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Abstract

In this study, we conduct an experiment in framing effect, based on previous study of ratio bias of
big probability events, to explore the combined effect on consumers’ purchase intention for prod-
ucts. The results show that: 1) the consumers’ willingness to buy is effected by ratio bias, both in
positive and negative framework. That is, in the same ratio, participants tend to choose the events
that have a higher absolute number; 2) consumers’ purchase intention is influenced by the inte-
raction between the absolute number and the frame type. When the number of praise is equal to
the bad, participants are more likely to pick products in the positive framework than the negative
framework. The test indicates that ratio bias and frame type can affect the purchase intention.
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KU 7 R R E L FVE A T REXT R L R RN . 4RER: 1) RRERMERERTH
RENWEEBEH =L LRMENR, WAELEHERRNELT, BNAAUBREERKEAHETRR
A 2) MR BEAER SN ERAE R EWLRE. FPAN RS E AR BESR, iR
ERTHERE MWL BRI SR THERAER. 4 RRI R MmESHERMNW LR IERE .
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1. 5|8

PIZEIIT, TANAFH SBEBIRXFEMI R N A CHIRT I, L RN 2B PP AR I — M
TR M VPR TR . B R VPR AR R it SEK T R] eI SR 2B X I PP . A, KT
B A2k L IF RIS, T ZIZEIFREAR, R Z 1P R IR AR AT — PP ELR R LE %0 22 (Ratio Bias, RB),
Ja— FELR BIMESR RN, 3K 9 & A2 AT D9 TR SR AUk 1Y) 2 )T 3 il

EC A 22 fe 45 /MR A DU R B Z TR AR B, ATV A0 DUV B SR IR S SEAN AT
REREMIBLR (F 0T V5%, 2013)0 BUA, B TEE R R DURRER A th R FEAAAE LU R R Z LR (1 B 4RSS,

. B, MrREERE T ARAEELIR (Norm Theory) FIARIZ L H RIS RMARE LR Z . AnfEEBIA
DA AR A TR P RO R 2 5 Oz S R AR B I . BARSRU,  DLI AT SR B A A R A RN T B
iy B A IR M ROARAE AR S 23 bR HE IR 57 1) (Kahneman & Miller, 19865 01 ii%%, 2013).
Ee w2, AMERN A VBN BRI e, TR gl KE 2 e W& h 5 KB NE R
4t (Experiential System) 13 22 45 (Rational System) & MATEAS 5 AL B FE Hh A7 78 16 W PR XS Sl 7 IR
HMINT &%, WiEKEAMET 22256, W ESME, Pk, B0 EFNEIE, GFEEMZERN, 2
AREREES], SRR (0T 0TEE, 2013). MEN—FRAERE M SR, LE R ZE rE A IR R AE T
22U RABEE R T HME RGN, AMAPUEME A, AT HEZ U 10%), ARH L85 5 100 4>
110 MEEAD ERDABIE . BAR S, TRMEMAR RERETE R, 2 PO B 480 57
T AR B JUE TR a5 R R A, T AN BEAE S A AR L R m ZE I R AR SRR, BT DL H AR AT
PN SIEST veiaiin

HR, ZEFATAT T RKESLUERE AR FE 2 22 1) 52, R I LG 20w 22 AT L2 $R 384T . H A
IR AR ) B XU PRI A (Alonso & Fernandez-Berracal, 2003; Miller et al., 1989). #xif, WFREITF
A IRVE LU 3 i 22 5058 [0 285 D P R S ) o SE i R 91 S 36, Bt 9 38 O DL P ) P 7 A L el Z2 IR (FS TR 4E 55, 2017) 6

Ak, EE R FE R R mEN W R, KITTINFEERE THERE T NFIA A AR S5 1 B n]
R b Z4W Z (Amsel et al., 2009; Peters, 2012; Denes-Raj et al., 1995; Kirkpatrick & Epstein, 1992; Nelson et
al., 2008). FEAESSIEBHIBE T, FEANTVRI R ZE S KA R . BRSBTS 22 4l
B, L 22 I R B A 1 3 BB g D T s RS AR S MR S IR A A, B AR i 22 T G BE AR
2R [P K N TC T 46 B35 87 ¥ 3 (Pacini& Epstein, 1999). M 55— AR, LEEIEL R —FF 404
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[FIZEA, X WRRAT AR S U — A 2 32 B ——AHE B2 XV (Framing Effects).

HEZR AN R T 23 77 AN [ 11 -5 SO [R] — ) L S AN [F) I eI R B %5, 20165 Tversky &
Kahneman, 1981). Levin %5 (1998)%* & MHEGL UM 70 A=, J3 il KBS IR SR HE ZE 2008 (Risky Selection
Framing Effect), J&PEHESERM(Attribute Framing Effect)fl H FRHEZE 208 (Goal Framing Effect). i 70 E 1]
e AE L R HEAT 7B S AU AR, M) B AMEEAR R (T AR R A E AT B AR ARME AR o 7R AR 2 AB
PR AL, R 22 B U FA T S R A A . B PR AR A DA DR TR S A S T T AR 1 T
BE, AR R, IHEMME S HAEE R FO R AR RORIH A, 2014). AHELTHE
B, AMEE R RTFRAR IR . 2 R SR ASHE R0 0A 5] — SR, RRBRAE SR 1) &5 Ak R R U
an, VHIRHEZRMAREL T AMARIH S . TIAERSEIN, AN S USC SO 2K o MR ARRME B A (1) 22 i3
W, T AL e BN I A A TR 1 SR i KB ) 45 3R, T MR A 9 dE — I AL T 53
—IEIE IR . ZEIRIN Y, HEZRRNE T AN E A2k 75 207 AR AN RINE SR 38 T AR AT Re 4 SR
() 2 790 R N0 o 6 THDRE R AR BRIV A HE SN, AN 2 W0 B\ o RRBRAE B2 b At AT a0 o 21 1) A 2548 TV AR
HEZE, T MA i I i AR HESE o

TESSUERE AT T, WEAENURIAERS . OEREE R A FIRUE . BARIR 2. PRSI X HE R AR 1)
(B %5, 2003; Gosling & Moutier, 2017; ¥ K B %%, 2014; fiEH%, 2014; EHE, 2011;
IRVUAESE, 2013). BEAL, KERF TR HAESLSN W] LA 0 BOPP Al BRI RS . BSOS . T2 T
b F A5 AT B Hix PR 55 A ) W 3R 2 (Ayadi & Lapeyre, 2016; %23 4E, Bz, 2018; Evans & van Beest, 2017;
FMEEE, 2016). HESRRUNN T P8 M S =R RRIE 78 A 30 I8 PEAE S S5 25 SE e 9t 2 i W S st , B 1
MEZE R V8 3% 35 B9 3K 2 B 3 = (Ayadi & Lapeyre, 2016; 4%, 2017).

i MERE T ORI, DA B FE R KRG S R I Z IR, R KRG 5o B 22
S PR BRI S R 2 o BeAb, RIS EE B A5 Y (Prospect Theory), S HIMEZR 55 SR 1 45 A2 72
AT LEAR AR 22 AT B A S AR AR 2 ORI, T HE SR 80N ) P4 A S 5 RIS, X 2
LRI AR PSR, H R SEUERE T SCRAIEYE o B2 TR0 A0 bG8 i 22 AR ZE AN BT 7, AR S
H PG w22 I RAHESE RN S5 il R, IR S 2207 70 AR AARAE ZE ROV ARAE S, DAVTO B 450 £ &
BRI LR 22, I FUAE KRR B3R S 2% 1t HE 2 A0S AT B 28 i 22 o i 21 28 DX ey 7 B P 20

2. SEIf1
A SEIG B AEIR I RHE S 5T Bl 28 25 o) I 0 7 S PR 5
2.1. I FE

2.1.1. #ik
RO ZE N TR S 150 L mRiER A, MIBRTCREHE, &&A B 138 N, F#7E 18~20 ¥ 2
B, SERTEIARS ML AL .

2.1.2. EIEgit
KA BRRRPEAN Bt BRBEANEF LRSI vs. ), PIARRENHO ™ a6 1SS e .

2.1.3. EIRFER

SR\ B SE U6 Vv L A A B e T A (S TR ESE, 2017), ASSEIG RIRRIEI “ ORIEAR” 1F 9 H AR
ae BEAL, JEIE T2 RINE I G 1% 387 T B3R S R R R B AR, R S SR
NHEFERISER B E, ALY E 92% NFIRTUFIEA,  BL 400 F K /N B YA ) F 2214
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SEBG DA S i) 5 A 0 SR TE, SRS RACE RN, BER PR Gai 4R 3 W 3l 1 SE— AN 500 ml (1)
AFWOREA, A N HL R it e 5, A E B 2R AW R KM a BFVRRE
N 92%, UFVPHAXTEUE N 6837, KM b WFITEEN 92%, GFITLAART AR 2837, AR IKYE T At
(A5 SR 20 40 X R KA () S R BTV, 1= “HERABE” , 2= “ABR”, 3= “I
BABE” , 4= “UANE”, 5= “WEER”, 6= “Br”, 7= “FE¥ER" .

2.2. MiRGR

CAF PP By AR B, SRR ORI &, BEATICANREA ¢ K00, 4R B PP die
KRN R 2, 1(137)=11.286, p < 0.001,Cohen's d =1.06, 95%CI[0.88,1.25] . F AL, A MHEELF

PRI, AT G P 46 % $0 22 1077 A G T 32 2 (5,40 + 1.01) 8 35 5 T 26 6 47 PP B0 /D 1 7= ih (4.33 =
1.01).

2.3. ING

ARSI R I 2 W M A e LU R ZE IR, TR 45 R 5 DA Fe 4 R — (LB 4E55, 2017).
(EHAEE B AR S R 5 S 1 5 RS Rl e ma MR TR Sk, ARSEIRAUAARDT T EE, AW KH
PREE R T DAERF AR I IEIE AR, R R 22 52 225 % 7 (Pacini & Epstein, 1999). Kk, A4
BN S RAFP S ZVF), SRIRAIRTTREBE RN 5 LU 28 (i 72 06t 99 ) s Bt i 3[R R A

3. X2

FESEHG 1 (2R _E, ASSZIG 5 A8 50IE X HHHE 2RSS I 9% 3 W SR RE R, (RIS PR TR SR AN
55 Pl A 22 7 75 2 A FL RN 2 3 1) R 4 ) S R

3.1. fARAE

3.1.1. #i%
FEL B2 A SR 55 450 A RAERLE, BRI G, &G RWOR 370 N, FEHAE 18~20 ¥ 2
], MRTHARS I KPR

3.1.2. L&t
KH 2 GO S : 2 vs, ) < 2 (FEZESRAL. BURAESE vs. WHHEZH OB A it RAC R
DR 7 i B T S R R

3.1.3. SEIBFERF

SCIGFET 55 1 AL, RORIUE R 4 FKE I BAE RS KA a: BFVRREN 92%, UF
PRARXTEEN 6837, “UKME b WFVEREEN 92%, UFVFAEXTECE N 2837, KM o EVEEEHN 8%, ZEVF
A BN 597, “OKM A ZEVEREN 8%, ZEVFHIZ4XIHEN 257 .

3.2. AIRER

DUHE LS RURNPPAN O 45t B0 B AR 5, 3 9l 3 0 S i SO R ) AR B JEAT 7 Z2 00 AT, 45 SRR A
RELLRONAE 3, F(1,369) =353.048, p < 0.001,77) =0.490 , BARATBIRAELE R 7= it (¥ 1 3K 7 B (5.64 +
1.24) 5258 T X AAE S T 7= S (0 S 3 SR (3.32 + 1.55); MEZESR R FOP-A A 4 vt B 38 42 HAE B35,
F(1,369) =170.586, p < 0.001,77, = 0.316 , LI 1. BE— AR RN HTRIL, ERRRMELL T, FHELT
P 40 H b 1 77 (4,65 £ 1.12), B PR 48 00 B 2 1) 77 i ) T S R IR R 20 (5.64 £ 1.24),
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F(1,369) =183.01, p <0.001,77, = 0.391; (EMMAELL T, HILL T RO Lt 402 (697 i (3.31£1.55), Heikxs
PR 20T b 17 i B K R B B B (3.65 £ 1.61), F(1,369) =17.14, p < 0.001,77; = 0.044
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Figure 1. The influence of framing effect and ratio bias on online shopping intention

B 1. EZRAR, B ERESREEER R0

4. Wi

A G I I 1 SR SRR 1 b e g 22 FIVHE 2280 R AN A I 4 ) S i IR AR s . 2 SRR, AR KSR
BB OL T, bl i 72 AHE S22 S35 P DU 25 52 M AR 1) IR 28 W S B, 9F HL 38 38 AR AE A TR

SEES 1 WAE T KR EA AR M ER S, AR R FE BT, MR RE R E
PR RE KA . AREFURIL, FERA SR, AMAR R 0 2 17 i 1 ) 35 2
R T A PR /DI e X — B35 22 R R R AT DU S B IR B N RSO R R . B e, A
Mt BRI INAALR RGBT R 2 MEH TE B TR RS, SRR 4k
G e PRA T BUE (AR L PP ) EAT N L, DDA e 7R B RN R ORI, DRI O 2 4656 F DF 45 22 117
dns o PN AIBEUR 22 (0 BEME 2R 45 ) 2 i BRAE WML P VP20 AT IN L, B 7R R PN s, DRI AN 2
K2 40 U VEEOAR RMEAF P2 AH R A 72 o IR N R G IAE FH BT A — 8B =R v R, 5 A AN %
PR 250 RS E 4 5 L H (Passerini, Macchi, & Bagassi, 2012)o /MR T 7 i (R 5707 2 R0 4008 45 1F
HEr, 2RARGHEMERGSRKENR, 2RAGRSEFMERHBSRE. 28 R[5 06 80T
AEFE E B4 HARGE, PRI B o R B S SR, ANt 2 I 22 460 TP AL (7 e IRAh, B
SE RN AN L 2R L 2R 2008 Kk (Reyna & Brainerd, 2008). FERFE R, PIANEIEZRA F I Shah MK
RIBEAZRR, MEARETE /R L2 5l 20 S 26 LA 1 75 2R AT E 5., TR 79 7 i A [ 19
PERAGUR . WREX XA, HELEEE. W, 48 ik 7 =BG BRI A
A2 DL it B 4808 B VIR AR, X 7= AT PPAR TN DADX 73 o 485068 BF VP H80K FR) 77 ot 3t 2 7l R SE AR AR )
VG, TRMEM S H RS =0, Wl FECT R ZE KA

S 2 S HRRIATE G PSR A, HE R AR S 2 S AR R SR R . 4% BT S 38 (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979), MERIRFIE B FE 4B FI PN I BL. BB Bert, MEIAE S5 20 e s 10 H A
KAT BHEAT I TACRE,  Horbd 30 TAR AR B & 102 M8 R W sk ol H 2 W as ie 2 Bk s 58, 17
BB, MRS 2 B B R T g I B ME BN L, 856 0 (E eR 205 32 MR 20 B HE e SR T H i

PPRARER TGRS BT, 7 A I TEINARER TS BT, ML RS T T e 5 R R,
BT BURMEZR R 7 PP 7KCP T AR SR R S5, 1TV B AE 2 R 22 0P KPR AN SR R B 55 e
Fr 2B YN MA R TG AR TCIREEVE R, SRR R A R RAGAEE EkAT, AT 3R
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1708 — P8 F IR IAE = AR T 59 — IR R R 47, M, 2014). B UL, AMETEHT R
INF AN 2 K8 ff b v 5500 B OSSR I S el B e KA, TR EE T (8] WA — PR AR &R, o5
AR U 22 tH o AHEE T I ARAEZE(ZE0T), ARARHEZE (V) 2 WOR M 22 5578 77 i AR IR IR 3%
T SRR AR I PP AN = i, ki SR S R B B AR 3, B M A 1 3K IS (Ayadi & Lapeyre, 2016; +
K&, 2017),

[FIE, SR 2 3 < IUAE S A5 R LU 28 i 22 7] LAAE EL 2 AMA (1) W9 28 I S IR o Bk, ZERUARAE
R, AHEGT PR A B B, ARV S0 B2 (7 D SE R R R s fEVEIRAEZE T, A
EE T VPAN 405 B 22 ()77 i, AN AT PP S8 508 £ (107 it A D S s R B 5 2 o AR AT 398 (Kahneman &
Tversky, 1979), RHEH KA R ES UM S HEMRWE R ERRIERT, REDH N ES
FAMZI, AMEL B SRANME R KAk (Pacini & Epstein, 1999). i A () 5 W HEZR BRI 44 & AL MR R, ZEAH [H]
TFPERITE O , MR HIM A0 i PR 197 i BE 2 NS, MM R, T2, fERRIRKEZE T,
X TR VF AR R R 7 i, AR S B R SE AR B PP 22 (7 i o AER ARV IRAESR S, TRSETH M E 2
TR, MRS SR E MY o FEAR [F]ZE VP 2R IR0 T 5 AN A2 T T 246 0T 2 VP 0/ 16 7 o 520 AT S
HEMMET N T2, EERAESETS, X T Z PR3 AH R = i, A4 S0 S S S 4t 22 VP A/ D (1977 i o
WA UL, THAHELE 2 H IR L2 22 SO IR O 1 R RS, MR 2 B 72 VT 26 0 B0 22 197 il i 1
PR ZE VP L B D 7

ARSI RS R T AT B, OIS & RIS SE SR AE T ER S SRR S K
{EARFFAAAAE L FAS R SEA SRR s . 15, Ak B ek B s KB E, %
FEARAREACE R E0 W 28 BEAA, 4 5 BRI H e o 8 BHAATT R W 9T ik, AWt 5 R A S sl ienk,
R RIANE K, A BRI B FLSEW AT Ay, AN T S R R AR D143 5 S BRI S 1) 1 308 2 A7 AE
—EMRZE. B, AR IS — MR RIBR ], T AN B[] PR )2 75 5 B i i e S SR

e ? R ITT, AMERIE LR R 2GR ? RIEFHEHE— PR

5. &g

AW FER I 57 SERAE IR TC T I o AR LR M Z IR, [N BRI 1 HES R X —
T Z IR A, S5 RRB: 1) MY P AAE MR LU R MBS 2) HEZRAION 5 bU R i 2222 HL M
ANAE) Do 25 ) S 8 B

SE 3K
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