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H R YR TRIY 1CRY 6n hR iRE -

i AL KA B B R

R, WA, BRe
(RDUR2AL T S5 AR, Wb I 430072)

R FRE KFTAE LA, 5 BT 2% 5 A VA 38 N2 19 85 4 1 sl e 320 DA 8ol 4y
(YL i A XSS B A i R DX R B 47 282 2 5 4 DX B 11 DB 2 A 37 Ak DX B 174t A X
AL, A, AR SCEE AR B il A XA [F) 5 2 2N ] | it R T G 2R i it b, DA ot At XA RT3
T S ANE BL TR RS JRAE TLAS J7 TR ] N A0 56 T il R DN [R] 9 A DG 28 BRI 53 26 17 R G bt
PRFIPEIR , JEAE DL A b 52 S AR SE 1 J LA el

KRB A S AR 5 S 5 4 D5 TATR] 5 A R AT XA TR

HESES F274 TEIRESG:A XEHS:1002—5766(2017)02—0195—14

—.315

A AR D4R , L1 B i 7 B0 B 3 2 AL SR 4R Sl 38 o T 2l 3 MR B D i O 1 R AR
XA LAY A 32 R A R RAR A T 5 AT i R 90 3 PO A B B LA 28 20 PRIk, Aol b 20T 7
T AR BT Y A 5 SRR RT3 Y DG B T T B A A OC &R TR AR
i, Muniz & O’ Guinn (2001 ) $8 t di AL XBEE: #4718 2 -5 b A SC G R LU R S [l I S B oA
BLHLZE Sk o TEAL 2B A, T 9% 50 3 0 56 H S BB 3 g, 5 T 4k 2 A (A 2t v i 2 T 5
FIAT AR REAL X AR A T 3 A A, o 5 1% 0T LA A0 i BT 2 25 50 R AT A A OR [R] )t
T P el A X b S S R SOK - 22 B R 7838 07 X, i B, HAZ B S L 2 i Je At 2 sh AL mi R 22 57 3h
HL, T 9 R I AR e e sl 32 A 2 B ) VA A 0. IR A, Al Al 76 7K P 52 L 2R it B DX g
FHH S EIFES ML E W S REAE X AT DUE AR — MR IE U A, 2 M U 18 i 57 21 2L ]
SEBIEH B HLB R A BT o 15PN, 11 2% 5 1520 2 5 5 S MR o7 it A DA TR] (B A 45
2015) o fHJE, i AR XN T IE R 4L, B AN e 3 B P 00, d e 1 F AR, 2 —Fh [ 4180 S H Y
PRRIZHE, B2, % it A DIN]89 P9 86 BIL 7 A RE IR IR 2 A7 10 2 U R BRE , 5 ZERAR 0 A . PRk, AR 3
Xof b AL DA [ P FEE AT RSB, A ARSI FE 08 7 11

= SRR SRR AR B HE

A2 AR T AR AR RS 7 2 B BN LR B AR 2 A AT 7 S 2 B P Y o
RBEST, A S Al AL DX, Ah 2 PRI B BN B3 55 I B4 B4 L s 4 B BAR PR, 15 B2 et S - ot Ak
J#C A (Labrecque,2014) o & 58 AR b it 1 38 T 502 B 1) — %o 22 1) A% 4 J7 5, T 2% 38 B35 TR AU
(Bacile 45,2014 ) , kL2 PRI it AL RS2 00 m] — X — BB A&k 7 200 X AL A A it At DX

It B EA:2016 —07 -29
* BEWE FHREBAR RS F5E 3T 2 800K L83k 19 TH 2% 5 11 A A VLB ST . LAk bl ¥ o 75 57
(71372127) ,
EBE B = (1973 - ) 3 WAL KB N JUR , T # 1 BFFE U M 265 B, E-mail . ebusiness@ whu. edu. cn; i
TR (1983 =) 55 CHEH) 7P 7 R WFFE AR BIFSE U2 9 26 77 1, E-mail ; phlwy126 @ 126. com; B2 25 (1988 - ) , 55,
AAERITIN T A IR A 58 4032 X 25 725 4 , E-mail ; haoyueshan@ foxmail. com, B iR/EE : EE2A,
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ST AR B T U] 4 AR R A, I ELYE DL, Aol 2% 25 7 08 il R A 4 X 4l i 2 5 3006 T
Al LAY X35 (Hennig-Thurau 45,2010) o 1 2% 2 B B O3 e AT 23 (RN A B T AR AL , h R ARBE 1A
IPARR 2 AR %, B A2 L Ah R DO P TR T 2 2 5 3 M STk A AL AR 57 38 238 5 2 B U, T
FLIH 2 5 A AE AT B Sl R op R A T ARSR A SRR 325 . Uzunoglu & Kip (2014) 2 T PR EIE
IIRT TR DL BRI i R 1 )2, S R B, B DL SIS T B A R B A, O i A X A
HELRZMR , Alb ] DU SRR Ak s AL S TH 2 E R

b2 PR Y S Rty s it VAT S0 A, AT 2% 42 W 3 5 o R ) | SR S N A T B
AL 2RI S A DX 2D B R r R e KRB A 2 (Killian & McManus,2015) o 5809 i L Rl 1k
THPRE ST SRR IAHURECAZ  hidh 23 Ak AR R AL X O 22 b 3 5t 2 5 1 sl kA X ORI, 1k 1 42 1
R FE AR whae Al > B IAC , 1 2% 3l i A 2 AR B AR BRI 0 22 B AT o ph 2 f il
AR it A DR B 8 BRI 1 2e o T B0 37 0, DA TR S0 0 2% 85 B0 it R A R o 9, Ak 2 A I A o
Al fe it TARZ SC T 338 A O 0 ah AR i 23 (Kuksov 45,2013) o Gensler 45 (2013 ) M\ ffs bt i 2
FABE S, B R B, e S A A 2 (R Db 3 B 255 2 ik S SGBEAE 3, OF BLIR A ) feat X vp 2 4%
S8 it A, T B 2 RE AT SR DR M o3 T O T R AR IO o e e P AR A DX A R i R R AR
RIEEHA T

MRAE 2 S A BARIHIE (Kaplan & Haenlein,2010) , 1 i 55 HAMASS S A £ 25 AR RS
PTG 3 feGert oAl s A AEAERO TR, T 2 AR B, AT 925 mT LATE AL PR I3 v 5 2
AR A N2 AG 3 (Wang 45,2012) o JE T2 (R ACHY it ot DCRAT TR B At 2 A R A, AR A4t
SR ENE AR BIREARI SN AR B LB S . AL X AL B Sz AL e, DT, T 2 7
A BN R R B R , A AN . P, A2 AU R S AL ) BE AR B 5 A BB I
FUARA RIS T, 3 1 AAE Tt 2 AU S LR AR, -5 AL SE AR A ML RREA T T HEA

*®1 HLUFEEMEREE LRI
RN (LS ARSI
%77 X HLpE—X % e e
Rk N F— Al AR ZHALT P E RN A
R SR F AL R
feikas INHIFIETZ Z5H.3)
RS2 AR SEAASER AELLBEA 52 AR T T B¢
1H P8 s il E 5 H P H Wiz T2 %, B LAV B

ORI R : AR5 3 B

= OARBRE S R KB

L AR AIHE S

INFPRAL A S SRR A B ARAHEIN R 5 ALY o Rl s i o ek, S0 TR 51 TRl AZH
ZURYS R , A )2 T 2 5 ol W T 8 — PR, ot A DK [ 2 A W A 38 4 IX 42 52 AT
= Z I R AR BB A 22 et

(D) AZUAR . HLUAFRDRIE T2 B0 A, MRS B 002 HSCT A BB S 107, DL
XA 53 B 03 i (R B AK A0 (E AT TR SCAY IR (Tajfel ,1978) o Fhax Sy BRS04 B H TR 53 T—4
41K 3 (Ashforth & Mael 1989 ;Hogg & Terry,2000) , ifii 41 212 — A~ 35 AL 2200, f A5 A AT Al UL g A
Al 24 5 TR 25 2 20 Rl — PRI FLUEE B8 T4l U, S N BUA R 2™ Ao N, 20 TRl
S GUN GRS HAZUR G B 0ok LA 2 AR (Ashforth & Mael, 1989 ) o ZHZLIN[R] A] A4S B3 T 5 40 41
R AR AR, ARG R ] (220N RAT O | B3 T R SR AR, LA 51 T 51 ( Riketta , 2005 5 Ashforth 2%,
2008) o F3— A FLHLUARSCHBRABEEIETH 228 Al ok [F] o 6 9% Al k75 SN NR] B DA R 0 SR Al
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MU EIAR R FAAR AL R IE AV AT E R A HZ(Al) IEROCR AT 9 & o XA 2 & kAR
e IO R TR B L 1 S SCRSRT ™ A IR B L A & B9 AT I FETERY AT 087 ( Bhattacharya & Sen,
2003) o A, AR AT B — Al 5 R U TR B X Alk I R] , X R 1A Bl 719 2l 8 0 i e o 1Y
FIFE SCtisR o PRI, T B Al A R B TS R A B A B SOOI BT e B — Al G &

(2) dh AT, AR REA R P840 A S A RIE 55 dh IE R0 & (9 F2JE ( Bagozzi & Dholakia,
2006) , {4 3% Al R RIARGF MO B TR B8 S5 n RN G R B B o 0 T 9 KL, A RS B AR G 1Y
FL2x3E0E (Belk , 1988 ; Fournier, 1998 ) , il JLELAT BRUR A9 & A W5 | 0 B9 B AT T8 SCRAk 2 B 0y, SE AR 8 136
AT IH B A SCHRK o ARSI BT SR AE 2 B O, T 3080 5 B DG R — R SG &R, i
IXFPK PR R T B AR A A2 AR S AR B2, XA A 3, i RS 2 5 A2
TR A, An AR I 2 4L B OB MU IR ] — dh R A U REAR B — B2 NS R TH 98
SO A TG LR ARH ) LA AR R LR AR E R B B O S TR T (E AN IR T 9 RE R R
LB BT BAT B BRI R SC, A0 R i R i

(3) Al REAE DN o it Ak DX ) 2 2 ol ot 2 5838 A1 B 22 TB] Y 2544 A5G 2™ (Muniz & O Guinn,
2001 ) , iy Ak DX AT RLSZ MR DX B3 BTN T RE T3 AT, DR AL A5 S, i aed ol A DXl DUDA A 213 2 3 5
TR LS S ARG, RS SRR R BB S S A EPL A% LA KK (Franke & Shah,2003
Brown #,2003 ; Muniz & Schau,2005) . fESI AT 258 Had B v, Sl AL DN SURBEII REVEIMEL, i A 4R 2
PO EL. AEIX S S04 T R X T AR I, AEAR AR B0, SRR O S8 nl 5 L =R T H 2
JI B3 B BE IR I B (Algesheimer 45,2005 )

2. SRR DCINIR] ZHEUVIAIR] | L/ Al ok R) =38 (] A SR

T 255 WO R 2 il A DI [R] Y T B2 250 , 08 il At DA ) A5 12 BEAE F ( Algesheimer 45,2005 ) .
At A IR T B 5 i R 2 T — o B S 2R AT A R DDA T2 7 21 387 10 e ol R DX i Rt o S ) i) 42
KF o FEX IR R LU NAZ I 2 SHEIX Z IR SC R, P, ZEAL DR 3 2% 3 55l A G 2% 02 i) 42
PER o LG DR S EIAT 2 01 B 03 B — I SRAE o Al WS DT PR AT 32 0 A 7 i, A BB AT AL X By
Akt FTRL A D 5% REAS T A JR 7 77 i R TR (T 7= ity 5 B AL 9 9% 25 ik Rl LG D ) B ), RAIE
AT RS 3 11— Bk, B AL AL (DB A BRI ) o G, T 235 15 i AL DX A i o oG R B, 3R
RS AR REAL DA™ o A DA TR R A e B 1 B O A T) , Wit 2 R A . it Ah 4 X B 25
MIZE XA, it 2 5H XS 8 S HAFR A DA o PR, AH AR A 22 B 0y fE 25 18] A A hsr
IIHL, AL DX BRI — b o S AR AR )

AU R HE A YR T 4125 B B, W IH 2255 0 A DA W) BEAE ISk 5 142 B 403 BRI R 2H ZUIA ) B
o P, HEVAFPLER SR DO R A BE UG . AT, LGV TR FEB 8T , = MR A RS A8
it 5 T S AV (R G 1 R A A R AR O — R 9, LA i/ VN TR R EE B ARG A 5 1t AL XA
Al AR B ZH S VAR AN AL/ i A R Y 255, AR 1 FT7R ol A DI RT3 — A0 S S AT A [ it et
[l A DGR RGBT B . ()2, AN RIS RE B At DXIATR] o RN R JE ik, 4k DX R] B8 22 ke T
LA IX S5 R AR B EZ, DL, T 21 2 A A LR DA ) 56 28 R T 02 R 31 2128 kT il A DX RO E A TR
st DA I i 3 4 AR SR, S et T4 () B R, Tt A DA ] A U T e, N5 A2 e B U s Jg . 2
UL LA R 1 I (E X o 17 R BE AN AR s A, vy HLZH 2 e ) s TR s A5 mT RE B 22 1 2 X 2 SRR Y
TRIER o PRI, Alh/ i DA TR 2 At R DA TR] A, i ZH LA R i LA DA R B AL

R HEUAF TR A R T IE N 2L, PG, H I SO 2548 85 R 1 2 HLIENE , 2N i 5t
WA . ALZURA R B R T BRI SCAE , AR X PO AR R At LU B AT, U0 2 ) B 56 R A5 UL T 47
B R, SR BN R R S 22 02— B R B R 0 i R DR AR G R B TR RS | T A
MHLBUE A A X B A E , BABRINE . #E DS 01 Y 5 R 4544 i 74, #1 DOBLIN A DR 53 2 1] 7y 3
WA HLUR AT o PRI, A DRSS — 5 A% SRS A DRI, 172 38 3k s 53 =2 1R ) 52 B 77 A A LS i)

it A DX PP A8 B AR T AR IARAT Ay, S B S A 22 R4 DI LA R I et 4 A A ] 2 (Muniz
& 0’ Guinn,2001 ; Bagozzi & Dholakia,2006) . i iat XHFFE A X i 3 Z A 52 B, £ R AR F FR Bl
HAFEATR, WHRUL, A IR RA TR (AR X)) 808 HE 2B AR b 19 (Triandis, 1989) o #1 X B A HE
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B 1 AZUARE. R/ BAGAES RS KIAEX R
T OGRS ORI ol AR RN R A A
BORPR IR : A S

P, T 2 R B — B IN RLRA CAAAE R SEA o (EUR:, DA TRIHEAS S BT AN — 5 7 AR 3 e Z (A Y EL 8, T
Jett DY T B (R0 ) AR ELIA T o L DX A LA 24, 24t DA R A 1Y, I S A Il
SEE, P, il R DX A R AN S 8T 72 1 - LZUINTRD |t RN ) B it At DA ) 2% T P e b B 2 i

F2 HLZUAE AN E K @At X A B & B X b
UNGES] ) ) .
HEEAVINE] )N Fi AL XA TR
Ja 1
PNEERLS T HE THEH (FEX L)
UNGIRIES HE(Alh) i J m A X
HLVEA IEx — JEIE
Z 5 MERE, AR E5 S A&
il HE JET GG EH FE2 R0
AR A [ P IS
Wil e ] i
175 & BOZUAJE (% 4% A BRI )E (il 2O
TR R
1EH MRk 51 T 2w ik TR MR TR O H Z A 1Y .5
TR AT X ER
* Ashforth & Mael (1989) . Bhattacharya %(1995;2003) | - Muniz & O’ Guinn(2001)
+ Mael 2£(1992) %
- Dutton %5 (1994) - Ahearne % (2005) - Keller(2001)
22 Bk + Pratt( 1998) - Bagozzi & Dholakia (2006 ) - McAlexander % (2002 )
. Srr:idts & (2001 ) - Homburg £ (2009) - Algesheimer Z¢ (2005 )
. Riketta(2005) - Lam ££(2012) + Thompson & Sinha (2008 )

GORRR U AW 5 R

3. KA RESC R X

oo LT TR T B8 S T W IR 55 B VA, 25 9 B TR AR 7t AR 55 (L 2K ) el o A £
THBE T2 o T BTl R T D R LA, A A W o 981 L™ i B 55 1) DI B A A il A2 37
BE AR o i R A 5 T B S G R AR — MR A (E R I 2
DIREMETE SRR I (1978 2 5 ZRARMERFS: , 65 INF 1] A8 , i R8s 05 1 T B PR bR

TH 0 15 W R 8] 4 56 ZR AR R R R RIS Y A I 5C R, BUIE UL, T %38 X T Al R 17 % 22 LU i ket
T ERN T Z . BEEHRE—RECRINRIE, A C AW R T XA 2GR LA E ),
W, ASUASUARERE T Bt 25 i R A [ S N 0 1), 0 5 22 LA it AT S AL DA 1 Bl 38 el S DX, Ol a2 ol A DX A9 I
[a], 3l LT 2 H S IH A Z 6] TH 3 S Al S A T2 (A Rt 22 3l 3 IRl 5 28 DA RN [ 7 J 281 i i
AEDCINIRS o 1 b A DN R R 5 At R DA D i RO TRD I T 2% 5 R i e 22 ] F) T 8l 3o Foft L 8 A o 25
) S AT T B ARMESRAF LB S5t o S5 AR LE , i AL DX v, i U AR ALY T 2 T
BT R B2 9% Z [ A S BAT O, A ARMEREA T 32 S 035, I 2 3 A S B AAT e A & EAE, At it
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FEDCORTH S PR AL T — MR R 5 R0 2 2 5 R TR B SR F 45 9 0 2 5 B

i A DR — R HCRE X Al i o i A DX B g 9 217 19 JB IR ( Algesheimer 45,2005 ) o 411 2L 223
SR e S A AU 5 B B 2 (A A AT B i — AR ARE B A AR is AP B RE A, I8 4, AR
JE— A RER DR TR BT AZ OB S FIL R o U TR 5 ] 2 2L A Ay i | 1 SLs AR 2805, U TR B
AL it A DA ) A B Bl o FRAR i R DX T R, B SO 2 R 25 4 2 R A 1 — R, B
LT A AR A BEIE A, TR, RN ]2 o e DO TR 9 2

ANTR] Al R R B LN 3 TR

%3 REIRMEE R
L R NG L DA
O X T = R R | e o | WO (R ) KA
B | ok e s | OUEIRE AR AT R G g g i b e
BRFEIIA — Bk v PR AR R AL X (1 725
Wit SN H A RE S R IR | AL BUB R G e
o
i W i O R WL | 2 R 2 A T
S
W | BMA e GG
MR | s VT F 7 Lok VT F1 i Lok
X5 LR e A SR LR DS AR AT
W R | S AR FE R FE A R

GORR IR A7 5 1l

ASCAN , SRRV E IR T 255 i ALY 5 2 B e 3 R B2 B SR L, R B A L\ D
I E AR AR . 5, SRR RN N7 SR — TR PEOC R R, iR A i RO 2R Bt i G 2R P R
A A , FEINARRRIALR] o A4, i A R ISR A DX AR AR Lt BT 3 5 T R , AN (LA Bl ok B B
(B SR Z5TH St AR 2 A, AN UiAt DR R RS IR, R E RN I B — MG R 1A S
FUAF 5 Z IR 5C 2R o T 938 X Al BB 5 3R DA IR 32 DA S 42 640 0 ) A A o 7Sy — ool
o HHPE R Z 5 , 20 SRR AR T8 AR AYRRE , 2 11 2 1 A R A TR AIRE A

ARG R AT 7, DT 983 04 A BE SRR, T 91 38 X ity R ) A2 DA 30 6 DA R g, o it et 4 £
(EVRR W2 L A 3 R B (ED AR S (L T30S NIRRT R 5C &, LA S LA R 8044, B T3 5 58
SRR e AR AU BRI, A D N ATE R I EL, LS Z A4 2 SR R AN 8
FIRUA, T Sl R SRR e A SR B, BT it A DX, AN 5 T B iy o 7™ AR B B (L, 3 mT LA SR LA
RO ALHT (At 2 (E, R P AR AR R B T e AR Al 2y Gy AN R ) A J5E 3 T i i AL DX Aille
I A O AR R DX AR FUARC R 9, R, A S LRI HH B il 5 A i e DX P 3t T ARG iy B, AR
Z Al B RBNE AT R T A 2 AR POl R DX 3 01 98 ORGSR, SR 220 9, (et i
AL RFZ T R o IXRE W] LA T 2 AL AR O T 28, AT AR Il Y Je 8 R e 22

BRI AL XTI B OC R , — I3 T, A7 B T30 9% 8 B A REE SZ O 2R s O3 — D T, W LG ot B o 2
ST I ZR AR T 28 A A R 2 R B8l . PR, T PR A B DX AT 302 R (E A Z RE , IR 2 Al 3K
TITHTE AL RAL D, FEANEAREE VIP 22 B3 o ELX AR UG dt Rt DR 9% A e | LU AT, i 2 A
PRI TARLF B S A DR B L2 o AR, ol AR DR T L 1 el BB IR 4, S o IX 8 4 3K il — i 3
WLEAIE TR TEER, JE W B A — 502, B — ik DA )R, AR DT 2% 2 LA R BER e —if . BT
A, A SOt i AL DG RIS EA T R GEEE , AR S5 B 7 1]

MO | % AL XA B B9 R S S E

1L M E

INIRLJE T 238 B0 5 5 Chn i bt Al A X)) B0 BREEHR RS SR, AR Y 58 U B TEZH 2
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103 2 E B SCHR T R A AE IR ¥ (Edwards & Peccei 2007 ; Lam %5,2010) , X FPRIEA 7] BE 22X IA [FIAG EA
B R, 45 5 5 A TR o TN MRS e S 2 A — A AR B 2
Ak FE J& 1 (Lam 45,2012 ; Van Dick,2001) 5 55— S0 DA AL & DA — SRR 18 RT3
IRAA A B B R R 5 )G AR H ( Ashforth & Mael 1989 ; Ahearne 25 ,2005)

JUE T N R R S IR Z  (H 2235 08 s AT R 2R, 2 Ashforth & Mael (1989) 9\ [A]
SR HEH AR — PR R T AR N7 Dutton 55 (1994) 02 “ HAUE L5 B - E L Z 18 1Y A H %
7o SR, WU A O AR A R BIARLRE & o CHEHE T — 2, 840 NE 5 A 8Us pE ik
F1x5 e (Bergami & Bagozzi ,2000) , {EA511 &2, Bergami & Bagozzi (2000) f i, ™ N @ P 5 HEUE I L
B RS2 N A, G, B R A R A R AN 2 A R AR B & IR R . 56 TN A A — A ¢
SRS , XA A Al SCHE A ] 5 A DG B9 BRI T AL IX 43 R o AR, 35 4 2 3 o 41 3 2 3 0\ (W]
BESAC I HIRE S Bl T 2% ok A2 A R X 5 A A E X H AR (Brown 48,2005) , 75 4%,
TH P SRR T 2 X A B 4 5 i MUE 8 6 F2 B2 181 ( Bagozzi & Dholakia, 2006) , A< SCIA
A, VA e s A+ 2 B 0y S A R 5 T, Z AN R AR AP R 2R A AT R Tk B B Y
—/NER43” (Van Dick,2001)

ITAER A7 202238 SRR Y Z2 H R MU . Edwards & Peccei (2007 ) IAN , HERMTAFIIL AL , 23228 A
6] )RR A e g, OF HORNRE et At 2 Sy e i S 2Pk 53 4h, i T HOGHE VRN R R FA AT O A SE AN g
PP 2 B IS Y 2R 4 (Van Dick ,2001) o ix 62z HpHe 3 Tt 2 B 0y BS A NFNIR 22 (H 2 X
TONIE ARG PR 2R 3 A0 45 A OC T4k 25 B 03 B 19 SRR PE AN 3K PR 1~ PR 2R (Ashforth 45,2008 ) o 3% =N 7
T, BRI I R AT B2 6 T N 4 2 B 3 N [R1 B A SRR ( Tajfel, 19825 Ellemers 45,1999 ) . 2k, A
[F) 9 22 4 B S B L BU T N T B i 2 T 3% o i, Edwards & Peccei (2007 ) B ZUIA ] E S0 55
EMASHRNGE G N — AL TARI R | H 8 SCRE BN, MR S H L 2 R 3" . fEdiE
BTN, Lam 45 (2012) $E91 235 d A TR SO “ AR B FIPEA F O IH B T34 S it O JR R
DIERFFEEE H, ah XA R B3 PR B 2, R HVRIIE IR, G TR 2=, i i XN [R5 Ko 26 4
T 5 ) 5 AR R 53 A AR R D B S5 AR B AR B 53 1 25 S5 A SRR, 32 i R A XA A T ( Muniz &
0’ Guinn, 2001 ) ; K FHIERA 2, I\ A 25 & G BEATE B A MULE , O B4 UL X EAR I 15 80K (Elle-
mers 55,1999 ) LUK i Rt X9 T B0 04 B 53 2Z [RI Y53 25 6 3R 7 (MeAlexander 45,2002)

2. #afEfE X

KT P N FR I L, H AT, 2R PRI 77— A2 Mael & Ashforth (1992) $2 i () 24141
INAIEE SR 5 53—~ J2 Bergami & Bagozzi (2000) #& (53¢ . Horp, 128 A9 & 3R & 7S N I3, 3 7S 2% 0 10 41
T TIEE GNP R, RO 2R TN ER X AR G TN R (Y SR — P H 8 T4 4800
BRI ) AAHFF (Van Dick 2001 ; Bergami & Bagozzi, 2000 ) 5 i 5 #1 HY i IA [R] B 2 — 4l it 3, A7 H0 ok B R Al
HH R H TrHEFE RS, 28 1T BAPET (Lam 58,2010 Van Dick ,2001) ,

A0 2 L SO RT3k P B S ORI AU AR BT R X B R Al
ARSCA Ny X2 T CGER) AEUR (AEIER) fb AT X 22 57 0 X TAGUS BT, A ZUA R
RE Z MR —FAE R AR X R ECE SRR I A= X T AU, R T A SR T A g
o BRI, S X i XA 2 5 X Bl A8 AR S il R A DX B AR S I IR R R U R R
FETIE G| R PN R, i s A A 2 At 2o N m B IR 2R Ah  FERT R4 FE |, HZUE B T4 4
R B[R] N B LSRG B E IS Sl i T A X AR T BE SR A R4 2 B[R] 4R 2 e A X sl Xt
AT HE- T 2O AT 2 25k A XA IR T AR E R

MU, Algesheimer 45 (2005 ) FF & 3 1) 2 A 0 3t i JLA DXIA [R]85k 5 PO YR 24 it A DX A 67 58 N
TTURBETHIR , T IF R 5 13 {04k DX 0 AR s /N TR TR T iR S 4 RN Sy 3 R A VR R, 772 T
— X TRBIVIGSH . O TR X LA & W R TR WS D) A8 13 67 5 0 6] i $e 4] 46 2% B iF 47
W SRIG 80 46 (0B A Llk I BFSE AR RT3, 75 AT 0] o 3R A LA 5 08 3 Y R) R, O 2% B iE AT 18
IE, feJm VR AR A 26 S 5 ) 1 R HE AT 4 0 I 3K i e A R, Horh A B 11 5 Mael & Ashforth
(1992) Bkl ARML, 4K, Algesheimer %5 (2005 ) (Y R A &AM AF I PEH =R R KRB T A
200



-_v—
)t
s

AZSEER 2 o

g 2 it

3. AR

A 0 £ B B DDA TR A A0 77 £ S B 9 0 T AR, 77— o 5 04
e 1 TR B O3 AT ) o (ELIR: SR DX BEAU AR B 0 6 I L 700 A 30 5 5 %
R S 5 B I T D RN I A 2 H PR Ao LA, 1 5 B B A R 5
B, TR SIS AT B I, A B R B2 o, 64 H A R 5 A 7RA , T 3 — 0 B A IF i o
O 3SR T LA R DAL Bl AKE B, 275 B B 0 3 DR, it P 7 92 (1
FAL KA R R 2

WS 2 DA AKE I S B 7 A 75 26— 2 IO, A B BT A e . AR 4080 1 i
BRI, i M — R T e (B, B 4552 A SR 2 IR 2 M 2 B A 2 A, B
AR IT A R0 A S E 197 (Suchman & Mark,1995) . L4V B T ) A5 1k AT LU 488 =
S, — AT U PSR I 2 P AL 2 b s — R T G0 AL M SR 4 21, 1
Wb s SR T R IR £ 2 b, WA b (WA S8, 2012) o ZE TR RS UIR, 2 b 45 S 9
HREFLIE T L 765N I B I 1Sl 7 ot G FE A G E  3CE  3 2 st X 1 7 A i L
AR IR B 4 (Muniz & O Guinn 2001 ) o ST LSBT, ML DX rb 9 G 5% 2 0 20 MR 208 T3
1 PP RIS £

S T L DAL 5 T 2 A B X T 3 4 0 B T EL AT S AT, AR
S e 2o LA (0D B AL T X0 R P SR A0 (08 258 A 36 R AR B T 0 9 3 A
FEIK L MR RO X FRO AR 0 ME X A5 P MU0 BTSSR Sl 268 8 5 i e 7 i B 3
Rl E o BFLL 6T A BT 25, 56 T M0 TE 0 DA 17 0 B 5 P DX 8 (k58 DA 2 o
BORE TR TR CHA B 5% RN 55— 7 T, 7 R X o, BB 2 ) A 4 S22 A DAL
SCA AR AL G5 72 3 A (WAL 2T B 5 0 22 B 3 24 1 £ A LA B 4
AR BT A B I R AR I 5 T B Ak 1 B2 P B 7 , 345 B I Rl
GURRIA . T2 507 A AL I 1 (LU0 AR 7 4911 5 AR 08 8 B R AT

P o

ErNL S PN

A Rt e T B O i SR AR Ao A 3 Oy i R AR 3024 TS BRAL SO ) i 7 ( Ash-
forth 45,2008 ) o TA[R]Z PSS G2 2 (8] B9 AR EL S e A , (A i B 03 43 08, SN R X R R P 0F A A T 38
P IFXEAS BT R . B AR AR AU B (3 O 7, 41 1 2ad 26 BUAE B ok 1) B 4320 ) 1
KB — 25" i RFORYE” " RIMAE AR R O HE” A B i A T2k

SRR, HEUA P 73 A PR AR - — 2 KL SRR 0 A A R] ) R, BDAA b 3 A R e 5
73 —Ff WA AH A 0BTk R A, BIAAR 21 E AR i 72 (Ashforth 45,2008 ) o Xf T M L3 T LA, 2141
R AL MRS HZL B R 22 57 (AR 2R B A — BUR, IX 2 B WA 15 B 5 R, e i i 4] 2 41
B AN AR OG0 A SR A2 AR X AU RN TR] X R R 2 T I AR TR —ad AR rh, AR
B B 22 Ve R AR A SUA R AP 2R o T A DX i R A D ST A SR o B 5 LT Bl i
GBI DY R FEILZHT A ad i 25 i AR Sz S BT A AP S B 0y, 4R A8 B A 9 2 K, A AT 2 ™ AR X
By 83 T AT A Al R B 07 2 S5 0 R P AR i R P B 3k — e P S P b 2 A b A T SE
PRRESE 25T BEAT hh A RV B

XFFT 2 EAA , AMRBIIA R 5K R K T s 5 K A5 R 2 SUA R B K i B A 47 B R
SR A A RIRIE I SR 9 e (Ashforth 55,2008) o By SRR AUN 5 2 AU E 3 (19— E
SRR T RERY A BOR KRR 0 By o P AR RPN T 00T X i e B TAR . il
B0 TR, AR AT B 0 283 B S HEp MR L s B IE . AT S A O B B 03 3505 A5 P I
GERANEAAE R ORIEAT By > o P AP0, WS O R B ST S B 3 400 T8 1) S 107 B DA 56 v 3
PHRE S B 2B Y i 2 455

i R DR, T B3 TSR R T LAt R A 07 A X, R T R AR A 3 AR, A 3
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B | F FR2E S SRR OR . O TRIARER T 5 AL OB 5 )" A B MO SE AR R VR R
JEIRARTTR o T P8 SoREAL DX ORIV SN £ 78 5 AR B R i M By 55 1 3R B 403 BEAT DL C, %
Ji G B Oy P R A B O A VE IR JEE o AR IX — i AR T, T 2 i B O B R B AL D R E”
CRREOAHE” o A TR A RO RS I LS R rh T B M I B AR RER AL 0, IR T
B W AL DX B TARRY S AR, e, fe dEofam Al 1 i AL DA R

T30 KRB 5T G RLEAT =R R A AR 268 — 2 A TR B 1, o 1 B 5
P = A A AR A A THLE B, o 1 A B s = A AR =2 A TR R i 2R ik
oK, O T AR THE R A A AR, 4 B =l oA 5] fish R AL , A DX P 9 9 2 A DAL fioh e AL T
L EIET UL RS RITNRY o AL R AR AR B FEFHE L B 05, 3L 23 B 056 0 28 5 0 U2 4R
Tttt Ao B K AR LS o 53— 7T, B S AL DX 9% 22 (B] AN B A B3, T 2% 2 T A 56
FMORMBR R, X PR O R e TIARIE S5 INFE G Z MR A UPES R R o DAk DX i 2 5 HR R 56 T
BERhGER  Ze by ST SRR A — kL, XA, B8 22 8] 14 [R] i 2 B it , X [ S MEAR 2 0 el A+ T 2 3 304
VAT g, T AR i A 5 2N T o

NUHBERBHKIARNITEZEMEREE

L iR A

KT R AR AR ™ AN ] AR 2222 F A AN AR 1 5 SCRT SR R R HE , AR HE 2 B 13 26
AN IR 32 2] A 8 AL AR RS A 3 AR AYSK S (Muniz & O’ Guinn,2001)

T P B/ A AL X B 3 T 5 |, A B T R 20 —A> A FE K, A RE Ut sRALHE A Rk 2
P BB ZE LA B FRH R = AR b iy B 5| T3 T B 5 1 2 BRI Cln B AR ) (22 5
Pk (B 225 0) A B (S 4375 B2) (Bhattacharya & Sen,2003) o {1 2% A Bl R LA 1A A 02 S SR IF
TS EUBRAR A Y R A R T AR B T S AR Y A J (Van Knippenberg & Sleebos,2006) .

(1) BFE XK, —RARESETOR . 2 W0 bl A D5 80 8 Rt DX B3 B30, 7R 5 i
PREGAT SCHY A FRIB G, 1 /25 N80 R A FRAO BT R o X i A 3 7 B2 5 5K = 0 9 4R A E i A
IRZIn— Y 3 BAAEE A TOR, AR T E m  ANR B A C RS BN TR 2, R, 1 2% 5 S0 B 4k B —
Bk o KA — A e B 0y, T 1 TR S P SR — 9 B B 6 il B it R A X 3 1 5
TR RN B, S ok 252 W b T A [R]ZKF- ( Bhattacharya & Sen,2003) o fEAL X 1 9 # 80 A 3K
TR 4 DO 5 A — o, (e 5T 21 2508 A DXOR G R 5 A TR] o A R Ry L Bt R DX, R B 1 it R
SERIAE SCIE M EEE . AT BT 5 A R R DX R L Y 4 30 B A S B SR AE — TS A R A X
PRI, Sk A AR IR e 2 B 5 2 S AL X AR X R KBl 2038, (A9 9 A FRIE 4 B 00 15 2 e 3 15
g, 23 AFESNET R A IRBN XAl [ I — EOE AR I e — SEAT T PR Y, B3R — Sk R R B
NFREMA TR TR R BT (X bl R 51 7 B A B A 82 0, B ik A 52 W) i BRI TR ( Kim 5%,
2001) o eI XS K 1S AN E GBS [ 28 Bl BT ST, Lam 2 (2012) 45 1, 75 [ F il AN — ZCrE A 2%
A RN R Z B AR SR A ZR o At R 1k — SO X3 % 387 it WA R BAT 8 3B PR, TR, ¥ 9% 3 45
J 2 [) g — Bk AL 19 34 1A R] (Kuenzel & Halliday,2010) .

TR ATRMERATR o T B YRR AR AL AR Y B B Y5 3K ( Bhattacharya & Sen, 2003 ; Algesheimer
45,2005) o RUETHBRE D9 10 F FESEVE R R TR SR o SR B AL 1 R R RO A TR ) S PR E
WRZ—o 1At B O BIE, Tajfel & Turner(1979) B AH X SN, 70 B & A4 23 R B AR 1Y
WAL A R R, ASARSS TR TR B 2 (Muniz & O Guinn,2001) o i 2% 38 5o W 3K Aol 7= i K 42 7
fBAITHY [ %5 (Grubb & Grathwohl 1967 ) , Afi Tt i DA [ B AT 75 B2 B il A i — R AR AR 0 f 2 B 47 LA S AR T

VHE S AL T RE FOR A BB RIRLA . RO 2 2 AL A L RSN, R TR R R i AL X
AEAL R WY K H AT T AT T o TR0, BRI BRI, 25 23 L SR DU SR AN 5 1 , LR, 0 2 figh %2
ST UM I TR] o FHS L, DX HR I 9138 RTRE PR R LB 22, 2t Bl A AR AN A R A ) B A, 31 9% 2 RT BE 53 5301 ) A DX sl
FH 64 L
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e fiTHY F1 %5 ( Bhattacharya & Sen,2003) . 7 LUE A H B BIFREE b, RITERITSE S5 i 9 75 B2 (Kuenzel &
Halliday,2008 ) /1Al B f7 7 B2 il it 44 7 LA K T 2% 355 DA [ =2 1)k b AU 19 56 & (Kuenzel & Halliday,
2010; Wang 45,2008) o DIFERFFEICHE L 5 dh T G Al G i A2 o, AR D90 K B A A 28 4, o 8 B A 5
TR sl HAUR T B 5 A nT RE R T A2 1A B B A FHE 5 T 2R R R U

—RAEREMETR . EALaT A EAILA S 5D IFRIF K (Ahearne 45,2005) o #12 By
WEFEE i, AR SR 22 51, R, S04 AT R 55 e s BEAACIBE 2R AL R , IR IR 5 SRR LL BAT (2%
B A E ( Tajfel & Turner,1979) o 1 2% ORI A T i B -5 AL o AT HEBAT 22 5208, B4 Al EBEIX
Al 5|, I HLREZ 38 A 2% 9 IA R (Bhattacharya & Sen,2003 ) o 3l 22 57 il i 41 X S8 A (A B R
FEAR A DO B B R B RTE L S AT R AF . Gl X M 2E S T B AEAL X B R A S ) A S
THABRARR T-Be, 52 8 A S AR E . DL, 8 2 3 IR X By 003 14 22 S P S A IX B 03 14 ) 4
SiR P, X it A XA DA IRl 2ol o Kim 25 (2001) S B, 38 ik i IR 51 7, A6 i B2 2 S5t 1 9
A i AR Z AR IEAR G

(2) HAbRy AR . T 23 55 0l R OC 2800 T 5 A At IX G A%, 9 EL X Ak XSG 320 i k1
(Algesheimer 55,2005 ) o #5c#], 1 2 E Iy di bt AR HE D BEVE RN RAEME R 5, i >R, X Aol -5 ol o A AR 5C 3%
AR 98 FoRIF H SRR 288 2T L8l o X R H 238 55 Al LAY OC B —— il MG R B A SR 2 5
M ot R DX TN DRTIKE , B 70K PR i R 2% i S 85 14 b A XA T oAy T P 2 AT B B R A
I3 Al A DO R R A, B4 (2015 ) IA D, T 2 2 At XA R (BRI IFAERARR R TEAE X 2 5
AR o AT TRTE T I S A DA AR I XA DA R g B2, 2 D40 1 AR XA AR [ gy, RIS
SRS BRI G S AL, I B T =% b RS s i Bt DA R A g e A2 SR

TH 2% AL DO R T 2 A IO ZR B AR L . Matzler 55 (2011) M 225 1R A BE 1 &, 32 41
A DC R BRI XA 5 28 B R BEHCH T 11 2% 2 A B O S i AR B D S A 1 AR S PERY | A f B &
A, DRI, A0 (81 BEA R 4 DX 53 A ] i R DX 5 S5 AP BN 2 AR 10 S A 1 AL R T
B IHEARE B2 5 A, DRI, S0 B BE A R ek DR 5% DA T it A DX 5 SR TR, S IEAG 38 TE B, A 1) A%
R EN B 1M 2 AR B 15 2 S0k, SO AR AL IX I RFAES DS o Hean, AR T2 20N IR, 42 b1 2 — Fif
73 TS PMERI R ZR MOt N S EER TTRR, 107 b A DX AR Bl 535G 3 58 4 — b B IEAT O, B e =7 AT
2 A AR S A S R . FE KR AR L [R] 9 24 B 57 O BLAL DO 51 BT AR R 5AT O,
PRI, it R DO BTN Ao A0 S SRAR S ARG o it A DR 5% > X o A XA ) ELA 52 0, A/ 1) 2 £ ol
FER 5 0 it A DX A DA TR, TS A D 5% 2 68 it ™ A B 5 B0 , 308 ol R BB 0 i A X
AN AR (Fiiller 45,2008 )

A A IEIESE T i A DB ah ot DA TR B 520 , 91 401, Devasagayam 45 (2008 ) $i5 i, 72/ &L
AL DK (A 50 A H AR DXL B 5 AL DX A0 R e P B, DAL, A 0 T i 2K B A DA RN Lee &
Chang(2011) i3 726 BRI 2R BT 58 5 B, 7L BR 5 22 52 0 il AL DX 3245, 25 4 DO 52 2 5 48 X3 8l
R B 5E AAT TR SRR DA IR, O L v E W B, J o R DX, FE IO B TR R N PR E R Y
FIBSL AT P APR G AR

2. GiRARG

TH 9 A A DO R) A A 8 2 AR O 45 2R, A IX 3265 RE DA | il ARG D A DXL BRI S . {Hle
A7 (Algesheimer 25,2005 ) IA A , it At DX I [RIAN S0 S BOBRUR O 24 2R a0 vl LA R T AR B 45 28, , A DXL
JEPE T FIHRT o A g R DX AR W B8 5% 08 =047 S R 1 - — 2 5% B FF 8 R 1) s — 2 Ak X
HUEIFEIX AN SRR A DAY 1) 5 =Rl B AL DTS Sh 2 5 R 1) ot WA DA TR RSB i, i 2 F
X it AL DR, it A DI TRD A DR A BLAT R B 50, 425 B3 03 X A+ X3 3h 2 5 W HAT B B 52 i
PR i R DO TR] AT LA R 9% (4 il AL X 2 5 (Shih 48,2010 ; Woisetschliger 25,2008 )

XET AL R, H RIS AT A DA (0L I AN AT o 5 Al A DX X2 Tk, DAL, 6 5
TARKSEA Y ARG AL DI TR A ] G S5 11 9 AR IX S S I AR R, T 28 0 il A DX A A ] 22 R
LT 945 941X 2 5 (Woisetschliger 74,2008 ) o Zhou 25 (2012 ) 1A, df fiAt DI R4 SR At 2 i
DR DA i 9 2 18] B9 A B AR T 54 DR B 0 5 il R R 8 1) D RE 02 B, 11 2% 5 DA ) it A IX
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RGOS A O SE— AR A Al 227 TRTRE B ot BRI, 3 88 BAT TR A SR A (DU ) A8 B AR ) 34 X
TR, AERF AR AR R R o fhhAE XA — N 9 ST 6 e I 2 8 X ah M ATIA NS T, DL, dh
FEAE DO TR] 2% A ) = A RO R . B4 (2015) 45 1L T 28 255 WAL IX rp = AR A DA TR fE
A — A R, I ELAE -5 FA T 983 A BB 2 FR AR s , 1R U Ja SRR e 17 2 22 A X, 3 B o
HIGRXT A RRRIR Y T A A0 22 , AR 2 Al BB e Al R DA RIS I 2 B BAT B A B U
AELRP it RS AT SN, 33 2 DAL g SR T I it 55 10 ¢ Tt e it R 25 A58 ) SR T 22000 17 38l PR 36 8
A EAT N I (Matzler 25 2011) o Al REAEDCIN R Al AT XSS h A AT D0 T, 68 R ARG Bl B AT R ) 52
Wi (Habibi %5 ,2014) . Marzocchi 5 (2013 ) g i % HE P AR DA ] (77 2% 25 A M TR AT 9% 3 i Rt DI TRD) | e B
BB EEPR iDL AP (IRE Y A S AN I D i s S 1 o e A Aol N D Y R R R A DD S T
FEA DX DA TR AT ot A7 TR BT 5, T S R i DTN , T 3 ST i A 4 RIS

sl R DX T 21 2 G R I R, o A DX R i DA TR EAG B 4 52 0 ( Bagozzi & Dho-
lakia,2006) . Chang 55 (2013 ) 8 1 B1F 5 HEL 5 FURSGH e A XY 9% 38 5 T 070 10T i LA B B0 25 BE A 2y 6 B
THPE S LS BT 9 A WAL DO R RE L A2 o 25 BT FL 1 )™ 32 A I, v DA R] )91 9 2 o a4
SR AR s L £ T 20

Fiiller 25 (2008 ) 3 izt X T O H AT, K B i AL DN TR F AN 22 S B0 M 22 438 2 50T B
TH 5T AL D5 R, Xof A DX A DA )8 8 2 S B 7S SR ZL A R A BB O R e (H 2
IFEAERAA TR 2 5 TF R BE 0 H HA R R 00 5 B 35 LAAE B BFE (Kozinets 2002 ; Muniz & Schau,
2005 ) TA A, TA [a) il e DX A 53 BT AR B O BB PE AT B & MU A B TR BT, I HLk 28 N2 48705
A A R B BT AT AR .- Carlson 25 (2008 ) 4f H — I —— i R X0 BEEER, DA R R X0 BLRE
P — TP AT 12 A il W S A R TR AT AR S LA O T, A AT AR 5 Al i Wt 2 7 P JE o
FORE Dt A DA TR] 0 DXk A B3 A DR D1 =22 18] 1 32 B 5 5 1 B B 1 52 ) ( Algesheimer 45,
2005 ), sty A DX T Xof 1t A BRI £14 52 0, 3o Fof 582 e ol o i e DX B SRUEY P A 9 DR S B, At
DI T 5 B3O 51 14 i R D0 BRI, DR O SRR 1 3R 3 5 e X B 03 9 B 45 S T 21 25 A 0 2 2 o
SEIEAERYHTAE , P, Xk DR R A TR B 21 At At DO B, Hickman 25 (2007 ) 858 T Al At XA
[RIXTRERR G R R RENED , 2 WLt WA DX DA ) SRR vy, AR I 1) 22 Al B R B , i e 2 R BOM AN IR, B A1
FERIRUE WA B =2 TR A o AR , X it o DI Tl JEBsi iy N, 23] 1 A 222 B4 it e 4 T B
GFBOPEHY  JERIAS A DX B3 A ot RS 7% BEAIEAVTS LA S AR DX R B L B 4t A DX B LA SR B RE

g BRI, fh At DO R B Ei RS SR ANTE 2 i

HRESHERR
> BIRJES St N
> M E— B > LR B Rt
> SR B > B PER
> G 2
B RIEERR > BEbRE R AR
>
>ih DA oy =)
> BRI 5y B i -
= 4 > AR
BREFIERR iy e
HRESAR it > RBRIRTI
>HEK SR
HIX
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>Hxird LKL
> 7 370 (=] IO i
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JONER

AR SO AR T b A DA 6] A A S8 2R AT T B, T o R A DX ] A M 8 Ak B 4 Ak e LA T 1A
94,0 T 5 AL XA RIAR DG REAE , anZHZUA TR Ak i REA TR], S0 T ikt DI TR] 5 2H 2L ] 1Y)
2550k AR b A DA R R A 57 7 il RN (] ) il L T ot R DX ) ¥ B AL T R R T 2 ZUA ], H e
TS G AL XA BURFE Y 22 57 , S B0 B DO R A BUA TR DX, SRS, AR S0 i R XA 26
RUFEAT 1432 HUEI A it A X — P A DX, I R B RIS o 55, AR SORT il g XA ] 14 i A
JE RBEAT T IAGN, S AL DA R A ER Sl PR R S22 283 1 H R S5 R DL B IXCRRAE I 28 38 A1 X
PRI |t G ZR AR LRI 2R 5 i WA DA TR] ) 235 SR BRI A T A B, {E 2= 35 T TR 5 ) T 22 b SRR P 45

2. RAWEFETT ]

AR BYBIFFE AT LLOCTE LA JUASIT T : —2 8 T A DOA RN 5 o AN RS A E SR 285k E
3B E WA G — (Edwards & Peccei 2007 ; Lam 25 ,2010) , 33X 0] B8 2 H T i oA XA ) BETE B
JE S EE M SO R B B Gt X 5 HAUAR T FBA 22 57 (Matzler 55 ,2011) , R, AR AR5 AT LA
FEXT it A X5 2H AT TR A0 20 A I it b, B2 10 B sl P ) ot A DI TR S 0 56 T b A DA
[ IRsR 2R . H AT, 76T 2% 5 A Rl U 58 19 FU B 22 1 2 B FR 8 AR 5K, 33Kt 2H 2R A [m] R0l 35 3k A
FIRYBRS AR o T AL DR R B, T SR AR T e S M A R O AR T B DA R ST
FEDXC, PR, AR T i A XA R B 3K 3l BRI R A8 T DA% I 2 G R 78 s, — 2 i Ut I AR [A 1Y
HAY, g AL R R IE A — 4 IR A, I [R] A BIL I 2 75 AN TA] 3t 2 B 5 A R i R XA [R] 9K 2
PRI ZEE BN o TR OC T it AL DA R A 25 5 o 6 T IH AR A5 SR i 98 b e /b Horp T AR 5 SR B 1 4+ X
TUHEIE /) Z 00 2 A Bl B TH AR A R, e, DA AR I 15 25 S Bt XS B 2 26 1 JEVAELRIE 438 1) 7% g W2
T AR, H TG T b ot DA ] B I 32 AR e i) D 72 AN s RS i b DRt Rk DA [R] Y 7Y
TENLTIBEGEAS LD, Lo an St JE DOA R i B2 AT A4 e At A B B2
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Brand Communication in the Social Media Era:A Review on Brand Community Identification
HUANG Min-xue, PAN Hai-li, LIAO Jun-yun
(Economics and Management School, Wuhan University, Wuhan, Hubei, 430072, China)

Abstract; As the rise of the Internet,the information and communication technologies have made considerable
development. And these technologies have served as platforms that consumers interaction with firms and another con-
sumers. The online brand communities as a communications medium enables geographically-dispersed consumers
who have common interests come together to share, discuss and exchange opinion online. Online brand community
serves as a new form of consumer-firm and consumer-consumer interactions.

To detect the effect of social influence in the brand communities a large amount of research use the term of i-
dentification to describe the nature of consumer participation and interaction in the brand community. A lot of re-
search has found that consumers who identify with the brand community have show more willing to participate in the
community and interact with other member. Finally these consumers have stronger loyalty to the brand/firm than
who have not identified with the brand community.

As we know that the communication between brand and consumers has shift from offline marketing activities to
online brand community interaction in the era of social media. The key of make the brand community members con-
tinue to participate in the community activities and interactions is to establish brand community
identification. Therefore ,base on make clear of the relationships between brand community identification , organiza-
tional identification and brand identification. We summarize and comment on the classical research of brand commu-
nity identification literature at domestic and foreign.

First,we get insight into the relationship of identification in organizational and marketing literature. We summa-
rize the difference of identification between organization, brand and brand community as well as take a contrast to
other conception of brand relationship (e. g. ,brand satisfaction, brand identification ). Second, we summarize the
connotation and denotation of brand community identification. This part including the conceptual definition and op-
erational definition that analysis the nature/dimensions and the measure of brand community identification respec-
tively. The dimensions of brand community identification include recognition, affection and evaluation. Some re-
searchers have reported that brand community identification is unidimensional that just have recognition or affec-
tion/evaluation. But more and more researchers have realized that it is multidimensional which include recognition,
affection and evaluation. Third , we explore the mechanism of brand community identification. Actually,there have no
specific mechanism to analysis the brand community identification to date ,but we can derive from the organizational
identification which proposes that there are two ways for individuals indentify with organization. The first one is top-
down way that includes sense-breaking and sense-giving process; another one is bottom-up way that includes enac-
ting identity , sense-making and identity narrative. Fourth,the antecedents and consequences then let we know what
make the consumer identify with the brand community and what is the outcomes of brand community identifica-
tion. For the antecedents,in general ,the consumer who identify with the brand community cause he/she wants to
fulfill self-definition need which includes self-continuity, self-distinctiveness and self-enhancement. For the conse-
quences , the most of researchers concluded that brand community identification lead to positive outcomes. For exam-
ple, community engagement,community participation ,community recommendation , brand loyalty , resistance to nega-
tive information,and so on. But there have negative outcomes too, like stereotype and normative pressure. Last, we
put forward some suggestion for the future research. Especially ,we suggest that the future research should insight in-
to the nature of brand community which it is very different from traditional organizations such that have a different
objective , process , antecedent and consequence of identification. What is more , brand community also has different
types which have different nature so that we have to make a specific analysis.

Key Words:social media; brand; community; identification; brand community identification
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