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Abstract

Under the background of the new era, the dual urban-rural structure is facing disintegration and
reorganization. The floating population is in a dilemma of political alienation due to marginaliza-
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tion and power poverty. Political indifference and rising relative deprivation are becoming in-
creasingly prominent. A questionnaire survey was conducted on 621 floating populations. The re-
sults showed that political alienation of floating populations significantly predicts the confidence
of the government in a different order, and that relative deprivation plays a part in mediating the
relationship between the two. It is recommended to alleviate the political alienation of floating
population from the aspects of optimizing government management, reducing the cost of political
participation, and increase the level of trust of floating population in governments at all levels.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the sample

F 1 HARERHMREITER

A ) AL 45 (%)
" 5 339 54.6
b S 282 45.4
18~22 % 52 8.4
23~30 % 362 58.3
G 31~40 ¥ 178 28.7
41~50 % 27 43
51 % KU I 2 0.3
rhL g 01 175 28.2
P EiZilAl 137 221

BUATIN

HEAX 305 49.1
st 4 0.6
B B BA R 12 1.9
R 59 9.5
=371 KE 154 248
AF 301 48.5
W KLl 95 15.3

H g AN HBUA B RS % g sl N HBUA B R 2 3t 18 AN, R R AN E E il AR
F A AT A e B R B shE B g ARGV N E R . W25 Cronbach’s a RN
0.948, JINEEFEE M N: 4df =2.147, GFI=0.858, AGFI=0.812, NFI=0.897, TLI=0.931, CFI
=0.941, RMSEA =0.079, [+ & 4L 5 5 A B KA OC R EU7E 0.653~0.823 2 [A] H 2 3% 1EAHK, S5
F % 4EE 1) KMO B 9 7E 0.752~0.921 2 7] H. Bartlett BRZ K36 1 55 2 /K P45/ T 0.001. X 3B 1046 B
B G ERRE, Fragiih M 220K, rIEAAT AL RIE TR .. Wah A\ D BOG 6 & K- ME
43.382, TG TIME 3 4, fES HF R, TR E T R MEIR. BARBIRYERE, HY
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EHS S THEAR A 3 4, W& AL AR 7 i m(M = 3.467), HUCHHEhm B IAAM =
3.444), EENEEAT AWM = 3.311)F1 3 Bk B FEIAKI(M = 3.256) 43 73 A X EL A

SRR LB N D BURFAE AE 935 [ 131 LA R R R B A2 72 B0 22 R BURMS AT 48 B R 70 [14], Swibliish A
FZFFBUFEAE RS, b 11 A8, S BUR G2 7B BUNZEBORIZE 5 B 3 A
AR . R BB ETZE R KA 10 Sibaik, N “SERNEE” 3 “waeEGE” a5t
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0.01 B E MK HF% KMO i 0.752 Hik#] 0.001 & Z/KF, Bf RIFMGEHKE, a2
LR T ZFBUNFEAE =AY RIS A AR, A SO & 48 B 70l AT IR o BUMHS AT 22 R BN 1Y)
SERMEN 7.724, S TFIME 5.5 4, BRI UM BUR S AT BRI e MRS 1% A SeBURT )
SR N 8.820, 2y T HuH SR AE M DL K 7 & M BURF S AT, X U W 22 I BURHE R R I W77 1
HLRBUR = AR 22 57 (M = 3.323) 1A T SO iF(M = 3.433) 4t 2153 73 M (E e T HIRE 3, 7£ 5 2K
P, AT R T R K

BT BRI ) . 25 20 e 4 1] (0 AE R SRS SR (A1 45 [15], HEARFE AR 78 A R EATEIT, 10453k
TH 5 AN, ARG RS AFER 5 MUFE, N “CRBEATFE” B “EAeTE” ol 15 4.
I} i) S HEAT(E RE RS, RKILH: Cronbach’s a5 %74 0.809 (KT 0.70) A RIFIIMEEE; & @i &5y
FRIAH G S EE 0.575~0.856 2 [H] HA4i% £ 0.01 )2 #E K 3% KMO iy 0.817 Hik ) 0.001 ) &%
K, B REFIERISUE, FFEMESER, X RIZFEM = 3.354) 175 0 ¥ E T E e 3.

ot [ A 2 R ) SPSS 25.0. AMOS 26.0 Gt 34T 5 207

4. RN OBUGAR B ZE F B ER RN
41 RIAACOBGRHE. EFEEE. EXRFROEXIH

W42 2 TLLE H, WA\ DBOREE 52 F B 1E. s A DBCRGE SR R, 2P
IR ARV 0 34135 B2 T 497 12 S35 £ TEAR e e R

Table 2. Analysis on the relationship among political alienation of floating population, hierarchical trust in government and
relative deprivation

F 2. RHMAOBURRE. EFBMEE. BEXRFROBEXSH

BN D BUAR BB ZFBUNEIE DS EReR
WA A BUA BT & 1
ZFFBUNEAE 0.459” 1
S S IR 0.295™ 0.320” 1

¥: "N p<0.0L

4.2. FENA O BURHEXZE FBFHE ERRIE

[ 7 B 45 SRR BTG 3), WAl N VB B s v HE A0 22 P BURME AR IR1H - T30 22 5 BURF S AR
ZICMKREN 0459, HIKGMREASE I 0.200, RSN HEBUE B & e iR 2 5 BUME R 1)
20.9%.
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Table 3. Regression analysis of political alienation of floating population and hierarchical trust in government

% 3. A AOBARESEFBATEEMEES
R R? i R? R? B4 B F 54k DW
0.459° 0.211 0.209 0.211 165.263"" 2.011

e TSR (W), WIS ANBUABIE; TN p<0.001.

Table 4. Regression coefficients of political alienation of floating population on hierarchical trust in government

F 4 RANAOBURHRBEXEF B EENETZRE
FEbrvite R PRt R %L LGt

t 7
B PR Beta R VIF
W 31.882 1.456 21.901™
V5 5
%’;jﬂé:r% 0.301 0.023 0.459 12.855™" 1.000 1.000
[N

¥: "N p<0.001,

M3 4 Z550RT 0, AN D BUA B A A8 25 15 ) B 22 P BURMB AR . RSN IR I T 36 R
TSR SR 5 A 2 14 DO 22, 9l i B A DA B BRI K I BGR 2 580K, sl AN HEAT I
TR BRI T BN IE N (M IR . RN KR ZHRBI N LR BN, MATEBOA S 507 A — €/
e RPEANELIG PR~y P o XA R RRVE AR 7 PEHERR I S SO R IO A, 304 3 2 IR R e M
TN FHERE R BUR S B R IR 2 MR o, W OE DAAE, A SR 2 AR R v S AN EA B L BE[16] o
BUR B S IR A AETCBE 2 3 RS N D BUG 2 5 R S BUA HEF LT JE S B0a 35 B Toik R 45
R, IXAE R LA TRAI N D SBUF BT RIETE), #1951 5 RAHE 2R BOA BUE, it
NN R T B RBUR B IR RIEHRE R . AR TR 1.

4.3. EMFFRERA OBUARER ZFBAHEER P TR

P HEIER RO IR I 5 48 PR R A B8O R SR AR R EAT IR E[17], R X NI DBUARBRE, Y NZEF
BUMEAE, MO RIZFE, Bl el s, Xooh Y 2, B 5 o[, XXM EE, ImARAE
BEMJE, M. XX YRR, HIMAT 2B RFRG, Fsh A HEUE BT AR <5 L
REMERE 22 P BURME AR 24.6% 10748 B . SR WTHRN ISP IR AE IR 3 A IO B 28 % 22 7 BURFAE AE 1 52 R
Hot i A ER, Horp RS S BRSO I EUAE D 12.98% (R /RN o5 B AN I ELE = 0.295 x
0.202/0.459),

Table 5. The mediating effect of relative deprivation on the influence of political alienation of floating population on hierar-

chical trust in government

5. AXMRFRERMA QBURRBRMEFBFHEEH P T

AR 35 Ik P BURMEAE

WENN OB ES 0.295 0.399™
A% 34 3 ik 0.202™"

R? 0.087 0.248

T R? 0.085 0.246

R2AE (L &= 0.087 0.037
FAfy & 58.942"" 30.695™"

DW 1.708 2.036

: " p <0.001,
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BEAT A RS R I I, AR RISF I LE R BN D BUR R B 5 2 P BUR B AR R I A RN 2 3%
HARYER 6 fim, 2ldf 2y 2.095; SAMUALESREAE 0.957 & 0.977 Z 18], JEALRZERITHY 0.042,
B A5 X A] 95%¢E 0.586~0.975 2 [f], Ui W] s A BRI & RORBF, e R by AT
Table 6. Fit index of the mediating model
6. PNEBEIEEY

A 2ldf GFI AGFI NFI TLI CFI RMSEA

GiitE 2.095 0.972 0.957 0.958 0.971 0.977 0.042

Mo 45 R R TN LB B9 A8 2 35 1E [ PN A RIS 3k 2 oo SR S BUIR DU A
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