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Abstract

It is mentioned in the report of the Party’s 20 National Congress that achieving carbon peak car-
bon neutral is an extensive and profound systemic reform of economic and social development,
and promoting green and low-carbon economic and social development is a key link to achieving
high-quality development. As the world's largest energy consumer and carbon emitter, China is
under great pressure to build an ecological civilization. Pro-environment behavior is an important
proposition to studying man-land relationships. While vigorously developing the green industry,
we should also pay attention to the coordinated development of man-land relationships. Existing
studies to some extent reflect the status quo of low-carbon sustainable development and the in-
fluence factors of various objects’ pro-environment behaviors such as tourists. However, due to
the randomness, validity and sample size limitations, they lack a comprehensive, systematic and
in-depth depiction of tourists’ low-carbon tourism behaviors. In view of the problems found in the
above research process, this paper, based on the three tools of TPB theory, NAM theory and
UTAUT2 theory, builds a mechanism model of the influence of tourists’ low-carbon tourism
pro-environment behavior, so as to describe tourists’ low-carbon tourism pro-environment beha-
vior comprehensively, systematically and deeply, and reveal the internal mechanism and influen-
cing factors of tourists’ low-carbon tourism pro-environment behavior. Therefore, constructive
suggestions are put forward for the next low-carbon tourism management of scenic spots, gov-
ernments and enterprises.
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1. 5|

2021 4£ 1 H 25 H L FE A “HALBFRIE” BB THEP “3060 XU HAR” (4T 2030 4
A AR HERUGA B . 2060 4 FTSEHmH ). fEBEJS I “BURF TAEIRE " “+P0H” MRIAZ5 T
VESNS— RHNE RIRE SR, “XUR” #R0 ETH 2 W R g 2 sk e . e i £,
TR A KR AR R, SCELRRIA VR PR 3] 2 MR ZIZ S R R, WAt
RIBGOAL . ARBRALZ 2B R RS BEERY . AF A BRAE IR Be B HECE — KR E, P EAERT
B /12 KRN E T[] TsER AT N2 A e RIGE B A i, 15K F7 R A7 M i [ B A
BEE ANHOC R PIRRE2]. BEERARIFIIDSEE, KRR TR AL iz K — R 51 FUim .
Rr 5l 2 R 24T A 24 51 R BIRR B 5 Yol i e R IR IR, R R AR RGZ B TIMEEZ B AT, A
I H BRI b ) PR ER B, IR B S RIS, SRR R E R, TEMRE LN, sk
S B AT N A TR LA 2 AL B TR RE[3]. A R RBUNI A ARE SR — R 2T
FrE g m B (R X Al SRS Z YL AT o GOR BT NN 2 R A R E T —
SERBAT N R, i RO RS R ([4] [5] [6]. FUEWTE— e FERE b e 7 AR T Rpa R
FEIUIR AN 255 22 bt o IR BEAT N R 3, (2 T 32 BUREAS (W B HLIE « 3 2500 RRE AR 258 2 1 PR Ak
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G Z 0TI P ARIRIR AT A Tt . RSt PR %) .

Bt EIRBT T R R R B B, A SCHET TPB BiE. NAM g, UTAUT2 BigiX = KT H, #)
B RARBR IR I SR PR AT A B2 M AL AR A, AT Ui 2 IR IR SR M AT A AT . R M, IR
Hh 2, 4B 7N A R BR AR 7 S A B AT A N ENLER AR [ 28, XS 52X BURF . Al B — 2B AR B iR
T R R R L.

2. HRGRIR

ARBER I 71X — A B e - 2009 4 5 A AL TR ks 1Rk i (HIX — ARAIBFE E AW AR RAT
REZWHFELL “HRIV AR X — F R IF[7].

SRINEAT N RAR NME B & & 0 A PR 47 i 52 S & PRI 047 9 (Kollmuss & Agyeman, 2002
[8]), ‘B LHELEaIE I (green purchase) (Arvola et al., 2008 [9]; Jiang & Kim, 2015 [10]). ¥k/b ¥ 9 (reducing
consumption) (lyer & Muncy, 2009 [11]). %kt Hi4T(green travel) (Carrus, Passafaro, & Bonnes, 2008 [12])+
[ 47 My (recycling behavior) (Chaisamreja & Zimmerman, 2014 [13])%% . 22 AT (B 70 B S B 2 SR FE AT
Gt AR ALOEAR R, I HJE & SRIAEAT A RVE AL T KA 58 B Al i) ST AR

ERBRIREERE, R RIFE AR RIS 2 B T7 1, A TPB it NAM Hit UTAUT?2
LG, WITE—NH:

TPB B (HRIAT AEIR)ENE R EA SRS —, FEW K =AHM: 78S E0MEmMm
FAEAT NIER] . 1T 7S (attitudes toward the behavior): N AT I 75 SI5E SRl AT A T = A2 B AR B Bl 3 T i
(AR . WAL (subjective norms): /N A6 & 75 STt AT AT I BT RS2 B I AL 2 e 7)o RISEAT aFas
(perceived behavioral control): AN S 3 Fl AT Sy 3 2 FE E 1R IER R o

NAM & (VG H0E BAR) T 218 F ToR 2478, Rl SRR T A MR FL, S8 s e i £ ) 2
B, HEZW R=AT7H: RER. THEHBEMNARNTE. MARTEEREEHN NERE, JhEdss
RERMTEI B LABOE . FUTEHE0E B0 72 B bt BL A< B2 H A ik B Tt AR A A AT Bt 25 LS5 T e
FATHMEA[14]. IEBOE IR EZH =B, s R, sTEHE. MERE. 4R
PR AR AN St — 47 T RE 2 R BIAS RS RIEIAFN[15] - T3 4R I8 248 M A Hou A it —
1T P iE ARG R 5TAE . B N SN2 B SR AT AR, AR 8 A 1) J 3 e R A 5k
By T E RARA R R[16] [17], WBIFFE FARIBORE 73 A AME R4 [18], IBHF T iERE 77 A
4l NAM 22 H1 TPB-NAM AHZE 5 [19]. iR B A S M E AR B S K I AFVEROE #E, #FFURAS
JE BRI EAT MR R 2=, 45 R Bt /A & IR B IESEM AT AR oK 2 5 RER, s HR
B, RE B DL AR R R S N R TBA B85 NAM HRMHSE &, ARG EI S &
B, 3R R S BGs R R A $R 4 R SR T B S AR MR i AV SR P SR R R R, 12
I NAM FLIg I AT 4t . H AT NAM B ARSI R iz AR >, K TPB. NAM. UTAUT2 H45&
ITRHEEA S Fih 82 . NAM 3R F 2 A=A J7TH: AREHR THERBEMAN AMTE . 2R EH
(awareness of consequence): MAXT A SE it A A AT A 1 25 i N\ B HoAh FiE oA R 5 R E IR STEIH
J& (ascription of responsibility): MA&XT T AN B JE R DR A4S ARG (personal norms): 4% AL HI #1251
0, J2 H IR TERE LK.

UTAUT2 S (BAREZ 50 A& H8) T TRA GEMAT NELIR). TAM (HAREZEH). MM (3)
UL, TPB (iHRIfT N3 i8). C-TAM-TPB (BIAREZHA 51t RIT NS B AHAL) . MPCU (T
B IDT (R B 18). SCT (FE 2 A RIEL) EHTHE A M ik, b — R o ELRs 7y o R LA
FAANEMWEE: SGROHE. BOE., dawm, ERI&E. ZRPL. MismE. I8 B &
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R =M, MR, ERMAK . UTAUT2 BEE B LU LA . S80S, %578,
o g AERIAE . R MARANME A S, 4RI EE (Performance expectancy): A4S it 3 Fh 47
AR AL . 55 112 (effort expectancy): MRS R SEFAT NS FERE . #E2 2 (social influence):
A [H)fih 2 (important others) A A4 B 24 St AP AT A BIREFE o {8 2% 4+ (facilitating conditions): M4}
St BN AT 9T VR A SRR I . S RS L(hedonic motivation): AN S S AT ARSI SRR, Y
FAN A (price value): AN S it SRR AT A7 R i A B ) 25 -5 H BT SO 5% T AS 2 18] B A RS« >J 15t (Habit) -
AN 3 S AT N A FR P

ARICHEET TPB #it. NAM #ig, UTAUT2 #igix = K T H, Wa s Rkt 547 R 15 m
MUBEREAY, M X305 25 AR BR iR e SR A B AT A AT st . RGuH . SRS ZIE, 35597 2 IOk i S5 28
BAT RWAENLERFI S R 2, AT S X BURF . Al T — P AR BRI 5 B4R tH A 1 1k 2 W o

3. Wit5WRE &
3.1 EREMSHRRIZ

WRMAT NS afom . BEAT ] SO HARRR AR 5 A 85 = R 52 m o

ARSCAEARELSCHR AT RIAT B i (TPB) (R Ath 3 TR RAT NS AL fEm . BT N Fa il 0 2
WS ARBIRIEE A AT N R B /A AP TR BT il At 2 5 mm 32 B - kAT
g, ASEmNTHRAT B AT ARSI E B RIE LR W ECERSE R H AT N, RKL
HIATAATEETN, BEEREE, HEATNIBRE TS ERRE, AL gl IRgss
SEBRAE DL 4 tH Bk, BRI DAAE AT 0t eI b 21 B3 R SR AT A B A — 2 A RE . Bentler (1981) A
Ouellette (1998)F& th AMTHIAT A EA — @ FIBR, &% B mAT N I8, WREMAT A ®E R, B4
X FIAT 9 T AT B RE R E Ak . Whitmarsh L (2011)7E 4 Bk P 38AT A EATHR 7T, 35 5 % & A 17E LA
BAHATIZAT NS i, Fel i AT S0 I0E T DA AT N AR E B R AT N 2 ) T ZE 5
Ve o 5K 2= (2008) B 7o & B 1 AR I 5L T AT AN RISLAAAEN, HB e — e B B2 3 DAL
BUEIREE N H AT NI o 28 BT, ASHE T8 i KBk ISR P15 IR 75 B R AT AR L
RSN RRENAT A AT SRR R

ik, AR

HL: U AT 2 BT AR R ik Ui o3 PR 53 2 SR I 28 1) A [ 52

H2: i Rk 2 s e 0 AR B ik D o3 TR 5 2 SR I 28 1) A [ 52

H3: Ui IR RIAT S o SRR e i i PR 15 i SR I 35 1) 1 [ 52 )

H4: 32 1) 23500 FAR B R Ui o P 1 i SR S35 11 I [ 52

TR G R ST @ X HA NG R 5 o

WO ATER SR, 2K MBS A A ARG (I, A ARTETE X 55 H 2 3TRK. [S&L
B AEM s NATAEAS T Sy X S Y i 2 2 B P 8 5T, R, SRR IR B [ ST N Re M ) A,
B YA F R R IAE A QAT AR, B RECRMAT N . UM AN A PAT SR AL AT R 4
N RA R ER, I HAMR BB X A )R J5 R7A TR, AN AR BEE, R A e
BeBOE, SEAR AT AN RS 4 1 EA AT .

P, ARG

H5: Ui I g S O AN AR

H6: i 6 54T JA a0 IS AR

i

4 1 7 52
4 1E 7 2
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H7: 3% A9 AN NG HAR B T 26 P 5 T B A 2 25 1) I [ 52

e 2 AR BB 233 0 5 i B A A AR X HAR B R 2R AT D R R

AN NIV A Fi 0 2 A AT ST S5 AE AR BRA  I 2 St 2% A B AT DR (B35 77 5%, 2019) - 11 3208
VG ELFEAR 2 VERVEARVEVERTE, a0 AN TR, iR N2 2R B A9V 5%
QIR SR I M, WO AR B R R (R S S8 55, 2022). A 3 R BLIF 2 AR BRIR IR M e
B AN NBEAAT N P ARG R i P AR AT N . 5 AR PR S 1) 2 5 R 1 i 2 A L
FRLL AR BUIASEE™ FARG I 97 25 TR 2 A M TR BT N R BN, VRS SR IS
il Y DOHR A A 2 AT, SRR B W SRR 57 i BSOAR 55 (045 Lo A A (Li-Min Chuang et al, 2018). i 74
NI (T AT B ik T 2% A B R R, R Al B AR iR AT IR R SE SR A BT 00, IF B B
P X SR A BEAT U ) 2 EAF AR A B

bk, ASCRBE:

H8: il B AR B i i 1 P 5 R oot FLAIR e i 2 A B2 AT O S 22 1) I [ 5

HO: 97 3 IO AN NV X HAR BT T 2 PR B AT 9 8 25 1) I [ 2

b, ASCHETHRAT VLS . AERGE B S ORI SIS B AL b, 5T 7B
EIHER(E 1), AEELIRARTY BOINING L i 2 AR B R i 25 30 B R S LB

(frmasiE
~ — A:,_.» & Hl
(ki -H2 A
T [ AR
SR H3 \ FEEEE )
\ See et NB
o 1 HA4 : N\
O s ) [ RBRIRIEE
A BTN )
H7 i
( }ﬁ%m}j H5 H9
(A )
H6 ——

(e )

Figure 1. The impact mechanism model of tourists’ low-carbon tourism pro-environmental
behavior

B 1 R R IR T AR IR AR R

BEAh, ARSCRER TS R Z A2 BAFAE LR A0

H10: 47 A REE R B B IR AT MR 52 & R A E A

H11: 42 maniid 358 SR IR AT R 4 52 A A AE

H12: JEAIAT yda i 2R 5 S R AT v R i e e H A EH

H13: U@ S B AT A RIE S R A EH

H14: JaRe udE AN ARG PR R BRI 54T R 35 s AP A EH
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H16: ARG SHER AT NS i, BRiThiEsl. 6. RREE. tEHES
AT NI AE A ER

3.2. EERIT S HIEKE

2022 FEARSCRH I B R AVE ARG, L 35 ML MBS =, R L, R
S B ARBRIR I 2R A BEAT NI 8 MZ AR, B 30 MBI, I ERRMSHEMBILRE. BR
PPRAFR IR RER, HRB&ERSN “GEEARRZ” 2] “EEFER” 12k -2 N0t
FELSUSPHEERNNED . Fik. 205 5 8.

Table 1. Questionnaire scale

# 1 OBEEE
TN A I AR W R IR EAT 2 2 M(ATTL) Li %%
TTREEATT AN AR IR SE I RAT ] DAL IR AT R PR (ATT2) Li %
Hooud SRR R 7SR PR AT A S FEARAR (AT T3) Francis %
PG ) N SIS A B R PR B AT (SIL) Ajzen %
A4 Sl USRI R 2 BUN A ARG R AT, 2> A0(S12) W 05 4% 2%
e B 9N 8 A S AR B e SR A S5 A7 A9 17 2 25(S13) ERUELE
IS 1 SRR R 7SR P AT o 76 A Bk T3 L (PBCY) B K%
AN A e 71 L AR iR 51T N (PBC2) B PNk
JRENAT HE | PBC
PAN A I 1) S AR B i i 3R 1 5247 9 (PBC3) B PNk
LN EA F IR AR R IR 1T J9(PBC4) Li %
SRR R I SRR 34T O E A 3R A 2 B (HABL) Li 2%
2115 HAB FRIATL T s I S AR AR W 2% M 8547 9 (HAB2) W15
FRAN IR 0o 20 S W NI Bk R R R BE AT 9 (HAB3) Li &
TR A ST AR B 0 S PR ARAT 3 I 55t X B HE I = T HTIR
1A SHE(ARL)
LR AR ?ﬂéiﬂ%iﬁ@ﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁf@?&iﬁiﬁf%%IZ?/%%%ZST%I%TEE e
?ﬂaﬁﬁ%ﬁmﬁ&ﬁiﬁﬁ/ﬁﬁ;@éﬁﬁﬁgma DXt i SRR AR A e
AN SR BRI FR P AT Jy 2 5 K e = T =i (ACL) HATIF R
ZREINAC A SEHEACBR IR SR AT 2l X AL RUR IR MG (AC2) ik SR
AN SE AR BRI 2R P B AT Dy 2 A 55 DX i 5 VR B R (AC3) iz )=
TN ST B S AR BRI SR PR AT 9 (PN1) MERL S
AN AHTE PN TR FAT S5 SRR R 7 A 5247 (PN2) MERL S
2 H OB SRR R B AT NI B 22 HIX(PN3) FRIE TS
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Continued
FRAR I ] U8 5 XIS R A (LTPBI) XSS
TR VR R B B H s by PURIE[E
IRBR MRS SRR YR A W B (L TPBIS) A
AR AEF R B SRR T 2R (LTPBI4) RGeS
FRARE R PR 5 REAZ 1 U7 (L TPBIS)

PO S X B HE AR (L TPBL)
EHRA BB, R S L IR (LTPB2)

IR FIA 304 Je e B 2 A6 L B (L TPBI)
T 208 e e BB (5 15 B A 44T 9 2 (LTPBA)

oA AR RE 22 i 77 2U(LTPB5)

2022 48 H, ASCHFFCL AT AP ) 1148 SR L T Ok 1L RS 4 DX L BT T XRUEGE AR DX L
IS TH S X P ] K U 2 el S AT S bR . 4R T ) R A S R R 5 459 4y, BIRR RN S
ISR kel 3 418 3, 195 A 2% 91.06%.

2 YL NEROERL I AT R R, BRI R I AR AR R AL z R gE RS
MBI RN E i E NS IR, RS R0 P ESS . HF 8 R E00 R 7 Wil e 2 BT
e, R, MR EE N B E MR (P < 0.05), HARHEM BN REUE KT 0.4 (24K 0.6, RS
IWBIME N 0.4), AWTRANBELERFARETENR, FAZEERRATIHEMBRERE. WRNECR R,
R, PRAEET REEEEA B RT 0.4 (M8 0.6, RGEVNBIE A 0.4).

Table 2. Factor loading coefficient table

F 2. ATFHEARRS

AEbRiER briEILER

S A WEN RN z S.E. P
SRR AT R LR B P AR R 2 1 0.697
TR S XA H i U b 2 T IR AL 1 0.577 0.345 0.123 0.000***
SEMIXFRAT i 1.086 0.666 0.122 0.000***
SR FIAT R E SRR 1 0.673
@gg% Rgﬁ@é@ﬁﬁ;ifﬁﬁ’ 1.176 0.706 0.147 0.000***
A I [ FRS 77 SE X AT N 0.62 0.391 0.127 0.000%**
P T AT A 1 0.563
S5 BRI VFAF U0 N # 2 SR A AT 1.241 0.695 0.17 0.000%**
FRAF DR Y — 7€ 2= S IX P AT A 0.423 0.229 0.143 0.003***
RIPIZ LI FAT A 1 0.731
M AHE BA TS FAT N 1.021 0.75 0.097 0.000***
WA SR FAT Hy, BB 0.757 0.521 0.105 0.000**=*
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Continued
SE it 3% 47y AT DA X e S AR 1 0.683
gER R ST AT T DA S X SR AL KR A 0.61 0.406 0.115 0.000%***
ST AT AT AR S5 X il i R R 0.445 0.321 0.106 0.000%**
T R X Bk A 1 0.003
A5 608 54T '
LR B W 5 S AT ~113.411 -0.352 3972515 0.977
SRR, WAA—E 7T -183.402 -0.631 6424.105 0.977
WER G LN SHEXFT A, s i 1 0.963
pa=e-Al| G BN SR LI AT A 0.136 0.113 0.095 0.150
PR R AR R VA PR SR IR R AT A -0.395  -0.363 0.136 0.004***
FARIE B R AR Re2c il 7 = 1 0.232 - -
AR = R XA S MG 2k 0.975 0.235 0.424 0.021**
ﬁ%ﬁf* FRAR S R B SR AR AR 1.252 0.296 0.489 0.010**
7Ny
BAREZ DK, BAEYIRTE 2.585 0.702 0.824 0.002%**
PR I 0 s XA e i 2 2.784 0.757 0.881 0.002%**
AR, R SE G NN, SR 1 0.237 i )
M RIWT: —FRS e Jeik B AR AE AT I8 J7 20 '
Kol XSk -0.612  -0.147 0.367 0.096*
A D - o
TN TS AL R ARIF R 1.124 0.239 0.494 0.023**
FEEIEDK. BEREYIRD 3.16 0.77 1.015 0.002%**
P U S S AR BR WF A S e 2.15 0.601 0.709 0.002%**

T xR, o *pRIAER 1%, 5% 10% &3 PR .

ST AT ER AR RECR AT A BT SR AT e L B (R P BN 0.000%*%), IRBRIK R
B R SR (3 1 P BN 0.010%*) A7k b IG5, UHE 26 J5 B[R] bRk #fir RO KT 0.4,
AT A R Z AR R RIS A ERER — 7 LRI 5T HERA FRPHRENEE,
Rk SATEATEh(REN P {HA 0.000%**) /K L 2OUEEME, WIEAL R, R Hbrkar 2508
KT 0.4, ALLAKHIA REH T EZMBEERIEZERER —F T LRI, BTRIVFE RN #H2
SEEXFAT A (R P B 0.000%**), J&ANAT il (R & 1 P {4 0.000%**) (/K1 - IS, )
TR AR, AR HARMER KBS KT 0.4, ATRLUCNHA R0 7 ZERE R R NS LR AEER —H T
PRI, ETHRA TUE LI AT AR ENE P ERN 0.000%%%), Wi IRBA X FT N, B BB
PROEEVE P E N 0.000%**) /KT IR, WHELFE R, [F HArEam RE0°KT 04, wLL
IR BRI T MR R RIS B REGEER — R T LRI 3T SLHi X AT m] DU 56 X SR 3R 3
SR(EEYE P AEN 0.000%%%), AN ABYE(E 1 P BN 0.000%**) (1)7KF F 2 LR, WHEL )RR %,
I FARAE R AT REOY KT 0.4, ATLLAHIHA R I 7 Z R R R R R/ A — 7 L. 2T
TR R SAEVE AT 7T LA B, % H 7 A 2R B AR 3 R R E R R, TS E TR H it ek
R B A2 o T R A 2 B (R B0 R PR 2 A P LAAR R, %R N AR 2 R R R R R R
T E TG A B AR R A . T RARE R K A IR 2 (R M P BN 0.002%%%),
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FRARE R 5 DXRBR R I FE (35 7E PN 0.002%) (/KPR UL 50, R R, [RIE I
PRAERT BB KT 0.4, ATULVONEA R I0TT ZM R R RINE L REREAR B 7 LRI ETREE
BNk, AT EYNR T (REE P EY 0.002%%*), 3R OIS 5 IXARBRIR A S E (& P (HA
0.002***) /KPR L, WIHELEJFARSL, RN HARHER R B R T 0.4, WAV 2051075
FEMRRER RIS AR R REAE R — 7 LRI

4. BURKLE
4.1. XEFERERE

ASCRH Harman SR A IERL I A ML RITT AN 2, K5 5 BRI ) 4 B A T PR
W7o M (EFA). SRR, RIS ATIZERK S —ANH T 2R 45.851% (/T 50%), HMASCA
A7 SR [ U7 130 2 o

4.2. BROEHELR

AR5y i A SPSS 27.0 B AFA Amos 26.0 FRAF R R IR . IAEIAT A AT ARE . AL, BN
ol I, EREE. TR 9 MR RIHMTEE S UERLK .

RS VAL 3L AN R ER, AT ARIERR MR — 8k, A SO 418 4 HdE i B 2UE
[ %% Cronbach’s o fH 147 B — B EA 56

MFe 3 ATLAE H, RIERISEE R, R WA N T NEE tham. SIB. ERER.
TR AR 1 78 B EL A 435 FE R $(Cronbach’s ) ¥i5 %1 0.80 UL L, iEW &5 7R, BiAAE
BUFHMB R SR & MRS S R R U 235 4b 0.70~0.95 (0], FHOH LRI 2H 415 B (CR)IITE
0.70 LAk, RN —E ki . P05 ZHECE (AVE)TE 0.50 DL I, &R BA 8L 1R S E,
AR EREEL T RS . B 4 ATAHAE G RBUNT AVE PR, H4EE 2 ME —E X .

Table 3. The reliability test of the scale
=3 ERMEERRE

5 G b WEGARRE  AAEECR) ¥%§ﬁﬁm Cronbach’s « R
Q11 0.782
ATT Q12 0.823 0.834 0.626 0.831
Q13 0.768
Q29 0.748
Sl Q30 0.739 0.819 0.602 0.816
Q31 0.837
Q14 0.735
PBC Q15 0.731 0.788 0.553 0.787
Q16 0.764
Q17 0.726
HAB Q18 0.813 0.804 0.578 0.801
Q19 0.739
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Q23 0.795
AC Q24 0.738 0.801 0.573 0.802
Q25 0.737
Q26 0.829
AR Q27 0.772 0.829 0.618 0.828
Q28 0.756
Q20 0.741
PN Q21 0.822 0.813 0.592 0.810
Q22 0.742
Q6 0.836
Q7 0.702
LPTB Q8 0.83 0.885 0.606 0.886
Q9 0.759
Q10 0.758
Q1 0.748
Q2 0.75
LPTBI Q3 0.818 0.877 0.588 0.878
Q4 0.744
Q5 0.773
Table 4. Discriminant validity results
T4 XOHEER
ATT Sl PBC HAB AC AR PN LPTB  LPTBI
ATT 0.786
Sl 0.446 0.757
PBC 0.323 0.399 0.760
HAB 0.288 0.293 0.276 0.744
AC 0.278 0.307 0.266 0.316 0.776
AR 0.192 0.219 0.164 0.216 0.334 0.791
PN 0.459 0.513 0.246 0.195 0.198 0.139 0.769
LPTB 0.306 0.345 0.435 0.425 0.456 0.315 0.322 0.778
LPTBI 0.496 0.555 0.471 0.447 0.494 0.373 0.505 0.605 0.767

VE: M rRORr M2 b BRI AR R T T ZE SR (AVE), H A HU 7 ) D A T AR B 2 1A (R R 9% R EL T

Jio

4.3. A RERENERERE
ASCIRYE AT & PC L AR AL AHXETC L AR A, TRIZE T REAR AL, 1EH 12 NMRFR PPN G T E
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iZH AMOS24.0 X J5 46 45 46 77 R AR Y (R e B E AT AR 3, &5 5 3005 45 SR I A2 TE 45 £ (Modification
Indices, MIEAT 1%, & I 0 LRI ¥ 10 5 22 S5 R i A T D42 11 P e 22 T2 D ) M L Bt 1= (77.776) o A
R REHTI S, Bon R L (2/d) )y 5.711 (>5), E4ke:E M MI TR, RIS FR SN1
(B 22 T 54T N A B AR ZE T 2 T () ML B 751 (66.412) . LSz, o BB SE A IS e ANty &t X KA i
PRy RS BIECA (EER . Bk, SRR B b gl AL SEE L, BEIX Py 2k ik 2R R 2
] fAE S 642, AR R 7 B 1 L (2/df) Ny 4.858 (<5), 7 HEH%ZE(RMR)J 0.028 (<0.05); ITiBli%
Z ) J7HR(RMSEA) N 0.067 (<0.08); SL& 1 FE TR EL(GFI) My 0.940, i % 5 3L &0 FE HR EU(AGFI) A 0.912,
AL A FREUNFI) A 0.941, 3K FEIARME 0.9, HHERM AR By IA B HAME (R 5), BALSAIE
B, SRz

4.4. ERFEERRRERE

TEHUE RALSR AL THE R RE A AR HEAT R 00, S5 R B R FREOAAT AR, FMHEAF1 AT N
PEHI RS AR R 50 7 0.824. 0.732 A1 0.645, H7E P <0.001 /KF LR, ¥ HL. H2 F1 H3 #%
SEs AT NASE S FISEAT B A SRR [ R AR R 2N 0.343 A1 0.504, JFTE P < 0.001 7K 1 i
F, B HA FH6 oz FMEE bR R B E B, Rk HS Ao, Wk 6.

5. ARSI
5.1. PELERDHT

AR AMos 26.0 FAE i 45 1 7 FER TRt 44245 B (0 BL 425 IR B0 55 RBEAT AT . 2 4Ent
B DL R AT I, BRI A5 S 22 5 T, BRI A ROR BT, TTHHT T — 5.

Table 5. Model fitting results
F= 5 REPESER

Gritk s TC 345 1 o v B e AL g4t R T I )
PCMIN/DF 1-3 1.476 R
RMSEA <0.08 (#<0.05 . B; <0.08 R4F) 0.034 .
GFI >0.9 0.919 KA
AGFI >0.9 0.905 R 47
NFI >0.9 0.908 R 47
IFI >0.9 0.968 R 47
CFI >0.9 0.968 R 47
PGFI >0.5 0.748 R4
PNFI >0.5 0.789 R 47
PCFI >0.5 0.841 KA

5.2. ERMNOH

iR T AR IR R 6 o, TR T SRR IMRAT A . A 2onh H SRR
BEAT NI AL S5 3 B BURAAT AR I HOR A BT O A R R il T YR e T AR BN IE,
SOMAREFE MR BN : AR5 AT AR AT i, SR IR RN SRR B i B A A A e
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Table 6. Direct effects
F 6. HIEMN

FRiEAL i Bootstrap Hr &k

S SR Bias-corrected 95%ClI Percenntile 95%

(RAETHE)  Lower  Upper P Lower  Upper P
ITABE AT 0.048 0.114 0.02 0208 0.018  0.021 0.21 0.017
*Lo I — IR RAT N 0.056 0.154 0.045 0268 0006  0.043  0.266 0.006
AT I~ AT A 0.05 0.116 0014 0211 0.022  0.014 0.21 0.023
B — I IEAT A 0.058 0.122 0.009 0236 0032 0009 0238 0.031
JE RBIR>IREAT R 0.061 0.165 0.042 0285  0.008 0.044 0.286 0.007
SRR B~ AT N 0.05 0.125 0.031 0223 0.012 0.03 0.222 0.013

SRR 0.049 1.15 1.05 1.243 0 1.051  1.243 0

TS AN SRR BAT AR SRR AR A BEAT 7 A AN R 5 R ST I & 2400 Hok3h
A N R FAR I IR W, SR MR By e REIR. SuE)R, Bk H18. H14 15
Ee XSRS AN St SR M BEAT DU IR 45 R RO AN SR PR AT 9 AR AN RS SR DA
VR B 52T AT BT H RIS A N (K90

5.3. RNYNIKE
AT Amos 26.0 Firid it Bootstrap 15 X )ik B rh AN RN . 45 E 95%I BAZ AT R, I
RZi) Bias-corrected B A5 X M A 47 0, WIFRAFAEF A RBE, 4552 7 Fior.

Table 7. Normalized bootstrap mediation effects

= 7. #RELEY Bootstrap AR

. SR Bias-corrected 95%Cl Percenntile 95%
(RiAhTHE) Lower Upper P Lower Upper P
stdIndAl 0.015 0.03 0.006 0.069 0.008 0.004 0.064 0.015
stdindA2 0.021 0.06 0.026 0.109 0 0.023 0.105 0.001
stdindA3 0.02 0.053 0.022 0.101 0.001 0.02 0.098 0.001
stdindA4 0.02 0.061 0.027 0.109 0.001 0.025 0.105 0.001
stdIndB1 0.006 0.014 0.005 0.03 0.003 0.003 0.027 0.008
stdIndB2 0.006 0.01 0.003 0.027 0.003 0.002 0.025 0.008
stdindB3 0.026 0.071 0.028 0.13 0.001 0.026 0.127 0.002
stdindB4 0.02 0.053 0.021 0.101 0.001 0.018 0.098 0.002

TE: stdindAL: AT N~ B E BT 0: stdindA2: R md— BT R — 4T stdIndA3: AT
- R BB HEEAT : stdindAd: ST~ IR R~ 5AT; stdindBL: J5 BB~ e~ EE—
AT H: stdindB2: AT )@ — AN AE —~ IR I~ IR EEAT y: stdIndB3: Ji5 & — A ARG — IR B3 AT
stdindB4: 5T AE V)&~ ARG —~ 1T .
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1T R FEN AT AW R E S “17 AR E TR R B~ H5AT R AL, Bias-corrected
95%CI [14 [F] % 35 B2 X (7] 29(0.006, 0.069) A5 X [AI AL 0, 3R BIAT s B 18 ok A58 = SR R854 T Sl R 5
néﬂiﬂ fEH, M H10 BA7s

FE2S R X AR AT N B 4 R i@ it “ Ak — M R R - AT N BE A2 SEHL, Bias-corrected

95%CI [ [F] 2 35 B2 X 7] 29(0.026, 0.109) A5 X A1 AL 0, 3R B4 23 B M J b R85 3 SR R854 T Sl R 5
FEATMER, M H1L BT

JEHIAT 45 6 SR BT AT 9 (0 (Rl B R @ ik AT NI - A SR R R — B AT N BRI,
Bias-corrected 95%CI 1) 7] #2 2 [X 7] 4(0.022, 0.101) B4 X [A] ¥ A A5 0, 2 BB ENAT Jyda il i i PR3 2
FEX AT e A A E R, i H12 0T,

SIS IR AT N I s md i« SY 15— A B R — PR 73” #1252, Bias-corrected 95%Cl [

)32 2005 [X 18] 29(0.027, 0.109) B A5 X [ AN 0, B0 S @ 88 B R0 BRI AT A R A% 52 e A AE
H, i H13 Ko7

Ja R BRI AT MR E . 5 R~ N ARG~ R B AT A7 L “ERER
— AN NHRYE — R Bi47 R #4252, Bias-corrected 95%CI ) 11822505 [X 7] 4351 74(0.028, 0.13) (0.005, 0.03)
BEXEHAEE 0, RUERELESN A AEEENIRETARERSTMER, % H14 &
s

FT B XA EAT A R iE I “ SRR -~ AR - e B ST o “SHER)E
*AAﬂﬁ*%ﬁﬁ%”%ﬁi%,mmeWM%%U%@ﬁﬂWE@%%%meOmnw%&
0.027) EfE X FY A E 0, RHTTEABIEL AN AN AR EEN AT N EER TR MER, )
H15 BT,

é,%i_tﬁﬁ , MRIEAT RSt @%ﬂﬁ?ﬂ?f“%ﬂ S EREE. THERJE ST NI
Ay HT 45 /\)\%lez‘ﬁ i%%ﬂ?f TR fafom . BEfrmfEsl. 5. FEREE. JHTIEE
LSE78: fﬁlﬁﬂ?’i?i'#ﬂ TEHT, R, H16 B

><l¢

5.4, ERMOHT

ARCHF ML REAR T 4G50 R T Z R o8, FIHBRERETZS s ERE . #0. Bk, Ak
NHEAT 2 F AT .

'TE%IJ:

W 8 Frm: PEREMEE EE 0 B3 MEP < 0.01), YERIZEITNAE . BTN MAHE L
HA—E REM%EP <0.05).

Table 8. One-way ANOVA-Gender
8. BEERFED - 1437

451
A HE %=160 4=258 T P
TR 3.163 £ 0.921 3.326 + 0.996 -1.674* 0.09482
ITNEE 3.546 + 1.02 3.796 + 0.957 —2.531** 0.01172
S3hi] 3.354 + 0.876 3.434 + 0.861 —0.916 0.36000
iR AUl 3.429 +0.964 3.568 +0.933 —1.465 0.14362
28 =9 3.485 + 0.884 3.752 + 0.937 —2.932%x% 0.00358
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WEATH 3.374+0.914 3.574+0.86 —2.262*%* 0.02418
JE RN 3.598 +0.957 3.676 £0.921 —0.82684 0.40880
A AHE 3.44 +0.999 3.681+£0.919 —2.52249** 0.01202
JRENAT A 3.533£0.984 3.574 +0.905 -0.42796 0.66890

IR R R, BN 3.485, &tk 3.752, T N-2.932, @it 7@ F KN 0.01 EE
PERTES, T AU M2 B rk s T B

AT RZASETH, BN 3.546, &N 3.796, T {H A-2.531, @it 7 BE/KFA 0.05 8
YRR, AT DA YA SR AT A BT T A T B

ERIEAT AT, BYEBME N 3.374, &ty 3.574, T 4-2.262, @it 1 B3 /K TN 0.05 (5%
PERTES, T LA AR SR R IR AT AT T A T S

AN NG, BAEIME N 3.44, Ltk 3.681, T N-2.522, iBid T HE /KR 0.05 ()Mt
Krge, Al LA B LoV AE S m S NS D T T

GRS

BT 9 AlAn, MR, BTy BT sl thaimy, I, FERER. THEHEAE
o7 REMKTE N 0.01 MEEMRL, TSR T REMEKE N 0.05 MEEFERL. SREKH, F
WX BRI AL B AR, Hor DL 25~35 B AR B A BF AR ToR AT A LN R B T H
fhAERS B, 45 % DL 15 0~15 % P AN S Ba A T FLAh AE 8 B

Table 9. One-way ANOVA-Age
FO. BERBEDN - Fi

R
R ITNEE i Al JRENAT )
FHIE Bt 22 FHME Bt 22 FHIME Bt 2
0~15 3.667 1.319 3.359 0.751 3.282 0.859
15~25 3.716 0.972 3.465 0.915 3.463 0.892
25~35 4.240 0.893 4,542 0.621 4198 0.855
35~45 3.571 1.053 3.362 0.920 3.676 1.018
45 Ll |F 3.422 0.898 3.322 0.974 3.650 1.007
F 3.845%* 11.628%** 5.239%**
LsD 25~35 > 15~25 > 0~15 > 35~45  25~35 > 15~25 > 0~15 > 35~45 25~35 > 35~45 > 15~25 > 0~15 >
>45 D L >45 DLk 45 )k
R 115 JEREIR TR
A PRt 22 A PRt 22 A Pt A 22
0~15 3.462 1.093 3.308 1.174 3.154 0.857
15~25 3.363 0.837 3.620 0.890 3.217 0.927
25~35 4219 0.824 4.427 0.763 4,094 0.959
35~45 3.248 0.864 3.533 0.981 3.267 1.044
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45 D 1 3.233 0.762 3.489 0.962 3.056 0.961
F 8.701*** 6.999*** 7.149%**
LSD 25~35 > 0~15 > 15~25 > 35~45 25~35 > 25~35 > 15~25 > 25~35 > 35~45 > 15~25 > 0~15
>45 DL 45 L E >0~15 >45 DL |
o MAHE HEEE WEAT N
A PRt 22 A PRt 22 P Pt A 22
0~15 3.154 0.571 2.923 0.545 2.785 0.978
15~25 3.594 0.907 3.632 0.892 3.463 0.775
25~35 4.760 0.668 4.750 0.495 4.775 0.430
35~45 3.400 1.022 3.566 1.033 3.297 1.063
45 ULk 3.144 0.833 3.350 0.799 3.250 0.830
F 19.064*** 17.347%** 25.234***
LSD 25~35 > 15~25 > 35~45 > 25~35 > 15~25 > 35~45 > 25~35 > 15~25 > 35~45 >
45 DL | >0~15 45 L | >0~15 45 L | >0~15
F i

N 10 AR, MAEERE L MIAT Y AT NS i I JERER . SUER RS
WEVEACE Y 0.01 B9 PRI, AT vl 1R KTy 0.05 R PRI K . 45 RAEH,
Pkt BB AN AR R A AE RN, Ferp il LB 22 Do TR B AT N LN A B i T A

H L 5 R UUT B2 e AR T Al 22 I

Table 10. One-way ANOVA-Education
#10. BERFESN - 2H

4k

]
=] AT A 25 JRENAT P
P P i 2 F¥E P fi 2 FI5{E P i 2
W R BAE 3.426 1.095 3.463 1.200 3.667 0.915
it 3.700 0.988 3.515 0.946 3.558 0.935
fit & VA F 4278 0.872 4.361 0.773 4.056 0.832
EN 3.771 0.977 3.557 0.920 3.621 0.919
KE 3.544 0.997 3.397 0.885 3.289 0.936
B 3.385 0.904 3.090 0.869 3.333 0.950
F 4.633%%* 8.385%** 4.340%*
LSD fit = A b > 2L<$ﬂ;> Wik LR > ZMJL> Wi & Eﬁi&uz> HIhEULF >
LUF > K& > mhpf LUF > K& > mhp % AR > @t > K%
=i 25 JEREIR THUEAE
P P i 2 F¥E P fi 2 T8 P i 2
¥ K LR 3.370 1.009 3.407 1.169 2.926 1.020
Bit 3.404 0.867 3.646 0.935 3.263 0.970
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fift £ & A b 4.069 0.874 4278 0.855 4,083 0.757
N 3.483 0.853 3.740 0.929 3.337 0.964
Xt 3.152 0.861 3.426 0.836 3.088 0.933
Ehh 3.045 0.623 3.263 0.809 2.865 0.846
F 8.287*** 7.204%** 8.518***
LSD WL JBAS > AR > MR L LR T > AR > KL > BLRUTE > KF > Kk >
N> KL > EhhE FIFRRULT > mdE HIFRRULT > mdE
=i A NI MR AT N
P i 22 FIME i 22 FIME i 22
W B 2.833 0.794 3.144 0.763 2.822 0.829
Hit 3.589 0.957 3.650 0.925 3.498 0.886
fiii+ & LA b 4722 0.478 4,675 0.632 4.600 0.635
AF} 3.702 0.941 3.834 0.875 3.624 0.820
K& 3.343 0.842 3.241 0.791 3.218 0.874
i 3.090 0.779 2.977 0.729 2.965 0.656
F 19.806*** 26.760*** 23.923%**
LSD BERUE > AR > K% > BERMUE > A8 > Kb > Bk RUT > A8 > K% >
L > A RULE B R LAE > @b L > A RELE

XFFBNE 5 A WAL il B 2Ky 0.1 MR E IR, MONFAETRL S5 H I SR 5T

{OEAR
6. L REWN
6.1. &ip

ARSI FARBIRI R LR, Bl TAT AR Aol BT A SIS iy # 1%
BRI RIS R, R T 1 e RER SUEA SR 2 K ARV S2 M, RS A NRLEXT
B IR I SRR B RN . AL, IRV TARBRIRIE A T e . D A R BRI I 2R A 54T N
ST DL. I, ASCNEEAR LT IR AR TR R T ki 2 5 AR R M BT 9 B9k R R AN
SEMAALEL o

FEPR FUARBSIR e 2% A5 R 2 R 3R PO B, W% X T B SRR IMRAT N IS L . 0 HL St
BT NI R0 . X E BBRAT TR 6 SRR EEAT 0 ST, X PR K A AR R ik T 2R A
B IR R, JUH AR SR AT AR R 6 St SR A AT D ) ST R P B E O
RBRIRIF PRI BRI R 2 . 2l T A QLSRR AT WA ELAR, %5t B CREAT IR
BT Ui 2R PR AT D ) BEOR  fhl Gm A, X St SRR AT O I ST, R4 i 7 AR BB i 21 PR B
et sR 2 o AE MR E, T ARSI B IR ORI AT N S AR BN R TR S E R, XA
SVt 2 PR AT A A 2 LM 2 0 AR BR R e 2% P B P AR SR L IR I o S 8, R SRR SR AT
AN NS S AR Bt T 235 A B R AT IR T B

FERRFUA NTE B2 R 3 b A B, T 26 A S SRR AT D9 IR i SRR XA St SR A 54T 97
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RIS R R BTV R S0 HR IR NRVE 7 A BRI IE R e . o, ASERESRI AT i Ja R
BN RIS AR K 35 2 B SOR BOR S SR M B AT O ) Ja R ™ Bk e T ik, s A
SRR EAT NI TR R & (I DAL AR AlbAR), e ™ A B ™ ks B 41 S b v SR AR S A
PR

FEPR FURBIR e 2R P BEAT U (KU LR 3R p R B, 30 B X SRR B IR A AR ) HL S P B R M SR A5
AT IR R REAE T o U7 2 ARSI 57 25 0 B e T s 2, 90 2 XA e 3 P B > N KLY ™ 4%
R TR e b A, 95 5 2 SR IR BB T SR A AT

FER RN AR I R, P A R BT, JEHRARIEAT AL AR BT s, SR
JEREE. SEREXNSAEATAR R IR, DAMNE SRS AT NS A, A
rovtEsls S R RER . SUEJE ST R RAE R AAER

FEZERNE AT P BA TR 6 S PI5E 7 AT 1T 00

VEA 5T, LVEEABEEIE . AT S AT A N D5t e 1 55k, SRR, 4
BRI R . AT . AT R AR e, I R RER. SUEEE AR, AL
25~35 Rl B NTEREAAONT TR AT W T AR T T HAt AR BL, 45 B LU 1S 0~15 B IR BUE A
R HABFER B 22 P07, Wit B RS2 P T o8 A AT MR A & e T AR R B i B 54
o R BT 2 B AR T A R R B

6.2. EiY

AT BRI 1 R AR AR SR BEAT N B R0 R R AN BRLER 32 20T DL o3 R A L2
RBRIR BRI A R B CREETAT NINIR R )« X SRR B il S A B2 A NI G 2 T E A A2
W) o Tk, ARSI T TR B AR BR AR T R A 54T 9 0 B

ERETITANRERIBIT, & SRR ST NI 2 R i 5 SERESRIA AT M I 8L, %
ARA I i SR AR R A e S 3 IR R . DG, BURF AT Ak B ERUOF REE T R SRZ IR IRkl &
OB AR R P 233 P05 ST BT JCHL 2 25 itk i 55 X 1 e ot AR TR il R A5 20488 R P 22 Ay m segoxe
B IR SRS I TR, 78 00 AN S AR i 2% A 8 L 7 Shomvia A, DASYTIA B AR AR i
WREAT NI 2 B4, 1A AR SR IR BARBR R 2R PR 5 25 BE A B R 2R A 58 I 161
RIS S, S 2 AR TR R ORI ST AR S AR BN AL S R TR B — R R, X FSR M SR
SR RA T H B0, I, BEUAT 2 SRR IR B AT VIR SISO AR AL, BB R 2R AR ST IR A A 250
Wi Tt o BEAh, T 2 AR BRI 3 A B R Il 2, U 25 2 SE AR B IR I 2R A AT . LK,
AR R X — KT, DAanfrsige, 5. PR R RBRIR IR R s s, SR
FARBRIR R B IR IR T R A

FEVEE T A AERVE S T, 35T SRR BR S SRR B AT NI Ja SR A e, e
A S P B e T S e A A P S NSRRI o 30 B 0 AR I0 25 0 85 10 ARV A% 4 T e A
YU et 2 S IR TR T SR A AT o BRI, P DU “ ROR BIR SEHERIA BEAT M (e R™ Bk K fa
PE? A A NBNE” X BRH T, DLAfTEE SR, 5838 . U B (0 ARV, o) k3 2 R B R St
SRMSAT NG R A R SEEUONE SR 55 IR ZARER R i R B A NS (5 T A2 . il
BERE AV RTBUR AT PR BUCE Fh 7 (0 EAL A L JRIR 55 Lkl Btk — 0 T AR e B AR L
L FAE B AR 2 GUEAT 22 B IRIE 2RI AT N, kT 2 H AR B Al A 2 e D9t 4 BB IR BRI
SRIASEAT N, LI 7 B BR AR A S WURE XS T A S (IRBR ARl ) J5 RS54, B 28 M0 TR BR il 21 A 5%
TR AT -
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