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* &t % 4 # (Conceptual Framework) *

B i) $ A AL 4 13 R B3 SE A AT AR

Tk BZHE EAR
(R KEEHERE, B0 570228)

H OE OERDTREFTHRAERZODANES, B4 RRLARM S BB RAMANRTE, HRAES—FE
B A EEE, SRR MAI TFF B IERN G AEF RS FE | RATHENA RIEL
AR B RS A 2, L EFAAFRBATH A MAM G £ F AL Z 2 RBA GRS, BAFLIRS,
A1) A AACAR B B L A SR R R R RS AT A P REA AR, B, AR R THMMALL
30 i 6 KA AR R R, AAT R R LT KDALY R E R A A Rk, BE RS A
R MANAR G e, D E A FHRBRGRERX, AL T T4 F4 IR FIX —BZRFRIFT T A
BRGM, AAAMEEHRE TN = A BTN, KT EB KB, ABRTI I T dad 8] AL 4G 22 4
X B M R BT A A BEAT B A 2038 5L,

KEIE BEMAK, EMERDMN, ATHBRGREREX, F4LTH

5ES  B849:C939

1 &R T, R SCHRER T 1745 o BRI i i) 80 A Ak
M HFZW (B0 . Chen et al., 2018; Huang et al.,
2020; Maeng & Aggarwal, 2018; Puzakova &
Aggarwal, 2018; Wan et al., 2017), X S6HfF 53 UESE
) TR T 2 —FETE 40, 824t T —Fh
PR 2022 FRFHIR g A IR RS NS (T,
e, 2014; Aggarwal & McGill, 2007; 2012; Koo
etal., 2019; Sundar & Noseworthy, 2014), M2k

K RS T A
SRS~ MEE S W H T A AAR 2 0 A% AN 2 48 I LA A (time

I T oy o my e 1
iu;j‘;’? ;Elg”/ﬁj‘jg%%fliﬁ/u@/ﬁ%%EJ#U@E: anthropomorphism), Eﬂﬂ%k%%#ﬁ‘ﬁ\ @jm\ %;
! 1993 Kyu Kim et al., 2012; R t al., . " \ St e L e s
zaqgaﬂYifiagﬁw%ﬁggggi Pl 2 W I [, L A A AT S A
» Siddiqui et al., 2018) PLAABIBAKST etk 25 (May & Monga, 2014). B il ELA& B 3 £
& Cameron, 1996; May & Monga, 2014; Yeung & R
F P (autonomy of movement, Lakoff & Johnson,

S L 2007): B TR 9 — AN P HE 2 0 00 mover i
£ﬁgmk%%£§ﬁ§m;Miﬁwiﬁ; 1980; 1999), T 1 3 85 S A o A K i T B0 1 4
A 5 iy (E(Epley et al, 2007), f#Hi FIA ML FATH K

AU A X — BB 5 4 S5 B 1 K 5 T X
G BEPE . SR 5 SO R GERRAT R I AL

BB, B Dickens (2016)#2F|“old time, his

i&g Hilg ﬁtziizigjim XI5 H (72162012), E % A KF hands are mutes”, !S5 ASUHIRE h 024
F A AR 4 i X T . EZHARF Cn P TN
%%%lﬂﬁ@jﬁ(72062013), %%H?ﬁﬁl’%%%ﬁj Ej], EH Tfﬂ‘)\ o Wﬁﬁ m%ﬁ\’)ﬁ\hﬁs VZ\:/\DDHQ—F/{K

B R, BRI AT B ROk,
— ) EAL 2021 th Y R B EER (ASAR)
BB A R REAE

B AR, AR AR,

R

R AT H (721RC517)¥%E 00 R T HiE < B st a s, 2 A #%dkiE”,
BEEE: PR, E-mail: sunnycq@163.com DI R TE I BT 28 B AR R 5 IR R bR,
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P TN N A E VN C AR R

S AL A% o 8, H2 IR
PR A L A0 B S O T A IR 1Y
EARBFE N AR R . UF May Fl Monga (2014)
Yo 25 i b5} 1] (wait time) ) S A AL HEAT I 58, B
PRI, A AT X 45 fi B ) R A7 400 AR 23 368
AT ZE g et ] 1% PR 2 (aversiveness), M T Hll
R E e Ol T N 7 e o 21 7 R DA N
(smaller-sooner rewards) T i 5+ K 9 B9 K 2 il
(larger-later rewards) . M 53 % s} [A]4E0N AL IR 5
BAIFRIMEE X, 18R H a8 A0 ) £ e 2
5 v far s e BB PR o H TR DA 4B Ak
AHXE T AW AAL S B Rk v, AR X
—fii 1) 7 BAR G s b AR R Tk s A T B
R B A E T AR AL R B —
P B A I, R TR AR SR U, A S Sk
DR T—JREPE BT AL B R AR o

A AL SR 2R 1 BRAE T 28 3 A TR 54O
T, Ko 2 24 302 AR 300G T s (AU AR R il
iR, &R MAE AT B B 80 5B S AN Z B ]
WAL B, HE HE A W E UL
R N TR NN ETE PPN (e YN £ S S
Ui, TCALANAE B B ] 8L Al SR 2% DR b 4 A 2R
MBI TTER, HRT ARG W C 2008
% BRAL i T 2 DR SR I e, U R T
Ei9F vive & /NTITH NN STE 1/ NG (51 e e Y a X S I
a7 A= AR T LA B AEAS R 35 v 7= AR AT R FRATE SRR
FETIN, - PRl 0 5 e st T 4B A 1) B T 2847
YR — B e 5 SE i R,

ETX RN EEESLENE, AR
PEKT B TR0 AT 1] 4T IR AER ST, 1D BT B 1] 421
NARA ] () i AR = ML SR SR . AR S
F BRI EANF . (DB ) 32 B4R TR K 5
1% 5% i 52 Wi (Epley et al.,, 2008a; Epley et al.,
2008b), X i BLAT L WF 5 B3 T TE 19 AR 1
Yk s IR IH e B R0 fA B R, R &R
SR T 2 MoK B R X AR R TG . SRR BTV AF
TEMIXT ST RIAAL AL BEWE 7 (2) 2475 B 2 % i (7]
AT TG, BE a5k 28 H kR
B AR A XA AR b SR A5 2 A2 (7 2 3 AT
W2 FREE AT (a2 A AT )W 7 EEXT L
P BRI, AT 5T 1 55 B ] LA AL B LAY
R, $R I IE 2 F M 45 7 oK 3 Bl (need  for

structure motivation) X i B4 A A0 ) K ¥4 5
TVER, BERTEAAEXTE . WA AN
FNZE R 1 I (Neuberg & Newsom, 1993); H:ik
ARWIEGE DI IR AR 2 H B (TSR ) 0% T T
P B TR IR O REE, INTRT J5 220 2 3 1
AL SAT R AR

2 EWSMARIKR S

21 WA

WNA R —F A & B85 19 AN ZEF7 0 (Rivas &
Burghardt, 2002), &5 HKE A, B E MR
FE2, B TE FE DA D&
AR E, EHEPIRIEA, FHNIF MG IE S
NCBG 0 )12 M 3 B I G T Ak 1 BAR
B R

(WIAAC TR S 50 H T B S AT
ARG, KRBT 507, O i
UM E 5 SR G S S 45, 20205 Lee & Oh,
2021; Puzakova & Aggarwal, 2018; Rauschnabel &
Ahuvia, 2014) 5 7= i 81 A b 2% S (Maeng &
Aggarwal, 2018; Waytz et al.,, 2014; Wan et al.,
2017). SULFm, WA 2w F g B ALY
B AL, W03 (Butterfield et al., 2012). 44k
(Zhou et al., 2019) . —F & 1 (Kim & Swaminathan,
2021) ., 27 (Hur et al., 2015), H #k(Tam et al.,
2013) %, ¢ T Ii] i 480 A A o 15 310 1 R 4
(May & Monga, 2014). SR Ffi 5 SUA AL 5% 4
M2 HE4k, AL I G 038 3 VLB B e 1 e, T
A T4 Sy — i B B BEIR XS 42, AH G A AR 1 B
FEIE LB Bk

QBAAM BN o AR 7T A R 8L AL fh
] 7= Az F N S REAR S 1 2 4 19 8 AL (Caporael &
Heyes, 1997), & AZIAPARHMT T H(Caporael &
Heyes, 1997; Waytz et al., 2010a), ¥l = W 5 IA K
PNAZ BN =ZA B R B Reshl. #3830
WLLA B I 546 T 1 A ZS 53R (Epley et al., 2007),
RBESNHLRE AR L T AT PR b Y
T 2K (Epley et al., 2008b; Waytz et al., 2010b), &
N I X SR AN G I Bl R . 22 TR T 2R
M, M A2k A B Hl BB (control deprivation)y,
HA IR ZUA PR BT 4 1] 75 5K (need for control)if 23 5F
Z AT AAL(Epley et al., 2008b; Norenzayan
& Hansen, 2006), fL3ZshLRE AM]5H Al A
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ST R ISR (Epley et al., 2008a), 7] LAZ5 AT
R GRS G OCHE, PR 28 D I8
16 S R VA 2 8 A W] Be A E W UL\ fE(Epley
etal., 2008a; Epley et al., 2008b), LT A2
TR B A xF 4 i & N ZE K R (schema) 1Y BE
(Epley et al., 2007), iX— LM FH P 4R1E &,
7 fAT R RFAE S8 258 5 WO AR AR AR . R
AT RW], RN ILE LA S BRRIE S 25
Dy ORI LA (G, 35S, 2014;
AL, FAK B, 2022), WMRBLAKBIMEE G
(Aggarwal & McGill, 2007; Kim & McGill, 2011;
Maeng & Aggarwal, 2018; Zhou et al., 2019), LI A
ZEREA 1A IC # iR /) 3 ¥ (Chandler & Schwarz,
2010; Chen et al., 2017; Zhou et al., 2019)%%
I BUA S A B R F 5 22 DA 2l 1) B o 5 oK dke 2
A A BERARTT, E A 211 2 5 — B R
RS A L7 AU ACIAR B iy, 5l /D X9 2 A
PNGE RPN SR WV SRR A B S U B U SR S
IR IR, T 3% 15 AR [l 3L (distinctiveness)
25 5 W ) AU A AT 1] o XU AR XS B 147
i (Puzakova & Aggarwal, 2018), XJEXT E3IHIA
et B BIPERR & .
G)UNALTZ M o AN A ) X5 1 2% & AT R
PSR BA E RIS, H 93 S £
AN, TELLA G35 K B E (Epley et al.,
2007), N HIIAERA R R AM
AR NBRCR (T, iGN, 2014), BUA DR LR
THH 9% B AR LA AR X 42 A 1A T (Rauschnabel &
Ahuvia, 2014) 5 & & (Aggarwal & McGill, 2007),
DA £ BE 10 K, H0 AR ] A AR £ 0 9%
T AR R AANERIE S, i E (Chandler &
Schwarz, 2010; Zhou et al., 2019). £ HE J1(Waytz
etal., 2014; Zhou et al., 2019), T ZE¥T(Kim &
Swaminathan, 2021; Tam et al., 2013; Wan & Chen,
2021)5545; B AE I 9% 28 0 A2 i ] s s
BB R b, W ANAL S 18 9% 5 23 58 24K
X G A3 ok W AN B (Wan et al., 2017) . 7= 0l
NACJE H 3 38 2 T 22 % 1 A ARV SR W (vs. B> 4
JE L35 SR M)A 0B 47 7= i LE 5 (Zhu et al., 2019). 1
NS BE Y F M K, — BRSSO S A A6 ) BE
AL KT G R 1 H S (FRAYL, KB, 2022;
Aggarwal & McGill, 2007; Delbaere et al., 2011),
WA AL BT (GERR) BE A8 B 1541 9 & 1 BUR

A (Aggarwal & McGill, 2007); |45 F 6 77 i 48
NAEA 2875 35 (T8 7K 9 6 1T 0% T LR T3 3
X )45 B 75 3 (Delbaere et al., 2011), BiJ5 £ 0F
FERR VAU ARAG ) 7= A= 1 FH B i 2 Ak, R BRAE
— BB AR LA ) TG = A R (Aggarwal &
McGill, 2007; Zhou et al., 2019), % —26 5T
AT 1 3 2 BB TS B P A 4§, 2022,
AR 4%, 2022; May & Monga, 2014; Puzakova
etal, 2013; Puzakova & Aggarwal, 2018), 40
Aggarwal Fll McGill (2007)% 3, HA B3 %
IS 7 il A A REER THIN 2 3 1 RS
Ji; Puzakova 55(2013) & B, LA AL & RELTE 7= i
W e S OGRE 2 R g, RO TE S
W B R T SO A . R
FAHEL AR 1] 52 e TF 55 3R B A6 2 5 % T LA
XMEM R L, ORI S AR T 2
W HA A SR, SR AR B IT BT X AR A
5ERERASIBI GBI R IR 55,
WA P FRHE U S BOE R G S AT
ook — e AR AR

2.2 THERRRER

AW, TH 2 e ST A B PR i
W, EE A WA R R — Rl A K
Iy, FETHHARERER; o —F GRS
Y, T AT B AR G 5k 5 B ) SR A e 3R
iz (Pham, 2007), 53T INAINYLRAH L, ST
55 J% 1) DR SR I 7 2 1 R DR U BN Bk 8l 5 LR (Lee
et al.,, 2009), J&52 | & WA BT 308 = A 095 A
A Rk, BREACRE 5 T R IR Y B N
(Burke & Miller, 1999), i 7 5 JiiHE (Pham et al.,
2001; Hsee & Rottenstreich, 2004); M B35 25 H ok
i B A # 3t (Ratner & Herbst, 2005),

B LR O TR R SR B R R R
BT HRH SR80 m . BUH T, AT 2R
HASMMAEBE, AR AR KT (Hong
& Chang, 2015). H 3¢ B (Chang & Hung,
2018), fhoxtbBmm (42l 55, 2021), BIAE 2
FEYAEE (Lu & Sinha, 2017)% 125 %1 2% 19175 2%
P ] = A R, R Y A R KR B
B AR ICTERE | R A A Le B . BRI A AT
RN T OB Y R A BT A B
REIE H &, AP HFR(Pham, 1998), 5k
S 4.0 BREF B9 (Chang & Pham, 2013). FREEAYAHA
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& P (Faraji-Rad & Pham, 2017) . e i 44 (1t
A vs.HE) (Hsee & Weber, 1997)%52x 21 £ #H 3¢
P b A AR ], A0 P SR G0 PR
R, T 2 AR 5 EAT I AR UL 3R (Chang &
Pham, 2013), [HULER T 18 9% 3 B 54 15 2 o
] 22 5 A0, PO X 5 5 P ok R BR [RIRE 24 17 JRk
PR, Sy, A ISR ZHRHE
RS 1) T BT SRR, IR R R B
1 32 A 7 B 5 42 % (Bodenhausen, 1993), 5%
TH 284 0 22 e % 52 AR 7 i (Adaval, 2001); 9K
T O T D o B UROR B9 7 A (Ph R AR
2020). A RFGE K IR, TH D 1 R IR
e gk, HE i3 LA RN LR,
FR A BV 2 E 2 B (97 9% £ FE (van den Bergh
etal., 2008). B I, [HER K RER 7 AL B TIH 3%
A B AU DL SR B IR IR R, i
TR SRS 1 23 52 1) 31 13| 7B 155 JRR 14 AH DG 5 1 o
T 25 5 ) 1) 5155 TR R DR IR TG SR I PR
23 HEXMRHBRERR

WHTETR, ASWESE A X B AR | 3
T 1R e SR AR 2 A T B I 9T AT T SR, &
BHLBSF [ BL AR 1] R 56 5 B 1 56 2R i R IS
W Ko AR I AL S kU, B RS
. JCAEARFER BRI B A B B AR
— G, AT AT — Tl I Al R AN A OB Y
Jo o 33 AR ol 45 i) £ B0 A 3 4 0L Ak L
AT FW2ES . — 5, B U Ao
WIHAR T LY 5 M Wk, e EERE AR
HH AR B PR AT 5 X L 5 4 i R s ] 400 AL 30
Hl(Epley et al., 2007), f4nt % . A RIAH
R T B0 A8 S AR B TR AR R v IR AN BB &
FER KA . AW IS . sk ZAER
FEAE 8 A, 5T G5 48 75 SR S HLRT B ] 8L AR AT 1)
(RS, 30K 2 X BT LAk 8 B 5 1 A 7 4
Fo g3 —J5 I, A AR ] B 5 5 e R
AT E XA SN AT
AL, SRS R 2 AR RO AR LN
A6 1T RE 2338 0 IR T B R EN S D AT
QU R G5 N A AR ) — PR 1 e S AR X
U SRAT o T AAH D3R, FRATT R B[R] 40
ARG i) B4 5 S5 AR R 5 25 H . HRTE %0
P14 DU A AT 1 52 1) 36 2 4 R 1 SRR 92
May 1 Monga (2014), i fAI T4 A HR 545 s [1]

LA R, A RE SRR — R i [] S A fit )
FRIRZIE o PRI AR BIF 5 DA ] B0 A AT i 3880 2 0 2
H R K, P O A AT oy B
PEHEAER], X —BRE X SR S B R i A
A —E IR S

TR 3% — BUAR, AW S AR BT 254 75 5K sl L
ANTR) B89 B 7 2 HAT AN R R JE i st ] LA AL
ey, LS TSI ) 2 77 23 52 0 A 1R ) e
FAL, IR Z IR — P SR A e 2 22 X 9%
17 0938 T RS o ABETE BT R REE T A
PABE i) B 5 Hh A I AR B 5, SO T4
PABE i) 1 PR B AR SCAR ST, 0 — 25 i Sy ik ] 48N
Pt 51 947 O 2 Al ST R AR R

3 WR{E

FF XA U5 A0 g R B, AR5 LA B
HEPUN A RPN =W SR N E VNG A A
PRI 28 R FENHE 2 S 547 R W52l 7 Ll
I A AL A A A o ASBIEGE AL SR
TP AR R R E 8L, B, Bl
Uk, A A5 A A AR 7 A T RE
Sl AL SIHL RGBS IR (Epley et al., 2007), iX
—HEZE AT — R 5T 0 AR DL S AR 4
AL AL PR o 9K T I ] 2 A A T B il
MAKES B RMAEE, XSEREA L RN
DR T Z BRI SR i Ah, o ny g B A A
i 22 5. LT, AR ST R shL, R
— 3R X 1T BRI F 4544 1 A 47 Bl L (Neuberg &
Newsom, 1993), < XTH 2% & A A9 FUN AL 7] 7=

SO o FLR, IE IR A B U, T AR — A
TERAES ), N5 S st il £ W S ROt R,
I PR PR A B8 000 T T R I8 A T 9% T SR e
TR R, ARHIFSE A B B A ] FUL AR g o
TH 2 B R A 2, M s 22RT e AR Y
A A, I HAE R RIS B i A

FIZELl Lo H bR, ARSI T AT,
WFFEAEZRANE 1 fis . #5981 RS A R S5 7
SR BB R 7 HAAS W) 1 B (] 8L A A i), B
WRHBEER | A2 . BUTFE B SE AR AR B ok
MY R R ZL2E 5, DA B Tl LA Ak A 1] 1)
Ak; BFSE 2 ST A A ) v 23 B T
TR PSS, DRSS E 2 Rt ATl
HISEMR, JFAECERE 1A IO R A5 A I8 45 1 H
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/gév:NEMAﬂﬁﬂﬁﬁi

------------------------------------------------ REEKXGBMER
]
A
HEBE | i‘%
- T2 —
it BN prevr ey LN NN
o LG R 7y % s
WAEE &
o BB
\\;ﬁﬂﬁmﬁ /// RS
B 1A R

31 WS 1: LM KA MR E AL =
311 wEfRiE

2EM) T K bl (need for structure motivation)
JE AT T BRI 25 4 ) s 4-(Neuberg & Newsom,
1993), X —hHLEA K225, HXF TIRE T
B ST e RN T R RS N R S a
SEER | R BRI (order) HL i 1] B4 (predictability)
IIEE, DOBATEME S amEiZz g, |
AN ATT L, SSRGS TR R, s
55 SR A PR ) T DA (87 2 5 AL RS B, TR
5 L YE (Neuberg & Newsom, 1993), 75 BEE
M, X Pl S Resh ML B A AR IX ). A
&k, ST R SPLRAARXT R BRAE R .
BT 2% B A ) 5 R 1 e 2 AT BRI 4,
2016), ZLHESHAILINNE A PR A 2858 1 fR A5 X PR 4R Y
AT R RO IR BRT A B ROR S
fE 1 B9 5 52 (Epley et al., 2007); M P9k
Ui, S5 H 5 K S AL I 04 2 A~ 1A 5 3 L Al b KUkE
INREEY), AL RS HLI R 1 24 A 2 15 75 ZEIR
AHATREE ), MIAHIS GOk UL, S50 T R shpLAE
B — AT ), AEA A TR AN XS SR B,
2 HA 52 (Landau et al., 2015; Stanley et al., 2020),
MSLEESh AL TE Z et XV 2 5 A S rAS T i1
TG Y, A BN E 5 X TR 2 5] T
2 19 72 ) 5 % 92 (Meltzoff, 2007; Nickerson,
1999); MR U, 45 1T K SALET 2k 1Y
INHUE—N 3T B g% > 151id 72 (Danner et al.,
2008; Verplanken, 2018), J&=—Fp T B IRH 2 BHEST
“H(Novoradovskaya et al., 2020), TiEXRESIHLAY NI
TR — R B AE R # S 72 (Evans & Stanovich,

2013; Wood & Riinger, 2016), 23 175 B
B0 T 4k ¥ (Novoradovskaya et al., 2020),

FA] IH Al A ) PR T 0 5 T SR U, v S A R R B
BLAH 2 2 1) T DA fT s i 7 U 3 B S A )
BXCHR, MEX—XCRATHN ., ATEE, BfEE
R TR 2 A K 45 il B N8 A T (Bergadaa, 1990),
ATTRIEIRF B WAL, EIETE T, @k
T RA R ) F T A RIS VR FH LA B B S5
MICZR, A BT Tl LA A U 2 S R 3 — k7 A ] B85
X R EBET-B, LAk B0 &7 38 25 it
J&(Wan & Chen, 2021), #{ Afk(anthropomorphism)
XA RIR T 7 i, A “morphe” B 0 B A
B4 . Piaget (1929 AMTPHE <P AAL 20 T
IRERG I AR P R ZS RS, AR TR B (]
HLA AR ) WA A 2R L O B Pl AR R
W, EATHERE T, ST RNHEAEER
A ST A S B R B SE I B AN I M1 B
w22 1 1T 1] (Moskowitz, 1993). 24 1A X i [a] Fl 4t
230 BFRIFCGK R IR 0 OC RES AT, Sah
Fa 5 SR BHLAY T 2% 3 58 AT BEGE A2t S e 5
KRR R AR 5 AR, IFTB B —F
BMUAE NG NZE LR, BIFT
PN EET I, AW

R A ARG A T K EIHLIGIN S8, sl
P R BNHLAY T 235 A 5 1o A A T S A ) o

HRE A 1, S5 SR B L 22 S R B AE A )
Ak, H—RhMazR AR AR, BHEML
T 1Y 22 S5 AR U 7E 15 45 (Nolen-Hoeksema & Jackson,
2001). ~E(Rahmani & Lavasani, 2012)., &5 fE
J1(Hyde & Linn, 1988)F1H 1/ I(Matud, 2004)
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FEZA T H . ETM, P25 R IR AR XU IR
% (risk aversion) FIA M R T (ambiguity aversion)
L, AT, Ao R T A KU PR ()
0. Agnew et al., 2008; Charness & Gneezy, 2012)
FIRERY PR (5] 41 . Borghans et al., 2009; Schubert
et al., 2000), X fE 1 £ V78 B2 0 hnfaf 5 0F H 454
TR FR o B, A58 4 W7 20 P 0 540 175 5K 3l
B 40 T B4, TS 240 i«

A2 TVETH R L B T B T
RS IRSTO I E PN A T s

ZE R0 T 2R AL 22 R AR B TR 41 4 )2 (social
class)iX —78 4 [, #EoxBi 2 RAMKTEL 4y
(37 B (Liu et al., 2004), ‘& BT A A4 )5 95 U5
13 & FE B LA S (Kraus et al., 2012), &
32 208 P B2 AR AT BR 52 W 28 A A BRI, 25
B % B S M2 BE R, KA
JZr M EAEWR: RIE L TR (Fiske &
Markus, 2012; Gray & Kish-Gephart, 2013), A&
it 1 S0 23 B 2V A T 2 38 i B J2 09 s 1Y
WA, A RIS AR R A AT R 25 e, XF H &
S ER T HEMNAEMNRMWIEE 5,
2022), AT, AIEFE R 5 E BA A
(25 AR 5 SR BIAIL, T e A AT 6% B i) 480 Ak fi
o Bk, FREHHERA TR, £
N ARAE T A AT BEMCAR B 2 1) 25 5 R4 Y A BE
(Kusserow, 2012; Kraus et al., 2011), L H A KA
NI RERESIE, R 120 2% 8 0 T 5 i k5
FIR] T A BA SR ZUER M ez T ARAE 2 By
EEK M2 20404 0 IR A A BRI, s T £
SE LA X 1 f B 1 58 (56K £ 4%, 2015), 5 A
fib rr ot 3 A4S 5124 5 (Sivadas, 1997), {HIEH L,
XA E FE 2 RSk 2 LR E R T ok U, B
S5 4 T TR P R AR AN AT A ISR T AR
KUt, HH A MR IR AR, BATE
1H BA 7% Ji€ /2 (Ehrenreich, 1990), W7EFl | )2 A0fE
B e pURE 4 (3 2L (Watson, 2009), A AL AT
255 WA AN 2 M UL B T R4l R AR R IR,
AT X B 58 A R I P DL Bk R R G E
Kish-Gephart FI Campbell (2015)% 3, A8} T3k
KB R, kA PR RRE ek
SR T RN, R DR KUK AT A i), e
AN 7

A3 PRHBE KRR L2 HRE RS
B A R SR SIHLS B TR AR )

2E R T SR B AL 25 SR B AE A ) BE B (power
distance)iX —AF it [+ A7 R B R 2 W 28 S fb
SRR E TR, BRI AT F R
(hierarchy) LA B AU ) AN 45 B R JE (Hofstede, 1984;
2001), M BE R A S AT B S O,
AL R B — N AR A B A X R 9 1
7, FERERMmA, A APRATAS; M
ALy SR (DN MUY R NN o S vl 2
B VMU RIS o BT B S S A AT T 45
TR, FERAU BB WAt 2d, AT
GG . AU BCTE W, #1420 VR IR 5 S5
SEAD I I Bk T I A A 456 £ (Carl et al., 2004),
NATTHE A L B (Ashraf et al., 2016; Kreiser et al.,
2010), PRI %R 3 AT $50 00 14 A B s A 5 oK sl AL
(Lalwani & Forcum, 2016); TARAY 77 PR 4t &
L, T AS AZ BT, S SR
WAL, SRR AT I A 75 SR 22 (K (Friesen et al.,
2014), L, ARBFFEAT R AT A .

AR 4 AU R B (R T AIRA 7 BE B T
B B T R R AR AT ] o
312 Rt

R 1 BAERIEM TR IPUE S 2 FEON
[i] 2 5 ) B[] B0 AR 1], Sy 7 30k A DG A
TATEIT T 24 ME R ETR, AT E %
HEAT L5 T SR ST B[R] 4L ARAT [ 19 A S F
9, AT Gk PN M AR e, DAgI2E i
AT SR BRI AR 1] 15 ) (FBFSE 1)
K H Neuberg il Newsom (1993)F¢) 45753k
LS Waytz 25 (2010a) YU AL i) 2
AT R A8 B R A2 A B, WA T 25 4 75 oK
LS B ) A, RS R 5 A AR
[ OCHRPE o LUK, FRATTHE I o B4R 4540 75 K 3
HLFIFSE 2) HEFI(FITSE 3). +HSBY2(FI5E 4)
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Tendency to time anthropomor phism and itsimpact on prosocial behavior

XU Xiaobing, CHENG Lanping, SUN Hongjie
(School of Management, Hainan University, Haikou 570228, China)

Abstract: Consumption scenarios often trigger consumers' anthropomorphic imagination, and marketing
practices are increasingly using anthropomorphic elements. As an important element of life, the anthropomorphic
processing of time often appears in our lives. However, from the perspective of psychology and consumer
behavior, studies exploring time anthropomorphism are relatively scarce, and there is not even a study to
explore the individual differences in time anthropomorphism tendency and its causes. First, starting from the
essential characteristics of time that distinguish it from other anthropomorphic objects, this study proposes
that need for structure motivation influences consumers' tendency to anthropomorphize time. Second, when
consumers are exposed to temporal anthropomorphic cues, they stimulate emotion-based decision-making
patterns that reinforce pro-social behavior. Furthermore based on this path, this study explores the relevant
boundary conditions and argues that individual emotional states can have a moderating effect on them. In
terms of marketing practice, this study adds to the understanding of time anthropomorphism and provides
important guidance for marketing to use time anthropomorphism better.

Keywords: time anthropomorphism, need for structure motivation, emotion-based decision making model,

prosocial behavior





