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[ ZE) RARBEZHALRE, CLNRBRARNGHAREURFEFETL, £T
FERMIER, AXKEWTARKAEELE (ABLEHE vs. ABLIHE vs. I
%) Gk (oA vs. WMEBA) XA ICEBE K HEAHEFFRRE Y
AME, BE=AE0, AFXLA: (1) HHREXABREEHENFRERAEAENK,
HNHEERBEMSILABENTREREAARE; (2) 2 WEAARABX AR SELEF
BERER, NEANRHEN PR BEEGEE AR, TXHAAIRABRE AT L
EHEEUNYHAEEZR, 3) RUBAEFA T AONMBENAE AR TEHENITE
BB HEFHRREE R, BRREECFNTRER GE G S 30 A 5 T B %,
MRAGERFETHRRBERDBHEFRFNARNA, IHXPEL L EAA R HAR
HYENEHT,

[X8iA)] RARE AKAERE FHHEHXEL FEWMIER

FHESEE, FT13.5 XERARIRAG . A

il

1. 5]

FRATI B2 248 A A5 B AE B AL S AR B A JF F i #8  (Nikkhah and Grover, 2022) , A T.5¢
fie . KBRS A S AR E AR AR E G ) 2, S H P E 2R R R, ik 5 B
AR B E R, IBM B —IRBF5E R, X 2023 40T 9 D H WA EE B E 28 [ 2022 4R 4F 5

v FEETH. VITEAHSRF AW H  «H7 178 565 V1 T8 48 4 7 5 I8 2238 8 35 59 4E R L 5 ) S F e
(23YJ25); WAAE R A SCHE SRl EH S W ss 0 B« A2 I8 70 75 48 B0 25 20 18 R i 19 5 B i A2 i 5
(JD23097) ; VILVEBHEB TR=EARIE Al BRRA i 52 b ROk w1 3% 3 T8 A2 LI F 9T (GJJ2400406) ,
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B (15142) wih 20%, T5% W2 iE R TEid £ —4aFEp 2% il — KR AAEER R AF . AL
Fef g R — RGNV GE OB, Ant FRR R AL . BOFFILARSE (Choi et al. | 2016;
Martin et al. , 2017) , XLiE, FRAAME S A SV AEYN ( Yayla and Hu, 2011), H
ML 23 A G B T T (Martin et al. , 2017) , SRR G TTFE (Agrafiotis et al. , 2018) F
2574 (Algarni and Malaiya, 2016) . R, 075 R EUH R A AR W UL B 2 P (S1E, 3°45
HPH TR (Zhu et al. , 2023)

A BT E DS T AR Be . ARz s L AR RSBSOS 1) S5 D oS e A A B B RA T R 1
HLEF B8 SR (Zhou et al. , 2013; Goode et al. , 2017; Gwebu et al. , 2018; Masuch et al. , 2021;
Albrecht et al. , 2019; Nikkhah and Grover, 2022; Wang et al. , 2022) , {H# /S0 18 5 BE 78 B AL
FelEIE b piz 1 SR E 22 Uk B AR D8 T 2% B R A AN i vy LB AL B 0 Tl B AT o AR
(RIS, 20185 AFE, 2018; XUTH RFNANCE, 2021), SR A A0 {a] 328 FH 74 3 SR W 1oy 3o g A itk
FEEHL, JUIHRET XA ] B RA i i S A 1) 22 S A 1)y =X AR A T IR AR o

M AESEAT AT E A, 437 76 70 38 A1 A0S 7 40 3 2 PR H B IEZ X (van Laer and de Rugyter,
2010) . ZAT 7 S AR S BRI UE R S AR B IR0, B A I 380 20 2 A M S P R 1 5
IS [a] 5 B PN e B DR SR BK ROk A% 38 15 B ( Brewer and Lichtenstein, 1982; Schellens and de Jong,
2004) . AWFERILEIERY], FEXT NG ERAAIES , BENZCR o A BV R R B SRR B AATE
#a, SBENOZOR PR B VA T N RS X N RO R R Ny, P A SR A 2 D

AWFFEHEE TR BN TR, A 1 BoRA T R S 5 55 4ol YA) 38 SR W DG JSC 80 %o T 9% 25 5 A0S 0 1Y)
FEAOR | JFaE I SSRGS — IR TR AAM ER 2R (NEETCE vs.
R vs. ANR) XPH S AR 22 AR, S A 1 ANBOA TE M (AT vs. AUFAD)
55 AL 5 28 2L A DL C RN XV 9% 2 S8 KA SE R, S RS 1 IR 37 B R [ L ) A
AL

AR FEETTRTE T . 38—, ASCRIETHE 1A [ B ALk 2 28 RO 9% 2 96 2000 22 S Ak s i
TEfE % Kwon A1 Johnson (2018) XFRatFAER /02 5ml |, e T NEORZ M ER . N & e fsh
TSI 0T T B TE R RE A, TR TR B AL R ) R R BRAR . S5, A SCIRAL TR BRRA I iR 2R
R JE TR IE RS A RV R B . AR T A WS R TEANRC T B, Ah R s . AR AR ] A
FEOEME (Nikkhah and Grover, 2022; Wang et al. , 2022), ASCHGE T AS[a] B FA i % 25 5 5 94 i 5
W& UCRCRLN , BRAL TV SR e FR A B S iz Y. A5 =, BT E RN THENE, ASUER T
JERJEN 25 B B2 R B R ) B FEAS [R) B RA T 85 5 55 T B9 BEMLH (Holland et al. , 2021; van Laer and de
Ruyter, 2010) , 31X [URA I 5% V4 18 SR 1O AR SCHIFFE S8 1o i Be LA

2. XERiRS5HRMRIE

2.1 Faihiftidem

AT SR 5 2 TR MRS TR AR v R AT 1 30 0, 49 2 R Tt 58 A A4 D DR il 73S oA 3 it
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o b [ i 5E G A4 18 R o XK B A OE A8 49 R v RALE BT A

FHPER I #8  (Morse et al., 2011), F%& MR Fo FA M &8 & A 0% 0% R 3 ) 23 o o 25 T & 0 00 5 ik
(Coombs, 2007) , A Z=H WEFRFAMER & A I U HDE SRR EEARZE &, RrBaRh it 88 25 R %) 43 N &R T
R PN B 2R N AP R @ =25 (Kwon and Johnson, 2018) . [A] A, % AL PR R,
Campbell 5 (2003 ) K B A 25 40) 73 A 08 %5 AH OC 19 1t 58 AR OR 25 AHOC IO T B8, 4 IR oo % 28 A
Andoh-Baidoo %§ (2010) KB AL ER %143 R 2 o F s MV AR GE 43 F . k3 ZF# . Kwon F1 Johnson
(2018) M52 REAN BN 2 AL EE 0 B A e A T 1, HAT e i AR 0 RN M, R AR Sk
FZ5r2605 3, FBRARAER 0] o3 o NI TC R R | PR R A AN i i A

[ W L e o | A AN o T o A AT o € e L DS NS R NG A €1 T =0 P S v ek
PR R H TR R | WA B EE A EECH £ 2 ORI 58 538 Y (Mehan, 2016) . N
SR N s A o | A S R PN AR O8O S N RN €171 N R ST T M R NGRS 7 N S
KRRl THAE . 08E kil eSS B A, SN EE 48 i Ak AR Y s 7 2 3L
M AR (R SR AR I, FITEA T, XA R LA N B, BEA
RASARE 51 %, T T AMRIEE £ 3 kR S BN AL EE

B it 5% X 2% A T o AL BT84 R SR E 2 (Choi et al. , 2016; Martin et al. , 2017) ,
I AR ART X BRI 5 A TR AR R, B R A S DR B S (), AR SO SR = A R RA T R SIS AR X T
TWHETEAR 2 A, AR L RERARRRME T, A0 25 R F 05X+ R 8
W

2.2 WARLiEE AMEGIE RIS

TEA KRR R AN RO B Sk, ] BTN T B (i, 5 . AR . SOET i
E4465) (Goode et al. , 2017; Gwebu et al. , 2018; Masuch et al. , 2021; Nikkhah and Grover, 2022),
RO (AT AN, AR AMEO) (Zhou et al. , 20135 Albrecht et al. , 2019) , M7 3 (4B
R, BEBIPERNRD) (Wang et al. , 2022), #MRCHS ] (40 K B kbR AE HA %R KL ) (Nikkhah and Grover,
2022) FERMRORME AT T ST

BRI W FEERIT T AL B AN BOR IS AEAN R F-Be . S . e, BRIEISR4ERE A Rl i,
B/ BT R VA 380 5 et 7 B R T 68 A 45 v (32 . 7R B RL YA 38 A AR OGSk, ¥ R SE (2018)
WFFE T HANATE) 38 AN RSN A8 38 PR I 30 20T 2 & BRAARH I 52, B (2018) #F5E T4
S G PEALHERE RN 7 6 4 P Ak 4 15 P9 D 3 38 U T8 X B RAFEE A 5w, XA SRR P ST
(2021) TR EAEHEIIS, R T BN TR ISR 2 DI N R 2| DA AU Fi
WEREYOR M Z B RE . SR, 36 SRk 2 3 0T 5 A0 ArT U L FE DG 0 44 o B RA 1 5 I, ik
U3k B RA I 8 A & A Al 2z i FH BRURA YA 8 SR AT

felF AL E, A 5 R AT R A AU A P Fh /4 8 5K B (van Laer and de Ruyter, 2010)
AR SCHEAR BN TR IR b, PEANIR AN [F] B R ik G 17 58 v 70 308 S W 1 A 8, T 4% 000 ) 3 5 e
55 BRURA T 5 S TR 1 DG 80N W91 9% 2 9 A e (g AL [ R
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2.3 FaoRhittti S 7Ruh I 31 v A R R R

WFFERIT, T2 Al 5 1 BB 5 X 1 2R IR A U 5 DDA 5E - (Rasoulian et al.
2023) . HEAFAHEER S AF b Al AT O G DS, 9 B 2R A g Al TR R R, IR X
Sl T Aok I FEARE, p AR AR I BRI BT FIREE (Joireman et al. , 2016) , FFHIEXTT
PR, Vi RN EAE ST Tr, X I N 2 R 2 i TSR, SR,
D 5 D DA B R R R, AR BCE B AT, M S ER 7W R T AN R (5
GHISE, 2022) , JH A PR JC T S 0 L A A BE R R, A3k A Al AR O R LR
Fho PRIIL, TH 2% RGO 5 ) T8 A0 B 2 3 T N i R

AU, AR T i ARG EAT N SR R B RAE B, AR BRI R E R b T Al AN IR B A
S TR, RPN R, XX AN, AR SO R HE, SRR,
Al vy DG g | Bk B S AR T B i AR (Kuo et al. , 2011), {Hil F4h
PR 5 A AR IR SR AR G, Al 50 9 2 8] B A AR AR T R, AR A A YA
HRINHZHE By, WAESWMOHE A BRI, SRR S8 0 H AT, DA F s
e, TH 2 A SN ERA M B R B BN SRR S (M AR A A A, 2017) o dlE iR AR (R
iﬁ!

Hl: ZFEMAERAMEELIN, HHEENADETERBNELSEEXNRE, AL
BN RN ERERENES,

2.4 FaoRLitt i 270 5 YAy il SR 1 VL AL

NG RAAMER AR, TSR E U T Tl 2 T A A, A B Ao
MR , il AR SR SR HORR SRR i, AR A S0 T B FORS 40 ] BEPEASE Y, 2% 25 1 11 %)
IIMT R 2R D A, MRS EAOC R B RO RIS IE, S T 40 T A I IR A2 1]
WEAES . SIS H A 2005 BANE S, JFEA TR g A . LREC DAY, OB U 2 Y 2
(Schellens and de Jong, 2004) , FCEF A ANSRR o0 A BT830 ,  BEASHY BiH 25 1 A h 175 A A= ny mir Al
AR, EBRERMEEREAN S, HE S AT IR A [ N7, XA B T
PHERUL, WRPTTMERPARE RS, AN /D HBUE (VLM AT, 2016), A E AT
R ARFT R Al (Minor and Morgan, 2011)

TETXF SR B AL SR I, B 2 I AR T Al AR T4 R, AT folk 7= AR R (53
WA, 2022) , RURALEBELERY, HE SR B R I, MRS R AR, B R
RSy, B A RERELS, TR ISR TECR S E L (Green, 2004) o 1 #3851 TN AL 1L 1)
W, W RSN AR, AT S UIRAARSF T, T A e A — A A e i A
(Green and Brock, 2002) , JH#& SEAHEZ M E5K (Slater and Rouner, 2002) , FH{#i 5 A 1915
SRR AR I A A S N2 6] A R A SRS, 6 R ) AR R R T
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1% (Escalas, 2004) . SLES QISR A R FACE RV IE , B4 ik stifiy a5, A B T 98 TUR AR K
FHERBRGR T, AR SO S B A S EZ  AfERE, SR HRAR RS, IR Lmn]
SEAA (Green, 2004)

XTSRS R B RAINER | T4 2% 3 00 56 1 Alb X BeuRA T 58 45 18 R UURITRR R, TR MR
Y EAAIEA (Kwon and Johnson, 2018) . Pl Al ZE M0 H #MRCSS 1 Ja (TCI8 A2 40 B 20 ¥ 3 30 S A3
FRIEGE ), ARSI BN AR, DRI S ) SRl Al R X A T i
18 R RN RO e I, T 2% 3 2 638 X Al 36 R A 0T, A5 AE A oll I 5 Al 1 T 0 2 2R
(Weiner, 1995) , Htt, A SCHEHIF B .

H2: BEAMERA S UMGIEREICRSIESEEERE

IERE, BEWmE, X THRESE
BEREASIZWERFAMEE, SWE (vs. MFE) ABREFSFREHEFEL,; MTIHNBRESIZHE

%,
FAMEER, MEE (vs. HE) ABEERZREHBERY, IS, X THBEERES|ZAIFRFAM
B, oMEGBMNFEIEERGHEEELLRBEEZEER,

2.5 EEVDE SN BLO R 1

JECHZS B B2 48 T 2 XA I ZE PR AR AR SR R P 145 B DR T A 2 5 T P 280 (Rawlins,
2008) . HNFREE R FAMER O A, I A TSR T A BUR S B U . oA AL
M AL 2 R RS SRR B WA L, AT AT BT B R T R BT B0 B Al 8 R X, B
R s (RN, 2022) , fFREEWAEX TRAEIIEEEXEZ (Coombs, 2007), A B
TIE BAXSFR, L 9% B By BRI R 1 R AR R DS B AR, DA RS A Ml B8 R X SR g
P R R AT R R, RS R B AR B R A SE RS (Holland et al. , 2021), NI, 7
SCHE IR AR
H3: ©A{ERSHTEELENIESEAMEF AN, SETHEERANERERZELINE
E?fﬂf]iﬂIJIETE{ﬁ%§¥§fifﬂiﬂ/\ik74/71_EF%%EL&HEﬁlei‘£Ti$ﬂﬁﬁjiﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁ¥tiﬂéﬁf ( Watson et
al., 2014) . [FIELOAEy “AR4nsoni” B CHEIKZh R, MR 1 ARG A 2 18 kAR A AR Y T A
(Green and Brock, 2002) . XJ T-AMJE A & S A AR, TH & ATRESIAR T © A BrHis AR
A" (TIRESE, 2023) AR A I f2 gt BAR R F5 SeAs , RERS2E sl s Al
FRISS AR, AT S BT 2l S B A 0 b T ek ) BB A B SR B O X SR, < A& a8 R0 2%
BHUURTE PRI “#e” b, WO FEBLO AL (Cui et al. |, 2018) o X P[] L 9 155 25
ST, T AR AR B X AR B RA T SR 1 £ TR, SRR Al A AR, T Al A RS
J# (van Laer and de Ruyter, 2010) , Hitt, ASCH#H I FR%E.

H4: oA AMEERA@EAIBIMNRRRFAM BT, 1§18 H 253 B AN 5 380 (8] #56 3 Ti HL 35 20
B,
A SCHT SR 1 s

m
m

]

155



BIEIE N
2025 F5% 64 (% 63 )

| mammxn | ‘
| PR e 5128 | BREDIE
| | W 24 SR
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ST s ALY BRI L
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3. AR EIT

3.1 He—
311 SRBgit5Aw

S — R T 3 (FRRAMERISR ., N vs. NEREE vs. NIB) dlEETT, BAERK AR
AL EE RN 9% F SE A sE ), I WY &, A S T 300 A8 (210 Btk My, =
31.44, SD=8.33),

3.1.2 FEBmAeeLSNE

PO FEHLEA = A BRI BRI B T i — 1, BT S —T “ R AA i8R 5 Al A RO RS " Y
P, ISR “HIHAAT 5 SocialNest feili KA T A EE Fo0F, 12 5 FTAE R X B AL ik 6% 5
PEERFRTHI”, B, WlaE$ SocialNest 207l 1 ELARE B, A 45A 7l ALt @8 & AE R IR A 7
A ISR B G SR BT T i, TEPNERE RS R BRI R, SRR Ry A FIM— 4 R T
AEERE PRI B A T — IR R AR, MY S B TR TS5, AN — A R
RS PAER T ARIAFFR RS 2% 17 o NSRS R R EE T, SRy A H
i T BN G T NEET SR EE MR I, XA A TSI T80 r= T KReEErn
MAGEE, REDARTBEAR" , FEAMNFIRH G Z BRI b, S gais oy AR LDT T —Ik
BRIV R B R R S . PR ORI T IRATES =5 B R A A — A B A e, R X — e
TRA T HRAT B

PO R e A m A B S, Sl =R H O SE AR (Choi et al., 2016), 41 <3
WAFIZ A R BRI R 2 T Iz )" (1= 2ARE, 7T=%2RE; «=0.93), % AEEE
ROt EE A AR R I, AT BB A R R AR R AR EE ORI (1=K AR, 7=kRASNE),
P23 A BRI vh i 2 3 R R MU (1=T0M, 7="E&M)

IR Tk 28 AR MY B R B R T 26 17 T B B i B AL T 2 5 3 9% B S BE AT (Malhotra et all.
2004) , PIHASIEG i 7 AL R AR ( “ad AR, IR 2050 T AN ER 5 AR 1)
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o A B AR 9 UG AN ) 38 o 3T IH B e 0 W oh R AT A

Wig”, 1=58tAh, 7=1kW2) MERMEZN ( A28 R 12 HEH ", HER
B0 o e, wakddl THER . ARG SEIERAANDFER

3.1.3 HESME5BELIE

(1) #HBPRs, RRERI 22008 R WoR, TEXT B % 0 & A0 i 87 i g, N E
BMER (Myyge=1.71, SD=1.06, ¢ (198) =-15.70, p < 0.001) FINHEZME (M
1.74, SD=0.96, ¢ (198) =-15.89, p < 0.001) HBGHMFMEE M, =5.15, SD=1.92, fF1E %
S, UEBIRR AT UK 23 B RATE 55 2R IR T N A 2 A ER X J0 2 i 5 340 2 8 M B 4R AR 3
PR RIS P MM AR B E 2R (Mygee =2-22, SD=1.38 vs. Myyus =5.01, SD=
1.82, ¢t (198) =-12.24, p < 0.001), BEHIHIART LA 53 B RAM 6 2 JC B A SRR 0 . 25 i,
MONERS =y SEN e i NNEL NI

(2) FROVAE:, VABRANHER 2S00 AR 6, T 2 i i ﬁl”a AT R R T 2007, B
Formrai R En (WE2), NEEEANRARE R EMTHNTILEA (M, =3.09, SD=1.51
vs. Mywzy=3.76, SD=1.62, F (1, 198) =9.01, p < 0.001) ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂ(ﬂ%mﬁzaomSDz
1.51 vs. My, =3.99, SD=1.71, F (1, 198) =15.48, p < 0.001), PEICEH SN IC R % 2%
S, F (1, 198) =0.99, p=0.322) . MARFAMEE BUARE R | FaAL 8 28 0 BCR A 1 G128
BT AR, AR (- =0- 025, P s = 0- 001, Py s =0.226) ¢
b T 2% 5 6T DA S 0 e it 2 114 S AL R SRR R AR, X PR G it AR A7 it ) S 2 SRR X A
ik H1 43 BB

&
W
1

3.99
L 3.76

et
w oA
T
w
=
D

N

THPH FE A
—_ N W

—

e
S W
T

WIERIEE IR SNESIEER
B2 BaoRhI e 2 TR R 0 2 5 5 S A 5
3.2 Seus
3.2.1 S£BH%kit5 88

TR RT3 (BRALMEE A, W%%ﬁm.ﬂ%%%muﬁﬁ)ﬂ(%ﬁ%@%%-ﬁﬁﬂ
vs. BUERRL) BYLHTRIBETE, 5P U0 FRURA Ttk iR 218 T 5 e Kl 3 S W ) D JE 55502 Xt T 2% 2 S AR ST
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W WECE &, AERSET 280 ek, A 8 e RaE M EE KN, R4 272 80X (199 4
wt, My, =31.74, SD=8.60)

3.2.2 ZBAELNE

PAXBENLIE AT BRI R I B T i — A, BOLTFZE S —T0 “ BRI G J5 il #h RO mE ™ 1Y
P, FERMT R, Dﬁ&ﬂammmmﬁkiT%%ﬂ%$#,ﬁ”ﬁ%ﬁ&ﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬂ
BHRMELEERTHY, 85, YaLEFE R Clearcare AR B HA B, ALIE 2 A BORA 2 & A A9 B A
7 AR S ) B SR A B Y i o G v B RA T 5 S TR ) L RN S B — iR — B, b ROAE IR S HR
fB4T van Laer Fil de Ruyter (2010) MBF5E, Hor, b 893658 i #4k DL S s Ty U2 B, AL
APR38R LU R R 1 o U 3, ©

N, PORTT A AR TEREIE (a=0.93), HFE AT BeURh i 5 25 B0 7)1 2 0 JEA T #R 5 4G
B (1=fWE TYFERE, 300, 7=IME TIHSEFEN, BURXA)  (van Laer and de Ruyter,
2010) , [RIEH L T B AL T R AR R S i RS A R 22 117, IR A D Gei A8 bt

3.2.3 HEMTERIEAE

(1) BYKES, SRR Z0Hras R R, 20 P R 8 40 2 S0 50 il 88 i B R g, R
B R AN R A 25 R WEAY (Mg = 1. 48, SD=0.78 vs. My, =5.61, SD=1.69, ¢ (182) =
~21.58, p < 0.001), i H. P40 8% = ik @ A AP AR & 1 22 5 02 B 1 (M gye = 1.59, SD=1.00
vs. 4 =5.61, SD=1.69, ¢ (174) =-19.20, p < 0.001) , UEBHBE AT DL X 7 BooRAME & 2 e IR F I

JE AP ER . TE X T B 8RO 2 W I R Y R RS A v, oA R T R o RO B AR R S
(M oz =2. 08, SD=1.08 vs. My =5.47, SD=1.69, ¢t (182) =-16.13, p < 0.001), VLKL
AT LAIX 3 B oRh it 28 2 JC R A 2 B R . 28 DR, 6 A 2 d P RA T 5% 28 B 4R I 1

B, o740 3 B W B B OAAG 56 , Bl AR AT DA IE A DX AN () A A SR A B I (M =
2.68, SD=1.54 vs. My =3.78, SD=1.98, 1 (270) =-5.15, p < 0.001), XF#MK7% 3 5 s ) 30
SR

(2) FRUVKS, PRET 2R R, NEEHANREAREEZFIIM T AT LEA
(M g =3-36 , SD=1.52 vs. My =4.17, SD=1.70, F (1, 182) =11.46, p =0.001) FIHNH
My =336, SD=1.52 vs. My, =4.31 , SD=1.52, F (1, 174) =17.58, p <()001) Epl
A BFATE 8 AR MR i | BRI B 48 T R BORT N 11 8 37 A S 4 AR I, il AR SR ST
Py - = 0. 001, prsws yin< 0.001, pywse s =0.738) 1&111{1¥@£k:¢§ﬂ$§ﬁE0

) VERECROVAGY: . XUH R Ty 2250 Hras R s, BoRh it 58 28 280 15 b Ry 38 SR 114 22 B A FH X 7H
B T A %mEE%M(FU 266) =4.360, p=0.014) . W& 3 Frzx, FEMXT ARG M EE T,
Aiolb >R I A 24 ) 388 A AU BUVA S B0 T, T2 EH B B EE R (M =3.98, SD=1.60,

O SRR, FAP BRI, e e B R E IR
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A b T8 A 55 5 ANA) 18 ORI 3R R R AR 09 % e BRI AT R

My =4.35,SD=1.79, F (1, 94) =1.17, p=0.282) . FEMEDM NHSEIEMERIS, Al R FH 44 2
TR3E A T 3 B REARAS T 9 T (M =3.69, SD=1.58 vs. My =3.04, SD=1.39, F (1,
86) =4.13, p=0.045) . TEMIXSHMIFMEER I, Al R A4 AL 3 L 3 A B 18 3 5 RE AR A5 1 2% & 9
(M =4.69, SD=1.60 vs. My, =4.01, SD=1.38, F (1, 86) =4.64, p=0.034), YA
FOM R ARG i | B AAMERR 28 1 YRR D Ge i A8 AR il AR fe i), SRS RARIRINSE. (s =
0.609, pype=0.031, pyy=0.062) . Bk, B H2 15 LA%HIE,

5S¢ 4.69
45 L 4.35 i

3.98 4.01
4 — 3.69 ]

4
I
R

WHETCEMEEE s Pl v
OorHrAl Ol
P 3 REVR T 218 TR0 3 SRt ) 58 AR X3 98 S A 32

3.3 =
3.3.1 ZRiEt5AY

SEHG IR T 73 BRI AR S TR A el 3 SR XoF PR S TG R i e ) 9 9 S AR R A B 2 R
PRI I 2 6 = 3 FRAIT S 1 PN % i R A/ i e 1) R 70 3 SRS BOR S HSZ i ML, S8 =R AT T 2
(K RAMEER IR . T vs. ANIR) <2 CAMBOATE NS . AT vs. BUERIY) RYALME BT, BEk
%Wﬂﬁﬁfﬂmﬂﬂﬂufﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂ%m BRI EPORTE R iR Se ALk s (S

BT, AR T 300 A8, Hoh A 4 ZeaR g TR A, A 296 4 HR
(208 ZZctE, My, =32.16, SD=8.66)

3.3.2 E¥mAiEsanw

PAXBEVLIEA DU RN B B P B — >, BT ZSIn—I0 « BRAATH &R 5 Al AbBOoRm: " /Y
P, JFERMT S5 TG ShopEase fii &L T BRAAMEE S 1F, 127 5 FrfeE 2wl xHZEE AL
BRI RR T AW 5, WA sF BB ShopEase A A A I, 445 23w Ba FATH &8 4 A 09 J5L AL
A BRI B SR BT o H R BEORA T 2 TR R A 3 S R R AR S TR — L

LI = T 5B R LRERE, POlTEELNEACHRAEE («=0.93), K5
ST SB35 B B DO AN BT B (Martin et al. , 2017), Q1 /A v XF BRURA ik 28 1) A BRLBOR 2 B 3 Y7
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(a=0.88), BAHIEHLL =M AYIMHE (van Laer and de Ruyter, 2010), 1 “XAmE LTS
ARGRATERIK R (2=0.90), PhRJSHIEZ PUAS RS i (Victor and Cullen, 1998), 41 “/ ]
PRI TR A" (a=0.88) , i 78 U B Rh 8 AR R A R g ([RS8 —) .

AWFFERN, BRI ER Y | BRURATME 58 5 SR ™ EE P A G RA T 5 P 2 SRR T i s e 3 2 R R
AP (Martin et al. , 2017; Malhotra et al. , 2004; Culnan and Bies, 2003) . R A SCH 5 1 FafAdi
FL (UK R EE B EDE , 1=3R% /DN, 7=9E%K) | FRAAMEE 5 R E I (FCh I
FeRh g S SR B, 1=ARE /D, T=AEEOR) FIRFANEER N A BUEME (B IR B AA T R
BB, 1=dE% AR, 7=4E% ) . REBUEE T ARSI,

= X W o

3.3.3 HEITEHBEAE

(1) YKL, BRI Z ISR B, #oalnl LXK 23 B i 82 1Y Rk J5 2 N 8 ik o2 Ah
(Mg =1. 62, SD=0.91 vs. My, =5.57, SD=1.80, ¢ (294) =-24.13, p < 0.001), VEHIXSFaFA
i E R I A RIS L Y TR IEaa aT DLIE A X AN RV @ I X A R A B (M =3.33, SD=
1.96 vs. My =3.82, SD=2.13, 1 (294) =-2.05, p =0.041), BiBAX}EMKL I8 38 5w 1 B N L2
i

(2) VCRCHONAGES , W R Ir 20 R o, BaRh il 82 28 B i A0 82, A T N
B RAMERR , JH B X SN EURA i 8 1) 58 R R (M e = 3. 51, SD=1.50 vs. My, =3.83, SD
1.79, F (1, 292) =3.95, p=0.038) , FeFAH A 55 1650 HEME Y 52 T A FIXIE 9% 5 98 RO 52 0 2
BER, F (1, 286) =23.692, p < 0.001, W& 4 Frox, A THhakilt g5 (M, =3.36, SD =
1.67), SMHTRIA AR I SR (Mg =3-92, SD=1.53) FEAT#MNKO B RE AR A5 1 2% & 9
BOF (1, 154) =4.71, p=0.031, WAEXS T HEEEMEE (M), =3.12, SD=1.37), SRR
WX SN MEE (M =4.45, SD=1.76) BEATANKUN BREFRAHH S E 5, F (1, 138) =25.32,
p < 0.001, AR FAMEE I | 5™ Em A A OB AL T G A A AR
GRS (p< 0.050)

[ 4.45
45

3.92

2535 | 3.36 312

B3t
Nwos
=

o L
15 ¢

05

SRR PRI i R
oAl ofEFEl
K4 R RAME R 2 700 55 73 SR 0 58 ELATE FH ORI 9% 3 58 BB 2
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(3) PR RN . AT g6 R 37 SRR RO B R AR, BFSER A PROCESS T
H- (Model 7, FEACH 5000, EAFXIA] 95%) HEATHITTAY P BONAG T, A8 R A% 1 Fros, JR%
HLBWARE (Index = 0.135, 95% CI= [0.009, 0.355] ) F0JEZ%0[A 3.0 (Index = 0.382, 95%CI =
[0.011, 0.821] ) A T BaRh it 28 TR RN R R yA) 38 3 W X 2 5 9 AL 38 B2

#1 A RN s b R
53 BT RIS ATV
STk g
LLCI ULCI LLCI ULCI
B0 i 8 24 A - S 375 ] 2 - B A -0. 265 -0.016 -0.051 0.131
I R T 0 2 TR R [ L A -0.295 0.197 0. 067 0. 664
PETT A RONE Index BootSE BootLLCI BootULCI
SR W 0.135 0. 089 0. 009 0. 355
TR [ B 0. 382 0. 204 0.011 0. 821

Hor ) YR b 2 YA 3 2R, RS B R A R A T R A SOV A Y (95%Cl= [ -0. 265,
-0.016], ANEZ0), AR LG PR P A RO R AR ER (95%Cl= [-0.295, 0.197], 13
0) o YRR AR E I 2, S W R BRI T R A SO R AN E R (95%C1= [ -0. 051,
0. 1317, A% 0), i /B[R] BHC i B 98 15 A 28002 W (95%CI= [0.067, 0.664], ANLF
0), Mk, R H3 ABE He /53] 500,

AN, AR, B E B TT R R T 2 TR R AL M 88 )5 A BE AT A (Victor and Cullen,
1998) o X JER S8 R Ak 5 (g rh A SO AR B R W, O A 3 (95%Cl= [ -0.183, 0.5777,
W 0), Hit, BB TEMEZN R AER,

4. FRER SR

4.1 WFREEse

ASCHESE T IRAAIER SR (N vs. WEGET vs. SNET)  SAMBOAE NS (0BT L vs. AU
DI UM v R RIS R e Y 5P AL I D @ 51 B 2= e S N o B MY O 4 el R (B2 I O e o
W B, BAAMEER TR 93 58 A7 AE 22 S AL 2 IR 1 97 35 Xk PR i 16 i 88 1) 5 A R DA
AR, X RRIC R g AN SR B 4 T8 AR AR B, AR T, BRURLHHE R ST S bR s 1 S AR
DEPECRIONT o e B R 3 0 PRy ot Tt 8 T A 2, AU Y e o AR B A Ak, X T A ER T
RS AAMESR | AT TR A A T A 7R AR A P T A R 2R S, A =, A I R A
(] B O AR R DE BERONE B A4 B 0 i R A AR T, G rp ORI W E Fh A 1 0 i R0 9 1 -5 P9 s
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AR 952 EAE PR, RO [ BR s A 1 A R S A R A S 4 52 LA F B R

4.2 PEBTER

AR SCHYEE TR EEARIAE L = ANy 1

Hi—, WANRZHK B EEO — AR S, BRA DB 0 DR B RA T 8 4 25, 4
Kwon Fil Johnson (2018) HiiE | BT % 4 A UEML XA [7] 2 78 () B A 28 4R H, (HR BE X 43 AN [A]
B AL G 2R RUAATE Y 22 57 AL 2R (Coombs, 2007) , AR SCHSEI I 1A [m] B RA i 82 2 1 X 1 2 7 98 44
22 AR, IR T X BRRATI 5% 1] AU A B i

B, BRAR TN BRAL T B S e A S I RS AT O I A . B PR R AR T AN B AR
Yo, ANBOT S RN ) S50 R w7 Ak PR BEORA S 2R FE ML AU RIR (Zhou et al. , 2013; Goode et
al. , 2017; Gwebu et al. , 2018; Albrecht et al. , 2019; Masuch et al. , 2021; Nikkhah and Grover,
2022; Wang et al. , 2022) , A SCHRAIE T AR BeoRA ik 5 2 50 55 v4) 3 3R W& A D RO RN, X SR ARAL T
TH3E R AEBR AL R S B T iz F O BRURA I 8 5 A a2 An ey A 2050 S B AL T 1) A FHLAEL B

B, ARSCGETERIMTHGE, R TORRRAER BT, #h R 5 s X 2% 3 96 20
M BLE AR SOy d 1 A 37 U R AR R B O FE A D S5 T 2 B O R B R P I E 2, X5 Holland %5
(2021) VIS van Laert Fl de Ruyter (2010) MIZ5IEA —3tk, IF M BRFAT 85 J5 4 #h ki ik 8 5w it
R TR ES LA

4.3 EHEUR

Sy, AP AE NS B AL R S INE, AR S R 55 21 ) E AT A R Y D R TR SR, RS
JAROEE N AT, X T NERE MR, BT 2 E A AL R ZOR IR ST AR, BT A b
SR AT B R E SR, (AN S (1 R A0 A £ RS d R o TRt ) S M 8, 8 i 3 2 RO
TR, M SN ESAAHEER I, Aalb v] U3 ik >R RO T 9% 3 1 IR e Y A 3 R Qs 3t , P
T Z IR, s R R B (R D) SRR A R TR o A TG A BT e i i B s
Ak AT IR BR T, (HE AR SRR, B SRS,

B, A ARSI ANOR IS, BLAE A HAA B B AA M R 1S 00, F AN R AR R SR s o 1 Bl 0 B
DU ASZI AT R R BE MBI A2 00 B (AT, S THI 9 & S AR R, Al n, 7 T X 1N 00 A itk
I, Al BR T 2 0 i S BRIAE H I, SR AR H Rz PR RAAR S R i, DLE I A
JEDSD T B AN L FIGE IS, T TS SR ER I, ARl W A B iAo, L [R]Ex s B A
SEMLEEIE, BRI RLTE 98 VoK, AT REURA Tk 85 J 7 S R A2 [T A I B 5 4R

4.4 WISERMRHER

TG, ARG S 1 A 6 AR 5 S i ol A DR T RS YA RO (R, 07 0k AT RE S B
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A Study on the Impact and Mechanisms of Remedial Communication
Strategies on Consumer Forgiveness After Corporate Privacy Breaches
Chen Xinyu'® Cao Qi

(1 Industrial Clusters and Enterprise Development Research Center,
Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics, Nanchang, 330032;
2 School of Business Administration,

Jiangxi University of Finance and Economics, Nanchang, 330032)

Abstract ; After a privacy breach incident, companies should adopt effective communication strategies to
gain consumer forgiveness. Based on information processing theory, this paper explores the matching effects of
different types of privacy breaches (internal accidental breaches vs. internal malicious breaches vs. external
breaches) and remedial communication strategies ( analytical vs. narrative ), as well as their impact and
mechanisms on consumer forgiveness. Through three experiments, the study finds that; (1) consumers have a
relatively lower willingness to forgive internal malicious breaches and a higher willingness to forgive internal
accidental and external breaches; (2 ) analytical remedial communication is more effective for internal
malicious breach incidents, while narrative remedial communication is more effective for external breach
incidents. No significant difference is found in the effectiveness of these two strategies for internal accidental
breaches; (3) perceived transparency mediates the effect of the matching between analytical communication
and internal malicious breaches on consumer forgiveness, while perceived empathy mediates the effect of the
matching between narrative communication and external privacy breaches on consumer forgiveness. The study’s
findings enrich the research on the effective application of communication strategies in privacy breach
situations and provide suggestions and guidance for companies involved in such incidents on how to
communicate effectively.

Key words: Privacy breach; Remedial communication strategies; Consumer forgiveness; Information

processing theory
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