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P42 it Al G- f) e 6 7 A E N AL ST S AL
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TR ag N 22 R (R BT 0~3 4F Ay B T Ak
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PRS2 i) o (R 2= KT 45 A T iR E2ER
FB ) TR R Y D1 T B 2 4 R T e 2 R R =
LU SR, EHE R — e 2 EFE R —
5 K6 56 A1 B B 45 5 U5 e i Xt DR T Pl O e 1
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ARSCINy, MR ER T B 5 e 2 Al A7 5% T Al 2
G R Dl ek Aok i TRl o BLUR T, AR R ELR
(Life History Theory, LHT; Kaplan & Gangestad, 2005)
K, AMETEARMERI T 2R IOPRA 35 15 22 SR (R
Y RN, 8 A T 2R R (T ARk AR
(Griskevicius et al., 2013), B[] 2 FLO BERAE 2%
YIAH%, i g i AT PR T A, I I 5
D PRMETE B{R(Liberman & Trope, 1998). AL,
AN, 25 B T By b QB 5 R A SR AE PR 5T
BB AR, BEFEHR T, JA s BIARAE 22 fi A
00 2 <6 R, TR il G 3R AE 2 02l A AT A 22 1 1]
(Macdonnell & White, 2015), K, ZPEAEE TR
T tfe JIT IR R ) B A0 BRI 2 Al i B T 2 S
HARRAEAHVE I i 4 B il i eI ) 22 5 . %8 T4
Jot 3 SCH (AW R A B 4 R T T Y0 BE 2 S
[SE 710 E R (1R7/)) e & A b2 Mk T
R FLE A O BRI (Richins, 2004) 4 SCiE— 45 T,
AP R B T 5L e 4 R < R K Dl e P D e ) B4R
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A SC LA RIS 20 A B3 18 R 2 AR R Al 51 T
FEA, JE Ak 2 A2 0 A 50 A1 0 B 5 B s i ] 52
M 53 T 0T 3657 PO 25 Jily %) 228 5 D 4 TRD R, B8 |, AR S
PRV T AR BA 58 8 50 26 M 75 2 5 W) 53 1% 37 P
W RE R A, HESE T A A s e iR A4 Bk
SEGUR RIS o SCBR b, AR SO Al 57 I B2 1 o
FE LT AR R A 4 T A B A R AR B A S
E{=Rs
2 SCHERZRIA SR i
2.1 SMNEBIMERIFF AT NMAT BT R A &K

il YR $E (R 5F

A= iy 52 R R T A A DL (B35 A 28) fn ey
TE BB R AN 7] 1) A i 52 S W (Kaplan & Gangestad,
2005), XA BRGEIEIEA TR L5 BLAY ER TS (Charnov,
1993; Griskevicius, Tybur, Delton, & Robertson,
2011 ) o A= iy Sk AU AR P i 1) sl o R W] DAREARE 2 kR A
iy SR W& (Life History Strategy, LHS), & J/&— 1L
PSR T <18 B W Ay T AR 1) 3% 2 R (ML,
T, 2015), AR PRLE A — 50 A i i
23 2R BUAS [7) A iy 52 5 W R A8E ¢ U 1Y) 43 T (Kaplan. &
Gangestad, 2005) T ZMBIRIE USRI 58 Y5 ik
(resource scarcity) s M /™ 1A A i 52 SR W 114 S 4t A
# (Ellis, Figueredo, Brumbach, & Schlomer, 2009).
WEFEHE AR A= i S SR M 3 i A PR Y A2 1k i
%% (Griskevicius, Delton, Robertson, & Tybur, 2011;
Griskevicius, Tybur, et al., 2011), BRI 5, M4
TR R ATEATEE . AT, 23R BRI 5
SN PR A i S SR W (AN A0 . AR E ), HH I,
MAMATU AR RRE . B RN, SRR
IR R A1 A i sl SR (A2 2 T 2 R LB SR A
N # F+ %) (Belsky & Pluess, 2009a, 2009b;
Griskevicius, Delton et al., 2011; #%3#&, ¥, &=
AR, PNARTT, 2016)0 5 b, A R R,
SRR B IR B Z I, MRS YT, AN
R R, MASIEEAK,

YR Y T ARk A, X0 BERAE
A ITANE . BB KF P8 (Construal Level Theory,
CLT; Vallacher & Wegner, 1989)i\H, AAMTx S
() S, R AR RO BERAE S i BEE U — D2 1
Y R0 A e A S TA) B e e, AT ) %o
PTG RAE (B KOV RE), BT 0w 4 T BEAS A AT
H s B S 0, SR E S R AR Y ) B s 4
T B, A ) X R AT B R AR (K P i ), o

Pl AN R EAE W £ 71 5 9 290 (Liberman & Trope,
1998; Liberman, Trope, & Wakslak, 2007). 5} [a] 5
BN, AR AR AS AR | ph o R R KA (18
RE GG R R, BPas aliE Es i | At S
I DL SRR m B AT B SRR AR, 2z, O3
AR (MR, JRRES, 35, 2009), % T A4
PHNRSER, RMEAREE T AMTSFE AR E R
K, HOGHEBEE YT, ASCHES : i bR ER
B8 B YR S T S AR ME PR BE 23 0 s AT B HER
ik, T IRAS T R AEAR ME A BE 205 S AT 5
O HLRALE

MFGEAE AR 4 e A s [B) 70 B SR AE J7 T8
FEAEZE S . AR AT BLAA, $R 20T R 210 AT
BT FE I Y, Qsgde | A= ds (Aaker,
Rudd, & Mogilner, 2011; Rudd, Vohs, & Aaker,
2012); $2 24 ER S ib AT S AR 2T i B R R
BEREY, Mgk . 1E4%(Vohs, Mead, & Goode,
2006) . W4 SE A 16 T i 1SS T T AE % (Mogilner,
2010) AT, AA2 T IRAAR 0 S8 4k 07 SR AE 4
B, TSy B 4E Ty SURAE R [E] (Macdonnell &
White, 2015). HFFEHE 1, AMTHY SR HLO BEERAE
[ HAVCECM: . Y AR BRI AR, Skt
VR B R EAR Y, O EERAE A, Sk
5 25 1Y 4h % 95 4 (Liberman, Trope, & Wakslak,
2007), ASCHE— 204, 5N TR AN A
Fb, MBI B U ik S XR M A B 2 s AT B
T (vs. flIZ)CBERAE, AR 4E AT 4 5 B AR FRIE
AHVEC B & B i AE BT M 22 R . 25 b, AU
TR R

B 1. S5HMERMERE AR EUE L, SR
58 ¢ U5 e Sl B B T R [ 0 4 R DAl i 3 B[]
20l o

B 2: AR IR UT IR AR A 51 T o 4
2 Il Bk 3 B (] 22 Jh PO B 52 A2 BEERAE B A
22 PREXNERMSINBFERRERS S

SR IRFHIATER

Yy F X (Materialism)2 — 55 J& 30 A ¥y Jix
w EHEMH A A E W (Richins & Dawson, 1992),
T 0 ot A S AR T SCE B AT R 7 AN [
(Mogilner & Aaker, 2009), =45t & S )4 H
R E G R, 20 A YR,
AR B £ A A KEELT L), 3O NTE
T B /2 (Kasser & Ryan, 1993), =¥ + L&
AT 2K ICA (Richins & Dawson, 1992), %)
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JoT Y R ) B AL T — A AR R A A TR S
AE T/ IR 5 RATE— R, BT 2 At a2 TAR
F1HE4E (Roberts & Clement, 2007; Vohs, Mead, &
Goode, 2006). X —BLG R m YR 3 3CH R
TR B ) 3RAS 4 . Fh ik, ASSCINR, i X
i 22 4 R Dl P 3 T 1) Rl o

ASCHE— 2N, e 3 SO I 2 4 Bl
Jik 38 B 0] 22 Jihy 118 B 52 A A0 24 458 B U S B AR TR
W o DAR, o DA AR A 0 A PR % U B i 2
B B ) FEA L 42 (Ellis et al., 2009), #)J5
F AEAEAE Ry — Tl 3 W 72 A 1A B A 22 42 1 e b
AR, T DA A AN 2 4 JRHT R 1Y) 9 0 AR R
(Kasser, Ryan, Zax, & Sameeroff, 1995). i 55 i —2&
KB, AN IR I S R, A ) R A T D ELAAR,
23RN FAMEIZE 2R (Griskevicius, Delton et al.,
2011). I, ARSCIN, e 3= SO R Sk
BRPAGE BT IR A B, ARSI EAR, Pty iE i
TP 4 Bl 2 i 5 ) R Ak O R A B i 4 SR g X6
RS Bk

ARSI, AR 0T 3 SO A AN PR R e
I — 23 0o 1 R 4 R SR A U ke I R U
FIER . AHBL, AT S SR B AR 2 0 X SR e
thanam il NPREC R S o R, AP0 PR 8 0 e e As
— R S G IR T 32 AN B ) 4 R w4 P Ut
RN

R 3: AR BT 5 A B T o 4
2 Jil J 3ok B ) 2 Jl 1) B0 52 32 W Jo SO (W 1 3
o X — LRI R T SUME A B AR

ASCHEE ST 2 SR A I iR . PSR
AAAE IELE TAER B T, WA BRE2E A B R0
DT ORAE) SE5 1 AR AR AT RS2 5
TS, AN PR B IR Gl B R A Bk A, A
AR B[] 7R 5 R 2 Il ) S 9 D 7 T S5 0 2 LAl
DT REATT J NS08, DASE DR 51 55 1) L5
FERNASe e M . AR AR, SINRIR R B
PR RIER £, ASCRES R T TAERERS G &
B SEGER . 0l BRI AN AR BRI

30 SEEe 1. AL B IR R 3
P22 Jl s 2 14 52 W)

SE 1B AR AN B A 56 M
1 B 2 Fifis 3 S iar, BIVAS: 36 S0 il ¢ I
L IR B3 T 0T N ] R <5 B 22 Dl F) T2 4% O e e P A
SR LIRS i W % o i 4

% R e 5 e () R 4 A K il 3 B 1RD 1) O RO S A2
IEMEIE S PR 45 S5 52 L Tsen I Patrick (1982)
PR IS 28 e Ry, AT IE M 2R T Y
AT R RS, 177 Ak T 7 P A7 2 RS B AT D s
'S R, SR U RS o A B R A e, A
IS BIARZ IR, JEm a7k g4 A&,
FEAR Al A 2 4 B RS B )22 il . 2% Hill
SE012) TS, A< S 5038 3 Al Ml 9% Y05 dfe(54) 52
b PRI 7 1) Jed 50 218 A 35 9 050 et ke

3.1 A/

2o A /N DT RAS AL, X RIKE A5 A BRI 1 B3
T.OR2EA)ME, #ll & H R OmiEEZ —, W
U, ASCIEE 4 B shaly 9805 S s i B e . BB
B FEOAE 200 FAA, BT X BebA Akt
Aol IR R AR E (1 = AEW AN B, 7 = dEwW e
BOBEATIEE . BIIN = 132)K8 W, 4 BebPkidhss 2
AR B SR Ml S R B B v (M = 5.94, SD = 0.85),
R, iz R VRS2 5 1 S Sh oM e IR S B iy
kL
3.2 FW

W SIS 1 RSN B R A e
BleeH vs Xt IR L vs A Bl ) B R Z plakie ki,
AN AR ZE R R PR (IR vs. 248 ) o S8 1 &
T WA IS 4 MRS 2, DRI 45 215
HRERRE . 120 ZRPE A AR E (B 62
&, FYAER 2134 %, 2R 1.12)2 555 1,

SLIRIE: E RN I, Wb
BLAr R =4, AN el 0 V5 e de L ) 52 gl Ll 6 05
B ARt AR Al G VR A i f5 £ 1) s o 5 AR
SEA AR, X B2 [ s 5 ol e AR, 2 )5 =
2 353 [ 25 55 64 b A S 19 ) ORI R i st et
Y RAERERE), LA 3 () sl 9% 5 e BRAR BE (1 =
AEH AR, 7= AR B 7ETC K530 AT 55 (]
IR I B AR R, E A S s Bl S 58 H Y i 4
DN JE, 50 T T il ) e 8, [ 20 < 8 R 7
— A BT, AR T LRl S A 75 2R,
DL PR i 5 B s R e BRI —Fh 7 (A AR TR
13— RI TAEIA, BAERAR GRS AR B — K A i) [
Whh, B AHXFFARAF— KRB I E], AR T
YE— R AR ) 42K, B R 3 LR,
M Richins 1 Dawson (1992)JF % 1Y 18 £ HEFEH
e H AR A i 0.5 B9 15 K HNE—8E o =
0.862), JFikt#ilE B — &5 EH S AC U BN
MFFARE( = — SRS, 5= EF/FR).



512 4

AR S5 S ERERIE BT IR RO 5% T A R Dl i e ) -5 AL 1431

X 15 ZREMAET 6 F&h it 4 )3 A
Gy ZJE, WAASE 19 4% H AT iR 5 R (BIF,
Liberman & Trope,1998; P#Hi— &P a = 0.871), £
Xt R h, FMAT A PRI (— P L
AR, —FeBamg). e, “pERmRwliig
el = BRERMR ERYTEE, 2 = AR GEAR
PLEL . BT Zk S A C AR AT Y Rk
(1= 1ta, 2= 3kb), ¥ 19 FAMEBERES. &
J5, 56 BLAE VR 1 45 A0 GPE 1% 25 0 4 (The Positive
and Negative Affect Scale, PANAS; Watson, Clark,
Tellegen, 1988; HHB—EEFREL o = 0.857), #ik
ICHERIELREQ = EwD, 5= EHZE), &
el 1 87 ol MWL E0 i 7 BN o L = SN

BRAEMEAZE . JOTFEA ¢ RS0 AR, SRR B
5 e e 2 A 1 A 38 1 g 9 D e R AR L T U
A (Mywmas = 5.65, SD =1.12 vs. Myurmunn =
3.10, SD = 1.18, #(78) = 9.78, p < 0.001; Cohen’s d
2.22, effect-size r = 0.74)FNXF FRLL I (M v
5.65, 8D = 1.12 vs. Muma = 4.20, SD = 1.03, #(78)
5.15, p < 0.001; Cohen’s d = 1.35, effect-size r =
0.56), Hik, K =HAEM 2 s EE B A 0% 5,
HEAT BRI ZR J7 22 43 Bt (PR 722 s 2 TE PR 1 4 0 1 A
R0y SR AR, =R IEMEE (M anman =
3.31, SD = 0.98 vs. Mumrmua = 3.25, SD = 1.19 vs.
Mima =3.34,SD=1.14; F (1, 119) = 0.19, p = 0.826)
FAPENE 48 (M o = 3.23, SD = 1.31 vs. Myssrmoan =
3.19, SD = 0.98 vs. Muwa = 3.17, SD = 1.00; F (1,
119) = 0.74, p = 0.48 )13 IAAML, KW BE 5 ik
P FEGF RN 22 5. UL ESRULE,
HPFR S 5% P SRR L o

FEER.: Tk, B TR R R 2H S
M1, XFBRZE A A 0, Al B IR AN Bk 2 G A
-1, BRGS0, S8R RhgmIE A 1. SN
SOl TR B (n = 40)H 37 AN(92.5%)HEHE 44,
X R AL (n = 40)4 24 N (60%) M FE 48k, SNkl v

AL (n = 40)A 13 N(32.5%) %48k Fh
sl 9 R e B2 43 ) 5 B A | AR B RN
B WA R A E S RO L A R A Y
(1(2.10) > pg0s (1.96); 1(3.24) > poos(1.96)). HIX,
I R R TR (n = 120), ZHEFBEG =
30.50, p < 0.001), KL, ZPHEAY G U5 K SF- X B[]
W TN 4 RV Il P BE R R AP A AE B 2 25 S, AR
Mp B IR BT, G TR A A R, kR
1 857 o

H¥k, % Muller, Judd F1 Yzerbyt (2005)# 4T
AR, KR BRAE M R AP . FE
B — 25 AR AR KRR KT R SO (A
VLK W B9 22 B0 Logistic [W109 77 #2 (R A8 &
S I ) T 45 Bl B ) R B, T A A BT LA
S TRUIN B[R] R 4 R AL R B R AT (p = 0.034), H T
AR P A I B R AR (=
0.004), 25 =R L0 B W] L I 2 10 s
(] RN 4 R £E(p = 0.006), {H P 128 B I
X R [R] RN 4 B R BE B TIAE RN B (0 =
0.876, HARZERLULFE 1), LI 45 R0 B R AF 2
ey, IEBRIE 2 BT .

AT BE Y A R AR THT, R0 A5 Al Ll 9 05 e e
XoF T N il e B A B 2 A R R, R AR
45 1Y Baron il Kenny (1986)— #5071, 439
PIEEIES . IS S CE TP A AR e BRI, Ab
TS e M 9% R R s ) T 4 4 K il % P A e 1Y) L
BN AR IH B % (p < 0.001), MIEHHEZ@E =
0.36). TTEEZ (p = 0.57) A FERON A % . A
W, TEPETELE . ST 45 AN RS e AP R sl BT R
Rt A X S ] T 45 8 4 il 1) e R A 4 o

5, R Logistic [BIHF 54 5t 3 S {0
FITETVET . a5 s, SR B i £ S 3e
HLIGURT L 2 T 3 I 4 R e R AR A (Exp (B) =
0.21,S.E. =0.74, Wald = 4.51, p = 0.034), ¥¥ i &
SCHE SRR 43 A e 5 AL (= T340 1 s

F1 IR I1POEREPNYUE DA LBRERER

TR E—2(Y])

TiRe 25 =2 (Y2)

JTRR 375 = (Y1)

R
Exp (B) S.E. Wald p g t P Exp (B) S.E. Wald p
X 41.27 1.21 9.49 0.002 0.90 3.72 <0.0001 2.35 2.55 0.11 0.737
Mo 23.25 0.57 30.25 <0.00011 0.45 5.81 <0.0001  52.656 1.78 4.97 0.026
X x Mo 0.21 0.74 4.51 0.034 —-0.72 -2.96 0.004 1.14 1.54 0.01 0,931
Me 1.75 0.28 7.64 0.006

e X = AMREIRAKT; Mo ¥15 F XAMEML; X x Mo = AMBBEE K x P8 F AN E; Me = OBELRAE; HASE Y1 = A

[RIFN 4 kv $t; HARED; Y2 = LHIERAE,
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HE25)FRY) ot 32 LA (IR T P38 1 MRS ). R
Ik = ANGR R, SHURE YRR F X
I ) 1 46 46k 2 T G 3 6 O 7 22 S AR T B35 (o =
12.37, p = 0.009), EARMF, mPmd &, 4b
BB Ml 7% VR S e 2 3 5 A R 2l 1 B T R R
ARG B2 (4 = 8.21, p = 0.021; TEWLIE 1),
R U, = AN RSO FE e 3R 4
BB EZERARE = 1.96, p = 0.413; P
Bl 2)o X —25 R IR 3 M oT

ﬁu' 0 A} 52l
210 10 O &%
%
8
g s 5
B g 4
I
1 1

e 0

VeI S e i 4L YER R S e

YR 3 UM

BT S 1R RSN VUK R R E L

R 357 22 7 2
5” B i
= O &
ﬁng
54 4 3 3
N I &
%0

e SIEA GO
(R A

B2 928 1 APOASTRI SN0l B8 IR A4 ot 3 A
(EDULXS 357 A2 il v 27 T €

3.3 g

SCHS 1R T ARl B YR B, S A s
[i) 24 Jih 1 4 % 2 i i 8 B O 4, JT ARG T BER
fER YRR, B ot 3 SCHE Y /R . 52
W 2B e R 1, R 2 A 3. XS A,
AP R0 Ml ¢ 5 R 2 (R ATV AE D1 T X A Y0 B
FAFARFR AR, HE 25 I 2 55 H HLAR R AFAH X
) 4 R 2l 1% S I R X — IR AE B W 3 X
B LB, NAEPLEE SRS 3 T &
Ji B SCE R ELRAE . Bedn, SR L HERR TS
BE B H A MUK (AN IE TS 2 . TrETE 28) . AT anit,
SCE 1A AL S 1 SR K2R AE I Lk g
KA AR A (R AR A 22 el O 8 b e B, DR S
51 BISSISTE B TAEIREE 2 75 RE W R A
ENEAIFIR

4 SEEG 2. ANHSEREE BT IR O
P A2 O - 14 52 W

S 2 R B AN AR IR BT PR i 0 5 Sl A
IER S TAEM S A I 525 1 451y n] &2
P BT AR R B B R Rk i R N T = RE A5 1 e
B 1 SRATRAENE, JFHEBRSZE 1 45 R R JE 3l
Ty R . [RIA, SE46 2 R A ELSE A Al 5t T
FEAR IS0 B3 TR B Qi 4, LG 58 A S i) BRI A
FETT o R T B AR AN B A B U i ) 4R 0 5 AT fiE
gl EAE S B 2Es, Emgolny s, Hik
S 2 AR AR SN R T A N B R 2
4.1 ZEEITARE

LI 150 Z4l 51 T(78 £ Bk, ke
FEh 23~46 %, FIAERS 31.27 &, bRiE2E R 5.14)
Z 590 2, S 2 RN E AR BT e (R dk
vs ANFE R vs 6T BRZE ) R R R )k, AR R
J R ) 282 Jly 0 4 B Dl D B 56 0 51 Tl ok A
KRILEETE AR E IR R G . L AUE) A
RO, BFR . W5%).

SEITRAE: mok, PSR B AR R ik
JE SRR, FESE T KA AL S IR, ST AR IR
PR B8 (—0 40 IS EE) KRB T
o EE B T “WIA 3 XX B8, AR KR
KT TAERI, FRATA mIHE I T R W el 77
o WG REW T RESE: TR A MHIT
PAG— K TR, TERRIGREAS IR B — K 1 B
[ 25l Jr%E B AR T4 — RG],
RERAT TAE— KAl o T8 R OB R I £ %
T R E R L LT R TR 5K
H4C, 7 TR EHEREF KR a9t 25,
DTS 7Y F R AT U R Sl 2
KA 1), BeJa, 0TS TR, El . T
S INEESCSIS
42 FEHER

BRIEMRE . STWIFEAERAM uwsna =5.71,
SD = 1.08 vs. Mywrmua = 3.21, SD = 1.13; #(98) =
10.39, p <0.001; Cohen’s d = 2.26, effect-size r = 0.749)
4.13,SD =1.21; t(98) = 6.72, p < 0.001; Cohen’s d =
1.38, effect-size r = 0.567)F b, T U Ja HheH 213
S IR BRI B o NG G AR TR 2 Y
SREE B TO2E S, HEAT IR R Uy 22 4 (RS
IEPEE ZE MAPETE 2 09 00), 4R R B, W
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PS4 (Mymmsa = 3.35, SD = 1.15 vs. Mymrmon =
3.29, SD = 1.31 vs. M ywma = 3.31, SD = 1.17; F (1,
149) = 0.03, p = 0.972) M A ME1E 2 (M ysmmuan = 3.42,
3.33, 8D = 1.18; F (1, 149) = 0.04, p = 0.841){3 434
oL, 2 B W% R i 0 R DN B AT 5 SO 48 R R 1Y 22
5o DL R ZE R ULE, AR [ SR B R B i 2 L .

FELER: WINB AR EGRS 1, Xt
MR mtS Ry 0, HPHE A SR BEIR AN B i A —1; B
[ 2 gty 0, GBS 1. B 5%, RITE
ARGV, B T Ak 8] R0 4 % il 1) i
PR B (n = 50)F 43 N(86%) ik 44k, XT R4
(n=50)F 31 N(62%)E#E 44k, WIRA A (n =
500 15 N(30%)iEEE44Rk . AN AR B J dk 2 53
ST REL . NI [ SR IRR T B B P A REAR
GBSO A (R (B REAS 6 350 18 3 ((2.74) > Ro.os(1.96);
1 (4.05) > po0s(1.96)) . I Hil i KK 5 (n = 150),
SHERBEG=32.71,p < 0.001), FHit, SEA
SR G U T G5 7K S 25 S X S ] 4 Jlh R 4 4k Sl 1 ke
PRI AL 3 22 5%, WERMRIR 1 BT .

Hovk, KO BRAE I TP A L (RS20 1), 56
— AR ANER B R AN ) T T A B BE
CHLIGURT L 2 T AsF ] A 4 R Kk 1 B O A (p =
0.008), £ A RIRI 3 28 BN O B R AR AR
3 (p = 0.038) 58 =AU, L BERAET] LR
ST B[R] RN A2 R A £E(p = 0.001), {HFH
22 T R ] 4 B 4 Dl 39 456 1) T A A 3
(p=0.226, BARZERILF 2), DU 25500038 %
fESESE A A, WEBBE 2 BLAT .

FIRE Y A BEAR R THT, K A 1 SR R J gl
XiF il e P e U2 5 Z B A, TR SEER 1 AR
Jrik, SRR, AP A SR BT IR S R GT B R R 4 B
WPl B I 1 B RN AR IH 23 (p < 0.001), 1fif
IEHNEZ (@ = 0.51) S (@ = 0.27) 09 RN
PIRBE ., Wik, S . AR IRIHARERY

M 7% T X S ] R 45 8 2 il £ e R A 41

e Ja, Kem o 3 U E I IR 7R . 1 o,
Logistic [Bl A4 5625 5 7w, B8 WU SR /K 7 Fn g Joi
F= SO LAY 58 LT AT Lt 2 T s ) 4 e
e i (Exp (B) = 0.72, S.E. = 0.13, Wald = 7.09,
p=0.008), ZJ&, W5 £ A E K] 43k i 4 o
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The influence and mechanism of external environment resour ce scar city
on employees remuner ation preference

SHAO Jianping; HAN Xue; LIU Wumei

(School of Management, Lanzhou University, Lanzhou 730000, China)

Abstract

The external environment resources such as employment and natural resources (water, air, and biodiversity)

on which human kind is dependent are becoming scarcer and less available. Whether the scarcity of these

resources will affect employees' preference on both time and money remuneration thus arouse the attention of
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public interest. Meanwhile, the extant research of organizational behavior and human resources both at home
and abroad seldom covers the issue, despite the evident theoretical value and practical significance of the issue.
Aiming at the question, while being are exposed to a situation of resource scarcity (i.e. employment resources
and natural resources), will people’s choice preferences to time and money change? Based on the theories of
Life History, this paper explores the phenomenon, medication and moderation mechanism of employees’
remuneration preference for time and money in the case of different types of resources scarcity.

This paper tests the hypotheses by conducting two experiments. In Experiment 1, where external job
resources are primed to be scarce, a external resource scarcity (resource scarcity vs. not resource scarcity vs.
control) is used in the one factor between-subjects design, with the choice between time and money as dependent
variables. This experiment aims to test whether resource scarcity affects employee’s choice between monetary
reward and time remuneration. Experiment 1 is laboratory experiments with college students as sample, with the
aim to test the mediation of mental representation and the moderation of materialistic values. Experiment 2, in
which external natural resources are primed to be scarce, uses an external resource scarcity (resource scarcity vs.
not resource scarcity vs. control) in the one factor between-subjects design, with the choice between time and
money as dependent variables. For Experiment 2, a field experiment is used with employees as a sample to test
their remuneration preference in business practice.

By the results from Experiments 1 and 2, it is observed that, in comparison to the no-scarcity condition and
the baseline condition, a significant percentage of participants in the external resources scarcity condition chose
monetary rewards rather than time rewards. This phenomenon occurred because when exposed to a resource
scarcity situation, participants’ mental representation becomes more concrete, where they choose concrete
monetary remuneration. And it is also found out that individual differences in materialistic value do matters,
where those employees scoring low in materialism value scale do not prefer monetary remuneration although
they were exposed to a resource-scarcity situation.

Through the testing of whether, how and when the different types of resource scarcity will influence
employees’ monetary versus time remuneration preference, this paper provides a useful reference to existing
organizational behavior researches in studies of time and money preference and on resource scarcity. And the
paper has also potential usage in human resource and business practice.

Key words remuneration preference for time and money; resource scarcity; psychological representation;
materialistic values



