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Abstract

Objective: To explore the effect of individual ability to protect themselves from public crisis on
anxiety in the epidemic situation of new coronavirus. Methods: From February 20 to 29, 2020, the
anxiety self-rating Scale (SAS) and individual public crisis ability questionnaire were used to con-
duct anonymous survey on the anxiety level and public crisis ability of people in southwest China
in the epidemic situation through online questionnaire distribution, including gender, age and
group category. Results: Young people’s anxiety was significantly higher than the elderly (¢t = 3.73,
p < 0.05); medical staff’s anxiety level was significantly higher than the general group (¢t = 10.4, p <
0.01) and close contacts (t = 14.7, p < 0.05). Anxiety was negatively correlated with public crisis
competence (—-0.342"), which showed that the higher the score of public crisis competence, the
lower the anxiety. Further regression analysis showed that the regression coefficient beta of indi-
vidual public crisis ability to anxiety score reached a very significant level (F = 47.405, P < 0.001),
and the predictive coefficient explained 30% variation of anxiety score, the results showed that
the public crisis ability of individuals was a significant predictor of anxiety under new crown dis-
ease. Conclusion: Individual public crisis ability has a buffer effect on anxiety, and the anxiety level
of young people and medical staff is significantly higher than that of other groups, to improve the
ability of individual to deal with crisis is an effective way to improve the public anxiety under epi-
demic situation.
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1. 5|8

Wil R & TR NI DAERM, BARBORAVEMAREN, Sk, W SaHE
FEPR, (AR EE BEAE AN IR B R HERR SO IIRE D KRB T, AFEYE . R MENE Tk S B 24
IS T, KA COVID-19 I SR, 98.54%) 52 15 th et B2 RUR | JHYL R TR (R, Boxilie,
SIS, 2020), TEERDHE M 2 B E KR A SR, 76 H1#H R B #E SAS VFr N(54.39 £ 7.51), fAER
FERERE 33 1, thEE 12 5], EFE 5491, prutbvr WG b vh P AR AR PR E A R EL I B 66%, WA £
AN 8 I EE RS RCE s B (R, RIS, 25 K45, 2020). SREBUEBEAFIEESZ, (5 EPHREBRAL.
WEEZE, BESSBOMRERKCPE s, R RIS AN IE H & L i H
R — PP EEE . FRIE (Anxiety) 2 N AT BIRERISR . W] RE 2 I8 A AN 1R i R SRR 8 T
FrA R ERGSEE, RN PEREA — MK, AN, P&, Bl B A MR AL EDIRSCE A EE, 2003).
I H WA SR RSN 3 DN TTTHEATE L AERARS ., OB . LRAMEAT NRIL. fEA B A
b, BESFENIREK. BT RSO, BRI AR IR E R . LR |
Pt oy AR R AR BB b, AR R 2 LR AN BN T R G R R
FRAE BHNEZHTERE TR, RN BT TR G RN ERE S, EAMET AR L, FBEXR
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A5 [ 3 s 7 1R B A DGR, B A B A T AN R AR 51 R BB RE AT BN R, RIS, IRERAE,
2016).

FEEATE AR —MHIRIE L, SRR ANRNAEGFAEEENE L, HEER. A1
FELE I 2 P2 B A NI A ARG . AR ORI BAR], & R B AR S B T S T RO B, AR
KA B g o« AH I B R AR e 2 T B R AT AR VS, AR RSN v] DABR [ 7E B R & 2E, S350
REE BEME M. T EEIRE T AEESIRE B MW HSL, HESEMEES . F
WS, B RIOECF AR RN A S (B AE, 2020), UL i — SR E SR . msIEE
LR R, TR ASEEIEIN, A DU B 1

TE THDO B2 RS AL AR GR) B sk S b, 75 22 B A% R 1o 35 R 51 1) A ) i vk SRAAT 3l 7 &6
I B PR G B HEHE e T 8 I B B A A PR AL S R R TAE R E S W B E B YR, SR g
2% WO, PR TSR A 3L AR RVA ORI . O S8 s TR PR AR R . O e 3 K%
TEEROR R R (4 B RPN BT IRBS AR I B . A2 48— RN S B R B RS E ), IR
ANE AR L IR SRESI, PR N R A A I DA SRR RE TR ORI IEIS 1, 2020). BT ILfEAL
N AENUE B A AR R fE LG L. B b el &Y K, FF H &SRS fahLm b &R . &
ZH RN T, #E B EEAMA R SN B IR AT RE TN B A LGB, BN AL
ML BRI B A N 2 o

Xt CSEAL” B CEIRZ, FHorp— i T 2L E 2 42 228 D RIS R s fELESE “R—A
#h2x RS0 L AE FIAT S 7 DA 22 7 A 71 B g bl AR I TR) R 77 AN 2 PR = (R OO0 T A ZB0nT Al
OGBS F A . (Ppedie, FEEIE, 2005)” BN ZE#XT “AEHL” 2 T H RS E, FEMHEH,
ANFEFEHR RN FEIE S AR r= . e FRF A S e 4, St E AT o uE NI By, 75
B ] i ) AN 5 PR AR = B AR O A8 A5 T BUR R 22 SR U it (] R0 1 A JE VA (5 4520, 2005) 0 28
Merg . BRAMAMBEKFINA: AFLBHRIEX 2 A0 B BRI SE B8 7 & 5 (3 50X 1 AR
HiH, 2007). (HEE VAN LRI A LR 6= X ERIfEll, & — R R AE I Ew ST,
A2 A DL A A JL B A A U = e BB B B SR (8 S, 2007) . 5KATFR AL EN LR EH 2B 1T i R,
T B E . BT R R BRI, W REfE M A Sz 2/ IE & B P R fadLF Ak, 2010). AT
WAL EA A, REME. A, B, GIREINRTREEN AR, ALBEHLEE
AL Je 308 BRI R RE0 1T, 0 H AR AMATE A VLIS S TARAEE 484 . A B A1
M BRI 7 20, [EIE R % A HE G AR AT B ok ROGHE LT R I A EFN RS, e AL A SR
RETNER R 28 FEFEMLIT AT AR BT 3 e R ERFNE, R AREARFH—MARIL. T Bk, AR
ANFESEHLEE S1 € SO, METER A SENLIE R R, B AR EE . 47 R0 B RS 25 15 55 07 RE M &
B, SCE MBI SENLI R, NI A 2503 fE ALY BE

B NAERT ST R R B RO 5 U2 f i A g I B LR R, fE Bl e I R 2% N B AR ) AR
PG 26 SN S5 T RS B2 B IEAROC, H AR 28 %, Bk A I RO 77 sUBRTH B, [FIISE
6 HVH B IR B0 7 SRR A AT BR[O BRAE BERAS TG A R M (2 28, BP0k, Siadton, wid,
Jl, TETE, 2020). AWK, ERREA TN R SRR F IR, 8 AN BB Al i ST T =
AT RE g O PR R R4, RIURAR A N 77 ST AR OB g, dERR OB (R4, VFIAES, B
FHRG BRILEE, 2004). LR BRI, FEMXTASLSEALN, AMEBRIRINS 772 R 75 e 35 R 0 B 4
R, BN . R FEAE IR e il 28 215 R A A LG HLEE JI 0 EE RS 4 R AT R %R, R4
W% AR 5EIEES FAEIS, ASENLEE ) 5 S A K.
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2. WERE5HE
2.1. W&

2020 42 A 20 H~2 A 29 HifMmE, EHEmFE 5. VO)IFIEREH XL 18 & K& UL ERAARSE
NBEFEAT G, WA U K BB R TN T 100 s B A B, 75 S A 80% LA F 5 FE [ — A2 H 1
MRTER A, BIBRTCRAAS 41 4y, B A BAEN 359 4, SR A5 R Y 89.75%. HRHE EZW
ARV AFWS BT E(18~30) HHAE(31~50) ZH(S1 K LA b))y BEARBI(ES AN il AR, %
VIR ABE), a3 1 Fios.

Table 1. Distribution table of basic information of survey samples

=1 OFAEREERRAS TR

51 R B TR
5 LS Ghaa T EHE SN IR EUHEMARE
77 282 190 148 21 50 252 52

2.2. FERZE

HEFEERAMW EAHKE A HERE, 2T RUE R T R FRZB I o0 5, Bkl & 4
HEHERNE, JETTONRE R Rk n L 5 AR,

23. BEITR

2.3.1. FFEAHBHEEE

KH BB AILEHLRE T AV, 7 4 DEE, 40 MIGEH, 5 HEEF . S RRER
FOTAIUETE R R 0T, A ERNEIL 32 8, 7 4 NERE, X 4 NERES A B ARIE ., B
TR BRI AR B BRI B AR A AR DG IS B % SRR S S VPN R RS
EHERE S ARG RN ST BRI RIEROERAT NEST, R RS 4 O K
B WRRAEE SMERNIBUR N FTATE R R E SE e . BN E O —m RS, KBEa S
B EARRER, MiGtes—hTFNARNSE. A8 SEMICET R B IR AL iR T
Inag { R MR HRIFPAT I RE ). ZEFRRA 5 S, 1 NAERART S, 2 NS A,
R, 4 RHERS, 5 RAEE S . Hd 1, 20 6. 14, 17, 21, 23, 25, 26 24, 273X 11 8%
Wthar, ardoE, RERAILENIRE IR, ZERN A —SEEE RN 0.807, S4ERRIAH—E
PG FE R AT 0.720~0.759 2 [6]; B A VUK 2B AR AL A LA R BE R I 2614, o/df (RE/N T 5,
RMSEA {118 /NF 0.08, CFI [ NNFI (B IITE 0.85 LA E, AERUNE R, 35 00 45 F R 35 o
23.2. EEETER

KH Zung T 1971 F- 4l AR A PPFER, KA 4 T4, FEPPE I H e SUER H LA,
1 FoRBA BRI R, 2 72/ IR, 3 ARERA A Z I A4, 4 f2 48 K0 73 5 4 I (A 4R
P PR RNE 2 “BfEsE & — 7 o Hd 5. 9. 130 17, 19 X 5 AN H R, 20 TUE 5 351E
N 29.78 + 0.46 1E AR A ME . FIR.
2.4. Gt A%

NFH SPSS25.0 it B ATREIR G . HESNT. MRS HT. LRI,
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3. 858
3.1. REiER

xR [0 R A BT IR Aoy Ja, il B A ER S AL, o AL fENLRE 71 S
IYAE 81~144 Z [8], LAE LA P75(117) 5%, AILfElae I 200 R LR ANE0E 3 24%: iR BLE 4y
A P50(112) 9 5%, WIfEHLEE /B2 R4AF P R ANE0E 3 44%0L b, AT LA L R 7 it 2 7 922 fepl
W, AMREIASEENLRE ) BARET . FERE R IMETE 20~61 2 8], B HAIE 30.24 FIABCELBITE 60%
DAL, R\ZERAAEZEE BRI RIRBEE. 5% 2 s,

Table 2. Mean score of public crisis preparedness and anxiety (n = 359)

= 2. RARPIERRHIEEN S BRI IERE (0 = 359)

H/ME XA X s
A FESfELEE 81 144 111.98 9.19
fEE 20 61 32.92 7.96

3.2. BRSO ERIH

M3 3 BEE R RN EEEE ST EERAR, NERB LS, AREBELT,
FHEMEEREER THEMEE, SENEEREZRIG MTRIA LR, BN RETEEEKT
FEHL v B AN DD N

Table 3. Public anxiety scores on different demographic variables

3. FRIAOFEE EAKKEEFESERE

FRIE L)

I ON[:1 H/ME X
F(76) 58 20 33.04
b (283) 61 20 32.87
HH(190) 60 20 33.34

B F4E(148) 61 23 31.79
ZEQ2L) 39 20 29.62
EEH N B(50) 61 30 43.20
)@ HE AR Tl A\H(252) 60 20 32.80
Yl ANFE(52) 29 28 28.50

3.3. FEIZEE EAKEHEEDFHES T

NT B ARREMER . BB BRI =B A S EHLAE AT, AL EHLAE S
BUETE JB A ARG 0 S S 22 AT LU AT, AR 4. BT & AR id B s W e Ak i A Sk
SENLRE T, TP B AN T B Ak Ot 2 L S BE 73 R M A /0N o

HBE— DX AR BT A« R AR A 5 AN AT S 5 L, R 7 R B 7 T P LA B
FENRERTHEEE=-2.08, p<0.05FEFE(E=3.01,p<0.05), Bfk: FEASHFESLZE; SAFER
B AR R BE G N AT 5 5 LU, TERRBEE BT T, 2 4F N T35 4F(t = —2.43, p < 0.05),
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BERE: BHFESTESTFE; MAFREREEE, TEMEERTTERIREITHEEE, SRKINFE
NI FAE R R Z KT P4 = —2.56, p < 0.00 ) FIEESEREA(r = 1.93, p < 0.05), SAAKBEFEN K THER
Wi m s MARERBE®., PEMZERAILGH T T HEHE, SRR, TEANEESTH
HE(r=-5.41,p <0.001), SRR HEESFESTTE,

Table 4. Comparison of the total score of public crisis ability and the differences of the four factors

4. AHABIEDNESREEAZRNERLR

P2 1 BN WEEIE TR HIRLR AL fEHLRE

X s X s X s X s X s FME
5(76) 3710 622 27.09 529 2800 488 1943 287 111.63 10.99

4 J31) 0.14
4(283) 37.66 495 2616 535 2776 321 205 285 11208 8.66
FF4E(190) 3732 509 2619 531 2735 342 2021 281 11107 896

R B H4E(148) 3939 559 2639 551 2992 319 2077 339 11648 932 8157

ZEQL 3638 572 2862 512 2929 344 2000 263 11198 9.19

5N 51(50) 37.00 566 2940 472 2680 563 2080 2.17 11400 12.83
B @ WiE R A (252) 37.56 524 2630 535 27.82 349 2028 289 11197 9.17
MM AREGS2) 3650 6.63 2750 636 2750 212 18.00 141 10850 3.54

0.26

Hk

FE: "p<0.001,

3.4. FTRIZE LREHFFEFER ST

BB AR RSB TR BRI = AR RIS AN, 0 FR B AT S H 2R e R AT U
o, GRWE 5. AFRERBL PrREAERNS TS (BB AR AR, mkn -k
JEACP AT A 2 2 5

Table 5. Comparison of public anxiety scores among different demographic variables

F 5. AEAOFEE EAXEESINERILR

Bl
X s F1H
5(76) 33.04 8.24
PG 0.022
1(283) 32.89 7.89
TH4E(290) 33.34 8.14
FR B HHAE(48) 31.79 7.73 272
ZEQ2L) 29.62 439
=4 B1(5) 43.20 13.989
T @ B4 W A(352) 32.79 7.79 4.61°
I AHE(2) 28.50 0.71

wE: p<0.05.

AN FAE R A L AR A2 AR AR R I AT F 5t B EREE & T 241 =373, p <0.05),
SRS WA 2 R AR H SR EASEFEN SARFRARES N R 3l R OO 25 D 2 fik N ) 42
FEIE LT 5 s, T DL R N G2 A BT B 32 v T @ AR (e = 10.4, p < 0.0) A ) i N B
(t=14.7, p <0.05),
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3.5. afEiEHSHREOEXEEIFSH

3.5.1. ARBHEENSEERTHEXSH

XA SESENLRE S B R R 5 B8 B0 Z 1B T AT, Wndk 6 B, R85 AL EahLeE
T RF AR BA R, AT R RIEES ASSEYLEE /) L DUANGEREY W2 G, R AL
JEHLRE /G 0l AN B BB FE A 23 BB

Table 6. Correlation between total score of public crisis ability and four factors and total score of anxiety

Fo. AHABINENESRNEZSER2SHEXM

PGB PRI IE TR AW AEhlee ey ERES
PGB 1
FRIEE B -0.206" 1
TUERIN 0.636” -0.030 1
AL W 0.343" -0.625" 02917 1
ASLSENLEE Sy B ) 0.801" 0.257" 0.819" 0.258" 1
FERE LA —0.148" -0.364" -0.288" 0.204" -0.342" 1

FE: TR 0.01 ZHICUR), HIRMEEE.

3.5.2. AHBHEEDMRERSHEIASHT
IAMAR AIHEHLRE /o0 B AR, LAABAS 0 AR R HEAT BT, SR IE 7.

Table 7. Regression analysis of public crisis ability on anxiety scores

= 7. REBNEAMNEESSNEISH

HAr [R5 B Beta R’ FrAEALE ) R F
AFLSEHLEE S FEEAS ) -0.30 0.117 0.115 47.40"
7 TTp<0.001

R AR ) S ERRMEE ST ER, AJLENLRE )2 IR R B Tl R (F = 47405, P <
0.001). AFLFENLEE XS £ FEAF 4 (1 BV R 2L Beta (A E] T ML 22 17KF(p < 0.001), I H I R 2 fE
BT HERETS 7 30%IMA8 . I AL fENLEE I SR B BT FE N y = 66.143-0.297x , ALLfallEe )15
B —AHAL, RSN 0.279 AL, AFERALRE 7 0 TN A RE

4. g
4.1. FEIER. FiRER. FABE AT ALEHEE N+

BB A FEER] S EEBL PT BRI = AR A SR i, X ASLSELRE 1% 4k
R 8oy AR o I DL S 22 it AT B M, 45 R BRI Be s BRI A SLSENLRE AT, T
AT JE FEAR S 8 LS L RE 1 3E BB o

4.2. FEIMEH . FRE RSN QLB ENFRENOTWIH

BB AFEVER . B TR AR = AR R R RN, X AR AR S HL AT LR
i, SERERFERE. TEEHR R ER AR, AR KSR B PTEBRERE N N TR R
JEREFEA MK, Tk B RS ACH AN A 2 25 2 5
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PERX ERFE RN 2, X5 HARAT SRR R U2 W ) L AR G v b B 1k B2 2 SRR B AN L1
¢, FRIEACTE T BN EEACTEERATT &, X ARG T BRI 5 3 B0

FRCT B ARIE . ASEHLRENI N BFER . WARFRBFF. PEMZFENAILEHL
BET I, TUAE BT ARG HLAE /AR T A AR N, MR RSS20 R 75 4F N BB FE e
THEMBEN RE5ZHBITRE—EH, B0, ABREFE AR S T S 17 45 R0 0 BR A B Y
AR BT TR s TR MR RO T A AR RS B, IR SRR O AR R M i, L
X ENUNXS I REAI AN AL, RIS 28 5 P AL R EE AR AN R A5 28, D BURZ IS, ik, 1.
FEENZH WE FERRIR R A IENLEE ST, WTSGEF ER RN EERE % .

Frlg AR R R R 0 — N R A R, XA FIRERER SN G R IE A DI N ) B RS
DUEAT LA, W DA H BR3P N O3 ) A B /KT S 2 v A R R A S D A . /DRSS AE COVID-19
JERYAR A S B S 50 A R D BRR VL S BRI R B A o, AL B S S AR AR SAS (915970 35 v T A
R, RIMYIENERE; REHENENE HEF A OB IAT 7, a8 RB Borpidiie s i
AR 55 N R AL PAEAF OB S 4 (B S E)E R E AL, Dk, Rdoo, Wi,
Wl ST, 2020). AWRGIREZ . KRR EHEM R K5, RN RREAE, TH
fE RN R R T2, SR AR B U, AR R w0 AR, AT RS
&, KRB CR SRS, AN GRS Bt g, AR R, RPN URZER
REGOEATARL Ty, BIEATHR ZORQEES A, Rl — 2R N R OB, b T3t S
R AT OB S AT, FBIMA B M A SENLRE ), SR AR 4 .

43. pERHENDSHREIEXXRREESHT

4.3.1. AHBHEEDSEEHEXXRSI T

XA SESEHLRE T 7 DU R 5 £RRE R 7 Z M HEAT AR OG0 HT s R B8 5 A~ JL e HLAE 77 i DU A
FOEAE B, MBERN, TUERIR. B IR AR R R R

AT BN L 5 £ B IS 2 R ARG, X5 AR AT TR BB U PO A AR L
BT A RIS R & O AL, R, W, 2020). 5555 5 IO 50T 22 91 A0 o et
B R IRPINFIT T, AT DR 2 P A X s FR B KT R & (358 2020). AW Fe4E AR AE
SRS A5 B A A T B R AR A0 i . BRIE, AR B 3R m, BIAMA T iR SE 2 5%
A REEE, PSRN SRR R, F42 2 A RPTREsaE, URMA B S i RS
4o IASRE AR T X 23 FESGHUITS A G AL FRD JRURS: RN RS XT S, A LA (9 7F 78 el LU B4 [FT Y
N2 7 2o AN AR O AR AT AN RIS, SRECRURR A ) 75 20 A T2 it 48 SapLEiRm
AR, NATRBEAESENESE LS AL, SRR RAF A5 LRk, A
TENFIRT b (R RExT B8 A BRARCARZEIN, 117071, 2005). FRIER mAMAIIIREE RN B8 J), 3584 ) f
HLEIR,  EFERUA R RO J7 3R] BLESE AR AE TN AL SE LN AR P85 2% . TUER IR MA L —
MRS KRERA O, ENE I 28 E OB 5T, ULEE SR Rt el
RIEBMIETERPUE 1R, 6 E S HRSHEHEARRER, Mt - rhianss. 44, 5%
ASTFRAT s CARORZAEAILSENLBIEAN RO BE T MBS B ) — 30, FERER X KA el E
SR B R A 2 TR RIE TR, Rl A RERET, BARARS G, b A2 184 i
M5, BRI RIR I THE(EBRAT, moE e, 50, 2006). FIREIRAGIE R, 7T LUHS BAMATE S 1 1H)
BRI 2504, £ AR S R AP R a L, thRehs 51 3 035 Bh B 1 i N IE AR 22 1 B 2%
i, WA B XA RORIEEE . ARAAREMEA B ARSI ERII i, 50 iRk A
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2k, A

AEFF o B BB T RIMPAT IR AR ST . MR B RAR S, R DI AR B AR
DM AT B s ZEOR B . R BRIk, SRR MARILEIRE S, S A S BN AR 4
ATUAME BAHRRL . STAEEIR . PAETENAT B AR LA T

4.3.2. AHBHEEHSEEHEERSH

MR AFAEHLRE ) 5 FEFERI BT B, AFLEHLEE S 2 FEIE I B2 I R 3R (F = 47.405), 23t
SEALRE 78 e DU A R 3] 1 R 17 28l A

FRIERE A 5 ASENLRE IR R B UG, AR SF IR 1T IO SE AT SARS A FERE K15 R 77 7
KA, AR RSO 77 AN B, ARy, AR I i T AR S ) £ R KT (i
e, ke, VEWRZL, 2005). 53— WU 7T thadt — AR R T AMALE RS T M 28 SO Bk T MR IR 25
FERAT g, ARARRLXT 7 sA T 1A R ERRE . ARS8 (17 R, M BA, 2005). 5 LRk, AMARLE
PETE 2 RS B 5 45 I B 5 AN AR B R 75 2R RN B8 1A o AHAT SRl R AN AL fE AL EE 77 10 A B
BATHRE, ASEHLBETRRE I AN FIE, AR NIRRT LR LR A AL,
FERE R E 23 SR (S 5 ORI BE AT I ER B AR B B RS BB AT . @i brel o, fRE S
ALSENLBE IR F WA RNE, HASLEHLAE /) B2 fum T AR RS AKCE, ALl A BT
S MR TS PEATE B, LR 2 B U A2 RO AR s SR (1 25 R A4, M0 S 0h R R 1 45 S 5
RSEHLRE ST I ARTE RIS — R SENLFEAFIS, AL TS TP Rl I IER. QW B BAT N5
HAFAERRA L, AE LB AT E N, Xt T B A R M7 AL 1 P AR T A TE VRGN, B
SR

5. &t

1) AFSERE BT EEAR, RN N RERKTRAREER, BEAMES N QN EEKHE
TR R, T A ML AL B AN B B

2) AISEHLEES SRR ENE B W E G, ASSENLEE IR KA, A0 2 i) £ 1% 2 AT REA
L

3) AIEHREN AT, A BTt RSS2 N, R A L HLRE J1 2 i 1 1 IR
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