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Abstract

Purpose — The present study aimed to investigate the differ-
ence between entity theorists and incremental theorists in the
extent of attributing efforts and traits of consumers for the real-
ization of pursued goals. Furthermore, the present study was
conducted to determine the difference depending on
circumstances. In this regard, the circumstances where consum-
ers felt pride were divided into those in which important goals
and ordinary life goals were achieved.

Research design, data, and methodology — An empirical study
was performed, which was divided into group 1 and 2. Group 1
is the experimental group concerned with the important goal
achievement, and group 2 is the control group related to daily
ordinary goal achievement. 80 college students were assigned
to each group, respectively. The empirical study for each of the
two groups was performed respectively by means of ques-
tionnaire survey. In the experimental group, t-test was used to
verify the hypotheses for the empirical study. In the circum-
stances of the control group, t-test was also used to examine
whether the results were same as those shown from the analy-
sis of experimental group data or not.

Results — According to the group 1 and 2, the t-test of the
empirical study showed that entity theorists tended to attribute
the achievements of goals to their traits more than incremental
theorists did, whereas the incremental theorists tended to attrib-
ute achievements of goals to their efforts more than entity theo-
rists did in the important goals-achieved circumstance. In the
circumstance of daily life goals-achieved, additional questionnaire
survey and analysis were conducted, however, there was no dif-
ference between incremental and entity theorists in regard to
attributing realization of goals to their efforts, and it leads to as-
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sess the difference in the meaning of invested efforts between
important goal and ordinary goal achievement.

Conclusions — Considering that the feeling of consumers has
been regarded as one of the significant factors in marketing mix
management, the results of this study are considered as sig-
nificant implications for management. The implications can be
said that when incremental consumers feel authentic pride in
the important goals-achieved circumstance, marketers are re-
quested to emphasize the fact that the efforts of consumers
have contributed to realization of the important goals. By con-
trast, when consumers feel hubristic pride in both circumstances,
marketers are requested to approach to entity-oriented consum-
ers by way of trait. Authentic and hubristic pride are pervasive
and engendered by important events or daily routines, and they
could have effect on delaying making decisions. Therefore, it is
necessary for future research to examine the unexplored differ-
ence of effect between incidental authentic and hubristic pride
on consumer’s self-control. In particular, future researches are
related to the extent of difference in attributing efforts and traits.
The consumers’realization for the previously pursued goals be-
tween entity theorists and incremental theorists affects their
present or long distant decisions in self-control dilemmas. The
consumers are faced with choosing one between virtuous long
term- related option and vice immediate option.

Keywords : Effort, Entity Theorist, Incremental Theorist,
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7t QIR REEE 3FHQ Atoreld  ZHEOI|(Beer &
Keltner, 2004; Tracy & Robins, 2004), SX9| MF 0| AtAlQ|
H(efforts)2 FCIA|Z|H ZTI™H(authenticy Z2f0|EE 7|10, Xt
Mol XHE(traits)= #IA|Z|H 2BHd(hubristic) Z2I0|EE 7|
A EICKTracy & Robins, 2007). 12|10 FI&A Z2}o|Es kIAb
2/H0|H dFXEe dE e Y = AL, 2P mElojlEEs
Aotst BB HQ WEE2 |fEY = UCKTracy, Cheng,
Martens, & Robins, 2011).

7|Fo| #Ea grEE MATE AH|XL7L O|HIEQ| THEHO| A
‘W7t O{EAH L77|=7F?(How do | feel about it)'0f 2} THEHS
S0 (Schwarz & Clore, 1983), M|EAH|MSOM X}Alo| 2FOZ
Z4d8e dst=0 HESol Ciet 248N #oert =2 Mo 48
M H2E o & 4= JY1(Maclnnis & Jaworski, 1989), X|Z=AH|0|
M HE £ e FLEO| AH|o| EXE Z7ol AHAM H|
20| Eotet MEdo] dE2 O/E = UCHMellers & McGraw,
2001; Shiv & Huber, 2000) H&}QICE 2|11 Wilcox et
al.(2011)2 =zZjo|=Qt EILX MEH 7Ho) 3785 2AHE Z2o|=
o] QHEE FEGIX| U EMBEIAT, McFerran, Aquino, &
Tracy(2014)Q| Ci4t= HAZ| B 0| Cigt G2 Z2H0|E/H
2 T2t BAGIRICE Choi(2015)= Z2I0|EQ| {dE FE5t
F1adE NEF7IRAE AFSIRK|C, ZE0|E |0
tS OX[= aflof st AZ0| SURALCL o[zst 7|&EL| AFS2
I s Z2i0lEQl 7|59 #E0M F2et gFE0ICE J|E
| GIT0AM 0| ZEo| Mo ApAle| LS HOAAFH TH
Z2O0IEE LA dta, AAe| RHEE A 2DHd
(hubristic) Z2}0|EE =7|A =70 Cist H3= XMAte| XA
Heol 72| ftot=E 4= giCh

Folo| dza0lo XHilel =H#HEZ HeAZ|A St XHEE A
QINZ|A BF=2F? 2 ATs Afne| E(lay theory)Q| EFEHOIAM H
4ot eSS AKXt BCE AK|FO|KK(entity theorist)= 71 Q19|
sH2 1FE0 A0 Bl = QIftn = Alnel &8 A1
U1, MEZFO|XKincremental theorist)= 20| =20 O|sHA 7|
ME £ QICH= AtDO| E2 Z1 QCHMolden & Dweck, 2006).
HH|FRte| SHIFEM AtnEs XHEQ| SRt #HE 0, 2Bt
g ZE2I0|EE L= AH[XZE LR eHEEo|n SHE = 8l
= XAy Hd3& HeAZ|l= 2K did well because of who |
am)it YUWHESID, MEFXE0| d32 LHO| HRUAZ|=
42K did well because | worked hard)2 FI™M Z2IO|EE =
Tl AHIXPE 43S 2o St Hojd SXME = Ues =
of H2AN7|= d&ut LMASSICE M2t AH[X| ER3t =
HdFo ot Z=2io|lE Zyo|N, FEFXH= Atrlo| FXtot
L O 2EE & = U0, HMFXt= Aol Bt ot
A HE 2HE & = U=, 71EL AF0M Atne
1t e =2lo|Eo| |y 7ho| Ao Cigt A7t 2EFHYU
1, £ Z20|EE Lille AH[APL 2% A dF0| ofst =2t
OlE ZHOIM Atnel E0f M2t 3t XHEZ FRIATl= F
Lol Xolof FL|E FX| RAULL & 7|EL| HT0M Aol E
of mztN et PR M = Zeto|Ee| 30| HElX|
=710] C{st ATt 2ESIRALCE

mztM o] A, 58% FHYFE ZE0|EE L= 49,
HH|Fo Xt BEFX HOt FE ol Q10| Xt ACHD
H1, BEFQXH= HAFoAt BOt =XEHGo| AQI0] o
QAELTI_ EEjl,E EI-AH‘<‘5|-|:|-_

=2 0O 1.

020

o oN oot @
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2. #goigel & 7Hdol 4%y
2.1. ZE0|EQ| 9¥

dE2 Aol WZE E= EE FHI 2ES0 AR = S
(fear), £Z(sadness), @Hanger) S| 7|X=Z™Eu} XtAlO| EfQl
ECh QFMZALE BRIt P74 Sta{= Atotet HsHo] “IAX|= At
Ofe|Al ZAMo 2 AEEICHKeltner & Buswell, 1997). 2|1 Ol
EJt X}AlQ| OtOlHIE|E|(identity) =H0f LX|xl= FL0M, F2|7t
QF 2tF0| FOXR|H 7|=YFO| FRE, LR JHIH Ko}
Of F0{X|= Z<0i, O|MES| ZWME Xi0| HFHoz X7t
SOICt TESED O[MIES| ZAu7L YEHO|H, 0Ky Zato|E
(hubristic pride)S 77|11, A1t} ADjo|H EBEIlg{28 L7ICh
OHE Zutut JHAMQl =M KR 28 A 7HsoHX|Tt
OPAO| HEeH JHQIR0l £in BHUEICLD TCHSED O|HE)
Zut7F M3H0|H, ™S Zal0|E(authentic pride)E =77\, A
OHO|™ Z|AMZtS =722 &= QICKRobins & Schriber, 2009).

THHQ Kotefal ZHL2ZAM 2FHY ZEf0|E= AHAQ| b
ol o J|xsto] K|, MM Zejojss JpwEoR
EXBe =30 7|x5t SIAK = SFAE07| =0, 2B
TZ2l0|E=Qt MM H2J0|E= MEZ CHE ZHHO0|DH(Wilcox et al.,
2011), Z2f0|E0| 2Bty ZHTHu ZFY FH2 o2 A 7L 72
SUCHTracy & Robins, 2007).

J2|3 ZFY mRoEl =20 ofst % 2Xo| Ly

NES =Zetstn A0IM TAR|IHO|H F X[ s
= 1, by ZEo|E= AHIBHe| XHEO| ot F
2o, AT 5M 52| JHEE Z 5SSO0l 07|
Ol HES QL& %= QUCKTracy, Cheng, Martens, & Robins,

-~

Folo] d3a0le Xpilel Xt HRIAA 0] ZE0|EE
O Z7|A Sta, XpAlol =20 #eIA7 TIEE ZEM0|EE O
2 LA Sh=7t? AH|RS| 7|28l Aol E(lay theory)O| 4
32021 oC|of| HAAZ|=7t0l| g2 0" 4= QUACE Xttt A
oy stgol 2Fof et 7|2FQl QAXH JHE, & Atno| E2
AR|HQl 2tdE X5t tEE HEtA|7{A(Molden & Dweck,
2006) Atz|H sHAE dfAstn of|Fste oo FEE O|XIC
(Wyer, 2004). Af1o| E2 O HEO| Fol5tn TEHSH=7H0M
Ao|EE FEAZE = 7] WE0l, AH[XZF ZE0|EE =72 o)
Foldte EEE CEA 310 0 ZE0|EE L7|s7t £
Ed ZEOIEE =770l Ees O[E = Ch

Dweck(1999)1t Dweck & Leggett(1998)2| At119| E0A AlK|
FORES XX s(inteligence)2 1HE O Wt %= QICt
1 20, BEFOXNE2 XHsH0| &EE = AW o 23
MM E = ACkn P=Ch HYFoXEE 159 30| 0
Lo HSHX| Qeftn Y BHH, @EFXE2 159 s80|
ghetlo] ZES] EH 4 Aot dZIBCE a2l HMFQRE2
GduErE A-Y 0, 0¥E sHo| SRsES X0 24 0t
st SHE dFst, 189 s30| OIXX|] X5t ZHEEH0

£ W= AS 2ostye 40| ok 1
Ao SFofite 82 /WME £ ot 21, SHo| Jigat
gheo £2EES S0l S0 =St &&59| Y38
dako| ULE 433 FEFORE2 KHle| M3 F2% ¥
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o Hoz =1, AN MEFOIXSS KOl ATE F2oHX
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1, 78N et R&ct 50| S/E= AE 2|Hst| 98
et 7iels =aletet

RFQAE0| FHEYe Aels n¥HY SH| 727
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Jgr2, 2by Z20|EE Lls a8 432 el W
FEHO|D SHE + Y= AHE(traits)of FAAT|= Fetut
Sta, HEF2AXSO0| 32 eSS =Ho| FelAFle g
TEY ZEO|EE Lol LH[APE 439 |elg 242 Xt
| 52 SHS =60 AT S LYLSHCt
J2|8 AXRAFON ZIAXRIM2 Mz 2EE JHE 7iE 2
o AZnE|z O|R0T HEQA HEO|H, HES2 M2 77
Moz 2Ushi HHEO| U= FLO Shtel ol BX B
slEBl U4Xo2 CIZ JHHE 7o 2oj4Hos )
(Collins & Loftus, 1975)= #FO0| Z2}0|EE 7= 420 o
M Q¥o| TAA0|SE OIS LTS MHFOleL HEF} &
¥ XBsivto A0 O|2X HHoR BEY 4 olrt
Y 2HS 20| Y(priming)stet m2fo|do| B LHD U]
HES Sl= ZeH(Bargh, Chen, & Burrows, 1996)2 7| X|
HEIM Sast 55| dez =2t0|gol & ZFO|
g8 LXols dSS 2YSA Y Bz = 5 U0k O2t
M 2Bl XMEH MIE Ste dHFQXA S8 =5 4
F2 DIHXE Z2P0lEE 7|YXIMe| HEQAMNM dFE =5
o P8 RHEO| BAE[A Sto] FEH AHEO| 2dsiE[d 57X
gxlof o= ey, JHHY MRS Ste HEFAMA =X
GF 2 DAKE Z2P0|Es GFE SHIF 30| 2HE|H oo
7PNl 30| 2gele|o] FHYFeeez O #E = AU
Ch & 2H[RRe S8t 559 432 ZHX= Z20|E B
M, 2HEH S| xFE F= EHFARONA HFH RHile
2ot AHEO| HEFQA EOt BF 2dete|of S5 GFof 2y
StE A0l HE HYUHL, =30 =FE F= YEFAXOA
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oM MENZ st SMETE FEot, DI™XfA o
7o EX0| =LK %A BICt Bosmans & Baumgartner(2005)
o ZEAHYHZ AMBSI0] HHETHO|A LEXtE0| Z20|EE
Z0A fETk
HHZCM IDXA © o YS0| EZ20|EE LA
F=7tE FHACE MESHA ok, @ fAO| XtilofA East
X2 240 ZZI0|EE LA T OHEE 7|=3tA ot
2|2 @ 1O OHIEoM dFEdE =7 dEef Z20|EE
Ll S8 FETCL SHAETEA= © TEXA Ko
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2o|E i CHO{E 0|83t ‘L= O] OJHMIEON Z2fo|=
(proud)E L=7ICE, ‘L= O| O[HIEO|A Xt7| EEZ(self-respect)
2 LT, ‘Lie 0| O|HMIEO|A Lt X9l JHK|(self-worth) S =
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313 gFge 58

AFEE 23 FHo| o e AKXl #F-07| HE
0f|(Giner-Sorolla, 2001; Maclnnis & Patrick, 2006), Zhang, Chan,
& Guan(2013)0| FEFHHES| ZHO| A8 HEE 0] A7Q|
=50 SHA =51 ‘L= 0| O[HIEQAN HEMoE Lo =5
= HHSIRUCE, ‘Lh= 0] O|HIEO|M FHo| FHEPYEo THES
Cf, ‘L= O] O|HIEOIM L7 HMdte s SXS FEJULY, ‘L
O| O[HIEOIM Lol ZXE F&2%| YFAMUCrE FESH, £ KA}
7t dFgnt 432 A BHoE 28, F ‘Lie 0| O[HIEO|A
SF LS ST, ‘L= O] OHIENAM H3MES L7ICHE =7t
5t0l, & 6712 22 THEEZE FEICL

314, HEZF0| U MHZFolo| XX

JH7HRlel 712X Mo EE AHE3h= EF2et dHFalE,
HAFHO ZA GOl LUl JfIHRIe| Atno| E2 HHS= Y
HHA = (Levy, Stroessner, & Dweck, 1998)Q} 1tid A0 Zotsl0f
=M= EAr(e.g., Lay Theory of intelligence; Dweck, Chiu,
& Hong, 1995)2 LtFO{X|=0|, & ¢i7e YENEIL At 59
HEPHQl Xto|E mbofsh=0l o XMtk FE(Chiu, Hong, &
Dweck, 1997)2 835t Ato| EEM YHNHETE ALESI0],
FIF O AMERIZHE O AMEtel 7|2AQl A, A2 A
HSHX| Y=L 7HHele 25 EF [l AfEelH, 7i74elol
SRS HEFoR HIA|Z|7| fI6iM & = e L2 BR &
Cf "AIMES2 CEA dssh7|= ofX|2l 258 Fodte 5ast
222 HHX| b=Che| 374 2ee 78 M2 FFESICL

315 SXLF0 AYATIE =2 U XEO|

2

=Ho| gFof Bl el gt O|MES 450 FA
Of HYUE[=X| Or2HollM SiLIRE MESIO] FM Q9| FEEES
o|gstn ‘@ Lo o] oot g, =0 oot 50| =ef
O|EE = @ Lto| =3 XrEof o3l d3&, W Aol AH
of ot 30 Z20|=8 = @ ZIEFO|A SIS HEISH
5ta, @O| ot @bt @2 JESHH ST HdEXIE M=
ZHELLR AIETiTt

=Ho| gFof xrEe| fel2 ‘Agotd o[HMIES 50| FA
O FQl=[=X| OfzHol|Af StLIZH MEHSHO] =M R'Q| RE=F0M
@7F ot oLt @2 MES mHXE Medts FEEEL=
AtEotCt.

3.1.6. SHIF0| L3S
(o]

Cole(2003)2 Z&5| €& ot= Z(hard work)2 X570 F0ist
AlZtar AFet BEE gd3oz Yot SHEF0| 0|
7|{}EtD EZ4ots s FOIT AT Aot 2EE 23S0
EHE 714 ‘Le Of OJHIENM XS ZHo517| S UHE 7
Mot H2 AlZte FARBIALE, ‘Lhe 0| O|HIENM 545 &
gob7| flof =Hat HHE 2FS F= SIYULY, ‘0| OHIEOA
=Ho| dF= Wrh Bt Az 2E0A HIREACHD E2t

ool 37§ 22 0183t 7 HER HFEL;:

317 2HYH0) XS HOAZIE HEQ| 5
SEYH0 RS AN Yol FHL Ad|xtel XHHo|
£HS £ Ut 0| OMEOIA SXS % A2 Efngt L
S4t XY J|QIStCkn 2L, L= Of ofMEo|A S5

Lot

of 20| Tast CiY o] AP0l WxOIY YCkn ey
‘LhE 0] OMIEO|N SXo| 0| Tadt LiBlo] S48 o
RPEDE 207l APEO| RHgCkn 2okl 37 280l thetof 7
M HER SFOIYCE

=

3.1.8. AIAZALRb &2 ZAf

AEZAIM BEets HSoks 20F29| LAY S CHYez
HEXE HESH sti, 2EL ZYEY S0 2%t A2 HEst
o] QEf 8l 2¥o| @FE +ToIACE 2 =AM DAY E2
AU SHUTeR dA D, Zb M2 40FY 271 mHA}
ooz FHEAD, DHAZ O e 52 +4sl= 160
Yo| +Zdo| LdYEIACE 2t ZHER H20| ELtn L Z3}
dEUS FH0l S X510, 4F 20| FHES o0
SyEUS SToIALL =484 SE EEX= SlUth

o 240 ez dFYs Lile OME
T2 NASHS, getady|, ZAAY S0l e AL, SH|
oM 2edgoM LdHe FHo Pz xS 7|
OHIEE= of% X|7|7], AlZh X|717] S0| ASE=ACE. ZHBE
SHTES| OHIETZ|E0|N O =X z(0=935), Z2I0|=EE
= YEHE(0=870), SFLAHE(0=941)E 22 et oot
2T SHEE 2H0| XO|E t-HSOIUCK<Table 1> Ff
Z). 5% ROFEMA OMES| J|s@o=s TEF ZH| XiO|7t
oM 7lzdtolze| EEits Ble A2 MEE[Y2H, 47
Yot Z2O|ES s +E2 MT 2] Xo7h AoM HEY
thoh SHMATel =52 43HYS ¢ &+ Atk

Aol g, & HEFolet EAFele HEHE(a=.898)S it
Zooto] SYgh4.0) Eot 2 SEHE 22 SEHAE EHFIR
TRz YHE)2R, SYet oot SEHAE HSFoIA YH(
Z g8E)ez FEont a2 SHEFH 0| 7|oHCt
1 415 PR SEHE(a=915) SLHBTOHL, AHEO| 7|
OlCt 2ot Pl HYHE(a=893)F it Bwdtd, &
| CHSH SEU22 ALESIRALY

L 71 OHA

L

7]

eirEnromnr

olo
L

<Table 1> The results of testing construct mean difference

Constructs Groups N Mean S.D t B
o Experiment| 80 | 4.9735 | 1.28509
.Descrlptlve 1.441 | 152
involvement
Control 80 | 4.6667 | 1.08435
Experiment| 80 | 5.3167 | 1.09133

Achieve-ment 3.701 | .000
Control 80 | 4.7205 | .92401

Experiment| 80 | 5.3000 | .99450
Pride 2.524 |.013
Control 80 | 4.9083 | .96780
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<Table 2> The results of testing difference between the two theorists in the extent of attributing efforts and traits to realization of pursued goals

61

Groups Attri-bution Lay theory N Mean S.D t B Correla-tion
. Entity 40 4.8167 1.11440
Trait -5.220 .000
. Incremental 40 3.5083 1.12720 r=-131,
Experiment -
Entity 40 46333 .83989 p>.05
Effort 3.074 .003
Incremental 40 5.2917 1.06267
. Entity 40 4.7917 .66960
Trait -7.133 .000
Incremental 40 3.5500 .90755 r=-.164
Control - ’
Entity 40 4.3167 1.15704 p>.05
Effort 1.354 180
Incremental 40 4.6417 .98243

3.2.2. 7Hd 13} 29| A=

JtE1at 7Hd2E ABO| floto], 2% S92 FEeR o
Fgnt Z20|ES L= HiTE Y22, Al 5, 5 4
HiZ=oRiQt HEFOIRt ZHof SR RAHES 777l B
ot L2 F2AP|= BEO| XO0|E +-HBSOIRACK<Table 2> &
x). ANFARZE SFAR 2op A oA =t 2
Zo2 EME|UN(Muxzo=4.8167, Mgz50=3.5083, t=-5.220,
p<01), BEFAXZL HHMFOXELE g FANZ|= ZE7}
2 Aoz EMT|AUCHMunzo=4.4.6333, Myzz0=5.2917, t=3.074,

p<.01). M2k ZhE1nt 74E27F R& KR E[QUC.

3.23. FIEM

<Table 2>0|M Ldd20N FHFHE| 22 SHAUT A}
20| oo F7hEMS HAISIACE SHALS| AtzoA X2
A7t HEFCAA 2O A RS HYATIE =0t 2 A2z &4
SN, HEFOINet ANFLR}t 7| LHES oAl Bk
= Ko7 gle Aoz EME[O, ANFX7t HEFQAA HLt
LM RHEE FAATIE AMRE RO SHATH LHHO
=Ho| gF0 82 A= Aes HEFAARR 2HF2
At ZHofl FAfeh Aoz SiMEICh

J2|0 AT SHET 2FM SHo| gFo| AHEES
HAAZIE et =8S FIAATZIE B 7| dEEAEMS0
N dEEtAls SAH oot gls A2z E4K0f, Z20|ER

& 7to| AFRKREA| 7} 7{9| QiCH= Tracy & Robins(2007)Q| Z=Xtmt
B2 20| She ANE ARUCk
4. 22

Of gi7= 7|EQ| &8 e dAAFS0| &dF2 7=
HHOM 2o AFS0l FHS O|F1, Kot F=M =
2to|=0f ket Ao 20| TIFY ZEto|=9t 28hY ZEt0]
EE SA sh=2tof tieh 7t7t RFgE KMottt d2|1
Z20|E0] Rt AbNC| E8 OBH2=z 1HED0], Aol &
of etM OfIES] 4&0f #2AZ|IE 22 F =uh XAHE0| &
gtds 7Hdz2 285t dESEMO0] gl Zuts =&AL

AW, AH|F=QX7t HSF2fRE 2ot 2o SHIIO| ANHES
HAAZIE =7t 2 A2z E450f 7+E10] M E|RACH

=M, ST EMFoR 2ot SR SHIF0 2

FAIZIE =7t 2 A2 F4E|0f 74227t = ACH

ARy, FotHoz UYL FHo| FF =2 Z2l0|ES L)
= SN EMSRA=, SYdM SHEE R0, &
HF2AXtE EFQA 2ot AES FYATIE =7t 2 A2z
ZAEAD, HEFARL 2HFARL 20| L¥E M7= F
= ROt gle Aoz FAERACL ENFOIRIL HEFAR
Hoh QM RES FYAAITIE AALE BO| ShA|TH LY
Hol 55| g3 =82 #UA7IE Anes HEF2AARL 24
FOAL ZHof| Ko7t Ble A= BME|RACH

4.2, A0l A|AH

TEEDE MEROf| 25 7|E Ao Z2Io|EE 2fhd ZZI0|
Lot THd ZZ0|ER L0l et A7) 3|85, B A
ANE AN TRt MEFOIXAE FESI0 Z2fo|=of Hot o
T= OF 3usigict 2 As ANFoXIF BEFLAL 2Lt
oot SHEE0 XHES HeAZ|le BE7F 310 2P 2o
EE 4, ESFoRIL HAFext Bt 523 FEFH0|
LEE ANl M7t 30 M¥d Z20|EE LAE ATt
of Oo|E<| &M 7[5t ULt

Ol2{pt Ao Znt= OMAEOA 22X AAEES Horg =+
QUCH  oAgaAazzofN ™S MBS &1(labroo &
Ramanathan, 2007)2} ™W7KPham, 1988) 12|11 =2HE=3HE0f CYf
st AtAl(Yeung & Wyer, 2005)2 {4 4= QO0AM Z23t 24
2 olAg|of gcy O3 2 d3s Z2ojlE ™S F39 M
Fo =2 A= Y Z2o|Eet XHEE A= 2
Oy Z2I0|ER RS, FEFO AH[X7E MNFO| AH|X}
2O} 593 S8 4F o Ao =HEZ O FQIAZ|1, B
FO| AH|XF HOF HM|Fo| AH|XZE FE9| SRE0 24810
SX9| dF 0] Atilol AMHEE HE FRAAZ|E AS EMSIRALCL
metM OPEe ANl AH|XPE 2PHd ZE20|EE 7|
SN2 dFHS 220 5X9 F2=0| A Q0 AHEH2 XY
2ot on, BT AH|XIe| TIEM Z2t0|EE FHZIGH|
21510 S2% FHZ SEUS B0 BSFO| AH|XO|AH FXt
of g ZAg ot g2 & d+= AlAED ULk

= g7t= Ol atAnel e) Aol ShAIEnt nj2jel o

20| FH| gF0 =HE AT ==
HEFoIRtet  AMZFQAL 2o Xto|7h QURACE et Xl

s
=
o
>
=
fo
2



(=N

deaHo| 240 FoEs =3 Sa%t 55X Y0 Fox|
= B9 ofojoff off Ko7t AETHE dArd eIt Utk 1
2| JEFQAXL dM TR Bip 582 JfdE 4 Ut &
1, sES Mustl SEE FE5| i =8 HS Hol &
7 U=Cl(Dweck, 1999), LIEE M= Ol2fet HEF2IAt2

-
Ragpa

07F ANFCRRe] At 2Lt FHo| gF 0| LS HS 72
71| = OlRE A7 Rt ALk

=M, O] 7= SHEE0| AL =¥E FUAT7|l= =7t
HEF2 2H[X(et Ao AH|XE ZHO| XHO|7F =70 2HO|
USALE Mt HEF2| aHRfRE ZH|F2| AH[RZF SHO|
Fof AED =HE AT §EE THHLR HFZO|LE 22
Eof #2[of ofEA 28 & U=7tof gt A7t 2Rsict
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