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KER D XHEE 2 TYE3 EJE!
1. BHBERFHMESER; 2. BHBCERFAML; 3. BEEERFRFIR; £/ 401120)

BE: SMABRA—MEFS, LANFFTER. MEXLGERRIMRA LI TS EGERMER. 2LAH
LMK SEFTTHRBRE-KE G/ &, 9L, FRF) WFFTELRS, IFRET /S ERLENEEE, BV X
AT S L, EN AR E B R LR DA SR ARS . AL, AL, B R F A A R
R WITTRMHFFTES HEEXLAERGINALFE, FEOEF, #RNCHEFPEXLFFELRRE; RET S48
ERAEX, BMEUHSTERE | SRS $50F k. Ak, ALENT —ANESMEE, DHF
FAEEE LA S E LR AR RS, AN T EL LS ST RZ A GA ., RE, RE T S EL4
HHRRFRLT # o

X4 BEL RMFS; FT4AE; EXER; HSHR

FTESAT: €93 UARARIRD: A

][I

1. 5]

FER At 2y, Y SR A AR IR T X DR A S BB 3Kk, A B A AT B8 I DG 7= b i 485l 114
SN E . SRS A B8 s e A E AL, B IER. H3E. RUEMES R M
(Oswald, 2015) o G HIA WX LRERAT SOMER M (=i, WHRFERE SR ARTS, IF
RS RSN AT, iR E R, R IR E T s R 2K (Oana, 2014) . JEAF,
Vi FRLRE 53 A2 Y Bl o X Aol ot A B AR, AT AN B SR ORI RS, A SR AR AA
5, TERO AR (Mick et al, 2004) o AT, XFAMLITE, SRS S5 TFAR X,
[F9H 2 S AE BR R . BEAAL&0E BIE R INMER E 2T B (Merrilees et al, 2016) ; X H 2%
B, AR DB — R BE WSS |2 R SO RS R (A BRI RS ¢ At as
M5, w2 AR R A A B PR R R A — B 23R A5 (Tierney etal, 2016) o AILL
U, 7 EE R P R B R L ECE AT S (Pinson, 1998) o Mk, BATELERE. AT
b R AZ B B RE I R SO R A S AT SRR AR, SE R R I B

HAT, 555 00 0 8 DA N RR SRR R 35—, KEZHOCHRE 4 PR R o] 3%
BE WA E SUNATE (iR m) , BEAERTFRIBA &R (/5. ad. iR
MIFF5 3 UGN, /b SE Ay R B 2% U (Batra, 20190« B SCERR 1 g 0 i AN B4R 7
HEWTH = S, it bR, &R S R MR, M. BELURE LR (A,
WRIE A/, HZRM T 2R R WAL E G — BN, DUE R AR & S R S AR
HUFI%% % (Batra, 2019) o 3, (GG E A h Rl St B ot L ERE T S M GAETEH 2%
PIANIE . 0F T ST, WTRER TS AT EM PN BERRMAH, BTS2 MR RS
NEERBRE o b, Gl 57 R GAE R SOR M 1 2R3 o H2 T DR &5 A5 2 7T K SR AN 2
DK 755 2 L T SEBR I E AL 55, b e, AU SRIS A S 4% (Oswald, 2015) o X T



#@gﬁ&.ﬁﬁiéﬁ%% &m http://www.sinoss.net
FAEVET P, RIEHHEMRTE ML B, WHAL RAERI B F=, SR 2 B RS
I B I RBE IE f 3 FiX — JH A8 (Douglas & Isherwood, 2002) o ¥ #%  #5AS \JE BE AN 5 5K A6 7% 217
Ad R b, DA SRER Y LSy, AT AE AL 2 AR b i e Rl 5% 5 4 B fE 34 S iy (Belk, 1988) o {H
& T FE B AR R T RAEVETE 90 3 S AEAL S RPE A 08 b, B2 ST RS Sout i g e
PR UL (Miick et al, 2004) o 25 =, JRUEFFERH T 2 BE R EG ORI A
F554E (Oana, 2014) , (EARIRERZ K SE AL S RRRFS AR /= 51008 . I a7 5 a5 8 U R
ARG AE— . BUAL, BUREE T S 50 SR R DGR 3 SCAE 7 T V50 e R SR ot L S ) 5
WA —FE, R (B TSR E A T TR RAEE T R R, BARRIA “E
7R SN A R E A, HERA B R E SCERMILE] (Oswald, 2015) o [FEG, %A B EEM
—NESBERL RS AR S RS IR AR ZEAE A, DUTRAME S R S i R B () g
VH o IXIESEA W AL H M ATLE .

2. MEBE XSS KR
2.1 REENHBE

BXRESWAM . 5 (Semiotics) —ialY5 [ 45 i 15 semeion 5 sign, HAE— MR U
R Csymptom) 7 [IEE 2 RiE (Oswald, 2015) . #5 (Signs) LAFFP 75 301515 B AE 38 o 1) 7 J71HI
[, GBS AT R KR FLEME, FUIHOEHNE A n] DR 8GR IA I W0 AT
THE (Lawes, 2019) . HF| 20 H20%), £55% A4 B L1E 5 %K Saussure F13E EH % K Peirce A
JF: Saussure BAH T LATE & OB B 7 5%, K HAr 444 La sémiologie (£'5%:) : Peirce
ffifH “Semiotics” XA ARE R ARIRE (Signs) 5B HZ KR SR, KFERIEN—
AR MRS, B T OATE R I R R (Signs) FIFREIEFE (Sign processes)
M FESFEHELE (Oswald & Mick, 2006) o fESCHERHT, Rif “Semiotics” T5 “Semiology” H.# i
H, $8RFF5 R “Semiology” TEM X b B A7 5 B A LR Bl 70 75 22 1 0
SRR R A T A, AR SR G M RS R R SR ST T SR AR R B S A
“Semiotics” FEHF 7T HFE B IR 53— DN ARIESE “Semiosis” , FETE R LA E M BHIE:, I EAE(TYE
FF i P B B O SRR IR EIAT (Oswald, 2015)

1964 fEHl1 1967 4, Barthes ¥ 5% 5| AFIE##F (Oswald & Mick, 20060 , 55522
RS RS R FEE . Mz —. fE L (Brand Meaning) S48 ¢ 76 5 5 ¥ B3
DAJ SR B BRSNS 78 B N A B A48 IR b BT A2 (B4R (Keller, 2003) , /L i 5 LA
FAE L ML BRI RO/ RE AR FE A R 556 R AEE (Strizhakova et al., 2008) .
Bezemer Fl Jewitt (20100 A2y, R SO FH 2 3 T U A AR e 1 77 2R Fik R m AHE I
FRPE . ST LIS 2 Fh 07 ORGSO R X, BRI 2. SR OL. WA, 7RG R
Peo 3%, Bbs. PR IOIOCHEE. WA RR. TEER. FEEL B, MR B IRIESE (Aaker,
1997)

2.2 mEENHAE
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Fosa ARV 1Z 9 it B R B R S, U S R RS IR Z B S ? R MceCracken (1986)
RGRVT T SRR U BB B A, LT BT i FE 308 B0 732 [ R S 84 1 R AN PR TR
—iR, AUAEF Aaker (1997) JT A it A4 T BRI & it AT 5 A A FO R BRZ SR (Strizhakova et
al., 2008) . Batra (2019) A2y, WIRBFFTHIRZ N T #5EHUR 15 ANESE R, I8 448 F it A 1
HE SR 3R TS 8 A BRIV s F 2 A i B i i SCE g 6 R R L AN . SR A R X
Wk, T DCKE R S 2R A B RS S LA R A D5 TH -

(1) SRR ANE o R AR B AN (Brand Personality) S 5 — /M558 5 T HIA (30N
WRHIE . 53 2 B AR RE TR SR “P=mAR G B YE” A, S A R 2o HAR I RAE R H 3R
T ThAE, G ER, HARRBARWFE 4L (Aaker, 1997) o SAEATEEIEEM (W
Fe9e. WS AR ORI CAORPE, RSMPEE . B ARBRKIME D o BEE CnmrEE, B
BRI RSB Cln B Ak D BLRR . (= Abig s AR 0D S5 HANERE (Aaker, 1997)
it BT 55 M 30 3 g BN P B I 6 S B B Th R I ok . Ee i, RS i AR
ke, B A 5 CE B TS B (Chernatony, 2006) o AN 5 SRR B B R A
PN BLOE R AR T T I SRR R — SR (Parker, 2009) o WFFUR I, 4 B L PR o AR 1)
H A SRR — Bk, HO SRR 4 kR (Malhotra, 1988)

(2) X o McCracken (1986, 1989) #4304k X (Cultural Meanings) il 53 A A6 (—
Fp it S R SCAR DX S, GBS, RO HbAL . AEESEE) RISCAL R O 2 AT A AR
FAATYERED W5 Blan,  “ Sk vk” 2002 5 1T Re R G W A s SR 04 R, T« b
TAESBE 200 R RS A ARG IO 4EE . McCracken $& H T — 28 “ AR SC” 4E B I &
PRAE, G0 CHLUTT, BB “FKET B8WEM. FRE. EFR. RKE AR, “EE” N
EWRARR, 7, AR FER. 24 B CEERD « SURFE. BB HB%. BARTE
Aaker )R AR Z P AE T LEM %, AR AR, {25 McCracken ¥ 365 XA 58 4 41
M, XAREE HMBIN R (R EESMZERE G AEA XK. W, TR “45” B X
(1 it R T BB AR AR IS RO 1 (i ARt “ S R “R 7 BT RD L R DU Ak
AR B R R SRR BBk ) 3 SCHE R (Batra, 2019) o AKSRER T 4556 McCracken F1 i 2% 3%
JITHR R SO RS AR REAL, I 75 BRI 2 75 A7 A FLA it P S4B P

() M EW . TR SRR E M (The Values) A LA N FIHE 23 4B WA 72 SCHRTS 28 7 o
2010 4, Schwartz #&H 7 —/~1 10 MMEWA LIS, 7002 AHRIE T . =55, st &
JIs A A ARG R R o ZER A W O A S R 5 (Y A 85
b, AERAN NSFRAEG R SR AN EWE AR — MER RS, ZRGELNDARE
A FERT 9 (A T A7 B TR . X Pk B S5 AU T AATHE MO H 8 Yo I BT I AN B 2 )
(At S AL B o B — 8 . 2012 4F, Schwartz 28 NFEH T — Rt (AR AMMEEE S, B 7EHR
BEECIRATI 10 A R85 R R R VERN AR g, oSadt i (R (B W BB T i T — /M 1 B LIE
SeAAs BT (AU B AR AR A A A RN, B IARY 5 K R IE LA RA N 52 i e
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m EESG K B SOMHER T 19 MMEM, a2 ARES (MBEEE. Taa3) 1
B B B, B (nsZiic. B L W, we (A ANEe Haws) g, By
(

)/'—é?.

U SE RN A ABROG R L b, A% CInATEE . OCM) AR R S (e, AL K
) .

(4) TGS o IR H B 5 2 A SRR R 0 B FI1% 46 (Feelings and Emotions) o
Blhn, % IBM 122 4 BAME O, R AT VAT SR AR PR SR B0 A A M 52 52 58 o it B A SR b SRS R 28
KA EFERE R FOMEHAES (5 McCracken IR B IRAEH WIS , sE2ARK. TR ML
& (5 McCracken JRAE 1) “ & AEE WA 1 BUE AACE [ 1 BOIRE 5 Almagor 25 A
(1995) KU “fafl. BrEMmE " MM REHEY S (Batra, 2019) o

) e SR . % (Corporate Image) F EALFE MM . Am/E R (Hho 480 A2
) L AERTHE EFEHR. RS E) | PERETE R IR R G . 15 T ok A
FEETHERM “HE” BB, ST K E SOk AR i U % (Batra, 2019) o I,
J$11%% L& Fombrun I Riel (1993) Fiff 4L FIAS THE M B . Davies 58 A (2004) &I
B (B, E0 ) AL GRAIRD , XWEHS RIS KRR,

3. mEFFSEFT SR ERRERILEM

AR, RO B OB RNE AR AT A R I ES A, 2
PR e uE G A S BN AR SR ) £ R, R LI RNEE, AR R SR

3.1 THA%E

A NZK%: (Cultural Anthropology) A A& RIEENIE 1Ak, LARZR NSRS A .
SCACRAP R 7 A SO R e, SCHRAMEMEIM RN “8i3k” , EkE T W] B AR
WG Hxk, SR NFES “WEE” , BRE TS TE A RS AR, BUE T R
AHAT AR (McCracken, 1986) o fE9%5Ek, SCIGHGE 7 AMEIM AT VR, Bk
T NS I I isE 5. WS 2, SO IR Pt SR SCRE S, X AN SCRT BUA
SCALTEE AN A S5 X PR E SR R AE (MceCracken, 1986) .

(1) XALJEHE (Cultural categories) o B/ i SIHEAALKR, I T SO KK 43 B Gttt 57110 2k
ARG BFE. A BRSO T BRI, GliE T — AL Gt 5 X A4
% (McCracken, 1986) . totn: H 3R STHAE NEAL P T EE IR 0. Hufn, Pl AR AIER
WX o R SCA R SL T AR S, AT I&E & — bSO S SR A I, AT REA
EHT 55— M B 5 Bz, UGB IR T AR RO E S, M “H R 77 R, B — AN
]9 9t b R LS (MeCracken, 1986) ©

(2) LSRN (Cultural principles) o & &4 VT A ST R B X 7 HE AR QI A =5 7%
B TSR SO A S W e — ot thE 5 40 0 s 5 DX R ST A, T ST L Tt 2 AT 70 1 BT AR 418 11 2.
UG, G, BOURET WA VAL AR SO G AR E A o 3 90 2 G e e i S
WEERRAE S, Tl E SR RFTEIEMYE (McCracken, 1986) .

3
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3.2 WELEEF

(1) #2£ =%F (The aesthetic triad) . ‘EZ$R LUK P HIEAIS S B GLE MR HIHR
B OURER LAY, R 3 N AIRER BT BE B MR AR, SEPL A IS U T (Chatterjee
& Vartanian, 2014) . M, BGEENIEE RN P AL S AR R GE L BRGNS Bl R GUAH K IR X
T 48 RN R K Ab F 5 T2, S 4R B S AH OGO X R R SCHR 6 DR M o 47 53 17 ik 4
B o SR AR ORI SO T 5t B MV RR MG X o ANMRTEREAT /™= i 1 S0, 1 5 7% 0] A 360 R AN a4
IR AT B A BRI R B, TR S T TR IR, SRS s AN R AT S 1
BRI T, XA R AT RS & R BEEERN, M EER. B KRS
& EHELREP, M WEIESIRICK R AZ A S RTIN, MR B 7R S T AR DG KR R g
%, S H SN RAHGE G A SRR ) H SE 4RSS (Chatterjee & Vartanian, 2014) .

() M YEEE (Visual fluency) o B J& 48 32 AR AL BN 5 3 ) XE 2 F2 % (Oppenheimer,
2008) , BPAMAR G HARXT GBS B HE SRR . HIRIRIA, 5N 5 A B A R E,
T8 B o B AR S AL PR AL E R (Oppenheimer, 2008) o WFFUFRNT, BRI L 3 B % 36 P
MHARZIERFEMR (Amaud, 2018) « BRI S, @ 3RERY it AR SE BRI 7= S s T H B 5
AEFE, BP4PEETE BA S, Y RO R B R S AR SRR R TR
BHEY, A X PR R FR A “ 25T (Reber et al., 2004) .

(3) K RIEHLIL (Gestalt psychology) o T &E NRGIFNAT A M BN, FTA F 0 BAAH K
FHEATRSY, ARG I 53 A7 555 70 KA T B R (Koffka, 1922) o H 4% U35 FE 18 B 3] o
FO T, T A R bR AN TR P R R, A R ) L SR A 1 B
gy, BPE i e T e A T H SR I R, AR R A G HA M (Koffka,
1922) . ffl#1, Dena Al Anthony (2002) 5 Postetal. (2016) il Fks :UEs BEAS MR T 2 & 6 77
REARVE BB SRR, AR AR O 7 R S R PRANY, KB R R B G BREE. B
VR I A e R S 2 56

3.3 EXNFHIP

(1) #E 2 Bam #i8  (Conceptual metaphor theory) o ‘&2 HI Jakobson (1960) i i % 25 V& i (K
FORTHR . “Ram” SRR I PR B AR SR A — R Y [F] ) — P S AT RS, T
PAEARDY, B REFE BN MBI — AN I GORHAR 7 — NS (Davies & Chun, 2003) . 7EE 4R, [
Wy 5 it R TR PR B R AR A B U)o JE, T B R SR I SR R E S A PR B SR AT . S
AN—FE, ST DA B AE, BRI R B S R N I A8 A AR BN 5 T8 8
—HFEER, EEBGE AT NS EETT, A TERE T P PR S e S W 2
FEAERT R S B, H T B EINREL % (Rossolatos, 2012) o BARELHE: © A, Famiid:
BT AR AL RER. YEER. FET-PUANMY B (Davies & Chun, 2003) o FAKTTE, BRMITE i
MoE R, BRI B: 7RG 2 ) I B [a], B T3l (R B 8, o 3 0]
FAL IS (0 DA SR o b TR B B, G GG £ b T AR BB B, 3 — i BB I ) R e 90 2 2 %o
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VAT I 225 ) P e S R ) SR ) e R T AR s M BRI IROR RS VY B o AR L A TR R B
XANBY B S AR 2 2 G R IR, R AR N Ry BRea, 2 b B g Y Bl BT R
I BT R TTINGIN, BN AL T T B (Merrilees et al., 2012) o« @ NEIHLH] . T 2 & 0 By (4
AR BLLE N AR IE R R RIS 46 S B PR A R SR Y5 Fia ¥ 2l 3 v ik — e S n P2 2 =2
ZAEE R R (RO o REma A Ao AR 2 e e e FX) im R0 R A 32 B A e 1 B &
FECHERR L B o 0 TR mar A S5 R, AT SOOI O R BB R B A SRR S B, B
AR 1) R LS GG A Y B A AR, Al AT T P R AR R AR AR AR I8, 51RO AR AR AT (Dehay &
Landwehr, 2019) . [RIE, BamiidREMUR I 2o I BEER I, PAmRgi R — 2S5 H M
A AR, il e, 0 R G A U2 (Marin et al., 2014) o

(2) 1 U EFF % . Durand ¥FFaMgT. . B 5. SKGEBHEFIES N IMEE, 2RI THE
MRES . M. B JEHIL A8, DUKRAHPIAEE. BN Xr. ZER. AR E RS ARG
2, AT IRER R MELE 5 (Rossolatos, 2012) « A EBETEFBIAF A4, Qi idix s
FEOH S SN ()5 B RS A . Xk, 52 Saussure Z5#4 E XS5 &, Cossette $2 H
T AN T R LRI T s AL R R, DA RE i R G Rl I T R BIE ¥ . Cossette £
Saussure £5 4 3= LA S A B ® (LHEREIE ST I 53ER . BAE SRS AL,
SR AT 50 A M (Accessibility) AR B f#ME (Comprehensibility) FYE 2L, JFES7 [ —Luf)
W, PMER TSI A BB R, fhds “afk” e EBRE ST, HERRIR AT IR B % Ik Rl
Ky K ST M TG ATRALMIAETE (Rossolatos, 2012) o H AT, & XBFECT ZMH T
T MRARR. WE. PRI CER. R RS

3.4 L BE

BB %2 (Evolutionary Psychology, EP) B iA K, 53 PR L <5 v] BLd I N K11 &
PRRFAEf R AT, G fd oK B S ik i R LS R R AR e AT (B A AR R b, 170 SR 28 408 Ji Ut 2 5
Mg NATTIR (5 EAR B, IRAE AT KR AP AR IR [E (Buss, 1994) o V8 23 2 AR [RIARE (10 B L PPN bR
HE, W S 53 PR AE R Lo PR ARRAE o DRI St PR I, S o= v 0 0 5 7 o
(Seckler et al., 2015) . TEAII= Fh AT, SV A JIHFaAR . 7 i AR AR o B Tl AN [
Wit e R BNE kM, Womik. tedl. Mk Bl RSHE. BRSPS (Bloch, 1995) . i#
HL MR FRAK G E A SRR AR R UG, BAT SR AN 5 U B A M ST REAE R 7 RS AT A
FIB MR RAER X, T B2 AR BRI AT A8 (Lieven et al., 2014)
4. B X fIENEN

T 5 V1% 308 T W6 6 i A% BIRINAORE R IR 4R FE ) R U B 2 AR R U R BRI R A
MARA EBC T/ S8R SL R, (2324 N1k, CEBFRIR S E AR AL R (-
H AR RIS X SRR A BRI, ELAR R SEE0 T R, X SR AR A G
Ww# (Batra, 2019) . NRXEEEIRG, —2 BRI TLREIIINE, IR IXPhLRa 7 2
HORERT o HE SR R R B FSCUIR T I AE R SRR, R EE IR g
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TE 7 SURE SRS PR £ 7R (Kress, 20100 o S AT W fh MLAF 5 @i i 2 th B . 5
B filws &5 FHLES. BoEG. Bk, GRM 3D ST RERE (Kress, 2010) . EFH T
BRI R SR E SCA SRR RiB. fRE. fF5. Wit BOX e RHA S, UARIR— 205 ek
IR 25 5 HoAh 52 5 7 i BUIR 45 (9 22 5 . Chernatony 26 N\ (2011) ¥ &R s SR “ — 4L Zh RS RS AN
{8, A ZURENE X — Rl T AR AR IG f AR 7, e SORE SRR AR R — AN RT DA A2 3 2
FIAEFR I TR OR M S fde, PR TR RS S . ThABFI S, JEFidE (B TR LA %,
FEE 2 AR . AR SRS A B

(1) ZHEEHBER. ZHE (Multimodality) 25 (WD « st (rd) « BR3E (B
W) MR R Rl RO SSIRE RO S B HE0 (Pauwels, 2012) . Z 4
A5 NP5 I A B R SCZ TN 2R, A O B A S I b P 6 B 0 A 9 v e ) S Ry 5K
RN SIS — S, T DUES B ARSI (Kress, 20100 « 2 A% #H AL ¥
AT \RAMATS TH, ATCLTE SR S b Q0 v I ALSE . W, WRedt . WRSE AN il B 2 R
HiE R (Supermodes) , PAEESIAZAME . Lindstrom (2005) #RZ N “ZE 77 (Multisensory
approach) 7 o REANEIAS AR (5 AT T AR 0A W R U S RS, AP A P e A 1y A
SRS (HIACHEESmEIHEZHIASHAD  aiEs CEFEBmAMEILES) « BE (8
TR AR, B, 3D XR. BRI %) o A RS R, TS o Kk, Ok
GRS, XD R EE M-S TR, HIEIER & RS A it B S G ook AR AL 2>
Frg e, ZRESE S T A RS 2 0 IR BB U 2 A T U BT R I 2% (Kress, 20100 , 21
GURAE ] LBIIE B s

(2) FRE SUERIEFEMEAL (The model of the meaning transfer process) o %55 f& 1 McCracken
(1989) #2H, AHE =ANJZ UREMY B 1 S S, Horh 88— 2 O T 1 T R B v DT 45 8 A e %
HARHE R AL, RSO CnbE D RSCAR I CAn 5B TS RO S B TR IR
WSS PR TR AR T B, R — BRRER R SO B SO T R B 3 R b, Bl R E S
W S Cani&E M E A, B BRI, A FIEIERREE OIS S CntE . R e
BYE . RS BN SRR — &R A S =R UG 2 9 I S B & AR Cnd T RS
AL AL =y, AR R SUE A R R BT 2R3, RONBUBATI A, F B @ IR RIA
Hk. NTER=ABRZMICRNEER:, 20148500 U5 X AWM -3 & 55 451
I HE, SR TIEIR . JUR. I FUEAEG S SCHEERIE, DU il FUE G083 rh e 4 T4
SENL G EIEEMERR, WA & Y RO A B EESE (Rossolatos, 2012)

) AR AAE . Semprini LLZEHY 3 SO R AL, AR TR 5 22 MBS IR, 20 T — /T B
Gi— B AL o DA AR R 5 AL, VNI A BT &5 AR AT & i 4 R
AZH4 (Brand identity mix) , AMUEFEH AL, M HAHESE) ZREHAEG U S RREFA
EHKMPTEEEICE: A A T R Rk I 2 R K EIZ ) R #24) (Rossolatos,
2012) o SRRRIEL T TCIREC B 455 B % (Semiotic constellations) , SRTT &R XHITE B E o T

=
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W AR AR 5 G b Ry S R 2 B AN AR R AR SR . Ik, Semprini 5 s, KX
SR FRO SR, AEMERER (FREA)  KEERAER (FR4B) MEZEHREB
(FRFKC) , MEINRRE =ATREAW B FARMEE R (Rossolatos, 2012) .

R A ER SR i RN A D TR AT B TR 2 7 TR, Rl A AR/
PRANTT i VA @ AR L (Mick et al., 2004, AFAR /> Gy U AN (3] Ff) R Sk Y G ] % 4 380 ot o
SR Z YR (Rossolatos, 2012) » Ebfil: McCracken (1989) F & Bl i SUHE R 1 R AR 700 R v
H A G, [ SRR SO TR R RAE R, (R T HAb A B MRS B (k. %
B BRR. EBGUEE T o Mick 2N (2004) 1EXTAERE GBI 7R 1 R 5 07V E AT SRR T
P T —NEAEMPR BB B LA R B e S S B SR AT AR, BFERT R (i
TR VB AEAISEIL R S M REL i A RR . AR B T E S MIBEM LR
Mo X GAFLE RGPS Canse R R ERIGPA . BB SRS B ERMSEILE L T
PH ARG A BURIAE P B SE 5= S 33X N SRR S AR IR R 7 SRR T SR
5. mEEX A ENESEREN

SRR — RS, R A BRI BR FRIRL B, TE . BEREE SRR
SRG, JFWEEHE. IR, 0T BE. WIS ZEE T, I R AR A A
i, £S5 0518 AT ATE i AR R 1 &N B CANTH 2 A1 9 310 e LRI GG PAT I B 4
GEH, BARRITE, 550 DN — RIS IS Sh L AL e B RSO 5, S e YR L
e S NS Bt S VNI 15 =8 DANII TR 7741 /N B 1 NI AR AN ST 3D S g Sl T
Ry, #4555 840 A BT 5l 00%, 515 M E I BRI SCAR B, 78 38 4 A0 v 2 7. 7 S Al i
RO, Rk BT L it R S 3 I B] RS 1) SAA 35 (Oswald, 2015) o S RERIIFF 50 (B 2 Al
FRBAR. AEE AT AT B RS ISR, eoumbs ittt 7S M EN . AT, BRI
BEARINRZ R X (Oana, 2014) o EN—MULA . BESAM T AKAE, 52 0B, B
FITH Z 84T R P AL 3 AR PR T BT LA (Oswald & Mick, 20060 o Ak, S M BB 437
i AT 5 BRI IR 2R P 5 AR 3 DA R SRR 5 80 5 R SRR R, R i P S B AR AR

(1) Al JE5E L

XA R SRS I RE S — I B, BN L@E R 3C AT, A RS SRR S A R 2
RS AR P S R SCE M I RT R, B RLA R R R SRS R O T R R AR, ISR ERAR R A T
— RIS IENE . G, € AL RARRS — AN i 4, TR RNV R K 7 SR T ) R v
(Trout, 2010) o fhhUE AL TR 258 3C b CEFEW R E . SFEMAR BE) , WA AL
B, EESEFEEMAAEER, HX HRERE EENF . BIEMMES. SEsEfke T H
LIIE R IE R, AT ARG G, B R i/ RS R BEARTE R E R R . I 9835 1
FERE, B AL S P B I A ORI DR B B IR BN R 3, VRN — AN B S A O
(Rossolatos, 2012) o 225 st A W T T MR I8 B 25K, Dl 443X — m0RE s R T RS2 11 58 4+
Fo @A MM R ETR Tk B pral @ R s — A B AR IGLEK, Rags

7



FAFT AL &P FZA™ http://www.sinoss.net
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(2) NV R S BRI A= H 5 1%

X SRR SR RS I RE ISR I B, BRI Al RS TR AR PR SR R, AR SR
F S E. S Mick A (2004) BB FCHESE, 1] DUE AL it AT 5 5 R0 A R 55 CRLdE
mElE . ML BRSO | WRABMT S (BEMEMIATR. E. B BE TE. R
B LR M RS, AT B, ANH SRR | W RAAERBIEYIHRET S (B
e A TR B SR B . WIS o ST R R AR PR R K T A A TR
SEAL AL IR R AT T4, FRER AR S DAL T B, W R E e E BRI /55
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B S 00 FH 2 DA RV SRS 2 55 AR T 240 8 B 5 MU o AEARF 5 BEUR AR 77 B At b, Aolbads 75 R
BRI TR () WAL RAGEPE. R TP WRERS . XIEER . AAUER. B
SCEH . RIS SCRERS) , Rm S BXT B AR 1T S - T ERARE DT R i T
S AR ot e MRS B [RMZ A T R - T

WFFSAERR AL ARG, Sl R A & — 3l S — i b = A F) (A5 5, T e 5 o] 1 A [ o
FERA oK B AL, DT FE AN [ 18 1 v e o DR — AN R U D e 1 S RS T T
FRTERAE (IR BE TR VE T2 T At WAL R A B 1 R 2 AR B 2. VR NIRRT, — AN a2
ANEAR 1 0 R AR VAL A, T8I R, RO R HATE R, TR R AR
HIEAFOHIE, B ER R R R AR 5, BB S M & R 4 T 75 (Rossolatos,
2012) o [RGB VR A I A 4 0 25 2 TR A R e AR £ G, AT S 32 ot R 4 2 TE
R T S EA S (Rossolatos, 2012) o« — /N V15 5 1 2 B 0% B 0 SCA (R E A 75 B Bl
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TR ATE GRS (RIS A7) 2 18 AR ELAE AR o

(3) HRE MRS B 5B LAER

X R SCR R RE S =B B, B P RS . AT SR S RS AT, SRR
B EE R E R . BRI RE T i A R CRI Al A A 9 — N, AR T 2
fr) s (BRI SEBRAE L A% 0T SR BRI I A A7 AL T3 2 0 H rp CBI 2 3 dh AL A 9 — Fh
H, ARRSERREARL 5 H AN O BOW SR B AL SRR 5 5 B OCE M ROREEs PE I ZE R
CHOFR S 8 € AL B RS ) UK, USRI s AT 5 5 BOCE MO . L, T 2% & s AT 5
HESURAURE (WsRggie . — 2K AWl i R B ) 5 75 [ i bt . SCqt
Fg, BAOBESE HS0H A LS SUB RS S BS T B 20 AT 5 IR, AU folk
PE5 BEURAE R BEAY SRR R B, R PR AT ST S . B RS, R RUR LIS
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SVE. PR S RRAT T 5 RO E I L WrdE . MRBE . M. WRnE R — R AR
MIAZEORSE R . IR, T R EE A B0 B 22 HLA 2 TR R RS 3 i AT 5 5 B OSUEAI
HEPNS LA . T R E N AT S R SR OB T, S S AR P RSB AR L e By

MARS AR ERT S QAR5 IREAT 5 M e Rl 755 5 J7 1 K O 5 & (Knig et al.,

P

2016) o VM T AT 5 5 B VRN % B G XAE 1S B (Schnurr & Stokburger, 2016; Seckler et al.,
2015) « PR AU E 2R %) (Chattaraman et al.,2016) 54N R R M52 M, R B ik 52 21 5246 AN (E 0
(Chebat & Morrin, 2007) 7= 505 LG ME (Bloch, 1995; Kumar & Garg, 2010) 48 P £ /M4
JF A1) (Chien et al., 2016; Jianping et al., 2020) 2R AMARFIERIRE M. R, FEARTY 9 & T R4
FHESURAN OEAE LR mE R, AT SRS A R A

Li LT, BT WU SRMEA . SRS R IRA R W R B S B S AL R, R
RN AN . B SCA R S 15 TR 45 AN Al 5 5 AN 5 THT A A S B ) 7 S o it i
MR G IE MARAS EHCR T AT S AR L RIE R o XA R EE, SR 5 2B IR AU
PRARAE A SR, BRI, A2 2 W TG ORI RN AR, AT RBAZ O YR 0 7E 4 R 31
i PR IR e AR, AR AT R S AR 2 A S R ST A TR B T RN AL, T LAy o R T
GG ST SR TR T RN R . R ST BRI, WD A G R LB R 1
Fra e SR VRO R A (WD .
6. RFEMRF B REXNERARAE R

FAT, B A I BAT 5 B BT T BURGH o — > B 22 i DR K 0 DR o [ ik Ak 477
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RIEM EAEEAR R, JeHRAEWHET . WAh, MRS 22 — D2 2RI XU, W R

L BT LB BRSO SRS R BEY. e
B b5, XN 1 WS EREMBT FEREAR R . BT, EAXN RS L SRS S R
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Department of Southwest University of Political Science and Law; 3. Business School of Southwest University of
Political Science and Law; Chongging 401120)

Abstract: Brand is not only a symbol, but also a semiotic system. The representation and expression of brand
meaning fundamentally depends on the combined action of symbol resource sets. However, most of the existing
literatures focus on testing a single clue (such as advertising, naming, logo, etc.) or focus on advertising and
symbolic consumption, and pay less attention to how to create meaning for the brand. Foreign literature mainly
divides brand meaning into five types or dimensions: brand personality, cultural meaning, values, emotion and
corporate image, and discusses the theoretical principles of cultural anthropology, aesthetic psychology,
evolutionary psychology and semantics of brand semiotic production and meaning generation; multimodality or
supermodes, the model of the meaning transfer process and brand identity mix are proposed. On this basis, this
paper constructs an integrated model of brand meaning creation process integrating brand positioning, brand
symbol production and meaning transfer, so as to bridge the gap between symbol meaning and brand
management. Finally, it puts forward the future research direction of brand meaning creation.

Keywords: brand meaning; brand symbol; semiotic production; meaning generation; symbol resources
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