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Abstract

In current study, three situation simulated experiments were conducted to explore the influence
of group size, authoritative certification and individual construal level on the conformity willing-
ness of consumption. The results revealed that individuals with high construal level had a higher
willingness to buy product with small group size than to buy product with large group size. But in-
dividuals with low construal level had no preference for product with small or large group size. No
matter individuals were characterized by high or low construal level, their willingness to buy au-
thoritative products was significantly higher than their willingness to buy non-authoritative
products. No matter individuals were characterized by high construal level or low construal level,
their willingness to buy authority-oriented products was significantly higher than their willing-
ness to buy group-oriented products. In conclusion, the influence of group size on willingness of
consumption was affected by construal level. However, the effects of construal level on willingness
to buy ultimately depended on primary characteristics of the product itself—authoritative certifi-
cation. Specifically, no matter individuals were characterized by high or low construal level, their
willingness to buy authoritative products was significantly higher than their willingness to buy
non-authoritative products.
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1. 5]

WEECANDI S BRI WNARTEA— Ptk D ENAT IR, 8 H H 2R3 b i 4778 . Cialdini
A1 Goldstein (2004)%F MARBEAT T FH5E : MADCER B S G S AT Jy, LGN A BE oM 2 AR T .
ST AR AR 3R A B (Rosenberg, 19615 ARifUTT, 2015)s AUB(Kelman, 19615 540, BATREE, o
W, 2018) 1HEE BRI PE(Ross, Bierbraver, & Hoffman, 1976). 34k H FH %€ (reinforced self-affirmation)
(Kku, Chylinska, Szpitalak, Polczyk, Ito, Mori, & Barzykowski, 2020)%% . %, Rosenberg (1961)HfF 5 FEAAR
B AR ISR, S SRABAAE WL 25 2 Al Nk 6 (1 BT 5 20 7 A T — RPN A SRR o 45 R AR AU
1 ABG2E 3 NI, Bl WA 70 I R B B O3 B BT SS, BEOUBIAE 4~5 A, 502 F
B o oAb, B g A A AR AN A2 7 A M B AT 2 BN AR, A5 BB B T ANk B H A T
DA 7 T B, MK A, AR 3 T 2 IR AT E R, LI WAL (R, 2007).

FEF ahiH B, R A AN E R SR, AT SRR AN R SK, AL N IR I R, T P
B ATE AT NAE Fe A K4 %5 B EE F(Lacia, Sonia, & Cristina, 2018; Reid, Field, Jones, & Robinson,
2019)0 bodn, AT AR i E S A A FE AR B 2 R PP A BB MARRLSE (TR 4L, ATz,
XRPH, 22, 2019). Lascu fll Zinkhan S-7F 1999 SEAF R WA FAT MHLE], EES0 TR, SR, B
PRFIAS N DY ZEAFAEZE PR AN ARV B2 mi DR B A A . SR, DAAE 2 800 S A AT SR R A R (A 8 . b
JLL BEACRFAE) Bl PN B2 2R (N NARFAE )X ANARTE 94T 7= LE ISE W (Ross, Bierbrauer, & Hoffman, 1976; Be-
nedicktus, Brady, Darke, & Voorhees, 20105 #8#{75, 2015; Reid, Field, Jones, & Robinson, 2019), #H
FEIRF A NRFAE (U o B ZRAE T7 20) A AR] 18755 410 35 42 2 0 IAR AR 9 AT 9 52 o 48 700 B R AE 77 A2

ik

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.1012222 1907 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.1012222
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

H
a4

[

FEATEREE SRR B ARRAE S5 AN 4 M ARV e B 1 st B R ) SRR e 7
IR I 2R e 5 VRS S (W 9 AT AR B, W LI PR AR S . SRR
() “ERBERLS” (£, FR55, 2017)51 T 2238 N 2 BN (i £ 5009, B0 I8 Id ™ i 2 B ATLAA AL
JENIE SR 73S it L it ) v o PRI, K MRS it 43 )3 T B R BEERAE N, A B IERA 5
T R I S R IBAAT N, 1845 N IEFEATEM

Rk, AR, SCEMEWN T THHEE, AU ROEMREKEX —OERIENFATHEE, FH
2% 8 N (R REKT) . ARG AL . LB IR BE) 2 28 X AN 1 AR I S 3 R (R s ) o i B /K7 B8
(Construal Level Theory, CLT)f& i, MAXS HEY R OELRIEAAEI SR 5 BARZ 5, FRONMBEREAKE . =i
FE7K ¥ (high-level construal, HCL)LAdH R . £ SALB 7 KON FIRAAR, Wit s 2 RAE N ORI A 14 £ e 5
LA RE 7K F-(low-level construal, LCL)PA R, B 57 OB AR, Wt F KA 2 F A FHEAE
(Trope & Liberman, 2010). MR BE R — PP AMA A 5Tt 52 — Fi % 52 48 & (Nussbaum, Trope, & Liber-
man, 2003; Kim & John, 2008), FHEIGIETH AT AP AR R Z, Wyl s mnve . S L ik
BT (H 1R, ZEME, 5K%:4H, 2015: Sordi, Perin, Petrini, & Sampaio, 2018). #ilfn, THRE. SRR
FIGKAE (2014) K I RE K P52 00 3 2 2 1) 3K =R, I At N W SEAT 9 HCL b LCL #: 4 1 rh3h 14
W K RS, X ATREZ KO HCL #R A ZH 1) B 45 /7 5 98 (Fujita, Trope, Liberman, & Levin-Sagi, 2006).
W4, fEREAKT 2 15t 2 M AR PE I SE e ? DRI, ARHHF R T 5200 1 SRR DT AN [ A A
PRI e 375 1, AR R AP SR A N A S e B (R s o Hor, A RUAR R B AR 1 58 SR
OIS NE I 20 o Al RBAUSEETE " R R SSE B I ) — M AR STk, AR, T
VH TR AT 9 RIS AR 22 (1 SR A S SR ek (i 9106, 2019), 17 VA AE BRI AR B M 4% 1) A8 & S HERR T
P EEAD b, BEIRARARFT WA Z MR I8RO, 2014). NI EZERF KR, A
FoR PG SN SEERVE, BB SE T s, EXAHSCAR B RN LA |, A S VIR R
SR 24 b DS BB 200 ) HdE

SR, BR T BRI, AUBHE I AR R . Fk, SIS 2 W55 B A RIAUZAIE S IR FLTH 9%
W, FRREACT AR AR S 2 IR 52w (1) B et o X BBV IR BE B AR 1 SR FR T i e R 4t
BUBES T TINE o BN S #A B 5 00 F 2 E AR S e, BRI S — PPl AR R 1 R 3 (Lascu &
Zinkhan, 1999), J& THONEAM, REXREEN: PUSBGAMERERE T MBAHE, WA EASRE, &
THONER . 20 LR SRR, ANTEE B kA 5] 1) R AKX 2 A8 AT R . Love
HI Okada (2015) K3, 478 938 F e i 2 (F 2w PE) 7= mit, AATEH S R r OB RAL, Al 1%
FEARAM (B JEYE) ™= iy, Af B BRI O3 A A S R IR, 3G A TR P A B e e U
PEAZ B4, JS A PR S A ANA U R &2 (Martin, Gnoth, & Strong, 2009), 13z FER B % % T HCL, i
Oy R B %6 W F LCL (Trope & Liberman, 2003; Bar-Anan, Liberman, & Trope, 2006). X ¥, 4 AATARYE
7= i BB B (5 2 J 1) 1 X S VPN T S RN, HCL SR AE 35 7T B 5E AL 1 2 L@ MR A LCL &
AR 7 A [ERE ) AR SE AR B -

SRR A RIS BN FE A& 20 A A ARAT AN L EER 3R, (H I ABOBOAE LR, PR AT
EIINARAT N2 RKAE— BRI . AR iR, — NHEAR 7 T BERZMR = i B T R B3 R T 7 i
Bl R AL 2 4 B L R 44 R B R DA R SRR i 22 S K 7K P (Lascu & Zinkhan, 1999). AT UL, 72
A5 B IR KRR E L rlRe bk i S B RR R, BONRIT R WY E S . R, B
PRI R T — PR RRAE, BUBIEFE & T — Bl AR AE (Lascu & Zinkhan, 1999), B DABSUBGAIE BEAH EE
THEAR UL O] B2 5 2R I SE A B A R R . Rtk, AWF AL 3, FERRAH s i
B S AR RIS L BB IR FE A AN ], DL SR 25 9 545 B A EE XS N A AR ) S 7 B 1) 52

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2020.1012222 1908 LB


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2020.1012222

g

HeE— 2D W R AT RS T 1 A FH A B . AT [ B 7 o R A 2 SR P i R B R )
PE L= i BB AIE J& M EE BE K, ASUBRAR ) 28 7= i (R B A P 8 SR 127 IR BB IE J& M L 2 I 7=
MR A R R R E T K. 45 5, AROFFUE =ANSR50, SRR RS R A E B2 P A 70 4R 22Tl
W WA KRR, B AR RE K RAEIX — R ZR, SR HRE = S A K = I 52
M, U AR A AR S A TIE %o 7 i ) S5 2 R P S M R 4 32 B MR AR A (O TR T o I =5
FARKIUA LT =AM 1) R 1: HCL FAE X B AT /N 171 B A RIS R 1 7 o 1 ) S 2 o
1M LCL ZRAE 2 A RS AE R AR AR /N B 72 i ) g S R S v o 2) B 2: HCL I LCL RAEE %)
ZRUBAE [ S T AS & R AU IE )77 S I SR 2R & . 3) R 3: HCL Fl LCL RAEFH XU
Fo 1) = 5 T AN A2 A AR Fig 1 2 7 it ) ) S S 7

2. SEER 1 BAMIEARIR, MERKEX N ERERF M
2.1. /&

2.1.1. ik

BEALIZHL 200 4457 Fd T -2 B M RS2 R AEE R, ERHS R PIBE RIS . $OA P ER
19.02 2 (SD = 0.48), ZIBREAAMBAGIG LM . 5 BSR4, MBKFESIRMIT 15 MdE, R&5k
9185 MR E, Hrh 98 A HCL A, 87 N LCL F1E.

2.1.2. 8

R P B8R EL T “how-why” F4%(Taylor, Pham, Rivkin, & Armor, 1998), ER#FIXIAS “HEolk
iR, A NPRICR” R R S 3 HCL, 87925 A 3 LCL. #EHUAT AR 5l f# 3 (Behavior Identification
Form, BIF) [ F SCAETT RR(FE LA, 2013)ke5e# . # HCL 3 3h{H BIF 1950k T 14 408 LCL J3 3){H BIF
BT 14 45, ME3hR

HPRBAME B “L LT ROK, REIRIEE, L KIS A PR A SR =
R — = AN B B AR R ) B BE AR OK IEAER S . | EARIEMAE S, L TRIBNEME T —F
AT, X BN RGER K S RE B N N R A, RE M. ThEg. SR
BL, L ANEE BRI IXB SR R, NI — AN AESE T A SsER K, A=A
KT B AR K. 77 AR R A ) O AN BORAS ER .

W SER IR R (T, 201 ) BERPOREI B e &P R 2 4 0F T, SHRR = & K el ge: . L=
IR, R 7 SEERT.

2.1.3. LW MIER

KH 2 (ffREKFZEAL: HCL/LCL) x 2 (77 i 2R A0 BERHUS R BRI TR A Wit R K3
RO AR &, 7= SRR AR &, AP BRI R T WAL i, 8 I SEFE i N0 3 N
RIS E T A A=, FR O EF= i AECN 1N BRAR BN LR R B3R 15 31 .

56, H how-why {155 8 SRR K. 2S5, BER B AE S U4 e 1507 2 AST L % B8 MO R S
TR FIRRE, JEEIEH AN, K5, WiES BIF 8RN ANEARE L.

2.2. HEREWR

PRI 2K J5 2200 BT R, 7 i SR AR08 85 (F(1,183)= 6.62, p < 0.05, 77, =0.04), i BEARRLRN
P2 S AT P2 S B W SE B (M = 4.90, SD = 1.50)3% 25 e T BHAA AR 77 i A I I 75 SR (AR TR 77 i)
(M =439, SD =1.36). f#RE/KTERMNAEZEN,183) =2.58, p = 0.11). fERAKF A= 5 2RAIAE BAEH L
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SR (F(1,183)=3.22,p=0.07, 1. =0.02) (WLIE 1 /5 ). H3T L4 (Planed contrast) 5 #T, fERE/K T4k
F, HCL FRALH SR AU /N 5 0 SE B (M = 5.13, SD = 1.40) 5 2 w5 T X A FIUR A 77 i 1) T S 7
F&(M=4.29,SD =1.35), p<0.01; LCL FRAEE X RN 0 109 K (M = 4.64, SD = 1.57)FEE 4
FRE R S S (M = 4.49, SD = 1 3N R EER, p=0.59. P~ BSTYERE b, SRR N i,
HCL FRAEE I L (M = 5.13, SD = 1.40) .35 5T LCL RAE#H 1)L = IE(M = 4.64, SD = 1.57), p<
0.05; KT EEMR IR K i, HCL A% 1O SE 7 (M = 4.29, SD = 1.35)F1 LCL R AE & (111 I 3 B (M = 4.49,
SD=137cw#E#%R, p=032.

7+ = FHAE, 71 3 BURIAIE 2™ 7
6- = MR 6 =2 AFBUHINIE B o
2] 51 =5 57 5} 57
i i =
;J 4 X 44 = 4
£ =, = .
24 24 2
1 3 j“ i : 1 . ] 1 2 - i .
FRRREKT AR R KT AR KT HfERE AT AR KT
S 1 2 )

Figure 1. Results of experiment 1.2.3
1. 523 1.2.3 MEWLER

S | G5 IRE I |- HOL A% AR S (5 1 —50, LCL RAEH LW &
HO PRl (S5 8 1 7). Lascu A1l Zinkhan (199034, THEACRLELAS 51 3 T 1o 205 A 177 9 6 B 1 B4
U, FFBATTAESEAR 2 LA B SO b P, 9236 2 SR S 2 B A G —
7t 0 B WA K SRS, 9% 2 R K 45 11 e

3. 10 2 WEUAMEEARER, SBEKENMABEERZN
3.1. 5%

3.1.1. #ik

BEMLIEEL 132 AT FE T LR B RN, TER R IEE KRG . Pl a
19.13 #(SD = 0.97), SIBrEE 5 3R1T 84 M R (A B brifk [R1 5256 —), A 48 N HCL EAiE, 36 A
LCL Ak,

3.1.2. #8

R ACT R B ARG . 77 W S 7 S R RS2 56 1.

T RSB S R TR TERR N “A FHEVER KIEEA L BURNAR K, B M A KE
LA BUENRK . 7, AR 1. bR 52 B2 AUV E R BN .
3.1.3. ST AIER

KH 2 (RSP HCL/LCL) x 2 (= @b 288 BUBCGIE/AEBUBME) TR A Wit R K T2
Jup A AR R, PR ACAOR A AR R, HhRUEVGEE T AL A, FR AU AE:  JERUSA
WEJE T A MAT P 5, B REBUEHRAE . PRA8 B A SZIGFE P [F] 525 1.
3.2. £R5i1ie

PEIRIZRTT 220 R B, 7 2R R R 25 (F(1,82) = 41.53, p < 0.001, 77, =0.34), et BUBOAE
7P i (AR = it ) ) I S B (M = 5.23, SD = 1.11) 3% 2 i 10 AEBUBAUE ™ i (AN AR L 72 i ) O ) S 2
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(M=3.61,8D=1.32). BT ERNALEEF,82)=0.26,p=0.61). FEREKTFIF= 2RI HAE H L
G F(F(1,82)=3.07,p=0.08, n, =0.04) (WE 1 1), HATLLEAHTAI, MRKTY4ERE L, HCL %
E 2 SRR E 77 5 R T SE 75 (M = 5.39, SD = 0.94) 535 i T4 SERUB A E 77 i (T SE B IR (M = 3.40,
SD=1.23), p<0.001; LCL FRAEFHXTAUZBIAUE = & 116 3K ZR(M = 5.03, SD = 1.29) % 3 = T X JEAUBIA
WEFZ S I K IR (M = 3.89, SD = 1.40), p<0.01. FEahZRAMERE I, T8 BUBNIERS R il & JEAUE
PR = i (1 ) 3K 3 SR 350 A 52 f e /K P R (ps > 0.05) o

SO 2 A5, IR S BURVIE B (S B, SRR K T 3R AE 2 (10 Mo I 5 = 8 A — 5tk
o8& HCL JREL LCL SRAE, MMARRTBUB IR & (1) S 2 ST 5 AEBUBAE 7= i, ¥R I WA (H
B 2 —80). HEHRIGE T, /el ReRE R S BHAMBEY:, MASPUBER B, HiXm)E N
MRCELEAR = b B AT . Bk, SE56 3, B0 S A S AR IR B A5 B B E AN,
LI R 25 25 AR /ST 15 19 2845 JE AL A M A T ST 735 JR 1 R i ) 5 A e

4. LG 3 NAFWERNEARER, BRKETNABWEREHFI
4.1. 3%

4.1.1. #
BEMLIZEEL 139 4435 R T 45 A PR AR AR ik, 7ERH YR A I 20 U 4 o i E A8 19.86
% (SD = 0.86), HIBREHE 5 3-15 106 M SEHE G BRbrER L3 —), H 48 A HCL 3R, 58 A LCL A4k,

4.1.2. 8

SRR KT SR B ARG, 7 i T S R B R R (R SR 1

T P 3 TR S ARy “L ORI A R R KA SRS BB D E NN 24
3 NHEAT TISE, B P AOK ARGV UGEENINIRE 1 AL, HRFESE 1. ikt
B 77 b 5 AU UEA I A BRI R

4.1.3. LG THFER

FH 2 (fBFEKT-267: HCL/LCL) x 2 (P2 52870 M AFE 10 R /BUB G 18 A R & it o K P2
BRI AR &, PR BN AR &, o A SR Al L= AR 7 SR A BB EE E A 3 AW
I, BUBFR AL Sh 35 72 A 1 AN LB S BUBH U AIE (R4S 8 A S0 F2 7 [F) SE 5 1.

4.2. ERE5VE

PR R T7 2253 BT R, 7= i 8T R R 35 (F(1,104) = 39.16, p < 0.001, 72 =0.27), BHRXEURIE
[ 877 i R ) K R (M = 5.20, SD = 1.23) 52 2 15 % A ARHE 1) L7 i A9 ) K 7 J (M = 3.83, SD = 1.49). it
K RN A R (F(1,104) = 0.25, p > 0.05). fEREACEAI™ i R A5 B AR H 2.3 (F(1,104) = 5.73, p <
0.05, 72 =0.05) (I 1 471%]). SHTHAE TR, MRREKFYUERE b, HCL AR X BUSIR [ 247 1
WS R (M = 5.47, SD = 1.30)¥2. 3 {5 T4 MARTE 7] 2 1 ) S B (M = 3.50, SD = 1.53), p < 0.001; LCL
FALF R BUAR 17 B2 5 T SR (M = 4.99, SD = 1.14)5 3 &5 AR 171 B4 7= 5t i S s IR (M =
4.11,SD=1.41), p<0.01. ;F=FRBYEREE -, SFMATE R 5, LCL RAEE MWL EIEWM =4.11,SD =
1.41)8 2% 5T HCL RAEH WL B (M = 3.50, SD = 1.53), p<0.05; XFBUESE A5, HCL RAEH
NG KRR (M = 5.46, SD = 1.30) %2 3% =T LCL SRAEH A K BB (M = 4.99, SD = 1.14), p<0.05,

SERRE, AR RUE R ) B i A ST 2 R T AR ) B e I SE R, X — BB
ZRARE KT IIEAT, B0UE T B 3.
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5. Bitig

AHIF T I I = AN SRR 7 i AR AR . BB R FE LA S A (R B 7K 50 ¥ 2l 8 DA AR I S i B
RIRENR . 5 %%, HCL FRAEE SRR SEHEAR AR/ 7 i (SRS 1D AIAUBAIE ™ S (S5 2), T LCL & AE
I S B IE = it (SE 5 2). — 5T, /& BT HCL SRAE# L LCL SRAE 3 B 4%, Fujita 25 A(20006)
WEFE AR, HCL il [m ANk B 3R H AT AR B EGR, SRR BIE: 55—, HT HCL %
I B wi F2Z B IS R, LCL RAEH Bl I E & 1445 B (Love & Okada, 2015; Martin et al., 2009). £
by ER AR IR R RV, HCL SRAEE B 4%, Himi SN 1= 5, BRI
s PR ) RV RIBUBIE LR, HCL SRAEF KA 7= i ) 32 2 SR MRS AU, S w484
JBAAUE i, T LCL RAEE A H R, 2 ImiFEBUBE i, BRI M AR .

SR, LCL AL HEAR BB R BN 1 7= it B SE e IR 3 22 (S5 1), X5 LCL RIEE A
PEJ155 07 i B SRR GRUR T AR T I A — B, WTRE R H T AATTSE A 1 1 PR B A Nl 7 170 AN =2
178). Tu M Fishbach(2015)& I, AAMTAKTT ReERbE O SE B MAR &Yk, BV EM AT R
S O B O SE R — 2 a2, AN B G K. 2477 05 B R, i3t =l A
OIS ATy, BISR NG 2, BB R S, DRk, CIWSEES s Rl 1 LCL RAE#H 1 M AR
e, SEH TG B AR L -

5 )5, HCL Ml LCL RAFE 75 35 58 JE I SERLB R 7] 2T AN 2 A ARFR 1) 2877 iy (5256 3) . IX A fig & i T-AH
e T8 TR R IE R A B 1, AUBOAIEFE B 1 &8 T S RURRAE, T i A 5 JB PR RAR B2 b il
S ERARIRYE, BN P E ) E 25 (Lascu & Zinkhan, 1999). F, AUBIAIE A EL
TR S BANE T 5, FHIX P 40 5 21 B AR 7K P eV

AT G [F] I R 70 0 R AR X (AR KT ) NSNS B BRI RUSE . BB E )R AN 44 A AR T S 5 SR 1) 5
Wi FEFIRUME b, R T ARG R ZR IO T, ESLEANE b, R TR E 5 Ak T R
FATFh G R VO “REBOER” 77 o A S B R 2 2 MR R A T, (B 2 BT 7= S 1
BUBANERE o J8 75 T S AE dt B A1, A= (S B AR A . BRI AN 77 U KA S i, {8
77 I B 5 R AR T 32 o A SO A7 R BR 2 Ak = 1) ASHIE FEEREAARIAR L BUSAAEAE 97 i 2w 1
R AER, (I HAbRZm MARI 7= e, i E A 585, P2l 554 (Lascu &
Zinkhan, 1999). J52E0T 5T AT LR R AT FLA5 10 2 5 1& FH T HAR ™ S RFE . 2) AR RIS EEHAXT £
mn (luxury) FE X 75 fi (necessity) T A B FE R 52 M 5K, 56 8 JFVH 2% 7 fili (products that are consumed in
public) i IEFA T JH %% 7= i (products that are consumed in private)# AT A B 5% B 52 5, B6IA 7= 5 B9 AR )
RALW 2R 9% P (Lascu & Zinkhan, 1999). AW FUAE [EBE AKX R T dhy AL TH 27 i R0V 9
T, ARRATUAE e d 2R AL, MG INAR SO Fe gl S ml e 1

6. &t

AW FAF AN S50 1) HCL FRAE# 50 JEH SEREAR FUBL N T AS 2 BRI ™ i, LCL R AR G
il . 2) HCL F1 LCL FRAEF 55 5 R0 KA B T AN 2 AEBUBAIE ™ it o 3) HCL 1 LCL RAE# 35 5 I
W) SRS ) BT A 2 AR TR 1) 2R 7 i

AR FERA — @ISR NANE: 1) FEER L, T AR MRKT I 200 B 2 (1 BF 040U
T BB AT R AR TR AR T 2) fESEER b, — @ RERE AR T TR AR AN E 1 1)
MERE, MO E B I OB RSR M), fEE B WM AE (M B M T AR R P NAZ R AT RS
B TR .
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HE&mHE

AR E K HRF R S FHFETH (31800913)F1 1L 44 H SRRl 24 3k 4 1 1 70 H (ZR2018BC065)
.
SEEk

FEBIE(2019). 772612 4 77 20X T 752 T N B T 5 J S SR [T s 72 28 T i S 2 R B (e IR 55 16 22119
WHTEA . WAL, K HMRE

RIELQ2007). ZEWTTHLFML, DHALGRHMATS FAT L. B HAR L, S THRC Il K.
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