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ABSTRACT
In this study, we investigate the influence of hope on purchase intention of
lottery with two moderators: risk attitude and rollover effect. Past studies show that
purchasing lottery is a risky behavior; therefore, a buyer’s risk attitude is related to his
or her purchasing intention. If there are no lottery players match all of the numbers
that are required to win the jackpot, the jackpot fund will be added to the jackpot for
the next draw. Some empirical investigations show that when the accumulated jackpot

fund is high, the purchasing intention of buyers is likely to be further induced.

The questionnaires are administered to those who are used to purchase lottery
before. The overall sample size is 211, which consists of 73 respondents from the
paper-based questionnaire survey and 138 from the Web-based questionnaire. We use
stepwise regression technique to test the proposed research hypotheses in the research
model. The results support that (1) a buyer’s hope has significant positive influence
on his or her lottery purchasing intention; (2) a buyer’s risk attitude has a significant
positive moderating effect on the relationship between his or her hope and purchasing
intention; and, (3) the rollover effect of lottery has a significant positive moderating

effect on the relationship between a buyer’s hope and purchasing intention.

Keywords: Lottery, Hope, Risk Attitude, Rollover Effect
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(= )P

#p p~(hope) 27 v)}%y % e chf2§# - Synder(2000);% = A € < I| P #&(goal)
P& & p 2 (motivation) ~ 2L3](planning)§ & - B & - 584 (agency)
i% (pathway) B = B4 = g prenL 4 F 3 o P Rdg 2 FR e 7 a0 & D % b e
Ap A FFHL P ARR S w8 RSy = & B R0 A B 8 (Snyder, 2000) -
‘?ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬁﬁ?ﬁiié&%’af?ﬁ$ﬁ$ﬁ$ﬁﬁwwnm%%§%
AT o WBEMEARZ X FIA A D LT A AP

YRR [;JT;\.; 2R IR B 2 8 9751 42 e 4 (emotion) - Rossiter and
Percy (1987):u i P>~ T o~ R i 2 3 B w B H A& chif i o 3= 1% (appraisal
theory)st s » i Ed A % @ H TR 212 2 chlg % (Frijda 1986,1991;
Roseman 1991; Smith and Ellsworth 1985) - 3= 1 &5 ¢ 2 B #- 3k {2 (goal
congruency) ~ i 4 32 (personal agency) + #x F_+(certainty) ~ iE 449 % 1+
(normative/moral compatibility)£ & & 4 (importance) o

Maclnnis and Mello(2005) 2 3= % 32 3% (Appraisal Theory) &= 7 g~ 2 ¢ p
T- R e e € & PRy B e &Maclnnis and Mello(2005):& & # 1 # >
7 pE * Tw g (possibility) & T 7 7z =4+ | (uncertainty) & % 7 7z 2 fe ¥ i 3
4o ALY o * T2 gt (uncertainty) i 4  FE R ¥ AL B 4 enfiR o
rdpg s d ey v 2 0 X hY F %58 % i (Maclnnis and
Mello, 2005) -

P % 3k {2 (goal congruency)ds F1% BT E £ F & & P iz & o 3 {0k
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WA Bk O G 5 (Shaver, 1987)c B precs B 2R B - RS D
vt (Awverill, Catlin, and Chon, 1990) - ;%% (Yearning) s % #p preisg B > o € & o7

P- KpEd o A PARE ARG ST RE D PR R BIA RF 4 kA
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AR iE A2 #5448 % (motivated reasoning) 2 % gLk sutt A 4 (Tiedens
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MR A FRPE AFYPRORE T F TR T mI P RAF PR - R B E
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BTl dnenD G oA 0 OTI BT 4 e A R A P A PR
(Maclnnis and Mello, 2005) -

#p g2 s f(mood) 7 e ede T Hp BNE ST i e T~ § FiF 2 (desirability)
EEBRBUEPRE D L A REE > d o FEa $HIR A% % R (Reimann,
Nenkov, Maclnnis and Morrin, 2014) -

g g g (optimism) e17 e 3t > 484 R 45 55 % 3 4 P A ARS L - A%
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pp~(Forrestet, 2002) - p¥ % BRFHi P € 1 3 LILT AR SR HrLid
(Sevigny and Ladoucer, 2003) - Bruyneel(2006):% 5 » § #F 5 "5 M o oo 7
ARG B BB AR R R o

PR P BE g o 4 g § HE T Bl 518 ahd F(Tversky
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220k RE B o~ RS A

e3P 5 (McMullan and Miller ,
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FEIE % R (1999) 2 iE 3 < zgkfrlg b *& A& A (risk attitude) ¥ & 5 ¥ ¥ 1@ 34580
A F IR 01944 F Von Neumann £ Morgenstern 3% ) 8 3 > % 12 35 (Expected
Utility Theory) s > 3% 5 & f s& (7 4p B {8 047 3 o 24 L3030 5 % F o (game)is p
PadciF o ov i v EEFOEE B (VP e ﬁi%]m%}ﬁ—?‘ = lp usrpEH
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REEPT G EF B WY LT T A Bt g AR o Foant R E R
(concave)ps > 4t iR 5 b MeAREE 0 & RAUE(linean)pE o LSRR 2 S
& IR w4 (convex) B A & & > (March and Shapira, 1987; Harrington and
Niehaus,1999) - & ¥t & 7 4p fe 3 #p % B RSP bk ,ﬁ,gﬁ L5 7 7R

BeFE il 0 A 3 e AR MCE g & o b GABREE RlARF o

Kahneman and Tversky(1979)# 1 # # (Expectancy Theory) - = 332 %
NIRAE A v<0 fin & B 2 % (certain outcome)p=1 iR P o § @ -3 F L

BoGARR A RS R G A o TN LR RS 3 ¢ BB 4 i (preference)

e LR

° g AR F B TRV>=0 PR b G ARE DM A 5 FRv<0

;&

A3 B & €4 eniEe o A7 B A ol g S dic(value function) 0% 4222 w4 S e
2Ze2E ) FISHK o w q‘g;%%:*ﬁ v>=0 ¥ fp PEATH S i (L o v<O PFR] G W

Moo hfr® P L LR R > Donkers and Warneryd(1997)3% 3+ 1 5 i F & R 4Zde 3

B onh Sl S RARE RS R Rl P MAR AR
NEGFFR GRS HAph B % 2477 (1985) FILif /1A § & 23 B
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PRI E AT A G e d e HIRE ARG S IR RO R e P Y
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Welte , Barnes, Wieczorek, Tidwell, and Parker (2002) 247 3 ¢ 45 ) » 835 & %
IR ﬁﬂ?gﬁﬁ AFox LB Y Rfige ) 13% X RIFEF YR g G
iy B ﬁ faxg= & reeh X BAZ i 2% (Welte et al, 2002) - “f TER O AE
& (Parsons and Webster, 2000)~ 4t £ = (Azmier, 2000) > B (Piriya-rangsan, 2004) -
#% = (Gotestam and Johansson, 2003) » # 1%+ & ¥ R g E A) 50 o

P A - BT R RN E T kT ST A R B i (Kassinove,1996) - px
RS BEEFLIREL > FZF BARBEHERT - o AN DHEL
# F — $(Oskamp,1991) - £ & 7 fZIe 8 {7 5 > ;j-.}ag L ﬁ;’&;ﬁ? AR o

MEERT MAELGEAR kg  BAR'GEABEY F o LHIFE B
R WEHILE AR YRR T L F st Sk 28 Bas Donkers(1997) - e %
S L T RIIB A o

MacCrimmon and Wehrung(1990):3. 5 kb *& 2s &R H.— B A &b "G B W I b 'k
iR FARRE e i o Weber(001) e B A7 7 ¢ b "G AR E b RIFPYG M o

B &K% 4 (Risk Taking Preference) S 8 % 3F &2 5o ff b '& BP0 5 7 b

A LRIEF A R RRE A A bl R MR R AR B
AR ek KRR a4 A oo Tt i@ * o b 'k A8 & (perceived-risk attitude) k T E
B R RE e

TEREREREAHNTADEFTIRPRGEFAEB MG L R Hh R

TRT O RBALBARRTF RO - B BARGERETEN > LR FRT

FH8 T ek ' R & (Weber et al, 2002) -

LEAW TS SRS S TS LA RS A W R TR 3
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& Rk
% i 22 s (rollover effect)dp § b wh e+ fE A AT T 4e » AP & 913 & F i

(Rogers,1998) - g2 X HF PR H3us & f | R fhcnpb £ - BBE LR R HF D
Gerg Flpt e TR BEEAL g@F G R ARE L g
(Forrest, 2008) - & $pciep it & € Tl % A PpLR 5% > @ 4V & & ¢ < (Cook,
Clotfelter, 1993 ; Gulley, Scott, 1993 ; Scoggin,1995) #7141+ #p % # i & %5 4
G &3 m B th? (00)Fm 3 HEF 0w HEAPEEERADEEY
GRS EN55% X AGHEG S HHLEADRPE AR EELERRLY

PR g R ZEHE £ R %8 0.495% - Lin and Lai(2006)~ %5 4 % 0 %4

BEENFHEHLE -
REARER LS LR TS T LV ST S Y SR
)

§RMEHEE AR AL ARF o o AAUR AR A ST R

AR FEM G oA Eonk o § AHOCRBART 0 B FoC KA A o

H3: el B P+ S SRR AR PH 5] 1 % sock

578 MBYIE
Dodds, Monroe, and Grewal (1991) & B #* 3 ¢ 45 ) » pE§ & & (purchase
intention)dp § 35 B & §F 2 7 AR F %A S 7 sl - Dodds etal (1991)z%
R R ASLIMHEFE T R
Fishbein and Ajzen (1975)z2. % PR R RF A * RIpRI A KPS 75 o & BEE LFRAR
= P A SRR el 5w 4% < (Schiffman and Kanuk, 2000)- ~ # 3 # * Dodds et

al (1991)zx% - enf ¥ i3 2 AFH P o

18



AR L;H%‘éa‘ﬁ MY RHEEMY AN o2 R EERE A
PG S R BTET  Ee FI 0 R TR el TR LR

AERhG ThUEEAR T AT AT

e |

v

R A R

B 315 %

% 327} B

BR | M3

H1 PN REHY A I HERE

H2 B bR LM RN SIS AR EN BT LR Eonk
H3 AR b P FEEE AR M G L e B ok

19



Y-8 FIHE%

AFTHRLF R ESRENL o d NP HF A RE DG SR FIAPM A

R A R TR R T B B E A SRR o B R S A

8o AR @R FHE AN A ER A o BT TR 08 2 RR

4 24 AR
—!‘F\E‘F;F LS

BEGRF TP ERE AT A AL KAR EF G
A

CEHFIEL O EIIART RLES -
%

LT R ) DR EREE B S AT R M

=
e
)
=
E4

TN Ry
{

AR FARSAED AL ERAEIRIALT A -

Fo & RERTUTRAEFE
R BRAFOCRR P F RS R R R R R LA
B4R AT RADR G rea & o RAf iR AT AR 98 £ 1 AR 103 &
97 26 p Ak ficlicdy T4 0 A 4 o
AFLRY ZAF-BEARFTAF IR T ARL T BIRL
st

TERAL T ERFE TR TETRER 117)‘ M FoHpE .15 T2

F2R & 0 ZBEDTIZAFRR o

RS
g A ARG AT T R AL BB Rk I G g (Maclnnis
and Mello, 2005) - #f p~ifadg & &2 R P #R— Ik = 1 ot (Averill et al, 1990) - &
S

(Yearning) s £ #pprenip & > d £ & PP R- RS o A PAREREE G

F AP R R BIA KRG 2 %A% § & (Maclnnis and Mello, 2005) -
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AR A R /T s R P - REGR o FIMRE
3 d 2 F]5 A+ o Maclnnis and Chun(2006)4% &1 # B 58 o & i3 i 92
Pprdd mg = BFFesa B AP E- REZIEHY AL PR R
A ART R A TR ORENRY AP RS R LT R
[F gl o bF e B /T g o b B v AR i 7

FEE T e 2R R AT o

bo'e AR GTE
Weber (2001) & B 77 7 ¢ & I b "& AL B 2 b "G 3FFY G B o b &KX R4 (Risk
Taking Preference) S ¥ 4f pv 22 5oL B *& P48 o 6 ¥ 7 Fe DA 0 ZRIH G 7
el MRk 4 Blde D AR R MR S B RN B A Pk e R
4 3 oo Ft g % 2o b s & (perceived-risk attitude) k #FE b & ik R B iE o @
ARGEARIH A D e KER GRS o wERGEAR LR R ETIR 4
PRERAER TR RE o

& Weber et al(2002) 5= § ¥ > % ki 3 + f£(Byms,1999) #-° & & 147k -

R 2 WE G REAE R - HELMBDIT ) PR AR
7 AL 7 p5 AL -

d 3t A % ®(Welte et al, 2002) -~ & & (Parsons and Webster, 2000) ~ 4 £ *
(Azmier, 2000) ~ W(Pmya rangsan, 2004) - #% = (Gotestam and Johansson, 2003) -
BEARE A BF L A0 o Al A AT g £ Weber etal (2002) F1% A 47 14

STREPEALE TSR R EARE > T RBESEE AFL R
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AR A
2 A »efis(rollover effect)dp § £ e+ fEA AR 3 40 » AP A& £ 973E 2 okl
(Rogers,1998) - B fRerEp Rk & € Tl 7 % p | 5% (Cook, 1993 ; Scott,
1993 ;Scoggin,1995) #T F H A F E L H LB H L €5 1w BF o HhFP B

B P 4e(2005)HFT R o Y
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FHEER AP BEHLEAEY
55% > ¥ ¥ % ﬁﬁﬁﬁx 544 %iﬁﬂ%%‘@—’: oM BpRERE £ R 1%PF > ¢ it &
S48 L5k e % F 0.495% o
AEFRLSFUEAROBE LY TARI03E QY FHRAEME 0 kA
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?fﬁﬁﬁﬁ}ﬁgp‘*ﬁ APREE ae * f%—kﬁi:j\ipﬁ %1 I

PRE LR E
7] % Dodds etal (1991) & 2 7= 3 @ 451 - pEF & A (purchase intention)dp § 7
LR ZASDT o 5 AR LAAR S B 2 BARPLR i F e 4% < (Schiffman
and Lanuk, 2000) - Fishbein and Ajzen (1975)3% % PLR £ FE A0 * RIEPI A KpLT (7
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-8 ks
B AL R TS < SR 7 5 7 o £ iRl L 12(54%) § 0 7 1(45%)-
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AETH e A
=
g 95 45
D 115 54
¥
19 &(5)— 1 0.5
20~29 94 44.5
30~39 & 58 275
40~49 & 39 18.5
50~59 f 18 8.5
60 & (%) ¢ 1 0.5
4347
S 4 71 33.6
A 45 140 66.4
T AR
B OB(3)T 17 8.1
4 g 96 455
e 96 455
74 2 0.9
LEE PN
19999 = (5 )1~ 70 33.2
20000~29999 = 19 9.0
30000~39999 = 30 14.2
40000~49999 = 31 14.7
50000~59999 = 24 11.4
60000 = (% )12 37 17.5
5 ETIORE A #3535k
12 (3 )~ 168 79.6
13~24 = 32 15.2
25 = (5) 0+ 11 5.2
I FEIETIPY
50 ~ 52 24.6
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550~1000 ~ 15 7.1
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2050 = (5 )14} 0
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(1) Cronbach’s alpha £ 4§ & % & (Composite Reliability, CR)& « »* 0.7 1 &
FEHeG 38— R e

(2) Bw ¥ § = £ (Items Loading) ~ = 5% £ % B~ & (Average Variance
Extracted, AVE) ¥ 7f = >+ 0.5 1 = Jeaprac & &7 o N odp B AR R
BooomE - G TR FEE (AVE)ST 3 LAt S e G AP
B fadlc o 1 R 3 B RIPTR 0 AT g 2 B AP M chiz & 4 (Fornell and

Larcher, 1981) -

Gk 4-2 2 BE38 SR & S EF A % % H % Cronbach’s alpha % 0.677 -
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FriciE(eigenvalue) ~ >+ 1 - > F 3 A B0 F FE B uE 4 g 32 (Varimax)
Hph o ® F1EER L LS 9% F 47 £ (Items Loading) & + »+ 0.5 L 355
BEBE(AVE)H i 7] 0.5 % 7 s W02 F Je ook B o Kk 4-4 AP B fadicd i o
o R TR R F B (AVE)F {951 X 0 A B G ndp B Bl 0 0t A A

TR uRR ARG 2 B AR M R I o
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+ = P-value
2y B~ 793 552.187 .000
kAR .835 432.690 .000
AR AR .783 756.204 .000
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