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pi2. |EBREMNTABBELGEMA 17 = 7130.948 (p =
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B8 518 BaEE n % EES|
FEEXHEZHI(SC)

isct 3.716 1.029 1-5
isc2 3.232 1.132 1-5
isc3 3.534 1.209 1-5
isc4 3.954 1.029 1-5
HERENHEEESC)

scl 3.800 .715 1-5
sc2 3.800 724 1-5
sc3 3.448 .696 1-5
sc4 3.426 .796 1-5
BRFIEE (PJ)

pj1 3.901 .587 1-5
pj2 3.868 .626 1-5
pj3 3.834 .663 1-5
pj4 3.890 .633 1-5
pj5 3.737 .705 1-5
pj6 3.834 .654 1-5
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g 918 ZEE n % #E
Pj7 3.810 .660 1-5
ZR%HE (PE)
pel 3.873 .659 1-5
pe2 3.877 672 1-5
pe3 3.818 .682 1-5
pe4 3.761 703 1-5
pe5 3.974 .624 1-5
PEIEE (DF)
df1 3.151 .914 1-5
df2 3.337 .874 1-5
EREEME (PL)
pl1 3.874 775 1-5
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FHe 38.670 12.836 12-87
BERE 4.545 1.501 1-6
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¥ 150 .357 215 14.95 0-1
HE .076 .265 109 7.58 0-1
= 131 .337 188 13.07 0-1
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REUE 100 .300 144 10.01 0-1
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BUAG 17
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REEIR 8 .56 0-1
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AMEER
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RAE .087 .282 125 8.69 0-1
EIR M7 .321 168 11.68 0-1
ABHABRA 2.919 1.277 1-5
‘M1R3,000 133 .340 191 13.28 0-1
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EREERE .788 .409 1,133 78.79 0-1
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@
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S
7FISC = FFEXHZ#EFH); SC = H2RFPHEEMEE; PJ = BFIEH; PE = ERWEE; DF = 9BIER; PL =

ERGEM

48. Kline R B. Principles and practice of structural equation modeling[M]. Guilford Press, 2016.
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=3 BISEEK CFA &R (n = 1,438)

HF I5H FEFEAZE | 1] % 16 & 8| AVE C.R. HREE
(EE (AF&E)
ISC iscl 1.000 722 413 .735 x’ms =
isc2 1.064*%** .698 856.585
isc3 948x*x 583 df = 260,
isc4 763 %% 550 p =.000;
sc scl 1.000 735 527 816 xos =
sc2 1.105%x* .803 2114161
df = 300,
sc3 .934%** .706 » = .000;
sc4 .986*** .652 RMSEA =
PJ pj1 1.000 782 657 .931 040:
pj2 11125 %% .815 CFl = .971;
pi3 1.239%%x .857 TLI = .967;
pj4 1122%%x 812 SRMR =
pj5 1.211%%* 789 041
pj6 1.162%%* 814
pj7 1.156%%* 804
PE pel 1.000 .743 .709 .924
pe2 1.204%** .878
pe3 1.240%** .891
ped 1.240%** .865
peb 1.0571%** .825
DF df1 1.000 .928 717 .834
df2 781%%% .758
PL pl1 1.000 .687 .660 .852
pl2 1.490%** .880
pl3 1.437*** .857
7 ISC = FFEXHEEFH ;SC = HERFHEEEE P = BFIEHRPE = ERYEE;DF = 2WMIER:;
PL = BRAEM ; AVE = Fi9H212#E (Average Variance Extracted) ;CR = BiE{SE{E (Composite
Reliability) ; x°ms = #8+7% (model chi-square) ;y’s = EBERBMMERLLR KA (baseline
versus saturated comparison chi-square) ; RMSEA = #AFEEYH R (Root—-mean-square error of
approximation) ; CFl = LE®ESIEE (Comparative fit index) ;TLI = EBm—2I S8 (Tucker-Lewis
index) ; SRMR = {Z#1t19 5 1R = (Standardized root—-mean-squared residual)
*p < .05, **p < .01. ***p < .001

RA4BET TR (Pearson) HEAGERIEM - ERRA > KZBERMAARTEZY AR
FER r=.020(p < .00 €EE) - FEXHEZHASRESNEFAERES  BFESHEFELHE
Rz BRI AR R EEN (r = .093:p < .01 &) - BIEFXHEZEFIAEL > BRES
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BERENHNETEBEERNBRME (r = .487p < .001- EF) -

o HXER AN

=~ A

EEEEHREIFEN TS (r

= .058:p > .05- 8F) RABESNERY  EEEMERENHNEREE (r = .336°p < .001-8E) Z
MEAEENERYE -
F 4 HEBMEBUER (n = 1,438)
1 2 3 4 5 6
1 ISC -
2 sc 184%%* -
3 PJ .093%* 487%%% -
4 PE 110%%% AT THHH T82x%% -
5 DF .021 259%%% 344xx% 294%%% -
6 PL .058 .336%** A48B*** 439xx* .034 -
JF:ISC = FFEXHEIEH; SC = HFRFNAEEE; PJ = BFIEH; PE = ERYEE; DF = 2RESR;
PL = BEaEM
*p < .05, **p < .01. ***p < .001
=5 @‘é%%’fﬁﬂﬂ’qi‘—“% c IRIFERRR R —RAERFERHERS AN CBFERERGFR -H

=.mx‘5lﬁgﬂ']{?§5lféj 164>p < .001) »
EURERTFERESENTE -

p < .001)

DECIER

/\=./\

s IRABSHATEREAEE

Hﬁﬂimﬁ ZERSFEMNRAZIERZRETERZ

o BISMARLE  XEAKXKESZ MR HERMES AN (FHA -.086:p < .001)
IR - AMMERESREZEERMERIEN (R4S .008p < .001)
ZEZMESIEN (ZHA .059:p < .05)

BIEMAERT LBEEE 2 EERREGR (BFERNEES 491:p < .001;
AMEIREFIE
BEMERT LEESENEEEEGE (RS -.094,
- BBEAMEEHK
- FEHEREIHASEEERMERS
ZEZMESEN (RES

.040>p <

.001) - ERMABRBEZRNEEMEEFESR (RS -116-p < .05)
x5 BEEELNIERELCEHEBER (n = 1,438)
BR— E ich) BRI=
(BREEM) (FEEX A B2 (HERENHEGEE)
ZE (IE%R) ZE (1E%ER) HH (IE%R)
BFES 491 (.056)*** .095 (.097) .202 (.058)***
ERYAEE 164 (.049)*** 151 (.085) 179 (.051)%**
DEIES -.094 (.019)*** -.022 (.031) .065 (.018)***
ERAEMN - -.036 (.056) 134 (.034)**x
MRl (%) —.086 (.027)*** -.005 (.046) .012 (.028)
FHe .008 (.002)*** .009 (.003)*** .001 (.002)
BERE .007 (.010) .056 (.018)** -.014 (.011)
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R -.001 (.043) -.011 (.075) -.023 (.045)
DY RIE .057 (.065) -.127 (112) .098 (.067)
HEER/HAFEE .059 (.029)* -.003 (.050) -.007 (.030)
E NS -.022 (.047) .002 (.081) -.005 (.049)
[SE(EEY -.116 (.057)* -.144 (.099) -.115 (.059)
AHBBA .040 (.011)*** .060 (.020)** -.010 (.012)
BmAEARMEDO -.043 (.028) -.067 (.020) .013 (.029)
EREEE .001 (.035) 165 (.060)** .092 (.036)**
FBIESEM £ -.036 (.028) .071 (.049) -.006 (.029)
R? .305 .066 .286
*p < .05, **p < .01. ***p < 001

BE_BERREFESR (RHE .095:p > .05) ~ ERWEE (RHA 151:p > .05)  pEERE (FEH

% -.022:p > .05) MBREEM (BHA -.036, p > .05) WHRAFFEA M EEFIRZART LEZNEE
BRERSNEBRBERZAFEAHEZINERERIERARFLERSAE - BARXTHERE
BEZEFSNHEFRRNTE  ARtCRERINEBRERERSEEENTERRSAFE LT
HEERE - R EREMER FREX (HFEA .009:p < .001)  HEKFEHS (ZE8A .056:p <

01) ~ RABSH (R#A .060 p < .01) BHEBERFEEEEERERN (FHA 165, p < .01) EREREE
}2EME N BRFNTIE -

MER —Hx BRI ZEREFESR (ZEA .202:p < .001) ~ BRYEE (ZEA 1790 < .001) -
PEESE (Z8% .065:p < .001) MEREEM (R85 134, p < .001) HEHMERBEHNEEIRER
MM REERG  ARONEBERRALRENKRREEEFNE AREBIENNES  B58F
FHFARNSZHE > T ENMERNAERENNEEERS - AFtTAE RO NEBERERHER S
ERZEHEN > MRS M0 E I A PIFREERR -

ATEFHIRNEERSEUEARNEENREFERE ERYENI R ERHERBMENTE &
6 R TARENAERNEE  LERA=1FRE (BE 4-5 M6) AAERT LEEBENEIZXEM
WEBEBDNERETHR P  ZBEREP BEA4NMKE5 SEMEPNEE (Complementary
mediation model) » BIEE6MHEENE BEERNENEARENRELQE BRESHPNEDR

(Competitive mediation model) *

49. Baron R M, Kenny D A. The moderator—mediator variable distinction in social psychological research: Conceptual,
strategic, and statistical considerations[J]. Journal of personality and social psychology, 1986, 51(6): 1173.

50. Zhao X, Lynch Jr J G, Chen Q. Reconsidering Baron and Kenny: Myths and truths about mediation analysis[J]. Journal
of consumer research, 2010, 37(2): 197-206.

51. Zhao X, Lynch Jr J G, Chen Q. Reconsidering Baron and Kenny: Myths and truths about mediation analysis[J]. Journal
of consumer research, 2010, 37(2): 197-206.
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®6 FREECHNMREFHEBER (n = 1,438)

23k 1 e HEWE 1 e

ZE (FE%R) HE (1R%ER) ZH (E%ER)
1. PJ > PL — ISC -.018 (.027) .095 (.097) .077 (.092)
2. PE - PL — ISC -.006 (.009) 151 (.085) 145 (.084)
3. DF — PL — ISC .003 (.005) -.022 (.031) -.019 (.030)
4. PJ - PL = SC .066 (.018)*** 242 (.058)*** .308 (.056)**x
5. PE - PL — SC .022 (.009)** .220 (.051)*** 242 (.051)***

()]

.DF = PL = SC

-.013 (.004)**

.073 (.019)***

.060 (.018)***

E: I1ISC = FFERHMEEH;SC = HERBHEFEEE PJ = BFIEHPE = BREMEE;DF = PEES;PL
= BRAEM

*p < .05, **p < .01. ***p < .001

ERATRERSELFAFNEENERT > BEFES ERNENIEREZ DAL ERENNE
TEARENEQOLE  BBERENEE DA 8308 (p < .001) ~.242 (p < .001) # .060 (p < .01)
EERSEMFAPNEEETRE > BFER EERVENIEERNAYAESRFEHNETEER
ENEREQPE  EEWRE-ENERRENFEH DA 0.242 (p < .001) ~0.220 (p < .001) # .073

(p <.001) - BERFER (RS 066 p < .001) MNERYAEE (REE .022:p < .01) BBERSE

MEHERZHNEERFERABZ LESNEREQRGF EoEEENAFREENAQMERTE (&
% -.013:p < .01) - ZFERENFNREBEERBAILLS 2 5% 21.43% (BE 4) ~9.09% (I&{E 5)

M 21.67% (BE6) -

+ - 558

HERP > RYPNEREFNEFRETNSEACEREHERVNERRG  CEERERHHUE
RENAEEE—BD - RAEROUBATEAFERAERESEN > MERNRR HMEERKRIHE
BERGEMRFERA LS EF ZENEERRIRASI RO EBERER - MENAREROERKRAR
DEEEKERERSEMEIFEXN T SEH Z2HEEEF - EPREINHE - KEDIEERNTSIZH THE
NERERER  HEFHE ASELHE HERE  REMEES > MEHMEERLTKTH - ERE
BRAMEENHAZRMELS) > KMEIEEHENEN - EREATHECEEHE > MAEHRES
HEETE - AMEMERERQATLEERSE  ERUAHEEZEMNERQS -

HWAZANMRRBERERBRERERS EMAERREZHNEE - ERBLLRMAE > JUFIRE
ZEFRTERMERENNEERZEONEREEG  MEEREHMNEERESERKEMBEAEMTD Z—
AREZRGAMMNERYALIFTENRBME EEGREARTTENFSAMENRR - Eth/RBRLE
RHERGEMNEEZHHERRBANHERENNEEIREEEENEAZE -

BRERP > AMMUBRERENEZBRETET TEERRF  tAIMBESERNERESIEN > It

ERTHERERNREZRNNEERK ZRVELE 1K > EASREELSHF REERTE - BAHE
BRENEREREZIERNEL > bR EttERERENERE INEER -
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AR EVNA T ERSEUREERFESNERREZBZERNER - GRRME > RTHIFERX
HEZEHZH BFER ERARMNIEEEHTERENNEEIRTEEERNBENZE - EHE
ENRSFAETERRSMERNLERENNEER > BB AFMHERSEENEERIZENTEH
ERNTERENNEER - ERELFPIERERF RELERER TEHEER  1EXEAMABRER
BIEENEL  TEMEZEMEERZENTERENNEEE -

ELEHBEAPREFEHFERERERSEERENHNER  EREEERNERREN - BFA
E-ERRE PEEEHEAFDEEMRESAMHERNGIEERE  AAHERNSIEERENER
RIBENELE REMENUHERBZNNEEE - BEMS > MANARERRERSEENURAE
REAE > AMERIBDTIE RS A R RN E A MR D AR R ©

HABRMABRAXBRMLETRANEEZNER . ENhWEFE=ZMBRIE - &% > ZMERHE
RIFHEET EEREGRAGARBEANER B A THOME - ISR IEHAE EREAXEERET
NWEEBNTAYUEEEREMAR ALETECHMSEMNSEERNMBELEERNER L > HEANER
HREBRALFEREENERSZNNTEZE-—SNRBRNE® - HX > AXMENEBEREFTEE
B TAREARPENRERL #RABAINBBERENMLETERER  AREABETEABNED
MER  BEMRERERIHMGBRANEEESNERERER - 5= > ARARMRENE - 57 EiFith
BREPEGER  HRESHENHESERNSERNESR -

RROMKREEZEETHEMETRNEMEARETHAR - BEERSEHNMSNEFEETRNE
B> MEBEMNAEMY (Empirical Legitimcay) fIREEEEM (Normative Legitimcay) * - iR E
EREHEZNEZNAZEMBEERVEENTRNAZRIEEN « Wb AXERTAMERECHERN
BEMNEENER > MABLEMRLARNERTS  AINEERBELT EERJLEFESLIT  BER
EEEEET -

N~ &5

RTBEIFMEELENE  TORPDARBRIRNES  BREZNRRUOEERRHERNE L
UREREZATURSHERZSALEIRE (0> LFEH - BETE) NEBEFEEE - FHRERD
gt ERGAMNEELERENNEERFEREBOERRME  BFER SRYUENIEERT
HEZRGAMURMERZENNEEREMENREEZ - BFER ZERYE SR EENERSAMHAF
EXHEZHNEFERIIRARIEINERKEE - ERAETENAERIETD  ERSIAMTHERMEE
NEEEARBREN ALREBEIEEHETEREFLEE BRAREE  REIEXXIAZRSEH

52. Jackson J, Bradford B. Blurring the distinction between empirical and normative legitimacy? A methodological

commentary on ‘police legitimacy and citizen cooperation in China’[J]. Asian Journal of Criminology, 2019, 14: 265-289.
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