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PAF R A FRERERG T X e fcth, RARAKAY TFERERESE R, RS AFAXERGE
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B 42

AT EEBERN = AR, B BT E
BATT (RTRACE T BORAR #E A B B34 4 &
AP E ) (LA R fRIFR (PR E ) ) 55— ZR N S Bk
FE ) $EL A IR, SR & MR R L A B
BILE, 1B BHAET LY B&HE £ 1 5K 557
BT, WOEZMERETTIR. RZEMIR T 14
S F AL F LGN 4 TS
PEAE TAE Z AR B R G B 1y EZE 54T, 3
L ARATE R SR & LU STk R 2
JREEM T ZHENAEFTFEE, I ReEA TS
COCTF 45 B MR TP A7 T AR A R B S AR M s M i K
JER IR SRR ) B, RELHIRTES
H&WMERE AT R &S THIRT., B
Be P ESENF S S L R R ) E BN, KE
L RES T ME B EZ 74 240 BER
gt mdE Ry, WEZHEATFRE50F
YIntaE B 2.5 f5. M 2020 IR, 3E 3 4R
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MBS WOINRS . K, 7247 5N, MER
FeFEE G R G o AR A A T 20 Y R S
filh, X BE RN . MR A RS L VR
S ORI SE AR b A A TR
ARSI R MR AR, R ZE 0 HARAN
AN PR A, T RIFETEREE 5 T i 5Tk
A (contribution imbalance) ¥} K EBEGIH T
EARPET R BRI RS e BALE, A A R R T
HE. APRZHERZE ., th& 3 HE =AM ER
WHZROV I AR, BAOkSE, T REZAN
HEAFER W Y 255, B LAXTER G AE 55 78 1k
149 T Bk BE A7 AE = IR 2 43, 3k 22 55 B R BTk
Bl HR— MR, A SCRIT I Z RIS 15501
ANRBR TS 58, s ERlE. K. 1’
JBAC B TR . BB R RS
REEARERATER BRI E, ERE
43 T BT R AN X5 08 25 30 o 5 10 A% M X6 T SR e Y
T B AS RGN, 3 I A6 A B TP g R 52
BEE AR SE 5 S R AT . BRE R, REFAER
— IR R BE 4T T s B T ST Yy, R
FEZ )23 1 BRI A A A, I 2 TR
K (restore fairness) (Mikula & Lerner, 1994),
TZ—J7, I THCLTARA S HT,
2338 b F 3R B A F IR (A 2 Bt DL i B
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&), ek —Jr, T ACE T AR AL
PIr, il I EEAT R R R A2 T 2 (i
D NPT LABRBE X J5) 0 KRB FEE AR
AN B ZE AR B, TCie e TTmk
Z-BRBIARNF-A R, WA Q7 iE 2Tt
R — TR B A R, BOCBEXT T7 7, 5k
AR, S e #0 2 1Y 7E 5 BE 1 S AR PR 2
R, 52 B =25 5K 1R T8 2 A7 vl LB B ok b ax A
B SR, A IR FEOC R FR A A IR A,
M SE B RBEN TR S S Ao 8 b, AR
KBS N n EAR A, BT R FETE
FEAT 55 T I DT IR AS 387 5% 50 e = AR MR B 15
M . AL R 2 A, M T R 220 b A AR R A
Ry AR AT 1 A4 B e 7 58 2 AR 0 B A 2k
i ST R G (LB 1) BT I, A SCEERT
Ry T UL K G BE R & 11 2 el 7™ A o A 3
Wik

HHTTETE 22 & AT AR U, 46 KR 2B
WFIE B2 R B BB A SRAT hy, A NIk EE 2
BN AV 4 1) 52, JFI0A % 8RB LR
KoK 8 (19 %2 i (Simpson et al., 2012), 1R/DF
2 O G E A T v TR BE AN S8 08 SR RE T 9% T
BT R o AN A PR . S sg
HIHL A JETT, W R T IH S AT M S A
(Brick et al., 2018; Inman et al., 2018), 343 T X}
SRR R F ST P AT M 1) B

Hk, T 525 TR R E 4 200 5 BERRE
(Poeschl, 2007), ZEKEA: T o BT AN 15 Dl
WAFTE, BHIKARZ 4 E C AR TIFTR T R gk
15 W SRS (Gordon & Mickelson, 2018; Hu &
Yucel, 2018; Koppen & Trappe, 2019; Rodriguez-
Stanley et al., 2020), #&T, JL-F-FrA A5z AR4E
TEAE 23 22 B0 B2 1 SR BE T T 40U, B A4 A4
KT IR XS WS AT RE . CRW R B
BEORFR M KTy, WARSERY I, B R R

T X A R AR (PP E R 5, 2020),
AR/ ARG DG FEXTH S8 AT R A5 T A SO
HAEHET NI, 8IT KETTERA LB T 5%
Wil R BE DG R Ab, T LA HE G0 98472, DAE
X G HE BTHRAS BB AH GBI AY

W Ah, A 5T 3R R FE DTN B 5 R ISR
ISEMEBLTS, RFER BN 5 X LA K53k g
Yo X G B PSR RN G B T 2R 152 o N[ T 22 A
FEHE BRI PSR AL T (Latané, 1981)FIHE 452
(Goodman et al., 1985){E K AT, A0F
SEANHTEHLAE /R T G RE M AT AT DAAE R —
PR BIEAT . BRNRZENIEN T, BY
KL S5 DR TP A 25, RN
J5 AT LA 3E A A N 4 ) SR AT A SR R A R T IR,
TCNT Q] LA G AE I %) R G 2 A A I SR A ]
SIS N A EE ST, BIRME, A&
TSR AT 2247 A Ao T A28 T PRl AS (8] 49 &
HIBAKE, e 02 ME 2-EiRE AR
SEEIRMEIE SRR A O AR BRI A
—EIRPEI PAMEXT O, AR T RFE T
BRI T A 5 4 A WO EEHLE], 48R T stk
BEW— )7 AR ReiE o B R F M AR &
X7 RAR I OB, e FE BTk A i — 5 )
TR B TE A FRBCHL ok b B DT kR 2 1 — T,
MR 3R 5 PR Oy 2 SR M 2 G ik
MR, 00 AT B MR IR E A PR s S R
BN TF Bk SR, T A 58 E 2 % 0% & DUk
5 P FAT g SCHR Z (] SRR VA AT 22 XA
FhARBE 22 W T ST A RIERE . RIR
RFXZMEWEEAEM, 4500 BT IR T
RFRWRE RGN, A7 E R AT 13
it WA, AMFREZET D ANFIERZE . AR
HRZE | &R EE = AR 808 /Y
R, WA PR A SR A A& 0T
1A e B 5K 1 DA AR LT, 3F — 28 IR T %A

A i} B,
GATEM) |« | REREBRNE 1 e,
KEH Ty | KIS
S ||| s mwmmasar ||| dwsenme

K1 RFETITTHEHART WEEN SN T 5 RS
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PG T, R T B A AME
2 XEGRR SRR

21 REESFHRESHHR

Mo REEIMA, BB E MLt A
W37, BESRZRES TE IR KBRS
A% (Poeschl, 2007; KShnt, WA, 2014), BFRA
B, BRI A S T B AEE, Bk
05T 1] T 0505 22 19 5K 55 LA A5 5 P 0l A1 1 0K
ok G 1 OB AT A (Tichenor, 1999); HIE %
PR AR B TAE L A8 T AR Rl B ), Tl 3] 5
Je B 2 PEATI SR 25 7 40 L 55 PR 2k T 31 =5
% 55 1(Goldberg & Perry-Jenkins, 2004; Shelton &
John, 1996). HIRTEM A& I, AMTAEFH B P55
F X (Botkin et al., 2000; Claffey & Mickelson,
2009), ZRiMis*xt2sk 30 ™ ERYHE LR, Lk
TEZR 55 55 B A b 1) DR LL R 5 PR R e ek
A PLS:(Hu & Yucel, 2018),

RFAEFZ AT 55 h TTHRAS S A1 BUAE R E A=
T A . X LA ST BRI, R
FEEAL S P AT IR, AERTE . K. &
A, BT & WK M (Gordon & Mickelson,
2018); FEESIRMZE, AREEFETTRERE
LR GER . WG AR AE 55, K55 978 HUEH
) —/INER A3 o AR AL SR 55 55 sl i 31 At
MG BEAT 55 Sk, Lo PERR T 555 55 3l L ok E
Z U, @B T ZERCTAE, ik
IEFMERIRE | R 2 B B4k R TAESE(Smock
& Noonan, 2006). X 24T 55474 fif B 1) 51 M 0
HAE, BECH R Lo PR TAE” (female-typed
tasks), 4R, FEERILH —L“fm B PEAL” (male-
typed tasks)f T/, WMEH | VEAFIRT TYES,
T 7 X 28 R E AT 45 I 1T 9 BTk B K (Poesch,
2007), MEAh, FREE HURA —SEANHE A O v 1
Y T./E (gender-neutral tasks) 21 R Ji XX 5 AC £ &5,
XL AT 55 2 v R A7 AE M A B, Bt R U,
F2 I B R AR XSS A 55 b R 2 R
(Wood & Eagly, 2012), R $5E_FASK AT REA74E
— AW Z, Mo — I AR A

MHTE F&, R T R 55 TR Y
—ME, FARFNEAHL 60 FRTMFT THA
BT o AT B R B IE (relative resource theory)tA
H, AR A R B — T SRR K 55, T

PERER TR R . LRI E 1 43 TR i g T
BRI A SR, B 5 AR 555k
(Blood & Wolfe, 1960), 3| EHIEIN A, Bk
ML AHYAORRENER, CHENZEL
MR R 55573, XMREAAEANT R . ok
EOPUR RPN T K T Y (M B8 [ W NE 2 N
{5 % (Ferree, 1990; Potuchek, 1992), W4k, Hf[A)iE
AR EE (time availability-constraints theory)iA
i, BT EZ MR RE TAE B, BT D4
K55 57 ol LW B [E) gk 2 45 B il (Sanchez & Kane,
1996), RSB, LS PR Y
FARE R T oMK 55 55 sl or kR B s T 8 Mk i B
%o RIS, LRI REL SR EA
MAETEMN, FRMTFETHON X — IR
D4 H 2518 /i (Bareket et al., 2021),

WJER EF, HEiREREEF ST B
FHICWF I E AR h e At S a0 B4 (W K BE 5T
TR, R B, R F S5 1 1 BTk
ABJEAE 2R EARAY O R W B . SRR IS 4
Fia . B AR BERAREAKT . EE
FRET JEMC RIS, AT Z I — T 2
B 2 1Y JE 7 MM AR TS 46 25 (Gordon & Mickelson,
2018; Hu & Yucel, 2018; Koppen & Trappe, 2019;
Rodriguez-Stanley et al., 2020), b4, H EHNEE
T BB AT A AR T RFEM S 55 57 8o TRl LA
R G HE AR B 7 S I SE (FF L RE 45, 20205 26
g4, FFERE, 2018) BARMFIY GvE T RFEK 59750
I3 TR T RBEW Py s, H KRBT MK 55 57
SIS AN L, npemipL . EHALEE A,
22 AFEIEHR: BEARHERMERBMALF

ERFRRL, HEA P ROEHEZEMN.
R BN AT, AR, A ERNE
AR RA RGO A (A FRT R, KIGE
Ie, T A, 2020), fBL-T- AR kB AL 2 35 %85 0C ARl
RKEG b, —MBkil, REXRTAHANNESR
SEAMEE, BEAHMBERAEFI OG0, & 5.0 T
fHs, WAL TF A5 E R, RE
FaHIRHRY, REXRET, RARSHRLT,
T 52 %) 58 % 6 R AR F 22 (Mikula & Lerner,
1994), JL4 Clark 1 Mils (19934 3658 5 2 53
3% 58 ¢ F& <A RO R ML B RIS
Frok, N KA RO RMNFAC By IR, T 55 25 5%
RESFFORIEN, 7AW EHBEF RN, 4
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1M Clark HERHE T, 5K 2 WAGE ] TR % OC &
By PRAECIRES, R 6 R AR R RS TG 45
WEMAARFEMHEN, WATFMTE, BE%E
WO, AR om0 . 58 2 Rl ) 2R % 6 R
i, A REMEIATE T4 H B (Rands & Levinger,
1979). &0, MEWR . FHEEHNTRAERE
& R BEAFAE (Kirchler & Maciejovsky, 2001),
A BIFFEXT T2 W 43 T 18 45 0 32 UL
ZMXRNITIS, FERSEEZHRID . AT
WA B RS I, EEG LR R, Filn,
it (Shelton & John, 1996)ikH, WA &/
A BRI 25 e KAk, BT AN AR UL, R &
DR REEAL S, A RERRTEE EARTHAF .
SRMTZBIGIE TR . EAEAMNXR, A
T HTT G RE TP 4% G 2 o P 5 I Clark F1 Mils
(1993) 1 W 25, & R H 3¢ #t & &R (exchange
relationship) M3 3¢ £ (communal relationship)Z
7o KRR UTE RIS BN, 45T % J5 Fl 25
B[R B BAEEX 7 2 TSR . SR ILA X R
FZ, —Ir ST X 50— et e o — i fR Akt
Fl 5 s Ab, AR R MR, WEREEED
B LR FEAR OC R WU IS W 1 SR 2256 & (Claffey
& Mickelson, 2009), Hlitt, 7ERFELFR T, KA
PRIFBERS, HEARRHRAT . HAEHRR
HIAELE, WA D, Baa Rk, X
2338 U N AR . ik, AP 3ER (equity
theory) % BL2 (it T H BAF IR RE . A T3S
(Bird, 1999; DeMaris & Longmore, 1996)1\ 4, 4
PEARAR 35 2 allad D B RIS BT, B3R EIAET IR,
SR KRB RATPEN%. Hik, A
MRFIMP R ERZ RN EFEENFIEFESN, 4
SN NI F Y (Pifia & Bengtson, 1993), X —
IS B E R AT, B3 T ARE IR RN
¥ #ilin, Goldberg il Perry-Jenkins (2004) % Bt
TR, ARMBAA T SRS . (B2,
WA R, ¥H LM, ATFHIBIEARE
BRI, WAEIEA—E BWRE A i, w5t
BB R A ER), RIEITIR 2 BB AT
(Chong & Mickelson, 2016; Ferree, 1990; Hu &
Yucel, 2018; Major, 1993; Pyke & Coltrane, 1996),
SEATFHEISHRET X —ME, MBI R, B
TS B B4 BT K 4 25 4 AR R T LS e S 8 SF- 4,
A AL AIE B (justification) X 8 1 23 - 7= A 5

S (Major, 1993) . NN S5 1 R 43 T.0] LIk
Gk, WA T RIRRIEAE . B AR T
i+ 1] 38 7 1 (Chong & Mickelson, 2016), 5
Z= 5 PR M AR5 (Coltrane, 2000)%

A4, BTERAS S8BT o 1 R A IR 5 AT
BIJRERAT A= A BRI 2 MRS R,
RLERXRRMARN R G, HEHE ST KK
N F-4T M (restore fairness) (Mikula & Lerner,
1994), il Pe AL Jy (Latané, 1981)FIHE 261 38
(Goodman et al., 1985)0] LA 0 5 B R ZEMK 5 25
3R SR, TR SCERUERH, % 32 1 I 3K B,
TH AT A R UAE IR E AR, 5175
M, RELMRENDEN MR EH M, H
I, A SCRIHT L AT SR AT A R AT AR, 4R
FBETH PR AT RV T DL R — Pk & 3h 45
IV, ARG I
23 ERMHEBEME

EIRMETH SRR R S ERERISN  Ham .
5 A 25 K R OGTH 9547 M (Alba & Williams,
2013), 7ESCUEAFF P PR LA 72 AR
F, BV A o R M T R SE
(Strahilevitz & Myers, 1998); H¥r#lfa, El¥H
FRor Ry = SRk B AR AN SE A M H A% (Batra & Ahtola,
1991), ARG RET MM, BRIHTEE
T4 R ZEDTBR AN A I 00T, 0 Ji il S = AR
FE RIS IS A oS Alba 1 Williams (2013)
HIRE XL, ABI UG =2 R M g O — R e] L3
b AR A RAZ B, AR LR TR IR
BB, BEWE R AT ET 2 AR 52
FME e, EAEIIREM . ST EMAEetE Y
e, CEREW R AR AR H TR, BB AT
SEERHEAS H ARl 58 4 BT 55

2 LA BHC B AN AR R X S AR T 2
BRI HEAT T 7 mFoE . A3 I, #F 5T 3 B
NATX FaE R E AR 3 B KR AR e, A
IR PR R E T O At B (Linden, 2007), i
wm, ATEEREZE# . ZRN. SHOew,
MARTE . FEIRN . REAEY; TEEVA
WA RMEMNE R, DL, HE2ER
K% (4 B 1] 1 58 /T B} (Rogers & Bazerman, 2008),
b TARK T B (T FE, RAefH, 2016), AbTEARE
B S Ak S B (Loewenstein, 1996; Read & Van
lecuwen, 1998), ERAH ™ i BEBE BT (vs. [F) A 326 £
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77 ih) (Read & Loewenstein, 1995; Read et al.,

4555 17] )Bf (Chernev, 2004; Dhar & Wertenbroch,
2000; Dholakia et al., 2006), A& 2% # AT I8
BZ, b+ IAJ A ff ik A B (Shiv & Fedorikhin,
1999), M e if [RIARAIE, ASBEAF 405 ARG 1Y
WA (Shu & Gneezy, 2010), #4216 T 1
PERE L A1 he LI By B0 Y S AR M P, TR 2 B
KIAROH I 52 TP o

WER BB, ZHiA REIERRY, R4
ZEIRMETH BT LLA T S B A ok IR O At B, H 2
ARECT S TR 7= i, S SR PP o TIH 2 B 1K
W IF %A R B B9 2 ) (Keinan & Kivetz,
2008; Kivetz & Keinan, 2006; Kivetz & Simonson,
2002; Kivetz & Zheng, 2006), H11E: 237 % NPK
(Kivetz & Simonson, 2002; Strahilevitz & Myers,
1998), [F = SR M 2 AR A TR B — 4 K (cue)
s, OREMLA AL EG Bk R, T ELEE
B2, &AL UE Tt B 58 43 (Hsee, 1995; Shafir
etal, 1993), CAMFF ABL T Km0 LU SRR
BEEACUE A, e, 2 A Bl A R
il F IS, AT B B R e 4 SR M o (vs. S ]
PEr=dh) (Kivetz & Simonson, 2002; O’Curry &
Strahilevitz, 2001); 45 SR M G ILHL T — 24
LRSI, B85 5 B 5| J) (Strahilevitz &
Myers, 1998); AT BB 45 H & Pk 52 AL
Y, 4t A PesE =2 R @R ALY (Lee-Wingate
& Corfman, 2010); YK B A4 91 21 25 B ok
VIR 22 2R M 7= B 1) 175 24 (Kivetz & Zheng, 2006);
IR O U AN Z B, B
Al REME &1 N (O'Curry & Strahilevitz, 2001); 247
s AT TN, T Pt 2 ) TR AT AR Ak
Al B3, 3G 0 0 52 R P P Y O A (Khan &
Dhar, 2010); 477 i A R85 A, 2 5% 7 i (4 TR
5 S8 T2 A 5 (Kivetz & Zheng, 2017),
RIS FEAE L (vs. B R SRAEBORT, 2%
TR I K S AR, RO AE G FE R [R] ik p H
T PR B AN [A) B 96 21k (Garbinsky & Gladstone,
2019); %52 L EE SRR R pE 2 WL 2%
IR PR, R AT B R 0 £ i B S AT
Xof SRR A R BE B, AT A A=
IR E YW S (Thomas et al., 2024), B LIEH, 3
. PEE . R B, BN E AT L

A BT, TG S AR T S . A
MR IR ZH00 T5 A 0 H T8 R
FRTENRIR R b, AR 2T N A BRE. S A BE4Z
AR UE A B B o L, ARORXT T AR
PR T ZAR VI Z 1 A BR R AR X T 1%
B
24 REERMKEBEMBRGHBRRHAR
PEAR ) A5 T8 P LR AE H A 16 b AR o
W, REMA—ELBTHE . BEY. EE.
W, G0N J7 TR TET, 2B 1 1Y R e T VR T
ERFEA MR, SR, HETAAH
T 5T A NS, BUA BIFFE SCHR AT 205 A A
IR EL . SEATIRE T B, LIS IR G 2 e 52
WA A B35 5 22 /0 (Peck & Shu, 2018),
AL 70 ARG, BRATH SRR TH —IK
W E e, Hih L Davis (1970, 1971, 1976), Davis
F1 Rigaux (1974)7E Journal of Consumer Research
F1 Journal of Marketing Research Wi 1] | & 2
Zhm CE AR X, 2R HRCET
V@ B PE W, B B T (Hempel, 1975) il % H
(Shuptrine & Samuelson, 1976), LA K HAth i) 104 45
RS, AR 25 (Ferber & Lee, 1974; Qualls, 1987);
HRZMARSRUFRM T, HREBEAMR
KR, 7Ear B AT RS, H 2012
AR L HAE Journal of Consumer Psychology LA
LROE KR RS, 2 E AT 06 8Ok B 2 1 T
TR IR T AT IR R, A Ak
AT 37 BN B A1 915 S 952 M (e.g., Garbinsky
et al., 2020; Garcia-Rada et al., 2022; Liu et al.,
2019; Hasford et al., 2018; Ward & Lynch, 2019;
Yang et al., 2019;), Simpson 55 A (2012)#1 T —
JUIR B PR BRI TE P NI & TH Tt 3R
5, B Y Rl 5 RE RS S kST 1,
M2 & 38 B 5% W i J5 19 2 #5 . Dzhogleva Al
Lamberton (2014)AF5E &I, FEARNI7 9 A $5K
oI G PR 25 R . R AER R A #E K
I, B2 2 & PR S IR, iz E 2 )
WA, REXRERT, MR AN E
ZIH T OB SR, TR X R AR — T
M2 5T/ S OB R i, X 2 AR BT K
R R o TEXUT 1 AR A R R LR, B
Rk WL H I (Brick et al.,, 2018), Cakanlar %
(2023) kK B, TEFFRRBLIM AT R AT NG, &
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RABIT W P8 080 B C W ] Re8eA T i AT
M, B Ry A Sy xR 2R TR B A TE
1, HEAL AP RIS bk iy smZUEE

[ PN 2 gl A b A 24, X E R
T TR IR AT T A s 4R o X DUA R 1A
A A8 1 5 i T 2 B SR AR, AH OGRS
FK LT ) PO AT (B, AP ETE, 2015), %
% 57 g RIS BT (R Be 4%, 2018), H EIR
B R E S5 0 05 2% T AR R R A (P ERE 48, 2019;
FUGHN S, 2017, G 4, 2018), DL KR
] AT SCAR T B o (WK BT, 45 EBE, 2017)Fik
TR A& (E YL, fFERE, 2011), BRI, X —
[ B 5 WF 9% B 22 $th 52 B0 500K o BOGRR AR, 4548
ZH, FEWENEE. HEO TS 2 R
(I FE AT SR ARG [ =, 3 — 4T 0] 1 o = 5 1
FER
25 ®HRIFR

JE W LAE SCHERTT A1, R ZHOCRFZETTHOR 1Y
HRUFTEPAET 1SS0 B, E2%
HETTRRAS XS T 5 0E X R W52, DB R T
FRETH TR W ) SCHK, R T R E 7™
a2 b, ez M P, ARBIFGERE X R 2E XU
14 5T IR AN B0 58 A 23 2l G F 5 S 5 | A %)
TH P EAT U, AN B Y8 % 5T 32 Y B
WL, HAMNE AT SR A e (L, R EE
AEHE— 2D IR X ZEE OC R 5 K ETH 28 BEA% .
A, AR SCEHT LT 94T R RIS AR R, B
FREIH TR ANAT Ry [RIRE AT DLl — P &2 2l 25
W, SEMRGHE T

W R ZEC R PR BE G 2o, AR LA
5 B PR I S T BT 2R AT, A TR R Y B S
fil, [EIWFRAE RS ARME, HETX TEEH
PR B S A SRARNT R =, HW 9T 7 ik LA
JR B . BRI R RS T TR, (A
FEWCAR 1Y 2 N2 H A 24 (individual data), i
AREHEIFM ZoidE(dyadic data), L&A EIE%
BB R ZEZ R o0 HAKSZ R, X R ARBR ] T4
REG I EVE R o A SOl R ZE T
P, (AR -F U HARBAL, 43 BI85 5TRk 2 19
— 7 RO BTHR A 0 — 5 (0 BRI, I PEAR AE D3R
T AR e AT B O P B ERE L, 4 e B R fekt
FR

3 WHR{E

A 5T 1 BIF 5 1) 88 5 8 7 35 2o SR 22 HAR AN
BN, WERFELEFEL S DoAY
X G BESE SRR P 20 o M A B SIS 1) R
LB, ASCEIT T A BB, 7
Sl

WFIE 10 RFFEFRBEATLF LR TR K
Jo = A M 9% 4 5 W) B2 LRI 5

WEFE 20 RFETTIRAS KX 52 BE =2 AR M TH 95
W] {49320 AR PRI o

WHFE 1 B R R AL BEAT 55 H STRRAS
) %oF R e 5 SR M T B B S [, R v R
PO IHLH R PE T o IR/ A SR B i &
BTk Y — D5 M TTRR 22 B — O R B A
YEHL.

WH5E 2 BRI =AAFAE, 7302k
FRIEH R MM O BEE; APRZ B R: A
[CE B ENHE RS A S SR O & (A 3
TEWFFR I SE Al 2 b, — 2D 4h e B AT R 22
TEAE P 52 HE B Sh A X A i AE . PIASBIFSE 2 1)
A SC R W 2 FR .

31 AR 1 REASHIXERHKAHWNRES

IR H BB R R LR R

W 1 HBR: $—, BT REEREL
55 Y TR 22 S (LB 1 TR vs AN )Xk
T (FEM ERRA T vs AR 5
=, WX T stk E b1 —T5, sTERAR S S AT
PR S iE B, 35 S AR T 9% o
311 REEZSHAHAHLSHBEMALTE

T, RS, RIEBITEEW L
DURRAS 38 58 A7 7E, PRI PR 200 F 9 DT kA 24
Xof WU SE e - o b2 . DI ARZ
FAEWF R R, fERBEAE S5, %W 5Tk
AR LG, g N T 00 A RO P R O
(Claffey & Mickelson, 2009; Gordon & Mickelson,
2018), HIEFM USRS . MK, £
SR IE AN R L LB TTER 22T, R SR
(Dancer & Gilbert, 1993; Esping-Andersen et al.,
2013; Gordon & Mickelson, 2018; Poeschl, 2007),
TR AT 2 B A 72 L ) B R 42 25 T L A R 2
Wg? Fi M F I, HA Y RIERI RKEEAZ
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i Bro2: R4k i

| R AR | |

! PRI f e 30 ;

E SRy [ G Y :

| anst: AREERE ||

: BREIPE :

E Bvs. B E

| oshRsms taEE ||

5 PERIP4Sc AL ;

' Bvs. & '
| —ER AL |
, ) LERAS R :
| (RFEIOHHR) eI
| ez ;
|| Fegetegp . _ |
U g THRDHI AR e
5 TR S ;
: Y| —EPAHL K R |
| FEAEE) BAIRAF
! ﬁjﬁxifgvs. i
LS P | |
E TR L vs. E
| TRk/> = y&%ﬁﬁ |
] e i H/NALYE
| hEE |||
: BRSEL: TR 5 RS R 20 |
i LR ||
i i !

B2 PIASBESE A2 5 OC R 1R

oS5 I AT S5 I, A S WOA R 2 AP (Pifia
& Bengtson, 1993),iX —HIS1E 2 T AR 2 IR 5T
137+, Gordon Fl Mickelson (2018) & ¥, K3z
TA R A I 1 BT TR R AN B A R B, A T BRI B
0o TRIE, AR A PR, 4 SR e i T A8 1 %
AT, &M R FE0Y DT B Y AE, AR
A TIEA S, AR AN, 4 THISE,
FI 3R A SRR A PP 5 23 B 5 (Goldberg & Perry-
Jenkins, 2004; Willigen & Drentea, 2001), 4££{H
1) — 77 7 R BEAT 55 T STk ROk B D, 55— 5 sk
[LEA T A B S NN I ¥ e S F N

(Dancer & Gilbert, 1993; Robinson & Spitze,
1992), HIMCHED, 7EZRBEAT S5, K IFEM MY 5Tk
AN (vs BT ) FT LA Jd 2558 i B R
oS BAR 10 RIFTEZIEAL S5 Y TTIRAN 1
(vs. DTHR AT ) 25 T BOR ZERANA A
312 TEAHSIGMWT B =R iEH B [6
MR DATE SCHR PN A B 98 A W R RE 28, =2 R 1k
TH B ) FE AT TR R BN P S B (S &
R 55 AR /R S5 2 b e = AR /IR 5 ) . TSR
TR OV T2 5R d/ e 55 A S R A I SE R JRD ) 7 i
U X AR IR 55 A S R A SRR, DA A S



%8 M AibEE A R

WAL RIETTHOR I 5 G = SR 3% 1257

B ) 5 B T8 2 AT S T 2 R IR 55 1 3 A AR
K. 5 HlLHE £ (Garbinsky & Gladstone, 2019),

AR T S PRI B, = SR M TH 2R AR AR X T-TH
BB W RO AR M AR U 9 5% T (Keinan &
Kivetz, 2008; Kivetz & Keinan, 2006; Kivetz &
Simonson, 2002; Kivetz & Zheng, 2006), [K It 5 %%
FHW L RM MR FET 2N A A S
(justification), FEULFEAE [, ARSCNN, KELSH
T STERAN Y, LA S H ey ok A8 B R AN 24 S T LA
VRSN —FP B, O 52 SR VT 9% 5 Bt 5 1 AL e W]
FEIE IR ZEHE AT e b i ARV e i . T
TUBRAN 1 TR A7 7E DTRR 22 19— J7 R BTk 1 — 7 T
AN, BRI HATIRG

YERTTIRZ 19— 7, TERIEAE S5 AT T 8
ZW T, MATHEZMHEE, L TALSFLR
T EHTr . BTARIBETER DL, AT %5 91 Ry
A4 307 B IR AT AL B R H A B
W =E 5z, PEMVE R —Rh kAL B iy, H9n = 2k 14
H 3% (Kivetz & Simonson, 2002; Kivetz & Zheng,
2006); [FIF, BATE Z 0BT LA A B 2
e, XWMANTIE -2, “RA%
NTHEASH AT (Kivetz & Zheng, 2006), 5%
JIVERAT St w] LS i B 3 T 2 AT
(Kivetz & Simonson, 2002).Kivetz Fll Zheng (2006)
R AWM, TR LPRWE JIE, & 2HRHUAPR
PRI LR, A CAHRXTESS )y R
SRR, R 23 4 hn Bl R S AR R 7 A I T BB
2RO 2 R LR A I 5 S SRS, A2
IR B B K R VDR, SBURSCR A T H 2 1)
BT, A2 B ORI SR (Mick &
Demoss, 1990), Chung %5 A (2023)tH & B, Afi1&
BT B S5 00 TARAS B0 3 Hh 2 PR B ) 46 2R A
SORMENG N b W, AR E 28 T — 7,
REANTE Z2 (%% 7 F R4 SR BT DL2S T i AT B
FoHF (self-reward) ], FEHGIN AR VETH 2% o
TERFER R IR A AL S b, B0 3 2 5Tk A,
WA T HEZWS ), B2 8 TEZHA
NP, DTS ] T B CE AR F, IR
TERFEAR HEAT B IR 508 9% b it | RS0 pL, oF
7388 3ok 555 5 P 2 o TR0 6 52 AR T 2 vh 1 e
REORARIL A2, PRI HEN, W SR R AT 55
PR T STERAR Y, MERTTRRZ 0 — T, SR E]
A, B A A FE S, R T =

SRPEBR G 9%, JFAE RS 52 R TR SR AL .
P, Bk

SRR 20 RFIEZRBEES TH ot E 21—
J7 (vs. TTRR D), 23 PR R 8RN B AN 23~ 35 i 4 i I
CH AR ER.

SR 3 X RFEAE R BEAT 55 h BTk 2 1Y
— 7 (vs. SURR )R UL, SRS 22 F F A Fe 25
EAE TTRR 22 5 55 AR MV 9 /5 R pe AR ) Ak i X
A

YER STk — 5, fEZIEAL 5 A T8
DSy, AT ARG PR, ABRE
F Y AR 7 A T N BR SS AT [) 1A A A L
M H A ST ARSI, S 7 E 2R 5
PRECE A T E AR RA, AT ENIKZ S,
L2 2R ] — 2807 B 52 N B 18] 1 24 SF 5 2 4
(Lee-Wingate & Corfman, 2010), Kk, 7T LIE H,
NBRIEF B NIRRT TR BN A 2 5 A
S BRI HOH S AL TR T & AR
KRNI A B, B—RTT, FEHK
B TR E D — 7, AnRARIA X R
RN, WK 4. RATE AL
SR JE B AR B IR B T A O ST E D i
MAEAN V25, WIHEA ZEMAIX, JUH
e RO R (vs. 58 & B O R ) W (Chong &
Mickelson, 2016; Clark & Mils, 1993; Gordon &
Mickelson, 2018), [ t, *FF sk i— I ki,
HEHFXS AN Z G, W BT

FAb, USRS BRI, IR A SISO,
T 23 PRI Ay A K A5 AT 1Y 4 TR A O 9 S R0
(Bird, 1999; DeMaris & Longmore, 1996; Major,
1993) ZHIHIBIFERD], HPNIXELE ™25,
T P E 2l — RN 5 ok D B A 2
WP, ik A C IS RS . X e g5 gal
HE 35 b 4~ N % 42 (intrapersonal) Fll A Fr % 12
(interpersonal) i F!(Lee-Wingate & Corfiman, 2010),
A NERAE ERF, A7 WIS 4 I I 2 & e i
B A P 0T Y 5 5 IR 45 (Okada, 2005), T
A B T 3K B R R BN RS A, B AR A
(Nowlis & Simonson, 1996), AN 1] T HEAT = IR
£ 2% (Kivetz & Zheng, 2006), MiX— #4331,
PIPX 2 R AT 1 385 W) S 2 AR M 7= it I R, AR,
X PR RS, APREEAE LA NIKIE
W 37 2 W A AT i (Lee-Wingate &
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Corfman, 2010), b {750 2 25 W SE 35 4% S ol JE b
W I IRE o, By R X RE, b ATA RE i
EARMETE SRR, LRl A R, A B
KRG EB I, R D 0N PE
(Lee-Wingate & Corfman, 2010), #f53&KE, 1H %
AT DL o e AT, B B O RS IR R 2R
LTI M AR FEAR A C 19 PO (Strahilevitz &
Myers, 1998), s n] LU it 1198 [ 355042
FIFEAR MK (Mikula & Lerner, 1994), 44 b ifisy
Br, ATLAASH, ZERBEAE ST, STikE D —T7,
23 PR A SR AN 2 S T 72 A X AR B 22 17 9K,
T S o B A AR BRI 5V 9% A T SR SRR VA 9%
SRAMEXTT5, R A C Bk R, an
REFBEAT S5 74 T stk A, AE R sk i —
J5, RN B T XHEEAR AR, BT LR
SxYGIm, B R ST AR ER G Bk, JF
TERF IR H ORI, BT I, APt
R

SRR 40 RFLEFRIEALS ok E DRy —
Ji (vs. TTRRZ2), 2 PR A B0 B 20 - 35 1 42 1w A
CL 1 IR

S ABIE 50 X R FAEFIEAE 55 b STk D
(89— 5 (vs. DTHR 2 ) R U, SRS 24 1 i P PR AE
TR 5 AR T 2/ SRR /)N [R] S 4 =X A

fEH
ZE L, WFEE 1 SUSRIE R EEAE LR A Bl A 3

A 4 fR:

32 MR 2 REHAHEmMBMATEHNBREY
WER: MEESIE. ABRZTE, HeXhEE
5% 2 W E R, AT &I TRk 3

R 32 ) SR T A o AR ST K A

NEEHRZE . AR HRE | a8 3R E =4

7 ATV .

A NFFIEE 2 FRE, AR5 A a8
BUEGT vs SR AT LR T TR AS 0 2
R . — BT, SME ST SR S A AR
IS X(EEs 4, 2010), FFRIA T
OISR, Lotk £ (1) 5K 55 (Lothaller
et al., 2009), T2 51 A @ B & A N 5 %
MR 554y TR A% . BRI, RFERFA T %
IR AL G5 UL A (B, XA R A
B Z X %l (Gordon & Mickelson, 2018), Ti*f % 55
8l F R DTERANYY, R PSRRI 0 ot L
GRS TN 5 BB A A (Lavee & Katz,
2002). MZ 55 FEF L Z 1811 43 Be 58 T 55 B Y
B, PS5 AL M H AL S A B S A A T
ZAF B (Mikula et al., 1997), 54 25751 1 5
N2 AL G R PR A I N2 o8 2 1 56 T R o T

BAHARANF

HEREHEE

Y

pd

REFEFR AL S5
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flg 2% (Kluwer et al., 1997), R M7EfEGE RN+
EBX, RFEZEMWH T ELWEASHAIE X,
BUE P EEANEE, whostusfE L= o 2 F e mT LUSE:

A ARk 6: MR G T LA NS STERANEY
(vs. BIHT )X BTS20 . 24 NI (& gl
(vs AR RN A0 A LR, STERAS Y (vs 28
Yo B8 S 14 5 M 8535 o

MABRZHRZE FRE, BHBRAAHRERN
155 28 ST LR T TTBRAS 32 5% R A S 9 5 )
TR R, FFERIA LA B AR AR A AR =
Fr X% K R (Gordon & Mickelson, 2018); XT38t
FI SR 15, JER AN A - FER SN B 3R A Sk B
28 37 F5 155 B A 9% (Chong & Mickelson, 2016), X HL
BN 4 S A R 4R B B Y 3k AR B TA R AL
FESE . WU, YRR I —Jr B F
T AR 25 308, Mt s 78 ¢ R bk
MBI Z AT, AA TR SEIN. Bk
A B A1 28 R T AR S, fEB eI T
TR 3K . Lachance-Grzala %5(2020)#F 5%
R, PEABRMIE 4 SR Re T R 226 R iy A
BA . W, SR RESS TR FE AT,
3 B AR I TET Bl 23 T TR AN T Rt .
F AT LA

SRR T, BTS2 ST LA SR 3
(vs. B XT B A . MAERFEETE T HE
BN EE B AEAB 091E 25 38, STRAN ) (vs 3 1)
X BN A S (4 5% MR U 55 o

Mt 2 SRR R FoRE, oA feim BUR)
IR B 531 3 25 Ak T AR 1 Dk oS 2 X R
TRYRZM . SCALXT T BEAE TR T ST AN SRR A
FHIRR, EEEIAERAD T F—, FEFREEm
E RS, M) AR R T PERIRLE (Davis
& Greenstein, 2009), 4~ A8 1233 A 510 B8 R 14
BACKHAT R, DA R R — 3 (West
& Zimmerman, 1987). JT EA, TEME5HIA 25 (19 3L

ERES, FHARS ML R ESKR, il
BLUAERS LTI B E S5 Z ik, o
MELAE B LR %5 Lok ARy, A& B
AR, B, BRZHENEEE® T —F
P AL (gender empowerment), X FpIAL 7] DL
il 55 P 0 2 4t o R E 9 R 9 1647 OF- 45 43 T.(Braun
et al., 2008), 123 5T = 1R ) =2 ) 76 S REAT: 55
AT, Filhn, WG ABE, TEHREL . A AE T B
TLE AR TRATAUA AT ALK E R, B 2 18]
95> TH A F(Hu & Yucel, 2018), Uk, filufi]
Xef AN S5 4 B R JEE A T AR R INABURR, AR AR
TR TR, JET T DR R

A SRR 8: MRS ST LA ST )
(vs M) XS B AR . S — s E 5
A B8 KT B S8R, STRRAS ) (vs 3 1)
XTI 5 M 1S R

LR b, WY 2 S TE B RE AR AN 1] 5 TR o

4 IBipHE

FIHT R 2800 St 517 AT R TRk
285 LA Al 2o AR ] 52 WL 9 DR B, X e BF 54
T 8 B AR B2 BRI R, 2B T 2 SR
2 222 B JA [ R AL BRI, IR S
L. AWFFE R BRI T ITTHARM BRI
1, RV IRFELE ZRE Iy TP B TTHR AN 14948 X 22 I
TEIRVEN 2 B AL, IF A NRRAEIN R |
NBRZZH N ER | 42 SO 3R = A BE R IZ 3K
LRI A M o APPSR T RFER ST 2%
GURII R KRBT ST, AL PIFPAS TR 1 22 F BE 5 LA
BT RFMBRFAT I, B TR 1Y
MBS, R ZEUNATRE W 3K i3 2% 1 D — Pk &2
O H IR S

HARTWE, 55—, AWETC R T H AT 2%
T3 MU 5 A, BT 2E 5 R 0HH 24T 0 1 32
Wiy, A EE A BIE RS Ak, R SCHR B E A

PR 3

REEREIES

A

HE TR A

GRS ES

PRI

K5 WE5E 2 BhIHER
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FRFERRZBREFERE, WEE HYEN AL
P, SRR RIDRARAR L . AP AR
A NEHE, e RFE T Iu R, -2
JLEARBERY, 73 K6 56 Tk 22 1) — 75 R 5T ik 2 1)
— 7 B BRHLE], I PRAL 7R DS R A AT X
MRS LA, A TE AR f AR

ARSCNRZE ZICHAR T ISP IR
FRELEIE (O R G, HAMAEIE . ABEFE A8
PEHAR Y, SRBE A9 B A= I TS BE 1Y 55 8 A= i T
VU AR Bkl RZES AT DLAE A U 8] 5
AT PR AN ) B 48 5202 RS, 2 0l Dy AT
Z-BRBIA AR EH R A S i
DR BN A - IR R A X T, A
IR SRR R B AA, RAIIHEIE T
RIS - FRIE TR I FERR A3 1 2% SR B9 4 F AL 0
AT, AT LU 237 FE OGBS 0 B, 4
Je& FRIE I HT B A E

S, ARBETEARE T s SN E Z A
SRIESE . TR SR EAT O b XA R R
AR P R B M, B 55
S (Bolton et al., 2003; Xia et al., 2004) FUEHI 4%
A (Mayser & von Wangenheim, 2013; Seiders &
Berry, 1998), JLF-%A Ckih B H %4 516 9%
BRI o AR TN 9% 5 AT A i
WORR MRS, 875 T 18 9 2 18] 1 B
OV [RIRE AT AR 20 3 52 W 3 9 47 S, I8 i e
A BRI N A 2 SR PRI B A o S A T P A
SRS T BES BT B 5 o AR L, B B TR B
REEAEAA N5 45 1 B RO T5 28 5 O
LN o SV N TS S A b ST
SRR S G AL B, SR UE] T 552k 32 SIH 9%
AR — R S 7 19 T B s 5K, #BhAE T
AN B9 AR S T A SR FE O AR [T U B 24 - ) 3
RS, WG RMEy i B EZAEH] . BEFESs e Xt
PR BE AT R G IR ZE BN RAE
BRI HEE, S AR MR Y di g
R R B EEI AR T SRR S SRR

S0, AHTTEAER ZEE 5T B o3 TR WF 5 AL
SF UG A BN B AT N U, AL T R E
1B 5503 (G2 J2 1 A2 ) FI 2 SRRV 9 I 9 AT
JREAE ) Z F B, 90 TSI . Z T
REBOET 5 BE 7 TAEA TR R BT 22
DHEAGUE, R T RFES T TRELR, W

SERRIER . R R . RIE RS AR
(Chong & Mickelson, 2016; Gordon & Mickelson,
2018; Hu & Yucel, 2018; Rodriguez-Stanley et al.,
2020). FEETTHRZESF FIRZED T, fEHREITH
W58 U i B R W 9 A8 . ROR Z AT R
SN (2020)8 6 R ZE4r THIWF 5T 40 R B T 18 9847
AR, SR H DG T B A AR S 7 1 ) 3K
1578, R A —E R, ABFFRAE
TETHRS5558 . MBACEE . A2k, ST
2] S Z PR R R B RBEAT 55, () I 00 o
FE PR SR B, S A — et T EL, X
FBEST THIWESE, HOCNE Sl A 1k R BRTE S 55 57
B b, B T MRBACEE S RE TR A
IS Z AT 55268, R, AWFSEICRN T B2 S
TR AT SRR R 2 1, A BT AN
TERF O A T B AR R S R R EE T B T

MBS R B, AR AS Il Ll S £
FEEGIL N 4> T2 R8s, BAAERS
SC, TRV AT Ry T 1) 2202 P 0 Aol B A 80y
EHHRRIE S . WBORH ERA, HEiEE 3t
[F R LRI AL K B 534, 27 RZERTT A
SRR, ATATBEARALAE TNk ST RN 55 BE T E )
M, FEEADE TS RFEILEF LK), 5
B WA SO i LG < e A S
(EESR IR N TP R AT A PO s 3=
B BTG Bl 0 B R 2 LT R L R W ) [
R, MARE R HEAN A FIAnAR I A SO WF 58 25
W, AECT 7 TR S RIS A R ZE(n S &
Shr FNIIRTEE . FEEF), X0 TEXAFFS
PESIE R R ZECIN S EN L FAMIRE . Uh),
SRR IR R S AR I, A EE
BN DA S0T L e L Al 0 9 Y A K Bl
FHAT IR AT VERI RIS, DT PR 1] 1 9% 2 4
LT IR B I o, SRR Y AR
g PR S 3 Rk

B, AR T AR A ik — 2 2
Dl o ABEFERIE TSR 2 n] LIVE R —Fh K
BEN VR IE F-Be, TR AT 55 TTHRAS 2 B A 221k,
o R BE M A I AR, R BA BHE H X T XK E
AR 0 S A 2 AR R R, T X (B A ROk Y
— BRI A, KT RE AT R ST AN, B
FANRAEAE T N R A, Bl 5 FE L [R] A: 1% I 6 Y
ik, HESE QU B S A T BE 2 PR O A AR T AR
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For those who wash less dishes, please buy flowers: Couple’s contribution
imbalance and family hedonic consumption
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Abstract: It is common for couples to make unequal contributions to a wide variety of joint tasks in the
household. However, previous studies have paid little attention to the impact of contribution imbalance on
consumption behavior. The present research documents that contribution imbalance in household tasks
increases household hedonic consumption by integrating the dynamic equity perspective and the husband-
wife dyadic model. This work reveals the underlying process by identifying the mediating role of perceived
equity and the dichotomous mediating role of guilt and self-reward. Notably, this effect is mitigated when
(1) the gender role concept is equal (2) the partner's emotional support is high (3) the culture of gender
equality is equal. These findings advance the understanding of joint consumption and fairness-related
theories, providing effective guidance for marketing decisions by companies targeting household users.

Keywords: hedonic consumption, family division of labor, family consumption decision-making, perceived

equity



