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Abstract

Objective: Revising English version of Dragons of Inaction Psychological Barriers Scale (DIPB) to
Chinese version, and testing its reliability and validity in Chinese Cultural Background. Methods: A
formal Chinese Dragons of Inaction Psychological Barriers Scale with 23 items was composed of
five dimensions: no need to change, interpersonal pressure, lack of motivation, lack of knowledge
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and sunk costs, by collecting 340 Chinese College students’ data. Results: The revised Chinese ver-
sion of DIPB Cronbach’s «a coefficient was 0.91. Confirmed factor analysis indicated that the scale
has good construct validity (x2/df = 1.79, CFI = 0.95, NFI = 0.89, RMSEA = 0.06). Conclusion: The
Chinese version of DIPB has good reliability and validity, which can be used as tool to explore the
barriers of people’s pro-environment behavior in Chinese Cultural Background.
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1. 51§

ANERET AR, £FATAR, KETAER. ARARAMN—Hs, NSAEARMILAELRIGE T AL
FEBIR R BT R R RE, 2 BRI L B RE, R TS BRI R X AL
BRI EZAE (0, Wik, 2022). {HEMEMSAEFINARARE, ESREESEFR, AR
IELE BN, AR, SREZT R, YRR S W Bt b 2 HI, SReai 2% fIhK
A IEEIMRAT A IBHTE AN RO, SRR ARG 18, R RIS OFE B /e AW n.

WO 22 GO\ IR SO AE — 8 /KF BT DU #EAMA 1) 26 28 5547 J9(Choi & Kim, 2005; Helm et al.,
2018). HHORERZ IHF AR, HBOGOIA R RN EIRIEAT N, “BE - T RHEE" PSR
FE IR SRR EAT A B 7T (Lacroix et al., 2019). i 4an7E— I _bifg 473 /NMX 1) 315 AR A k3,
JE BATT I AR A TR 3 23 R K BB B, 45 97.46% K11 17 & B A 3] 40 2 A A K, SR AT 45.4%
(R s 5 AE DL R BORCSE PR E h R QW 3T 202K, 1 ORI 32 U5 W R s A3 R B NS k4T 43 2
([, 2019). BEAL, TESRELH PSR AZLE FIRE R I8, WF 708 R I o 3 0 2 Cu R v AR ME 3 4k R S b
17 M(Teng & Chang, 2014), EARIH T # T E PRS- (0 221 (Han & Kim, 2010), {H3EFR I AR 1T (Chong &
Verma, 2013). HHULRTIL,  “HEnZ4THE” o XFob, HHFFE (Gifford, 2010) M HEw, $R TS 258
BT N BAFAE— MBS R &, — 7 TH A S A it sl R BOR 7 AN A 2, AR TE — SO B N 2R S
MAIM S FTRREEAT A Gifford A N BE 5 PR 1) (1) R 2 8, B AR AT T SR e R IR B (R SR B 1) 2
EEMEIEY, Ao NCSITER, HWAHY N, OS2 iR B R AR,
HIEA FIEAE S, M SEIREIAT . W0 U i 22 B 2 TR D — S 0 BB AS T = 2R 1, DRI ER
AE M (Dragons of Inaction Psychological Barriers)ME&xth f b2 Hi, 8 B2 B e AT SRR 3547 R 0
P FHLAS(Gifford, 2011).

Gifford (2011) 1 VKRR AVENIXAMES 2 J5, Lacroix %5 A (2019)3@ 1 5 S K X [ 2 Rtk 47
WA VTR ] T IREAE N EK(DIPB Scale), PIMARERGS 65 NMH, Tdh 7 HEAMENN L
REERF: 1) WEEAARAE, FEER RS S AR L . Gl g BN m T, Fh
AR — 7] ELLE S [) R 2 (] A AR B L (1), 28 AN G2 AR S AR HIAT 215 5 B B (Pidgeon &
Fischhoff, 2011), 41, Hagen %5 A (2016)8F 7T 45 5 H e A o A A EL , A BRAURAR IR 52 21 0 B,
ARAWHSNGEAEA R —Fh g, BS99 7T Sk, B —Semt s o], Jontii, 2013;
BT, HEOCAS, 2016) AR HH E A T AR A RTRIAT TR LRI R, 4R 2 Ui
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ARG MBS A A AR, RO R R R I e, (E TR B R 2 A2 RABHIAR, XS
AR ABHEE LR AL s 2) S2RIEAT AR RS T AU, e rp e MR B AR B
PR SCARTE 5055, SRIAE N (2017) IR R BT, KSR MM B WL e A A Bl 2 AT, A B3R
SCIHE MR A2 E ATAT NS 2 A2 32 B4 N AT ST 520, AR5 E& RSR[50, 4776 5 A1 2= IR
(2021) B FEAFH TR S8 R B O SOV RN, sl B RERBLILRER T : 3) 5
KRB BRI KBRS, WAMARS R NIRRT I, DIbE HOR B ES 53
SRIABIT AT 4) PURIEATIAT AEN 112 162 52835047 Bl 248t B AR [0S 0 DA R el it £ AT i
PR Bk, B0 A AT e DX R — e N PO TR AN B, R R R
PEALTE R, (A fE A 80E, I\ bl Rt FE BB H IR I E] (90505, 2020); 5) X & R AMABUEL
AMEAE: AR E TR ZORBUB T B SR AT A R R MR, LI R A 7 i 1 BRI UL
Gefir U ARAC AT N IR 2 A MR B R TE R, R TEVE S BARPTS I, IR PRBE 2 > A A T
RSN SCEOR 1) S RERNBUA 2 5 (Marlon et al., 2019); 6) J8%AN 2 1 KA Ak: Fa 1) A 2 75 7K
INIAEE i B (A S ™ EEAE, — SR U, PR XU IR 22, AT SR AT R B v (O 8, 2017)5
7) BURAEATE 7 AT A 1 B2 A BROR R SRA BEAT A il e (A (BRI D R Z A SRR T AS
KONGRS . 220 — R AN T2 5, TERR T & DIPB B3, —J3t 22 IiH, ©& A4,
DR E a2 AT . NBRE ) Rl T SRZ AR A . SR, Lacroix 558 AN i% &
Ty 2 B2 SO SRR IR, oAt B X Rt 7o n R B4 22 TH DIPB #3%, FlRE = “K
AR BEE, R, AWFFTIERE T 65 T H 1#14n DIPB B3R, XTHBATEI, B MEMH T E
AT SR AN ER . RN RIERRRETEES SR EAT MM, RARAT NS A
FLEEERRS, BET et NIRRT .

2. %
2.1, #ik

I T 70 B Ab RO R S AR 3 AR (REAS 1), EW AN 17~24 % . LR 3% 136 4, (1]
WA R ia) 25 118 1o

ST FIBIE TR R g4 [ & S AR B R AR (RS 2), SR04 N 17~25 % JLRIA A 232 4y, [l
WA R 222 4o FEAS LAIREA 2 AT L 1o

Table 1. Descriptive statistical analysis of two samples

F 1 REARFRRRRMEGITEER

451 2R ES S
A=
5 7 AR A ) RIS
FEA 1 n =47 n=71 n=87 n=31 n=85 n=33 n=118
FEA 2 n=73 n =149 n=137 n=285 n=126 n=96 n=222

2.2. MIMERIFEA

WA ZE S, ASHT TN 65 T H AT R AT IZ1T, 5 SeRt Fe rp AR AR 5 BT I R kAT
XFEE o ASHIT ST P 44 TEAT KT i A AE s Mol R 2 o B 2Bt 65 35T H 3R AN 9 B3 (DIPB) #EAT
BRI, SCHElEA S, EOEATEIE, WHCE R AT R T IR . BlE, BETTE A=A
AETRRAL R 0 B 22 2R OGS AIAR A B UIEAT 118, 28R DIPB R SCELTHTIRG(65 1T H ) »
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3. R
3.1. METHiE

AR A A I R v 8 S B 2 e

3.2. B

L, MR DABEAR . A8 Sl SO At

KHH T HITT %, RReA 1l v (S 73 8T 27%) MR (137 ) 27%). K HIHAL
FEA the s i, ks AR RBH _EE £, ke H P SE S A s L (p
< 0.05), MIERAERFZERNDH, RIEETH S MHRETIH 20, DEFH S B0 MK REE N
WL S MR R, R (r > 0.80) A RILAR(r < 0.30) /8 H AT MHBR, & AF5) 23 @)

DIPB &%,

3.3. RERMERSH

e, XWREA 1 HHEIHTIR R E R AT E A MRS, 458 o8 KMO =0.90, Bartlett BRIZATES p
< 0.001. [, #HIESME T . RHERDSIE, SEEAR L HARHT IEZ e, 4RRNTEE
AT, H 23 MEIER T BT KT 0.4, Rk, R4 23 MRS, DR KT
1 bRdE, JLIRELS ANET, SMOTEMREE N 71.92%, 45 R HLEHHAE(NE 2), 5 Gifford 28 & &R
22 i H DIPB = REMBA—5 . IR IN R 5 MAFIRIRM 4N BAE. ANBES. 31704

BN BRZFIRL TTRRA

Table 2. Factor structure of the Dragons of Inaction Psychological Barriers scale (n = 118)

5 2. hER DIPB ERE TL#I(n = 118)

H¥ 1 A 2 H¥ 3 JL[E R
T12 0.74 0.61
T18 0.84 0.77
T2 0.72 0.65
T23 0.84 0.77
T13 0.84 0.74
T19 0.80 0.70
T8 0.82 0.74
T22 0.85 0.79
T11 0.87 0.85
T5 0.85 0.81
T16 0.89 0.87
T14 0.75 0.71
T9 0.69 0.49
T1 0.75 0.58
T15 0.79 0.65
T21 0.76 0.67
T17 0.64 0.61
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T6 0.76 0.71

T20 0.85 0.80

T3 0.86 0.79

T7 0.67 0.69

T10 0.81 0.83

T4 0.75 0.73
FHEME 5.84 3.29 2.95 2.39 2.08
P& 25.39% 39.67% 52.48% 62.88% 71.92%

Table 3. Internal consistency coefficients between dimensions of the Dragons of Inaction Psychological Barriers scale (n =

118)
52 3. FEHR DIPB EXRAIAT—EMEE(n = 118)
TEAAS INTNE W) MARE BRZ iR DU HEx
[EEEY () 0.94 0.91 0.81 0.84 0.83 0.91

0.76 Q10

0.86 @

Figure 1. Standardized path-fitting figure of the Dragons of Inaction Psychological Barriers scale (n = 222)

1. FEY DIPB EXRFFELEBELIESE(N =222)
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34. FERE

SR 5 i T (Crombach o) — U1 SR BORAR UG 2N ERE 115 FESR KL, 4506 3 i, %R 5 M
BEN) o RELHRAE 0.81 VAL, HEAGH)—BUEE RN 0.9, BEHTREAN il BAT B (K 5 L AR b

3.5. WiFMEE RS

NFE B R BTG AR, S AMOS XTFEA 2 HE AT b AHRFFTIEEL GFIL CFl. NFI,
NNFI. RMSEA JU/MBHORXE A G L TS, 4R BAFEA 2 1 GFIL CFl. NFI. NNFI $57E
0.85~0.95 Z [i], RMSEA 7£ 0.05 LA Fo $iBAAHE 7T BT th (BB B b5 S PR Bt R G AR S R 47, BoiEdE
R 2 A T AR AL R B AR a0 P4 1 oo BRI 1 T DU, 9878 S0 0042 2 P T R U7E 0.61~0.92 198
FEIA, ¥IRT 04, BRSNS REMS, HHMEGRERL.

3.6. MEHE

A5 7 2 H L Ah SR TRl B g R TR o SR AR R, T RGEAE LT L. Sl PSSk, X4
AT IR FEREAT R L BE s 38005 DU A% S /KT B IR AR R R S B A T 0 B R AT R 1 3,
AL PR, FROCHATRIRE, WEFCE PR AT 0 B TR ARG 93 = A el R D B R R
FSHIRGENTT o UL BB HtAE — R B ARAE T 1 1 R

R4 GRRY], BEREYE AR PSRN, WY WA MOk, AR S
BUEFL R ORIEA LB T R2EKT, U4 AT (s 1 B Z M A N A . HR, RS s
TR AT CLRAIE LGSR, BRI RIER D Hr 8 1 m o, — 30T 5 A7, &I H 117
THERTE 0.4 BL L, Sy ZMREEA 71.92%, R 1045 B A BT S5 8% .

Table 4. Correlation analysis between dimensions of the Dragons of Inaction Psychological Barriers Scale (n = 222)

7= 4. HpEHR DIPB E3R-BUEERIHEXIEM(n = 222)

S YNNI AR BeZ Fnif IR I %
T % 1
NNV 0.45** 1
AR 0.26%* 0.25%* 1
= AR 0.23** 0.31** 0.45%* 1
UB A 0.58** 0.49%* 0.37** 0.37** 1

¥E: *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ***p<0.001, A,

4. g

WFFCIEI A B C SOk, 705 DIPB MRMIERL L, XHHTIET. EHE T VA RRE, By
WL I SR (R S — B ST R, BREIBIR T 5 R (CEAUE . ABRE . BIAAR .
B AR PR RAR) 23 M SO DIPB % . A S0 T AU 1/ 4 B B AR A AR AT R R Bl
AFENIRE W B AEAE , TSI BT R I L. 3 AR ABRIE A, RO A A
S0 CHEHEEAT NP E B, BERCE R, FEEMIG RS 50 5 RE AR A E B N IR IR 30
79(Qi & Roe, 2016; Schmidt, 2016). i 24t A A BE g S I, A (B RIFR AT o ] B 538 ) P
5 RBBIE, FRAOREREITR. E52% A (2020) R 48 T w23 At I O B R 3 %, R
AR LA A SRS B IR, AT I E LIRS AT . SRR R — R, (XA 5
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R AEAME AT R A AR . BB =ANERE R B AL, 18 B 505G AR LR BRI B T BB R 4
WS 5IEIEAT N UAIREVE 2 300 AAE AT R R R IMRIOBIRA,  BURFEFRR GG 317 T A FE T
G RANAT R, T E RIEEBOFEAME NG, 2~ R T 78 2 103 71 25 92 SR AT 9 (A
R, 2016). SEVUANMEREGRZ F1H, FRIRMERE A R IASER IR E, (HEANHE Z TR —
AN NBEBEATEN 1T, MBETE ZX ARRESFAER RGH — L TR ANR), FIR 55 Z A R N85
() B S A (B R PEANR), I BLIE REX L AT 3 R A PR o (1 (A R AR, X4 B BE A R fid ANk
ISEIR BT N (Frick et al., 2004), X 12 [ Py B8 AR A 20E P ELE R Bt — 38 0 2%, TR 2 FREE
T RIE S R BT P 1) 3R 2 B R RGEME AR (PR, JantiiE, 2013; JkEE, 2017), Bbub &k F|
FRe AR, XA AR A0 SOt vl it o 55— DNERE R VTR AR, SRMIEAT N 5 B AT
BAMAIIT [RIRE 7058, PTRE xR B AEVE T Al H AR, 1X 0T DURRRERT SCRT R B 4 RN, R BERHD
858 I € RIS BORAN B CA AR SE, AR r R A, Ix SRR B U JEUR Y AR 3 ST 158
WHEE G FHNNTIAMES . X HRE SN 22 TUH SR A4, ATLURIABRE . Sz AR, T
BAIX =AY LA S R H A — 8. ETRASCRAERE b, B ZR PG 7 AN R &= R, A
TIX—YERE, R T HAAERLEE. RO EARIAE, FATINHZE RAER R 3 24k
DUIEBA T : —RAEAREEVN, FIEMARM: —RFRERE, 22 HHSERPIX 45 T8 E R+
SRERRANEREG RIS, BEAEC. &5, 22 BIHERTH “Fallm” X —4EEEAR L
WIEHERT, BUMRZER “BI AR o X—rl, ARG SIS A Mg . E T4
WS 5T, FEAT B FLB AR B fir 2 B A b e IR R 3, TP g AT N A
RN, EEMmIEN AR RATTHEZRRANE M CEREEZ T, DU ARG H
BELT), BEaET WA, M A RMETEHKEE, MR EZRIFEA G KB
BOUEMUORR H A RMATZ), BHEGET R A ZRPOXFEM” o 1ehh, HEE K E Bx DIPB &
FKWHAT T A4k, Alfonso Gutierrez #1 Prieto Patifio (2022)ifid %} 810 4 &M LI A2 A MM, 53T )5
TREA T 20 NIH, 485 DIPB B3R5, UESE 7 AR A (i fase 1

SRR, FEAEEABIT Y 22 T H R B R HARLL, (BAEE—E M2 R, MITEY 7 ik#% 65 1
H VAR RRA BEATASTT I 2

5. ZRSRE

ik, AWFRAHUTER: 1) AN REROFELEMALL . ANBRES S L SZHIRA
VORATANYERL . 2) I N ER KGR A OB AR iE, W] LA J5 S SCT 7t (ol &
TH.

UEAE,  AHE TR A it 2 AAE TR AR R R V. i T e IO gk B oy s i A2k, R4S
WHRERA €M RRTE. AEAMEREARBML BT REAAAE—ERI XA, ARRBIBT TN 1% 56 9l
FEHANPOLVE L, SRTTHAAFEE R SRR AR ESRIAMRAT ORI L 5 A A e e AN 22 57

HAE R RAERIAEAT AT, A B — AN E AR, KK TR AT AR
FUMIRZE H ES RN TARRE MR RISR I BTN, MR EAT AN RO Bk, 32 J5h H R 15
Wi, B FUE AR AE LLSR HE — A RERS B AT U R s (A . e R R AT L, BRARBIE TSR
TR R R B H R TR MARIRIA AT, B4, WO FORMEAT R a7 2E 1), A
WIS 5 BAT N I RO F SR A P FLEEAT R DRIEAR R BT S T DA SE A4S0t 25 25 534855
AMENEHERAEAT AR BRR R, FE I IA B, RNt a] DR SRR A vh e it A A
MR SAT N o
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