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Abstract

Consumers’ tendency to personify an object is innate. Lonely people can not only establish social
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contact with people, but also establish anthropomorphic contact with non-human objects (such as
anthropomorphic brands) to make up for their lack of social relations. This study found that com-
pared with non-anthropomorphic brands, consumers have higher brand love for anthropomorphic
brands, and loneliness significantly enhances consumers’ love for anthropomorphic brands. Con-
sumers with high loneliness prefer enthusiastic personification brands, while consumers with low
loneliness prefer ability personification brands. Loneliness stimulates individuals to interact with
anthropomorphic brands in a quasi-social way, which in turn makes consumers more fond of an-
thropomorphic brands. This study enriches the literature content of loneliness and brand personi-
fication, and puts forward marketing strategies and suggestions for the new consumption demand
under the booming lonely economy.
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FUNALTE B MG EK] HL T DA R0 3 s B 55 9 Bt 3 2 IRV B, 3 S7 it 5 3 91 8 1) A I i 175 JE B %
(1], TR H & 2 o A R TE G45 78 23 D2 R AL IRAE,, ZIAREN G A A A
MRLEAE “RETL” 5 BB PIASLERL IR S DA R 0 2k i UL Do 22 R R I AC < B
B HONEZR ARSI s T ORFAREEAG N B R RIS 93 LARE J75i . Bl fE
HEBIEN R, 2T R BIO R L AE AN

WETRCAESE, A (2 SN R EAT RN B PR k(2] @52t 2 HEF . gk
A TRHBE, A2 5 BRI RS AR, R RSB AL B (3] I 2 S AL i
R 1A, AT LA SR — A S HAH R R, I HIRX MR L BE 56 R T RE T L4 AT 9 2ok
BRI 1 I AR 56

SRIRYE, A SORE R i BN SRR (B8 70 B /A ) 5 9 2l 8 AR (A1) RO 52 LRSS T it o o
R SR, HREER A & TN AE RN AL SRR (RE 0 2L A ) 590 9 3 ISR ) 58 L 200 X i
Al 52 A RZ M o R PR A RN

2. XGRS MRRER
2.1. RS GRS Z AL

Y5 1PN A2 o S0 47 Ry = 15 7 W (0074 N9 SN SN Lo 7 Y P F R K < R
AR N7 (4]0 SRR I NAC T E BN, ANVE X T ST 2 AL R R AR, IR RIS
HRORVEALHE SR, AR IR SRS .

KT SR NACIIZERE , Fiske (2002)HR4% ZIAR R Y AT, K it UL AL X0 I A AL
5 BN o BN AIUASE . H BIRSERHIE, BBV NI AU, AT 30
BRI 5 FAUNAG R R S R SR RE AN RE, OB SRR RREM DD S R R DA K
WIRTREIN “BETI AN [5]o BRIERESE A (2017) KB, V1 7 SR (K B 2 an A AEAR KU G 56 T
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ARG B BN S R R PR i [4] o B RHEE S (201 8) FERIT FU B2 A RN A B, X T T e 2= i, AN A
X RE I RN AL i B 2R T v SR X AR A MO R AU A i R A T e B
(6]

EA BT T BRI 530 3 O B S BRI AR &5 5, AR R I AR T 7
T AT SRRt B 2 AR5 128 B BR AN EOK B 2R3 T A A IO A I 5 A s o v
PR R AE B S AW AR TG ) T NBRAZAER Sk =, WAl H SR AMEE AR, MsiEiE
RN TEAE A i BEAT AR FF IR, DISRISALSE R R A2 (7). Epley 55224 (2007) 04, IKTAEA
PR AN R PR ANATTR B 54k 2 HO R, B> SR AL AR ORI [8]. AU, ASCRE M,
R AR 59 98 OB A T, SR W I P ) 58 EL 28OS0 ¥ S84 9 RIS

st AL 5 R Bl 0T i R A R R A R R IR R R B R AR TE (9] WAL T BLIR T e
P EEALUN SRR 5, WA DI RN B 1, AR AT SO AL B G I A 7 e 4
6 A AR BRI 10]0 XTI AL SRR U, 249 Bt 2 B 2] it o B AT SR T NS AE Al AT 2 s o
RN TE AT IR RETEMK S, BB ZIZRM11]. H2, ARSNGB R BN R EE.
M9 5 i R BB H AR AP E MR RAG LLBOE, fESLRE b, T 2% 5 i R T At 250
FREHEOH, HAAFRGENHL, SRR RS [12]. ASCRA Loureiro (2012) &2}
dn R AT E[13], ¥R 5 ANE .

ST, ASCR W R

H1: A TARU A AR, T 33 U A 7 2 B s P it Bl 2
2.2. HEIT AR

Fe [ 22 Weiss (1973 FIUHUES (14 DR 2 AN 75 5K IR A 2 H A, BIIICBURRGR,: AN i 8 2 SR B
B T ERNBR R AL, B R Z SR AR R M [14]. Peplau A1 Perlman (1981)IA 49k
MR AR I B R A 2 5K R P 4 55 S R A BE 7 AR B R R RIS P AR AN R ARG, TEiR R
EsZ e R R ERERR[15]. A AT IOMUB T E SCRTA G B DU A3 55—, AIOMURE R 1 1% 25
PRI Bl JERRA; 35—, IUUECRIE T MARIAE SRR “OR 57, BEABRRRA K. BT H
RARYEH AL, IR 2 7=

ST, [ A AR T3 ZE AR T MR o B R T RV AR . XERS BN S AT v, i TR Y
OB SR AR [ 45 FR) 3 B P it il o S5 24028 . Vohs FI Faber (2007) (1 7045 5 3 WA AIMUBE AT R T P4
PRIV 2 K, HAnIE P BT e[ 16]: BREm. AHIESEQ015)FE, B AU P& A S0 A
CUHTH B R AR 17]

S A ARG T IR S AL ™ St i 2 81 5% R B FE IR AN 5, (ELER 0 AT 90 A L 52 HE 5 10
T B AR T A SAUNAL ™ [ 18] Chen S852 3 R BL, BEHESF I AL T 1A ZRA (5 R UM (FPR A A
L) 2% XHUAL B MR R, PO AT 24 B SRR GRS . B2 S B T3 b
(197 #RET(2021)IA, fEASHRFREEE T, AR B HEE M T SR R S b, TR B 3
{52 BE 3 RN AL SRR [20] o R BEALI Ak 2 HE e R 1 21 2 O S AU A7 B PO BEAL A R AR, A0 7™
il AL S RFAE R IR A AE AR SR AT 3]

WRIEFT 5 I GE B, M 24 RR R 5467 B O B RME . B3 4R B
B, NMEFHETH LB OREE, MIZ4EERA BT QRIS O REYS R BLAL A AR
F FROMBE 2 4 P PR B it gl 2 R A SR (210 B IO R RS A X E U H 2 S
MNP AERREE AT SR, IR A S e i B g, 5 AT REIE L 2R UL SR TR B 2
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R RERFA[18], MIMLEMRF B Z 42 B R B EUIRIRS], TR Fr AL PRES 15 Jo 18 =57 (1 BE AR 5 2
P AE R [22] 0 [RIHAR SCHE YA 2 2 IUBURE S St R AL HEAT A8 L, SR E i RV 2 2 TS R XA
A R A B A O

AR AR SR S AT B . SR BT /5 11 UCLA UMUK &% [23], X5k UCLA
BRIATEAN, R 10 NEB24]. SOCRAH 7 AEAFER, RS HATE R, UL E
(455 B BTG T 15 2 B ISP 3 8, e, RO . X TR L, AU %
Wildschut (2006) 3735 [25], HRE LB AT FE 1 10 BUTMRAS ¥ UCLA AR &% [24]. ik
LRI LA “A R AR R PR e A . ARITIRALLL “ A2 VR AR BR a2 1 R [ B XA M . 2 Ji5 15 ik
BAESLAREE R: mIURZE ) 2 5 2 0 35 R AR T OB A5 20 5 P (B AH PR s AR AICBRZH 1
2> 5535 M A 75 S0 A AT T PTOMURR AT HOR L I B AR 2 . SR, SR 2 B R 56 (R 49 )
NI 2 PR B B — AU A PRI AN ), FRBEBEHEE M s 1= FEEARE, 7= B
A7) RIS, 37 U ZH IO R K P B S AR AT A R OB, DR S 56 TR
BRI

T, AR IR

H2: AR S 1E [ S0 5 00 A T R B S R o ARG TR AR v 23, i IR P ¥
W B Z AL SR

2.3. AR AW B SRR AT 32 B R 3 A ko 22 O R0

RE 77 BN AL B 5 A ZRADN A i OGS IS (AT S i B RO S22 15 > MBI 22 5, DA RO R 2 7
T EH OB, 2 H AT E AT SR R AL

4% Epley M= R gz BEIL, A B LA ) 2 55 (0 S L RG4S M s HLR L
RAEBIHL. T REE AR OB Z A2 A, A S PEshHLIE ST AT PR e b 30 F AR
T BT[] A G SR AR AR A ASE AR BN 7], Jole oAk A2 B = SR AR [22] 0 TR RS HLAEA
AT AN ARG sk ANAf s thE S R TN AR AR (260 BRI v AU AN 4 BE W] E LD T AL S PRSI AL
B b R AR A BN AR, AR AT T AT e H R R BTG 258 it 7 2 1 7 B LA AL B

IBEAN AL A R AF AR A, #AT VAR AR A R B 5RO (271 S Hs R SR 2GR “HiE S
RMFTE” ESCOVME SRR, “BREIMTFE” PO O M5 B 3 EE1F
AWML e I FE28]. BB T EAR LG, MEASIERERZ R ERELI . Bk, AR
SRR AL, B R A AMEAS S RS2 NRFE A FAE RO AL i B SE A B T v
PO A PR B Z Ak R A RN 7 DRI T 3RA5 5 22 UM 2 2 B o2 o 5 A BB AL it AR
B, A RE M RERR AR IF S RURE . FLEh A SR SRIBR IR E 70 B AN AL i R EE 5 SR A AR AT 91 35 1
%, PUERL TIRAUMEGH 285 B RCEIL TR 2. STk, ASCRH W MBs:

H3: AT (RE ) /ARG ) R 2t 2 PO ATLERAE EL MV 9% 25 1) it R %

H3a: VU R 2% 3 X T S8 B UL A il R A B i ) il L 2

H3b: ARSI B2 00 T HE 0 AR AU0 N A ol 7 A B s ) ot e o 2
24. ¥ ERHPRNER

FAL S AR P HE O ARRTEA fiy tA B—Ff i L 07 [ SREAT A BR SR R — 0%
BIZIHE” [29], RMREGANH B T B S F R E 143 2 SEBLATN[30]. XTI &R,
RTINS AR IFE R S KR, ROTIY “ A&7 RABER M, 12 H HUBURE A ABHERE SR, X i
AT DR B AR (311
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MEAFE TS . MU, R DL B Z R 08 (15 SRR ST i s S AR 2 G B S B A
[32]. FfIIE Y 3% 3% 08 5 W Nk & Bl AS 2 FIE At & Bl JRIRAE T AU i N Ao +E 2 38 1
A SN [33], AT B PR SRRI AR R, M ARFE AL RS S At N LA R R [34]

— 5T, Rt AR A ZHE R MR I S S AR 2 R 8 7 SR A5 B 2 [35] X i IUkUE
W BN TR 27 R R SR F R E. H—m, RS H A
R PEAR T B 20T i R R SR AN B PR 36, IX SRR RRPESIHL, Bk A T@ i LA SR oo A
S HH SR PR AT FR0 1 R E AR AR DG[26] 0 BT DAASCHERT, (AR TY 2 & 72 5 NG SRR S8 kE 2 B30 v 2
FFR S TR, AT 2% o R 7 A B v R e % o

i FL K A Labrecque (2014) &34 4t 2 BT R ([37], W& 6 AN @i,

BT, ARSI B

H4: 4 935 5l R S L2 B ) BN TE Sl AL A 28 2R R of 385 B AIOMURR S8 B 520 9l 387 il R 57
AR R R A ER

Héa: X T BN SR, SO 2 4 et 5 Sl = A2 B8 2 84 18y, AATTNT fi he = A= 58
5 PR i L 2

H4b: X TRE ) B RE, ARATURRBH 9 2 et 5 T = A B8 2 24 2 L)y, DATTINT i = A B
51 PR i L 5
2.5. BiIpERARIR L

A A IR ) 8 L —— AT R4 2o RN S B 2 MR R, EAETHS AR
563 S HE T VH 2 OB AL f R ) e 2 AR FE I IR M g2 s R, FER AL =R 3 B A0 1 g
TR BRI SCRE T, XA AN [RIRE FE AR )3 9% 285 0T e 0 8L« s R ABL ARG it L7 A R AS R e
DALy S i b R TR 5 ot R LSRR DI & Bl o s A AR B, P9 9% 3 R B 2 7 AR 2 LR I )
HABHA P 1 TR,

FRREUA LSS

HZRE IR

Figure 1. Theoretical model

E 1. EigRa

3. SAERMESRERE

ALV TS . SRR R T AN “Stone” T LR KA B0 H HLSE G CORILAR
RHOAACTE S “ReRa N7, B TSEI R PE I S0 I 75 A B Fy 3Rb s i 1 S R U B e ik A A S B
fi o

LI — WP AR IR 5 AR OIS Bk 52 2 18] Y 5QI8E, RITREIG: HI. H2; SEI6 — 3@ i) Al
BEATERIN, IR i AU AL SR AL (RE 0 B/ B ) LN A it R B 52 7 A O 52 B2, R B8
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K-S HFHEH A R RN, BRI H3. H4.
3.1. SCif—

S — K R AL, AH Al 2 frs, S SC o« s, AR IRE 5K Stone!
TR BE, R () S BRI R IR A S, ISR AR EAERE, AIRAE, Bl LUk
gy 7 JERNA B I 3 Fn, BLEISCTEN “IXJ2 Stone MHHEIESRE, T AR SR IR E B, 1SS T
T HI R E STERE, " LURCOER L 7

Figure 2. Picture of anthropomorphic group
2. IMAEHE R

Figure 3. Picture of non-anthropomorphic group
& 3. FEMAEER A
3.1.1. (BHERE
ASLIGIE 15 AN, FEAE N 78, Cronbacha R¥UH 0.815, KMO i 4 0.802, Rit 5 R RIL
£ 56.618%, HTFHWALEMTT, WHAAHAEIRGE. JERLE, THT#H—L 0.

3.1.2. AESH
G DA e 2 N R AR B AT T 20T, AR 1 . STWIAERE, AHEE T IR, A
A it S S ) B R 2 R A, BOAIE T SEIR R SR AL R B . RIS, ESE TR HI.

Table 1. Analysis of variance results

T 1. FENHER

AN S B CFIME + AREZE)
ERNAL TS (n = 37) UL R (n = 41)
i WL 52 3.62+0.89 572+0.75 128.349 0.000"*

F p

“FR p<0.05, "FEp<0.01, "FEp<0.001.
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3.1.3. &EEASHT

AR SCAS B AIARBE R H N A /AR A, it REOT i P 52 PR 52 ELsE ), AR PEIRDASE R 3% 2 fow: AR
1 PAFEEZEG PN ST, 0= JEALL, 1= SUALL). HR 2 s H BB S ) 5H
AR R, REAY 3 75 AR B U AR R R T P N3 B E AR R T AR R SRR . AR 3
AL 15 SRR AL S BT 22 B 2 (p < 0.05), Ui W78 2% & AIOMUBTE S BB AL 5 75 6F
s KA 7 TR 5 T AR PR BT AE A s A T ARG S REL, 00N Ab i R BB SR AR I 9 3 B v 1D e
%o TH T N HIOMURRE BE R, KON A it R o o R

Table 2. Hierarchical regression analysis results

F 2. SEREVASHER

AR A 2 A 3
% 3.616" 3.695 3.588"
(26.897) (28.090) (26.501)
AL S R[S R T - - -
; . 2.101** 1.952* 2.024*
AL (11.329) (10.551) (11.109)
| 0.372* -0.132
A (2.840) (-0.530)
S R 0.682
& (2.358)
FEAE 78 78 78
R? 0.628 0.664 0.688
HE R? 0.623 0.655 0.675
Fia F(1,76)=128.349,p=0.000 F(2,75)=74.174,p=0.000 F (3, 74) = 54309, p = 0.000
AR? 0.628 0.036 0.023
AF {8 F(1,76)=128.349,p=0.000  F(1,75)=8.066,p=0.006  F(1,74)=5.560,p=0.021

RIAZEE: iR 2

*p<0.05%p<0.01 FE5HEN t 1H.

3.2. LT
3.2.1. LR

St E ISR BB A A I RE D4 RE . AV 4R BRI S IR, A JeAE IR sQs it 2 B Bit 1
TiSEaG . WSLIR AT B A A I 4. 1515 B

Figure 4. anthropomorphic image (enthusiastic type)

B 4. BB RGBR)
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Figure 5. Anthropomorphic image (ability type)
5. AR (EHE)

TRSEES TR 7 2 i Fr B G O Pl LN AGTE R “I30E” R0 “Re D7 4ERE, REANYERE S
A S AT Hor, “RE” 4RI CFRBGEZ R E U L CTRIBGEIZ R E R
H(a=0.867); “Re1” dEFEMININAN.  CRRIBGOZSERAREINT L CRESTIZMEE BB H(a
=0.929). ZERUWITE 3 i, AR SRS 25 R E 2 5@ <0.05). K 4mE, BEIB%MEM
A1) B BAR T ARG SME R FIMEGS.76). #IE S TS, f813MERFIMES.72)H B & T AIEH1ME
(518 (4.92) . RG] 4 AIAE A RAE A=A, B S WIE R D R .

Table 3. Analysis results of paired T test
= 3. ExT t RIS IER

B CHFEME + FrifEE)

R . . - ZAH(REST - 1) ¢ p
e 14 P L
4 B AT EMERCA I 4 s IME 491 +1.20 5.76 = 1.09 -0.85 -5.819  0.000**
K 5 B JIIERCH I 5 s IME 5.72 £0.91 492 +1.13 0.80 5.000  0.000"*

*p <0.05 ™ p<0.01.

3.2.2. BFHERE
ASZIGIE 23 AN, FEACE A 126, Cronbacha ZEUH 0.942, KMO 184 0.880, Rit 7 Z ik Rik
F] 73.955% > 50%, KT S50, WHAN RIS E. SRy, a5 0.

3.23. BERBESH

I B R 25 07 22 43 BT it AL ATOMUBRAR 2 (R M) ZE IR, MU L 2 AN B2 e, NRER 4
T DLE Y IO B (R M) % T AU 2L 0.01 K &3 HE(F = 133.791, p = 0.000), =AU
ISP AAEL(5. 1) 35 3 i TR PR AL T (8. (2.87) o FIMUBGAR B 5 T AU ER L 2 B 0.01 /K3 25 1
(F=146.851,p=0.000), =AU 1T 1515 (5.02) 8 2 i TR AR AL P 2ME (2.47) . Ui WA 75T
PO AR S ) o

Table 4. Loneliness and loneliness manipulation test results

4. MBS IIRRIFMGINER

AR (n = 62) fRAAE (n = 64) F p
PR 5.11+0.86 2.87+1.27 133.791 0.000™"*
P A I 5.02+1.10 2.47+1.26 146.851 0.000"*

< 0.001.
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3.24. NERBESH

HE— 3R R 36 7 22 53 T 200 e DIOBUBRE FE AU AL R BN T S R Z IS O &R, IR 5 7]
PIEH: IIOMURE B (/1) S 0 5 3 1 (F = 14.838, p = 0.000 < 0.05), fUAALIEAY I % (F =5.749, p
=0.018 <0.05), HAIMUBAE FE A AL AY 1) 228 B 1502 90 H 2 325 PR (F = 52.547, p = 0.000 < 0.05). BB &
RUBIAAAE, POMBFRRE . NSRRI 20t it e Z = AR R K R

Table 5. Results of two-way ANOVA
F 5. NEREREDRER

Z AR SN ar ¥1J5 F P
Intercept 2831.718 1 2831.718 4542.154 0.000***
PR B2 9.251 1 9.251 14.838 0.000"™*
[PUN &2t 3.584 1 3.584 5.749 0.018"
PR B AL A 32.760 1 32.760 52.547 0.000***
Residual 76.059 122 0.623

R2: 0.375, "p < 0.05 **p < 0.001.

Pl R 6 MK 6 b B RSE, L IR AL A B AU AL R B 52 15 93 (5.36) = T fE
FIRAYNAL G R 2 15 73 (4.67), ARAIERAL A BE 0 B AU NA R B 52 4570 (5. 15) e T FAVI BB AR it ot

PHZAFI1(3.79). Bt AT 2l 00 T #A RN A it A Dy 52, (AT 2 2800 T e 0 AU
RS % . BBt H3a. H3b $731E.

Table 6. Comparison of the mean loneliness of different brand personification types (mean standard deviation)

% 6. FRIMBHANWEE TIIRRIELL(FIE + FREE)

A TN (n = 63) PG RN (n = 63)
R IR 4.67+0.77 536+0.71
RPN ES 5.15+0.62 3.79 £ 1.01

—a— I (R

5.5
5.36
5.15
5
.67
4.5
4
3.79
3.5

B2 H AR AL (N=63) #E AL (N=63)

Figure 6. Comparison of loneliness under different brand personification types.

B 6. TR AR TR A E L

3.2.5. hr B RIE
Ja, AT P EIEZE LS, CAOOHMUSREE (SR N E AR = &I, 0= KA, 5t
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SHAPNRAR R, BTRERERTE0N. GRWTE T Fom: SUMBFEEX R4S HE 2 IH 0.01 K
IR EE(F = 56.474, p = 0.000), =AU F2ME(5.07) 83 & TR AU ~F22{E(3.78) -

Table 7. Results of one-way ANOVA
F7. BEEREDRER

PIBRFLE CPIME + ARiEZ)

F p
I = 62) I (n = 64)
HKit o HE) 5.07 +0.67 378 +1.18 56.474 0.000"*

5 <0.001.

SRJE M bootstrapping FVEREP /RN, AR PN T BRI = mIVRE, 0 = KK
MR AR B LA BN SRR %2, R 8 I, FIOMUBARFE IE [ s 64t & 1.
2, KAk BB IE A FE0 i 2 .

Table 8. Test results of intermediary effect model

= 8. PNYRRBEINLER

i e 5% & HT) ke
% 4.494™ 3.781" 2414
(37.700) (31.370) (8.119)
i 0.532" 1.291* -0.178
AL (3.131) (7.515) (-1.042)
KA % 0.550"*"
Kzt A
Rt & HE) (7.424)
FEA & 126 126 126
R? 0.073 0313 0.360
% R? 0.066 0.307 0.350
F14 F(1,124)=9.804, p = 0.002 F (1,124) = 56.474, p = 0.000 F (2,123)=34.601, p = 0.000

*p<0.01 **p<0.001 375 H N t H.

R 9 Ardn, xS H B R AE RN BN 0.532, HTERBE S X IR EZHmE 0 (95% CI =
0.237~0.495), HARE . 542 BB AR IIMUBORHI AR S Rk 52 1) s e i R R B A E . Rk
H4 434 .

Table 9. Summary of intermediary test results

F . hAERKILEERICE

B c BN a b a*b (p fH) a*b (95% BootCl) c’EIZMN WIS
PBURFE =>4 2
B g=> b e &
5 < 0.001.

4. IREFRERE

AHITFEAE S SR IO E T it AN A TR 5 i 9l IO R 1A 58 AR B0 it Wl 2 P 5 i B JHG 9 A o
BEALH . AHEET AR AL AR R, T S X SN i R S R b b 2, L R OB 9 S ph
ARG S R, AR AR B8 S8 b 52 BE 0 AU AG e AICBUBIOA A 1A S 40N AR i 7 A A

0.532"*  1.291™ 0.550"*" 0.000 0.237~0.495 —0.178 v
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EH), M A WAL SRR 5% . A TR A BNIESE, AABOR AU AL dh 8 Bh 2
MM SERE 1 78 2 SRR SR -

RAREHN G LR A TR “ 2B R/EE” SRR A RO B 1. K MEREEERAN

LA R TR B, BT AT AR 9 7 AR AR A ) 5 17 55 i i 196 50 DA @I BE, - 3 7 2 v X
R ELE, SRR R .
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