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UEAE R, Bl 25 A% 3 T Ik 19 ) TR S R R 230 A R A 0 S 7 5 e, B S 4% 9 o RN B 1Y)
HEA A BTG B4 moR A B R ST, TN 4 mhn bl s S . SR, AR & 2018 4R
11 A, &EA RETE 2R 2 578 K, HA it 39.40% HEHLFIME, 2.95% W24, U
AN TR Y 3 24 R 5 sk 4 [ U A o B IR 22— o CTELIBR ) 4 il T 3 1) 5 A A R A B
A, AT A AR AR FH I SRS I, 23 R 38 K11 15 FH XU (Graves, 2003; Dobbie #il Skiba, 2013; 2= 5 2,
2016) . 535 [ 9% 3 & AR 1 R 2016 4F & 35 H S¥ 3R R, P B 1t 40% Y 9 245 23 1) 5% 3 17
B AFT R o XA AR TR T H R 208 AR, A 85 1ok T B R AR XU, 3

W B - 2019-04-27
ESWA : FXKHARE AT B H (71572099); F K [ AR} 2% 5L 4 1 S0 Bk W24 % A VE DR 55 5 42 (71728007)
YEZ I - IR EEHE (1980—), 5, TTIRITBA N, LI I 28 A~ i o e TR R 5 4

FAERT(1976—) GEIRVEE ), 53, WHOAR BN, b2 K2 7 2 e Al 2082, 18 A S0l

@ Hedi >k 5 M 5E 2 % B M- https: //shuju.wdzj.com/problem-1.html.

@ HE N RAATAESS 0o 55 S AT FE BT I 5 VR AL (2014) I g [ 8 G247 2 BT LA BIORRUEABI AT, R T — 289 65 R VEAT I AR
LG 5 A R B H BT B2 RS, fr B ORIE LTS DR 4 KUK .
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KEH SEN: BREN SUERNIERRM

T ARSI 4 il e A AL A R . IR I, B KU A A, R SO A A T TR A, X
TR R ) 4 il v A A AT T R T A A B R SRS AN E

FIWT AR HE A AERT, TERENE OB S (B2, R EfR % e
FRBILAE 2Z A0 AR MO TR PR AR X AR AL PR S A OB ML Al R 47 4 P RIS TPy, Ty LAt 17738 8 f5k
Z JJi S5 A0 5% ] it 2% (Dobbie Fl Skiba, 2013; Iyer 25, 2016; Tan 1 Phan, 2018) ., 52 |, H
HACE BRI AR 27 D3 RIS 43, A% e DAY o I R R RN e 1400808 A 03 D 58 £
VAR ME A I D) 4 il S T A B o SRy T G b T R £ 8 K R0 L A Rl RRBE 28 ]2
TR IR R . o, A OCH P AR RS TH SR E s L AT R A I A S RS B IE TR R Al B
ok 22 b A FH o 3 S A A A MR AL T AT AR E IR FHACE M AT SE (R 5, Al 7T DA AT 2L
RO A 15 FHXURSE (Lin 25, 2013; Wei 45, 2016) . B “H A5 B 1645 FHPEAG b (14 B2 B 95
25 S [ A M 5 B A I 5% ) ] (Lin %5, 2013; Wei 45, 2016; Cornée, 2019), I HL7E BUZ 31T A 3K
3 4 SCARIE 5T 75 18 A B0 AR 22 BUR (Herzenstein 4%, 2011; Pope il Sydnor, 2011; ZE45 4%, 2014;
Dorfleitner &5, 2016),, {H 8 47 SCHER X 4545 SCARSEATIZ 48

JEAE R N EZERAL S (A2 138 B, Al T B EE F RSB T AR, TR B A
MTAYPEAS 17 K A 2579 52 716 2 (Holtgraves, 2011; Min %%, 2013; Andriotis 4%, 2014) . {545 H 3
R F D5 S S RS PR A T RN [R) R A A e, DA R DA B A R R IR AT )
B A DL R AR A 3% 224 5 3 (Gardner %%, 1999; Oyserman %, 2002; Hong il Chang,
2015) . PR, A SCRAJEAR rf < 7R FRATT Y IR B R 3R AN WA [R) 11 TR A i ) A 42
FHGE I OU T, SR R E TR, Wi R B T B s Ak Sy 17 AT T R R Rk IRATT T ek
AT B R Y LK B R ] . AR SO TR [ — FEHE A TS AR A il S I 13 799 A ECE K
T IK 31 7872 FcMiAE R, BT H IR A IS, a0 T O3RN IRATT PSRRI Rk S B A 2 1]
MRFR . FATRI, Blr B IR EAR [ IR PR 5 3 A 28 240 5 45 H RS Z [ A 76 5 0 %
RFR o AT [ T A ] 8 P R, 3 2 R T ELAK 1 TR A e R R i Y
AL,

AR 2 S R H IR AR B 3 A R E 2 — (Singelis il Sharkey, 1995; Gardner %%, 1999;
Cross %%,2011) . BARBEAAR B L 0T Ge W] B A7 76 00 37 AT B AR BRI (Trafimow 4%, 1991; Agrawal
il Maheswaran, 2005), {H X} K ZE0 N5, KR 32 8 6] SCAG Y 5200, DU AT 58 25 7 B — 7 T B 2
H, B H AR X FE e ) B FR A 15 1R] (Ahluwalia, 2008) . PR, AS [R) B 28 A X ) A& 3 A
[\ 04 B F 2 #4467 (Markus F1 Kitayama, 1991; Nisbett 2%, 2001; Oyserman £¢, 2002), 37 M Hi 45
A 2E S A, AT TR R AL A TR 8 8 R A ], 3 A T HOHE U (5 e, FR
B, AR T30 07 A, B 7 N ) T BAR [ 3R, X 22 5 2 300 7 N2 A AR 35 29
By MAEA ST F IR [, P A I A R B i 22 550 FATSGHE— P IRR T SR BEF X
I 3R A RAE TRV B 52 e, & B SCAR B0 AN BEAR T AT A3 2 2%, 1 HL W 28 1 3 FR
FEREAE FHRURS: B9 7R H o

AR SCH) FEETTERAE T — R — P WE T 55 87 (E) A S B 2, SRRt

2017 4F 12 A BE ZRATH LT HUE R I 0% Ml 55 038 50 A 2018 45 8 F KA 1 (P 4 A DA 58 b A WL 25 JURG 75 o L3 28 )%
SO B R A A N (K5 PR 0, I M o TR S, i XL PR 43 T AF
@ Lo, BRALT 2011 I EIELEL M YA T Lenddo FIFEAF Y240 T (83K (@INGS  LAAE Twitter, Facebook LinkedIn. HESE. 73 Hi
Al Hotmail S SR E NG SEL o Lenddo 7R i AbAIERE THEAEBIMFTA AN B, ARSI HLME L.
.« 35 .
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A FEBRZ A ) BRI AL T, R LAFE A R T S R R AR RCE AT R, I L HE
AT T 5 i L, R e A 08 1 AR 28 Ry X RS 42 48 A e it T 2 T g, R A
A N G425 19 5 R A BE B T D6 F 3R A L (Markus i Kitayama, 1991), BAK Z i 14
WFFEIN AN 6] 1 1 3 A 40 ] 23 52 0 3N 19 XU A7 A, 1H 2 AR 55 08 2 3 145 HITBE R R .
FATHY T B, Wi Z A 3 OC &, A CE BRI 3 3, D 3 29 3B s B A 0 R,
W5 29 AR, — 2 S SC k25 i i [ 3R A Y SR 32 2 R AR VS O 22 1 (Markus Al
Kitayama, 1991; Oyserman %, 2002), 1 % /0 WF 5% v B B b J7 19 H 3R @244 22 7 . Talhelm 55 (2014)
FE ik 4R 45 (2016) LA ] 45 8 2 B 58 & 30, v B R AL O A R 32 SORER IR £ L 22505 52
FHIE R, AR SCE 3 SEUE 50 B & 3, B O N A SR BAK A R @A . X Rl [ 3R 25 Sl
b AATT LA AN TR) A JEL 2y ORG24 B, DT B 366 ) 4l 7 3 v 7 2 S TR 1 £ LRSS

= XEREE S R R

(—) AN

B IR E LT ARG R, RO T ARG AL 2 60 BEIAR  HLA ROC R E LA
O ol fl B B Oy RO R B2, m] DA 43 A m vy B F- A E K B 3k (Markus F1 Kitayama, 1991; Haberstroh 45,
2002), Jlar @A A REMER S SAEMN I — TR0 A ERAE, EFIRRER, M F
LT WREST B E RRE L B AR AN, TS R AN A AR R 51T B (Markus
Kitayama, 1991; Singelis 1 Sharkey, 1995; Haberstroh 55, 2002), 1 HAK H LW 2¥ A R B ZS
A BB R AE, RS, MMEAR LR SRR B K S, BEEMA N,
1#5 JBFN 47 3l (Markus #1 Kitayama, 1991; Singelis #I Sharkey, 1995).

H IR 2 B BT B JBHNHER U7 3l (Cross 4%, 2002) o 7F 28 5 45 #4503,
AHFFEIN R, H R AL 23 00T 2% 35 (A0 4% 55 5T 5 I 7 (Lalwani F1 Shavitt, 2013) | it JEUSHURT Pt
(Escalas Fl Bettman, 2005; Ahluwalia, 2008) . %1 IR 5 F: (Aaker F1 Lee, 2001; Agrawal fil Maheswaran,
2005) . W Bl PE I 2% (Zhang 1 Shrum, 2009) . XU 47 24 (Mandel, 2003) F138 747 24 (Cojuharenco 4,
2012) 5577 A — RN E N . BR O SCHERIT AR 2R W B 3R b 05 A XU i 46, (R 2 R ATTIA
RN 78 CH C 5 0% FR e A 2 e B AR S T 5 E i 3R B, X e A2 FR AT A A Y
AR TR,

(=) B IR 515 XU

HRHEEHREATAZENEE RSN R 0, 3 IRE-AE A T E 0 —F 3 TR
T, — 3 X B 0 SR A T X AR S e, EEAE T AR DS AT Ry, o e AR T 2
) 8 15 240 R[] 422 5 e AR FH D SR AT

TERYE )= b, R TE A R 0T o A SRR ey =, — L, oy A R N2 A 5
B =84 7 K (Analytic Thought), ZAR 54 T 2EA% 55, A0 ) T Jm 3505 S8 60 0 97 7 b 0 52 240
(Nisbett 5§, 2001; Monga #1 John, 2007, 2008; Lin %, 2008; Lalwani F1 Shavitt, 2013), X Fft & A5 =X
23 EOMT [ 3R A A K IS M R LB 2947 A, AN EE R 24 ok 1 45 B R AL, DA B 4
Sy R A s . AR H 3 N BA 4R XY )7 X (Holistic Thought), ¥t 7 E U2 — 1%
R AR W AR, OGO T 2 18] A 6 ZR R DT 76 15 5% (Nisbett %5, 2001; Monga F1 John, 2007, 2008;
Lin 4%, 2008; Lalwani #1 Shavitt, 2013) . X FiUE AER T BOEAK B 3R A5 H0E AU 5800 % 18 E
YNt 8 B 05 PR R R R I 52 MR, 38 23 785375 18 i 29 0 FE AR 52 OC R A 52w, AT ik 2 1 24 e 5
TR 75— 71, M LT Al B 3R A1 30CH, BAK A 3R A0 15 308 BLA 508 04 18 18R SR 4 2 R 4k
AR [ 3R DL ey R i At 23 0C R O AT O S AIL, L A 4 [ 0 T A R R SR A
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PRI B T AT 2 S 55 R A Ak 2 o U, R e 2 O i, SR BB G 45 B, DT S5 il B 22 1Y) 1
17 R f1 2541 447 4 (Singelis 11 Sharkey, 1995; Mandel, 2003; Ashton-James %5, 2007; Lalwani 4,
2009; Cojuharenco %, 2012) ., i3 £& JEUAR A (75 B 1 6 0 09 (5 3R 3 ol S7 [ 30 44 19 £ 3K
& T AT ReARCH A RO

TEGCIRZ A b, AR e Tl B 3R, BLAR R AR 0 ) ) A 5 A T 2 AR S R IR S s o
B B S AR B TR M RS AR 1% H Sk U (Cross 45, 2000, 2011), AL AMTE T X 55, S5
NRFF—2, 1T TS S, DI SS #4975 b ) #1256 & (Markus fil Kitayama,
1991; Kim 1 Markus, 1999) o 1fii 2 37 7 38 #4 i [] 19 A -5 At AN DR AE— i R B8, R 300 i 5 1Y)
i 25 /8% (Holland%¥, 2004) o A, AH B 0h sy 1 3R, BAK 1 FR R Ra 40 i) A9 9 B RIS 1 A B 6
R g KA+ 25 M 4% (Cross 4%, 2000; Mandel, 2003) . K4 AO#E 2556 5247 B T AR B8 R B3, f
TR, L an B R0 55 SRR Y B R B A5 B 43 5 45 (Granovetter, 1983; Weber 1 Hsee, 1998; Ruef,
2002) . Cross55(2000) & B, f&5 B ELAK F 3 A4 1 N 23 B B 8 2 14t 23 SCFF . Mandel(2003) 45
A EE T ST B FR EAR IR B AR TR kR 2 I 4%, O HLRB A% AR AT T £ 1Y T 4
Blo PRIL, F-ATRT RAHE W AR B 3R 69— B AR BT, F 5 0] R4S 24k & SR 0 1 B, XA Bh T
R 905617 R H e, FRATTHE A pF R AR i

B 1: A BE TSy 1 3R A 1) (9 11 38, AR 1 FR AR T 1] 4 £ 3 i 29 R ALK

(=) 304k 25 S 1 52 )

SCAB R R AR [ F EE A 1Y B R 3 2 — (Markus 1 Kitayama, 1991; Oyserman 55, 2002) .
ANE SO AT A [F By B Fe i ie 7 =, — Mk A, 78 07 A Can 36 [ 0) 52414 32 U (B
ISR, k7 A 3R 7 S, AR 5 N (A BN 32 AR 32 SO B 52 e, BAR F 3R
F % (Markus 1 Kitayama, 1991; Lee %, 2000; Haberstroh 5%, 2002) . K A ] 4 FH & 8244 7 X, A
[i) s DX 8 N2 2 B A [R) %) SR 4 T SR AT o 7 5. 4N Zhang A1 Shrum(2009) 76 WF 5% 8y 13 2%
BF, e R B0 At N7 F 3R A A A 32 SCIE S0 T 2% B A AE T 2 00 ol g PR T 2%, A AT T 45 5 T
B, MR EAR AR B A 32 CE T o A 3 3R A

B E AU EAR AR £S5, (A E K, 2, X 22 50, JLHJER
b Tr, o M B R IREE SO I A AR TE O K @ R K SEAN R, B O N S A6 AR
IR AN [ 45 i (B BH #, 2008; Talhelm %5, 2014; BSR4, 2016) , AR ELEINT 5, R 5 AR N TE 58
B4R T U] (Talhelm 25, 2014; T ikR4E, 2016) . Talhelm 25 A (2014) i “ KK B MR AEY)
BEF A BESE 0 T rg AU T AR AR 2 SCRIANME 32 25 5 R T rg i R FE KA, KT & VR
R AT BORE B AR 11 2 A 3= SRR b O R 2 R /22, A BN T K 5 b A 3 i S B
A7, B TR AL T NNl S A A S SO . DA DTT s SCAksE R DG N 2R R R, T E
D3 52 A 0 LA ARG R AR R A A B A 5 R IR S AR A W e B8, B Al R O R R
SCAR Y E s, T b G R R SOl ) PR AR RN T R A BRI S 34 T AN WSS A, it 5 80
J7 I AR T2 ST ) B 5, S T2 SO ) 58 55 (ED IR AR A%, 2016) o S5 1, ma b5 A 95 19 48 ik
P —8i o B R Z RS VER R, I LA A AN ROCR B, A TR R T, & —
AN R D 32 R SR BB B — 4~ < FA” B 43R 1mi b o R SRRL ks, AR g sk A, T HL &2
2% R, 45 R A AR B 2 58— 47 8 1Y 5 (RRPH &, 2008) o BRI, AH e FAb Ty, /7 B8 50 JE il
SRR ORI, BT R P AR AR 32 SCRAS (AR 32 SOy, 30T P . B 3R A 0t 1) (9 A ), e 7
N Z2 M R B R B ARY [ 3R A, A AU EE 2 b R B Sk v A IR, B S 3T AR
Wi 297K FEF UL, FATER I a0 N 5T R
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s 2: P 7 PR SRy B s 1) EAR 1 R A ], 2 3 ik RE X AR Y 3 24 2% ik O N R A B
SR S g ey Ak (T =S ST 1 D0 =Y 9 PR R <

(D) SCALBF 152 1)

TEAS PG R i SO BB K F R IFMH S B F M EZ AN O SRz —, ChEF
AAH B F REARAE 238 1035 29 3R (B HL 45, 2015), 177 L 23 38 1k s 28 JE 24 A R R ARG 0 R 249 R X
FR A = A R R R

RIS b, — 7T, BF ReB i AT 24 R 42 Jmy M R 4R IR S B 3 s B F K
BN 75 T i B4 T ) 81, XA B 1 1 0 FRA% K P (Hou 5%, 2003) . 53— 5 I, 0 F ik A4
F+ ARG I8 780 8 4E (Rest F1 Narvaez, 1991; Trevino, 1992) . i 1\ 1 & & Bit ( Cognitive Moral
Development) [ AH JAH 58 & BT, A ALAL 1) 8 TEIA HIZK V- 5 208 KA AR W2 0 IE A DG OC &, 1M
HIEXZF m 4 BR 2 5 B AR K B B % A G I 2R Z — (Trevino, 1992) , Rest 1 Narvaez
(1991) 3 1 IF 5 38 18 W 114 57 %€ 9] BN 3K ( Defining Issues Test), 5t 4% 32 9 A5 B0H M HOI
AAHCHE NN EA S W E AW GE ). 5 OC, 2R KR A F T2 ik AT et 2 8
Y AT N, dndE JEfE 4T (Alesina F11 La Ferrara, 2002), £ #F i3 B # 47 4 (Penner 45, 2005) | 25 35 45 I
170 (Wiepking Fl Maas, 2009) F1£H 212\ & 47k (Ng Al Feldman, 2009) % .

TEIRA R I, — T, #EF A BT ATt 2 45 Ho /i (Sewell F1 Hauser, 1972; fIL37.°F
FIHE H3E,2011), N A5 $:45 5 £ i1 2 %8R (Sanders 1 Nee, 1996; Blumenstock 2§, 2016)
Blumenstock 55 (2016) & B A 55 15 41 45 0 T HLAS () A AS(ELH A B 5 K ) 44 58 I 8%, iy LAl A7 5
AT BEARAT At A WA 55 S A BIVEE Al 7] 808 IR 8, RS 5 ARG R B, 5 — T L BE A BT A
I A BT, R &2 5, ¥ KAk 32 W 45, #2744 98 28 (Brehm A1 Rahn, 1997; Huang %,
2009). Huang % (2009) 1% T U H KV 54k %A Z MR AR A OC R, BOE AMLAERS N
SRR, O RREE T AL S AR A5 T AL 23 TR U B AE (AT AR AR B 2 i At 2 B R SRR
Dufhues 55 (2011) 7ERF 57 48 [E 5 6211 Il 3k & 30, 4L SR AR NI P A IR L 2 % & R GE,
P an AL T A B, DT AT A e 0 40 1 AR

K Sy SCAL 20 e S 4E T SRS IR 2 o A /E A, B ik R A A 3t Rl ek A 4
JRi PR YRS, JF HLTE AT B AR R Ak e R, IRl 5540 T SRR A9 29 580 ik T EAK 3 IR A 1Y
TR, SO Wt — 20 i 1 B2 75 =09V A DL Al 2 B8 224 2 DR R A S o Btk FR A48
R AR

ik 3: SCALEE REME 554k ik Sy ) R A X i 249 %) 1 ) 52 M, 1 Ak ELAK 8 FR A i 2 Y
70 1) 5 1

ZHESEE

(—) B dha oA I

AT BB A U8 T o [ — SR HE A4 T B A AR 2N W IS WG T 2012 4R, 2 b
LR R P o 2 B 2 Bl o A R B £ i O, FEAEAS P R R R AT R T
V-5 BERE AR U] P 1 T AL TH R A A5 TE R A5 B o AR SCRL 5% A L BIRE LA RE 122 7] 2017 4F
7—12 A3t 14 611 A OIS R, 21 BR 5308 D A5 B 2 RYIE A6, JLARAT 13 7991 i b
AK o b BR T A R BN D SETHRRAE R A1, FRATTIE AT P & B 317 872 4%

@© A FE 2T EOR A, ERAG BN E N FRS LU AR A A7 i ) XU AGEE
e 38 o
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FAF . A X SR E AR T B Ak B

()

AU R E R B AR AR i, 0 RRARE Y, 1 CREL . R TFEMIE 2 &5 AN
FHAREE J7 1 (Avery 55, 2004; BEFEAE, 2015), 7] LU SR A 841X 43 P 28 AN TR 04 15 3k 8. 13 799 4
A, i 29 L35 3] 47.56%.

A SCAAZ G A AR TR A ACE 1Y H TR AL, o B IR EAR B3R, DIAEARZ SCHREL <R
F0CFRAT 3K PR A ] 22 3k 24 AR 2R M 7 H A B K B R (Gardner 4%, 1999; Oyserman &5,
2002; Hong Fl Chang, 2015) . Kt 78 SCH LA F 7 R FoATT” 1 A i a8 B R i 28 A () =
BRI o TEAEACE O &R RS v, W SRl 3R AU Bk 22, R ARk 37 1 FR A ) B, T A
CTAT B UBURR 22, AR ELK B A ] R

ARSCI 55 %0 B AR R S0fk 22 R RISCIL R o #E B 3R EER B AH SC STk, R 2 D) I
Ve R e Ak A B AR & (Markus Al Kitayama, 1991; Haberstroh 5%, 2002; Monga Al John, 2007), A 1t
AR SCAR LA [] 3 358 3 75 A 22 S, DAZR I TR T A Ry Xl i A ORI o RS v, g JE D7 1R G Lo 9]
2170 6.31 : 3.69, XALEHE L, FATARIEAS R0 57 Iy J2 0K DL S 109 4 A7 1 A 3 2 1 1) 43 2 738
(B HEAE, 2015), F HA @ P LU e b & KRB ORBE R DL U, AR OB
2.20 : 3.61 : 3.20 : 0.99,

PO, A SCREARIS ISR /N A IR 2R A IR 36 RS O VR il AR i, R 1 2
KAR R E L AR EGE T . N AT RLE B T 2 RRPEA3 40, & A8 e ik 2 Rk i 29 T RRAEAE
FRTE NP

x1 FLEEENRHRERIT

FKiB 21 (n=7 236) 12 (n=6 563)
A5 ey Diff(¢ {H)
Mean ‘ SD Mean ‘ SD
IsC ST AR Kk IR RS 2,623 3.657 2.076 3.302 0.547"7(9.246)
INSC AR T Kk T ik 0.424 1.487 0.224 0.993 0.20077(9.347)
North AET5N MIHAE 15 B, TUHRE S 0 0.360 0.480 0.379 0.485 —0.019"(=2.301)
Edu ﬁﬁﬂi% zkﬂ&ui%ﬁﬁ K2, 1.405 0.950 1.180 0.872 0.225""(14.525)
T ETER L ETLUTF RO
P AE R
Male FVERUEA 15 ZHEMHRE A 0 0.729 0.445 0.760 0.427 ~0.0317"(~4.198)
Age ik 30.417 6.607 30.155 7.172 0.2627(2.221)
Married BUEN 1L ARIEN 0 0.547 0.498 0.499 0.500 0.048"(5.621)
Child BA/NZR 1, B /NZIR 0 0.435 0.496 0.410 0.492 0.0257"(2.886)
MGR BHZ 5 THRUER 1, 0 0 0.345 0.475 0.326 0.469 0.0197(2.325)
LnINC WA BT EL 8.681 0.474 8.633 0.448 0.0487(6.089)
Aplys ZIRRPEr 94.506 49.975 93.368 59.232 1.138(1.214)
LnSend RIS AE R R AL 1.985 1.603 1.551 1.455 0.4347(16.675)
VE: TR RAE 10%.5% F 1% BIKF- ER3E. TR,
M KIEERRESH

(—) A A 1R
FATE Se ot A T b Xk 29 A9, X BB 1 AT IR, PO MR R 0-1 A8 i, BT LIA
e 30 .
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SCFEERH Logit FIH 48 o Logit M)A &8 H A5 FPFAT B AL, BA R A2 B 48 4 43 A BR i A9 00
4. (Jacobson Fl Roszbach, 2003) . & 2 45 T 435 5| A2 28 & A1 B 28w f5 B9 Logit [BIH 43 #7145
o R EIR, 78 1% BY7KF Flsr 3 30T 29 35 59 0 1) 52 0, 1 BAR F 3R E 20 W
B A, 1 R 1 AR B ISR, A5 38 By 37 1 R ) R, 0 24 A AR R R s, T B A
P A 1 s, D5 2 B MR A R ARG T ELB (3) 38 e B, A 45 i LA AR 2 B O T, RS BCE
FERAR T R T M URBCEE G N 13K, 35 24 B RS 1S I 7.4%, T AR SR ik < FRATTT R B R
I 1R, i3 2 AR ) 25 T [ 4.6%.

x2 FAXNBHEMB Logit @ISR

FIAE &L 2901 k29, 0 hAREY)
(1) (2) (3)
B ME OR B ME OR B ME OR
sc 0.066 0.016 1.068 0.072 0.018 1.074
(0.009)™ | (0.002)™ | (0.009)™ | (0.009)"" | (0.002)™" | (0.009)"
-0.061 -0.015 0.941 -0.047 -0.012 0.954
INSC
(0.017) (0.004) (0.016) (0.017) (0.004) (0.016)
0.171 0.043 1.186 0.165 0.041 1.179
North
(0.037) (0.009) (0.044) (0.037) (0.009) (0.043)
i -0.228 -0.057 0.796 -0.231 -0.058 0.794
! (0.020)™" | (0.005)™ | (0.016)" (0.020)™" | (0.005)™ | (0.016)"
a 0.201 0.050 1.222 0.207 0.051 1.230
T 004D | (001007 | (0,051 0,042 | (0.010) | (0.051)"
) —0.144 -0.036 0.866 -0.145 -0.036 0.865
8¢ 0.02)™ | (0,005 | (0.018)" 0.02)™ | (0,005 | (0.018)"
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W, B85 1 ELAK 3R A AR XA P XURS: A I ThT R

B 75 B R, AT A 2T M AR BREEVE A, NSk AT A &2 B A5 & Mg
JRRAE 25 A R R B S e (T2, 2006) o H IR AAAE S N8I X, £ S N R R AT .
BTG RS [ R0 R 2178, e BAR A RIS 047 Ry, #0501 P 52 T H8 10 < i Y
P (Simon, 1956) . FUZ TG 38 3K 4 N 94~ AF 25 FVR B, 2830 H 45 W0 A0 0 2% (Laibson, 1997;
XI5 A A, 2018), 1M1 J5 38 SR A 23 56 R RS 25 (EE A =02, X PRI AS [A] i TA i O A B I
TeE &A% 2 4, AR a7 sCERAE HLAR B A, B anod Sy 1 R 4G A T I AU B 3, NI A 3k
W, B T38 K H ¥ (Ellis Fll Wittenbaum, 20005 Sinclair 1 Fehr, 2005) . {H 5 ASBF 58 B 5 K 1 B B¢
W 4 1T 5, A 3 A 3K A 20, A3 A DX, B s ML) A 55, T Lk 68 G AT LA AN (L A%
UUBR S, 5 AT A & R SE BT 322, I 5 B0 3G 103 20 AR o AR s el & 15 A
C 54 S BB KR 52w A5 YR AT M

RIS AR DT i = R A FH i SR B 06 I 4 il 2 2 118 2 e o, a4 o £ 3 RURS: 2 s
b T I P R . L, A T AR G A R, & RlRHEE 24 F] 23 )T 8 M 22 R U2 4 4 A
P, B E B R E SR YIS R APP {5 B55 . SR, 33 26 {5 B A4 50 R ey 475 1 45
— L WF5¥ (Wei 1 Lin, 2016), 17 H 24 77 4 @l B 5 2 BB 6645 59 TAE OB b A 6« ik
I A R B o AR SO A AR TR 0 A3 AT UE SE T AR {5 S A R0 AR — 25 FE A Y AT
REVE . AR 28 7R 2 38 40 A SCAR 23 B T LR 430 A7 308, %o 2 0 P 28 R AT TR A2 i R
G307, LA OIS [] 64 P B AA, AT g Dk e SR B AR 4l

FOWR, A Sl i A5 R T AR ER AR 3 FR A28, [ 3R A8 A (L 23 5 ) 0 1
A FH AU, At 25 5 i B0 4k i i 7 =, — B P i 2, — S & mh Rk 2 ) 4 R R IR
S EGTT . BAR 2018 45 3 28 H v [ BRI 4 fl b 23 K A CCHLIE ) 4 il 9 457 45 A A
A GRAT) YW F R A8 TR 2 7 07 =X, BRCRIFA I o Lee 55(2000) £2 13, £ X
ANTR) 3 3R 2R 3 2, AR LA [R5 B SR o kT B TR IS A R i B AR A 1)
ST EAR RS 1 D) 1 B A 075 80 2 ) 47 5L o AR WS IR AE Gtk S 1 FR SR A R B 3R E AR S
B, REMAE SRR, “HE R I IR S A P 1 E KA ABRE 7, IR A R X
X TE 23, BT B AU SR A AT T3 3K BE A8 25 LT SR 19 25 A, b T LLSE S 9 e — 26 7%
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Self-construals, Cultural Difference and Credit Risk:
Evidence from Internet Finance

Zhang Yiwei, Gao Weihe

(College of Business, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200433, China)

Summary: Although the internet financial market has risen rapidly recently in China, the high default
rate has become a constraint to the healthy development of the industry. Because “soft information” can
provide additional reliable signals about borrowers’ true credit risk, the related research in credit evaluation
has been already the most cutting-edge trend. However, currently there is little research on the mining of SMS.

Based on borrowers’ SMS, this research studies the impact of different self-construals on default by min-
ing the quantities of “I”” and “we”. As a kind of self-cognition of consumers, self-construals directly affect con-
sumers’ credit decision-making behavior by influencing their thinking mode, and indirectly influence con-
sumers’ credit decision-making behavior by changing their resource constraints. We propose that borrowers
with interdependent self-construals have lower default rates than those with independent self-construals.

Self-construals are influenced by culture. The different tendency of collectivism and individualism in
north and south of China leads to the difference of self-construals. We believe that the southerners are more in-
terdependent and the northerners are more independent, which leads to a relatively low default rate in the
south. The relationship between self-construals and credit risk is also influenced by education. Education will
change people’s thinking mode and reduce resource constraints, so as to weaken the positive effect of inde-
pendent self-construals and strengthen the negative effect of interdependent self-construals on default.

Our data come from a well-known financial technology company in China. We receive a total of 13 799
samples from July to December 2017, including 317 872 text messages from users. We mainly use Logit re-
gression and negative binomial regression to analyze the data, and find that there is a significant correlation
between self-construals and credit risk. Borrowers with independent self-construals have higher default rates,
while borrowers with interdependent self-construals have lower default rates. We also find that the southern-
ers show stronger interdependent self-construals and the default rate is relatively low. The education level not
only reduces the default rate of borrowers, but also significantly moderates the effect of self-construals on
credit risk.

This paper offers a number of contributions: First, we further verify the validity and importance of “soft
information” (SMS). In the absence of enough hard information, financial technology companies can make full
use of these “soft information” to portray borrowers and evaluate their credit risk. Second, previous studies
have suggested that different self-construals affect people’s risk behaviors, but do not link them to consumer
credit. Our research finds that there is a significant relationship between these two variables. The more the bor-
rower emphasizes himself, the higher the default rate; and the more important the social relationship, the lower
the default rate. Third, the literature on the impact of culture on self-construals focuses more on the difference
between China and the West, and less on the difference in self-construals between the North and the South in
China. Through the empirical analysis, this paper finds that the southerners have a stronger tendency of inter-
dependent self-construals.

Key words: self-construals; cultural difference; credit risk; SMS; soft information
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