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Abstract

In order to explore the relationship among environmental cognition, urban residents’ awareness
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of ecological civilization, environmental self-identification and relationship mobility, 260 urban
residents in Hohhot were selected as subjects and tested with environmental cognition scale, en-
vironmental self-identification scale, relationship mobility scale and ecological civilization aware-
ness questionnaire. The results show that: (1) Environmental cognition has a significant positive
impact on urban residents’ awareness of ecological civilization, and indirectly exerts an effect on
urban residents’ awareness of ecological civilization through environmental self-identification;
(2) Relationship mobility plays a significant moderating role in the impact of environmental self-
identification on urban residents’ awareness of ecological civilization, that is, at low relationship
flow level, environmental self-identification can significantly positively predict urban residents’
awareness of ecological civilization, while at high relationship flow level, environmental self-iden-
tification has a more significant predictive role on urban residents’ awareness of ecological civili-
zation showing a stronger upward trend.
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1. 518

A AL = K (Ecology Civilized Consciousness) e H6 A iR N 5 B SR A AH AL 72 5 — Fb AR
M, R ANTTIERS A2 W — P D TS, RIS BR 2 RNE O (X ) (2 4 4,
2021). WHFRI, AASCHEIRSHEAIR B0 REAFRFSC R E (2T, 2018;
ek, IR4fs, 2023; #RAILT, MRk, FIERE, 2020). dbAh, BEEWHTHITIKAIRE, A DR A
AWrnE, AFE SRR LA 1 P A AT, BRBETS Y AR SR R R AT . AFIAERIR
552 18] ST 1487 PR FT R AH 40 3R T e B 1) 5 o0 R R A P A 3 3 AN R PRS2 o T Sl T AR 5% 1) A5 3 T BURF
(I AN T R E RO AT IR B, SR, FRE S AT 2 R ARK, M B A B . R,
U SR A A SR L T P 1) R, o T S B A T sh v T B AR T e R (A, AR T, B AREL, 2017).
ik B A ORI, et E RIS R B 5%, AT RIS, LR Mg
L PR3 T 1 4

DR, AR 5828 A A6 B 3 1 J B AR 25 SC A B IR IS ML AT 4R T, T A T & B AR 25 S R
IR B SR TR AL SRR, (bR T BB B W 1 AR S B, HESIR T R B A T RS R R

1.1 FEINASESPARERNXR

BN KN (Environmental Cognition) /& 817 A A FIAERRGL . ARG AF i T, BEAH LGN
T RS R (£ 5, 2008) . FRETIA KIS BEAN RS T 8 G 0 RURN JE BB 55 i 38 F AR (O 8 2
2018), MBI RIIAE AT NAE DITIR (L e, Bk, 2021). A70L, HIRESHARIAESH
TRRZSE, PR EMIEN & L a i M E S . SRR, HE0 AR RS R =
W RIS Y ) U Sy AL R (B4, 2016; Whitmarsh, 2009), I H 5#4AF. S84 874 53 H
KA, EHRE, 2023; kD ANAE, 2021). (B2, DMEHFURZ U T IRESA M R RN A SE A 5
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i

1T AR (Manjit et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2020), % H 2 75 B i 35 10l A= 25 SCH B X Fh i s 8 =5
(1 B E I TR b, DR, B SO X — AT R T

HRABSNH P IRERRIRZ, KPR REMENRRZDAPRE AR FE RS IR AR AR
(K, WO, 2015). ARYE ARG, FREERIENR, FRERAENSE.O B R AR B R (R AR
RO B A TG S ) B AR B (XL 1, 2016). 1 AR 45 3 B R PR (2 0 A B8 (b AR 8 o B i 1 —
Pl AR, o B DR AR B o AR S SO R R IO R R AE EE B sl S o RS AR R
B, X T IRESA NG OB R 2 2 P AR R B AS R . A A T RIS AR AR, JO0 R
B 1] AR R B SZ it 2 IR NN AT, W] B2 B AR S SO =R 3R Tt o

W52, HEAAREAE N — P BB R R, SRS SRR R R A (e g s SRS R . fh ik,
FATRTLA N, BRI R AR S SO B R T E AT AR &, ik PR A S SRR S
AR R, DR T A BN A 5 AE S SR IR R VI, REFETH I8 724 A SO =R
Pio WORHEFLEE AT SO HL: FREE IR 3 7 J B AE 28 SO =R B 3 I T4 F

12. MEEHRNRERFNASE SRR ENRMER

5 B 3 AR (environmental  self-identity) 2 i MA N Y B & & — AN B AEF 1 A (van der Werff,
Steg, & Keizer, 2013a). WK, 5L H I F IR — P B N, AL PR 20 R AE
(A OB T A AR IR . SO IR AR 1 IS (van der Werff & Steg, 2016). X FlbfFR
BE )2 WL AE BRI PRSI A BOERBE A EN KT v AR BE 25 5 T i A 558 FA [F] (van der Werff et al.,
2014), 1 iy BE R IR B FRAN R R AR kAR 2 SO RCR SR T K R 2 —(Garaika & Sugandini, 2021). ]
U, MERNENFEEORR S, MR B ROAFRR AR . BRIbZ AN, RIEIAEE B FE AR, Mk
xF H SRR — AR LI, SRRk — ek R 3R 5547 9 (Garaika & Sugandini, 2021) . FARSZE
TSI IR AMA S B ARG, BB T AR SCHE RS S AESCHE IR RE, 3#
B AR PSR SO THRBIRAT Jy B CR 2 AR B S IR AL 1) 12 32 B3R 5 B FRAN R Hh A RN 52 i (Danilo - et
al., 2014). ik, ATV NIAEE H T RS2 BIFAELAFI A0, 2 AR S0 iR S ma AL i op S5 22
AR &, o TR I T AR A SO BRI PR T SR .

P4, PG I FES A ORAT IS O 512 OeTE,  HIAEE B FRAA R AR 28 ST R R 5 i 1 S
EWFFEILAR D o ARSI EARE N A5 Nl B — M C SR, SRRl 7 N EEIRN T4
AW LRY . ik, ABFFI IR E H2: P58 A TN FIFE TS RIS N 5 A S SO iR ] A
MER

13. XERIMEEFEBRANRSHHERESARTIRZEHNFETIER

K Z B P (Relational Mobility) 2 i A A% F BT & B A4 v B A B 53 - 4087 0K A B SR Ak FE R &
WL, BN T 8 B S8 A Br oG R s M TN B 5% R ¥ 2 R B 1 B e (R i 2, 2022)» B
FRY, KRB R AR T AL B BB AR, 5 RMBIE AL, SR RMDIEH T
FIRIR I B AR T K P 3 & (Falk et al., 2010). — A& /£ /K *F % & (Thomson, Yuki & Ito, 2015)PA Kk £
TREFARFPE 1 JE 2 (Schug et al., 2010). B & HERIET KT — A5 A SRR R 2 T (2 kA ik
TE BROGT & BBl R85 (0 R4 R iR ORI L B ERROR 7 TR 2 R, P AR R B AR A &
AR (MR, 2018). B4, RARMANEAE A —FMHE 2 ETHESERAESES, FEAE T AR
B IE MR (M 5, 29k, 2022). filtn, SMaab TRk Rz, AT 5B
VIBC R, AMATEOFAT Jy b2 ) % & 41 2 5 85 N B 2 (BoKyung et al., 2022). X FHTEL
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FRIAT 9 ERIRRRG T PR R MR TE J) 5 2 0l ) — Se 3 1A X B SRR PR B AR . Rz,
U RAARKE TARK R sV, 5 ) P 58 0 K A% bl e B0 HLOE ) B A e PR BE BN I, o]
T PR 5T 0 A AL RSN LGS N, AR ERIA F L T MR A AR S PUIR PR ORI A ] e (Kosuke &
Satoko, 2017). fENHEKITIH, KK RITBNIEAIAA T 5 J8 Bl PR B S AR IC SR B/, 0 J 3 3 ) 17 Jet
NED, O AR R AR . SO B . RIS A b5y, AR T A S E
W T (MR L, 2022).

AR T SCHR BT, £ R iR v HB: SR RIR BN AE P85 B FR AN 7] 0] 30 17 i B A 348 SO = iR i s v o
LR E TR, RIS B RO TR 3 T i DR AR 25 ST A 7 VR R 52 T 4 B A % SR T 0 M 7K - R AS [ i AS
Al

g bR, AU TSR, SR BREE A RO I T RAE A SO BRI, RO BRI
7 76 B FR) A4 PR 9K 2RI 30 P 1 81 P o 05 4 P (BB 2R DL 1] 1), DI oAl s B AR S SO iR i ik
SRR S R

81 R KAM

28 AN P AESCHER

Figure 1. Hypothetical model
E 1 RigRa

2. iR GE
2.1, ¥k

BTV X GO B, SR 1) 2 22 W 25 1 2 ) 5 Al S il . AN 3R M 2 7 25 260 1,
ZIHILSEIREY 237 A RFEAR, ARFEARIL 91.15%. Hrh, FPEAHLY 31.2%, M AHY 68.8%,
RV N 14~60 % o BRI RILIT 5 2000 JCLA T i 52.6%, 2001~4000 4 22.2%, 4001~6000 i 16.8%,
6001~8000 (j 3.4%, 8001~10000 (i 1.7%, 10000 LAk 4 3.4%.

22. fiRIE

2.2.1. FEINFAE IR (Environmental Cognition Scale)

IEH T E 2R G A 22 TR A (CGSS) A O R H I B BRSO, JaiiiE, 2016), SR 1 (GE&A
[F=)~5 (e & E) 5 miitsr, L8 ANEH . % A EIR G AR P A O LR, 43 il A2 xf
BRKWIRREE AR O FE LEE X BRI E R RSB GG . A FEEE
FERG R B, 1% M4/ Cronbach’s o Z%H 0.78.

2.2.2. B BFHIAFE FT(Environmental Self-1dentification Scale)

K H van der Werff 25 A\ (2013b)FF- & 1) (A5 H AR ERY , HSChR B e 5250 (2021) 1817 .
KH 1 EEHAFR)~S AEFFEE) S St 3% E. BIEERR AL, %A Cronbach’s a &
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=

¥ 0.91.

2.2.3. xR REMEESR (Relational Movement Scale, RMS)

FHT Yuki S5\ i 1 (% R BB ER) (Yuki et al., 2007) K478 2 5% RAML KT K 1 (58
A R)~6 GERFE) 6 mitsr, 12 DU H, & H 2T B NG REIRKE 2 WAE R BRA ),
CEFETEOLUN, AR E HHUERESMOTRRIAN” o CREATLTRANSZHNAR. 7). Bt
AIE R I, Z G S5 R 4R R R 47, Cronbach’s o %2 0.86.

2.2.4. %753 AR IR B ¥ (Questionnaire on Ecological Civilization Awareness)

KH T “AEASSTHE RN T H (2013)Zm i  “AR T I E, el imRE AT 2R
AERSCHER” HEREY AERE, 2015), MBI 30 NMEH, HIES 26 4, ZEE 44, WA
AMEER. EASMERER. ASEEER, BN HEIRMASEE B IR RN ERAES S E R,
BIEEEE AL, %5/ Cronbach’s o &%/ 0.76.

2.3. Gtk

K SPSS 24.0 #HATHERGE i AAH <04, Al PROCESS 3.3 i/ 3E474 1 11 I A AR 36
3. R
3.1. XREFERES

KH Harman HEZEE#HAT I F AR ER ISR . AR, 5XEEERINFERX R
TF, MR, 2020). SERER, EREFEENT, —XE 6 MERTHRIEEANT 1, HE—INE T
fERE 29.32% 0 R &, /NTIR SR UE 40%. 1X 38 W 3 [E] 5 12440 25 N AE AR P AR R .

3.2. ARG REXKXR

KRS, AESSCHEI . P8 H BRI L R R sh S AR F 14T Pearson M/ #T. Wik 1
ZERETY, REHBARAERE NG, EESCHE RN RZFBIMEEEZF IEMR( < 0.01); EETHE
WSR2 p < 0.01). HE7I(p < 0.05) 2B FEHIEMI . HEANS2ETIA BE K IEMH>p <
0.01), KARWsNMESIRNA & # K IEMHR(p < 0.05).

Table 1. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis (n = 237)
= 1. RS RABX S (n = 237)

M+ SD 1 2 3 4
1 HEARKIAE 415+0.72 1
2. BB HER 5.60 +1.03 0.32" 1
3. FREGIAAN 3.71+0.53 0.28" 0.74™ 1
4. RFRWMENME 4.14£0.72 0.43™ 0.07 0.09 1

7: "p<0.05, “p<0.01.

3.3. MEERIARN DAY RIS

SRS 36 PSRN 38 T R B A A SR =R B B2 (R HL), DL IR BN TR AT i A 1E (B H2),
AWt Tz ] SPSS i) PROCESS fiff HEAT A RN KR B o AEAR M)A 10 MBI RS OL T, AR
PN FE A E, AT P A R0 Ar
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MAE 2 FTLLE Y, FAEE AR A2 A SO R R AR 35 O IE [ B VE HI (B = 0.70, p < 0.01), Rk 114
BIGAE; PRI RORT RS E FAN R A R 2 (IR A U AE A (B = 0.29, p < 0.01); A58 A HI [FIXF A2 255
S A AE 2 2 B AE R T A FH (B = 0.12, p < 0.05). R ZE M IERIAF 240 > HE bootstrap vAffi T H /i
RN 55 2 1 (Bootstrap = 5000) . HiZ& 3 R, PAEGIARIIEIL PR B H R R2 M e R A A SRR
[F) R 9 0.03, 95% CI =[0.00, 0.08], AfufE 0, Bk, ik 2 F3%00E, BIFAEEH FIAFEIRTIA
5 AR IR Z RGP AE, A RN OB I EE 1 4.6%

Table 2. Results of mediation model analysis

F 2. PAERSRER

S 28 A=k NG A A SRR
FHU A%
Vi SE t 95% Cl B SE t 95% CI
i -0.10 0.10 -155  [-0.27,0.03] 0.04 0.07 0.83 [-0.09, 0.21]
14531 0.14 0.10 222" [0.03,0.41] 0.10 0.10 2.28" [0.03,0.42]
82 -0.14 0.03 —2.24"  [-0.14,-0.01] 0.08 0.03 1.74 [-0.01, 0.13]
B A 0.29 0.05 458" [0.12,0.30] 0.70 0.09 15.43"  [1.20,1.55]
78 A=k NG| 0.12 0.07 2.59" [0.04, 0.30]
R? 0.11 0.58

7 n=237, 'p<0.05 “p<0.01l.

Table 3. Analysis of mediating effects of environmental self-identification

= 3. MEERIAR RN S

N T Effect SE t LLCI ULCI

SR 0.74 0.04 16.69™ 0.65 0.83
BHEMMN 0.70 0.05 15.43™ 0.61 0.79
EEE3 0.03 0.02 0.00 0.08

W n=237, "p<0.01.

3.4. RERMMEAFETHHNEE

ARF T LI AT 52 05 (2014) L, T AR EARHEAL, BRI A BIANFEA BN M EE S CHE
W AER, DR O RIS Ja 2 B 42 I =15 2508 (B H3).

oG, RPN F AR SRR R A B RN R S R R E Y . A5 RERN], B
A 2 1 1A R T R AR S U AR(B = 0.54, t = 18.95, p < 0.01), FAIEIAKN 5 3% RIFLENIE AL I
of A 25 S0 B R B TAE P AN S35 (B = —0.02, t = —0.83, p > 0.05). #RJ5, EALA WA AR, K ISR
52 H AR A RN TS 52 08 RITBIME AT . 45 R0 FRBEIA KN IE A T A 858 H BAAF (B =
0.21,t=3.33, p<0.05), FIEINENE ICRMBNE R A H IO AR 5 T F B TNAE A E 2B = -0.04,t =
0.07, p > 0.05). PR IR A2 25 1F [\ AR 25 SCHH =R = 0.47, t = 12.40, p < 0.01), AEEHINFES
K R I B A8 T IR, 2 1F 1) P AE 25 S0P & AR(B = 0.10, t = 2.09, p < 0.05). #7145 BIGIE T H
PN FLERR BN A0 5 307 RA S SRR B R AR, Hax — /AR FH B G 2 B8 A2 2 28 R i3
PERIRTS . O TR IR RIS E R SERT,  $ ISP I8 B R — AR R 2R K RIS AT
R AL IR T BN A AT (L] 2) 0 25 RR I, BEAE PAES B ORI T, SR OC R sl 3R
WER, HASYHERERE FTHERPE=0.11,t=2.24, p<0.05); X TELRRMWMTER, EE
EEEHBINERHRT, HA S SO SRR B aR ) E &5 = 0.23, t = 3,50, p < 0.01).
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Figure 2. Relational liquidity as a simple slope test of the moderating effect

E 2. KERREMEAERIET R R E SRR RAE

4. g
4.1. FENARHE T ERESARIRNERES M TS

AW UL RLH], FBE R AT PLIE P00 AL 2 SO RO, B0E T AR TR s 1. B R TS
IR 2 RN . BRI ISR AVRHAE O AR S SO BRI (S, P akie,  2014;
A, JrEAR, 2013), B/ESAE IR ORIE R S AN R R, (A SOOI BN, R E
FONFSFOEPE R Z . K, SO IR Z A RAS KA SRR, AR AZURER
REFAR B REE IRAT R GIEAT T AL, B T ARSI R IRIGEE . A, SO ARSI AR,
ABPEEIR AFTEEER B 2 S IR AIAREA IR B AR TR 5 T 28 S 1 Bl i e RAE SO RO,
iz FH S5 K 7 REAE R 3 A PR BT O Sl T o BRAE S SRR E T . 32 1 3R A2 25 ST R I 7T
NGRS G AR 15 Rt

4.2. WMEBHNRHI P HLEITL

AW FEEE R, PR E AR B B AR, il PSR B B ) A R SR R AR
AR, RIEREE E B RIZE RGO T3k 1 AR 25 S0 B Bl sz i ol 305040 AR, B0HIE
T AW IR AR B H2.

B, WA ARINFEBFRE, WM AR CERES, mMREJBSE Ol &
AR R A [ TN FEA BRI SRS SRR R A B R, 5838 T 38 AN R A& SO E R
S B PR FHALEIRE 70 LUk, 0 25 0 T3R5 B ARl sz (R 2 it 98 32 o0 k2 e (Hui & Khan,
2022). ZIMKEPH (Zheng et al., 2021)% KX 88 B BN R 520, DL RIAEE B N R R ARAT R
(Grbosz-Krawczyk et al., 2021). W %47 A(Gil-Giménez et al., 2021) I ELEVER - (AR RIN, SEmaErss
AN F PR =B 7 R I S e OB R R, A IER BRI R, JF HSRE A RN
[FI AN AT DA — 2 L 4 BRI SR A 85247, BT DL S 45, PIRE R 2 AR S SO R
4.3. XRRMEAETHHHIS

AWPFEE RR, L RIANME R E R B BN E ST E RAES SCHE IR R, BIMER
RIS, 88 E IR F R 0 ) SR T fE RAES SRR, @Rk RIREIKE T, e
DATRDGH 3R 71 o DA 25 S A R T R BE IR 2, B0 IF T A AR % H3.

KA MEPTEFAEE B AN R S35 E RAES SRR AR - A R v Re A LR M AL B 58,
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KA VERIRATREE M L, & —Fh AP IR, R T A 2B B b O Rk B8R 10 P SR AR 2 (W
e, S8, 2022). KRR ERITARSE AE R B 0T R TF ORI g, SRl T [ fh =
TR —Fh R (MR L, 2018). HHIGAT WL, SR RFLENVEARIL T 3007 8 A2 R R R g B, DAL
X RAE S SO R BUE AR 2 52 P BB

HUOGEA 8 [ AN F S ESCHEIREDIMC. FFRRM, WL -FrrmlsE L, HRasrn
=, BECIA S B B A B A A TE AR T T B OR BOR A B B I R S — F ) (Arman &
Mark-Herbert, 2022). 3k 17 & RACK ] EE 7 T #E 2 ANFSCARERN , B A A Y — 580 ABESCEL 103
JET BN (7, 2012) AT 26 R TSH R RIS B T AR AL SR B PPN R ok, 5k
g, B, 2019). ANBRRWAMEMEAR, FRERIRRMANE—BIERK, #EEE—EfRE FIEnmE
RO FZIR T B B BRIA ], BEIm SR A R R A AR S SRR,

5. &ig

(1) FPREE I35 1E 1] P I s R A AR S SO R (2) P 1 JRA R FE PSR A S A Ty Je R A=
S EARZ IR FAIER; (3) KAWBNETT 1 A48 B FA [F A RN 5 2 #5420 . BEAE R R IBIK
SPRIFRTT S PRI E A RIS B A A SRR AR I 1 T A P 2 0

E&WE

N2 IHYE R AR 55 2 B IR 4% B
WiH %5 : 2023JBXC026.

&E ik
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