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Abstract

Drawing upon the dual perspectives of individual traits and environmental factors, this study em-
pirically examines the effects of supportive community climate and customer innovativeness on
customer engagement in brand co-creation, and further investigates their impacts on brand loyalty
and the underlying mechanisms. Based on a survey of 505 Xiaomi community members, the findings
reveal that: (1) both supportive community climate and customer innovativeness positively influ-
ence customer engagement in brand co-creation, with customer innovativeness partially mediating
the relationship between supportive community climate and customer engagement in brand co-
creation; (2) supportive community climate and customer engagement in brand co-creation exert
significant positive effects on brand loyalty, whereas the effect of customer innovativeness on brand
loyalty is not significant; (3) supportive community climate not only directly enhances brand loyalty,
but also indirectly influences it through the mediating roles of customer innovativeness and cus-
tomer engagement in brand co-creation. Specifically, two primary mediating pathways are identi-
fied: first, a direct mediation path where supportive community climate affects brand loyalty
through customer engagement in brand co-creation; and second, a sequential mediation path where
supportive community climate influences brand loyalty through the chain of customer innovative-
ness and customer engagement in brand co-creation.
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21 AR AN A A R e B 2 3, TR R R 51 4% . QG B MG E & . ATk
LS 5E RO R . R ARk, RERESOVREIR TR EFE(1]. BEE LM R R
AL AR B GE,  FE2 i AL DO I 25 5 LR B (2] Gl AR 2R Ak AL X, % 4
WA Z 52 AR Rk, MATANS 58 BT AR SE A P U S 6, B AR
T T 9 BN SR AU S RS 1 . B A INK RS A T 2011 AT TNRIEL R EALIX,
I AR AL R AT — BRI AL, RS S5 IR RGN AR g, SCEL T R
RPRIE R . HAT, KB oK 3ER L R B, RN A QIR TR S RARIX, #
ANFIR I 5 U 300 fh RO k. AR, S IR R O Al e R B AT 3 . SR
B 5% it R L B R BB B 7T ANzt A | SRR R o B AR ZE AR TS IR 1E it R B 222 o A 4 A KR,
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DA B it R B S B PR SE DI S48, CA o — W B a V) (O wF R AR

A BRI RN — I T BUE PGS AG T, AR YRR T SR IX AT 9 ) B0 7 KR
AT, BIE AT N A AL IR T T, PR IR FO I 1 RIS SR B P AR B A
SCEREIFTER AL, B QB MU LI REARIMERSBR6], & BN MR EY . B iR R iR
FMEESRAE 7] FEAELAMIALIX, U0 3T i AE AR 06 B SRR I 2 5 i T A BT AN R 0
HENIKE S, ML, KEHGUT IR TR, SCRHEHGUR R 0K 52 T A0E ) ffie it 5 T
AUFAT A B SMEIR TR R [8] [9]. FEAEL S RRALIX, A XS & R R i 2 2 15 i L 1 ) S B4 E A
BRI, SCRAVEAR DGR AT RESOR IR QUM (LI 2 5 R IL A . BT, ASCHE SCHRIE 7 3
fiti b, AAANAS I FE SRSl R 3R AN SR R S il R 3R AN T T R A, SEAIEAGL I B B A AN SRR A X S
XS 5 e IE A0 B0 S LS o B )m s Al REEDNE S R A R SO B B R bR . DUAERTFLR I,
FELR S AL X BT 15 it B A LB (2 BE T B ) RS R 10] [117]0 ASCUAGh LB ON S5 RA R, 3t — PR
T i B A DX SR Ak X0 R R 2 610 1 e 2o ot 2 2 15 i G 81 ) o A 41 PRS2 BRSO

2. BREMESHRERER
2.1. BiEES5mhRiLa|

BN R SRR 16 VLT (P A 6L, (AR RESE QU e B HERR H  JFREMLA—Fi
A AL T8 ST R S R 26 2 SR A (5 QUSRI 2. 13, TR %% 2 SR A (5 00O T
AL T A5 14F 07 o SRR B BT, e AR LA\ T M £ ) AL K
ORI IR TE R 6L 75 DL TR, ML OB S L P IS R A A o
oA 5 WA TP A AU ML AR S0 B4 2R MR e B R
ML DR 3 A R ol 7 0 LA AS I 220k BREEALL12]. Merz 1 Vargo [3 K- SEG15E
AR R T AR R R ILEN, $eTH BRI A P02, Hatch 1 Schultz [Tk e
SRR AR MR KRR 25 B FIR IS 2 110 A R T 05
SURIHEL T S RESEOUI SR AR LRI B 20) 5 F 38 AR R R, TR
ARV INFEA TR, ol SRR AR S A LA T MR SURIMEL, AT SRR T
Vire. BT IR L I, S0 B RIS R ORI . Ak, B
RERFEIEANA T AT AHIIC, B MR 224 L DX ol RV B RSB 515 SRR,
HB% 5 15 AL

TEIR LT, {ELL IR DRI 215 WL TIF 6, BUZ ML AL AL X 515
MRS AR . 4 S R O RS R 2, MO 7 B4 ST, T A N 7 2 M X S5
FUGEMIE, WORBUE S TR LS, 5 GO 515 M RRE), TSR B 5 A
M FRe BT UL, AT THTEL 0L OB 5 15 W A 0 51 A R DB 5 il 2 ) DL
BT 2 AT SR U EOE TRh, BEEA IR, TERAISA = U0
B, LA RN AR S0 BRI A .

22. MR RFESMESS AL

AR, B SR R AT A S A MR DS RO, Bt T 72 Wb DR,
S . 0 D L5 S PR DU AR AL DS AR [13]. B TT0A A 244 DR R B L
MR, RIERIFHRR, HIE, EHRIERERN, RAREA B R 4], A A
USRI U A, HESCRFPERR DR E SU: HE D BB 4 LR BB SR, B 5591
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I RREIALIX 45 T o Tajvidi 5[ 15[ UESEVH 9% -1 9% 8 LAl AH S -t 3 s, BRGmtt & 50, it
T3 5 VA 23 36 [F) Q3 S M E I B R o Yang S5 [ 16 90 K IAE 22 At DX i BR S R I AR A 17 45 1 o)
SN AHEIL BTy o R SR 14100 B P FHUAIE LR b AL XA TER I, LR LR MR X 5
FEPE SR X U BB AT A B3 ARG . ST, B ARG AL X 2 5 LA B R — Fh el
WAT R o AEA P, ABATTHR DG T SRR BRI AR, JRAE S, 5 AV ILRIBEAT MR Bt 57K
P B0, ARATIBE R BT A P 59 B TR S BT ARG o R R X A 2 L A
FPRBILE AR RS EE, X BRORATRE R, (2 AR TS AR B B
FREFLERE S b . FET BT, ASCER DL R
H1: ARSI SRR A XA L IE 2 % 2 5 i R B

23. BELFEERES SRR

e G T M SRR R o 2 BB, 4RTH 9 B B A IR SR AR TR E I CROML & s Hi 7= s Bin Ji)
ABTIEI[17], A P E NAERT . FEARIMERE BT [6], S 7 ANMAR A AE BTN L A7 ONMAT gt
[18]0 BRIA ST 70X GR——FE LR i WAL DX R 53 35 2 i AR R A B E I, AR SCR 2 G 1 X — 32
%o Pearson [19]48H, Frariial 2 AL FHFMHINAESN I, RAERABIRE. T0H & 0 e BAE
i BIE I BRI 3 R AT v BT S AR OGS B TSRS s PR BRI 1 A A
TG, AR S IS BEEIRA201 AN, HT AR AF ANE R I AR P A ORI R
AR A5 S PR SAA) s T 8 A S R PR 36 6 AT 25 [ 1 81/E IR 7T I & B8 1k () &5 P 4 R P ik ik |, SEZIE
R38R LT 23 IR BB M S T AT AAFTE IR E R o AE N —FRETEANERE BT, 00 R M2 A
P T AS RIAR B VR B, R v B BB AE NI PO IR 2 IK B L 208 ST AS RN 508 B oK P
(Optimum Stimulation Level, OSL)H i\, ®AAHA —/MNMEE M FXFRER . BB E IR R
M IEAS U R AN BOE BURIBOK o IR SRAR R INEOK SR TR B & BRI PR, AR
SR F AT SRR A AR ISR BRAT AR SRR o TS A (21 S UFAS 56 1 B G 1 o Ji 2
NCUHAT NI, B FOR A NBEAT A5 A B AR = A L BT R AR It 70 A0 G137 44 A8 4
PERIH 3 BB, HUIE SR T G AR B AR AR R AR (R LR BRI e . TEZR
JALIX, TEEE 200 I GE S A B TP 0 0 SO BRIBOK S, e O P A R B SR A& H
FIBOKF RS R g, S8R E R BN R g s, g e AR, 25 5
FRGE MRS EMBERS. ik, A LR -

H2: A IE M s i & 2 5 G L.

24. XFMAXFE. BELFESHESSmELe)

I RTAR > F TR A 175 55 PR 20 A 3 U BB I3 B ek s, (B 2 F 738 1 445 R 61 T
Q& I . BAh, BEFCIESLEIE J o R PESR (L RE JI OREE, SR BT IE AR [22], PRIEA S
MALGLF DS B3 T 3 75 (10 520 RAHE WA X550 T 51 2 B 8 R i o Bk FEAIE SR B SR S B X ik
K5y TAIE T B AT EEAE ] - Amabile [23145 i, X138 77 (¥ 52 b (B A5 4LUR T (1 52 LA B B S HF)
BEWOR A T BT, ISR ESIHL. Zhou [91& I 24— AT BN B I B Atk [7) 2 LA 3 B P AN ST RFAE R
HIBABE A TR BB AR R B, MR A S Rk BIE 77 28 Eim i P24 55 AR 7T thilk
S FFEH G A TONE AR B AR R B QUM EA T EARBUN RIS 2. SR OB
ML RN ARSI DY AT 7] FEAELR AR IRAL X, SR B X E MG ISCRE . TS SRR 5
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CGHOLA s B BRI i PR A SR AN B 0 R IR (22, DT R o 25 (SR 7 A SRR B, R AN T
R R, i, FRATTHERT

H3: SCRPEAL XS 1E 1 52 0 BT

ZRE VLT, —J7 0 SCRR AL IX G5 I [ 5 i B GRS — T Tl B B R i 2
A EIE A o AR SO BAE ST IR EERE MR LA, PRSI PR A B YR IR (B2 9 AE S BL) T
SN SLAENEAT o M . SRR 3IE SESCRFVEAL [X S0 Bl 1 5 i 2 S 3L 2 L QB AT 8. A
b, AHIEFEIN A SRR A DX 7T e o 4 S s BT M MR I 2 5 i . R i LR R

Ha: SCRPEAL X5 S I 02 SR L A o AV IE 1 R 2 2 5 L

2.5. BiES SRS MBI

TEL AL X % 2 5 R, OB RR IS 2] i AL X BRI, E T HE R AR S R, = AR AR ) it
HEFE RN, I REFSR 1K [26]. Grissemann FlI Stokburger-Sauer [ 1115 iR174E 5 & [BIIL AT A
IR FL RN, T2 S5RAT J7 ZE ) 8 IR B 52 i A A D0 2 ) PR3 A P AR B o SR S5 (27 JUE S, 726
AL X B 2 5 R It RO 6 25 B T B () LA . BB T ST 1016 B Ui & 2 5 3 [H] 6]
AT T, UESEBUR eSS AL RGNS E, IF HBE 3 S0 ILE0 0 a5 H S WOIEAR DG . fEZR
A REAL X 22 5 LA, REINIARIBZE 0T i R IR 1 AN, SR THBAE (1) i A, I L2 [B] T i
R AZ AN BB — 0 EAL TR, 72 AE T RS, e s i RS AR T, JRATTHE T

HS: & 25 ) 1 [ 50 B v S .

2.6. THEHMHXFRES RREI

PR B B ML S B BT TR L, BRI RE s 3 e 7 AR AR G 2 RS MR 68 77 it PR R AT 7
AT S A3 AT N Kotler [28 45 H FELEAETE H 87 b 40 0T I Stk SR 2 Mi0EE 3 7 fh AS B« Baker 45[29]
RIS ] T 2R L SEL A i SRS X D 3K R A S K BRI o Broglu [30]5%0 78 £k K PR SRR ST W Lo
R T 7 A A S SRR W S PR R B A IR T S o AR SCRRVEAR DB T, 0% B 5 S 2 B B Byt
SH i L R R R, AT B T o A o R, BT, ACCHR R AR

H6:  SCRFE AL X G50 11 17 52 M U2 ook R A R

27. BERIFES MBI

A QU AR TR R, AT T B SRR Y, R PO TR I R, I G RE R
o T BE 2 o T g0, T HLAL PRI i B A T SO B B e i A A e R MR AN SRR, T 2%
W K B [ L R AR TE AL, o QB T 2 BUAR B Pk B2 B4 AT BER BT fh - Goldsmith
SE[3 10 AR AT EL 7 AT ML I FEUE S, B QT AT 7 it R AT D9 2 T A7 AR B T IE A R R AR
Uhl £ [32] (W e, AR T m QU LR B, ARBUHT IR B R QU R i &, HAGER
ot R DRURE o S B SE[17 10 £ s ORI H AL B SEIRBF TSR I, B B AR PRI, A
e KT D R R D AT (R A4, AT AR BHT VR IR , 2o B 7K T D i R A D S AT D (o A
W) LRE LT, R QUHTYE U ) S S B, AR SRR AT RETE T R, TR G
ARG B R . Ik, FRATTHE M

H7: B QR 7 15 R M it LS

28. BiESSmELeHhNER
BAVERTSC R T, STRAEA DR BIBERUR % 2 5 1E AR, (e A A TSE R 2
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AR SEBIE B, T 25 R, X SRR T AR AR, R E BRAS T A AR R
SEE SRR AR, AT HE R HLA R LR AR AR ) it R SR S T RR B 0 e PRSI o e
TRARSE (331 T N KA X HIFUARBT T AL, HIBAERE . SRR R AR ST s i B 2 A AL X N 2 55
P EIEE,  HET R R e R BRATHEWT SRR EAR O B e i 2 2 5 R G, IRl ot
%25 I QR TH IR G R ROV 215 dh L6 R BE7E SRR AL X -5 000 o B A
FIMFRAEM . ik, $2H LR R

H8: SCHRFVEALIX G B2 225 dh LA ) P A1 P I [ S 2 o R 6

[FIREI, RIS AT HEWT, B QR I T BEAE SCHF AL DR B 5 0% 2 5 B IL A 158 & rhaie 21 b Ay
YRR, B3 HT SN A, SERFIEAL X G 8 1L BT 2 45 il R E 61 B8 o 1 FH I 1 S22 ot R A5 K
DR S SR e IX 0 B X 25 it R S B S i o, 3 W] A AR U GRS % 2 5 it 3L B X o
R dt, $EH LR R

HY: SCRPEAL X5 I 2 B 1 55 0 2 15 i R G AR 00 EE mh A A S22 i A R

gR EPTd, AT AR R A 1 s

k=20l e

P % 2 5 i L A1) —

XA E

Figure 1. Research model

B 1. FRiEa

3. SCiFffsR
3.1. BIEKIR

KRN FRFFES “H%R” (htp/www.wix.cn/), IS HUC 2R A MR 45 Sl 4 1 2%, 4
GO KAE R T2 5. 2ok —AN 42 B OB IR), 2% L RIICR E 4 B & 1 i i 25 883 4, MRRAE
i RS 4 (1 T 240 B5) LA BT 5 A — 35, AR TR0 1% 378 0, A3 EA 0% 505 4, 3%
(AT RN 57.2%, BEAIGE A W 1.

Table 1. Structure description of valid sample

= 1. BRI

Z FEA & H (%)
| 256 50.7
14 5]
@ 249 493
18 & M ULF 0 0.0
g 19~24 % 59 11.7
25~30 % 237 46.9
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SR,

i3k

31~40 % 177 35.0
41 B KUk 32 6.3
P Eh ) LR 12 24
K% 85 16.8
=331 EN 347 68.7
SRR 57 11.3
&Lk 4 0.8
3000 JLA R 43 8.5
3001~4000 75 104 20.6
4001~6000 75 130 25.7

OPNGLIONGIE)) B
6001~8000 TG 112 222
8001~10000 7 74 14.7
10001 7GEAE 42 8.3
6 AT 50 9.9
6 ™ H~1 LK 133 26.3
TIH: X 4 R 1 #~2 LI 220 43.6
2 3 DR 85 16.8
3FEKL L 17 3.4

3.2. TENE

AR T 4 MEOBR(UERHE KRR XEE . %25 S, ), 0%
ISR B B dn B AL . AR R R IS A A, ERP A NS 3 A5
SR B RN, FFAEX TR KA DR 7 U7 R Al EdE AT TABIE, BRI EYIRE. 258 ns
B EXFAE AT T/NREARTITTIN, 5 RR A TE WA I — 220, TR & G . Hrh, i)
Btk A« BEWCR AL TE R MR & 4 N3 1] SCREHE KRB “E/ KAt X, &5
XK G S ES 2 AR B & 3 AT & [34]; i 2 5 a3 A “IREE S 5K KRGS
6 MNINTUI B[ 11]; s RS “ e m BV AHER KT &8 3 NINITIN & [35]; AL 4R
HLAEF R ERTINE, K, 7RREEFAE, | RRTEAFE. B, SCEIIFFRERN, Bz
Ptk SRR . PR RN DL RS A S N B e, X 25 6 1)K 10 8 5 B 8 ) o R
Rk, ARSCEPER. FRE . F 0. WNFUIINHE X AEBRAE R il AR & DL f e AT 52 m .

33. FESHERR

AHFFERHA] Cronbach’s o {EANALA {5 E(CRWE N B LA I bR, W4 2 PR, ABHFUA 2L
1 Cronbach’s a fE#BE 0.8 LA E, ¥ THER(E 0.700, Ui E RN —SIEEMRS. 550
ARERHEEEZ(CR)TE 0.805~0.950 (8], = THEFEE 0.700, WHITAZERHAGEEAMR . KK
6 NN B R AN G R FE PR AN T T . ASHIT LS N AR T A WHAT,  JF BB S 7T 1) At
AR, LR DIRTIRAVMEARNG AT TR IEMEE, REARENARIE. &
TEMRUE, O TSR X 3L . AT TUR SRR L R 7 Mok A 38 W SO E o I B S U
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LB N, Hdf = 2.239, RMSEA = 0.050, CFI = 0.980, NFI=0.964, IFI =0.980, GFI = 0.946,
AGFI=0.925, Ui&&ERA mUWSSEE. ok, Bra IR R #8m 2K T 0.5, U B L6l & A
TEARR PR X E ISP 7 ZAEBEAVEE K, FraZE0 AVE H KT 0.5 FIHEEEE.
HH, Frfi AVE {ERF 7 AR K T A RAR & [a] RAH ¢ R AL, U0IH &40 & 2 [A) HAT B 1) X 40 8B (L3
3)e LE AT, AWFIEYE A RGNS, && Mt — Bk i .

Table 2. Reliability and convergence validity tests

2. (REMSUE R

AR T A S RE %) CR AVE
GCX1 FREXNCKH B iR — 0.742
BUEGIHE  Goxo fEFRIOMI A, R S TR A 0.780
Cronbach o = . . 0.835 0.559
0.832 GCX3 oo i ST R A 1177 b AR B 0.708
GCX4 4L HoAth N0 FL A0 8 7= h (1 44 0.759
YR SFWI1 fE/NKAEX, 53R /N A 3 Bh 3 2 AR A i B 0.782
DO Gpwy gEAKALIX, B 5 R T 0.739 0805  0.579
Cronbach a =
0.805 SFW3 /INKALIX [ 5 2 [BIAF LS AT /8% 0.762
CGCl REFES5/NKKEENIES) 0.884
CGC2 AL TIRZ WS 5/ N KNGS 0.869
%25 . , o
mpaite  CGC3 A TRZH NS 5K 0.909 0050 0761
(m$§y: CGCA AH F/NKIR I WA, UBGE S0 Reks  0.829 ' '
' CGC5 FRER 4y SL/N K i Ao FF 2856 0.857
CGC6 A EZ5/NKIFBNMIRK: 0.884
S PZC1 AT AR R T 0.775
212} Inny
Cronbach o= PZC2 WIR#TFHL, FRAIASEAIKTFHL 0.863 0.885 0.721
0883 pycs WFHIE, NKRTH RRMEE 0.904

Table 3. Discrimination validity test

F 3. XOMEKE

AR 1 2 3 4 Bl bk %
1. i G 0.748 5.472 0.924
2. TRFHEA X S 0.573** 0.761 5.444 0.964
3. W% 25 5 EILe) 0.685" 0.689" 0.872 4.941 1.397
4. SRR 0.504"" 0.650™ 0.651"" 0.849 5.583 1.152

VE: XML I SR IR 21 AVE E P 7R N p<0.01, ™A p<0.001, LLTFE.

3.4, THRKELE

RN T RIS XA E . E R %S5 S EILAR SR DY AN B 2 R &R, AT
FAE B4 W) 7 FERE R A AMOS17.0 SR 55 KA TR0 B A R R AT R 36 &5 SR R, 2/df = 1.828,

fets

DOI: 10.12677/ssem.2026.152042 398 ke 55 sk = An 4


https://doi.org/10.12677/ssem.2026.152042

SR,

RMSEA = 0.040, CFI=0.987, NFI=0.971, IFI=0.987, GFI=0.958, AGFI=0.940, 7l Fhnritk L
W, REIAH SRS S, &6 H TP mgEsir.

TEAR B |A) G5 K0 0% R AR EAL B 42 R B0 THE . ¢ ([EAVBOEAR IR 45 SR WL F 4. th% 4 T, SEHebE
DX G X i % 2 5 AL 604 B2 IE MRS (B = 0.492, t = 8.598, p < 0.001), % G135t th 1 [ 5 i s
%258 =0.431,t=7.771,p <0.001), H1 Al H2 45 B S HF . dhoh, SCRAERE DX B B
AN IE A B R 2 (B = 0.697, t = 11.967, p < 0.001), H3 B KL. Biks RIEELW, HES5MME
FLEXE S A 2 B IE [ B (B = 0.320, t = 3.908, p < 0.001), Szt X 40 B 422 1F [ B0 i
(B =0.548, t=6.584,p < 0.001), H5. H6 3 BIHHE SCHE. AEJE A HT 0T b A8 s i A8 2 255 (B =
—0.053,t=-0.764, p > 0.1), H7 RAEEEITHLK .

Table 4. Inspection results of structural model

4. GIERREER

Eydize PRUEIL 2 5L T {8 i
HI: SCRAEAE OB - R 2 5 it el 0.492 8.598™ SCHF
H2: QIR A 25 d L6l 0.431 7.771% SCHF
H3: SCRPMEA: DGR B — % BB 0.697 11.967" X
H5: % 25 i 3L — i S 0.320 3.908"** SCHF
H6:  SCRPMEA: DGR — it LS D 0.548 6.584"** SCHF
H7: B QU I — i S -0.053 -0.764 AR

3.5. ML

AR Zhao Z5[36]42 H K A RUSAR IR FE T, 12 SPSS ¥ A 1¥] Bootstrap 77 2:%F Hi /i &Sk 4T
K6 o A RO IE 73 W UGHEAT « B 500 Ha BEATARSS, RURT 3G I & BB 70 SCRe AL X R SR 2 5
AL B OC R R A 28, AR 25 B BSLQIE R &, SCREAE XA BN AR R, A 0%
PR AR &, PRI RS 50T IR N X A BRAE 94 22 &, Bootstrap £ 4 &E 4 5000, Bootstrap
BURE T e B 2 B IE I AE S 50 i, % E 95% MBS X 18] s BEVI(E 5), Bk
AR, A BONAE B A THIX ] 9(0.245,0.419), ANELE 0, EHIh ARG, SO X S
i 2 5 AL QI B R, ELESNAE B A THIX TR 2(0.509, 0.703), AELE 0. 1 BB G1E
PEIL S R A SCFRR AL DR B 5 2 5 S L G 1 R2 e, HA @ AR LS. 5, 6 H8 R HO #HATARLS .
PASCREPEALIX By (AR &, LSO R &, R AR A 2 5 6 LA R A g, M
ERE . T BINRTIN A X AR R o $% 4138 &, Bootstrap FEZS &4 5000, Bootstrap HURE 7 218 5 22 4%
ERAESECE i, WE 95%MIBE XA, I 4E R (K 6), SCRFMEAL DGR X i LS AT B IE
AR, ELEENAE B AL TE XA 25(0.306, 0.515), ANELE 0, (R SRR 4 X4 Rl a ok ot % 61 35 1 A g
% 2 b5 Tl LT it R R A PR AR R A RO R, HR A SORIE BB AT X TE] 2R(0.213, 0.425), AL
V0. HEAKE, BT 1 B, ARNAE BAE I THIX [A]29(-0.039, 0.123), BLE 0, SCREHEAIX
AN R 2 G 1 R A PR S R, X S AR SCTUHAR R, B BRSO A X AR L IE s
M JL 2 I P, AELAR I 0 i TR AF S22 I P X i R R R R e A s BB AR 2 BoR, SCRRMEALIXUR
|38 o o 5 2 5 i R ) ) mp A A P S RO, R A RONAEL BB THIX 8] (0,104, 0.272), ANELE
0, H8 BRI FF; A 3 ML RE R, SCREMEA: X G 8 & G i 2 5 G I 1 8E 0 A
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1E RS20 S LR, TR SONHAE B E IS T X 8] 8(0.090, 0.223), LS 0, HO JEITAL .

Table 5. Bootstrap analysis of mediating effect test 1
< 5. RAMBAELEH Bootstrap 534 1

95% 15 [X [A]
AR e

TER LR
HERN: R X R - % S5 5 ) 0.606 0.509 0.703
SCRFMHEAE X R — R G I — R 2 5 R 0.323 0.245 0.419

Table 6. Bootstrap analysis of mediating effect test 2
= 6. PAMRAELEH Bootstrap 534 2

95% & 15 X [A]
R RN R

TR FIR
B SCRPMEA XU — RS 0.411 0.306 0.515
§SYENE P S 0.324 0.213 0.425
SRR A X — T2 B3 P — it 5 i 0.039 -0.039 0.123
SR XA - B 2 5 LA — LS 0.185 0.104 0.272
SCRPMEAL DR — B B BT — U 2 5 i L Bl — o LS I 0.099 0.053 0.162

4. Fit5RR

ARSCHET /N KAE X 505 ArvE M2 3 AR B R, MRS IR O A T AR 2R A X
Z 5 kAL B HT RS ALV, SHIERSE 1SR DO B QR VR 0% 2 5 AL B
Wi, FFERIT T EATIR i RS R S AR LB, AR LU IR TAs . 9, EELRAMALIX, SCRE
DX G LM 25 G138 1 I 1] S B2 2 5 i 3R 8. 534k, X PSRRI R P R RO ARG 3 A B, SRR PEAE
DA B IE [ S M 2 2 5 RS 1, 38 1 JEs SR ) /e A T IE 1 R R % 2 5 L)
S5 SCHRPEA DGR I [ S R R A, B 2 i R )X it R DA 1 I 1 R T AR R 2
ST, 5 DMERT FEN N B G 1 5 R S0 BTN [R], A SO ST 4 RR oS, R 1T 1o it s A
VRIS AR 2 o XA RE AR B/ K S AR X 3Rt 7R A R (0 i AR BT B0, o G P e ) 7 <
P RIHT PR 58 36 SRAE X L8 REIE QI RS B TR A 21 T A2, AT FRA 1 At AT DA s R e i A, ] 0
PR B8 =, SCRPVEAE XGRS BB 1 RS2 MR 1) i R, 3 I8 o 2 B PEAN B 2 2 5 i
SERUAT A T R AR T B, Herp /e ] R B PSR IR AT, — R SRR A O B A % 5
55 i RRSE R A AR S0 RS, R SRR A DX R A BT VAT 2 3L B A S
A S ot R

AT EIL TR T © B St LB T AL TP B, T B2 5 f 3L a1 12
DRI AL B, R ol A R = O AL A B DAL 3R R 0 F) SAIE I 7, AR WF SR 2L S50 B X B3 T 61 [ 5
M 5 NAE 2800 WAL DX RO RIE T, R 1 S P Ak DX BT €0 i P8 0 2 2 5 ot e 1) £ 522 iy B AR
B, A T AL SR B4, 3B TS A 5838 1 BT BRI G E F S OB TR . @ B
SCRFAE AL XG5 AN B 2 G PR R A AR B, SRS R0 PR R4 58 R 20T AR 28 i FR AL [X B 2 25 15 i i A
QIRYFEN, FRARTE T ASNE R P REAE T, B AR A B A 3R AR R AR (s AN e 2EAE A, b
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RN, DR A

TIE X% 2 53 E RS AT R TR AL, AU R 1O E LR L G SR B B . ©
FEOEIL AU, BUA BT B RRDS 1R 2 5 3K H QG i AT B 85 2, (HR B B s 25
SEIR A3 (AT P Ja R LB R, B T oRAh TR — AL, JFE— € R LR IR T AR 2 i AL X At
bR P E AL . @ BUA BRI, B G0k 1 S I R, ] e v R P
0 i U A B B BB AL SR L, BTN U QR . B 2 5 R K S =
K& PN BRI BEAT SR g, 28 IR JRAR G BEAR AT AT, Dy i lb A [R5 T v 60 B 14k 5 1) it ot
IR R TR .

AHEFL GRS B A IR 7R B, R XU B T HESh B 68T A T
G RV AR IS B RS ARG AL X, v ol IE R 5] S E S — DM EUR Z A HARFE B,
FASCREAIFEIE A A2 B AL X o« FL, AT G5 A ML B i QB PR & R e s R it T R 7
T, B R A AR A A A A SRR, AT 2 RS SR Al HE R RN A, R
i EREE AR (X B ARXT B IR, S AT B S 5 IR GG AR S v, AR AL LRI AR
[ D o) e (6| A Ao S N Nl TR e o (S T LR s s Y Sl P R DO | LR (WP e
N2ty 2 5 2 e 25 5 R B, R AT ERD I T 20 7 2 i A DR L E A S AT 6 T F T2 1)
WREAR . ST, e BET PR R O BAT B AR A, R S AT IR G RR,  DR SR S R A
b R, Al e A 2 i PR XX — LA G RS AN i IX SR 2 5 ah LA, AT RAE 2 A X
WED) . HrRIS G SRR AR, AT G AT AR R R, AR R

A FEATIAAAE SR BR AN — S E AR SRR I e . O MR FEX R EF, AR LA KIX — 7287
i FOFE G AL DO 5, I T AN RAT LA [FI 62 it AL X B 22 e . @ MOSTHRBT R, % 6
Wkt — YA, STRPE A DX DG AS R 45 P 5 GFT Mk (R i A7 AE 22 5% 7 AR ZERE i 6
FE ST 2 5 SR HEE ML A4 7 XL A RIS A R PR L. O XS
AMEALE SERFVEAE XS], A S 2 A DGR L, (EASAIT U R 2 R A2 Ml VA DGR R (52 o i A
DX 55 B X B BT 1 e i 25 5 it R B B S M A e 2 e 5 SRR A DXL e R4 P AR R LA
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