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Abstract

This study utilized a questionnaire survey targeting college students and investigated the mediating
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roles of interpersonal relationship satisfaction and empathy in the relationship between online al-
truistic behavior and online collective action through structural equation modeling. The results re-
vealed that online altruistic behavior influenced online collective action indirectly—both through
the independent mediating effect of empathy and through a chain mediation pathway involving in-
terpersonal relationship satisfaction followed by empathy. These findings further elucidate the in-
ternal mechanisms of online collective action and offer empirical support for designing interven-
tions to mitigate such behavior among college students.
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1. 5]

56 kR E B KRS THR ) fath, #2025 4 6 H, REM L 11.23 14, B
WP S 235 79.7% 0 HIKM IR JEEE 7 AT A7 0, 4 B ANBRBE) H e i | 8%, 2025). M
SMBEEHE. T B4, (T MEREWS . 25008, A BaIsesm R RET N, WAtk
FERAT AR TR R A s (R 104555, 20125 Yin & Fei, 2024). M2 EERE(T N (online collective action)
e — P LAY ) X 28 IR EE R B R BLANAT 9, FRIERTE RIBE SRR N, W B R B X 28 S AR A%
BOG(FEvk, 20255 JAZE, 20215 ARML4E, 20255 Lu,2018; Wang & Zhang, 2024), KRBT B
TR ISR 1528 5 AN A E B o) W] 5 55 i, BRI B8 2 SO I 28 BB AT NI 2 5
FAR(EEK, 2025)0 Bl FRAIRITE EEBEAT A BIRHIE 2 R 22, TIN5 s e KB I #0E 5
FEIT AT, AR e s, B HE R

AR, KT MSERT AR R T, EEMAREE . BEARHE A SRR = AN 2 TH R IT
H—, FEAMRFHEZE, Yin & Fei (20242 T IR SN S0 &M ZE 7KL, B - N ES K
R SRR RIS, TR RBAT , FEEA S 5ERAT AT RENE . 538 NI R E REY)
NIRRT, Aifiln R A A AT, AT EE S AMA S B T IR FE A SR 5, B RIERIL=
MIEETEAT s DI HAR e S M PR, kb T 2555 A M AMARIFE S A RS 5.

BB, ERHARHIEZ T, BERCRIL, BEACOARC R 2RAE, 20215 ARIEES, 2025). FEAEER(Yin & Fei,
2024) A S HEAAR AR ISP (AT 25, 2025) %5 K3, 1o nt W28 SRBEAT o= AR B 3 5 o 4L 2[RI BB,
AN BT LS bR UECAORUR] . MO R E BV TR E B, T RO R IR B R AR 7 AR s Z A e . X R
N FE AN 5 SZREAR  FL A R 53 (1 28 B G, BT W] RE SRR BFAT N 2R ME, 2021)0 AHXS RIZFER R U 45
o, HMARTE 5 N BOHAR TR LA BN B B B b T 5%, M AN RSP X 15 25 e
FEAMA R AEA BRI 25T 2 5 EEATEH(ABEL2E, 2025). BEAP, Yin & Fei (2024)45 4t T BHA S BE N S 3¢
AT REE, R R R & IR B LR AT A I G B R 3R

F=, EFEARHEZE, AR AN Q025) KWK, HAF R AV M LR T A R A B
A S, BRI B FR A IE, H2 5K ERAT N BEERAS. Ak, HOER AT 55
Bt — e R bioma B EEREAT R R A . BARRYE, UREMEA LT RAR, FHMALE

il

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.164201 296 PR


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.164201
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

5 == M7 AY
%ﬁﬁ’ EE—EIE —t—J‘é

23 1E [0 5] X 2 BELI T RE 17 A A B i LA (1 SRR AR T 2 o o) 2 BELA ) e s, AT 3 —
AN EETEAT (YA, 2019).

T SCHRBRER AT LUK, AT T WM SR T AR S AL TP IR R B, K2 R T-5
MES T e . JEARHE S g R &R A 4, = RGBS A SR PINLHIEIT . [FR, BUA
92250 R A A (R B W A HH R, BRI GO B 5 AT SRR 0 X 28 SR TEAT R BB, 1 R BE A6 BTt
RCMGEEF N FRRANEZETR, X —m @5 sk BAEBUAEE TERS S EINEF . SRt
W E8SEREAT AR BIAR, 52 5 ik = B AT AR b 5] S, BRItk A b B LUK A N FEx)
% RANIRTCN S EEREAT RSB sm R R 5T AR, AN A i e T F B B op i R 5 R0 P R AR I
BHE TAERRMESHE R S EBR S % .

MR ERZEA AR, WL TR RE R IERRARAE T, 9 Wi 25 F 4t AT A (internet altruistic behavior) B /&
KEE R Z — (e, 2023)0 MEEFHIAT AR IR MAE NS IR A THER . B RS BT A
(B EE, 20175 5KEESE, 20245 2555, 2022), BRI REAE Az i R 2560 W ZS SR R T A R B 31—
A S TR AE A . BEA B2 Rt TR NS FAT AR R R, AR B R E . 528038 B 1 A
W28 R IEARE i = AN T AT ER B AT CL 75 &, 209275, 2022), SR IC T W 26 FIAAT A e 5 m H A oA &0
AL AR R EA L o B0, 2R 5745 N (2022) MBS Ath 0 10X 28 il Atk 00U A% HE e, R B IR 28 ) b A7
SRS IE R TR ANMA G E M EAR R . A, BER015b) IR, MK RIMbAT NG B R 9% th 224 10
B, HimH A,

BT R, ASCAA, WEEFHIAT AVE N — Rl A (ot W48 AT, Rl SR AR fE A 22
B MEERS AEO, Db IR FUBFI BB J1( b 2R, 2021), MIMAE—E %4+ N Eh
KIS EETAT NI . L, A FE3E Han M ik

H1: WL RIAAT Aot X 2 SEREAT 9 B TE [m) F0E FH o

TERZMA R A SRk 24T i 2 I Z R, A B % 230 & B (interpersonal relationship satisfaction) & — >
HEA R EIRIRMERT B & 5 R 2 TG B AR ER P 20 RIRESIE BB
I TR, AMAE 2 RIS B 2 R (VRN E, 2009 TEAE, 2025). FFFLRR, ABRXCRIBEEREIER
TR AR Ol 28t SEIIES, 201 1) 0S8 B A (e ) 2%, 2022),  FHx H0AR4R 5 A 7 5 00
Ui, SETEE, 2011), 2RO EEFRIR U SCEE RIS 2 —(Adamcezyk et al., 2021). #R1M, HATEREE
W28 N BR e 20 R (AT e AT AR A PR . 1 28 A (202.5) 38 s ABADLAM A3 IR A 1Bl mh AR A S ik 1) B S A 58 R B
AMETE P 26 o 1 R B 28 A3 [RIRE B3R AR 5 0 SE A A AR 1) 32 W e AR S5 N R DG 096 RORE s T 9 28 R Al
1T IER—MBR I BB, A BT AMELE N BRI 28 3R 45306 2 Bk 5755, 2022), AT
PINBRIR R R, Frdb— DI BN R N2 AE, 2021), X ] Re[AIEHERN M 45 SERFAT A RITE . Hm
I, AT H DL R

H2:  ABRICFR I R FEAE M 28 FIARAT 5 W28 BT 2 T rh R H

AR, et (empathy) B HLAY — P SRS 5 26 SN BE /), BRI e S A NS 2 RS IE 5 2 R 1
TR RO B RR(BR /NS, 2025, WEEESE, 2025; Lietal,2025). H5Ean, #&XEQ2015a) %8t 5
WL RABAT G R FE R I, AR 35 IEAH G, LA Re 08 A7 250 im) J000 X 28 R AT v . 5 IR,
IS /N4 N (2025) IR FL IR B, A 5 K222 28 B AT 9 S TE A HE I 2 2 38 SRR O, BB 0% 47 1) T30 D)
EIRBAT AR A 2T ERBHTL, ASCAH, fEMZEIRETH, FIAT R st A Bh T K% A4 3 hn i
H ARG I R AR DN A IO 26 32, T SE S SRRl I 4k B NBR ok R AL i e, X — i A2 ] et
— B MMES 5B ERAT . TRk, RN R
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H3: SEISEM A AT S g SRR AT N Z Tl P AR .

REEA IS BE ) [ 32 ZIRABAT 95 NBRoC R BER LRI . Kim & Lee (2013)i8id 4544 75 Fep
W T AR RRWEE . AR R FN A A B AR . 45 R, At
85+ ABRoR RS W ERB AR R IR BAh, S N (025) 5, ENBRSZ it A
AEEEEACF MR E G “ w7 R, B TS NPTk i1 2 SR i =k, A
MR HILERE 1. A DIFIRM, ABMEERTIER B RRR AR, A “dEa” KK
[FIREAAAE T NBR o AR B R A 2 P (S HESS, 2011). BRI, ASHTFTIAN, AMALE P2 Al X 2
RASAT AT EPRE R AR KRR, S0 BT E B RS M N SR, 1980 230 5
RN, RS SN ERAT O ek, 2T Bk, e BT Rk

H4: NBRKRPERE S AL RS A AT -5 KRBT v Z (e R AR

LR LRIk, BT LRSI SO B, W — AME P AR (LA 1), ZRE R A AT 9
e NBRK RIS M RREAT N Z 1B RS R S I, DI E K 27 A g R {190 2% 2

PPN HIZ 5 WA
/ INCES ST 1 \

i
e

Figure 1. The hypothesis model diagram of the influence of online altruistic behavior on online col-
lective action through the chain mediation of interpersonal relationship satisfaction and empathy

B 1. M hiTREE AR R HEEE ML ENER PN SR T ANRIRREE

2. ik
2.1, #it

AW T I IS W 2% 0] 5 R AT R EE, SR RICE AR 348 . FEARIIN DIGEit SRR A 2%
B AARUR » fEMERI T, B4 53 A(15.2%), &4 295 N(84.7%). FEAEJRHL TR, K E AR 183
N(52.5%), KEEN 165 N(47.4%). TERBMAET L7, MATF 2 62 N(17.8%), AEMAETF 2 286
AN(82.1%). TEAEL /AT L, K— 192 N(55.1%), K 144 N(41.3%), K=7 NQ2%), KRVWELLL 5 A
(1.4%). FEFERTTH, 20 % KLLR 325 AN(93.3%), 21~23 % 18 N(5.1%), 24~27 % 44 N(1.1%), 28 % L
14 AN(0.2%). 75 AIER/KF- 510, 1000 J7TEA T 30 A(8.6%), 1000~2000 7T 282 A(81%), 2000~3000 JC
30 AN(8.6%), 3000 JGLA E 6 N(1.7%). 7EMZAE BT 5T, P38 EAEA 1 /M LUT 12 A(3.4%), 1~2
/MK 52 N(14.9%), 2~3 /NEF 78 N(22.4%), 3~5 /N 124 N(35.6%), 5 /MEFLL L 82 N(23.5%). TEIZ%
SRS H5MRTH, NS 5EEE K MSEE R 46 N(13.2%), B35 175 N(50.2%), —KZ51
101 N(29.0%), BHREZ 5125 N(7.1%), MES50)1 A(0.2%).

22. fixxTH

2.2.1. PMBEFITHER
WX S EEBEAT NI 2 R IR0 (2019)gm il 1 (NZSEEREIT N ER)  ZERLAE 20 BHH, Wi
MERIERS @) BAEERGT @) FHRERGT ). BEREG B)MPITERG B)HAYEE. Hd, 4>
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DR 2200 B W B 1 SRR AE T IR 28 BB AT R RE R, 2 MR FI N PR B AR5 s B IR 3% S i o) 2% BA 15
FEN ] BRI SRR AE IOV A s SR DN 3 D0V 0 5 B SR AR S PR A, S e A A 3
PSS RIS IS R BEAR IS 25 (22 1R . TR AR (1 B S5 3R 0 R BEAT NI s AT B 1A
MFEMEE RS 5 M 28 SR RFAT NI B R BE . BERR A Likert 5 siib4r, M “1 = EFARZR” 3 “5 =
FEHEE" , BBEERMESEMNSERAT AR . EARTTIH, %8R0 AR P — 2k
o RHECH 096, ERFAYEFER o REAKIKAZ 0.89+ 0.91. 0.93. 0.84 1 0.89.

2.2.2. MEFIMBITAESR

AW FUE AR 2 5 N QOT DRI CRFAEMGRUAT vER) TR, ZERIL 260 EHH,
TR 55 P2 4R T (6 /) 2% 73 26 /) IRERHRIE(S ) AN X2 SCRF(9 R IUANZERE . 2848 FHRTE I 28 R 5%
HO i NBREEAT NG S UG WS ZIR AN EA NFTA 15 BRI SRR R 7E M 2% 32 3)
PREAL NS TR VEBOAUS: s X2 SRR TE BBl s T € . Bh & IR R t. B3R R Likert4 s
oy, Hdp 17 RE CUA”, 27 RF AMER7, 37 MRE GEET, 47 RECBET, B
e B ARSIt Y 48 FIABAT Il = . TEARHR T, ZE R AR A — M, o RECN 097, &4
[ o REUKION: MRS 0.93. MZ5505 091, MILEIREE 0.90. W45 SCHF 0.87.

223. AIRXRFBEEER

AP 53 FH R/ (200 7) 758X 56 (2006) KN R 5% 2206 786 0] 245 ) J: il EABAT BIKANBR R BRI R ER)
FERRAE 2 8 H, W AEFRISCRRT ). AELR6 ) FAH 74 )RS SR (S 8Py A
YERE. Ho, HRSCRHAREANPRC R B 5 ESCREEE Aha) 2R RO B4 e 14 4 A
RE IR BN s AEALLAR 25 98 18 DR1 28 1 B0 ARLARATRG 7 A PO B SIE T J s 48 2 0 WU Oyt N o B3y o il
VT RHIANEAE M. BFRKH Likert5 sit7r, M “1= BRAFE” B “5= Z2/E"7 , H08
RN IMARTE N BR G R RIS BT B = . FEART A, 2R IR N — 3 o RECN 0.96,
BN o REUKIRN: HRISCEF 0.90. 7RmTF45 0.92. AHUAHZ 0.84. TEFEZH 0.89.

2.2.4. HiFEBER

AR Jordan 55 A (2016)4u 1) (FEAEFEEER) P RIErBRIBTNE. ZHrERILEE 7
EEH, FEP AR AT IS AL L R 77, BN Ath N\ A 5 1 g e 5 g ) B 52 AR P
B Likert 5 fiit4r, “17 FoR “HEHAFE” . “57 Fon “EWHF/E”7 , BoBENEMERIL
WU RS, TEARRFFR, 1Z0 BRI NE B, o RECH 082, RPHLEHERT.

2.3. HiiEariE

AW FLEARE 73 K B SPSS 27.0 Al Mplus 8.0 B AFE4T. H5G, A SPSS 27.0 #i: 58 sl dicdhs B 2 |
fIRYEG T SASE o Hr. BiJE, 12 Mplus 8.0 MR TR, X Fii gt ri s, KM
Bootstrap (F & A A 5000)%) B 25 (A1 RUN 1) 55 35 PEEAT R 56 (Hayes, 2013).

3. 58
3.1. £FEFERERE

NIEIRIE T E W ZE, AWK Harman SRR, KA RS MMAT . NFRK R
B L. MR NERANRRIER R M. SSRRIFMLERT 1 R 3E 13 4, H
H B — AN TR I AL S BN 22.5%, KT 40%I1 I FEARIE, 1 W3R 5 V5 T 22 0 A TR R AN R 2
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3.2. AOGiHEEMMERE T AN

R 22 A A BB EAT S e IR M Gt i o, 180 R BRI : AR R BRI R
MERZR. PATEM . BER R E— PS4 NAE N O 2R Sl T 2 R4 KR, BRER
BRI, HRGEEAEAFGEE EREREEERNE ). F52ERRLEDITRI, ARFEHT
KEFATEFIRR RYEE LS 0N EREZ 5.

Table 1. The five dimensions of online collective action are compared in terms of gender, place of origin, whether the only
child, grade, age, and monthly consumption level
1. MEBEETANEINMEEEMR, £Fth, BEMEFL, TR T, AiEBKELHNERER
MEEE  BMEEE  BEEE WHEE SR
WL SERAT A BERTFIES 20864646  2235+538 22.50+5.53 9.16 +2.49 12.03 +3.41

PE 5 5 21.68 +6.36 22.66+5.75  22.62+6.28 9.13+2.78 11.64 +3.73
gy 2071 £6.48  2229+532  2248+540  9.17+2.44 12.10 +3.35
t 1.00 0.46 0.18 -0.10 -0.90
A Y EZN 21.34+£659  22.69+£529  2254+557  9.41+243 12.33 +3.30
W 2033+629  21.97+547  22.46+5.51 8.89 +2.54 11.7 +3.50
t 1.46 1.25 0.13 1.95 1.73
REMAET L 2 2094+654  2290+554  22.92+6.09 9.05+2.71 11.82 +4.10
& 2084+ 646  2223+535  2241+541 9.19 +2.44 12.07 £3.24
t 0.102 0.897 0.658 —0.402 -0.525
G K— 20.57+6.55  22.82+5.14  2248+543 9.39+2.36 12.02 £ 3.37
x= 21.16+ 648  21.44+567 2234+578  886+2.619  12.03+3.46
K= 20.86+6.07  2529+3.64 2457+458  8.57+3.05 11.14 +3.89
N LY 2320+ 1.92 2620+1.30  24.80+2.95  10.00+2.12  13.60+3.36
F 0.446 3.467" 0.654 1.568 0.510
R 20 LR 20.85+6.53 2224+542  2243+5.57 9.17+2.52 12.03 +3.43
21~23 % 20224590  23.33+496  23.00+5.33 8.94+2.13 11.72 +3.21
24~27 % 23.00+£2.16  2650+£1.29  2450+332  1025+236  13.00+3.56
28 % LAk 26.00£0.00  24.00£0.00  28.00+0.00  8.00=0.00 14.00 + 0.00
F 0.41 1.07 0.57 0.37 0.27

A 9K 1000 JGRATF 22.10+7.08 2233+6.29  22.73+6.30 9.33 £2.70 12.50 +4.20
1000~2000 7~ 20.90+£6.40  22.46+523  22.76+5.32 9.26 +2.38 12.15+3.25
2000~3000 7 19.67+628  22.03+5.51  21.17+5.69 8.43+£2.92 10.97 + 3.48
3000 JeLL b 18.83 +7.20 18.50+£7.01  16.00+7.27 7.33£3.50 9.33 + 4.68
F 0.91 1.10 3.64 2.16 2.57

E: "p<0.05,

3.3. RGN X S

AHE T T E AR A TG T KA R T 8 RN 2 Pios. MIRAWT AR, BRABRKRBEEL
5B ERAT N Z B AR R BB RIS B KPS, HARAR RPN M AR B3 EAOG . 7h 4R
KB, S FIAAT o DA L 5 N B S B A U 2 A 4R, TE IR T4 7 4 1 25 1) 5
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IEAHZ(p =0.002 <0.01, p=0.001 <0.01, p=0.002 < 0.01, p=0.001 <0.01, p=0.002 < 0.01, p =0.002 < 0.01,
p=0.001<0.01, p=0.008 < 0.01, p=0.003 <0.01, p <0.001 <0.01, p=0.001 <0.01, p <0.001), 5HF|FZ
PR 255 IEAH S5 (p = 0.054, p = 0.039 < 0.05, p = 0.058, p = 0.006 < 0.01). [FINF, ML FI4T gy &4 4k
J 55 I B SEREAT A R AR DR R AN PAT B R 3 A7 7E B35 (5 IE AR 9% (p < 0.001), 1T BRI 48 SRR A M) =/ 4
i 5HARE BRI A B (p =0.084 > 0.05, p=0.336>0.05, p=0.238 > 0.05). BRItz 4h, ABroE R
B A BRAR R 2 A R 4 B S N A SRR AT N I AR R R 2 2 5 3E I UR 2R (p = 0.001 < 0.01, p = 0.019
<0.05, p=0.006 < 0.01).

Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis results of main variables

*® 2. TETEMERMSEITREX DGR

M+SD 1 2 3 4
1 PILERIAT A 5241 +16.02 1
2 ARG R R 88.01 £ 11.84 0.175™ 1
3 fE 23.93 +4.47 0277 0.273*** 1
4 MEERATH 86.90 + 19.22 0.212"** 0.001 0.248™* 1

VE: *"p<0.001.

3.4. AR

WRAE LIRS RT R, KEAERERMBAT N NP RIERE . 3 5 ERAT N (a7 A
BEIEFARK R, 28 RNE S H N RN S PR . TR AN, 2 A7 2.
Y B ST TRV AE ZE AL IR AR ZR I HY 35 RN, PRIMAS I TE AR I 4 N 1 22 AR B D ]
RN ESLIERL B, W@ IS RAT Ay B R MASSERAT AR R, Abrok Rl
HIE NP N R B NS T RER(E] 2), BIRMESREIR, SRR EIE R 52K df =
3.811, RMSEM = 0.090, CFI = 0.948, TLI = 0.934, SRMR = 0.050,

# b b

A Ll 7] 1

b3 H T E

B e 75 i
0.882 0.85& 0.87 0.939"

INTE 3 L
R
0.191" \\“»\Q.‘OGG 0.248™
_________________ 0146 /sl
17
0.920> 09 8,908™~0.911™ 0.681~-0.836” 0.79570.776, —~0.793"
A gics %= 15 E7al

s s 4 ls A % I % i
fa f o i i i 2
5 B A = = = = I7]

Figure 2. The path model with interpersonal relationship satisfaction and empathy as chain medi-
ating variables
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W 2 B, PSRBT R N BRI ZR 00 5 RN 48 2 AT 350 RE A T N7 11 4 P s ok . I8 A
AT AR S SR FEAT A ) EL R TN F ARIE B G i1 8.2 7K P (B = 0.146, p = 0.065 > 0.05; 95% CI [-0.011,
0.248]);  MIZEFIAT N LSS IE 17 T B ok R R E(B = 0.191, p = 0.004 < 0.01; 95% CI [0.061, 0.313])F1
1% (B =0.235, p<0.001;95% CI [0.108, 0.346]); FL1E REHE 2 35 1F 1) FUI 9 28 £E HEAT (B = 0.248, p = 0.001
<0.01;95% CI[0.110, 0.3807), T BRI F305 75 B 0 28 SE AT A 1) ELF 0 A FH DUAS S22 (B = 0.066, p =
0.349 > 0.05; 95% CI [-0.203, 0.073]). MtAk, ABRICF I S R A W3 1E A Tl 34 4% (B = 0.237, p = 0.001
<0.01; 95% CI [0.103, 0.370])-

K H Bootstrap ¥EXT A RS BEAT RS, e B HIFE 5000 K, BARLE R WA 3. A 1 sk R A 2L
R (b = 0.047, 95% CI [0.018, 0.095]); A Fr o 53 = 5 LB AL W 2 Rl AT 5 I 48 S /AT N Z [R1 1)
PR 2 (b = 0.009, 95% CI [0.003, 0.0251); 11 A BRI 236 e o 7E WX Z8 Rl ATy 5 N 28 B2 AT
R A ) B rR A R AN B 2 (b =—0.010, 95% CI [-0.037, 0.010]). #E—%F =& B4 HE4T EL 0 M B
FLAF 1 Bk e A R0 5 S A RN 2 TR B 22 S AN BB o i U RA T IR P Sk B AR T O R R AR 2
— S WG R AT A3 5 R R 8 SRR AT NI A B84, I A PR R S IR R
BT . MRIEE S 3.

Table 3. Bootstrap test results of mediating effect
3= 3. BAMAY Bootstrap #5645 R

AR RUNAR SE 95% CI
1 PIZERIAT 9 — NBRIC 235 8 — L8 R8T -0.010 0.011 [-0.037, 0.010]
2 MZRIAT R —~ Lt —~ B L AT 0.047 0.019 [0.018, 0.095]
3 RIZSFMAT R — ARk R — g — S LR T 0.009 0.005 [0.003, 0.025]
RN 0.164 0.074 [0.023, 0.286]
BN 0.118 0.066 [-0.011, 0.248]
B8 B EL AR 1 (B8 4% 1 vs. #8545 2) -0.058 0.024 [-0.115,-0.019]
[EJ RN L 2 (B4R 1 vs. B4R 3) -0.019 0.012 [~0.049, —0.002]
B RN EL I 3 (B8 42 2 vs. 4% 3) 0.038 0.019 [0.009, 0.085]

4. g

PUERF o3 AR T T KA TR AT R(ARILES, 2025; Yin & Fei, 2024)5 M R 47 (7 ik
S, 2017 SREEAE, 20245 Li%E, 2025), FAr 7 EHBRRK R, (H2MARRAER & Z AN E
KASGIERME BA, KT M ERAT NI IUE B 78 2 M =T B2 P R BRI (P 2edE, 20215 46
I[55, 2025; Yin & Fei, 2024), WAMAR R AEH AT CBEIE A GEA R . BTk, ABFATERIAR G
SCHRIERE B, BE RS SMSFIMAT NS MSERITAZ HRIRR, JFHFESRTARKRBEES
AR A ER . BRI, DAABROG R 2 S 3 v U A R A R iF . o,
SLAF AT AR A P O BB T H3) BA SN B 56 R0 2 B 5 15 (0 e s A PR L O AR B HA) B3, X 3R
B 9 28 R At AT o] 9 8 SETREAT N IR, 58 Al ik S4BT R A B84, DA ARG R E 53
TR e T A B AR E S . BRI mT O, R R AR DO 2% A AT g s il X 28 SR AT A R R B R A AR

TE P 28 FIABAT 5000 X 28 BEREAT N ROL o, RSN N BROC 56 5 BEAE A R A DR 3 R #55 B
EM. CABIAIEH, JLERE RN A RS H LR A AT A RO 2, BB, 2015a), #&
—FAT BT OB AR B, R AT R R R AMATE 5 T B bt R A AL SE,  RIAETE R BB,
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RS B0t N R 2 RS AR BIME 5, AT IOR FE A B At N A B R 5% 1) B S (M c Awuliffe et al., 2018),
HMEA RS 5 BN S LT A .

—J7 M, TEMEHEEF, MES 5 MERIMAT TR RE RS, RIE 28 PREE o R I H 35 2 X 248 SCHRE
85 P ERIRERAT N, S BRI B R A 56 31 X 4 B sl v AR AR I I 5 DE 1) SRR O S 5, 2017
A7, 2022), FEIFEEMR—M “ER” BB RO SRS, 2025), BV T\ 48 BREE Al
FIK I BIE FLSEAME 1 o X P M ) A7 B T 3G A A0t N B I 4 S5 ARVE I B 5 460, AT A
IZ T RS 5 R AT NI AT Rt AR B H3) (Yin & Fei, 2024) 55— 5T, i =/ 542 it
N, WERIAT A B T3 FHANAAE WX 288 N BRASAE i R FR B, AN D 8852 B 5 TSR (BRI SCHF)
FRE I HFRGMAT SR, FeA QBRI B ) A EAE R CEE R R), bl ARk RRES
AR AT R (R IF 55, 2022) 0 X PR (1900 BIPRAS 23 AN S8 R AR Al A BT R B R Bh 5 oA
HLAEME(GLERESS, 2011), AT BE 25 A ARLA H R B2 ) i, SR8 AT e S 5 RIS R EAT 2 Ot
R H4).

SR, 28 R AT T IR 25 LA T 9 I BB FH O AR ¥ HLL) RN B G 2836 2 B R0 0 S A1 R Off
P H2)AERIEA R, XRFMBKFIMAT N AL ERAEH TS ERAT N, HARKRIBEEHBA
REAE N AR B I — I AR . TTRESRRIA T : MERRMBAT RAT b —Fhogtt e, SCRetEfE s
W BB T RIS, 2017 5RERSE, 2024; R5F5%, 2022); TS ERIEAT A FHEFARIBL 5
Meit, FEAA R BB ARAE S A LRI S 5 ( o, 20215 AFUI%E, 20255 Yin & Fei, 2024). Kk, M
28 FIMAT T AT e — AR R R, B S EEAEAMARIE R ST A, T 75 B o R v
WG AT B R SR ) AT R AR A FH O AR B¢ HD) o

BEAh, N BRI 20 7 R 32 B SR W ) A — BEOR R 2 1) B SZ A& ROIRZS (MR /N, 20095 T
HAE, 2025), B MATEIIT O R, R IR RE ELEAE N RO AT SR R S A
TR AR H2), 1 s ZEAMAE— 5 At N AR5 7= A R SGyE A B3k ng J5 (L), PR ™4
W Z% SEREAT OO BRI He), axX i it N Brok R R ERER B “ 587 BI3LEIAAT el

AW T R SRR T NBRC R B 5 LB TE W28 R AT Sy 5200 X 28 SRR AT S i A2 o 1y v A1 R
O BB BE HA), XIS EREAT NIRRT 7 A B ER DTk . B, BRI E T AR AR H 2
g I NS E R B AR BEAT N OO AR HI A HR), T 202 5 i 7 O FEN L (L) BsoE « ek,
W FAE R 7 W 28 R AAT 5 R 2% SEREAT 2 T AR A BLARI RS, SRS RV E oG i R A A B, R R R
M) 2 A% (A Lo 0 BEIA T (R AR B H3)o BT, A B RIS S5 35 TE B i U h A 642, WAL BE
DA 25 R BAL SRR, IRAG 7R WX 28 RIAAT D9 G ] e 24T 3 DX 28 BE AT 9 LA BERAA O LB 1 H4) 6

IeAh, ARG R RFAENS 5N B A REE R @RMNERD], KA 2 T rF
AT AT REE T SR T BN R (M TS, 2017) NBRok R RS RE /7, AR 2 5 W 4%
ST NRMEA . R, BUCEN PR AR SRR B TR, # B AN IR IR R 24, W7o 1H
MM S S5 WS, KRG B SR MERIARE )y, 8GR B B BN BRAE AT M 46 A AE B 1
W28 SEREAT N

Ak, AR AMAEE— 2 RRRYE, FEARELLT =AW 5, TR SR T R AR Rk,
S50 I T AR AR (T DA AN SCRPIR N i 5 E— s RORAIE T AT PR R FEATE I, R
FOAN R FE A4 I 28 At AT %) I 28 SEREAT IR E DL AAAEZE . R, AR BRI BBRER
BEATIN G, HOEARIE T B ARG, R BIILFE TR R AR A& SR B VIR
S RO RICESE, DRSS SRR 1. BUE, AWFRAUCRET AR RiE 53 m 4
HRA AR S, MR T AT BE AT TE A i AR NN 1) E TR 3R (A AN BB AT #h WA [R5t TE 5o o) 2 R F AT
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No B, RKBFFAHE— D BE T LIBAERN TN AT RE, e R ES T TE, ER
Giy IRNHOIE 7R N2 R AT Rt I 48 SEREAT A K1 F B 42 S50 AL 461

E&UH

PG48 2025 4B ARBOE TAF RS H 40 5. 25SXSZ0200). 1L PGIHTE Kof “ 22k 4 fae 5 a
TAERRFL” L O0RA ., 1L 78 e RS0 7 A AR R BUR YRR (I H w5 . 2025YISKCSZSFK-05).
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