m f1 % % 4§ PACKAGING JOURNAL
2018&%‘10%%’4§HVOL.10No.4JuIy2018

e AL 2SN R BRI A T 15 R o R
bR TR BRI AL

doi:10.3969/j.issn.1674-7100.2018.04.004

B BB

M2 RS
TR

# AL 310018

2. WM RS
e

—_—

B, ATAHAAREBATRTAEL, EEFHOAELSIHER BT
BIREER—HOHERT, METHASARSERE A RFE TR ERY w0
BEAER, BREBREERZFTAEFNEFTFRETAEAES; R EAAE
B3R AT 69 326 AR R BB AT T 15 B AR A2 B, JF R SPSS22.0 4k 14 Fe
AMosl7.0 2k A4F5F P KR & BB B AL A 34T T S M BAER e AT
MREREN, YHAIHERARFENREER -, HEZHLLAR

o
=t

AL &t 314408

HIRE R

S o

R ML AR ERLA XA, LERAIE L
AR ER A . UG AR AT A S, B

W E @ el R ATE

i 1
%%}"@/ﬁﬁ%é/]ﬁ&#i%{

KGR AR R HRUTARE; Birs; HEETA

hE 4SS B849: (C912.6-0

XEAFRERD: A

EHE: 1674-7100(2018)04-0022-06

0 51§

PR AELERT b A LR R Rl 2 N, SRR
A AR A — B RSy o T 2 A R A RS AR
R ST E A . RN A T RS A AT T AR AR
B, DT WG S PR PR SR S o T 98 X i
P i 2 5 A I A AT R BE A (SR X 7 i A B Tl g
PELAART, RIS A s B Oy AL . an3he
TR ECEFRHEA AR R A ARSE, e
HAPRIEIERI RS, PLR I A B TERMR 7 TH A4 2
Sy s AR LE 15 oAt 2 B O3 AN AT 04 g i o 265 2
IR SCE RS, S0 e AR LA T ),
PR T SO 20 5 AT 2 B Oy AN AF R T i b 25 EA T
Wk, 4 A S B0y, DORAG TR AL i A R
NI

ABIETE AT 22 A R B ARl 47 o B LA A
T, W SEAE R A AR BRI R A A TE B AL
i, DAY Ry BT R bR A B R T A
LN S it o B Oy RS B, IS NS B A
FETTRT ARSI UL T o

1 Bt EMEARREER

1.1 #HEAREE

“IEAIANT B AUGREM (il ) & TR
FE MR HEAR, IEINREIVE AR B 51 B AR5 14155 Jak
AN S, 2RISR T REAT T A N7
CERHLET P, AR S M AR B R 4
NATHEFIEE A R P, ZPEE . Tajfel 78
20 itz 70 AEACHEH, JE ok J. C. Turner X ICERIS I

s HHE: 2018-05-09

HELWE: EEARILESEIIE (18BGL215) , I TE AR MRS EHNE (L16CXW002 )
EEEN: & B (1982-) , B, HHREKEN, BTE KA, A, EENEN SR E T O R 5T,

E-mail: jettgao@zufe.edu.cn



m%%@_,%
EFH SRR EEERREETEERE B

— #5835 H. Tajfel A1 1. C. Turner 7£ 5 21 58 FPIA
o s YN i [T e S e 4215 1 520 s
NEARRE P, B—F R B CRAT ARE D
FNE Mt A2 . N. Ellemers 25 ¥ iz FH#R R M T
SIRTRY T, B SN o B R 2 L HEAOR
AR H 25 3 A — B Gk R 4 ) —Birte) &

SRR G AR S 201 T B RS A E RS, 2
e A O S HA S A AE LR T . oK. 24EREk H bRl
AR ', T 5 %5 K E 5 o a5 22 Ta] g+
LAk T 22 AN TR Ak 0 B s 53 %o e — A 2 BEAAR R IA
)b, AR AT BES S BHAN TG 2h Y THRETE
TR RER R AR, iU A St B 0 S R i
FRZE B S, O R AR TR R
HUETERR . TH P ETEE R B AR AT b, YR
PRI 15 B 55 28 T B AL SRR T B S A S
W3, T E SO A R AR, DI R I
K2 By TSR AR S BT 2 R AL S
KPS AR — ST, T 2 & R VBRI
SR B IR AT R, A4ER A Bt S B Az 3]
5 2ZR—E R SR, R A B
B0y, VSRR T @ st SRR . AT 0L, #E4sk
] JEAERE AR N R0 I 2 T A I E AR

17 RIS HE FLART T R Y B B 0 A it
P BB AT A B A, R A s
P AR T PR I A R AR i, DA SEBR I R
PRETHERT TR o AR IS S8 I 25
oGO SRR NEEA 8 T EIs
B, AR AN S oo

BiZ 1 A2k DR 2% 5 R AR 25 T R
SRERTE S NG Al
1.2 T AER

HIRE X B St B0 E fint, AT kst
PR gt R E Y, B 2 2 I il 45 R B Y
B, L Ajzen™ fEFEVEAT R FHIE (theory of reasoned
action, TRA ) iY5ERl I, $2 4 T 3HRIA7 M 3E (theory
of planned behavior, TPB) , %UfHufiftfe 7 iH 94 FR
PEAT MR B OB R, S iz I 2 AT
RG2S TR R EE U MR T R
S UG AR T R AE i S HA T B
M AT Ry, o, A7 RS ERAEMAX T H &
TR RE P A R GRS, HZAT S &R
FERAT A RPN SF 2 R 5 F R 2

NSRS B L R A I e F R AR e JE
B B @A SRR S ZE AN o BN T R i
A XS T S8 BT TR X 5 R B A SRR AT, B ) 2 A
PR HE SRR AT F BT R 3R ARS8

K. S. Fielding %5 ®' A IREE 52 F 32 S 1 J 463F
THE2NFAG AT e Z K R, st
ZNAREE A RERTH A TR B AR RERE ST . TETT
R e, 17 AR AT AN BT A 0
FRAE AR M, AN 58 ORI B AT R
FERPEAL U SRR, AT AR, R
AT R R U 7RI P At SR 51Tk
BEEMRER b, I a2 > Ry et 2SR
FIATR, DASHARAFREAR A B 51 i 2 F AT LR], s
Zx i — AR N TR B AR B AL, FFXEA
DAT A TIRIFVEAS , RIS 2835 004 T R A B P A 5%
M FET LA IS s, AR EE AR R

Ri% 2 Aokl S i 28 WA T A A B AR E
mEAITE

HZEM, EUHVESATHE TSR SR TT,
R T 52 2 N R AN SNSRI 5 RIS IR, PN BRI
FEOE A TR EMERE, MNREm F 8ok 3 TH
WA . ABFE43 A, K. S. Fielding %5 PV Ik Jy il 2 &
JUT R0 X B TR A AR — R AR A 2l ]
T4 288 AT T R 252 Bk 23 43 A R LG 1 5%
M, AT I AR ALRAAE . 2505 2% 5 1 1 TRk
ISR i, HABTEAR 5L 197 7R A
EER S BN FEXT AT B . EAS R A SN TR Y
AR AR, X TR E ARt S B A T O
SR, HAMRREAEARAT B 2 B A ™ AR,
FERSNEA S B AT T R A SR DT, XFPE T
K B TR JE AL S BRI A B 51 DL K B iy 2 At A
HRIEEE o BOASBFFESE R

1% 3 Aol S X i 2 25 00 U™ AR 1
] 5E 0

JEANAT R 4G AR BT R I T R X ) A
R FFREAT A 2 AR A T A i R A
RUE : —RBAARE A RA THEI H3RAL
A TR A Z AT R T g i Ay g B (R
A 27 N R R FRARCRE A AT A A DL X
gy, AFRRBEAIRTS I 2RI TR RBAGTUR, Ml
A w250k A FALI TN P, fErk 2 AR
PR R b, X BT e B SR A S BEAARA T o 2

-23 -



m € %= == f PACKAGING JOURNAL
2018 £ 55 10 & 5 4 A VOL. 10 No. 4 July 2018

SRS, HAR B AE R A A U T AR L R
B S A M R

BRi% 4 Aok ml o I 28 A T 5 il Ak
E A5

TR AMAXER IR EA A T8
M. Fishbein % "7 $21H TRA, ZFISIA TN 2
AT RSB SR E R . 1. Ajzen 7E TRA Y5
fili b & ' TPB, JFFAEs2maty Ay i i R 28 v 3L
NS M hlX—A8 B TPBIA AT Ry A5 3 A
AMRPTIRAN A 2 AR Z SR 4 e
iR IE s, Szl ", 7E R bR 2 TE BR
HERPR R, YIS X B S B
TR AR, XA T HoAt 25 B 0 0 B bR 2
T P A TG BRI T 23 i JE At s T 45 3 A
HItt 2 R, B R, S T 4k A B
WAt 2 By AL, 1 28R 7 A R AR AT R Y
B R, Y TRE BN B Sk By R
PLARE T BRBRET, X R SR T 1 A i B M
TOAHE T3 A S AR

BIE 5 AT ARSI T8 R R A T BR
AR IR [ 5]

% 6 FUMTE ST 28 O R i bn 2 T PR
JE = AR R [ 5

BRI% 7 SR T R S 00 5 R
B B A A ) 52

FET UL IS RIS AR, ASBFFERT R i
FERRAE T R R S I AL R T B e AAESE,
B 1R

0

PREETE

O

TR
e i
iz | [ |3 st
\
AT R
1 ARAESEEREESMIHEE
i AR

Fig.1 The theoretical framework of research on
the mechanism of intention for removing
commodity packaging label
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Table 1 The composition distribution of research samples
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Table 3 The test of confirmatory factor analysis

A B AR TR A CR AVE
B 0.72
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Table 4 The test of discriminant validity
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The Influence Mechanism of Consumers’ Intention of Removing Commodity

Packaging Labeling Based on Social Identity Theory

GAO Jian', LU Yang2

(1. School of Business Administration, Zhejiang University of Finance and Economics, Hangzhou 310018, China;

2. School of Oriental, Zhejiang University of Finance and Economics, Jiaxing Zhejiang 314408, China )

Abstract: Based on social identity theory and the theory of planning behavior, the influence mechanism model

of social identity on the intention for removing commodity label information was constructed, with the corresponding

questionnaire developed owing to the inconsistency between consumer’ s social identity and commodity label

information. The data from 326 samples were tested in reliability and validity, and the fitting test for the structural

equation model of the survey data and hypothesis model were conducted by software of SPSS22.0 and AMOS17.0. The

results showed that with the inconsistency between social identity and commodity label information, consumer’ s social

identity could significantly affect the intention for removing commodity label. The mechanism worked by positively

affecting the attitude, subjective norm and perceived behavior control, and then further influencing the intention for

removing the commodity label.

Keywords: social identity theory; theory of planned behavior; commodity labeling; consumer behavior
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