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K —FhEE A HICE (Amatalli et al. , 2018) , Bil4N, [ 2012 4Fd, 2 Sk — EL2E S0 ™ b 1750w
H BT JE M E 2020 A ek G e 2k 7= o B rh (G R A2 it s v Bl e 2017 48 & A AN Al 1
PR B, WAL, TERBRATRRLLI ey b AR E S HATEAR S ERN TSNS, E%
B DA AT RR SR A R RS L, TR — GBI IR S P IE R R AR P EN] T X R, F
B i it IR TR B AR S BRIE B, JF R TR E B S A 7 2, TR ZEE 2 0 H 25 o —F
FrAES R (Li & Leonas, 2019)

AIRREEE BRI GIMATOR,, BATRE . TTHSF RS m s CHR B2 o . AR
FW, I OEX T AR M AFTE A P JEAS . — 0, “ATRRER” 5 IO, AR
SCEERDG, M C“FAE WS S m, B E L RN FEAER VIR (Kapferer &
Michaut, 2014) , FEC—H5H 2% #%5F —F BYIE R 77 A0 SN, HE 0T ] RR 22 B 48 A AR 1T
o H—Jrm, “AIHREL” 5 CFERT ZEAWAAEIR R RE, WA TR T R
(Carcano, 2013) , AR, i APE S B[R] A4 220k, B P AR B 7 A 72 R HE ML, 1
F PR HR A PE B 5 R BoC i, B 1T AR A 1, X R RERE I /D B IR 1Y TR 9%
WAFE ATRFLLA B PR, RN, SCHRFAT P2l 200 B TR 7 REFAIFESTES: (Batat, 2020), FHIH
WHERES T R ATRFELE L (Amatulli et al. , 2018)

M2, FTRRELFMAAR BT TE 20 2 35 2B 48 0 W K R B 7 A (B AR IR 52 e 7 A BIF 5 DAV 2 5 2 1
ISR, 2SI AT BT SE4518 ., Amaldoss %5 (2005) H4114 2o 3 2 B4 g 45 5 091 2%
ORI ORI O T AR BT S R SRR RO R, W SEAT R 23 52 W SE B 7 ) 5
M) 5 17T R B R 2 S AR T AT A TP AR m A 2 A TR WA SEAT O 43 2 W SE N IE
MISEI , A T R RIS, RRIE A (SIS IR ) 2 Al Rr2 5 15 i 3K
RN EHLEI R A5, 355 FNHh e 2 5 8 5 T RS 1 i T SR A BIF 9 SOk, AR SR AR
152 AT, SRR 9 SRR T AR AL PR R AT R Y 52 ELAE F RE A8 1035 b 52 0 2 A it ) S R L
FH TR R OEEOR (k. Rk R EAMRAE R (FTRRSE, dERTHRSE) DL — 2
(BRIRONE , BRBERON ), A T I8 e S BRI 1 i PR L 1 28 A0 X T 28 487 ) S R S ) 52
AWFIE R E BT 6 QDS HEET XA [FI 2 B 2 ek T RR S5 42 i T S S SR 15 SR 92 B8

2. XERid5HRM/IR

2.1 W[FFEEFE I

AR, FE T OB ST JUGA 7 R R, 3 7 R R R RS S R T
2 BREWS ) R RS SO AU S A B X TRk (Wang, 2022) , “RTHRREEMET MR 4E
BEBEAS T 2 A AN AT SR, TR SO SE i A0 5 AR & SR 7 R 1 JE ¥ (Batat, 2020) . SE4ER,
“RTRREEE” VRS B AL e TR AR S S T SRS ANAT S, B AR 0 A 7 R B AN A
CRIHFLETET T KHR T AR i S EOCTE A BRI S AT M OCER  (Li & Leonas, 2019), JfR
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B = i A PR . EARIESS, ATERS B R R ARk, RATRE. TFE, &
055 AT FRELL R MR B DGR 1B 12 0

DIFESC T AR 2 5 48 it 1A 2 A S M AP AE i, — RN, T RRSEME 2 i R AR 1Y
(Kapferer & Michaut, 2014) , FECREZIEAN, HIHEE S TRET RSB, X T+
R PR RITE R A FEARE I (Harper & Peattie, 2011) , IEMFREW, EEMFESSEEZ . MA
bl BRvk . . w5 B MG SN AR G, i TR v R R A T X
TEAEANGE R A S FEAY A (Amatulli et al. , 2020) , BEAL, ZEB G TOIIA W RS0 R SRR
B R o B A BT i ST, NP 9 I S A 4 R ST RZ A (Achabou & Dekhili, 2013) . #il4nA
PUEARHZ 2 5 — AT 2 A (Davies & Streit, 2013) , I HZ & & vh i T Hr 2 b4 Rt 11 55 1
2 IMEIRSN (Dekhili et al. , 2019)

G — SN Ry 2 A2 i P 3 VR T R M T 3R 1T DR R T 2 T AR S IR R SE R
B, BTS2 MRS E T U P A AR A SRR, B & MR A MR
ARG T2, 20 @8 T ™ i, AT HF2 & R )2 3 o R T G e 3t 53 [mDsoKk S i 44 R i
it BEE AR B ARTER, W ERELA MR A TR I T2 (Amatulli et al. |, 2018) . HIK, FE
vt 26O TR M RO AT RS 2 (R AR DG E 25 45 o DR G R 0 g (9 S b, LL RO ™ it S LA T
FF2EtE (Heil & Langer, 2017) | RAFHYAEE T2 5T/ERE (Janssen et al. , 2014)

5 LR, ATRRSLICRAE T A AE 7 T S BB R A AR T 2 A X T RS A
ASERAAEZES, FEAEW AN, R RS RE 0 Z MR AHES , I 23 Xl 2k
PEZAL i O (RN BTt e MR BEAS BE, DATITRAAIR T A T g W S B . U2 38 4 5t v 1 fin ] R 8k
TCREEA T A TER AVER RN R, AT RRSe FE 15 0 0 45 & RE S 4R s 2 O S I, Rk,
ARWFFELATE SR B RN YI A, SE T B R PR BRGS0 M iH 2 8 28X il FR2 548 W 3L R
S, AT GRS 45

2.2 iHtRAT

W 2R AE Y P R P A A R AR R TR AN B AL, AT O R [ 77 S R R R S L 7E
WA F T RIX SR, JLEME (1949) B AR B I 2 5 A R H W LAT R, F5 N A
RORBITR, WL R R BEAEE T 1 O R MR A, B IBYER 257 (conspicuous
consumption) . )5, Leibenstein (1950) K7 2%.00 BT SR K 40 A MAARZL N ( bandwagon effect) F134
FIRRE (snob effect) , Hor A ARZEBIHG BRI < Xob S5 7 it R 1 02 1 Ay G Al i 20 3400 7 0 S [] —
PR, TTSFION R o B i oK e PR Ay Al A A6 W 3K [ — ol g o B HE Al N IE 7
SRR SN B BT W WY SR T AR R, AR A T
WHFAAE LI | BT | BABERE TR (Bahri-Ammari et al. , 2020) ;i #2500 0
BT IHBE SRR, 4 HC SRERX S TFRITR (Tsai et al. , 2013), 753X W Fl Y 2075 R BT 5%
(LA B, Amaldoss (2005) KFil 24 /> AP SR 2 & ABR B R 2 %, H b 4 A0
W LN B BT RTE B, TR B S R R AT S, 7 A R S A B

131



EINEIEITIE
2024 FAEF 28 (X% 53 H)

%5 BB TR 2 3 U0 LA 3 2 35 A BB AT oM RS B O AT M S A HEN], #EmIAE B C Y F
W, R DL BT 2 0 3K A A AR B s A T 2 A R, RO 23 B A T S RO N i
#ahn,

WeAh, LR e A 25 S AE B AL I P N AF AN RS2 e, — D7 D, X T R 2
ME, 7 FREeE ] DA — g &= (flan, # stk = 2R el . 5 AR )
(Parker & Lehmann, 2011) , 4505 B8 9% 35 n) 03K 3 SR A 7= sl A1 R A% e i 3 42 0, BDEB 42
BT B0, RN AH A (Amaldoss & Jain, 2008; Leibenstein, 1950), WA K%
BRI KRR (Berger & Ward, 2010) . WEEJEUL, M RZEOH T E A=W IEMEL
WOZEE AT, 7R AL 2 A IR B S A BeAh, SRR A
PERY S VL RE 65 %2 107 i I HEA P, X B RE RG] T 2 G5 ALY 2 A BRI SE (Rao & Schaefer,
2013) . 5—Jrifi, X FERBETE S E N T, WG R ] DIVE Sy —Fhs kX (B, Az v
BE= BRI . AESINAT ) BN ST B B O 35 4% 1k T b A7 1) 1F B 1 DA Bt 23 1 4 2 R
JE, A S 5 EIRBE R 22 % HVE = (Parker & Lehmann, 2011) , MARTH 2247 M U8 T 2500 2%
HREAR . BB (Amaldoss & Jain, 2008), WAHHEIN AT {55 2 BRBERLY S # B L M E
FAKHE (Berger & Ward, 2010) ,

2.3 ifEAfe RS

5T 2 400 T AU R BRBE AL T 2 8 0 25 R T 2 3 AR DB SR 22 5, JF B 5 A IR A1
O AT A FRAME S K Sl 4T A B, TR B AR Y 1 3R U B S R BE AL 2% (Tsai, et al. |
2014) , FAEMAFERIE (optimal uniqueness theory) #f—20 T WM —H BT R Z R, BB N
ANRTER EREACA R PR EAR TR . BT R  (assimilation needs: BRI AMSREA, FoR
FAFE) b7 R (differentiation needs: W25 AR, ERIMAFNE) , I H AL B S
XPES ST, L@ R TR A, RGN SR B 03 (Brewer, 1991) . BRFHTYIN 2% % LRI fL 75 oK
HE, EHEEARE SUS BN S E LT R O, B SR AR R AT HEMB Y (Amaldoss & Jain,
2015; Zheng et al. , 2012) .

FEFL I h, T2 E A RRE W s e W S TR R 2R AT BT R, BB AN 9%
MK B MR AL S eI, PR ) T PR e 38 45 i DL G Kt 3 . S HEAHTT; T
SR S B SE SN HLNE S T RESEAERF IR T A C ST IX 4y, AT 2 TR ARG S &
BB AR . R E SR, B3 —FalRe . DM AIRIE S, BHoe kW], T RN
W WSL AL R AR T AR (Kang & Ma, 2020) , i ERBERY 2% 2% A C 50
SEFROORFOAR R B AT E A, 3 At ) S 2 A AR Ml e ) LR 2B A ok A ST 5 R A 2 A B U A B R
( Bahri-Ammari et al. , 2020; Llamas & Thomsen, 2015) .

Zh b, USRI Sk RO BB R 2% R W SE S S AE AN R R A, PR AT R R .
I REAR D BB REAR R, 15 A RS (Dubois & Duquesne, 1993), FERE 1,
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%1 HRERRE EAKESER
R 0 b W 2 W Z
eI
gt ! T (IR B B 1 A R
.
SigH i | %S 2. AR R
I R N e T T I MR
. 3. Hifii ok
BRI AL
I RAK SRR B RE (kS
SO <R ) SR L e R
- A VATIE (SRR, 4 ”
WHE | WIS . 2. XL 0
2 WEEG (BB CEwmdEys | 3. Hfir ok
R s L)
2.4 IHTREFTURNEE AR B A T % T B e 31 3 P 1T 55 g

=

TEZ AL I DUk, MV (2 0 U B (sl ) | R RAE . SR B e
RFHESRES, FETS P A IR AA (Ko et al. , 2016), H HIXFEHMAIEAL 5 — 2
JEFTHRFLEN . BN, Gueei 2B GG Marmont F51 LAEAHR 1% GG AR _LAR S meis, JFLAgli/h
A J R EAPRE, IEAb, BT REMGR T 2 E REIR B ) FIE IR (Phau & Prendergast, 2000) , TEfE
TR E AT R . N TR BT JE BRI T, BRI 7R 5 2 2 B0 1 W S 2 Bl T . BT A
SAERYAE T FRREL BB 5, JFilad e 26 5 18 i /2 [A) fL 75 oK (Kastanakis & Balabanis, 2012) . Uit
i, BRBERLTE P O R R v R B AL S DR S, PR BRI, MR T WSS R E, SRim, X
TR I T AT AT g 3R o W S A R AR R R, AR AT RS T R R T AT U 5
SR P DT RORDCEL , DA 55 T WA SE

ME L S I AT RS TCR B, T 98 XA S R AR R Y RS T SORLR R DL
& (Amatulli et al. , 2021) T TR 5 A (O BEAR AR, T 20 2t O 0 1) 0 ML 77 5
ek D R i e 2 S M I R 7E — 7 (Creusen & Schoormans, 2005) . M, #F&HEUFR, HAT
e, TF ., GOFEAFEEIENEE N, SPR AL, MARR, SEImH ORI B R, TS
TR TR E LT K (Reich et al. |, 2018) . PRItk WTHFEEE AL 5l AR TS B S AL TH 9% 4R 1545 5
AAREYE DI 5 4k 2 S G A A AN AR X 43, S RO BT K (Griskevicius et al. | 2010)
UEB, SR 9RO BT R AT RE S & (2 AV L, = SRR, 4w S R, AR, X
PR B 2, AT 0 o 3 5 W S A U R R AL RR R, TR A R A R T 2 0 B R
ANDERE, AT AR I S R

WIHTATA, T P& JRANE AL G IR B0 28 BAE BB 1 2 Hb 52 e i 2 & i i S g, Bl
M5, SIEE TR R E A, MATRBEE AR, B REE AL, LS — R |

|
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AMEE BFRIEL, 5 B SRR . ATRFEeE A2 i A9 AR SRR ] LS 4 st 95 By 50 5 T 3 2l 2
TEBA RO PR AR, B BT R, M4 i 05 R 2 5 K s AR AT R 5 48
it 14 LT P O e LA 1 400 S U9 B A AR T SR, DT AR T S 2R 9 I S B R, I B
BRBE R S i, AUl ) e e W S 5 22 O M B BRI AT Y S RS2 i LUK B B A RE A 1 7 2 4T
A SRV LT 2 S BRI, TR S AR B2 IR R R, W L RME R oK,
Pt AR RSB dh A — P 2 352 SR A2 i, B o AL BR B R 9% i R AL oK
P i ERBE R 9% BN S I, X TR BE T S T, i S A 2 MY 2 5 S il AR AR HE e 48
OFIRMAE, PRI, AT RREEEE AL i A AR ST PR N RE I 2 ER R 2% AR AL TR, BRI R 2t
BRWEEEE , ik, ARSI Rk

Hl: H#EXE (WS, RiEE) NECGRIRES (WTHLE, FUHE) IXENNEBEE
RN REWIEE,

H2: HREFOEFRNEGRIAREENERERN THRELE (0%, RE) MEEZRA
RIER (ATHEEE, FAHFE) NXEREXEBEEWISREIZM,

3. ARFiE

3.1 85—

T H R RIRRIE LA (G vs. IREEAY) MEE R RER (AR vs. JEATHF
2r) B EAE XS 2 W SK E RS, S TEfRR HI,

3.1.1 #uXik#®

RIS LIERFSE 0 E B TR 500 i (effect size d=0.50) M WIBIIZE (power=0.80) ( Cohen,
2013; Leenaars et al. , 2016), AHF5ERH G * Power 3. 1 F {4, WIFHRZES5H 179 AL L, Hit,
AWIIAEFERT AN LA 15 JTH S5 T 200 24008 28 58— RPN K THE & (Louis Vuitton F4¥)

MRS S, RAABFEANERN N=187, 4 19~45 % | SFI4EH M, =28.91, SD=5. 68, kLt
>4 50. 80% .,

3.1.2  aram

BF9E# 4 Louis Vuitton TASOIRE T 2 FORRIA (AT HFSE . JRnl#55E) MOSRRGE . MR
B REI A, BFFCHAER E 35 81 (15 5% (FEIG 18~34 & FHIAEIL M, =22, 98, SD=
3.08, LHELHIN 49.38%) , BEHLIY W 2 41, HARRE BRI AR MAKAS 5%, L%k
2,
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*2 Z{% & (Louis Vuitton F8) IRMEEB LB KR
LR B A A B

Louis Vuitton BA AN NEE M, HALFIRFSMRAE, 150 4K, Louis Vuitton MBI AR, 2
TR | fERREAHAR ORI, RAEESE LR, BT Louis Vaiton BAFHEH: 19
7o, ANFE Louis Vuitton %325 Hi 8

Lous Vuitton #A AN E {2 . HURRIBEERIGAE, P i b R, 005 T 7
LIESE- S S RITEIASS & BE I —FRTdh, AT T KE B ERR— s R, bk A2
Louis Vuitton f i th 97 il , ALTE Louis Vuitton %325

BEJG, WFRHEORS 5E ARG BAEZ KRR PO 28t (7 0 R, 1=0%, 7=
100% ) . Z5RFRWY, FIHRFEEA AR T RPLR A AR T O (Y X PRI TR SR . (M0, = 4. 80, SD =
0.82, My =3.46, SD=0.87, 1=7.11, df=79, p<0.001, d=1.59), Z5RHHLE T LI —ERIERAT
Rk,

3.1.3 Rghikitfe L0742

EFLRT, FRENSEENS Louis Vuitton FASRIIMAF A (W Rege . AEnTRese), #1iF
M EXNFER R, REEEE, BIFEAGEIE 285 KB L (Kastanakis, 2010) X43%
H#EEM, R E 6 MBI, U B A N < AT R SRR M B R R
REPHA MBI A5, MIBRFARIN 28 ian « FeFT3 L — R AT . H iR & i i # 2 Ik
B, BN ARL” %, WS, BSE5ESEE 2 (HEE, SR v BEER) x2
(BMRIEE: ATFF8E v, AR H7EE) SLBRITH, FASSEEARET RN ngpy we = 50,
Marss s = 405 Noparspr s =48, N s =430

Y B S X H AR SR, AU IS B R (Dodds et al., 1991) #EATII&,
RS 5 AT, flhn < RIS R T RENE” S, BEAh, JCIRERBE R 2 ik R
SR e AR AT BESZ ™ W BT BORE R, A HEBRIE 9% 0 B ) 9 AR Dy — R AU AR, DL < 3RAE
B TR AR RS 5 E X R NIEE (Ordabayeva & Fernandes, 2018)

WS, ZORZ5E AT Louis Vuitton St A IAFFERE | XTPREE R SCTERRRE | X HAR T
R i e RO LA 25 . R UIIZ HAR TR FL N . B T4 BREE ] 528 1) K TE
PRIERE, P BRI Likert 7 g5 3% (1 AURARF AR, 7 AERAERFE) .

5, WEGKM A DG 25 BT LUEE, Wi 2 58 2 A B A U A /Y B2 H i,

3.1.4 FIESH Atk

BARR . 13 (22 50 TR0 A i 4 MO 2 I 258, Il 2 580 B iR T4802
Fih, AZSEFMNEARRH AR ES AR, WUHZS5EX] Louis Vuitton B 4F A HA 3%
M5 (F (3, 183) =0.36, p=0.785, My 5y =420, SD=1.09, M gy =430, SD=0.89,
M s e =4 15, SD=0. 87, My g =4 12, SD=0.85), X FRBE ] AAY 56 78 A HAT 251 22 5l
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(F (3, 183) = 0.58, p =0.629, My 50 = 422, SD = 0.76, My gus = 4.37, SD = 0.77,
M s e =435, SD=0.79, Moo g =4 41, SD=0.76) , XPF 8B M A LA BEWER] (F
(3, 183) =1.47, p=0.225, My s =3-94, SD=0.68, My gy =4. 09, SD=0.81, M yps g =
4.17, SD=0.86, My gy =3- 86, SD=0.74) , WHFLEAAYZ 5 X HAR™ i ol RREetE PF o0 s T
JEAHRFEE (Mo =4. 57, SD=0.87, My =3.23, SD=0.94, 1=10. 13, df=185, p<0.001, d=
1.48), BAEAROEN T KNS 5%

THPF WL R . S5 RN IR (G IRRH) FIORMEE (TReg, dEnTHELL) M=
HRUN B E T P I SE = (F (1, 183) =187.68, p<0.001) ., HAKMI T, 4Z& 5 AT
FREzmy, U BT 9 3 10 W K R B TR B 9 (M =5.12, SD=0.82, My, =3.43,
SD=0.81, t=10. 11, df=94, p<0.001, d=2.07); 4FE N AT EEEET, BREGER T 2% 5 1) I KL 3
ERERE TSR HE (Myy=5.21, SD=0.67, Mgy =3.67, SD=0.88, 1=9.28, df=89, p<
0.001,d =1.97), WK1,

mafRfsE ORI RRsE
5.12 521

o 3.67

o 3.43

e

a4

&

H
S = N W A NN

G A R
T 2 2R AL A R OR A B A ELAE G W K T S A e

Lil, SR RBUEERI (G BREE) MEEMIREE (AIHFZE, AETfrsk) mch
ROV BES .35 MU SN B WA S T . A O AT AR, AT A B i K R R e TR
WERUTH B BB A AR TR, BRBERTH 2 AW SR R e T R 2 . ik, o
B TR RS LRV R T B 2 S T B A N AR BIL AR

3.2 ST

SIS TR R E I (S vs. BRBH) ML MIRREE (TR vs. AEATRRSE) Y
SEHAE FHRE R 2 W S B A S HLE] 234 B 42 o IR AR S R 2% 380 BT SR A DT e 1 ) v 4
Ve, BuFik H2,

3.2.1 #uX#F
ITEZ5HP BRI 2 (G15 vs. BREH) x2 (AIHFLE vs. AERTHFSE) RUSCER BT, R4 LA
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G SN i (effect size d=0.25) MIARIIEE (power=0.80) (Cohen, 2013; Leenaars et
al. , 2016), RH G * Power 3. 1 #fF, il HES 5% 179 AL E, Wik, S8 X EHHNLL S
TCIRENZEEE T 200 B R E E— RV K T Al LB (BkE) WA, REAHMREALERE
N N=182, 18~31 %, FYJAEMA M, =22.40, SD=2.50, ZLHELBIY 55.49%,

3.2.2  Arm

MR EQ T — M ERNEL S ERE N “Veridia Jewelry”,  “Veridia Jewelry &— %1 T &
e ORBEOMATEER R A, AT T o % R AR T B ZARYER SR B, R AT
JEM KR MR T IR OBEZIM K., Veridia Jewelry LI T 5l T 258 S AR ™4 Y
A PEA RO T2 A", I 2 58 BRI E R, Wk 3.

%3 AIRIRRAE BRI
A R IR L =)

FA T3 TR el P 0 R G A e N VGIE R T 4R 82T R 3 R B . FRATT LR S 3 2
AR AP PR, BB AR S A IR T A, OF B Sr S A ORE R T Rk A
HEATRE I DD FIRIFT B, DLORES SR 1 A SR 5%

F AT T30 T B v T FH 09 R € A A R AN VIR B TE R SR TSR A . FRATT AL o A e R
SIS ER S Fr R T2, SRGIER) A & AR A AR, GESREFER B0 S, T8 Ll st
TR DI EIRIT RS, DMRREHR IR Y F AR S8/

NIRRT B, TFTE e 354 65 (B 5% (4RI 18~27 ¥, SFI4FIE M, =21.38,
SD=1.97, BN 50.77%) . K-S 5HBEN Y IPELUEL BN RAT R (FTRpS:, JERTHESE), 2
RS 5 E AL Bbr i EUR S8 TE L 0 DL 2 B IR R E e, SR RNL IS 5EH AN
R TEE G, [FIE, ATRRZL2 P SRR X TR AT Rp g 41 i B S AR B (M = 4. 57,
SD=0.85, My =3.27, SD=0.98, t=5.75, df=63, p<0.05, d=1.42), [IREEH LI SR BMN
T RS S,

3.2.3 Rkt e LA AR

TEESLR, PR ENSEENE “Veridia Jewelry” BISL G, F ARSI 28 X 1% o e
TEE R, ARBFFE I R K (Kastanakis, 2010) XS 5HKM ) BEE, 2Bl
oK E (Lynn & Harris, 1997) FlREFF KR (Bearden et al. , 1989) LAl &2 5 1.0
HEOR, MAES 5HF - HA TN SIMAE R (TRREE | JERTHRrEL) , TR WATI, #45, oF
FEEME L ZIRER (Dodds et al. , 1991) A i 954 H AR mh AR, JFM7 52 58 X i i
[V (Ordabayeva & Fernandes, 2018) , ILAh, WFFEHAME T /=& B LA B2 S S5TH & 1Y
o/ AT RADC D, ZoR S 5E MG %7 e 2 R LR T X SE 3 2 G i O3 R

WS, 2 5& VAT PREE (R8O TEFR BE | X H A 7™ il ) i -2 75 OB o 25 10 A 22 6
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SERYONILT MBI A AT RS P AU SR A Likert 7 i (1 AURAEH AT
B, TREERFEE) . &a, SRS ADGert 215 8Ot 7 LUEGS, 125 5 2 5 R 2 A R
AR A ESEH Y

3.2.4 FHIEHH AT

BAERES . 15 (02 53X AR 5 i R iR R 255, 3 2 55 I BiR- o2 s
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Being Unique or Going with the Flow?
The Impact of Consumer Type on Purchase Intentions for Sustainable Luxury Goods
Feng Wenting" Li Jie® Shen Xianyun® Liu Chenling®
(1  Gemological Institute, China University of Geosciences ( Wuhan), Wuhan, 430074

2 Center for Psychological Science and Healthy, Educational Research Institute,
China University of Geosciences ( Wuhan) , Wuhan, 430074 )

Abstract; Sustainable production and consumption is an increasingly important area of marketing.
Consumers’ attitudes towards sustainable luxury goods are ambivalent and the needs of different types of
consumers vary, but few studies have focused on how consumer type influences their attitudes towards
sustainable luxury goods. This study explores the effect of consumer type (leader, follower) on purchase
intention of sustainable luxury goods based on the psychological needs theory of consumers. Through 2
empirical studies, it was found that the interaction of consumer type ( leader, follower) and luxury
environmental information ( sustainable, non-sustainable) significantly affects consumers’ purchase intention.
Consumers’ willingness to purchase sustainable luxury goods is higher than non-sustainable luxury goods in the
leader consumer context, and it’s lower than non-sustainable luxury goods in the follower consumer context.
The matching consistency ( snobbery effect, followership effect) between consumers’ psychological needs
( differentiation, assimilation ) and environmental information about luxury goods ( sustainable, non-
sustainable ) mediated the effect of the interaction effect of consumer type and environmental information about
luxury goods on consumers’ purchase intention.

Key words: Sustainable; Luxury; Consumer types; Psychological needs
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