO S fioh 2 2 o e

ARG —Fh = A AR , S5 938 AL B S A O 7R X — i R T B
BN ARG S A AR BAE T (22 R 1904, 2013 ), FAAE 187 14F , Fechner it A TR B4 i bR A1l
HIR 2 520 HO BLIE 20K (real art) (8 SEAR S, Dewey (1934) W2 1 T 2 RUAIESS , Al Wi
BB WAE MG BT Bl [ O A28, RO B SR AR VG SR 56 A 75 | 92 ] B AN
B GG IR, T SR A A S B A A RROR I A 65 SR SIe TR0 2 O B A, T R AR
ST SRR () B R B SR JERT AR R B S A 3 R P 118 S ULy K, B
FRIRA X IUGE TCE (N XU ST 44 | 15 BTN I R 8 = (Leders, 2004 ) . 7 36
RIS RE M 5 1 2 1) Je WA SRAT Pk T U SRR IS 2 I, T 2 i o 52 i 5 1o S S Iog
R PE LR (Chatterjee, 2004 ) .

PRI, A ST i 9 2 R A AL G 28 X T 28 3 10 s M B ECATL AR B4 3, 8 1R << i R R i
Ik A S N B, AN 3 IR o 3% — SO W B DA b R SO0 RO R, LATH B T 3R R o 2 L
FEAIE S5 24 0 R VR FAILRI LAY 2% 2 A9 A PR 0000 BT SR O LR 5200 8 K/ NI 1] R
B0 PR T SR 5 B TC ZG T 9 25 W S D3R ) 5 M B 1T B 3 1 o ARG, 1 o 9514
YOI A L R AT AR R = AR B, 43 0 AR T B B0 T b B A, b RS B B
AR R, JF— B BOE A IR RS 8l X AN SN R — MR R S i TR
B A B BREAE B, TR F A AR S S R A

AT
EEE| | R | PERR | ssew|
=) oy . Z AN ) A :
SREEIC D] mw AR m HIHN (> | WA
IR St BAK WENE |
I ,ﬁzg ﬁ_}:‘énﬁ ...... H
__________________ R
BT
L ot oL HERY |

& e 2 i 5 I i W R
B3 AR EMA R

NP3 7R AR SE T BB B, T 2 2 e R Sl Ak i Sl i s o R R B, A 1

R JEAR BT A B AN T B, 1 2 8 5 20 i — B Be A e (s S T T, Al

PUGE RN, A BR L REOCER S 2 e RGN A MR SR TR PR B B, T 2 0k

— 2D R AL RE TCER I 15 A S, AT AJAS AT, JE ROk it R R JXUS ) A R4, 197]

UNAT e T4 o BT B ARAS T A, o S A B f % SR B AU T A S,

131



132

FEAEH I S A R P AR H S I A o R S Mk A BT B R, B BEARA T R AR AH I
AR RS, A TTTAES BSR4 ) TR o ok S TR mT RE R AR ), A e SRl 458 5 -t vl B T A
B, AR RARSE  [R)I, T 983 B0 T SEAR IR 5 Z AT SE TR B N T BRARIE U I AT 2E . BE
BEWE S 1E T N TR o T B B BT S [ 98 7 LR R R | SR o SRR ey
BN I, W5 A5 AL B S 25 F T A o 2 Z AT B

(EAS IR R, 1 9 00 i ST A A P AL PR B — S 45 [ gL, oF 325 30 7 2% ok
Vi, JE R AR 19— AR i) 5 7 2RI S AR R B B W2 5 A 5
A SEE IR ARSI R AR , 38 e 3 SOOI SOOI W CAMRFAY A o 411 2 5 2R A5
(O SRR I, H SEMRG n e St — P R I AR 22 el R, SE PRI X 9%
AT BRI A R, o SE WA SC A B R AR ] X R T S AU TN
R L BRI TR R SR ) P41 52 17 R R A R

. AEARFHEBEARRE

AR SRR BT i R D 2 (0 TR RS B DR, 5 T 502 T T R D 2 2R 4 SR AR 2 T 11 962
FEIRNHTH B 152 ) B AL, A e St A 3 T R o S ik & S Iy B o i I, XA SR 1Y
WFFTHE A 2

B R ES IEE I H SE RIS . i MR AR A A 2N B SR L (A E TR AR A
SRR A — B E TR M X S B 0T 2 8 AR S A AR T ——TH e AR e T g Ll
FNPRSL AR E (5 B bR b AR B b BRI , DL R AR B R v e H R R T8 7S
1B SR ) 22 [R] A7 TR A S B B B % I 6 2R (Spence, 2012 ) o i A BN 53 7] L 3 A 4 5 i
AFRIFE BT AR LRI ARAT 50 2 7 S A B AR A T 2 o I v v A 5 T HL— 350
JECE R Ol T B B R SR A AE N B AT LATE ERAT IS AR 3R i — AT B R R Ak
INE, 25 PR T B AN R JER B 2 B A 6] 17 T A LA 15 (A o et B X 2
88 AR BIAIESE AT A — 4B s I T R R R

55 F R S R BE 55 A 1 SO ST o BROORFE R SE PSR 1 24 T SE B (AT Y 9
N FT B8 2 B AR 2 16 7 i S et AR 56, 81 Ay ol FH 76 RS R S R 199 7 it o R A X 5 T 1) B 3
(WuZ§,2017) BRI Z A1, wERHFT O AR 54 D St 2 11 9% 255 18 1 ) — KM A8 ( Buechel Al
Townsend, 2018 ) . FH -1 2% 5 (AR 55 ELHE 2 00 5 L 1 RGURN9H 2 3 10 [l A A 558, %o SRR U, T i
PRDE 5 20 28 FRRAE IXURS VBT 52 001 21 285 10 W S AR 360 5 0 A T 2 B DG 219 o e A, DRSS []
REE LSRG AT 2R T b SE AN 23 7= A i BE RO, 480 G i LA s, 512
PR b, RERS K A MBI 95 5 54T MBI SE2E BT A SR AR FE R, IR RUBE R R BB
B AN GG 6 2E N BB AT R s A BT

55 = ST B A AR 2 5 AN S BRI T R R E5 A, 3 B— ] J
I I T A MR 25 5, A0, Meyers-Levy M1Zhu(2010) &3, 18 25 2 A 45 2K 87 22 084
DT R A AP AEPE B 22 5 5 Yang %5 (2010) I & BT 23 A F FRAM & 2 R ma H PG XUk
JEPERTEAT o B X S SIS BT A I MR 2 7 R EH B B R 2 R TH S
Troh7E B (A= i 25 S REERE AR B FRIRSS ) B SLh , FLAG BY T BRAR TS 9% 5 (DU i 2
IS A B S 2 AR 22 RO oT A B T8 8 A BRI Ao T 3, i T R S 2R 1
T, S M DE FC T F AR T 37 DR I, BRI 22 S A i SE IR s Ve, B
A EL A EIS M EF SE B AE

S0, TF R BL T v R 1) i R D8 DB 2T AT ISR R 2 AV 7 SCAE R 7 5, i SE AT

INEZ G EE T (H44%FH)



SIS A 50 A 1h T NS S AN A AR 9% b, U B R R R AR
FE 273 v il (Inglehart A1 Baker, 2000 ) , W4 2 [BIFF7E 22 55 o BRI L, WIFGE 34 12k 31 v
TeB AR Z A R T I 2838 10 RS SE S AT o LU A, R 2805 R SR sl it A ) — A~
IL[E R J5 1) & AR SCAR & R IT AR A R] AR« B B R 248, hE TR N RS R T
b AR R T AE T I S PR A A SR PR S TR E TR M B AR IR
FIBIFFE T 1]

S, SRS TR B E RIS AR SR TE 1) G T S 2E s i AL R AR K 223
1 SHERASE A B TT, SEIE 352 (empirical aesthetics ) 355 SCVE R AVEGE 2 A B9 C & |, i1
SEIR TR SE A, A AR B JERE R SR, O B P 2 H A5 W S SRR ) s 2 fi PR R
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Vo BRI 28 I 265 8 90 S 12 RN R AR, P 28 8 2 RN S UE 6 24 A 2 DAL 2 o 58
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Visual Elements in Brand Aesthetics:
A Review and Prospects

He Yun', Li Xiao!, Lin Jingjing', Wang Lin’
(1. Business School, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China;
2. International School of Finance & Business, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China )

Summary: Brand visual aesthetics play an increasingly prominent role in consumer decision-
making, and the proportion of visual aesthetics in corporate brand strategy is also increasing. Scholars
have studied visual elements in brand aesthetics from various perspectives, but these studies are

heterogeneous and fragmented, and have not yet formed a systematic framework. Therefore, based on
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the discussion of the origin and concept of brand aesthetics, this paper divides brand visual aesthetics
into visual elements at the partial level and aesthetic expression at the holistic level, and makes a review.

This paper adopts the two analytical methods of bibliometrics and content analysis to
comprehensively and deeply explore brand visual aesthetics. Firstly, drawing upon 266 articles
published on the Web of Science from January 2002 to November 2021, this paper conducts high-
frequency keyword analysis and keyword clustering analysis with the help of citespaces5.8.R3 to
summarize the research hotspots and research characteristics of brand aesthetics in the recent 20 years.
Secondly, based on the content analysis framework, the research status of brand aesthetics is explained
in terms of the composition and expression of visual elements in brand aesthetics, the impact of visual
elements on consumers, the expression of brand visual aesthetics features, and the style perception of
consumers. And the aesthetic trigger response chain is constructed by combining the basis of visual
elements influencing consumer decision-making. Finally, according to the shortcomings of existing
research, future directions are proposed from three aspects: research theme, research perspective and
research method.

This paper combs the origin and concept of brand aesthetics, explores the impact and mechanism of
visual elements at the partial level and aesthetic expression at the holistic level on consumers, and
constructs the brand visual aesthetic trigger response chain. The research on the partial level mainly
includes color, shape, material and position, while the holistic level is divided into objective expression
of visual features and subjective perception of visual style. The brand visual aesthetic trigger response
chain starts with brand aesthetic elements and ends with consumers’ consumption intention. On the basis
of physiological basis and psychological needs, consumers transform visual information into individual
aesthetic experience through three stages of visual attention, visual processing and visual understanding,
and the aesthetic experience ultimately affects consumers’ consumption intention.

The innovation of this paper is that: Based on the review of the research status of visual elements, it
initially deconstructs the process of forming aesthetic experience and constructs a brand visual aesthetic
trigger response chain, and puts forward suggestions on the future direction of brand visual aesthetics.
The main contributions of this paper are that: Theoretically, it reveals the complexity of the impact of
various visual elements on consumer behavior in the context of brand aesthetics. At the same time, the
reaction chain also opens the black box of aesthetic experience, which helps to promote the academic
research of brand aesthetic experience. Practically, understanding what brand visual aesthetics is, how it
affects consumers and what the mechanism is, can provide decision-making guidance for the brand
aesthetic management of enterprises.

Key words: brand aesthetics; visual elements; design style; consumption experience
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