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T Gse g H GRS , b o 17 ar TR b, AR G BR ME s i
FORFRBUE 2117 31 %1 (Ghosh FlIRao, 2014 ) AR A 1113 & J JC5E Mk A5 B
PEREHEAL TR, A AT LA3E 5 F A oty B A S Ll R A A, LA 5 B AR B
FAEE 0y 2 SR AL A O i S B B T LME B T M2 %ﬂéﬁ%mu&/ﬁ{m
FELIG BRI , 3 1 PE LTI B H AL 3G 1 5 258 ™ b i U e . IRl 15 2
FIETH T W KPR R ) — A~ B 2L A5 (SatishfIBharadhwaj, 2010) , {5 B Y £ "E
FES2 W0 A T 2 I I S ok, o /b B4 B2 T B0 2 A0 A R Y D3R (Kasper 3,
2010) o Rt , A4 A 368 18 7™ it s B FE — s PR B P LA 8 V0 9 38 WA DG 7™ it ¥y 3L, A )
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TEE BN Beth(1983—), B 44 & )78 K SR F BT , A4 4 507
FAAR (1991—) , B ABEIFE K FBF ML R A
36h 2 (1988—), 5 il sk K5 7 F R B HI (B AAEH).
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T P D A B PR AR, 245 2505 B TCIE R AR TIH 9 & R A T R B, o=
i A2 2 7 i 22 TRL AR | DA R st 1 B SAN T BT 140 7 i 5 BN 23 In R T 2 iy o
FEMESE (Lurie, 2004) , 38 25 B4 Ny 9% 2 (0 A A1 G040 1E 17 o 45 9 9% 5 7 A e O TR 2
(Ghosh#1Rao, 2014 ; GarausZs,2015) . 1M %4 % H 2% (consumer confusion ) #% £k 114 2% % il —
AL RS X 2838 AN A SR A 45 1 T2 0 (Lomax 35, 2015) o BRI, TH 9% 35 R 2%
WA T PSS, W vk & /K (AlarabiflGronblad , 2012) & § (Wobker:,
2015) i (Lu:,2016) . HJiki (Leek F1Kun, 2006) #4355 App (Ghosh#l1Rao,2014) . 4 Flt Ik
% (Shukla%¥,2010)3E 21k AW s , 1 283 TR R (T 3% 5 R — R 5 A F|
FAM A FRE AT N, A0 (B AER ) WS (U, Mitchell 2, 2005 ; Walsh%5,2007) f&51E ¥
HIE & R (1, WalshFIMitchell ,2010; Tjiptono%s,2014) .t [ 1 #4£ 4 (40,
MitchellZ%, 2005 ; Kasabov, 2015 ; Moon%5,2016 )% . n] UL, 4V & 45 52 55 TAEE 1 B2 <n
AL A 50 7= i B A anfry A A R G % TR O 2R B R Y 2 TR O AT T
IRIEAL TG [R5k (A —

IE PR R Gk, 3 2% 8 PR R Ry B8 A I G T R AT A R R I ARk, B ) A%
W E R EME TGS, TN A E BRI E R, b s | R 07 3% 2 R 2l iR
H #i /™ 5 (ScardamagliafllDaly, 2016 ) . [l 4Nk 8 22 1) SCER I 4f Bl 5831 2% 38 TR 2 i i
At RN 2 A H SR IESE 1T ] PN A T 9 TR R STk i LB IR L A D0 T 2%
F R 2R R R 25T JE 6% B TR A S e % I SRR B AR B, 145G BRI 2 TR 2
WES N IR AEE SRS VA AN RIS, 1 I 2 Ry g R A e S A8 1 dd i AE A
SEUFZE S A LR L, M T I B R s SR e Je 4 T ARSI, LA S |
2R BT B R B B 25 I A b S8 45 TAR BRI —E A E AR

—. HBRERRHBSNIE

ST IR RIS S 1 T vt o 5 e R R A DR AP Ui, SR ) 2 3 e S T T 90 2 AT
(1) 2E X (Foxman?§, 1992) , AH 3¢ SCHR 3 2400 hy i R BRI 0 SR SRR BLPE 2 1 2 7 2k i
Ji PRI 2% 4 B PR (A, Miaoulis FID’ Amato , 1978 ; Levy fllRook, 1981) .FoxmanZi A (1990) %
IR, BT i R B R A 1 S B R T AR A IX 50 FE o8, T8 0 B AT R Pl e A IR =R Ry 1
G-l 2ot PR 2K —AE A, Foxman 5 A (1992) MIH 235 i R B AL BRI 71 B2, BT T IR 2%
S5 AHEME SRR ARA UMY 22 5 T B i R R S A T 2 0 A
TR AR I S PR A5 , BT 28 R3O 48 XY 21 it WA AR s L P 2R AEAE A
LIPS, 3 2 3 AR AR RL it R AN it L) 194 Jem P R ) A T 30 T Bt 7™ A P 15 O
MBS 2B AT AR R0 9% 8 RO UK AR AR S B2 ), A AEAE 11 2% 8 0 B i ™
AL _E o Mitchell fllPapavassiliou (1999 )35 Hi , 24 BN G R 10 7= i Bl S HE RIS B
it Z2 0, 3R E SRR R A S FHRVE AR R I 2 R BRI SR A
FRAR RIS 1 I 2 TR 2%, (BRI 11T b IR0 23 18 CAn b R3] ) | 200 T T 2
A 2 A% 5 b 2 77 A R S 52 (A 715 B R 2 TG i — R 2 77 il B D RE A
PR AR WA ISR ) | (AT FATT i LR 1) T 2l o TR ARSI Jo T Al A T 90 5 o B AT 2 T3
— R, 5 R 1S R ST 2 R RN, o AN E 47 R 3] — et 7 it o 4, Turnbull 55 A
(2000) I\ A, T P8 NG TH P B e G BAC B AR R B IEHbEYRR H 247 H A
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PR SSAE B o 1X — P AR T2 1Y 3 (Matzler FlTWaiguny , 2005 ; Sachse, 2010
WobkerZ§,2015) AR, 1% LSRN I A H & 1 R BB A AT S AR R4
PN IZE SR BT M e 13 2% R BRI IR R , 20 Z2 W% 17 T 9 2 L LR A () 21 i

FAL L, BT R ERAEAR LSR8 AARTE SN RS 58 T 7™ A 1 S s RN 2 0 28
RS, PRI AT S 38 DLOFR)Z TR & BT 9 3 TR R — A BRSSO B 72, HURR
JJETE PR B = WA P 09 B AR FNFT A (Leek AMKun, 2006 ) o [A B, A 2= F AN IH 38 &
D] R — i BRSSP JBR AR T AN PR AR o 1T 2 AT BE g L (fi 45
AT S M AR B F ANEB M5 B (Schweizerds, 2006) o 5 IAFIRL A A 5T T A7-AE (1) [] 128
fBL, AR T BB 5 BT DA B SRR A K B T 9 3 TR R, 30 2% TR B B RN 45
R ARV ) .0, Edward Fl1Sahadev(2012) I WFFEHE — 045 th , 1 93 IR RO 1 9 A e — 1>
AL AR BN TEW A5 SR IR EE T R B R R 2 10 BRIR S 5 Ozkan 1
Tolon (2015) 18 2 & R 2XE OMTH 28 5 EALBIE BAPEAL &2 A2 el R vp i £ 18 7 28
I BT 22 D T AR A RO B A

52 I, Mitchell 55 A (2005) UL J Garausf1Wagner (2016) ¥\ , 15 25 4 R 202 —A>
ZYE FER &, R B 5 TR R N R AR N 1% A AT (cognition ) ([ /8% (affection ) Fl1 3
(conation) =7 THIHEAT o Fe - LA TAJHI 285 SR RO B SRR Bt T 9% 3 TR i Sk o A
Walsh&E A (1999) RS , A TIA KT 2% 2 RO 48 1 9 8 72 MW SE D SR ME A B Bt A —
FRANLE O BIIRES , 3XPRAS 23 A 1] 52 e 2 2 A5 B AR B AN DR SR e J7 , PR T 2 (7 2%
O IR P - Kasabov (2015) BUBIFFE E—2 F 5 T Walsh?% A (1991) B 572 , ik g i 2%
R B — O AN IE 50 A T R AN A 1 R AR5, & S B0 9 A TR (5 B B AR
B BT R Bl B X i (IR GS ) TH PR DA 2 S

AL, 20 = AR AR B R R TETH 9 3 i WL DR Rl R Jrg ke ke 19 2 2 TR B A
2P AMEY K [, N TR AN TS 31 5 o A SCFE A AN AL LR B PR b A £ 1)
fitth -, Wy Walsh%% A (1999) L) K Kasabov (2015) 158 X, #5114 2 4 IR B AL 8 T e B 1e ks
FETH PRI T 7= A 0 S RN 22 () O BRIRAS  3X AP 3RS 208 T s b 5 R
R AN BRI 5 R 2%, HL (0 TH 9% 8 75 B A PR A% v ) I e R B A IR DL

=, HRERRHEESNE

TEFE T IH 8 R B ) BE A L, 2235 T T LA B 4 B S s vk A T 1T o o
S BRI SE DO BN B AR B 8 R W 2 o TR 53 S o RT3 0 TR 2K (Huffman 1
Kahn, 1998) . G4 R 2% A7 23 IR 2, LA R A 2 R IR 2 Fn O 2 R I =% (Mitche AN
Papavassiliou, 1999 ) %5 Z Fp 24 Y | {5 I35 A8 Fa) S AF LY A4 F8 B o8 X R 565 E 1 26 ] =4
A T8 9 R B R T 5T Y STk, 22k B FSchweizer® A (2006 ) , Wash% A
(2007) L S GarausFflWagner (2016 ) FRIFE o HoH, B R SCHRER FP - DR A= R 1ok
VEHEATIH B R R R R, J5 — e SCHRAE t R 0t B SR 13 2% 5 AE AN R
IREERZ0 T 1 UL HURAZ BT 153 B SR G PRI AS [R] B0 £

Rk Schweizer A (2006) FIWash% A (2007) ¥4 R 2867 A5 (AR IR R T B 2 T
R AR E TR N A AR I E AR 25 5 A T I i N R AE R R 25 57

Schweizer%: A (2006 ) A IH 2835 X FM SR AE BAIAJN H &, AL IS O B2 v (5
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3.7 (information rate ) A 2 PRIRE v (0 SRR B, 2 T 8 3803000 31 2% 2 TR 2R B iy, LA
HKeiih, Schweizerd§ A (2006 ) 75X 7 I 755 B PR R B 45 BAE DG SCHRIEA 7 17 Il st ) Sl -,
PERETT RES | LT 20 R /MR IR 2=, 38 NS P e i S R R A 70 28 T R TR R
PE R T BT A UE P 75381, A5 81 T 25402 B, 43906 R 4 22 AR (30 ) Bt
(7ASERI) S 4 (3SR ) o J& 1 (3SR ) (&b (30 ) | Al (61 REI) 75
AMFFIEZERE % 3R AR A T HI 5 175 5 B PR RT3 283 R & (U220 )R
FRT RGBS UM IR TSR 45 R 0 2 o3 M R R 4 B, AR BT
A2 TR T NG IR 2R [ P R &2 i ) e st BR R 1 2 e i RN 2 e

Walsh% A (2007 ) W] BT 2535 %65 77 it o™ it 5 B RIA RN A0, TR & 1 9 9 38 PRI et
] (consumer confusion proneness) & % o A1 T7E BT 1 AY 1 #2 H , 255 MiaoulisFl
D’Amato (1978) .Loken%: A (1986 ) L) ) Sprotles K endall (1986 ) %5 A FIBIF5 i 1 , i i 45
R F oM GG UEPE R T8, LT 1F & T 94 H B3, I 3% 35 AR IR 28 (24~ i,
el TR 2277 i Z NAIAEAE AU , FRARMESE 5 258 7 i) B8 28 PR = (3N, e R
(7= A5 B AR FRARMESEA T4 28 X 43 FIVSOR PR] 25 (4R, e X g K 7= it g s i, 6
AR /D 3w B B T8 53 197) =/ Y- AR 1 9% 2 PR e AR DU R 248 T 2 X A
[F] 7 i AR A D b AT e SN 380 A A DL B 5 2k PR R 8 1 2 2 R TG B 2 10 7 i [
SRS T5 S A S B RN B g e A et BT 58 07 T ST JR R 380 1 R YRR 2 5 A8
PRI SRR VF 91 2 7 A 3 — SO O Sl A R T %) 7 i {5 S T J R 81 ) PR AR B =5 I
TE1Z R T K R Z T, Matzer Ml Waiguny (2005 ) 76 76 28 i 4 7 -5 1H 3 & R 2t o8
280 Bl TR SR AR DL PR 2 (S A R ) 7 2 TR 325 (47 R ) RIS T T PR 22 (37 Rt
T) =Y BT AR B 0 TR RORE JE, LI 7R g UL & 2 B U 2 T Walsh S5
(2007) AORIFFE S & 1) I T B 3 TR R ) it 3R A, S SRR L DG 3 B T vy, AL IR 2 A5
PRI | 2 PR R — 48 8 o 3R 0 )k 3 AR 2 o R o ) R il it T L, H A BT
SR (U, Sachse4s,2010; Alarabifl1Gronblad, 2012 ; Wang#1Shukla,2013; Tjiptonofff "
2014;Shiu,2015) .

IEAER  TERE I T WE9EIE 9 5 R ) 22 7e e Bde i TR G T WF9E I 9
T R BN 175 LRI B 2 R R A I AR B 7 I B LA K 7 Bl 4E i (Garaus fllWagner, 20135
Garaus?:,2014) . %5 F it , Garaus FllWagner (2016) 15 K % &8 1 )5 14 3% 4 1) £ MR,
A VIR AN ST A T T 6 R Bl e , HEAE LAl Lo S BRI IT5E (WI R R 1Y
Az R B RN H SRl R A S ST N T RS R S BT AR PR AN A
KBNS AT ) , e T & AL S 1348 (T H ) 597 2% 38 R 0w 36 o i m R 1 3%
R R X A3 e R 2R AN H < AR IR U RY) CRTIR R (43 H AR
() ERA I & A B =R ) (R B R R (61T H : ToBI Y (A B Ay A R ER Y 2k 2
(1) = HN W 7 B R =Y SRR ORI SR =4 R BRLGE A
B TR SR A N A R i T HUE R TRE RS AR MR RUR , B & ok
(AR ) e e , A LA A 5™ s i) A AR A8 R WA R it — 2D B o

O AEI2 %A FIEA TSR R 1 R i, DA IR R B SR T A S S 1) 439 7 e i 9 13RI X IO R S350 < A IR

(annoyed .irritated ,unnerved) , TN HI4E J (efficient . careful .productive . highperformance), & s 4 J& (helpless ,lost .awkward ,baffled \weak ,

overstrained)
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AN FE— B STE /AT b, AT P2 D B — 4 J32 St v 2 2 IR 28, B AT 2% 3 TR
BRI B — 7 T Ry 4 1 Sk E AT i G0, Wobkers (2015) ZERFFE £ AT Ml 4 8 2 25 TR 2%
i, LA SprotlesFlKendall (1986 ) 7 2% # Dok KU 1 38 LAl BT 1 41 IR I 137 2%
PR SR 0 1 2 A R R B A S AN B R R A TR R AN Gy, B
FHEAR IR 2k g 47 & . Al OzkanfTolon (2015 ) FEMF T I 45 FH P A N B BB 2 I 4
X B3 5 W s, B3 P 3 AL 6 T R 2RI 2 I R R

M, HHEERRNZMEER

AL TRT A 3% 8 TR R A8 P Tk R 85 ) 4 AR R T, 0T AR 1 SRR T 2 2 PRI
e AR R BRI N 45 SR 2 O PR I ) 4387, 48 BE R o WO AE IR R 48—, (HJR X
L AR 78 T 2 R B9 h TR0 2 e 1 A T 25 it 37 ) S 28 T 2 [l ek 3R 0 2% 4 T
B R AR o R SR AR B A IR AT A T BT I B TR X — [ 2 E T TR
()2 T TR ST, U -0 2 35 TR R i PR A i, AR G SCHREE N & LR Bk R TH S
PRI Z 52 e PR 28R A3 oA AT DA 5 T8

(—MERZHMNER

572 ok 55 A R B EA BB RIS SR 8 A 3 % 8 o R e 1t
FERYTIfE (Cohen, 1999) o 7E52MYH 25 & R 2R A5 B2 H R P (5 B8 28 M5 BB 58
R G BB M2 8] T B2 0 R,

B, BT P AL BE B RE A B (DharFllSimonson, 2003 ) , {5 B 2308 &y
Kok I ay EME (OppewalflKoelemeijer,2005) , i3 £ 1) £ & 5200 2% & I 2%
(Kasperd¥,2010) o AT = EAEMEEAS BB 2S5 1H 208 R0 C R BT, Wit 7 — 13 (i
JEISHY ) %3 (BEA S N B4 S8 e ) S, 45 SRk B BBCE: 574 3% 3 TR 2 g 35 1B AR G
(Jacoby5¥, 1974 ) o IEAF KA =5 M5 B AR AE B Bt A (5 B By W42, i —
A T AT 2 R RZ i 25 5 kB, T 9% 38 TR RS 15 B A A IEAR G L (5 8
R XHH 2 R B F 300 A 8.3 (OzkanF1Tolon, 2015) o FH AT UL, 22 A6 05 B AR
5H T E R Z M X RIERIE G — SIS, (5 B E G i ey e 5 B 302 Rk 7 2
UE—2D e B IA)

HK , Lee fKun (2006 ) 5T~ H [ 2% - F i 938 19 I & B0 5 SO (5 B 2
23 FBOH P R Shukla®F A (2010) 76 AE S 2 TH 4387 TH 9% 3 R 2 iy 5 e R 2R it g
T 2 R O YE T 28 O A K A5 B, Tovk i DG B DL R TG A [ 2
5 B oE MATE AT SEUERF Y & B, 15 SO 28 (5 BT (5 8 vh 28 BB ) 35 1E 1) 5 M VY
B R b (5 B SR 5 SR P T RN A% B A (Wang flIShukla,
2013) ;{7 B 5 B8 AN R IR TE AR 915 BAFAE A AHF JE 115 O (Leek F1Kun, 2006 ) .

AR, AR 2 N IS Th (5 B3 R B 5 B2 R & T 5 R
5 ANE DL SR B o 8 2 7 B0H 38 TR 2% (Garaus 55, 2014) .

()= )Z TR E

77 it AR DL SRV B TR B A i — > e LR A B AL, A G SRk 3 AR TR e R R
F S A TS T
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Ho— 77 it Jm M 5 23 TR ™ ol A6 S PE AR Bl 25 3 B0 9% 34 R 2% (Turnbull 55,
2000; Leek FiChansawakit, 2006 ) , 417 i AN B AR I o [RIE , 7= i B ST S PELTE I 23
(IR v 473 ¥ 25 7 2 £ £ (Wakefield flIBlodgett, 1999) , 411, i TE G2 £ 2 714 2 & %ot
B RN 75 2 (Mltchell 55, 2005) WL, 7 i P A T J@ PR RN TSI J@ 4 J T i A
PIPERS ] e S 20N & R 2 % F 1S A W7 Shukla % (2010) A SEUERFFE A5 3] THESE , %
IF5E % 8™ St A T S P R TC IR P (A RE D 350 1 ) 52 0 3 2 o TR R B TR 2 PR T
J& MR UPE B FETE , 2 22 00 )7 i e B R T 2% 35 IR =R 52 el XL R 22— (Mitehell LA
Papavassiliou, 1999 ; Schweizers, 2006 ) o 411, AP A 5 B0 B WA PR IR B 26 4S540
T P T AN IR 2% (Arboledafil Alonsa, 2015 ; MoonZ$:,2016) o 4, 7= b I &
Ze it 2 P EOH P 2 Leek FKun (2006) 55 48 i, 76 0 B L I 3, T4 9% 3 TR 2%
JE—A LU B TR R, T 7 v AR SR 2 2 L T 3700 2 2 R 8 = ZE R IR

HZ = s 51 38 R TS BT AR B Firik Ak = 553 04 3L, T 9%
BN PR AR 55 AR T RS TR RO NS (Turnbull &, 2000 ) , 2R A% 28 LA K 2 2= 00 &
Wik R AT 2 3O T R R L, PP R85 BUAE AR A0 B 43 L 25 07 T, R
A G 2% 5 R 2% (Kruger Ml Vargas , 2008 ) . 41, MishrafiiMishra (201 1) #fF58 & B, 761 3K
{ERFR B ST, ZE BRI 20% AN LE R A (H G 25 20% 19 T v 2 18], T8 2% 38 A0 jn) T8 im0, i
SR AR T BT SR SO TR 3N, v B HISE H 5 (2014) 3T E 1864
KA R TF () SE IR A AR AR A B, 7 Al A X 23 X R A 43 LU 26 S REAEAE S e, G H:
SETEMTMS LU AR i , 3 R 2SI ] 48

()WY A Z ) R 2=

WER—A YRR AR 36 0 A5 B 2, T 23 SO RBAR A7 M 40 453X S PR B AR AT,
S I 2 U DL C B, 1 T3 201 2 5 N =% 7412 (Beverland 55, 2006 ) o -4
W9 B AE S W Y 2R55 ()35 5K (Yalch#lSpangenberg, 1990) i (%, (Bellizi%: , 1983 ) (AT

Y (Areni fl1Kim, 1994) S bk (Deborah, 1995 ) &5 Il S XF 7 2% & YE£E A o & %2,

Schweizer®F A (2006 )42 H 1 55 W ) PR BT A7 B IRBOR A9 T 9% 28 TR 20 aBt Bk 2
KT EZ B EARE R, BRI AEA A FE IR . U, Garaus% A (2014) i@ i & 5K
VIR, P 16 MY B , N N BT R Akt S 2R =N HERE AT T 5%
PRI 2R 0T 9 25 R B s ), 25 5 B, AR ) 25 PN VR B B 28 B A T JBE L R R T L B 2
SUN =N/ N S R WU A UL S £ S SN U N O DN T e S A € =Y S OB E|
T R MBI AN PR BYTE 508 SR « H SRR V5 I A48 s A s 4 DR 28 I 2508 /i 2%
R RIS, Shiu (2015) 38 2L A2 8515 20 R b PREE LA SR 8] 14 52 I =~ 48 B > D £ 7
B3 T TR A8 AR R IR R, 235 5 2 B, 3 S A el R 2R 1 1) 2 i R R TR 225 R ot 82 R
B -5 BOR PR BN AR DG o A1, 7635 S0 Bl s A A vy, SERE B A 0 5 1 9% 3 TR B
Z [BIH o 250 B 2 (Sachse®,2010) o

(M)IH B MARZ H A R

TH 2 WA Z MG B 7 i WP R SE AN R R B, s STH R E A 3A X
(Mitchell%,2005) , K AMA)Z A R R W32 2] T 223 TR AN OCT: , T2 M D 4eit
FENEANCIRFAE P 7 1H

FEN TG HRRE 7 I, AR M5 A2 A TR BE I 2 i 2% 2 R 2R AR A DG 1Y)
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ZEIB R ZAE B AE S M 2 T8 . U, TurnabullZE A (2000) #F 5848 Y, ZERHE 7= 57, i
T B L Lo 2 LB T 2% T 4% 5 R IR 2K Mitehel 155 A (2005) 458 1, A
LR REEEWAER , AR T Lg b R 2 RS B HE 2405 B R 1 A
FET T, A 38 208 i IR 255 X IE PE AT AT (2011) (LR TR (RS B A Sk SE
Boh FHON T WK AR, Wobker: A (2015) BYSEIE M 26 WA 70 v 1w, Bk L
PR 2 T R KT (4 PRI, LT 2% DR Bt o A A A 388 I o 14 0 el el O A4S
ST BRAT SCHR B AT L A JE DAV T 3 A DV SRR S 2 B IR e 2R, D G it
XTI 2% TR R 52 1 1T e 5 LR T 2R R 5 6

FEC IR J7 T , Mitchell 55 A (2005) 2047 1T ANER 8 PEAS 2L B IAHIXURS 2% 2T XURS
PRI RAS APE A IR SR AE LA S T 9% 5 TR A A O BRI AR i, (R 5%
AR BR T HES I 92 B Ak, AHOCSEIEAF ST & 3, W22 (Shukla®,2010) LUK H A
B3 N B Y (OzkanfTolon, 2015 ) 571 2 4 R 2 IE ARG s B0 AR | H FRAAE K
s B AL PREE I (OzkanF1Tolon,2015) GAFIVC L (Garaus%, 2014 ) | 3 BT ] 58 14
(Matzler?,2011) LA Ui Hh A A0 4% ARG SR IA T (Luds, 2016) 5545 & 57 9% 3 TR 2%
A BEAM , MatzlerdF A (2011) Y SEUERFFE IR 2B, AN BT 1) 7= S R A7 1] 52 0 T
PH W,

I bSO BT L& B, 56 -3 2 3 TR KR 1) R 38 19 S UE AT 3 T LAT 2 B0 A A8 5T
FRAE, HAF I T — 24 3 4518 o[ DT 3% 8 IR F S AR, = IR SI2 1Y
RIS SR B SCHk i R B R 7E | B 5 8O S SIESS e R 438, BHAT T IH 3% %
REHLE I E— 20 BB R U LR 5B 7= 5 A EREE LR 9% 3 IR IO 2 1 4 S )
SN R R AT T B4

®1 HBERAROZWER

EALIESE L] AR A B RFVEFT
HEJE M 5 BB A5 BB (5 B hR Jacoby%F (1974) ; Shukla%F (2010)
o o S ) 2 g 3 ) ==
,fI:l P 1%-‘%‘$ ,fglzxi;f @ \’fl:l 1%\%)?% @ \'fl:l ;E\E% I‘i\ Garaus%(2014)
77 R ;@@Eﬁrﬁﬁ{uﬁ SRR LeekFIKun (2006 ) ; Shukla%¥ (2014)
P AR : . T
LR R T glg‘;ff MMishra (2011); e EARAIE H
| BN IS AR 21248575 | Sachsed¥(2010) ;G £2(2014) ;
WAL | RBIRIRY I\j\]ﬁ;ﬁ;g?\ﬁ%%%ﬁiggﬂh si?u?§i5> .
PNEE:Ras - TurnbullZ (2000) ; MitchellZ5 (2005 ) ;
, PR AR 2B R o ’ ’
FFIE WobkerZs (2015)
ﬁ%% ,ﬁﬂfﬁ\ﬂﬂiﬂfg%ﬁ‘ﬁﬂfﬁg@%afﬁﬁ@ ;:‘f}/':)\ ShuklaZs (2010) ; Matzler?: (2011) ;
M O FARIE JE | FIFRAUARR fi5 KA IREE J) (7 i Al Garaus?: (2014 ) ; OzkanFl1Tolon (2015) ;
PO RS EATAT SR GAIDCECEE LuZ (2016) ’ ’
AR TR Uy

GBI ARG A S SRR B

T, HBEERRHZmER
M SCEA B AT LA B, 515 9% A REA AL Bk A SN SE HRI N, , 12215
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BERRAUNLS 3K AR R A O FRAR S AL S A 3538 R AR T A O3 A T8, i H 2
SEMAAT S SR SE TS (ShuklaZs ,2010; Lomax %5 ,2015) 258K E , A XTI 2 E R =K
SEMSS FAIFT FZ00 KOS 3% OB N 1) sE 0 RIS 3% 54 1k 5 1 (A S0 G K T
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A Review of Research Context of Consumer Confusion and
Future Prospects

Tu Hongwei'!, Xia Junjun!, Guo Gongxing?
(1. College of Tourism, Fujian Normal University, Fuzhou 350108, China;?2. Business School, Shantou
University, Shantou 515063, China)

Abstract: Consumer confusion refers to uncertain and anxious state of mind in specific
consumption environment, which mainly stems from some fuzzy factors, such as similarity production,
overload information and ambiguous information, and can lead to judgment mistakes and suboptimal
selection by consumers in information processing. Recently, the internet carrying a large amount of
information has become the main channel of consumer information search, resulting in increasingly
serious consumer confusion problem. Furthermore, confused consumers will show a series of
psychological or behavior, which are not beneficial to enterprises, such as abandonment or
postponement of purchase, the reduction in trust and satisfaction, negative word of mouth. Therefore,
consumer confusion area has attracted more and more attention from foreign scholars in recent years.
Through a literature review, this paper firstly elaborates the conceptual connotation and structural
dimensions of consumer confusion, and then summarizes antecedents & consequences of consumer
confusion. And then on the basis of existing empirical conclusions, it constructs an integrated model of
consumer confusion, and finally raises directions in future consumer confusion research, to attract
attention to consumer confusion research from domestic scholars and provide some certain marketing
enlightenment for enterprise practioners.

Key words: consumer confusion;similarity confusion;overload confusion;ambiguous confusion
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