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UTAER, FLIK P FNRS Sl (5 BOR P R RO TH 9% B 4L T RTTR A BOTH 2R, T 2 &
Fr AR TR, FELRTH 2% C AR B — Rl a3 (Du, 2015) MR SRR T T S8 A 1L, 2
LR R FERER P EZRE AT N E L0, M-S MR 28 Y. B A
PRI R A AR HEONIHE LLOULIN  BUAT AL 9 A7 W5 R 2 AR T il 98 B AR B R
AT BE G —T7,2020) , R RZNETH 2% 517 4.0 BEALI] A PR W B 22 s MO T 15 e R) 45
P VIR R (VUM , 20205 4% 2%, 2020) ARTT, AR 247 2 TR E X A B 178
AR N 28 T R I T o PRI, AR T T 9 W TP ) 1 A A 12 25 DA R e 221 I 7

il
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SNEIZ G (F44EF2H)



P U RN 2% %47 M (Fugate, 2007 ; Morin, 2011 ; Harris%, 2018 ) .

B 5 St i 2 AR B AR AR oA B B R 9 & R TH B A7 sl Ste 17 —Fp o i oF
TR ——IH P E LR e T RTREN A RN 2 5 5 A8 L HEIN T 2% & K
HIHT /77 (Morin, 2011 ; Solnais®, 2013 ) P58 H AR B H £5 U ) T 2R 2k T
H 2 E 2R 2E B W s T A AR AR AT B BN T I 9 AT AT A A% 2 R
(Ale%,2014; Harris%, 2018 ) o Horfr 7EZRIH 2R PR BT AT ] A AR Ak , 1 i vh SEAR Y K T f
THIACH., TR N A PRS0 & e A S BB, DRI RIS & P pf 22 T LA T M5 5 1
O BEHL SR, FELIH DA T 2P 24, 2B T H A FYE R AR, 43 Hr 45 Fh T2
P45 FRAE B HGE B G 3 AR 0 R EE . PR L, ARSI B R A 2B IR I 9 5
15 R RSE H R R

H A, SR 1T BT IS IR 5 AR B2k MR SRR SR R 2 3 &
IXUEZEIR SR AT 43 RS, — R X 3N 2 3 i B2 SO A A5 1 A 24 (Fugate, 2007
Arielyfl1Berns,2010; Morin, 2011 ; Harris%,2018; Lee%¥,2018) , o5 — 2R M JE i B 2Bl 24 i
TEABGE I B A7 MF 98 TR A (Lee , 2007 ; PlassmannZ,2012,2015 ; Solnais%:, 2013 ) . J5
—RERR I R BN — N FH— R A 4R T, BV SN 430 et B2 i e
IR g 5 AHE T HAE B 5 DA — 8 138 AR SR i B2 T AR I S B A T ks b i)
I PSR | 5 4 X AR R A I i B8 AR SO T N 2538 SRR, [RIRE 4% IR 1 3R 730484 g
T, ST AR B, AR SOKG 253 70 P SR AR A LRI 90 B 1T O X — R 5 M a2 A A A ik
L, 5 R B B2 IR AETE SN 2 A T A T N AR R A R 4, AHOCSCHRITAS
%2, ARIE A VAR RIS J i S HE R AT SCRR TR, A SGR AR AR LT e & AT M AN TR B BE i
FHAE DG SCHR , PRI BUCEE 23 21T o v e 4 2ol FH 1) ATS A SER AR SRy 18 AR HE AR 2 A5 7Y
BELIH P BRI 5 DRI & B4 Eahi R CREU T T BB B, SR A TA
B AT VR 221 A 43 B AT OB U B IR (5K 5 92,2012 ; Cheah %, 2019 ; Tseng M Wei,
2020),

L5 L ARSCLUE S B AT 2 v SCTE BE AR M TE IS B A T o oy 08, DA 22 i 7
LRI AT AR A AISASHE AL A B AR HESL | AL EEph 22 Bl IR AE TR T B B AT N &5 B BEAF
FEN H I 2RI FEENE T A B TR E T B AT SR F A 2 B AT s
A I FH 2 JR | 6 SIC B 1T T AHS B B A2 I8 AR T E A 5 T ), JE B 45 o 2B 225 T
ELARIE VS, e T B A I o B SOR 1 580 000 28 i B AR DCHE S e &
S, BRI DX AR G0 o B B Ik ) AR IR —Fh R ZE R B T RS A
ZRAISASHIS IR, 156 BRI T 51 AR SCHRFINES I 7387 5 s s B2 45 45 & AISA SR
F A TELRTH 04T R B BER A A B Be (A 2B A 5T, DL SRR i 2Bk T LA, 5
SEANTR] T L0385 45 B e T P IS B 1 AR RS MR T LI RRIE, R AR 4%
Wy B IME RIS 5 1]

=, HBREMEMENR

(—MEE KR

TH 23 P 2B (consumer neuroscience ) 48 XTI 28 15 5 IR 2 55 0F P Zad B O R
SCRAT MR IR B BIFFE (Hubert, 2010 ; Solnais?s , 2013 ; Lin%: , 2018 ) . #1225 #2# (neuromarketing )
ST P PR DL AR Jis I b2 ik e M AN 2 A T A TR 9 R
i H A< A, DT il 2 AHRE 785 0 SR ) — 1 12% L (Fugate , 2007 ; Lee¥, 2007 ) . 5 AR SC A

TE 5008 B AT B I F w0 B o 07 7 09 B
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SR T 20024F 1 4R B, )T O AR J2 56 [E Baylor B 27 BE 20044F- 75 Neuron |k 3R ) — Tt
W7 (McClure&5, 2004 ) oI 5E Lk — 2 K70 5] ity 5 R B BT R B 1) 71 < AT R sl 11 ]
5K, [l FH D) Re M A A LR AR AT T A% R 2E A 7441 W 5 3R I, Wil W A R b 1 T DT A
Bf, R v 5522 AR G A A - iz 2 A 5 B S A 5 TR e M T R A A ST AR
ik, LR 55 22 ORGP O8R4 B B S )0 o ST 5 s A Rl TR
WO HBARRE T AETC AR IR AR T U 9 B 0 E S5 ] AR A TR I S rh AR S B SE T AT AR
A S AL ] s O R B Tl R D R 020074 PR 208 B 2 — iR IE B B T Journal of
Consumer Marketing .International Journal of Psychophysiology%5=#RINT|, Bl 5 , X — 403k )
WFSEI T | T Ok 2 1) 3, AR Bl IR S 0 2 X K (Fugate , 2007 ; Lee5F,2007,2018;
Morin, 2011 ;Solnais%¥, 2013 ) . JT4F3kK , Journal of Marketing Research(CamererfilYoon,2015) .
Association for Consumer Research(Reimann%:,2016 ) . European Marketing Academy(KollerFl
Lee, 2016 )55 P AHLS A HAF & TR, 9T 58 2R AL I 5E (Lee 55, 2018 ) 1 2 & M 4R} 2%
PR T — RG] ZOULEIN A ) T, 25 G R A P 0, o] Rz AL il J2 T A R0 9%
FATR ST ) IS SR R R O S A IR R IE — R EA T
(Morin,2011;Solnais®%,2013 ).

() FZAH

THIE PGB 22 B DR R AR5 I IR T #h 2Bl T AR TR Gk oe r ik
A S LA, ELAR AT REHE Sl AR LA

193k 0 32 XA

FEGE I PEAT =9 T A G T A PR T TR DTR AR /N & | X BB T TR 344K
F—A AL PR, B TRES BN HER M A B O AR R (Morin, 2011) o 1782 R 1, A
T FRBIRES 55 52 BN AE R 2R G ) FIAME R 2R (GO R 2 B Ta) e ) | TR A2 ) &8 T4,
M2 A58 45 SR A HERf P (Fugate , 2007 ; Morin, 2011 ; Harris%5, 2018 ) o 451 G SCHE R A & T
ALSRBFFEEIF, I8 23 A OO AT RS T s B W SK AT AT SR AT o LS A2 31 1 i BT
T 350 UL BG5S T A J2: PR A T 11 AT 4R B 4408 (Schafer, 2005 ) o AN , 7EAB 55 751 09 S i
oh, BB AT i 2e 2 AR S SR B A nY KL IT 4 AR T BB N DL AR 45 51
5T 25 5 7= A A K 2 (Fugate , 2007 ) o P22 T LA A BRI/ X 23 3 W F B AR
1, BT 2 KN Z ML

2. [A 2B BRI N

TG TR ) — KPR Iy, B & 5 R A SR R 2, eSS
AR SR BT 35 2, AT THE LIRS 2 G 26 sl 1 ik BR A T 7840 1Y
B2 B PEAL , MEGR AR AE B2 AW 22 (Sudman 1 Bradburn, 1973 ; Davidson, 2004 ; Harris%%,2018) . 1]
PR R 1 S22 SRV TE N 53 A 25 53t S 36 3R 35 1 [ 28 B b 28 ) 1, i 3%
P B A B T BRI SR A v IE AR & AR I HLT (Fugate, 2007 ; Lee%s , 2007 ; Solnais 5,
2013) S R RART T 5L 25 AR M, ddgsm 1T 3R J) .

3.X A3 FRAL ]

AN R0 3L R T B 23 P AR AR RA T A 3, PR B2 A B TR ANIX 43 5 R 17
SRR U PR 2 (Sanfey 4%, 2003 5 SolnaisZ, 2013 ) il 4, YoonZ§ A (2006 ) v FH I RE M 3
PR G HE A S N T AR E A Y 0 SRR P X0 L 45 AR 3R, Ykl ] — A
TAIEE 3 A A NI 7 it B, LR N AR 4 B B A — R, FREIX 53 1T AT TAEAL BEXT
N B AR XT s L) ) DRI S AN [] P e 2295 3
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TEH PR M ERL2EA T, T R 9T T HATRZ , A 4E ik # 5] (electroencephalography

EEG) . I BE M #% HL 9% 4% (functional magnetic resonance imaging, fMRI) | Jiii i %]

(magnetoencephalography , MEG ) . 1FHi 4 5 K22 B4 (positron emission tomography, PET) .

S Hi [ v (galvanic skin response, GSR) \HRERIE 5 (eye tracking ) , 28 /i i i 384 (transcranial
magnetic stimulation, TMS )35 . A7 “## TEX 2B 81 F Y S th R K 1 X SEpiF 58 TR A9 TAE
PRFNR. FH 5%, 4N, Ariely #1Berns(2010)43#7 T fMRI.EEG \MEG . TMS PUFf #if 285 2= T H
(4 5 ASAS s Morin (2011) 428 T EEG \MEG fMRI = Fp7E i 575 8507 52 b i FI AR R A
T.H;Solnais% A (2013) ] F A T L3k = T H A0 5 5 I AL E A BRI 2 4, Harris 58 A
(2018) E AT TE T E A ST th A9 128 2 Bb 22 T HGHEAT T RGE R I FILESS S A 3G
I ARSI DA TR SR A 2R SR, e G R T D) B R AR R IR kA R
SEAZ I B =AM 2Rk TR AR SORAY 41X = TR A IO, 2R FO 7 SR
TR AR ]

1. s &1 (EEG)

EEG2— P38 T [0 2 i 2835 sl A8 A 9 T, w0 g iy 240 b 28 o0 A &k T
PE ARG AR RN A EEAR A BB R R 22T, MR TTiR sl 2 AR LS 5 TR
T A FE A S T 2 ) AR R B E AR T LA AR e g st ) [ B (BB AT 2810 000K ) 1 55 i 46
HL{5 %7 (Morin, 2011) o X S8 HL {555 AT 43 [ & B AT A OC HL A o 3 UL IR A & LA AL 46
deltal} (§,0.5—4 Hz) .thetal? (0,5—7 Hz) .alpha{l (o, 8—14 Hz),betall? (B, 15—30 Hz)Fl
gammaif (y,30—50 Hz) , AR P 0 HLAF 5 S 1 oK i A [m] i e i R 285 F0 DA 600 3l

(Harris®5,2018 ) o BEAh , 4258l —Fe i BRI, 1 F T LR 2R el i) 2 — B8 70 i

TE 25 T i oS A B 0 S e TR P 7 A 1 e A AR AR R O 4 A S LAV (event-related
potentials, ERPs ) . ERPs/EEEG J5 i [ — FhRER Iy FH , 23 2 A [7) 380 1 22 YR o 52 R A5 31 e
14 55 SRR DG 18 i 7475 o R R ERP AL 73 CELAE LI Wl v R DI R0 067 A8 245 ) T I
BERAE AN TS A PP 2815 sh AR Ak, DU WRIE 7R A A BV R (Lin% , 2018) ST 211
WA Sk B R  TARICICA P2 AL 53 (Kotchoubey , 2006 ; Lin%F, 2018) , 51 & )
PR HC R AH AP RS> (Polich, 2007 ; Jones%, 2012 ; Guo®%:,2016) , 51 X S C /Y
N4%53 (Kutas fllFedermeier, 2011 ) , 51/ 24 5 AHIG I LPP 7355 (Hajcak 5, 2010 ) .EEG .
A A e PR S A B, ELHCAS J2 2 AR T2 8] A BRI, OIS 22 (A 28 T AE K IG H 6 sh
{37 & (Morin, 2011 ; Harris5%,2018 ).,
2 DI ReERE LR AR (FMRT)
fMRIZ — 350 FH G4k H 10k RN 7000 0 G #2237 20 1) TE Al B R (Harris %5, 2018 ) o 24 K
AT TG ST, PR 2O AN S I T I FE R I, 5 AR ot 9 475 2 A 28 Ak A R AR A
AT A A R ik P A% DX A S K SR 1 (blood-oxygen-level-dependent, BOLD )% s A1
SRR, E AL TG B X, BB R, FLA R 23 (DR B (Harris %5, 2018 ) o 7E 7
T B AR LR E ST b B R A 5 A s XL 45 5 v S AH JC R T 0 K2 )2 (anterior cingulate

cortex, ACC ), 5 M8 5 AT 45 AH 55 A 35 PN N 1 45 - B2 JZ (dorsomedial prefrontal cortex,

dmPFC) | JIE MR - 2 )2 (ventromedial prefrontal cortex, vimPFC ), 551 25 A ¢ 5~ 4%
(amygdala) , 5 F A KA BCIRIA (ventral striatum ) , 51242405 1 E5 {4 (hippocampus ) , 5K
AN AE AR SE IR 5 (insula ) 25 (Damasio , 1994 ; Eichenbaum, 2000 ; Sanfey45 , 2003 ; Rilling 1
Sanfey,2011;Plassmann?,2012;Bartra%,2013 ), 248k , & X I G ST DI BEAAAE AL X 5

TE 5008 B AT B I F w0 B o 07 7 09 B
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DIREEHATE At ——XF N 5 2R . FIEEGAH LE , IMRIBE X KR 2 4544 il A% , (H LR ] 53 3
R, AE 2145 2 (Ariely flIBerns, 2010; Morin, 2011 ) .

3R BRI

HIR BRI B A2 e 00 7 FIR s 3 P o o7 e R BR A X -3k 58 a2 sl S B X AR Bkiz 2 i
TBER ZHARY 1z W T e IR 3Kz 3 DL R ALY sk A 284k, BFFE N 51 ] 4 1 H e
IRAIAR SN (Harris5, 2018 ) o il 40, IRAT AR 55 3R B, BEURRC NG 46 A R 2= 5 | R LA 5, T A
7525 0 RO 25 5 | RS e FLUACAE (Andreassi, 2006 ) o I A1, AR ERGE ER B AR AT 12 s IR BRZ 3l 8 ds , &
FE T RER T PR ] | 080 DX 38 P A BRI A5 e SO T R ) 3 R A3
Pl R 1 5 DA e Bl ) v ) o S S G T LS A 3 IR BRGB BR B AR B T
BN G2 N TIPAT A AT | A 2 S AR OSOR (Harris 5, 2018) .

RN BB =R 2R THRE R
R 1 MR E . hREMERER AR AN ARERIE BR B R B HFAE L2

TH A e B B
T BIE SR TE] oo e | e | OUK O ol I
wiskle | kit gemtnipn i U A SRR R e ot e
(BEG/ERPs) | BSMHZTEI BP0 o o oo G SN Nar
s 3B : P LPP 55
it gy | 2RV NI OO | AP ERAT B | AR
gty | SOTRROSRERI gmsamie: | s Sz | o i
RIS | e i et | PORRPE BRI S| SRV OO R | WU B A
(IMRI) 0 b by | PR R BT W 8 R TR 8 BF| SR b i
T e SefisHi %
51 5 (SO BR| A7 f2 65 g e 2 PEPLIT K TEBLAEL
IRERiERE  [ESALAOE K | SR BRI | s | EUERDF T
(eye tracking) | ICAR Ak, LIHCHIE | (45 38 JH T 1K PR W AL A 2R
Bk | ikt B

PRI : 4 Ariely flIBerns(2010) \Morin (2011 ) . Solnais% (2013 ) \Harris%: (2018) ,Lin%% (2018 )
BN P TSN

=, BREBRBTARRPHERZF RN A

A I 9 5 ph 2R A LR N AR B2 T HAEE S N IH & 1T M F o v i g
FH  RHELR I BB AT A IR E A B M BN A AL Ge s #2217 B KRR o 7R LR
R — AT AT P 20 AT PR BE T IS 9 8 AN P — e S 2 5 B A L
AT LA 1 4 2R 5 3 shRBU™ A B, 8 1T LAE i 4 38 A % e iAo 2T SR ARG
[ s A4 7 i 5 B (MG, 20125 XIFE S RIFRETIS , 2013 ) o BLAM , FELRIH 2247 0 AT I 2 Xl
FAGGEE P T R AT A5 o —J7 T, AELR T PR I st AR AN 0 S TGS T 9 S 28 B T 2 o
B AT ELRE LI B4 T R A/, G LI O BRI B 8 N A A IR I AR SRR B AT ST
T SN LR Z1 I AR 2R T B B AT o 5 — T T, FELTH P i TR e T
KT, S TAE SR S A AL, SXAEAR KRR L [ R4 vk B RS TR Rt
A A B LB 1 5 A28 P E AT AR 2AA 5T, S i ARV AR BRI ST T 1]

h T A SRR ERAR DA ST , £ 18 S SR IR A AR DL A O RS
BN AE I HAHELE BN, Lee A (2007) DL [ 3 A 25 AR TH 2% & )2 I B9 FRO5 IR) A HESE
Solnais¥ A (2013 ) H FAE T —IRHESE ; Plassmann® A (2015) LI B2 07 AR 1%
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ST R LR FE A HELE A A WFFT 3 LA NS A B AE SR 6140, Plassmann®$ A (2012) DA
HIATH 28370 B2 58 R v ) 43 i DS B Be R 22 AR AE AR AR SO T i ATEFELRIH B 5 AT
AT R RS B R R A TS AS BRI LAY Sy 2534 i 18 B HE SR o N FRATTAS R B 0 STk
AISASIEFELRIH T B AT AT N A5 e 2 AR | [l PN AN A AR 22 B AE A TAE ST B
AT RGN T A

ATSASHERI B R B & 55 [ 44 ) 4 K E.S. X 5 Wi 7E 18984412 H (I AIDM AR | %
IR L 1 B 5 DF o A B 200 W) S R o )0 L R R 0 Sl 5 S 7 3 (attention ) L 5 i 2%
(interest) M A (desire) . B4 FicAZ (memory ) KB 73 (action ) TLANKBE o H A< Ha, i 4 A
HR A X 4 B AT % 3 A TR T A AR AL B A 0 9 178, ZEAIDMART R A JERl 32 T
AISASHHY WG TELAH 2517 4043 J 5 T 7 (attention ) . 512 248k (interest) . F 3 IH R
(search) REU T8l (action) \ #4743 5 (share ) ANBYBE, an & 17 (BE NI, 2015) o BARK UL, T
PREAELI AT A A R AT AR Sy < I 0 8 e ot Rl ™ ol R 7 e B TS B A S 1 T
75 Bt X2 A R e A R I R s e RN AR O B, A AR B BV
W WK G, TH % 8 S R U SEA T3l IS AL T ol pr AL N TGS )5, 1H 204 T el
SHEW Y 6 5AE A IR b 4322 O SR AR I DA 5% e LA 9 2 2 (2R G %,2012) . 5
AIDMAREIAR LY , AISASIERIZE & T B K 28 B 2 AR RS, DA T R Ao 2 MK
T DR 28 A BT R A ) SR A ZE LRI R B AT, SR AR T B R A 1A 3 O RN R A T
N R AT A (BF54E 20095 (422, 20105 5K, 2014) .

7 EER 5 A EIHER REATH) BT HE
attention interest search action share

PRI AR M1 (2015) .Du(2015) .Cheah%:(2019)  TsengFIWei (2020 ) 254 5 SCRRBEHH
1 AISASHEES

TOICKEET AISASEORIAESE , BHRELR TN 22 # 17 A F TR G4k T Il B A7 MR L 25
AR AR LA P AT A D O BOWEE T I T o FLA L, A SO A 2R
THAFR(BIGN, IMRI)+AISASH ALK BBt (4141, attention )4 I TR] , 7E Web of SciencetZ >
BTN _E A0SR SR T AT ARG R SR, Zad DL B e A LA A, T 1B T 530
SCHK , IR I RE 29 2010—202 147 (I 545 SCHR 7 ELiK72% ) o AR SCHR B ATS A ST 2% i BEXT SCHik
PEAT 328, HLAEXS 200 T AR H b A8t AT 90 F2 U o328 | Tm] I 42 R AR WU 72 45 2 i)
IF R AR SCRE T SE H Y MRl T H 250 R 5 RERAE 7k SE SOk, 9530
Wik B 8 PR IR A Journal of Marketing Research .MIS Quarterly .Journal of Consumer
Research?s , 1 SCCERR Z2 KI5 T CSSCH T

(—) 5| #2{F & (attention )

THPI R RENE S RN 2 # I B N R AR Z A5 B BB AR 8915 sh 3% , AR S0
PHBTELIN P B RAAT AU IR S B TR IR 2R e k) IR BRIB BR PR R A2k
HrIFSE T A e p e 2R TR B RS E R FLIC A PR P I i A T 080 e
AbATTXF ) B RIS B (Cheung 5, 2017 ) o X AELR ) & AT ST 2R T i s i 6
AN 8 I, BIFSE BT B e o 2 IR LR, PRI T 2 i s i+ 70 FR
(Burke&,2005) o 4 T S ELR ) A RUME , REATROIHIRIR RSB S F TR I Z
] A5G 2% o Jl i PR B ASCR AT e AL A0 IO e Ik 8] S5 8080 , W58 N B R A

TE 5008 B AT B I F w0 B o 07 7 09 B
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[T 5 20T B 2 IS —REY 5 2Q s [ 9% 2 10 0 o B, AT 525 5 0 X 0 Tt ) 7K
RUREME 45 T 5 | (R ECE £ ), {H R s i 3 80 2505 [T 2% 34 10 38 0 A s ] (7 R
SR A ) B K (Li%%,2016) o SRR MR 5 (1 TR P LATE 26 B T 51 9 2 34 19 1 2 0 (Liu%g
2018) b Ah, 0T H A B S —F P 5 R IR R 2R, 24 0T A AR s T 2 )
I 5T g B 1] 2248 4 (Cheung 25,2017 ) o o 38 RESE I3 24w | s 20y oc i, b, o)
I o) T LA W 5 A R e, XA R ) B 5 A T G A (Kuisma&E,2010)
Li%F A (2016 )38 & BR, o8 B FH 2l ) 2 (514 2 3 Iml sl )45 ) 0, B, R 1 05 19 9% 1 e
B, A shiE ) RN [

AR X FELE) 5 BRI IE Bl N R I 20 ) T 2 B B N B8 TS R B e
LI E DGR A5 B AT 47 R8s , 598 SRS s s ks, Ak 5
FHEAR N — BB BT S B AT B S A e, A AT 4R AR R A DL T
H bR 2 ANBE R SC R AR g i 9 5 1 2 0 0 )7 AT R % . Huang (2018 )il i He
B AR B, 45 N2 5 Rl PN AR O, T REI S [T 2% 34 10 T3 75 - Windels %6 A
(2018 )X b T 91 2 5 %5 I A HEAA RNV AT I A2 i ) R R ) G B, R ik 2 AE
Z2 5 [0 W 5 A AR T CRAERLET [R] BE K ) . 7%.45 18 5 Facebook Ir B FR I il 5 TH 2 4
FEAZ TS ST REARAR T 22 DG (W U A TE T Ot , VR & R4S B IX — 2518 1 IR PR T RE R 9%
R RO R 7T 7= A A U B, AP AR 26 60 10 T FSURA ) TS 2 3 R 13 1T BB 75 o Kaspar
N1 ABL, & SIS A MUCEL N DG 2405 B, RE T 2 b [l 2% 5 10 e
R ) .

RS R IR ER B SR B AR R T IR 458 KRR AW 5E 1 45 & fMRI
ERPs% T H , VR A T A 1 9% B A PRAELR T 5 B IO T A B o B T AR 5 LASD  TE LRI 9%
AN FALGIWE IR0 55— KAE SN B —FhREER i i, B S A E BT
5 AN, NATTEERAE % I I B (B 78 Do oy AT 9% B RUBE &R e it 7E 2, A
1B RACTFE W E 25 AL A ] AR 3 1042 /N5F (Tong 85,2020 ) o R , AT AR 2Tk
TN AT ARER N T REW 5 T 9% 2 (AR 0, AT MR 9 25 (A A 28358 sh A 45 =
B R R T AT R BIF ST 7 1), 2Bl T HAE X 9T ol 210256 L 3R o AR
FH BT 25 SRR T U0k TAELR N A 0078 28 3 A0 DL A0 B i 58 o SCHE S b (KPD Y
WA TR #A E 2 Lo

()51 HE 48R (interest )

TH B W S R = S R T D, (A L P A Dl 045 T S JBE A & o EMR AT
ERPs Wl 22 Bl T HARYE T 72 0 -1 2% 25 5% 55 7 o A 4 i 9 5% ( Boksem AT Smidts
2015;Pozharlievd¥,2015) . ERPsSE(E AR 3, B AZ A58 A 5L 5 Bk, T B0E Z LIERPs K
WF5E T2 R H o Goto%F A (2017 )Wk, JEF R A K & G AR , ERPAL ST 5N A /2
Z A AFAE ARG BE R i I . e N200 L B A 1E %43 (1ate positive potential , LPP ) FI1E 18 i1
(positive slow waves,PSW ), J&2 A B 5 s 141 5C 1) = FRERP A 43> (PozharlievZs, 2015;
Schaefer?:,2016; Goto%, 2017 ; Ma%:,2018) , 7 F T T3 2 & X1 7 i O 4 (Goto %5, 2019)

B TAEGE R T B LIS, B RIS 7EZIH 9 th BT N 2 (NS Am N 2% . ELARR AW 45 ) A
FKRITFIE IR AR T A PR A6 9% B AT RIS 400K, A1 A% PN 25 UM L O BIF5 X R AL A
2SS Barnett M Cerf(2017 ) ia B35 A3 14 2% 4 10 I 16 sl 00 H 52 52 5, b A T/ E B iR
LR TS A TR, 0 SR B> F A A I EEGEIE 1138 e ZR b AH 56 2R B0, & 5 | &2 sl R i 1%
SIARARLRE B R 55 9 FL 5, RV BB GRS AL RS (%) FL S, 52 5 T RE A o Chan§ A (2019 ) 7E XI5
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WFFE 3Rt L, FH MRS AR IE— 25 B T AR DI 07 5, & BRI R0/ N ) B 25 28 A 4B
R SRS e T SO IR T N R - A (R e E | R O S I N EA e A NG R A IEA =X A G
TH 3% Dt A 52 . T BB T AN ] o LA, 7 S8 A0 N 25 T 9 v T 9 3 i A — IR
ISR BB AR < S8 PRI L, AR I PT 24 R R AN [ S AR ISP 11 S T A 2 G ] s v 9 5%
BT, TH B R N s e I S0 3 I A e L (BRI, 7T 75 3 3 R P S A 2848 s T 00 S
TSN 25 1) s B 4

BN, HABRWGH SR AL T TR — R R 2 Y s AE T LB e Il
Y- ST ELARUTE WS | T ALRE IR  ROLL, A U O B B N A RN AR R Y
B RN B AR AR T2 T o 5 A 0 P AN NS ) ELAR A B AT L, R % e A 5 AT
PR b B 2 IS R TR G G i kA TS (Cai%F , 2018 ) Fei®F A (2021) W38
PRSI FREARE T BRI T it 2 B ] 520 3 9 35 B e e T 0 43 e R SE B I
WF5E & B E RS | 25 ) 554 SR T B (R B2 ), N S 1 5 A S T B T AR 5 o AR R () A
FE AT AFIFHERPs (fMRISE T HARTT B Y52 W T 28 4 R 41 PR a0, ECE A Hh s 1
SERHEEIA T (&R 8 B0 E S ILT A5 ) A fa] fil s s 2% 2 dm -, [n) 285 EL shanfar g2 il 2 &
X A R A R 55

(=) Fh# K (search)

T RIETE T P A IS R SR R = A D A5 B A G R
FER TN o 5 A SC R TE 2 1T ST 32 B SR A T8 R A5 SR I D T 2 IR EL AR P 25 e xof
HPELT R R

T R AL U I 2 BT 52 e I 2 2 R AT N AR R E RS AR T IR BRAE
B AR W BT AR BRAE s, T T S R R A BO AL, AR S e A 4 I il L AT
(Ahn%5,2018)  B4N, #0525 N (2016 )i 1 IR B3 E st i AN [R] 28 B F-HLAPP S 1 - 4%
R HBR SRR, & FLAPP ST AL 1 197 S AR R R e 2 2 2 & AR R ACR , S SR
T Ay € T 5 LT L FRT R (T AR S B A 2 ) s, T8 2% 3 1998 R RCR i i o Hung F1
Wang (2020 ) ]38 iz 0 S I A0 LI A%, & BRGS0 il 00 T el HERI , 114 3% & AR 23 e B S
R TR T R N2, H Y1 R A SR e S5 7 I (R A0 Je e SO 22, T4 2 B R
=

WAL ARG E R AEL) 5 BAE A 20 8 v R IR D) Y e R v [ S (— ) 5 i
TR HR A IS A EE X 3% R R 2 A BIE AR TR (Phillips %5, 2013 ) o FH P ZE N YE X
UUI R A S W T SR, 64 R P S s iR g5 kL S T REE A o Phillips S8 A
(2013 )3 1 At I 22 T 9% 3 7R3 R 5 R v T AT A T8, & BR 280wl i e i) Va4 R &
IR B NE e S E N G IR R ey U B VA 0 ] = P e L A E R
S R PR TR A TH A TR A2 B — 2 (R DG T ST 45 S o e T AN A4 2R 5
B S S R SRR BRI ) S | S — R R BT R
BRI, AE RS RO h T T e e FREE L AR T XS R R E R (AhndE,
2018 ) 71 2 HARZE A 2 45 5L DU I Y TOUERAS 2 2GR , Al T iR B AR ECR R, TR
W] B B SRR S S R 2 A 2 T BB E AT T IR Z IR AR

1 R EE T BRI = SIS X 9 B A TN 1 R A B TRIFSE O 1) o TR RIS
MOFRAE LT RS, RS Ay T 3% B AR IR 482 1) = AR 56, DA T 52 i) LA S 475 (Luan$,2016) .
AR IR, T8% M FELR M 28 5 FE AR WA SR SR I 25 32 BIHE 2 T 520 (eMarketer, 2013 ).
Hop  SEFRFEAEPFE H Bl A H2 LA PSRBT 2975 9% 4 148 &R i TR ANA AR Gl i [

TE 5008 B AT B I F w0 B o 07 7 09 B
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TE LRI ) (Amblees ,2017) . 2438 2 1E f IS 5 (i PFE B 2 S U, 32 8 [R5
FE I 5B SR, T 2 8 75 5 32 2N i e B TR R B2 0 (Bigne 2 , 2020 ) o 1 Hi 78
AR s DL RS2 T, ARG T TR TR P8, T 9% 38 26 R TR A 2 097 7 77 (Msllerds,2021) .
Chen%§ A (2010)iE i3 ERPsH AL e BUPTFIE (1) —BOPE 5, T4 2034 I MACR ik, ELLPP4)
PR 0E R DS — B0tk A A TS Ak, W A A ML 9 PO IR 25 5 OB T PFHE AL, <
FBR L — Rt s (5 B (ETH 23 BT A i DL 30 A8 70 BB B 58 R B, 24 8L 3545
A TR B8 A e BR B AR, b Al T %o VPR 38 ) S B AT DX 31, X T e PR R AT T3 fh S
R A2 A5 RS s T 25 5 7= A T A Al DL (MIBler %5, 2021 )

ERBESE IR TIRERGA B AR, AR BEER IR RN R W T A G IEA Y
BT AR A4 o 3 T IMRIFNER Ps 2 AR5 11 B 547 R Ak 2 5 m i SCik A IR 22
i, Klucharev (2008 ) & B RRARAZ T LAYA 1 & R ULIRACR , I 300 0% 8 F AT PPAN X 52 10 %
AV 5 AT A =0 0P 08 0 0 7 T e 22 i B 32 380 AR A T HEE 2650 - g J2 190 98 0 T el 4% (Zaaki
2011) ;38 A TR A TEUR R L 25 5 B0 AR DX J AMITP 1 4 B T P3 A4 ) T e, RS
AN TE R A Ao A B DT B S R P S BE ) 849855 ( Trautmann-Lengsfeld #1
Herrmann, 2013 )55  {HJ& 7E 7R LR T 2% 4003k , ¢ T4 R 45 5 v i vh = S AN 25 1) S 8 T8
G R RS B 2 AT O A AL BRI ST A S TR, R Sk Y BRI S
Jr 1A

(19) R 1730 (action )

TE S ELETH B W SE PSR S OIS Ff , EMRT T 2L 9T T e 5 A X 2 W S5 470
[0 . Dimoka(2010)7EeBay [ B2CTELATISE G BE T, FEMRIFRSE T #5185 WU AR [E AR
FIATEAT BE B 2 AT A LN, Kk P EB ) s 2Lk 45 SR, (AT AR (S AT S 5 AR Rl g
Loy RRAR S B BRSO FA 2, 43 SIS AN TR X, 3 B TR S i o o, (5445 K g v 4 355
TR BT T A TR RIS AN S 1) DX A O 5 A A D0 45 R it v Ak B 270 %) 7 T 155 4 LA
T} 2 2= AR AR 56 XA 6 o Ried 125 A (2010 )30 % 3058 R0 Lot R i v 671 5 75 4 i X s
JEARTRNY , 78] {5 BE VRS AT 45 h (Kl WTeBay L 7= SR S B 1T 58 , 2otk 2 e B M S T £ 1
KM G EE 4 o WAL, T4 T35 B A PEAAE AR 2 B2 i R A5 BEPPA , whsh R BE AN A T 2 3 7R 4T
R b AT A BE R, 25 | S5 S A8 D SCIR R RTFats 74 5 4 M a4 i Je J2 0 0 i iz 12
S DX AR [V R B (38575 (Hubert%5, 2018 ) . Casado-ArandaZs A (2019) WIAFSY T AN [R5 e L
(EATAE 5 GIEEN T AT R G0 ) Anfal 5204 2% 255 05 AT ARV A G A i 28 G BK  iF 92 e B, it
WEENZE S (ARSI AIE 5, 251 & S E AN A DG DX Sk B e R BE IS 5 TP R Ge A 2>
5| % S G b |1 480 L [ s [l A TS [a]) 45 1715 45 (DMPFC ) 9G4 i X4 384076 o A
KX FELRTY P S (AT Ao T LU S i 455 A A 16 AT DI B8 o (910, ST AR A R AR 1 %
T ORI AR, HOR RIS RS 1 5 5 I 22 0 S AT s e 7 9% 2 AR AR S 2 i8R 1)
W5 R

FEFELRTH Pead FE v, 1 9 3 T0 ik B B Mt = &, LR A B — S AR 2 2R H W7 7= 5 o
i, PR U S P8 (Wells%5,2011) JERPSFIEEGH # T T-20 X e AR ZR 2%, (04572 A
A% B PSS SR 2 W SE RS A A 2B B A, Wang 25 A (20163858 T 7= fhiFgk
I S PR 2 R 2 B PSR (R LRI, & B S PP %ot T 2 2 AU B 5 i (51 &
BERIN2IRIE ), 1M = F SR R AL A &5 & B A 2 (5] &K IN400IR 1 ) , Bt
Jo, R E LA X AR R AR T AT S PR A AR MR AT I (51 & B K AYLPPYR IR ) .
TangMSong(2019) WS T 7= S Mk FIITG X T 9% & TR SR OS2 IR , Ao T D30 9% 3t S i A 4
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R =AY B AR R A AR B, BRI SRR — AN AR TR BCRAINT
P2 IR s 55 , 9B E 2 10 73 B NN IR AT A0 % FEN RS FIPER R, 51 R
P300#RM ; )i , BT R R A B HATLR G AN, =L G (B s IR ELIT 9= 7™ i ) 25
5] & R LPPIR I . Sunds A (2020) HHEEGE & T LL_EAFSY, & LA B BEA 14 7= i FIT i
& Halpha-ERD K T I PEO A7 i , U B HHAA FRUBPE 0 7 i 3545 17 S Z i F o I
Ry St PP LA A T B Bl A YT AEZRIE 9R IR 55 19 H s A Ak, — 28 577 5 BT T EE 2R
02 REMATH 228 WA SE PSR AN, 7 i iz 3% CRLIIR 5 75 ) Jeiz 2R B A8 32 T 3 8 QI
T, 43 2 B A R B D B iz 2R B i, AR B AFSE AT A FHERPs |
fMRIZE T H MU B JZ T 7= S A 51 S A 255 s T 2% 8 1 WA SRR

(F.)##47 432 (share)

PELR T IR AL DA T R IX B TAE LT I DA T R i — KARAE o 11 23 T LAE 5 I 3K
Je FELR b R FNT R b B IR 55 AN FVAR S S BT SCrh  ( =) 38 R FEIR TIH A
TELERE™ S A L R rh dner 52 2 AN DR SE IR, AR X043, A B AL T 9 2 RS
X4 AEAE G EE T I DA T R 38028 A I 2 5 IR BB ) 235 VI AH DG A I X, Y4038
XN )5 e R ) AT LA 3832 DX 3 ) 0 BRORE B A 7 T (Falk %5, 2013) , T84 R 1B XL 1 11
T4 15 2 () A B A EAR N 3 o AR BRI AT LASE T ML, 4482 Ao 380 sl 1 e
BB 2 BT i AR AR KRR R MR, 280 T B A S AR S I
TG 2 —28  BAAOR, A] DADFFE B0 RE BE e R g I SRR R AT > AP 4 45 35
G35 B PRRIAIL T A0 e] 52 M 3 2% 25 ) A 2SI, MR AR 7 SR A AR AR LA , A 2 3 5E A BT
S8R IV 2330 3 52 A o3 A R ISCE Z B AR AR OC R HI 55 70 AR (Gneezy 55,2011 ),
A EFE PR T AR AR PR % (Jung®F, 2020 ) AR 4, , FH A Hb A 7] LU Bh A 2 h 2 T HL & 0
WS XA BN A0 0 WM 520 o3 225 AR N i R sl i 8 2 B8 DA % H %) il g 7 M

FHAL T 53 AL G0 R d PR S5 AT BRI 1 2 AR 2 L 4 2 A AT R (LT B ik, 4
BRA T =2 — N A S 2%, o B LI (14365 B0 S A A 40 S AE P (R 12 A8 4 o X
FIERE REAZ (T P9 25 LA A 1 A 0 J B[] 9 S48 E08 08, 8 T U s B SR B R
I 1 2CE S (HoFDempsey , 2010 ) o ANZDE A5 N B3 RN PN 25 A 7= 8 ik 35 P 7 e PN 28 A% 1
T A A9 R 2 R G R G R A A7 o8 S0 55 IR Fe e 2 20U B 12 i R R, T
B A KA H R BE o B g {2594 B 2 A\ 735 (ReichsteinMIBrusch, 2019 ) o 22 5}
2F B TCEE ST 5T T B A WL i) T 2. . Huang %% A (2019 )il i EEG S50 & PR B 1 25 %
15 B SV AR B A SR E T, HOARAZ0GH /(5 8 L A2 0 45 B R s | AT v, e
5 WA ok o aE i R 0 bR 5 B RS2 WG AR B, LS b A5 B 323K
AR B R e SRR e R R A R SRS R A BB AR R . Sherman % A\ (2018 ) ¥
fMRIERGE I 28 s 84T 8 Jo W AL, 4 BB 55 2 il b BN 25 L 2547 A DG IX S5
FWAT O, S aSUPE I (5 SRR EG ), AT A J 000 SR AAR T P g 8 - iz 2 i S 208
T BRI Z AN X432 e R SR B8 28 HAT N I A 2L B AR AR /D SR b, i PR B L
fAS[R) A B D RE A4 SO B T I 2% 28 U 0 BEG B 22 5, AR 5T AT 3 14 ER Ps . IMRISE
T H AN WIAE B REH 5 O 22 5, XCf B T8 8 L AN 258 A i3 AR IR T 2 25 1Y)
AN TR FE I AH L B PN S RS

LR LR g 22545 T A S i s K] (EEG/ERPs ) DI REE#EILHR BUS: (MR (R
BRIBERFIR (eye tracking) =Rl 2R T HAETELIN B8 B AT 0 AP Ba s h N, 46
FER BRI EERIFSE N2 o R385 TR BT 1HE & E LN 3% B Boad 1 i FH i

TE 5008 B AT B I F w0 B o 07 7 09 B
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K2 =MHZRNZTIAEELZERETHENEARFNEA (BRTEE ARXRFHAIARTHNE )
W ik H, [ et R % {582 SIEN7S
(EEG/ERPs) (fMRI) (eye tracking )
TR
o BT
SIREE o "
(attention) o TR
o B
o MM H %
BV P T BIE ik R S
(interest) o )4 o WG4 o LB
o T R o LTI A o HELER
=W
4 =1
TR 2 T
FEEER | e MREE TN ﬁiw%
(search) o THERU ° '?AW‘,J?
o MME BRER o 1 3CPI%
I o RGN
o THERUT
B frtt
o e st o TEERLE
P U i o 7 iR
(action) e o (ELFHIELS
ziﬁﬁi o HLifEENEE
o TFRZES
e B .
o mi R
#x3 EMEWRNEA=MEERFETESIANTELRTRREE
B B FEL5® AKEE
HEJ

SR
(attention )

o ATTXE PR BT T ) 7K T A R 5 T IR O 22, i
e PR T AR 1A B K (Li%%,2016)

o [N L B Sl B I B VE R ) AH ik B sl 25
TH R Mk A9 T (Li%E, 2016 ; Cheung %5, 2017 )

o AR T AT IR T DA S0 P 5 [ 2 R
(Liu&,2018)

o A NS 5 sl N AR DG B RE I S 1T 2 TR )
(Huang,2018)

o T PR I ACHEAE Y4 B B R i) B
(Windels%:,2018)

o bl B N SR AHVCEC AN DN GE it A5 B T 2
FEEALET ] 4K (Kaspars, 2019)

(1) LR 7E 4% FHIRER B
EREARRE T E IER
gL KA ZE A TMRI
ERPs% T H B FIH &AL
PRAEZE ) 4 B 0 A
QORETHFNE, BHBRH
DN A E S
2B A B S [
PHEER 1%

G

(interest )

DIE Ml

© N200 .LPPFIPSW —FPERP LS5 AT F T Hli i 2% 4 (i 4
(Goto%:,2017)

© ST/ (14 R 255 A 2 AR ARLPAE TT S0 7 2% o T
(BarnettfliCerf,2017; Chan%,2019)

=Wl

o B, FREW S 1 S H 354 S RN E TR ;
PR P A 5 W SE R IE A G (Fei®F,2021)

(DIRFEH T N R
GIEES LR E=UIN PR e
F8 5 AT A3 Ao M N Ao
FEBR PRI N 25 1) R
K

(2) WM 222 T 5 BRI
Py rbs e 2 I A =
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=3 @&

e FELE ok
)
o APP S J T 955 5 A R A T 2 SR 2 3 R R
(i 55 ,2016)
o TEIY R BTG AT 4 T A — A T 2 X
REETFLVE R S) 24 I PE 0 U M R 55 5 0T T A TR
= N o A= Ioe G P AR B A
%ﬂﬁ2i£$wzﬁﬁr%ﬁ&ﬁrmﬁgmﬁxwm(Qﬁ%%%?@%ﬁ%i
o A RS L 0 ok i pung | 57 TR AA
F5hi8& | Wang,2020) o e ’Z?ff ,
(scarch) | HiF-L1R $E 230 e
o LPPHL B AL M 2055 (Chens, | ETE A B P
2010) Hfﬁfﬂ‘ig EsSALIN =EA
o SEEBLULATITI ol AR ST TR 2t dee g | 10 0 ORI
R R FA S AR (AmbleeZs,2017)
o M TS5 TS AT , 35 250 2 S e B 51
I STARAS Y S 5 A6 T O 3T T e 2 f T e
D T 27 3 I TR SC S B 2 FIR o i B
Sy e A WL (Bigne s , 2020 ; Moller®5:, 2021 )
H1E
o (EAT 5 R SRR T ST g R W 2
PR DA 5 (35 ET 000 5 I A B B0 F) 70 T 2 A I
Wb 2k 22 fR BB AR A 56 IX 385 56 (Dimoka, 2010)
o TERI{SREVTARAT 55 1P (K WieBay 7= SR Rl 62) 4 e
V2 HL T ME T 5 2 1 K 455K (Ried 1 ,2010) ﬁ%ﬁ%i;ggggig
o WSHRE IR B TELIP AR T T, 223l | e T
sty | FAEHICHYREX ARE HH0F (Hubert s, 2018) B e o
( B o R (S (RN S AT R ) i s | ) e B i T
action) o N I~ )M FEYLHZmIRR S
[7] f) #4128 2 BX (Casado-ArandaZs,2019) R T 5 2 (12 7
oals i 0 I
o 7 B LI 2 K AT 5B B, 7 PP 5 A B @@E%%”m”‘*
G142 % W E AT € (WangZ A, 2016)
o 7= KSR 2 S A R IR B Sy =N
3 2N AIP2 L K P300 . LPP( Tang#1Song,2019)
o P FUEA B7 5 Bi 4 B T 0 2 ORI T, B 7 3
2 LA B B (SunfE, 2020)
(D) QAT BB e
[y 49 E c
(2)“F BRI A
FHATT N U R 5SS 4 S
o KPR AL AL 2T I A I B ISR KA | SR o fer S0 e 5 1)
. ﬁgggw&§nmwyﬁ%mmmm%gm@ QEﬁWLWﬁﬁﬁEﬁﬁ
(share) A2 55 5

o 15 EIE L MHE B 2 WG AR B B E T, AN =2 WG B (5
B 2G5 B RER S | AR MBS BAF T2k
(Huang%,2019)

G)FERIFE A BER AP S P
B R RIS IIRET
J O BB 22 5 A B T
BB BN A A AR A
TH B AN [+ B 5 A L
F14 A A SRS

T 4K 5 AT A B8 o o0 AR 7 i R
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SRETT R R — L E R AT TX 25 G BRI IE A AR R B ZEU B AR, A SO T
TELAH P PR IO B B AT I IRZ M T 9 AT M R 3R, X T —Se 5 AR G2k T T 947 D0 AL
BTN AN E o

M, &itRRE

ARSCESERIE TP M AR R R PR P X7 T R 28 B A FINH 2 2 Rl
RS AT ARSI T I B F M AR B T ARG B B AT N T O A 1 A
I&—Ir 41 T EEG/ERPs fMRI  HRERIB ERH AR =R EAEL I 28047 WIS v i P A 8 i )
MRk TR AL B A ERIE SR VRIS AR SR 2305 B R n] RERUL LS T B 35
F T S T e T ARSI S AT I A DU 3 B At w2 Bl o TR Gk
TARBMUEG RIS T2 (Plassmanns , 2015 ) , AR R YRI5 ok Z FIFSE 5 RS &
BT A AR o B, AR SCRARYE 12 I T e 2 IH 2 5 17 0 B AISASER R HESE
BB 1Bk =Rl e Bh o T HARAELN B AT 4 B BEWE 5 b i) BAR R AR R 93
FroRWrFE R IRERGB BB 22 H T S i O RIBESE , AR T A A TR R R R R
W JRAELRTH B BT, B0 T H 28 AW SK AT A B B EEG/ERPs FIEMRIFITIE FH BT E
FE R SE F )™, W IH B 8 258 2 DR LA v S, R BR ST R S A7 o
NTEL B .

EHVNARIET LR, T RIIELIH AT W nl R AT LU AN J7 1 — 24T
XITELI B DOl TAL G SR BA T B B, (AR TR LRI R ATEL 7= s — AT XTI B T e A7
AT SR AR AN POE 2, AR AL ST A 280 2  HAMAOR UL

S TR S AT B AR A B B A RO T SR RN S AT X T
PG T I EHAT N BB, 455 T HIR AU 25 BRI S AR P - i 98 5 47
NI BT AR TR T A A 2R 2 0T 58 R Zas IR BRIB BREOR , M il 938 i,
DUSUIAR i B 2 B RO ARG SR A i R BRI Z A1, T 2 B A Rl e AR 5 %2
FIR A B A AR RIS, AR AT 254 ERPsFIEMRISE T H M — AR5 AEL 9% gl
SEEAT RPN LA B AR SC B SEMAILE o 53 41, <o B2 AR A o R iRy B R 2 — 36
T, T B I R TR B UL B BUHETT R B IR AR — R A TR
BF W o3 2 AT R ABIF T AR H A R, AR AR Bl 2Bk 2 T MR = 11 73 8 o
FIOA TR AR, o2 g 5 = 8 2 R ik A

S R R ASIAH A B B T 9 AT N AL SRR Z b N A g il DO T
FA N IR AL FAT, 2 RAEL WY1 5 A7 H A A A S IRE , 11 9% Z 18] 2%
PR 28 Z [AVAT AT UK R it IR 55 A 7 A58 RIS I o M o T ELA T RIVESF A0 3 2 1
W A v B BEATLAR , O 8 B 15 FE BN B 4t 1 A S D RE AN T2 ML B AT o 5
ST P il RS S AL SC B TE HE UL S PP A S I 45, TR B AR 18 A 37 U
PN ST (5 (0 ) AL o AN TS £ T 1) A ) O B A A, ELA R B0 2 o, 4 - /N 32
FEh AP A N A, 23 TR O MR (8 AR 5 35 2 2 b JH P A R S S IR0 P 7 5
(0 T A TR BN 3 TR T L AR R RO BIFSE AT B XA RIS IR AR AN RO S 5, 45 5
SOV R o8 1y D VAE O R e L O N 'y £ 8 S B B 7 M N A TR A a3
W T AR A4 P BT AT 0 AR BT S n] i Bl A 2 k2 T RAR Bk e S B A 8 P 7 )5 19
TP D BN, 1A B T8 SURYEA R 5 8 F AR 2EAH I AT S8 AT
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Application of Neuroscience Methods in Online Consumer
Behavior Research: A Review Based on Online
Consumer Behavior Patterns

Zhang Jing, Chen Mingliang
( School of Management, Zhejiang University, Hangzhou 310058, China )

Summary: Nowadays, online consumption has become an increasingly common form of
consumption. Compared with traditional offline consumption, online consumption scenarios are easier to
be simulated in the laboratory, the consumption process does not involve face-to-face interaction, and
consumer psychology is more secret and complex. Therefore, it is more suitable to open the “black box”
inside the consumer’s brain and explain consumer behaviors with the help of neuroscience tools.
However, online consumption has not attracted as much attention as traditional offline consumption in
the field of consumer neuroscience at present, and most relevant review articles are about the application
of neuroscience methods in the research of traditional offline consumer behaviors. Due to the diversity
of online consumer behaviors as well as neuroscience tools, it is necessary to analyze both the
advantages and disadvantages of various tools and their applicable online consumption scenarios.
Therefore, this paper aims to review the application of neuroscience methods in online consumer
behavior research.

This paper firstly describes the concept and development of consumer neuroscience, analyzes the
main advantages of neuroscience methods compared with the traditional methods of consumer behavior
research, and introduces EEG/ERPs, fMRI and eye tracking technology, which are widely used in online
consumer behavior research. Then, this paper introduces the AISAS model, which is used to depict
online consumer behavior patterns. The model divides online consumer behaviors into five stages,
including Attention, Interest, Searching, Action and Sharing. Based on the model, this paper summarizes
the specific applications of the three neuroscientific tools mentioned above in each stage of online
consumer behaviors.

In the process of literature sorting, this paper uses the Core Collection of Web of Science and CNKI
as the database to search for literatures related to online consumer behaviors. After careful reading and

comparing, 53 literatures from 2010 to 2021 are manually screened out (72% of literatures in recent 5
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years). The literatures are preliminarily classified according to each stage of online consumer behavior
patterns, and further categorized according to target variables and research topics under corresponding
categories. The results are coded in chronological order, and the research objectives, neuroscience tools,
main conclusions, shortcomings and prospects of each literature are summarized.

The main contributions of this paper are as follows: Firstly, it supplements the review of online
consumer behavior research in the field of consumer neuroscience research, which helps researchers
understand the current progress. Secondly, it helps researchers to clarify the advantages and
disadvantages of the three neuroscience research tools and their application scopes, so as to reduce the
misuse and abuse of tools in the research. Thirdly, it puts forward the potential future research direction
for online consumer behaviors in terms of the behavioral stages, paths and forms of online consumption
different from traditional consumption, which is helpful to promote the research of online consumer
behaviors.
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