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[ ZE] #AxkW, "EONKIAEX P HEFENAN, FEEHERT, FRN0
FEHBERHFERIBHERENEERNEELRR, ATSEARARKXEF BRI EE,
AHARETRZAREHER, R =ZANAEBRRAZETEHRIAFELHEH BN X TR
WEHURBEDHNG, EREAA, HETHEFENTHRATEER, KEH EEE
BT, HEEWENXAERER, BEApREFNER, ENANHEATEAT, 4
RIZermaWREANEEER, BHRIIEFEERT, BN anXTERER, X#F
REBTFERECTRE MPUANMKEETHNHEXARL, IO LOEZE &) RE
BAAEM D,

[X$iF)] a8 FEEBEFAFE BHIXFER B%im HAL

HE 5 KT, FT13.55 XERAR R, A

1. 5]

][l

AR, SR = ST RS R P AR TE  m VAL | IRERAT R BB %, Hob, Mg RIS T
() T ZENHIBERS ( Aschemann-Witzel & Zielke, 2015), PRt $&THH 9% 38 X gt 7™ 5 (040 46 42 32 B Al
T M ST IR B S B SR BT A R R I (A0 Wei et al., 2018 ) i 4y 324+ & IR
HEATHRIT, SR A I Ve 7 A OASE ORT 2 €277 i A S 3 JEEAT ] 5 M 33X — 22 [+ A

WFE R, = as ﬂ%??ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬁ¢%ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ@“ﬁmmmd,2m%o%%ﬁ%
MRIFFE T 2 B0, AT 2 B =, IR B 1 s 2 b T 2% A o A 2 B B, AT 4
FEXF 2 S P (RS RIS, 2017) o BRI B8 X2 €0 7™ b i 52 e AL 1) RN s A 0 FAR G i,
7 SR Y G PR A PRBEERE (Xu et al., 2021) , I b RS 85 B2 ARG BT IR A9 2 MU T8 2 Y
“HEL IR, A7 B TR P B2 a0 S A AR S 7 SR A B A (Berger, 2019), MTiHETH
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TH 2 A SO . SRS WA LG, S 7 il 1 W 3K Sl AL 188 2 A1)l A7 S ok 3 5 F FRATR]
J&%(Barbarossa & De Pelsmacker, 2014) , T i 2 B2 S AL A 7= S B 000 < N I AFAE (Epley et al.,
2007) o LI, 7 R A A B o R Al N B D TE T 8 A FRIAFIRIPEGT, 55 P BETE SR 1 =
VAR S AL s U B, DATAT 4 T 2 2 A AN SRR . R B AR G A W R
WIe = i S LRV AS B, AR, S 7™ it i R 285 B2 0 T3 A0 SO B B iR i ML kAT A &=
Gtk i, AUSEETRIEEE S BIE, SRR LIN =AM, 5o, @™ 5k %z
LTS e O e SRR s Rk, ENAE O BRILEI AT RS, AR BE L el 9 s S
(Rp=Y'5%

2. XHEkéRid

2.1 R4k G ahRie

AL B B (symbolic interaction theory ) A9 H 934 19 A FME &R T XA SO AT, L
B E AT S5 (Solomon , 1983) , 3k FEMREAXS T A FAVAFIAIPEAN R a2 S A T 8
MIE, JF B8 MA 52 a3 it h

Carter I Fuller(2016) tA % BEIE 55 I~ A E 5 NSt Hh AT &5 AT S RO B 244, I AT
A L ) P A RAEEAT SR A 1A PR T PEURI B X 7 B IR e AE 2 O B v — R B AR
RERS R AR AT SAE A 2 TR, P S GAEE SOk A HE I . BRI 355 R (Candi et al.
2017), MEXLEPRR S E R ABILG . B ERIA TGO AR A G R, T 2% 76 AP i
gyl R E 7 R SORRIB HE W By . A RIS (Shank & Lulham, 2016) , fifnsg @,
PR SR RS TS MR AL SIE R, Wil 7 R A I SR AT D BEHIR S E B A B4
AR AR T AS RERO AR ik, A, 77 bl 20 T8 23 B ED R A B2 (Puntoni & Tavassoli, 2007), Hfij*
i A AL T SGE A 2 I B — A B2 55 00 S B EAT EL gl DT 52 0 ¥ 9% 28 X927 i 1) DA A 2K
114,

2.2 HESEHZAHER

WFFERBL, AR PR S RE AL B B 25 32 2 5 BB A5 (Shank & Lulham, 2016) , 5748
LR RS B AR R RN S R WS B2 — . BT, BT R E M, AMRE
TR R TG BALRIA , R0 5 RS B 15

9 P AR 2 A1 LA B A P AR RN 45 7 25 RN NSO BCRE I o, 0 b % B (RS A
N 525 B AR EAE ) A 32 B (SR 25 (8] 240 (Baum & Koman, 1976) . A WFITIA K™
i R B S T A BR S TR i i o s TR R/ (BRI B 3 2022) o 25 b, ABESEH  TBRS ) 2
JE B Ry e BRI AT A2 R i E T 7 B B R S R i 2/
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EL A SCHRTIIE S22 B 23 ELHEY W 2 3 1015 5 U 4% SRR DA SR i RS U I T . Castro 55 (2013 ) A5
R IANR ISR 7 S A 22 SL T RS 2T, A BRI 7 S B 2 52 i T 9% 3 I SE PSR Choe 45
(2021) AR BE i T B AR oE b AR« F R A o™, DN SE e T 2% 8 % 7 i 9 PP, T
FEMITF SIS, (HLFEPTEEG = L, BEA IR R ek = FRAE R, AR A 5% 56 1
B 85 J3E K g €217 i A S SRR ) R T

S0 R — RS A S NI ) 25 i A S AR Y 7 i ( Nguyen & Dekhili, 2019), T4k
7 i B MM ERAE S @ e, SR 7= AT 53 5 ( Berger, 2019), RV 9% 5 5 2 &k e FfH (&
AT . ERTT S R )™ i FEESE A SRR [ 9% R gk (5 B AL S (H (Krystallis &
Chryssohoidis, 2005), #l4n“ /A" “HIRE "%, W AT B (willingness to pay premium ) J&
FEIH P F NS aR = i 2 AT SRR, M AMUR S5 2 B As 225, WX
BIFAEGE ™ W R (Gomes et al., 2023) , 57 B2 WA i 0 SO0 I i PR 28 A s 7 A I
B g R . DIEFMAS (Krystallis & Chryssohoidis, 2005), AR EMN M HZm, Hlinga
JEFNr {8 (Chen & Chang, 2012) , JRHIH 2% 35 A &1 (Wei et al., 2018) , FA5i iR ( Bamberg,
2003) . SR, BAT SCHRICTE S22 R oA 88 0 B iR as [ 26, Bk, RIS B ™ i
WA 4% B 1) A BE I AR

2.3 HE\A

Shi 1 Jiang(2022) BF5E & BUAL S BEAR A F6 35 1) S 7 X 4 €0 7= i i A Sl A0 8 B LA S LU
M), 3R 2 R A AN A S BRI EL LI A 3 At b AR BIFSE OG0 T I 23 19 B 25 IAAT

H 5 IAH (self-esteem ) 38— AKX B B WA E RPN ( Pyszezynski et al., 2004) . B3R, H
R8BSR JR T R S A P (7 955 R ( Crocker & Park, 2004) . [ 25 A 4k 37 A0 55 (5 B R4 5
HIRER, DUNGE D R4 B TR Q07 Wkl g 3 9, B A 800 e S5k 2k W a2 X 43 7
F I BEAHIK 25 ( Banister & Hogg, 2004) . Crocker il Park (2004 ) 45 H*E 23 B 2 MY EEARE S0 B IA
R THMA A A A RGRFE . Baumeister 5 (2003) (F58 & B0, 55 [ 2K AANAGE #3104 3 5
(R SEARIRR S SR ) A A A 05 3, B ) W S SR R N T IR B I 25 1 IR ST ARAE
PEH SIS, ARSI ST 225 BB SR (0™ i AR 1S B8 2 1At S I (E A= A R, T 2834 19 2T
KFREGSAF RN AEY, INIMHETE TU A AT IR, P, AHFSE e BRI 2% 8 F ROV HE S N e 1 0 3
B, SR €7 i AR 4) % B X i (0 S A R R Xy s

2.4 WAL

Feng 55(2016) fERFFE A B, 248" hh SRS (vs. B IFBRSN) IS, TEERYE A LB R A2
KA g Z AUNAC i (vs. 870 ), SRTITESR ()™ S SUR B ERIBLRITD AR, i, ASwr
FERFINACTEME 13z FH A 3 2 (7 il U

UNAL (anthropomorphism ) i T —Fpfila), BIHE RS H sl AH R 14 N AT 0 AT I TE AR
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NRIFRAE, DI TR 2N R P B9 ( Epley et al., 2007) . 7= &2 AL T REMSHETHE
B XHL S R A LR = S P (Feng et al., 2016) , {HAREREAIE, BIALAENS A 284 Bl &
BEFR, 0 Epley 55(2007) 425, AATATLAE Uk ™ i AR AN A AL 6135 28 N T8 2ok M3
BZ SRR, DU RS TR R, BEAh, SRR BE XV 2 2 19 7™ 5 A A A8 Ak B LA
AR (Homburg et al., 2005) . Epley %5 (2007) #8 H @ SR 4 7= i 38 5 85000 RE S $2 58 ™= b
H S B RS AT A “ i A" . Barbarossa 11 De Pelsmacker (2014 ) BF 5% & B 4% €2, 7= i (1 1)
SESHLZ BT LA AL Ge 7=, PR R 6o 7= i i 8 3 ol A b o S B B B TR (R 3, X vk s 2
A LA AT BE LT 2 5 7= A WS AT 0 “ W UL AN o SRR AR M B B E, AR
HEL e A SRt 7= BT RE ™ W At S TRk, AR TR S R B B, e ™ i R ) 8 R T A
SR PR T AN AES AN A, SEAT i 2 T O kS R UL B RR R, T4 LT
MR, H, AR DS PR MR, ST e 5 R 25 B X i A S A
JE R

3. RiZIRH

LR 7™ S AR B b BAT 72 A5 5 A AR I RFAE ( Berger, 2019) , R AR BRI A 2 24571 2%
A B SEHBT (Whitney & Levi, 2011), FFEGE AR [F5EES Y (Maeng et al., 2013), —J5T, )
WARET S PR AR O S HAE R 3 — T, T SR 0 IO B R B F BRI, BeR, T
e N b R |y e S T = B i (RN /A SO S s s G VAR N R RN S 2
MM, 2R iR A RS B (Xu et al., 2021), %77 BESEAT M SN 2E v S HA AR
W EATS BRI QARSI N2 32 380 WL R 527 W& R 520, #0107 i RS B (055 1
PR AR AR 2L AR 5T AR S (R A KN )RR AR I 98 A T o SIS R . R, ASEFRSE AR
ﬁi-&

Hl: it REFREBENRIEE, BRENKIZETEHREENIAREER,

Rl B e BRI AR ABE (Xu et al., 2021) . WP A ARG R AESSHS 1 T 544
POBRE AR X 53, REGS 2% o A IE R 2 A 9L (Pyszczynski et al., 2004) , DT 447 i1 42 5 A1 2
Truong FI Mccoll (2011) BF5¥ & B F BN HIKF- 19 1 2 SR E ™ S IE 5 AR RIS RO, 4%
7= i S RE LT 2 3 B B A AR M (gt 2 LR B A 34 I, RBAIE S A7 A e 4k 2 Hbu 57 2 R
PRI, NiHESD B F M (E A B0 FE 2 BRI INF] (Pyszczynski et al., 2004) . BEIF, SR8 95
Yo A% RS 12 AL 2 (A AR 25, TR B FR AT H Y BUAS FIATE 44 ( Aschemann-Witzel &
Zielke, 2015) . WHE I R& @™ Fiim b Ie 5k, H RN Y, M ST R R
e, ik, ARk,

H2: HBEFAEANNRN TFEEFREINZEREN ZARENEMNE,

PO b, PR RS A AL SRR R R T RS AR X 2 PR 1Y R ma B
(Maeng et al., 2013; Baum & Koman, 1976), 5742 A&k 7= 5 2l A AL iy AL 315 B TH 2%
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HEMASEEGR T, HRFE AN SRS, MR A 5 A SRR, e KT 9
2 DA JERHT (1 (] B 38 BE AR AT A1 A M D J% (I AR S X s, 2017) o DR, B AEBRA 0 77 i R T B¢
7T S A NS R SR N B R, TR AR S I A @ A SR AT, R 2R
SR Y W S I WAERE T, T S B SR m K A B SEP T Brick 45 (2017) 1A
REREAT R WFE W RIS R O T M EE RN R, S WA BTS00 5 S A e
“HLNPAETE™ , TR Al A EE 2 o B FAME A B4 ST (55, BRI AR A RIE
ZH IR BB TSI H RO . Bees, I 2 s RaE SR A 3R — B0 5 A7 DU A 1 4%
=i, ik, ARBFTTHE SR .

H3a: RIMMALEET, KEFREIZTESS, BRFHENMIMAEEERK,

H3b: SHAKLEET, fBFRKIZEMES, HEEENIAEEHES,

AR B S HELR AN 1 B

N \Qi AR K o

7 R 4 1 i 1 ST
HI

K1 W RieHELE

4.1.1 #oikl E 8t

SEE 1 3E i ORI Oy 2Ok S SR B AR AR B B AR IR S €5 7 N R R X T
SRR, BIIAE HT, SCIGRTMH G * Power XTFEA R UEATHBITING, M50 i =0.25, o=
0.05, power(1-B8)=0.80 i, P kEA i/l 128 N, SCIAE b 5K 2# 30T, FLli 130 17
), SRR T B A R A A I, B A AN S B R 130 iy, HohiotE 76
2, PR 32 % (SD=9.93) . I A A 58 UL S RIS IHS | JF A AR A4

MR PG LR ™ A OCER , R 88 T H 21 R SR AR B % VR S SEae p ok, S5 1 AU
T HHE Y5, 458 MR 84 50 LU R E BRI FE A 578 4 — B R Y, ME—R
[ — N RRAE R ) — DN RORAE R TR T 2, AR . XA, — ] DI
SRy LS Hb A R B 0 SE BRI SEAE B, 53— IR AR RE RS B 3R AT T o 0 b OC v B R A PR A 52
AR, D A B R RN S g g R T (RS, 2017) o RIS, O TRk 9 R T
AR e A R 2 I SRS B RV B b T ) R R, BFOR M T AT AR p e, BRIAIR Mk
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Ao AR RE T SR E AR AW a

TR ER,; HK, ST REREMRY S G RARE, I HAEBE L5 SPr R ah i 7225
(LB

4.1.2 SBAEF

TE SR I it [ 71 8 T v AT A 50 PR 3R K S )58, R i s B AL 20 T 380 7 it v B 91 2%
JEA A= SRR BE L (1 =65, Nypgepes =65) o T8, BRI A [F] 1948 T8 FILE 7R &
B, IR SRS SR ORI A5, 2022) , B Wi SURE T R b R 75 T IR R 25 % 18
7 FCAT < BT ARBRER A < [ H AR = AR O R AR IR, 4528 (Mg = 5. 78,
SD=0.99; My =5.68, SD=0.73, 1(128)=0.71, p>0.05, d=0.11)FKHWHPHERIIIN R
MRS BT, TSRS B b SR R R R A, AR RS
HOAEHCE 10 FUN TR AYEE T, TR 7= i B B h 28 T 25 H(WLIE 2) . BFFE# R Choe 55
(2021) By 7 2O 7 it AR 8 L IR AT I A, S2R R, R R R SR 7 I P B R
(M=5.66, SD=1.29) W3 & TIk)™ 5 85 BE G 58 N 7™ dh I P FEE (M = 2. 62, SD=1.47, 1(128)=
12.58, p<0.001, d=2.20), fJa, KM Wei % (2018) G 1 & 300 i th SO AT BB T &, tbdh,
BAXHY— L N R SR, BIANTES] | RIS, IR Likert 7 73538 (1 ORARH A, 7
PRERAR W) HEATIC AR

WESR . T4 H R — IS T4 H 35
o= o= sl ade A oA o2
B, BRA L L, I R,
B o o o e o RS
—_ - — — — — —

i
«

F{FLF
tx( t\( t\&

K2 Ses 1 R s st

4.1.3 ZR54#

HRAEI ST REA ¢ K3, S5H IR, TEARFRREE PRSI BENEEE T, 14 283 R4 €07 il i as 0 S A
R AN, 7 RS AR BE R U SO R R T BRI T T A S R
(Mg =5. 68, SD=0.85; M yppy =3.95, SD=1.68, 1(128)=7.41, p<0.001, d=1.30), HI H1
1B,
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4.2 SEuG2

SR 2 S 1A =R B, D9HERRE AR ISR SR AR AT, SR 2 P R
WERAT MR o — 8™ W S 4 T 43S S P P R 2R S PP A2 B ( Chitturi et al., 2008) , 4R
AR T 7 S ) 2 A PR B M D, LU, 528 2 5% 7 dh AR R I B I RS 1 A T
AN, AN RS BB I R, fee e, WP SR I SRS 77 58, BT 2 (5%
BRIV L . PRIV RE vs. ARBRINE D) x2 (UL . WAL vs. (RILAALTR L) A9 $ILIR]
it AR F SR8 H e A RS RR BE A R4, BIVRAIE H2 R H3, [ i T 5 3508 ml g
X R H1) 5 JEE AR ) S R B A s i B R AR A B L g A B, (AN G R | Ak (IR (L
JEIITH P B A ERE P I R, DAHERR X SE 2 R 4

4.2.1 ikl £kt

SLEGHIE H G Power XfAEA T HEAT T FHATHIAL, M0 £=0.25, a=0.05, power(1-8)=
0.80 If, FripUkEA /N 128 A, 1#83d Credamo & FEWHAS AW SZE, H[mik 191 #17]
&, Hor AR E I T R A I g e R R, ORI B D 189 1y, HorhZo ik 105 A,
SFRJAERY 31 2 (SD=9.03)

SEE 2 A R R FE RO S 0 1 ARG, (AR kg, JEFATR . H—, Dakin 55 (2011)
T 2 I AE 2% 78 7 DX )7 Sl et el s B8 77 il ) A T s sk R ) 4, D LR g
FEXTEIOR A 7= T R 8 2 B A m] R B IR Ly L=, i PO ORI A e, AT A ml e AE
Ao EARATHE R RS Y7 il (Murray et al., 2010)  BRREEFRHCTHER SRR 0] & 48 0923 )7 B SR,
R RN SERCR A G SE R, S0 2 R B P A I T A R (LI S R X B X AT
BT, S5 2 51 A A BN FIAE b AR i DR AR BEAE R AR R, R T
Aggarwal FI McGill(2007) & UL A3 15, RIGE o 0058 Fis 5 28 AT R 4L 6 Sk 5 0
PRI, W5 A BT AR R A B AR 1) EE 22 ( Delbaere et al., 2011), FrLAWFSE 4
FERERE AT AL E TR INZE AR TS ARAE, 1 an IR A A 1, DAHGR 207 AL ROR . 7EIR 52
NI e Z S — AR (vs. 38 = AFR) W38 )30, BEAh, T iF— 2l ad i 5 R R B A28
RRAT, IANACSRAE T (77 S A /B da FH B 1B R R R R (L IRL 3) B Xt e ay Je
L B R EEARAL R, X S AR O IR RN NMEER S R A LR T, B4
OYESSEABRBREERRG” . XA, FERIAMLRRRE S dlivh, DISE— AFR“ T Bt X, Mk #HIA
TERIRCR

4.2.2 FLHBARF

ERSLE P, BPERBEAL g, e 4 ik ) 1 v R A/ A R A A AR AR AR A I
(R 47 N, RS 47 N), 541 2H ) 152 vy 48 R 4H /1G53 B dH 0 AL R B v ) I B (s 5 4 48
N, IRBH 47 N) o RTLE R (R E 2 2022) #1775 5% FE (Choe et al., 2021) &
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FEFRSZER 1, Z5R (M gpmq =5.99, SD=0.65; Myemy=5.87, SD=0.91, ¢(187)=1.00, p>0.05,
d=0. 15) R L™ SO S = 77 BRI B B T R AR S R R T
PR BARS B B B (M iy = 5. 74, SD=1.41;5 Mgy =2.35, SD=1.17, 1(187)=20. 14, p<
0.001, d=2.62), &, EHREBEA RIS T 1951305 DO E R B R, IFEsRk el
L4 H Epley 25 (2007) LA & Golossenko %5 (2020) P I AL R E %6, HACH “ X AR B R KAZ
N5 BT B RRMANE ;. XA AAE LA BIINR" (SPUREL ) DA AR HA B
REJT” CNAMARS) o S5 R RN ACTR IR 25 53 038 (M0 = 4. 74, SD=1.015 Mgy )p =248,
SD=1.30, ¢(187)=13.31, p<0.001, d=1.94), &5, iL#RKKIES A I M8 K (Sweeney &
Soutar, 2001) , fE4YHLL R i %K (Wang & Ackerman, 2018) . £k (&M it %K ( Chen & Chang,
2012) | SR B AR (Wei et al., 2018) . P4 &2 ( Bamberg, 2003) DL K i #h 3245 &
JEHE R (Wei et al., 2018), F£H Likert 7 MRG0 S FER AL |

IREF, AR N/ INZHR
EAPIT, BRI
ORI

ﬁ ﬁ TRIFYF, FRMME, AN
PARE BRI, TR
SRR BRI,

-
[ (]
CON ¢
&

-
-
-
&
@& &

- -
-
-] -

PNFREAR (fRL)

PR, IR DA
ZMAPLRT, BRI

JSBENEN

PRI, FRME, SR
SR EZRANURT, TRAYR

HO A HEFRALA ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ i ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ ﬁ SYER AR AR
JESEENE SEBEBEN
JESSEES SEEBEESN
JESEEEE BEBEBED
—— —_— —— _—

WREEA (el KRS (aal)
B3 S8 2 Bl st
4.2.3 #R 5418
=y

TE P A, SR BRS AT L, RRR S 8 R 2 A Ui ST

=]
S

%E%(Mﬁgggﬂ = 5 87,
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SD=0.62; Myems=3.95, SD=1.42, 1(92)=28.49, p<0.001, d=1.75), FHXKEKIET Hl; 7EHA
a2, SRR R BE AL A F, 7 o A O I AR B R 08 O S R TR (M g = 5. 88,
SD=0.64; Mgy =480, SD=1.07, 1(93)=5.95, p<0.001, d=1.23),

BiJS, SRR S BRIV B . H SR BT B DL R AN S AN R — & LA PROCESS
Model 7, Z55RIR, 7 i MRS % B 5 UL AR BE A A2 B0 A A M2 W24 (B=0. 11, ¢=5. 30,
95%CI[0.07, 0.15], A% 0), WA EIRT: T 7 mBRY) % FE 56T 10T 2 & B 20, A
T T UM AT IR (WA 4)

m SRR m PRI AR

7.00 5.88 5.87
%’\ 4.00 >
1;1 3.00
It 2.00
1.00
0.00
PN PUNALFREBEAIG

B4 7 R 5 U AR HE 1) 28 AR

), 7™ it RS 5 B RE A8 1 25 S e T 2 B e AN SO B (B=-0. 14, t=-3.19, 95%CI[ -0.23,
-0.05], ANELHE0), A ARG F B INHIE, 7 RS 85 BE X T 2% 5t 0 S A B I 1 S e A SR
2 ( Direct effect=—0.06, t=-2.24, 95%CI[ -0.12, —-0.01]), H A& B 2 7 7E (Indirect
effect=-0.08, SE=0.04, 95%CI[ -0.15, —0.00]), ¥IARE 0, i 718 2834 A 25 A8 09 A 2400
(WLES) o o, FRATEKAL YRR | G EBAMNE . KN 283 A v . IR PR ARG
Ky, SR EPEYIRL R (95%CI[ -0.01, 0.008]) . LE{OBHAME (95%CI[ -0.013, 0.006]) , /&
HITH SR E A RE(95%CI[ -0. 007, 0.014]) . FFEEREIH(95%CI[ 0. 005, 0.024]) [ 95% A7 X [ 3
50, WAEE, BHERR T DL B R

AN Indirect effect: f=-0.08
(R IALL vs. IRIUALL) CI:[-0.15, -0.00]
£=0. g7

B=0. T EEDC CI: [0.77, 0.98]
CI:[0.07, 0. 15]

o W o
(PR vs. IEHTE ) iSRS

Direct effect: # =—0.06; Cl: [-0. 12, —0.01]

H . IR p<0.001, #%3IR p<0.01, * FIx p<0.05, T,
K5 HiRsT A oA
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— M AT AR L T R M R S MR T, (H R TR SRR R TR BT, SRR AT S s
AT AR (LB B RS A O B )RR L i (AR S A IR AL AR R O Y
245,775 (Yoon & Kim, 2016) , Wijekoon 1 Sabri (2021 ) 7E SCHk 8 M 1) % J5 F0 A1) fth 4 J5 2 5 i
SR L BRI EE N R, NHERR G BT SR i T, 5956 3l 2 (7 S BRS E
PRI B vs. IRERFNEBE ) x2 (BAALRRRE . S AR vs. (RILAALRREE ) A B a1 1 ( UL IR
6), BFERIANE AT AR S B 0 58 BAE A ™ i R0 2 B 5 s 0 S R
(i) F BIL A 2 7 R 3 1

4.3.1 #XE IRt

SLESHIEH G* Power XA 47 T FHATHIAL, MRV f=0.25, a=0.05, power(1-B)=
0.80 I, FrsMIREA i/ N 128 A, T Credamo F-H 5 183 LS SA RS L, WoltyE
IR AN, ORI EECE N 183 £y, Hr M 99 %, FIAEE R 31 ¥ (SD=8.56) ,

S 3 A OGO T S S 1 A, O 7 4 B R R R R 5 4
ZE S RRAT; A UL R T S S5 2 AT, A T R R T 0Tk B AR 1 SR
R, AR F B T AR 5250 3 BRI, D R A T T 3 AR A AL T B s 8 S AN
B, HEMIEFA SRR e, M B AT, o, b T bk Gl o 2% i
) E WA GF, FRORAE K BRAT AT R G B O A s, JF BLAZEBUE b 5 SEBR RS i il 1 22 AL AL 3

4.3.2 FLHARF

TELSEE Y, K RREAL AT 4 A, b 2 e 5 v 2 R 2 IR B A U AR A B
(FERH 45 N, IRBAL 46 N), 53 B2 1) 5 o 5 52 4/ AR %% B A i) P00 AR AR JEE v I 5 (s 5 4 46
N, KA 46 N) . & T EE 7 G (B4, 2022) Wil &7 5558 1 M F, 458 2R
(Mg =6. 01, SD=0.67; M =6.00, SD=0.70, t(181)=0.11, p>0.05, d=0.01) XA
S 3 BRI AR 0 o 7 RS AR FE R S92 5 1( Choe et al., 2021), Z5RER, &
W5 5 B8R P S B AR (M =5.78, SD=1.07) i3 m TARKRS) %5 15 8 0B A i (M =
2.35, SD=1.13, #(181)=21.04, p<0.001, d=3.12), L AALFE N & F2EF (Epley et al., 2007;
Golossenko et al., 2020) [F5280 2, 25K (M40 =506, SD=1.20; My, =2.34, SD=1.06,
t(181)=16.23, p<0.001, d=2.40) @KW LBAZ R E , ME, SRR sem [ S IAE =R
(Sweeney & Soutar, 2001) LK th S BB 5 (Wei et al., 2018), I Likert 7 43 R 4710 5%
FER I
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WAL (F#Ed) AT R (Rl
Ko S 3 Rmisssst

4.3.3 “RAFeiTid

MG REAS ¢ K00, 038 7= i 4L ef, AR R 51 %% B 4L A0 s A S A R R T 18 (M gy = 6. 17,
SD=0.51; Mgy =3.95, SD=1.23, 1(89)=11.24, p<0.001, d=2.36), FKIIE H1, EPA=
mdL R, RS K IAREE TARRS 2 BE 2, 6™ S A3 s B2 A5 45 T 2 3 i 0 A R T
(Mg =6. 14, SD=0.49; My =4.94, SD=1.28, 1(90)=5.93, p<0.001, d=1.24), iEW] H2
F1H3 HA w1,

BoJS, R M BRA B R A AR BE D R A AT R R — &2 A A PROCESS
Model 7, Z55R R, 77 5 RS %5 B SRR BE 1 22 B A BT 52 835 (B=0. 13, ¢1=6.55,
95%C1[0.09, 0.16], ANEHE0), WAL EAET: T 77 5 PRy % BB T i 25 A A0, M
T T N ST EE(LE ),

(I A, 7 it RS 5 B RE % 0 35 5 e T 2 B e AN SN B (B=-0. 13, t=-3.00, 95%CI[ -0.22,
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2 (Direct effect =—-0.06, t=-2.06, 95%CI[ -0.12, —0.00]), H A% B 217 7E ( Indirect
effect=-0.07, SE=0.04, 95%CI[ -0. 14, -0.00]), YA 0, FKEUE T %E A SN H A
RO (DL 8)

m RN w RS AR

7.00 6.14 6.17
6.00 4.94
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6§4.oo >0
13.00
%mo
1.00
0.00
AT & AT BEAR
Bl 7 77 b BRI R A TR BE 9 A8 AR
PN 1 Indirect effect: f=-0.07
(RN vs. RIBALL) CI: [-0.14, -0.00]
£=0.80"""
po0. 135 2 A CI:[0.69, 0.91]
CI: [0.09, 0. 16]
(%Zﬁﬁ?i%ﬁ) TR
T | Direct effect: f=—0.06; CI: [- 0. 12, -0.00]
K8 HIHWTAIHA T
5. &5t
5.1 PR THIK
WG, 77 b PR 5] 2% 8 30 o 52 W 3 2 2 1 1 2R A5 b AT 1) % €2 7 i s A S AN

B, XSO AU AR BE T, BT, —ﬂﬁfﬁ/RT, ™ il R 97 5 B 2> B2 T 91 9 3 A 2k
LN TG B SRR X TR RY SR, R A RS B RE S B T 2 R A REKCF
IESR , T4 THG o S B i, AP TRk £ AR T,

B, AWEEE TORT AARRISE, WO T AT S ENE T IS . B R AR,
MAAEN Py R B AN i H WA RIS 55 H 25 (Pyszczynski et al., 2004) , AT LA 94 H R
KW TIA R, S0AE 1 (0™ it R 91 85 B2 0TV 9% & T SO B RS2 O 48 7n 1 HOD BEBILE, &
PR il R A0 285 B X6 T4 €7 it (R SE M AL R 32 B A 0 AR G R (AR AR B A, 2017) , A SR
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Is“He” Looking at Me? The Impact of Green Product Display Density on Customers
Xie Zhipeng Sun Jiuyue Wang Jingyuan

(School of Economics and Business Administration, Central China Normal University, Wuhan, 430079)

Abstract; Researches show that the arrangement pattern of products on the shelf has an impact on the
purchasing decision of consumers. At present, the promotion of green products pays more attention to the
arrangement pattern of goods, but few studies focus on density and there is still no systematic conclusion.

Based on the theory of self-esteem and symbolic interaction theory, this paper discusses the influence of
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display density of green products on consumers’ willingness to pay premium, and the internal mechanism of
the influence through three experiments. It is found that compared with the high display density placement
mode of green products, consumers are more willing to pay the premium under the low display density
placement. Under the effect of anthropomorphic adjustment, compared with the low display density mode of
green products, consumers are more willing to pay at a premium when the high display density is placed. The
above conclusions not only enrich the relevant research in the fields of green products and green marketing,
expand the application boundary of anthropomorphism, but also provide operational suggestions for enterprises
and sales personnel who promote green products.

Key words: Green products; Product display density; Willingness to pay premium; Self-

esteem; Anthropomorphism
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