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Individual Speciality Information A cquisition and R sk A ttitude
Investigation and Analysis fran the Chinese Stock Owners

Y n H aiyuan and LiZhongm in

( Intemational Business School of ShanxiNom al Un versity)
Abstract This paper utilzes he census data of 733 stock market nvestors of sk cities n China analzing investors risk parthliy
state and its mflience factor The result reveals that the overall risk attitude of the mvestors of our country & of risk evading type
Further Logit regression analysis finds that same ndwidual specalities( Or exampl the schooling job), ndwidual wealth state of
investor will nfluence investors’ risk partiality notably The accumulaton of invesment experience will reduce its rik factor One
innovated result of study & that he channelof nformaton and tust ntensity of med & can have consp cuous effects on nvestors risk
attitudem arkedly The channel of nHmaton with more abundant source will mpove nvestors risk partiality and a lbwer tmust
intensity to them edia also mprove nvestors’ risk partiality. The conclisn has mportant policy m ean ings that it & helpfil to securities
traders to carty on customer m anagemeni and also the securities sipervisbn deparment can strengthen nvestors’ risk and media
control
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