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TN, IEHVRARE 20 TR, A IE R0 5 FoR mak s i D, b8 By M
PHON B3 AE AT PR 2R 22 A e i 8 A ft o R L B RT3 0 A R G . 76 6 T 028 1 T 4R L8 %
PR (A4 TR TR FRAR A ) BN R S22 7 05 | 00 2 28 i B i o A 6 119 A &4 it ( Tkonen et al.,
2020) , SR AALZE RN 2 ] I 5/ B4k S e 2 B 48 < 10 2R 08 R % At AT 3 — 0 4 ft e Ja
R R it ( Chen et al., 2017 &S, 2022; TRUCAMHLIHE, 2022)

WFFE WIS EE 2 ) Hh A JHE S5 S 1R R ( Quadt et al., 2020) 7% R 9100 710 A P e 2 1)
FOGHR , BEXTRAIE 98 &, A 27 AL T T 75 R AR 2 DA A2 M Y 3R 5 X6V 2% 2 fi 4 1)
SO, DAREATC AT T Bl 3 1) Bt R 0 74 BRLA E IXURS: .l 400 T 2 SR ikt 2 184 o & R i 5 | 7 R
PET b LG (A AR (TEVRSE, 2014) , SUAALIR G ORI Z g & i B A5 AN BUR A xR P
P, TR FARACTRME L5 9% 2 0 52 A TR, 7 5 5 ] SR P A 20 1 T 8 F A & K 5 | 5 7
P O AR R e RE . AR T E TR A Gl ok, 25 1 3 ey I [ 52 w3 2 o
ooty i G %ok 2 iR e R 1 L o A (e XU, 0 g < g b I A AR A S

TSR EE T H O SRR A AR B AR R 1 IR 3, 2 FUR AE R X LA AL SR IS 5 B WIH R R G
TU R, W, WA bRk al IR THE Y S] 71 (De Bondt et al., 2018) , Jf-34 iy 9%
BT YR E R, XSO RPN A £l (Wen Wan et al., 2017) | BJE/ HBEE i (Shao et
al., 2020) . JLE L ( Williamson & Szocs, 2021) | B HUHI BRI §h (Pozharliev et al., 2023) | FHAR
fi(Suci & Wang, 2023) S5 G FESS, Rk, UANATRBE 23 52000 98 3 2 00 2 i g e v, 441
. XS 2 e T 2 A 2T 9% ( Choueiki, 2021) T A £V 2% fl % (Kim & Yoon,
2021), XFE RS B AL S5 00 T 2% X g it 2 AR B S W IR 4 ( Newton et al., 2017) 5 #IA
A2 52 T 2o B AT A (R ( Kee et al., 2023) . W@ FEVEPEM (Qian et al., 2023) . X EJT
P8 S A 2% B ( Chang et al., 2023) 4%, - HLIX A 520 32 2 ¥ 51 ( Qian et al., 2023) FlE 14 ( Kee
et al., 2023) SEH Z IHTY .

JUE ALY 9% 0] 6 R W2 JLAE IR AR, (R BF R 2 0G0 T AR &
YIS B BRI RN S O T s, A AT S SRR B IR 2 E G
B, BT, ASGHE TR (UL vs. JEBUAAL) R 1F 11 75 3745 25 28 R (5 00
vs. VAR T EYIGE BB MAE HRgm , A, m ABIESE 3 B AL 5 75 23 52 M0 T 9% 23 16 L 8
SRS (A o FI TSR vs. A34EFINTSREMG ) (Huang et al., 2020) , {HEHITA A7 RIS T X fh 2% 7
RS FEAFMIE TN, A T IR ISR b AR BRI T AL SR ws (42
MK vs. AERRUAAL ) M35 1 118 FRARZE A (AL vs. TEAS 7R ) S 4 ) S 78 i 14 58 B2 i v g v
I EM .

A SCLA— P 9 o SCUERF SR X 5, T AR B SEIR SRR S T 326 A A HR, XA
PERME | AR E SRR A | T 98 ORI W SR S 22 (8] 1 ¢ R AT 1 SIERFIY . AR ST AT A
TETF . B, ARSCEETSCRRTR ZOR RN A A 24 SR e R A58 I 1B TR AR A Ok, Thie THIAb

O . LEREMNEZ T FRE UM BT 1300 7 A, BAEFHMIE 20 5 A [EB/OL]. hitps: //
baijiahao. baidu. com/s? id=1762056220071449873 &wir = spider&for=pc.
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P TR T2 2% T T SR AR 28X W 3K T B A S LR I, R, SO T B3 ORI IR SR AR g vh o 2
i, s TN AR SRS R AL T T SR bR 2 S EL A WA W SR R B RO LR . AR SCOEEIE B T
NACFIEL S T VS IR PR 2 SCRR, 57 1 1H B3 FU B W SR X T 2% i 4 1) R 520, 080 Al
FIRY 3 SR s RT3 ] s R o B, A P R XU, B AT T A S R 7

2. XEEIMSRIZHES

2.1 NI

TS E U, A (anthropomorphism ) f&H8 AMTTIA R JoA: A 19 77 i B A B S 1A Fn
O HRAE Y PG ( Aggarwal & McGill, 2007 ; Landwehr et al., 2011) . 13775 85 A 52 0] LATE i i ( Rt 4
At eE, 2017) . 7= (Kim & Yoon, 2021) . f1%%(De Bondt et al., 2018) %2R FHIIAALI
EARmS , Hp ) I B2 (anthropomorphic packaging ) 5 FYJ2 76 T8 2% i A28 TR S A 548l A £k
JCE (De Bondt et al., 2018) , 7EIH 2% i (LR TH 2 BRI —Fhi i 43, Triantos 55 (2016 ) X JE /R %
100 5RA BT i MR R AT s, BRI 45% MORAA . BER AN SFm i e e s rh 2 A —
FiE S . BOESEEIIAITR . R e . « = HA R % Em BB R EA A
FM MR AR (BEEAAAL) , SEAE—SBRBe T T« /INE I PR W A 6 i ( A5 A B, YTI/NEI (I
) A8 ERAAIE S 5T 28 AT s (S BAE) o ARG = e i
TERNAL, BILE™ e b 7 il K 28 3G NRAAE CAnER A | &) SR THAAL,

N IR NG S N o I B (1 NI < NS AL o1 B S W CE SNE SL Y/ E NI X R E YN L AT D
B R AP DR A A PE (Chen et al., 2021) o — DRI T A KB B PERT, 2P 44 R i
PORF T AR (AEAE L OB Hur et al., 2015) , SRR BEAAY BT %) T AN ] B 1R B
AR SR B AT E 5200 ( Newton et al., 2017) o PRI 2% 2 i 1] (50 FH 2R 00T (40 B 0 15 &
O SETEAN BUAAL ) 7 i (Hur et al., 2015; Kim & McGill, 2011; Wan et al., 2017) . 40, Hur %
(2015) AT R, HEHE ST (vs. SRR SRR, IE A O & AR &
A B AT S BAA BAARJE B SR (BI85 ) o Kim B Yoon (2021) fERFFE L3, W 2 £ LIT
W N ISR HER T B ARG B S, BRI (6] A AL A 5 2K TR Y vs. BB D AR ) Al 25 52 il 3 2%
B SR TEANY  3E TORASCE BRI AL (vs. AEBIAAL ) T 200 75 2 3 1EA 7 2R 25 5 anfif 52
M i 2% 25 0 7 i D 4

2.2 IEIE RS

A AT L E EHTE R R FIRAE FRE R, I O B 0B SR AN B A I 2
AR FE R ) B e R . ARG IR TS SRR B S Al R O — Fh SR, AT LA S 1H 2 T R
BhH PR B BT S HER I (Newman et al., 2015) . f2&1E [ ( Front-of-Package, FOP) 557 &8 1F
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AL TE T LAVE I | 15 SR ) T e 1 A% AR IR 7R AE B (Tkone et al., 2020) . Hif ABFSE 32204
FOP B FRPRZE MW AL . Z WAL E FRARSE AR e [ B IR (5 B R 2, B EFRE L (W
RS, CHEEERR SRS PPAGBE IRPR S8 12 06 T B SR A2 75 et B o g B R T 1 1
(Newman et al., 2016; Lim et al., 2020; Ikone et al., 2020) ,

£ TF T 72 000 % b 28 1) {5 2 A 1 7 o 2 /00 T 174 5 ) 7 3% 43 26 (Nutrition Facts
Panel, NFP) , R4 HMNFEERA —EBEMMLUME, AEEHEARRYARR, Hk, HETF
NFP H {5 R, FOP AYZ WA 5 FEAR 25 19 5 8 5T 0 a7 22 Fl OCHE (Tkone et al., 2020) . Hk, i
NFP 7E{H 2% 38 W0 KA S IR e DA S R 2 T, I FLX Ty 2 2 NFP 97 9% 300 5 th 75 22
16 25 I B U 2 A B3 26 0% L (Lim et al., 2020), PRI NFP 787 2% % 0 3% e 5 vh (1 sk
PEBTRE AL T TET PP AR B FRAR A 0 7 Al R A BRI B AR b, A 2R R B 2 (nfd R 2
PP | ARG Tkone et al., 2020) . FOP #3747 2 LA 5 5 B 1 B 2 1 28 0 240 1 56
T SE R R B (5 B (Dubois et al., 2021), UL HE R . FEHSIE Z T 0%
IETH B AR 2

KTAEE S AR L0, SIS E S FARE (vs. AR A B TR 935 1 &
1. AFRFIE PR UL (Hersey et al., 2013), A5 BIH 2% 3 50 B0 4g B2 1) £ 4 BE 8 (Tkonen et al., 2020;
Dubois et al., 2021) , i B[R] 28 BUG05E F T 5 SRR A2 T 2 4 D SR AR, | AR R FEVE IO 1S
B R KAYIX 3] ( Newman et al., 2016; Z5i0%5, 2022) , Newman %5 (2016 ) T T35 1% P #5 F %%
VR VCEC S e T & UL AL E FEhR 2 AT A ALE FRAR 2 7E LA AR BRI 56 T 6 SR SR i) R TR) 5
2RI 5 (2022) 7E 45 TP 1 56T R BUVTAG Y (vs. 20 O0AY ) 5 3705 I8 2 L0 2 28 ) S 65 i i e e 381 o
195 14 5 TR A A A5 BT 5 . VT SCIaR A0 258 TE T SRR 2 5 10 AL A 25 SR w4 7 8k
B, T RE S A 9% o A 3R 2 A B2 IXURS: 97 Ra A2, PR S T R ZE A 78 R [R) A #00
MNCALEE (BIAAL vs. AEAAL) TG, DL 8 PG 256 1E T R A28

2.3 WAL EEE SNSRI Y55

FLHEH W7 5B ( comparative judgment ) 48 & AMATEALAG 7 il S AR AU ZE PR AR TP Al = it 1 3
% (Su & Gao, 2014; Huang et al., 2020) . JH2%34 ) b 4 0 W7 58 W % 73 W F ( Huang et al., 2020)
266 X1 F| W 9K W (absolute strategy ) F143-4EH1] Wi 56 1% ( dimension-by-dimension strategy ) , 26X} J1] Wr 5 W& 45 1)
SEMARE G BRI T RV, XA R I AT RAIEAL SRS S SRS RN R R Y
BRI 5 432k T SR WA 12 AR A0 e ) 7 A B X 48 1B 7 R EA T A LU B, AR L g Rk B A
2L FE LT ( Huang et al., 2020) . 532 5 By 35 W L 265 %8 4 BT 5 s 0 FE T /D A N B iR, 48
Xof S T S s 43 48 40 DR 56 % B R ( Bettman et al. 1998 ; Creyer et al., 1990) .

B SO THUNAGR SCER TR ], 2 — A SR AAC UG, T8 2 S il 1] T4 524K M 7R Aok
XJFf(Chen et al., 2021) . PRt {4 238 1] T4 PSSR, T AT 9P N AR A5 A& AR R P40 400 A A Y
P (Hur et al., 2015; Kim & McGill, 2011; Wan et al., 2017) . #-2ENGIEMBOBETE 2B, 24 M4
M NHEAFIFEH T, AT ) 25 G At B9 458 5T AR 1l B ELABEFE PR AR B 52, T AS S22 s AR A £
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B AR ERAE 2H A (TR AR R R AT BE, 20125 Dotsch & Todorov, 2012) . 3X 2 P IE BN 4 1 Fe & H Y
JE T A A 9774 (Swider et al., 2016) , AU A PG TN AT Ay LU AKHE B 7 P 119 & 15 18
JNAERS (Stopfer et al., 2014) . Z5GHUNACFIE S ENGIE B SCHK, A S0 R T 9% 35 22 PPAR LAk ™
i (vs. ARALAAR ™ ) B, SEIAE ] IR BOC T 7™ i RS (A B G, R 0kt BEE MR 1] R FH 4 %] DT 56 s

H1: SRR (vs. AR WAL, J1 9% 35 500 ) TSR FH 208 08 4 7 SR W (vs. 04 1T
W) .

2.4 WNEWIE S IRPR RN £ M

TH 2 2 A BN [ R A0 2 1 1T 785 SR b 285 T T 4K 9% (W B TR RIDRS F7 A2 AN TR0 . AR T DAk 78 4 2
BT FRbR%E, % W B4 28 1F 1f] 8 37 Am 2 3 A5 09 1% 5 T RS 5 ( Newman et al., 2016; Lim et al.,
2020), WFFE I 9% 3 0 T AL FEORS 6 45 8 75 ZEWEFE T 2 (00K 1 AL 0 B8 UK ( King & Janiszewski,
2011), R, TPAR 4058 T 15 FRPR 2 (vs. MRG0 1F 10 5 FR 025 ) BERS R 2% & PRAL £ it
PN, T B 9% 8 D | T2 ) M Xt 7 AT AR DT AR ( Feunekes et al., 2008) , & F#H %
PRASBITFFCR R, AL E T %m0 38 5k 17 0 2 th i 2Ok R 7= B 3R 15 8., RERS SR THIY 2%
HXF P B B B FETE (Fenko et al., 2018; Rramani et al., 2020) , JFuiG i 2 & k8 B 25
1) HA5 (Tkonen et al., 2020) , I, EFRIREMMASMHSE M2 EEME (NN, SIS P rvE
TR,

AR HY, XER B (vs. AR G, 5 238 S a) 1SR FH 4 ) 0 SR s (vs. 43
HERIWIRNE ) o BT R A PRI 100 5 W 23 52 MR % 250%™ & i D 4 ( Monga & John, 2010) ,
PR AR SO R A A A5 75 S B804 11 % 285 L A DB S s 114 22 S5 £ E — 255 W 1 21 3 % A A ] 2%
AL BE E TR FRAR A I S DR G o PPN R R 28 S T 2 28 R 17 DG 77 i A {155 1O 1% e R
M5 B (Newman et al., 2016) , FERFALXTAIWRNE T 38 FOINAT R, BALE FRAR 42t T3¢
TEFBIEMZA AR WFER (KRR & CHEIRR S5, Newman et al., 2016) , FEHILF
BRI R I P FIA TR R AR SCE T A A TE AL A B LR, X T %
(vs. AEBIAALALE) B S, TR B AT PEAG Y (vs. ZOULHY) B FRARA &, JERWE R E T
FR R R s iR T LR 25

H2. AR 50 IE TS TR bR 2 2 AU 2% 3 10 12 A I S R B AP TEsC Ak, (1) 48
SR FH ARG, 1 3% X LA TP A Y (v, U0 IEN ) 50255 1 T 5 37 b 25 1 o O I 3% 8 S W 1
(2) M E R ARTAA AN, 9% HA Y (vs. AT ) A28 15 115 IR AR 25 12 0 I 3K 2
L

H3. JH 203 LA S ms v A T S A A 2 T 2 1 1T 7 7 A 2 IS TR 1) 38 % ) S R SR A R )

ABIFE S HE S WLIET 1.
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BAEasE | FE A W e
(R vs.75) (LS PUWTAEWS vs. S22 IWT IS ) *

AL IE T F SRR 2 S
CPPAR Y vs W0 )

%ﬂ-

1]

Bl 1 HEAHE

3. LK1 MAKEENEEIASAFREXBYTENA SN
=Y EAD

¥

3.1 s HM S5

SEES 1A H BRSO SR AR A S AL 58 BN 98 W SK IR R sg ), B
KB BsE H2, 9256 1 f52E Landwehr 28 (2011) XFHUAALTE G YN Newman 45 (2016 ) X425 1F [fi &
TR RARINERIN, R0 7= e S g b R, A58 T 4 I8l A b2 5 005 1F 11 78 FR bR 2
BNV B B W KA R AZ B2, S 1SR 2(F AL . & vs. 15 x2 (AL IR TN SRR
AL, BUAL vs. PRALAYD) O LLIRIESC ST,

3.2 Wik Sscusin

S8 1385 Credamo “F-HHH5F T 145 A0S 59250, HRBRACHE L PRI A Sei27 05 BIHA%
KRR, FREIABFEA 137 3 (M ey =29.91, SDyy =8.54, B EL 41.60%) , A ARIE] % 1]
Wi, Bl s IR B Z Bt A0 . S8R Il i A% e 2 e r B4 i

PORITIFMEZ ), B SORM R IEE BT AL A1, JF HNIGF ST 28 BB B — 3407,
B 5 A B AL FC B 4 S 22—, FERUAARAL, 1) B R R 17 25 5 1 T A 26 b BT 2R LA
RIS (B ARG . S AImE ), JFEA “FLRRIE A5 . Milk | healthy life” 55 307 R b 20, 7R3k
PN, vl on iy PE AR B TR R RS, HA 2S5 HA R, X405 1 T 2%
WUBLE FRBR R T, TR IR A BRI WY & 5 i & 5 B b % (& Reit . |
FIBAARD & i), XS VPR RS SRR AR R AE 2R W I A b Ry e R g bn %, BAK
A AR A 2 B o 58 B AR AL 28 TF T35 SRR 4 RIS, Bl I Z S TR LA
B 1 T SRR 2 [ ER RS 56 R

BEJS , TR 012 X0 A 475 %) W) 3K 2

W

L ARG | IR S SRR A R L AR
TH 3~ A S, e 3 sk [ 25 ]

R . RBEFREANDGITEER, UAEE
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R (A 20 i A IR IR B RS A8 ) o SC00 |l T R I 22 Rt i) S5 D o
[ B AT A, A B AR A — E B B4 [T

‘\\w \\\v, ”»\V \\\v,
FAAAL—PFA Y AENAL—PFAL 7 WNA—2 RN — T

K2 Aok

3.3 AP

PAALEEAKE L6 (I 2% Kim A Megill (2011) B9, KA 7 0272 £ (1 =3E%W AF &,
T=ARE FE) #EATI R, EPORIE B R R RN A, B R BA R A e =
FIAE 3 ADRHE . R PE RGN REBX VA A SR B4, X
WA A C R Z R AR, ORI A R R R, R R, e R 04 R R AR
P54 %5R (Cronbach’s a=0.92, KMO=0.72),

A B E TS SRR A BRI A 4R FH Newman 25(2016) B, I8 3 N80, ¥RA 7 4
AR R TIORGOS IR S X A U R LI N A 2R (1=
EWARTS, 7= ) . NN IZE TR W E T A5 BN AH Z 2R (1 =988 AN 24K,
T=ARHEK) | B E SRR RV EFRE BN BA ZHB(1 =AEE A, T=AEFHE) .
1R WEEFBUE TS Z5K (Cronbach’s a=0.92, KMO=0.74) .

WK BRI 27 Zaichkowsky (1994) BYRER, R 7 02 pikei R (1=A¥ ARE, 7=4%
AR BEATIN A, AT 4 R, LA R A R . 3R R S AR . FRAR AR S X kAR
W, FRXZ A W 0 A B R AR Y RS At MR R X AR W, iSRG ME B AR AT A R
( Cronbach’s «=0.90, KMO=0.383),

3.4 RS

PILOL M iR N YN ES o e ) = N =

Tk

e JE MR ST BT Th i AP AE R GLE 22 5+
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SEE 1 PR ] | AR ZBEER . PR RO NS AR S AR A
AREE RAU AL S TR R T T SR AR A SRy A R R AT XU R T7 2200 M, S5 SRR W] X TE
B AERE . ZEEFER, BRSSO, A SR ERN AR (all p>0.1),
1025 TF T FRAR A RN AR B3 (all p>0.1), ZFEZHBIN AR E (all p>0.1), X T4
e, MAMESEIEREARE (p>0. 1), AR TS FRARE R FRHOYA B (p>0. 1),
B H RSO B (F (1, 133)=6.38, p<0.05), ZEREWFPEBEFEHRER, W
WA S5 B2 53 M PR a0 4 43 7 i 1) 2 2 FE AR R AR 1 AT 43 #0T

(1) WA BRI . S50 1 UL AR R S A A B A0 2 1 T SR AR 25 2 Y
NAARE, AU E AR N U R AT R R T 2000, R ORI R RO
(F(1, 132)=165.00, p=0.000, n°=0.56), WAL EIFHRERBA ERONARE(F(1, 132)=
0.32, p>0.1), “HLHBUMARZE(F(1, 132)=2.02, p>0.1), BAMmE, SACHR 4T AR
PINALL G 2105 5 ELAT 28 NHRAE (M, =5. 025M oy, =2. 605 F(1, 132)=165.00, p=0.000, 7’ =
0.56) o X—Z5REH], (LB IEHE FARE WAAAEA LR 584 AN, I 9% LA
IZANNAALBARINI R, 2F W AR SRR AT

(2) B IETH B SRR PRI . S000 1 LU0 IF 7 TR AR M B B o R AR o, 028 I T
BEIRPRERBIANAC R B AR R, A5 2% B AR N DAL & AT XUA R Up 7 2200, S5 2R W
SR INACR ERN A R (F(1, 132)= 1.82, p>0.1), 2 IE M 7 bR 252 A F 300 8 3%
(F(1, 132)=43.32, p=0.000, 7°=0.25), & HMNARE(F(1, 132)=0.85, p>0.1), H
RIS, FWBE TSN E B E B, BN T & B RNEE (Myy =
5.15>My,, =3.65; F(1, 132)=43.32, p=0.000, 7°=0.25), X—Z5REH, BEMNALA SRR
TH 2 0 A0 208 T T8 FRAR 28 A0 A R I A B JER R, 6 8 T TR R 250 1) ik R P A B AN 52 301 s 2 21 A 45
DNRISEI , IR IHE SRR A SRR L)

3.5 WNEASE SRR IF bR BRI 2 TR S R i 55

S 1 LAWK SR AR R R AU AL T SRR A A Oy F AR i AR O P
AT R I 22500, GEREW . E BRI SE S IR rY 800 B3 (F (1, 132) = 20. 65,
p=0.000, n>=0.14), F3%& 1F [ H FEhR 2 2R LB I ERON A B E (F(1, 132)=0.13, p>
0.1), “HMNZHZW BFE(F(1, 132)=11.81, p=0.001, n°=0.08), AN LM, KR
P AL L3, AH b2 WL R 5 FR AR 28, TH 2 3 X B PE Al AL E IR A5 25 00 1 W SE B R
(M) prmemn =5 06<Myy ) iprm =5. 625 F(1, 132)=4.53, p=0.035, 7> =0.06); €& AR
NACALZEET I 23 EA AL SRR 28 118 B i W S R B TR (M g e = 4 87> M gy it =
4.19; F(1, 132)=7.86, p=0.006, 5°=0.03), FEMABENWLE 3, Rk H2 B LIKIE, L6 18
RIL, N S B SRR R A AE 20, AT RE R AL AARTE S i i Re S0 2% 38 5 7 i ™= AL 2%
B IR B DR R G 4, 1T R2 03 9% 4 IR 4 ( Chen et al., 2017)
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6A
5.5
w5
%\; ~e 487
K
= 45
4.19
4 —eiffi
————e
3.5 >
A SEOUN

K3 RIS B SRR IR ) 58 0 W 3K B S A R

3.6 SEUSVHE

SERG 1 FEA W R T B AR TR H2, SIS 1 RS R B, M E i b3
INF, T SR A VPG B E AR A B i SK R, Y B L N AR, T S X B
FAVE FAR B B MIAEEIEE &, Woh, S5 1 A TR A b 500, st AL
LT REH THANALIIE LB il 2B i ok T RIS 48, S 300 9833 1 AL 2 5 1) I
SLE PR (Chen et al., 2017)

4. L3% 2. LERFIETREEHI RN ER

4.1 LB HMMS%

SEHG 2 1 B AR AT LIRS i R A E T, EDRGIRR B HI R H3, SE5: 2 dkSEiT S8
5 1 XU A f R LR TE T B SRR A AR TT I, DA KB 7= i SE R iy, e
T EORPRF B AU A A2 500 T T 57 b5 4 2 B A 58 EL 0V 9 I 3K FOKRBRE s, JF K5
T W SR R LA LR ML T B SR AR S B R B T . S8 2 SR 2 (U3
JE vs. 1) x2 (AR E SRR I vs. PPAGRY ) B4 fE) fESE B it

4.2 Wik SR

SEHy 2 3l 3 Credamo 7EZR R BN G HAZE T 210 Zuiat, HEOREE M PERFIA 0S4 15 B
BUEJGRIGOR, SRABFEAR 189 13 (M =28.97, SDyy =7.72, B¥EL I 36%), [ISLH 12
L, A PERGRINE SR, BORTE IS IR 6 2 B35 0. 58 IR 058 5 i B 2 e s 2k
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The Effect of the Interaction between Anthropomorphic Food Packaging and the Type
of Front-of-pack Nutrition Labeling on Consumer Purchase Intentions
Huang Fan Bai Zhonghu Pei Mengyuan Qing Ping

(Economics and Management School, Huazhong Agricultural University, Wuhan, 430070)

Abstract: Anthropomorphic packaging and nutritional labeling are commonly adopted marketing
strategies, but whether there is an interaction effect on consumer preferences when both are used at the same
time has not been fully discussed in existing research. This paper discusses the interaction effects of
anthropomorphic packaging ( anthropomorphic vs. non-anthropomorphic) and the type of nutrition labeling on
the front of the package (objective vs. evaluative) on consumer purchase intention. Two experimental studies
found that (1) for anthropomorphic (vs. non-anthropomorphic) packaged foods, the use of evaluative (vs.
objective) front-of-package nutrition labels led to higher purchase intentions, and (2) the consumer
comparative judgment strategy mediated the interaction between anthropomorphic food packaging strategy and
nutrition label type on purchase intentions. This paper enriches the research on anthropomorphic packaging
and front-of-pack nutrition labeling with important practical implications for food companies’ packaging
strategies and for mitigating the psychological and physiological health risks of China’s residents from
consumption.

Key words: Food; Products anthropomorphic packaging; Front-of-pack nutrition labeling;

Comparative judgment strategies
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