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Abstract

In the era of big data, data information has become an extremely important resource, providing
people with a lot of convenience and promoting economic growth. However, there are also many
problems in the process of data interaction, such as the potential risk of privacy disclosure and in-
fringement of user rights and interests. While users are aware of the importance of personal pri-
vacy and data security, there are still some privacy disclosure behaviors, which are contradictory
in cognition and behavior, which is called the privacy paradox. To study the specific manifestation
of it, the team basically verified the existence and impact factors of privacy paradox under social
media and e-commerce platform through questionnaire survey and data analysis, and put forward
suggestions for improving users’ self-efficacy in privacy protection.
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1. 518

B 2022 4 12 F, T R R AR CLik 10.67 12, 8 2021 4E 12 15K 3549 75, HIE % K ik 75.6%"
b B A G B AE S HA K W R R, RE P AN F R RIIREE . (HTE 2022 N 45
ARG, A NG MR I s, O 19.6%. X2 R T TSI 45 s SRR K AR R ) 1]
B, R T Z AR . N FSREUE R, SEbR BRSNS RS K. 188 AT
I —FE i, EMIR L ERERTT, MBS RS K 188 F RS A IR IE S 15 B RS b E 5%
RS 53 P AERR BN N BSR4 B BRI R, 0SRHRE T BRI ER AT A, TEA T A1t

TEE SN TR R R, B AE AT T A FSUS ST 7. 1998 47, = H (LR % SLk
RO, MNMIE— 20T Re B2 B AL 5% . 2006 4F, B AL ACHBARI AT, Susan B. Barnes & XM T
CRRRAER (1], ORI T AMEAL AR B RSAA R A B RAT NI T E KB . 2007 4, Norberg,
Patricia A.55 %% il I AU SR UE T BRI IR Wl A7 AE T A A 2] #R %3, Ramnath K. Chel-
lappa %52 B T AT R IR 5T, St T AEDDFP I B LS T AR RBE A 10 I R I iR )7 %3] - Juliana
Sutanto #4481 BRI PEAI R EEEAY, X EIE BN RGeS B AATTE B AL 8 R TR 358 4]

[y F 90 32 AR [ AMIE 72 (0 2tk b, 3 SRR RAF IS IR SRR . 2015 4F, T HFSEHER
T NS S S F TN e A I ) 1) P A o 7 e sl B R NG Y 0] U TN T = s el ] S TN E i
LLIEASER[6]. 2017 4, ZRfE. XUFH KA I M B R, SR HA T8 FH P A5 FH A 32 A IR A7 4E — 52 A B L
FRIR[7]. 2023 4F, WA DR (3 FE 0T 70K 2 AR 10 A28 X 48 Hh R BeRL % 5 B Ba A A FEAT N IAT IR F J& [8] -

T 1977 4L P 5K Albert Bandura $2H ¢ BIRELERIR” , B C AT B S Re S A H TR A
(R4 RE 25 e T TAEAT A BAEREE” [9],  “ HIRMAE” LA 3 25000, (A0 %38 W E IR
REfA P S B RA A DG Il R, A BRRE A E I SR AR IR R L, XA FL B LA A A
o [ T4 £ J2 0o (CNINIC) R A4 510K Crp B LR 2% R AR ML GE 1R )
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R S o ST AR BUAAN R 1 & A B AR 2, FBORE I8 SRS FERa AL 18 R 22 A B AL Ok
I EBELRENS BRI ERAT IR, DARATIAE AL SS BRI B 1 & v B RL S FE AN BRAMT 9 o], A5
PR AL S AR B R~ & BB AL DRI ZE 5 0 Hr s SRR BEAL RSP RURERR LT 5 R A 1 55 £ SR
o

2. BRI B RSSERR A&
2.1, EERIHE

ANHEGE R R MREFIES . AR BIRAARER. Ul Bt AR ENE R A] REAS 2 5200 K 2 AR
AP ARG, SERRASEMERMT AR ZER, BT, W&EREFES RO
B2 NAGF00r. NZUi#EREe. Wl FZhEHHRE, DS H .
A 2 FRAL I 57 B AA DRI B FROBRRAH SC [ R, -0 R4 2 0] B R 55 ATBE AL Ordr B 3R
REMIWEFL[10], R B R R, Tornpl 2 060 B FABUR SCAS A4S BRI A 2 38 I B AL R B 3k
Re(AN “IRANE R 2] “IREIR” ), DA A 2 AL 57 IR B A LB RA ORI B FRALRE
F=FA 2 LG Ul Bttt A . 2 5 8 48R AE 6 431 28 vi Fp B 20 B K R SRR B2 4T 70 (N
— B A HRRA R E BRI ), MERRFABUR SCA Ul BT 3 i 2 3 52 .

VIR AL ORI B U A SRR R R A ), SR VPl A A A AR
ER BB AEFIA TR RS, DA B 8 3 RA I 5 56 i) L /S A2 75 (1S5 PV sUER 4E 0 B RIS -

F RIS HE AL BERFIERT T & T P RS FEEAT AR FAR 22 R PR 78 o 18 % /2 15 R A 28k
AWK Fe BT JE TR G M R oA, K%l e 558 o a5 AR S &, A EH 2R
RS ST N8I %, 2R HE R .

i EEERE U R . https://www.wijx.cn/vm/w4JhICv.aspx.

2.2. BIESAE

TERIRHERS I B, B SRR DA CRAE B e R e e i . T RIS v, B dE PR . b3
SRR, DLIRAS AR 25 R . FERFIE 2 A R HEAT H R M G RS AT eI . A
Cronbach’s Alpha %% Kappa & ZTA 7] 6 — B0, i T S0P &3 5l in) 36 16 ) 53T AR RUE b7 -
TR 80 S W A8 L TR 120 AT« BOIEPE DR T 0 T S5 07925, VP R R 25 AN T o) [R) — B 8 2 i D i 25U
B AR A T HERRVE RN Z0PE . SR HTep, EHRRPE ST Tr . JOZREA t K50, T ZEA ST, i
ANE B ) 7 e, DAL T AR FEAR B BRSO, R A R A Bk 1 N 2 o A R /R AR
KA Wi B IR 2 G A R REGHAT AR AT . T 2 0 VE DA Hr, @AM, PRG A A&
SRR ). Ba, AT BT RS, AN EUR B R R 5T

3. £ETRFAENEEEESGERNR
3.1 KEERAMRFERYEEMRRIZ

B DR ) FRALRE IS A O6S Ee A5 AN (R PRy, AT 7™ A2 30 F 2 RE 0 BRI, 20 BB A A
HB[11]. AhERESAL DRI B FALRESR D NI 7 Z A A 2 A Bk R I A CRAMFEEE . Zad K& App
BB SCA T, RIS N A B A KRR L Z 2B R . WA RS B BALRESR SN
FAE H O R RI D NERARIREEE[12]. BRI 57 16 FL P 0 B R 46 B, T2 B DR 97 IO B2 0
AT P s Bt it e DR AR ity P AT e AR R AA IR 57, BRARXT B RA R . FEIE, AT T B
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Hila: VEHHEMI ORI IE F S FS AL ORI B FALRE -

H2a: M2%-F &1 Ul BTt IE A FEm R AA O3 1 FRAEE -

H3a: FEALE 57 S 2 M B AL DR B KRE »

BEA&E BRI R AW AR, 7 A5 A A 48 R AN L T 06328 0 MO — e AT SE R 1l P OR B, B AR ARSI
A & Wt B ARG R s A R P e BRI, P P2 -F 6 S5 AT 2 2 T HOE VA
MIE AR T X AR ST & (3L B AR AR 2 BRAR A P B BRAA B VE R . UL iR 2 i P B
WASWEZERZR, H S FEABERIGE R UL B R R, LR 57 BRAG,  FERAHE e A, R
W) 2 1~ 5 AT LU ek ST A B s A P 0B, 2250 K& App BRRABUR SCAR 0 #T, I App B AATL
SR OCAS (4 5y A AT R B 0 00 A, Ml e ) 3 ) B B N AE D 5 v P 2R R 07 I I, AT e Y
P i :

Hib: R R IE 1A S BRI 55 o

H2b: MZ5F & 1 UL vt IE s B AL % 55 o

i L EEER BRI 22, AR Al B S RE 7T, AN SRR E AT RES IR I F . XS
TAREE (S AR AL B AL DR E FRABE AT 5 SEBR B RL PR AT A — B B B, B 5 AR AN
FAL PRI B RAAETT RE S RS TRAT Iy 28T 5 X6 LT A LT DA S BE (045 2 itk i B AR P )
XA A AR 8 A LA R P AR RRAA R 5T, BN T IAIGE AT App BIZIRE, AP RIS 2 FF R = App
XS BT B . B, A FEER DL R

Hic: VAHHEMUN ORI L S AL S AR AT FL T 5 71 F P BERL &S E AT U B AA [ 22 57 -

H2c: 2T 61K Ul BTt IE 1] fEma L 2 AR LR - 6 8 H P B AL BERIAT N REFA 1 22 53«

H3c: FRAAJE 57 IE T 2 WAL S A AN s R & 1 T P B R S E T R AL 22 52 o

Hac: FRALORYT B BARE I I FEMa A AL GEAR AT LR 7 5 T8 AP BR AL AS AT MR R I 22 57

SEF A ESRmE, BB T RS A BRAMT S I R FLER I SRR (L 1A 1)

EREMERIP

Hlb

Héc

FRAAESS NS SEs 2V BRSENTANER

H2

H2a

AT AHUIET Hac

Figure 1. Research model of the influencing mechanism of college students’ privacy behavior

E 1. RFERFITANEZETIIEM SRR

3.2. KEERFMFFBRMERERE

A P BN EIRE B (K ffy L o i[RI B 28 R RE IR 3, R 7 s IR R, Wi &
R FEFABRSCA RIS L . Bl 252 KR 7 (R B AL R A DR 97 B FR Ak RE

HE RG> T B8 R NG 0. B 205 AR YAl 2207 LT 4R R
MISZMA R 2R 5 B AR AR AR 2 LA TRy 6 Rt I R A5 O 2 BRI 5 O RE AN LR AL fR 37
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B AE: = WAL G 8 UL it 58 DU Al I & A A I AT T R
PEAG i FE R BRAA I RE T, e MR T SS BRI R T 6 T HLP B RL A FEANAT B AL 22 57
WEFCRIBNE e 2023 4F 1 A #EATHORBE, MR4EBTHEAT BUE i, IR 2ORBHEE AT B iR
Bl 2N SRR B T, BEATERRE, BIERARTHIREA)S, S 987 M AR A K .

3.2.1. HEABIRELRFHE

Table 1. Sample data characteristics of demographic section of the survey questionnaire

F 1 FERIEAOGIF I A BIRSHE

Bl A d
5 335 33.94%
el
5’s 652 66.06%
LR 87 8.8%
2215 AR 767 77.7%
W 133 13.5%

WA G L2 T 51, B MEMe 28 1:2, LiEH R HEEOR, FEART P ERE 18 %
~24 %, FEAREA RSP ERIR UL 1),

3.2.2. [EIBEHES

Table 2. Reliability statistics of the survey questionnaire sample data

2. FEEERABET RS

nSEES T
TR Lk Alpha T3
0.863 24

1) 265 PRS2 A o [ DL 2R B8O Bk % 0 ) o B b R MR R T 0.7 (K 2) RN B RA RAFI
PO, R T Y [ B R R A PR AR E A B, R R R R AT

Table 3. KMO and Bartlett’s test of the survey questionnaire sample data
7= 3. PERIEHEAREIE KMO FE5FIHH2IE

KMO H AR Ko 56
KMO B 1 & % 0.908
AR TT 6345.821
EURE R RFBR Y A58 H H & 276
BEM 0.000

KMO (KT 0.6, EHEKT/NT 0.05, HHREAE & HEATIRF40 0T, 2582 A6 Pt i (1. 22
3).

A BT R 4B 1A T FLT T L) 4 RO RO 6, ) ST I 0 4 SR T, T
LA 2 A S BT B R L 4).
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Table 4. Component matrix (after rotation) of the survey questionnaire sample data

4. FBEERABEREFHR SR a

THEEE IS R LS RN a
%N
1 2 3 4 5
WAEGF AR S (FRFABHE) AR & Ty 0.738
Xt (NNIEBARE) BINBEE RS T 0.726
FOARIGH AN Z BN RER BRI CIAE B KGRI o)
N
RATEAEMTEART SR M B OS2 FE PRI 0.610
AW (DNB BRI S IRESFA LRI 0.604
el B D2 THLEA NG Rt R 0.578
RIEBEN BT EMELEMTEES. J5 654N 0.555
HLR T & A48 B K TR 2 R FRARTE B ORI RAE A R Ry 0.502
FRAn 38 ] BE T LA R e B LR P 3R L 0.629
oV £ T BB AT LR B RS A 0.628
BN RMNL - ERERT T “BRFA&K” oA B 4 1% 0.614
RARAMERRINEFL, F2FIRTEH SHIRFAA. 0.600
FXHZAE 5 ARAS B B 17 T R A P AN 84 % 0.720
AN NMILE T G B RVFAE « CRaFA SR I K IR B i TR 5 E AASTR ) 0.673
TATB 2 HFET @S %A FPARIE R, RAFRINAEE 0.670
AR BE “BOARAFEFR” 1 JE R 2 2% 3 BRI TG A B A K 25 B S5 A 18 ) 15 0.531
BERB@AEHNPLFELZ AN NGB HEIESE. G5, KEMELE B 0.618
AR )R
TN NG BRI 15 58 0.526
FRAT 18 R 51 2 1) I A 25 0T J8 T IR R AR R AN AR AL 0.516
7% 21 S R PR SR 7 THI PRI RS RA I A, 2 L L FRUBE I 4 0 AR 0.558
PRWTTIR: B ik
JiEHE ik HUOE SR KT 21
a. JEELTE 16 IERE Ciksk
3.2.3. MRHth. ERSHEEREETH
Table 5. Current situation analysis
5. BURSHR
R/MA RKE ¥l A 22
KL I8 57 1.00 5.00 3.86 0.600
R FA LR A 20 RE 1.00 5.00 3.75 0.610
Ul &t 1.00 5.00 3.66 0.590
R 1.00 5.00 3.66 0.654
FEAZ AR 1.00 5.00 3.49 0.648
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MEE 5 AL, ANRIYERE N o R MEEAH R, 5 B AR T A 4R R SRR Al i, BRA
“EEAFER” BF “EEREE”, HESRAARENSENE.

BAYEL RS EE RT3, IR E A YR S I B I A GRS T R BRI .
BN IObRAEZARED, MR E SR SRR, IR ES R E . .

Table 6. Differential analysis

Fz6. EROW
5 7 T P
AL 5 3.89+0.70 3.86 £ 0.57 0.79 0.43
Refh PR AP R0 RE 3.80 £0.66 3.73£0.59 1.63 0.10
Ul it 3.72+0.66 3.64 +0.56 0.99 0.05
RENS) 3.70 £0.70 3.65+0.64 1.15 0.25
FEAT AR 3.62+0.65 3.45+0.64 3.59 0.00

BRAE A AR RS T & N P B RS FE R T A B FA IR 22 53 (CA  TRIRR 28 FL4E ) b, BT 4 FE 75731
EFE t RIS R B R TSET 0.05, UEHIBRES FLAEREAL, PR 245 &4 FE A BT £ 1 i) A ok
FZEF (K 6).

Table 7. Significance analysis

=7 BEMSWN

LF AE e F P
R LI 57 3.78 £0.73 3.87 £0.58 3.86 +0.61 0.928 0.396
A R AP R RE 3.77+£0.71 3.76 £ 0.59 3.68 +0.64 0.861 0.423
Ul #it 3.67 £0.67 3.66 £ 0.57 3.64 £0.65 0.094 0.911
PRESTS ) 3.71+£0.68 3.66 +0.65 3.62 +0.68 0.512 0.599
A A 3.59 +0.61 3.49 £0.65 3.49 £ 0.65 2.007 0.135

BBy W MK T 0.05,  BIASR] 27 Pt Bl DR B 25 TRAE BE R 1 AN 2 7 A i 2B ) 22 5 (R 7).
3.2.4. MRZMEIRRBX A S A EILEE N RARY B RUEORAT

Table 8. Linear regression of various dimensions on privacy protection performance

8. BUHEESRAMRIPUEERILIER)T

. RARAELL R FrRUELL R »

[t — oM VIF
B FrRAfEES 5% Beta

(F&) 0.579 0.108 5.356 0
AL I 5 0.219 0.027 0.215 8.058 0 1.349
Ul #&it 0.276 0.032 0.266 8.662 0 1.797
R ERE ) 0.246 0.030 0.263 8.247 0 1.930
AT AR 0.119 0.031 0.126 3.860 0 2.036

R? = 0.483; P < 0.001; F = 229.096
a AR FBA R RLAE
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A A BN Ao AL S 2 el AR R (D2 8), RS AN [FI4E 0SB AL DRAP B FRALRE A FEM, DA TTD 5 47 b L
AATTAE B R DR M1 R 1 i A G 0 A FR AT AR 3

3.2.5. XD
N T TR E, BA AL 2 8 A K7 AR B NSEAE B AR fr I B BRI 15 DL
A GETH A T7 R B AT 70, CAERTEANIR] 2 T (R PR 36 K22 A B AL PR 7 1 SR RE 52

Table 9. Correlation of various dimensions with privacy protection performance

F# 9. BNEE SRR RIFEER XM

B RLIE 57 (S NVSAR G Ul #it R EREN ) FEAZ AR
K AL 55 P 1
R FA LR A 20 RE P 0.493 1
ul it P 0.478" 0.589™ 1
P E PSS P 0.376™ 0.575" 0.557" 1
AT A P 0.4117 0.543" 0.581" 0.659" 1

THE 0.01 Z(WE), AR

WRIE 9 TR, YRR SRR PRI BRER A YEE (A R PR B 1, R DA E L 8 2
AN RS RLRE, AR AT R R 5178, MR R R T AR T 4 0 R A 5 2 A
Jille ARERLE 0.5 {F 9 FAUE, KKT 0.5 BIAHKRREI A LB A AR R, M TEH
Ul Bt SRR R RRE . AR S ERAA R RE B ARG IREHE MR SN T 6 1) Ul Bt =%
ZIE AR R R BT 0.5, P MFAERGR IEAR S, B

1) Ul ik SRR P AN B 5 B FAIR 57 1X /N2 P2 IR A DG R A 2 S35 1, RIS A6 47 &5 1)
Ul it SEEE RS T A RIS AT, S NRIRRRLIE DT & A [FIREEE RS20

2) BRALESF < Ul 8Lt iEEE I =N E R SRR RBE R A GV E AR 2 251, B AT FERL
W57 MG UL B AR RS 7 T A RIS AT, 2 N B AA R 2R 5

3) BANYEEMEE GIT AERMRIER L RER, WD AN . RRRIPREE. MG
(K Ul Beih s A R T T AR S AT, SR AL S AT AR R 57 .

3.3. HAVHLEER
3.3.1. [EFAES

Table 10. Linear regression of relevant dimensions on privacy fatigue
= 10. AT ERAEFH tRIER

N EN ARG FruEfL R B
R — —
B FrofEE i Beta t BEE VIF
(F &) 1.880 0.113 16.658 0
Ul it 0.276 0.034 0.390 11.698 0 1.449
VERTE A 0.146 0.031 0.159 4.764 0 1.449
R? 0.246
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F 160.479
P <0.001
a Rz BRI oY

AR AR, VIF A8/ T 5, BASHR R Z BT 2 IR 10).

FHG R, F=160.479, P <0.001, MMENINEHEETRDAE-ANITLLRZEZHHALE. H
o, LSS UL B E T BLUE 3 IE R 52 B fA )% 57 (Beta = 0.390 > 0, P = 0 < 0.05), A A FRY 7] LA
& EIE 1A U RE R 55 (Beta = 0.159 > 0, P = 0 < 0.05). )5, A8 &2 (045 H i T [[l )5 77 F%.

BRI 97 = +0.276 x MZF A1 Ul ¥t +0.146 x JAEE I

EVEEE RS RGE, TG 0 UL TR ERRGE, 0S80 R R 57 (LA 2).

EREMBRP

L IRFARRSS IRAARIF B TR EE ARSEMTANER

PR F BBIUIEIT

Figure 2. A model of college students’ privacy behavior under the influence of privacy fatigue
E 2. RFARE SR TR RFEERRFAIT AT

3.3.2. BRFARIPHIAE

Table 11. Linear regression of relevant dimensions on privacy protection performance

11 [RFARIPALRERY tARIEER

- RAFEAL R 2 PRAETL R B
B FrifEfT iR Beta t BEH VIF
(% &) 0.610 0.109 5.621 0
R LI 57 0.232 0.027 0.228 8.579 0 1.326
Ul it 0.311 0.031 0.300 10.117 0 1.650
PRESES ) 0.301 0.026 0.322 11.454 0 1.482
R 0.475
F 296.303
P <0.001

a AR FRRL IR RLRE

A REE [ENVAREAL PG &, 0.6 > R? = 0.475 > 0.3, MR A0S H 45 T DL LL R B S il FE 1)
S AR NRTREAAIE DT . PIZ-F- 65 B9 UL Bt . JEEEERUR OR3P0 B AL DR3P AL RE s ma i DL (L4 11).
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HF VIF &35/ F 5, =AATRZATAFEL EILELME, MBI 7R 52 B FE .

FHAFERE, F=296.303, P<0.001, EE-NHZEFZEDH A0 LLEZEZEFE L&,

Hodr, FERLAE ST AT DL 5 IE M R M B RA R4 2 Bk (Beta = 0.228 > 0, P = 0 < 0.05), MIZ%-F & K Ul Bt
AJ DL 2 1E [ B0 FEORL R 97 25 BE (Beta = 0.300 > 0, P = 0 < 0.05), JEAEHE AR 7T DL 3% 1F [7) B0 [ AL
{313 fit(Beta = 0.322 > 0, P = 0 < 0.05) (.14 3), As &[] o] )9 5 FE 0 F

FaFACRY 2k RE = 0.232 x FRFAJESY +0.311 x MZ-F& 1) Ul %1t +0.301 x JERNER I RS

BRSO R, 28 6 1) UL BT SR AR, BRRAR 57 s, S P MBS AL CR I R R ki o

EREMNRP |~ o

FRRARSS FRAAfRIF B FRANEE BRSEMTANES

MEFEEHUIRIT [~

Figure 3. A model of college students’ privacy behavior under the influence of privacy protection self-efficacy

B 3. FRFARIF BRI TR R FE R T HIER

3.33. AZFEFMEFHLETHAFBRASEMTARMHESR

Table 12. Linear regression of relevant dimensions on differences in user privacy attitudes and behavioral privacy
= 12. APRISEMITARMNES t IG5

- FR AR (AT PRl R 3L
B AR R Beta t B VIF
() 0.186 0.112 1.652 0
AL 5 0.086 0.029 0.080 3.018 0 1.425
Ffh PR AP R0 RE 0.125 0.033 0.118 3.860 0 1.904
W 25 4 0.256 0.033 0.233 7.769 0 1.822
PR eI 0.428 0.029 0.431 14.985 0 1.680
R? 0.514
F 261.913
P <0.001

a PR SEETNER

AR AR R A BE S, 0.6 > R? = 0.438 > 0.3, IR A iz 545 5 T DA bG A Bl 52 11
SRR NI BERAE 57« RIZ-T 6 1 UL it VERE LI IR BERA DRy Ak e ot Ak A2 A AN i i1
& N BRRL A AT D R RA [ 22 5745 7 T S R S5 AT 9 Mg DL (LA 12).

HIT VIF &8/NT 5, WA BREZ A AAAE S EIRL M, TS 1 e 55 FOSE T 52
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FHG R, F=261.913, P<0.001, EMFHEANHEESZEDH A1) LLEZ 2R &,

AL 57 0] DU 25 1 [m) 52 e FH P BRALAS FE AT R AL 1) 22 7 (Beta = 0.080 > 0, P = 0 < 0.05), M- 15
(1) Ul AT DU 3 1 [ 52 FH P B FAZS FE AT VB AL 1 22 7 (Beta = 0.233 > 0, P = 0 < 0.05), VEHEVEMII R
PR LA 3 IE R P B AL AS BENAT A BE AL I 2 5+ (Beta = 0.431 > 0, P = 0 < 0.05), FafAfiy BBk men
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Figure 4. A model of college students’ privacy behavior under the influence of differences in user attitudes and behaviors
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