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KA o A RRAR AYRRAR SESde 4TAF K

SFEE B849: (91
1 3|

Bl N CORWIRE I, 98 UE AR Bl oy 42 BRI
B2 ), RN B e SRS R RS ) 1Y)
Bdli s, 2018 AERERA BT 8.2 (L NEFRAR,
AR 22 AT I & & W) Fi Bk (food  scarcity )iy
Ry E R, BREYRESL, RERIEHIEE S
TrR BRI E R E R R Bk RE N RS
Vr kRS LA, Bk 2 i K I 28 55 fE pL
el ok 1) 9% 4 Bk (financial scarcity)o 04, 1ER
B AR IR AT E W & R B (product
scarcity) FlHT [8] 5 Bl (time scarcity ) AR I . 58
o IR AN [ 200 4 SR G AT 5 i AR 19 0 LR T
R FENNEYRG.. WEmEE . 7= R
i [ 7% S5 S5 AN ) ) BE X 3K — R LA T . B
YRR i AT 5 DG B W A e XTI 2 A B B
HI52 0 (Read & van Leeuwen, 1998; Xu, Schwarz,
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& Wyer, 2015); B4 Hi SR AT 50 U OG 142 ¢ 4 7 ke
Xof et it T % FIRG SR TRt T % DR 1) 52 ) 4 (HLL,
Rodeheffer, Griskevicius, Durante, & White, 2012;
Sharma & Alter, 2012); 7= i H Bl i BF 58 W) 56 3 72
A A BT B . W SE R L SO R RS R
(Inman, Peter, & Raghubir, 1997; Bozzolo & Brock,
1992; Eisend, 2008); i Asf [i) s ke i) i 55 1) 9 7 st
[F) 7 R X A H AR AT 55 58 LAY 520 (Zhu,  Bagchi,
& Hock, 2018),

SR, ST T AN [R) S A g s e XS4 1) 5% i A
WA 2L 22 50 H T AR A 8 XX — )
AT, G A E A I 55 20 o ff i
PRV T W S0 GOH 2847 52 (B R, 9%
fit, 2017), {H2 [ A 27 AR S0 i X — 37 A 4R
BT B B, B0 Sl B BB A
B SLE F EE . HOS)R W, B B3
R AT LA B2 B AT T AR S 5 Y g SR bk
2%, R SR A B A 25 A R B R e K N TE BILTR,
FEAZ 40 LR BB B ) TS A, SERERZH, BB
R 2 R A 5T AT LA Bl BURE A oMl S 4 T T
AN TR 26 B ) s ks 2 R AR RN T 9% 257 1) M 3 e 52
2% Sk R, DA B A R R Al 1 P SR A
FE o BT, ASCETEN GRS A B BT A
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PRIAL, A EORAT NS . AR SR B, B
Yoo 77 ah . BEE AT TR R Bk (2 AR
AEEEAT OB . BREEAT I BRORE L DL KM
PEAT o SO i LA RST8] S AG 1 JGIE BE I A Bk 2
SARE A A AT S OB AR PR T B
BEo MeAh, SCEELELSRHME N T ILAA RTE
M SR ST A

: BRBES. D2EEMRRHE

2.1 FHEREES

2 52 Wi B (scarcity)? 27 A1 8 i 5 [a] T A\
i 58 14 15 i TR 3% SR R A B8 XA Bk A T SR o 491
N, AL F N M SO BT A 1 BT IR A T
H © 75 2 9% I /9 1R 2% (Mullainathan & Shafir,
2013; Fan, Li, & Jiang, 2018), Hamilton Z£(2019)
WA R AL, A H o R RS . BE
(R 2 BUE AT IRAS BT g L R, TH AR A B
2K 1Y B 1 32 B gk B 1) — FOIR A (Hamilton et al.,
2019), Hamilton 25(2019)3— 25 X B fife i) Ji P 36
3745y AT, sk I T M Tr i : 7
a5 BEIR A B Bz (B MLBE IR S PR B ),
DL e it MR 55 . BEURAR IBGE AR A0 BR ) i g R
P JBR T R 2 (2 W0 J2% 0 B 9 BE R Bk = ), Hamilton
S5(2019) I8 A Sy, FE UL B Y B A B oh
MR SEBRFR BT R o 255 HiR# 3 LA,
AR SCHE R B B S — b B 1 LS B = s R
BRZ TSI ARAEA A 1 T R RS AN 2 i
SR —FRES .
2.2 FREREYSY S

T i 1) 43 JETE AR — 1Y, 28 DOAIR] #f B
Xof A e (R B BOMEAT T3, G, A
SRR ) I 8] A R, 2 R A e ) S R DA
JECJT RN S 855 B Bk 8 % (Laran & Salerno, 2013;
Mehta & Zhu, 2015; Griskevicius et al., 2013; Fan
et al., 2018), K IIFR BiRE H LA ST R 1A sl 28
GEfEHL T BRI O B R AT R PSR R IF SN 4 ]
{11, Mani, Mullainathan, Shafir A1 Zhao (2013)#ff 5%
T AR AE R R S I S RE R AR 1k, A AT R B,
PR B, B TF S REAMTRA I DI RE . 2K
81 #%9, Haushofer 1 Fehr (2014)7E— I 58 o & 31,
B AWM BRI MIE AL IR, T3
S ALAT S TR SR IXURS: (8 TS o 5 4 S S R A
XF R, A AT SR S 0 B T 1 R R 17 5 I

B B4n, Mehta #1 Zhu (2015)3E8ER 1142 5%
a3 3] 1) T R R A A A K 1) 15 B R
BB, 5 EAHZE), Fan 48 (2018) 058 i [ g i
JETR HARGE UG o . Rl el . B R E
e PTG I R R o R, AT A MR Bk
P49 A 5K — £ B X A BRJER 1 R AT 4326 (Hamilton et
al., 2019). ¥ WLAYZ PRI X 2 77 Bk (product
scarcity) 1 28 B i F1 R 45 B 9T 75 6 VR 19 A
(resource scarcity, Hamilton et al., 2019), H:#, =
A BRI, TR R R 5 S5 A T A A P )
2 GEURMG AR T ek 1 AR IR RN 55 BT
TAR A BEA (BB 42, SO0 st 2R 7= 45 ALBD
Ff (] ) ) k= (Hamilton et al., 2019),

5 ERGRARR, A SO B 53 AR
JEF Bl (physical resource scarcity)-5 Jo I % J5 i Bt
(intangible resource scarcity), 25 3CIA K, A IE FUR
Wil 24677 . B WS AR HYmB =, m
TIE SRR A X — IR EYP M E=Z . A
s EREF LT R AR Bk, AER
TR I 1) 5 A R0 55 T T W YR fRe 1) 5 Tl 285 1 A
EARRZAL . FR, #EXN R CELT TH
JE G IR FR G 3 TCIE PEIEFR e i B . RLUAR Y 428
SERANE 1 FTR

HIY R R

IV, [ Rt |

1 MR Bk TR A il ) 326

2.3 FREREVERSTAKS:

TER T BRI, W e Se s 2 1
FHENTRETE o X T & YR B 58 T AR ) 2
THRETR VLS, B IR R A AW ST AT B fn e
Tl S AL T LR S 3 R AR K I W e T 1 B
5% (Keys, Brozek, Henschel, Mickelsen, & Taylor,
1950). 49K, IR B £ R R 1) R S B 0 B2
WA, M2l T 558 ME N, By
il 5.0 B2 I HOEZS A W BAE 20 4l R,
Read Fl van Leeuwen (1998)/SZiEWFsR K HL, &
Py B2 000 S 7 AE AN U 1 26 . T Xu 55
(2015)FE—2LARGT 1 B b B W Y i R RN, AR
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=1 HEAMAREKE
DR ocHEL 5 Sk R g A B 1 R HRMEDTE
WL LR L AR T Keys et al., 1950
20 28 50 FFEALES EOYIRR GRS Y e % 7 RO 4% Read & van Leeuwen, 1998
EOPIRR B S EO I £ AR 938k Xuetal., 2015
B PG ORI FRBHE RS A Brock, 1968; Inman, etal., 1997
20 122 70 FEAUHTIS £ TR B 5 o 9 Lynn, 1991
T R S ) ) S JE Bozzolo & Brock, 1992
7 it A S ) S A Eisend, 2008
9 R BB 0 2 W U B AP PR Waetal, 2012; XUEERT & ZE7RiE, 2017
=W VML K LR sk AR Carroll et al., 1992
20 42 90 4ER E A B VR 73 550 0 e B Shah et al., 2012
i 4 S R B 3R Sharma & Alter, 2012
EX i = AN AR § I Hill et al., 2012
Vi 4 e U R B 4R Haushofer & Fehr, 2014
55 B IR B R AR AT e T 4 B RE ] Karau & Kelly, 1992

20 {42 90 4ELE S

PP TR] F4 A1 FEL3E o0 1A B e ] s g
PF [ A ke %ok At SR B4 52
PP [R5 oA S A SRR 52 )

Devoe & Pfeffer, 2011
Zhu et al., 2018
Layous et al., 2018

ol s B — 7 S TR R L T B BB ST A

BT R B R MR B, X —
BIBFSE AT LB IE] Brock (1968)4& i BT & 38
(commodity theory). AR¥EIX—FHIE, FiBr: 2 &
T AR AT LA AR PGB . )5 Lynn (1991)
BT — TR B T SO, Rl R
A RS T B RS T I I EE A . 7E Lynn
(199 1) X 5 CF o, 1B T 7 o B 78 1 358 4
W HEAT T . EA 21 )5, FEMIA
T ff BEBIR 5T T 77 il s ol et AN R 45 i il
Wu, Lu, Wu il Fu (2012) Xl &8 fIZE Rk (2017)
of 7= it 6 A 5 M A R A S T SR T S ) BEAIL 1
AT TR o AR PR SCREER T I # B A BT AN T
Wu 25 (2012) 1A A7 7= it s Sl 3 ok 2o A 2 F 34 58 77
B W SR, T X R AR AR iR (2017) IR
T b R S B A W S TR A ) 3 a3 e
JERHIX — A SR S

Wi J5 A5 B OCHE B B M B . O T BT 4 A ik
FIIFFE 46 T 20 4 90 4£4X . Carroll, Hall Fl Zeldes
(1992)IN Ay, ok /b 32 H RT3 fin i 25 2 A Ak g Xk %
A B A HEXF 4 . Shah, Mullainathan A1 Shafir
(2012)1\ 2y, B IR B S B T ad B i ——
Z VRO R X — B ER, NPEJR R, BN

AN ER NI REESEA S, ZAT &85
MR IE R 55 o BRIGLAAR, 235 30 5t 5% 4 A X T
P B 2R T oRAT M AT TR (B R,
¥, 2017),
BEEFEXS LY. P e . WS RN
B IE SRS ST BR A, LAR ] R AR 3R 1 0%
BEURFR BT RO BRFNAT Ay 5% AR SR AR 3 T
FEMTREALAN, Zhu et al., 2018; Layous, Kurtz,
Chancellor, & Lyubomirsky, 2018), &¥Hidk
TE AR . BE ARG IR B RIS Ik LR 1.

3 WHERENEE

SO R L 432 DI s kS HEAT T
TEANA AR, T2 B 52 i PR 38 25 Bk 4O ik
DU 2K % R B BB e 7 X (B A — A RO B
Mullainathan #1 Shafir (2013 )iA Jy 5 HE 1 352 i
YRR 5 B WERZ B & o AATTIA A A i 35 ik
FUHR BRSO . ARG TR BT 5 B
TSI JE T BB, T P R AT A A
BT EMEZ . AN, Devoe il Pfeffer (2011)IA N
i [ 719 8 355 A1 2 o A AR s B — 2 1 B ) R 7,
N TT 38008 (4 ) DA 5% . 46 ) 1% U, Devoe il
Pfeffer (2011)IA2N, ZAMANH A C AR AR &
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IR 0 2 S ) R [ A

W AR AR AT LA, R ) A R
AL BEIRAR BRA PR A R N R .
VWIS, IR — R G BT, XA
PRB Yy PR AR S —RE R, RURTA AR 24
AN ELF A ] B9 B T o el T A A A
FEAE, ) B BRI A S 3 IS 1] A 5 P 52 M PR 3R

4 TERBBRIT MR

BRI BAE R N R, TR %)
SERAE NATTRNED . R B AT o X [ o
BN AT R AT AR IS, FRAT R A L B
i SRR TG B DA SRR 23 XA R AR IR IR D B
13 005 AP A o FRATTAE X — AR 73 B ) 3k
— R BRI R M SE A, TE R — 40K AR 5 2
M S RHLR], JE X X e R EA T A28 0T o
4.1 BEFRHHRITMEES

3k Y AN OGRS, A SCE L, DR
PR o AR R L U A O AR AR B
TR ST R 1 52 ) SRR IAE LA R LA 5 I
4.1.1 B ERHEREZ KA

AR GERER G (B 7 ARk S
) XA A LR )53 Wi = 3 B R A (R
ot LS| | B o S I < TN 1 7/ 9.0 R & N ]
W ERRUR R B EAE ] . RIS, 247
iR INE, 2% 2 BT Iz 21 B 7 it (BB o Brock
(1968) TN Ay, AT Awf s s Fr) o1 0 #6 B ke 7 7 i #) T
AR Wu S 2012) B — T TS ik se 1 k4
Wo M, EESISPEE 1 HEE
PG S, FERR BT 28 % R b 1 B RCRE A, T
TEA ] 2 U 52 £ R o R A TE R X — R . PR ES
RFEW], A e 21 O 7 B A (L 2 2 v T
FERIA ., RMBAR RN, 7R —E 2
ST BT 7 it R A (LR, X B T B
M & {5 BALPRAE /1 (Inman et al., 1997), {5 B AL
FHLRE 7 7 0 0 AR AR 7 R R, DX
SETH B X 7 it PR AL R T T (5fe FITAS T (ke sy A
. AR, 15 BALTAE Ty 55 BT 2 & 2 7 A IR iR
R 77 ity s e U, DT X 7 i A R B
(Inman et al., 1997),

P BRI TR AN (RN AN, b 2 R A
TR B T8 G IR o o A AT T a3 R T AT 55
(Lexical Decision Task)fe I &9k i 1) 55 5+ J8 0 . 41

i, Roux, Goldsmith 1 Bonezzi (2015)% 3L, 33
B 7 SR SRS G I B B S 4 . FE
AT 250 T, Bl AL 43 B 0 A B 2 0 4 ol 4 19
BT 258 N — TR R WA 55, S EE 10
AGFMSCRENE, 10 A dEERE, LUK 30 4
AN FEE)T I . FF5E A 53 FH R SR
B R I B A e P R, SRR R, 7R AR
2H A TR 56 G A G TR 1 R S e 4 o
2, RI7= SR BB E 2 X e A, 5
MAHZELAY, Kristofferson, McFerran, Morales £l
Dahl (2016)7E 7= i i ikt 1 2 & Tl A7 0 i — 3
TR L & B, Y9 2 25 1 I ™ S S A 1 S s
S AR T E AR B C s g T

A, AT SRR B A AR 19 4 AR
RN R, WEMmBRSHINE T WAZ S
TR ARSI RO (201745 Bl X BE AL o3 G 224 i 5%
ARAMIEN 5 AR A, Z a7 A% 2R
F o MATEB, 5IHMELRAVHIRM L, 4T
W55 R 45 T a3 B0 S o = IR B A R
4.1.2 BEZFFEHBBREZWAMEIERE

T WA A A 25 1 R ) B AR A
PIJT I : (DG, Q)W %6, YR bes A
WA Lo 7E Read Al van Leeuwen (1998)11) 55 56
3 I R A 3k [ 2 T Y B R RN T Bkl
PUEOIRAS, SR 5 ZERGOATE P Fh oy 58 v [A) 480 S 228
B RGNz vsor BNz, S5 R, A TYLECIR
AT T 9% BE B Rz 1 Lo ) i 2 v T a3 —
JEIG Ve, BRI O SRR S 12 o HOR, %
G i il 2 (0 0 2 T AR R DL Y 2 . il an,
Sharma I Alter (2012) & 3, 3% & 76 % & RIZF 1
T OLT S BB 77, BT b 5 7
OB SR T S T IO F T 4 3 R AN
AEEE
4.13 FREZERHHREZERNMMEHITARTR

WL SCHERRLER ] DL R B, AT R TR AR s Bl
AT A AME AT R IR T A TR AT N
TE U B2R 4TS, “#M2” (compensation)f& T8 MK K
THRAN B A T T ()0 B 45 SRR 4% ) A
b U AR AT D ) 3L B (Adler, 1917), 2 2 T
SRAPEAUHE T B T HORRESE, 20, 2014),
A SCAR K (A PR AT SR A, TR X Y U A
T ARBOLE BABHR & I e R R A A
FEE AR E Z 1T . TFRiE s, ANEH
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AT RS A [ 3RE S 5 3 B AL (Higgins, 1997),
B, A SCHE M By 4 0T P (approach) A7 A 248, TH
P GEVRFRERBS, AR T 4R B B SEAR RGN )
KRBT Bk Z SR IAT N . BJa, AR MBI
PE(cherish) 17 RS2 95, 10X BF R A By, AR
AR B C A BRBERR R TR .

T, A IR B2 A R 7 A kMR AT
o AL BT 5 B A AT Sy BRI
AR B AT A R AT . SR A
T % 5 A e 2% | R AN A 0 b £ M 2R AT R .
Griskevicius 2¢(2013)if i — T 588 AL 50 19 7 ik
R, HRETELT B AR Bm 2308 2
Z WL . 5L, Xu F(2015)i@ 1T 5
WSLIR A K | W PR A 2 9, AUk (E D
BRI, 28 XY iE R 2 B HE R
Yxtg b, BIXTHEE YR RS2, KR
PRI S % S F 0 T ot 90 2 T AR B ) e Ok
4 7 I 5200 B4, Laran il Salerno (2013) % Bl
TAFAEHBU T 1A 1A 23 (0 1) T 0 6 o B4 1
BT, B AME S BR B Z A e Ul . BR T M
PEVE 24T R 2 8h, A8 B IR Bt 25 (A5 4 7=
A RS PEAT Sy, DR A RS T 3 1) 0 2 ks
PR Gk 2 A R 1.0 HEL . Mehta Al Zhu (2015)
3 3 S 1 R T IR et 23 XV B
AR s R, BORG R 23 RS AT . 7R
WG, B el i R AT 55 A 3 1 oK
PR BUR, RGO AR T AN E A 5517
BB, JE DKL R A M A R X
M TTHEAT TP . DRSS IR R, AHXT T
MBI F A, PR EEO T Pl AT
R T

HOR, AE IR R Bl 2> 2 A 1A 7= A i
4 (approach)72K, X AT EE R BT
Mo Kristofferson % (20 16)FEFE L T Bz (14 7 it i
BRESE, BRI S — U AR, TE 0
X S o R 2 R O B B R 4
JRRW], PR B B B R I T 2 i AT
Ko TEUHIR IS AT LEEAT M IH3E iR
PEAT A TR R AR B AT A 7 A AR D2 () Al A
B 4 DT 5 HSURR (he 1) 7 i o

5, A S B2 (AR LR AT
Ho EXFPBMAT N F BRI A R
1247 A BYBEA (prosocial behavior) . LA K it 3 il

FEM R AR . G, BT R B R A
TR Tk R84, MMIFEAR S 1 (Karlsson,
Garling, Dellgran, & Klingander, 2005), HWK, %
& R Y AR SRR S PR AR AR 1 SR A AT . R
FE 2 AT g X A 2 BUE Al ANA g 0 — R AT
(Eisenberg, Fabes, & Spinrad, 2006), fiff5% kX ¥, 4
TG AL 2 2 B b AL AR AL X I AR R AT BE A &
Hi AT 4 B 45 22 Ok 1 B b A (Holland, Silva, &
Mace, 2012; Sasson et al., 2012), [FIFE, &ALk
A (B J ) AN R T R 5 At B 44 4 43 52
4% (Aaroe & Petersen, 2013; Petersen, Aaroe,
Jensen, & Curry, 2014), Sk, WA %ERIB TS
RGBS AR WL, TN R B W ey, A
PR IREWE . B 4R T B A (Kraus, Piff, Mendoza-
Denton, Rheinschmidt, & Keltner, 2012; Piff, Kraus,
Cote, Cheng, & Keltner, 2010), X 5% 55 ) A& H
AT R B g 1 B A T 2 48 0 118 B LA A —
#(Stern, 2013), Roux Z5(2015)%f Fik A—EZhip
BEAT T UM R . AT B, AR IE T BE 2R BU S E
TR, WARERIH AT N, XEBERRTA
O 75 AE AR G (B 44k 45 . Bc)im, T 2
TR R 45 B S50 1 I AA K Y BT 77 i 1) s 2
BAEVEAT M IR L . Fan %£(2018)i@ T A SR I
B, EYIRG . SRR TR AR B
M1 &R, BB G IR AR BRI, 2 T e
N i (vs. BB M), B NS
FE MR i m] LA EAATT S R O 2 1 A D],
AT Tk &R,
4.2 FEREBFERHERIT AR R0

B 1 OCHEAIE R M B (E B . W EW
B R BOXT AN ARTT RS AL, AR A
TV IR ST TC IR B YA e (322 I [ 7 55 ) %o >
PR, 5 TE IR R B, i ) A
SRASAN 23 5 ) S A 1) 0 BRUBR AT, A 23 5 1 31 A4
NISERPSp e
4.2.1 ERFFRHRIMEMERIAN

JC I % 58 ot (B ) 475 f5k ) X6 0 LR D
R R 3 S B A (RO R S AR R .
A [ Sl s, AR 25 e A5 A 1) A A (L 5E 1 . Monga
May F1 Bagchi (2017)4% 57 8 £ B 2+ S ) T. %% 3
R T A BT 2 & U, 48 T[] TR Y 4
Do Hat— RINTRAFFE, MA] K BT (R B
TH 28 23 SR T i W B R) e S, DR A e ] A
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EERAIN SR T o HOR, W B H G 2 oA Y 52
TR, Layous Z£(2018) & 3, MilidiH % A
O 7E B A& A 1 3R R feJa — A A s R,
TR X B E] g T AR . O AR
R PR Bl ) 45 PR T, MRS N OGO R
S A AU [ 2 (Layous et al., 2018),
422 EREFFRHHREZMMINITARR
KB S S WA S E R
R [R]47 l) 386 I T A A R AT S S 2 MR AT
Ho B, B ARELS RN BTN
R A W ST 7 A R R & S =R 7 B
Ko SR Zhu 4(2018)# T — RV L I,
I ) 5 ke S T A R AR 55 H AR S, PR AR i
[ SR 1 0 T A AR 2 BB A ], IR A R
AR T B ARSE AL b o FLUR, e e A ol 2 £
S = A A MEMEAT R o Monga Z8(2017) & BR, A

[ s e 149 2 X0 AR 9 3 o ORI AT 41,
TEALBIR, A fTTAE < BRR AN RIS [ Bk, 75 22
Ui, SR ST AR, AR o 5K
F8 F i) 7 30 0 F A T PR AA o PRk, AT
P B e AN 27 A T AR I [ R R A T8

5 FERXSAMA A=A S0 B AR A AL

JEAESRE, o0 AR GEATT DA ) 149 £ B X6 Bk 5
Wl A A BEFIAT R A DL AT TR R . B TA
SR SR O I 7 S5k = ML A R, LA BT R A
S BN S A RAT O S T SR B, AR SOR R A
[EE) SR R S0 ) AR AT O S L . 3R R AR
B 2R H 2 T SR ECA XM, Jfis Ak
PRV B e A AT Ry T T SR AT A R
5 B PR R AN ARA T Sy S NE 15 1) B P AE L A
MR 2

| 532 : I AL SRAE |
A ettt BN |
| ! |
| | b |
| | |
| ! | | |
| | |
i g e | I ety | |
| ! | ! | !
. b L | st :
| . 5
| N e i
| | |
| ' | ! | |
| |
| [ mwem | i
I AT I
| (R [, L wnt Y | |
| | CEBTER | |
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| \ U mmsa | s | |
| : | : | 1TH [
| Lo\ ! H BT |
| vewmst [ Y | wome |
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| —/ 1| wnmm || FER |
| ! | ! | N |
AW || BEEE | ey |
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5.1 {Ri#EM

NEEPIREEA R SR 38R R DL
B T (Higgins, 1997, 1998). M43 Wi fh 500,
T %€ 71 H38 (Regulatory Focus Theory)ih -~14
25 BB H PR R Y 2 ), BIARE 3 5E 7] (promotion
focus) Fl 7l Bfj 5 In] (prevention focus) (Higgins,
1997, 1998) . fie 5 [ K H AR 0L 0 BEAR FI 7 B2, 7
H b5 58 Bt B B i SR AR A R, IR 1S
AN FRAR 45 5L M) 2 174 B A A 24T S
%5, 1E BRI TR AN S R A IR, JTS Ik
A IX Fh T 45 R (Molden, Lee, & Higgins, 2008),
T FiRwgik, AT I € v S BE S 1R 47
) e R T VR A S5l T 5 1 ) M PR AT Sy O BB
o™ SIS, B A AR 3 R ] 234 A A TS
FE M HPRAF I RS DA DR B TR A R Y A 2R
52 S

Al A B ) B YR AR A AR R Y AE A TR B
AT BATBE, S — A A e 2 1A I 1 [
A A $1 B3 (Life-history  Theory)J& i T QN1 %
TR AT L2518 IS B0 5 4 P AR AT 55 T
R4 A Ay s S, LR A ZRAE N T AR S
L i 2 R U B S IR I A — P AR AL, RO
1742%% J1 (somatic effort) % 54 4% J] (reproductive
effort)Z [a] 3£ 474X ff7 (Griskevicius, Delton, Robertson,
& Tybur, 2011; Griskevicius, Tybur, Delton, &
Robertson, 2011), fF5E5% 71 518 4= Ay 2 R WS K,
FE P 3R I T A 4 A 2 B SR G A2 LA B o Sk (BT 4
(Figueredo et al., 2006); T ZXFH %% J1 W 5P 4
RS O, TEIX A A s SR AR W U o
) 25 10 R G R AR 25 o A R BS A S AE
LR O T RIRRR B . SRR RS RS
B, WA IR T ROk BA B AT
FEME, 5 BAEAE Y P A 1 s SRR AR AR T
HA7 & HPE(Ellis, Figueredo, Brumbach, & Schlomer,
2009), FHNHE, TEAS B EREE R 55 g
ANk, B AT DR A R 0 el E 2 AR TURD 48
WP, Laran Fl Salerno (2013)IA b4 G FRES 45
B PR IR 23 1 AT RGR B A BT R AR B,
FEIE A2 FoRIE R mAENEY, X EShE
B WA B BB A5 R b Al B U Bk = A SR 1Y B o
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The effect of scarcity on individuals’ psychology and behavior:
An explanation from a more integrated perspective

LEI Liang; WANG Jingyu; LIU Wumei
(School of Management, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract: Scarcity is a state due to dissatisfaction of individual desire and demand, which is resulted from
real scarcity of resource or perceived scarcity of resource. As a universal phenomenon, scarcity plays an
important role in individual emotion, perception and behavior. Tangible resource scarcity is represented by
scarcity in food, product and capital, whereas intangible resource scarcity is represented by scarcity in time.
Are there any similarities and differences in different kinds of scarcity? This question has not been
addressed by past scarcity research. After combing theses, this paper found that tangible resource scarcity
led to individual’s cherishing behavior, compensation behavior, and approaching behavior, whereas
intangible resource scarcity only led to cherishing behavior and compensation behavior. Future research
should focus on the boundary conditions under which scarcity would not affect individuals’ behavior, and
the impact of time scarcity on individual psychology and behavior.

Key words: scarcity; tangible resource scarcity; intangible resource scarcity; perception; behavior





