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Abstract

Objective: To explore the factors influencing pro-environmental behavior, it primarily examines the
impact of post-materialist values on pro-environmental behavior, alongside the chain mediating ef-
fect of climate change risk perception and awe. Methods: A total of 472 subjects from Beijing and
other regions were surveyed using the Pro-Environmental Behavior Scale, Climate Change Risk
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Perception Questionnaire, Dispositional Positive Emotions Scale-Dispositional Awe Sub-scale and
Post-Materialism Scale. Results: (1) Post-materialist, pro-environmental behavior, climate change
risk perception, and awe were all significantly and positively correlated with one another; (2) Further
meditation effect showed that post-materialism affected pro-environmental behavior indirectly
through three pathways: Climate change risk perception and awe played a separate mediating effect
between post-materialism and pro-environmental behavior, with effect value of 0.11 and 0.11 re-
spectively, and also played a chain mediating role, with a mediating effect value of 0.07. Conclusion:
Climate change risk perception and awe play a chain mediating role in the impact of post-materialist
values on pro-environmental behavior.
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Figure 1. Hypothesized research model
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlations among variables
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Figure 2. Chain mediating effect of climate change risk perception and awe
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