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FaAHREGA T TR vs AR 1] A KK AT TR MR CE AT AN ARG A ELMS

A7 RELREIL, AT R RDSARANAR T £ D WAT A AMZ AT A F AL MAT A, W R RS R
DAEARE LGB A AMBBAT . RRAFI L K E M SR AMRAT A 69 R4t VAR 1) A Bt AR08

B AAT A W R R

KEIR s AH TR, A TR, SHEB L TAF X

SFEE B849: (91
1 5]

Bl N DR WG 1, 98 UE AR Bl oy 42 BRI
5 TR, T AU B TS SRR ) 1)
Bdi s, 2018 AERERA BT 8.2 (I NEFRAR,
AR 22 AT I & B W) Fi Bk (food scarcity )iy
Ry E R, BREYRESL, RERIEHIEE S
TR RIER B R Bk RE N LIRS
Vr kRS LA, Bk 2 i K I 28 55 fE HL
JITs A 19 9% 4 5 1 (financial scarcity). L4k, 1EH
BN AR B B AT H T IR S S F Bk (product
scarcity) FlHT [8] %% Bl (time scarcity )T A A . 58
o LR AN [ 200 7 SR G AT 5 e A~ (R 10 LR A 7
R FENNEYRS, WEWmE . 7= R
i [ 75 35 S5 AN ) 9 BE 63X — [ AT T 5 . &
WA i AT 5 O 1 W A e X I 2 A B B
M52 (Read & van Leeuwen, 1998; Xu, Schwarz,
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& Wyer, 2015); %4 H Bl A 5% J0 5 14 ¢ 4 Bk
Xof Pt it T % RIRG R TRt T 9 DR 19 52 ) 4 (HLL,
Rodeheffer, Griskevicius, Durante, & White, 2012;
Sharma & Alter, 2012); 7= i H Bl i BF 58 W) 56 13 7
A A BT B W SE R L SRR AR R
(Inman, Peter, & Raghubir, 1997; Bozzolo & Brock,
1992; Eisend, 2008); i Asf [i) s ke i i 5% 1) 96 7 st
(B i Bl X AR B BRAT: 45 56 BCAY 52 1 (Zhu, Bagchi,
& Hock, 2018),

SR, SR T AN [R) S B s e XS A4 1Y) 5% i A
WA 2L 22 50 H T AR A 538 XX — 1)
RHEAT R, A O A [ N 2R A 55 2 A
PRV T W S 0 BRXH 22847 2 e (B R, 9%
Aty 2017), AR [ A 27 R G R X — 37 Y 4R
WAL TR AP BB, PR, BT X i i SR A
BSOS F R EE A, HOSJE W, B B3
R AT LS B2 AT T AR SR 5 4 g S ik
2%, R SR A B A7 45 A U Y R R B ZE BILT,
FEAZ 4 R B AR B 1 AT TE B, SCRRZH, PRELAR
B 2 R A 5T AT LA Bl BURE R A Ml 4 T T
AN [7) 288 B B et 4 B AR Bl A 36 1 52 i)
2 S MRS 0, AT B 4 SBSORE Al 1 e 5
FE o BT, ASCETEN G IR 5 B BT A
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PRIAL A EORAT RN S . AR SCR B, B
Yoo 7 dh . BEE AT TR0 R Bk (2 AR
AT AT B . AR PEAT I R . DA Bk
PEAT OB i LA RS 18] S 4G 1 G B I A k2
RIS B AT S L AR PR AT N
BEo MeAbh, SCEELELSRHME N T ILAA R
M GRAF ST A

2 BB, PEEMRHE

2.1 WEREVEES

202 Fi R (scarcity)? 27 2 1735 i {6 1) T A
i B8 (415 i TR 3% BB R A B8 XA R A T S o 491
N, AL F N M SO A BT A 1 BT IR D T
H © 75 2 5% I 19 1R 2% (Mullainathan & Shafir,
2013; Fan, Li, & Jiang, 2018), Hamilton Z£(2019)
WA LMW AL, A H ot R RS . B
Rk 2 BB AT IRAS gL R, IHP AR A S
T 2K 1Y B 77 32 B g8 1) — FOIR A (Hamilton et al.,
2019), Hamilton 25(2019)3 — 25 X F ffe i) Jt PR 6
174905, ATy, RSk IR T A D5 . 7
w55 L BEUR A BB (ROUL R 19 PR ),
DL e it IRSS  BEIRAR IO A Y BR il e 5 |2
8 B R ik = (32 WL B ) B Bk 2 ) . Hamilton
5 (2019) i8Ny, = XA 2 (1) B VR AT BlR &
MR L BRFR T | R . 255 iR LA,
AR SO T 5 L5 Ry — T 5 Y L9 Bk = B SRR
BRZ TSR AR A 1 T ARG AS E)
SRR
2.2 FHREYHE

i il 1) 43 JEIE AR B — 1Y, 25 DO TR] £ B
Xof A e (R BN B FEAT T2 BAE, A
RS 1 I 8] £ BE, 2 R R 43 S R S A Gk
JE% 0 AN B B B R S0 (Laran & Salerno, 2013;
Mehta & Zhu, 2015; Griskevicius et al., 2013; Fan
et al., 2018), FIIHR /R LABE R BEAA S & 28
GefEHL T BRI O 3R AT R PSR RS 4. il
41, Mani, Mullainathan, Shafir #1 Zhao (2013)#5¢
T A RAEFNE A NS RE R AR AR, Ml & B,
PR B, BN ST SR AATIA R DI RE . 2K
Y, Haushofer f1 Fehr (2014)7E — W 5% H & PR,
P o BRI MIE AT R, i 530
FERLAT 0y ARl XU g D3 o 5 K 0 R R R A
XF R, A AT SR S 0 B T 1 R R A7 5

B . B14n, Mehta #1 Zhu (2015)3E8R 142 5%
gk 7 v 3 3] 1) B R SRR U R A I 15 B M A
BB, S UEAZERL, Fan 25(2018) 038 i 7 B ik
JEOR ARG . SRledl. S e E R
SR WO AR BRI . R, U S AR ik
F1% 2k D53k — 1 JEE o A s SRR 24 7326 (Hamilton et
al., 2019) H LAY AN 7 i Bk (product
scarcity) A1 3K I 7= & F1 A 55 B BT 5 9% U 0% s gk
(resource scarcity, Hamilton et al., 2019), H:#, =
i B SR, ol AR 55 4 A S A 0 Y 1 i
2 BHEM BAE I OO T ARIUR R0 IR 55 i
AR GEA (BB 4, SO st 2R 7= 45 AL(BD
i) Y it = (Hamilton et al., 2019).

5 PRI, A SCE IR B 5 A TR B
JEFR Bl (physical resource scarcity)-5 JCIE % J5Fi Bt
(intangible resource scarcity). A AN, H KR
MER 0 By . REFARHFYNEZ, W
TIE SR E R AT R X — R EYMEZ . A
A B EA TR . A, AR
TR S5 1) 52 e 50 55 I T W VR R 1) 5 T 255 1 A
BARRZA . FR, #EXN W CEL TH
B e U5 AR e 3 08 B IR AR B iy ok Bt . B 432K
ZERME 1 PR,

A SRRk

VRIS, [ Rt |
BT AR BRI T B %

2.3 IRV R AKLE

TER T MR AT 5E b, WM B e 3 T
FHENTROCHE o X T B YR i a9 BF 5T AT LAGE 3] 5
ZHREER LG, W TRIA R ST AT B G e
Tl S AL T OUCAR S 0 R AR K B W e T 1 i
5% (Keys, Brozek, Henschel, Mickelsen, & Taylor,
1950). 44K, IR A £ R ok 1) oA S B 0 B2
W5, M2l T 5E8¥ MG, By
i it 5.0 LA I ELE S5 G W B 20 205K
Read Fl van Leeuwen (1998)ZZiEWFs K H, &
Py B2 008 9 7 AE AN ST 1 26 0 T Xu 55
(2015)FE—2LARGT 1 B b Wi W Y i R R0, R
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F1 HREOTRKE
B9t B 5 i BRI 2 B S5 1R F M5
H—WrE YRGB BT Y0 R i Keys et al., 1950
20 fit22 50 LS LML 2 H 7L R4 Read & van Leeuwen, 1998
EOHIR B S B0 £ ARG R Xu etal., 2015
BoWE FRRFRE RIS B R 0 0 (K Brock, 1968; Inman, etal., 1997
2028 70 FACHTIR 24 T B 5 1 Lynn, 1991
T R T S ) g I 2 R Bozzolo & Brock, 1992
7 it A R M S A Eisend, 2008
7 R IR 3 9 W G BB A AR Waetal, 2012; XUEERF & 2%, 2017
FETS VA MEE K LR sk AR Carroll et al., 1992
20 fit22 90 FLEA R 190 4 e Shah et al., 2012
i 4 e O B 036 Sharma & Alter, 2012
il S AR EAR Hill et al., 2012
¥ 4o i B S BUT ) FOM BG4I A Haushofer & Fehr, 2014
B IR BE S A A S G T AT % OB ATl Karau & Kelly, 1992

20 {42 90 4ELE S

FRF 18] A4 A1 FEL3E o0 1A B e ] g
PF [ A ke %ok A SR B4 52
PP [R5 oA S A SRR 52 )

Devoe & Pfeffer, 2011
Zhu et al., 2018
Layous et al., 2018

ol s B — 7 S TR R L T B BB ST A

B FORAR B TR M 2= SR i . X — 432
BIBFSE AT LB IE] Brock (1968)4& i BT & 38
(commodity theory). AR¥EIX—FHIE, FiBr:H2E &
TAET O] LA AR PG . 5 Lynn (1991)
BT — LTI T A SO, ARl
i ST EHE T T PIL WA A, £ Lynn
(199 )X fg SC A, A2 % 79 il B 78 71 38 4
W HEAT T L. EA 21 )G, FEMTA
AN T 1 BEBIR 5T T 77 il s ol X AN R (45 i il
Wu, Lu, Wu il Fu (2012)  XI &8 fIZE Rk (2017)
o 7= it 5 St 52 1 R A S T SR T S O AL 1
T TRV o AR PR SCRERR T 1) A1 A BT AN [
Wu 55 (2012) 1A 7= it s k3 2o 2 A 4 DA 18 558 7
B3 0 A SRS, T X A BT R 2R AR HHE (201 7) A K
T gt o SR T T B A S T SR ) R e e T e
A — A R TIA o

B J5 A5 B OGRS B . O T BT A A
FIIFFE 46 T 20 4 90 424X . Carroll, Hall Fl Zeldes
(1992)1A Ky, ok 20> 5 H 0388 i i 5 2 A A o xof %
A H BT XF 4 . Shah, Mullainathan F1 Shafir
(2012)1A Ny, 20 R A8 6 2 B T o B A A ——
o VR LR X — AR IE IR, NTEJRE, SN

ANBHEBE NI REASEA T, ZAT &8Z 5
ML RN 25 o BRIGDASS, 2 35 0 T 9 4 5 e ) 3
BB ZREAL T oRAT IS AT TR (B RL,
W, 2017),

FEF=HEXMLLEY . 778 BE%SNREN
A RIRF S5 R A, AR ] g (AR 1 To %
BE IR AR BT A A0 BT N B S AR R AR B T
FETH RN, Zhu et al., 2018; Layous, Kurtz,
Chancellor, & Lyubomirsky, 2018), &¥HiHk.
TEALRR R . B ARG AR B RIS Ik AR 1.

3 BREIFmMEZR

SO R L 32 DI s RS HEAT T
TEANA AR, T2 B 52 i PR 38 25 Bk 4O ik
U 2K 5 Y ) RN e 7 SR (BRI — 2B R B
Mullainathan 1 Shafir (2013)1A S # it B%0 3 % ih
YRR 5 EWERAZ B L o AR A A it 35 ik
FUOR AR B . ARG L T T U 55 AL
A JE T R, T X AT ) A
& T FEWESZ . M, Devoe Fil Pfeffer (2011)IA K
i [ 719 8 355 A1 2 o A A s B — 2 1 B ) R 7,
DTSR A 1) B 0 A I8 . #4015 156, Deevoe I
Pfeffer (2011)IA2N, 5MKINN A C 1B RIAR &

=24
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LN 02 A ) N [ A

i bR BB AT LAFE R A T R
SR BEIRR GUR A R EEE RN R .
VWA S, IR S — PG BT, XA
PRB Yy PR AR S —RER, RIRTA AR 24
AN LA ] B0 B T o el T A A A
AAAE, oy B R AR A 2 B ST TR A R 1 52 PR 2R

4 TRRLBRM AR EM

BEVRFR BAE R N 8o I 5, TR 20 Hh
W E TN A5 L B AT . AR E R Sb
FHEN SR IETREE, RO LA FIR
T 5 A TC TV 9% USRS Sl 2 XA AR T BR . IA N LA R
TR R m o FRATHE X —H8 53 2 A A
— TR BT SR SR, R T — R 50K B AR A 2R
M G RHLE, JEXT X s AT IS 28507 o
4.1 BEFEHRITNEEIIE

38 o A B E AR ST, AASCRBE, DR
YRk . 7oA B BB B A AR AR BE
TR AR A 52 e 3 BRI AE LR LA 5 T
4.1.1 AREZFEHRZWAEEIAZ

AL TG G (YR P AR
BRYXT A AR 00 BHLBEER 1) 572 1) 3 22 8 A AN (IR AT
TR MR R . |, 7RO AR Y
W B R R HEAE M . BARNE, 277
T, I8 9% 3 P s 2 09 7~ B R 5 . Brock
(1968)IA 7, AT-AaT 5 &b 14 1 (AR BB F 7= & 1) 1T
ARAE. Wu S5 (2012) 1 — BB TS ik se 1 k%,
Wo HIZMRE T, fEFEG FHIAEL 1 HEWY
YT 5, ARG B 5 R R 0 PR A AR AR, T
A T 2H ) 58 B PR AR S R X — R A SRS
SRR, i ol 2 A0 7 i i (R s T
FEHIA, AT AVR AR, 7R — &
S B 8 00 7 i 1 (LR, S e O B
A & 195 BALFEEE 77 (Inman et al., 1997), 5 BA4b
FHRE 1 98 9 V5 2% o AR 7 A 7 A s, X
T D3 T 7 S B A (SRR N A AR Sl AN A7 ke i A
L. MR, 7B ALBERE 755 11 2 & &= A AR iR
B 7 M I ER, AT R A M R N
(Inman et al., 1997),

AR BRER TS R R A, 2 5 A
PR 1 58 40 8RR o 2 AT 38 R  RAT 5%
(Lexical Decision Task) ¥ il £ 4 12X i 35 4+ R0 . 451

4, Roux, Goldsmith il Bonezzi (2015)% ¥, J&3h
B 7 R SRR S I R B SR S, AE
AT SZ 50 T, Bl AL 43 0 A B 2 N s ol 4 19
BT 258 N — TR R WA 55, ZESEE 10
A5 SCRENE, 10 A pEERE, LUK 30 4
AN FEE)T I . FF5E B3R SR 0
B R I B A v R, AR R R, 7 AR
2H A TR 58 G A G TR 1 R S e 4 o
4, B SRR B S R e R, 5
HAHZELAY, Kristofferson, McFerran, Morales £l
Dahl (2016)7E 7 ity i ik xof 1 2l % X o 47 A g — 3
ol & B, Y0 2 2 1 ™ 5 0 1 S
SN AR T E AR A C TG T

JE, A T8GR B A A Y 8 4R
RN R, HWEMmESHINEhE WAL S
TR AR RIS (201745 Bl X BE AL 3 FiC 284 W 55
RTINS A, ZJaaE T A% 4
F MMTEH, 5IXMES LRV, 4T
W55 20 R 45 0F R a3 B0 S O i R 2 AR
412 ARFRHBRTIDMKEER

TG B2 YRR BT A1 26 1 5 ) 32 BRI A
P (DECQMT. B, YR
AT L o 7E Read F1 van Leeuwen (1998) 1 325
A R R [P 2 )R A B AR N T A
LIRS, SR 5 BRI P Fh 7 58 vh [l 480 28
¥ —JEN vs. SLRIRZ . SR A, ATFULER
IRZS T BT B & e 45 57 Bz 19 Eb f91) 0 38 v T ade
—JEIE TR L, B it O A AR SR . IR,
A B o T S E T AE AN IS 2 . i,
Sharma I Alter (2012) & B, 1% & 7E % & RIZF 1
T OLT S BB 77, BT 9h 3 7
OB SR T S T IO F T 4 3 R A AN
TE
413 BAREEFRHREZRMEBITAAR

WL SCHERRLER ] DL R B, AT R TR Sl Bl
AR AMEMEAT N BT EAT M AT N
TEUBR2R 4T, “#M22” (compensation)f& T8 MK Ky
T RAh B B A Ty T Y0 B 4 SRR 5% ) A
b S5 A AT T 95 B (Adler, 1917), &0 2 F
SRAPEAUHE T BRI T HORRESE, 2N, 2014),
A SCAR B M A B PEAT Ry S 4, X B R R
T ARBOLE B AR & I e IR A
FEEANRIRE Z 1T . DFoRdE i, AR
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AT PSR A [0 3RE S 3 3 B A s AL (Higgins, 1997),
A, A SCHE M B4 0T P (approach) A7 A 248, TH
X B R s, AN T 4R A B S AR RO 48 T
KRBT Bk Z SR IAT N . Ba, AR MBI
P (cherish)f7 R /&4R, 18X SR B, AR
AR B O BRI IRTR R AT R .

5, A BEURAR B AR ) A AME AT
Ko BT BRMB T R A RMEEAT Dy FE R
R AMEME T AT A A R T T . EE, A
TE % 5 A e 2% 5 | R AN A 0 R £ M AT O .
Griskevicius 4¢(2013)il i — FF 88 AL 50 19 Jr ik
K, WHREAELTTZ RGN R4 2 E
Z LA o SRR, Xu %(2015)i@ 1 5
TS EGF oY e 1 3 PR AR, 7RIV (B
BORES T, HEEXEYRER SRS
Yixi g b, RIS HEE YR S RE SR 2 2, X2
B Sy XoF Al B T P9 2 AT LAARMEE £ AR B ok
A T 520 o M Ah, Laran A1 Salerno (2013) & Bl AL
TGN T 1A 1A 23 0 1] F 14 FE 1o Pt 11
T, AN A BB = o R B b . BR T A
PRI RAT R Z A0, T 0 URA it 25 (454 4™
ARG PEAT y, TR A U A8 D 3 1 ) s kM
BEIR B Z A R A BB R . Mehta AT Zhu (2015)
T8 S ) I UE B T R B S X 2
AR g R, RIS BRI O 3 M ANE AT . 7R
ZIAF R T, B SRS S B T g
PR BV, SRE IR T — AN S A S 317
B IR, T MEBPE RN A 3 v A R X ik
W TTIEAT TP . DRER SRR, AEX T
HRNTHRFE A, TR HE T Mgl A E
e RS T

FR, B BR AR 2 2 A7 4: ik
4 (approach)f728, XTI EE R W BE1T
Mo Kristofferson 5 (2016)fE4: I\ 1 izt iY77 i i
BUBUE, BRGNS — I ek, 2 I
e i G o 1 R R Bl R T e e 4
RFRW], 7R B i B R I T 2 i AT
o TEUIR R AR ST A3 iR
PEAT R 2 B AR A7 2 7 A AR TR 2 R A
5 4 DT 35 BSURR (ke 1) 7 i o

wJa, BTSRRI 7 A B R kT
Ko XFEEHEAT I BRI R %
#2547 ] 1Y B# A (prosocial behavior), LA K Xt i [l

TEM NG 2 A . B, e R B e
M T2k BB, DI R S (Karlsson,
Garling, Dellgran, & Klingander, 2005), Hk, %%
S FE ) B RS SRR MR R SR AT 0 2R
FE AT g X A 2 BB Al AN A R 0 — R AT
(Eisenberg, Fabes, & Spinrad, 2006), fiff5% kX ¥, 4
TG AL 2 2 BT b AR AL X I AR R AT BE A &
Hi AT 4 B 45 22 Ok 1 Bh b A (Holland, Silva, &
Mace, 2012; Sasson et al., 2012), [FIFE, 2Lk
A (BT J B AN R T R 5 At B 4% & 43 52
4% F (Aaroe & Petersen, 2013; Petersen, Aaroe,
Jensen, & Curry, 2014), Sk, WA %ERIB TS
FIREBAH A WL, TN R B W iy, A
PR IEWE . B 4R T B A (Kraus, Piff, Mendoza-
Denton, Rheinschmidt, & Keltner, 2012; Piff, Kraus,
Cote, Cheng, & Keltner, 2010), X 5% 55 i) A&
WSC A R B g 0 B A T 2 8 18 B LS A —
F((Stern, 2013), Roux %5:(2015)%F FiRAN—F 2518
HEAT T DR AT B, AR T AR 2R B R
7, WARERMIL ARIT . XFZERILTH
O 75 A AR G (B 44k 4 . Bc)im, T I 2 70
R 4 R A S ) A X S L A 7 o ) Bl 2
BAEPEAT N IR B, Fan Z5(2018)i 1 [ S8 5 IR i
B EYIRG . SRR TR AR SR
AT R BE, % 0 e U AR B, T % A S T AR 2%
TR E M I 7 i (vs. BR— @M B 7= ), PR R 9
FEM 87 i LA EAATT S R O 2 1 A DX ],
I T Tk Lrya e,
42 FRFRERHBRIT R0

B T OCHEAIE R M B (E B . W
B 7 AR B XTASRAT R I SE IR Sh, iSRSk A
A TFUG SGE TC Y W YRR e (32 2 I [ A e ) e 4>
PR, 5B R IR R B, i ) A
SN 2 5 M S0 A (AR () SBURRHT, A 23 5 T 31 A4~
(NIVERP DR
4.2.1 TR FIRFHRFNE N RAIAR

TCIE B Y58 e BV ) 4t ) %o A A B R
P14 5% Wi = 3 B S i L R R S A R . G,
A PR AR B, A2 B A TR A9 ESE 5 . Monga,
May Fl Bagchi (2017)#455 3l 28 T 2 Sl ) L% 4
MG AR 9% 5 AU, $2 T ) BT R A A
& A — RYNTIBETY, AT A B E] A B Y
T B 5 2 R T g B I ) WA, B A I ] A4
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EERAIN SR T o HOR, W B H S 2 oA Y 52
TR  Layous 25 (2018) K B, Mibwu £ A
CL7E H AR A f 38T e e Ja — A s R, B
TR X B [H) PR T B S SR AR R . B R
BFRIFRE IS5, MERSEIMSE A C R
5 1 B R & (Layous et al., 2018),
422 ERZFEHREZWMEBITAFR

A SRR B, TCI 9 AR (2 2
B )75 50 ) B84 I T AR B AT O S 2 PEAT
Ho B, B ARELS RN BTN
R e A W ST 7 A R R & S =R 7 O BT
Ko SRTI¥E Zhu 4 (2018)# T — RV L I,
FF ) 5 ke S A R AR 55 HAR I SC R, R 7R i
T g R T R A AT B N TIR o E
R T B ARSE R b o LUk, ) A ol 2 1
S = A A MEMEAT R . Monga Z8(2017) & BR, A

(] s e 149 2 X i 9 3 o ORI AT 41, N
TEALBER, AT 1AE ] < Bk AN RIS [ Bk, 7 2L
YWY, SA R ST S A R, AR o B
F18 F ) 7 30 0 J A T FEARA o PRk, AT
FIF ) SR AN 2 7 A OB RAR I 8] AR A T

5 MRERIANRFEE RN ER LS

JEAESR, U AR GEATT DNAS ) 19 £ 3 X6 5k 5
Wl A A BEFIAT R A DL AT TR R . B TA
S RN O I 7 S5k = ML A R, LA BT R A
B BN S A RA T S5 T R B, AR SCR R A
[EE) SR R S0 ) AR AT S O S L . R R AR
B 2R 0B b SR ECE S, Jfis Ak
BRIV B A AT Ry T T SR AT A R o
5 PR R AN ARA T Sy SN 15 T B P AE L
HAERE 2

| 4% L kR GERAS R :
A I ieiettainie I I
| ! | ! | — |
| | s | | s |
| ! | ' | |
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5.1 {R#HES

NEAPIREEA R SR 38R R DL R
B T (Higgins, 1997, 1998). M43 Wi fh 50,
7 € 71 H38 (Regulatory Focus Theory)ih -~14
25 I H VIR R Y 2 W), B 3E XE ] (promotion
focus) Fl 7l Bij 5 In] (prevention focus) (Higgins,
1997, 1998) . e #E5E [ Ff H AR 0L BAR A7 B2, A
H #7558 Bt B B i SR AR A R, IR 1S
ROPP R 5 5 1 T 7 A 1) 8 E AR AR T AT A
%5, 15 BAR LI R AN SGE MR AE IR, JTS Ik
A IX Fh T B 45 R (Molden, Lee, & Higgins, 2008),
T ERigik, TATIA I E S RE S AR 4
) e R T VR A S5l BT 5 1 ) M PR AT Sy O R
o™ SRS, B A AR 3 R 1] 233G A A AT R
SEM HP BRI £ DL SRR B A Rk ) A R
52 £aEEie

Al A B PR B IR AR AR R Y AE A TR B
AT BATBE, S AT e 2 1A I 1 [
A A 2 P38 (Life-history  Theory) 5% i3 T UMK %%
TR AT T 2518 0 A BB 25 4 i A A7 AT 45 1 )
R4 A Ay s S, AL AR N T AR A S
L i 2 AR U B S IR I A — P AR AL, RO
1742%% J1 (somatic effort) % 54 4% J] (reproductive
effort)Z [a] 3£ 474X (Griskevicius, Delton, Robertson,
& Tybur, 2011; Griskevicius, Tybur, Delton, &
Robertson, 2011), fF4E5% 71 518 4 iy S 3R WS K,
T P SR I T A 4 A 2 B SR G A2 LA B o Sk (BT 4%
(Figueredo et al., 2006); T ZXFH %% J1 W 5 P 4
SRR O, TEIX A A s SRR T AR W M S
I TR B et b | A e i a8 0w ) N 724 B
T R RIS RS T R IE AR S . SRR S
B, WA MR R ROk B 5K AN
FEME, I 5 BEAE A Y P A 1 s SRR AR AR T
HA7 & HPE(Ellis, Figueredo, Brumbach, & Schlomer,
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The effect of scarcity on individuals’ psychology and behavior:
An explanation from a more integrated perspective

LEI Liang; WANG Jingyu; LIU Wumei
(School of Management, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: Scarcity is a state due to dissatisfaction of individual desire and demand, which is resulted from
real scarcity of resource or perceived scarcity of resource. As a universal phenomenon, scarcity plays an
important role in individual emotion, perception and behavior. Tangible resource scarcity is represented by
scarcity in food, product and capital, whereas intangible resource scarcity is represented by scarcity in time.
Are there any similarities and differences in different kinds of scarcity? This question has not been
addressed by past scarcity research. After combing theses, this paper found that tangible resource scarcity
led to individual’s cherishing behavior, compensation behavior, and approaching behavior, whereas
intangible resource scarcity only led to cherishing behavior and compensation behavior. Future research
should focus on the boundary conditions under which scarcity would not affect individuals’ behavior, and
the impact of time scarcity on individual psychology and behavior.

Key words: scarcity; tangible resource scarcity; intangible resource scarcity; perception; behavior



