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Abstract
In this study, the Eysenck Personality Quality Scale (EPQ-RSC), the Risk Perception Questionnaire,
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and the Coping Style Questionnaire were used to explore the characteristics and relationships be-
tween personality traits, risk perception and coping styles in the public. The survey results show a
correlation between the public’s risk perception, personality traits and coping styles. The more
you understand the new crown pneumonia epidemic and believe that the epidemic is more con-
trollable, the more positive the public will respond; And the more worried you are about the out-
break, the more likely it is to have an unproven or negative response; The higher the level of
mental quality, the more people think that events are controllable; The higher the level of extra-
version, the more people think they know about the outbreak; The higher the level of neuroticism,
the more people think that they do not understand the epidemic and the more they fear the epi-
demic; The more extroverted people are, the more likely they are to take positive measures, while
emotionally unstable people are more likely to take negative measures. Therefore, in the crisis
intervention for public health emergencies, it is necessary to focus on people with high levels of
neuroticism, so that the public can understand the development of the epidemic and carry out dif-
ferentiated intervention methods.
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CRRERIR MRS, TR AT PR P A BB T, R T XU P A TP A R o
I FE PR PPl S A F & P FE R ST, A A% = T R DU ) JRU: T, 3k e 2 IRV LA R (Slovic,
2019). RBAVFZ2 MR AL, A LeRF 2 52 B AT RS B0, A2 . AR (S BPPE 53 1]
R R 5 2 B0 B A\ 25 50 2 KUK A %1 (Gregory & Mendelsohn, 1993). UGN JIE e e 3t
(4 S5 (I R U R T XS R P s, T KU R 2 s AT TR 26 . S EERIAT R . IXLE I
IRKFERE FRGR T FHARIME, JF HAS51E BHRCE RS R IRE . HAEsh S R R S5 & )
R BEEDFFRIERN, BEREE 2 FEE R, A 006 KBS AR, BT B SR BT i e I sE IR 2
Gb, ERERRFEM A ARG AEENAT . FEREFIFEE b, XMime L 22 w] REAN R i S A B (52
Wi o A A% B0 ELIE I RO TE 2R AL A8 AR AN T8 I, USSR s i AN W g 5 . 7E [ — ROR A LA,
AR IR B A F A AT, R s i e . ema A gh Rt e &R

ROFCE . ARG SR BRI — N AR T N = A FEE R, A — M EEN R ERE,
B SR N AEAH R e 3R 8 A R FH AN TR B 2 77 0GR 2 5545, 1999) M AKI RS RRE TR E 1 AT TR
BRI A2, B, AN AR RO 7 20t AR RIA 2 —, A BINKEHA USRS i xS A )
AR LF(Williams & Narendran, 1999). 14732 5 ARMLIE 26 A B RO o B M EARR, M55 RG24
AT LTS A B B A6 1 S R (e, 2003) o RSB R AN 22 S IR B R B, ARG ARR R IO 15 28 R
ZERAE M 2 ) T DR R, H XU BN K P LE AN [R) B A4 2 [R) A7 72 22 53¢ (Little & Wyver, 2010). A 4%
RF IR 23 5 BOAS R R AR 5, A [ 08 A XURS: (194853 2 L IR BV ANR], - A NS JRURG: 1) R 2 SRR, T
AU N TSR FATRRE NAEARRAE 1A PR TE S0 XU 5 55 I SR AR sy A, R T AT J AR
AR (A 445, 2006).
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ik, BRI 23 AR TS BE 15 AR S DA RS AL ALK RFAE 5 REx 77 sZ IR SR &, X T AL S HME,
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2. BRI
2.1. WARIR

FIH “lHBRE” METE, EFRRkREESESE RN REE N, Ll ERE 522 4, &
IR BTN &G, B&E PR A A 470 47, A RCF 90.03%.

22. fiRIEA

221 ¥FmABOETRNER

ARHIE T2 AR NS AR 3R AT 0 R FH AL B K 2 0o B 2 R R 0 1A IR B AT 1 AR 7 A% ) 5 i 20
K(EPQ-RSC). iz BT 48 MEH, /N4 MR, HAlRKEMIR. ME. Mok, mimt,
BAMERA 12 MEH .

2.2.2. ARREINFE)E

AT TN AR RS A 3R AT I, SR P AR H B = 28 I8 K2 E B 5 N\ i o) A AR A R ) 2 . 1%
WA DUANERE, Zp RS GRME . FIs k. ZURME . BARE. TP SO 2 M R A S Ay
SZANFAE ], B AT XU SR R 52 AR TR, AR XU B A DA s BRI E S
AR AR R IGR ARG A, B AT AR B T, XU B A LA 32 VIR i) e A2 sk ]
PABI R EM . BB B FE SIS 28 1 XK, B IREE AN RE 5] & L 15 48 R L IR G () JRURG B8 sk DA 32, AR
PR X G MR RS A= NS, BRI FEAE R R, HXS %2, —3L 16 4
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22.3. AR EEDE
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KA SPSS24.0 Xt H ¥R AT St Gt i ARSI FEARK TS . AT .
2.4. XRGFZERERE

AR R BRI R H ORI B AR, FTRESEAEILE R w2, AW SPSS24.0 Harman
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3. ARGR
3.1 AR INA—RREF R

3.1.1. AXKEIAFE BARHFE
XA AR RN FEARE IR G TH b, BAAgs R IR 1.

Table 1. Overall characteristics of public risk perception (N = 470)
= 1 DNARREIAFIR S ASFIEN = 470)

A A LRI DAA FrifE 2= B /ME B KAH
BN 28.510 29.000 4558 15.000 35.000
AriEbE 22.920 23.000 3.869 12.000 28.000
LR 19.040 19.000 5.959 5.000 35.000
=R 7.780 8.000 3.217 2.000 14.000

3.1.2. MAERRIAF LHES

X AN TR 500 PR A ARTE RS AR 5 46 P 1 IR045 0 AT BRSTRE A T RS, KU R 1) T 428 1 R A R PR A
PE EAFAE B2 e AE TP R R T b, Lo B B nl 4 P 2R 2 v T B M (t = —2.002, p < 0.05);
PAGENMEAERE b, 53T UG N ) AR M 2L 35 e T LM (t = 2.294, p < 0.05) . FAREE R WK 2,

Table 2. Tests for differences in risk perception among gendered publics
= 2. FEMHNARERNEIAT EHNERQE

e F(N =138) (N =332) t
LR 18.174 +7.12 19.395 + 5.375 -1.811
Rk 22.333£4.25 23.163 + 3.679 -2.002"
PR 29.297 + 4.923 28.19 + 4.364 2.294"
H AR 7.543 + 3.619 7.877 +3.036 -0.951
H: "p<0.05.

3.2. ABERIN—BEFS

3.2.1. AB45FRAYEAHFE
XA RIS NRERE AR VE ST TH 0T, AR TEH AR A RIS 15T P 72 #i0h 213, AMEIE E 4 7.39,
FZ T N A 5.08, HARLE R 3.

Table 3. Descriptive statistical analysis of personality traits (N = 470)
3. AREBRIER MG 2 (N = 470)

A FIMAE BRI bR 2= /ME =N}

P KE#HI 2.130 2.000 1.457 0.001 6.000
E #MIifE 7.390 8.000 2.927 0.001 12.000
N #1225 5.080 5.000 3.239 0.001 12.000
L #4 5.340 5.000 2.706 0.001 12.000

322 MAEARBERLENESR
S AR [ 1) B AR E NS R T 3546 P A5 0 i AT M REAS T A6 06, PR E AR 35461 L AT
HEREER. BARGRNE 4,
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Table 4. A test of gender differences in personality traits (N = 470)
= 4 MREAERER ERES MR (N = 470)

A (N = 138) 7 (N = 332) t
E JMuit: 7.435 +2.927 7.377 £2.931 0.196
L i 5.326 + 2.831 5.352 + 2.656 -0.096
N FH22 iR 4.725 + 3.162 5.223 + 3.264 -1.521
P A 2.297 + 1.554 2.06 +1.411 1.608
3.3. RIXHEHER—AREF =
3.3.1. RIxTHEHEA B AT
FoF AR R ST M R M Gt o0 AT, BAREE B WL 5.
Table 5. Overall characteristics of the response (N = 470)
52 5. NAHERERY S ARYEE(N = 470)
e T4 FRA %L bRtz e/ ME =N
B 4.282 4.357 0.480 2.790 5.000
AL 1.945 1.875 0.708 1.000 4.130
bED /4 1.393 1.286 0.413 1.000 3.000

3.3.2. MAFEMIIERKER

XEAN TR 59 64 28 ARAE IS0 1857 5 248 P R4S 0 EAT SIS REAS T A6, VR S3AE AR S b A7 A 2 25
Z5t, Bk 5 IURIE S AT 9 (t = 2.07, p < 0.01). HEARZR I 6.

Table 6. Gender-specific testing of responses (N = 470)
= 6. MR LR E S MHARIE(N = 470)

A H (N = 138) % (N =332) t
TR 4.287 +0.472 4.28 +0.484 0.16
RAEsE 2.05+0.722 1.901+0.7 2.070"
TH K 1.43 +0.458 1.379 +0.393 1.183
H: "p<0.05.

34. AXKKEIAF. ABFHE. EXNAR=FEBZEEXXR

XH 2 ARSI RN 5 B T3 AAAR IR, A2 2 ARINEXT T 30, AR 5 XU AR ) BB A AT ]
PEVED 7 283 ARG, RUESCHE iS5 AR TEA B AR PEA 7 2 B35 B AR, TSt 5 AR TE T 2 8
FIEMR, HEREMHETRERFEMML. BAEGERILET.

Table 7. Analysis of public risk perception and response methods

7. NARREINES R3S 75 AR K A

iy FEURR 8 Jit FAF S it TR A e
AR 0.2717 0.009 -0.177"
¥ 0.198™ 0.057 0.011
RLAE M -0.04 0.217" 0.244™
H AR 0.005 0.134™ 0.079
e Tp<0.01,
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X N AT RS DRSO 9% 70 BT, A% 5 J5 o FRORS o 5T 5 XSG A k0 o A vk B 28 Bk 5, Ak
ik 5 GEME 2 B IEME, Mam SRR R B IEMK, HEREMRE BF IR, Mtk 5AE
PR B IR, BRI 8,

Table 8. Correlation analysis of public risk perception and personality traits
2 8. AARRKIAFS ASFFRIIEX S

YepE g At P25 i
AR -0.071 0.102" -0.114" 0.116"
AT -0.128™ 0.013 0.111" -0.06
LR -0.016 -0.063 0.248" -0.08
H AR 0.044 0.065 0.07 -0.03

*: "p<0.05 "p<0.01.

Xt X 7 SRS R RSO DG 70 B, KT 8 i P RO AR R A6 i 5 MBI e . FEUR P 2 0 28 IEAOG, 58
PR R E OO, AR e 5 A/MTE . SV R ARG, ARSI SR, M WA IR
K. BAARGERILE 9.

Table 9. Analysis of the correlation between public coping styles and personality traits
9. AARBXNFRE AEFFFRAE X T

i FRURR 5 Jite HAF S it MELSEiEy
& 5 -0.135" -0.013 0.169™
AMaE 0.198™ 01777 -0.04
Pz -0.07 0.05 0.250™
FEv M 0.110° 0.119° -0.05
W: "p<0.05, “p<0.01.
4. g

4.1 RARBREAR, AR NNARNERRRL

JRUSE DR B PP A RAGRAEAE M 0 AP AE e e . TP PEAEE b, Zotond XU DA A 42 1
BHEFET R PERYERE L, 5k RS AR B GBI B2 T b U AT s H R
A AT AR IR 25 b DA R (L B A2 AR, A 8 O B e A Fn o AU WA R0 B2 XSS 2 AR AL
AN NFFE R0 . AR AE T BR B SO PE T SRA AR Ra I SE, AW UK B et fi 28 2 15
TENRES AL, R EAZHI RN W R REE A Ja R E, MRME B KAt
PRz, AR A RS S AR AN A ] B ASHIE T 18 1S ARSI RSz DA R 20
AN NFFEA S AMR AN RTER e FrACIAET . A S R S H 5 2 B A R B AR S5 . IR R &
GRRE, WYX FE TR R E S T, HEABMERR L, HHEES T LM KU
T A, LR A i R BT RARIRN , BRI S EE AT ], X BT A RS ST MH3T0
BRI AEIE T R L P 22 5 45 R AR R L (CEWE IS, 2014) F3 4 thAT W FO R BUAE [ — A A o
S LA [R] 2 A0 T 1) 2tk S BA S ST A (152 8 PR 4SS 1997), i B 2tk of RURS S« 15 I BE O UK,
[7] Bt SR H O o

NI RS T7 YA R USRI > ARUESCHERE > WAREME: ViU, REHA
ARG TR ORI I, L UG AR SEHR M, 5 AT AR . A AR 5 A HE P BAS 0 A2 N 12742

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2023.1311620 4930 o HE R


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2023.1311620

B, FARGE

B EMEFRE AR, VERAERA A MR s i E AR 25, (HAERIESEE il AP AR 5
ZE5, FEH R E 5 M BRUESHETERIAT Jy . ARUESERE IR 4R H ATIE A 2R IE B A RS0 # e
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TEAMRIINNS 77 20, BT AU DA N B AR R AT R 7 B R 3 IEAR SR, ARSI 55 2
TEVERT B R DR - B B 2 TEAH G, TN 5 RRVE R BB 35 IEARSG, (B BB IR 1 B 825 U K
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OCBENRAR DL, IR TT R A AR S B TR REXT 7 30 AVE R IEE R R by, RER KK
Ve, #STEMRE B RN, AT EOX AR B BENIE N . 1927 FE e f R4 1 L2 7E
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AU R C— B, IR — AN E . PRI AR 0 AT RE 2 IR 2 AR AR, AT 2 Ak AR RAIE
B AR X 7 3
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DAEAE BT RS BT 5 SN R AT R R B IEA G, AMEME S AGR M B B3 IEARSS, WAR
HRMAMER B EA, HEARMEBE MG, MimES AR MR RE EAH. XUk KE
T R A N AR S A T ) s AU 7K P g P KT R R0 1 s 2 TR KT v ) N ROAS T A
Pt SRR . R P o E I NS . S RO R A, B R A
%, REZE. Fre R P arsmE A, AT Re FURAE O A — 3 BB R, AR e 3 4R
2, R RS R . AMEUME E 150 m I N R T ASBR, AR B OA B AR SR
A, PRIHERAMIT, A2 AME Bt OGBS BB, BB T . PRER N R I
HARE, 55K, 5Pl s R T o Z SR a5, VTR A 4 A R (KRR, AR KT
F I NBE ST BERR, PR AR VAR AR, fd R (O SOR T, BOARAR & T MO EE . A
AR 11 17 S R b 22 P R P S 3 47 1 T XU S, BRI, L USRS AS AR R (Little &
Wyver, 2010). ABFFLIEE REEKR, NEIAMKER AR, TSR RSARFEEZE R Bk, )
THIXHEETE I, AW RN IS5 A Z 1K R, A BT SEE 2R A S i B S BaE 24051
AV, IR AT R PR AR R A A

4.2.3. NMAAEAREBROXASHT

JSE0F Fi5 Bt AR A S A L FEARIE B R IEAH O, SRS R R E TG, ARESE R S5 4
M FEOAE 2 2 ARG, TH BRI S R PR R R IR, IXULE], AN E RN,
RIS AE T, 1015 25 AR g IO BT T RIS it o AR TR I Sy AR, FIAR IS 2832 (X 22 4
EHKM BT E IR B4 8 2 A Y)SPR XSGR RO 7 3, AR SR AR R r) L, SR B 3%
B RS R0 77 (55, 2004).
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