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The Influence of Luck Belief on Environmental

Protection Behavior
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Abstract: Objective: From the perspective of moral hazard, study the influence of luck
beliefs on the environmental protection behavior of the public. Methods: This paper
constructs a research model with luck belief as the independent variable, moral risk
as the mediating variable, social and economic status as the moderating variable, and
environmental protection behavior as the result variable. Using the questionnaire
survey platform, 993 valid data were obtained, and the empirical study was conducted
by using structural equation model. Results: the belief of luck has two dimensions:
belief in luck and personal luck; belief in luck negatively affects environmental
behavior; moral risk mediates the influence of belief in luck on environmental
behavior; social and economic status negatively moderates the influence of belief in
luck and personal luck on environmental behavior. Conclusion: Luck belief will affect
the public’s environmental behavior through moral hazard.
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Figure 1 Reasearch model

2 MREFHE

21 MN®:

AWAG B R G SR, O TR A X R A R, IE BEPLR
JCRIA, R ER R A X RO AR, I — TAR IR R A TR, KT 18
ZRHARREEA . G35, A TIRIEFFE A RIS [ A B R, AR (] 4
MBS R, AT S IR/ T 120 BPA SO AL, RO ss x4
FEW S Z WARMEA L2 I, ARA P RR R RIS . AR AR % 1200 1,
Hrp 18 ZLUFHE AR A 124 7, MIoxsenls, Fl R b T, HEERE
12 120 BRI T4 83 1y, [RIREIN 25 ffm Akl 993 177 .

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0209068 www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



ESERNHSARMRITANRINHE 071

M TR, FEAE WS 7 I, 18—30 % 5 33.84%, 31—40 % 5 23.36%,
41—50 % 15 16.52%, 51—60 % 5 16.92%, 61 % K UI 15 9.37%. #E24i )i,
B AT 5 46.32%, K% 25.38%, AFhY 22.26%, #F5EEN 6.14%. MR
i, Bk 55.89%, Lotk 44.51%. AU TE, 3000 JCLAT 4 43.00%,
3001 ~ 6000 JG i 27.69%, 6001 ~ 10000 JC 5 19.94%, 10000 JCLA L5 9.37%.

F 1 ANOFHHE

Table 1 Demographic characteristics

Ak FEAURAE NEL (%) Ap FEARME NEL (%)
;?:4318 i ;ig E ;zig ; B LT 460 (46.32)
AEIE 41—50 % 164 (16.52) =350 Z,;i ;Z? E 5;;2 ;
51—60 % 168 (16.92) o )
A 61 (6.14)

61 % XL 93(9.37)
3000 JGLAF 427 (43.00)

5 555 (55.89) A 3001 ~ 6000 G 275 (27.69)

i 442 (44.51) 6001 ~ 10000 5T 198 (19.94)
10000 JCLA | 93 (9.37)
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1] Smart—PLS3.0 FAFHEAT AL SRS RUL AT BAR T . 1 R0 A 55
R SN B . FERR AT, JEAT Bootstrapping fHAERR Y, FFFHEA BEE
A 5000 ¥X .
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3.1 BEEMNME

ABFFEAE ] Smart—PLS3.0 A4 TEE 43 B VBS540 2 R
DA TEME R 70 A DA S AG 30 i R IR R A5 320 A 2 vl i, ARy 54
WAER &Y Cronbach’s a {ETE 0.79 ~ 0.92 Z[], #KT 0.7, AREHIT 5,
HEHEE (CR) AT AR N —E, 5SAE&ER CREAE 0.80 ~ 0.91
ZI, #KF 0.7, 5 AR N B RIT

* 2 EEMYERE
Table 2 Reliability and validity test

AN Cronbach’s a CR AVE
HFEER 0.86 0.85 0.62
N ANER 0.86 0.88 0.63

T XU Ml 4 0.92 0.91 0.68
WMRATH 0.79 0.80 0.57
AR 2N e IVA 0.84 0.85 0.61

BRI 45 A0 e I BICPE AR 3 M, SE38R RO 25 (AVE) FHF U B
AOSCE R, — B SR T 0.5, 5 NERAY AVE 76 0.57 ~ 0.68 Z 8], i
MR AR 5546, WAL 3 TTLIES], Bra 28 AVE AR (X MAZery st )
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Table 3 Correlation coefficient matrix and AVE square root
AR g PIE b 1 2 3 4 5

1. MAIBR 4.77 1.53 0.79
2. MifFiER 5.25 1.30 0.28" 0.79
3. TE XU i 4 531 1.22 0.24" 0.36" 0.82
4. FEEBTEHAL 4.40 1.54 0.11" 0.03™ 037" 0.75
5. WRIT N 3.57 0.89 -0.53"  -0.59"  -0.62" -0.16" 0.78

e oeRkp<0.001, **p<0.01, *p<0.05, “p>0.05, A TR,

3.2 {RIZNLG

AT, A [F AR ADEAS S Fr tR AFsE s (DL 4) o SB— DALy
BT 278 X IMRAT W I B R, 25 AR, BIA T RS G U AR A A
WA, SrHT S U M RS AR S FMRA T T A I S

Smart—-PLS3.0 FRAFA Ay AR PR AL SO0 BE PR A, TR AR H A5 5 fige )
R RBE AR . R EME, MR, R R & T 0.2, MUyl
FEREIRI AT A AR A A AR SR BB S [ 10 ] o R 4 B IRIAG IR 45 Sl 1, B
PRI o T XU i i ) R T 0.24, ERRAT A R 4354 0.38 Fi10.39, 1k %]
T LAZ KT

F 4 RIZWIESER

Table 4 Assumption verification result

PR PR 1 E R R 2— PR
AR ZB M B ZB BN
HF B R —TE R T 0.21 = 0.20 B2
A NS T8 RS e 4 0.29 o 0.27 B
GBS IMRTH -0.26 = -0.21 P
N NIBRIRITH -0.43 = -0.39 2
BRI — TN -0.50 JE -0.48 2
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TRAT AR E R TR0, 520 FEAR RECH -0.50, p<0.05,

FEASRL 2 ff ) DA T AR S 2B (R T, dES B SME e R
XIIAT RS HAE B3, SRR RECH 0.09, p<0.05, BBt T AL
BE VN AE B SR IMAAT IR, BN T Eib S gprm s &, Rk Saur
HoA 2 ARSI SO I AT A AR FUA SR, LIS 20t irb i 540 Nig
SXIMATRIZ AR, AR RECN 0.13, p<0.05. BLAIHT 225 Hh
(L E P A NGBS ARAT R sEm, BT it g, itas
VeI A NIs SO IR T A SR ZU 2, DLIA] 3,

7 N N
—— GRS
2 - - - P Az b
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Figure 2 Believe in luck, socioeconomic status and environmental behavior
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Figure 3 Personal luck, socioeconomic status and environmental behavior
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F5 HRABMER

Table 5 Mediating effect results

HRA AR FRA RN B THE pfH EFXME (C)
MEiE SR I T T N -0.12 438 0.003 [-0.25, -0.07]
A NiB K TR i — T R -0.16 524  0.001 [-0.29, -0.08 ]

4 Vg
REBHFFE T2 AN IR T B2 UM R, @ atitR)
AT ISR T AN AR BRI T A BER &, M2 T AR ZEITH
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