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Abstract

Objective: To develop the Peer Pressure-Induced Academic Involution Experience Scale, which fo-
cuses on peer comparison contexts and captures both the experience of forced involvement in aca-
demic involution and long-term exhaustion, and to examine its reliability and validity. Methods:
Based on Social Comparison Theory, Self-Determination Theory, and Conservation of Resources
Theory, a theoretical framework comprising three dimensions—peer comparison pressure, forced
involvement in academic involution, and involution-related exhaustion—was established. Follow-
ing operational definition and item generation, a preliminary 20-item version of the scale was de-
veloped. In the pilot study, a convenience sample of 173 college students completed the preliminary
scale. Item analysis and exploratory factor analysis (EFA) were conducted to refine the scale, result-
ing in a final 16-item version. In the formal study, another convenience sample of 302 college stu-
dents was recruited to complete the finalized scale. Confirmatory factor analysis (CFA) and psycho-
metric analyses were then performed to evaluate the scale’s reliability and validity. Results: Explor-
atory factor analysis extracted three factors, accounting for 65.21% of the total variance. Factor
loadings of the 16 items ranged from 0.597 to 0.923. Confirmatory factor analysis supported the
three-factor model, demonstrating a good model fit (x%/df = 1.99, CFI = 0.973, TLI = 0.968, RMSEA =
0.057, SRMR = 0.032). The overall scale showed excellent internal consistency (Cronbach’s a =
0.961), with Cronbach’s a coefficients of 0.916, 0.911, and 0.939 for the three dimensions, respec-
tively. Composite reliability values were 0.916, 0.912, and 0.940, while the average variance ex-
tracted (AVE) values were 0.686, 0.675, and 0.725, respectively. The total scale score was signifi-
cantly negatively correlated with the Single-Item Self-Esteem Scale score (r = -0.463, p < 0.001),
supporting criterion-related validity. Conclusion: The Peer Pressure-Induced Academic Involution
Experience Scale demonstrated satisfactory reliability and validity, with a stable three-factor struc-
ture. It can serve as a reliable and valid instrument for assessing academic involution experiences
among college students in the context of peer pressure.
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BrBL PUB R BT A A BOR BAR B, KR T RSB A BN BR 1A b EE 2 TR 0P JE R
ORI T . £ NIESE, “WE7 ARty E L ER— DA, o — AR A TE 41
TR, " RBLHAATEE T A 2 SO AR e A% B A2 R (0 B FE A DTS 28 (R i, 52078, 2022)
PR 25 B (Crosby, 1976 KRR 2, KFAEL A S B ARG AL, KILE AT AR
g, e AR AL A AT o R LA o TS PRI AT I AN S PRS2 10 2 8] 474 22 B T
PER . RITAEL R RBUR) KA AE BRI S A s i N I SE B AR 0 A K2

FRIABR AT N FE, I HATIX RPN 5 4 2 R Ao B AT R8RS T, 20215 s, %
ZAd, 2021).

ML B R, WBEA N GRAT N BRI S S, Bk 2 —Fh AAEANR 3E NGB 7 A % Fh
FMOHEEZ . XFERRIE T LU A =ANEIR, B AN T A E R N B bR 2 AR ZE B, “ Ot
KRBIFEEBENT B ARAHE FHLEER KRS, N ABIEAT R, H=EA2HT
T H) 1) 55 4 BT 3 R A 1 O BRI 5T, “HBA T 2EAR” o REA TR — MO, B
“FZERNZ FTHERIRZ” .

[A] b i i) HH — AN PT DA e DA b S AR IS AR A & TR, RHA R S AR WS I R DL 1) O B
WA &+ BB EIS SN E . A SCRIEAE S RIS . BB BVS RN 70 IR AR A7 B 8 sk e 57 [ 32
JEJ T WK =4E SRR, sEmgmibi H (RIZEE T ANBRRER) , X ErEEMAE TR
GEHIRIES o 1R T B ) NFE R FE 8 4 O B b B = AR ) — A Iz, AL B, S5
JABVRIXFE— PP REEL ) OIS AR, A RFANGIR LIS R T T rEF B

2. XHERER
2.1. AEFRNIESRE

“WE" (involution)—1H 7E 22 AR 5 19 R G d H 46 T N 22K K8 Bl (Alexander Goldenweiser)o
1936 4, S8 R H ) TR — FhoRs i SR S —— S RS ik B — e RS, Tk Em Bk
JE, WREAE N BB MORS 404k FT R 244K (Goldenweiser, 1936). MG, BIRKAE CRAEINELL: EIEE R 7E I
AT RE) A AR, R T b X 7R R = HOR R A SRR 5644 T 57 30 TR T A2 7= 2
M AP T K R R B (Geertz, 1963). 20 tHED 80 4FAX, R “WHE” I NHELEFIT, 1
CEARBERHKT X —Z MM ERE, 2002). e AT (2004) 3 — S, NABAR R
R R GRAE AR 5K 52 FR 1K 25 A1 T AN e) A SRS A4 R R I AR« BB, WMLl e 2 2 AR 3L,
HEEH. EAREHREZAPIFAIRE Y, 2008; THIEM, 2010).

H 21 2Dk, JEH R Sk il T W28 AR Je,  “ A" Wil 1 R RIE 5 F R 2 18] 52
RG2S, EESEHE T, NE—RERMRKFERN TIREERMBE TR KRN
S T R B — PP RFEE IS AT N . MR T(2021) 10N, fEBIREZ AT, K¥AN TIAEIE
G H AW oKk B SN, R bR s AW . sl SERIL(2021) WA REFEE N BT
FSERT bR MR R ST IR QR 2 T AWHE R TS N A2 . WA EF R BCR R E, R AEN
B — A LA JURE S, BIE— MR B BHUR LU M SRR B N B, R E RN TR R
ML 22 BE TR, BENBIIEA] kS ) DA RGO HE AT Bk B 2, IF XM NS — & BRI 7 SR AH R )
[k, S AT REIE A — A RO BEEE IR

TR DL B R Rk 4 mT N, H BT R 2 800 /e AT A B R ORE XN, FEEDN NETE S
W TR AT N NE UL S FBEE . TE Q013NN B ISR 1Y )5 B o 21 0 7e 40 HE
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HEE

AMMARGEL, NUREDERARR SR E PR L B O ER, AEAARE S RG22 . (HiE2
SUCMAT L BR A A AN BEARRE B 45 AL BRI R 52 o

FT, AWFURE “FFEERDTRNEERE” X200, PRI EN: MEES FZERE
FRERECAMNTE g fE T, EWUAR SR ZEBE R HEa 8 NI DL KIISE 4 S B O A RS . 54645
BXCER CWBITNT M, BT SRR R 2 RS T i R AL B R S0
A2 AR TE IR BE AT A B, LTINS A B S 1 52 b IR 28 1A 3 5 O BOIRES . AL,
“FZEETTRIASBRE” & PDRETMEIWAT OB 22 .

2.2. IBIBHKIE

ALV BIRES = 4S5 5, 8= ANE O R Y E S . AR AR BRI 51 5
R, M—Fl “flk” B 07, FE R B, SNERR TR T TR & IR
B RE A

FE2 LU R 1R (Festinger, 1954)72 WABRL “fil & )27 (3R Rl . 2BV ANA BRIFNEE 10L&
FrAL IR ) E RS2, AR NSRS GL T, AT X 77 A . R AR AR, [H
ERBEE. AT G, RSt SLabler. SRERE . A2 EmSEEAT7 T S
BIFEPEFLAE. F0R. 34 EEQ2010) N Nt BN N BRI FE T2 —, EATH R 5 5
IR A% . FT DAL LRI IR T BRI IR, BAH 2 NSTFIG 4“6 .

H e B (Deci & Ryan, 2013)2& NGRS “#%0 27 MBS SOH, HENE XA T — K wd A
FURFERE . ZHRse, B3N, MR EERE NRH =R E . HAMEMAT AT 22
BIANE R T SE TS RN IR IR, O E TR RE S B, AT AR B R AE B R AR
W——EBT AR B IR, RIS EHEE . XIER “PiaBEANEE” K% O S0
AR ZRRC 02 D B FLAE IR 11X “ N R SR NEE: 2 AEE AT S I m CEGL T, 3
FHMEIEMALIE S 5. Ryan Al Deci (2000)#F— 4 th, KT IME MRS T, METEE S I8
B TR R

BHRORAF B IR (Hobfoll, 1989) /& WAL “ RAVZE” HIBRHAL . ZFIR NN, MRS 4ERr. IR
POFSRELE S I TR BRI A RV SO B, KIS R FR S SRR AR BT Y
BRI AL T = VEABIRES HAE DL SR I, AMAZS 5 LG 2 #6 0 5 0 BRI S 55IRES . M97 T-(2021) 48
H, WEFEUME KRR ” , X IEE TR G BT il () ST AR o X PP RESE I TH #E 5 HELL
IEMNEE, TE2 “PWEBHIFES” BENZG, T “BATRER” MOHEER.

Rltl, X =ABREIE AR 0. BRBRXFERINT, —iE4RZE K712 T W BRI =4t 455
TV AR EIR SR . AR U RS T BRI P Ak R SR R, B3R BB O TR A S N
FHLHI LA 5 — M e AN R 2 AL, SRR ORAF B W B 1 I N o 3 BORE v (11 72 .

23. EANEBRIARNTRE

FRT R TR AE BRI EAT U AL TR B, BA BT FT 52 AT Dy 3R BN T WL 7 A g 52 2k
AT

MATREEE, #OHFR NE FE N METEY 5] W32 5 MBS Rl ERANAT N,
TEA BN FEFAT N K BE SR A SR AR VP A SRR N B TR . XN E T RAES R NMAS 5
WEBAT NI ARSE, B3 ZORJESNRAT AR, BIZRR MR T A, T SER W
HAAL.
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MERERZE R, CAHPFITERIE NN WERSRARPEGr, B2 R IEREUER, 5k
TR Bt T N . IXRIEA B T4 MAT A BB R N 58, H3E 2 SRR X5
PRIABE IR, T A B AR 58 1 B P R B AR O B R

SAEKRE, DT FAHAAELT AL

A R 2 O B T AT Sy R B PR RN, SR T AR ARG (1 A 8 A
HORBLA I AR ADAE “BOas NR” B —ANMSL I 4E R E SR, XAk B EERE AR IER A
BT BEE R O B RUTAE 2 AL 5 =P 2 H AT AIT FUAR D25 B8 B b I 1) () 58 4 1T 3 20
FREEVE ) GEURAE 2 LSO B R R, ANBEARIL LY P98 RS2 1) RN A

DRI LA ST T WA, g P e N7 — NS RIZELL R 77 OB B AR B R HEE =
ANERER =R, gl d (FFEE A TABRRER)  HREENEIGOBENLEIKB TR
HEE T A

3. fREIT
3.1. IR HF

PR S BB . 3RE B M SR R A7 BRI N BRI ARG o Ah 2 FUBOR W BRI ROl A L], AH
XS IEGE FLBUE AN AP SE A, B 3R E BRI T e AL EACYY, SRR ORAF BB MRRE 1K
WISt i . =B A ol — 27 EEEE, HKEDVEFER T RSN =
YL R PRI A

3.2. BREE

ABFOEFZELLRIE ) PO0B AR A B S = NEE . = FIFARR R AIFIIC R, T
FEAFAENAER B HEZ . [FIZELLBUE IR N BRI AR A, I AR MO 2B AFFETE S Eit
fifi b, BOABANERA L T NERZL—— MR RSk S, AMRBI AR, LR, X
RN XN T — BEE A M ORBEITAE s R T RXAM A SE GRS, WIZHT T A B AR OGRS, RN
O TRIRA RS A SR E N ME . = ANEREE R, LR 208 A AR R ) 26 38 4 v S8 B AR 0 FRURK
2R

33. BiEMENX

YEPE—: [FIZELLEE .

AMRTE S [FIZEREAR R H b, RN B i 22 BRI . L R BRI A S A BB S R B
BRAEE S 5N ZER . BB N TR RGOS, DU DRIt i SR ™ A B ) B a k. A
R S A S

YN~ BOABNRL .

MAEEAR BB MELME L TR A F TS EAEh . BRI S, MR BRI
EIFATE AR TS AT N, AR s O AT A AS 5, 2Bk, IR A
SAHOTIR, BAH BN, AYEERET ARREHE, ZNEXH T BEEE AR O B
fiE.

YERE=. NI .

AN A PRI [R] 28 58 S 7 A 0o PR BRI FEAA TS, BEEERIUDN OB BRI, BB RS Ik
KETEAE. ML, PSS ERZ B R EM. AR T2l s REML IR R, WEHKH
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U BRI A B K RARME R, SRR R 5 S0 8 N v IR B2 21 A KE 70 438 22 AN 1 R TR Y
MAEEFE BRI 2L DI RE 2 10 . AYE LR T BHIR R L

4. fARGE
4.1. &£B%H)

BETHTIASCHER 3 #7 LA S AL s B 18 . B R B A BEUR AR AF B AR DG A, AW AL 28 “ R
EHEIE " “BEaBANRE” M “WEHRMER" = DMEEMER L. EXHHGILRD, 5%
A P ARXTRIRE . S ) 5 O BREIE S U G TE R, & R A W2 ) 5 EY
JRATT G R -

sk HmDEAE AT RN (1) REFFELLENESE, Fra sk B WIaha R R R 2ERE (2) R
BN, A RMMAESE SRS “AESSEAEASE” MEWEZ; 3) mH KIS
HOR AR TEREE RS, ARBLRFEEBN A (OB SR SR NAE; (4) Bk HZRIARER, $2m
X REs (5) KRG B0 HAT & R R8BI 5 RR

fd A AL S, RATRREE 20 MEHINER. ERRKM 5 & Likert 17351 =
FEATTE, 5= FFRE), raxHEIRMIERT, B0 EER R MALE RSP TR S0 W&
PP o

4.2. Rx&E

TR A JE I 5 2 AU, LR S 207 4o AR DL N bR uEEAT B ik (1) SEE )
<30 B; (2) 20 EERREE K HIRHEE < 0.20. LRI G 34 4y, BEFRNE 173y, ARCE
83.57%. HH M 36 N(20.8%), Zctt 137 N(79.2%); K—ZEWF 7 AE S EHIIH 75 Hi o

IERMRFEA: @ WACE &ML B s m oy R 8, L5 320 1. AR4E DU T bRkt
TR IL: (1) HERE <258 (2) 16 EEREIRMEZE <020, LHIFRICRIN 4 18 1, HZA R0
5302 1, BHRE 94.38%. H B 103 N(34.1%), &Mt 199 AN (65.9%); K— R ESELRIH 5
i o

43. YT E

K FHEARR [ 28R (SISE), MH A “Mskyl, X EcREE” , 5 i, ZEECHIESRS
bRl H BB R S A< (Robins et al., 2001). SHMFTEMH, WEMAKESHEAEAMHEKX, TiiAERE
7745 SISE 1534 2 5.3 A K.
4.4. BB E

f# 1] SPSS 26.0 FEATIUH 204+ IRREVEE R AW AE M7, M Mplus 8.0 ZEATIRENE K R 047 .
S5 H 23 W R P i 5 LU AR AN LS AR 5032 s R MR DR 3R 20 AR A A0 70 WAl Promax R AC eSS s SR iEYE
PRIZR AR — B =R RSB, (] MLR {115, RIS 8508, (SRR A Cronbach’s o R %A
AEFEE(CR); MEREEHNTRIL . SHRIE . WSBUZ(AVE). X 73 R AN R RIS -

5. R R
5.1. TR AR ATER
T B G 207 1. AR$E DL N AR AT SR ik . (1) JEZRTTH] < 30 755 (2) 20 EERE &
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HEZE <020, FLRIBRTCRNE 34 4, WEAFRNE 173 (3 1), BEK 83.57%.

Table 1. Demographic characteristics of the study sample (N = 173)
7 1. UM AR A OSHHEW = 173)

e el NH Bt
P51 5 36 20.8%
% 137 79.2%

E K— 31 17.9%
*= 38 22.0%

rK= 43 24.9%

K 45 26.0%

WA &AL 16 9.2%

5.2. BT

B 173 0 UGS BRI HES ), BURT 27% (47 NYAE L, 5 27% (47 N IR 4L, xF 20 A
ZHHHTHOIREAR ¢85 . BT 20 N EAER - (K528 1) 2 5 500K BB . 25 7K “F(p < 0.001), ¢ {6
1E 5.119 % 14.305 2], KT 3.00 [l Fibnitt. RIEBUEAH G RETE 0.452 & 0.730 2 [0, BT
0.40 IR BAFRE(IL AL 2). SEF Cronbach’s o RECH 0.925. Frf % HI@E i H Ak s, HEAIRER
PEF R 3T

Table 2. Predicted results of the item analysis for 20 items (N = 173)
= 2. i 20 NERBEB S ERWN =173)

%H CR fA(t) R IE AR %H CR fA(t) R IE AR
Al 5.542" 0.487 All 5.119" 0.452
A2 7.233" 0.623 Al2 11.789* 0.629
A3 5.904" 0.460 Al3 10.846™ 0.678
A4 7.905 0.480 Al4 9.708" 0.655
A5 6.498" 0.556 Al5 14305 0.730
A6 7.829™ 0.604 Al6 13.081" 0.710
A7 6.417" 0.528 Al7 11.198" 0.588
A8 7.181" 0.486 Al8 9.796" 0.645
A9 9.305™ 0.578 Al9 11.660* 0.626
Al0 12.591* 0.686 A20 10.273* 0.640

VE: *p<0.001.

53. RRMERSH

53.1. BRBEEMEERS
XF 20 Mok HBHTIR R MR 0 M. KMO {84 0.912, Bartlett ERFEREE x> = 1859.449 (df = 190, p <
0.001), KHAEIRIEFEEFATE R KA ERIS 3 HTVEM Promax REASHER:, HETRAMERT 1 1)
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PRI 7o 45 At 4 MHEE KT 1 BT, B3 ZMBEEN 64.16% (£ 3).

Table 3. Eigenvalues and percentage of variance explained for each factor in the first EFA

%< 3. BX EFA BERTHEESHERRER

¥ SSENRIEN Ji EfRRR BT ERRR
Kl — 8.335 41.68% 41.68%
F= 2.043 10.22% 51.89%
By = 1.282 6.41% 58.30%
BAl5- 1Y 1.172 5.86% 64.16%

AR R, BT —(%%H A15. Al6. Al7. Al8. A19. A20)%1 “NAMLFEE” 4k, BT
T(RH ALL A2. A5, A6, AT, ALDEEDSRN “RIZEHBIR )7 4R BT =GR H A9, A10. Al12.
Al3. AL “PiaENARLS” 45 HFPUGGRHE A3 A4y AV R A — 1T, SERHKM
Y E AT

SGBFNT: (1) 6H A3 ( “TEFN TR, IR AT B b IR 2 5 3R AR A7 ). Ad( “Fl
kb, REEAEHCAHHZ. B2 ). A8( “fEFFEZS T, WELTHE YREFHEA
7 b, 5WsgEEaArEmE: (2) %H AlL( “BRHAIEST), RIBSREGHR” VRFEERETE
BT (@R 0.789), 1H 5T = KI5 ARG s (G5 AR PN 0.312), KAMEARL . 3T HISHERANS
b, REiRsE A3. A4, A8, All.

53.2. MERHEREERS

MR 4 N&BEE, SREM 16 AN HBEGEATREER R, FERIEEGAE GRS 3 AN
F. KMO {H 7 0.916, Bartlett BRIEAGIE ¢ = 1549.440 (df = 120, p < 0.001). 3 NHT Rit 5 EZ RN
65.21%.

B P2 LR 4016 DN HIEMWTR AN 3 ANET: B F—(Gk B A15~A20)0 B Py 45 AH G FEE 7,
BF (% H Al. A2, A5, A6, ATV “[RIZELLEE 717 , P =(%6H A9. A10. Al2. Al3. Al4)
XIRNE “HIEBANAL” o &K BEERE T LEMTE 0.597 2 0.923 2 [A], ¥JKT 045, HAZ X2
EIIKT 0.20.

AT 2 PSSR = A O (r=0.471 - 0.619), FFE NGB “flk — 1% O— R B .

Table 4. Exploratory factor analysis structure of 16 items following item deletion (N = 173)
F 4. MBE 16 MEBREEEZSIFEHWN =173)

1 2 3 KR E
ARG

Al7 0.914 0.687
AlS 0.901 0.729
Al6 0.826 0.751
Al5 0.794 0.775
Al9 0.764 0.616
A20 0.597 0.315 0.546
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[l 2E L 7
A5 0.844 0.642
Al 0.844 0.603
A2 0.742 0.616
A7 0.737 0.553
A6 0.684 0.610

LSRN NI
A9 0.923 0.672
Al2 0.888 0.737
Al0 0.689 0.663
Al4 0.625 0.612
Al3 0.608 0.622

FHIEE 6.075 5.113 5.663
Ti EfRRR Hil 6521%

T BIF8EAT <030 FIARR. MAOE % BT R B 5 L H3EH .

Table 5. Correlation matrix between the three factors (N = 173)
5. ZNETFEEXEREWN=173)

ESSR 1 2 3
1. B FE S 1.000
2. [FAZELLEE T 0.471 1.000
3. BHEENRL 0.619 0.540 1.000

HEE 5 A, SRR MEREFE T, LREUE 3 ANET, A 16 88, RN 65.21%.

K7 1 (46 A15. Al6. Al7. A18. Al19. A20 3 6 NIH, MMETE 0.597~0.914 Z i, % H T
6 NI S B R MR R BE S e SRS RSSO B R W R = AE 1 2608 3
JERAAE K5 UK R LS E AR IALS, RILR Fdr R “ WEMCHES " .

K7 2 f4E Al A2, A5, A6 AT SATIH, FfifElE 0.684~0.844 Z 0], %K) 5 AR %
B AMATE S FIZERER I LA, R A B 1 Z B DL [FPE R T, BRI a4 oy “ R R
17

¥ 3 46 A9, A10. Al12. A13. Al43L 5 AIIH, MR 0.608~0.923 Z [, ZHF 1) 5 A8
TS Bl () 5 MR FE R 3E 8 A P, SR L EIFAN e AN R EE55 54Ty, (HADIR B H A A FRE:
Z 554 MR R 0EALR, Bk FaaR “Pua s KR .

5.4. ERERWIRR

I H o M AR R PE R R 0T, A 20 ST aAE R A R 4 M2 H (A3 A4, A8. All), LR 16
BIERER, BEF AHEELE 6). 1% 16 BERKXHH 5 fits, & HNIERTHy, B0 16-80
I%e
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Table 6. Structure of the official scale (16 items)

6. IEXERIIAL(16 &)

Y ok BT KHAR
Al WA EH O ARG R DU B 1 [ 2 L
A2 EFIFHE R RN, ReEBZEE,
FIFELLEUE S 5 A5 L[t R LR, RSB BB FEZEE .
A6 FRARMEA L7 28 B[R] (R B
A7 BIFEZLREPE R EF, RSEBEHCEET
A9 B R P WA AR, EHgas 5HF,
Al0 T A ORI S R E RS, IRt E Cm .
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Table 7. Demographic characteristics of the formal test sample (N = 302)

= 7. ERMRAER A OZ4FEW = 302)

AR i e N# Horh
5% 103 34.1%

el
%@ 199 65.9%
K— 39 12.9%
p - 66 21.9%
FH K= 71 23.5%
N 76 25.2%
Wy L BLE 50 16.6%

5.6. SRS
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Table 8. Results of the reliability analysis for the formal test scale and its dimensions (N = 302)
# 8. ERNMRERRBEEBEEDINERWN =1302)

BRI B Cronbach’s o T2 1E A 2 Y [
o8y 16 0.961 0.615~0.828
YepE—: FIZELRIE 5 0.916 0.706~0.826
YERE—: BN 5 0.911 0.718~0.826
e =. WEMICHES 6 0.939 0.746~0.880

5.7. iR Geit

IE MR ATE B R M S EFE IR e h 85 0% 9. 4k —(5 /) A BIME AN 17.73, 4EE (5 )
SOPIERN 1711, 457 =(6 F) S0 BHE N 19.44 . =AYESE K00 AT ip 25w _E K7, bR ZE1E 5.20~6.96
208, BHRSAAAE, JoH R RACHR SR 2N

Table 9. Descriptive statistics for scores on each dimension of the formal test scale (N =302)

9. EXNMAERZEESIERMESITW =302)

AR ik W M SD Min Max
YEpE—. FELRET 5 25 17.73 5.20 5 25
YEFE . HoHEE KL 5 25 17.11 5.75 5 25
YEfE=. WHEIHICFES 6 30 19.44 6.96 6 30

W T SRR I, WMECNFEYN G, HE—35 N 3.55(D=1.04), 45 315N 3.42(SD=1.15),
YR =441 3.24 (SD = 1.16).

5.8. BARRBEHUE

DAL 25 3R (SISE) AR, 656 5 3% 1) BbR SR I U (L% 10)0 B JRIBAH G A pr it SRR W], &R
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Table 10. Results of criterion-related validity analysis (N =302)
< 10. BHARKBEME SHERW =302)

B ARLS SISE %54
AN SR 1 .
SISE 734y —0.463"* 1

VE: *p<0.001.
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Table 11. Model fit statistics for confirmatory factor analysis (N =302)
11, WIEME RS R A IEIRN = 302)

LA bR Ky bRz
X 200.806 _
af 101 _
xdf 1.99 <3 RIf
CFI 0.973 >0.90
TLI 0.968 >0.90
RMSEA 0.057 <0.08
RMSEA 90% CI 0.045~0.068 —
SRMR 0.032 <0.08

%2 BAREAL R T ERATTE 0.724~0.912 2 [8], 34KF 0.50, HIEEEZEKF(p <0.001). =AYEE
FI4 A5 FE(CR) 24 0.9164 0.912. 0.940 (3)>0.70), T35 ZE 1 EUE(AVE) 5374 0.686+ 0.675. 0.725
(341>0.50), KHEREA RIFHRIVSOEE.

Table 12. Standardised factor loadings from confirmatory factor analysis (N = 302)
= 12, BiEMEE R o s L E FE TV = 302)

e R %H FRUEALAEAT (L) SE. Est./S.E. pla CR AVE
Al 0.724 0.036 20.039 <0.001 0.916 0.686
A2 0.880 0.017 52.870 <0.001
AL A5 0.846 0.018 47.077 <0.001
F2E L EE S ' ' ’ ’
A6 0.808 0.025 32.084 <0.001
A7 0.874 0.017 51.288 <0.001
A9 0.759 0.032 23.471 <0.001 0.912 0.675
A10 0.863 0.017 51.530 <0.001
i S SR YN Al2 0.833 0.023 35.855 <0.001
Al3 0.806 0.025 32.835 <0.001
Al4 0.842 0.018 48.041 <0.001
Al5 0.912 0.010 89.507 <0.001 0.940 0.725
Al6 0.890 0.012 74.113 <0.001
s e Al7 0.810 0.020 40.814 <0.001
i =, PWBACFEE
A18 0.890 0.014 64.975 <0.001
A19 0.819 0.021 39.103 <0.001
A20 0.778 0.026 30.318 <0.001

VE: CR= HEE, AVE= VP rEHE.
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