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SCAMISE EEER AR Tl 72 R 5 B A S8, IS AU DX 9 ()7 557 i S AR DIRPE R (N 557), DLBEEX
— DXIRPEZ N AR R RIS A AT S AT 22 R R B A T . i 4 e, 45308 A THEIX
BRPEFTRAE B, DIRPEST N5 B A0 E 2 A3 N R SR T N (L8 1~4), HOX T2 T XS N
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SEPR AL R) A B A S AR, A ISR,
ARG TE A48 LA S G O i 22 TR () R H 5 58
H, AT R R 533475 B A J2 (Cozzarelli et al.,
2001; Van Heerde & Hudson, 2010; T %%, 4054,
2021; EFH 4E, 2021). filan, w5 RN, A
Jr it B IR BT 4 KR A3 O BURM A 5 At 2
HABZB, A A48 W B A 2 (VanSandt &
Sudt, 2012; 7Ef5,2021), [AH, A4 AHL IR
T8 S AFUTE 22 850 28 RN M DX B ARG, H 3k Se 4
ZHEPIEHERE . HE FIME R ESE, HEEAT
Ve B2 B PRl ) FE I B A X AR (NP Source, 2024),
AL UL, & THA AR B 34T STy T i o 5k
AW B TR A A 28 A B 23, B b
i 52 BB PR DX 3l 1) (< T 55 )i A A X P Y
CANGENER, DL e 22 W R i 52 me Je =45
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Jea O BRI
11 REHBERFAEFEH

IR KBl (poverty alleviation)# 12 £5 — VI #l
TR DREE IR ) S R i S5 AT 8, HH e TR B 3T
PR 435 0 9% IR O ke 3% FG A % o 4 (Meller et all,
2022), 7RG, BFE AT EE TR R T
FFE IRIRCBD, BIAMATE 32 5 23 TR 2 2 55 0 4 A Ak
5 T R BEANAT g, AN [ B PR ) AR R I A
W6 PO AR 45, 2021), BFFTRM, ST
B ASAL BE AT 280 TH 23 TR 35 1 28 5% ) 2 A0 BRAR AL,
17 HLI BE % Y 0 B A AL 23 B, R THE A
2tk B H O 3E X (Aknin & Whillans, 2011;
Asadi et al., 2008; Kemmelmeier et al., 2006; Liu et al.,
2018),

SR, AR, AT B = IR A
o B, BFFEAIE, AATXSEC) T 3 Y
& H AL EOR B/ bR (Brown-lannuzzi et al., 2015;
Kuziemko et al., 2015; FH# 4%, 2021; WHH#E 55,
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SRR IR A (Luccasen et al., 2017; T %, 41
157, 2024; FFH 4%, 2021), ARHE (2020 45 E 2R
WS ) BoR, 2020 4T E I 2 AR R
2253.13 4Z7C, Hrp 1 THR2 Uk i 15 5 300
246, HiXSdm R 2808 A alk, midE A
(P EZEI G 23, 2021) AT UL, 0 R AT A R
R I SRR A XA B o XX — (), GO B
W5 3 N AR R 2 —FE T2 AR 22 R TA iR
X, BI#A A H (Cozzarelli et al., 2001; RJEE, 7k
@, 2007), %% K U [H (attributions for poverty) S f§
AT B TR 2 B A B TR ) SR 1 W (Cozzareelli et all,
2001; SRk, JKEH, 2007). 21T, ZEFEE E
BN PN R A AR ER U PR 4R SR A 5 AT SR G0 fa] X 5
WRIHEAT I, BREZE RIS 45 T R 2R A48
HINATARDEH TR WA =687 . &Em . Biar Al
FREAFIN 2R By, MAE R T AR =R A~
Wl N E R Tia < Mla . R s
N2 FH ) (Kluegel & Smith, 1986; Weiner et al.,
2011; MBREE, 2009; #ik e 4%, 2016).
LA, ZARIA N SR B s 5238 7T
R RiEWEoe e R 7 AT i 52 90 A vy 1 2%
PRI P U DRI ) SR 8 2 R S A DR g, B 2 R
T T Ol ) PRI 0T 22 b ) 4% T S AR ZR, T
/b 48 F AN &K (Cozzarelli et al., 2001; %=
7, sRESH, 2007), ELIX RIS PR ) 2 S AT
XF 2 e = R B B AT A R oG B AR

(Cozzarelli et al., 2001; Weiner et al., 2011; Bis 4,

2021; Z%FE, 2012), N, FEEFXTHE S Pl AR AI%
20% 97X R & B TC AT I ) N1 T i o8 R B,
R AR, XN E A, b TR
PR B S i 1 PRI 58 B 2 B U I AR IR 2R, i dse b b
HE AN ZR . FA, X — 1R 5L T A0
XF % A B A L B2 i TEME RN B AR 1 R
173 (Mickelson & Hazlett, 2014; Vazquez et al.,
2017; 2055 4§, 2025), DL BBFSERI, X TN
F, MNATFEAR KRR B i) T AT A 2Nzl
H O A2 RS DT, X s mBEAR T AT 23 R R
BT A
1.2 B EYFE 5 = A F

SR 23 PRI UH DXL 52 e 23 PRI s B | DG B e, R
A AT DA AT 2% R A PR g, 3 T
TR B R R B BB ANA T 7 — S ffF 58 5 22X A
AR 2 T RIS N2 T X 2 PRI PR ) 464 T 0. DA
IR RA, VPR R, BmBEbREf, f5leS

T RIBE AR Y B i, 2O AT TR R ) O
i F B bR A5 B 09 A 20348 12 (Wiwad, 2019; Vargas
Salfate & Stern, 2024). il 4, Rao (2019)R% f] H #f 52
YR IT i, FHEET B RE L b DX RA ST 2E A AE BUR A
BOR TR R R BE AR ROR, 450 R Bl b
T T I 2 A R R 2 A ) I A e 25 sk /L, [l sk G
T Bl = B 35 4 o WA b, Wiwad (2019)RYFSE
HEz Ik A AR ST AL 2 5 5 3117 1 X
A J (W A G ) o SR ABE, XA R T4
TEBEOLI 2 A B TS 5 3 XA S 2 5
(RN R N EA LA 1B S R L (R (N T e
R FAMERZR o 7T UL, sl B 2 B AR fil 2
AR AT PR PR | B IR SR B Y — B K
D52, AHE AR 107 2 T R I ]R8
A2 55 AR (Dixon et al., 2005; Piff et al., 2020 ),

AR T RER 2 10 A T 100, —2emf 58 34 R A
SR TFB, B B R AR AR R TR A
PRI [ S 2% %€ & X6F 2% R R B IR 52 ) o 911 40, Nancey
S N(2014) R FH I BEAR 0L X b i AR 1 1) i e v
TR A 5 32 BB . T AN BRI SR Ak
FARFINR R . 258 R B, AH LTl 2 Bk
WX, ISR L RN DR T 2 R R S
PRI ), -t S B 5 S R R B 28 RN R A S
Wo TEMCHER |, Piff 55 A (2020)R H] T B fin B4 1)
WURIAHE I, BIZE RS20 4  EL S = A3
AR N R i3 s 3% R AR I3 PR g, 1742 i 20
POAZR T B T A TR . SRR B, S
5 21 3k L A5 ) A AR T 22 i IR A U B
fia], o B8 SRR O R SIS T 55 48 45 Bh 24 A AL
¥ o AR ECTF A B Al 7 =, R AT
2 VR U PRI A ) 5L A i Y AT R AR P AR A Y B
A, BRI, FEIA ZEE T, X R B R I
] Yy S T, AR R, WA
by 5| %2 S5 5 80 (Goctowska et al., 2013), K1,
SR A AR L B i) 10T B 52 3% A Ak 23 IR A
T OR R B Ty 22— BT XT3 R T
1 RAF R, AUEETEST N T 5 b 5 i ™ i
HFRAF L, RISE R DM 3 2 AR DR 15 B,
DL 885 — DX UM 3% R AR 5 X 28 IR U PRI ) DA &
B R R B BT R (A5
13 EEEREEEEI—MTHRFE

X I PE 22 IF] (regional poverty) &4 H T H SR 5%
L w2 R RN, SBEIRA O R E
DX 3 PN 5 B A v (215, 2017)0 FEABRIS LN, o
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B ERE, ST Y — R RIE
FUAR S DB 2 R R &, 20215 [ fEF, L,
2020), fil4n, FEZR ., . P T R K-
FiE RS KT 22 B8 1 6 T (AEX) 3T 1R Y X 3k
(HZKGEi )R, 2024), Hi, F0M A PR E X
Sl (R DX A B PR ) A B R 1) A ) e AR 2 —
WEFERI, DX AR BT PR 2 R T 1 3 s PR
IR T, H SRR R 00 IR/ () 78,
B, 2020)  Hiy P2 00 B 12 << 1] 5% R B Bk
il B IS M . TR A (R 3E N B B, 246 23 IR
WA T I B Ik . AR RTMEDES | A
B A IR S R4 A, DL BOR BAE T AR
X BRI R, BRI R X345 R (Bird & Shepherd,
2003; Daimon, 2001). F&E & =E R E%
(1996) NNy, XEPEF N FE M To4e . i
FIVRE A 15 it 55 7 T A R BT R B, AR T A N (2020)
ARl L 3% 4 PR 1 XA e 04 3t D SR 491, el &
AN KA R ERR, JFLAHEE . 229 | 43
BiAF 20 APEON AR, BHET XU F T X
PEZARI R SE N, S50, WP | JERHBOE L2
PRI PR 2R 00 DX 22 PR ) e i, DL R
FW, DR N 22— RVIMER R (2
B . A SRR A 2R A AR [RI M TR R, X 28 P 2R
HAE N ANTCEMCER, J8 TEETRIMBER R
ZRA P BRI R, AR 3R (0 Ho2 4 A 1
PR 2R ) PRI JHE 5 3 M R it G P wfle L i 2 Ak WL JRR A,
PRI AE B0 S HR B A — 2 BTN RN BELAS o 33 ol BELAS- el 15
AT A ] T8 23 R TR PSR AR R,
AR ZR, B2 ] REHI 55 25 AR 28 TR RO Bl %) 545
(Amemiya et al., 2023; Cimpian & Steinberg, 2014),
SR, e R N5, A O SR T
X —IH P R RIBE RS . ST, ARSI
5 BT VR A 1 P S0 R (R 2R R DX ) 5
DIAPE IR B, LA B X 22 IR U3 DR ] D K 22
PRI B 2 JE AT Ry B 52 o 55 T DXl B TR A
(I8 H 8 8 N ERIE DDA [, DX 23 DR A - e 3
M BURMEE MR R B VIMC, &—Fhh4s
P R B SR AR MR AR S IR I (1) 7T, )
g, 2020; Daimon, 2001). Fitt, Hlig EAFHIAN,
FERGIR T R B AR B 7 J XS PR 3R IR ) s B R, AT

2 30 R 2 X B R A B AR A A e, PRI A
SCHR I I E) 4 3 B TR ) R AR AR BRI

RE 251 T AR 20 R A R 030 PR 2R i AR A 14 5
fE, TR A AR T IR R R B 517, — 28k
F A R ) 0 3 P (] 2 TE 0 AE — AR b S
T LA Ban, S48 Lo PR AR sl B0 3l
TR I o it D FIBE A, 17 At A 7 2% IR ) A8 36 5 0 A
RERT ¥ B B, &5 By T JE B AR SE AR
K, DRI S B B 0y BSOREAAC 0] 22 S A0 15 L, A1)
AN SRR AP )= RPS R NN (T 7+ o S DVALE)
# B & ) (Amemiya et al., 2023; Cozzarelli et al.,
2002). AH{RAHL, R XBE R RAE B KA
BN, MEREEADS XN ERE, XHEEN2ER
Al e e AR AT 2R A I B s, 9 Bk A
N F R T8 PEit, AR EE it LU Rk
DX IR 2 RS B 51 e AATTHE 2 B9 3% AL A0 I PR i
[ia] R R R B R B (B 1) SR RIS PR ) 7 X
SR B RAT 20 2 TR s Bl 2 P e RS 3R A
YEHI (R 2)-
1.4 FREER

AT R AR AR Y, AUFRILTFR T 4 WL
5. SCE 1 AR E AT B R Y 14
AN EE TR R R M DX M ] (vs. TR L IX BT, #)
A B X IR BT TR 0T 2 TR R B R S AR 5 ;. S
55 2 3 5 B 1R P 44 L DR RN XS v 2% IR S, 7
UG IE DX 3 PE 2 R S (vs. JE XS ME 2 TR 8 %)
B PRl SR Bl o B ) R e A S 2% R A0 PR [ 1) v A
YEHT; 5256 3 38 3k >R FHAS [R] (%) IX v 2% R4 LR,
D AL A TIR A Y Y28 S T BN £ 4
PRONFT IR AP PR ], FE— 204G 4 LA X I 22 TR
7RSI B R R B B S AT o L O BRI . &
FI Y7 TR A3 R 1) R 3= 22 3R B AR X L IR, AR
9% FEOCTEAXS FL IR 8, JfR I Ak T4 [ B
A XA S o R 20% 057 B B BFAR E SR
R A (WL Norton & Ariely, 2011; EZE G it )R,
2024), Hitk, FEARMFTR A, XM EE BRI
AR 20% 028 R 1 4R vh o3 A T4 2 b B IS0
IR DX P 2% TR B I8 A B IR 20% A9 72 R
F1 o3 B3 AT T84 3 DI

2 RNy 1 RET IR KRR NS
SR G 5
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DX I 5T PR SR X 5T DR RS B S ) R
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21 Ak
211 #Hik

1 1 B i JC A5 5% X et 2 TR A B X 3R
R B B s, ARSI S5 T 4t 230 B4 4
H B0 R (d = 0.4, FUIAS S, Richard et al.,
2003), R G*power 3.1 FAF XA 5256 I 75 B/ IMVFE
A TSR 25 R, BAH RO 78
AR A BE ST ALREL F] 0.8 DL L (Faul et al.,
2009), A, @i 7EL -5 Credamo 4% 179 #H
2 A R A B (A M 78 44, &k 101
2y Hrp, KIPERARAFEA 89 Aok, il
HA 90 Aol Bl 2932 %, brifi2E
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212 EWiGIHS5ER

S 1R E L R, #islE A
ARt A, ALEE DI B PRI 4 RN 4 i 2 A4
A, AR R N N R Bh R .

X B0H 3 B AZ 8 a9 B 90 S5 1l m gl 2
PREE RN 1 AE R 2 DX 3R P 1 2R 17 10 oA 45 2 [X
PR E . X RNE B4, $ilaE R —
Al T [ 58 % A IS 14 4R R R R IR X 2 A A,
i R e X 38 2T RN 1T BT AE i X, H A
ML X R AE T R R AL, fEfdl A, piat
BH —EAR R E AN OB X E, A A
LA AL . o T R g s I SE 8 5 ), 52
B 45 Tl A R AT 55 R ICAAAT 55, BT
e E R E R . B RIS, Bl o
L B R ICALAE 55 o o TR A pE R T, Of
W10 K g DX Sl v 8 RS B AR A Rk, X
TR BT B M A IR E SR 0 R
T WP 8 [X 35

R A B8 & R a9 = K Tagler il Cozzarelli
(201 3) {87 FH 174 W 1830 43 B AT 55 >k 0 2 198 38 IR SR By
B, FEzZiE5 D, #lH S5 — A
1E5%, B —28 S0 100 4270 1 T3 %8 42 23 e 5
3AFESEOREH Z . BN A5 4R
Koy 5 AR . b — AT H Sy 2R R I
H, 2305768 4 E R R 20% 19 1 A B 4t B
I7 . BE FUE AN . AR S5 DA TR 22 PR R Bl 10
H 9 53 e 4 AR S 23 R RO IR i de b, A
BB, Bl 23 PR R B R R

EHEF, DAEPIRRY, MRl FRe . A
A WAL 2 B S22 3 A — R B L5 AT Y 22 R
R EE (AT 4, 2021; T8, DI, 2024; Piff

et al., 2010), Kb, ARFLEZRPOGR S H O RHE
BLAER . D AA WA EMAE SRS E R, U
P ) X AR XTI ST A5 R T AR A . S AT ICA
IR 9 i1 = /T 1000 JG, 2 = 1001~
2000 JG, 3 = 2001~3000 JG, 4 = 3001~5000 JC, 5 =
5001~8000 JG, 6 = 8001~12000 JG, 7 = 12001~15000
JG, 8 = 15001~20000 JT, 9 =2 Jijclh b)), EMst2
K J2 590 2R ] MacArthur By 52, BIgER7E—
AR . R MO 2E R0 10 EHaE L
PERE H O T AL A7
22 HER5HH

D3 2% TR A 2 i 2 A e 2 T 3R I AT
N e PE S Xk, nT AR A S5 1Y
BRYEA — A R

DLASI(1 = KPR MG EH, 0 = #&iHl4)
B AR, SRR R AR i, SEAT AT FEAR
t KO, 5 R, XKEEREGEEAEAM =
41.62, SD = 11.22) L FEHIHBIAM = 36.54, D =
11.37) 4 Ea Z K2 R B &R, t (177) = 3.01, p=
0.003, Cohen’s d = 0.45. K T #F—H K545 R 05
v, FaX R . MR = 0= 5). Ik
5 RS R AR A, AT 2200, 45
RA A, DI 2R S S 2 Bl e i 4l ol
T A Y B IR KB B (p = 0.005)
23 INEGiTiE

SEHY 1 WA RUE T X RS SR T
W ZWARR B E, REARLERAKE 14
AR B R DY 0 A 45 SR Sy XIS 2 R
B SR BB B — A SR, HixdR
VET7 2 1 IR R0RE W] BB A7 AE SR B, 0 L2 ke = X
2 ) 2H HEA T BRGNS 55 (P 1 B X045 T A A T R A
6 m RE £ B Rl e [ X e 1 A% IR 40 A B9 % L
S, N5 & SRR NN, PR I I R X 4 i 21 3
PR, T AR, L8 2 Hag—1
P 4 M DX ke 35 0 DX 3t 28 TR M 8 5 3R X3 2 R
58, VAP i S0 1 PN R0 R 0 S 56 1 45 SR 1)
FR PR oAb, SEEG 2 W E— 20 B AR IR AR
BN R I 2 PR SR B A R 0 BRAILR, BT IR A0S
PRI ) 1 TR A A

3098 20 HETE 4 HIX X 7L
IR 135 S i A 6

S 2 UAESEE 1 A FEA b aE ) 5 P A4 M X
RAR AL INAE B, I 2RO & FTINAA
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PRI ) 5 5% PR R B R, DT — 25 I DX b 2%
PRI A5 8% 3 R R B 2 D %) s g LA B %% IR 9 U R st
[ 7EH B R AR

31 FHik

311 #ik

HRYGILH 1 FraR AR H(d = 0.45, K
5, RH G*power 3.1 XTS5 2 Fr i fe/MEA
TR SRR, BAEDTE 62 4k
KA REM G i34 fE A3 0.8 LA I (Faul et al., 2009).
FEB TR I R PR, R ELT S
Credamo # 5F 235 2447 [ WA 3R 2242 A B I
(B 108 &4, Lok 127 £4). Ho, IS 2T FAE B
A 105 8, JEXEERRERAE 130 4
Bk, WO ERAER 31.91 %, FRifE2E N 6.77 %
312 EWiZIt5RERF

S 2 E— N FE R T, wikiE A
AN R, ALEE DM B IR S A RN R DX 2T
RS B A P50, A& 2 R, g
A5 5 oA B R A1 JE PR )

R 3R BAZ G390 SC80 2 R K E A H
XA B BT RN 17 R S DX R A SR A 0 A1 17 ok 5
X IR RS B (L 1), &2, 1A S 3 — ]
T ] P 2 M DX P s P, b P 0 4 2 b XIS
i% 20% N A5 B o 78 KRS RAE B4, i
ARG 20% 5957 RN 1T 32 B4R p A3 A 18 A R
DXl 7EIR D2 G B, AR 20% 977
RN F A3 B0 AR FEHL B I 45 A o R T R 36 X 5
PEFL IR (S BB A e, il 2 ml 250 X 2E
PRI 1T S Ay 43 A 1 (B rh 7 i 2 DXl 3 70 PO TE 45
A X .

[ A B E20%8 A1

I HAb A

X B2 IR B 4
BT 9280 2 KB T IRF B4R

JE A AR S

RBASM2 AR e gl &, KA Chow Fl Galak
(2012)AY % R U R i 2 (1 4N Davidai, 2018; 2§,
2012) I X 4 X A FEIRN TR #% IR A1
P s 7 ANTE, SR 7 £ =

TEARFE, 7= FaFE). K, 3 mEER

I PR B (< Jo e 1 5 AR a = 0.87), 4 I
H 2% BRI PR 30 i (an b3 25 o = 0.72),
IR LIBT3 12 (Davidai, 2018; 25, 2012),
I 7E 4 DR AMNAE I E LR35k 2k 3 4R
PRI 5 PR30 E - A 35 5348 S 22 TR A0 U BT 1) 14 75
gy, Hod g, £ R A DG 5 T
(23 PRI AMA BRI )

REB I ZE RGN Z, 555 1 AHLL, RHE
XTRE A ML A BV BCAT: 55 ok D 2 A 32
R EE .

EHEE, FEE 1,

32 #REHH
321 BRI

DI 2% RS 2 R 124 T B 44 M XY
Z RN 2 B R R X A 1Y, A X s 7 TR
5 B B3 R 24 T B 44 M DX B TR N 1T 2 40 1
TEAA KA 1, PIILSEs 2 () X 2% 5 S
R M
322 ERHSW

DA = KB Z ARG B4, 0 = JEIXK I
FRAE B4 A AR, 4350 LLBE R AR E B ) 5
BRI B O RS S R T AT FE AR t AR, A5 R
FW], XIS R B4 pE(M = 1.00, SD = 1.82)
Fb AR Xl 2% R A5 B AL (M = —0.35, SD = 2.02)
A T B R ANA R, t(233) = 5.29, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 0.69; [a]f}, #H T X2 H {5 B
HPIR(M = 33.86, SD = 11.08), XIHMEZ {5 B4
P(M = 37.24, SD = 11.16)W 4 & HRFI AL
FOE R, t (233) =2.32, p=0.021, Cohen’s d = 0.30,

R T R L A R R, Ry
. W = &, 0= 5). IAS WA SHE
PE bl A i, AT 07 22001, 45 R B, KBk
2R 5 B A H A X s v 28 IR M 8 il
T e A B PR SRS R ) (p < 0.00 1) B 56 24 1) 3% A
KB EE(p=0.017),

3.23 WA

Ry itE— 2 2 B2 DXk 2 TR A S S B SR A Y
LR BB B S A R R T A AN P ), DA )
(1 = XBPEF NG B4, 0 = AR BT R {5 B 4)
S H AR, FAR AN P S b A AR, TR RO
B NS R, SR Hayes (2013)7F % 1) PROCESS
syntax #4701 Bootstrap 5 (FE 52 il AE
5000 K)o Z5HE B 2), 45T RSN PR b
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A5 N =2.34

FEMBI R

(Kihtkvs. JEXI8RHE)

BBLRE =338

2 SRS PR ) 4 v A 3800 A 56 (2 56 2)

M A RBOVIEBRIE LR L 7 p <0.001, " p<0.05
AT BRI, DXk 2T PR £ 20 28 IR R T Y u,#WMTAAﬁWiEMWE,MWEw%E

ﬁ%%ﬂw@ﬂﬁ‘=3%¢%%c1m5qaxn%§
R (H RN = 2.34, 95% CI [—0.68, 5.36])
[, 3 PR AR PRI ] B TR] 4222500 i %, B = 1.04,
95% CI[0.12,2.13]. A T — 45 DL E 45 R ria
e, Mol FEE . PRI = 2, 0= %), ItA
5 FW At By BAE SIS w, ST A RO Y
Bootstrap K 5 (F & i 5000 1K), 25 A% & B2
()45 3 (L b 23 RS A DR ) A ] 223500 i %, B =
1.03, 95% CI [0.01, 2.23]). VI L&5REM, MLT
A K2R R A, X2 R s S kA
553 1 1 B R SR B A R U AT B RN O B
B R R A PR ]

33 ME5iTie

S 1 AR —E, SR 2l RN A X
(14 DX P 3% IR A5 B RO SRIE 1 AR B T A X 3T

AR, XEMEZTINAE B PaA F H R AT
AR I . [RImE, 528 2 ik —2P 4578 T 3TN Ak
VS PR 1) A HG RS R MR o SRS 2 5 —
BefR IR H e, SRR 2 SRR D FERRE X R
BERARY D IINEZT NS R, H5T IR DX 11 R/
FIN USSP o], 7l e 5 Bl RO ) 1X
SR B PRI S A0 3 PR X 83 LR T RS R,
M35 AT N RO R SR . R, S8 2 % 3E AR
10 7o B A 0 = AR B A 2 LR TR 4 5 IR SRl 1
TR, JERW KA NJZ B9 R 2 s
AIRFHARRIE R . TR BRI, 286 3 HK
FH =68 22 PR XIS LN I RS R A7 71 A 42
(14 DX PE BT RS B ARIME 55, 2D Bk X 3%
PR 50 B R ol B 8 (L 5 3% IR R Bl B S5
FE AN N HE I TR ) A 82 i LA K B PR AR 03 DR 1) £
¢ YE.

4 SCEy 3:
TR 55
SRS 3 HUAE SEE 2 By A 3 B 8 D

FUN AR > 1Y 24 b X R # 90 X 3l 1 2% 1R A

LT AR LR B 44 b X HY

DX 3l % PRI 0T 3% R SR B B 1) s el LA K %% IR
%Elﬁﬁfﬁ*%* YEHTS

41 FHik

411 #ik

[ 5255 2, R 2T E 62 284 Befli g it
BAEIAF] 0.8 DL I (Faul et al., 2009), % [& 575465
TETE R R A8, e 2B i FE L - 5 Credamo #3%
360 £ A [ AR HE2= A A (B 1 135 4,
ik 225 2. Horp, KIPER RGBS hH 179 4
Pk, IR RE BLAA 181 Bk, #ilF
YIRS 31.04 %, brifE2E R 7.72 %

412 EEEITS5ERF

S 3 R E AR, glE a
AR RN AL, ALFE AT R B AL RN IE X 3 7Y
RIE B P45, PR o A % R SR B o R (4
B VR R Bl B O S SR AR R, PR R
LRSI R ]

R3M R EAS B0 BN, 55K 2 ML, L
3R A X A R TR N PR R X SR AR
3 A I DU IR RS B (LA 3). AFY
S, SRS 3 R T AN G B, B A
EF T iz e X i P R fE S 3, R AT AR AR
ZHLIX N ARG 1 A IOEFREIER
TR HA A MR Y A T X RV ), HLER A
TEAR AR B WA TRAL 20% M50 IR (A H
1) 20%) . 7E XML R(E B4, AR 0 F2AE
H AR PG b X, 7R X PE 3T R A B, FE R
YNIEE 8/ i a8 SOy K VAN W L A R R
PN B IR0 otk P2l gl 2 B ] 2% R o
ARG 20%A9 %% R I FEHLIX. A f4 20 A5 155 1 4
fif(1= AEH 431, 7= EHHEH),

RRSMA MG eyl F, [FLE 2, P72
TEE 44 M X A T BT RN 1 B 33 IR A UA R )

KRB & RN Z, T8 3 T2 R R R
JEC R0 o L 4G TS B« (1) 3% IR SR B BOR S
N [RS2 56 2; () AN AE G B 7E iz & p, K
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HRPAAS AL 22407 H—E iR, JFifm

Bl B R AR 1 T 2 2 2270 (0~100) 46 45 FE 44 b

X A PIFEIRCE, FH 35 B A4 & A 16 KT o
EHEZ, A 2,

f BARM0%mAD O HiAD
P Tt
T M
T T
tiptt teiie] fedetd fhite shbie tRbee
THEE tERPE RERED
Ty
T T T
LI
TEETT ATREE PRRE T T YLl
it R
FETTH t Frr Ri0E
XI5 EfE S EXBHERAEEEA

K3 S08 3 XKBRPER N A5 B R

42 HER55H
421 RHKI

MSTFEAS t R IR 25 SRR, KRS (G B4
XM = 6.59, SD = 0.77) ek X st 22 (5 B 41
B (M = 1.96, SD = 1.21)E {6 T HFE R A D
BIX A, t (358) = 43.45, p <.001,
Cohen’s d = 4.58, [H AT LIIA K X3P 2% 45 B
PR A B
422 %E‘cﬁ*ﬁ

DV = B RAE B 4, 0 = 4B DXKhbE
TG B4l AR, 435 LAAT R A E PR )

B V] e B o DR (L 22 DR o B B OR S A  JRE RE g

BN R AR AT AR AS R, Z5RERY, X
WA RS BAPAM = 1.12, SD = 1.9 AKX
R RS B AHPAM = —0.43, SD = 2. 13)H
B3 R AN R A, t (358) = 7.27, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 0.77; [A]R}, #H e FHE X EUE R R (G B
ABHAM smpmson e = 35.79, SD = 9.82; M jmun=

56.01%, SD = 26.10%) WA % F 5 Z1 A4 3% R R B
SRR E(t (358)= 4.39, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d =
0.46) FIHE 4 25 5 (t (358) = 2.46, p=0.014, Cohen’s d =
0.26),

o R 2 A ol DN S Y =X .4 6 I % 5 A )
WY = Z2,0= 5 WASEWRASHZE
VE R A e, FEAT 5 22000, A5 R, XStk

R A5 B A AT H A DM 98 A 8 AL gl
%Em%ﬁﬁﬁﬂlmmm<amnu&ﬁﬁﬂm
7% IR R BhEOR SZ R (p < 0.001) 5B 5 E(p =
0.006).

423 WA

Ry i — 2 DX PR 2 TR S BT SR B
B VR SR B BB O S A R B R A S VR B IR A U PR
i, DRI = KB RE B, 0 = kX
TR Bl AR o, B PR A A R ) SRy v A AR
L, AR EOR LR R RO R AR E, il AR
%MWA= &, 0= ). A5 EMESEEE
Syt As e, SR Hayes (2013)JF % PROCESS
syntax #ATH RN ) Bootstrap £ 5 (FE &2 il
5000 ¥K). AR KILE 4), éﬁﬁl%)ﬂlﬂﬁmﬂﬂ

AR RERNE, D2 TR B X 3 TR R B B 5 S
FE ) 3 R (BN, = 4.94, 95% CI [2.62,
7.26]) K AR N (RN = 3.81, 95% CI [1.33,
6.291). [AIESF, 2 PRIAM U= PRI 1) 1) TR) 42 50007 . 2%, B =
1.13,95% CI [0.20, 2.15], iZZ5 B, L TIEX
BT AR AL, XSk 2 A 8 e 2 T
FURY 2 PR R Bl SR S A B B R TAATT X 2 RN
HELAG A g 3 TR A I PR i ]

AL, DLdE W B M N AE i, SR Hayes
(2013)JF &k iy PROCESS syntax 47 Hh A2 14
Bootstrap o 56 (B AL 5000 1K) 2550 2L

SN PN E S RPN R iU B P R 5y

49.20%, SD = 26.33%), X M2 H (5 2 4 9k EEHF.MXﬂﬁm BRI S (B = 6.92, 95%
M amswercses = 4098, SD = 12.45; M pwas= CI [1.97, 11.87)KAS IA I 2 (HHBN. = 4.58,
SRS

0.70"
W =3.81"
SRS, ) | FLBU > AR
JBSERE = 4.947

P4 SR AT DRI o A DX B DR A5 S i 5 DR o I3 B3 S T B v 4 v A 28000
TE: MR REL T p<0.001,”

o (S 5 3)
p<0.05
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SRS T
1.60™ 1.46"
W =4.58
1] (X kv, £ P FLBERON = 4.5 s T
BBV = 6.92***

& 5

SR=7

B VR AI A DR M85 ) 7 DX I 28 I A B 2

M 5 0 B v 114 P A 28 A 56 (S 5 3)

I R RECh AL REL T p<0.001, " p<0.05

95% CI [-0.72, 9.88]) [EIA, FXPRIAM I A i 1) fr i)
ROV B3, B =12.34, 95% CI [0.16, 4.75], DA &%
HRW, ML TR RS MG B, Xtk 2E
5 R A BT 2 TSR 2 Y R I A R A AT
RN LA 55 s i 2% PR A A PR i
43 INEHITE

55206 1 S 2 45—, R 3 KR
TR LT AR K2 R A, X2 R B4
B AT A T R F A 2% TR R B BOR SE  E AE
R, HLATR A P AT DA R — S . sk
UL, XM RE B 51 R T a0 21 R A &
W2 ML R AR PR ), 2 S 8T R R
RBH IR . Ry T E— 25 B UE ST R AN A DR ] 10 BR
BLA, S5 4 S0 3% R A PR e R A TR o

S SCg 4: FEANA BB A AL
o A

AT R LA e AR 1A Y RLR OG &R (Ge, 2023
Pirlott & MacKinnon, 2016), SZ4 4 U i 2 gA
A A5 5 S PR RS 56 B PR A1 U PR 1) 7 DX B
B SZ I R R B AR . R, S
4 PLE AR 2 (A KIPER ARG B4 vs. JEIX
WPETTIRAG BA) < 2 GARAME R . & ovs, #2
il Bl 15 1, 2% 28 [m) B A DX 3l 2% TR A 5
ZH R EE DX S0 23 RAE S 20 a0 2 RN B B s 2
PRIAI I DRI ), 79 2 90 3K ) 2 R s B 25 S 02 1 2 0
MDEIE R Ge, 2023), AL, SEHY 1~3 X HRL
B r il i 2 4R RO R, MEHES RN,
WCARI 4 W 3G NS bR RCBAT R, LA M H s ke
P I B N R AT 5

51 FHix
51.1 #ik

BT H AT JC A gE 5 g IX ST RE B 5 3
PRI &M= R ) XoF 3% PR R B AR 38 B S ], AR S0 2 2%
T AL O B U B S RO B (F = 0.21, U
K56, Richard et al., 2003), >KH G*power 3.1 # {1
XA S0 T 5 due /A B EA T Al T (Faul et al.,

2009), Z5WEM, AR PTE 45 B4 G
Giitsihgiks] 0.8 L b, A THREGITRC, i
A ARG I (B R 5, B il it Credamo -5 4
SEA AR 407 B (BE 109 4, Lotk 298 %), H
DX B RS B/ B R A R ZH A 100
Ak, XA NS B/ dl A 102 &858, R
DXt 2% IR S/ 2 R AN P ) 1A 104 24 8%
W, JE XSRS AR AT 101 28500, Bk
SEIAERS 3117 &, brifEZER 7.51 %
512 XWiZit58&F

SLNG 4 B—A 2 (A5 XEMREE B vs.
kDK IRMEAE RS B ) < 2 (BRI AN BRI : 25 vs.
DB BT, HA R AN EE ST
(ELHE X TR R Bl BOR SRR I A AN FB 81T 4) o

FIEMN, FIE 2 ML, RAKEE X A
R 2 PRI N T 7 R S DX 38 A 5 4 0 A 9 DL R R O\ X
WG R . it — BTN ), S
% Piff % A (2020) 28 #535 55 N (2025) () 5 %, 1E
= B RSN B 2, B B i — B e T IX
FURN BT A A A, B 5 0 23 IR 8 22 02 A
TR CEL & . IR Z AR 12
LV ENR)FEAY . WAE TR S B 45
Hil2H, ORI G B T ARG X
PRME BB AR, PHlHEREX A 27
N TEI (1 = SEf e Foe X e, 7 =
e RS R o R TR B0 B IR A U PR 1)
BRONR A B, SRITSCE: 2 il 3% R AR A R )
() 7 A5 B AR A B AS 56 U (43 7 2% R S 5 2))

R AR & RAAT Ay oyl & LI 4 4 B0
TR TR R B R R AT . Horh SR R R
{400 2 [F) 256 2 10 3% PR SR B BOR S HRE R . PR
BT B R T B3 IR S AT R o 75 DIAEWT
7% Y72 (Ding et al., 2022; Martin & Randal, 2008;
OISR S, 2025), BT B 8 R — AN R O 1Y I
AT 55 USIAFI 2 JCHRIH, I 1T LA ERR 45 M
A O IR I A X A PO D481 =
famg, 0 = LRE) LA Bh b AT e AR 16 R . il
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WAIMNYAF AT S5 I, BIRT 3RS 2 JeH s 6 (5
S LA BERE TR S 0 0RE A HAAT T 8 R F 52
W S AT R/ DRI S BT A 5 H )

R EZ, A 3,
52 #R545H
521 HBYKIE

MATHEA t IR R, XM RAE B
BA(M = 5.74, SD = 1.21) AR K2 RS EL 41
BiA(M = 2.24, SD = 1.65)E i TN NF WA D
B AEPR AN, t (405) = 2434, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 2.41; [F|A}, 5% IR A0 BRI 46 o) 2H 9%
(M =2.59, SD = 1.45) b= HlH#1(M = 0.94, SD =
1.77) S A 1] F- AR 3% RN T 4 %% TR 2 pR A0 i B
FIFS 301, t (405) = 10.29, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d =
1.02, DA EZ5RRY, SCH 4 /9 X802 RS B 1
YANEL RSP I DRG] R AT AR A o
522 ERHMW

PL3% R R B O S e B O AR i, #E 4T 2
(A5 DRI PE TR R 4 vs. AR X PE R IR {5 B 4H)
x 2 (FARAMA D - B ovs. EEHDE T 2S00, 45
LI, AR FERNWE, F (1, 403) = 28.12, p <
0.001, n3 = 0.07, RP Xk 27 {5 B A phit(M =
36.36) LU AE XS PE 2% 5 S (M = 31.83)F &
TR Y B PRI RS A% PRI AU PR ] 1 3 5800
i3, F (1, 403) = 60.17, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.13, %
HIAR b TR0 (M = 30.78), =523 IR A A BRI 1) 26
(M = 37.40) X IR KB B IR iy . YR,
ZH AN R AN PR ) 52 BAR R, F (1, 403) =
12.28, p=0.001, ;= 0.03 . E— A5 {1 a7 5550 17 A% 56
(R Bonferroni #1F; WLIK 6)ZRBH, 1E# &M HE
07 ) 4 ) S5 R s, KOS AR B (M =
34.54) bk XA G B A M = 27.02) 6 F
TR A A R B = B (p < 0.001); T7E = 2 R Ah
A PR ) Z50F R, X0 2T RS B i (M =
38.18) 53k X A R (5 B A9 (M = 36.63)1 %%
PRI B ST 1 35 25 5 (p = 0.20), o T ik — 20K
SRR, DUERS . Ml = &, 0= %), £
SR 2 S5 CANE R il As i, bR EE RAKSR BT .

AL, DIBETT (1 = S, 0 = ) NHASH,
DI = XSPERIRAG S 4L, 0 = JE X2 IR
FEH)  FERSMNE PR (1 = &, 0= S
38 HAE FH S w0 AR G AT 4 2538 1 ] 0E 4
Br, Z5HRIA, ABI0 ERY W, B = 0.85, Wald
x*(1) = 7.95, p = 0.005, odds ratio = 2.35, 95% CI

[1.30, 4.25], RPIXHM:2T R {5 B4 5L (73%) L3k
DX 2% A5 S A B (65%) A T 2 B4R G 1T
B VR AT PR o B9 £ AW L 2 2, B = 0.83, Wald
¥’(1) = 7.63, p = 0.006, odds ratio = 2.29, 95% CI
[1.27, 4.13], R THEHL65%), mRFHMNA
PRIt 1) ZH 973 %) IO 22 IR I AT S B 22 . B
J&, HBIAZE RSN P 52 EARH B3, B =
—0.96, Wald y*(1) = 4.79, p = 0.029, odds ratio = 0.38,
95% CI [0.16, 0.91]c #E— M HrRMIILIE 7), 1E
B PR 0 U DR ) 42 T S5 A B, XS 23 IR S 2
1(75%) FE AR DX AE ST IR A5 B A 8l (55%) A B/ T
ZIHMEAT R (p = 0.005); Ti7E =5 7% PR M P i )
A, DIRPEST IR E B 8 (72%) 5 HE X
P INAE B AL (74%) IR EAT A B R E 27 (p =
0.74), A T #E— DRI R AR, LI4ERS . M
M= 2, 0=3). FUHZEGBANE g Fil 22 b,
IR G RARIR ST

| B (B AR

401 T
I 351 I
2% i
& 250 1
B 20t
® sl
10}
5k
0

oI XIS A B

=Ryt ISE:N FEfilH

K6 A aaX7e 38 IR RO R B 28 55 (S5 4)
T REAARRMERE, T p<0.001

s KA REE oI XBEREGE o~
100% -

90% |

80% | [

70% |

& 60% |

= 50%|
40% |-
30% |
20% |-
10% |
0%

FHRSNARH il

Bl 7 AEABRIETRBEIT A LSRR 4)
e RELNRUMEZ, T p<0.01

53 INE5ITiR

S 4 G R AR B RSN T,
T HAEESIRMAT, KRR B (vs. JEXIE
HERGEE)I ETEZHA R EE ST,
IMTE 1o 2% PR AP O DR ) 50T, DX 3 2% TR AR B X
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TR A AGFEBISE 7 XSRS S S R R B ST 273

PN RS ST o0 AN 2, DL AR
— B UE T 5% R S DR i S XS P 5 IR 5
M 5% PR RS Bl 4 A AL

6 Bt

W 4 AT, AP E LT KRS IRE R
X2 R R B B IR S AT S R s e S HLC BRAIL o 25
K, XM RGE ST AMTEZF R AMNA
PRI ) (S 55 2~4), TN 1 3% 1R R B 2 e (B 6
1~4) 517 R (5250 4) (HAFHR A, ADFFRE R
JHAS 5] 00 S S 2 A 6 (3R [ 4 v i R IR X 40 A
R Bl 4 M X AT RN 1 7R R X IR A A AR AR
B AR SR g A AR ) FL 2 A
A Ay PR e T (2 PR SR B B0 S 3 B A 48
W R ST )RR T LA R oY 45 SR R fd v
6.1 XigtEREE 233 E KB R0

G, AU A RN T A A s EE
JF 380 ik S E 8 735 HO6 28 PR R B 2 S S AT A A AR
AR, BAEEWIHIS S EBME. AN
WEFE M, AR R T ARS 5k )
I FMPEAS J& (Cozzarelli et al., 2001; Van Heerde
& Hudson, 2010; FFH %5, 2021), PAZbBIE R A
R ARG I Ak 7R 5 B R T B I b b ™ d £
IR Hb B4 A {5 B, el & BT ik — Hb B B
SEILRE W PR A AR BT R R S A T, X —
RIMAAER T REE AT R AS m oY, W3
IRl 52 B rh 3l 51 A S SR T L T
HEMOH T g

Wk, AWEFE A 25 A 3R B X 3 TR B ek
HHEARRN AR R G R, 7 — R YR T
FEARR BRI Y . R R, TR
S g HOE DLARG, AT B AR g okl B R A AT
(Kogut & Ritov, 2005; KA 4§, 2016). N,
Kogut 55 Ritov (2005) & EE, LT nl -5 Y B —A~
2T, R FHH 251 K /D By 2L S Ak
BB o ASHIESE FEEE BT X G R A AR 20% 1
FRBEA, XSGR i T = BTG
ARG B, BAMEIERE. R, A5
X532 PRI 2 DX Jal 53 A R i 2 A XA A 1, 78
— TR AR T AR B A () 2R R, TR
THHARRCE TR AR TR B . 245 S BRI
MBI 5T 5 T SRR T3 B AR AR S

P, AWFSERSERY R T KIS R B
FESRONE, FaoR T HISAE AT SN o DX 2

PRI J5 8 5 4 DA Ay 2 T 0 220 Al B 5 i g DL 1) 2 22
Vo lan, sl W, JoHIRERXT 4T K RIKF
AR A g ., 3 A7 A2 TSR] B S Ak S a2 v
(Hehman et al., 2021; ZZ7K, K#E4HP, 2009), [F] AT,
b 385 M T RIS AN AU IR T 22 TR b DX R A B A
B, AL A T AR N K S B AR ) D A
(Swab & Patel, 2024; #ifi K, 48KT, 2007). it
WEFEAE 7R T b UPE 22 IR bR 2 X0 23 TR e DX R | 22
WA . —J7 0, ©AReT] & ZI ED 4 8Ub,
FEAR AR 0 B 5 A0.0 B A BR 7K SF (Swab & Patel,
2024; skifgph 5%, 2012); 5 —J5 M, EAA AT GEMIE]
DSR2 O UL, a2 2 AR B R DX RS )RR
BEMATHCER 4, 2023; 5KifER 4, 2012), f
n, ENEEEA(2023) LIV a s RO s, B
A BN 28 B K R A AR AT 9 2 I b X |
B AV 32 0L B J22 40 D AR 25 T g L P 5 SR A,
X — 2 A T AT 2 DX R S B AT . AN
[T DA B o, AOFE R, XA {E R
AALEA W NATHSEFE S 1E, ROMTRENS 8l 51 A AR
WS 5 RKR . X — KWK, X2 R
S AT BRI AR AE TG 4 200 G i i AL A i A
R AR B AT 20 Rl G180 G ik o™ b 235 ) TR 45
TR AT B B XL GIRL N, 33X DX 2 A
JENE R G IVE iy S s ko 1] LBy S B (R
HERE, LRSI il geli 715 B2 87 X
(1922 5, R IME BT PRI BR 28 3 2 58 H 95 by g
S Tt 2 o JERBER D o3 (k. %, 2019); 1M
ENTIEEE S RN & K5 W M DN (N5 e s g b
X JE R A RSP ERIAEE . 28R, RRAFFE AT
— AR R DL AT B R B B X 2 A SR
DIk S VAR ERER AL e
6.2 B SMAEE =) B9 F#ERE L

HEA R, AR T 2R SMA R AE X
BT IR B e 2 R R Bl b i g AL . bR
Rk 2 2200 . UK RSP A ) 2 R B
AN B R AL S S5 R o 2% R A Y
MR, BT 5 AR LA KA ] 1l X [a] 7E 9% 5 2L
WA H AR FE | RN | SR I 1) 45 7 TH] 25 5%, it
15— X B4 ] 4b T 25 AR 28 (Ravallion & Wodon,
1999; Ji47, ZEFWK, 2021), Ab TR /R & ik H
DX A EAR T I AR A AR R kg o RS 4
by HE PR R AR N I AR PR R R B 1 R Gt e R
H#(Amemiya et al., 2023; Haslanger, 2016), 2R A
b T AMERIE PR, AT 368 B8 A0 ) T X 23 PRI T P B
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AR (5 MW, 5k #8, 2007, Cozzarelli et al.,
2001), FL7E 2000 4E, EELOHSAEE R (T
I RSE A R 20 3 R VAL OP SN AL A BN O e a4 |
(At S5 N &R, A O B R A G e T
BN A BT R R A AR ED SR, 5 Bl 2 T 4y el 24
fit N ff Y 2% A 8] B (American Psychological
Association, 2003), — SE AT 22300 i AR 4L
fil(Wiwad, 2019) | &34l (Nancy et al., 2014)F18]
RIA R (PIff et al., 2020)%5F 5 ¥: A8 28 A% A 52 IR
PRI ] - 4 T B 22 ﬁﬁ]ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁ%E@ﬁW%
BT BN 10 S B B 2SR A A )
HTL%ﬁ%,ﬁﬁﬁLﬁEwﬂfﬁ@ﬁL$
T M EAE 8 (R XIS 2 AR ), PA—Fh i As 4
fIK. ASRUER S . 51 RHR R AR R, Rk
AR T T A A B R A DR ey, 3 8 i T AT
R R 5170 o X — & B %% R 3 KT 15
PAL TR AR, T R B B AR AL
AT o

EN G ERUESE SR il W s A 0 E |
A U PR - A5 7Y (attribution-empathy model), %A
RN, AR A SRR T4 5 A 2,
SRI DI IE RN, 0%t 32 F A 0 B
TR I A AR T AR G H G R AR IR R T AN R R
(Chn&Bs . A 25 R SR, W25 Ay 835 AR R
WIBE BT, MM T 22 () s s o, R o v 1) 355
Bh 7 547 M (Betancourt, 1990; 5K Z 01, X411,
2003), ABFFE R, ™ i XA IR A5 S RS B 35
FEARXT 2T IR 2 [ ST IR R, AiRESR T AT
R EAT R, FE—E R SR T A
(HARTE RN, ARt A PRI 1 19 S oy 2 355 B
A7 M 75 A B BLEE T A A B (Batson, 1987; T RUZE,
BlSIRE, 2016; Zllte 45, 2025), (HAMFIEIFRH
Fe R U LG SO AR, AR RAIF ST W] LAk — 20 % 42
AT DX el 5 A X3 2 DR A A A7 g 1 22
S M AR RIRCB a9 VR, AT B in BT b 4 7R
P e S =) SN g 5 P N P o S o o
B AT 8% — O B AR A
6.3 ELEBT

FRG B —IE Ksh & TR, FE 25
R S8 RS 5MEEE, A feRE T Heen
WAL, B =R EMIER, kit &hwss
T RR 2T B /0 TR [ i B 0] 5 RS A AN 45
SEBRA[R] M 0 BT B — o AR AE Y & BN
PEFR [ 2R 5 23 DRI BER L [R] B A S By

A SE B 7 o
e, AN I T XM R (G B e R
FHA AR BT R R R IEMAT R, X — R BN, B
JRF AR G 20 4U0] 3 4 7E BUOR AL 4% 5 A 55 AL hid
JE o Sk DX 3l B R L S (R T PR L s 4 2 8
B PRI %) b R s TA) 45 2)), DT 2 AR R 36
X JE R BT 53R . HaR, AuF5EER T2 RS
VA R ) g A BILR, P X 2% R M B RE i sk
ﬁ@%ﬂ.mm,ﬁLQMﬂE.ﬁtﬁ%?%ﬂ
W3A78h . X —45 Rk — R, BUN LS4
TEZE R A B b a] Gl A2 R B RUCRAE SR, i o
ISR DX I K R AN YA A5 AR S R v B RN TR, 559
XA R TAT A58, DAEHE S 32 (4t & 8 LA
PRI B SR Amemiya et al., 2023). )5, A<
RG2S SRR TR FRAT], F2 PRGN ] B M AN UYL
— A FA A ) R, T R — AN S A TR S
ARG ) 2 AR o 38k ORI R S T n 4 T ) 23 PR
MEZR, W] DAMG G At 2 45 FO0 3E IR i S8, T
%@ﬁ%%%%ﬁmﬁ%ﬁﬁﬂm%%%ﬂo T2
HERE, AW ESERITBOR S 1% iz X
SR T R B AT BB R A TR ZE S, 0 X el fh DL A5
(Hehman et al., 2021; ZZEikik, KR, 2009), K,
B SR AR T b N A B Bl R DX A R B 5] R
Dy, AT 2 R X s B A S AR A AR 4
LSS, PITIERA BE7E 1475 2 TE AU
6.4 MERBRERE
AWFFAEAE—LR R SRR, ARkt —
G, S, AR EZOCHE T KIS R RE S
ﬁﬂﬁ PRI Bh A 52, AR SRAI T T 25 515 B e
235 M DX 2R TR B 0 38 547 B o
mw BRI T RE 2 R Ry DX 2 R A R AL
BNt S bR sk, dEmiR L [ B AT sh AL
XA (L %, 2020), e B FRAE
L PR R (Peretz-Lange et al., 2024), iX 2 ifij A~
FIFHIE R X 3R RE . HR, R IE
PR RIS, A oY B2 T INAMRYERE . R4S
XS 5 Y T 2 B R R — B (R
A PRS2 BR L v R HoAth B B 2 1, AR e PR GA
R B R A I A AE A A 2 a5 4 [R]85 R R e Pk
OA R B R B 28 55 R85 )« T 468 14 GA Dl 225 TR 2
AT L 3 A 8% 45 09) 5 AN T B AR 3%
AR TCEAE R BUE ) o A RWFTE AT E— DR
X S e A AR SR 45 SR R R . R, R
WF 838 b X IR 23 RAF B 3% 7R A 05 PR fi 1) LA
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TR A AGFEUTSF 7 XIS IR A S 2T R R B S AT 275

Je 2% R R Bl 2 S A A T SR RO A BT Y KT, 3X
— N A S B IO AT AR AT BIAG50 o Piff S5 A
(2020)7E 73 R A H F A oE o & B, SRS A
JZ R IA B T HUSCORESC RS ]G 1 RS
A HBHEER A R, B 2% R0 PR T AT g 2 A
FE Ak, I, ARk B9 98 v] 2% R HT3E BR 9T 1
T, DRI A 45 R Rz . &5, A
R B SoR B P 75 5, X —45 R ET
REfE ) 2 HAh [ R sl X AT AT R B o 15 S0 k0
P2 B IE R WL, o PG 2 6 T A S R Y U A
J A AE 2= R (Morris & Peng, 1994), BNAR
EARA LS L R W B2 08 - (TNt iy e ARG B
FENNEM, X—2ZRHxR T ARG S0
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Poor people or poor regions? Regional poverty information increases
willingness to engage in poverty alleviation

DING Yi, OUYANG Xueping, GUO Yongyu
(School of Psychology, Nanjing Normal University, Nanjing 210097, China)

Abstract

Poverty is a global challenge, and encouraging public participation in poverty alleviation is crucial for
reducing income inequality and achieving common prosperity. This research examines how the framing of
poverty background information—specifically, whether poverty is presented as regional (“poor regions”) or
individual (“poor people”)—affects individuals’ willingness to help and their actual poverty alleviation
behaviors. We hypothesize that framing poverty regionally will lead to a greater tendency for external attribution
of poverty, which in turn will result in greater intentions and behaviors toward poverty alleviation. Four
experiments were conducted to test these hypotheses.

In Experiment 1, regional poverty information was manipulated by presenting participants with either a
regional poverty map or a political-administrative map of China (as a control group). The results showed that
individuals exposed to regional poverty information were more willing to engage in poverty alleviation
compared to those in the control group. Experiment 2 extended these findings by manipulating regional poverty
information in an anonymous area. Participants were also asked to report their tendencies for external attribution
and their willingness to engage in poverty alleviation. The findings indicated that regional poverty information
increased participants’ external attribution of poverty, which, in turn, enhanced their willingness to engage in
poverty alleviation.

Experiment 3 further tested the robustness of the findings by manipulating poverty information for regions
of similar size and population and including measures of willingness to donate to poverty alleviation. The results
showed that regional poverty information increased individuals' willingness to engage in poverty alleviation, and
this effect was mediated by external attribution of poverty. Finally, Experiment 4 used a between-subjects design
to manipulate external attribution of poverty, examining whether this external attribution is the mechanism that
leads people exposed to regional poverty information to engage in poverty alleviation. The findings of
Experiment 4 showed that the differences in poverty alleviation behavior were eliminated when external
attribution of poverty was manipulated, thus revealing the mechanism of external attribution of poverty.

In summary, our research shows that: (1) regional poverty information leads to greater willingness to
engage in poverty alleviation and more actual poverty alleviation behaviors, and (2) external attribution of
poverty mediates the effect of regional poverty information on poverty alleviation. Specifically, regional poverty
information increases external attribution of poverty, which in turn leads to greater willingness and behaviors
related to poverty alleviation. The results contribute to the literature on poverty attribution and poverty
alleviation by highlighting how regional framing of poverty influences public willingness to engage in poverty
alleviation.

Keywords poverty, regional poverty information, external attribution of poverty, poverty alleviation



