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1 Bl

UTAER, PEREZEUTIREUL IR, SRR H f50 , ECH R ORIREE R — . T ™
B Rl Br o JAT Rt TR L E A R A MG IR B AR SR, SRR R E R
PR, AR A AR AREE s P EAR TGS I SR RS K, 2017 AE AR Z 2.5 420, UK
B —AFENILIE 1625.8 T Mid I, B 2R mDCRAN I 30%. Anfalfe e AN EA T B o3 . i/ b ER S

V5L H 3 s 22e . D3R NS R SR [R] e [ A [A)F3 ( Gifford and Nilsson, 2014; Kolodko and Read,

2018) .
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A AL E (Kallgren et al., 2000) . FREEAYHEE IS BEXS INRAT M52 MR . BANA 584G g S 2K
A T A T8 DL B 32 945 4 (Kolodko and Read, 2018) . WA BFFEMNAMARKIE . RNV, PR
B2 B S5 )y ARV X FREAT HBYSEIE ( Liobikiene and Juknys, 2016; Montano et al., 2008) . #KiMi, ki
W RATHALZ IR FE S, B R Z 8o /R E R, G, E8 A5 ANZE—FReke
me Sy (A3, e AT SR Rt 26 8. IR 4, AU Bl AT A s 2. L NAERY
OEHLE AT 7 34 (] R A A

P, A2 LR EE, ARG SN A A T IS M B 432 T R I BRI | AT BT B3k
SYHAT R . BT IR SRR o AT AR SRRy ), TR B T IRA T AT . A
BREARFEBINEARIRAT R, IR E SRR LS A R dL .

2 HBREGESHRERK

21 WNRSHREVKR

KO RAEAMRTT LIl . i AAYAE /) ( Anderson and Galinsky, 2006) , HUEAG #2454 )8
P (SRS R PR E ) , i HEAOEEE. $52, — D ATH A A THA R
FEAEEIEEE T, R AT BRI B0 AU B OB RTS . K RS RS 1 B B R A% 5 e R )
N JEARAR A Al fE 1 Y FE R ENFR 2 AL (Tost and Plunkett L, 2015) o BAWFFEREAUEOK
-1 e RS M AR 1O B S AT Rl AR . SRS 8] T A SR DGR A Ry e A T (i) T 5 At AR
FR S (Lammers et al., 2012) , FHHAYEMA ( Lammers and Stapel, 2011) . JT4FEK, #okikZ
PIWFFE R AU BB BRI, fan, EERESE (2017 ) BYBIFSEH A B i AU AR T 58 T T LAt
NI (De Wit et al., 2017)

AT 2 LU A, AR R SRS . BeJy. el . S5 ARSEH AT Lk PPN F S Ak b
LA, B2 AT AFRAINAL, VM, S AT RN, A2 A8 R A AN R s
AT RAE TARA A, SO EMERERE T Z W SRR, 27 A mesh Sm, MR
HEAFERIL . IR Y (Rucker et al., 2012) o #E—, R AFRFBRIOTE, 155801 EA
AR L TIRAO BT R BEEA T EATIEAL, 51k AFREBPENSZS (Huetal,, 2018) , DAmZks| HK
BT E W,

5519 3R 4 VIR — 2, SO AR A A IR RS A 0 B A AR . — T T AGIA KL
W RS, S AU AR AL R B R R, R PR, O EERAE W ES (Magee et
al., 2010) . EAMFF RIS CHELRAE T B r7= A AR AZ O R IE——15 KR ( Prade and Saroglou,
2016) o J3—J7 i, A TARBOEAMA, S AMARA TN R TG E R T, B2 2R
i, WHHAT FATHE . B EAMATEARIBCBR E301 7, 5B, AR FYHET FAT R,
HEIT S MR, JFRERR N A /N, i, FeATH X 1.

B 12 BT EEAE ) T A A A AR R

www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0412173



1480 UEEEMR? RADBRALRD KT RIIRIE

2.2 WRESHORDEITHNKER

HCESE AT 0y, JF FUB A O B RTARNE S i 7= A i e . AR 2R Y 5 2
THLERLS . — BB EE TR B 1 BT 45 W, BT EAE SR RRAL . ARYEAE S LU
AR AAR AT S, R BAE MR RIS R G i, HERE I N A RS RIS A, A A 45 R A FeT5
SRURES, AR B E AL ARG . FAEUFC LI, MU S A TR AR I B, B A P A
BER Ty, (A A R B A B ZE Bk A 2 (Shiota, Keltner, and Mossman, 2007) . ¥T4Ek,
KR Z T A B, AR T DU T R A 524 2 S BE T4 (Prade and Saroglou, 2016) , f i
LRI (Wangetal., 2019) FIMMAREIEAT RN (FM 45, 2020)

B 5324470 ( garbage sorting behavior, GSB ) WZ AR IREAT Ry, HIZHE A TH I — 7 i i
VBT AT BORORRZ | 202800 H AR T IR /3 It A 3L, 42 e B R I3 ( ERéART, 2020 ), PRI,
FATN R [FIRE IE s b o FOX R AR AT . HRit, SR IR 2.

Bk 2: AMARRIHEIERGRAS I 1 S W3 o3 2647 0

SbEe, HETEEA R | AR 2, $IBPFRNR 3, BURBALNIE | PR,

ik 3: BCRBAER ) SR HAT R R R TR AME

R B RATHh

E 1 B ERE

Figure 1 Theoretical model diagram
iy —Y
3 WRAE

3.1 ik

A TEL BRI G Cwwwowjx.com ) FEARHMEFEMR 55, 456 4N KA B IR IE RIS 7R LN 5 8L
38 230 030 SUIBRARME R FER R TR TCBAEAZIR, A REA 204 . LIFEBFTER,
i A [ 4 A AR P 5 WA B BIHE 5 7 R AR WA A B AT L, B 2R LAY BRI B AR AE (Sun et all,
2018) o AKX BE 52 N, PRI 19.77 £ 1130 A iy O Sk sl B i g W 2
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BkS S ABIL.
32 METEH

(1) — AU &

AR BT 7 I 2R AT il B — AN 7 i3 3% ( Anderson and Galinsky, 2006 ) JiiLA &
ZREAFESANWH, KM 7 8010, N 1= ARSI 7= s, Hb, 10305, 83
M AONE Ry, 20 40 60 7T I RISy, BN, AR RARA N )T e
F PG WA FRAMAR T KT . AR N — S o RECH 0.87,

(2) AL

ABIFGE AT X AR R SR AR B 3% (Shiota, 2006) , X R ERIE TR RE, & 6 MNIH,
filn, AW TR IR o R T A, N “1= BEARTFET F
“I= BRFFRT o AN o FECR 092,

(3) B AHEATH

ASBIGE R RIS AT R I R T A R E A IR R BOR CiRiflel A ) AU ( AFRebA)
X R BAT B FIFIE IS (Zhao et al., 2021) . S5EARFSEFHERA T S ATV %E, {82
T AT BRI RR A AT A5, BRI “MRBR TP TAE AL 16 i X 28 S 1 e o 2%
BOR, B8 T2 BIRAT . IR AR IR TR AT R BIEA 2R 7 et 8 M H,
Bl “RIBEES SRR IAT R 7 R 7 A, N 1= BEARFTET B 7= AT o A
SN —EE o RECH 0.84,

3.3 BHRE: SUH=ME

RIEC AT, BURSE WAL SRSV (EAR, 2021) o Bk, 3407780 Epatng %
WAL 2B, DA R . BARITS, 2% KK (2010) M7k, SRS &WSE, 2t
4N IH (Piff etal,, 2010) o H, 3P EEZEGXAC . ORMBSENZHERE, Hafh
6 MACE: (1) INERLIT; (2) #1s (3) &y (4) B8 (5) AFE (6) AR AKX L
1A B B ZA R ZE A F A, 345 9 KF: (1) 2000 8RR (2) 2001 ~ 6000 5T;  (3)
6001 ~ 1J578; (4)1 75~ 1.5J575; (5)1.55~3J575; (6)3 )5~ 4505755 (7)457T7 ~ 6 J176; (8)
671 ~ 10 J575; (9)10 J5Cbh bo FETHArET, T IUANIT HARUE SR P EAE R B AL S I Z A4 A7

4 ZHRARH

41 HEDERE

M AR AT T R TSR, BT Bl il gl A B 53R, nT R th Bk A
Jrikinzs. RIECAPTE (A, 3o, 2004) , AN REHER 14 )5A Kot AT IR 75 vk i 22 i A
%o Harman JLHNZFARER LR, FFERT 1 AR TICA 24, A —A N T REMS AR B A9 2L S e
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28.56%, KT 40% WlmSHER, Hit, ABF5EHRILFEIIEmWE R T HNERIN, A Em A 3LE 5
L2 o

4.2 XD

e 1 PR, AW AR AE 2 A SRR EE N DA . S5 AR wk, AEEY . MRS &0
FESHZE . AU ORI R B o AT N Z R TR B A OG . R, AU S iR (=0.301,
p<0.01) KB s3r247 R (r=0.136, p<0.05) ZEIBEILEE EMIC, H5ZHM, USRI KAT
RZ AR EEMSE (7=0.219, p<0.01) .

1 AR, BRBREHIRSEITANERXKER (NV=204)

Table 1 The correlation between sense of power, sense of awe and garbage sorting behavior (N=204)

M SD 1 2 3 4 5

1 4R 19.77 1.13

2 PR3 1.75 0.44 0.025

3 B2 0.00 0.70 -0.101 -0.020

4 B 4.48 0.86 -0.023 0.081 0.208"

5 W R 5.09 0.93 -0.084 -0.033 0.199™ 0.301"

6 BiRATH 5.55 0.79 0.029 -0.017 0.124 0.136" 0.219"

E: op<0.05, ®p<0.01; BA: 1= §, 2= %,

43 NN ERENGTE

S, AT BRI BRI B SAT R BN AE . ] ) ARy
BTSSP Z s e AR R 2 f5, S5 AR, AU O AR B 3 I m BNAE (B =041,
SE=0.12, p<0.001) , #HLEXTRR I EEAGEmBEER (=020, SE=0.09, p<0.01) , SR
MBI FAT NI HHSE A B2, A0k 2 Pis.

F2 HEMBESHRS LMD

Table 2 Regression analysis of social class and garbage classification

P W =Y
HAs b , 1‘135(;{%? t , iii&];\;;ﬁj‘? t
A
el 0.20 0.25 0.81 0.16 0.23 0.67
A -0.06 0.09 -0.74 0.03 0.08 0.36
-l e 0.08 0.16 0.49 0.13 0.09 0.83
A7
A 7% 0.41 0.12 3.48" 0.11 0.10 0.97
A AR
LR 0.20 0.09 3.45"

E: ¥p<0.05, *#p<0.01; HA: 1= F, 2= %,
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Pk, FEdrEs] . AR A2 BZE AR, IR Process ifl, 78 95% EAF X EFEH TR
FE 5000, BRI 4, SHEATHUHLERAY AN 38T (Preacher and Hayes, 2004) o 45H%W], ALEAE
BOES R 2T A Z R ERT ( 8=0.05, [0.014100.101 ] ) , 40l 2 frzs.

e
a: £=0.33, p<0.001, b: B=0.16, p<0.001,
95%CI= [ 0.184, 0.471 ] 95%CI= [ 0.045, 0.285 ]
2’ 3=0.07, . PN
B ey S S > BRI
c: B=0.124, p<0.05, 95%CI= [ 0.002, 0.250 ]

]330 8 =0.05, [0.014 t0 0.101]
E 2 WMERENHBRSHIRSEITAZER TR E

Figure 2 The mediating effect of awe on power and garbage sorting behavior

5 Bitig

ABISE FEE H BRI BXS B3R A AT R, DAL NAE O] . DFREs RERIEU ) IEsE
MBI 2AT R, BB S B AT A Z M A . BRI, AU B 5 A
AR, MR MARI R AT R . RO, BATE R Ak, S TR

ABFFEEE RN TR BUIERG B AT R R A AR L. B, TEAtstt
BRI b, AFRVILRR T RO B3R FAT A BIRAE ] o i AR R A TR R AU &
FITHIAE T ( Magee and Smith, 2013) , AW S Z AR, A7 BXT S8 2507 4 W52 ALHIT
$8 7R AU IO W3R 2847 R I RRRAE FH o 3 R AR SOt A0 B 554 R B PRI T e A pf . TR
BEERLA . oAb, ARSI B30 532547 0 B N AEVE FIALHIEAT TIRASZHE, AT RU S
R AT SAT A R B SRR AL T 2 B i RO 5 SRR . BRI, B ETRC A DT £
BT ROV —EEE, SRS oAt SR P . AT AT 25 U A AT T
R, RIBUTEA B FHRIHR LR, P MR BT

HK, AW SRR TR SR AT R A i . A Pt AU IR AR TR R
OH517 4530 (Shiota, Keltner, and Mossman, 2007 ) o AWFFARR TR SGHE ML LR, 45
RIS AU AR R FE A AR 25 5 . AU B AR A T = A Ek, AR T
EER (NGRS SIF = 2 1B e Y8 & e

IR, A R AR TR oy BRI T VT RE A BRI AR . BRI BN T AT A R]
UGS, IHVEMEERE , MARTAG BEAT R o A0 T8 I A NI i Tl s o R4, B3R 28l B A
SIRIBEIRAE, BVFZEAEA AR 2 AR 25 2 A1 ARG . SR i A A A M b 2 3% 1 R4 T R (43 n
RNFFFRIAYZE) |, VTRESFBUERM AR (AR5 Y H ™ E ) (Razmerita et al., 2016) . FETF4h2
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N, FATA RIS HRAT PSR RS R i Je R X —H AR, HhAU) 2R
AL SR MEARHEZ — (Van Lange etal., 2013) . JGiE AT MR L P 206 R AAFEREA
i 25, A MBESIWE, siPLS517T MW AJS AR (Rieskamp and Todd, 2006) o B, MAMAIL
TN 22 SRR R BRI AT AR B TR MR B AR, 0B T R 2R AT R I B A s

BIRA SO TAL S LIS, R0 TAUIEXT B 2841 R s bl w1248 R T AU IS i i
WOy KRB NTENLE] . ARARBFTATISRAFAE— & W R BR Y, A5 SBAEASR B ST Hh b — b e fnegi) . 56—,
FAUS I, AR B Ay AT A YRR A TR, RS T IE R O A IR 2SR, (R SR T REAT
TEEAERY LR 5 2222 (common method variance, CMV )[R, ok T LR A HAb Oy 2 e i il Bk
AR 22 ] AR ] VR AR 25 TR A, ) SR AN T % 5 AR TRy B e (R B o, 82 P S 5 45

B, AN FERAE TR BRI SAT R IX IR T R BRSO . A AT — PR AN
FVBIE AR B I T IAT HAFAER IR . FIan, AU EE—J5 TGN T AR EE, W8N T A TSy
NI, SR IN T SRS R S —Or T, ARYETEEMOBIFE (Salancik and Pfeffer, 1978) , #ALJ)
— AR (Approach ) T A BRI (Keltner, Gruenfeld, and Anderson, 2003) , 73k
FERIERGE IR, T RESEIANIBAEAA R 25, M SR A5 AT o

=, ARWFSE R BT I MR, LR B 2R . 5 ST LA — 2 R A S
S AT EE A SRR, BRI BT B AT O Z R R R S BN, W RICR A IHZ 1 R Bl
PR MAL T (Galinsky et al., 2003 ) FIAHLFEEE, [FIRHRHPAT RS HULREE, FHlIJoCER, #F—
AR R IR B AT M S

RPN
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Too High to Awe? The Influence of Power on Garbage Sorting

Behavior
Sun Hailong' Wang Jiayi' Chen Yu' Liu Bianrong’

1. School of Business, Guagndong Unviersity of Foreign Studies, Guangzhou;
2.Guangxi Vocational College of Technology and Business, Nanning

Abstract: How the sense of power affects garbage sorting is an important research issue in practice. Based
on the theory of social comparison, a theoretical model of power sense affecting garbage sorting behavior
is constructed. Through the questionnaire survey, the results found that: (1) The sense of power positively
affects garbage sorting behavior. The higher the sense of power, the more inclined one is to engage in
garbage sorting behavior; (2) The sense of power can positively predict an individual’s sense of awe;
(3) The sense of power affects garbage classification behavior through the sense of awe. Specifically, the
sense of power helps to improve the individual’s sense of awe, and then awe increases to promote a higher
tendency toward garbage sorting behavior. The theoretical framework integrated in this study provides a
more comprehensive explanation of the influence of power on garbage sorting behavior, which not only
enriches the power-related literature and expands the application of social comparative theory in pro-
environmental behaviors such as garbage sorting but also provides practical enlightenment for how to
boost individual garbage classification.

Key words: Sense of power; Sense of awe; Garbage sorting behavior; Ocial comparison theory

https://doi.org/10.35534/pc.0412173 www.sciscanpub.com/journals/pc



