Journal of New Research Approaches DY (R SS9 delilad
in Management and Accounting Slules § Sy gk

ISSN: 2588-4573

http://www.majournal.ir YOV=¥77 o AP+ F b QA ojled (o Jlu

N g DL 38 05103395 Sl (SAC g9l g sl S o Wl

S 018 3

v
Shrw Cyawly
VECF/AN ol B VF B/ O 5 53 b

NS>

B g 3o3m Ky Sl 55 0)lys o Caliee slal uly I3l e glags U ol tagn o
Cods (g 2bolb o O WS o pae s la0lg; o S5y Ctls O lay Cuntl a5 b Sl 4B S
Sloer 5 5 3131 maimd slacw Obe daly « MBTI oases Jue 51 6,50 10 L a8 ol OT G ol Lol
ol S5l e | (et JTol 5 obozrl (Tl ¢ adls) o)y o & lem slasl & S OT
23 0T L2 «alg 5o 5 olal ol s 330 a3y sl o pmmi 2 et S S 505 30 K8 o5 1 Jtasy
3 oS a3 el LS55 b (oS S g5 ) s s el iS5 e e 5y Ol
¢ MBTI sooss clacs olul  oddguuamns 53 W Ol 51,8 Fr b asl jlisloaes cbaslas 3 b
3050 (oS Al o 3 Glaslitin (1 b Gl p ozl il aliae S plnil O gane s 5 555738 oleesls
Sheslinal b (oS slaesls fowi i | | 254V Jg‘:.:ﬁ Slases 69y p el p ol C,.ejf S 2 eslaxal
bl 258 g 0ylhys s sl 4 A3y sl 5 st Glags m daly g g sltea 53 0 se5T
3,15 355 (5 ylalime aaly L OBl 53 5131 Gloyldy s 5 Ol 5 5 saded Sla s o a5 515 OLAS s
JTodl 5 elazrl oyl sl 4 s 2ie IS I 5050 5 (owlonl (nadnd 5 ol 531 (ol )b
b ol Ll el 5 g28ly 0)ldys 5 4 (6 s Jslas cdib;ﬁjljfoj).a sl as Sl s clsls Olas elax|
Ol s b ) sbay clao s o Guly il 4 (A3l ik Sl it Slacs Sl 0T S
Sl 5y o (51 05l 55 Cprlr b (imatd dde S 3 e ol (el 5T L8
3 PSS S 5 b Sl eslital fiomen LSl ok gy p 2UL15L Slosl ys 28 &S g (65 Sy el L,
SR s ) el s sl (oS o e 3 LOT ul 5 b el ol sl sl (A4S o 16,8 4
oS e Coaind b cenlie GUS laply pa 55 LIS o G ol slaadl Sl sls 25 1,
pd ly 50 Olbbue (21305 SUa S5 s b L Sl b ol 5] 5 diadils K4y (a5 2l (b
Sowls™ Ol 318

MBTI cojlays s ¢ amaind (50 o 5 i p Ol

y.saeedigoraghani@mail.shu.ac.ir .ol ;1 0l ¢ i Lgd oKils .
Ol ol S 0le S b g ozl e3lasl 5 o ke (6 0SS ¢ ST iyl wlid )87 gomtils Y



FOV-YFF o VP F 50l QA oled ((glblu 5 Co e 53 5 s s S, \

-

dodo
il oo b o sl 035 abl3L o5 O K5 Lol (glaasdes I LSS oyl san 0diS (o e b, S s
Ol 5 pb g s L S50l (285 53 53 - Clodys 8 aten 51 5 5wy ol 53 5 Al 0T 3
) oS o pme (83 55 dip gl (ool i a5 ditn 55 4 pamie Sla Coabd Colo Kb did (g5l
5L Sl s BB L gy o 1 (505 Dl 535 1 b bz 1315 das e S5
tg e OLse Iy 55 Ly iy Cmainds 3l 355 oils y OB S o pmn 0T 5 o8 ol s lid 0l 3 o)
. (Kumagai, 2024, p. 2909) .S
b g L Ol js eylay s S L o)l sen ‘uuj.ij“ oyl 35 ol Bl Sz b ad e iy Slosl s
ASTy s BB ST L belays s Slseen 51 OB U (o jme STl ) Ll 0 ASTE oS 5 eme
Syl rtomen 5 0k Ol 5 51 o i e 35S 5 ) Ao 1 eals Ly 4 o OLT
(Lu & Xu,2015, p. 366) (s 1sbs 5 ol dile o jumn 3| m
(Self-0nuS'Cs jumn o83 sas L iy, 3l 255 o TSAUr et al. (2022) zass b coblas &
2 S b Lol Jhagh oS Cwl J g ol Lles S uSTT 5 e layls, ot sscONGrUity)
US55 dlsins 5 351 g0 Ky ORI 53 o)l Caliiue slal Sy ol s 4 ¢ s slacd
el 03 S8 008 s ume Lsﬂfr,wg 33 B0, a8 g5l 51 6 Gaes
S, gme 4 OBl ek ol 534S Wi Ol 4 s ol 345 6 46 Slex sl 5 (S ol 38
Sl 5 s Gl S o Ly s Gl ke W a5 s S s L e
(Esch, MOll, Schmitt, Wb are g bls b 5 Sl 5 it Llg o & 5,8 o S8 08 a8 s
Gl 3131 Coaid SU ol Gaiod a7 41,575 5 e <ed Elger, Neuhaus, & Weber, 2010)
Corl 43,5 )13 Ay Gt 53,3 Sy b Ogend S Sl sl o )ly3 g5 MBTI Sl 5 5 s
AS op o 5 A Sl ol ) S &S
R Bp s Ll 8 I 5 3y g gl it Y 5 1 K05 180555 ) e 53 SEas a0
b B ey 313 N e 53 s U 48T AL o gl el f s a ekiad o gyl Coaindts)ls (o0 Ol
et S S5 Bl o L Sl s ol S5 Ca sl ot s 13 gy @l 58
Gl oLl colas s cpl 5 djls oltns s (6,8 IS8 3 (glodiS pn A (e s Jolse Ol 4
Soltani, Kamyabi, Bahrainizadeh, & Andishmand, 2025,p. s o S5 15 Cogn 5 635
(.170)
5o bl oYU Sh5a 8 56 555 5 S Uiy dile dies ook g cpl o andllas 3 5e gla i

Coed 028 3 e 5 4S5 5 on VLI (51 St 5 (83wl e & ir b (5,8 53 S o sl s

! Self-Congruity

2 Self-Concept

® Personality Type

* Myers-Briggs Type Indicator
® Brand Involvement



\ Xy Bzl 55 o)l g slal Gy sl et gla o b

ul:;'.’:‘)hs:lﬂ))\))waW\}&uS)chaMJourwui‘ A.fdnﬂfd'upb-ubjdgim
Uil (s w4 $SGST 3 Ol e G ol s 1l s . (Zaichkowsky, 1985) ol w , o7
o pan Sl b 5 ST SBL ) ) Ao bl oy OLbls 8 IS 4 L ply 0557 diabis L
~>;f °J€J. Q\fv\ﬁs
BIR Ly 9 S S
wm\))rbéu&ubw&dwgﬂj}luil).!wbb)ftyjﬁjwdfjbdljw‘djjﬂ
Ls\jLS; c..a\j W&Uﬁ)\sﬂ | wjf)b;; oslawl J)jﬁdsd‘ LSJ‘:':L{(";‘&L“ %ﬂ@@‘@l{)bb)
4.3l.x:;'\g.,.u]w)_ﬁ:)}a:ljélda)\.LgA?ﬁwgbﬂjkd\)AEboTj ..})jTrh‘J;ol?u\;;‘P-
:;p@wlgﬁdww@po\ygwdu%,cﬂb& Cay S
..“ LR LS'I“ 459?9 - A LY
o) 93 p Cmaed andlan 3505 o )lal L5, 5 elerl KB jaseie b K1 3 (635 G slE 4 Coaded
68 oS ) e 3 5 gmard ol sl Shy s o3 sy S Kt § e Lol
American Psychological Association, ) .,ls Jsls e b JS & 0l giea 3,5 ¢ Caldes gl iou
(2023
o3 5L(MBTI) K sl o Lasla Lols o Lal 3131 Calien 1531 (LB 015 (it 4 5 fated 55
TS o el ol dnssler 3 62 Dl 5 bl ) e et 65
—J ol F F bt —Tabie ¥ Nosggs — S(us) wlel ¥ 11805, —E L1505, )
P;C_,.:QLL)J
\{J‘}‘JAWD}&)J@JL&{&L&Q)WSMJ:L&.GJJM&J‘A}g)b&‘;ojﬂj&‘;d‘jja
55,03 o,Lal Sluluat 5 HS61 o Gays glis a3 (0l S a4 ol S0s,s S e sl 355 Ol Oler
S 03 2.8 ol SVl s 5 1,8 e o3l el 5 ol Sl s 6550 Ygeme 1,5 05,5 513!
'S5, « e ,sPsychological Association, 2009).  (American .S Seus olas! Conl
Ly s 6550 Ygome 1S 05 5 513l ol (65,50 lacdlas 5 selomm] OBl ¢ g m sWs & il S ediasolis
(American .S o ooty wlasl 6555 Slape 53 3 5,8 o laml ladass 5 0,5 L Jobes
Lol )l 0 5 bk, a3 S8 )5 ege 28 «n 55 pIPSYchological Association, 2009).
Al oLzl bl Lases U sl 3l
OS5 Koy s phe Kipy LS b dpls Ojsen b o) Gl seess glacs
5 e gz ool a8 sls @l Olusl 2 lsoly glsloslys <l LsPsychological Type(1921) s
Glaol Olgea 4 5 ol 5 (21,505, 5 25053 el (18 93 5 (&Sl 53548 ( wlaat S) oad
.(Qung, 1921) 555 s aslis Coaied )3 635 sl ¢S s gl
& 5 Fdar o b a5 0T 5 osls wma st 1y 5 ol K 51 sl 5 50 K0 il OT S g
slaze Sl 93 K ja 45 L3 S L o |y (smaded doy Sl T 5 ST Bds (wlid Ol 5 ad glaaia) o



Yov-Y#e P AFF J::’.l‘- AA ol %;)‘.AJ.L&} Co ke )3 o 6&&}}3 L;Lh:)gf‘}) ¥

STl 53 G3la8 5 o wlenl 53 (6,55 (83588 plp 3 o (2l S 00y3 g 53 2,508 1l
(Myers & Briggs, 1980) s seie (MBTI) 5K 5 5k o Lol 4 bada Joke )

s Isabel Briggs Myers «u s Gifts Differing: Understanding Personality Type s
w b 03,8 5 s pnd (OlS cpl s iz VAL Jle s &S cl Peter B, Myers i aes
s 6y Glp Olse o 1 (MBTI) K 5l pasls 5 ase 61 6K L (maind gl
S5l 0t 53 3131 5953 5 ol Sl 5 ediasOlis gmaind Gai S A8 o Sme 65, el
i oS LSl 65, Sl S Sl bai 8l s (6,8 medl 0 g 5 DI 13 5 (ondl
e sl 4 bl ax 5 A o s |y S e 658 S o ol 355 O gl g S L 6 S 3 5 S o
(Myers & Myers, 1998) .« & oo s s 2S5

S w3 53 o Soygale 4 Olmpan b el 5l K il S8 s 5l T K sl sl
b SIlol Lie aaby o iash 5 5seT oolg Olge 4 sly pl das e asls) geesd s ol
53 Sl sl sl edge 1y S il Lasli Nl 5 e 5,08 5 g bt laes
N e ST P U e G i 31 515 Loy 1S edel 55 Sy
( Myers-Briggs Foundation, 2024)«cwl olgx 03 5 g @l (owliis =

o Iy 55

i pgia a1 o)Ll B a)lys 3 (slasl 5 (a3 gl 4 oS Bl e oplky 35 S0 (SIS o sgde
33 s Oy 31 G (SITGYA982) 313 0aiS o pams Sl 5 5 i, OLiby (6,8 K8 55 ogr
5,548 Ll g @u,ng,m);\;i,@;u,r&éww Iy ol 55 (oS (3 e b, g0 luys g5 o)
LS o ST 50,8 e |y o)ty g (i Sl e ) L3)l5 55 Sy Slis dla S5 05l
Osoped o3 S50 p s e SIS o il s 5 515 5 L ol (IS s 2 (ol el oyl o
380 (ol andsd sl oS s 55 S5 4 5 4 gy sl 53 (W8 OT oSS &350 3 8 5 s U3k
1335 o a5 S py OT sl 5 ol 131 (g 051 5 55 p sl OT

(Sirgy, 1982)cenl s 1, LoT Wilg 5,05 53k 5,5 47 Sla S 55 51 Sl (5 s guas? _oails 3 45

L (Sirgy, 1982) wist wxsls 505 55,755 4 ol ola S35 3l 5 g 1Toks] 545

L (Sirgy, 1982) as o 6,507 1 51 01,505 3505 55b 35 45 Sl 555 31 (5 g 1 olaznl 3 45

(Sirgy, 1982) . 4,807 1y 51 01,555 3 15 Cawss 33 48 ol (5 gos 1JTods] olazal 3 5

ool Ol 558 U 5 2 SIS 153 VAR o 3 ez ply 5 Lo 5 cinpll) oy ooty 5 sl 05143 55 s
i Jsnie 355 151 53,5 i (MB) Jgnie 35 5 (1) o st 2o 53 41 5050 51 ks = e’ ol
Lo O gomer S1315 ki canlsl s . (JAMeES, 1890) s sine 355 5 olaz| 35 (ole 5 108 § i 3 i
.(Mead, 1934; Cooley, 1902).5s 5 usST slasl s ,8 [ 5 slaml OMbs 25, JsS

ddu)wu)lw\ﬂm Mb).)‘)0&5@%}@)0)}}4{0)‘%:}56}@.&»Jj))xmcdjwéuo%a\

® The Myers & Briggs Foundation



5 Xy Bzl 55 o)l g slal Gy sl et gla o b

(Gardner .G, oo o g 355 oaid Cusn Ol gl L 5 WY 31 08 WS o me Lsls 0lis g 5 3,8
(Self-Image o luys s 545 5 2 s Oloe G155t p o oS ys s 51 & Levy, 1955)
S L ol 55 k8 Calae alais 3L ol b1k Slusl s ke ST 28 8 JSsCongruence)
3550 5 1zl s s adTodsl s 50w oadly 3 550 ol il )l Joe &S5 1L (55 23,555 03,5 (S
ol a e i plasl o (SINgY, 1982) 515 aa s 1) 55 by Sl en a0 i cdTouy! olaz
3 b e 5810 oLt Sz el bl yoa 3 5 0y s o (slaair 51 (oSG Ly iy oaesST ol
S g 42 R (5900 Sulls 5 Sl plaadl (el (Gl Gy b 51 eSO e
..s}_‘ij_?tg.sﬂ)l_{ja;&eliwja‘,_é-l_zkssl}_s-r_aqujbg;éliubid%QLi:bdcgaLgUf..a)};d‘j\ﬂ
ooy s OlaS g L3 S dlie @|j;vﬁJ:?,;%;bfql:;u‘;,”;mwmb&@ﬁirgy WJle Ol o a
53 (Y+08) 1 ,LSen SKIESSMANN ¢ opoman 3505 oS e 5155 (1 (5200 (st by Lo ofitons 4 23
55 .;,\;o,\_:Sq,_.m@bujﬁmmﬁ;}mm;i:a)\,\;igfp,uﬁﬁ,d@l?ﬁ4§,u>|>aw§a¢a>;
0Tty lada) 5 Lsls 61l o plouil Slalllas (g3l <,3,(2014) Sirgy sClaiborne sl
Cgn o g 53 0T 2B 503,57 6 S50 1 Sl en a5 (T419) 018G 5 STQY inlg s 87 jasia
5 Cmadl 0 dins0lid DY gosd o sl B g Faslr Hsba |y i b dad e Ga)l) sty 5 e liS s e
SIS 2 Ay O 3 0394 45T Sl oS s e 85 5 SLsl5k o5 53 355 b Sl e 4 5 5 1S
als
ORIR (ol )
PRIR TP EY
021> 55T por oS SAl= 1o g 5 3550 337155 amlas &S Slaesls 1zl [2ass ol 5 &Sl 4 a5 L
S 5 S 3l painte yiba 5 oS 5 s g5 3 eslizal 3,50 i b3y 03,8 oo plonil ba anlitin U
Slassl 5 355 0 A Shagy BT Gab 5 4l Olsea A4S Sl 0 Sa) a3 el S LS
S o ) oS gl o gl s b s Sulie (18 0T 51 el
gl 9 drol>
J=1s Sl Ol?-wg_}j..éﬁ Ll ol Ol sy j5 eslizwl 540 (sl 05l> ‘5)3-\';; Slp &S S (6 ansl>
OBl &g Olgie 4 L@ VVF 5181l o 51l asdls W, bl (g ale s Sl 5 4S5 Al e Ol ) 58S
Cos guzea O csja&g);«fMBTl s amT@;@@:‘b&%wu\ﬁé.\;{ aws 31 s oJ.isjf
ods arul g 5131l 5l g il e Sl (IT,ETIF,EF)aus o 51 dslas L8 Ve &) g0 4 LaF 505 oYL
2550 e 3 ST OS] e e sghe (5 Sl ey Sl (5 el b 0T ol T L 6
sl iy OBl 53 LI (6 0yl 355 (6,8 031l (gl (6l anlibins p ol b 0T Jool &7 Ll b S 415 >l

Qu{ﬂ\ﬁ‘j‘S)LRTLSLAQ:)}A}TJ:L;:;JLS‘J?‘)}B—'J‘U. .MLSJJT@?é)LATQJ\J,&*V}\QT&A&.w}A{AS

" Self-Congruity Theory
® Mixed Method
® Sequential Exploratory Design



Yov-Y#e P AFF J::’.l‘- AA ol %;)‘.AJ.L&} Co ke )3 o 6&&}}3 L;Lh:)gf‘}) 4

4 G ol s e § ST s Sler 4 MBTI sz cbis (alyg sldsdr o besls
335 Jodr ladsha 53 Gl Hlde 51 Fomly Slaglsl b b agrse bt 2alS 5 anes o G113 5153
Wl o @l b s el b blinal LT s Jows sl 21 0l e pl by diST 0 S0
b o313 65575 8 5a) 5,15
Lab h ot o ¢ s e 355 o o3litul deliinn 55 31 Bas % (Gataly 5 s e (5,8 03100 gl
b 1ol ataly eite 5 ol 43 551 5 Jiowiw 5,50 MBTI (Myers et al. , 1998) (calitw 5l oslinul L o5
aoliins p OT 51 48,5 Sy go Ogamie Jdow bl 5 5 Sl 0dd ot 4l bl das (6 a-lias 1 oalizul
Los a bl Lledd (b L Lol g Sleen 4 B bl asbae SV Ll 0kl (b
(Pl dTos) 5 elemmt (JTodsl ¢ ly 1358 0 Jold 1) o513 55 £ 55 Dlgr 5 0ds C,mSirgy (1982)
195 e 3 o S 3 8 b (sl sl S o ool o Sl esliel b O gz Julow 5 4l Sl ey
3o 3o 8 b F L ST ST (6 e L OT bl 5 Sl 3.5 515 6 SS5L 550 aainte 313l a5
Sl gl S GWT o aliin bl (g S+ ol 435 515 03l 3590 s 0313 (55T mar 3 0T
OV ) sl o3 gy 25 7 5 4 gl b aloms 68T 6 5lukys 5 51 s 2 Y g
VEF ela ] SloyT ol s NPT 1 elaiml oyl s AV 1 Gl T ol s 5+ /VIV 5 bl g ol s g

FUsS GWT 6 amlons ) o)lod Jsur

Self-Concept Dimension | Number of Items | Cronbach’s Alpha
Actual Self 3 0.737

Ideal Self 3 0.871

Social Self 3 0.763

Ideal Social Self 3 0. 766

by ools ki g9

Ol e s i .w‘oﬁobw‘&w‘ﬁ)‘y}:(_sJLATu;))).‘V.QLﬁab‘bJAPu.é‘ﬁL‘;&j}:Cﬁ.‘)b
Pzl ide 53 5 LT 6 4ged 53 o)y o5 5 et Gl G w5 s e Sl sl Sl s
OT (5313 Line pelaw 5 oy 8 wslizal g3 (5 09037 Sl esliys ot ¢ 5 5 it Sa G 0 6 Aty s ST
P} 1+ YV 45ed) YV (g 450i SPSS 1531 p 3 3l eslinal b (massy cxl 53 5bT sla o . ol /40 L il
c el ol

o9 S bl

23 S oy 5 slal slels gl p ol > b (5 aslin , SMBTI QMJL;@)QLAnbL;))TJJ?)'\m
03 )l (Ydsu) Slsl b Jgd js ol ol J.;lp—é\@-_,}@[g-@t}o;wai\}o.\lbfj L ol
drs slez 4 b e sl onls 5 eated O Hler LB Do Caatd da 93 4 bgs e sls o3l Gl 1 ol e

:c,.w\a.uw&Bwuﬂgaﬂw\,uj@j;a,i&;f

19 Cronbach’s alpha
1 Chi-square Test



v Xy Bzl 55 o)l g slal Gy sl et gla o b

LA@‘}‘J.;Yo)Lo.ﬁ'dju\e-

SELF CONCEPT * MBTI Crosstabulation

Count
MBTI Total
EF ET IF IT
SELF Actual 4 5 8 12 29
CONCEPT | Ideal 5 5 11 6 27
Ideal So 10 9 3 2 24
Social 4 6 5 2 17
Total 23 25 27 22 97

St s Slalp a8 Wl Aty wee 53 gl Sl i geakd ool ASKe 0L Il Jads
5l ey st ety 3 slal 3 s el o3 i S0 G Sl sa 53 ube] (61 S50
S Slolys gt g5 Ll o Fraind o 4 Mas e 0L Sl S e gl s YU sl b ST
ot IF o3 8 5130 48 sls 0las Gl 3 dsdor gl il LIS 5T ils o Jas a3 550 e 5 51 s 313
Lles S 515 byl elasl Sl,T oyldus s b 2t b EFaS™ Jls s cilansls Slo)Toldus g aly 2l S
ity o )ldy 595 3l eslial 3 (6 i SASTLET sl 31 5 dil 03,57 Slssl dly (6 oyl 355 LT 05,5 51 30
sl b i gl 5 b .g“,.w\4:.5:1;5}?&)ﬁﬂdpw?ld-lia..\i\Lga)lA;i:?Cﬁl@JJJLg!}.LS\
55 (Chi-Square Tests) 55 5 o057 sn blozal HWT gla 55,5 b 385 Ko a0 Jiass opl 5o o ldy 55
S Slosliya s p 5 p 5 o 33 geaind o o Sl ol ol s b Ll 815 58 15 2,5
2 EAL and (5 U8 o 0l o sad el pl g BL IS ST 0350 e b L Sl oK
T SUS o b ST sy Kl 5483 8 o 3 )l L Slsl s S5 slee s
e )

5 3l Ly Ol 53 o (glojlys 5§ s s obsban 3 S zeasd (5t (Ho) Jiw 408

13 03,503 B Ly Ol 53 4 loylys 5 g5 solsbine S 13 snases (o (Hh) G 405

-~ Ll p-value Olie o8 3 )le Oy ous Jool> 5 SPSS 153 e 5 55 55 (5 05037 Lo 5 s b 03505T L
e Ol g5 oo 50 5y (Ho) i acs b copl oo (FUsuer) il o 00 0 S l3lnn pelaw 5| 2S4S ol YT
sslaieay cmtmen )15 ds Ll s eladlab o)lys i g (solsline o1 3) mait (5 ST 28 8
QTL;,M_@CL__,,W?.\«pﬁ\jowuﬁs.,\,:(\L?g\}g“&u@,uwQ,ﬂﬂ‘@ws,\.\igw)ﬁ

LS o AUy 5o B OgasT GaaBl cami 53 55 lsline 55 e ol T Cowsa YF Ll

12 | jkelihood Ratio




FOV-YFF o VP F 50l QA oled ((glblu 5 Co e 53 5 s s S, A

33 (F 05051 Y ojled
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Value df Asymptotic
Significance (2-
sided)
Pearson Chi-Square 19.226° |9 . 023
Likelihood Ratio 19. 144 9 . 024
N of Valid Cases 97

a. 4 cells (25. 0%) have expected count less than 5. The minimum expected count is
3.8.
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Abstract

The present study investigates the impact of personality types on the prioritization of various
self-concept dimensions in brand choice. Given the increasing importance of understanding
consumers' psychological characteristics in modern marketing, the main objective of this
research is to explain the relationship between individuals’ personality types and their
preferences regarding the four self-concept dimensions—actual, ideal, social, and ideal-
social—using the MBTI personality model. The primary focus of the study is to explore how
personality traits influence the prioritization of these self-concept dimensions and, ultimately,
how they affect consumers' preferred brand choices. This research employs a mixed-methods
approach with an exploratory design. In the qualitative phase, semi-structured interviews
were conducted with 40 individuals selected from a group of 114 participants categorized
according to their MBTI personality types. Thematic analysis was carried out on the
collected data, and the resulting themes were used to design a questionnaire for the
quantitative phase. This questionnaire was then administered to a sample of 97 participants.
Quantitative data were analyzed using the Chi-square test to examine the relationship
between personality types and the prioritization of self-concept dimensions. The findings
revealed a significant relationship between personality types and individuals’ self-concept
preferences in brand selection. Specifically, individuals with Feeling and Extraverted
personality types showed greater inclination toward the social and ideal-social self-concept
dimensions, while those with Introverted and Thinking personality types prioritized the actual
and ideal self-concept dimensions. These results suggest that personality types indirectly
influence brand choice by guiding the prioritization of self-concept dimensions. The main
innovation of this research lies in integrating the personality model with the self-concept
framework to analyze consumer brand choice behavior—a novel approach that has received
limited attention in marketing literature. Additionally, the use of an exploratory mixed-
methods design, including qualitative analysis for indicator extraction and their validation in
the quantitative phase, has strengthened the methodological coherence and reliability of the
study. The findings can assist marketing managers in developing advertising messages
aligned with consumer personality types, designing targeted branding strategies, and
enhancing the psychological congruence between brands and their audiences.
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