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Abstract

Using data from four behavior experiments, both online and offline, this paper investigates how
social crowding affects individuals’ perceptions and behaviors. The results found that social crowd-
ing can positively affect consumers’ creativity and can influence innovative product attitudes and
choices. Intuitive thinking plays a mediating role, and social crowding leads consumers to distract
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themselves and adopt intuitive heuristics, thus increasing their creativity. Finally, we discuss the
theoretical contributions and managerial implications of this study and present research gaps and
perspectives.
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1. 518

N — B 2 E N A8 T 2 RS S, BEASETFRARR R E, NDiEB
RMARE, W DR B, OB ER, K=EM pUEs. EElPEOE X puib X PRI
e, HAE AR 36.6%. IR AR WP R, &R s R, X TAMETT S
KR E TSNS RS — M REAENES. Le TI/EHMA A @ KRG &1 EH
MIr ke, IS — B AL, ERERCTFZ N0 TS R,

H ™ 5 1A S BT R S T E MR E 2 . AR, HSET S A AR OIS
A7 sk k— RPN RE P 5Em o +ESBHER MR BB NGURBARN, FEAE mEESAL, T
i AR AR RS /K F (low-level construal) R AEREIA 5L H %) & (Maeng & Tanner, 2013), 72 A& IR EH)
) N 28 (Coskun, Gupta et al., 2019), ¥ H 35 FREE 142 il G 79855 (Chae & Source, 2014; Hock & Bagchi,
2018), FEATNRFE L, TR PR T IIHE S BRARAA TR S N8 E 7= PR (Guinn et al., 2015). b5
Jd N HAB N E B (Huang et al., 2018). 322 4> J& 14 197 i (Maeng & Tanner, 2013), 28 A& 4540
TR AR & S R N (Hock & Bagcehi, 2018) == 55 = i ATl B i R 10 0 SE (Aydinli et al., 2020). AL
H A 2 AU SOk 2 e vh T H AT, SO S B AL B 54T 9 AT BRAFAE I IE
THI S

HEFAERN—MABER R, 24T KREFBELZK (Eroglu & Machleit, 1990), JHFE T KEMINAITE
U5, AT FEONFE R SER I E TESER B0, AN AR T8, Bim T RHS
B3 AR B B P R4Sk 1 4T FB 2% (Friedman & Forster, 2000; Forster et al., 2004), AT 1E [ 0 2%
FHONE ST WU, ASCRBEISHER R A TR T 25 m AMA 1)V A& 71K dd YA SEES, A
TR LR A 1) S AR BT I AL PR R A 2 AN T I i B AR THE 7 ? 2) 1K — it )0
BUHLRAT 42 3) FEXFPEEE T UK BITH 238 03 J1 A AT 4 BB RIS R L2 0 3 1] @ it 8 AN AE
R FEE AP S S QS AU R AL, AR AL AR 1AL B AR O B 5 AT R I IE
AT NG R, IERRTE SIS B v Al s A FR R LR =

2. XEkEm SRR
21 gLMBFESHEERESR

2 #$ (social crowding)/2 $i i T AL A 8 LT S EUMAK SR 2 2R A ROIRES, 2 tes
M EWESZ, TR AT T R AL A B 54k 2 S (AR (Hock & Bagchi, 2018; 567 715 4F

)
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2020a; FEFFAE, 2020b), AMAHE S S TIOR8, WX E A INEAX 7).

TH B AL VAL S sk B R T, GG EE R E IR . R E GG )RR T E e
B3 B R AU I B SR e IR AR LA I BER (= i . EH 7% ABEESE) 1 71 (Burroughs & Mich,
2004). [H WO 2 HT 0TI 2 QI ST A IS e N =N B BB B BOR T P B ) BRI AT 3R AR
PS5 0 KT B BT MR I AT Dy B8 i B 9 3 it ) AR h AR T AR v, SR s
T 7 FORAE L= it I DR A 2 O TR 38 = B 9 3 B 0 WA EAE T A A 3k gl e i, X
— i BoBloR Bk 22 19 9 TF 46 H CONEH ™ wh B 5 Ak 3[R G ShURe 67 i 5 IR 25 (F K 5145, 2009) .
FERR IS BIE JJ NI, R BUBEAN G B N R 0IE TR IS E A S5 . R BUE4E2 48K
0 S I — A HCRAS B B AR , EX A ELERT, W B St AT B, s SCHY )
FEAEVFZ AT RERIMR R TT 2, B U R BIE I E B RS . A AR B B R A A R
AU LERE, AR RES AT 0 RE R i) U U B R TT R R, SR . MRV SRR (O R
=4, 2021; Colzato, Ayca et al., 2012; Webb & Little et al., 2017; Zhang et al., 2020). AT X F6i& S 1)
RT3 N R EUE LS R A YR 7 .

BAVNA, RPN, HREQEIE2IBR, HAHEERKONE N =R, A e
S, WHEFBNNEE G TEREE S, AN NORIREEAT A, S e TR A S G
JIREXS B B P B YRR BT 25 . TARYE AR E R 5K Friedman 5T, KRR S 1) 560E
JIFAXTRE o DA, ASHIFFe e AR«

Hla tt&#x k#ttelE ) A EREmEER.

Hib #taHN RataiE ) BA EREmEA.

22. FBASHEERMBYE

VA R MUK # 42 Hh (experiencing) 200N 7E 55 (mind-wandering) E LIRS, 2O G Bhxt— & 5t
FEAR AR . (FLEENI, 2 PFHEAE, 2019)34: & 7143 il (distraction) & 4 — AN AP0 BRI B 75 0 22 (1) I 1]
WANRE 787 HFa T FIAE R, B3 58 4 B 2 F B2 R ) AR Hh (K S 5 7 B0 S0 i 4 b2 i IR
o MEARZH LR, “BEIHET B H MG B2 AE R EL &4 R ” (Eroglu & Machleit, 1990),
A EARME T REMNGEELR, XFBOBRER M. MR 5 64731 (Cognitive Load Theory),
IWHUE —FPVHFE, fEm BN, W9 B fa e i BRI R AbAT T R AR i e R 2 kb 2R e
TR ANMAR BT 75 B R BT T A S A AR R, IS 2 7 AR 21 (Cognitive Overload). Tfij
XA B2 7 WA 2 A8 N a4 40 825 (Oldham & Fried, 1987).

HIE PSRN T ARE, KRS0 TR, REXAER, FREARE—MEX
BRI KF EAEH B3I RN (RS 1), a2l 5 e 2 XA E(R S 2) AT i HmM . R4 1
WA TJERT AR R AE SR HEE R BB RS, Mk, R4 2 WmEde ., ZEmeE
e, RG L IBITIEE RTLRIREYEER), T B EBGHRES, MRS 2 WFHEEEE. W55k
H, WEEZAERNAANNRIE. R4 1 MRS 2 ZMFEELHYN, R4 10 EHELEET. )
HINIHAL, MRS 2 ARG, HX A BOE s A g5et:, R 2 WHES— & Ml s st
Z AT S W (RIS, XA, 2017).

R RGN T )i &N T - R0 TR (HSM) SR 41 i L] G LA (ELM), IR Z IR B
b P B4 (Intuitive Thinking) & —Fh3E Tt LRI H . HBMERI. A5 D & R R IR i 8 4 7 2
(Denes-Raj & Epstein, 1994). % i & =B GERE 0 2 (G T B BN i JEEEVE S . i T BUG L R
Guie BANNT, ASZNENGEIR A RS, B T B R N BER . BT AR R, Y TR
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B R T AR . SRR B AR R AR K T (low construal level) k#4725 (Maeng & Tanner, 2013), i
FRAE RS AN Tl gE MR (ELM), B3R & Q2 gl Ak (5 FH 121 2 4% 4% (peripheral route) 47 8.7 (Petty
& Cacioppo, 1981), 7EXFHEFERT, AR RIE R S .

Rl 33 = 0 o BRI YR AN TrT F P, AITTS2 I T 9 93 1045 SR B g 42 . AR A
En A BB AN TR, 430 (9 B 2 22 B8 2 I ARG R 1) B B i B . DRI, A 942
H R :

H2a #-HHtAIE 2 KER I8

H2b #hiH &AM A T F B i 4.

23 HERMRBUESHREEN

RIECAHW TR, B a KRS 1 50E AR, RS NRSE 2 5B R AR A N
(Friedman & Forster, 2000; Forster et al., 2004). F£H2%5K Fridman 3T — RV 7KDL, A R AL EE
Z41 12 pl il 7E WS A AIE AR (R I, RS M AL RS 2 D) BH RS A X7 0 AR g 12 B
PRI AR LTI, T i BT S X M A7 S B A S 5t RE 8 IOR B E AN RIS 852 T 1 Ak
BHER, FE@GARBON FE BB XS, sz 7 O0iE DR BT, bR B e e
B AR, B2 R BUE & S B a2 7 3, AT i A i AL B AT 55 F0 i 74 55
I A, TR, bR AL PR T e AR, A2 R IR G AL BT 2, AT BEAS HAE
WAL AT 55 RN B3 SRS R RIL,  AAIE SR R ik

H3 Bt BEXE RE G W AR EMEmiEA.

24. HBRENENSUFRESE SR

KEWRAT AR, R E RS & WAL P T . Bildn, Bl 5 iy 2
B RES B BT 7 S (Thompson & Rust, 2005), X f i 4542552 5 5 = (Wu et al., 2015). ¥4 273 R
REME IR T B8 38 5 A s S I & TR AR ARG BE (1) T 25, JRINAIESE, 2021), RHICEZE -t BE S [ 1590 9% 3 I &7
B A —F 77 i (Ng et al., 2021). ATLL, 3-ATTA BEAIARMS, PIECEEE T SR AIHE 2 & 00iE /it mt s
SoHH AT N AR R

EARH, BRAMEBE:

H4 #E&HFER THERE QG I RR S H RS RN 52 215 RN S E S5 WIT.
2.5, Rg

i b, ASWETRIAEH TA I 2 LR RARLA W 2 R T B, X S P
F15 8 TER B BB T R AN CnT F v, ARFE R0 S B AU TR, 40 Y 2%
F AT 2R R I B e A B B e R AUB a5 6058 XN, A BT Ok
HRERNE ST, TSI T 5 38 0 T 008 i R 2 B R 4

N, FRATTE G PU AN SZI R ISR R AT AR
3. SEI— A: ST LZEMSENRNR L
3.1. LWAZXEESE

ARELIGIELARTE T 124 LS5 TN EL S, Ho 51 59 4(47.58%), “FHIFER 24.39 %
SR TR A ARSI TR H M, #E R ES, AW R A BB A g F b b i A n
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o SEIOR IR (L vs. ARt IE AN Beit, BOkpBayL o me 24t S e H M AR ETA,
Hrp it 25 60 A, ARAt s 64 A

METHERN AL BRI AL 2 H KPR TT 2 (Maeng & Tanner, 2013), FRATRHXIE
Fi RO S ROTUE 55 1907 ST BN B Se B E SR ML B By, R B AT B R s i)
W, 1R,

Figure 1. The pictures of the different scenes in Experiment A
1. XH— ATFARETRNER

B, FATRASCHRAE IR ARCR B T B pol @ 2T Rl =A w25 —, i
AR TR IR A B, B DOV, DURET, SR AL, JFd A o
3 H=, pREEAFETERNRLE . ERANCTHRMMESNET S TE, FalFHEE ER
SRS AE IS RN B AL LA AN (L = — mUEASY, 7= 203857 .

REANE . 55, PR 2B “IRARHTE” SR X ER AT 55 LA R A AT A A
k@& 71 (Dreu et al., 2008; Lu et al., 2017). FEiZKINRERAE S5, Bl il ZUS AT RER (051 AR AR 10 BE 1k
A&, FRAERANRIEATRR LR o SERCKINNERAE ST G, Ol ZAE 55 HOXE S R HEAT 1 PR “ IR o
HI TR 0 2 R O A 7 (L= o fai s, 7= ARHIAE).

HAiZREWE. Cl ERESE, $alFemBalmi = EEEmk. 7= RN 1= |RATF
O, 7= JARFIRL: 1= ARERRR, 7= ARWERIE) SAA1Z KRR L@ N T AR IS (L = e
AENL, 7= FERIEN T ). fJE, $RHEGHR D NMEE SR A .

32. KWERSSHH

BHRB . FIH BRI 2P B RN LS Rtk ATk . 25 R SR, Btk a4 ik
TZHREZETM pams =545, SD=121; M ppams =351, SD=1.66; F(1,122) =77.804, p <0.001), ¥
W ER N LTI«

RKBHERIE ). 27 Jackson G. Lu (2017) IR T8, Skl AR R e 44 1] LAGm RS Ay 4 AN PRAR AR A4
BliE . — 2 RIEVE(Flexibility), BIEL& RIS %, 288tk (Novelty), RIAENE I JE A1,
=S (Usefulness),  RIBA S o SERTE 70 (7 OB NMETEAT 73, IIrA REVE RS 7 R sl i &1
i SR DU (Fluency), BIASEE & A8 A3E (Lu et al., 2017).
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N, FRATVERANE VAR GRIEYE . SRR SERE . W) E N R, DL IR B A E
AT MSLFEA A LB AT

R ROGEVEIR R &N NP5 280 2 (Kaufman & Stergberg, 2010). #%iX—3L51H T 436
ZARANI R &, iR ET AR S, BRATKIX AL 18 AN RIRAIERAE, Rk, F 1K, TRk
PERPIZS. BmIR. JEWER. KA. BRRIE. JERE. OSE. SCRZE. BRI, Hagk.
HER, K, DRI, WRERMEAI)(Luetal, 2017)IF HHEAN N RGNS SEATMEBARRT,
2T A RS ARE R E £, P RIEE(M = 3.25, SD = 1.29)M & @ T4 S iF4(M = 2.81
SD =2.65), t=2.28, p=0.025,

Pt At AL IS R B AR R R Aok . AN GETt 1 R A AN IR IR, TR A R
DARE S ) BT ARVE RS B E (0, B — LB T 436 SFARAR g, Hord T DUERSFEOE” SheR
H T 9 R, IHT (&5 EL B 9/436 = 2.06%) . A& BT & Lugl sy, TIGE BvERE BB . FRATA 1 k2o f 2%
FH I BB o5 Lo AN T v S0 AU AS 2 (B o, “m] AR FH O X — S st S 08 1 — 2.06% =
97.94%), ZERKEI, *ESIBULRFEHAUERSR 73 (M = 98.48%, SD = 0.27) & & FHEH & HE M =
98.23%, SD = 0.48%), t=2.88, p=0.005.

ST, FRATTR I ARV 7725 (consensual assessment technique) (Amabile, 1982)3k il & Sk fix X 2 £t
(RS FH PR FE o FRATEAE T 4 A7 S H ARSI N A 568 A TR 5005 BTG 51 ARV AT 4T 70 (1 =
WAKEH, 5= taAH), MERITE TPt S . GREIWAHAS SFHELHER FIFR
HREZER. M wensa =357, SD=0.206;5 M puzemsa =3.55, SD=0.228; t=-0.61, p=0.74).

T VYA SRae B AN S50 A 28 58 AN T A 0 N 57 9 06F Pl A6 AR AN B 530 FH ok 110 s 5 (497 2
CHACIHL” I T 7k BATRUE )R, R IRATS A R R 3T TR 5
TRMARSE, 4+ 2 PF A IR TS /(M = 1.86, SD = 0.56) % k= T AR S HF 4 (M = 1.24,SD = 0.98), t =
191, p=0.018.

AR, MEETENNERY, WETRRSHEWR. o500, DLUCFE AR 4%
H 0 (p = 0.89, 0.88, 0.34).

3.3. g

SR 1A GG, RS AL S ERSE, RS AR I 17 R BB R
= AR EIIRE TIRT, SRR 1

Pk, e 1B 1, ST E IR AT B IS A IS A 0L, AR St A R AR A
P, et — D5 SR K A AN . Fi5b, S LA W RS B ) 2 P R o R 4
FESEH 1B Y, BA TR AR (RAT RN E R AR eI /g, DLt — Dl A T B e .

4, SCI— B: #HSHBREAMEIENRF
41. IWHEESE

LIS 5E NRDOE R 72 44224, Jeh 2ot 42 44(58.3%), i I4Ehe 21.44 5 . SEUG
Bk g st m: SIS TR E R, NERAIES, AW AEATERR, HIHEAEZA S ARG ST A5 .

MLPFRN . IR R R R AL BT, SRS S LB RPN AN R 2 SR a2,
—H RN SHFAM wonsa = 11.37 N), —AANIERAFEWM wisnsa =542 N), I SR RAFE
FEMUHETFN (L = — RERATES, 7= T8,

FREMEAIE . AL, FATE LB AR R (remote association test, RAT) I & 4 ik (1 5 &
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PEEUIE 7T, RAT 22— 2 ER, ERT KB40 2 T EMARNE SO s, £, 5
2021) 5 —1E RAT B H &7 3 M(EE 4 M5 “BRT” REMXK “LR77  PolffES25 T <%
R, NS “GRT” AR DNEERNFEE. fan, SH 97”7 o “Bi7 . ‘g7 =5, s
S “BERTT N R o AL RATER 7\ RAT MHKTIH . 7E 7% RAT JKAIAR <R
WG, Bl REE BT 1 0B I RDRIRE ARG 7. se i as il RAT MI H 5, Bl 551
AEGREREEAT T IPAN TR0 AT T R A A 2y RS VA 7 (1= F o fai i, 7= dRRE), IR A
OB R H “ R AT 2 SO KBS E 7 (2/45).

HAZBWE. el LIRMES S, Bl g 7 — RIMEHNII(L = AFEER, 7= FEEBN; 1=
AT, 7= AEF IO 1= AEWCFEE, 7= dRFERE), FFRE VMBI (L = RARE, 7=
EHE). B&)E, FRHEHR D NEE SR E .

4.2. SKWERS S

BRI . BB RZ T Z M A S B RN AT RS . S5 IR BN, S A IBR IR ES h d
RIABFIEM se2ms =5.03, SD =1.33)EE & T AEHHFIAEE(M pisns =3.83, SD=1.95), F(1,58)=7.78, p
=0.007, Bt BAFRA DR 2 AR B IR A2 D (1

REMANE ST FIFASL T 2 t A3 X RAT &5 kAT /0. SRiR gy R BoR, AHEETIESHr A i p,
WH AR E S E L1 RAT B(M wams =429, M pusms = 3.38, t=2.94, p<0.01), UiHEHBTI
B R B3GR S 2 T 5

FEMEMRE. o AR SRR, T T A NBRIARR . O AR RS DR A DR B 1%
H 80 (p = 0.47, 0.35, 0.30, 0.15).

4.3. g

2, Sk 1A ML 1B 73 AMEA 7 AR R T7 (B SR vs L SL B EA58) AN ] 1) 61
VAR R A RIS VEAE S vs RETEQIGETEIEST), HARASCH B, R SARMS B EIAR L,
P HEIASE & T AMRIIANE . FR, RATBHEE TS5 M, W TRia 5 R AR
12 ) g (Worchel & Teddie, 1976), {H 2 fEASKES 1, B A & i 47 T 1 26 78 S AR A 52 2R 57 ) i 25
SO, X RBAASLI BRI HFAS NIRRT . X HFATEES NI ILHF I —— i35 R
AT Be 2 MR PR N R — L TG 2, (RRATIIEAE BRI G . BRATDGERRE S B E A
IANEEESE, XA IIEKE AR 2 LAY P B sy, EAAR] 7 2 DL B AR R IR H 1,
AT = AR A L ) 5

N, BATEALESLES = PR RIS LA IR = A0S I IHLE],  RIARE ) BRI 15 40 BT AT
MER T, AN AATTBE W] e A A B o o 4

5. R~ ERMBESXNPITRE
51 XWHEEDR

SR TN WIEL SRS, RAELAE S [ 186 LS 5 T MR AEL L, L I3k 89 44(47.8%),
WP aERE 29.63 %o FTABGRIIMES F1: SEIGH TR H I, NELIES, A AELSRA, H
HARB AR S bR anme. e R AR RGESME vs. B AIR BT, sk ubEhL o Ae

FAESIBTAAAE AL, A sl 87 N, AR AIBTA 99 A
HEWBRY . ALK KT ARBEMFAMERRA G L 1A HF, E SRR E —5k
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B H R Gz s b, — ARG 2R sEmE r, — AR E 20 B R s B A
B AR BRSO BB = AN SCF SRR I ), 58 RO [R] A HR BT 45 G 56 1) 7

BYgEFR BATE TR LR, BAIZM Shiv F1 Fedorikhin (1999) 111, 18 #lil A S U T
LAER: EMNA IR, RO TR 1) 1= “RIBHE”, 7= “REERE” 5 2) 1= “IRE
fEIG—TH ", 7= “Bpsiff—i” ; 3)1= “FWEMM—m” , 7= “FEMN—m”; 4)1= “Fk
MR, 7= “HRAOHIBE” .

Al . 55256 1B AHIA], TEACSZEG b FRATAE B iz FE AR I /8 (remote association test, RAT) Rl &
PR B /7. SE AT RAT MIRIT H 5, B8 12 4E 55 A3 50 FEBEHEAT 1 VA 3 1R xot w7 v 000 8t )
MG FEEEMH PPN (L= T, 7= dE%aE), IFREE AR SO R BIE E “IR 12 B il
R E ” (R75).

HmMZEWNE. Tl ERESE, Pl e m— R0 R HAR R 8 X G35 & AR R AKCE AT iRl
% (Behavior Identification Form, BIF) (Vallacher & Wegner, 2015) LA} — R 55 M5 (1 = -5 W%, 7=
EFERM: 1= BATRG, 7= EFEI0: 1= FEELR, 7= EFER). 55, HIKESHNAEE
SERTE A .

5.2. EWERES S

BRYES . FFH LN 307 25 0 T X AL B IR A5 R AT A S . SR IR 2 IR, AL TR
PR, ARG A BRI B3 I 5] TAREE(M sizms = 5.88, SD=0.99: M yyzms = 2.87, SD =2.13;
F(1,184) = 99.087, p=0.001, WA A ER A2 LTI«

By, o847 N0 E, HIYANIIR Cronbach alpha {8y 0.897,  [RIHFRATHE PU AN I 75 )
SHEHHAT PR R — AR R B4 o MOIHEAR t KIS ER, SIS AR A AR
T YTy AFAE R 2 57 ARE AL At i) TR F A e R, T AL R A ) TR L
PEEYEM s2mps =3.86, M guams =3.30,t =251, p<0.05), ZEHRK.

BIEST o FIFMSIAEA t KRS0 RAT SR EAT b SEIRgs B, A TAEMEr A rgal, 5t
M RB X Z 1) RAT (M wzmsr = 3.78, M yuzms = 3.03, t=1.88, p=0.065), UtI7EI B
TR MBS e E R TR

FEMERERE. T rTRE S RO BEARRE K, INIfT s i 717K F-(Maeng et al., 2013). A& 525045
REIR, AW T PR EONT TO B R KA 2 (p = 0.78, 0.42, 0.24, 0.16). [AIES, HHEXT T4
NIRAIFRR . FF O F0 AR R AL FE 0 A 52 (p = 0.64, 0.45, 0.34).

5.3. ¥tig

S A A SRR, AL T ARG PRSE, R PSR ATE R A i TR
SCRE T BATHE R ST 22 4 B 2 QS RO HL o FRATHHERR T O BARRKT . R A 2
PRI 35 5+ VAR -

ISR = e, JA K B S0 R B R PRROE Ueh, SR PR BT s B 5 i R A 1 o
PSS, SRR 2 8 2 G 7 LK L QT it (e S R O S0
6. SLH=: HMESMBTX I/~ RSESEENI MR
6.1 EWAESIER

S = RREA—IIE R SES, RAVELIE ST 113 LikSs 5 T NEEL SR, Hp 5tk 50 4
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(44.25%), A FHERE 26.78 & . HRTTHIISCIGARE, FrA w3 g S . Ll TRIFE I, HES
B, AW RME2ERH, HHEAEEASH MR . SCIsE “ AT Rt ” s~
17, RABRERREGESHE vs. IS A B, Bl a3 BB A ST IEM B A, Hop
FEHHETAH 58 N, AR A4 55 A

MEPFFERMN . I ARSI TR B, SE T T RIS RS, LSRR BB —A
SO AR S S S YIRS . BRI ] 2 B, s A R R T H Sk SR
MR, (AR, FSE AV BT R AT,  DARRACRE 0t B sV R PR 5E (Maeng et al., 2013). 5
SEHG LA A, BRTE S B RIS R ME S5 I, 1B A S A A B B G 56 1) R

Figure 2. The picture of the independent variable stimulus in experiment 3

&2 = EEERHINER

AIFREEAG R, X AR P ERATER 7 NEAFR 6, B4 ARG dt 7S E 1
W, — DR, —RARG M (WA 3 FoR). BEJE O EOR e BN I E R R “REE
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Figure 3. Picture of innovative product attitude and selection in experiment 3
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