RF T EI T RN BRFIBR PR M B ol PP AT B AL 1 5 2% 1

WRRE: 7 FRIIIIRR 2 T 33 AT R PP I S B R, DA A SR IIRRS (A
BT AFALIIRR S ) 4 A T8 2 o0 i dn e S s BTS2 BRI BOR T e R
(75 QRN AW FCHR I T T RN ™ AT AEALIR S 2 A o 2 i RSB S AR Tl
I 5 3 B0 0T R A7) 1 T ) 7 2 S ISR L T 5 20K T 5 500 21 280 7 i OB PR A 2 9 25 B oy
XA FUE S “ RN 7 o FLrpr, 1 9% 38 0 AR A7) o T 1) 285 P A 0 R8P ke ) 5 4
FAER o (HA, RN A SRS KL, P E BRI TR . A RE AN
77 bt RIS AS BB, RN AN A BB EL S BT AR A AS 2 51 RS T 9% 2 50t AR 1) i )
AL, WA G 2 0™ PR VA I ZE 57 1027 b (0 AU S, o 5 A
SR A, FATE T AN LI RIAIE L B TR R . XA SRR TR A R
W, FERRBIBR T IR T3 GRS 9% B 5 RN 2 Ab, B T “mi s R AE, XA
KT dhFRBI IR AT B vk . AER 5, XA TR BRI E EOC T BT s
PE” I SCRF, JRt— B B 1A A ARE BT bl BE RO AE I [, ORKF R i PR A 1 4
FHFE

REEE: FRAIFRT: BTN RRFHER, TESE: FEEH
FEAHKE: FT13.50  CERARIRAE: A

—. 55

P o R R A S AT A I B B T, Sk 90%IM RAIME B A AL A i 45 7
FHE AT (Edwards & Shackley, 1992) o WFFUARIL, H e 3E 5 JE = MRS SR 3k
BB, FHEHAIHE 5. ik, RERGLE AN SRS, i ER
(A5 B P REH AT GV 2 A5 BN, Bl 2 “H4k”  (Davies & Ward, 2002)

FT“H M ER” (merchandise display) [ —I0 B ZHF 77 N 252 B 41 (layout) ,
BB A AE R B S MR S B AR IR AT B AR R R, R
M Y 9% 2 08 72 i T B B A VAN o AR O A RSB e, A LR R T o R AR
R BR A 2 B S R AL R P o 2L — P WRISEI I R, R TR S8 s i A 5%
MRS, RIVHETCT . BELECE R AEROAERALE b, H R EH P i sh fil/ 805 57
i 2 (Castro, Morales & Nowlis, 2013).

BATNA, TSRS CBESE vs. BeEL) 2 i ) [HUR” SRs MayH 2 2500 7= i PR
BT R A e EL R T-FRZEE ST ) 2 S B0H 2 o0 R 21 i 1 () i R GRS B
TS5 AR 270 P 7t P AR AR B PR A VPAS o FRATTIU I FE AR ] 175 G2k S AN AR HE KT )
WESE T RS AEAE, BRIV e et R A i (S R B s AR . B —28, &
4Rt “ETS” R AR 22 B AR b S B s . R U, R I 2
FUNPE AR B, R R A A T A2 O TCAI 7 o B B 2R R (quality
predictor) , BRFINY “HEIEAR” AokA; MR, M ERE DI EZR, FRYIE
) ] 2R S AN 22 P A

TATHI AL B B DT ANAE TR R SRR 7 BB S i e 21 1 A& S A, B B
52, WATRIL T BRIBR PR v i PR RS2 BR AR B 15 Qe RS, IEAFAE N o FRAT
) T RSN, LI R 51 2 S O AR R i VPAY R TSR IR, AT BR 21 1)



SEAARARR T e P . JFH, BATE— 0, MmN A SR, R
A 24T RV S B U R R e I 38 R R i B R R, X
TN A REMLEE R o TR e Thme R PE oy B B R VR AR wh, 1 T RN AN RERLZE 2

PATHIE , XA FON Z AT 78 il AR S AT 18 0 S A B s QT e
Pt SR bty RIS, JLANOLZ T 2 2 P o o B 1) B A, ARG FRATT Y
WEFC, TR RPREEIXSR M, (EHHRT 7, SRR LB, e, AP EEES
PR FCASE AR T A AR A o A S i, RIS — Be s ] T 8 LR ity ASRAN I A L,
(ERAER LA T, AT ANy E R B4R R R, Bl anfE AT SE8e A
J it R A H ARk P AT RE N T2 B K Fh SE R AR T A R0 B A s R
o, FATEIAAT ARSI SN SR PP O st = R T 257 RS . 2T RATIAT ST, X F4b
WLEE EL 7 i, Z G P AERR 1IN R0 SQUE LR A R T B SR AL, Sl B B A 2 7E
I AEL ST, AR SRS REAR R RETTARRY, Bi e AT RARTHIE 98 0 I B i i o e VAT
NI 27 Bl T 19 I 2675 i PR 49

—. HRGRE5RRRY
1. FRMRSI5LRFRAER

MRHE & RZ A A B (Olson 1972; Olson and Jacoby 1973), FimmHE&H —RIIML
RO] DLPEYH e v W SEmf AR Al I “FR&”  (surrogate) o FARZRE, Al LA NAMNES
FINEBPEZE (01son 1972; Olson and Jacoby 1973) . H N #IZkZE (intrinsic cues) &
Fa 77 it R MRS A SEE TSR i B YE (attributes), AMIZE R (extrinsic
cues) ZTRMA& . WRRAIR, AT IEH BT B B It . 7w BRI B URDIRES,
g — MM R

b, BMBRIIRRT HA R AT S, (B — MM R, d R, B
FIVEESE (BRATL) X i 7= AL W AR F L] 32 A TP R P2 5 44 (product
contamination) M. JH P EVGHL (consumer contamination) RN FIER B% )RV HERT (3¢
TRE T IE F R EL AR BRI SRR E —e) = AR b, Horbyg el CRLFE T o3
V5 YL RSN = 5 YN ) A EEHLS] . PRI 4N, (Morales and Fizsimons, 2007) A
9, FREE= it Ja 1t 2 SR AT o R T it 2 308 3 A B oo o A i 2 At ™= i, AT 2K
H D0 ) o B W R B B, RS AR T SR T L NS AT AR, H
Ji AU A RN DT 3 1 AR IR — = i 5 G . Y 28005 JLIX NS Argo, Dahl &
Morales (2006) #&H, HA 4R 2 DR A 42 22 HEWT 1 it 2 2040 FL At N A i = A= A1 D
fhgs GO, AT FERRAT R PP A SE R . EAATTRIRH Fird, 51 R 23 1) fuk s
HEWTHI R R 2 — Bl e BL— & 23 2 0 7 it ol = H AR AN T 2BE SR IR 1D (1))
W o {EIE 5 ¥5 L A80NLIE H 18 A T 8 b 2R B B 2R IR - Castro, Morales & Nowlis (2013)
TERF TR 4R Y, TR B 2R B b A/ B ELE P w h, VH TS G RN T e 9T
ANEZE, BRI A X — 1 IR T

TATNA, A THEE S ECE W= 5, R ELFRSIN R fb PR BT AR A SR AE . 3R
ATEBI 7t A R A B D B, DN P BRI GRS T2 BLC BRI T it i)
T T it R S5 e BRI 2 2R T T ot ot 2 ) LA DA P A AR AR B2 e o ARk, FRATTHE
LR

i 1: BRIIBRFFIIARE (B vs BEL) SR AN MIEM, BFHAHE MHITE
Hr & TR EL RS B P A PEAY



2+ TH BRI L BRI RS S RS R EPY

XFAER A, WA R A5 G vy, I Bl sk 0, weaLis =i BRaIE 88 v A
5 SN T B, RGBSl I A A ML A e 2 N TSR AT AL S A
() 5 25 B PR A BV SRV UIE R 41 ) D 2550 ) A F AL

KT & R a2 E s s, TS S E R AR — B AN ST S a5
Mo ¥ 2 5 A5 B ACEE IR . B ORI X —FIR )72 Shimp (1981) Al Mitchell & 01son (1981)
AT T 545 B s maig P o0 & A BE,  E T sz ey 2 0k 4 v 0 it R/ 5 ot RIS
FEVL R RS Mofa, RERT & Wfrl i/ M S X — 2, s & AR AE
JUEE A B R EEM (Gardner 1985; Lutz, MacKenzie & Belch 1983; MacKenzie, Lutz
&Belch 1986; Mitchell 1986; Park & Young 1986) . & MTHILeE ] &AM . & .
AUEE 5 A n AT 7 RERT . KT SRR E i H4E 2 A 5%, Shimp (1981)
TR ESEL— MU INAE SN R, (MacKenzie, Lutz &Belch 1986) SCKF
BYERE, MRS G A, A SRR E B S B E A — R A
BRI E . TR YE B IS B YE B, RT3 A S & E SRS a2
H G AT R X S50 2 — 8. JATE T, EHT SSRGS AT, H %
BT RIN RS BE CRLE IR 28D 72 MR BIRK 7 52 M v o 2508 B (R D) PPAR IR A8 &
ATAER], BATX BRI, Bk &A1 o

Sefr b, ERERE RS, BT RS R, E88 b TS SE
PR SRABAIE R 1) ) T RN P2 A AL . B, Sen, Sankar, Lauren & Sucharita (2002)
fath, WRIRLLZEFI B, 165 PR —iR) A, # B R T ER AN
HHITE R, S2m T AT EERE AT R AT Wb 3 BRS04, S i xd ir
BRGITS i 1) B0, 3822 5 N R S T ) B0, AT R 2 75 3 N

KTt e AR A1) BRI 9 1 VR ERATT, FE RS S I BRBURR 7 5 Rl PAN IR OC R B4R L, T REAF
TR N o MR, GFRIFRS AT DUERRS AW 5] 77, v DUAE S 06 T/
b S S, NI 2> 2000 VH 2% 25 D SR (R VPAR o FRATTFR 2 T AR 27 ) L TR 8 0 3 e
AT E R AATVE R — R85 5, |5 E B AT A e AR R S A
A ERS, FRATERH R 1A B B R SRR 6 R VA R s e () R A AR (]
LR o

Gl iH 1HF HEE Em

{EETT vs idL) HRENT

P e i R ) i RN AR A7) i 25 E TR D
1R, BB BIRAL (vs BEFR) BRI, R A V8 AR i R 1)
TOVEAY, AT 27 A AR A ST A, SR BRATTA B BE 2:
it 2: FERMBEIIRE. (vs BFF) ERE RPN T FRIIBN A, 5 3E X7 fh BR51
EH RS E R R .

3+ TR AN B B M R T L B A T AR

Ercze e, FATMIBE IR IR EL AT RS G T BESE IR dh a1 A
ATTRF R A7) 0 T )28 B S VR A T 3 BONAT TR TR 51 T o 0 B R VAN B, AT DRI 8
S SCN T ARSI RN o B, IR AN RSIRAE ] 7 i #R A AE A ?
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PATTOIT FE B R ot R 1) 40 T T 0087 1) 2 B AR M R R R R HES, iR R BT &,
2 Z2 () PN A B T 2R A o T A e R ) TN DU i Y R O IR R S T A ORI
FEEE, a2 Uil B UCZ &L R Ny R IR B ) T SEPEFR A (Dick, Chakravarti,
and Biehal 1990) . A4, tHELZUL, 4RSI VFAY A B2 TR b ot & PR 28
RIS, RGBT RN A A o 7l vt R 1) L D PR B IR, A I B0 ¥ 98 2 VA 7 it ol
I F A T e 2

Law, Wong & Yip (2012) &AL, anst—4F7 f4EDhEE (functional ) FIH & (aesthetical)
FoRT A&, FHECRAER)DIREMERT fb 1 5, 1 AU 15 5| NAE IS w o 1Y) ot s o) vh
H oy B b o BT BR A R LS A R S AR A, BT L, 2 e AN ULE R
PR AR T AR U, BRA A A N R R (W B B RO . [ 2, AR T AR T
REPE/ i, NATDOE T 5 S8 LRI ™ il () e SE e s v o 25 RS 5 22 1R 7 i A

BT, FRATTIA A, T ot P &7 0 S A o 2052 ) 1 1 AR e R U, IR —
AR A o S 75 K B e et A A B, AL SR FR R 2 (EFRAIS) , TDhAE 2 LT (B
FF0 B, BEATT DUYLEE R 17 ot PR A i S kv R (BRSSPI R 3.

B 3: =Mt MEEMER RS EEB MR ETRR, ERmIIEER, Ry
Fr(vs BRELDOX BRI E A & RIAER, S A E R M (B ¥ 3. 1713, 3);
TS WINMAEER, FHIRFE (BSF vs &EL XTRRFE I R SN E A& 7=
Aggm (e 3.2 f13.4) .

H3. 1 477 AU e, RS 2H i B 51 e [ pP A 2 2 v T LA .

H3.2 M7= AN By, BESEZH 0 R A1) T vPAf A g LA G W3 22

H3.3 /=AML E I, B w2 v TR LA

H3. 4 472 ANANE BN, B S A RS b VRN A LA TE B3 2

=, BRETHES SR

A, BATBE T AN SEI RIS IE DL BB A e . SEB6 —3RATT AR S5 4 9 sk s
FORE, 5288 T DL SRR SRR R, S8 I R P A S S AN R R O TR R AU
BVERRNERE . M SEIR AN 2 G i AN Bk HE vs AEED 2 (P BRAIFR
B vs WAL RO SI BT . BATELEL T P T AN E EAE AR R R ah s EAS R R
FURKFF T CRETE vs BRLD, Bt R 27 i T 14 285 BE AR 21 e o AR PRAR I P A L DR AR
P AL B AR SIS I () IE TR A R 26 . W B 7 ot W B R D R B S Bl N FE 4

1. LW —: WXHES

S, BATEFEF E SRkl ROSFESEPRA g, o 45 1038 % A 37 5t
HRREA A, A ABRATIO R (8 PG 552 N rb [ 25 (0 AW Bk o LA o SRATT R s
gnss b E S5 R R RN, AR E A RIS E B VERR R T M. sea T, FRATINE 1Rt R
A7) 1 T A AT i S B PP, IER T i O AR S B P X e i PP RO, B R ) o 285 P )
A ER CETEROND o R, 2R BRAE R 2598 mT AR 3, 77 i 10 4 M0 2 SV 1 4 1 2
B2, SR TP . Sein e RRE Sk E EHUEIT Quatrics Wb BT R 58 K

(1 FsEs: FEEARIMEREHARER

TSR F AL 18] EEBCRISAE BA T v vk A PR HT I 52, 45 A S0 B B 2 1B 2
AR POk A BTSN 76 AAERKAAE, POKgRENL D BN, 125 2P E 45
BUF e — ARt ml 2 S ORI S ey [ 5 72 0 17 e s TR, ARIA D r R 45 AR SR S I el 22
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2 7 S —gH [ & 2RI S [ 45 R T LR PR LR b E S g g E, R E
SEI AP R RE I ? 7 M AR R 9 A ER, 1 AR A EE, 9 RoRdER R,

i AT o, BEURIRNS S5 )i A [ 25 AN . (M=7. 84) B ZE & T H TR
Peomas i ESE (M=6.40) (F(1,76) = 11.30, p<0.01) , FRATTXT AW B B () 4 0 2
I o DRIEAE 5256 — B vt h o, BRI B B 453 s AR m A B B4, 1
P28 h B 2590 2R 5 s HARRAR S MWL B 2

(2) FEWPLHIE

F LI HIBARAE R B LT SR 141 BAERSR A CTB 5 18, 44%; Lo 81. 56%),
Bl 15 RS N Sk 2 SRAF AL o BT B R B AL 7 ) 4 AN S0 4 —— e i [ 4 S
o, A E gL SR B SRS AR A B SRl S S50 . S R
SIS BIEL 5] 3 T A AR T R NS, B NARSE— LT ELAT, o A s e
HHEIUFE AT ST

SIS GG, S5 e e i b L RS IGE SR L, 43 i 15 A2 SR 2R PR R %
R E g GRy s e B 2E D) B 2 W SE T4 il fa 2 4 FH 1) h L 45 (RS W0 22 24
M) . z2HEFEGEE AT AEHEANT I FR Rk ESNERSIE . B ERT
SERHIE— MK TR B EAE 5L . [RIB, R T PN S Ve GRS, RS R B S
E—/MERBERE T (i 2) .

&
&
N
By
=
=
=
=
a2
..
]

"

BT RRDI chEl HELTI R B
B 2: S2i— [P [ SR vs AL
et AT e B B L B 1), K5 T AR 12 . 3 5 R R R R — T, st
AT LU bR B R S R . A A I e S, 7E SEIR BN BRI 5] S R B T Sk 2,
R4 57 A1 4 1 1 AU 2 0 52 6 £ /AL i

(3) ZENE

oA BOAES B E KBRS, 75 2B AT T RS A . 1%
K51 H Homer (1995) ))& EER, N7 ENIATIPRSEI N, EHE LT 7
AR R 3 S 1 RS D D » R P AN L, 2073 & AR (cogni tion) ATTE 2 (affect)
F 10 AT, 23 “AMERMEB/EAEBN , “RZEERN/EEEERT . L
/AR, BB R/ BT R, “MELIPER)/ A S B, 5 RI/ W)
7, “HELLSIERERR/ B S 5EERR” AN/ N, A NE R
/3 N7, “E B /Rl 7 SRR ek (Likert) SR NIE . 2 Homer (1995)
IALEE, IX 10 DRI EEAE Y “BRom &SR E” (a=0.909) .

RAZE: B IFT (Argo, 2006) , BIE “FEIRFIR/ HEFWR” , “AFFE/AER
g, “EEAThE/ARETET, “EEAER/AREEERT, “LAAER/ S NER”

5



F AT, SR B v R L0 S I I &, AN T PP A A B i DPAR PR 2 C @ =0. 944D

BRORLS (CBESY vs L) = TERIZF 587 MRS HE 2 AR P e, B g 2
TESEIRTFURIT B B R B R, R RIE “Euffiik b, 65 20 E S RY & ERE
We? 7 o R EERLrERNE, | RoRRERL, 9 FRRMmRET.

AT B 1545 (emotion, Zhu & Argo, 2013) : 4 NEUMIESE (a=0.878) FIi4HlH
4 (a=0.887) ; LIFAFLE (a=0.886 (Zhu Al Argo, 2013) HIFE 3| [F 55 1 Fr i (1) 3%
LM (a=0.885 (Argo, 2006) o AT MR LA B e R & .

wE, B TN R B SR, SEES H RIS AE R

(4) BT

FE RPN RR I R I6 . 2 5 2 xSt S B B A IO BR A R e T AT 943, 1-9 37
g5, AR E AR T E SRRV S . BRI T 2 A s R R, T i A E R )
F . CRUIRM R ELD , BELH (M 2a=2. 86) XTFEF EAIEZ LT HFFH M wx
=5.66) (F(1,68)=42.094, p <0.001) ; [FA#E, XTARIMREZEERIRE S (PrRiEEERIm4s
FIRPESE) , sELAT R IR ET (M #q=3. 85) & (F(1, 73)=22.059 , p<0.001)
IRTFHEFHH (M gx=5.76) o BFAFEIEEE T, BELAXS FREIFR T IR B 38 0 K T 2555 4,

CBEAE AL MR 2 A5 (I 3) « DABRSIRREAE o d (5% vs EEL
I 71 1 P2 P B DR 3% T 22 29 A 8 SR il s+ 224 o 9 U B SN CRIX T2 Aot FH ) L 45D,
BSCHMBRSE SR M ges=4. 74, BELARIPRSE PR (Mea=3.34) , 2
SHE3E (F (1,68) =16.789 p<0.001) , B 3. 1 AHE; S /NN EER CRIXTTJrf
B RMHES , BSFHMBRIE TSR M ws=4. 93) , FELLHRFRS]E fH Ay
N (M wa=4.50) , HEALEEZER (F (1,73) =2.119, p=0.150) , ¥ 3.2 15F|IE.

i I8 = PR 2 1

£ 4 T4 4.92

4.5

3534

mEE5rEf
EAlA

FimPELS g EE

3o v [E SR 4 1 1 A PR AL I B

PP A A 2 A S (AN 4D« FIRECARRFIRRIFAE N4l S vs Bll) » 72
v B P IR B TR 3R U7 22 40 W 45 S R« 2 i A 00 R S R TRt FH v 48D
BT PN (M ogs=4. 86) , BELALIRFIEM R ( Mwa=3.47) , A ERBE
(F(1,68)=13.969, p < 0.001) , f&ix 3.3 4FiE; 4R MIMAEER CRIX TR

6



it A E S5, B AP R A M wx=4. 78), BELA MR SN A ¢ M#EEL=4. 38),
HELEEZES (FA,73) = 1.334(p=0.252)) , fHi% 3.4 5iF.

iR bk
5 - 4. 86 478
45 4.38

3.47
35 r

e

1.5

0.5 +

FimpES fFEhES

Bl 4: rpE 2 R A AL B

“BRIETEA L AR : S Hayes (2013) 32 W (04815 19 Fh A 40 A A R
(Model 4) , {#iH] Bootstrapping iEXHMER Y 2 $&H 1R/ BLFEAT 5341, Bootstrapping
REESE 5000, HL 95%EAE X [H] . HA AR NMRSIRLT; ENESE AT LR /o
AR, B, BN TR ER AR AP E R CREThE 4D BB,
Bootstrapping #:56 () B 15 X A A& 0 (LLCI=-1.8502 , ULCI=-.5686) , XM K/NA
-1.1252 5 MeAh, EE TR EESEE, HA RS R AR SR A R
ANE#E, Bootstrapping #re B (5 X [A] (LLCI=-. 8411, ULCI=. 2999) fL % 0. Kk, Hih
BRI CESF vs BEL) WR S PPN P2 A s & HE T B, FoRME—R
e, R 2 fHIE. (B2, EmEN R ERER WA EZ A (FEz T ES4D 1
AR, Bootstrapping K561 B AE X H AL 0.

TESRI I R FRATIE X 2 55 B 46 I N RO 25347 T &, FRA T AR 1B 45
THRAE L P NFE OS4SR S 51 A & 0 ISR AT 2 0007 200 W, 25RO,
FHNKIAEZE (F (1,68) =6.397, p=0.014) .

(5) MESPHE

S — M AT A IR SRR T RATTAABAL, E T A R 2 E A s (RO S A [ 2 2 1
LEMIRATES ), B mBRAIFR T (CBESE vs L) X PR P2 AR se . SSRGS, H 2%
N T VAN S 2 v T AL RS QOISR [RIRS, Y R o R A7) I (1) A 1B T 2
RE” A SR PER, BRAIM T A8 15 58 E o

PRI A 75 TS it W0 P B ARG CRPIW S o [ 45 1) B 12 FHRAR MR B dm 45 5 AT 5 ¥
RN i PP CE B SR A BLAL A1 22 5o BRIL, FRATTEGHIE 1 Ui 2500 7 i 7, R
TER S AP E ZER, BRAIVEESTN R VPN AR T 24 7 AN B, BRAIRR T 0 R
PN TC R EEH

A2 NN R, BELPIFRS ] Re 2 ol i A HEWT . SEBR b, FHEA I S U1 SRR M
#. Parker FlLehmann (2011) FIWFFTRILBREEHRET 22 ib AR H B HEENT, (HRIXANFIT
G BEMICIREELEAN 2 S EHEE R . 7F Castro, Morales & Nowlis(2013) BT
W, BRSEIEIT T SR AR RS e ELANER B B e AR 2, VAR T DR T R R AR R A HE T, (H
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SEAMATTIIAIE 5 T A 4 2 L A5 R BT R R 43 B TR

BANE R R, RAERAE SIS 503 B 1) BB S8 45 1) 1V 9 3515 L 80 (Argo, Dahl
&Morales, 2006) , {HAZLEILSLH, BELIIFRIIM L2 51 KIS TR 2 N Al BiZ s i ok 14
(Argo, Dahl & Morales, 2006) , ikyH % WAFIR 22 AR IXANTE (b B8, A7 7E % 8 HE WT 11
AfE. (HJE, WAFREGEELIFA BRI, HRE SN RARHIREZ NS Z A,
EFFRA KAE, R RE AL .

T URAN SIS BRAT T A WU B SR PRI SRE , FRATHE L SIS B 2 IR B
L, BEBIERIOZEEEL BRI S 5 2 5 AV HERT .

FAh, ARSI —, AR T E AN SRR R AL, T E R
PRI RS o, o /B B LU s . FRATIE T 3, f8i48 v [ 4538 8 — P o b W B 22
PRGOS it SRS I T KR A e TR, AR FRAT S F — e H AR TS R A UL E
B LR 7= S AR AT SR R, T8I BRI S A A vy, I TS
S ATIRAEAENE 7 [RMG, £ESESG — by, JRATEE # 1 SREG AR E — P B0 IR S8 25 1R i AR (1

2, LW WEHM

FESCES o, FRATSEHe 7SI RE, 1 EE T A P i A0 LRI Y Th RE
FE i —— b ya L DR IRATTBE T T A KR8 4T R 355, T RAE S v R A W 2 B A 4
N T RSN TR AN B, FRATTE T 137 5 4 v BB SAR R T R S IR . FRATTA
A DI 23 b v AL AU B A R A S — ) g, (A E M S R, SRR
B HEWT R

SRR 2 GRS E B, BB vs AEED 2 GZREIIRRT: B vs
FEL) M2 IR SIS v, HAIRGHSE - FH B SRR N S e AN B B A, R OR R = AT
R PR 0 SRR I P AP LB R . SIS AR SRR L BT, @ S A
Quatrics PGk EBETH AT A 45 58 Ao

(1) FisL%: HmERSIREEEANZER

T RRAEAN R BT T 1 3 2@ 20 8] BRI - TSE 36 M ik B il T 3 sk 1)
139 ZAERAR L, Bkt BENL 7 s, Hrpdos ElE R BAHE 73 i,
K SIT N0 A 66 i) 4. Mk BB S 35. 3%, 2otk G 64. 7%,

BATHEHLER ST T 1) — A 2R Fodr, JRXF SO 7 (10 #h ve 2 2 BT 1 555
RN ARSI Party, Party ZRFIH AT T —TE . Frbl, IERT
BRBHE AN 3 AREET MM A ZBEE N “TFENE MR, 8
FEFRFAVGS BRI FroL, BUEIRRE LI SEAh e o SLIRdR SR ZE R R
Fre BTSSR IAT IR R, ARG RIS LU R DUAN A 8 “AEXFERIS LR, VR e R b 3
REE? -1 KR JERAEZ , 9 R AERHEED 7 TERXFEMBOT, Hhr
MM, AR ? -1 RF ERARR , 9 R EERE 7. “TERXFER
TEOLR, Ao RS AR &, AR ? -1 RR © EEARE , 9 RE dERER 7
A CAEIXFERIBOL T, RN TR AR M ? -1 R%R ¢ sSHAY , 9%k ¢ %
MR

A AT S, BRI, R T AL A S R A S B B S TAT A (M s
=6.85 vs Muw=3.64, p<0.001) , A[A]Fhow i B B v i R B 2 25 vy THT A (M e
=6. 14 vs Muu=2.92, p<0.001) , A[FIFHoe kR ST R YR b B0 RE B B R T FT A (M e+
=4.67 vs M y=7.53, p<0.001) , I H A5l F2H 54T M b v ML RS i 2R AR B3



Z5H (M ums=5.93 vs Myu=2.63, p<0.001) o AILAEF], MlE 7415 M N4 oo i 2 it
IR i, 1RGN b v R S P R s 1T ELASOME - 2EL ) s v R A/ 0 B T v AT
JERH

DRI EAE S8 — F A S8 b, FRATVE F RSSO 7 1R 41 5 L B 4 AR SR A2 B B2, T
JAARGZ EFT RIS v RS B AR R AN A 2

(2) FEWHLEIIRE

SR S R ok BT IR 155 ZERIARL R4, A AT TR LU S
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Abstract: The order of commodity display is an important clue for consumers’ evaluation of the
goods they purchase. Then why neat display (compared to messy one) of the commodity usually
creates better product evaluation? Beside the contamination effect in the existing research, this
study brings forward the existence and conditions of “the pictorial effect”, i.e. when the goods are
neatly displayed (relative to messily), consumers’ attitude toward the picture of display usually
become more positive, thus leading to a more significant quality evaluation on the product. This
means that the consumer attitudes toward the display play as a mediator in display order’s
influence on product evaluation. However, the picturial effect does not always work, for the
importance of the product appearance plays a moderator role. If consumers think the product
appearance is not important, the pictorial effect does not occur, and only when the product
appearance is important, does the pictorial effect works. We conducted two lab experiments to
present the so called piectorial effect and showed the importance of product appearance as a
moderator. Based on the quality cue untilization theory, this study proves that beside the
contaimination effect, the "pictorial effect™ exists, making a theoretical contribution to the
researchs of the product display. And in application, the study gives more support to “the necessity
of tally” in retailer’s point of purchase management, and further answers the question as to what
kind of goods need more effort to be kept in good order in their displays.

Keywords: product display, product evaluation; cue utilization theory; ad. attitude ; retailing
management



