AN, WRARES, U

G137 1 XV B 2 7 i B e SR IR M ©

WE: AR, AR P IR Sl e sirh, SR S B0 2 1) BT 4K 1
1A R IN Z — o ASCHE— e T LMERIWIGT, PR AR BR R s A A GF Ry
LRI NHEAT 2 AN R 0 SR, o AL PSSR AL, A8 it S St R A () BT A
AR B T RHAE T BUHT ™ i R R ST AR, 0 TR QU R AR, i A ATTSE 2 3
SRTERF™ b, THP™ b 1 BER I SS T o X I AN B RO AR 1) FEE RS T A A 1B
TR AR R b, 0BRSS 3 P S A SRR B A R e ARSI
WFFTA B, AV E BOBCHT ™ it 0 G152 0 SR 2 SR FH AN ] PR 5 SR

SRHE: RSO, SURMON, QIR
0 55

REAEA KR BT 8, For Sk B8 = S s T 4O A o SR R T R R
DSCAHE A R 90 % G ) Kb 38 A D PR T 7 e T ) I 7= i A7 T T8 P 7 B e
% (product replacement decisions) [/l 1% — ] M ¥R oS FR 0 ¥ 9 38 L3 1R o
A% P S R BEASE o W R I G A B2 BAS, ESIE —E AS R AAT]
FiZY) S VP AL, H R S AT SR RN, Cendowment effect) RS04 % T 31X — W&
(Kahneman, Knetsch F1 Thaler, 1990; Knetsch FI Sinden, 1984; Simonson fl Drolet,
2004; Thaler, 1980). R¥HZIIAMNMELE, “E NG EMIE 25, MBGHZD T
JEERZ MM (willingness-to-accept, WTA) Z i T oAl A B AT (willingness-to-pay.,
WTP) (¥ A% . FH— I Hi (1 5250k Ui ] (Kahneman, Knetsch 1 Thaler, 1990): #
A IR 1 S 56 21 SRR HH A WA (R 0 A R B (WTA) J27.125576, A ILE S 4l s
V) SEWMMERR (R A% A (WTP) A22.8736 70, 111 =20 2% ()45 1 ZH 45 R IONHE AR (1) A4 v A2
312370, XERM, AMTEVEMT— )i i 22 2R S D S K Rgm, BRAATTEER I
H“Hem B2 B

AR, SRRV 9% 3 BE 008 b A BEAS (A B 8 e S (Cripps FI- Meyer,
1994; Okada, 2001; 2006) . A~idk, i I B T 8™ i I8, A3 — 323 67 (innovators)
B TBCFEAATY TE A A T B TH 7= T 0 SR B 7 o T g A — 3o R U B
(followers), AbAIIA:FEZEA5E A7 A I I [A) A 24852 B IE AR A R (R TH 72 o AT A AT
vty 545 PR R SR R v S A A T 2 ) A A 22 e - AR SR B B 1 A ] PR N A SRk
P T THREAEAEZE 510, IR M 22 e 2 T BUAN RIS 9 3 97 7 i SRS ) (R B2 B . i SR —
TRBEAE RO, R %% 3 QBT 1B R R E 6 SN, AT PR /R, BRI AT DUAR 4R B2t
N BEVS R R BB RERBE 5 AT A 22 5. RIS, X — B e A I 7 SN TR A7 e 4%
PR, X FRAEALE B A5 P R R T 2 8 (R e S = 2 E KT 5 o

ASCRIFFEIT H () 77 b SR b R AR ik Rt by, 9 9 1R G 1 0 B2

O g, AR AR KAV, Email: Huangjs@buaa.edu.cn
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RN, BEMT AT Ay 2035 7 A BE AR QB B AN BR B 2 18] (R SRAT 22 5%, JFIR
AT HTE S (R B BT

1 MEGRR

1.1 BRSO K Lo T 3% 3 7 kRS B R T

BRSOV R PSSR VR T Kahneman Fil Tversky (1979) 42 H U HTH 18 (prospect
theory). HistFRIRIAN, Y AATTHIRS AR RS RERT , K23 A7 70 2 FUIURT 400 2% RO 45
FRE. Z MM (reference dependent) #5 AATLEVEMKHE— & HI S ke L “4i%% (loss)”
AT (gaind”, MTTREAT HIBTRESRE . Flln, AAT— Mot A 7 m A s A o 2 1R
RANWIACH = S8 . PR (loss aversion) 5 “Hie” LL&EEM “HfF” HH K
(LR . ARPE AT SIS, Thaler (19800 RILM AMIBET A SIS IN A7 AE 3G B R IR
W, ARFX — I G i 44 B AN, . BRI AR 2 5, 2EE AT T R A0S 78 o Bk

SO N A AE, AR WTA ZEE KT WTP,  AATTHGHIAZS Z) 1 s AU 2 i T
ATy AR s BERAL ST A RO B AR AR P AR T EE 2K %2 e (Kahneman, Knetsch 1 Thaler,
1990; Knetsch, 1989; Knetsch F1 Sinden, 1984) . T IWF5T kI (Carmon F1 Ariely,
2000; Nayakankuppam F1 Mishra, 2005), K2R %7 i & M I OCHE 2 AN A Y, 1%
7 A R AV 1 L S AT

T b SRR £ TR AT o, W S A AT AR AT R, XA T 2 nT
LR SR AN () BRI BEAT AR (¥ Cripps A1 Meyer (1994) DLZE MLl H BS AU 4 Sy S vk
S, BT T LS A T AL, 45 KIS 5 H SR TR &AWL, Il
BlesiliAs. Cripps il Meyer WA NP8 40 A 2k, 1 S TBORI R, X6 S
MR 2 OBARFAE o SO X PIAL 22 B FT I B A I T AR AR, AR STl i ) A 2
5% sl s AT, 3K 5 A 0 S FH Y o B P 2 A R 4 i . Okada
(2001) KH T4 Cripps Fil Meyer (1994) AL J7 20T T4 2 5 6Hin FH 94 2% &l 14 T 2%
. W5 Okada 754AR M F 2 S RIS B TR A SEUE S IR, JFRAERIR R i T ¥k
RHHIOIRRA, g5 RN, T 93 O B RS B RBURR vy T SEBR iAs, 3 2 AR
LA 7 it R PRI o S S S MR R 7 S PR SR . Okada (20060 iE— P F5E T 7 i 2 ik
AR, 25 3R, i T OB A AL, T 28 O i 5 R0 7 i AN A AL IR 27
TH B O 2 0 SR M R ST AN R AR ST Rk BT S B s W S e T A
CACIE A S Jeg M 11 7 o T AN A2 A T St JE MR P . Gourville (2006) B H BEIK A
ARV e A P A AR BB RN .l T RO AR AR, W R K B A
P i ORI EIE,  FE VP B S SRS RN R R s 5 AT R AR R . IR,
AASCRE BT i 5 TH = S AT LU NGB, BRARB ™ Sy R (R 2 2 1 KT IH ™= b . Zh,
Chen i1 Dasgupta (2008 JUJF FH /L3 7 (19 AH SC IR0 2 2 TG4 AREAT T, I
DATH 37 IR0 9 2 72 WTP b 55 AN S8 b R0V 0 3 e Wl 2 1)

A SCAE B S 0 S UE 53 R RS 561 20 5 A0 7 i T e A R rh SR AN 2 A = AR A H

1.2 {H3EERAIF

S FAIAEITE 221 30 4 O 2 5 QB M EAT T8 2 IS . Midgley F1 Dowling(1978)
DL Hirschman (1980) J&4¢ H42 H 58 # ) s QU & 1225 . Midgley £1 Dowling



(1978) WfANAK G H PEBEAT T SCHk 2R MM & W 4, Al AT 1A h W AE B 3 ¥ Cinnate
innovativeness ) J& “ AN AL AN 2 B Al N S w30 SE 1HE AT 6 BT ok S R S (consumer
independent judgment making, CIIM)”, 1] “ G 7 J& L8 A a0 itk 5 s N ATk R FH 38
it R USR FH . Hirschman (19800 TUIRA &y ¥ 9t 3 Qi 14k A2 15 1 2 % 744 <3 Cconsumer
novelty seeking, CNS) AHICIIMER:, BT LAgsE SN “ I8 S T I RIRE ) SE A EA T3 -7
Yi, Fiedler il Park (2006) xfGIHTER) & SO “ AR B ZUM B AR R g8 5T Hod A 25
REh HAB R A RIFLEE 7. 7 Im, Charlotte £ Houston (2007) HURFFTHY, H491 25 N LE
GBI SR AR SR 9 QBT ANk R PR A N S TR 45 A A AN W R AR ALE - AT
DAASTR) LA ) 397 s s 1k 1 XA RE R A4 45 )5 7. Manning, Bearden 11 Madden (1995)
4% Midgley A1 Dowling (1978) LA Hirschman (1980) 4 HiMES, JF& T W%k &4har
W (CIIMD R A GUF L S (CNSY [l 738, RIS T 3K A8 S0 2 97
vt K FH PRI 50 o

BARZFEEANG TR AR TR E, H&AE XA TUE—301, RIS ARG
PSRN RIB B T RS o T B Q0B B TR T 2 AR R T ) Ak A

(Manning, Bearden F1 Madden, 1995), ‘& REM I Hbu s Wi 9 3218 18 357 7= il IR B
PEAEASCIIWE TR Hirschman (19800 X v 9% 3 gk () Ft e, &R A Manning
25 (1995) [RE Tk,

1.3 ¥H B ) BB P X BB F 1 15 4

JUE BRSOV AT B T2 BEAIE, (HR I AR AE A T R IS RN AP A — 2 1
ZA . B, WS RBUI% E (Krishnamurthi, Mazumdar F1 Raj, 1992). k7545,
Mg (Shefrin A1 Caldwell 2001). A2 5 [ & (Simonson A1 Drolet, 2004; Novemsky,
Nathan I Daniel Kahneman, 2005a; 2005b). Zs2XUJ5 1ok R KA (Aggarwal Fl Zhang,
2006). AT AL (List, 2003; 2004). 14 24 (K% i A% BERTA 2N 424k (Ariely,
Huber F1 Wertenbroch, 2005) 45 [Kl 35 34500 2 5 1) ST AL A TR AE T o ASCgE T
—ANETI AR, RV SRR i PR AE R L A 9 AN R RN

EHF ML (regulatory orientation) 5% HAx-F: M B i (goal orientation) nJ LA A H
e QT = AR T I B AR R AR o 5 BT ) R H AR T 10 3R U AT DG iy SR
H bR 2 S FIF8 SARA TP SRAT My o 76 LA FT R I, 9 AT DG fUR H AR AN )
B, XT3RS (gain) F 2K (loss) fOREUEEEANR] (Chernev, 2004; Higgins 2002; Heath,
Larrick F1 Wu, 1999). filtur, AR4 BB AERIL, HAEMARE ARG TSN
PR, R M R4 (promotion-focused system ), — S & T B R £ R 4

(prevention-focused system). BUIRERG GERMMEE R, ©5 R EMEKAHER; i
PR R RGOGERMMA R, B SR ZEMTHEABER (Higgins, 1997; 2002). iX
BOZUL, UM TR AR, FZOGERERA (gain) MAZRK (loss), i
) B s 2 s KA 2, RIEIX R H bR S ) A TEAN S AR B B8 2k DO IR AR . AH I, X
TR B AR NTE, FEIEMEHL (loss) TAEIRT (gain), AT H bR 2 /M
PO, PRIHCIZZE H bR T ) 1) AR I DO IR 4F 2 (Chernev, 2004, il 1 i)
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i 2R A

B 1 BRERSRRENR KRB RR
PRlRYE: Chernev (2004)

AR LR A B R H bR T B, Y AR HAR S, A 200 H AR 1E
HSRHAT I . X R S 3 AR T CLE S BiG shiny,  GUBr it ABER B A 218 R a5 -
a CRR BT 8 BT IR 2 SO, A DGR AR RUBCE 7 8= L, 1A T Re gk g9 A AT TS IH
PE SISO . AH S, KT ARG I T, AT O A AR AR TH P R AR AR
Tl S A A RIHIE ™= it R RGBS, 3 B AAT T35 25 A AL H AR 5 ) S0 Y o

AEN, DAL, 28 S & (Simonson 1 Drolet, 2004; Novemsky, Nathan #i1
Daniel Kahneman, 2005a; 2005b) 452 M3 2% AT ARFIE, 90 2838 28 o) = s 20
PR PG R AR AR T EF ™ M B, X DR AT« JEE ™
(1 NEILAZ B i SR U A, T30 43 AT o] BEAS HR B S DOIRRRAIE, T LR S (R 9%
TR BIRELS, WUR POERE A T RE I

AR IR AR OGRS, FRATTAT LATF RN N B e 7 2 1B 8™ i 2R L
AT SR R 7 il R BRI A, 3K IR 2 8 6 TH 7 i (1) SR 2K R gl 25 BT BARAG, 7 i ot
e QIRVSE T n % O N O TV ek S U e NE NN S 1 S8 LI (56 b el (-2
ARSI S, AT ST R SE e [H ™= A SR A 2%, 3 TH 7 it P SR, 3k 2
FEARBER IR REI B i B e R o R e ORI R I B B R o X e, T 2
IO B R AE 0T SR = A= R VR

2 KE—

SR [ H R T 2 A R TS 96 1 21 2 AR AT 7 I 1 A A K
N, [V, GV B PR A R 20 9 LA 7 i BT B T A A I B N 23
55, MR T B L DR T SRR RS L™ i 4o R o 1 SN



2.1 SES vk

(1) SER ™ i A

SR AR LA N, B A AR B A RN R AT VR RE Sy SR PP O G A D
AHUIRA VR BE I (0 120 R AR A A S TGS, e IR L AR R EE

K T AR LA BNV RE D IR
(2) S5 RO

SR 2 G SR D X2 CRUFHBZE RS AL Bk B . X1
SR, SEEG RIS SO« BARE T 10000 JOIWE T — S IO A U (R IR A G
IMCEAMIRED, HETUIRAT 8 B, B —3ct it 10000 JoiHT 0 AS Fa i (s mT LA B
T, [ IS BT 2B AR A U I — AR PGB I D RE D, T LA TH 2B e A vl LA — T i 3 s 14
PAIHHR G 8, 2280 00 w5 ZE B8 SR e ARl A LU 3808 i 3 b R 52 10 TH H i
Prafiins, (R, ARG I R SORT U RS A% o 6 TR AL, A AT IH
P UG A CIC L, LEARATT A s I R P T T 3 A MR i BE A T I A
7 ity BRIV 42 1 2 2 18] B0 2 AE 1 TF LI 77 s Tk, A R e 1 5
PRI L TT LU A AR T G R AL WP R AR B RIS AT 1Y
W, B ARG AN S AL TG SR .

QBB Z AR Manning 4% (1995) R 38 GUFHE SRR, 7 2 PR RR.
DA% H 23 0 AW A S8 it RFT Sh R AR SRS B0 IS B e 6 4 A AR 22 3 i PR
AR B RIS < X G R S AR S T B (K ST R 5% . T ke
BEREMIHT 0 . AR S A5 SIHL2 . AN S L2 ARS8 8 ™ s AU —DIBL 2 I
BRI R e ™ AR ] 6 A4 HIEA I, 20 il X 28 A0 A I B A PR B R
JE, MIHREMIAERESE . Y. ML AR . R S Wt R
ToHE R AE R 2 B> B IR NEAREHT P fh DR STIRE TR I 24 58 i B 10 A L i
PEUTRE G CINBR T B RE L DI 1 IAEAS

2.2 BHIKE

BB A= AR I R T AT BoR 84c H o il A e & B R |, HA4 H R
Fr¥KF 0.5, U HIEE I B AT A . IFHEE I 7 AR AR (KT 2o —
AN D R 5 #GR I 5 AN A8 5 Cronbach’s a2 7145 1~ 0.83 1 0.91. KM 14>
AR 2 BB S IR SF AE (7 N4 H I M=4.65vs. 2.64), # ABELE 7 N4 H N3
 FAEZES (F (1, 118) =167.77, p<0.01). XJ/™ bR BAT 410 LR B, S
IO R 2 2 (R FE = R R B E T W R (F (1, 118) =1.07, p>0.05), A
TH 2 O W AT = AR R S A A S0 TR AT B T 4R

2.3 ZR51R

T4 A TR A AT S N (AR B o T H 2B AR R A A, 7 e 4
(M=3900.00) Jir&h th (1340 i 2 i TP #2140 (M=3148.36, F (1, 118) =9.67, p<0.05).
(ERXT T HE LA I AN, P2 HRe] (M=7937.29) Fr4h 30 i 2R T VP 42
#1240 (M=8273.75, F (1, 118) =4.03, p<0.05). iX 4 5 W RIS N S AEAE T 158,
P B2 2 R TH RO A S 2 s VPN R AL, X B S R T BN )
BRSO TR S, XA T LA A (WTAD 2L Tl fE b a2 ar g



PO PRI AL ARG, XU E GRS B SR IH P s T A 2 . Tk,
fily S AL 25 HH AR HU (A% 2 8 25 AR T PP PRI AL, XU A R AT B,
B SATRIMRS (WTP) iy TubifE th arsr g W pEAN s 4L 45 i a& . DRIk, dipia
WA H 2B LA R IKONTHT 2 10 A FEL IS A (A% DAl T AR IR #E 7 i B o e S Rk 2 A7
FER o

R 1 RNREHAMNF= R BEAIR R ER

IH= S A R Ly
7= S 2 PR AL 7 S 2 AR e A E
o 3510.00 3179.03 8126.67 8303.19
b Eb ey

(1306.63) (1098.63) (722.99) (1091.95)

N 4148.28 3116.67 7700.00 8243.33

Ry

(1458.38) (1149.84) (892.03) (830.74)

TE: 55 T EUE AR R 2=

4500

[H 7= f Ak

4000 —

3500

IETRIEREE
3000

8500 —

8000 —

B i

7500 —

I I
7 it S A LRINEGEIHN

B 2 BIFTEZRN P AT P A5 KR

HE— G50 BRIE B RFAE R SRS W S E o gk 1 o, sl = il SR 3
RPN, 775 gl B A0 1 IH ZE 30 A H Al A B VR A 4 AL
(F(1,57)=9.14, p<0.01)>, AH ;™ fl 5 46 ZH X 58 28 1 A< v o 1 A A 2 35 (K T 0P o 42 1 4
(F(1,57)=5.87, p<0.05). {H X T-EIHHEERAATI S, /= A 3 SHa M IHE L
A HLI A SYEM PR3 E B3 2 (F(1,59)=1.15, p>0.05), 7= 4l Hiegic
AL A S VP B A A B ZE S (F(1,59)=0.55, p>0.05). 54k, XFIHZE
AHT T, SUHEZEE S MR AE 0.1 &K FEZE R TRTH (F(,57)=3.14,



p=0.08); {EX} T HreE il A NI 5, GUFHEZE & 4 H B+ B R TR 53 (F(1,57)=4.09,
p<0.05),

X5 R oR (ANl 2 o), aRad B S TORSFAS EERS, 0RO i 1H H i e
WTA 5 TIPS, g0 S8 iR B ST/ WTP BUR T A Pk, 1X
P BRSO RAFAE R . HJE, MR )E T-AIBNE B R AN, JHEE H AN WTA 511
YO I RS 2 I B I 255 WSS = i WTP 5137 LA A i 2 [0 %A 5

REFEBATHA B, RIFE fh I RE R, 3 (0 i B HT 8 R A AR XT B R AT
L REE(DEP

3 K

ISR, BATTI SRS ALK A JBE AL 7 il B et e SR N R AP AE 1K
[Fil IR 1738 TR AR X SR A A T VR T o S s JRATMBCBEH 2 R 4 i 3 9%
7 R PEVEA AR OGRS S 0 Ty T ) L DE Ot REAS AR B H IR AL
AN AR o SR NS — A AN TR Z AR AE T DA AZ AN AR TR R RS S8 i
R YEVEGT .

3.1 LW

(1) L6 S MR

SR O T AR b AR R TALLA R T 200, e 5L
PR TE A BRIV RE T . 131 ALARIEES L TG, SRR EE A M, %
B8 ISR 50— R S 36 ) A5 35 5 5
(2) S5 RO &

S S Rl BRI SRR, AR SO AL T HiE . 52
KerpoRH 2 O ah EHPEIN D X2 (RPFHBIZIRT) IR G B, e« gl T
Izt SRR BEE, ANFRIALRIHPARE 20 Sh i 2 — S0, (57 iR AL48 7
B S, PPO RIS TR VR O S CQUBNB B RS R T R N BT, R
PEEUHPE I B4, RIS — . S0 SR AN Z AR AE D AR
et . AELEBERE SR S a7 dh S ALV 12 R 2 28 i o 9 LA IH
FHLR a7y “Ib e M “ThAE” AF R PRI PR (X0 1 PR D,
EHCR 7 R EER . QUFHEZ KNI RHA] Manning 45 (1995) (X7 9 & GFTHE
SR AR

3.2 EhHIKE

K7 orHr s, QUBrIEZE . X IH/ 5B VP« X 8™ b IR 2 VPN 2500 4% H 43
WHE AT B, AR 0.6 LA, IR = A7) Cronbach’s ol is 3] 72k . K H
PR 0 ) TP E R 4 G 5 ORI (7 ANSCH I M=4.64 vs. 2.75), I NBEAEDE 143
HLEEWEZER (F (1, 129) =196.54, p<0.01).
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T 5E AR A S0 TR AN 2 AP AE . 3R 2 W™ i L 45 T IH T L 0B EE P
I S, 5 TR ALK B B VPR B4R, AT 1R T 5 2 A BN, R A
FFAIER), ARG 45 R B HER TS ME A B 27, DI RS
I S PE PN T, 8 2 A AR SR ALY . (O, X — SR AR th T alH Ry
AEASNHEAN R ST RFAE B ANRER A 2K, DI IRATT 75 0 SR NE S I U R & RE 7 15
FE— .

K2 FREETE O ERB AR

7 S A GREGHTE FAA pE
6y 3.02(1.24) 2.85(1.17) 0.61 0. 435
I i 3.08(1.16) 2.84(1.16) 1.43 0. 235
IHFHL .
hie 3.33(1.27) 2.91(1.31) 3. 42 0.067
S 3. 14(0. 90) 2.87(0.98) 2.78 0. 098
ZA 4.89(1.18) 5.48(1.25) 7.62 0. 007
I 5.25(1.28) 5.54(1.17) 1.79 0.183
WML )
ik 5.56(1.37) 5.78(1.07) 1.00 0. 320
SSEIIE 5.23(0.94) 5. 60 (0. 87) 5.27 0.023

TE: 55 T EUE AR R 2=

R RBATE— PR AN HHE B R AL R . W1 3 P, 757 i B e 20 v R ST (1 4
WU H TR I A Th RE2SE = AN B PE) 525w IR i bl 40 b A <7 et (F (1,
65) =4.78, 2.78, 8.19; p=0.03, 0.10, 0.01), HEX FEIFHEZEH M H, —AEIERTTE
W AE = il S AR 43 4 2 TR % 35 2= % (F (1, 62) =0.78, 0.00, 0.04; p=0.38, 0.99,
0.84)¢ KT8 S Ab G0 AL, 77 i S 4 20 R ST 385 (007 it DPAN SA)EC T4 1) 4 v e e
PP (i 3 ), HR2 N AHAZERER (F (1, 65) =559, 1.70, 2.56; p=0.02,
0.20, 0.12), XFFRIFHEZEE, 7= SR f A g =N @ PPN %
BEMZES (F (1, 62) =2.19, 0.39, 0.00; p=0.14, 0.54, 0.98). {5 iks)Hk,
DR A 7= it Je P B~ BB R IR = S R R S P I e S5 B, 7 i B e 2 (1 £
PN TH ™ b J PR R S AR PR 2 v TR a4l v i Ok~ (F (1, 65) =7.51, p<0.01),
R, 7= i S 2 b B AT TH P R PR SRV S5 VR s I A B G A B 2
st (F (1, 62) =0.26, p>0.05). [AIIF, ;™ fl S HZH o R LR~ 38 X80 i e 1 1) S AR PPAR
BERT M s A b R4 (F (1, 65) =5.18, p<0.05), {HAE, 7= & 5 #edd b i 61
BB S BRI SV AL AR A B (F (1, 62) =0.95,
p>0.05). AHKHIZ R 3 iR
TIRE AT R, WA VA (6 A FE IR 2 0 SIS, A AR AR A AR G
2 R, A A S TRA TR N BERI 23 A BB E I NFERI RS NTEP R, SRR A A 7= i 5 6k
HA R AL AR 00 P L T . S206 AT R, AR T R P PR 4
F T S AR R ot B 2 S, X AR I 5 A A A1 B U B G118 12 BN A R R



R 3 AFEEN @I R ER

. BIFEE PRAF
JETEVEY - — Ey— X X
7 i A PE R 7 i A2 PR I
X 2.61 (1.25) 2.87 (1.15) 3.45 (1.09) 2.83 (1.21)
HEHL IS b 2.94 (1.17) 2.94 (1.17) 3.23 (1.15) 2.75 (1.18)
Tike 3.00 (1.32) 3.06 (1.21) 3.68 (1.14) 2.78 (1.40)
B 2.85 (0.80) 2.96 (0.89) 3.45 (0.91) 2.79 (1.05)
E/E:N 4.70 (1.31) 5.19 (1.38) 5.10 (1.01) 5.72 (1.18)
IS b 5.39 (1.22 5.58 (1.18 5.10 (1.35 5.50 (1.18
— ' (1.22) (1.18) (1.35) (1.18)
Thie 5.88 (1.36) 5.87 (1.06) 5.23 (1.31) 5.69 (1.09)
B 5.32 (0.93) 5.54 (0.91) 5.13 (0.95) 5.63 (0.84)
36 |
[H7 it PE A
33 |-
30 — 0
BlHEE \\\\‘
27 L
)\‘ri
i |
)
i
P L
o 57
(el
55 L L BEseE o
53
O i JE A
51
| |

7 i S ERiEatE

Bl 3 BUFTEZARLN P AT 5 R T T B R

4 SIBFINIE

PLAERIWFFLE B (Cripps F1 Meyer, 1994; Okada, 2001; 2006), 7F/ & 5 #id F2r
T B ELRA P 2R T B, Gourville (2006 T 1 W B RI A2:00 R A
PR R N G AN SIS ST, BRATTEGUE T AE S S e R SR R NN A
RN, IXSCEE T UMER RIS R BRIk 4b, AR SO R IUAEN 9 77 bl s it Fe 4
8T 7 it R S AT B4 ) ST 7 it RO SR A, R WITA RIS A WIT P 2358 [ B A7 7
PG, 2490 2 IEAE A —ANIRAS RAF P~ S, 0 SR A A 1% b i T S — A B )
PRI, BR TR ALY S AR AR S AR 2 A, TR A ok A TG IH
AR SE AT B4 S AN T TSR IR 0 B RRAS, IX B P B T AR 29 23 IO HT K I 5

BB FOR I, AN 9 2 AT HCHIA T R AR o AR SC LU H A3 ) 4 B T



RTAHRHIMB AL, LT TT A R SCRFAH G IR T, RIS DU 7= i R DR~ 28 FEE (9 2
IR (AR RUR TH ™ b TR A L, A ATT0T TH 72 i B A A Ot v 1006587 7 i R A AN R K, [RTIST
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The Effect of Innovativeness on Consumers’ Product

Replacement Purchase Decisions

Huang Jin-song", Chen Rong?, Su Song?
(1.School of Economics & Management, Beijing University of Aeronautics and Astronautics;
2.School of Economics & Management, Tsinghua University)

Abstract Past studies found that endowment effect was one of the most important reasons that
consumers resisted to innovation when they made replacement purchase decisions. Based on
relative theory, this research extends the past research and proposes that consumers with different
innovativeness appear different endowment effects. Two experiments were conducted and drew
some conclusions show that endowment effect only exists in the group with conservative
position for using innovative product. But for that innovativeness group, new product focus will
weakens the effects of endowment of old product. This finding explains the behaviors in mental
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cost perspective that why innovators always replace product at the beginning of the launch, while

followers resist new product firstly. This study also implied that innovators and followers should
be treated with different marketing strategies when launch new products.

Key Words Product Replacement, Endowment Effect, Innovativeness
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