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Abstract

This paper explores the formation path of brand ritual from the perspective of brand experience.
It points out that brand emotional experience is internalized into emotional energy through inte-
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raction, and emotional energy has a positive impact and externalized into brand ritual; brand
cognitive experience is internalized into tacit knowledge through sharing, and tacit knowledge
has a positive impact and externalized into brand ritual; brand action experience is internalized
into practice, and practice has a positive impact and externalized into brand ritual. Meanwhile,
this paper explains the relationship between these three paths with Wang Yangming’s theory of
the unity of knowledge and practice. Brand emotional experience and brand cognitive expe-
rience constitute what Wang Yangming said knowledge; brand action experience forms what
Wang Yangming said practice; Only the unity of knowledge and practice can form a brand ritual.
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1. ERERYR

FEPRETE e il A BGHEA 4. B 7 B, BES A 1R M -
FEA MG, RRLRRIA “WEEE 387 G, R HRI)E SRR L, 5575 (St Regis) 5 & JIHI &
BRI, SRR (Capella) i “ KRS R F1 “ifg 292 B AR o Bifgse, Redkffi. Bor
##(2020)45 i, BLSE AR ZH0 OGN BIE T H G757 55, 252 th i Ak, I 5 2%
HZ 5. @AM RNE N T B

BIROGENL A G2 T iz e M, HEONITERBOVN M EH Tk, B2, %]
AR AT, ERAMAAF AR 2 G, Al b BT DURE MR8 A RS MR 38 47 9, AT S
PR ? B AT, XX 2 o R RIS IH EC RIS, A R AT BORMIR A B K .

2. R EIm
2.1. EmhRL

2.11. K RHEHR
A(ritual) Vi B T4 T 15 ritus, 2R —FPRERER B ME AR X, XA H A B Y R 5175 3l (Rook,
1985) [1]. Collins (2004) [2]f) B ABERE B FE H T 1R (formal rituals) 1 H 284 = (natural rituals).
X5 Victor Turner (1969, 1973, 1974) & Hi (145 M Rl s 45 #4 (AE~F FURI AL 23 2R 3% (1 — 8 43 I =43 23 2 AH
WPR o A2 G R R A SRR AESE, TR A AR I &0 SR, IREEMIFFABIA AR HH AR
H—88 5 BEZHR. BRI S (liminality) . 35BS (communitas) 14 3 12 (sacredness) «
BAR, XA I T ES ARG TR B B R S5, B IR T R A& . BT,
ARG T P AGUE L Rook (1985)RHAX AT Ju A Jy B H ' SCAE FLER N SR AR LR B AR 1) F0
T |
R R —FP R AN AT ES, b ST AM R, XRFAUE £ RZXE
(episodic) i > & &, F+ BAZAE M A& 010 09 34 & B o B XAT A B A RE 6 B AFeiTsh, BPATHE
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il

AIEXPES EREFREERE, 7
Rook (1985) XA AL EAT 14038, Itd AR OB T WA G TR A 7 1y ACGE87: 2.
{CERIAS; 3 AR A 4 AU A FRHERE, PiFoL, Z8iE, T5HI(2018) [3]4% & LAAEMT 7T (Brookset
al., 2016; Norton & Gino, 2014; Vohs, Wang, Gino, & Norton, 2013; Vohs & Wang, 2012; Rook, 1985), 44
TAGHES I =2 1) WREEE: 2) JAER G 3) dEThRetEAT A
S AT 9 SEBCGREEF AR 2 5 R, 4% 1 WX T TR SO ORI AT T R
Table 1. Effects of ritual, ritual behavior and brand ritual. Source: the author sorts out according to the literature
F 1R R ITH RN EENEY. KiE: (EERBECEHEE
Ja

FHENTAR B, S AGERF A,
25 NAFRTBOMA IR T IEORT ) s JR

LR

F5£44(2006)

RSP MERIAGR. EREE . W,

SRS IZ

5 W L STEL B 4y 4

IERHREER )
W Z KR
T BIRE A B B FE B SR A

AT R VE AR IR B OME W . R ) RE
HEF AL
B E X
PEMEE NS Fos
AL AL SR

A A R RENE 25 T S0 M ORI R RUmEIE. R /A
RPPRIE R RS, tha AR S MRS I, 38
AT AR WA 98385 PRSI SIEAT D9 MUK it R A A7 B0 W
s AR I 22 2802 2 AR AR BE A S BILFRD it A 3 O
FEBEMLBNAE) BE SO T 923 OB, 3403 9738 0 i
e tE.

Siehl et al. (1991). Stanfield et al. (1990). Meddin (1980).
Imber-Black (1992). Higgins et al. (2019)

Fiese et al. (2006). Rook (1984). André et al. (2014).
Cecilia et al. (2017). Gainer et al. (1991). Otnes et al. (2001)-
Afflerback et al. (2014)

Bell (1997). Cheal (1988). Collins (2005). Durkheim (1973).
Etzioni (2000)/#%(2008)

Cayla et al. (2013)

Belk (1997). Durkheim (1912). Schouten et al. (1995).
Cayla et al. (2013)

Hirschman et al. (2011)
RIUHES(2018) A N4TH5(2019)
McCracken (1986)

Driver (1998). 7 i#(2014). Cross et al. (2017)
Nguyen et al. (2012). % %5(2018)

Vohs %£(2013). Vohs & Wang (2012).
Prexl & Kenning (2010)

TifgyE, Redkfh, B rF#(2020) [4]

2.1.2. mEMANETESEE

Wt A A it R PP S A T S, RGN — AR T & H 23 2 BT . HR,

HRTLERT ST, X it AR RO 1 Ak T2 4 441,

1)e MHEZ, T mEACGRRTHT iE T R AR 22,

F H A BRI 9T 4 Hh O3 i RS R R 2803 L3
Prexl & Kenning (2010) LA [ ff]—A™ Tatort JL5EIL%

75 T H OB R, B R AL, AR AT A T RN T SRR R

i A AT T 9 PR S (B 3V 2l Aot R SR AT (4 P L A A D) A9 2l 2 3 S (R 4 1 9
MR EACERAF I SME DI RENTME) . Horbr, THBREALL . SIS AE T 2 PR 2R AN 2 2 A1 AT 4 fil
5 i ACGRRE B IEAHOG, TV 2 Hrat 3R W 5 GRS B Al ok . i3 iESfe,  TLe9€(2017) [5]2& 4L
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REE, RO 7 SR e, R I A R e it R it S ) it A R SRR I A% T T e
AN AGRE N “BE” TR ST A R R R (P R DD RE AN R ANME) 1B B SR
1 4 R AR ) A SO R SRR B SCRIM DML SO =AY 2 1T, S RGRE SOmes B RS = . A
JERE N HRSSE A EREH = L.

R A2 B RTA =R . 5 —FOWaS LA Prexl A1 Kenning (2011) 44802, AT A dl A X
BUACAE g g, AR ARG TR 2200 A4 G4t 22 B0, B RO S A T
rm S B H A . Wallendorf & Arnould (1991). McKechnie & Tynan (2006). Weinberger (2015)%% 24 %
SR EAGRIB F R, E SR BT . SR G T B AT N . B S DL E A
RF, AT RO EARHE, K O B 5 i 18 B DGR I BLBIAT 9 (i
2015; FAfENE. Pigge, 2017; . B4l BER, 2017). 2 =F00 LA Raj, Z. (2012) [6] 9183,
S UA SR — AL TS, $R S ROGR R EE Y, A AR ST R FIE ] B AE . Muniz
A1 O'guinn (2001)4& HAX A2 dn AL X I B B Sz — . Raj, Z. (2012)Fr i) “ kA" 245415
B AL P L IR R ATAT A, L ARATT AR 2R ASE R AR 47 it A RS A AT D AR 3 R AN R BR ) — B 4
Raj, Z. (2012: 102)fHHH, A ik BIRIR E R BT RESR RS fERXNEX B, AR
(1 it R R AT IS R — 38 0 o 3R AR A AR SO AR 1) it RS

22. mEFEEAERESER

an S RIS AR SE G, TER T —ASET RS S 4SS (Brakus, Schmitt, & Zarantonello, 2009). i 44
B ME AT T IBi% - 9% &R (1) 5 IEAS )5 (Brakus et al., 2009; Chang & Chieng, 2006; Schmitt, 2009).
AR IS AE AR RS O AR RIS 55 FU 32, JR e 1 e E N B B A& R T i B ) —
75 T8 f) A7 (Brakus, et al., 2009; Chang & Chieng, 2006; Choi et al., 2011). ltt, 613 AR i L% 5 k56
O EE . FH. BURA IBM S5t 5 a4 o ke B Axz —.

it LA TG (R AR D SR A6 T 5% b T P AR SR i IR L LD AE A B TR R AR SGTE (Hirschman and
Holbrook, 1982). EL%!| 1999 4 Schmitt A7 M (A 'F fty i 1, S0 AT i20ME 2 0 B4 B A2 7= IR 55 [ O AR 36
Schmitt LhtH FyFE 220 7 RCE B RIS B AN G IE M8 (1) [Pk 3% U7 T (superficial aspect) (Brakust et al., 2009;
Schmitt, 2009). Brakus et al., (2009)44 it KL 5E LN — A2 4EQE, & HITH 2 F i 15 il AT S il
WP, X T DUE S 2 A TR 1212 o AR SRS & — > 2 4E 45, RO 1
TS NEIED S AT NI RIRE 25 (1) 45 % (Brakus et al., 2009) .

pate R B0 PR SR A B2 TRV PR A . WRDE s RS Ao o A7 SRS R i Y 2l T it WL ) 7 SR
PRS2 o DN A FE AL 02 1) Qg P R AT DAAS R 77 SR IS i 77 = AT A 4EBEFR IR 2 B 48 v) £
BRI I ANE . BE, tRadEERZEd b BREt a2, B8R N SRS A E T
A58 (Brakus et al., 2009; Schmitt, 1999; Zarantonello and Schmitt, 2010).

BE G, % T db WA I8 R RIE 240 DG T s M SO B 12 2 ) B 7% 38 R ) FL T DS R /S S (Brrakus et al.,
2009; Iglesias et al., 2011). Pitk, & REAALE BT 70 403 A i B 22 () Pk K — & SEUEPEHBIE B & AU —AME
SRING, 17 H AT RATGEI i Sk o — g B 1) 0 A O RA RN SRS R &, Bl an s R st . s s
ri S 25 (Schmitt, 2009) . SCHER[EIBR B, OC T i UARIG AN HAWAY & 2 AR &R, ARER — N R BT
L. BIEHAT I, ST SRS B AT PSR 45 5 00wt o AR i e R 8 IR AT, il RS AR
iR 55 & 5t (Beltagui et al., 2016; Helkkula & Kelleher, 2010; Khan & Fatma, 2017; Wall-Mullen & Envick,
2015). F 755 (Bagdare, 2013, 2016; Ishida & Taylor, 2012). 7E£Z1¥ 5(Chen, 2012; Ha & Perks, 2005;
Morgan-Thomas & Veloutsou, 2013; Rose et al., 2010) PA M i 7\l (Maklan & Klaus, 2011; Ong et al., 2018).
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P E LRSI e B A B T T e AR B R i R AN R (L 2)

Table 2. Antecedents and consequences of brand experience. Source: the author sorts out according to the literature

2. mhEAI AT ERMATEMER. KiR: (FERECEKER

SCHR o AR TS AR
B & 2%
Morgan-Thomas & Veloutsou, 2013 128 AR 36 RISERTAE %Djﬁ ALk
T E AR
Khan & Fatma, 2017 LN o EEE. B R. FOES
Brakus %, 2009 b RS s A
SCHER AR TS gZR
Ha & Perks, 2005 TELL it A B TR WMMEE
Oliver, Rust, & Varki, 1997; Brakus et al., 2009 il AR TS o I R R I . ARSI B
Schmitt, 1999; Brakus, Schmitt, & Zarantonello, 2009 A R g ShEANE . IR, S
Iglesias %\, 2011 i AR B SR L 1 R
Fam, K. S., de Run, £ ©. Shuia, B, Shamim, A, & g kg SRR M.
Morgan-Thomas & \C/;aalfkutzc())ti,lzom; Rose, Hair, & 24 kI R TR . TELR R R
= ”’J;&nuﬁ%‘i M A AR
Khan & Fatma, 2017 o & ””WJE s i~
an & Fatma RIS g, . T, SR
de Oliveira Santini % A, 2018 ARG PSR . ST AR
Gentile et al., 2007 il RGP B T B A R AR Sk P sk
22 B il FAE
Zarantonello & Schmitt, 2010 i A PRETRRE. B E/\?ﬁ AR
IJEI
Ebrahim, R., Ghoneim, Irani, & Fan, 2016 il AR B it R B A (] i [
Ismail, Melewar, Lim, & Woodside, 2011; Pullman &
Gross, 2004; Biedenbach & Marell, 2010; Mascarenhas, o A SRR S, H b
Kesavan, & Bernacchi, 2006; Keng et al., 2013; Chang, Al A ARG T U
2013
BE . B AT O flg = G
Ozyer, Y., 2016 4 il L
T SCHR, A SR IAEE =7 R s . s JB SRR OCGRAE N AT ) — N

[ TR R R AEAT B T STk LE D tﬂﬁﬂnﬁﬁulﬁ’ﬂifﬁklﬁz ﬁ%:, Tt A IR D it A T R 114
SCHR A 2 DO Al STRAE 18 18 RS IR i B it LA 36 R Y (b, 2015)0 B8 =, SRZATXS AR
TSRS T B db REASCRFRIRIT FU R RDRE o BRI, ACSCIUEAR DL 123 1, RE il BEA IR A D it A X AR A
RRFIV ML, (RIS F AR5 3 20 B R AZ A

3. Hig, RASHH
3.1 Eip

3.1.1. %E&ﬂv& 1]
SEEFR R IE I H 5 1) (embodied) A4 5T A2 2R SE B I AL R BN, SRE 4k & 2B 7% (Schatzki 2002;
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Warde 2005). SZREERSARTR AP i JEHE 715 ) (Habitus) B2 . e B G il #6# H ge i m), AHs
N FRF SR 2. FWEEI L. AR TR AT sl A A Bl . IRZI e
X (signification)HE4L, 1iE (discourse) FIBLARGE AN IE, PHEMTFAM I, DA IXEL)™ SCAR1RIE M
FEI 25 R 8 b R — B 51 2 SR K 7 95 (cf. Bourdieu, 1972/1977, pp. 78-87, 159-71, 1998; Bourdieu £/
Wacquant, 1992; Sewell, 1992, pp.7-8; Crossley, 2001, pp.91-119). XMk 2 ik N 1E B 14 1 (corporeal) &I =X,
MHCAZ IR P i), S S ANTE R Z BB LT, AR T — DA 2 BT AR A E B IR T
ANl JEFRZ A doxa HI—#4, doxa BPSRHRMFIIC S K55 (Bourdieu, 1977, pp. 167-9). fEF 1k
(agents) AR ZHUATENH, B2 “ER” M. AIMEEHE R . EXMELT, RINAS LA
W), ATEZERAFEZBRAAT AR E AT ER), BRI 4.

F—J7M, R SN KA LRI R R TR A . — D AR BLIT SR B AE AR AT A
F FIHLEL, Al — AN NS AR B IR B e i 2 T JE ) (pre-reflective) . BIf#7E N 2R 5 AL G0 LW 78 (TR AR
XFTCZERM BRSO E RIS A, AT 2 AR IS W R] 5 A0E, DL T A0 ST B+ 2
AR 25 () 52 B b B 4R ORI P B S 4 H st . AR IR 2 e A 264, TS0 & itk
R, Je o « 5 2 iR (Nick Crossley)dg i, ANELEARMEIGHIETH FRITEB I AT . R BRI FEY 2
TP 5 ) R R S 53 . X SRR AR E T AN BEY doxa 5t 2] FIEE 5 i (IE So AN
JEIEGR) T 2 0], XKL SRR (contingent) . BZNILL, — ARSI T, 55— H&xt
eI VE OB AR R S B8 7 o Al e A RR: AP B 2 SR 2R T 52 B 5 B A AR B
HE 2B TIRAS PR AT T I — 0 53 o AH S, 5 ) A By ] DLt S L (reflective) F1 e £ 1 (reflexive) 3 =0T 42
M CEARIIESEE” MR B B R AL, &R BARE T 5E (Crossley, 2001, pp.136-8; cf. Bourdieu, 1977,
pp.159-71),

2448, Stones, R. (2005: 89) [7]#&H, T & HiRIHEPPAT it JEAE AR5 T FORE AL ARG T “ BEPEAIA
ROARMITHE” RN H 5 A2 35 (LT (Crossley, 2001, p. 117). iX L5655 5HE S MMM &5, H&
Wrih sk =R (practical consciousness) & 1#H2%E, 5 Mouzelis X A #4514 7] LR FH B9 AN R F2 B2 4k 1)
P SRR R 25 PR A )R AT B RS 1

3.1.2. BRI EREE

H 5 VP8 (interaction ritual chain theory) 1 Collins 2 H! , & 563 7 W AN sk A LA _E 4375,
HNEB AR, AGRBEAVIREARTER: TS LR, I REMILE G, K, &
FER A5 M E L IE B S 5 G GE—iE, Wi REMILFE SGE, Al
PGREHEE R, WIS 5 # T BB N I B 755, IR (GRS 5 # 2 1158 & (Collins, 2004).
R (Collins)yiN Ay, X T#Eox IR AN UK U, A BRI IE AN & MA, T2 51 2 L3N RE R 1 Ik e
H(EE)i. 7F IR Hig, BEE(energy) (BAREEA (agency)EZRIET “Hi(local)” BX “44 (micro)” ,
RS & B AT IR (ELaAER) /N NTETH X T AL EATZh A=A i, XA NEHCSES 5 E X
S IEHK . SR, AREE N (agency) HANF IR T O ZETH, K4 EE M i & 42 R 582 1 IRs 85 ifi5)
XERBNARIEN N & b, FElRA NI ——R10, AR EIEAR “AMEM” .

1 %R T HEMGRB IS LSRR AN IR (AR Z AR DER R SIEGER)EE. X
HMABER TR « L[R2 RAR LR 1 A 0o IR BU R A B, T RGER ZR T (Durkheim) AT B 1) “ 45
&5 (collective effervescence) ” (R A2 XA, MEWR S|, FEHEEAERE. Bk, XMl
AT BERRISE . AR R RALAINT G, B AR AEAAMA R EE(SRAER). T A——%5 1 (agency-
structure) ] £, Collins I\ LB - Z5 WX 53 FEAMG 5 5 B7 8AT 1t O BT Wt (0 AR R i AR L . At
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IRAEAE L R R IAE AR ) EE (RSESRER) AL S IR (W BGR)BELHER EE ke UL

(agency).

RITUAL INGREDIENTS RITUAL OUTCOMES
common group assembly group solidarity
action or (bodily co-presence)

event emotional energy in
(including barrier to outsiders individual
stereotyped
formalities) ===~ mutual focus of symbols of social
attention relationship
> (sacred objects)
transient = ={=ym— shared mood collective
emotional effervescence standards of morality
stimulus :
U
feedback intensification v
through rhythmic righteous anger
entrainment for violations

Figure 1. Conceptual model of interaction ritual chain theory; Source: Collins, 2004

B 1. EapRIBILABS4RElL. RiRE: Collins (2004)

FIAT(Collins) ) IR E 18 ¢ T3 - K H.3)j(agency-technology interactions) 4 H T — A~ i AL
R 724 EE 1Y IRs AT LICREIE 204X X (formal rituals) (51121, #2825« 2401« 7 45 38) 8k H 4R (X 7 (natural
rituals) (FATTH & ATEH R ZHEINKIEN . WIRRFIFEE, ANRBFARE 250 205 7 ¢
Wit (sacred objects)7E 1E X IRs (ELANAX) H BIME R (B, Bt X BB 2742 2840 BREas .
A FEH R ER) AE A P, E AT LA E AT WL 7 L R A 1AL Sl A IR ) RAEY) (tokens),
TERACRAE AR R AEAMED G, AT E AL 2 ST 7= A X S S 2“7 o AR,
£55 (symbols) i T E e A1 & B S, BONEAEGRES), e “semrrs” .

Gert Spaargaren (2013) [8]45 tH, X T IEAACUHIMRRE, [FIFEtIE A T Hm sk,  BPATAR BT pirde il E
A EATERRA T A Bh T A = SE RIS R A i, X L S RS it A A ARR A S R RIS,
WHE IR(CEENMX ) H 1S 5 F IR 2 A S 02 Bir B AR 55473 7~ % 5 (Douglas and Isherwood, 1979;
Douglas and Wildavsky, 1982; Collins, 2004). X443/~ % 5 (doing honor to objects)” fALHE FH T-7E
E AR AR T R o B a4, [ 0 T SR B R R A R e e R — A X BRI
VU RN EAT BN E Z B A OC R AT EER T3y, FEWRRATEhA 47 AN
(agency) Bl Wikl AR 3 T 156 () EE.

3.1.3. BEMANIR

b [E B4R K 3 2% J8 (Michael Polanyi)7E  NBIBEFE) (1958)H E R BARAER T “Fa k&1 (tacit
konwledge) IR & o S P TR FRAT 108 3 A 1) Radd 10 S0 AR N PAFRIE AR A1,
BRI E BERIENR” (Verbal Knowledge)sk “ i %1iH” (Explicit Knowledge or Articulate Knowledge);
Rt SR U] A2 48 R AR TR e v B AR BANIE 28 B TR, 8RR AITVE S A A1R 7 (Pre-verbal Knowledge) i “ 6
TERBFI AR (Inarticulate Knowledge). %, Ikujiro Nonaka (1994) [91#68 H, &R i il 72 v A F 2
R X s g B 2R (tacit knowledge) FE 14 %111 (explicit knowledge) . Bat: ATER AR AR T 45 €
155 FIATEN AKEAZS S BRIEAIRERA R R ERK R . AR 2 &7 Johnson Laird (1983)

DOI: 10.12677/mom.2022.121003 25 AT 8 5


https://doi.org/10.12677/mom.2022.121003

Rl

B R M7 (mental models)” F, EIX/MEAL A, A i it 7 Sk i A A1) A gL 2K L (analogies) &
JE R BB AR AR Y . X T A A5 Y A 4% 18] X (schemata) « 7 2 (paradigms) « 15 &% (beliefs) F1 W £
(viewpoints), ‘EAIIHEAL T H BRI E SOL A A7 o MR, BREEFIRMEARE RO
AT e BARREARRS ., TEMEAE. XEFEERNZ, BRI 8 MAX
RS B RE AN R SR IR, AR, A AR R A . BEAYERL A LE—F “ 3 51 (mobilization) ”
TR A R S B B A R G R R 2R

HRHE Ikujiro Nonaka(1994), IR it Btk S RIS 1 R 2 [R) R 6 48 iy P 2R 1 B0 FR VRaRAT
B YRS R AR e 3 A0 1) MBRMERTRBIRRMERR, 2) M MEEIRE BRI, 3) MFatE
BUR BRI, AR 4) R RN BB RN . BRE ROR R AR A, BRZ N “AMb
(externalization)” . i@ EIR A B AR EELL, FRZ N “ W Ak(internalization)” , XFhE1L 545481
CEES]T RRSAT R, Hoh,  “Fargi(metaphor)” EAMERE PR E EEAER,  “473h(action)” 51k
ARV G, &2 BB T AR i DO P

Tacit knowledge 7o  Explicit knowledge

Tacit o o

kiﬁlwledge Socialization Externalization
From

Explicit Internalization Combination

knowledge

Figure 2. Model of knowledge creation; Source: Ikujiro
Nonaka, 1994
E 2. #mREIERIHER . KiIE: Ikujiro Nonaka, 1994

Ikujiro Nonaka (1994)¥8 i, — AN AANTEEE 5 ARGt AR =AEABATI TG — R T4E, I
ANFE BT AR B W BRI SE R S F 2. FERDIREE R, 7E B (OIT) f FH 9 /& A ) () S
Mo SRAFRAME RN B B R AR LS . AR TR U R0 0 =, TR 7 0% i B4l 7 . ix
Fid I o ARG BE B AR S R B O “ #1224k (socialization)” .

32 BASHA

455 MERIWE TR, DA ERELIR Y 3EA, ASCHUE BT BRI IA 3), FFFth T D4 LA fi i,

B E ARG AL A KB s fh A OGRR SEDLBR AR . I, SE F B PRI RIAT & — 220, 0 B RS AL 3t
1T 7 RTT SRS 52 R B RERTN A

W la ABfEIB R I ET B IGREEE

b (EREGEE L IR E S

MRS LSO SRR, i ARG ) 45 SRR A EAREIAE T 2 F S BE e ATy, ARG 1
YRR A IFBOH AT N ERAEBRNER 2 —, AT LI BRI AENLH]E BLE
AT, S BRI R S B 2 R ), AR R R, AR T E S B R

TS R R B AME Y AR S SR SCATA M B SGREEEE, X TR UL, 173 Al

B
e

o & &

’
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XTRZNAN 8 R (FEA S AT LB AR 2 it W5 W 9 38 18] 1) 55 ) B d e AR U 17 Sk e B IO &R 0 A, 17 IRk
=R N E S Z RAEE XS B (objects) 1, I HH X 5k (objects) BTt .t BB NEE B i 45 31
AR, W R B H BT DL AR R R 0V SR UL, 7 i A A A B AR H
HERBIHE . BLIAE . 0I5, Pgedr mpe A3 i a b, PRIX 26 5 5 EAH G 1 9H 9% B30 32505 KA
JEEE R BERTAIBTFCUERH, ShRE 5 E 98 AT DL SR JE T A R LI 28 & (Fournier, 1998), 1 H.
Al UL AR B BRI IR, A 23 7R I B AR R R (Thomsson 45 N, 2005), I FH i ik 3Rk B 2Nk
(Swaminathan. Stilley £ Ahuluwalia, 2009) LA fz 4142 FH 3% (Escalas & Bettman, 2005). — H.— il 47
P R, R - WO R I AT B LT 08 R 2L B B 45 (Aaker, Fournier, & Brasel, 2004; Grégoire,
Tripp, & Legoux, 2009; Johnson, Matear, & Thomson, 2011).

------

e ol L
1 BCHE

(TsREEe) ||
b | A "
(Polanyi, Nonaka) i i i A K
i B
(SEERFRIE)

Figure 3. Formation path of brand ritual based on experience perspective; Source: original by the au-
thor

B 3. ETHENANRBHSIIEE. *RiR: EEEREL

TERTRETE K, ANEATEE R TV G CARRR AL, AR e %) 5 B il AR e R 75 2 [E 4
T4 B LT S il 6 R (objects) 7% 5 (symbols)/ i i, Ath AT 75 B 7E B 1 15 K 1 A TP s
KL RANFE S I, A O S A B — AN G 48, X A R e R SRR
EREMER . Raj, Z.(2012: 102)F8H, @M hEATRFEM BSOS &R &7, SR PR ARE e, IERYF
HEANAATTE) H A

WCHTAAH S AL SRR IXFE RO HE T o T, PORENE, TgSE, 2539, S (018)f8H, 1E %2 A1~
A AT NS LR . Wellman, Corcoran Al Stockly-Meyerdirk (2014) M35 [E 1250 [&] k24 45 # 5 vp
R T 12 (A ML ARIREAR, @ AT R S R I, 1 BRI R AR B IR . HAARR U,
T T 28 R0 A7 T 17 45 0 2 ot A AT BT = AR 5o o — 5 THT, 67T 1 48 0 22 3£ R (anxiety ) 2 {2 34E A
WS 50 AAT RN —Let R, AU PR e S — L S, WsBT AR, WS ALRIEE
b, ARSI g, A JTFEPEZ ) EE #E (Alcorta & Sosis, 2005; Zumwalt, 1982). 75— 5, 1E
T 15 26 7] LUAE A2 50X (Boyer & Liénard, 2006). XTIk S 5K, DoBRILTF a7 22 AF A4 )
2 5 g EMAT A (Vohset al., 2013; Raj, 2012), Mixf T HRS 5 R, FRTE S W AR (joy) 2= 15 MR 4t
P, IHhnse E kS 5 & & (Johnson, 2009; Maloney, 2013). Arnould A Price (1993)i&@ it/ ##H % #1 %
TSR A R R I, 8 U BRI (X A Ja A 15t %) A2 1 2 RS 5 IR A 3R 3h 77 .

w28 da RN TR BR B E L RS AT A

AT 20 JE EAT IR IE RIS SME i I

AN, BRI 5 A, T LA ACRE SR RS AR, BRI AR AMAE T,
BT . 7 EEYE AR 1E (Theory of Tacit Knowledge) 3% 22 AN “I RSN IR F Y
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REBh 2y, & —TEREFE R REES), B —DUGSIME S AR EA RS LR T ERANAS
57 (Michael Polanyi, 2000). Bt EniRHA DUR PRANRE SLGADGTHT, =248, 2011) [10]: &6, BatkxIiR
P NFDNRER N AN, BTN AN SIS AR A SE . R, BREmE—FEEAiES
LB B 202 AR AR A SR (T DA 2 20 H SR AU AR R R SR R o R b R B AR AR T4
RIS B AREES), IRRARAE TN AT A2

Bk SR SRS T A ARG . P FLIS 4E(Dan Zahavi) [11]48H!, — b 153 #0425 IE & M IE
WAL 2 PRI TR AR R o IUMUAE B8 DROA B Z X P IE 5 AL 2RSS, T ABIR —Fh N R R it 2
RABFIGRES . ARG —FSCRT R AR . (FF « LA 4E, 2008: 277). N ANidid E#E “Z)F (hands-on)”
MRS AR B AR . PUA B (Varela) 5 A (1991)F8 Hi, B R/RLAE IPE T VRIBfE g, AN RAIHAM
F By P S 20 o At AT 1K B £f (embodiment) i€ SN “ BHARFILG R 455 78—k i S Bk 7 (1991, 25 27 1)
Yuasa (1987)¥5ixFh “ & 24— (oneness of body-mind)” ik Ayt R (R3S S A SR R3S 5h 22 18] /)N BE B )
HHURZS, Blin—067 KITAE SR G Esha8 2 (Yuasa, 1987: 28). 1EWIHE « 3 (Merleau-Ponty, 1964)
B, BRI AR B AR (crystallization) i F2 H e & SCHEME F o X0 S A4 565 1) 7K T (commiitment) &=k
H—F ARABA NI GRAEEZ h, X AN T FRAEIX 5, Wi 73R “avi ki
(pure experience)” [#)i& 42 (Nishida 1960). XML& 7EAR T SCAG IR 3k . 1TE40 Yuasa Frift:

R, A B4R R EAUR TR R RAT, W R AR AR a9IAIRRATA (bodily recognition or
realization)” (tainin or taitoku), .3t25L, BIL—MAGEN G CRKF. LB, X “BAHKRFI” RARZA
KA, 54T (cultivation) =T VA2 —AF X B i i — AN A eg 30 5 S R R AT A E £n iR eh 9% (1987, % 25-26 ). 7

SRAT A B R R T 2R 1A ARSI T DU I SRS B IR 4 AR DASE I
Ikujiro Nonaka(1994)f5 t, V. HARGAER — AN REIET RS H O EEAERLK, X2 RIERRIRA
U o TX L B PR B S R A LA A L TN AR (R R ARG T, B AL R B D I X Fhie . St
NSRRI AL FRATRE 08 B 1Y) “1Thou” [X 43, FTHFIL[RIERME A5, B Scheflen (1982) it it “3%
AN L (Field Epistemology) ”. Condon (1976) 7] = ixX Rl s, BIAZ 2 — i [R) i 4 A8 AT Se e IR
FERXFPILG A, AT R —FhEE R AR, 2B ERE S, JE22RBRBUTE. 52,
HIEFAE—NBR, FEAMNB S, YN ANHSBIRFEPR SR Fit, —ASENs582
() P 0o RN A= B 1 22 (1) L 0] DL A 2> 4k (socialization) 3K 5 77

Btk i g B FaeBl. IR B AT DIAME N S AGR . B TSR S T OGRIAETIR 2R, S8 A 1ok
Fe A E 2 (belief in rituals)—— RIS 5 ¥ 2 SAHEAGURIYER- . Myers et al. (2017). Holak (2008)iA
N, A RE & 5 S 5EEIEM>. l4h, Zhang, Risen, & Hosey (2014). Stambulova et al. (2012)\ /9,
PEEEIERE NS 5E M. £33 5d8 0, T S — M BT (placebo) 1 D) gE, 5%
B AEAEAE G DGR B G fHIEE, D, 298, il (2018)faH, ARISEARE)
TERRTES, MEMaEZERSBORAGUS SRR LEIRIE, W Zhang 55 (2014) W 7RI, Wik
BB (975 3R) He e BUACREN AR (A% BR) BE 25 20 8 N 7= A= b Jit JE 3 (1) 0o BRFRAE , - DT AT R0 47 THT
FERAER RN HEHEN, A ERUR 5 45 RAR GO BR AR, S &g TR i 5 A a0t
ZH5HENEW, RZ, AEEERA K S %R OERIER, $GUE &R EmiN S5
HIER

w38 MR RITEIIE T AEL SEER Py 1R

w30 OV IE B A S 9 am

PR — R/VNEAR). BAEZEEA. RIAMERE AT NG, X7 N R AR &
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AW TR B R 52 AARN AT R AU B OB LS (R RESE, TS, 2995, &, 2018).
XK BEARAERT SCOMER T . R TR ZE RN, BRAIAF R OIS REGSE, MY EkE: &
FRASC AN & 5T 2 3 (A5 A0, T2 2 T3 9 5 (047 Raj, Z. (2012:171) A SCIA A il RAT Bh AR (1) 4%
VAR TR AR AT BN IE 2 AR B 2 Sk, M — DA B, T 15490 I [ s e 5 411
1 A

G —E ARSI E AR (e, D, 257, 76: 2018). Raj, Z. (2012 P78)fk i, 15i#
Pl SRR 145 N (involvement), “EDEHE SRIAZCE . Billn, WREE S, —MROS M 5 EE T
P 2 BLAR IS — N8 (020 BRI B ARt £ (SKin-Box) B4 B« Raj, Z. (2012)38 H 1 —A “IRIG R g
7 (the model of Experience Progression). 7EiZAEAYH, Raj, Z. (2012: P87) Wikt R T 2 7 AR L N
A EbER. AR LREREIRMAN, B T A IR IR R AR B —— BB
AR AA) 15 AN B . B JE BE L R P &, TEUE A — A b L RE 5 3 iok 2 7 4 ke R A AT TR A
TR fEXAN IR, AU DA AT

WS AR BA BN B—. BEEESZMN N NG NIRREAR . #a,
Raj, Z. (2012:83) %445, fn SEFZ MNHE AT ik AR HoAth T LT /2 7E B 2 2B A E A SE1E, IR 15451 .
E2, SR R e DL R R 52 1) 77 SR INIRTE AT i AR 15 v AN 2 i 252, IR TG —

P
S AR AR, T 2 B R IR S A AR O B (AR i 55 R 1B A e TR X
5o

%=, IE&(Mindfulness)F2 & th & X A8 7 A N K 32 2 —(Raj, Z., 2012: 91).

DY, 0 B K U (brand commitment) [REZIAAN ] . B S AR 2 B Ak S R, (HEE 2R TR
RRIEE B RO BT — R B i, 2 3K« o fa SR AR R VE B oK, B4 e AT DLW R
—EERATT R, RN AR T R AT R . AT, EEAGIESE T TR, RIXRHARAT TR 52
BRAFRIFRTT % (Raj, Z., 2012: 84). (ERUET [ VF 2825, ARSI T —A> “4BEbAl” mik+e. &k
ABATT P FEAAR IR X AN 5E B b RS ARATT B B S DR, PR 9 B B 1 AT ] D X A et
5. (Raj, Z., 2012: 83)

S BT vl E BA T REVE, ST E BB, AT A RAIEDIRE. SAEE, 51X
X H A T E R RS, DS, 259, 548, 2018; Stambulova, Stambulov, & Johnson, 2012; Boyer
& Liénard, 2006; Ahler & Tamney, 1964).

515 s A R L R S B2 AT PEMI4T N . Raj, Z. (2012: 65-66)15 i, FEAS RS — MG, #4
BT — T R T8 ) AR IAT A2 BT MBS &, 2P AT ARERIAME . AN,
X F A AN TE S St 1 BB AR A ER AR TR T 1, DR =26 AR B ML kiR, A I Rens sk
Pt AR R SCEIR) o

A LSRR R A KR T 15/ T BT AT & — R -

FR Y5 Aoki, K., Obeng, E., Borders, A. L., & Lester, D. H., (2019) /) i pALG S 3%, J< T Fh BB BUA LR 1)
A =AY A SRRV AR 7 Rz A AR L s S
BRI o EERNR O ER, — AR R LR AR B 51 A s R R —
AT P O, IR A S A TR BRI . 1RO T S O AR LS () A =AY 2 3RaE
Bz sy, EATRZEE” o EZMMASIEREE” |z BRI AR R . RS
H, XX G A AL B 1 S R ik R B RN 2 R — AN SO RE AR 9 S, ANREBE AR AL TIA
FNARIG o
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oot R 17 A B R A58 T U E B B AAT & — 10 “n” SRAnCARIRE, M DR ER AR . F BB 2
ITE— IR AR 2 AR, AR, XETHWBEAN “&”7 . Wi, EHEMTE—
MR SRS o WL — AU Al T FRAT 1B BEEN R Z A A LS, S AR FRATI S,
HWEA O, A AT AT E A B R AR COARTER, AW, WA E”
(B /& >25, 2016:150) [12]. FEPRHEMER H W RSB RMUAE . “RADFEREZ L, REHE: KB
ZORER, RURITZMSR . AR BN DG, AN OBk SEEFHA? 2
BRATZORIEREE, SATZONER, RUBITZHSR. 7 (5 (25 8 41~42 TR,
KEMmEZONEREME, ITZ 0BRSS, A58,

TEERHAAE, B REEATEFARMOBRR, CESHAERWE: “BOAEEZ R, M5
BIE 2 ZE, WE: mEmEEW. 7 ( (R (%) 5 49 T H AR, Sibr B2 or#
Ao EHBATAE M m iR s R A, X RAEAAZ BN, WANGE RN, BT
THERRERNER . THUBEE, BRIMEA DR, TETEEEITE RIS 5SS R
MEWERRRMS: “ssHHZM, WY, BTk0%, AERMZKHRAT, BRE0 IR mEE,
IRERAATE R, 7 (((Ldsd) (&%) 58 71 )W EEEMEMIARER, BIlEZ HE 0T h. R
A, 5 5 M P A T, Rk e g ) SN, SR A AR R H G H AT, A REE T A A AR
HHBONETI R E SR, 1997: 164) [13].

wAEAD  BEITENERTE T T & —HIAT -

45 Aoki, K., Obeng, E., Borders, A. L., & Lester, D. H., (2019) /) i k6 B3, > 5 AT 30456 1)
WA =4 YRR, RENFEFEITHNFITAR” « LREER SRR A
AT RMM” o HAFEREHE, — e maeibE s k172

TSR AT AT LAY, HAEMBZERE TR ATHASUN RS R E 5, 1997: 193).  “I%
B RN SRR, SEAN SRR MRS B HER? 7 ((EI3) (&48) & 42
) FFHEAEH, M ) S B FE, R R BRI R A A R S SR U, 2 A B 5
PRV ATCEEHL )R —MARYERITES . U, 5 RMAERIENARE, 17(ERE)E—F “1EH
O B BE AR, B 2R SA R O M E BB UGS RIS (T) AIA RS RAE I AT, WITE
MTRA BRI TITIEAR 5L% =R . (MEZE, 1997: 193). FEFHBAZR “fEd EBEgMTh R,
KRR TR, TREACNENE BB TR T, RS TRMG—, W T AT & — Nz —.

wBAc HEHTE— FEEEEmRBER.

A b R ARG« i R HIMA S 55 i REAT BB 1 = 2k % AR & —, BIVSEI E FH R AT e i AT & —
ARIEBG A, XA “H—" WEBAMZ: —ERMETH—AT, ZFAH. RS, o
LRI Z IMEAT, AT AT LRSI, R, JiTE— 2, ANHBARTF? ( (x5 H) (&
££) , 2 50 T)FISATRAT S EN, WHEMETZm, ARERM. CREMNATE, MmAT, H
JEARE. 7 (CAEEE) B4 )W, BN EVESTAT. MRS, KERMREAEEEHTATH
L, IF H R AT T SLATI A HA IS (B E %, 1997 193).

H—E, MET 2GR E SRR T S R AR IR TE A1 B B WKL N ey AR 1)
A, SRR, (EARER TR ST B, SEBOLTh(IT)MER T AN E R 5" (A58 2 %)
B SE 2 AR (B E SR, 1997: 193). MHARRIRE KIS, WA SR IATEN AR, SRR Bk
IORASRIRLS, A e AR RI . KSR, AN, BM. ERAENE N E, FHFREMmE:
“RRNZHEEMIMOT LA &, WEZIEE CRAT R e SERUNAAT Z AT LR, WRIAAT
AT LU R JIATZ AR LU TS B, AT 2 & —JFit, MAW LI HR, ( ()
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FH) (&) 546 )7
4. ¥hig

g ERTiR, SRR S R I IS B N A R R R S O AR SR E i oy S A A R
RS DL ST B SR I IS SE e AR B, RS T B R AR R BRI 5 e g i
&

DAFF s BHE G i i A RO, o 0 GRE PO T SO A6, 3 o g PG ) R g v 2 51 R T B
F7T 0y, IR R B IGE L S ST R E I BB, WA S LA T R E . RN, R
T URFRAE ) SN RALS . ATERIIIR L A SRS T O RO I R, T R T B X A
I, WAL BB B PERN R . BbAh, W S RS IR i, FUHAT IR, S AR R,
i B I LE Y 9 AR 2 X R S AT B ARG, AT R 1 2R R [ ). ek, DA R AR
FEAEREBAE R FRPEARANE ], SEEERH, R&IMErE A T RS s — T8 i A IR R
BB E R Z R RRE Wy A AR oA PP A IR AR I AN . Rk, T S SRLP I R T
WIS E KR R

BRI BARL . INAAR TSRS AR E 2, B, AT o, AT B elss
IINPERIE. BN, IS BT P EA RS BXRMPRE,  5 A RL m AEI AR . A e ek
B, BHZHMRATEIRE: SCEE R, 0 DAL T s B B, R EEhLE
P E S B T RS e RN, AR R A AR RS, I Ak P s h
AR BEVERNR . BRJ5,  ahRRAT BRI RV P S, LV e R A A s B . B4, i
PGB SRAT T IR L 256 R, QSR S e L 1 BRI 2 . RO, JFibTH 2 A T 2R
THRREE: RN, SRR RALS 2 A5, AT R okl 2t i R A AL R B SR
WG, IR BH P AT SRS, ARESCE, N SCHUR . A4, BEAN T RE TR Rt A K

BB UMD Nl o T ) = U 2 e N AN o RN S N SR e e R N e 3 il || PO S S
X5y, med—r. XEA=ZEEE:

By SRR TS, BRE DT ISR SRR ARLR AN G RRAT SRS TEAS R KA
UK, EMEISIAAAER s MR, X = LR A . R e U CURCE 1 v, X BLSKBEA
BRI AN EARSS, RIS AT SRS, BRI =2 T A S R R . Ba v R R s e . [
TR R B AR AME ] (BB AR SRR B 0, T2 EARR e, e 2T Rt A R & . i,
W M L i — PG T PR I BC A ,  R ER B AR o R LB AR R R E AE I
FEAE R BEVE R R R I, BT R — R G ), AT R A e X AR A5 b T Dy — A A G i,
T8 B En R T B — AN RS AR50 1R (knowledge of experience)” , T “ARIG IR AT S 1R
[ £ (embodiment), B2 AN A B (AR LS 7R BE A A (commitment) R SEEL I . FELHTT S, miZKSP T
WA THRERA - BRI R% S, HAMERERE - 23 WHAE— NS Z Y. OEATC A
(A, 2011). Varela 25 A (1991) W\ Nk HIFALE (cognitive experience) & “ B S 4L4Tsh” , A
A R — AL T FRATHIN A R T AAE B AR AE . (Ikujiro Nonaka, 1994). HHIL AT WL, 3XANEatd%n
WE SR B A S IRAE I IR SR LR SR AT IS, e R SSiby,  BAH i .

B SEBAEA S TSN BR Amoroso, S. (2019)F5 Y, 4456 £ 5Lt ik 4 fERE T 2 A <
THIRI . AT AR E RS EE, A, FEAHKHRE, SRS IR R 8 75 2238 25 R 56 7 T ke
& ¥ oNE S/ H (Babin et al., 1994; Carpenter & Moore, 2009; Jones et al., 2006). {H&, TE AW A
JITHL, A EAARIS RIS B IAFIBIFIAT BN I =26 %A% b, Aoy E IR, FFkIEHE, AR ATAT— 2645
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TR, A AT RSl A 5

F= SRR ANRrE . XU R E I RAT &R . EFHBIX 2 E RS
TR s PP S NRBUR AT PTG DO edn T, SRJEREAT: A HE PRI
WIRI TR, FFRBE T RMATHR TR #oB &S AT, IRBRAS AR ( (L) (&F) 53
4~5 )7 FATHIG — A& “ER L, MEE EMNE - SEETHRE—. ERAE RS TR
BATHRA: “HEATNER, TR2RNIIR T2, TRMZM. HaEN, Rl —xL 2
HAETE, Ri—M7, CEHAME. 7 (ExLE) (25 % 4 TOTEUFRESAT LA 1),
RN 38 AT 0 3RAT B RSB LMT A LR), —HMEMAT, Tikn & LRI PO 7 arM
0, RN DS 7ERATIESR, ST ERUTRIDY—MZE ENg—, i, o
£, WAT, CHRME, XA “U7, FEMER-MZEENT. (BE%, 1997).

5. B A RELEREN
5.1. BBIRER

ARSI P AR R AR, TR T o0 T i BRAGR A I R— BK O R SEALER I . A H AT SCRR
R RAROGRAT R BT R A B Z . e MRIRRIRL A A, BA T R BATG . RIA
KRB AN G RAT BRSNS GREE RS . FRPERIR BRI SC BB h, WU T S Re . Rk
FUARAIR G AR o, SRR TR R OGRI AT R AR B . e AR5 10 R RIE TE A 2 A 4
BE, BRI T BOH IS SEA A SR, SRR T AL e, N SIERERT FERR A 1L SE R BRI
BRERB SRR DR E TGS BT FUT T 1B B SRR

CATERIRIE AT AR Ml AR S0 (R B AR R T T 5 RN L R R LR R B R R, (B, JFR
HH A SRER T i ARG 5 i A R R A SR 9T o ASSTHE i AR IR A Dy it AT R, A=At
17 TR, eI TR AOCR  E

BEAh, ASCRAIER I RAT & —Big, X UL B AR 2 (] L EhZ AT T BRI R . B A —
WG T MR BB R, W TRSENIHEM R RAR SR W, A RTIIRR AR 75 3
NGB T B EOGRR BRI R AT, 4, dn e B A RRAOGR (O o0E . Il SETESEIIE T .

5.2. KB

I GRS TR B AR B FL, PTLAE SR R o R S I T S0 R (BB o %o T
NS, AMUE BT TR B S e B S &S MRS, T H, A RX B A f e 4 2. i
Raj, Z. (2012: 140-141) v ift, ASRBEAS RS T 2 — N WU RE TR o FEAR SR AL, 0ok it A T AT (1)
TRUTA R T it W\ A 2 380K 22 5t Wt 5 2 — M (Frequency) & A THRI, RILEASEHT 2 it R A A AT 25
B —ME, I RO P H O AEIE B AN R 2, SRS PR AR R SR A PRI, T AR
RSB AE M AR S, 5T R KA AT & S BB AR HIKF, AR AT =
T i 85 B 1)1 2% 1 1.

UEAh, ARSCHREH A BB AR S U 1 5 R A 6N ol R B U6 B 5 AT B A A 2 ) EE
CAREE LB B A, SRR R AR AR A, e TR R S TR 9 AT R 45
—itd, AP ERAGR. XA L e MAE N, TR TEEUS F kF SR 7
HWASE ML, el it 7T A BREMR

i R BETE FR E I BT MR 3L, AN AN ES 7 e — 4t 1) |61 o ) R e it b, 1 FL3A 7T A 2 LI
TERR RV — R T B 2 4 A . TR SRR (I R b, Q] SEER 22 S0 2 ARSCHRH T — RO B AT
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SEECHAR, 2R RO A S S P A R B B BT, DA I RS AIE FE 0 i R A AR
TR T B A e = 1A] .
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