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Abstract

The complex information environment of self-media can weaken college students’ awareness of
online legal governance, and college students who surf the internet deeply also face multiple online
risks. To explore a long-term cultivation path for college students’ online legal awareness suitable
for the self-media scenario, this paper builds a cultivation analysis model based on Bandura’s social
learning theory and the Theory of Planned Behavior, and conducts an empirical analysis using 600
college student questionnaires. Firstly, through correlation analysis and multinomial Logistic re-
gression, the core variables that affect the cultivation effect of college students’ online legal aware-
ness are identified, and it is found that the willingness to actively learn is the only core positive
factor that promotes the cultivation effect; Secondly, through the mediation effect test, the indirect
influence relationship between variables is analyzed, and it is confirmed that the gains from inter-
nal legal activities in the campus can play a partial mediating role between the willingness to ac-
tively learn and the improvement of online legal awareness; Finally, the structural equation model
is used to verify the overall research hypotheses and variable fitting effects, and the results show
that online legal cognition and online behavioral literacy can significantly explain the overall culti-
vation effect. The study finds that the quality of self-media usage is far more important than the
duration, and intrinsic learning motivation and campus legal education practices are the key fo-
cuses for cultivation. Therefore, this paper proposes precise cultivation strategies from four levels:
university legal education classes, campus legal education activities, student autonomous learning,
and platform content governance, providing practical references for university online legal ideo-
logical and political education.
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Table 1. Overall variance explanation results
R RREMRBER

NS FFIEAR T7 ZE MR Y% R T ERRERI%

1 6.348 27.599 27.599
2 1.683 7.317 34.916
3 1.535 6.675 41.592
4 1.283 5.578 47.170
5 1.100 4.785 51.955

Table 2. Reliability and validity analysis table
F2 BE. MEDHE

fabr ol
Cronbach’s a &3 0.880
KMO {8 0.914
I RTT 3427.748
Bartlett BRFE E 56 df 231
p e 0.000
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Figure 1. The current situation of self-media usage behavior
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Figure 2. The current situation of the willingness for active learning
E 2 EmFIEEIRK
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Table 3. Analysis of significance of gains, awareness, and learning intention
F3 WK BIR. FIABEEEMSN

B H Ve p
SRR IR IR WA 70.791 0.000"
KA 48 AR AR KSE 32.639 0.008™
FEBh S R MIR R 92.021 0.000"

“p<0.01, ™p<0.001
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Table 4. Correlation analysis of variables related to cultivation methods and cultivation outcomes
4. BEEEEXEESEEERMMEX ST

EHE IR R R R A ?

KR 0.330™

T3 ) AR AR R p1H 0.000
FEA 600

FHICREL 0.201*

HEiEEN S p i 0.000
FEA & 600

4.1.2. EF %45 % Logistic [E)IHEH

%412 Logistic [HJFJE T~ MRS, J& 502 Logistic AR, ERTT 20 KRAER,
H—RKAAS A, WERRIBSRE T RAESEL IR LU I8 1R 5 2 R ma R 2 [10] . ASHF 7T LA 5 %
) 6 it A SER, K R R TR R R R P R N AR R, M2 52K Logistic [F]1H
ZIAZ DM R R 5 RARILISIRSE T, BRI, B ARCRRLE, AritH LR
A AR R A W S R R R TR, [ 45 HZ AN AIC, BIC UG fiAT

Table 5. Likelihood ratio test of the regression model

5. EVAEBURELILE

it I8 df p AIC & BIC 1
AN AR
&R 70.312 12 0.000 972.217 1033.774

PG 6, 75 1%MBEAKFT, BB EEB IR 535 ) SRR 2 1E M S KA N 432
HRRRTI RS, 28R OR AN 2.663, Bl AR RS, F3hv ) mEaHT — M, K
A I 2828 T R A K ST R s 7K1 i A BB T 22 S R 1Y) 2.663 3%, A2 R R ITR 2 FH 1A% O IR B R 2R

InY, =—0.501x, —0.123x, +0.067X, + --- — 0.048x, )

Table 6. Summary of regression analysis results
6. EEFSHERLCE

3.0 RAFEE ) EEEY FruEiR Wald »2 pE OR f OR i 95% CI
14 5] —0.501 0.421 1.420 0.233 0.606 0.266~1.381
2R -0.123 0.193 0.402 0.526 0.885 0.606~1.292
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e 0.067 0.144 0.219 0.640 1.070 0.807~1.418

B AR ) B A A B -0.192 0.253 0.575 0.448 0.826 0.503~1.355
WAL FLIY T AR 0.150 0.195 0.596 0.440 1.162 0.793~1.703
FE) S FR R 0.980 0.211 21515 0.000 2.663 1.761~4.029
B -0.048 1.296 0.001 0.971 0.954 0.075~12.10
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R = AN AR BIR 1 (Y~X)F, X XY FISN ¢=0.345, R?2=0.112, FPFEZ5 ) EEEE
TE [ P X VA R R R s AR 2 (M~X)H, XX M RS a=0.370, R?2=0.144, R EHHHIBRE
A2 T 1A TR A i sh Ui B 3 (Y~X + M)H, X XF Y [EHEN ¢’ =0.274, M Xf Y HIRUN
b=0.192, R?2=0.140, ULEA#EHI M 5 X M EHEERKA RS, H MEZFNAEFNER.

Table 7. The results of the mediation effect test
= 7. PN LA

R 1 (Y~X) R 2 (M~X) R 3 (Y~X+M)
W 2.177" (15.080) 2.206" (16.427) 1.753" (10.238)
X (E3FIER) 0.345™ (8.689) 0.370™ (10.022) 0.274™ (6.483)
M (ZRE BCER) 0.192"" (4.436)
R2 0.112 0.144 0.140
% R2 0.111 0.142 0.138
F & 75.503 100.433 48.771
p 18 0.000™* 0.000™* 0.000™**

T SN tHE.

K Bootstrap 5 (H 7 Aik)#E— B IGUE A RN, S5 RUNE 8 Fan: BN AN 0.345, BELEERUN N
0.274, K BRI 79.40%; [HFERN axb=0.071, HEZMN AT 20.60%. [H]FR0M ] Bootstrap & {5 X [H]
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Table 8. Test of mediating effect and summary of effect sizes

=8 PNYNKEHNELSD

95% ClI -
=94 BUNAH Effect brifEiz SE B B o b
TR PR
B (X—Y) 0.345 0.267 0.423 0.040 100.00%
BHERBL(X—Y) 0.274 0.191 0.357 0.042 79.40%
(BB (X—~M—Y) 0.071 0.034 0.107 0.018 20.60%

7E: Bootstrap FHAEKECA 5000 W BN L = [HERUNERN. x 100%.

R B ECR

(M)

a=0.370*" b =0.192**

EFFEIARR ¢ = 0.274*

BRI
(x)

()

Figure 3. Intermediary path diagram
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GERRI: X WP Y RN ¢ = 0.345 B3, XXM RN a =0.370 &3, =] X J§ M XY 12
N b=0.192 5.3, AR a x b = 0071 ] 95% Bootstrap & 15 X [7][0.034, 0.107] A4 0, A &
s RN BN ¢ =0.274 1583, H axb 5 'S, BN AR, HFA RS &7 A 3808 1) 20.60%
g5 b, BN ) RIEA BB K 2 AR N 5 R B3R T, B 1 5 2 R S S OGR R1 Be AR
SACRE B IG5 H F 5 ) Z AR RN

4.3. I TRRBRRIEREIE

SR TR (SEM) B B B A2 0 A S5 DR 20, T [RJ I A B TR AR e N 5 A e () AR O R AL, SE T
AR RAE RINLBIBE T . AT SEM 7 M 4822 8 5 KA E 4 I R B AR DA OCOR &R R
FEME IR FI W ALE KT, 456 AR REOR) B A ORRHIE . 7 9 rT L, BAYEARILA ROR SR,

Table 9. Core fitting indicators of the model
9. REMROIEIERF

W bR ZAldf GFI RMSEA RMR CFI
bl iy i <3 >0.9 <0.10 <0.05 >0.9
EALEN 2.155 0.980 0.044 0.019 0.922
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HERNHNNMERN I ST AE IR E, SUbRE. tha RS, ZBUE N AR DU A AL B
SMIGHREE, TRHEREN PR GEE 10, [54).

Table 10. The test results of the core path coefficients in the structural equation model
= 10. FMHEEBLBERBRIER

AR B 42 AeFrEb A RS ARdELEE RSB z 18 p 1E oEE
WX 4% v S Sk it — 0578 0.419 4.972 0.000™" 1R

P2 ROR R A RCR

W28 AT T —~

I 24 2 L 2 0.369 0.243 2.946 0.003
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Figure 4. Model result graph
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