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* &t % 4 7 (Conceptual Framework)

ETAPHSEEMINGEER &
13841 1 5 2 7E [ SR g

ko

9 23

Fx!

C AL Tl K2 ey, 2RI 430068) C B TR ECE AV, BT 530299)
CHmAl R 23S BB, KIL 430070)

CRIK AT 5EMpE, I 430072)

W E REAS S CRARARANAF S SwBEALEn, RAnksa, SuB itk Fse@Es, &
MRATRPFHENEEMINA, KBRTD)HEEEMTRE TR vs AHRX)Z LT &SRk %
WeILAT Ao MM QR M EF FEE @R, LR PR 5 6<% G R A k69455 M B) R
ASEMBELE R, RA PR S6“F TR "8RG R @Yh, F5NALEGRN, AEZ87A)

2 4G v i AARACIR AR T 35 Fo e R

KBIR BEASE EBEMLT, JEO#, JTEELR

3=
1 RS

G A% 2y i A7 2T 5% 5 B4R B ok
28T R R I#, J85eit, 2021 45
B A 36.8%, T L =, it 2022
RN 4500 AZRLA T AR R R4 )
JE 3 (iResearch, 2021), SRTM{E BT e 10 %ok
M JE, WAATE— Lol s, A 67% M
FEAS OAE B I B R, PRS2 B ) X =
le] 12 (A 05 47 ke T4 A k) 4 B AT A (eMarketer,
2020), Chung 1 Kim (2021)%} 19~29 %/ Facebook
P HTIREVIREI, AT 70%MZ Ui 5 R
IR, RS O B AF BT R R Bk
it o BBkt A T BT Dy SRR S
B3 R (Chen & Liu, 2022; Dukes et al., 2022),
B & ERC™E S, 2020), WRTEiZ 5

B849: F713.55

Wk H 3BT 2022-06-06

* [E R H IR R4 T H (72102063, 72132008, 72172051);
HE TN SRR B 4T H (22YIC630165,
18YJA870013); #dk Tk K 2= 18+ Rk i 2 4 30 H
(00554),

WAEMEH: B, E-mail: bangmingshaw@163.com

223

B JE 2k R SR AR A B H e B i 55, Kk &
LA P B R AR AL (Niu et al., 2021), 515
B e B B & TR AN K AN ZE T B Ak B X A
SR EFXHE BRSO A FERE, FR
P B 20 S AR T N A N i s o < e 2l )
A Lk, {5 R BT & B R P s LB 2 A
B3RS B 7 P& A B R 4
WEAT R 7 2 ER A ol SR R 2 BT i e 1Y) R
M g 7] B

BRI Bk R SR A iy T R A
HERZS. 8%, FAAEEM RSN
vs. HPE BN TR sh&M AL G (B
T7H# R AR T AT ST [
FRL A P A 45 B A 2 I A AR S AR X B
(Baek & Morimoto, 2012), MMifs B i) &5 2 ik AFE
U5 AN T TR B 00 AR B IR b, AR ST
AP EATHER—1EBNTRE, HRESK
G AT B0 55 i e AR & AR B A% % (Kanuri
et al., 2018), HiK, J7H MMM vs. TR
Ak o ARG T )T R N BT TR
3, HOCHEFEERSR I 5 0 THEE g 2 i
5[] 3 (Goldfarb & Tucker, 2011), Ti{E B4
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FKRABEANTHEL, FLEA5EENEEMIE
B B XA, ik, T3 i s
W2 W AP A AR B TR S e
(Ferreira et al., 2017; Sahni & Nair, 2020), I,
Ferreira 8¢ (2017) 2 3, 4 P 4bF B F5 B (A
BB A5 B TR R, LR sz 2 (5 B
TP T RETE R (B 59) 0 )T, T 5 [l ke i
et e A el 1 b DA S R N O vy
T PRI B R A T A, PR AR X
FHP R T4 R T S (R AT SE s e 1oz, R BE A2 1
F| L B A5 i 5 PE(Baek & Morimoto, 2012), Ti {5 &
WSS AR A S . RS, 5 R
PRS- & 0] AR S P R i gl A5 i o iy, R
P22 I HL(Kanuri et al., 2018), 405 /1 [1]
W ZEBATEZ T, Bt A AN
i FUBT R PL < AT I R 20 T B E 1] (Chen &
Liu, 2022).

Z bR, FEWE PaTHPEE T
REMNEM . TTENAERIRAE . Y6
) I 1o A A BT 4 T s R R T T B AL
PR, FEL, BN PR BB 25
Tk PR EUE BT & 5B W) 4 Bk A] #
HYERIT I 45 A 15 B BEA - & BRRE, 25 18 Qe
TE A AT ) R A B S AT S 4 W L S 1S
BN TARE, KB P ARG TARET
FEAANIR T MR T O BN FESL I, IF i — PR
-G R A0 fa] e g FH P AN TR 9 ) 4 15T o, DA
BAFETEHAR . LI B RS, KRR
F N P B 2AF BN TARES A, R &5
AN Bk AR AT LU T & O R E BT S
[B]3EEAT A Y Al b, R P SRS [R] ) 4 0
TR NFERLE], DL RS B2 65 16 I 1o SR s

2 CEREE SR

2.1 BERR;TEEXHR
2.1.1 BRRIEHNIESHHE

{5 BUAL) & (in-feed native advertising)#z - H
#1232 5 B Facebook T 2006 4F4fE i, Fifi & 6 ol .1k
D] F4 e et ofe i 32 3| 4 F RN 45 KT B B bR o
{7 i) 524 5 i A B E B EHA T 5 rh iy
ERHIER S — 2, T AT DUR 3R A P 52
B 9 B st 0t A e 1 2 Bh A B, R &S Th
AE R MY LR e 7R T 4 (B, 5K, 2019),

(R PR e = W S = Tk W o
G5 HIK W R TS AR R, e R 2
(B BRI CRIE) . ) A AL46 2 11 (5 18) #5
RAETRAZ . w5k, TERITR . S50 LK
W S I ATEM BT Z 4 5 9 0 H A Py
BEAFTETE W AR, — R BLL 7 BE AT L (highly
visible) 1Y ™ W JE 3K ok £ T H PO e i K R
(arousal level), M SEH B R P XEMEH B
(Goldfarb & Tucker, 2011), {5 B i) 45 W2 L
JE A= 1 2k A B P B i A B T IR 2 1],
F LRGSR mE R, P s BRIUT A
B RZBRAIGER, 5% E LS AP
AR5 42 5 2 H (Campbell & Evans, 2018); HK,
SRR . AR RRT S R T
Hum R A PC g, T8 H R ST A4 T 1
JC, PR PE AR BEAR O BGRB8 P R i 5
R (Kim et al., 2019) i {5 B 45 2 280
T8 sty 1) 25 O A AL S AT /5, BB A
PRI S5 0 FL AT AR 45 P B2 15t 2l 25 i 1o (Yang
& Jiang, 2021); fufm, 6] HEREZE A A
Ivi] S Al AR P AR P A I =2 TR 6 3R R A
BRAR  ABG L BR R T SE B — X )
4%, WP Z 2 32 £ 4 B X R Bell &
Buchner, 2018). 1M 8l (1 41 38 WAV ST T
fF R Hrtactige, A S, k.
WEH RS 5T Bg), HP 2z
A DI RR 4 3 T ok (Lee et al., 2018),
212 EEREHARIR

FRATT AR AU R R E TP
S mA R RSEATRR: (OWH P2 ERE,
MHTE RIS AR — i P AR 1.0 HEE
PECN, P AR L AEBE 0GR )R T S AT N JE
Can, s e ) R SRR HE BT A
K EHERE o0, Magesh Fll Vijayalakshmi (2019)
9 BRAR Y5 AS (R FH P P 30 R A 18 T8 1 1 22 5
TR AT B A T B A R A RE S
PR AFRY 4530 Kim %8 (2016)7E X Facebook
Rl 245 (friend advertising) 5 B F A58
KB, X5 0G FR 2N HAR RN Y LT 4 o A
BAKE ) RO A, WX TR R
S YE DU HEFE ISR B AR T S SUR A (2)
W2 RE, HRHIR—BN B S5 W
ZEW A R T SR T B AR Y )
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U, N, Aribarg Fll Schwartz (2020)#F 5% & ¥ (5
SRS R R SRR R TS IR
Fi R BN - 5 15 A 1AL ; Wojdynski F1 Evans
(2016) A A {5 B ik ) 7 J v sl 3 IS AR i AL B
) T bR S B i IR AR T H T
FAEESLGRHAPNEE, TILFRAdS5 R
HRAF P T4 IR B R

M BRI R A, EHNIMFEE NS T
T A B G2 26 N W] B AF 52 R8T B R T 45
FTHEENR. (HEMSEENE, EFEWRT
S AT R ARG, SRR T 2 00 iy P A
YEAR . REN. IENERL R, ZTE
BB 5 0 sh A MR B R E, R B
FH PB4 B B v A BN TRy 3h 2SR A R 1y
R, AR B R AT T, B2 OGN
BT SE . E L WEEREST SRR
IETRECR, XFF7 & bR . Bhad X i mny
(L S SE
22 FEEMIRKSEXHAR
221 FEEMIKEZHAES KBRS

{5 B T.¥8 (information processing theory)
e, NP R B R R HE B T R, (E
BTS2 AR AE B AL B J7 X | R
INHVRAS, Je 252 A K 1 e 3 4] 1B (Hong &
Desai, 2020; Thompson & Hamilton, 2006). {5 BN
T RS A A 2SN, 7217 )20 L
Fe AR TH I A5 B AR S5 B 145 BAL R =, FE 0
P2 T4 A PR A A R A BT 55 B T A (Y A AR 2
(Huang et al., 2009; Thompson & Hamilton, 2006),
FEM TR G ETEE R A ET
AN 5 (840 A7 R A A 45 B0 TR AS Rl 43 A i A 2k
#1, 41, Dickinger 1 Stangl (2011)4R 32 FH F1 38 2 N
A5 DR EA N EE, KM EREEIT N
K434 H b5 T 1) Y (goal-directed information
search) Fll {4 4 4 (experiential information search)
I R WAL Rezaei 25(2016)EHF ST b3 1
YIRS P AT A S AL P R AE S AT )
2 R Ui e EL R U YE (utilitarian web browsing) Fll
IR B 5 Y (hedonic web browsing) i35 ; Ruiz
A1 Sicilia (2004)AR 40 P &b #F LR BT AL i B 4
B R 43 A A 0 T8 Ak 38 XUAS (cognitive processing
style) Fl7 JE# 4b BR XA% (affective processing style)
WS A A AT A A D0 A = 1 4

RULG: L, H SR 5T AR UE — B #2 AR 4 A P Ak 2
5 B BT 2 S 1] 5 A HUR S P A 8 v AT
X153
222 FRERMEHHERMIRKES

IR R W R ST AR T TR B TR
X FAEGE T 55 P 3K 1) B 2252 I (Hossain,
2018; Siefert et al., 2008; Zhang et al., 2014), 1ll,
Thompson Hl Hamilton (2006)%F F 4R H i 5%
K IAL T4 M7 BN T (analytical processing) k25 Y
TH 93 S T Am A LA T4, AL TAR S A L
(imagery processing)K 25 1914 2% 3 23 T8 M 47-lF L
BTG, FE, Jung FE(2014) % T R 45 R
gt th, 4T HARI# (telic mode) s BN TR
0 R TR B KT B P 4 )45 25 BE TR
B, i B AR A B # (paratelic mode) {5 B i T4k
AT 0 0T T i BBl KT (8 I 2% ) 4 A B T
TR

PUY IR, FHENRIENFHESNFELR
Jn TARf R T A RME BN TARE T fy i 28
X FRE— I A B, kR ARG 1
AAE SRR T 1 o A7 B B AR A
WFALGET S () HRAMERR SN, [{
BT &R AMBEAA SRR B, 20
TARBEINZ G R —-NE R, FEW S
HRATEME L 2 S5 BT 5 | BRI 17T 55 (Wang et
al., 2019); QP BIEFEEAG SIS P 7EF
BB aX TREAMEFRZEARNY . AHEMN,
FH P AR BT Z A B 2 B 3 BUAH B
R AT BR s, A A s e R 2 AR
PEREAT 2R P B 13 o 335 5% B8 (reversal theory)
g, AMRINEIIR 32 i ab Y 5 g B &2 2
FIAAE P (Semaan et al., 2019), HT{E AR 4
T A R 1 5 A A i AL E R P 0 32U
Bk FHA S, S i H R AL E 2 B
PR BN TS Z sh Bk, MR 51
S ARG BT A B, # iR A
FEAG B Z PR B . 52 AN, 4
RITE R R BN, BE)TENRA
B AR S R R G I N 2, TR B IR

R AR R, ik AMANAERS

ZREH AT N TEOE, AR A [RE
BN PR Z SR SR BAE B T AR
Z(Zhou & Xue, 2019),
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2.3 JEEEEXHR
231 fREEEEBREBSHERR

J I sl — AR S S R T I £ e KB
22—, IE4n Speck I Elliott (1997)35 i« £
AP 20 ) 2 1]l S 2 A () A 8 At/ T 4 A 2
PSR, HIEG)T SRR ) Il A T AE
A%l (cognition) . 1F/&&(affect) . 17 A (behavior) =
JETE )45 B (Cho & Cheon, 2004), A T
B8 [l sl FH PR T A A BOH 32 3
BB E TC T, BT AAE )45 (“T don’t
believe it”); 782 1 1Y) 4 [l bk 48 x5
PEHET SOE TS 2 RSB, BN BRI (1
don’t like it™); A7 4 JZ T4 5 [0l HT P s 1
it . BB, OCH)T R I M E SR
ISR, BIERAE X 5T won’t do it”),

mlE AR RIAIE ST, 27 B AT T & AL Ge it
RS, e AR, TTRE . B BB
FLAR . IZE IR 5 A, )5 o skt ) i RS TS AL
AT T K B985 (Baek & Morimoto, 2012; Bang
et al., 2018; Michelon et al., 2020; Speck & Elliott,
1997). HHTHT AT EEE L) S AR . HPA
W BN AR = AR #1757 (Cho & Cheon,
2004; Seyedghorban et al., 2016; Teixeira et al.,
2010). {H2 1 TAEGEA A BT A E i
P, 2B AT A A GE A T i 4 [ A 2
B HZE T EESH . A & Mk
R IBETE, LAREGE T 5 Il 2 TSR L F 6
T 3% 4w 2R 1) BT R O 3 3 (Teixeira et al.,
2010; U S, 2020), RE WL, A
ARG 19 0 A P S e ) 425 7 49 1 st ) 7 0 T
38R R W] RE 7 A — SE R I TS SOCR o il
Brasel Al Gips (2008)if i IR I SL 80 A B, 24
PR 5 v i i A A T o DI, PR
BT IE R WL SN SE REAR U P Y AR
71 Bellman 55 (2010) W HRIS 1) 4% [l sk 7 A (Y %
BE LI (residual effect), il ff) RS
PRIk TR IR BT B eGE | )T
5 B X F A T kTR AT R LA R
AR T AT SRR I ROR I K iR, A2
PHSR XS I P Bk AR L T Wl
Wk — BB R BRESCR
2.3.2 FRRSEEELE

B, T R AR R B TR BT

U AT ST R AR R K £ RN
Ge )k e sk 20 SRR SE A, R T IRTTHE B
I LR AT E R, SO T PR T
WEAT Ao N, Niu 25202 1) M0 B BT A A R840 £
R, A S IAAR A AE BT 2 TR AE
TR P A NS | A 8T A G
Chung 1 Kim (2021) A At23 52 i FRIS HLAA 4 J,
B T 3230 5 Ttk r 52 m 22 Ak, i 1 A
0 it ALY 22 50t A 5 M A B A P o LT A
[n] &% 74 H % K & ; Chinchanachokchai A1 de
Gregorio (2020) ¥ 2t F 4t 23 (L M LI &, A
SRt A A T AR R TR 3k 2 A2 B P
[ A R Ak 2 IR B M R B2 ;. Youn AT Kim
Q019 M0 BRICHT HIS ML AA e, RN BT
R AL AT H R B0 R
BRI A E AN TR B 4 ] 4 i
FEAS )L A5, L #0k oke e 981 P P T A 1 19 5
AR R A SE A o XS B TEAR B AR T g g P
BT 200 [ A, FEHREIAT AR AL
%3 AL I ERE (Martins et al., 2019), KL H A
A I B R U X LA 4 AR 1 5 e o
(Yang & Jiang, 2021), 4B 506 F P Br b 945 B
TR X — P BB IR A E R, R B
A BN TR T WAE i) ok
233 ERERIEMNRERS Bk

fH5 BT SA71E) 45 bf i (ad blocking) Al
H BT (ad skipping) P 2] LI & LI (4 45
[m] 3817 A7 (Chen & Liu, 2022; Chung & Kim, 2021;
Dukes et al., 2022). {5 23] 85 BEwcHs H P ST
W R R O AT, IS [l kA T o i
B T S UL LA R g5 A B C SR, H TR
O3 B IBER T (5 23 3T M 4 B i B s X e
L) 1704k (Chen & Liu, 2022; Niu et al.,
2021). {5 B IBHAT S e P Bkt 5478,
— R POE B T B A, IR X
J b HEAT AR AR o5 T R M AT o B R %)
S, REFIEWWEREETIANE T
5[] 38 (Bellman et al., 2010), %5 —2&¥5 H P A
BZAAG BIR )  a pe i  E s 2,
WS B AT o T R T, LT
WSS R <Pk (Dukes et al., 2022).
X W Bkad T AT A AT LA o B B s e
1 A A L B A BEAS [ A S 22 i) g s ) R
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AR M AT W, A0SR P Bkl R R S
Bk 3 3 A . B T S Ay R A 22 T T Ry
R BB, R EGE TSN R
2T Bk s A S BT ) S X D AT K B Sy
74 [l 3k Y o iy ) 5 Bk 47 8 (Belanche et al.,
2017; Dukes et al., 2022),

YT 10 4RI 5 I AR AN [R] T [ ok
152077 HE B AERLR 43 AT R, SR INTZE (R B
TR A R, ) B Bk B A
B ', T RRGR P OGER T
HE, mEBGE R P T T2 SRR,
ok, |4 BT AT T S B T B A A
HAR = B9AT A AR SS 3 (Chen & Liu, 2022), i
T Bt R E P AR i kT E T AR Ak
BLZ AT 55 Bt ok T 45 Rl i (Dukes et al.,
2022); A, JUEBRRCERM A P SR A T
“<OHEHIE” (Niu et al., 2021), ) 4 Bkt AHE T
T B i U I R e e A P OK 2 90 3R
(Belanche et al., 2017), KL, T 5 BEMc A 5Bk
o AR RER, TES IR ZF AR
W S B R 4 Bk A A
24 THEEERHEXHAR

BEREHE A Ak, 7 SRR Z S
58K T LAAR AR F P 09 D5 2 A7 S 00 s P B8 R b
W IR AR, MTTHEAT )45 9 B 22 1] (Villas-Boas &
Yao, 2021), A K HE W W RAEE G =
FHAT T EE BN, FEBETHA@: (DB
VI HE R SO B2 . A, Villas-Boas
A Yao QO2DFE R HIEHET, KMAETHA
RTINS EE WX SR AR
W, T4, Sahni F1 Nair (2020)8F5% & B, HEIR)
R FHEE MR 2 5, 14.6%0 7 5 5 2 1E DU A
VAT 380 Dl SR s ()44 4 B T P B R X
TR AR B , W, Li FQO2DWFR T M
5« WA 515 58 0 J 2 v, 98 A B () ISP R
PEZEM, W) T B AT KR
M 7 A 8 S BT 47 A 3R o -4, Bleier F11 Eisenbeiss
(2015)4R s, WL 45 25 T P AW %6 10 stk A
B ) 23 R AR ) ROR, (HESURS S
A T AN T ko 0 SCR AR e R, AR I BF 5
Tl R ETHANE . R, By s
R AT NG S HATH T S E 1), 2RI
T4 T K S AR (AT SR AR i AN n] B E ) iA

i AR WFIEERTT

AW FERE AR U ey 35 B0 5 0 X —
R ES AT S HEm . — T, 2l TE
S A & n] LR P )T A T kAT R
(Kanuri et al., 2018), F&F IR EEH F0HEAT LK
U E AR MK S —Jr, 2 h TE R
WEARSP- & AT LSS I e B2 P S5t (Chen & Liu,
2022), Pt Ay o o 2K 4 R e B AR TR 2
2.5 R

HI R SCHER ARSI TF AT T T R A 5
fift o SR, XF T AHIEIE BT O TE AR B R R
AL LRI 5, 2 T SCHRATS A7 7R Qi T i 1 I
AWK RS B DTk AL, BRI

T, WHE BT Bk ) 2 B, Y
H R R 5 B AT 5T 45 B T P B B B, K6
wan s R SRR T TR 4
S (Kim et al., 2017; Yang & Jiang, 2021; Zhou &
Xue, 2019) KT, X )" [l 58 FE T B 049 P
N (Chung & Kim, 2021), X T5 Bk
T 45 T 3k () 0 A 55 4 B T4 T B4R R
PR, BRSPS USSR ME

W, F P A5 B Xk F P A 60 A s 4
PR ) ST 18R 19 3 78 43 1 OQ3E o A5 BN LA Bl A
ZE3E B MRS AT TR RS B TARE T
B9 FH P 22 52 (Siefert et al., 2008; Thompson &
Hamilton, 2006; Zhang et al., 2014), #Rifi, fE&3h
HIRPAR, TP R IAT R R sk
M e AL R RFIE R, 5KAG, 2019). Ak, FT
A BN TR ZS Bl {5 S AL 217 557 1) A2 A i 3 25
Ak, PRI R G B 2 S S TR . AR
SN P Bl 2505 oM TR S AR B &
MBS R, A B TR E S TR e % 3
LG P B A ST 1 1 RS

BJa, AR 2 S 0 ) 5 ) [R)
B, ARG XS T 5 ke R 22 I AR T 4 [ sk
A B K & R 5T (Ferreira et al., 2017; Michelon et
al., 2020; Niu et al., 2021), SR fixt T 45 [l 2
S ey i E [k = W AR S 1 AR BRI &
Ry ) A ] JS AT ey Y O e TS B
ML R s . Bk, ABFREBHE B & A
A PR SR B RS R A R ], AT g
SR T AR L o SN A T B VA
(R
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3 WxRie

AHEFEM P B A B 05 o AR A Hh &,

JIEEACRTF P A5 B 5 1] sk 9 A2 AL ) 2
WHAR . RIS, A BS54 B0 B
%, TWHFG SCEE e R P T AT O, i
O JE ST W EE ) SR . BAAOSk U, AR
PR =ABr: (DBZEHPAESISE BN TARE
A AT LA K An ey [l kA BT . BNES S E B
JTERHE, WH P EiEE BRI TAREMRATIA,
PRHE B 5 MRk el 3 28 [l sk 1 7 Ay 2 P
fFANEFEA? 72 AW N FENL 5 32147
DA K Z0 A5 85 TR SR (0 B A R (24K
WP B B 5 7 B R EE ) SR .
BT R O B A T BT 6 0 2 45 R R
M mREAT y, FHPBRRAE B 2R S e 2k
T ROR A A A 7 T TR 3RE A AR DG A 5 R
B, HPTE BT A BT B AR R A
HIAAT R %% 1, B UL &7 ok <58 B A0 (residual
impact)” 42 F+ F 7 XF T 45 11930 12 A1 1 (Bellman
etal, 2010) K F I, AVFFORERT U )
S5 1 3% B8 SO A T3 I 1) T EAE Tl ()R
WP Bk B 5 7 B R EE R .
B A Bt Bk E TS RO T e, P
£ ULARXE M P L 2SR AS WL 8947 R o 3R B
FURE SR A RS . 5 R & kit &

-————

YIRS AR BRI m? PR, APAE
Fe 2 {5 B AL B a3 B rf 3% $1) < 2 2] 3L 5 (learning
effect)” M, JEEL Bk 5T BEME &0 &
(Belanche et al., 2017), [k, 24 H B @40 15 B
)T B AT OB, T £ R 12 R U] AR i 4T R
XFPAT A BEER, MuRA PR EEE
AT Bk A7 MBI e 5 (Brasel & Gips,
2008; Siefert et al., 2008), FEF b, AHFFEHHIT
Ja ST e R o SR ok R BT
F BT AT AR, AT BISHESR N IE 1 7R 6
3 HR 1: ETRPHEEEMIRENER

WIS EE IR
3.1 HE la: ERIRT & BBk L & #R3T

WRTSCATER, M RTE SR & E A
PG B 5 M RAT Ry, A ) 5 B (ad
blocking) FlJ" 4 Bkid (ad skipping). Hi 15 B i
WEERHFERBEU—MELM T, ESH. P
AL BB, BRETRARIRMERR—5%
=E )5 (Wang et al., 2019), 7EJE5R AR (S
BRI 200, FH PR g e N A R
FE BB KA EER . T SEA KEMR
R, T AE RECHE UE ) S 2R R
FR W AT T & MmNk (Kim &
Meyers-Levy, 2008; Zhang et al., 2014; J5/E %5,
2018), SRl AAERF TR R B S 15 B BT 35
T — 35 S AR BT — T T AR A RS IR, TG

! WoR2: FPRRE BT R T A B :
1 1
1 1
: 3 TR 5 | S !
//’BWH:ETHF%&%EMI&&WEE%V%E&M%W%‘\\ !
| e T R e R 1
&R AR B sl a1 e Y s |
o Jomn AL & B B \~%Qﬂ?/' S8 R :
® BEX % .
P ERM TR e .
® g S Lo fERTESEBE [-1--> EIRUE g RS
- s
PR B SRR

M3R3: ARREERR - SENTAEE MRS

B 1 ABE RS HE SRR B IR
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FAE B BAT 5 X — & ME B EE R T R
G BB T AR T 45 1 5% W 5500 3 v o A A
T #EBREARTG, APAEEIGAR
5 BT B A R A 2 32 30 0 a1 5% 19 52 Tl i % 4B 8l
1T (Siefert et al., 2008; Zhang et al., 2014), F&
Tk, ARWFFEI 345 B TR A &,
PRVS 5 RN B i PSS [R5 B0 ) 4 [l ok S A 7
R A N FERIL ]

W AR5 B IEA - & 15 B AT
S WIRDR 9 VR P s W RS EOS R L €6 62
(convergent) Fl & U Z (divergent) i A28 | Hoepr,
W S5 FE B A 5 — 4l 1 B TR B AT TR )
W, FRIEREM ARG B EE SN ARG SN
AL (Bjdrneborn, 2008; Nejati & Balasubramanian,
2016), KR IAT ZRALAE B TE BB, W)
VNS NCIE R AT -5 X PN
(Bjorneborn, 2008; Huang et al., 2009), T H
P BB M EA FIFH AR, BEE A
FUE BB BEAT A2 28 Ak A5 B AR S bl
2 @ &AL (Hong & Desai, 2020; Zhang et al.,
2014),

LB BLIS (psychological reactance theory)
I, HAPEEASICE A S A E, RS
A P B ) B 3RS B, Y 2
SR G0 BT S SR AT S R R R A
H £/ (autonomy) (Bang et al., 2018; Youn & Kim,
2019), 24 HF Ab TSR AR R TR A I 5 o
HARSm Ry, H 07 3 S i 5 B sk,
WG TP A A B B R AL 55 0T, X T A
= J&% (autonomy) 2 A % & I 75 3K (Oliveira-Castro
& Foxall, 2017; Youn & Kim, 2019). Niu 4£(2021)
WEEAE 1, S P AR B 15 B H AR
S B o A B AR G i A2 B T A X0 BT A AL
(psychological ownership) T4, X FhTH AL
JEVE R J1)2 10 9 T3 (attention invasiveness)if %
JRRAZ B 4515 23 W) J2 1 1Y T4 (space invasiveness),
DTG A FH P i 5 o e A R S 9 B,
ANPRKT T ] — D0 (0 AS [T A 8 R AR A T R
IV A, FEAS R S TR A A
HEEEREFELAEH D25 (Monga & John, 2008;
Thompson & Hamilton, 2006), 24/ F* &b F IS
XAEMER . AT E B AR B, SO
T A S B LM T a0 S L I RE

Mg SR . BiIAR . AU RN SRR
%% (concrete elements)f B (Dewi & Ang, 2020;
Hur et al., 2020) 3] LUHERT, 24 H P Ab T iiesk
KFERM RSN, B2l T S MERE
RIRAMLLH P S [ 3Rz 2, (20
JH P BEFEBR G2 %) & MR A 3208

IANFIE PR HLE (cognitive resource theory)ih N
P ENIEEZA R, JTE ML EERET
TEHR AR WER, R ERA W
>k —E 190 BRI L (arousal) ) 2 4 FH P 20 00 9k
Mk iT (Dukes et al., 2022; Romberg et al., 2020),
M P AT R EARE BN T RS, B AR 2%
R R TRl . W5 R % (Bjdrneborn,
2008). 4N, Kwon Fl Jain (2009)7EHF 5% £ 423K Wy
SERF, RPN T 5K &0 i K
(optimal arousal level) A RN TR ZHALAI{E B o
2B A R R R 5 AL BORAF G P B
PEDCSR UL, AR, 23 ik NIBAH 2 S SR M Sl bl
AR T R W K (feeling-based) . JC H Ay
(nonpurposeful) . fl£3% J(low-effort). PR AY(fast)
AT AR R, SR NE TRk 8%
(Dickinger & Stangl, 2011; Kwon & Jain, 2009;
Sharma et al., 2010), ILAT, FH P AREE—) 415
BHEAGREINNEATERAKRZS A I
I H S BB ok 1 Bt A0 A ny . BRI Hh R
ZL &K (abstract elements)f5 B, W& FCI& | Bih
i J5 % (Bang & Wojdynski, 2016; Dewi & Ang,
2020), YH AT & EEUHE BN TARER, B
A TR L RS A7 O g 0 B S (high arousal) 9 {5 B
A BEMETE AR 22 BAR 2 v B R e A3 P i
7 (Bjorneborn, 2008), # )4 A G B K KHAE £
RET R LR, W25 50 M - Z0E
BT . B, AR i

firdl 1. AP A T SER R E B RS
T, WP BEESZAGERR) S BRER AN
AR S P SR IRMIT F 3505 B )5 B

firdl 2. M PALT R B E B TR
Tl TR R A 5 e LA ok
e PO B GG B DA TTT 2 3500 P Bk A L)
3.1.2 R 1b: FRRS EEEA ISR KRR

e

R TAE BT AL A R H e

A B R PG B A B R B AL, AT
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TCARGF 0 20 I P AL T A [E A 4F B RS,
W] P A — R AT . S A OGR4 TR
18, TR R & H T AR R AIETE
BETW . TN, WA ] e ST
SLTT BRI ) 25 220 FH P S B D SR AT
ZR] A OCHE,  H Aty ok Y P 2R M 3 B0 i 1 L
AN —E BTG, I, 7 B d R R Y B A
BERDRA P AR BRI 6 v L 4
A, GIRBERENLIEE SR — HER S A
[F) W58 37 5 1Y B 25 0 R 4y 184 1 240 £ {4 (Liu
et al., 2021; Zhuang et al., 2021), IT#, 7EH AT
FRFEATIR,  E KB R — FR AT LR AR A
TR A R (hidden markov model) (Liberali &
Ferecatu, 2022) Al Z R A KR AR A (multi-state
hazard model) (Yu, 2021)#%) 72 N i F 2| imi 4 9%
FH RSB RR TR, ARFEXE B G H
BT AT A A Y B B AU TR Y
% M3k (Le-Rademacher et al., 2018), JFHRIE(E
BT 65 0 52 bR il L K 2 BT B98I 25 vhout
FHP 4 AT AL R R AR, xR AR X
P18 15 S (T ) £8 0 1 R BB L A8 1 3 A1 45 13
JE ) LA B AZ 0 SR (IR ZS e R4 40 e RS2 i P T
A 3k PR 2R BSOS T AR IR 2, @
Job 48 S 22 R 25 e 78 e 59 M A A (mwlti-state frailty
model) 2 2 Il ] 7 e A5 B 6 o Il 5 5 3
AR, BRI IR BEALIE AL A R Y S
il L ik 55 7 % RSk 1] [R) B B4 1B 5 (Zhuang et al.,
2021), KB ERIH P E(R B s i) & ke

FHA BB, HraE—BEENELE S
B FTA ) EERA T REXT ST 2 I R ok R
TR, A, We5s MBIt AH 3 T 40 1 R
b A5 2 PR T P S T R A AN O8I g 7k
AR 10 52 (Gasperoni et al., 2020),

Bk E, AR EMRR G H T LUT IR
E : LU P IR A G B YR IR RS CIREE 1),
VI PR A SN B 20 ¢ 25 5000 Yy e RS (IR
A 4), BAIETSCEME P AR IS B R4
RS Z B F] e ARCED Y 5 T 4 R DG R T3k, D
B CIRES 2R S BRRCIRES 3), BT
M, BRI MASE . . RS T RE
HBLAEAHIE ST A8 W PR R RS RS RS 2
], eI RN RANIE EEREMNE, BT
PRAUEATF I ) 3 A AR L (1) fj Ak, BB H] i P
TEAF BT 6 R IR BT RS, i
2 iR

R 2, Y PG — BUE B Y Rk
ATARE L, SUEREHZH P RS 1 BB BRRE
2, 3, 4 MRS TT 6 BAR, BIZ A P AT B {5 B )
YRR T BT (g AUIRES 1 RS
2), 7By MOIRA 1R RPIRAS 3), ol
W — B A a0 45 B A5 5 AR B8, S (RD R H R
AEAR T A Bk SO AT (as: IRZS 1 AL BPIR
B4, MHUAPHEBIARE 2 5, ATk
HRARRE 1, 3, 4 RS H 5 R, R AT
AEIR [ B B WS Ob: WRE 2 HBEPRE
1), WATREH — 7= A5 BRRAT M (ba: RES

REFERa3: Aoy

REFEBb2:

e ()]

RS2

g
of

B2 MPERRT

I il ) 285 e ) 2 AR A B A e 5 P A 1
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2R 3), B AHNINE (b MUIRTS 25478
FPRE 4, YA EBIERES 3 RS SR
A2 TEUMRERBAR . FEEFEENE, K’
A 4 FERBER U R IR A (absorbing
state), Bl —H AP #ARE 4, APER T %
A5 B YT R, AR R 2 T () B A S A T R R
R, NSHHIMRE 4 mHARRE R G
B, AR S a, b Fl ¢ 20 BIFR LIE B3
Yo, T kA AT BRI LAS RS ke S RS
¥R, AR E SRS A SR B REA N
B S PE T B AE B AR TR s i
=, HEE XML ERT,,,
{t),0,-t,} Fs P I BURS AR I [R], ¢, LA
BN AL SR T P AR BT 6 000 %6 5 2 Y
BRI 8. FPAE ¢ BIZIMCRES m #5RE n
14 XUBS: 2 (hazard rate) >y LA R 5% .
Aymon(t) = P(T =T = 1) (1
Horb, 2,0 BUR I P AERZS S 55 2 i
B — i [a] 5T RSB R R R, AT DL —
AR PR GY, —FB 53 Ry FHE v RS Z2 (1AL Y
ESEE 5T, JF— B HARTH TR AR PR
— FR5 K R IK B 1 KU R (B ) S 405 48),
AT RN AL S HE AT
Ao (X @, V) = g (Dexp(B,,.,, X, @) (2)
Hor X, SR ZHTHEE N2 T 3R s
R 5 Bead F0 bR A S AT A — R B R,
Pooy X LEZAMNM AR, X,,,0=
(X, ,,()]0<s<¢ FRmEEIES it 21, AP
JrAb B A B TAR S stk & 8= o T itk —
A P AN AT L % S B () A 4 2= R4k
AT 5L PN 25 R0 T 4 S A5 i ) i R 1 S T
AHF 5T A6 TR A LR JE Al BB T 55 S 5
(frailty term)f5 3| — T 7 .
Asn (X (1), ) =
Aom—sn (XD (B Xy () +V) 3)
o, BEMLAE R v $56) T R O AU
AT TR Ay, — M v IRAIIE R 1, 2
K é Y gamma 43 4ii (Aboulnasr et al., 2008), %

U1 S BT AT LR B S AR R AL SR A 1T vk,
1E R A HFH frailtypack 75240 17 19 S50 At
éi%@

i b, RS SRR, AT LR ETH

FEAR B G T & T i s S 2,
AT R TR — R SRR S
PIPLEL, MRELR . ShAMREH P Sk
FAT R, [FIBS ARSI 1T SC BT 4 A T 4 B i Ak ik
BT AE BB B T 2 A ARIR T .
32 MR 2: APEBREERITEENFEEEE

1] 5k &

IRBFR AR TE BT S BRAT N
S e 1 i R 2 o 2 1 O (= = 1 R N
T OGO 1 TR 2 T P o e 4 =2 5 A Al o XoF 2
MHT R 2B ICER T )& BRAT N A
PO L R A R B BT R N (Baek &
Morimoto, 2012; Cho & Cheon, 2004), #Xifi, I/
T BERAT Rt R B s M AR S Y 47 —LEAF
TR, T8 Bl AT o A — 28 B 5% B S,
B X )™ 45 47 78 — 2 WA ATE 12 (Bellman et al.,
2010; Brasel & Gips, 2008), %40, Bellman %(2010)
FERFST T LG T AN R 28 B B L) B A T
Jo, BBUH AR 5 B T ELAT AT A
HIS TRk, ) R R R RON R, R R
N (mere exposure effect)df i, AN FLIfEZ
9 P9 D 2 T8 ik TR R, TR AR AT A i T
HAE R, THWE X AE W) 55 B AT iR
1% (Fang et al., 2007; Montoya et al., 2017), H T
I F T PR T B Y . RS IR ERUE RS,
PRL I 3 i e ) 5 2 SR X TGRS 1 A 4
(Bell & Buchner, 2018), #4, & W 4o ] H)
A R T R 1) B R A8 i) A AH G R I Sl sk A ok
$RTH L R e

HF 4 #H Y 4L R H A BEAY (misattribution
model) (Bornstein & D'agostino, 1992), |~ & 5l
75 A 1) B B AR A2 A BB RS A R R S T, B
TR RE G 22 Ak B s B i
It BRI I 45 PR I T Z AT A 45 7R (Bell
& Buchner, 2018). i 3 i (55 KL i BEAAF- &
2 ) B B A R 5 | o o i, A A
AP BEwe) S B T LB S B0 Y 05 R
SRR, Wi E T B R IE E i, <BE
WL G E); A H SR A P BRI 5 B R AR
WHE TS . SO I cn, <SRk
), F AR B I PR, B ) TR 4.,
BRSO  BE E B A 2s
XRS5 A=A 7 LR ana] 5 e e 7
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W R, Ja gh A% iy U5 S A~ 1A st
A=A B R GEBA (Monga & John, 2008),
BUISEF P 2 ) 5 R A R, A B T 4
BN R R DD e 3 NI NS I 1D = F N E =S 3
S8 2 R A AN R AN — A 2 2 S8 A A X
(Yoon, 2013), BCE}FHF IR 45 B R Z 0] 24
N, TSGR B B R UE 25 6 A
TRMAEW . BG5S BRI Bk A
PRI SR, AT DA P P R e i B el 5 45 T A A
WRIEER, WA SR I, 5 P e U
SRy Al R 18 T TR PR a8 B X R AR T AN A
IS S IR T B B AR 2 R SR ) A e AR AR
TIPS > FH P B kg EL G 1 o i D K] o e
S B, WX v AR A,
5 MG [ B 5 A S 3R 7 i o 2 AT BE AT AP AE
R BRRUNE, B2 0 P T St T 2 (R R[]
JEL P B T R AL B A 2 B A U
T T TS A . 28 BRTR, AR5
iR i A

AR 32 P HLZ (vs G 1 7 U9 PR 2 1 )
S I S ) i 28 (vs AR R 2P B T A

WHTAETE 1 Bk, P A Tl B
I TRAS B XS ) 4 1 B R R Wy CTE (Dewi
& Ang, 2020), P AT R HCG R A Eom TR
AEEXS TS A R R o K (Kwon & Jain,
2009), # BRG] 2 R AR A R, 2
FE Tl SR A 45 B TR ZS b 3 4 5
SRR )4, X AR E RN
DR, I 23 B s B i 15 1) 332 B 28500 2l ok 11 AR
W2 o 24 P Ad 1 & X B AR B T ARZS B Xt
Frf M G ERLER D, HILXT 51 AE
TS /D, DT 2 0 559 5 ) A 1 ik B AN A ok
MR o 25 RT3k, $R A0 A i

AR 4 PSR (vs. & B B 5 B TR
250 it I EL G B B i A DR X S 8 ) 2 i 1Y
T A B AR R

FERfE T T 5 BRlOG 1T SHE R 2 )5
JE SR 5 B AE A A B HLERS A Rl ok T A Y
JTERURWE? WERRM, Mg TR, S
SRR S TR, s T ]
HEP: i (Wang et al., 2019), (B, 24 B
2 G, AL RIS S, T P e —
By (] g AE B AR B A EAL, TG IR

JR 8L L R P R B e, RS EH N
RCR B (L et al, 2021), F [R5 )
5 1455 BR 2000 A1 23 Jif 22 [A) S W7 32 9 (Bellman et al.,
2010), ASBFFEHE H 0T i

firdl 5. P ELG0Y BRI RN S 2 (A 2
PR A RGBS 2 S R
WS R R ] ] B 2 ) U TG R
33 WR 3: AP REER; SENTEEEE

1] 3% A&

BT ERPPR N BT, T
A B T e R, AR TR RS E AL
I —RE B MRAT . T SRR C &
ST IR, R AR U8R B AT O )
H T BRI 22 1 B AR . (T Bk
WP R P F S BT & PRl i, 4 =] R 45
TR T R AT, BRI T Y SR R
HA#(Cho & Cheon, 2004), & AT GEARME M P
B MR AN T B AT SR AR LS 22 5 B 1A AR
58 Aanitt, WL P ERR S (5 B AL
T 5 4 v A2 B 2 2 200 (learning  effect) Y 52 1),
AR Z FA B AT, ek Bk
FR AT e 23 B | DR SR 23 BT PR (Belanche et al.,
2017) Pk, Y7 Bk R My, R 2
B I D T e R e, DA TRTE BGE SR . R
PER TS B AT AR, TR B & T
A5 g T R K 38 2k (Dukes et al., 2022), A4
M EE BT S BGSAT AR, P& e T R
o IL

5 5 4 (visual marketing) Fl 5 0 B 2%
(perceptual psychology )45 i iff 55 22 BH, it
FURY T 5 T R R AT T 4 Bk A D AR Y O
(Brasel & Gips, 2008; Siefert et al., 2008), [K t, 4
FP T B AR m i, BT AW
LRI R ST ST A AR SR, g e e T T
[ELORE =8 SN EE2 4 = SO /N I = ¥
Jo b R AR ) R R AR P R B
FTEPkEL . Aribarg Fl Schwartz (2020)#/F5% & ¥,
{5 BT 5 Y D 2B M SR T P %o T ) s 44
Bk A TR, ER] B DA T P e i N
B, RIS S RORM KR, 2R
H, fFREWRT A IFA R AL, FEE N
M 5] P R R A fig 55 30 IR (Campbell
& Evans, 2018; Wojdynski & Evans, 2020), ZA% L)
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TEREY, — M 2ok P B AR SR AR THE BT & 1
s H—, EESEAEERERMNN D
P, 0 Wojdynski %5(2017) M BE Bl 775 W B (sponsor
clarity) . /= i {5 B3 #% (disclosure) . %A I (lack
of deception) &5 4 B R THE BT S BE R
BB, K2, REgRATEHEE RN
Bk, 40 Aribarg Al Schwartz (2020)7E A/ 5% Hh i@ i
HCRAE BT Y S R S B 4
B Y

&5 5 B (attention engagement theory)IA
K, APEANRE BN TRET X A EERN
£ B & $¢ (attention selection) fl V1 & & 5 &
(attention engagement)f 7F 2% 5 (Pieters & Wedel,
2004). AP AL TSGR fFE B TR I, 2
MAENETH AL, HibaXHE BT
fEAZ L5 B, WX & AR R SR 0
9 (Dewi & Ang, 2020), [Hte, 7T LLE SR T
ITEBRLEZ MM RHOREF P X T
B AP A Bk, s AT R
AAF RN TARZS I, XA 5 ZE B AR T
54 35 K 9 O T (Dickinger & Stangl, 2011),
Fite, " LLGEA RIS P ER N Bk
FRPX TS WER. &L, ATFRES
Pl

A 6: M BE B Sk, A
5 BN RS TR T J5 227 2™ W AR X 5 22 5
HEAFW, BARmE: GHA L TRSAFER
IR, JE 2 R AR RN R 2
E WS 528 A, AP AT REEE R
TSR, EE A R MR TR N WK
AL A EEs Ja e =
34 HRAR

AMRGERAREHIR . ETALEGH
S AT RS I LT L I S L
S A5 22 T 1 38 SR IF ¥ 7 2Ok ik DR G ] A
Bkl woe, TS0, ESE . TG
A1l A 35 FE A & ) 4535 5t T okE
AT HRE VIR, REZIAR W) 58l
fil . FPE BT Bt S Bt R . A
I X} il 5 AR A R A, LA SR AR E S B A Y
e RE, SAERMMEBRERTE@8 LG
ERR, BT BRBUEVET G5 B
BEREE, 5% Netzer 5(2008)FEWF 58 HF4 119

Bty /RBEICAELL, AT LLGE S E B E A
S Fr £ JE 0 W SCAS NS RN 5 B s (an il L 45
B S A5 ) Sf 0 S AT UL ) P sl A A B
TARAS . R 2R XU A B (multi-state hazard
model) (Yu, 2021)A 8 P S &F BN TARE
SRR 5B R AR AN [F 5 BT A 1Y R
B, T RIUEE BT &5 sALH, 56—
K 2017 BN TR M BIGE vs. 4304 8] 52
ik it, i FO B AT U b A e o i IR Bl aE
ERBOR, 10 sl 52 50 b R A IR 2148 im0 L 4K
(U FI R B[] o 55— 25 2 400 1) 1 8 A 4
&, Wit 2 (EEM TR WG vs. ZHED) x
2 (THERMREAME: RREE vs. IZER)
MY ) e, SR 4% 28 2 S 04 7 T 69U A LA A 4R
AR 15 B R AR R AN R A 4F B T
R, BT SRE E B R & g A
[R5 B ) 5 S I R B Rz, 3R BB A AR
[R) S B R BT ke sy . R AERUE .
X SL BT T B RE A LR B I S A5 BE B bk
WIS, FRAR T AR R X S 45 e T
h, &G, @By TE, BT NEZES
(difference in difference) ) 77 2 35 5 5 1) o W% 52
TG JT A A 1 v 2 ) DT G BT R B i P
E 0] R WS HEA TR IEAR o

4 ERHESEIE

EPSE RS S el L B I PR N =
MR BRI R A D I XHE BT TRk
17 T i1 (Chung & Kim, 2021; Niu et al., 2021),
AEER 2 A T X A e ) 5 1 sl B 9 48 L ASE 7Y ) 9
i, RFIEF R SN, SERT &8N
AN, AF B TR & B P S,
s R T T 2 SRR R, AR A
F Il AR BT AE S o [ BRI & r s
JCAE M R P e B, RS, 2019), dLHARAE
i) R B S50 PR B E . AN
TAL G v 0 T 5 R AT B A X [ E Y,
{5 BT & 0 A i ATE R N2 S 8281k Y
(Kanuri et al., 2018), /{5 B T AR B 2 bl
# 15 200 Y A AS[W] 1M % 2 1 #% (Bjérneborn, 2008;
TR 55, 2018) 0 ABFFE R AR B 5015
R FEA A EEREENRE, MHPISNER
AR &, R SNE BT S ORIk
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2y AT A A b, BT P AR EE
UM TR T (sl vs & 1) =4 R 16 )45 (1
HEAT R 1 P AE LA LA B [ 3kt J 1) 2 i) 5 o
e, AR T AT R P s A B
TR B B . A5 B B
5kt 2 A5 BB & 5 LT a0 5 5
TS EREAT S, AR BER (R R 5 TR A Y
FEARXS ZF T LA T &R AN TEAL ] 43 5 AT
TRVE, 2 TG B 5 B mOR Bk A7 A A o 2
5#(Chen & Liu, 2022; Chung & Kim, 2021; Dukes
etal., 2022). 3 H, YECABAZERIME B &
(5] 385 [ 50 (1% BFF 9 A, B 2 e K 44 L T 85 [ st B 7R )
FEAR, Xt TR BT & R R >, AT
FH P AEAR BT 617 500 8 3 S PR AR A ok
Y52 (Campbell & Evans, 2018; Lee et al., 2018).
R, ACBIF 5T 76 DR R P e i Ak o P 28 A8 [R5
BT mREAT o Al 2 b, AR PSR
BT 645 B0 8 i A S A OB P45 R T
RT3 W SR & BN PR S A, R P
AN EE BN TARZE TR 7 A AN TR 4 [l ke A T A 8 T
TEHLE] o O BRI BT PR (psychological reactance
theory)ih b, H P 289 A C =S 1a], 4
JTAEAR PR B B R B U, s
PR 5 LIk H B £J¥(Bang et al., 2018;
Youn & Kim, 2019). 41/ 4b TULSGUF Bon T
RISIXT T 3 A B 0 1B R IT H A 45 19
AL BREAG IR ER, RFRAER LA
HP TR Z el T8RN AL ER
T By ma TP 2R T 5 BT o o AT
H98 (cognitive resource theory)iA N I F* A FI %
BRAREY, I EMEEE LR TS X RILH
Fe2F PR, 2RSSR W OR —E /O B
g 2 D) 2% Bl T P 22 00 DR Bk 5 (Dix et al,
2010; Dewi & Ang, 2020). 417740 T & Bl 5 B
TR 25 R 5 4 o Y A 7K P A BB IR 5 | HG
1, MRS R R E R A S SR B G,
AWFFEHEWT AT ] P 2 R i T A R R
TCIk 45 P s ok e ek D T S BOR P Bk AR B
JoA o R TAE R R RN Bk S AL R 0 R
AT TE AR AT A 220 i FH P Ak TR TR] 45 8 m ok
AT, =4 —RIERH . FIEAHCERM)
HYRAT N o AT I ) 2 20 IR A A% I 55
L (multi-state frailty model)>f %I im H 7 7615 B

PTG e R S AR, ORI R
THE R — AT D3R S L, i %
Z200 . SRR P SRR AT R, R
S AR BT o Rk At AL T AE S AT A A A
TREARAK T -

Hk, AU EE P BRRE BT 5 E
B Y I SRR AR R SRR — A B
B, TR HiEIC SRS BT . DA
TAF BT 5 bR A B 9T 32 2 N5 BT ok
FA) 170 THT R M 1 R, B SR T AN g g ik A )
B BT M (Chen & Liu, 2022; Niu et al., 2021),
SR, 5 BT AR AT A B B AT S i
BT, G B TS . IR A el 2T
T B P T4 R AT e 28 P I E R K,
TR T EG A A M E (RS, #5 B 5 B A
FEHATIE LT HERE R Y ET B AR I
(B8, AR ST TH2498 P W3R T 8 45 50
8, BT P BERE B ) & Z 5 1) 5 5 E W)
Wl o ) Mk R A SCWF S TR R B, R P TT A B
AT R T B AR = NN T N B T,
BT BB S A 8% B AR HR T T P T 5 e A2
FIIAHI(Bellman et al., 2010; Brasel & Gips, 2008).
T4 B ™ Az 1) 8% B RO S 5 B B R AR 1
R, BT RS RE G ) A B g
Ny, I BRI AR Gt H R T 2w
45 J 7R (Bell & Buchner, 2018), 241 {3 B 7 #4457
BAEF P B R e R 2 i BB R R e L,
B0 PR R 25 5 a3 sh P i A7 00 i U8 %5
PR R PR A5 B R U0 45 o B BR LR,
TN 52 10 o i I IR B 5 5 i 8 P P i S R R
2, AR PR R RO 3 S5 o T BRI AN
B B, ABFRHERT T P B A (vs G I Bl
VA ] 23 1 ) 5% 10 J5 82 (] 5 28 (vs. AN TRl i 288) 7 i 19
JUESE., #E—B0, AHREEETTHPER
I TRERE S 5 iE AB AL R ER . AU
SEHEWT A P SRR B TR T &2
{5 BN TR A5 5 Be b 58 I HL 22 19 B i3 B % I 4
[/ S 2™ S T A R B i, JF B P R
)5 5 R S A ik A R RN B R AN B
IR, VAR R B B 0SB ) R R ] 2
TR A BRI I S R J 22T 5 5 2 AT
BB % R ) (R R ) U BUOG R

A, AWFEsE i H PGS BT SR
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B B A 1 R . AT BRI 2 B
IR R RIS 45 10 5 AT R, T Bk
JEXE T POk LR I EE, 7S R D,
IFH— BB AT RS, JEE EHRABR S K
TPrdn, HAaEFEARE /N (Dukes et al., 2022), 2R
WM, — 7T 45 BT 400 fef /o 1 5 ka5 Al
P TR REAT A DX SR, I AR B R
ki3 47 M (Belanche et al., 2017), % — 7 i A&
FFFE T 2 A ) B AT O R, iz
AT HEAT T 45 B 1) R FT WX FP AT A #a #(Dukes et
al., 2022). WFgE M, H P 7EFRS (R B AL #ad A
2B SN RS, S kAt TS i Rl RE
25T & (Belanche et al., 2017), T ME 2 (0 745
TR AR AT 0 ) 5 Bk A7 o B ) 56 B (Brasel &
Gips, 2008; Siefert et al., 2008), &% 5HIEIA
i, AP FEAREE BN TRE T T S ZEERM
T EEBEMTE RS 5 A2 57 (Pieters et al.,
2007), MH P AL F YRS ME B TR AR, 2
R ANFETMTHELES, x4 )2
TH] 1) B2 3 S B R OG0, UL R S R A
G R I R 2 I [ S S S R, 1Y
FAP AL T & Bl E B RS, AT ERE
INEUIN T T S R B R O, RIS
SEJ 5 R M S B R ™ R W A AR [ R S )
HHEE.

AT LA 9E, ARS8 HS STk T -
5, AR R TR BT ] kS oY
POV BT 5 MR or, RE TR 47+
{5 BT RS S B 093 R (Kanuri et al., 2018;
Wojdynski et al., 2017), #R i {5 B F AT 5 AL
K AFTE TR 45 L2 5 1T ) WL FL Bk R 55 28
AL IR B4 BIREAT O, A7 7E Pk Xl ik
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Abstract: As the in-feed native advertising is growing fast, ad avoidance from the users is becoming more

prominent. However, traditional knowledge about ad avoidance is no longer adequate for this new context.

This research, based on users’ dynamic information processing states, seeks to (1) explore the mechanisms

of users’ ad-skipping and ad-blocking behaviors under varied information processing modes (convergent vs.

divergent); (2) apply the re-targeting strategy of “guided attribution” to leverage the signal value brought by

the “residual effect” from users’ ad blockings; (3) apply the re-targeting strategy of “prominence” to break

the ad-skipping momentum caused by the “learning effect” from users’ continuous ad-skippings. While

enriching extant theories, this research provides theoretical and managerial support for the responsive

optimization of in-feed native advertising.

Keywords: in-feed native advertising, dynamic information processing mode, advertising avoidance,

advertising re-targeting





