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AU X6~ A0 B 55 4T 0 A 52 R (Feltman &  Elliot,
2011), fE-A AN R 33 P A~ H0 A 1 f87 B AR N, IR
AH J22 1% 3 SRR AR B S 25 10 AT LR o
LB S B AT T IRATR T R G T RN
FERAE . THI A A BB RS SIH T R R,
LA e G ) BRI A TR 76 256 XUAR 572 1) i R 179 5%
UERFSE

Ay a1 7 1225 3 i R S SRR 9 28 ik, FRATTZE AR
PR B 5 KA ST G B, X —E& T
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TERIR . XA ORI AL 2 26 UG F 2 2 &
AT R S 5 A [R50 58 ] B REAE B VR FC e . b
n, — 77 i AGE 2 3 (vs AR IR ) 2311 0H 9%
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i, FRWILHEZR (initial search) 31525 S Sk
& 1 18034 jE (Web of Science 8751 K
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PR R 3 258 )Xo 11 2% 38 47 A 6 52 ] Ji B 4 79 A 2 g
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R ARFMIE | HEIRE, TTNERM
KIER b, XTEEE B AT B % KUK 1 0L ) 52 1
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Xof R 45 SR 1 05 A5 B S R, 1 B A et L
PR T2 3 o MR, Higgins (1997)IAh, T
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WGBSR . FFE . EHEBAARMES LS. &
IG5 . TR L AT RNAT R, JR T B8
TR RN
32 ATENERLEREENEMANEAE

oo

ARSCZ BT A BRI T ) B8R RS 2 X
WFST, SR oA B A A SSIEME Y S & B,
o % A S BRI 2 AT S IS AR [6] 978 75 7 1)
FROEA DCECE . BRI S, YiH v BB =0
ELE N, Ath A IE U35 %6 (vs AR TR 25 26 %2 I T 7 9%
R IUNAT A 2 o 52 30 P b S A ) . — T I,
HRF LML S SR A RIER . REIREE

2R 5 LS B PR HE BUA T I NG 59— T, TH
BB SR BOHE N . AR R R AR 2 1k
5y, T SR B /D T Bl R VT B A T LA T
RN o [RIRE, M4 S F IR GEF N, IR E R (vs.
PR VR 25 26 ) 0 T % 5 SR B ARG A7 R 5 i e, 522 B+ G
AR LA ) : — 7 T2 = R B LR B . e
e 25 SR AL BE AT Ry RNE 5 o — 5 TEITH 2 4 23 ik
WERETHT AR . TEEL L. WA BR LFEEX
W A TR B AT R SR o AT LA Y, X PIELA T
IE 205 %6 (vs R 25 26) 5| 19 T8 2% B AT S RONE,
SR ) BRI A R AR S SR R T B 7
S SR WA — B B R e et . Ik, AR
INH, 6T IR 5 1) B o) R o 20 XA XoF 70 2
OIRFNAT A B2, fE2 5 F AN, B
WIE .

HE—2pHh, S5EARTC 2.2 F 2.3 B4y, HETX
3524 WA B A 5T AR R I M EL & S5 8 8
M HS R LA GEIL R | FN3R 2), ARICA R
7 1) B R KUK (B 5T R AN LA B S
FAE, @ BA SRR BRI R, A E
Y Z T LT DA fift g 5 206 XU KT 2 34 R 118 8L )
R, TR T2 WG T30 T 2 AT N RN
ORI 2 1] 4 RRAE LA DE M, AT AR
PRI 4, T P o A 1 2 mT DA G b i 2 BRAR
THM . B, CHETENZ MBS A,
W T 2 AU I 2 3517 Ry 114 52 ) B v AR
B, {H X SeF 6 A S04 HLA (A, £5 5 30
S| S-O-R AL HACNAIBE, HRAEHIS
), AR B, ENRIE AR 3
RS I AS ) T S 1 J LSRR . BRI, s
HRIR AR AE DL R 50 I B WL 485 RN 28 26 3 X P LA
T, MASWE A S EERE(vsARINE )N

®3 FRBETEBNFLESE

HEAE {23k % 1] (promotion focus) 51 BJi %€ [ (prevention focus)
T Y T B2 75 B (advancement, MK . KB AT (security, TP, B2 ESE)
H ARk &R AE 3150 F0 58 BT A4
SEi AL 3] Y. Hin, BEREAE N BT X5 AR BT
(EE L HH—HE % RS — R A
SERA R A FRLE R AV EE S A BA SR
11 R fifi FH#4 V) (eagerness) M, PRI (hits), I i (vigilance) SR, FRIEIERATEL

3kt Fo I A (misses)

(correct rejections), 54 (false alarm)

e MR Higgins (1997)4% H45 H
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A 23 (R A 31 21 3 2 B0t 0 TR I i 5 W i 5 7Y
SN R W
33 ETATERELERNBRENATEE
XU X 5 B2 2 0 ER AN AT A B OB 12 B2 M)
WHT TR, A A IR IR G %S, Al A GE X
BT B 2 AR HE AT Ry SR, AT B
IR TR AT R SO, A AE PR S AR .
Tk, X AR A B AT,
T N TE 25 2 (vs AR 2%), il i 23 3 80K 98 %
SR BUAIE 32 AR (vs. T8 95 76 ) Sz o % 8 DA S HE N FE AL
[ B 330 F 3 A A Al 2 B R, WL LA Al A 1Y
TERE 3 (vs AR IR G 38, ] i 23 5 BOH 2 34 R
TR Y (vs A8 3B ) SRy AR DL RN ZEL . 5
BElIAE, ARSI R, Al A IE U 28 (vs AR IR 2 25)
FETE BN T R B 1 78 507 6 A TS 2 19 784
FNE A, BT 2 A R R IE (A TR )
FIT AL A7 SERRIE (B ABE) o
331 MAEXEEVSHRERD)SSHEES
iy HH 4 33 B (vs. T BA BY ) 2 R 8% 12 R E AL
[ap
ARG Ry, A IE 5 (vs AR IR 4 25
SEOY P I BEE ) (v TR E 1)) . R ERE
B R 55 oMb B2 SR A AT T 1% B3 T 2 2 B3 v
S 1A U], 2 e PR S A B v 9
HXE R IR S5 B R HE R DL KA AT (Wang
& Lang, 2019), 1EZH B0 & sl Ik A ATELF
B T I, AT SR A T (B
v AR 55, 2 10 A 0T 22 W SEAT O LA O T 22 30 23
(Shao et al., 2004), B4, TARFE RS AR AR
JE AR — Rt SE NE By, 2 e I A o
FIER W TR @ 0k S g v, i
ROk, R LS E LR
(Brocato et al., 2012), 7£ LA I 4l A 1E 0 26 1 1
Birp, WHhE S KEN R L SGER A RIET, 5
R T B T B S A R R AT — B
MR, 858 R 95 N 5Lk TR PR 28 B 1)
BRGNP X ST . Rg5AKE DL B
A HEREFHDE, WO A O A AT REFEHE TR0 T 981G
By i AR A, T T SR R SR W T 0 g S
WERTETH P PR, DL RS o 2 i AR RS
#¥(Brase & Richmond, 2004)., LI F {1 A f R % %
M S, T2 E RIS A UK, TR
S VR0 Ry 32 ORI 3 R I S AR L, 5 S 1)

P TR E )RR IE B A — Sk

gi b, FEERG G, A EE % (vs.
PR 2 24 ) 23 2 BOH & 10 FE #F AL E ] (vs. 75 Bl B
JE [0]) o it — 2 A SO, A IE 205 2 (vs AR I
%) T O B AU AR A (vs. TR A ) SO 32
BT = NAEDLE: RS T . B 45 iR 5 LA
PSR R R VA % N

KB TR, HEWTERIS (The Inference Theory)
INH, BN ERER =R, AMISFHE
WMFREE LR e th NS FW R RIE. NEA
WHIEARE, MATEH A PR B h 22 Ml NG 2
AITHERR, DACHEWT b AT S 910 R R o A
FF1E (Fasoli et al., 2018), 1M #EZF 8 o iR 55 TR 58,
L AN U LA | 5 5L R A ) B AR
TE XA NENZIE Y AT JHZR R, B 7= il T i
A WS AL TE S AP IR I I e bR, T
PeF LI T A AT 9% 2 A By T fig 0 AR
(Chen & Lee, 2018), Wit thiH o4 SR T
IR RIUN Mt R 55 h 3k a5 20 LB B AL
H, I BB KAk (Liang et al., 2019), iR % A
5126 2 IR A AN LT G 02 5 e 1 9% 0 R L T
P R E BN E (Li et al., 2019), HHAKIHE 2,
T P 2 WU E =G B B 5 N U S2 i oA
U S B, R T A i T 3K R R (Shao et al,
2004).

B SR, A¥ERBIEAMINERE
YEJ&—Fh A=A b 0sR A0, DLULM R 2 i 4
22X WL EZ 77 2 B (Mehrabian & Blum, 2018),
NATYAE 3 42 SCA i N AR R 50 R E ST H
CUEMRIME; M EN SR FE R
Y. KR, WK E AN FH Y E T IR E AL
(Mehrabian & Blum, 2018). & %X MAT 5 B4R
AWM EYFOKE B, H AR A S A ] SR
e, Mk b, AT 3R 5 5
PN E SRR v = IR PO R ¥ a TR VA T A
PR 1 77 20 [ 5 Al 58 B AR 28, 38 ot
EXGFEEFNIEET R AR T X
— WL, Hehn, WS AT AR AR A AR Y
NN, ZEA6 2O I 9 HARAERS By, MR Ay
TR A 5 E RN . B R 2 9ERR Y A (Sun
etal., 2018) X TAE N MEE I &M=, k55
5126 S 15 1E AN B 8 55 30— 14 iy 8 A
ek, WHR T Eumin MBS, X oimibig o
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ARG G AR, I B T 2 T 2R R
5 B2 2 9 S8R (Chen & Lee, 2018).

e WAL F R, SHERBISAM, 55 E3)
PV 2= CINDIN WS Rk (3L (N E =g
B MEISE— R PGB . fEh—FhaEE 5 238
B, FHR RPN AL L A& S0
(9 F 2 )7 = (Oh et al., 2020), A1, Oh %(2020)
MIRIESE 7R, B8 UG 5 4k 2 20 B b Ao 2 AH O,
27 25 1 OB B S (A W il A Ak 2 468 5 b 7 s A1
M EZAMBL R, I H, 3T 520 B Z0 A Ep
L EEMNEEA B P AT BRI Pl
isf 1] A BE i A 52 (Oh et al., 2020), [FAf, Choi Fil
Mattila (2016)AFFE L & B, 42 &HF B — 18R
JT A5 8 22 0F 20 28 (vs MR TR 6 258 ) 1) H At Jost 75
HRESEEBERITER, HEE TR
AL HE . Choi Fl Mattila (2016)iA Jy3X — 4 !
U R, T 2 A B R R AL Sy
2T A B PR e T, DA R LR T A Bk
WA SIHL. T, AH H AR IR 2, il A =X
RN AR ORI B8 FoRAE S oK, i
AR e G 2 3 X — 75 3R B — R 9 T AT
S
332 MAERBHENVSHABE)LSHEHRE

i R B (vs AR HEBY) R R B 1R R EALHI
I 7%

ARSI, M TE 35 2 (vs AR % 5 B
7] B8 BOH 9% F 1Y BT R ) (vs AR E 1)), R
B, Koot in, Y N IERE L, 3%
RN R HERIAT g S i (Shao et al., 2004);
TN A AR PR 2 2 B, 3 2 28 e AL T B 0450 =
J¥i(Brase & Richmond, 2004), #R1, 45 —LL4F
FERI T MRS5S . W T AR L SR 3 iR 55 1)
NG, IR, OHEE RIS, HiEE R
5 E L ah ORI R B, R 5E IR IR
HE N RIE e, PS4 2, WA
O 7 Ml 55 3o 2 v i 25 000 2 08 T 4 R T T R
(Hubble & Gelso, 1978; Cant, 2009), 4fis APKIH
BN, T SR E XA AT R A R 1
SR D) KRR 45 SR 1 DG 5 1 S 1 RS rp o
HEE ) YRR — 2, R, A IR IR 2 2 T
Al T 0N & R HERIAT S RN .

Sk, gE s A ER . %54
NI G2 Al T B o BELAS- I 9% 5 0 S AT Sy 1 TS A Ja

Mo 4N, Arndt Z£(2019) 5, WHEERWHETH
BRHE . 415 B0 IE BT B O 2R EN S5 &,
M 1F X5 VR A 8 B 55 D1 i ST 4, mT
Jid Bl T B 1 2 B B G S, DA AR fif 31 2
0] A BN B B S R I B . Sun
FQOIWINN, X FHEHE/EM T, H£—1E
KER WS LB RSN, B2,
X 2 A D 52 B 4 S AR AT 9 T8 O Al
st 14 ST PEAN AR SE R I . 2\ IE X 35 %6
T P8 2 TR AE R . R IR sk 5 s 1) .0 ZHL T
A5 A REAE 5 18 4 52 1) BEE o A% TR 2 1) R AE B A
— k., BT RRITECE, ARPFRA A E S
A% (vs RN 25 260 1T BE & BN 23 1 TRl 2
] (vs AR 52 1)) o 1 A A IE 305 28 (vs. AR TR 2 236
SEOY TR (vs AR FEE) R E AL T =
P FRALE OB BEEY, DRERAT
h M

S, NEHBIGORE, b N IEA %%
(vs AR IR 25 2% 22 T LA X 3 2% 5 7= 28 i g i, —
AR B DA R T O R A7 B O B
(Arndt et al., 2019), PR HEEN A A 2k
VR — Ak 2 7 O O R B, R ED
S8 LT OO EER N . M S B S
BRI R, Ak BN 5 T4
Fn, @ik 5 TR A s 2 A S T
WAL ER), B IR ) 2 1 R R 0 £l ™
TG, AR S 2% X Ml AN S RN SR
77 (4 FRAR HE T (Kim & Baker, 2022), {HJ&, 14 %% 3%
AR IR g5 N B IR U BB AR A AN, Wk Hi 7
e 2285 9155, DI P= A= w7 A2 jE I 1 A
& &5 B AL IE X7 (Arndt et al., 2019), MED
S M WS B DR MR B, AT E ER
RSN O RIAFANIIE S . EREH T LA
FEED AT MG 5, AS[E AASREAE (931 2% 4 X4 X
—(F B MRS B, IR R T %
i 1 TR A B A, I AT R T
B o3 B LI A A I B BUAS 1) — 8 43 (Choi &
Mattila, 2016), X & K by, 409 IR 55 A AR 6 502 A
= A A R B B R AE — 2 (Vilnai-Yavetz &
Gilboa, 2014),

BORME 4o NI U5 %8 (vs AR PR %5 28 ) 5 3L
TH B R B TR AT R SR A ) — A R A R
TGRS . Lee Z5Q01DMIBFFE L, B AR
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(14 3 23 B2 T4 B TR 1) 2 Al ED G R, i L
X 2 A B G BN A7 £ RS 4 Ik B . BLRTI
TR 3] 220 B ED 52 U R T B, A TA kAt A X
HOAEFERE MR L, X — Nk T T £ 8
T2, HEIE M P a4 551 M0 BERE
) IR 45 $2 43t % H. B (Wan & Wyer, 2015).

B FAT A R, AR T “Re 1™
FE P RR I, 1E R TR IEAS At A
HRFEAE (Fiske, 2018), BUATFR LI, A IEXE
ECERINGEE TS DD PO R WNON DR TSI
P2 25 BRI AT X b 14 175 SRR R, T L 3
TN 2 X LR R i B AT R R R PR AR R
(Oliver et al., 2022), J&H & 78 WA 5 Bl 3 % 1
MR 55 I B v, T 2 A R I U 2 (vs AR IR B
BV MR 55 SR AL B Z A . A AT, AT O
PREEEG, M-S 300 2% 4 SR HUE 8~ 1] 3k 1 A7
SR, A 2 BEAK A 3R B #F B R (McCarthy,
2017).

IRPERT S 3 R B R[] I 45 52 1] (4 R,
DA B AR SC B S AT 0 TR R0 T 537 B A A IS 7 B P A
Fe bR, AR SCA R Y il N IE X35 2 (vs AR IR 545 3
T 19 0% Y R 0 B0 2 sk, T 2 5 2R B0 i
RN B 25 IR 56 Kat 2 pr b TR B T
P HERIAT N BN A o 3 — A 0 26 I i % 42 T LA
it A A A T 9% 3 16 I S 2 (vs AR TR 2 2 ) 1Y
MR 55 B0 . R B R H At B AR g 1 9 2 IR
(Shao et al., 2004). B £ ) B 5147 K (Choi &
Mattila, 2016), LA 5B A% YA R B (Gueguen
& Jacob, 2014), I, T2 F I 10 B,
LRI, DUCE AT A R s U R B AT
SV AR o 3K — I 6 AR R A BN B 32 b\ IE
FE B (vs AR IR B 234 ) 52 i T o 3R A9 I S AT A U
L AP BB INE S
333 MAERFE(vSHREE)SHEHE R

NiERMBEENMATESE

b N T 20 2% (vs R IR 25 4 58 38 T 8O 9 %
(R AR S RO A T Shy 27 34 2 T 7 AT S R 7 N EL A
R E, AMARRHE A 3% 224 (Self-construal ) FIE %
FEE A JE (Involvement) 2 AH b AV FEZL PR 15 AR &

L)BREMHIATIER

SRS PR (N S S EIE R NS 32
fife . A A B —Fh oy X, ALK AE A 3R ST
H R PR (BB 45, 2018), KAF A TRAY NI

TE AR B SMRRZ (AN, B ks ) Sk HHE B 7 i
BT, X A TR Z E] YOG & o e, i
S H BB AR EARRE . A C AR
12,77 = B8 (Lalwani & Shavitt, 2013), &4 W5 &
N, TH SR o R G e AL g A S IR i A
] (Choi & Mattila, 2016). 7 i ¥ T8 $% % i i 24 3
o & 28 2 1E 3 (vs AR R B, O B R ATH 9%
FE AT i A I B 5 SR 5 HAB B % 55,
LR A St b, W, RAER 33K
PGB 3o 55 24 AR B S Bl R AR 4 N AT g AR
Fr— 2 RIS AR o X RIS as L4 ok A Al i e
T AERM R LA S AL AR, RIRT IR 2
ORI 26 1A 35 (a3 B 45 A Bt) - (Simonson
& Nowlis, 2000),

FAXS TR G RN, Ak 238 i DA w] At A IE
KGRI NPREZ PR . ARIMIPMLER, K
£7 F Y TH 9% 5 R AL S U A RRAE, 2 e f A
TR 25 5 A A N 28 35 1F 2R T8 BUBUAR 19 204 BN 52
AT S 1 38 2 (vs AR PR 2 25 ) 8 4 5 IR 95 A
RARMERY =0 . RS T S 9 i (Chen & Lee,
2018) [AJIF, AT 23 7E ] — T 2 17 5 v i HoAlh
JE 5 IS 2 A TR AR 3 S A T2 I Aol o B
= i B B R s T 4, T S R A X —
S DL 2 [ R A 25 48 5 Hb A7 19 32 FE (Choi &
Mattila, 2016),

FARZ, s A B A4 B AL ST ARTE
F 77 Xo0E NBHA T X 43 FH 3R, ik A O R mEE
Pk, AT T OR A T RS PR R T A S 2 T
i (Brewer & Pierce, 2005), 1FZ0#E %% (vs AR IR 5 %%)
TER BB A T 0 (R s SR 3 1 R sk, PR
TE 4 I3 1 A2 AL AR /DN, 3k 5y [ FR A
89 N AB 16 - 22 S AR AR Sl 32 . A T R 14 0 5K
HH1E (Bellezza et al., 2014), 7= EE T E A FRAK
TR SE AR K B AATT A AR B T 7 A R ALY A
CERE, ME, 2021). HHE . RF A5 —
IERE L (vsARF B 2B, Ml A IREHE RS
TR 7 2 A 2 A R, T R AR W K R
(Banister & Hogg, 2004; Sun et al., 2018), FEh, K
£ A F ARG Y DSOS T SRR SE, ahar A
T Y 1Y DR T MO T 5 /& (Hong & Chang,
2015), 4TH P B b i N E B 2 (v AR 3)
1N VS [ A 2y DR R E A B A T Pt
— . BUPEIREE R AR AT 7, S A T AR Y
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T 25 PRI 30 S0 AR 6 i 2090 4 3 B AT] [l 3k 1 =X
£ 2L 0B B R 3E (Irmak et al., 2010),

gi b, ARG, A IREM R TE T EE B
NIE U 2 (vs AR PR 6 268 ) IR, 368 e 522 o 381 35 7€ [
S R A O AR RAE G 1R 50,
T = A BHCLR A5 1 2 B AR 0 AR s 7 9 I 7R
BN PR AR i, ELART, AKAE A TR A T
e B AN E 23 2 (vs. AR PR 35 28 INF, 30 Y
KRR . TR ATRARTH A BB LA SR 1 45 1A
00 S FEAE B TR BUAT S SO T ST TR A
A 2 e A R AR R, R N E NS
B (1 PR B v (R 3RE 7= S AT O D, DA R T 1 2
A58 DU )8, 19 B AT M S

QBENERATIER

AT R I, 6 5 R 3 (2 B0 R AR
BE)E A % 501 203 BN G & h R HEAE H (Wyer &
Carlston, 2018), i 5% M i 9% # {5 B AL BREC 2
R — A BERRAE ST B A . B AJE I
B 3 %R X G2 o B R DG Y BN R B, T
B BN — A 0 1R SR R, AT B A
TR bR R, 5 B TR S ) (B XA,
2021),

AR AT, 14 908 W T RS
BN, I BT A EL 2k 80U & =0m TR I
45, 2018) (AL, FE SRS BT b il Y IE
e (vs RN G B VE R 5= 5t . RS54 6 i B 24
FIZe&, TREXTHIH S8 H LA Gt . 7= dh . Ik
5 R I R BRI A EEAEH . CAR
R, HHREEHE . WS AGIERE (vs. Ik
PRI 55 25 ) 4 BT FL B AR 1 7 O e o i, S5 B
PARCBRAR S BRI 4, X — B4 2 & A AR T
WAL TG AR T (Shao et al., 2004) 7] I,
TEMRB AT, 4F #4120 % (vs. AR N
HHOIF, TH O O B AR, B
RS, SRIGAYIIAT R A ms, R {2 AT
HR

SR, (Em B AT, HEPAT Tk
PRARI L BAL B AR L e, TR E W,
AR B RME B, B ) AR R, Y
£ A B 135 %%) 8 B % (Shao et al., 2004), H T
S B A B R T B T R A B AL R
SRR LIE B 24 | I M E S
B Bk, fEmAB A BENLT, I 98 W K R

T fI% R TS LEABATT H A BEAR 1 B A% O
{518, Qs A B R R O DL R, T
BB NG EREEZ ORI R, FEHRE
PRI e PR R ) R, HE, mEAlY
SIS 2B R R G BN TR , &4
i A TE 2 (vs AR R G 26 UA R R 220 B 4 45 3
T A B BN RV 5 M, R SO B Bl R S
B EEK(Amdt et al., 2019), FI, 75 & &A S
T, HEFMAERFRE, HHRE TR
THMR 25 SR . TR 2 Bl B SR BEURIL 3Bt ) A7 R SR s,
FEBLH TR B AT R R o

gi b, RSO, BAERETEERMA
TE 5 (v K PR 2 28 ) I, 38 a5 M 3 2 1 o
4 235 SR O T A AT SRy SR, 3 R Rl LIRS o
e IR H 8 0 AR I N S TR A S B R AR R L
WIS, IMBAKMT, MAEREL(vsKINE
%€ )T UM %% 3 WU I 25 A 13 B HR R LA
WG R TR SE AT R L T s AT,
NIE U 2 (vs R PR 25 26 S B0 2 35 TH AR 4 5
D] L2 e SR MU i R e s~ T g LA T Ry RN o
34 ETAVTENELEBRTEENATES

KR X5 B B O IR AN 1T A AR 12 220

WET AT, MR IR G R, Y E A S IE
SR 2 B AR HERIAT O RN, AT AR R
T BT O RN, AFAE PRI S R B AR . R
e, XN EH M EBEEEE WA T, EX
B (vs MR G BB TH T, o B 2 R U 0 1
(vs. TR B A ) |2 07 6 48 A B INFEBILL, 33843 N 2R
WEEBEEEENAT, ERXEE(vsIRIHNEL)
(49 B ] s 2 2R BT i 84 (vs. AR 08 260 ) S 7 s 42
VIR NAENLE] . ST, H B IERE 2 (vs AR
%) 5K T T BN 9 8 R U i Y S I % AR A
R N O S R S e N N SR IR A= Ei
WA ) FIBIT Ak (1 S5 FRAE A BE R
341 HBEEERELHEVSHKRABEE)LSHHEH

&4 1R Bt BY (vs. TR B BY ) I A7 B 1R R E A
il i B

ARSCANH, A B IE2UE % (vs AR IR G %8 I 2%
SO P AR R 1) (vs TR RE 1)) . B ST
R, IRINE AT 9% 5 17 5 R 55 A0 B gl 7
AT S O 2 B 4 22 £5 I (Cutright
etal., 2019). ILAb, AN[RIRURS 9 25 256 25 006 5 2 A1
R B FRAI, A BRI 2 e I 2 ) A
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JEC MK . BEFIE A (Hong et al., 2019),
T AE AR O¢ F& B AT RE OR 45 o g T [ 3kt o
5o A RICHRIE R, AW IR N 5 5 04T 2% 38 %
mAM. REREERE, BT HRFXRE
16 B AR LR T 23 13k AE A0 R LA RE A
%, LABFIEBA AR IS B (PIMIT, 2012), 78 IR
WHE A BIREES (vs. EXE R WIEE D, W2
GRMT R BB EIEE WL, Mmd
28 F R B RL B SR M A5 B . AT N RRAE S5 R T A2 )
PR b ) T B A 1] B — Bk

ARG AR T ERXE R (vsRFE ) E—
A AR F PPk AR, AT QIR MR R
Mo HHE B 5GBS Lt s LR
WA IRER, RIL SBUEFF A7 4 72 4l 3
%% Jy#4air B #r(Kraus & Mendes, 2014), %4, 1F
3B % (vs R PR 2 38 ) B AT R OGHE A © e 3R
Tt NFRAR A =, DT 30 258 2445 B AR AN
PR, R Y 1 R JER A 23 2 — 2B SO D
25 /K56 (Bearden et al., 2001), iR IF X E 2 (vs 4K
PRI 258 ) I 9 2 2 o i B AR T L 28 R Uk A AR AR
5RO IAAT R, 5 IR e A i
T ] AR B — B

b, BETHAEAFEXER(vsIKNE
) 5 IR S 1w b R ) (vs. T AE [ REAIE 22 [H]
MIC e M, AFFEINN B B IE UG R (vs AR IH &
$E) 23 FHON 283 AR R (vs. TR ALY IR 5 A8 1] o
2P, ARSCN, HRH IERE R (vsRINE
) FECHLRI LS AT N, FEETLTF
Bl B AREZER . B AFL, K
AL A A LN

AR FE R, A IEFHIL (Self-
Discrepancy Theory)#& i A =Fl B3 : B A ],
(actual self) . FHAH [ 3, (ideal self) 5 3741 A &
(ought self, WHRNZ AIK), Hr, B[ IRMAE
T ANAEIE R A 3R 2 b i AR RS, 2
A A Gl fh A A BRI A R, 2%
B B (Scholer et al., 2019), 7244 W
TEHESARZMPBHKR, RITEERS T AW
A3, o RBA R A 3R FE & (Watson,
2004), XERAE, AATATLUE A [R] XA 19 25 256
EREAEYARIES . AW REIESE, METE
FRERE. AFREF IR SELTEREXNE
AT HIREDE, By Kt otk i E R

ERAGHRIE—F RGN m b SRR
ALHFAE )5 5 (Wang et al., 2021), iESRFRAEAS A
TE G R E R IE UG R F BN By, TS A
RZE T A AR S 2 5 B B R R G ] LSS
FOAROGH) A ML S, XK MR35 5 3 TR
S —E 1T A E PL(Adam & Galinsky, 2012). T
WA SCHER A, T8 208 1E 2 2 (vs AR R 2 2% I
FEEEFERE S, R KB R WL
(Wang et al., 2021), X—BRZ L FHFIE
SEMPBOE B4 . 3RS A IR IR 5 AR B R
FE AR — R SIHLT A

RIPAER B, ANTHRE RIS I E REBR T
Mk RIFH . et SEN N ANBL 2, 4E
B — R R R RAE R SO A BB
AT B R , JE R B R IE RS % (vs.
PRIREE ) B, S Tk H OO SO ik
TR, e IE UG 2 5 m P R IR R AE — 2 1Y
e, M EB A C W3R4T N (Sun et al,
2018). T 2% 15 2 WUAR 2> 2 7E IE U S IR 2
] D)4, 1 2 5 78 1E 25 2 (vs AR TR G %) I 3R I
1SR A I SE R, R R R R A R AR LT
WHEAZ B A CAEA s B P2 A e, 72T
THALZAE (Cutright et al., 2019),

BT g, RIS ERY], ALK
4, EUE R SRR 17 45 1 30 (Harris
et al.,, 1983), XA ERE IR, AZ
FEHEAE, HRX—HE RS 0 EXE
B M AL BB IR R REA K, T
KT R B, BA A 5] g B4~ A 23 i
W, ZBETZMHER, A TERBOA B
A, I HER EHINRIR (Lee & Choi, 2020), %
THAFCRR R 2%, TE =08 2 i MR BA A
e AR 51 g, a3kt AU T i e T 2 e
AR BB AR 1 2k R g, RT3 T AR HE
R FT M R
342 HEEBEEXBER(SHAEE)RSHEE

H M R R R (vs R B B R M) BE R R
H A H EE

AN Hy, B B IERE % (vs AR PR 2 256 ) AT
AT BOH 24 B TR E 1) (vs AR FEE 7))o [A]EE
HRAAREL, BRI 5 E E A BT R,
TH B 3 1 325 2 i 2 B0 0 A 0k B 45 R I 7 (Kraus
& Mendes, 2014), TR 5 20 B0 H i 54T
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K% (Cutright et al., 2019), 4R, A DEAF5E
B, T WK E R TR, R AC
PR, RAEHREE DR A O M S A s
6 J1(Bellezza et al., 2014), 4% X Flii i 4 R
B R AR THT R . R EE RN
FEAE 55 9 2 1) RS v AR S R AR A — B
L, B 28 R PR 2 26 T B 5 B80T 2 & 10 42t 72
S o

St RIEE, A BT BoR A LK N %, IE
G BN 23 )5 2 2 4 o HAR HE Y B IR,
B, R SE R R A A S B A, XN IE R E
Bett AR SE . A A AT o SR T LAl A
(Gross & de Dreu, 2021), 4h, 1F X EH (vs RN
BE)G TR Bk, Rl EREe 5%
LA KRS o 2R A 1 3 2 T 3 T B B R S
L RLE T, B R AR EOR A O OE B S
(Amorha et al., 2019), K 2% & 76 1E X 2 (vs IR I
HREE, FeI R RURS . R, 2B SR ER LA
BN ACHRAGAT g 505 1819 5 1] BRI o () 75
B 5 ) REAE LA — 2tk . B, ARl A &
1E 35 25 (vs IR TR 2 28 ) i mT i S B80T 2 & 10 731
7 R 5 ) o T 9% A I 2B % (vs MR IR 2 )
S B T LA A B 0 B L T R AL
AR ST [ 3R .

B s B, ETESHISMMR X, A
SRR, A FEDZIE S E TR B, “fF
S (A SR R P A DG A B R
B )7 ) 2 (R Bl = 3k — 15 A AN B &
A BN (RIAE 5 ) LAl A A5 AN X6 R I 5% i 151
HHZE 5 (Taj, 2016), AW BN, Y AMTIEXE %
(vsARIN & 2, B4 A AR AN 61 & A
HEMES, #Efk S S EORFA B S 2k
T IR A B o BRI, T 205 2 (vs AR PR 26 255 ) 23 1 1)
RN TE A0, 5T 38 B T 22 3 < )
At &L AY1T R (Sotak, et al., 2023).

AR B Ko AR ZERIR] RS (1425 5 2
R AAgAEIEEer B R AH . AR LR,
F B TE 205 2% (vs AR PR 26 ) T BRSOG4 5 it
SIS H BB SN, BT, AfR), Wl
REVTE 5 57 FEAH G A RS (Hong et al., 2019),
B, 1E 3 B AR AN ] SOk rh B A% 1 I s 4
ML RLEEAY MR IR 4, IEXERBERE A
A, FLhl A S AE (Halmagyi, 2019). T4 [ 3%

AR A B eh S B0 B, G PR Y vl sl RLEE XL
W, 2 RECMAERL . R R IUES DL SR
(a5, 2020),
343 HEEZEREHVSHREZESHEHR

REZRMBERNHATEE

TH2H A B B (vs R IR E ) RN R
T (R R R SN A S TR R B, [ AR B A
WRRRAE FE BE R 2R, AR SCACH AR RRAE < B F0 08
a7 R B2 AR A1 < A 358 3 2 4 iz 1) B B o AR
. 35 AR EL IS (Proximity of Clothing to
Self YIRAZEEHNEETIRGEETEESA
I B9 H 3 (Sontag & Lee, 2004), Wi H & W 4%
(Peluchette et al., 2006) MR EZHLE (Cutright et al.,
2019) 25 TF B2 (vs B ) 5 B T2 U
R B R

(WBEERLEMRATIER

F 3% W ¥ (Self-Monitoring) 42 ¥§ 4~ /4 i 1 [
WRRREM ARSI . il DI AR
RE ek (RBE %, 2017). & ARMEHA
AU S RN AT F, DR A
[F] BEF, RGBSR NHRIES, DA g BE G T At A%
ACMAEE, IFEXT R BN A2 NER
5 9 UK (Miller & Cardy, 2000), % % 1E N F K41
WM m, 2mAREEERIAC. &5
A% . SRIESR . SRR R R 2 —
(Chen, 2021),

BB R XA T, G 2 (vs AR
H %) AN AR TR 1) A A% 35 3L E TR G AR H
)7 R (Entwistle, 2000). K, A &R B
PN B Gl oo IE U R AT ED A B, I ARAE
TE U 2 (vs AR TR 3 28 RELE AL A2 rh = A AR 45
FETA AW A TR A K (Peluchette et al., 2006).
R BN, & H IR0 283 1 %2 (vs AR
PR 26N, BRI 2, JF HIEEE TR L
ERIFATIH P . MeAh, IEXEHE S e AR AN
O PR BE T, AR ABATTHE A BRE Bl rh B 25 B Jk
A1 [ {5 (Cutright et al., 2019), AT WL, X+ T &5 [ 3 W
PRI 23, YA IE 2B 2 (vs AR IH B 32 B,
S Z MO E RS . i T A AT
Pl Es, B2 ARG IES, RAMBINAT AR
W, SR R BFT R RN o

R, MR AR EEEXFEAC A
TR L A AR SRS R, XS PRBE v A G Ah
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AT A T2 B = BURE, B R RS
MAEER IS 25, 2020), % T [ Fe W50
HE N, BRI AR, RIA R,
IS R AATT 9 sk 7S A0 5% 3R 1% (Peluchette
et al., 2006), FE WML A MFEHEFEH O
ZMA LTS, Bk, W& A RS
wEWE, EXHEENSE N EEE, KE
PE 3R 0B s AT 25 2 1832 31 TE U 2 (vs.
PRERI 2 S [ H BRI T, JE T 7 AR 10 T 2
53 (Entwistle, 2000), UbAk, 1EXE M AT
WP 35 TE A4S 5 WO 5 3 A A FRAE DG 1 FR A
(Kwon, 1994; Nezlek et al., 2019), A W, 1 H T
PRI B % 1F 200 2 (vs AR PR 2 2 F, B 2 ¢
TR ZE S . RIS T AR 2, T T 3 T ok R
BRAT AR M, R WA AT A R o

i b, ASCA N HRIE RN N H EXUE R
(vs. MR PR 2%, 38 3 5 g 78 0 A2 1) o A 25 2R o6
W TR, TR TR A AT R R A
O FRARAS, HE 122 9 AL AR 1 Y 52 17 sl 91 57 2 S )i
PR AR R, BARINTE, & B IR 2 RS
FEAe(vsIRINE I, R A REEE AR E B,
TR EN G 3G TR S AL T2 AL s 1 i fik B 3R e
P 0T 9% & 1E 3 2 (vs AR IR 25 25 I 2R B HE 1) 3¢
R B3R SR B 0 T 7 4 U J8 T 781 87 28

QMEMERATIER

S FRRE R B R s SO SUE Y, AT
BENGEAGERESESGHRRRE R, HAH
SRR, TEIENE S (vs RN B B, ANTAE
PR B RS, S A CER RS 1R
B MEAE Ty, SMUL A & TR 5] )1 55 (Peluchette &
Karl, 2007), Cutright %(2019)#f—4 &, 4%
# IE G B (vs AR IR G 26 ) I 23 BN [ i R
P =R PNGE € I S Y e X S SR )
FEEAE L, RITE PR E B A B PR Sl AR
W& fF (Bearden et al., 2001), 1M H T & X1t
HTEAHEL, AT M R H S B S i
BB, TSI A S A A WS T A R A
I HF & B B A HE RS S TSR R Bs, T 2
FEARCH PSR B A B A B 1 2, 2 % I A R AR
A=A R, H Ik, FERBEHE LR IE
FERHE ST, TH 2 OGBS R . B A
®, A BRIEE LG, A%, 580, mk
B A2 A AT N B o

HR, MIREE B SCAAS S HE 1T 2 4 KU st
T 2 X IE 25 B Y 4 A2 R BT 2 AT
(Cutright et al., 2019), M, IEXEEEvsIKRE
BV T A5 1 TUE R T B, K R 6 M R 4
e FEARBOIAAT B E B XA R R R AfE, I
KB A GFEA FEON SR At Z RS, DL
W 430 B B (Cutright et al., 2019), L6038 |-
4785 Ak 23 1 — 25 5 B0E 2035 45 1T 2 35 76 W S A
B v B 2R R R AR, B [l 3B 389 A (Cutright
etal., 2019), BRI, 7EFRER R AN 37 1E 28 XUk 4%
PET, T E T TSR [EREAT N SR B
PRI T W5 2, I 30 T R A AT R B

ZE b, ARSCA N IR BRI T 2 3 1 U 4
(vs AR IR B 25 s, 3 1 52 i 3 4 22 1) Hh d 45 2R 56
VRS AR R 2R, TEE IR AT R, XL
o L VI 3 0 1 AR 2 R 2 7 sl i 97 R S 7 ) R T
A, HARTE, FESCReEUE B RS, W9k
HIERE R (vs R IR ) 2 S B A RT3
HLLA B R (0 175 2 AR 6, 3k 4 2 7 Jed T 41 22 704 1Y)
TR R o MR, FEAS 2 B 2R EE 14 2%
O U (vs. DR IR 25 58 ) I A 560 1) 1) 7 W 175 2
FNAT S [ 36 52 2 B0 00 Jg T F9U )5 B0 A5 A S5 v o

4 —PETHATEDERBEEMEMN
ATERERNEHARNESIESR

41 EBHEAREZRNEUS

LSO TH SR BN R IS F 2R 4 X
PN R R, BRIE T 45 208 XUAR X1 9 50 B A
A7 2 1 52 ) Sy Ao B FH IR 59 22 1) B0 PR . LA
B, NSO TIE 20 B (vs K PR 2 ) A 5 i R R
55 WG 2R T A 1) RRAE 22 (8] 09 DC BC 2 R 5 0
(D fth A B IE 35 2% (vs AR IR 2525 BE AT R 5 3507 2%
PR R R e, B PT RE T O B B
TR AL A W), Q) MAFRIE H A FE B RRE
B AR, AT LATO A Bt N ) 1E 2 2 (vs AR R
2B NPT E ), DL 25
FEOE Y I AR E ) 3 A B IEXE
L& (vs IRPR B )BT, T 2 BE AT e R L A2 i AR
TR ], AT RERIE S TR B e 1 () MR
E PR W A SR AR AE RS R, AT RS0 4] Asf 97
P B IE G 2 (vs MR PR B 52 ) 2 T BOL R ML (R
RUPE TR 1), LA B ARTE T 2% 2 14 1 208 2 (vs AR N
R PRI TR TR A5 5 17 o
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IR RS AR T LA K B — B AR TR T IS N
EPLHIATS . (DA IE R F 22 (vs AR IN & 2£) T,
T B AR 35 T (L et al., 2019) . BT 45 1Ak
B3 (Chen & Lee, 2018) M #t& Hifi; 53K (Choi &
Mattila, 2016)iX =208, 5177 2> F 30 o 4 10E A
PR ()M N IE R % (vs AR IN 5 26) B, VA
P HAFAE OB (Arndt et al., 2019), &A% 2%
KB (Lee et al., 2011), 25547 A 3R # (McCarthy,
2017)3X = 280038, T 2332 B TR BUAT N SN

() B B IERXE 2 (vs AR R E )T, T 23 fE7E AL
M ARIE S FK(Wang et al., 2021), EF4E&A
{5:0>(Cutright et al., 2019), KB IE AKX =
FKOH, MR AEHERIAT N, (4) A B
IE T % (vs AR PR B 2 B, 7 2% 2 7 1 1 7 g A
(Sotak, et al., 2023)5 5 E A & (Halmagyi, 2019)1
B3R, E 2 B T AT R RO

FT FaB e, FATAEAT R 2
FA TG R RIE ST DB T AR HERL, TEDLE 1,

THEE. BEE N
k R B
(1 ) Pt Lkt
B ” SRERERER
BATE (Fivs 1) BRI : BB > - BUTLEE - AELNM
.
2 ERBRIEEEENER
s ke BULEA > < HHIITHE + EmL
NAE
1 TRREEE |, SHEFRBRERENER
, A2 3ok - T - BUR LI - RN
&
> BB LB
E AN PV SR B R
é?kg FRKIA: CHBIY [\ oo (LW S Bt
’ kR, gkt > 5 RIEHEX0ER
« REHE R R
FRRNE: RN > SRmmnas
EXES
(vsRINEZE)
BHENR
(RERLR B
3 SEAAREXNER
e i e PT s poia 1 PSS
. § N 5 MRS RAE Sk
amsRE: ann| | R
CERABBRAL || CAEARE R
fiikn, Bty (> SRRREGEEMGER
A
BB BB
ARSERM: FIEHR [ _gggg?gggﬁia
T EERERAEOAR
yererens WAL RAT . AR > AL
BRI Bvs 19); oo oo T EamEEREERaE ;
BT RS SEEBERE > O OCHERER
RN LR ER Jvs 75) R

BT 39 g R T 5 2 XU 0 B B AT O A R S PR S AE S
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42 FERIZEAHMRIERERCEXHMNEIL

UL, B 1 RS R A SOk
W NOACHORE, #8 . s A B
BB G X P E AT T AR 2 B
155 5% H b A IE 2035 22 (vs IR PR B 358 B i 2% 2 7= A
HEMWEER . S5 EIIFFT RN O
L3 (Wang & Lang, 2019), 1231 &A% 55
L1 TH 2 Y I & WO BRI 3T ¥R (Gueguen & Jacob,
2014; Shao et al., 2004), X & TAH LRI 2E, 24
il N2 TE RN, I 2 DN F 4 7 7 ot Al
SRR T 1Y, M4 L RBG S 5 s
FMR R B Z B S, A 3R 25 Ml AT
Tl A f 25 22 T A7 Y 250 BRI 1 3R 42 9 S AL
(Baker, 1998), #HIz, 4iH 95 rhfth A IE X3 %
(vs PRIH G $2)BE, 5 2% 3 0 v] fig Hh 0o 2 g SE A5
. B A FRAT BB EE, LRI SE B 2 S
B4 T fi XU 28 B R 0T g2 AR R, kST R
) & J5i M (Bruder et al., 2021), 7EMEEEMA T,
b N T 2B %2 (vs AR TR B 6B, T4 2% 4 R W] g
IR AR R S R, A T e 2R I L T A
P FASMRRRAE RIS SR B 2, [ 3R
ANE,

TH 2R A B 1Y 2 At 23 5% F00E 247 7

FEUR, 4V 2 AR R UG 2 (vs R PR 2R R

JE BN E KR 25 HEAT UESR (ln, IR E), IF
HAEE 20 SR 47 0 (Wang et al., 2021), iX
EER, EXEEAB T RN A RS
TAERMER, tACERIEEARTES ., H
S, 240 B 3 16 IE 205 58 (vs K PR A5 2588 ) B, 7] /g
KA, W B IEl R XU 54T O (Arndt et al,,
2019). LEFEEFH UM T, 142 EUE 2 (vs AR A
HEOBETT e R I AR SE R B, L PT REZR IR T
BB s I, SR IR T AR R IE S SR E &, i,
TP Y AR | R R A SRR IE S
4.3 {EFZE S A 5T IE 2 T K 40 06 A B

T A

&1 B R AR SCRIUIN ) SR B AR o AR S
M, A GE E 2 (vs IR IR B 25 B, T %4 T
BE A R 9% AR AT S ROBE . IR, A
LUAR PRI 2, 29 2 38 1E X B8 Il g 4 4% €8 7
. EEBEWSRMEAEMGE . R ET T 2 m K
Z YIRS TR G AR I BTN RN . T B OE
KB 2 (v IR 2B, -t 7T BB HH 0 88 0K 28 Jo00 2

FEREEFT AT R SN o T TR T4 B AR b AR B
) 4 BRAR B -

G, CABIRRI, A R
(vs. IR IH 2 26 ) 2% 35 B T 2450517 o 9F Hilf 47
TR 1 REAR 3% S FoR 2 — IR 1) fif
FEHLEI(Choi & Mattila, 2016), AHFFLINN, TEJE
% E R 2 (vs R IE B I, THEATE
T IR T S AT A 1), A S AL TR AR SR
FRAHIL] o N s ] R 5 ) 2 2R T 2 —
AT BL4E I (Marcoux et al., 1997). AMTHEATIZ 1
PRI AR B 7 A S A, MR T RELE
FeE BRIt S ac ek zz(n, RIS 510 Ml
4%) (Jaramillo & Moizeau, 2003), A5 R, &%
ERRE S S A0 AL W 2 IEA DG, BB SIS
SR ET MRS AR GFE ERXEE (s KNS
T, THE ARG UL S S, 7~
S B A OCIE(Kim et al., 2017), B, X Fi&E
AREFMEEE, MIEEAERRAET AT
AT Rl AR BT IR T 2 o

Hx, iR, EXEEVsIREEE)N
RSB L Z AR A, XFEEIFAR
X B A R AR A B AL, B R TR
REEAGELIEZENH-BMWHEEAARESR
(Wang et al., 2021). NOVAT LHORE, BRERIE S
M —A N A RN, IEE R 5 AT S
U B IRFFAEAHSCEE, N, BEJ7 . BRARROR RS
(Hong et al., 2019), X EHRE IENE R (vs R INE
BEVAT BEAR ARG RO 257 | A5, Bk
R bR, B, FRATHED, IR E 2,
HH B E G R 2 T RE A Y SR 6T 2R
B, B2y, T A AR 2 A R 25
AR o BeAb, TERE 2 (vs IRIR B ) MAE, T8
T A S W E BTN . X EhT
SRMEREMLL, EXERG TREESAF
AL>(Cutright et al., 2019), TERTENBRH 3l 72
RIS I Z RIS, NIWSEAT MR T
LEBEAG  FE T UL, FRATHEN IE 2528 (vs AR IR % 35
TH % B AT S AR IR 3R b, B RS R 0 W 3K (vs.
FHBD) I, 2 A ORI IE NTENLE]
K, WK B £ 48k, ATt R AR A/ NER 4
48k, KB4k (Knox & Eliashberg, 2009), 1Ex
% (vs MR 28 ) I AT ikl 23 A A5 AU S
LRSS, AR LT 220G 7 R P A B ) AR A
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(m, U A HRWA) . $7, EXERED
WA NBRRIECH BE T AR 5Tt & A
JrE R E, FRATIA N IE X 3 2 (vs AR IH 25 26 1)
M E A i AR RE R, PR B8O A
15 B Z IR S R, DUREE A B AT
A NBA A RIE G Z 8 HAT VE R, i RF 0
MRS

i, VAT R, PR RR 2 A 1A
BIER A B (MR IR 45, 2020), &% ARE
T — PO ER S, A LK PR 2 0 T A A
IEXREELTF MGG ERE SR, %55 55805
HH B G RZ B, % (8] R X 7 9% 5
BRI B SEAT N A W 0 7m0 (Blut & Iyer,
2020), FRATHM IE 32 %€ (vs M PR 2 28 ) B 28 &
5K A P AZ R, 23 7 A B 20 T A A 4 T RRAIG
Xof 22 Il 1 R

5 XEAREE

51 HRFRMERTERMFEMSERTE @
HBEEERRMHZEZN
AR SCHE T 1Y i) BEVE RS 2 XU X 1 2%

FAT AR, EEHIE T e i IE U A (vs.

PR VR 6 28 ) XA S B30 98 1 7 1] LA BOAN [ 945 7
lia) T ARSE PR AT O OB, AR S 1 R i R R —
P EEE PR o (HJE, T899 & 8 BE AT LAAE S —
PRI A REE I AR, ] DU — b
B 52 O RS (R IR 45, 2022) B4, TH 2%
AR ST 1 E 1) 5 RS (B 26 2 0 30 1) 14
T ] B 58 R AT 7 Rk T AR DL Al FIF 2%
BHEBNATN, RICEBMEFTE vs ARSI
T ) W1 B AT O S I S ELE A o A SR Y
JE 1] VEFE BT 58 7, 1 A B R 4 3 9 5 1) 5 4
St 8 5 ) DT IRC — SO, 2> 30 F RS AR A0,
PR BT A 3 I E ) 45
TE A 2 AR UCHC, SR PC A PRORE LR 8 45
T X 7 P49 e 2 R R W SR A T A L A T R BRE
A BTG SRAT A Z AL AT P S A 5 0 (K
Wefh, %2, 2017)0 (B, SRS S35 E
T 5 A A B8 AR B 98 R E 1) RS B TR L
(o B, fe R 1 i A P AT BE b T U AE 16 FY
T8 3R, R IS T 811 1] R S5 A 4 Y
JE 1) UNAR] 32 H 52 00 1 B 4 A L, DA RS Wi —
Ti i B ML ATERE, CAPIER T X — R

PSS M AN G — B, AR LUTE 265
BT R X — T T S M R B
B 2R K —ELH, AR 1 Figdkig—
FN I B 8T LIAE Ay R AR B 78 R ORI AR T
X 33k — T B R T KA By ST R L
PR VAT R M HS T e, o o 75 S ik
R
52 ARATEOELEREMELRIINEE
AR M
FESHT B, FRATT L T E R IR X
— A A XA AN ] 5 e T B AT O . — D,
AR LA A 35 26 (A, RO i), FARE R S T K
B R 43 %o il A BRI B LA B A A& B
BB TTHER(Sotak et al.,, 2023); B—J70Hl, M F
2 XA AT Ay R e 1 SRR 32 AR AR IE R
UNGIEE - WEE e S NP S (PP
ZHRITE (Sotak et al., 2023), B, KA LITE
P E MBS A T, S — 2D R LA 7 e 2
WA e E AT . BRI E, WTRAMLLTF =
AHWETF: B\, HITERAR R LA H ALK
Me(hn, FrBUAESE, I /AR )2 5 % 2R AT
R, B, MRS T 5| R T,
oW Sk 55 5L 2R AT N E I IR (i, 3 AR
B, BOPPE A LR AT T T BOUH TR AR HE Y R
SR T B SN i AN B R, RO A
(an, BEG/)E BN H AT B BN, L
K5 % B NAR X IE AT AL B . AR
KIN, TR E X EE A (vs A ) B
PORA E £ ki 4T 8 ) N (Bonnet &
McAlexander, 2013), 2% )T iR 55 51 5535 £L {0 (vs.
B EAEE, TR E A S AW R (Chen &
Lee, 2018), XAEMA, TH 2 0T BEXT 28 45 R (1)
b N A 3 RIAT Sy, R E R O T AR A
R, H TS0 T 2060 (vs. HiAth B 00) 25 2 1 52 i
25, Kok LAk SRR HALBE (@ (vs. 18 0) F 26
YH SR M 22 5 T, KRR AL
ARV an, RGBT . T3R8 i 5 e %Il 98 47
R . A PR TE 2 G T S ZEXT AR
TNANZ T AR MR, = 6 R U 5 B 45 R B R
(Oliver et al., 2022),
53 H—SEMERXNEBER(vsHMAER)SHEIHE
ERACHTERFHEDNATEE
FETOAXH, FXE R (vs. RN E 26X TH



2436 O B R 2 ot B

%314

BT R AL PR AR, WA PT fE S 2
PERIAT N RN, L FT e BT BUAT A R, T
FEIERIUNATFNAT 2y S g IO T4 5 1 N B RERR
FEMIG S AR e, AREM RS AR, AT
W A o B e AR B M EE E WA TR
TR B, TEHMNZE, B fEfF7E1E
3B % (vs IR PR 2 28 ) B0 % 5 A2 5 1] 4 2 73
W7 A2 1) B A A AR i, Rk, ARRWFFE AT LA
— IR IR AR AE WL R T AR i, AE IEUE H (vs.
PRI E 3 R BOH B A EAT N EREE .
AT, T8 2 BB i 1) ] RE SR — S AE A
ARG S I A T 2 O G S0 LA
AF v 48R . X2 A A A ) B P ) DA TR DA R X e
i B 25 B (Yan et al., 2011), 5 AN K5 A w4 178
TF AL, IO S E S, A R
MR 5L T 5 e T4 IR 45 BL s R 5 B 4
(Wang & Lang, 2019), Bt4h, FHILIRINES, 7 1E%E
Al S 08 A PR A A 5 B 1 38 S B N B AR 4 1
AL, XAV E SR B T AT I
B (vs IR PR 2 3 ) I 2 B 41 T 2 AR R I AT I
N o B, AN NG %R LT R BE A 2 KRR 5 )
O E AT R B AR EA
54 RREENBEZMEBRETHNEMEN
TCi6 R AR B A A Rt S D B AR U, G
A REOILEEE BN A ST £, T X 25 2565 Ml 7
WAT R ZEE FHN R EZ, KR LI T
R 1) BRI I — 2P o B % 5 F N Y
Filn, MR4E.CHEBTIEHIE (Psychological Reactance
Theory) WS, H/MABAS B C AL A TR
Z N AR, K 2 OR AT RO BT IR
B, X AT REUT DR BRI S 5 3K
bl (Wei et al,, 2019), BABR LN, Sk
W B A A2 U, T S o AR AR T A ) I
N——Z AT RAT y, NAEDLHR I 2 # A 2
T 2R R E R AW, DUNXA A A H
2 PR IR #ME I 75 2R A 515 (Levay & Zhu, 2009) . ik
SEHEN, T 2% 1E G 2 (vs R PR 25 2 ) ] BE B2 il
G BRI R B, DL B B 32 B R 1Y
THR AR Lk, WA SCERE, ot & E a3
A RTIR 55 AN R, R A, a3 K
RIS TR, BEE N T A BEM & R AW 4%
THPRURERE, AR REILAS A . BRUE 24
ARV FE R P F AR Sy, SR M. R4 5

K SISO ERR %, 2022), B4, Bl
N RA B R AU G2 009 B 65 AR 45 N 3 1) 36 2 XU 2
AR T AT 7 RERAS IS A%
MR EEE RO 7 Kb i 26 R HE A o] 250 A
Bl 45 B3 I R 7 LA R AT B o R RE B T
A, DT REM AT 2 R AT
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The influence of others and self-dressing style on consumer behavior:
An interpretation based on regulatory focus theory

YAN Yan, LIU Wumei, WANG Xuefeng
(School of Management, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: This paper constructs a model framework based on regulatory focus theory to investigate the
impact of formal and casual clothing styles on consumer psychology and behavior. This article proposes that
from the observer's perspective, consumers exhibit a promotional response through the following three
motivational characteristic dimensions when others dress formally (vs. casually): attention to benefits,
positive emotional experience, and representation of ambitious goal states. This paper further proposes that
from the observer's perspective, consumers also exhibit a preventive response through the following three
motivational characteristics dimensions when others wear formal attire (vs. casual attire): paying attention
to threats, experiencing negative emotions, and adopting vigilant behavior strategies. From the perspective
of the wearer, this paper argues that consumers themselves exhibit a promotional response through three
motivational characteristic dimensions when consumers wear formal attire (vs. casual attire): ideal self
orientation, representation of ambitious goal states, and positive emotional experience. Finally, this paper
argue that from the perspective of the wearer, consumers also exhibit preventive responses through three
motivational dimensions: negative outcome focus, responsibility self orientation, and safety needs when
dressing formally (vs.casual attire). In the above process, self-construction, involvement, self-monitoring,
and environmental norms play a regulatory role by influencing the characteristic state of regulatory
orientation.Future research can move forward the current paper from the following perspectives: 1) explore
the interactive effects of idiosyncratic and situational regulatory orientations on consumer attire responses; 2)
use regulatory orientation theory to explain the impact of other types of clothing on consumer behavior; 3)
explore the variables that could moderate the effect of clothing style on consumers’ promotional orientation
and their prevention orientation; and 4) explore other consumer-related consequences of clothing style.

Keywords: dress style, consumer behavior, regulatory focus theory



