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an i 2 FRAL T R U RAERT iE & O I A
= R AE AL

HaEx ! TEE KHAT d AE!
(BERI AT 1N B BT RS M SRR S 4B, 1 510632)

#H OE R LAREAS —EHRIRD, £ X RS A AL R AP R 5 69 AL A AR A 0T 30 R AE (39 15 6
R FHAE), FHOIEFERIE, FH, HE)REFGETE. T, FARZHTASARE=F.
TR AR F AR BT 2 R F S YR R A AL W S it TN, P 6 4 R A AR A AUR B A
KA, XALZRA, b, BMELARGAT R B Z G ESBERE, RAFR LS FRFM, *Fmik LR
AL R HE AT AN TR T

KR sk, BXKAE, FH, EF, HhHCR

%S B849: F713.55

1 3

i B R T S R B AR 2
Hﬁ%ﬁ(ﬁﬁ@,ﬁ*ﬂﬁﬁ\iﬂ, %%ﬁigﬁg&%iﬁ ﬁﬁigﬁ J?:E%[] *E%ﬁ?i‘j%rﬁ]
TR GWH SR P E%5i£$ A B R L B

(Carnevale et al., 2017; Pogacar, Shrum, & Lowrey, TR AU A AR R T P A S A, T
2018), TN BERAE 0] 43 4 JE 0 32 1) I8 X R AE TERE L B H IS | Sk B R O e 2

il

R B 5 X7y, SCRA A 323 B R i) 3
SCo R, ARl R S A0 44 B U AE T
SR B I R R T R R, ik — 2R

T & iR CRAE, =3 XF AN R0 B A 52 i AL S ) 4 B RE R MR L
O3 & A AE RN E‘J%ﬂ%ﬁbﬂi%ﬂiﬁlﬁﬂl%fﬁ(ﬁan TEATRMY 20 B P IE IR ZI N % . fln, 4
& Huber, 2010). fEZEGFFRMM DA, IR Feosmpermier, f5BHEARZA T IBM MRS,
BRI LR ABAEAE FARFSCEAIE SR Mt RS 15 B b B, SRR A
T DA PTELE, Wi A FR Nike M0IRL TR AR LR, B UURAHR Z B8 14
Ry L p R, %) XA B R S T B 4 A2 FERE T AE P B AR LA L B R
S, T ASHERL N 2% B 34 . 48 AR AT X WG @R P T SCF A “Canon”, 1“0 I fi {5l
AL R SRR BB, & LA wt, R E N EAAARANE 1 FTR) A RIE
FNWE 58 Ry FEAH, X 9 0 B 52 & AR AR L FIME, EFEERLEMME Cadillac A9 EE M 1T
AR TR B, m] kS TR Sz Ah i) I S L I, PSRRI FEEPEE N T = A R
5 X (Jun & Lee, 2022; Smith, 2014), 7E—ER TS REE —W S o Mg F 2y
FE b, SRR BT S AR R BT L PR A WL K, %A AR SRR Rz I
TH 2% R Dior P 7= Rl DL Ao 96 30Uk
“[di: o: &5, X IR R RS O SR
B[] )5 B A & “Toc] 4, H I URE&T 2%

Wk H A 2022-07-26
* B R A RFLEEE ST H (71772077) %),

WAEEE . TYE, E-mail: tweihy@jnu.edu.cn; (W 36 PRI (AP 2 T 73%) o FERTIL, it A BT
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K1 feCanon” fI“IBM” Y 4 FR F-kE

Cadill
u 1
| | | |
[di: O]
E 2 ShieCadillac”F“Dior” i 4 FRiE &

MET, A BRI 2 E TR A
FB, A T e 2SR AE 09 /R F o AR A5 32
RFG KT AR KRS AT i 24 R/
T AN A B 2R A0 AT 5 e Y 2R R, DB
FREFIAFM R ER BN L AN, HREE
FiTie g gs R, ez X =84 AR AL
HAY RFARIT (Dew et al., 2022; Doyle & Bottomley,
2011; Jun & Lee, 2022) Kk, 7 06 Z%F i 44 R
PRWTZ00E 1) IRA SCHRIFAT R, #87R —F X5
BRR o XA RS A B 5l W44 FR A TN O i 4
PR PRI A, T LR R BRI A 5T R B S
BRI K o ARSCKES G ORI IBE . M
YR SR B AT N S 2B, B R
LAY R AL R BE S SR 0, B =38 X
B0 PR B AR AL, X P Rh 8N JE
BN, BJE, T8 A I AT A R S B IR R A S
ZAb, FEXF AN O M AT R

2 mBERAMEARTENEX SEH

21 REERFHEMEEARDOFNESHK

Al X 5 A R AR TR O, DA AR
8 2% % EN IR (Martin & Davis, 2019), il
B R FERE XTI 93 O B R e A AE L SE TR R
5l(visual word recognition) BT B, TEAIETE
BRI ML, b AR 2R
FE R “FRUETE L (Schechter, 1993), Kathleen (2015)
AR RN (RS )2 PR3 2 A1 38 114 2 BRI 5 B R A5
FROE, WIEFR. Rob. KNG L B ATl i

FENLEE o 75 TR AL PR 2 IS 2,
AR SN H A 1B R A TR RN (S A2 Wi
Hs BRI ) . I (32 20 it i A B ) £, (57 3
i T A 2R S BRI, R Y LR R i /)

() FRR/NG . g5 BRI 1 KNS 2 X
R T N BE RO KE TR S NG R
ZIXH . SR FR I KNG T 0N B S B R
TR 22 5, HOASAZ iR m ks UL, Tz 2
BT AUT R T A . SR R R RONS
BRIk =2 2HKE . 28NS KNG
H{ERE.

Q)FI . FIEAR IS CFIMNEARE, W & F
SCF I HERUR T R XS o 5 %5 B T 980
TR A2, AR SN Ry R 44 BRI SCE AN SRR AE T
Sy RVUJS T, BPZSA(TE R b, SeaErE L A TR
fH9) . FARIENEE . F5 IR . A IR 4).
JEA RN KL . ASREED) A SR (R1HE . AEXE
ERFAE (Dew et al., 2022; MG 25, 2021), FiE
I 1 R4 R BEAE 7 A AL L R 4T
BB,

G, BEEZMK TS, 530k
G — s, A B R /D (Klink &
Athaide, 2014), AAFFEHE BT SCAR MR A
SRR A I X BN 25 55 9% DU AR R 43 IX 43 TF R
(Léger & Chevalier, 2017); TECF AP word
H, SORZE B R B2 T AR R G T,
AR SCARMTEE ' TR A SCIA A i il 44 R B
0 1 LB A SR AR 1 SCAR 73 €8, 18 S0 AR 58 s B
R 0 0 Ao FE 2 K8 SO ), o 4 4
S L RREE RN, b R S de S BRI
YEJE (Smith, 1978), 1E R A fh R BEAF 5, &
JRFR PR ARSI 30T 43 SCFAR IR L B SCRR A
EUEFRN =F, 15 PR B o (<3098 19 #0244
FROCT (IS0 45, 2021), L, R4
PR 8 B G R 5 R Ry AR IR R 1 — 30 4 S 3
R H A FRSCFE B A s g R g,
X — T, Ao N AR s A A
mE 1,

U7 B 5 R 2022-10-05 HUFI https://support.
microsoft.com/zh-cn/office/ b7 F 5% M B 28 Y 7R -1747d808-
6db7-4d49-86ac-110c3cc87¢e2e,
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*1 REEZRFHEEERMNRG
s KN
[uN e g i, il A4 R — — -
SRR 2 BRI EISChR I 9 2 FR
AN Coca Cola; Li-Ning M% o Wil
e Mi; Alibaba m & 2 Alibaba.com
9 2,7
H Ofo; Cat GAT“
[ Hershey’s; Camel : i L‘ : "H
2 Oppo; Whole Foods oppo
YES N i Vivo; Pepsi
k-1 Asprey; Slack A S p I’E)/
B MaxMara; Chanel MaxMara
CHANEL
[18] 2 37 : i; Adi
GRIEIRER H Bvlgari; Adidas
- R Cityof
K Geely: City of Hope GEELY i
______________________________________________________________________________________ o
&
BE (M4 4  DHL; Dunkin’ Donuts B .”LE ggzs#ﬂs.
[ a 2 &
BEIJH4 S PayPal; Chem-Dry Paypa’ gemﬁf
YHead s BREEATHAS  Google; Subway Go gle wnv

T = 7] v 80 S R G L < i R 4 ") B9 LOGO AR

FORBRUR . &R,

22 BEEMEBEWREXRE)HNESHEEK

vl VL2 RV N T 9 0 B %) 5 ) R AR A T
& 1A AR 5l (spoken word recognition) Ay 51 B B,
VAT 5 384l o B P 90 (0 T A 5 0 V3 v s At
I, FIHEE B SO RS P 4(D Anselmo
et al., 2019), Weber #1 Scharenborg (2012)TA 2]
TCAEWT 6 b AT 4 R AR & SRR i, ¥ M B
BN, AU HZE X, A
FRIBE 48 IR TR 0 B A5 22 R E, ST A
FREEMARERZAFEEE. &9, EEGER).

(WEFR, HRER/MEERA, WEETH

P RCEAA o BETH - O B O0 T U, TDGE
HROAEMHE R uE@ R LA
A4 BRI RFIE W B 3R 00 R BB | R

PRIk E R, JALET R AR T ARG R
HR TR ST R T A 52 BELAS A B RO T, R IR Sk
T 1 I F B o 02 R B SR MR TG T L R G MR OT
(BIBRRLITIT DN | FEIGIE | & H0F R D), SOR7E
A Sk 2 8 BEL A T B & A il o, SRR SR E IR

Rl o kgl | RS . N . SO BEE AT
TR MG . . EEE L BE AL
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MBUFF o ity B 44 FR 857 70 5 3R 2 T A RPAR BT (R AR
R R B R W) A BEE B 58 1L
ICACHPE L, T L2 X 2% 7 1) 175 5 R 3
M (Lowrey & Shrum, 2007; Klink, 2000; Klink &
Wu, 2014; Robertson, 1989),

Q)E T . H WG TR ARG A,
DU IR A4 FR i — B2 A A, TS AN
E T X W ICE (V)& (OPFE M. &4
FRUE B RRAE S B 9 A DR RO A 5 i
PRV BT R A W7 it 44 R0 35 4 L3 7 7
T AL R 7 X, T REAL T 2 R AR
B R, 2D IR 2 A X R P Y B
fRFNTIZ(Collins, 1977; Knoeferle et al., 2016).

G)EF/F I, R YEI R E M
AN, R R DXL R e A [
AEER o /DA TR o A B2 DL R A
W, B R B S A AR . i
4R T 2 T AR R R B R AR B A
HIEFIPER), WS T I, Max Pax)siZ
W&+ (U0, American Airlines) (Reuven, 2013),

A BRI S I RRR BT, TR TE R
B ME S &S ERZ AR ASUR A S,
X ECHE A A WR R B A E T . i, B
L AR S & RS S I E S ER)Z
THT, 32K it 44 RORE 52 T Y1 % 2 %o i et e ) ) J
Hl(Pogacar et al., 2021); i X-H I3 8414 1)
W RER. & MEET =20, X504
FROLE ST (BRI G 48, 2003) [RItL, &% B2 FRiE
B RRR IR BT A B A B R, A 5 B
P H BB OB, AR T AR,
Xof AR A B 4% BRI R R BT EAT 51 2 (L
SCORRE-BLE A, 2021), A0ER 2 s,

PRIEDFE TR, SEDUEE W AT /32 Ve R C-v7
KRS E SR & AT E T, “V-CHI“C-V-C* LA

CRYR TR B, AR 402 B A R R
PNt i SN | R G

*ORHE R AR, 7 R TR R 482 4 IR IR T
BT, DUEETS 4y R B . BHAE b7 R 25 (5 1
RIS — . . ZORIDUFR), Hi P SRS 62 4 ik v 7 I A
MR TR (FRIE L 4§, 2003),

S HFRE A, X ACERPTA F IR

3 mEEBMRFENEREEOCENRM
RERNENS., BFEG

31 MMEERFHIEBFEOENIM
311 FEEEFRENSIEMER

il LA B ) 2 R A 55 2 1T BE RS MR T 2%
H T ARG, AR S 5 3P (legibility)
B G, 2Ry 1 9% 3 P00 1A N 25 11 3
JE FIE A28 (Graf & Landwehr, 2015), —J5 i, Xf
TH 2 W SRR W R e, TR 55 5 S5 fa) D00 AR R
ANYERE 2R TREF B 1 352 U KA Sfe Dt e
B, 40, FHRA/NESFIRAEBEEM, MR
e/ MR F5 FIC SRS, ¥ /88 (i 53 ) 4
EIR T 2 5, e AV R A 0] 4 ) e
etk AR E PR G TR (R 4%, 2022; Schroll et
al., 2018). 1M £ FRFEHE R MRF T 2530 57 7
HA AL B SE R, U0 A PR TR R R 5
eI R TG AR AR S 1 o SE TR, X e gl A (A,
gL sk ) E A2 Ok, miE S ad Ao, i
R ) B A 5 — 1 (Deng et al.,, 2010;
Hagtvedt, 2011; Labrecque et al., 2013), 5 —J5 I,
XoF it R4 Bk 5 TR M I S i, B T AR R [ KO
B RLBE T BOT BE . B, TH B E X LIRIEE T ®
JEC RN JES 5 22 B b R4 AR 31 S R R I
TR, T (/40 £ R S T 0 A £ S AR R
AR R FAE . I, SUARLR SRS T S U
P 18 ¢ 1 B A FRS) Se kTR H
LR 5 B2 (Ko, 2017).
3.1.2  XFamAEA IR AN B S M

TH B 5 SR B 5 44 BRI AL I8 :URAE, JF
XTI L B R E S, B R AR
FHE S F C AR DGR o B 58, 24 BRI -4/ 3 40
FEAE 52 M) 5 RSO0 AR BT . DL IR R R B,
PR Can T 350 22 155 ) 2 56 W i 21 o et BRS04 1)
JEASPE A (Chen et al., 2021), /4 PRt AH
RIMIER . Bilhn, SARFHLEER .. FIE . K
Fe F0AG SRR R L B SR AN, G (%5
TFIE) . WARCKERE), QTR SRR,
LZARHREGHEFE)., AfFES Bi(erEF
By, PURSOE(FEFEIE) . /AR EE /K
ST ) ABGEAE (/TR R TIE) L K & s
/it (B /AR 8 ) 4%, AR S-4A 25340 Don
Casual 1 Empire Script ¥ 4351 A /i R4 38 AR PR gk
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®2 REAHEEHEEITRR
e OHSURS T X o —
P 44 B YBE AR
Rk R HOE R AR VA TN iR téng xun Kraft
BEEE  AWEE)  WEEECEMEACELEEREME) MM pipl Coca Cola
TLEREH) tEEEFEHER) A% ling ying Ramada Inn
HE TR GE) AR [ T8 5 09 8 7 8L (I AR [ R B ITISSEH ding dong TikTok
{924 15 7 5
BEAW  Row $4TE 5 B W I A 2R - gffr’jf{jl‘;]]fgﬁ“
gy TPRET U 5 15 5 2K LA 5 A W AT dT dr Wisk
__________ HAN gmk e EEASgR A gdubilifbaozi]  Chevlrolet] oy
B4 %) VIS T4 R - Max Pax
BEORERE Al T 1B T T . American
BEREGHME . PHAEIT EEAEE. DTSR A Compad
_— ENpiats LA B LU E Y . LR ot 4 - Tkea
gy FRRERLE o
(RE S N R L A 0 5 G i da jiang _
HE

T < MR SEE TR C[IPERMER SR . HFoRm A X AR M,

BRI AR SCRR A B

FIIEZU(Deng et al., 2019; Doyle & Bottomley,
2006; Gupta & Hagtvedt, 2021; Hagtvedt, 2011;
Jiang et al., 2015; Shaikh et al., 2006; ZifE 4%,
2018) Ml 44 FR B €0 (4 (o0 L A0 32 R I B
JEAS BT N B A TR LA (/B R
PH) . R AR B IR) L BB GE/AR IR . R
(R/ZMERE) . St/ a) . A iCRAE
) R R AR R ) L B 3 558 /i e (R /
I W B )45 (Bresciani & del Ponte, 2017; ##F 4,
2022; Labrecque & Milne, 2012; RIEH 45, 2020),

HK, s RI/NG T8 BR/T5
AR | TRIE /2R B30 7 T R0l /3 €8 VA B ) A
RN, AT 55 P/ 2t N B I A T RE DAL
B NBR R R, AR RS S8 Bl
Tl | SRS R A R X AR, TS
Tk TE AR O R I oM AR (T B A,
2019; Grohmann, 2016; Hess & Melnyk, 2016; Teng
et al., 2021; Wen & Lurie, 2018; Xu et al., 2017),
313 XHBESEMITAEREZN

i A4 PR T BE RS ST IR 4R FE AR 2 KR,
FLAE L (vs. 55 ML 23 8 R 58 5 B R 1 AT AR 55
X 220 5 W I 3 2R OOk i L7 %

« HESZ R ) FAT Ry e (1 ik L W SK A
) o FLARTITT, RS R AT DL s i 2
SIETEE T, & 4 FRrRE R B R A R vE A,
DUV B 25 1 £ A SRR 2 B2 R B R TR AR A L i
TR, RS i LB R RN T i R R 4R T
(Gupta & Hagtvedt, 2021), 25, &E L (vs. i
A1) i ALY 2 BRAE M rh P B 7 (02 Bl RV
R B S5 B B OB (vs i ) G 2 3,
B 35 X 7 il 14 2 32 BE RN 3K R JE T 0 (Hess &
Melnyk, 2016). i H., X T %14 B AH L & R ni
R e s s M e NI E A S S LN
2 AT AE 5 BB AE AR ROF RIS T 2 5%
(Salgado-Montejo et al., 2014), BEAk, f 44 FRE
LN 52 5 F AR TR S AT T, A A FK
VI/INE B s T 5 R (vs. R 5 7 Bl B R ) 222 21,
D2z (vs. 55 1)l 4 a5 T 2l 2 0 HAT S O DA
KWk, B ) A B Lt (vs. 5
PEAR ) ity LR SR 9 78 2% & 4 47 1% i 18 (Grohmann,
2016; Wen & Lurie, 2018),

t N

32 MEEREFHEZEREOENAENS
321 HIEEERIEIN ST REVLE

UNE NI L eI E (S B (B RL R L)
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Ao, NZEGE R G0 T AR W A LA 0 5 e
1, RCFRF SN NS 1. A BTSN
IR | Logogen 15 %I Fl Trace 57 S5 4 4 a1 R
TR —FOA Sy, BRI R KNS . FIRA
P )RR BT A AR, A0 SR AR AE SR A
153315 (McClelland & Elman, 1986; McClelland
& Elman, 1986; Morton, 1969; Kathleen, 2015), 7E
VWFA (visual word form area)figi X 45 I H 18] YL BT,
TR I DX R SCFETR AR . MRAE D S RN ZR AR A T
T, X e HERENRR ABRE, U
b P R AT P R R R AR FRONE OKOE AR . PR, FE
TH 23 ) B A PR R TR B, 44 BRI
FH B AR R 2 NCRRE, T 3% 1 o ek
I8 IR 1 22 B2 32 H3E I (Perea et al., 2015),

MLE TR PE B A VE A . L8 % PE (visual
fluency) 2 o A 1R X6 TR 5 A7 80 T3 5 A By
W32, FH 0 ) PR B AR R, W5 B AR R
A BB ACF BN T (Lee & Labroo, 2004). 41,
F B i AR A A5 Bt B IR 1Y IR s, AT
RORBIME L s R E B, W T AL TR
IR, 2010), 5 W44 B 9 A0 52 37 W 1k B ke
T TR L8 e o, K itk — 20 5 i 1R 5 132
Mo BRI S, SR SORRIEE | FRERY
JINE I SC T 5 75 st 18] €2 )8 /BH X B 325 52 0 i)
JCH 5 32 (Gontijo et al., 2002; Ko, 2017; Sharma
& Varki, 2018).

M B KP4 A AR o e KO B R R AR
AT TR, G AN R . MRS
T D LA R R R B0 2 AL T (] e iR
K, X - Lol BEFEEREHER
(Blijlevens et al., 2012), 4, 18 €& A1 =5 160 A1
RER A S QS R ST A TR R R F (A
0L 0 32 L L (A A AL TV R s I IR S, PR
BTN 53 3 R 1 B 2l e SR TR B Y o 32
A% (Deng et al., 2010; Z#H 5, 2022),

322 M F"E MR M N EYLH

R —12 ) ) — e EL BE (EPA) 4 B 3F- 1Y th 4
ER .. BAARRMGER ST . BN
FHRTERM (evaluation) . 5 1l 71 (potency) Fl e i
J¥ (activity) =4k BEPAG AR PEAN - 819 7 A AH
BTREBFRIEHESN T S, HwmiEn P D5k
A L, AR A R KR A e R 3 B {HL g B R 55
Y08 SR A E B L, B2 65 s

JEB MR B S RS R LNE TR
J1JE (Alejandro et al., 2014; Tannenbaum et al.,
1964; Valdez & Mehrabian, 1994). [Hiit, HA A [
PG T 9 5 44 R 5 R I S B0 2 %) EPA
YRR 25 5, AR SRR B AR A DR B R
BEFRAE VAR R X, IETR IR I 19 A A
P (B (Doyle & Bottomley, 2006; Labrecque,
2020; Motoki et al., 2022),

TR U AR o RAEATS 5 B,
fF5 0] 4y meds” (1 DL E 3282 B 445 ) A
CHTHE > (n5 LU 0 A BE A B Bk 8 ) N Oy
(Terence, 1987). & MAF5 & 4t [FIAE T LL4r Sl gt
(BFR FRE)VRBTHE 7 0 RS . Al FEESE)
PIANZ IR, i 48 PR AE R BE 4R )2 U 24T
5, BT REE 15 B i (FFWKSFE, 2011; Maclnnis,
Shapiro & Mani, 1999). T8 %% & U 3] 5 424 FR A0
PR A 38, P SO 28 4 R 60 S5 T 81 5 e
TigE . AN FIHE S A .55 (Doyle & Bottomley,
2006), AN, A4 FR R R A TR 2 SR ot T 2
5 I5E A8 2 B 1) & 81~ 1 (Salgado-Montejo et al.,
2014); MLy 5 R0 Tiffany ¥ XH 284 1M 5
REFFBRE . TR K 52 B 2L RS 15 0 i
JERAT, I T R A 2 R kg T 1 B A
HE WA= AR S (Baxter et al., 2018).

ME & RSy Y OK 20 VR T . MR SRR v B IR
(conceptual metaphor theory)iA 2, AN T4
AR, A2 F AL E 45 F e (5 B B
M & AR #E AT 1 AL B (Lakoff & Johnson,
2008) Jht 32 R i 0 AR A FRAE 1 01 A €5k — T 2 Mk
A, MR RN SR O N L P A R, T VR 1R R 5 A X
NBHEMAA, BT IR OCE, SCERE ST
AR S B BRI BB AR . AR T IBE R
FI, UKEBRFIE RN E RS 5
B O A PRE E(Wang & Lu, 2011); 45| 54
5 1 SR T ) T 2 2% L JA) W A T FL A S B
K A3 AR 55 P B 2 1 9 ) 28 % 4% (Slepian et
al., 2011), ) B8, A2 MR 415 24 B 74 1 32t 19 2
i v AR, S ) HERT AN fA L TS A
(] Vi) AR/ % € T - SR A IR R M A - S
KA, ERRIANAS B E RV i SR A /A k- T A
M—BE I SAUB(TEE 45, 2019; Heylen et al., 1995).
323 HIMHHBEBAREFMITAEENENH

HE & 8% 1k (conceptual fluency) i Fh A6 o
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531 4%

R W AR Sy — T v I T 7K 1 i i PE AL A,
2 A A i BE AT R SO TR I i AR R
(Alter & Oppenheimer, 2009). 454G i AR 2 A A
FIR) 5 SR SR R SRS A DA A, IR 4R TR 9 X
ZHC I R AU RE T, R i 4 A
HRE (WEFF 45, 2017; Whittlesea, 1993), B A #B
SIWETEAR N, TEE B RO RO 2 2SR 5
Wi, MRS T PR B A AE AT R AR IR
RN 5 AR T 1 T KUK AR DG I (vs. AN DR E ) B
B SRR BB, SO SCEARIE )
URCR (KA 45, 2016); SR EOAHE T HAB A 68
FAFICECMAF G B, IFSE0ZE RS T,
Ik — 20 84 5N B G T T R SR R D A SRR
(Seo & Scammon, 2017), A WL, SEARFHS
st AR ARE A8 AR 119 DG TG A B ) A 5 3500 9 AR
BRI AT A BE S P, #E— 20 3 O S
H) 22 5% o

ARMESAPAYER . B IS (self-conception)
B— AT A SRERAE S UL AT, B
& Z AL BTk B 3 (Solomon, 2018), WF5EHER,
TCVE A H A i 7= it I 2 R 2 ki L,V
1Y FRAE AR 23 52 B A 1Y 52 0 (Fennis et
al., 2005; Fennis & Pruyn, 2007), ifiA~[EH 5 3 HE
S FEOE AT 2R . Bilhn, ST B (vs BAK
) M TR S g 4 T (A (vs. A B 512 6
W (vs. BRI 7= 5 (248 %, 2013), FTLA, 7ETH
e DU A S 28 = o N e e o DA S T
JERNARIRAR, CORF O SR L B B By, IRk
AR HAS BEFNAT R R I0] o 2 48 R A S5 T R 14 i
FEKE HEWT 596 2 B A, S50, F
SRV ) — Bl (vs A —BOBT, TH 2 E 1Y A IR
SRR R (vs 159, FEASEE WK A R
¥ 3% B B (vs. I8 W ) B M (Grohmann, 2016;
Schembri et al., 2010),

Ji 7 BB AE By VR o B T LAAE S T
e i g g, NIk n] LUFE— @ B E B2 ™=
PEH (Giirhan-Canli & Maheswaran, 2000), /i h5 44
FRFFE T RE 22 BA R E FARRBRIR AT 5, X &
SR B A i BT b I AR Sy A 7 1 T X I 1
EZ . IR, IR =g AR . filan, 9k
B i A PR Y Unical K5 2K 24
AHEXZR . Black Letter -4 5 78 EAHIK &, X Fh )5
7 4 35 REURE R R E 7 i 28 R (A 2 R 2= — 0K

db TR MU, BT OE 4R T O A S
(Doyle & Bottomley, 2006), Z&{piih, HA AR
PRATS 19 0 2 R 7 B 91 5 AN R R LA B R
(W Rimohr-f1# | Rimoré-151#), LU FIEFREE &R 1
Wit 5 S5 MR AEL, I 2 2 — 2D R B 1 T
(8 =] ) FN =2 S (06 ) B 7 B> P (Salciuviene et al.,
2010).

33 MEEMRFHEXMEEEOENBREE

AERFEE AR ER . AN ERZE A,
) NAEFRBTCAn, IR 0] 55 A o B
S MR T 2 B A A ) 33X AN R RRAE T R 23 T A
JRA AR S ORI, BRmE, &
SRR M 2 2 TR 4 Bk - B KNG 5 R
T S RV RC B SN, KRE E R BR—Ao bk
i) 25 a5 BB A2 B ARG, (R L M SR R
A% T35 M (Wen & Lurie, 2018), R K554
PR RE A% 7 Sk i L v i R, (LR o R AR R
HAH AN SAE NS, XM THEL G I
FFTOR, K5 FHEA R MY 5 R g i 2% R T 2%
(Yuetal., 2022). MAN, @A FRTFHEP A 528
TV 2 70 T 5% W T )5 2 0] 9 2% 2 0 A B, i AR
[i1] 71 2% 5 A 52 H 1 (Geers et al., 2005; Hagtvedt,
2011).

SCALIE R A TR E . SR DU 48 1
SRR BT REA 10 4 R B 4 Ty =0 A R 2 T X AR B,
AL EE T REM . BIRNE, SO
{5 WK AE 24 BRFABE R /NG X 5 RS 1) 52 i) v
EBFETTER, A & (vs )T B A ST
PRFAT T WK (vs./INE)F R 5 REUEAT R RE
i (vs JRBEAY), FHHEA TR Y 5 RS B (Teng et
al., 2021), i & SCARHIBETH 9 35 A R ™ 4% A A 2
G X B e B U, A PR SO FE A ]
1 £ 07 T S0 H: A RS EE (Gupta & Hagtvedt, 2021).

AN R VR o MRS 40 AT Re
54 (elaboration likelihood model), 4714 2%# XK1
TR NAEAR B SRR B, RUay o
LA B LK R IRME T, A R R SR 1Y
M AF7E 22 5 (Petty & Cacioppo, 1986). filal, 4
i A PR AR, T S G IR A
ARG FRAE, 00K 55 1k 44 FR 7R SR 1 | 6 44
U5 FI PR BT (Xu et al., 2017) 0 2803, #54h
TP AEAE B gk, DU P TR 1] B 3 B0
T3 ) T A BRI 559 (Gupta: &  Hagtvedt,
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2021), 74, MAETERLER DR ) TRE RN, A
TR 7 R 110 R 2 v I >R 1 38/ O R 5 A
BRARIE R (R 55, 2022),

ri RIS A TR VE o L2 AL T TS 25 B
FREXE P O, Fln, Y5 S
(vs. IUAR) SRR, 3 1E (vs ABURH ST 5K 3 B (vs. K
SEYICFE T B A R E R s R B A A TR
B2 (4 5 W75 BE (Deng et al., 2019; 348 25 2018),
ZEMIH, 24 TR A (vs AN R, A (vs.
W& 10 48 BR300 3k YT i 9 X R ) I
(vs. B8 J1) 0 36 42 T H: 0 32 3% 2 (Hess & Melnyk,
2016). ULAb, #7 bR 28 AL, LA B
TR AN R ) & RSP )88 41 (Grohmann, 2016),

TR PR TR . 7 S S R Dy
DR RN I R, BARTTE, Y77 R
IR (vs R E AL S RO, M HE R Z A
(vs. 41 f0) /b B 45 Bk 5% #£ (Bottomley & Doyle,
2006), BLAh, #r™ S 2SR ELAG R [ R Hb S e AR
(an, ERREDS - R 2= MU -EE), W PLZEE
FHBI RN, F/R 2 TE R Uncial A4 f55H 1
Black Letter “F44%)2 LAY &b W44 Bk, B 1 ) 48 F
H P H S (Doyle & Bottomley, 2006), ZE{RlHb,
7 BT 2 R 2 R DB M (vs. & ), ndE
M58 (vs. ML 22 B &K, MRS (vs./NE)
S 2H B 45 FR A 2 R T 9% 5 1Y A 3K
J&(Wen & Lurie, 2018),

4 mEEREFNEHEZOCENZIN
RERNENS ., BFRZFH

41 RBERESZXEHRZOEHIM
411 PERAIEF&AEIZIZ B

TS A B B IR ), IR A
SR B SR B P 175 JERAA 6 (A 5 2 | D AR
W IRAR S, 1T 5 T S 00 4 Bkl o A T i e
it fZ(Robertson, 1987).

— 7T, X AR (R L DU 44 BRI
HL A RN o e s,
BT IR B RORK R IR ki S .
S FRAE AR A AL 3R R S, PR BT B
A WURRSZ (T 25, 2003; BERRSF, 2011), 5t
PR AR S, TR EE A Y E TR ES
T ) ke M I U T T/ TR A R e
TR A4 AR IE A, 1 posh (#57HE) 1 [4]5% puke (K1)

" # [yoo] (Lowrey & Shrum, 2007; Robertson,
1989), J—J7 I, Xt ICIZmsEm . HUE A
PRI, W& M =g Wil EA S il . K&
MEMZ (RIS G 5, 2003); AN HE RS A Y
RRFE R EET 22, DU A0 PR T IR L
MM, AH)TAERE S ICAC(BGET, 2011), #is
AP S, ¥ &R 5 R a5 23 1 iR 7 o
H AL AL, TS ZHR T RES S R (S
DB EEAHC 2 AU BT s 3 AR
& BOAF TR C I (Alter & Oppenheimer,
2009; Lowrey et al., 2003; Robertson, 1989),
4.1.2 37BN ANERA R R

st A4 PR 23 T B0 2 0 7 it e P AL
FRASPE R AN [R) BR A o — D7 T, X7 it J M I Y
B, CAMIRE R T YRS E R
2 X 7= i JE PR BN Y 5 T (Joshi &  Kronrod,
2020; Klink, 2000; Klink & Wu, 2014), Jf4F%t4~
I i 2 IR, B ER 3 s (Motoki et
al., 2020; Park et al., 2021; Pathak & Calvert, 2021;
Pathak et al., 2022), A, ZFRF AL R (vs. B
B R)HITE (vs Bl ) A RE A% 16 B4 il U
HLIRIZE & R AL G Kk — iy 7= i s R
(Klink & Wu, 2014), 75— 1, &R~
FISER o XU 1 R = 1 B DU W4 B ol 2
7 A e o AR DT R IESE (B, 2011), T 1Y
o e 2 [T Bl A R E 2 i R B L RE ) BRI
(BhAe 4%, 2016). X T FHSETEAE g 44 BRI b it
UL, AR (vs A ¥ 2K 23 W oH A
£ B B2 /D R B 2 PR B R S B A
fi DA i dl M (Motoki et al., 2022; Pathak et al.,
2019). KM, #4652 FRE T REF SR 5
BEH, U2 R 2 BN A RE T (HAN IR I (Kim &
Dempsey, 2019) ILAk, #5554 5 2 & il
M EE — R LS & . LUAE T 45 (vs.
LA DU S R ) M E T SR R
WALl (vs. 5B M AE) A~ PE (Pogacar et al., 2021),
413 IMHBESENITHERBM

st WA R T R AN AS 2 5 R T 2l % 0 i it
17 it i e FEE R 55 2 ) 22 S, B 2 W it L K
MHERE FAT hmEm . BINEsEss i, Y iam
) BE e F AR R B, i /3 Xk 2o R R I/
e [ 0 S5 R AL, SR A/ S AL P R R A T
HFH WL EFZ (Leclerc et al., 1989), 7E45 51 2
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®3 BEERPHRAEFHZLIN=REERMNNZM

HRAEM 7 T R P SRR (BT AR TS ) AN

HITCHE vsJETo AN EE IR, ML RE PR % W bk, KOFL B Levs.ou
e B.OEm . HEM)

KILH vsHHITH A (R i) [i], [u] vs. [i:], [w:]
T weerl ebdvskopt

. BRI vs R NG PR B Ltk R (R f,vvs. gk

e AU vs BE N RO R BRL k. SRRECED . BIAIRR(EW)  p.tvs.b,d

BB vs B P B Ltk TR RRIERDNE D f,svs.v,z

FRE R vs MPURER /D ELOBERL EREES)

o,v,s,fvs.i,k,d, b, p

BORPRR . AR Sk B

AR | HRAE TP AS s A A LA L, &
DUIE 24 FR AR AL 35 1T 22 BRI R, X s 32 T 3%
FOR IR AL S R A (LR 4, 20165 BGRAF,
2011)0 R HETE G R PR L, 4 T0 5 W7 Js P X
IV it 2K A TE TR P (AN, /- HiCEE 4 R—T0) R A7 T
BN, NBE 2RSS R TOIN, TH D
0 ) e FETT B (Lowrey & Shrum, 2007), M4k,
ARG S R BT R B R A &3 v, k)
FIFFR K F A i, by (vs. FHATH &3 2R A ),
oA BT (vs. 1E 1A ) & & A0 puke- MX 1 Y
[yoo](vs. posh-f= ik H A [4]), WIH 2% & A Z 3
71T (vs. 1E D) 52 1 (Kronrod et al., 2014), 1M 24 i fift
A A e (R o A4 T SCARTR)) I, 1 9%
A BRI 3K 5 23 32 B A RS (Argo et al.,
2010), SRl 7E Al A% FRA LR e s
VERERI A BT T, & ARG e 4 B
[F 0 2o A, DIV 2 3 A5 B o L SE RN 77
BRI T (Pogacar et al., 2021), )5, LA HF

¥R BT T 7= M oy B 1R B 50 A R T4 4 g
NI N < ot 155 e € 1 M 5 B
AR, KR EF RN S G2 8 =
ZFEREE, W13 4 T (Pathak et al., 2020; Pogacar,
Kouril et al., 2018),
42 REZRIEEXMEREOCENRNENS
N e AL R BRSNVE T . AKWr e R G R
AL BN S B AE B R T RE, X T S R R
IR SHAE FH o R T S R0 T R 9 B e A
FEA Cohort HREIFI Trace BEEI, —H PG5
WNCHRB R G5 3 A E IR —FRE N ZE &L
P2 FENCHUNZ GBS 4%, 2021) X T LAUF
R IR A R, T SRS BT R SR
B HAE S RRAE, I 58 BOHRNE A 1 25 0 5 #E
it WHEAWIES/EN SRR RA LR, A
i W B 30 TP B R B B i e FR A B AT
fEft, FNC AR BHEAZRAE 2352 g ), IF4% 7
TH 2% 3 2 % 5 A I (Grossberg, 2003).

R4 BRBEMERPRLEINRETZNHIFE

BEEH mEE Yt B A P e
. [i]. [eil. [e]. [2]. [a] [il. o], [o:]. [a] [ov]. [u]
e i [i]. [ou] [au]. [3:]. [o]. [o1] -
g o 1. (2. [f]. [ds]. [p). L), (1] [1]. [s]. 0. [o] -
FEET “frL v, Y8, “z”. “h” “th” -

N LR TR T S - -
Bk iy P b s <k - b7L K
B m, - -
ek - “dj” “ch”
ﬁ{u% “17 w “r’ y

BRI AR SCHR A B
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R & DN Ty SR LN o I BTRR VA S o el
VLo Z SR SRR ), 2 BT I T e AL
FEOKEVEF o

5 35 Wi W% 1 (phonological fluency) B4 H /-
FH o DUSETE: 5 W44 FR 0 18 2 s P PR A [R]85 45
FIRRIE B . BB A RIS, HiEE Ry
PERG TIILE A EAE .. TIMESS T
WEYE, FREESRRAMR Y, AL EEMW
WEAET . BN EENSAH, =EaN

Cr#2)ail2#1], mAE [1#1#1 ])HHETA
RS T AN Tl 7, D)o 3 97 o 4 v
(SR, 20115 BEESF, 2011), SESEiEAFRI S,
HOE & Wi v B TR S A A bR o
TR AR BEHE. HECEEN S
THERBEEEMEFRNETEEEL 350 4
A, JCH RSB T 2 A3 AN FATHER A
T P (N, “falden” P 11d”) - HA EHE H H/
T E S E R (U, Coleco Hi Better Business
Bureau), W|H & &% M4 (Alter & Oppenheimer,
2009; McGlone & Tofighbakhsh, 2000; Klink & Wu,
2014; Usunier & Shaner, 2002), 247 F 15 5 4 FR
A T T A R KB, T B A B
1T 0 34 & 32 B B 5% T (Menon & Raghubir,
2003).

B P ) 7 -k B (EPA) 4 BE TR 1 A
YEM . TigTo & ik 24 & S X —4E A
AR, MHER TR SER, GHRETEE
A F0AEE i 7 TS A BB B AT T i PP, R
TH 2 X LS PR R S AR, BT LA
i 4 2 A AR AR ] 0 A A 1 RSBk
FORARRE i n, AR R R AR 4R ]
TR, T B R SR A Y BB B 2 A T
TR E KA T, ORI 5% A R
A% 5 L (Motoki et al., 2022).

T 2 4E(sound symbolism) P/ EH . 78
Jeifrh, B E RO R E Rk B 5 E ORI
BeAEE KB m M, WITH [yool/[4]138 5 1E TH /1
T J PEAHDCIC, W80 (1], (] R [n]) FARR A D Al
([b]~ [d]A[g])53 5 55 I3 g 2R A TR bk BL A Bk &R

M AR VU R R BT AT SRR A L BT
BEFAR] S A 18 A /S AE | G A
HIJG A . B, AN 2 ) A

(Bremner et al., 2013), 158 ZAETE SR 4 FRif
R B T i A Ve 2 AR B 584 e, BFSE
fg b, A T2 s s R 5 EEE
ARAHDERC, I FHoR HAR & 2 5 AR SRS A
Ik & (Sidhu & Pexman, 2019), [RIFEHL, i 5
VA= A Rl E ED ORCIR IS =S ia = XA 0N
ML, HFEBWAET B AR RN, B
AR L 012 . ST R T S S
] % J5 T (Pogacar, Kouril et al., 2018; Yorkston &
Menon, 2004),

T R SR R AE R . NS B 2R U
RIS, BFEERXAES L5 ez
AEAE W R AR ARLXT R (8], 2002) A B Z FRYVE R
— P E B S ATS, T SR R I N
TECRAE R, TR ™ 5 Ja 1 A A4 4 g%,
LA BE AT O 1) K 32 B (Klink & W,
2014), AW FHEEHERIEAE LERAEER, 1BY
B SUBRATE 22 5 R AR RSO R . B, X
TIRA WA PR (B A T SCRITGTE SCIR 2T 5,
ToiE SCE T M5 SRR E AL L, AR AR A
WA PR B lm B IR B R S 1Y B, B2/
I BE 1) 5% (Arora et al., 2022); Sl Fdh
VY E R FRERAA B, S BEEELEDR (AT
B B URRAE B SR T B9 Rk O B SR AR ), R
BB FE VO RS E IR EZ R, FHLR
A BB A4 BRI AR B O RS TR 2 M
(B 4, 2016).

KEEsEBNIREH . 2388
(motor simulation) & 15— TAHIEKE R UKL, Rk
BRI ) SV SO R Ak, N B 5 BT 4
BF, BAERAT 534 19 30 1E 725 15 21 30% (Jeannerod,
2001; Yang et al., 2009), #3¥& Hickok Fl Poeppel
(2007) 45 Hi 14 7 18 N T RGE BEAR, 78 N 42 1
ANFIBFETIE, 005 B AR A5 i 33 W
W-BEIES, TR B FIEA
Hit, HAEEZEGBAREERFEREE, Xk
B B S ATE e, B NS 3 R G FEIR
T A K 9B s A, N, AT T E ], TH 2
S A FR R EA ThOT o (]84 R AN B
XERTEREIMET ST . FK(Yorkston
& Menon, 2004), ZERUHE, 25 5 24 FRUES DR
Jr v 2 (U 1 A0 o) FE R L HT A & (0 u MK TES,
WRNE & B Sk (vs. B SIE, XSG
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0] 3k (vs. 322 30 ) AL ) I X6F T 2l 2 2% B 1 i 9 T (vs.
1F )52 M (Kronrod et al., 2014),

AR A ER . TR R B RS
FAEE Y L EA —E AR, RIS R FRE
HE AR A RS RIBWE R, T 9 Sk
R S R M R RO A R 14 DR LK
AN E TR A WA I S T s 2 R X, A
TN R BB Al AN BB G s B = 1, (HLHNW] DL 45
A B 2 TR M A B, R R A
Fr“Giordano (f&£F14)” . “Rossini (¥ 74 J& )" 114 %%
FB S B KR AR R (Zhang, 2015), f§h Y
JE 7 b 16 AR ik 2 AN [ 1) SC A6 220 B B0 G2 (an vk [l —
TR R E S A ), T 2 O B
W—E R
43 RIMEEZMEFZMERELCENBREE

MANGERA AREEGRETEMR A
NZE 5w A W SRR SR B AR AR, T A IR IR
BB AG AT AT RS L PR SR )
XAEAT B A REH (e 46, 2021), 4
N5 5 B IR IR T A FRIE S 2
MRS, —JriE, HERA 2 T4
FRIGE RIS o B an, 47H 9% 35 T X 2478 i
JERERE, ot R R 0 [T AZ A 50 55 18 & RHC A2 FA
SN R (Lowrey et al., 2003), A, # & RiES
SR 3 B R S T S TN, N & R S
JEANAT S 1 AR ALK 980 55 (Argo et al., 2010), 75
— 7, I A A R A T R T e A
IR, 2 FRIE T AR SR O . N, 5
HPEMG A B4 g b, Xk S8
HXF 44 Rl 5 ) & B2 AU (Argo et al.,
2010), FEMRARHIEAMRS R IMAIER T, HRE
B B AR, O S SO R A B
7B A T S TR, B A R 1Y)
# FR(Khenfer & Cuny, 2020),

T SRR TR . — L, SRR
TN I 19 24 FR o & X 28 B B S . Y/
=LA LA PR A SR R, TR O
& F % (Pathak et al., 2019), B —J7T, =il

8 JEJ%. 2022-10-05 HL [ https:/www.zdic.net/hans/i .

O T WU YR, W R HESI AT A —
AT, g -oTE-E T E iy T E A -
W B A E BN

W RV REAT Ay 4 BR800 1 s 2 o AR 5,
IR (vs. SE A 6 R AR K (vs A =) T,
Fr b A TR A5 5 Lk (vs B3 P i 2 A AR
B (vs )BT, WIH 2325 B0 K 2 3 1 T 52
m(Z e %, 2016; Graf & Landwehr, 2015;
Pogacar et al., 2021), Z5RIHE, Miz BB &
o0 E AR E ORGSR H R AR TR 2 A
AT IR B = 5 2 BRE, T 2
ST (BEE, 2011), Wik LR &N
W vs. BT E, ZEvs. B )M
Ji4% PRI S 5B £ (i 4 (Pogacar et al., 2021),

5 AmhEE IR R B9 = E b B A0 BB

5.1 mkEE RN & E L
511 HMERKZRE

AR S It 7R 20 A B R R R R 1 R T
HFDIMFEE W, &I HEHT AR 4EE A
SRR B —— i1 & 25 A o SE R IR 5 B,
S 0T W A7 SRR A R AL . BB AR
Mg fE e A B T ZER: Y
A%l (embodied cognition)FiSIA N, K5 Bk
B R R R 0 — 32 Bl JE A A 2R 9 i R
(Barsalou, 2008). VM %% 17 RGN — R I 5
IE S — 2 3 1 SR A I B A 0D G e 5 i 31 9%
TE 5 — 4B I IERNAT R, Ak B R OK
Bl I S5 ) B 3K TR 22 B 0 R R AE (Krishna &
Schwarz, 2014; Lakoff & Johnson, 2008). iz 3/ i 1%
M (motoric fluency) 24847 K E XTI T45 B #2
iz sh B HE ) R 1Y B AR RS, BULE IS
18 BN G AR S B M AR AT i R AR E
BN —— B 5 | R i b 2 sh B, LA
&7 A B R O IR ZE 12 (X, EfEE,
2019; Oppenheimer, 2008; Susser & Mulligan, 2015;
Yang et al., 2009), %54 LI LPIFPELSHILA, "
i 24 R AT T U R AE A7 ok 19 AN (A1 52 e U5 ) 1 &
AR OBFAAR R = B A A ES . &
{H I X AL BRAE S, IR A E 12 B LA
S5 d, FERETRKAIKET, TR m A
A B S0 S AR A LN S T A AR T
SRR A B s S B SRR, iR
A BE AR B RS2, XA 5 fil & B 48
1& 1217 (Barsalou, 2008).
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fity A2 R 5 R M R R AR S T A 203k
AES S U R R, & BN Tl A& T el
HBEN T BE e I, HSE W 45 RAT ARV 2 ML)
ZAb o HET A AR BRI IN T, T P g
A WEA DRIV i R AT gl R R, RS2 A
BAEEMAT R . SRR, A PR R T

T SR e LR 22 52 W 2 25 5 T b i A 0 B
W

512 WNENHKRE

N KERBE T S5 1 . AL AEE R
25, 4y RN BN IX S . fh R4 BT RE
T B W 2 0 N AE ML A LA =05 TR B IX
Sl B, WA BT R 52 BN IR
SEALE AT AL H IR . FETFRES R IR
It B e, e AR R Bz BT ) b 25 4 )
EBNIRBAE T, T 56 A (7 T W p 2 L E 19 Bl
0 A 24 3k 0 W B 45 48 ) 3R B A R E o T
EH TR RAZ . 55—, PRI B A R ]
FIN T ARSI o TR A IS8 R 5 R R 5 T
W P I 2 S, TR SR AR FELARE U N Y D
BCAR B T BN RO S s M 1B 0
SRR NP SRR A RIE S . B, W
ol % o FRAE 1) B vy B B A AN [R) B 3 L o X
TR R R R, BT RAE AR, R
W8 Bh i B AR K & 25 A S

it W44 Bk R /1 TR TR Ze R RN,

— =%

ZHEIE SR N TENLR B —E B R . H L,
AT 2 B I T R [ R 32 B ik 2 A )~ B
MR, MBS RS 5EBNEZ . L8
N T 55— R AL BE, I8 BI85 it i 1 R
Ho HWR, MEAAUAT LAKYE — 35 IR 5E e 24
RS A3 TXF EPA (R — 45 il 7 —s e 5 ) 44 5 i 47
VRO, T H R AR AR DG T 8 1 R SURANI T Bk
AE R i AT 5 2 L (Jun & Lee, 2022; Motoki et al.,
2022; Salgado-Montejo et al., 2014), #iJ5, T
ORAE A LR (AN, R IR AR TT S . R
HRESAE) BRI 2 B AT A IR T R
J& FIE 77 b 19 BEAE (Salciuviene et al., 2010; Zhang,
2015), Z /i LA AL NAEAIL, 5 2% BRALIT
T e 201 B 0 B L .

R L TR, VBRI AT T U 3R AE, & A
2 FR A R X0 9 2 20 B 2 i) 3) % 2 7 3R)
TGN TR B, T3 s AL ] R 2 S A A
R, NHE X A8 SO E S5 A 52 FR
FREAR G SR [, X T B ROV AT AT, HAR
meE 3 fios.
5.2 FREE TR B B IE E BE A

SR b A2 R R I T ST 1 o
WF O NG, HEZHNWNCRER, XHh
vl L 22 PR AR T 4550 7 D I8 5 T Ok 5 4R I TR R 4%
o MOCHEFESE 72 AR DGR L AT A Y T
DB, 7 S R DGR TR AE A )

RT3 TR 5

BTN RRAES 2% WEEHLH) s R
 MNRE-SEARTHE: | BN R R AT
L LEBXEE NI = R gl
| ARG, 24T SRS 3 L BEAR Vv, mwk

sEHy gﬁ R . 45 EPAE BT fy | 2. MRRRANMERRAD -

B T I P FREE XA e N T LN

MEHE Ll | A R
@i, MR, DI al zunmm || |Fa b .
DI s | papea Bt :3-%;@*%%%&@}% -
: - e (B CET | /PGB BT,
R e |BRFEXD || Ee e B, TR, WK, RERE |
! 1 &% B FR S v ]| [ e
L R, HPRE igeigd AW AL | 1. ERERARIHEA
b (B REEAGE ) o h = e BERGE | | BHHREE. WU,
! 2B mERITaA | EPAMREETE | | BE K. WD, B
L BHIHE, BORIHE REBEEHER | | 2. FRERRRRE B, |
= 3 ERIE : I GTEEIE N RS A
: B/ ; . BEEXBA V3 asmriramE: SR
L mOEE VL BeEES TR wk, hees
B3 4% BRSO BT 1 A 2
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B, AR B ASEAS Hb f 2 T 2 X o A e 4
FOMBERE, X SRR AFAE T8 R T
B Bt (Knoeferle et al., 2016), 1 4 & i 4 FRIY)
5 T 50 SR, R4 R T R R Tl A
TEESRLAS I 2 A 850

2 RO it AL R AL IIT 850 ) 85 3 T I 28 A
AR GHU . BBIRI R, AR TFRER
T R — B0 b S /7 R, ) 3
W= e B INaN, ST T ZERIE . iR
BRAAEAZ KT &4 T+ Jun & Lee, 2022;
Lieven et al., 2015) . [H )&, B XL WK FREME ST 1E
B BN T R A TR A TE — i A — RO
SUIAN, R4 R B R X T 9 3 SN LA
ZHAEH, AT — A2 F 2AEH (Doyle &
Bottomley, 2006; Jun & Lee, 2022); i 95 —FhW &
B, A B2 T S R 2 A Tk SR,
A FR TR PR R R
(Klink & Athaide, 2014).

HAl, WEE—RINGEARNEZRERLE
BEUNE A AH DG AIF 5T o JRE 75 B e SR <R N 2
A 5 e A T T B L TR A R
X, WREILGE . flSE . BRAE . PRGEFINTRE S Fh
JE K5 (Krishna & Schwarz, 2014), H# & 54k
REE BT EM A B RE, HBRESAER
2 U it R 42 Rk — 0 1 2o R b 2 A FH (B R
2, 2016). BRALHEMUTSEAN, b R4 Pt 25 R L
bR B TA] 1 38 ELARONE -t AR DR R B T TR
HOREE AT DLSETE T B E T S A B R RS, I
Y P E B 5 S (Cian et al., 2014); £ 4 b
JRAA AR B ET (vs. 50 K (vs B ) I H FIANTE 4
(vs. T8 42 )R 1 7 O B I R 56 SR 3% (Motoki et
al., 2020; Park et al., 2021); T /= §h fl 2R 2 48
T8 B 2 6 7= i JE M (U & 4 R A R A ) B iE
1Z(Krishna et al., 2010),

6 MREgERE

e At 22 U 4 BR AL KR 10 SR 3R, [ Ab
T 37 4 35 355 Sl T R S it e o s o )
PRS0 1R 1 91 8 08 il 4 v SC o) L e o
Je R AR ) T S SRR, o R AR
RN & BEA R kB SCAG T 9% 8 X i 2 S
g ASCEI XL F AN ET N
A AT R i LA R T SO 4 AR SEBIE T HEAT R EE,

KBVA R TEAAFAE —RE A5 B /DA DL A R4 B
THEN B AR SRS, A R HAE R THEETE
7E ity REAR UG SCHIR P A B4 K il i 44 Bkt 4
HHIRBETE R Z A SETE TR T RRIT, X DUR RS
KRR Al A8 R TR IR & BT 5B R s,
BRZAEARYE . NI, AR SO ARRBETE AT LT

JLI7 T JEE -
6.1 ITiEHMMRETENBEERFHEOER
MEEATER

T dits FRR PRI T T 5 S A0 B A R
P I 306 5 il 4 R 7 R 8 3 R/ X LE Y
FARMBERE S BN, 2 3h 5 Converse Y i
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Theimpact of audio-visual representation of a brand name
on consumer s and its mechanisms
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Abstract: As a special type of vocabulary, the formal representation form of brand names is divided into
visual representation (the visual characteristics of printed letters) and auditory representation (the overall
acoustic characteristics of words), font style (including letter case, fonts, colors) and speech (including
phonemes, syllables, tones or accents) can respectively provide a visual or auditory representation. The
influence of brand name font style and speech on consumers’ psychology both occur in the perceptual
processing stage of vocabulary, and the impact results and mechanisms of the two are both related to and
distinct from each other. In addition, there is a cross-channel connection between the audiovisual effects of the
brand name. Future research should combine practical issues to supplement the audiovisual effect of brand
names.

Keywords: brand name, formal representation, font style, phonemes, consumers’ psychology





