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INTRODUCTION / RESULTS | SUMMARY
* Financial speculation includes activities such as purchasing Predictors Odds Ratio [95% Cl] Findings
penny stocks, shorfing stocks, frading options, futures, and | . Day traders were more likely to engage in moderate-risk-to-
cryptocurrencies, and day trading. Age (years) Q 1.00 [0.98, 1.03] problem gambling behaviours if they:
_ . | » reported alower annual income.
* Previous studies have revealed that factors such as age [1. 4-0], GENDER (REFERENCE = FEMALE) e were less resistant to endorsing ggmb“ng fallacies.
gender "¢, racial/ethnic background -2 4. ¢l education [1-3.¢], Male — | 120 [0.63, 2.30] . showed no preference for game type.
income !"¢l, preferred game type (i.e., skill- or chance-based) § ' . participated in a larger number of gambling activities.
-2, and the number of gambling activities engaged in 12 are RACIAL/ETHNIC ORIGIN (REFERENCE = EUROPEAN) |
associated with participation in financial speculation. i . i i A i i
P P P Non-European or multi-racial/ethnic ——s 0.81[0.43, 1.56] Age., gender, racial/ethnic origin, mon’rql status, edqcohonol
N o | attainment, employment status, and primary gambling
« Pastresearch has also shown a positive association between MARITAL STATUS (REFERENCE = NOT MARRIED) g motives did not predict problem gambling severity (p > .05).
financial speculation and problem gambling severity 112 4. 6], i
Married or common-law k - ' 1.76 [0.94, 3.31] « 1
. . . . . | Implications
« There 1S O DOUC”Y of rese@'rCh.eXGm.'n'ng predictors of risky EDUCATION (REFERENCE = HIGH SCHOOL OR LESS)  Much of the research in this area has focused on identifying
gambling behaviour among financial speculators. | ; who is most likely to participate in financial speculation and
| Post-secondary less than a Bachelor's - ¢ : 1.24]0.52, 2.96] has reported associations between participation in financial
« The godl of.’rhe present study WCI.S to .explore risk factors for Bachelor's degree or higher : * : 1.42 [0.60, 3.34] speculation and problem gambling behaviour.
moderate-risk-to-problem gambling in a sample of day traders. g
N ~ EMPLOYMENT STATUS (REFERENCE = NOT WORKING OR STUDYING) + There is a lack of research examining characteristics that may
B . Working or studying full- or part-time — 1.27 [0.61, 2.64] qccoun’r for flnoncml §peculo’ror_s iIncreased risk of engaging
| IN problematic gambling behaviours. The present study
METHODS INCOME (REFERENCE = < $60,000) ; addresses this research gap.
Recruitment $60,000 to $119,000 | =— - 0.40[0.21, 0.78] : : : o
» Using the baseline AGRI National Project online panel datasef, ' Souode;nog?rophm,l b.ehawct);Jrol, anc glpgn'T'\lie fcc’rorsd
N = 467 day traders were identified. $120,000 or more | — * 0.3310.14,0.77 ?pgegr O PIay aroie In proolem gambliing risk among aay
| raqaers.
Gambling fallacies score @ xxx 0.68 [0.59, 0.79]
Measures ; . . : :
. Sociodemographics PREFERRED GAME TYPE (REFERENCE = NO PREFERENCE) | y Gert\)lerOTlﬂg Oi;ll.mproved U?'dersfqr\ldlﬂg OfI rl:k ractors ktord
+ Preferred game type (skill-based, chance-based, or none | | | probiem gambling dmong financiat speculdiors cdan snhed - -
. Number O?gombmg écﬁviﬁes | Chance-based |+@— 0.23 [0.08, 0.64] light on how to identify potentially at-risk individuals and aid in
. Primary gambling motives Skill-based | —a— : 0.73 [0.14, 3.85 developing sfrategies for harm reduction and prevention.
«  Gambling Fallacies Measure (GFM) Number of samb . | . oo d Future Directi
. Problem Gambling Severity Index (PGSI) umber of gambling activities i 1 ok k 1.33 [1.20, 1.48 ImTlhq I?rnqu’n : uture Irelc Ic;ms g e cemeralrabil
* IS STU STOCUS ONn ON ay 1tragaers iimi |Z 1]
PRIMARY GAMBLING MOTIVE (REFERENCE = NONE) of findinys to other formZ of %/nonciol S eculc’rign !
Statistical Analysis o | | J P '
. Binary logistic regression Financial — ' 2.17 [0.52, 9.06] . o .
\_ J | _ « Future research comparing characteristics of different types of
Enhancement | g ¢ : 1.41[0.32,6.20 financial speculators (e.g., day traders, cryptocurrency
f B Socialization | » ¢ : 1.75 [0.23, 13.18] er?fders, efc.) is needeolI fo esl’rdblish their similarities and
; Irerences more Conciusively.
PARTICIPANT CHARACTERISTICS Coping | ——i—t = 158[0.19,12.99] /
« Mean age: 46.3 + 16.2 years Skill-building | =——#- = 0.80[0.10, 6.19] - .
Other | —& = 0.98 [0.17, 5.67 EFERENCES
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