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Abstract

[Background] China has a vast user base for mobile applications (APPs), with a wide variety of APP

CHEHAIEE

MESIH: WBE, WM. ERAEE IR A T APP B AA L FUBR AN I SR SR L), 185 SR,
2026, 16(1): 55-64. DOI: 10.12677/0rf.2026.161006


https://www.hanspub.org/journal/orf
https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.161006
https://doi.org/10.12677/orf.2026.161006
https://www.hanspub.org/

W22,

RIS

types. However, the design of privacy authorization pages often suffers from issues such as vague poli-
cies, inconspicuous notifications, and complex phrasing, which are not conducive to better protection
and respect for user privacy. [Method/Process] From the perspective of Communication Privacy Man-
agement (CPM) theory, this study designed a scenario-based experiment based on the three compo-
nents of boundary coordination. It measured differences in APP users’ perception of privacy bounda-
ries across various expressions in different privacy policy designs, focusing on the aspects of bound-
ary permeability, boundary linkage, and boundary ownership. The aim is to provide insights and guid-
ance for the design of APP platform privacy policies. [Result/Conclusion] The study found that users’
perception of privacy boundaries is significantly influenced by the expression of the privacy policies.
These findings offer specific directions for improving the design of privacy policies, enabling them not
only to comply with regulations but also to better earn user trust and cooperation.
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1. 518

KA, #3h APP g FH P i RAESE IR S5 10 RIS b F P ARHE AV AE A RS RA R, . #83)) APP AR 3T
IR, BlEahanah, HESABERFAAAAAEREAMAG E N, XA AMG SRR 7 E ANE B
SR 5, XA et T P ok T RS AA TR A XU 1] APP FE R A2 B R rh RE 1 K& P 4
¥, BisErh APP RACA F AN NS ERGE M F AT R (2] Behh, REFESF BRI R, HEaf 2
ARl FEANES N B ELIB X 2545 S O R AT IR 3 56 R (P FLER 28 R R I ST ) oR[3], iR
S 6 H, BEMEMIE A 11.23 12N, Hr, FHRERMESE 11.16 /2N, MR FHLERIF L]
ik 99.4%. HIP FHL A 7 EFEIRER. LEGER . SABIEENPRERRER, —BEXEEEEE
PARBEGHE ], AMUERIIA RS, IEWTRES| A VR 5 G155 JUTRAT 9, 45 F i R B R ANS ST -

APP [FIFSRABURA i _E iz U e AR BRAS NAS S AR s sy (X 7 B, (B RS BOR A7 AR K
K7 CRE” ORI B CA BN S APP FER[4], XFEGL TR AR AR R 2 58 4y
TREROTE R BORK BAA WA, AR TR RS . tesh, B—kiEr “FE” Wl TR
SCRITEATE 3G 95 B EARRI AL JiEA APP 18 & J7 #EAT Ui, RIVE TP AFAmbe e 7870 FRAE 1 2L
BUOR, A AR AR FRa mit, N Reahizsg, IR0 P e B M RIRF[5] o 348 m B A7 AE
LM PR S ESRAA TR, A1 T A e AR I B A

N T HYPF & E B RAABOR, AR RABUGRRIE, St & A AP & Z [ BRAA R 2,
AW TN E RS E BRI A, WLBIE . 14 SRR AL SR P B =A 5 TR FEAS R R FA B
TP AFEZRIERT APP HI B ALIL SRR BRI ZE 7, DAIDR SERR N FH SRR A 2% .

2. BREMEMSAE
2.1. B3Fh. BRFABLR

Ka A (Privacy)iX —MES IR L2450, &2 1890 4 i 3E [V Warren 1 Brandeis £ (The Right
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to Privacy) a2 1), A ATTRHE SO —Fh “ASZ T EIACH]” [6]. Jaok, Westin ZEILEEA B iR H
T ERBR” MRS, YO MEERE o A NG BT, 5 H R U4 B FA B 45 1AL
[7]1. HERTRFAKZERE LG —E R, BRI A—FBCRISN, MEie TR e L EERH =
PR AT s — ez g e B A4, I NBRRL MRS H S e PR S RIS CE I RE 1(8] o) —dk2f
TR A, DCNERA B BN E 5 55 3 7 i R B R [9]s I — RO SR e N AL L RS
SRR —FIRZS[10].

FaFABURE APP it i fa S SR A A AN NS BT AR H 1 75 B S R RE[11] . R T RRFABUR I 7t 2 DL
FAG, RVERFABORR RIS . P BEFABCR I B AR . BRABCR @ A g se it 46 [12]. BT
B FABUR (ARSI T 2 B2 R 7E APP R TR %5 . #HACIA. BT MRS, flin, R4 (2025) A
FaRAANH E PERIAL A R, B X R 3l APP FH P BRORA RS B B3 AT AR AE RS2 I % 4% FO A2 PP AL A LAR B2 43
PRI, FBRRABURBIIAGE, AR a0 mAARIE B 425 S 8UH P LLIE T 205 B B
FIUWT, IR T APP BRALFLE AN P B FA GRS (0 5 R[] TR T (2022) T B RABUR & R T IN R R
Xf 20 FFE AT APP BRFABUREHT T SR A RN & A Fbn & U b, IR T e B8 (18] 2N
£5(2022) 3 i T IER BN EEST IS APP FRARLBUR (AT e RN AR, BT XTAELE B I AR T S R AL B SR ]
BPE. VR SERRARY AL nas (g BEAE Bt =l AR T R AR A N [14]: TR IHAR(2021) 2 TA RN
G ERES, ME T P B AR S A R R, BT 2 R R = T AT R SUSR IR A 7T T MR B R AEXS R Bl
E2y7 APP BEURAEUSRE Bl B2 28R HIFEMA[15]

XL AR AR T R BOR A AT 3e i . P el BRI SE 7 T, #87R T BRRA B SR AE ik A
PRI A, B SN, (HBUA 0 M AR TS 0 TR B AL BCR (AR [R Rk s F P A A B
AT RSN T T R, Wk JCVERE— 2 M BRRAIZ A A A LS P I B BRRL e S R

2.2. IRERAAETRER

V438 [ AL B FE 16 (Communication Privacy Management, CPM)+2 Petronio 7E 1991 £E3 Hi i, ‘& fliik
TAEEREAME BRI, R MR 5 BB 8 A B sd A7 U SR BRI [16] TR AE NBRK
RILRNBHAKLE F, CPM HL 2 HLAR(E BB 5 FI R FALL S8 BRI RS BB HESE, B BRI A —
MFFTRENE AR, DO AMEEAE B FAL S, FH e — e R & B 5 [17]

2.3. IR EE

HRHE CPM Hig, 1F MR E BN O EER, AT IR sk 15 B4 7 Ay 2 Iml Bl a5
EIANEFLRE, EEEILIESE. WAL AR = J7 .

BFEENR T ARERIL FOT I EE R, BEIE 2 KR LA diEs 5 i AE R
AR BRI AL G E L L FSENE R AR [18]. R AT, H A NI TSR IR
FH PO FCRERA B A P (2 ) b, TOASSCORTEAE R FE I SR A B, 1 G TSe BE 1. RERB LI K
FNEF G X BaAA T S (A [V B RE L ) B AL SR T 0 HL i e SR IS . BIEFUHR I, AERS B3R
R DU A5 BAEE” SRR FEE19], Tk, AP m/ARiL SIS S ¥ E RS S A0k
Mo A TS B REATZR IR B SR VP ORAR I, ARIL FHEIE T P 45 LOZIAE 1k s AR VAL, 1A SE 2 1 30 EL,
REfS B dizf R 2, i FHEE T P RAEN B fe SR T A 15 8B A 4% 1 Bl fe v
TV SR P o] L o BN BT A8 1 R VR I B R A

24. BFEE
TR 0 A BE S YUE HE T LLBONAE BRERNA 2, RS ST AR T, s, M
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FAPAS NI EE, F P Al A7 il FeA A5 AR % AR 9l SRR [19] 0 10~V 65 3 1L AT 7 22 ST R A
A H [ SRR P oeHE B AL R f0EmI[20], R, WD S EAEERT ORET R EEE, ©
TRV AEAE ] APP I, FEORAE BRAR 25 F P 6 (5 BN X S e B BT IR FR IO DI RE[19]. &1k,
ARICBEE Wi SR T B AR R BB R BOE 1 ikA T B i FE SIS R, MRl AR g A
FEVFFI T B BIE RIS 5

25. IBRERBI

WA R 1R RIS R BRI, BIEE R, ERMPTA R e XHE S
B, PG e YA S 1 AR IBUSE PSR 2 4 e P s N A5 208 P e 4
fil[21], FTRAA “VFRI A BB R EIA ST A AL[19]. RS BT AL AT 5 72 BB B BT A o dE
LAV B B BCR S B B R BLE D, A A RRER R EERIAE, T
VR AR EE B H, RZWVRILF AR

3. LRI SHEEIE

N T SR TR O B ALK (AN [RI R AE BRI RGN 5 IR 22 57, A OIS 11 stsi e,
WIAFHEE DT BERAL TR B =5 T S AR P AR FRL I S B 2= 5

3.1 SCEEIT

FEIESIFER, A TREEEREMESAN, B SEn st T £y Em+, 23 APP
FERNBATRBEAR S I FI, AEAWUSER KRR NG R 2RI, BSEh s X APP ZUTAEMRLL(E
B AR AL I AR B L RATIE R, R AEREh 2 ISR BOR . R “ RS MERER” 1
WE, FWHRALNEBIERGIZIL, SRZAFE. N 7 SRR3R, ATEEOEE APP I K —FEERA
LT FSAAECAE,  DAORFEIEREREI S A S B AR . SRR EAUR, RIS AL B A
Bro DLISGTE AR SC PRI 32 0 LR R R BUR IR R 12

18 PIE G EEFH IO b B RO RS, A W7 R, 26— o e e e P A
WFBIE . W BERAL ST BUR R T I B R (R 1), BERA-EHF R &R, R RIE
FARLI S 7 3IE TR BB . it Gty RN 0h P Bl 7= A A R, AR B &K1 K& B3R N il
U EENEI. B REEENERG LAEIER . Fik. FHMPIEHFER .

Table 1. Boundary permeability, boundary linking, boundary ownership perception scale design
1 aFESE. LFEE URMENENNEERIEIT

LY AL A KT

W BN I R 2% ik
. AR ey Bl i APP BERAE TRA S LB H R T ARG EK
o4 T4 S e ] I R %%
MRE oty AR R BI2: 1% APP iLFRAENS g Fokt 7> S ATAE 2 (2020) [19].
i% SoF 4 B BI3: 1% APP IR AEMEAT N8 — BN o A FhE B James %
fik: AT DA I/ o Bl4: 1% APP i3 BB B BT 4 Z A FlE S (2015) [22]
MR RTLERSNiEE S BI5: 1% APP ihFR AL 1L B A 7 SRS
e BATDLEHIERE BL1: % APP e R AN MG BA S RARE B R AL = XH R
Su s %{HE\#?EXU‘ %! . BL2: 1% APP {1 e IE RN N5 S SWiLx S 3L = (2020) [18]\
e e B3 %APP IRIME AR SR R oo
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B WA R E BO1: Fkpefziil it ftaniz APP I AfE Dholakia %
Ul 8o S H G BO2: FatfEiiiZ APP F 3R MA NAE BT 07 H 1 (2003) [23]+
AR fi&: BLREBERE BO3: Faes IR M N NE S BHEVS Heng %5
SREH K BO4: FkAeFEili% APP IR AN SR (2012) [24]
3.2. BuEls

A YOREIE I WECF & W R BORE R 2, SRR 122 4 1702, AR 1125 BB 2 15 S
BRI . RS REIEH B 106 (B R H 4%, X ERUEE M BT Fahslkk, m&eE
AR 100 43, W8 FE N 81.97%.

4, iR HT
4.1. BES®

22 2 alhn, AUGRE R B Ll 33:67, oAb HERk. FERR AT 19 B L LT S HEN 2%,
20~29 % (it 45%, 30~39 % 5Ltk 42%, 40~49 % Lk 11%, 227 FEE AR LA, FAUEH R
LR 4L, S 79%, FAARCHENZ—3H P ER.

Table 2. Sample distribution

2 HEANT
YN FEA S A4y (%)
. 5 33 33
PR % 67 67
19 % K LLF 2 2
20~29 & 45 45
G 30~39 & 42 42
40~49 % 11 11
50 % % UL L 0 0
AL 3 3
- LR 10 10
= KF 73 73
fifit & Ak 14 14
14T 0 0
1~2 4F 4 4
FHUAE FAERR 2~3 4F 8 8
3~4 4F 9 9
4Dk 79 79
it 100 100

4.2. fREG o

FIREGI AT A R WA 3, WIME B, TAFWBIE . T AL T A AU A FKT 307 3R b
X R IR 25 . LU FHBE NG, A& 5, FIPHE “ 8T AR IR/ SR ViR 2 30045 B IR g ”
R—RATHNES D EMERE, WX —RAE T e TR EZMA LR, PRI APP ZEJr
X P NESARAIL SIS ERR B e “ I8 TiRER IR o v - UE B AU ” RIR T I B AR AR,
VLI PR LR 1 IR B T E T P S N s E R B, 7 ERZRR
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Table 3. Descriptive statistical results
= 3. A MG ER

RRILETIEAT " bk N Bkl 1 b2z
- A REIE 100 1.00 6.80 3.09 1.76
- L FBIE 100 1.80 6.60 497 1.19
ik - W BiE 100 2.20 6.80 5.73 0.86
& - e 100 1.76 6.76 4.65 0.97
ik - D T 100 151 6.42 3.90 1.32
- RETA AL 100 1.90 6.61 5.19 0.86
ik - WHRFTE R 100 1.13 6.46 3.11 1.32

43. EESH
FH2e 4 74N, n) 45 2548 5 8 07 R JKF R 53R A Cronbach’s Alpha R2E57E 0.8 UL L, RFEEIR
I, RAER AR .

Table 4. Reliability test results
4. FEREER

A FaFABUR SLFRIBIKF Cronbach’s Alpha I

= 0.891 5

B BE rh 0.914 5

fi& 0.963 5

. = 0.851 3

LT fi& 0.964 3

, ] 0.805 4

LR fi& 0.933 4
4.4. YE S

7 5 A4, RERAN KMO EIHTE 0.7 UL E, Bartlett BRIZAG LS 1) 52 14355 0.000 < 0.001, i B 4]
LRUE R UF o

Table 5. Validity analysis results
5. WESER

[SENLS . N Bartlett BRI 46
e S KMO &) E ; =

e SRR AT BRI ERES B BEE
= 0.879 260.753 10 0.000
B IBIE R 0.838 347.931 10 0.000
i 0.904 579.684 10 0.000
=1 0.713 131.692 3 0.000

o N =]
LR ik 0.782 344.715 3 0.000
= 0.717 151.552 6 0.000

iﬂ 51
TR 1% 0.842 335.391 6 0.000

4.5, IEZSM4HIE

NREIR AT N SRR X P AEIL B IE . I T AL F A B R T T AR B X
S, WEBATER KRS, (AL BT B, 4R NE 6. FFEAERT 50, MK K-

st
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VRIS

S ke, MR, BEVENT 0.05, FrAAH AL IES DA

Table 6. Normality test results
6. ESMRIER

B AABR SR ST 7 3R AKF - AR B AL TR

Kolmogorov-Smirnov #:5

Shapiro-Wilk #:3;

giit HE  EBEN giit HiE BEE

& - W SHBiE 0.162 100 0.000 0.828 100 0.000
- B SBE 0.160 100 0.000 0.905 100 0.000
& - W TEE 0.222 100 0.000 0.863 100 0.000
fa - I 0.114 100 0.003 0.961 100 0.005
ik - ek 0.141 100 0.000 0.929 100 0.000
i - WA ETA AR 0.112 100 0.004 0.909 100 0.000
& - L F T 0.177 100 0.000 0.871 100 0.000

4.6. EESHHW

I8 A 2 IR A, MCRIARS UG R 7%, W =AMAE AT Friedman 158, S8R0 7 B
e wEVE p (HE79 0.000, LW E R AR R AN R KPS AR IR TR R AR N A B R AE B T

Table 7. Nonparametric test results

T FSHRBER

o 4 2 R FAB 5 - " GBSyt

AT e R T T = STy S E
ik 2.59

W BIE r 2.14 100 100.626 2 0.000
=1 1.27

e 5 202 100 61.820 2 0.000
i 1.44

, = 2.62

LTSN I 120 100 105.509 2 0.000

4.7. BIRARAEELE

Friedman 165 o1l Fi3iE — /K P 257 B3 5, 58T Wilcoxon 75 B 563k — 5 g M L /K ~F- Xt
[AEEZE R . BN AT 3 ELEE, #eR A Bonferroni 21 (a = 0.05/3 = 0.017), El p<0.017 MjZ 5
W3, %8 WoREENME p EHX/NT 0.017, KA E L FHEE % SR IB AKX M AFE 035 2 5

Table 8. Wilcoxon signed-rank test for boundary permeability
52 8. 1R B1E Wilcoxon FFESF5H016

Mgt @
A4 VS (& BUREI LRSS AR b.
R FEFIEFR)
Kt NEH BCPHE BRSO z i R EE(UR)
& - kS 622 4851 3007.50
b8 (a F < f& 1E# 220 25.57 562.50 -
% bt > T - 16 5.467° 0.000
c. = i) it 100
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Bk
= - i Ak 832 46.64 3871.00
(a & < 1% Efk 5P 9.00 45.00 ~ A
b > € guE( 12 7:983 0.000
c. = 1K) Bt 100
- ffk 798 49.46 3907.00
(a @ < P ER 11b 17.09 188.00
b. & > U M 10¢ —7.487° 0.000
c. m = ) Mt 100

5. iR 5B R
5.1. fAz4Eie

AT @RS IS, NATBE. USSR ITAE N =AEE R R, T T APP &
BRI AN R R IE J7 2o F P Ba AL SR AN B sEme o i 1 st 54t o dr, LT EE LR

5, BRABUR AR EE L RO RN . fERsER, W R LA L fevr
F TS B USCER " B “ I IEIEAR 1B SR VR % UG BIWCER 7, F P BB RL I FHE T R A e A T R 2
FIFE, TR B R R S B R BAR], B 8 5 0T Be AL 12 S Bk R A 57 BT A AUk
s

B, AP RN EA B Y. DA FNBIE NG, AFEKE BB SR SR IR
Fafh i s MG R T REZESR, W IR R HE “ TR I favr” B “ TR IInvr” ,
FIFEFER “H 2RI .

=L RABUER AR SOt AT EMA P RIS . S P BONEE S BE. M
EEMHERER R E SN, HXRARER RS E 8 B E T

52. SEERB R

AT APP BSAABGR 1 € 55 A B AT AR SEkdis & =

B, RRBUORNIE SRR FTE M S K. BEFCIESE, WP “ VAR RN R TS
AR RTI B R IL T L, BVUEE BT 2 “BHER” 5 “MHEFEE” . IR
EREA . BT SR O B R SIS hIAL, I G (o RO SR i R A

B, RARBCRBERARIL “ 2”7 o FPA R OGERA 2 Rt SIS ost, gt A
A RAL B W AR R BUR S, I BRIt ah e, (R FEAS R 15 #R R3S B B
BSOSy ISUR

H=, WM EIREALENS . P& T ERRBER RN SIS, k7 RS AR
KR BERR B E, BRSSO S TR, Wiigsa i - 2 5 E .

53 MIRTESRE

BT TV E B HELE, JE R SERAIP RN 1 R BRI X B AL B
SR, RIS TR (HBAAEE T AR, X R R MO ARSI FUAR W T ety .

HS, AR L, ARl L FIRIERSES 5, HALEFER . P57 A A,
RERNEm AR T R EUE RO R, TR 40 % DL ERARK A2 P52 054 1A B
i, IXRE T HRR ARG, K, Rt B, RE RS A B TR LA, T
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I SCAIRARHE AR SR B IRTE 2318, R AE 58 A IS APP 22 B 5t vh F P RV A S 5 4T 9
Sfo BEAh, ASHEFAEEGAE IR b, A FNEE . 1A SRR S0 A B AR R SRR K
WEAE g — 5%, DI RAZER R v S E IR . A£G E i, BRI
BT, EHARSIAGN RS A SN S R Z B RSB R R “BURER
R - FEALE] - BAR” Z AR R AR

BT BRI, JEEMTFCRIE R LT e .

—RAEFEABT b, ATLURREA R KA 300~500 A LA b, AR b R RN 1 e i SRR AT
SRR, CHIEEANE DE PEERAFRBEE R OREA, USRI TSRS RUE . — R fE
KA LS Tk, AT IR APP FERL R BRI I, IR EA RS H R R S, 5 S
BRI S HR B R RN, TS IRNERE. AN R A EOR, iR AR
FAME B O SERHA R S 15 28 OV, GRAME G B AR AR L . = R_RAEHERHE SRR E, gt —
LG A ST A BRI E S 525, JF2RGI “CBREEHET EE7 Fhak
B, DK “HEERRET SRR, W STEREk, RSB BRI R K
FIRIALENLE] . BEAh, SEFTERITERS . BT RIFEN D AR TE N, IR B ZE 5 A B

g b, ARRWE ST A AR SRS AR SRS . AL BRI IR S 2 T S . 2t
D HERIZ U AE PR 5 S B

SE 3k
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