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P AR A 1 A= A2k (Prins Fl Verhoef, 2007 ), % T 225040\l SE IR B FI) 538K R 45
& EAEH (ZsifkovitsMGiinther, 2015 ) o #77 i (IE LT & 551 2 BT WHE LR &S,
THE%E 1 2 REE 1 B A HE 4 ik S 9 (Montaguti®s , 2002 ) AR T AR, JLH4ER B
77 i R G SCRRAR S 18T i K 2950% 19 1= 2 MR ( Castellion FiMarkham, 2013 ), I H A AE47]
U4 (Gourville, 2006 ) , A AFFEEE 245 1, 5™ b R B 5118 50%—90% ( Andrew 1 Sirkin,
2003) B = R WOR 30T BTG 3 AR BN, 20044F , 32 [ 4l R i 2 K
MR 3% T 2990012 KK IT (Clancy &, 2006 ) , 1fii 55 —HUAFFE IFE Y, PRGEIE 2% 5 (FMCG ) 70% 92k
W% T BT A E 200647 R 1 10042 KR IT A9 A 152 4% 9% o A HT 2R IR BB A8 KAk 5E A )
(Bayus&§,2003 ), fRFRE A HE /™ AR WA W K IBIEE TR ¢ (Hess, 2009 ) , 2 7] g F: 805
24512k (Heidenreich#l1Spieth, 2013 ), X E 8 TS S A A Q8 B9 R A 25 & i G HEA 5 (Liao
Cheng,2014),
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SEAH IR T B — A R R T 3B TR R S A S A — e R
BT (Kuismad§,2007 ), B X QT 52 AG B R 0 BELASAE T, 2 6008 26 iy 32 22 R
(HeidenreichfISpieth,2013) . 4K , [ 19604ERogers 7 & & WA 5T LIk , RA4E 5 T4
B AR A oY SR RE R (HE SETT X SR BRI 5T T LT 58 B e B = b R A 1)
FEAE 5174 5 1l (SzmiginfllFoxall, 1998 ) . 1 ., I SCERZEAR KA EE I /s i —FpesgAsfb>
P . , BB RS i, 2 X B 7= b ol IR 45 (4 st , T LT 9% 2 B RECR A BB 1) 7= b 5 R 55
(Ram, 1987 ) . WA AL Z ol A S5 Ry P8 AR5 BRHETE | U A 9 SRk 21
BB A G S (Lapointe®F, 2002 ) . S2Pr_E , BRI 28 4 AT 4 R R B35 A58 R 45 81
B &/ —FE 2 (SzmiginflFoxall, 1998 ), SR TAHT ™ HWF 78 o B T8 9% A T WA SR AR AR KA
VA 5 2 T O SR A 4 SR (Claudy 45 ,2015) KB LK B BIF5E R BRAE R 40 54 o
FH FOBIHT SCHR & 28 X3 (GatignonflIRobertson , 1989 ) , 1M & TR B Pt 8 M58 76 50 EHIAH
471> (MohtarFllAbbas, 2014 ) , X FiR L HUR7E T JLAEA 15 2]k

H 4204 B DA S B R 5, A T 2 QIR LI A S 4326 e R 26
Wi Je 5% | T IR R s S5 [ B A AP A TR HEAE T JUAF B T 8 =F i i AR, X A B A T B
SR B T T B R B TR AR A SO A T S R BT A I AR
AT T IR, X AR 58y AT T B

=, HEEUFENES SRR

TH PG QPR S — B AY 2 15 T (Mohtar FlTAbbas , 2014 ), GU B ) FiidH 248 AT
FEAE A X A AL, R EAE SoFP g il ] pR A2 21 BRI, AR 2 RO 7 ORI 3
H ./ A H (Brehm, 1966 ) o SEF5 L, TR EANARXT AR AL 0 [N o A7 AE AR AT SR 1R 26 e Ty sk
BARASHM A 2 (Knowles MILinn, 2004 ) , 11X £6 1% 7 AT iy 5 BUAFS BEA—B il Z B L5
HriE A R A (S B 53 (Dursun fllK abadayi, 2013 ).,

JUAE R AT B AL £ 6T 1B S s ol e U T BB R B Y (H i TR A R S B fE
(Robertson, 1971 ), P17 14 % & X5 Q8 9 ) b 1] BB J& SCHEAY , i BB 2 X B9 (Cornescufll
Adam,2013) o WS 3% B AR 28005 , A T mT BeX B ai = AR fodh , B, B b LT 2
T 25 N 0 — R L )2 N7 (Ram, 1989) , T BT R 405 HUAE R AT I N7 32 2244 1 R 1 i
1 (Lapointe5,2002 ) . iX# , BIHT RN -5 QH TR nT 9 A R 2 1 2 2 e R8T mit in e e s
AU R 25 5 (CornescuflAdam, 2013 ) . GatignonFIRobertson ( 1989 ) %5 FH#f48 13UK:- 7 2% & Bl Hr
POABEAE R — PRk AT R 7 SO T 5T, IR RS L S A RN AE R ST

(—)ERHE R PR S S5 IE

Sheth (1981 )i -4 tH BHTHTHEAE S 1 g SCR , YBIHT 45 TH 9% 38 2 A B R v e
AR AL 5 AT A5 S A AR P 2 B B X BT HE o B 2 /0 HA LUR = NRFAE < 520 R
G Ia] FERREE A AR RS 227 2 T A7 AE (Ram AT Sheth, 1989 ) S48 BE LA (¥
PR BB LT AN 2 (7 9 B 2 A8 Ak, (E BT B CRASE ) A B8R 5 | b o v R 1)
Ak, RN AEAE 2 R BOH 9% 8 X B s M ) B8 KB4 (Ram, 1989 ) o 75 J5 22 X T RIHLIE &S 1Y
TRZE T, Ellen®F (1991 )R- BHTHTHE LA 1 2 2 S 4+ SR TS 19 508 50, T SzmiginFil
Foxall (1998 ) WK QI Hi4E & SCh— e TA B IRIERE ) SN - Kleijnens: (2009 )44 B iR
R B E TS 25 4T oM, i CornescuflAdam (2013) W35, T 2% F AEHiiE 02 TIH 2%
T[] BB 9 17 THT RO o 5 e SO BT P IE A B8, AR SCREIE 28 B QB b g e SCR
TH 9 I T AEPEN ™ 5 Z B0 T AT A3 09— B it ) , SRR B i 2 )5 T B i
B TR R, T 7 A A BT 1) 4 TR Y
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Ram (1989 ) & Jebs- BB HTHE 43 A4 45 246 £ FH AN 4E 38 £ F P AR IE 20 . Szmigin I Foxall (1998 )
Wt P e T IE R S5 R Ao e T RIBTHE R 4E 4 B3R 5 RO —Fh
T fE 248 MG X AR G UESE BT A P15 (Lee fClark , 1996) 5| A& AYAL & 11 2% 5 Xk
AR5 ZU R SRR £ ST (Rogers, 2003 ) o AR T 3% & & BRI 0] | 2T 3232 Y, (HLAE
MHTET S AR, BN EEAT B PR S A B PRGN, B R R R T, B S I A
IR 5 RANAEIR B AL 28 (Nabih %5, 1997 ) o« s dt & AR 7R T 28 4 00 5 AT ANl B FLYSE & o)
Mgk i %t 35 i T T IR 400 ) s £ 1T 11 %145 (Kledjnens, 2009 ) B FR N BIHT IR , 7% 1%
T IH BB S 5 2B 1A 2 i 9% o (DavidsonflWalley, 1985 )

(W E R PHE R A —— E 3B iE S e sh s iiE

BB RE S A TEA [ BRI ST rh 22 AR K oA SR LR A N 76 7= i P 2 )5 h L
A= ity B JUT 0K 0 () — £ RIS (Kleijnen:, 2009) , 1M SEAMF 52 WILKS L BB A 0 R 5
BB R R BT AP HE B8 A9 — M A1 7] (Bagozzi Al Lee , 1999 ) . Nabih%: (1997 ) 15 4o 4} &
S SR SPHEHT T X o A A S A RN AN TR T T P A5 B
WO EAEY T SR ST & A s TAE R A BB AN R AR R 2R E Bt
H . Z5IHb , Heidenreich Fl1Spieth (2013 ) AR 45 & A= st 18] (A [RLKE BB HLHE 430 F sh BE b4 (78

PPN Z 5 ) S R BIHTUTE (FE 7= i Z B0 P2 TH 8 BT R SR LA 11 PPO R

RGN BB (Rogers, 2003 ) , B BB TR 1 i Ky BLAY T 4524 , mi Esh U iidE

SEVEM MY B Y 1 T 45 5 ( Talke FllHeidenreich, 2014 ) , #5645 76 % 425 72 2 B (Heidenreich%%

2016) o B2, BB BLIE R B T 20 AR i Z e B 8 — ey , 1 S 3B
PUHE UE X B S A AR P Z 5 B —Fh A B 45 3R (TalkeFilHeidenreich, 2014) .

FEAR= ST T T B B X BB M A TN Z S5 KT O B A A B ST 2
BT AR B 5 T B e e T B A LA, — @ R AR A B 2 P A L T SR i3 b b
T DR 0 B/ N KT L, DDA G 8% MR SR G B A A T, I BRI ) B A
UK AR 1HR 3% (BagozzifllLee, 1999) , ik st /& EaBHPLIE , ©AAE T AR BUE L 7= i
T FDIBE 550 38 i I 9K 3 7 £ TR A B TR B (Kleijnen %, 2009 )

BB BRI 2% 5 A BT 5 SR AR R 2R 0T8N 80T 9 e W) 5 (BagozziFll
Lee, 1999), AT REARERE H1™ i R 94 1) fe 55 ZE 4 il R R (HeidenreichfilHandrich,2015) , fHAHC

WF5T 18 31 2 (Heidenreich MSpieth, 2013 ) o 14 2% # i 8% 1 45 04K (Zaltman fIWallendorf,
1983), MR FRCHFA (Heider, 1958 ) o SEFR_E , AR AT 8 DA S AN [] i 47 1 BB AR it i A5 4k

o FTH DB PR, W51 & i) iOHTHE (Ram, 1987 ) o ;X M #] A BTHE R AR M sh T bidE, &
AN T R AT A9 A AL TR 89 32 Sh BB THE (HeidenreichMSpieth, 2013) , A3 T Hiit
AR L0 T AR B A ARTE B SN BT TN HUAS S8 O BT A5 A1 1 & ) (Talke F
Heidenreich,2014 ),

i — 201, SN BIHT BT AT 2 BOA B ST HE A BE 9 sh i dh A A2 Y (Talke A1
Heidenreich,2014 ) . AU ST E J2 48 A A D0 XUAS BELAS AN 44 2% 16 5 SR 40380 7 it A R B
(Heidenreich#lIKraemer,2016 ) R 4122 X, B A = HPLHEAE 4L (resistance to change,RTC)
AU ] FA)F B 28 XF BT AN T, W 38 4 TR 153 497 P 5 A TR o At A T T X AR A B AR 15 2 X
5 , I FLKF 28 7 e A8 A8 B TA T TR E (Heidenreich Al Spieth, 2013 ) X AT 7 , AT B8 2]
TR RAR AR, # AT BES | & IW BT S R A8 A9k 3T 4E ( Talke fHeidenreich, 2014 ) o
B ST I S e ARG BAR A A 4 T e 46 25 18 5 e 2R N BB AR BE 3 23 X Btk
% & (status quo satisfaction, SQS ) 28 RGBT i 5 |2 B9 AR AL T AT L o = K- BRI B R
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AR 1T P2 5 IR 55 0 BT 2, 00K 35 B WS AT R, (EL 2B I £ 5 O R PR
(Ellen%s, 1991), 1 51 & 5 B2 g sh i fE . W SR MR B A Hrda A8 fk s 0 ), O]
FOHRAT S AT FH B 7= A 24306, S B sh 4Ky & 4 (Talke fHeidenreich,2014)

=. HBEHECFIENE

F T TG A AR 0 P AR SR, Sheth (1981) B 468 1 /BN XU . > sk oA i
PR IN 2R, e A TG 22 & B, A2 AL T i ] (Nov Al Ye, 2008, 2009 ) 3R 15 2 it [r]
(Hess,2009) .7 Z M AL FREE | 511 934 Se iR 45 1 ol 52 (Kleijnenss , 2009 ) S5 /22 3
BEF YA Z N &R (EXF H RS2 L 1 AN 48 O BEE BB R & 5 2R A 8 TR
2B AT BT 7= A TR DR ) B AR 28 T BT - B sh BT R B AR AR A BT AR ) S B
PR A, 1 3 Sh AT ) 32l ELARQ B BE A% Ur 3K 2)) (Heidenreich F1Spieth, 2013 ), iX 4
S EAR)RFE B —EOATT A, 22 B ATE R, AR AL A% (5 Bt iy
W5 A Pl DL 25 DR 2R 2 AT X R = A VR SR T B AT R M RN B A% 1t A AR BIIE
SRRSO EATT— I H AR Z T8 .

(—) E WA R AT

BFT Y HERE (Rogers, 2003 )48 H , AR LA K2 E S BB RRAF 2 T T 2% & BH R 4N
B FR AR X S AT IR VA B, T 9% A S T BRI E R Z T LS (Ram,
1989 ) o 14 2% AN S M AR S AT IR 2 Joik ik 2L T, it &5 7= A= T Re bt (i FH (-5 XURS:
Ay RS ) 5O () S 4 RS ) (Laukkanens , 2008 ) . H BX SERE A #E  T VAER
YR E AR A S BOE T H T A UL A, T 51 & 2 3h 818 4E (Talke Fl
Heidenreich,2014) . K MF 55Uk 5C 7 HAKEEAG X 3 Q1B Prdb A5 i (Ellend, 1991 ;
Kleijnen5%, 2009 ; KuismaZ,2007) .

1. YIRERERG

ME B E N SR AS IE 5 SN B8 78 06 R At AT T 1% 75 R Al FH TR0 A B, T RE R A
H# H B8 (Nabih %, 1997 ; BagozzifllLee, 1999 ) . H Fii K- iF 57 42 T fc 35 1 Jm M, BIVARGHOE
G 7Rk RAE AT | TR M XU (Laukkanen®, 2008 ), Chen % (2013 ) S 53t
HRUESE FIR RSB F 0 AY B AT

()P ERERS IR AS X N T A X 3448 25 (Rogers, 2003 ) , B 5 P8 QAR G A GEFR AL L
A 3k 7 2 AR A PERE , & SEANE AR 23 2 el AR Al AT H AT A AT 45 19 SR 81
(Hoeffler,2003 ), X B E NREARIA 7=, QIH AU (Ferreira®s , 2014) IR 2 05T
UESE T 0 (8 B X 285 5 T B DA T 6o 90 2% 85 2R 490 38 1] A 7 T 52 W (Heidenreich A1 Spieth, 2013),
U Laukkanen%§ (2008 ) & B, 76 G A X FLEK (AR AT Al 45 i 15 5 ZUBTHE A IR v, A (E e i 2
51 & HABHHHER RN E 2 — Lianf1Yen (2013 ) & BH, # (i B s 2 520 FH P 2 15 26 2 I S 9 3
FNZE, M Laukkanen (2016 ) MITESZ , Hi-{EL it 2 5 156 W -5 8% BhARS TR AN A Fesm il PR 2%

(2) B PR . 240 2 U A B DA R A (BRI B 24k ) s (il F (BRA T I &2 24
52 2 AN 7 s (Ram, 1987 ) o & 24 M A5 5 Rogers (2003 ) 1952 22 PEHEEAR XS 17 ( Gatignon il
Robertson, 1989 ), /&% — 4~ B R AN %A ( Tornatzky AlIKlein, 1982 ) . & P B -2 % A1l B
i T T XT38 P St e 7 A B TG S ) (Moreau s, 2001 ) o [R) B, 135 BR A 5 B30 B & 1SS )
(Hess,2009 ) , Ifii 5 Q18 R4 AH 2 BN FI 8% J1 A2 dERIHTHLE (Oreg, 2006) . L2, & A4 LR AT
5IH 9 IE A B SR 7 ) 2 A5G OC & (HeidenreichFlSpieth, 2013) .

(3O BT S Q05 5 TH 2 & B ar i TR AR (i a] 5 S R — S5k, (5 Bl =2k
(RamAISheth, 1989), & 2x WU g7 A il FBE S (Kleijnens , 2009 ) , RIEIHT 2K Y HiIH 9447
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KRS (Hoeffler, 2003 ) o AR B ., ff FH A9 13 SN 2 Rogers (2003 ) (Y FHEA PEFRME (Hess,
2009) KIS LB, (8 F B A 5 2 B0H P& A P (AnKleijnenss, 2009 )

(4) P URERPE A o 247 3 D MR 45 TN R 3R 45 B, AT I (e e 25 7= A
(Rogers,2003) AR BH &, Al WA ok H T Rogers (2003 ) 1Y A AL HEHE & BB 9T IESE T
A RER A A5 1 11 25 BE B B SR AN 38 17 =22 ] B4 671 [7) 56 R (Laukkanen®, 2008 )

(5) T 3k PRI R A T 3k PP R 1% 187 T Rogers (2003 ) 4 T 3ok F MM 2, S48 01 2% 5 16 %
B3 22 HTA R a9 T e B PRIYERR B (KuismaZ ,2007) . B 254 K 2 I EEIE 2, Al
TR PR B A5 1 T 5 BT B LA BR8] 22 [0 A7 7 472 7] & R (UL aukkanens, 2008 ) .

(6) AU B 5 o AS Wt S 2 0] 3 T 61 A7 A, DR 00 37 2 7 oF 5t ol R B8 %) JR R R
(Laukkanen%,2008 ) o KU 2 30 4 4 XU | 28 5% IXUBS: L DI RE AU L #1 23 JXUKS: %5 ( Bredahl,
2001 ) o KEMFFTE 2 UESE T AU i £ it T 1E 11 245 B8 T A B R 40 2 1) A9 5 1 258 Bz (A
Campbell flGoodstein, 2001 ), Wiedmann§ (201 1) ZE M HHENGV (RARSIE 4 ) A B R B &
B, 55 AR R T 5 42 2 v XU B A P i 1 BEL A B 3R AT R ) s Eh i P R 4
B o Chen5 (2013 ) U] & 3R, £ Fifi £ it %2 4 ) S8 IRV BT 2 B PR B BRI E B .

2. O PR

BE HEL 5 238 B BEARE A S o EIAH w2, 3645 5 | /20 BB A (Herbig M1
Day, 1992;Kleijnen?s,2009 ) . 45 LM I0H 7 B R i 55 R 28t 4 5 7 0 B R i 22 v (A
TalkefilHeidenreich,2014) , {H H i R ZE50 5 2 AR SCERER £ T 2T IR it 5T 4 ity

(1) 2T ML RREAS o 224831 7 HO T A0 25 ol 1 7 it B > 15345 LAJE 1 (Kleijnen s, 2009 ) , R L B
P56 A% Go LT BB 38 B8 25 5 Bl B 52 T 785 o6 26 S A9 BB Ks 17 2 18 21 4B (Hirschman,
1987) o 400357 5 MARBUAT M (D0 S 25 B 2R B0 ANV e, > B e AR i 2 2 A
AT AT AE S 2H FASUE A RS AN SRR X T R AR R L, SRR AR SR KA (Ram Al
Sheth, 1989 ) . HerbigfIDay (1992)%§ 1, XAk 512 2 BHAIE T Fril i 4 BSI{E , 248157 8 #
2 B K B PR X T AR AT 45, AR BB R A ATM > 18]
(KuismaZ§,2007 ) , X b 45 1) 246 0] 3= 22 mT i =) 158 [ AR A% B¢ ( Laukkanen , 2016 ) .

()B4 Bt JE L AEQH I b A MR R VEH , 15 9 5 S S E— Rk (5 %
(BeardenflIShimp, 1982 ) . H1 T3 B9 5 B ™= i ARAIE -5 T E AT REXE LAWRZE | K I IE 42 ] ek i
T2 EN G 3 5 ok b A 20 50 04 18] 12 Kk U, T BHL AR 803 R 49 (Ram M Sheth, 1989)
MolesworthFISuortti (2002 ) &3 T AF| A S 5 48 i A2 HE4E T, i Fortin flIRenton (2003 ) 1]
TIE BA A 67 T 3 00 5 | A 97 T AT SR B S T 2 Bk T S5 B AR S A S RITIBE 2R , i
JL ) R R R 45 (KuismaZs , 2007 ) . Lian Al Yen (2013 ) AYWFSE Bow , T 42 B fig 2 52 i F
B F AT, 1 Laukkanen (2016 )W &3, X GBS HESE T R T RN

()W B HUE AR A

S QIFTBIE R A T RGN M T 75 B A E LE R 025 1k (Nabih %5, 1997) , i dE D fg
50 BB, B R AN 4 A8 A B 1 A AR 1 R PR T A ) L R W R A T Ok
(TalkefHeidenreich,2014 ).

(1) B8 28 A 470 8485 ) o DA 260 98 3 0 .06 T AN AR B HE A8 1k 9 817 (Heidenreich Al
Kraemer,2016) o X F{ii ] i Oreg (2003 )42 i () AR AL H 5 i 1) A9 DU AR ST R DK 3l : (1) B
3R, B R AN A X R A T I T S 25 i BB AR AR A B ) (Nov AT e, 2008 ) 5 (2)TA
NI, R e T HEAR T X B RN S 25 B AR 7 R ARVE T A, (Oreg, 2003 ) 5 (3) X5 ek
AR I 26 S, B RAR T AR A AR L B TERE A 71 (Swilley, 2010) 5 (4) S8 05, Flik 17414
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FH A8 Ak 1 J8% 32 2 1) 7 B AN A A 52 i, B ek 3 b A8 Ak B A T TR I IR 25 (Oreg %,
2008 ) o ELAT 7K T8 B SRAB ] (898 9 3 AR AT = AROK - A R (NovFlTY e, 2008 ), R IEAS [
BEZ5HERYN, KX 5 22 8 T R /KRR Z T (Talke M Heidenreich, 2014 ) . [FF, B
A v BE AN NI ()3 3% 6 B I B AN KT, BRI K AT BB S 5087 7 i R 44 (Oreg, 2003 ) o X
S SN ELAT S ZU 2 SN BT 9 2 B X8 7 R A e s il , DARE SR A OC 1Y e 7 (Judge s,
1999 ) o 330X} T i B 2 A AR BT 9 8 R AR B A0 1, BRA SR 408 7 i B WA s B A b 75 1Y
25> SRS ) 2 0, A TS R S AR AR E] (Oreg, 2008 ) o 5.2, MIAN I8 s /KF
5 ATV 5 2 TR XS A0 T M LA T A AR sl A A e LA S B O AR AT T 2 B3 A TR
I1, BB FEEARA AR BT B I M S5 R4 1) AT g (Heidenreich fTHandrich, 2015 ) .

(2) A B BR800 ) o 175 B 0 BB HE R VR A A R AR 7 4 222 56 2 (Heidenreich 1
Kraemer, 2016 ), H P/~ AN [R] 1970 2 8K 3/ (Heidenreich AllHandrich, 2015 ) : — & X Bl A 72
it (6 R BE R AR S RTE S 4 AN T AT B A RN A A 7 ) R BE (Talke M
Heidenreich,2014 ) ; —J& X5 Q5 F2 B 0905 32 5, J& 48 1 (A8 0 75 B2 — 25 ) 1) A
(Reinders, 2010 ) . XJ AT 174 Al K78 — @ B B L U 5 AR 4L 1 S L (EllenSE
1991) , M JBFE 35 6 2 DU s oA Joi 2 o 52 W SCAT SA A & Jikfilh (Bandlura, 1977 ) o X S T2 7 i B
BRI BT S B 6 TR U, A8 b B SR T 2 2 i %5 g al2= >, Rtk F i
ST B T REE T MRS, R T X T BT, BREIR T RGN T e
(Ellen%s, 1991) XA 7= 5 i BEW B AT e 5 T & IR T B C3A = i IF R
(BagozzifilLee, 1999 ) , 4 2 G 7EAAT AT HTHS, A AT 177 3 0 280 25 16 55 LA 7= i, DR AY [
7 i B KA R XA AT RE RV 7RI #% (TalkeFlIHeidenreich, 2014 ) % TR BT FEBE 5
B T S R A ANk, PR A A 7 a4 At ry e e 2 7o 0 iy, B A Bl i — 20
BT 5 o TG I db B, 35K S 2% 2 e ] BB JERvE B LIRS | 33X B it e 24 v T 2% 0 )
AR ) O % , AR R AR A 32 A2 mT g, DA TS0 36 7 i >R 44 (Reinders, 2010 ) o 502, 1458k
SRR R TE B, A e 2 AR (e A 7 T A R AR i B A, X 2 BRI
M T B Tt 55 R 40 AT GEVE (Ellen®:, 1991 ; Heidenreich fllHandrich, 2015 ) .

(=) AR Z

(1) A FRABERE AR H IR E BRI AN 22 AR A B W &R
(Ellen&%,1991) W ARAMAJE B L2500, IRl sZ ma 2 1585 ) 845 522 I K
(Bandura, 1977 ) . RIMHEAR 2 A 45326 5 SR B S TA R B, A1 1 RS BB B 5 Bl A e
AT REAE AL PR B BRAY 7 58, A2 B IF 1Y J7 3% (Seltzer, 1983) o Ellen&5 (199 1) YA FE R B,
AMAXT T el — 1 7= i B SR RE T (DavisS§ , 1989 ) 23 g2 M A TX) 7= St i PFA S A7 I i
M= F IR AR A AR TR B TR A S PUEAHr

(2)FE 23 2% AEZ MR A= a4 B PR v, T 9 3 T i e 2 D 28 S LR AR () s il AN ]
Al (ValenteSF, 1997 ) o412 L& ZEHT ™ i B A rh Y F 2R FH C R | BT UE 5SS (AT
P BRI RIS LB = (SRIR AR YR , 2015 ) , TS L8k o8 HOR e T R I AEAE
(AbrahamsonflIRosenkopf, 1997 ) . [ N 2535 TE L SRS T —SL3E e A T8, I 2 & 215
K FRIHT , 2352 3\ 8 B AR B s e, G SR R FHAR 0 AR NBUD T 2 2 X iz B A
Prdb (F552,2009)  MEA1, B T07 A2 X RARA MRS A KEAFE SR AT T A
B A o B SZ I GRS, 2012) , T 7E 2422 B INREAIL A #1228 v U 51 25 5 B
B (RAAIRAE , 2015).
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(35 B 28 8 shHT4a 9 ) — AT BE A 3K 2 P 2215 8.1 2% (Mohtar fll Abbas , 2012) .
Sy B HT HE AL AR R G R S R R R A AR S R A s B AT 4 28
(Hirschman, 1987 ), iX ffi 153 2% & X LLZH 4L 50740 e AT {5 B DL SOFE 458 R 2 M b4 7 L 3
(HerbigfiiDay, 1992 ) . WA TH % 5 55 S e BRIV AR R 215 B, A TR0 AL FERE T B 15
1t 8, A0 PR B TR X 2 — 25 (728 4k (Herbig FlIDay , 1992 ), 3% 23 %1 2 pe 3 il 8 77 A A I
(HerbigfKramer, 1994) . Ffi #5115 9 #5 PeRE 10 H 253600, £ 801 2 sl Aok s 8 28 1) — Fp 5 ke
SRANREAT ) P 2 (Kleijnen¥,2009)

(A IEATIE - Tse S5 (1988 ) & B, PP 1 A AN A JE 755 Ay s o R 5 B35 11 SR 40 K IOZ 11 5 s, T
TE X AN A 22 PR 85 B B A HIK S b S 2 A R 58 2 A BAIRAR £ (Tansuhaj%%, 1991 ).
Rogers (1983 ) &3, SR AN LB 01 R4 2 1 fr e 1 ) BEAIG, 1fif Tansuhaj &5 (199 )WL L, 16
ATVe B W] B 25l S AN 1 TP o X IR AR S AR 2 207 i e i S AU & B A G
() ARG T4 AR 7= R U, 18 A A BT = i 5 LAY ™ 58P ( Tansuhaj &, 1991) . BL4b, [H]
FEAE R SO S D A AR 4 B 1) N 32 G AR 32 S, J2 A5 S anfar i 2 & BB b = A 52
i), R — ME AR B A R

(5) Bl D o 0 2 A ST FH I, e B3 P 1) 2 24 25 (Amabile s, 2005 ) o 54
M, AT, TR AR A S A JC2E5E LA RENE n] 5% 1 2 i B B MR mT BB A7
#£ (Amabile, 1996 ) . AN M2 — B A APOE IR (Fiske M Taylor, 1991) , iIX ffiff AfTHA
WL 5 R AN E I B SR ZU B ML (Whitson FGalinsky , 2008 ) , T 3R Z1U A & P4 28 ml 1541
T B B JE 1 (Bower, 1981) o RV PFAf & HEANHHHENE N —ANEEE BAR,, M i dee &
18R — TR B At S A T RS AR R X AR S BT TR 4 A B (West, 2002)
Muellerd5 (2012) W & 3R, 2 5 F AL DA 2 PR 77 A6 A0 P O , 7 QP WL T4 T2
EHEVPUNRIE RS, SO AN R4 Q1 FBHAS Bl b i F B N 2

M. HEELFENER

T 2 B X BB e 75 s AT 52, 4™ B b 0 o) A SR T 2 AR R A
(CornescuflAdam, 2013 ), WERHTHERE AR EL , BIFH A BER A MISE T (Ram, 1987) , A HIH
BB T BRI e MY 32 25 A (RamAISheth, 1989) .

(—) EZAHHHER 5 R

F Bh A H DU HE AN 2 B AR 98 2 1), i L2 5 26 T O R AR R A8 AT R S
(Kleijne%,2009 ) . Heidenreich ISpieth (2013 ) it —2BAESE , ESAHHHEIRER T WiEm
SR ZU AR R 2R, 2 I b b AV T 2% 2 R AR i R R ) o B AN 2 BRAR BBT R 48, 1 L AT fig
PROR T 2 B X B P (Zsifkovits Al Giinther, 2015 ) . Oreg FllGoldenberg (2015) 35 i, 323
BIFHAE RS — A Ja AR BRSO, B R B M s R B AR A AT S bR A
P Z (AL A, P RE DR G 2k — AR o B, e AR AR AR s AR B dE , o H A
Walkman®# [5] MP3 85 U2 o 75 WA DG 343 2 0 H LS R i 380, Ja #0230
R A B, RIZEZ DT RN RS 2 ) 7R RSk H R 2T Shae 2 mr ey 2
T T W o

(ZOHEBhAHTHHER 5 R

HeidenreichF1Spieth (2013 ) SEUESE T 8¢ S BHHHTHE XT3 7= i PFH FIR 94 2 1) A 400 1 3%
)i ; Talke FlHeidenreich (2014 ) W48 4, %5 /5 A 4% sh QB LA 235 1 &I 23 6 B 58 i 4 1 79
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INH 551 25 [ o Heidenreich fllKraemer (2015 )t 8% #u ik B , 9 shQE a0 2 T —Fh 6]
BB S E AT N EZE R 2R BRI HIE 28 2 5008 T R W], A 2 il SEBR A 8 ok
Y 20 M, =AY B BT G 3% 5 0GB 8l ) #2s FRACR AN = 1), sk B A
TH T B BT R g E 1 5 2R R W Y 35 2R A (Heidenreich®, 2016) o SR 1T, IAKI#E ShHT 46 A
&S B ST B 7= R g B N [A A 210 ( Talke FllHeidenreich, 2014 ) : A1 X FAE 55 8% shbt
55 NI ST B AR RGN R 1), KRR B = SRR, - HL A TN K g
TE N HHE BE (NovAlTYe, 2008 ) , PH AT 78 T X (s FH 8 7= i D 5 (A4 T SR 248 P s T 1 K 1)
i (Heidenreich®, 2016 ) o MiSUEE 4 PR WHZ B st 46 SR B shbidE 28 B 2558, i
RSB R G2, K AT RE T 3 ek sh 1 #E 4 ( Talke FHeidenreich, 2014 ).

(=) EFRFPUE S TE 2 EAEH

FESRIHPE S8 QBT B AC U R AR AR W sh QB b HE % T e 323
B 5 R0 2 17) B B A0 35 BIVE FH (Heidenreich Al Spieth, 2013 ) A1, 8 sh A 4
PR DB AEVTAN QBT 2504 AR ARG #5507, DI 7 A= X B ) B AN 5 1 2 o i 5 |
R SF VTN AT D Re 5O B , W2 SR E . Bk p sh B e ol
BT 250m B S AR , MR IR 40 HE 6 (Talke FlHeidenreich, 2014 ).

H. HBEEFIERN AR R

HATEX BT Y S P HE wTH 2% 3 s IR, QU RN A 25T 1f (Ram, 1987) . 4R HTiE A
R v e, BB R N o R O, G158 vl e 2 R B 2k W (Ram , 1989 ) o i — 201, W AR AT T
fiffe T B A BT R, S RRBTHE i 23806 25 A8 45 BN AT AL (Tansuhaj %, 1991) , 1k T 5e iiR5 |
EAF BT A RS | S ZUE B N 1A 5 89 7 2K (Claudy 4§ ,2015) .

(—) FE BRI e iR mE

B AR S A LD B B I A SR g T 1538 5018 M (Ram, 1989 ) o B A
AT e A T3 4 v T O JE P i Sk FE iRk S Sh A BTE (Hess , 2009 ) . A W58 7
BrT 28 2R R KTA1E ASAIRSER 7 RR 7 SRR IR S Y T AR v
M =S RGFPTIE R AER , IF 3RS T 20 & B (HeidenreichflKraemer, 2016 )

(D WE AT e AR WS o T ERERSAE B E Sh O FbidE A s Lo B R,
ARV AR 2 B 5 aE 2ok T AR A T Bl R 58 B i i AL SR (AR Y o R T TR P ) ATV 8 A Y
R Ab Z A, 25 A AR A B P S B T RE 5 15 1 (Agarwal FllPrasad, 1999 ) . — ik /&,
FEBET 3 A8 L T M T S A T R R X 2 flE e E A A AT
FE = A5 28] 7 FF & (Dahld§,1999) BEAb, SN R 45 A0 iz, 7655 5 1 38 SR g b mT el i
25 FU B T HSR D X (8 o A5 4SBT ( Ziamou AT R atneshwar, 2003 ) FEHUIEIEIE T, TH 2 & 1
PR GURE T AR E M B IR AR e Do R B SRR R TS M A i A2 A
o TARENE X WA PUAE A RE ) 5 b 38 o B2 AR A A1 7 o A1) 45 R HKTH (FortinFRenton,
2003 ), PRI Al ik b e /NG T 21 385 %) LA 2, T A 2 a7 B A R AT 2 25 1) LAl
%1 (Kleijnen%s, 2009 ),

(2)53 Z 1 B 1 v RS S/ 2 2 P B, 3BT 7™ ol 8 JHL 8 W] A 7 i V) 3 v S L 43
ZeHEon , LAV BIIE 2B 0 77 b A T 43 28, N ITTAIE XS 7 St R i () B A o 3 S e AT Bl T BR il v
FER AN P (NI SS 1 28T T T ffoBln ™ d e s, TR/ S 52 2 1k B i 245 SR 1 2 sl B
PU4E (Hess, 2009 ) o AR 2% 2 A e TR M 25— 4807 il 28 AR A IS 202 it i a1k
FEARAL TS 7 S PP 52 B0 35 I, 35 B 3 5 AR VA 38 5 s BT i 2 ) DG ZR I A 2
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055371 (Goode%, 2013 ) ol ADREAR AP B = i 55 C A7 B9 BLAM ™ LA TR S, LAk 3%
Xof fnfaf fit FH 13T A B, T80 & 2 PEBR A (Reinders¥,2010) LA, ST e T REE ™
i R o S 01 AT P S G R TR AR i R 2 T AT Sk J LK BB RE RS B SR 1L
P2 (Goodes,2013)

(3t P A o IR SR o A K o0 Y s i, 25 7000 BER A 0 9% 28 A0 ol PRI S50 R O 22 08 DL 152
5 YR ST MR B i R AS AR H CHE (Agarwal fllPrasad , 1999 ) . R 3 B{H 2% 20K 8t
FE A B AT AT A B T AT A s R G I SR A B At A S e
B R B 3 A (Dahl A Hoeffler, 2004 ) o X471 2% 34 760 B EBTUR ™= 5 5 (AT 304 1
P A — B 18 T i Al R A5 A5 Ld /D QT IE Y 15 LR T (Feiereisen®s,2008 ).
HeidenreichF1Spieth (2013 ) AAFFE 45 Ao I8 1 78 7= i T & WA 9 Be 28 FEIA 7= i () (o R AR =X
AL i o

(4) T UREE M B A ) 5 R SR % AR AP 37 7™ it e U, 88 K AR e TR - B AR i
i P (Zhao%5,2012) o FRIIL, £l i S 42 5 45 3 A A T2 A% (Moore FliBenbasat, 1991) o 7E3X 1~
T, TR 45 IR FH 26 LA S s/ Al WS B i ) T (El Houssis, 2005 ), LABRNTH 2435
TS H R 256 TR 52 BT 25 40 (Hess , 2009 ) , I 21 2 3 M5 RENS I BB 45 AL %R 40
1A, s D BT g R A5 (Heidenreich Fl1Spieth, 2013 ) Ak, #E A SEARAYE B = Fhifh 45
Ah IR Z2 A BF T R T 3 L = B PR 5 BRSPS A A T AR AR B AR A AN
THIFME(Zhao%E,2012) .

(5) JRUIBS: B 11 IR SRS A SR 2 3 A AR 380 S SR T 7™ o A S P RS , A T Ao
AT REHEATHRIG” (Agarwal FllPrasad, 1999 ) , X 5 b 5 KUK BTG SR & AR I8/ T e R L Hh 2
A KAEAEH (KleijnenF, 2009 ) 45 B I 4 4 ok g 2 BB AR A T8 U 22 38 A B ARG RS
(Agarwal FllPrasad, 1999 ) i H UL A XU 35 AIC R WS B2 o0 21 387 G T XU 5 ik ok SR MR
{7 BB K (Dowling FiStaelin, 1994 ) o A\l H 75 B PRI 9 5 7E 225K sl 75 ZE i T SR1S L ZE 15 B
(Murray, 1991) , AT A AT B — WM a1 9% 28, M i it 45 B0 B e X i 9%
ORI, i 2o 3 AR R 73 i AR el 8 AL v AR, s B = it e i 9 A 91
A 2B A TR IR 45 (KleijnendF , 2009 ) o [RIRE , 7= i B B AT B T 28 3 BB AHTRAE , A
T AR 2 15 £ S BT HE (Hess, 2009 ) A1, X T IG3E 204 T sl R A 103 , B A
TEHLBE A R AT AR 6 B R AXUK (BeardenFIShimp , 1982) o i Ji , 77 i 4 B35 W] 2% JE T 45 5%
JEE B PR AR G AR HE AR A BT = i A5 5 T OR BT AN B e 1, DA T2 = 7 7 SR 4
(Hess,2009),

()R sh QT 1) 32 iR R s

A AT 3 B S BB B R B R R R I AR B R T R 2T
oA (BT Al T T A7 7 ARy L DT LA D s BB £ s i 114y =X 3 = i, 2
M4 T 3712 R (Heidenreich MISpieth, 2013 ) o AV B G474 IEH H AR T 5 0 B sh BB b i
RS IR AR T RS T, DA R s IR sh A #rbiAE (Heidenreich ¥, 2016 ) o

Al ) 2 T R R M ) B AN L RS T e D T B BRI R e e SR IR B ARk 2
RS T 404 (Talke fHeidenreich, 2014) o 41\ J18% ZhHi 36 378 BAR T 80 1
s Al T ) BE 2D SR 48T 7 o 26 A AT] 1 R B AR A 1) 78 B8 T B (Heidenreich %,
2016) . DA WFFE W, 7E) 5 b i FO BT (Hoeffler, 2003 ) . H 3 AR (DahlFHoeffler,
2004 )% 5 1525 H (Feiereisens, 2008 ) BEAE I /D57 7= fi ity o BB w58 5284k o R L, Sk v il
INFIRE BT , il T ) FH s 035 5 V)38 T LR s /DA SR (R BN AR Ak o BE A, Aol i 7] i
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FHP= iR RS Bl % AGRAFNRHE (Heiman5, 2001 ) o AH Sz , WNSEHT 7= i Ae EAT = LU )15 15
PrAE & T b T, Al D0 22 1 FH i R A 2% 2 BRI 2R 195 45 1. H (Heidenreich
85,2016 ) W25 LI REAE 4R S BB A BRI 25 , DA TTT AR BIOIR M 22 (Ziamou A Ratneshwar,
2003 ). (Kt hy v R G 5w shbi i, e 13 rh 28 iR AR s A PR Es LR, A B T Al B I
BB BRAT 7 i B35 2 (HeidenreichAISpieth, 2013)  NELSE &, P2 50 B /R AR R AR
WESFE A T ELBeAT AR Sh Q- LIE A9 T T2 I, SRITTAR G SRR 5 iR AR H B =

2| 3y 1k, H A Heidenreich fllKraemer (2016 ) XU FRAR L5 A 45 B3 A v 2 R e ol /D>
B QB HTHE A ST T AT AT T A — T B R S IR RS T M A TR Rk,
MZA B S S R BTSRRI AR Ak o BASR UL, O BB U AR sh BT B T
A BN T E Ml e WAE TSS9 ShitE g I T A 20 oAb  BORET REARASYE ) Q1587 ,
AEES T AR R

Ny RRAREE

H O E S A QDR AT, R ERE S S 02 SR 2 e RIS A5 T, AR
RAETE D4 —A/IN i, TFTE R ) B B BRI FL A R, A7 AR R B 4 JE8 28 [ o A SR A AF
FEATELL T A TR R -

S I S S EE SR, M S B I BRIS I ST HE LR . B ARV 9% B BB BB A R A5 31 TR
R (AT ARAFAE AR o — D7 T, A W 2 A5 56 T R RN S5 I 3 8 1T 2 i 2
WS I AN A O RS SR 5 — T, A F SRR KRR 2 T IS E A
TRFRIE AN A5 R 28 B HSE WAL L i AT A e 2 1 BRI I HE SR o AR AT 5 1T DA 52
FBHOBLA , B OB dh a2 TS BT A SRS A SR IE , BRIT TH B QT TR 1) G
S R 2% B N R

5 T B B BT LI A DR R AT IR AT 5T o S BB O G TR 2 A0 R L AR 9 2 T
% ARG 2 D) BRI 2 =26 (Talke filHeidenreich, 2014 ) B H BT R 3 24 h
EREE - 3 Q1oL e e e S = 55 bl S S o S U B o 2 e A8 T 9 R i e ERE )2
M) o AT G017 AR T 2 R AN sl 44 LA K A FH 25 1) o SR s 28 G B 2 (Rogers, 1983), 4%
T TEQIFTE A B AT B = A7 D0 255 A\ G5 B Y M I BIFSE o AR BT 98 AT R SE M)
AR MR S5 B R [ BB L HE S AL A S M sy B 26 5 o Rl 3R AT E )2 AR T
J5 3 A B (B0 5 X6 BB 4 B4 5 DK 45 A B (Rijsdijk &5, 2007 ) o R, B SCHERIEH
X TH B R ) HR A SO TR R T — AR ST X A ARG B T T LS TH S E N TE
R AR QI R TR SR 2RI TR S D T, 0 o B X T B R A T R R
Wi AR ] BB B AU REAR (Claudy %5, 2015) I, 18 55 I Z A2 - [ 3R A2 M2 HH
e QPN HAA S VR R, B = sh QT H TR v] BB LA PRI RO 5 SOk S R RS
T AU T B e LA B3 5 AR BT, 1 L T R S 20 P A AR PR AR i #k sl 5| & A
BT, DTN B3 9% B U FE AR R A s i, DRI w] BEX 5 S B L S I 0 shb i B HAT R4
YER ;s ZFA0E MR WL, T B0 & A ST 2 F PN AN A BE T, R AT ek A8 fh b i
) TR 5 ILABAEBE R 2R, Qe B] 5y 6% T BR ) 5 2 SR BR 40T, il RETZE Bk sh QB bidE 546
Y47 R 5 Z rh R HEH 1R (Talke FHeidenreich, 2014 ) X S6A5 F H A Bk — 45 1) .

5 = IR S QTR X BUE R A AL o BT & B R SCUEF oY B h 7R 5
BB BT B R AN RS2 ML b R AT TE G RSBl S B3 i HE 7 30 ) 8138 SR 40 v
W SBAE FE (AT AN ) Bl s R 4 28 10 2 75 S AN 52 i 8 R 90 i SE P e b AR s k= . H
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il G Heidenreich®5 (2016 )& XHE $% L7 5, IS T 9 S0 50 07 ik K58 T W sh BB bt
PSS QTR 1) A2 ) o A TR B T R B R s B sh B4R X BB R 40 1) B T A%
LB OSUEE B sh B IS T T I 2 i s R P ) o ARk BRI S N B 26 % JEK Heidenreich %5
(2016) AR AIHE ) 28 Hofth = i 2R R0, DIAG S b a5i8 R B ARSR BT o R, R T AT 9%
HAHE TR A BE N 28 BB R BE S B, TR T 283 6 A K nT RE & AL AR TR Bt sh A1)
BRI QIH RN R R, T LR H A 0 BK 0 AR AR g | AR IR AG 50 & B 8 15 RU o
B, A A AN 25 T RE SR 8 sh QB U IE S Q0B RN A SE R, Wi 2834 LA I 2856
O ST B A R R AR AR — 2P R

S0 X e iR BB A B A T IT R A ISR . C A i SOk 2 sh BB TE i s il
RWEHEAT T 5T, (0 AR h T I RE AT 1, &1 X O B AT BB ST HIAH 25 = | AR 8 A b 2L
1R} 5 T SRS 22 BOBIFST , LA 8 A 25 IR B A 0 LA 4 T 5L X T 9sh Bldidi sk
Ui, AR E A T2 2 AR D H QTN A B AR A Y, 22 02 R R AT BAR 1%
2 FE 1Y) (Heidenreich flIKraemer, 2016 ) , SR 111 H BANGESE T FH O BRAR L S5 0025 FL BRI 9
SHRF LR 6 RO (A S o T AT LR 2R HE AR R R R R IR AR E Y T H
VESEIRBE SR P 4 7 =X, (B A — T o P ik S48 it )/ 9k sh BB p L4 1 8 i
AR IS AT fif FH S50 151119 777k (Heidenreich F1Spieth, 2013 ) .

55, SRECE TCAR A SE s, 4 B EE AT PRGN R 5 o AR R BB 9 g LR 43K 22 b
T EMEEA B, S TR FUARAESE AR5 SRR 55 7% o H LTI A G
WFFEEE T 85381 TR A , B PN WIS AR o TR ] 5 AR 2 R RR A T A i AfF 9 0
TR R, PR A E RS B — i SO 2 5 R T I S A RGBS A 7 A0 o TR
At T A HL A5 B R R FH AN ) B R AR BRI R ST , PR AR I F 5 RT P B sh BB b & 2L
A7 it B RN [R) SRe 9 B B A A [ 5% ( Heidenreich FSpieth, 2013 ) o SR FHEA [ BF 5% J7 vt ]
16 35 4% ) BT A B LA™ it B i BELA: A 7 i 2 2l A B

SN BRI A AR A SE o B AT ST S QUE LR R 4 K2 B0k A T 7, 456
TR SEBRIEA T I AH DA AT 18 e/, i HL B B P 7 A i S5 8 X BB B 10 5 ) Jr T o v
B B R 1 SCAb O BRAIAE S8 S M8, 2 75 LA S Ay 3 8 25 i B o e 2 S, AR i
RIRE.

5L, Inas s SO ST o Bl A7 AR 28 U 5 30T [ PR Ab AR B 4, 45 I S fk A i S i H
RN , O SCARBFTE 4 TR Pk R -5 2R T S QU DU E ZE AN R i SO e B A7 7R B
FHES FEAF R PLE]S ERUR SR SO R 22 51, X e )R R A BB BB,
SR H A0 AT BAHSC I 5 SCAAIFSE , S AR — A ST 7 7] o
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Abstract: Consumer resistance to innovation is a negative reaction towards innovation because of
general predisposition of consumers to resist innovations prior to new product evaluation, or an
attitudinal outcome that follows an unfavorable new product evaluation. As a major factor of hindering
innovation adoption, consumer resistance to innovation is a rapidly developing research field in the
marketing discipline in recent years. Based on a literature review, this paper introduces the concept and
types of consumer resistance to innovation, discusses influencing factors and consequences from the
perspectives of active and passive resistance to innovation, and states overcoming strategies for
consumer resistance to innovation. Then it puts forward future research directions.
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and Prospects in Marketing Research

Wang Haizhong, Hu Guimei, Ouyang Jianying
(Sun Yat-sen Business School, Sun Yat-sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China)

Abstract: Time orientation is a kind of individual psychological perception about past, present
and future, which plays a subtle role in the individual behavior and attitudes. But till now the
connotation of the concept of time orientation exists some divergence in consumer research field, and
there are still some phenomena of confused use of related concepts. Besides, studies or applications of
time orientation are especially inadequate in domestic marketing academia. In view of this, this paper
firstly explains the concept connotation of time orientation and distinguishes the similarities and
differences between similar concepts, and reviews related research progress from five theoretical
perspectives of time orientation as personality traits, developmental time orientation, time orientation as
situational context, time orientation as frame and cross-cultural time orientation. Then, it sorts out main
research contexts and research findings. Finally, it uses actual marketing cases to analyze strategic and
tactic reference significance of time orientation research to marketing management practice, and makes
prospects for future research directions, to throw out a brick to attract a jade and advance domestic
development of time orientation research.

Key words: time orientation; past orientation; present orientation; future orientation; long-term

orientation; short-term orientation
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