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Abstract

Purpose: In 2022, China Eastern Airlines MU5735 plane crashed, Kkilling all 132 people on board.
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This sudden accident and disaster aroused strong attention from the country, society and the pub-
lic. Therefore, this study analyzes the changes in the public’s mentality, and provides theoretical
and technical support to help the government better guide the public to respond to the mentality.
Methods: This study used a self-made scale to study 906 public sample data from 93 cities in 24
provinces in 2022, and used Mplus8.3 to conduct a potential profile analysis of the public’s coping
mentality categories. Results: The public mentality of the China Eastern Airlines plane crash was
analyzed, and a potential category model of public response mentality was obtained. Different
categories of public have different empathetic abilities. Conclusion: The public’s coping mentality
can be divided into three types. For different types of people, we should give them differentiated
psychological adjustment measures, and carry out targeted improvement and intervention.
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1. 518

LA R AR AR BRI U B Ab it A4 56 Al N A O thE FR IR SZ At N 155 86 5 SR ZE TR i 77 (Rogers, 1957). Bl
B IEE Z AR . RS P RS AW TG RNUMLIF R KBS FERE— RS
RRFBAPEFSHE, RIS E BIRSFHIRE R R FHES NS 2 75— RV &AL
M. EMEFILREEE, METRe 2R, Bk, DRSS — RIS, mEIEE N TES
AETE (I ARAE, 2011, 2016). bk il R S B RT DA E SO BRI G, BRI RS 3 B0 1 2
A, HIEE 2 P RESR A OE B, BT M NPT AR B e, P ARV B 55 S R AR 8L,
SEAMA BB 0 PRI L 2 T RS #  9 (Bridle, 20075 AN AL 5%, 2021). WFFCFEBH, HERE 2B
B R OIRIERT, LSRR MR N R R K RIS R, FESR A T AR R, SR
Pl FERE. . B, WLEREE S A QMR BHAG T MR . SRS At
SIBAEE M AR, P E BRI T AMA RO EL (g B K (Murphy & Lilienfeld, 2019; Henschel, Nandrino, &
Doba, 2020; Bray et al., 2021).

ITEESRe, VARSI TH 43 #7 (Latent Profile Analysis, LPA) 7232 it N 3] 7 0o FE 22400k b, B 70 35 FI %
TG MARDE T AN B IR, BRSS9 598 R % — R 8, e
T REFHIRCR, UEBH TR AT 55 RAFBCR, N AR R OISR AL TR 2 (1 i
Ariela Lowenstein, Todd Jackson, #ifi, 2013; ZRWVZ%, 2021; w75, XIfE(E, 2020; % [EHIF5%, 2018;
Ry, AN, MBI, 2021 FI4RAEAE, 2022). DAAEMIBRARAE TERKEAL TASEMERE, A
X AR R R SR A, BN R S B S T R A RS AT MRS R, Nk TR R B
AL T RUFHE F(UFMESE, 2020; 755, 2020).

g LRk, AT LSRRI 24 70, SR 321 TKAHLEASR S I A AR O A R ARHIE S H 5
HAERE ) Z B S R AT o i A, DUIHE B MR SE L 1 A NGO BRIRAS, BB BI 73 A S8 0 e 2%
PR Tide R, B JBUN A AT B AL 51 SARMEEI SR, AN R MR R SR AAR
ORI H .
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2. MRFGF*
2.1. ARTR

AR LR FARA T A0 EFE ST OO AR, A 5T HIBAR A 5 R sl kAT 1 104
(IR FEAB LRI S, WAL T 26 bRtk AR 1) kTR S m TR, RIET
HARKIE I e 2) RGBT, KT SR AL S H, IS BREEE R] R A

SR ITETE LS, JREOCR 24 N4 93 THH 906 S FEA S, Forp 531 435 A\ (48.0%), &
PE 471 N(52.0%); ¥19 J BAF 2% 735 90 N(9.9%), =i 2% 714 202 N(22.3%), LR 14 162 A\ (17.9%),
AR PR 341 N(37.6%), WHILAE K LA BN 111 N (12.2%).

22. ffIRI R
AHF 5 F 1 16) 25 AN NS LR 2 26 . RIS OB T R 5 SO BRI S8 5 B2 =3B 4 4L

221 PABRBAER
W BG4 NS, FEREMRMER . (ER 52258, DT R 200 K5 %K.

2.2.2. FRNBEHLSPER

WA BN AT R OSAER) MEAEE T EAR BTN, Zn 55846 TR
AU CHURFRR AL R OB A SIS A k. fik, B4, WMMEEL N
YEpE, YRR TOE S, YR A Likert 5 gl arik. TERVELER M, B R SERE s R
IR, B R L R R (RIS IR Y, R A e TR
Y, HHOER SR I AR R RS ARG U, oS R S T4 . TR,
CRITEER O AR) KR R 2R il & 45 R F, 2/df = 5.267, RMSEA =0.069, CFI =0.954, TLI
=0.946, SRMR =0.051, fERFNH—EMEFRECH 0.919.

2.2.3. PRRABRR RSt ESR

HIF 70 [ A8 B SRR B S N F5 1B 3 (Interpersonal Reactivity Index-C)xt iR i 3L 175 g Sy 47 1 i
5 43#r(Davis, 1980; Davis, 1983; #i30#d, FHEH, A3, 2013; sk UK, #Ek, Edl, L&, Wiy,
2010). ZERILEE 22 MH, HT 0 HFRIRRNE, W5 BRI &R i 0~4 1B 50N 1~5 &
o, Bk, JLIERE SR, & W ATR$E(Perspective Taking, PT). 484 /j(Fantasy Scale, FS). 3t
1% %3 (Empthetic Concern, EC). /> AJi % (Personal Distress, PD) VAN 7353, oAbl SRR AAR R 4 i
J&FINFIFEAS, A N R T .

2.3. Gt

B, KA SPSS28.0 X AT B SHI b . FIk, KA Mplus8.3 X AR M YL AR FMA T A
OSBRI T TE R 8T B)a, BRI R E NIRRT TR ER. &
WA B MO N 2 5 KA &, JF HAE A b, AN SRE (Rl 5o, AN b L sy
— AN BT AR TS FE I SRR DA, Bk, FRATER T 2 Bk
TR, R T BRARIEIT S HUG T LU EM FUER IR T G obr . Rt s, 34
iEH 71K AIC, K BIC. {iX aBIC LA Entropy PY/ME S 45 £ P K L35 14 /T 0.05 7KF () LMR. BLRT
PRANRGL 5 438 11 B SR S [R] BRI 7 28 B2 1) 52 0 R DA S 400 & B33 1) A R M
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3. &R
3.1 BARLTSHBEXFIER

PLB SRR NS IR, BB A, I TR, 20508 C = 1 (BRI
B). C =2 (WAL, C =3 (SRR C = 4 (WUZEHIERL), AHTih & fa A W 1, S
NI T VAR LA 2.

Table 1. Model fit index for different number of potential categories

1 NEREXMNBENREN G IR

A K Log(L) AlC BIC aBIC LMR BLRT Entropy MR
C=1 10 -5830.71 11681.43 1172952 11697.76 — — — —

C=2 16 -3598.35 7228.692 7305.637 7254.823 0.001 0.001  0.999 0.540, 0.460
C=3 22 -3238.85 6521.692 6627.491 6557.623 0.001 0.001 0.959 0.382, 0.158, 0.460

C=4 28 -3120.75 6297.501 6432.154 634323 0495 0.001 0.930 0.308, 0.150, 0.460, 0.082

0.206, 0.146, 0.153,

C=5 34 -3066.83 6201.656 6365.164 6257.185 0.192 0.001 0.908 0.036. 0.459

T LIHEER M8 R, AIC. BIC 1 aBIC bR 20 B8 In i, (E A5
CLJE N B IR EEREAR s Entropy $RARFE 2 DI FR, BTG 2RI HPEE =T 0.8 LMR ERY] =
MEBIET 2 2K, 4 DFOE 3ARRBERZEZER, H 4 0RP DR HEIED, Hibsie
B 3 AN,

Table 2. Average homing probability (row) of each potential category (column)

® 2. HBEIXHITNFHEERHERG)

C1 c2 C3
C1 0.97 0.03 0.00
Cc2 0.04 0.96 0.00
C3 0.00 0.00 1.00

HI72 2 SRR, R SONAF AR BERE & 0.9, RULEAT R/ RASHITE, &Y 3 3
ITEAE 7> SREE R A5

3.2. RARLTSHIBERAN S

X = RAGERGE AT b, PRI HOAE ORISR OSTHAER) . k. i, 5%, WM
AUMEAE A7 45 2 P (1080 439045 AU 1 2R (43 204 gk AT i 44

MRAE I 1, LA RN 3 7RG . el AMEAR 4R EAS 7 57T 1 28 R0 A7 PN g o0 TR 55
20 3 fr ey “BHBE N, (A 46.0%; 285 1 7. RIS FEIE BE b, T
R A AMENED BRGS0 1 ar 2o “TRRTIBA” , L EN 38.2%: il 2 #E557E
P AMEAR4E B B, MAE B @ M A RS s, BRIIG80 2 vl “WHRBI4l”
LA 15.8%.
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Figure 1. Conditional mean of the three category scores
1L 3NKAEHRFHHE

H IR EE AT LS A, ZEUA DI BONRE R CHUAR M, SRR OEREBN R, H
KvE. Bl W%, INIRIEETA 2 4E R R 8 H A E 5. 4G AR O BRI
o, EE N AR T SRR, PR T AEE %S A
3.3. AXLESHAOERFRDH

RNIRBAFIIN A5 B0 A DA IR, A FAERT A ARRNT CHLRF LSRR ATt L,
e MERIA= 5, 2= &), FRRQ=18 % NLIF; 2=19~28%; 3=29-38%; 4=39~48 %, 5=49 %
&L)\J:), #}fl(l: %)JEP&IJ"F; 2= %Ep, 3= :5%4, 4= 2'—‘%4, 5= Eﬂﬁﬁi&ui); %%ﬁﬁﬁ(mﬁ%
B MG JEESGE; DMAEE)AINTHT.

Table 3. Factor analysis of demographic variables

3. AOSRUHEZEREDN

TRTHEA AR BT e N c? P
PG 6.846 0.033
5 148 (42.8) 69 (48.3) 218 (52.3)
% 198 (57.2) 74 (51.7) 199 (47.7)
RS 651.888 0.001
18 % K LLF 2(0.6) 103 (72.0) 2(0.5)
19~28 % 183 (52.9) 14 (9.8) 140 (33.6)
29~38 % 84 (24.3) 6 (4.2) 87 (20.9)
39~48 % 46 (13.3) 12 (8.4) 78 (18.7)
49 % KU | 31(9.0) 8 (5.6) 110 (26.4)
e 277.681 0.001
W1 B L 24 (6.9) 36 (25.2) 30 (7.2)
i 67 (19.4) 85 (59.4) 50 (12.0)
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Continued

LE 28 (8.1) 12 (8.4) 122 (29.3)

AF} 166 (48.0) 6 (4.2) 169 (40.5)

AR L b 61 (17.6) 4(2.8) 46 (11.0)

Lt Re )

M RK A 3.13+£0.71 2.01+0.59 427+0.35 1005.143 <0.001
BR7 3.21+0.66 2,99 +0.37 3.00+0.29 19.840 <0.001
LAE IE 3.83+0.52 3.12+0.42 2.57+0.27 901.137 <0.001
N5 2.34+0.83 2.32£0.42 3.77+0.33 681.923 <0.001

Wi 3 fow, ANFRGTEMER . FE . =P NIERRHE, DURSEERE ST . W R
MRS, s EMADN NI L EZ R EEP <0.05). I HRTIEA 346 A\ (38%), 5 MM AI7HR
143 \(16%), 55 =BG NEL 417 N (46%).

3.4, DARILSBEARFIG logistic BV Hr

FEE AL 73T (O BE R b, 30— DAY logistic [B1A 70 M, AN ANJELRKF- LU SRS e 77 1 YA
UEFE Y BOHATIRR MW, SR IK 4.

Table 4. Regression analysis of logistic latent categories

4. B logistic BYASF

B S.E. Wald  df P OR 95%Cl
TR BT AR 3574 1641 4744 1 0.029
vs M AR A% -1.007  0.36 7835 1 0.005 0.365 0.181 0.739
TRTIEH MR 0.02 0.409 0.002 1 0.961 1.02 0.458 2.272
et -1.272 0432 8665 1 0.003 0.28 0.12 0.654
A NI 0535 0319  2.805 1 0.094 1.707 0.913 3.191
5 -0.476  0.394 1.46 1 0.227 0.621 0.287 1.345
/8
18 H LR 4425 0925 22885 1 <0.001 83.485  13.625 511.562
18~28 % 0.023 0607 0001 1 0.969 1.024 0.311 3.367
29~38 % -0.068  0.694 0.01 1 0.922 0.934 0.24 3.639
39~48 % -0.03 0572 0003 1 0.958 0.97 0.316 2.976
49 % ULk
LN 1.023 0802  1.629 1 0.202 2.783 0578  13.397
= 1135 0682 2772 1 0.096 3.112 0.818  11.846
LR} 1.685  0.711 5611 1 0.018 5.391 1.337 21732
ESE -0.647  0.72 0.809 1 0.368 0.523 0.128 2.145
WEFE A UL -
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Continued
TR N H MR 8.824  4.394 4,033 1 0.045
vs WA 4373 0922 22473 1 <0.001 79.27  12.999  483.383
TRTIEH R -0.764  0.903 0.717 1 0.397 0.466 0.079 2.733
IAETE -8.178  1.402 34039 1 <0.001 0 0 0.004
N 1548 0728 4525 1 0.033 4,702 1129 19571
5 -0.639  0.769 0.69 1 0.406 0.528 0.117 2.383
£/8
18 H LR 6.165  1.765 12204 1 <0.001 475752 14971 15118.79
18~28 % -0.614 1.046 0344 1 0.557 0.541 0.07 4.204
29~38 % -0.444 1263 0123 1 0.725 0.642 0.054 7.632
39~48 % 1.227  1.333 0848 1 0.357 3.413 0.25 46.52
49 % UL E
#IfR &R -1706 1475 1337 1 0.248 0.182 0.01 3.273
sl -2.266 1.261 3228 1 0.072 0.104 0.009 1.229
LFl -1586  1.426  1.237 1 0.266 0.205 0.013 3.351
ESE -293  1.336  4.805 1 0.028 0.053 0.004 0.733
WA L

HRAE 2 K logistic [FJA4 4T, 18 4 LA R A O T 49 % K UL (1) /A OcREVR 5 25 55 1A i ik )
Yt EREE T A A T 504 2 L b A ORI S 2 5 W VAV W GG 4, 4% S PR R %
MRS RS 5 R T T AL . WA A IS4 B B 25 5 B o0 AR N, 1
SV E AR AR R 5 Bk 4 AT S TR, BEARR Tt B R S A B AL, 18 SR, 29 %
~38 5. 39~48 BN T 49 % J LU {MIA NE S UIA AT T LRHEIR T HF 5L K L i 3 2%
5B TR N
4. g

WG REN, AL RS A OIS B T — @ PRl 048K 2 HUA AR 02
ORI, BRSO AR R SR M SO 2 TE AR (KA R LU AS A oty LR S AT LA, A A
LRI R AR = 2R RN, AT 4. BRI T4 S5 W B (5 4 = A
RN RAESG, AP RBT B2 RROBE, GEURNRERE. BE 02 —HARBARE
HMUCHUR S, AT REN R ABONEE, GBS BRI, RO 0 M4
SRS T L2 A AAE B 2 P o e, TR RS 4 A AT A 015 B, A8
H AR B 7 (015 B R RS ., B 1L R RS BRS HIE B (R (E 1515, 20165
EEVE, LR, EMSME, MOEE, K5, 2017). ER, 0S40 04 S0 F IR AN EL RS
PRI RO — MR, W3 I ™ B S S 4, DIETRA T ey 4 A TE e 4L, 3147
AT LAMENT, %25 A A 5 RN KL S 2 B R RS, B x T e e R AN, 2 %)
SRR BB N . (B IE 5 2 — I A DI T B i A e 4 5 S A, (B 6T S e e
(K4 BB, X AT AR B TR AR TR WLk s A B, LT — R 5B R U4
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(IR, AR LI I Rk S B A A PR ST SR IW B7 1A EUR, VREE 1 B 0 BR A BEIR BL(Al-Mateen et al., 2015;
Kalaitzaki & Rovithis, 2021; Velasco et al., 2022). X #5453 ARt IE R IRAT 75 2 KN S0 S5 1R 435 B i) 5
RO, BEXTREEANMA,  RATTR N AT S A R OB T, T LA IS ZEIRAS AR
BIEH I TS AR

i IR RA TR AT AR AL, 18 B KLU R AAK 49 2 J UL b (1A Ao 2RI T B S5 (1) 4 i)
P 18 % LA N HAMETEZS &) OATH ARG AN 51, IX AT e HH TARA T AR BN, BRI BN
T, SEIN%E 5 2 BN MEAS BRI R, TR M A0 Hod Rl h o AR R (Remondi et al., 2020; Hyun
et al., 2021; Patel et al., 2022). & FEE I 3L BA E AR BUE NFER K EFAF IO BEEME 5 FTdEr, A
IR FE 2 B AE T TR AR L R N A BUE 8RR IR b, T AR B IR SRR DRSS S A1 B T
HIRIF 7T /b 2 X/ (Cui & He, 2019; Guo et al., 2020; Rogers et al., 2020; Liang et al., 2021). B4 T & BRI B
MDA, IR R R B A DR AR Z I A 2, AT LUK 2 45 B AT A
il ZREUATES B R e 2 K, X sia SECTHIA R WM EES, G Rk
J#(Etgar & Neder, 2020; Kim et al., 2020; Leahy et al., 2020). T 49 % & PA_b MK TE 25 5 R o3 AR AR 5
NI R R AT RS B T A SR MR T ROR S A SRR W O R, B 58 22 IR I [a) A0S ) 2348
W REFM IR G H . BIMZBEAN RN WU EFMEE T &N OSEE, Hl T HAER K F
PERIAR R B « G586 DL SO IR IVE K2 T AR s, B LI A7 1 B 1R 28 A RKSP B 2 A RHRAR,
B % 5 0T 0 E 4 1 o 4 28 % M B4 (Thoma et al., 2020; Turnbull et al., 2021; FHAAE, 2021; Pollerhoff et
al., 2022; ZFdE, T, 2022). HETZ KN logistic [HIEAHT AT LIS, 763 EE T 24 T WL R
PR FE IS NI o7 4R FEAR 0B sl S D e R o AR N . X BEE,  SLA R D0 m B A AR T N2
Gy RTERRNEFAT, W TR FA A= IL 1

B ASC R TR TR RO, AN B8 58 R AT Hh SN A O T AR AT KLAR AR O A I N ) A THI
PERHIE . DRI, ARSRIRATAT LASR IS TR HIAL A R BB BRI TT, 0 AR R M S I M () Do A 3R AT 43 BT R
R, SO0 IT 2% (Wielgoszewska et al., 2022; Van der Hallen & Godor, 2022; Ménaco et al.,
2022; Li et al., 2022; Cravo et al., 2022; Fernandez et al., 2022). 3 H. i1 T-/Maxt T 58 & Sk (O A FE 2 41
g, FHIZERTEITINERIE, Bk, AT RIS TE AR & () S IR R

WS A E AR T2, AR RLURFA T AAOEIT T2l ot 5HE, AT
VB AEHI 1 43 B (Latent Profile Analysis, LPA) /75 A OSSN T ZAAFIZ . AR BI AR T fif
H & RO PrBOEE TAEE TR OB e« AR LR A AR 0 7 2 A
PO T BRSO S AR

SE 0k
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