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Abstract

Previous studies have indicated that the personality dimension and distribution behavior, inter-
personal self-support can predict the distribution behavior of people. This study further assumes
that interpersonal self-reliance can predict the distribution behavior through the mediating role
of interpersonal trust. To test this hypothesis, the interpersonal self-support scale, interpersonal
trust scale and distribution situation in Chongqing, Fujian, questionnaire of college students in
Guizhou, Yunnan, Sichuan six universities and 1355 participants were participated. The correla-
tion analysis, structural equation model results showed that, after controlling for age, gender: 1)
interpersonal self-support was negatively related to distribution behavior; 2) The 5 features of
interpersonal self-support and interpersonal trust was positively correlated; 3) Interpersonal
trust plays a partial mediating role between interpersonal self-support and distribution behavior,
the fit indices of the structural equation model are an adequate fit, chi-square = 209.748, df = 99, p
< 0.001, RMSEA = 0.046 (90% CI [0.038, 0.38]), CFI = 0.976, TLI = 0.971, SRMR. = 0.041. The results
supported the hypothesis that interpersonal self-support can predict the distribution behavior
through the intermediary role of interpersonal trust.
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NB BALE#AME B TS NS RR A T HT DA R AEAR B BRAZ AR Bt B B RS 16 B o T BRI AR AR AEE »
BN, ANBRES. ABRFE. ABRRTE. ABRTFBSMERARLEE. OF M RRAARR
B USRS EATA . A6 TURAE T o B G SULT# LHABR B SRR bR B LR 5 2
ATARIRR, R, #HARMEAEERE RR T IER A S . AR FCRAXEENGFELE
R NBEEERURSEATAERREXER. BE. 8. 8. W)IIAFTRKRK135580 48R
BATTHE, MAXRHEIRELESRER, 6 THER. EHE: 1) ARBILHSMERESETHE
FHR; 2) ABRBMHSMERE ABMEEEEMR; 3) ABRFREENRESHARES. ARFE
PR AR 52 BAT A BRI R RTREIMEA. FIREGRIFTHRBE, " AbrELTLIE
N FREAER) AR R IR 2 BLAT AN -
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1. 518

DA R EA RANRIT AN SRR, ANBREISAE S mn AT R R, HAamRiTAidrcse
frafegasy “BMN” .« “BRNT fER, MITES SRR MR R SR, AR ek
DA N IFIZE . G0 BRI T T — 230G 07, B Hd ) — 7 46t i Fe AL, K20 N At
£ R 4 BAR X A F i 43 Bt (Devoe & lyengar, 2010; Yamagishi et al., 2009; Olson & Spelke, 2008; Haley
& Fessler, 2005; Camerer & Fehr, 2006; Camerer, 2004). & BT KE, H F RN E B AT A M
R X R B Je SRR I 2RI X s AN, i T PR AR AT IR0 B 22 1) 3 FAT NI R E A R K %,
DL 9 A ) 40 BoAT R BB oG f Tt — 2 KR

H AL bR R EA G RIER 2 —, BAAX T2 893K X (Camerer, 2004). H 372 A& ELE A Br H 57
A N B SLFANE S, TR B LR =2 ANME B CAE S5 NS A B AR AE R N s 28 £ P HA 30
() 1) R BT A B ANAS R AE ,  AFE AN BRSr . ABrESD. ABRTTE. ABRR3E. ANBrFFi 5 M. A
Prpharfede 3 CREIT R ANPRIES): ABREsRIEReMN T3 5 N8 E, B4R AR E: Abrit
ERFERABN L, PFWME: ANbRRIEZIRREALE K12 AN BRASAE AR, BEARAE HAA IR 18 5o kA 2ot
WEFENBRR R, DAgET A& TR ABRIFBOR R e AR RN N, e S A RIS AL N 7 R i
f)5% % (Camerer, 2004) .

O FARE (G, Carlo)% NTEC A B AU LA L4055 6 Fhoptt AT i, /il &: A, %
A, B AT, B4 RAIH I (Carlo, Christ, Laible, & Gulseven, 2016). ANEZRAHEH ST N
HANRRA REMR, X—WACaR RS A SR B, AHR BB FEUE 3R T ARSI S 5 5%
AT N Z A B IEA R (A, 2014), SEHE2AT AR — MEREZ WS, BFERMAT R BIAT
RETE, MATAT AR THRASAT R — DT BN A A GO A 52 A L O B
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SRR T E A B RORE S (57 2, 2004) o BEE K TS 5 2R AL AT R R AT TR BB,
A T 2 AR D PR b AL I NS S R AR AT N Z AR &R, RO bR E S 5 KRR A
TAEFEA RRATE,  BTRA B B LB RAZ S 2 BUAT A RE ARG .

H LA P S B B SZAIA N B SLIZ AN TT 3 5 AN PR EAEA B2 B, Bk A bR B 325 A
PREAEA R M BAE I (20, 2013b), XA IR 7 AT ARISCRr . W R ARMEE S 28
NI T A RAR S, M0 ELAT A B 7T 45 SRR W fa] B (AR ZE A DGR W] S & JF J0 S 35 AR O, (R AT 45
FJ7 RS [ A R R, BRI TT AP (a2 A B ARG R ([, 2011a). BEJ AOBRAE 20
Hrarn,  NBrfE AT DL i H Al A2 R [ 32t B i o) FUAT 9 (00, 2003). £ AT BT FE R M 2Rt 2 1,
FATRE—BIRAHBE TENBR A5 B BAT AR R, TAPREEN AR T REN, AR EERT
DL i FA A R (R B2 0 ) B AT 9 (£, 2003), T BUEER, AU B e N bR B L) O A brfE
AR 73 BEAT o

AW TR AR T NPRE RS 2 AT NI B AR 2 AT T S ORI . BEERAR AR Y, ABR(EAERT DL
HoAth A2 B R A I 7 BCAT N . XA SRR YE . 55—, ABRB LA LLE RN APRMEE. A/
NHIBE TS R ORI FR B 52 5 NBRMEEA RFMROKE S, 2012b). H =, ABREILS52RCAT A &
FAR . CHIIIT LA KRR, KO SFA AT N REM K. — I, 2EATNETRESTN,
H— T, ORI — e 5 NBr B LR LS4 LA ARLZ A, BRI, ABn B SL 5 2 BCAT A RZH
BEMK. HB=, ANPEER LEL HADAR BRI AT . BHRR, ABMEES D EAT AR
KFo

RGN ESOTE , N B AR AT BAR B S IE [ 0, 110N B A5 A 7T D i H A 2 B SR Tt 23 FEAT 9
HIBERTCAHERD, N BRASAERT LAAENBR B L5 2 BUAT A R Rl R, B i 1R .

LR PR, ANBREAL. ABEES A RAT A EFETINAR. BTN RZ 2R =% Z P iM
PR, E=FEREERIAT T T AL W Pl AWTFUR 2 H e 2T ANBR B S, ABR(E
FE45 73 BEAT IR 2R B BB AEAE A h A 28 B0 T N B B LA AT o8 R s, DU SR A i
FHARHRZEL . ANPRESLITEE ) 5 MR ISR, FUCAHT TR H AR 5 MEE )
o0, MARANPRELER, SETAT TR L B 1) ABr B SLATBUE AP0 ABRE AR, faa i
WMAIEAT A5 2) NBMEEAENDR B LS AT A P E R AR, AWTTE TR 5 i
AR (1] 2 FIow).

2.
2.1, #i
RFVEEPEHIRE I TR R AR IR BN =Fg . DI ERE ) 1355 HERE K AT T

NERfE4E

N B3 B SRR R

k.

S HeAT N

Figure 1. The model for the mediation of interpersonal self-support and distribution behavior
E 1. ABRBIZEWSEITANARGEERNMREREE
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Figure 2. The Hypothesis model
B 2. RigRE

WE, Hd B4 672 N, %4683 Ny K—24 649 N, K %4 706 Ao SCRIE 496 A, PR 508
N, TR 350 N, Bl 1 N BOXm e LA 15~30 &, PN 20 £ (SD = 1.14).

22. METER

2.2.1. RE%E ABREIZEZR(Interpersonal Self-Support Subscale for Undergraduate Students (1SSS-US))

REENGFEVLERERFENGERN— N ER, ZEREREETDFELENFELERE Z
F, AR, 2008) BT KRR, WA ANBRHOL. ANRES) . ARTHE. APRR G ABRHFA S MNEEE,
o NBgsr. ABRE3h. ABRRiE. ABRHFBEES 8 Mk H, ABRTHEES 9 M6 H. B %HE%
1~5 TLvbsr, LRREBAEFEALRF; 2 B HEARF; 3 REAHE; 4 R IERE; 5 REREFFE, 18
Irikis R R N F SL/KF e . AR 5 AR L 5 i A R K 7 0.82. 0.83.0.74. 0.76. 0.75,
Z 1) B R AE FE i A

2.2.2. NBR{E{EE R (Interpersonal Trust Scale (1TS))

AT R AT MO Tl N AT AR BRI SRR TE . 3L 256 ANITH, KA R EW R
BRSBTS, Hh W R EFAR M, TFEGSKEMMNER TERITy. =
RIOTH 2852 mEaRnEBER G, HEAZHEIH S X RS A A SWRE LA
B AERRMAAMNIIEEME, 1 4 NEEFE 5 P NEEARE. ERAHM 25 £ 125, F
MBS 75, Fra I HEA> ZMECA RSy, Bmmad N EEEWRE (R, 2011b).

2.2.3. FEITAEREE

A ) S AR 8 B 2 5 0 B A 90 AU 22 U 7 3 O 8 i xR e i 388 W AR R VT 110 4 P
RRSRES, LR PME S B ST AR AT . ARSI — RS BRI, (R UG ) R AT 12 AMiE
g H AT AT RE), BN TSR R E ) R BANME 2 78, 0T AR R ) R — N
R TNE 176, (HA2 AR ) AN EEEX A . a5 AQT R ) B2 g i B T 58, MR $4 k7 il
77 ZARAF AN B 1T, AR A5 A Si 46 O B2 () 55 5% 9 s an SR AT B3 E 46, X7 #4531 0 AMiE
Ao A 45 LA R (B ) 4 H IR A i 7 SR BV (B D ) e 8 TR 45 1 ORI XK T BIOR A S i i
H A ERAT NI FR(Guth, Schmittberger, & Schwarze, 1982).
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2.3. LT SHEELE

MR AT B BRI, R B E R0 & SIS AR UUEN 2 RN
FALREAT, FROAE B 58 S5 i RSO 1) 45 FE 0 LR am B, BN IR FE 75 2244 25 40%h . RIS Sk 11
0] 5 705 B T 3% 0] 6 I 15K 1 A 4 d s N SPSS19.0 it AMOS17.0 #4748 it 70 #r o

3. B{RE S
3.1 KEEABRBIER. ABREESSEITHNEXSH

PG 1 85 RBoR, Nbr B AR5 ARG 2 83 B, 50T 8 2R E A
NBMEAES 73 AT N 2 23 7 9% (r = -0.19, p < 0.001).

3.2. RATREISHT

3.2.1. PAMERRLE

{8 H Bootstrap [¥] 757 (Shrout & Bolger, 2002a) 43 il N B AELE N BR £ 5 AR TTAE LN BRIF IS 73
BCAT R AR B A O AT R o SR 0] B AT Lo R R 7E JR A B4 (N = 1355) 4L 2000 MEEAS, A2k
2000 AR . 53 3E1THE— Bootstrap sample [IZ3fliit, &JaiH5 A — S50 FIME S hrik
(Shrout & Bolger, 2002b). 5 5 R4 TH5 H I AR AR08 (17 1 9% 48 R AR A 56 R A ROV 2 15 3% . R
XL % AR REAE 95%I1 BAS X HEA S 0, NIRMHILMAAK A BNRE . N TR ABMEER
IR B, R AR, R 450 5 FEAR R AT B AR S0 MT o 1 200 75 R S0 B I A B R R A AT,
A MR RFE R E, 3B AREER, ikl 3 fi.

MRS BT, «*=6.61, df=4, p=0.158, RMSEA =0.03, TLI=0.98, CFI=1.00, NFI=
0.99, IFI=0.98. %H Bootstrap v2:%f A BSHEAT 7 AT, FEARZRE A 2000, B X ABRME AN
iR 5 0 AT MR R A E T TR, SGRER, ARG ABRTiE. AbrEahidid Aprfs(E
B2 T 43 e AT R I RBE ) 95% B A5 [X 1] 43531 v—0.12~—-0.01. —0.16~—0.01. —0.09~—0.01, #iAEHE 0,
LI e R RO A A THE 43 310 0.02. 0.02. 0.02. W& 3 i, ABs E S A BR 5045 A BT ke
PRV A EEAT lvs ANBrE3h . ABR3TAES AN BRI ar DLd sk A BRE AT 0 s A F SR 0 4 e AT M
XL R RY, ABMEEAENBRFFR ABRTTE ABRE ST 5 Bl AT N 3508 43 s A R0 2 3

Table 1. Means, SDs, and Correlations of variables

%=1 MRTEWFIIH, FoEEREX
AE M SD NBpglsr ABRES ABrsifE ABRRE AR ABMEE SRATA
N 7Y A 3.25 0.78 1
NE ) 3.39 0.70 0.509"™ 1
NBR353HE 4.32 0.46 0.243" 0.063 1
N R 3.46 0.53 0.330™ 0.469"™ 0.195™ 1
NBRFF TR 3.46 0.67 0.323" 0.272" 0.409™ 0.184™ 1
NGRS 2.87 0.40 0.267" 0.257" 0.272" 0.211™ 0.330™ 1
AT N 9.63 1.92 -0.041 -0.072 -0.262" -0.082°  -0.208"  -0.187" 1

W RF p<0.05, THRFEp<001, THRE p<0.001, FH.
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Figure 3. Path analysis of interpersonal trust mediation model

3. ABMEEPMERREZESTE

4. Wig

4.1. ANBRBIET ABRMEERTAM S BT RR PR

AW T 2 H 2R SA Br B Ll A BSR4 RPN 73 e AT s, 1 3 IS R &
> NBRSHE ANBRES) S NP IFBOE T G i FE0 PR AE AR 7 ZORTN 2 FoAT 9 A BifE AR RE G 1 1
Moy BEAT Ao REEWFFAE R SCF T, KRB, ABstfE. ABsE S5 AT =1 A
B F SRS BUSCRE T /e, BN BRAEAE AT BAE Dy b A A2 B R i ) FEAT 9

NBR BT RE G 1A 500 73 BEAT 9 (4 B EAE T 0 AN B ST AR I IR ST 1 26 TR e g 6 &% AR R
NPEBBPET R CA BT FEY, 1 &R SRR MALE S 5SS AR - 4E S A X
FIIMZE A FZGRE ST, 2012). NBRTUESR KR AEAPRSZAE P RES IS S5k, BRI A BR ST A
SR ) T X A B0 RAT B AR AT, BT R AR 2P RS VR At 73 T

A BT ERY, ANbrBELS N EEA BRI IEMAR (&, 2013). AbrEahEdaE bR itd
REARIN EBh 5 A4, A B AN BRESIH M — o b A B N BR(EAE,  BUR T-7E N Prscqt ih 4R
EBRL RS ANZAE . B, m ARSI MEE T AR B ARG T-45 DAY A 0 BT % .

NERIF ARG NP A L AR e 5 A RSB I NI RIFIELE), ReiRgn S B AR,
N BRIT T A A A L N BRI AE . 8 TR NBREAE, MASE A AT RE 4 A 2 F ) 20 i
T,

giEprd, NbsitE. ABREs 5 ABIFBOE S NP EAE K o 1 H RE9S SR 7l o B AT o, e
(K R R] BRI R A PR BT AR NBRESN S5 NBRIF AN T N5 N2 B A2 A R B A 5 5T
AR, R IRAEARATES H S AP BRI LT S B, ABRMEAEVE N ABR B LS 2 BeAT AR
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AR R BB A BRAL AT, NBr B L\ BRAE A A 1 B AT RARR 23 T 23 BEAT 9 e o
4.2. ABRB3IL. ABMEESHEITHEXR

bR 1 LSO R A R AN, BATER ] 3 W LEERME BN PR L. AR EAES 2 BUAT e
FAAEHA MR R 55—, Bk 7 LA AL, ABs B A2 thm] LEHE TN 7 BeAT v IEanlEl 3 fr
s NBRTUES NBRIFIBOT PAELH G TN 7 e AT 9, B8iE 1 2 AT RO BBE, AR B S BT ST R] DAL %
T3 BEAT N e NBRDTER AR TUREAE N PR s AE i I RBL, - R 7 BC A 5 AT A 25 IR U 5 O A 2
AR A BT s A PR IF IR A TE 2 T8 KRN A0 &5 R0 R XU A 2 AN SR, A 1 X005 8
PG . 55—, ABREAERT DB B 2 EEAT 9. W&l 3 Fro,  NBnfE AR AT BLAR e # 7r e AT
No

B2, NBRESL NGRS AT AR R RN, B BRI A REVE MR =5 1] 1
BIRKRAR, HJaibds 2t — P R s o r b o & .

43. BIRSRE

WA H AT TE SRR, BRI T A A RS R, BN T =F R AR MR IE B IR
—b, JURAERT AW SIS AL B3R 17— SUARRT B ROCR,  F BEAE LUR BT SO R s — B s . 2R
= RTEDBEAT AR, HARAE S DA SRR, B2 2 — AR T &R .
— 5t TR A AR, Sl S, B S mgal IR B RIS 5
—J7 T, BAG RN s R R R G BT R T7 R R TR G K 2 IR R S ARE A T
WAL, BT AFRATTA A fa] 0 1) 0 L 7 S B B AR 25 70 Bl AR RE B, A S T BATRA B i
Wito M, SRR T, BATH 2 BT N SE 6 AR V5 RIE R it — 25 72 8 > BAT NI A5
PAEAF AR AR 408 . 35—, ARIOBT SRR IE R E R IR TR — K22, e i
R, XA RE BT 5T ZAOE BRI 0 e B SR A R R 7T, — 5 TR S B2 RE 3]
IBERWTFUX — 5, (HAR S — I IR RAEA W T i K. Rk, ELURRITE T, W L4
GAHNEWTITC, BVFS A BTIWOIR o X T AHI 70 ) 45 5 e T O T 7 ke itk — 2D 58

5. &

AT T AT N BRAEAEE ABR B LT 7> BeAT IR, BN Bs E L NP5 AR A4 Aok
T EEAT IR, FEFRE] T EG MR B LR 15 H B R 458

1) ANFrsetEs ABsEsh AR NBRIT AT LU A BR A AERTN 7 BEAT N, X — S5 R 5CHF 1 Abs
FBAEME 9 NBR B SLIN 72 BEAT X — R

2) NBroUE S NBRIFTECAT BLE - 7 1) B 2 FEAT 9

3) NBREAERT LA B 23 BeAT A ABRES) . ABR5TE S A BRI AT BAIE m F500 A bR 15 4 .
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