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AL AR ? Se o P ik

o i &' B M HrLH’
(1, 2 JbmE T R¥ETSEMERE  dbat 1001245 3 KEIFERFE IR K 300387)

[ E] EMEHFACHRENANMEAFHE, EFRFELIELERFTRAME, &
WA T4 B AN (AE 274 MRS, N=66296) HATTL A4, it 7T 4T BA
Rrr B, HEREADAMHE L L EFTEHER, ARLA, RIFEERMERE RS 5N
AR S, AN HHRHNEERTHAZRMAEH, PAMKEIFFEZRRAE KL,
AERTE, HEAREERT, MAMEELH HH W B4, EHFT A B HE
FERBEERREL,; FAATHERRSERET, NMACMELSLBMENRBRESL, X2 H
ARG KBRS, DACTEEZLHERNENEHETUWEER,; MILMA
EXHAIMEET, HHRFEEREXH L XNERTERAHESEHERMYEER,

[X@IA] AN BHER HEHREL T

B k5. F713.55 XEARIRAD . A

i1

1. 5]

UNAC R 2 R AR R F A KT AR AR Y, R v e dm, A BGEI A
(Ricoeur, 1978) , Al il LAF LA BETT S 7118 2% 20 il ™ i DA AT REAR i, FOR T/
H, ARG ASCRIET N ARG il s — I BeE R g ik < 2 TR A
FUZRBRER M <ML A0 E R CPRE A, R R ST RE A 45 T B RO . BACYE B

w FEEWH. LW ARBERSFTFIE “Hr-my Bud B R A WA a5 S R —E TS MW
A" (BHMHES . 9174026) ; EFK BABAESEFIH “ R AR S R TREAT X B S5 A 7= R 1 52 i i
g% BTWMERBIT R, M arima” (SEARES . 71502128) ; b TTH BT ESWME “BahHBH
TR RN AA SR (W BHEHES . JD011011201901)

WIAAEE . Bk, E-mail: wsyyn2013@ 126. com,
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AR & 2, i R O 2 B EAMAE O, 3 20 40k, IARBFRIS T+ 5
AR (Aggarwal & Megill, 2007; Epley et al. , 2008) . 4Rifi, #h&30ib . AT e ARSI LA
FOMEAR IR TERIR . Wb, ABFFOR HICAAT R A AT AR AR, LB AR R e R R &
SN SR A RO

— T, Ak B T AT AR T 2 S AT (Maclnnis & Folkes, 2017; Tuskej &
Podnar, 2018), P3%TH 25 MM E (Fournier, 1998; Kim & Kramer, 2015), &M P AK (van
Esch et al. , 2019; M5, 2019), U 2% & il 1 0.2 AU P 25 S5 BRURACR. (Salem et al. |
2013) . SR, SESCIRAE SR AN, B BT IR AHUST 3 5 00 R WA B, 2L 4 A5 0 28 G B Ok
AW IR UE SR A 5 N A AT RE S35 &I SR F A R L, il AR R 55 HL 4 N AT BE 2 (T
WFH BN, 51 KX ABAREP AR (Bartneck et al. , 2010), 2 &3 50y @ ( Mende et
al., 2019) . fHXABFRF NN KB AARERATIE 585 PTHE IR (Puzakova et al. , 2013), H
VLRI, B BB SCRRIF T 2518 v, TH 2 AR ROV S 324 54k, A3 S 2R T o b
TR MEAE TG S HT AR A — U0 2518

CAZEAR T, Epley $#2H =R B, MR T AMIIEATE AL .OB I E F K (Epley et al. |
2007) 5 AFEH BN N NTE  SMERRE 2 =AY, HNE S E LR, VAR E &R
BaE T AACE RN, (TEHEAEIENS 2014) . AR RAHICO 2, PSS ZE BRI 5 P R
BER LA B S T WAL = SR B & B (Velasco et al. , 2021), {HJ&, BlEfiRsas T
MR =0 WG BE A S B N, A B E R A S B, DL R LA P JE RS — 3
ME5L .

AWFFRAREAL I T = Jesc BIIE, RATTH NI e B A WAL R Fsg 25 8, Jf4
MR 55 GBS AN SCAL AR FE PR, DRSS — 3R FJE MR gsie, S8 20 KRS B4R
110 =JCHIUNACE BIRLN . ASCHLEUNT . 158, MWEprs iR, [ Bl A6 85 05T R IE
BB, R, TR B SR A AR R, THEGA TR R B, R SRR 5T
77 1) RIS [ R DA ASEART

2. XGRS HRMKIE

2.1 WAERmI A

2.1.1 &% HEE ARSI 0 F

WRIEAAE =R BE, ANTRAEIAE A YRR B B2 AR R E AR AT N Z —
(Epley et al. , 2007) , ALY A ZFIE R BINRHE, 7 dh/dh AL AT LUl i 215 . 3
PR S e ARSI L, Rl A MBS IR E I R R I
Eplgs A, BRER M, MEAMUBEA R . N, AR MAME BT st fis & Bt =
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A FERAF I IANACBETT 27

HMEB TR I BRI 20, 5 R 18 Bh RIS S R vt - ik, i s o
PR AR (Aggarwal & Megill, 2007; Xie et al. , 2020) ., AR LB, KRB IE K
X35, (fusiform face area) ZXEMIIHTEBIERALL, HREPTER (RUBEE) mFEMEES
A BALBIA R4 (Kihn et al. , 2014)  FATE R 58 A AR TS RUERUN EHARE, [RIAE,
P2 TR T e L S T 2 2 W (Maeng et al. , 2018) , WFFEIN Ry 2 A RHE oA NG RE
fih & 27 A AR, A R Fof k24 3) (Schneider et al. | 2018) , BF9E &t il i AME ST
AL, Kim 2 (2020) FEAR LS T ACHR I A48 25 00 0 9% 3 18 81 & i i AR IR 42
HULAT UL, AMEBTAE B B SR 52 0 9% 5 SRR, (B E Rt SR TESS Bl 4l
398 ot JALR 2 AR 1 — s R BR

SVERIUZ AN Y ) —HE R R, Horm BB W EE S5 4R ] 6 52 w400 Ak I8
(Tremoulet & Feldman, 2000) , Fraune 5§ (2020) i #HIHLAR AB 8%k . FRSENE, BHILIEA
XA A PIRE R FNAEAC R, IR P RALER A3 0l SHLEs AR T B 3, 45 R, Hlas NZIH]
(AT A AT A A EE D REEA TR B 25 5 B I AT T AL A A AR BE (9 8% I AL A% A6 4t
AT T 2 5 E BG4 A5 XA N B B8, R BARshESh, fflil Afbxt 4 5
P R R 1 2 25 T B A [RUBUAT, Epley (2008) iE#IR VLA M S A B A2 T, Hod—
oy (N, M, BRRATTHE) Bk — B (K, 18, MXFRImm) AR, R,
NATA AT S50 )/ N AR BE S, [RIRE IR & B AL A AT S50 3l 4 1) 30300 2 5 i 7
PHEUNAEH (Eyssel et al. , 2011) . SMATIF, MHLIMERTT, SifEBGHTT Lhd i £ 2 i+t
AT TR AT HNALIEAT

B RSB EA  BAA mEAEH (Puzakova et al. , 2013), BAALIEF IR
XN ABRMRIR A, H i, mIEEE T RR A, SRR ERIE T LS — A
TR S 2 A 1) SR 1 3 7 b/ L T o) S R 9 B 5 N R I O R R RS BE (Sela et al. , 20125
Touré-Tillery & McGill, 2015); Z5 i R N 2 RBIR TH 28 # A5 AF, A5 Bl A oll 98 & 6 WY 7y o A
(Eskine & Locander, 2014; Waytz et al. , 2014); iid#:\m 3 kB, S0 RS LGS A HE
FATREBAUAAL (Eyssel et al. , 2012); FEFHFIIA A E LANIE S LR (BB EAER) 5,
HAE MNP R I AR HEFIRGERE ST (Schroeder & Epley, 2016) . B Z, 5 )it
PRIL T W 2R NHRRAE, REAE 4R 1M 2 & 09N e) (VEVEFISIENS, 2014) o A ELAME RIS
I, WAETROA R TR AR, 28 DT, SR .

H1: ZTEER, M. SEMBESSEREBEMALBA,

2.1.2 AMREE ST AL RS 0 % v

Bz R (animism)  (McDougall, 1911) ARy, H TR S AN T P00 DL,
Epley %% (2007) &AL =RERIEIE, AL A C YAt St S B SPET SR I2 1 & 1740
MNER) OB BIHLZ —, Aot KB s i MR T e B m AL, 4248 18 2 & e R 2 AL iy
KB, AWFTORF X R e O BRARIE | 5 5K W SR ) PR RGN MR R, DL S i
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TEAUNACM 6] 7 TR 22 5% (Waytz et al. , 2013), =2 AUHFEIF 982 JOMURE | ARAAIAE 270 28 =4 ]
£

Peplau (1979) H4A0ER SR AN 1 N B 56 28 35 AN 31 3 B2 KOSF- B iy 7= A 1 8 W 0 BR AR 56
A5 SRS P P AR B 25 o S I D 5 00 AE (Eyssel & Reich, 2013), A fgid o [ LA
LY (Burgess et al. , 2018) | WL AL 7430 19 7= i 45 07 2R # N B Bl 2 11 4k 22 75 2R oA
B (uR A E e, 2018; (HLAE, 2019); MU, ARLLIREEZIM (vs. B TH SRE
X AU TR R B AR 2 7 A B 2 i A A BT (Dalman et al. , 2021) o 7E AL Bk, AF
5 0% AT 4 AT B K HL g AL AAE (Eyssel & Reich, 2013), K00 09 FHLH 8 AE T
BLELA AL AT 1)t 25 85 (Wang, 2017) . 44K, WFSRULiE B T 95 2% 4 5 Al N 358 g 5r i 4k 5 5k
R, WA SEFRRE, SHESEAMXTZMEER (Bartz et al. , 2016; Chen et al. , 2017; #
SR EBER, 2018) .

Bowlby (1969) TAMKAR A LR AR R (1 — P T A DR 35 20 5 O R I i 1] . 7 2 & AN A2 %)
FAT Wy AR i H2s R 77 i (Schifferstein et al. , 2003) . S (Ahuvia, 2006) B¢ HAhE 2Z#Y
X GG BRAS . BT ) ) AT 0T Rl s S AR 1 7 a8 AR BUE % G R (Epley et al. , 2007)
R 58 & BB (SRR (vs. LR RIMRKAE ) A9 TEA AT RE 5 A 008 BUBHT 1 4 23
447 (Cole & Leets, 1999) ; i £ JEAIMA AR 2 TR MU AAL SR T SR BRI At 2 00 R
IR T S, WO S T R S N MR (A FIEE RN, 2008); X
5 HF 9 25 UE B R o PR RS 118 3% 8 A 5 SR TR A AL (Wang, 2017) . BEAk, BF9E &R
T 227 XS A, R St SR ] T 2 UL T R A AR I e 2 5 R R UL ALV 38 J7 =X
L UM AU BT 98 5 B2 oy 7 A A AR AR s 2 O SR T AR 38 7 U, 22 4 AR 7 XA
(T 2 5 BE 25 5 7P A R AR A (2R B8, 2018) . BV &, KA MR A & 2 ma bl A Ak
i [e]

LA B R TG R R AC B R OGS, R AT A PR S A 5L (vs. BEAARSMK
) BAYE (Tajfel et al. , 1971), FHEAELR IS 5ELATAH NEANEE ANGIREG EA T, &3
TS RARNPLES N B BB 2 XL AR5 By, B AT TS0 Las Nl ATat 254028, LR 4
Hy BN 8BS (Fraune, 2020), 12 5# B HLEE N HZE W RFIA N LS, B0 AT R4
M (Haslam et al. , 2008; Kuchenbrandt et al. , 2013), H AMTH B0 0 I RHA R BOPLEE A, I
IR X EEHL 28 N IR A7 A (Eyssel & Kuchenbrandt, 2012), MKW, SLAALS I/ HLEEA
() H B AN F T 5 HA AR B S, T3 AU T AR B B, 20 A 28428 JEE A F L
N (Aggarwal & Dawn, 2004; Darling, 2015),

WAk, ANEHATIINAL S —FHE B EJE R T2 A RPESIIL (effectance motivation) , A 3G 1,
UM AT LA 275 9% F 0T B ) . 45 A M BN R P 0 AT SR (Epley et al., 2007) . fil4n,
TH P B ARATH A R, TR MM 2% RE 6% 25 T AU LA AL B (Khenfer et al. , 2020)
RS, BAPATTT, L7 EITR, 1R .

H2: HBEEMME, REMESHRSERBEREMAMEL,
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2.2 WAERmE,

2.2.1 KT HE R

AR AL, NACE I 2l R AME RN 2317 K T 2 5 N TEAS 45 A8 4k, 305 w7 2%
18 (Park et al. , 2010) , PIIAR 2 Aill JEIF JRAA) (A DRy 3 B B F A, AR RSB0 T 2 3 WAL A
R AR 1 SR M ST R I R TR R B S O B AR G2 A A
TG L . I, DUSEE S A BRI & ahm] LS| i 2 3 BRI J&% (Cooremans & Geuens, 2019) ;
FINA G308 T LLZE R 9% 25 4 fk ot LIS ()T A8 15 4% (Puzakova et al. , 2013), PIEZER D, 4
bR FHA AR V8 38 AT LASREMIE 2% 5 4k T S8 e A G S 0k, B AT 2% DR R R AT L RN
PEAL RN, BT P OB BEE (Cyr et al. |, 2007) 5 2475 25 W ) 4dt FH DL AL 140 388 A G 13 8 AURR
FERIASPEALE BT, T ) TR A B S O K Z MR 435 ARV A B, N A
WA, FREAEIE (BRI, 2018) , 72 IR 55 U AL W REAS 55 10 18 T & 0 T 45 7
BB SR, BRI AR B IR BRI 4 (55, 2017) . ISk, S kAL
m S BCYYESE N TR, AT A O RE PRI 3 ST, U TH 2 X BB AT S S A
TR, JEMEA TR R WO HIRHAY (Yamaguchi, 1998; Hur et al. , 2015),

DEBFTERUE T ANARR A A AE— E R XURE o AR, m AR B BT HLAS A2l 5
IS (Bartneck et al. , 2010) ; ARSI BA <SPl M “EE”, 51K T2 E W gE L
NS P ASCTE | RER BRI (Kim et al. , 2016) , (RAH2ZT KA P UL
Pt R I T B A BRAAEAE (Xie et al., 2020)

SMIMTHZ, FRAFRVCINACREE Y 2B BUWRIE 2, WS, DB BE TN
g1k 7S, ik, AOBBEHTI0T, WEA-BERAER, 25 EITR, $eihik.

H3: MAKKEmFMEHRERIRIESE (H3a), AEZmMERESE (H3b),

2.2.2 H R Hilsm

TH BB AR I T S0 A5 e JB 2 %of 7 it/ it AR S SR RS PR AL 55 — R 91
( Aggarwal & McGill, 2012; Tuskej & Podnar, 2018; Golossenko et al. , 2020) , #F5E & BLHLAAL 14 18
ATLARD 2 PO B, $ETHah AS I (Puzakova et al., 20135 TEU5F, 2014) 3 FERHE ™ @A
PCEEAT T REME I 7 AR A R0, R BN S TR, T IS TR, B2 T3 2 ARS8 A 1
A, TS FAPER (Javornik, 2016; R TFMEEE, 2019),

UNACRESE I e % i R AR AR AR g, A B i SO % A AR A, R 2 %5 (Hudson
etal., 2016) . — SN BATIETE | JUAEFITE A2 NSRS, T4 2% BB E 24, JF
F xRS DIEMAT (Golossenko et al. , 2020) , AR 2 HBUE B, BT HLE
ETET R R AUNACREEERE I, AT EALEAT sk i BE I AR {5 B (Gong, 2008) , & IR,
FUNAL R FH BEAEIE N 28 E XHUNACXT R EER (J8 RANDHRAL, 2017; Tudkej & Podnar, 2018),
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X EAEE SRS 9% 5 5 M T B gh, JEmIE SO AR sE i e &

FEIE SR A FRAG BRI RIA IR 2 BB AR, AR 3E 2 3> ot L — 2 A0 B SOR IR 453 2 5
i, TR BRI SR A I R A T O O S A | s AR DL R R A A R At 2
PEAFRIELE (EWME, 2013), SRS AL S TAHRIERG . A RS EKR  (self-brand
connection) . HIKMIIES (self-brand integration) . H IR MARERL, | M KNS S, Gong (2008)
LA AR RIS BT, BRI 255 1 AT A AR U BT, s S A B 2 4 Tt
SEHBEAIOE R TR (Hudson et al. , 2016; Golossenko et al. , 2020) ., 474 %% B3 5L
ri L DR R, AT TAR P RE XS T R AR U PR AL R AR Z A8 (2R FIR s, 2018) , i —
A RIS R I, A LR A RSN T G2 B ) A5 388 1 ED R B AR, 000 R PR AR I
FVE. B 22 E AV A T 25 5 (00 2 3 5 i AR S0 Sk e AR IS SR A LS (B s
HEFIHE R, 2018), WAk, SR A TR AR SRR AR B i n, -t e i p
AP, XS EELE R, BT A TR A A RSB 5R  (Baksi & Panda, 2018)

PTEAR | 22 R R AT S ORI R B B A SR AR Z M SR, 5 A
IV A2 e R B TR 450 (Hartmann, 2008) , JET UM RHE, WHSE RS
AW AR, e T IH 2% 34 AT AR FEARBS BT s Az 2 () 15 B E FT ) (Sangyeal & Yang, 2018)
WFFE I R B B F A IE S BT L RN, A B RE Ty il S 4t 7 —Fh 2 5 oR %
A R, AEHE T HERE S E S (Whang & Im, 2021) . 78] 5 E &, shimb s AERIMA ] % |
Ll FR AR R S RIE I, RIS T4 SRR (Zhou et al. , 2021)

DR T IAHA AL AT RE Sk S TN, AN, ARAEEG A BEIS LA AR EE B MR 2
R 2R E S (Kim et al., 2019); JRE5 MBI SRS 51 & 2 fUEIF M (Puzakova et al. |
2013) o SMAT R, SRR SR SCER T, S AAXTTE e R BRI . £ T
w, fehx.

H4: MMAKEREMMEZIAN, BESE, MEEET. KRN, REBREE, BHSXR, #
FE, BEAEAN, EREK,

2.2.3 HRHEITA

THPE AT RS ST G 0 B o R A SE R, AR AR I 51 #Ee, AL w21
HPE SN R E ST REME . T4 28 05 A 53 )y L5 5 . N TR REAS
B, RN R R, BEAE WD N E M, RO EE BRI IE, A MR B g
(Benbasat, 2010), WF5E R, THEHLL AL B MmOk B P A9 4E 230 W 5t 8 £ (Gong,
2008) . W T 5T 22 I N RHE SN A AP AR S B A SRR ), HE ISR 2% 5 1
HEE (Aaker et al. , 2012; Kervyn et al. , 2012; van Esch et al. , 2019) . 75514 2% W mt,
Jefelt FH 5 — AFRACIAFIT 4] 317 (Wen & Song, 2017), GHITFHL f A A3 4 B ) B8R 20 455 1) il
(Sheehan et al. , 2020), FRS: A PR 20 0T g (AL RREE , BEMIEE T BB, 4 2 & 1l
W5 i B — BT, R SR BRI P A LRI T R A CRRANGE, 2018)

B TEAUNACE BT DR 8 0 S 38 B3k — W Btk il — 30 (=oK%, 2018; HpRLFIf] =,
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2018) . UNAA(UERHE T HARTIRER] 25, WL TIH P E O RK (Aggarwal, 2004) , BFFER
T, SULAAR™ i B B AR A ST 250 7 it P T 2 RS, (FEAS R R kel 2018) , $&FHIH 2%
T ELE B BEAR AT R (RFEAE, 2019), WA AESPETR R (PNCSCRIER B, 2019), AT
HEhE e W SE EIE (KA, 20185 BREAMIT =, 2018) £ BT, $RHAR R

H5: SIACEREmMEEENEHEEMUIEE,

2.3 HTIRON

2.3.1 REHHaAT

R ISR T A RAFAR S, IR0, KA E 550 T gl L i
PR E AL RS (Delbaere et al. , 2011) , £SLUEMFFEAEI | MR REH T8 & XTI DR IR 15 46 I
PG B AN 5, IR, ARTERMGIA e, AOFSORE O TERE AR A1 858 DX 0 A2 58 IR 55 16 456 5508
M NTRREMR S T e, DIRIT RIS I SR HUNAL TN 98 5 1 25 i 1, g ss s 5 T,
WESE A B b/ it R AR A B T 90 9% 77 A AR R, D20 F il L 198 T 25 R P S A5 T A 17 4
(Puzakova et al. , 2013; Eh P8R, 2017), HIEF S AN TR BERSHE T, SRR GRS, Hlas A
A NACRON A SRR A, SUAALHLAS AN RIS BN 5T, ) LG i oAl A F R fl 2t
FRAETH MRS (Anja et al. , 2018) 5 [HERAEAR S A4 AAL N TR GEQL AT BEAE U 7 AR i . B AAHH
P, BB AE S (Gong, 2008; Xie et al. , 2020) . ARIERMGARILE, 1774 fE 152
AREAARREE , AN TR REMAAM A 5AR AW IR FE R, IR 131 9 385 % ARk v 0 B
GrAYIAED (Stein & Ohler, 2017) , A& 5 AAEH AN TR 68, £2PABBRAMNREST, H
FENFRBT G & T BME CIRIEDKSE, 2019), &% LAk, $Eiiik.

H6: REBFPT THAUINEEEFTHENZIG,

H6a: EEREBIET, MANEBLHEEETRRMEE, UREEEHRES,

Hob: FIX ATEERZEET, MAUBRSEMEHRBRELE, XNSEBHBIRS|LZHR
B,

2.3.2 XALFZIAT

PEATRE ST SR TT AT, ABEZASCILRRIE X 2847 20, AR A 32 ST 2 i 4R R 2 R
Pl 2 S EMZ —  (Hofstede, 1991) , ASHFFEARYE AL A Sfe 5 DR SCAE T 5% X 0 AR 4R
E XA NE 2, PIB MR 22 3R], B R o B EED A
HOFRIERS 2P SRa s U <R R E - = A AN SO S S {3 N s 3 e D A | P S RS
(Cohen et al. , 2016) , AR SR HE2 R BB 22 5 TE R FOR O Al BE HEAS N 3 SO i 57
BRSO AT Ak S 5 B S R, DT B A AT RE R AU AR A SR, R A 2 )
(Epley et al. , 2007) . Bghh, SAh T SOCCHAYIH B2 A B ™ M B0k &0, SRE™ BB HCEZ A
FEINFEI (Redding, 1983) o UAAL™ i BERCHY AT 2 1 ST BE 32 B AR 2 SO 2 H i &, sl
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L NBISCTE, JEMHH AR WSKAT R, L, AWM R T SO 23U =T, 112t
HHEE SN RS E WS b, 28 ERng, fe .

H7: HENAEXHESINE S, BAUEREEDZRENMIZENERZMESEEX
HEXUETETER,

3. ARFTFIE

3.1 SCke: N0 %

PEAT TR o — AL B ST e T B . O T IR B R R AR R WA ST T R AT SEIENT 5T,
B, P “human-like”  “anthropomorphic™  “personification”  “anthropomorphism”™  “humanization”
“personification” “brand anthropomorphism” “product anthropomorphism” b1 7E Google scholar
EBSCO. Elsevier science direct 54N SCEUE R RIESCCHR; [FIRF, DL <AL “IAfLEE” <A
PLEZ” S OCsR], e RN 5 05 55 I U PR AT SCCERER R . AR AF5E S5 PRISMA il &
AT AEA LR R E . OBFEEE TR KB m; Q84 T R gt 8l 0 7o ®
[7i) — Bt R D AN [) SR RS — 05 . 55 BRASAE 2021 4F 12 i & R 1Y Hh SCSCHR 20 J, BE3C
SCHR 54 5 o

3.2 CHkgehY

AT PR AR R DGR A8 B 4 A )7 2 546 Rust 1 Coolil (1994) #IFEF . 7E1HE S S
A= Jﬁﬁaﬁﬂﬁﬂ/\ %) AP AR B R AT OS4SR AT e, BAR— 2t

BN 96.67% , FFEIL T HE MY T A—20 [a] Iﬁ—ﬂtﬁﬁ%ﬂfﬁﬂ%@ 1,
#1 STk G RO AT
HEZE A5 i T RLE T — B RE R

B AME B RN ACBR BT i A . 2 sh it
BOTHER | RSB BT S gt R 2 E . ER0EE S SO HR AR Y

R IS ATE S
AT 90%
W AR | L2 HE R AR A AR SE R 5T i A IR IR 5 S A AR A i )

ARHER | AR SR TS A A s 88 S A AR A 23 5 JEHE BT TR A
PR BT by Ay At 23532
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gk
HEZ Ar I 5 AR Ui — &R
. | PR AR A AR AR . PREE . BRRAEAE . PLop
TH B 1 IR 100%
& B RS
- AUEIREINTD . S (BT, Bk, U HE B fF FAR S . A P ek
AUHESS

WA | . BRI (AR AR A | SR | 90%
) | SRR

HIREAIT N | ARG oh 2 S RN 5K 2 S 2 100%

- N R AT G T | ) RSN, BRI S 5. % 100%
7 0
; G M RS SRl 1, B4 N TR AR S5 1B B n sl 0

TR UL % 2 70 AR VR B A A I 9 E 2 S e R, AR
AR | Hofstede Insights [%LHE, XN ANESCEMET 50 43 (FFEME) B9EZR 965 100%
S 1 (SRS, S ACE SGTANE T 50 AMIUESAHN 0 (AAE L)

3.3 JeHorikEF

XTI BT REAS S O J5 BEAT AR BB 55, 37 Hedges A1 Olkin (1985) Ju/r#r i)y,
VAR REL (p) MR NRERIPARE BO ROV B, Y I e S0 R BRI AR SR RE, AR AT R AT CMA
3.0 BAFRIME ., J7 2% RIS HABSI A B R R p , RFR L E MM LA RE, &
Gt S GETT, 74 5 BARSCRRIGRUR 274 AORL(E, 71 DOBLEHT T A i AL m N =, 203 4
ROAE T AT AR R 2 2R

3.3.1 REAWtiEsk

AHFFE L AU =1 R 0L 4 R BN Fail-safe N EAT & R m s, & 1 T2 A 56 2 2 oy
w11, mERTE, 2T R T lE R B, ARSI SRS E, 2ROV H )
Moo A TP E T, LRSS AEAE & R m AT 1 T BEtER/ N RAE 2 R (Fail-safe N) 1T T
Z /DR B B S R SCIRFEAR AT I S 45 R0 e . — RN, 2 RACE A R Fail-safe N KT H A BR
HESK+10 (K s BFFE %) BT LI IR SEAFEAE R R o A ST AR i 1R RC& 4 RE R
T 5K+10 (WLF3).

3.3.2 Ak

SRR T AT TP IS R A T B AL, HUA Y OP T A R B — Sk, B IF i
SR A REROA N R EIIATRER) . HET, Q M¥aH I° A2 EE M S B 2, 2 Q K gnss

170



hE, & WMAMEEARNG? TG

i%&ﬁ%ﬁik?wM‘%%mﬁ@ﬁfﬁﬁm#ﬁr

’
A

V7 1 m%mm RS IR
A,

T FH 81 2 5 N A T 5 HA5ON B, ASBIF 5 3058 FH RE AL RS A MR R AE R 2,
SRR (Q &it) Tau-squared
Rt AL AR 25 K N
Q1MH Df P1H P T SE kS Tau
WAALHETA 71 16929 | 480. 242 70 0.000 | 85.424 | 0.025 0. 007 0. 000 0. 157
WAL 2, 203 49367 |3286.550| 202 0.000 | 93.854 | 0.063 0. 007 0. 000 0.251
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3.3.3 £ EARE

FR4f Cohen (1988) #2HHIBIbRIE, K RE p ISR LI HIEASH L (0<p <0.1),
BAE (0.1<p<0.3), FEMREL (0.3<p<0.5) FEEMRE (p=0.5), WALEREHZME
M 25 HETT AT LA 3. MR 3 AT, s K 0T S BRI A EE R (p < 0.5),
Hog it AR WAIME (0.405) FAMKREZR oA (0.335) SHAMEI R I AP EEARG, BIA
ARSI 2 X T B B R . NI T Ak, P RS 4% (0.258) | JBE AT (0.356) | i
FAEE (0.321), B FAE (0.368) ., fh ALK (0.358)  dhLEKZE (0.351), AR ER
(0.327) . FESIEGA (0.337), HBhEE (0.377) BB ERPE/REML (p <0.5); SHH
BEFERIPE (0.178) , IR (0.289) A—EAHCH:, (HAKFEERS (p < 0.5); HIHEH
HIEL (0.024) BYSSAHCIFARE (p=0.580),
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*3 AL B0 E = A0 B 45 R B T 45 4
Ap i [A) S TR PEAG G | BONAE I 95% 17 X [A] A 56
R A LA 1 S K N Fail-safe N
Q | Df| pfH | BwifE | BB | TR | ZfH | pfE
AN 5 M PR 25
ik 16 | 1737 0.266 | 0.212 | 0.318 | 9.423 | 0.000 515
WItHE »
. IME 15 | 4417 [8.533 | 2 |0.014| 0.405 | 0.321 | 0.483 | 8.660 | 0.000 2512
BE 15 | 5726 0.252 | 0.161 | 0.339 | 5.292 | 0.000 1386
PR 8 1714 0.158 | 0.063 | 0.250 | 3.239 | 0.001 77
AMERHEZE [ :
i #heEadk |9 762 | 7.513 | 2 [0.023| 0.229 | 0.130 | 0.324 | 4.470 | 0.000 92
R 8 | 2573 0.335 | 0.246 | 0.418 | 7.057 | 0.000 556
AN R 5 S
IEEeE R | BURIESE | 13 | 3758 0.258 | 0.199 | 0.316 | 8.273 | 0.000 810
5.951 | 1 [0.015
H3 WRiEL | 13 | 2614 0.024 | -0.158 | 0.204 | 0.252 | 0.801 —
2N | 16 | 4179 0.356 | 0.253 | 0.451 | 6.412 | 0.000 2324
R | 50 | 10684 0.321 | 0.235 | 0.402 | 7.002 | 0.000 3398
JREEE | 8 | 1541 0.368 | 0.243 | 0.481 | 10.718 | 0.000 444
SRR | 14 | 5040 0.358 | 0.278 | 0.433 | 14.685 | 0.000 2292
N2 R -
i FRREESE | 12 | 3002 [14.754| 8 |0.064| 0.351 | 0.212 | 0.467 | 4.747 | 0.000 1448
MRt SRR | 7 1752 0.327 | 0.151 | 0.483 | 3.551 | 0.000 —
A 2 557 0.178 | 0.096 | 0.258 | 4.227 | 0.000 —
e G | 4 542 0.337 | 0.212 | 0.451 | 5.071 | 0.000 60
IR | 12 | 3175 0.289 | 0.184 | 0.387 | 5.248 | 0.000 1015
17 R4 W SLEE | 34 | 7855 0.263 | 0.184 | 0.340 | 6.290 | 0.000 4212
4.512 | 2 ]0.105
H5 HHERE | 18 | 4352 0.377 | 0.292 | 0.455 | 8.140 | 0.000 3162

3.3.4 AP REAEE

RHIFETI AN AHBERARTEAL G T /) 5 M 55 T B T 2% N T BE R 55 18 B AE B TS U AR 2 i
TP I L AT REAFAE IR A . SIASCIE TR X — W I R, SRR TSR IR 32 SO 2 307 SR
AN AL FAE U NAC R % AT o8 b AT REAFAE R R . T RCR W 4
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%4 BHHR
‘ S BN A K2 95% BE X [ PAGEEY oL
PATESES PR E K| N —
Q | Df| pfE | ®NifE | LR | TR 714 plE
TAM IS 25 W R 9 | 3078 0.257 | 0.182 | 0.329 | 6.529 0. 000
0.008 | 1 |0.930
H6 ANTHERERESMEE| 4 | 680 0.262 | 0.166 | 0.353 | 5.239 0. 000
TH AR 2 G R S5 G BT 8 | 1804 -0.125 | -0.370| 0. 136 | —0.938 0.348
6.285 | 1 |0.012
H6 ANTHEERSMWE | 5 | 810 0.229 | 0.134 | 0.319 | 4.666 0. 000
HaEE SERE X 11 | 2893 0.419 | 0.350 | 0.483 | 10.803 0. 000
5.667 | 1 |0.017
H7 MAEX 4 | 885 0.221 | 0.061 | 0.370 | 2.695 0. 007
) SIC 725 Je LR E X 18 | 3268 0.322 | 0.203 | 0.432| 5.099 0. 000
- 3.258 | 1 |0.071
H7 MANFEX 13 | 3265 0.172 | 0.057 | 0.283 | 2.912 0. 004
4. &ig

4.1 WFsEssE

BT EMNSL 74 b 58 AR AL SHIE Y, ARFIHITHI T, GaaARKER
XA R, DL RAU AR 2 50 A, AT A AR, ORI TR
BERHIE, KBl gen | AN RIS (s R 22 S IR e i, BN 2 B,

HRE PN R R R, it E (OME, i, BT) MM EEER (Il
RS | AR BOR TSR BE A 2 AR, AR G S TR B E A
ARIERN ) IE ] S 5k TS V50 5 b it ARV 9% 5 40U BRI 1 1] 52 i 5k 4 2% 3 2 A
MUk, SZHRHBIR HL, RIX H2,

PINACEENRT I T 5 A 2 s e FUIR 55 1 B 09 V. B RER R 4518 — 3, A0F50 W]
THINCEA RN, BRI 2 MBIE % . 28, KaMRsEsE 2|, WAk
A SIS IAG 26 o 3 SR H3, ARG IRSSIEEE T, 11 2% 2 SRR 2y ke M 158 55 AR
AR SRR, AR 28 E TS 2 RPN 3, 050 SCHFRR Hoea, TEHT % N TR REIR 55 1 b%
T, WAL O BG4, RIS 2 A AE 4 . SRk Heb,

PNACEEFEINT I P E B2, AU ALRE S 48 FH B X 7= b/ i/ )4 BN DS BE . e
PWNACESE AR AR S 5, A ST T AR A (R SRS B BBt Sh HLAH
—E, BB EE SR I 2 5 A OC R ARG, (HRR LB T OOk A R G B A
2, [RIE IG5 0 R R FE AR ARG I T3 0% 3 0 AR S BORB BB, 5 B 2
PR SIS 07 0, 7 FETREERL AT 5 o PR 55 2 2 v R FAUL Ak 1 368 ] LA B 3 9% 5 {1
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K2 HEHONE

i, IRFHEA ERARS SRS SRR, TR 4,

PUNACBENRTE S5 1T 2 i 5 SO s e . ML R, THE S 4
AT H SR R, X — KIS Eyssel (2011) . Yogeeswaran (2016) ZFAF5%—3, #2 AFHAEK
THROEM PSR ENERE S HEAET LR, MinSHOMER, 55, g, s
BTN S AT R A SR, E A E XSS R T, R E SN2 E
BhFIGSE IR R T2 AL S ST R T, T2 5 AR G200 T sl Rl S 2 IS 4
LRHRIE HS | HT,

4.2 HgEX

AHIFERHTCNTT I, I TIE 20 R4 22 MU AR SCRT ST, #5512 Wi K 3R A2 i
LURMIBIFTRESE . X TEvELRid | LR STk, Ui a RSP e e LG, e
FEATA—EZEE, 2 BAGRERAT SR, JO/ P 2 R MO OC R IR/ INR A T AN TR A2 B A
INBIRAERERE AL, Bk T OAN[RI AR B A A EROC R

HE, ARBPTTHERGEH TN IR | I 98 S AR D S U ) 9 22 S AR AR, — T
17, BF5E A B AN B AT Hi 5 SR BRI A B (9 T 2 F AL by, dE—2 40
WIFIGIUE TG ARG (2014) S B30 A AR TE 28 B2 kL 23 48 B2 25 520 9 3 U AR 4518
Jy—Jr i, WEW T ERREFEZEACER B EE N R, X5 Blu 5 (2021) B0t 4hie
—H, WA, PPRAMINAXT RSG5 T RF A 0 B, 7R HAE ARk T REAE B2
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AR XTI PR AR, R T A I R HIVE L

FK, AOFEES TN P TG 4 A —Ea5E, A T AR TS8O & A R 95
TRAL 1228 BIE A B S SURII ST . — 71, LRI BR BECHE T 2R3, AT 9 3 BRI IR
Jy—Jiin, MY EIE FIRIMAAAERFE TGS P 251 HM S (Bartneck et al. , 2010) , RHIT
Pritt— AR B, RN TR MRS 650 T, NS IR A A BN AR S [ I, B s
TSI T B L . PHPE AR 4 ARG ds 165 T, ARSI T BG4, (A REA 280
DIEANAGE L RSN T AL BRRCR , FFIAEN AR IR 55 55 T AR T A 17 25
AR X — P2 B )

PR, AP SCICLEREfif ke T U ANAC B e, et shty, oAt shilk & 5 2 2
PSS H RN, AR 2l T 3C SR B B 22 5% . IEAN Velasco (2021) JToh#r
KB, ARAZENFFIER) AL 5T BETEANHRE MEALRE S = i R K B 9 3, SRUB, ARBIFSE 1A
EXAANEXHEE LR, KB G e3R8 SR T S [ 5 n] R 32 300G

W, AW T =R HRE RIS, WIS, BARAT N =i il R, R AL EAE
2, FE TN ES R N 5, TE R R ST RS E S, T2 A A A SR S LA 3
PRSI T AL, SRR AR BT o S e /2 10 B OR, SE T EAAY I OE
A EERFIERE Y, ARBIRG S, AR ERR RS ZEEERE L (vs.
AT U R AT 28, ML Bm T sE s, sSUR I E 2 5 R E ST,
AP 2E S VL] TR T SLRAT 2 Z BN B IE . BTH 2, PR BR ATz B R
SEHPE T ARG W5 . SO 5 T AR BRI PR R e 45 R 2 A 22 51

4.3 EHHEUR

AWFFEHAUNACA TR A 7 il A B 7 2%

HE, A ARIEAUN RS G R 32 A O BRI UL T BL, I8 i@ 1k . SO XU
SENER, BOHEER . ATE R EE L FE AR A AL, AR RS ok T e, AP
UNACBL R AR 2 AR SR, BeAh, Al 275 18 H AR 250 B oK, i AT &R A4 3
TR PN, FErhAetLSesy B mfedhm A A 2k 0900 2 AHEME I BE Rz RO, 0
B P S

FEO, AR AT XU AL 373 57 SR O [R] B9 PP, L3R AT B 45 1 9 2 A9 B THI 1% 4%
JEHEER N TR RELORRA R, Hlas NBEFNH P N smh, AQCES 0 i il A A 2
e, T RO R RE B AOHLAS AT R R BR AR R, R AR v MRORS 18 8 i H5  iy IXUR:
s, B, ZEP RN TR GRS ATREBOT S rl B IR, FRRAN SRR AALREEE, ALk
(AN A R E/N TR

e, SAEHEEBORRERS I I 9% & 55 b L5l (% P e R e A3 A DR 7 il B B L A
Wt i 5 BB B U AACE BT 5 Biln, 25 Y s SO AR R B LA XS T X 4
PR SCHMEI T 98, R ah ZER U2 2RO B Z AL T,
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Ja , ARSI R S AS BEIE AL SR S BE S R I A3 A . A, SRS B S Y = A
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F 52 75 1
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Is Anthropomorphism Always Effective? Meta-analysis Evidence
Xu Lei' Duan Ya* Yao Yanan®
(1, 2 Economics and Management School, Beijing University of Technology, Beijing, 100124;
3 Management School, Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin, 300387)

Abstract: At present, there have been a lot of relevant studies on the topic of anthropomorphic
marketing, but the empirical results of different studies are different. 74 Chinese and foreign literature
(including 274 effect values, N = 66296 ) related to anthropomorphism in the marketing domain is
comprehensively analyzed by a meta-analysis, to explore the antecedents of anthropomorphism, consumer
reactions to anthropomorphism, and moderating factors. It is found that design factors and individual factors
will affect anthropomorphic perception; Anthropomorphism has a differentiated impact on consumers’ emotion
and behavior, and it is not always positive and effective, in which service situation and social culture play a
moderating role. In the traditional service situation, Anthropomorphism brings positive emotional experience
to consumers, but it can’t resolve negative emotions such as customer suspicion. In the emerging artificial
intelligence service situation, Anthropomorphism not only brings positive emotions to customers, but also
causes negative emotions due to the uncanny valley effect; The positive influence of anthropomorphism on
consumers’ interactive behavior is stronger than that of purchasing behavior, and compared with the
individualistic social-cultural background, consumers show more interactive tendencies and purchasing
tendencies in the collectivist social-cultural background.

Key words: Anthropomorphism; Influencing factor; Consumer reaction; Meta-analysis
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