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Abstract :

Along of the electronic commerce generally, the consumer behavior is usually at
internet. In these conditions of e-commerce online transaction, the consumer’s decision
will be effected by the information of website display.

The research which we used laboratory experiment to set up the online store to
prove what the difference of consumer’s decision between E-commerce platform and
traditional market dependent on the attribute framing and goal framing of Frame_Theory.
And we will add the conformity and reactance to investigate whenever the consumer’s
decision will be effected by conformity and reactance, analysis the reasons further.

We also used laboratory experiment to collect the data, totally recover 422
effective sample size. The analysis result we found that the consume decision will effect
by goal framing, and it has statistically different. On the other hand, the attribute
framing has no statistically different at the consume decision, in the conformity and

reactance conditions have no statistically different too.
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FirE b ER ek R BERLE AR R St L T E o )Y E
FALPFFIRRG - FHGFL PRI e Dl
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Conformity) » 5 2. > 4 (n ARG 3B 4 @ 2 5 2 i e B R pPF o B2 2 B
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22 g TIRFRF DT - T EFRF T —‘*‘ﬂfrlﬁ&m?’f AT
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B AL CIEER > Bm TR R I“’ﬁlzﬂ"””ffm‘/f*ﬂ’;’zkﬁ Aenis
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Allen | 7 &5 = B R
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50001-70000 | 0. 2%
70001100000 0 0%
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