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Abstract

Consumers’ purchasing behavior is influenced by not only individual factors but also others in the
society. This study investigates whether others’ language affects consumers’ purchase intention
for everyday functional products. Leveraging on dual-process theory, this paper points out the
mediating role of perceived value and positive activating emotions between others’ language and
purchase intention, and the moderating role of individual traits among these relationships is in-
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vestigated. Using the method of questionnaire survey, this study found that positive activating
moods and perceived value mediated the relationship between language of others and purchase
intention. High promotion focus positively moderated the relationship among others’ language,
positive activating moods and perceived value. High prevention focus negatively moderated the
relationship between others’ language and perceived value. The conclusion of this study improves
the mechanism and boundary of the influence of verbal information delivered by onlookers on
consumers’ purchase intention, and provides thinking and suggestions for enterprises’ marketing
practice.
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1. 3]

EHERL N5 BIEE-XTFHUEE T, Bonr, SBamrade ANt ZEFIFTFIIEENR
B RABA IR R T AL PR R SR, AN O AR SZE T LR i 2 /g ?
R PR ALBE A NKHZHR TP R AR ) BE3Er), A i s e i e R AR el ?

i NTE F AN B S 1E B 18, 2 4R B AR 55 00 2 1 1) e 4 A8 (Wi el [l 2017)0 B3R A5 5t
LR P AR RS AR P 32 BN TE T R RO T RETE . 5 A U T 7T R B ST R B TS S O B
SO, B, EEEEQ019)E TSI A AR AT S B oM 2 W SRR AE RS, A R (20006)
WFFCR IR BN 51 1S S O S AR b B UIRSCR , X Eenh o8 2 b T\ T ah e 20
SHER, fim EshRk, AREEW, B0 OCE S 3 R RE L s 55 B AE L
i, JCH R AE 2 FE WY B AR N T2 RS F RIS e . RS I LAE TR SCBR G B Al A A7
TEAE 53 22 5 Myl P sk (MRl el , 20175 54560, 2011), 281, WA RAE—EALE. F—, HAl
WA Z M B FRIEH A R T AE SR Be 28 B3RS i M A ™ s (. R
KR BT TRANE Q)L RIS . BF TR 55 W S50 28 S 9 AT 9, S5 i
B w15 B Al R B AR O IR(WR Bl s 2017), 55 W A7 AL S IUR I B 28 il T 247 R T R 1 5))
MU, BeZs2miy P R SE (A, 2011). BEFLES R M REAE R B AR T RERL ™ i ? REGAFER T Bk
FE2 LN IR A Ah, HAR T 1 BT 2 s O B SR R ? B, MBI SR N A AT
At N 5 A5 SR 9% 2 R S R PRI R SR A, AN T DT B AT D A 20 T T S B 7 A SR I L FE TR 3R
B= AT T ANAELER 2 S, R RGEIA L BN LR R TR G e E N (Wb e, 2017;
HARHE, 2011), ARMA L. BN FEENMGEREEEERAARRKZII, KA HE—R
A5 =7 (AT 58 SR JEE I At N XoF V8 2 (R 52

BT ERBHRA R, ASCHET AN TR (Evans, 2008), FEZIERAL, 51 N 1E 28 A1 AEME X0 E
A VER R E 5 SO 2 I SR R B s o i3E — 2, FE TR 8 1) 312 (Regulatory Focus Theory),
AR SO AR BE SE 7] B RT3 5 1] (14030 9% 285 00 Al N 15 5 AR FE 1 S REAN[R] - AN AR R 15 5 1) R 5 iR 1Y 171
FAE R EEL . RAMINMER SRR AR IR AN & 1 BoR. ASCEA LU oTER, 5
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=, GEEXUN TR SIS G ABRANME RO E R, 583 155U B 5 (5 BRI B R
MIPEFIRLET . 55—, §7JE 7 SCIRVD K= dh SRR BRI e A 22 B A DhRE TR o SR =
LW ERBEIRFE T ATE S S EXHE R RESE R R R R B0, ARSCE YR E SO
A, DO T RBMA L HERA LSS, ANBO R a2 55 WL R S S PR IR, 7esk 1 oCHk
T KA AR AR

NIEAE R

oA © o BANE R
.

Figure 1. Model of research

B 1. fARER

2. ERS5HRRER
2.1. BAER

BEAMEOLES . PIES. BRESS0HE, 2022), B S &M ALE (word of mouth).
ARSCATRDT AN TE 5 R M A S VP8, R BE A2 55 00 2 35 (0 Tl i ik (ki [, 2017), 491l
W, FEFHIAC AR S5 3 55 b B AR 1) 55 W00 o 0 W H B 5 A S e AR B3, (H MMt B e
FFHUBATIE T VPRI, %45 BRI ARE 9% 2 Fr el 2, & — R s B A AP E (R0, X [, 2022).
P TS =00 1 K I R B 7 f e A N s e E S, Bl A RMIES. JHIES
o Hp T EE SR BN E HEEE S M RE 20—, BFARE S AR,
BRI . AT B T B P W AR IR R AR BB 4, R B AT B ) KR (R B,
2014). BUA K T1ET DI FL2 0% MK 9 38 S0 s BLEEE B SRS R . AT, B4R %7
T ERIBE T RE 9 PR .

— R E, A AVE AT LA R AN AR I R (R [, 2017), AR EEIRIRA R 1244y 3507
W NIE T A BRI JEAR S e =R FEHR AR O S E TR R E VPN SRR R L, AN
HRE LRV EE. . (RERE. BEMES, WP EarmmmEs. R, S0
MR AR S SRR REW. HIU0. SEMES, WrhEamsiEzE. i, A2
XCs HPE TR S R R A — A R VAN BUR AN TR

WA, A NRIES N & 51 M AR (Tice et al., 2007; Tu and Fishbach, 2015; Zhang et
al., 2010). #EFH . BRI G & PGS 5 06 B B3 6 A ACOERA Brgmi(Rd bd, 2017; #4544, 2011).
MARRLSEAE )& TH B 5 2 B A= i VP s, oo B CREAh . SR B AR /AT, S HAR A
(I AT AR — B B R (Lascu & Zinkhan, 1999). A2 M AN FIFEM, At N IR BSR4 23 1F 1) 520
T e B W S SR, 91101, Tu A1 Fishbach (Tu and Fishbach, 2015) 1k B AE N 5] A AT (FR BT I AC)
= SR BT E R, TEIRUT 25, BOR — (BENLE R o R G — A RaE st e — = S %, AR5,
15 AR A 5 — g R IA W R i 2 )5, TR SRR, BB A RERRE 2 S5l
—5, Bk, A AFTERIE B R 2 S A S A - SRR . &, ASOANAIES &
XV B M S SR AR R . AR S DL R
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H1: AlATE AR, 3 93 S R s
2.2. WM TERRIER T HESBRANER P AHLE]

WEEASUES T RERGER, TS EXHE P 7 R0 . X0 TE I (Evans, 2008)f H, MAZ
MBI 25 B AR M2 50 sC R R AR R I A5 U2, o vk Sk XU TR AL & B0 78 oA )
ieH, BN, BRAER A P D SR A 26 0% T T 2% BR AR BT ST AE S PR R BT R R I RS (R4S, 2021).
BT, A0, FHUEEFLRIEI R a5 28, BIZEXUIN TC 30 Ao i 155 28 B A1 52 R
HRE R [\, 55U E T 2l g 2 2ou W, BIZESUIN 3Gt il A R ER AR 5
My 2 s . FHEAS SR, FEXUM TEIRHESE N, f548 AUBN B 7E At N\ T 55 RV 2 38 e S s
R AER .

TG RN TFWEAAR FPEHARTE, 22T BAENT AR OHEMEERERES. Lang
(1995)FEAE 61 73 PR AN HEFE . RN AR R, R i 17 28 AR BT AR IO RE E s M FE FR LA 155 TBOIR S
W, WHHCONBUETERE . Ik, De Dreuetal. (2008)E15 2870 NVUZS: s BIFRE 4 (positive activating
moods). E LV A 1 25 (negative activating moods).  FEBUEH B A 25 (positive deactivating moods)F1E
PE TV A 1 45 (negative deactivating moods). 1 25 /8 4% (emotional contagion)&f8 7E AN, AMAkZ
() EA) 17 S AR S8 A S (WIS LAVE 5 L TR0 1 A0 B 41 & 25 AT A& i (Basak et al., 2018). /MA[AIH H
W RN A IR AE S, (S 1F DAEAMARTR] “ AR ” (D5, PERSE, 2018). TEEEIRGLL
R B S S i Bl @A - RIS HLICETESE, 2010). H %G, fEHE =T, HE a8
PiMERES, B EHEEY, ANMIKESZERW, ik & r) NS EARRE(CEIR S, 2010). #—
. ERIBHE R, T E BN E Z BI TEL HE S R R AR, I O RS i E &
R =, S BB KB (LIS, 2010). BT ES B, AR SOA N &1 2wt
NIEFFREm, i NS 5 AR BE R % i R v 0 28 I s AR I 4 Fh IGO0 9 3 7E UL S A N TR AR
WIEF e AR MEckE WG . TEeE BRI 28 Rl XY 2 I R i R
B, B0, RAAE2020) 0 782 B 2% 7 AR A A R 0 sl 1 D S B TR AR AE AR ARG, Liu et al.
(2013) 45 tH W 238 b S M SE R SRAR RARJE B2 BIPIR . T2 . SRIFENE A R, i ik55(2017)
WHMSE R, fEAM TR AN K R s A M . DR, AR SO A S 5 8 Wos AR AR 1 26
S B I SR, Rt P R

H2: BOSRBRELE A TiE S ML SRR R .

AN E TRV B e A A E . A A B EE A A A B DY K E T B 25 A O B A R
(Sweeney and Soutar, 2001). FMHFREE IR 2 T K AR IR RBL, AN [FIFE BE ML B B e 2% 5 80 A
T AWM, 2022) FHLAS BLARYS I 2 22 Pt 5 b A\ 1E 5 8 T /M S R, A EE T
FROE . AEBRN . SRAME R MO SR N FI R, R SRR T, T P 2 B AN
N TE F ALTEAE B, @S 2 AR, ARd A HRE R LI S A E AR K
AL BEIIMEANE T T B TS AR P ) — AN BB DR AR &, &IV PR AT R (Gale, 1994)F1
SERR(A %, 2017 EEETA, Zeithaml (2000)IA ¥ B 38 %) 7 b BIR 55 A B B i A 2 ok, )
U S SRR . DR, A SO a1 F IORA R RS B2 R S MR VY o AN E, BRI AR G
P, AR R E . IS TRSEE R, MM v 9 8 R A, an, A T R I
28 Iy >R 1) S PN P i A S TR 3RV 2 B 0= S I R B SRR RGBT A, 30
WP AENET B, AR A R 7 b BN (CE 2 2245, 2019)0 FET U, ASTAJBRAHMEAE AR B 9%
H XS BN EN Sy, A TR S A R TSRO R . A DR R
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H3: JEENME A A 5 A 28 W SR BB R A& .
2.3. AMeEREETER

W, RCFRHANTE S 5 R FED A0 98 R 52 3 KRR 1 15 82 (Chaparro and Copas,
2003; WkEik, 2011). Higgins (1997)F118 71 & MBI Fe H, MR AR B RE 6. (2 em
(promotion focus) 1 TiiR)j 7 [ (prevention focus). P H F T 77 AEMARIEZNHL . Hbrgh R4 T7 T £ 30
ANEVRE R ARREE MR FR MR Z B HLRm, EEEAA (RRERER A R Tl e 1A B OGyE
T2 4x(Higgins, 1997). TEIGELH I 238 S SR SENT, Rk w4 o2 (17 2 & 30 = 2 A AR AR
HEEU G T SRR, T T S [ R IO 1 3 0 B i 4 1 1 22 4 (1) 038k SR (Crowe and Higgins, 1997).

YT VLA (regulatory fit)¥8MALEIE K HARKS, A AP 15 B ORI 5 A0 755 7€ R REAEAH
—BPIRAS (Higgins, 2000). T TUCECEE 1R, V9 9% 7E15 S AL B I 2 v i m) T8 F 55 MRS L m)
AAUCHEC AT s, 7 AR TR DU BOIR A (Higgins et al., 2001). FEEFTUCEOIRA T, 2494 7 & 45 & 1)
5EEEM77 A — 8, RIS 7T ILEOIRES, W 8 0HE BRI T, B R SR N A AL
BREIG AN ANAT NG . L, RFIAS O, AT i AT 77 it RS BE A 0, I IO T B
I SEA4T A (Pham and Avnet, 2004). Brockner A1 Higgin A AR HEE ) 83 TR 5E 7] A 7K 7 2 52 M4k
FE TGS B B 2R IS 17 48 A 360 4 A 5 FH 5 B (Brockner and Higgins, 2001).

BARTE, NBIRETT 28T R, (k€ [m) 1990 o3 i B RS A o, i TRUE 5, S
[F)0] 7 R W EE - SRR BT, BN, (REEE ) s BT P TN TSR S I, AR R E R
FRBEEI T, X & SOzl i S BEE R . YR s (R, 220, 2013). T TR € [ )
H O SR E AR RS, B DA I T I AR TR S S BAESE, S A T e B - PR T
G, ARBFFE N AR R E A AR B N &, BT H B B S R RS 2R 28, RIURME B
TREE e “VREE - FEIT” , DRIUARATT X AR AR AE B SR, XA E B E T, BRSO
INFIRFEMR ) BE SR g X TR 58 o) AAS BRI S AR TS 3 SR e A 3, RIS B T
BT T Y - AR, ARG B RUR, RS BB DA RSN ) FEA I 55

ARICNA, AR € 0] 1E [a) 15 At N ARARE 5 vPAN 6 S0E B AR B AR 4 DA ARG (B B IE [ 2R o 5 %6
2 E R E [ AT B B ANFRRE SO, 2B “UREE - SRR URR R, SRR TS
W OHETRIEEE, MATRARNE 2 gl — D, K 515 SARRER BEHE0E BAAR 1 28 1 52
Mgt — B R, BUROE S IR Tt RE M, 26wt mi 2 i e - i
Pk 7 2, RIFARAE 3 PRI A2 1V 23 DN A 3R & X A FE SRS S, 523 H AR 1 P SR #2(Crowe and
Higgins, 1997; Higgins, 1997), KX = fb A E A B 215 23— D3 & . MOm & 2 2k € 1) 1 w5 15 5
FRR A AV FIME R F o AR 8 [ G MATT 5, AATAE 523 “ i - g7 a7 U2,
b NFRBRAE 5 PPN HEAN T8 2 36 FONE BRI TR, BRAE 5 P AN 2 ORI IE R B0E 1 15 46
DR G 1 35 15 S5 RO R R S ot Lty B AR A A 4 R s e e 1 55 o TR, IR 25 1m) MR AN 0 B FROK FE
Kt 3R 35 VR SR AN B {2 (Crowe and Higgins, 1997; Higgins, 1997), HEIRFMAE = L 1 7= S K IE H YEAT
(SR ARAR HE 52 7] MR X Z 2RV AR 5 (A5 B . RVEREFE A IR, AT AIE 5 AR e 5o LS A B 1 5
ME 245 1 553 o

[F B, e TR ) ()R 52 1) e - JIkE” PR SRRE R, Dl e S O B AR A — BN AR (TR,
2022), MVHARAG BROBURCUZRNE, K30 EK, 2021), FARAE BS5AATREREUE B 7 KA/ 4, A
DAANEE 5= A IR R G 45, TS 515 S AR AR BE LS AR 48 (I sema s s ok, il
B 52 1) B AN 75 BB AR 4 B 5 F) 35 AN 3247 % (Crowe and Higgins, 1997; Higgins, 1997), #HETFIiEAN AN} 7=
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an OB SE, AATTRE ™ i ) DT PP SRR, R AR AR A S I 32 e s, DR b v T B 1 iR 1 1 5 AR
PR AN BRI o XM TRETT E AT &, AT 5 %2 3] By - Hld” ey NRsem, A
T BIPPO AT S AT IR U BRA A s, BB 5 VPO A S MR IE s s 28, R S 15
SRR AR B HBOE R 28 RO RIRE . R TE E A B MA A SGE R B S A, ik
AT IR AS B S U (Higgins, 1997), 3 T IUEXT™ b B PPOr, 5 i AU PP A — BOtde i xd ™
anBOZS L, DRI, AT S 0 IE 1 51 5 BUR PR AL RN B A R R

DAL bR Y DA R B

Ha:  NASEE B 518 5 ME0E RS 2 2 M 58 &

Hda: LA E 1 AR BARAI N, Xt € 1 NS B NI &5 5 At T8 5 Aas AR A 28 1) 52
RHERFE.

Hab: AHECTIRT € [ AR B N, S0 5 A AR BRI 5 5 At T8 35 A AR AR 1 46 10
RKALRF.

H5: AR BT 998 5 MU EI M Z AR &R .

H5a: LA R I A BARI N, S e g [ A B T 5 5 Al T8 5 AR B (10 5% 3 58 2

4

H5b: A LTRSS A AR B KN, RS 5 1A A BRI N T 5 5 A8 35 AR (B A 6 R
AT E

i P B AN T s, 3P ER AT R AR, B R AR 1 2 A A (ELX A A T
ORI S R SR IE 18] TR A 2 B SRR IR o ASCUCAR LR 3R 5E ) ARSBURIIN, A N 5
7% oy S I v (R R RS TR 4 L SR AR RO RO L SR, R R BT
WE B, Rt [ AR AEAT VSR AT W i B B, SREBURRIERE R 0750, E3h
RS ARRAE S, R R i N R0 R G A, 2021), A SR ABINGE S5 8, X
T T AR ARG 28 AT 7 e (R DA 4 LR T (2 BE A FH S TS, sty FR AN 1 2 R R L AR B TR i D S
oXiay-<6 P = P 1D S iR S i b L w S S o T TP S T & S R S S
TR R CEHEAE, 2021), RTBEE A SR AR BT a] . AR, ARTIERE 1A S A B A5
SRR, T DB AR E 5O OE B AR A 25 R AN = AR AR BV E T Al sl o I S . 4%
EFTA, ARHEFTEE PSR A AR

H6:  NASAHE BT 918 5 H R s RAR ARG 2 5o mia e SK S B AR R AR

Héa: XLk E i AR NI &, 1 5 S S0 B AR 15 4 5 ) S e B 1 1) 46 0% AR B R 2%

Héb: XI5 E A AMBARM AT 5, 15 5 @I s A S 4 il LS B A R R R .

H7: NKEHRS BT 9 15 5 il B 5 W SE B IR (AR &R

H7a: XHEHEE M AR BRI &, 18 & I B (520 0 K S B R Aok R .

H7b: X5 E A AR BURAINTI 5, 1R 5 8 I (8 R i 0 S JE i T8 R R 35

3. fiRFG=E
3.1. IR EHER

AWHFCEEZR T Scenario LI i, ML MKAELE S 5% . LRI IRMRIZZBIEN S 5%
BENLOr =21, =293l BB AN [RIARCAS )37 5t AR 5 AL AR A — AN P 2R U3 7 i A AR
PO R, TR S LSRR B B X dh L S S VRO IS S, I IRE S 4R IR
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—ANBE AR R P AV AOE S PR I . R S AMRG, SRS 5 E N g s T
gL B VY, FESSEES BEiES . RN E. ME, B2 58 ES AR
AHARAN NEARGF R . KIS 5 EIETHE 7 A RS APR 2 IUTE 5 S A, 28U E A ek
EEIIE S

RPN 23 140 43, HPHR0% 130 (7. 2 5F TR G 47.7%; $OE S ERE
AN 18 & 25 % 88 N(67.7%), 26 £ 30 % 17 N(13.1%), 31 & 40 % 12 N(9.2%), 40 %Ll I 12
N(9.2%), 18 ZLLF 1 N(0.8%); #JiJith, WFotEZET 10 N(7.7%), KFEAFL 95 N(73.1%), KE K&
PLR 25 N(19.2%); AW J5IE, 2000 PL R 37 A(28.5%), 2000 £ 4000 ] 19 A(14.6%), 4000 Z 6000
JLHT 43 N(33.1%), 6000 % 8000 f1 15 A(11.5%), 8000 JtLA EfI 16 A(12.3%).

3.2. ME

1) BERA. ZTEARESIRAGEG M. S5RETEAMEIREE, &EEENAESIMA
BEFRE T, 1 ARRENIER, 2K —BEW, 3 MRRMWS A TEEEE 5B E R
WL ARG A 3 24 1.

2) BT IE 4 . K De Dreu (De Dreu et al., 2008)2 Al =€ . &A@ K3 EEH, HA
HOCBRIRT L CNEREL” | “UEN” (Cronbach’s o= 0.933). M Likert 7 s E Ry, Hd 1 #or “dF
WAFE” , 78R “AEEFE" , UL,

3) AN . A KM Dodds (Dodds et al., 1991; Sweeney and Soutar, 2001)%% A g () &%
(Cronbach’s o= 0.956). A 5T H, HAHEHA “ R EEFHE AR o SR Likert 7
mERTS, B L FoR CEFRARRT , 7TER “EEEZRT, M.

4) NHFE . K H Higgins (Higgins, 1997)5 Ngmiil &R, B A& AR 7 AR i3 € 1] (Cronbach’s o =
0.953)F1 1 [ % [7](Cronbach’s o = 0.961), A% 5 188, 10 8. XSFHREERMBREEEA “3&
HERAEAMARFES N TE” &, XTHPEmiiiEEE “RET S5 HWATAM R ARG .
KH Likert 7 SRy, Hip 1 Ro) “EHARR" , 788 “EHRR", DS,

5) WEEIE. RAT Mullet (B ZETC45, 2006). Zeithaml (Aravindakshan et al., 2004)%5E A\ 2 il 1 &%
(Cronbach’s o = 0.898). AW k3t 4 @, A HA “RIEEZFHIUWTREMIER K7 o KH Likert 7
HERY, Hh 1 FoR “AERAREE” . 7FRR “ERRE” , DS,

6) P . AT K MEHIERAREENE =1, & =2). FR1 =18 FLLTF, 2=18~25 %,
3=26~30%, 4=31~40 &, 5=41~50 %, 6=51~60 %, 7=60 ¥ L\ ). BHHE EE(O = #+, 2= Wit
3= R¥AR, 4= K%, 5= hLaihH, 6= a4, 7= ¥4, 8= /%), HIRA(1 =2000 LT, 2=
2000~4000, 3 =4000~6000, 4 =6000~8000, 5=28000~10,000, 6=10,000~12,000, 7= 12,000 L I).

3.3. ot

BERAE . ACRH Jamovi 2.2.5 FHATIRAETER T M1 I &R &8 1T 7 248 % AVE M &5
& CRo #5148 B0 1) 24 TR H R 7 2 208 0 0.7, JEREZ 0.755 28 0.969, 1t BH 5 78 A48 F X0 . 1)
FUEH AR SRR SRR 2R AVE BIKT 0.6, Tl 0.6861 % 0.8269, HAE1E
JE CR ¥ KT 0.8, JEHESZ 0.8970 % 0.9603, i B M & AR & ) [X 20 24 5 P AR IE

AIAGI . 2 1 Frx, BAES S5 EE 25 E EHSR@E=0.557, p <0.01); &5 580G
TE2E R IEMK(r= 0465, p <0.01). &5 SR E M A2 EFEIEMART=0.196,p<0.1); &5 57
B 58 M) AASASHH K (r = —0.102, p = 0.231). &5 SEGIM AR 2% IEAH X =0.501,p <0.01).
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Table 1. The mean and standard deviation of variables and the correlation coefficient between variables

=1 TENHE, REERTEEEXAY

g EEZE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 iES 1.496  0.50
2. Y5 2,604 111  0.083
3.EIEY 3165 075 0117 —0.074
4. HEWE 2741 149 0064 0011 0.508"
5. HIeN  2.036  0.79  —0.048 —0.253" 0.363" —0.052
%‘i@?@;\ 3.65 176 04657 —0.180 —0.016 —0.171" 0.167° (0.933)

7. BAMME 433 137 05017 02477 0.005  0.002 —0.061 0.498™ (0.956)

8. fRiEEM 453 166 0.196° 0.172° 0.102 0.016 —0.012 0.161 0.240" (0.953)

9. WiBliEm 451 173 —0.102 0.086 —0.050 —0.009 —0.083 —0.162 0.076 —0.597"" (0.961)

10. WISEEE 436 1.30  0.5577 0.180°  0.040  0.033  0.025 0.535" 0.839" 0.255" 0.003 (0.898)

W N=130; ™, p<0.01 GWE): * p<0.05 CWE): X ALIMHBAI N RIE,

3.4. RigEE

3.4.1. PRI

B H1 FEH, ARG SRR, 980 K R m . R 3R 7 22 45 R R AN [F] S50 4H 6] T 3K
SRR A ZE 5+ 35 (F = 31.495, p < 0.001). FH/EMM L nl s, —Hy WA EEZR, WE 2 P,
WAE SN E ZE S T HM s =533, M as =4.19; M g = 1.14, p <0.001), BEH TIHIES
BEHAHAM s = 3.49; M- = 1.84, p < 0.001). FHIHEZE S THRIESHHAAM - = 0.7, p <
0.001), &% H1 A7,

[ 2 N S N 1 &) BN e )

BURIES RS HIRES

Figure 2. Average value of purchase intention across language types
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ik H2 fa i, BN TAE S AL R Bk H3 8, BEMEF N T AE S
SERIBIIR R, #—2, KA SPSS Process /7 i 8 (Hayes & Preacher, 2014), X4 Fis. #H K
Fo ARNHATIER G, R EE TS BN EETE S R S SRR AR R AR
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W 2 AR, 35 50 LR B R TR F 25 N IE(b = 0.9621, p <0.001, Hif 3), HHAFANE R,
T 0 ) ST 2 R P B T AE PR A AR 5 38 (b = 0.2467, p=0.012, #E7L 4), B =5 eIl R AR AR 6 I e S0
EHEZE (b =1.1688, p<0.001, AU 1), WHEBAIB AR 26 0 W % B 1) 1 ) B4 A 835 (b = 0.1101,
p=0.017, A 4), 15 F0HRAME P IE [ BAE 2 (b = 0.9015, p<0.001, A 2), BRAMMEXTIE
SIS IF 17 TR A A 2 (b = 0.6508, p < 0.001, #7 4), pbAh, HE4T 5000 Y% bootstrap fifi i1 [A]#E4L
No SEHREIR, 5T S R RAR AR 28 5 e W S R ) (A1 RN A 0.1287 (95% C1=[0.0178, 0.2381],
ANLE0), BOFRAARE LW RO . 1 IS BN E I T 28R 0.5867 (95% CI = [0.3629,
0.8369], AELE 0), EAINMERIF AR L. £5 L, R H2. H3 oz,

3.4.2. PHHBEE

W 2 AT AR R, B E AR S, (3 E [ 515 F 1058 BLIUN S R AR G
& N 1) R B8 B N IE (BSR4 =0.543, p<0.001, A 5; BAM{E: b=0.4193,
p < 0.001, BEAY7), UEEAEHE R M AN REE T B OSSR S A M TRIAE A, B RERE 998 5 00
RENMERITOAER . R, R e MBS S, TR € A5 1 A B IO O R AR 28 1 &R
BAEZED=-0.1716, t=-1.6401, p=0.1036, 1A 6), FiRiE 518 5 128 HIOERINE 1) R EUE
(b =-02773, t=-3.4623, p<0.001, A ), HIF; E A B R 1595 5 0B A E A TG/ E H -

B P AT TR R . 8] 3 AN R FE I R ) SR A E AR S O B BIRIE I OC &R
FER R M DL N (+1 sd), 155 AR BOE B AR I 28 (1) TR M s BE 22 (b = 1.811, t = 7.677, p <
0.001); 7ERAEEEE A OL R (=1 sd), 8 5 A5 B0 AR I 26 B 52 A G5 (b = 0.009, t = 0.042, p
=0.966). T HI{EIREE A ARG ISR IE RN, (R Hda ROr. BEAY 6 Sos, TiBHE A 518 5 058 B R
BF((b=-0.1716, p =0.1036), ik H4b AT,
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Figure 3. Diagram of regulation effect of promotion focus on language and positive activating moods

B 3. (REEEINES REERRRBENETREE

4 AR BE 2 1) 4 R I8 S R S E K R . RS IR 3E2 AL R (+1 sd), 1B SRR
P 5 AN B IE [ M B 53 (b = 1.791, t = 10.158, p < 0.001); FEARAZIEE AE ML R (-1 sd), 155K
5 T T AR AR 17 4 I B A SR 9 (b = 0.399, t = 1.766, p = 0.08). 1t BIE3EE ] A M IR IE RN, %
H5a %57,
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Figure 4. Diagram of regulation effect of promotion focus on language and perceived value

4. (BAEEIES KRN ERET N E

FE 5 NANEITIDT 22 17 644 1 38 5 AR S B E Ik R o AEARTIBT 2 ML R (-1 sd), 155 Rk
P SIS 235 IEA (b =2.210, t =44.141, p < 0.001); {ER TR E BE ML T (+1 sd), 18 5 RN 5K
HE 2 U %(b = —0.319, t =—2.174, p = 0.032). 15 B TR 5E ) AK& I 55 1E 208, % HSb BT,

4.5 A
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Figure 5. Diagram of regulation effect of prevention focus on language and perceived value
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3.4.3. ETHHM AR
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Table 3. Table of regression for grouping tests of moderating effects (1)
= 3. TR AR RIEYIR)

BOSRBMRE S MO SRR 45 M10 JRAMNE M11 JREMNE M12
b t b t b t b t
A BETR 4.025™ 5.002 5.0417" 6.111 2.944™  4.641 3.190"" 5274
Pl P -0.079 -0.283 —0.435 -1517 0865  3.938 0.670" 3.187
P R 0.031 0.206 -0.050 -0.302 0.002 0.021 -0.006  —0.053
il BERE -0.339 —1.749 -0.369 -1.755 0.001 0.004 -0.021  —0.133
il AU 0.121 1.214 0.144 1.320 -0.022  —0.282 0.058 0.731
BIE = 0.917" 2.625 1.220™" 3.489 0.551" 1.999  0.881""  3.436
WG S -0.733" —-2.125 -0.935"" —2.682  -0.614" —2257 -0.832"" —3.256
T 1 ke 0.420 2229 -0.153  -1.031
TR RIS & 0.489 1.856 0971  4.677
TR+ ERAE S -0.586"  —2.482 0.096 0.515
WA 2: TR E —0.084 -0.605 0378 3.697
TR IE & -0.177 -0.889 -0.653""  —4.460
T E 5 0.144 0.715 -0.116  —0.787
R? 0.269 0.269 0.402 0.392
FE: N=130; 77, p<0.001 FUR): 5 p<0.01 (WE): 5 p<0.05(W=E).

[FEE, IS S AR RA, BREPNRES . THIESWAMA R, FRHE R TR E F g

AR B, 2 RIARRAS BIAZE I, NI, BAREGE RN 4.

Table 4. Table of regression for grouping tests of moderating effects (2)
= 4. FPYE S ERERIEYTRQ)

PR RIS M13 R RIS 2 M14 RENNME MLS RENNME M16
b t b t b t b t
AR 5 3292 4.061 4.106™ 4.937 2.330™ 3.647 2358 3.866
il 1R -0.079 -0.283 —0.435 -1.517 0.865™" 3.938 0.670™ 3.187
Pl F 0.031 0.206 -0.05 -0.302 0.002 0.021 -0.006 -0.053
il BERE -0.339 —1.749 -0.369 -1.755 0.001™" 0.004 -0.021 -0.133
il RN 0.121 1.214 0.144 1.32 -0.022 —0.282 0.058 0.731
BRIE S 1.650™" 4.448 2.155™ 5.768 1.164™ 3.982 1.713™ 6.254
RS 0.733" 2.125 0.935" 2.682 0.614" 2257 0.832" 3.256
WA 1 fRdkEm 0166 -1.276 -0.057 —-0.557
TRBERIIE S 1.075™" 432 0.875™" 4.464
RIS 0.586" 2482 -0.096 -0.515
WA 2: TFiER 0.06 0.42 0.261" 2.503
T B AE -0.322 -1.502 -0.537""  -3.419
T i —0.144 -0.715 0.116 0.787
R? 0.379 0.269 0.402 0.392
H: N=130; ™, p<0.001 XWE); 5 p<0.01 WE); 5 p<0.05(WE).
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WiE 3 AR 9 oR, (R n STHIE F A IR BUE E N (b = —0.586, p = 0.014), 417 4 Kt
13 EBoR, e ) 5 HRGE S A IR HUE E N IE(D = 1.075, p < 0.001). Bt BHAR LG TRAE 3 58 1 A4
Xof iR e E ) NAK T 5, ARARAE 5 R R0E B AR 1 26 (R R 635 v T AROE 3 X es BRI 25 1 52
Wiy, A PR TE RSO R AR 1 28 IR A W 2 v TV AR B RS B AR A R R R, T AR AR ZH R o
PRI 2 A SZ AAS T (B 9: b=0.489, n.s.)o & 6 NANFIZEI (115 5 24050 B 7E i e ik B AR 2t 52 1)
NIEAEDL T SEE RS IR .

Bos TR G 48
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Figure 6. The interactive effects of different types of language and promotion focus on posi-
tive activating moods

6. FEIXEIESHSREE R HIER AR BEHZ B

W 3 AR 10 o, TiB € [ AE 5 2828 PN 28 B0 R B A B2 (b s =—0.177, p = 0.376;
b s = 0.144, p = 0.476), W15 4 PR 14 BoR, TR & FAHE S R AP IR B A R E Db »
s = —0.322, p = 0.136; b gpsie = —0.144, p = 0.476) . Ut B = 215 55 XHSE B AR AR S 48 (1) 52 W AS 52 31 TR
SE [ NG R 5 1

Wi 3 PR 11 BoR, (ke mAFIGE S A IR B E NIE(bD =0.971, p<0.001), Wi 4 K]
BEAL 15 R, {RHEE MARIGE 5 28 HIAREUE E N (Db = 0.875, p < 0.001). T3 BAAH L TARMEE 2 A
B, SRR E M ARG S, ARARAE S RSB O R (R R 8 i T s R A E s, AR
B R BN P R B AR R 3 v T T RO S R IR B R, T P 2R T A LI 2 AN 52 AR
TR 11: b=0.096, n.s.)e &7 NASFIZEE PIE 5 240 50 BIFE e i SR AR 0t 5 1) AR o S5 8 i
KR

e 3 A 12 R, TP 8 A RARGE & A8 B R B E N (b = —0.653, p < 0.001), Wi 4 1)
T 16 R, TR E ) AERRTE & 28 BLIURHOE 2 N (b =-0.537, p < 0.001). $EHX T ERAMMETT S,
FHEC T @ TR 58 R AAS, AT M ARSI 5, FRREE 5 R0 A (B 0 AR B 2 38 v T o 1 5 0k
FVRE R, RS T R R AR 4 R P AR 2 v T A 5 e BRI 4 RS, T R e 2R A
P ZERAZ NG TTEER 12: b=-0.116, n.s.). ¥ 8 NAFIZEAY (115 5 24 5 551 75 =5 TR 1 S A TR s
I NS L T 5 AN B 1 X R
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Figure 7. The interactive effects of different types of language and promotion focus on
perceived value
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Figure 8. The interactive effects of different types of language and prevention focus on
perceived value

8. FRIRENEFASTRIE R ABI AN ERI X E R

3.4.4. HETHPABERE

HE— DRI WA A AN, KA Process H Model7 #£47 5000 YK bootstrap i it [EJ RN, 45 R
WIR2E 5 Frow, FEARGEEEE M1 51T, B0 BUAR AR A% 44 1 s A 280N A 2 2 (indiirect effect = 0.0095, 95% CI
= [-0.0793, 0.083], 7 0): fEm {2k & M Z&LE T, WO R AR, 44 i b A 240087 5 3 (indirect effect =
0.1909, 95% CI =1[0.0221, 0.3606], AELE 0); kKM T, %57 23 (indirect effect = 0.1814, 95% CI =
[0.1014, 0.2776], AEE 0). BEBMEREE MMV 7 Ad NS 5 80 I 30s B AR 1 26 5 i iy S 7 J (1) 1)
FERFR, HAEREEE K, AR/ TERE, B Hea KoL, [\, 7EAUEIEE &R, B
M AR B FR A 28OS A 2 (indlirect effect = 0.0706, 95% CI=[—0.228, 0.339], & 0); fEERHEE A% T,
JEHDME A R85 2 (indirect effect = 0.8983, 95% CI=1[0.5909, 1.2442], R 0); mRE&MF R, =
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S i 2 (indirect effect = 0.8277, 95% CI=[0.8189, 0.9052], AN 0). BN E M AT THNES
T I N (R e I SR R R AR &R, HON AR AR, IR R R, R H7a 7.

TEAR TR 2 M 24, s B AR 17 26 1) H AR08 2 3% (indlirect effect = 0.1526, 95% CI = [0.0179,
0.2838], ANELE 0), FER TP E A 261N, BOE B AR 25 1 A 208 15 3 (indirect effect = 0.0885, 95%
CI = [0.0061, 0.1881], AL 0); mflKskfF F, Z 5 &2 % (indirect effect = —0.0641, 95% CI = [-0.01138,
—0.0957], ANEE 0). WiBH T R ARG T 1A S 5 S SRS 25 5 e S R R R R,
E ST 52 m) AKE S 155 00 0 B RN A7 2 5 e ) S R SR TR 600 RFE R %, ik Heb oz [RIEE,
FEARTRB 5 464 T, A B A 2805 48 3 (indiirect effect = 0.9213, 95% CI=[0.5715, 1.2637], A°f
T 0); TEE RG24 T, BEE A 1 H A 208 2 3 (indiirect effect = 0.3094, 95% CI = [0.0003, 0.6019],
ALE 0)e BREMER, 25 52 (indirect effect =—0.6119, 95% CI=[-0.5712, —0.6618], A% 0). %
B TR 7 ) ARSI T A S 5 A A s ma e S M e &R, BOAHIRTIR E A, 35 5l
A R e 0 SR R R I A R R, B HTb 7.

Table 5. Moderated mediating effect test
= 5. BETHRN YKL

AR R R AR 2 AR BANE

M pedier ooatter  AE pedfer  BootLr

fRitEr AR R 0.0095 -0.0793 0.083 0.0706 -0.228 0.339
mA AR R 0.1909 0.0221 0.3606 0.8983 0.5909 1.2442

Az S5 0.1814 0.1014 0.2776 0.8277 0.8189 0.9052

piEr AR 0.1526 0.0179 0.2838 0.9213 0.5715 1.2637
AT AR R 0.0885 0.0061 0.1881 0.3094 0.0003 0.6019

Az S5 —0.0641 -0.0118 —0.0957 -0.6119 —0.5712 —0.6618

3.5. BESWR

AWEFOIE TP, SRR TG S0 98 W SRR RN, 2D 1154 SRk i
AR R NSRBI AR T . ARBIETEAT 2 LR 4518 S0m AR AR 28 S S0t (B 0 Al A 5 A0
VSRS PR A RN S 2 o (R RE O AR YA 13 S ANE T B S 28 2 IR A&, et e R RS B
RN, AR 5 ASOE RS 25 50 RSB35 (5 1) N S TR 58 1) A% B3 1Y 198 5 MU Sn
EZ IR 2R, feadt E ) NS B B R R AR BRI N, Al IS 5 RUBNME I R R B2 .

3.5.1. IBip TRk

A REA N F IS E L B, SR THEE, SIS K XE R A 1EH,
IOAIE T S TR 2 R IR S A [ i At AT 5 A SRR R A S R B A . H R SRR M B —
PR TE FE A N3 5 55 B (R o b A3 5 (i % 3 (45 5 A R 90 B A OO B (W el 7], 201 7) st
I WEH MR R (E G, 2011), SAFEMTY P et DA STHR 1 AR [ 4515 48 AN 0 0 0 28 R 42
SRS H R VR I NLER . DRIk, ASHIE TR XU TR LRI & 7 0 NS 5 15 B 2 5 ook
AR FIR . 26—, AR ST Z R IE, RE IR T MR B E S S A
fEg BAE R RAT A A ER . X fedt g m B e 10 5, A B S 6 BOm B R 1 44
MVE R SE i X it B U s 2R AT SR B i, A AE & A B E S . Hitk, AR
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MONKE B S LA HE At A1 5 15 BT 9 RS I A R R, 378 7 XU CEg R IE G 5. 20 =,
REAEBT FUALIRTE M AR B8 rh At N T8 35 06 52 AR i M 2 i VR, A SO R T It FE R i R
BAIE TS HR B D RETY P i R RE AR 2 B NE S B 5500, ASCE YR A A E SO BA A 55 I
DT SCHR T AR RO HERS N ASE I 5T, ANBOt IR FA A 55 W18 5 (5 B RPERINLE], 7858 7 STk
E RPN AT NTAR

3.52. TEBR
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g5, B, SR TAEN R E3) 570 S E A TE IR IR %% . BE T R E S HEMER, DUHEE R
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