Fozh W s R EETFR 5 ) PR T — T
VSEEElipE e b

IAZE AR® ZRS
(1. B AkF ZFEFEFK, LK 100083;
2. MEAY¥ BREEEK, TH Ex 210023;
3. MAEGH HAF FRFER, Lk 100029)

 E EBINHEET, WE Y EERETER, R P B SRR Z A e RS, R
ARSI SR A A, AR ST BB LY BB AR S T B R AT R A PR T RO T R R P AR TR Y
Wi, Z5EREA,  RGMIER” BT DATRI B R P O B 2 i s 248k, DA/ FH P 400485 it “ Uil i
THINAN R A B AR P 5 2R LA D48 AT o AR SCRT LU AR SCRIF 8 A AR F 225 R

KB BERRERR, A/, OB, DHERAS, B

FESES C931.6

1 3I8

TERBHEIHAR, Alh ) iz i R Bk ot = ah, S, SO, IFE0H
AR, BRI, 4 P2 B Ok B B S B R R . JHREUHCRY (5 B UI) S 4.
R, RS BHI B RS SEE — LRI i, I35 R i P e 4, fiin, BcdE ZAo
TEJAT e AR — R A RERR s v B 1O R R 28 HEA T8 07, (RS i W] A2 7 AR R ) ] P BEURRIR
PR ER TP EREDR TR 2 A e, g, BIRHE T LINE 76 & 14 SRR
S, HIP LRI, A MIEIE M FIZRR M, s R T P AR g i A

PTAER, Fhox 4 SO0 TR BE IR = GG B A OCTE S A, ATk R A OB ADE 2Ly, P
RO SE SRR N E P T, T KBRS R G nT RS R TR A S ™ B 3 P e
SRAETRA I _E P MR 55 1y Z [ B 52 2, DRI, ey el R BSC R AR TRR AR A P 4%,
RALSE R Z M EEWED MR, A SO ST AT ORI , R XA T
WRTTE, T LASCIERR S

FH AR T A F P e 5 Al s L R ORI I 5 1 R R — R0 5 SR, P vt TR sl
B RATER BAWA A EZRN . —J7H, B 2R ZORFZ A E R E BV 546, 55—
JiTH, P AR SR S R R AR R, AIJEIEAE ] H AR 7, ik, ASOGET

* ILETH . MR ARPFIRETFERFIEETH (72201059 ) , oS BSEARRMIRL &5 P LT & 0B, JERATS S8 fefb 1 3h & RIF5
(14380005 ) , EFRHEHEHEAR IR (GZC20230230) .
WEVEE : R5, SIMERTR G KMEB26E, YH, E-mail: 03129@uibe.edu.cn,
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P XM BT B—— WK 5 “Uig ", “WERIER” EFER s S A] G b/ i
KOG BT Sl ViR WUEs R sl SR P AR 4 B R AL TR TR L T, A& &
O A BRI SS . R A TGRS, (B RS R RE A 8D F P 48T N, LA
FUNFI RN S S A e A7 1B RE R A €, AR ARAE D P AT AL R 2 I AR R AT AR RS R, X
WK K2 T X e T ARG RS F DA S — 2 kTR 563 .

g T SRR, AN S0 2 BRI 25 E 4847 M (consumer complaint behavior ) 4328 HEZRIC 1 e
T =R AI ] P AA T, S BRI LR, e R SS R UR, AR m S = IR MU, ST
AT IR Z3E (psychological contract theory ) 48 AN AN R R il B, B34y
JEARA SRS W B AT TR R U4 1 — R ANE L DA B AR, FiRik
T R AT RS a5 P A BRI LG 2034l LG IAZ OB 224 (psychological contract
breach ) FIMEFIE)Z KB 2K ( feeling of violation ), MM F /5 LAy 4& 4T > 101,

BRI S, ARSCHIFE Bir g WOBERZ MBS A &, S0 DR wiAp s o B
SSAT N IIRE N o FEBNR S HT LR b, ARSOFRE T — e S0, SCR g REIE T K2 H ik .
R LA ST SCRE T BRI AN T R AE s D F P 4847 Ry A R, 8 R T R P AR Y
NS R LR, XA B 45 8 B0 I B SR AR S Bk R AR IS 2% T fi B 7l i) R
(EV

2 ECEMSXEOm

21 BHNRABEREEKR

5t 07 AR SR S R A% SR 180 FH ™ P BA 5 R IS P R B i se 3R AR s
FAEHE R R TIE AL T — MZ UL . AN B (E Bs R S0y am A P i BRARE , AT 35
TR A (5 R AT AT R, ] S A A e SR Al B 25 56T E G 1), i 2
Ff DR — [, S [ 2 A B ) AR 2 R BOR [R) B A B R T, BRSO B AT TR
FEAERER R AR B BLEHA I TURIT, rBe s BRI AR RS X2
#it, Anderson Fl Agarwal“WIRIFFTHE Hh Mo RAHURAS BRI, P B 4KH]; 1 Buckman
SERURIEF ST g, BRI PEERAMER (W AEFER ) ARREARIS AR MR (L)
HE) S P A BRSO EER], Anderson FI Agarwal P BIRIFST 1S IR EUE B R
P EAT IR 25 50K, B4 2o AR R B S R0 S Al 375K 5 Buckman ZPGRIETEAG H, AN B AE
TR PR R i R LA S =y £k, P S B EZ2NRAE &,

SR, R T80T BRI AT RGBSR A1, #2300 F S R SE 15 SR A B S A 16 Th il 4 8 AR e ™
T AR R B A P g sz BR A IR AR 40 o, FETRE 5 07 ARSI TERT, Chia 2205 B,
b g Tl R TR o A N A A S =S N1 D RS 2ot BB 9.0 e < €/ R TTR=D W T3 R L B RS k7 A I ]
S, Liu 5225848 42 sh R A FEBR G 2 B IR, o T AR S, T &
WA R T ARSI R

Bl RIS, M R T T — RIS RER . — W, 05 Bk B I8, 55501
R tGR RS fiaR” B3, W TP B S aEsk . 60, Momen ZEPVR B, WKW
Gl B AR 2551 ) ( General Data Protection Regulation ) fitif7/5, F3lh AR H il 2 30 T R
T, B P R BRAG ), DB AR T Ui RE, T RV R SR AR TR



R Sl N R R AR R 5 P AR T h—— 2 T O B i BB LA 25

dnl LM, (HARSs FEAE2 8—E BRI filin, “H-F” 78 2018 4FHEH T (s, i
BN R R AR R AR, AT LUE i S R I A, S, A SO A T K A %
TR R T P AR SRS L B L St A8 AT M 2, U AR OGS AR R AR LS 7 o

2.2 IDIEFAIE P

O FREALAE— A BT ST A A2 S0 B g IR g rp U 1O BB ) R, ARG
AT ERFRF, BOTXHTFR IR S5 5S> 220, 2 Jmx— M) 2 e 2 Al 25s i ot 2
U TR PSR A R R M R SR A R AMUZ R RIS B 5 R T2

DR T, CHARM, B, AR AR i, fE— et
BoeRT, YT R R BEA N A — T XG5 RBUEEeAT s, BRI T,
AEAEAA AN EZORTE: 85 (reneging ) AAKIA—ZL (incongruence ). B &8 ALK A —H A
R A B, INAIA—BUUE S A2 1 X0 % X7 R 55 A A—2 Bt ieah, AR
EPE (vigilance ) Z3CK FiRMR R R 52, B PERTE — MBI, TEXFRIRET, DA T L3
WL ZPRILI Wi AR R RS RIS L I — AR SRR (945 R SR> 272 i, Paviou
M Gefen? Mg, fERTRISH, YL R d oD BIRZY S (A= 5AReE . BlkIER ), JEeemse
G EIBA B ER.

FEUAEBEFE Y, AR B0 PR32 2 55 29 P Ak 32 258 o 0o P 52 24 1 204 R 35 24 B A A o Ak 8ok Z
i 13031 BB A SRR NAE 2 KRR IS R P — O B JBATIF R X 55, b2
DU — AR RO IR 1 (Aneses . JHat ) U200 Rir R 1A AU T BB 24 2 L (S5
Wr, S S 1A A T BB A S A R TN, R A L S i S AR R I, A
KA — AT BORER TR sl b B R AR5 R T P O B2 2058 290G 1 27552

2.3 RRPMEBITA

B SCRYTH B B A48 AT Ryt i AR S T 0 T Al R AN o T SR T 2 404847 o I 4
FH T 2 0S8 H R P B R T 5 | 2% i — 2R 9047 R ol M il 4n , Day #1 Landon jri" 31 23
JACAT RN “AERBL” L AERBLY Wik, PR VB dE—2DRIor o “RNATRT AR
N7 IR RN AT RS REIL, ERIIASE s ATHT SR SR FRAME:, 5 =0T
VR, REGEHTB . Singh! LT SSFEHE X 126t AT TR, BAVE R Sl % iF 5
*%%ﬁ#ﬁ*%,Wﬁ“ﬁgﬁm”UMwmwm%%ﬁ%,ﬁSMﬂm%$%E%$,ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
PR =2 RTIRNL . AR MK SN, —F EKN X BIFETHASEXZRIAE, AR
SRR BEDrE, U HBRR L, S HOZ RIS, 455 RFAE ER Y TS BERAIE, A SON=S04817
Hrf, SRR T — A R R HARAT N EATAR ST, iR AR RE I DR RS R BCR, DAS A =
JrUENURIRR, X =27 AR (S B RS s d i e TR 2,

3 HRERRSELCRE

3.1 HEREFEKRG BT
P eV R s AR UL B R0 45 B R, DS BERIRI 55 o B Tk —BEe R, P S —1
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TR PRI OB ——F B FRBUR LR 5 Tl i 1 FH P A5 L S s > 28 5 — o e e
DAEBRFE A Bk, 0 Kehr S8, P 22552 FEAOC I BRI RIIR 5 Wi . MR
JE I FHU IR AE B o P BN AR 1 T A5 BRI 7ERX AN 5B G
ZH A GG AR TSR, AT 357, IR A REAE B T Lk oBse gyt ) % —
O HRRAMAEIHE Z AR TP EIRBL. lan, KR Ga BRI &0]) BisiRd T “RMEER
JEU™, BER AR P B PR AR KPP 5 RERTER T XRIAE “HBER
T “HEEER” SO, PSR B AR, TTE KSR T, XM BRI R 2 2
REAR. AL, ARSCER R A H B

H1: FET “WBEEERT, £ KRR T, /OB AR R

Tertase i Berh, My BRI, AT H DI RURE, 38271 B 3k 2 P,
N, Choi UG, MK AERFMICI LR, P Al R MRS 53 e AP 1 25 i 2 R A1 At
IIREELE. AN, “VPPR—MUIAHESL” tufih, a2 ol LA R A GO STEPEAEEY, e B
KN, MP2BstEN TR, BEm™ Ao, MAEs, IWReELE. KR AEE
DS T A AR, eSS s p s, ik, ASERIATM Bk,

H2: AHELT “WEEHERT, 8 REERT T, A i 2@k,

TEF P SRS B 2SS R R, TP U — 6 T RRATE I A O BB 4 —— R T A
H ISR AR FE , B SR R S AEAA 1 568 1 B 30— OB LB AE T S B AR P A S AL
P, BREER CGa BRI A0 ) 320 T R R, sEIEHTE A b B W AU AT
FCERAL B b R, “Di A BT 5O, ISR RIRIE IR,
QAR R S R AL BRI, Al AR RS BRI, IR R, P S
ISR, MY Ui PO BRI A SR . NI, ARSCER T B

H3: FALT DRI, Bl “Uis s’ J5, 50O B AR N S AR

DL, A ATEABRAE A R P IR B0 23 8 5 S A5 261, #Iln, Chebat Al
Slusarczyk *WEARTT R MIRIGHE T, K IARAT 0TI M DREETS 1T LUK P (9 G e 4 o il AP (958
S URZ N A QAL T2, SRR R TR AT AR, AT AR 7 A 4507 EAR SO S
B, “MREAT T, APIGE A R R S BT B R TR, R ek R g ey
AL B, B2 AR A S AN O 2 BRI U 2V i gy Vi I, P RIEA
SRR AR, WREIVIR B (AR S, X — @ B B R TP B AR, T oAk
MR, Pk, ASCR BT R

Ha: AT “DURERGLT, 7efeft “Urgsisl” mZrE s, FP ab 2 B,

32 DLERAFEERAFEETA

PSS FAES R P GRS A TR o BTN, Eckerd SUMRHL, SR 2 I LA 19k
FLOEERR A TE T 25 AR SEOLS SR IIT A/ . Orvis 207 % HLEY T Tl A1 O FRE2 25075
SEPRRH BRI . AU AR YA X A LLO A PR B RS, Sl R UK
BATRHIT FARAREZ N AEASC IS T, HP BOIRARAT o ] IR FLP X TR s FH B A &2
I, ASSCER AT B -

H5: FIP RO BRI TAAT (a) LB A e, (b) mkSraor, Uk (c) ms =I5k
BN BIRIOAT o ] BEMEA B IR ) 520
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MEE ST, A RR— RIS AT R, Hi0, Beaudry Fl Pinsonneault™ & B, Fif
TR 28 AU TS 45 & AT B3 A G, Liang ZW R B, PRGNS 1T BS540,
AT g S iy ORI AT O R . Choi ZEC A, B ARG IR SN T, HAL % T L1
0L 1) AR 45 BT 04T M AT REVE S 35 LIt B & — RS i 4% (B, mi ) U0 B
FUHIASAT A IR A ST B, R, AR I

H6: M Al 2B AT (a) BRI HA, (b) MRS EERUF, UL () M5 =7 IEm
BRRAT A AT BEMEA B IE M52

O FRE IS T OB S 245 1 24 T I fi SRt 10301 R AR Se O B SR 2l 4
XoF 2 20 ) 1 ) SE MR VR 4R i AR A AR A, 25 b ARSI AL AN &l 1 R .

T

S

1

AL At A i LA
I 55 =5 s

EHRIELE

K1 B

FEANNRE—MR . FR BEKT ERMERALDT. RARIBET . FEERMNED, 1EREBLEE =R 08T T stk i h)
AF ;. ANOVA IR analysis of variance, 525 4)#T; PLS-SEM 37K partial least squares structural equation modeling, 5 /> — 367245 #4) J7 FEAH T

4 FERISIA

41 KEEMNESHE

ASCRIIT 2 (EEHRR: SR vs. “BRIER") x2 ORPIET: A BB vs. “Ui
BT WAL, BRI — AT, WA B0 SR
FHABIMEHUIN (105 MC) MIZE. HHRIBEAL A T BRACPE 4236 B RACR A4 15 12
R SRR FTPHERIUET MC I, BEDK I MC R RAEIR . Rk 2
i

4.2 WS BRMEBR

BRI AR =R o TR —AR0r, Wk TR R BEE Sto 7R58 800, sal ikl
PLOFFC R — A SE gl o, IR A DT A & o 72 = 3R, BaiCt A IS5 B . 1eoh,
Bk xoF SR I S AT PR, AR TR SR SRR SeME . B )m, WA R R e L S R i EL S H
Y, RS AH ., IAh, BT A RGO IIETE AL B R ROk [ IR SCHR T A B SR, LR B R
LR



28 RERGAR H33H

O
EKGETER:

. ipmme
| pame =
. wmeE AR TSR
- FNES/ERR .
. EEER/EEER i
o ERE/EWE/S
+  LREIEH MC SreigkiRiZ@iEN, BH LRERNHS,
. FREES WILRATHEE, HASIAATS IFAREE.
. ARiESER BEILLSEEEHLIBESHERMC, MC 15{UR
MC =5y R ATRE L ERESEERAT RO BER, HE—ENEE
@m% EAERR, SRS TSR, B
L R AT s IEE BRI,
SRS LIS R SHAERAMC, MC (LR
EHEPEEARBOLEREE, HE—EUEE
EAVEIR, SRS RERTISTE, & BEE
AN ISR ERMC,
KRE

() PSR R 2Bt (b) KR M 2 At
0

ERIBELFER
. EERs
- a [
o HbEERE ERHELTMER
. FNS/EAR ‘
. EEER/EECR © AEES
. ERHE/ERSE/STH © MEER
. IEmEiER MC $SFeHE kRN, BRE ARt
- FBEEs BURATHES, (HESETE LRLNE,
* ARIERER BIECEE RS, FNGEELERNC,
MC RERSSHATHE. EURATHREL .
RESAITE, SRS MSFARE,
MRAESEE RS, FNEISTEERMC, EEE

KE=
(©) iR A Gkt (d) KR (A R

B2 S R R R R
43 HIERE

AXDIEL T AW S 558, B2 18 & AR g &b E A
BCRFASEREEE T 5 K, A RERAEAE N 633 A, HAOGIEEES T3 1. 1ok, #HlRHin
FfERESE (M=589, SD=0.67, &4r7), HS5HSEHMX (M=598, SD=0.71, &5 7), XF&
I Seh A H .
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F1 WM AOZITEHHE

At HH L B

5 301 47.55%
T

& 332 52.45%
18~25 % 87 13.74%
26~30 % 136 21.48%
AR 31~40 % 329 51.97%
41~50 % 57 9.00%

>50 % 24 3.79%
mf, RRELTE 23 3.63%
ES SN2 538 84.99%

HBKF

it 65 10.27%

T 7 1.11%
Ak WRRE M iz
HHRERL 4.54 0.544

15 BAdR B % 27 1K) ~5 () 3.2 0.93
FAMRILE ) 2.54 1.017

5 HUEDMEE

ST RG> ) EF R 1 BRI ZE R AR 3045 4 ANOVA Fil PLS-SEM HHF S , I 3L T Process
v3.4 RSN AN TT AT o

5.1 ANOVA &#h

SERARIKG IR LSRRI . IR 4l (326 ) A HRETETIER” 41 (307 Bi) FEIEREIES: I
FEEREES (M=5.61vs4.11, p<0.001 ); tAb, “IXR EHBX" 20 (318 ] ) Fl “Piati=” 41 (315 4 )
TEVETUBSIIT /A E B EZES (M =5.00vs.4.48, p<0.001), Ft, SCEGHREEN .,

ZI0 22508 (multivariate analysis of variance, MANOVA ) &5 R . “KERTER” 103800 B
F, CUIRET MBS RE, WENKEERARE ., AT S EERAOCR, AR
“RETER” 5 DA 70O B0 S4E 2 EK 4 R 22 S T ANOVA 2081, i3k 2 Bk, “FG
fAIER” BB SRARH P ) ORI AR SR (M = 4.00vs.4.90, p<<0.001) FIiEZ)E (M = 3.46vs.4.53,
£<<0.001), Rl H1 A1 H2 138 5245 Ui Bt i i & PR P it 208 M = 3.89vs.4.13, p<<0.05 ),
EXT T FH P )0 PR 2 ZURN A S AN 8.3 (M = 4.38vs.4.55, p>0.1), Fitk H4 155574, H3 %k
EiEE



30 FRERG ARk 5633 4
2 ANOVA 73#i—HI1~H4 K%

H A& PR F HEE ¥ Ffd B

NRSE EZEL g 1 126.263 75.352 p<0.001
“KETRIER”

RS 1 183.441 102.015 p<0.001

RS EEL R 1 4.608 2.466 p=0.117
“YIEAE”

R4 1 9.311 4.489 p=0.035

5.2 PLS-SEM &3#f

W52 B 26 56 ( Harmon’s single-factor test ) 4k el . WpA5i I b B 5 bR A 32 204
B Y P A TR R P R S — AN PR T R T T 2219 37.03% (<<50% ), LRIJT s mE AR EEHEY, A
SCHET SmartPLS 3.0 HEATEUR AT, gk 3 Fn, Bl 2 AR Cronbach’s o #RKT 0.7, HAETH
J& ( composite reliability, CR) #BAKT 0.7, I 2242 HUE (average variance extracted, AVE ) #RAT
0.5, HIF—"1E A5 AVE M iERR TizAs & 5 HAI AR SR A ARG, SRID RIAFH R IG
PR —EE AN O A, B IR T N TR R T 0.7, KT BT A A T b 2 ( I
BFFS% ) HSBLIRIES, FRATHAER ], PCB Fl FOV HA X m A28 A Tk, B8
TH&HEFIRF-AF LR (heterotrait-monotrait ratio, HTMT ), & IIY/NT 0.9, ViBIR T a1 G BT
X AR RS 49 i Ty 2K T (variance inflation factor, VIF), &IHE/NTF 5, RS
T2 B AL, H 2% R R SCR R A C AT B, FRATIA S & B Al &2 rTSERTA 2
RG2S AN E 3 R,

x3 BRUOEEERER

Ar ¥ifd bRz a CR AVE PCB FOV NW CTS CTTP
PCB 4.46 137 0.923 0.942 0.764 0.874

FOV 4.01 1.44 0.933 0.949 0.788 0.811 0.888

NW 4.08 1.70 0.958 0.970 0.888 0.530 0.571 0.942

CTS 3.76 1.71 0.955 0.967 0.881 0.362 0.402 0.513 0.939
CTTP 3.90 1.71 0.960 0.971 0.893 0.402 0.438 0.540 0.750 0.945

#: a, Cronbach’sa; CR, H&(5E; AVE, “F¥JjZiREUE; PCB, LHEBANR,; FOV, B NW, L7F7AMOEMTTREME; CTS,
PSS BRI AT RENE: CTTP, [ 38 =07 BN VR R g1k

BOMASTHAEIANI, B Hsb LISh, PRI BRI 3 . LB S
P2 RS5 RRURA AT AERE (p=0.134),

5.3 Process 31

ASET Process SIHTKALI TRV IE B AFAE, LABCER S P AR E 2 AT, 57 90%
AEAS X AFORE S 0, WIFR MO R . RN IRAE R UNER 4 7R

O ARG ABRIHE R ( marker variable ) ——%J4H ( fantasizing, 32 WAt ) BY, FE4 I J7 W 22 1015 00 F HEAT A8k 11149),
AFEE R GICIRE R F T, TR E 2R
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4,

ok

AL A7 A
(R? = 33.94%)

|
|
: H5a:0.187
|

I IR 55 R £
(R*=16.34%)

Fk

H6b:0.304

55 =7 W
BINAEES
(R*=19.80%)

H6¢:0.318™"

___________________

K3 PLS-SEM AUt ——HS5~H6

D*: p-value<<0.10; #*: p-value<<0.05; #*#: p-value<<0.01; N.S.: NEZH; @RAENAMEE—MI. Sk HEAKFE. HBEMEHRZT. &
MRIBETT BEERBINNET, VERELRS =P AT AT REE i & &

R4 PAYEKE

AR AR AR T AN
B R R R TR LBR B AR
PCB 0.0842 0.3116 =
FOV 0.0983 0.2342 2 )
(G piiaap oA
PCB-FOV 0.2071 0.4071 o
- 0.1082 0.4995 o
FOV 0.0615 0.1763 o
“KafarigeK” s A R ANI IO
] 55 4% VF PCB-FOV 0.1230 03115 o iRt
- 0.2310 0.6724 o
PCB 0.0204 0.2405 o
A ) FOV 0.0703 0.2003 o
)55 =7 WA MU R o
PCB-FOV 0.1548 0.3448 =
- 0.0236 0.4580 s
) FOV 0.0217 0.2646 =
i3 dispr SE&r
- -0.1773 0.1908 w
FOV 0.0146 0.1849 =
“PigB” ] A 55 R4 VR SE&r
- -0.1790 0.2348 w
FOV 0.0167 0.2040 =
mEE = AR - SEL
- -0.2363 0.1688 w

VE: PCB, OHRAWEZ, FOV, ELZE, -, HIERA. K H3 5 HSb #4844, AN AN AR
N\ \/\
6 FHRiTP

WEERAER” 5 U R REA R0 P IRARTT N AP BT RRIR B N T B R R
fta ARSI ERME TS BR H3 5 HSb Sb, HABMFFE s’ is 250
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Fi—, MT SRR, KRR GEA R R X TR S B B 24 JE 2R BL AR
Wi CRILOBERRAEERL ) SR (RIFEHURE ), DI FRAR I P R I = FE AR T N Y AT REYE . IEA),
R RIIESRT X TR G R 1 AR S5 RBEURT O AR 5 =7 S UMOR T O AT R S R
AR BB R RN L 2 STk o A

B, M R, B R Ui el DA R P AR T e R el etk HL
XM YL A BT e e, O BB R A AL R B SCRF . ANOVA o8, Ui &
A7 AR 2 B3 AR 7 0D BB A BRI . W TZ B, ATRERYRINE . HETH) Uik
B BAR LV P AN R A R AR R OIS B~ I 55, (BB Bl ] A4 3 o 22 DI SR 75 2]
PAS AR, B, FP AT TR 55 2 2 B ER ], TEAE R ERIZhRE . P, P BRI
SR AR R AR R (RIE AR ERAR), (BN LA BT R E—Fh
BERR.

= FP O IR L5k PTG T 20 P 0 =R ARA T T e, (HLO RS ZY RO TP )
55 RICRRYSEIRIT AN B3 . ATREAVIEZ . B =M ASAT R RE A SOt e i i i 4%, PRI A2 i3
LI S ZE RN 5 AR LG TR T BRI 5 =7 WAL BOR, TP IO I iR 5 R B — A
ARSI T (RO BERAREIKE] ), IR A R ([HA—RAE, W3R 4 KF, M
T B, OB T 22 SR i 5 P A 200, NINTZE A HT P48 AT

7 EFRIB
ALY B TR T B = 5, AR SR I T PR BOR R 1 il Bl ——

R 5 UrE R R, R IERT TR BESE /R 1Y, X TR SR8 s A B R A S el B
AFEREERIE TR B, ARIOQE T MR AR H484 T, AR S SRS AAIT T T 1 B
(15 B R AT R, SORIET BRSBTS, A7 BT 3 AT S SR B AL B T (P AT R s 5=,
AR T O B BRI R R AR MR, — 0, 200 A e sl A A P A TR Y
WS, ZRR PR AN GE B RATH S A L b e 20>, A7 A T 4 1 A 7 B R DG A L P 04 T AL

ASCHARAL T TE S /R . H—, A RAVBER AR s R T 0la {1 P S s 22 n gk
P Kbl AL P 2RI — RNARAT R, AR BhIN IR R RS SRE . ORI R LA B
AN R AV BCE R AL S A S T 5 T AR A AR RE . (NI, RIMEMSANGETRE , Bahi et
YA 2 S RARSCRO R AR 52k 5, “KETIER” BRSER—A ARt e R, BEREAR 1 Y
TURPAIFIERE, SR P AR T o SR 8eiedtal ISE T I A etk fin, B rde 508
MBI, 2=, “Uiga” BARRER TP B S s @, (B s AU e T LA
R BB EMR, HMHP G (RO ) IR BERR. I, 20
RN YA Ui, B, B i i e o

RIS, ASCBAE—ERRIRME. B, ASCEEET R ISAT T aedk, midEsebafs . X
W2y, —W, ZIERIEEFAE AR, ASORN T RET I R e, X ARARRRE LR T O %t T
SERRAT AR s 0, A7 AT REIE 5 SEBR T 2 I DI, E A AT AT A ] e 5
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Data Collection Requests of Mobile Applications and User Complaint Behaviors:
a Psychological Contract Perspective

WANG Yuejun', MIN Chao®, WU Ding’
1. School of Economics and Management, University of Science and Technology Beijing, Beijing, 100083,
China;
2. School of Information Management, Nanjing University, Nanjing, 210023, China;
3. School of Information Technology & Management, University of International Business and Economics,
Beijing, 100029, China)

Abstract In the mobile application context, how to build a benign contract to coordinate user data
utilization and privacy protection through reasonable data collection requests, has already become the focus of
relevant research and practice. This paper explores the impacts of two design improvements of data collection
requests on three typical user complaint behaviors, based on the psychological contract theory. The results show
that the “minimized request” design can reduce users’ psychological contract breach and feeling of
violation, thus diminishing their complaint behaviors; yet, the “visitor mode” design can only reduce user
complaint behaviors by reducing the feeling of violation. This paper provides important implications for
relevant research and practice.

Keywords Data collection request, User complaint, Psychological contract, Psychological contract

breach, Feeling of violation
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LS I
1. FRESE A 0 BN 1 LT 7 R LA A 5
TR 2. BUHTZE A A R R 2L E B
3. AL B TR RS _ER P e
R A2 BBIEFHE

PCB FOV NW CTS CTTP
PCBI 0.859 0.667 0.435 0.320 0.333
PCB2 0.853 0.671 0.460 0.305 0.381
PCB3 0.886 0.734 0.465 0.307 0.347
PCB4 0.885 0.714 0.470 0.306 0.321
PCBS5 0.888 0.754 0.484 0.345 0.373
FOV1 0.799 0.867 0.516 0.321 0.344
FOV2 0.706 0.900 0.519 0.354 0.365
FOV3 0.713 0.899 0.502 0.346 0.395
FOV4 0.707 0.885 0.484 0.376 0.418
FOVS 0.670 0.887 0.514 0.387 0.422
NW1 0.519 0.552 0.946 0.477 0.491
NW2 0.485 0.536 0.941 0.503 0.526
NW3 0.494 0.529 0.942 0.468 0.502
NW4 0.499 0.537 0.941 0.485 0.519
CTS1 0.354 0.392 0.494 0.945 0.716
CTS2 0.315 0.339 0.456 0.930 0.680
CTS3 0.334 0.378 0.488 0.941 0.712
CTS4 0.354 0.394 0.484 0.938 0.706
CTTP1 0.372 0.418 0.521 0.720 0.938
CTTP2 0.370 0.392 0.502 0.698 0.945
CTTP3 0.382 0.417 0.512 0.714 0.952
CTTP4 0.393 0.426 0.507 0.704 0.946

iE: PCB, OHFAMWR; FOV, HLAE; NW, EREFAH OB TT etk CTS, MRS EBVFITTREN::; CTTP, M2 =7 WENMIRIFT
CINiAEs



