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1951 4F, P25 Asch FI AR LR Be 4>
AT 55 04T T 2 i AAR SE 5605 (Asch, 1951) Bifi
Je WG E R ARAT AT T RAEASE, 45 AR
(conformity) & A B WL ELAT A, P HE IR B 3%
SRR I e ) B | R 1) R A3 AR — S0 1)
AL I 42 (Cialdini & Goldstein, 2004), A~ T
fifrt o & O AR B, MR R DA 5 Bk IE,
PR A% B R AR (Deutsch & Gerard, 1955). BF9Y %
B, YR R ANATIE ], RSk AT A — e
WTERE, JLorsh N, HAbRg N S8t wih
Sk E KBTS (Milgram, Bickman, & Berkowitz,
1969). Z I B, WEFEE AN SEAE T KRBT A
Sl A 05 B, TR KA W0 i 46k
Fo AN TSP, SRR K
WP E R, Krb ST A A C kA% e L
Z N, M4 T A M A (Deutsch & Gerard, 1955),
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PR 2 0 AT Ry, T E N R (Janes &
Olson, 2000) , M AR IR G2 383 77 7F T 451> 7 T A BF 5T
AN 5T A R O BRE i 18 X SRR
IR A DAARONE, S5 v [ B S R A
B i 2 SR R B B TR] PN ) 3k 19 W PR A5 A
], 25 5 & B 30l N ) 285 58 4 5 T AR 1Y) ) i
(Berns et al., 2005). 17 A#5K BIAF5E &R BLIH 3434
2SS AEAT NHEBA A Bt 1 HE BA A SR (Lu et
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SR R HEBA AR5, X AE, 1T ATER BIHEBA
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T8 e B g SR AT vh - EUA DB s 1 1)
RO TR M — IR 7E AR iz 5T
AT, ERETAE AR YOS, AR )
TEH P R AR AT ZAVE R . KRB & A R E
SEBUAEA, ANECHRU AT G, B AT AR
23 AL R RN HOEAR R A FE BE 2 AR BT AT
A D AR O BT S B R o B AN BURF BT B 1Y B A% 3 e
o, H R R TR 2 AR B N AT S R B i s
(Neighbors, Larimer, & Lewis, 2004), FE IR A T &
PR QN 5 v i ARG B FIAIL R, 220 e A n] LA
5 B FRATT I A BE B AT Ay AR AT B e A R AR el
A, WITHEAT A BN BT, X BA B R
B ARG LR E ™ it IF e R 4, 2R3}
BUTE P WP A AARBRONE, X AN RE 1 & 1 =
B AR YA SCAI Y, A AT i — 25 g B 4 ) A
BB B R Y PR

A WFFE R AATIE VB ZARAE S R 25 55 A
X, Welborn 45 A (2016)7E 52 56 i ZR 16 259 1%
T A S AU SR B ST R, BRI AR
[ SERFAR B H AR LT, st 2 AR 4 [a]
ERER I 7E 28 TP B R B 2 AT S A
T 5 B PEH —E(Welborn et al., 2016), A 5T
H LA P AR, R B2 2 BRI %
FE R AR B & B9 = - PEH (Tafarodi, Kang, &
Milne, 2002) . 2 AR A P2 48 7= A W B #il HA w92
WAL B I RE T, ZARAE M & ZARBE PR T
B AP A B (LN AR . S 2R L S
PEIF4E) (Sternberg & Lubart, 1996), AfTEHM L
ARAE i B & 22 (8 LA K T JiRBE 3 45 38 A 1 J%
W25 (Zeki, 2001), 138 PE 7 i 2 M 45— 19 B By A
1255, iz FHR AR = A 08 5L S = it o )
TP 7 it iR ] LB 0 Y 7 AT R ik e B B A
ORI, BEAE AT A 16 b & 4% 52 PR FH 328 (Hu,  Shi,

DISUT AT I T

BE— RTINS TIPGIRT]

Han, Wang, & Adey, 2010), BIRZEARAMEM 5 — B
AP BT ADE, BEIFARREBARE S 4
T v MR F B 3 7 2 ) o TR BT SR AR A,
B3 ot BN B S AR TR, B AR S S B Y 21 3
P, A LR Y A 227 i (Tanggaard, 2015).
SR EAT QI P R S B 7 S S RS I 2,
AR T s S b U, (HJ2 B3 1™ i
() 0] I A —E AR BRI B 2 A AR b b 32, BR T
PRAR B, ANTA 2B B SR 7 BT S Y
EERER IS PR T B AR, T
BT it 1B B B R IR

HR G IR AN A], AR 3 e 7 il 4l 23 Ay 2
BT 77 i (renovative product) A BT 7= i (innovative
product) (Mugge & Dahl, 2013; Mukherjee & Hoyer,
2001) o HoH™ SRR E AT b A JE AL O Y M 7
ZEH NI EE LG R, SRR TR 2R
AL CEL I 7S TIPE )R T)” e AE D RE b X i
SETTHEATHOH YO L WL 1) BT AR
AR E A R IH G, B 2 AR AR
Pl 2 T TSR (LI T/ 5 4%, 4018l 1) (Madjar,
Greenberg, & Chen, 2011; Tang & Naumann, 2016),
AL T ;™ i, A S TE 45 R ok TR Y
P A AR S A IR, ik Bz 21 T 3R A
i 72 % (Mueller, Wakslak, & Krishnan, 2014), i H.
ARG TS558 7 i, BB i 2 A e 1 AN 7 2
Ko WA E R, MRS R A O LA
BT SRRSO — 2, T HAMARESZ B A
SE R, B B G I N AR AT O (Escalas &
Bettman, 2005). A8-4 H R UL, 76 G P 7= il 59 P
W B AR AR, 115 EHLAH HG 5087
BT i AT BESE 25 Ty AR o PR R AT 03 72 i )
AARAENE T AR 7 it R 7 it ) DA AR 0L
XS T ARSI A B HA B2 B R

BB BT I ATE Ba

AL

HOH
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B =i E R 2
TE o HOB ™ SR A T IR )™ il ) St 280 7 S TR BT i, AN oN 0 P IR T i R A 3 3 7T (GBS T R N TV R T Y
DR R SERR 22 T R T3 J10 AR e BHTT R AR B 1 R0 A B A TR, AT AR A R

BRI A5 7



690 N B

L

051

SR N S M R B ST S AR B 3
PERTE R IEARE, H R ZHWEIE & #AG B3 A
YE—A~3# K (Krasilo, 2005; Valgeirsdottir, Onarheim,
& Gabrielsen, 2015), K Al M F AT 5 0BT Al
SR B AN B B R A BERWESE, (HIX I3 B RS
TIRABFERNE P A B2 o AT A, S
BT R S TPAG B 3 P 9 A i T 22 A K (Diedrich,
Benedek, Jauk, & Neubauer, 2015), i HALS54HK
FIR) 35 850 L 552 P ) BB 245 2 1 (1) 8L i e ) 5G4 (Lo,
Niki, & Phillips, 2004). [RI#E, AATRHE0IE P 7= b 1Y)
PPN = BARR IX A R o RA IR 5E 4] 430l
PRVT S I AT B b 59 AR o DATERFSE
Z ARV Pk S A 3 P 7 AR B (9 R 2 (Besemer,
2000; Kristensson & Norlander, 2010), #R &) 1
Fop R R R IR S BUE R — RO O,
BUAN B, — Fh o dr it A0 aE, B 58 (Mugge &
Dahl, 2013). ZE& LA ERATriE, FATLEH
(Fean7s 215 T FIAHT ™ i (L an BT F/ B de)
SEEAARE, SRR — AR5 — 2 I T Y
SIS AR (Campbell-Meiklejohn et al., 2012; Klucharev,
Hytonen, Rijpkema, Smidts, & Fernandez, 2009), %
SRR 3 I PPAN 7 i 0 S R B P . B
PSP B3 PR 7, BE S R AT ),
i N B € W s MV B~ 2 1 o R L I VA = B 1%
T 80 5l o AR Y, d e R R S,
P RN R T AR, 30 20 UE, btk
PRI RIEE T o FRATMIRE 12 PSSR ™
st AR BT R M 55 S PR AT R AT AR o M5 2
AHLE T80 5, BB ™ il 59 S M 5508 R v A
AT AR

2 E la; QIR S R G
FHHHE V4 DA

21 BB/

R BB — AR 5 — 2 B P 3 =0 2
SRR TE (] B — BE T R AT, 40 % 08T 7 i e
B S MR R, AT A T B s
i SRR DA T ) OARASOR, F HAR 3 7= i R
B b AR
22 FHE
2.2.1  #Hik

IR R R AR 37 A (19 5 18 %),
AR 21.41 2 (SD = 2.49), A BRI A H

F, B, S EAL IR . LA RS
5T — B SR
222 SLIMREIKE. ITENFTFIE

FESCI MR HERS I A v, FATTE I 2 AR TE
WEE T 128 AN IR EAR B 22 A 2
LSRR . KNG — B e, 33X 26 5] 7 e B i
ANFE SR EE R RIPERE o Ry (5 Bk R A i 2 7= i ]
e, ATREATEIE 12 5 13 N FRYSCF Ui,
VLB NSRS A FR . M. AR AE, ki
“BE—W I 6 RIS TIPEINT]” . SRJG HLIET Aot
B R FSCF I E R AT ST AR 960 x
720 K/ BMP #83CE e, R iSee Bl b BHAK
PR X S8 (5] | R4 B HE T 600 x 450 K/MAY
BMP #%CE Fro

BRI AR B E AR 2w DL BRI, i an
ANGFEWZETT; B i B AR B = B b, B
LB P ST PPN SN b Sk AT P S U N ik S I p
AT AU SR AR AT IR A R s AR
HOH Y A ELRDET A, B R TR A
FE i Y R BTN RR Y LA L L RO IE Y8 ORI il
B PERERY =i, i “STIVEIRT]” wh e e ThhE
Xof 3 % T AT R T T . SR T, 3 S 44
Lo /N THERIE R, BIERIRY 128 PEIkE
PE7= S ARPE AT TE IR IR AT 0-1 ¥Fr (L 0 AR R TR
BLVARERA AR, LRENT—B0AHA 59 77Tt
JEHE KB = S, AT 69 AN 7R A R AL, R
i o AL IS UER ORI T EEPE, FRATTREHLAEZE 20
AR 6 NHERECHAIME . SCHME . Ak AT
PR . A TR RR A LA )% 7 S #EA T I .
Py “TIEAY M CRA UL AR 0-1
PEAr(0 AR F T A i % O sk, 1 AR A AL B L),
HABLAERE Ry 8 fiVT4r, 438O A FRAR I 4E B2 i 72
FESR R = o VAN ET, 1) gk A R A A A R Y L
I SRR B X, JRARSE, —seOis
il R R A A AL A T R, IR A X S
TP i R A i M P A Y SRR e — kDI oS
L) 75 7108 TR0 S ARt i 32 0 o AR 20
AR TEM 25, BT e TR A AR LR 2R
) 60 AAIRE M= 5 (30 NEOH A, 30 A EENT
fi Yo O BE B AR AT R P AP <A T
JRAYERE AP R, R EREWIE
ARG L R 2ES ., P S A A
HREA BEMEES . HLE 1,
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z1 FEEMAXTRESHEENTEYSM = SD), REHELHNERKRE tE
ARSI PRfgRFAl(ms) TR Sy LAV TR H G ST UL it
B =M 5120 (= 1088) 5.91 (+ 0.6) 5.80 (+ 0.6) 4.46 (£ 1.1) 6.06 (+ 0.4) 0.45 (+ 0.2) 0.17 (£ 0.1)
HOES A 5321 (= 1000) 6.09 (£ 0.3) 5.75 (£ 0.6) 4.54 (+0.8) 6.06 (£ 0.5) 0.56 (£ 0.1) 0.16 (£ 0.1)
t -0.816 —1.446 0.336 -0.328 -0.016 —2.74%% 0.626

H: #EIR p<0.01,

223 XIRIE

SEHGSR A 2 7= h AL (BT vs BT ) X
SCARTE T« M vs. TE i 28 vs B A B i N 5T S
TESZH R 2R — B BE b, B el gt 7= i i S
HEAT 8 VTS, VP vh B S M S, 25 [
B2 “200 24 KR IBERPEAN At i o4
“200 4% KA BBERIEAN SRR PR B SR A
AT, Ay = AE AL B AR RO TR
EAE T+ (0, 0.1, 0.2)FE R JEmige 2 F (i iR 4,
P T AR ), B Rl AR T i i A
—(1.0~2.0)VE M WM JH 15 254, 28 =R Lk 17 °F
i sk B g, AEBORIEAN P FERE B+ (1.5~2.5),
KRR 25 o A = B R E-prime FE IR

SE—BrBE: BUXE UG, FIR 2R AT
500~800 ms
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WA 2,
23 #R
2.3.1  OEM A SSEA M TN B R

Sy ik o B i B A 52 ), R 508 23 AT 2 i 1 G
L SERIEE 8 & S N 370 e/ 2 1=
WA 5 43 S DA Bk, FEMER 6 Mtk B
BN 0.27%0 G5RAMAET 5L, Bl —
WY PE 5 AT 5 7 17— B (an &l 3A), Bk
Ui TETEMCORTT AT, B RS TS

REA Ot B0 5939 71

TR S R A T 20045 KEAE S35 T4 7.2
1234567 8 PREGTEM: 5 P
20045 K2 B PEAT: 3.8 ez
PRI S AR
2008 KEEAE T IPEA: 5.1 Tk

BB TR
500~800 ms
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12345678
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*F7R p<0.05, ** R p<0.01,

HFR T — R BIESr, 1(36) = 7.25, p< 0.001, d =
0.77; THRZMET, BiE WK 25 A 53,

t(36) = 1.27, p = 0.21; TERWRIAT 40T, #A5E
TR BE S T IR, t(36) = —2.55, p =
0.015, d = 0.39, XJHIJGE PR IFAN A9 A8 fb i (B ik
TN — 55— UM PF ) MR R 2 =K (8
g L BRI | TEAE B 200, 2R R,
F(2,108) =42.31,p<0.001, np=0.54. FIGKK K
L, TR SRR AR A 3 K TR R Y 4%
1 (p < 0.001)FITE M 45 (p < 0.001), PRI 5%
R FERTIHRZEM(p = 0.002), BEHIHOXTERS
B3P = S RN L, 7R ORI o
232 ZAMITENE, FRABRENRXFHEL
EMNRZEYN S
X8R R P IR B0 04 A8 A6 B (5 IR I
= — RN T 2 x 3 P E E G 2250
Br, R A EAERAER B3, FQ, 72) = 5.30,
p=0.007, no= 0.13 (W&l 3B). fa AN 437 25
R, RT3 T 8 03 2 B G A%
M), A i DR S Ak 3 TR

(p=0.012, 0y = 0.16); MHEARPET 5 HELIT/0 4 24
B (TC 2R 25140, BI5HT F1E 8T 7= i B9 AR AE Ak T
301 4 :
2 251 L
§ 2.0 . N .
H]fk s LR & o 0_'
o 1N s s
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% 05 w— R — UV
2 o LHECE Y H)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1.0
S AR SR IR LB

T B A8 FL RN UK
RELRRIRER

REMZESR D = 0.780); MRHATTE > E T LI
B BRI 5 25028, BHT 7™ b i 28 Ak it s T 508 7
in S AL B (p = 0.066, np = 0.09), k& Ui TEIS
TR I 2 VA S, 7R S8 IR PRI, B8 ™
s P 52 R D B DA AR B 0 5 T 8T 7 i
2.3.3 SEER R (range effect)’5 M AX UKL BY EE 5%
SR

TEE — UM LI AR P, 200 24 KAFA R
TRVE o3 e PE R Es — VP2 I BE Al BB iy (b,
B A R AR BT o B il o b 1.5~2.5 4%, 18
W R AE WL BB Al B 1.0~2.0), FrRIAH
TS — R PFo3, BERTE S A3 FEL SR, IR
LAESE UG, g ] eSS BRI 43, il
VP43 030 Bl 3, S 35050 RV 4 19 A8 S 4 K
(Klucharev et al., 2009). Jr LAiX Fh IR0 8517725
TRVEFRATUL 3] i ARG, R HEBR G IO, T
iR 1. 2. 7. 8 & SRR T4, Kol 5 PP
BrEt 1020 7.0 8 SEGATRE IR ST
43 FeAE R W i 2 (extreme responding) Y 8 #rk,
FO RS PP B AR S (B i 22), 25 2R A 28 — IR VF
Iy AR %‘H%ﬁ?ﬁ&(t(%) =-1.93, p = 0.062) ({n[&l

4A), X 58 FEIROVAEYE
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Q B
£ 3.0 1 R
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AR o B i I o GO i), IR 4 BEBILAR Fe 46 1
(237 04 S s T R T Aoy, 25 bt
WA AR Y, B LRSI A o 45 i (L 2 Dk
D, IOLAE S AR, MR — IR I3 B R
S U I WA AR R, AR Sk, & 4A
BRI, AT —RKIPO, A (E L 4
AR (R AL Bn ZE M8, Bialer — U 2 S A1
A L L 910 50 v B (SR A A A 3R 23, B3 — ik
PR . RSB 25 F, AilJE M
U HVEPP o0 A AL 5 V8 BN TC G, B A 32
B S AT ) 52 e D DA AR
2.4 LIG 1a g

SH Ta AYSER U BETE G 7 i 1 52
PEVFY L, 25 52 BIREARIE U B2 R i M AR, T ELAH
FETE3™ i, B il A 20 AR I HRE T IRt 1
FMERE 2 H oG T 92 PR DA 2 2 v 8 AARZEONE o

30 SR8 1b: AU SRR A
AL B9 AR

31 XIHB

SR M 5 R AR SR B T R R R AR
fE, 5288 la FFIRATR BT B ME = B S RS
(N ARRE R, 1T LA BT 3507 7 i, B8 i T 4
G o I AAEF BTN L, B2 A [FAE
AR 7 PRI I AR YR 52 B g i — 25 43 B PR 2 7 i
BAPE A 1 AR o
32 7k
321 #Hik

TE U T o A FE 55 R i B 3 P 7 R
M SLE 8K 30 24 (55 12 %2 18), “FIJ4FEIE 20.47
4 (SD = 1.94), #ilmil s iE e, #h
HHTF
3.2.2 ELWRIE

SEEY 1b B SEER R A SE S 1a, [HAEASYR SE5
TR IR ATEE SR KT B P 7 M . R R
FHSZEG 1 R 5256 AT RH30 N B58T 72 i A 30 0158
PR, AR B R T B 3 R S P PR,
FEE — WA i B v, gl S IT A 7= i
B [ s 22 B 200 24 K22 A I HF A PP 43 Fi il A
PF5r, BEARTESr 7T A 5 0 i PP AL, B0
TEAR TP . SRl E A S ir i 5
BRI AN — B0, R4 mT RESZ BIRFAR T 19 52 10
ek B T SEHATEM B T —20.30 20405,

FEATHE P S M B SR YA 7 i B B,
TEEE YO b, A2 BTN

33 &R
3.3.1  BE M~ SFTAME IR B9 M AR

TERIAE 3 BT Z 00, Sy SR AR o (LR 245 2R 1 52 i,
DI 9 A (B AR ) 1 49 B, B3l R A ST
FEART)HE— KI5 5 43 KL Bk, ek
7 AR, MIRER K 0.39%, RIS ST, 1
T35 — IR PR AP VT 43, B a5 — R B i 1 1
Iy BFERRAE, t(29) = 3.21, p=0.003, d = 0.51; FHI
PRI, AT — R F Aoy, s
R BB 2 T, 1(29) = 2.50, p=0.018,
d = 0.42; TCMREMT, OO R P2
WA BETEER, 1(29) = 0.74, p= 0.464 ., ViR
55 P B AR R Y 4 SRR 4 — S (n 1A
5A)o KB IUIT 1 AR b B R YO AR I 4
= YRR o) MR DR 3R =K 7 2200 R
B, = AR A QERE T . Jonhse . BURIEY)
W AT PO A B AR A 2
5, F(2, 58)=19.43, p< 0.001, n; = 0.40. FFJ5KL
BRI, TEARR T AT AR ARk i 2R T AR
P57 25 (p < 0.00)FITC R 454 (p = 0.001), Bk
P N DA {2 B 35 R F R 44 (p =
0.031). ULEHBPEA B s M W T A e s, R
BB A HAETE Y, YRR S AC K
WA —ZT, 2552 S TEH A 520 T AAX .
332 HFMEMNE, TRABSAXFAHETK

EMXEYN S

SR 2% 3 1) i 52 W i 5 22 G AT R T R
VRO AR AL B, 485 51 % B i 2 10 55 AR 3 45 5 =X
THAERAANLEZE, FQ2, 58) = 0.58, p = 0.566 (W
SB)o U HATE BT A ETEAN L, BB S RS A Y
AR WA B 22 5
333 SEEMN S MR MBI LR 57

[FSEHG 1a, 7ESCHG 1b AT AR T YU RN
FIAARBENE, - R R Y 300 P PP 1 728 S 4 PC X A
At K, 2RISR AR A e
FZ5(1(29) = 1.14, p = 0.266) (WK 4B), X 5L[H
B AHAE

Kl 4B KW, HILTHE AT, 2k
Ui (L A9 ARG IR (8 Al A 20 R 43), w38 — 0B
FUVE VPN AR S FE AN [W] 5 A0 s (1L L 4910 A v e (s Al
FRATMER ST, BEEE — OB B PE PR AR AR X
ATFETEFRN . PIt, B0 P i P T 43 1) AR
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11 $1] —08
0l & 101
THAR A TR ~1.2
Fls B OB T AR
T A B BGRFTG P YOHBIE TS0 1022 A0 56, B IR AT DA I8 DA AR I8 5 7 2R ™ i 28 80 ) 38 FL A0 L 4%

*FIR p<0.05, ¥R p<0.01, IRELFRIRUHER,

SRV TEOCE, W i 52 SRR PEAr
PRS2 M0 T AR o
3.4 W 1b PMESTL

SR 1b KRB E A BB R R R
A7 NARBENE, 5587 77 ity FBIHT 7™ i (49 3 8001 DA 1Y)
MARFRFEARF] o 3300 1 Bz 1 B P 7™ ot B 40
PEVPAN HA MARZON . (H 51 2 F )&, BITERT#
PEVPAN EAHEC T 508 b, BB S A 5 AR
RAETETE 1a 55250 1b oy, FRATTHEH] T W28 0
AR B 8357 R0 0 SRR AR, PR TE T 2 7 i BR TR
“H IR B 225, HAW T T Beh e 2
5t o AH A2 S FIPEPEAN B DAAR AR B TE A ) S B4
BRI T M 2R S, AR AT
M EEIBA X — B4

FRATVRE ALK I T AR e TR st P o 7, B
TR AN AE S PF A v sk sz 20 A0 8T 7 i L SR
AR ENE, W2 1858 5 S PP
P AARFREE o H Tl il = A0 3 P 7 it AH DG 1 60
. B AT 7T LU %5 19 2256 (Gourville, 2006),
T A 3 1 7 il P v 22X H 2 B RE )
AREE, XA ST S R R M B = A5 O,
WEAMARTE B3 P 7 S PP A v 2 LEARH S E M. X T
BUTE P S PP B ASER E 1R, A Ak S 2 ) 1 2]
T AU 0 92 P M A AR A 1 B AT v AN
WaETE . ARG TR R 5, AT 05 P ™ i 2
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Abstract

Although previous studies have found that a conformity effect exists widely, whether people are affected by
groups in the evaluation of creative products, the new products with the basic characteristics of novelty and
practicability, remains a question to be studied. Compared to artistic products, such products are closely related
to real life, reflecting actual creativity, and they are typical creative products in life. Although such products
reveal new perspectives for consumers, they also promote a sense of uncertainty. Research shows that when
faced with uncertainty, participants are more likely to follow others. Almost all studies on this subject have
involved the evaluation of creativity, yet novelty and practicability are two important aspects of creativity.
Researchers have studied the characteristics of creativity or creative products; however, creative products can be
divided into innovative products and renovative products according to their originality. Therefore, we plan to
compare the conformity effect of the two kinds of creative products in the evaluation of novelty and
practicability in this study.

An “initial evaluation-conformity induced-delay re-evaluation” paradigm was used in Experiment 1, in
which participants were first asked to evaluate the practicability (or novelty) of creative products; then the 200
undergraduates' average rating and the participants' own ratings were revealed. The group rating would be
revealed as higher or lower than or similar to the participants' rating. Thirty-minutes later, participants evaluated
the task again were entirely unexpected. To further analyze the difference in conformity degree between the two
types of creative products, the subjects were required to make a certainty judgment on the novelty and
practicality of the product in Experiment 2.

Experiment 1 revealed that participants had decreased their practicability (or novelty) ratings when the
group rating was lower than their first rating, increased their practicability (or novelty) ratings when the group
rating was higher than their first rating, and did not change their ratings significantly when the group rating was
comparable to their first rating. In the evaluation of practicability, it was found that the conformity of variation
(the second rating — the first rating) of innovative products was significantly higher than that of renovative
products. Nevertheless, in the evaluation of novelty, the two types of creative products had the same conformity
of variation. Similarly, Experiment 2 found that the uncertainty of the evaluation of the practicability of the
innovative product was greater than that of the renovative product. In the evaluation of the novelty of the two
kinds of products, the degree of uncertainty was the same.

In summary, both the evaluation of novelty and the practicability of creative products had a conformity
effect. In the practicality evaluation of innovative products, it was easier for respondents to follow others, which
might be caused by the greater uncertainty in the practical evaluation of innovative products than in that of
renovative products. Nevertheless, in the absence of knowledge of new things, blindly following the crowd is
likely to have unimaginable consequences. For long-term development, we should fully understand that
innovative products are practical and decide what to do the next.

Key words innovative products; renovative products; practicability; novelty; conformity effect; uncertainty



