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Abstract

Background: As the main body of implementing policies and systems, local governments have close
ties with the public. In the process of “public-citizen interaction”, the subjective socioeconomic sta-
tus of the public may affect their subjective well-being and local government evaluation, thereby af-
fecting the level of trust of local governments. Design/Methodology: Based on the 2020 China House-
hold Longitudinal Survey (CFPS2020), this paper examines the relationship between individual’s
subjective socioeconomic status and trust of local government, and examines the mediating role of
subjective well-being and local government evaluation in the relationship between the two. Con-
clusion/Findings: The results found that the subjective socioeconomic status of individuals positively
predicts trust of local government. An individual’s subjective socioeconomic status can predict trust
of local government through three indirect paths: subjective well-being, local government evalua-
tion, and the chain mediating role of the two. Significance: The above findings reveal the internal
mechanism of individuals’ subjective socioeconomic status affecting the trust of local governments,
and provide new ideas and reference paths for how the state can formulate policies that help enhance
the public’s sense of gain and happiness from the perspective of public personal cognition, so as to
improve the level of trust of local government.
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1. 5|

BUFEAERSE AT BUFIUA A E REERE, R BUGAT A LRGSR REAAL
FAT M, R T AR BUG S E & TR EEL]. EFEREE - KERT, BRLINE, 2
RN 3075 BUR AT AR BLUE N OGE, JCHZ BRI B B i A7 Se g 00 [2] o ehitk, 65X 5 BURFAT 3h g
T GPAT IRV ST, A T 17 BUR AR KT th 2 A AR A0 [3] [4]. M J7 BURHE A /KTl
XA ARBIFE SRS 3 58, A7 Bh T RE A S B AT A B SUN(5] . O VFZ TSRS 1ty
BUFEAERIEMR R, 5K 2 A2 DRI T BURME AT« WSS EIF , R L)L+ 4Ris A 2,
BUFEAE I AW T BRI A3 [6]. P E, SZBUASTIITENT, A A0 H S A7 BUR 5 — EAL
TRGEACT[7]. (BFERERER Y, T BUR 5 A AR H 2848 2 . 06 7 BURF AT /0 B SR e i 1
T, FACERIHTT BUF B2 IR RE GRS RRF? 2 — MERARD (8. R, v [ [ PR /g
WAEZLHE R, DI, SR 7T B f 3t 7 BURF S AR A B2 B AL S 3

WITBURMEAE 2 2 MR R [8]. /£ “BUREEN” KdiEd, SBUTAS . Ha KBUA TR
9 =AJ2 T 0 PR 32 A A A e 2 B2 AR L5 BURF I (S AR /KT [9]-[14]. WFFERMT, A4 B BN KA
SR S RBUM AT AP R AR A Y B L 3 [15]. bk, /S A S 4E 22 1A 5 0 it 3 ]
RERAMEL 0T 3 75 BURF (S AE[16] . WAL 2 2 DAL R 48 AN T btk 2B IR AN 22 TR RE I A B SZ , 4
MRS e s NAERIARARIZ IR, 4 B R AL 2SR 5 T73[17]. DA TR L AL
SERMEAEZ R Z AL R R R, W& RE PR —EI[18]. thsh, EMEREEIL T 2%
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ARG AR, A B A2 DL 2B R R R, 38 5 BURS AT T B A7 7E BB AR [19] [20].
—T, CHRRER, FASEEEHA RS IE [ T 3 AR [21] . — R UL, AARIIAN AN EAE
S BT, HO SEAR I RN FE R AT R e . T, NSRRGSR, AU A AR
FERR R, AR ) 6T UM O R T PPN, ER b S v R EURHS A K P [22]

TR FN$R T 77 BURHS AT RGBT A AR R B RO = IR 25 BLBUR G R R 2 S R, 24
AT S AN N W2 48 5 M A R b 7 BURFAS AT 2 181 9% R BT R BB, A7 7E 2R MERD U B O6 R IG 4L,
XA E T EEK TR A S R FE Tk, AW IT B IR 0 IR0 A 5 WA £ 8 57 i 57 R 1k 5 B
B AT 2 1) fR) 56 2R 7 [ AN M L] . ASSC 86 CFPS2020 #i#, A6 N 32 W Ak &4 5 o7 5o 7
BURAS AT 00 LA R 32 00 =2 AR B AT 1 7 BURF PPN 2E b (i AR F o AWt 90 30 Bl i SIE 40 A B0 2 300
AN EMA: 2 G5 A 5 7 BUR BT 2 M P OO R, T 7 BURAS AT AR AL )7 BUR 76 3
RURESR AL S B SR 5 SE 3 4%

2. XHREFiR AR RiIZ
21 PAERH L FASHHFBAEE

BURFBAT AR A AE SBUN BB R R, WTBUR IERBATIRRE, el (R ARt A LRI 1 E &8
FERVEARAZ L, RBUFTESEAILATIRAE . A R0ATE H AR AL DI ERE[23]. BURE AR AT A4ItE N =4
YERE. 0B MBUAHIEREE . RNEBUR A S S ERSBUR TEN R EE[24]. 5 BUFE AR AR
T 75 BUR I BEAS PEAN AR IR A, RO T AT BUR R S AT S & AME O [25]. T BUMN B RAE AR
WRBOR ARSI EHAT . A HAT NR IR SZ 5 VPN E 4 B T 7 BUR S A 3Rl [26] . FHIL,
A SCAE R T BUR SRR, B E B E A O A B B R IEEREE . CAREENLT . BUA
o HESX=AFH T MR T EPFRE[27]. BUAREIR[11]. BUFSL[28]. AR AEL4[29]. BURHME
BATEE[30]. e AF[31]. #hafRiAF[32] KAt &S AT [33] U e M BURE AT . 211, FR&EANNE
2T A NINEA T WAL S G A BOREAE RS2 E A . R, # 2 — PR A N M
FEE U MR 7 BURAS AT 2[RI A5G R ML, Ay B8 G B v A 00kt i 75 BURT RS AT /K P HR LB 10 SR

FMAE S EPFHAL IR AR T B S TAEE TR S R B3 T B #0E 7KFARON &5 K A
o F oAt N (R 28355 R AL 2 i AT P S A8 S T AR S AT F B FE B AR i A7 2 179 = 0 ) BT [34]
AN FE WA 2 05 TGS 1 A 2 B ST RN 22 5 MU B A 2 10, e 32 WAL S b & 8 AT B T &
2 M AT (1) B0 RIS it 25 A R (B, SR WL 5 Hb A A& Fig A Aot B A1 B 5 20305 (ON ) A F SR Rt it
Z RN RAVEA35]. B AE N, BT BEWAESLFFHAL, AR 54 2 25 1AL 1 3 U A,
BIY = WA 2 20 5 M A B B e R LT B LR AR AL T 2 SRR, S AMAAT v B A ) T AL [36] - AR
IWHAT AW, FAFIE BB AR KAR B 2 5 MR AT RS, IR MK AR TG WU IS
JE[37]. MARIFE S22 G AL, S R 5T 53 IR (00 a0 S SO o B e 0 80 R P A ) A 2 B U (191
WA ANBKEE) SR 2 [38]. £ T MREUN 15 B 10 IR DL AN BURT BN NS AERT B8 2 1 264 R, WL
REVEHATI S A A T E ARG T AR IME S, BN S K AT R8sk 22 5 5 [30]

FTUL T, AN N WAL 2 255 M A 5 BUR S AT 2 8] 1) 08 R 32 DA R R

B 1 (HL): AN WAL 2 2 5 AL IE 1] T b 7 BURF (S AT -

2.2. EMFBRAS T BTN ER

U A R A LS L S AT B AR A 0 IS AR TR A ) — A BN B e S, B A
T T B R UG R AR I AN 43, AR B O @ RE . AR S5 5 TR A o6 2 [39] . ARAE AL 2 LR
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Hig, MR A ORI Z S TN, S PAFRIRAE R, I e B B ) U SR UK
o, BIAARKEMAL ST ALI S, AR R[40]. BEAh, BT EUAEE R AT H A I,
AR UL S AR R i, R L ARV R e, R OB [ TR R I BGA E AE, WTI SR UG (S
K [41]; 53— 071, EMERR AT 2ok A Akt & 2 ARG 0E,  t et AT BURFAT N
BT, T2 IR T B BURFEA [42] -

HOTTBUR AN I 28 OO BURF % 77 TR B A7 8 Sia BKP HEAT (5 AL PG 17 0[43] . AR A L 25 ) 45
Hig, o RIRACE AT RS R O A 2 A 1 R R R IR OGP [44] . — R, A SR A B
NEmMBIEGAE SR, @it Em I ARG RBGAE BB L, hitiEkifE B EZ 57T
BE2 TR A AN BURFAT SR BV SZ SINREIAN T » A TTTRZ I 23 AR B0 25 B AN BUR FITEA [45] - BE4F,
T BUF A 5 A AR BURE AR S AR R BE 2 LRn B0, A A7 BURF PP e, RN
IR TARB R, X2 BRI HBUR B AE[11] . BUREAERIET BUR H0E BESTRL LL B AL AR XA 5%
HIVEAT[46]. A, WA AT BUR PR 5 307 BUR S AR Z AL — SV [47]. HOTBUR VT S 128
PR HTT BORF B AR [9], B A AU H J7 BURF A B R, BURMEAE/K P RtBl o

WEFCRWT, A ARBAEFE E R, MHOTBUF IV st AR, BUREAEK T2 155
(48]0 877 BURFPFAT A 45 9 22 AT HJ5 BURF SRR S5 MTRE T BTN AT, Bl 1 28 Ak A A 3t i AN W S A
&, (E— R e T AN T BUR IEE[49]. HH TR SBUA TG E AT 4, AT H %A 0%
RO R TR EE DL R ph AP T2 8 ) = 00 S A BT e 4 Y 35 BT A AR O BOIR &S BE, FR ) BRBURF i AN AT
O EELAR[11] [20]. RIBE, A BTN A AR B Sk 2 23t My (B s DA R 2 1 5 LS, AT
XYBURF A P LE AR, e AR T A AR BURF RS AR AR L

BTSN, AN ST BRI 157 BUF PO 5 17 BUR B AR K T 2 18]
KA UL e :

RBE 2 (H2): WA AL A N W A 2 22 B AL IE 17 00 3 77 BORF (5 AR AR vh A AR H

i 3 (H3): 7 BURF PPN ZEA N W AL 22 22 5 AL I o) S50 b 7 BORF B AT 3 R R 3 AR

B 4 (H4): DT WA 2GRl FOEARE 07 BURF O R ma st )7 BURHS AR (B EE o
RNE) o

ST, AW SRR A 1 s

EHEERE o 75 BURF

MAEMR LS EF AL W5 BAFEE

Figure 1. Theoretical framework of this study

Bl 1. A#mpiaEs

3. ARt
3.1. HIEFIEMELR
AT EIE K B T 2020 4 [E 5 EE B R R 5 (CFPS2020) N N\ H & v %5, CFPS HEAE % 25 N4/
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HIEAIX, AR G EFEARS R A 43 KRR

X CFPS2020 /N [ 25 il 36 JR A6 Hda i Rt FI AL B, & IL3R15 1 17,794 MERFEAR . Hdf
¥ 8604 44 53 1H(48.4%), 9190 4% 1(51.6%), “T¥JFES N 46.2 5, H 50.9%M A\KH T, H 49.1%
INKB TRE, H 3LT%MNZHEREAS T LU L, H 68.3%K N2 E LA ST LUF (b
BV RTINS BN B, H L R 22T E o F ) o

BT CFPS2020 ™ A B2 1) G4 & MA TR & 45 3, PRI 2R A giit T ik e & S A7
LR F7 i m % . Harman SR RAG IS5 R BoR, AT FRRHEES KT 1, RSB FRIUNT
ZERNT 40%, IX R B AHI T RE A B s AN AE ™ B SRR 7 i R 2

32. TENE

321 HEBTE

AT WY AR AR B N T BURSAF . 7€ CFPS2020 & a1 %, JEEUEIRN “ &6t A HBUR & 7211
EAFFEEEFT L2 7 SR &E 5 BUREAE[11] [50] [51]. BELARIGSE 0~10 (it4r 5k, 0 MR AEHE A
B1E, 10 ARRAEHEE, BUEMARTR A AT 7 BUR G AT A2 i

322 MRTE

AW TR R AR B A N M AL L 5r A . 78 CFPS2020 W2 jrl 6, IBHUEIN 1 “ B4 H OAEA
Hu AL S AT T L 2 7 R 2 “I84h B CURNTEARHLMAI BT L4327 SRIEA N A& Z 51
Bro PASRRIUAR A ol 40, LARIRAC, 5 ARFIR S, HUE BRSNS N E WAL AL AN B r
R o AT T AN N AL 22 G5 A 10 B AE R P AN R 43 R 1) P35 {F . Cronbach’s o $%04 0.712,
KMO & 0.5, Bartlett BRFZAR 56 2 & 2 1¥1(p = 0.000), 7 W IX WA 8 0E A R 1434

323 RN EE

KR E NP RS EWEFEK. £ CFPS2020 A R d, Wkl “/REZHME” . “XHE
AR RE” A X B CARKRGE O =AU & . 55— AR I 23 i 07 2okit4, 43
53788 1 A W SE AR SR R BB 5 o S5 PRI IR L2317 RT3, 4599318 3 IO A 3 R R
AR RAT O AR BE R S o AR 5T o S S AR B 1R I BB 9 = AN T 73 s AR~ 2318 . Cronbach’s a RN
0.628, KMO {4y 0.668, Bartlett BRFZAL 0 A2 2 2 1 (p = 0.000), K HHIX =A@ TUE & 4% F 1747 -

B ANRAAR BT BUR AN . 7E CFPS2020 WA E Ml 1, IEHUEIIN “ &5 HEAR BB i/ X
BURF TAE USRI SR oo 5 BURFPAN SE AT & . SERRITCR T #1341 ARRB RS, 2 &
H—EmS, 3 REEAZ RS, 4 REEARHS, 5 R ZHEM T EFF AT T R A5G,
B 1 AR BT SR T, 2 ARERBA s, 3 RREA 2 Kiligi, 4 EA —E/S 5 REARARS:.
R orikEr, AR AN H T BUR IV R

3.24. HHTE

AW H A ROREERNO= &, 1= %), F&. BUATHO = EER, 1= %R). ZUERE
0= @mFUTF, 1= mP kb E), IXO= &, 1= ). SWRNO = KI5, 1= O8F, LS
AN A 2 18 B E B AR FLAS IO R &1k, e 7 B RESIRAS)

3.2.5. BuEah

AW AL SPSS 27.0 F1 Process V4.0 HEATSKUE /AT B 56, JEId A VESE T R 1t B 4% A8 B 4L
PSRRI . 2805, B A ST RIS AN N EW A S5 A B4R 17 BURF Y
AT BURAB AT Z [ R AMEAR G OC R . =, SKHH Process V4.0 HH AL 6 S5k 32 W S A A 1
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TTBURFIPA 7 A SE A S 28 5 i AT 7 BURA (56 2 2 1RO 8 2 R
4. HRGER
4.1, HREGITH RS

W 1 AR, BT HR GRS IS R . MO BUR B ARG IME N 5.677, AHXTRULALTE
Ko NN FEMAL L TFHAL I IIME Dy 2.993, AN T2 AL 22 A7 R0 22 55 A i 35048 B AR AL TE S5 |
KM = 3.065 Al M = 2.921), W SEA& B IIME N 5.195, AbFm A K T o 7 BURF VPN 193548y 3.498,
b T A S R K

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis
= 1 R MG FIE R A

Bl ¥ifE EZE 1 2 3 4 5

1. HOTBUELE 5.677  2.567

2. DMANFAL LT 2993  0.931 0.216%***

3. A FEMAL AL 3.065  1.061 0.203***  (,882***

4. M NFEREFFHAL 2921  1.053 0.177***  0.880***  (,553***

5. F M FARIE 5.195  1.088 0.265***  0.400***  0.358***  0.347***

6. Hh T BUFPFN 3498  0.941 0.364***  0.111***  0.098***  0.098***  0.153***

FE: ***p < 0.001.

AR S M b o] DL, AN N 5 WA 2 28 57 SR D7 BURFAS AT 2 18] 2 B0 53 ) IE AR SR 58 &R (r =
0.216, p < 0.001); A FENA: AL FIAS N 32 MG B HLAT 35 5 b 75 BURHE AT 2 535 TEAH5C(r = 0.203, p <
0.001; r = 0.177, p < 0.001). FEMEARE. H7BUFPEN 5 7 BUMFS AR 2B H B E M IEA SR (r =
0.265, p < 0.001; r = 0.364, p < 0.001); T W -4 /2% 5 M 7 BUR AN B 2 5 35 1IEAH ¢ (r = 0.153, p < 0.001).
HT NN ERARE T AL F AR 7 BURFIEN AT 7 BUR AR 2 MR E R B A G R R, 4%
TRIRA TG HEAT s A N B IS AN A3 HT

4.2. [EYA5Hr

4.2.1. P AEMHREFFHIN R 1075 BRHEERR0T

W, BN TN ERAL ST T BURE AR, & 2 R EIR, fEAIMAATATEE
B EOL T, N AT AL B 17 B EAE B A B35, A A E WAL 5 AL i =5
FHN 0.216 (p < 0.001), AL 1 AT DASRRE LT BUMAS AT 4.6% 738 i A 2 (MON T4l g &, A&
2 WIS kG, BAL 2 W] R T UM BT 0.8% A &, X, ZE M. SWIR. B
TETH SRR S 6 15 BURF (AT &, Rk, £ Tt ERn g, A0k aEENANE
WAL 2= PR GINAR Y 3 AT 0 #T . WFCSE TR, 1AL AT iR 77 BURHS AT 5.1% B R & . 4
N F WAL 222 5 A7 (#5115 2% 0.215 (p < 0.001), B Hoxot b 05 BUMAS AT LA 535 1E 1) 5

4.2.2. N AEMIS LRI S 4 F i 5 BT EE RS0

BASE RN 3 s MBI 2 85 3R G, 2R R AL m] fRe 7 BURH(EAT 4.6% 78 F &, MAEMN
Fhe A7 R H R ECH 0.203 (p < 0.001), Pk, AN W #E 2t o7 4 B 56 7 BURHS AT A S 3 1E M) 520 .
B 3 TERAY 2 (kR Bl AN N EMAEFF AL, 45 RER, NAEWE SRR, %R
AT R T BUR B AT 5.2% A8 F 8, N A WAL S Az 319 R %0h 0.151 (p < 0.001), AN A FEME AL
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[A15 £ %79 0.095 (p < 0.001); BElitk, AN TRAL 2 AL AN 2 G MR 0 3 77 BURHE AR 3545 (235 1E 17§,

AR Y AT R T UM AT 5.2% 48 7 &

Table 2. Regression results of individual’s subjective socioeconomic status on the trust of local government

2. PAEHH LSS B EEREAER

A B 1 B 2 R 3
P A
Hh X —0.048*** —0.028***
P -0.015 -0.012
THERE 0.033*** 0.037***
YR VNITA —0.037%** —0.048%**
BUATHE S 0.040%** 0.034%**
S 0.073*** 0.029%**
HAR &
MAEME LT 0.216*** 0.215%**
DW 1.816 1.723 1.816
A R? 0.046 0.008 0.051
F 866.579%*** 24,822%** 137.757***

FE: ***p < 0.001.

Table 3. Regression results of individual’s subjective socioeconomic status subdimension on the trust of local government
7 3. PAEMMA SR F A& 4% E X BT EERE VLR

Ap A 1 A 2 R 3
AR
X —0.049%** —0.029%** —0.028%**
el -0.015 -0.009 -0.011
ZHERE 0.033*** 0.038*** 0.037%**
BSURIR I —0.037%** —0.046%** —0.048%**
BUATHISR 0.040*** 0.034%** 0.034%**
LR 0.073%** 0.024*** 0.025%**
HAR &
AN F AL 2 A7 0.203%** 0.151%**
NN FEME GF L 0.095%**
DW 1.632 1.764 1.816
W R? 0.008 0.046 0.052
F 25.097%** 122.911%** 122.757%%*

FE: ***p < 0.001.

4.3. FEXPNTYEEE
2 ROR TG R . SGRER, MAEWAES LT T BUHEE B A B 1R
(4 = 0.264, p < 0.001). AN F M E2 205 Hu A7 A0 3 W e A sk 2 B] R % 42 R AR 0.441, DI A ERAE
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ST IE R M U SR AR R . U SE AR RONI M 5 BURHE AT 2 W) 1 B8 A2 R %y 0.418, Ui W] 32 W 32 4 K
FEAS N WAL 2 22 5 S A7 A 77 BURHE AT Z [ R 3] 1 825 804 BRI (B = 0.184), B A5 X H]9[0.156,
0.213], AE4E 0.

2= *kk 2= *kk

R2=0.160 0115 R?=0.044

FRERRE H75 BT

0.441**
0-062*** 0.418*** 0.822
R?=0.167***
MAERM S EF UL WS BT EE
0.264**

Figure 2. Chain mediating model of individual’s subjective socioeconomic status, subjective well-being, local gov-
ernment evaluation, and trust of local government after adding the control variables (n = 17,794) (Standardized re-
gression coefficients are shown next to the arrows. Adjusted R? is shown above the explained variable. ***p <
0.001)

El 2. mMAEHTER, PATUWESEF A, ENERK. MWAFBFTENFIE B EEEEXF
MER(n = 17,794) (BTLFn AR ELETRY, T2 LHRIFERR R, **p<0.001)

AN WAL 2 28 B M A R 7 BURF DR 2 18] B %42 R 80N 0.062 (p < 0.001), dBHAN N EMAE S48 5F
b AV S 2 b T ) S0 M T EOR AN . M7 BURF VT R T IEBUR (S AT 2 R ) 42 24508 0.822 (p < 0.001),
Wi B b5 BURF VAN LE S N 32 AL 2 48 B MU R 7 BURFE AR 2 RS 2 1 22 130 R A AE FH (B = 0.051),
B {5 [X 18] 9[0.028, 0.075], A4 0. M348 BRI 7 BURF A 2 18] R B% 42 S804 0.119 (p < 0.001), #
B U SE AR RS 7 BUR PPN R A DG . G R IBoR, SR AR BRI 7 BURF VAR 7E A N R AL 22 48 5 it
LA T BUMAS AT 2 AR 2 i 8E R A EHZ BB = 0.043), & 95% M BEE/KF TR EAE XN
[0.034, 0.052], AN 0. [Hitk, HAFETH KA REEE MESEE TR < 0.001), A FN%
NLAEAF E] T I .

B ROk, FATERZRHAR R T AR HOTBURFENE AN N B AL S A A A T W& B fr
At 5 BURS AT Z IR TR B EE R A E AT . B 3 R AN A=W 2 s 5 5 BURHE AT 2 M 5 R 1)
AR AT AR . WTRLE R, AN FE AL AT 5 1 5 BURE A [ [ #% 2 R 50CH 0.250 (p < 0.001), A
AN FE AL 2 H A 7 BURS AT A2 T B R E R sgm . AN WAL 2 A 5 32 0 SE 4R B JH]
()i 4% 2804 0.356 (p < 0.001), 6 BN AN WA S i A7 1 [A) B2 00 6 00 SE ek . 32 U0 S I Al 5 BUR 5
fEZ 1B 45 R ECH 0.420, 785 3200245 BAE A N 2 AL S A7 5 1b 7 BURFHE AR Z 1R B 73585 th A E
F (B =0.150), E{ZX[A#[0.127,0.173], AEF 0.

AN AL 2 A7 5 1b 75 BURF AR 2 18] (1) %42 R 40CH 0.050 (p < 0.001), AN A 32 At 2 Hh A 55t 25
by T[] S MR 7 BURFVEAR o b 75 BURTPPAN FH R0 7 BURFAE AT 2[R #6442 R4 0.822 (p < 0.001), i HHh 7
BURFVEANAEAN N F2 WA 2 M At 5 BURHS AT 2 (A 2 T &2 B3 R A EH (B = 0.040), BEXIEH
[0.021, 0.061], A% 0.

FE 0 S AR RN M T BRI 2 18] 842 R B0H 0.123 (p < 0.001), 2% U0 S 4 K 5 405 BURF SR &5
FEAADG . R BIR, FUEARERANH T BUS PPN 7EAS N WA 22 Hi A A 7 BURHAS AT 2 1] S 31 14 85 =0
MEHR B2 1B = 0.036), 7E 95%MIE (5 /KT T E S X [A°4[0.029, 0.043], AfLE 0. Kk, A
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Figure 3. Chain mediating model of individual’s subjective social status, subjective well-being, local government
evaluation, and trust of local government after adding the control variables (n = 17,794) (Standardized regression
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Figure 4. Chain mediating model of individual’s subjective economic status, subjective well-being, local government
evaluation, and trust of local government after adding the control variables (n = 17,794) (Standardized regression
coefficients are shown next to the arrows. Adjusted R? is shown above the explained variable. *** p < 0.001)
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