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FEXRQ, RSP, BAEFRC

B OE HHEGORREHTRIERANTFR, HESREES N BEREZEFENRTAG
IR B BRMIER AR, ASCETERBIET EHREFRDHTUR, BEE BRI, R
B BT EREA AL, th IR “TLBE Y 267N . SRR S BB WM IR T I B SRR
A, R T B A ARG BREE T R E IR ERE

x@in  ArssoRt, SRR, S S R E R

ik BE 4 28RN, - 43 SR BB AT 5 M
R R EREHR"

0 SIS

AR B SCL  FE SR T
PSR, LAY 50 R E Y 2 BR AT HES N 52
A1, AN R I P i — B SR A 50 Fhdmmk
ST 10 28, SAWIFHR, AR ERNE
AT SE R SE R R, R R E R
EHES THERAESERRNEN, EFERE
PR AT 2, B S i At 7T 50 22 A R 5] — F
mgE! Mogilner, Rudnick 1 Iyengar (2008) i
AXMNERIEN TR BERE  HREAWER
BEE, B B ali ISR

DRPE S W EREE Z BRI % R
Mo ASCH—OLVESR G L7 S gt , H LR
RS EARTEYY KRS 24 B, L EEE”,
WS b 2 N AT — B, [HE R AR W
BRI, B R MTE 9 KRFIP BRI L, 7

BRALEHERAE ZER—1. RERGH
TTRTHS . HEER — 22181 RiX
HEEE, THRAMHUFINSELTR. Atas
S AMEAE B, 5 R Z AT R? HK 24 RE
BEHAZL, LR 9 REF|LE A 9 i » it Mo AE
HHEW, BB AREZ LS FBOH A W ER
BT REYE?

CEA PRI, & > B, 14
% H 2R BN E B 7R $R ) (Mogilner et al. ,
2008) , {HREZHEME—FLEIE 2t E & R W
R EHEMSNN, BB, HREBE
AT BER B AT A W 47 9 7 & (Baumol et al. ,
1956) , 3¢ H B T 3% & 7T BE X SRR i fh SR A K
W5 , BT LASE 2 4 4k B9 356 I B DR 48 “ BE R 1 K
P (keep their options open)” (Kahn et al.,
1987; Kahneman et al., 1992; Kreps, 1979;
March,1978), XFIHHERENHARRA, 4
BT Ao /A Ja) ) 4% 3% AR (assortment size) B,
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BHRNFHR

TH 0 WA T8 B KB AR— 1 AR A A
REANZHEMEMUFEREESNSREHE
(Broniarczyk et al. , 1998; Kahn et al. , 1991),
AR, RS T HRE RSN, H
RAEWE B T IH B & Xt 218 2 1 [R] B, 138 B
T %% 0 1h 8 (Hauser et al. , 1990; Huffman
et al. , 1998; Jacoby et al. , 1974; Malhotra,
1982; Scammon,1977; Shugan, 1980),4 % #
7 245 8 FE i W M (Chernev 2003a, 2003b;
Dhar, 1997 Greenleaf et al. , 1995; Iyengar

et al. , 2000; Schwartz,2002), BRI EFEH
J5 1 (Dhar, 1997; Iyengar et al. , 2000; Iyengar
et al. , 2004; Tversky et al. , 1992), IRAWFIT
R IMRBFHEMEBE R, EREERORES
R HEE 4 £ I8 (Gourville et al. , 2005),
Mo B 4 3 BE 25 R 1915 .0 B Z B {R (Chemev
2003a, 2003b; Iyengar et al. , 2000), HIt, %
BRI REH A AN EREERKNEY
WE .

RIE LR, BATFE, oK%
Zot, HREZHERABERR, HRELEE
BT EE IR B I B M B T IH SR
BERE (Mogilner et al. , 2008), {HEALLE 0]
PUXEEHEWT, ¥ KB RE 2N, HRERAZ
REREIE I, IS S A R AR, RA S
EEMHERERMK. A ENRREREA
RSB PBESHEBEHREREZEBXE,R
& Mogilner,Rudnick #1 Iyengar (2008) 7EWF 5T
FREHIRPEBSHBAENHERERIERK,H
BRERATAR, —HZEFARFERLMEERLR,
MaREETEH, HRENHERETERT
FERY, XA SCE EM AT E 5 R E
X B B AR R, FRER AL EHI AT N TENL
I, TR PR A 28 A SO BRIR BR M R 5T

1 NEEMAHRRR

FERTABFIE O ELTE B RATIR 0, 22 KR .
SRR EEZ A EMERARLER.

TR TR MR IR A SO BRI HESE | 4 2 AT B At
FifRix.

L1 SEBENZHEER

SRYPA AR H R EH RO EHT
K, BE IR RME B RSB R EBHIA, 5
% FE BB TR TR aJdrE, Blg
AN[EIZE 5 T e b 2 (1 X5, 77 (68 1 2% 3 2 S0 1R
#F (Alba et al. » 1991; Bettman, 1979; Chakra-
varti et al. , 2003; Howard et al. , 1969; John-
son et al. , 1985, Nedungadi, 1990; Ratneshwar
et al., 1991; Roberts et al. , 1991; Rosen,
1978) .

Sy BEBETH $ & W ZREE D A Rl 43
ETFHHEBEA—HEN. B, EiES % LR
REYH, AARRKNIE S RERNY &, AR
BATZ BN X5 8K, T AH R 38 & R =ik
B &, AR E A2 R 8 K5 D
(Schmitt et al., 1998), Kahn Hl Wansink
(2004) HIRFRW AL —LIT 5w GRRE G
S BRI A ZERTEMEBEMREE. B
EARHH A5 BN R FAREA LRHBOR.
B A b 9 B 5 ok R, A3 SNSRI B B 3 B A
MEEHSTEEMNT, ARE—-ITERIKLE
(Mogilner et al. , 2008, gt 2k, BIEAH A
1EAE B A 4 25, to B 1l T 2% 1R X FE AU 1S
B RIZSH A R AR, AR 26 R R XA

g LETR, TiIs R fAIFp 27, s R E
HEZE , I F0 R B R S 2 IR Y X Rk, R
FH SRS . B RATR BB —.

H1: 4 % & st & aked $ 40 A b
LREFRERER M,

1.2 ZHEBRNMHEEE

ZHTAIBIFE R B, | R R B SE i Aok
W R S Y BRI ESR, LB g S PR
& T i34 8 (Schmalensee, 1978). AfiTdE#
FURAE et 32 2Bl A A B ik EEaIN
FJ(Fitzsimons,2000), JH#HEHEMELHIL, BE
LREAL, B R £ REAL B 7 5 4 & (Broniarczyk



WEDRBN : SRMEBUNTRIMSFERBARHEE AR

et al. , 1998; Kahn, 1995; McAlister et al.,
1983) B A ZHALREBH RB B IFAL . B 5,
HHRAEFTERBANE RN S EINBEERER
2R, A L, SR A TR
BRI ST OB o » BT BEAE S B i A R AR 4T
VI RS, Al RE P ER M BRET, X4
WAL ER O B AL T AR R 48 B T HE B (Hotel-
ling, 1929; Kuksov et al. , 2010), 54, 3%
2 TR AR B A R & B 2 20 e, 2 P BB
By JE A8 1P 2 (Festinger, 1964; Tversky et al. ,
1992), MW E , XA BB & E A 5 H
(Dhar, 1997),

HEUEXRTARUBEESHBEHREREY
WG, UL T £ A8 BN HF S B 1AL » 1T
BAZEBIEHLAHBREW RO A EL .
FRPE bR W SCER BT 5T, #F Mogilner, Rudnick Hl
Iyengar (2008) BB RLAN b , FRATHED , 2 358
BEESWMERBEZNMAEME N EER, Hor4n
el —EgE, BHERTE— BN, %
EHEREERALSRK IR ENHERES
SPRPEZ ETRESEBE URMB R, BiR
(1 O

H2 . % 2 BL R 6938 50 & s ¥ ud, 34 %% 4 69 3%
BEREAMAESABTHEREFER,

H3. MM A ENS LR ELEFEREL
RIALE] T AR,

#$% Mogilner, Rudnick #1 Iyengar (2008)
HIBEIT , 73 2R BCREX R R 3% & 0 B O A
BEZR K, REFTLREILEAZIIREE
(ERESREE M T, UERFSE S
BES AW H B ELREE, FEHEN
BERENT , B0 A Y B AR v R 4T, S0 2 %
B2 MR IFIC B (preference matcher) ; 55—
SN E AR LR &, A B, FE
FERFGI BRI B O RATEXF B
T RIS R E R Z N R 4T ) # # (preference con-
structor) . PISTH & M e L BT 4R R4 B
AR & BELE R R VLR S 7E Mk
I A SRR B 700 3 R 3k
H H#(Russo et al. , 1994) , 3¢ H /0 zh Bl &n

¥t ¥ (Chernev, 2003a, 2003b) ; T {R i ¥o g & %%
1M B R FHRAE E. I EARHX S5 &
(Dodd et al. , 1996, Fischhoff, 1991; Hoch et
al. , 1986; Levin et al. , 1988; Lynch et al.,
1991) . £ BATR, A SCHR H 0 “ o B 43 287 3
R RE SR EE . (AL HRINE
FLOHRESATHGARTBHE S, k= L
Bk 413 (Chernev, 2003a, 2003b), ML N
EICBT R IR B, BT LAAS SO R BT8R
HA YL RISLE L.

KT B EAS SBT3 B I BE 43 28RN, B
MIFESE BB i F 22 3 05 R IERA 2 1R 1
HWERE 5 —, R LA R b, B itk
WRE L 5, FET B B Y SR P HE
R 5 FHOARGET; 4 =, i i h it i8S HE R X 52
WAPREER T B, £y SEPDI S
BB R NI .

T ER AN A ST T Rk 555

2 WARGESEL

2.1 £ 1:XB3xx=esLig

ARTE ) AR E LRI TF R %
FIEABALE, RN AR N2, RERRE
FOF T RO BB AE RN R E N E S,

2.1.1 XEWigit5E

101 23k & P B T H KR Ik # & b
HER A Z & W HFZES T RS8R, S mEw
B BB CB 47%, 40 53%) , 4E#E M 19
BN 43 B CFHEERE 23 &), S Hffa]HR4E 20
Jrih. SR FA R, BT A S % 5 b
SR 3 AR 2 2K vs. 6 HKvs. 11 H0),

SEEG v R E AN T R B AR B SR RS
BB, ZRTH B R R, KRB SCE R hE
HHTME— 7716 MR B X, M8k w51 /1 18
KHIHERARFER. FELROEE, Bk
LR

BT REIRER 6 O E— KK A
B, BERE—-AMREXF (B, EM—F
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EHMYHR

s (T EF EES . Sl a5l
o8/ig

A2 £ W 69 W I E IR, B AL R AL gp
L, EREAE—AMREGL, —AR KN K
B, ACXF AN ER L E—FHHEHBX
Fo R —AEO AR NS EHE, HE%K
ERX—-REINZEHRBRELERGH L, I
BEASHBERERET A HSHR(T k.75
F RO FUE BFEM Ao )BT A
BEWMELRL LACOIF, ABLEN4 2.6
A AT, AL R B A H AR .

BT RGN =4, il R R E
o B R — U “AEIER 2 256 K11
23k 44 FEIRMARPEE , BH — BB ITIR
BLD . BEEEREHAAN A CHEHE R
B, HAR AR e 7 E M A g R R
RE R CHE PR R AR BB, X R
% T Simonson (1989), Simonson #l
Nowlis(2000) B 5%, B EKRREHC WEH
B, T4 3 PR T R A S IR 2 Hr B i T
#=,, Kahneman Hl Frederick(2002)7\4, {8 %%
FAE PR AR ZE PR B TR A B T
#53 Canalytic processing ) F EH 3E B TR
(intuitive processing) , 43 # 3 i T4 = 8 Ny
FEINA VTR, EINTHER AR E SN, '
fITHED , AN SR FN S AR UR B “ L BE 4328V U » AR
2R T R SN E N B, RERE
T B B P B » B A B W AR R SO A HE S I
SEe—BE, RRIZ AR AN 2 25,6 3F0 11 2%,
SRR IR B S, AR PR TR (B
FIAHEE. BEESRESEE —HEa 8
AMREER 10 FRERFOHIRE.

2.1.2 RHNE

EREE, L ESCHERGER IR E, S KB E
Bkt 4 #9835 0 7 BE 7 AR 52 W (Mogilner,
Rudnick and Iyengar, 2008) , 4 T HEBR S48 ik
R TR ESCF, S R T E 3 el R g
BT “EHRESEFIREXFH? (4
REMNKRED .10 REFEEELDFRBLE

ZREELTHEAEXF? QIRFTE2AT
RLIONREFEFTHRHBEHNBESKEE L
BEXAAFMEAEXF? A REFEZL2ART
7,10 fRF LB TED” (=0. 691)

WA, gk EE o AEE AR .
“HBEBX R /NE AR EN LR IN(RTD B
(1 RFEEL,10 AR FEFEL”

ERMERM. AT TR SEERAR
KF, BIATBEEE FE 3 ANEE . “BREEX K
NEREEEAEREE? (1 RFHEEL,
I0RFEFEHDERBXLEERZEXBAE
£ K7 (1RFERKFMHRA,10 REF X FRK
A ERRZRPHEUEELZRK? A ARFE
‘SELAML, 10 FR RIFAMD” (a3t 4
a=0.804), 3PBERIEHBRERBEMLBRA
BT EER

WEEE. g S O EENER
WEE? A RFELAWER, 10 REF LW
BHOE5E A D BERNEREE?”(«=0. 900)

2. 1.3 MBS

SLagZE R B atik e ja g 101 4, A 1 M REE
e, HEBRG T T 100 (AR n4% .,

EHEEE. T HERK SRR TRAE
B, W T 3 A e ok AT A
T, BARGE BN IASERA SRR AE Max
=5. 67, %/ME Min=1. 00, ¥J{H M=1. 6667, 3
B B B N AR B SCE R TR

RN, BRERBEIEIEHESLBE
BEeEfd, BB MR EEBE (M2=
5.42:M6=6.13; M11=7.12), 8 BE MWLM
FHES(F(2, 98)=4.758, p=0.011), i
IR 1 B,

F1 LWI14R
2Fhars 6 Fpara 11 F#oy2
N=(35) N=(32) N=(33)
BB 5.42(2.41)  6.13(2.09)  7.12(2.35)
SRR 4.73(2.01)  5.76(1.51) 7,08(1.52)
WEE 7.96(1.32) 8.61(1.10)  7.60¢1.77)

HRTESMBEREHE B NBCrREREE.



NESARBN : FRYEBANCTRIBS BT HEBRE BE

SREEMBE. R BREERME ANO-
VA FE508,. ZANWES MR M2=4.73,
M6=5.76. M11=7. 08, IR B8t H1, BEEHR
N b A SRR A R B , Ay &S SR IE
MR AREE, KR8 F et 2R
HRMBAE BENRE L FBE(FE, 98)=
16. 106, p<<0.01), H1 B FUEH,

MEE. RERR H2, B8 E NI E S

8.8

FRBE AR EMETHEREN B, ANOVA F
ENMHERER AW EEWBHES N
M2=7.96 M6=8.61 . M11=7.60,3F H K5
46 F (quadratic trend) W E R B F(2, 98)
=4.366, p=0.015, LB T HiE LK EE M
i, R SE A B T B U B Gl 1 BF
R o

8.6
N\

8.4
82 - N
N N\
781 AN
76 N — W
7.4
721
7 L L E—

2% 63 1126

B 1 SKE 1 /8RR R R

AT, T B IE SRR
MER . BEC LRI H1 1 H2, RAIR
B, BEE 7 RS BOR B, R PR — B
mERMERENESLREN TG R,
FRATVHED » IR 40 20 FF MRS 0 S R A K B A
TG T PR 2 ) A 3 A R L B, R A A T
EFT MY, ZREERMN R ERAN
FHEPLEFR . AT RIEX AR, RIS
D5 W BB R BRI M R A3 . A3
15 Holmbeck(1997) #7715 3 B IE 7+ 4+ VE S
BRI

D) WHEE LAY, HhMOaEEEN
MR RE T (B=0. 268, £(100)=2.257, p=
0.027) , 4R J5 i 22 8 ok JR 0 ol 78 B 9 ) 0
(8=0.039,2(100) =3. 437, p<C0. 01, FifE43 %
R ARG [ 3 (8=0. 279, £(100) =
2.344,p=0.022), fJa R K BB MLk
HRAT BRI, AR 8RR REE
AHEE (B=0.160, £ (100) = 1.353, p =
0.181,ns. ), i AR BE (3=0. 348,

£(100)=2. 943, p=0. 005),

R T HINPABER . HE—# L Sobel Test 44
AREFNER  GRERBABEFKEC 2=
1. 7719, p<<0. 1D, {#f ZREHE R B A S R K18
A,

(2) WEBETREB. &R Ma2sEdxr
WEERIE I (3= —0. 336, £(100) =—2. 830,
p»=0.006) , R )5 M 2 FE RN X T B AR A W
73(8=—0. 374, +(100) =—3. 205, p=0. 002),
PR Sr ABCE 2R PE RN (9 18] 55 (3= 0. 404,
t(100)=3. 509, p=0. 001), B J5 6] W} 45 4 e Bk
BRI IR B RS, SR B R
BETH/AHEFE (8= —0.220, £(100) =
—1.754,p=0.084,ns. ), M LM RAIKRE
#(B=—0.285, t(100)=2. 943, p==0. 027)

#H—2 LA Sobel Test AR E A48, 45
RE/REBFBEKFECz=—1.8536 ,p<0. 1),
o R R A ORI B

EAGRUY, TR EE LI B BaR
AR B T RGBT BL, SR BRAMA D SR



EHNYHR

SHEREZRSE T ERNAG, BRIT
H3 53| %E .

HRiTiE

SCE 1 B9EE RAUESE T “ 33 B 40 287 8B I 7
TE, & PR BR I, W RS B ER
BSERERE, I BIRANTE B, SRR
RERSGHEREZEES THMEM. B
FHIRM B R R BT BIEA E A A
TER, X A48 581 A 85T (Mogilner et al. ,
2008) 72— iy, (HRA UL K45 R &,
M0 KPR X P R R
)5, MM EREEE FRK.

BATABEE 0] . BB AE AR AT G 1,
FEH AW EREE TRENEH R E R AYR?
TEZHISCER SR T, RATCO & F 3, LR 2
— I8, — 7 T Z R R B I S AL
88 EBIALH (Mogilner et al. , 2008); &
—J7 T S R R AN R E B s
HERRBES S RE R TN, AR Ak
KA.

G, 2 HE b2 3 il % & 09 i 3H (over-
load), MEBHMEREN, KFETHLSHME, FE
TH 28 A5T Y B A1 9 2% g o 397 36 ¥ £ i B A4
TR A Z A A . BriL, MR LR
Fidmnh, EHE SRS HBERMAHELE
(Huffman et al. , 1998; Jacoby et al. , 1974;
Scammon, 1977; Shugan, 1980); 53 4b, %% i3
L7 3k 115 B33 2 (information overload) A~ |
T BB B 28 #% (Malhotra, 1982), &7
BB R ERERK. HAEWERE
W B L PR EE R HI T, R X B AR B PPN
(Menon et al. , 2003), Kt , B MB35 :

Hda. % A8 &9 3 7 i Bud, A 48
Ry LR B MmN,

HK, ZHASHBHEBE “REGR
#57Q, 5 MR TE 248 1 B2 E (Gourville
et al. , 2005), ZRALIPEITA W REAL F E4FHY

2.1.4

HERRGE R (HE WS E 0 0 S 88 I A BEBE S
ZHER RIS, IR AE S I E I T
B, ZMEHBEAR—E W R AR ks,
BEOHTAEABOEREN. B HEREEEITN
{H B L R 5 — N BRI AR A Sk — ML &l A,
MBI, HAEZ ENRPEREE,
RS PLE A ERER K , J5 M 1 4R 57

FRAE LA L5347 » FATRr LABL L .

Hab: B ABLE 69 R P50, HHF £ W
EBREAM YRR S odm i,

HHAEW B R T RERIB B, ZREERR ANk
Y B AS A 1 X R B A A4 AL AT S8 R B
B SR RRINT .

H5: A BBl filnfe G, B3 T
“TESRVR,

2.2 SCU§ 2 ZeiGSCiG

YLK H R R EIEEEE 1 T
FESFR"RN, FE HIRABREHIEA ., £k 2 $
BATEFRA R EY R E, FER T THHA:
7£ Mogilner,Rudnick 1 Iyengar (2008) & F-#
Sl 53 RN B , AT A T A A D
Y, BT RIFRHLRER mEAENSRE
IKBEAMIBE ST, SRR SN BE . B¢
SRR T AN, LA WAERZEARE
HIZRE G, (S 45 R 8 e | 3L, 3
SR AT B INER T .

2.2.1 ETBWiFIt5IE

SEHAE P E AR KF =R AWK
TR AT . A SR TN RS g5 —55I,
HRRERS 1 IR e BORHE R pilsE KR .

S G gaRAZ B R AT TR A R BEDL
HIH ARG EFE R ES I — KK TR
[38] $52 F [B] B §8 25 A6 187 283 (R JLAN RIS, TR
N B8R 1 0 2 98 2 B9 151412 , i o] LA
SNl 223E 3l » B 9 I 22K S 9 AR — 4 Y

@ JEHS R B S MR R R RIS, R T Or B R, T O E R iE IR a R .
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ek (HR R ST EMIR IR TS a1y
BEPE, I H R IH PRI GE SAAT LAE L.

H T HEBR R G- VL AL (preference matching) )
THoL, RATBIE R F L L HEMUNHES &
ik B R MR T AR BEEI =AW AE, I
HAFERFEST ] FEIAEFE A ARABB R IE:

REEE BT FEARLIEILEL 3
&, R AR AR KK, BAHF SR A
EFEHGCHER! EBTAN—FZ.HEHE
TPkt — R AR AR L 6 & Eeeeeee

HER ok, TAE A G BRA Lt B S50 %0 1) 3,
JER  ZRE B 5 R =, b B 4% B RS
P 5e A ME— X T 8B E A FH . 25
A6 26,18 251 30 2, 3L 83 Ff, P SARE
HREREZALEITHEM E®E—3. gakyrd
SR B, JFSE R — A 7 AN RBE
i, M Likert7 B FEK. N T # AR
4 2 (common method bias) , 7£ ] 35 &5 I 1) ¢
HE b, O T B 1 Al 5 i & f 4 S5 M i
)B4 I, SRS A — T b, Hon L3 SiE .
AV EF MR AU BB AT RAR S
REER, FEAPEMLIR MY RAERBER
(Pham, 2001), #t4%F, 48 #§ Diehl I Poynor
(2010) YBIF 5, 7E (] B 4R TR A I FF L, TGie = 5%
WEWEE, R FWEAHE. G5, &2 Rk,
MMARGREE BEL W,

B TAEA R SCHiR S S B R
HKHTHE, S LR A 2% FR B, %
MER T RS 4 /e, kg 90 YA R
EIE

2.2.2 LHNE

RimE, Pk o % 3 4 26 HoR iR
“BHBHARBFNRELIN(RID EE? (A
RERAEHL T RE WL

ERMEEA. AT TR RN
KV BOAT B [ A R B Ak &
ey (AARF RS T REEEELD”

T8, ELAERBI Y b, RATE SR
B 4E B, — A 2 WA 1 97 # (Bettman, 1998;

Huffman et al. , 1998; Jacoby et al. s 1974;
Malhotra, 1982), 575 — > & 1% &% i # (Iyengar
et al. , 2000) , AT 3 4~ EN BIAFI
HOERBOEME, “RUEB/BAHEXE AR,
“YrE I — RS REBE R, “Yeeik
Xk U ER S, (1 AER
EAFRE”, 7 AR TBL2FE”) (a=0.798),

B, AN “EX ARG RS
FEXMEEEREE? (1 RERALAH
BLTRERZAERRD”

HEEE. SOl B O RN
HWHED? AORRZLRWE, TR %L
WED”

2.2.3 HERH

BRERE. BESREIEIEE A2
BREWH, PR BRTBIW R BB BE (M3=
3.70;M18=5. 43; M30=5.73),45 & E &
EFEE(F2, 88)=21.314, p<<0.01). FFA
MIBIEINE 2 PR,

F2 XW24H

3 Fpoy 18 Fh4y24 30 By

N=(30) N=(30) N=(30)
BE®  3.70(1.51)  5.43(1.75) 5.73(1. 1)
LR 4.23(1.33)  4.47¢0. 90) 6.23(0. 73)
ik 2.23(1.01)  2.47(1.3D) 4,73(1, 05)
J&tiE 1.67¢0.84)  2.43(1.22) 4.47(1, 20)
WHEE 5.07(1.29)  6,17(¢0.87) 4.37(1,13)

H: RPIE SR F RIS SR F R R,

SEMRA. REBE HL, SREMERREN
EBEE AR BT RE n, AT =4 4
PEREAS ANOVA 7 243 0, =40 W 8508 43 51
S M3=4.23.M18=4. 47, M30=6. 23, 4} ¥ %5
RIS M IRAE, Yo K ¥\ EFhat,
SRV A BERRYE E SRR, 88)
=34. 605, p<<0.01), H1 FREFRIE,

WRE. R U2, 5 N IR E S
BRI IR BT B E, S T 8
BERTAESS5MIR—2, AT 2 EFE MK
ANOVA J5 4t , Z M BE 4§12 M3 =
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5.07.M18=16.17 . M30=4. 37, —IREaHEKEE
(quadratic trend) {945 R AEH B 3F (F(2, 88)=
20. 803, p<<0.01),iFHA THEE /r R B

hin R B R SC R BL T ) U B Gin 2 B
R) . H2 HRFEHHE.

6.4
6'§ A\
N\
5.6 [
4 pd N\
oy e AN

. pd N\ — WEE
48 N\
4.6 \
ot N\
42 T

32 18% 308

B2 S 2 oSBT R R

S8, =4 R A S B M3=
2. 23 . M18=2. 47 M30=4. 73, {R 4 B & H4a,
TH 25 B2 B I T H R B & 0 B8R 3 in
TGN, 374 SR IE I IRAT BT B B R IR R, 244>
Ao L Fet, AHMAE BEWRE LA BE
(F(2, 88) = 44.963, p<C0.01), Hda 78 ]
B6IE

B, REERERGEEN ZEETLBEEDN
B g, =205 M EHE 50 M3=1. 67,
M18=2. 43 ,M30=4. 47,3t A .45 5 3 28 ok
FHEE(F2, 88)=51.797, p<C0.01),H4b
R B BHIE.

RATRE., T EERIEARMNE SRS
W RN GaRER-ERE.E
e A S ET R R T EES. A
HEW , 7 T IR 2 B B S HRRD S M I 4 R AR
BETHEMAEE., FEATRENRE Holmbeck
(1997) B 77 B A B UE Hh A4 A BB

(D fHEMPRAER. BARMNBEFEHA
S X B R Y 9] )H (8= —0. 745, £(90) =
—8. 515, p<<0. 01) , SR J& S M IR X 87 8L ¢ (1]
J3(g=0. 828, £(90)=11. 230, p<<0.01), FHfiK
7 HE X 5 R A 19 (8= — 0. 808, £(90) =
—10. 4581, p<<0.01) , B J5 - [FI AP K L2 H PR IR A

AT R B T, R BB T
W& (8= — 0. 242, ¢(90) = —1.793, p =0.078,
ns. ), M KR B (= —0.608, £(90) =
—4. 497, p<<0.0D), H T #AH AR, H—F
LA Sobel Test ARBE A4, 45 R B/RIXF]
BEKF( z=—05. 8852, p<<0.01) ,fH{HMH
- BERRG TR

(2) EmP N ER. RGMEREMERA
S BB E R B H (8= —0.745, £ (90) =
—8. 515, p<<0. 01) , i AR N X J5 Mg /) (|1 )5
(B=0.781,£(90) = 9. 513, p<<0.01), R J5 M5
HExd i AR A ] (8= — 0. 876, £(90) =
—13. 841, p<<0. 01) , e J& » [F) IR Kg S R R A A1
Jo X R AR, 2R ) T B
(=—0.157, t(90)=—1.572,p=0. 121,ns. ),
S KR B3 (5= —0. 753, 1(90)=—7.532,
£<<0.01) A T HaiA B A BOR, i — 2B LA Sobel
Test AR E RN ER, G R E/R KR EFK
F( 2=—4. 1605, p<<0. 01) , f# J5 M iy A BUR
BRI,

R, B ATET AIEET HS BRI

Rt
TR 2 LR FERIE T2 K508 5 H 5%

2.2.4
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EWBEEZESSAEEE UBKMXR, Ut
HaRBET i, HAREWHERERISHA
TR, B At BSOS RTAEER . Wt Ak
MBI BMBER, EESREREHERE
JEREAR Y JR R T R BRI RIS 4

TESLE 2 BEEA . RATRH . BR =
P R R K 2 B FE R BT LA E,
HREE—HME —HNBEHARADREER
(M3=4.23 vs. M18=4.47, p=0.430 ns. ).
ZRHERAXNTRELRE 1 FEERIETE
HIFR AT SR, B OU K FESEHR 2 P EE R
ME! {HERSCH 2 P BN B BRSO, Ffil 0 Hr
FRRRTREAE FREAE K D (30 ). B Ak, %%
FHNHEBK LS —ANE _HE TR ¥4
R (M3=2.23 vs. M18=2.47, p=0.441 ns.),
WIECAH I, YLt e a—E RN,
48 (overload) A BB % 1 5% 4 7= 2L B2 W, BT AN
28] 2= 5 A W IR A9 JE R A T8 Y B RE IR
BELAEE, LK 2 MiT A X THBRERHEK
ERFIAEIE . 78R AR A B B, JefiT 26
ERRTERE W ERE TR B (18 43265 30
5339, A SRR ERA PR, B ETH
HE GG 8 HMIOWBHENBETEEITL
.,

BATER, 53256 1 ML, 5256 2 S5 R B
EFREEINE. ZHUSM XN R, A1
WAB T IUNEE B, 5L 1 4, 3y
UERBRNENE RESCFE R, T 7525
29, B AT BB S S PR IR IS BT s B RO 25, X A
Wit4 8 W3 AR E (involvement) 88 55 ; 3
W AESE IR |, 475 e AR B3 30 5 90 6
RAPAFISEIR: B 5, i F T/ A R gk 38 7
BEELERAT UE#, B8 THRRNK S
BE.

3 4ig
A% SCPTUCSE Yo 1 5 SR 7 H 5 X0 9

HRAKWERE S/ . 7R E &M
B PRI 2 S BOH WE W R T

Ja R BLE , IR RAE T4 S BCEE 38 in = 30K 9%
H SRR, DR RME R — e R E
i, BRI AN 9% B U SRR A (A FS )
BRAFBURREHRERERRK.

3.1 IRNELETEBME

R A B R R TE e R AT R
BB , i 22 B TG X 43 31 JES S AR — b o) gty
RARCR BT AR TR E S R A A ol VE B i
W T BEA B 4R A ELS TSR AL, G 88 gt i
RNV (Janiszewski et al. , 2007) . B4l 8 2 54
Ni( Janiszewski,1993; Zajonc, 1980) , Ji&lif:if
%W (Menon et al. , 2003)4, Mogilner., Rud-
nick Ml Iyengar(2008) & Bl T “ B4l 43 % i 7
HEM R EGHT A, TR AR R B A
B IH %8 FIRT 15 8., ARRE S R 0 314 34 3 K0 22
R, A B8 (mere) "MBFSE MR T 518k, 1B
R RBEGR ARREE EHE  R’ S
WEREWERR [UNZIE S —H B R —
B> Mo PR R et I 2 B T R
SERBAABE e, BT RAA R TRERE T
PSR T RA AN, L T AR
SRR 22 8] T8 R P I, {1 BR Al S SN A
B b A, 7E SRR R R R S M.

AR ¥t “ 3t FE Cover) " B SE/EH T 55
BR. AR, “id B 3% (overchoice)” B BF 45 1
KU AN — H BB E LR, — H Y
BT BN ERENEERET
B, NTEPLERC 244 20 T B A M 347 (Cher-
nev, 2003a, 2003b; Iyengar et al., 2000;
Kahn, 1995; McAlister et al. , 1983), {HE¥E
BEIRFEAR RSB T . A vl Bt B 1 BE 7 i
15 » A SCBF ST BT /R » 13 BE 43 26 (over-categori-
zation) LW R TH X E R RE T .

ASCR W R BRSO R R — AR
EHBELH R M E S A BRI R R s . W
R R H 2 & N e SE R &L B & B VR o
(Oliver,1996), E R WHEH HE H W E B
B B R A1 (Newman et al. , 1973), A 0B
T B X B A R AR R A T,
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FEHFHT TNEROHEERE, 8 T AN
WEEHRRAM,

[Rjisf A= SCth %ot B 4 S B F L E A8 F4E
Mo B FET AT HREHEAEN SR
PEZLR , AN W7 3 0T A 7 5 (R RO B 2R
— 7 I T )T R RS » 55— T T A REREAI
B B AR, EE EHER IR S350, th T UK
M REA R, B R SRR
ARE, 8T W AN RE AN ROESHEAT
RAE BN BRA. FRMIFE
JEBE T S A M B R A L 432K B SR 2 Bk
WL, MR IR R G A B AL Tl
WA GBS I8 SR SRR 3K
RYITFIR NERB R F L5 18 Fior2, HINIF
T RO R BT IR SR A , X S ik SE P Y
MORARTRE SA R WM. MRIZASCBFSE
5598, IEHA B A80E AR 48 B AR RLBE I R, A 3
FHEP KA B2 T B BB DA, XA
T T AR SUTE IR » B ORI R B AR R
BRI L.

3.2 REWHEMHRTE

FEABIGE H, AR R uE B R R 3 “
JE 43 23400 ” AR A TR 5 1EL 2 X PR AR R R 22 1]
IR R AR BB TS INAREL T — B M RITH
EFERIHEP - PNHENFLT  BES—-HERW
K, R B 10 A S RO AR AL RR R

FRELMAREBE"N LB HE?
Mogilner. Rudnick #1 Iyengar (2008) 8} 3% th
HEEREREEFLT, X BET £ 18 K
(108 F)F1 10 2 (50 F) , AT LAHEM B A4 JE %K
B AR AP I8 5 88 R AR < (A Yy ek Bl , A< S
RIS T U R R B L 6
{HRBAEL PR £ XA BAEASCh kA
e B R, RN EZLERBANLEE
B, DA RHTF A ALK — KR %
4t 6 4~ {5 B, (Bettman, 1979; Malhotra,
1982; Wright, 1975) , JAZIN.LEE 2 R BEA AR IN
iz B & sER e e 4E 7 5 B (Miller, 1956),
BRANTE MR E A SR, SRR T EdR

FEAE LR XAHOAHRESR BT ST RE T — BB
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The Over-Categorization Effect: How the Number of
Categorization Influence Choosers’ Perceived Variety and Satisfaction

Yan Huan, Chou Ting-jui, Huang Nengwei
(School of Business, Renmin University of China)

Abstract  What is the real relationship between the number of categorization and consumers’ satisfaction? Contrast to
prior ones, the current research demonstrates that when consumers who are unfamiliar with the choice domain make
their own choices in a constant assortment, the satisfaction of choice first increases and then decreases as the number of
categorization raises. This “over-categorization effect” is driven by greater choice cost (overload and regret) when
choosers deal with greater perceived variety.

Key words Number of Categorization, Perceived Variety, Overload, Regret, Satisfaction
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