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i) 8 42 HH

5 BT, BAh(Privacy) 8 & X AKX
AT R 7 B 4R 1 45 1) Rk 5K (Rezgui et al.,
2003)0 FH P BA IR 55 T A B A OC AR B LA
ARATTORG e S R PRI . LA P R
I (Zlatolas et al., 2015), SR ITH KA N1 B#
BRL WAL AR IR R WA, 5k T
AR T B A ECHE B 25 1 A8 . — T4 XS Android
AP RBER, Bt 80%M A &gz /b —
ML AUE SR (Wijesekera et al., 2015), K, 1>
b 5P RO DRI AT IR 55 . 7 AR TR R
AT A, BEEE N REMSL AP Z
() FEAE AT FRPE, X R EOUH P B FAB 6 2 I
FEAEAR IR B B AN 8 o, 6 18 % 6 3 B AL B2
RO R AT, WATRES M IR L e £, . 417 ik
e FARE S AR IR 55 Z B 7 i, e B M
Sy b, 38 A R 2 A BSORA B 5 19 P ZEBIL A LA AR
BERAGE B LA, ASLREUE 3 T FH P A 4 A
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WY R G, AW LR, RAKE, 158ER, App A 7

5, TR U T R ERUR N EIF R EEE S 54
TR,
ERABEAGE T, FP A 500 BRI E
Hrh R EFEENA/ER, AR X R
PGB SR A — M7 RN . P87 % 1)
(Regulatory Focus)$& A 7E 5 3 H A5 i i F2 o,
X O EARURI SR A e ks o R R T
AT, — AT RLA3 A £ 3 1) R 97 A 1] 7
FEHL R G (Higgins, 1997), R #EE ] SETE i L
TR R 280 b 6 58 1, T 897 A 1) DU G 3 5 e 1
HREZE R EARNZ S W E A R — P
FIBIHLIE N, AEARINENIEAS . e SRR FA T
TGS EA LB R R E R, RE
2%, 2009) AR, —SEHIREVILRTE T H
AN TRV JR TS S 1) e O A LA S8 A A B AL AR 3
oA E R, 2R IR 2 o 28R L
T A2 10 2 - 0 AR FE AT SE Pl A5 B R 5
J& B 5 (Mosteller & Poddar, 2017; L IE %5,
2020), Aid, YETHOCHFFERTASAE T 0] FER
RAMHRAT NI EZE, TERGM A — A2,
S B0 B AE A DG S R I, AR R IR R )
X W SRR T RIR A (5 S g A HE
AN B B A B B85 0 (10 Wang & Lee, 2006), fH 2
H i H AT 2 B0R 98 5 2 100 B8 H T R TR R A
PRREIEIE, XL R Z LT AW
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PG OCHE, X AN I 95 7€ [ MATE App BA AR AL
AW B oo SR SR L R B2 IR AR (N : R
M 45, 2019) [A] i 22 W5 LA — [) 0 65 Sy
FEm: RE 4, 2020), XK RSB A G
AR AR, RS MA R RS AL
W B FABE BRAT I Z MIAEAE— B 25 57

AN B PR T I A E B2 B IEA H
AR, WRBNEIE 5 (5 SAHESE A DT I 4 THE R
FIRCR AN EE, X BFR 2 R I8 15 DL FC 0V (Regulatory
fit effect) (Higgins, 2000), HEZEAK N (Framing effects)
AR 8 TE 20—~ % W R ] 4 1) SR FH AN () 7
S50 5 Wik 7 =TT 52 00 A e SR BT A B4
EGAS AT T 5 ] A G I KUR S PR AE SR, 45 24 43
0] DAY 2 A 1 T A A 3t e — XU £ JEL P A4
FRCPE RS 1) T8 JE AR AR 0 o 2 7 1) 1S 44 X 5

TR RPUR 2 2 Bl RS AE 1 L T 15 AT ST 9 6 52 BB

AU A [0 18 A4 A X AR 9 e T I 235 SR o IR R 22 4
e B E BA T 5w 4% 52 & (Cesario et al., 2013),
XA T DR G R T A A SRS A Y in ok
-, AT 5 Bf5E S U IR 9 $2 Tt (Cesario et al.,
2008),

W2, WHTICEC R A4 = App HIF X B
RGBS MEZ T CHREMT App 124X
I [0 7155 JEE S 1 DTG PR 007 e D P 174 I Ao B o
FEP RS, TEARFFHELR 5 R AL | i 2 HE 42
SRR OLT, App F A S A R RABY
BRI RE, WeE, 2020), [HRIZAFIEIF A H
PR B E K- TR N o Teeny 55 A
(2020)7E VLR BT M £ ik vh 48 ), 58U IRE A
PR T E IC A 15 8 A BT 1 BEIRAICR o I 4k AE
£ PP TE LR HESE R S (Recommendation System, RS)
H, T N T A PR HESE © 28 58 A K
UF A HERA RO, R TR I A A PR AR B T
AE % 1h A 1 7 2E 3 1 3 3R 5C I ED 4 (Moon,
2002). fHJ2 H A AP A 4 77 400 29 K
iy RS AR RIR, JLRIRA W L P AL
FARUF BRIl & KBS R P A5 B4 AL
18 H #2405, AR BRFAS BE f T 3P 5 ke T
Pl LU KT . Acquisti 25 A (2015) % F L5k
P& KT AR B AAB A i 4 23 9 52 PR B AL B
s PR, Y BRAE B R AU L, A A
X5 B REIEAH T BC 09 5 B A = 19 G B

PRI, AT H K DR 9 5 ] 3K — 7 O 327 5

B EE R WA NRERA T, 455 082
SIAHIBE T B, AR TR (R P A 4 B4R 5T
P E X App H U BARLBE SR DSR2, L K
I DT BC X B RA A e A RILARD o 7 BEIE R T
T XU PR SRV X AR G 5 5 T AN [R]4 E 1) A
X B A Sl A3 )2 i e B G )2 AT ) 2R SR A A
A1 DG P A0 E XoF E RA 48 R DR 1Y B R RICR, O 2
TP 8 LS A P RS o A AR 2 T R Y 5 1
FEURA e i (0 G TR EA T 1 SR, DT Ay 38 3 5 )
WETE RS AADY #5 ST A A OCHIETE 2436 1 AR 2
A DA B 1) ) e SR R A R o A RN )R
— 7 TMIF S 205 SR T DAL T 98 19 7 1o ) B FA 4
R AEAR S LR TP ARG, 3 5o 5 B T 855
JE 1] 1) B RA R ALAS PR AL DR IS, 1 7 B R B
fitp I H2 52 B AAE B R VR . o5 — T T S I
SR RT3 S 11 (14 SCAS o AT AR ) g 3 ARG RA
FRARA Z2 TT L S RS 1) B AR 5 A O - 43 B 42 4
ETHZ%,

2 ERSMNARIAREEZRHEST

2.1 BAEERMEXER

NP A BTSSR, B A Z 1
WEW RN T B TR ke, B
G ERCTEN I, RAME B A E R
L bR E, Westin (1967) e M s 2 A 3 1
) F MM, B RAME B E SO FWAE AT
BT A R ) A AL IS A K S fE B
H B 8% 3% . Banisar Al Davies (1999)¥; 2 FA {5 B 40
A AANER. BEFERE. FHEE . BAKE
B BRI FNZ=Ha 21 (2012)TA b 52 M 45 FH P 1 s
MERN: HPa2EER . HPAAGER. A
PRk RER . BIRZIEE . Mo, HiE
RIZENL, BRAGEENARENEN, WHAER
Wiy K, A TECA S A S MM ERFE, 4
AR S (E BEA AR AT BRI, ., %
il A AR

MZGEF 0 A B R, B B ML |
B B B EE R BE N P A B R —
Wil REZ TR, (2 82 R R ER
fEF Uk A SE AR R B L AR AR, T IR S5
W45 R e R 8 5 WA i 45 PR 38 T I S A o P B A
PrEE B E (Li et al., 2010), BRFATHEFISIAN, H
DR SR T2 X B R T 228 3 ) 453 % R e R B
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R B Wi A EAT A, 25 RN B A U A R T LS
F KU I, 2k B 5~ A {5 B (Vishwanath
et al., 2018), #H3Z W4 FH 7 (R IE i 25 B R 3K
WOF e 5 N BOIRAS, 7% R XURS: U)ok I8 15
S s P 58 9 7T BB 4 (Poddar et al., 2009),

B AATH R B DA S S <o A A0 P R AL
5] S A I HE SR (Awad & Krishnan, 2006), H:
A0 SO r R T RN i 5 R0 RIS 1) A 3 T
ZHIATT o AHJE H AT T 1 — e 5T 0 A7
TELA T JRIBR : 1) BE A RS2 < BRI, (H2 52
B b P A AT B A e SR I A A R A PR
(Bounded Rationality)f*(Acquisti et al., 2015),
I FEVE M OCTEAR BIOFE A IR IEHEES; 2)
JUT- B A BRI 2 R i) 265300 o 07 12 WSO 4R B L
P EREHE, R LA R — O = A R
B FASHE i A B I AEAT o A A9 B FA S % =
FEFAT N Z BAETE A — 2, X BRI R Ba LT
& (Privacy paradox) (Utz & Kridmer, 2009), A iit,
AT H R P O BB B, R A B
FIR) VA1 19 5 1) 4R SO AL DA R I AR SR 77 A S Wi ) e
AR, G 27RO, RS e X
TR EAT AR
22 APRATERSRAMKEEXIHR

P85 58 W] FRIS (Higgins, 1997)# M 1% 45 2 5k
BLR S, REWFseRW, wifhE 55 & m iy SR AE
HPLFE . DIFOR L AT A RS 45N R
AR SE DT A AR R I G5, 2021),
MFT I 55 15 2R A R, ARk E ) SR o 4
o it A OG, TR AE ] 45 A B 2 Al A G
MXF b RAE RS B, A8 5E 174
B HARR S RAE I AR 5E M, 78 B ARIESR
PRI OCTE R 25 A TR S e f S R Y H bR
RERIERNFAE AL A, 75 HbRE RSB PTEX
HE AR R, REZZ, 2009), 875 & M S
AERZBIAAG . L. AL S & )
2RV, D) TR . R A i A I TR Y

AR 3 S 1) RS 5 T A T2 5 e A A R X
F A 10 DG, DI 5 M A de 28 (i SR ATl (T
L, EFk, 2013), M BB AU TR B AZ O IE
SRS T IRV RS £ A o PRI, 31 5 ] B
IR FR AR L b A S0 B AT B3 B e A (R G 1 XU

WA WA B 22 5, WRETE — IR IE LB P 7E
PR FABE A P 3 b e B B 4 . BE T AL Wl
FP BRI SR ST & B, AR HE 2 a1 FH P 8
BN 215 BB CRIG %, 2019), Jfii1m
FAEAZE M P B 2 A AR R QR 4,
2020), {H - RBFFE AR o 7] 63 1Bl i AR
AR B, JIFREARTERRIZI
TSR R B B, I8 22 1) X A~ K B FA B % 72 B
FAT R BIRZW 200 B2 R R R B, PR
FIRI R B B, AR I 5 R Tl IR RS, A
HAE BN T 45 B.(Wang & Lee, 2006), 7EPEA#
FEME B, AR R ] A A ] TR BURS R AR
W LA Ak PRA S R, 7 T B 1) A A 1) R
FH 2 G5 58 W5 L2 55 1 1 (Wan et al., 2009), A
I, AT H A AR T E AR —F L R S
g KT IRD B 3 B XU A 25 0 A PR B e
Ko App FBSURAY 2% B G0 45 76 £ FH 2 ) i B RL 4%
BOER, MAREEMEHP N ARG LHES S
o AT BRI A 1) X T AR B RARY: 5E P SR AR
2V G [, R % T R 20 Ml e 7% B A B R 1Y
CFHLE]
2.2.1 VEFTICERY S FA L BRI

TE AR SO B, A A % e 3 B AR A1 3R
A PRERME B R, BRRADE SR AR T I 2 A Ak
T AR P e SR #2 . FR R, A PR M A~
P PSRRI R XU D 4 8 23 RN A5 B i Rk Ty
A kAT EEFEHR F, 2018), MHFEE XHE
BB AR R BIE X SIS T HAT% 08, RE il
{5 BHWCE 77 A A R TA 0 5 0 e, DT 42 F-
FULIR ), IR G B R, 1S,
2018) o JRUS: L 4R HE S8 6 55 FRATAHE JLRI45 26 HE L 7
25, HIE AE S R TR R 3 R A R AR s RS 2R
Ji A 5 B R IB SRR AT IR A = A
DS R G o HE R AN X9 B AT R B OC
B, AR R 1) 23 e A g 1 A R RE SR
R, — BT R IRAGAE L LU G HEZR T R 4R &
ARG BT H B Bt (van de Velde et al.,
2010), FRAFHEZLAREE TAT 010 B R ELIRAIR T 3%
PRI, M RHESRBR ] T 478 B A IEERA
5 B R 30 % (Niesta et al., 2016), <=5 & 32U 7
HE 2 BRI, o — S F &R 3, MHELF
FRAFHESE, D)k BRI 2% 5 75 18 X 5 08 171 18 PR B S
SR 451 2 HE 48 A T B 1) £ FH O 750 A Y
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& (Moon et al., 2016), P IHHE—F {5 BAEZR &
REA UG SRIH S N, AR A RIF N H— 1
2538 (McDonald et al., 2021), A FAF5E 7 & 1) 5
Kz —J& %A %5 AR [ B 6] HE SR80 1) 5%
We o IS R Il 52 %o A S SR AR Y A AR
T, AN TR 5 22 1A A 08 8% XU 7K 7 %o {5 B AE
e TP MR (Lee & Aaker, 2004): FRISHELE
TEAR 3 5 1) A A R AR RUBS: B N A 2 I 2 P
2 HE BRAE T B R 1) A A 1 v KU R R A AR
T AR A2 I T UL O A R EAESE AR,

A 5t P8 (Kahneman & Tversky, 1979)3# Hi,
ANV [R]85 BT R A8 T O o 5 9 SR T 2 FH R
B EAESEAESEBRI A, ke 22 0 5O IR
SRR IR AEMR BN A 5 R 2 H Z M d# Ny 6
I (Teeny et al., 2020), £F%IFHF {5 B VCECBLIA
8 e ] 5 AN A R Bl #E 5K W (Carpenter, 2012;
Noar et al., 2007; Rothman et al., 2020), J&T/M&
YK A 45 BT (Shumanov et al., 2022). TAHIFE
3K (See et al., 2009) . AFIFF =R (Moon, 2002), i
TR HE T (Self & Findley, 2010)VE it % {7 4% 52
BA BERT, X R e d i A
77 )41 S DT e W SR [ AR R, 1
R IAT WF 50 31 P 0998 49 VG B v T R R
Py AR RIS, IRE PR E S I, o THEE
AP A VC R 5O 7T e il A e, 1EH P A
W BRI, DTN AR 45 B AL vl A Bk
(Kosinski et al., 2013), UL, ETH P #A7 VLA
) B R B2 AU B HE 28 68 5 12 14 FH P 9 B RA B 2%,
B MMEAFERIT R [A) TR kSR P TR B
FABERUE BBl B (9 P SR ) 42 (4L B8 o 4 1 19
Ao

3 RS

AT K P B RA B S AU — A R 3R
TE A, TR E 1] A Y D EC BRI A Sy SR B
FEMELR, PRI AY I8 15 5 o) 0 LR RO B D3R
FRRZ IR, A5 I Al 25 %98 4 DT E i AL L
X B FAB B P HERL M . FLATITE, AT HUIT
J& 3 W AToE: WFSE 1 BRI [ 15 5 1] #9414
Xt S RA B2 A JE A TR SR e R R SR DA 1) 22 575
BT 2 e RERR T30 1 47 O AR 2 5256 75 544 1Y
DC P 350 RE XA R 908 S e SR 4 e A0 R B A
P, BT 3 MIFERER)Z I, 2E T RO AT

(4 S SCA N 2 AN TR R, R P iy
FE 1] PR RS R R B FAE B8 48 A M R O o SR
EREIAR R T — 4 Rk
31 R 1: AP ERAINMEIEAEERRN

=AU

HRYE R 47 22 ) #e, AR 2 0] AR N AE Y
RN & R 5 B o B F AR A 25 Ak iR B A
1 H kbt . FHL App 1 M8 3h B 5 W i 7=
Y, FP 5 B EE i R A S AR CINIRS E £
BT A G ) R AN (B RS HE R HERE AR
AT ) A5 AR 5 ) P AR BRI 25 R AR A 25 2R 1Y
—Fh 7 A (Dienlin & Trepte, 2015); =22, HipiE
Tia] A PN 19 22 4 i B S Bl DG 54 7 T 45 SR
HAETE, AR ) T 3E A g A S B R
G B A R 0 PR AR (R, BEARET, 2022), {HAZ,
M TRAFIRNEATE, MEHRNGERE—ER
JE AT i 5 P LS Y B AARE R TR SR P i
B (Song et al., 2021), [FIk, BT 1 838 ad 1 B4R
L App NEAT R ST, HEAE App FEMEHIZ
Y BERASZ A I BE, N [R]85 22 1] 09 4O 75
R T AR — S0 BB R WL . &R G
DI EBRIR, 5T 1 32 an ik .

H1: 7¢ App IS MRRBAGE R B,
L T BB 2 ] AR, AR 38 R 1) A R B Y
P RAZ BRI i 1 B 5 U

FEARAT T AR IR 7 28 1) A A X B Fh 4% 8 1 IS
MZRE, AT ERKRT X 2R G R
Ao ETRATTEIEIS MW EAM S, HPFEH#IT
P AL 5 BB PSR AT, 23 5%t B FA it 85 3 Al 1 4
I F B R 55 7 O MWL 2 E AT AU, 2 IR 1 1Y
W g5 R F 30 0 KU B, ik Sk BB R A A
B (Vishwanath et al., 2018), —LLHF57 L0, 7Y
FE 1) 2 YR T AR RS R 5 B TPAG A 2 R
Mel o TR A [ ()4 R B G 3 ] SR I A B4
Jite SFe 3Rt G A3 2 5 T AR A ) A AR T S A e SR
s BT a1 75 AL AR A AR (Higgins, 1997). K
P 50t B 250 T4 A S HLFNAE 2505 Sh R B AR
YRR MR X PP 22 52 A e A J 2 S il . S5 es Al
KB BIBLFNE 4 2348 151 42 21 I A i B2 J2 (0 24 oy 1k,
T -5 458 2 AH 2 1 Sl LA 25 2 5 1 A 212 i A ) 1X
Ia 1Y 2445 1 (Davidson & Irwin, 1999), Amodio %
N (2004) Y BIF5E 2 B - At 308 2 1] A P ) ZE A B )2
LRI 2y o AR R R, T T A 1] AR Y A
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MR 2L TE S A X R . RS I,
AH L 7 2 ) AR, R R S 1 S A0 il
£ 5 U

A O [70) 36 BF 52 6 e R B 28 %) DRI, AR 25 38 ok
AN ] B R 43 5] 2 BAL Bl R A T R A o SR, A
M B LS PSR A AR T B AR A v R R AT AL,
Vb G2 75 JE A B 22 11 R RA 45 5% 5 46 U E Ry ik
i, FRIE ZHEEXE ., HRIARZ App ##
AP A7 R G R T P I RRAE S5 47 o 3L
PEAGFEAAY, XHF BT PRk, DA%
ST i b R FH P DR C 7 5 IR 45 (Liu et al., 2013).
S T 77 2R 6 RO 11 DG e PR 38 2 000 11 LA 5 o
e — T, b T RF AR R S R,
App 7 B0 8 2 MR U P s DR T
MR, EHNT R H % B iE(Andrew Ng) i 5
e “80%MIETE + 20% MRl = TEAF LA 2
o PH—Jr M, X EE A AR AN S,
PIECHR AR =5 . BT, MR T 25 L gl
U o DR OONE T P 7 0 R 1) P P 5 2 AU
o, TR S SN T P BRORA A 1)
TE R T PIMESE L SRR E R, SR P A
VF App TF & FiRAE T Z (808 FALRR, I RERS
s S A 0 g -, DA T 52 A B o o A % 4 4 i
55, AR AR 8 Bk M FF R s P %) DRI s, 2 i 2 44 i
(A4, 2019),

BRI, ) 3 12 4 391 158 A Ti) 1 X6 R 2
RIS TR), AT H K B4 e R B 2 AR X 7 114 XL
xS A 255 ) B S A — N BRI, R FH R SR A
5% BY T &8 15 (titration procedure) i i1 sE 56w 1k
W TE B R B T X iz A XU B i 5 KN, i ad ik
R T8 AL — RGN R T AR I AR O 1Y
TG 22 B 1 o 1% R B T B T e SR R RS e e
BIARSCBFFT o, B ORI 5% 12 (2015) 38 i — &
B S92 T 2 W A B 85 40 A B 300 ke 5 1L, SR
T 2 T BB b I 5 R 00 B A AT S IR
A2 B 4 TR P A B OB B4
g5 b TR, AT E BT E AR E ] 5 RS i A
B SE R B IT 45 3, 0 TR

H2: T U, A 5 1) A 1A
TR B = R AL BRI 2, IR HRIE & 1 R
FOPh 8 AR
3.2 WR 2 EVEEMNMERANEEENm

WFFE 1 XA RIS A 1] FH P B B R B R 424

PURIEAT T 20, MR 2 A BRI TR
AT RE [) B AR AU B AT VT LA Bl LR RA SR
BRI . ARG 57 L S (Katz et al., 1973),
AR TE I T SRk H R Sh e B A, I
K HREA AL 1 77 i 5 AR 45 X 7 SR v R AR AT
WAl . T EA MR EENNRS, AX
— PEAk FUC BE o A& 4% 25 B B2 AE H (Teeny et al.,
2020), MALEHNCENS [ SR E W —BURE S
HEZRIS 2R I0 B VS AL, 2 H FARRE T X
A7 BNE 2R SRR B8 A 3l B & AN 7ARE R 9 98 5 a5
(Bt vs B) . AHICTH P OB R R W], {2
HERE ) A A A SR RIS RS B T A B B A AT
T S ) A9 A4 55 98 AN W) SE B B R G T 45 T
T PEAY, JF BB A 20 . I AR B 7
AT DCEC AT PP AR TR A /R (Lee & Aaker,
2004; Updegraff & Rothman, 2013), fHiL, —i&
App TFA T C AT R IMEEAGE R B RAR L
TP R ENEE, — B XS BB [ A
1 JEHE B IG e 4550 0 XoF B R B 38 2 Do 3 o ) F 9%
B, PERTEEACAT, O HESE I B RA B A B E i
Ko VB A 8 8 P DA T LA B 1 06 R vk % 7
Wek, 2020)0 BRHIANHE MR 7R X AS BE T e
KT HE 7= Az 1 45 R DL AR R F 0 & A A3 A SR
(Wang et al., 2019), JBHIAHH 2 PE S 5] KU
Y, A 5 T 1 T R R T M R AR, AR
18, 2017), HH Eb T BB [l A0 RS R N 2
TR AN S 1 2 S e JRUS: B () B 48 A . PRI,
TR DR R 2 52 ) S ] 30115 5 1 > {2 B RA 48 8
KA INAEAS B, W2 VLA 5 AR R
BRI AL . (H R A B R R0 T 5 R )
515 B EHEQR 4T DT TC LA F R RA S AU AR 1
MRMBE R Z, L5 LR, I 2 TN E
Jia) DG e 2550 0 £ i IR A G AT b AR FR 45 51, 42 4
TR

H3: W52 10 A5 BAESR 28 BAE 23 5 Ml
A B I R B 5 R R RD AN 1k

H3a: F LGB E 1] A4, A 1] 41k
X T ARASHESR B AR B TE K 1 B A4 % S

H3b : A5 LE TR 357 ] A4, T8 € 1] 11
X T 451 2 HE B A B2 AN A B K I RA B R

%%O
H4: JEANG 5E PELE A 15 DT IC 26 F -5 B RL B
PR Z R A
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L SRR YT UG T A AR 1) B R B R R A I
BN, AT H Fiy B — 2P RS A PR X 33k Fifr 37 7 DL
it {5 BB T 20, Petty Ml Cacioppo (1986)42 i
TR AT B MAR Y (Elaboration Likelihood Model,
ELM) D fiff 7 Ui M o=k 78 v A U 09 45 8 m AL,
XAr T AR U B 0 TR g b e, B
Ui e S0 3k T3 UE SR N ) 2 MR A 2 —
ELM &b T 404k I Tk S 59 A AR 85 08 IR 45 2.
AU 2 fi—Fh 28 R (cue); 1M AL T kS gifk in oK
B A AR R A7 2 B VR — B UL 8 (argument)
PRI AT B0 IR A5 B ARG 40 TACT &+ EHE
B, EREA I TR, FBX AR B vl ik
R F A (Teeny et al., 2020),

ST VLS AR B A TS A Ak K, B
IR —E U — RS, T IC R
HREE T MR S AR Al ToKSE, e
FT VT AR B BRS d Ak Tk AR, 72 It
BLAAE T, MY TR ERME R AE NS
SR, XF T G HE SR 00 15 B A T o i
(Lee & Aaker, 2004) . 15 123 00 s 10 JIR P (14 5 55 38 3
ASTR] ARG A0 AR 0 TR P36 IR = A g i, —
TG W B B A S IR BT 58 R PR, 7R TR DT 4%
PR, ARXT TR AR B BRI Al 32 245 B
R 255U IR 5 5555 s ), X 10 b T 1 R R A
B TR A DA S B R R AR AR TR
VCTC 4514 T A R I X A 22 Sk, X — 4521
W, FAWICE AT, DA E R A
&, RHATHERGEMM T2, BT T3k
98 5555 AN [e] B L A R A ) IR T 25 5% INIAE
PR ILE AT, AREA #1740 30 8 %,
TCHE X 43 W5 1Y 35 55 (Updegraff et al., 2007) 4R 111
WA B 5T & P L TR IR RS, ASMAXT TR TR Y
DEC A B A B e ARG 2B A Tk AR R 5 DL
FUET, MRBCIREWATE, B2 3 T A e M,
AT AR A5 HE X6 {5 2 #6474 4 2 (Levine et al.,
2016), Koenig % A (2009)1)— R 3L F M, 14
7 VETC A A TR T & KA S, il TR &
WL EPS ) [1 DR =54 s LY o R N A O
BOULS AT Z0E, i TR E 2
T 3 AR —IE 5 K SR %) S ALK 2 0
VCC 4514 5 m TR Ak K F R A8 & . fERish
HKET, Wm ISR B9l TMEXHE B ERK
IF ] 5Q3E  SEAT A 948 RANTAF A0 m L, i

FEMRSIALKE T, JEIE ST DL R B sOm 5 & T4
A AT A0 0 8 F R EE RS 40 B9 T (Lee et al.,
2019), X FRESLAMETTF, WHICE S EAH
WA T 515 B —#8 4, BTG R S
FLEA AT, MATEE BN TR B A
FE 2R S oA 5 BN TR BE 1 & 38 598 (Petty et al.,
1988); X PRSI, JT5 PCECAE R —Fp
A kLR, B ARG E BT,
57N D g D) S B = A < TR IR (Aaker & Lee,
2006), M\ #EFT 42 1 A9 15 B T (Koenig et al.,
2009). AT H ¥ K (14 App B RA AN 55 2 K A 7
AMMEED T App 5, MMALFEH App I &
PR o —IREGE R W, Y 32 WURh 58 AT 55 B
R DG Pl A R DR 7 8 1 S TR S v LA
AT % (Vaughn et al., 2006), 25 TR, A
BB B A T 18 5 DT E AY B AR AU B A 5
o PG A Ak K SF-

R T RGE BB, AT AR FHAH CHE 5T
BN R IR X A TAS AR AL LT . A5 A b (5 B
P BRI BT o . 55 AP UL AR B, SR AE
RN e O A N ST TR R v SR SR U N
22 AR B AR AR T VS L SR AR, A Ak
S48 555 U0 T R 4 2 R I b 25 S, D
AR X I8 7 DG B2 AU R T kG gk T,
B2z 0 ud B AN R R Y S R ORS 4 Ak i T
(Updegraff et al., 2007) ELM #5544k im Tk
V- S A T S T (A 2 B ) AT
g J2 T (T 8% T SR U AT 20) A i 2 T (A
PARETE A . FERRARMR AL IS 5 R, X iRy
VT2 B A5 8 14 i A A0 A o T2 A6 )2 T, 2 i
A5 FH P00 B0 RUBS: BB AT o PR AR 300 K PR 5 7 B
FAFAGX —E BT, A8 5 DT T 1 B AL AL
FERGORIE TERMWM TREE, 5T
FEAT Ay J2 1T 14 T 5 1 B AL 4 B8 RS, AR A
J2 T8 VT DG e A 8 B AN 0 SRR RN S B 1, R
T

HS: FRFAZ AU R 18 5 VG B A iR 7 5% 559
1958 B 23 0 A 1) B R B 8 8 D B RN
FEPE AR

HS5a: 4 RAAE AU BHE EAE SRS 7R 1
7 ) DEEC A, AN A T 98 1 R 4 B FA S UM R
R I B RL B 8 R B AN A o 1

H5b: Y ERRABZAUA B EAE SRS 11
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T ) AN UG LA, B RL 5 B R 9 156 AR 1 5 55
o T A 1 o o 48 R T AR U AN 8 A P TG
eS|

AT N S R AR IC RS B &5 A
TR B AR 0 AT, iR S AR AR T 0 —
ASF B UESE o X O R Y IR Bl B3 52 S A P
AR IA SRR 2y, fR L A B A AR
ST R, s e T R el 0L S %) o T ) A
A Z) A (Noton & Stark, 1971), —&ii =, FHXF
B CESHR I N A R [ B, X B AN %
BRI N S VE LA () 3000, AHOCTF ST R B, MR IX
3 PN B 3 R R BS0ORT 3 AL s ] BB B S B AR AR AR
S DA B A i TR 2 (Garca et al., 2000),

C A MR ST R W, SRR
WO oK P 09 T SRR bR, B A 55 HE BE (0 3,
FEAL S BT 8K (Horstmann et al., 2009), &7
45(2019) % XU g 5 B HR Zh A o8 o, 2% T R4S
AR S X B A S i T8 2R B R A
AL, A B B0 B AR O IR sh A s R W, A
PR 5 8 A OEORR 2 15 B T A AR B T
- (Yaveroglu & Donthu, 2008), — 2Ll ZhfifF 5%
SR FH DR 5 T 3 400 1% 326 00 AT 80 A 0 T IR
(A7 45,2019), Zf LTI, AMAXTE T DT RE R R
UM BT A0 200 1 A STt K (A 0 7 v A s
KR EA IR ShHednrh o I, AWF5R @
T HR BN R SL A, SR AR AN [ E T A 1] 0 (AR
i {5 JEE 22 1) B FAB AT B 1 b 3R TR R BRI
LR RIFE AT, DL 224N (X 98 547 D B 2405 B
TR RN T, BT R

H6: YFFAZ B EHME SAESE RN A Y I 5
E [0 DEEC B, AN A6 352 A A5 B T A e ] B G
SR TR R T 2
33 R 3: ETHEHENNMM AT ERSRE

AT XES

BARC R R BRI R W], 3 1) > 25
PERRAEAEZE Wl B R TE 2 4 A B QLEE 45,
2020), 1H B M WEHE DR B THE SRS
R 2 AL BRAT O (B A7 A6 22 (W = %%, 2015). i
5T 1.2 W4T A SR AR SE AR A P A FL5E
EFAT M. B, BF5E 3 B LA P B S
AR, 38X SO A I TR B S Y
FeRADY 58 R B, I ST 5 R A ) Y S BR, O
Xof R 2 ff ol P TS 2 ) 5 R B R AT S B

B SRR PE 23 B, DATE A J2 T 595 TaF AH B 19T Bl 2 1]
AR A 1) 2 15 5 T8 v (9 B RARE B8 A7 S A DRI .

FFAESRBISCA T, gt 58 i FL S A SR M
FeiE A O T BT, T AR BEE HLaR 2% X SUAR
S EARM AW E R, Bkl Wiy, &
T A SCAR P 2 R LD L0 R AR R . RS
PR B 0 B 28 B A6 17 S B8 0 SCAR R K
25, 0 AT B P AR S AT e SR, S
HEENFEE R ERIAH P 4 M4 (User
Generated Content) (FMI%, B3 )Y, 2012), H
P BRI SCARTE AR & 5L . 1 25 A0 DG 1Y i,
Johnsen 45 A (2014) YT 5 K515 45 18] i 456 FH A A 1A
FT5E ] B IX AR, PEHT Pennebaker 25 A (1990)
TR T HES TR (Linguistic Inquiry
and Word Count, LIWC)id] # H1 [ “Dejection —
Elation”2& 5|/ S {2 #F 5 7] Al 45 11E 1) 22, “Acgitation
— Quiescence” & A S T iy 7 ] (19 FFAE 1), 38 4
Kb 2 BRI A3 AT DX 0 AN [R) A9 8 7 2 [ BEAA . (L
TG AT A8 1) A A
4. Il BARTENEEG R, (UUGE T PR
15 25 TR Ry XA R 9T R ] B AR U, RN 6 U R
AT Y o 2) W 5T B/ AR A BE B S, B3R X
A5 PR L B0 A ) 9 59 2 1) S A AT A T 0
U BFXT_EIRMIEE, BFFE 3 KSR O B4 BT
AW e, 45 G 0] 4 2 AL 28 2% > ™
T Re S =i ey 1V IS Bl 2 SR Dl i
W E [ [ 5 M BN R R SCAR A . SRR
()45 50 BVE BN ) FLAE, SCAR N AR BE 618
B, A DR AR R T R Ia) A O Y TR AR
RETARHIE o B HLER 2 I AL B Sh S A
FEAE XTI 47 % 1) 28500 () B0 R 4%, I B E
TR

#1382 App BB FARH SRR AE %
RO Be, WARILTE R P B AT . K3k
AT, BERICE T MR N BRI (W S,
2015), P AEAE A A 9 SCAR RN T R IR R4
ST B B AT R B RN & R, A
T E BT R S s, K A AP O
A~ NI F0 BN SCAS P 30 4 B0 1) >k +  FH  19
Fa AR EE FE PRI R o S AT IRT A 1 B RA B 558 2
R IRYE Banczyk % A (2008) A T4if 1 %8,
S AU B 3R E R PG
BB R4, 1% RO R P x4
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Tl T TP R A AH AR B B4 H R T [
n: AR MR, DL —2e 5% B b [l N AR
(a0 PSEARZE B . FH P BRI SCAS s
ST A IRAH AT B 0 BB, XA B RARE B R
PRI =AE X B oy P e . AR T H AR A AT 3R (2018)
P2 A S SOAR A BB R B N T O S R TR A
N Th 5 AR A N AT AT, It
BRSO ESR S, ik, S4HAA 8
R B FADE 57 S G A A A B B R4 8 45 43 i S
ENGYN i R

FEARAT T ST P B AR 1 835 2 1) 2 AR
ARG, 5T 3 MR LGRS > 0 s by
Bk Apriori X LL_EEHE AT 48T, BREIE I A2 )
2% T B RA B #E R B B OC B T (Association
rules) FI S % 151 4 (Frequent item sets), H:Ff, I
TR 25 T R S A AR A5 A R 9 5 ) ST R
PR Z MO R, Mk PIF I S M A G
PR B TR, a0 (T ) vs AL HIRAE S5
R} o PP BEIRAR vk ) (] e R A /N A
5 18 Al /N B A5 FE B {H (Minimum Confidence)
KO0 ROGE AL , PRI, T R A O [l 4 FAT
Mo as S, W 3 3BT Bk .

H7: ERERZEE, WO R e m 5
W AL 58 B85 Sy 58 S I5E A T

HS8: FERERZM, M P MR E ) 54K
R RO 58 B85 Sy 5 DI A T

4 IBigHE
S SR FH A S 1) A 4 DG B R Ay A

App FRFARZAL B HEDLE AR RRERE . T 2RO B2
H I FE A b, 8T ) AT Y DT R SRS R T2
IR AR R BIRBOR WA SCHE ST, IF R
IG5 B BRI vs TH) 5 AR I8 57 22 1] T
BCAT, TH 2 & SXT A C I SE L3R 7= A 5 & A
B2, M58 505 B UL IR IT5s Ak L S8
17} 7% W (Awad & Krishnan, 2006). Fifi 55 3 H 5
W B BT 2 KR TR, AR BR BB Y
ToREGIT, BURRT —FM I HEZE MR &S,
App M P RIRRAME BAUT  H #5450 5. 11 H
HE, X7 hARE EE-MERAFILEAC
BN AR B, LARRASAH R A B 45 R 1R 565 1) 2o 7
H Al B FA B B8 Ukl S B 9 DGR B AR Y
AN AT F Q0] 32 9455 VS L A R0 o BRURA -t 28 A
P 10 Z W A — LR B R T R R A RE M
UESE, (HEZ WA RPLRIRETY . AT H 245k g
HSHLHIRE AL AN 1 Fim), $E R E I E )
T YA P B RA 4% 58 XU I 25 RO TEAS 777 22
S, DT 52 o) B RL 3 38 00 D o 999 () 2 A
I EAE HR 2 A {1 DG 2% 438 2o 52 e A5 2
KPR KU i 3~ A (9 B RO B T3
T, T RE AR R — R B A R
P B 2 (Al ) ) — PR RR BT, 6 — R
KRATHAE BB, 10 AL #E A T A
A & B AL BRI 25 A0 BSURATH B XU 64725 2 1 5
2, PRUAT B B B 5 1 2R &
FOH 7 R[] B B R KU 4, O HAKs =k
FAEA R IR 15 5 [ 28 A A B B XU 1 TPty 5 A
MR (PS5 1) TEITHA T I19 5 0] 5 0T B AL B 57

BN T s R e s )
X E T
2 - ‘\\\ -~ =) _Y_
TR e MirRasT CBEpEsRes)
= HRIE —N\\\Lﬂyﬁi //' Fivsiiige L@?ﬁ?@“ﬁljﬁ i {\J':%H_RE@’ LB R
e N B i
| P XHEBR || WRETRREL
| i sy | L2y [ WEih ||
B [mawe Hol amas WhiEh | =,
J= . TARE | [ SrBEmERS
i HAlE BB R e
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PISEIR e, i — 20 2 TR M 2R 5 1 1 ) I
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BUF BHEZR IS RUAA DL e, AMASTHE BRI &
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W R i 7 1 P A4 R A B TN 48 Ak K SF- 11
2RI 2)0 &5 1, ST 1 RIS 2 FEAMR)Z T,
VT T VR 52 1) 45 A AR A JEAE 4R 2 7% o fof 57 5k
MBS K App FIP B9 B AA B 55 T,
AL Sk G 50 A R 22 T (0 5 B A Sk Atk . WFSE 3 %
BT RIS B B P 5, AR5 B
P FEAT RN SCAR [ 3 5 BT 0 4 2 1 R AE B A
Peg o ORGSR 2 2] S RS, AR A [
W RARIES LR L | HERL . AL TTRE
05 T 5 ARAE A 25 5 0 R JiE T R S )RR
FABLEEAT AT TR AT (AT 3). 28 BIITA,
AR A FR G M A4 R T A 1 5 ) e R B
{14 PN ZE AL ) R XU ) A L 2 PR (s EREZR .
TRV, BSR4 F

T 5E, BRI Y 1] R Y DS G AT B RA B BE
(R PR SRASERER S HL A o i I 2 B SR 0T 5 i) it
FOB 8 11 D 2 R RE FHASCR AT T B0 43 B,
ERA A2 10 P R 5 3502 10 R A 2
PR SN I AF o S, DT 2208 T A A B B
PR I P SRR 1 DL BB A S 5 0 BRI AH
YERT . A 35 H DL 5 W 25 0 AU S %0,
SR FH XS 1R 55 90 2K v 190 99 7 2 K s kb T A4 AN T
R A RO B RL AL 25 RN RURS: I SR 25 5 . A
[l i S L2 s W I A UR B s R R N N R =)
B 0 A A e A RV I 5 A A A A 0L ] DG i
PRFT I T IR D I A9 B RD B2 AR 3 %A 1Ak B R e
SR BIHEAE o B A AR B 1E 2 B T MR I e I
BT PERE SR DL 5] 5 AT A8 B 4 3k B OB T
4E2022), H, fEABAMARTERT, #sh ik
X B AAZALAE B A IE A B AR, T LI S B
XPRRME, A BTSN IR R . A R
FW, PTG E S 0 B HE R T 7T DUA i
IR IS 2298 AT R (Acquisti et al., 2017),
P b B RAZ AT SR A JELHE 2 55 AN A 3R] 4 7 1] ) DT
Bt 4 B A5 (2 0 PR LB 8 . 7R Al EAG 56 A A
XHEATUCEC Y App BRFABEAUE B B THLE] . 25
e RV R Y R 1) 5 {5 B HE A DT E 2% ] 5 e
FH PR IR (8 8 60 A BN A 2K, TR B
FOPE 28 B = AR, IR RIS R A O — 2

Y TR S ) X e R B IS 2R IR S
S5FBERZ EMEVIRKR,
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PEEE R DA B RADE # AH AT 5 £ BBl Sa ok
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Tia) X B RD B R AR SR S FR I R A o X T SR Al
T, A ARAEL I B S B0 AL A EE T R A W, AR
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li] AR BB R B AGR SR h FEAE SE 22 5%
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FHRF AR I3 07 56 T4428 App A P BEAAR R H
SESCA G AT R, A BT AR RE ) A R R A A
App EHPRIE TEZWRMABTE TN, UL
WEFEAT B 48 7 U8 757 58 ] %A 1R B RA B 5% e 3R By
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I Ja, TERERZ N BRI M G HIF 5T 4
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KB SCHRSEAT MBS 52 0, A MR K402
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R ER . WE5E 3 RAEUEZIE FILas
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The impact of regulatory focus on App users’ privacy disclosure

SUN Zaoyi, XU Weijing, XU Liang, LI Hongting
(Institute of Applied Psychology, College of Education, Zhejiang University of Technology, Hangzhou 310023, China)

Abstract: Fully and effectively utilizing user data is an important part of the Internet economy. Data
collection inevitably involves users’ privacy information and requires users’ authorization, which includes
privacy disclosure. Although it is well-documented that a user’s regulatory focus type is a robust predictor
of privacy disclosure intention, few studies have examined the underlying decision-making mechanism.
Group-level studies based on objective data are also limited. Thus, based on self-regulatory theory,
simulated experimentations and titration procedures are first adopted to indicate the influences of users’
regulatory focus on the decision preferences and risk evaluation procedures involved in privacy disclosure,
respectively. Second, a series of behavioral and eye-tracking experiments explore whether and how
regulatory fits enhance a user’s privacy disclosure intentions. Finally, machine learning algorithms are
applied to perform a text analysis of a user’s microblog to generalize the association patterns between
regulatory focus and privacy disclosure behaviors at the group level. This project helps explain the
mechanism of regulatory focus in the process of privacy authorization. In addition, the results are expected
to have potential application values in modifying the designs of privacy authorization information.

Keywords: regulatory focus, regulatory fit, privacy disclosure, message framing, App user





