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1.1 [elRRR

Her R ARG EE IOV RERA (L T HRM A 2B E R E (IR, 2019) o M T 15
GieENE, EERPIRRCR RS T ARS H 2B LTI (Adena & Huck, 2020; Kwak et al.,
2018) , bR IR UG B2 AL A AREE LI AR o 45 o [ ELIC I 2 i W o R AT HHE
IAE 2021 4, REA T 100 NS KEMSE BB, R AR
H A REE N IREGEE, (EANCF W B IR MBS, AARMAE. BEER,
T EER R R (JRIGHEEAL R = AN IRMEIE N0 XL 4%2. STk, Tk
— IR A SR REEATI R e, PR RENS B e T 8 I 6 A 28 1R s AR U N

AR ELIE AR I 7E A 28 2R A T e ) H 2 e, (H2E R s RrER N
HTAA S TR AT SRR T LR I A, BRI T R AR M A A ELEK X 48 T 4T 1
[KIZ& (41, Berliner & Kenworthy, 2017; #WFX 4, 2019; Sepehri et al., 2021; Snyder et al.,
2017; Smith et al., 2015; Fifg#E 45, 2022) o B, —LUFTERIM, TLECNIEIET &
AR A “HRERUK” ER, TR BCAIRINE TR S AE S H e, IR
S, fATHIIE IS St T RS R (Smithetal., 2015) o PRI, % —WRE AT A 2 T EE
MBI S8 2 MBI G40 (vs. BAANEED SEIN, 3L B BRI RE, M
AN L L RBIG S S (FE 25, 2022) o AN, A EROHE T OGE T IR SR 15 5
H) “BEZRABIG T (2Rt FIRRDE, 20200 o “SCRINE” (EIEfL, FHFE2021) « “AH
PEALHES?”  (Lv & Huang, 2022) ZEDReXt AMASEIE B IR I5E M o (5] BUS A A A SR
EATRZ T A L EHERE,  TRART M2 i LI I 28 2K 52 Bk P72 0 1T R 5 A48 e o JR
MIRIER, G B 70 I S ERAE SL (0 JR PR, PR AT e 5 M) A0 (2 A 4 IG5 0 7 P ) v
TE R 32 AR

BT, AT B AERE T OB, BRI UE — AN RS S R R A A ELEN
TEME BRI E R R —— 3 4RI, DU BRI RIS LA 2, B 0 e v T ELER
PO 5 O 2 A, 23 3 AR PR IS ) R, = AN R AR I AT D9 e SR s i R 3R I BB I 7S, Rk
O\l B35 SV R R R BR BEFIR SCRR A S B R 5

1.2 B0 “4RNEFE" M MAEERKMIBIEEERR

L ¥EokIE:  https:/chinanpo.mca.gov.cn/xwxq?news Type=6000&id=19480
2 FiokIE: http:/finance.youth.cn/finance_cyxfgsxw/201809/t20180918 11731849.htm



FE LI RRABIE S 5 rf, FATIRE, 30 Cvs. RGN “FEMEAE 7 B3 MR I & e,
A UL BN R A ELER “ RIS AE B8 “TRIEAE” 25 R AT 6 B “Ta A" R
fit. 2% “W¥I%”  (Close & Kukar-Kinney, 2010; Kukar-Kinney & Close, 2010) ,  “4§
WEAE " 1 SUNRENS BT I AF AR it Bk U H T SCRAMATTREAT SE M #E L 45— 25 504k
BIFEIE D fE . 7E ARG N FBMGH 1A% Gt S b, MR R E = B R B 0TH “ SRR 7,
MESG I “HBMEAE " (TS Sh, U R “SLRHEM” 287, MESTHIR— 2 5HERK
TH “IIRIGAE” MRIE VSR o AN, B “HRIGHR 20N (7= 5 T80 Cvs.
RN “HBERT” AAMESREE T — ANBONEE BRI R (BT, R “InATEEAE
oA “SZEPEMS” M SRR , MRS TARMTR YRR (R, IR A =
) o X —HIUR PSR B RAR 5 2 AOR ) — B L, dEmi e R 2R E . Ak

el

=
haf[3

T2, MBS HE FE 1R £ J (Broniarczyk & Griffin, 2014; Hanselmann & Tanner, 2008) ,
ATy, 540 Cvs. RIGHND) “HRIEHE” M ARFRAL 7 — AN EEBUR W a6 T e (ED,
ST INFBEFE) » MTTFETE T AT P s R o R e 54 M 3 2 g AN AT e 55 17 B i ) e
HIEW N FN7KF (Hanselmann & Tanner, 2008) . YFZWFFFEH, AN IEEN 3 ) ok 55 A FE 7K
P ERATAEEE (trade-off difficulty) SUEAHIG: @HAEML T, BUHTHEEBOR, MEEZ I
RS AMEFE 7K T80, 2 78R (Anderson, 2003; Thompson et al., 2009; Valenzuela et al., 2009)
Horb, eI RA R ZE AT (cost-benefit trade-offs) F& W4 1 WIAUET4EE 2 — (Geet
al., 2023; Guletal., 2021) . fEFIATFTH, MR R — AN H N, 325 182 75 1)
I H ST BRI e ST S AN AL VR 4R, SRR G 48 A SR BRI B ROAR,
12 R AR H “IMANFBREAE " RN W R BN ET A, B, HRT 2%
“ILRIAEIE 7 PRI, MATETN R CIMATBREAE " PRI, U TR AR SR AR A
il Z A HEAT AL o BTk, FRATIA N, 75 LIRS 1 5t MALETHIR 215 “ IR e 46 7
(vs. “LRIARIG” D YRS R AEBE AR, DRI, RN D SRR BE /KT BE AR

AR KRB FRI, BRANRSFTAHE KT 5SAMR RS R IEFARSC . BART S, PRI
AR PR FE KPR T, H s R R A 2 % (40, Dhar, 1996; Iyengar & Lepper,
2000; Sela et al., 2009; Tversky & Shafir, 1992) , B [r] T 4ERFIUIR L A5 H 208 (4, Anderson,
2003; Luce, 1998) o ltn, FEFEIEFEEYT R, MR RS2 32T, L s E
M2 % (Iyengar & Lepper, 2000) ; fE8E (vs. 8K BUATHE P B A, AMKE Al fE
TREFIERI ™ ik FE (Luce, 1998) o FHKR, GBI MR KT R, Hiksksg



MBEZ EFt (4, Choetal., 2013; Valenzuela etal., 2009) o B, 478 2735 3477 it 2 il
BT RHIZE T 77 % (by-alternative) FIEHI 72, T @ ME (by-attribute) 52 i 77
RE A5 BRAR LB 2 B W e S I, AT BT T i 1 SE R (Valenzuela et al., 2009) o HE T )i,
AT, SAMRLETA R “IATBMER " C(vs. “SEEIHBIE™) pefems, i TR04 sk
M AR, AT SR R AT e

Hk, W—8EEh L MAE (Bator & Cialdini, 2006; Jussim etal., 1995) , FATIAK,
I Cvs. SRIGIND  “HEMGHT” Fo3 58 A5 HADGR RFAR S — BB, AT B e A
BR . —SMESHUR AR AT R R E 1 B BB, A8 I B AT Aok i X —
R, MIMIELLABATTH B R WA (Lecky, 1945) o BT M A 5 —E I 75 2 (Festinger,
1954; Guadagno et al., 2001) , 2RI, —BAMEMH THIMERE, Mifi]5 24
K —EESI LR B IN5E (41, Hsee et al., 2013; Kristofferson et al., 2014) , FfAEAE{HA]
THEJE AR 546 SR AR FF— 3 (W1, Freedman & Fraser, 1966; Gawronski & Strack,
2012; Hsee et al., 2013; Kristofferson et al., 2014; Pascual etal., 2016) . Flu1, #HIEMHELEIEL
I Cvs. AFF) BRI — A 25 50 H 524t T RAETESCRE (token support) , flATTi— 5]
HLAG- 2353, AT 5 B0 AT J5 58 AT A6 1% A % T H $2 i 52 BR 3 HF (Kristofferson et al., 2014)
AL, AN HIALR Cunit asking effect; Hsee etal., 2013) &I, #3808 18 kg 1A — 432 B
FARME GBI, T e I A I R SRS 2 B E R ) S, IS AT i — 4%
BRI 1) S A0 1 I o 2N I 7 A R B TR N 2 B NN U, B S T
— SR RS AT — 2 BRI R £ . FS b, AR TR Y S
R L E C—— U B CREE AR HERS & — 28 (Ross, 1989) o A0 AL 4T
A E S, AMERE “Be” LM ETK (Savary & Dhar, 2020) o AL 2 4E,
FEH BB Seob, 480 (vs. RBIID  “IBMEAT 7 B, MAE e 2E “IAE
F7 o — BRI IR AT R, ARAI7E S 2R e R BT, RIS SIAR YR — S
UK. 2 B, BATAN, BN (vs. RIGHD  “IBWER 7, NAMRIREE T — sk
FIAMERE BURIAIAE R (BRI, 275 “IMMAIBIEAE " Lo “SERIHRIS” MRS , A
T FE T ARATT R RS I (B, IR A R D o X — AR R S SR AAT S 2 A
KIF—BEBIHL, 5 a5 SR R

TR, JATRE PIMRE:

Hi: fEHBC SRR (vs. RIGHD  “FMH ", BRIARIERZE /I,
HIRR “HRIGAR" D .



Hp: HEXCW “HRIEAE7 ORI~ A R BTN Cvs. RIID  “HBIGH" /M4t 7
AR K FE AR MR AR DS CRI, 75 INFRIEAS 7 Ll 15 SERIARIE " (¥ PSR e AR
MITERTE TABATH ORI CBI, IMANIBIA RS M Haa) X —HIIR RS 2 M skl
115 AR — BB, SEmie e S SR R (Hay)

1.3 —H M IRFHIATIER

MR FA T, AR HER “BIGAE " 2SR IR T HRIEAE T AR T —
AR AR AT AR Yo, AT AR 1 508 55 AT AR Y S DG i — 3 ahbL, B4, “4A
T SN T A — UM R A AR Cvs, BT (ANMAT 5 AT RE 20885 . — St R i
(preference for consistency) JEfE MAX & W —BME . FooE . w0 SERHAE () AL FE
(Cialdini etal., 1995; Nail etal., 20100 o — I EF = B MAEMA NB— Sk, 8H
SR, AR TS5 B ORISR AT, DUGRIERRE—3 JUHR S — B E R
o MR, — B A BRI AR TR, FEAEMAFAT N S R ARG G
(Guadagno & Cialdini, 2010; Guadagno et al., 2001) . PEIt, XFF— Btk 145 v AN A 1T
B, UMAMEE T IR YIRS, AT RS SRR R SRR YR — S s,
MR, X T — BRI BRI AT S, BRI T “IMANIBIGAS” YIRS, IRl
S A 5 SRR R A DG — BN, Hk, RATIA:

Ha: AR — S0t G 15 ELER I “HRIGAR " 208 78— B A BUR (vs. BED 1
AN, B HRIAR " USRS .

AR 6 BUSLI R4 H R AT TR Se . B, S50 12— DU I 5 LI
SEAER B /N S, SR TR RN/ AN “IEIEA T P RRA I SEE T &, R E
AN ST & B REO, S5 9L ER, BN <RI " B IR T AR R (R,
MR =) o BEE, SR 2A. 2B, FISEEG 3 dEId = IsE L, S onlEeiE 1IN
“HRIEA” OSSR ILFEVE FIALE]: B POCR M A — S Sl BS, SEEG 4A R 4B
R 3o B I o) S S R AR T AT — S R, 5 SRR I, ELIRM “HRIEAR
FE—BUER AR Cvs. BUED BIAMRTHEEISS, SR T TLBE “ FRmE A8 7 RO IR 7 51
2 SEHE 1. W “HRMEAR” AMA TR ARG SR R R

S 1 KBRS Cincentive-compatible) (¥, & 7RI X HLssg in AR 0 “ 48
TR oA ELI I FR T R R I B, ARG FLIEC RIS, (HD o Ak, ARSZIG
SEE S H N AT & BT, RS MEFEARTER T AR B SEE T & 8



“HREAE” vs. ARIGIN “CIRMEAE) o X PTMEILEEIRT G BR TR SN “RIEAE” DhRE LS,
P I A B 58 42— B B T A US4 TR0 B T3 LI 4R I e AL 2 f) S
DRI, ARSI (A% O R 28 B R M FOIB IS R (B, AR Tk 3E) o Hhah, 1ENIRR
P M, FATRIESI P Geih 1 A2 5 2 A da g i 100 H 2o FE e 4.
2.1 SRR

S SR FH B PR 3R 2L ) S35 v, i B L T 38 8 << 5 T 4 2L A 18 o S I A
. KH G*Power 3.1 Mt (Cohen, 2013) , RN & w N 0.25. HIEIHUE N 0.80 I,
NP RIFEAR &N 1260 fEIER I 2 AT, RATLE Aspredicted FVEM T 555 1
(https://aspredicted.org/X3Y_FZ1) . S5&GSLI0 AR, 1825000 J M in) 46 21 /N 5 2 8] Bk
e, IF HAXE I BUE A6 BUE I BORPE N SR AR IR 15258 ID A RRHEATUCAS, IR i
TRATRAL L2 i)y, AR 3R NS BRI i N4 1R85 1D
TN, X AT RE S B BRI R 2 . T I OREESRAF R WS IO A ROREA, JRATTTHRI S
CEMTIIE" AT HEEE 300 S GEA S R HE N LT m B KRBT 2015
EQINL, AT HEIAT R RRE R T G MEH, ZAKTOHEBIT 16,000 455
EHD LRSS, 7 308 BINS 5 T . EABRATFAER CRilidikE )
R, SEE ID ARUCHEL . SRI8 25 EARILED) (19 120 455, BZRIGH 24 188 i (L
PEHEL 47.87%, M=2330%, SD=417%) .
2.2 SLERAE

AT AR AR IS Yok B LS, ARSI BT T — AL A R AE R e S S (SEER IR
PR 1)« “TELRZEURH R “FELARME SR, Wl i e rl LUB I 2 SR R SR 3R
PRI, RS, AbATTRT DL SRR IR A R 4 B A AR IS A L SRR T & P I BRI
ERCBTE, AR AR LB 55 ) RS IR AT HE I v B, AT BRI USRI N
JE o FARSIG AR
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RIS, AL ESRRSWE. AL PR EE, BiREEfs Ltz 25
R o % “S 517 HUOSRBTEEEAG BT T, JRRME T — D EE BT 25
A, W AT BUE R A8 S 334012 — 4R 158 AR BT
FEMATE R AERT, ol E RS MANOGHAEE (B, MRl Fie. REFIL
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<o T KA P A AT 1m0 AL A IR R, AP T SR 2% < T ) A S A [T ) L A1 5 80l
NRMAERAATIARINC10 8 =1 N, 2% 5 45 LU 2238 A S 25 RN Bl A = RE D o
B, AATIAE B RS R IR R, SRS I T BCAEOR,  BENE TRAT 10 B 28 S B v

FEIRAE TR R O 5 ol aR IR UE . JATFSE0IE 17— AN, %%
B oW, BH WA R R FIREZAN T . RGN BEHL
T3 TER, FFEDORAMNIERR E S ) CRRER 15 B AEA) WETIES . fgak se i &
G, RS AMIEWE SR, TR EES MKW RGN e mES. FLb, ik
BRGE R, BEAHGAYI S ARAT 50 T, ARV HE SR R SRR BT 6. IR E R
HRBHAEPITIEE: H, ALRBTHERAE N & mmARR Lt m, £ 7 Rl
SCRC PR A 2 5 LS BBl ARG 2022 SEBEIR €99 AR H 7 (ERECKMIEE A M
WAl —) BT HE, REEME T R0 50 T ARSI RS, 34
AV BELAAR IR 50 TN AR, R, FAMEM @A seiiem, DA SHA
WEAT N . HAEKRATHR, ol mbesm 5 ANR MK s ] ok, ARSI R A E 1) 50
A BRI, 20 T ORUERRAL A J5 2 KR 208 I 3 R #1A RI AR (0 T 46 9R e
Wre AR UMD SIS R (N “HRIEAE" vs. RIGIN “HRIEAE T D L Bk
TRMG RS — HAT b

FEREATIAME DRIEAT, il i MR S b ORI . w s Pk e CBY,
50 ) e RSy IEAERERIE T & ERHT SR A EE A TH . BB S T
18I 2 /D Se AU T B IR A R FRARIE, A AR SR R 2 T 15 < T 4RI e 1T
PR — N E ) i N R LB (lhn, 35 4aXaIg 10 &, HRZWRMy:  (50-10)
LR MG o B, SRRSO BRI AN Rk [, goslicd
®, P& LA E SO BN IEAE RN ST 6 &SN HSETUH - B, AR R0 K 6
M2 BT SO R R R A L] S e N R T, FF ARG 45 X5 W (LS T H

FEIHRE TR SEARIE RN, I Bl L AP AN SRR 7 b RN “HRIEAR™ vs. R
BN “HRIERET) o DN T RAIREIEHR T S M R, A TP SRR S Al T
R ERAE ] EENESERT G, oo B g H ol Em LM
WSS & BINEFIH « R IR, DU SE PR SR A W iR B SR AP BRI

TERAEEL o BIRE I “fRMEAE A IPEL, MBI M EiEsra. Wi, 8

8 FdEoRIE: http://www.rmzxb.com.cn/c/2022-11-11/3239466.shtml



WG H LK S8 ROR SR IR Y B SRS D BRI AR AR o A2 P B e R A B )
RIS D RGN RN 4 2R 1D MR SR 6 1 4, AbqTmr bl
AP 9% — 4ERE NAR R R S50 6 .

ARSI FI O R AU AT 6 Bk 5 H LS G AR, RS SR TUMTERS I Cln i
2) o BERE T BE, EARBEASIRT, G — KRR T 50 NEFBH, B
HACEIAREE (B, — Rl — 2% @AM —ak B, #ealnT DU 1 3 5e 5 E —
Yo XTI H BN A6 (B, PEERP LM A mEEZFBTE2 ) £
HBEHOH, WH RS 5o, BRI TR SRR A ESEZA
Ao H I TRBURE B, #8200 H A5 B i TR RS . O 1 HERR I T XU L SRS R A
A IUH HEFDI S PR IR G e H AR, MR SR T G ES HRM  SHRME B A
L H HEFIRR b 58 4B 24l 51128 U0 A28 AN 2 300 F S IRINS , AT DL iz 0 H it
ANHVEIE T, RN T2 W i B AR IS RS 7R K .

FEVER UL, MAHPOR A WA R RIFRME AT (il 2) - ooy BN “ IR R 4Lm
ks HEAETUIREE W —A> “INIBIEH " 128l mdi)a, Palnr Bas e & M, %=
RTIUH I B O “HREHE 7 o, FEJE A2 “HREH 7 BTG, FRN, galtn] ARYE
ANNIEFAAL, X 2N “IRIEAE” A T H AT G MR R s i oy BURIE TR A AL
MIBER, REFIRERALE R WA H AT SL b & WK “SLRIHRIE " 454, mdia, bl
RUAEE e RO, R AT SLEEE . HeE e, RN “HRIEAE 7 41, gakipliadang
RANRERIEANFFINE N “HREH " . b5 JE R TR AR “4RIEH
H, Bl ERZRRER TR . SHEFRT 6, AN DNBARSEET 6%, #aly
A AHEAT 2 UCAR I o 78 58 OITA IR R385, ol it SIERUSHET & Ri 4 (05K
I ID, SRJa sl “HINER” BRIV 6. W TRFEABME IR, AT DOEAE RFE 22
BRAFOFRIT .

SO AR TG
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B 2 0 vs. RGN “IBIEME” MEEFEAE 2R D

MR SR & 5, A2 B2 e 5 S DA S USSR BT AR KSR
ST g 52 B H I A BT NI (W0, Gneezyetal., 2012) , FRATMIE T #2 iR A id 4: 45
20 CBZRTRBEARTFEEME? 7 1=, 2= 1) . s, NTRRAF S
MBI B R B AR, BAME AW T (Van Ittersum etal., 2013) , ik # A [a] &0
B TR AIRME SR A 2 KRR b T B SE L BR3P 6 PRI YR 2 R
JE LRI TSI ESRAT? 7 s “IEA R T A PRI YUR 2 KREE LS H RGN
—H” 5 1= FEEMK, 7= FEEE; r=0.61,p<0.001) . GRER, #RE RN R
Lpsth el 7 BT (M =521, SD=1.32) , HHIEFHAELIERARAREZES (F (1,
186) = 1.20, p=0.27) , AL /AW 7T U & B A R .

AT RIETIER P, RAELRACBE T — MERE I R A, ZESRAIC AR AT
AP SAETEA. AR E RICR R S AU S B8 T & _ Bl S B e
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I, S TIRET.

PRSBG0S, Sl it Jan 7 <6 L AR T i St s b gl . B g e )i, &
ATHRAE B I AR AT 5 R A A TR, 38 S AT S 3 K T 2R SR T T A 2 56 1
SIS, FRATTHE A L4 ISR A IR S 0 H ATV RS SR 4R 7 0T B 11
LB, IR MTEAE SE CEHM R ARTHIT T AR
2.3 KR

BEATHAE T 7T, FRATE SR 5250 1D PR BN TS F & P R4 10 A ) 45
AT TUCEE, b 259 4 B UCRC ST e, AR, BATEIA 2 4B s
WA S HGE NI SIS G AR, BB T3 I7E SL90 TR0 M oK o T30k 21115
B, AL, BEHERR AR RAE TN P A HD o R, AT T 69 4 A & J Rl i
W% (BT, BRI S HAEU S BT S Il A& MEEA—30 . &4, ARG
T 188 437 R T 5 2250 #7 -

BMRE Koo s R, Bn “EmAE 7 AR s R m TR <98
WEFE” 4 2 (1,N=188)=4.92,p=0.027, 0= 0.16; W1 3) . fEEIN “FEMEHE " ARZAET
A, 78.26% IR IE PR T 4RI TE ARG I RIS AR "R SEE T B, FBIM LB 63.54%.
Hom 2, BN Cos. RIEID“HHMERE "I F58°F SRR RIZTT T 23.17%(23.17%=78.26%

/63.54% — 1) o Z&5REKH, WD “HBEFE” RrREREMEEEEE. H B UEIE.

100% -
20% 78.26%
63.54%
60% -
o
=
0]
= 0%
20% -
0% - :
VIR e VIR

Bl 3 30 vs. RGN BN MBEWREHEW (LR D
NTHERAMRZE R (PR R0 SIEENON . IAIRES . AR D) X s da

4 fEEA7R: https:/mp.weixin.qq.com/s/mM0zNn_us1eUtA7x4nZJkQ
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R, FATE B AR TR, RN SR SRR EAR G =0.15,p=
0.042; SEREAHC TG RVE WIS 1 o Fitk, FRATASEINE S (1= ¥ “45mé46” , 0=
ARHIIN “HEEAE” O HEAE, HEERARAEE (1= 02, 0= %) , MR s
HEAT logistic [A1 U 40#r, SEREM, B0 (vs. R  “HBMEFT” X458 2% & 1 1 17§ {7y
IRV B3 (B =0.65, SE =0.34, Wald 2= 3.79, p = 0.052, odds ratio = 1.92) .
ANBHEBT B SR FARE, RATISEIE S (1= 80 “J8mé%” , 0= Kighn “45
WA O B R, FEAHEIARIN T H B R R, SR R 2 Ml R R I SR 1
S NI FE I I H BRI R 2 (F (1, 186)=15.00, p<0.001,12=0.08; & 4) : #h0 (vs.
ARG “HREA” SR T AR AR E R S (M o i = 1.76, SD s <

=2.00; M ssm =siwers> = 0.89, SD s s> = 0.93) &

2.00 - 1.76

SR SR
s

—

0.50 -

0.00 - !
[ —— RIIN AR

Bl 4 3in vs. RIGH “FBWFE” M AGBBT EREKMEWE (LR D
NSRBI BREH EARE, RATLERE S (1= m “IRIEH” , 0= RN
“FEMEAE” O B, ARG AR R, SR T 225 b A SRR ISR wOn
NIHEEH AR (F (1, 186) = 0.62, p=0.434; M s s = 15.32, SD sy - = 15.82;
M s s = 13.40, SD s <mmm- =17.62; WK 5) o SR, #EMAKE, WD “FHMEHE " R
SR G IR B RA, MECT RIS “HBEH 7 BUsitH T 9.56% (T s s> =1409

vs. T s <muiee = 1286; 9.56% = 1409/1286-1; tfE 6)
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20.00 1~
15.32
13.40

15.00 A T
= |
>‘EED<I
I 10.00 A
ﬁ
<

5.00 4

0.00 -

S UREE RAE

B 5 i vs. RGN “TREHE” S AZHBWHAFN (2% 1D

1500.00 ~ 1409.00
1286.00

1000.00 A
/]EE?;
petd)
=
&

500.00 A

0.00 - T
N “HRA” A A

Bl 6 Wi vs. RGN “IEMWEAE” XEFESBHLH (LK 1D

2.4 +tig

SEHG 1 B R BRI B SEE T & b 7 38 IR RS 0 “ FE A 7 o A A
BB, SRR, BN (vs. RO “HRBEHE" RERI T MRS, BT
SHET G RN EAL R, IOUE T BB S “HRINAE” BN . B IRR TR I, 1Y
I Cvs. RIGID  “HRMEH" FFHET G ABHREITE #0822 Hm. Mo, WESITE
KL, BN Cvs. RIGID  “BMEF” BB & BN A B3 2R . RE L,
WEFBBRE, W Cvs. RIGID  “FBGFE” BUAIISHET 6 B LA T 9.56%. £
PR ORASEI , FRATHENS ELIRY “HREAE 7 RN K IE VR LA SR SR A B AN — B
Bl BT AIS .



3 SEEG 2A: JRSEMEFELE H IR “IRMEAE " RN A 1E

S8 2A B AEIEI X EL ARG FE DN NGRS R« SLRIEIE 7 PSR R PR
S FE R R, R0 e S FETE FLIR I “FRIS AR RN B (Ha) o FRATTTION, 7ETH
St “IIANFEMERE " Cvs. “OLENFEIE” ) PRSI, SR AP R AR, TR TR T M
.
3.1 SEWRIHFIRIK

NS K FH B DR R AL ] SRS v, R BE AL 2 C ) I R0 A 7 B S B 7 4
K H G*Power 3.1 #fF (Cohen, 2013) , MRURIE f4 0.25. HIEIHUE N 0.80 B, /it
RIFEAREN 1280 EIEXLRZ AT, AT Aspredicted Tl iE M T 5L 5 2A
(https://aspredicted.org/6WQ_HGG) . BT RHZ L)y, fAEM AN L&
Mg B . N T W IR AR SR A R A AR A, AT R B InsightWorks ®
(https://www.insightworks.cn) “F&#i55 200 Z 4k, SEFRsLiGdfEd, Hfh 215 435
5T 58, EHIBR AR IR 10 0 55, RZSREA R0 205 4 (ZrEb
59.02%, M=29.52%, SD=17.99 %) .
3.2 EWRAE

B, MRS SRR “ b EE D EREEE S BT M. [FR, JA715
AR T %Ak AT SRR IR AR . Horh, Bl 3 IR A AR LR
B CMANTRIERE” R RAR A T LUK EOGR — MR AT S A “IRIEsE”
B 5 AT IR R LTI~ & B “TaE" D s BB “SrERIE 7 Al s
AE “ILREMG” FARIIRAE A () LA SR — s AN H SRR G [T
YV-& B “STEIESE” D s

BiE, BATABRER T Hrh— AN EE LM ESHE AR H —— “ S Bt
CZIH BFEA 2 LEIRHEBI 24D AR mEE G 7) o 7 gl s A, &
AT S IR I H 2 st b IEFE SRR I B2k B H L I e T AR v s I BT
FE “MNIRERE " A, el e S AR R o B W RS A4, RS TR A L —A
“OMNABIGHE” Fekl o AbATIIE S Bl D 2 15 2 ¥ i B K H I R4 (IR il < 2

FBPETERDY IMANERREA” » 1= FEF, 7= IMARMHD £ “SZREE” H, 3

5 InsightWorks /& [E P L FEEE T &, AP KRR o 400 75N, FEA A1 8 i 42
3LAETARX
b WERGRHAAE, RBIFRP R, FERAAZGAIURIER 5A & e



ChinaXiv:202404.00119v1

ChinaXiv

UK W FFE I H VERR A, AR, AT EIREE WL “SLRIHRE ” 424 . B 40k
)2 5 2 A% 300 H LRI C“Roiam oM BA Rl SLRHRIE T 1= BEE,
7= SRR o BEROR, PR BORKAVEAG 1A AR SRR C R T E IR I AR/ 1]
WEH SRR PSR E SR N s 1= FERE S, 7= FHHME o Ka, S8 1 —F,

TATME 7R AEREME ) RS SE A mMEEIE? 7 1= 2, 2= ),
FEFEE T NO G 5 B (AL FR . IR BERE)
IINARIEFE RAHIEE]
s sz, —_— s sz, —
e SFBEFEITR w5 = s ZFBIEFETRI —
ELH, BREA, BF¥EANREETERS, EENEIBIR ELH, BFHR. E¥RRNRETAES, £ENREIE
FNBRY 2 A HE. FRIRS 2 BEE T E.
B LS EFENBE, MWSEERRRENEE, 54 MABE LSS EMHEE, MINSFSAERENES, ¥4
PR BAEL S —ME. BAMORMEE, MFRmEE, B AR BN E S EERE— . RIDIREBE, MRRNEE, &
S EMANMELAREH, RE—RMEITRNNE, ERARPELRK. FHEMRELLOEE, Re—FEHRENNE, ERFHREHRE.
Ea—mED, BXF—IBRTFHSE fER—mED, ¥IF—ARTHSE
AERMWERAWE, RERTFRRER! URMNBERRINE, [ERTFRRER!

B 7 IOAIBEAE vs. SLEMIBE SRS ISR E RE (LR 24)

3.3 ELIGLER

WERER DSLieis (1= MAEBA, 0= RHER) NATE, REERANEE
&, RRERTZES LR BRI S R E B R (F (1, 203)=4.57, p = 0.034,
n2=0.02) : FEMXT “IAFBEFE”  C(vs. “SLREMHEIE” ) Yok, Bolnds g B8 s

(M s = 5.24, SD o = 1.99; M s = 4.62, SD v = 2.12) o

RRANPLRAERE DLSEIE 5 (1= INIBEAE, 0= SZRMBIE) A A E, RANREAERE
NIAAR B, BRI B T 22 03 BT 45 R 7R S ER I SO0 IR TR SR FEE (R B2 Y 3 (F(1,203) =15.90,
p=0.016,1>=0.03) : EMXZ “IAFBMEFE " (vs. “SERIFEIE” O Pesfer, ki
PFEHMEFE W ZE PR (M o = 3.16, SD mosmsn = 1.40; M wusm = 3.71, SD swsm = 1.82) &

HA AT T SRR R SR B AE SR R PSR R L I R B, AT FUR A



7 Hayes (2013) A4 (Model 4, Bootstrapping 5000 &) , PASEEGE 5 (1= 0
NTEIEFE, 0= SLEI4EME) NEA R, BANRFAEOAT N AR, RREENRALE. 4

IR, “IMAIRIERE” Cvs. “SZEDAIE” ) BRAC 7 #al i AN AL (B=-0.55, SE=0.23,
1=-243,p=0016) . {EFEH] LG TN RR RN ERESNE (B=022,SE=0.24,1=
0.92,p=0.36) , BEENIPRHFHME L f )2 gl SR B (B=-0.71, SE=0.07,1=-9.68, p<
0.001) o FEH, BRI HEHMERE RN (95% CI=[0.085,0.768]; 1l 8) . %4 R
T, HIBWEE GRS CIAFBEA " (vs. “SLEIFEIE” O PSR 1B e 56 XE T A,

TR TE T H PR i YRR YRS, T HEBRAMAZE R itsgm, 53256 1 AHR, R4l
HA AT, FKEEFWN . ISR . R A N SR B EEH R O s
o = 0.22, p = 0.001; 7 masws = —0.16, p = 0.025; r sspimmeas = —0.14, p = 0.048; 2B I/ M &5
RFERM D o KEFWNSGBAEAERE REHK (r smmon =-0.20, p=0.003; TEEAH
KOs RVE WP 1D o Bk, FAVEEA P AR PN T RKEFRN . I5IRE o
ARG A AR E . S5 5RY], BRAJSRAERE R A ROR AR IR 22 (95% CI=1[0.126,

0.776]) o Haa f3FLARIE .

TR HE T

a=-0.55"

IINFERESE (1) vs. SLEIHHIE (0)

BN 0.22N

RN 0.39, 95% CI=[0.085, 0.768]

W MR p<0.001, **FR p<0.01, *FR p<0.05, NS FIR p>0.05,

Bl 8 BARBHEE R H AN (LR 2A4)

3.4 ¥ig

SO 2A EIEAEHIS, WIBIUE T EEEM “HBMEAE 7 AN H AN LR AR R AL
B, B0« ABIEA 7 a1 — AN BRI B R I AA B (E, RS BRI
/e “SLRIHENE " B TR SEAMEREAC) » MITHRTE VAR s . AR, T AL G T
SRR G SR A P 1 T B S ki B 5 BN VR AL AR YRR T T (R S R (R, KgAK
T3 H 0 NAB I/ 17 55 H S BN e S D, ARV A B AR R (B, R R
FRIE DN ABIEAG/ 2 75 17 283000 H S R FRRE IR PR S LD, T 3 s vk S B 5 sk
R EATE R R EIRTRE, HISSHURIIMRRE 7. Db, SE88 2B Hdid P54 BN Yok
MERE )M RIR, 3 — P IR R A SR FE AR AL o



4 SEEG 2B PRSOHMEREAE TR “HBIEAE” RoniHh )4 H

PENSESS 2A HAb R SEge, S5 2B SR BURIAHAS (incentive-compatible) MR, it
I ff R ke SR P2 PR I Bk, B A EEAMARE TN A2 15 “ NN HRIE A8 7 A2 15 “ SZ B4R
DRI BN PR ME LR TR A R, 9 — D A0 TR SR BEAE LI “ RIS AR~ 24 o i/
(Haa) o BEAb, 9T SRUERCN AR YL, FEASZE T, FRATRA T 3 v 3w ) &2y 5
= RIETINE G, & AR
4.1 IR

ARSI K FH B DR R AL ] S8 v, U BT 2 C ) I SR8 A 7 B a7 B 7 4
S 2A MEHEAR, R G*Power 3.1 #fF (Cohen,2013) , AN E w oy 0.20. ]
HIREN 0.80 B, F/MTRIFEAR R 241, fEIEASLI 2 AT, FRATE Aspredicted Ty fift
T 5256 2B (https:/aspredicted.org/B8J JWV) o 52 Arszigaiel, A 1itli@ it InsightWorks
FEHEEE 300 Ak, SEPREi R, A 307 BEIASE T . EAIRARIEE R
Kl 19 355, SR AH R 35 288 7 (P 56.94%, M=33.64 %, SD=7.19
)
4.2 LURIZ

NTIRFHRERBNEE, FTA PR Je bl S At ATE 10%M R Rl b k13 5 Jus
AR, A4 MR AR A O B e TR A e SRER P ) TR SR . A IRARIG, IS4 5 JuEAMRI <
I 90 FL S AR A At AT AR I T Bk T s SRR, A AT T ) ASRATHZ AT S MR o

B, HSE 2A M), HORHsl SARRIEER “hETDERBESS E TN
Uk, TR ) R A I SRR IR AT T TR BEJE, BATRBORRE R T 5528 24 —
) “ES” BRIH—— “ S MBI mAtmEE i D, R TR R
FEo BARIN S, ARAEA R S0 1545, #alprE WLt H i B A A R 390 “ 4R 48
ARG TE B TR W — A “INNARIGAR " #240, FFBl ) i) 2 15 R RO % 28 30 H I <48
WA (1= A ), 2= AN () , 3= FAEED ; MR “damss” Hatn
KAEFRERIAL R W —A “SCEIHEIG” H40, R i) 2 75 J8 R n) i 55K 0 H S RIEmS (1

K, ARG T ARITRIER AR SR Y R R S K H ISR R/
R 1A 5 0 H AL RIS (R SEXE SRR N 5 1= AR, 7= WA 5 iR
TR o wa, SZATSER R, BATE 7GR el (B2 aTREE



AMEEIREE? 7 1= &, 2= %) , AR T ADGitAEE (. FRe. XEF
BN USERIRAS

SIS, FrABAREIRR T Ot R EMCERAG b, BRATIRE B e Bl b A
WU PAE B B S g i 5E, A A SR KR IS R A 2 L BUScRm, Sz 5
FHOKIRAR 5 TCHBMRI . BERS, FRATEL T & [ B e b R R T B MR .
4.3 SLIRHER

WEBRE FHOoMERER, LRESERENEMNEE (22, N=288)=2_847,
p=0014,0= 0.17) o fEHXS “MNIBWEHR” Pekmy, &EF A7 « “BmA” . “FHiH

A LB 7 508 75.52% 7.00% 17.48%; TIAETINS “ 7 EIHHIE 7 RS, e “IRmg”

) o

CAAEME T . “FHAEAR” LA R 60.00% 14.48%. 25.52%. TILAE L, FETEIR “Hn
NFEBEFE " Cvs, “SLAMIBIE” D Yesly, W “B7 A “HAEE” FHHIPRK T . e

SR AR R EIRARRT: AT “IAIBRERE " (vs. “SLEIHRME” O Yeskn, A
R DLE LA B R SRR BT 0 AR 3, FAIR T R SR A8 RO AR AR 2 AT M P2, AT B
I 7 BRIR SR, BET BRI B M AR arRetE TR,

ETAE IR 7 Cvs “DLBI4RIE” O 5t k#E |7 . CFAEE” MEp
B, HACHE TSR AR TR MUK LU AR I AE IR AN SCA 1 52 Hh SE T e vk 3R, TR, FEJE 24
Href, BATEREFIE M =0 BRI 3R (1= K A , 0= Kk
F CRIMAN/ANBIE/FARARD D o ZaRmid)E, RO RER, “IMABEE" HiY
PR E B E R T “OrREmE” 4 (32(1,N=288)=7.94,p=0.005, 9= 0.17) . 7EMH
X CIMANFBIEAE” SRR, A 75.52% M RIE BN NFEEAR : IETXS “ S RIRIG 7 Pk
I, AL BRI 1 EL A 60.00% . %45 R, FETXS “IIAFBIEAE” Cvs. “SLEIFEE 7 )
PR, #RM R R R R E R

RAPLEAERE DISEIOE S (1= INNIBIEAE, 0= SCRME N EARE, BRANRIEHEE
R, BRI ER T 22 40 T 45 A S SRR 1 SORH BN TR SR IR SR 2 2 (F (1, 286) =4.14,
p=0.043,1?=0.01) : TEMIXZTE “MAIBMEAE”  Cvs. “SLRIFEGE” ) Wk, Bl s
PR M FE B ZE PR (M e = 2.63, SD s = 1.35; M e = 2.97, SD wwme = 1.45)

HAN AT T IR R SR N R AR P A SO S TR SR R R R A O, AR TR H
7 Hayes (2013) A4 (Model 4, Bootstrapping 5000 &) , PASEEGE 5 (1= 0
NIEWEAE, 0= SZEMEIE) HE R, B h AR, RREENFER (1= -
F, 0= RIFD o« HRER, “IMAIBWAE”  (vs. “SLEFRIG” O BRAR T # il B0 v ok



MEFE (B=—-0.34,SE=0.17,t=-2.03, p=0.043) . FEF5H] 1 920655 50T v 5 55 R A0 L 42 280N
Ji (B=0.67,SE=0.31,z=2.14, p=0.033) , JHIHRFHERE 7 ) sl ik ) sk g (B =
~1.14,SE=0.15,z=-7.76,p <0.001) o - H., JE&HIH A FE (1) - A 208 23 (95% CI1=[0.018,
0.819]; Wil 9 . ZLERERY, “IAMWMETIRHEE “IANBMWEH " (vs. “SLRIIERE” D W
SRS [ R SR A P TR, NI4T T He w5 R IR A E MR R VAR 3G, R T HEBR AN 22 S 5
52 ASEsAH A, FRATE Ja@ AT R IL, FKEEFIN AR RIS Sk
RREIBEZEMX rsmeo =021, p<0.001; 7 sans =—0.14, p=0.022; 7 sspimmsy =—0.25, p <
0.001: SEEEAHICHHTEE RVE W 1) 5 FKEEFUWN . I5IVRE . RIS Pt 5 1850 vk
FEHMERE R ERR (r smmno. = —0.26, p < 0.001; 7 mans = 0.13, p = 0.024; r sz = 0.21, p <
0.001; SEREAHICHTEE VE WIS 1 o Bk, BAVERA FABE I T FKEEFIN
OSAIRAS AR IR PR Izl AL o 25 SRR, B e SR B2 1 A ORI IR (23 (95%

CI=1[0.070, 0.811]) « Ha, F1K 73 LAIGIE .

a=-0.34"

INFBIEAS (1) vs. SLEIFE1E (0)

BN 0.67"

HFA 8 0.38, 95% CI=[0.018, 0.819]

JE: ®eR p<0.001, R p<0.01, *#k p<0.05, NS F5 p>0.05.

Bl 9 BAREREER PN (2K 2B)

4.4 ¥+1ig

S50 2B S A R SR R e S P AN R R R I T 2, BB IR E T LI AR A
RO rf — A SEEVE L], B, B0 “HRIEAR” R Rt T AN R )
AURHE (RN, RE “IMAIBIEA” RS “SrREm” s B , MImIET 7T
PR (BRI, AR R EE R o £ F—Aesrh, AT 5 —ANILE L)
——— BB B “HRIGAR " R8N A .
5 SEEG 3. —HUMESIWIAE LR “HRIEAE " RN A E

S 3 SR BUMAZE (incentive-compatible) f#ETH, B 7EI@IIXT LN “Jamess” A
AN “HRMGAE” 1L TR 1 — B SRR R, A5 — B S LE B SR
R ORSIRIPER (Hay) o S5605550 2 ORI, FRATHM, hFihn Cvs. RIGHD 408
M7 IR R T — ANREIHE BRI R, SR T T AT s R R X AR R



SR IRIRG 3 5 2 AR — BN, T H S SRR . O T B R M AL
J&E, ARSEIG SR TR R0 E 1 S R .
5.1 SEEZITHFIREIA

RS0 R FH B DR R AL (] S BR5v s A L 23 FiC S8 o “ FR 64 4 7 BRI I “ SR A
M. BELE 1 IBIRLSEHE, KA G*Power 3.1 M (Cohen,2013) , 4R w ¥ 0.20.
WIEEIHRE N 0.80 B, H/NTRIFEARE N 197, LR 2 /1, RATLE Aspredicted THiE
MW7 525 3 (https:/aspredicted.org/8ZC_SLG) « 52 AisLIG AL, FATTHRIEIT InsightWorks
A 300 Lk SePREis R, A 302 SRS 5 T K. ERIBRARE I E )
R 25 03 )6 5, BARTGA R4 277 4y (kS EE 62.09%, M=32.35%, SD=8.22
2
5.2 SERAE

55285 2B ARIF], N T RIHRSRINAE NEE, B AR S AT 2 AT 5 AL kb
HUHEERAT 20 TCATAMREN, 2005 MR ) & FBOI U BT 4 e S 30 e e . o SR 4R,
T4 20 TCATAMRIM 2 FR 70 LS AR R 45 fh A THE IS IR B30T H . N SERABIY, Ad AT 10 m]
PASRAFAZ BRI M o

e, WO b o AR RIEEN R E SIS ST R ITIINE,  FEER k
AIEGAIERFERAT T T k. G, ATBRR T — A IELE MG LSRR« H”
FEHWH—— “ARARIR” GZIE B 7E i R SR e R E s 1 S
B 10> o 555 2 —8 MRIEARFER SIS, WA ATE WL E G R e A A
[ B0 “FEIEAT L R TE B IR W — A “INNFBIA ” HER, TR N “ FE A
SRR R AE I RE AL B W —A “SrRIEIE " $4.

Hhn “RIAE” RGN “IRIEH "

T RS REIAAE, RAE S S S UHERRGL i E MR R R EE R EE A SRS
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€ | amesity " =

RETORLLEERK, 2HEE, REF LRRAKR
ERHFENERZ—. HTEMNFENLBTERLEE, RN
RET "ARESIHRY" , BESIHIAH. ATEKRSSR
RUSERM. BHATRL.

EBRENBATR—-—5, —H—HESHD. SHN
HT—RERRN, RFTUATURENTRNE—RRe, WHiE
SHERHESE.

AR, RDRE

€& | anssity =

REFCRCLIRERA, SHEES, RER ERFRLE
EQHFENERZ—. BT EMFEROLIBTORLEE, BN
RET "ARESHR" , BRESEIHPAH. ATERESR
RUBERE, BATORL

EBRENBETR—N—5, —H—HREBND. SHN
MT—RR0R, RTLO TR LISHE—KA e, BhiE
SHEHEEE.

WKARA, BiDRLE

URCRBL, XETFFRERE!

UARMCEEBL, XETFHFRERE!

B 10 30 vs. RN “IHWAE” LRFRTREFORE FEH LR 3D

FEA S, BN “HRMEAE” PO S TR PR SR B e e 2 T B H I

“HRIMAET (1= 2, 0= %) . HEEREIMA “BE" M, Sit—PSuue a5k
BESRIFI 20 JCAAMRIH L SEHABE 45 12 00H (1= &, 0= 5 @BEAMN B 1k
BULAL RS 0 o TIARIG I “HaMEAE " AP BAR O HEIIG — R DSk, B A T RE 3R 1 20
TUHTAMRN BB A %I H (1= &, 0= %) . EEliBMRsE, MEtamn
(Cialdini etal., 1995; Kristofferson etal.,2014) , FAMHH = Al @& T FrA A 7E A
T R SR 1) — B BIHLBRE (AR AVAT AN B, WA R”; “RAERIE T,
“WAEMANNALR—AD—BIIN” ;s 1= B2EA, 7= R =078 . 5,
AT T AR AARINE T BT EIEA G MEHREIL? 7 1= 2, 2= 1),
FUEE T NG EE R CHER Filb . FEERA . BERE .

SIS, FrABORHEIRE T B CROhAEE R o fEBLERAR b, FRATRE N R B A
B A B B SEER AR BT, A AT (R I DR S 220 S SR, AL 2 S
FHOKEIRAT 20 TTIBIMRIN . BiFS, FRATDELFE G i ETE S P RUR BT MR .
53 SEIEAR

BMEE R omd LR, Wi TR BRI R R R S TR <98
MRS (2 (1, N=277)=4.15,p=0.042, o = 0.12) . 7EHAN “IBMEAE " 4, H 72.14%¥H)
BRI HE THRME A7 77.86% 45 IATE ISR A6 DSk e B U H I “HRIE4E7 O, if
FERIGIN “HEMEAT " 41, TEMEII LI 60.58%. %45 RFEH], B “damess” SR mE 74
RIBIE R . FUCERIE T His

PR —BUESIHL LASIe R (1= 800 “HRMEA 7, 0= RIh “HHH" O AH



A, AR BRSO R AR B, B DR 3R T 22 23 M R S SR 15 ORI R SR — Sk
N SE N (F(1,275)=5.24, p=0.023,2=0.02) : 30 C(vs. KB “IBWHE" &
3R 7 W FE S R — BN (M s s = 5.69, SD s <wmmz = 1.17; M somm <smm =
5.37, SD s - =1.18) o

AT N T ISR P — B S LR SIS SR R R A A RS, AN
FORH T Hayes (2013) BI04 (Model 4, Bootstrapping 5000 /%) , PASZIRE 5t
(1= 340 “J5M4457 . 0= KRIGI “HBWAE” O NELE, BMIE SN AR N
B, BWEE (1= 2, 0= %) NHEEE. SRERWE, B (vs. R “FHWA" 1
TR e — B S AL (B=0.32, SE=0.14,1=229,p=0.023) . FEFH] T SLH65 5
X S R BN G (B=0.42,SE=0.26,z=1.58,p=0.113) , 8 kE S MEEIHLIE
R 7 R AE R (B=0.39, SE=0.11,z=3.48, p=0.005) . JH, fBmkFE St
FIHLII R A RN S (95% CI=[0.015,0.290]; /& 11) o fENFEMEARLS, RATE et
MM RIL, MR FEFRN . STRE . AR EA T S5H RIS R EK (ray =
0.14, p=0.022; 7 sseein = 0.16, p=0.007; 7 sz =—0.22, p<0.001; 7 sseimusess =—0.24, p<0.001;
SERM AN RVE IS 1) 5 FREEFEIN . ATEMEE 7 538088 g sk — Sk sh LB &4
K (rsuewion =0.21, p=0.001; 7 sgmmean =—0.20, p=0.001; FEFEAHIHTEE R VLI 1
B, AV A AR I 7Y KB I5AIRES . A48 4 e il
BE. FREY, HGRE B HNRAKRIREZE (95% CI=[0.011,0.281]) . 4
B 2 MIRBL, ZSCIRGE R, ERIN (vs. REEID  “HBME” MBRE, TR
AT Refil MR A T (BT, INFBIEAED , X —HIah R R TR 5 2 A
RI—BNESIHL, iR THH S AR R . Hay 13 LUGIE

TR PR — Bk sl

a=032"

B (1) vs ARIEIN “HRMEHE " (0) TR

HEEML: 0.428

AN 0.13, 95% CI=[0.015, 0.290]

JE: #R p<0.001, *FR p<0.01, *Fok p<0.05, NS F5 p>0.05.

B 11 BRI R AL (5258 3)
5.4 ¥He

S 3 I PR SRS, FHRUSE 7 IR “HRERT 7 RO (Hi) 5 FFHIESE TN 1 5



—ANSEEERAUE], BT, B0 Cvs. SRIGID IR SARTHEE 5 H AT Y5 HE R )
— BB, TR A 45 I 2 it 5 06 SR — BRI YOSk, $R T 5 2R 2 S (Ha)
B HA, FATCEIE 4 ASLI0XE L 7RI “HEIA 7 FIAIG N “HRMEA 7 A I R R
MISEIR, FEor BRI T L “HEIEA " RO H 5 L Ve LS. 76 R —ANseiarh,
FATREHE— B ERR ELIEM “HRMEAR " SN A AL 7
6 SEUG 4A: —FUEAW L I T VR

S 4A SR HEUJAHZS (incentive-compatible) [Tt 5 7518 I & 4804 5 1 — B0 fw
I, KEIe AT EER “ARIEAE " SO ER (Ha) o BATA, R EEEM “HRmb4E
RS F= AR5 T “ R A 7 G5 T 4R S A G A DG — B S, B4, AT
W, FE— S RGP A, X PG SRR S B, AT SE T BRI TR
R BB AR, FE—BUEMRAFBAR AR, X P8 R RIS Bl 2k, I S BB
W “HBMEAE " RN TS .
6.1 SEIGIRITFIMIR

ARSI R RN AL BT, G — AR R GBI vs RI N “HBE4 " < 4>
KA, M—MNUERE (St Re; B8R « N T il B S EREEBEAN
BE, A5 Y %5 {5 O FE 30 (The Chinese CCD FIBAHEAT T & 1F. EM #5016
B e Y — B 44 ORI A ), S8 T DA R Dy A 300 ) [ 9 L b A R T DL K%
REARERE T, BAE T A SR I 7 25 36 A 4357 R JEE AR 22 A T L 9l A3 1) i 2
FERERIASK T, 38 1 5 WO T 78 ] 22 W28 5 JR RV S AL a4 o 203 LR o5 2
BARIRI R, W UK SE 00 4A BEFE T — 1 CCL IR I B (1 45 R Ab

K G*Power 3.1 #ff (Cohen, 2013) , ZH S 3 BIRLE R, U odds ratio
L9 W TR RMAED 0.05. MR R? A 025, HIEIIMEN 0.80 I, &
B0 N binormal I, f/MERIREARE R 472, EIERSLIG 2 B, IRATAE Aspredicted THiE
M T 525 4A Chtps:/aspredicted.org/G52_YGK) o« 52 AT sggAHLL, AT CCI AR
55 500 B G, Sehraci i AR, A 533 kS S T fERIBR AR B R
12 3 5 J5 , ARG A BRI G 521 4 (et S EE 52.98%, M=32.34 %, SD=9.35 %) .
6.2 SEIRIE

ARSEIG ARG R0 3 FEAAHE, BR T AR USRI H—, RATRM T SE5R 2
H “ SRS BRI BRI E AR SR . B, FEARSER T, BRI v s i



N: RIS SRR (), 25 CCURBIIRMD , BRI E WK
FEAHWH. =, ERRIAGREE, EEEEUT (Cialdini et al., 1995; Kristofferson et
al,, 2014) , FRAVEEA =A@ 7 A HBOR — B Rlr ( CBEBT, RAERE
PARRETE” » “CHEEBT, WRERREATEA -8, REMR” » “E@EBT,
WABRFFERE " 1= BEAFEE, 7= FEFAE: a=077) .

HF CCLIGSR T HORM A DG 2445 8 CEERIL 4ER . REEEION . ISR0RA) , KA
A A7) o SR S e 4y =, Bl AR E RN ES S5 EMA DG #EE. %=
WA AT, AT SR L L SRR EE, A AT ARG R A 2 S LR
6.3 SEILER

FERBL B, RAAMEREIR, BN AR AR iE s R R m TR
“FEMEAE” A (P2(1,N=521)=16.34,p<0.001, 0= 0.18) . {EIE/N “FBMEH " 4, A 75.48%
IBRILE SR TR O 88.12% Ml AE I ARG FE s I B U E I “4RIE4E” O
T FE RGN “ARIEAE” 4, IBIEMILLGIA 58.85%. %45 FL W], Hihn “IBmess” BERm T
MEfEE R . FREE T H.

T HEBR A 2 TR R SR RN . BT S IEA AR ST R, ASARAS L AR
Ta22 P SiEmE R E MK (rsers =—0.09, p=0.033; 7 swmmzn =—0.28, p<0.001; 5EHEHH
FKAMTEEREWIH T 1D o Bk, ATLLEIAE R (1= 8hn “famess” ., 0= K3 “48
AT O NEARE, HEEE (1= 2, 0= %) AREE, DUEIRE. dEBmarmh
PEHIAL BT logistic BT, SIREW], BN Cvs. REGID  “HRMEAE” X508 = 1o 1E

AR R (B=0.71, SE =0.20, Wald y2= 12.46, p < 0.001, odds ratio = 2.03) .

BE, DB EARR, EWEE (1= &, 0= /%) NHEAE, logistc [H75)
W &5 R I — S5 s 0 ARG = R ) R R (B =0.42, SE =0.09, Wald 5= 24.89, p < 0.001,
oddsratio=1.53) . 45iRKH, HWIAMIEMNE RS —SE R g nmsgn. A7 HgA
TRZE SRR, JRATLE logistic PRI THSARRAS . AR A Dok &, 45
KR, —EE i a2 R IE 2R B3 (B =0.40, SE = 0.09, Wald = 19.25, p
<0.001, odds ratio = 1.49) .

RHMBL LIRS (1= 3400 “HB8H7 , 0= RN “HBws” > . —Shkmir 5
I B H AR, SR (1= /&, 0= &) NEBREIEAT logistic BT . 45T
FW, LIRSS —EE R A IR 2 (B = 0.56, SE = 0.18, Wald %2 = 9.59, p = 0.002,

odds ratio=1.76) . #id Johnson-Neyman 73 #1 &Z 8 Cand 12) , 44— MEmIG1S 08T 4.45



B NS EEA 21.31%) 5 3800 Cvs. REGIDD  “FRIEH 7 MHEW R EmA R E: 24—
BT E S ET 4.45 1 (NBUE A 78.69%) , HEIN (vs. RIGHND “4BIEHE " XHHE0E =
IR R (B =0.47,2=1.96,p=0.05) . N THERMEZRRIREW, FAIITE logistic [l
IR N TS ACIRES . AT R Py st A &, AR, SIS S S — B w i 0t
TEIE R R A BN AR AR 2 (B=0.48, SE=0.19, Wald 2= 6.55, p=0.01, odds ratio=1.62) .

H; 5 LA IE

IN>4.45

R /B $ L B (Log-odds)

0 T
5 6 7
-1 A
-2 1
-3
I — B A 47
— TN CIHEART eeesee ARG “ R AE”

B 12 — BRI IR (B 4A)

6.4 iR

SO AA UESE T — SRR AR . BRATMAE SRR, AME— e R — SR
FE TR CHRIEAR " RN A L AR, MR BRI B (vs. B B, HEE
“HRIGAE” ARLEBEEISS . BEAh, ARSEIRR I, AT S, BORrHE R R R — SO R
(RIsg T R, XA AR T ASKIR R 77.35% 105 5 A BT, B B
I B AT R IR A A AT A A — SR I PR L A N R A R I R, 7E R S,
BA @I B 772, BE— BRI — B R 1R 5
7 SN 4B: — B R IR AR H

TERSERS 4A HIAh 785256, SEE 4B SR AT UIAHZS (incentive-compatible) (#1811, ilid
BB G vs KD 5 E— DRI LA TLIB I H A A AR v (S 1R

7.1 SEGIE AR



ARSI R R R R AR ) S 5 2 (N vs R IG N “HRIEAE " D x 2 (G vsAR— Bk
i) o KA G¥Power 3.1 #ff (Cohen,2013) , ZH 55 4A MRS R, M0 & odds
ratio 9 1.8+ HIE I RAHRMEZ Ty 0.05. WIEEIHAUE Y 0.80 I, HALE /1A binormal i,
BN RIFEAR S 397, FEIER LI Z AT, ATIE Aspredicted FHIEM T L5 4B

(https://aspredicted.org/1JZ_H9S) , FitXliEid InsightWorks T & %5 400 £ #lik. PRI
i Erh, A 433 BWIRS 5 TR . R AR R A 30 4B S, mAdR
1946 2045 403 1y (et 66.75%, M=33.14 %, SD=737%) .

7.3 SKERAE

ARSIV T Sk 3 i, FEET T AR ME B R 1R . BRI E, RATIX
T TP IAES . BT EEES, HTHRIANENS vsAR—BUEMmEF. e
WEFEH,  — SO i A 3 A AR 2 e, W AT R 2 SR A 1 O R

(Cialdini et al.,1995; Guadagno et al., 2001; Guadagno & Cialdini, 2010; Nail et al., 2010) .
TRERS R — Bk LF, ASLIAEE TS B S BRI (Lee et al, 2014; Olson &
Ahluwalia, 2021), J&T 15 vs AKX —Z Mk i FRFE (Guadagno et al., 2001; Guadagno & Cialdini,
20100 , FRATEI 7 — B LF B R P —DMIED (Cialdini etal ,1995) , FRE 737K
THRCT KT m v AR —BERE S RIR . b, & BUERRR Y BB T, RO R
JEURSE 37, WK —BUERRR N B ER T, AR SRR, ANHERRF
HIJE IR —50” o FTA B BENLE WA E AN BRIR 1) — A, I B SR B H = AN SRR
REEL . B0 R REAR R (RIS R (N=103) , S&—Ehk4iMt, m—BuEam
BRI 2 TS ) — B L (M s = 6.02, SD s = 1.28; M gz = 3.90, SD s
=1.98, p <0.001; LT 2) , BiF T ZBRMPA . TREEES G, Bl
AT S —— TR YR o IS SRR AR AT 558 3 e 8. SHIREE S, Al
IS 10 T Bl AR T 20 TCEAMR I .

7.3 EWEER

ERRE L, RN BB, BN Cvs. RGN “IBIEH 7 A HH R8I & BT
BEER (P(1,N=403)=037,p=0.54) . fE3GIN “4BMEFE" 4, A 72.36%0IPRERE T
B B 77.39% 4 BULE I NFE IS A R SR I BRI F NN “ 481446~ D, TLEARI I “ 45
WEAE” 2L, HRMEI LGN 69.61%. A, RTAMTERER, & (vs. 0 —BUEmiFALR
WA R E LB E 2R (2(1,N=403)=0.32,p=0.57) . fEm S mEFH, H 72.38%
MM RE R TR, MRS — B ar 4, SR LLBI 69.82%.



REMPL LASLEetE s (1= 35 “4RE4E" , 0= RIghn “F8mE4" ) - —8hEwmir (1
=, 0= ) 5FWHFMZ OO ALE, HEEE (1= 2, 0= &) NFEEZIAT logistic
BT 5 RE, SEIfEE s — Stk nir M2 IR % (B = 0.96, SE = 0.45, Wald %=
4.49,p=0.034, oddsratio=2.60) o XL TR, fEm— B4, BN (vs. RIY
D “IEmEFE” BERE THEBEERE (79.31%vs. 65.96%; p=0.045) ; SR, FEAK—EE R
BF2H, 0 Cvs. ARIGHDD “HRMEAE 7 X HEIE SR B2 AN ik 2 (66.96% vs. 72.73%; p=0.35) »

N T HEBRANMAZE I, FRATTE Se i AR DG T I, AR L REEAEUON | IS AIRAS |
AT ARG 22 ) S AR =
5=-0.34,p<0.001; 7 smmman =—0.20, p<0.001; SEEAFSHEERERMF 1D o K,
FRAVLE logistic FIEABLAL I T 4F 68 FKEEFURN « ISR L i AR 4RIM & i AL &

ERKA, LIS S —EM: i R B R A A BN AR SR 1A 2% 5.2 (B =0.94, SE =0.49,

JEREFR (raw =018, p<0.001; 7 sz = 0.16, p=0.001; 7 s

Wald y2=3.66, p = 0.056, odds ratio = 2.55) . Hj FRXIG LKL
7.4 11ig

S 4B M EOE & vs AR —BUERE SR T — B R, ARS8 T — o f 7R ELI
R R 2O R T VR P RS . SRR A SRR, R — B R A AL, LI “ FR e A
RONHAR RO, ABTEM— S RAT AL, ZBNIE R T, FIRERIE T Hs.
8 it
8.1 MARLEIR

ANTE) T3 AT ARG ELIR 0 88 3R ST B v 2 B0 T R T A R T SRR R R T, AR T
DA 224 7 TELIEC P4 8 2 e e 5 i 5 I R B S e U DI s, 4R IR BRIE 1 — /N AT RS M A {2
BEAMA H RN IE M SR E R 3R . BAAT S, 83 6 WISLIR AR, 7E FLIX W5 10 1 55
BN Cvs. ARIGIND  “HEEH " FLIRTFHAMAFEIE R X — S5 IR TE R AN A 83k H 2
IR RN SE5 1] 20E B2 [SE50 14 4A]L SRR S5 1] FBEOR[SESS 1. 3. 4B])
ANTRABF[RK 1) « ANFEERIHBE (50 NS5 1]. 1 AN[SEE 34]) « ARIFESZIRIAEE
CMNEF BRSNS [5 1] BB R 34D WMo, [Fr, B s U 7k
FIURSEAEE 5 —BUE AL FLERIN “HBMAAE 7 RN AR LRI R . BbAh, BFFiss Rk
HIR T AR — B 0! TLER “HRMAAE " BOSLET AR s 2 AMR— B R AP A Cs.
D B, TR “HRIEAE 7 RORLKE R S o
8.2 HHILTIEK



Y, ARWTUN ELECN IR AT R SRR TR A . TERMERE T, A A T
MNSE B H R, R R 5 B8 P mT R S Ak LTG0 4 4 7 SR A PR 3, R R 4%, 2019
At JE R, 2020; Sepehri et al., 2021; Fifg#E 55, 2022; FIEA, EHFE, 2021 o ik
MR, ABFFNIRG &, 5 A 307 TR 306 52 T A e I S5 ] 85 11 00 B2 2 B 50— 3
(Arkes & Gaissmaier, 2012; Gneezy et al., 2010; Hsee et al., 2013; Thaler & Sunstein, 2009) ,
TRIT T AT BESZ M R 2E A ELIDE DX 5 0 A5 B P BRI S e SR o BT &, ASHIF Fi d Tk ik
SRS — S SLER W, KR FRIGAE T — AN RE U5 AT 28R o A IR 00 e 2 J 11 54
g ——H 0 “HRIEAT” o X —HA AR S T RIS AT A R A I, O T
“HRMEAS” MRS SEEE R B E T SR

FU, e R Re R S i e S P S — B S LI BT R AR &, AR EE T4
WA NECIA R R LS HE 7 (W0, Fisher & Ma, 2014; Hsee et al., 2013; Zhou et al., 2019)
SO VFZ I FERD T IRANR A . — B HL A T AR SR AT A iR (i,
Ein-Gar et al., 2021; Hsee et al., 2013; Kristofferson et al., 2014) , {EIXEUHF 77 3 2R AT IX B
AR R B8 b, A TR AT R R B4 T R e S A B — SO L i R AR
5o ANHIFFHRE R AR T I VU 1 — iy R 2 £ [ B ) R R SR S — Bt B
ML, ATTSEMEABIGAT Ay, A HRIGAT 5 0 5 38 (B T TR 1B LAY, 3 g 3R A 22 o
Lo BLRIAT R B AN AR A8 A5 B 4 3 AR IR AR AT B AL 1 T 3R LA

P, AHFFLE R BRI USRI UE T — SR AF A A SR B, dhR T — Bk
FHISHI BB AT 7T (40, Bator & Cialdini, 2006; Cialdini et al., 1995; Mullen & Monin, 2016)
F b, SECHADT RN T SRS R M ER (W, Hsee et al., 2013;
Kristofferson etal., 2014) , {HIXSEHF 78 AL KA FAERE B P S 10— BUEEhML, EBEE R 786
AN [ — SO Al Xt A AR I SR (RS o S BN — b i (RS e, ARHTE TR
TR “ABIEAE 7 RN — B ERIFHAR (vs. B0 MIAMA P REEI5S, 3XOVER AR — Sk i
IFHEAPRFR IS P S b BTy T O A FR R AL 7 3T (0 BB LE S

8 R A AR R R, IR SR L RO 2T B RN O R 2 2 5K

BURIE . 58 B TSR F AL 3R BRI BUIR, AW FE 4518 0% AN ST e FLI
P2 i SEER SR T BN 55 % . B 5, AWETCRIT R IR 2 i SEER I RN SRR A
TR R THB G F AL R N SR —— 30 “ IR 7, 5 AT R AL MR K 5 R
HHRIE T BAAIEAR, ZAERH AR, PL—RiAS 5 8t 50+ A 2t s i fe

&
e
>
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BETAMRARIEAT A JEK, ARBFFATRE T FLECR ST A (K — AN A, B, SRR AL
FeAL R AR R, JEI SRR X — IR, SRR A DR, R
B2 7RI EABERN G T —NFE R WA A B iR R R, TRGZ NG
S ST 7 SRR BRI SR I 2 (AR R R o, AN TSR U, AR AT B R SR
BN FLZ I KIEABMEE AR ZE S S0 4A R 4B I ORI, TERLFH “HRmads”
SR, — SR AP EAS R AR T B T 22 AR IOFE T, I Rk B — () SR v R AN I&E
TR . BT ARG, bR i, BN 5t mT DURIEE I # e 4T M
REHE R — SR AT, 415 — S R ir SRR %, Bk 52T DAk — b 2 il i HoAth
SRS SR AL H — BB LRG58 “HRMEAE” AR .
8.4 RFKMARTFE

ARHF TN SR BB TR T — LSRR T 10 156, AR AT DL 8 S 8] 23R (time
delay) Xf “HEMEHE” BRI . BTG I 1] 38 A2 FE AR FE M “ INARIEAE " v 5
LR Yo 2 1] (N [E] (] B8 ( Chartrand etal., 1999; Cialdini & Goldstein, 2004) . X — [&] g ¥
KT R 22 R LRI 3 (K 4RI e SR — B Zh L. 0, Bl A T6) PR B g 8 G, SR 3 (R 4R
PR —SEBSIIL AT e 2 PAG, AT 55 FLIE “FEIBEAR " 208 JE—25, AR FTIE AT AR
PR EAAAE—MRAERII LR 2, BENS i KA R FE ELIRIN “HRIGAE " AR AR AE

HU, AR TR L R — DR 2R “RIMAR ” TEFRIS TR P e e FEABE T, “48
MRS W oI “ R A TR LA IR . BRI, AR
BRI AE BB, an AR A, T S AR SR A SR A AU AN, A
AT AR “IATGZE " 5 “ SR SE” PR AR, Rk, Xt HBCMIEGTESE, # “i8
WA AN FRARIG IR P B BT, TRAE A — MR IFAE, & 75 KA BE 0 AR B # 11
SRR AMERE ? (EME SRS, B “IRIGAR " BN A ARIAFELE 2 %R IG N IL K A
S RS AR (A — 2 1 DA SR L

PR, AR TR LAPRZR B8 2 m] e AT ELIC “HRIGAE " UM MR 2. BR T AT AT H G
BTt 8 B — BRI Ah, FTREIEHE HAh R 320 BRI “HRI4AT " BOS=ARTEH .
U, BB S FE AN AASCIR 3R (i, AMA R IF AHEVE (Chernev, 2003) + AN AN
HFIZ5: (Alba & Hutchinson, 1987) ) &, 28R UL, WIRIAMEH CEX KA ZRIE A

T IHRRARIE LT, A IR ” 5« SERIFAIE " B BRI R SO P2 AT REAS FRAFAE 22 57

8 {ZEKIVE: https://www.classy.org/blog/simplify-donation-process-give-donors-direct-flight/



B OB IR 5 75 XA AT R R A R Ak, SO SRR AN
(% &K (Cialdini etal., 1999; Rhee etal., 1996) o AHF 70/ 7E A [E S0k 15 5 R HEATHY,
DR ubb o A AF 7 AT LA 3k — S PR R AR AR 5] SO RIAR ] ) 5% (1 8 T i 75 << 5 8 4 SR s A5 AN [
(IR o SEAAT BT BATE RN T 7 FLIE -SRI AR08, 3 1T LA [ B 2 2 A7 Mk Aol
i O REHE AN U BRI R 5%
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Abstract

In online charitable giving, low donation conversion rates present a significant challenge.
While much of the prior research in this area has concentrated on factors tied to existing
fundraising practices, our research proposes and examines a novel factor that could significantly
impact donation conversion rates: the addition of a ‘donation cart’. Our findings suggest that
adding a ‘donation cart’ can boost donations in online fundraising, which we termed the online
‘donation cart’ effect. This effect occurs because adding a ‘donation cart’ makes it easier for
people to make initial decisions (i.e., deciding to add to the donation cart) and subsequently
ensures consistency in their donation decisions. Furthermore, we propose that the preference for
consistency moderates the ‘online donation cart’ effect, such that this effect is attenuated among
those with a lower (vs. higher) preference for consistency.

We conducted six studies to test our propositions. Study 1 was a mini-program experiment
designed to simulate a real online fundraising environment. We developed two simulated donation
platforms—one with the addition of a ‘donation cart’ and one without—to compare their
fundraising performances. Subsequently, Studies 2A, 2B, and 3 were three controlled experiments
that examined the joint underlying mechanisms of the online ‘donation cart’ effect: perceived
decision difficulty and consistency motive. Specifically, Studies 2A and 2B compared individuals’
perceived decision difficulty and their decision intention when deciding whether to ‘add to the
donation cart’ vs. ‘donate immediately’. Study 3 evaluated the impact of adding (vs. not adding) a
‘donation cart’ on individuals’ consistency motive and donation intention. Lastly, Studies 4A and
4B both measured and manipulated individuals’ preference for consistency, examining the

interaction effect between adding (vs. not adding) a ‘donation cart’ and levels (lower vs. higher) of



preference for consistency on individuals’ donation intentions.

As predicted, Study 1 demonstrated that adding (vs. not adding) a ‘donation cart’
significantly boosted donations, thus supporting the online ‘donation cart’ effect. Studies 2A and
2B further revealed that deciding whether to ‘add to the donation cart’ (vs. ‘donate immediately”)
was perceived as easier, thereby increasing individuals’ decision intention. Study 3 then
established that adding (vs. not adding) a ‘donation cart’ strengthened individuals’ motivation for
consistency related to their initial decisions, which ultimately increased their donation intention.
Lastly, Studies 4A and 4B found that the online ‘donation cart’ effect was attenuated in individuals
with a lower (vs. higher) preference for consistency, confirming the moderating role of the
preference for consistency.

This research contributes to the literature on donation behavior, deepening our grasp of
online charitable behavior by uncovering previously unexplored determinants. Moreover, it
provides practitioners in the charitable sector with important practical insights, setting the stage
for more effective strategies in digital philanthropy.

Keywords individual giving, online giving, decision difficulty, consistency motive, preference for

consistency



Fsx 1

N T HEBRAME R AR (MR R SUEEION . ISR AR IRIg P XA R R, ATE Sl AR, R0 5 AR &R E AR AR
B, DN ERICE LM 18 1D

P 1% 1 MR T4 RICE (S5 1-4)

R | e RELEUO BERES TEEEEH
£4
(1= %;2= %) (1= B48;2= K (1= 4;2=7)
N IR
SEE 1 0.15% —-0.08 —0.04 0.12 —-0.13
(1= &;0=7)
R B
o 0.08 0.00 0.22%* —0.16* —0.14*
N (1= BEE; 7= IMNIBBEF/ LRIEEE)
S 2A —
TR R T A
e [ -0.03 -0.11 —0.20%* 0.13 0.05
(1= EHES; 7= FERA
WREIR
. . -0.05 -0.06 0.21 %% —0.14* —0.25%*
) (1= P8, 0= Kk
SIS 2B o
TN P SR
. [ 0.02 -0.00 -0.26%** 0.13* 0.21 %%
(1= FEEH 5, 7= EFHHA
E g
0.14* 0.03 0.16%* -0.22%%% —0.24%xx%
i 3 (1= 4&;0= 1)
S
JEE e R — E ik s AL
o i -0.01 0.05 0.21%* —-0.08 —0.20%*
(1= 5B4&%A,; 7= EFE®EID




S 4A 1 =
= &0=5 0.04
(1= ;0= 1) 0.03 0.08 -0.09%* —(.28%
S8 4B B
0.0
5 0.18%%* 0.16%* _0.34%%% 020

U ANFTE R 2) #**FIR p<0.001, **FiR p<0.01, *FRp<0.05



ffsx 2:

N T KIS SES 4B P B AF Gy vs A0 BIRIA R, AT 7 — 050525 .
BRI &, BATE InsightWorks #1551 105 448538, 7E5IBR AV B A 2 43 1) %5
JG, BATAFA NG 103 4y (kb 66.99%, At E 0.97%, M=32.83 %, SD=7.69
) .

FEAZSES T, AT T PIBAAHRIESS . S — DU 5558 4B HAH R I S 1EAESS
MTBA—BUE ML G vs AR o B 002 HIRCFEEST, AL — Bk iF A
R BARTE, FAVEEA TP 035050 50 0 B sl i RO (i if - — SO dr ¢ “ R ORbF

BT JERIE—30” ) MA B mir ( “IRSMWIEE TR, AEKRTFERE - ;1
= BEAFAE, 7= FFFABE) . &RER, & (vs. IO —SEHRERRI B2 s
F)— SR (M s = 6.02, SD s = 1.28; M g s = 3.90, SD i s = 1.98, p < 0.001)
G AR Cvs. @D — AR RI B2 H m A — BRI (M g s =5.64, SD i -

s = 1.61; M g5 s = 4.25, SD 5 s = 2.12, p<0.001) o BAE T iZBRIHIAH R .



	参考文献
	附录1:
	附录2:

