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Abstract

COVID-19, a public health emergency, has a significant impact on people’s production and life. It is
of great significance to explore the effect of this kind of event on people’s psychology and green
consumption behavior. Based on the event system theory and in the context of Chinese culture,
through a questionnaire survey and structural equation model, this paper explores the influence
mechanism of COVID-19’s perception of event intensity on consumers’ purchase intention of green
products from three dimensions of event novelty, event disruption, and event criticality. The re-
sults show that: 1) Event disruption has a positive effect on death anxiety; 2) Event criticality has a
positive effect on environmental attitudes; 3) Death anxiety has a positive effect on environmental
attitudes; 4) Environmental attitude positively affects consumers’ willingness to buy green prod-
ucts; 5) Environmental attitude plays a partial intermediary role in the influence of death anxiety
on the purchase intention of green products. Based on this, it provides practical guidance for the
green consumption behavior in the post-epidemic era and contributes to the construction of green
consumption behavior.
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1. 51§

Wt UE LR iER], B 2035 4, B Mek O AT, S EIARA LR . 2021
SRR T e B R U R S 48 Rt A P A U5 SR sk R AR S TAR I 2 —, BER N SEHtE AT 7
B e bl LA IR R ZEOK S 19 AR AR sR . S H AR i e N RN [ 5K AN a2 D1 2
AP AME BB RS HRAEIR T I IL R AT B (R o (v e sl 77 ) RS (B 7 T ) 7 PEAm
FH, BAEH RSO RN SR RIS RS B, BEmEsh T EE R LR . R
AR E PR H P AT E AN E MR RIE L, HARTIRAE IR, [R5 E 4R 8 E B AL IR
(COVID-19) 5l R e tG it — DB T 2Bk mH. ZHEET, REZFRE LM AER, ER
RV RNHIL), A REEEZT. KESOHE, R RHRIARER, LI AT SRS 1T fE
P, NI, AUE R, ERNPAEL R R DTk 2008 2 A DAL S H AT U T2 e R AC T
o 1) ] ) L AT ARG ARBRIA e M (3 B KSR, AMELAT DU A2 A D SR A A 3 R IE SR ]
1, XTHRENAGEHAC, N EAF R b S ORI RIS RS, #OR ORI N

H5E, WU RN ERRAE AIE AR, AT BATHE BEE 1 B, e 7 3,A1H
AT A Pl RN AT O T ISR, e R RO TR IS A A S, X AATTRI AR T 3%
M B A7 AE RO, (ELAE 8 e 2 05 T, 0 AT S M AN DA AL RN, B B 1 B8 5
BEE LG TR, R AATIRIR T SR 2 4 0T da M BLCAR T, 2021). HHT, EANTRIEHAR S, At
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BEAR R E, ARG AR — BARLE, X PEOIE TR A BRI P2 A AN W] gk e, T A BT
SRIFFNTT RLE RN ORI . T TAT AR B o] DU R — R B AL 1) S 35 B AT TR A0 12 BBl i oK
(1) £5 FE A YR (Arndt, Solomon et al., 2004), WG %35 75 & KR 1 18 R I 35 — AN I gEAT T 1E 4R M
B, RIUH N 28 5] AT A0 TR B % T 7 2% 0 0 75 i W SEAT 4 (Di Crosta, Ceccato et al., 2021).
FLUR, A HEFER IO PR (1) 50 O AN ORGP 9 e 8 BSCA ZZ A AT T AR B I — Rk J7 X (Rahimah, Khalil et al., 2018),
T 5% O MR P R B 2 3 AT T3 334 (401 2% (Rusyani, Lavuri et al., 2021). HIHAIEH, AATHIW 27
HAE— AR BE L2 B T It 28 217 PR ) o

RIS, BT 28 P BRAT BN A BRI SAR ANATI AR = AR R P2 AR T i s e, (R
BB 7T P T P, AL B AR AR, X THESN A B R IR, Ao KA EE M
BTN A T7, INRAES T gk e =R g 7 3, B ARSI . W AR A SO RN S I e T R R
B B EL R S B (2014) Fia tH AR I 9 3 T Rk € i 2 SN 2 BN AR T AR R R FH 175 A Ak )
W 5, 170 515 5 R A OR B A N SR T AT N R R SR (B A 75 LR A I . T Ut
KT T FA R BN, RAEW M 5% 15 A 51 BP0 TR R AT SR e 2 7 == A g sg
AR IO PRI 25 B AR AU 1R R (7 it ) S T SR i R R R AR

RO BT H—, ARETHGRGEAL, it &2 5H R el R
HEER S F B A AR T e il 28 FAF IR 2 AT s I A AT T AT o NS RGBS TETH P s, L2
SR ARG TR AL . RS S RS AEHSUT ARG 2 N, (HTETH SE AT AR T
BB, #h R TIA SR, R TR ST, £, 5EGa Ol AT NEEIRE, AR
MIETEEEXA M K, EIR TR FHAEZBERE NG, 45BN AT L BOE T ), K
SMARAT T SR K SR

2. CEk[E R AR R
2.1. EBpERE

AHIE 52K B S JE S R 45 B 18 (Event System Theory, fiifk EST), iX/& 1 Morgeson (2015). X1l 4<
ARZE (2017) = 22 H R Y o SRR FHAF B A Bz (Alport, Floyd, 1954), 44 i AN [R] A S A4k [a] 3t
TR AR R = A0 e WA FISARE R R R RE, ST R —R 3B, sk
EEBBE HRISAE, SRS HAIRES, BEHE b, Ry E e, B TAEw S, &
SR N AP AR R R (R 25, X7, 2017). SN AL L An ke B R B HE L A <X — 7 L “618”7
S LB o B SR, T AN S0 TR (2021) 38 5 X E 2 AR AL, SEAERT T 1 ST
XV O AR LRI Z6 RO 28 BB E MRS = AR I . BTN B AR, S R A i S5
FE B SRR =N, SRIPG B B S AR S . HEUIAS N RS E . F R
G5 TR K A 0 Tk 4 BT T A (Event Novelty). S5 44-#5i 75 1% (Event Disruption). S 5¢ 51 (Event
Criticality) = MERE. Horb, FoARRT i R W @& S0 5 OUE SOl 3R R I FR R, FEeRBosrat, bk
RE SR AN AR — 0 BRI T SR MR MR B S 0 R AR T SR B R A AR
AUBE RSO 7 SRR RS, S R B PR, AT B I AT O R R s SR DG B 2 4R
T T EAMASE NN FIFRRE, FAROCHE, AMAGT S 1 B AR AN DG P Rl s o AR BT I Ja 1k A
FARRI AL AN SR AR AR R 2 2 b5 T A 2 [ B P B A SRR . ) 5 O\ e O Rl A T
Rl 5 AN R AS TR = AR RE i, T S R G B O T A SR R s, T DA B T
SRR RE R CBAE FH (R BR, (R 55K, 2018).
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HEr ok THERGEB I RO 2N TS AR MM NRELE 1).

FOFRI R A2 AR RN NFITE ST A EE RN .. f BRI, FERS
BNz, AT BRSSO RR R AR SNA B A BAF R fomatt 2 GV NS AT
HNo FEWBRFAT O, MBHALFEREIRT S, AR Ry, @ g s i, e
HOFEAE B M E S, AR SRR BB T B A AR B S R A
XA SRR BB 1Y, P ARG R R FIEIN3H 2% 3 O SR AT N o

WOl RAF N — KRR AIE PRSI R T R, 1) #luk 2022 £ 9 A, BRISAEREE, M
HAFI EX AN R, BRFIFRFF S AL 2) AR, RESEEE a2k, WFHEE
XANEERE, SRR A BOEE K. 3) © MFRIER M EERE , BRI 5 < 5 kR
{9 A 25 (™ B SRR SR S ) AN, R R TR S A ek S vy, B R R o, 2 [ B DA
RAETARAL IR L . [RASE ] [ P2 L 25 75 T e R PR R SR A LR A S BA SR (I, 2020). @ A
WEYE ERF, TR B 0 SRR, BRI R BB X SUAT B A UVE B 5 A ATEEAT & K
B, KX s TS, WIRE T, WEEREZSEIL, WEFREMER, B2 A HE T
AR T AR R . @ MORBENE EORF, SRR ™ BB 2] 7 AT A a2 4x, fradeiefl. M
X il 98 T R RSN, DL O AAT AN N A MRS AR RE . e, ok
PER AR, AR RS20 1 AATTROBE T BT oA, (E S i 5 ) AN (R 248 P X A4 ) LA S i i Ay
R 5. B, ASCUHMRGHR M, WFMFRETE L A, BERFEExMET e, sea
RS BE R BERE IR, (RIS LUB e il 28 1284 i o B A2, BT A MR A, A AR 2Rt i
W SR R R R

Table 1. Related research on event system theory

1. BHRFEILHEXIHR

JE T TARNE (AR EN
PeH IR R A FE A AR B SR R Xie 45(2019)
i BT~ L A R L S KU VR A 5T T4 (2016)
AT R AR E ) R 27 (2021)

H LT TS TR IEA F FEHF(2021)

ZRANEE & A B A AR B R D I S AR AL 2 2% \A(2021)

o OB i A TR (125 AL F 5 T [ 15 45 (2020)
HIBA B SRAR A R AN AT 3R AT A X [F) S4T 9 I R #4455 (2022)

T B ER T H145(2018)

BV G BE 71T B T AL 5k BR A4 A 5K (2018)

“011” FHJE BT L 25 1] Bacharach #iI Bamberger (2007)

A FRFR iR e T2 2 MRS (2022)
INAN IR AoV A HE(2020)

RIAT AN McFarland %(2020)

GORRUR: ARG A S SCiRBE
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22. iEMAEHEE. RTUERSHESE

221 BHBESRLTER

R E BB U, BT NSRRI RE TR “JET- AW R/, AR SR T
S RIS, TIAR “BETCEERE” (LW, 2014). BET-£ERE(Death Anxiety) i & XN 4FET L8R
PERGERIE S, MAEN O BRI E BB IETX — IS n) @, 0 HAf i S i (Dickstein, 1972), M
TN A OO VR AL P AR BB L MRS B A R v FR 15 48 (7K 17 2%, S8HA%, 2005) 0 IXAP AR A 15 25 G AR (H AR
T A CFET R RAR . S AFE T AR . A0 T i R i RY R AR A A ) RY 1 (Zuccala, Menzies et al.,
2022). —FABOLT, AMRARAE A ST AR . B B MAE B SE T RIS . BEAlE SIE T 5
S 5RET-4 5 [ 1] 3 (Greenberg, Pyszczynski et al., 1990), B{E & ik BMizedi. B i%5 o ok
PRSI (R, BkAcE, 2020), B IRBISET R — ol S S, 2R ARG 28, Ok
WORZETEEE . I H, SPsRES IF H L S R4 BE ANk, WD R TAE T B S
(Elizarraras-Rivas, Vargas et al., 2010).

ek Ml 28 PR R . B MR OB B RS R E T S R AR R o BT i % PR R AR )
BOE T AMERORIFET R, I T PR TS A, SR TN R E A T AR RS
(Rababa, Hayajneh et al., 2021) . M5 B2 1) SCHREMERE , FLIRIB7 95 B 5 A2 DUIE] AR 3 7 R SR 1) B 2 R e
MR N EZAES . HBIE T AA G UG, Rl R AT ORZET R R . LR, FredZiEe
LMK T AT ARG TT N, AR R AT E PE AR 7. DFF SR, MR DA 2 A
SEVERS, AMAE B BACEREAC, EEE ™, WMRIBOE TR ST, 2021). B, ARFFRIRH LA
MR-

Hla: 77 il 2 (1 S (B B I a1 52 A AT PN O R BE T AR R

H1b: Hriet i 28 i AR OB IE s AT T O IAE T AR R

H1c: 7 yel il 4 <51 R 78 M 1k 1e 2 i AATT A O IR ZE T AR R

2.2.2. BHBEMTRSE

1545 FZ (Environmental Attitude) & —FiuCo BRG], i I AR FE (1) 8% BRSO SRR AR 0T AR AR 1)
A% (Hawceroft, Milfont, 2010). Priyadarsini %5(2020)%& H,  THIX 37 e il 98 2847 K AR T 5E &k A 1 HoAh 3K
JElE, BATHEEHE WSS NFIEFAERE, Bl %l e s sk E N —4~F
BN IE AR, & A ERRER ™ EAAE T (D, (RS, 2022), NZRAREE N R B & A
Jith ST A 2 FAS N5 T T3 i 1 R, L an B 7 PR HE i iR 38 22 6k AR 8 AR 88 7 A T f7 T R o
BRI, 7EXFRET SR, ATMAESE RIS R T A R m . Shulman 25(2022) A AN ARSE B 28 ) — e b
MR Je s 28 AT SCAR U I B R 15URR,  thn & et e, S BN AU O 3R T AR
BT R 2, Hoteas ROES TN NS e, AN A IHREE R OGEARI AT NG Brsgm. it
Gb, TR RRARIRENE 51 KA F B B R, FHES2m G 84T . RS BN AT DLSOR A FR AR (2R
BEtE BN, bean s il WA ISR R A AR PR EE %5 1 1) H ZEIE(M, Zhao et al., 2021). MG
PESRG, Praiett. OB it 28 B R I IEBUR N 8 BON AT I A NI B T e
B AR, AN TR B R TAESERE R AR e NNt . FERTIAIE R, AN A RS 4T Ak b
ST 32 3h i B LLE N LA PR (Frese, Fay, 2001). A2 2B ANIRETS Jn il 1 5 e i A\ 248 BE A g
(Shakil, Munim et al., 2020), Xf&fE AT ESHE o WM ENE HARKK R NEHBEIERE, X
BN, SESAREDA O NEE(D /NME, 2022), XA BT TR E A AL I KU
I, AT H DL R
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H2a: e il 58 i) S AE B L S m A e 2
H2b: Briefiti 28 1A G Bk I 1] R A 2
H2c: 3 ek il 28 PO R P I i 2 M 5 26

2.23. RTEEMFESE

HHiE Greenberg 5:(1986)H& Hi i 2L B B IE , AMA RIS TR LS S AT T 1 H 84T = AR AR K B 52,
I AT Ag e RS 5 AT O - 2019 47 JEC R A AR e il 2 85 17, 25 NATT 0 fRe R R 22 A it i 17 7™ B F ol »
MG K THETAEEE, BB LR AT AR DG . 1o, ARAE R BB W, 41
RS2 BIFE T FE R, S EW BRI B0 BB B ML R 2 AR A0 1215 By R I AE AN gy, Forp— st
TR AL )8 I HETE E B 4T kB E 2K (Harmon-Jones, Simon et al., 1997). #4E 2uifi & 3 3 15,
H B0 B SOR R PR EE A A A AN BT S SO AR 22 (B UL, 1996), SCAGTH S, B BFISEE (156
AT DL RAE T AR R R AN 22 42 (Greenberg, Pyszczynski et al., 1990). Ff LLZESET-HE RIS R, 4
o i B SR HE B O SO A (A R, DUER T B B 1 H EOK T 5K 1n) 2545 (2005) % R IE T
Greenberg $2 H IR si—— B B RENS SZ AR S0 T FR B AE T EIS B MRS AL . BB T FEE S 3 AT B
B R, HR R SR TR AR St FOME BBl A A PT H H B TR 2. H 2010 A A A0 PR BE R G
H, (EEARPEEHAERE) Wi HIRE AR AR 2 ETHES, Honagx PREr) 56
WA KN —FIRTHMA B 28K P75 3. Brook (2005)iEM] T ZERAT AR -1 B S AMA A 1T RES
SIMRAT R, i RRAE BRI BB S . Vess Al Arndt (2008) %% IRFREEAT 5t 315 H 25 AN 2 hn g 31
Bef e, HR, TERTRES SEMTENSSGE A AT, WNEA LA E TR
(Becker, 1997). Klitt, ARG L2 B WL AT DA AR 9 —Fh SEREALAR, 5 B A& AN W38 4 (1 R 5% B
o, PRSI o G A e (A0 2 U IESE . A IR], 0 R B AE 25 05 e 2 Y 0B et I 46 5 3
LT ZE(Tian, Lui et al., 2021). FETAZE BHN R 25 AL T AR, M &R nsE AT
B R O . BRIk, Bl 2B LE AT R, e idE T AT B RS ) O . BRI, ARHAF 5
FEH DU R

H3: ZETCAE R IR FEA IR 1] 520 o
23. MESESFESRUIERE

g (077 i W S % B (Purchase Intention of Green Products) il 2 16 Vi 2% 2 78 6 S 3 R ook 72 J i 3R % S8
PEIMCAE RS, SR 07 i 1 i 1 A 00 K (2 B2 (Srivastava, 2007). 5K K &7 (2017) 38 3 % 3R 858 2 iR A AH
REREAT NI T I SCRRRER, 73 H 9 9 280 T4 €7 T TR T 2 5 SRR T AT TR PR B R4 (1 D0 IS B
IR AL F W B 5| SIREIAT A, SEREEI OG0 284N NRR BIBUAE PR EE o) @, DA Bl 2 7 R ) Ja
Xof RS R I H SR Z OO AT G RT R AT SR LA SEAT . B9, B Schwartz (1977)42 H I RLE B0 3
W, G R MERE S Fh & A SR A L 2 AR AT . ARG RS BRI BGA, DOx g5 R R R
WEBEEA NS THEE S IRNE, BT T AN NRISEAE 24T A(Schwartz, 1977). Bk, IR BIFA5
AR I G RSN NTE SR 24T . AL, 498 S0 0 BRI D s, Al 122 SO B 5 1T
BRAT 9 DA I G GV o LR, 20 42 52 (20 19) FEBIE 0 TH PR B W R BE 25 FE 5 G 03 9 i 1) =& I R RN
g PR IR S BN S o PR AP IE R . B0, ARE Ajzen (1991)MiHRIAT NERE, XHTAMIZS
B AT N 32 RINE DA B AT B X = AN 5T, 38 A N AR = B e AT A E
WHE] 3 ORI AT AR IR B 2, X058 1V 2% 8 0 R OR AP A R 6, RR g3 il AT i 2R €
FE SRR . PRI, AR SN IR B AS BN €077 ol ) S i S TR ) PR TR FH o A STt DL AR k-
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H4: RGBS ek ta s I LR B 1E R
2.4 MESENDMER

X PREE IS CARIL T e SCA R IR ) SCRIRE, 72 A2 BB T AR R ) MA 7 ZLE L 3R T B 5 AR iR AR 7E
TGS PR (KIS B A A 2 A [ B, SO M ERISE T AR RO 1 R PR BRI GR G PR B I — L T i 1 5 7
Hx, SEBEMET O NEE T, BIEAREE X St . B, ASCHE U Bk

H5: PG FEESET A a0 i W SR 2 TRl T 1R

B SCHRBTEE, MR BB ) S AR R N ] 1 B

Bt g
R

i

Figure 1. Conceptual model

B 1 R

3. EERITT SHEEE
31 ZENE

AHIEFE AT SR R B N AR R, S ORIE [ & i 3R 0 5 R 0 — SO AR L B R B
PE, ARBEFOEAE BV - mRET RN, SRR ZRREE, RATEEAMAFTHER, &
W 5E T FH B3R 45K Likert 7 55019072

Ht il 28 A SR B R A0 AL L XIE(017) Frdm S SR, JE 11 MBI, BRI G F RN =
dERE, BAEEMEArE@ NS E) FOCEEG MEH) FHmEN@ NEE), Fd s
(1 4 A BH IR, THEE R BTy, JETTEERESR A Conte 45 (1982) S (OB R 22 = AN J5 T 43
Frot R SR T AR R, JL 15 MEH . AR STk T (2017) 75 LA 0 H BT R FH 0 = 34 15
BHENER, L9 MNEH. N T AZAEFTINE G G AR, A S a 5= e SR BB AN
geamfuxEel, FERFEA = 5%t SeaNE5a—NrdE, HEES W SEaiirE
BIE =80 M. EJ7RIRBE S NOTRInE A e (575, SAEEARES . BRERIENIERE, BN
TR wh. BN E, GAEEEa. Lok R, SR EEHEAF. ik, Mk EE, b
HRE N RATE K I3 S A SR B S AR, TR . ZAMSE R R OO i, BRRERAZ 2]
MRk, Ak, SEEHITIRERPNIERES, FRE 7B R CH:, 2020). &5, HEERE
e SR T TS G R =ANT7 T, Ho— A8 T S e AR 5 e Bl B T A AR BRI 4 4 it
PRI, 43 000 B P D SIS — i B TR () S (030 384T 9 o A BIFF0UIE I 7 i T 43 (030 B0 AT J9 IR S MR (1 D'k,
JIREH, 2020), RIMANATEE., S%57 0] K (2013) T4l AT NN LHIF R ER. 3h 4 4
BH . NOGui A8 maiErE . Fi . 2EKFE AAHBRNEH TSRO SE N TR E AR &

3.2. BIEWESHAR
AW 5T 32 B35 FH 45 79 77 A (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM), FH SPSS 22.0 1 Amos 24.0 j#
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AT ORI T BTG AIE . A R LOR F BRI 7 AT, FLEIL 318 frinl 45, HIFRTCRLRE, ARU0NE
295 11, AREH 92.8%, FFé SEM A HTFEABIME R . FEAMAE 4 E 30 M, BARERME. #ls
Pk EE 50.5%, AL EE 49.5%; #HRAERS DL 26~35 % N (53.9%), ZJEHKIKH 18~25 % (38.9%). 18
% LR (5.1%). 36~45 % (4.4%). 46~55 % (0.7%); W E/KFo4i, mH LT A 1.4%, mH/+H%EH 3.1%,
KEABHELFR N 71.9%, B4R 23.7%; DN ANHUB(EH AT SCACHN) 7K, 2000 76 EA T 5 L 34.6%,
2000~4000 7T 15 Lt 26.8%,4000~6000 7T i Lt 22.0%, 6000~8000 G 5 Eb 10.2%, 8000~10,000 7T /5 Eb 4.1%,
10,000 st bA k(5 EE 2.4%.

4, B\ RGER
4.1. (BHE T

I8 AIF M K 74 T (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA)A SEM 43T (15 43 « A 5 S X6 TG W T 3R AT
CFA F3#T, BRI N AT A SR (ESN) . FH G5 ME(ESC) FF I ME(ESD). SET- £ 1E(DA).
WS (EA). SR WS B R (P) - W 2 o, W4 PR 2 Ffar ST H e IR eI AA 0.5 18 H M BR )5
FlF T H PR R e TR VS N - RIS, A B A B bR, R R B B
PR — B0, (58 R AR SR N SET R RIS P R IR I E ML T 0.5,
B4 F 52l DR mT DA /S AN A T AT USSR

Table 2. Reliability and validity test
2 EESMERE

SRR E AN HEMmE SEEE HABEE RSEE
Fay T B H
Unstd. S.E. t-value P Std. SMC CR AVE

ESN1 1.000 0.918 0.843 0.936 0.830
ESN ESN2 1.055 0.040 26.211 0.935 0.874

ESN3 0.961 0.041 23.191 0.880 0.774

ESC1 1.000 0.860 0.740 0.835 0.630
ESC ESC2 1.007 0.078 12.958 0.825 0.681

ESC3 0.743 0.064 11.610 0.685 0.469

ESD1 1.000 0.586 0.343 0.793 0.494

ESD2 1.196 0.132 9.057 0.771 0.594
ESD

ESD3 1.266 0.138 9.141 0.801 0.642

ESD4 1.261 0.156 8.093 0.630 0.397

DA2 1.000 0.553 0.306 0.849 0.487

DA9 1.308 0.151 8.654 0.710 0.504

DA10 1.209 0.147 8.244 0.654 0.428
PA DA12 1.496 0.165 9.074 0.776 0.602

DA14 1.594 0.176 9.062 0.774 0.599

DA15 1.229 0.144 8.534 0.693 0.480
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Continued

EA2 1.000 0.753 0.567 0.771 0.461
EA3 0.890 0.094 9.430 0.668 0.446

=4 EA6 0.958 0.098 9.811 0.717 0.514
EA7 0.889 0.109 8.184 0.561 0.315
PI1 1.000 0.812 0.659 0.881 0.649
PI2 1.122 0.068 16.519 0.886 0.785

i PI3 0.851 0.061 13.867 0.754 0.569
Pl4 0.958 0.068 14.101 0.764 0.584

e MK P<0.001 (.

4.2. X33 B HI5EIE

DX 3 R 43 At AT ASGUEAS [R) ) AN R TR AH R FE Gt BB 2 5. Wide 3 B AARYE SRR 745
AT 45 SR TSR 25 1 T~ 35738 S R R (AVE) IR ~F D7 AR 25 A THT PR AH 58 REIIXTEL, AT DL 4k 0™ b
) S = (P ) AVE ~F- 77 MR T~ H 5 ) SR A THI R AR OC R 3, W BH X008 R 4T o AR APE(ESN)
PERBEME(ESC). HAFEIE E(ESD). SET-FEFE(DA). B E(EA)N AVE 5 MR KT Fl e H i
(AH DG 28, WA A T 5 ) T D) B X 3

Table 3. Discriminatory validity test
3. XAIMERE

AVE Pl EA DA ESD ESC ESN
Pl 0.649 0.806
EA 0.461 0.579 0.679
DA 0.487 0.431 0.370 0.698
ESD 0.494 0.391 0.495 0.364 0.703
ESC 0.630 0.293 0.568 0.196 0.703 0.794
ESN 0.830 —-0.017 0.024 —0.027 —0.188 —-0.131 0.911

T XL LR EUE N T 72 B BCR (AVE) T TR

4.3. RigKLE

T I T PR 10 S A5 RORE A AT, AR TSR 1) 0] S B T AR — B AT A SR e AT, DAL, AR SO
F Amos 24.0 &5 M T BRI, MR TR IR . 5T AR AL AN 2 BT

R4 Byrne (2010) A 78 Hh il B kHE 5 8 T 88 B IR 2 JC IS 7%, @ Rk, AHE 58 i
TRt T AR B AR RS 2 JndRIER  BORME IR 53 B R 77 18 B K RS 8 1Y i 4% 72 - Bollen-Stine
bootstrap 7] F TR IEFRER 22, FFH00 G 45 A J7 FE A5 (SEM) 87 FH o DRI 1E 25 508 1 B0 IR 4 1M 22 (Fisher
& King, 2010). i B RkhT, AFRABIAUEERE 5 AR FREERT . SUARHTE 78] Bollen-Stine bootstrap >k &
PG TR EAE AR A RIS FE . 1B 1E R IEE N : o° = 321.084 (df = 241), ¥%/df=1.332<3, GFI
=0.916 > 0.9, AGFI =0.888, AGFI ["{H&AI%/NTF 0.9, {HXF 0.8, CFl1=0.977>0.9, RMSEA =0.034
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Figure 2. Structural model (standardized estimation)
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4.3.1. EIEYRRL

AT Amos 24.0 i PRIGHISAR B2 HMI5C R, WINE 4 Fin. SEEatE sET - A AR
BISE R E AR EE, S ST AR IR (A RIFE AN B3, (HR S S M R
HISCmaE 3, B H2b Oz S B X SR T AR R RN AE 0.001 B7K-F ER 2, M Hlc or, HEE
PRIV M A A RN B35 . SUT AR EE XA LM MTE 0.001 (/K F LR, triifbim /%K
4 0.363, FBAFET - FE FE 2T PR B 7o AR S B 5N, HB JRSL o BREE S B o 4 6 707 i U S 75 R (1 B AL 7E 0,001
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Table 4. Direct effect test results
=4 HEYERLER

Bi% Estimate S.E. C.R. P 7

Hla: A~ TR 0.026 0.038 0.675 0.500 ANSCFF
Hib: FFRam—~FE T fE R -0.121 0.112 -1.085 0.278 ANSCHF
Hic: ZF{FaiEME—~JEr & 0.618 0.168 3.688 SCRE
H2a: FFHaE—~ B 0.055 0.030 1.830 0.067 ANSCFF
H2b: ZEfF et — IR AR 0.374 0.091 4116 FE
H2c: FROUE Ik~ 0.159 0.127 1.253 0.210 S &
H3: JETfERE—~ I 0.248 0.062 3.998 FE
H4: MBI — G007 5 5 R 0.775 0.093 8.316 FE

H: BEMAKTE: P<0.001 ("), P<0.01(7), P<0.05().
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Table 5. Test results of intermediary effect
F 5. PNHREILER

Bootstrapping

Product of coefficients

Relationships eslzior::te Bias-cor;eé:;c/i dC[I)ercentiIe Percentile 95% CI
SE 4 Lower Upper Lower Upper
Total Effects

DA—PI 0.416 0.108 3.852 0.228 0.638 0.229 0.639
Indirect Effects

DA—PI 0.130 0.048 2.708 0.058 0.247 0.051 0.239
Direct Effects

DA—PI 0.286 0.107 2.673 0.112 0.537 0.110 0.529

#E: 1000 bootstrap samples.
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