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Abstract
The current study explores the mechanism of materialism on marital satisfaction based on the
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dynamic goal theory of marital satisfaction, constructing a moderated mediation model by inte-
grating the mediating role of the instrumental marital goal and the moderating role of partner
support to explain the relationship between materialism and marital satisfaction. In this study, mar-
ried participants were selected by convenient sampling method, and 417 valid responses were col-
lected. Results of data analysis show that materialism has a negative direct effect on the satisfac-
tion of marriage relationship and a positive effect on the instrumental marital goal. Instrumental
marital goal has a positive effect on relationship satisfaction and a mediating role between mate-
rialism and relationship satisfaction. Partner support moderates the relationship between in-
strumental marital goal and relationship satisfaction and moderates the mediating effect of mate-
rialism on relationship satisfaction through instrumental marital goals, forming a moderated
mediation model. This study provides a more nuanced understanding of the mechanism of how
materialism affect relationship satisfaction in marriage, clarifies the influence of instrumental
marital goals on relationship satisfaction in partners with high materialistic tendency under the
dynamic goal theory of marital satisfaction, and provides support for the role of partner support
in couples who do not prioritize instrumental goals.
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1. 515

PR IR NS AE WM. PR E M Belk, 1984), LK IREUFIYE 2% ()58 51 8B (Rassuli & Hol-
lander, 1986). )5t 3 ST AL 58 N 75 LSRN A BEIRAT SRR, 0 T8 I 106 T P ) 80 A o 1
Hr—A NI 5 75 (Christopher et al., 2004) . AT KEHF AR 75 E SO AN E B, 1525, OB,
B AT R HRE. ANBRRRYA A (Segev et al., 2015), AIEFRRA K W 24K
(Burroughs & Rindfleisch, 2002). 4 &% & & (Ryan & Dziurawiec, 2001)+ H & (Kasser, 2002; Chaplin & John,
2007). IE[1E4% (Kasser, 2008) VA& B (Kasser, 2002). FE T X (Sreen et al., 2020), LK 0 4 1 15 4%
(Kasser, 2008). ££i&(Kasser & Ahuvia, 2002). #iIf(Saunders & Munro, 2000; Teng et al., 2022). #3144
47 H(Seinauskiene et al., 2016; Islam et al., 2017). X475 A(Christopher & Schlenker, 2004)F1 % #2247 1
(Sadrieh et al., 2016; Shek et al., 2020)5 55X HIK A #HBFEHEHERIER.

W 3 SO N BR 6 F 08 3 B R e o )5 32 SUIURD 6 A28 &R (Allsop et al., 2021) ZRFZ FEARXT
KRTGEE ARV 72 P A (Leavitt et al., 2019)ER4G S SZM . 1X 0] fE 2 BT B FRIE 5
T B0 A T A R SR TG W N R 9% 2R R 5K E G 2 1K) 2B (Kasser & Ryan, 1993), WA e HT4))%
F SR 7 SR 5 1 7 R SR EE J& A4 220 7T (Rose & Delesus, 2007), TR AE I SRS 2R 1
XK R T E BRI = RACE PR R 2 SO KA NP 57 £ SOKFHE R B A A A8 HERY
&2 FEEEZHR, #—2 B F L EF(Jiang et al., 2015), F8 NP BRI RI DL K
R R B o R AT T 9053 3= S H] (Zhao et al., 2022).

SR A I FER 0T 3 SORHUS AR IR A (R FH AT IS AR R AN B . W18 0T 58 285 SR R A ot & SUR %
855 R AR % R = B A T B (Cappetto & Tadros, 2021), H.5 EUE X5 1) G54 & B 74 9% (Dean
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et al., 2007); SRTIHIE 3 SO AR 52 1 H B (1) M AR 175 V6 2 B8 A AR A 2 00 55 AR R 1) 9% 2806 e P 0 EL A AH K
PE(Leavitt et al., 2019), HIT I 78 R IR A B SO H P00 32 SO 58 R SEAR IR SE IR AN [F] (Y oo et al., 2021),
JEH R R T7 A R KPP 2 SRS 96 R A SR A T e, DR IR 3 SO A Ok R P ) O &R
W R FE I B A AN o D% R0 5 B 2 USRI 78 Hh 1) B 2244 2 (Fincham & Beach, 2006), 2818 E i
J&Z (Baker et al., 2017; Le & Agnew, 2003). 3% & Z (Jacobson, 1985; Resand et al., 2014; Vangelisti, 2006)+
[ 260 32 W S 48 B (Al-Darmaki et al., 2017). 8 & AVERE & (Hollist et al., 2007) LA R4S HH 5= 247 55(Curtis
et al., 2017)55ERBEFEARANGE IIZ O RIAER, WH TR RRRBRENRE. FREY, REKNE
W (Becker, 2013). H Ei(Sciangula & Morry, 2009; Tackett et al., 2013). K782 AY (Diamond et al., 2018). 14
¥ (Stroud et al., 2010). A3 77 Z(Mohammadi et al., 2016)#&8 % 45U b 9% 2R i = AT BRI, 1 v 9%
1T M(Britt et al., 2008) LA NI AR M #R . JE J7 5 2¢(Karademas & Roussi, 2017; Dean et al., 2007;
Wilmarth et al., 2014)tH2 S EUE N X R ESE TR REZERZR. KL, AN NEKFRYRF L
DRI R I T 58 25 g WA el SR P o BERE R 0 AR ARG SR IR 1 RUAN TG, & AR 1 W5 32 A7 1) F30
KRR Hik—28, TN 32 SO 50 Fa e 2 IR F (R a 6 i AN WA, DRTLAS I S 45 5 08 4 B b
Mg, P THRMESE B AR T /AR A AR SRR R

S5UR H AR ATZEGS A b A ZLA B B AR, RIS EE S B RZOER (LI & Fung,
2011). WSARIH R BEShAS BAREIR N, ILSEh IS 2 =40, @E AR —NMEWE K, 50 Ebr 3 2
N=F DAANK B AR BEAE B AR T B HAR(L et al., 2020). SATIIEE AN NG H fh & &
BERAE, Ffasr. s BARRIRM, fERE, =FaSMW H AR5 R 2 SO AR T
P A N B e (Amato, 2012; Finkel et al., 2014). 1850 4ELART, #SMLA T EMETR R A, BN EIEA R,
AN LI S WA R SEARTE R . A 1850 FEF 1965 4, 9/ NAEUS WA oo 5 B S RE 1 75 SR 7 %
THIFFRIFERE, FEEEH RS M 1965 FHF0E, NN H bR 28 AR E 2 U5 A0 = 3
AEREIRIR N, SO STH H bR S SEI,  DLAAS IR 2 15 25— K R I B AL e 45T H 5
RIE TSI R T, RIS e AN R US4 H AR B A8 203 SR B Fa bt s ANF] . B = RN RIS A0 H AR
R RAE BV 73 B v 23 s AN [F] O B A, B 3R B AR S U B HL(Lang & Fries, 20060)AH%f 87, B
B b5 21 = MES IR ¢ R (Sternberg, 1997)FHXTRE, 175 T H A B FRAGH R A9 2 P05 3 (L
etal., 2016), B ELAIIE SR A IV 5 A7) T AR A G5 008 1% 4 A S o R SRR A2 — N NI SRR 75 K
PG ML I A ] 15 R A 2 A e R T A R RS R A e A NI RE, 265 HE 5 PR B R 1 45 & R s 1
YN B AL ] 5 AR A 5 BT v ) SR B R R T o BRI AR IR SRR T 5 32 SR 51 %5 58 S A7 A ST 52
BT R AR FIP 5T 32 SO0 9% 2R 5 B 3L (R T8 /R AR AT REBE N AR 2% o SR %5 0 RAEAR B 51 B AR IE
FEAB I HARIE A LA SR ZR b 2L [E] H AR I8 R AR O¢ F 0 JE S 2 AR AR A F (Holding et al., 2020;
Avivi et al., 2009). HSHRWE R EESNAS H AR B WT ARt — KB, 450 B AR 1) SCBAMY 2 IE Al 3R 48 A 1) 5%
RIHELE, HBR SR e g as 0l B AR S EUBRRE IR T 5248 N O¢ R R (L et al, 2020). IX R Y
TR EHPRE N SRS 0 S 2 AR, HARE o R R E R INERIEH . Bk, A5 U4t
VIEREUR IR SR Be 0% @ i T H bR se ey, FLUCRCPE B A 40 A 1 00 3800 = B R 2R R . R,
ACHR ARG 2. T HEVEMSW B FREY)R £ G R B MR AER .

FEARSCRIR SR H R R I8UAR R85 S8l H S N BRI 3R, SRIAR SCRp R ISRk R rh sk
AN N B AR5 55 % (Hoppmann & Gerstorf, 2016; Mejia & Hooker, 2014), FFREXS B AR 58 i FE DL A
18 5% 2R T 7 1 P BB S MR (Rosta-Filep et al., 2023; Zambrano et al., 2022). H ¥ BB SR H 47 58 UK
Tt — P O AR, DLURHB R R I E(Jakubiak & Feeney, 2016). X L& 5L A FEAR L
FERVEAE TR E PR T RAFAISCHE . PR IR I BAR B R EE S SRR RE S 56 & & B2 (Hofmann et
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al., 2015) LR AN NI B BT IR A B IR ZI A8 B 2% & (Fitzsimons et al., 2015; Fitzsimons & van Dellen,
2015), T RN J7 AE A8 22 B AR SR ME XS O¢ 28300 B i) bt o RO 7 s 48 AMA D0 & 3 AR
SR HH BN EN R T RIAT 8% I SRS RN 7%, 1T X 23 T R B S5 AR AR R (2524255, 1993). THARBINT L
&G BANLEFENZ 2 AR, @ 2w R EEESE, MRS Y E B R AR KA,
RERL PR Y R DN 2 T O AR R 2R . A L5 T BN AR N B GV 22 8 R I SERR 7 1, 50 S e e 3 A
LA R H QTR L, SRR 11 45 R 15 & (Blanchard-Fields et al., 2004), KA fe ZRS AR BH
PRMESCFFA S, BUE R R R ESR, MR AR AP AL SRR R b s 0 3 24800 B bR R
HARIAMEN A SECAR R AR, RIFE AN SO AR A FEBAT A B 0 5 FH B 2 17 4 R 15 SREms ket
TS, 45 CE FEAR T B SRR A BEIRAF AR SCRE R A8 A, 1T AR AN SRR U 525 i
BIGRZ SCHFAR A IS b . B, ASCHRMMRIZ 30 AR SCRAE T HRAVEISIR H bR 5 0 R R E 18]
EER, BIEAESCREKCP IR, TR US IR B ARX 5% 200 2B IR i M s b/ .

AR, AR TR H AR A A RAR SCRF IR VR, A e — M i b e A . AR
PR USRI = B ANAS EARERIE,  ARAR R b 1) SE B S R AL I SCRSC R R IS B2 HAr 2 —, BRWE A
BN N B FRFISE 28 B A S 30 IR HE B 2 2045 26 R T AR AR R R IR T P E . BRI S, BB SRR
T R AEAR BE S G2 MR o 32 S m) %6 96 27 R 1) T Bk H AR 22 3R AT (i a3 o) 20 28 0 75 B 1) 1B e 52, 17T P
B SCRFACTAR R A AR HME LT 15 P 50 32 SO R) 0 56 22400 R (0 LM BAREESR,  JE TR 5 20 = BE (4 T
FVEARAER . L, ASCREHBARE 4. B SCRERT DA T 32 SCE I T B PR AS IR H bR i 5% 53 =
IR RO, BB T 1 A AR

gr b, ACERBRWE 1 AR,

AR ST R
+
Y E X > TEMH - KRR E
+ + 7'y

Figure 1. Theoretical model

1. IEipIER

2. ik
2.1. #it

AT TR FH T AR IR VS, 76 42 1 28 AN T LT8R 4 430 473, [RISCR 30E 46 417 11, [BIUEE R 97.00%,
AN OG5 B R BE T AR o, o 5 174 N(41.7%), % 243 N(58.3%);
WY 22~51 #(36.3 % +£14.7 %); HIH I LLF 43 N(10.3%), mHoidhE 76 N(18.2%), K2EERl 114 A
(27.3%), KEEAE 172 N(41.2%), HFRAELLLE 12 N(2.9%): CUEFEE 380 A(91.1%), 457 /E 14 A
(3.4%), FHSFJE 23 N(5.5%), AR, &5, “ERIS 5.

22. TH

2.2.1. YIRENX
AW 52K Y 2 B W % (Richins & Dawson, 1992)FME1T ii(Richins, 2004) 71 ) 3 85 fii i,
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FARRITG « BB R AR A “ Ui R LA E 2 AR TE, R EMR” . B
HA#B I 9 5 A0 MRANF S BAEH R AT P i 3 SUME R (1 Cronbach’s a R ¥ 0.82.

22.2. TEMIBABHR

AW TR FHAS A H AR &R (Li et al., 2020)H () LR B AR TR AL T RESWE AR, B4 20 3
e BRI “ S8R FREE T —MR7 o “SMERERMEARRE S MCHE AR AR
i & ATHEW SN 4 NER, MWIRAAELEEAREZLRIRHEZE. Atseh TAEEETE
) Cronbach’s o R¥4 0.90.

2.23. HHEXFF

BT T Zambrano 55(2022) I & ABX L H & B AR SCRFRIBE TS, 55 5850 =000
AET AR EEN =B ER, SRR DNARERRAMRPHATLL. 58 FEBEDHirnk
A= ANIUBERE . W55 W25 10 DAFRGUREEA), JFREEAERTEDSSS TR=AHRAEH R
ZHES—ATERK

224. XERHEBRE

AW TR KRR RV R (Hendrick, 1988)PHALC RIS, GHE 7 M@, BB “/R19%
RUEL KFELE LI TARBAINIHER” F1 “ARIIR R Z /D7 55 AT H #8755l an,
MAEEDRFEHE 2, WA R BEAEEWE). AR R FECRIEERN Cronbach’s o REH 0.92.

2.2.5. EBHEE
AR IO N AGE FA BRI . BEE . SURAE A&,

3. 458
3.1. XFEFERERE

BT AB TR TSR B — 5k, BRI rT Re sz 2L R 7 VA R 22 5600 . M4 Podsakoff, MacK-
enzie, Lee fll Podsakoff (2003)AIEE1X, K H Harman FERI A6 56 3 R 7 v 22 FOSE M o R IEHE 1) =8 4343
P as REW], 8 7 AR TRFRAERRT 1, HEE— TR R TN 25.0%. X R IIFALEERS
fl RS 40% 77 ZE B — AT, R [E J7 i 22 B S IR S . earsE, 2004).

3.2. WFEEF S

AW AL Mplus8.3 XJ & KI5 H #E47 Bk LR 73 (CFA) R Ao B0 A48 B[R] PR X 43 250% . B 5, %
i 22 AT H 8 B AR B K &R 22, A RE M @AY B T H AT A, BN EENT N
AN H AT RS AN bR FEBRSP Ay, dAREE, 2011), ABFF T AN E br T B R AR R
g R N Ha i = B HES ), SR T S, o T RS bR SRR 20 SBT3 A
fabr, KRR EEMRLER 7 NEDFT R 3 AR, BiJE T CFA 70i. 4R B8, AHEHIH S AR
RO 1), =R BB A G = 94.51, df =24, p < 0.001, CFI = 0.96, TLI = 0.94, RMSEA =
0.084, SRMR = 0.05)7# £ M E 2K, WAL R, nAIAH TR 775 w2 FE A ™ H

3.3. ZRAMRMSG T SRXOH

AW EEAR AT T RR MG R AT, S5 R 2 R PR S T HAMA S H bR R
HEERIEMAZE = 0.15, p < 0.005), 5RRBHREEL (T =-0.21, p <0.00)FFEB S F@ = —0.15, p < 0.005)
SFEAMIE, TEMSWEERSXR/BEErE =031, p < 0.00 )BT F @ =0.12, p < 0.05) £ EZIE

=]
=
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FHR, AR SCRF S R AR L 2 B3 IR R (r = 0.13, p < 0.01). MRAHTE RS Tl —2, Hi
R HE— AT P A RO R 2 A

Table 1. Confirmatory factor analysis result

= 1. WEMEF S RER

A r df CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR
P it 94.51 24 0.96 0.94 0.08 0.05
P TR 395.03 26 0.80 0.72 0.18 0.15
FAER TR 750.21 27 0.61 0.48 0.25 0.18

VEe SRR P TRMEGSIAE AR, SRR, MR M + TRMSWER. KRWHE
B BT PR+ THMISME R + SRR,

Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlational analysis result (n = 417)

< 2. WA MGITAEX D IERH = 417)

A M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
1) 51 1.58 0.49 1
2) i 3629 535 —0.13" 1
3) HEER 3.08 1.06 0207 029" 1
4) MR F X 3.48 0.91 -0.09 011" -0.20"" 1
S) TAMSWER 250 052 007  -0.177" 0147 015" 1
6) AR SCHE 190 030 0.02  -0.15" 012" -0.15"  0.12 1
7) KRR 324 039 004  -036™ 036 -0217 0317 013" 1

% ™p<0.001, "p<0.01, p<0.05, FH.

3.4. REY SN

AW FCARHR ] 1 MRS 7 AR, FEARYE Hu A1 Bentler (1999)4E# HI3EHEH7, oM A7 e d i
ITVPM . G5 R EIR, P E R SRR AR BRI A B ((59) = 183.43, p < 0.001, CFI = 0.92, TLI = 0.90,
RMSEA =0.07, SRMR = 0.06), 1] LLiFE4T F —240#7 o

3.5. RigHLe

A 74 FH SPSS #E47 2 4% [91 VA1 43 B RO ] %2 F2E P Process i E#EAT Bootstrap 2341 SR AR 36 o A 25087 Fl
A %N (Hayes, 2013; Preacher & Hayes, 2004). [EIJFAHTI05 3 fin: MR EXN RAFHEEEFEE
P FER B = —0.21, t = —4.46, p < 0.001), FIIGEERSCRHRE 1 P 3 SO0 T EVEGS I H br B B 3%
MIERPER @B =0.15,t=3.17, p <0.005), THEMEMMH b330 RS ERAEZEMIERERPB=031,t=
6.66, p < 0.001). HK, AHFFLAEHZFET Process ] Model 4 f 4% T HAYEASUH B AR EP) i 3 5 98 R
BMEER PR AR, 2R ER: P53 SO T RIS W H br ) IE m $0 75 FH 532 (B = 0.09, p < 0.005, 95%
CI=1[0.03,0.14]), T EVEESUA H brd e 250 82 R 1 15 17 B AE F &2 = 0.26, p < 0.001, 95% CI =[0.20,
0.33]), W =E SR T B AEUS IR B ARSI 5 235 5 0 TR FAE 23 (B = 0.02, 95% CI =1[0.009, 0.04]),
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25 RSCRFB 2.

Table 3. Regression analysis result (n =417)
3. AL R(n = 417)

TH AL [ A% R’ F B B t

Wi 32 X THAMEIEIH H bR 0.02 10.05™ 0.09 0.15 317"

L/ Ed RATGEE 0.05 19.86™" -0.09 -0.21 —4.46™"
TR G B bR RAWEE 0.10 44.40"" 0.23 0.31 6.66™"

HW, ABEFAEH Model 14 FE0AEAR SCREGIAFEH, 45 B EoR T RMEGSW B ARS8 LR H
T 5% 223 2 FBE 1 A7 ) FRAE 2. 35 (B = —0.33, p < 0.01, 95% CI = [-0.56, —0.09]). f&ifRIR o drin & 2
Fon, L HEAEUS R B AR 5% R 8RR B ARE R 3T SRR (B = 0.56, t = 4.84, p < 0.001) L KX AE
PEARRT H ARIE AT SCREIF (B = 0.23, t = 6.42, p < 0.00)#A 23 P IEFAEA, EAEAEXH RS RA R
SCRF R AR T B US A H bkt 5% R0 B B SR I A T s, UERH T AR B AR IA B 1) SCRE AT DA
FEAG K 1) TR G A H FRont 2 2096 5 B R T AR S AR 3 45 21 30IE - A7 1715 19 R A 2408 index 24-0.03,
95% CI SH[-0.07, —0.002], Tt B A8 SCFRET T BV US WA B FR7EY T 35 S5 50 239 =05 1) (1 A 2008 ) 1
TER B3, B0 4 AR 45 R0k .
34
- AR
331 W PR
32 F
8
B’ 31t
N&
K

3+

29

2.8 . g
& THEMESWHE bR w LRGSR E AR

Figure 2. The moderating effect of partner support between instrumental marital goal and relationship satisfaction

B 2. HEXFHATAMBIEBRMNX RHEE 2 ERIET RN

4. Wig

T SR B R A A B AREEAG, AT IUIRGT TR 2 S S ISR T 6 R TR e R, DUR TR
AR AV F RIS SRR 1R T, BRSCAE RN

$—, TR E R TYRE LS ERHEBENER. SOESRHEENS RIS &
Fung, 2011; Li et al., 2016), 45 3 SCEIRTE S& 81 10 B I8 i B ACHIE 58 P v 6 205 7 2 A i,
(R T4 T LA I PR AE AT 0 AU B b B T R MR S B AR SR U, KT R R 2 SR T 7 A A
o LT E KRR SR R IR 6 R . X5 T RS F AR5 SEBLE AR IO TSR M SR 6 2
TP (R A B TR I(Li et al., 2020, HAFRZMIR 3 SO AN/ 3G 51RO RN, 24 0T g
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PEEGH T SCHE. DA SCA It 70 B AR R IILAE r L STk i o 2 SO N IR 56 R 2 AR AN IE U TR (Y oo et
al., 2021), HASC U AAF P05 2 SCRHIS IR ¢ 2 3 AR S M B gt T SE i — 2D E AR RO AR T o TEA T
B ST MK RIEA T, AW 7T ORI AR F DR300 5C 22005 =0 B AN A2 5 M PR s i 7= 28 1 56
53R AIAE H ¢ % (Karney & Bradbury, 2020). ASHF 50 R K IR T Y050 & OIS IH % RS2 E 5
PERR 2k, AR RMBT I 752 T e

B, B SCRRE T RS B AR SC R R AT, B B 0 H % B2 s
SR B TR K 1 T B AS AR H A5 0% 206 B SR RV B R o ARAR SCRFIE AR AE H ARIE SR
U 2 B T R DG, R R DG 2 0% R B 1 B A FH ML (Orehek & Forest,
2016)o AHEFEERWS T 78 H 1 H A5 56 SO A2 o 0 A48 SCREAE TR AMEUS IR B bR -5 ¢ 200 =R (R R 28 i
H, ke T 1E B AmE Ko 2 o AR SCREAE FH I AR DG SR '3 2, 5 1 X PR AR SCRAFE AR A G R R i)
VEF RN B AR « I HATC /BT BIN T FRAB SRR B bR 78 B B Z2/E F (Vowels & Carnelley, 2022), T4
SCRFEAB SCRFE % % & P B AR BRI 7 S8 In4n i B R e . 59— J7 T, oo/ i tE b 7oK
B SCRECER S PR L A H AT K 0] R = AT S Iy 3 A ST BRI AR AR R A i —
RTS8, AR RMTE I )T R4t T SRR R

ZE b, RSO T W 3 SORHUS A A 1 0% 206 2 B VR A BLE,  AEFRATTBE I 4 T kb 1 #3403 UAE
A R PR AR P R B AR AR AT AR e o AT 8 I T AR SCRE O T BRI A H AR AR R AR G R 1
GErER . XN THMEMS MK AR PIEBTE R R P2 5 2 BB SCRR M 324 T ke, x4 4 ¢
RILEEA — M RAER . AR TR A w56 2 L BAE B AR AR bRA A T B ARt
BT /D32 BIAEAR SEBR SCRFIIREMA,  IX — s UL BB (A1 TR X OC R AR IR T Re AR H H 2L, (HIEAE
T B BARRI B E SRR B . 1X— a5 E 75 T 355 0 R HIWE 70 8 R AT 3 #0 2AG BEVR RN S R 4
B, BAEME, 5% KRIHZMEMRZ A PR RE I saxt T B H AR EAL e e, X
AMUAREHRAZTAN, RS RATHERER. BRFEN . KRIAE, MIHERE 2 0 E R
AT TS L R AT AR SCRPIR DL A& BB L, S 2 BT O BRI E B I 8UR

SE

LR, W, SHUE, R, HEWN, BE, BEF1993). OB MR O BERE. o E 0B A
&, 7(4), 145-190.

S, EADBEQOLL). 5T FE A N B T LSRN, ORISR, 19(12), 1859-1867.
Jh, ars2004). SLFERIEME RS SR 5. ORI FEHRE 12(6), 942-950.
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