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B LA A AT RS A O B, TR B 2 25 AN PR OC R R PR  1Ed 8 TSR,

g 2t

“He

SRREI) | RIS TSRS R IR, SCRERDT T RIAL AR AU At 2o i) 52 e S N LERIL ]
T SRR BONHLE N SRR AN TR A 2w (5 1~7); HALRA AR i b AR, 1D
B NP8, TR At S BT (BF TS 2~4); AR A2 BN AN I, RIBIBLAR A
i BB T AN A R 5L ) R 2 ) (W5 5); [RII, MR 32 ) T 48 e st 4981, RIVERIALAS A R
FERRAR T AT S OB B A 2l (BF 5T 6) WFFESE S4B T RHL & AU AN BROCR I A RIS, i)

TIA R THLES A SR ST .
KgEiF
SEES  B849: C91

1 55

AT H A 2l (technological unemployment)
AIFEC A Tk Fan IR I RIS R, it L pLEs
FIBAEM N TR RN A, AN — B0 Ham T )
P N HRE T B A 2557 3l (Susskind & Susskind,
2015), A N TR REH AR Kt T4 e 1 = Y
LT AEAT 55 vl K (Neufeind et al., 2018), #7{X
BHAE, NTHEBESL T F e g&xh A4
R, HEEATNRY, EE 47%0HA TR
BN TR REIUR, 31X — BB 7E RICH A BF 5 v o e 3k
54% (Frey & Osborne, 2017)., A 5 g4 K 1955 5
778 S A0 1 BTG I HNE A T 2 55 s R LA
AN S s, S BOGHR4 T«
JHBY)ZE” (Harari, 2017), & T A TR REXS AN [F] B
BARENTHEA L TH, B2 A%E IR R&1T
v B T GBS A0 AN [R) A3 4 SR R 228 (Frey
& Osborne, 2017). &1, Hlas AT REXT A ZS1E AL A%
B A AN IE T I o B T 48 5 NS AR A 55 r 328 i
A B S B (realistic threat), 7EZMUL . fiE 1457 10 H
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A, BBl N, SEIARERIE, SN, GBI

FEEVN C A SR PN e 29 0 WNE SS90 AN i 43
(identity threat), BIEIHI A 5HLAFZ E AR, M
g N 26 5 N 6] DL B N2 S N1
(Yogeeswaran et al., 2016),

JE BT N AR Y % Ji IE 7R R 20 i s 42 3k 48
¥ (Agrawal et al., 2019; Ford, 2009), {H AfTXFHLEE
N B RN AT g 23 7= A BB AL S, JCHUE
TESZWA BRI R T T, LT A Tl & R s | &
AL 2R AL . BUSEHEPR v 23BN, H 25 B 3h1k
IR ] B SR O R, R E R 1 #E AR 2 [)
o SR 2 1) 52 4 (Bobo, 1983; Jackson, 1993), 1
i, Tl A R T IR AR 5 [ T e N o 4 1Y)
BG4 (Mathias, 2013), FEIX 467 S 5 LA H 5
T, R BT S IT R SCTE AL N U X A Bt 2x )
S N, SPLES AR EE ARSI SR REUCR Y
Y F§(Frey et al., 2018); X [ s 1k g bl ) Jak a1 2> 14
BIAATTXF BR A B8 R BOR Y S, SBIBREZS
AL 44T M (Gamez-Djokic & Waytz, 2020), VT
AWFTEH KB T AL NAE AR B i) 5018 A bR 52
Wi, 4n, AR R AL g A B3 0 2 i AT S SR Y
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TAEARZ AR, X5 TAEER KRG A ST T 2
I F IEAISE(Yam et al., 2023); AN TF e 214
T TAEZ R G TR ANIETES T (Bai et al., 2025);
AL N U IR WA (PP A 45, 2024)
85 X SR R T ML A AR AL 25 m A Bt 45,
IR i e ST g

XIS SN, BFFEHLEs A b5t A1t
S R AR AR L B, SRS T R A
Fahh A . EARSGE S 2 25 AT, BTEAE
P M AE B 5 #25 (Batson & Powell, 2003), 3E4L
2257 R DR H 6 B 56 2R RN Ak 2 3% R 4 Ak 11 18 R
X AZF {2 FevE (Penner et al., 2005), B4 CHRIFTT
TAMRNERE I AKE . G525 . PR 4F) 5 4h
BN AC U A= P E VO SR Rl iob- Al
(Simpson & Willer, 2015). 4K 1fii, FfiE N T8 GEHAR
(R & JR AN K, AL N gR i ) BLAE 45 Fh R B v,
AR FREERMRSS 55 . O AT A 04 JgUi
SR AT BE LA S W A AT N BB AN IR R, JF
FEPRK RIS, BT I, AW E
TEBR T BB AU St S50 g 2 i, i
K48 75 HA Ja BV FE LI A 60 . XA B T
TENLER NFAR H 2538 S35 50 R, 5007 M 3
FFAIL A A R A Xk A B 26 2 Bk %

1.1 BRENHLEE A R0 4] 2200 5= 4t S 45 E

PLAS N H AR B K 8 4 4 2570 ok T IR 20 i A8
(Agrawal et al., 2019; Ford, 2009), {H[FIEB5] % T
N RS ETIR PN I RAS7) §= 35S S o3| K - DN )
MNTH EHi 2 — IRER AR E S flin, A
FLHLE NS BUR B O TAE, s8Rk
ARG AN B M FE fE L (Asimov, 1950; Gray et al.,
2023), XEAHPAAATE TMRZ 0, WAESEARZ
5 &z Bk,

A2 T ) £ PR R 8 S AR TR R Sk 1
AW 5EE(Mann et al., 2020; Miloyan et al., 2018),
) % HROMD AR TR R 48 B e A P (LD et al,
2019). ARA ) T A £ R D) 5 Sk B AT AR A K 1Y
Iz fE L% (Wohl & Branscombe, 2008), X THL#
N B 5 B R AR B B X A B E R I 2 4
B3] T IZ WS (Frey et al., 2017; Im et al., 2019;
Wu et al., 2024; Yam et al., 2023), 40, e+
HRALER N 251 & TAERL 2K, FH- 8O R FH W
ANSCHAAT R (Yam et al., 2023) H shALXF A SRkl /4
B2 G I AT P AN 2 A 0d, T3 A X s
#% R IBUK A9 2 F (Frey et al., 2017; Im et al., 2019).

BT, & THLas AR | & A AR G 18 S H
A Br 5 R 5T © 28 0 1E i (Frey et al., 2017,
Im et al., 2019; Wu et al., 2024; Yam et al., 2023), #&
M7, 5 HA R AR IS B (Kahn et al., 2022), Hlis
N BT RE G| K B 1A i . BRI £ i (collective
angst)J& — PG FEIR R R A iz P, B (AR
DA AR AN 46 (Wohl & Branscombe, 2008)

AR AR A PRI, BIVEE (AR B 2t A e s
KA (Wohl et al., 2012), XA BIHLEF AL A
>k /A ) g W 5 B S 8 B (Yogeeswaran et al.,
2016), B G, MR AL <3N [ B (social identity
theory), FEM L O3 A DRAF F B BE 1A UK 1 19 Sl AL
(Brewer, 2001; Tajfel & Turner, 1986), 4 AfI1IAN
H O ERFRTE AR T RE 232k 25 55 5 — D HEIR AR
eI R v, o R SRR R R . IXRILTE
NATTHALC PRAE A% 0 B B R T A A R AR 3 2
e RALGE . DR RGNy 5 At 5 s 2 T O
K, MERNAHOLERIRAIR ) h 221554 T34k
Z%(Lalonde, 2002; Roccas & Amit, 2011; Wohl et al.,
2011 X AURE PR BB S UL i A 32 8 TA ] S,
NAT 23 BRI A SR AL A RN 22 [) 114 S BRASORA i 7
AR R, AR e e Iy sl b TR fef =
EPN(R:E SERAY S NN N & e P
SAEME ML AR A PR UK ATH R, ABATTER 2= FE
ABEARE JE(Wohl et al., 2010), %F THLas A A9 HH
R, NTUAFTE— & 1Y K24 U484k . fltn, —
Be HRL 0NN, MLas B BE S IR 8 i HR 25
N R T HTITARA B AR, 7] BB BN K A 5L
i 5% b Bk 2 R R A 19 T T (Bostrom,  2002;
Khasawneh, 2018; Li & Huang, 2020; Yudkowsky,
2008), BFLI/INGEH AL SR PL AR A BRI
i, VA FAE ChatGPT 55 K15 75 15 AL T 1f 7 20
H AT RERYZR AT I, 24 FiREE 4l I I 7 452 AH O
WE 58, DL S N 2B AT 3 A 5219 55 M (Kahn,
2023), XL LA AL AR5 2R T AR Y
PRSCRRA . o HEEUER T T, AR TFES
AEARIRAETE, U AR BRI 7 (Jetten et al.,
2017); i ph R JE FREUAR B B A4 5 AT
N TR e s bl &% A R ik 2l Bl Wy 1) 7B V5 2
F1EAH%(Shoss & Ciarlante, 2022), F:TF 1, F4]
ATHEN, SR L B2 SRR AR I

AU A SRR 7 AR I AR T PR R R AN ], 4R
A R A 1 B J5 SR T g e e Pk i (RIS 2
1), AT BESR B IR B (B st 23 19) (Wohl et al.,
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2012), AZEAto—H WML, AT |
M2 . AR RN S L (Kahn et al, 2022), X
SEfE HLEE AT AR T X AR AOR R 1 £R 8 S5 4
o —J7IH, XK BRI SR,
DM A e ) 8¢ 8 i ml 1) AR A B ALY
Bli(Fuesting et al., 2019; Kung et al., 2018; Rémpke
et al., 2019), 1M 7 —J7 i, XA RIS BB N
2 B2 AT B A (Drury, 2018), S finglA4>
ANFELH AT R W, R IE T AR
M FE 5B A B 5 AN E A (Gordils et al., 2021).
HARRE R AN RS R EDRFEET R
(Fleming et al., 2014), HL#s N JEUPME g —Fh Bl de AR
HEAG I R AT A R AR ORI, X AR &
A5 B S W) 1 A 2 SEUE RS 56

BT ML A JBUB A [] 7 At g ) AR AL
EN RIS L IR AN A S DR S N - A 1 9
ALK Z B R A7, e Rt h . &
S5, BONE B BT PR SR AT R A T A TR Y
FeF 5 (Miao et al., 2023), 24 AMTIA KGRI 2 95 ]
Xf BB, 27 AR B R IE) S A is RS, TR
HEFEAAR 8] 9 A A S 5] 13 %) BB (Cortland et al, 2017;
Dovidio et al, 2004). $R1fi, A FHREIAN AL
DA ] 3 % S A, 3 S AR A A IR i 3 W] H
)&k (Bavel et al., 2020), FfFHAF A Br A A AR H) 5
H(Butz & Yogeeswaran, 2011; Frankenberg et al,
2012; Gamez-Djokic & Waytz, 2020; Uenal et al,
2021). Hlas NN R4& 5 & B RIE . a0, kA
33 /> OECD HZEI A L], Hlas AFIAT
BREFEC T L R AL, BN T 20k #E (Bordot,
2022), I, BEARPLE A GIR AN RIS —
UNRESEIR PN DS PN~ S NS ERS N ATTE GRIRPN
KRR A, EHLES NI BRI 2 WL 92 8% 3=
WA &l AT 0 i3 Ao e [ jl Jlp P AR B e, 5
i T S4B, WRRAEA 2w . K,
EAREIET AMTE/ES B EETE 2 — &Kt
MR B — Y SRR AR, RIS ] A 2 T A4 ) 45
b s kg R Y F AR, BT 7 Az < FRAT T 3 ] 32 3
[ 5E (Drury, 2018), #R10, FEAF1E] A48 1)
TEOCT, B X AR R s, AT B i A
NHLR— AR, TCIR LA AL 2 25 A0
& (Drury, 2018; Vezzali et al., 2017), HlLEs A K &
n] BE 4 2 A F-4% (Howard & Borenstein, 2018),
fian, Hlas A AT REAE7E R 5 PE 0l WL (Howard &
Borenstein, 2018), A g S AR A A BE Y A

(Goyal & Aneja, 2020), JEIZ 5 A5 (Goyal &
Aneja, 2020) . X {75 AL A7 A O SRR £ JEXE L)
PR AR R — A~ B — AR, A, TR
SIARTRE, BRI

FET UL LA, BOPLES R S BUW R
JEA] RE 2 N PR OC R i A TS, R BOE A2
] RIS . Wt Ut, PLEs AU A4 T8
T AR RSB ——xF ARk i, EEIIEARE
NEHGETE—, IS SO RS T AT
At o DAAE G T AR AR I8 5 AN BR 52 0 A B9
ZUIWATIN . AARIE | 24 3 UM B E
N HE A JE B R R (A Jetten et al., 2021; Wohl et al.,
2011), TiFfAEHAR M) A JE, Plas NN T & 6] fig
X N 2K 3 1 0L 5 R0 A R i 32 1) Bk B 2
AYSC T (Yogeeswaran et al., 2016; Ztotowski et al.,
2017), BCH TR AATREAR IR R IR Z —  (HIXFp
J WD G 1) S A £ R R 7 AR ) O S N PR 2 ) A
ARAFFNIUESE o AT T8 23 BRI A B A N A
MHMAZS, e AR T SR SR
Bz 7 ARSI, KRR R AL N
Joih 2 ER A AR R SEOGT 2 At 23 M0 1) 7 T BB S T
12 RBAVSEABBEMELSHEREMLR

s

BN HLAS N BT 2B 4t 2547 S B 52 i 23 T
AN G ZR AN [ i A AR Ak o AR TR B P L,
TEHZ WG OL T, B4 H BsE 2 0 AR
R, WAL AN AR B R (Brewer, 1999, p. 431;
Sherif, 1966; Sumner, 1906). fii B ™ i FsR 1L
HNEEA RIS 1 — > 5 2 K Z (Stephan et al., 2009),
If 25 it — 20 51 & X A BE AR B9 B & (Riek et al.,
2006) . BPA 55 M4 ] Tk 4 gl 25 5 3
TH e A% (Gordils et al., 2021; Miao et al., 2023),
o, AEREATR I T X E NS SN A T g iR A,
DL KBt J % SRR R IR L A7 Dy [k | AR ] 45
FE PP E R ASE 1T (Gordils et al., 2021); HIRKFE
J5 % B 5 1 N (Andrighetto et al., 2016); ZZW
2205 BN T SO 7 55 BB UL 3S I (Butz &
Yogeeswaran, 2011), HE A JE 214 w22 Hrbk i) fwg
Ul (Tabri et al., 2018) . XJ & BRI SXF FMf 0L . A4
AL B[R] i (Jetten et al., 2021; Jetten & Wohl,
2012; Lucas et al., 2014; Roccas & Amit, 2011)5¢ ., Kl
I, 5 HAb R 2L, BLAS AN U AT g A A B
KAZAPNINEARI A BR S5XF 37, —Sepporeft 1
I W UESE o B an, %t E 24k IR G AR A
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BEAR A 2 % A BEf A1 (Gamez-Djokic & Waytz,
2020), A S B E AT B BT 3CHrBR 1 #2
F RSN B A BOR (W, 2022a, 2022b), 3T I,
FEATERBE N SN B ) 2 8 5 TR AL el
X SR At S ] i s e, BRI g R R A SR
2 A0 ) 49 200 XoF AR R O TSR T X P A A
A S

PN TR A B DX 53 (A PATE A AR 1] L 8¢ v e
) S Byl N B S AR — b S I R A SC AT A,
Bl N U XS 254t 247 D i 32 i ] i 2 52 31 1B 18
PR o BEAEAT TSR, Shfal it S0 sl ol Bk mT
REfEE B4R 5 5B, IR+t 25174 (Fuesting
et al., 2019; Kung et al., 2018; Rompke et al., 2019),
WATREBN K A RO T, FRICEA 2 (Fleming et al.,
2014; Gordils et al., 2021), X F AL 7] GETR T
ATAETH XS BB B B ML 2E S — DT, AT B
PG E R OC T, B IR E R b EE; S —TrF
T, AMAT] BB A E S RHPORAES S LT A A
AR AT o X5 K 3 1] b3 J2 [a] T B8 7 L 5 fht
o B, EEERBLSEREAR T S ANy, B2
TR A ) ) i DL e, i S R U AT DL K
Az 5 IR AR A 1Y 32 T B 32 S AE A £ AR 2 B

=]
Eﬂ: 51‘;... :E\ ggl:

1E 44k (Sidanius, 1993). EEIU N fEHLE K2
WEA B B SE TR, YER IS B S 3R, DA K
X L e JE ] 43 BC 48 I T BE 5 (Hirschberger &
Pyszczynski, 2011), P, FATEMELE ™A
L AF X T At N A9 DR B8 8% AT i 3 SO ATT E T X AL
NI RS J A, A, 1 R IE R A AT
REH A BRI 18 75 - A9 7T (moral license; Lasarov
& Hoffmann, 2020; Merritt et al., 2010), MIfij FCiF
HATTHE X LSS NS LN O, SR H— SN i
TR R AT A B SR 2 AT R DL A AR 4 o 1 2,
TERE ARG R T, BV T AT
& ] 4% 5% JF (Hirschberger & Pyszczynski,
20110 FT LA AL, TATIERE HOBSE 1 X B
LK e - E AT TEI (YN P s G BB R F v 2 |
BV H O, T, AR
N B T S Ak 2 A0 ) £1%) 5 i) 3 32 3] 18 78 LY AT )
AR T, BIVBRIIL S A JEUH R AT SR Ak 230 ) A 3500
TEMATIEME L E h R, M7 FATEE s
IECR
1.3 AR

ACH 8 MR AN GE 1), EERE
PSR S SILR AN AW 7 DO R a ey (T [ 13- I =8

*®1
WH5E ik J BT 7 0 /R PRI A FERM FEA
la 44 2 B4 — RIS N B THIEFEEL BRI S iEme s 27901
P53 A (the Eurobarometer 87.1,2017) (the Eurobarometer 87.1,2017) ZUfAAHG,
Ib £ 52 Ho 4 — RS R IN LR e ROPNEESEL [ (IFEES AL a8 AR 5% Al 26751
PES AT (the Eurobarometer 77.1,2012) (the Eurobarometer 77.1,2012) & CHBIHY KRR,
2 B — BIIHLE AR AL BOBLE NS R 148
(Yogeeswaran et al., 2016) (Osgood & Muraven, 2015) i ) AR O, AR AR AR B AE
s AR
30 K bBSEE Mg ANBU R AR Ftoxfia BAPLER NBU R ERE 270
vs. %) (Yogeeswaran et al., 2016; (Osgood & Muraven, 2015) Sfiim, FAREEAH P
Ztotowski et al., 2017) HRANEH.
4 KBTI HLE AN (R SRR Fertoxfia) B AU R GERE 270
vs. fif) (VP %5, 2024) (Touré-Tillery & Light, 2018) 23], £ 4AfE EAEI
EHAEH
5 R ESEE HLAR AU (R B R TR R St 2xiiln) AL NIRRT Ah 400
vs. fB)x AN (Jackson et al, 2020; ¥FiiE (Osgood & Muraven, 2015) R SR A S, (HAS
R vs.Hh) 4 2024) 2 [BAR N BRI I S 1T 2
]
6 LRSIy HLas NP GR B T R AL 2 Ain) BAPLEE NIRRT 270
Vs. 'ﬂ:(A) (Jackson et al., 2020; ‘ﬁ: ui (Osgood & Muraven, 2015) T XT It —16? % ] %‘5 Fan /ﬁ\{%
#i %, 2024) M, HASBEAREMSE LT
PR 1SR A 2 ]
TOATHSER MLER AR (R SRR HEERM NS B E B AR 16l
vs. %) (TR %, 2024) (Gaesser et al., 2020) N
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FRAR R TE A D R BILA, T P AR AR 18 A
1) D) 2 9815 HBON o WESE 1a AT 1b T AT R 585K
8 2 A BT AL AR N B AL AT o Z TR
FEARER o WFFE 2 FBETE 3 W0 50 551] LA ) 0T 5 51
S H9F 5 A R T SR AL A A 0 e 582 0 2% 4 2 i
], BV UER RIS R A PLR . DTS 4 HEBR T
M FTRE R A BYSZIE o BFFE 5 FBESE 6 20l R R
CIR I o S e i Bra R o € Ol o R
HMEER LS TE 78 HL B e AR o BF9E 7 R T
LA AN HSEEAL AT N BRI

2 WH5E la: Bl NEU -5 SR
ESEADICEIEE R AU ESER

T 1a MEARESREE N &, W16 O

BLES NP 5 2B 40 ST 0 Z R 5 R L TEARIE ST,
DU AR WS 8 8 R Rt A7 A By 46 br
21 A&

ARG BG4 R AR 2 R 2 18, M
J2 T AR K F M A 926 87.1 (the Eurobarometer
87.1, 2017), MLz — <4 b A shfbxt H &
AR RS 5 T SR BRI R 1 Y 2% o
KRN A TR 2 87.1 % & 2017 4 3 A 18 H % 2017
43 H 27 HXFEA R IER BN AR5 % K%L E)
HEAT T I UAR R ), BFEAMERA 28 KK
WG E ) 27 901 95 a1 &2, E K2 g A H
Gt FE R 2,

TEABEFEH, FRATHE BRI W B9 2% 87.1 h i B it
27 901 44 ik il 111 52 3 Al AREAR 1 /402 T4

*2 ExREEMAOSITES: MAMER

% FEA R (V) PSP ) AE IR (M/SD)

‘ LA A LERREA BN IR LFBREA FH A
1 P 1004 412 56.37% 52.40% 52.13 (19.06) 42.19 (11.85)
2 L) B 1023 430 51.22% 50.00% 52.64 (19.01) 43.81 (11.98)
3 faf 22 1015 544 49.75% 48.70% 52.41 (16.39) 47.36 (12.12)
4 3| 1537 650 49.19% 50.70% 54.07 (19.39) 44.49 (12.22)
5 BRA 1022 471 54.01% 54.00% 49.3 (17.29) 45.72 (10.50)
6 FERRR 510 221 52.75% 52.70% 50.87 (18.53) 43.13 (11.51)
7 P 1000 495 50.30% 49.90% 55.58 (17.87) 48.52 (11.94)
8 TR 1021 509 51.91% 47.90% 48.60 (17.50) 43.62 (12.01)
9 b [ 1346 620 50.45% 50.40% 53.27 (19.63) 43.40 (13.76)
10 i 1010 442 52.18% 45.50% 49.37 (17.97) 43.24 (12.06)
11 PHBEF 1024 408 51.37% 45.60% 49.87 (18.43) 42.67 (11.49)
12 AT 1061 600 55.80% 55.20% 49.64 (18.01) 43.07 (11.92)
13 S 1012 403 53.95% 52.30% 55.33 (18.89) 45.38 (12.77)
14 Ty i 1007 507 42.80% 40.80% 58.02 (17.24) 48.64 (13.52)
15 B b ) 1001 588 52.85% 50.90% 48.80 (16.96) 42.31 (11.58)
16 FEVH 407 501 233 52.30% 46.40% 51.00 (18.16) 44.16 (11.70)
17 B v 1058 621 60.11% 55.90% 47.77 (16.64) 43.55 (11.58)
18 ZUP R 1017 489 64.70% 60.90% 56.16 (18.31) 47.34 (12.27)
19 ) A 1053 525 56.98% 49.70% 52.76 (17.60) 43.55 (11.72)
20 o7 158 24 Y 1004 493 62.05% 61.30% 48.64 (17.35) 44.67 (13.62)
21 37 K5 1001 404 64.24% 57.20% 55.66 (19.10) 45.00 (12.86)
22 I A, 500 187 57.80% 48.70% 54.85 (19.00) 43.72 (14.35)
23 b= 1008 514 59.23% 55.30% 48.74 (17.30) 42.08 (11.68)
24 Bkt 1014 481 60.45% 56.80% 51.21 (17.53) 43.41 (11.40)
25 Wi SO 1027 438 59.69% 55.70% 52.95 (18.55) 43.89 (11.59)
26 LRI A 1044 589 53.07% 52.10% 48.95 (16.82) 43.83 (11.14)
27 % 5 R 1033 528 56.53% 49.20% 45.17 (16.58) 40.14 (11.02)
28 e B 1048 492 60.21% 58.30% 44.84 (17.11) 40.13 (11.05)

Mt 27, 901 13,294 54.97% 51.50% 51.3 8(18.25) 44.06 (12.20)
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P (Lot L 55.0%, M s = 51.38 %, SD = 18.25
), VIASEAT 4T i AR 4 4B 5 [RIE, FRATT
PEREAS 2 BRITE 13 294 24 7EHRB R (Lo v b 51.5%,
M yw = 44.06 3, SD = 12.20 %), LIWIXT 5780 J1 ke
A PEAT BT, B DA SR FE SR AT 2800 43 A st
IR, BLER NG & J XTS5 8l 7 AR O TR
(Shoss & Ciarlante, 2022), TEREAS 1 FIEEAR 2 H(EE
DLER 2), FRATTHSAE RICHH I T 25 P AR AR Y AR AR
B I R E REAS (total Ny = 1537, total N, = 650)43
B, Kb & IR 2= RO S A REAS G R4 Ry e A
K (total N, = 1346, total N, = 620)53¥71. 3 2 £ &kE
A1 FREAS 2 1 [ 51 2 T I RE AR 1 D R 45 R RS A
NG EE, BRI AR FAEAS |
22 MESHH
221 NMEEEHWEZE

B JmHU B A B o BI85 B RTHL 2 A
B A I 8 H ALEE 6 JE A 1) FHLE AR
BREMEH, 20 TAERAK IR, AL
B2 W TAERDL”; 2)HLas AR T8 REx 414
KVl — g, B e B 578 8 TAE s 7E
FH SN H WAL, 3)“Hlas AR T8 BE R T 2
PEEAS BRI R ) Hlds AR E, e
AT RIS N SR 18 A PR 53 R e 6 1) T AR 5)“HE
TP BT A A T 5 T, R T 7 SR At b DX 1 i
17, 6)“Hlas AR TR GetE 7 AN TAE (L
Hh 2% H 2 1 4 R ) 111143) o Shoss il Ciarlante (2022)
N HLAS N EZEXT 55 80 T 77 A g, DR A A K A
ARRFIFEAEIR G, JFAE LD B4 H H s BT 58
TARRI AT A HENAH 1 545%H ofF
NEBIHL A N . FRATS B8 Shoss Fil Ciarlante
(2022) 1A B0 33X P~ 4% B A5 4028 5 VR b I8
PLES NBUME R 1o HFRATIA LR A 2k (14 Jg iy
ANRBRT TAESr, HILIRATHEEZSEE 1. 2. 3.
4 F16 25 A H, KX 5 A KBMRSTEEER
BAMLES B EAE 2. VA B H Y ZET0kR 4 05
(1 = BEARFE, 4 = BaFE), SR
A AR B L A o o

R EE R IER R F . AR T LA
SN DN (=SSR R AN S RN Y TR O NI S B2 e
M ARM A/ N DG RS HE R
RIS | AR RIEGA (5 & (McClure, 2018); 7E4
AHMCAR I b, BRI R T AT et soAR
LB AN, A B B R B e (R 42
(R 3X O g S 75 2 DA SO B Y AT B R 1 TAR) . Bk

X N TR BERY RN PRI, S A5 e i 25— 4 b ) 32
it B B A SN TR RE AR P ) LA S /e TAE b i
FABLER AN BYAEBC RN, AT H F 2 5 sl 2 7E
TAEREIPLER N ). DRI ERY], X5l
AT B8 52w AT XS ML A B0 i SR (Vu & Lim,
2021) . I H A i RO B TR 26 B0 48 019 o it &
R, X SR 5T B R0 (1) 76 VA S AT
J(Carradore, 2022; Rughinis et al., 2018), /5, 1
AT N TR RSl g N 2R RETEARRZE M A O
R TAER B RS2 3] 7S, O e iR R B
A C AR UM AT RE 23 52 Wi S AR 3 30 452 A Jal
Jol: ) — % ¥ (Shoss & Ciarlante, 2022), 44 A X
S o) A% AT LAY TS TR AR SE R R |
() R G 22 S 0o &4t 2R P s B 52 )
222 EXREEMEE

A A2 1T R BCHE (B4 L 0 AR At 42
) PEPRIE T RO G TR 87.1, T AUR =
2017 4F 3 AR, T2 B 507 A B (A5 SR At
217 95 AR ] 22 ) >R HT 2016 4F B8 i S RE &
DR BF 9% 87.1 B RE AL I ] b P45 — 2

FALRAT A o SEAL SRR R IR T I R R
Bh34:23(Charities Aid Foundation, CAF)AY{H 545
48 % 2017 iR (CAF World Giving Index 2017), %
WA S e 2 2016 AFEAYTHE ARG R A, TSR Y
TEHOCHE A M AT 2SR 0, 55 =
AR ZE R 4R G172 5 B BA A= N O 75 45 Bl A
ANSAANRERZERIA? ). SEANCER
] 2R HURG AR I AR 7 ) RIS ] A ) O 75 A e )
MRS 7)o X ZFPA[R AR FT K 43 HE i
T BIBA AR TR 4 R AR S R BORT R [E) A5 L S A
P X =AM HRECF R BRI IR, 13RI
FALSAT Z  ZARCE IR TR A 139 R
Bam, AT R T 5EOMNIET R 87.1 XF 1 #Y
28 /W R BE HEA T 3 A

FEwma s L2, TR S T AT RER
FNA TR AR, FAER T 2016 4445
A9 N8 N A = R {E (gross domestic product per
capita, GDP per capita), Bl—"EZRKLFE ™ HER
DL F AR AR T X —Hdli ok 5k S g
Fr(World Bank, 2016), & T B R EHE HIEZ, F-AT
BN [ 9 A 77 B (H i X 8 (InGDP), JFTERT A 43
BT o feft T3 SE X RO A5 5 WL TR STl
A, JATEER T 2016 Y EZELE £
$0(Gini index). ASHFFYE Z )2 10 9 2 5 Fabn ok B
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FLEL 47 (the World Bank) 19 t: 7 & & 48 45 (World
Development Indicators, WDI; World Bank,
2016). B 2 A SR A AT g Bl S 4 i s
TR 3,
223 HWAHE

ARBIEFE LA S A 200 ] (36 W 45 20 o A A8 o, Je%
FPLAS UM B AR, MR AR AR HF
BRI . BORERE . XIHLES ANRIAHSC T . DLds
NAEHT, #E2xB)z . B Gini ZREMEZK GDP h
A, i SPSS 25 HEATE IR A IIH 4 H .
EVEPN W/l

Y@ =HAx; + Control ; + Control ; +¢;

Horp i oMK, j R, j ()RR BT

IMIEZ, y ) i 2016 SEROIEIIERL, x BHLEA

B AR bR, Control, A1 2 1 B 45 il 28 i,
Control F7s FIZJZ RS E R, & FRBENLIRZE
23 #ER
231 FiE#AE

& 4 PR T I REACHE AR MR G TR R G
P, IR 4 AT IE N, H 2 & H AR A8
s bR 1 585 B A48 %0 (r = —0.065, p < 0.001) .,
SRR SR (r =—0.151, p < 0.001), FE]fFHFE
B (r=-0.083, p < 0.001) LA K s BB 85 50 (r =
~0.125, p < 0.00)#P i F AAHE . th 5 4 H AW
PLER N bR 2 5 85 Bl A6 54 (r = —0.014,
p=0.017), &EIBWEE(r=-0.102, p <0.001),
i) AH 485 (r = —0.017, p < 0.001) LA K i o 45
T8 (r = —0.063, p < 0.001)&F W FH AL,

X3 FHITHAERSEREEMNEHEE

P RIS HIRMO) In (GDP) Gini 152
EEIIEE LR YN E L R ) A i
1 %HE 33 39 30 31 10.52 31.90
2 b A 35 46 34 26 10.65 27.60
3 faf 2% 51 51 64 36 10.74 28.20
4 3| 45 58 55 22 10.65 31.40
5 HERA 30 44 30 15 10.34 35.20
6 JARR R 38 37 48 28 11.58 31.70
7 FH 44 57 54 21 10.91 28.20
8 TR 53 61 60 39 11.05 32.80
9 B[] 50 58 64 28 10.62 33.10
10 i it 24 50 10 11 9.79 35.00
11 [LipsiZn 33 51 33 14 10.19 35.80
12 T 26 46 14 17 9.90 35.20
13 P = 40 55 37 28 10.69 27.10
14 i i 41 53 55 14 10.86 29.60
15 T b 1] 42 51 48 28 10.72 30.80
16 FEH BT 38 54 34 24 10.12 32.90
17 e s 18 23 18 14 9.83 25.40
18 T e 27 36 22 22 9.81 31.60
19 i 2 F1| 21 36 17 9 9.48 30.30
20 L ot 24 S 18 28 20 5 9.57 34.30
21 7. F 8 16 28 10 10 9.62 38.40
22 S H Al 48 45 73 26 10.15 29.10
23 W 26 37 27 13 9.42 31.20
24 Witk 26 33 30 16 9.71 25.20
25 Wi e 34 40 32 32 9.98 24.80
26 LRINF 19 34 17 5 8.93 40.60
27 % 5 31 60 24 9 9.15 34.40
28 e B 20 21 28 12 9.44 30.90
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o TV 23 e S AR FE HO ¢, D3R
LIRS R RO B, 2 45 H A M pLEs N Uifs
b1 o AR, JRRE PRI RN AR AT 0 )R 2
PEITE M. S5 R KB, FEHERR TN DS ACHY
Pl A B (BIPE) | ARES . AR, BoE ABEUE ) |
PRSP il 28 i (BB AR EERE L ARG T ik AL 2
AT LA K [ 52 2 T AR S A ) A2 i (Gind AR K0H [

ZK GDP)WEM G, Hlas N EFR 1 A7 6 m) 5 i
1T R, B=-0.51,p<0.001, FEILFE 5,

K5 EEEAPHNBABBESFRERTA

h ED%&E h ED%&E
B E M EM
(H i) —121.36(1.111) | (3 #) —-121.70(1.119)
P51 0.38"7(0.090) | 5 0.38"(0.090)
AR 0.01"7(0.003) | 4Fift 0.017(0.003)
1hIX -0.3577°(0.058) | #IX —-0.34"7(0.058)
= -0.04"7°(0.009) | #&HF —0.04""(0.009)
IR L] —0.117"(0.021) || BrifH —0.11"7(0.021)
BiARBifEa  04377(0.052) | HiARFREa  0.4177(0.052)
AHRT fi# 0.297°(0.098) | HHK T f# 0.297(0.098)
HIESAMf a 1.3577°(0.167) | HLESAflifa 1.4077(0.167)
HLES AT ¢ 0.28(0.338) HLES A ¢ 0.31(0.338)
FaRay -0.01(0.050) | #-&H 2 0.00(0.050)
Gini 2% 0.06"7(0.013) | Gini &% 0.06""(0.013)
In GDP 15.03"(0.081) | In GDP 15.07""(0.080)
BL A A —0.51777(0.059) | #L £ A g B —0.6077(0.102)
it FRbR 2

TE: BARLEE a = IR ARE A B LLPE A R AT M

KT = Ak 124 A R E B s s it 5 0 T8 REsibl

WAEXMER; AN a = REERMTLHIEA; AL

TN ¢ = S 7EH A MLy 6 A HLEE A HLES AR 8 R

1 = HLES B a SHLEE AR e W4k B 391555 HLAs AL

R 2 = BLEE A a, b, ¢, d, e T4 H 5.
“p<0.01. 7 p<0.001. 55N FRAER,

[FAE, LIRS 8Ch A &, 5 45 H A BUW AL
ar NJJIME PR 2 o A AR g, TR AR g AR A
AT B AR R B, FEHERR T AN O Seit Al
K P il A b (RO ) L AR . #HIX . EOF MBUA
HUmy) . B OCHE AR T (B EE R RE . AHOC T
FIHLER AL R ) ] 52 )22 1 RH DG 42 1) 22 £ (Gini R 4K
FEZ GDP)WRZEWE, Hlas N st 2 156 m
EsEH 41T, B=-0.60, p < 0.001, FEILE 5,
232 HEIAHER

6 TRAL T 55 Bl Ty REAR I A R e T T RN A
Ktk WNFE 6 hulLIEH, 2 & HEBIWILESA
BUERR 1 53 Bt A\ $8%k (- = —0.069, p < 0.001).

SERIBIE R (r = —0.172, p < 0.001)., WF[EfFHI4E
B(r = —0.098, p < 0.001)LL K BB+ 5(r =
—0.141, p < 0.001)# i F AARIC, Wiy 5 Z&HA M
PALA N R bR 2 25 S8R IR G55 = —0.096,
p < 0.001)F1 B AIHREFE £ (r = —0.057, p < 0.001) .
HHAHX

AL, RATLAB BB A &, 2 25 H Ak
PIALE NGRS 1 o H AR &, R R R A
BERVHEAT 43 )RR A 0B o G5 R, fEHERR T
N B G AR DG iy 42 i A8 g (RPPE)  #RIX . BUAR
] 522 BOARAR e FE AR it (R B AR g
FHIC T FBL s AR ) R ] 5 )2 1 A G s i) A8 1
(Gini ZEAEZR GDP)FMJGE, HLAF Mg
br 1A R AL 23172, B = —0.60, p < 0.001,
TR 7,

AR, LIRS 5Oon s, 5 45 H & BUmL
A N R bR 2 S A AR, IR AR g AR
PEAT AN 2R A 434 & B, ZEHERR TN 0 Geit- 4
K4 AR e (RPPE S . R IX | BREUE S S BY
2y, HARM SR B (RIE AR BE . TAEgER
PEFIBLAR AR ) A 5% )2 DA OG5 il 48 B (Gini &
BOFEZ GDP)WEZm G, Hlés NEUdets 2 151
I SR 23T N, B=—0.63, p<0.001, $EILE 7,
24 itig

WF5E la 382004 S0 A WL i ) 20 & 30
TSI 2 AR A SE A2 A T R 1 56 £ L SR,
5T la fAAE—28)R R . i FH 1 5% )23 1 A 48 4 i K
5542 T BRI N R AT 4 BT T R 22 s
TR 22 5%, (A4S A7 22 o il X TR
o BEAN, SRR SAT N0 0 1 5% )2 i B (8
F8H0), XA HE T 28 AR 7 B [ R4 B - KU AT
BT I, BESE 1b Kl R A AR 2 T g s
HEATAS S B0 PR 109 ATy, 4 o R R T 8 R0

3 5T 1b: BAEIHLAS A B S SR
gﬁggg(xﬁkiﬁa‘zwf‘%ﬂbﬁ@i%)

h TR R R T O 4 R R e, AT
1b EFSYE 1a B3R B UEAT T okt . 156, DF5E 1b
S RO NSRS EIR YN P s e (i
PEATA T, DA i FSE 1a WP 2R TS |k
(45 SO 2% L HR, BFSE 1b DA AGE = AZ B 52
FEAE R At St (4845, B 7E38 0 R AR i 0 24
PR 55 =, WFSE 1b 4546 T B, LA
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R7T FHNRAFRNEABMSEHLRTH

AR [mH RS B GUSTY 1= R A B
(W) —125.47(1.636) (H &) —125.90(1.654)
5] 0.38"(0.130) 5 0.397(0.130)
iy 0.01(0.006) AR 0.01(0.006)
X —0.28"7(0.083) X —-0.27""(0.083)
HE —0.02(0.014) HE —0.01(0.014)
G B TR -0.15""(0.030) B HLA) -0.157"(0.030)
AR EE a —0.40"(0.127) FAREBE 2 -0.42"7(0.127)
AR EE b 0.54°"°(0.120) HAREHE b 0.54"7°(0.120)
FEARFEHE ¢ 0.58°"°(0.108) FiARFHE ¢ 0.58""(0.108)
TAEGEAR —0.13(0.075) TAEBEAR -0.177(0.075)
AT iRt 0.317(0.141) T firt 0.297(0.141)
WA A a 1.0377(0.223) HLAS AL a 1.08"7(0.223)
LA A b 0.48°(0.232) HLEFAMEH b 0.46"(0.232)
LA A ¢ 0.26(0.456) HLER AL ¢ 0.27(0.457)
Bz -0.22""(0.073) ZaRA P~ —-0.19(0.073)
Gini % 0.1377°(0.019) Gini 2% 0.1377°(0.018)
In GDP 15.1977°(0.116) In GDP 15.23"77°(0.116)
HLAS N E R 1 -0.60""(0.085) Bl N E bR 2 -0.637(0.152)

T FORIAE a = SR MR LEHRE SR 1 R LS HOW AR, BOREERE b= SR IX LERERBIE T 2 LISCH Y A AR, HiRHE c= %
PRI S BE R AT B LSRR AR, TARPOE AR = T LARTEA RIS B AT RER LA N, MG T = TEid 2% 12 MRS
e 3 e i 5 N T BE ML 8 A R ME R BLES N a = RAERMTIHLEEA; PLE AT b = 2R AE AP
meAs HLER A ¢ = A AT (T LA, PLER BB RS 1= HLER AR a SHLES AR e P45 H P340 HlasA

BUEEER 2 = LA A a, b, ¢, d, e FLEKH IS5,
p<0.05."p<0.01."p<0.001. FHSH NIRHER,

GRIA)AS AT UL PR 2 Chn JRUAR ) X 245 SR A 52 el
WJE, BF9E 1b RA T 5 1a AREEE S SR,
BRI 25 S AR AN [ Bk ] i RSO 1 o

31 HA&

A 5T ) BCHE ok B BRI R 3R 77.1(the
Eurobarometer 77.1, 2012), H& /N RN HLE A
FIASBE M 5 T AT QBB N U B N 2, &R
“CNIE FE SRR 1A GRS e B N2 . BR
PHEERR 26 77.1 B8 2012 4F 2 A 25 H & 2012 4F
3 H 12 HXTEBARFEEMRNA RS % &)
HEAT TN T URRICEE 1Y, BREARMEER A 27 SRR
VA Y E Y 26751 44 B AR

S5 1a —F¢, FRATHE RN I FE 2R 75 fE R
RABIREAR G IR TR ERE AT, WALZ IR 22
KA @ FEAR G IR T EREAR . 3 8 a1
[ )2 T AR AR 1t DA e 4% 1Rl 8 AR N 1 e 154,
BIPER . AR AR A
32 M=
3.21 REERAALEE A B

MRUNIE T 2R 77.1 rh 5 EGNHLEs A B AH DG 1Y

LR 5 T () “pLas AT s e, Wy
EATE B AT, @) PLas AL 7 AR TAE;
G)Blas NZBm, KA EANTA] DSOS AR
R RME R G 1) AR, (4) Bl N Je—Fhifs 274
T LAY, (5) s ARz L AT LARG Rk
R TAENLS . AT 5 DB FREER
JERABLES NI 348 DL B2 BSR4 ks 4 6
Wil = Z2 AR, 4 = 22/, K, %8
1. 3 F1 5 SRS imlitar o 49538 e 28 W il 2 AL
i N BB BE T
3.22 ¥E#tSME

MRS 77.1 v 5 ot 2 i 1) AR OC iy 2 H
A4 4 T < NIE 3 S8 Bl 1 RO LLAD B R AE 7
PURR 2500 N F 2 B A4t nydz 8. 328
PS40 KA A R 32 52 e N R v (DRI
Wi B Bl ik 2 NGB 3 AR NS SR Z H 2 5 (2)KK
WMIEA T B ez, 3L B G & B K%
J1o RAEmML, RREAGIR ARSNGB SR B,
DA ya) 525 b 20 55 482 B B AT TER 35 Bl o /R XT e
Z3CFE? 5 GYRATMR N E £ RINGE S G 2 T
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*8 ZERWAOZRUHEFEEMEFKTE

Ex FEA R (V) I (o ) A (M/SD) In (GDP) (10 12)
1 eS| 1059 55.15% 49.97 (19.19) 3.46
2 B ilin) 1051 53.00% 49.81 (17.80) 2.72
3 far = 1014 52.86% 50.68 (18.61) 2.96
4 7 ] 1552 49.74% 52.44 (18.22) 3.57
5 BRI 1036 56.56% 47.44 (16.82) 3.36
6 JERRER 501 54.69% 47.81 (17.87) 1.79
7 FH2 1019 50.34% 50.84 (18.26) 2.54
8 Fe IR 2% 1008 54.27% 45.64 (17.14) 2.38
9 B [ 1331 53.57% 50.74 (20.21) 3.42
10 7 I 999 53.25% 46.08 (17.36) 2.45
11 VEPEA 1004 53.09% 47.18 (18.87) 3.17
12 AT 1009 54.51% 48.90 (18.74) 2.39
13 752 1003 53.64% 55.58 (18.60) 2.44
14 Ty 1016 48.33% 57.51 (15.78) 2.76
15 T b R 1031 56.06% 46.01 (15.94) 2.64
16 FETH B 506 50.99% 43.38 (17.29) 1.44
17 $E v LA 1003 56.73% 46.12 (16.40) 2.36
18 ZV R 1000 62.60% 49.84 (19.26) 1.37
19 ) 2F F 1021 56.90% 47.83 (17.37) 2.15
20 o758 24 Y- 1024 53.52% 42.76 (16.86) 1.44
21 VA R 1021 54.95% 46.32 (18.12) 1.64
22 HAh 500 62.00% 51.63 (17.88) 0.98
23 W2 1000 58.90% 49.26 (18.85) 2.72
24 B ke 1000 58.20% 45.96 (15.32) 2.00
25 Wi S R 1017 52.02% 48.33 (17.90) 1.71
26 EIIpEINI 1006 51.99% 48.16 (16.82) 1.76
27 L=y IN2 1020 47.65% 44.98 (16.61) 2.28
M 26, 751 54.08% 48.72 (18.08)

fi#7 5 (4)RRINZE 523 IEAE S — > BRI B I
EIIBN . ok A B E R BRI ek . 55
J0 B 2] e A b DX R AT G S SRR B TR B AR
YHIAE 2 2 FE7 L B A B YA 4 ST
¥ 4 2 BRI R 1 BEAESHR L, Al %
AL S Ak S0 ) B g
323 NMEEEMIEFRITE

ARWFFE % T LA T GE U AATTE AL A
B A N2 T BN DG AR AR /. A
Mgt iG] . s BE . AR, B
RS A2 2 (McClure, 2018); 7E4 AR EAE
b, BRI S R A T AT Se AR i 2 56 Fn
AR, LGB R 22 B R (1 24 BR (H) PRx B} 27 &
PRI A K R 1) 24 B AnAey™) | A FHAILAS AR 15 B0 (B
PR A L E TAE Tl S ALER A, R
FH 4 ML & A B TAE A i Tl BLEs A7), DA Rk

TRXFHLAE A A — RS B (B — Bk U, RXFHLER A
(IS FEANMT? 7)o DIAERIFST R, X 28 it m]
A8 R M AATTXEBIL#S L) 1) J8 % (Carradore, 2022;
Rughinis et al., 2018; Vu & Lim, 2021), LA F/M&)Z
TR (845 ) A8 2 ) BRI 340k B RIS R R 77.1, A
T g i) AR 5 AT LU/ RO [ B AR X R
R R G 2 Sk At M T B S
324 ExREEMEHTZE

BT 2R A 217 AT REAZ 21 28 0% K R OK T 1 5%
mel, FRATEEG] T 2011 AR [E A X B AR B E
(gross domestic product per capita, GDP per capita),
RI—A~ R B 255 7™ B A AR BEAR THE
X —E ok | 5 &k 45 bR (World Bank, 2011). 4
TR PREEE R IR, FRATON I N AR 7 B E X
. (InGDP), JF7E it A 43t i ffi FH i 26 X 55 e 6 )5
IEILER 8),
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325 HiiAFE

ARMWFSE LI A 2 ) 6 B 32 AR B SRR
DA, JENALE AR A A AR, MR AR
X, #HE . )R Bk, Hlas A
X Pl N — RS EEAIE K GDP bl s &, i
STATA 47 HDFE (High dimensional fixed effects)Zk
ISR g T e ISP R v oA TS VA2 (1

y; = pix; + Control ; + Control ; +a; +¢;

Hop i FoRME, j FRRER, y 2R 1R R,
xi JEWLES N FEFR, Control, 271K 2 1 i 4 il

AphE, Control; FRERZMERA R, o R

E R E BN, & FnbabLiRZE,
33 #R

79 AL TR G EAE A OCHE. NFR 9
AT DUE Y, NS AR 5 2 a2 i ) 1R O
(r=-0.154, p <0.001),

BTV 2 45 i AR i 5 AL N B B A
St AH G, LA S ] 5R [ E A800 s AT BESE I 3 o
BATLL At Sy AR 5, JBNHLES A8 A
Arde, JRRAE A B 5 E S E RO A AR AT
HDFE £ P B3 53 #r .

R P, AEHERR T O it A S i AR
(RPMES] . AR . AR BEMESE) . HoRAHE
K ) AR i (DR R H AR B 2488 . BLas Al R

X AL AN — RSB ) ] 5 J2 T A D428 ) A2 (1
K GDP), VLK [ 5% [ 5 20 W52 Je, BATHLAY
NS 67 1) 52 W R AL 23 i), B = —0.077, p <
0.001, TEULEE 10,
3.4 itig

WFFE 1o o R RS 52 103 14 7 vk PR S A T R
PLEF B A1 R4 21T AR T R . (H 5 RZ24L
PR —FF, HA — )5 R P (Barnes et al.,
2018). 5L, RIZR AT AN s AR 1 2 (R A9 PR G
Fo B, HURRSTEDE S 2 HAb TP
PN, NP IS . 5 =, & EANHLAR A
105 A 2 M ) AR DG B AR B A B, AR A T
W B, 5T 45 AL AT RB A7 AE 22 5% (Yam et al.,
2023), 550U, FRATR A 0B PR B — i a] 45
RAE o BRI, A5 RENE AR 7 T 22 i i) B (9 i,
A B2 = 0 98 45 AR o ) 4 B L i AR

4 R 2 SRIAERER PRI

BIF5E 2 LA 3 A 1) 7 3 (R i AF 58 ) PR
VIR N RS E S e T P SE YN E L S-S e

TR A E R
41 #iK

AW 5T K G*Power 3.1 ¥ {F:(Faul et al., 2007)
e BT FEAS B, 0T A S geas A DG A0, 2

RO MHXMESHMREHE

A 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

1 PR —

2 AR 0.02""  —

3 FhIX 0.01 —0.05"" —

4 #HE -0.01" -0.13"" 0.13"™" —

5 #&HmZE -0.0277 -0.0777 0.04™" 0237 —

6 BlagRk  —0.02" —0.157" 0.08"" 02777 0197 —

7 BB 0.01  —0.05" 0.01 0.03"" 0.04™" 0.06™ «—

8 HLAAMIH °-0.12"" —0.06""" —0.02""  0.06™" 0.04™ 0.12"" 0.09"™" —

9 HLAEAMH ©-0.02"" —0.04™" -0.02" 0.01°  0.02” 0.04™" 0.02"" 0.00 —

10 *ﬁzgg -0.13"" -0.12"" 0.05"" 0.2 0.13 0407 0.12"° 0.13"" 0.05" —

11 In GDP -0.02"" 0.07 0.01 -0.01" 0.10"" 0.077" 0.02"" 0.04™" -0.00 —0.01 —

12 HLE§ A —0.10™  0.06™" —0.04™" —0.20""" —0.14™"" —0.26™" —0.08"" —0.10""" —0.04"" —-0.55""" 0.01 —

13 EFE&iH —0.00  —0.05"" 0.06™" 0.157" —-0.11°"" 0.22"" 0.03™" 0.02" 0.00 -02"" -0.02" -0.15"" —
M 4872 192 19.02 554 201 0.05  0.06 0.0l 2.87 246 252 299
SD 18.08 080  4.74 1.63  0.68 021 023 0.1 0.74  0.68 048 0.1

T ALES AT a = RETERM AN LA AT b= BETE AP LES AT ¢ = 2787 H A 7 i i

LN
"p<0.05,"p<0.01,""p<0.001
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R0 BANEARBHRL 2R SRR, FAENTEAEILT T IK S (3)H
. it AR B i 5 0ok A AS 4R T Bk (4)PLEE A
A RES B & AR 4 AR HE A TF M A IR (S)PLER A
JRFIALER A8y =0.077"" (0.007)

XL e A B — e 2
PLES AT 7R
PLES AT TAE B
Blgs N Hoflu oy

0.069""" (0.005)
0.024 (0.014)
-0.026 (0.013)
-0.024 (0.027)

BhF 2L il

HEHZE Egiil

HE 0.002"""(0.0003)
X =1

AR —0.000"" (0.0002)
59 0.052""" (0.006)
W 2.614"" (0.043)
] % 1 7 550 il

LI 25769

AL R 0.113

F 99.74™""

H: In GDP [ F L4 M (VIF = 17.17), K 7E HDFE £tk
VA3 MR In GDP, f#i f Esttab b4 H1B% In GDP HijJ5 B4
FER 25 R B, T AT 0000 A5 e of PRI A k) [l ) R 50 f 2
ANAZFE, R AE R S B BR In GDP JE Y45 R . A M ik i
il T AR BB E DG | AL B R R X (RN AR i, P
ZRR TR, RAERTHARERE).

“p<0.01,p<0.001, S H NERER,

HFFE 1 AH A B 25 R B SF R0 i = 0.30,
FMAKF o = 0.05, FikF] 5% ST T =
T 134 Bk, BRI REA Bk Pk iR ek
W EA, fF Credamo ‘& FIHHHE T 150
Zplk. Horb 2 ZuaR BT @ TR, A
RN 148 N ARAF 4R 30.11 2 (SD = 5.71),
Horb otk 84 45 56.8%).
42 ##l

B Fn L3 A B o oK Yogeeswaran 55 A (2016)
o i A BRI BIL A AR M i 3R . I R A
TR NS ol A B L NI TR, B4
YeREAL S S A4 H o BOHLAS ABLSL 9 2% H An
T (D)“FRATT H AR I T LA A A8 IE A
HAZRI”; ) “PLas N TC AR AT TAE;
B MK IR F, HLaw AFT N2 A % 4 R HE RS B
B (4) DLy NBAR 0 K e 23 i N 28 05t
AL FIHLES”; () ML ATE H 8 A= 16 o Y B 2835 Kot
N T . Hdp &8 2 B mitsr.
AL AN R 2 B AR (DHLE ATE H 3
A SRR Tz N AR R B AL, A e T A
KA aS Z ] B SRR (2)F kA AR ar bl A2

FHIABOI AR S Z M AR . RN Likert7
MER, 1 HEEARE, 7 MERFE. A5t
AL N LS B 4E B /%) Cronbach’s o RECH
0.87, BHIHLES NI R 4EE 1Y Cronbach’s o £
oM 0.93, 4% HAY Cronbach’s a Z%0H 0.95,

AL AR 6 R AL 20 A iR Osgood
F1 Muraven (2015)f4 254t A&, AL 6
MNEH: (DT ER M RREER,; 2)F~M
ZEAE A G =AR SR AR 2 (4)1kAth
NS PR R AR E A, (5) 1A N HR RS AR
WEER; O AT REELEN., FHHH
Likert7 s53t45, 1 AR AR, 7 HAEEFE. 15
o3 R B UH SR AL S ) BRR . ARHF ST iR R
Cronbach’s a 2%k 0.79,

AR BE . SRR FE TR A I R ] Wohl 55 A
O10)MEMAREER R, ZERUT S AKH: (1)
AT AR AT O QI AL AKAE
Ly B)FRIT AR AR (HFRINH AN
AIEESRT 25 (ST NI R BTG T1 52 % 7]
fao M4l 1,24 ity SR Likert7
By, VASEEARRE, 7 hTEeRE., B
ROPEREER, AR, 25AEHMN
Cronbach’s a 2%k 0.92,

R T RS G R R AR A v, BFSE A
AT UM 22 5 (DXL AN REFRERE (Leo &
Huh, 2020): #RXFHLa% A5 N T8 68 AR AR B
2?7 (1= ZRaABE, 7= AEHAT); QIURXHLE
NENTRRRERRER? (1 = 22 ARER, 7 =
FEHEXO; B) EMA 2B Z (Adler et al., 2000), LA
KPR AR PN F Gt AR
43 HR

PSR TESE: =S S (T RSP SIE K PN
@Hﬁ&ﬁ%ﬁéﬁﬁiﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ$ﬁ?§(l’ apw = —0.41, p <
0.001; ras: = —0.40, p < 0.001; rum = —0.40, p <
0.001), FEAtoxfiim 55 4 A M B 2 W3 ARG =
—0.46, p < 0.001), A FEE S EIPLE AUb be H:
WA HE BE Y 5 o 2 IE A OC(r aw = 0.75, p < 0.001;
Fax =073, p<0.001; rum = 0.73, p < 0.001). 5HL
WAREKE . E2EE ., TMASHEMAOS T
A AR A AR R AT AR OGS B, 45 2R & B4 T
PSRN E I e T RS PRSI SN AW 7 PS8
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WA B 1 5 I 3 A SE (r = —0.23, p = 0.005;
ras =-0.22, p=0.008; rym =—0.23, p =0.006), 3%
Fhos i HEMEIERE B ENALE = -0.26, p =
0.002), AR AR5 BN HLAF N RPN B I A2
PR 5 EAE(ram = 0.60, p <0.001; rus: = 0.59,
p<0.001; 7 s =0.57, p<0.001),

R T TE A A R R A TR SR B s R X
SEAL 23 o 1) 52 e o TR AR, SPSS Y
PROCESS F2J¥ i 17 25 B IE 1Y Bootstrap i 5
(Hayes et al., 2013), ¥EFEBIAY 4, B HIHE 5000
Wo TE 95%MYEAF XA R, FF AL s A E A
H A&, Rt e m ARy AR R, R S AR AR A
o IS O S AR Y OIS T RE S VR . ]
2R, 95%[%) Bootstrap E A7 X HIAEF 0, KL
PRAE SR A T IRATAIL A N B X 25 A 2 0 1) 1) 5
Wi (]380 = —0.12, SE = 0.05, 95% CI [-0.218,
—0.024]), FEFEHI T HEMKE RIS, BIIHLES B
X 2 Ak 2 00 ) B L R S P S 3 (LA, =
—0.06, SE = 0.05, 95% CI [-0.161, 0.034]), UiPH%E
=Y rs n  a (S
4.4 Vg

5T 2 ARG R A 9 07 20— 20 e 1 8L
i N5 SEA S (T e R . Ak, ST 2
M SR T AR AR AR BRI N 5 SR A S
MR P TR AER . AR5 2 WAEfe R R,
[ 25 8 A 1) 235 S 0] e A2 21 e W] 2 T TSk A
FEIR I ZR o SRS UEME P 2 4347 2% 2 L[] O 2
%, G L B HIEALE) 42 = 334.5, df = 185, 53
LRI 42 = 362.5, df = 186, 2E{EH N 28.000 (df =
1), BEREKFEQP < 0.05), VEIHFELE—ERILFE
Ty 22 1, PRk, BF5Y 3 45 LSS SR AT 0y O ik
(R ARSI PN DO o W (N 0B A PG EEN
IR A EH

5 WE5E3: RIARERIER R ERI (L)

WF5E 3 FH 250 1 75 SR A BB L
B 7K, — 7 T R B ML N B2 i S5 4k 2 A
) ) RSG5 — T T A P O T AR AR £ S Y v
EM
51 #ik

AW T AT G*Power 3.1 S & BT kEA
7, BOh SN =02, BEMEKFE a=0.05 H
PRI 28 W 7K g ] 13 75 23k 266 24 1A B IS 3]
90% I GE i1 #6511 . 7E Credamo V-5 SEI I RIE A

T A A BB R SR B, AR A AU
Pt 270 Ao #ol-F 4R 29.01 %(SD = 7.07),
7 166 (5 61.5%). I A HATE I8 1k 2 i
AP AR 132 T SRR U B IR AUE R B, A A E B
TESL B0 25 o 5 R4S — 2 LI e

52 #F

A FE Jy B R P KPRl ] et wial bl b
BLA3 L 2] 75 BT HIL A gk i 21 sl AR AT AL 2 Ak
INeH, TR, = BN LA U 2 1
MRS NN 43 53] 135 Ao dm et ik 2H gk
S AS ] 4 B gt A A 5 LS AL N 11
%ﬁﬂ(qz(Yogeeswaran et al., 2016; Zlotowski et al.,
2017): oy BRI HL A N B 20 4 LA A A 0
LS AFEIR S R B R 5, HATRE . T
1. WHsHE T Fis e 1 L S ARG i . Xt
WA AE B g J1 AR TR, BE 08 AR 4T M 5 A TAT: 55
IAVR IR BIL 2 N R 20 B iU () 1A DU A sz, AR
W LS AN AE LS b i R B OREARE, BB UK
T, JCEARLS b 58 45 AT 55 o AR e A S
HS T RAHL g A UM 2 RN AL A 4
awE W 2, TEASE I b, B SE R 4E R
Cronbach’s o Z %k 0.84, A [A] & W 4E 15 Y
Cronbach’s a Z2%0°~ 0.91, 4#F3 H AY Cronbach’s a
BN 0.93)ME HER K A

FH T AL e A AT 2 AP e 2H ML 2 2R
R T BE 25 Lh il aUsR 28] L AT 8, AT o) S 56 4
W —E g, R ORI S TR
SRR, ZE RN A H Agarwat fil Karahanna
(2000) A5, LA EHELIT 4 ~5&H: (HDEX M
WL LR T R, (B XU TR AL T AR 2R
IRy G)RARZTEZ XA (7 XU LE TR )
Jo. Hi sk H 4 hmitsr. R Likert7
st VRAEEARE, 7 MAERFE. 55505
F WS RUAT AR BB . FEABESE T, 2E R
Cronbach’s a 2%k 0.89,

SR AT AR AR R B (I i T BRI SR 2, 7E
ALY, 4 HRM Cronbach’s a REUHN 0.92)
7 = v (T V== 1 = o I = N i D 5 A NS M SR P
1% 1Y Cronbach’s a REK 0.89), M 2% H H 284
AEEBERAME, RIS NAOSGI#E8 .

VO B H AR A BE . https://www.bilibili.com/video/ BV1p84
11f7Rm/?spm_id_from=333.999.0.0&vd_source=7a98762f30b56
56dalf201f5059a10b5

R BB E% 4% . https://www.bilibili.com/video/ BV 1Ko4y
IM7hi/?spm_id_from=333.337.search-card.all.click
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53 #£R

PRI R I 20T R R, a1 BT
NI M = 4.09, SD = 1.31, 95% CI [3.86, 4.31])
BEE TR A M = 3.51, SD = 1.32, 95% CI
[3.28, 3.73]), F(1, 268) = 13.16, p < 0.001, > = 0.47,
90% CI [0.014, 0.093], FHIHERIA L.

PRI R T 20T R woR, i a b A ) B A A
&M =3.15, 8D = 1.32, 95% CI [2.93, 3.37]) . & i
TR (M = 2.84, SD = 1.26, 95% CI [2.62,
3.06]), F(1, 268) = 4.01, p = 0.046, n> = 0.02, 90%
CI [0.000, 0.055].

PR R 20 e R, UL R4
B[] (M = 5.20, SD = 0.96, 95% CI [5.04, 5.37]) .
ETAR B ZH (M = 5.44, SD = 0.73, 95% CI [5.32,
5.570), F(1, 268) = 5.21, p = 0.023, 2 = 0.02, 90%
CI [0.001, 0.054] . AH AT 45 3R I, JEHNHLAER A gk
R EE (IR = 0, Wdiha = 1) SHEMEER
WEIEA (= 0.12, p = 0.046), 5oEFt oA 2
FAHK(r = —0.14, p = 0.023), FEREE S B2
0 ) 222 8 35 UM S (r e = —0.39, p < 0.001) FfJERN
PR A R A 4 ) AR 1 R A TP 5 25 00, S5 SRR
T B H Y SEA S e AT SR AR TR U A, 25 57 it
h% %, F(1,267)=3.58, p=0.059, 1. =0.01,

R Tk A A R R A TE RN ML s R X
SEAL 23 o e 1) 52 e o TR AR, fdH SPSS Y
PROCESS F2J¥ i 17 f 22 B IE 1Y Bootstrap i 5
(Hayes et al., 2013), SRR 4, [ HFE 5000
W TE 95%HYEAF X MHF, FHERABLES A EUE
AR = 0, @@l = 1), ¥rits
o0 ) VA R A d, A SRR AR B S A AR, Al
R30I BN AT IR B R W, 95% 1) EHAR
XEIAEE 0, KULAEMREE A T EHAPLE A
ol % S At S0 ) A 5 T (] 23800 = —0.08, SE =
0.04, 95% CI [-0.178, —0.004]), 7Efi T4 A H &
Jei, JRSNHLAS B X 2 Ak 20 ) Y AR T AN
WL (EAERY = -0.16, SE = 0.10, 95% CI [—0.348,
0.033]), UEIIEEMREIERE 2T AMERM. D EgER
T, BOMALAE N B 2 B E A S i, X2
TRNPLAS N B 2 1G5 AT S A i, o il
NN ] T SR At 254728 .

54 itig

ST 3 38 5 SIS 1 5 SR T IR ALAS A
S Al P s e TR S B S S VAR KR 5 2 B
A R AR o (RUBRTAIL 28 AR S A 25 i

[ia] %) 5% e s, 1T i A2 2 HAD T GE rh A Y52 e, iz A
2K F Y (Jackson et al., 2020), TAEAN %48/l ££
J&(Yam et al., 2023)F1 1 1 {5 45 (Yam et al., 2023),
R, FST 4 846 95 Ho At R B8 v A 1 52 e

6 BT 4 HEBRHE DL

N T AR SY 3 SIS Ay S, B
9% 4 H4 1 [ RN D7 2R RS B I T =X
FEEIMAT Hg nT gE A A8 i, DU RS
UFSE R R A VR AP 4 Mt T2 AN,
TAEAS 2 42 8/ 35 Ml £ BB 67 DS 26 (Yam et al,
2023). 32 N2 SURHE AT 5 P A HoAth
NEBR R R, Mk, Sk EEE, L
BRI R B, ALas A™ il vz A2 3 SO/ D i A
[8]fi UL (Jackson et al., 2020), TAFA % 4%/ 5 £
JEFE DU TN I AR R A ke 1 B2 PR A Ak
BBV BN, IR oE B, T AR bl
NGl 3 TAEASZE A B3 52 T TAEE B 5 R
ASCHATT A (Yam et al., 2023),
6.1 #ik

ARG A G*Power 3.1 Wi 5E s FEA
i, BRSOV R £= 0.2, BFEHKFE a=0.05,
PRI 2R W 7K i ] 3 1 23k 266 44 #X A RETA ]
90% Ge 114656 F1 . 7E Credamo “F- & SEI R A
T A A BB R SR B, TR A AU
Pt 270 Ao #Ol-F 4RI 29.99 X (SD = 7.48),
M 197 25 73.0%). BT B A SE T iR =Z i
PIAF AN 132 T SR U B IR UG R B, A S e B
TESL I 45 5 A% — 2 LI R
6.2 EF

ARG Ry B R R AR ] B, wial bk b
HLABE B B4 % B2, 7F e 248 #ptik
o BRI BR AL A ) 135 Ao R T XA AR
N B FE AT RN, W e S B SRR — B4R
FIEHTEEGTFIA %, 2024), K@i ndig
BT

AN KR AR, MBAKSLA
£ kiFSBEBRM(H R L, REA, BKRAK
ARF), 4R AR I KA & 7T 48 @ 16 49
WA, VAR B Z G R A @ s 6 L
(RY T 100 F), ”

X HREH By FE 1B QT

“REAEA LA R ALK, MBAK LB
ARHITHF SRR EH (B RIS WREH
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HAHE), AR E — A R AL E A
ANEHYFT(RY T 100 F),

B TE T B EAE 55 5 S T LA A JE
oyt R R HIAIL28 AU B I i (R F 5 2, FEAS S50
L PRSE I 4EEE Y Cronbach’s o %M 0.87, A
[A] B 4 B 1Y Cronbach’s o 2E0H 0.90, 4355 H
i Cronbach’s a %N 0.93)E MR 2 .

SRJE HEAT T B A I B AR AR TR
RS 2, FEASCE Y, 2945 H 1Y Cronbach’s a
FHCH 0.90, XFiz A Ry R ] McFarland
FQROI)FRHI Iz N T L mk: BIAHIL 5 4
KIE, BAKTEEA AR, (8 (R R r) &SR
A AR, Hor— AN AR <>, 57—~ [ Bl )
RFNF; WOl T ZkFE R AR Qo F Ff
AT A B 584 AR Z M CREDTE; filn,
TEREG A 58 4 37 A9 15 Bl R s A o H B 5 4R
F— AR NS RR L, TRE BN 2SR
P s Bl 5 T A A NS A BE S o X AR
AN /=3 R R A Yam 58 A(2023)19
R, ZmRAHE 3 NKE (H)REHBIBIB RS K
R TR, QXTI TAERTHURBIA L, (3)FK
AT AT BETE AN A BKE R R L TR, R
Likert 7 51147, 1 A EANE, 7 A2 FE. 15
R e B T AR AN 22 2 J8/ ol £ Rl . 7E AT
i1, 4# 45 H Y Cronbach’s o 250K 0.90, X 11
TEERPI AT 6 N4 H: (DFM; ()i 3)E
JES (RME; (SPEIE; (6)4 o HERMT Likert 7 5%
o, 1 A RA, 7 RARRRE, 1950 8E K]
TIAE IR . TEAMR T, 234 HA Cronbach’s
a RBCH 0.92,

LA R g R (T I N S S Py
23A5 [ I 5% - Touré-Tillery H1 Light (2018)f3%
soill it 3R, #OAT M 8 Mg, IR
HAZ KBS S#HARMIT (1 = X%, 7 =
Yaxf4z), Blan: “RIEFEEZYRE b, PR T, X )
A NGE R AR K — AR HTE B 7 i o IR 2315
TORG XA NAR RS2 7 4550 R 3 B R A S
LR . FEARDESE T, 2F4% HIW Cronbach’s o &
B 0.79, HAAE R AR 5 i 2% H P R
FEAESH, &FHS ANOSHE R
6.3 H#HR

KR 7 20 M as R wos, BN ) BB AR
JEH(M = 4.83, SD = 0.97, 95% CI [4.65, 5.01]) i
S TXHRLL(M = 3.36, SD = 1.14, 95% CI [3.18,

3.54]), F(1, 268) = 130.51, p < 0.001, 7 =0.33, 90%
CI[0.254,0.394], £HEIFH R

HN R 2200 R R, B a2
W (M = 4.86, SD = 0.96, 95% CI [4.71, 5.01]) @ # 1k
FXFHBZH (M = 5.11, SD = 0.82, 95% CI1 [4.95, 5.26]),
F(1, 268) = 5.25, p = 0.023, 0. = 0.02, 90% CI
[0.001, 0.054], HMISC/MHras KRR, BAIHLAS Ak
AR RE IR = 1, B4 = )5 KEER R
FHIEAEG = 0.40, p < 0.001), 5 3EH S0 5
FEHMAF(r =-0.14, p = 0.023), EHEIESFEHS
i ) 222 4 2 A OC (7 e = —0.39, p < 0.001),

R TR Tk A A R TR A TE BN BIL A R X
A 2 i ) 19 5 e R R TR AR, A SPSS
PROCESS 2 /¥ ¥ 17 fl 22 £ 1E /) Bootstrap £ 5
(Hayes et al., 2013), WEFEREIAY 4, EHIHE 5000
Wo TE 95%ME A5 X MR, FHERABLE A BUE A
HARR A = 1, Bd = 2), ¥oritaiim
YRR R AR 5, AR IBAE A As i, b ARk
N AT o TR BN R B0 25 S R, 95% I B X ]
AL 0, IR E A T IRINHLES A B X
AL o] 5 e (RHERON,. = —0.29, SE = 0.06,
95% CI [—0.427, —0.190]), 7EfEH T HEAKEIE),
JEATHIL AR N B XoF 2 4t 2 00 1] 79 322 52 T AN P dnd
F(HHRY = —0.04, SE = 0.11, 95% CI [-0.175,
0.260]), UtIIEEIREIER 2T AEM. UL L4
PR K T MR AR, BB BL S A
I REAR R A S ] 2 B T T AT SRR IR
BT HEBR TR th A AR g, A 5 ez A28
F X TARA A /=0l £ & B T R A L
N AT BT o 12 N8 32 SCRY A 2800 A 36 245 AR U
95%M B IX [ 4L & 0, Hkiz AJsE Xk
JEBIL A8 N B T 3 At 2 ) 1 52 i) () 223800 =
-0.05, SE = 0.03, 95% CI [-0.132, 0.004]), TAEAR
AR A SN RS I 25 A R, 95% R AR IX ]
AL 0, HIL TAEAR R 2P TIPS A8
JOIRXSF 2 Ak 2 U ) ) 5 e (TN 4228800 = —0.13, SE =
0.05, 95% CI [-0.235, —0.052]), fE351H] T TAEAZ
RRIT, B B X S A2 1] 1Y) 3R )
AN FE(EESOY = —0.12, SE = 0.12, 95% CI
[-0.344, 0.111]), Ui TAEA % 280K 52 2 rh Ak
FH o BT BRI A RGO G B 5 SR R, 95% 1 B
5 DX AL 0, R 67 T A% T Hh A B BL AR A
S X S AL S ) B S e ([R] 4240 = —0.07, SE =
0.05, 95% CI [-0.167, 0.019]).
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L
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BT TAEA L Ay A 3800 e 2, (H )42
BNL(—0.13)/NF AR AR 1B (-0.29), P H A
BE LR AR R TN, T i — 20 R TAEAR & Ak
AR A £ A B HTIL 25 800 R 55 e 2 i 1] 22 1]
WA, 5, SR IR B S A
Xl DASEAE S VS AR &, JBAIBLAS A8 H
FE—2). TIERLEBMERERCEE Z2ER
H A AT 2R M, S5 R B, AR Mg
SFAL 2 1) 0 T T 4 3 (bR AL B = —0.45, ¢ =
=5.80, p < 0.001), i TAEANZE 4280 SR At 23 fut o] (1)
T AE A .35 (brifEfk B = 0.08, ¢ = 1.02, p =
0.307), VASEAtox i o AR 5, S8R AR
N AR, SRR T AR 2 B R A T
AT R B, AU rh SR AR TEOOT ik 2l 1] 119 A2
ZHH-0.325 (SE = 0.044, CR = —7.421, p < 0.001),
TAEALE A B W At 23 ) 1Y B A2 RECH 0.049
(SE = 0.038, CR = 1310, p = 0.190), 7 [F]—H&#l
X EE AT UL, T A AN 22 4 OGS S5 Ak 2 165 1) A9 52 i e 4
A £ BEOUS SE A S 1) 1) 5% M B 55
6.4 itit

WESE 4 I — 2 S 3 T IRGALER AU i S 4
S ) Y PRSRARIONE, AR PR SRR T AR AR R R R Ay
ERT . IEAh, BFFT 4 HEBR T2 A8 3 SCR 1 1 ek
TE BT AIL 2 M XoF 2 4 23 1 1) A9 5% 1 v %) o A
YEHT . AR DAAEAIGY & BRALAER A 2 mT DAGE 2E AT
B9z N2 3= X (Jackson et al., 2020), {HiX A fEH 7
FER AN ZE IS DL T o SR, MHLEE AT R 1
S A5 B B, SRR RLON W BEANAEAE o IRk, BF
5% 4 BRI TAEA G 2R BE P A BN AL a8 A U xof
At (s, X 5 DA IS R — B0 (Yam
et al., 2023),

7 W5 S50 NANERIR BT /E A
WFFE 5 355 P SN PR B BRI L

B | BEAR | SR | TRERY | (0RF |

h I8
T | B0 | 19 | Bick | ACE | 23| M| K% | B | 10 | L8 A
2022/9/25 9:36:57 wHEY

RATHNG IR, " PR i 2 4 L

e N2 ) 2 4k 2 i 1) v g 3015 4
7.1 #ik

K G*Power 3.1 #f4:(Faul et al., 2007)3 B4
SIS AR A, 6 T AR SR FH A LR R T 25 43
Mr, BURZERe i £=0.2, BEMAKFE a=0.05, 4
Bk 4, ZLEH] 0% MG TR 1 AT 359 4
Bk, i3 Credamo “F S IK, FEHLTECE N
PR = U ZE . R EB2H . SN & B 2
IPA 2N (190 S MR | R & S B B RE W= X v < i)
BB IR SR AR, FIRABEIEIL 400 (&
T 264 ZHYWARFEIRAE 19~60 % (M = 30.95, SD =
6.99)Z [0, HA AR 100 N Frf gl 7E S5
TF 6 Z W 4420 132 1 923 it I O F R R, A%
BRI RTE S50 45 o AR — SRR
72 EF

SEH 5 O 2 (AL U 5 vsAIR) x 2 (N
SRR N vs AR TE] SER T, BT A B R e
HLATECE] 4 DA By H b —24

T X B 1 B ML AR K AT RN,
2 % M KW 9% (Jackson et al., 2020; VFHA1 45,
2024) Y ERABARE, IAE T T 5K AS [R] B4 e ) o [
F (AL 1), 76 & BOALES U AL, 9532 17—
SRRk YN CAWNE T 35 AR O S5 % ¢ B
HEEAR T LS AR 240 A0 TAE, XF A
BCECIE BB . AR AN B AL, B e 152
T—RARNEEN RE—E AT RO,
SCEEIR T WL A A TAERM T REEAR N, A
EEP 0 NG =X i) =M )0 S R AR R TS
0 PR R A SR A AR [F] o 9l e 8 e ke
JE S T AL AR 5 R AR A 15 A A (I 4[]
5 2, FEARMEIE T, ML AR N B S M 4E B Y
Cronbach’s o RECH 0.94, BUIHLES I R R4
BE B Cronbach’s a R E N 0.94, & F W H MY
Cronbach’s a &N 0.96),

B BOALE A EU  E6 H
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FET S 4 0T T PR AR A A B O Y
St e . MR AR B S T LA X
WM IR I BE S A RS “FEAt 2 O32Erh, WA
8 — M AN&H S5 EAE LR AN B H ] T
1B . S B AT A o B BRI . TR T 1
REFEEH C SRR CR T a%Y), JEXTRHAS
SR I I, 5 R X B RSN, MR A
BATEAE S S5WEARRENEEE, » (Brewer,
1999) MR AR B9l 2R E R — b1 R
J& THARHAR AR AT, MM IR A 9 2
SKE T —AMMUATA N 8 T ISR A2 (3
FEF RGN, R, RS T AAL
/A0 i = = 171 oV = U o = N 1 S i N8
K rhiZ A Cronbach’s o Z2ECH 0.97), #lln«#s
Bly s BLH5 By i At/ it (UR 7E B e BT 3 ) R AR
B, IFH, A TR AN IR RO A R ),
B IS T MR AR R, SR R S R B 3R A
NAZE B (Aron et al., 1992), #OXH A 7 4H
KIE, BAKIEEA AR, (8 [R & r) &SR
HAME . Hp—AEEARA S, 55— EE
MR Z e LR S /b Bl ok Bk
FEBEARMITATERMITACSIIEZAZ
[ SCR M ETE, WA 5 8 S R R, Uk
WM FN O Y 3/

WBHERATHEREGE, DL RRPERE T HE
HEEAEBE, R BEREIEE R E" b,
XYM B N ST TR A, SMH MR
(OIRHEBFFE, BAEDLES A G40 TAE AL L FI(1
R, 2 AR/, ORI E R Uik, Hlds
NRE S AV e B E 25 5 A s TR EE T (1 S K,
2 TR, B, ORISR AR PN H 42
EAEISE
73 #£R

PRI R I 20T R R, a1 BT
N (M = 4.93, SD = 1.33, 95% CI [4.74, 5.11])
BEE TR AWM = 2.76, SD = 1.21, 95% CI
[2.59, 2.93]), F(1, 398) = 292.47, p < 0.001, B} =
0.42; WHEHARA M AIRMAAIREWM = 5.49, SD =
1.12, 95% CI [5.33, 5.65]) . & TAMEIRA (M =
2.93, SD = 1.96, 95% CI [2.65, 3.20]), F(1, 398) =
257.77, p <0.001,m2 =0.39, FWHEIIHZ

VUM NS (R = 0, @aiihdl =
DA PAMNEE IR (R BER = 0, SRR = DIEN
HAS R, DLoRah ot m VR S A AR s 047 5 225007

B ol B R, N BER L A SR AT S P (M =
5.80, SD = 0.69, 95% CI [5.70, 5.90]) % & & T oM
RH M =4.01,SD=1.73, 95% CI [3.76, 4.25]), F(1,
396) = 188.16, p < 0.001, 02 = 0.32, KR B 3F
2 R PE (M = 5.02, SD = 1.51, 95% CI [4.81,
5.23]) T B (M = 4.78, SD = 1.67, 95% CI
[4.55,5.02]), =R Rih% B, F(1,396)=3.31,p=
0.070, m; = 0.01, BANHLAF AP FI N SN I 22
HAE R, F(1,396) =3.99, p=0.046,1m. =0.01.
BT BN A T R I, FEAMERIAR A, i Ja W 20 1 S A
2 PESY (M = 3.76, SD = 1.71, 95% CI [3.50,
4.017) % Z X TR (M = 4.26, SD = 1.72, 95%
CI [4.00, 4.51]), F(1, 396) = 7.29, p = 0.007, 2 =
0.02; TENHFARZ, = I EUM 4H i S A 2 il ] - 43
T F 25, F(1, 396) = 0.02, p = 0.900, 2 < 0.001
(WL 2).
74 itig

WF5E S i — 25 3 HF T AL N BUP T 42
[ ORI o LAk, BFSE 5 38 3045 T INAMEEAR G T4
TEH o XFTAMEE AR B, HLAS a2 3 BRI T
At B, SR, HLAF AR I A T PR A
B I SEA S n] o 3] R A FRATTRT PR 1Y
BN IS N —A 8 T BRI 4 ik —
B, IO TRES T 7 H A SoRIEM A, M
M IS5 Z AL N, #REA R a4
052 197

. BB A B
B T T ofiCEU
- - o B
5 - %k
= 1
24 _|_
=
& 1L
H3tk
H
2 L
1 L
PR - SRR

Error bars: 95% CI

2 AS[RLEHIBIL AR A B 2H 0T A S 1 03 1) At 2
052 1) 753
H: "p<0.01.

8 W 6: TEFE LLHA a1 15 4
WFJE 6 3830 A1) 0 38 A e 0
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57 %

L

PRI I8 18 L B0 1) 76 2% N ML s UM 52 ) 2 4 23
At ] m A9 9 VR o
8.1 #ik

B 5T L A G*Power 3.1 SR T fF FEAS
i, BUh &80 =02, BEMHAKF a=0.05, #
PR 28 W 7K i ] 13 175 B3k 266 24 w4 g IS 5]
90% MGtk 1. % i E ] g A B TE I SE
SLUG B A I TR B A, 7E Credamo P& F 3T
5T 297 B0k, Hrp 27 Z9008H B R
KA, el 270 A B R4 N 32.62
% (SD =8.79), &t 155 & (5 57.4%).
82 BF

N TS B PN Y O S A [ET e g w1
BLABC 2] w3 B 2 AU 2H, 7 e 24 3 il o,
e B ZE RIS U2 i ) oy 135 o XTIk
PLES N B 3 7 KR5S 5o BB SE8r At
BHUEIHS T LS B RAE DRI 2 (D = [F]
5T 2, FEAWIESE Hr, IR A% N B0 55 i 48 B 1Y)
Cronbach’s o ZRECHN 0.95, BAEIHLES A R EU 4
JE /) Cronbach’s a %M 0.95, 4550 H i%) Cronbach’s
o ZE0CH 0.97).

Ok, KU B T B Y S A S e (O
T HI[FFGE 2, AR H %% Cronbach’s o &
R 0.82)FIEFE LA i a] o XoF 38 775 b A it ) g 100
KT Fleischmann 55 A (2021) % 38 1% Lt 42 fit 1] [7)
B, ZINGBEAE 6 A/, Hr g =R R
) FOEE R (DAETITIE QW BIER
AT G)TEERMBGERIEE . 7o =l
ST ) A AR EL R (D) )M
T GO A A . X B LA BEALIIY 2B 6 4~/
WO bR, R T B I At T 0 3 /N kg %
DR AR IR SR T Likert 7 SifE 36, 1 — A
AR, T Ry AR T IEOSHER BN 1] T A b
WA =A% B R W o, [ AGA5 4 1 i 28 W B i)
T FIEAE A, 50 R B ] T e T G A
H 858 AR WFE FRiZ ) #: 04 Cronbach’s a 2404 0.80,
BJa, #ORE T THEBEEE (R 3)IFME T A
Hgtit215 8 .
83 #R

BRI 22 AT e R R, R AL R SR AT
2 L MMM = 5.14, SD = 1.29, 95% CI [4.92, 5.36])
B EE T IREMAM = 2.68, SD = 1.26, 95% CI
[2.46, 2.89]), F(1, 268) = 251.53, p < 0.001, % =
0.48, KU A R = BUA R EA S (M =

5.60, SD = 0.79, 95% CI [5.47, 5.74]) . Z A% T
i 2H (M = 5.79, SD = 0.64, 95% CI [5.68, 5.90]), F(1,
268)=4.82, p=0.029, ) =0.02,

DA S 20 ) oAy PR AR £ 25 58 BT AL 2 Nk
(R = —1, SR = 1)5 08 7 A i 15) /1)
LHAE, 4553 WAL R A FE g
) % S Ak S 0 1) A7 AR T 2% 8 25 i 22 BAE (B = 0.07,
SE = 0.04, t = 1.89, p = 0.060), =@ HEF 2
B[]S TR B 2H.(b = —0.12, SE = 0.04, t = —3.47,
p=0.001), [a] 3878 LB fi ) fins, SEAh S i
WR(b=0.44, SE=0.04,t=11.76, p < 0.001), FAIf
AR*=0.01, F (1,266) = 3.56, p = 0.060, 32 HAEK
3 iR, AR R R , T TR R
0 1) B8R ) S5 T, SRR ML U X6 2 4 00 )
HISENH 2 (b = —0.19, SE = 0.05, t = —=3.79, p <
0.001); 1717 78 [] - 38 7 Fb 55 M0 1) 0580 1) 25 1R T, R
HUBIL & N T 2 A 23 0 1) 1) 52 e R ik 2 (b =
—0.06, SE = 0.05, t=—1.12, p = 0.266).

BT LT
...................... (95% CI)

6.0 | - —-Mean—18D
B ——Mean
= \ ----Mean+1SD
Asst
L
B | e

500 h

MR
B3 A A 3 55 4

B

8.4 itig

W5 6 HE— 25 S HE T BN ALER AT SRt 2
05 ] () S ISR, DR AN, BP9 6 A4y A B T iE 1R
Fb A A ) RIS VR, MLES AR 2 BRAIG T I A
AT O ECE B R, AR S A AT
oA & R et 2l o FRIFST 1~6 # & B T B
BLES N BT SEAt S i s, LLRBST 4 50 UF
TIEALAS AR X [ IR A 0 R A S AT Y
M, (HAREAEAE RS W2, I, #F5E 7/
e — L TS B X B SR 2T
Y RZ M

O WFFE 7: AL AR AL
SAT NI (L)

BFE 7 LASE i 25 19 7 UL A8 A U
X EAL AT R BRI
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9.1 #ik

AHIFGEAE— I 1 44 R 2 vh S R AR AR o S
HAH5F 164 Bk, Ho 3 Aol i SR,
RAFEAR N 161 A B4R R 20.52 % (SD
= 1.68), & 83 & (5 51.6%). FrA #iak H SN
S I AN R
9.2 ®BF

N TS B PN Y O o A [ET e g 1
BLAT I BB A A B2 S0 BRA . A T XHE B
NBUH AR BEHATERIN, Wl i el 2R il — Bt
SIEHTEEGFINS 45, 2024), BFFEHERFTSE 4.

PR TE 5 B AT 55 J5 LS T RAALES
Jolh i 22 CRRRTAIL 2 AR F D0 £ [RV A 5T 2, HEAS SE 50
A, PSRRI 4E RS B Cronbach’s o 240K 0.65, 1A
[R] B 4 B Cronbach’s o %K 0.75, &35 H
[ Cronbach’s a %M 0.79)1E NI 2r .

RIG, FALSIT A & 2 B Gaesser 55
(2020) a0, BRI A TFER Y ANE — 1
GG, VMG FEEAE R it ST A il i . 457
WA

“EARZTRBRX, F % %A@ E ™R
KFERAME, §TEMHERE, il ~ME, FRFAR
Bz, REABRSF, A1 TRARERFRIFOHT
M, EELFTRARGFZ L, BT RFFT @
W%, teATE TR @ I &S 22 Loy B ) fedf 3L, B
IRk E B, BRL g RIRE,

FEXAGEBEP, X®ITF P mE R X
WAe 3, B, RATEFRLRE R A X 0 3%
T B — 38 1E, X I W LA T R I A A 2,
ALK e ARG 00 5 IR 8E AR A 5 F — B
&5, RAEGRAR G TRG AN F T ZEH AR K
MF, ARG IX T RS i R AR
6 SR AE B R A R A A B & —
¥, BRR AL F L F (FHERR)”

fw e, WO T B0 P RS PRI 1 et
93 #£R

PR Ty 2T g R R, a2 Y B AL
NN M = 4.20, SD = 0.89, 95% CI [4.02, 4.38])
2w TR (M = 3.88, SD = 0.82, 95% CI
[3.68, 4.07]), F(1, 159) = 5.65, p = 0.019, > = 0.34,
KUY AE R

LNV =0 T S T VTN =0 0 A RN s R
FHB(WM = 71.74, SD = 122.52, 95% CI [39.32,

&
B

104.15]) & F AL FARE M 4 (M = 121.09, SD =
182.67, 95% CI [85.97, 156.24]), F(1, 159) = 4.16,
p =0.043, n; =025, Bl i Bt o171
FAR TR o v LD A B A Al ) (M = 4.33,
SD = 1.22, 95% CI [4.08, 4.59) 5K MHM =
439, SD =1.16, 95% CI [4.12, 4.67T)& A L #2 5,
F(1,159) = 0.10, p = 0.756, n> = 0.00, =5 & HrH *t
HLEs N B RESHME SN (M = 4.62, SD = 1.05, 95% CI
[4.40, 4.85) S5REILH (M = 4.39, SD = 1.09, 95%
CI[4.15, 4.64)E A b #25%, F(1, 159) = 1.90, p =
0.170,m; =0.01 = @M Xt HLAR A A0 AR 56 1 B
(M =2.13,8D =121, 95% CI [1.88, 2.39]) 5% & il
H(M =220, SD =1.16, 95% CI [1.93, 2.48)HI%H
WBFEZER, F(1,159)=0.13, p=0.715, 1, =0.00, %
FUNAAT ] | S BE Sl R R (AR 56 P A A 4 ol A
WIEATUN T 22000, SRR S U A 1) A AT
TSRS TR, 25 BN%RE, F(1, 156) =
3.46, p = 0.065, n2 = 0.02, Ui IEHIHLES AR
DAL ST
9.4 itig

5T 7 LA S b e A 4 7 = — 20 SRy TR
i NI AR B 3R 0 oAt st dogsi b
B FEAE ST

10 Bt

W 8 AN, FATA I T AL A
[l 22 BEAR AT SR At 23, X —Z5iR T2 7E K
TR 2 508 P 5 [ 22 1 1 % o (BT 1a, 1b) I,
WA WETE 2) LS se (WEE 3-8 76
5o I H, XAV A2 2 AN R IR T, B RAR
JANHLES N B 2 AR AT SR A S i), (HaX
BLRAAEANEEAOR BY b, T 2 G PR A B3 D)
DEAER 2308 55 (BT 5) . IR, B 7 LA A T Il 4
PA RN, % T ) T AT R AT A AR L Ak
B SIS SN W0 s o e e T TR (PO R
] F AT 38 7 A R, X S M AR (g 3 (F
I8 6)o MEAL, FATIE K BUBNHLA NG Pt 23 52
B EAE AT WS 7)o

A 3 BRI AT 45 S N T LA A E AN
Fh g, JE X AT R 2 a5 PR G R
ML, B e, FRAT AR BUBEHLAR N B2 AR
ISRt a3k AR RIS i & B BN B2
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A o HLas KR 2 S EODLE R 1S LT 2
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2021). 1T (Lin et al., 2022) . X} JEZLAF LA 3L
Fr(Yogeeswaran et al., 2016)3F AN [A] 1 L4153 T #4
T—EW g5, SR, S TIRFNPLE B X A B
KRR 8T R AT AR IR M — 2 AR
FE 2 2 R LA AR e 20 Ak N 23k [R] B 45y,
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e A —SCE P EE WA RN 37 AN E ZCE %L
PR, feid £ 42488, A gk AR fe iy = 500
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% Rt T A BE A B 4T O (Gamez-Djokic &
Waytz, 2020), TAFEEr bl AR Rt 2338 in A
TS [) =5 B9 AN S AT D9 (Yam et al., 2023) M {6 (1
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NBRJE R s Pe it 7 E 2, o A N 1R
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2 NATT DR B0 18 S ] jl Jlp 17 7 A A £ PR, 3
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Perceived robot threats reduce pro-social tendencies

XU Liying, ZHANG Yuyan, YU Feng
(Department of Psychology, Wuhan University, Wuhan 430072, China)

Abstract

The advent of artificial intelligence (AI) presents an inevitable challenge to human society, raising concerns
that range from the displacement of human jobs by robots to the increasingly ambiguous boundaries between
humans and machines. This phenomenon is conceptualized as the realistic and symbolic threat posed by robots,
which engenders collective angst among human beings. This collective angst reflects a concern for the future of
the group, manifesting in negative emotions among group members apprehensive about their future. When a
group perceives itself to be in crisis, societal cohesion may weaken, leading to increased divisions and
aggression, and consequently, a decline in pro-social tendencies. Importantly, this decline is typically observed
only toward out-group members, whereas the perceived robotic threat does not diminish pro-social behavior
toward in-group members. Additionally, moral comparisons serve as a moderating factor in this dynamic.
Downward moral comparisons, which enhance self-improvement and create a moral license that justifies both
moral and immoral behaviors (e.g., a reduction in pro-social behaviors), suggest that the effect of robotic threat
on pro-social tendencies is more pronounced among individuals who engage in such comparisons.

This research consists of eight studies based on the basic hypothesis that perceived robotic threat reduces
people's pro-social tendencies, with collective angst acting as a mediating mechanism, and inside-outside group
and moral comparison tendencies moderating its effects. Studies la and 1b used pre-existing archival databases
to calculate the relationship between perceived robot threat at the individual level and pro-social behavior at the
national level. Study 2, on the other hand, used a questionnaire to examine collective angst as a mediating
variable between robot threat and reduced pro-social tendencies. Study 3 experimentally manipulated robot
threat to similarly validate the mediating role of collective angst. Study 4 excluded the influence of other
potential mediators. Studies 5 and 6 also used experimental methods to respectively explore the moderating role
of internal and external groups and moral comparison tendencies, and to clarify the boundary conditions
between perceived robot threat reducing pro-social tendencies. Study 7 further validated the influence of
perceived robot threat on prosocial behavior through behavioral observation.

The main findings of this research are as follows. First, perceived robotic threat indeed reduces people's
pro-social tendencies, even at the group level (Studies 1~7); Second, the mechanism is mediated by collective
angst, that is, perceived robotic threat increases collective anxiety, which reduces pro-social tendencies in order
to alleviate anxiety (Studies 2~4); Third, This effect is moderated by in-group and out-group distinction,
whereas perceived robotic threat primarily reduces pro-social tendencies for out-group members (Study 5);
Fourth, this effect is moderated by the tendency to make moral comparisons, that is, perceived robot threat
mainly reduces pro-social tendencies for downward moral comparators (Study 6).

As findings on the social consequences of robotic threats in prior research have been inconsistent, the
results of this research strongly support the conclusion that robotic threats result in negative rather than positive
interpersonal outcomes. The reason for this may be the difference between the internal and external groups that
people psychologically delineate when they are faced with specific people to engage in interpersonal behavior
after experiencing a robotic threat. Our research theoretically explains why robotic threats produce negative
interpersonal outcomes.

Keywords pro-social tendencies, perceived robot threat, collective angst, out-groups members, moral comparisons



