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Abstract

To investigate the relationship between subjective socioeconomic status and life satisfaction in
childhood and its mechanism, 5911 participants were investigated. The results showed that: 1)
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childhood subjective socioeconomic status significantly positively predicted life satisfaction under
the control of age, gender, marital status, education level and socioeconomic status; 2) life expe-
rience in childhood predicted life satisfaction through the mediating effect of motives for making
money; 3) The mediating role of earning motivation is moderated by the sense of awe. Specifically,
compared with the participants with low sense of awe, the motives for making money are a greater
predictor of life satisfaction for the participants with high sense of awe. This study is helpful to
transform unfavorable childhood life experiences into an advantage, thus improving life satisfaction.
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1. 5|15

A TS R A AR OB 2 — A R S, M CAF R T MR ( 20135 A%, 20215
Joshanloo, Sirgy, & Park, 2018). E 4N Hz 222 Shin Al Johnson (1978) 55— k3 HY T A Vs 7 B UL &, At
AT Ak DN R NS IR A o T B 4R AR T R B A AR TEEXS B O DU AR 3 b B BT AR H ) — 2 1
SIS R TPA P, 2 O b AR RIS . Tk, RIEEEHER AT EEREN
FE XA NAE IS R I ARG, & —Fhof [ B ARG S T CERAIRS” 5 CBEDREL” Z IR ZEER 1) 3
SN FIFIREAN (AR A, VR, WA, 2009).

HAERRENREARE, KEMPAR T EWA S5 A 5 AR R EZ MR, ¥
FIEE QOB AR, F MRS B B2 R IEAHK, SHAL R EE AU G . XK T4
RN, WA 2 2R A] DI ) TN AR TR R . SR, X LU AT R AR N AR
M R TTREATER T, AR /D BT 50 A B A I 3 PR 28 5 R 06 A 5 0F I Il R AT 4R 7

CEM AR, BELPITMERENES. SE. TAEEEBERRmRmE, HUAE, 296
o, TRAER, VI35, 2020; Z=EF, THEEE, 2018; KRS, 2019). Frijters Z5(2014) IR 5L &L, #E
SRR AR VR 22 15 AT L 3 TN R ) A T R R S B O R R AR . AR (SO, R, 0, i,
2020) KB, KEFAN B AR SGEBEN A AERSREE IR, B2, REHIF R EETR “AE”
27, WACBERS R WG, B AE, IR A AR A DN E T EER) B 1. B4,
MK EAE “ERER” S5 AR 2 R (AR TR R 2 AR SN AU B MR A & 2
G AL AR TE T R R, SRR R ILAE FAMLE], DA & AL S B A A VT R R R A,
DB TEN R AR S T PR AR R
2. BEFEFUHSLFMNSEFHEE

t & 2 B HA (Socioeconomic Status, SES)=E EE 5 MAFT A AL BHRHEWI I &) 5 E L TFRFE
(2B KRR 22 BB EE),  HdE R bR R 23 H AR A S AR A B Z H 47 (Bradley & Corwyn, 2002;
Hackman & Farah, 2009). ‘& HARR 43 A% WAt 2 4 57 iz (Objective Socioeconomic Status, OSS) Al 3= M 4t
22557 A (Subjective Socioeconomic Status, SSS). 2 JEAR#E Quon F1 McGrath %7 75k, IEFR AT
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Ylioy: BAEM. FHOEH R TSR WAL S A5 AL (Quon & McGrath, 2014), 484 405> B T
FLAE AT A MR 72 & B B AL 2 G B U AN TN R E T S0 . H AR 2 309 70 58 £ T SO I & WAL
SEUTHAT, AN SN T B SR B A I AL S 2 PR HA .

KT HAFN AP AR TR R BRI AT, B IR YR B AE A S A B R A v] DU 3 52 AR
TEIH R (Makriyianis et al., 2019). A KEM AR, tha@PFHAr S50mATT A5 R B EAME%. Boylan
S5 N(2020) K HI, B AR B B AL 22 G2 G LA R R AR R R s, B R OB B IR(W: BV E
FRy SROLE S B 0) A AR V6 98 R PR 52 ) 2 LA T R 2

O - HSHUEIR, B E RIS L8 (Singh-Manoux, Adler, & Marmot, 2003)3& F T # 4E I
IR WA S 2 pr AT H 5 AR IS T R S . AR BRSO, BRIt N 2 TR R IR B
SR AT Be E AR AR, [RIETis BoRt A 1 (1) A8 = (Anderson, Hildreth, & Howland, 2015).

LAy, BN AR E WA S A G 25 H fE AR VSR, Rt R HL: #EE
WAL S 205 M AT T i S0 AR 375 5 2

3. kBB ER

SIHLREAMAIE S H BRI JE K (Locke & Latham, 1990). AR¥EAE 2T, BN MR ELFHIRG
LA RN, A AU A B M T 4R R EE A 2 G5 AL, AR
RN AT (2012) KB, Lz ZBr A AN N RO S E A — & B IE M TR A, RIAE 22205
b = (0N SS g EL, ISR SR ) BB -

2 F AR S AL ST M A 5 R P A WE 2 Robak 25 A\ (2007)FIWF 78 R B, SREBh G . B2 4
NHECEZEERERSINL, TURE T A8 BRI AT E B . DFA# (Zhao et al., 2020) K ILIFERENHL S
A R T IR A 9% . JRAE B M T /AR 25 FE 8 (tool/drug theory) HEZE N 45 i filke, BN 1% M 215254
—FELE N BRI  [ET R

A FRATTER R H2:  BEARAE VR4 s F5 R S AL o A1 FH A 1) T000 A 3% i 7

4. WRBHIESER

PRI E SO 2 FRATTH AL R s AR R 2 A B P S B A ) B A A
2 R4 (Keltner & Haidt, 2003) o S A4 R AN A V5 T 2 B2 AT SR 24 B bR, o 45 B AN T 9% 1 4%
Pro FEVHPEREF, SEARR. PERAE . EEEMS. RSN HAE T, DURH AR RE, #
FIRE T SR S0, DG, BEAE, 2018). FEVH BRSA AU, AR SUR IR B AR RS, AT
B A RIS VT P A TSRS T, e EAR S B B e (4 A I R (Tian & Lu, 2015).

MBI O B SR B ke, e AT TR 2 S5, I B 2 B A SR A TR 1 38 I k2D s A A
RO, ORI ORI, Sea B BRI A8 AR v R B A3 B T (Claire & Vassilis,
2016). [FRF, Anderson %5 A (2018) M FL K IR BN RAGMR B IMIER, R 5E 2 10 £ Al 2L,
FCAE FHAL A0 AT b 4B B AR

FH IR H B H3: A E IR 1 2 AR VR 208 0 o 5 R L 52 ) A W T T B 1 5 e AT, AR TR
BIKNZ2 5%, SN S 55 SRS A B TN E R, IR s Y (4] 1),

5 &
51 MR
W I EAER B A FEIR T 5947 41045, Ho g 20 E48E oy 5911 tr, Hrh 5 2819 A(47.7%),
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Figure 1. Hypothetical model of this study
1. ARFBIRRE

M 3015 A (51%), GRIREHE 77 N(1.3%). Z5F KPR ALAI TR : 3955 A (66.9%) 148, 1713 A (29%)
LY, 141 N(2.4%) 405, A 102 A(1.7%) R0 G2k .

FIES5H 5 T —0gE T EMASEGrAr . EmHE . sl JuEEERN NS, H
UL — S N DR, WARe . MR, SUIRIL. STIRRRREESE, JESRITE 2 55 AR B H 1YL
HT# .

52. METH

521 FRHREFMAE

AHIE TR E WAL e BF AL R R P ) B A A B ) 53R (Griskevicius et al., 2011a; Griskevi-
cius etal., 2011b). ZERILGH=EH, AREHW: S/ DERFRZAL, REEEFEH. 2
NEENBRB P RELTORI, RAFRN I A ER, MINERED, S0 8RR EER
B2 B ALIRDUBLF . ABTTTH, ZERE o RECN 0.87.

5.22. £ EHEBEER

AR E R R AN H 4L (Diener et al., 1985), 1. WA IRMEITHIRENGE. R
R, SR RN A T R R o 1R AE DA I — e T S R R AR (MR PH 25 45, 2009). 1
BRIFEH, ZERE o RECH 0.85.

5.2.3. BT ER

Srivastava 28 A\ T 2001 £ (Srivastava et al., 2001)4m | T F1#54£k 5Pl & 2 (Motives for Making Money
Scale, MMMS), Landry &5 A\ J5 T 2016 43— 500E T MMMS, L T iZER M =/NERE: BRI
HIREEGZHL. FEEEML(Landry, 2016). =11k H, ZRSH5ZEFEHMAIEZ KR LFRFX L
FMRid, RHEZwRCAt o ER, N1 GEERR)E 7 GEEAFRE), &S0 ERE MR IS g
Z A LU ) — e B 7 H 5 AU KU (Zhao et al., 2020). AHFFTH, ZERBEARE o 2N 0.90,

5.24. lRBRER

KT N 2 AT (145 o M AR 17 4% 2% (Dispositional Positive Emotion Scales, DPES)ll &AM £
B iZEEIA 6 NH, SANWHY A LS. W REBGERSELAALE .. RIVFERESEEM
Ao fF il RN IR R . 1% B R AT DA I — SR 7T S AU R (2 00, 2021). fEARHEFCH, %
HRMN o RECN 0.79.
6. &R
6.1. EAERLRE

T A FE T B A o U, BRI 7 R T 9 & B R AR R AT LR T i e AR, R
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HI Harman B da S idb AT 3K [R5 A M 22 A 36 25 RR B, SR A D7 iR B 42 5+ B 16.46%, /NT- 40%
(Kl SR, R IIAHE TR AL ™ LR TR 2 -

6.2. RS

R FTA W KRR R 1. NSRRI, HEAE WAL SRR 53 RS WLAFTE
FARFE A% (r = 0.17, p < 0.01);  H4E F WAL A GFHb A SR BF AR P 25 FE I IEAH % (r = 0.24, p <
0.01): EAFF WAL T AL A T B BEAAE TP SRR AR OG(r = 0.27, p < 0.01); #ERSIHL 5L IEAF
TEH SRR A OG(r = 0.32, p < 0.01); FERSIHL-5 A8 T FE A7 AR IR R B2 (U AH G (r = 0.18, p < 0.01); 4
TR A T B A R SRR AR (r = 0.34, p < 0.01)

Table 1. Descriptive statistical analysis of the measured variables (n = 5911)
= 1. T2 R#AST 287 (n = 5911)

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. F# 3519 10.67 1
2. 1 152 050 - 1
3. ISR 135 055 - - 1
4. AR 378  1.26 - - - 1
5. HAE LA LU AL 204 117 -014" 002 008" 017" 1
6. HHERBIML 460 085 -0.09" 003" 006" 004" 0177 1
7. AR 421 115 003" -0.02 002 0117 0247 0327 1
8. VEIHE A 405 132 0107 001 -0.09” 0117 0277 0187 0347 1
e RIE =1, O85 =2, B =1, 4« =2. "p<0.01;p<0.05.

6.3. EFFNHSLFWNSEFTHBENXR: AATHNPMRE

T HdE, DL SPSS26.0 AGETHIRA, Jr A ek SNHLAE B AF WAL 23 e B ML 5 i AR i i i B R
{18 A FH DA S AR SR PR o 4 R BN AT LoX A 0 e BE s P TR T R . DL AR AL & T Ay B AR
B(X), FERIPAFNEEWM), HEBOYETTEEW), AR ENFEARE(Y), FEEHEE .
USUPIR LSS N 12420 B, SR PROCESS #iff modelld BEAT/HT. Z5RKEPL, FETF WAL L5 AL IE
T T A VS B E (B = 0.24, t = 12.99, p < 0.001, 95% CI [0.17, 0.24]), HEkshHL7E # 4 E M- 225 i fir
SXof A 3 T o B AR AR R A 25087 B3 (B = .09, t = 3.94, p< 0.001, 95% CI [0.04, 0.13]), #+ERsh ML S5 AR 1)
L HIEEP =0.07,t=4.21, p <0.001, 95% CI [0.03, 0.10]). (.7 2)

N Y ST A AR BB S MR B RN R SE S, A RS ATL A BN g — AR dE 22 20t
R4, HEAT ] SRR AR IR ] 1 a7 B AN AT 11 2) 0 Z55RERHT, X TR L RIS BRI ks
F R BN A 3 45 7 R 1) I 17 U RS 553 (Bsimple = 0.01, t = .45, p = 0.66, 95% CI [-0.04, 0.07]); XI T4
A RIVRICR RS R, A5 ER BIATLRT A V75 6 2 B2 (1 1 7] P30 2 2 (Bsimpre = 0.16, t = 5.77, p < 0.001, 95% Cl
[0.11, 0.22]; Bgimpie = 0.01 #45 Bgimpie = 0.16)

GAKRE, BEF ML G BT HUALE IR ST A i R A R ) i R A2 B AR IR T Y
X AR A4, B A M AL G DAL E T 3 e s HLGT AR V7516 25 B2 1Y) 1B] 4280 index = 0.00, Boot
SE = 0.00, 95%F & 15 [X [8] 9[—0.01, 0.01]; T mrhi S i, 1% R4 200 A B 354815 5 3%, index =
0.02, Boot SE = 0.01, 95%/1 & 15 [X [A] ¥[0.01, 0.03]
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Table 2. Moderated mediating effect of childhood life experiences on life satisfaction
2. BEEAEEHMNEEREENBRATHRNNE

p t p 95% ClI
AR F WAL AT AL 0.21 12.99 0.00 [0.17,0.24]
AP 0.31 18.32 0.00 [0.28, 0.34]
B 0.09 3.94 0.00 [0.04, 0.13]
RNl x HRE 0.07 421 0.00 [0.03, 0.10]
R? 0.03
F 139.68
4.60
4.40 /
A 420 b
& - fERAER
Wi 4.00 —
=
=
B 80|
3.60 |
3.40 L '
& [
FEBIHL

Figure 2. The moderating effect of awe on motives for making money and life satisfaction
B 2. M RREREMSEEFEEZENETIERE

7. g
7.1 BRBRE

AW TR TR T HAE T WA LU AL 5 A T R R 5 AR S AR T L . — 7 T e B T A R A
TN CEFGEMEMT . RVE IS A R B AR Oy AT AR
MR, BIX—h i B JE B B R Y, M TORIE 2 5%, aiRRs 5%
AR ER BTN A T P B TN A P BE K . BF T 45 RS A 2847 2 WAL S 22 5 Moy A P24 T A 0 il i R R
AHEEMHILE L

G, AHFURAIE 1 A AL S e A I [ B AR T R B AR R X TR AR R A R TR
B ARG, AT B A T R R I B o G R R DM A 56 Tk S e B i 0 A 3 5 R O R )
(I FEAH — 2 (Makriyianis et al., 2019). HK, AWFFLEE RABIAE [ HEBVLUNIER . IEWAT S Frid, A
AW FUR DL AR 22 ikt H S ZhHUA B2 15T, (BRSOl R R T “BM 7, RIRT e
TR PN H G RSN . DA, AT FOR SRS h A AR BRI e, KBS
ML 22 G BB A IE R AR o A BRG,  S3EREN BN R i i L A3 T A AR
TEM, R dkahplies, il . X 5RAT0EA B4R, &7 NIimEE R
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FERBIHL, AR IS PR RO S EIE IVIB R . Fom, BBy — Al BAT B A 1) B Bk
G LE, TR REIER N AN EREE, AU ERD, SEREBRZ 2 TRV RN, 8t
TR OGO H SO AT . RATE R IS0 T, 3RS LA AT AR 22 15 A
WAETFWRE, BWRE S EEh L &8 m R BRI E TR B R . WRER R A Aok, R
FR LB R, X E B E RSB R I AR T U . AR B IR . Hu, Yang, Jing A1 Nguyen (2018)
N BT BB A DR A BB B AN AR DR b PR 38 D (spirituality), PRI o2 740008 32 ST 9%, AT 4@ T+ 2B 76 T
FEo SR, AT BRIy —Fh B OB TS 45 (AT 116, 2019), RT DAUAR AR T 2 skt B AT
51 ERNE T B AR T P AR R B

7.2. SEEREX

2021 4 2 A 25 H, PR A5 0™ B B S B A S T A AR . R A BT RS
e H, &7 #mE—ARERE NRAEFKFREZER S BT LR sos 2 AsE, —%
MHTH “EHT7 , @A aliset. B2, EARMAEGFMRERBER RN, AR
A R R R A R B R e ? XA AT — PR B 5T .

R TESE AR, BRI 3 W AL 22 2 G 7 22 B35 50 AR IS AR T R, B,
KA Gt LR N R A5 5B (9 B AN OUR PR BAF R 1 > e 5Pz, SR it 2 4
DEHAL T BEARAEL T~ O IR AL, R XS AR A 2R 7 AR TR 2 ELRREE R 50N . 1X48 & BAME R TR 2 5 1)
I, S N R HITT M B SR (K3 A2 BRAL RO RE MR o (RIS, QT Qe s 59 B AR A0 22 (R Ak > e AL
Xt H G B R AR, ASCHIRT iR T i S WHFUREL, EEN it e s
D L X 2 R S AL T AR S P AR, HOZ R AR S BRI . SR AR, BUR
il 5 & AT LAABOR N AR A3 B L 3R T N B AR A A D5 TN T, 4705 T o503 22 IR P e R X A

SN, LEUEALAR I BRI E N H 5 55 IIEhLAE . AR FONBITIRAE TR B s 590F, A
ATl ampsr. AR

7.3 REMRFEE

AW RAERBA MR EREE L. 5%, AR EEEFLF M THIMENS, F5 7
BARZ X H G OB AT OSBRI T, A T S B MR A B AR 2 MR BT N R
F, AT FORAAR A 5 B s UGS A 3 i S SR B S AR B, SR WIS AT D IR 52 2 A N s
BRSNS, (AR RGN, Ak, AR T NEEL AT, R MA A
FEBEA —EAR TR B DOE =X MA S 0 B 20T 202 B S sl At
N “RBAT RN . 1 EON TR B R USRI ESME . SRS AT R R .

JUEAG AR T — il H R R, (BUMREEE —SA L, RARRI TR BRI T .
AHTCERFEARINK, (HEASATAR DRI, AR T2 — Mkt e, HAE
R A 2B I RS, TREZ BT RIS TR i85 R BOR 5 S vk [ml g 2 B A, 3 g
SHSEEAPTRZE . RRIIFT TR VRS, WL ECRA A FIBERTT ATk, ZMBRE R
EHCRAEAEE, DRI TSRIVESBUE . B SO S AR R S 2 G A 75 2, kAT TR
ez B R BT T 3, IS Sk [l 5 SR R SR KR 22

SE
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