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ABSTRACT

The Effects of Sports Players’ Donation on The

Consumer Responses

By Kim, Yu-Kyung
Advisor : Prof. Park Jong—Chul Ph.D.
Department of Business Administration,

Graduate School of Chosun University

In this study we examined the effect of donation quantity of a
sport-player on the consumer response. Also, we investigated that the
source perceptions of donation quantity played an essential moderating role
in the relationship between donation quantity of a sport-player and a
consumer response.

According to the results, as donation quantity was increased, consumers
tended to evaluate In a more positive manner to the attitude of a
sport—player, but these positive effects were weakened when the donation
quantity was very high. Also, when a donor hardly earned to subscriptions,
consumers gave a more positive evaluation to the donor(sport-player).
However, when the donor easily earned to subscriptions, positive attitude of
a donor(sport—player) was weakened in the case of relatively low

contribution.
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