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W7 A 4 (Aggarwal FIMcGill, 2012 ; Alvarez Al Fournier, 2016 ) o AN [i) 9 i RADL £ ()2 15 BE
AT BRI T 1R AR BN O MR 22 7 VN B I R A 2 I (PuzakovaF , 2013
PuzakovafllKwak,2017; PuzakovafllAggarwal ,2018 ) . IRl Y, , — N [R) = A 1 . REL T B B & 0
B RRACAY: it L 2B e 2 2 T A D e 2

XoF 3 TR it RELEDL A €60 P i 4 1T R IR0 9% 5 1 O A7 RS 2 3, Ab AR 1) 4
P L {5 S R B BURR, I HAE BRI B T AR HRU A9 2% vh AR A BH (A0 38 SR 07 A9 17
(Anderson®,2015) FEfh -5 283 Z B 2R s, AR TR gk
PR G S ECEA AT B R T R G5 M P ) 5 2 252 53 (Kim Al Kramer, 2015 ) , 3X FlfiEgt 23 5¢
R B T R S VE A () N T2

I, ZEARBIFGE rh FRATTAG I T R — im0« A AT 1 288 i LD A (o ) D e, 7 —
JE b BT AR %) 2 X Hi A o A7 T 5% LA B A MEE I 1 SR AT 90— PR S, AR AR HE 60
DA B, 2 A i i A R AE A7 19 7 5 (Rucker Al Galinsky , 2008 ; Ruckers, 2012 ; Dionfll
Borraz,2017;Mandel&5,2017)  FRATMITA A , 33— 54007 BE A 41E A 380 A 41 B %) o N B L 8
oAb TR AL AMATE 5 R A (0 TS, £ T8 SR AL T S B M Az 5 T4 DA A R ) R U
TP, RENZHL A A7 I, M2 A T A XA ) B o JE X —38 4, FRAT i i i = 05256
TEBH < 24 0 R A T A LIS, (1) S B A IR AT 2% 8, XA D R (vs AR Pl R ) A 3 T
o PO S R 5 (2) 2 0 M A7 15 )T B, XA SN REL AT P R ) A S 8 AT (3 2 5
(3 )FEXF O AYe ot R, = O 7 A1 140 90 % 28 BN 4 A o R A %) o (57 B 22, DT X LA
o P A S R B T = LT 3 ) AR DR 2 B 4 At REL AT A ot R AR 1) b v R A7 A
2550 N PIS TR A SE R B 22 5 5 (4) X —HLHIASZ = R R 20, TEig e xt T2 0%
pn IR SR TS A, UG 93 2 AR T O 44 DN b R Cvs Ak ), LR At B it
) 7 A E LR 2 A AT TR A ERT

AT — 5 BRI FSE B TRk . Kim K ramer (2015 ) % BRAMA 1 W8 23 5 0 5 o £ 4,
PUNBROR  HARSCRIRIF ST 45 93 W, =5 XL Hi S — A4 o, [ T 4 B 2 Bl 20 the 25 i) R €90
NS A BRG] 7o A, 13X — % B A o 7 3 SR B 03 138 AR AR o A 6 Tamad T 2%
FAS M AT OB 5% 3 G AN A 5 A7 HAT M AE B LAY 7= 4 (Rucker fllGalinsky , 2008 ) ,
DionF1Borraz(2017 )IA R TCHE W IR S5 LS 412 1 B [R)RE U AL i A0 T 2% ) 885 43, 15 H Rif
AT R AT 33 X AR AR, F2 8 T M2 9% v 6 T IO e R AR IR 1Y
PIZS, S T M RMEE I o — AR AR o TE SR T , i REUL b 28 45 o Ay (0 A2 E TS ik
HEZ R E R (Voorveld, 2019 ), {HXF A [R] A4 71 2 BEMR L 43 501 R AR R UL Af €0, S el
IAERZR T AR SO P AR S BB A X 2 28 DSR2 i 44T, BT A S S BRER (A6
HNS%
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s AU A T o DL B9 3 B2 (PuzakovafIKwak , 2017 ) o S iU AL RERS L
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B 5 52 80 5B R — M AN BR B HEFE 2 H 8 (Fournier, 1998 ; Aggarwal fIMcGill,

2007) ANWTFE A IR, 96 B 55l NS ST IR AR B AR AL BB AU I 7 (Chen, 2017 ) 5 2R %

R G 2 T LB I BR G R — BRI 20 IR R, G 1 2 5 Y B 1A% 77 (Reimann 45,

2017) ; 257K B RO 2 dh R R AR 2 A (et b T T2 PSS AR £ (o — St 2 ik

5 H 47 H 8 (Aggarwal fIMcGill , 2012 ; AlvarezfllFournier, 2016 ; PuzakovaflAggarwal,

2018 )+« =+ K BEHARULH A BRIE R MIFTE 1 — LA 22 B SR RENS 75 il R 5 2 I (Alvarez Al
Fournier,2016 ) . % & I UL B Z HUH A BR 0GR BIE S LA M ALIESY , BRI A £

(2017 VA 1412 R8BS F A 2B LR N AR (SCMD) |, RE df AU TE R 73 P 214

F“RE )AL T T PSS R BB T RS B 1y i 45
Aggarwal HIMcGill (2012 )ZERFFE Fh & H T 5 b 57 AH OG5 P 28 i B AR €6 - <Pk A Fneef b
NPk (partner ) F5 4 A& BB FL[R] €1 15 F1] 45 ) (the co-producer of benefit) , fifs i FIH 2%

R i AL TR A7 2, O AR X7 ML 5 5 A0/ ok il R il T 2% 5 2 S AL e A b

(servant )51 CH 25 A AN L (the outsourced provider of benefit) , 2 A Jig T HEHL IR 57 FF
FIRSS , R EAE M AR, KRBT I HBA RGN B, JH 28 o P s A, i R T 7
(Aggarwal FIMcGill, 2012 ; KimFlKramer, 2015 ) ; 40HUE ¥ 52 AU G0/ N 500 B & B3
HOEPRAL PRI B Ry /N F B AR o SIS o R T 2 2 T L Bl o A 22 S
(AlvarezfilFournier,2016 ) . il Aggarwal HIMcGill (2012 ) K BH , TH e &0 TEfT A F 5 H =
SRIA N LR AR BT, B S5 00 0o 1 B8 25 2 A S it R 2R, T A SR 9 B A B0z A b
Nt AT M 23 RO H 52t B — B AT R, SR X S FAE IR ARG, FHASE A4 5 TV 2% 5 A
KA i R S B A R AR A S R B, An SR AT T 2 Ak A it e, D 2 R L5 i e — B A 7
N AR YGZAK A SR, W 23R BBORH B 94T 4

R 1 H SR Y 22 5, DRI AR AR R A 28 Ot A (LB AT 2% 2 DR (82 Wil o i 4
NTFFAN BRE B S TAN I 28 5 B9 AR 22 5 AB BRI 3R i BRI 30 52 e o ot R DL R A
(Puzakova%§,2013 ; PuzakovafllKwak, 2017 ; PuzakovafllAggarwal, 2018 ) . Kim fllKramer(2015)
RIR,AR T AK A S R 5 32 SO B A D R R, PR o 3 SO S a1
B, 5BN—HER S A MR TR S0 Y E S G, R R 3 A AT
REAE AR I o5 A R AT T4 N SRR, EAA TR S AL I 8% 5 AR SR Al T B 2
TSR OB PR M S ALY I 9% B0 Ay B 3R0K A O A 32 T i — B
M S HAH P Nt — A EIR A, MRAESE MR A S S, 2l A 2

(4 1 EVEIE X AT DN R AR TR PP o FUA s i R (S — > S B M

PUNARFA) X 17 T SZ A A 237 2% (PuzakovallAggarwal , 2018 )

M Z TS AT LAE Y, T2 Bt 32 S8 i R R S AL A T 2 2, A D6 b
PR Xl 8 2 PR R Ah T AR A 0 DA C i 2 T A1) 325 L SBC slcds il Ve BB L SR, A
FAUTT R AIAE X P 2, MATE RN 2] A O A TRARA HL A B, Pl REt 2577 A iR B
) SCHC N R EBCHBA 1 7 B2, T4 N R B RE A% Tl 2 X AP oK

(=) F Wb A7 5 b o7 31 2%

A 24 AL T A TR B B 1 T E A S, At A b3R5 0 25 AR
JM ( Anderson , 2015) o N2EAG ARAF FMRFEHOA (4 B SR ) , R Ry o g (o7 214 7 9 R
A A FTE T AR B (Kenrick &, 2010 ) LA K B8 152 M) g A il A o Ak FAR A7 5% S A5 (67 AT
Zib AAL T PO BURAS (Pan, 2014) , S EUMAA R 8 9 SIHL 253545 1 A7 K s AR 5l B
X —MR 7 (RuckerFlGalinsky , 2008 ; AndersonZ, 2015 ) .
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HA T SRAH ST B, Ab TR i (o7 5 3 Wb A AR A, S SR FU A SR T H 2
(AT , B Anim it A HA A GAE T SO = o SRR AR A5 7 (Pand$ N, 2014) o 573K K
T AL B T RS, R T T AL TR AT 2 2 I G X Ak 2 2 T S AR ok
MR ACS LEME 2SS RS DI & B0, A L = 7 A A A A A 2L 2%
B ZU A RZ R T 2R A (Charles®5,2009 ) o Bk T #1222 FE , (O BL2E AR ST IE o e B, A4
F XA AR (v A58 ) B, B Al 4 ) S EL AT b o7 B A1 3 S 7 8 B (Rucker Ml Galinsky
2008 ; Andersons,2015; & W45 2017 ; Zhao%:, 2018 ) , AT 1] /e 3t T 377 1) -8 L G F o v b
DR 45 , SO0 R M8 AF DG ™ AT B 15 1 A (RuckerFllGalinsky , 2008 )

FEIXSERFSE o, M ER AR A AR SR I A A 2 57 (4400 i R SR AY , E b 7R ) R X
WA HABEEAS , Feat 2 5 sh b 5 408 Sl oo — AT DI E A SRAS M7 8% 78 H # b S sgerp, L
TR BRSSP S, ATIEAE S B S AP A O A9 B (Goffman, 1967 ), BRI, M
DR — AT R RN B A IR A 2 2 B SR s , BT ARRRUE MR bR T A RAE S
IR Z A0, 10 X)L A5 23R4 RIS AL el s, W 2B B i A S Y (Ridgeway
FlCorrell 2006 ; RuckerfGalinsky, 2008 ) , #f23 LEAM A BN 2 b7 A £2 F+ (Anderson®s,2015) .
e anSe B R T S b A R i, 308 3 B R 227 A b 2 O e, 1) At kb ) b
A7 H CAR A SR AT, B A DX 4 AR 45 N B2 R0 2% ) AR , 5 I s kg B T R ) 1) — 543
(GRRf oK IR I, 2006 ) A mJTE UL, A CIRINA QAR ALY RS AT LAY B 2% 2 4R 15 1 Ar ,
AT DA o 42 H B el IR 5K 5E , 2h 2 Hb A B RN R K 7Y 2% Y Ho A7 B (Dion flBorraz,
2017),

PRI, AHAE TFORPE ARG, 4 A S R T R B RE A4 T 32 00 b A K A T B o T M S S I
JERBEAS LT 2% 25 7E b A7 i 4k T4 T £ (7, ( Dion Al Borraz, 2017 ) B LA R <A b, 31 HAE
FN BB B G B i M RN 2 8, s 9% T e Y S O A R A
TR AT o T M A 2 Tk 2 BN TS 2 B IR A i 7 , DR At Ay 25 i I [R) R RE 15 B
PE R4 A b o7 8%, DT L = 00 b 57 5K 18 9 2% 35 7 A XA I i R P A S T o 1
Hh, #E23H15E (social perception ) S 14 Z Az EI 52 AR (SCM ) AR S S8 o B 44 1l T ik 47
WF9E % BRA T A, A4 2 3 oh T 0 R0 42 w4 559 , 70 AR 38 A Hh s T 2B Xy 2 A
SR A (5 RIESE, 2018 ), T SE 3 A M b LAY (8 R E o PRI, X i SR b v
(T B R, J2 G B A RN i RS R 1) 56 22 B 80 mT g 2 LT 268 1 AK AR N E A M i
(ZitekfNTiedens, 2012 ).

FH G, FRAT B

HI UL A7 23 95 i RPN A 0 06 S S R s, B

Hila: A 3 A BT, 4 NS R ECAKAF: R B BB T 2 3 (A S R

HIb A 20057 58 1 B, 1 9% 8 XA N Bl ALK P i R P A S A SR VA A B 35 25 5

(D FMERIBIL - A7 e B 1t

AR b A7 2 X6 b A7 7 s P O 2 , 2 3 AT TR S M T 2% 1 — Pl (Anderson&E, 2015
Mandel55,2017 ) 4 MEPEIE 92481 2% 8 1L B RS CAnsb iz, [ 2555 ) A2 21 g Wit 38 35 7
BRSNS R g Y P R BE AT A MBS (Rucker FI Galinsky , 2008 ) o &M I 2% 280 — S A
A AME AR « F BRI — A7 T 32 B b — = A5 R M sl bl 2 BB A I X I 1) 7= i —# b
PERRCR FEIXAMEE S5 T, < BEPERENE R U A = i X — PR H RTAME TR P R i e 2
PR R, T T S PR ) AR ) 3 2 XS O =K (BB e R MM ke g i b S It Bl
M) BYASTA] | 52 X ML T B ) 7= e 38 7= A2 %2 ) (Mandel %5, 2017 ; Otterbring %5, 2018 ) .
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WLAER , B ATIBR T 3 — 2 R R A MEHL I T R 20 350 O BT 2 /M (Coleman®s, 2019 ), 34 & BE
MR T DA — AT MRS, 2 AT Be AT BIEF DI G585 5 M M2 A 28R i R 3R
(RustagiflIShrum,2019)

HE & 1 AMEBIAL B BRINAEALE , I DB AR A R R 8 i A8 1. H AT 2 AT ST AR iR
it DLSEEF e F AR BN, SR 0l O ELAT M FH 0 5 it i s e 1) X TR UE B A M )
HLIAELE (Sivanathan flPettit, 2010 ; PettitFl1Sivanathan, 2011 ; Mandel%%,2017 ) &1, {4 2 & un R
B [ O AR, T2 SEA T U A BN SCRL A R 0™ il 5 ISR 5245 F B 51 07, s
Pt 2 45 T A1 1 1 5 a0 SRk = 9 R, D 23 T ST A R A i THiL A E - - (Mandel %,
2017) AAJIE B, O TAMEME I SR R ERIN , 2 F FRME S A 5 — 1 A2 2 g i), # M2 5))
MU IE , SIHLI AR 7 A3l 2k S50 7™ e B sl 7o SR S A, AN J2& FL0 1) (Mandel
85,2017 & HEAE,2017) o HA S IFFE T ZEXT EE RS [ A VR FBILI B, e RR 1T s Ao Ak
Hbu A7 S0 57 7 it T 2 A PR [RIHILTR B, A 2 kMBI E S — A A AR 6, DU = 7 A
R B TR TSSO FE X 43 (4 e /45,2017 ; ZhaoS5, 2018 ) o AR5 ) 3 s E T A
mi M RE TR R TH B A T M S AMEE Y — R e, AN SR ML B, PRI B A A MR T 2 BF9E 1Y
T, BROAKE TR AL 2305 B 9% 8 R H S A MEBIAIL , T AR AMEE AL Ry 75 BEE SE A A

=1
AR,

AN R BB B A 1 9 285 17 T S A7 IR ) 35 426000 2 LA O Ml 7 R M2 14 7= i s R IF 5
KI5 WA AT AMEE BERE T S ] T — R RAEPE R, B B SR AMEEVEIN 217 AN
RE A AMA Y S BR 2 B, E AT R R LA B P R s B H F A 19 25 5+ (Mandel 45,2017) .
L ANZE e A A SIS 3, 55 TR BRI B 45 1 2 BRI T A Tt T 2% (PansE:,
2014) . BER , SZWCA LI, AT (%) BRI S 20 17 224 2 D Xl 7 7= i () 2, DR R b T B
P — 20 AL LS R AT, ESE PR, AT R 57 7= i 43 2 B8 22, DR R X g (3t — ol il 7 1l
L8 o AU G AE I % D8 Harmon-Jones 35 (2008 ) FE 3B 27 W il sk Bl & BRAY , #7250 fIR )
KA SAEBE R W 130 B 2 4l Sk, 95 | A i U L S e A T s TR 44 v
JER T Z 153k A (Rozin%F , 2014) o B 22 (1) Lol Sk A Rl R 1A e HL S PR A7, (H A4 41E T
—Ffi b {57 J% . 7F Rucker flGalinsky (2008 ) FHF 5 1, 915k B A 1 52 B o6k s 7= AT i 3%
B R AT, H AR B A 7 AR AU B TS 2 AU IR T o X LR
AT A 7= S BRI A B Eh A A0 e AR 1) A AR K IR HT, 2006 ) o A2 B ot A 42 T,
TS AN 7= B T 1 b A R, 2 T Bl 3 e R I XoF Jgl 1 S A

XA FERTE A DS R — R A I X AL U DR, RN B B RE g S it —Fh i (o7
£] . RuckerfllGalinsky (2008 )t F5 H} , i RS G sl A 2 T S5 B0 A oo 40K e S ths mT R AN 7
FE R AR 2B (Rucker Al Galinsky , 2008 ) o M S SR A REAS SEPRik i MA R HAL , (2
FE A 1 25 T RT3 A A B L B v A 2 JR . PRI G, AR 98 TA A, 2 S AR A A 4
S8R A AMEZBIHIL , B ] AR N A T A 24 B A0 A i (SR AL, AT S B800 A N Ah JE F g
SIS 1 PR R T O 58 e 1) AR M SIAIL, BTN A A R AK P
R P M 07 SRR L A7 AE 25 5, DRI PR DU A 0t R A S R SR T A 0 22 57 O B, it
1) A7 SR — A VAT ) P A e B AR SO TR A 2 s e A O] — A 3R
HiAY 25 SN AT, TEiE A I, A ACERBE T H A DS A T B O 7 B A, 5 3200
b A A AR 9 9% 5 T AT R 3 Ao Mt 57 26 S LA — o il 57 JR ) B 48 o 3R an ] b A5 v AIRAS 23 52 T
AN 55 T - S A 455 T (E s R A AR 9557 1tk A RS T R T
i A3 T 2% 2 BRI B 2 55 ) L Re i AR i 4h A O b7 )E% (Rucker M Galinsky , 2008 ) .
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H I, FRAT B -

H2 - R B0 M (37 SR i RN A (s T 21 M 5K RS AT I iy s o, |

H2a: NP 0L BRI, A AR R BERS LEAK P i R R IR SR BT o B9 o (2%, (755
TH R 0 A N it R 4 A S T SR O B 7 5

H2b AN 0 (S8 RN A DA RS K ol R S (3t A e (o R R 2 5 T 2
IS B IS A W 22

25 LTI AT ST B SR AN E 1R 7R AR ST AR AR R N PR AU A %
SRR BRI 32 B0 9 T WL AL ) PRI < 00 57 A5 v 109 B ) TSI i R DL A €0 )
KR IEEA W2 T L B AT 9 22 B 0 O A R R (s AR PR AR
INTENLTILE T, J2 00 7 AL AR 31 B 2 BB I R Cvs AR ) B ) o (07 /R I 25
EN NP E NP RESTE R e

THBRE I L AR
. FHhr

o f&Hafr

AR A
N

E1 s

(P BFFEMEIE

ARG et = ISR U SR UEAB A  SE R — PRI 1 S A D IR AR R YA , i E
- ) L (57 A2 A AU AR €8, D AT TR S T B ) S ) 45 2R /s P2 ek
Wy ST S WAL A 2 1 S AR AP B M SR AT 0 L AN AR RE 25 4
Fe RN A R A A S T o S 8 T WA S S AN AR A A, DRI T R A
PEBABAMEA 22 AS 9 7 22 , B FHBIE 1 SC 30— A4 R e AR b B4R
P AL B — AR B AL, SR MEETH SRS 9 7 22 50 TR AR S
EALIEEES AN SN PR RV IITY & VAN RN Ry I S R AN e = i DA
R T IR BEAT S50, B U A D a3t AL IR AT o

=, HIR—: mEB AR e EW A T B E R R

ARSI H A A 8 ot AR AU AR (AD A vs AREE ) ERFE LRI 9% 38 W 3K 8 B 1 5%
Wi, B2 AR Wb A6 2 A e L PR VR A, USRS IEHL

(— ) SEg bk

TEARSEG Hh b R AEIN AR £ 230 3 S S R AR 1Y, T 80 72 B 0 b Ao D i o 3
MAE 23 A5 BT (SSS ) f R EA T £ (KE RIS , 2017 ) LA i

A REABL A €0 B 1 25 Aaker ¥ N (2004) M | 20 22 B A R 1 e AR S 4o o 52
SR T — e S ETORES” KL AE I & A0 A SCEE i A4 FRAS & ELIE 1)
oS HA], HSe e S A R e SCERRI AR A AL A s K (N=52) B 7R TC AN NI L
AT DAk B g X0 i R4 7 AR AN R R A A B, BRRAPR S 3 14 o e L S A S A B e 7 i vh
e Y, 8 B (N=48 ) XTAGREE M7 S iEME A A (Zaichkowsk, 1994 ) AU (Jacoby
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85, 1972)FEATIN i, Ve 2 BB A, HAS B AL AL AR W SK A A RE B ) SE XU #
BURAI= A
FEU, AR AU N A SR SR B R L SO IE I b, 7R AL, FRAT T 1 dne

R LS AREA N AAE VA AU R MR 5 AT 5 TAE PR AL, WU ek T dnfk <<

L] B T R R RN, B R PR SO RS X R b B S AR T TR R T
B3, DAk L 8 N X S B A5 A T

()RRt

FEARSEEG T, 15729 B AL B 24 MK AR A, B — e R B Y
235 (0] N S8 S I B BR A TR A, e A AR 154, Forh BB 7144, 5 H46.1%, 4R %
JLHE M 18—27%

1.0t O M7 o 5 ) A A o AT o A S 5 S H Y, SEEE D 2 T At AT
B S IMPITAS A SE  SEIORIFY , 28— TR 5T S 56 TR A AR AR B i A, T 2 TR A O
B S B 55 0 S8 B [P 4 o AR S R ER 3 (2017 VBB A 2= A A 3 0t 2 b o7 B i e (5 —
JBe PR P AR 2 b R —J8 A P [ e ) ) 2 A 2 A H@ﬂ”ﬂﬁ%ﬁi/nfﬁn%/ H & B —BEA A/
H oI AH S FEANAMI AR, & 5814 H,0=0.88), 118l 7E 4= 7o e s i i
F Lk A C AR bR (TR EIRE, SR ﬂ%ﬁﬁz )o

2. BRI R 6 1 T R A A LA € A D A vs AKPE Ve it
G F AU ) A R ) — TR 2 e [ S TSk S 8 DU R A <R 3 HL U
JEETORESHES ™ H 877 it FOME & U o 122 AR B T A L3S AR R AR 1) ) 545 B 2 X 9
FR P A WA K A 1 B R B2 T AT A UL T ) S R BE IR, 67 i B 454K
RIEATIAN o — 2B E 2002 AT SRR N 2, 55— A B0 A0 2 AR AR A
TN

3. uﬂJiﬂ’JiiﬁF 2 R 72 8 iy I D (P S o a2 i/ A SR R A s LR 2%
i, RS/ 2 = s %™ i/ R S WA %™ i, 0=0.84 ) (Baker MIChurchill, 1977) .

4, 04 o) AR e R A B0 R 3E 2 ) 254 (Rosenberg, 1979 ) & # i 19 H 21K F-
PIVE RS i AS d OB S, B K I 00 . (1) i A B CH 28 i i O BRI AV S0 3
10— 1003 S & WX PEN <R IFETORES MM AYIE S A5 " (0f0FR“ta B s L 3o s
fRZ>, 5003k Mtakb (i -F-57, 10048 TR M7 Hota i AR £27) , I e w1l RE A% 8 00 21 A R
LA AR AR B A 22 5 (2) I Bl 0T R FO0 A R A0 I 7 T 3 122 A R, 2 7 I AR
S A SR ) o ()M BT A B BN (FRAEAFETORESIZE — M MAKAE ), LA
SEYO PR A R

e, R SE BN FTEE A s (0 I i o S0 5 25 Il AT T s BRI 40 T IR 4 4

(=)L R

1. BRERS  8 , BA 3 A T ETORESIX A Fh i, HA W5 A /RETORES {15
REUE) Al R DRI R L ) P R B A o VR, SO A G i s B B Y, FEA DAL,
B A MR35 5 TR (M en=4.35 V8. Mygn=3.06,t=5.76,p=0.000 ) , I 7EAK Ff
ZH, AR (Myggpn=4.17 vs. My en=3.04,t=—5.48 ,p=0.000 ) . It &} , PHZE B A 32 Wb A7 AN FELE
25 FH M, =3.34, My, =3.32,F(1,153)=0.04,p=0.851], X st HERR: 3= W0 -7 At 2L 7] 2 S Xof 52
LR

2. Fi RGN A | 3 XA XSS ) S R R A S M I ST R 50 s A AL B Bt 31 H 2
AR R B A7, AP LR AT R B O A RN R L B4 (M, =65.45,SDy, =

Ok B A , AR AL B R P63, s e L () R R D

Hufr AME: AR i A I K B R
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18.18 v8.Ms=49.82,SDy;,=18.78;t=5.251,p=0.000 ) . f R4 oVl A8 B, W S 3 AR
Ry DRI AR i, B S AR R T AR i, 1 BRI AR & 3 3 process R 1 T A5
TP G B, R I S 2 B VA AT 300 (B=0.038,t=0.100,p=0.920 ), BB F %A 2
WA SR S22 5 1 SR S FE AR T A B, R A X I S RSB AE 23000 (B=1.96,t=2.42,
p=0.017 ), W6 b b Rl 28 B v 1 40 -

SR (M, =3.07,SD;,,=1.00 vs. My,=2.74, 3.79
SDy=1.14); FHEIAYZ, 28 HAEH B F - 351 /
(B=—0.49,t=—2.03,p=0.044 ) . fa SR} K347 giz 30 - 3.14

R, P 3 A A (A (R 1 s o =
%)HT SRR A 0 0 S JE AT 2 5 0 50— —0 237
(B=0.969,t=2.44,p=0.016 ) , 1 M A Jif 56 5% XK 2.0
35 SR 3O 5 35 o (BN 1A 25 ) el NS
B LA A 5 S 2 B R A BRBME - BREER
(B=0.029,t=0.07,p=0.942) . Hla H1b75 £ B2 EWATAET R E
T, PR 0N DL E 2.

(P9)/Ng

SEHG— RS R UL, T A 5 AN SRR ML R I 3 7 2 53 9 18T « il
SRR ORI A A R P45 T 2 EEA DR R 1o o (E LM 23 8] 35 a0y P2
SN Al RS I S T B, Y i LM R, A AT T A MR Cvs AP i ) ) s K T i A
s YW A A I, A AT TR PR R R W K R BB AT B 2 5

SEEG— IR T I LH AR A AU SR TR 4 LTRSS T A 2R TS A
77 i Z Ak ] AR 5 — 007 —— e S A R BB BBl o5 s SR, (Hak A
JE e B A FHAIL Y o e A , S T sl i 200 2 g1l A Fele i 19— 88 i, o2k
B AU LA P S8 R 2 SR e A 7 S i sl W A, B T R AR
TRAEZS SR AT E AN, Hoit i BRAZ I O Bl it (57 A SR , SRR I M 2 AMEEBIL ] )4 P A

M, HR= UMM EE— I EFRATHRNEE

S 2GR @ AP A vs AKHE ) <3 (Bl - mvs Afvs A2 2 B XU 2R 4
(AL, DR B R S M o B e — DR A (AR B R M BOR AN R — A R
o As i

(— )btk

SEH R T “Nurodlo™ USEAE  RUHD™ i , ME 8L 44 n] LUk S 528 1410, UREAESE 30— Y
T (N=48 ) o th A FE B AR L AR e, BB 3R, 77 il I M AR I SE A A
J3E g S RS ASEAR o

X At AN A RO 5 S — 20, TSR BB 7 A S R ) 07 30 R 1 SR L B R,
R R0 B S RE XA RERIE , A LS SR B 2 A Hh A el 2 oA
AN, BEHE T o AT W e L R 23 A5 3], LU B N AR €, 159 H Rl A 1R
BE—T7 A TH A M55 RO BT H A RE e MIFEAK PRAE , BB T AP A<l g An - S 30 Bl 45
i, PSP AE A KPR TR SARAT HAh  BR T OGS R A e AN R, IR R 4 SO AR
R A HE b N BT IR IR T i B — 8, DLk R LS8 Bl N A0 SE B2 R 1 T

SNEZGFHSEE (F5%2H)



() AR

18044 K242 5 T2 (S A € AN A vs AR )3 (W HA « mivs ARvs 2214 ) i 20
]S, S SR TORREAS , e A SRR AR KR 177, P 7645, 15 1 42.9% , AR 4T Fil N
18—27% Bk AL BC R 7S A, 78 R — A2 5 ELA R 3t P 14 2 18] DN 52 LS 6

1. Fpd LA o3 3 (R AT 55 B ol i 30 A o B 5 2 ook S P AR ] F 3
A S — TS T R O R IE A, B AFE T T TR AS [R5 s e (5 R 1 i
T BRI TR S AR AR A LR SE bR L b R E i P42 455 (recall task)
R BN R A A7 B (CE IV R 55,2013 5 & REAE,2017) AU A BN DL 20K IR EZ i
TR, AR A LEARSEAS H A A A7 S AT O ) I sz 44, e A ()AL
FeEE EEEEENR G, TR CHLA) R REBRBRE 37 1 R o S8 B Ml R X IR () sz
PTG , G EABR T M RECE A T A4 ARF=A: TERERYIERSZ 70 T PR IFRRA 1 5 B2 L)
G R BE EAEE R ARCR , BOR SCF IR AR AT 15077 o 5 41 A il B2 oK M2 -l e
— R EER]E Y BT (Galinsky ¥, 2003 ) o B 5 1) [ 9K : < HUi R KRR EE Bt A &
AN, HZE R E R R, R E2BA”, TREAEH A, B R R R

2. g AU AR 6 S AR M 5, 5 VR R A e L L SE RO I 2
WA 3K R IR I )34 o AT TR [ T Sk 22 R 8 LR N2 - <UL S BN urodlo 5 R 7E A8 B 7 T
At R AT BRAE IR 5595 3, 16 sh I a] , 2 IRAE A FHRE E 5 3K 50 i 23 & R AR s 2l 45 .
Nurodloy B3 i 5 A [ , P8I T4 2% 8 TR B 105 ) 1 24 | 5 IR 1) 785 B R S i SR 45
et WA S E BRI HE R Fr, B2 AR AR A U

3. N ) S S o S — AN e R ) S R S A T, S T e e A R A A
KRR 7 — AT AE bR , A B UE B 2% 35 2 S AT A e v s B 08 o U8 b, 2 okl
T 3K B J& (Rucker flGalinsky , 2008 ) o # il ZEK 12 an 2 5 P 64G RK/NU B A
60T, IR 2 J8 B ST RN 1 53 2 2 /0 R M IAZ 3 U 7 BUB0R F 1 2 8314, IR IR 1
10%, 124K AN 19120%.

4. I B A 1 i 67 J o LR 3K [ 25 O T b o7 SRR AL 1 I . %5 Rucker Al Galinsky
(2008 )7 2 56 v i - $AE AU I8 ) 26 (0=0.88, /R IA I Nurodlo % IR ) 41 75 22 K FE
R IR A HS A A ) R 12,53y, R g e les 1R R AR A, B
FRERACRAUN A AT 1 A7 BB

5. BRI I, (1) 2 B R I i 7S R B AU A e R 22 5
1) o [ B 3 e 7R Mac Authur (s 1) 7 2 B F B - <X LA — AR =L B I T0ER (10 1R 3R 1)
HiAS R R, BT YRS (O 1 AR 8 1l 7 Fe 1K  BRAE , 187 4H 52 Nurodlo & — > A, RV — S sl 46
T b ARBEAFRAT 53 s AR T AW — 2% 1 21 kBl 4 IS A & AY AL E R Nurodlo {7 & .
(2) PRI I B Bl kM2 I B S J8% - U, MR 22 KRR TR [ O 2 M7 147, LRl o7 45
5 5 1 A SRR AT F b o (33000 S i R4 RO (O 7 T Ao 92 o A, 2 5 DAL 381 L At 7 )
(4 )10 3 80N A £ 0 (TR 675 Nurodlof§ & — M MAMKEE ), DL IA 52 s s i i A
B

e, M VG AR &, s B 45 T B4 i

(=) SEgnas iR

1. BRI R0 o AV 454 A3k S ULk 57 14 201 1) 25 57 S 7 7 8 I D) [ ML =5. 13, M=
3.15, Myys=4.16 ,F(2,174)=79.23,p<0.001].

PN A A - S SR (R 25 5 0 3 7R DAL, Bl A A DA B 25 s T Ak A

R A2 “ID A i R 3 W 3 Ry R
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AT (M en=4.21 vS. Mypwe=3.13,t=3.82,p<0.001) . M ZEAKFELH , WIAH B2 (M =453 vs.
M en=2.24 ,t=-9.35,p<0.001) .,

2. it REBLN A €8 | S 0t A7 XoT D) S 35 B ) 52 e o ot RN A7 € Rk 30 b o7 4k 1 72
it WS R S R 8 SO R Ay R A o, T 28 43 B (R 850 Sl s, i i O b A5 R FELABL
0 X W S 3 AT T % S B A AR IR (1, 171)=2.72,p=0.069],, Tfii % 5 5 S0 AT 2 A
MYAE HALBI[F(1,171)=3.79,p=0.024] . J5 A ] FRAEN 5B s, 80k 32 00 b 57 AL IR, %
TR N it e 4 W) K B 0 e AR A 2 1000 [ —EWHME  BHIA

PR IMigses 14378, Mg =2.72, yfazE “E """ > EMHALR
F(1-1)=1.06,p<0.001], it % LM EIEDL 8.60
FETE R 2 25 7 Mg 07860, My = jﬁg 8.00

6.67, $IfE 25 (1-))=1.84,p<0.001]. M7E g 679 _~— 7.10
LA 55 e ) W2 D e A 2, X — ?_"E 6~86367 ”””” 7.00
ROV A B, BOARAK A A N A & 6.00 T AR

FRT K B B AT 35 22 5% Hla HIbFHK
FRENGEAUE , VA5 R0 WL 3 3 EVBAAIE T R

3. PR H LI A TE T I A ROV R 5 - 38 3 process B FF HR A IR T B HR AR (model
7)#E47Bootstrap 14 AZ Tk 5 (Hayes, 2013 ) , di AU A (40 B AR &, WS 2 Jot o PRAS & 8¢
TP L A7 A SR o AR e, SRR M R Ry A A TR B S 2E A
Tl i o 2 SRR U B 1% (57 JE R AR TRY S5 i REBI N A 00 %o WA S 08 i 1 L 355 0 A k2
(B=—0.21,p=0.171), s AL A €005 =2 S0 i1 37 A9 3R AR E0T e 46 14 bt A7 S 18 03000 4/ T 2 [
JEALA < WA, R —chng=0.035,F (2, 169)=4.58 ,p=0.012], fa] 24} 20041 % T A7 AR i)
AR SNBN T R EREEE T A AL (P=—0.85, p<0.001 ), F= W57 725 BB X P S
PR AL A RN A 2 5 (P=0.04,p=0.844)  fie Ji , AL A0 Ml A0 %t 25 5 v 0 S 7 JRE
(B=0.34,p<0.001), WLF1,

x1 HATHHNIREEE (FREL)

SR 2 AR i R MR 2 SRR B SRR
S ER B t B t
35 0.18 1.42 -0.23 -1.62
T Hbfv 22 0.51 6.54™ -0.02 -0.19
iy VNG N -0.85 -3.95™ -0.21 -1.38
PR 37 )% 0.34 4.05™
W (F i 4 —{Hb ) -1.07 -2.23
W2 (i K7 ) -0.52 -1.10
R AR B W T 0.89 2,977
i LA (B W2 0.30 0.99
R? 0.36 0.15
F 13.80™" 7.86™"

T ERN=5  PER2=A ; SRR 1= NS, SR AR 2=tk A2 5 S A B 1 =k
SRR W T W2 IR £ 5 "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001, XUE

TE WA 9 = AR L SR AR LR TP/ AT e Ak, W22 Sl i 0Lz
BARET , SR AL M AL Th A VR 2 (B=—0.29, CIAMEL 5 0) 5 XY W0 S 38 s i), A
PERIA 235 (B=0.01, CIEL 5 0) o PRI, il ML A (5 BT i (4t A 3t o7 B — A a3 ) v A 22

SNEZ G (FA2EF2H)



i ANTERHR AR A TE DT, BIZS S M R It A b A BB i 22 5, S B SE = TR
BRI, H2a H2b8 FIESE .

F2 EEMMLLAREIKTE LB PR

R N N Bootstrap 95%CI
WM BUNMH Boot SE P

TR BR

il -0.19 0.08 -0.36 -0.05

PR A A FP A RN SR IA -0.29 0.12 -0.55 -0.09
EHbA 0.01 0.08 —0.14 0.20

T HEBR AR A B XA DR (v ARCPF: R ) %) g 1 3 B 8 0 3, 2 DR R f SN
M TR X — AR, B SR T HERR S AR G R Y < 7 S o R R A AR B R AT
A, AR SO X — AR F AT T Bootstrap /AR ARG 50 S U AR VR A AR i, SR R
YEA AR G, Bl ) b A A8 7 738 f, M TR A sp A A i PR SRS ML JEAE A
ol A e MBS B TH AR50 B T PR S U (57 I A5 00 2 2 o AR A b (7 s S Tl i T — Ik
TN (LR, R RFRE FIRGE [ C A M7 A9 7)), 7 0 e ) S 728 Je A R B A el 37 e
Z e, XM T [RIRE A IR K I — KA A0 BT AR5 53 , VB A b BB A et Sl 1) S e i o7
PETE B R, ROV AN 2 N AR €25 O 7 A AR AR T b A7 B ) SN AE R
A 2B T REAE A < W37 , R*—chng=0.009,F (2,169 )=1.68 ,p=0.189] , i1y £ Fh-X:f 11 3L 75 [k
HISZ A 23 (B=—0.02, p=0.846 ) , W ANFELEA W5 19 H AR (FE =4S 1 =N AKF- |
CHBELE0) o X F A U Hb A A FE AN & BE R E A TR A AR

(1) /N2

SEES T FIRIIE TSR — RS Ie , SRR T A SRR MR A, SEES A — 2P R B
A ARG IR A S DA R X A e o R 381 s 118t (o R AR S AT XS N ot A B s 1)
W) S T SR 17T = U 7 68 v ) IR AN A7 3K — B8O o SE 6 —HERR T oA v BE A Al B, H245 %)
T HIE

(S — B P B B 26 R AR B AT BE TS A 2 o A, S — NS AR FH A
FHEAE R SEER AR, T 5R R B A AE R B R MED LA — PR &R

F. AR=Z: FRERTIMEVEI R

G = B — 2 GRS AN A vs AR ) >3 (B A « s ABvs F5H 21 XA 4]
() S, PR R W SE R R H S IR i T [ 2 VR S T BRI AR & IR A T AR A
SR RL, X BE AR () B G — R HER A T BEA R, ORI IR AMENL AR AR A

(— )BT RL

SEG =R T 5 S2  RRE ) AL B Nurodlo” , H LR T V4 T BLAE1Y 78 13— 52 4R
VE A REORA Rt o X6t i RELABL A € (R BB AR SR TR T P A S S0 2, sl ad )45 R R v ) S ke
17 “mff , Fe S Nurodlo | BRI A2, Ry T ARRR E B 2208 BYIEZ , IR IRR 2 2 H 8k

()R

1758 K225 T 2 S 16 AP A vs AKEE ) <3 (B HA « = vs. v 2520 ) i 2H
) S5, S TOROREAS , e AT ROREA R J 165, Ho B 5 1633.9%, 28 % LI T (5 1£.96.1%.

SEHG AR S LI AR —F H IR 258 SR AR RS O R S O B T
SLHLA S, I UR S 2E[ 1 255 20K [ Rosenberg (1979 ) HI4 28 (PANAS T 6 )1E M43

Bl
ARt

R A2 “ID A i R 3 W 3 Ry R
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(=) SEgnas iR

1. BRI o Hb A0 s - i S O 7 P AL 1) 2 53 S s b A7 884 B DT [M =427 M=
3.57 ,Mpp=3.43,F(2,162)=8.81,p=0.000].,

FUN A OB S R ORI A G JR R 22 5 0 3, 7E A DAL, Bl il D B v AR P B
(M =438 VS. Myen=3.06,t=4.09,p<0.001 ) , M ZEAKFELH , WIAH B (Mg e=4.48 vS. My own=
2.38,t=8.12,p<0.001).

2. AT B R ARV K . Hayes FlTRockwood (2019 )T\ Sk, 45 15 B9 HR AR, T LA B 44
B, 1 O AT R 0 SR /R 1 B8R/ H A SRR, R A L 4G IR B A B R B A 5 R
Al R, A 5T 3 i process B 7 H A I (1 AR (model 7) B 17 Bootstrap 147128 &
R o St REABLN A €0 R A WS e S A DR A e, A = O A7 A R 72 o, AL A b £ J
SRy AR AR O IE U 26 B PR B R A 25

SER O B Y A BRI AR S i REABL N A € X ) K R B ) B AN A
(B=—0.27,p=0.077) , ¥l 415 = W H A7 AR L AH EE , 83U 00 81 1) BRAE 1) o (S JERA 7 A i 3 22 5
2 BN AL , B AE A IR R DA S R R A A M A JBG (B=—1.29, p=0.033 ), T $2 A3 A1) o7 3 ik
F 5 I 3 75 B (B=0.30, p<0.001 ), U553,

®3 AEATHRNMEERRE

SR 2 AR R AR 2 SRR L S R
S ER B t B t
55 0.13 0.75 0.21 1.29
i Hb A 22 0.21 2.60" 0.01 0.01
BTG4 0.18 1.99" -0.09 -1.06
Uil -0.04 -0.46 -0.06 -0.72
HE -0.09 -1.01 -0.02 -0.23
S E VYN 0.60 -2.19 -0.27 -1.78
PR 37 )% 0.30 3.89™
W1 (i —R 37 ) -0.77 -1.28
W2 (Bl 4 — 7 ) -1.29 -2.15"
iy i VNG RN 0.32 0.85
iR B X W2 0.67 1.78
R? 0.12 0.14
F 218" 3.76™

T ERN=  HER2=1 ; AR 1= NS, SR AR 2=tk 2K 5 b B i =k
SERIEE W W2 BERAE 5 "p<0.05, “p<0.01, " "p<0.001, X2 .

75 B A7 ) = L SR BER A B R AR A BT (264 o 24 sl 0L
DA, $RAE A A7 SR ) HR A1 FH R 2 (B=—0.18, CURAL 0 5 483y 00 i (7 45 iR B,
AERIA B (B=—0.08, CIL 0 ) . Kk, S G T S AL 7 B — AR A 4
ARt ARG E VAR AT BT, Bl 2 P2 i A AR BEAG (7 R 25 57, =
Ol SE R P E AR o I, H2a  H2b PR BIESE .

F 4 FEEIARRKTE LR

\ . 5 Bootstrap 95%CI
A BOVAE Boot SE TR TR
i 1 0.02 0.09 -0.15 0.22
LAY H AT A TP AN LR A —-0.18 0.12 -0.46 -0.01
EHbA —0.08 0.09 —0.29 0.07

SNEZ G (FA2EF2H)



R, D 1 HEBR Ah RN A @ SR B M AE $R T AR i B T RE [RS8 56— —FEX sl
BRI 2 22 £ 4T Bootstrap FF A G 36 o B8 7 , ML 52 T+ TR A S5O0 1832, Al R A (8

55 = 0 b 57 71 3 BRI GT b A7 12 - 0% IO PO S 3 [ R < E WA, R>~chng=0.041,

F(2,153)=1.68,p=0.70], [A]Hs , Mo A0 £ X6F WA S B S8 A 52 A B2 38 (B=—0.01,p=0.992) , IR AN
FELEAT AT A 2800 (FE WA A = AN 7KF_E CEREL 5 0) o X R A B A A $2 71, AN
FOERERM AR, EEUE T 500 2R,

(9N

SIS R — SIS RS IS AT T RIE , SRIE T 258 iR E o A, S RS
BTy e SR T SRR L AR R T ST A A F A B S RIS SR FH A S
—FE, AR S AEAE M AMEBILAR o B, 2 h 30 S B IS, AT T2 iR 2 P R 4t
g ) RN J AT T 4 O ST R N 2 R X o A W S T i X 7 A
fe B, N AE X — O, B AN 23 B B4 DA RO PE: ot R A 1 (57 B A 7 e 22 5, %)
LR SN S RP ZERTE =2

N Big5itig

(—)W5essic

ARSI I =TS & B, b R A G AN TRD6 T B e SE B B AR 52, 1 5 L A b
N REERE LT 9% B AR ) O BT 75 ELAT S g (R ST T o R s L0 2 o TR )
F L 0 i LR ARG ST 25 1 o LR, T 20 3 6 V9 2 R €0 P ) S 728 T 2 381) 3 S0 b A7 17 37
7 UL AR A I AR A I R A S 3 S 35 1 Pt R 5 T O b7 265 5 %) A
PRSP S R T S 3 SR A (B 25 57 50 =, 5 IR A 9 2 o 2 B B R A i
(v PRAT: f R ) B A48 (%) o A7 JBRE 22, AT 7™ A B v 1 A S 8 SR o X o M AL 7 2 W00 b3 448 7=
T 9% B L ANEAE AT TAS 23 B0 28 I 2PN R AL 1y i 457 JBAT 25 5, WL g S i Sl
A 0 225 A DU, W REUI A (X T 9% M A7 198 SR A 78 AN S ) il A1 194 0 3K Ji, O
FEAE P ST 23 BN B AN A (0 SR A M S 8% BRI, i RERARI A €00 70 2 0 57 Sof 0 S
HIB R sZ K LI ERLHI AN AZ 7= b 2RI (A 52, TV 22 AR S i S S i, U A
BRI AR S 2 R A DS R (s AR L) o

(=) HE Tk

AW I RIS TTERAE 45 i RN AT A7 7 9% A 25, R T RELABL AR R b A7 90 9%
FHICWFIE o B 5 , DA OGS R AR BRI 5T /D S AR [ AR B At 2 T8 Ay R i s i, Bk
BEFE R (2017 ) BEARERIST T BE 7 70 R 2 70 9 288 it DL A K, ARIX — 43 2 R 5 R

W o A SCI B i B - ) TAKEER N AR A &M o, 3R T+ X (KimflKramer,

2015) Fal4EPE S L (PuzakovaflAggarwal , 2018 ) Z 41, ANA Y =2 X0 HAN 3, 23 52 Wil AT f hi
UGS BR 2 b, A58 380 & B, it RS AR AN A B8 HE AR 4t 25 HE v e R R v
(Reimann?¥,2017; Chen%¥,2017) , W REAE AR A7 A ARSET F FRAMEEAG T, DA Ay i 401
N R B4 2 5 B500 (AlvarezFlFournier, 2016 )24 1 3 ATEHE o

VR ARG XS HAS I A — 2 B . DionM1Borraz (2017 )IA K H R HUAL I 2R F5T
PRV T i 0 5 AT IO IR S5 R 35 A S B ST R AT TR IR R T E R
e AT 38 A IR 55 N 53 5 B ) L B, RS PRI B b A RNA TR 1 o AR5 DUHIE B 32530 7
TE A SRR U B BB [RIRE AT DA 2 0 A7 R4 748 B, s 2 1t A7 1 2R AN

R A2 AN b A W K B R
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FETEXT TV 1 DG ZR AR IS AT 2% , 117 ELIX AP ICTE B b 57 AR 3538 T LA3E 2ok 5 4B A B4R i R )
HBRARE: SR LGN B E A MRS B, B 2 B T S O R TP i L A, R
FERT LLLLTH 2 80 I i A T AR rh AR A S — e R B G A2 o X N A5z 1 2R A58 A o 7 9 40
BRI R T2 A MR S5 ARG I R OC R R, K R T 2 A M A BB R AT
BT 2 R 2R 0] BE LU AL S P TR ek L B S, IR A AR £
et S M T /)N IR A ke T A7 38 2% IR 85 N 53 R B Bl i G PR 5 T At 2
A2 0] 55 (DionAlIBorraz, 2017 ) , £ /5 1 v 7H 2% /S B

(Z)EHER

ARSON UE A S B A S M E B PR B S < DA B RR g AR T 3
UL 57 ARG T e A S R o 3 R R E TP IR 2 T IRk iy i 2 e M7 U i 1
Sl I /NG W ) N o9 2 B = e i <9 N 1 8 2 o = e s = B 1 R ES B B <311l A R AN E [ 6
B (85 55,2013 ), T 2R X H O FE WA 2 AL A R i A1, s LA R A N T i
TEARZAGBE T AR A B AP A T 3 I i A T S B2 T3, A SRR R FT R AR 2 AU
FAEIERE.

BEAMATIESE KB, A DT REAR AT R 14 S R S AN XA A b A7 9 SEBR B THE A, T2 A b
Nt B AL ) AT 3% RS A A — 2 BB LA 2 M S $2 Tt (H 5 A2 S PR AL Y b o7 Jid 2
b N2 AT KB, AR S A m e il Dy A1 0 DG 3 T L TS PR g b 67 2 A < b
A7 b T E e M b T S BB M AT TAOA 7oA o 30 T35 A SR ) R BOR e A — 2 1
Jas  E—E R b SR T M A AN AN B A A B MR, BN ARAT AN L in A4 i< 3R
19,

()BT R BR 5 fe 2

A SR FRAT B 4, SEgR AR rb i A B B O SCFEa (BT L L
NIERXZF A, i R i sl 55 o v REAS [ A48 ZX0TE 9% 35 B RESCR AN ]
I, AR IS AT LSRR AR FDE AN IRGEAI SR 2516 AR fl e A R 2 1 HaR A
SCERSRERT T S S AR S P2 iy (H R PR (A 02 5 5 TE G A SE A A BE B S XSS #15
BARE a0, i 2E BN R PR, & O 5T S50 B A AN T2 53, ARSR BT 5T AT DLt — 20 2% j&
72 ST A EZ I, R R P AR B A MBS AR R S S AL A E AP S BAE R, A
T 2% 25 AT RE AL S i R 0 A S KCE B 3RAS 67 2%

e, AR E UL AU S HERR (Chend, 2017 ) 3X Hept A8 P 4T REAS WEALIN i R BT 0
Bt A TR X AR A A DR APRAS A T A 43 M DN S RS A« 36 2 A5 R A AT LA 3
1 SN AER 23 B 8030 5 LS4 A H (1 4R 27 23 et 4 A T O R PG TR AT A2 X
KA AR R AT B 25 2 S XA AT 2238 T RE ) 1 % J BT A P BELAR: 73X W REJ& AR AEL
HRFFE R J5 ) .

FESEH
[LIBRIEFE, A706 T. WIRAD G AT 52 T8 32 Al 2 —— 1 e B 15 2000, B3 0. e PR HEIT 4, 2017, (3): 135-143.
(214 Befl, X ACBH, H2 2 , 5. MRS CEX T 238 MO SR A T o R i [J]. (D FE2E4R 2017, (2): 273-284.
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Status Compensation: The Effect of Brand
Anthropomorphism “Brand as a Servant”
on the Purchase Intention

Zhou Yijin', Mao Shiman*, Chen Xiaoyan'
(1. School of Communication and Design, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510006, China;
2. Wenzhou Children’s Library, Wenzhou 325000, China )

Summary: Many brands work on strengthening brand bonds and building interpersonal
relationships with consumers via anthropomorphism. However, different characters of brand
anthropomorphism attract different consumers, and researches on this issue are rather limited. This study
explores how a consumer’s subjective status influences his/her buying intention over two types of the
anthropomorphic brand: “brand as a servant” and “brand as a partner”. Through three experiments, we
find that:(1)The “servant brand” makes consumers feel that they have higher status than the brand,
whereas the “partner brand” makes consumers feel relatively equal with the brand.(2)Consumers’
purchase intention to anthropomorphic brands is moderated by their subjective status: individuals with
lower subjective status have significantly higher purchase intention to the “servant brand” than the
“partner brand”; while individuals with higher subjective status have no significant difference in the
purchase intention on the two types of anthropomorphic brands.(3)The moderated mediator analysis
shows that individuals with lower subjective status perceive that the “servant brand”(vs. the “partner
brand” )provides significantly stronger sense of status which in turn increases their purchase intention;
this compensation mechanism does not exist among consumers with higher subjective status — they do
not perceive the difference in the sense of status provided by the two anthropomorphic brands, and
therefore show no significant difference in the purchase intention.(4 )The actual change of the consumer
status by anthropomorphic brands does not affect the purchase intention, what really matters is
consumers’ perception of the “sense of status provided” by anthropomorphic brands.(5)Such
compensation mechanism is independent of the product type, that is, no matter the product is a hedonic
or a utilitarian one, individuals with lower subjective status have significant preference on the “servant
brand”(vs. the “partner brand”). Theoretically, this paper focuses on the social attributes of brand
anthropomorphism and its impacts, and the results provide new evidence for the social interaction effect
brought by brand anthropomorphism. Moreover, this study not only extends the research on status
consumption from the field of material consumption to service experience and brand relationship, but
also extends the research on status management of consumers from luxury products to ordinary
products. In practice, this study points out that the focus in consumer status management is to provide a
sense of status, rather than bringing an actual change of the consumers status. Moreover, when marketers
design brand anthropomorphism strategies, the “servant brand” will benefit more in the middle- or
lower-class markets, in the second- or third-tier cities, and when consumers are in the situation of status
threat.

Key words: brand anthropomorphism; role-anthropomorphism; subjective status; status

consumption; compensatory consumption
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