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sHEARIBISIAl: AR 2T

o

A

rf

AA7ZE dupgtes =de AN o4
o 2 JAE AAG #AE A6
A et Aa vl o 22ARA AT 5
HE Fdigrtete AAA #eo] HH
QI THVisser, Krosnick, Marquette & Curtin, 2000).
gh=rol 2010 AAAE A Aol 2tk
A 29 A A22AblA ol hetd
FHEo] FAE HAAR AARE ofdI
2HAS A A AdAFeA oFdel F
A A 7L Fupen. ol d4del tiaf &
THE AYEE AEe] ARle A |
Tl diel AHddHe A5 Ualol l:‘L'(smral
of silence)o] AEF} AE AloloA A7
AThEs3E 1999; 8™, 2012). 22 A
7} b e Aol Moz el
n =dRe AA} 4

o

\:1 HEZS 040111 ol A 717
B4 ABE e 2P WS
ozt 7Hy @‘jr-

agEgE AZRe §84 5719 HAA &
Tl olE Qe Ferb WA ALE A
-rﬂconstrual leveDZhe] A3tE T3l WAA] &

2 WA AE5E oled Hew A
ZF A2 (temporal distance)= 414 EFS] 2L
dAA siMFEer FHEY A At 2

1) &A% A7) A KEPKorea Election Pooh] 41

A 29 ABRZAI= QME AR} 10%P o]
= 0.6%P o] Zuho]
ﬁq' )7, 2o % 29 A J2xA Ao}
AA Axre]l FAzat FHupgoh To010d A4
AA WEALREE] 2L D3] WA,

wAIA], ARy ThEeE
W e A9ee FA4 WAL A
H 34 o] HthLicberman & Trope, 1998;
Trope & Lieberman, 2003; Kim, Rao & Lee,
2009; o¥ &, 27, 2010). Kim 5(2009)<]
A= Al FAA viAAe] weteA Azt
Azloh wiAA ] e Aol Agd o &3t
Aoz WAAZE dEEy FHo g A
£ 59 7 Utk Helx o

AIZFe W AJR] Z@ Y(message frame), = =%
H(regulatory focus)¥ = T THPennington &
Roese, 2003; Mogilner, Aaker & Pennington, 2007;
Lee, Keller & Sternthal, 2009; White, MacDonnel
& Dahl, 2011; ZA3], AElE, 1H13], 2010).
71E A7l wEr WA G S5(gaine 7
Z8t=u, 22 (oss) S skl wEk AlzE
A7} "5 g5 Z9l, A Azt 7t
THes E4 Zgde] MAAzE o A5E
IA o]Z3thHLee et al, 2009; White et al,
7 ©] E(regulatory-focus theory)2 ©]
zlol 2 Aw st} Higgins(1997)°
gew fee A5 Be g e
2 3AAC|L o4 ABE FFahe
%71 24 (promotion-focus) 2 F- Al AI}E
Aualn Aadel AnNE Frole oAUz
7 (prevention-focus) ©. 2 T} o2 Aol
A /\]7}3; Az WstE b e
AglelM X123, 77k AgelA Az
qe 717 dstdde A4S wela v
(Pennington & Roese, 2003; Mogilner et al., 2007;
AAF 9l 2010). w2bA HAH AR o
ME A7 A 2AXA =79 dTA
o Z7sk Azt A=z @ ow) FX12F el

SRR A7 ARy} QulskaE SAlRE

5% A% olfs A duse 44

.
u
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o, By 5 oe 7%?491 A4t
Ald AR s e Jidelth & AlIzE

Aelg sFEe] ABHE A% FIe
T34 A, A A-® sjAeEs A
ZH H(Kim, Zhang & Li, 2008; Trope &

Lieberman, 2010; Zhao & Xie, 2011). o]& A
o4 Azt AelE AeA Az ek
A owA AHeiert s Aoksdel
Adel Faa

E3| zlol= BEAo sfdoz vhe] AA
2591 AR A AoKactual sel)QF W7} 1z A
2 o] A zloKideal self) o2 FEE 5 9
CKSirgy, 1982; Malar et al, 2011). 5 70 =}
ol Z+7 giAE ddE F Uk = A
AR Aoke @Ael Wg eulga o
Apotrth o FAAQ WP o] FA Aot}
wlgfel A2 e iz A
B Fgrold =@ 22y olgd waw

e
90 Aololn] 20279 2AT0] H
o| tH(Higgins, 1987; Higgins, &
Hymes, 1994; Higgins, 1997).

Aolsh FHAG JE ATEE P EA,
=2 zjolal M(self-construal)o] A= T
d5E AS BHoFE vl 9 ©1}(Aaker & Lee,
2001; Lee, Aaker & Gardner, 2001; 7192, $A]
A, BAE, 2007, Fr, ARA, 2010 Aobd
Aol AelA Azl g A ddE=AE
el A4= glsleh

webA B AT = AIRE Agd we A
22 wAA o] &dkel Hde] vy 2
TEAE BFLA @k A, AZE AR et

Roney, Crowe

O:

s _8

of - 228 / ARZE ARl AEAY T 7 A0 130 DjRlE FE FRIH 450N

MORUR|Ye| g FHo=
2240 AgYe 4AA A5, 3 WA
H7hsh 2 Hme] ol FRE WAk
% AAAY Azke] Tbgel mel fA%
o zERPe FNEP PRYoT W
Sk B, ARV Aotax gt A
& AY, 2AEAEe BAG A5 o€
JBe WAL AojdAge 44 Edel
Aol Aeld A wE AH5EH 2ol

of
L

g 5 ek
2 A7 Ad 1eMe ARE AR, 24
i A Hom GHelel AokiH S
AATE T 2L E3) AAA-o)A4A zlo}
A 2748 TR Ag 2004 ApoldH
zgol Fuol B bt 2YHE A )
Aet7] el AAA-0] % |
AR Az|gtozM AZE 71‘:4 ZAZA T

J

o?L ne o Py

Z4 =
A A-o)d2 Aotddel AAE Hae
stolat At ok
oJZ2A wjF @ AFEA|
AlZtot sz
| A5 o] E(construal-level theory) A]7HA]

o2 7MAY | ulefe] sl AlgEe] of
Wi AAE =X ta o]Zolt}. A7t
Agle Abde] A1 2430l gt Ao
2 Zosn ool AHoZ ARE ofEA
6H“%*;<1%— HSAIA Abgrgol Akl oig
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sHEARIBISIAl: AR 2T

olGAl(How) 3o t=AlE FAHORE A"
THLieberman & Trope, 1998; Trope & Lieberman,
2003; Kim et al., 2008).

Kim ‘5(2009) AIZF Azl el #AIA] )4
=9 WAE HAA oA gtk
8 Ak 2 FAA oiEE AlZto] AL
wo] l7] 2ol ARt Azle] T840l B
A, o]&2 dMFE o2 e Azt
ZY A AR A8 (message orientation) T+
o] A Ginel FAA A5 dFS T
Hoktt. F4A 7Aek ol e YEile 1
B F b = e v =l = B R R
ol 23& E AR HAA = AL A
A7F 7ibE W EARIE O fAeA o
(fluent) w2pA W A[A]o] hEt g7kel FH B
= @ 9 s elee AE wela sink
5 Azt Agel wAjA 9 aid e A &
& TEE F SHEH A= o] =0 A%
i

% 4Sds 398 9% Foh
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o o Jm
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I
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_)..‘
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N
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oA Stz B
2 AdEe HyHe

F5A ehoul ARk, ARA At

7he ARl R W 3 ZFARl Aol
ofu] Azt Azjek ARSA AL dAE )
o arFolge AL HAFrh a5E gl
o Fde W A W o axHed 7t

+ At FHE 7Pk mge A3 s,
BoAbe] A2 1 omge) A wisted] o
Fe ToE AS A5

oo} o] sjME o] &L AR Azlet T
AR Sake] Aol AR A5H
e e Ae Holeth £ iy
A A Agleke] Ade ndsfor & A

(regulatory focus)©]T}.

AlZhnt =EEH

Higgins(1997)+ 3 F2] F7](motivation)S =
Al Aol 8= Zl(approaching pleasure),
2L 3|9 3E Z(avoiding pain)®] F 7}A|
TR HE e B 22 A
3 3R 7R e mF e W
3 F7le FA %2 ACzTE Houyy)
3 =gt ke olye Frld uwet
7] Z A (self-regulation) S 3HA| = HAAE
A ZH(promotion focus)?| 2t 3t TAtE o

ZZ(prevention focus)©|2} s}
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WELR

o=l

2384 / N2 2fel, TRER T2 7 SE0| HE0] DAk Ua BRI S50 KojASe) s S0

ol

o] JHQ1e kA kY S Fshe A A A
(vigillance strategy)S A3t A4 FES o u 53X njgAe] 1 =
AstAY E4e Jst7] el dicte]l 2 o & Zidstn Hau AFI vAA
Algretr] wkgohA] Tolop & A &

Q Ferror of commission)ol] WA|A] FEZH payoll = FAA S Fohe A

o
=

g+ TH(Higgins 1997; Pennington & Roese 2008; T White 5{(201)% & 5-&49] wAIA] Zy
al

Lee et al., 2009). dol ARt AR Ee ddeet 45T 9
Lee 520092 iAot 2A2HTe] % AFgofro] SHAL] dFE F= AS W
Al FEg a5 Ao}tﬂ Al o sla stk E=g A So10E «dEEE

2 AR g A A7) A AdedA AlIRE ARl 5 Zyd 3k
3ol gt ddeee 5E AT g% AP dTFES AT

o] 4H FIH & vt AFEL ¥ AT Mogilner 5(2007)0] A|FZ} AH]

23 37 A8y 2dxHo] AT w A 29| Ful dgelA, Whie 50119 A&

Afregulacory 92 AHST o] W) Aol AFel W@ A7 WA vhel Lo] A7
Qe engiged A Bhge] gThm = Aglel 22 Afel FAH ASeE o
Atifed righy. 5 2% Al ANFET 2 F& F Aoz gt JE ATES A2
Azgol AYL ul B S B A7 BT ke AN Mz, @ A
3 244 HEE AR 8tk a5e & A 2029 WAL A%se gey
A 249 W aA9d0n 244, A5 dAA @re WA @k FRHE 2o
Mg e BHoR b AL A 2 AAA AAe] A5e] 394 9B E A
A W Aael, PAAL, Al F  olth webq thed o] ATEA 16 o
A £ AN B AREtE AL BalE A4 13 M 28 AR,

FH g eEE A Azl A7) o AFEA L ARE AROPRE mlER
woll 2AxAe] B ARE AReke fdE et 2ARHGESHYCY 2] AP0l A
Aes F2L 7 Atk AAR Penningronzt XA HAA S A5 ojE GFS F A9
Roese(2008)= AF1S] AIZE Aglo] g 2dx 7P
Aol Aels St W e 2 240 7M1 AIE AR e 2R Ze e A
FABATE 7Pk vldle 2 29 dg @8E AR Bk 384 9= E Aol
2ol RS olFL AuE Wil itk Tk
Mogilner ‘520082 vl Al 7PhE45 - 7M1 7R AlRE AR A g
FE Asje] age] wAE o ZHd Al AR ANE WSR2 ARG v

e

] 2]
Fol o wigAQl v | mgd o] HE 2 AR HUP) o HS Ao
3 2 4 27 - M 12 ARE ARl 22 v
#d AFol o Al AR AAD W FEA AR B A
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EenE T PN R RS ol

o

A FHt Yy =2 A 0]1:}

7Hd 2 A3 AR 24 2]
e FE HE S8 9% = Aotk

- 7H 21 7P AIE ARAIA e
HAA L AAE W E02Y AA R F
H =7 ¢ & Aot

- 7K 22: W AR ARl 20 2R )
AAZE AAE o g2 wAA R S
HErk o wE Aot

AlZkzt Kot x|

Fournier(1998)= AH|x}9} Hale #AA o t}
G At ES "ok BasdA e 4
(brand relation quality)2] 3+ X}1 o2 zfo}ele]
HAAE Fxstu itk ao weEd Hds
VA 2Rk ate FAG Hvkel tis) 2}
o AdE BHRn Bk ABL Do
2+ 9o

Az HHEE BAES 7
WA el Aolst oA 3
2HEa oy ATE
A4l Aok Aol Hale
FETIS FEPEERE
o] ¥ a1 ArthGSirgy, 1982; Aaker,
Malar et al., 2011; BF <, o]
4=, olAlZ, ebBT, 2011, Sk, 7,
2012).

ST A7 Aolshs ol
A7k B AFAE| Aols %?‘M ol 7l
Hew 943 )
TRAAE u|sl= AA|A Aol o]u]|A|(actual
self image), W7} Hl1 A& w3 A& o]u]x
ol o] A Alokideal self image), T}FE Algho]
Aol dsf 73 lve AZeke oA

:='4
oX,
o
-

ol
ol

ne
>
>
sl

B>

Nmzﬁ
rﬂlOi‘L

m mlm
Flf ot [z o

0

Ol
N' N

o]
1999;
7, 2006, F

l:O O_u I‘% —\|‘—4

ro,

ol A}8]A ApoKsocial self image), 18]i TFE
Atgro] zpalel el 74X date AMEA o]
AFA z}oKideal social self image)@® Apo}S &

d gk 0% AAA Aole oA Aol
oulA o} AE olux] el AAo] AukA
oz AE AT, Tl ga, FAE T Avn

o] Melel] JgFg nzivta Btk
2 A
AL HS o4 AGIAEE Pk
A& Fe] Z(product involvement), A}o}&EE7
(self-esteem), F-Z Ao}l 2] (public self-conscious
9ol W} 5 Aol A B HAE of ol
de 9geel e A BT
Z 2uAe AE Bolw
At dlel £ W AAA AokdAHS 3
e o ARAY o4
= A4t} o] A3 A /\1;<ﬂ7<4
Aobh 24 Wk A AeaTe A
wol o, Eab ol AEN AF 54
w2414, o]
g Heln
Goh, 2000; Jamal & Goode, 2001,
Hj, 2012).
3t o]AbA zlol= XA XA o] B4 W=
W E224d9 #7] A A self-guide)o] FH& A+
o}r/} /\].EJ-EO Z;q UJ zx%ix% 5—].0]]/\1 Al

BA AolA el TR} @
S THQuester, Karunaratna &
=

O A~
e, A

A zotel AZIA A T 5 Fol7] {3l
=gt SRR = o)A Ao}, o
2R e oF4 Aolrt 2-&-gHthHiggins,

1987; Higgins et al, 1994; Higgins, 1997). 3}
Z3o] BHAA oA Aol AAA fo}
urp #4A0l 5, £ %G Baeh
(Kivetz & Tyler, 2007). Freitas =(2008)2] ATl
Ae 9 A A 204 FrAY $42
22 date 4wt 2 W TE7L B0l
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- 22 / A2 fe], ZEAY TR 71 K|

2] 9 Fert Be ) 0 A4 9
7PF 9 B9tk o] Axke o)A Aoldx
S} AIZE A ZF Aol AR A5 9
S FrE Ao 2 Ho]FT (Freitas, Langsam

Clark & Moeller, 2008).

g AR, My ddys Jid
o2& Apolaf| M (self-construal)e] It} ofE A
TEAN SHAQ Aolin g St AEe
el widAe, 24 WAz o &
HAHol3, ATOEH zlolfAlS F= Al

5o AxLe A7, dAizd wAA
7b o E3Aolgke A& BoFI ATHAaker

& Lee, 2000; Lee et al, 2001; HGZ £, 2007;
k& ZIWIA), 2010).

® 04?011*1 FAAe] Aae ehe
Aok g ks fAAst 93 Fuste]
oA AtobAdo] o BA AeateAld AL
Fr} AA Aol Aotste] dA 4ol wa}
AAR, 282 AL WAA gL
FrE e s JFe ulih £3) A4

Aok, e As,

=

duzyes zgd ),
o=
_]

TE oA Aol W A, EHxHor %
g o FHAH HEd 347} s o=
7Vgste] AFEA 20 diaEl o 2ol 7t
A3 78 4, 71 s, 7D 62 ARk
AFEA 20 FTHopo] zlolAAA 7o

upel Az ARt A2 AP FHH
)HEoﬂ o]uﬂ o:liﬂ:o 2 7-] ‘l7]_
7}@ 3 Az

H420] 0= Gef: YAA &

A=A

RolURiAe| gig FMo2

S M 3 AAA AeldAy 24, 7t
AR AR A gz WA} A
22027 AR ET AR B
Aolth.

- 7HA 320 AAA Aold A Z=7, WA
2 A AR Zelsle] e vAA 3
7ol Aol 7} & Aolw.

tlo f.: r—lo

E2A AzE

- M 41 AAA Apetd A 24, Tt
& AL Aol dzd AR 7F AAE
o X2 WAAEDG $H HEt 9 =8

7

A
- _I
Y

M 42 A4 AR 22, 8 A

kil
b ARl MAA Zdel] e FH EE
o #pol7} gle Aeolth.

=

= Aotk

- 7 5-1: o] AFA zlold A A, | A
&AM SHZ2A AR AAE o o
P2 AR R WAA Bt o w5 2
o|t},

- 7Hd 52 o)A Aol A =4, TPt
& AIZE AlAlM wAA Ze el uhE A
A 7kl Aol 7h §l& Aotk
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sHEARIBISIAl: AR 2T

= 2otk

- 7Hd 610 o] Apold A 2, W
7V A A 22324 vAA 7 AAE 0
Wad AR R TH EgErt o 28 3]

Al

+

- M 62 oA Aoty 23, S
& Az AN WAA Zeel whe F
Bzl o)/} g1& Aelrk

M

MY x| MY Yz

BA) SMEAAY AR ALE 245
3 B YIAbel E(vhe] R B, mypoliccs
comel ] QAT B FAPARE Ak

deg WEQ FA/EER 95 ge

N
e o
[o r
o
%
offN
rlo
me
D)
)
o
=

‘0,
i)
i
> 2

&
B
%

i o 1o
o
3
o
e borRomr BN

Tt
oy
BN
o
=
>
N
s
2
>
o Y&
o
=
>
N,
=

>,
%
1%
3
5
o,
rfol
8
(r
>
il
«
g‘g
N
do
:c|>L_'4
o2t

T
2 g golaks 243 olf, 2719
Ak A
= R

Suksh we o] AN A

AE| 2E Z3N=42) 733 (fluency)Z} H|A]A]
BrtellE Aol 7h frolshA] Fkemm = 3.93
vs 3.82; F(, 40) = .10, p=.75, M = 401 vs
3.93; F(1, 40) = .06, p=.80) =2 ZA 1A
© dirzy vAA e HlE Fe FddAt
£ wEojof drb e FXxHY FHeR <
A oMM = 523 vs 3.65; K1, 40) = 9.11, p
<0l iz vARlE 22 WA
Hal dze]7t AR s A AWk g
b dzde Fgoz ddmnmM =
5.45 vs 3.23; F(1, 40) = 19.03, p <.01).

TH zfo} F8o2E of|uo] 13 (enneagram)
o] 3 FF-AHAHL oH FF-H TS

= -1
Ae Agse ) F8AE Ad A
TQI‘ S|

AQ Wt =FHo] o] dFoR
u

|
A e g 9 AXNIKE A & 3
=&, 1995 o). H@Ae ANEe F
Ho| zopgae olm U 2l gLz, of
YA U7t Ha A Al 2225 3o

O g
=71

=
o M HH A5 ZIHFHE Hze} Ao}
AR E LolRgkth wak zlol--3 (2 A}

2 e
>
e
&Y

-
U_LA
=,
>,
R

e R e D)
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ANCs - 228 /A7 2| AMEM myel 7t X5k

g — =

FH

| o0 Oxl= B XA ES0M foldRlge| HEs Sye

1. (A" 1) AlF A2l ZEEH OAIX], Kjot 72| 2x2x2 AA|

A1zt 7 2(TD)

T 717hg W] 2 (Near) ™ 7|2 (Distant)
X2 (RF) - 24 (RF)
2ol 73 Z71(PM) o HPV) ZZ1(PM) o WHPV)
BHA3) n=30 n=30 n=30 n=30
3 3F2] 2K8) n=30 n=30 n=30 n=30

TD: Temporal Distance, RF: Regulatory Focus, PM: Promotion focus, PV: Prevention focus

Halrozhs 7R AAet] SEAF A
o] Agolvt dart wtdHe Ae BASte
gk olE 8%le] FaAS} FsAE '
HE Fefelr] 98f 2x2x2 APARE QLA
(between-subjects design)S ©| 831t}

T 240709 Aol g s7ie] M= o
2 AA Addl AJAE 04 I &
Z A M2 bgE Adase Adon

4 e Ag2A ded Ag F4
R4 o AAFEUS Fa 3 240
We AgAch NP4 ATEANA
e 200 ZFWe] AR ¢y
41%=2 Td5iTh

rl

E TAFez oA o I ggoz u
2 37} FH i e & S5

H7M= Kim $(2009)2]

B
=
Baste] ol Ak, S ek, F8

=)
R
=)

o827 goh7d=vl$ 2¥thE
S E Yot TR Ui HEe F4-E Kim
(20095 WFPste] ‘o] Qo] Frh, ‘o
gA1Qle] whgo] £, ‘o] FX|QAo] Fito
ek 37 o sl 74 Ama=H3 1
22 grhyrd=vl$ aPhE SH=E 3
=

wAlA] ) TR R &
At A1 Aol digt 22 A4S g5
ok A2 disiM e FE AddAt
2lE whsofok dth, AddAE 7t ARAA]
@Al A AN b 270 G disf 73 A
=2 FFgom A A AR o|WE
21e] Alzte] Gupt 747beA el e 7 A
T =ut2 Z7- =1%o EskthaE H7leth

Rt o 2 SH7E g Al AR
7b Ha A AT fAREA 73 AR
SHaHA k. o S gl wE AAlA,
oA AotdR|Ao] AlZE A, 2HEA v
AR wet $H B o9A dFE F=
A ghetstaat ok
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Sh=al2|ef2|Als ARt &

=

>

o 2ot
AP AES S WAAE Iz
el vla FX2e Axote WAAR <

v
AFPomM = 570 vs 3.30; F(1, 238)

o

(=)

158.06, p <.01) AW zH WARAE 2024
o & WA Axste WAIARZ A4

ATM = 5.84 vs 3.49; F(1, 238) = 187.77, p
<01). HEZ AIZE Al gk 5 Ad= 7h
7hE vl 2AEo W g o] o ¥ ow|
2 AAFHJM = 3.07 vs 5.18; F(1, 238) =
17133, p <.01) &5t AR o] Fo x5
= 39 F 4l

HAA] F7be A% 3 o] AlEA
AAB A3} AZ % AS¥(Cronbach q)
852 YEhgon TH =S =33 37)
o] AIE AFE MUE BT =2 Ag
< b

A Aok FFol w vWAA Frku =
A 4.13 vs HEFA}F 3.56; F(1, 238) =
11.80, p<.0D$} TH EjEo] BT §oa z}
ol7} UATKM = FHA} 3.9 vs FspFol A}
3.64; F(1, 238) = 4.50, p <.05). wWabr zfo}-
Yol mE WA B7 FE HEe 89S
BAISH7] el o] F EAHEA oA Aol o

FEIE TIAFH-

fr Mo
%
fijo

o
o g

ox

A7V A7), 2AxH] 2jold wlal wWAX|
Hrb 9 FR e vAE JIFS o]

7t ARE A@D)7F 77k W(near) o
23 vAIRAIeV)7E S 25 vAIR PM)el] H]
d =2 HAHE EACHWUIDWxPM)=
3.67 < WTDuxPV)= 4.11) A|Zt A=Z|(TD)7}
H wjdistant) FH 27 VIAIRPM)S} o2 A
AR BV)ZE 2Rl 7F A 9] §1 A BT D s
PM)= 3.85 = (TDysuXPV)= 3.76).

FH HEE AR AY@DZt 7k o €
WA WA evZE FX125 AR eM)ol
=2 FHAHS B WID,xPM)=
< WTD,xPV)= 3.98) A|Zt AHZ|(TD)7}
o S2A AR EeMw7E iR v
AR PV BlEl =2 Haage Bt
(TDgiseanc*PM)= 3.88 > I(TDgisane* PV)= 3.58).

VAR F7kel TH B R A AIZE A
2|7} keSS dixd, EaE S2A
HAAIZE Afstte 7M1 7 29 el
I A2 2 AS EHMogilner et al,
2007; White et al., 2011; Z1Z13] 9], 2010} 2
).

=4 @A, WA 7 SEOER
zpol 7t FAA LR FefngA|d thal] 5AA
ASE f8l o] Y EAHE (two-way ANOVA)S
o AR W zpolE AW EJT 4
Az}, wiAAl Hrkel FE EEo] s Azt
MRS FE23, dezg &
o8 fofstA| gskrh webA

= o =)L ©
o, 2229 Aol 244 9IS

_’a

. Hd
AR N

of

X
D

o

I
T
ko
N
)
%o,
o,
s
40 1r
%
o
[l
S
3]
N
fri
=
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HEE - A2t /A7 AR AEAE DY 7F ME0] MSof 0jXle G FAA M50M RofdRge| 9Eg SH02
2. (AY 1) ZF AeHARF AH2let =EEM oAX]) o HAX] Hol/FE BT (hel: z+ Foid )
7 ]-7]]—7% U]EH(TDnear) DL-]_ U] ?/H(TDdistant)
a2 ‘
ZZ1(PM) of HKPV) =72 (PM) of HHPV)
WAIA] ¥ 7HME) 3.67 411 3.85 3.76
IH | Z(ATC) 3.84 3.98 3.88 3.58
3. (AE 1) AlZF Azl =EEE AIX|Q] o|H|wet AFAEE D}
7 ]'7] ]'T% U] EH(TDnear) U] EH(TDdistant)
: : Be ws 9 AR £t
ZZ1(PM) of HKPV) Z=7(PM) of HKPV)
ME 4.18 2.60
1 -1 -1 1
ATC 2.96 1.81
ME 5.63 3.50°
1 -1 0 0
ATC .58 35
ME 27 17
0 0 1 -1
ATC 2.80 1.72
¥ p<.01 & * p<.05 (one-tailed)
3, L matrices® ©] 23} Contrast 412 &3 AlXA - o|AA XlotAx|, AlZF AHE & =H
A% 2 AR WA SR HEe feole 2
£35S AT THGreen, Marquis, Hershberger,

Thompson & McCollum, 1999).

Contrast 21 A3} w|A|R] H7}ol] Tzl A
A, A2 F5AE a3 dAH
02 FF O H{IUTD sanePM)-I(TDyjanc <PV) }
A (TD e XPM)}-U(T Dy xPV) } =-53:  F(1, 235)=
2.60, p= .05) A1zt AZZ} e W) 2dx
A AL ZE WA A ke el gk Aol 7b
AATHPM vs PV within TD,e: F(1, 235)=3.50,
p < .05). WepA, 7Hd 112 AR o 7HA
12v 71248t $E Bk disixe Azt
Ag 2o W& -2 F Fit Aelrt
BE oA asnh S5 7Hd 2-13 JhA

2-2% 712t E 3 2.

2 g AAA-C A Aotd A 3
£5 2450 1 20 g A7 A2, =
B2 WAAZ MAA Bk Fu e
o Qe FeA dohuag Ant

AZE A AAZ AAA B

2Hz24 vAA ] e wAA ﬂ7}9} kel
Hzo zols AW HEYT, =4 oA
219 W A "R} s ARt
A8, 2ARA WA m A Gk
TH EEo AolE wAEgIth

s}
2
WAL AAA Aokdn 29
s}
H
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EenE T PN R RS ol

HA AAA Aopd Ao A5 AR A2t
Az2A wAA Aleloll A, vIAIZ] H7ke Al
b ARID)7F b W oA wAA|
X124 vAIA PMel] BlE] =
B YO HU(TDpeXPM)= 3.26 < 1(TDperX
PV)= 3.82) AIZF AZID7F E w XX
VIAIA[(PM)SL A HIAIA[PY) 3F gk
Ztol= P P HU(TDyseane xPM)= 3.73 = 1
(TDgiane XPV)= 3.80). ©]& 7Fd 3-13} 7} 322
o] ol ¥ T3t

TH e AIRE ANMD7F 7be W)
WA vAAev)d Hla S 2A WA
PM7} =L HTiHE EY O WUTD,wxPM)
= 418 > W(TD,xPV)= 3.81) Azt Ag
(MO} &2 v FX 23 wA A PMe] H] ]

BN

N

¢

o X

FH

4. (AE 1) AMA Xjofdx| =M ZH FEHARE AHzlet =

A MAAPVYE S HTas B
THU(TDgiganeXPM)= 3.66 < (TDgysuneX PV)=
3.91). ol& 7Md 41, 7V 429 o33 bE
7dgola 7Pk AIRE Aol oA, |
AlZE ArlellX X 2ol e 71 AT
of= Futy] = At} (Mogilner et al., 2007;
White et al., 2011; ZAA13] 9], 2010)(% 4 3
).

WAA Hrksk T8 eEe) o)zt BAH
oR FonEx] Lol g8 o)A BAHEA
(two-way ANOVA)S E&) Aeizt Ji 2ol =
Ao E A3 WAA] B FHEER] o)
AlZE AR, 2E2A WA FRIeE AR
Azt A2 WAAY FsAg Z3Ut
FolotAl skt ek ZHd 49 THE se

38

HEM GiAR) | GAX BIHEE B

(etel: 2t Tekd BR)

7V7hE P (T jer)

DL-]_ U] EH(TDdistant)

T2
Z=Z1(PM) of HlPV) Z=Z1(PM) of HKPV)
HA]A] 3 7HME) 3.26 3.82 3.73 3.80
S W E E(ATC) 4.18 3.81 3.66 391

E L. (A 1) A XjotdA| =AM AlZE H2|=t

THEZH oAX|2| o|@H|met MEAEE T}

7]-7]]—% U] EH(TDnear) DL-]_ U] EH(TDdistant)

: . v We AT AR Pk
ZZ1(PM) o HKPV) Z71(PM) o WHPV)
ME .90 .63
1 -1 -1 1
ATC 1.32 1.33
ME 2.73 1.92
1 -1 0 0
ATC 1.49 1.31
ME .03 .02
0 0 1 1
ATC 44 .38

# p<.0l & * p<.05 (one-tailed)
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(A=}

71ZFReHE 5 .
U]'X]E]{OE L matricesZ ©]-£3+ GLM £4]
AN BE FREAYG FoAE 87 #9
sl stk weba] AAA AoldA] Zdd
A 7Whe A, e A
H2 AR 7 317 M 41
THE 5 ).

o2 o] dA Apotd |9 A AZF A
2ot HxH AR Aloell A, Uﬂ/\]ﬂ 7
T AR A7 7k W dEy wa
21®V)7} ﬁ{é@ v AL A PMyell Bl =
HHFES HY O HTDuwuxPM)= 4.10 < p
(TD,PV)= 4.61) AIZF AZ|(TD)7} B W] <]
WA wAAEVZE S 24 HAA M)l
Hla] £ BIERS 2R THU(TDagunxPM)=
3.84 < W(TDgyyueXPV)= 4.29). O] & o4& =}
oldx] Z7oA W AZFAR, X 2A 7t
Agle] ZAE FHE dAs 1A 51, 7HA

Agel 244 &

7125

-

—_‘E:oﬂ

rlo

.

Al ARNTD7} 77k o o

FH s
WA AAAEVYZE 2324 v AIA(PM)d]
H] 3

S BoEE AW WUTD,W<PM)=
< W(TDuXPV)= 4.71) AIZF AZ|(TD)7}
o FX2A wAAEw7E Gz v
AlZ@EV)ell vl = HEHE EATthu
(TDyistan XPM)= 4.44 > W(TDguneX PV)= 3.74).
ol oA AojdA zAdlN FHe
A, gz A a7t gl Aolgn

k4

E 6. (A 1) ol XjopdA| =0l 2t

- 22 / A2 He|, SREE THY 7 Ko

HEHARE A2l ==E

g 71E ATl E‘%L'O‘*‘ @J’]'WMogdner et
al., 2007; White et al, 2011; 73] £], 2010)
(& 6 Fa).

WAIA] Bkt FROEEe] o)z} BAA
o7 FonlgA] ol ] Q& oYU FAHEA
(two-way ANOVA)S E3] k7t Hit 3o =
AR E Az, WA wAR] Hrld sl
A AR Fadet AIZEAR 9 22
BEALEINL FoldhA] @A 2dx

ZH e FEIVE FYITHE, 68) = 4.10,

p <.05, partial n/ ’=06). I YL 21 2H

of vlel o 24 WA gk F7pt o

E2 Aol uPM)= 397 < pPV)= 445)

AA Aoleh U2 b 2AEY A7)

A3t Aol Zole) Eak o4 Aol

A ZL—ZMW AZE AR, 2R L AsA
&)

o

Ve 7k s 717l
TR gwd gelds 222d vAA], A
9

tARe FEAE FosA FRARE AIZE
Aok 2A2A AR F5as a3t
AR oot whehA }é 6
Aoz AFHovd FAAQ FdE g9
Z a7} AYThE], 68) = 845, p <.01, partial 1’
=11)GE 7 ).

& olAx) e oAIX| FHER el
(BI91: 2 Tt TR)

o 747k2 ] e (TDjear) ] ZH(TDigisane)
ZZ1(PM) o ¥HPV) ZZ1(PM) o ¥HPV)
WA R] 3 7HME) 4.10 461 3.84 4.29
T H H Z(ATC) 3.86 471 4.44 3.74
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S CIPN B PN RSl

TH Bzo] sl L matricesE ©]-&g & 71AFlm W ARE AR, 2 7
Contrast w41 A3} AIZE A7t 77k ) & o] 344 FFE = Zolgxn /T
A2 AR 7 2ol 7b FoMFLEM vs 6% AFHTKE 7 F).
PV within TD, : F(I, 68)=4.58, p <.05) A7t Ag 1ol A7 A, 2ExH =
A7t B o] 2AxA vAA] el feldk Ajto] wAA] B 9 FE x| J3F
Zto|7F AAJATHPM vs PV within TDgere : F(1, FA Edom 714 1, 71 25 Y=3X
68)=3.74, p <.05). WEtA oA zleldz] = k. e o] FF Apolel ske wl AZE
AodA 7W7hE AlZEAR, oAz 3F Al A 2dxA ZYd Aol FHA g

2 gt gl Aolgla 7Py 7Hd 61

A Bl

Qe 7 2

7. AE 1) o[AX XjolUx| =AM AlZE H2let =HEEE HAIX|Q| ofdH|we} MEA= S}
7 ]-7]]—% U] EH(TDnear) U] EH(TDdistant) _
. . g W it AF F&k
Z=Z1(PM) of HHPV) Z=Z1(PM) of HHPV)
ME .90 63
1 -1 -1 1 -
ATC 10.60 8.45™
ME 2.05 2.11
1 -1 0 0 _
ATC 5.75 458"
ME 1.99 2.04
0 0 1 -1 :
ATC 4.69 3.74°
# p<.0l & * p<.05 (one-tailed)
5
4.71
= 4.44
2
EH =X £ X (PM
T 4 3.86 * (PM)
/ 74 -== Ol Bt E=H(PV)
A
T
C
3
TD_Near TD_Distant
a7 1. (A 1) ofaA XKopx| =AM AlZE AHE|, =EXE oAX|e] AZEEtgEn}
(F2 BT 2 Fohd g
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NEfF - 7

ot}

28 /AR 2], 2EAE ZY 7h &plo] M

otdA M W AIZAE, FA2H
A g9E A8 7 628 Ao,
ddzt gl 7 AREAE, A 3
?G 51— J‘@‘qu. HLZ:J?\EQ’-

W QA Aolel kg o
Hol| ek g S 2= FAY 2AA

Ag4o] &

¢

JFe F= AHE 9% wa% AAF %
ojalx] zA AR AR, 2A2H A
32 AARE A 39 M 4 BE )
g

A3 194 F1el Aok fFo] A=Y

3 AopdA o] FAH R ZAHA @7
wZel Aotd A A 7E AL Az,
Aol A AR Itk FH B
o Jge FeAdl UAA e Be
gt & 0—11—4_
3 S0 ofoh Aol Aol
seha AAE Aot
44 Aolda] 2710 734
= EA7h AT w2
1A Ak 20N B 248 53 7}
8 AZE AR Aol

ZA%x

4e BR

65*}ﬁ] °o]%
74] A 74;<

EX

=i

E 8. (&g 2) Az H2l, =ZBZH wAX|, Ajop &

x|y

FEAN GS0M RlofdRlge| Hae

AAA Aold x] 2AA AY #ArRt=
o} vzl AJeke] AlE-S& MBTI(The Myers-
Briggs Type Indicator) RFEEZ A Isf o
2 AW ZARJe] Aste H = JF
Arelekn e AN g o
A Aot 2AAAE WA 3 Qe
AF e AFsta goz AW PAA
el ool 717ke ARbolen AN,

)

o A

2 g E Aol AA A Aotrold
2 Aoh, A% AACVRE vld e
MAAGEE AR T
A=A HAE ZIKW AR Hrlel TH HE)E
gopusiet. olF 2919 FEHG 4EAE
232 sok] e 200 994 2 29
A (between-subjects design)& ©]-E-3ht}.

£ 210719 AR el whel Az o
& AA Aol AFdAE 3084 L3 F

e

9| 2x2x2 MA|

A1zt AZ|(TD)

7T 717b-g W] 2 (Near) ™ 72 (Distant)
ZHZHRP) ZHZHRP)
Ztol L 2[(SCO) ZZ1(PM) o ¥HPV) ZZ1(PM) o WHPV)
A7 ZFoK Actual) n=30 n=30 n=30 n=30
o]} AFoKIdeal) n=30 n=30 n=30 n=30

SCO: Self-Congruity, TD: Temporal Distance, RF: Regulatory Focus, PM: Promotion focus, PV: Prevention focus
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AH[R}-ZHT]

o

ST

7 A A2 g dgAsE Asiien

Y =
ojgh oA wiAA] 7Y, FHE HE T 54
stk & dddAC e e E 8%
2ol ekl 4 gk
Ay =3

A8 e 352y JdEY d F 2
0~39ME ez AgFEUS &3 F
240 % Aot @A JAFEANA &
Qo A 539, o] 48%= AT

ojmldg B3l A vtk WdS T
gz JEY BE 2akd el HE
sl 2l

105 Fet Aol 73ty WA,

o thal X8tz .,—%_
A8 Fad oz 97 3
ARl 7Y, FE fﬁ?ﬂ EH T 349
th o] %o XA, AR Az, Aot A
Aol dhafl 22 H355 AAdch

BN

HA RS oz
Hell wa FR24S 70‘ -a}—t_ AR 2 <l
19 vs 4.39; F(1, 238) = 20.53,
p <Ol e wiAAE F0x wg
W2 AL }zste AR Z AgthM =

453 vs 3.90; K(1, 238) = 11.63, p <.01). T2t
AL ARl @ 4 A= 7k vl
zImT ® vjg) 270e] o 9 vl 9y
HomM = 3.83 vs 431; K1, 238) = 8.62,
p <01 AAH-o]3# AotdA|e] the| &
Ak 4AH AoldN] 23t o3 Aok
A 22 3 FelF Aol S EAdtelm = 3.93

vs 4.20; F(1, 238) = 5.22, p <.05) X257} A
2 o] Foies & & Sirk

HAA Bhg ZHE N FE A
= 91°1°i i, FEHES ST vl 59
A Z| % A4Cronbach @)= N2Z BF =2 2]

Al 2H 2 vAIA] Abolo A, H]
7b= AIZE AR ZWbe W &
x5 wAA PM)7} Oﬂ WA W AR PV)ol
Hla] =S FEHE BH O QIDexPM)=

411 > W(TD,xPV)= 3.88) A7t #2|(TD)7}
4 = X2 HAREM7E G
AAPVel] HlE] =S HaEE EAT @

(TDgiseanPM)= 4.29 >  [(TDgseane*PV)=
ol= W A7t A4,
@ 7 120l RYSAAR e A2 A
2] gk 7Hd 1-13ke
74Rte Azt

TH H=s ARE A7t 7be W F
Az AR (PM)2} aﬂ%é@ H AR (PV) 7}
A 2 BEGE B OHUTD,e xPM)=
4.02 = W(TDuxPV)= 3.97) A7t A=Z|(TD)7}
o EX 2 wAREM7E dE Ry A
A@EV)l H&l =& BaE B A THU(TDgican
xPM)= 4.02 > W(TDgyueXPV)= 3.73). ©o]= ¥
AIZE A, FR A 1 AR oS 74
220l F&opARE 77ke AIZE AR, oz

&gt M 219k g2 A3

3.92).
Zz xx4 7k X%s]—r. 01]’2}

aﬂtﬂ—z?ﬁ 7 xq?‘]sd

A AgE d
&9 Fa).
=4, WA Bh FE =S Aolrt &

AR oz Fou|3iA] dolr 7] fJ&] o] EA
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YO - 2/ ARE AR ZEERE ZY 7F Mpl0| Meof oiRls g' A AS0IM RolR[Y gets Taoz
F 9. (M 2) 2t Fch(A 7zl ZEEH oAX]) 2 oA "of/=& Bz (Shel: 2 et ga)

717§ 1] 2l (TDnear)

1] #(TDdistant)

T2
ZZ1(PM) of HKPV) Z=Z1(PM) of HKPV)
HIAIA] ¥ 7HME) 4.11 3.88 429 3.92
I H B Z(ATC) 4.02 3.97 4.02 3.73
E 10. (&Y 2) AlZE Azlet =EEM oAIX|Q] o H|uet ASAtEE D}
7 ]'7] ]’T% U] leH(TDnear) U] EH(TDdistant)
g WM Pt AF FZk
Z=Z1(PM) of HHPV) Z=Z1(PM) of ¥HPV)
ME 32 .19
1 -1 -1 1
ATC .90 72
ME 1.56 93
1 -1 0 0
ATC .06 .05
ME 4.16 248
0 0 1 1
ATC 2.50 2.00

# p< 0l & * p<.05 (one-tailed)

(two-way ANOVA)S E3af #
A Egrot AR 7t SH EE
7, A 2] © %
2 BFA BAACE FosiA &

S mEs 7R 13 7 2 1ARTHE

av
o
o8
T
N

ZAzx4

R0 2 L matricesS ©] 838 Contrast &
Hg B AD AR B4 FreEe)
[e]

FEe Avgoy 25 EAAQ §ol4
1A 5)

¢

AMH - ol RlOtUR|, AlZE A2 & =H

=5

A9 1e4eh o] AAH Aok, o)A
A Aol zd] wheh Az A2, 2z

o

AR 7} FH s ojd 9GS FEA)

£ vttt ok
A A Aol A

g]. Z 2 = A

Qg aty

24 AIZE A
W AJA] Abolofl A, WIAIA] B b=
AZE A7 7k W oA wAA]
PV} FX12H wAIR(PM) ZF B Egke] b
ol7}b A9 N LWTD,exPM)= 3.89 =
(TD,erXPV)=3.99) A|ZF A|(TD)7} 2 W=
124 vAIAPMS} o2 w AR PV)TE
Batgkel zkel7b 22 T (UTDgsean *PM)=
422 = WTDyuXPV)= 4.16). o= AAZA =2}
z3el A 7W7kE AIZE AR, oA
FARE dPRd M 3 o A

=

FAxA

HAIAPM) 7



SRAR[SIEIAl AbX - BT

o

E 11 (HF 2) 4R KotdR| ZAHoM 2t HE(AlZE H2leh ZEEY oAX) S| oIAX] HIH/=E Bl
(29| ZF Flehy =)

HL =2 oo

2p 7472 7] Z(TDjear) % 7] Z(TDascane)
Z2(PM) ol HH(PV) Z2(PM) < HHPV)
WA A] % 7HME) 3.89 3.73 422 4.16
SH B E(ATC) 4.06 3.96 3.83 3.98

Bagkel Aol7h A9 flARWTD,exPM= 33} 7Hd 4= 7IA4FTHE 12 ).
406 = WTD,xPV)= 3.73) A7t AZ|(TD)7} A 2o 2 L matricesS ©]-83F Contrast &
4w 2102 AR e dEd W A Ade AZHAR], 2A2H RE F83)

AAPVIZE Fatgke] Abel7b A vk ¢ AEAE Tt fFoskA] skt whebA]
(TDgiseanPM)= 3.83 = U(TDysancXPV)= 3.98).  AA|A zfoldR] i AIZE Ao} 24
FTHEY o] g Ao AAH AotdA] = 2A 3 AF e oAGF 7K 313 7 412
AAA FhE AIZE AR, R 3 A% J1APTKE 12 Fa).
< 9Pd M 41e OE AT B Theo 2 o) dA zetdAe] A5 AIRE A
thE 11 Za). glo} Az wAlA] Alo]dlA, Uﬂ/\W 37}
ARl ket $H BEe] zfol7b BAA = ARF AADZE 7k W] diEA wA]
o2 frojw|gkA] gotr ] f3f o]dEAHEA AP vl FXI2A wAAPM] Fik

(two-way ANOVAYS E3] AWt BT Ao]S o] EFIUTDw PM)= 432 > (TD,
AuE A AIE AR, 2EERA AAIRY PV)= 402) AlZF ARIDE E WlE 312
FTRI} A At 2d2F AAAY A HAAIEMZE R wAREeEv)el HlE] =

348 3t foebA sk 2 7M. 2 HiS B THu(TDyswnxPM)= 420 > p

B 12, (AF 2) AlFA Rjotx| =M AlZE AH2|Qt ZEEX HAX|Q] o|H|met AR S D}

7]-7]]—% U] EH(TDnear) DL-]_ U] EH(TDdistant) _
A A we s BE AF PRt
Z2PM) A PV) Z2PM) A PV)
ME .06 .03
1 -1 -1 1
ATC 45 .36
ME .36 .20
1 -1 0 0
ATC 15 12
ME .07 .04
0 0 1 1
ATC 31 25

# p<.0l & * p<.05 (one-tailed)
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2
g 529 FEHeih

TH e AIRE ANMD7F 7be W)

24 mAAPVIS S 25 AR PM)<]
Batgrel A9 2SI (TDuxPM)= 3.98 =
W(TD,¥PV)= 3.99) A|Zt A|ID)7} 2 o =
Az AR PM)7} d 23] v AL A[(PV)ol
Hg =2 i ghs B A THUTD g XPM)=
420 > N(TDguuneXPV)= 3.48). TH Ejol] T
aiMe M 613 7HE 6-29] o F-etet
TH3E 13 2.

HAIZ] BG7ret TH B Ee] zfo|7t FAIA
o8 fongr] golry] 9fsf o dEAREY
(two-way ANOVA)E Zall ezt B Aol &
AR E AT 2HRA wAIA] 2 AR ot
9] o7} YO LKF(1.116) = 4.75, p <.05,
partial n’=.04), AIZt Aglel Fa3, A7 A
o 2ARA vAR Y F5AE BdE #9

Fadt %

SHA kst A 2A A A
A 2L BEAEG =2 Hdge B

ZHzxH

w3 TH P Eo i A 2]
b 2ol 7b FAA 02 fo g H(E(1.116) =
3.03, p =.08, partal n’=.03), A7t Agle F
e fFoskAl stttk AIRE Aot 2%
A AR AeAg Bde A 9
S HYUKF1.116) = 3.22, p =.08, partial n’
=.03). A2 AR FEHE £ 24
doff e =& Hdge B2l 3o
THu(PM)= 4.09 > pPVv)= 3.73). TH B E
x4 ztold x| A AIZE A

7

ot xA24 1 H5AEL ARG A 7
[e)

U

o) BEHoz AEYKE 14 B,
L matricesS ©] &3}

Contrast w41 A3} wA]
A B7rA ARE AR7E 7k W) 2 2A
AR ZE ZFol 7b FolBkA] FRAIT AIZE A
Z7F E o 2 2A wAARE {1 g Abol
7} AJATHPM vs PV within TDggane @ F(1,
116)=4.56, p < .05). W2pA] o] ¢ zjo}d %]
ZA TPke AIRE A, AR 3 A
g B3 912 Aolga 7 7K 513
A7

BAIRE AR, S312A

AMEZ AIZE A7t 7k W) A2 A
213t Zpol 7k frolshAl EkAIRE AR A7)
oo 22 wAARE Fg ZFel7t QIS
THPM vs PV within TDyg : F(1, 116)=6.25, p
< .01, VAR H7Eeh mRR7IA| R FH B E

E 13. (ME 2) 04 Xjoja| Il Zk ZehARZE Zzlet ZHEH olAlR) 2l olAR] Bol/EE el
(oHel: 24 mcote m)
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The Effects of Matching Temporal Distance
and Regulatory-focus Frame on Preference:
The Role of Self-Congruity on Political Persuasion

Deok-hyun Jang” Keun-bae Kim”

YPh.D Candidate, College of Business Administration, Soongsil University

“Professor of Markerting, College of Business Administration, Soongsil University

This study was to be designed to provide insights of the effects of temporal distance(TD) and regulatory
focus frame(RF) on message evaluation(ME) and candidate's attitude(ATC), and to figure out how the
effect changes according to actual-ideal self congruity. Firstly, we examined ME and ATC in two messages
of RF(i.e., promotion and prevention focus) on the two conditions of TD(i.e., near future and distant
future). We could not find a significant difference of ME and ATC. Secondly, under the ideal self
congruity condition, we found the significant effects on ME and ATC with appropriate TD and RF(ie.,
matching near future and prevention focus, or distant future and promotion focus,), but under actual self
congruity condition, we could not find either main or interactive effects of TD and RF on ME and ATC.
Commonly through experiment 1 and 2, under ideal self congruity condition, there were higher ME and
ATC in promotion focus than in prevention focus on the distant future. This output represented

moderating roles of self-congruity on political persuasion. And practical as well as theoretical implications

were also discussed.

Key words : temporal distance, regulatory focus, construal level, actual self, ideal self, self-congruity
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