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1 [GFEH EHEREENER, B WLAES R
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R %@Dwmﬁ g O MIUMIUL IR TATA, 9 b
i} N i} v MEEm 12
[]L\va 3535 2 3y IJ_:l‘ lJ_:l‘”Lfﬁ: 9k“ 1 R
S4B R R E R A I Cho, 2010, 1 DIEZTHIAA SARILRR 2
e Rw L, (BRI 2E AR B IEHAE W b= Bk,
Keller, 1993; Kronrod & Lowrey, 2016; 5 3CE, s e Lt i N
T 2017 BB T 201n e g E IR, R T, 2016). BB
FEE, TR 2016). 5 B AR, GERBL, A FRIE SURFE (Keller, Heckler, &
%ﬁ%ﬁ%&rﬁﬁ%ﬂﬁﬁﬂ@ﬁﬁﬁ%? ﬂ;}éﬂg Houston, 1998; Qin, Wen, & Dou, 2015; #hF¥, #k
ol 2R T B TR 975 8 B MR, 2017; PMNEE, SKZLEE, 2012)FE & FHAECT
O EF RS 1 76 Bt 4 1 AESE L it & . ##) (Klink, 2000; Klink & Athaide, 2012;
P — F{ac‘ﬂﬂé&iﬁzitﬁ, Sapy | Lowrey & Shrum, 2007; Wu, Klink, & Guo, 2013;
5 = H 5 =
P sl o2 J2 R 9 — B4R BT . 2003) Yorkston & Menon, 2004)#< 5 Wi 28 & 174,
= T 2] U2 Py o
TR 7 5 5 A2 RN 10 % 2 0 AR 25 A T 5% i)
e HTEEX 15T ES5 2 LES R
ek B 0T: 2019-06-04 A OFBUE, 1996), AR5 i 4 AT BE S i80h
* ER AP EEFFDH (71702134) . EHZK A KR BOLE R, M1k 2 S A A 5 % LA
SR AU (T1532010)  [HAC A SRR G 7 A By 0 B4R AR AN 4 PR 4F AE (Zebrowitz &

T (T1702177) ™48 BOF T A8 A A K3 H N
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2.1 SAREFRIHBEE M E RS

HE MR A TN FBRIE, 165 R IEE%E
A% T AV SCPIAS D5 T, PR I o A FR A AT 5
5 H X P A J7 1 R IF (Pogacar, Shrum, &
Lowrey, 2018; k&%, 2016).

TG, A BRI TR SCRFAE 2352 0 T 2 0
TarIcts . SEMWEEE, 5 XFEA
FSURFAE, AR 2 44 B 2 d o HOC 7 3 SO
B A EUIR S5 ARAE, Qi TR 2z | AR L AET R
A4, R it L% Bk U AR 75 P i 44 R (Keller
etal., 1998) SCUEMFFT R, W57 1k A9 it 44 R BiE
i3 4 2 #1012 (Keller et al., 1998), #&F:
AR K R (PR, MR, 2017; FhEE, 3K
ZLHE, 2012) X TRUF UL, TG H A —E M
Mo WRFEE A B, A 2R R4 Bk 8 AR R
JE A DGR, LRE S ISR T ML NS B (Lee &
Ang, 2003) {HJE, X—00 TR T 28 & A3
BB T2, B, 61X — ML BE % G 7 AR
PR R PEOL5E), X T 28 AN BB SCF(n
“DE?), il LA BRI AR RS R B BUAVE T, X
T 9 3 AR Y SO (AN S8, B4 B
AR AE Itk . KRR Y E &
BEBT XFZE, X DUFC)# AT IR E X
I, 2T AROL) RS R PR L

HWR, i A8 PR T R AR 235 R T B
AN S . AL G & W RO T & A
SRR FIRAT N, (2 F ZAE (sound symbolism)
Y ERIE FAH G SEUE R ST R JR, 813 1 & & AR L
177E H 58 & (Dong, Huang, & Labroo, 2019;
Hung, Styles, & Hsieh, 2017; Klink, & Wu, 2017;
Lowe, & Haws, 2017; Maglio, & Feder, 2017; Sapir,
1929; Westbury, 2005; Slepian, & Galinsky, 2016;
SKAL L, REERI, 2013), filn, Eag s AN B
IEIE MIL il MAL MRS S T, BRMUER
N, BERA 80%RI AN MAL FE KRR T,
MIL $§/]N5%F(Sapir, 1929). &5 L AEIF A 5
AR, (AEFEE 20 4, AHEHENX—
FBERBETE S AR . DR B, i ] v
MG (vowels) FH1E A4 & (consonants) B fiE #f &
ST 5% 50 R E 7 19 3 (K link, 2000) . 7E7C
HAET L, S5EoCE AL, T E ki g

AR /N M B RBL. RO, R
FHHE AT, S5 (stops) (W p, t, b, d, g Fll k)
I, BEHE (fricatives) (W f, s, v Fl 2)&xikiH 3%
FAAFE N B A, W H, &7 (voiced)
FIUAR B 7 (voiceless) 14 B8 48 & R i o #2345 TH
THE VW RA R . JFENIREZN
ZET L E FEME N, 5EERIICE A
R (Frish) A1 b, 61 J5 08 B9 5 i 44 FR (Frosh) )
KB ANFIEEL . NEEEE | BLE R
% (Yorkston & Menon, 2004), B T il 8 4 BLAF
AEFN9E, TO FRAEALE S A 5 1 A e 3
TR, BT 2 Lo Ak SRS i
M 5 70 23 19 55 P A S 3 (Klink: &
Athaide, 2012; Wu et al., 2013),

o] LAAE A 5T AT LA 2 B, BAR B4 AN/
SR T A FRE S RRE R, (HaxX sk
TSR TR AR & R AR T & Al 20 Y 52 0,
AR B9 25 5% T 24 R T 1R 5 A R AE (B )
HIVE R (BRAESE, 2016),

22 EFE

EERBEVNEREE, Tl AAETICEE
mh . MBS SR EIE T Z R (1, 1996;
#2007, EFE, 2002; BUET, 20115 AR,
2012; ZeifEEE, WhEW, 2006). B E RS MR S
PR (ANETE | TP R E T, XS
TEA RIFEMIZOR, B TR SRR (#
71, 1996; £, 2002), H11(1996)IkH (iif )
Y AR AN PIE S5 . . (2002)1A
Tw B ARG AR, REM I RIE S
M AR LR, R T (RFE) MR IE SR .

WA BARZ T A RENSE . T4
PR R, WS EkA NG T 5
P, X —PERZEF R T S W GBI FEE
o We 1 8% 0 5 Lo M % BT AR €5 T DG 7S (R K,
2012). Mok, WEEAEMRHEDE, RS T4
AR Z . SR ARNTFR LI, A 12.62%M
AT &, mMAMHXEERNZ R
HAE T (BT, 2011), EEINH, &% 4H0F
We ] 2 s, B G EE M. WS,
MMIBEF M HASE, W, “Aaam” (£
W, e, 20060). fEHINAE T S5 NEE
AR W IERE, ARIE A 4538 A T 7 ZL I R A T
1B 4 B
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MAKE T RIERMAERE, B2 LEY
B —A FEZIBEERIE 3 M HZ00, JLE Rk
BEARM IO KA &, RIS E; H438
A, BULERE A& L W E i, 48T
B T A 4G A 1Y & & (A0 “a-ma-ma-ma”); 13 4>
H e, BLHE T b o il A = SO & e (dn
“Wek”) (Ferguson, 1964; Shaffer & Kipp, 2009; ¥
ik, 1996; WEEE, #/0], 1992), A HFFE#H
A B S AR ) AR A AR T 5
B, T HL AR X 2 2 A A R 04 A 3
BTHEEGE /AN, H/ANF, 2014),

0] JB AR 5T 0T DA R B, DAAE 56 T B35 690
FEL R R o3 A, Bk = T S 70 2 ROV Y
WoR. HTE R EILENNESRE, &
RN I AN IR PR DL e 2 297= St - B4 79.0)
TH 9% 35 R0 0 RN S B YRR
2.3 Z)LEKX

WRIWHTSCAZ, SHRILEIES W~ HEE
FF1E (Ferguson, 1964; #/N2T, H/NTY, 2014; 2
R, VFELER, 1979, VFBUE, 1996; VFELER, 38
/NG, 1992), PRI B AT RE 23 0 JLEE AR DG IA
A, B LB — R R LA S A A
2, FA L LR AE 4058 R T DL 2L
BRI GERR, XA, KK, 2014, DAk, ¥
&, MRS, SO0R, 2240, 2011 A, M,
JREEK, Bikde, THEZE, 2019), M IEILRY £ K
Pr, XS BT HA R SO R 2 AR A 5
I35 S 8 AT 9 RV (B2 AR BAE, 20145 %
AERRAE, 2011) ZJLAERRE IR0 T AL B A
AERE, RIS LA G YRR v] B 23 7 A
XFPRCR . Lorenz (1943) W48 & B, BLLREMS 51
NRTER TS RSO () o Mk, 2L
TR FLARR AU (v 8K R R 48 R MR i 46 ) Pl B A2
R NFSFR S ORI 2 B AT 22 L
T AL R I 1Y 0 B8 3R AE B 2 O 22 LK 5K (baby
schema) (FAE8E4E, 2011), JLE., A, EER
YA AT BE 2 B B LAY T FLARRAE, 2T B0 22
JLE K (Borgi, Cogliatidezza, Brelsford, Meints, &
Cirulli, 2014; Chin, Wade, & French, 2006;
Kringelbach, Stark, Alexander, Bornstein, & Stein,
2016; Zheng, Yang, Peng, & Yu, 2016),

BOLE AKX 6% L. 178
HR 58 55 22 4> J7 TR 23 77 AR R R (B R B 4R,

2014; BAEER GE, 2011; WIAEMS, W, B,
2018). TEFERE Iy, HAEILIE A B9 R e
BE PR ST AT Ty, BA i B AR
(attention capture effect) (Borgi et al., 2014; Brosch,
Sander, Pourtois, & Scherer, 2008; Brosch, Sander,
& Scherer, 2007; Brosch, Sander & Scherer, 2007),

N R TR BRI L A T RE A8 P o 3 22 LY
iR o TR Sy, FAT LI Y L 5E R g
W AR TE AT 25, 42 FUL 1 4% (Baeken et al.,
2010; Brosch et al., 2007), fMRI 5 R, &
L1 = T L 23 0T DR o i R B % (nucleus
accumbens), X — XI5 2 N T/ &, #i6
21k N PSR BYEE (Glocker et al., 2009), 225 [X

B ) T R s R i AR L EE I DG AT o, B
EWEBA MK R RSP, &2 ILE
)RR i ) B o N T BRI, 5 BB B)
BLAH 5C B9 K 40 1k 18 /F 4R 55 19 R b 2 32 T
(Glocker et al., 2010; Sherman, Jonathan, & Coan,
2009), TEAT AT, %)L A A R 2 1
A BAT R . BAEAT A FIIRORAT R, B AN IR
17 M (Keating, Randall, Kendrick, & Gutshall, 2003;
Maoz, 2012; Desai, 2011; Wang, Mukhopadhyay, &
Patrick, 2017), 7E4F B3 7 1w, A ZILEM
A AR TN B A U, Rl
b N GEAS T MG HE . 22559 G = i J7 (Livingston
& Pearce, 2010; Maoz, 2012; Poutvaara, Jordahl, &
Berggren, 2009; Zebrowitz & Montepare, 2008;
Zheng et al., 2016),

Wl LA ST T LR R, DA SC F 2 LK
I T ILE AL R AR, RS LR
W 6 FRAE (Kringelbach et al., 2016) . ASHF 55 2238 M
BOLE KA W 58 FRAE 1 K, 5880 WAL PRI
YRR o LI 78 & e B 0 0 (An R B2 . 2558
FUGN) 5 AATXF T 2 P 19 204 BD 42 02 — B0,
5 AATXE 5B 1Y Z0 4 B 2 A — B (Friedman &
Zebrowitz, 1992), Ft L& & i 4% Fr 23 0 22 L
K, 2eihil 2 o de i B s 2 Ak, 52
Sl RS FGE o Ak, JLE AT — SRR T L
N ) BURRAE (Jn B L AR RERORR AR
(Shaffer & Kipp, 2009), FrLlE - &4 Frtsn]
A 2 30 3 0 22 LA 2R 0 it e ) BRI
2.4 %3 SR

Bt 7 it ) o A AR BE 1Y H 25 0, o AR
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B4 AR S Bt R BT A 0 7 R 7V B Y 5E A P R
JHE o X TE SR, i A OO R i A
S AT 8 £ AR B3 /% (Fournier, 1998), i &b
T13HJR 1 R — 5> (Belk, 1988), Ky, MR
) i N AR SR O WA T i (R BT AL 5 T AR S 3R
RPN Y N B e T Y P )
— BRI AFEAFAE” (Aaker, 1997) {8 % A% L 2
SR B, Aaker (1997)Kf & EAKS 43 0 T
ANYERE, 5B (Sincerity) . %75 (Excitement) ,

i 4T: (Competence) . = Z% (Sophistication) Fl # 7™
(Ruggedness), BRILZ4b, AR E LT A
IS R AAR S PR, 430002 B Ak
(masculine) 12 4k (feminine) (Grohmann, 2009),

TR 227 015 1 531 TG G R T % 4R TR 3 25 5% 1 o5 S 1Y)
P4 531 #1398 (Brough, Wilkie, Ma, Isaac, & Gal, 2016;
Yan, 2016; TEE, PES%, EWFIR, 2019), X4
b RS 1 S PR T AR R A A ]

— T, 24 5 RS T 2 2 RRAE ™
FRAE — BT, £ BUIS L BCAF 1978 4 0CR (Aaker,
1997), Gronhmann (2009)AHF5T & B, 24 5 A
M ARAE 5 T8 2% 25 B M A 68— B0, AATTXF 2
FAA S B 2 AR . W 25 A (2013) AR ST & B,
X T B VAR A, T 9 TN B KRR 55
RE B SR 2 R, X T 2otk &, TH SR
TS RE ™ L PEALRRAIE 1Y) A R

FEAR MY 1 78 B AR v, X B R AT 6
I A — IR, TR G An ] #8138 00 )
MBI ET, AR LRI, PRI
TEARFRE B RRE, T2 BRI SR IE T
T )02 5 0 A1) B T2 (Guevremont &
Grohmann, 2015; Lieven, Grohmann, Herrmann,
Tilburg, & Landwehr, 2015; Schnurr, 2018; Wu
etal., 2013), [ LAA ST 0] LU R B, fRH WS
75 B T KRS B B A RRAE X P ) i AR R
ipAL
2.5 FEERIESEMT

X T[] 8 AL B 77 i, 23 5 R S ] 114 ) 2L 4
it BN, RIEE Rz shiE, A rSRIAFEHRETE, i
A A P, PFOE R, — L)
FRRE WA B R W SR R AN TR,
JE 48 R ) 23 2 ) 7 i ) BRARRANE SR 98 o N 285 3 45 il
JRRE 3 I R DA TR AN L, ok B — Al EenE 3 1 1Y
P25 T 53 A — b BB T R, XA R4

YB3 (synesthesia) (ZE4EIR, 2015), B3t AIFFAE
e A58 A N B AT LA e A RS T R A T
HHISE . S RRER IR, B AR A LT
Bl A RO T i R A i A 50 ) R R
LT P AT BR B T N 22 AT 3E (Jiang, Gorn,
Galli, & Chattopadhyay, 2016), 7 &b 4 k771,
HEoEMIL, micd SibilfeE s &
BORIREL, S m M L, BEEE Sk 2 5t
18/ BALRE(Klink, 2000; Klink, 2003), &4
WFoT & B 2 L0 2 A8 = R AR T I, G
F 1L A AR B K (Lowe & Haws,
2017), IR LLFERFGE 0] LA & R, R /DA BF9E 5 %
52 T 1 T 45 R AE T 7 i S BRI R A
L
26 MRABRSARED

Zi LR, FEMMARR T, BARC LR U
FEERVT T A4 B BB S AR E O . B
X T B e A AS B R, AR R
B it W24 FR TP o o S R AR (B ) RV A5 0
TR RAAE, TSR BN T RRAE A VR FE T
FOUE S A 2 B A TEE, BAR S A AR
A B T R SO A EE LA 7 T, (H DAL
- A KA BRI B 5T 32 AR R O SO A (R RE, R
£, JABEEE, VFIRIE, 2010; PMEE, ARG, 2017;
INEE, TRLTEE, 2012), X FPAF5E R A AT RE RN F
AT PRHEA & AR FIIEN IS B, DUR
FEAR R SR BE OSC7, DU A b —
B PR AL SCF (TR 228, 2011) . Beif (i A B
JCARETRE, T 1 A BRIT R T I, i
AT DL R R AL R A0 LA AR
AT RRAIE 0 5l R4 BR, AR U7 5l L i 44
WA DA LA R 8 R I BSOS A, A
B PR BN R S R AR A BT BT & A A S A
B o U IR 3 R it (A5 DU 56 T A R 48 BRI
HRAE AT 5 AR 7 FH 1 038 ol L 44 1 92 T AR
Zhe MBS S &, %5880 A BRI E
FH, DU S R A SR T O e A I SR B, T
LGB DA B — 7 SR Ao A JEL I, o A
Fefko SCBR b, ITAR R AR N & R R Y 2 A
MNP Z 2 | VR B2 2 )ERR &
B R o B IS T SRR LA AR AT 0 SR B
ARG 75 5% B W40 RO T B R S RN A
AT
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3 HixRigs8

BT B SCRER R, AT LE R
A RE B 485 T A FRIOAE T . AT 5, Ao
FUR i 5 AHETER B 5B a4 PR TH 9
R0 IS L A 52 00, A 6 LA AL ) 04 3
St BMBETRER NP 1 FR . BEE 1 BEEEE
sty R4 NS T B 5 B R R IR, A 9 2 L X
AR AR PSS 2 B 5 AR IE T R AE OT T AR 1E)
TE B H A R PR-5 T8 B R 2 18] 1 IR 1 VR A
WEFE 3 % M ARA R BFAIE O U5 P A i ) 7 B o i
LA B T 2 L Z BRI T 1 . WO 4 %
ZE7 i RE TR AE B 5 A R PR 5 T T S 2 (A Y
VYR BESE 5 B4 B FFIEAE S dh il 44
PR 1H 2 A B Z 1] B IR 1 AR T

PR RAHIE
(LHAFAE)

B SHIA BILER s |

SRR FHE
CRR B 45 4E)

1 BRDFITHELR

3 MR 1: BEEREAMTEREMENE

REEANSF

(1) 27 2 FR 2L E =52

IR e T2 LK oy 2L e JLESD
SURRIE o F92 b, JLERR TR E R
RARWES, EEFEE WSS mAH AW
(Kringelbach et al., 2016), £ 0~3 ™ H By, JL
IR INET, BT 4~8 N H, JLEAER LT
S (0 “abababa”); 7E 13 S H g, JL
HEALRE S L IR B LR (B, 1993; P EE,
1996; FEER, S8/NE, 1992), i F&HFEEYIL
B B AR, O TE A A AT 3 3 i L T 22 Ml
B, R, “MEE, T H L
B LFREAATEL /N, F/NFS, 2014). BEAR
HLA B LAMNRERAE 4 0 2 s 2L S, R4
S F DU A B L R AT A SR, 2 R
L, G S s AR & A &, HAE A
g BB SOR s . Bk, AR

WFotan il 1a: 54 & % A48k,

2 E LM ELILA X, K FHHIFZ

B4
I 3

=
]
j=3

=4

BIEL,

(2) B LRI RO BHLARRAE (1 90) A R A
FIBE 1) 3 )

DIERF SR R, BLLAN Lo M AE S0 A 2 Al B
%5 T AR EA 1 2 ALl Z Ab (Friedman & Zebrowitz,
1992), TESMITT I, AR5 PRI L R o) Be 40 A
BELERG, (AR R 5 2 PE W SN AR AE S 24 LAk,
1M 55 1 /4 Ab 55 Re AE 55 B A Ak (Friedman &
Zebrowitz, 1992), S AALL, ZILE LA T
/N DB B L ARE SO, SRR, otk
T LA A S /N T L, R S TR A A HR
Mo TEZIMRENZ 7T, 5B EAR E, 2LA
ZERRBON I IR T . B AT (Bem, 1981;
Berry & Mcarthur, 1985; Gorn, Jiang, & Johar, 2008;
Zebrowitz & Montepare, 2008) , Friedman il
Zebrowitz (1992)RIFFTIA K& B, 16 MLAY () 11 FL AL
BB AT (L TR L 55 M R e e S L ),
Sl A B G s 3 s LT Sl SO (Y T L B 1Y
AT (e Tk I 55 P R s s T L 1), A ) 2 Al
NG 2355, FRREUE T oA 2L ZIMR B
JIE A — . BT LR L P AR S RN 2 A B
% BRI, prl2)LE s 2 )5,
PESE Kb B R S B S BOMTE . hT & E
Ji A4 FR s oE 2 LI 2, i AT 2 B AR Wl RE 2%
ST A TE 2 R A RS, AL
F A o ARYEE Y B2 (Spreading- Activation
Theory), AMTHICIZREA — RV IHESE 19757 2L
MR H— D mRROE 25, 522 KRR H
15 15 L2 B0 (Collins & Loftus, 1975), AN
W RZ R ER AR 2, s — AT R D) Ah
— TR TT REPE RO . AHEN E, LA
LM RBERTEME, U2 ILE 2R &
AL S WA ELZ RS . Witk, &8s R
AT A 38 3 IR LT R 3 L P A R E
FAR UAEAR DA W58 ok % 48 & i FIVE S i G &
BGOSR T ATHRAE TR Flan, AR
(2012)%F 25578 D ANAMAT T 0T, BREIHK
YA 3%MAMHEE A, bl iEE
I Bl s T3 LS E s 2 B
[ 42 %, X R 44 Or B TESE A RERE R 1 1E
AR B B PRI R R o HE 0, FRATHE

WA 1b: & 58 BLE KX ey T AR
EAFHrAk A EEANL T, RO H AT AL
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o A S 3 X8 B FRAE B —Fh R 4, 7R3 3 [yoo] M & ik A

(3) BEJLIEIZON il ) B AR AR R 08 1) 52 0

BOLBR T7E D IRRHE B S5 IAAR—FE, £
BURFAE 15 LA TR ) 22 53 (Shaffer & Kipp,
2009), EE, WAEANHILERN SR R, HE
A, RS WO R R, B R
HIRE AW R . —BORVE, B LR 5
HAT 50 JEORZE AT, T F- 249 B W TE 160 JHK
fediy HAE LRI E S 3.5 AT A2 Ay, T AR
ANHPFBRESR 60 AT A4 (FL R, mIKE,
2011)0 TEAR AR LR, AR B A4
— BRI, JLER T SRR i, b1l
FHEY) i W RN SR KA AR
R 2 NTE R A—K . &, JLE—), 2
MCICIR S o TE e Iy, JLEEAR 2 5 A0 AR
AENERSEIN SR, AR . B RS . K
WA 2R ik AR A —AE, JLE—
POMICAZER S o PG, S 44 PR T RE il A
TS B LRI LT 2 2 0 15 0K 26 5t LAY 77 il B
BOLEM P ERECD . BRI,

WEIE AR 1c: 7= S b Suhf L AR W RAH &5,
Rl H AR R R R B RK, BLA
R &4 Ao S0 WA A [ T 2 LA AHE
32 MR2: BERMAMRIEREMIEAFNE:

MEBIE FHHERTIATER

PN BT T R I S A A PR R A LA A B
P iF R AL, K B AL R RE 2 IR T B X T
TH B MR R, AWE5E £ 25 GO0 R b X
— P ER TR B RAE VR T o RIS T Rl Y 1 AL
&, W LLSR AT ICE FIE 0 E (Klink, 2000). 140,
EiRe R0 W T Y S RGN TET DR B B R T 1
i JC ¥ [i], S T Y B 3R] o ) 9 4 4 4 S o0 E
[d](gimmel/gommel, brimley/bromley, nillen/nallen,
tiddip/toddip, sittal/sottal, and pinner/ponner) (Lowrey
& Shrum, 2007).

AW ERY, BREERIEA S @CE, 5
TUF )2 X 2% 5 58 A i 4 7 AR R, H HAB T
HFHRHE(5EE M) ST X — 2 (Lowrey &
Shrum, 2007). T HITCE 45 AN /NFISRBE R,
JRICE B NN E R RGE, BT LAV 2 34 S8 B0
A BT it A4 R B T R S A RN D A K A
JRICH A TR Z T RER G FNEE T H)E, X
— BN 2 BIE R R o TR R A A

JESE SR, T[]0 A LR s AR . 4,
55 HR B RO RV T, T 4 R R A B
[4], J& 1A A9 PR IRl A 35 T R E 5 [yoo ] (pawdex/pewdex,
mawlad/mewlad, fawtip/fewtip, and kawlan/kewlan)
(Lowrey & Shrum, 2007), 4 /i I 44 Bk (1 155 5040
FEAEZE S, il L% FR A8 0 8 R R 7 it 28 28 Y
VLR A FRAAAE . HARTIT S, AN = MUE 4
INTT, R R Z IRV MR T, T B R
A BRARE 7 (109 5 A4 R, TS 2 35 A T AR
[yoo] i) i 44 Bk, FRIR 4] & & e [yoo EHE S5

WESR —Fh i & FRAE A4 FH 2 32 31 55 Ab—Fits
BRERY IR, B4 B & ROV A AT B2 B A
TRHESZIE o T IC R AR 2 5 T 2 R,
JIT LA E ROV AR T RE 222 B & ARIE R . LA
R ERY, MioTE ML R TR, FooE
B VERR R TR B, @il s 1667 433
ZRM, TICETEL AT LB AP E L
(4N Tina, Linda il Maxine %) (Wu et al., 2013),
SRR B, HUTCE B A PR 2 kT B
AT A 2 B A AARRRAE, SO0
F4 ity 44 R 2 TE T 21 e Al AT B 2 9 55 1
L AFGHHAE (Wu et al., 2013), BIRE T S 4 K
ST P AR AT S 2 R A AR, B
(9 58 PEAC AR, (ELJ2 BT T il B 44 PR AT [R) R Y
RORE, FT L2l A4 B rh A A R T I, & X
T ) it RN R BE R 08 T RE 2 U/ L 3 T
Ko HEiL, FeATFH

WIS fin A 2a: & & 2 T 3 Sa i AASSa 58 49
Yo L B ARG AT . LR AR A AT
TR, FF AT T MR g iR A fo 30 69 2O T 8
NER

i VA4 PR T R E R T 2 R WA 2 Y
PR it JEAE 08, 3 23 5 MR T 9% 5 B 7 o ) B
FRIEAISE . Klink (2000)9#F58 & B, 515 70 # A
o, oG AL FR o kT g s e e B
VNN =3 B L S = 8 /e S B 1S S AR
PF AT /N AR SRR, (HRHT T
st W40 R ELAT TR BR800, T LAY il R 44 Bk
AR TTE I, B TN T R B R0 B R0
I RE 2R/ N IR .

WETE AT 2b: A& T o b 4y A AR S0 G 09
W L B AF ARG AT . LSk L AR A A
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FAE, B F AT S A 3 4 AR 4 30 69 SR T A8
P LEER
33 MiIR3: EEmMEMHEE MM,

IR RIFIECRIEER R)BATER

LRSS RS, MMARE T S5 E
HPIRER R R B 2B, X LB AN LR R ARAE T B 23 A
WEE BRI E MW, AR EEE
FRB AL X —IMNFRRIFIEE . 162
b, TSR & FhE B R FOR AT R e Fl
P o XA BT LA A MR . el fF A R
FE. SEIEB RO AL ARG NE S,
BB {5 B R4 1 2% 5 A6 2600 R W B AR LA
B o T B 3 AT S R T P B 2 AR <A

RN, YA B Y S R, At

SR/ AORE BB SRR 5 B o TESEBRAYE B i
TR, AR PR R RN SR R LA S R I R, ok
TE FIE 2 XA e g (5 B0 5 2% & & B AN 7= A2
M7

AR EFIE LN E TR, EE ERIE
SR T (R, B2, 2010), BF5EE
5 AR FE Sk, Hh A EE MRS
4 1k F1 % 1 {1k (Hoftede, Hofstede, & Minkov,
2010), Ft, B LHAREZIE R EE
WA AT EZ AR L X — 4L -
FEOU U S 22 5 A L R B R Dy BB M AR Y
g, ik E A Lt E 5K . LAAERE
FERI, b R SR R L TR 5 25 R MRl VS 2% 5 %) b
A HIW, HEFSN RN
iz E W — SRR (E W, SHFH, Xk, &
f£,2017). B, A BHEN, ERIEZET A
A AL e BE T A R AIE 2 52 ) 38031 3% 35 X%
i R R, DT 5 ) 25 4 PR T R
IPER . BARBIAMSR, MHEARIEETE SN
BAEACE LA, T 2 2 AR LR U T
R B e M Y, B i WL RO T o AR
PN LR 2w 55 . B, FRATEE

WEIE AR 3. & & duhf 2 ARAT St if 4n 55 69 B
w2 B RBEBEYEGAT. SRR REY £
A FHACR AR, & F s AR MR SR
AFE 6 S T VE R S H 55
34 MR4: EEREBAEMMERESENT L.

R ERIATIER

PR P JH RN (schema congruity effect),

TH 2R AE PR A R, & 32 207 BE A O B R
A2 I (Meyers-Levy & Tybout, 1989; KT, 43F
5=, AR, 2018), — I, MBS 5770t
PP X — B, 2% 2 R A T AR 11
A P IR T % U= 4 RRAE B0 BRAE
BRSSO B E R, R AR T 9 X T SRR
) — BB R AE (Meyers-Levy & Tybout, 1989).,
FE AR AE R P D B S E RN, B
AL S — B AR R E S, A
PR AR T R G2 1 S B — B, 1 2% 2 B R
Bb 2 FR AP 5 )RR AE U I A9 0 R (Lowery &
Shrum, 2007), 4, X ¥ & % 4 Fsh 7]
T 9% O B A4 R L BT I, T
LRI T, M EE SR AP E G
JCE AR, R T RICEA SN
P REUXT T RUE 4 AN TR R B 1, i T
TR RR . L BB T 2 I AR IR RN bR
F R E M (Lowrey & Shrum, 2007), 43 K =
— S DO e R R T T 7 A B A
fEASE, Xt FARseLHE R PN L BRI
(7=, T 9% 3 T R 2 B A g S W TR
SR A A A A, T
FIRE S AR S R ik, FRATAE

WFoT A 4: & F S h 2 Ahst T3l % 2 R
9 H R X B S A ARG R L xF TR S
B L B0 7 S, O T B AR & F e 2
FiAK., ERBERET&, W4 EokigEd
Z R,
35 MRS EEREBEMMERESENZMN

HEREHMERATER

R 8 41 25 A [A] B¢ (Social-identity theory),
AT B FRAE AR R B b U T b AT T i 3
MIRER B 0 TIRFERER B0, Af1&iEAC
TE L P )7 1 5 BEK—E(Turner & Oakes, 1986),
PEA R & AT A FRAE & 1O 4, B AT
Wik A SR EE S A O RN Ak —3 ., S
UERFSE B, T 2 & AR T i 4 5 A 2 PR
£ 6, — 2 A 5 B (Grohmann, 2009), fE48¥E# 5
B O A A T AT R, RIS R AT R 2R
H R B4 (N4 (531 #%) (Brough et al., 2016), A T
Hedr [ ORI A E, PRREREACAIR, WP
TERRAT MR — 20 S . TS S A R
ik AT Lot Ak, T LA £ vk T RE X B i
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O G S5, TR 5 T RE 2 X A B A LD A B
SR Pail, AT

I 5. & & Su i g Afkad Tl & T
QR RHEFEGAT. Tt ET S
W ARAE B3%, w1 et AR B F SRR iR,

4 IHLEH

st A2 R it LR 7 A O A, R T A
USRI O NARZ — o DU T 5 24 BRI
WEoE EEAFEE SRR & 0o . i) mA 7 i,
AR/ B 5 56 1 18 FRAE o B 3 IPE T BR AR 4E,
2016; k4 K4E, 2016). 1 ETH A K& &S
Mg FR, EEE P T ILE MM Z P REF,
2011), BEERIRCA LR, B MAEAFRIITA 1
LR, T HZWY R B0, i
“BEBE” . YEEAD . P, BEE. “RZE
Z7 (B APP), “ikik” (PE). “IBUH" (K18 .
Bt . KAR). Kk, 41% 5880 g4 PR
TH % 3 HBE RN A5 B 19 52 W 2 21 0 BLe R sK
B RBIIFERE T BF AR —H A,
PN A R —TH B I —TE A S X
—BEAI AP BE R R B T B S A Rk
N AEFHALEI RIS, e, AU ROR ST L
P UM RGBS, 285 3 T A% BT
T 9% 5 0 (Y B AE 5 O BRAAE 158 ) B 5 TR
R Hrp AL . ok, ARHFSE SE T S AR RIS
R A4 ) RS AASE RR T R G R O R R
TR Z A S TR AR 5T T A 2
BRI TER . B, AP ET E S HEIS
SN BRAE [F2 T AH 2 RE 1 7= 5 A B i a4
FRUA B AT 2 BE I B T & A R

(1) 2L AR A& RS B HOCHE 19 5 LA i
BT S T R4 BRI 2% 5 S0 9 1 e S A
HL o

e, A5 T HILE A Sk HL i &
AR I R R RO LB S &
SR ML 32 LEE IR F ST, AT
NN ELE SR EA TS . ZILER %
ki R S, B AREILMsiYgh B
T B B — SR AE, 3K RO B R AE 2 e
AR FRE RN, AR TR %A, HAMR®
fIEAL 3 S (Lorenz, 1943), [ 2 LE A&
UG, LR TR E ) Z 2, e RHE

B ILZERFIEBYRBE . W B R IS5 S B A ST
2 )LE X (Kringelbach et al., 2016), BT &3 &t
R L 2 B W SR, BT DA T R S e
JLEIR . Y i A B b & S, I 2 T Re
AR R

HW, ATBIA T BOE Y BRI K fif B &
st 44 BRI 2% 255 058 (B BRI RO | O BRARAIE
HBE ) 5 e B AR AL o SO B e
(Spreading-Activation Theory)sf J# A 5012 R 4t
2SS Z BB R, D122 PR — SR
T ZJa, At A OC HE & 25 $E 80E (Collins &
Loftus, 1975), W%, USTH RS T2
ILERZ )5, LB 2 3%0E, JLEM SN
T 2B — RO LR IEME S I B0E, I de 26
SN T 2 % T R R B . MR R B 2 11
BE, JLEAB AR & B0 X 5], BEAARE e 9
FEAE b, AR O BRARAE [ AR BRARAE [, )L
WO RE R ER . RBEN . AlUSE R, 7O
AE L, JLEESMESE AT RURM ; X SRR S
WAL MR E Y & . BHIL, B MRS AR AT RE
S 3 R L PR R T 2 M 5 R ) ) L R i R
BN R ORI BEARRAE (B PR L bEfR).

(2) ARSI T35 & G A B0 R 2 ] 5% 5
AR IR FRAST 5 G A R o5 e ) % T G
TEAE S B T A PR 5 T 28 e Z [ R 7 o

B, WATETIE SRS, 5IATE R
fIEIX — N R 8 B AR AE A 2, SR & 3 5 R 44 PR
S BRSAE S (/N R L ) R BEAEAE 05 (5
AL . M) BRI Bt o 1 ARSI A 1A
TR & R SUR TN, XA R 5 17
HETEAMIET Z POk 8, #35EHI, 2013), 1/iH,
B ¥ 422 fil i B — PR B MK, B RB IS 585
XAE S IS AE R . B REIE S S
TERYBIFSE K IR, i 42 Bk v 1 0 B R AR X 9 2 3
HIE Y R A A B RS L. BRI S, 5/ETT
A FAN L, BTG ARSI L S A
77 SR/ TR R (/N B L $0) (Klink, 2000)
T I Ze Mk (Wu et al., 2013), [FB, A58 LT
— BB RRIE (0 & R E) 192800 23 52 3] ) b —Fh
T R AE B R AE) A P8 95 (Lowrey & Shrum,
2007). PHt, FRATIA N il B C & RRIE 2 A 15 75 1R
IR AR, YEEARTEARTER, &5
i L2 ORGSR BE 19 S ) PT RE 2> 155
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ok, FATRET 14k B E K S BIR (Hoftede
et al., 2010)5| AEZRERIE L X —M&, k&R
B A% BRSO BRERE RS (B AL L &
PEA) B AR o I it B v AT 23[Rl 2
AN RAG B MBI BRI E B, SRIE i
2115 (Bettman & Park, 1980), Sl EFIE 4
MR- R EENIMBLREL, BEFERERE
JEEORIET SR (TR, XB2h, 2010). T4
AR RIAR 1, B R Z RS0 2 5 R E AR BLAEAL
JIBEES . OANHE MR AN SR
FHAL 5 Lot Al | AR ) 5 L ) S I
RyEZER, ERELWB LIS X 5 NEE,
MR A A BIF 5% T O 32 19 90 9% B L0 B D9 2 (1 )
S RIE), B5A YRR FE AL, FRATIAN
FE G 5 10 3 A L 1 T A 2 (A5 2% SR Y
TR E, WATHIEFERMERIE S . REE LA
o IR, Y G AR G0 — S 56 i A R 4k
KRG BRI, B 5 A BRI 3% 3P0 5
HIBE A R A 23 155 o

(3) ABgR 2L T =A% B (schema congruity
effect) AL 2 [ BRAE 01250 1 A1 288 B9 7 il
B T b A TR DA B A AR BT B T S
ALK o

B, WAL TE YRR, k%55
) BULRRAE Q0] 52 W 3 2% X S A R A
BE o ARYEE X PR, 1 F S ERIf L 5
i E R —E00 5 (Meyers-Levy & Tybout, 1989),
PRI 2y 28 5 i W42 PR 23 0T — LB ) BRARR AR 158 (/)
BB, LIk S i B AR AE S0 A i R S —
HAEE, AR B AIE R ESE ., EMLARE
O TR 2B g 1) B P ST L Y A R
TF AN —RER) o fihn, Huop i co 2 1 = W&
CREIX RN ERE M, T EE A0 B PR S L
“HOX YRR E A T A B RN, kT
FEARE 7= o0 2R 5 9 BRI SR B B 5B
FR R AR . T T T A B 0 S A FR 23 Bl 0 3
P, 22 Al 38 ] R 77 it oo 38 1 5 o 2
FRAE—BOAT, W AR B RS, ST
APPHRN, S5 MEATRSEIGE /DN, B B
OIRER, TS momERa s/, B,
BT i

Hk, TATETH SRS, Sk H 502
P B AN AT 52 A AT X S A AR A R

B . 414 AE #i8 (Social-identity theory)dg Hi, A
i1 W AR A C e o R Aok A A FR AT &
(Turner & Oakes, 1986), XFHHAMIEESZE . Ff
I N S S ATR = N R
o] TAER 7 15 BT @ B AR O e — B, MR+
5T @B R A — SR, AN 32 BlA 2 1% T,
B 22 7K 32 N O IR 77 (Brough et al., 2016). i T it
St 2 AESIRN R, A2 R S
By — Bk £, JF HokE iR B 0 R — iy ik
P o AR AHIF G BT OCTE I 2 3 W 8 1 N
(MBI SR, 45 a1k SIAF e, RO
TH B (A ) AT R 2 5 Il T 0T 25 i AL 44 R 11
BB PERNANEDE BN E Y — A EZE S, A
AT 8 2o R A Ok 4E 45 M 531X [R] (Grohmann,
2009). Hi T B dh 44 PR 2 b 28 F 15 &
PEAL, BT LA RE 25 MR P B T bk, 2 PR
EAF
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The effect of repeated two-syllable brand name on
consumers’ perception and attitude

WEI Hua'?, WANG Tao®, MAO Lei’, FENG Wenting*, XIONG Shasha’

(' College of Education Science, Xinyang Normal University, Xinyang 464000) (> School of Economics and Management,
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(* School of Jewelry, China University of Geosciences, Wuhan 430074) (° College of Economics and
Management, Wuyi University, Jiangmen 529020)

Abstract: Brand name is significant brand equity. It plays a vital role in delivering brand value, building
brand image and highlighting brand characteristics. Previous research found that the semantic and phonetic
features of a brand name would influence consumers’ perception and preference. From the perspective of
baby schema, we examine the effect of repeated two-syllable brand name on consumers’ brand perception
(physical perception and psychological perception) and consumers’ attitude, and also verify the mechanism
and boundary of the effect. More specific expositions are as follows: (1) examining the effect and
mechanism of repeated two-syllable brand name on consumers’ physical perception, psychological
perception and attitude; (2) verifying the moderating effect of the internal phonetic feature and the external
cuing feature between the repeated two-syllable brand name and consumers’ perception; (3) verifying the
moderating effect of product type and consumers’ feature between the repeated two-syllable brand name and
consumers’ attitude.

Key words: repeated two-syllable; brand name; baby schema



