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(PRI (Ma et al., 2009) . BIAMSEHRG AP RME, SHBEEA Adr . ARG
A (Ricoeur, 1977; VEFHFEEN, 2014) , APFFORAL SREAR I AL E O84S HE AR iR
MAE AR T NI RRE, 2 BRI N, R CR A T AR B X (s — A
PR)AEIRES# (I, B AR IRES ) SR A 5 06 % LA N N—H)7 K& Im“ A— N7 KR 15
L A4, AHESTAR IR 2RFRIR, SUAARIRR R A REIS AT R 5 | 5 00 S~ HLEA T W

O Mt S REhR IR K2 HOCHE THR IR @ . A, IR ROE S WUs S5 — &R
R R 38 1 % A7 o0 B9 5% 0 ( Cialdini et al., 2006; Leoniak & Cwalina, 2019; Grinstein &
Krontod, 2016; XIWZ#4%E, 20105 5KAFSE, 2016), HAW A — AFRLALARIR PP 5 g Z 6]
KRG,

LG s S R R AL S 7 0 . SR AGTEME I B . SRR BRI KRB L AF
R, B5E, A ERARE, 775 AL S BT 2 3 SR R SEAT R, R R AL
JE 0 T AN 9 S AT A IR HGE S RS . H, AR XS R 578 9% 10 ¢ R AT
B Z KRR EAMAKR R, S HEARRI AR PR (B L 20 LI Y 50l . BEREA A /NRE | B
ALAR A K SRS ) MR TE 3% 8 S AR 4 T T e, BRI RPN R, &5, PR
KR 7= E s A R AT & . 772, DU 2% 8 6™ b sl i R 0 A5 A . il
SR MR R AIUR 4 22 1 5 20 S B IR 2 3 St A A7 AT BE i Sk A5

A WA E BR8N T 22 ST AR 2 8 A0 . SR S W SEAT R s AL
MAMEZE (OB% 2, RIE) . WEZE (AT 154 DS 2 (fh i, 155 DL
PR ) SEH A IR EAE . W BEAE) | I 2R N (BN | B XS 45 ) DA B S R R
B (TR R . KBRS ) (TEWGAIEEMS , 2014) . HA D EIIGE L TR ARG SE4T R
RZm, BN, (S — AR F 7 RIE SR (e wk” <™ ) B E R, B kB, 4T 2R
HWCENE AL VAR T Ik 18 38 A A S BRI AL B A5 R, FEBRRAFR R 1 3%
BEAR (R RIS, 2018) , A ERIUNALTT LIRS AT T0 4 BR A IR B IR, F— 20 B I 26540 1 2
(Zhou et al., 2019) , {HIXLERFFE SABFFE M PNAL B S ILAE X R EIATE, ERVEEAR, &
HERBIE T ARG 6 SEAR A AR [, PR I R AR TS AR IR T B X T 9% 3 3 1 R
AT A R 5 S AL

ORISR Uity A RIE SR B AR— g T B
SEFRWN N 2 B2 3 WA L Hh B (Clee & Wicklund, 1980) , FfFf& 51 & D ERHIERK, OFEH
FRIR S S AR R AT CRFIPEAN ) AT RS 25 (AR, BRI FT 4 (Clee & Wicklund,
1980) . AL, SREZUHIUEME A (E B 23 iE i BN B RS R AR O BRBTIE R, Ak T, 5
THNAA L, BIAACLVRAAR) O 5 AR SE 3, RSk RE g2 251, o aE SR BT
IR, HEM™ A RAFIAT R, BT, BT 0MPiE e IR IO BB IRAE A S AR R AL S
JR % S SR A T B IR Z M TR AR

BRANA ke 8 22 N\ B I BT LG . 2020 436 [ IR B A R 50% ROARR R I, Mi7E 2018
AR —HUEIE 23% 5 2021 AFEEESETHT A W, 45. 9% 2 153 2o b TS < iyl ; 2022
AE H B A s, A IR A H 2 40%, D0 IR — Fh o 532 75 R R Bl it 2 B v 1 4
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S — Mt 2 IS Y (Hawkley & Cacioppo, 2010)  JRMUSZUMME 2 AR, 2™ 4R
SRALZR AL EL, XEAPRRR WU, T yab BRI, T el fe il B %S
WA NPRLRR P S R AP 2BCR, OIS f - LA AL ™ il (Li et al., 2020), AL, %
PRI A N o A 28 A RE 2l 35 AL e AR IR AL S % O B R AT N Z A AR

Li LR, ARSCAS S O EBTIEEIS, 8 M5 S SR R ST A 2 LTS BR PR AU A X o % 8 <7
WEAT R ISR | OB A VR IR [R1 SR BB /19 VR T, 5286 1 RSt e
BRSO Y AL AT S R S B R i 80 B BEBT AR A A LR 5 S 2 4R 5 o 2 I e
IR 2 AR R AL 55 %0 BETE RSN 8 ~3 KLY AT o R S = TR I 1 8o, ded, F e
FERY B R SCIISE I SC, IR TASRITIT RS,

2. XERid5HRM/IE

2.1 FSIERR T M H

FESHERRFURFE IR 55 5 D BR A e L U 4 E S S IR | 51 U S ST IR 45 RS A T o0 I B iR
(Ma et al., 2009) . BEIARRVER—FFESHEE BT DURBVES | 81 | 1#0R | fRS TR %
i SR 55 FEAT A (RPN 2547 ) AR (SR BFSE, 2016) .

DI SC TAE SR IRF Y R 2 SREETEB AR (B vs. THIR) . NS (IR B vs. 25 IEAY vs.
TR 51 vs, BHIEAY) | IRA(RBIN vs. REM , TTEMY vs. BN ) LLRGE T R (FRPERR
vs. JEPEYRSR ) BT & HACR (Cialdini et al., 2006; Leoniak & Cwalina, 2019; Grinstein & Krontod,
2016; XA, 20105 sKAFSE, 2016) , Bilhn, 40 FI SRS A A0 FRA E A FE il AR UG B
ANEHRGIARMB, 25 1ERARE TR BRI B A IR B 4T ( Cialdini et al., 2006) ; AHE Tk
RUFNER AR, 55 M 0k T (B0 P A 1 BUAR TR, 8 JF B S AT 3 KR B $2 7 ( Leoniak & Cwalina,
2019) 5 14255 s il B R ZE Wi BELE BRI AR PR (AN o TSR RO fi e, 1A B T B %
fl P ) HOE A R A BE LR B BR R (“AESR 2087 ) (A B 5 Y T < At o RS AT Ol 1 = RT3
JE(RIHPEAE, 2010) 3 Yo IXARTEIHE 75 KUK (BRPETROR vs. BEETRR) SEEN (BIR vs. THIR)
VERCHS, X AMAESTRIEAT R 5 | SRR A (5B 4E, 2016)

2.2 YAEI IO

WNACRAR LA AT Nt S W EEAE A, ARER A (Ricoeur, 1977; VLW
GGG, 2014)  AEAYW ARALEE = O (Aggarwal & McGill, 2007; FRISFERIZIEE, 2017) |
PLER A (RIREE, 2021) A REBLF (31455, 2023) %%, JMIZRR . IBH LR, LRERIITLUER
PINABETT R Z 5 S P AR, I 2 52 WV o S BE AN T PR ARG, 2014) .

WNALIMIIE SR 2 B B BT 2, AE R AR IR | BIRE 2. IRl
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K™ BRSBTS AN AR R S 2 4TI 9 i K R (Aggarwal & MeGill, 2007), #f
it R AT G B0 T BRI TR LU RE ) TR O B, T REE A2 i VR T R A I SR SR (BRES Rz O
E, 2017), MHETHIMEIES, NWTERIIEELRERBRAHE R E WO FEFEES ™ RN
RIS I« T AR " AR T A0 e 23 LEH 2 8 e A 20" W AR TG, 5 A 1Y ot RS BE (AR
MOFIER, 2017), 167 WERR FEAFEEHE — AFACRAESE, HFRZEHTHREL AL, 4
n, S AREAE (2018) TEBRFEIUNACTAE 5P A0 5 B 19 28 B AR FHAn4n] 532 e B R0 FH DG B 4T 1 265 — A BR
“IRTORIER A (AN g M) BRI IE A, S5 AR I o IR AR TAE RS B
TR AP E B BRE, AT AFRE IR SRR, dkmiRR IR AL, B E R R IR
JEAE Y P RE S SRR, ] LRI Ak AR BRI D AR B b 56 220, Ak BB 56 2R 5 I 1) 2 5
BRI 1 BAEE T, RRE TR “ANATT RN H S f R MR TAE™, SR 25 i F2 4t
#(Van et al., 2023) ., PKEERIAREL TADABIVEE G A —FEEAG SRR Ty, T2 Dy ik 3 v 15 AT etk
— AR THE O E R AR B TR BIE (TSR, 2023)

DL R R I AGAE S i/ R . N T R A s B B, AR AR A T AR
() —T |8 P& X A T AN S AR BT 2 L A= A Rk, A7 TS I T 2 (X AR
T, 2017) o WAL A SN i BE 40 AL 23 002 T R LS A 00 SR BRI BE ) 7= A AR D) 52 B
WIER M P AR U] SR ( Crolic et al., 2022)

ZELNR, REBAECIEEMOER, A TR RRIEIRGE T AR MR, (A& 25 K
FA SRR B LR, © A B S A58 AL R SO E X R B8R TR, VR AL
A, Hit, A BERARTE PRI RS 2 R sr AT A 5 g S HLBE

2.3 A MNEAR T NARXT IR 3 e LA T A R )

(ARSI SRIER TN AR YWNGE b X (K ey SRR N A AR DR TSNS 2 7/ v NS S DK (1R SR .51 b NS
HA PR AU AL MR R P AR A SO A RN —FE R . L. PRI, 5 BT
AR, WNACRER T 2% Bl e S Xt &, PR f At Jm e, SR 4 ik
AT DA A R 2R A TR R (TEVE ARG, 2014) , SR MAM M EIL BRI (KRS, 2021)

H2 IR A ACAR LU TC LA AL B AT REAT S8R i I 20 s~y AL A T o R, Ah {5 B T3 i
W, BT BRI BE S 2T AN T, SR T8 AR AYAT 4 (Tybout et al., 1981),
i 5 HAB NS A iy, SR A S SR S BEX R T R AR | 57 BT AT,
FERBU SFIWAIFFAIFT 2 (Low & Mohr, 2001) . IAMLH) =INZRBIEERY, HANTEIE AL L
WSR2 AU ESPNE S TR B ST e <2 L NS S S B WIVHEE IS R (PN SR NI & Bu S = v/l IR S SIE-~D/N:0)
RIIGAENSTAR A R E B (Epley et al., 2007) . SIAAGPRIRF A9 LI —Fh< X 0915
BERRER, HEECRABA—ERIE BN EGH A EE B RIBE T, U AT LR 402 B X —
REJTIE XA R AR B AT I, TSGR ARRIIAT o S TR B4, S thdn T B .

H1: X FTEMAL, HEITERABANEEZREBEETFIEITARE,
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2.4 DERHLERRAT A TER

O BT A8 AR R 25 380k 25 B R B 1 B MLARES ( Brehm & Brehm,
1981) , CHEIISIAY, OEPUIE AL RS H . A B R SO R SR A i A R
2, b E iR R R AR AT, S EEPUE R T O SR R AR SR, AR [ R R i
L HK(Clee & Wicklund, 1980)

SRIATE—E FEBE FSZ M AAXT A i iR, MR R R BT B R el R ) S
(O G 15, B BB B,  Alexander, 2016) . 4 il M i1 | 38 Z0 S0 9 135 B (e R —
Bloeeen "W Y) e7) AE S P BT B 52 IO F U (Clee & Wicklund, 1980) , JfiR#
UL, SRR 2 I AR AT B0 A8 (R BRES/NRL” 5 20 i SF E A
A B M A R — R IR Y | SREUEE I | SR MRS R, ATRES MR HAT N A AU AR
KA, ik ARG G Z A7 e 8 1l HE ORI 9% 3 T 9 0 BT AR R T A /)N A
B, WEIATHR” <IN, AT S A S A AR IR AL . SR YD IE T Z i i,
SRS T R At PR A BR ZUAE ], A RO S A AR HAT S B R AT, DA
WD T D BRHUEIR, BRI, AR B S i i B R SR A H AT 9 2 B X i
AL BRPLIE (TEVE S, 2014)

OIS 2 MR RIS BN AN A S 26, B a2 0 HAT M (Clee & Wicklund, 1980)
OHPHRRES T, AMARSHCHIR L S 1478 B g fE B, SRIBUSEABER #9174 (Clee &
Wicklund, 1980), 4N, 4iF 23 KK R 900 LA i PPaE,  f ot ™= A= i e A ge 2 (61 2 5 A
TR A m RS 22 R AR A B AT Ry, G R AT R R TR E R RN B A B A 0 R
(Wendlandt & Schrader, 2007; 2045, 2017) 4%, Ky, (OBRGUIHEGMGE | A RBAT BERE 5 5 4
JIMR AT R . ST EaT, e 5.

H2: ODEHRERAEMSISEFRAMANE IR ZEFIETAERREZERNER,

i3

2.5 Jmi IR T

PO R — o 4 52 75 SR R BTG A2 ) v i 4%, 2 — A 2 IS 9 AT (Hawkley & Cacioppo,
2010) . SRR A B B9 N BR AT O B AR TN I, 2 B IO, A BT U SRR ke
( Baumester & Leary, 1995; Baumeister & Robson, 2021) , A[EZEHI P PR AXT HLO B AT A
EHAF IR (Wang et al., 2012) , = PSR BRI o0 IR LE REAS 4 18 41 SC I R I Z R AL
FAR SMEUEE, B S A RO Al B AL AT 3 ( Gardner et al., 2005) . AAGAR G BESSIE LA 2K
AL I AR A R AR (TEVR RSN , 2014) , W R ARSI AL S R BT OR, kDI, 5
RAMUBA AR L, i IO AT I i e S AL 9

VET e e B PR A — HURE A ORI R 35 ZOR B 2, DR i i 25 FBOR MR A 2
A4 51 TR BB 3R A0 2 (Loveland et al., 2010) , ARYEIXHRIE, o HIOMEA AR B TR0 (A B
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IEERAE AR, NI NSSE RS R AL R | W2 R R B E B, A MRl
N BALSRE OIS B T AT R R SR, S TANTR IR, A AT S 2 S R b
PR AR N SEE YOI A, TETAC TR, PO A B T O e, RO TG B, I AT
AT

o PR Sy AR AR G (A Te ¥ . 77 i . AARWAE ) i Sr — PR NIOIR AR, SR IRHM
1B Z BFEACHC R (Epley et al, 2008) . ik, 4 ARPHANNALR;, B &M SERES AR,
WO EATME MR B RE 2 ESIL, TR B 258054704 ( Cwir et al., 2011) o X TR
RRUL, fIAGRDHER , AHA R B R0 BRI KOG R 48 2 b4t 2 1k
RGBT A SRR U A FTREX AT TR AT o ROni JE A 8 25 5 . i, FHECT
“HAELarsh”, cFRMANE, TERIRERR” DU A B 1 1 A 22 g U R RE AT A5 A AR e IO B A B B
OB, LSS | AR &, RO A AR U, DL IR AR G B AT Y
SUMTTRETC W 2, BT R o, SR R

H3: BEMMRKFEBATHIATHRAMANES CERERZ BHXR, BEKR, T
BIMEBEmMS, HNTEBAL, HESMERRBANERZRMOERER; X T RMMR
MEMS, ASAERRZEUAMITIOEFERNZMETREEER,

H4: MEMMBEKEEBAFTHSICEARRABAUEBRZEFIEITATBZEAHNX R, BE&
ki, MTFRMMBHEMS, BAXTFTEYAN, HSICRRBAUEEZREHEEFNEIT
HEE; MTFRIMBMEMENS, HESMERARETHANNETAHAEENENETEZER,

H5: LDEFEREFATHHRN, MEMMBEMEMS, HSMERIRBAL (vs. TUAK)
FREE TR O IEER, #MRFBEFIETARE,; WERMMBBEMS, HSIEHRIRER
BMAUOEFERNEMEIEEZES, #MITAREERLIREER,

5 LR, AR BRI 1 R,

Jesi 2 PR AK -
MRS IET e EN Y

F AR AL \ B ST A T A T

F1 Bk

3. I8 1: HEHEARIRBAAL ISP EFE F A EIT A B ER S L H

S 1 B ARSI AT S TEAR TR AL A X B S VG AT R T Y B R M N, LA RO PR R
AL, BRI R HT AfBis H2,
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3.1 HSEEs1

RARAIE S g0 A R A AR, 38 ok TSI 6 A 0 A Ak S R AR AL B R A, FH 5
T 39 BAER KA (Hh B 46% , AR FEMGAE 20~30 %) 2 5 R R (GES AR AL
A ovs. o) HMEIEIE, SEER 19 A, #EHI4 20 A,

SEEG LARRIENG 55 T 5 Ry DAY PR R AR A S SE B R kL, AR BT 45T Toure-
Tlllery 1 McGill 55 (2015) B /5, SCE A A AR T O SFEfE 22 57, A fkdlrh,
SCFRBR AR — AFR; EHdh, SCFREBRAE AW, 54, TR A AR
SR, XTET AT T R EEAL B (LR 2)

K2 S2E 1 S HEARIR

P B B e I B 5 XA S AR IR AL R BE AT IPAN, BdE 3 AN, e LT A iy
PP RAEE R RSN N (Kim & Megill, 2011) (1=“dEW ARE", 7="dFFRE"),
e, SNSRI T T, MSrARAR TR A R Won, NEFERES  HEZFTI B
FERE LA 1o 2 T T 2 BRI B AR 43 (M, = 4. 649, M, =3.350, 1=2.958, p<0.05), Va4t
SHEAR I AR PR B3

3.2 FASs

3.2.1 Ikt

KRR RAMBIT, 90 2 (BH 45 N) ERR¥AES S TR, 48P0l Escs]—0 5
T, FAAEERRESENA, AN SEIRE T, &REEE0 ML RN, s
7 EETORIEWOATE T Likent7 ik R AR A O XA SRR UL | O BPTER AT
HEEMESN (1=“AEWAFE", 7="de%FE"), Hprb iR R AR B & 2 W] F0 50 50 1
(Cronbach’s a=0.779); O FEPL4E & &= L % H Hong Fl Faedda % (1996), H41 {5 3 A~ G
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(Cronbach’s a=0.969, WI“iZbRiH LA FE ) 318 T7 20 IS A Z R B /N RS, ESARTFL7)  BE5F
FLIEAT g 75 B 42 2 20 E Rosenbaum F Massiah (2007) . Cleveland % (2005), 40 3 4[5
(Cronbach’s a=0.910, AN“ZAR PRI A AR, RIE B S IZR IR LB ST .
JG SE RN HGETHRHE R A, O T8 ON BIHE | RN RZHT, 4T B0 — 0 /ML
VE R

3.2.2 FEEHBLER

WBRTCRL G, B AR 79 A8, HPEd I 48. 1%, H 92. 6% MHIRAFE R Ry 25 % K LU
T Al 40 A, #4439 A

B, WM AEA T AR KA SRR BB A 3, G55 BR, /N EAERE ST
WEIFTI” B NACTR BEA5 43 W 38 T 5 20 BB R 5P (45 40 (M, =5.025, My =3.393, ¢=
6.632, p<0.001), FRREIGRUFEEE T+ SHEARR LR B3

HR, ST REAS T K58 43 Bt 23 B AR U AR B 385 7 YA T 3 B 1 B 52 M 300
Z5RWoR, 160001 B0 EMEACE T, #ESsBE AR IR A BT 5 38 <7 B A T Sy B SR A B RN
F(M,=6.292, M;=4.547, 1=6.716, p<0.001), SZHHEE HI,

wa, AR, h s M KA EREILS, ] Process MUY 4 46500 FRBTHE R 19 A2
A €8 o NS S 7 == o N o S e =3 ) R U 1219 NG A 48 T 0 IR L 611 {ER/E. 3 - IBLE A S
1T B A NN 0. 270, X[E] ( BootLLCI=0. 062, BootULCI=0. 528 ) 7F 95% & {5 /K F I K
0, Sobel KiIuHy Z fHh 2. 249(p<0.05) , LEEPUIEEGR P ANRN . Bk H2 FRAS R R0E, HAAR
#1,

%1 (BRI HE B R A SR
eSS ARONE B Boot FrifEiR BootCI F B BootCI R
AR 0. 625 0.093 0. 440 0. 809
HESON 0. 354 0. 131 0. 094 0.615
TR 0.270 0.117 0. 062 0. 528

4 TW 2. FE LMK T R

SCHG 2 B LA IIUBOK - FE A 2 AR AL 50 BRI L R O 2 s~y LA T O
FEZ [ AR 850, RIVEG: BB sE H3 R Ha . [R] I BB S2 R 16 50, PRSIk 4300 A rp 4 200
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MR 553 % P AR R HLTEAR IR IAAAL ST R B 1 F HLIEAT A & R AGH 0

4.1 PSS 2

R T BESRSCIG I AMERRLEE , SEEG 2 WEEE T BB T CIE 20 2T BRI S SR MR, BRI
WNALBETT R S 1 WK 3)

K3 si 2 AR A BET

A5 39 AAER KA (o B 56. 4% , AR FEAARTE 20~30 ) S 5 HE K (#HSHERRIR
IANLE: A ovs. o) dITE, L5 19 A, #=Hldl 20 A B Be 152 58 18 5% Ja % b iU A A
PP PROTREAR TR IR 45 R Wos, “alaiFR & WA ER D& S T8 M2 s
(M, =5.017, My=2.183, 1=12.534, p<0.001), UEIAARIIIASLERIHCR B3

4.2 FASS

4.2.1 %t

FH 2SS HEAR R A vs. T0) x2 (U IMUBK T 5 vs. fI0) BYXUR B A [l 1 (5
Y35 ), A 160 LEKRFEES 5L, B, S0 Cacioppo 55 (2006 ) AU 5T Hf & A 7] P72
AR AT 4 IE A 3 S IR 3 (Peters, 2014), >k HEIERAY UCLA K
MR (Russell et al., 1980), & “ B2 — A5 5 AN “TER, WA E AR
“HEANERZ K H” (Cronbachs a=0.762) , UCLA JIUER 22 St 20 AN @0, HA7 B8 45 1945 FE Ak
B, R 3 AN 1T R A s RE 8 2 3 I A2 917 B AT 225K ( Cacioppo & Patrick, 2008) , #%
TR FH 5 43R RORIPAL B AR 16 TSz 2 B0 (1= DoRIEA, 2=18, 3=HH, 4=/
B, 5=, SHEHBARER R I BGERZ, IR R B LN E G, mA&EET 151 A (BAS
519 ) Bk IFHie B 3. 918 K43 A s IIMUBK SR 2H (73 i) R IR OK 26 (78 1), FF40 40
A PLSLLS 2 ASCIG RSB RE, 25 & T Xt S EAR AL FEE ( Cronbach’s a=0.781) | 4>
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P43 ( Cronbach’s a=0. 849) K47 K& & ( Cronbach’s a=0. 920) FITEMY . a2 N H Ge 4R 4E 1Y
WA, A TE A B | RN KT, [FIRESS TRl — 1 /L VR S

4.2.2 FIHER

5, MRS A T AR REAE S HEAR IR ER A Rt a5 o, “lREFR &7
PINACFR A4 3 T I hh 22" WS 50 (M, = 4. 386, M =2.921, 1=6.632, p<0.001), FHIK
RPFENRE T A SHIOPRRIAIRIECR B3

Fok, AT FEAS T K56 53 Bt S AR SRR U 305~ F R A T o 35 S 1) ELHE 5 W RN
G R, 1£0.05 B EMKCET, S MREAR AT & 5 BT by 5 B I B0 2
(M, =5.058, My=4.377, t=2.508, p<0.05), F-RIZFHEL HI,

K, K a7, h s MR ERELS, (] Process UARHL 4 46500 FRBTHE R 1) A2
BE, FESEHIAN D GEH AR RS | AR F2E DR, AR SRR A A 1o B T SR 52 S R
TR B R A ROV E R 0. 042, X [E] ( BootLLCI= 0. 005, BootULCI=0. 111) 7 95% & {5 /K A
50, Sobel Kid5 11 Z fHA 1. 626(p<0.05) , OETHEGE TR0 X H2 FRRAG R SHIE, BARI
2,

%2 (VIR 4 BB R A SR
AN Y ARONE Boot #RifETR BootCI KR BootCI |
SR 0. 206 0. 081 0. 045 0. 366
RO 0. 164 0.081 0. 003 0.325
S O 0. 042 0. 026 0. 005 0.111

i, XBREAC ARG SPSS 1 Process 1 {46 38 0 2 ATUMUBOK - A9 3R 1 1 . A A8 38 o At
SHFEARUI AL, P B 23551 0 O PRATCAE ORI B 20 3~y LA T RS, 91 2 B O I It Jgok
-, EEIAR RN A GE AR S IO A AT A RN R 3 R

%3 R ISR K R 4y i 45 R
i 2 HAE T S MR ENGE G2 A
PR A5 W AR :
F p AN p Boot TR Boot 2
TR P Rk 0.082 0. 003 0.014 0.185
DEP R 4.171 0. 043
PR R 0. 006 0. 823 -0.052 0. 068
JB5 75 SRR YA TN 15 P Rk 2H 0. 301 0.012 0. 066 0.535
» 3.962 0. 048
R A gk 0. 428 0. 695 -0.172 0.258
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&k, &
MR %3 5 AL TEATIRMIAAN ST R FHEATH B RGP

MFE3FALIEL: (1) BRI EACE LA S AR TR AL 3R B [ 4 981 4 1 ol 3
(p<0.05) , XTI &M T, X TFICRALL, #E2 B R AL Rl 25 B A0 BT i
(p<0.01) ; SFFARIMBRIEA I, A2 AR U AU X0 BT A IR A0 52 i G 1 35 25 5% (p>
0.05), ZERAWCCFFBBE H3, (2) A IAME K- FEAL 2 RS PRI & 18 < R4 T R 7R
Z TR B (p<0. 05) o X T VMUR BN 1M 75, AL S AR IR AL e S0 A 80 5 | 3 I %
BESFREAT N (p<0.05) 5 X TARIRAB I % 1M 75, AL B AR TR A A X AT 2 5 9 52 0 g
BEZEF(p>0.05), SRAWCEFHBB 04, TR 530 E 4 A 5, 3T KK A Bootstrapping
(Process model 8) K33 1T (A, A5 5N 4 WoR, O BRPTHE R AR A X [H] ( BootLLCI =
~0.385, ULCI=-0.037) A5 0, SN N-0.211, BEHLOIGHERE b R0N B35, #fldh s
W5, FRUN R (BootLLCI=0. 004, ULCI=0.330, (=2.035, p<0.05), HE{EXMHAMEE 0,
DI B M 1 5, A S REAR IR (vs. TEHAAL ) B REE i PR AR O BT, gk Mt Tt
HBSF AT A B XM 1 5, 2 B AR U A5 P AR X6 O BT IR 17 52 i) G 2%
25, T BBM LR EER, SRAVCHFRIK HS,

4.000 -
3.500 A
3.000 A 2.769

1‘51 2.500 - '

BT 2.000 A

,2% 1.500 A

= 1,000 -
0.500 -
0.000

3.568

ARG SRR
w5 PR oIl

Kl 4 R EOKFEA 2 AR P50 BRI 8] 64 9855 200,

6.000 7

M 5.000 1
% .

S I A S eI
WIS o IR

K5 i IO oK P et 2 AR VR A5 3 B <1 AT A R =2 [ A 8] 35280
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4 DEBFERERATTE TR N

LAEi| NN FRUEIR SE {8 pfE Boot R Boot I}

AR 0.167 0. 082 2.035 0.043 0. 004 0. 330

HRA B -0.211 0. 087 -2.403 0.017 -0.385 -0.037
5. 5 5B=R

5.1 DRt

AT T O BETIE NS, 8 S ST 1 A S AR PR X B 8~y AT
IR RALE B A 26, R A AR R AL (vs. TEILAAL) RESEA R0 5 | = 0% 1 1 LA
1o, OBRPUE RGO E T AR A 800, B IR P Xt 2 8 S R AR 6 e P g
BRI, AR (vs. TCIIAAL) B REIE 1 B0 BEPTRR,  gkimiA 20t 51 TR AL
AT IR T, AL 2 MUVEAR U T X BRI 52 e G I 35 22 5, 4k
fronEEGICRFEZER, U THSMER RIS, a8 TR IR AR X i
BT RLEAT N RIS A O BERL R S AR, B TS MBS IR AL AT 5, iRk
S A RS HEAR IR BT S e S5 S

5.2 FLB R

B, R TAE SRR AL RE S, T s At S R AR UL 5 80 30 S R A TN
BRXR, BA NSRRI K2 RO THR BRI A, B SOE = RS i
— R AN A B B A T M B9 540 ( Cialdini et al., 2006; Leoniak & Cwalina, 2019; Grinstein
& Krontod, 2016; X3P, 2010; FKASE, 2016), Z0E T8 — AFKLABARR Pk 51 & 2 1Al
FKREWNALNE , EHEA N BUA 5T L2560 T 7= el i L, R Lt 4
FRIEAR AR R, A5 5 1R B 22 19 iR 55 1 5t P S R AR RUR R LA 3238 7 3 52
B, BAEASHNEFR AL I AT SE, $8 T A S R AR A T A R I S A 56 LX) T
FMSFRNEAT R FRBOR, AMUEE TSR ESE, i B — 23 T UL B 52 4
g,

FLR, AHFSE I BRBCHE B A 48 /s At S AR B 0T B2 3 57 R AT Ry B T s i ML
DMERFFEER T T AT S AR A WA 3K | RN SE RN B 52 25 47 J ( Aggarwal & MeGill, 2007; Bk
BRERIOE T, 2017; BIRIREE, 2018; XURKE:, 2021; $H46%, 2023), {HAHFIEREARRBALL
WA R A AR B NS AT R, DA R BN T BRI AR A 2447, FeandLah g . B
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BEREE, WEFE R R 1O BT R A 2 VAR IR AL X 9 T A7 D XA 8 v 9 BRI

e, WESEM IR EBEE Hh A b 11 2 3 DIOMUBOK P X TR AR SRR 55 7 38 T )
AT N BRI TS 45 RRY, A SR AR o I B ) 0 B AN AT A7 S
RSN RCR . LIRS S 22 G T IR A 52 i R SRR, i, 1 2 35 A KRR sl . ks 5 5Okt
P ARIT N Y RE I (BT AORSBRAE , 2015) . A BFFSHE R T IR BE 5 0 e A7 o Z Ml 56 &
i, ARPCAE SRR, I IO SR 2 ol 0 2 5 MR e s R 2 g I, P BCH R A AR
Y1 (Saine & Zhao, 2021), AT, AHECARIMEAA, i IO 1A 22 5D il B 4 A B 422 fih 286
AHAZ BTG Bl (Saporta et al., 2021) o AWFFER BT A K- ISR B T 5, Ao air i
AR U BRI <y At 2 VEAT N IR AR 22 57 WFSEAE RAm /R T I IR i) I 5 200, 75—
SERRE DA TEH . HIE T O A5

5.3 EHER

(1) o5 A AE 3287 BT, R, b 5 XA IR 5537 07 R AT RE AU AR B i 2
MFEARIR, BEFEA R BT, AR AL 2 AR IR BE A Rt 51 =% A sl T A 28, A
AR IR B HE A E HE HARBA B E T 0, RE R ATEAEES | 0% A 5 i <7 A7 R,
DA E AR, R RERE IR 55 HEURY NSO, S Tl 2 i SCHH AR

(2) R i IR SR ME AAC R FE AR IR, WFREREN], X el p i m s, 4t
CRTEARRI AL S R PO BEBTIRE, 4RI 20 51 5 HOE ST AT o, IR B —Fh
H a8 AL B, ik FAESMT ORI B B A 3L A AR TR R AN . B Ak & B B A2
B BEAEHR AT BRI I, Al AT LAFEAL DX 2 Bl AR DA K Ry 7 B8 T BB U bR AL Tk
A (WA P NS s 1R (N A 5 w3 8

5.4 JRRRPERIARK 5 e 2L

RHIFAFAE—LEAR L, RIS AW S ] 77 0. 26—, AROPFRAEST 79805, JF
S Pu R i LR i vl VAR 4123 S o ] B s 23 v N I ' - S QTS £ LK R T R A
AEARPAUNAL 5 B BT AT O R Z (B B AR, B HERR A BRI . TR T 458
PP RE, RADIHE— P2 B AU B IR A SRR 3, 26 =, (XWIAPERR TARRSCFA
CAFITE) BHACR, ARl — LRGBS R A AR IR AL B ROCR B AL
i, LA 4R 2R 55 m rh AR I R A
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The Impact of Anthropomorphism of Social Norm Signs on Customers’
Compliance Behavior in Service Scenarios
Liu Ruping®  Zheng Shuang? Cao Zhongpeng' Ma Qinhai’
(1 School of Business Administration, Northeastern University, Shenyang, 110169;

2 Economics and Management School, Wuhan University, Wuhan, 430000)

Abstract: Based on the theory of psychological resistance, this paper explores the influence of
anthropomorphism of social norm signs on customer compliance behavior in service scenarios, as well as the

mediating effect of psychological resistance and the moderating effect of customers with different levels of
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loneliness. The study adopts the situational simulation experiment method to verify assumptions, finding that
the anthropomorphism of social norm signs can more effectively guide customers to comply with normative
behaviors than no anthropomorphism, psychological resistance plays a mediating role in this effect, and the
level of customer loneliness plays a moderating role. The research proposes the concept of anthropomorphism
of social norm signs, reveals the psychological mechanism and boundary conditions of the influence of
personification of social norm signs on customers’ compliance with norms, enriches the related research on
social norm signs and anthropomorphism, and provides design suggestions of social norm signs for service
organizations.

Key words: Anthropomorphism of social norm signs; Psychological resistance; Loneliness; Comply with

normative behaviors
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