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A28 PR 3 A R AT ] T HEE AN 30 52 P o 451 41 : Tversky AlIK ahneman (1979 ) AT 42 Hi
Hii S HHE (prospect theory )18 H , A MR- 1 & AN AH E WSS ; von NeumannFIMorgenstern
(1944) 2 H B R HEIE (expected utility theory ) TAA , AN P 2 FEARAMTAG RS5O , DA
A T BB e A 2 45 S 04T 4 ; Calvo Al Dolores Castillo (2001 ) 2527 2 T MU BE 24 AL AR HY
K, F8 AN E M T B A T G 28, DR AT D38 Sl e AR U 22 ORI ANAf E
PE A LTI B G R BB RO TIH BRI T ™ fb R 55 A AN s PSR 511« o) 3
TE PRI AR A5 B AT B 7] B A1 72 8% (CalvoFlIDolores Castillo, 2001) ; X HAG A ff
B VER S PP AR O U PR B 25 R 19 7= A2 (Kumard$, 1997) SR, S5 T e $E TN 2
TR R [, A T BR B E 84 AR (Laran A Tsiros, 2013) .

THAR G B2, O B9 7R AN 2 1 T R AR AE AU AE F (A1 Goldsmith 1 Amir,
2010; Alavi%$,2015; Shen¥,2015) o SEE A, LA (k46 1) 2238 1 AN PE LA SR T

sis HHA:2016-08-23

EEWH:BRaAXAFA£(71372128)

EEEN A EM1973—), 8 , RAKXFZRFEERFRHME HEEFT;
FAAE(1991—) % , KAKRFLEFECRERMENT A,
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UG L RE A B A BAS SR T B 0 2 B R 2 () AN 5 7 (Lee F1Qiu, 2009) o Horbr , XA i P e
Sy S0 f% 1) FH B A S Aff 22 AR 494 SR % (uncertain promotion strategies) W 5| il %
(Ailawadi®s,2014) AN« 75 S8 005 WA S AN AERR 50 SR B2, % S PR iAs ) 4 i
T AN s BEN LS (Ailawadi®s, 2014) ; fg R 2 RS e 5 | {E 7 % 78 g S
B AN D) KT8 e 2 I AR it Ay ], L ot R B2 T Js REATL A ) s e (A B8R 30488
#TF45) (Goldsmith Al Amir,2010; Choi%¥,2010; Alavi%¥,2015) .

I AN o PR B SR 7 R A 808 2 X B 2o BRI 24T Ry IS i AL S
TERE 2 AN PR R TEARATT S5 0F T AR RE A4 AR, RO B3 R R 24 T I2%
IR, AR SO T 204F 5 AR JC SCHR AT T ZR G [m1E, 2 RIS H 48R i T A 28 5, AT
R A b AR B S e b R AN 2 TR E S B0, DL ORI AR R SR S

= A E MR SH R A B AE AL

AN E PR AR TE AR5 20 h 45 TH 208 B 1 — TR B (AN s IR A B4R T8 B Al
HIAE B M (Ailawadi®s, 2014) o WL ASGf PR B 7] 43R N 2 AN P R i B2 AN ff
PE IR IS A S A FE A TE X (WS A T nid 2 8 ) sk BRI B 28 th AR e 5
1 (AR AR 5 b G BENLIR ) D 5 I 25 W) 26 B A 051 ¢ e 2% Pl 252 PRI 8 10 8 2 AN o =42k
(AN BPETTRHERELE N = K3 I HRH T 1S E0= 5 D 52

PRA SCHRIE 7 2 56k FEI A A0 P2 T B A A PRI 4 1Y B S SR T
SR (S L) IR, FERR RN PR B9 X B B SR 2 LRI, B AS [) S B2 1 S s
PR 2725 T feft Y ) SEE Rl B 2 A AR B A 0 1) 2 57 0 PR AN e T 0 8 P e e 2 DO T 5 T vk e
W 1 i e 2 R B0 B BN 2, X SIS 0 9 SR W S I 5% 1 3 (W Lee A1Qiu, 2009
LaranflTsiros, 2013 ; Shen, 2015 Hill%:, 2016 ) F“(E 2.5k 1 AT Py 8K 7 3R 5 aml FRA 17 B
WM R TR E B SO BAE BRI F , “fF S 6 1 R 3K ) B O I 12 B AR AR
B Ak AR P I A B R TR R oK 5 BRI 1 R U DG S 5 A (2 A e R v 7 A i
6 FEL P R S o T AN AR 0 P R ST O 01 510 T v A R I8 b 28 T 232 IR B 0 B
AHSESCHR (ANGoldsmith FlAmir, 2010 ; Ailawadi® , 2014 ) % AR AE FH B4 i Re = B TR A4k Ak
W SCHRIE™ , I 7 0 8 A S I % T 9 45 SR B A 2 AR %) G o SO AR B AN s P
PRI THE ST A [RIVE FPLHI A 48 B STk b ) E 2R A58

1. 3T B 0 R N 3R BIE A 2

RGBT AE M B9E BAE R PN (5 B Z B ) 215 . Loewenstein (1994 ) R G HE 1
T, IR B ) RS A A 0 IR AT RN L S 2SR, K
F1HE (Berlyne, 1960) 48 H , ARHNAFE B SR AANT L T i FAIRST , ELEIFS B AIR A2 .
AN B A EAR A B, Sk NG 2IME B B O A, BRI, AR {5 B s T3S A A
UK BV ANKESE T , AN 1 2 P BT, IR AR T 8h LA 2 BN AR oK o

Hill%5 (2016) IE 25T LR BE B B T Ao e PEIR 8 OROH AR 9T & B, 2485k
5 R T ) S A ot T A B ATLARAS — I, (EAS B S T i ) LR PN 2S5, B A 220 2
B B S B i 1) B S S B [ ) i WF il & B, Y i IR 85 15 B R R
B CAN$RAIE 2 Fh 2 e G 5 , 58038 TR Z2 RIS S I IR ) | T A N 75 =R (R8T 0 ) 23 3, A
if T A X ) S T P2 T IS S IO 5 SR T, XM &% = S ey SR AR AT 2 5 45 S s, LA
SR A= A N e MR S I R
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2. FET R RS A i 132

Bk 1 38 3 R R R DA RN 5 SR X — B AR RS ) 3 B S, A I 9 A iR R AN e
A DA 5 175 O Tl L B ) R SR SRR I 2 B B S L A G R IR I 9T (W Petty 55,
2001 ; Han%%,2007) 2R B, Ab T RO I SRR 25 A 1 9 2 A0 B 5 1) A S RS RO 22 ) DS A 70 5
MO FRAAH 5T (UBerlyne, 1960 ; Price fllGeer, 1972 ; Le Poire fl1Burgoon, 1996) 48 it , AN
FE PEAEAE BB =y AT 0400 BHRGES | DTG Ry 5 A R 175 SR B 1L AT 5B (Schachter Ml Singer, 1962
Zillmann, 1978) o ANBf & PR K B RS BT e 46 P %Ay DL SRR G 25 ] AR R AR 565, 3
A SCHR 32 DIk =25 SRR A S A BN PR S R

LeeF1Qiu(2009) 45 i , A& PERE RS Jy B S AR G2 25 1], DT B35 7 A= R 17 IO
HER S 29T KB, 2445 S0 B 20K AR A M (B 30T 1 FEL 7= SV A o, (ELAS i B ™= S i
RELGR I it PN 3 R A 5 AR A ) 5 SR AR 6, DT AR S B 25 WIS o SR T , 5 I i s 4
DIARG (s 1R AR5 30T A G it , (BB LA TG it 2 2% ) mk 36028 SR G ol P 2 (A5
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PR—FREAL) , W) 25 PR AT A oA AR AR 52 25 (1] Tk 25 5 5 A BRA P 1 SR AR 6 717 5 50
GEMELL R

LaranF1Tsiros (2013 ) X7 A2 AN P AR 45 17 25 %5 1 0 2 3 — BRI 5 B AR 3 S LX) 3
AT AR THE ] o 3 T — 52 i HIL , 20 5% B 25 H AN B PR DR A PS5, RIS K
5 BRI A S (AN SEF-HILFH T G5 25 55 2 B IR A ), T 2 X AR A7 SRR AR 56 B R R, BN
R P DR 2 B A2 77 DR 5 1T 4 B 2 S5 DA RN R A S B (CAn ey SETF-AIL6 2 T AR 28 ) , i A
T ZHH T AR B R S BhUSOR , U AN e PR B W 5 | & KR A

Shen&§ (2014) AR 5T ) 3, AN PR (2 4 BB B TP HIIUAE fry O I , il A2 LSRN g0
PR SR, DT 30 Ao AR 55 20 Aoy e P 25 174 ) S 5 B L PO 5 B o, AN e T AR 8 =2 BT A
RERSHR TN 2% 2 1WA SK IR, 2 BRI B8 5 2 52 NI 8 PR B A S R T AN AR 2 2R, SRR 56
B, I 43 DG it 225 SR T AR AR IO S A FR A, AN M AR VR S BRI

JUE BTG B BRI 5 M5 BB 1 AP 8K ) BRIE X AN 5 P 0 B RO %) g 8 0 i 1 )
T SR S IAJN TR SR A 2 L (B (T TR0 I X AN o P AR B A R A R 2 2R ) G

3. FETRAE RO 3 U IR ik

RN E AR B AR ) 55— AR R AR SR SRS A ] T IR PSS i PR
TERRREAN 2 O A BRI T om 8 AR A6 2 T B B G2 A 25 SR ) G, DRI, i — B Y
SCHR T X AR AR S R B 25 SR T BB R O i B AN A A o R A SR SCEE A TR
2 NSRS EAT —FP R 32 SUARRE , SRS AUZE R, AT S LUR A 2 B 7 =X
L, 2 S LA T 4E S B HE R (Taylor FllBrown , 1988 ; Bar-Hillel#1Budescu, 1995) .

RS TEAT E AL AT AR B T UESE BN - AilawadiSE (2014) TERFSE AT ENRY
EERRCR BTN T I 9% B AN S R AR A T, SE it 2 W, eI 2 A PRk
R B 2GR T A O RS ER KA 2 VB AR LS A - Goldsmith Al Amir (2010) 7
FETRA RO 3 SCHS 2 5 M T AN 8 ot A ArT S8 0 2 8 I A o AT TR SE RS 2R 2%
B, T 5 AR AR A SR B T 35 % X = ) 1) REURM S 12 , TR 25 %o ANA i g e o (R AIL AR AR — >
T ELERAR A (R ) R S 1 v O (S ot ) D B 0 22 57, EL 3890 T o IR (LI 5 1)
PR o SR, G587 B A -4 JE 28 LR AN (2 8 P AR5 = (BRSO AE SRR, T X AN
PEARES P R 2= 2 T

= AHERHRIZ A LS

IRBFR AR ARRE T ANEA A PR B A ] BE B Tl 4 5 3%, SR, aX SEpfF o 2Bk
AL S PRI AN E R BB o LATETE 2 SCHR MR IR M A J2 T IR 1 T AT A
1 P A P DR o B8040 < T S B B Y 1) B s 25N AR, AT IR e 2 T AS 2 AN A o A
% (Kahneman I Tversky, 1979) o e 8415 s AT A RN L AS T FO s i I8 X R o g7 >k —
FE R L PRI , AR TS5 B8, AT 24 Bl 1% 2 A0 A R AR S T AR AN B PR 2 i o i L
A BB E 1) JE e ot 3 W, RIVEAS A s M R A S A8 o Tt e e, AT
SRA ] T RS o B0 - Gneezy 55 (2006 )T & 3R, T 725 X AN 2 R 5 (A5 50% 1 1T BEAK
13850104 75 , 47 50% A T REAR1FS 100184 75 ) i S AW B R AR Tl fe 22 W iff o S i 4
75 (100%3515:$501% 477 ) o L4, CalvoFiiDolores Castillo (2001) 5T @ , AT E 5 14
i Nr=E e RS AR 45, Iyengarf1Kumar (2008 ) L 2 NarayananfIManchanda
(2009) Wl 20 A B, 3k S 47 T 26 %6 AN 8 PR B S A SRl —E my S EH

W IE 2 R BUAH E PR B PR T AMNTAE S LE , 735 T T s AN PEAR 8 1 A0
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PP 2 /R T AR RO A SR, B Ailawadi®s (2014) SF, AH R AE
TR PRI A PR 11 s IRy BR T8 R i i FH A9 B An] B B A AT 28, T AT S AR e
MGG kit — 2 o B Al A% B0 0 AN M R B 7E RS L N S AR Ok SEas 1
& TEBA SCER A =0 5T (Dhar®%, 1995; Ailawadi® , 2014 ; Alavids, 2015) W A 4T TiX
T ERER , EAT 43 33 T B A8 B < S IR O MO RN 254 7 R R 3 40 T T ) SO
S R R R AN AR A SO AR T A IMER S

1. 3T AR A

ZHE 220120 504F4, H Von NeumannfIMorgensternfE /2y BEAL AR ) SR [, 15 2 45
FVEE TS 0 R SEAI @ 451 T B BB T HEZR O 18T 5 2 i B U # M
TEAHE S50 0947 B A2 A SRRSO 5 KAk o BRSO S 0 2 34 AN 2 258 T ] RE AR 1S
) 45 358 FH 235 SR A IIASC P-4, S (R AS Ml I 2 3 T (%) 45 P s SR 1) & AR ROk Rk

Ailawadi&F (2014 ) fif FTHA RS U ST 411 (R OZ 45 B A0 s A e e 1 e s 4
TR A R ) X PN AR B 5 X AR 0 S o AE A AT ARG S 03 2% 2 SR SO e o
ANHA R AR B BRSO PR AT 0 7 BE R 2 S LB AT 0 e A= R R 1 TR B R 1 R A, LA AR
RV G T 2T B AR AR I E R A MS S HEENEE 05 2, Allawadi %
(2014) TERFFE ST A AL SE AT F A SR T [R]85 5 1 T 3% 38 AN e 0 kot ) R0 X AN
FE PR A 0 SBT3 o LUATF SR I SRS S 2R B, VAT 35, AN e PRI Y AL 48 i ff e PR (2 4
TEREARBIAS b3 3 (R LRI AR A A 20 BRSSO AS [T AT AR 25 o M AR A X 4
SRR R TR S R R S A A A MR B A R AR, AR S R R R I SE R
e VE BN B B LR s RS 1) 2 R 4 1 2 e 2 T 5 1740 B H FE 25 A T R ARGt
BRI, DT (A5 001 5 R AN P O , 0 2 1 AR 1 =X AR, ZE X S AR R R
s PR 2, ANHff A P A I AT A A0 A R i e 23 I 2 v ) BRSO, 1 T B I 4 % b
FA 4 Iy A i

S I AN B AR AN 1 [ R T S R B 7 (R R B S S i s A AD
I 32 o R B Y T HR 2 AT TZE AR SR B 2 M R A I 25 5 A, IF 7 Bk
RERS S R A A e 8 AR 52 b T 938 AT R SR AR A R AR 8 A M, R THI A R 0
IS TSR 2835 BRERE AT $2 T A LR AN PR B i A T o o

2. BTSSR0V RS

Z: I SN A SRS R A DU 4 0 (8 AR A B T AR A (LI AN 2 4 X
(Monroe, 1971) c Alavi&§ (2015) IESZHE T3 — BN FE T S T P A i A 55 1Y)
T8 A AR R A AN R TR T U 132 S AE TR Bl rp | U S e PR T R A
Z 5 RPEN SRS, 5 2 WA E, PRI Je v 35 e e AR 5 0 B

Alavif (2015) FERFFE T SEIA [RIAR G0 14 AN i 1kt 140 00 R 5 0 e 2 5 S e
S X PR T A AT 3L AT L RE ARSI S R T, AlaviSs: (2015) 458 i S =S INIF A — 2 R
B EFIE R, A DRI A, AR 2 Al AR 5 TE ShAEAE SR B 1Y, Ik A58 2N A R 5L
FIEH A AR GG 7 AR T R BRI 288 B NS0 A, AT A5 2 767 A T
Yoy e AR ME R Z IR A0 7= i (Mayhew Al Winer, 1992) , T AN & PEAE 485 TR BEAA YA TEMN AR I
i A rp R I HA IR AlavidE (2015) ITFSE 38 7N , AN 2 B340 07 =04 HL& LR |
LI NS5 i I8 LR AR E 15 B R T A RS B N A I E A S TR L S (R 4 0%
BIMTREAS o PR, 25 4ol AR AR 85 17 Sl 22 B TR A B ol A e PR 4 O =X 5 B 2
ERS S, NITTRZ IR Jo B A0 1 5 85 8, BURS AN e MR A Oy =R F o B o
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ORI AN S A G 0 RN T 75 Y o NG T3 , Kahneman 1 Tversky (1979) 7E i s #lig
6t AT SRS S, B 222 0 S T AN 2 AN 1 485 R o X — BRI FIT i8 1 f E RAOE , I
SR SCARF AN AR O R P A AR, AT A IR Y 225 (Curley Fil Yates, 1985,
1989)H1 &I, B 2 N O AEAE S A 25100 o A Y0 Es AN B PR R A W E A TR B (Canle o5
I 25% MIE SRS 80% M DL EL , LB AN e AR B2 WA A ), AATTA D B0 o A 25 5 240
i A AN A R BRI AN |, JC B v T B CAn e 25 A 25 % AR 3145 70%—90% A L 2,
U AN 2 AR BESRASORI 1)), AT DG e M A I A 1T B8 S 2 o 408, AT T T X RO AN
T AR B, B 2 AN 0 T AN 2 B 45 2R L e ) i ARSI 800 (EinhornfiTHogarth, 19855
Kahn#flSarin, 1988) -

Dhar%5 (1995) FERF T MER I FIC S8 i BE AN 2 PR AR B 0038 FH 2R AR, TE AR T A
PRI XL A B A o BUAIT 5 (o FH B S 36 ) 7 R B 1 << 0 AR 255 1 M3
Pranfe a5 v i) R0 MR ITH0 A PRI RIS B AR AE a2 | L PR AR T
=AY 7 =, — Bl e AR A , 5 AN PIRR 23 0 R ARAS A 3 80% F125 % A HE
Pron F2BR Tk A8 I ARG B R R 254 T R ER

#R2 DharZ (1995 ) WXL ILHE

P 2 A TS S g B B LR ih
T AR £ EFAF20%I0HE | 14.71%
A EPELR A o T o o o) BLAE 0
(0% HOHERAET) 25% KL EL 12.59% 15%—35%HEE | 9.36%
AT EPELR A o) BEAR 0 . o) BEAR o
(250 80% 1Pt B 13.36% 70%—90% ML | 16.39%

T AJAF20% AR A2 T84T, FLAK I A

Feor P BB R TE RIS A AR A 15 BT, AN a2 AR E BEATH 2 3 VR T | (RS R
FE BN A AR, DR O A s BT 4% e AR B T =X (8 ARE SR T i Ak R A
(14.71%XF12.59% . 13.36%) ofHJ2: , MR ALY L85 (5 BRI IS, <8 5 3500 I A — 8 S EAE
BRI, MPAF LB IR ST (80% ) , Ay e PEAR 85 7 =XATH SR B AR 5 (14.71%%19.36%) 5
SR, MARAHE B MERARET (25%) , 1 283 IO g 0 B0 B b 306 2 | IR At AT T 5 9 IR A
PEA 3 (14.71%%516.39% ) o BUAHF 9 45 8 85 45 BRI 7 02 , 240 A BB A0 FHAS B S AR R 4T

AR R 7 =T, St AR 5 R B pL A=, I EL DD EEORE B 1 44 ol SR 77 A A
=8

ZRA IR AN PR SRR T T R BT ST, AR SR AN M I 4 A s T A
FEY S =P,

S I o B A2 5 M AN PR B SR A A o B A0 < AR A Adlawadi S (2014) FIBFSY,
TESRAUTH B Ll S IR 2% 0 3 T P A 2 PEAR B S B s Laran I Tsiros (2013) (Y SEIES5 R 3R
B, M A IR T B T E A SR ANE e PR R A S )

55 AR SR AR TS M AN PR DR B A 25 o T SRR T B P R R A RS
AN PR B B ST AFAE DT IC OC 2R o 5 B AN R PR B30 (0 RS L (H N A e v
PR A T BB 0915 B & T e R HE HAE B 40 - Dhar%s (1995) 48t , A Mb AE A 790 FE AN
FE PR EH IR, 0 T R HACR 32 A2 4 I I AT 15 B AR A R B A 52 0 o S B2 (A B i 415 B
B, A PO 4 O LT ANB e AR A O 3K SR AL T AF B A BORIE , I3 R IR EE Y
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AN T Y R BE RS B O 0 B S S8 o A L, PN P AR %o 1 B R AT R )
A FEANTE 120 . Hill%F (2016) DL M Lee A1Qiu (2009) BYBFFE I8 H , 7E B AN & PEAL B A mg
B, B AR AL 5 R N ARG A BLE B R RIUN 2, A5 B R AU RRIHOR B sk
SHREE 308 il A DO R DA R 5 SRR (T T 2 A S, 3 R kg i B [ A AE G2 25 (), DT $2 T
JEE 5 1) ARURRE 1 AR 6 AR S IS

WA, D12 5 R s A 45 B 1] 4 it 5 N PR B P8R A G . AlaviSs (2015) 15 H 1945
W, Al AR B SRR I TR A s, AN PR 5 7 =X R H

55 = I B A NRRAIE 255 AN 22 PEAR BSO8R o 40 - Goldsmith FTAmir (2010) 48 H , it
SRR TS 988, AN AR B A SCR B 2% ; ShendF (2014) 35 H , UK T e L 25
ARG SRR (AT 928, AN PR DR P 8 i 2

M REARRBE

P SCHE T X AN S P AR 9 AU 14 SCRIR [ 85T, 9203 1 AN 2 P AR B X il 8 B S S
LARBE AR FIALA , AR AR T ANER e VAL 8 BRI B AR SR B, A X AN [ 2 2
AN RE PR De 8 , B BIFTE R AN R A RO BIL AR 1 R S S Sra i B AR T e, LAY
BT NEAL 8 X R A DFFEAEAE R (5 B8k 00 A 38y B el BB i e, FA A
SETH B RO B e AR Y DG TR 5 TSR AR T o BE AN PR B A IS O LA R AR SR 32 SO R
BER SR T R RS A R A G

SR, AESCRRALELE R rp , AT & B SO T S AE— B AL NS T3
SRADC B2 B 2 BRISR AR T A s A B REAR T 9 & AW SK B  (BAE 20 #r v
20 s S E ML X — LS AR ST G S5 B BIEFE A A =i SCRRxT it
HEAT TIRAIRIT, E A8 i o0 AN 8 VAR 0 1 e BB AR B ] AT AR 191 5ok
OISR E PR 5 B PSR AY 255 B R IZEHIESE , AR SCUAGN AR E PR A B 9 —J&IE I A%
P - — AN E ML B 00 T 52 AR B 3% AR T8 2 5 I ANBRE PR Ae S A SCR 5 fle f SR
FBETTA G, RT3, A s P B o B i A A B 0 5 B R, T AN E 1
e A E S SOOI 5 B n] BE A S RAE R, BeAh , ANt i A 47 T RE S B e T B A
PEAH SR s — RN EVEOL B n] REXT T AR A AS R A TH 2 & oA 28, EL B E Ty
ARBRPERAIE P o DA, Al T LAGE i SR B (478 2 H A 5 BEMB BT A1 SR | S v 1
ST B O AR RE SRR AR A T AN S PR AL B X B B SR B AR ] o

i 3 R G SCRR L , A SO A A S ANl E PEAE B BT T I AN i, Rk 2 TTmT LA
FELA R J5 o — 4R «

S — A B AT A DR SR R R AN E VS 8 RO 0 FHRGE— AR A P R R —
FT oA SE BVE I R 5, DA BSOS T < B AT B 225 R0, R R 2808 73
Hr AN E P2 5 A R0t A7 DR SR B SI A AR 2 al MHT A8 20 TR i« A B e de
B RE RO B RN T B R RRE , R IR DB ORI, AR 2 R B KU SR i AN
JRUSSE MR ] o AR X — LA, , FEAR B PP AN SR — IR B W i, T3 i — e R R AR IR,
VRA B TR T A e PR B AU o

o5 AN RSB AN S P AR B RS 1) TS o B SRR 3R 5 T s P2 B AN Af 7 1
PEEH AT HLAIFSE DA 22 AR IR R A MR B R A S e e R R 4 5 2 T
FARMAIE (BTN BEVLAY L B 25 OB S A i ] B8 g WA S R SRR AP TE 25 57
LA , A IS BT A« PN AR AN 5 <o 2 AN if 7 1 I P AN P e A SR, 7R
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AT IS T AN S MR A 1 oAb 422 . Ailawadi® (2014) BFFT 48 HY L ARHE T SO 5 1 )5
AP ATE PEAR B 0 =2 —JE T 1 B H RE DR SE A A B P (U 2 5 S TR AR
AFISFR AR PEED) s S Fal iz B A EVE CAn BRI RPrdm A M ) ;
=t IC SRR A S R T E AN S R (D o PR 7 BE S A5 R R U Dt s =R A T
PO i BN 5 PR S SRS O R B it PR SR AT BT Al 426 B DAy 45 36 ) 2 1 SR

BF = BT AN S T 1 7 R Al 7 ST P I o ), T A R s S S T
162 95 i . B U T T R A P I 95 4 B P AN B MR A 2 S B0 AN (AN 55 IR TR A 1
E JIRF5 SE BUN TRIANE 2 55 , FRTAR MV 3 23 /0] BEMBIF BRI LE AN 2 P LASR TH U3 i R
F IR A 1 AR e 932 38 A (A s 28 W) o i oo v e R B B AR s O JUAS ) o 9R T , TE QAN
TEVEIE AT B im0, NATIHERSSE G D0 &, A ml e 2 AN e PRy B 4, 275 AT AR FHTH
B IE L, TEA UL AN 2 P (RS Iz B A ) TS 0T, Fae R 2 ) AN 1 e 7497
B — LU DR, LR 7 1252 I 55 BTG 0 I 55 S5 1 s I 55 58 BT ], 060 AR 2477 24
B2 S E T AT E VR G BT IS ] T IR 5 E R S IMERHR AR
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Uncertainty Promotion Research: Theoretical Review and
Latest Development

Shou Zhigang, Zheng Weihua
(School of Economics and Management, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract: Customers always have the tendency to avoid uncertainty, but more and more
corporations utilize uncertain promotion as a strategy in marketing activities, and deliberately give
consumers a sense of uncertainty. The theoretical academic analyzes this interesting phenomenon from
different perspectives to test the effectiveness of uncertain promotions. This paper makes a systematic
review of uncertainty promotion research during the past twenty years. At first, it concludes the
mechanism of the effects of uncertain promotions from three perspectives, namely information gap
theory & internal driving force theory, positive feeling theory and innate optimism theory. Then it also
recognizes the utility boundary of uncertain promotions from the perspectives of consumption goal,
promotion strategy and consumer characteristics. Last but not least, this paper discloses future directions
in uncertain promotion research.

Key words: uncertainty ; promotion strategy ; positive feeling; curiosity ; optimism
(FTHEHRE: H T)

SNE 23 5 L (F 395 % 3H)



