Statistics and Application Stit3% 58], 2021, 10(4), 563-572 Hans X
Published Online August 2021 in Hans. http://www.hanspub.org/journal/sa
https://doi.org/10.12677/sa.2021.104058

REFEXBIR T RASNE ARSI

IER, ®R OB, F 4, RS, ER AER ATs

TLDURS:, e i
Email: 1346541331@qq.com, ‘weigiang@jhun.edu.cn

o

Wk H: 20214F6 H16H; FHAHEM: 20214F7H9H; KA HM: 20214F7H16H

H E

ABRAKRFENBIR SRS BENARRESE, RAEXEZSERNE75BRFENSIESE. RAZH
P RS BRAE W% (Implicit Association Test, IAT), £ BRI TRERRK 728 KEAEXN DR SR NES
B, ERERH, KREEFTHR>LRER BRI ESE( = 2.154, P < 0.01); BRKABRESE( =
-11.636, P< 0.01). HANBANREEA ML, FEEEERHIKAP =0.5). FRUHRKEEN
DR RSB A RS E — B E BRI

XA
KA, HRAR, SAESE, ARSE, WRBENR

Research on Explicit and Implicit Attitude of
College Students towards Garbage
Classification

Jiaqi Sun, Qiang Wei*, Hua Dong, Yuting Liu, Yuwei Liu, Weiran Shu, Lixin Zhu

Jianghan University, Wuhan Hubei
Email: 1346541331@qq.com, "weigiang@jhun.edu.cn

Received: Jun. 16", 2021; accepted: Jul. 9™, 2021; published: Jul. 16", 2021

Abstract

In order to explore the explicit and implicit attitudes of college students towards garbage classifi-
cation, the explicit attitudes of 75 college students were measured by semantic difference subscale.
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G %

The implicit association test (IAT) was used to measure the implicit attitude of 72 college students
to garbage classification. The results showed that college students showed a positive explicit atti-
tude towards waste classification (¢ = 2.154, P < 0.01); Positive implicit attitude (¢ = -11.636, P <
0.01). There was no significant correlation between explicit attitude and implicit attitude (P = 0.5).
The results show that the explicit and implicit attitudes of college students to garbage classifica-
tion are consistent, showing a positive tendency.
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FLE B 20 4D 90 SERMIFAHR R ATERIR 73 BBOR, WIEEZ BRI . B SC-45 05
S STIR T AR VS B R 2 RBUREIAR R [ 1] 2019 4F (EMGTTAVENIRE FAH]) MG, fEM A
ESIREIRHGT, SR T2 REE RS, 20 R R ARt A RAIEET EA L IR
IrR[2], AT I J LRI R AHEAT SGEN T BB B

L F TR AT N AN 2 NBUR 2 WBUR T E . SHEmE[3]. BIRMRE . & R RhIR
TR [4] BCEER MERAT A =T 0 . AL X EIEE[S15ME R, TED R BIR o 20 344
TERIFER R, WRARIT) R ANRBEARBAT AN . X0 RARZ 5 R RGO HE R, 2%
ATEAME S Vs )« D5 19RN ) 4 1 25 45 07 3UTRT SRt G R Bl 73 2R 10 1 A 0L 23 AT N B SEER IR
P RFRR EALIRTESE, BEA BT T8 KT 7T B R UBCE O 2 T BN BE 3R 70 R 25 BE AT G B A . H AT
Xt R YRS HEFIREATIRA T, SRZ IR o 117 EAS 323 70 SR 285 FE X AIATT9% S 70 2K
TR —ERRERBIAER 6], HAEEXAT A PIIAE I BIOR AN X AR RAE i 4 (R bz % 73 S RE A5 A
FEoTHR, ARRARRE LB T AT T A & 25 R R ATE MR RN . 2 AT A TR T R AR B3R 7 2K
LSRRy M AT, S SR SEIERT AT .

S EERAR MR E AL B A SR PITREAT BORSSE . PR YRR PR O3B A] [ 7], 7E 20 22 90
AT, M BRSBTS SO B H— 0P . 20 THheD 90 SEARH, SEE A LB
22X Greenwald A.G.F1 Banaji M.R $2H 7 TSR & WA B (Implicit Attitudes). WFSAE &
Fid RGN A S EBNE T RA— M0 B VRIS AE R M A Ao A S B AR s v . DORAIAT I
o IR TR, R MR RN Z IR G S, (H 27888 BRAG S X 25 X R A MR %
FEMCEER |, Wilson Fl Lindsey 58 A$2H T XU H A FEBAY B iR (Dual Attitudes Model), AT 94X T[]
—AERARRE RN AFAE MO FEI PR, — MR REBE CATRRE] FrACARISNE RIS, 55— FlE T
BIRA. HENETER NS . TR, S MERA R RINESE . WRBEAT I, DU AbRE
FEHIZIHLAE TIPS, AT RN 2 2 1) 2 B A RSS LRI . w] 0L RS BERR e 1k o,
SEIIE HALASE . MA B — YIRS N A A BRSSO e —Fei s B AT 2
AN T PR LS AT FER, AL BN IX PRS2 i AN & o T P A A A R — Sk el R B R
R B R B O BN LB I, A B TRt BRSSO TAT B E (7]
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WS BRG] T AT B U R i 5y R 2 2 O 425 Osgood C.E F Suci
G.J PAJ Tannenbaurn P.H K JE ) — MM EEIEHIAR[8], A& — X IHEEE i i o5 0 A ) 1 1)
MEFB AT R RS IR B — R A R, 1 M F AR RS a2 . B, 78
R PN E . 15 XFE 0 BRIEEAAA T RS, I E AN RS R RO .

W RS R REd e ()45 0 07 ORSRAT, 7 i dme i LR S B S . 1998 4F Greenwald 58 A\ %%
15 FH A B DR ABLIU 56 (Implicit Association Test, IAT) K& N BEAS L o HIEARE 7 /2 45 9 12 S I A o 1) ofl
W BERABARAE R R I 5 BEAT SCOR SCHER 0 3 28 S Lo DL SIS D9 I R b, 4 B A ARZE A T i)
HEHCONEGES - BEE A TN OB ZE R 9] RN FKEFREENRN TN TR EREE. 32
BRI O E B S S IATRM S B DA E AR AHVTEC I, U] S S el ik, B2 B H
AR . R HARE B S5 MECH LW ABILECR, 54 AERIK R 1E B PR b T+
PURIERT, DT BT 5 2 00 S SN 8] B o RSP PR S B2 R A, A aond A ) B B e AR MEAT 2 R %
Hy, AT A a2 WS . 28 B, [ T 5800 KA A G Fe b, HE R
B — 1) A A 55 5 ek 5 BB R, S5 R AT e o At e B m ZE L, SR RA RS At
BEVFROS, ASREA BRI B AMARASE . HATRAIIEATE R RO BRI RN FET I, A
FORRZEAE A AT AER 2 T W &, RATE RS BERETINDEENE, RAZMIAT a0 &
WESAEE, TR A BAT IR o RIS B R RS 450, IRFT N BB B o S FE 54 Bk 7y 2R
BERE B ABIR BHEATEV T LSHIESCHF .

2. fiR—: KREERRSIHNESERE
2.1. IRFB=*

2.1.1. #iR

I A R R TR 4 A IR 95 KA AR, F ISR AN RSB . i H A R 75
¥y, Hoh Lo 5 73.3%, PRI N 21.23 (SD = 2.160). A R E 8\ BN, B K
ATF 40 B

R ARAE AR (1) 25 SR 350/ 52 B R AHUR ()RR B AR 22 5 81 G*Power FEASELAG TR AR AT S5 56 43T »
SRR W — TR RN 54, AHAEAE R L.

2.1.2. FREMHR

1) WE&in

DL “BLIsy 287 AR, SEBURSC . ISR A OCHE 7 S, EEUR AR 5 HE B
I FAT NS B0 13 ANV, &8 R EETEE JG e 6 MAIL/E RN S 5 BRI .
B Ay MR AR ORI R SR . CREESEORT L RS . O RbiRAR” . “nf
FEARALER”

2) J@tEiA

BB AR STHR, WIS IR AR O 18 WA B PR IA] 22 A, RJE MR 22 A sl seis
DRRIC A B (1 X 43 FE T 51 R R SEge iR 72, dlid J7 A IOt sk 59 &k —222E, Hod o it
50.8%, “FIJFREN 18.31 2 (SD = 1.073), HH VP& PR JE R IR S e BEE . VP SR I N2 i 7
RTEAr o R R R B E TRV IR B AR B A IR RE (L = JEHTENR, 7= R ARG, Frigiais
L TERAY 2RI 3 22 S DR LR X 0k e 8 el s 1 S+ B ik X 4 ) 49 A TR R A7 TR )5 e
P R A TE DO AV S 4 OSSR EE (1 = ARH-FiE, 7= AR REY), Fridkimlil i ng e B 5 24 (R EF
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TR EZER, WARTEHE BNV 1E 9 RN 058 FE SRSB4, R q KB sh foh 281k, B
AP A ST B6 E RV AR B ) BT SRR 2

FCXFEA ¢ i b 7R ISR PR IA] (R N 159 70 A AE 2 35 72 (1 = 28.396, P < 0.01), MafE 75 73 A
FFAERE X (t = 0.585, p > 0.05), ZERIENE 1. &2, WHZRJE MR PR U518 L0 BRI 8 Xt
VB SR IR 25 F A Bl s B 19 @ vk, T A BRBAR L .

Table 1. Statistical results of valence arousal of attributive words

= 1. BN MRERE RS AR

WiH FERR AR T AR t p
Eydiin 5312+0.274 2.726 +0.287 28.396 0.001°
N i F5E 4412 +£0312 4207 +1.498 0.585 0.565

¥ P<0.01.

22. XBEF

KH BB SEAERIR RANEASEEE L ESER, 348 NMIH .. SRS SFAE s R iz
FE SR IR o R 28 e 5 s xt 8 b1l SURH I AR st FE 25 a1 3-A 7943, (1 = PRSI, 5 = BRI,
REURCX TR ARG T3 - IGVEI 7« Y59 - IMRRY” &5, IR 4 S« B
RIS S AU R IZIE LS8R Cronbach o RECN 0.899, 151E R IT.
2.3. ¥imabE

1z SPSS17.0 THE #7146 (1R B ~F35145 53, 150 KT 3 BRI ] 40725 J40 W ik 57 3% 53 FR (1) 41 2 25 B A AR
W, 1350 /NTF 3 WIS AW N, 155055 T 3 WA b 40 2R B R o . FRE RIS 40 5 el e 3
HEAT BAREAS ¢ 46,56, 46,56 455 BR300 25 DUJ 358 W A91) 235 40 W 40 25 P At ) (RR R BT 100 B A it 2 3L, B iR 77
6 56 485 SR AN S5 25 )35 B Ao 42 3% 20 2R I AN B AS B b aT
2.4. R

EANEAE W= EET, R H 1550 N 4.082 (SD = 0.529). IEILE0 1550 T #eaikat B 7 210
ENGfmm “TEVE” o “Bm” o “OMEI7 © “ERM” SR, BRA SR E RS .
B 5dEME 3 TR EBRREAR SIS RN t=17.723, P<0.01, 2R 2.

Table 2. Results of explicit scale
2. HMEEREBHER

N 343 (M + SD) t df p

75 4.082 +0.529 17.723 74 0.001"

¥ P<0.01.

3. 5= KREENINSS EKARSENIE
3.1. ARAE

3.1.1. #ik
IR A 28 TSR T R 80 A K — A AR E NI 7 B, T N RRAE IR
HeBR ARG, R 72 0 s, Hh &4 S 62.5%, “FHIERS 18.49 £ (SD = 0.949). HFFL —fT
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AR EHERZES 555, MASBFENAIER, SRART, ABARBMERE. HEREERN
W, S 5ELITAPEMASIPBIR L, BB Y o s RS w2540 -

NPRUETNR R 25 R D 2 BIREABCR ARG i 22, (8] G*Power BAFREAT i 70 #r: TH 50T
IR RICREA RN 54, RFFEA R R .
3.1.2. SR

PAY BB AL 36 ) MR 2 T

M A E R SRR, HICKEA—, EA7 S0 5 THINA L Z R H AR, AT
NSRRI BRI BB AR SR AR AR NS R e “ BidfraR” 5«
BRI WX T3, WDl 2 5 SR AT & ZOR MBI AR B, 22 J5 1 PS BRI L, A B A 1 5t
—HONA A G, S RN 1024 < 768, 1EH] 33 HKkrEEIA L 37 SR KB, PRI 1.
B 1. PIRRERIENIIZ BT S E A

3.2. SKiERF

FESEH IR T R AT A, — N —HUSLAES, HAEAMTP. @i Windows10 R4t
P S I E-prime3.0 il FIIGAE T o PYRSIBRARIEG C AR 2R S FIIE MM A 7y, 367 MDRR, b if s
Tl HREOAE TR R R RS AP B ORI IR, A IEFRIRT 80% M E
Wt Nz BUEL A0k B BRI AT BEBEN TN B IE 3B Bl 6 A R AR T 20% MM A S it
SR OB AT 22 A T R T R 2 R SE PRI 7 RAT 55, R HL B 1 i R SR O
Xf B RN A B RN, [RSAZ A “F7 AT o Gl AR B L 20 A BRI AP R L 3.

Figure 1. Concept pictures used in implicit association test
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Figure 2. Flow chart of implicit association test
[ 2. AIRRERAENLE R E
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Table 3. Steps of implicit association test

3 3. MRREIEMIK PR

IR W52 > F 4B J B
1 4] B KA B RS R
2 %] TR AR KA
3 BeA L5 —455] BB S + BRA BIRR AR +
4 B AT 55— 55 WA RE A + BARGA PR ARSEE R + R
5 2> WA R bR KRB
6 B 1155 45 BURRA R + B BRI + A
7 B 1155 — % BIRRA RIS + B B KEF + A

3.3. BRI

W EIRAR IS8 58 5), IS AEH E-prime3.0 FAE X AT N EE EAT I, $eda A Xt SO ik
FE S0 R T 289 () S B 5 TERf R . B AR B T7i509: ESEAEH B-prime3.0 B AFH ) E-merge HH¢iX
BRI, 98It AT B S B B S SAZ B o D9 T BRI BN T SR AT SRR, SRR
RZ AT 300 ms AT 3000 ms HOAKHE, H T SL80 Bt 2R T 80% IEAlR T LB, #
CIREREE: & Cl MR E S SR v

1&H Greenwald #& Hi ) D B 153K R N B 25 B A I BRSO, D [ 10]. D = PR AES5 ON
I S0 F 22/ AE 0 S SEIN B v 22 o D BRI T e BT 35 A HEA AT 55 SOBEIN 22 57 (KK, D 20 (BRI
AR, BT, AR D D 0 RUIBARX BRI K0 RS E v, BEABUR A
% % DAEHKT 0, RUIPLOHIR SR IA B BRI 45 DA/ T 0, RUIBAKI BiR 5 KW
BRSO . B AT SPSS17.0 BAFIHE D M, I D5 0 AT FAEA ¢« f0le, s R ER

TR B3 4 2R A P B AS FE (FRAR BV 8 BB G it 5= 3, A I 45 SRS B 285 W R s W il v B 3R 43 25
WA B AT,
34. &R

FIFH SPSS17.0 X} 72 445 RBARIEA A SLI6 26 A N A BB BEAT IR M GE v FERAE AR ¢ K56 . Kt
A AR5 — A [ RSB AT IR G T, AR5 — PR MR 9 790.206 ms (SD = 125.288); 1155 —
P SRS A 1013.785 ms (SD = 201.232). 45504 4 fiw.

Table 4. Descriptive statistics of response time of two joint tasks (ms)

4. MEKAES R MFHER ST (ms)

WiH AEA N BIEWM) FrifEZ(SD)
A% — WA RE A+ BARRTE 72 790.206 125.288
AT — WA RE A+ HARRTE 72 1013.785 201.232

VR T B AT 55— R0 (1 s BB AT e vk Ja AR ZE (T B P BREBC AR 36 28 AE D B 25-1.701 (SD
=1.240). ¥ DA 0 #ATHFEAR ¢ k000, THELER 1=-11.636, P<0.01. 4R MW%E 5. K 3 k.

WEEASIE DESHIAE 0 MIEFEA ¢ kg ah RARW], B o8 A AT 55 B [A) 5 35 22 T 56 BUAH 2%
RSP I E], DAY 0 fulegs 2 B3 (= -11.636, P<0.01).
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Table 5. Statistical results of IAT effect D value (ms)
2 5. IAT 3R D EM S48 R (ms)

N D {H(M) FRUEZE(SD) df t p

72 -1.701 1.24 71 -11.636 0.001"

& "P<0.01.

B o K — Bk B sy e —IH

Figure 3. Effect diagram of implicit association test

3. AIRRERARMIE RN [E

ROk A B R R A 5 WAL D ET BURI R B MR, 4R N r=-081, P=05, —
BELREEMIKAR.

4. it
4.1. KREEWNFHIINESETTIL

AR T 45 R K 2 A AR TR R N BRI AN B . X5 2 R R A HA i 2 T A
B—F W BRI T B 25 LI T A T R 52% 10 KSR R R A SRR AR B S AT
Py, ROV T R o RIS FE[ 1110 75 L0 06T Hh 75 v 252 B 27 A (R 130 7 R4S FE b v e 1
22 PR PR BB B ) 45 37 R 58 B o i o S — B[ 12] 76 K T BRI 9 b 0 S 7 K 2R A R I 4 B
RAFE[13]. EHE SAMAERA BT ERMNGEMREBIR SR, FEATE 65%A4
) R 2 A 17 3 o3 SR FF A IR BERI I AR AS B[ 14] 0 RS LA B RE T MM, 785 = DU 2R 38 1l 1)z 35 [l WA )
A A XE R S7%E A BT 4 25 15].

MR R RN BB RIEA B, TR BT R E R FERIGASHATESE, &
HOR AL X 373 o K AR — 8, B R E AL TAERIB A A T RO 373 20 24T 1 1
A TS JAIE R A RIIRAS S B . A TE 045 B SRR A X B o BRI SR . AR
AN IEAE B2 WA A, B ER I ENREARE, MO E T _EREN IR B SR STk AT 2
Jiv s SR B R B8 30 o 37 KT o SRR I I B BRIAE [N, BRI T ISRl — 7 ([ a7iE . ]
DASE ARG 2SI BRI B MEE 22 WK (R A8 2R A5 R0 % PR I AR R, T3 70 KX — SR B (8
HR)T N 5 LR EAR H AR 1E T R AR A5

4.2. REERR HERBRSETR
AW TG IR 73 R G BRI S AR AL DS, Bl R SRR S A A BAE S . ik
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WABER Iy SRR ORI S, SO SR, X S AT R B — B, Bl 53 7 264555
WY PR R A B AS E I o 45 5R 5 IR E — 2, MR GNAT I ERIBAEE, DTN T A
PRI, SR B E NS bl RS ARIK R Y], Yol sl A R BRI B
Ffir16]. £E RIS REALI 7 RH) GNAT JEABT T, Wl T ER SR, b Tied
XRS5, B3R RS FE RSB AT A IR, B B3R 7 F B S R I RI[17]. FEXT K24 AR
RS FERIRF L, B R AT T E AT ¥, 2R SR KA G N BRIRAE

REEANS B oy RBIRI A BERAS L, T BRI AT B A2 K 2 A0 T H 8 Bl 73 AL B AR BE e 254K
XL FIN S REE RN RS o R BINEALEE T, R IR O PR AT P A Fi O HE AN A 252
i ATl e FEAETE P I DUBCR R 2 B R Re R, W A R B Al B . A E AR
HISMER AR BIRE T, K2R RENS 5 I (R SONEE B AR MUK 7 350 70 800 (M BRIV ST AL, Bl st i
RAHIA ORI A E T, BRI BN TRlREs & B WO HOA RIS 72 TR ) 73 SRS BE
GAPERGE, X7 AT NI SR AR BN AEF[6]. KAEAXT BBy R A RS, 220
EHEBSN BT RAEH R Bras REBAT . Aty SERIRIGT [A 3R

4.3. KFEELRR S FIPEMASE TR

AT TR A i B 3 5 A S s K A B S o SREF A R A A S A 5, A A BRUER AR 36 (TAT) (O F 7
RN REEAXTEIR I KA BRI N RS o DIEAAIT 7045 R o K AR b e 7 e — Bk
ANEAMA RS . WO CLE M T BONGE— MBRR RS . X R R ER T2 T’
SRALREE AR > RS E . ST AT LS AL FE5K X T M ORAT AR SN B A RS EZ R FE h, R
U T — BRI A BE[13]0 R AR B 3 SR I AR A S L, AT AHE DN AR AL ) il T L S A B
SRAERIR S FET A SR R U B A 7 SR BSURTBSCR AT« 3 70 SRR A3 B A X AR BT 5 A
R AT B8R 3 R H NN IR, 389 H W ARG B 7 R A IR B2 2 IR 23 H9[18]. Y
PR SE — BB 7 AR 5] S KA A PR S A TS br B3 2 K47 9

BT SR R A B R 7 RN RS 5 W RS B 2 [ F3cA B AR R &, RN RS SR 70 1,
HARMOSL . XA G AR A P S BE ) B B [19], BRSNS 5 NS ERPMAR LN, B
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FEIE I A AT ARSI . VW FCIESE 1 N RSB R AR 25 L 22 TR AE R HE 55 A SR BN AR 5% AR 1,
E AT PR IALAFAE B R GE[20] 0 AU T WAL S T X 313 73 A 55 A0 PAY Rt FEE A P A 45 St 57 0 45
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BRNBRASREE, HEEIE BRI RS B o SRR AS B IX — A LA TS B

5. &g

BTN, KA Mt 1 3% 40 2 A BRI A RS B o 3 LR 87 3 4 3 5 AR A1 T 2R 1 8 o %
B, AN S A A A B T ARG . K T 340 2 A SR N B A B — S R . it
W 3 40 AT RS AR AT RS2, 3 R T 5] A A 7 S BRI B 3 4 24T 30 b
S

BRI PO 30T BH9s. HAEZIN, CMBA™RIREESE, — 2 AR BARREM, SRFELF
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