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GUNRZAE BIABE, BEPH 550025)

H E ARMEATABRRANDRAEHAELOETLTR, 5HEAAZ L, AAATRAFT ERE”
L3R R A D BET, AT B @R R AR R (F BB fa 3T R e ik Km0 AT AR R R, A
BATER(E BB A R ik R S AR M R H . KRBT R AR BB IS 2R G R RSty A2 e
WIYE AL, TEERAERE ERERAB TR, RELERM I EFERERANY, BLFRERIA
Y R, AT IR0 RIEAT R AR AT A K, BT EEME(F ) B s S MR RS R Bdn . FRADIK
#. NGV Frm; RSHEAG BT, HERERRRSRE TR TEEMES T R EAmPm g kR
ik LRI GAZntl £ | A R & . AT R P AE RS SR (L R Mt 45 288 g
MHER).

KEIE HeRe, §REBRM, R&EE, Aebuh), b

S B849: C93

1 [OEaiE N Sadeghein, 2018). T A BT HxF 22 R BFAARAT A 1Y
K BB T 4T IR W 4 X & (Burl
2N R 3 VR B 4 RV IUIRIAR A i (Burlacu
Yo otal. 2023). B, BREE. W ETRER etal., 2021) FEZ/ T, FRBFARERE 2 2 5F
(Yueta v ) o e : © A T Hifi (social economic status)B I A4 UE B L
IRl BRZIERIAE)) S (Liang et al., 20215 Mani o i oy ah oo i i e 5 1 LA S8
Wyitpoverty), SEANTUMENMIBI g "oy e bt dy | IR S (Wbl
PR LT RIE, 38— RIAA . W etal., 2014 Mena et al., 2017), “%5 [" HL<Rr 475
Q g \\ _ - * El EE) o B2 =21
jﬁfig;;;g;:j?i i’; ‘Z‘OZR;’ ;2\2% T T B B2 Wohl %5 A (2014)F1 Payne %
) R e A (Q2017) 5 LR A A2y 1 B JUIR A5 23 4
JA s R G, S8 E0A N RIS

o N, X . PR i T R4 T B i XU A 1645, Haushofer Hl Fehr
T YA HE 7 2R RRC 222 CHansen oy gy g e 6 B R 22008
ctal, 2013; M, DA A, 2016) EEEIW g g i i 1B 0 45 5 0008 0 0 (V) K
MO BTN, TG RSB TN g o000 o Do e e A
RERSUB ATy — RO PR MBI peptor i R o 5o i 40 2 (0 168 050
BEFE 9 RO R (BB A 25, 2023; Cook & m] T 200w XUBS: 4 15 3l (Tuergensen et al., 2018);
Romm %5 A (2020)0 & B, #HHFHEFS&T
ML SR, B e 22 R M 5 BE (0 75 A AR ST

Wi HIW . 2023-12-29

WAEEH . RWER, E-mail: sjliang@gzu.edu.cn KRB AT Ao AT O, A X 1 25 5% W U

1233



1234 DI = N S

532 4

M A (BN, WA K- | I BT e 3] 73 23 A

FEVR BT A REAAR, T IR A0 A X DU i 17 )
S ARAEIR .

BT, ARWTH R, R NSRS A
A XU 7] P T B AN 2 28 55 05 ) 4 %o s B
T2 A R0 80 80 R X A e e, D < R A s
(perceived money scarcity) 2% 44k & £ B (perceived
money abundance) (Liang et al., 2021; Liang et al.,
2023) . AAfTTXF <2 4 A 1) 4 5 5% R (economic
resources) 3¢ & (wealth) & 75 & 18 1) F1] Wi 23 5% i
MMEBTEL: . ShPLAIAT R (L et al., 2020; Whillans
et al., 2017), #1752 WA 25 55 B K% P 3K (Batista
etal., 2023), £ R BRI AU B3 (L 5 AU
F 1B 5 XU 8 % 9 4> 3 AR ) 1) 52 W 7R A AIESE
B 5 E (Guillemette et al., 2015; Huang et al., 2023;
Mani et al., 2013) [AIiF, 48R a AL BRI AR L F
G Z X BREAAFAE, HREAS A XU e 55 1 52 il
IR I 5 4 R A BB A I (Achtziger, 2022;
Batista et al., 2023), K, ASHFFE 2 H <48kl
R R 4 Ak A JER A 2% I 3 i XU TR B A )
BRI . AR B A hE S5
S HOINA H O nd T B XU BT, B <5 B
BRI 5 4 AR R R T 2 R A A KU P 5
VAR g 52 e A A JXURS: ke SR Y i) A2

AW, TEHAIE | BARE L B
I AN I, R 2 B E IR (AR B
JEBEUR, B0 4 B A R M BB AT, XK B
Mt BUR 2 5 17 0 19 78 4K (Liang et al., 2021;
Liang et al., 2023), By A= 5 Sad v o 5 L2500 o
AN I TR A B, R B
BN L EL 47742 (Mullainathan & Shafir, 2013), 4x
R GRS M — 27 A 4 R B A
S BRE RRER b B A A AT T RE 23 A 4 R B
TR, FLARR U, LA ] 1) 28 U B R B S A
U, BRI G BRA BRI B A, H 4 R Uk
SRR 19 X 4 BRI AT ol 7 2 [ 22 B )R R Uk
2 T LAAH [ AR B0 A 4 B R R I A A 1Y
B BUEAUR B S BRI D 2 8] 22
PR BAZ o DI BE R, 4 B o s A2
R RO A S A L PR X B 2 A A A XU e 3
PR BARBIAWESE, W SRR A AT
AR A D T D a A D Y R I S 30
RS e AR A s BT R AR S i AR 4 Bl A

2 T mq B al AR IR BT 3 B0 KU PSR 1Y
Ak, KRR R —MEIERE . = BmEmn
%2 JGIN I 2 (Obeso et al., 2021), 7E XU — B AE
RPN, AU B SR A — A o B2 8 5 2 11 58 SUAE
&, BRSO RS S AR
H5E (Weber et al., 2002; F R 4, 2018), HiK
) B 2R G A AU 188 LA SR 017 2 2 5 ) XL e S
PR AR B PR AR (M, A 4F, 2016),
FET I, ARG AL A B i R R R I
Xof U TR SR A SR, 3 DA TA RIS &5 79 1 B AR %o
G AR JER AR ) XU B 3R 10 B HEA TR 5T, Il
B BRMmEBAM MR E BIRARMT A", Ak
i Sl R RN R A R R R R 1 s T XL 2 3R
VI B 4 ER A BB RN &2 R w5 R BN DN 5 1
4 22 TH Q000 352 M IR 5 3K = A0 [ AL

A BRI BT R R AES AT B s T I Y
T4, DR TR SR 2 5 I S A AR T R T AR R R
TR, Ko 30 4 R M SR R A A2 R R XUy o 5
B4 52 e S H O BAL AR G N ML S5 B g AL, T
VAT . a6 F0 T Bk . 20 202 1 e e AT
YRV P ok, SRR AR AR B L AR TR I K E
MITAEHAL St R EZAEM, BAEEM
5 Lo

EHAFFER R, SN EME—GE5] &6k
i E BB RIR, BEE L PR OC R E IR
B BE S | & AR B0 A 1 B B O %R (Mani et al.,
2013), EETAERXA MO IR . SRt S
SEARIER PRI SO A AR fk R &
FLE Y (Ward & Kim, 2022; Ward & King, 2019),
AT Y SE 30 B 4 R BRI S 5 I 550 I R B AR
W EBRFFEXT R, FEAREIFFE D, WXt st ] 2% 0
FINBR 56 2R R A SR AR 5 R AN A TR R -

2 EMNSMFRIVK R ITER

21 EEBR(ER)BEM
211 =HBR(ER)BMHFE

FRE AT 202 B W (R ), =TT AR
RS . WNIUABRE WAL, H RS 4 8
AR FUE R TERM BT, FEA 4 5, —&
4 G5 VR H BB (perceived resources scarcity) A E
RARG i 25 R B IR AR B 25 5, FEEAFEXTY)
J5 %% YR A Bt (material resources scarcity) | B[] i Bit
(time scarcity) Fl .0 B ¥¥ J& i 6l (psychological
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resources scarcity) /&3¢ (DeSousa et al., 2020);
TR R BRI (perceived scarcity) Ft 8 MR X
BRI <A > T T E ) £ LS Z (Liang
etal., 2021; Liang et al., 2023); = BB & T bt
(financial scarcity).0» B X B C 250K
DL IN RN 45 )% (van Dijk et al., 2022); DU
B 22 T Wi B (perceived economic scarcity) i
AR s R T SR T A 19 28 B BN R )8
(Auger et al.,, 2024), 7E LR %EH, DeSousa 45
(2020) % 4y Jot B U AR SR AT T, WA R
T el G2 BR AR 0F 4T % [ 5% ; van Dijk %§(2022)
LVFE T 2B E, 21 DeSousa %5(2020)—
FE, B MAEXT Y . 3 0 A A B ) 48 % 7 i Jek
HATER T Liang 2£(2021)F1 Liang 25(2023) 58 M
AERT Y« 32 XA AR R X R R AT T R,
BEA X2 B A B U AT B T Auger
FQO2HFETF XA . EMA M, MINF, HL
SR X R 2 TR R AT R, IRy
17 45 4 B AL YRR T4 LR — TR, 7R
FEBRBEIMAES, Medks BT TRAE
LI, REWFR T Rit& 85 RIEN S8R
B IR

FEF I, AR S BEE N RRE 2T R,
AR 32 L% A 3 43 ) % 4 e A SRR A 4
B BB AT R A AN SR AR ok 4
B R )EBAE R R .
212 EHBR(ER)BRAMHNE

A, 588M (e 8 )BRAHC
P R R EE PSR . WA NS
R BN e K R 3 . — & DeSousa A
(2020) K Tt 2x 28 3 3t (L T S B i e SRR ek 3%
(The Perceived Scarcity Scale, PScP), i%im & Hi[»
G JE T Rt (psychological resource scarcity). ¥ it
T Bt (material scarcity) Al B [B] 5 61 (time  scarcity)
EATRFEWNK, 3L 24 AN, H, P
FRERATMW 8 MNEI, JEH B LB b
HE & (Auger et al., 2024), — & van Dijk 5£(2022)
& B4 28 35 # .0 Bl im 2 (Psychological Inventory
of Financial Scarcity, PIFS), 1% fit 3 H 4 ik J Bk
(shortage of money) . it = #% il (lack of control over
one's financial situation) ZEUUE s 1 & (financial
rumination and worries) 1% #il(short term focus) /T
DNFERMM, H 124080, A4ERE 3 AN,

%I 3% B AR R B B A i ) EWLIERAZ . = J& Auger
2 (2024) I % W 2 3% F B K D i R (Perceived
Economic Scarcity Scale, PESS), 1% & H Tl &
AR 25 % i B4 32 UL TEAR AR G (VR B A
W55 BEUR AN JE LA R 7R 188 . R AT
i Bk 3= W PF Al (evaluative aspect)Fl 28 3% Hi Bl A4 56
(experiential aspect) i~ et ki, 2L 9 -,
Forpr, FULPEAl 4 3R A0 45 45 X 2 % 45 (absolute
reference point). & F il A\ )22 5 (other-based
reference point)Fll 3 WML/E5Z (subjective impression)
SEAYERE, S 3 AN 1 AR 2 A
i, WA 5 F i % A 35 15 45 (emotion) . TA A
(cognition) Al A & P (uncertainty) =~ 4E &, 4
YA 1S,

INC A 14 485 i i B0 A 56 = R R &,
BRT PScP i 3R 2 M EWIERAZ X 4 B A i A T
FLIESD, PIFS Fl PESS fi R340 A WL | AH RS 14
2 1% 4 R A BB EAT B [FAS, PIFS AN
PESS mRMIHAE T IHL (FEE P AEHOX
/5 48 ) (A B2 B BRI, H2, XA BN 4
BB 5] & R IS & I AN e, XA AREN
SRR R BEE WA Mo T AN
S B BN 2 LA B PR B[R], O TR 4 Bk
FRERE M &R T BRI EMR, FRET
15 45 1) & B Bl (2 ) ER RN 3% DA o 3 O 1Y
4 B B (R ) 5 4R 2 06 EE 1Y (Huang et al,,
2023), HHENE, SBMEL(ER)BMTEN
FEE TG4, B R A B F0 R 4 R AR B (it 2 ) IR A
M)A XSS R SR 1 155 28 AL 1 29 0 R
213 &HBRER)BAMAEN

LB T, B XME(E L) IFE#EI
FERAWD T . —RETMEZEF IR
Yo ETMRZERREIEERIGE RS
ANBR TR BEUR, AR A RS PR A SRR 7 AN )
SRR B BE A THR O . Mehta Al Zhu (2016)
LL Vohs 48 A (2006) T 55 R 5E0, @i BEES
AR B B AT RS (Roux et al., 2015): Hi ke
(scarcity condition)# R TE 3 4340 P9 A< I 7
LR B IR AR B P R E - BiE, miE R
(abundant condition) ] #¥% % 3K At 5 Fh 9% J6 75 2 B
M sE —BiE, J—MyikEEgs m
B M2 AT 55 (episodic recall task)PRINE5E: Fii ik
AP TR G LRI E T 3~4 A-FEFh T U5 ST
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Mg SR B, SR R P PN R A B
TR, EREED YR ROR R A, B
e RN ERZ ME DR A, P ASEX
FERIRAZ S5, R A M ZOR MAEIFE T 3~4
P F R A B S, AR S T R R A S
PEATAN A, ERERE . A AL TR
AL o, 850 %, T RIETLEF RN EUE
B, T AT IEXT AR B B AT R
BEREEASE . WAFLFRIEWIRAES S5 E
I 2 B Bk . Shah 45 A (2012)3 i 1o FU5- Filic
)53 Tid (assigned budget) X = 5 FH L fh Bt F7
Y S5 F L8 <3 55 (poor)” Fl “ & A
(rich)” PHZH, 055 7E 55 50 1Y) B — %6 3803 2 387 /K
(paycheck)” M i XA NS 54, o541
izt /0 F 5 A 41; Wohl 55 A(2014)3 10 i #1423k
SRAENL R S 53 W U3 R G 5% (anticipating
poor economic condition); Mani 2§ A (2013)if i ik
Z 53 D5 2T AR — R A B (Fan, i
LATRE I B BAN H)BI K & TR S B R R
Bl 2s; Payne S5 AQOITMAS LRI MAE,
AT -1 (economic inequality) e #5: 2\ i Bt
AN S 55 35 7 W TR 6 R B 2 A B R K
B, AN TFHASSEREMSCH
FUR BT BRI 2 () R0 R i 221

[] B8 R ek — A, A R B R B R 43 Ry
ik (scarcity) . & /& (abundance)Fll /& 1% (sufficiency)
=P (Daoud, 2018). @i f B2 AT 55 BERE
PR\ G ERRR G B, LREJR B A R R BLERL &
e BRGNS s B EA R A 3t R R
Al LAE AT B AT 55 64T
22 EHBRER)BMMOCESITHIRN

PR BT B AT o R B R, Xl
28 B R R B e R P OR 25 E T B8 Sl
(Allen et al., 2016; Prediger et al., 2014; Venn &
Strazdins, 2017). £tXF 4 B Stk A7 19 O B 5170
BN AFFE EZL L) Shah 55 A (2012) 9 FE it A S
(Scarcity Mindset Theory) Mft3% .

G R 10 O 2 B AR IR AR NN R 45
Jif . B, SUTMERS I RN T RE .
Mani 45(2013)URF 45 KD, SRR ZH K
) [) R0 T AR AR O BRI UR, Ak 3R R Ath ] 8 A
THAEAY OB IR B D, A% 0 vl 25 B AL 4 25 W) AH
XN L, AHEC R B 200, EARICA R IR

Jash& kM B s, HOAAIGE ) B3 R, [
¥, Mani 5¢(2013)LL H SR AFE 11 W 55 FE ML IR 358 %
SR BE BRI AT R 4, X REAR AT L SR,
IR T 4 AR A e ) R0 %o DA AT AT B 1) 9 R B
IR HTRE 1 (9 M 52 08, Mullainathan 1 Shafir
(2013 )50 B G R AS S22 35 O <IN B0 S5 1)
H, I o 5250 % 9E 4 2% 1Y W Bk (scarcity of
money) 23 FHOAF ST TN FE, 1R INHRE S FI
AT HH ) T K. Zhao F1 Tomm (2018)7E Shah
S5 N (2012) g Ak B8 S 0 TR dle 2 5 i A 1
B 7E B ) £5 A5 (attentional focus), & AN Z 40
(neglect); [FIA, 2332 IR MR SR, A~
PRI ERE TIPS E T (N ORINSINi A P8/ )
205 i il 23 5 kP SR A BT 48 R D)
Haushofer Fll Fehr (2014)38 i3 i/ 5% 2 W 4 4R 7 Gk
15 55 Ak R 3R 3 SR B XU 3 L 1 XU A 1) 3
Yo R0 448 5 e SR 25 A sF V) U B, 3 g f e 5 2 T
N RS T 2 I R A 2l 2, Bz
Wik I A 1) 2 T o

S R AR BRI AT R N 32 B R B A T B A AT
SR TAEAT N . Shah 45 A (2012)AUHIF 5T 45 4
T, ANRTE S G4 A L ) B, 13 1 40
SRR EREAREHT, ok HOeHE
JRIA T 157 55T 22 W1 J0 ) A A, 5 380
51T R o S TERRBRAEIIN, WA )4 T35
T TAEAT o fE H A, MER H T
BRI E XS5 R AR . MR T H G
JIEARAS 4 B A Tk BT SR A 1 E R 2 BRI &
U 7 s (AR B 1 22 % A 4 0 Ry <O A A 8
ARSI ), &5 & B4 (Meuris & Leana,
2015), W55 AR BERE 1, BRARS: IR B, 2
TAYEFE I (Pitesa & Thau, 2017); [N, 1ELEH
Bert, AT RsE RN, SR REEAY
Flzs, Mgk AT Fo, GBS &M
FE 7t & 3 5 T AR TAE i R e T AR R
(Grant & Ashford, 2008), M FEAK 35 5h 3 Ay 2H 41
. TAES S RHBAT I ahbl, R —F
B JH H TAE4T M (Grant & Gino, 2010; Shah et al.,
2015),

25 L RTIR, TG 4 R SN A2 5 A Y
TN B AE 451k 25 (de Bruijn & Antonides, 2021;
Ridley et al., 2020), #1243 A4 EAR L 530
B RS . BE AT . AR T, AU
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R BB E X IR S A AR BN IR SE R 4 plrRsSiiboR ALY SR TRl b SuR R TE S AR

e SR o 7 O S G ol A NIl R INGS 1=
(Achtziger, 2022; Batista et al., 2023), M=, OH
WFFE 22 v 7E 2 B AR R (ed 2 ) B0 BS54 S 3800
X 4 B A Bl (R IR0 B 5 AT SO B R
B [RIEE, A ERF S DI 6E Y 55 16 23 52 1
AMARNHIBE ST . BATHE S 0 SRR SE 5 KRS PR
R A B, (HEC AR, RSB
BILCE R )5 e XU PSR A R B b, R4
ARl (Gt 2 BTN KU DR SR 520 oo T 4 4 Bk
i R (e 2 ) B 53 ) XLz ke 5 4R AL A T 1 B 4K
P, ARG NT 52 ) KU e 3R A0 B R R EAT T B
BRSPS e
23 MR RREOEEER

Kahneman (2003) %} K 47 2 P 5K 47 S2HIE
WY 2 MNIIPN R RIS R VYR
NI 2 45 (cognitive processes)5 m A FN T/
X, 1B AR G (affective processes)-5 256 FlIZE 4 Ik
25 G, AU P SR S W R G AH LW R AR G 45
o HIL, AHFIE 322G 4 AR
A R B R )RR R i XL TR 5 11 0 BRATL
FET AT NG, AT 53 F BT 5 ) R o 56 11
FENFF RS R R AT R IR bR 2
231 IANFEZE

N2 il (cognitive  control) X Je 5 13 72 A 52
e O 4 R B AT o DR ST L s AT 5 0 i A4 B
SYAIF 5% (Del Missier et al., 2012), NHIFHERIEF
PR, DR R S T AR TR R A Y R
WEE, B TR RSN W R B R AT N
(Botvinick & Braver, 2015), H 522 I 0 AU L
TN R B AR SRR SR A 22 TR
BF, T SEITUN H AR, 23 I i RS ) LA
TR R, AREBRT AT, XA
BB BN 2 B BT (Mishra et al., 2015),
AR, AR B Bl 5 XA AT 1 T W 25
FIWTA K AR Z T LLE B2 B o TS 4015 7
TERFRAR T s X U s 25 0 0 R v, A A
1) 35 455 v RS 14 22 33T (Parker & Weller, 2015).

TN (cognitive reflection) 2 X 43 H 9 2
REMA R RN EEIEG, FREERT,
AR FI B BR8] T A e W as
BRI, ARURIER T, S RIA R R B KT,
TR AR ] T 2E AR XU BE I (Frederick, 2005), A

SRR

A 3% 4% 1l (self-control) & — F Bt A A B J
N ASE B4 2 TR BT 5234 0 H AR A B
WYL 25, 2014): A T4 K BAL 0 A4
G f 1] T XU S T R UK B R AR T
FoAR B KPR A T 1 FRBFER i K 41
MR R G, A ATE KUK e 3 v I 2 B
X RV R 25 HEATIEAS, NI = A2 B AT A
FoA2 7K - e 7 AR 18 A A BV B 22 4 1) 3 BRORI
B SRR AR A R P Rk S AR RE vh B, XKy
S RAT A .

232 BHEER

AT MG AR N (2016)42 i DADE % (the
Different Affect-Different Effect Model)ih N A[H]
TG4 S RENMEM ARSI R, B, XF
i 25 il 2 e XU 7 HRATH T2 . A5 H 1R
RS g5 R E B W AT, T AR 2 1 i XU R
#¥(Devlin et al.,, 2015): %2572 LR UL (Affective
Generalization Hypothesis)#& 1} ANk T AR 15 2
A 2 1A Ry XU 35 44 & 2E A RS, IXUR: TR A7
SN, B B AR BN, AR A T AR 1 2 U
M 1 45 4E 58 i (Mood Maintenance Model) |
P2 40 A T AR A 0 AR A g T XU oK, LA
BRI AR LS, AR NIESE, SRR
AITEA 4 . FARBIRE 4 B 38
AR F R KUK (Ferrer et al., 2017); £ [E 22 X
05/ S Y VY U AR N NCER SR i =l o =Y N E ]
£ (Aslan et al., 2017),

L5 LRTIR, O A BT x5 ma KU 2R 5 1A
HUBUN LB A, T 4 PR 2R R XU TR SR ) 5 i)
RUNITEA—B, 532 35 TR AR 48 )2 T 0 AU
15 28 I I 4 5 P XU DR 58 14 6 R FA T4,
HB 43273 MR JE TR 18 4 S BT S F i 45
FFA AR AU T 5K s . BRI, AT SR R0 4 Bk
TR B CE R TR 1R 1 28 %o KU D 5 1 5% 1
YA THRRENE S SRR R RS IR 2,
0,2 T AR R 1 4 5% T XL 2 SR B (L AR A

RZ, OCAMREYW, &8FHHI(EE)S®
Wi A PRI AV 28, T R4 26 2 52 i 44 X
PR, XN AT 5% BRI 4 e Bk (& 2 ) IR
M A XU R 5 B9 0 T RS Rl . ANV RSk
F, WAk 32 00k 37 2 T B A T & R B (3 A2 )
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TR 55 XU D3R O R I IF 9T I8 LB Z . Aguilar
Z5(2020) X 28 35 H AN XU AT o0 22 (6] 9 2 R b4 T
kg, HFR L REHETAFHmEE T HR
B H G B YA ] T AR s XU AT,
5T T Y 28 AR R 2 T % L) I TS 2 E
18 22 5 i B R o L5 1Y ; Liang 4%(2021) F1 Liang
252023 % i il 5% i 55 TE A AT XU PRSI
KRBT TR 5, 25 AR IR G e 2F T 5 K
1720, ARG T B A0 22 YA 25 1R I0 00 XU P o, #
SRR S T A A B DR KL aRE, AFL PR A BT v Y
s A R R SR R TN S A R AR B

HE I, ABFRHRR SRS 2 )BAXT X
W PSR (R R L, T DATA LRIV 285 It 4 ) e 4 R R
RS Wi A A DRI TR SR A 5 (A ) BRPIL TR, 3
PEEHNS b5 S ERIB 5 KUK P S8 5 i A0 ¢
DGR S5 18, B 7E SR 1 A A 4 v DB B 5 o
T B AR A
2.4 #EkiFiR

ML b SCHER R K AR o3 B 45 R AT R0, B R
2 AR SRR G AR BRI 4 R A SN 1 I S RS T
EERAERE . HJR, A BRI 52 e RIS R 5 1) 4 ke
BN 5 AL RN I A OGO SR BIL R BIF 5 AE AE R
fE o AR H B 5T A 0 M S B M R AR L
A

TS, AR A R (T ) B 4 B, I
KA R AR B (R L) SR ) 2 o 3 A 56 4 R ik
5 TR BT JRURS: PSR S A FH ) S . AR
B LA 2 % S A M, 4 R Gt R AR X
1. F WA (Huang et al., 2023; Liang et al., 2021),
EEAVR P, M5 FIS(Shah et al., 2012)
W8 S Wil TR BRSO A8 B A T 8 TIOR3t
B EPRES, R —Fif 0 TR 20 F 0k
% ; Daoud (2018)44 1 i BRI F2 4 B He 42 il 1 9 U
AN DL R T SR B I L AT A B G Bh A B
5 5% (abundance) il /£ 9% (sufficiency )& AH XA &,
B N BTN AT R . T8~ 2 (needs-
wants) & X434 X R (R 25 )RR X A ke (L ) 1Y)
ERRRE, UL, ARBEIT LS s B (E L) ERA
RWFFE X G, T EEAKE X S T, XA A B E)
G R i (F L)1) E LR AZ 1 TR A4 . DeSousa %
(2020) . van Dijk %£(2022). Auger %(2024)F % M
AN I £y BE Kot 2 5 B S 8 B R BB A T T e,
IEFF R T AR NI At 2, R R 4 1 B E 4 kAR

B (R R )R EWUERSZ o IIARN B F 2R U, 4
B R R 5 4 R A SRS XU RS TR SR ) 52 ) 1
FARIEHE S AT 7 1) BN (R, MU 2519
FARERUE, I B AR 2 B R 4 R A 5 SR
SEE BT R FIRER R 45 s ST i 45 . [,
AR 5T A b T A 32 WL RS2 T 4 R A G
(5 ) E R LLFE S 2 M (5 ) 51 & R 2 1
45, AT Ry R A < R A R (R AL ) B R M DXL e
FOE AL AL T B KHE, WIS T &40
VA PSIRaE VIR o

FLUR, A 3 4 A8 R R 52 i JRU S e 58 ) A T BL
il 551 G AL, by 4 R XU DR 380 1) AN — B &G
WA R, AR, Aguilar 5£(2020)
BT AR X2 T M B2 8 B AT i BLR]
177 fai A ; Liang %5(2021) 1 Liang 4 (2023) 5
SR Bl S A A 30 T T A AT A S AR
Wz DR SR, ELJ2 A R AL o) o s ke R £ 3
T A 5 R SR IR A PRI R 3k 1) D R 2R AT A
B INH S IE B E RS P ™ A PTR R 5
PEAE, TEC A AR ST 5T A A B L 88 1Y K
B, R, ASHFTE NS 15 5 0 f R AL At 4 ik
i Bl (T2 ) I R T XL 1 56 A0 S BIL AR, R
G R DR e 3R A0 0 -5 IR e o s il R 38 B AL 8 1
it e, AT RE 2 s A R R Gt )R L O
28 CINHIRUEL | PRAT 4 ) 5 R E A R (e ) T 4 A
JRURS: e 5 0 BEAIL A v (8 4

3 WxRE

AT EBENA D 4 DFFTREA R BT
FUREHR 1 X4 B R (T BRI 10 A B AT A,
T &M (B )R 3R, S Em B (E
SRV G R R E N 2 BETTRTER 2 K 4 Bk
(A ) AU e S (R S il AR SE A 30 A
NHUZ HRS 5 A S BE AR DR 22 . AR L kG
A2 ) TE 4 R Bl (R A2 ) R 52 i XU oA 36 o i
T RON; BIFTEASEE 4 DTS 26 )25 THTAG 50 4 S i
(B R )1 2 7 4 B e (T R )RR i XL b 36
A RO o o, BESEASTER 1 RIS 2
3R 4 bt o LA, DESEALER 2 BTSRRI 3 F 4
ST ETHE; BFET 3 A 4 MPEXT Ao A e 2 i 5y
SER AR
31 BEMERE

ARG KB R B S e T
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FELIRAE B w I, AR Bl sk 5 5 2 4
BEYAS R I AL ) &2 R <P A > TR Bl A
TSR, &8 BERAE R 2185 b 1
SR RE SRR, ARIR
DR B R AR A G BRI T HR G
M2 o AENHALE AN 25 32 B8 P o it 1
HAS IR FETE A UTBE AR SR L HE B 400N 25 52 M e
FEACT WA IR 225 DA B JEL 2 48 A 1A 4 7
TSR B R FH 44T LA AN 2 B S8 S A, AR
il B A Y S e BT DR AR AR TR ¢
b SO 5 K S 1 B 5 R B i O = = B U - =2
SR BLG 25 AR AR S B s E R T E
FEGE I, SR RIES AR R &k
RS R R RIS, A8 XU P 3Rk A T
SRR, KU BR8P X e KU AT o & AR
F AT REME HEAT O PPAL s VB AR B R SR R A AR R R
A7 20 0 KU AT I PEA (B 00 i 25 PP Al 248 1
ST REE AT R W T 25 7K T B VEA B . 7 JRUBS:
SRR BE T R v, FRARAE 22 2 48 DL as S H MR
EIPR A RIBHELL; AR S DA R SO
M2 2 ISR 1 R IAESE
32 WIREHR 1 SEFHRER)BEMNNHEE
321 WMEE®

THFRA | ML T REIRM B . 48R Bl iy A
KM 5T BE VR AT A 2 4 R A i BT N 4 R Rk
HEAT R T RS2 S 4 B, E P ER
TSN &R BB 5 S8R F B IBRADRIR . ]
Bt 2% A R EWEEZES; A Yl
SRR E RGN Ay A 2R bR (i
AR, DUDBERZ R AN T REE O B
TiE SRy Al b A R A SRR R A 4 R AR BRI
W25 2 5 25 K T o o7 () R P, 3 Ak R ) R
& 3 AR G AR b BT JE AT IR R M T4
o SRR T b M R A, T A A
(g R)BAMER, BRsBRuRmS s8 s
SRR R I AR PR AL, RSP R 2~4 LU
Ko A BT B (R R ) B A A3 22 B RVUT 5% 29 7 Bl
322 wERKRIE

7 4 2 B R il AR Y R AN . BRI
i i, 0 IR 28 U AR Bl 23 51 R AR 1 £ T I 26
7 T B A AR B 4T R 40T ] (Haushofer & Fehr,
2014), LTG0 DL 2s g | B AN A 01 25
2 PR A A A TG I 42 5% s e ) B 7 2 19 T

W BRI b, AE AR AMRIE S B K,
B BB A1 WA KT (AR AL 2 i A T 2 B R kA R T
H AR A1 2 1 3 B0 B A AR N AR IR AR
(Sacks et al., 2012),

AN A FIR TR B L — 0B s R
(Wohl et al., 2014): 47 I 4 £6H Bmf, AL
AT, 55 AR AN AR T AU R Y
Gk, [lA o A R B (P 3, TR3AE, 2019).
FLOF BGR AR, T B R A TR AR R, X
AEVE AR TR, X R R AN B E P, 2377 O
PG ARAMTHE, TR, 2019),

ANON ST BN 2 2 R R | e ) M s BRR
Ao AR BN AR XM IR B 5 A A idth
MNARAS W Eed, ¥ Mt 2 e (social comparison)
LR, 5 Bk X P B9 S RS (reference point)
AH G M R S B A N B IR
fH 7 FIAt 2s 0y <A N0 B (R, Flifeg,
2014), ) b LB 5| R M B, Bl B 3RS
SRR 22 05 m 3 FORE T A RS A
EEE,

L5 P ITIR, BRI T R AR E IE RG24
A0 5 18 4 S50 (1 AR % 42 (Zotova & Karapetyan,
2018)FIAS LA I, 33 B Xof AR FfF 9 35 A X Je8 e fie
&S (E B)BABEA R KNS HE, Bl
DURESE 1% 45 5t 8 RN 4t 4 e e (s 2 ) B 4 L
TR
33 WRER 22 SEBR(ER) TR R

REIR G
331 #WREH

g 2 JEF Az st BIE . XURS BB |
Fh 2 LU BEE AN B0 A BE B AH SC I T 451 42
11 BR AR R 5 4 B R R SRR K XU 2 5 R i)
PSR BR, 36rUE 4 B il (5 2 ) B0 X A 1A
£ w50 XU 326 10 9 A2 2 (BRSO P, IR, 35 iE 4
B R (i 2 ) SRR X XU R 1% 55 1k (B 6 ) A X
TS i TR B4R (A /NSO o A, — AT R
S HAE A5 R B I 4 B AR Bl (R R ) SR T XL
B R SRR, T R SR SR S S8R
JE BTN XU P 3R 2 R R, AT SR (D) A
IR 3y 5 36 A 36 < R A ke (i A2 ) SRS A XL S 1]
Ui g 7 v 10 DRI SRR 0 AN T A 25 A9 S s (2)38 it
AT Ay S G 6 4 R (A ) R X A KU 32
P (0435 FEA AT 22 e SR RV BRAE 20 50 ) R 5% T
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332 mmEfRiE

A4y 50 BiS (Life History Theory)iA N 7E %I
F0 B A T PR A 2 FR I B R A0 B
WA, BONAR AR RIS AR, FEBT IR = AR
B P AR 3R T AR B 1 O BN A UK,
J R R A A SRS AR (Simpson et al., 2012), Ak
A7 SR WA PR30 B TR ] T A s R, vh3h A
B W, 18 A A7 SR VA SE T ) TR A s EN
8, TEEARSE o Y G KU PSR i, P A7 SR g
AR FAET A . B, 18 AR A T
TR | PR, XUR BB IS (Risk Sensitivity
Theory, RST)#8 i1 Y AMR SBS, s
W XURS:, AL AR LR AR B 1Y SR AT e
WA W, BT TR ORI, R
s KUY | R B8 B 4T A (Mishra & Fiddick,
2012)0 ARG KBS BRI 1 Ftie: 4 1
Il F B T, B2 BN S R 22068, AT
R E S HAR, AR5 & KUK 7 28 LA/
2B BN, 7ESCI R A S5, M REAS R
AR ER IR R, AT REIE S MER, &
53 A R AT S AR . T R e
(Gonzales et al., 2017), #k < % B {2 (Social
Comparison Theory, SCT)#gH 7] I b1 i 2
BAHACSMAMZER S AR, 51 K805,
I AR AN TR AR TR B s,
MELPAF LR e 2 IR R s, B XU 4T
AR [ 8K (Payne et al., 2017), #4547 RIS
(Needs Theory), 244 FUTE SR FlZ2 475 R A9 A 2 ik
R, DR A AR AR, R Mittal Al
Griskevicius (2014)MHF5T, ANE4A AR TR
Xof PR A R, el | IR R s,
18 ) T B By . Mishra 25 A (2017)32 11 T3 T7K
PE RS A TRIEMENSHHAN, SEFR
VB — SRR 1) F-Be o Ak, ARAEAMEHLH]
H1% (Compensation), > PR %2 42 R 1Y % fft 75 &
AMEHLS (PhET I, TR, 2019): EHEBEHLT, 4>
R 2238 53 B IR B S R DI B O o BRIb =2 4h,
22 Fl i X6 IR e SR 1) 5 T % 9 A B 24 I 6
H o LTMEGE WY SN SRR, &FF
i B A AR AE 42 B He SR B B B PR W 7R (Cook &
Sadeghein, 2018); AbTELFMELM TS 5H
A 1) T B (B, TR A ) A SR I 4 K
20T R B R AT Sy 0 A A 52 B0 A A< i

BB AR B4 2 15 & 1 A /B (Wohl et al,
2014),

BT LRI, AT HE S A B BUEA
IR A S £ g XU e 3 LA DR B AR T o XU e 3
2 37 B 18 70045 148 4 22 19 5% 0 (Glickman et al.,
2018), WU P 5 A EFEAT: 55 — it AL 25 =i 2k B
HRAMBNEX R, YEminy ik Dk s (R
WAES A 245 (TH R AES) B 5 2 IR, 25
5l & A K B S 6] 3% % (Gonzalez et al., 2005;
Gonzalez & Mehlhorn, 2015), X #tFe KUK ke 5 v
AUHEZE54 1V (the framing effect), JXUS PR3 AU AE S
BN 32 IR 8 X B b AR 2 R AT R (i
T ) T AR (B R )R AE A, e I 4 L IR — B
4 (Iotzov et al., 2022), TEJEAT XU PR T, B
T F I L FhHE SR A% 8 (Glickman et al., 2018).
e ik 25 T XUy 2 SR HE B AN SR PR SR 3 LA 2 75 5 TF
Al W 3 IR, 7 451 2 HE 42 3R B 5 SROXUIG: 4 i e,
B A HE 242 D) 22 B 2 [ il JXURS: Fr i ] o 3K A AE
5 2 AL £ AE 4 22 1] XU it 6 B2 2 1 A S A R Oy
RGN, Rl EBZBNZ —
(Lakshminarayanan et al., 2011),Gonzalez %(2005)
ik MR G R, 7E KU PRI, IR HESE 25
G| TR 1 e AU [T, ARUBAE 200 = 5 | &
A E (RN, KRB ) A4 [B] B, R B, Mishra Al
Fiddick (2012)3 F0F57 45 42, XU U Blis
A LA FERT SRS, iR e SR AR AN [R5 SR K P
TR R 5 BURAE SR AR L, TH AR HESR 5 5
FTORMGEA EAEN, S RB0E &KL, H
RERNE, S8R 25 Z AR &K
S, PRI, AW N A A R R N AU
VPR EIEAE TE S IR HEZE T R 3%

A SR E B NS R IR 5 5 4 R A
B A AR TR 2R, AR R 1

Bk 10 SRR B CRF 2 ) BRI S A 1Y
() AU e 43, L 4 ke M fte J8 R X DRI 32 3% 1) 2
HEVE FHTETE IR HESE T . 3%

T A BIF S 235 2R 3 ARG il 280K 52 1 A XU,
PEAHIWrE AR . Huijsmans 25(2019) )44 4 B AR A
FERWT: i 0o 250 ol A (AR MR o T 400 22 I3 1140975 30
B, Ok P SR W APEAG S R A R . FEAT A A
FEH, BE IR G A [] e 5 W a5 e 4 1)
FH-A—3%: Haushofer Fll Fehr (2014)A9F5R R L
T A o 55 1k e 3 1 XU T30 i 45 ;. Wiilliams
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SE(2016)IC 5 T 17 44 JLAE N IR PN O3 B JoT A 146
O, SEE A RRBIRG G2H Z 5 1) P300 HR iR
TEMC i FIAS S AG B PR AR B AL 1 25 22 5, s sk
IR T B IR M B R

T U B2 Y 1 1) RS — W 25 HE 22 (risk-return
framework) I, A% KU 47 4 TR UK 5 (expected
benefits) i) 1 W 2 B0 A 146 2 5 XU AT o 1 B2
16 FR(Wang et al., 2016), Weber 45 (2002)¥f JXU RS {5
] XU BN RN W 45 R AT X 43, IR I TEAS
A U o R XL o i DR 0 5 40 A i
FIr i R L, TERG - HERE T, A
B A A IR T AATTT B I 18 TR WA 25 0 RS /)N
B PEAL, BIVE AT S 2 S0 AT 2 R XU 24015 1Y R
B T ES BOR, B B AR, T A
VAN = 5% (1 [ NN (oS K N =l R T e
s, USSR /DN, BB ) 1K (Blais & Weber,
2006; Zhang et al., 2022),

25 b, AR IR 3% SR 0 T A 25 ) ) T 2
2 B R SE I, 7S AR ] — KU AT R 1
00309 UL 5 40 Wr 5 XU RS J8% T 67 AH S (Weber et al.,
2002; Blais & Weber, 2006; Wang et al., 2016), 3&
Tk, ASCHR RS AR 2 R 3:

A% 20 AR B )RR 1 R (4 /)
IR T 9 MAC i TP 1 A i () DR A ]

A% 30 R B (e )AL i 55 1k (B AL
JRUIRSE 28 R A o () DXL A 1]
333 HRAR

WFFERCER 2 32 B kA7 Ry S 0 A6 96 48 B A Gk
S5 A B R O XU S e, o6
SCURR N SR 1~2 S RlE] 5w AT O S,
TR M, SERE EMAREET,
A R BB | B R R SRR B A A XU e
WS, 9 3 AN SR AT Sl e, R
AL [) — SR TE 4B o ik . B BR BTN F AR B
T H AR R R | R R AR T B XU
K2R, TR 3 h, BIER 2 5H M7
SRS E Sh i S B2, KR i 1 3A
PR PEAT RO N B LR AT L, B R —
RAEA RIS 8053 3 A& T HARTEBE . &8
B R R T R AR, SCER 40 3 (B R B vs.
SEE R vs. AR x 2 (BRSPS HEZE vs.
TH A AU PR SR AE 28 ) i a E] A A7l S, A
B [RR B2 9 4 R AR 0 L S A AR 5 TR R

HEZR KRS R SR AR, S8 5 08 3 (R ik vis.
SRR E I vs. AIRIRAS) x 2 (B KR DL SR AE 42 vs.
TH AR XU T SR AE 22 il N I AT Ry S, A
BN R B T 14 4 R SRR R X L S XU e SR
SR SEE 6 MR BISLE, F AR AN [ S
SERBA(GERMEE vs 2B R vs. ARRE)XS
TRE XU | T WA i B AU 8 (HIE 239 ) 8 O 22 5
BD DRSS 0 D o 8 018 2 5 A ST 6 110 4 R R B
S8 ERIE, HORAFRAR | THANE
B 5 E B BMERNS 5N EERE 5
JE SRR B AT A ARG 6 4 R B R SR
PIHRPEN . APPSR 2 T RER T 2080
D5 5 XA A B8 T B0 XU D 3 22 S 0647 20 #

34 MREHR 3 SERBHR(ER) BN RS

R BN ML A
341 HEEM

WFFERLTR 3 08 <5 B i (e A2 )R 2 2 8 (1K)
DRI T 3 1D 5% 0 AT I HIOBIL R A R A, 3 e DA A
i 22 NS RERIAE T 47 1l <5 BRI e (A2 ) A
S AU R SR v i) A 800, s i R R (T A2 )
TR 52 ) JRLRS: TR SRE R DA R B A2
342 wARKRE

2N 17 S R S O N NGB s R 2R T S
IR RGOS, T O X AR T ) SR 43
[ R N RTINSl R R /A =
B PG B AT S 197 £ (Mani et al., 2013;
Mullainathan & Shafir, 2013; Shah et al., 2012),

25 1 il T DA N D) B8 114 5 i R A DA T RE )
FOFATHEHI )7 . Mani %F(2013)WHF5R KW, 5
o R R DG 19 [ 80 2 T AR SR O BRI, A
At [ 50 AT S E 090 B UR D, AR A
REJTK 3 R R . IANEE JI (cognitive capacity)j&
il TR D) T ARATHE SR AT 32 R A 2 A0 B 2 L
#il(Mullainathan & Shafir, 2013), 55 2w
K (Del Missier et al., 2012), #&F“INHIRE 1 &5
M e SRt PR 408, <IN SR BR 1R 5ok
SORE VIR OC RN R SRH RE R AR &, BlOBOR B
Z AT R R T AR g i i DR R BE ) 1Y 255 HE
¥ Ok (Parker & Fischhoff, 2005), Weller %
(2015) I BIF 5T 25 SRR W] NP R 1K 5%
A JE RN I T A XU S B A OG TE XU —
W g AR v, T A £ TR N RIS RE 0 S E
A6 17 %) H A 280 L KU BRI T D 2 PRtk &
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T SRR DA N R SR B T 14 i) 4 T O AR T
T s 2 o IR e ) B ) AR Ak, DT 5 i) XL
FriksR. INHPORBE B 4 MREEER: FE
PF- 1 (belief assessment) BE 1, #t {H 7 fifi (value
assessment) g 11, 4415 &5 #) {H (integration) /)
fig J1 A1 JC 1A S (meta-cognitive) fiE J1 (Parker &
Fischhoff, 2005), Herfr, A {E DAL E 7 2 B X 52
o 52 1) R S 40 25 DG S8 A 2 Sk, DX T AR5
me RSB A5 05 B, BB AR RS 2 HE L,
RN Z B P 3 I H W 5 % % (Liang & Zou,
2018), HEZERG N # il (resistance to framing) FIT 2k
SR AN (resistance to sunk cost)f2 M {H A BE
B FEZRA, XEPAEH R JORR BER RN
A% 22 (cognitive bias): ZHF M SEER S
BB 28 T 7 AE ZE 0N A0 X Al 25 T T A7 AE 30
A H A FH (Glickman et al., 2018); HA3 B A A
B AR, JH PR JE% A 8 2 v T TS S Y T A
AR (Qi et al., 2018) HE ik, A I HUHE SE4L
o 00 5 R T R A0 0 A A 5 ) IR R S ) R
N 22 4k B, ) 4 R B (g 2 ) SRR R 52 e XL
Iz 5 14 I — AN AL B A%

AT 2 il (executive control), X FRINAT I fE
SN FNEE S, AR AR . SGuE L AT S A
P vh 3 BE J1 (Huang et al., 2023), 2 MEH &
I ARSI M A CAT R 317 45§l A9 5 Rl
(Blair, 2016). HhA7 4 il 5 WA~ PR KR il w3 )52 1z,
PTG, I O I v e A R 25 N 2 ek
19145 S XU P58 (Huang et al., 2023), A~ [&] A4 ok
AT 55 75 B [A] 19 1A 0 4% il 3 A2 (Del Missier
etal., 2010), 723 SR IRDRE DA S0 46 4] 4324 P A~
ARG BT HWERRGEMEETHER 537 R
%t (Frederick, 2005; #)hE 4, 2007), A %0 &
(cognitive reflection) /& X 43 Wi~ R 4L 1 H 245
Fr(Kahneman & Frederick, 2007), A %1 & B 8 1E
I T N e 3 A SR 3 B R 4R AN 2 B o SR 4k
(Finucane & Guillon, 2010), &/MA&E 3& 04 fe
B Sz B, A R e BF 5 E BH X 4 B RE ) RN SR
AE & W /Y 7000 M (Sirota & Juanchich, 2018) .
Frederick (2005)WF5¢ &8, #Ei&7E U5 AT, A
SR IKF-55 AA JRUSS W 1) TEAH DG A 95 B v A 4
JBF, A ST KOT 5 AR XU 1 1] S AH G o A
G JE A A ECA R Bl AT O BT A ERAE
SR RS BB R, X XU B3R = A R T

X JRUISSE 1R 5 5 T e ik 25 1 2 A T T e v ) 410
fiil (inhabiting) [X 25 (Diamond, 2013), M XU 23R
BTN 133 72 (cognitive processes) K&, WF YA i
SR EAINMIIRE T BT & B FRATFE T4 i 45
BRG, N8 ek (5280 4%, 2014;
Fischer et al., 2011; Vohs et al., 2008),

FF LRI S5 A OCHE T, PR 3
2 Bk 4~RiK 6:

& 4 SEMBL(E B)BRAE TR I(F5 1)
DA 22 02 1A% 2 (10 RS TR SRt

% 50 AR BLCE B )ERHE S (f232F)
PR SRR i AR 3 (R XU TR SRt ]

MBAR 6: S ERA B (a2 )RR R ok 41 ) (i i)
PHATF ] 82 1 A% o () DS T SR ]

343 HRAR

WEFTRIEL 3 3 B DA AT Y J2 TR 35 D\ AR
2 AR L BT AR & B AT BN 5 4
B TR e RS R R A R RN . B SRR R
3 ETR AT S 5 I A R Y SEUERIFAY
i ike BRRALHE 3 AT LR AR S 1SS
B2, L8 | RPN =TT Bk, ]
RS HHEMAD ANEARE LT EREH BRI,
FLUR, X B B (i 2 ) BRI T ER YN, ORI
FROVE 09 4 B B (5 2 ) BN AR B BRIk, I
Z5EMINARZE . HR TR T 61 K
Ja, MES5E XM, XESEHE, B0
WAL g PP R XURS: S FRAT Jy (T IRHE R 5 B A48 );
U 2 AUEIE RO N LI EAT N LR, 4
AE 3 ABF A8 TL, T2, T3 (MIFg—JE)XT B 25 4%
SEMES ST BBAETRYI, NS5
AR T BEALR . b, BRI A
SO S IR YRR P 5 S0 1 AR IR, ARSI 3
FAUEMFE FE 5y 3 AR T, T2, T3 (EFE—1H)
XA OGS f AT £, EBEARE A0 PR
T e, 78 T1 RS X REA ST S A AT B ry e
FN 5 B4 il 1) 28 S 4R AT (517 2 S5 50 B B AR [R]
M5 BRI bR ) AT I AL, R, fE T2 B E
WFFEALE 1 hIF R MBS & BB R
BHEANSEMIURT S &8s 2RAEE, F
Ao 0 e A A B DA 25 L DA S SEURT AT 43l K
Yy fe)E, TE T3 B s SRR A0 U A ) L X ek
L VRIS VAR AXURS e B AT S R AT i . 7R
R 3 v, FZERMIr 2500 G540 R
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RUFN Bootstrap J7 35 X AH S B AT 4347 o
35 MAREHR 4 £EBHR(ER)BE R EE

RIRHIBEN B2
351 FARHEM

WAL 4 1S3 PSR 1 1RFSE 2%
Xof 4 R B (R )T | A R R E R B (e ) 1 4
TTYERE 53, SRS R 4 B B (a2 ) RN 1 1=
(PR ) JRU RS ke SR A 1) 114 52 Wi 3 47155 28 BIL 1 120 440
3 V0 VE AR A7 2 R I 1 2 7 4 R R 2
SRR S 15 (1) AU e SRR 1) v %) v A 8500, 4
TN A ER R (R R )RR 2 e IRy T 38 T 17 4 B AR
352 #EfRi%

RFBE SRy — G ARG B R 1y o
T (Rovelli & Allegretta, 2023), iEH B, JLHZ
SUERREE, BR T XA RN D B8 7 A S Ak,
SRR ST 4, JE T SO AR AT
M (Haushofer & Fehr, 2014) . 255 i i1 55 23 34
B BTG Wb, A 2 B L O vy 1 A R AR TR
2% (Sacks et al., 2012), Fessler %5(2004) % ¥, 7E£:
VoM Sk 251, MME S E OGS 4, i A
{4 2 7% 'F K (Fessler et al., 2004), 714 17 45 %t X
B e Y 2w B ORT IR TC R . 1H 4z Ak R
(Affective Generalization Hypothesis)$2 ) 7H #% 175
25 23 B AU R AR BTy, A A4k T RS
25 W AH s 1 45 4 35 R U4 (Mood  Maintenance
Model) Il £ H T A5 175 28 23 0 1 XU 55K, 52 BXL
WS i 4~ LA 388 00 A5 WA i 1) WL 2 TG 7 A RO 114 17
4, BRI Y BURESRENMEIRK
[ (Ferrer et al., 2017); 5 &S {di XU HEE; 35
Pl A T 25 gy AT 8 KUK 125 WAL 2% 1 5 (Aslan
etal., 2017), MR BT BGS Bk A, B IRAG GL5 |
RIS 25, A1 25 46 308 43 B 52 v A ik B
Xob UG - 5 A5 1 R4 FH (Aslan et al., 2017),

ABFREET O SCHE = 1 S i B 25 &
AN IEANA L 42 A 2 . A BFR R,
AN IRA AR B A AE I (Mishra et al., 2015):
ZWAN TSR R KT I CR = 55,
2017); LHEARNTEARER R, S 55 8N
TE R KBS LATS B 8 5 4 (Payne et al.,
2017); FEFEH A RS S E AT, m ks
VU A0 7 AR A S TR 2 B 25 Wi XU 25 B O £l
¥ Z H K47 M (Gamba et al., 2017), R4 2K
8 A O AR PR, AL RBCRIRE T

JEI A 58 5 25 45 A A 7= A ) (threat to life) Y
Bz, SERARIEN, XFESHFTHLN
PEUR e HAh 2 LA K (Ben-Zur & Zeidner, 2009).
AR = A0 PR % 42 A, 2338 5 #MEEHIL I X
NERIBHATE M . BTFALRBROMAL S
JEAE E B R 17 B L4 B (Fagerstrom et al., 2011),
AR XS 2N A B S AMELEI B, SR
NP USC 2 4 vy EE G in 8 e At ) (PO A, #R3E, 2019).

BT PR LS RS, MR 4 1210
AR 7:

Bk 7. SEMEL(E )5BS . THKk
MM EL(E R)IE L, S8 (e 2)BAEgs k&
) e ey 2 )17 2 012 3 o (1) JRUISS: e SR AT 17
353 MIRAR

TSR 4 2B DI 25 23 TH K6 30 4 SR
17 26 5 4 e TR 2 A 4 AR 1R e XSS e 5
B AR o RS 4 R 94Ty SE 000 45 5200
LRSS 20 Bk, SE80 1 Rpili L =17
RETE: H, RS EENCARERELSH
TG AR RS, HR, NEEm(E B )R
FEATHERGN, IEI RIS (10 4 B s (5 R )RR
TR, W, WS 538 00 E0E %A s R
4 e, MRS 5 E 0 RSN XU B0, 15
BRI R S IR BT 5 SE50 2 R ESATIBER
BN TR BT NS, 4RI 3 NI T,
T2, T3 ([AIfm— )X B 2R 165 2Bk 5 &8s
SERBABEATERN, BAS 5 A A 5 B
JPRREMALR . BEAh, BB S R T S
SCEG 1 MHIE] . WRSTREIER 4 B SEIERFSY R Ly 3
AN AL TL, T2, T3 (AIRR—H )R A OCAS 5 iff 4T
M, ERFFUARER 4 rh, BRI 225087 . 4514
J5 FRA U Bootstrap J7 ¥ X AH SCHUHE #E 47 43 B

4 BERENMSEIE

AHE5E LA A 2 BHE (Kaplan & Gangestad,
2005) . XU 8RS (Caraco et al., 1980), #1421t
WH IS (Festinger, 1954)F1# B0 25 3 38
(Mullainathan & Shafir, 2013) R34, 78 PR W EH
48 G515 28 B & (Kahneman, 2003)F1 XU — 1
TS HEZE (Parker & Weller, 2015)/N, MARXTZ &
FE A BRI 5 A R E BRI, IR A B
e A~ RIS e SR 1 s A0 17 5 A RO, DA
CNFIR 22 . AHLSCR . PUTHESD 515 45 (&8
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Poverty leadsto the desire to change, and wealth leadsto the desire
for stability: The impact of perceived money scarcity and
abundance on individual risk decision-making

LIANG Shujing, YANG Guangyong
(School of Management, Guizhou University, Guiyang 550025, China)

Abstract: Money, as an important resource that can fulfill people's material and spiritual needs, is closely
related to everyone. Does perceiving oneself as “poor” or “rich” have an impact on risk decision-making?
Currently, research on the influence of perceived scarcity (abundance) of money on risk decision-making is
very limited at a relative level, and the psychological mechanisms by which perceived scarcity (abundance)
of money affects risk decision-making are still unclear. The objective of this study is to determine the
psychological mechanism by which money perception affects risk decision-making from the perspectives of
relative scarcity and relative abundance. We will reveal the impact of perceived money scarcity and
abundance on individual risk decision-making through laboratory and field experiments, cross-temporal
tracking empirical research, and eye movement behavioral experiments. Based on these experiments, the
impact of perceived money scarcity and abundance on high-or low-risk decision-making (risk perception,
expected return, risk choice) will be tested. At the psychological mechanism level, this study seeks to clarify
the cognitive (the mediating role of cognitive biases, cognitive reflections, and executive control) and
emotional (the mediating role of specific emotions related to perceived scarcity and abundance of money)
mechanisms by which perceived money scarcity and abundance influence risk decision-making under
different money perception scenarios.

Keywords: perceived scarcity, perceived abundance, risky decisions, cognition, emotion



