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N EHERE T EMAEFATLESEE
R EFRIBMCR, (A IRIFA—3. Filn,
TR (2024)5T 2014 F1 2018 4EHh [F 5 REIA B
B4 (CFPS) & 3K, M XS A 22 B 3 K 25 1 3 PR AIG
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K SR BRI, ST 5578 . FKEA (454
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AR AR ESEFATHE ., RAEFTER)
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580 25K H 311, 528 4 H1 ).

212 P&
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Ko 7g el WL kE o TF-IDF [0 &, B 5 @ i
TruncatedSVD #EF7 [ 4E(SVD 4k k = 100, FEALF
TRA 42), IFITHR AR A SC 5 R R AR i i) A T
FEE 23 [0 i A 5% AR ARLEE o A B2 BRI T Ry
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LV EE RN (M = 0.02, SD = 0.09)51%4:
HEERR (M =0.05, SD = 0.09),

IR 2B A4 (Schmalor & Heine, 2022) 14
B REENE L(REE 5, 2024), IR Hcrtse
BARTESE T B RSB T, B T L3R
L@ AT REIEQ6 )R AL E LR 1),
VPR R B A R0, BEHLAEC T 300 ZKIHSC, H
WS b 57 A B0 B3 AR D448 5 T G D0 190 4% il
B s )X SCHEA T IRy o FEIESCPEATET, AL IS
B TS890, IFat 5 A SCHE T ST
W0, DARRAR R DE A5 v 0 B A — 250, SR RLI Bt AL
BN L 4 X — SRR T B AL N A O R EL(ICC) ok
o 5o WA P53 PR — Bk . SR BOR, &R
AR ICC = 0.92 (95% CI [0.90, 0.93], p <
0.001), fiKAEF EEM ICC = 0.93 (95% CI [0.91,
0.94], p < 0.001), M4~ ICC {H¥IKTF 0.90 (Koo &
Li, 2016), R0 51 0P HAT 85 1) — 2L
o BEJS, B ALIE SR UBREAL T 2 S S
LSA L) A sk iPor A7 g, H—80rEA(E B4y
54 (Spearman-Brown K 1E): £ 35 AN V-5 AL, o =
0.68; IXAEF EIEIHL, a=0.64,

22 R

AHBFSEE ] Python 3.14.0 #EE T — IR
AN AR (Linear Mixed Model, LMM)#E1 74347 .
BRI DR AE & BB A AR R, DG A T4
IR E N AZ O TN AR 5, B R Al T 3 56
R, BT DUR R E O AR5 A (T i
LRSS () a3 5 2 R 8, et . A CBUR AR
SR EABYFE ), SO O T H AR K
JEE XU SCAHARUBE A543 A8 A2 T 40) o [RIR, AS AU 152
T VR P R oy a8 B i B AL, AP R —F P
K AT 2 5 SO S B Rl 37 % (Dehghani et al.,
2016; Kim et al., 2022), F/7 )2 40 A C R 5L
(ICC) 4 0.045, FHAL 4.5%19 77 22 35 T H /7 1a] 1
ZE5E, HE— B SR T PRSI R P BE AL AR 1
AHE,

AIPTEE IR SRR 1, RSO, i R
IR 28 55 AN A5 BN 5 IR AR 7 A Al OE R G
(b=0.11, SE=0.002, p < 0.001), X FH, 7EiHmt
[ . P sh ROSCARRRIE IR, FSChRiEm
2R N e 1 O i By O R A= =9 S
R

F*1 TERH
Ap i) S i 15 ()
GUARTEEA PR, PIlOME, WAEEE, FEBIK, TN, WA, RZE, BERA s 0.68
(IHZERES -V AT, AL, RE, Bk, REAEGT, Rk, T, NENE, REEE, A% 0.64

BT, AL, AR, AEEET, AL, REA, REENE, Azl ATRE,
AN g, AENE, RENE, ERE, RARET, ARET, MEGLE, fa

BT (26 1)
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FeT A S MASCAK G, BFSE 1 WP RAIE T A
RARIR I L TF A G5B 5 A B I ) | AR DG
KFo iR, (SIS 279 R SO KR 45
2R, 1S 3Rk 1 28 A 1 45 Ja R B A vy
HAERER A B BRIt BsR, TR0 28 S 1
R 1o XUEM, LBEAFEEAAE S —Fh 2 UL
FRFEAFTE, WRAMAR H B &R T, IR 54T
SRR BRI, WA HEMEER, &0 A 15
TR A= B 2 B 3R 3K 1 9800 20 1 A X VR T (b =
0.11), AR GRS AR AR AL 1L
FEBE MO PE 58 B RF AT o T SO RIKAFTE R
KRSk, HARRE— & FE R i X, A shik
T SO AR A A 4l 2 P 7 SRR 285 1) T 6 Tl B
KEYAHGE M (Khan et al., 2025), 4N, £ FEE
I ZAL RIS L BRI S 2 N R Y
N (Brea-Martinez & Dribe, 2025; Lan et al., 2025),
PR, BA— PR R A S R R0, BV AR XS /0N, FE RS
FEAS FIHEAA 2 TR A 2 AT 55 2 10 B2 2 X (Funder &
Ozer, 2019; Gétz et al., 2022)., #Xili, #F5F 1 J& T W5
PEBETE, MELAHERTARIC R, [RINS, BT LSA 3O
T SUAF BT ECREA HE 2 AR B I e #, (BT 2 G 2
AR BRI S, H I X AR 2 A
AP TR R, FEREST 2 e I
IR BE B ER VR A (CFPS)iX — 42 [ P A B df e T 707 o

3 WS 2 (SEMR R : 23 AT
SRR 5 T R O AR I IR

5T 2 R B 2504 i R i =, 24
ERRMEREAR R — BRI SE 1 BT R CR
H5UE5E 1 E [ RTESE N A RSB RIB A,
F5T 2 3T [E R EE B ER JH 45 (China Family Panel
Studies, CFPS) 2022 4F i) 48 (B ke i . Jb i K2
o [ AR 2 B 2E JE A Dy, http:/www.isss.pku.edu.
cn/cfps/), IR FHEALTFATLES AT EEMN X
#o CFPS & —WHA | {Z 2= AR I 1) 4 [ P4t
B ERINAE, 2022 FFEREAREE TR 25 M. HEET
FEIRIX, REMACE P E ) 95% A 11 . il id s #r
ZIH AN AX Z AT EN EWER S HAT
BIEBMKR, BT 2 BAEN 38 SRBAR A T H% 5
PR B SEIEUEE
31 Ak
311 #ik

GRS T 2022 4F o [6 57 e 8 s ) 2

(CFPS), JRIAREAALE 27,001 425 HOoER
“HL PR BB 19, 988 il (Bl K 74.0%), “H
TR 3, 679 Fl(ERHE 13.6%). FTRIEEX
DS EAE i, BIBRAE X A8 5 F AR R 1Y)
SEFGFE RER . R4 o ANHEE?) o Xt
il A et A G SR FH 22 AR AN AL B (AR A 20 4
BHRAE, % Rubin BNGIF) . AN ATIIREAR Ry
6,982 AN(Zctk 3,435 N, “FI4FEHR 45.27+16.55 %),
3.1.2 ®FERME

(DG VA T-AE RGN ;e PR &, B i
Wi &, BHRE M E 228G 2/ H? 2 (0 =
SERANE, 10 = JEH V), S E BRI
B 2 G- SRR R R R

QB EE RN T L BE N EERIEW
¥ehR, B CFPS (2022)H (AT “BN A JLAN %
T HCEHRAR? (0~10 M) SRl &, FUEBRARAE
B R

QA & . AR AR . M Z8E
FEEE . WK P 2R S s il A o
32 #£R
321 #RMESITSHEEXSH

Y F AR PR AR A B ORI RO HOR
R IER ki, BCRHIESE Spearman &
AT o 5 R (ILF 2), GRS 4
HEEE A =-0.20, p < 0.001), EIAMARZ
F 2P AR, BRAR T D
322 AFATFEBRMMEETEENXR

T R AR AR MO A T RO e, B
12 Wt s B A A 2 1 R B URAIE (O 22 /3491
e = 0.42), B FAEGRTAM RSB oA b 34
R EHOTEEHE, AR A COM-Poisson [i] 45
#(Conway-Maxwell-Poisson regression)if4 72 53
Br, Jfad R #KFHEY COMPoissonReg i (Sellers
& Lotze, 2023) L HUBLALAL T (2B B 3 5 | A B HL
SR v B A3 A B OB B R TR, RS T
T H AL A AN [R) B EORRAE A T RO 558 -

R A 25 5 7R, COM-Poisson [MIJTEAILEA B
TFHLA I CPEUDISR{E = —8430.40, AIC =16878.80,

PRI IR G, TR PR AN = 6, 982) 5 HERRA
(BL— AR RBR, N = 20, 019), HCBHHEEE A D285 |
MR, MATARAR « RS R ER . WATEIRAKT F LR EER,
(19927) = -0.75, p = 0.451; {HYEZHE R I, WAAMZHE KT
(M = 5.13, SD = 1.94) . = T-HEBRZI(M = 4.60, SD = 1.97), t(5107) =
—8.47,p <0.001, Cohen’s d = —0.27 . iX FWILEF /K F-FEATE AT HE R 3¢
B TR T HCHERR



%12 H# J2%

S BARSRE . ST AR A B A e B AR AL 7

x2 R 2HWBRMESIHFIERX I TER(N = 6, 982)

i M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1. 8 220 6.83 2.45 1
2. BT A 1.86 0.88 -0.20""
3. WA KR 2.90 1.05 -0.15™" 0.10"™" 1
4. ZHEHE 5.07 1.86 0.04™ -0.05"" 0.01 1
5. PTIIZEA 2.41 2.33 0.09"" -0.02 -0.07"" -0.04™" 1
6. 1EiR 4527 16.55 -0.08™" 0.29"" 0.09™" -0.02" -0.08™" 1
7. MR 0.51 0.50 0.08"™" 0.01 0.04™" -0.01 -0.01 0.02 1

TE: *p<0.05, %% p<0.01, *** p < 0.001, F[l.

BIC = 16940.40), PR EIS T v =3.25%, &
FERT 1, ROZBAA RO T B AR K
BIHURFE . G383 R, AEREHIAERS . MR, 2
B, P OZAL WAGKE, S5 ARSI
AR R EAN EA W e SR (b = —0.03,
SE =0.002, z=—14.51, p < 0.001), HAKMiZ, 7EH
MR RER T, ST AT HBRAHRE 14
AL, MR T LB %20 3% (IRR = 0.97,
95% CI1=1[0.96,0.97]) XFHH, AN H 1) 255
AR R, HA T BRI
3.3 itig

5T 2 T HA 2 EAGRMEN AR, X
IS T 4 55 AT S5 B 5 AR B R R Z ) A7 [ 56
R, LFFTRIE 1. 2R, SZFRF CFPS 7] i &
WZE, BF5E 2 &P A4 B 5 48 F R IEYRH
PSRN B, AR AU FAEAE— 2 B . DRk, SR
SRR BoR, AREE K09 AT B 7E 56
At PARAEERR o 3K — AR U 4 [ M RIS
AR UL, ARBCE KO REARAE U E i S sl K
A NGS5 OB ) RT3 1 R 2 PR wfe
I (S 7 =4I (T ) R v = 7 N o1 B e Al EE2 LA
247 (Tan, 2024; Wiessner et al., 2025), %% FidAS
JE, WEGE 3 B P AR AR ) 46 A T 0 08 o
A, I — B RE AR 555 F
BRI O
4 B5E 3 (MG W s M7 £E 8

S ZSRE e

AR FE 28 T AT S5 BN 6 AR B R R AR
FHBSAR, WFFE 3 8 A0 % KR Ry
AHLHIBEA TR RS o I WFIE B AE . (1) TEFEHIAH AR

* BB T2 AR S My > L, BRR L <K
B RHECT 22N T, ), Yy < 1, BdREM <ideg
B FHIECT ZRTHME, AT E T ED.

AEERS L, PRI B AR S A TR
[R5 2 ()i — 2 %5 B0 & M £ 8 5 T 2807
FE AR AR R, i 7R 2 50 AP 284
T R 0 BEBL] o

41 FHik
411 #K

#RHE da Silva Frost fil Ledgerwood (2020)%}F
MBI IS A BT A E] 250 ALL BRI, ABFsE
il Credamo “FHHHSE T 295 £ 18~35 FihlidR
BRI, SR 7 A0 A BRI R R,
LARA B 288 (Lt 197 %4, FHER
26.63 £3.28 %),

412 WERMH

(DGR

KH (EMATFERETE ) (Subjective Inequality
Scale, SIS; Schmalor & Heine, 2022)"1 1) “4Mk 3=
WA 37 AT AL . RS 4 3
H, st R 2500 s w7 8A
AL A i th HOE B pL 2 R Ta N7 X
AT HBEAT 7 53 = ER AR, 7= dEF R
), 553 R 2R W B RN B 28 0 A AR R B
#75 (Cronbach’s a = 0.86),

QAT ER

KPR EFRSE N (024) i i A B B g m R
EHTPREBTRENFER, 0% 6 1~%H, f#i
et RRNAETRI A —3 R E ARk, &
T SRS WA — 0 AR A 4 . BRI A B
BTSSR BT 7 50F5r(1 = AEFAFE, 7= 3F
W), 1950 R4 B B R (Cronbach’s o =
0.98).

(3) & M Ay 2 g

K Melita 25 A (2020)% il i o7 £ R 1 2,
JARIERF G AT T - R E 5 4 H,
eFRAH.C H O B BT R0 E IR 8 25 ARG B



8 N H

L

%58 5

%R 3 MR 2EFAFERAMXEFTEER COM-Poisson EVF4>#T(N = 6, 982)

b (SE) z IRR [95% CI]

e 0.37 (0.03)™" 11.40 1.45 [1.36, 1.54]
G AT A RN -0.03 (0.002)™ -14.51 0.97 [0.96, 0.97]
INIIN S 0.03 (0.01)™ 5.08 1.03 [1.02, 1.04]
ZHERE -0.01 (0.003) -1.82 1.00 [0.99, 1.00]
JO 2R 0.01 (0.002)™ 3.16 1.01 [1.00, 1.01]
AR 0.007 (0.0003)™" 21.38 1.01[1.01, 1.01]
5] 0.01 (0.01) 1.29 1.01 [0.99, 1.04]

T IRR = RAR; k& A BRH 0, #f43 SE (IR 3~4 I/

CXELLS S BRAR B I s B AR, R 7 st =
EWARE, 7 = FEFFEE), M08, REUME
v £ FE K - #  (Cronbach’s o = 0.92),

(HIUNEFRE T

K g BN SR R T R4, 8 U2 5
SIS WINKE IR 2 N YERE, YRR 48, 38
L RO A LR IR B T 14
(EE . B BIRSE)N T e B 27
K, AT RETT E D SOB A H OB TAESOGER, 7]
R 7 S0 = ERARE, 7 = EFREE),
3o, R TIOR8
i) Cronbach’s a RN 0.94, FILTENS
TURE 1 I 4R FE B o B 510 0.94 1087, N
B —FE RAF o S bt R oA g SRR W], WA+
R B (4(19) = 38.06, p = 0.006, RMSEA =
0.06, CFI =0.99, TLI = 0.99, SRMR = 0.02), %517
RT3 T 0.6 & 0.920 22 [8) AL g R, W
PR A DA 8 0 T B AR (Ay (1) = 138.15,
p<0.001), SCHFT HFR LG IME

(5 il A2 £

FAER AR L RIS . R AR AT
FA ST, TR 250 BT T DAL
42 #R
421 HREFERERR

K AMOS 29.0 #EA7 S iEvE R 2 b, i
b A5 B PR A TR (A D0 R K R — v AR
H)SEFREACGEREE . BUHEEEET . W
w b A A SE 28 % N 7 A IR RN ) AR B DL FE A,
DAPPAG L[] 7 2 22 PV AE 2 i . S5 2R o, DO
TR = 584.99, df = 224, ¥*/df = 2.61, CFI =
0.946, TLI = 0.939, RMSEA = 0.075, SRMR = 0.063)
(LA 8 B0 O T B0 PR (o = 3626.97, df =
230, y*/df = 15.77, CFI = 0.493, TLI = 0.442,

RMSEA = 0.227, SRMR = 0.171) (Ay> = 3041.98,
Adf=6, p < 0.001), AJIARAFETEN] b iy 2 [m] 75 ik
(P
422 HRAMGEITS5HEESH

fifi FH SPSS 26.0 AT ST 540507
MRFHIR(E 4), MERBIBINATTATES
B EEGE=-023,p<0.000)F B ERME, S5t
B ARG =0.47, p<0.001), BB FRE G =
0.45, p < 0.001)¥J 5 g F WA Bbak, W E Huf £
ESAETEEFE =-0.29, p < 0.001)5 5% fAH%,
W FEE S 54 F B =-0.49, p < 0.001)[FFE
FRFERHK,
423 ZEFAFERMELEFTEENXR

R R AR 1, FEREHIOI AR . R,
BT WAIKT . WA ST AR ), F
TR WA T (R 5)0 AH 1 AU AR AR 1, 5
A2 I BTSRRI . B R R, AR
IR 2R BF A48 i 2 T T A B 2 (B = —0.20,
t=-3.31,p=0.001, AR> = 0.04), ¥ 1 1533+,
424 WMEMNEESTHAFTENNHRNEHR

ST

MR 2 ABE 3, AWM Hayes
(2013)JF A& ) PROCESS 7% (Model 4, Bootstrap #£:74<
i =5000) FEATHEON AT, B M. HE
IR L AT WA 2 28 T M A s il AR o

e, BHRWE A RN AER. 2R
(& 3), W E M AR R A B0 2 (b = —0.04,
SE =0.01, 95% CI [-0.07, —0.02]), X, #if/ak
pSIECIENESy 7 N O i S =T = R A o O
A B R R

Nk, BREABMAFEEIITHAAER . 45
W (E 4), TR R I A 80N 8 b =
—0.08, SE = 0.01, 95% CI [-0.10, —0.05]), i%xZ<HH,



12 3 B #E A BRAR SRR STV AR A A R Y R e S AR T BIL 9

BN B 1 28 BN SRR B M, TR R ) [0.06, 0.047), N7 i for £ ) [l SN AN W 2 (b =
B, HEmAEE AR 0.02, 95% CI [-0.01, 0.06]), FUAZLFEIE Sy i a]

e, A B E A AR RS WU R R I 7E BN (b = —0.09, 95% CI [—0.13, —0.06]). %%h
BER AR B, KIS T A AT AE RO, RISk BREE AR Y, WU ER IR
Mo @R WR(E S), KA FEBANATEELY JEMBATTAFHEBA S AT B ECR T OCH
HESNARE®DB = —0.01, SE = 0.02, 95% CI  HHHEE,

R4 TR SHWIAMESEITIEXSITER(N = 288)

A i M SD 1 2 3 4
LA TR 491 1.27 1
2.0 5 H A £ B 4.98 1.45 0.47" 1
3. TSR T 5.42 1.34 0.45™" 0.73"" 1
AEFERE 433 1.95 -0.23™" -0.29"" -0.49"" 1

e Tp<0.001, WEKLK .

R5 MR IHEFALEENETEEMNDEITHH(N = 288)

- (| AL 2
FruEfb ZEL B BEWEp PRt REL B B p

1) -0.20 0.001 -0.18 0.003
AEIR 0.04 0.525 0.04 0.503
HHKF -0.07 0.260 -0.03 0.583
e ATK 0.02 0.766 0.00 0.971
F A e 2 B 37 0.06 0.343 0.02 0.784
S U AN A RN -0.20 0.001
R? 0.05 0.09

W5 R 0.04 0.07

AR? 0.05 0.04

F 3.15" 4.54™

. Tp<0.01,""p<0.001, WEMKLE,
W & o R
¥
o

Y

BB e =—0.08™
HHER e =—-0.03

K3 WSS 3 Wi et s R B R FR AR IV = 288)

_ Q.\\ b -
o’ 69w,

GFATERA

\
¥
ot
ik
&

SR =—0.08"
HERM ' =0.001

Kl 4 W58 3 2R S R A VE R (V = 288)




10 - 558 %
- A B 3 5
oY 4«

a 0-1(9

B3 Ric =—0.08"
BRRTEE R — s AEEE

HHA R =001 H

% s 0.]1 S /Q.%’):
A B o

Bl s #F5E 3 A BRI T LR & 7 SR B A AT e AR (V = 288)

43 itig

W5 3 8 Al ikt — D /R T 255 AT 45 8%
AERTA B EIEMCHEMUR . 25 0FE, 2% A
S A5 TN AN AN B 2 B ) T A R M (PR SRR
W 1), M5y 5E i 4 T I A A R (R 2) 5 T
W Ty (R 3) A B B . (EE R
(A2, AR VA e o7 A 7 B A A8 T g i
=, AFEIAT R A B h B AN AN P L X
AT RE A PR T0F 5 A7 A 1 5 9000 33 R ) 22 R AT
TERS A = 0.73), 24 35 [N AR, T
WS E SIS EF BRI smuren =
—0.49 vs. 7 wawees = —0.29) M 5 T W s Ml &
V1) R i R T

R HEBR 22 F LA M X IR AT R A RS T Y T
TR, A SCHE— 25015 T W s A £ 08 5 T 24
Fe R 1005 Z KR T-(VIF), 45 5 7R, VIF = 2.14,
&5 HHIKT R {E(VIF = 10; O’Brien, 2007), # M
THZ AR E ) 2 E IR, R,
Ml AS A PEAE T AT A R e g ) A AR N A
FEAE b 7000 A5 5 8] =5 BE AR OC BT S8, T n] AR Bk T
oA R T A R AE AR A R

FIREERERH, LA TERAZMAT R
FER P TEC BT, A T B0 M A AR
S, ARXS RS F 2 BRI R A R
RS E AR REVE T o Stk — 25 0 3 A8 B A] 1 PR SR 56
F, W5 4 $d ot SR A T AP SRR, DU
R 6 HOu A= B R A PR AN, IR R iR
B

5 WF5E 4A (CERIFFR): LU AEEE
RS T == OIS SR
WIS 4A SR 200 22 iR ], 38 1R 2

TEAFAEIE, Z R HE B RIER A R, Jf
56 W s A PSR B EOR S B R . 5

JE B ARG B S A 2 1 B 22 R R 32 B R AT 4
gl 8 Fl SR R BT, B, AR AR
At 2 RN T A, LIRS 0 Al
A9 R S A5 (Sanchez-Rodriguez et al., 2026), A
e T W R AT S, A SISO AR B IS BE I T4
=07 5 58 BCEI T U (T R S R DL hetps://
aspredicted.org/djvv-84ry.pdf), BH#f 2> TF T S5 K i
LD T E RO AR . B B T R R S
U9 0 & M 5 B S (Moore, 2016)
51 Fik
511 #ik

AHF5EH ] Monte Carlo 587143 #7127 (Schoemann
et al., 2017) 8 & P s HEAS it o 225 I TR I (O A 4%
%%, 2026; Cheng et al., 2024)FIBF5E 3 4558, & LA
TS VAT SRR e M T
FEE AT B Z ARG r = 030, 47428
R FRIEZYREE R 0.10, BIEE R R 20T
233 ZaK, LhsF] 0.80 SR . AWTSEE
Credamo 15 [ [w] 18 % R B AR (18~35 % I A%k
P 288 iy, HIbRAMIEEIHAR 8 N, AMFH
35 2t 9 A, BF 34 Ao BRI A
OB 237 N, Hrhi ke 145 N, CFEER
2678 £3.23 %,
512 LRI

A5 R FH A HLo k) 3z 0 1) 5 3 91 =
Y\ 55 AN -Z5 % J (Tanjitpiyanond et al., 2022), H
s, ek BENL B 2 m s T A48 4
(FATEAFEL 115 N, REFFAFEFL 122 N),
SeR O TR B LTS S Ak, B E
N TR . SCABJRZE . kB 520 . AL
MARZBRSG . U FERERETIA 6 MEXZE
FEFAEGFR, DA REUEmiEls. 7E&
GWATPEZRMT, plpEmEB R ERE R
REmMEZE, ZEEEA S% A0 A M E 2



%12 H# J2%

S BARSRE . ST AR A B A e B AR AL 11

KIFETT S% N 150 £%; TEARGBE A5 %4
T, B g m e R 25 E REGRINWE R, %
EREA S%ANHIa M E L RTS 5%A
15 A%, PIRRSRAE T, Bal¥west 20 5 B i iy
FBE LU A A Tzt 2 i v KO

B, 3 g R A R 2 5 AN AR RN A R
PEFEATRR S, 430 “TER B REVE K, ARIA
BHAZ RIS 22K~ (1 = EHD, 7 =
B R XA E RN & 5 Z A5 > (1 =
e, 7= AEWATE; r=097), TG HTT
HAR I B, W M AR B WU R A
A B BIBYER A SIS 3 AHIR) 2200 (Cronbach's o
SR 097, 097, 0.98), e, WEESWFFE 3 HilF
NG A5 B, TFTE S50 45 o 5 X1 7 sk
RSN SR FL S H A
52 R

fii ] SPSS 26.0 #4785 /34, &2, ik
At KRS R R, BT RTS8
FAETRRE M = 6.69, SD = 0.70) 5.2 = TAEA
FEEH (M = 1.64, SD = 0.61), 1(235) = 59.23, p <
0.001, Cohen’s d = 7.70, ZZ5RF I T LRI
Ak

Wk, BUSTREAR ¢ KB &I, SCOHR A I 5
o F . B BRI A B B A T B
BN s (1) b7 £ R s AN AR A A I
RiFEJE(M = 5.88, SD = 0.87) 0 & m TARA P54
(M = 2.33, SD = 1.01), #235) = 28.96, p < 0.001,
Cohen’s d = 3.76; {4 T N8RS, %800
38R .3, F(1, 230) = 809.55, p < 0.001, 0% = 0.78.
QBN E ST« S AT AE X nY U SR R

(M = 5.89, SD = 0.74) . & 5= TIRAFEH M =
2.49, SD = 1.04), #(235) = 29.16, p < 0.001, Cohen’s
d = 3.75; TEEH T AN Q2R B G, IRV AR
%, F(1,230)=818.04,p <0.001,1m3=0.78. Q)EH
B MRS AR EIEWM = 3.26, SD =
1.72) BE MR TARAFFH WM = 576, SD = 0.93),
#(235) = —13.79, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = —1.82; 7E#%
il TN O AR G, AR i3, F(1, 230) =
212.91, p <0.001, n3 = 0.48,

RGBS 2 MBI 3, BV & Ay £ E S
WHFE NIRRT V554 F 2EZ A
YE I, {8 Fl Hayes (2013)JF & ) PROCESS %
(Model 4, Bootstrap FA< T = 5000), 7E 44 il £ 51 |
Y BB EWAL S 2R S 1T 8T .
gEH R (E 6), W M £ R Hh A 00 3 (b =
1.20, SE = 0.32, 95% CI [0.63, 1.91]), XFEHZH
AN S5 [ R A 1ok 45 T I b A A R T R AR T AR

TSR R 10 A 80% IR 3 (b = 1.56, SE =
0.33, 95% CI [0.98, 2.29]; K 7), XEHZF A
S JRNE S BTN 2R ) AR T AR B R

TeJa, N B R My A S U R R 7
BRI X M, PR T A IR
IAE SR R (LD 8), ST A FAE RN AEF
R HREROY B E (B = 0.93, SE = 0.37, 95% CI
[0.20, 1.66]), WF & Ml £ f& A 2N A B & (b =
0.11, 95% CI [-0.76, 1.00]), TN FEE S Hyla]4%
BN (b = 1.47, 95% CI [0.69, 2.49]), %45/
WULH, 7[R i 25 R 2% O BB AR I, T 203R IR
TSRV ATAR A A B B O HL

T A AR
gy sy,
[ ) 3gn,
LR R -
(=2 =18) Bic=2.52" EREE

HER R =132

K6 BT 4A Pl e s fR R R AR I (V = 237)

BUHESRET é
) N
P /3 - \0
/ \

BT

(1="H2=1%)

B e=2.52""
HER N c'=0.96"

K7 BT 4A TR RUREERE R AR IV = 237)



12 - 558 %
p Ik B M o g 4
05> S
o 03
2é¥ﬁ$_‘|z%@%u AE‘\%&@C = 2.52”‘ ;
(=2 =15 EHC = 0.95° EREE
%§3®ﬁ éﬂﬁ.
B S o>

8 WHEY 4A ISR K 7 LI K & HuAy A2 i AT R A E R (v = 237)

53 itig

WFFE 4A S SEIRIN, A TR RO
e s B T RRIEYE, #E— 20 508 TRk
Lo oM R, 5 AP SR S EL R T )
i A 7 R R, a3 O aE e B T IV M A B (MR s
2) G HUYITR ) (B 3) M AR A 7 B . S
58 3 WAR—2, fEIH TR R, T R
JE T B AE ORAE  , FROCGR I A i 22 B AN T
SR A T R S R R O RO B TR A HILR . it
— BRI IS A R AR S T A, IR B
TEARISCAL R P RIS I, AOFFTRE THF5E 4B,

6 WFFE 4B (B530Ab50s): LA
A R A 7 TR A SO

5T 4B [RIFER TSR Rl seit, i 4
N TEAFAFRGN, B H 5 R TR PR G A&
Kl AVFR BTELI LT WA Bos: (1)
PSSR .l R IR R B, B
T AN 45 B2 e A R i B BT A AN ) SC
ST R ENE; Q)RR fEUTST 4A BT
5 IAY MEA 2sE SR I, ARSI — 20T
AN EURTE PR BAT 55, LA S I 5 3 AR 30
AR, ] AR AR — 52 37 2T BE AR 14 U7 125 A
o AR T AT WM (AR T S U https:/
aspredicted.org/2rt6-5dcq.pdf).

6.1 Jik
6.1.1 #ik

[RIBF5E 4A, ASWF5E M Monte Carlo 28 1434t
L7 (Schoemann et al., 2017)#fi & & /075 233 44
Bk, LLsE] 0.80 MG . il Prolific F- 5
G AE 18~35 % Z (Al S ik, I ml e /) 4
255 fy. 1EHIBR 5 AEBFHONG, REPIFABFEAR
250 A, HrbhZotk 142 A, SFH4FEI 7 29.05 £3.79 %,

6.1.2 SRIMRIE

BB EER S A O AT E— 144 0 “Bimboola”
WAy . izt b, TR RIS N
=ANEY . LA 52 AAIZE 3 41(Cheng et al.,
2024; Sanchez-Rodriguez et al., 2019), A=Ay N
ST, 1A S 2 A 3 AHRYAEIA ST
77, 000, 40, 000 1 3, 000 Bimboolean 1 (BD); Ifi
TEARA PS50, AR R 50, 000
40, 000 1 30, 000 BD, FEWIFh A T (R & 35 A F-
F 128 N, RETEATAEH 122 N), Pty
MHOE TS 24,

IESR A TEA TSR SRS B A, B
T 7E A 412 “Bimboola” H 5¢ B T8 L BT 55
M—HARERA RN Z Ak rh, 2RO g i
P =FPb s (5 . WEMBERIUE). fE&A
FEESRMET, B 1 AR AT A, 5 3 4
(IR A) U ] 2 B dfs 28 2 LR AF oA ) B
TER RN ST T DR R — B0 A sl st s T4
240, PR BB NES 2 ZHANEE 3 2 b E A TaE R, TG
PAAHAEASE 1 T H . BEfS, w2 w8 45
YAGIE . “FF Bimboola, &%/ HiA ZARF4 »
(1 = AEHF55, 7=948% A F5%)LL 7 Bimboola,
LU 25 JRE R, 1 = A
VA, 7 = AREOPAE). PER H AR5 A OC(r =
0.92), AN, RSB E BB,
T B E A 1€ Bimboola, /R4 L H
MRS SEG? > GEIUCRN 1., 2 5% 3), FIZHERA
T LA

BRI 50 58 UG, WO LS W0 b A £
& BUHZEEE AR B EAI, BT 3
JIT {1 1 B9 B AR (Cronbach's o 23 %124 0.94. 0.95.
0.99), fJaWE NG5 B, SE S A )
WECHIF IR B H .



5512 1 WS RS EIRE . SV TSR A B R SR 5 R K A ML 13
6.2 #R T2 5% M =295 SD = 14DMIL, EATE%

6.21 METEMBEXLERAMEKE

Ry g e T RLAE 56 AR AS th ol PR, ASBE
FEA A B EEERGREE 55, 2024)5 B 4 BUHE
FEE I FRIAT T BB 34T o B uE PR 43 by
gERW] . A H R R ABIEILA BT, A7) =
15.80, CFI =0.99, TLI = 0.99, RMSEA = 0.07; il}]
U R 1 0B TR R RE RS R A, (19) =
41.78, CFI =0.99, TLI = 0.98, RMSEA = 0.07, %M
P 1 RAE 3 A A X B B AP A S5 H 0% - it
Hh, R itE— 2 BRI T SO A — S, AT
FEIET G 4A (P EFEA) S5 WT5T 4B GEEFEAS) i
1T T B ORI S AN MR G . 22 4] 36 iE M - 20 Bt
(multi-group CFA)Z5 K], MRIRBPERIRI(x? =
1053.63, df = 298, CFI = 0.95, RMSEA = 0.07)5 [l
TR PERE Y (2 = 1103.51, df = 314, CFI =
0.95, RMSEA = 0.07)f) CFI 254 0.002 (< 0.01),
Ui I 5 R AE T RAEA AR B 1Ay AR A M 5
AT AR, SRR SRS, AR
PRI LG TR PR59R R 47 (CFI = 0.94, RMSEA =
0.08), H AH% T A+ & far A B PERIAY, ACFI =
0.008 (< 0.01), ARMSEA = 0.003 (< 0.015), 7En]
5275 B N (Chen, 2007; Cheung & Rensvold, 2002),
P i R AL P CAEA (B — 2D IR 3] T R EE AN AE P,
BA R0 e e g5t — 80k . LR 2 i fili
Mplus 8.3 # A4 5¢ i,
6.2.2 BAKIESRIZKIE

il SPSS 26.0 A TEE 7M1 ThALAEA ¢ £
AR IR, WMATATHEHWM = 6.52, SD = 0.95)
AR 0 X 28 55 AN A5 1 BN O3 B v TR
ZTEATFEEH (M = 2.55, SD = 1.23), #(248) = 28.42,
p < 0.001, Cohen’s d = 3.62, il T K #NMH
k.

HWK, MSTFEAR ¢ KIRES IR BoR, T AFAE
PRYRT IV & M £ 0 . SO R R ) S A B R
FEA R E R (D)W MR SAURE AR &

HTRB5HWM = 5.01, SD = 1344 T H s rt
B B, 1(248) = 11.87, p < 0.001, Cohen’s d =
1.50, 7EFEHI AN OGEi4Amn, ZBONAR B3,
F(1, 243) = 134.56, p < 0.001, n> = 0.36, (2)FiiL
FEHET): SR TFER TS 55 M =349, SD =
L4oHL, MATPEFRM TS 5EWM =538, SD =
1.23)4f T S BRI T, 1(248) = 11.14, p <
0.001, Cohen’s d = 1.41, 7EFEHR AN DG #2E)E,
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Abstract

Persistently low fertility poses a social challenge in many countries, with the decline particularly
pronounced in China. Fertility intentions are shaped by economic resources, employment stability, and child-
rearing costs, but individuals’ perceptions of these factors are influenced by the broader social environment.
Perceived economic inequality reflects assessments of disparities in the distribution of economic resources and
may shape psychological responses to uncertainty, competition, and future planning. Childbearing, as a
resource-intensive and future-oriented choice, is particularly sensitive to these perceptions. The present research
examined whether perceived economic inequality reduces fertility intentions and explored financial status
anxiety and anticipated parenting stress as underlying psychological mechanisms. We also examined whether
these effects generalized across both Chinese and U.S. samples.

Hypotheses were tested across four studies (five sub-studies) using a combination of large-scale social
media data, a nationwide survey, a questionnaire study, and experimental manipulations. Study 1 (N =311, 528
users; 412, 580 posts) analyzed Sina Weibo posts (2021-2025) with latent semantic analysis (LSA) to measure
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expressions of perceived economic inequality and low fertility intentions, using linear mixed-effects models to
account for non-independence of posts within users. Study 2 (N = 6, 982) drew on the 2022 China Family Panel
Studies (CFPS), assessing perceived economic inequality with a single item and fertility intentions via the ideal
number of children. Study 3 (N = 288) surveyed childless adults of reproductive age on perceived economic
inequality, fertility intentions, financial status anxiety, and anticipated parenting stress using validated
multi-item scales. Mediation analyses tested whether financial status anxiety and anticipated parenting stress
explained the link between perceived inequality and fertility intentions. Studies 4A (N = 237, China) and 4B (N =
250, U.S.) experimentally manipulated economic inequality using fictitious-society paradigms to examine its
causal effects on fertility intentions and the proposed psychological mechanisms.

As for the results, Study 1, using linear mixed-effects models on large-scale Sina Weibo posts, revealed that
public expressions of economic inequality were associated with lower fertility intentions, even after accounting
for repeated observations within users. Study 2, based on the nationally representative CFPS survey, confirmed
that individuals perceiving higher economic inequality reported a lower ideal number of children. Study 3
examined the underlying psychological mechanisms and showed that both financial status anxiety and
anticipated parenting stress mediated this relationship, with anticipated parenting stress exerting a stronger and
more robust effect than financial status anxiety. Studies 4A (China) and 4B (U.S.) employed experimental
manipulations to establish causal effects, showing that participants in high-inequality conditions reported lower
fertility intentions, with anticipated parenting stress consistently emerging as the key mediator across cultural
contexts. In sum, across datasets, methods, and cultures, perceived economic inequality significantly reduces
fertility intentions, with both financial status anxiety and anticipated parenting stress acting as mediators, and
anticipated parenting stress serving as the primary psychological mechanism.

This study systematically examined the impact of perceived economic inequality on fertility intentions and
revealed the underlying psychological mechanisms. By linking macro-level social structures to individual
decisions, it provides a novel perspective on low fertility and advances theoretical understanding of the
social-psychological consequences of economic inequality.

Keywords perceived economic inequality, fertility intention, anticipated parenting stress, financial status anxiety
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One day, you woke up and suddenly found yourself
appear in a new society called “Bimboola”.

Your age, gender, personality, knowledge and skills
did not change. You realized you're going to spend the rest
of your life in this society. You were shocked, but you still

tried to start a new life.

[ High economic inequality condition ]

Bimboola is a society that is quite unequal in its wealth
distribution. This means that the wealth gap between the
poorest and wealthiest people in Bimboola is quite large.

In Bimboola, residents' annual income can be roughly
divided into three levels. This income distribution is illustrated
in the picture below.

The upper class * 77,000 BD/year

The middle class * 40,000 BD/year

The lower class * 3,000 BD/year

As the figure shows:
* The upper class earns, on average, 77, 000 BD per year
e The middle class earns, on average, 40, 000 BD

per year

* The lower class earns, on average, 3, 000 BD per year

Currently, your annual income is 40, 000 BD/year. You
belong to the middle class in this society.

To begin your new life in Bimboola, you must purchase
daily essentials. The following questions will ask you to
select items that you need to live your life in Bimboola.

PLEASE NOTE: As a member of the middle class in
this society, you can only select the items that you can
afford based on your income group. You are assigned to
income group 2, so you can only afford to choose items
from the Second level or Third level.

Houses: which one would you choose to purchase?

Transports: which one would you choose to purchase?

Vacations: which one would you choose ?

[ Low economic inequality condition ]

Bimboola is a society that is quite equal in its wealth
distribution. This means that the wealth gap between the
poorest and wealthiest people in Bimboola is quite small.

In Bimboola, residents' annual income can be roughly
divided into three levels. This income distribution is illustrated
in the picture below.

As the figure shows:

* The rich class earns, on average, 50, 000 BD per year

¢ The middle class earns, on average, 40, 000 BD

per year

e The poor class earns, on average, 30, 000 BD per year

Currently, your annual income is 40, 000 BD/year. You
belong to the middle class in this society.

To begin your new life in Bimboola, you must purchase
daily essentials. The following questions will ask you to
select items that you need to live your life in Bimboola.

PLEASE NOTE: As a member of the middle class in
this society, you can only choose the items that you can afford
based on your income group. You are assigned to income
group 2, so you can only afford to select items from the

Second level or Third level.
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The upper class * 50,000 BD/year

UVERGIGGIEIGER « 40,000 BD/year

The lower class e 30,000 BD/year

Houses: which one would you choose to purchase?

Transports: which one would you choose to purchase?

First level

Second level u . —
g € :
e e

Third level

Vacations: which one would you choose ?
[ Attention Check ]
1. In Bimboola, what income level were you assigned
to? (1, 2, 3)
[ Manipulation Check ]
2. In Bimboola, to what extent is the economic
distribution unequal?(1 = not at all, 7 = extremely)

3. In Bimboola, to what extent is the economic

distribution equal?(1 = not at all, 7 = extremely)




