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* &t % 4 7 (Conceptual Framework)

EFXEHE: ERRIEEEREESNA

k B O BRERT EHRHF OR o'’

(" ERRERE R F ST S E PR, dbaT 100190) G P EBFAER KPR, JERT 100190)

W OE MAESAWY T AR HRE, WMZEHEZTANE R ERSLE, K E LA RSB T AN E
BRABANEN, A, REFLLEZARERZMAASRBALTABHEL. EREAAHFHATEN
5, AN R R AN, AT, ALIEARET HRRE K-S, 2548 T ARG R ESKHE
AE, FEEBRTRALRE T HRIBREALEBARE R ZFRRAXAL, RETHEMARELE
Mo A B 10 A AY THRDAER B F AR A LZAHFEFE, Rl F g iRt
B HFRRE SRR DT, RAEAMRAAR G LEH RO E SRS,

EgiE AR EEE, RERT, HRERR, ARF L, £ THK

SFES B849: F713.55

1 @R Hh13.5 FAZITCGRTTM, 2020), F52 b, BREES

WY, HHE von Abrams (2021)# £F,
R M 2 9 R X 2 B 40 A ALEMBE, IR von Abmms C021)iRZ
e . 50% 3% Ui & (R T 2% 5O PR S5 e R AH Eb, AhA]
1% FURS #4235 Pr w5 104 7 o ALIR 55 19 e b B R o U o it .
- L . L TR AR T A AR X IR S, R Ik, kX
(LB, 2003), ALFEHE XA SECANER KAL) 4k XA ) . o T R
N X et s T AT A 7E KR 43+ X TH 2 &0 W I A B A B
FE A28 B ERE) . #F IG5 9608E) | , o s -
; Vg e e A %o PEA X RN TAEZ B S B 9 & x)
i(ﬁﬂﬁ%(ﬂuﬁtﬁ%’s#ﬂ“\ %%)%gﬁﬂ?&o 2020 4:': . N ST ZE] s =
e o NN = . A1 DX R e A AR A RS 45.46%
R K B R REAE E— AR AR T AR X R L B K - B . P
. e . (51 B FRZR, T/, 2020), BEERLIIREXR
— N LAY T BR IR AR5, LR T ) D e e 7L 2 1 T e i e i s
N - N e e e e o ol B S ESULRAL . BMIE L3S E R,
O BRI . S SLE R A E e .
&7, WA PR A CAERLEE Y L R R ) B G (HH T,
BICHE R, 2020); 145 2 1 ek B X EE A9 2 N \ " e
o o 2020), 1M XA X7 2% 2 O BANER IR T it AR %),
AR R B I Rl BB T S0k fr g S . .
e » . A — S A AL DA, A d AR A X R Y
J1o BN, &t A kX E ] L 2019 4F g K s e .
X . n s AOREFE D mini J5 L 88 X, Tt 1.3 42, MAtIX
2 fERLECERAE, TARE, 2020); % FEK @A - o -
. o RO AR b MOR Bk (ICBRRIM, 2020), 5L1F,
JEHIBTES 2010 FERILIRR 7 70%-80% (ML, ooy oot e e wpigy A A6 200050 DS —
2020). F BT % XE IR 1940 55 2550 o, SRR .

T {0 P/ B AR,
AR I R T MR B 3 T 1290 % 44
LD R TSR TAL N, 2020 4724 AT RE K O T S L R AR 2 2

Trer o, MARTEA FE RS W E W5 T,
Wi A H: 2021-10-04 S5ER . HRET N OB O M SR
* [E R H SRR ST I H (71772169, 72172146, AL o BN Lk X 2 oy E B R A

71972175), MO iR B SE A BE B L 55 9 L o ) X I8 2 BN AL X R B SIPLAN Anié & Radas,

(Y95402AXX2). 2016). 3B A A A DG 26 RS BT
WAFMEH: M, E-mail: cc_jpq@163.com; LT, E-mail: ), ISR ASZHAE D e MOREBR, B 5
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ucas.ac.cn Robb (2008)% i 5 /i 55 28 A Ak IX {6 A5 A5 1L,

1482



o957 gk P A BRAEAL XU 2R M ARZIVRN 9% 3 DR L A 1483

BB 55 F F AT 2% 38 04 4 DX ) ) 13 SR AT, SE ]
BEBIP . AT L, BUA XU 9 3 T 5% A AU <4t
XA SR R TT, TR IRA] . WA iRE X
TH o R,

FET U, A SCE e NAZE IR A DX 2 R AR
K, PR DXIE S E NS RERIE: BEEGE . &0
MR . AMEmR. GIRE. 577 4 b Rk
W FEERNE R E . XN KRIFIE T, A30A
St X B g A i SRR R DR IR KRR AR
BB AL AT, 41 DX 3% 38 S I
FEEIE, MR, XATRRE — i en Il gl
— 71, AR BB ] RE B A X 2 X
DX R SR AR IR, T 20 R R 7 AR BRI R
ALFE TR S tth, o AR 7 1) FE 2K U (Fang et al., 2007),
Oy —J7 1, AR Y A2 U 2 T R A B e 5
g, BPJE 2R M LA AR 3z i 1L i vT BE fisk
KA X 2 2 A RIS 45 SO, 1 T R
M E E AT . I, ASCESEanfi $E 7
A DXV 2% 5 M SR AN D R hn el 22 S 4t X 9 4
PRI — T f B T RIS A AR S 30 A

Hb 5 K7 (Place Attachment Theory)Z 61~ A
5 REAN R 3 0 2 ) #7118 B & (Hidalgo &
Hernandez, 2001), Hb i KA1 25 # H 8 FH TR %
MANEZREE ALK, T, HX . E R R
Bt & (Lewicka, 2011), 4N, Hidalgo 1 Hernandez
(2001) & B, PUHE S AR Hi K AATT B 3 o5 A< AN
AN TR ELAR 7S AR 38 Bt 2 44 03 FTAE 2 22 4k . Borghini
45(2021)2¢ 3 7E Journal of Consumer Research %
B ST A8 ST IT I 2 50 28 BB 77 A 1 b i
MR o A b 1 A28 SCHRSE Hh AE 1 SRR A TR 1
BLA, SR A AL 38 5 H AR T 2% 3 B 03 AH DT BC Y
YIERIAEE, DA BAR N 2 Z M o 5 R T
Z B AL S22 11 AT LUAR T b S AR 2R (Brocato et al.,
2015), fHAE /D I SR A EAAR B2 T S 1 4 3
o XIERACHE S . A SCHIRTT— R H S
AR T SR, AR X BG4 (FA v A
AR F)RM . RjH5 NRITELRRMEGRE vs.fE
71) . BEmAR 55 R g (PR AL vs RN ERAL) . & BIG BR
& (B82S vs W) T %),

TH 2 5 R T2 1 B2 )33 1 0 L 55 ke = o) 3 1)
1Y) 1 5011 B — F A 65 58 J3k (Eastwood et al.,
2007), & EIH T AR N AR EE R . R
UIH 2 AU TT B 7 A SRR, T e 300 2

HIRI . 2, BEA 5 T 9 PRI Sk
SR T PR A 9 SR (AN 2l o i e i
Z AL FRORFEAR PR IGURS), T T sk /0 PR U
HARKM R [ o FET I, AR SO B IR B A
RO | TSN R (AT 2205 ) 35 A E 4
H T IR DR IR SR et 1) R S S B i

2 ERSNFEIUR AT

21 #HEHUHSRERMREHEEFRR

DK R DA — 7 MU A X 8k, DX
BB R A FEIRS X4, DMER ., AR
HE R, URTHE REGE ARy B, @it
ZREDOL . B SRR RER R, 7
b H ) 5T A= T FURS Rl AR 3 0 BRI 55 1Y
Jo& Hb TR M (R BT, 2003)  7E ISR SCHR T, <Ak X
B4R B — Ja) B A A O M T B LR X
(Neighborhood Business District) /&8 T/ R X
TECE L T A2 SR T IE YA 1)
(Mehta & Mahato, 2019), bk, 5“kh XL+
R — P ARIERZ<FM” (Main Street, Mehta &
Mahato, 2019), &M 3ER N —FFE—H FEH
FTEHIE, 5% Z R DRE o« 3 A 3 E g i A
i P E wR ok, AR X E R AL IR % (Talen &
Jeong, 2019),

H AT 5¢ T 4L XD AT 5T FEAE e =5 TH:
(DI THEZ T, IR DR M Y I s 1
Ap AR ED A S 2T, BN, Yancey A
Ericksen (1979) & 1AL T i 4t DX R ol 2% 7 O B
Flas, AIAEFEAE S B SRR X R E ;T G
TN 1 W) ~F- 5 (AR ATE B 3 ) Xof 3 b A B 366 2 9T ke
B4 FH 2 /N 5 £ (Talen & Jeong, 2019), (2)3ET 4>
AR A, gl 5 A AR XA OGR4
2ot ARXAERERETE . AL XTI EhE . AR
020 %5, 140, Niehm %5(2008) & 3R HH 4l 4t 2
A B TR THHE X R R Sk, (HAL X R %R
HIFE DAL AR 2 Mg (3)3 AR IX T 2
A, NI 2 e gt DR B ALAE, DL
PAASER 73 N 258 0 B R TTIB A

FE DI 2 R AL DR A B AL, AR DR
REAE S BE W W) AN S B B3 i o+ SC K R A E
Zfj(Arnold & Reynolds, 2003; Baker & Wakefield,
2012; Moore & Homer, 2000). B #lli# (Huang
et al., 2019; Inman, 2001) A K& H AR P 7% 2 (Guiry
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et al., 2006; Hightower et al., 2002)/& 1 7% # fx 3t
AFEZER S BT SER AR S A, AT
KPR TIHAER . W RS IA
DLTE . F A R X R R IX A %0, #E X
W osr A 2 HE AR TGS . AT RES e
W5 4B JE BUE AR GG, AR T i 3
(A Sense of Place), A B T/m Rr=A kX &4y
(An Identity of the Neighborhood), [ Ilt., Pendola
Al Gen (2008) % BLHAT (vs. B A AL X b X A4t
DX 2 38 B AT S i p At XA LR, H TR
Gy ho A 2R, AL IXE R I e PR LE
o Ak DX M DX 2% T C (4 5 W W (Artz & Stone,
2006; Lichter & Brown, 2011), {H#1:38 B 845 K 1)
1o KT B DXAR BT B T3 2 2 e IR X A b A
DX P ARG, 355 4538 B AT 199 Ak DX ol T AN 2 B 119
Mkt (Sanders et al., 2017), Anié 1 Radas (2016)
A, 2 IR RIS B 2 A X 25 17 W) 0 3 T A% TEAR, 9
B P WK R o SR, (AR T
&, A —ERME B, KR TH
Y1t ] B8 X Bl 3 3l 7 A2 4 F § i (Boschma,
2004, 2005; Uzzi, 1997), B R#5iH 2 ol g =
LA Bl

FEIXTH 28 LA o AR T MR RRAE . b B AR I
P X 4t DX 2 2 O G B A B B i (Hamrick &
Hopkins, 2012; Meyners et al., 2017), Meyners %
(2017 B0 BB 18 245 B8 U e ) AR A e B o
PRI Sy 3t 2408 30T M S5 A AT BRI B 22 483, AT
A A 3T A R T AL S BB R A AT
(Boschma, 2005), 4 HL[B) B AH {5 AT A1 52 i B 4[]
n] LR $EE 23 2% 2] (Social Learning)id Fd 1Mij [7] 3
SEMR 7 A B 4 (Lee & Bell, 2013). H T R 4T 3T
P TT B85 & 14 P & 2 (8] 6] B PRI, Meyners 58 A
(2017) % B 4l AR 3 1) 3 Bl 2 49 5 O FE LR
Hm 7y, JF H& PR N3 PP iy 7 a5
T = AN

FEF LI LSO, AHER I, #EIXIH 9
A DR Ml R B 9 0 R 1A 32 T B 2 ISR
MEF, SERY . HET R DBEROCH
SCHRAR AR /b, TV S5 T4 DR A R S R
[ A, R W 5T i = 64k DX 2% 5 R Y T AR,
D 2% 3 ARSI o o 25 0 TR DI 98 5 1Y
WEIE 2510 5 BUEE v Ak, WF 5 A BE R — T 2% & A
FEXRBIA K WstEih, A XIEHRE TR

AP A DO A B R T, B RT R
ok MBIFFE 4518 h 3R A A BN 18 5, NI JCHE I
BRI XU 23 . BE T, A SOAZ AL XTH
PH AR BURE K, IUEAL X R BA T 98
S EE PR O EEARE, LTS
FE DX 2 B DA SC I BRI b A 20 BRI R
e RIKBE

22 EHRiEHEHEENER

221 M mRINER

H AR AE Lo HiASRZR (Place Attachment)
AR NG HEA R E 537 i 22 ) A S 1 U
IX & (Hidalgo & Hernandez, 2001), i AfiT7EH:Hb
PR RN [ ) A PR B i B L A
B Py s SRS I i(Low & Altman,
1992; Scannell & Gifford, 2010; Tuan, 1977), 7£id
TERIETE R, SR WO TR AN SR
B ARIX BT, MK, EGE . A KN Z ]
14175 JE B 3R (Lewicka, 2011), HI5L AT %
A2 25 [A] 1 2 77 AR Hb T MK 2 (Debenedetti et al.,
2014), BRI, IABFFREE A X — 5 (Borghini
et al., 2021; Brocato et al., 2015; Debenedetti et al.,
2014; Rosenbaum et al., 2007; Styven et al., 2020
BR4h).

Mo AT B TR R A R SRR, LR
BRI ACE N, W51 5 AT A I3 A i ke 44
I 57 2% (Park & Maclnnis, 2006), LA #F5E & FL
BEAE R ASREBE RS2 T, T8 9 B 5 I it e 0
BEE, [R) A XT3 4 R Y BT AR R BE L BE =2 T
(Park & Maclnnis, 2006), [A]i, Debenedetti %5 A
(2014) ik & B 1l S AR 7R R 8 UK T 28 3 1 = A AT
i H AT A (Volunteering) . 33 & [0 47 4 (Over-
Reciprocation) A & FH A 17 4 (Ambassadorship).

b HRARS v il AR ALY . [ Y AN 98 K
AT R SCHRAN D, AR AR P il A L (Brand
Attachment, #ll Fournier, 1998; Thomson, 2006;
Thomson et al., 2005; 2%, &K, 2008), &
A JZAH 2% F 5 5 M 8] A 1) — Fh R 20 A
VRV B ZE, A BT 2 i A BIE 4 (Park
et al., 2006), & — s HEEAERIME (R
KN %% % Chaudhuri & Holbrook, 2001; Dick &
Basu, 1994; Park et al., 2006, 2010; Reinartz &
Kumar, 2002; Thomson et al., 2005) . 7] 35 154K 7% 2
TH B 50 AR SE Y M T PR 7 A AR
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(Kleine & Baker, 2004), #HHLZ T, SRR RAY A
W IN 3z, T S X [E— N AN F s
FEAE AR AR FE T B R [F] o B, Brocato 5 A
(2015) Ay sl A5 e B, e il R Ak B 7 1) 2 B 2 4 0
SR 7 A b X0 (L B 19 [) — ot LA B 332 3
MATT B&, SRR 0 2% 3 58 A6 W LT £
BERFTE P, T SRR Y 2 T R
o5 ok IR N R 0L =2 () A Ak B A L B B
FMAE S A SRR Z MR, R4
AR 7 il 5IR 55 A JOT o 2 7 A SR A I 4
2 —(Brocato et al., 2015),

S AR TR . B SCHR R A, SR AR
TV 18 AT RE R VR T B[] A A () P R 48 B s [) 4
BESRAR, I 20 B PR A RRIA N, B
WHEGEEAREN E ), 2305 R RSN B
S (Brocato et al., 2015), JEAFR]4EREF 48, Ak
AT LAE o B3 5 H AR T 9% 35 B UL i 22 4 S 45
VL B AR T B 38 Z sl 2 3 5 R T2 M it 23
AZFEFE T Hb 45 K AR (Brocato et al., 2015),

A 23 (AR5 5 M A5 4K 7R Brocato %5 A (2015)
SR, IR BRI AR B s, iR Y
BRI E W&, ES HiREShE B RS
(Self-Concept) FH A4 ¢ — Ei 1 49y B 5 55 (B b s A
[\), A BT = A SRR, I 2 E
HIKIE 4 (Self-Image) 5 EE AL AL, &
BB B A 3 3R A R — 3 43 (Jorgensen &
Stedman, 2001), 1 5l fE i 13 > H s BUPRE R
Fik AR, el A BB LML T (Sirgy et al.,
2000), L, A A X i M i EER A A MR Ak
AEIEIT . IR, HEFEIREERE R
W2 MR, 9% 2 EE A e A U g
PEAR AR (Milligan, 1998; Stokols & Shumaker, 1981),
Ja, IR RO A B T RS R 2
A9 b A5 K25 (Gustafson, 2001),

SR SR, 20k S H R E
i, SRR LI R R S A M SRR Y
B P2 —(Guest & Lee, 1983; Pretty et al., 2003),
Debenedetti 25 A (2014) 1A A 38 H 7 A= 1) 2GR Ik
(Familiarity) . 2 52 8 (Authenticity) i B % 4> &
(Security) 5 B FIE i s AR AN . HUR, 3 9%
e B 2 [A] [ B2 (Can F 3 sh) A B TRt T
PF A M SN, BN 2S5 R BAZ A
Bl F 10 9 357 A 0 22 B i U w1 T AT

w AN, SR BT E IR A . R,
FE A 23 (8] 1 AR 51 =22 (8] B ek 2 ) L X 1) [l 124
B TR Ak A Z W RS R R, (R RSB R
(Gustafson, 2001), fe/i, FERBE(EIE L T)iH#
o 17 I A BB AR AN AATO T B IR, R
TH 2 X B A SR A R 2 —
(Rosenbaum et al., 2007),
222 HBEERREE

O PRl T 2% 2 IR JUK (Customer Satiation)
5 A S PRV B2 98 B 5 i = A 3R D ) o 5
S E) —Fh A 15 B (Eastwood et al., 2007), % E
SCSRA T IR TR o ARG 45 Bl A vh R 1 45
o PR, 8 2 IR ROR 45 8 2 3 X 5 A2 9 2 )
— 7 i IR RO . AR R W T
W&, 0 T SRR 32 2 10 i) 1 T JER R 1 2 XL 48 1A 06
(Redden, 2008, 2015). 5K $%%5 A (2020)% 115 2k # IK
JRURE AT LB . 175 & R R S 2 i SR g i AT TR
NS, AASCIRE T EEMERE R, &S
PR, AT K DR RS 43 BB IR R (Sensory-
Specific Satiation) A1 3k /& B IR Al (Nonsensory-
Specific Satiation), /B E R A28 AR BE IS 52 B2
fil 0 B 7 i JE M, X R JE M BE A8 4 2L e I 2
70, WO ARk AR AR R B P AN 7 Y A
Jét . OAR4E & ME(Inman, 2001; Redden, 2008), 4
RWFFERI, T 238 X577 T R Jas 1 o S Bk,
PR ab % J8 B Ja v T IR TR B T b, SRS 551 R
B H W ZREAL TR (Inman, 2001). 7E&K Y $0F5T
tr, Line 5% A (2016)%41H 2% PRI R 73y £ 4 K
B R4S IR IR . Ha il Jang (2013) 04
TH o3 IR IR 43 AR AR50 1 S AR IR TR R 8 T T
PERREIEE Y B PRI . W55 I8 PR IR A R 58
SRR o BRI % i Y IR IR T ) g IR B IR
JRPITE I, o 4 RN SERAS, AT LU IR USRI 43k
SR R U (Actual - Satiety) il A 3k IR il /& (Future
Satiety), SZBR IR VSR FE T 2 & 2 5T A8 5 B 2
PRI o A oF IR JRUB 2 5 1 o i AR i K 4 50,
UL E B 2 e A DRI, 2501 9t L 81 IR Rk
W22 RS, AT 2 B A T Hh LR A FT S 1 (A
VT B i R I 2 R A, ke R 2 i
Z MM BOK R IR FUE Y 77 2E (Kahn et al., 1997).

IR VS (Hedonic  Adaptation) nJ L ff B¢
THERIRTE o ZBIE AR T B8R 18 M
T I R v R A 3 S R I R e B, 3 AR AR
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3232 JUS I B BT, R 23 i T A
2 il T 520 349 ik 2 Xk 7= oI55 JER R B ) i A (Coombs
& Avrunin, 1977), 2478 %4 MO Z 1A 7™ Thak
IR 557 > i ZE AR MR A BT, A AT] e 2 X R AT Ol N,
AT AR RIS, 2 45 28 7 il IR 55 1) S0 R 25
B S — KB, ]2 46 TR AR Y
B F B (Line et al., 2016; Park & Jang, 2014), A]
T, DRIGE R 55 59 2 v 52 AR 38 I Y AR 2 2 o
P T SR g, BIV{of 4 Ak 390 9 2 v O R Y IR 55
7, PRI AT 8 6 (Park & Jang, 2014),

TH 2 3 38 H 23 38 o 2R A TR R T BR IR IR
T o T B I A s o) B BB AU T 9 A 2 e M 9 2
&) B K A B 22/ R Bl (Galak et al., 2013), X
SR TR Dy e 4 T SRR, B 2 A B ) [ B
A BT R 2 RIS R KT, DT X 52 AR A
{4 EL A #b 25 /5 1 (Sheldon & Lyubomirsky, 2012).
WEAR, FEIE 2t B8 rh 4 32 T 4040 AT DA AR IR ek,
AN K = R (B (Galak et al., 2013; Nelson &
Meyvis, 2008; Nelson et al., 2009), 40, 7E#KAY
P[] Bz N 3 B T 22 (09 S A B T A ORI T
BRI, = SR AN (B 3G 0 s (H 5 02 A 5 e Y B )
BN EEZED), e BN RER N ER
%, PRBGHEEE fnte, PRGUSHE BN(Etkin & Mogilner,
2016).

3 RS

AR SCH e S At X7 S RRAE kL 3R
AL X 2 W — IR (PR B L 5 IRIRAR); 2R
i, WRIEPIR L, REAn ] & T4t XV 2 2 S
MRZS LA B o] 2 fige Ak DX O 28 3 DR ISR ws g B, 4
AT
31 WEEH—: HERHFE—RIFEHAR

Atz 4 JE LB (Sense of Ontological Security
Theory) A 24 1 2 & 1E & F0 I 09 26 15 B 4T L
W, AT A A E R AR 2 AR A IR
FERURR, R A BB T B AN AR I IR B 22
S A] T A9 FR B (Cannon et al., 2019; Kinnvall
& Mitzen, 2018; Rossdale, 2015), X &850 Al i
B0 TR 7 A RN FIAT S BN, DAAMEE A i 2
SR B (Campbell et al., 2020), FEIE 7 9% &
e 7 2Bl Huckins et al., 2020), AfiTFF46HH
It A & Al B & YL B i % B (Gruchota & Stawek-
Czochra, 2021), X575 7 1424 5L 2 0 B 1

Jif (Somashekhar et al., 2020), X6 2% H IFH
MU AE TG AT AL RIEARZ 2, &
TEREIR T 11 23 AR 22 2k, TH 23 253 A
RN AT 0 N AMEEAR iR 22 G R Bk o 32 3]
B B T 2 B A A T “HRATRME” (Travel
Fear, Zheng et al., 2021), iXFPRLECEIIE T4
B AT I 2 5 (Neuberg et al., 2011), N T
A B YL TR, Y 2 A AT RE L R E O 32 B A
YrkAR, DAk Mo 22 4 3l B R (R 9 i 12
PR TR IER e ) I AT BB o AR von Abrams (2021)
A, 50%52 V7 H FR5H R IE BTAE LL, Al A
R BERGE N XIS WY . B, AT

WAl 1 SRR, BN ZEE A
VIR 4058 o

A MR, ASCIR I SR IE S A L,
FEXIE R E BT — MR B, ISR
PRI LT AL X S RRRAE . T B B R
TH 2 2 A DX RS SRR Y KU BN, B D — EL
PRI, T P B R4S 5B 4 (Edwards et al., 2009),
Benedikctus 5 A (2007)4& H BE 2930 41 X B &K A
4 L WEZGEE dt, RATH X E N ES
P EET &, [FIET, Meyners %8 A (2017) &3
BB B BRI ST R AR R I R, X R
2548 B 22 8] Y 1 RSAL 388 Xk 4 [X 78 3% 2 W S P 3R 52
M T RE ST R, PR, FRATT T AL DX 2 A2 48
IR M B[R] B, b AR 3T PR3 ] B2 =
P AR E B0 B b Lk, AR AR 2 A IR B,
FE DT P LG RT3 T O T S 7 A IR TR

SR, TR RRE, HXHRES
X R AN BT R AR AR AR . AR
A BT A7 A FRAR A1 K R (Fang et al.,
2007)c P, ARG AR AR ERE, FATHUA X
T 2% 2 T R REXT AL X (vs. B 37 B R = AR AR A
R, AR s TR B “B R
R (TR, 2020), “[H 2 A0 T fE LA
X VH B 2 X6 55 58 FH G W PR 28 B MARURR, 4n g 3K
FEER R OLE TR TCE ATk 8% 5455
R, FRATTIIU 52 2 AU 2% 7T R 2 A DX 3 2 & 1Y
FEIH AR Z—.

WA 2 SEBHREMLL, X E A
FEHEERL, OSRPEEERES, (o)HBZ
W SR, ()R T IR, (e)BE 28 5y = A Ml s KA,
(DZBERYIH 5% F 7S KEFIE



o957 gk P A BRAEAL XU 2R M ARZIVRN 9% 3 DR L A 1487

FE LA LS RBFAE A, 0 DK 2 3 PR AN b
AR OAARL, HS.0MEEAAHER, Fi, 4
A PRI A4 R AT A A
32 MIRHERT: HXBEHEEAKRTREARE

[

i WA R T R R LA B, e 44
BN EE K Z — B2 R E T e
R & L R PRAE B AR B - e s i 2
AT SE AR 4 51140, Wu 55 A(2019) % B (178 2% 4
T i 15 1 S 44 B9 (B H R RO R %), iR SR
JB T S 44 VRS (IR AR B B B0, HL 55 i
TR AR R B A 4 (0 5 H 3R 1 CX-7).
Wang % (2019) & ¥ [E 78 9% 5 E 470 55 48 BE ke ok
BF, AR S A A L, T TSR S
S RS, X RN AION B B O B [ i 44 RN
(Home-Name Effect)., Jf#f— 2 & B b 7 3k 1) i 22
T RE 51 A& A R B B 0 B A JR] (Psychological
Identification), 11 £& F-th mi fh 7 %oF v 7 3k i 352
MR A =R, AR R B 3R 82 T 3 Bl (Self-
Enhancement Motive)2s 34k Xt o 2 I 140 BRIA )
A B Kb G2 8 TF A T K
“HFAIRE” (BB, 2020), BRI AL XEL
B — R HLBUVRRAE . ST Wang 482235 (2019)
MY, A SCER A LU & <50 T A AR X
(lan<ps RT7), 41 DX 5 A Bk b 8 <505 (]
g5 BT IRF )G ITCER (AN L 48 J& > (H F)
Ji), At DX B B2 5y 7 A R A A7 TR g A
SEE I,

AR IARELO B A, JEERE P M 2
ME . TG, (R FIETIE 19 450 AR 2 28 1 2%
VRIS BB, B A s DD A 3 2% 0 O
S EN{C(Lund & Marinova, 2014), H#3E #b 55 4K 7R B
W, ARLERE A 28 8 R AR . MR MRz
P IS B SR A 0 9 3 A SR AR SR
At A BT B <R AL T R, B Bk X
B ST A X R0 BB BR s T X
AR B U EIL), 23457 2 35 5 R SR I fa& i
AT, X 2 3 TR S B O AR AR
Ao M S AR X W 2 3 1w B A IE 82 (Brocato et
al., 2015), Pk, FfT3H:

R 3 1 ALKV S AR X R A 4 B
T (VAT )G T AT DX W) ST R ) B

AR 320 MUK X i 44 ZE AL A

W) SEE 5 ) ) R A AR e, B 2% X R AL B
(v AT AT )G IR A DX LI 3K A 1] B g
(R Ry i 3 B 45 B kA DX B 2 7= A SR

9 B A XY R 28 S P I (AN fi
A2, T 2 ) R AT 2 0 2 5 1 R W SR
e Y K YR (Edwards et al., 2009), I, #t
DXt A R R SR G F LR, RHH A T
RN K . AL, Y9 28 AN R A X (R
WA X T, SR A R S TR
THE W H K, BVANFT AR, 4 X5 iy 44 5L
TR CF T, WF BTG AR A, HiaS
MR =, DT I S 75 1) B R

Rl 3.3 i LN 45 B R A DX e 44 2R
RUEHGF vs AT G )NHE P W K 3 1n)
WIS o ELARTN T, Q05 5 R E 9 4 XA il e
AR, HBRENGEZRTEE Vs AEAR)
O B DX R SR 1) T Ry {EL A0 2R A
IE A X S M2 B R, AR B (vs AN
PG XTI 2 W 3K B ] R i T 2

AP TR M RN, RUZ B
W E, AT R T, s
REME BRI 28 X w] AR AR i+ A8 e &
AR X FTE R TG B IR R — 2k
EEXAE XU 2 F R A IR S5 . BN, BESKHR
PEAR SR R ENFTED . B2 LW N SR T s AE IR
%o WA T AL OE TR AR PO F RS . X
B IR 55 W] DL S AR /N 1 AR 1T 9% 3 52 25 (Mahar
et al.,, 2014). FAEEHINAR 35 1941 X TTIE D 78 9%
FARUE T E Z IR R, AR T S
A2 35 5% 77 A= 3 BB 1 4K 2% (Functional Attachment,
Rosenbaum et al., 2007), i id 5 H AW E 5 AY
Ib#g, #EFENIEREW EH A H T 2K,
TH 2 3 W BE 25 5 Wiz 58 B IR 45 7 A RO, B AR X
A Z B IR i AT R AR RN, T R & B
i 7= A AR (Milligan, 1998; Stokols & Shumaker,
1981). AL, FATHE

R 4 AR D B X R A (vs AN BRI T
P B0 55 08 Ak DX RS 58 77 A 1 Ml SR AR T oy,
0T 77 A B R A ) S 1) o

FEAE HL BN R B R PR AR AR A
P EEREZ — ARG A 51X 2%
H 0 H. Bl 235 ma A DX 2 s AR AR, TS
M W SE R . AR R B, AATE IR
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(Warmth) fl g /7 (Competence) Wi A~ 4 J& S &% 51 A1l
PR N (BRIGHE, 6K, 2017). RERFIRE J143
SR BT AT 2338 A 25 v Xl A RN B L
HAS LRGN . BRI, IRIE L5 I8 Ab A Sy R,
BfAHER . EREB. AL, AW B
FEAE; MiE I EZMEZREAC . LEACHE
EILAXH B M sz e, BAARETT . fehg . 2 &
H AR IRHIE (BRHSHE, #06E, 2017),

A SCIA R At KR KR 55 DA R 7 T B2 (vs. fig
INMITE S, A BT A M SRS, T A X
R BRI E R, R SRS, Bk
P41 JRRIBR R SR A b S AR AR A R . A X —
DI R R YE RPN EIFE S, RSO S A
TR IR R TS A B T A 38 b e A AR
B ESEON 4 &% (Debenedetti et al., 2014), HF
T 3G b S AR . [RIESE, 3R AT 42 38R A T IR
% NGB T BB AT, FMETE 9 O
FP g IR (Rosenbaum et al., 2007), M7= A Hb
RARAS . M, KR R RS N BLRIR BE T B
%, SCN] RE3S 0 B g gk, RN R R, i
WD Bl SARZS S AR, IR E MR, X TR
Jy JE R AR Y AR VS O (A0 A 5 AR RERE T
R AR S, MR, X 5 E B SRR
1B PCC (Aaker et al., 2000; Xu et al., 2013), MAY
RIS, AHXT T FWA ) 56 G BRI 7,
PAA AR SR B e R A9 1t X AbF — AR 1 B .
MK AL JJ (Low-Power State) {15 B 2 I E H A 5
IR RN B ULIR (Dubois et al., 2016), K HLIX &
B AT B8 B2 B i U R 1915 R IR . Gientiierkiien
85N (2020) & BLIR 55 N 51 7R #AI B8 T8 2 3
AT 579 E #E R EWIERXER, 74
52 W FAR HE T 2% #0910 6L B (Huang & Ha,
2020). Chang %5 AN (2019 TEWFFR B AT &40
HIE G kB, LI — A FRAF (First-Person
Narration) Jf 45 & 1 8% 1) i BB % 68 16 11 38 14
FARBE MR, B, AT

el 50 4k XU 9 XRS5 A D R BRI (vs.
BE 1T G I A DX 4 77 A I il S MR 7R T o, b
A I SE R 1)

FEAZH BT 9 N R PR A b AR
B EBRFE Z —, A SCA KX E 3 A5 R 7E
FEIREEMN . Brocato 55 A (2015 HH# 5 7
T2 [tk 2B &R (Social Bonds)Xt s i 4K 7% FA) 52 i)

JUoRE B, R PR T R (5 T T2
Z A A AL S 16 R A Bh T R 2 Y M AR
[ B AT 3E — 254 R AT B 5 61 T2 A
I [6) HOETR A [ A B T oAb b T 4L 2B R
X 142 AT A3 3k e — S 0 19 355 3 0k A o
B, B0 44 A5 UK S RN R T 0T T 2 2L (/e
SR ERA . AR SRR 2 RS Shan
WU AT WAL, RIS 2 5L TG sh(n
ShHARIE . B s, A B TS E S
BTl At 3 2% 7 A Sl R ) 3 e s Y [ 42,
TR T4 DT 2 3 1 S AR . RO B2 A
FERI, TS G AL B R RS
WA ST A2 56 7 i H ) B 7 R B L P SR (Dhar &
Wertenbroch, 2000), # ZEFATHI], JTCiettXH
WHEEGELESYS, MBIZZsh#A v e
o DT e 3 ol Ak DX R 2R 0 LR AT, T 7 A
AR, e, BATHES

W 6 KRR (vs YIRS RIG S ER
Bl A4 X3 3% 35 % 4 DR 4% 7 AR Ml SR AR, T
F A B g SR
33 MIR#BHR= HXEEERREMBRBEAR

T AT B R 0T BE PR A S AR AR, BT RE S
SO SR RN A4 DX 9% 5 AR 0] A FUAR 21 R %
Voo &R, P ORARE ARG s 20 7 9% et 4 o
T 2R AE ), kG D 2 it 22 15 R IR S
B 7% 4E (Kahn et al., 1997) . ARBFFEIA 0 oA e R bk
EHBERNEZDESRNEREZ —, BT
X 5% ) FF Jie 2 B4 Sl 6 B R 005 7 A 2 3 I IR
JE

Sl 156 ¥ (Cross-Industry  Alliance) /238 W1~
AN RAT M ) A oMl A 18T 1] AH [R]9 2% 5 AR R
T g U S 5 A O T Y R ER T LA S
B VESL AR — Fh Al 5 8% (Ruekert & Rao, 1994;
Simonin & Ruth, 1998; 5K 4%, 2018), HFEIH
WX ZRE, PR G™ fh PL 34 i i e
WALFEHRZE ™ 5 AR A {245 (Rao et al., 1999), A<
SC A BEHETAEIX R SR ) T R 23 SR S I Sl BE A
R 25 53 Sl 36 B (4 B R ICBR, 3 2 3 A At
XA {5 I ER A 4 B3 nT LAAE IR IX A9 B & T I
AU S A ) WA DX T B 2 oA ok IR IR g S
MR 2 DR e, 2530 2% 3 7 A6 T AR IR
1#54% (Redden, 2008, 2015)i}, il 2 RINEHEALT
KR BEAR IR i (Kahn et al., 1997), i@ i 44 A 7] 9 72
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i B S5 A5, 2 LSl (vs. AR S lk ) HK B RE A5 i
JETH PR 1 2 REPE S5k (Menon & Kahn, 1995), [%
AT 30 DL B9 52 2R 38 R A5 (Sheldon & Lyubomirsky,
2012), ZZRIH 30 B — 7 i s IR 45 1 2R SR IR IR
J&(Nelson & Meyvis, 2008; Nelson et al., 2009).
I, FRATHE W

AR 7 AL o A K W (vs AR S
VIR B Y IR VR ARG, 2% 1 I B TR TR

H TR D 98 8 AT S I AR A R YRR AE, B
B IR, PR DX 5 B 5 S bR 4 11
7 LA RS I S ok . 22407 . 3
TR R IR 56 IR 4 B A A A1 2 1 S MR W R 7
(Gielens & Steenkamp, 2007). IIAYHT 7= M2
b S HY B 8K 2 [ 2 (Brnst et al., 2011; Pauwels
et al., 2017), £l 22%~49% 145 B 4 A1 40% [ 1]
2 PRI 7 i DUR o AR SCHR HR A DX R 0L A

B (Vs B —) 177 i 2 L RRARE 2 5 IR, — 7

T, Al 35 A LR, R A Rk
T B BT R IE SR BB, BRI 2 5 X
1 PR 3% BE (Line et al., 2016), 75 —J7 i, #Hiig
it 248 1 30 ek AR AT 2% 2 %o D 2 ) o 7 it B R 55
AR ST R LA, DT T 2% 0 X JE 2 03 ) R
LM (Redden, 2008), fH2, WAWFTERY,
it (28 0B 22, T Bl A A0 A 1) T AR 3 4% 2001 1Y
TR, A AU H A B — 28 5l (Redden,
2008), X7 fE-F: B 2 X507 i i IR I
BRI, A5 TE AN ) 250 8] f) 22 AR AL SR TR
W Pk, FATHER

R 8 1 o (vs )L, REMSREMT
b X7 B A X R G R TR

AR 8_2: HrHG i 2 A S 2 X T
0 7 i IR TRV S U BEOGAR

1] 43 AL B 25 (Shareable Coupon)f&—Flkr 1|
FRE B R, T8I P E AR B AL SR AT LA
S, AT LS4 R NI AAE R, P& 3RS
[F#E A9 2 . Hanson 1 Yuan (2018) % BUAH L1 48
AR AR, A B i T B
BERAL, PRI 9 5 2 7 A B v i I 3K ) o AR
SCHE P4 TR B ] AR T SR IR U, —
Ji T, BT A A B SR A R A T AT, A
TG TR, o0 B IR e T 2 & ok
W22 iR, OG22 A0 A B T AR
M (Redden, 2008). 73 —J5 i, #ILEIFIr 245

MY ARJE A B IR A . OGO A R EE Al A
HIEZ, HoE RS IRTH A FRIE S (Seo & Scammon,
2014), XA~ B AT LAHS B %% 35 7= 4 R A B9id 12,
6 Bk (14 1042 RE % 27 A TR I I s 1l 1) B0 1T B2 i
(Galak et al., 2009), £¢ I, AI 43 ZE AL B I3 RENS 2% fift
TH 2 3 DR R 22 AR T P AR IR . Rk, FRATT
Tz -

AR 9 FL X E M R E S (vs AL 5
B3 ) 1 DR SR B AT, A S R SR

2030 AF 1 E AL MG 52 70%, S B TE
B2 TTA A L BB 244t X (R FT I, 2020), S
5 R FRRE B IH AL XOR[R], B 2440 XY 7 2% 3
AR AL DX R 4, 7T BE S AL DX R IR E R
B & a1 P It 25 A X b 20 A i 3t — 25 B
KK A E L2 ALK S, B4, 4
JEE AT AR PR A0 B R 7 6 2 AT T A XA
MR R ZIHAE X B E? AR A
Al 9] 2 % [

B KBRS (Optimum . Stimulation Level
Theory, OSL)W\ Nt T4 R AERIHOK - R 2,
H & &7 4 284k 33K (Variety-Seeking) 17 4
(Gu et al., 2016; McAlister, 1982)LL44 375 1y il 34
PEREFE SR T B K S L (Gu et al., 2016), ZH4LF-
SRR AR A RTE S B B SR 5 I ok 2R
B, R E MR LR, SR RIE
8 A B BGE RBUT  RARO B AT B (Givon,
1984; Levav & Zhu, 2009; Ratner & Kahn, 2002;
KAk 4%, 2020), OSL B B REH St & 2L T
SKABE 5] 1942 0 (McAllister, 1982; Raju, 1980; Tt
B 4, 2008) 4345 OSL B, 300k A £ Ff,
X G EE TR, 7S IR AR T 2 A 3K
PRI F 2RI (T 4, 2008); JFH, %3
W2 B AL T v (AR S 1 K P S Bl A Fe A
Nl T RO, ek e s A oK T 8 2%
SEOHPF AN BN, 0 P BN IR, il
ATk 2338 3 A8 O R 1 I S AT SR oA 7= 2
(A 38 4 ) SR e e A I, B e s v D
TEY R R (Gu et al., 2016; THEE % 2008),

B LR P A A A X R AU, TR R
TEAL XA P e i, TEER AW R, &
TH A DX A Ja B2 5 X LA 1) A DX L7 A IR,
IS AATT O B ) HIEOK SPAR T e R K, 55 7
A ZREALFRAT A, DR 1 48 BE AR 0 41X 5 R A



1490 O B R 2 it B

o530 %

TORBOCE LSy SR, FEF XA, BT
IR LA BRI i A A RO, I B A DX 2
IRSLE o N =1l B = S N Y T A
TSR RS, T ) T R N 4 B v Y
o UL, FRATHER

R 10 1 BIHFRIX (vs B 2%t X)) Ay &
DRI T 5

R 10_2: 144 BEAR (vs. @) AL DX R 7
B IHAE X (vs B 2448 DO B 40 1 4R T T K

4 IEPEMY

BB AR T AR X R Y 04, R R
BRITR R 2B 5k, SR, DX 2 & M
LT H X AT A BE b, R BT
A3 DX b L Ry 0K 1T 180 PR R ER G, AR A
HFER . HBET . OHE . RO
AT ST SRR, TRAZII 1 Rk X3 2 A,
T 5SS AN AT B TR DX 30 2% 3 b 5 K A R 2R i
DI 2 8 DR AR AR, 0 T 4k Xl 2
ZiB . ASCHENESERME 1 PR, FEH
s U=/ I

e, BA X2 I B PR IX
HEFEBENH X E LA SIPL(A Anic & Rada,
2016) K H FEAR T PEAFAE (AN Lee & Bell, 2013), fiff
FEHA A — I A R 2 IR K, = X pk X
TH B RR A T, AR DX 2 R AT . AR
WIS RATZ IR T “FE XX — A% 0, M T 411X
T 9 H — WRRE, RV R0 S A L, A DX
WHEAAEE T, SRR S . R
MR, A G IR . A5 P E s ks . R
BERITE %0 TN KR, X e85 10006 4 X T 3%

o Wosm—
DA B AR R
[ s (ot Ras) | |

e RS ARISE (RBvs.AES) ||
< BEIERSS (Avs. )

Woh— | s \ O
e 2R (Rdvs R ) | |
AN
ARRER [T IR =
| AREBERRERRR

V| RS (Bvs.To) ;
VR (ERvsB—)
V| FIAERES (v AHE) |
V| AR RRHE (GBY%vs. 2 1H ) !

R BTSSR BERT A N PURITHESE

FLUR, R8BSR 3 #5047 2 STk b, 56
TR AR Y SRR 22, Borghini 58 A (2021)18
AEVE B 22 AT O T R SC T . A TR R
Ho AR ST R, AR AR T TR A A
HxgE. #EX . Wi, X, BER. EEENK
P 22 18] (1) 1% R B 7R (Lewicka, 2011), F1E/DeE
Hi AR AR X B 5 A S ] Z (8] 6 & Y5
(Borghini et al., 2021; Brocato et al., 2015; Debenedetti
et al., 2014; Rosenbaum et al., 2007; Styven et al.,
2020 BRAM) o 18R GE M T M SRS RS | MR
MRS it AR IS 22 5 . M AR ZBTE OB S 5
Wi ) BE At b, A BT TS A DI 2 W A X R K
st A4 R S (vs AN A< TR AL DX
XRS5 N 5L ZR B HL IR (vs. BE I JE 2 AL X RT 42,
X E (vs AR IR 55, X H LUK B (vs. W)
[T 28 )25 5 2l i 4 DX 287 A T i 1) D S R 1
1T g W K . 1) 7 A 1 D R PR D i o B 6% 7 2F
T e A b R AR . ASBIFSE X R 43 R SE R i R
FAFHEAT TR o TUYI S5 14 B K b4 3 b AR
WA RIS 5T

BJa, BT RIS, AR HEsdt
DXTH 2% 5 X R 25 G5l 056 B (vs R Sl 36k B,
F&F (vs BB—) =R, T (vs. AN AT 43 5 A 2
5 1A DR 58 0% W) K A B T vy, B g ) S )
7 R PR 2 R SRy T B A A ) 2 kT 9
IRIK o ABETEXS IR E 3 R A R HAT T
Wite EARMITE D, FRATRE TR BEERHE R (Z
Aol Sl 35c B A 58 R R (AT 20 S A0 R O F AL S 1A
50 )R i PR RO 2 IR 52w, 5 T IH 3
FHIR RIS 5E

WHER Bas
o S4B
« OSLAK-
AR X B E B R
| - T
< AT
Do e
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Under standing local community customers:
Per spectives from place attachment and customer satiation
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Abstract: Because of both the decline of traditional shopping centers or malls and the diminishing of customer
shopping radius caused by COVID-19, local neighborhood businesses have begun attracting increased patronage
from customers, more capital investments, and enhanced attention from policymakers. Research on local
neighborhood businesses and the local community customers is lacking in mainstream marketing literature
though. To address this gap, the current study seeks to provide a clear definition and conceptualization of
“local community, ” which then informs a six-dimensional characterization of local community customers.
Two characteristics appear particularly relevant: place attachment proneness and customer satiation proneness.
In reviewing these characteristics, this study offers a series of propositions and a theoretical framework,
which can help increase local community customers’ place attachment to local neighborhood stores and reduce
their satiation due to repeated purchases. On the basis of the propositions, researchers can pursue greater
insights into local community customers and local neighborhood commerce, while also expanding place
attachment and customer satiation theories. Finally, local neighborhood companies can use the proposed
framework to predict and satisfy customers’ needs, and develop more effective, actionable marketing strategies.

Key words: local community customer, place attachment, customer satiation, local neighborhood business,

offline community





