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Abstract

Against the backdrop of occupational stigmatization, grassroots community security guards in Hang-
zhou frequently encounter professional identity challenges. Drawing on Social Identity Theory and
the Conservation of Resources Theory, this study constructs an interaction model encompassing work
perception, support resources, coping strategies, and professional identity. Using structural equa-
tion modeling (SEM), it analyzes intervention strategies for enhancing professional identity among
community security guards in Hangzhou. The results indicate that to improve professional identity,
the primary organizational management task is to provide skills training and psychological support.
This enables security guards to develop positive perceptions of their profession and achieve self-
validation.
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100%, U [Elinl 45 500 4y, A AL A 430 £, WIS A% 86%, AHIBEEME R, FEARHEWE 1 iR,

Table 1. Samples characteristics

= 1 HEARHHE

A N i Eb (%) A N 15 L (%)

4531 LR L 22 5.1

% 376 87.4 Mo} ]

« 54 12.6 1HLF 38 8.8

SR 1-3 4 131 30.5
30 ZLAF 12 2.8 3-5 4 129 30
30~40 ¥ 71 16.5 5~8 4F 61 14.2
41~50 % 157 36.5 8 4L 71 16.5
51~60 % 120 27.9 HT#%
60 % L I 70 16.3 4000 JG K AR 101 235
THERE 4001~4500 & 108 25.1
NERLT 132 30.7 4501~5000 & 114 26.5

] 178 41.4 5001~5500 7t 78 18.1
mEh 98 22.8 5500 JGLA I 29 6.7

3. EFRig5SEENE
3.1 EXFER

3.1.1. TIERMERILIARE

FE2x By A TR A% O 28 T 20 A B VA S8 G (T B AN NP RN o A B A A ) T 4 -5 TE T 119
HITE R, R0 E TR I SCHE R 3 A5G HAZ Ok 2 A1 € (191 A HR MY £ 473 ) DL S A0 57065 X 6 g € 1) S 3t o B
AR R B IR RAE, B BN A BRI E B SR, 49 KR Z PR, TAEREERTE R
FEANAE 20 3% SRV R SORVEAR T A 7 XL g, BEAS 57 3h 3 2o R AF I E AN FI[1]. fRIEZE,
TN ATHLH B S,  MFHT5 42 A B (R R EAA BB Xt AR AR AR B B RN, SUTETR R BT 5 B
(S TR PP, Xl X PR35 A 248 3 B BRO B 473 R I 85 5 15 7
3.1.2. IR/FHEBBTHBE

J RV AR Y, AT IS Ty S PP A AR AT Bk T H T R s i REx B8, BE RSN NN FE 2 AF
WP LA AR P SO R R . WTTUREL, R TN 0 A0 58 38 O 2 23 DR s 4k 22 RE A2 2 ikt
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3.15. #WHhTHIETIHRL
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epR, AESCREBHRFE R M TARIREE S TR T M B R g5 . HOK, SRR B LR
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Figure 1. Research model
B 1 fRRE

32. TENE

AW S AR B S T AR SEHRF R ROt Semg . OINFE.. T BRBR 2 7 5 &
*, TAERFIZH Lai 55(2010)H & I E AR I CAR A &R [6], XIFEHIEZS% Liou 55(2014)H &
(7 2H 2SR R [ 71D K Zimet 55(1988) 1 i I & [7] 3 A SR B SR B3R [8], W] 55 s 258 J e
FNTENE(2020) HF K TERMLS 44 X SRl B3R [5], BRMEA R 228 2k 7k R 55 (2020) 7E A 7 H B A A A RV A )
MEERO]. PFREN G ERIT T RE, EGFHEH A, BAERM TR 2 fis.

Table 2. Scale indicators

2. EFRIENR

B fabr g iz ar
TAEANZINF XN YRR
TAEME A FHEIEE L
TAERE TN IENAEI=E %

T TAEEEAR JSEF S PN R A i e
A7 A [F) B MO
R 2 =\ [ N ACE AT
A Vg TR MR TEAA AR LT
ER(E=E% A ARG A
TAEA AL AT
BRI I LR AEH B
PR3 B 3 S R [vi o 45 B . 2

AR 7 IV AR SRR R HESES RN
AR H A BN EINL SEs
RO 75 Bk A BN /Amp
AR

4. MERBVE
41 RERE
17 B 0 2 E F50 U  BR 1) — Bk 5 PR REREAT VP4 - AR AT AL A (5 1 (Composite Reliability,
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CR) 5177 =4 Bl & (Average Variance Extracted, AVE) X FriE4AT I EAE. — AN, CR & T 0.7 H
AVE AT 0.5 A0 il & T H LA W40 P — B0 o ASHIF 70 28 37 10 405 4 7 R AR U5 FE R 36 0 2 3 BT,
4 LR B R oh T A VARG CR (B8 0.7, AVE J84524ik 0.5 DAL, 26 BT R ) 58 4 28U 515
FEARFRFA R

Table 3. Reliability test results
=3 EERER

A I BBk DR 2 A PR i (SE) CR AVE
B1 0.881*** 0.014
B2 0.701%** 0.027
B3 0.753%** 0.023
HA A JF i 00757 0.029 0.895 0518
B5 0.657*** 0.03
B6 0.686*** 0.028
B7 0.705%** 0.027
B8 0.675%** 0.029
C1 0.890%** 0.013
c2 0.755%** 0.023
c3 0.705%** 0.026
ARSI C4 0.718*** 0.026 0.903 0.572
C5 0.749%** 0.024
Cé 0.737%** 0.024
c7 0.723%** 0.025
D1 0.899%** 0.012
D2 0.762%%* 0.022
D3 0.672%** 0.029
X S W D4 0.761%** 0.022 0.907 0.583
D5 0.733%** 0.024
D6 0.754%** 0.023
D7 0.745%** 0.024
El 0.857*** 0.017
E2 0.716%** 0.026
E3 0.754%** 0.024
SRR E4 0.621*** 0.033 0.888 0.534
E5 0.727%** 0.026
E6 0.727%%* 0.026
E7 0.694%** 0.028

FE: **ER p < 0.001.
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UEAh, RGN AR I 5 5 R RO AR Y e, AR — AT A £ 4 A 0.6 BUE R
B, WSRO EE, ATEAS R AR AT AR B 2 [0 RS X R, R 3 WA, AT
BTG AT

4.2. oY EKRE

X7 2 T 25 SN R B BE A AR I B A b 5 HA FI R . RS AT 7t rh 2 AR B (0 X 2L
B, T AN EME DU D AR Y K AN SE AR R AT Fl i, S PR AR UL £ H R bR I8 55 T
HARERIBOE T . FMER RO DU AN 77 25— = [A 7 B AU AL (S A AR @) B 1 Xt S A
SCREBRIEN— BT, HRARRANNT, 5 A = B AU (= R AR bt AR S SRR B A
AT, HARAEMT; == T BB (S B TR o) 4L & AR R kg y— A7,
HopAR BT A7 AR Y I 5 I X S R SR By — AN AT, RN & 9F AR AR ML AR
NF BT R AR T PR E AN B T A

WRIEA 4 FEAxt LEah R mT o, DU P A RAE g i R S O e i, RWIAHT ST ey 4 MR R
HAE R X 0% -

Table 4. Discriminant validity test results

=4 XOYEKER

B Ve df 22ldf CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR
PSR e 766.882 371 2.067 0.946 0.941 0.050 0.044
SRR i 1803.486 374 4.822 0.804 0.787 0.094 0.086
=T b 1810.642 374 4.841 0.803 0.786 0.095 0.086
=R ¢ 1256.203 374 3.359 0.879 0.869 0.074 0.053
R 2242.253 376 5.963 0.744 0.723 0.108 0.090
AR TR 2636.183 377 6.993 0.690 0.666 0.118 0.096

4.3 EEMNSERE

5 gy 1AW TR AR A & T S e bn 45 R L HHERE IR FHE, AT S FE AR Bk B e,
B e A R 5 XL Kl - T A RS2 DS RO

Table 5. Model fit indices
< 5. IRBEN AR

EiEg i TR R bR bt ghig
R /N2 S8/ E B (CMIN/DF) 1.708 <3 fhF5: <5 A% h75
& B2 bR(GFI) 0.856 >0.8 A 4E5%; >0.9 & R4 CIE: 54
WHE LA FEFEBR (AGFI) 0.840 >0.8 A 45%; >0.9 & BRI CIE: 4
EL LA FE FE AR (CFI) 0.922 >0.9 W& RIF
A& T (IFT) 0.923 >0.9 W& RhF
Tucker-Lewis F8%((TLI) 0.917 >0.9 W& RIF
IEAUIE T R 1% 25 (RMSEA) 0.042 <0.08 fi55; <0.1 AJH:%% 5
FrUEAr s 77 fid ik 26 (SRMR) 0.068 <0.08 WG RIF
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5. GEHIREIT

AL 2 B %0 2R (2018) s BB A 177 [ LO] R AR Y6 %% (2022) i 43 T i A2 [ 2]

F—0, RBFFORIRN AR R AR &, RS T AR R = Ak ) B s AL . 3 6 BEAY 1 1)
FEZERFH, TR S TR R 2305 7 AR (B = —0.749, p < 0.001), B 5 HL 3715 3¢
Fr.

BB BN R A R AR S e [l VAR AR, N AR I SRR B0 U8 A e 38 1A 5 B T4 A
W, 76 B 2 MR IR, TAERGN R SR IR E BRI AE FON, RPBRMV AR = AR T 535 1) 1 )4
FH(B =0.166, p < 0.05), HFFM 1 H3 SRAFUGUE . Dol il 7R SRR FE IR TE T AR B 5 BRI R 56 & o g
YER, ASTHCHE Aiken F1 West (1991) /R 15BN BI[11]. B 2 AT 2/ X LR 250 3
(S e BT IR B iy, AR IR AU BRI R T AR MR 58 s IR 2, TR SRR AP BARIE S T,
TAREREDRTHRME A [F 47 v R 5, B T AR 15 H3 15 23— 2D 3

Table 6. Moderating effect test results of support resources
# 6. XHEFFFEHYMAIEE

TRNVAA . B — IR A7N =i P i
e
B SE Vi t B SE Vi t
TAERSN -0.736  0.028 -0.749 -15.439*** —0634 0.054 —0.645 —11.644***
KRB 0.230 0.097 0.188 2.359*
TARRRSN X SCREGEIR 0.173 0.076 0.166 2.273*

F 499.660*** 248.370%**

R2 0.561 0.657

AR? 0.096***

FE: *FR p<0.05, **FRp<0.0l, ***F5p<0001, R,

2
1.5 1
1 4
E 05
=, _— —— BT
- R T CELpA SR S
-05 4
-1
-15 4
2

Figure 2. Moderating of support resources
B 2. Z#HsmiRiEATmREE

HR, K RO SIS R AR, 6 SORp OGS H™ AR M BN . 2 7 BRI af SRR, 3L
FF TR LT S A7 7F 235 (¥ 1E 4 F (B = 0.466, p < 0.001). Kk, AU BE H2 3R13 30 FF.
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Table 7. Direct effect of support resources on coping strategies

7. TR R R B E IR R

e PSS
wH B SE Vi t
SRR 0.606 0.070 0.466 8.600%**
F 108.361***
R2 0.217

B, MRAE 2 8 AR 1 A4 R, AR TR [ IS Xk SRS TR Bl 14 2 LA RE I 2 1 17 s A [ (8 = 0.220,
p<0.001), WFFEMRT HA SRIFI0UE. W] 3 s, JSOX SEE 75 AR AN S5 BV A [R] E) i 35 AR I
27N DXCOR 22 R U R KT 0T SRS IR, A SR A [5) B R A M P S5 5 =2 20T SR 2 Y 7T
BARES AR HRME N R S IR S 2, WF T B Ha 15 21— 2B ISR .

Table 8. Indirect effect of support resources on professional identity

= 8. IFERMIRIARI R B M 4R =

RPN ] A — RPN ] A —
Bl
B SE B t B SE Vi t
TARREN —-0.480 0.058 —0.486 —8.199*** 0418 0.060 —0.424 —6.932***
X S 0294  0.057 0308  5.131*** 0242 0.056  0.255  4.313%**
SRR 0.263  0.103  0.215 2.562%*
TARIRA X BL%T M 0235 0051 0220  4.603*** 0206 0.061  0.189 3.356%*
TARRRA X LRETUR 0.057  0.087  0.054 0.651
F 273.024%** 211.406%***
R2 0.678 0.732
2
15
1
E 05
i‘ 0 - —— 1R LT SR
= - T ks \%‘Ij’ﬁ@%ﬂ e TAE T
-1
-15 4
2

Figure 3. Moderating effect of coping strategies
B 3. R REG VAT E

[l 8 Y 2 (IRl 45 SRR, BRI N SRR AR ST, ROX SR AR B 5 B A )
(TR 15 0N 42 2 (B = 0.189, p < 0.01), i S FE IR T A I8 5 BRI [F] (4 1 15 RS AN 123 (B = 0.054, p >
0.05)c PRI S 455 B VIR Ik X SREME AX — A, Y T AR AR IR A BRN VAN [E] B sE e, B TR HS 3R
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193 HF.

NEE— DA IR HE, A FE LA A 2 45358 430 AN 00 DI K g 44 et e 4k, R A Bootstrap 2
BEAT E A o CERFHIRE S, PATE BRI BENLAIRE, SR A 255 R T B4R A & (n = 430), thid 2 E
52 5000 K. KA ) 5000 4~ Bootstrap FEAS, 73 5l v SAH S 0 [ 80N Ak THEL . 45 1% 14 R 1) 95%
BREXEARGERE, WREB AT AR RMR R . % 9 R R, CRERIFEEET M
Xof SR AE - DA B 5 BRME A [F) 56 2R 1 (a1 32 RN A M 0.049, 95%fi 22 152 IE Bootstrap .17 [X [A] 4(0.017,
0.105), XIAIAEEER, X—4 0t —PI0IE T AR HE, R BIH B/ X LR 2 G S AR R % S5 B ot
THRF B A 3 B R

Table 9. Direct, indirect, and total effects
9. BRBNEEYN., EIESNFRMNERE

Ve BSAE

PCsc 0.248

PCwc 0.198

BN PCws 0.097
VB 285 PCsc PCwc 0.049
RN PCws + PCsc PCwc 0.146

TE: BN ARG S B A EL IO HRM A R A (81 2R 800, T 332 2002 i X SR (1 [B] 42 28, PCsc 7
SO BEEORT X SRS AR R, PCwe AR AR I RO SIS HL I PL AR 101 )9 # %, PCws 248 TAE
I &S e/ R b AN ANCTSIEVEES /@8

6. &it5i1ie
6.1. ZHiLEIY

T AR T, ARSI R BA RSN, a5 O 220 TARPRE AR A, B3I T
VEIRERNETS MR Z B NA I, TR MAT BRI RS BRAR o SCHRF BE YRR S SRS B A IE [ 50
IR /NX DR LA S 2 B SR BRI, AT E AT SR IBORURRE F) ot SRS R 2 B 5 44 AR A A
AT R o T 224 b AT TR RSB PRS2 0T SR AR, A B R BN A (] RV AR M i 1] 99 4 o AR PR N2 0] S
A BT OR 2 TG 3 RO TS A A ARk, AU E, SR IR SRR BEIEIE R X
SRUEIZ —rp o, S T G0 AR RS IR R R RE R, BRI R AR A HRAE 5, A5 B/ X R 22 IE 1)
AR ECKIRY, 22 E CRME R RSP FR— OB 280 . T 0, $2l BU Rl

F— HUEEEATIWITENEM, WIEAGET, MR E A R, BRINEREL) . S PN B
UERIEE, $RTHRZ ML REAK P AT B2 L AA BE IR A TR, Sh: ST 85I, 30 58 HRAV R e 3 1]

B NIRRTV R TARRY, EEsh BRSOt e, oo AR, BEATRIRASCIb i i, H ik
AMEG L, AL RAFA B IRIE, JEE AR BB i R UL EC 57 s i, R (s A A B 4R T A2 5 ot
BRI

H= DR ARSI REF VI TRAE AN 22 353l A ML AR 8] B 22 50 58 R0 IR T A5 AE 4,
HEEERAR R, bR B IEE 1. RN, 2 SIVEE R I MTTE, il EM R A
B R RAFUEAS L, G R R AR . BEAN, 22 OB IE T, SR IR0, TR PR HE ORARr v 5 R
B RIFABRR R, SREHECO, TS,
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6.2. MRER

AHHE TR O REIBTIET R A B, (IR 1R B R BB o R AR 5 R A RS A 50 20 B TR
MBI, ARGV A i S A ) 1 DR K R TR 2 A6 A4k o MU IR Bt s 70 2% S [ iz
PARSCRFBTIR BRI — 2l . RHIRIL R, B i A e DA e A I . AR TTRR A
36 B B T B S B, AEAN RIS TR S SR A, LB T 4875 A B TR ) DR ROC SR A B A e e
UG, SRR T RSB PRI N X AR B, FTREIRNR 1 LeRAE R B P G LM/ X BT
PR AR BN OBy 15 N, (ASEBR IR SO T REAFAEIE), 3 BURAFEAEM FARE— 2R
%o
E2WE

AL F 2025 AFHTIL A KSR QR 2 1) Bog i A 4TI BT H (2025R407A032) ) 32 FF

&E ik

[1] B, A2 A FEAL A S A0 i o AR A S ma i 78 [D]: [t 224718 3], B & =K, 2022,

[21 a3t JefRim TR AMLE 7 JE RN R 5E: TE RS 520 J5 250 % T TSR [D]: [ 2Arie ). M 4
FEE T K2, 2022.

[3] Bosmans, K., Mousaid, S., De Cuyper, N., Hardonk, S., Louckx, F. and Vanroelen, C. (2016) Dirty Work, Dirty Worker?
Stigmatisation and Coping Strategies among Domestic Workers. Journal of Vocational Behavior, 92, 54-67.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2015.11.008

[4] BER. PEAROHESIT N AP IM]. Aest o E AR R, 2004: 167-170.

[5] JAnE, BfE, WRBHAL. EIMEmEEE Bs A, BRI AT ST]. SHE S5 S B, 2020, 42(8): 50-67.

[6] Lai, Y.M., Lam, L.W. and Chan, K.W. (2010) How Dirty Is Your Job? The Development and Validation of the Perceived
Work Dirtiness Scale. University of Macau, Department of Management and Marketing.

[7]1 Liou, D., Tu, C. and Chang, S. (2012) Mediating Effect between Supportive Culture and Job Satisfaction in Administra-
tive Services at Higher Education Institutions. Human Factors and Ergonomics in Manufacturing & Service Industries,
24, 627-640. https://doi.org/10.1002/hfm.20502

[8] Zimet, G.D., Dahlem, N.W., Zimet, S.G. and Farley, G.K. (1988) The Multidimensional Scale of Perceived Social Sup-
port. Journal of Personality Assessment, 52, 30-41. https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa5201 2

[91 ZRJKEX, BEIFUL, BRFHRE. 70k T A QAT SO TAEBN 520 ——HRV A [/ 5 5 TS A 4 2004k 7R
[J]. HiARZ 5, 2020, 39(8): 143-151.

[10] XU?R, TKE, VEER. AERZ BT R AR A R S SRR I IMIEREE, Toih. A4S
FH S R TR CGE =), dbat: JbR RS H R AL, 2018: 663-697.

[11] Toothaker, L.E., Aiken, L.S. and West, S.G. (1994) Multiple Regression: Testing and Interpreting Interactions: Institute
for Social and Economic Research (ISER). The Journal of the Operational Research Society, 45, 119-120.
https://doi.org/10.2307/2583960

DOI: 10.12677/5a.2025.149252 18 Biith2 5 R


https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2025.149252
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jvb.2015.11.008
https://doi.org/10.1002/hfm.20502
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15327752jpa5201_2
https://doi.org/10.2307/2583960

	杭州市基层小区保安职业认同的干预策略研究
	——基于结构方程模型视角
	摘  要
	关键词
	Research on Intervention Strategies for Professional Identity of Grassroots Community Security Guards in Hangzhou
	—Based on the Perspective of Structural Equation Modeling
	Abstract
	Keywords
	1. 引言
	2. 样本选取
	3. 基本假设与变量测量
	3.1. 基本假设
	3.1.1. 工作感知与职业认同
	3.1.2. 支持资源的调节效应
	3.1.3. 支持资源与应对策略
	3.1.4. 应对策略的调节效应
	3.1.5. 被中介的调节效应

	3.2. 变量测量

	4. 测量模型评估
	4.1. 信度检验
	4.2. 区分效度检验
	4.3. 模型拟合度检验

	5. 结构模型评估
	6. 结论与讨论
	6.1. 结论建议
	6.2. 研究局限

	基金项目
	参考文献

