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Abstract

In recent years, scholars have studied consumers’ decision intention of choosing shopping channels
from multiple perspectives. From the perspective of psychological distance, this study explores the
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influence of shopping channels on consumers’ purchasing decisions. Based on the four dimensions
of psychological distance, this paper discusses the psychological distance gap between online and
offline channels, studies the influence of consumers’ perception of psychological distance difference
between online and offline shopping channels on purchasing decision, and discusses whether the
degree of lay rationality of consumers plays a moderating role between psychological distance and
purchasing decision. The conclusion of this study is that the perceived social distance and assumed
distance of shopping channels have a significant negative impact on consumers’ purchasing deci-
sions. The larger the social distance and assumed distance are, the more consumers tend to pur-
chase offline, and vice versa. The degree of consumers’ lay rationality plays a moderating role
among time distance, space distance and purchasing decision, and the degree of consumers’ secular
rationality enhances consumers’ perception of the influence of social distance on consumers’ pur-
chasing decision.
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1. 518

21 LIk, AR ERFBAK R, MBI R R i F R 457 b R 52 3 {8 4 T Tl e i ol o 4
%o RS 48 K (P E EREM A SRS ), BE 2021 4F 6 A, REM BN 101112, MY K&
HIK 71.6%, & TR ERMEEKE 6% [1]. BT, F&it & oy IE 45 & i R e 1 E 2
S, B AR I AR R P RS OR, 2R IR RN H A

2T I RRLETH T R R AT I AALS, i 2 nT DU RS A R, X R4k BTG
EBRI. BRI, 3 il P ) S o = AT AR A B . AR AR T 03
FEES, RUTIGYRTE N o 3 W SRS sg e o ARBF U T IR BE RS . RIFE RS, thapieg . RiEEE
HHATHETE, $RVHER LA NI AR 98 OB B L 22, WU B e B B 2R BNk R IR
)0 FHL P B 2 S I S A S R S PRI, SR N TR BRI 2 SR Y, SRS R S SRR R
FEXF AL IR A SR o %A AR T 2 B2 B S R, AT LRSI RO BT R R . 34T R 22T AT
PSR ST, B IEMRLE ERIZR N IRIE X S vk R e, FE Tl k.

2. HRERA

LR BB BN B2, 2 LI ph i 40T SRS 1™ B A AR, JH SR P AR IE
FIORUE AN . UTEER, 238 WISl AN MESS 22 5 TV 9 I SRIE 1 B AT B 9

2.1. BRI

1) VA IRIE X B PR AT HWE T

FEIRANE b, 2 E B0IE 1 RN MELN e b ) SR 328 353 1Y) I [ M AN R XURS: X S i EL AT 26
NP UAE R PR AL FEMA[2] o T P AL URIE BRI 28 B, TR B A AL B W] R Jn 2R
B AL R OR, AT M2 T IRE, WRBOGERA, M HlLdk FRIE[3].

PRGNS b, (5 RISERAT MR . LU AR AT AR . 2R LA SAT N RE I S R IR AR G 44
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BAT AR S5 IR TR 5 5 RN AU 5 ¥ 9% B 1 S Rl R B IR AT 95 4]

MRS FER, REMIH B R SR R KT A W A R R AR 2, S B AT 24T 9 & P
i 9% S P KB (A P, HE TR SN 2% 2 0] T S SRIE IR HR 5K 5] o

2) Alb S Y

B Py 2 o0) Al DA 223

Al 7 EELEAE S Bl 42 TEIE T B R Bl AT B DR b O SR A AT T AR L (07 o AMARLE A DR E I
Je, JEE T ESE AR EOR B B SRS S ER, DL, bR BN RIE SR AR R B A%, R
ANHR 55 RAEBN 2 26T Z 18] & [3] -

Al FT AR 7 it S AR 1) 22 7 AT A e Wk S Rt A T B M AN R 5K . PR ERAE (010 25 #4500 LB
&, ANATPCRIBOREEIZE, B BANS]. Al nT LA 7 F P AR B PEAS HEAR B2 P (AN R 75
Ry ARIE G ERE R RSB AR T RS FEAERCTHARIRIA T, 3R R T R 6] -

2 b ANER TN R AT DA E SE PR AT RN E B SRS L HE P SR AR, SRR R E s R, &
WA RIS 3% 8 AR T IR TE LR £ R S B IR [ 7]

2.2. ESMRR

1) D IEE R o S R AT

[l /2= E T TR I, SR 1R S0 R DAL 1] 56 M 2 3 SR AR 7 RIS 9 3 S . 9 B R B AU
R S A 1) 23 5 G A AT (R R (B RN 7E SR B A S T 52 [8]

TERRAASS Ty THT, [ Ah 38 R LT B3 o 2 b 3 SR XU 110 25 22 SRR 2 = 4k 11 & I Gy
BT B R0 BhAt, BI85 BA PR — B0 AT DA 28 7 BB XU o 7 4 YRl 3
B, A R ANAT N i RO S AN A O 34 1 ) S A 9 T SR R A A, R IR B )
T IR TE 1k B R A [10]

2) Ak sRms il

FEANVER T, Al % IR 2 P AH RN RS 7E 22 1208 A& 7= WA ey Rl KA R, BN
MR B 2 SR B BRI [9] . SR B 4 N D4 BB A % 1) b W e 2 P SR FH BT B W A ST S RT RE 2 TR
(Y B, I AT DASRE pan 22 S0 S A 8 A R & [11]

XU NN EEER, & E VIRt RE A B A2 NI 5, I U A A AT T R N
LR R ANZE BIRIE, AT AR IR SR A IS B T, T B TE 2 T B B2 R Ia[12].

WE EA TR st m R BRI B, i th 7878 H b, H AT 22 e S Y 27 ok i
W) b JEAT BB 7 EE BN BRAE . R0 A RS R — A REER N, R DG LB A S
T o BB B A PRI FE AR R 0/, Y 9l A A A () R R i 281 1 o B P 9 DK/ ) 222 L 4 S T i 28 o %o I
VIRIE RS, AT A T OB IR &, R J0TH 2 A2 BANZR T W P SR SR 3] 1000 B R B 2
PEOGT Y B U R BRI, RIS B S SUPE TR, PRUHE A ERE 32 SO R, DA
Bl Al B AR 2R ANZR R R 2 DS AR RE A, B A AE S R R SRS R R L3S 23 IS
.

3. Bt
2RI — AR SR )E, MFRATIELR R G v] DL B B NS, PR B SR L RIS, B ndE

SRR T SEA R, FATAT PR, AR IRAT 0, AT EA I S5 o 48R W SEAR AT i £ A TR
JITCATT AAE — e RE S e W SRR . HEEDA R K M5 M. KRS AS, A28 W SE i b 2k I
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2 LIyt R BEAT R A S AR R . N AREK, RS R AR s BT AT
CAPEAR AT IS [AI 3t p EAT 2 0, W DARLER 2 307 i, 08 R AEISE ™ i, [, BAEIR 2 R XA
ML ARLH BB BIANE IR MRS, HFRA TS TN dh AN S AT DO AT IR . FEER BIAWIRT, JH 9
5 A T AC IR I 8], [R5 R B2 TR 737 98 2 )G B TR XA

IATEAE N B AL TSI B CRN 2 10 BEFR B0, T4k B S O B R B e . 72 AR
Bk, WA E AT SN T L E R e, AR R SR AR AR R EAE A 3~5 K I L,
TH Y AR LT W SIS T DA ELRRARTG ™ i, TG 2B SRV Bl R REIE I B AR U R RS2 s
FEALSEEE b, AR B T Z B AR 2 320 3 CEZ M AR KN, EREE b, S
2 EWSKI T 9 8 2 BB 2 X iR RE A BRI 77 b AN 2 B RS S R A B AT REAE

3.1 WOHREEE X AR SR AR M

OB SRR MAIE B BRAE NS IR A, SRR FE . AT R AR (A A B . LK
I 18] BRAT 9 K AR R/ (R R RN

o PRER BT LA I (] B L A (A BE S L Ak BE B RMEGA B B [13] o I I PR B SR AR R A B
M RRAEEL S RK, ERLT; A EHRE A RS NPkt B2 8]_E il #ha il
BRI A OB ANAENBRoR 2 AR B B TR i i) S A A B AT e KA

fE 4 ANYERE, ITRIRE Y. 2 ] S A 0 B 2 T LA eI 54 1 A o T R S )0
MERRPE, T (8] B B A 2 PR 88 AT USRS A AR OB IR B I AR . 4 ANERE AT AAE L
B EARZ N S, AR, B OB ER BN R YR N PR A R [14]

EPN IV TSERORVSEEE At seunis S IRV S 0k & b X7/ PV S N R e i P QRN 1 G
PR RR Y . O BER B RARYE A D H R E Y, A AT RO B B AN, P ok
AN o fERREACT BRI 15 B ARE I s R 7 N s AT AR M ACT AR o IO g S L
B R —MuOEERAE, HARR, MR, EL. Stk ZE R O MEZERSRAE: K
R LR AR — R BERAE, W AR R, B AER. THHA. WA R ERSERHE
[15]. ilhn, b “ITH550E” X AT NREATMREIS, FATCLR DY “Z T4 o IR, KR, ML
ME, “ETE7 RTRACHERRE, T EEMR. ZR” NOKCF#RE. mACH#R R R, ik
TRV AR DU 2 PO FAR SIEAE O HRIR o 2 AT TR0 28] 1 00 BE R B B8 N 2 SR AT v AT R, oo PR I
I R FARACPARE[16]; TN AR ZE R AE M FAG I, W R TR0, AR R H kP idrs, ik
I T, N AT i R AR AT A o

NATTIER SR 2 (1 AN B A 2 8] (o BREE B K/ R SE T R KT IR, O BRER B2 1 AT DO R 7K1
e, B AAE eSO R AR [17].

AT, 7 B N B (I (R EE RS B, AT R SRR SR, Rz, EAEREE
Bem[18] o TR ARSI A REMFTH B 3 RS, 29 98 0T T it A5 AR R, TSR At > T i, R
2 HBE RIS A = .

fEASA R b, TRk RIS NI, AR B AR/ INAR 2 RE M B TR B, B T Xk
FERRIL . EOT AT, BRI, R E NS AT R ROR, R, YRR AT R A S IR
A A B [19] -

FEALSXBRES b, 20 B BN B AL 2 BE BTG I, AT R S BRI, Rz, BAERRE
Bm[18]o T AN B R E [F] — JE T, B A S A SR 3R
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FEMRBERE R b, 2 9 RO B ) S DRSS IR S A R IR R AR T S 31 21 3 A S P PT e R A1
RZ, HE MM REME R R . AAITFEZ T SEI AT DL BRI 27 fh O R, T AE 2 b S 44T
SNV TS A 5 22, 0™ SR IS S A2 P R R . R SAE R BT X dh b AT R

.
&,

BT B, AR U R

HL: 91 2 35 252 24 SRE PRI 18] B 250601 3% 3 (1A S e AT S 28 . 3 B 35 I B B 11
I 1) BE BOBOR,  BRABTA) T 2RI SE; ez, B T2 RISE

H2: 1 21 3 22 2 SR 1) 2 1) B 2500V 93 (A S DR A (B 5 .V 2 38 I B HRAE
A R EGBOR, BT T2 TSR ez, B T2 B

H3: 1 2 2 22 B SRAE RO 2 B B 6T 95 38 (A S g AT S 28 S 3 2 3 I a2 B D BB 1)
AR, BT TR T ez, BTE T2 ISR

Ha: 1 2 35 18052 B SR R B BE B 06T T 9% 3 (1A S R AT (2 28 . 3 2 35 I B ) B 1)
RS BRI TR ez, B 2k RSk

3.2. M E XHETHER

TG AL T PV RO AR — B0, BRSO PSR 75 i e R e e bk T
P VeSS — RHVEEA TN o AT A VERE S T IS0 A N, 7 PR SRt o 3 i 15 J A
R (RS A RER PR O B 14T 9 [20]

MIMHEBRER 278D HEATTHR . RS EESMENE. K2 NIV Tr% . Thae vk X
BT PSR LR T A NS AR GG S5 5 S R B B o BE A B A ATIE T BRSO SRE,  [IIJe  1i
TR VSR RN A R P < AR PR 32 L7 [20].

AR ERVE  SAE MR RIAE A ZE 5 o 2 T B OR SR AR B BEE K, AT 00 SKEAS™ o vl e A2
7= i S8 . VERRLFSE: AR B CROTE . ISR E I N B AR BRI, A A0 L5
A7 b A BE R R DA% i e G AR B, B B A S R S T B T SR AE R IAE AT
FEMUE TN L PAELTE L FMSH EEAIS, FTLUARIE O HARER L.

AT FEA BRI e BN B QI [ BE Y ASIAIRE . AL SRR RBCEE B A 2 W SEIRTE I
SRAETH P B B A RN R . ATEEUOVENE SRS ROt 2 TARXT LA, 26T PR
(R A EL LI IR MU I RSB R A S B, P DONATEAE 56 T BV (o . B A B 1 R\ 37
T RERE A S B SR PERBIF S,  BOAS TR B g N0 S 77 it )R] A2 DRI A 7 i i A A A1 )
fartid. PRARAE.

AR TS TS HEE, YOS E H 78 2 2 RN FEIA 2 i, AT TAE AT S s Y 3R
BT AR [21]. Wt U, IO 280 fh ARG SR ERIASFII, 23 (1 K R SRAB AN ] o

T R BN B RIS A EE B . A A EE B Ao BE B MM B RE B AT RS2 O AR A SRS, 1
SO 98 W NS E I SR . BAKTT S, BRI P8 R PR AR B 3 o, W 2 B Vr s R Mt
FrER EANERTT BUANTRI AT R AU REM,  TROR U 22 X ) SE DR SRR 520

BB R E TR, TR NSRRI R PR, TR AT B AU S
T P AR DA R B IR Y, i 2 EANE N PR RIE I, AR O SO B R R R
SRERISTE e ? Kk, ACCHR LR R

H5: Vi Bl thE A B (10 5 P 7 O B P ) SIS 2 TR R T 1

H5a: {1 21 2 thE 7 B4 (10 P2 404 iR 97 385 [ 52 0 DAY ) D T 1 [ 8 0 X9 8 = A S DR S PR S0
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H5b: i 25 TH A7 TR PO 2 1 S 2t 2 2 38 D 0 R P 2 1) B 2 00V 90 3 T SE R SRR 52 5
HS5c:  J# 2 2 thE 7 B4 100 P2 004 R 97 355 [ 52 B DA ) D T 1 e o P 0 XV 8 2 A S DR SR PR S
HS5d: i 2 TH A7 T PR P52 S Bt a2 8 W ) SR PO B B 12 T 90 38 T S R SR VI 50
4. SBEMBSESR S
FAE LA BT ATEEAT 7 FORBT, CE 74 AN, ARREEE 2 Rh 7 fhadb AT B, ik 7 Tl
XA e — R BONENG ST, eRRLk EAZE T P AP SRTE 19 2 5 B, — R AN RO 2 2 T
B FHURI KU FRFEANA],  H I AR A0S 2 b2 PR SR P 0o ZLBE 28 (R JRR T IX 20 FE i, A M) 3T
TV SEURAE NS A SE R F AR BT T, DRI, AW TORERE R T 3038 J 2N — I8 LI 5 kAT .

41 TENE
AT T T OB R 2 1 R T R N B RS G FURX AHF[19]. YiC AL JianM B F1 Jc C Z5 A\ [22]. &
FIVPPRAL 23] NI B R 3HT 73S, W15 e iy 0 FREE 25 108U 18 4>, ARG L% 1.

Table 1. Psychological distance measurement questionnaire
= 1 LIEEBHEATR

ah] bi=g =80

FRAN A2 ey AR b T 28 U 5K 1A g S 0 22 1 B

RN W SEAH B T2 B0 S, Yo =LA (] 5 A

TN LT W AR LE T2 I SEREfs K 1 A 2 FHLIIHE OGS 2
FRANIE T Wy AR EE 2 1 S RENS SCI A A F A TT B A 2
FRANIE T Wy AR EE 2 1 SERENS 2 I 345 e 55 i 2

FRAN LT W SEAR bl T2 LU S RE A 310 215 T HL it ot ) 2% J
FRAN LT W SEAR L T2 W S REASH AT F 5 THL bk R 2
FRAN 2 1y SEAR L T 287 I S It B it 1] B2 4

v VLIS EE T2k W K RE I BE AR LR TAL

v BRI ER W SCAR b T2 1 S S RE s /b 5 AL it Rt D o A 2 (B30 L)
v MBS A NI AR B T2 1 SRR B IR LR T 3K

+ R EE AN P T LR I SR Z 0 2k T I Sk

AV AN LE T2 I SERR Bk B2 R 3K

v BRBABBLARER, AL TR B ST 2 L 2k T ISk

v BNV BTG STRH BL T2 T W SEAN RE R R T HLIK B &

v UL B SEAEE T2 R WK 25 R FHLI D g

BRI EISEAR EE T2 TR I Sk b 170 B A A 56 K

18, FIN AL EI AR L T2 F I SEAH & TR

VE: 1) X TALSEEE IR A0 11, SR EE R REOR, SN AR EGEUN, ARSI . 2) Xt
TRBLER R U AR W 15, R AR R AE REOR, 2k RBOREE BOBUR,  HAh R UR

IS [ P

723 [A] B

© [0} ~ (2] ol B~ w N [l
7 v J J / / v v

[
N P O

A

[
A~ W

[
o o

R B

[
~

FEMEAS BEE T SO, A FEAS Y (0 72 RS 5 AT A IO AR B 32 SCREAR, AR SCEIT L 4% 2.
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Table 2. Secular rationalism measurement scale
2 HHREMENEER

ah] bi=g =80
1. BRERS, FEXR BT ER T R AR S, R 52 A O B R
2. AFIB PEANIEI, A AT BUSESF s BB SEBLERE H AR, 10 B 2 FETTO
o BUILESE A

3. fEffRER, EHERAELINHIR, MAZH CHEZ;
4. AMIB ANGEI, A MZHEARE S A, 1B bR L, R BURESE A;

5. MFE i L [AEAT IR, B HRAE b B RS (B A0 B WL R IR 25 ) AT Ik 4
TTANE PO F SRS HEAT 1 4% 5

6. fuEny, FROERMESL, WA R F WG,

AR PR 32 3

AHE IS EZ R DA 4Lk SR I NG BR824 it
VERERE: SB=Hr R OFEE R, IR %%‘f%ﬁ"]%% B R AR R 5 20
BE, 1REFEFEAFAR, 3INL K, 5REIEFR

4.2. BIEWESH RS

AV R AL A 22 EIY A 06 A 22 NI A58 W P, R M2 3E4T 18] 35 RO [R1 AL
V] 35 3 B Syl 2 2 (0N A 0 o T2 T A PR 00 BB P 8 RN 257 THI (1043 B o A UG IFSL o T ) 25 431
43, BRI 2 409 43, 5 B53E S I 1A] e 46 | B ) ] 2 AR S TR 76 1y, IR AS 4 R 35 333 45
0] 25 SR A 94.9%, 4R MFE N 81.4%. % 3 AN R IEA(E BB

Table 3. Table of descriptive statistics of sample characteristics

= 3. HARHEER G4 RER

a4 GEHRHE BT Bt
5 137 41.14%
P
g’y 196 58.86%
<18 % 2 0.6%
18~24 % 286 85.59%
S 25~30 ¥ 30 9.01%
31~35 ¥ 8 2.4%
>35 % 7 2.1%
E T R LT 4 1.2%
- AR LR 295 88.59%
fifi+ 32 9.61%
A L - 2 0.6%
2 271 81.38%
Bl AFRT 32 9.61%
H H R 13 3.9%
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Hi 9 2.7%
A% N 1 0.3%
ek F K 1 0.3%
FAth 6 1.8%

4.3. FEMMERE

EAE R, AWM T SPSS 26.0 #HAT40 1404, 1 H15 E R 500 B B s &% (Cronbach’s «)
HATSERL . it R 4 fr, HE 4T, FEFESN o N 0.682, AILIEESZ, HABLEM o
KT 0.7, (SREERIF.

Table 4. Scale reliability scale

=4 BREER

A B A BRI 7o B ELA 22 % (Cronbach’s )
HAB LM 6 0.796

FiF 8] 2 25 5 0.728

7 F]EE 4 0.682
P 4 0.794

VR 4 0.740

AL KMO EAT I B R IBUE, Fuitas Randk 5 pos, W& 5 /T, #4E KMO E#KT
0.6, -LoFIPREE R LA KMO HILE] 0.844, BEHIRERMALR LIEZ .

Table 5. Variable KMO measures and Bartlett’s sphere test results
2 5. T8 KMO JUEFN Bartlett BkiA 141645 R

Bartlett BR A58
BRI KMO il &£
AR5 df Sig.

AR 3 0.828 524,550 15 0.000

P ) B 0.761 376.658 10 0.000

2% E]EE B 0.623 287.378 6 0.000

FEBEEY 0.706 427.756 6 0.000

B B 5 0.715 294.802 6 0.000
O PR B AR 0.844 2006.400 136 0.000

4.4, EFERSHT

LEBEAT RN HT 2 BT — M T8 B AT A O AT, IR E R R A —ES A RIAKR, HKH
MR FK RN D EMASEHBITRR, FTLAABFRAEBAT B 98 2 B X A it 47 7 A8, oA s
U 6 Fim.
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Table 6. Correlation analysis table

F* 6. HXMIIER
IF [F] 2 B 25 [ B xR (Eedia) T S e 5
FiF 8] 25 1
7% [A] PR Y 0.637™ 1
PR 0.332" 0.347™ 1
B2 0.460™ 0.507™ 0.472™ 1
T S e 5 —0.290" -0.316™ -0.375™ —0.439™ 1

IE0.01 ZAHICWRE), MKMEE.

git o rdi R R, SRR CVER R, LA R S, AR AR 4
ARRZ AN IEARSS, TSR RS R 4 AR [ R LA S, T LAEAT 1R o #r
AR 2 e E A, ARIG I (I EE B ARl . AR RBCEE B e W T SR R
e iy O AN EIVE B IR s F
Y =b, +b X, +b, X, +b, X, +b, X, +¢ (1)

TEJTREH, boy biy bz bsy ba ¥AEIADT TR SEL, 6 RN IRZEE, Xov Xov Xav Xa 73 AARERES
EEE RS AFIAEE RS AL PR AR AR B 4 N HASE, Y ORI E L. WIRas RN 7. &
7RIHEN, ITEIEEES . REIEE RS, AhoeBR S RBCEE BT DU 2k AR M) IR SR R (1) 23.7%. T 2R
T SE e SRR A O -

Y =6.820-0.090X, —0.142X,, —0.319X, —0.449X, @)

[ 77 R A 2, B ) P 0 g ke 5 1) T30 22 %59—0.090 (p = 0.470, KT 0.05), 5t BH I [h] 2 5 %o
TH B T PSR 0PI AS .2 5 A% ) 0o D ) o 5 %) U 52 %00—0.142 (p = 0.283, KT~ 0.05), #EHH=S
V) 2 2 56V 2 D) R S A TIO AN 2 5 #E 2 BE BRI SR R T 22 45009 -0.319 (p < 0.05), FH#EL
B0V 2 M) SR L RO (R EE BRI A R S R T 2 % -0.499 (p < 0.05), R BIE
SR AL YIS S T E A [

A DL BRI, AR I

1) VA B B B ) SR PR B () B B 6 2 3 I SR S R R . R HL AR

2) I U RS2 B W) SR T P 7 () B B R 2 R SE SR R . R H2 AR

3) I T B2 B WP YR T A 2 B B I ) S M Y B (R SRR SR . T B IS B ) S A
PRBSHOR, BRE T2 I SE s oz, R TR B SE . R H3 T

4) I B TS B W B () B VAL B9 S 10 S M K Bl A SR o T B B2 B A e T A
PHEGHOR, R T2 TS Rz, Bk T2k BIESE . ik HA AL

Table 7. Sample regression analysis

A = NEIVEL

B Y: TIPSR

bo: 4k 6.820
Xa: I} JE)PH S -0.090
Xa: ¥ [AIFE Y -0.142
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FEE, WOE

Xa: FL2FHE -0.319"
Xa: RGCHE —0.499
I R? 0.228
R2 0.237
F 25.461"
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Figure 1. Moderating effect plot (time distance)
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Figure 2. Simple slope plot (time distance)
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Figure 4. Simple slope plot (spatial distance)
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