ARAEERT, BPY, GarENY

REHERIL T K5 A RN E i 2=

W E AADEIIEN], DONFERIHERSA YR AR AR, ST 3 ) R 5 1 7 A WL FR 5 o
FEVEOTRRENAME C“BCRTRS” L) IOFEHTI,  BATITII 2% 2 2 52 2l b AN R w22 10 M o X i 22
SATMATH S B (O T PER, il ivds CFRb PEM . 7E5 I, JATRIL “4E itk
N XTI 1FRIE T SO AN XA S TR e T 4 E TR, IR PR 7. 55 I
FURIL, WS REI S, “aE M T, WBCRFTE 7 BRIETT A “ e T, M BUREVEN 1
FIL T AR T SR ITI T o S, BRATIHE T IR 22 R RIS

REEIA A, HERAE, B, RIS Tk

0 515

WA PR GRS A (Bagozzi, 1975; Hunt, 1991), #3776 MM EIX AN B LR
o WG TEE EC AMENAZ#: (Anderson Fil Narus, 1991), YME—E#Z “Prfa sy
TESNIPARAIER” (Holbrook, 1994, p. 22). WMEATHE R REMIEA, /s TA KR
frrfey (Wilson, 2003 Jai & SBIsF A VA 7K -5 Alb ki 61 1 (A E 5 % ARG (Khalifa,
2004) o AR M TR, AN B 2 s B v ) — AN OGP 25 (Mizik AT Jacobson, 2003).
AP ) — AN FE R, o B e OB ek, B FF AR AT IR AN AR E
AN AT (Woodall, 2003).

LESCHR A AT, Woodall (2003) V44 T 18 FhiAs [A] Y 44 B SRt I 5 A S 7 =K 7
MFE s RS RAFHINEL, B, B ME S JEEIE . T 2 B A . B A SRR O K
HIME” $E4E TASF 2 L (Holbrook, 1999; Woodruff, 1997; Zeithaml, 1988). i, #3
B fpe i 5 ) FH 5t 2 Zeithaml (1988, p. 14) $EH 15 X, “ee---- W 2 E MR IE H LIRS (benefit)
AT H (sacrifice) A e i 8 FH A HS RS TR A . 73X Rl U T~ Woodall (2003) 4328 (1)
“H(net)BIFMME”, B, W EERAT WS AT H 22 6] (AL (tradeoff) .

oA I T S B L O 2 s A OB R R i R i BRI 2% (B 15 (worthwhileness) ”
FEEE (Oliver, 1999, p. 45) [T, W9 N LB B R BEIM a2 & B “ o vH 5 (intuitive
calculation)” (Butz 11 Goodstein, 1996) =Aiffii (Dodds, Monroe, #iI Grewal, 1991). Cronin
4 (1997) FeH, FRATEERT CLTME MR SR A4S I e R 2, o mT DO 3 ik R 2
TERT—ME LT, WrER e O —/ N, W2 Finf g Bk tHE XA R )t FE,
S T 2518 LA (Gronroos, 1997; Heskett, Sasser, #1 Schlesinger, 1997; Oliver, 1999).
TESE R OLT, R A TR R Bl A0 g MO g ek A I R (Lai, 1995; LaPierre
A1 Denault, 1997). H FIESCHR A &4 = FHA A0 “HEZ” KM A (Cronin 45, 1997
Sanchez-Fernandez 1 Iniesta-Bonillo, 2007). 7 H & 4E5E, W2t S 0 FRH i 1 e %
HFR Ay “PEOYEE” GiAS2E “HEMZE"D.

SEURBFST AR R A AN, B TSR “ 04T P e (value-for-money)” PEUYZ Ak, DL
AR FH T PRI AN [R] FOHE 22 (frame) SR A 34 L 20X AN BB (5 B (numerical information) H4r 4
RER# BRRBIFEH . B, R (Fornell 45, 1996), M7 Tl £ B &
fl: AXFFAR R, AT IR . b A, WA E I 2 5 Rl A
LRI RIIE: (1) ks . XHIRE VP (rating of quality given price); (2) 45 €)ii&E F,
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XA VP (rating of price given quality). FI# RBLPIE, S BHEN T, 2T RS E
RRNFW s J5E RS, HEn TR, 2B m o LR E s . R 2 SEUERT
FEARFE X P 7 A AR BN S iR IE T 2

AL b, VA AT LR (P RS B 2 R I DA 22 (Kruger 1 Vargas, 2008;
Kwong 1 Wong, 2006). 7EXJ LG HEAT VRN RN T IHE,  AATT9FIE PA— S0 7 X R e
(5> F R BE: AATAERESS 20 7T S S AR, 1 xS 2 BRI 7 R A L 38 (Gourville 1
Koehler, 2004). ffiit, AHFFTITE LR P71 )8 (1) ¥4 2% 8 e & “IRAnin e mven,
JETHEZZE UMM, MRV g, SR e RN, S RIvEmR 7
(RIS (2) W # AR AN I 25 R E——a . (Fornell 4%, 1996) HIPEAT, 25523
CUENMRET, MR IIVEN Y IR T A T, MM IIER T IR .

PEARSCH G SR 5y, FRATTAERIEAT 5C LR A S0 it 22 1A SEUERIF 7T () SE a2 R UM . 2
IR, FRATEIE ISR I, 43 ) 2 S I AN (LI I A [ 2 TA T xR o o DT R A
S ZE S, DLROG S0 5 2 99 i B R D) 22 5 AR, S BT R, BT RS0 I
WoTEk SRR DL R BRI RE S AR 7T T 17 R R 8

1 tRINKRE

AR SCFFE 1) R IRIAT Ay 2 SRR T, AN o B n AR by 4315 40 BEIA LE 3 1) LB
HOWE 2 A Sk — Bl a4 J5 U (normative principle), ##fiiA{HE 72 74 (descriptive invariance, Tversky,
Sattath, i1 Slovic, 1988) Fak, AT FIWT AL BEAE 7] —HSA IR R IE T N 1% 2 18 5 1
PRPEE B (rational choice)iZ:UIFRHY, —/NMGAEMI 7 T 5 BRI L2, SR 48T JI W RS 1 v
Frvfe, T AS A L rb B (R AN B 4 KN o BT S S8R 9% s B s df AR, AATTx
ST R IR S T B o

Gourville (1998, 2003)F5ER M, s FAHSEM A IR BN H . FER S EA
[FHESE RIS, BT T B P AR AN R R R o AR REI, 1SR AATTRFSE 1 R K95k 1 56
TG, B2 1HFEABEK 365 Eot, AR EHUBRAA TS, JFHSREE RN LR, iy
BRI 1 L TCIE R, AR % 18— R —MumHE et . X5 —44H3K 365
FICHILL, BRI HA N2, AT R0 8], ASFE “—MumE” 75224518 £ (365)
Ko W2, 13I0/1 K< 365 3£70/365 K, AT mIRE] T WA & (1) HIfEEeE
P, HIRAEXT B (O RE) RIEEIR A T RS AL

1R VEY SR IFSE T, Koehler (2001). Koehler #11 Macchi (2004) 1 % 334 5 BEE IR
flln, Koehler F1 Macchi (2004) &KIL, — LIRS GO0 4 ANH R VRN, 2215
T PEIES 2k 7 UG RGeS S THHIE 4 & W12 N 2 A oAl ¥ A 47 10,000 432 0.1 [¥ymf
RESEXIIEIT, BZUFPEERIF 100,000 402 1 falfie, 5 G min e 4 FHAG 5.
JEdt, BEH 51N 1/100,000 KT 0.1/10,000, F2IAE G —FHEN FIRILEA AT RE DA LA,
FRAERT RS SR EA IR E M FHANE TR XE R B, MRS, YT
oy ik A .

Raghubir Al Srivastava (2002) & HL, — A~ AXF LA TAR A (037 S AR (LA T 2 s s L 1%
MIE R R w2, RO AT AR 23R A 7e 2 I . it SR A 738 H It
MRS MRS ERE, W 1,100 #Ec%T 1 3600, BAMRATH 2N ML m A
JERIG I AR, WS R T ) T BRI R NSy, G 0.4 EEAREEGIURSE T 1 26T,
S 2TRATH 2N A HANARAR, AT EEAT AT REI o A AT B A T — A4 55 I % (anchroing and
adjustment) 5 R SR R FPAE T, B9 AAT T 52 1 [ 407 il PR THD (L 110 A BB ARV e A s 70 40 T o
B, EREE, LIEEICEM IS (i, 22,000 BHIT) RS LG HERRT LS RS (20 2
J6) WBE, M CAEMEEGNR (8 SRANJRD AN I S AR W AR B RS TR AN I AR
KM R 2 0T I R, J026 (1,100 A 0.4) #E TSR s bR, FIREFST RIS AR
T3 T AR R RS L 7 265 T 3 BRI (A (R A R Tl — 3.




Al T B AT AR I, DT DRI R SEnG . REFERRNRS iR
AR, R AR DR AR AN, ke RN i, A Bk 25%,  BERT LA
T AN M RRAN ETE 25% 5230, ] DIk A e AN AR 1 GLAE I/ 20055 . bl
BN 20%, BE AT DL B NAAS T RRY T B 20% S50, AR AT RLIE kR AR 1T G ke 1
K 25% S8 . AEIXFIEMNRE T 5 R, Gourville A1 Koehler (2004) FIBFSTABL, W28 Whr
W ) ARARBUR R TR (9 RE) AR R

T8 SUBFE R, Zeithaml (1998) 4% 7 it BRI 25 I EAR R “ e (get)” 5 “ i 2k (give) ”
XA A TR P A o T 2 X R AR T — PO BRALAT,  3X— BT A AR AEAAT 2 3
(18077 it P R B B B 2 5 At AT TE ek S A s ST BN B R AT 2 R . KR o)A BT RS
AT DA IR g BN (E= BRI 23804 (Monroe, 2003). iR ga . A H R EE
Je B Z A4 (Holbrook, 1999; Sanchez-Fernandez Al Iniesta-Bonillo, 2007; Woodall, 2003),
TR RIS E A AL R T R % TR PR AU AT 2 — P T4k (Sweeney #1 Soutar, 2001). fH 7 —
JTTEL, R A EER AR R BT A RS B LA T A s R SS h ASR AT ke 5 S, i BB T
13 20 = SCHE IR ORI DRIk, XA SR SO A5 2 2 2 RS AL, AR
FEA R IR SO 0 S B T i I R TR R IR A = SRS

SRR FINAS XN R S AT “PIA I BRI Re A A RIER . B, {5 Zeithaml
(1988) [y PEFFU A, 89 2 AR A I e S A BN R, 0l DR B U (iR A (A
M s T o LE DU 9l 2 WA 5T S AN A% [R) SE P I G B . DAk, AN E I BT E . A
K& 53 AT REA IR T 1 AN [F] B .

L0l B PR R B U ) SE R, R R R EI B, “eh RS T, X
P 5 e iR R, AR IIVEY T (Fornell 25, 1996) X PHFMHESS, W T 258 %L
Koy Ofii, Q) MRl (s, P) ALK, “4rEias T, XTEMVHN” X R (1)
2, ks (B AERmTE (1) 5 EKEMNEPY) () 1324 (APV= AQ/P).
CUETRE R, RHRE VR SBRIGINE, BiE (5 ) ARMNEE (B AR K
HME (HLED) AR (APV= Q/AP).

TS RFFE A LE R E AN, AT BT TURY], T 2 MO AR R S nl et — N E T EE
RGeS 2377 s IR, TR AH I R 23 BESS 17 IR DG WUAS A2 o FRATT T A7 35 E #E T
ANFIRESE R A E IR T 20, B “2eiis , MR 5 “4rEia s,
R T A T i N PRI T R e e N R (A e Y (W o 47

H1: oAz S A A & 5, WHRE “4oeMig T, XBERMER” ook fE R
KT “ehe i F, XA v 7,

T 0 S A AR A TR R A b, FRATTIE— 2 DTN A5 AR A SRR IR RN AN (LR 2
BT R BHESAE A o KB A B0 IR RO SEUE I 909 gk, B A0 {1 2 T 2 36 72 P iy AR
(Fornell 5%, 1996; Yang Fl Peterson, 2004), AT &4E HL fFEaE 3 H,

H2: 5T (R 2 W S RS TT 5, IO “4rd g T, W BTE RPN A o
T “HERE T, AHTREPE .

BTk, FRATEIC A T A 561X 5 AN FUR 81 T R (1 SEUE

2 SEHF —

YER—ABEE LRSS AR, “AINE” AREnE N . BI04 nT U i
A% (manifest variable) DTk 145 Bk T Al 28 0 AR T AT, TR, “GAEME T, X
BV 5 YRR, TSRV X PR R T A AN R0 v DRk AR R A
KRN, B AT ) — AN R @, AR IRT (Item Response Theory)diAR, #4k i
P B X IX A 1) R8RS 23 HT o

2.1 IRT 1&5



IRT (Baker fiI Kim, 2004; van der Linden #1 Hambleton, 1997) &K ¥, ¥4
(dichotomous) F1Z 43 (polytomous) (A (B, 215 MR 5 AR R RN
AFEAAY , IRT J {2 N T 022 R0 M AU, T I N AR B 20 R I Ik (test) H il
BN CRES) 7. WK IRT EWE #%# K, 91, DeJong %5 (2008) Hl IRT %41 %2V
A A P AR g [T 25 XU (extreme response style).

IRT BI85 R VB A BT R 8 (latent trait model). “V87E” &2k 7 sk, 3 5 i o ]
BT FRAS EAR A AR 2 B AT W 58 7 (observable manifestation) . 13 S6{E 158 AR & A 20 45 A B
2 [A]% (manifest response) i .

UG 2 LR BRI (CTT, Classic Test Theory) A2+ A5G N T MRA K A R, {H IRT 240
TEAE AN B SR I BN . IRT BB MR, DI Z Ui R & LI E(E
(magnitude)-55 FEG 3 — AN TS H A R [P PR R 2 TR IR G R o IRT BRI 58 T W (R4 KT
FIM IS HUERES — A NI IR ARG . S ERE TUKCPARSE IRT BN A3 2804k vF, Rk,
IRT J& 5 TR ¥l 5 (Embretson # Reise, 2000).

IRT BiR (S ER R T 2 SRR N AR e A5 FH B4 < D007 7F — AN P8 E & 2L 44 (latent
continuum)_F [ “47°E 7, B AL, 28T AR e R R (RIED RN,
IRT 25 0 AREKN (HIRES)) MR, RWGE NIRRT /. T H IRT T4 0 &
EEE N 0 MRbrvEZE S 1, IMBEGE 0 RN, a, b ZARMIES . NS a
AT § 1134053 g (discrimination): B, Z00T0 76 22 KREPE b Re8 DORfEW A s 44 BALT-A
[ D3RI N o A R 3B S E I I 25 b ARE T I 0 (A7, Rzl I wE B 7K, B
TRAE 15 Z) g LA R 25 B m (B R

BATTAT LIRS C 53 J5 [P 2 (P2 S B IRT B EAT 3280 WL PR 36 sl T 1) [P 2 4 —
S, N, ZEARTEFERP RIS CIER7 B2 CRTR Y. BUMESSE EAT VYN (A~D) B AN (A~E)
VeI, ARl USSR EATE N CIERASR . BRI N 2 0 g R, AR
TP B X I Ll 5 [0 AT 2 AN E,  FRATT 75 2 2 0 B R R I X 17
JIZKAP- 55 A1 HEANERY 00 R 2 () (R AR P G &R

2243000 T PR [ 25 B A A 6 3k g —2H 52 1) (ordiinal) 20 25 RIS I, 45 Likert YE/M B8, wid &
A 1143 2% [P1 22 B 78 (graded-response model, GRM). 7£ GRM A, BN (i)i i — L6 S HOKRH IR -
— MRS H (o) f k=1 ... DNEIIE] “HE” S5(BK). FRATEH mi LR m+ 1=K,
Ki S5 TR D 2R, Bu<. .. <Bu<...<Bikia H Bixi=o0. Flll, FHE—NHK
= 5 ANAIZET Likert J1350, #8832 FMRRME R x =0, 1, 2, 3, 4. BESRAT 5 ARIE LI,
WA m; = 4 ANPVESETR K =1 . .. 4). U GRM [ H (12—l 06 78 705 U4 44
i T A ] (A

GRM B e #7281 ANDUIN 1% 28 k AMEDIER K O ik i, BAfi148 200 M),

P(xi = k| 6) = g(mi) —9(1i, k1),

k=0 (0—Pi), k=1,..,K;

WERIRAMEH Logit JREREREL, A LARFUKT(0) 25, — AR ] 4h I I 1125 (X) V&
AN BTN PR ER =1 .. m)IIRER L,

P*(Xi =k | 0) — eXp[ai (0 _ﬁik)]

1+expla; (0 - Bi)]

Hr, x=k=1,..., mi. £ GRM 1, By AR & BRI U L1143 25 £ (cut-off point),
FEHUE S 7 A [R5 B K FIRERIA R 0.5 BTl 75 IR UK

TEZ 53 IRT B, REZESH(on) A BE B B ARRE 0 I 14100 77 o BB B VP 10 L6 i
HERIA S KN, W9 3 T B SR I0 E #h£E (item information curve, 11IC). 1IC 7R T 34N
TGUH B AE R % SR AR TRIA B IR IR T (E AR e o ZEGET22h, 5 BEMGE A
PERI D, 24 SR RS o6 M I 5 B . IRT (— Aok, S 75N
M. ALge b, A5 FR I RORT A EE (precision), RN EE/E 2 KRR L E3ATIR2E . AE20 MU &




B, A5 @R AN B R B (index) Rl &, LD B S R ROBIN 1 1 235 7 22 I L
AR B TR AR P15 B
{HIRT 5, RS FEAE VG S MR (A5 — 20 . 75 IRT o, A7 =45 (local
reliability), BNFEFETERE BUELSARMI RN EX RRE B & IRT 5 BB B R T AR eKF
Z R ORSHRESE, RIS R BRATEA /K P T34 2 4 (Baker, 2001). IRT #EE 1 I ORI
R ERIS, MMBAR TS, 52 IRT B SH RS A5 s A &, AK
5 B BRAL EATER B  DTiR T REAE R o A0 A0 P 0 00 00 5 PRI P B8 T 42 (1)
e
i T B A7 J5 k57 1 (local  independence), 1IC & aJ N f#) (additive) » 0 it 455 &L Hh 2% (test
information curve), & NC 2 Fl. I B o1 @k 145 B K /AN Fi s ] Boe) 21 11C Bl
SR 2 IR, 62 IRT B8, 11C i BT US4
o P, (0)°
1,(0) =)
©=27% o)
b, PO AR SRR 25 P (O Py (I ZEME . WL, s IR L
K2, 225 IRT SRR INE 4. (5 B/ MERHRTRERSHU RN, E 1200 5
85”7 Z5(Bu) AH R FESE

22 D548

WL H GRM BLRIN FH 4L A 5, BAPEALS, “4y e s, MmN~ 5 “4
SETCE R, SRR 7 X Rh 235 7 2O AN (A i I B ok A5 8 . FLACk, AT
LA 3K P a2k T I AT P A 2R 23 B o) AT T4 JE R £ (11C)

X ER AT AT AR A ok B T3 T A A R L R =AY AR RN T A, R
560 17, [RICE & 517 4. A 2852 Ui 4 ni i THURTE, XU 15 3 ARRAE 19
%~57 &2, B 52.8%, Lotk 47.2%, ML 3.76 SEFEHL, IXEETFHLT K
M T 2.69 A

LA DY DI 00 AN (B . I N 92 1~7 1L 4) Likert 238 (1) “AIX+
H T X F AL . WHAIRORS 0, R IERX A M FHLE S B (PVY)”
(M=5.53, SD= 1.50); (2) “XA™MMMTFHIIRE L YA FE (PV,)” (M=5.37, SD= 1.46); (3)
RN T TR IR, RN IXAS S AL EREIR 1 (PV3) ” (M=5.40, SD= 1.45); (4) “AHX T
FHURTERE, FIA XA ST HLR RS 2 52 B (PV,) 7 (M=5.01, SD= 1.56). 33X PUAN I35 )
Cronbach o= 0.918, RN E(FE BRI,

FEXPYAN I, PV, HE N SR R T “Y (e M tk, PV R PV, ) T “45
SEMHE T, KRRV (PV R AT, B TS ANE RS T H e esr), M PV, i T “45
JEJIUR T, SR IITEN 7. Rk, FAMEHIET S5 R (R Development Core Team,
2008) AL Itm” (Rizopoulos, 2006), A4 GRM AR IZ PUAN I TG 1) 48} 28 2 K (o) FHMN 15
15 K 2 (NC)BEAT 40 #7

eV E T BHRE S H () S I BRI o, o =3.489, X HU{l4RX 1 (LL)= -2708.303, BIC=
5572.807. 1€ og AFHZE AR BIELRL, W EUISR(E(LL)= -2691.433, BIC= 5557.811. &
JEFR IR BIC B TEAL, EALSR LLEY B0 (LRT) 4SS S (%= 33.74, df= 3, p< 0.001) &7, JEBR I
TR B T BRI . X R, IX DA o AP 25 5. BRI GRM A7
IS HAb 45 RICIRER 1,

% 1 dERRH| GRM BREI SRR AR

Ba B B P Bis B [2]

PV, -2.556 -2.063 -1.411 -0.953 -0.397 0.434 3.189
PV, -2.411 -1.884 -1.383 -0.809 -0.189 0.606 4.427
PV3 -2.321 -1.945 -1.401 -0.865 -0.222 0.642 4.017




PV, -2.447 -1.796 -1.166 -0.559 0.094 1.008 2.768

e PV BN oir WIRESEG B FONNEESE

VYA, SR BT Y ETE” IR PV IR RS R, RMCEEE
OB EL AN, JH 2% “0 BT(eE” 0PI R 5 7 2 AR B T At A0 S R A0 (L 1)
PEo XTEE PV TPV, IRFE S5 (05 =4.017> 04 =2.768), “Z5EMHE N, X BREITEN” (PV3)2E
b “eh i i R, RS IIPET ” (PV.a) B 78 3 Hib S e s A i SR (B 1) i I A2 4k

£ GRM A, REFESEOLARE 52 AR BN DI 3] g, 100 w5 B2 SR AN U I DTk
15 B o DU I8 75 1) 5 S A 60.04, 1745 DI o ik 19045 S /40 ok 12,12, 20.23. 17.12
11058, b, PV, okl k2, 1M PVs kG BOKT PVyo IXEM, T ELEV K
HTCER I, SE 2 MR 4 e RS R, SRR RIVEN 7, O “ e R, TS
IVE e T T RSN STk s B R DR 5, AT H) T AN ne (- 1.

B 1 BERAME IR 5HE B £ (11C)

R 1 AT PVi= PV, = PVs= PV,= 1IN A E K 53 (Onin= -2.816) LUK
PV1= PV, = PV5= PV,= 7 IN IO EL I 5B (Ona= 1.342), IR HAE BN S o B IL TR
PV H1 PV, BATTHTLAF HHLE A B (O, PVs STRRIE B R T PV,e AV PV STHR
fofe SR, T, PV XM 1IC 5 PV, f) NC ZETRAR B BEAR L, XK, “LhEMis T,
KRR (PV) EELL “ 4558 ST T, TR PP (PV)BEINEEE “HAT DT (PV2)
BIAR. IR, Oy HL AR T SIS

3 SKIEHAR

R “HEMREE, RPN L A ERTRY, XTI SR AR BLE Y
{H, MAME H2, TATH 02D R0 I f5 e SR 1A T g oo 5 R Bt 25 3k 5 1 T
RESI.

FRAT AL 0 i it ok B R R o R AP o i e ] s B FR i (CCsI) 7 it



5o BETFENE B HEIE VIR (CATI) HAESA, Bk B b E R 50 AN .
BATERE T A PIPUA SR 087 FAHL(N= 2,204). il A (N= 1,932). #ili(N=
2,361), MIPLE)E(N=2,170). {E “CCSI HHfn” H, AP 1~10 [P0 I3 H A I 5 Jak e A
(1) “Hoizsb ML AL SED B TTE RS, B E SNSRI ? 1R
KIFFT 10 20, ARIFEIED .7 (2) “WiESIATHI AR, Ui mh AL (et
MR LR S mE AR ? JEE ST 10 43, ARSI .7 E AR T “ 45 e i
N, STREIVE” R MRS, IR VY HESEAER] .

45 Fornell 25 (1996). Gustafsson, Johnson, F1 Roos (2005). Al Oliver (1997), &A1
KBRS 500k 0 S0 2 PRt i e (1) “ AR B, 800 it R FE AL (Bl A ™ i 20D
TR s (2) “ R SR ISR AT B 1% S L CBCHAR ™ 280D AR, SO0 e B s
(3) “HAEFniaE (A FLA TR AL (B ILAh ™= 2R AL, WURG RN 10 4y, S EN
1 45, BAZ AL GBI 520D NaZ$T L7 (4) “R%— F g0 H b i Al
PR CECHAR ™ S AR, WERES 0 H b S BEAR P AL (B ™= 5 25D
110 43, 2zl D= 200D NAZdT 2 /007, b AR a8 16l 4 FH 1) 1 4
1~10 [A+or 4, 155K F R (Cronbach awwn= 0.921; Cronbach creicwi= 0.910; Cronbach «
wi=0.913; Cronbach ausr=0.918), HUEAIHAMEARBIZWEE, HTES%aT.

3.1 ZuskE)d

J T BB SNAARLIN I (AN [7) 29 28 T =T Tl oo 24 72 7 AR D2 W, AT AT 7= 18 Ay [T AR
o, DL “GEmgr, XIREMVEN T b AR, M ITETY T b B BT 2 ok
PRI BT BRI R ARSI BOR BLAF (R? wun= 0.601; R%wiopun= 0.563; R%uy= 0.626; R? s
w=0.569), AN R B G vE RS0 45 I RAER 2

R2 WiHEEARTSMEINHEE

EPRELRE FRfEIR AN RE t p
(B) (se) (B)
HIRLHL
AREE 2.158 0.108 19.965 0.000
WERET, SRS 0.056 0.015 0.064 3.796 0.000
RN, SRR 0.670 0.015 0.735 43451  0.000
S A L
ARER 2.106 0.112 18.785 0.000
BERET, SRS 0.094 0.015 0.118 6.256 0.000
BEMHET, SRR 0.624 0.018 0.673 35560  0.000
i)
il 1.625 0.093 17.512 0.000
DR RET, SR PR 0.231 0.015 0.266 15.229  0.000
DR, SHRE 0.554 0.017 0.583 33.339  0.000
PRAE N
ARER 2.285 0.094 24.400 0.000
W T, SRR 0.114 0.015 0.145 7.345 0.000
BT, SRR 0.587 0.018 0.645 32625  0.000

M LR LB [P A B AN AT UKL, AEDYAS = 20 “ 4 e a1 XA P
XHBE R A AR T “AE BN, XK PR 7o dElk, H2 FRAFSAIESCRF . RIREE (A
VAR B B RAT EDM K A PR, (HAS R S N AE R AR SO A T A b i 8 A5 2R
RBOATHIEAE X, FA TR B R B [0 225 ek B MR TR g . O s IRIX Ty A
A, BATMEH Bootstrap 19757 (Efron F1 Tibshirani, 1998) 3 3L+ & ik [R5 R4 &
e DTN T, AT 5 R (P o sy 3O i i P S 1) 22 5 K e ot e 1



3.2 #21#[@ Y384 Bootstrap 94

G4t R 2.8.0 (R Development Core Team, 2008) HIFFEE N: (1) oA 14 1 “boot” fu %}
DA R R DR A i PRI T 2N BN E 7R (R 4 PR [9] )5 2 IF Bootstrap 237 . AT
H 4% Bootstrap AL, 19 2 [P RE DM brE 2 FEF IR . (2) b TR 7 21
R S A5 DA 22 0] A /N 3R (OLS) e AT vl g~ AR W T4, 7EREAT Bootstrap #FF 2 7, FRA ML
H*MASS (0t [B] A Y AT A2 i [B] A (robust regression) 73 #T. (3) #id#is Bootstrap 4 AT 145 2R,
BAVEF S ‘Mg ~, XENN” 5 “4rE s T, TS ETER 7 SRR 5
R ZE (A B 7 AR R

Bk, TRATTI RS AR [A] U SR & Huber (1964)42 H ) M-estimation 75 1%, % T4k ka
{15143 47, Bootstrap FIHHAEREL() ¥k 5,000 K. XEWE, E&—AEESHH,
—ANEE REIFE AR 5,000, AT, FATTAT DU 454 [ 3 R ERE A 20 Ay 20 TR &R
H oz ) ) 22 5 S IX T4 11 o 7E Bootstrap filAE 1, F-ATRHH 12 BEAL H 22 2 5 2 4l (random X
resampling) (Fox, 2002).

3 WA BRI T AR DA 23 A7 45 2 B AEFRHEAL R R £ (B) « brifi(s.e ) t {E. T8
553 2 v OLS itk 25 b AT LA, BATT A IR X P b 77 ¥ 0F (B VA 28 BOAF 0 R/ N R AT LA 1 25
REEAR 3L

Fz 3 LUBEE AET 212 #EY3 5 #7750 Bootstrap JHifLE R

faREAa Bootstrap ##1#f(r= 5000)
B se. t BRI¥MIE BHRHEE B BSNEEXIE

HLAHL

#FE  2.0065 0.0939 21.3768 2.0179 0.1265 (1.774,2.277)
EE N, MIREIEEy 0.0593  0.0127  4.6523 0.0592 0.0169 (0.0261, 0.0930)
BTN, MR IEE, 0.6903  0.0134 51.5357 0.6889 0.0196 (0.6500, 0.7270)
LA LN

#FEF 19378 0.1006 19.2548 1.9412 0.1332 (1.682, 2.210)
BERE T, MR EEY 0.0811  0.0135  6.0008 0.0814 0.0183 (0.0465, 0.1176)
BEMKET, XHEE  0.6635 0.0158  42.0992 0.6626 0.0221 (0.6182, 0.7054)
T

My 15900 0.0871 18.2457 1.5868 0.1071 (1.371,1.792)
s R, MMRIT 02432 00143 17.0471 0.2429 0.0207 (0.2007, 0.2826)
EMKETS, SRR, 0.5507  0.0156 35.3088 0.5513 0.0218 (0.5095, 0.5962)
AR E

M 21179 00891  23.7697 2.1177 0.1212 (1.884, 2.354)
EE N, MIREIEEy 01065  0.0147  7.2390 0.1068 0.0172 (0.0782, 0.1405)
BTN, MR IEE, 0.6207  0.0171  36.2342 0.6203 0.0223 (0.5768, 0.6642)

e EEAL b, BATTARE 5,000 ¥k Bootstrap i £ 2 ¥ [H1H R EFEA T T REAN M)A R E 5y
A WIS BRUEZERT 95% B X ) (R 3 1A =300 ) o Tk EL AR I8 R U R 50 A X TR )
FIR I, BATTAT PAE 2.5% W& MK CRRE) R ERE R R B KN AR L, EXIY
AP F, CEEMME T, MRV 5 YRR, TSIV SR RE &R
B 95% B S X A H AL S e T2, 18 5%MI S EVEKE R, FRATAT LAHERT “4 Mg T,
R VN SR RS T e R N, SIS PR .

7t 5,000 7% Bootstrap /1, A HILR K “HEME T, SRRV K RBUN TS
T Y E RN, SHMMSIIVEN T RS IE .. fE0HE “AEmiE R, SRR RVHY T 1k
PRUEAL BB L “4A s T, ST IVEN 7 JEbRHE KA ZE ()G, RATA B AR E
JrECE 2> wrOL, XEFPUASE SR, H A e B BT 1 E A A, i H AR ] WA T
PIAT M e IXANRIE RECZE(E /AT 95% B 5 X [H] 707l 4. FAREHL, (0.5644, 0.6958); ZE il A



fixi, (0.5067, 0.6525); #1li, (0.2321,0.3907); R4 )L, (0.4408,0.5849). LiksrHraid:, b H2
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B2 EEARMEESHHETE

4 Wi

B RAT AN O B A D R S AR TR EE R, IS0 S8 0TI EIA B IDRA  S0at i
—AMEHEEAT R (Monroe, 2003). i 3 H AR BE N EIIL R A AR 2 R 22,
ADELEARAT R BT, I E A IR W, 562 32 8040 707 (R P (K 5%
Wiy, S/ 52 BE I3 BN AR VR A o KR 225 A IR TR A P 5 T 00 A K
FOUMES, HPE “CAUEMRET, BRI STRIE RONT “are R T, AR
A7 IS (DR B R R RN & T “ e RSN BRIV B R T 4
SEUR T, RS RIPEH 7o FATHRIBTFORIL, 425 1 RBUE R B S 2= O BEAR, i e T
FI 2T EE A A i ZERE 5 FE) I Ao

DA —SeSEAERF SR S B AN BN, SR “4r e T, MBI ” 5 “4
SECR T, XA KIVEAT” A 0 BN EDX A &S5 P RF IR (Fornell 5, 19960, ASHITST



AR, X PRI EIEAGEN, I HX 2R AR S Cn, BRI R BTN A 3 25
TEXT IR G B AT RN, SR “4h e s T, XTBTE TR BEEE “45E B T, X
Mok IV 7 (R 2IA 7 2SR AU R KT 2 o S A (B I VAN o AR S “4 e as T, Xl
FVPNY 7 BRI 7 RS B 78 50 A BN AN PR P IR A

AW R I AT 2 A B SE S X, R EARILAE L RS BV T SR b . M anlkid ik
JUAE N GRS A SN ] PR A T A s L S RS A R BRI, T RO SEE  As  T)
SR E T LI I FARR UL, b A SRR Y B o e LIRSS G
MOVPANY, 7078 VA Bl N SN T i o R R R, P RE VRN, A2
AR “2h TR T, RHAS IR PEA 7o 3 8 8 I DRI AT B8 T A Ml 8 78 VA0 Al 7% ) v 8 5 5

AL FRIAFF OB R ST AE Y 9l 3 A BRI P 4P IR T F TE B TS T o RER EE
(RN ELRE | o SXANEIRT O 2 A0 1 2 U SZIERF S A BB AIE . HE,  H AT AN HERS AL
JE A CHNATEFNE T, TEMOCH T (normative) B 7 O HARAE S In A v (G RE . IE
W HEAE (Kahneman I Tversky, 1979) FUE—/MHIAYERLS, 1R 2243 [ S H 1l AR
PR JEAN . ALARAL T 0 R R e kR (Stewart, Chater, FI Brown, 2006).

BTV S, AU ST AE T B EEILAE L, A S R B IR R T 2 7 S GT
TS FE. MeAh, BT LGN AT w22 A, A ST RIS R IR AR AT v i ik I e #0814
Wi A3 25 FF . XL TE AR R AL T R . IS A S ML, AR T 0 BEE LRI
AT DT R o IXBE T PR AR R R 0 W DA S8 AR AU A B 1) LU 28\ i 2 Pk i/
] BELE DLIERE L3RR fRRE ST

FERGEIMAE PR, 3 22 BRI N 2 B 1 = fIG, BN B A 17K o AT I R I
WoR, AT R SRR AU, A AR TR B AR AR 2 (requlatory  reference) £
i (Pham #1 Higgins, 2005), 4 2% & H KPR P AT AN AN 275 il B4 RRE AH )
(PITI, BRARTE 45 LIRS (desirable end-state) FIANERAR ) 45 HUIR 25 (undesirable end-state) #5 ] LA,
h AR S i PRI, W o A BSOS E PR I, RIS T RER TS
2% e A AR 25 SRS AE O RPN S 2% 0, AR B B XM S 2%
RUBGE, BRI P A B T e R U B B X MG S T, T B R R B R
o W W RACFEAL )25 FRSAE A RS PENT 2 2% 5 T2 AR PR B XA 5 2 7 R
1T, B B A A WG s T AR I B IR AN RS A, W S A e s . 3
AR RIS AT O “HIRPOE” (Kahneman AT Tversky, 1979; Thaler, 1985) [{Tiill, 4
PR TP RAELE T (P R PP EE L AT RS« OB HEZE T IR A% DPAN SR A5 58 iy (AR, AT
A AR TRAT TR ORI A 5 TR R G,  (E AN VRO b, T 2 1 e A 2 15
T AT B AN ER AR 45 HORS N 225 i, s AW 5 S ) 1 DLBRAR I &5 AL A 27 1

FR P 2 4 J22 VR HRL i (Construal Level Theory) 331457 (Eyal, Liberman, F1 Trope, 2008),
7 it KV (desirability) 77 THI AR S B B0 K “ At A (why)” 7% RS, 2w =R
AR5 T T AT 2 (Feasibility) 77 IR S L2 “ anfiT (how) ” 7 T4 1E, & —AMIKZ X
IR A2 IR 22 5 7 AR I R B2, W SRR R] AT 1 1) 2% £ B2 22 4k (conditional
importance) /74 JE X R (Sagristano, Trope, Al Liberman, 2002). Wit /&i, HsRMEM%E
& ALK (superordinate), 1Ml AT AT (#15% 1E 2 AR (1) (subordinate) . HL AR, “ 4 TSR
XPRRIE” I A W SR AT PR GO TV SRt (AR v 1 “sRoME I B e T
AT R NI BT R A TP R 0 MR X v SRk RN R o Pl 10 s i 1 (1) SR
SN “YESRPE” (PR, M CUEARHIAT A SR A e AT BB, D AR
PERIAEXTFRE” 1 SO RS S A (B P P T 5, Ui 2% e 2 LU AN A 1K 2% FE T o F
ARG R A B TR AR A IS I ST ST R A TR

VK L2 A T M A R A B, JCR) 2 RS HE 0 10 P ek ] AE— 2090 e 31 o 54
K LLAL . B, R RIS . SR (identity) 7 TR 25, DAKIRHE] . RS . OB R 4%
J7 T AF H (Holbrook, 1999; Sanchez-Fernandez Fl1 Iniesta-Bonillo, 2007; Woodall, 2003).




FEIXEESR RO RS AT AR X AT I R I A TR B0 2 AR I 5 7 T 22—

2 EIRGAN TR BIVER, B, SR W, SASRE AR SE G CRRJR SN
PMEDIIVE R o FRATT 752 LU AR , DRI L 75 225 | A XU (dual stimulus) ¥ 4% £ (Oliver, 1999).
LEVEM B, W TR A LR R . 28— N2 W A (intra-product) B8, Eb il 2
FSA 2 TR PP, I A X A LR BN (A A S B o AN 52 PP 0 SR 2 8 e
PEAN A0 i (focal product) BEIANELI s ST ILHR IR . A0 0 1 0 W7 5 5 2 el T2 )
5 T ANRERE R 7 A (inter-product) (Y ELAR, B R AR T B 8 R0 B R I B A R IR
FRPE— 52 (1) 2 IRl J5 7Y (prototype) AT LA, I vl BEA4 T ¥ 9 38 56 v 2 il ) 0 R A g
FTVPAN A o IRl SURI S AL A T )77 S T BB A A A Fh AR B 2R 0 25 1 5% 0
A4 JE T b 82
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Ratio Cognition Bias in Perceived Value Presentation Formats

Zou Degiang*, Zhao Ping , Jin Liyin'
(1: School of Management, Fudan University;
2: School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University)

Abstract It is well documented that presentation of qualitatively equivalent information in different
frames has considerable impacts on consumer perception and judgment. When evaluating the impact
of perceived value (“quality/price” ratio), we predict that consumers may be subject to a ratio
cognition bias that leads them to relatively overweigh the effect of quality (numerator) and
underweigh the influence of price (denominator). In the first study, presentation format of “rating of
quality given price” contributed more information to the construct perceived value than the “rating of
quality given price” format. The second study found that “rating of quality given price” format
provided stronger predictive power in driving customer satisfaction than the “rating of quality given
price” format. Finally, discussion focuses on the source and the implications of this cognition bias.
Keywords Perceived value, framing effect, numerical cognition, judgment and decision making
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