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1% (Harding et al., 2019), HH{IE 2% & 7] LAE i 2 Fp
J5 AR, Horb, 0838 AR §% B Ol B UL (Liu
etal., 2024; Nie et al., 2022), —F AT IX HH,
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FH 5T 2 FRARTE 2 8 i at S b 67 S8, 2 1 AP At A1 ]

X i AR IBOT R e B . HeAh, FRi i) —
WA B, HWASE =GRl LG, I 2 8 AR AR ™
BT ™ it B8 P AT PR T AN S v B, i O i 4 2
REJE M AR 47 i (Liu et al., 2024), A —RHF5E
RTE T AR]85 it AR5 2O 1 2 5 220 AT
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FXT T BAA B &8, LA, Trudel
2 (2016) M BF T R W], RLE 598 283 S A OCH) H
B (AR . 4R5K A5 ) BT AT Re gk I, i 2 4
MR TR, XOER Y, HRE RS B AR
P2 A X B0 B R . 2S5, Winterich 5%
QOITEIBFFEAG th, 7™ WK EE MR Bt HYIC 1L
BF, AT i ] T 08 BE 7, (HGE R T A AR AT
TR (AN LETF 2 0 AE 40 W5 B it B 40— sk B ) 2338
ERAEZEEN L7/ NP =Y

AR T LA SCRR, A SCRE T 2 E X T A
S 5 A 7= it (RIAEL 55 1047 i ) A8 Je B b
050 1) (e AR ) ) o FRATTHR 1, S SK = Al L, FH SR
T Y e R R ], SR TR AR
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2018), ZE{LlH, Mehta F1 Zhu (2016)FIHF5E & FL,
5 R R S R A/ A AR AE A P 7 o i Y ) e
TS i A R A AR X — 2, TR
A, EREMmEA RS, MRS ™A —Fh 5
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RS SN R b 38 25 2 =07 JF AR IO £ 94724 o

XFTREA = BB E, 2 BTN B SCHR (Ross
et al., 2023; Shani-Feinstein et al., 2022), A&
55 80~100 A HK, HEEFLE @R DRI, X
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FEN o R A a5 WA S 2 (56) 75.00%
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(% 525 N =160 SHEIE 1 AR s I S 2H.(80) 5.01 (1.16) 1(158) =-3.63  <0.001
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Wit 2¢ Credamo, N - e FH 5% 4H.(100) 5.68 (1.18)
(% 152 N = 200 S5 1 AT BRI WO 2(100) s14(lsq) 19®=7276 0006
F5s 2d TERE R o . HFEL1(100) 4.17 (1.50) -
(SRR N = 200 EW5e 1 A TR WS 41(100) 371 (157) 1(198)=-2.12  0.036
WF5T 3a Credamo, . B N FL BT 4H.(80) 5.60 (0.84) -
(%% 150K N =160 5F5% 1 #[H IR ST 41(80) 5.09 (1.42) t(158) =-2.74  0.007
5T 3b TERE Kok . . o FHETL1(90) 4.64 (1.20) -
(R R N = 180 5#r5E 1 H[FH FL Bl AR o 2 28(90) 421 (1.45) t(178) = —2.21 0.028
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e Credamo, % vs. MW WALE80) - 5.15 (1.27)
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FRAT I 2k e BRI AT AR R 2 A R X



4 4

W AE: RHBR A, SJHIC BRI  a a  E B i 4 5 AL 2 745

FEMEE R M o G A S, FRATYkS B
SRAANC A RIS BRI S o e, #k
T T HAE B w206 v i 7 i Ak ST A e A ik
AR,

23 HIESWMEER
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Pearson y* = 6.82, p = 0.009, I:4}, Binary Logistic
Wl o BT i — 25 R B, = SR IO SO 2% 5 7=
SRR ) BRI HOAIE, B = 1.485, Waldy® =
6.060, p = 0.014, Exp (B) = 4.417, WI5e45 5% 4%
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KhFEAIHT o TR B 2 e Fil mk o R Sk 1R
MR, MorREAR ¢ KA B, WK SRR
20 R AE 7 i ) A RN A 5 TS A 3 2
(M sz =1000.15, SD = 1257.24 vs. M ws = 6009.68,
SD = 32306.23), t(92) = 1.00, p = 0.321,

24 itig
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G AT e KA BT A & Ty, =R R #E
AT NS AR IR o R R A T A X R
F14) ) 32 /LB 118 7= it 8 A i 0 7 12 R ARAR BRI .
T3EN, WAL Z R REAE AR SOULI iy PR A o oA 25 5
A9 T30 D A 0T g S /R 65 7 i 1 . 8 15 I DA 5
i) A L4538

30 WHE 20 ZFMES T RYIH B E
fity e AL 1)

5T 2 1Y 3528 H B2 3 T8 i D A seatk— 20
o RN PR . RS 4 ARSI
2a. 2b. 2c 5H5E 2d. FEXPUASFOESE T, AT
S FHAS [ B S 30 4 R GRS TG 25 WAL . A AT
% BREME RN R — LRI H
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PR T, PR Ay SR A 4 23 i xR Y
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45 80 A
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T 3K (vs. FHBT) T — 3R H 2949 JTIY BB AHE 1R 25
WAL R HM K (vs. FHEE ) A9 X 237 Xk LA AT
DM A s ], (HABAT R B A S e R
PRI RN T o B, WIS T iR e 7
Gt e 58 AR 2 A A T S R ML LA
[ B X BN 2% H R < T 1 20 I S B AR K
TR (vs. KT AT T AR KR L, 76 B
AR 5% 09 B 2 3 38 A — Bk [v)), i In) S5 7E 2 K A
JE b T 0B T A RH 45 A N /3 ) JE0Ks & e L 25
AT REME 2 K2 (1 = — SRR R/ — At
ANWHTRE, 7 = AEWIEE/AER P BE; Huang & Wong,
2024), fJa, Ok T HABSGHHE R
313 HIEHWMEER

SRANTE T S We AR LB S AR ] o ST RS t A
B W S5 SR, R GT A1 Bl et R A S 1 2 IR AL
B A LA ) fd 25 8 T SE A HRA(M e = 5.61, SD =
0.92 vs. M wx =5.01, SD =1.16), t(158) = —3.63, p<
0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.57 . 7E ¥ il T 9k i i P 1) A 4
W5, FRONRIR B3, F(1, 156) = 14.65, p < 0.001,
> = 0.086.
3.1.4 itig

5T 2a Bl THFSE 1 AYSEEES R, IEI T <M
FE—HE A RO R E o H RIS E 2 Wik DR T
EIRIEMERY =S, BESE 2b KR e E P SL R
MEBHEATAS), FRRAS S 200
32 ®HH®E2b
321 #WiX5XWiEIT

5T 2b SR =Sk B N3 vs. FHLER)
R B s, AR AT 4 iR fL e . ok
F Credamo 11 160 £ #1:{(70.00% K 21, M 4w =
30.99 %, 9D =7.87 )25 T M, R 80 A,
322 XWikiE

505 2a 250, 18 %01 A Y5 (Harding et al.,
2019; Huang & Wong, 2024), 57 2b 1 5ci@id—4>
W 3K (vs. FHED) FHAT 4 MM S AT 55 50 B b 3R
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L

WO AR (L 8RR 53 3) 0 #2E, PRI &1 T
MIBRARTE 7 3 b od i 2 I 1 AT 4255 0
65 5] f4 0] £ (Huang & Wong, 2024) . # F 3k, 1E ki
il AR i, FRATE SR IR T HAE H 8 BTG 2w
AR 3K (vs. TGRS AT R 2T (1 = 2,
2= ™). I, Pk THAAGIHEE R
323 HESWEER

AT ZE AR R o ISR t KIS 25 SR 5%
B, FH ST BT A AT 42 00 R ) . 2 o 3K
HPAXM e = 5.32, SD = 1.19 vs. M yx = 4.58,
SD = 1.56), t(158) = —3.37, p = 0.001, Cohen’s d =
—0.53 . FEE M T B P AL ST A R
EWHHCE RS, ERNAKA R E, FQ, 155) =
6.16, p=0.014, n; = 0.038.
3.24 itig

WEFE 2b SR AATAAE Sz s bkt S 7 oF
7% 1 FIWFSY 2a MOZ5 2R .
3.3 #HE 2c
331 #Wik5 XLt

ST 2¢ R SR BT (WK vs. FHET) SR
Rl i, ARG R E ik AR . ok
H Credamo I 1) 200 4 #1.(69.00% K P, M iy =
30.87 %, SD =8.00 £)Z 5 T LK, HA4 100 A,
332 Xkt

51F5% 2a 2810, WF5T 2¢ B il it — NI K (vs.
FH 5T ) 8% 75 M 2 AR S AR AT 55 58 1™ il R BUT =X
(BRI R 28 R 5f 4)0 4538, bl 2 45 H
56 W 7% 5 M 22 5% FHL A ) 9 I 42 (Huang & Wong,
2024), WLAh, 1E 77RO R A, oF
¢ 2¢ BORPHX ML T AT THENE SAE AT 55 th AR HL
FEEEN (1 = WREREKE, 2 = HERE
MKi%; Harding et al., 2019), /i, FATE R
i 7 HAE H AR I R A AR 3K (RHLBT ) 1 7 it 2
ATRERLI IR = J&, 2= 7). 5. 4E LA
WAL R .
333 HIEHMEER

PR A . 7 RREOT . KRR T A i 3R
AH, ST S A A B 1 S il B A ] g
WA T 7E 18 S AR AT 55 b R F W 3K 1 7 X3RH a
EMKSZEM = 97.00% vs. 5.00%; Pearson x*= 169.35,
P <0.001), XK X A2 T .

R E M A o BHSTFEAS t RIS A 2
FW, FH O 0T 58 75 ik 2 S AR ) o 2 T
W S HBERM s = 5.68, SD = 1.18 vs. M yx =

5.14, SD = 1.54), t(198) = —2.76, p = 0.006, Cohen’s
d=-0.39, fEFEG] T LA = A B ST R
AR DA S W AFHCAE BUG, ERNAMKAR B2, F(1,
192) = 5.45, p=0.021, 1> = 0.028,

3.34 itig

WFFE 2¢ PRI IE T RS- FH 200, R T
FRON A FR A
3.4 #E 2d

341 #WiX5XWiEIT

9T 2d R P RO 3K vs. FHET) LA
0 37N (1157 7 PN RS /by S 2/ ik T A R S
HB— T KIS ST K22 200 ZTEAL K2:4:(59.00% K
LM Maw = 19.84 %, SD =2.02 )55 T I,
342 XLWiRE

558 2 F40L, WF5T 2d B SE il — A K (vs.
FH BT ) T8 A 9 17 S R 55 58 1™ it AR BT =X iy 4
DAL 28 B BT 57 5) o $825E, IR 50 s e i B AL
] LA K= SR BT sUR B A 5 H o m, 3.
BRI T HAE H 8 AR R A AR 3K (FH
TR = fb A TG RELAY > 1T LA B M ) AR 45 L
343 HESWEER

PR A, 7P RREOT L KRR T A i 3R
W, WA S ik LU A B S i pio T A T RE SR
WIALATT7E 18 S AR R AT 55 v R W 3K 1 J7 X 3R B
H(M = 89.00% vs. 19.00%; Pearson 3> = 98.63, p <
0.001), X R W™ it AR AR D1

VAR P A R ) o ST REAS ¢ R 3 (Y 45 SR R,
FHL 5% 20 4 3] T R 1% 2 RELAE 1) S 28 v 1 g S 20
(M s = 4.17, SD = 1.50 vs. M ys = 3.71, SD =
1.57), (198) = —2.12, p = 0.036, Cohen’s d = —0.30,
FEFE T R 7 Ak S5 S DA R AT A G
SEE, FERVAKREE, F(1, 195) = 4.66, p =
0.032, 3 = 0.023,
3.4.4 itig

F5T 2d Bl THITE 4 PR REsR . (HiE
HAFSE 1, 2a~2d, FAMBRTCIEAG FIX — ROV 75 /5
YN TERLE . FE3E T RAGAFGEH, FRATHE XX — 7]

AT IRIT o

4 BT 3 BUHERALIY S8 I
I EH
W% 3 A45 3 AN FAF%E: WF5E 3a.3b FIAESE 3c.

Horb, WP 3a R AR SRR NS, B R
H2, RIS f oA i B i rh A4, O HERR 17
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W AE: RHBR A, SJHIC BRI  a a  E B i 4 5 AL 2 747

AR . DRI R, 1R A 2
FEMTH A 7 Ak B BN (b e, XS R,
2014), PHt, FRATHEM, FLEE(vs. WSHHA =i
(A FHA, 23R 2% & I SRR, 38 i 34 b
X = b G FLE ) . S5 0F5E 3a ZEBL, 5T 3b R
FHBT I SC B PR B I A A, dkeefa s H2, Jf-HE
BRAG 25 . 7= fls Y KU HH D . = Sl A Y IXUBS FHTE
T ity P B R A i ) P A SR R AR S R B ]
AetE . DIEMBFS R B, AATTIASE —F5= S il 3222
BRI R PR AR, H53REC TR I,
TH 2 3 AN D o AHL G5 09 5 =R B0 i 1Y) 3 2 PR A
WAL TR RS, A A T8 7 A A% G X
[ (Bardhi & Eckhardt, 2012; Edbring et al., 2016).
FRYEX — 2 4, FATHEM, X F 0K 0 7=, 2%
TN S I AT 3 L AT R SR TR T G KU
DL R ARG KBS AR . BF5E 3 SR G ANAE S 52
AR, JEHERRO BT A BN AR . 5 I SEA
Lo, T8 B 0 TR G Y 7 i B IR O B R AL
(Bagga et al., 2019), ML ¥R T A5 B2 BHAS 1 9% 5 i2F
1772 AL B /Y 4 R 2 (Huang et al., 2024), HIl,
AT, 50 SEAH E, AT Y A B O
PRFTA AL, DTG0 T I8 2% 50T 7 i B S AL )
41 W% 3a
411 #WiX5XWiEit

WFFE 3a RAZ MBS WE vs. FHET)H
I Z P i, AR RS T AR R . R
H Credamo [ 1) 160 5 #18.(69.38% K LV, M sy =
3237 %, 9D =8.49 S 5T I, 4% 80 A,
412 ZIimTE

505 2a 250, 18 %07 A RIS (Harding et al.,
2019; Huang & Wong, 2024), iff5% 3a 1 cil i —4>
WA 3K (vs. FH B W H A IE S ST 55 58 BU™ 3R
B PR 28 BB 5 6) . $e, Bt 2
A4 H e B TR g . B S, FRATE
SKAAE 7 it 3R T3 5 58 AU e R AR Y R 0 Uk
DL R AR i . BRI, A ST AR
(Goldsmith et al., 2017; Ma & Roese, 2014; Zhu
etal., 2018), FATE T 3 M4 HIMEMHR KD
SihR, BHARMME A H R <FRAUS PR & 73X
O M e R < IRAR I DI HbAR LR ORI
A SR R < AR 36 1) b AEUER 9 A B G
W ERRME” (1= EFEAFE, 7= EFFRE; o=
0.796) X THHBARAR, 5% Thomson %§(2005)1)
WF5E, FRATH L = A 5% B Can 860 3 30 55 i

FIERSE T DU <5 2 R ik 5, o = 0.815), f)m, fE
il A, ATER OGS T A DG 245 8.
413 HEBSWMEER

SRR . S AEAS t KR 45 R 2
A, FH G 2 g0t T 5 A 1% RELA ) 5 1 ) 3K
HAWEX, M e = 5.60, SD = 0.84 vs. M gz = 5.09,
SD = 1.42; t(158) = —2.74, p = 0.007, Cohen’s d =
—0.44, TEFE 6 T M R JS, R RONAK SR
B3, F(1, 156) = 7.38, p=0.007, n; = 0.045,

SR B KAL) B30 Rk . ST FEAS t RS0 i 45 2R
FEBH, LT 2 R 1) A 50 e R Ak ) R R
Z05 TS HBA(M gz = 5.87, D = 0.69 vs. My =
5.52, SD = 1.06), t(158) = —2.51, p = 0.013, Cohen’s
d=-0.39, 7EEHI TR A AR S, X —%%
REARAR 2, F(1, 156) = 6.02, p=0.015, n3 = 0.037,

A5 B KA B A S A 3800 o SR 5
SRy 2O 2 25 o 5 e AL ) B s e AL, AR
SCHE H A A B8O s R AR Y 58 O Rl 3 4 b Ay
(T AR NN GE — A Process #2 /7 i#E4T Bootstrap 43+
Hr(Model 4; 5, 000 bootstraps; Hayes, 2013), Z5 A&
R, SO S5 R AR I 5 3 R ] $2 300 4 2 (Indirect
effect = 0.2972, BootSE = 0.1267, 95% CI [0.0823,
0.5878] AL 0), X —&5 I RE H2, SR, 7% /R%
MR 2 B 1] 45500 (Indiirect effect = 0.0142, BootSE =
0.0297, 95% CI [-0.0351, 0.0861] L& 0)A & .
A AR E TR LR 2,

414 iTig

T 3a A TS 15T 2a~2d 1Y RN 4G
WOERERIE, BT 3a /R TR iR AL K R
AR, S H2 8R4 TR SRR, JRHERR TR
AR AR R A RS AT B
42 HFE 3b
421 #Wik5XWigit

5% 3b SR F= kB R 3K vs. FLED)
PR gl ml o t, A8 1 o i 2 T AR 4 1 e REL A
] o Hp P — i KA ST K2 180 SRR R 24
(73.33% M2, M s =23.17 %, D =292 )5 5
TS, HAHA 90 A,

422 XWwikiE

S5#5E 3a 25, WFST 3b 1 S i — AN 3K (vs.
FHB%) HL sl ¥ AR 42 A1 St AR AT 55 58 ™ i AR U
AR UL R 25 R 5% 7)o 2, il 0 i s i
M 2 B RELAHT 1) A ] B3 K ALY SR 38 /8% (o = 0.830) 1Y
Wt A, BR85S0 BRI R A A A a1
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Indirect effect = 0.2972 95%
CI=1[0.0823, 0.5878]

Coefficient = 0.3542,

[ BOHBRAL Y R iR

Coefficient = 0.8393,

t=2.51,p=0.013

t=10.45, p <0.001

( Peggmorst | Direoteffoct=0.1949, 1= 130, p=0.194 95% CI = [-0.1003, 04900} ( R W
e s ro - [5]a} 3]
(3% vs. F15%) S| R
L ) N )
Coefficient = ~0.4542, ~~>~~___ -~ Coefficient = ~0.0312,
t=-291, p=0.004 T RS £=—0.43, p = 0.669

Indirect effect = 0.0142 95%
CI=[-0.0351, 0.0861]

Bl 2 BESE 3a AP R A Y B 38 B v A B0 o B 45 2R

M, BARMR, AF5E 3b 15 2 4 H R
(1 = i B/MES Y, 7 = B0/ Kim &
Mecgill, 2011; r = 0.836). %, F A1 HE L HA
BT s R K = — Al
A/ — S WAEMN, 7= JEwHH.OAERF FEM; r=
0.845)Fl /= fh AL YL KBS HIPE (1 = — S ARFHL/—
MABAREN, 7= EWHEOARR EM; r=0.751). 1k
Ab, FRATI ) ] T i s H s v Al 4 b AT )
WL ARG M fen, RATESR A T
NEGEE R

423 HEHIWEHER

CERI Ry TN R 2R T L VA = o N W 8 A SO
IR, FH 5T 414X L 3 W 2 ) A L ) o 2
5 T HBEIR(M s = 4.64, SD=1.20 vs. M w5 =
421, SD = 1.45), t(178) = —2.21, p = 0.028, Cohen’s
d=-0.32, 7EFEH] TR SRS, 800
WK B3, F(1, 176) = 4.99, p=0.027, n3 = 0.028,

BT KAL) S R ST REAR t R 56 Y 25
FEOH, FHBT 2 R e B 0 I B R Ak ) B ek
i T SE A, M e = 5.34, SD = 1.04 vs.
Mz = 5.01, SD = 1.08; t(178) = —2.09, p = 0.038,
Cohen’s d =—0.31, 7EF I T #1250 FIAE G I
XN MIR B3, F(1, 176) = 4.13, p=0.044, 13 =
0.023,

B I KA ) SR SRR ) R A 3RO o A A 5 7
SR 20 T8 B 2 v 3 W AR 4 A LA 1] ) 5 i AL
i, AR SO bR A GO S5 K AR 1 5308 J8%) A58 4
AN (I 2E . 77 TS e AU PP 7 A% G XU 41
Moo A R R AR TR ) M) B — A
Process F&/¥ 4T Bootstrap 4 #F(Model 4; 5, 000

bootstraps; Hayes, 2013), 25 LI, SHHE KA
530 A 18] 322 3500 2 2 (Indirect effect = 0.1312,
BootSE = 0.0761, 95% CI [0.0133, 0.3134] A&
0), X —&5 R H2. SR, I 25 19 o] 82 30007
(Indirect effect = 0.0328, BootSE = 0.0402, 95% CI
[—0.0180, 0.1576] A5 0). 7= fhi5 Y KUK FH AL 1) 7]
2500 (Indirect effect = 0.0066, BootSE = 0.0632,
95% CI[-0.1103, 0.1525] fL5 0). F= S A% Y XU 4H
I 18 [H) 3238 0 (Indirect effect = —0.0264, BootSE =
0.0380, 95% CI [—0.1595, 0.0163] £17 0). 7=/
M [R] B2 2 (Indirect effect = —0.0221,
BootSE = 0.0421, 95% CI [—0.1399, 0.0432] fU7% 0)
AR T By 2 25 VR 8y 8] 42 240 (Indirect effect =
—0.0041, BootSE = 0.0228, 95% CI [-0.0854, 0.0245]
AL OV 3, X Seg FHEBRTE 24 . 7= i TE YR
SIS
424 itig

WF5T 3b 2 TS 3a B2, JFHERR T 1% 4
77 v P B SR S AR
43 ®3RE 3¢
431 #WikE5XWigit

5% 3¢ R = kB UK vs. FLE)H
IR Bl al et PR g S O A e fL e ] o ok
H Credamo ["#J 160 & #iX(61.25% L, M 4w =
31.12 %, SD =8.48 )2 5 T 54w, 4% 80 A,
432 XWiRiE

55T 3a A1 3b K0l BT 3¢ B el — Al
K (vs. RSB SEAL B G SAR RAT: 55 58 U™ i 2k K
J7 2RI 28 W B 57 8) 123, Bl S8 i
ASCErt RELAE 1) AN S S5 KA Y B2 38 2% (o0 = 0.820) 1]
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W AE: RHBR A, SJHIC BRI  a a  E B i 4 5 AL 2 749

o AU, FATEE A 2 A5 HEO BT AL
VER AR HEAT 1 I 2 (AN FR e A5 X AL
T, 1= EFAFRE, 7= dEWEE; Fuchs et al.,
2010; Peck & Shu, 2009; r = 0.835), thak, FeATiR5>
SR 1A% B T R 2 A s ) B R L
FeAATIRZ A A T B R . s,
TATZR OIS T A OG5

433 HEHSWMEER

B A FERAM] . ST AEAS t K0 I 45 R 2
W, FH G 2H 0Bk O B85 A A e AR ) Jd 25 T 004
SEABIRM mw = 5.43, SD = 1.21 vs. My = 4.81,
SD = 1.75), t(158) = —2.62, p = 0.010, Cohen’s d =
—0.41, ZEFE N TR A PE M RIS 5, RO AK SR
W3, F(1, 156) = 6.52, p=0.012, n3 = 0.040,

RO RAAI 0B BT FEAS t K IR A 2
FE, FH T 20 w3 s 1 1 A5 e R Ak 1Y) K e R
2 T IS HBA(M e = 5.84, SD = 0.62 vs.
M ws = 5.44, SD = 1.21), t(158) = —2.61, p = 0.010,
Cohen’s d = —0.42, 7EF I T #3250 FIAE G I
XL R AR B2, F(1, 156) = 6.51, p=0.012, n} =
0.040,

B KA 30 B R A 80 . BFSE 3c
H bR v A GROR B R Ak 1 30 J8%) A5 4 v A (o0 B8
A BOSE— A Process FE£F#E4T Bootstrap 34T
(Model 4; 5, 000 bootstraps; Hayes, 2013), Z58 &,
A5 FH d5e R A 9 53l B Y ] 2 206 2 35 (Indirect
effect = 0.3198, BootSE = 0.1373, 95% CI [0.0857,
0.6248] AELFE 0), TCHELITAA B RS0V (Indirect
effect = 0.1481, BootSE = 0.1687, 95% CI [-0.1502,
0.5114] 7 )3, WP R HE H2,

T MSTFEAS t KRR LB, BT
L) S 20 43X A T Z2 B ] A B30 (M e = 4.21,
SD = 1.33 vs. Myx = 3.36, SD = 1.43), t(158) =
-3.90, p<0.001, Cohen’ d =—0.62, $Xifi, W<H ik
FEF i ) T HM RO G A B & R
(M iz =5.40,SD =1.00 vs. M g =5.18, SD = 1.20;
t(158) =—1.29, p=0.199),

434 Ve

FSE 3¢ MY SEE A5 R By H1 5 H2 4248 T 32
R, JFHERR T 0BT A AU B R, ok, &
TR — 2P ARG I — A 1 30 5 2%

5 W5 4 BRI
W5 4 HPIA A BOE, B 4 RIDATT4

VENSZI M AL, HRFT B8 U5 B 75 98 17 SR B =0
TH S e AL s . BRI, 40 H3 BT
iR, FRATHED, 7EBEVEAR B (vs. FEHD KT, “H
Te—HERH RN 22T 2 (vs. TFAE) o Ak, BF9E 4 i
5 E S 5 B Y AR 56T 7 it AR T KR i 2 RELA
T[] & 2R (4 98 75 VR 2 5 32 B R00H e KAk g
Ry A (H4)

51 #Wix5Xwigit

WF5E 4R 2 (7 S AR = 3K vs. FHET) x
2 (PRI R vs. Fh) XA Z P T,
RAS 8 A AT 0 F A . K A Credamo 1)
320 A HK(67.50% Lt M s = 31.48 %, SD =
8.80 #)Z 5 T L,

52 LIiRIE

Y HT AR BFFE (Wang et al., 2020), 57 4 &
Seil Tt — A1 S MUAT 55 58 O IR B R . B
R, IR B A1 A SR T2 At A 1%
F GRS R BB Z ) — R g BT, I SR
T AN e SR L ABAT T R R Y R AR L HE
PRI 265 A2 T 18 e e 2 SR X R I 1) 5 S R A T
YA . 7B S A N 1 SR e, FRATTE A
M4 H IR B IR A . BIRSE . 18
WA B A2 B v, 80 A5 3R 0 B8 IR Bk = 1)/
FRBARBHTEIR (1 = EHWANE, 7 = EwF
& Wang et al., 2020) .

TERASE IR SRR 5 J5, 55T 2b
I, WF9E 4 R — K (vs. #1FDHA
AT BN FAR AT 55 58 U™ il AR U AR . 2%
&, PO o8 B A AT 45 AR LSOO B KA R
(o = 0.799) A AR i . ), FRATTESR
PR T A BRI B
53 HIESMELER

B . GEIRRR G, 2 AR . WK
vs. FHEE) x 2 (RIEFREL . sk vs. #HHHA R T
255 BT (R AR 15 2k 0 U5 AR i B ) & B, AR BT =R
R B 22 AW AN 3, F(1, 316) = 0.52, p =
0.474, t—L Al b b kB, GEURFREBAA1E T 9k
TR 3 ) O R R R W TR IR T
PR (M g = 6.02, SD=0.78 vs. M iy = 4.14, SD =
1.27), F(1, 318) = 255.52, p < 0.001, n? = 0.446, %
2 BH TR DR e 1) 45 A2 BT

SO R Eia R 2 F i 3RBOy = 3K
vs. FHEE) x 2 CRIEMEL . Fdh vs. EEHDHUHR R Ty
2553 BT (R 722 8 R 380U S R A 1 B8 8O A B, 77 i
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IR 2 A0 FERLV (F(1, 316) = 10.42, p = 0.001,
Ny = 0.032)F1 7 IR Bk i) 322800 44 2 (F(1, 316) =
3.78, p=0.053,m, = 0.012)., FRH 7 =LA 5% P A ke 114
RHAN NS R, F(1,316) = 3.49, p=0.063, ) =
0.011, #H—L RN HrRW, HHIET,
B A WU A 3 B O B KA By B 3a e 2 s T
W SEAH B3 (M s = 5.75, SD = 0.76 vs. Mugs: = 5.20,
SD = 1.27), F(1, 316) = 12.98, p < 0.001, n3 = 0.039.
SR, TEBC PR BT, WK 40 5 FH 6% 40 /9 B
T T SRR 3 1) 5O S R AR B R
(M sz =5.75, SD =0.89 vs. M w5 =5.61, SD =0.82),
F(1,316)=0.93, p=0.336, e T #EL A0 150 Fn
SRS, AREUT SO B IR AR 6 ) 28 BAE R SR i 2
W3, F(1,314) = 3.40, p=0.066, n; = 0.011,

HAT AR A o2 (7 i 3RO 20 T SE v,
FAGE) > 2 CoEURRRER : At vs. H)BUH R I 250
Br (A 52k FAT G R R ) ) A BR, 77 it SR
A ERY(F(1, 316) = 20.62, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.061)
VG DR e 1 B RN 34 B 2 (F(1, 316) = 12,77, p <
0.001, np = 0.039), TH LI, FIOT G IR
By =2 1N 3, F(1, 316) = 5.35, p=0.021, 0} =
0.017, #E— LIRS TR, RIS, #
Fe A B XT 1 AT 4 08 e Lo o Sk 2 e T A SE 4
BB (M e = 5.29, SD =124 vs. My =4.28, D =
1.72), F(1, 316) = 23.48, p < 0.001, 03 = 0.069. &
1M, FEFIRM AT, WAL S5 R 6% 41 i) Bkl
H AT 2 I FE AL ) 5 T A B 2E (M e = 5.48,
SD =0.99 vs. Mz = 5.15, SD = 1.27), F(1, 316) =
2.48,p=0.116, 7EFEH T # A PERI AR5, 3R
WOy MG SR 22 EAE IR &, F (1, 314) =
5.45,p=0.020, n; = 0.017, X—&50HF H3., A
RZERE LA 3,

6.0
5.15
50t
&
% 4.0 B
g 3.0t
H_
20t
am
1.0}
e A
Bl 3 WS 4 vy SO R BT IR BT B 4T R R
AR5 151 1) 52 HLALONE

AT HY AN o LA R BT O B AR R

B F AT i S LA ) Ry R AR, RKOR SRRAR Y
Saa Oy R A AR G, SR SR AR S, R
Process 7 & K6 56 9% Y5 A i Xof 2080 FH e KAk B4 5 e Ja
A AR50 B9 R 5 /E FH (Model 7; 5, 000 bootstraps;
Hayes, 2013), 45 R R W], B BT 80 B R Ak Hy
B30 B A RN A A 2 Y R (Indirect
effect = —0.3164, BootSE = 0.1721, 95% CI [—0.6910,
—0.0070] ANELE 0)o 7EFERIAMET, MR AAH
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Renting with urgency: How product acquisition mode shapes
consumers' propensity to sublet?
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Abstract

Enhancing resource utilization and achieving sustainable social development have become pressing global
concerns. However, little research has examined how the mode of product acquisition influences consumers’
tendencies in product disposition. The current study begins to fill this gap by examining this unaddressed
research question.

Across nine studies and one supplementary meta-analysis, the present research identifies a novel
rental-subleasing effect. Specifically, Study | longitudinally tracks consumers’ actual behaviors and shows that
renting (vs. purchasing) a product increases their propensity to sublet it. The subsequent five online experiments
(Studies 2a-2c, 3a, and 3c) and two laboratory experiments (Studies 2d and 3b) further replicate this effect and
demonstrate that it is driven by the urgency of utility maximization (Studies 3a, 3b, and 3c).

Furthermore, we show that the rental-subleasing effect is moderated by resource scarcity (Study 4).
Specifically, we find that this effect disappears (vs. remains) under resource-scarce (vs. the control) conditions.
Among these studies, we vary the product stimuli (e.g., bike, skateboard, and camping tent), change the sample
sources (e.g., student and non-student samples), and use multiple methods (e.g., field experiment and lab
experiment).

Finally, using a single-paper meta-analysis as a supplementary analysis, the current study further confirms
the robustness of the effect of product acquisition mode on consumers’ propensity to sublet products. Together,
these findings advance the understanding of how product acquisition modes shape consumer disposition
behavior and offer practical implications for fostering circular and sustainable consumption.

Keywords rental, subleasing propensity, urgency of utility maximization, resource scarcity
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