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4
R? R? Beta t
SARS X1 0.038 0.003
X2 0.047 0.009
Alx 0.048 0.001 0.026 1.219
A2 x 0.015 0.786
A3 x 0.011 0.608
A4 x - 0.033 - 1.659
SARS X1 0.008 0.008
X2 0.021 0.013
Al x 0.023 0.002 - 0.025 - 1.168
A2 x 0.042 2.102"
A3 x 0.028 1.459
A4 % - 0.010 - 0.496
X1 0.019 0.019
X2 0.033 0.014
Al x 0.034 0.001 0.001 0.044
A2 x 0.034 1.711
A3 x - 0.005 - 0.254
A4 x - 0.010 - 0.484
SARS X1 0.037 0.037
X2 0.063 0.026
Alx 0.066 0.003 " - 0.050 -2.367°
A2 x 0.046 2.384
A3 x 0.003 0.164
A4 x 0.032 1.638
SARS X1 0.029 0.029
X2 0.048 0.019
Alx 0.049 0.001 - 0.017 - 0.782
A2 x 0.047 2.404°
A3 x 0.002 0.101
A4 x - 0.028 - 1.406
X1 0.039 0.039
X2 0.055 0.016
Al x 0.059 0.004 " - 0.077 -3.6127°
A2 x 0.034 2.633"
A3 x 0.032 1.732
A4 x 0.007 0.336
: "p<0.05," " p<0.001.
X1:
X2:SARS (A1) (A2) (A3) (A4)
5
X2 df GFI AGFI CFI TLI RSM EA
1 2045. 023 94 0.940 0.914 0.895 0.867 0.070
2 1633.910 67 0.946 0.915 0.911 0.879 0.074
3 1204. 005 66 0.960 0.936 0.935 0.911 0.064
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THE RISK PERCEPTIONS OF SARS AND
SOCIO - PSYCHOLOGICAL BEHAVIORS OF URBAN PEOPL E IN CHINA
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Abstract

To investigate Chinese peoples risk perception of SARS and the ocio - psychologicd predictive modd |, this research
surveyed 4231 people from 17 citiesin China by the method of stratified sampling. The resultsindicated that : 1. Infor-
mation of infection and persond interest had negative impact on people’ s risk perception, recovery information with SARS
and measures government took to prevent the gporead of SARS can decrease the leve of risk perception, and helplessness
was found to moderate the relation between information and risk perception. 2. Theleve of generd risk waslocated in the
area between familiarity and controllability. In the midde of May, people felt highest level of risk on the SARS
pathogens, the second is the physca hedth and contagion &ter recovering from SARS. 3. The SEM result primarily
supported our hypothess of socio - psychologica predictive modd , and lay the foundation for Socio - Psychologicd Pre-
sentiment Sysem of crigs and risky events.

Key words SARS, risk perception ,risk communication ,coping behavior ,menta hedth.



