Advances in Social Sciences #-£&FF22H{HE, 2022, 11(9), 3960-3971 Hans )X
Published Online September 2022 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/ass
https://doi.org/10.12677/ass.2022.119543

ETHIAT RN FENR S KITAIRE
Zmihl

X @, FhEHL, XER, ATER, kW&, £ & R OE
VLIRS 0%, Wik 3

Weks H . 202247120 FHER: 20224F9H13H; KA H: 20224F9H21H

=

AR ARG RE AERRIER, WiAEFEIRNRTIEEEFFHEL. ARREF S RIT AN
H, BRAFELFAFRATARESHETERERK . ETHRITAER, S5SEABCERESE -
TR - BRI, BENRSBITANSEERRL, PR O B R 2 W9 5] ) — R RAREAT %
Zifhll, RARBERENR. BHEER RIFRIRZELIRARITARE. MEH3INMTREAR, BT
RNEL ATRERERS ITARR. BT RER . EUHE. SMEERERSNEE. WIEAREEN
B RAT ABLTER LR TEAE T R, AR RRAERR S RIT ARG LRSS, A
PRUEAL 936 T RAELIR 7 REAT AR SO P — B ) B KB AN R LMl TR R
Xiid

BRI, RIBATH, WBES], THRITAER, FLREN

Preparation of College Students’ Garbage
Classification Behavior Questionnaire
Based on Planned Behavior Theory

Yuting Liu, Jiaqi Sun, Yuwei Liu, Weiran Shu, Lixin Zhu, Hua Dong, Qiang Wei*

School of Education, Jianghan University, Wuhan Hubei

Received: Jul. 12", 2022; accepted: Sep. 13", 2022; published: Sep. 21, 2022

Abstract

In order to comply with the requirements of green and harmonious development, the classifica-
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tion of municipal solid waste has been promoted in an orderly manner throughout the country. In
order to explore the structure of garbage classification behavior, a questionnaire on garbage clas-
sification behavior of college students was compiled and tested for reliability and validity. Based
on the theory of planned behavior, combined with attitude ABC theory and attitude behavior sce-
nario theory, a multi-dimensional model of garbage classification behavior is determined. Strictly
follow the general process of psychometrics questionnaire preparation, and finally obtain a gar-
bage classification behavior questionnaire of college students with superior reliability and validi-
ty and good model adaptation. The questionnaire consists of 31 items, covering six dimensions:
behavior cognition, behavior emotion, behavior intention, perceived behavior control, subjective
norms, and external situational factors. It can be used as a scientific standardized evaluation tool
in the field of garbage classification behavior research of college students, provide tools and me-
thod references for quantifying garbage classification behavior of college students, and also make
a useful exploration for the standardized questionnaire tool to be further extended to a wider
range of research objects in the field of garbage classification behavior research.
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1. 5]

BRI ts, DA NBUSBE A AT, 7= AR 10 s 3 0 28 ) 43 U4 R OB F s b A AT
[1]o HE 38 A3 7 2 B T SE B 8 Skml AL A B AL, RO 1 U BRI A9 2560 st 1A AR
A EBSEIUHTE D I EDR, 6 2 ar b B S R RIS . 20 R 3R EA TR RE S HE S 3 4 2
W R TAE, SRR I b, sOEEAE I 42 AN SO TR AT B B AW FARIERT
IS} SR T A b W KA A HE IS 5, AT A B A AR R B AT NG, G s 3 2%
TN, FER R AR5 .

AT FERS B 53 AT AR PR R BRI T RIAT MBI . THRIAT 9 EE R (the theory of planned be-
havior, TPB) i1 Icek Ajzen J~ 1988 4, ZR TR - T NK R BGARIS, [ M H Tl 8558
AT NI FE o BRI, BLSEAT NI R AR A HR AT Jy 9 (Behavior Intention) BT IR E o 47 N ] L2
BI=ANHEERBIEEW, 5> Al A (Attitude, BIXHT AT BEZE SR E & APEAL) . FWATE (Subjective Norm,
RSPtk N PR S 1 ) B R 3 o I 6 B 1 s AL ) FUER k0 47 A4 il (Perceived Behavioral Control, B AT g fi2
BEBCPRATAT 9 R R R EN AT RE /D), BRI A 1 [2].

TPB HAL B VK A AT A Z A E R BT 5 BAEA, ST A TRINANAT TS 5 OBESI A 1 o #r r
T3], R EONAT AR S B S . ASHIE T3] F5AT A S5 IR R IE R 3 T 3L

TPB LR “AT NS o “ATRAE” ZXAMEE IR SUEX S8z A%, TPB )45 s i AT
XFBLI AR NIRRT« R 73 SE28 5 (10 1E [m) A7 175 UK, X6 S B BRAT 17 850 70 2 1) e SR S5 A [ e J ]
WA ISR RN “ATNEE” W, SECTRIR A FAT NS R . Tk, AFREES
LA ABC B KAT NA R — DA . 1B AT N a =AMy . A ABC Bt /2 1 D. G.

Tk
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Myers T 1993 fEHHH o KA 58 SCN 0 S E R NI —Fi 8005 A B VAR PR U8, 7EAATTIAS &
55 R F) AT T BB Sk 7, X b s A 1) H A K (affect) . 4T i TA] (behavior intention) A %1
(cognition)ZH & [4]. 5 FEE] TPB RIS ABC B H ¥ “ITAREM” ELHME X A —2EE, W&+
N

HR, T AMERA R CHNBIEEE” o XEHTHES TPB Bt BA— ﬁ%ﬁm,mﬁﬁﬁﬁk
B EARESIPEE, K NS Bk, TR ANMA L SO R B 22 S 4 2 W B AT N RS A i 2% FE (5]
Guagnano ZEIIAE - 4T84 - I RIER Uy, WIS AN I 1% 53 5] 1 5 3547 9, @Efﬁf%f*
LA — @ AR . RS SRR AR A RIE T, SR AERER, (HAT KR KM
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Figure 1. Ajzen’s planning behavior theoretical model
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Figure 2. Questionnaire model of garbage classification behavior of college students
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R 1 13 5 T ] 5 25 22 AR A 120 T A 45, 6 38) 2 B G 8iRl 45 165 iy, 19314 244 1073
B, AREIE 86.67%. Fi 1:0.998 LB HAXBENL /> BN, —2H 537 N#ATIRZE L 1o tr, —
H 536 NHATUAEPE R T 2307 o

AR ESAME R LN T & 41.8:58.2; FERUARIR—RE, HEb 65.9%; K=, K=. K55
Hi b 7.9%. 10.29%F1 11.7%; WA 704 S EG 4.3%; 1E2 IP 4 31 MEYATEUX, HELE 1.

Table 1. Statistical results of demographic variables of college students’ garbage classification behavior questionnaire
F 1 RFHERRHFITRIEE A OFTRBG I

=] M i E (%)
N 1073 100
B 449 41.8
o L 624 58.2
K— 707 65.9
K= 85 7.9
TR K= 109 10.2
NIl 126 11.7
Wtk 46 4.3

2) EIFEA:
BEMLAHE 36 444k, i FLAE I ] 18] B P J Jm 4252 S o A BRI 4 3 6y, PR B R 33 477
Forp o B 4 1:1.2,

2.2. [A)ELRF

2.2.1. ¥ B R

TH MR AR A ST RERUIR, #3521 LIER KL, BRI o B R AT I
Bk BENl. AL B, EUUSRER, FEAIRAR. B RS G RSO b UL 2 S S iR )
iR, WS RIS TR KA B H RIR[7], HER 143 MEH. 1 BOBEEEESARAE
XF A b 2% BT REAR AR, JR7EOR B IR = A A B ot A sHEA T R, SR T 88 Tisk H .

LRI #0E 3 4 SR O TAT BRI A S AT VPN, PO R B B R
YR T ORI, FEXT SR M AR R A B R ) 45 2544 S B MR T VRN SR B e WL o W R L A,
Fh: 1) SRR USRS, SRR S YR 2 (MR E X 2) #0i B I = s A — A &,
SRV 3) o H RIR S TR, AEREHIER: 4) 08 H RIRAFIEIOCHABE S #HBEX
LB S ORI B 20 R H (G S, 7 T) e, SO MR85 3] 7 470 B A L i) A AR AR A
B A A AT ) 45 RSB AR I A S B g T 03 o 7R A 1) 36 Hh i Lkt - 100 2 i W il P A 7 3
Sy ETEREAT b RPN (I —AFW 2, 5—AFW ). XT3 K, #E XK E LTI, [
Vs RFR AT BI85 KT 3, EISH 0. T H R EMRME. i 5 A4 A
W RGP AR 71 MBI,

2.2.2. o1& HEM
FH i) 26 2L S NG 1 A0 i 248 SR AN 71 TR H L lad 2k b5 SO R 2 AR B AT R U 5
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223. HIRIA

H & K2 AR AT NI G IS BRI R AT DR AT sl WM
i IR 6 MEEL L 7L . RAZEHE 5 it I——AFRARS, 2—— RS,
3I——AHE, A—— A RfFE, S— AW E. AP 108k, B 6 EERHR,
AINGER T RERRL

2.2.4. BIEALEE

AW A EE AL B % DL RSB R HE T: 1) K] SPSS26.0 X} 1073, 4343 RAE ARG HEAT I H 2047,
BEJE R 1073 frFEARENL > 2) KH] SPSS26.0 X Hrh — 4l A (537 M) BEAT IR R Z b, LA
RZE IR 0 458 3) R AMOS25.0 @745 J7REAR AL, FFXT 53— 2£(536 1) #EAT Bl PR 3= 2 7
DAEAT S5 R RURE B0 AIE s 4) X 1073 A AEAREE v 5 N i — BB BE, {3 33 3 B I AE ARG 56 1] 5 1Y) EE
WAE B

3. ZBRE N
3.1. B

F A SR I AT i AR HE, T 27% A, T 27% R . RO REA t 4G
BN AR AR AN 1R 2 Rk T 5. SRR, A 71 IEEIRE S B R4 Bk
PR EMEZE R (P <0.01).

It Pearson AHIK T, THE IR AN IS G A R ARG, 45 R EoRBR TIH 10, 15, 17, 19,
21, 27, 29, 30. 42 5E53 MR REULT 0.05 R F KA, HAETE 85 2 8 FIH O RE5E 3]
P<0.05 & FEHHKAKF. MERTIH 94, IR 62 MH .

3.2. FREMETF I

AR H M85 R, XT&TF 62 NI HBATIHEZRIER 708 . KMO =0.954, Bartlett BRIZE R 42 =
19075.377, P <0.01, Zla4&d TREATIRRMER 70 8. | T3S &K T 2 AR —E R RIAHR, )
KM BRI ALk WP REASH 10 MFEERT 1 AR T RIEHH Hmr R, X2 L =AM
HE A ATAT— N BT H AT MBS -

Q) WUH B k. T H R K3 <0.40) 38 XAt ik i i K PRI P AN 58 XA Aar 46 0T 39>0.40

b) #Kl o 2 F—4E B TR H A E 3 T MIBREEANYEE LRI .

AR B AR AEMER 31 AN TH , X R 31 NI H FEATIREMER 1404, KMO = 0.943, Bartlett 2k
56 42 = 10385.396, P < 0.01. R ZE A3 6 MFIEE R T 1 KA K . 6 ME T/ RiHRETT 21 64.45%.
ARAE T H A 7R LLEAT I v 25 2 1 A 2 B B2, 20 s 6 NE P AT, B ITAE
] EREIAT AR ETE RS SRR . T H e % DB o
3.3. WiEEF o

PR — B BAE M R 7 2 Aot R 22 AR B 3R AT R Il S R G M AT IR, R R L R B A,
LA E TR S 2. R A T Fa bR »2{E  925.527 . df 4 411.P &/ T 0.01. )Xl 5 H 1 1 EL1E (2/df)
N 2.252. #4 ECIE 4R kR (Incremental Fit Index, IF1)y 0.944. FLAGHECIE 484 (Comparative Fit Index,
CFI) 4 0.944. ~F-#43li% % #7715 (Root Mean Square Error of Approximation, RMSEA) A 0.05. A4 &
B, PrAfebR e AT IEE N, SINCE B R S — P R ALERC R 4 .
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Table 2. Model fitting index of college students’ garbage classification behavior questionnaire

® 2. REERRSHIT AR BRI S EiatR

T H 27 df p Ll RMSEA NFI CFI IFI
i 9525.527 411 0.000 2.252 0.05 0.903 0.944 0.944
FrifE >0.05 1<N<3 <0.08 >0.9 >0.9 >0.9

PEIAUENE R T2 BT 45 H (R 4 BE AR DGR R RN (L35 6), BRT “ MRIYE” A BT Jgdail]” [aAH O &
$09 0.601 Hb, HoAth %P7 [AI A 6 R B ARG TE 0.60, WA B B M Z B A1 20 Hr R

3.4. [REIEHR

3.4.1. ABP—BMRE
of 5] 35 [ 4% 24 5 R e W) A5 A5 FE HEAT 0. B 3 40, BAIFE 1 Cronbach’s o 2504 0.849, &4k
Cronbach’s o 2¥ KT 0.7, PEE—S0EAS BT .

Table 3. Reliability analysis of college students’ garbage classification behavior questionnaire

3?3 REERRS AT ARIENEES T

A 1 PR R OERD WA ERIEER SNk
Cronbach’s a 0.758 0.815 0.873 0.934 0.926 0.729 0.849

342 BENEE
FEALAE 53 & (3 38 ZHRB)WAR, EIEFHAIERGER 2 A2 EN. S8R TE 4. BhEH
TSN 0.797, FMH M EBA BRI ENEE.

Table 4. Test-retest reliability of college students’ garbage classification behavior questionnaire
4 REENPHEITHEENENEE

N 15 8% TRER  BEYTAES ERNE BREE PSR
IR 0.269 0.647™ 0.716™ 0.723" 0.398" 0.311 0.714™

35. WEER

351 AARYE

PR A AT B A RO, A S HEE LT L2 R 1) £/ I EIRHE S AR A7
fBEA 2 R RRIR) G G5 R IR0 A, S ORZ S B AT AT I 2) 295 O Bl R AT A %
10 5 (R R IR 45 6 24 N SERBREAT s 3) WrHX 3 A0 B S R WA WO EXT 1) 5 88 H KA AT 2 %
THREAM T, B IUH AEEAS R A AR N BRI S5 Al 1B R PP . DL B R % 2 1]
LRABRI AN BERL.

EAEE R IR AEA H 2 (K A R RUZAE 2% H AR TR SO E R UL AR B E AR I R P (L% 5), I-CVI
A S-CVIUA 108 1, %2k H AL Rl B #R REA RO E 75 ZER R 2R BB RAT N

Table 5. Expert evaluation indicators
= 5. BRI

n I-CVI S-CVI/UA
L7 3 1 1
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3.5.2. LEHEE

A7 LA PRl (A1 A 56 5 R 7[R 43 22 8] BRI AE SR AR SR G5 R R VAR FE bR, S SA AR BRI R 3R .
BN, SH 72 NAFE R EFEE A SC, RITH A4 R AHCAE 0.10~0.60 Z 8. 1h4t, BITF 5
oy Z IR NAFTE B A G, B 2T 572 R SC . A E 7R EAAE, Bk B sR
SR —NLERR . & 6 1550, K EAAEMDS, HRRMEN 0.601, fH/MEA 0.100, HiTin FHE,
BT, R IRAE G AN T X R R A 5%, O ) 45 5 K 30 R R -

Table 6. Correlation between factors and total scores

FR6. ERFZESESZEMEX

IWEI 1% ToRER BRI RN ERRNE EREE A4S
NFA 1
15 &% 0.459" 1
AT NE 0.103" -0.154" 1
JREIAT ol 0.416™ 0.604"™ 0.139™ 1
FAHTE 0.414™ 0.494™ 0.100° 0.601" 1
I 0.147" -0.228" 0.147 -0.133" 0.107" 1
My 0.624™ 0.658™ 0.286" 0.831" 0.820" 0.278™ 1

H: TFERp<0.01; FRp<0.05.

353. Xo¥E

N TR IGZ E G 0] 45 55 4 FEAE RS AR SR AT A FIFR L LI IX o0 3%, b iE Uit 5 % 537 444
RIHT G 27%IE AR 4L, A 27% AR ZI 3R AT A (AR = 2), S5 27% NS ik 2%
AT A (ARG A 2H) o X E 20 58 ) 5159 /0 7E R/ 4 L 22 R T gt S iR 4R INAE 7.

Table 7. Difference test of high and low groups in each dimension

F7. SRSEERERE LNERKQE

SSSAN ] M + SD t df P
o4l 3.937 0685 .
NI N -13.481  200.474 <0.01
e 4.809 + 0.336
&4 3.137+0.707 .
11K B -19.344  245.413 <0.01
mr A 4.546 +0.490
&4l 3.068 + 0.424 N
PSRN o -4.7 277 <0.01
mr 3.316 £ 0.455
R sy 4 3.252 + 0.566 N
JRENAT I il o —25.639  234.949 <0.01
e 4713 £0.363
R4 3.646 + 0.562 .
FEWAE . -25.564  168.453 <0.01
e 4.931+0.189
k>4 3.446 + 0.590 N
(LB ES N —6.658 277 <0.01
mor A 3.942 +0.652
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Continued
T4l 3.403+0.275 .
B N -38.201 209.429 <0.01
) 4.409 £ 0.146

V¥ THRORIE 0.01 KT EEE,

BHELAT D LG B E AR A B AR EN R, SIhZEER GBI X2 R%, fe
AR5 BA A R 3 AT A (R A A

4. +1ig
4.1. BRAFENRSFITAREHNHFEFEAM

A ) G R AR AN G RIS FF SR AV R o ZmBIFREAT G0 B A G A i VL 2R . AT el i
SCRRIMT TFBGRUTR LK PG T A BORE SR 21T, IO BCERR G . ROUAR G T )
B BTG B FEEEZ MR, K817, BRETVREHEE . WERP R ZAEBIR S RIT NG,
A& S A IR AR AT S 1St [EREMITEI R BN, 6 870 5 & YRS 70 () Cronbach’s o RE7E
0.72~0.94 Z[a], UiBAI G AN E—BUER R SRR ENERY 0797, BRI A& R 18] i — 2k B .
RUE TR TR, WERAREINERE. SRBUEMX R, WG T X EIHIER L
A NI, SRS B G548 L7 & A, R AR 1 4 P — S AN [ [X 34 TR j 1 AR T4
AEYER T8 R EoR, BRI AR EO B b, BORNA IR RAF, PSR AR —
Btk

A R 2R BIR A AT A BA G B3 6 MERE, OFE KRR AT N
WAL IR B BTN BRSNS e . e R 4 T, DRSO R O AT
NERBA VR & CIRGE, SRR RN B (585, SRR 4 I0, JEAMA
W AT RMING ARG R GESE 4 I, AR B3 23 SR SR A BAT O AE RS s AT N
PEIAERE 8 T, INEEAMA St 5 3 70 AT A B U D RS s ERUTEGESE 6 0, 2 MAAE SC it
B oy HAT NI 2 B EAD NI RESE ;. MG LERE 6 T, DA T H S b ) RAT N E A
WIS ER, BARECR . HIE . A RS, BRI E 31 8, 8 HRIA MR, R s
REESAACE N AT BAAE 10 908 AA 5E

4.2. BT HRUTAERRHIARFENR S RITREEHTITHE

BT RIAT B VR g ) K 2 AR B 2 AT O ) 26 B B AN S S AT AT

BT b, TR A R BB OB I, LIRS A2 KIS E S T o,
FeAFEZ ARG TR L3R 73 AT D9 D R R AN PRI 45 38 73 AT R R AE AN o iZ B AT A R LA
VUM R THRR, EENSE . BT M. S SE A AR A R REAT N . B ANERAT
MR AR R FAT N BRI E RIS SR, MR BRI AT N T T B4R BB iR e

BUSERIATYE b, tFRIAT BRI CAEAT R AU 2 RS 2R 5, PO RIE RN > R TR D 852
RIBLSE ) R (it 1 vl {3 AR LA AR A R . THRIAT R BRI A T RS U AT Y, AR
FIURA A 2 SRINERAT N BRAEAT MR, AU O IR IFEAT AR RIE ST . AR I A3 T RIAT
BB TT T AR B 3 BRMRAT e, D 3 B RT LB e RO R I P SR R, b T
MA[8]: JAMEE CATHRIAT MBI Iy Efty, M3 RIMEAT MR R R B[O B BUlieRs 147 v Hig S R
BNEAR GG &R 5 DORGAT A BEAT EALHT FT[10] . FAESIIR 73 SRAT AR FE Uk, W S8 IR AT RIAT N EE
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IR B N 4 S AN T BB AR (3] X479 B 1o DA fgp e 3 P =24 i 37 38 7 Ak T A= v £ e Al
SEMt TR A . BRI AT RO RHE T AR R R, RS ERMNEZE, FERIFARAR. fE
W 2 BE N BBORAPREIL R IR, YOS N BAT AR AL EREE, X “ 3l r2R” X —
B4 B OOk EREA R, SRRMRGU SR B R, 25 R A8 A . R B AL LAl
MEINT “HEELE” IR R, AN AREER S MU R TR 2 4G S M E S RBE A ST ANE
SCRUE Ro FERIR > REERIAEAT N LRIy, NREUSERMERUE N NI 80K A5 5 [ K ) 24 N K
B FEAR RS 2 A E R AR ARMTRIAEL TS AT R R RRATuER ENE.
1o SR B FORMA IR 7 AT A BN AT BE o Al AL IRAC AN DR B3R 7 S IARA DGR B IE S M R
MR B 2 5 G (1R 1K) 80l SN AR M AN 58 32 WAV s 76 70 B0t 1Y e i b 58 (I 1
A AR 3 7 SR AN, 32 100 98 53 X A5 2 30 7 SRS A 42 S (R AT A 1) 5

ZR b, R HRAT B g ) KSR AR B 23 SRAT O ) A BAT PR AN L0 S AT AT
4.3. NEMERNHBEREFNR T HERHEAEY

A gL T, PR “RIR AT IR R A BRI 0 AT

A RAT NI RS 5, X EARA A F T IE OER B A, AN RER AR O AR o 1)
AR A R g R . TR MERTIE R, RAEVBARTIR AR, ARk I
NANFER Gy o ASHT UL IR ZRAT N7 A UM A SORIR AT A L, BER AT IR 4 ] B0 SRR Y, LR
R 0] 2% PR T 1) 3 P 190 A0 32 B A 7 Fy J PR HEAT A

WRYEAT AR T, R EAT N R ) BB AN R IR T AT 4 A B o o BRIEZ AL, A7PEZ
PR RS, DU R HEAT 204 -

1) MR FE WA IR AT A RRFIE, i P 5038, OB 5 2R 1) 36 B R M BB AL RS
B, R HRE S0 RS B R BRI B AR 0 R AR A I 25 o T AR AR 07 2 1) 2 s
R B B QAR ARG AT W RE DRI B [0 2, BT R RAT N AT NS IR
ERE . AFR R SAERL[1L]; AR ZE A Z S AIE MMPL B JE 504 2 NS UK 17 6 Hof i 25 A A%
OB IR R RIS RARESE 10 MIRARRR . 2) DR, REHAT ORI VAN SRR
TR DR B OIS B AL BB it iR SN G212, . Bk S AE[12] [13]. 3) )
VAT o R BLI 7 SRAT NI S5 A 2 0SS R T 52 A 3R AR . 2 5 T i RAT 9 BB 4 147 D 1) 26 foe
FIR RS . it 7o K4 38 B B mOM AT e A BB AT 9 B 2 B AT R 5638 ek
B I RRRAT O] MM SF4ERET] [8] [13]. WAEBAIWMAE 1 “RATA T M, H S5
TR R . (HARAG BRI AT AN 3 U . R8I PSR . (HIXM RS
AT S FITER 1A o8 B A 3 3 1) 3 2 B AU T NG

BT AR, B B AT OO S ], BRI S LB B R, BRI
BOHEARN A7 WA Y, (ERAET AT OB, TR, . BRI N E
RAMGERAT NIEIR SRR R, A BRRAT R RIR L, TNAT At .

BT, B TUE e AR R MR R R I A BEAR R B 7 AT NI B I 4504

4.4. HRRRERE

AW TAEPCREA B IEFE_ EAAFAE—2AAE . BIE BRI A A R HH ML, KA 2
BEAETH RN Y RN B B M [14] [15], PAROKSAAE B SRR A RIE, ASHT FEi A Al (ER s
BRI T RZ AR, —ERE LRI T ARG E R AR 2 R SR B L VA A
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Wity

Ji BRI T Ak B2 R B I o3 2 190 2 R AT A, R A [ A8 SV AR | 25 it 56

TSRS, R B S E AR, $REEIRA AT R T B 8E & 3.
5. &P

1) OB e ] 4, 3RAG g R B RAT N G . IR AT I AT R

TR BFAT RS BT SRR 6 MR, 3L 31 M. #k HHR 518, "I7E 15
DB NE S, BT .

2) ARG g B AR WE B ETAT Y, RARFRERE, SEISHAEEAY &, WL

BLIR Iy RAT It TR A AT R DAL 2 E T TR

&5k

(1]
(2]

(3]
(4]
(5]
(6]

[7]
(8]

[9]
[10]
[11]

[12]

[13]
[14]

[15]
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Table Al. Factor load of exploratory factor analysis of college students’ garbage classification questionnaire
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