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Abstract

To explore how health status affects residents’ pro-environmental behaviors, this study, based on
the cognitive behavior theory, constructs a mediating structural model of self-rated health status
influencing environmental protection behaviors through pollution perception. Using the 2021 CGSS
data, the structural equation model (SEM) and the bootstrap method are employed for empirical
testing. The results show that residents with higher self-rated health scores are more sensitive to
the consequences of environmental pollution, that is, they believe that various pollution factors
have a more severe impact on the environment. Pollution perception further prompted residents
to take environmental protection actions. Self-rated health indirectly influenced residents’ environ-
mental protection behaviors through pollution perception. This study discovered the transmission
path from personal health to the final implementation of environmental protection actions, proving
that individuals may take environmental protection actions based on their own interests, and
providing empirical references for ecological environment publicity from the perspective of resi-
dents’ health and guiding public green behaviors.
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1. 5|8

FERBRAEDBHLH R IR E W 5, HEshtham T Rrs kR i% R e oy EPRR . SERIRET A
(ORAT EWE AR T R SEHE R R AZ OO, 3% Stern (2000)5E SCAA B IR USRS B 1)
FEEEHFIAT RN, HRAEAG S, RO O R B — . X — &AM TN
WG EHE R SR I, S RAFSIRIHRERES S .. WRARFEREAT NERNLE], X
AR SO W H AR B A BRI SPE L.

EEXPSRIAEAT NI R 2%, BRIEAR N VA 5 B . BOE 29k, BEA TGRS T BB
B PREESCTE. Ha R AT RE A0 B K K (Gifford & Nilsson, 2014; Michel-Guillou & Moser, 2006; Li et
al., 2021; EEAE, 2020). SR SEUERT 7R DR IRTEI IS ZS B 547 v 75 THAFE S A RN AT sk IS, RIS
P R B P OGO BRI K, AR 04 BE B A A AH B ) SE A 85347 J9(Csutora, 2012; Colombo et al.,
2023; LSS, 2017). EMEEEIT N MBIRER S, UG R IR DI R IR S 1 SR 651
B, TEEAFAE ARG R IR OB E AL NLH] (Hernandez-Aleman et al., 2024; Tam & Chan, 2017).

THRIAT N 12 (Theory of Planned Behavior, TPB) 54ME - /58 - #IyEEL i (Value-Belief-Norm, VBN)
SRR RSEIRIAT NI AL P KAZ DI AR R, B N TR RIMRAT N ARBAT A AR
PAT AT ) SRR 7T (Ajzen, 1991; De Groot & Steg, 2008; #EH %, 2013; K EH, ik, 2017; Stern
etal.,, 1999; FRigiE, 2023). HH, TPB ERMIE T/MABEME ISR, sRIRAT MR E0TE S Mo
AT AL F SR AT NI, ReE A RUFARE AR JE T IR W AR AT e B o 17 VBN E98 UM AR
EA BRI R, M “IMEES - BREEAA - DARE - SRIRAT N7 sk fe, =R

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.168371 16 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.168371
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

WK, REAESE

HIAEDJE R AL THEHREE AR BN L D06, @M TR A A m BN . EH
FOA B R P — IR R IR, ¥4 TPB BV AMESLS VBN MMEMIGA RERNS, FEdl, 2016). T4
B S E(2015) A ER [ Y AN ST, A IR I AE LG OSSR BRI T R4 7 D B AT (1 ¥ JEE R 4 T
B, RO IR T — P A N G BRIMRAT . Fornara et al. (2020)38 1 RIS 9% 5258 I,
AW R (B AN IR P R TR IR OR VS SR AT A B, T BRI ()4, e h g T s R
TRATRME - 58 - BEE(VBN)BIL,

IMRAT AR — 5, R MINAIR A BT S E LSRR, DGRBS Yo R IR, 2
FURIMRAT NHIZ OB )12 —, RN AR PO E ) SE BRI RAT Bl o 15 Y B Ao BR 8 IR
W8 14 E WL DA R 4 P55 32 52 B 2 ORI o W T R O B 2 e T T B YL B s P B A A, AR
F P T R A MR R R 5 92FRAT N(Zhou et al., 2020; BIVAH, BAERAE, 2022, MG, BEAEFS, 2025),
[ FeF 45 4% 8 1 tH A E S A 108 B2 AR BRS04 B I (Goksen et al., 20025 7 o5, 2017). B4h, AW
Fe ¥ H B A BREIR 0 5% 2 5 ) SHL SR ECEA I 4 B SR ) A 0 B R B PR AT N K AT B 1k (Castellini et al.,
2023; Martin et al., 2020).

F4h, BEAERE SR A A B A BOR X 43 s FH B A e e b 8 T B ML e b R Bl B A R K, 2T 3
PR R IX — LA VPN R AR AT RS (BRI (R 2, 0T o] REAEC A /O B DR 25 0 SR AR AT A B 52 IR . LA
P E 2 0t 0 A [ AT 0] 8B R 16 4 PR SRR A ) 6 R ] 2% 5 #E 2 25 (Chinese General Social Sur-
vey CGSS) A, #2058 FH )52 U7 F R HR AR CGSS2021 g FEAH SRR IT A15. A17)RIBAAMA
o B A i DA R o B A B KT 1R BRGSO BT ROz () i RER A4S T 6 BB 1 AT
eIk, DRCTER Uk PR EEAT A 0] AN A 6 0T P o fdk BB 2R 1 = M I AR . B PPAE R s B A
ST B B B OOMRAS HREAR VP, T BEIE I o5 AR A A AR 1 TR R P R S PR IR F e i e, 33 EE
HIMRYIGRZH . BAATS, BHERACHR S AR TS BT IRES, LR 1R 5 g
TR, AT B8 25 5 K 4 SRR R BT OGO i A0 o BRI i e B 5 A H R

HHEZE A ST CGSS T H NFEE— K 1) 4 B S KB A 2 R A, 785 ISR R |
Sy AAE 2013 AEH 2021 FIG BB, )R RSEM AT NI IR g 7RISR A . A — SR R R
i R AT SR CGSS HUiE 2[RI B 25 %2 22 i [RI 30 S R B AT N AE FALA], KAty 5 gesesn . 4t
SHAMAFL( D, 2017; EEE, &&I0G, 2016; fAX%FE, 2016; ZEIH%E, 2022). FHIb—L@isk
PR T H AL, a4 1 EQ2017) R IUAEBEN S F o B A AR AT Asgma b, FREERIR S
PR KBRS B P A VE R s A4 I RN (2023) R I 2 %8 A ZE TLIBE O A5 FH B i S R 88847 g rh e 3] vh A
YER e WHGRAT N IRSINLER A BE, SRR 58 2 MR AL A AL I ERTE . B R SR B 2 1 5
S FE AR SR RIMRAT ARIBIAL, 8= AR 32 0 & O AL A AL R (Farrow et al., 2017; Vesely et
al., 2020; Prati et al., 2017). BEIRIAEEIG Jnt AN = 48 B4z, ME R SAUE TR SsipL e
SRR, R AN PR BT IS G 1) fa AN RIS BRIRAT SR A R BT Il =35 B R R LB
FI AT i 8k = AN 2R Gt 1 B BEAT IR G AL I AT 5T

AW FSL R T AR BRI, K B PR A AT i TR 9 N4t TPB-VBN LA R, LA
15 RS G075 R AN A AR S e e SR, R R RN AE A T IRAT B N AENL . AH
BT DMERE O B AR OISR, AR AN T SO ROX — R E AT, 5 T AMERIERRR T -
WEGNFN - SR EAT N7 WBIRHES,, X4 SUAEEAT J BAR 1 AT R R BUA %00 B 54k 7 .

H Vg A AR B SR BHLEE . (OHERAS . SREATE BN AN, XA T B R bR, £
M BN KR ZN R AR VR R S e S AT R % . W ST B0 1 VP-(a B m it v Gl Jen 1) o A1 )
SCMSEIREEAT N, B R (0 E VPO HERAS S B 7 N4 0o 52 1 e 9 R 3% s 4 i 55 O RRURR ¥ e B Jn it

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.168371 17 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.168371

WK, REAESE

— AR AT S, BRI 1 R

Figure 1. Diagram of research hypothesis

B 1. RBRREE

ASSCHIRIE AR BEWTR »

H1: BV R ORAT B A7 E BRI IR R R 5

H2: {SYRAE B V@RS AT Z MRS R R, R AE B VP R IE A 52 75 Gt i {2
BEMORAT B (A 2 R A

AT T TTRAE T8 B VR BEAE 9 B AR R IR EAT AT A Ak 2R, dhie T BRER 2 530
B BEEER SO T, s T AR RE RIS AT N AL B I R A%, D SRS Rt Bl S AR SGBUR 5 24 Ak
5l IR AR A SUE S R

2. Wzt
2.1. BRI

A FAE FHIEEER H 2021 45 CGSS PARFZE R, A 45 78 R A BIH ) S5 Al - 5] NIRE R
CGSS 2021 W45 HI A N e N AFEARRFE. GO@FE. EIESE. AT NELS MRSt 31
BRI R 2 AE - BELERE 1] N BB 2 AT R, R R T TR SR A A e AR . ]
LTI AR E ERAE =, BaRESm . R, AEME, ERERE, B RFTEENER
IRERAT R AU

R ORBIE LA UHERRTE, T Je KA Statal9.5 XS UREHR HEATIEDE, SRR N OCHE BANE A 2
IS BRI RE A . R D B RAER F P S M VE AT S B B 4, DRI AR SR . X T 503
TRIBISAT ) 0] P19a, 4% “IRBARIMIT A RS WA, FIGEEME, Sk, &5
FHAFF] 2519 MEEA,

2.2. BEZENSS SRR

NI FE A R PR AT S0 5 0 [ L2 RN A5 LB R A 38, A CGSS2021 Fl By AN A e 5
IS AR A DGR, SR A Mplus9 4R 2R M FI 773 EFA FUIGHIEVE R 770 CFA, S &M g D9 N8
A EAE NI B AN, FRoci AR i H IR (ALS~AL7)Ah, B HETS YL B AI(P13b~P13e) IFR 14T 5)
(P19~P21)PHANYESE, 254 B 35 B AN U A R o0 o Fo N3 AT R BN SR IR BT N A5,
IRAT BN ZAT TR A%, 73 N FA N U H 5 PR ORAT 2 (P19) 5 A FLAR 1 3 ff At 22 2 51T 8(P20.
P21), V7RSI T8 I B 1 iR .

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.168371 18 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.168371

WK, REAESE

B2 1AL, HPHE R =N IR 80, AR ZR G 5 OoIRES, 2 B e ) B VPR R LT
PR RIS B A0 73 v 5 G R A4 DU AN LI, A 5 o ERONS P 5875 4 i A8 Ay XIS, 41 B 5 Rk 7T
73 B08 i WAy NG B 3&E A T5 Qe AN ™ 5 IR ERAT BN I /8 A R A o R A P R SR AT
s BB AN FE 3 R A AT 3

Table 1. Latent variable related questionnaire items

= 1. EXEERRI

B e E i br AL
Al5 TSI H AT B R f R A2 « 1= 1R 5= 1R{#RE
R AP R, TR e AR e B A ) AR B A B T -
HIFHEEE  Al6 T 1= &&: 5= AR
Al7 RV F, SRS IS SRR nkE

P13b BN THEBUR g i 2 5 SR A B ) e TR R ?
gk P13C TEN AL s F AR 25 AL IE A B ) f T AR B A2

ot s SR e 1= HFREIH I %
(lijf“) P13d @‘\TJ\ﬁEPE(]/I\ (ﬂ\ ﬁﬂ/ﬁﬂ@/ﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂ‘]ﬁ%ﬁﬁm” 5= %é(&ﬁﬁ%
P13 R L, B AR AR SRR ) A BRI T R IR 0 1
(5
HRRRER?

P19a TR SRR PIE. R, PR RS AT 7 R LT

[e] i 2
P19b BRWE RN T BRI AN 22 I L= g 2 b
MEATS) P20 TR T AT UACRS A5 H ) B+ 2 =72 2= 1%
o FER K S o, R AL T2
P21 1 H AN PR ) A B i R 1=f; 2= %&H
P21_2 RN EINUS EPUR Y ik
P21 3 RN ) S il R stk 2595 3l b

NPRAEZVIFEA RN, R A IS, W e i T 2N D AR BB AR R, 6
W HEARCE SRS REWA LIRS 4, Gt fid s 2 s, k2 i, ZUi&H
W18 5194 %, HEMETHL AT, CUEEL L 70%, KA HLA YN 58%. HRFERAS T
A, RERIELREARIOEE, HRARIHHEL 11 /570, S, NSRG4 & K E
ool W TR 7RI, AIMEE, 758 PR I S2 7 B R 5 LU R 275 JLK
077 T 32 V5 RFFBONARIR ISR, RIS Y M IR R — e o (HAEIRRAT S04 5 2 B9 T
12, P19 T (1R AL I8 s 52 15 8 U ANAT IR A 3 7 SRR DR 9 o HLRIMERS T e SEA A RAT 3, 41 P19a
RV ) e ) H R Br 3 3, S E /N T R T R B0 E “3 = SRt TR 2R o IX R BIRMA
LA E S R SEBIAMRATEN, (B2 2 B R I A WA NAT A F AT AR T3 51
P20 A1 P21 S Wi A b 52 1538 78 A IR A R BUBOR 0 (4 2 5 SYEA RT3, JCHGR AR
anzikcs
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Table 2. Family demographic information and questionnaire item description

2. Gtk

A AL/ 00 /230 T Obs Mean Std. Dev. Min Max
aa 2519 51.449 17.617 18 94
USRS 1= CF: 0= Hft 2519 0.697 0.459 0 1
HE KT 0= %®ZHHF, 7= HALUE 2519 3.230 1.682 0 7
FREWN Bh: NRM(OT) 2519 109787 354885 0 9993000
F 1= KM/ O, 0= WEd 2519 0.578 0.494 0 1
Al5 2519 3.522 1.093 1 5
SRR Al6 2519 3.942 1.218 1 5
Al7 2519 3.948 1.076 1 5
P13b 2519 2.061 0.806 1 5
N~ P13c 2519 2.582 0.901 1 5
P13d 2519 2.658 0.926 1 5
Pl3e 2519 2.586 0.838 1 5
P19a 2519 2.546 1.063 1 4
P19b 2519 2.951 0.965 1 4
P20 2519 1.943 0.232 1 2
HMRAT BN
P21 1 2519 1.971 0.169 1 2
P21 2 2519 1.911 0.285 1 2
P21 3 2519 1.994 0.074 1 2

E: BEEE: 0= ®ZEHG; 1= 3. HAEY; 2= /¥ 3= HF; 4= G, PE B 5= K% 6=
ARl 7= WA .

2.3. XS

NFEGEAB RN, 2 3 AN S AR AE ARG RBGERE . Bk, %3 BBt E
PR 0 A T 0 2 BN S TR A DG . PP R LR AR OGN A15~A17 PIPIAH R RELA T 0.412~0.639 (p <
0.001); 75 YL RN ZEFE P13 #579 ITAH 2% 2% 0.351~0.438 (p < 0.05); FMRAT Bh 4% FE AH S U f P19a~P21 2
P IR 2 IEAH G, REUXTE 0.061~0.223 (p<0.001); P21 3 B8R 5 P19 AR A A SRR ERAT NAHI R,
HE FIN =N TS E5WRSERIIT S EMH IS, REUXE 0.074~0.126 (p < 0.001), 15 B 25 #4484 351 8
TR RIFREG KL, A6 IS B A 7EAH ST .

HR, SRS RAFAETE W X R . E VPR 515 G 8 B B Z 55 U OC, X R BN IRE
Ty ie s, B E PR KRR A, RS Y fa IR R R g, I WFANAT 30 A AR AR
ITIRERY . (AXTT A LSRR 22 57710, HIF R FIAE p < 0.05 2EKTR T A IRE]
AEFR, XA A FEIAORAT Bl 75 TR FE X AR AR IR 2 5 o ¥ B8 TS FA SRR EEAT N P19a. P19b
B2 A OG, RISV e B N s B v 2 B AU ) SR EURA N AR ISR IR R AT . TEAFLIMRAS 5 5T,
AN A TNV Gesgm = 83 o IR B AR, 5 HAMA 22 5 RT3 B kB, #—F, BA
SR EAT N A FLIMR S 5 8 i A7 AR KCP B3 A G
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=, RIS AE S OC R BB MO AR T RIZE L A A OG,  ANF AR LA R I AL 5, R IR
SR XML, I ™ H % AL R

Table 3. Correlation of questionnaire items

3. WNBHERME XM

Als5 Al6 A17 P13b P13c P13d P13e P19a P19b P20 P21_1 P21.2

Al6  0.639™

Al7 0412 0.480™

P13b —0.099"" —0.121"" —0.065""

P13¢ —0.037° -0.045" -0.035" 0.375""

P13d —0.066"" —0.080"" -0.052""" 0.351"" 0.389""

P13e —0.038" —0.067"" -0.022 0.365" 0.362"" 0.438""

P19a -0.052"" —0.062"" -0.045"" 0.076"" 0.057"" 0.049™ 0.097™

P19b —0.076"" —0.079™" -0.039" 0.094™" 0.124™" 0.088™" 0.116"™" 0.357"""

P20 0.005 0.002 -0.023  0.012  0.023 0.009  0.025 0.072"™" 0.106™

P21_1 -0.020 —0.006 —0.004 0.010 —0.021 -0.011 -0.007 0.069" 0.062*"* 0.210""

P21 2 —0.050" —0.024 —0.001 0.043" 0.012  0.009  0.018 0.061"" 0.101"" 0.223"" 0.209"""
P21_3 0.016 0.014 0.011 0.012  0.019 -0.005 0.008 0.003 0.002 0.074™ 0.113"" 0.126™"

FE: BRUMELZEH, p<0.1, “p<0.05, “p<0.0l.

BE—PK A Harman HLPRF RS20 0] 46 R IE [F) 75 i 22, 0 4l i I N\ R Tié s 3 o
i SRR, RIERF4 N EAAILEFAOURR 18.45% M 28 R, BEMCT 40%IE FBmfE;: %
Pk KMO #3815 0.6939, 5 & K7/ b id M E R . IRIL A S A7 A0 P B 3L A w22, RIVEAE S
M 25 AN 23 06} J 4 G5 40 5 FE R A T3 A 3 T3

I3 AR AL BT & CFA Wb ER 7404, S5 RN 4 PR & JedE a5 B VP4 R = AN 8 T ik
1T B IR UEVE R T oA, =S INE AR 3 AT AR S AR &, SRR AR ML filiit. B 4
AL, 1% = 4 RN TR A IR BB AL (df = 0), #R T RATAEM S TR A RSN E. &
AR ELL R P23 A AT 0.557~0.863 (p < 0.001), F:[FE 0.310~0.744, FrfA @00 E R 5 AnifE; “FIJ7
EARIUCRESRE) AVE 5 0.536 > 0.5, HEEE CR N 0.770 > 0.7, HSWSE 5 W — St ik
b, BRTEKT 10 MBIEFRE, B AAE BB 22 K0k, BRI s T 58, WA T e 2k4
P75 R A

FLUOO5 G A DU RIS AT S R 1 B R 1 R 20 A, DU AE AR S5 rT R IE A &, SR A RROK
SR ML filith. BEREARL SR K, CFI M TLI ¥ KT 0.9, RMSEA 4 0.052 (90% CI = [0.030, 0.077]) "]
B2, SRMR 4 0.013 <0.05. fX-ETHE (2 =15.557,df =2, p<0.001), %I % H KFEARRHESEL,
ANFEMRE R 20 . DUAS B IR AEAL R F 3 Aif T 0.573~0.652 (p < 0.001), FE[FIE 0.329~0.426, JiTf
TR AR B bR I TALAEE CR=0.711>0.7, ERNEE—HMERL, (HP585 Z80E0E AVE 6N
0.381, RIGKERILF] 0.5 M™AEBIME. B EFRECR IR/ iR 24700 0T, H R v M 5 m iz 1k
PE, A FRBEHORZEA R . 56 KE, RGN EB UG AR, IR R0 &5 5B

A~

AS
ho
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RARFE

55 J5 R ORAT ) BRI F8 PR DR SR UE 1 R BT o A 7N TE R Dy B — I B A RAT B R B IE
PERF 0T, SR WLSMV @ fh i bR 50ES: 5 08 et . SR G 4 R E/R CFTI=0.763, TLI
= 0.604, RMSEA = 0.073 (90% CI = [0.062, 0.085]) < 0.08, SRMR = 0.096. % @bxiEAL 7 #H /T
0.374~0.712 (p<0.01), FHAFANAHHEIEGIR P19a. P19b A] kA8 3 R0 51 4 0.140 A1 0.161, X
BRI ERTS: ARSI AT 0.570~0.712, WERMERE . P77 ZHRIAVE
N 0.323 e Ak e 3 B R R AR TR AL S S SR TSN E D, R P20~P21 @ IA77E
T AR R RACKR SN, AN ANFETF B SATSISEIREAT O NED P19 A RGBSR R . SR AEE CR =
0.731>0.7, /2 W — B EARE

Table 4. The CFA results of latent variable: standardized factor loadings and fitting indices
F4. BLEWIIMEFIRER: WELEFRERIUGIER

BRI STDYX #fi A p R? CR AVE 4%f RMSEA CFI TLI SRMR
Al5 0.740 <0.001 0.548 0.770 0.536 - - - - -
ﬁig Al6 0.863 <0.001 0.744
Al17 0.557 <0.001 0310
P13b 0.573 <0.001 0329 0711 0381 7.780  0.052 0992 0.976 0.013
jep  Pl3c 0.600 <0.001  0.360
A piag 0.652 <0.001  0.426
Pl3e 0.641 <0.001 0.411
P19a 0.374 <0.001 0.140 0.731 0.323 14.540  0.073  0.763 0.604 0.096
P19b 0.401 <0.001 0.161
AR P20 0.654 <0.001  0.427
781 poy 0.712 <0.001  0.507
P21 2 0.614 <0.001  0.378
P21 3 0.570 0.008  0.325

K FIARATEE L EEE RN AILHEAT D, BSOS AVE KIE 0.5 #AEMRHE, £
V5T P E R N IRAT N R IR . A e 25 AR I, A SO B AR B A 352 547 R DU g
HEA, HIFR P19 N AAT NI 5 2 BT AERT EE . 45 58 W NS A AT -ETAY fe f 55 $2 THSE
WG SRSRE, (B ERFEERAT AN SR E S E, B BT RSP RAT AP
WIS B VPR R LS B I & R A G, AFLAUSR I RAT N EEA A B JI AN AR R
RIFAHOC, T EEREET P19 NMARIT N W NIECKRE, SEMSAT AR S AN S A L U8 m
FATRAER, NANHERRATAE A WLIMMRS S RET SR EAT s, 3% LR M SR 51T
R TEERAE, FENEREGZE. SRR ENESE, B hRNMNREREGRA. 235
PRI RAT A 7SN FEARAE IR RAT B8 AL B A B R

B AT T I = AN AR R, R S A = IR R AR, R L= H T
p<0.001 KF¥ R,
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Table 5. Description and correlation of latent variables

F 5. BLEZIHMASEXM

Mean Std. Dev. ERERIEYES 5 eI sn
SRAR3E 0 0.733
5 LI 0 0.395 0.172"**
MRATE) 0 0.410 0.188" 0.321**

FE: p<0.05, “p<0.01, *p<0.001.

3. SCiIEER

ORAE ARG (0 P e S R, ARBIE TS R Stata 73222 [R5 Mplus 745 & Bootstrap
SE 5 FEBLTY T JE XU A5

/e A Statal9.5 WA A BEAR I B M, SR 4 2 AR 505 G A i A N, 25 RN
% 60 LAV HIPAEETINIA RN, RECN 0.188, fE p<0.001 FEEF E 83, KPP ] 1E [
WRATEN . FHR, BV AR ST B A R BoR, B VPERRES NS Qe UK I
FHOG, IEBMRB 1. RIGRIFN AR E B HER . h AR RS RRAGE, B IPE RN RT3 B %
BN TP 0.137 (p < 0.001), 75 LI E0 A ERAT BIE 2NN 0.297, 78 p < 0.001 KF E&E. £k
Fiik, =& OBERBEE, Y75 BAITE B WS R AT 30 IR 47 78 52 38 (1358 2 Hh A 38087
UEABRE 20 VTARRE RE P DB B AR IR AR AT N, R JE I B TNt BRI 15 Y 14 IR % i [R) B2 4 5 5
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Table 6. Results of the mediating effect of pollution perception by hierarchical regression analysis

6. HRBAPNBNH D EEIL

P ERATEN b RS HRAT SN
AL &

B t 95%CI B t 95%CI B t 95%CI
EPFEEE 0.188"  9.610 [0.167,0.209] 0.172"** 8.740 [0.153,0.191] 0.137"* 7.220  [0.100, 0.174]

5 BN 0.297™ 15.670 [0.258, 0.336]
R? 0.0354 0.0294 0.1212
F 92.30 76.35 173.48
N 2519 2519 2519

FE: p<0.05, “p<0.01, *p<0.001.

HREF Stata SR AL GEIZ A 81V I AL & (81, AL Bl BB F R il i 5 i 545 H
EARRSEAAERE, RN ETNEIRE, BERMNEIRZESMPNILZEZI, 8RB E TR
22 . f&4E%L EIH TR R RN R 22 . TIEREAE M T T 288 B X R PR, A Tt — K
& Mplus 48 BARGEF T AR ROT JE AR (@ VA 0. TR0 B S5 4 U A TR S T R i i A 0 AR B, g
TERMENNEIRE, MEBILE TMERE, BEREENSHIRRRR, GRE™E. PAHE
A e Je A G, DL AR B B I BN B AR R, RATSOVR AR R, TR R AR R, SR 5000
X Bootstrap A I A/ RN, 5 AR R T RN AR R B S5 IR LI 2, xR T B AR R AL
UG TRy AR T2 7 Fios.

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2026.168371 23 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2026.168371

WK, REAESE

Table 7. The mediating effect of pollution perception on the impact of self-rated health on environmental protection actions
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Figure 2. Regression result of mediating effect model with latent variable
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