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W7, 25 23 A ANAN R 0S5 AR 3 v AT 38 3 A AT
P A TE T, AR TS 4 T 9% 28 D5 RN A 25 1R
5, PR R A st A AT T B BB Ak IR
TR AL i A TR B . AEA DRI AT N R
SCHk T, R OK 2 R T A Sy T A T 9
1T MBS AR (Park & Jang, 2014), {HHk# £
BT E0 & B0, A B 8 T0 VR A T 7 9
M4 el 22 (Kl (Voss et al., 2010), B[ 127 2 B 4
FTE S, EEE N TR N SRS A,
T58R 25 H B A G . (Line & Hanks, 2019)8% 24
155K (Ha & Jang, 2013a), 3342 K 4 it fa] N &
Eﬁ%IEM%ﬁﬂ FHT LR M (Sevilla et

. 2016), DRUER R AR 51 000 2% U5 19 00 24
fifb, 2 Wil 2 T8 2 A U0 B B T B 1 (Chugani et
al., 2015). A T Z&f ak 7 1k IR B O 1Y) 22 SR
EIE I, PRAFEAE RIS, T %% 2 R U R
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TERENY, WIFRE R S DR BURR,  IR FUER 1 = A=
25| K H WA TN RS
BT, A SCER X 2 A IR ISR AT T K&
WE, MR, EEN BT NE HE N
B X R R, N E PO R R A
T BB A 32 B (Brickman & Campbell, 1971),
FifiJi Coombs F1 Avrunin (1977)8 T IR U AY HE
SRR, ORI Y R BT 5T 0 i
A 2008 = 4, LA Redden, Sevilla #1 Galak At
RN %8RBV T HEZ P IR U A4
WAL Sk 22, 2019 4E, Sevilla ZEAKET
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I B, AR SRR 2 R A 2R
DR J7 . BASHER . ER R L TR S
il A, I AR AT T RO HEAT IR A B, LA
W R A B R 225 I 4

2 HBEERRBHHS KBEENES X

21 HBEERRBOES

IR i (Satiety )5 IR #5 5% TGl (Boredom) Y &7
AE, REEMGA S SEE R, HmEs
Pt i A R YN (S VRN S A L &7
T 5 3508 AN D0 %) 17 2 R s sl U, B 8 08
W H B B, A2 A A 2 WD (Galak et al.,
2013). RAEETCMNE Z 81 T 2F F itk 229
B, FERMENRTEEIETEAE . 2EEE
e} H 18] 058 7= A A8 AL 455 1 (Pekrun et al., 2010),
BN AN TAE. APRCRE ST
AT ZRAS, 85— 20 2] AN AR |
BRI A G EVNI R B D kK
ST B A S 45, (HAETH 24T
SR, DR RS04 (5 P T A, LA ARG
HSCI B, U HTE IR R T S

DRI B9 M 25 B 5 i Coombs 1 Avrunin
(19715 N E WU, MR 15 9% & W IR
THELE R T Bt 8 R VB (Customer Satiety), EARH
DT RFE L. —FliRE TR meE X,
BK IR IR AR AT 2 25 TR I &2 422 32 [) — 7™ il il R
55 WV PR, 7 A B R e, T S B0
B R FER 45 (Line et al., 2016), %E L T
320 RS0 328 DR T 2 2 IR R A AR IR . O —
TR BE 0 B AR A 8 S, BIDKE IR R 3 A
< [A] Vi B 0 B 1 5 i = 0 () Y e o
T B — Fh A 588 (Bastwood et al., 2007),
ZAE SCIR I T DRI T8 % 3 ARG 25 3l A h 28 1
S50, M, AR I g IR IR — et e X,
B 9% 2550 A A2 0 B[] — 7 o MR 95 1 380 sk
R SRR R R, T B AL A
A7 SR A 32 W1 28 1 56 (Redden, 2008; Redden,
2014).

220 ) 7 9% 2 DR ™ A A AR 1 4
BN SR IR IR IR I B . IR I #E (Satiety
ratio) &+ — &2 B i) P T 2% 3 DR RS ™ A i R B
T2 B R AN R P B S AR ME R
[ 1) £ /bl K- (Galak et al., 2009; Sevilla et al.,

2019), AT LA3E 2 — B i 1 J5 3 9 3 0l 5 B A A2
AR . PR IRGHE E (Satiety rate) =38 1H P &
DRRIET™ Az (B, 32 B 3R A A 7 A B o
{14 DR JRIT 5 BEHE % I B 1] (Redden, 2014), TR Jigk
HI55 T8 28 3 0 =2 SR AN (E, 2 (o3 2 38 % 7 it g
IR 55 B A0 D AR B sk J% B iz 7 2 A7 T RS e, 2
TG SE AR, PR, A AP R TR 238 i R il ok
AT LRI E AR, than: 2
TH B INFN R AT, S IR PRI 2 4k
BRI G IR R, DA FR e AR 0 BOK P B ARk
Wit KAk (Sevilla & Redden, 2014).
22 HBRERRBMER

(1) IRIRBEAAE BT R 28 . e IR AR i 72,
ATRLCRE PRGSO B R KB (Implicit
satiation) . {14 KRR (Explicit satiation) FI IR i IR
JRE(Dull satiation), ELRFILE: 16, HIHE
2 T RO G B B, I 2 TR 21 IR Uk
HIFEAE, B B 9 DR TR0 A Oy Bk DR RS O
W, BEE RSN, DRSO TR, SR
FHEARRRE B, (EHSIE T GRREAR, I 28 5 i
TR, 1 B B 1 DR AR B kA i 4k IR T 5
wE, TR 2 )5, 2 Fim T 3R
IO B A AR, BE B B IR R A A R i R
JilUE%(Chen & Liao, 2018), 435 | IR il i I )5,
SRR T 28 K B3 2 5 R I TR, LA
BRANE S AR KBS (Holahan et al., 2005).

(2) IRIGVERAG T B 4325 o F IR T RE R BEAS
], T LK IR IRV 43 A UK UE% (Physiological
Satiety)FlL.0>»BR R (Psychological Satiety) ., 4= Ff
TR AR A IR A S — Bh A= BRI fig S 1, Bl )
TE1) 1) 4 B 5 2 2 v B B ) i B, AN R i
TR A B0 AR B T [ 1 ad A (Coombs &  Avrunin,
1977)o A 3 IR AU AT L ek 552 Ash 3000 5 o0 2 119
TRk AR, AR R R A R IR % (Galak et al.,
2009) A= B PR RS 0 7% B IO T 2 Bk, T o
AR TS T . T 2% ) PR B ) 45 (Sevilla et al.,
2019) o Lo 3 R JGJE U] ¢ WA — FolrCo B TS R 5 7,
RO 9 S R e A AR, IR IRUBRATY SR &5 Bl A7 T 9%
BRI AE . Bin s ASARRTR AR
oY [Al —A~EL AT B SRR B AR fb (Nelson et al.,
2009). BFFERM, WRERIER . ic12. 733U
KN Foxt 0 BRI BLAT F S 3 R X
TRRCR P OCVE R R . IR R BT AR
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AT, ORI G E P (Sevilla & Redden, 2014;
Redden & Galak, 2013); 11 74 %% 2 % il 35 4 Ay ol
BLENZ I AT AT R 55 R IR (Galak et al., 2009).

(3) IR H RS 732 o H RS AR &
A LLH IR R 43 2k 55 B TR R (Actual satiety)
F e PR JUE (Future satiety), 2B R RUBGE 18 TH
PeH UATRE S N B A IR, FR T 52 AR 38 RN i
BSR4 fik 280 199 2 o5 I £ 19 IR 55 5
b, RIS AT e, T 9% 3 2l i B AL TR
O T B S BR IR i (Park & Jang, 2014) A Rl
EIEH S E RS LA, WA SRR
o Lbdn: “g AR R”. “EazE sl
AT A G F, HOR T 2 B 1 AR SR IR
M R TE AT MR . W2 Ui, 20H
B 2 R b TR0 B IR RS 2 & AR R, ] S
TE T R TR M ek 2 30 9% it AR I B
JEIRAE), G PRI 2 At 2200 = BOR R IR IR 7~
£ (Kahn et al., 1997),

(4) RIREERY BRI s, RIE AT,
AT DK IR BCJER K] 43 R AT 088 R )& M IR B (Sensory-
specific satiation) 1A 1] JB A1 T 14 R Ik (Nonsensory-
specific satiation), ] BHIIE M2 F8 MAEREE L bR
FEMREN 7 B, X R E PR BRI R L A T
FAT R, W bR AN TR e R AR T
B i L L TR AR 4% fik ) ) M (Inman, 2001
Redden, 2008), A XWFFRFRM, TH 9%3& X7~ i i
AT R R T A R, R O X TR A 1 IR R
TRE R, HRES| &P 1) ZHEAL 3K (Inman,
2001) . R R 2 WA 55 SCHkH, Line % A (2016)
P TR I 43 B IR . R 55 DR JAURH A 45 TR
Jiko Ha F1 Jang (2013a) U1K 8% DRI 434 &
A Y AR IR R RN TR PR IR IR (R 48 B JE
IR M55 e R IR AN PR 58 JE IR ) o iR IRTH
B b IR RIS 28 34 J TR R i e R TR Y 8

25 b, P E IR IR AN (R 28 3 2 W] BE A AL
SMNAEZR L, . AR, OHERR .
SEBRIRIG . T IR0 AN AT 8 e M IR AR s 1
PER RIS o I 2 2 IR UER A i 2 19 218 A o)
SR EE RS K R FNR A H 7 2, A SSETF
GERE T o Sk DR RN S oon IR TR T B Ay
RIRIEUE I () AT ER G PE, FE SRS,
F2 BN A PR AL BRI S5 B IR AN A e IR
JA . TR PR IR A A 5T A8 B T LR

23 HBEERRBEMNERE

FH RIS 7 2 2 DR IR A A s AR R e, T 2
IR EAT A B P R B AP R AR i AR, R Y
R R 5k 3] 5 465 i fH )5 A 2> B /b (Chen &
Liao, 2018), PR gk je: 5 & 11 2% (5 1t 9% ) ' 3
ORI R R R K T R ) A 0 B
7, PRI % 3 0 DR R T S o ) 3k S A 1Y
TFEERREE R FAT . Hdn . e SR R
JKSE B R kIR BE (Galak et al., 2009; Sevilla &
Redden, 2014); A 38 18 %) 4 T4 2% 06 B0 5 e &
TH B A 00 25 (B K I 2 IR J AR BE (Sevilla. et al.,
2019), MR EE Ae i by i B sl I s s B Al TR %%
BRI A 1 2 2L R R R ol 0 2o R
[ — 77 it B IR 55 (4T SR, A B T R
(Han et al., 2009), PRt 505 2 B 0028 i
W AE T S DR . By, XHE2E IR
FRJER A ) 2 F2 A LA R PRk

(1) BPEpdEm ., et m R MR E
YR DR IEER, I T 2 3 T A ) A A A ol
JiF . 40 . Ha F Jang (2013a)5t SR04 2%, ¥t
TEYIR . BB S5 DA IR 358 DI i ) o2 ] 90,
LR 1) 3T 4 R R e o SRR IR P A XA T 18
B, T 'Y OB R4, Park Al Jang
(2014) [FIBE LUK IE 3% A B, B8 T A )50k
D5 PR SRR, 43 ) 2 de i — IR R X R AR T I A
YRR Bt — IR 253X AT 1 B B
WA, “REFEXFEITHER, RAHEIK
HABFEA BT, “FRIRBL T 76X KB T = A
[ 32 R TR IR T 7E X R T A& 5%, X st
[ T35 SR FH 2 i R R A T

(2) RN, BRI E R E N
B [, 380 2o 0 2t — o T 9% [ B 300 A 90 9 3 T
FEAKF 5 A AR R AR AL 2508, o DR Rk 4 7 Tt
{H(Galak et al., 2009), N, Galak % A (2013)J
P E R IR, &E T 8 MHRAIRE
SEAEFRRE . 1%, 2 a8 5 44k, 10 4
B 60 43Eh, 1 R 1A, SRR R A
P S [, AR5 AL H BAN W] ) R o T8 2
145 G P A A R ) T 2 IR IR . el
TG 5 <Pl 25 B () HE RS TR S T D M = 22 B AT <Pl
BN HAERR R SR Z A MG B
KXY EZBEAEZ”, “ RSB EZE
T Lh K B & B AR, IS TmE el
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45, Sevilla Fll Redden (2014)3 1< 15 ' 74 2% [a] B,
BRI [ B 00 PN D] 32 O 7 A Bl A L
SR LA RS M T S 11 5 A R 2 0k A
PH IR R B o 2o R T 0 PR R 3R IR J
R S AR AR, b DR 1 R 2 5 L
BT E, 0 RERE BE ARKOE TR L
(Sevilla et al., 2019); TR £ 2 3 i I £ 16 2
B RO [ [ A5 7K ST 0 5 114 FE 1 s [ A ] o
(Galak et al., 2014),

25 b, B TR I 9 3 DR RURR g ) o
R T R TR AR KO R R R B R A,
F B 0 R R I P R O R B
R EE A AR, MR 2 Y T R
K o 17 AR XA, SR, (HBK
Uity 2 O S W T B TR A — B 1 sh A
Ak, BT SR M SR I o A R R I
LA G R A A, B RS S5 508 1 )
(B) B, 3 o iR 7 — BE A 30 P 8 B K S i AR 4k
A E T B DR IR s R SR B . T VR R
K AR BT, HRE NS M 20 7 2 o D R
AL

3 HBEERRBEMRNEILEM

PR IR SE: 1 2% 35 16 6T 5] — i B O ) 8™ i
(M55 B S P R b, R T 5 SR N A3 B
ROV 3 U, T = AR R L TR OK T B
BEREREAR, T BOAH S 98 B HAH R 19 17 T 1
LHIBA, DBAT, V2 2 U s RIEOK (A= %
s KA bR, SREU I . 2Rk
SR ol T 2R R ST, DAY IR DR R sl A
P AT, T B DR IRURR Y AE R D = SR 3
IS AFRBOARE . IAFEIR TR ES DL K A AR
HOKTP IS 45 R 2l

(1) 5K 0 FE . 52 2R 38 I B8 (Hedonic
adaptation) A2 4§ ™ A 19 J8RCE 3E N AR, 7E St B2
TR B T B R, SR R B 2
WG P15 2 FE K . X3S JEF Helson (1947)
& 1958 B 7K B 18 (Adaptation level theory), A
RARIEAE — 2 B35 R K, & T al Il F iz KR
8 8 2 5 | A T T 07 TR P 4 O, RS PRE
G B K E T RE ST . 2011 4F Lyubomirsky
P& T FEUR RN T A AR 56 1) 2 A 3 7 AR 28 (Hedonic

Adaptation to Positive and Negative Experiences

model), 2RI TN Sy 5 AR 3 I AR 58 o W 2% 0k 3T Y
PRAZASTE IR = BF — AR BB AR I Ak itk ARUR B8TH
Wl 28, P05 4k 52 30 B b SR KT 38 Ak i
TS oA R B, B T sl RIS AR T, X
o BRGSO . TR RIS, =
SR I T LA B AT 2 B T A A T 3 T U
DS 7 i B A JER S Y Y i A (Coombs & Avrunin,
1977)0 241K 3% 5 ORI 2 H AR5 7 it B30I 5517 ok
BRI ES B, AT 4 S X LR ATl N, 4k
A DR IGURE; 4 4657 7 il IR 55 1) JER IR 4 [ A1 3
— BRI, AT T IR SR R A BT
B (Park & Jang, 2014; Line et al., 2016), "] U, IR
At B2 A2 T B P I AR N L SR A

(2) WIRF IS . D FREH B S (Marginal
utility theory), M FRIFPRECH B A, &K
77 T SRR RS BTN, T 9 AN Y B
AT it T 3R AS B BOT B ARG 250 9 1 1 s S
T PR R, T 2 R R AR R 2 32 i
(Zafirovski, 2001) i1 FRALH 1 D LA A ARAE TS
A=A kN, B2 EEL.L IS Weber I
Fechner /)44 R AT 44 10, 1235 0B 2 PR A 2
TR S35 ) B 5 %% VT AH 9 (Zafirovski, 2001), 4R
PZIEN, S BRACO 248 0 2 5 B 2% 17
i TR A, TR IR T 2 A E M E
WAE . TlH, YT 2 i b i 2B 3A,
SR AR AN 20, T O ARSI 2 (0
B B JRRAOTT 8 (B i PR AT 3 ); H A
WY R FE 0% 22 I, o TG 09 2 1t 2 5T o
SRR O B 3 R8s T 92 (B B s8] 3 s0); 24
YA AR T 205, T 9% = B 5m 23 3
BB A RAT A, R B iR BEAR S £ - gk 2k
W, S — B BR RO RN,
TH 22 0 A B KA, FREA T 2 W 257 A IR
JRE (Park & Jang, 2014),

(3) TAHIZKJHPLS . Festinger Ml Carlsmith
(1959)4 2k I 78 LA AH S AH AN — By A %0 i
SR LEAGERE, I TR R RS
(Cognitive dissonance theory)——A J 24 & ANl
BRI, 23808 A DL oy 0800 A Fig
(RIH) o Bl . SRR RE S MU INAL A EERIAT R,
I R AH 5 A 0 1) B B M (Festinger & Carlsmith,
1959; Matz & Wood, 2005). TAHIZKHFEIEFKH,
ANRTH 2R3 B B W SE P E TP R TR R R, AR (A
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FHTER ) 77 i BOIR 55 1 T T2 I, Al < k3
oK, X R FNRR B b5 e IS S SR AT O,
LIS AR RS PRt 3% 28 1 5T 3% 2 B0
PR TR 2 (14 2 3 7 A Ak 2 D R s i 3 2 1Y)
S VR FIAS G 150 256, DT G2 8 JH 0 e o L 48 . B
Ptk ok sk 2 AR F ok Sk 9l D 2 PR B (George &
Yaoyuneyong, 2010),

(4) BAEREOK TS . Sl K F-(Optimal
Stimulation Level, fij#% OSL)J&I845F& MR
(14 5 A4 8 (Ha & Jang, 2013b). il K 7
BN, AR ISMREI A AN [ 0 e A EOK
I HLA 1) T 445 e A R OK SF- s E AR ok k. %
BB ABRE, T 98 T A R 2R A I R 2R i e
A s N, T DASE S — AR U SR iR, HAL
T H TRDIR 2 1 K - 23 B0 21 345 18O Ry Je e A
T, Ay i s AR K R 2 5 AR T 3%
#F WA B (McAlister & Pessemier, 1982;
Steenkamp & Hans, 1992). 2475 9k ] Ak F e fE7K
S, SRk T 2 AH ] O ) 97 IRk
R EE & L N RN PN TV IR R
A Bl VT S A T o R R B A K,
¥ ) 8 4 B fe £ 7K OF- (Ha & Jang, 2013b), A,
OSL %8¢ e HY N AT A8 S 8 0 O K57 77 i 28R ot it
1T OSL HAR A T 2 2 S A0 1] T 108 415 Wy SEAH [ 7 i,
It 3kt 4 2 A4k 55K (Steenkamp & Burgess, 2002;
Park & Jang, 2014), AJ UL, SR K BRI
AR T B IR IR 1 R vk A, T HL& R
Bl H ok 00 I 2% 09 2 B 4k 5K 1] (Inman,
2001; Ha & Jang, 2015),

4 HEERRBEBRHWFREER

AH 26 SCHREE AR T A 3 DR TR A O 3R IR
JERA I e R R (BRI RS ) o Herpr, W 9 A
PR JRURR (4 A= 1 5 — B[] 9 9 2 gy 2 /0
% (Redden, 2008; Baucells & Sarin, 2010; Galak et
al., 2013), f451H P2 ECE: IH SOUR AN 9 15 Sk
(Sevilla et al., 2019) LAk, T4 28 MRS 122K |
B L TR K P s R B 32 3] 3 LR 1 R
Wi o FESMRHNE SR AR AR, T 2O B
IRIFUER Y 2 2 B R L 1042 . JTTNVHIRL By 26
By & (Sevilla et al., 2019),

41 HBERRBERBFRER
(1) TP B . B AR T 9 X [ — 7 i

TR 55 B 5 2 /N o AR 20 B A5 FH ash D A, T
PR BNR A S R BUH 0 SRR, B
WO 2B SRR Z R IR 2 . 1
SEPRTE SR IE S R, BRI 2 M DL PEAG SO
IR, (BRI B B UR 55 2 7B A AT B 3 X 7=
i A 45 10 16 T RN S5 R A BE, TR B 36 o 671 T
TNFNPEAY, TR 577 98 3 80 ot W e o ki 22
1k 53K B9 Pt 5% (Schmitt, 2012; Ding & Tseng,
2015). ILAk, HE McAlister 25 A (1982)4% H B 5
A JE PR A AY (Dynamic attribute satiation model)
AL, 7Y (E R LR AR R M (E AR
JaE PR A B ) 2B 0 2 I b T 2 3 A DR IR B,
RIS HATH $% o A CWFFTIESE, BT B[] N A A
TH P B L, T B IR UK SR (Mook &
Votaw, 1992),

(2) THIRWE, EIRIRAAE A NP &R
[F] — 5l 90 2 (0 S [ — it ™ it 8 IR 55 ) fg 4
K (Sevilla et al., 2019), A H PR E L7 2
TRAFRREE AT R TSRS R ), (1
TH 2% TSR LTI R M 4 v ) O 4 7= i AR 55 1 7
TR, 3 23 IR AT 2 3 I bR DR TR B e IR T %
JKF-(Galak et al., 2011). 53 48, TH 200 %5 R
B R T AL DA 5%, 4 S R T A I v T B
FINE AR TH SR & T2 R 2R,
ATVAEAE 23 gk 2 AR R R AR Y A3 2 i A8
IR TG o) 35 A1 P T % 3 DU B N 2 A e BB AT AR
{5 %% (Galak et al., 2013), b ob, H3E Z B 54
A7t V14 % 100 B %o 22 SR A0 JEL 9 D 25 7 FH AL 25 S B0 9%
W T RIS TR MR T e ] I B
2SR, DRt DL s 2 R sk A v 1 T
1 D RIS B RS 2 A o L N <R SR ]
5 REEJIRAE A5 R B G 28 A 28
Jo B PR T 2R AR AL, DUNTE AR IR I K
[ (Galak et al., 2013), BFFTIESE, ZARMES
Wit o5 1 210 24 0 18 e T B, R IR T B A 3R X T
T R IR ELA 535 19 1F 7] SR 31/ FH (Galak et al.,
2011),

(3) HPELM . BRI RS
T 25 N W ) ST T 9% R — ™ S RSy, T SRk
PR T I 9% ) B G e K e, BF oY R, TE R
A7 18] P EL VS B R B S B BL R, T 3% AR B
[l R, PR IRUER ™ A= 15851 (Thompson & Spencer,
1966; Sevilla et al., 2019), #iH4 FRIAIBE 2951,
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B IR A E N S 32 B 2 A Y Y T
(Galak et al., 2011) ZEA M ARVFRYIENL T, THH
SR T RS B, O FL RSN B0 R T T
LA LT i A 1 9% RS O AR LT B %)
My SR, WS R IAE ALY H SRS, &
5 T8 AR A 45 B L 1Y) 22 4R {R 56 (Nelson et al.,
2009), HRHE 11 FRALH 328 YA R 52 A 3 o e AT
2 B g MR g DR RUER A B I A
I, 2% 18 9% 5 1Y 55 SR A0 (B3 1l B TS o), (H X
Tl 67 1 1R 4 WA s A — B E] =22 ) 45 LA B (Park
& Jang, 2014), K, & & AHAH SRR, A
A LA 855 67T T 2 A (R RO IS RLRBE, 3 ]
DL 2 2 Mk 52 B0 O T R 5 0 B AR RO S
(Nelson et al., 2009). HILAT WL, FEARIE 2% & 20k
A BT B 1k R R A 7 A

42 LERRBERMNFLZESE

(1) HE. BN E T fE IR, A
RO B A e R A5 8 I BR ), A T
J175 18 L e 8 AW B KNS (Venkatraman et
al., 2015) BFFT KR, T 2% B SR 00 i DG T FR 2
SO IR R . EARRBLAE . T 2 U
it R LD 2 0 B A/ N B A R B, A AT 2%
DA 1 3 DR R LT 5K, 3002 PR kg X A B 9 A
A FPE R 1 S 80N T8 2 T e
P AL 2 b, ol L 0 X I 2 B 1 O T,
AT LA 18 114 35 )3 Rl (Sevilla & Redden, 2014),
ARG R, HA R A IR 6e 1 i o
o AN R B 1) D IS B b, %ot B £ A 9 IR
R R A, PR R AR T A i BE ARG 2
&, TR I BE T 0 T 9 T AR Y
R, Al AT A i T OGBS R
PRGBS M (Haws & Redden, 2013), 153 S %
TR IR P 352 W AS ASUASC B % Bk 1 G 7, A e
Hb oG T 22 S Ak A B T B AR R E B (Redden,
2008). AT UL, R R R A BB VE L, AN
ZIE AT 2D TR s, T ELAZ BTG
T B BRI i 22 1 (Sevilla et al., 2019),

(2) 812, EIRAE I T A SR 2 Dy AT
B BRI AE J1 . Redden (2014)iAJy, FRJREGE
SR T % 3 X AR T 2 & P L, A e
1S REFEAT T, IR R 25 AH N REAR o 31
e i SN PUR SRR VIRASS XN N TR S N
%Z & ¥ (Higgs & Donohoe, 2011; Higgs &

Woodward, 2009); 7F 5t F I i 1k i~ 6 22 Y
PRI AH Xt B 4K (Brunstrom & Mitchell, 2006), 7]
WL, T 2 A5 M A A 1) DR IR 6 (B0R Jk ),
I P42 1 2 i 3k R A B T A AR PR R o (k
IR ) o BARICTC A J 25 A A= IR,
A AT 5 R B, G0 R R B T 28 i AR OR
fko SR T IS IO B, AR T B
13 2T B G D R B, W7 LAY g
b B 25 DR U 45 (Redden & Galak, 2009), 1Ak,
WFFEIR KB, T4 % 1012 52 B i ] B B s A
NCHEIUME 5 T B A5 M, >4 Hof [ J R B 8 458 30
ICICE A G B AR B, MURBCRE &, 2z, R
IR (Galak et al., 2013),

(3) JUINA, BRI Skt | A R
PR S, R EARE SRR IR {2
T 5048 % FE (Flavell, 1979). JCIAKI N iH
BB T A BV B R R, I B 45
5 5 TRV RS 38 25 52 WA 9 35 1Y) 5 AR I8 (Sevilla et
al., 2019), BFFEUESE, (UALITAL—Fh &Yt & 5 30
AT X JE AL P i U, AR 2 IR A
(Larson, 2013). XM, H 2% X A F0IN T 2
PITCIAN, 2352 X oAl AR DRI, AN an i,
P X T B A5 0 A R S 4R T IR R B, 3
HEF RS TTANIEM L O & R &, Bams
7= A IR JAUES (Morewedge et al., 2010). HFITIAA]
J& F = PO HIN TALH], 23 R FE B AR i A
BEUR, RN 5 o B, DR AR B T e T
FET Z /NG IR, A 5 E HOE AR T,
)2 s 3 % 2 R IR (Redden et al., 2013),

(4) 2. EIRAR I T E N R T
NN 4B BE J1(Sevilla et al., 2019), 4328 T8 M
PIAN D5 TS WA T 2 DR IR . —J&or e R
BE TR B 2L T I H A (R B KRB, BT
T 2% BN HA TS (Sevilla et al., 2019). BFFTF M,
TH 238 N PR AR I A 2R, At s B 1 A
U025 T HE TS T, TR R AU T R A R
—Z%Jjl|(Redden, 2008), B I, P& S E X0
— G i R S T B AR ORI T T KOF,
T BIOGE [7) — 28 500 )l 8™ o A2 2 1 DR e
[ gy R E ¥ e N EE S N OB = s - o
Mo RSB KAN, R AEEBR, 25
P8 T B 4L 1) T e SRR = 0 2 TR —
I i 8 o 1 DR T P, R B B A )
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%29 %

— RN FREMEAL; HNREHDRE, K
O IR, D 2 2 %o [ — 2 531 o = it i A 55 1
T 2 JURRFEAR, S 2% 5 0 %28 50 i IR
iR 2 i 725 12 (Redden, 2008).

5 HBEEZRRBERNBATER

51 HMBEEXEEERRBENET

(1) F=REURS . R dR N P nT R . 4K
W G, FH DA 2 AR N TR, BB R 3RS T
e S RN E I e Xt & BEGE R WL, 7= i SR
55 1 T R JE I T AR 5 R BN S IR, sk
M, AR B R E 4R (Inman et al., 2001), LA
BARATI R ], REaE B LA T W B R 55 1 48 )T
AJ IFEIR i 9% 5 DRSS %) 7= 4= (Jang & Namkung,
2009), H1F 7= fh s 55 10 AT A M 2 7EAR R
BE L5 i 2% 3 g D RURR, PR A b 5 3o R v
BIHr i T SR A SRR, O R 2 R
BER G T 2R E SR BT S AL, T LU AT 3%
F () R IR B (Line et al., 2016), R4 Bass (1974)
P& 1 BE AL 5 R 5 3R T, A AH [ Y
THIRIEE T, TH 2% ) S RSl 7 e 4 e
AN B R A, AR X G BTN R
Db B B AN T 7= o B AR 45 10 26 o i R B,
I T 2o B A 1 O A (B KT 114
A LT I, 7= B 5 22 (8] A KT 25 5 43 5 T
B IR =, BAh, TH%H — B A R
DRIGRA ], Al A %ot JEL A A ) SRR AR A 1) 7= i B
B IR . A0 . £ 7 X JE— R B (n ek
B ) 7 AR DR IR, 7 4k 8 R R g, D 4 i
FOmPR GG AR, 28 TR B Y (an X 5 1),
D)2 358 o HG S O £ 4 A 37 BR JE (Hetherington &
Belland, 2000).

(2) THIRIREE ., TR ARTE T Sl B b
T 0 — D) MAME R R . A SR, I 9%
IRBE T PR A7 AE B S R, Wil 2. iR
TR AT YR ZES. EEREETH, MEES
MG TH TR A & 2 2R REE, A
M A S e A R R 3R AR R 5 Ak
MR KE M, 3 E 2R LR IR B
A 38 R TR — S AN B 7 R A2
I8 (Ratner & Kahn, 2002), XEH, ARG S
TH 2R, TP DR (R, ISR 2R
H LGB AL SR SRR R B B 3R, 2

REME: 4 $5 2 A V0 59 (Ratner & Kahn, 2002), i&A
TR B, FEP0HF 09 25 W] (AN B 75 (9 3 T8 ) gk A7
EEMA, SILHBRERNMIAN, FREZMH
A5tk (Levav & Zhu, 2009), 7EH 515 55 7 10, 9%
FE iy N W SE R 3 RS R R A, IR RGER
FEAEA AR, AR T R R I FEAL T 5K 1Y
20k KA T £ 5 SR A {H (Choi et al., 2006;
Mittelman et al., 2016), 5K, PR FHEME
RN, MASRAEERERZ, HHE
H N Z R TR BB, X458 2% B AR iy IR
JIRGE P B )t 15 (Menon & Kahn, 1995), 7E T A
KT, A28 08 85 1 2h 059 56 th 2 e AR v 2
FRIRHE L, @5 RBUEZS R . sl &%
FelE, S3IEIRIE 2 RIS Y 77 4 (Kahn & Raju,
1991), T4l 28 15 2 00 2 i T 9% 2 i) DR TR i
B, B S5EANHEEBNEEML, EMER
TR T3 2 X B S5 R B 5GP XA
AT AR 1 K T TR R (Haws et al., 2017),

52 HBEEHEMFEZERM KR ENET

(1) AR FAE RN o AR08 ARk 7
(OSL)FE & v] 1, A~ M B B R 22 109 e £
FOKT-(Raju, 1980), FF HLAS ] F 4 R fe A4 EOIR
A (McAlister & Pessemier, 1982; Steenkamp &
Hans, 1992). 475 2447 A Bed2 (S AR A, 4>
PR 1] 138 o 220 SRk B i HIROK s AR,
1 AR AR A PR T R AR REOK T, ARy
3 o 4 2 B A SR #E 4735 )V (Menon & Kahn,
1995), FeAEHIBOK T 5 RRHEA OC, AHETT
TMARER | 523 BOE 0 A 0 S AR oK 7
5 (Raju, 1980), TF5TAFRI, & OSL WiH &
BHAHTE(Raju, 1980), FEMINR 7R FH XU 31
17 2 FE1L 53R (Steenkamp et al., 1992), KL, &
OSL Vi 2 35 I IR [ J32 /&5 (% OSL H %%, Ml
BRI 20K, Tk OSL 1 2¢ 34 1
IR TR S A8, At T BB 0 ) T SE R [R) R o, T
BERZ Rk (Park & Jang, 2014),

(2) ARSI, RYE 3 FRIZHI IR (Self-
control theory) "] Hl, ARy B 34 il & 55 T Al
WY 1 72 (Redden & Haws, 2013), B HE
T AR A 3R 29 - 22 SR (5 3K B (Hofmann et
al., 2009). = B IFEHIGE ST B MATES 290 F @
FR B2 DA B AR ) 28055 4, A B FR A i g
TR E R Z AR RE . ffiR. 245 %%
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B AE: T B DRI AL LB | DY R R R A SR 943

[F| 5% (Tangney et al., 2004; Vohs & Faber, 2007), iX
EE AR R T ES, Jouk il s i AR BT
F((Hoch & Loewenstein, 1991), W55 & B, 2474 %%
A RENE T UL A R 2 1Y S SR (AL, Al ] A A
TR gk i gl A Ok B AR S R BT 238 (Galak et
al., 2013), s d (Impulse control)fE H F
RIS rp R A, PR N IE IR /2 (Delay of
gratification), B J& 48 A A 38 FI) 47 1 05 24 /il
ZIRMYEE S (Duckworth & Kern, 2011), ZER 2
T BB R AR 2 MR — R 5 &, SER
it 2 SR 1) TH 2 A E AR T B R M =
TR UA S, DRI i A R A SR T B A
12 14 IR Jk  (Redden & Haws, 2013), ILAh, H 4%
8 7 551 25 45 i A7 A5 % V) % R (Finkenauer et al.,
2005), WEFERW, BAERET MK, HG s
2 N TR X BT, DR IR B A 2 ik IR R A R 1Y 17
[E % (Deborah & Van, 1995; Fabes et al., 1999),

(3) SEUREE o REGIBRE S Al B 3 A B
55 01 92 B AT £ 85 58 4 40 # 1 F 2 LAl (Oliver,
1999; Odin et al., 2001). Jifi % R o oML
BB AT E S 0w, (ATEAR R R
LN — Ml 7] A 8 S O 7 IR 55 B
ARk (Oliver, 1999), A IR, 5HA Bk
FERARRY 2 AR B, X 45 it R eI 55 BA B s
AR % P AR — B ] P B AT BE e I R
M55, %% 33k £ 19 7T BE P 42 /) (Fullerton, 2005;
Oliver, 1999), FIt, & X FEa 8T AR
R, B 3 e <R TR e T A B K
o AHLG B BRI, XR T AR
e LI I, B A TR B IR, AT 4
AR ATRERBE T % 7 B xR T 1Y
IR 453 Jo5E 2 850 A oK PR 22 ) 1 5C 2R A T
§ [ (Ha & Jang, 2015).,

(4) BRI H AT v i LB
LR =g 54 T PSS N R SR 5 3 T A = a
KA REEERE 22 B RMar, mil
B G 1 A A DU U W] B bt B sk XU (Ha & Jang,
2015), [Htl, 498 2 PSR K — g KU I, AN [+
RIS Al 4 1) T 2 2 R MU TR T 2 AT T
Z AL TR I — i B9 KU 2, i B RS P AY
TH B A A 1) T4 52 XU, DAY T R e B B R
B BORT A 28 38 AR T IR, FERGER
it B A P B (Ha & Jang, 2015). BEAN, UK

JEE (09 2 3 B AR JEE 114 71 2 3 T 2% o JR B 31 XL
[ 7 7€ (Horvath & Zuckerman, 1993), K IL7E L5
b TR &5 R A 2 BB T (B0 2 8 B 7R 1Y
PG, SRR T L RS v T B 2B X
B VEA S A /D, 5 B A ISR RIS B RSk
PR 2 A L, AT B2 B R Ry 2 IR R T
KU AL T3k 1T M (Ha & Jang, 2015),

(5) AFME . DHoT M, I T Sl K
5 AR &8O ok S 4R A TR S
A% (Berger & Morgan, 2010), K2 % 5H
AT B — B 7 % DR R 38 R #5218 (Chugani
et al., 2015), W TIRIEREMAE R H 54
B 4R A BN B R Y (Redden & Haws, 2013),
R tk, PRI E T 2 XA A R e AR IR AR
AR F 5 AR &= 5, S E iR
S PRI S AR (B T BERT, 27 AR AT R
FExt [ A 77 A R E (Weiss & Johar, 2013), A
T BRI R, T S A AT [ IR
I IZ 2R A AR R, DAZERE H A S HER
7€ (Chugani et al., 2015), Af WL, {H#HH HEMESS
IR IR DIAHDG, 38 A FRA &S 7 ) — 3K
PR, T8 % R 0 DR B AR T 1

(6) HF[RIESIME R, BRI R, BARIKEUERS
Wit B[R] HE RS 100 [ Bl R, RS AR T B ] ) B
T TR T LS i A AR 1) PR T o R, B4 9 R
N BE S L VR B A B () B Gz e, LR
TR AT 55, S =2 WA X 45 (Galak et al.,
2014), A RBFFEE L BB R R AT,
SEEORPOA 2 Bk AR R EEE], AR5 AR A
Wi I S B ) T A 2 1) s LA T b A &
FEHH, B L R AR R R) 4 Shy A 1 A K ST D 3K
MBI AL B R B A, B TR LE T ]
BB BB MYoR; WS, SRR & R ME
A L, PRI IE T 3X — 45 $ (Galak et al.,
2014y, AT UL, i 2 X I B AT A 1 s [ R B
AT LAY T DR SRR B, B R ) B [ B e, D)
TR IR X 55, 22 aRER .

(7) ZHEPER . T 23 X7 e iR g5 1 2
M RN 23 5% ) A 1 IR K 7 (Kahn & Brian,
2004), AR, I8 9 F M acis P EUOC
Tk R o 2 AR B, 7T DL 2% i IR TRk
(Galak et al., 2009), 478 $%& BUAAR R &=L TH
PAREEE, W LIRS T B DR ROK S, B i 2%



944 DN = = S i S

%29 %

A A LI 1o B 08 S BEAT AT 9%, LSS R
[i1] K 25 1] f BR ], 2 3K 7 i 9 2% P 0 2 i &2
FEALAR B S ) 200 1 2 HiH 9%, (80 2% 4 i DRI
JKFE MK (Sevilla et al., 2016), ZAFFEIR KB, Xtk
oK T Bl 1) T 00 2005 Y 9 Jm TR — 2R R, R
DA A 1y IR R 23 52 B0 52 5 O HL A Sk 1 2% e
AE S AL O SRS RE AR T 25 FiT O 2%, 73 WA 20k
AR R U= A 5 1 (Sevilla et al., 2016), 7] I,
TH B0 T 3 AT 0 B ZRE TR, AT LA )
P e 1H 0 A AR R, T A S ) PR R
[

(8) AFME R . A R B, IR I3 B
A VRAE I 1 G T 085 o 110, Rolls 55 A (1992)
BET 4 DA, E R R(12~15 %),
TAERHAQ2~35 %), HAERHA45~60 %) FIE4E
FEIR(65~82 %), Jd ik P4 B ) IR It O 50 B,
AR RO AR RE R IR IR 3 Bl AR I 1
K, MER IRV RIZHT RS . [FIRE, Hollis 45 A
(2007) 32 FH I 2 &9 IR I A 7 RIE 5L, S A1
TRCPE 72 2) B IR JRGH BE K PR R AR TAE 32 A
(F¥) 25 %), 1fi Ha il Jang (2015)HF 52 0 & 34,
SO AR IR GGE L AR A8, EABATT Y 2
FEALSSRAT A TE W R, 3] e 5 2 4R Bl
Fe SO BB b 5 A G A, BRSE IR R B, AR
B 1) DR 8 508 5 A AT B Y R R R
B ) BBURR R T B AT OG5 TR) IR S 4 N A e A R Bk
P B T AR R AR, AR N AR R E
75 5 s 2 (Raju, 1980), 7346, LHEMHERITH
FE PR Sy B2, YRR T B, etk
ATREREATROB, TR AR = B e LK,
I 2 A PR R B L B8 M T PR (Tang & Chin,
2007).

6 HBEERREAEMBERRE

PR IGRR 1) 7= A 8 25 B AR 1 2 o %o 2 400 2
T (RS ) AR IR = . S T IS BRI, PR
F5 S FE IO P (R 225k 30 B e K fk), T2
— S RIS S A . 2 REAL TSR B I 9
WISEAT R o X BB SR WG SRV 2 3 G2 A i By 1k DR ik Rk
AT SR, A DRI 1) 235 SR

(1) ZRAF R, BRI AN T R IR
J, R 22 R 38 DA 38 SR A B R AL RS AT N
(Levav & Zhu, 2009). 24 1H 9% 3 B IR B —77 5

FEAE DR R, A fi] 23 i 2 Rk SR AT
(Nelson & Meyvis, 2008; Nelson et al., 2009), Bl
AR B 2, TR BT A IR el B
it HE AT 4 TOC AL BB B vV 2RI, T PRI S T T
JEA 7 5 B R JRUES (Menon & Kahn, 1995), #F57 3%
W, % 2 R SRR A, mT R
T8 B 52 4R IR 75 (Sheldon et al., 2012), 4k, 24
A5 %% B e s 28 07 2B BY 7 1k 2 AR S N,
958 R SR ¥ (Galak et al., 2009) ., [G]f, i 23 if
AT LR Iz ] 22 R4k 3R SR F 3l 1k 2 S IR Tk
B o WFIE R, MRIE IR SRR, M RE
9000 380 PR BER 2 p= A Bsf, ) A R T A 1 R R
AR, DLl ROk IR (Kahn et al., 1997)

(2) MMREEIR . EIRARIH A —E NN
PeAs T 9% B AR 94T M (AIKwifi & Ahmed, 2015).,
FIAWFFT R, Mk . WS AIME L IR 55 e o 3
BE LT e G AR DR R R T Kk R A 1 G B
(Keaveney, 1995), fhlififEfEmk G HBEL IS
HA G A C R, B SR AR W] 7 09 4
(Ping, 1993).Fi#iJ5, Park Fl Jang (2014) A8 58 K 3,
DRI 2 5 | R i e BB G, HTEE
TH 25 30 2 38 0 R AN SRR SRR,
AT R R 2, R e T S AR E TR etk
AT ot LA e, 300 5 2 i 5 R AR B2 TR KT,
AR HCEE 25 B9 BOT AN (B (Redden, 2008; Galak et al.,
2009), ESRVMEWFSEIAy, W EETT DLAE AR o
F 5S04 9% (Oliver, 1999), (EAERIKAR 55 b+,
AP 20 R B R T 2 3, IR o s
B 7= BB 55 IR Aok 2 R BG4, TR R AR T 2
2 SZUR B - 4 (Line et al., 2016; Park &
Jang, 2014; Line & Hanks, 2019),

(3) IIZE B, BRI U IR BRI
Y L PURTRE AL/ & i N Kb O Br: B
B DR R () B RY  l, 8 2 3 SRS LA 2
23 M RS LR YT F I 9
B R A, DN AT B R 2 H 2% (Galak et al.,
2009; Galak et al., 2014; Redden & Galak, 2013),
BT E I, I 23 T ) TR BCLARR A
45 B 1Yid1Z(Varey & Kahneman, 1992), [ AR
P 06 28 3835 (Peak-End  Rule), 114 2% 3% 4R I6 19 5
W 525 R AICICTE R Z] . BRI IE R, 17
13 2 2 T2 LA A A 30 58 g T 2 B, TT A5 R
“EREALRAC”, FEMIEERIRIR; 7R R,



%55 d sk A I B IR A LR | 5 R DA R R B R 945

P R AR T ok Y RAFIE S AT, S
B2 Ak A DR TR 3 1 179 970 T 5% 1) (Galak et all.,
2009). BLAb, TAECPPAL S 25 B PR g B AT LA |
T B R R ORI 9 A B Ry B
(Novemsky & Ratner, 2003), 247 2% F A HEIEHf [
1S LTI E, 0 25T AR L, 3k 2 fi UL
AP, 3425 B A6 I [ Fr) 4 B A 3 2 &
A A i i (Sevilla et al., 2019). 1 #% & AOICA2AE
SR S AR AT OC, PR PR R T
B H BN I S A U2, DI RERES B i R
1% M % IR JRUER (Pronin & Jacobs, 2008).

(4) RS BETE R Y], — B Y
T DA, 9 R UGB (Sevilla et al,
2019)c e 4 i g R4, AR 2 R s
TH o B, KA B T 2% R I (Galak et al., 2013),
32 PR Dy e g 4 T AR, S I 2 A i ] )
B, A Bl T A A B S AR TE K, BT RS
TR H B A #b 25 7 ] (Sheldon & Lyubomirsky,
2012), BbAh, 7EiH e B b2 T AT ARG
PRGUIEE, 384 T o8 K 52 2K 4 H (Galak et al., 2013;
Nelson & Meyvis, 2008; Nelson et al., 2009), L4
TEH 0 I ] B A B 22 B0 Sl A B T
SRS g R, S SR E RS N (e R AR
LA B B BCE T 2 N S, W S ECMAE
SR IE REAR, DRI BE ik, IR [RS8 N (Jordan
& Cassie, 2016),

7 XN ENEMAITRRRE

7.1 XA XEAIER

(1) WF5E B SR A o B M\ Coombs Fl Avrunin
977 < IR BB 5l N B B R i E, L
Redden. Sevilla il Galak HIRFW L i%E, &
SRV T BRI S P IRIEUB A . A LB R
WRNER, ZJ5 823 1 IR U T SF fif B 7 2
O ERON B Fhal 2R T ORAT N . R, T
PR IR Y LR B T 1, B STRRIR A BT TR
JRER = A e . R TEIEARI L R ik, BT
T SR DR AE A SR B e S LB, R
TIHTBCR . PR Y R Sk X A BRI
B, DL EE . 812 . JToNEIFN Ay 280
PR JRRE A 52 e, (] A R T 3 2l A 0 4 o A
1 BN IR I i 5K B PR AR . FOR, fF
PR GRIER KT T 2847 R 0 5% 7 T, B SCHRSCIIE T

AN T Ja 1 DR 5 it 2 At sk 22 A A 55K I A DG G
R, K T MRS  H RIS SANEHE, L
FAME OSL. AREEHIE S . B RORG#i. BE
IS BRI RE R . R . AR
PR AR PR 2R, X 28 IR USR5 & e
e ZREA TR ZIBIAHC O RGP E . AR A
HARWT IR T A, 1 983 IR RSO = 7E 1l K A8
(A H R ROHEZ)EEEMNT, BT
SR i i B A0 I AR 0 A R 55 s O
A R T R R AR BOK O, T 2 2 R U
A . R TESR L B 2 R A SR g AT
Ry I R G i IR R T 9% 2 DR IR 1 26 i 5 % i
Z RSN R FARE R AT ik, AR
U8 H G T 3 2 3 DR IRURR AR A 2 i 1) B AR 7Y
(LK 1)

SR T, T B R R AT 5% S LA 55 SR I B
WL BEESOH S . AR RS . BRIk
BRI AE Ry A, et DR U A BOHLER . 5 R
TR KRR AT T IR A RIS
BEA LI REA . — R E SR . 3
SCHRAUNTE #5472 10, JE T T A B R R A
B & DR 3 CAnTH 2R A30ee: . 0 2R R R 2 i 2
PHEAE), 1 HMNOBRPLE)Z T, B TR EL.
TCINFN A 53 060 B DR B A B 5 ), e T
IR BEE IR R . R I0E T IR RS 5%
i SR 22 1) 1) 58 AN o BRAE SCRR AN 6 UE 1 IR
JRE S S R 4 . 2R AE TR AR R A T A R
PIFISE R R, T HIRAZ L T MRt iz =
BT B S S o ) A R A ok R R AR

(2) WFTA R o 3 i X 7 2% R R 55 1Y
SCiR [ B, AT DL & BB A Sk 3 SR g R
WA iR B R R 2 L T PR R D A SR
FERESE, FH EE I 2 IR RS e o R
o ART A WA IRAFAE —Le Bk, F 2RI
— R Z AR RS 2R TR Z RS R IR A
WF5E . BIR 2R T oRIE 2 M DR RS I 24T R,
B Sl SCHRER 1T T 4 2R 2 h IR VS 5 Z AL -
RIS RN, 1550 LB A SCHIRAR &K IR ek
5 Z ¥4k TR AE N WA S7 0 FR AT AR 5T Y
(Sevillaetal., 2019), Lbln: IA SCHRTESRITHTE
PSR SN B S N [0 B2 S AN T S2
B Z R TR A AT, KZHBRZAA T R
775 DRI BE A A VR T o el IR SR AT AT
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________________________________

BFEREGREE) ——
MR WP, s B
?igiﬁgﬁ ic R ;?gg% Eﬁ\i&kﬁ i§%i§
o =L T i * IR FIRER (BREE)
12, TENEIRIS o « B RREARG .

-iggggﬁ « RIBUK PR < ThRERL: A |  BFLTR
; — * Jabn & « VE BRI DIERR | - R
ASER@SER) Ry istinns L 5 | RIRALLERRE E—» ) ;ngEFE
< SMIBBE R  PERR « BERIMOK T S FGERE: S < WS
% IR i RIRE2RE PRIEANAA R
 AMAEH: MEFOSL. N < JRYERRS: AT
B BRI « RIB BE SR MERIRAA
BE. HFME, B R HEIR IR,
R . SREHERAIS

B1 3R 2 DR A - % e ) L A Y

T 3R A8 A DA AN TR AT (8 1) 245 8 B 2R 858 )
TEREREAE RN LR B 22 57, el
M) Y4 9% 35 19 1 2 0 (v P Bl 2> BT 2R B, i

R G B, I B 4O 2 AR AL TR 1 R
B B, AR TR B A OGSk T 2
TR 5 R B 4 R AR, A5 A T
HICMHBRIESHREZARR. ZRZWTIH
RIS R . 2RISR KR
Sevilla 55 A (2019)PA Ay, T 9% Ja] 30 42 il I AN 2 7
BB H RN, B R R 2 k8 RO T
Bt HSZBRIFIEINNL, PRI 2R3 AT DL i 5 45
381 Al LRI T ROV 0 ) 18T R R O D, (R
FEL T8 S E T U T B 2 R AR RE— S Y R fR] R)
B (T 5% 55, 2020), BT A B 45 1 2 5 0 A B
o BRI, i R 4 X 22 R Ak R T 2 T 9 R
PRI BT R FEFE T $h 2 QAT A
BRI B RN, O SRS 2
=Rz A [ R B A A A . fR DR TR R
TR EE B BANNERERAD, HILR
SR (B VD5, KA 1 T B DR R ) A
MLEL, A B B 5T 1 B T 1) a) B A AR
1E DA 1 2R 22 $0F 58 AR T e 5 RN 9% 22 50 1Y)
U, 3 o R AR Y I ) R AT Y, A
AT I e b Be B S0, ez XN R BB AT
R A ST B R B RS L DU e XA MR e A
S K - 10 30 25 e e o R IRk U i 1 5 2S5 OE
9% o LA W FT 8 B A K S (OSLYE A i 2 & 19

AR T BT AER T, A0 T A R AR ) 38
KRG BB, RS AEE T, AMA
AERIBOKPZ 2 N 5B . SIMRETE &
JRIE (LT FEML) AL 2 PR AT (AN B ST | 2Rl
HE . FEHINNERW, TEZM T L
1575 58 18 RS S O SR AT L, IS A I 2
KSR, EAT G 9% IR U R B 98 = AR
TEAES LR T iH %1% (Sevilla et al., 2019),
7.2 KRERMRFEEEINEANARABR

g EAR, A BRI | <R A48 8 H
FOCHR BRI TR 2R, B R BUAH DG SCHR . X 3R W,
] P 2% X 2 IR UBGA e 2 0G0 o H IR gk
AR EEE A EWUE SE RS, IR
B W R s AL SR AT, LR
(ETRE A 24T b i) i . H AT, [ A SCERTE
BRI BB R IR A iU . BRI ER . AT
PRIZR | 2 il SR s 55 5 T A T Aol A IR,
XA E WAL TR . ENERE RS
I 2 SO A B AT S R, AR T
TR B B TR IR 5T o AN hy [ B 3 4 2 S,
HA SRV 2 3 TR BB S 1Y) & R RN 58 35 VR G I BL,
Sy e [ Ao 7 BN 5 B A B O 3
it R IR B VA B AT S LA, 4R T RO i
HGTSELAEA MM SR TE T o A, A
P T — S LA E AT ) A, S,

TR FE (1) T R AR TR 2 AR iy
BERR G 2T RZEI AR AR



%55 d sk A I B IR A LR | 5 R DA R R B R 947

SUATE R ) AR G AR g v A S, BRI BE
PR (R . MR . &Rl . A
AR 28 (An W 55 24 SR SCEEL 19 44 550 ) L B 9 1 B
R (RN L 402 Bl liAR . B
IRV P TR I ) TR LR
A B 1 R MR, O B S e 2 RE AL TR 1 R
PUE AT B R 5 2R TR Z A R 1
FE AR (2) BT IR ZE A 5 B 1 1 2% 5 40
PEHIAT R RS o AR 5 8 F R TI 2 DR US|
T 21 J 391428 ] 5 2 S0t R T B AT 2R AT
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Abstract: Satiation has been defined as the consumer’s subjective emotional experience in which their
sense of utility, enjoyment or satisfaction drops over time from repeated or excessive consumption of the
same product or service. The result is that a negative perception gradually takes over the initial positive
outlook. Consumers then resort to brand switching, variety seeking and consumption cycle controlling to
alleviate or prevent satiation. To some extent, satiation has become the prime an obstacle for enterprises or
shops to secure customer loyalty. Our research has suggested that foreign studies have classified satiation
based on the formation process, functional response, cognitive state and attribute perception of the consumer.
They have dissected theoretical principles and mechanisms of hedonic adaptation, diminishing marginal
utility, cognitive dissonance and optimal stimulation levels. The studies have explored the inducing factors
to generate the physiological and psychological satiation and their impacts, as well as, the verification of
moderating effects from external factors and individual factors on consumers’ satiation. Then they have
discussed the mitigation strategies or behavioral responses which consumers coped with satiation.
Ultimately, we have reviewed the research ideas, characteristics and limitations of the extant readings, and
have put forward suggestions for future research.

Key words: satiation; physiological satiation, psychological satiation, satiation rate, variety seeking





