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Abstract

To address the lack of a resident-based measurement tool for attention allocation in community
governance, this study proposes the concept of perceived community attention allocation and de-
velops a corresponding scale. Based on semi-structured interviews and grounded theory, five
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dimensions were identified: organizational affairs, administrative work, community management,
community service, and community autonomy. A 15-item initial scale was then developed. Using
375 valid questionnaires collected from 13 communities in Chengdu, the study conducted explora-
tory factor analysis and confirmatory factor analysis to test the scale. The results show that the scale
has a clear and stable five-factor structure, with good overall model fit, convergent validity, discri-
minant validity, and internal consistency. The findings indicate that residents’ perceptions of com-
munity attention allocation are multidimensional, and the scale can effectively capture their sub-
jective judgments of attention input across different community affairs. This study provides a new
measurement tool for community governance evaluation and offers an empirical basis for examin-
ing governance priorities, resource allocation, and their perceived effects.
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1. 518

A BUFER AT AL LR Z NG P Z R, 8 KBBORSUAR . BG5S 2 D B R
RN VL £ R R AR [1] [2]. 2R, 7E 2 QURBEE& T, BORIER TR — 78
JEIF ARG AL, WA REPEREAE S R ). PR R SEMIE SR AT e 5 TR AR o I AL X 2 2 S itk
HREIR A ER BIGHS S — €A ILE S EIRRER], £FZHE LA SFERFERZ OIFFMEET,
FEIX AU AE TG AT 55 15 71 5 BEIR 295K [4] [5]. RSN, FEESMEAMBRIRE, HiE AR AHS
2 e GBI Se 7 ST AR, IR B BT ke 2IL6] [7].

SRR I IR AT SR BE BE N AH SUEBAR G T E BN, EREA B FEAE AL X S T AT I
e S R s — T, 2SR S % A b o0 AT e DU S X TR 3 R R s R A T HHE Hgl, JEIER
Yl BAR I AL B AR P R E R AR 07 B RAE AR AIRS N R G RN, R At
DB SGVEMREE 5557 1A AT SRR T K B WS 5 Ip s ik, SI7EREA B 70 b i = Al 44 10 AL
b= o= O E PSSR A VY & i A EI AL =F A = X AW - A b P AV A TR NG Pl GV EPUES AN
SER L F 2 A 2 I[8] [9]

X O R R SR AT AR AR . fEAILE I 51 XIRET A, & R X
JEE3E 5 PR A B RN A X AR TR . A LIRSS 5 iR B RIS 1 25 & FVEA[10] [11] . BEA BT
R, ARECT AR, 8 RO+ DXAFAE ) 32 B8 -5 T P AR 6 0 0o 2 P88 L L M AR )
[12] [13], HARRIEFGRAPIRBEAILIET “M 7447, WETAA AT EHvEN 7 [14]. 2810,
A S S R YRR L 2 SR AR SS BT [m] S0 B Bl P A i R/ 25 SRV, D B
JRHBIEZALSSIEEE T I “TER I 2540 7 W 4 J B AR, AT i DA R[] — -4 X A [+) 5 55 45k
BN TS 51 R VAT 7 57

oAb, HXHALRKEEDREE T AMEELE, BRUEEEENSE, Rfpldib Rniirshgs
BEATHEWT 5 H R [15] [16]. B0, 158 ATFROFREEE. W AL B 0 R 1k . R 25445 (1 ml R bk DA R 7 WL
W PHIARREE, 3T e Bl R RARRE g ek X LEAH L 2 55 AN B8 2 00 I 5 B8R . 10 A 1 UL R A
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RURYHE A AT ELBEAR IR 2 TSR P O BT, 728 E X L SR A T 1 LR 5 R
TORLE (R HIN[12]. DR, “HEBCHERE A A RIS T AR RS T (7 0 AT (5 5 W50 5 R
W AR RN, R VEBERE O 1A B AT 045 .55 5 R FVT 40 0T 3o ) 2 A

ST, ASCH M R RIS B, TS R T ALK LA ELAT A, XA A S
S5 ST RN S AU, 9 B R BT 5 5 30 R S e . SR P AL AR
VA7 R R, ISR R 2 B (N = 375)FF AR A S5 U RE DR 2407, R B8 R O 4 2
USRS 15 1 5 S AT R GRS, DU S X 38 S04 5 06 06T 52T 30 R L 5 2 80 2
it

2. EEHRIRREB RIS
2.1 BLRSAE

ASCREH ) A XER A ER 6 e RET AL IR BRI A LSS P ] Wi #AT 3, X
FLAEAS [F) 2 45 U0 7 PN B E T i) T o X BLA “VRRETERN” FFAEFR AL AN T L2
FLLELERE, MRABIEFEATT. MABALE. MRS M58 RS T 3UE RIRBIKAT B2 R 2 .
T RRHFRIEAR, AT HER BRI N HRAES . ATBAE . XA, H RS
SHEIX B 6 TR SRR, F DA% R AR 35 55 40U Rk - BN - BREE” SR A AL A R
ASHIT U 24 P iy 44 U] T B3 i Rt W ] BRI SN VR BRI SR 2k R, AN Ot 1) FZ 22 HE R A (B 07
Hlo

22. HEEMIRE: RUEFRHREN I MERERE

VR JE B i 7 70 43 BO B N ) 2 B B RUR, AR SCHE TP 25 M A0 U7 TR TR R AL AR BRI AT
Gt T, dmADSE RN, JERAERNZAE XIG ARG, £ S KA LT S5 B o X
BRI ZE R R L F S5 AT AR EL, #HXIRSS SHEIX A, Rk, A SO IXER 0
TC JR R R AR A B LN R B ORIV — P 4 AL 1) 22 4R 2, R4 DA e AR T 2 1

(1) BEIHLRE SRR . 124 R R AR H R AEVE ] BRI SRR R, R
LIRS HEAGE B ARSI I N[LT] [18].

(2) BHATELTAEER 7)o 1248 FE % 5 RO A X TE H %47 B 5 B P 4N S W RSCR RS, S
AT B AHHELE 45 A AL X USSR 25 1 B T i 3 [19]

(3) BRI X A BRVE R 7T o A R WAL X AR R BT R IBRAT 0 S RN, 78 5 A T
Atz a SRR AR S F g 5[ 20]-[22].

(4) B X STE R T AR R AL XA RS . BRI ST 5 ALt 43 55
Ji T RRF AN S 451550 [23] [24].

(5) I IX HIRER T R AL O R B R B B SRR S IR, AR RSO S5
85 & WR I IR 55 2 22 [25] -

2.3. BREHISBIIRK

TEYEREAE R BERT b, ASCERE AW S ViR A nEEAT IR, B E R HE XA EHR A
PR 22 56 ek R A R mT I R BT AR A X ) B R, SRS 5 AR L 15 AN,
KA S St (L= EEARE, 5= EH/A). HpohishlEZEmzE, %EKXASIFP3. FP6.
BRI A B R 1 iR,
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Table 1. Community attention allocation perception scale
# 1 HXEFEHSERMER
% Bs BIRAE S 3R

FP1  H:X WAL N E R RIR S (s s . 15 0 ).

RENHAFERZTRS) FP2 BERARKEARE., ARSETFETKINE WAHRFZHALAL.
FP3  #:XAR A fm RAHALRH SR
FP4  IRTEALX 33 & RUE B BB G W, 7% @ 3400 .

BAITH LARER ) FPS ARIXERGURIMIRS (R LR . ZEAMNIE) IR I . Jilke 25[19]
FP6  #X TAEANRAEEHAEMSE N, B RIIE L L.
FP7 X RHE 01 58 BAE Vs 8 R I B B s 1t il

A A7)
FEER[18]

Y
ﬁB%%ﬁ@%%ﬁ%\@ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ,%&%ﬁﬁ%%ﬁﬁ’ﬁ@
e S L 1 s ] e e FP8 ZE[20]; A
JERAAL X T & it o &, BRI
EPY XA A beIE P A HEINSA I, 1 E A B R TR AR Eek[22)
BEEM
ST
P10 HXNZEN LSRR AL R A . FEE PR RS E Rk
%%, Fifk KEZ[23];

AR X R S5 E R PRI, B

FP11 X2 LU H KM MBI S SO IR SR 5 3 4]

FP12  ALIX YA SRS vt (i B 35 b4 . TGN Hh) 58 % HA4Ed R AT
FP13  #:XNERBWHLA N ZES . SRR, SR,

BAEX BRERES FP14 #HXEHIEBEERS SHEKHLSITIREAE 1 ik-FE5[25]
FP15 EASTEAL X 9545 iR R W13 3 S ot

3. FMEM B SHEREE AR

VR TR A X VE ) 0 BE IR R GBI SR 2R R, A SR 20 2 F PR SRE SR, AR 8 s i
BRAMAE— = ZBRP 2 RERGEX, DU A Rl 2 8] 5 B, IRaiN 13 M XA E
BRI, JEANAE 5 T REEA T TER ARG . WFFCT 2025 4F 3~7 TR —X — a5 ik,
ARG 18 TR CA . Ho 13 I THNE A, 5 i THUMIGIE . BRI IRIN G2 30~60 734F, T
KL 3 RSB Uk E SR R A B RS . AR5 5 VR R IT, s xUiE
I SR HLRENS S WAL X VE R I8 O BT W R . ViR R T IR B THE, RERAHIN.

ASCHAEIURER T FE A Bl NVivo BEAT PG AS . kg i 5k Btk it . TFGgn a5
BB XSCRBAT BB AL AR B], TERR 179 NMJT RS (322 255 %1 /). BRI GmASR B, fERFEELL
PR EXIT GG AT R, A PR AL SS TR, AR, XRS5 X ER A
TVERE, JHEILAE AEXIER RO I YRR RV gAY B BUE e Tu S B A R
[AIEHR R ZR, MR YE LGSR RN

KRB AL, XFTE 5 R REAEAT IS AS, ARAKIUH M S B C R, RYEB OB TR
SE o I RE T T AR A 5 BF F0 4 S DT SRYE BT WA, Il I 5 X B3R T g — Sk

4. BRIVBHELE

ASHITFER A T IR 2 B o A X = 0 B B R R AT B IR E . EREE DAL 15 M
W o A RS SER BT BCLARE R B X B R ) B X IRSE R S
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AL IX FIRTER T, KRR 5 st (1 = FEARE, 5= FEFE). Hri FP3. FP6 XA
T, 3T HT ST R AL

FES I3 L, E PR SPSS HEATIRZ LA 3 70 M (EFA) LIS 36 B R 1T fE 454, L IEH] AMOS
BEATBAETE R 23T (CFA), WA G . YIS S X 2 U 557 T X R AT RS

41. HEASNE

4.1.1. BARRSEMFHE

AHEFCCLSCAR T 13 AN AR X fE ROV B X RIT R G A, AW Ry 2025 £ 4 A% 6 H.
B RTBIRAEAL DXL AN QRT3 R B0, SRR S 397 47, 25 BRTC BREA A 345 R
& 375 11, ARIEINCR D 94.5% . WOl A g Aok 3 Ty Sk A Aoy MEE & IBIRA REEE K
R BERES AR AT BN . FEASE N S 4HIE R B 2 A, kg ik
2,

Table 2. Questionnaire structure characteristics

2. [BIBLEMFFHIER

ZE ViE S BH(N) B4 Hi (%)
5 141 37.6
1451
% 234 62.4
18~25 % 66 17.6
26~40 % 85 22.67
G
41~60 ¥ 129 34.4
61 % KU L 95 25.33
Ak 5y T 115 30.67
BV AL BURF LR 86 22.93
Me&E 53 14.13
ok B I 40 10.67
SEYY VN 36 9.6
S 23 6.13
el 22 5.87
W R LA 79 21.07
[ EhhE 84 224
PN 2 87 23.2
AR} 125 33.33
AN L4 77 20.53
1~5 4 65 17.33
JEAER K
6~10 4 106 28.27
10 FPL 1 127 33.87

4.1.2. TEMRGHTSESHEE
G BB B T L R SR R 5 A T R AR R AT SRR, A SO e A XV
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P B B 3R S IUEEAT T RS . Wnak 3 FuR, S ABIUHET 375 A ROREATHEL, I E(A
Bl 1~5, “FIME AT 3.20~3.73 (A, FHASZ Vi RAEAR X4 X = BN R S50 1E PR . Aoy
MRERT , &) JE a0 {E 3/ T 0.594, UEEEZEXHE S /NT 1.074, H4bT Hair [26]45 Kline [27]
BT N, AR B AL IERS, (BB SIEUES A . Rk, AT TORE AR S
EE BB HATIR RN R R T SEAETE R R 0T SEBUIMEAN T 3.20~3.73 Z I8, WE S5UEEHLLT
AT, 3R B R AR R AL RS A R

Table 3. Descriptive statistics of each item in the community attention allocation perception scale (N = 375)
3. HXFEN S MBRMERSBIUHEIARG (N = 375)

R FIME PRfEE A e 5

FP1 3.27 1.331 —0.235 -1.074
FP2 341 1.311 —0.418 —0.946
FP3 3.25 1.255 —0.145 -1.012
FP4 3.73 1.033 —0.500 —0.253
FP5 3.72 0.966 —0.565 —0.018
FP6 3.62 0.998 —0.436 —0.239
FP7 3.53 1.101 —0.544 —0.235
FP8 3.47 1.104 —0.385 —-0.527
FP9 3.51 1.099 —0.554 -0.211
FP10 3.54 1.129 —0.547 —0.423
FP11 3.54 1.115 —0.453 —0.489
FP12 3.58 1.069 —0.463 —0.429
FP13 3.20 1.196 —0.076 —-0.917
FP14 3.45 1.155 —0.468 —0.513
FP15 3.52 1.172 —0.563 —0.443

4.2. FREMEERSH EFA

4.2.1. BiEER AR

TR R YER R AT, B X R A R =R 15 MBI T KMO 5 Bartlett BRE
B, BRI KMO 1% 4 Bin N 0.824, Bartlett BRIZAG 6% % 2 /KF(p < 0.001), &4E% KMO 14
% 5 fiw, R [0 BAA BRI, & A BT T 287 .

Table 4. Results of KMO and Bartlett’s test of sphericity
3% 4. KMO 5 Bartlett Bk 401645 R

&t ¥E
KMO BURE & ) 1 = 3 0.824
Bartlett BRI S b+ 5 2472.940
H A 105
WEE 0.000
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Table 5. KMO values for each dimension
F 5 BHE KMO &

;3 KMO {4
RAH R H S E ) FP1~3 0.702
IRENAT L LAEE R /7 FP4~6 0.710
SN X R ) FPT-9 0.711

JERANFE X R 45 = ) FP10~12 0.725
RANFEIX H ¥R FP13~15 0.696

NP AR IE R 7 i 22 XU, SR Harman SR 5K 38 BEAT VAl o ARJFERE IR 3 70 4 R A0 6
Ry B AR EREERN 33.715%, A KILEE ILF T mE .

Table 6. Explanation results of total variance

F 6. DHEMBRER

By RHEE T ZRERER (%) RiHERER (%)
1 5.057 33.715 33.715
2 2.181 14,540 48.255
3 1.497 9.983 58.238
4 1.264 8.425 66.664
5 1.123 7.487 74.151

4.2.2. BFRIMEZ#R5

AR E RS TSR 15 AT TR EL,  FR45 A ok 7 ZE e AT S5 R . 45 R SR,
JLEREUH 5 MFIEE R T L ABT, Rty ZEBERIAR] 74.151%, Ui BHERHUH I 57 Be 08 B i i R
JFEAEAR RS BAZE 7 FToR o IX R IIAT 5 AN Ttk 1 R B AR, 1 5 82 N T A PR AR AR AT PR o
B, ZRARHEE bR E LB TR, $REL 5 N7 BA S E M.

Table 7. Results of total variance explanation in exploratory factor analysis
F=7. REMERSMEHFERBRER

B Rp  EREAEMRE RBUBRURE e RRETEMRER R RIERE

(%) (%0) (%0) (%0)
1 5.057 33715 33.715 2.308 15.384 15.384
2 2.181 14,540 48.255 2.281 15.204 30.588
3 1.497 9.983 58.238 2.228 14.852 45.440
4 1.264 8.425 66.664 2.154 14.357 59.797
5 1.123 7.487 74.151 2.153 14.354 74.151

N3 8 ik Ja MR T AT PR AR, RIS T 4EE B A B IR N &R FP1~FP3 - ZE 3 fif
T BN ES IR B, FPA~FP6 T E T “ AT AR R 1”7 B, FP7~FP9 %4k
ff T A XE R )7 B, FP10~FP12 F Bkt T “ IR A X RSV ER 1 I+, FP13~FP15 F
BT RN IX BB . S AT BT DR b ) e 35 % R 2 fer 3 = T 0.60, ik E
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AT, HOR LR A S gk, Ut B R A M, BT B AP A %

Table 8. Rotated factor loading matrix

8. IERtIEE T HATAEME

B3 By 1 Ry 2 ) 3 H) 4 BY 5
FP1 0.875 0.160 —0.083 0.149 0.161
FP3 0.843 0.215 —0.058 0.133 0.181
FP2 0.753 0.178 —0.093 0.213 0.160
FP10 0.187 0.838 —0.029 0.119 0.100
FP11 0.197 0.830 —0.102 0.181 0.074
FP12 0.145 0.798 —0.020 0.236 0.150
FP4 —0.071 —0.023 0.876 —0.031 0.032
FP5 —0.066 —0.084 0.852 —0.039 0.055
FP6 —0.056 —0.025 0.833 —0.007 —0.109
FP9 0.085 0.192 —0.060 0.825 0.137
FP7 0.233 0.134 0.031 0.784 0.168
FP8 0.165 0.200 —0.055 0.770 0.174
FP14 0.152 0.094 —0.026 0.101 0.841
FP15 0.136 0.189 —0.023 0.160 0.806
FP13 0.164 0.032 0.025 0.196 0.762

4.3. BHFEER S CFA

TEARZMER o b Bl b, AR SO — 25 R FH AMOS G 1 IX VR 5 77 73 B B i R AT B e M R 3R M7 o
RIEEILBOE, WEEEIA—HERRN RS, BRMARESER . BATER TR
REIAL DCE BNE R . B IR S R AR AL X E VR, BN AR R 3 AL R AT
e, SRR VR BASR SRR T I AT S8l RS LA 1.

KL S SR R A RN S5 E R ), ATBCRAE BT BUT AR ), B EARYE BE

MXCEEER S, SRR BERALIX R ST S, BRI X BiREE T
431 RBEEERIEE

AMOS Hith g5 iR, BRVRAIS RiF. BRI S, SRA-RJ7TEN 2 = 119.658, H H ¥ df = 80,
K77 EHHEL pdf=1.496. S5ULFER, HAMEE RIS R)E I FrE: GF1=0.959, AGFI=0.939,
NFI=0.952, TLI=0.978, CFI=0.984, RMSEA =0.036. R RE, HFEFINERT SEALER

HREUCECRE, X ER RN L4 S5 15 3 T B Y R,
4.3.2. RN EFH A SBSE

PRAEL AR REBUE N, BT LI AR B 7R BT R AR b I YA B B KT (p < 0.001), H.#im 25
fF 0.671~0.888 2 [1], ¥ymT 0.60 [ FHARME, UiBH& SRR F R LILFT B LE, BERAAR

Bf (RS SR
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Figure 1. AMOS measurement model
B 1. AMOS M E &% HY

B A5 2 (CR) 534 7 ZHRBUE (AVE), 458 n#% 9 Fim. LAYER CR HAT
0.793~0.863 Z[d], & T 0.70; AVE /)T 0.561~0.679 Z &, #&T 0.50. HMbol L, SRENZE—
WS R AT AR E TR, B AR SR E .

Table 9. Model convergence validity analysis table

=90 RETYHE MR

YR CR AVE VAVE
g 0.863 0.679 0.824
1T 0.823 0.609 0.781
B 0.8 0.572 0.756
Jik55 0.838 0.633 0.796
Hif 0.793 0.561 0.749

433 BEERXXAEXSWE
MRS AR R REORTE , AN FIYESE 2 (B A7 A — E REBERIAR S o i, 25 A 55 O AR OR R 80 0,515,

DOI: 10.12677/5d.2026.164131 32 CIESES 93


https://doi.org/10.12677/sd.2026.164131

£ LN

EH RS AR RECN 0550, EHEHIBHAHKRECH 0508, LU &4ERE 2 (A IR, T
TE B RANFI R AP — R . R, ATECTAETE R 75 oA 4 5 1R b OGRS BE AR A, 10 B AR J B
ghtyh B —m et gia R A, SRR AVE VO ARSY AT IS A AR A G R L
RPEREA R 80, FAYERE R IE I X 73 AN [F] AL L XV 8 7B

gi b, WUEMER R T BRI, X R o EE A R R 0 LR IR AR B R AR RS
FE, S mIEm . A1 ST 2 PR E B R bR, ERAWSUE S X 8% R R
Ufo HUERT LAY, ASHIE 5T BT R A AR A X T 00 4 B A i R B U i s Aee S = &

5. fiRGLS5TTHE
5.1. fIREIL5BILEN

AW Se AR R X HN S, SRR S R AR AN 4 A 0 T R AR
RGITRIFRAE T —BERYESHER . WA REN], & RO X 5 Be B AR RO ) B A7
tr, M RBISRHNES . ATBLAR AR XRS5 S5HEX B 6 T mE B S A # A i o
REMESWAEVE R R W B SR TR 454, BRI G . WSRUE 5 X R T R R 4, &R
IR B A R E A A S R R

MR RIS, AT 2 BER AR R 16 B B AT 1 I A sh e . BRAE R 00T
R REZNS TR, SRR BERCR S BRI, 108 RIERO 7 IR 550 S an i H %
BATER B HGNE R Sy AW TORE B B — Rl Ah AT N R R RUB R S FE S
B T XER AR EAA R RIWRRE > RIEH, F& DERIER AR Z 0B U MR .

Hk, AWTFURIE “TER BRI 5 A GRS o i [ S B D . R 55 R B 2 IR AR A
RAPA, T 020 e RN U DRV AN [F) 4 55 2 1] B AR SN S R S DR P, AR I s RORH A X AE AT S5
TS “ARJeiy” MIFIWr. BRI, 2R OWT SR XUG B R SR s . BB SE 2 5 i B A 1 S 41
T AR R TR

FETTEIRT, AR “HUARBLS 2 H - B IR RO Bl it , @ 7 Ere b A 4
FERIBRARM, SCBL T YRR A R TR IR AL S BRGNS R E IS —, AR IVE HAAUERIT K
R T IESE

5.2. SKBBR

MSEE A ER, AR XA R 7 FE 45 K B AT AL B B 2R B 3

S ARKIRHEN EAE R IR BN I . RS S RIRARIMHEITE R T, HXEAN
7] 2 55 22 T R R B T R T fe R R B 00 PR A B o 7 R — SR 0 2 B e ml L BEHRN, TG
A SERE IS4k, 7T RE T BUR RIE A BRI AR, TR S A0 e 5 S AR

W SRR BRI IE I A B T R R RER S SR . TER I BEEAGR BHIRHA,  ERAE
SRS, S ATHABEE M RRITICEZ . BHSHEE R, W ARG RXT “ ALK
HE7 HRME, FRTHAEIAME.

=, ZRR A IR BS W TR, TR AN [R5 55 Uk A R RN 22 7, b v X0t SR A AR
AL E I A FIYEREAG 7, T AT WA X B PUME R R A 2, IS 1y 5 5 S%E

53. MRBREARRKFE
REAT TR IFRAE T 4E X PR 4 BRI R, (e TR
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B, FEARIET RIS, RRIE T AT AE A A X AN [EA BRSO R X RAIE, Ll

KRR A AN R ENE S V. AWETOR BRI HE, R AEH S X ) 0 BE i i sl A2 AL
FEo ARKWTEE & G s sl AR RUAE Wi i 0 45 F B R A 1 B A A T AR L . AHIE 7T =
TR T ERNEM L S WE B, JR ST AT B SIS R AL B, T AR SRR A S T
DR ERG G, DA SRR N R 0 5 N i
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