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Abstract

As a special consumer group, college students have a single source of income, many expenditure
items, and strong demand for Internet consumer credit. Consumer credit has become a popular
trend in colleges and universities. In order to deeply understand the cognition, acceptance level
and use of Internet credit by local college students, this paper takes colleges and universities in
Shaoxing as an example to investigate and research the current situation of college students’ in-
ternet credit consumption, analyze its impact on college students and existing problems to pro-
vide corresponding countermeasures and suggestions.

Keywords

Colleges and Universities in Shaoxing, College Students, Consumer Credit

$
ad
v

MR ERAFE ERMERERIIRESmE
FERYSEUED T

—ABAER A B

ML REE R, WL %
Email: ‘weixuerui@hotmail.com

TEEH .

MEGI M BREG, FF, AT, M. M7 R RO A FIR Y 9 PR BUIR KA R B SEIE T ). SEit
558 H, 2020, 9(2): 288-295. DOI: 10.12677/53.2020.92031


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/sa
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2020.92031
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2020.92031
http://www.hanspub.org

5

I
=1
4

Weks H#: 20204E3H29H; A HM: 20200F4H10H; &A7HM: 20200F4H17H

o=

RFEMENRRIOE R RE, BARER—, XHHES, MEBRMERERTRER, HRERES
RERERA—FRATES . RN T BT BRSNS RS REINIRERE . 52K PR
Bt ACUAMMKKEBAR, AR A RALETRMEZHE IR, 2rIEx KA KR m A
FAERIF AR, I BARBUH BRI SRR o

Xigia
ANER, KEE, HRER

Copyright © 2020 by author(s) and Hans Publishers Inc.
This work is licensed under the Creative Commons Attribution International License (CC BY 4.0).
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

1. 5|

BEE IR BF AR, A AT A5 Y LR S I 5 . IEmL. RAE ). AR %%
AT APP L5 B 55 A — LEPRIEEBT I N S S5 IR S 2 3 AT DR . RS2 AR RS BRI B4, Ui
NKIFEE—, SCHIH 2, X HEME R E R RIE R, (5 00 e & KRR o — i T . =
& T HERRE RE T A RATP A A, RIFITIAM T A @A, VERH] R R 2555 T,
AT 9 AN B DA B R = e R XURS ORI RS2 A O T 99 38, XECAZES B B (0T 9B, SE N
Ty AN TNE LI Y S A DR AR [1] o 0 T RS2 A 95 DR BLIRANH B A5 SXAT R i R 3R Ot T A0 A
By T B RS AR RS BEAT o AW TR WG D2 A A D200, T SR AR 285 Ak X (3t Ty
PERRR AR BB AT N BLRAT BT A 2 o AL T iR K A 25 A5 B0 9 AT A DUIREEAT 1
B HT I R E, AT B S B DL s RS R B DR A iR, (RN B e DA R A A
HBIX (3T PR R R R B SR (A2 A

2. MELERSH
2.1 BEXBELANEA

AU TR AL LT AN A BE . W DAL RS2 VT 2EBE . L a5 A EE AR . WL AR
MR ZBEBH 2Bt - AT A X ke . FRATRI AR H £ AT e XA ANFHBON S i 7 58 5
R, G2 i RN RIS S A3 R 480 104, [EISCA RR 5 455 4y, A RLER
HIL 94.79%. {EMIRS S HEHERN R, HA4H 229 N, 291 50.33%, L4226 N, 2545 49.67%:;
K244 127 N, 2905 27.91%, K244 168 N, 2117 36.92%, K—=224E4 124 N, #15 27.25%,
KIYAAH 36 N, 204 7.91%; LB 24 H 105 N2 15 23.08%, JE4E K14 F 350 N2 15 76.92%,
WA TR 5 47.03%, KA ETE S 52.97%.

MR B 0 B H R R, 4K 2 B A R B AR 1S 974 1000~2000 2 1), S A
1) 64.18%. ik, H oM RZFAM 35 H A3 2R 7E 1000 LLA FIT 2000~3000 X # AN X EI Y, 435
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mi BRI AN EL) 15.38% 1 14.51%. FFH., RANDEM AR H P340 9% 4E 3000 DA b, Hpkia s
NHUH) 5.93%. Fi4h, VAR R IR 92 A RURIAG 1 0 A o5 S N B0 40.22%, 1 T i ROV 9t o
NI 21.31% 0 K5 AT AR5 Bl A 1 1A KR P et FH A8 A LAY 2 E Y 9%, SRTTI IR 0 2 A X T AR T 2
PR ZAFEC AN G SRR APRGL, MRS 1 7 (3 PR i EL R A5 BE

WAk, REEAEAENE 2 R BRIE TACRE, AT 76.92%, FLRMERFRIURON, 5 E A%
1) 13.41%. UbAh, KPR, 2B SR ASRIEVE N AT RIR R, 730 b S A N Er) 5.05%, 2.64%
AT 1.98%. A B R 22 B0 DR 2 AR 1R AR 17 B 1) 2 BRI S BRZS T (AR & SR AU, D4R
AR AR TS SR SRR DY KR E A AR T 5
2.2. BAEREHEMEREHRINK

KEEEA R LB SR (5 SR & TG L& i 1), A 74.3%, T 7EIX — AR H ol g
PR CASEAT R (FEML . AR M) {35 008 B e Nk, 7 76.33% 1 A it . AN, X TR AR E A %) B
T F (O AT ) A 31.95%1 2 A S5t o X T HARE D8 IR 55 G HRAT APP PR ETIRSS . Pud il bR /s
FEMBEMEIT G, Sl rseE S RE 22.78%, 18.93%A1 10.36%. AHE R BLA 2 AENIELIRE
BEr- G I 2 2R AT IER LB N4 B &, i TS G N G A % BRI U A 22 R 1) ELI
ST G EAHEN T RFAR AR T, IX IR IS 05T & 102 BR 20 ot i oh B

MEIRPE BEONFIIRI A BE R, WA 1 P, RIS 43 R 2 A o B WV 245 DY K R AT B
TR, B R LU TR Bk 73.7%, K TG 16.9%, FEAEA T L 9.5%. iR
BEA& LI S, EERIE SRE R et S 8 R R B AL . JF H LK 2 fis, REEAEXT B
WSO T ARFREEERIR, X R RS RHR IR S R, XA et 2R s . B R iL
PR BRI P A5 DA T R 2 H00 T BT BB DVIE 2 — & 1 AR, XA 845 AR A Tk ik
R ARSI B TR E F

Table 1. College students’ understanding of internet credit
T 1L KFEXNEHMEE THRIZEE

Ik [Ep a4 HRE S H Bt E
FEENT 32 9.5 9.5 95
KT 57 16.9 16.9 26.3
N — & 121 35.8 35.8 62.1
i PR T 97 28.7 28.7 90.8
EHE T 31 9.2 9.2 100.0
Mt 338 100.0 100.0

Table 2. Correlation analysis of credit understanding degree and development prospect

2 ERTHEEESRRATFEAXOH

Q9. T ffefE Q10.K il 5t
B IR AH S 1 0.127
Q9. T fAfR BEMER) 0.020
N EH 338 338
B IR AH S 0.127 1
Q10. K JE i 5% BEMURE) 0.020
NEH 338 338
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M EBR S DR B M B, L 3 o, RBIK 2R 2 T DA e 33 T 06 £ % 16 Ji [ 4 2 HR
T R HE L BB HAH S0 B Tt 4 = i S AR« PR | DRI 2 A it 52 38 AN J7 T, o5 B6 233 - 27.3%.
23.1%- 17.7%. 15.9%. 12.8%, JHAP#/E(FHE. HIEW R W ERE RN AR KA S2brid:
TG BT, A SR LE 1500 J6 LAY (48R 240, N 57.1%, K/ NS EKTE 3500 Je LA, KA 10.65%
A kT 3500 76, L&k 5000 soinfE 1. BT RZSAANTE 2 & F o BT 205 Dt P o xot

ER=GOMERA ORI B A € T AN T (O S

Table 3. Reasons for choosing internet credit
= 3. IEEEEMERANER

Wi A 22 4 Hort EJ=Fin4
QL5 FiE /7 AW o, $RAEMESE, W L SR (E R 215 27.3 63.6
QL5 A5 5EF & R AL A B4 it 182 23.1 53.8
QI5.REMEAN A T %, $m fl ki 139 17.7 41.1
I EL IR X 5 5% 5 A

Q15. FiE H¥ R [ TR AR 125 15.9 37.0
Q5. PFERAEHMRL . hR%EE. (58EH 25 3.2 7.4
Q15 A MR 51 75 101 12.8 29.9
Bt 787 100.0 2328

500014 E: 5.03%"

3500-5000: 5.62% ‘
2500-3500: 14.2% AN

1500-2500: 18.05%

Figure 1. Credit consumption borrowing limit
1 ESHBRE A

1500LA: 57.1%

K 2 s o R, (ST RIS TR AR RSB ANE, RSN B, 55,
B EEE TR A SR L ERVE, WA 2 Por, BR T HE GRS AGOR R 2, 5 AR
WAt E A PAE 7, T 2 AR R A T AR, U8 BRI M A DY R 8 0 R A AN

ERCRERETRAE R 4 Bon, RPETIEORENAFRIRERE, &5 41.1%, &F i
gy RS AAE ST LUBCE IS 60 iR 238, (5 L2000 27.8%. 12.7%. 10.4%. Wil Ri,
REEA E B IR S E VTt T ARSI o, RIS, R AR SRR B E R

firako
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Figure 2. Channels of credit consumption
2. [EEUHERRE
Table 4. Credit repayment channels
%= 4. ERETER
i )9 AN 2 £ Horte MNEE
QL6.AEVE TR 242 411 71.6
Q16.228h - & o B T4 5 IR &R LR 164 27.8 485
IR =i e Q16.[FZE M KA SE k218 75 12.7 22.2
QL6 BT 15 53 7= Fh ke fz ik 61 10.4 18.0
Q16. Ak % 47 8.0 13.9
Mt 589 100.0 1743

2.3. M HBREGIAFE IR

K 3 RIL, FECRAS GO G4 s ek, HERZELUEm . Hd, HiEmE
M A — fE RS2 ) N BB 45.9%; A7 TE — 3 TG Dot AR v o se A E FH R 2242, o
EtA 30.5%; /N4 B N AR HL R A5 D85 AR T A S i s, A — s ST RS 1 (5 16.9% A1 i [T 52 1
5 6.8%.

B—RIEME
$01,31.10%

BIERFM,

" 0,
B—SfE LEREEN, 14.80%
2201,16.90% 6.80%

Figure 3. The impact of Internet credit on life
3. EHMIESRXAE BRI
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T E LI IR 5 B0 A A R MR [2] I B e A e, LRI SR RS b e an 4] 4 AT, 7
B ERAETHET) . RRALAFEREHINAT . WA EITR . SUERCRIOHTRAN BT BLIRE . A
6] 734, TERAMR— DT RN, TR RS SO RS2 A AR TS AR TARKHIER, se A L%
PRI S EEAE] 30%; BEIA 7047, RALANTTH, B SE0R AR ADE IR H AR AR 5 TR 1B I,
ELflis 2] 91.9%.
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Figure 4. Impact of Internet credit on easing economic pressure
& 4. BEEMEEXTEREFEDFEMm

24. REEHBEFEXBERLMXGERERIR

FER 5 54 5 iR B, RERART ELIR IS DT 9 DR 7 POBE A B AV AR AR BE ELBAR A NS SR o Bk
B 15% /A7 s A BRI > RS0 FLIR A 25 DX OB RE EL Ay, (5 BRI 40%:; BRIt b,
AR R 2 A0 LI A5 DRV B Rf P LA T o TR S AT AR m o IR IV 285 B PR S A L
IR, AEAR IR SR B 3= AR o 78 T R 35 ST 5 (I T A £ 3 0 AN IE RS SR A A AR ORI 2, L
IR 78.7%, HAR/NR > (K JF A AR T EAR AR AR ST I R A R E A S IR B A A e 5%,
21.3%. FAREHEUH], BERE DT EOR AR AR R A S B K, (R BB DR e TR
RRRFAEAMEETIRM N EER R 7B RN EYE R B R E TR, 783 T R Al
I, AEAIERE N T RBORAAE SRS, sk 22 o0 TE T E0E M2 A 300 .

TR1K: 5.03%

’ ELBE: 10.06%

RK: 16.57% \
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\

Figure 5. The credibility of Internet consumer credit
[# 5. EEMIERERNAEREE

—f%: 47.04%
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Table 5. Reasons leading to college students’ distrust of the internet
5. SHAFENMEEEHKMAERE

M 84> S X4 MEE
Q24 XHE bR 4% Z L AN 149 19.5 44.1
Q24 A5 FEIAR A7 AL — 7€ FEE b I 236 308 69.8
R (55 (5 A A A P 217 28.4 64.2
Q24 2RI AT PR B A fik 4 122 15.9 36.1
Q24 HoAth 5 41 5.4 12.1
At 765 100.0 226.3

ATV, REERZERMERNHEREIFARR S, W ASIHKREREFERR S T4
15%, Koy RGP G 20 /R B F 0T . XA L ZVEAA e geit i 6 A
B 7, RBURE 66% KA RV ET I E RALE, JEHRL 86% M NI NEWRHFEZA &
MIRCR . B BASCLL I AT DU Y, ST BAMEIR 2 K2 A I R Je i, (ER K22 A0 T
EHE RN R LLEGRAN, I AR ZEOANE IR E MG L, BB

s EIEE]

= NadB Tk
g \ _ i
25% BE

35%

el

W

31%

Figure 6. Necessity of credit education
6. ERHBELEMY

T
13%

H—i
EEH R
Bk _\ 7 41%
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Figure 7. The effectiveness of credit education

7. ERHENENE

3. LHigFEW
3.1. MEEREHEMERAIAEE
M MR R T, (5550 S B T A P BN o (3 A4 P R k2t AP 4
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i 70%, (EXTESRAER AN EUN G 9.2%, RER RN T HIRIMAE BTAEAE — KB RotE oL,
T I LRI A R A IR, 66.279% F RS2 AR b BB HEoRAN 78 H R AR IR 9, 6 T ELIR I 5 DY
TR FEI0F G2 eth. e e RS TR,

ER IR TELIER IO PR R 8 75 LR O (35 BT 9 R AR AR K — B [3], (EUR S Rt Y 4400y 3L T e
FEAE, REDENTEME IR Bk, 2R ERREE G, R BRRME R
HEKEERCRENEM . ERFENEBIBSIIRE TR, B0 BRI E SRR ,
S E DU SRR B RO RE Sy, LRI A DR KU BV R R A Nl 22 A R TR 55 47 B
PEAZA AN A A VA0, FSCREA IR, S T g — A2 R BLSe s O, FE I HLGef =2 A4 vl e B A 4
I 22 G 1A

3.2. IEFEEMERXKEBEEER

HEHIEER, A 1479%M NEF 52 TGV, Ko N R E/ReE 8Lz ik
HE, JFHA %M NINEREE L ZEAREL, 18%I AN UNE B E L. KD KA
IR IR A BRI 2 B LR H AR R, (EUR BRSBTS AR I S RS 8 A0 Ay R BN A

R O 55 B8 P 3= 4 K R 7 90 TR 52 BRI DR /ST RE ML [4], KB 7 N R R R B 9
X T HER IS B 5 A7 AE B U M e —Te i e 28— S8R IR & R RS A0 KU iR g5 . B
R P SE AR AN R A 85 5, USSR TR i/ PE GRS A MR g DRk B S R 5 K22 A T
FIRFAERNABEEGTF B RRaH 2 . Bk, B2 EBE BB S IR ROy R . Keek
PEAZIET TN, LR RREE R TR 95 18, S50 MEIA R R A1, A2 E 1T,
AT SR TS G AR A 20, SR T B B R A i AR ) TR A D2 2 FE RO RE 0, W ST IR
ITH SR [5], AP B R DT &, 50 A R IR R E 5T1 & A XU T R

3.3. EEHBRMEHERLEFR

AR ILIRME BRI R R E H AT BOFARIRE®, RERZ AL FaPLA R, #dKF2
AN S, BRI B AE AN B SR R HE RS E R ARE, FIN B T ekt s PrEUIRFRAS
b7 76 25 LI {5 ST S A R Co A s IR Y, A S RIZ N B LI IO ¥ B 15 B Y A AN 28 4 T
fE, R A RIEE, AT A R B ELI I S B DR A R o [ SOM SR LA LR R S ZAR e 2256 AN 0l
G5 IF FLIAZN H AT TR R G0 B A DA R AR AR TR, 2P e MR A A R, U R B
W2 (5 DY TIT 37 AR BEAR A DA, B IRAIETIHG SULFIT, 5838 RO IR 2R 75 2 A I PR OR B
A RABTTEE ™ 73T b K22 A4 AR S B D BOR R R A AL 7, REE R, i B 7
ML 24
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