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(vs. THF) N HHEH R oMM EREAENEH, W, FREXAEXERATT
HEHEF(vs. THF)NEREENERMER T Y, AFARELEAH T HE ML HFE
NEBEAVEAT ERNENHRIE, Db AN SRR T Eib I,

[X@A] MENS & Ho2HF BAERS SEAERD

FE kT, F713.8 XERAFRAG . A

1. 5]

[l

AR PR S R G4, AL IS AERE . B A B SRR AR RO BlOBE L, (R
AL PRz I G RIE 2 H AIE, 2022 485 H 11 H, B TIH3EE 4857 Google HLERHI 7 AL,
P ) BE RIVE A T R A TRAT I B B [ A e AN e, 2023 4F 1 A 4 H,
TH 94 254 Meta Ireland iS50 7B ARIPRLE , FEREH P B T4 i, PRI I2Y W] i b i 65
PRI 2R B2 A LA 3. 9 ACWOT TR . L8 T PEAL ) o T A G B i =5 e
TH 9 PR MDY (White et al., 2008) o R IH 9% X TPEAL) 5 R APEECRA B IS AR I

w FEEIH. EZRSREREETE FWE AR ] S A X 9T S RS LRI RS (I B S
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HE,

THBRE XA AL T 1912 A T 0 38 e SO XA MR AR T A T P RAS 3 B 0SB
(O’Donnell & Cramer, 2015) , M R RL S W o5 &, AP AR R B 5 v 25 010 2% 4 B B IR AL 2 00
(Tucker, 2014; White et al., 2008) , FRFAUE B IS ANy, T8 9 & XA AL 5 B4R A P8 52 B 2
S AP A IR 45 A 25 B RA i 5 XU PR 45 S ( Guttierrez et al., 2019) , O BEHTIE BRSNS 1, 12 A
AR — AR, A Y0 2 3 9 T 2 0 sloxd ) 4 O BT A AR R, A2 I I R
PRIL (Edwards et al., 2002; Malhotra et al., 2021), H UL, A KT MELT SR AMRBEIEH
XF R, FEEAE )& A PR AR BE RN 98 DB O BEAE N E N Z X T 2 A AMEBR
B T BRI 52 A =

2023 4F5 A, HEFEMREAE ST A UOBE TS RIXT 2001 45 18 ~35 & FARSEAT 19— Tl A # 1
N, 64. 2% M2 Vi E ARG A CAFTE OB L sAT S B« b sg R, SR ks8R S S —
SRR AR S HERAE R E WKL, 84T B 2 A0 S 24 1 T 28 g ) B AR s U A
23937 (Wesselmann & Williams, 2017) , ZEAHASIEARMEE N, BB SHR AR Z | XFIH 5%
BEALSHIR IR T I EAL S SR AP BN T A A% S F 2

Aghakhani Fl Main(2019) FBFFEAE 1, #EasHE R 251 S8 F e mint )5 7 AL 2 E R, Ji4h
WA VP2 SCHRIR B0 5 +E 2 HE R T SR AT 0 B R i), B AR o8 30 2% 3 18 B 40K 5 B ( Chen et
al., 2017) . WGSELAEHA B 43 1077 5 (Mead et al., 2011) LRz SR 5 5 a7 6 2 (OB, 2022)

SR P RSG5 AT E R, ﬁﬂkiﬁn%rTﬁAHEMﬁﬁFﬁ (ISP Fe i X TV
AR ANERS AR An el 52 1 23 X 5 00 S 1 i i — 2B

HTF LIS, $ﬁ%%m%¢%kﬁ%ﬂﬁ¢,%%Fﬁﬁ%%&ﬂﬁ%HAﬁﬁﬁ%%%
XA IR AN Z 0, 53 MR 5T 51 A BRFAZE 3 1 U BN A g A LT, 42 s A
SR RS R T B X B RAZR R A R B, TR AR AR T AR AR R i —
GRS HE R X S R AR B R BRI ER, AR AA BT EE X TAE
)45 57 9 S R B SCARR, 38 1T LA A PEAR T 45 A D SR AR L PR S8

2. Big B =

~I]H]]

2.1 2w

FhosHE R ST R, S HER AR PR AZ 2 5 1A R ) (Waard, 2009) , 51T HE 31
]38 SN A 134 ( Baumeister et al., 2005) . 5 F N F1HE F7 ( Baumeister et al., 2002 ) FlJk 5517 2 Ut
(Twenge et al., 2007) S HELER , 1VF 2058 BIHRTE X U8 T AE S HE R 28 T AN S0 15 81 12 il
ZhHL, AN Howell 55(2017) R Tl sz b A HERR , AMARMR & & A IR IMA R g0, S
mm&%@%ﬁ_;%mmm%gmﬂ%mﬁﬁﬁmﬁrﬁiTMﬂ e, MEMAAEE EE R
A VLRI 0% 5 e iE i, YRS B 2SR T AT Pickett Fl Hess (2016) 45
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BNMNG& Tt FRE, A4Sz 2SN FE T, AN RGBS 20855, B, +hasHE
R SEBRIEES T AREAIN TAE B shil,

ARG &R R G, ARG R AR LK, Gl SRS S Ik TER
( Chaiken & Ledgerwood, 2012) , Ji & X R G AR Chaiken (1980) $2H Y, 36 T PIFE B T 4%
N — R ARG 5 K 2B A Aol P 187 B D SRR U sl o R 3 2K R AR 3 4 Al
FIWT, eI BARCE TS TH 153 T AR RGeS AR A URSE o v i AR B AR
AR A ORI, 7ERIBHE A RO DT T %5 11482 Chaiken 3848 HY A58 5 (5 3
BRI, PRI, MR AR B ShHLKF- g T AT S R AR Uid 2 R, 4hss
HERRYEIN T AR AN R S, AR AAT] Il sk g R A B, DD e AN AHE B shAll, IR H s & X
e B TAS A TR

2.2 HWERAPEAL) AR AR

TH B F XA 5 B AR RN 32 3] Z2 Fp R A2, 30 SCHR 32 5 A=A J5 ) JE IFWE 5%
A5 ) EE OGS S RAISCHE R, HLAN Citalada 45 (2022) R 5 4 514 285 AR DCHESR =
TRAMERRKE, W5 R B e, # R DL RS B A TR AR AR T 4= AR K P
(Boerman, Kruikemeier & Zuiderveen Borgesius, 2017) ., % A J5 ] K{EH %A KN, Youn Fl Kim
(2019) KB A F= 18 R O 9% 8 08 T AR AP RSP T REBRAR, Niu 25 (2021) BYBFFEIESE 11K
B XA SHEMR A P T B, AR D) BB TR AE AN, LS MR S B BT R
A (Taylor et al., 2011) . 55 =ANJ7 ] EFRFANEL, Gironda Fl Korgaonkar (2018 ) HIAF 5T & B 4 1H
BE NN ARG AU 2 5 B FA T & DXURG: I, Al T ) 45 A 4 AR R 2 AR, ez M T i
AT B R B AL R B AP BE QLIS I T2 AR (Van Doorn & Hoekstra, 2013)

AR AT BE 5T 28 AR B ROBRBEAT O, i e B AN 7 S s 55 B, Al fiTxs
RO Y DT I T 4512 APE AR 23 Bl 22 3855 ( Lim et al., 2023) , A SCPEAR & 615 B30 H g2 Ik
HUFNT. (Chaiken, 1980) , MM 5 B0 9% & X & S HIOCPE(R B 5 B = A PEIEHIE 55 (de Groot,
2022) . HeAb, TESEERE SN TR B & 1R B AL R A UM T B BRI T AR
B, MES LI SO HRFAL R (Gu et al., 2022), KIMBERLRBZEZ, &AM R
U LR BATIR, MIH P IRANTT 55 B, X R AAL R A BRI A | AR AR 2
A, AHILZT, M SE IR REAMN T 55 B, USRI A AR 27285

3. RiIZHES

3.1 k2RSSR A

A2 HE R U BF 58 R W, B HE e 10 22 D 4 o A R R 2 B A0 SR g, o T A DA A R A
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( Baumeister, 2016) , Baumeister %5 ( 2002) B 52565 & B, #HEFR )22 FER R A A2 2 i s &
W, JUHORHEPRAIZ T ARCR 2 BB TR, IR DR HE T FRAR 1A 4 B2 % (] R Sl HILFIJE 4
AEJJ, Greitemeyer 45 (2012) X4t 23 HE R BOMFSEARAUESE , #HETT 094K L) 3L R0 422 52 A — BUR 4 1)
FE, BEEE-BUREE LA T EINRIE, B B9 A Bk 26 E R, A E
AU, RO AR E TIANMEE S, SECMEXELDREAM TR, B DT 09> R 5 X
PUISMAE B (Xiao & Van Bavel, 2012) , KEHBFFEHE I, sl F s M TN AHE B A sl
BCAETT, RECA T X B RIR AN T,

H AL 2R O T AR FUE SRR S AL, AR E AR 2 EShEA RN, KW
AN FANER AR BB T s, MR R ARG R G, MAS 2R R AN T
{7 B.(Chaiken & Ledgerwood, 2012), i1 F & 17 B & & A VLR 1 M HE A 2 4% & 0 Ul ik BT &
( Pfundmair et al., 2017) ,

R R ARGEHALERE 1, J8 R AR A B AR EEHAK ( Chaiken, 1980) o 1 TAF QMR EE
ARG ﬁﬁ%%%?ﬁﬁiiﬂﬂﬁ@ﬁ%*héﬁgiﬂ¥d>(Gu,'ﬁan & Xu, 2022), MAh, HIEHE LR RS
I AZ AN BIE L ( Cupach & Spitzberg, 2000) o BB, 475 94 X BRAAL AR BB ANEURET b
TR MR BN R D, XA 5 PR AR B35 . 25 BTk, #h o fe il
TH e R FE B AN AR 55 8, s 17X BR AL 2 R A SRR B, e 20 1 A1
e SR AR, PEit, e Rk,

H1: 2% (vs. ToHEF ) FBOH 988 X EAL) & RO R AR,

H2: [BAAZER BB R EAE 2R (vs. TCHERR ) XMPEAL) 5 B4R AP BN Y 52 Wil i A v
BB T A

3.2 H¥EE 1/\E’]UE_J|?ﬁ£Hq

IR AT T A B R P ORI, BAEFAN A RERAA AR B IR, 40 5IRO¢
AN | R AR T RODGIE SRR | A7 85 )RS 7 1H ( Froming et al., 1982) , — 7, A
RARBUE T AMAKT S M SR B A BB BT, HE AN Carver %5 (1979 ) Fil Scheier 25 (1979) BURFFTIESE, 5
VEOFRTE A A THE LEEE B AN A B A0S 7% ;. Ramirez 25 (2022) KL, BEE X H C AN 1Y e 1 B 14
I, AATTEE 25 5 %o 92 28300 = A ROV, X Se R BRI, MG D BTG B, T 98 e AME
TR SN AR R R, 53— 7T, AR I BRRA N 2N Ok F T 2 N AMER I, A
PR 5 2 ) A0 B HE TR T b R (4T 2 3 R T 3 ) 4, AR 2 ) X 22 B9 ot R M B 0 VB0 AT B ok
(T BB R LB o TR B OGIE N AE G 3, Y0 93 QI SME R I TE 45 5 R A PEAL )
ik T 5 B HAT ARG S, MBI E) T S S MRALR, BABEmBRENT SR
AHE,

L5 LR, RS HE R T 0355 2 X B AL R 2R 1 B SRR ) 4 AR AR, R

AR AT E R, MRS SCHEIMERIL, TR SN 2 B TR 23 18 i U B
FUZAPEIRAL, A A H BB X P2 m 2 55 b4t S HE R XTSRRI e, Rk, 78
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PR HAME AR, SR A BF R AR, M2, wHRERENEA R,
W5 T AR AR AR, AL HE R XHR AR R e I, Pait, B s
H3: [REPTEASHER AL AR AR 52 i R o 2 TR R, M 9%
AR AREFA TR, HE2HER (vs. THEF ) ASXHRAPERR= A 5 ; HiHE DA A A
RPN ERF, AR (vs. TCHERR ) MR ARBTG5
AHIFERIDT TR UL 1,

HHEN
SR v | THBE R R R o PR
= T E R | RAEEG

K1 B

4. FRIZIT

4.1 Fh—

4.1.1 %IB®

AHEFE B il N R AL S5 (HER 4L vs. JCHERR L) R TEAE 2 HEFR X 9 8 RO AL ) 5
FREATERI

4.1.2 FHF%

ARWFFRAEL FHSET 155 ARIUERFHEARIE L2 EE WAL S NS08, gl T340
22.25(SD=2.25) , BTFRIF = MR LAER AR, Sl Lk,

4.1.3 %t

AL R AN (HEFAL vs. TOHER L) A it sl sk MpL BB HE R A s TR 4, IS
INT —A% g FETER” B RE LR 25Ttk ( Williams & Jarvis, 2006) , i ak ZoR i85 55 41 9 4% 1 3 1
R PO 2 42 1) 36 T FELUI B st o R L 1 LB A T R AR Bk 2 20 . B0 R, PR O A
2T 1 SR IR TR 1Y, HEFR AL B R 7 ELFETT G i A B Uk R, S LR R A ] Py
REAETHERLS . TR AR S 51k, EESRE L A B SERTEA AT, Wkss
Ja, R SET ST BRI (R, AL S TS 2 T FRIBSE AR 4 T (Williams & Jarvis,
2006, a=0.81),
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ok, A BSWE T — AR . R ORIET SRR A, I A B ER A QQ &
] PN 2l e s e A i SR s . S R FIRRIE I A, R S A AR T
BT R, BRiE i LG8 . R BN B, B ERE D AREFITE”
“HRFOAH 132 (it L R AT 2" . ik G i w] R X 77 i AR S %t it A o W S 22
5, LA T —ANEA M Jaco,

e, BORAHE TR, SR)5 12806 LR B 11 [0 JE ( Baker et al., 1986), fl4f“ RARAL
Jaco fi 8" (a=0.81), [T 5B AL A [A] & ( Singaraju et al., 2022) , 4E“ TN AL
e TR B O TR IR SR AR HE TR T SR T LR TR AR IR — A R A
7 (a=0.82), BHATERERRPEE T LT 52 AMERHANM 0] ( Gironda & Korgaonkar, 2018), 41
G2 R T RV ) IR T RN NGRS EI (a=0.85) . S5 T AT [n] 4 i
il Likert LM E (1=4E% RFE, 7=3EFFE).

4.1.4 H»HEXR

B EIR R, HEF A0l AT HE R A B R A B 2R (My; =5.15, SD=
0.63 vs. Myy:=3.28, SD=0.83, F(1, 154)=18.66, p<0.001), XfJ &M PEAL B A 3% 2
S (Myy =2.25, SD=0.18 vs. My =2.22, SD=0.38, F(1, 154)=2.13, p=0.18), X} /Hi##%K
FRERA R EES (My, =3.28, SD=0.33 vs. My, =3.30, SD=0.26, F(1, 154)=2.56, p=
0.08) . VL EArtrRBIAE AR FIAEAL 5 AR 2 R Y

ROV B 5 R R Y A 2 R R 0V B A A AR T AR AVEAAAE B R ( My = 2. 19,
SD=0.79 vs. Myy-=3.82, SD=0.63, F(1, 154)=20.22, p<0.001), iXFWAHF 5K 50045 5
L a1

4.1.5 it

WFFERAE TR H, BIAE SR T X 238 O AL AR A= 2 R

4.2 SEUG T

4.2.1 %A

ASBIFFE I H 042 30 Ao PR DR 3R 2 ) S50 (CHESR 4 vs TCHE R A1) B b At s HE R 2 7508088 1 I 2 x4
PEAL)™ 5 B AR, 40028 Bk REURA 2 28 A S P BRI a0 ke 2 A9 R 1R

4.2.2 FEIH

ARSI FA AR G HEEE T 113 ARSI L 8, 9185k B — AN 38 AR 2 i 25 1 8
Y, AR R 32.25(SD=5.51), HrA et 55. 7%,
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4.2.3 LIt

ARG RN E (HERR AL vs. TCHERRAL) WALt S8 i — MR flat 58 11k 3 5ok i At
23HE/F (Chen, Wan & Levy, 2017), B45E, #OXB BRI A C ZI T = MRA MBI AN,
e A CRAE . BHSE N AGERRS TX =N, BORAMAIZEIA A . JoHE R 4 A0 gL ol 55 0
WA R — A N2 . HEFR AR pl e 25 A b AT A I A SR Bk =S ANBBIE 48 T, B S BT A 9k o8
BT 5 T RAHE R B 108 ( Williams & Jarvis, 2006, a=0.81),

RIG, FTAPERIE T —AEAL) 45 ( De Keyzer et al., 2015) , SC¥63@ 48 B R AAEL DR
WA T ORI AN A B . S5 BIRERV/NLTHE, SR H e T AN RIE . AT 30~35 %
) L HERE,  [RIE AR R & TR0 (R A2 5 e 2 32 B4 7 T k7™ i RN 2 R R ) o B2 ok, S
BRI T — s, Jfsl ol aidiizsi i, YealSdesn, SRRl —41
PAb) 2 o TSR T A8 R Jaco” INFR L e TG FEAA TSy R FIbRE, B R R
AR T AW B, BRI EER A . ARERIRIT A SRR T ERR T, R T
PO AT B C X% ™ AR AR EH O AWK i i, I U T 3R & Jaco” o

BoJE, Boldd T RS, SRS R ICT R A B (Baker et al., 1986, o=0.73), J 4
ASPEARIE ( Singaraju et al., 2022, «=0.83), J H R AMEMYRHI (Gironda & Korgaonkar, 2018, a=
0.85) MR, f )5 2 ok T R R USRI BN R8T (Li et al., 2023), MIHEE TR AT LIRES 5
& BT TR E BRI RIS B RIS A O T S PR ILERFAR 1S BARBUR” (0 =0.83) , 52
B AT R ST Likert £or i 200 (1=4E% AR, 7=3E% F&E) .

4.2.4 HHER

BRI 2 R R WY, HE R A RN TE HE s 2B B HE e A 3 28 5 (M, =4.38, SD =
0.71 vs. Myyr-=3.16, SD=0.81, F(1, 111)=11.91, p<0.001), %F & RIS A W% 2
S (My.=2.38, SD=0.39 vs. Myy-=2.39, SD=0.28, F(1, 111)=2.12, p=0.12), X} EAK
FREERA W EZER (M, =3.28, SD=0.17 vs. My =3.29, SD=0.11, F(1, 111)=1.21, p=
0.18) . LA btk It o APl R R iU Y

BEXF TN RS A5 R R, Ak SRR X 9 B AR T S R AR TE R E 2 5, JFH
HEF AR A P B 8 2R T JCHE R A9 ( My =3. 18, SD=0.98 vs. My, =4.59, SD=
0.82, F(1, 111)=29.32, p<0.001), RWIAHITL BT EI UL

BEXF A SO0 ARG, S A DC M A BT ARG 0 1 Ak 2 HE R R BRRAZ R A USRI R A
FBAHBIADEIE R, Bl Process J7i%, I SPSS 22 (v3.5, Modeld, %ETF 5000 4~ Bootstrap £ A<
95% i fai 15 1F. Bootstrap ‘& X [H] ( CI) ) % B FAZk R BYBURME BN AT T A 880% 4387 ( Hayes, 2013) .
LR a R s, B—, th R A sl 2 R AR (B=~ 0.722, t=-6.072, p<
0.001); 55—, *h&HEF T m 2 m B RAZR R I BURAE I (B=— 0.719, 1=-7.525, p<0.001); 2§
=, BRALZR AR A SR BN E A Y A AR AT (B=0. 750, t=11.278, p<0.001) , HR¥E Bootstrap )
IRTEE R, BR AN AR BUR R B e A 2 HE e AN 28 XA PR 5 B4R A PRI 1 5C 2 PR R
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FAYER(b=0.5731, SE=0.0893, 95% CI[ -0.5581, -0.2031]),
4.2.5 i

WFFERAE TR HL A H2, BIRESHER 0SS 18 P8 XA IR AR, HIRAAZER
AR T R 21 T 3R 23 rR AR

4.3 Sl

4.3.1 %IB®

ABIFEEIE PARHE— L RAUE RO . A RO AL, IRAXS T8 A A RS g 4L, 4
SHERR AP R R PO AT IR AR RGN, M, X TR AREIR S, e
HEF R 2 2 B A R AR

4.3.2 SEBstR

AWFTAEL TSR T 137 BB AL ZARE L i 2 AR A S IS g, Bl P 2418
21.17(SD=1.75) , TR /L RAER TR, BaldmLrt,

4.3.3 EI%it

ARSERR ] 2 o HE R (HERR A vs. AR 4D x2 AR BIR(AARARERA vs. AAAKREIR
A1) AT, wal e s ECR DA SRR

B, PO R AR S A S0, Ak B IR ETRA M AR EOR RS — RO T e 3
#r A CAME RS SC, FAN B IR EHRA a0 2oRE — RO T B C W& 75 Sk it 1956 50
H4E Fenigstein I Levine (1984) BB, FrA AR 45 T — M 604E 20 RN FRAE , Hidr 15 iA]
CARZE, S ANMANCH TR A T EIH, X FREAME A RATE B, A AR A 45 Al (fh )~ “ Al
(b)) AT “PPAN” “ZZ” BT X T OENAE A RIE O, RN AR R A g ¢ A
B U E T A8 A FRAH G AR 5G4 TR ke 488 5 R ST ARl N v ) e 1l R
¥ i ( Fenigstein & Levine, 1984) . Ji SCRiMEBRHI7E 200 =LA, FF H B 10 4380 14 i fa] ok 56 1 45
5, GRS TR F HRERM R, WHAEARARE, “BAE, RO AT
TEAT R < BFE, O HM A RPEE MAAARER, “BifE, RENASHANLRZ”
“PifE, FRIE A HIEDE” (Govern & Marsch, 2001, «=0.85),

Hok, AR IN—A~ 2 PR (e, WAk 2 5 00— — B, WERES RS, A
RIEG T 56 T RNHEF (0 ( Williams & Jarvis, 2006, a=0.83)

&5, BTABERUE T F— ), TS5 —ME, WEZHRE, #lnm rXT
AR ( Baker et al., 1986, a=0.73)  J AL ( Singaraju et al., 2022, a=0.83) ., k&
TR R B BBURAE B AT (Li et al., 2023, a=0.81) L&) 542 APEEH (Gironda & Korgaonkar, 2018,
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a=0.83) Ky,
4.3.4 HHER

BB REN, AR ARBEIRAPCAAA AR RAPLE RN AR BN A 5%
ZF(My s =316, SD=0.69 vs. My, 15=4.27, SD=0.92, F(1, 135)=13.61, p<0.001), 7E2
RATREIR T A B EZEF (Myynn =458, SD=0.81 vs. My 5 =3.07, SD=1.31, F(1, 135)=
21.62, p<0.001) . HEF BRI HE R H PO BMHE T A B3 22 7 (M =4.16, SD=0.69 vs.
Myy=3.11, SD=0.81, F(1, 135)=13.29, p<0.001), X @ PEIL A4 0% £ 5
(My=2.38, SD=0.19 vs. Myy-=2.39, SD=0.11, F(1, 135)=2.12, p=0.12), DL E5r#r&M
AFRER Aol R DU R i /Y

FEXT ROV AR S0 45 R R, AL R R 0 2 O AR T B R A BT 2 B 3 RO
(F(1,135)=15.81, p<0.001), JfHAHFHPGLAR AR BE MR T ICHFF AP0 ( My, = 3. 07,
SD=0.28 vs. My =4.29, SD=0.61), FXF /R0 AR I 45 R R, 11 98 5 0 B Rh 2 R p9 Uk
PEIBGITEAE 2 E e X = A VRIS B 52 i o2 B 78 ar TR AR (b= 0.2281, SE=0.0712, 95% CI
[0.2031, 0.2823]),

BEXTIRAT ROV AR IR A5 R R, A R B POSE T AR AR B E W (F (1, 135)=
2.21, p=0.26), th&HER M A R EEIR AEBAA B E WL BN (F(1, 135)=28.75, p=
0.03),

BEJ a7 BRI, AR AR A RS, HE R G R JCHE+ Zh s S A ) i 4=
AP 255 (My. =3.12, SD=0.21 vs. My =3.16, SD=0.28, F(1, 135)=1.18, p=
0.36); TERAAHREIRFZMT, HEFF A ITCHEF H B A 1= AP 3% 2 5+
(My-=3.58, SD=0.57 vs. My =4.69, SD=0.67, F(1, 135)=13.57, p<0.001), W& 2 fi/xR,

i 4
%m
A
M3
&
525
2
AT INEE 9928 I3 FAN B IRERAAM
wffFH wHERYH
B2 & Hssn A
4.3.5 i

WHEas R B, fEARARBIRZMET, HF 4T T 4R Ba A EA T 5 AR
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TCRFED], X R A FREIRPEH I, 2 HERR XTgaS R & SR AR 532
WAl AN 2 TERAN AR ERSET, Hos TR e i Bl S PR 4 i f= AMEIRGIAF7E
WFEDG, R HR B2 TR B R AR, ZE EPA, Y LA AR
AFEI N N, o R A s A TR AL R AR, HSH 25 IR A 3
RPN R, R S AR R AR, HI, ABFTERIE T ik H3,
B e R A 2 HE R R 98 XA T S AR AR G & il B TR /EHT

BeAh, BRSEAELT A BRI B R SR IR, MR A BRI B0, A H &
EIRFAFR O A S BN B S RIE T RFA, (FREURA AN A T E RS R LR
B THEERERAME, BN RSTRIRT PO N R —Jrm, SR S 05 B BB RAL
KB TN ARMEEE, FrLUAMHA R B RE RSN, BAAREIRFMFRPOE A S L AL
R, PRGBS ) S RANE, 07, A AL R R SRR T A R I AME A
TR BRI MBS NR I L, A2 RS AMR AR IR, i W Sl A 27 AR AR 9 2L B R A

5.1 WFsissie

BAT SRR B A2 R L RANRAC AR T 5 S AR 2 MO 54T 1A, (B A SRR
PRI 5T 5N AL ST X 28 B R AR WSO, ARSI TR A R G R
AFRE ISR BB, R T A2 HEF X 28 F BN AL S R APER R LS, Jf s 3 A4
FRAUETAR B AL o AT I BEREER A . AL SR THESHE)T, BJR 2OREOE A
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5.2 FLSwER

AW EA LT MR ST : 158, AR FE TR SR SR AR
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AR AR B A 25 28 P dE.O B Ak T2 APEEH (Tucker, 2012; Malhotra et al., 2021) , {HIEX/ME
R R AR A A R . AR R 1 282 s A 2 1R 5 i @O A ) i 1=
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5.3 EHHIEY

AHITFEE i SRR A B, R A9 28 D 2 a5 1 B RS T AR AR, 8 2R
R , X TARLE AT RERAT 2 HE T R Sh W S5 7= dh ( R BATRP-, 2015), ansesy, Rk, wt A
FeRT e, AT R AR AR . AR AMERE R R BT R TR TR L At
ARSI SL A= A (WU IR, 2020) , QRS A o B0 TR RIS b, Al B AR
A PEAL IR AL 27K

BEAh, AWFFERBL, T BE SRTEAME A SN AE A T 0 20 B FAZ 3R A0 SRR I L R A
PEAL)™ 5 BR AN Ao me . BAKTT S, 11 2% 25 G TEAME 1 B SRR B AR A B 22 38
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The Effect of Social Exclusion on Consumers’ Perceived Intrusiveness of Personalized
Advertising: The Mediating Role of Perceived Sensitivity to Privacy Cues
Wang Haijun Liu Jinggang Wang Hui
(School of Communication, Wuhan Textile University, Wuhan, 430070)

Abstract; Although personalized ads are common on major websites, consumers still feel invaded when
viewing ads, so it is critical to explore the factors that influence intrusive perceptions. This paper explores how

social exclusion affects consumers’ intrusive perceptions of personalized ads based on a heuristic-systems
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model. Through three studies, it is found that excluded (vs. non-excluded) consumers perceive lower levels
of intrusiveness in personalized advertisements and that the perceived sensitivity of privacy cues mediates the
effect of social exclusion ( vs. non-exclusion ) on consumers’ perceived intrusiveness of personalized
advertisements. In addition, the study found that self-consciousness moderated the effect of social exclusion
(vs. no exclusion) on the perceived sensitivity of privacy cues. The findings of this study contribute both to
increasing the knowledge of advertising practitioners related to the perceived intrusiveness of personalized
advertising and to providing strong theoretical support for firms’ personalized advertising policies.

Key words: Personalized advertising; Social exclusion; Intrusive perception; Sensitivity perception
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