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A JG Mg 0y 32 B 1A

0 3IE
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A 5% POAHET B IR R S22 2 T VA A
S GBS TIRE R 2 B
AR IS UK AR T T I X 2L L 4%
A BE  NATE S 20 A5 e — 5 TEDHE LAHRES Y
TRIERR ,— 7 T B AT i as . PR, 6
S AT S TR S B DR 2R B O A el 1y
B 9T AR B S (Loewenstein et al.
2003), MRAERETA BB AR Z R 235 0 5
AR AR 25 AT AN H B I (ego deple-
tion) (Vohs and Heatherton, 2000 ), TAH1Z KX

® e e 6

9|

— & RE&

(construal level ) (Liberman and Trope, 1998),
A PR Z (visceral influences ) (Loewenstein ,
1996 )4,

TEABIFFE T FA PR R — AR H B2,
It HAE H A 3 v ik A7 78 i A I ] A
X AAT AR5, AR YR AT
(VRN —Fh IR AL i ST s e FR AT T S8 4
77 2CH HFRESE (Goldenberg et al. , 2000 ; Fer-
raro et al. , 2005), {H 2T E U2 Af18Y
HIRFEFRIDIE FERIETH 288 A 4 5t FE 3
AP i HE (virtue vs. vice) it BRI ICA
ISR, AUETOR R E T 2 A F A 1)
R JE I AN S, PRSI Sl E) A nfe] 5
THREXA #3240 (virtue YFIAE 3 5 (vice I BERE,
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1 NERGARRIBILERIR
1.1 HFEEEET ATRERIT A B

R N h — RAREE R, &
MIFAAE T A L R AT A Syt 38 SCIE 1Y) 8 A
TE SRR R e 3 b i PR 85 A8 B AP e, 7RI 2%
10 4FHL G T B[] R 4 R0 AATTHR AT Iy 1) 5%
M % T I A T 3 5 L B B AT B
—ANE B 0] (Okada, 2005; Liu and Aaker,
2008), HmfAIVE A P RGP, A2 560 T
BHEER 2SS, A &R 22 7 (Okada,
2005) FT AT AR (9 22 5 (Reed et al. , 2007),
Hrfr ,Soman (2001) $§ t AH L T &8R0Tk ,
AT = S TR EK A RE T L PR AT T i e
[R5 s 23 AT BRUAS B AEAE . ER L an ks
TR ik e TSR TE BRI
BAR, Okada Al Hoch (2004) H# T AfiT3%
BCH a1 Ak i =L A5 T LA X an SRAY
LR B TRIAS 3 J fR A 2R AT LAAR 25 5 b i
3% A COX TS RN BTG R A O A AR L T
SR AT S A v XU g [l 14 32 105
(LT

G IRI o [ 2 P S e B AT R 4 )y
XM BEFRERE, B0 RS2 1 E AT 0 ¢
TESP AR T ) TR IR, Liu F Aak-
er (2008 ) 3@ A% B[R] R B /s % AT ARG 17
RBSE IS A R PR 0] 5 22 ik A AT
] ) SR AE T 2 DA 52 M b D 2638 4R 1) 2
JE . e PR A I ] ) 2 T 2 R A AT 9%
A I E] 3R] 23 0 2l AATTR% 1l 8 4 Ty =
Fhos HAR 4 80 22 5 SRR 1 2 55 F) £ AHOC
IRYEEP S-S LIRSS VN RESY S FE3 59N
AL B YE T2, Mogliner A1 Aaker (2009) #E1
ST A TR]ARE % 23 WU T B8 5 7 o 1 R B
F LTI i R 2 BE RN DA 7 LR AR Y
e AFLE < Bk 8 23 U A TH 9 3 7 b A Bk
A DTS A AT XoF 7 it 1 285 B8 R DA 7 A T

i,

1.2 Hiiam (virtue FIHEE d (vice HJ
PR

Bazerman %5 (1998 )& Y, &> A\ HB i s PR
MEECHEEHIR” (want self) F“N iz HIK”
(should self), I 4 TR IAH 5 L Be 247 Nl
R A I R A TS b Az fHEATF A AT
AR 2R L 2 2 2 AT R4 2%
PN At AR A e SRS T A AR
ANREA R S HTE A Y 252 HREAFE ANTIR
AR U=E B T AR,

Wertenbroch (1998) #t—4H T 5244
TP ES A 2500 (virtue )R 35 (vice ),
Bk A F T8 iR — 270 B R
RN 2 TH 2B RAR R =52 H R 2 257H
PRI A 1 i 5 Z AR AR TE
FLHNAT 8T S B G T 5 H RS
AT RAR R AR e . an R AT B e
R SASR I 25 A B A AT AT S e
Azidn . (HIE B AT R 58 2B
R o2 3 B B E AR R R A5 i LATE
BLEem g AT SO I I AR L B0 X RSk
W AT MR AT B, DT 38 ORI A 3 Y Al
REME,

MR RS JH DB A o it A 3
Z IRl K F Feda il ,— s 0T L AR
Tl 3 i RIS R R g i SR T 2
B RIS T, B g Rl IR BT
TH AR T HARAY B Fo A i e sk i 2532 2R
ZRRMFE, X8 P R 4G 55 ) 50E L R
FBL OBFLL ,2007 ), PRI H W7 O i f Fl . 77
i ,2011) A BRI HITT R GEAFHSE ,2010),
BEFE i B TS it (S RUAR AT ,2008) A
HAFHIME S R IE (8 ST ATRF ,2008) S Z il H
FeFE il (2l (Fishbach and Dhar , 2005)%

1.3 EigERiE

AT TS B TR <5 B TR 2 Ui o]
SN TH D0 T 4 b R 3 A 2
F—ATRERY AR R S S 1A
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EHNSFIR B7EEIE

Tk B Feds il EAS 2 v i, AR YR
ZHTWTSE I T RE & 2 L AT TS A 1] SR FH 155
JESEAE TUNTMAT- 2045 5 i T B 1% I
FVARLG A i

GERFLIR MG o X EIRATX 4 B
PORIEE . i RRRsE b G BSRGE R AT
SEARBZRIEM B CR . Flan 250 R 5
FENHA G IRIR R AR KR E S it AT
SERERIIAT R BRI B A 25 a0, TZEFR
TR A SRR A 35 AR R 45 Nk
WM B IR S [ a7 R B £ el
RARIARIR AR T AT I =240 L DU %
PENCER P AE FHAEAS B 58 M D SR A B v &5 R R
k.

IR ZHTA TR 2200 53 5 10 21 i R) A A
ATCERAAT A A2 (R X 8 2 a5 A
IR A TR I T A0 IR A 9E . S AT
FEAHSCI— 5N — LA AR M ) )
B CEAT A 2 5 Bl N IR (5 B2 52
MTAA B SEANTEIOGE KA 25, 51
U, Goldenberg % (2000) % M , 24 A {17 iR 5
“Hfm KA 27 (mortality salience B} B {74
TR RCRAT IR Y A R B B IR RO S A A
ST, 717 22 W% HL Al N i AR L 2T 45 R
AT 5 R AT M, Ferraro %5 (2005) % 3,24
EIRAT NS AT BB SR BEAE G,
Mortality Salience Z3l/> AT R4TH . Liu
Fl Aaker (2007) RIS T AE AR 2R 56 1Y) b & P T
(YN 23 N (51055573110 210 P (U N E A= S DN ]
FENR G S5 52 18 R —Fp s R A5 B 21k AT
FER R ) 25 %) BR8] T B B
Flgs . EARRZEH BSRIRA S B 10 23 3k 1) B
M (P A A B 055 ) L AN BR T A= i
WK 27 B i NI {7 8 55 AR (Y I 1]

A (R I RS TR AT — R AR R LD
AL S8 AT RE 2352 ) B AT S 100 R 25 1
R

AN BRI R I TRy — R AR A
FRAGFEIR AT F T 1 s 2 B A8 21 2 1 s e
PE 0“1 4 P eSO, T

IO R 2k AT R R B T 2R AT R A R
P8 3 B AR AT R T A B Kk
F4H 38, Carstensen FlI Isaacowitz (1999) &
B XoF B 1] A SRR AR SZAE AN T A H AR 1B 8%
MSZE AT & SRR AR . 2Rk
B2 AT TR B i (8] A A i R AR I e s 2
SETIA e XU BE S X AR RS2 M A H 2
B 3K % & (Leclerc et al. ,1995), Mogilner
(2010) 3] AHLE sha Bt  ANTHE S 3)
IR A ) 25 A7 R SO TE TS B H B K
fi. AT S H RO AR AT R SR
ST AT Y N AT S A ORI AT Y
A

5k FE Kivetz Fll Zheng (2006) A& , 24
MRS 4 i AR 3 o A C RO 43
AR A 5 AT A A Ankeea
gimn ). AATAIBIFTE R A T R 98 ™ ixX — A&
W AT BB £ A il i A1 25 o
%, BARBIABETE  FATIN Ry L 5 i [R]AR &
IEAATE RS R SR AR LB AR DGR
K B BRI R 55 FISEAR A B BOR B 45 o
F T R TE R A 45 Y o (RIS i
5 SN SZ B ) A FeAA ] GEREAT 15 il L
FAEMD,

PR FRATTHR LA i

H1: %83 % 4w A Aw i fH 2
WE A Bl Tt KEHA B Lo £ K
AR e fe ) F o 0 R A T AR & T ik
FH s,

WA FRATIA A I TRIARE 0 T 2% 5 B FR4%
il (1) 5 M 2 32 3 b A7) B0 A B ] BR a1 7K - 1) 5%
Wi o AR 25 RIS T % T ik 1) e T BR e 2
BB TXT 7 T A A TR A A
FBT R A AL (Suri and Monroe , 2003), *fF
PUAT P ) PR A S A % RIS TR]AS 68 FH A 40k
KA PR RIS B SR AT A B 50 A7 AR 988 )
AL, ARIEFRAT=Z AT rHES: MTE & 2R E
P ] 9058 1 A 5t 1, 7 AN i s o T AR S 1 17 1
T ATE 2 EAEPOCERS H Ok K]
2 AT A AL S TR ARE A X At AT T 1% 572 Wi 25 AR A
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R, Rz XT3 B ] BRI A S 7 2 2 L B
AF 148 Ry 70 F R 2 AT TAS B - B A s Z LY
B Pl B bR XS s RIS ok Al il B An
WHEA &M, Hit BT R R,

H2 . AR T ILA B 18] FRA41 20 3% 09 35 % %, 8
B B 1) Mk A 3 T HL AT B 1) PR 45 55 69 08 B & 8Y
A RIZHAIT A IR (EM& TRER H5),

B 1 JRR TASCH HT A H2 3644 s iF

FEHESL, $& TR BAPRE I P SE SRR A 36X
PIAMBGS, oA SRR —E W] TS S RISl
FHE S B TR fidh i B = A X —
SEIRA B R P TR A AT 38 R B
it M i Z 8] R R R 2 oo, dE a5
5 = FRATHE— 2D UE R 3 g BUAT B[] R
K-SR I TR Ao Bl A Bl iy i

EZLTa

BRI

2 AV \

CRET PR

2 SCIG
2.1 SLig—
2.1.1 SLWHZE

ENSW e RS oS K (VAR s | A 7 S ey N
[ 57 £ MBA 224 TR F44ER S 29 %
Mo ARy 5706 =B 4300 SRtk sl AN A
] S EEH A3 S 5000 JERL T 15 30% ,5000
JCA B 0%

T EIE H 525 — R ] T 5 R 2 A 1] A
HmEBit, A r s 2 55 WAL I E) 2
AR 52 30 20 e B — 2K R Sl B A
B ORI, T A 3h i Y IR AR
& FAMIZFE T Mogilner (2010) HHHYF STk
PR K 58 B — R 91 38 A) 2k 2 (scrambled-
words task), HH BN E 4 ANEE
FATESR AL 5 3 A 1a)iE R4 i — 1
SERINAT, B HORERT ESE R 18 i )
2] TARYE S S AR TR e 9 i Ay 25 )
HIRERSA AR, a0 AE G Shist e X 9
A1) 25 TR — N ERE R AR O a0 R
XA R AR MR R 9 AR 1Y iElE
BOARAA S SC LN “PRER X Ok B KT,

S BT AS e SEORWALE 18 4
WA IEWZETHR B0 AR RN A
[] o — 26k ) v RITE A A R] 7 5 s
Mg ZJE FATERER TEASK g F
MaBEAS 5E LR, B TR 0]
BT— M 2R R M2 Rl 4
— T A TR RS N 2 i 3 )RR AR AT L
MU A g e —ME I XHRI 2R . (7R
DU B e £t b 2050 A A0 B B4 A
Y, IOk BOATE EAEC3 & 200 fh4EIk 4K
7RI 150 a2y v ) (Z2 HRIRHS ) h ik 4%
(K 2), ETARNSERSSEEREEZE K
A B Kivetz F1 Zheng (2006 )Fii 2 Jg& 1 v
SRR I T B i E P s R b AR Y
BTG, X — R AL 4 AR, e 4Ek
YRy /WA 5E 3 5 7 RELE IR AT BB AR M1

K2 Sese— il R R i
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EHNSFIR B7EEIE

“H4ER AR T Mz 8T vl T KRR R el
KAUFRZER S, m WO TS5 E A
J& GERIGR I MERE | SE U 55 ) BN HRHIE S5 7]
IRk s v BN M e S5 E o
R B2 Gl

BRI

2.1.2.1 #HBY ki

NT R ATNE M%) R G ET R8T
AR RIS FRAT1 5 AN 5 T R — KRR
FEHLIATY 69 24 $RUEAT T g G . FATH Bl
REAL > HE 25 Shis [ BEES 4 GRS A i 18] i
TE AR ) ORI T 2 (5 AN B 55 ek ] 3] ) s
B AR TSSO I ZR ) Z E FRATBI T 7 A
TR KA BRI  B— 7
H—A IR—R=E, RIe BA XL
BUS B T A ST b S e R A AR G
RS DN IE R N N S R L EER 3
AR LEZE R R AH EE R 4 ) Bl ek )4 4
AIBEAAE 2 1 B 22 55 I A A O T (M =
3.00, SD = 1.26, vs. M = 1.89, SD =
1.30; ¢(67) = 3.619, p << 0.01), Kk,
x> Rl T TR TR

T35 BT BER R = PSS T T 1
IS, AR ER AT 5 ) A ) T A
NN ETA R A7 LR A hdh 710k
%ﬁﬁ%nﬁ‘j ;Mlisaue =3.04 ,SD: 1.22 s VS. Mehocolare =
4.09,SD=1. 50 ;2(68)=5. 02, p<<0.01),

2.1.2.2 pEiEE

) ZEL R AR 22 4 A BT 3 R kT v
A A IR B B R D) A TX AT 55 ME
FIAE 55 58 ) 1) O 25 S A 2 (p >
0.2), FRATHIH 9 & 1y 7= ah e £ AT 0 AL 1 (0

2.1.2

REFEEA T 1 AARERA 50 0T A
DRI O R F P4, 1 A0S S RS
HOVEN B AR B T T logistic 114, 255 &
7 T RIS R\ i 2552 T 1 AT T4 7 b 22
P& (p << 0.05), tHELIEHIA 487 5 shAd e
W& 22 S B ) T B4R 4R (Xume = 34. 520
(10/29) s Xeowe = 14.3% (4/28); X (1)=3.14,
p<<0.05),

2.1.2.3 HANYEA

AT DL IATE 4 A v A (945 55 T M
XA L 8K J5 AN A5 2 8% 3 i) B v g, 1)
wn H ARSI v KA R S 4 TRl RN
RIZE S AR il 2 g h g K E R &4
3o NSRS SRS 38 g = 1| Ve 3SR NS i)
—FRIT RS

BT ok L3R AR Sobel (1982) 4 J7 a4 16
AT ZEXT I [ MR i e A VE . FRATT
SeB SR BRAE R R ATt X R (] AR R R A
J H AR RAE G logistic MU, &5 FEE B i (] 48
SRR R R R (p << 0.05), SR
Je S FRATTHE A v S A Ry PR AR f: , Bsf (R ARE 85 o) 452
Ve A AR EAEL RN 45 S0k B A Ta) MR X
RSB - A PR A NN R IR et D | NN
T TR (p = 0.05), HJa Fefi ¥
TR & A R ABE A RISV A B AR i 8 7= ik
BN R A T A5 3] A0 25 508 B TRIARE & 14 52 i)
RFEELE (p = 0.05) , T 1w 5% 1) 5% W AT K
W (p << 0.05), KBS 0 i 76 B[R]
MR 7 it 2 B 4 55 i) v 31 30 2% B 2 B b Ay
YEH (sobel test: p = 0.10) , 40l 3 Fras, B[E]
MRS HGm TH 2% 3 T I A 2 vt RT3 ol BRF ) Je
Hivhge N s AT Y B R

total effect: b=—1.150* (direct effect 5=—0.948)

i ETE S

B 5E

b=2484*

b=-0.113*

K3 S —r R R AR

* f%i? p<0. 05,
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25 TR SR — IS5 R S SR T FRAT
By H1, Z55RT  aIAE & i 5 2% 5 1Y H
A R AEAT 5 b T 2 ) e B AT
WEF, RS RS S AT 2 ) 8%
IR 23 f AR R SRR 25 G o
5T LANATE SR R OGE K IR 25 B A
Fa

2.2 SLgT
2.2.1 EEHE

ENSW T S oS K (VAR B | A2 S oy N
1) 89 Ak, MR E AR 21 % s 43
AR T84 S 2206 Sk 2 D o A AR
A=y 8000 ST A i 2006 B H AN AT SCRCIRA
G 1000 JELA R & & 59% ,1000 JTLA b3
di 41%

S TR SEATR P AL — AR R AN
PR 5 — 8 Il ) 25 2] Z 5 AT B
“URMARE AN Z [ A TR e R (B 4) 5
B AR 2 G e T A T
A7 B[] B A Y A T 88T, <375 [ AR e il 2 75 4
JEGE B RN FH 27 (07~10 43 40 $is e, ik
AEEARI RIS HT D, 3 FBiF 5 rhol st ] R i) A2
HEEEI RS — 2R TH 2 Y LI ] FR
il IR 43 5 4 SR FH %) 2 B A HR N 0t 28 i 1) B
il 53— 2 S ) ) T 2 5 0 32 00 Ff 1] iR )
(Suri and Monroe , 2003), HARFIAM5EH A
ST B B TR RE A T 2 1) EWERSZ T LA
TAMEYET Hornik (1984)H B4R )7 2% 4 Bt
i) B it S s2Z Py ) A

Bl 4 sce ] gk = il

2.2.2 ZRE5IFE

2.2.2.1 #HYKL

BRI I0 A0 25 51 o A EE A Th B RS L Bl
B TN M HZ R TA M A~7,1
RFEZLA 50T B EHF s Moot =
2.13,SD = 1.37, vs. M= 4.64, SD =
1.37; 1(66) = 10.53, p << 0.01),

2.2.2.2 PRIk

S T FRRUERH TIRATAY HL AH AL )
(VM 2 13 2% 2 T 1) T e PR AT 25 i (Xawe =
51.2% (22/43), Xewwa = 30.4% (14/46);
% (1)=3.96, p<< 0.05),

2.2.2.3 JETHIEM

FRATTRETH 9% 2 10 7= d e BEAE Ry PR A8 i (0 AR
TP TN L AREEPEA 25 I S
O fRFAEHIAL 1 ARG ShA I L) I BT
Vi) IS 1 7K ST A s ] AR 22 R s ] B o1 1749 22 B 33 1
g [ A5 B JEAT G logistic MIH, 455 s i)
(M A R0, LA S i i AR 2 AR i i) FR 1 4 52
EVEJEHE%(;K 0.05), Slope analysis (Aiken
and West, 1991) 7~ XF A A1) PR il 4858 1
Bl S TR A Al AT T A 7= i e S 5 T R i 2
(b=0.085, Ward (1) = 0.085, p = 0.30);
Xof BRAT 1) B A AF X5 4558 A Ak s TRD A 5 2 B
EHRMAATRY S ERE (b=0. 911, Ward (1)=
6.370, p << 0.01),

SR T 0L b s BA ) BR A S B
TR R ATHES B [ B 1 14 v 57 45 431 Sk 43
2R BRI A0 J THZEL  es  ] IR A 2 R AR A ) PR
T 2H T v st ) B i 2 AR gt st PRl A A8 51
AR ELZWAATN A REFATH Xine =
45.8% (11/24), Xewwa = 41.7% (10/24 );
% (1)=0.09, p=> 0.30), i 42X E e ]
B 20 Y 7= S B AT R IR (X e = 57. 9%
(A1/19)s Xeww = 18.2% (4/22); X (1) =
6.93, p<< 0.01).0L& 5,

FRAVTTR) 308 65 562 1 A1 o 5 o e i) AR -2 %
THIE T kP T AR S5 5IEI L
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70 -
g 60 - a8
ﬁ 50 \
I 46
g 40 42
{é 0
:fé 20+
% ol 18

0
A R R S K P 750 AT B A 7K P

i S
—— A& E —-—dEHa

Pl 5 S rp AN [ fg e ] B i 200 F 7 it 45

SRt AR R[] B A P % A i 2 L Y
HAVEH (sobel test: p = 0.08, WK 6 TR ),

XS T e B (D BR A A 7 B 2 R vp 28 1y A A
A RE,

SEU SR M SRR T IRATTAY H2 LR
IAT s ] B ) 7K -2 8 1 B[R] A A8 % 9%
HIpEdlr sz, —BEoL T A E R T R
B A Ty A R AW A DA AR PR A5
1) H1 AL 5 — , RIS 7E A SR R 15 I
T, H R SRS AR A ST R,
[0 3L B ] S G N D 1 A R e =4
TR (ceiling effect ) i A5 s [RIABE 255 A0 52 M AT
R, [z JEmFE AR ST AR 57
e R (AL e S N A SR ) VN & o IR S
FAVE XIS RIS ]2 2 R E
KA R 25 A rh o AT F A=

total effect: 5=0.911** (direct effect b =0.707*)

i JEIE

RO e

=

b=0.714*

b=-0493*

K6 Ses —H BRI R PR

* IR p<<0.05; %¢ Fk p<<0.01,

3 WHRELSES5ITE

IFa]E N AR TG AR AN ] el it i — R 73, IE AN
RIS B e LI R Bt A o B
N e Nat”, B E o JoE
5 HH ARG PR JI AT AR R T 7 AR
A, AR SR R s A
TR TR 2ol AT TS 5 R B 4
A E SRS 5 b A e DT S B
TR A B GERPEA bl JIGEA E D, St
(RIS A ATTBRAT S ] BIR ] 2K~ 2 9 1 B T AR
X AATT A Fedz il i RIS TR) R & ) U sovf i
(] FEH AT D e D 2

ASSCHY RS TR 32 ZARBUAE LR A5 T
S AR T Wl A ] B e AT IE R
AP O T G ] 532 o) A AR 300 R ST 4 1) AR

i, EER T FATTRS AT R A 1) £ AT 5 el
PRI 1Y T A TR R B PR 728 F 52 ) (Aarts
and Dijksterhuis , 2003 )42 fit 7 31 09 iR, 26
= AR A AT A RS SR A TR
G, o RWBESEIERT RIS 2 T
RTER I = PRI 25 B G 5 K M S A 1 1)
AHOCHYIEE R 2 AN BRASAEAT™ SRS, AR
PRI TR R R R 5 RIE A
TE W DG AR A 728 S AT I A& 2 )5
BRI AR R A 25O 9 B AR2s ik A5 fin
PV A Dy AT I ) F B AR
ABIEFENS AL A B T P M BOR ) E &
HRA —E R SEEIE R . X AERSE T2
HETH e AT I B N AE LR PR sk S
RS R . SR LY f) 451) 52 W 37 o 17 AR 1 o 2
HEAT B Z207H O O Gl AR AN B b, Xt
BREEAEZE SRS AWN UL R AR NZ R |
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\!

R NATTRAR o DAHH AT o 900 25 DT B
RTERIA £ GESK BEE] At B, a0, whsh i
WA B P e A A DR R Al A R G
525 X LA R 2 M AT S0 A e R sl I
FRBL . S T e K= A UK i 5
TH A D AHRT L% JETEFRET i A — 28 5 1)
[EJREERH O 1 A 3R LA BV 2 o b AT B Fe 4%
il B AN PRI B B A
FAL bSR3 E WPyt ] R 4 e <5, ki
HRATFZ57 AR REND AT s I 3K

EH AR AARPTIT K AR b — 2
EAROFFE R IR, 55 A T i 2 AT
TEA i (virtue) FIA F i (vice ) Z [A] 1Y L%
TTIX P27 i ) e R 22 S (A BT A 0 Ry Wi £
o, AR AT LA 1 55 ob—Ff = i 73 26
IR i (hedonic products) FISE H i Cutilitarian
products), X i 1 22 51| 32 BRI AE 7 iy
PRI (S22 ity SO R 252 St B AR 5
FAMED A —E TER B I 45 A 2 3% o
5. YIE BRI AL AR G IS R
T2 A ap KA 1 AR SR AN S AR (L7 R Ik
ML EIE AR Z R 328 A0S AR A A& A
SRR S, AU R P E T IX
PARIAE S E AT M AT BAAR R IX 73, AR B
PSS AT LAZS3a0R I T BE & 20 A R 2650 B R
EAER 2 AMTHAT = A R R RCR . 53
S AEARBFTE R TR ARIE 7R S R = P A
R TRVABE X B RS ) AR TR AT 5 JE T
LA M PS5 ARG 56 ) (R AR & A S0, R R
KEIBFTE R FRA TR PR A — B4 4 i ] 48
&S RO B I TA] BRI A Tk LA
JRASBIFR AN ER BRI

S Z AR AT thie P JU e
DEAER ST I DR FAT TR AR AT A A TR 1Y)
o, FATIRARA EL KT BRI kA
TR T] A ERHR A S AR

SEH
(1] #H JBR AT 5 . 2010 M AT AT

XPLEEE A TR R B L) . B R
] .62).1-13.

(2] 2230 AR . 2008 . i SAER A BRI RIXE D)
FEEEXH P # PR AT A 2 ERI[C ] JMS h
BRRPEEARRIZSRIBC :399-409 .

(37 Thatfh  IhHriT ik AL . 2008 . B 55 37 ot 7= iy
SEFAPERIE AR AN TR A 45 [0 ] B SRk i 4
(1).:107-119.

(4] KRB . 2007 . B e R A 11 2 M SK B P52 R
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The Impact of Time Concept on
Consumers’ Choice between Virtue and Vice

Tong Luqiong , Zheng Yuhuang , Zhao Ping

(School of Economics and Management , Tsinghua University )

Abstract

tween virtue and vice. The results of two experiments reveal that unconsciously expose individuals with time concept

This research investigates how time concept influences consumers’ self-control, especially , the choice be-

helps them to have a better understanding of the conflict between the short-term and long-term interests , hence consum-
ers with time concept are more likely to choose virtue versus vice. Furthermore , the impact of time concept is moderated
by consumers’ current time constraint.
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