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B OE ETYHIRRGA A TR, ASCRR TS i A0 S S e S LN e . Gl 6 i
FER, AEICEIH A PRUCERR . UNZ RIS, RERE WA 55 TR A MiFRiE 2 2 kb, (FUZHA W55 H6
FULBRMEAEREES HILEH Y, AN — RO IEEH AL BP0 R B, W55 M Bl O 2
PG I A, SR TH 0 R S ) o BT B oK, TR B2 B o AR SR e i a7 il U S Akl
TH BRIV 55 R0 A X T2 T S T R, AR IR il A A 4 W s AR D S 2 My i i B I 1, 5

oS53 TR M AL 25 ) 53

KGR WS ARER, IR, PRGN A BRI, BT AR

HFES  B849: F713.55

1 [ i

H: 5234 2% (shared consumption) &8 K 7= i
SR S5 AN AE 5, AN R AR R I AT AU 7% 1 T
4 (Belk, 2014; Botsman & Rogers, 2010; Wu
etal., 2023; ULIZ AR 5% 1 3L 5230 252 LA Hr) o
= T8 2 DL Y B U A AR v B 1Y 7 i B
il 45 (Fraiberger & Sundararajan, 2017), [RAJ4 =T
P G EE A 2E D 2% FH (Ackermann & Tunn, 2024),
REfE R I 2 R R AR AR K s ik o FRIEA
B PR PRI ARERR, 2023 4E24 40%9 A2 A Ik
A 2000 JL(EZGETTH )R, 2024). BIEE LA
FEAAR,  AATTARL AT FE PR A D DA CAn 8 4503 2% ) i /%
B F 55 BEURME LA R H B SRR, 30 BROIR
R R W 55 B 10 2 (financial scarcity; Paley et
al., 2019; Tully & Sharma, 2022), LAfERFSE KB, W
55 MU A 23 LI 28 35 OGN % (Ailawadi et al.,
2001). & H = 5P o (Thompson et al., 2020)F11&
HIPE(Wang et al., 2020), L5 e A RAED: |
B A2 ¥ (Schaefers et al., 2021), X{M-F =

W5 F 42 2024-07-09

WR A I 55 M ol O A 2 (e R AL =20 o

SR — L TE IR, BAT I 55 i Bk O A5 Y
METTREE AL E S 53, iUl Aspara F
Wittkowski (2019)% B 55 IREALE L INHIBE J1 48
IR A AR BN JE B A =95 % . Guo I
Lamberton (2021)if—20 &, W55 F k2 BEARAS
PRTEIL S0 2 B B S:  SX SEBF S5 1AL T 5
RULE GRS N ol g S e E VAP K [ SR (A R
B R EAPE R SR, (HA) P IEE A 3R
AT REE AR S S 5 2. BT, A
1 FR GEAR 5T W 55 T k0 25 15 520 9 i 4 2 1) 7Y
KFR L

AR SCHE T B YRR G A A TR TR A (self-
regulatory model of resource scarcity; Cannon et al.,
2019), @i 1 WSS EE T A 5 USRI gE, A&
PRIE 55 i e O S 22 PEARAL S0 9, FRATTIE X — Bl %
PRI et g, BATRIOHTA
R SRAE AR R R AR B3k —HLd, FAT
RIS 7 U S P AT LAGE Sk 80 R Y0 B
FIRATAL, DT 53 008 95 s dife o 28500 S =230 9% 14 67 T

* [E K HRBLE R 4272203024, 72402011, 72172136), H ot e EEAR B L 45 2% & 10 9¢ 4:(310422147),
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. T LA, ATH — PR E LN THE
WL RSN, G5 R R WY =27 5 AR O™
b B AR S S SR A B, W S5 A 0 A
ol 2HE T I Bl 114 70 T 5 e B D 55

iR ABMEA LTS ER: B—, AXRS
PR TSI AR LG, KW 55 Rl A 23 B
TRz o, Sy sl SR AU SR PR A TR A
B, ARSCHEE T RIEAM B B IR, JE Y T
I AR R B PLH], SZAERLR L T IR S
Fio 8 =, AR B A W55 Fi il 2s AL =231 2,
T A 25 0 %) ¢ U5 ke (A B TR AR sk . [ AR WS VR A
YD)V AT 3K — SO0, (AL X2 R B 51 2), i R B T A
F MBI MAREPE, R T IR RIS, SR, A
SCHE R SR IR S U SR L T S AN AR O AR
A S A RO 5 I e i O s, D)
LI PR TRAS . B B T TR
11 EmMEZEHHEMEE

I SR BT A R EEE PR, ik
SRR T T m S g PR 3R o A SG T
W FEAE P TEE B RN S R E RS . — T
T, 15T R R s S S . AN I 2
X it L7 A SRR AR BT, B ] AT (T AE L 5E)
Z AL P B (Wei et al., 2022); 1124 d 5 A Z W0
A B A7 (5 4 %) T 1 AT BA) DG IR B, 91 2% 2 B
1] FFH 5% (MacDonald et al., 2022), % —J5 1, WF5E
2 BV 2% 3 REAE AT LAAT B4R M B b . B
425K Byl A (Nie et al., 2022). #5mZ& 3% &0
(Lawson et al., 2016) 14X 9 it 3= X fiii [7] (Zhao
et al., 2023 MATE Z et = 2

TETH BB R b, SARURSE B UIA OG0 & B
INHTEE T BAR A AR TR JE R iR A 7 A 2 0 2 (B AR
PR %), X EFEH5MATRZE MW 5 R A X
(Aspara & Wittkowski, 2019), H1 I 45 i B0 5 2
PRARARMCATEARTT S P 5% 1) S 40 PR A 5t (Sharma
et al., 2023; Shah et al., 2012), X &bk % 55 7 ik
AT RS ) T B o fn SR 3 — 7 T 5 e A S
FETE, AN 23 HI 55 S 220 2% 70 22 e W 55 i dske v O 28K
fig, i 7] RERH AT L T 2 B AR IR AR TR A AE)
H I AR A BF9E R GE T X — R R, Tl = XoFAH DG
LRI ER T . AN — P58 25 H, AR SOK RGER
FWA 55 U 25 AR ] 5 i S0 2%, IFIR A B H
T Ja L PRAILA

12 MEHBROESEREHRROBKRFTIEE
W0F 55 T dfe O A5 8 A AR SR v JHE W0 55 9% 15AS 2 DA
T PR R A (R ARG 4%, 2023; BEIERL,
¥, 2017; Paley et al., 2019; Tully & Sharma,
2022), ‘& WESZ % M55 KSR, i B T A4S
PARXF WA 55 R EIRAZ . — D7 T, 2 W0 55 B8
R e, A R B W 55 s i JB%ER 5 (Pitesa & Thau,
2014), 55 —J7 1, RIS 2S5 U5 IR Bk i i B =
PTG DL, QAR 2 35 I K e T B 55 B R K,
2317 S0 I 45 5 .0 2% (Sharma & Alter, 2012).

W0F 55 i G500 25 23 XA A0 BRI B8 4T Ry 7 AR
JTZ S FEOIR)Z T, B AT R A
FEJE (Chou et al., 2016), FEfIK F FE A HE R (Zhang
et al., 2023)F1F ## /B (Netemeyer et al., 2018), K T
X 0 5 Rk, AATT 23 TSR B 1Y B¢ 43 (Karlsson
etal., 2005), &%k 5 £ % [EHL & B8 A (Spiller,
2011), i FA] { SRS BRI Sh
(Sarial-Abi et al., 2023), 74b, I THMEEEEZ
RO B, VA 55 A e AR 4 ] T g S At
XE A AR AS 1) F 1 R 5 (Sharma & Alter, 2012)5¢ 4 Jit
HUF fih (Tully et al., 2015),

T B, W55 R T B R AR ke — A
(5% 4 2020; Sharma et al., 2023), [ T W %% i
Hh, AT W] AR sz 3 A 2 Y 1 SR AR Bk, g
[8]F Bk (Hmurovic et al., 2023). [ 4k %kt (Fan
et al., 2019)%F . 755 BT IR HAH 5C SCHR 19 2L Al L,
Cannon %5 A (2019)4 H 1 %% U5 A it ) F F 9 59 4
R, FHPISREE SRR BRSO o FRAT TR JE T A 53
TV 55 dife o SHe =230 9% () 5 i ML R R 2 A

AR T, A2 A C B Y H B EAR
HAREAT X L, 21 P07 78 22 S I 277 2F B2 U5
B XTI — 22 5, AT R AT R #EAT R,
RO B0 A 3R R L B R — bR, SRR
St g g X 5 AT LA 43 Sl PR R —— R D B AR
(scarcity-reduction route) Fl ¥ il & & % 12 (control-
restoration route), ELART T, FiBs D FEAR I
1T BB DANARTT SR ACY iR 2 M i 228, 4
WAERTEWE R P 2 I, T AR FLAAT 55 b 4
£%(Sharma et al., 2014); F& K& A& EF8AARLE
A TCOC SR AR AR SRS 25 . ARAF IR, ke v xo)
T UG Sty Ofe () 4 TLER UM, 1) W RS2 B A 55 T
ZXHE X v A B TH A (Briers & Laporte, 2013;
Laran & Salerno, 2013), KM §IVKE B4R 1T R



% 8

XIGEf 25 Ll PR,

WF 55 Hi Bk 285 BELA S 20 2% 1283

SETETC R R A, BT LA RIS AR 4 2%, W ek
AR i e 5 5 e [

NATEAR TG A%, e T 56 U5 By ]
AP (mutability), RESE PR bk B9 R S RET @ i — &
(8% 1 & A2 B 28 (Hmurovic et al., 2023), 4 %5 i
B AT AR A R s, RIAT DAGE A A PR A B% T b B
PRGBS, AT 23 6 BRvsl /D B AR 24 5% P
R T AR PR R ATC A, VAR 39 R X DA e 738 5 5 A e
N ER R A

FATIN Ry, W55 H foke Jo T M A pg A1 AT A8 P B
R, A OB B A A K A2 AR (A AR R ek
D AR AR I I 9 o T T FRATTHE X AT S Al B g
T R
1.3 WMHFHROEHZHEFERAR M

W 55 Wi k2 — B AT AR PR BAIR Y ik 2 A
(Costello & Malkoc, 2022; Donnelly et al., 2021;
Zauberman & Lynch, 2005). a0, 78 AFPrscfr,
i 55 M e (AR LR S MRS HERE D, 1
et FH B T A e (<< R V8 B ) S I 3R 4 ) B 25 5 e At
NFEAZ o 3 PR A AT 3 TA SR W 55 IR 0 FE s TR
190 BME AR il ——— > N0 PN Al BB TGV 3R 2
g i 9 4, (H R Z 801 00 T e i i 4] (Donnelly
et al., 2021) A BFTE A, #5HI P K [a]
(RS b B 4 B ) DR SR SRR, A g AT T
N A CORRAERS 8] b8 2 te e 4 Bk By g
FHN 2, S A A AU T TR ] R B {1 [ i
FERNI 14, 117 2408 R KW 25 (Zauberman & Lynch,
2005), X —Z5 A AHEDLRT, A TTERE 46 B L[]
BORTIE . 535h, fERmg s shh, ATMEREEEE
TR A] (A Y AR ) M 2 TR, 38 0 & % i)
[i] 1y 425 ) R L X 4 B 1 45 ] 2% B & (Costello &
Malkoc, 2022),

RWESE BRI, W55 R TS PR AR,
5GBTS H IR, W55 A 0 A
W T g A K A A S e 0 o O FRATTER
IZIEAR 2 WA 55 s A A 0T 22 30 28 1) i
SRy A AR S 6 A o Al JHG 7 A T R 0 BB AL
SR, TS 2 IO R X — oK
1.4 DOERENRERPBRAYLE

BT AL (psychological ownership)fZ+5 TH ¢
HIEAEMEAY S E T A C W Z (Briers &
Laporte, 2013), RIL T 1H 3% 59 i 2 8] (415 84K
A3(Shu & Peck, 2011), ARSCHEH, W55 M dif 00 2522
PR AR B 7 A T R O B AR oK . DAE

TR RIN, WGBS T I RER . RIS 5
&%, BARA AT HH B (Hamilton et al., 2019), 1
AR XS T it 7 A T 0 3T AT RSLRE 08 AT 250 TR D 45 ) U
BB . BIan, 2% 0 R IS a2 g4 il gk, i
I35 58 9% 3 6 LR A W (AR A ) AR 7R
(Lastovicka & Sirianni, 2011), i&B W5 &P, 5]
JAZ B U I, T 2 A6 T A O 2 R,
PR 5 T o it i o 0 B BT AT AL A (Song et al.,
2023), PRI, YA o 428 i K A2 B AR I XoF DA 55 A
B, AT S 7 AR T O B PIT A AR R

A5 v 10 B IT ARG SR 23 R AR L 20 2 i 4
R A 223 2R Be PR AL A O BRI A ACE AR, X R 2 H
SR HEEREN ., -, EEITAREE, I
oA, =AY AL, AR
T A AL, =2 B R A A RO R R L (R
f)(Zhao et al., 2023), JH2¥& ok KA 5
Wi ST TR IS .0 BREX 2R (Morewedge et al., 2021),
(A e XfE DA B 20 D BT A AL, 55—, Rash I )E
PERSORS o IR 43 =231 2 vh i R o AT 2 S [
A, LAl R SR A E A, T
B 256 T it 7 AR R SRS B R, TR < TRAT
(97 o LGERE I 2 28 E LUK R ol 5 N B 0 SQ R Ak ok
(MacDonald et al., 2022), 78 %% & %90 093 )& Je&
AR, X WSRO HET AR, 5=, P
AL SZ B o 3 2% 38 72 2L 520 2 b o G 0 A R
FERKE A R . SO ECE Y . N, HREER
EARRBIAR G —FE B ke, ez s i /e
SEEE S5 WA A A A KRR BRI A0 P
it 40 it 1 2 45 B IR (K umar, 2024, WA 1) 5500 21
AR 25 b, AR DL Rk

H1: W55 % 0 A PR AS 2 2%

H2: O BT A BT SKAE WA 55 i O A5 BH AL =2
SR A B R AR .
15 BREHESWH

A — 20 B TR AR B ) [ R AR AR
T RO A B o IEANET ST IR, R R i
(AT AR P e T AT AR % ) B % 4% (Cannon
et al., 2019), H T W55 Fir ik i AT 2B P AR, & %
OIS P TIKAZ A, DNTT e /D HeEgi 2% . (F2 S 0
25 Wi i AT AR VR B R IE, R S B AR ) S e 1 5
LI R AIRAE O . e R ML A B T G2 U 55
Fiifikt (Schaefers et al., 2021), DA By /D #4500
iR 2 ] 55 0 55 s o) =206 2 1 1 TR, . R T
W, FRATTHE P T RE B /5 0 55 A i m AR ) i A



1284 N H

L

57 %

el FEEEIW TN A LR i 5 AR TE S S ok
S RLFE R

T, A I O E R L SK R 2R R T
R, (EY 2% e D3R B T IR e R B X —
WA, TE—SUIFALT, JLSE R o R 3K 35 5 1)
Mg IR AR B, 765 — S5O0, L2 il
TFHEHE T ZREARRIRH, MRS AT BE LU I SR
191 G 3 =2 A B A 55 1 A0 A% T R 1 T I SE B A R
A CE PSR It A v B 15 SR R 6% A S A A, I
FMEE A RS BINAIL A TS
fiff LI 55 ARt DI IA K A el /> B A2, D 55 A 55
3 8 285 X H 2 7 B 1 U ) R A RS U R B,
W 55 Fii R A~ 1A 25 B 56 1 M b (Thompson et al.,
2020), HARMRBANT

H3: Y32 e AN A L E RPN W), W55
R O A 2 M L 0 B (H G LS00 2 i AR AL
BT, S O A X TS T R A 0 A 25 R K
GTIES S

FLUR, A ARAE S % b i €0 ] BB Bk R T
A b, IR B WAL FE A = 7 (A B 3R =
B Habibi et al., 2016), AR EH & B9 S FH
Feef b A Airbnb LT Wu et al., 2023), B
SR 5 R T AL 2%, (R AU Rl 42
AN, “FEEIE TR A ] e AR AR I
an B SRR S R AL B, R 2
R I 28 U5 R 25 ™ S, 5 5 0 55 s Gl 190 T AR 14
T T 95 2 s e/ B A, ) 55 O 5 s e 285 06 e 22
TH P VE A

Ha: YA RAE D IS/ o I E B, 0 554
U 285 % M 23 e 1 00 o R 4 1 55
1.6 WFRHEIE

AR SCE AT 6 5T 5 5808 55 U A % 220
52 B AR ML . BF5E 1 R 2020 4F
FJEE 38 5 45 (China Family Panel Studies, CFPS)%k
W, B IR I 55 T 5 LA rh AL 9 AT o
PR ORICZR o WFST 2 Ao 00 WA 55 s 00 25 55 L =2 0 9%

IR IE R . FERLIERE b, fF5T 3 RSO BRATA AL
TORBBAHLE . BF5E 4 LR A9 7 R ER G 5R h
IRUNE, 25 E T PR U S PR I e 7 11 55 W0F 45 7 ke
XL SR AR . B, BESE 5 RIBESE 6 4R
TPV 55 R e U 2506 2L 20 SR S e A9 10 2. AR
MRS WL 1, BdE WA HE https://osf.io/7x310?
view_only=6617¢37f80844b0d91a28f506088d681 .
AN, WFFE 2~6 #RK ] G*Power HHEAEARR, EiK
UL P90 4% R BB 5 3

2 BESE 1 SRR SRR, KK
WA AR REL 3 A7 S B4 S0 A FH

WF5E 1K SE TR SR B, 2588 45 i il 55 B 5
B I AT I SC R, S H B G
ARWFFEIET 2020 45 [E R BEGE R R A, B R BEAR
WCAAE ] WF 55 i B0 25 B FE A, KA D Pk (RELGS
SRR G A LI B A, TRl da o 1 b X 2
R R BE AR (AN G EE AR ) LA B P S PR A8 (U AF:
5o AHIEGE TN AE 2 A T PR AR AR T, AR
WA 2 B0 T /D i By R AL B AT A, B RN G 2 A
CLAT R Z MAFTE IE A E
21 XEBTEMEIRMALIE

ENTENSI LR E 36/ Pty N S E R S
BleE R A H 2020 4FE7E 4 [ G N TR LR i
AL RS A, AR AR 25 M (AR
X . ELEETH), 162 NE(X . Bl NIRUENFIESS
WHERR T, $E—2E0IBR T ZEE AR b Ja
R REAS, BT 9, 275 PREFIA M
I . IrA A8 B i R S I 45 RRR 51 4 % 2.

D M H s A F5AF. 5% LLUEMF 5T (Hill,
2020), R FH R BE AR AAE A i 0 55 76 SO A5 1
FEbR, FEEAFUCAGBRAT, PR B0 AR . KK
AR I B (AR Rk 5 12 N H, EEZLE IR
AL TR EIRA . FFESRA . ST
SR BB M A I 205 52 RE L ALA S, RS TULA
INFE—E AT /000 Ry T B A it {0 A 5% 1,

*1 HRILA

o T R R EEHL O

B 1 BRI AR ‘ e
W5 2 ot 55 0 SFIE BRI B 28 S HL: W55 R A 2 5
W50 3 W55 B B 2 FH5% (vs 00 225 A ol 12 LSRR
Wi 4 W55 B s 2 G5 1 4 L 6% B Yol H2: I 7 SR oA
W5 5 W55 B s 2 L (v J ) B 2 WorlE H3: K A B I 4
B9 6 o5 o LR 14 2 R WorlE M4 s i s 4 1
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XIGEf 25 Ll PR,

WF 55 Hi Bk 285 BELA S 20 2% 1285

W52 Ui BE [0 1 T B SR H

Q4 F 78 % faAn ., HLGTHE 5 e —Fh il iy g2
T 2245 2 (Habibi et al., 2016), FIE 217 FKEER
{57 E AR D LS S dahn . BRI S, 21U %5
B 1) S TR AR ) B F IR UERT A, IR
“GBELBVIA 582780 “FBEE A F
B S Pr (AR LR B ). <BRFRDS . <A
B iy FAMRET S oRm. ARG
CHAb” ., YRGBT BB RTS WA
1, HAZEIRE R 0,

@H EF., H, WNMNFETHXZERWZ
M), PRCAARATHLIX DL A A A Do 3, AR,
T3 T b, DX B A3 s s, AR A RS, X AT
RESS X FRATTAY RN 7 A8 T . ok, APk R
BEGE 77 K- (R BE G TE 77 | D 77 AU ) I A il A8 o
FBEGE 7 AKX 5 A7 A B T0 1 AN B, — T
B 2 R BE B A BRI PR RE ), X AT REAR 1
TR TR EMMTEE Z PR, J)— xR
JEW AT BE S A A B3 7 FE AT A R, T
DHSEAE BH(Kim & Jeon, 2012), PRI 7E 4 45
HilE B AT RER M . 55 =, ARWFR ST KA,
D] kg RS AR 1 S o At ) 94T FL AR T, B SRR
ERAEN(FERED 45, 2019), DU, JATHE T P
FEAEZT AL, BT BUAE S WA B, EAR I
W 55 1 = 19 28 D3 A5 AT Re 5 BO0 55 7 k0 2 (Wu
etal., 2023), fiem, ATEEG T FAVEEFIEES
22 RENGE

ARG SR Logit AR 50 FBE YA
FEp Bt Z MR . BRI E AR .

Yi = fi + foInincomg +0Z; g + p1p +¢

o,y A R R FE bR, RO B 1 (FL
% = 1, Hfth = 0); Inincome g FEAFIA 1% 5L
H; Zip A¥EHIAE LS, ARG XA KD
FERCR . FIEREL . P ERARL AL P B
FER; g B HE E RN 6 S BEALAL Zh 53

L5 00T, 32 3 Model 1 i A$aE il 28 4
FFIEATAE 03 81 58 SO0 0 TR 25 58, % B e AR A
1F [ 0 G 2 AL B, B VA 45 s dle 4 o 0 ik
(i
23 HimEHETE

2% Wu 55 (2023)0F5E, FRATR A 155
DT BC (PSM) J5 12 5% 1F 55 ikt 5 AR K P B A AS DT L )
EE AT T EIEST . TEVCALZ /T, SR A 4
TEHBIX SR | G BE ¥ ¢ 7= 45 221 i A8 o 1 A7 AE ik
FE2REF (W 2) FRAVKHE X o il A2 1 ifE 47 DT,
HART T, FRATH % 2 1 R BE W AR B F 45 —
Az, BV B AMIE T A4 .
Hedg, TATMEHZ AR AR, B3k 2 P
2 ) A8 X R A IR A RBEHEAT 10 1 Feali 4P
VERE, ¥R RIEEE R 0.05, HAFE4 5,283 NME
FBEAF WA A7 7E 22 57 A0 70 H Al 42 ) A48 8 AR AL
M VCRLAEAS o FRATTN DE AL 5 I REAR HEA T T 1 R A
£, 455 R BT A DG BC AR 5 7E Ab FHZH RO R 2H 2 ]
1) i 25 S5 AN S 25 (L T 6% s o 5 4 B 3a~3b).

D E 5 A 1 [ 9 235 5 5 2 off [m] )9 285 2R — 3K
(W35 3 Model 2), 2 BH I 55 7 R B 6 w25 119 5% JE
ANEBEMEFRE, RITELHATHIX | KEMA
A2 T AR AR 5, 43 )4 FH A DG RIS B S5 A
APEAT EE AT, FrA ALY B R R A S
TR Dy 52 I 25 IE AR S (U0 90 445 R B 3% 4 B2 da~4b).

® 2 REFWARIRRGEIT S

)]

%

i

@) ©) Q)

SAREA w4l A ¥EzEs
FHGAE D L (%) 5.79(23.36) 8.46(27.83) 3.77(19.04) —-4.697""[0.01]
WA L (%) 53.15(49.91) 74.45(43.62) 36.95(48.28) —-37.50"""[0.01]
FRBE G 7 (R 12.55(1.43) 13.59(1.09) 11.77 (1.12) —1.82"""70.03]
FIE D PR (B) 0.28(0.61) 0.53(0.78) 0.10(0.33) —0.43"""70.02]
FIERBL(N) 3.44 (1.78) 3.83(1.76) 3.16(1.74) -0.67"""[0.05]
AR A A 3.28(1.15) 3.19(1.06) 3.34(1.21) 0.15°°"70.03]
G IED 51.41(14.28) 47.23(13.79) 54.58(13.83) 7.3577°[0.38]
B H(%) 72.25 (44.78) 75.15(43.22) 70.04(45.81) -0.05"""[0.01]

. RS AR, RS AR RMER 2, ™ p < 0.001
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® 3 FKEFWANTNEREBEMER @RS TERFEBER
TE: FEEMN

Model 1
(Unmatched sample)

Model 2
(Matched sample)

W
i

Coef. Robust SE  Coef. Robust SE
FHEAFWA O E ) 0.68"" 0.09 1.52"" 0.22
MR BERIGREE = 1)  1.137 0.15 1.16™" 0.19
KL= O ) —0.87""" 0.06 —0.96"" 0.08

FHE G B 0.74"" 0.11 1.15™ 0.16
FEEMBL(N) -0.30"" 0.04 —0.24"" 0.06
FEAR LT LA 0.09 0.06 0.06 0.07
FEW (S -0.05"" 0.06 —0.06"" 0.01
MG =1) 0.417" 0.13 0.45" 0.18
g el 3.28" 0.97  11.42°" 0.98
Ay [ 72 BN P 2
RURIIEER 7,537 4, 648
Model fit (Wald x*) 869.11 520.82
Pseudo R* 0.36 0.40

Log likelihood -1125.90 —649.60

¥ Model 1 JVERLHTZ IS 451, Model 2 S VL5 32 4 1]
FEE R, " p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05

24 TREHERR

FATHAT T — R YRR S0, T | 25 51
W 4. B, B, I BIR BRI A A
FREARSITAG T SRR, TCISEE 2 A b
M DX, AR BRI 1Y R BE BN i ] TRHSS = . 56
)N NAFEWSCANE A W0F 55 s fofe 1 0000 18 A (P02
4%, 2023; Yang & Zhang, 2022), &N ANFEUA B
= 1E ] S0 FE 55 55 = AR SR (IR P E R K
SEAE SR 0 55 il 0 R AR S, R BRI 45 A e O A X
s S R BT AT A B B I 52 i 4% 0 2 (p = 0.065), 73
Ab, P FE R AR G T B85 e S BE 1Y by )= L B AT
A, P A TR IR S s AT R X A B AR A UK,
W I 55 A O S S B B G AT . ik, 56
() FHKs ;3= B b R B g A s ) AR e, 25 R R OR
FREFWAXTE b & P 1 P 25 A4S DL AR

T, BMEEAEEE S T DR N R Z S, X T2
WCAIR BT B G HE, WA 55 it 1) 5 e T /L 65 £
By, X —4510 M Y
25 itig

WFFE 1 R KRB R L B, IR& TR A
(R 2R i T AN ) T AL B 3 i, I L3k — R0y 7 4% il
THLIX 255 GRBE 2 AR & LA SRR JE AR SR
o HTIRIRASH R M SO A, X —4551 3
FE 7 HL, RV 55 H ik 2 IR L 50 9% o (ERY S 8cHis
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IR BN H RAEN—FEN R IR S1E . HeE o
B LA TS B MR PR e A SN 2 A 2 I iy
PEERTE, (AARE A EA € BRI, 8T S,
PRAT DAE BRI 3K — @l 48T 1 P B Bk, drT DAkt
FHGE— R B e s B, a1 PR A ) 326
FEURANET (1 = T[] TSP E3RE, 7 =
i 1) TGP B BRI o RS, Bl 50 B 554 i
PENE )Y ok

R4 RREUECREMREZE: £EEY

IR B A TN 55 it 0o AR FE A AT AR B
A5 B (1) Q@)fHt G MEERA (4P EHEH KT (5) P Ewhll R 5L
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F AR T o SR EN 55 R R T AN R A
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H1 PR A% E 5 E
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P, X —K A HI $4E T PR SC R IR . AF5E 3
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4 5T 30 SO BRETA BRI 4
TEH
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41 FiE
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55,
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W S5 F sl o AR, Bl e LUR I 9t £
Yk ARBAR BT 2888, IRE D T —3kiE,
W&k 399 TG [RIEFAR A& BRAE P 2hiz 8l sl ] DAAR
Feag B4, 399 Junl LURH O 21 [F] kg 5 ik &, [A)
PGS i . g . B R BikR
ORI & o T B I SE — 57 B A
“FHO — B8R B WA Iy Z b ke, JF R
5 TRITU AR AH DG B 1 R 7 K A R

RIG, BOASE OO BT A T SR 3R, X R
N gm H Atasoy il Morewedge (2018), flfE 4 /A
T DB PAH Y ROk AR R 2)
MR L BB A 25 T AT R “PAT O AR VY 3) Ay g
R T AT 4)FRXT R R TR X R
Bz, AMREAIMT R (1= EFAFRE, 7= I
AR 0= 0.92). 5, B S OV 55 A B O A I ER
R fr

S
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BHYAI, MATREA t ISR EoR, 5
55 R AR E, W 45 Bl 2H A W A o 5 2 A O 5
BEIRIR(M wsmse =527, D =1.63, M xusme = 2.50,
SD = 1.29), t (198) = 13.35, p < 0.001, d = 1.47, It}

FRS T o JE B 55 R RO AR PR T 4 iE
PRAH BT 88 B B 1 LU (W 55 T4 55.6% vs. JCA
SR 72.3%; y*(1)= 6.07, p = 0.014, ¢ = 0.17),
TS R 3CHF H .

I BT A ARE R ey P ASE A L W45 B AE G
T B A S A OB AT SR (M wsmee = 5.35,
SD = 1.12, M xusmu = 4.83, SD = 1.50), t (198) =
2.76, p=0.006, d = 1.33, DL 55Hiih ol A4, 3t
TETH R A R A e, O BT AR RO A AR
% PROCESS #5251 4 47 rh /£ 45 (Hayes, 2018).
SRR, O T AR KA A RO 2 (] 4
BN effect = —0.75, SE = 0.31, 95% CI [-1.4278,
=0.2130]), HARAK, W55 F ke U 285 F00000 5T 32 1
PR AT K (a = 0.52, t (198) = 2.75, p = 0.006,
95% CI [0.1468, 0.88691), /L[> Alr A A5 3K 17 [ Fil
M2 2 i i (b = —1.44, Z = —5.76, p < 0.001,
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WF5E 3 AL E T W55 H e O S X IE S I 2 Y
POwIVEA, i EERUE T O BT AT SRR X — 6 &R
R AET . FRATTA R, W55 R BT 7 A
R O BT A A SR, 3 — i SR A ) I e =
Telhihs o I 4 R LA SRR 5 A e ——
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535 WA 55 i e o 285 XoF i 2230 2 fi - 1 67 T 52 1)

5 WEFE 4. smiE7 SR PERYIE Y
TEH

5o A U Je P A e i B 4R T R O BT A
T2 —o DMEMRFE R B, UXAES™ 5 14 24 FRHT
T BRI FRE, AT ARSI FRET A AL, I AR
% A R A ARAT R, XN 5 R S R A U
o BN Peck %5 A (2021)R FHEHES2 6 & B, E4E
TRHEA R, H P “Welcome to YOUR park” (Wil
KBRS ), HAU H B “Welcome to park” (XX
10 R B 2\ Bel ) B RE 4 v 4 3k 2 Bl o BRI A AR
TG AT TR A 23 el 7 2 8 . Dai 58 A (2021) 4
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ARSI E WIS . E5e, it —T5
RSB S0, R)E, Bl A
TG BT RAT 55 - R A B E R, =
HATA G /> — ST e IRRBL T — KB H P
SPGB AT | ISR B
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B J5, 38 5 AN (6] ) AL AR I e P
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SR Bk E AR, T EAIENNEAR
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ATRETEA 2 K2 “IRTEZ R bR X SR
JEFH A EE B 2 40 . RN T % T G FH 6% R
R A ZEY; 1 = AR/ — AR
HAL, 7 = B ATRE/AER mEV/AE R = Nie et al,
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&, fENEE KA, w2k b aaTRIRE
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BYA T, AH LT IO S ML, W55 7 el
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np = 0.02, HIIF55 ik 2 BEARIL 22T 9% SR 7=
VA i P o L P BE R Y ROV W3, F (1, 396) =
5.11, p = 0.024; n3 = 0.01, RPaEE ™ 5 5 @ P24
AL EE R,

G, OV 55 s gk A5 ek o) 7™ o 051 B 1 1 28 B A
B, F(1,396) = 8.41, p=0.004; n3 = 0.02, 1L
P SRR, WS MERA M = 5.45, SD
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0.001, #RiM, FERRIE™ MRS, W5
BreH(M = 5.86, SD = 0.67)FI L S Fadhsi(M =
5.83, SD = 0.68) B TE L =N Sl o 2
5, 1(396) = 0.27, p=0.786, EAASZHAERIILIA 1,
B, B P U T T i 0 VA 5 R A ) R
FIFL ST E (T (396) = 3.65, p < 0.001), {HZHAR
ORCAR TC I 55 i 4 O FHL B L (t (396) = 0.45, p =
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ARG IR K e 1 DR 55 AL 75 2



% 8

XIGEf 25 Ll PR,

WF 55 Hi Bk 285 BELA S 20 2% 1289

W 55 i U S 0 T I B B IR R s e o FRATT IR
AL TR AR LA W, IS 0 A L
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BB B DL S “RIIR R AT R E, RE
T R EEERE, A 399 TG, [AIR AR & AL
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P [F R, FEAET SRR, S B
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(Park et al., 2020) . W 55 Fi e 4 B9 975 22 B2 T3
YU AR — U ARSI 55 Kk 2 5, TCIW 55 T ik
H BT 2 ST IR BN A R AR — NS
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RIS T ok —AEAR MR 22, PRt i AN 2
A, BORART 2], mT LUK N B RS 4
LAV, WIS . NG,
BT GRS S ORI A R OB . e 32 58
U, BRI IR 2 KT RE 2K B OTR A+t
BHMEF57; 1= EHATRE, 7= L% ATHE),
P WA TR A H T R A SRt
PR TR G R AR B2, &/ ATE) . T,
AT SR A G 58 B 55 F it 00 2 ) F ARG A R 3
o RS 2N LN A
72 HREHW

BYM I, PATFEAR t KR E B, 5 WS
SRZAAH LL, 55 R i 2H A0 B A T R A Y 0 55 Kk
JEM pgms =5.72, 9D = 1.33, M xusme =2.73, SD =
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i O A A ER AR Y]

FROE AT DL PR B VR T R S R A
AT 22 A A A R R, SR I 55 A ) T
A BEH A H O IR G (M wsmwe = 5.18, SD = 1.55,
M xusmu = 4.73, SD = 1.64), F (1, 198) =3.97, p =
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HIFE bR, e BV 55 Ff i O 25 B 1) PO L =20 2% bF
5% 2 JE I BRYR A 55 R B0 A, UESE T I 55
BO S SR EIE . U5 3 250Uk T 0B
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B AF, 2024), PR 290 2% 56 F 4 55 B UE A B
AMRRGZ T B 5] Ty BRI, AR SCGHE i T80
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B, AR SCEE TR B 1 R TR A, R
T T V55 R o e =230 R i g ) M O AR, R
PEVRFRER Y TR RIS AL T SRS o WS
SRR — B AT AR PR B A AR B SS AY 32 R
Pk 52 B4 4% (Cannon et al., 2019), ZP&FAR AL U 55 Hi
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AR Z 1) IS ABL A 400 1 25000 (U DX 24 R B S 2), B i
T F 55 A it R L T R A 670 TS e LA R . X
— SRR E T R SIS, UL AR TR
s Sl O BIE 5T, NN 2 AN ) 255 U 5% A 6 1% SRR R P
(Blocker et al., 2023),

S50, A S i R U LT AT BT SR B A
L, #R T R EELS UL BT BEE . DL
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AT O BRI A AL, 91 G 3 5 5 R 7 i U e P AR
97, kAN = I SR RO BT A AU T A AL .

5=, ARSCHBURSEE MR HmE# iR
BETFHOT A . IWFRMAFE, W55 sl A7 2
TR B O I S A g B U X — R T L E
e AL B 5 AL G SRR A A 22 5ok ™ o
LSS AT LUK AL AR (5 B, S LT3 8
M2 BFOLH, L 2T Ak 32 T . A2
MR, AWEFE8 I R W0 55 7 A PR Skt AL
MIbl2s, ok T MM EE) F AR 3L T X — K 2L,
R ) 5 T LA AR A SO S e, 91 an 2 ki
gt U3 TR B0 L AKMI S, LASE i o R R o
IR 31 3 o SEANUAT Bl T G ik W 55 i ISR B 58 4
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The shared consumption paradox: Financial scarcity hinders shared consumption

LIU Xiaomin', WANG Xue', XIANG Hongyu', CHEN Zengxiang”, SU Song'
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Abstract

Drawing on the self-regulation model of resource scarcity, we propose a novel phenomenon termed the
shared consumption paradox. While shared consumption offers advantages such as reduced costs and diverse
benefits for financially constrained individuals, our research reveals that these individuals are paradoxically less
inclined to engage in shared consumption. Our examination of the mechanisms underlying this paradox reveals
that financial scarcity triggers a control restoration route. Individuals experiencing financial scarcity exhibit an
increased need for psychological ownership of products, which consequently hinders their participation in
shared consumption. We propose that accentuating product attribution can mitigate the adverse effects of
financial scarcity on shared consumption. Moreover, this negative impact is diminished when the cost benefits of
shared products are prominent or if individuals act as providers of shared items.

Six empirical studies were conducted to validate this theoretical framework. Study 1, analyzing the 2020
China Family Panel Studies (CFPS) data, showed that lower-income households rented housing at lower rates.
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Study 2 established the causal relationship between financial scarcity and shared consumption, revealing that
financial scarcity reduced individuals’ willingness to rent badminton rackets. Study 3 explored the mechanism
underlying the shared consumption paradox and showed that financial scarcity decreased shared consumption by
heightening the need for psychological ownership. Study 4 validated the mediating mechanism through
moderation and revealed that emphasizing product attribution mitigated the inhibitory effect of financial scarcity
on shared goods. Finally, Studies 5 and 6 identified the boundary conditions of the shared consumption paradox.
The inhibitory effect diminished when either emphasizing the price advantages of shared consumption (Study 5)
or positioning individuals as providers of shared goods (Study 6).

This paper makes four major contributions. First, it systematically reveals the shared consumption paradox,
thus providing a new perspective for research in the shared consumption field. Second, this work clarifies the
mechanisms and boundary conditions of the shared consumption paradox based on the self-regulation model of
resource scarcity, thus providing empirical support for this model. Third, it demonstrates that only financial
scarcity reduces shared consumption, whereas other types of resource scarcity (e.g., time scarcity or natural
resource scarcity) do not show this effect. This finding highlights the uniqueness of financial scarcity and
expands resource scarcity theory. Finally, this research proposes effective methods to mitigate the shared
consumption paradox, thus providing practical guidance for promoting shared consumption practices.

Keywords financial scarcity, shared consumption, self-regulation model of resource scarcity, psychological ownership



58 X BRE A LW TR W55 M B0 S BE AL 2

Bfo 1. ILEIH A E ot

WA SRR, L2 98 15 CEZAT LA AR R IR R 1) 55— 282 P SCIL S0 2, i o 45 3 T FH AL
A4 E 2% (access-based consumption), WK A7 517 $¢ (liquid consumption), 3= BL55 I f1 A b B AL I 52 7= 5 678 25 35 1w B
i, ANEIEN B E 2 E A AT 77 (0 B 323 2 (Bardhi & Eckhardt, 2012, 2017). 45 2821 AL 203 2 UFRIME
H %% (collaborative consumption), 35 T - 57H %% & Z 8] LA M JH 2 & A1 . 2 [ ) PR = e 5L, AR/E Tt

VG A . BORIX RS BT 22 57, (H P R 8 B T i R A RO R ARG R, T 9t 38 02 I I R A5 v o £ 1)

W (Belk, 2014),

BT FRAHT, A SOR L2 2w SO <A B i 5UIR 95 18 A SE 5 AS R AR TR BT A AU R 1 1 s X (Belk,
2014; Botsman & Rogers, 2010; Wu et al., 2023)”, X—E & T I ZHE R A Just, mirLE=H S E—Nr=He
— W A, T E BT LU SR IR, nT D BRI R

B‘H% l ﬁ;:ﬁ%ﬂix:[:u

HE 22800 HAkmz X KU FRE SCHR A IR
Be X ST BN 2 TN RIS S, R & A BT AU BT At Bardhi & Eckhardt (2012)
W may gk BIPEG . STV . 4R AL T A Bardhi & Eckhardt (2017)
FLFMHARIE S WSy, TS I A RS s Ss Trujillo-Torres et al., (2024)
(e PETH 3% FET ARG 1252 A3 RS EAHSE, LIS Ira AU ] Botsman & Rogers (2010)
R B — Tl 31 B A X
I ETE AT T R4S — 2 T 4 ok LA A Mz, X BEUR A9 3R BRI 43 Belk (2014)
BT B AT O, RAEALEE L (5 0Y, WIS . o R 54
3
L2 2 FEHEA—, HEE TR S Wu et al., (2023)
S 3k

Bardhi, F., & Eckhardt, G. M. (2012). Access-based consumption: The case of car sharing. Journal of Consumer Research, 39(4),
881-898.

Bardhi, F., & Eckhardt, G. M. (2017). Liquid consumption. Journal of Consumer Research, 44(3), 582—-597.

Belk, R. (2014). You are what you can access: Sharing and collaborative consumption online. Journal of Business Research, 67(8),
1595-1600.

Botsman, R., & Rogers, R. (2010). What's mine is yours: The rise of collaborative consumption. New York: Harper Collins.

Trujillo-Torres, L., Anlamlier, E., Mimoun, L., Chatterjee, L., & Dion, D. (2024). Access-based customer journeys. Journal of the
Academy of Marketing Science, 52(1), 24-43.

Wu, Y., Wang, R., Jin, H., & Zhu, M. (2023). Providing assets in the sharing economy: Low childhood socioeconomic status as a
barrier. International Journal of Research in Marketing, 40(3), 534—551.

BFoR 20 ASRIZE AL B IEURR k0t 2 78 9% (12 e

1 ARAE

ABFFER BN R 4 A (R RS R  F 55 Tk, WFIRIAER, FARGEIRM G, FEHI4D) A S5 iet, 78 WHBCE &
FHEET 400 Z P E PR Q93 & LM, M 4w = 3038 %, D = 677 $)S 598K, HIEMEEN https://
aspredicted.org/pysm-qzwk.pdf,

TESLE R, WO R R SE IR G RAE 55 o 26 —BUR B AL 55, M TR R SO0 . 055 w2l A it
it 2 (UL TF PR AR A — AT B W 55 Kok R 22 D I 1) A R 4 A R 2 102 6 PR A — A AT TR S I 1] B
M2 75 E ARG IR B 2 1 BT S M2 TR PRI A — UM AT V) A SR BRI R sk 22 7 sl A ) B 2 [ 2 4
W EAH KRR —FENRIEZI RIS

BEJE, Wb e LR 5 RV B A Br— sk Switch JiExk, {H T HLIE BAT X iE X i Rl o 7R B, 1R 2



LW ¥ %57 %

AR AR I B2 180 TT. RIS, AR & BRI W B2 LR 55 IR 55, 180 JT vl LARH S sl R af, I HAE—4FE T L)
G, % T O I Y AT B R B e s S, B R AR T ) TR BRI (1 = — @ W3R R, 7 =
—E R GRUE AR RAE), T oE B S W R AL A R R A H L B, B S8 U 0 SRR A

2 MRERE55WH

PRI o i B AR Y Bl 0 W VR R B B R R, F (3, 396) = 114.94, p < 0.001, mp = 0.47, 7€ W4 55 H ikt
(M =5.66, SD = 1.17), BHFEHERM =5.75, SD = 1.17)H A R B IHEFMEL(M = 5.80, SD = 0.95) 5%, Blial 197 Bl AR ik
Foe THEHIZH(M = 3.13, SD = 1.51), =l Bl 5% 10 T Bl 0 s ol B A B35 25 5 (p = 0.664)

FRBE AT o G VR B X I 220 2k R A B E R, F (3, 396) = 3.09, p=0.027, np = 0.02, 7E W 45 bl 5%
T, WA ek R AL BB (M = 5.38, SD = 1.78) W (R T I Al A (M = 5.92, SD = 1.54), H SR BT I A (M = 5.96,
SD = 1.50) LA KA (M = 5.95, SD = 1.58), B IR . [ SR GEIEAR Gl R0 42 ] 28 430ty e ek ol L % 0 SO A Wl 38 22
S (p=0.981),

3 itig

ARG R, IR i S T Ik S 2 R SR RS WA AE 22 5, S B S AR T A Y L 2, TR R

BRI SR 0% TSR I A 2 S AR A I 20 o

ffsR 3. MEAREITA

WHFE 3 F1 5 B PSR O — e, FETHEREA SR RO A AN w= 0.3, BEMIKF a=0.05, AW df =18,
ERRUIEGRE] 90% MG RS ) B AT E 117 B0, BE5E 2. 4. 6 BPASH Ea R, TR REA RN BUE
HEERU R d = 0.5, WENMIKF a=0.05, fEXAEE T 255 90% Mk 1 2 2 172 Z 46k 4 T l&4
W RO DI —E, [R5 8T BEAFTE AN A LB B BR, Bm g A SR 4 R4 5 100 A

Fifo% 4. A FEICH(BFSE 1)

iR 2 TEEX

AR 7 8 Yt i U
fE 55 )& 1 M =1, Hfh =0
FHEFN O i fl) HRHEA I In (income+ 1) EUNTEL, income F/R 2019 4FE R EE BULA
HiL X 25 W =1, A& =0
FREFE P OB HRHEA I In (asset+ 1) HUHT AL, asset Frn 2019 4 F G 77
K& s 7 g BRFR I B+, RKEEPA GG ERE)
HKBE R FREM FEL(N)
BEAR L A 14 % FpE AL
ARG 2020 38 2% 2B AR (%)
F B =1, % =0

A N OB HRHEA I In (income+ 1) EUNTEL, income F7R 2019 4EA~ A EIA

Wi =0, XHAEXH =1, /NE =2, Pid =3, @b/ &R =4, K& =5, KER
Bt =6, WAL =7, B ALE =8

TAERDE el =1, RlARHEENETS =0

FEZHE R




5 8 H XIGEg 25 <JLRl PR W8 55 i i AS B AL 520 2%

Mk 3a BREFWNFRREFEBNOERES TS

PSM i PSM J5
i BUOAREE  AURAREE 0 RlASE IRRARE L
N =2, 282 N =3, 001 N=1,999 N=2,655
WL L (%) 74.45 36.95 81.5 .000 70.94 72.34 3.0 326
FBEF T (U 13.59 11.77 164.7 .000 13.42 13.37 4.7 113
FEEG B () 0.53 0.10 71.2 .000 0.39 0.41 43 197
FEERBLN) 3.83 3.16 38.3 .000 3.77 3.80 1.8 .589
AR Z TR ML 3.19 3.34 12.8 .000 3.21 3.18 3.2 307
I (E) 47.23 54.58 53.2 .000 48.17 47.46 5.1 .095
BN (%) 75.15 70.04 11.5 .000 74.64 72.89 3.9 208

T VRBCIS, PR A st AR AL B (22 S 2R B 3, R WIICRCACR RA4T

MR 30 FEERE

Sample Ps R2 LR chi2 P> chi2 MeanBias MedBias B R % Var
Unmatched 436 3147.95 .000 61.9 53.2 188.4" 0.92 40
Matched .002 12.34 .090 3.7 3.9 11.10 0.95 100

TE e P4 22 AP 22 2R T 4, R BTREAS T 3@ i Pl M AG 36

MR da RKEFWANNEERBEEITANZIEETLENFELE)

- Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5
Coef. Robust SE Coef. Robust SE Coef. Robust SE Coef. Robust SE Coef. Robust SE

FREFWN G EUE) 0.34™" 0.04 0.22" 0.04 0.13" 0.04 1.017" 0.08 0.68""" 0.09
MR, R =1 112" 0.12 1.13™ 0.15 1.13" 0.15
FBEF T (R EUIE) -0.96™" 0.05  —0.87"" 0.06
KBE s 7 g 0.75"" 0.10 0.74™" 0.11
FEERAL(N) -0.42"" 0.04  —0.30"" 0.04
AR Z TR AL 0.09 0.06
FI () -0.05"" 0.01
. B =1 0.41" 0.13
g & -6.27"" 0.43 -3.04™" 0.49 -2.93"" 0.51 -0.48 0.83 3.28" 0.97
By [ 7 BN i = = = =
LA 9,275 9,243 8, 800 7,675 7,537
Model fit (Wald x*) 77.99 423.67 516.43 826.51 869.11
Pseudo R? 0.02 0.09 0.12 0.31 0.36
Log likelihood -2333.74 —2164.47 -1873.60 -1232.03 -1125.90

¥ Model 1-5 ¥R logit BRI T, WL A A5 fb 2 i B2 B 78 A9, *"p < 0.001, “p < 0.01, "p < 0.05



LW ¥ %57 %

Mik 4b HEFWANXNEERBAEITAHRZINETLEGRFA)

_— Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5
Coef. Robust SE  Coef. Robust SE  Coef. Robust SE Coef. Robust SE Coef. Robust SE

FEEAFWA GHEUE) 0.69""  0.10 0.45™" 0.11 0.22" 0.13 2,14 0.20 1.52"" 0.22
HIX AL, RAE =1 .22 0.15 1.24™  0.19 1.16™ 0.19
FBE G (WHEUE) -1.03""  0.07 —0.96™" 0.08
FBE s 7 A 1.08"  0.15 1.157" 0.16
FHERBECN) -0.38""  0.06 —0.247" 0.06
HEAR T LA 0.06 0.07
FR(S) -0.06""" 0.01
el B o=1 0.45" 0.18
R -3.00""  0.08 -0.80 " 0.25 -1.59"" 0.29 10.47™ 0.91 11.42" 0.98
Ay [ 72 BN w 2 2 2 2
PURIINTER 6, 494 6, 475 6, 175 4,973 4,648
Model fit (Wald x?) 46.45 303.60 380.11 461.25 520.82
Pseudo R? 0.02 0.09 0.13 0.34 0.40
Log likelihood —1548.59 —1423.05 -1229.21 ~747.50 —649.60

. Model 1-5 B2k logit BRI, OLINE 4 25 Ak 2 ph i 22 (i385 9, ™" < 0.001, “p < 0.01, p<0.05, 'p<0.10

B 5. FHI(BESY 4)

AT R R E 2 KGR SR J& vs. D)L SR, S WACE A5 100 24 EgHK (70
LM, M e =31.39 %, D =8.62 S 5545,

g, PR B SE A — T A AT 45 o TR X R — K B AN SR, RO IE . S
R B B . R DR B R UM S AE A5 A R B R A T IR 55 . RS, BT A B A TR )
R LB 1) fE5RIE 7 SRR AT, MR S A8 IR Ik E R O & Lr, AN B —uh
TEMRSS ™, AEASTRI S AB MM SRET, IR E L E b B Bk R BB O &L, PAMEE R R/ — U B RS  fie
Jo, RO B SE MR D BT A AU, A4S 3 NI, DRMER AP X E RS W, KBS, 2)FxT
XEFEERAARROIA R HREEXEFEHRGETHRO = —mBkfH, 7 = EFBEL i [ Peck & Shu,
2009; o = 0.94),

Il’il' Hf’ BEKEERCER
BEKEERCEN PHBERE/ —BXERERS

PHEERE/—UHRNBERS

(5 7 ity ) e 4 ] [N 7 it ) Je P ]

BREPE 1 RO BT A AR SE I A R

MR RIS WoR, AXT TR P S B E(M = 3.94, SD =1.56), SRIE™ SR M AT M gER gz 2
ZR IR T HT (M =4.95SD =1.55;t(98) = 3.25, p= 0.002, d = 1.55),



