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Abstract

The formation of pro-environmental behavior is a central topic in environmental psychology. Grounded
in theories of social norm internalization and moral identity, this study proposes a chain mediation
framework that integrates external social norms, internal personal norms, and moral identity. The
aim is to systematically reveal the psychological mechanisms through which individuals transform
external normative influences into stable pro-environmental behaviors. First, the study reviews the
multidimensional structure and measurement approaches of pro-environmental behavior, empha-
sizing the critical roles of descriptive and injunctive norms as external guiding forces in individual
decision-making. Second, it highlights personal norms as internalized outcomes of social norms, serv-
ing as the psychological foundation for the sustainability of pro-environmental behavior. Finally,
the study explores the chain mediating role of moral identity in the transformation from social to
personal norms, underscoring its importance in fostering internal value alignment and a sense of en-
vironmental responsibility.
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1. 5|8

R FFEE ETH NI M A R GG L 1 BN, SEELPRMR AT R A TR OO SR A R R
Ao 1A R o A AACAE ek 2 R 5 o 8 T Wy 19 ) 55 B DR B 07 JE = D BB R 2 A AR 2 B A SRR RAT N o
CAHPIFERY, 2 MVEE a5 S MU H B RIEHE M, EHANIME “fbi” 2ok, AAW
WORARRT “ B BV, A REEREHRENAT . EEINFRERX — e R e ERRE
AT H TSN NN ARG, WTHEERIEAT . T, AT B R 2 R 2R A5
TN AERLE, R B NSRBI R R VE g4, NIESh AT Rpa i R RIS R fe ittt &
HEHEFR A SE ST -

2. 2 EERA TRFERREITA
2.1. BXE55%

N —LeAT N IEAE DRI PR AL, b ) Bk 7K TS By, w75 a2 AT A A SRR E PR B AR
. SEIREIAT N (pro-environmental behavior)il i #% 5t 7B A RERS P AR B S W MERAT B, BS540
BN P BB G A B R AR (B0 4B A%, 20235 Lange, 2022; Lange & Dewitte, 2019, 2023; Steg &
Viek, 2009) o H St A A SR MR IR 28 4458 20N AR 5, 490 0 S A B v R 00 s ) S S £, 7 it B
TE 900 2 i R R (B AT (BT 48, 2022),

SEIREAT AR EFE X B — AT ISR, Wk k. ey Raia tbAT, ik 24k
55, WFA NS S AFLAUEAT A, BT AN AR B AR SARRARAT (e 580145, 20225 Farrukh et
al.,2022). BMETIE, %2 NFIRS AR AYERE R IFHE Fi(Stern etal., 1999). (A RAESIIEAT HAHA
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2022 ) BIR, AOAEHEAFETRGBATHIR . GEOHATEREITH, BEAESEAEITH
ERIAR . AVTONN, MIESCIABORIAAT NS, RIS ARG 5P 28 A —2, AT
BEANAE PR AU, ARHIT FE $UAAE: 2 PR BE LA BRI IMA A BRAT AR AT (O B LR 5 47 D9 Rt

2.2. MEFZEEHEXER

SRINEAT AR & D7 R 7 B B . W W7 S VEEE: S ENMER R BRI FraESE
# % (New Ecological Paradigm Scale, NEP)H T PPl AL A5 tH A M S MBS B8] SRl SKya =0 T 4R 4
BRI, “ EIEEAT NAT 45 (pro-environmental behavior test, PEBT)” Ml &£ 0 HATIE SR,  “FIF¥M
{825 (Greater Good Games, GGG)” W75 &4t 25 W BT i 1SR IR B AT N(BI 5045, 20225 Dunlap, 2000; Klein
et al., 2017; Lange & Dewitte, 2023; Ren et al., 2024),

EHWEm, “#EAN1ZL LA RI4T B (Theory of Planned Behavior, TPB; Ajzen, 1991). FVE#EHAH
B (Norm Activation Model, NAM; Schwartz, 1977) 58 - 15 & - M5 & (Value-Belief-Norm Theory,
VBN; Stern et al., 1999) A% O EZE, RUFEHAEAT NATOEENLE] . FEE AR, XESBS AW g5 1E
5% (Chen et al., 2022; Zeiske et al., 2021).

23. FRRITHNERE R

SEIEIAT N2 B 2 IR R R AL EE R, AR BLA G MARHAE | OB 54t 2 5E =N 7 .

(1) MARHE

YRR 5 RS2 T e WAL . ZHOF ORI, LHEAERIR . SR TR AR RA N U SR ER
BAT N BRI, VT AR A R R SR 5 ARG, EAEZ EMRAL HaEsh el A s
FEmE S\ FLAE, 1 2 7 A B3 (Casalo & Escario, 2018; Hadler & Haller, 201 1; Milfont & Sibley, 2016).
R ZE RNV R EIR BN IR AU ZHENEREE R, (B A U 2R 5 N )
FRBUE 5 A 2540 0 1 4T )5 :\(Kurisu & Bortoleto, 2011). 3% — 2 53 Al B 54E 5 A\ BOAE W 4 oK 1L
B 5 52 ANEAE B 54 2 M R2 A R(Uitto et al., 2015; Bergquist et al., 2019).

(2) LERHLAE]

AR A FR 0 B U SR RAT O KB . BECERET, BN R REA ROIR IR AT O, %
A [F) 5 5 7K 5 BARIRARAT 3 )M 9% (Nigbur et al., 2010; Whitmarsh & O’Neill, 2010). Itt4b, BHE T
R SERIE S R FEE HEAT NI K AE (Boeve-de Pauw & Van Petegem, 2017). A Fth 3= SCH ) R AMAAE
FE PRI SR A2 7 20T BE AR AR M 4T PR fR (Kawamura & Kusumi, 2020).

(3) Mt

TG 505 BALFREE SN K 3R AR RIS MA SR IR EAT . RHRERAN, HESZ M
2 AAAE BRI, AT R I H 58 i I3 ORZ: 5 2 (Jiménez-Castillo & Ortega-Egea, 2015).

Zibpnd, SRIAEAT IR R IR RGE, TR MARHE ., DAL S A SIS R B R
3. SMEHESATESFKHRITA
3.1. HRIMBEX 5573

22 #TE (Social Norms) i 7847 52 # 4x BRI T i 12 52 ANA AT AT 9 e, i 4 e il e R
IR KT SRR 24T N (Cialdini & Trost, 1998). EAESA R, MR Y IR E G RE, IR
fit N7 (Gavrilets & Richerson, 2017). #heMIVEAKIL TN D2 K EMER, Wil AL 7] 80HE + (An-
drighetto & Vriens, 2022; Goldberg et al., 2020), Kt A] N —FprERE E &4 AR BB LR R4 A3
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H(Ajzen, 1991; Cialdini et al., 1990; Gross & Vostroknutov, 2022). 23 @& Btk M AW ikt
G545 MR (Claldini et al., 1990). IR TERIE S AL S FEAR R Z BRI SERRAT N, W “ REHAN
FERERIZIKAR” , i AR BRG] RAMRE A NAT Ao S5 PERIE W 5 i Ak 2 A0 AT A A E
FIWr, W CRZENNRIRBOZEERIZAKR” , 8“2 BV ALHIAEAN A4 At N ) 8% s sox T
173l(Bergquist & Johansson, 2022; Farrow et al., 2017).

3.2. MEFHESER

e ME R EIEEEA MR, H—RIpIgas, il b MBS N GEE AT Fh 2
174, INTTHERTRETE X AT N HISE I (Reno et al., 1993). H U5 B JA &%, BEEAL# 54 VEAHRHI{E
B T AEE B g i A AT AR ANA(Smith et al., 2012). 3K 75730 5 A5 B S BHEGE MASA R LS R )
HR P BEE A PERVERAE, T 51 AT A 45, 2021; van Valkengoed et al., 2022; Cialdini et al., 1990).
AR TR F S B R 07 ORISR I G R(Gugenishvili, 2022). fERR R I E, SCFRA 5 B,
GBI SERE AR R TR A S VE ST AT N IR (Bonan et al., 2020; Jachimowicz, 2020; Ren et al., 2024).

g I, Cialdini 25 A2 H FHIVE £ A R R (the focus theory of normative conduct)fi i, 412> HivE B g
18 ST, (B R A7 1, T H e T AP ZE A 5 58 P 2 20 (Cialdini et al., 1990; Kallgren
etal., 2000). HTFERY], BAMAFLBCEMB KT REAT M5 B, B B A BER UM BT 24T (Schultz
et al., 2007).

3.3. HRFESFERRITANXER

FELHITE R S MR H 47 9 B B K % (Reynolds & Ceranic, 2007; Schultz, 2023; Smith et al., 2012).
WEFLERE, MR SR A AN AT AT DA R, Witk 2 V65 B Re 18 12 = 28 5 45 8 (Shang &
Croson, 2009). “#EFEE NEEFHE 7 GEMEHE %R 1T L) (Terrier & Marfaing, 2015), T M8 T e B 41
SEUG FR PR AT 29 2% AT BE VR FE(Costa & Kahn, 2013). XA IR, SN EETN & 1E1T N
(Szekely et al., 2021), LA HELL B A FIih A R 2 A 547 8 (Xu et al., 2023), AR L] 2450 T
B, &R )E &0 T(Farrow et al., 2017).

TR b, MRS MEAL S ATE S REH B AT 9 URISE AL 2347 J(van Kleef et al., 2019). Hf
FKI, NGBS IR, MRS 5 2 /ARG 52, HAR PR B AR & M e
AE TN SE 3R 4547 A (Farrow et al., 2017; Huber et al., 2018; Melnyk et al., 2011). #R1f1, FEMEA HgEg, 2%
AP TE B BE A BE A A A 20 Bl (Raihani & McAuliffe, 2014). #h2x3 RiE—H itk 7 TEH
RN o B EAR N (I AR R) BIAT A RE 2 35 - A B3R A 5347 N (Culiberg & Elgaaied-Gambier, 2016),
H 4B MRBAR SN S 00 B BOT,  48 /K75 &i(Sinclair & Agerstrom, 2023). JLEMFEH DEIHLE
5y 52 B [FAERR TERE 52 md, IR E KB AMERTE AN ARG . thAh, Hhas iR 2 o
AMERTIE A E, T2 IR AT A (van Valkengoed et al., 2022).

TEE R R, MVERARIFEE A S T E A& — 8. 9T B T B0 55 A4 1 SCAFR
WA, AMATEZE S B E (Jetten & Hornsey, 2014; Schultz et al., 2007). [FIRF, Z4EEAR AR 03508 57 73
FAT AR, STARY BT BE I 55 A 25 A 1 BT 3846 (Garcia-Camino et al., 2008).

4. LA LEDP AHATERIER
4.1. PARBHEN SNE

Schwartz (1977)$& th, N AFTE (personal Norms) & M4 B AT B AT 9 ITEAE U5 HIME S, RBL 1)
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H S AT ARIARHEE R, AEXHR A B A [A] R (Kallgren et al., 2000). S4MTIEAR, NAMIEE T
RS RIE, BT RESIWL, EmIEAMERIEEE FXE—47 9T 5 51T (Huber et al., 2018).,

M E %R, DN AFTE 2 @i 045 8 & 31T Pl (Bertoldo & Castro, 2016; D’Arco et al., 2023; de
Groot et al., 2021). B0, FHEFFEQOINIFRMERESY S MNEH, KRHZTWR 5 mits, BomEt
AR NG5 ok, —Lemt et is i 5 B IeREes S AE, RIS 08 2 AT Uik
FIHIRTEAE B LA 5 LB 1 5% 8% (Bolderdijk et al., 2012).

4.2. HEMEEPTABBEHXER

M ANFFERE T MERENEM, HA BIRAW I(Schwartz, 1977). BFFERH, H2HE5 M NMTELE
T 9k s vh 1) % ¥ 4R T (Batzke & Ernst, 2022; Whitmarsh & O’Neill, 2010). —#F A X Bl ABR: 4
FEARIE T NS 25 547 0y, RREARILER, D ARTERE T MERIEEMAass, & Mama m
(Huber etal., 2018)c AMAEAE #1 2 MITEAE AT 3 T X AR MRG0, TIENALHAER . JRT, #E2RTE R
RATHANMENA, AR NI, FFdE— P R 58 35547 J9(Esfandiar et al., 2019; Kim & Seock, 2019).
CAWFFIESE, N AVEAERIR I 5 254 M Ak 2 VG52 W SR IR AT A 1 A2 Hh 2 21 vh /4 FH (Hel ferich et
al., 2023),

M E - G4y - > ANMYE(Value-Identity-Personal Norms, VIP)#E Yt — PR TS E SN AT
IR FR o BNy, AN SR EAT N A A S5 IR T AT Dy, T IX — 55 B B3R 1 AR
FAEYI RN (B ) 500 (Steg & De Groot, 2010). /MAEGA R AV EME L, B AT EK B SR “FRIRA
+7, MRS ARG HAF #1730 (van Valkengoed et al., 2022; Zeiske etal., 2021). b4k, HIFESIH L
[FIRER AN RTE A R A S S R L A S, AT E O (DU AT B 63 A IR B 4 1 TR B
NHRFE T FEMAAT A o

4.3. MAREXFEFEIT AR

WAL, NARVEREAEAT N EZRNE T, 52MERGATRHEIEMR, SRR
FH o TSR S A A 3L 2038 DL K A 15 523K 43 28 (Bamberg et al., 2007; Esfandiar et al., 2019; Nayum &
Thegersen, 2022; Shen et al., 2020). N AFRE I P0G S A w4 A B T8 8 ST BCR R T, W&
TE N [ F IR RAT AN 5 SR 5247 N (Esfandiar et al., 2021; Pearce et al., 2022).

AELLAE S, AN AFERT RS R AT A RIS B B2, HAE e 5T AR B 2 R AR
FH(Bai & Bai, 2020; Pristl et al., 2020; Lemmen et al., 2020). 44 & BN FAE S HTERE, X S6E0 78 1% AL
R AITE, M A b iE $47 (Chen & Wu, 2022; Huber et al., 2018; Collado et al., 2017).

MANHFECEEIANESHL, AT RFFEN NGRS, MR 22 3 [ 5 A TE 155 2 (Balaji et al., 2019;
Kim & Seock, 2019). #RTM, AT NRALFEN LRI : ACHAIT AL ANATAT, 0 E BT R &
A ANHTEE W RERA 21 J1(Keizer et al., 2019). $bAh, SRBUNEILSE SR 2508 [F) 18 O I K BE 2 7
IR AN NS, AT R 558 5247 A (Filimonau et al., 2023). ZHZSRIAFf- H AR 78 AT 584K 53 T4 A 78
RSB, (EREEZ B EIRAT N, TG 7 WM S 2 5l il #(Sharpe et al., 2022).

gr b, AN ARTEES NESIHL. BN FE RO G A, B3 R M) 2 PR AT N .

5. BEAREARHESMATERALHXHER
5.1. EENRIRENX
JE/EN [F](Moral Identity, X FRIE/E H BN F . 878 F— M E0E 2 5 RS 2 EEE RAZONEZ
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—, LT AN B B B R AT AR A S AR (4404, 20235 X425, 20145 Resende et
al., 2023; Pletti et al., 2019). I 3R A& AMER IER 58 RAT M ERAR, DL PN 7E S 00 & T 4 4T
RN R (B4, 2013, SEATHI4E, 2015; Stanleyetal., 2019). EATRH, AMAEEME & B2
TN “AbE” 2] g N B, Bl RAEH P REKOER.

Blasi (1983) 1 ¥ HIE AR P8-S, BIEVRGEENMEEMEAT B “Nm - 1TR7 8,
BB NANE BTN RIS MR R I, TGN FASOR — R N TEREIT, R MK B Snd
b I TE AT ) B IR T HLHEI(Aquino & Reed, 2002). E I AMEH S H0 TG AL A NGB AR AE, JEAEIA
I e B ORI R R B 2 TEAEAT A= 0, 2014), FRAEAL S NANHEZE N AR A AT B FRIE AR A
MR, 2023).

5.2. EfEIARRNE SIER

TE 7\ R A0 B T DL R B A N (E LS, 2023). Aquino Al Reed (2002)gw 1 B I\ [F B £
AL, JIHZEQ009) A RN (2007) % HHATEIT, ERZFAFHARTINIE T HERE, ZERAT 16 1
% H, KHFTR 7 st oy, 550 8m R R MR E N R KPS (4055, 2023; Christner etal., 2022).
BRI 4b, 52567770t B T B A s i N R 9 2, 52 0% 55 (201 6) 38 ik B 44t 368 AARR S0 FH S IR A1
LR A NG D7 A E A [/ Cornelissen Z5(2013) R BZ3E, kgl [n12 B & 18 18 sl A i 1
17095 MATEQ022)FI A “IRIFNGEH)” Y6, @ik s “a&R” 5 CEm” Wi AERG T, DUBORIEE
NGB

it b, TEE R PRISY (Moral Threshold Model)f8 Hi,  /MAYERFFRRR (118 48 5 0 75 22 57— (1 1E 18
JR Lk o REATRTFEZBI PR, AR RIATCRFRFR IF T 078 A2 1 FRAE S s 25 ] R AT B4 35 1 BN RN (AR,
X7k 75, 20245 Zlatevetal.,2020), 1ZHIR5RE, B FET A EHARMEL R AMRAT N, 2R IE N FFE
NS BRAT A 1 EE L

5.3. EEARX R EET AR

WEFLRBH, B A [R1HE iy A A B ) TR ORI 5 A AT . e TE A [F) 3 R AL B i ) 5 R
fR 45 B (Aquino & Reed, 2002), FFEFIKZ 5 2346 (Reynolds & Ceranic, 2007)F1 H AR AT (Hertz
& Krettenauer, 2016; Winterich et al., 2013). SEIGAF T RN, 180 BOE MR IE I A Be %A e i Fh
1T NI R AE(Aquino et al., 2009). tAb, BN FIEATEUR NS H & T8 SORBUBRAT N, ndE )
ST R REE N RE( I, I, 2022). BAAT S, MK E N EA SiEEN R, Fal
BRI A B EARHERIAT N, W L= S (e —, 241, 2018; Christner et al., 2022; Prakash et
al., 2019).

6. R4

NG B 5 RS VMG, A G AR R & B S B SR HER ATy, R 4ERR AR
[IE 8 B 3 (Schwartz, 1977). {ERMESAME, AT A MG AL AN ARYE,  TE SRR X —
ML RSB R Ay, AR EEMME B HOEVERIN B AT AN, 2007 FAERR, XK T5, 2024).
PR, MR TR — e R R R IR T 4 RE AR s 5 3, N A REAE e R R,
BT 4R AT N E 2R H 5810 37 /F /& (Berman et al., 2018; Bolderdijk et al., 2013; Ellemers et al., 2019), &%
B 473 400 S TSR AT N B B ZE B AL(Gainsburg et al., 2023).

P T A R A A R N E L, SRR T e A S R B AR, AR A RO Y A AR 2 T DA
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&2

H B AT N(EL S, 2023; Aquino & Reed, 2002; Skarlicki et al., 2016). LRI R WL, BHEF—
P B IR AMARTE BRSO YEAS ST, KRR OC X 38(41 OFC vmPFC. rTPY) & # iy, Mz {E Bn T 518
AT NGEESE, 2022; Higgins & Brendl, 1995).

TESEM AT NI S, AR N RIS bE S 2l ) pk 2 VG S L T 7y o k2 V0 38 s A
FEINFI AR RS NREYE, AT SR PR 54T A I SEjif(Kim & Seock, 2019; Bergquist et al., 2020). MATE
Fho RS R P B A 2R S AR 5, X — AR B B RS B AR & TR )R LRI (CE A2 R
XKI7KT5, 2024). ZR b, HaRTE AR Z O HLET AT Re 2 B OSBRI R, FAMERITE R N e 1S
a i, TG SR EEAT A .

HE&mHE
TR A AR BHEIE ST ETH(H 5 202511602 10)%F AT 72 1 % B 2

SE 3k

PR, TREERE, SRF, 2 02021). F=HEINAERR B AR BT KRR. OB 53(7), 758-
772.

INHRIE(2022). [ LA FEXS PAZE T it 7 4 19580 JE A AT 7 ET. WL S, W E: B R KA.

WA, AR, sk, BT (2022). BT BIRRIR RS K E ERP WHEYE. O FE57R 54(5), 481-496.

FES, R, T, XIWH2019). AN AKEXT R SR IREAT AR W o i —— 5T 3 R fa BuS AR AE 4. K
IR A IS H L 28(5), 1176-1184.
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