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Abstract

By questionnaire survey on college students in Central China Normal University, making use of
descriptive statistics and Chi-square analysis, a survey and brief analysis on the consumption of
college students in the internet era and factors that affect consumption covers such aspects as ba-
sic living expense, consumption on shopping online and learning materials and so on.
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AR B X G vt Jm M F8 A AT ) o Bt o, #0UE 2017 4R, 45 [ i 35 B08 I BRI K 24 2E 1k 2682.3
Jiz %o REFAR—RERIEA, IR R A 2ol SR P A ) . HR T BB b A
[ “2016 KA/ BV BB ” A 4R EoR, 2016 4, fERCNEAR PRIy 1212 76, [FRY, =
VA ESE AR TR AL, 39% ) A A B I NI Bl B, R EE A S HEIWES. 54, bR
HECME AR ER, ByrSREkRE, CRFESZH, MY SOy —FEiR. & A RMEE k%
WA A By FRLATT 5 Bt AT o [ B RS2 M X R T S, 2015 4R [ RS2 AR N B 2% T 24y 1100
76, NI 16.2 4. KRN 18— S0 AR THAR, 2% O ORI EE A 95 1] XA
I 1 (409 9077 AR RS2 A R AE A B RIS, B R ARl Ok TR 2 IR, IS € O i &
AN BT P

Az 77 AU 2 AR RN 22 Pl B SCAL I 2 25 Sk 2 4t 2 AR TR R B0 IR 22 AR R TAR KRG . H iR
Kb B B R R %, T 2 ARL[2]. WA R EM . A, BIRER. @i, DA
Mg 21T 95 BRI 9%, FOUIR, BRI SRR ML, BT KA S DU BT W
ZRH PRAETE S G TR HLAL 7 R SRR S S U T A B A7 WIRE D I R KA E T 9 AR
SCHEI AR A EBAT H B A, Js HIRPEGE A R I3 0 M A [3], X ELIR I AR K2R K 9%
giky, AT T RIS M AT A

2. HENRERTR
2.1 1R

FEA R &R 328 LA b, B/EA 88 N, Fribtbfil’y 26.83%, L4 240 A\, Friditt
BI09 73.17%. AR S5 R AOEE 1T A 4 MVE R 22 55 e AR LI B SRt B0, BRI 17 AR 2 1) SCSe vk
S5HEEMREE . Ha LA 1),

22. FH/NT6

AR NS R G o3 A AR B AN E G T SR B, AR R R, WA R h R —4
AT 5 E D 29.57%, K ARRET S LB 32.01%, K =AEZRAT (N EL B 14.94%, KPUAEGL AT & Al
N T.62%, BEFCAFT A ELB 15.84%. A MIE, E KPUEAE RSN SE S B FHR TAE, RN
Adgeb o PRI A R DR R ) 22 A i o R AR . e AT (LK 2)

23. REAYANG T

HE AN — A FEH A FEE A R YO KA
ANFEA A AR YO T BEA AR RO Z2RE, T I AN PR O 22 A BV B oM e AN AL, TR, 3R
IR T KA EE AW R AR £ 328 ir i AORE B, FERKEHRAZAE

VMR, MEAREAT. AR RIS A QI FRIATT, A R AME IS =05 O SR S RN,
HRE T RE 3 SR
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Figure 1. Gender distribution
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Figure 2. Grade distribution
2. PENRFERTH

2000~10,000 T [A], 7 Et A 72.87%, H: 1 2000~5000 JT i 5 Lt 38.11%, 5000~10,000 JTH 4 b Ay 34.76%,
1M BE H WA 2000 JGLA R I A 11.89%, 10,000 JtLh B[ 15.24%. HAr AR (LA 3).

3. FHEMNREREEER

BT AEREE, RARE T IRENS RN RETE, R AR T8R, 537 AE
R FEATE TR . EEAARE AR, WY R UA M ST A 2. AR IR AL 2R
HRIE
3.1. BAEERMER

KA B RS 2 M BAE AR RAR L Re Sl K A Y 2K, BRI A AR v o 1R 25 B T A1)
4R KA AR $ KT

TEAIR 328 1A M B 0B v, 48K 2805 AR 0 H A2 7% SR 1E 2000 JCLAR, diEE 92.99%, H i 46.04%
)N H A3 %% 9 1000~1500 7T, 30.49% 1) 224 H A3 %% 9 500~1000 7T, 16.46% 1) A\ H 43 %% v 1500~2000
JG, HAEIEIRTE 2000 J6 LA B 7.01%. HAoAi(ILE#E 1),

32 FEHBEME S

W R A E BRI H , RefeH BhIRA I 7 R A R P S 5 e 50 . DL VG A1) 328 43
MR RT L, IRETE AR AR 2R A R R , & EeB o 96.04%, WX IS PRI TR B TH
e, PR AL, (L 67.38%. EIVH TR, AU T LA R, 0l B 55.79%, 50.91%. i
WAMRIE P 5 He >, N 5.79%. HAR A (£ 2).
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Figure 3. Monthly household income distribution
3. BENRREAWANSH

Table 1. Monthly living cost distribution
Fz 1 BEEHENN

HAERITT AN =07l it
500~1000 100 30.49% 30.49%
1000~1500 151 46.04% 76.53%
1500~2000 54 16.46% 92.99%
2000 bA F 23 7.01% 100.00%

Table 2. Distribution of major consumer items

F2 FEHBMBENH

A O LA & NEL Eb 451
&y 315 96.04%
W _E e 221 67.38%
23]V 2 183 55.79%
WAMRIE 19 5.79%
KA 167 50.91%
et ke K 105 32.01%
il 7 98 29.88%
A N U 83 25.30%
A1 M B 123 37.50%
iR AT E 53 16.16%
Hib 22 6.71%

3.3. METAMIHERREL

Wt ) % SR S R R TR A5 O BRI AT, <7 B O — NI RO A4 ] o A SR SR
FORIRH, HRHEFEMRIEIR R, A=KEZEH: B, K5k, FREMmokm[4]. X T R4k
Yb, AER TP ASBURT LLSE B SEAN BRI R iy, 3874 T RIS WAt ] o DRI 70 94 2% Dy A K 2 A
PRS2 UG, W26 B AR KA 2R Y 2 o e B A

FESLRIA B R A T, IR [ 2258 3 RAE R B 9 1D 50~200 76, ALk 44.82%, K,
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B Y4 2 — R R 22 X _E D # 3k A 200~400 J6, bR 26.52%, /N3 [R) A AE X 45 I 5 THIAE B i /D
bbb 15.55%, A [F=MEWE L, & H %A 400 bl b, Sk 13.11%. Bk (L
% 3).

3.4. FIHKP. FITEHEHRENR
KRB NAZ RS 2 R AT, R A — S 2 DAY o ST R AR S22 S B R 2 ) T /R,
] DA T s et 2 A ok 2 SI RO EEARFR S, el DUE RS A BTSRRI Al e B . TiREN R F,

A AT 20% 1) 2% A A5 21 J7 TR 988 7 100 7, HoARiid 80061 2 A= 4E 2% =) J5 TH 199 2 A /2 100
Too HARIAILAE 4).

3.5. MERMIEEERIER

T SEA A B e — IR A TE W o TR ARV E R B0 N AL 2 10— NMREERBE AR, X rshk
PSR E A . — 300 5 A A B 3 s ANE IR 5] R 2 rk AT . e T Ak, A1
WIEEITY, AR R B e i [5]. DRI R A3 R SR X 5 T A6 S R . A 328 i A
), AN 22.87% [R] S AE W SEACH) 7 THI 199 9% 9 0~50 76, A 53.66%I1 [F] %% 3% Fi v 50~300 J&, A
23.47% 1) [ #AEIX J5 TH KA Bk 788 F 300 J6. Bk sr A (W 5).

3.6. MEAMIFTE RSN

N T AR IR AR, KSR A I S BCE T PAT 2 S B 7 IR AR, AT 1 4
Waxs REE AR B R R . WA SR AT LUR Y, (O 32.62% 1 [Fl A 9 R 45 A ) H BILX B A
TR T RIRIIEEM, 4 0% A2\ s B Tl ok TGN, IRk — A B 2, 2
A CAREIEW A BB A R AR # [F A M I ) B B B0 P AR AR . B
534 (LA 6).

4. EEHBH B E RS

N T o TR TR RO A 2R T S 00 AR R, BRATIM R D5 2 W ) D R R B8 A 9 i H A=A
WP . FKEEHWON HAERE R A OCIE[6], WMk FHR 0.05. MM 23 BT A 6] 27 A5 (11 SR AR AIE
2T ORI B 1AL, 8 H AR X 2 9 2

4.1. BEERZWEAZRSH

ZRITINTRIL, KA A AE SR B SR], R WAMR, RIN LA R mE T 54,
FBE AW, 22 AR A ARE S A RO e o XU B SRR MO B 22 B A 2 A A A B B IR BRI
L. T AE O 5 AR T E R T W R AR SR (P = 0.052),  BIAN[RIE R ) 2 A H AR 3 B B ACHR R
R HRFE R A S R 2 A I S W B R 25 . R BAR S ROLE 7).

4.2. MEEYESERIME RS

GRITINTRIL, WP RS ER, FHRATAE R ZFNE, P ES 8 0.02 F10.04, B %
A2 [RIE M TP BRI TR A 22 5 o T AS R4 G 2% AR TE I 28 T ) T T AR B AN R A IR . A I K e
HUN, A BEARA IS Fh R 1 — ¥ B 0 B e A i RN R . S AT S A T R AE S M 2 O (R
HEI NS SN0 o RN BE AN B 22 AL AR IO 7 AL SR i s HAETR R 2 024, e
TEMZ ) EFNE Z 148k BRI 7 st (L 8).
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Table 3. Online shopping expense distribution

= 3. MEMMER S

I £ 4 3% F e N Le 1l ZHELH
0~50 51 15.55% 15.55%
50~200 147 44.82% 60.37%
200~400 87 26.52% 86.89%
400 LA I 43 13.11% 100.00%
Table 4. Learning consumption distribution
4. BIAHEHEDH
FOIHR BRI T N Eai] SR
0~50 109 33.23% 33.23%
50~100 157 47.87% 81.10%
100~150 37 11.28% 92.38%
150 LA | 25 7.62% 100.00%
Table 5. Clothing cost distribution
=5 MEKRMERIH
W SEAA B e N Les SR
0~50 75 22.87% 22.87%
50~300 176 53.66% 76.53%
300~500 50 15.24% 91.77%
500~700 27 8.23% 100.00%
Table 6. The influence of shopping online on consumption
= 6. MEMFTHERAF D
o 45 D A 0 3 B £ 7 750 N LAl S
Xf H SV 2 LT 57 17.38% 17.38%
XF B S B A T BRI 107 32.62% 50%
IR SR — L AN DA B R T 118 35.98% 85.98%
Fe T EE CARREMEE S0 1 e R R 46 14.02% 100%
Table 7. Analysis of influencing factors of monthly living expenses
7. BEEHZMERSN
i B 5 FE FWNITT
HHEE®RITT
B4 Lh 2000 AR 2000~5000 5000~10,000 10,000 bA |
500~1000 41 59 31 50 18 1
1000~1500 28 123 7 62 67 15
1500~2000 12 42 0 10 22 22
2000 LA I 7 16 1 3 7 12
P=0.00100 df=3 P=0.00000 df=9
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Table 8. Analysis of influencing factors of online shopping expenses

8. MBI M ME RS

o KB H WG HAE RO
X ¥ 2o
2000 BAF 2000~5000  5000~10,000 10,000 BAE  500~1000  1000~1500  1500~2000 2000 LA I
0~50 13 28 6 4 31 15 4 1
50~200 17 63 49 18 52 75 16 4
200~400 8 26 39 14 16 45 21 5
400 L) | 1 8 20 14 1 16 13 13
P=0.000000 df=9 P=0.000000 df=9

4.3. FITRL FATRIEHBZWMEARSH

WRIERTT I R, 5 A S BRI SE T T JC WIS 22 5, P AEZI0N 0.323. AN FIAE %
ARAE R ) BORMIE ST THAAE B R 22 5, P {E£074 0.0004. RIBEE I m, SAELE % o] YORME L7 T
e B R, JCHRAERT UL B X AT & R A S ST RE IR, /5 B ST 22 2 3] BORH <
Ko MM L2 2 BOR, 23] TRM T RN ZGZ AN FE A WAMAEEY, PHEHZN0, X
VIS RE AN O REAE R 22 217 TR . — 28R AN 22 S mT RE A T 2 i ik B W 3K 22
ITRE, T 53— AR AT BE R D S RE 1A SR Rl R B 2 ST BORE . BARR T A 4 R (LA 9).

4.4. MEIMHBRR ME RS

WRYER TSR, R¥FEWLKAHHSMERN, F5, FEAKRN, AEEHRYEARRRE
FERIRH M, (HRMLEIMN S, WA HSREHWN, HEFEFRAHMR K. PN 0 (R
FNEOS G SN UL EE A RN B I [ 22 S AW SEAR W) T T BN T L2 44k, A AR R Z 1 [H) 2,
23 W SEE 2 1 B (AR . T AR5 2R AE 1500~2000 TG4, A 9 AR 2 o5 31 H AR 35 2R 1 =k
PL b BARS T (HL# 10).

5. &g
5.1. KEAEBNRERWNGAEKSiIE

YT T RA%,  KBEH NI 35 P I A R . R HURON B Ry, K AR 45 T 9 Ak
. GTEM TP T, ZKEEHUATE 10000 Jobl EREE XS G, A 11.2%00 NEE A I 3%
FHIEF] T 400 JoLA b, T EWALE 2000 JGLA T A 39 Mgt &, A 1 A2 HIES T 400 6L
L 8). A, EEIHTE L, FEEH WM R, HICTAEN L EET R LR AW (L% 9).
XSV PRI 5 I B AR BT R AR T R KRR . XA S H AT OR SR AR B Z AR RE T R
5.2. KEEMNFEIEHBRMIE

SopEE 2 A 2 ST B S N AE VG R 2R Rk, AR, ERSK A2 S B 2 W BARAS . dndE A
A5 N 1000~1500 FOTH 3K N, B2 35.1%0) 24 A A8 0 S 15 8 5okl 3% 7 T A6 2N EE A 0~50 T
# 11). MIAENSEARYI B 51, TE3RAE 0~50 JCHIFAANA 19.87%. %) 80%[ 4 2E7E 9t it 50 o
% 12).

5.3. KM KEAE HTE =4 fERE MEX TR
AT LB, aTPUREL, =B BRI AR R T B s O R T BRI RS . XK
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Table 9. Analysis of learning materials and tools factors
9. BIHEN, FITEZMERSH

2SRl 223 FhE AW H gt
TR 2000 PAF 2000~5000 5000~10,000 10,000 PAF  500~1000  1000~1500  1500~2000 2000 LA I
0~50 19 50 30 10 40 53 11 5
50~100 16 62 57 22 49 7 23 8
100~150 2 11 15 9 7 15 9 6
150 PA k. 2 2 12 9 4 6 11 4
P =0.000002 df=9 P =0.000000 df=9
Table 10. Analysis of buying clothes factors
= 10. MEIRIFZNE E 2= 534
FBEH W TG HHEERIT
W SEARA B 7T
2000 LA~ 2000~5000 5000~10,000 10,000 PA_F.  500~1000  1000~1500  1500~2000 2000 LAt
0~50 18 34 14 9 38 30 7 0
50~300 19 75 68 14 60 87 23 6
300~500 0 14 24 12 2 28 15 5
500~700 2 2 8 15 0 6 9 12
Bt 39 125 114 50 100 151 54 23
P =0.000000 df=9 P =0.000000 df=9
Table 11. Learning expense distribution (whose living expense monthly are between 1000 and 1500)
F 11 FERL FITEER S (A %EZRTE 1000~1500 T)
oI ) THNH N#L =8| ZAELH
0~50 7t 53 35.1% 35.1%
50~100 7t 77 50.99% 86.09%
100~150 J© 15 9.93% 96.02%
150 Jobh L 6 3.97% 100%
Table 12. Clothes expense distribution (whose living expense monthly are between 1000 and 1500)
= 12. MEIRZRF 7% (A &£ &R 1E 1000~1500 T)
T SEA B N Le A FRLL
0~50 Jt 30 19.87% 19.87%
50~300 JT 87 57.62% 77.49%
300~500 7t 28 18.54% 96.03%
500~700 JG 6 3.97% 100%

MR 22 gy 5 20k ), L AT DAY B S AN BRI B it X — R R A 9% T2 — 2 (2 22 A D 9 2% T D )
LG H O R T IE BN o X U0 B 10X 2% T 1 Hh DT K2 2 9 28 1

B
22

Wi B A I, (B T AR

B
2
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ok, WKV EREE, ERIN SRR S e AE, KA FREEL . —&H
H IR, X BEFRAT RVFIIFAIE T, SAEMS LISKHE 2 R .

6. THEREIN
T ] S B Gt ST, BEX IR VE B AR, FRATTER R A B .
6.1. FARFERIEIN

TEE D XTI SCH, UE R e O o FE TR EE I X R S 2 Bl AR R RN, FRATTR
PUA 35.98% )£ AL NI “I 45 H Ol ok —SE AL BRI B 7 o Ul B 28 I AR AT g T E0REE 2
LTI, RS AR B TR HE 2% o AEXS SN 26 T TR R R 2 Mk, BRATTR B, Xk AT
P SRS R £ W B e A AR ORI RGN . PRI, SRR A AR B 2 > I S, R
A, AN A AT SRR A AR U, I AR A A TR TR IR AR SR PR A B T
TR

FOE G I S R B S, SR RS R RSO . AR R RATAEL, B ATRE
FE2E 27T S IR > TAE R RSO . R BMINA —E IR R, (H2 T B AR R R KD
PR A EA, A BRI E SRR, AR, TR IR AR T RIIR S K A P 4,
AR S] E RN R[], RS MG, MBS ILEE, IRZ KA SR YD At 77 1
TEFAR S, DL, @R CRIESE A A TG S FIVATR T, 8 IR R S i scl, #— S+
BRI SE, DL B B R A BE 717K

6.2. ITFERATIEINL

AT LA R DR M A v R DR K S AR B R DB . FEX RS B B I H R R A, AR
K BE W TLF-52m0 %6 T A BT 9 o X H WO AR 222, A A0S B am B AIG, 2 >0 2R o i
o N T PRIER AR A E MR AE TR S IR W 222, @RI AR AT R R, ikt AT RE 1Y
SKEEAI R PR 08 1R 22 ST BORE, 3 B AT B0 52 K 7 5l

EhnsEnt A B RIS T AR, WO, SO FRE AL, TR
I V5 R AB ORI o 5y AR s R SRAT 9, WEFCRM, shal Ve SKAT 8 51 93 B I HIBE TR
KIIFKZR . W2 1B RIEHIRE R, AR 5 7 AL rh SV E AT N [7]. 8L B A 1 BE 75 AN 3R 1
P, WEANRN G S S LU S E W SAT N B, TAERE W SR A,
=L ERSAER H RS AR, LR 13). R EATE BUEA R B E AL 2 A AT S A0, st
FAEFEH BRG] T o A B SAAEAE TR A B 3L R A R0

Table 13. Degree of satisfaction of monthly consumption
F 13 AHBHERE

JEREE & =y 3 NH Ll EAlAl]
e 11 3.35% 3.35%
AN A 99 30.18% 33.53%
i & 210 64.02% 97.55%
SEAT R 8 2.44% 100%
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ARSI A 2 A A T AR A A, IFR IR g AR O A AT BRI et S e i, X

BRI AT R Z2 A B B G BEAT 1 ATt T SRR ITNE R LA M %, BV — A B A N A
B ERGHAT T T, A5 20 70 A 4 R AR AR E T S 00, IR AU Z AT B0 5 FE 2 1
W7 o AERASCAF B A A S5 R AT REAEAR RARFE b OB H AR 22 A A AT S by o [RIIN A i 10
SN RS2 AT B O R R BEAT 00T, B 1 3@ 20 IR ) S, 3@ 2 B 2 S B B SO AR, X
FIRRI AT KRR AT N EAT € IR S E L.
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