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Abstract: [Objective/Significance] College students’ digital reading hoarding behavior is likely to trigger information overload
and increase individual cognitive burden. Exploring the influencing factors of college students’ digital reading hoarding behavior
can provide theoretical basis and suggestions for avoiding or reducing such behavior. [Methods/Processes] Based on the Theory
of Planned Behavior, an extended research model was constructed by introducing perceived usefulness, information quality, and

information literacy. A total of 266 valid sample data were collected through questionnaires, and the structural equation model
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was adopted to empirically test the action mechanism of each variable. [Limitations] This study focuses on a specific group,

so the generalizability of the conclusions needs further verification. In addition, platform situational variables are not included,

and the cross-sectional data cannot reflect the dynamic evolution law of hoarding behavior. [Results/Conclusions] The research

indicates that hoarding intention is a direct factor driving digital hoarding behavior. Behavioral attitude, information quality,

and information literacy all have a significantly positive impact on hoarding intention, and further strengthen individual digital

hoarding behavior through hoarding intention.
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