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HAAE R N2 Y — IR A T SR 23 X A4 1 7
AT R A B LR (Griskevicius & Kenrick, 2013),
15 GE A 5 T 3% 58 &R B9 5E 22 02 Y 2 LA Je O
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R SR PR U X, R PR AR AR T A O A AL 2 b A
(Bourdieu, 1979; Mills, 1951; Simmel, 1950), T}
WFIE I K IR | AR AR ) TR S AL
84 A B 6T ML R i I 3K 1 XU 22 1 (Banerjee &
Duflo, 2007; Ivanic, Overbeck, & Nunes, 2011; Kaus,
2013),
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fi D R T 2R AT o BRIE, B2 T AR A H
FE7E T 142 T 2 b il 3 T 2 35 A 1) b A7 91 2%
Pl 10 A7 JER S A 18 400 £ DO B i 0% A 2 1
BNZS M BT B I B MR B M2 T 2R AT R, DA
SR Xt B 2 A AR T P BRI AN TS . A T A
PeLd 1 BRI, ASFSTE T 3 AN SE RS A J
SRS A AT S W T B 3 %o LS T 4 ) S B (52
55 15280 2), M HLODBRALH](SL88 2) i B (B
% 3).
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2.1 HbALRRED S AL TE 2R

H A BT AR A EE S IR
JIT A M7 S5 A5 A 5, M IR S UL i o7
A —E AR, (BIFALIREA —E i (Davis, 1956).
i SRR 75 5 22 Bk e 52 e i AT A FeE ik, A
DU 25 5 76 H & AR 6 v e B R %) S35 & & A
Ak, BN, FHA%OAT 55 0, 1 i B 5 e ok
A A7 B W7 451 4R TTBE LE A AR SR B A B A v ) Hb A
Z R, MR, B3R, RSN 2
LA 2] 7 A e A M AR BT . A Sk
Z A0 M IR AR A ) 43 SRy . AR 7K OF (Davis,
1956), Ff- 43 B 5 v 1407 J28% JA01 ARG i 437 J88 S 4k
PLIR I 4 45 (Bhattacharya, 2012), ZIZ 0 T 4H Mo i
PR . ARP BRSNSy, T E TR RIS SR K
Je AN BRI AE Ak 1) st 25 2k AR X T 2 2 R O 2 7Y
S AR FABLE] . P, AR B A S8 A X
TG BRI & SR ME(E AR A0 5 ), AR5 b o7 Je%
SHT DX 73 oA SRR b A7l ol -5 JE5% R A 82 T 9 o obR 285,
IFPRFE HX A7 314 AT R A R

P T 2 4 R BB A S N 2 — T L AR Bl L
(Barkow, 1989), A A4 23 X A7 SC At AT M Az A2 £k
({5 LA, I L3 AU ] JIr S S 1) 1 57 A8
TRAF 5 SR B AR T 11 O AT B4 R X SR o 42>
T T AMARAR 2 40 W a5 AR R N0 AR Ot K 4%
TR T AL (38 A%, SRIN, BB 2 R B Akt T
DA3E 3 7 % 78 J B ] AR A A o pR TR Y R
i LA S B O 2 A% 3k ML AR B A S T g
(O'Cass & Frost, 2002), K, 47 2% & B2 Hy
PLEE TV B3 AT U, AT T LA SE 3 2 R 1 7
ff B A RO B L E O A9 ML 7 {5 5 . Eastman,
Goldsmith 1 Flynn (1999)K 15 %% 5 R T #E @it S il
D7, REHE P 1T B ELAT M ZAF 7 SR S AT
SR HUAE I 2% o (EAS T R 1Y /2, Eastman %5(1999)]F]

AR 4 T M B AR X, T AT R R X
AR FL B 0 PR A I EA A B S
Hi A GAE T SCRY R, AR AN R HA B —
TR LT A A2 5 o BN, Ozcan 1 Kogak
(2003) % BRI AR FHL—FE /0 H H S 25 2 1E
HASE A5
22 BHMIBMSHAERMEER

A g e —FP LR A DB O BRI ES, AR A
PR K AT LA o 9 2% ok X X B gk W (Pan,  Pettit,
Sivanathan, & Blader, 2014). Kim F1 Gal (2014)% ¥t
ANMRTEREZAT AT | RE T SRR B = 115 8
B, 278 2 HLAT AR G AE 38 R A R A M2 22 36 1
H I MR AEPE A 3 58 8 B8 (Wicklund &
Gollwitzer, 1982), Hu{i1E R4 p A T 19—~ H 2L
e, Y B B B M 2 B R, bRl RE S
A T B HL A b RAE R SR A Y O Ok Rk A
O X H A 30 A 8%, {940, Bhattacharya (2012)% Fi
A1 b A7 R 1) A S 6 o B ] T R EL
MR XL &R, A RSLERFESEMER
R4 o WS FNA FH ELAT b AS G AF 7 S TR R o
AT DA o B Ak 2 Mo S (R DAY, 3R A5 [R] v o7
FEIRAZ 25 ) B LA (Rege, 2008), I 18 i 2 5
H Ot 2 H A A SRR e B T PR RN A B4 B (Add e,
Epel, Castellazzo, & Ickovics, 2000). {5 i Hu v 75 5
Fr HA WA S TIRE, AT 0T LLSE RO 3 ) By
(A, W, 2008), FAGFELIAIR (4K,
FEZEHE, 2013)0 RO SCHRE A AR

B 1 AT A B B A S B, 478 9
TR 320 b A7 ol B st S b A7 5 ) ) I o O
23 BHMURASHAFRMEER

HBRXT A O AR A IR S R —
AL ), 140, Barkow (1989)% FIAMA S 4%
P 1 22 R TIS S % 7 AT A T AR M A A5 R, R
FIUHCITIR LS Ll 7] 5 75 490 A7 48 o AL £ I, o TR,
BT IR THE N A AR — D BIREE, &2
9 P E I IR Y AR S . T AR
iz A0 I D= ke A IR RS R NGO E 7/ P S
E XL 3 I (Belk, 1988), I, 47l 28 FHIE
XA CHA U A IR BRE, iSRS
b A, G TSI R o B R 3R 3K b 7 B2 T ) Y
b F 3R, HHBATE T03E 2, ] DL )
NI7R A C BT, B4, Bourdieu(1979)% 3
S L Y J2 T 2 B HE K A 9 B R AE S PR B2 T IR
TR B G J2 S B IX B o %o T R v B2 T3
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3 SEE 1
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A S R Al A 2SN, R T TR A5
TR RN Ml A7 2 T 2 15 23 5 M g 3] M A7 7t F R
b7 it P ) S MR
32 WMRAE
321 ZTWkITSHIR

SO 1SR 2 RS . MR A, AR R
il )X 3 (A SRR - SN b 7 R T, R M L, 45
il 2 ) Bt (] SE B0 S T 0 B RO 2 3 RO 22
KEFPFTERE 5 4> MBA BE[RI% Mok, JFF 183
AWM e =3027 %, D =4.01 %, B 105 N)
BEHL A BCE] 6 S04 .
322 KE#R

TE UG 55 1 RN Ao PR 3 BT M 67 B4R LR T
FAE R IB AR, IR LAY LR S g s
H4IAER . 1#FH Photoshop #fi% 1 — ik 5 % [
FRE R, Mo R i 2H 8 3 SO v Al A b T
T, SAE By R o A S AR
AR R S, B PR R AR T ) .
323 XRERF

WiF WA LE 60 i MBA 2451 (B4 30 )5

R — A [ A B A ) =T R R, S S
R ILHE 8 T AL 43 0 S BE 1 (65%) . B TR (50%)
HIT A% (43%) o IE S0 L PR R BT 6 AT, 5
TR RPRE AT — T HE G A 8 B . plak4s B e
PER 44 B LA 2E A AR T L BRIR L S A
HEAT 7 BVP4Y, 4 40 ARERAE THRGOT- Y7KF, in o
I T A7 5 8%, F R B S A A 5 ER A B A
FRVEAN B b A7 5 RV 42 i A2 5 4 B o 1T B LA
WA ECE] 3 NI, B A 45 T R,
R Al 000 46 85 SR A AT 2 (] 2 2 N TE B B AT e b
DL 5 04 ) Al A1 ] 2 () 2 2 A E DR G H
DAL TS5 K- N5 5 JEJRR 0 i A7 Pl 2 3k A
TR 2 ATE BEG A 4D TR K- N o SE0 5
e, WSl HEMRZ KRR TR
H O TEBE N A AL (T s3T5 SRJE LR
WL S g0 b AL I X0 R i AR MU R L SR

JEVESY, [ 3 I Ul B S i B S H Y
33 4%

(1) HROKELS . B A B2 T2 A S N 5
A F RS A7 (M = 5.10, SD = 1.00, n = 62) %
FEETHEHAM=4.62,SD=1.05,n=61), t(121) =
2.56, p < 0.050, Cohen’s d = 0.47, 81 Hb {57 Jgl i 20
(M =3.93, SD = 0.90, n = 60) i EL THEHAHWM =
4.62, SD = 1.05, n = 61), t(119) = 3.87, p < 0.001,
Cohen's d = 0.71, 1B X Hu (v BN A B 2 . b
LR S ZEN 2B AR RE A8 S A (7 AR BE 1SR (M =
2.82,8D =0.74, n=91) . & & TAE ML B i ZH(M =
2.40, SD = 1.17, n = 92), t(181) = 2.92, p < 0.010,
Cohen'sd = 0.43, ViR SCERPHRIHER I

(2) XPHEAR TR 48T . R I SRS 1 M s
TEH(F(2,180) = 0.66, p = 0.517), LLEXF H C Hifii
BT/ (F(2,180) = 0.43, p = 0.650)7E 4 SEI6 2
ZIBIAFAE R 2R, UL OHTE PR N 1% 52
HiAE LA K O T Y TR RS 20 s i, AN ai
Mo S A 4 L o [RIAS, % S5 56 20 X 3 i B ot (t(181) =
1.67, p=0.096). FEMIEM(181)=0.53, p=10.597).
BORARE(L(181) = 1.46, p = 0.146)IPF/r 22 F Yy
AN, BAIA LA AR AN SR a5 AT

(3) MK FEIE PRIy 2500 (W 1): FifE
A5 WA AT 22 BAE T 3, F(2,177) = 3.82,p<
0.050, m; = 0.04. XF T Hufvz @ i, SRR $2 T2
(M =268, SD=0.60, n=3)WINLERELEST
FEHIZHM = 1.87, SD = 0.68, n = 30), t(59) = 4.94, p <
0.001, Cohen'sd = 1.26, ERAIHLAL MMM = 2.43,
D = 0.97, n = 30) 4L AR o 3 5 THEHIHM =
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1.87, SD = 0.68, n = 30), t(58) = 2.62, p < 0.050,
Cohen's d = 0.67, Ui.H 4% 12X TC 16 78180 37 75 2]
PETF I S22 B UM, X b A7 R o 4 g S 2 SR 45
R o X T AR R A, SR A B T2 ) I S
EEM =232, D = 0.83, n = 3)5HEHAHAM =
2.26, D = 0.86, n = 3 ZEF AL, t(60) = 0.30, p =
0.764, {HERFIHb AT BUPMH B NASE B IE(M = 2.73, D =
0.91, n = 30)A & 3 = T Hl 4 (M = 2.26, SD = 0.86,
n=31), t(59) =2.11, p < 0.050, Cohen’'sd = 0.53, i
A SRR A5 42 T AT v xSl b A3 7 o 1 0
SR, R A P D S 2 R v T e E
AL T i 4 A K R B
3.4 itig

SEE 1 AP I 2 BN M B T, AATT
i ASE T i ) W) S R SRR T, T X S AN R i ) 3K
BIEEARTE, B 1 SE50E, (2, MEE
TR M ASE JERBI S, AT TASASORT b 7 T & 4D g S R MR
HRAS BN HE T, %F A b 57 7 b %) I S S AR B T 4R
T o 3156 BH A b 57 7 A T DA SRR L il
SR HBASE BT 2 5 B URSR o SR T 43 Tl X6 R e b A S
SRR ST T8 2% 35 0 M A R R b A R S
FEAVE AL IR, A SR IF S8 T LA R ™
TN

4 2

S 2 1A FRAE T A 2R A TR IR R b 7 4
T AV R o W S S S A VR AL . B FR AR T (self-
enhancement) 54 B FR1G5%, F8 A BA T AL
B H O AR, X2k fT7E#h 2 b ot
H O = A B 3 8 3E F1 (Taylor & Brown, 1988),
e BB AREERAC, SRACEFMRE
R 5 (X H &, Febr, S2RELL 2011), JRRIH
EXT A &MY J1(Kruger & Dunning, 1999). Ak
(Messick, Bloom, Boldizar, & Samuelson, 1985)Fil}t,
i (Barkow, 1989)% J7 J5 I 101 AR A% 9 1Ak =2 I o
Tversky #l Kahneman (1974)1A 4 A B9 2R 55 H) W 2555
FUAZ B AT G B 52, JBH A7 42 R A oG
HIRFBAR R, 202000 2 & 7E 3 Ak LR i m
PR AR ES, fEdEiH 2834 1 B FRETH 3L, Lee,
Gregg Hl Park (2013)%& 3 H Fef2 T n] LLXFIH 2% & 1)
R B L AR e, B H IR T SILAY T
P W TR R MR E L A ERRRE I A C
M X 3 R B R b, I HOS R L A5 (B
K FE R XS M B ) 57 (Cisek et al., 2014),

P T b A2 T A A EL TR b A7 7 A LA i A S
Wi fE Sk DT BC AR AR Y F FR B 18], Db Al TR b (B A
A7, [F B AT LS Bl ]R8 | O A R4 T3
B, BRAR SR A

ik 3. B PR S AR A0 2 7 AR B 3R
PETESIHIL, 2 T T X A5 T o P ) S R

MR A X AR — A EZAE, M
TR ) b AT R B, A AT 2 SRR B R
i} . Pettit Fl1 Sivanathan (2011)4E iy 1545 ir 75 & B9
B AR A AE S5O BAR S H B VEXT 3 3R 0 B (self-
threat), Kim F1 Gal (2014)IA 47 56 H C Hb {7 B = 1)
BRI AR, Jf H AR B2
PR RIEATAMEE 2. ST UL EBE, AR
A 30 2ok T 2 AR R AME 2 40 B R L
SCR EHFRAMEBIL . S2 1 & BRI A AN
PRI T B R M B O SE R, A [R] 4R v
T BB R R A R S R . MRS Kim
Rucker (2012)f3Rie, MM 9% T B 0 RS i R
AF AR LS A RS AZ B0 A OG, T LS
A IS AZ B R I . B, Sk AR A3
SRR AT DLSE i — A5 A5 B R, ] DGR — &
g AR BN ME . ARSI, TS ML R i
JE AR ML R S AR S AR B3 1 AT DA B A
A& Z 2@ AT, ik A R aAa R, s
E R HIRAMEAE o PR SCHRE A%

M5z 4 BRI H A S 23 R AT 2 AR A 3R
E AN =) L W52 T 7t =B = K- E DO LR AT R R I E 52 X AT
s P T S R

YT A TN B M AV B T SORUM R, 3 AT B
il At O B AR B RS, AN RS AUEREE L R
THRERLE QIR THSHLR A FoAME Sh LAY SE A L,
LAV JER R R 7 2 g DL b AR B X R Y R A R
UFPEAE RN, S 2 AN LA EAR R T T IR AT
41 MRFAZE
411 TEWEIT5HIX

SEHS 2 SR 2 SRS . HUOE R A, AR R
i )X 3CHILAS B SR A R T, R A By,
) B SE B BT T R UE L 1 4518 Y S A
AREM, S5 2 WHUE KFEA R AR 1A,
POk B MRORS: 15 AR 568 Z A (M e =
19.65, D = 1.18, %4 230 N)BEHLAHCE] 6 L5040
412 LM

SEHY 2 EMCESE R A A R, T FALEA
ZAEHA T HE(Ozcan & Kogak, 2003), Jf H 24
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B 285 B R, PR3 31 38 B Iphone 6 AT/
K4 AR AT R v 2 R A RS 2 A SE B A R
3 3 SCFA 458 Iphone 6 1Y S A ELRTHIAY ZAIE,
PhRINAK 4 PEN LS RARCE R .
413 T=EN=E

A S5 1 1) 2R — A 77 I8 5 3% (Anderson
& Galinsky, 2006). [ & & F (Rosenberg, 1979)Fl
HSM [i] % (Taylor & Gollwitzer, 1995 ) & # i A4
JPIRFAE . BRI A RIS, Hh HSM (How 1
See MyselD)RIF&A & 21 A A B ry e,
i, BeARen, MBI RE R
BEXF LA B RRAE 5 A A (R AF 8 R Y R AT
s, JF7E 7 MR LIS A CZERL B S Bk
W, 1 ARFEIEALT A S EAE, 7 ARR RIS T A
CHERE, ISR B TR T SR

XF A FAMES AL I, BT E A AR S
ISR H IR, AR5 I A B R MEAE
FH R it O - 1 7 =2 Ia) 422 0F B 1 b2 3l BIL Y A7 AE
(Pettit & Sivanathan, 2011; Sivanathan & Pettit,
2010), 1 A B H IRAMESIPLA T H.
T Re S E I e gy B AME S LT R T TR A
WM, AFFES R Gronmo (1988) ) #MZPETH
TRMEE : #MEMETE PR A8 TH O TR ARz
oS — R B9 SR AT R DADR MO B SR B AR,
LI K Rucker (2009)H#MEPETH 2 ME S« #MEEMETH 2
FRIH 9B e F RS Cn A MBS . A A5 Z
B PR, 38 3 i 2 R A 4 B 8 N X 33X Al g B 1
mn R HEATRME AT o X AR R A M M T 2R
g E GRS, IF B[ 32 204840 80 0
A A ok E AT B FAME I X S HE A A [
() PR TER o DAL IHG R i 3 7 A AR M PR 3R AT T o] 1
3 1B (Likert 5 83 P4 X 9k H FRAME S HILE
AT L : (1)%FFE LR ol P S LR IR TE 4T J5 I
Uf—2; ()R —N ANTERLE Ty B, WA
BSOS AT DA B WM G)YIIA — R b Al
LA 2O FAgEMEE . 60 B AR (A 4
30 NO)FEATRIN A 25 SE R 3 3 S EA R
JE (0= 0.86),
414 HBIERF

fEE A, O5RACE 1 BT R 60 A AR
A 30 N)sgml— > ANBEGHLAL IR B4,
HEZ T 3 ALHY 72 BE 1(40%) . BST(30%) FITHEL:
W55 (27%), #E— L4007 A L, AFRHAAME R
A, TEAS TR ST X A O AR 1K i Uk, X

B R . A WEIE R IR
AE 1B AT A RS MAT] 1% (57 /81 (Bhattacharya,
2012; Ridgeway & Diekema, 1989), [F I, 524 2 2%
AR AR B A TR 7 HE 44 1 O Bk gL
Hiu 57 BT

PR DABE A B T L X DU T [ 2 12 TE G
SCR IR (BRI 15 B2, SEIERE 63%),
FF 1) Al AT Bt AL 52 5 R UL ) 00 6 5 S 5 1R A7
PETF 2R B I 30 25 R R AT R BE N I B
PN, 5 s i 4 s g b F IR 4K, 4
PRV b AT 18 1 28 B U T A T BE R BRI K O,
W S g SRR 2 R IR H O 7
PER N EA ML (T 53T . IRy B 3R
THEhAL . B IRAMESIHL . BORPRASF A B 70 i
SRJE, AL ol 2L RN AL Sl 2 4 5 D 52 5% 6 4
Bk, X R G AR A 1) B I SE R A T 5
P4, IR 16 BH S50 A LS H Y .
42 #R

(1) KL . B A 32 TH 2 AE L N 5
A FR RS AR (M = 4.85, SD = 1.05, n= 191) i,
FE THEHRIZHWM = 4.03, SD = 1.17, n = 187), t(376) =
7.12, p < 0.001, Cohen’'s d = 0.74, [fij JE 0 H1 A7 ja
ZH(M =2.86, SD = 1.18, n = 190) B Z ML T Hl4HWM =
4.03, SD = 1.17, n = 187), t(375) = 3.87, p < 0.001,
Cohen's d = 0.99, 1B X 3 {37 B AT R AR 2 . 3
ST s 2H XTS5 56 4 ) RE A% S E Hb 57 72 B 1 3F 43 (M
=3.15, SD = 0.95, n = 279) & & &= T AR M7 R 4
(M = 2.00, SD = 0.75, n = 289), t(566) = 16.06, p <
0.001, Cohen'sd = 1.34, Ui HHSZE0 BRI H LT .

(2) WL RN HE T Z I LE 2): 53487
SRR 1 R T AHRIRI, Mo BT S R
KA HEAER 35, F(2,562) = 7.50, p< 0.001, 1) =
0.03 o JB% N Hb A7 45 T 20 Hb A2 7 b 1 I SE (M =
3.64, SD = 0.93, n = 95) i & & THEHILL(M = 3.13,
SD =0.98, n=91), t(184) = 3.64, p < 0.001, Cohen’s
d = 0.53, JEAIHAL R I SE R (M = 3.48,
SD = 1.01, n = 93 FEHIAM = 3.13, D =
0.98, n = 91), t(182) = 2.40, p < 0.050, Cohen’s d =
0.35.  FLAG JERJR b o7 ot Jolp 20 3 %ot = b 7 7 s ) A
SEEE(M = 3.09, SD = 1.28, n = 97)& T4 (M
=2.73, SD = 0.98, n = 96), t(186) = 2.22, p < 0.050,
Cohen's d = 0.32, EFAIMVIRTFM = 2.55, SD =
0.79, n = 96) 5 HIZH(M = 2.73, SD = 0.98, n = 96)
22 55N 3%, 1(188) =—1.38, p=10.170,
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37 w R AT 4 F1 BHNTELNER
L 1k 4 Indirect Boot Boot
\ O #HidL ARt e A7 Effect. BOOUSE [ TCI ULc
1 a6 O B R T
3.48 BRI $25+ §J§k£t3+ 0.13 0048 0055 0254
% 3.13 3.09 Ej]ﬁ[‘ﬁﬂﬁf\/ﬁﬁuu
;34 2.73 SR BT — [ AR T
ﬁé 2.55 Py -0.03 0.024 —0.095  0.003
i Jik Vit — —
g 2 4 “gggﬁﬂ A= 017 0o0st 0081 0285
= Vel an
N A 2 T — RS
1 “ﬂﬁggf BRRS goa 0031 -0.122 0.003
q —J A nn
e T
‘“‘giﬁmﬁgjﬁ?&m 0.11 0045 0040 0.221
— MR an
0
Hfir R ] AR R L J“kgﬁﬁmﬁg;]{; Siﬂ“ﬁ 0.09  0.045  0.020 0.205
- V. [a) fn
Bl 2 i JER TN A ] 2H B iy ot ) S S A 2 i - o
wggggﬁgn_}ggﬁ% 012 0055 0023 0242
il
s L ) o f e A MR o
Q)E%ﬁﬂﬁWWT?MW%.+%Jmﬁ@% BRBEEBRARE
FHe gt ol 1, RIS 0 B8 AR, AR —H 37 7 ' ' '

PTLEHUUE A AR 5, 53501 DLXT R A7 7 b AR A7
T v B ) 3K 2 JEAE R AR i, R FH Bootstrapping 2 7
(Hayes, 2013)#E4T 5000 YKAHFE, 95% B A5 X [1] A
RGBT o S5 & SR EGN o B2 7B, [ 3R
FE BB A 5 00 S S A A 800 I 3 (Indirect
Effect = 0.13, LLCI = 0.055, ULCI = 0.254), X3
ASE T i B FR A R0 S i 3 (Indirect Effect = —0.03,
LLCI = —0.095, ULCI = 0.003), 33X 15 B J8 e Hb {7 $2
TR TIE S 0 B IR AR T ShAL, AL RS S AH X T
A b A7 7 0BG R A R T Sh ML A D e,
AT T ECXF Ml A7 o ot P ) S T i v, i 3 B ik

(4) HIRAMESIHLA R AAEFT 8 b 7
e gmtsh ol 1, A g 0 A AE R, HIRAH
FEZNHL(a = 0.893) 2 Hi A A8 15t 1Y H A RN 43 BT 2 B,
TCI R T 1AV [ i (Indirect Effect = 0.11, LLCI = 0.040,
ULCI = 0.221)if 2 AE 37 75 it (Indirect Effect = 0.09,
LLCI = 0.020, ULCI = 0.205) [ FekMESIHLEY A
VAR 2, U BB A B R T IH 338 1 B
BAMESIHIL, M7 7 b AN AE A0 R % 0 T LA A2 A
FAMESIHIL, T 2% o X AL 7 A b A7 7
(IS PR, iR 4 BRIk

(5) HAWTEA A AR . ELER 1AL
B FIBIPIRE (0= 0.82) 1y A EIA .35, (HA RS
(0. = 0.86) HFAEH 3% o
43 itig

S 2 &P H FRAMESIHLIE B A T A
JE R AL i AN A Hb 7 B A SE R IR AR E
A RAE 5T 35 B O B A 7 G A SO A R A

P 4E Bl (Rucker & Galinsky, 2008; Sivanathan &
Pettit, 2010), RIIEAHTSE 455 7E O A WF5E B9 3& 4l
SC5RAR T AR R i R AMEPEAE T, S T RS
T B 7 0 ok Ml A 71 9t ok 5 A ) R AME Y 1 2R A
AT IS0 1T 55 3.

5 SCER3

O A AME PRI 2 B BT 32 R AR VY 7 AR
SR RITHY, X AR TR AR BT 5 ) SCARAN (LA
&, Jin, Wang, Wang, Li fl Deng (2015) & BLHAH T
rh [ SCAR TR PR 0 A% e A0 (B LA 55 0 RORE PR T 2 1Y
YER, i3z 2005 77 SCAGZ i T 1 RS2 3B 24 (B
WA SRAG R T 2 9 VE ] o 22 TCRE ] 24 [E E
Wb TFAE B8 5 8 24 B I SR 1 =2, e AT TX T
B WL T AT Al R R A AN ] B S

1 [E1 X (2004) A Sy e 52 A% e SO A (B 00
R E ) — R, B R R A A 2
KA AL TEZEAE, TH AT RENE
M2 Tl Gewirth (2009)iAJy [ T S B4~ AXT
WA EEI R, R A B E S A RE, DA
SEESEE Y . R AT, JTSE U R B M (E
o PRI, AR5 A (RO %) 115 2 2 e 1) b o7 Jak
JORERE, AT H T R A ] TR B TR AR 2 AR R IR
LR, WA DA AL 52 B U S ST,
PR X Ml A i B 1 2 38 R AT 3R AR Y
] o 1 45 F 3R SE B (XL A 1 2% 2 T i 28] b A7 Ja
JpEsE, AT TE AT BRI A YRR A IR B A, PR
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M7 SR b2 7 A AR A A R, IF AR RR AN A 3R
AMESIHL, ASCHETF LA L 4R R

BBE 5. FETH P E BN B A LR, ik
VLI 2 G A (B UL LA 0 2 2 77 A B IR B
BLEIVE R, i A 3R S2 0 AH7 240 BV AT BT 2%
He A A IAMESHLAIE .

SCARAN (VAN RT RE 25 52 0 3 3% 4 19 3 FR AR
SN, A TTRE R A b 7] 58 A 1 FRAMEE R X B & Y
PR 4T . Douglas il Isherwood (2002)F8 H 78 H2 {4
F SCAt 2T T B A R TR A I 2ok A B
WP e AR BV TS S R, R B B
NP 2 5 BRI B Sk R 2 B P SII) 3K R A OR 58
A FRAME o MR A RN E N E, BT
WO IR E, B TR R AR H A AE
fir, IR T Y SR ROk s AR, B, Y
AT RN 1) A B, B T RE R T LA S AR
) b 7 T R 5 A 1 FRAME o A SCERET UL i e AR
BRI

fiis 6: TEIH 28 7 A B AMESI DL IE LT,
PTG A (UL LA 55 Ak T B 35 8 A Hi 7 3 2ok o8
BB FRAMEVER, B 3RS O EDEL A SRk
TH D3 38 o b 57 T ok 5 1 F FRAME AR -

51 WMRA*
511 XWRIT5#HIR

SEHS 3 SR PR 2k ik 1] 2 5 T (R g
B, L) VR I BRI RE A T AE R
55 96 Z WA e = 29.08 #, SD = 2.65 %, Bk
45 N), BEMLAYECE] L5041 (48 N) =il 2H 48 N)o
512 KRR

TSk S 56 21 K A2 I R — Lk At A
AR AR v RS M7 37 B B, 1 SO R R
A, b AL B2 IR — 1 & e T
(B 2N RS T X W QIR ST 8 I S w25 S
TIPS T R AT A CRAIREE, SR
G M R A S A CRPRAS, JEXT & AR TR
FAF R AT H O HALEGHETT 7 8T AR 5558 K
Ja, Bk S S 2 AR RO E IR AME S ALY
A, LK Jin 25 (2015) g il (1 <A 48— 87 2% SCAR e
R[] 265 << PHe R T | 3R S0 024 32 1) R ) 4
WS, BRI ) — R AT 55 . ARRTE
2 It RIA Bk iy F Ak Z 5, RB T — AR
Yy, PRAR NG S —ERG (B, —1FAhA), R4
PRIT B0 SE — A AR R e 7 AR S AR
FH S ity ARSI SE —F R AR 3530 75 i 5 A%

FEW S — 1 B BE R AE A7 Y R A4 YR R o
52 &%

(1) BPKER . SR UL TE LI HR IS 1 A J
HIM = 3.02, SD = 0.79, n = 48) I F X T 325 0
(M = 4.60, SD = 0.94, n = 48), t(47) = 12.96, p <
0.001, Cohen's d = 1.87; %l 4175 S 0505 1Y Hh
HUBHAI(M = 4.69, SD = 1.06, n = 48) 5 2 IS BRI\
(M =4.79, SD = 0.75, n = 4 NFAE B E L H, 1(47) =
1.30, p = 0.20; Jf H.SZ 50 2 7F 256 B D05 114 b 05 Je&
BT 4H, t(94) = 10.61, p < 0.001, Cohen'sd =
2.16, 15 A XTSI 56 T J 6 b A7 JE W R R A o

(2) BT B A ROV AR AT ARPE RS S
FME R 6 43 DA S AN [ 3R SC 0 R AR A g T
PSR 1 18 R A iz A R (1] 3),

MR PRE
A2 BT

HOAETE BRAB I

TR ST R

B3 B G o 2 A R

Z: 8 Hayes (2013)f9777%:(Model 58, Bootstrapping
5000 K, 95% A5 X [A]), XF [ AR mdE AT e 0l AR 5 ik
A=A g5 A 0), FEATHETT 0 A RON 53 AT
(W2 2), HH 1 BAT 45 R R B (0 = 0.82)
7 W FEN G TEN YR EUE AT —
AR E2E B A FRAME BIHLAY A 8500 1 2 (Indirect
Effect = 0.29, LLCI = 0.012, ULCI = 0.738), HU{H =
TV Y — A5 o 22 B o A 8500 A i 3 (Indirect
Effect = —0.02, LLCI = —0.222, ULCI = 0.178). JfH,
LT A AR FTET S B AR 0 R AR R, B=
—0.50, p < 0.01, VEWITEIH 2% & B ML AL B 19 1
BN, WA (OO ELAT S 2 3 A F IR
SIHLIFERT; AR, e rh A1 F S 2l BB AR 1

*2 BREETERARY

AR i AR B SE t p
J“kiﬁzgf}%%xﬁg_’ A% 5503 0176 —285  0.005
i ﬁ;ﬁ;ﬁm@;ﬁ%%—»mm ~0389  0.119 —328  0.002
@Egﬁéggﬁ TIER= 688 0160 430 0.000
i zgﬁggéﬁ TIA= o3 0117 378 0000
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W ER B3, p=-0.39, p<0.01, BEHAZEW 2"
A B IRAMESI LS, TS A M (E LA 550 2
b5 T B AR o

R 2 B A3 ATT 5 S A B A B S (0 = 0.79)i 2]
TREFEMIERSEN: YA REIHEEMR T E
— AR o 22 B 3 3R AN EE S LAY A RN A e 3
(Indirect Effect = 0.05, LLCI = —0.105, ULCI =
0.345), HUE =5 TV 3 E — 5 o 22 B v A 20007
2 (Indirect Effect = 0.503, LLCI = 0.102, ULCI =
0.983), JFH, HIRILHXFh A Fr B i A2 1)
WHER R, B=0.69, p<0.001, JEHLET 2
RN M AL I R, A TS B A M (E W E A B
KO P H 7 A HIRAME S HLEVE I TR, B R SE
XA E R BRI ER B, B=
0.44, p < 0.001, VEHATEIN 285 A4 A FAMESIHL
B, RS B A (B EL A SR A3 2 5 L T 2% 1Y)
EHL, B S MRk 6 3445 8] T KHE

6 iTit

6.1 ML RAENTSIL 5 AL R mn i O4F

AT H 7 B AE AL B R AR A s TC I T J%
R AN B TV I S B ) 1 D0 T B ) A7 B
I B IR R T, CAMHETEARE X Fh
JEE RN 22 v i BT 9 B 0 b A T i 3B 8 Y 3
% (Bongazana, 2014; Eastman & Eastman, 2011;
Eastman, Fredenberger, Campbell, & Calvert, 1997),
DLAE [ J2 00 £ 00 0F 5% U RE AR AR S E 1) J2 T ) LA
EBRG AT IR, AR 518 T AR X R (Y
IR AR REA T 2 TE AL AR T R R s e T
B A7 52 B B A JR B B A B T, I X
5 S5 1 1 b 57 SRR RN 8 Ak B S T AT A M S T 2R AT
H o SRR BEBLH A4 O 3N A4 A AT LR R S
TE R AR AU 1 0 25 0 23 WL A e 2200 1) g — A A
THPAT R E 2, 57T IAE—E B o i R b
N B i A7 7E I I B I e T E

ASHIFFE I e LS A B2 TR < R A7
Joiy ) 3l 25 e R 5 IS r << 57 BRI
LR F) 15 2 RS XV 2l o 8 R o Bl e AT AN )
RSN o C A TS A B e M AL B Y T 9t T
T 22 HAT X AL RS A R, BRI X A o2 R AE )
i B = B TE 55 (Bhattacharya, 2012), MASHFIR & B
R TR — AN K A Mz 2 A g R
W A7, AT e - A T AR ) A F R H 3
FETEhAIL, DRI AbATT 234 v X AL B it 1) i R DR

Fic S I ARAR 7% [ F . Bhattacharya (2012)i4 & FL“{I%
Hbu (57 SR AT B 20 T BRI RE IS RAE
LRI, AT & BAE I 2 3 TN b 57 B AT
b AV S ot 0 S 57 B R R LS 2 B A AT 58 L
AIRAMERVER . X FIRS AT LA Kim F1 Rucker
(2012) 3= Bl P M2 B RN PE M 9% 1 HE 2k
fif e, A AT A IR 24 TH 2 AT Sl R b 2 T 2
W] ek £ 5 BT A2 gl — B0 7 ok o8 B B FR kb
2, 02T 2 5 R 7 PR AMEE T SR N, TR RE
17 PR iR SE I A FAME: . YT e B L TR
AR L 7 SRR S I, AT 1 ks i MR, B
HEAT RV 2 ST BB S TSR, BRI 2 SE i i 2
Tt 7> T 2% Ak T 3 25 A SRR b A JER B IR AR E
AT 22 110 3 ek 7 8 ke ISR S A g, PR TR
AL TS vt RV AL R %) W) 3K B S A A5 B4R T

ARWFFELE RG] LU R I B ER . 202
PLAFENR, 25N BB LR TCIRTE R e b 2 TEH
Mg B, F EARIBUZ IR 3 ny AR, FL LRy
mn B AL T i AN, FRSURT S E N T LE R . R
i, FEREE B2 ah ik, {5 55 5l a4t
EERTE, AFEBZE BT 2 E LA AR L2 25
T AN 2 A AR AR o R, 55 00X 2
PEAT RS ML I R WAL, Sl AR s e 2 AL s
BRI, B o 0T H R TG PR M AT R ok 210 9
BT BN, R R AT LAl ) e A R AR ]
THER, S VRIEAFHIA | 7RI &I 2 R
Hb A7 4 T 5 b 57 7 A SE R, BOE G )T iR
“ECVRAR R — 1 R R AR T B AR SR R 45
SV AT R AR 2 RN A A7 B BB T 2
6.2 i EEIT XTI I K B R & N A

F T EA

AW 5T K BRI B 35 70 S A kb 57 52 T R S b
S EOL T, A BN 43 5E ik B 3R AR T ShLA
3 Mz S ALAS [R] 14 v A A FAIL 0 A3 7 ot Y
WK s . CAWIFE C &I 1 17 7
X A 77 (Rucker & Galinsky, 2008) Fl % [ 25
(Sivanathan & Pettit, 2010) Y FMEEAEH], AT
AR b 57 J8 JBiy )RR £ 30— 20 2 T AME PR T 2
FIESHESE . JF H EAT B 5 SR & 30 b o7 7 & %
T e WA E D EAALE A AN, [R5 e
FETH B A RIETHSIHLAY I RE . AL Gt ML 2 1Y
WEFE 22 AN FR AL £ S BIF 5 3t 457 7t 6 2 T 9% &
HIRIZE DL DR, A7 B LT L
S BILT 95 TR AR = T 9 25 W S b AL B i O AN
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UER T A FRAZHE, TR A b ELAT T 2 T 2 eI
Mo 52 TS VEFC AR B 11 TS R B N TE R SR AR -
IXRE ) K PSR AL T R e A 1 2 IF 5T 07 12 38 i X
N TE S AL Ff DG A E 2

G T A R K SR RS S8 T 2 3
XiF b AV 7 &5 79 7 B (Rucker, Galinsky, & Dubois,
2012), S AL AR AS L 2% 25 0T 33 5 R Y 5 o
A &1 B 4E (Rucker & Galinsky, 2009), $R A%
5% BIAN 7 IR 25 A Hb A7 J8 20 X6 Ml A7 T i ) 3K
FESZ B A AN 3 L 20 A R I RAS
55 b A R o W SE R A R W (r = —0.20, p <
0.001), H 2 kb {57 JB AT I B AT 52 M B 3 i A 1 R 2
(F(2,565) = 2.07, p = 0.127), XA gt TAR AT
W FE Y ML TS BE 15 A 1, TN RE ST 20 e 4 1
B PR PIRAS, AU 3R] BB R IR T I A A5E 1Y
Hf7

HAF A0S, AT & BTG T B 7
PETHIE AL U, 1A B VR TR
R T HRETHERE S SR AR ES
Pt R, AR RRE B b2 S B AT i RS 4R T G
wF, AT R, 2005), 1fii A FAMEEEAIEXT A RS
— &5 (Rucker & Galinsky, 2009), LA [ 251 h
AERE IS 5 B IRAE TR B A 8y A AR HTDE
D AR SR, HiRfl TR R SE I .
6.3 XM EMIBATIER

rh ] I 2 5 0 Bl A7 B R LY 38 A 4R
A I FHIE H B, AR 458 KA Bl T X0 it
IR BRI A 152 o v B Y R AN R T & TR ELA,
A 1 R R 8 22 1 AT BIL 23458 I S T 1 A € RN Y
2, BRATHHA KT, FEX I EPREDSA
HB AT REAL T ML A s BN sh =z vh, — Ty TR AL
TR B B 38 R R 28 55 R 1 b T LR A AT Bl e 25
BB AL 5T, ) — A s 2R AL S AR
o, B 220 i) 3 o b A7 P A £ R TE QAR ISR A I,
TC R SRR 1 57 2 T3 2 S R b A g R 25 4 A
N R DATS A T N TS R AN AN D P PR
EX RS TR AEH . A AT 9 ik iH 9
PAF—E B I as, SR T HRMESIHLEY I 2% ik
23 1 b 8 3R AR ) B IK A OR RS I (Lisjak,
Bonezzi, Kim, & Rucker, 2015), Kb, WIEADFFT
50, SRACARAE T b [ SO TR A (DU, A B
TAWE AR Y oA S AT, DL B a A, 5l
I RIERRE

CL A M T 2 ) 3 HE S8 22 08 B T4 T 3¢

S S, ST I AE B 5 I AR BT
A+ S 2 AL P BRI R R, EY R T E
IRIEREAWIURE S N st WS B X VA= K~ g iU BV
T, AT RAMEEE SRR 1 £ 030k
M BRI, BR T3 N (EDULAE T 2 5 A B B4 1)
FERTAL, oA A 17 52 a3 R o PR 25t mT B2 5 i 2
T HRMEVEIE P i o 10, Kim A1 Rucker (2012)
IR T 2 R IO ) R R AT R T
Bemt, AT AT REE R S A RPN SC R 1
T B N 4 DAk ) A R UM AT M T B
AT AT REIERE S A IR TC R . Bilan, i
UL A CAER I 56 1 8 A7 e T 1 T B o m]
RESX TR FF 58 A OCHY R (L an— A5 i), i 28
32 I B A AT ) 9 B T R R R SR 1 Ok
AT it (L6 An— &5 X5 50 J7) . Pettit F Sivanathan (2011)
KB AR5 2% o3 4 08 =X B B 40 2 0 Ak
#1474 . Dubois, Rucker 1 Galinsky (2012)% 3t
SR T B 1 55 L RA N B 15 455 T 2 5 AL T B B )
B M RAE RS R R AT . Kim F1 Gal (2014)
KI5 T4 H IR A, A AT AT RESR H
TR T TR AN SR AMEEPE T 2% o 3k S iR Y
Ut B TR U T D T 2 0 3 A 2 i
TR St — B st (] A AF 52 7 1] o
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Abstract

Consumers’ perceived status change has an important influence on their status consumption. Consumers
may manipulate their social status by purchasing or owning a brand that enhances their social status. Since
threats to one’s social status often lead to psychological aversion, consumers tend to select and purchase goods
that can be affiliated with people of higher social status in order to improve peer evaluations on their social
status and thus compensate their psychological inferiority. Meanwhile, because of the human nature that desires
positive self-image, perceived status improvement will evoke consumers’ self-enhancement motivation, through
purchasing products that are associated with high social status.

In the experiment 1, 183 MBA students were first asked to rate themselves as well as their peers on the
perceived status index and then they received feedback of a randomly generated ranking. This was conducted to
manipulate their perceived social status. Next, their purchase intention towards status related goods and
non-status related goods were measured. In the experiment 2,568 undergraduate students were asked to complete
an IQ test and then they were informed of their individual rankings based on their test score, which were in fact
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randomly generated. Their self-enhancement motivation, self-compensation motivation, perceived power and
self-esteem were measured, along with their purchase intention towards status goods and non-status goods. In
the experiment 3, 96 participants were instructed to recall a status-threatening event (manipulation group) or a
non-status threatening event (control group) that occurs in the social context. Participants then completed a
“Traditional vs. New Consumption Value” survey and were asked to imagine a shopping experience. Finally,
their status consumption likelihood was measured.

Our results demonstrated that improved status perception increased consumers’ intention to purchase status
goods, but not the non-status goods; while threatened status perception drove their purchase intention towards
both status and non-status goods. Self-enhancement motivation (self-compensation motivation) mediated the
influence of improved status perception (threatened status perception) on intention to purchase status goods.
Certain traditional Chinese cultural values, like modesty, had negative impacts on the extent to which customer
would achieve self-compensation through status consumption. On the other hand, Western cultural values, like
self-realization, were found to enhance consumer status consumption likelihood as a means to fulfill self-
compensation.

This study examining perceived status provides a new perspective of understanding the complexity of status
consumption of individual consumers, which has been largely overlooked by social stratification theory
pertaining to status consumption. Our research has also advanced our knowledge of the mediating mechanism
underlying the relationship between status perception and status goods consumption. In addition, this study
extends the Western-based compensatory consumption theory by introducing culture values as a moderating
variable, and thus enrich the cultural diversity of the theory.

Key words status perception; status consumption; compensatory consumption; self-enhancement; cultural
values



