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Z Y HAE Bk

(HEH I R 2B BAE G, T ARG DI ST N HE S S =,
ANBR RS0 iﬂﬁ%@@ﬁtﬁ s E, L 430079)

B AWERIAEAfRIRANG AL ELAETaRE., BELTHGFIBTABI L GHER . & T
B REEAANDKE. RTRRMEAFESHEHEEESL, E]ﬁbﬁi?@ﬁikﬂ%ﬁi#néﬁﬁ%ﬁ%[ﬁ T H A R e
Befo by aFt. BAT, BWEE NGB fAAAER QLI SEN TR X, IAHEEfoit 2R KAER. BREZ.
AWfﬁ%i%%*&ﬁyﬁﬁAmﬁ%%ﬂ@%ﬁ%ﬁ%xﬁaﬁ%Tﬁ%f%Aﬁ%@@&%ﬂ@@ﬁ
BMEF K. AR A LB L 12 809 ikdn ST, FRBMN £ R B4t A LLFRR.

EgE AMEE: AR, SEMNFLX,; AEA; HOKKIER

525 B849:Col

1 5|8 8RR K FGAF R AT R R BE, X4 L BOA A

AR, R 1342 T 2 mﬁ;ﬁﬁi?;ﬂ;f@;ﬁii?ﬁjg
R (2 M 22 T U . 1% 2015 AR K104 11.13° 1 ’ o FEEFRITE T,
;iﬁngﬁﬂﬁﬁiﬁﬁgfifﬁwki A R B 22 T A B 1

R RAHE A TR (X7 L (Andersson, 2011; Robinson

& Hammitt, 2015).
A A TR . D A, R Ak,
R B R TR A, 53R
M 2 2 B st ) 6 5 SR R TIURA 5 ILRIAE

. A5 F AR BLEO RS I, (FL MG 22 o S AT A 5
jpe A AlRES 5| & AT £ 1941 (Burns & Slovic, 2012),
Wt P — AR IS, RIS e e iR T R B HE N
5%94¥%”k¢5’*ﬁ*ﬁmmﬁﬁﬁﬁ Ve RO T B SR . B0, B

E@%”Efﬁmﬁﬂiﬁ'ﬁzgmfe“ 2002)016':&' ${f(Goldstein, 2005), Jf FLLL 7 2241 H
=% 2y L sk T > A T &k

VT 16 3 Mk 09 0 e DL SRR I 191 5 B vi (Slovic, oft (4 LA 25 1 R B 2 HE(Goldstein, 2013), A
1987, 2002)  RMiects £ 28 B AR, (EMBMT gy o g o S o O, 0T 5 2 K
X 28 U R R R F AR 0 I BUR DR R AR B RE g 7 A 224" By 4 J7 (Dougall, Hayward, & Baum,
PP RE(Fischhoff, 2011). AL, AN 2008), x5 5 i i I (Reedy, Gastil, &
Gabbay, 2013), i A% ) 4 il B SR 75 & i 1
W H 5 2016-02-02 Wi N &2z —(Lee, Lemyre, & Krewski,
* (VE R SRR TS - fEHLE B 9.0 B 2010); %5 =, ZWMizEd FBCEA 2R (Y

2SI AAZDOBTS QIR F I o A A K B T B
ARG RO TR f 12 . e
AR . fh 2o i cony  (RUggiero & Vos, 2013, 2015), X BEANIEA AT

14702018). W, MR T BAGS NREHNRE, Fi,
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AT bR 2 S, BARORBLRITC I8 2 248 S BIF 5
HE SRR T 8 2 o SR, 3 2 2% 1 W XL
SRR HAA R i A 3 I, R 25 el 40 ) 7 5 R
AT A R ) XU S A B 5

FLT U, AR AL R 2R o DS BT Y A 5%
WETEMCT R . 1 S A 2 2 A TR S L U )
FHBIHERL, 1 i AATTAn a5 228 i 2 o RIS A
SRJE THE R i R 2 o IR B A E RN R A
J X T 2 I R BR AR R AT ATR A B4 75 1] A4
—EMTHEEE,

2 FEMRIEZR

7E RS RN B T Fil b, B =R FE PR
FESR BRI XU A AL 3R RS 119
FEAHORHESR . 3 LEBF 5 HE B 1 FH XU JBR A
WESE I 25 A 40U, (0 EL AR R 28 o S, A
— X T ISR R . R R IR A AR X g
FFEHESE
21 LEMNEERN

Az SRR g0 i 0 B 2 3 =X (psychometric
paradigm) 1 Slovic %F A#£ 20 40 80 4F 3 H .
AR S AT RS 25428 1 R 0 2 2 WL A A
1Y, IO XS T8 58 RACKR U, X KU 344 119 Je%
R B T U R 0 BT PR AE, R, ZE ST
DRI 3% S 7 2t AR T 9 FT LA SR RO B £ 7 5
(Slovic, 1992),, &7 7E B B py St -, R0 F
FENELE T OB P I & 1 %, 12 W
B, AT AN [7) HA f DRSS A 25 J
Rk i (e.g., Sarr, 1969; Fischhoff, Slovic, Lichtenstein,
Read, & Combs, 1978), X LEAFFE15 2] T 252 M
TR AR JRUIS0: J 26 ey JRUISS: M = 2 PR SRR, B 4GSR 1)
F R S Y B EPE S A 4 BT A i
NATTR T 0 BAGR AR BE DL AR A X 5 A 52
4242 (Fischhoff et al., 1978).,

0SB AT XS, S 42 s T AR 208 1) T A 24
B TR B 2 2%, s S 00 B RS SBR[ 40 Ry
JCHK (Jenkin, 2006), T5& Slovic (1987)% JHK R
ST TR, BRI T B ORI E -, K,
“HE A (dread  risk)” 4 B 5 240 45 KUK 1 AN T 4%
FREE . A ANZUMEMER | WENARBE R . A
FIMARNTFLUREL WG ST RERE,; M
“ R HTME (unknown)” 4 B T 32 2242 45 XU 79 T %
L . BheE E O RE . OIS SR A AR P

FOFRB A PESE . XTSRRI, REZEUA
W P A 0 2 A R 3K T R R T A R 1) S
] () A 01 Hh (%] (cognitive maps)” Hr, VT — 4
AL BREIOR s, BIVRE Bl AR XU Y DE R R R A
INZE ENAT AR TR RIS, S 1) DI P Aok s s
YRR A KBS AR AR IE, T FRRE
DRI 9 R R ok ey, SR, A bRl b AYf E
o S e T R S A R ARG H PRy ™ R
(Slovic, Fischhoff, & Lichtenstein, 1979),

T M 7% o KU IR AFF 55 v, B 2 51
KA5F] Tz H H (e.g., Boholm, 1998; Siegrist,
Keller, & Kiers, 2005; Sj6berg, 2000), Aif, T
R o KU = 02 S g D M R, TG
PRI £ 9 AL 1 4 B R AR TR TR S AR
JEME, B, X 2 28 o RS B Y I AR AT T B
PRI L EAARZE . R 2 3 AR X R i 78 o XL
WS I 5 H 0 Z AR, R Hi s RO 1 i 2 XL
i R 1 4 J¥ (Bassarak, Pfister, & Béhm, 2015).
Bl Lee 55(2010)HIBTFE H A J2 AR 124 i 28 i A
57 JER SR DX ) Al 245 75 JRU RS B i 1 R e, s
FE B 2 A 5 5k 4, PR A R, T
BRI SR N A B, R AR R —
TH45YEE; Caponecchia (2012) B4 WA AT 3%
T RIREMEAE B, R R Ol R AR 2 5 R A N
i 2% o 8 A A 0 T RE T 0 1 BT R A A A I 2%
i Gibson, Lemyre Fll Lee (2015)7; 75 46 XU Jak
UK AT A B RE B R e, R Ok A 0 XL S R
BT E AW HNTTREE . EELEEZA,
A 1AM 3 1 52 0 AR BE RN X R RE A 51T
TEPREE B UIAH G AE B . QiU vl I, AR M
78 o AU SR A F 2 1 2 70 B 3 X 2 R
R, AR ST AT RE A8 X R 28 o XURS B AT
AL, (2 H T RG22 S Rk,
0 TR 8 BN [ 118 2 132 DA Vi S5 B 28 22 o XU
VSR ORI e TR e N i O S 9 PG T
Z8 i X — R Y KRS B AT R AN E T
DRGSR 4B 08 1) PN 2, TR B 47 e 60 T 0 B
T 2 A S LS AT DY -

AL BRI 2 3 R XU R R T T e Y
W HESR 22 — (Sjdberg, Moen, & Rundmo, 2004),
Xof 7% i 2% o DRI SR HT 194 A 5 S ] R I 30 B
IR 075 i O = T IN1 = o = W 1 1 L et
PR 22 2% o KUR B R A T R AE AR 4R &
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% 25 %

U, BB T AU VA 38 Hh Y e 525 ROAR XU SRR A
= S ()R, B AAT TR S A ) A9 2 3 IR e XL s
{4 (Krewski, Turner, Lemyre, & Lee, 2012), X A] fig
A I TG ) B AR i A R 2
Ao B P AR M TC B B 55 =, fERI
AN IR AR 1 R M 2 o U AP E 22 S 2 05, o0
PRI S A T R R, TR AR LR M SR AR
TE5 2 Rk 2 R (M5 BOR IR . IRIE . #H & H4T
SEYA S A AR ELAE T, kPR S m IR  B i FRG AR S
SR 2 o XU 1.0 BRAIL A o
22 XHWIHEiP

Br T OIS, FEATBMI 20
LA ST T XU IR [m) B, T 2 b g 1> AT UK
RN SOk . R ARBE . SR I
S5 (e.9., Kaptan, Shiloh, & Onkal, 2013).,
A2 2= AT, KU AT 5 vk R R A
T AR B SCARFE IS (cultural theory of risk) ., XU )
SCAREIS A R, SR 32 A 2RI 3K By i ] A S —
PR B 3, o T 45 S v IR A JRUISS: o7 2445
#| # L (Douglas, 1985), MILMAIRE, ik
R RN R RS B g A IR T AR A R I
ALk AR (AN B UM R AT L R R IR, MR
Ab AL SRR BT IL S A T SO0, B SC Al 25 TR GE T
AN BT (Dake, 1992; Wildavsky, & Dake, 1990).
faf o UF, SCAR BRI I g A i Ak 1 AR B2
FE 2 (B L2 R S Al AT T XU B R A7 A 22 e 10
[X 2% (Douglas & Wildavsky, 1983; Rayner, 1992),

AR SO B L, PR AR T
A (UL KU B0 A O, 3 A AN R AN (EDUL 0 1
AT 25 A 5] 14 XU S 40 (Dake, 1991, 1992), #f%
8 Dake HY SCALANE LSSt K5 HEAA 23 1 i
& (fatalism) . 24 3= L (hierarchy) . M E X
# (individualism) 145 3= Y 34 (egalitarianism) . H:
ARG T SCE R TR AR AR, 5N 5E R
S gl oA 2 Bk A KU A T SR D R
BUBFF R BB, BEMOCHETIR L T A Sl A
AT A7 SR A IR [ R, A A 3 SCE T X XL
o ] T2 T 1 ORI i B RS T A ie

UM ) K 2% AP R O fvis ML S 2R,

TR XsF XSSy At A7 9275 TC RE y 77 (Dake, 1992), %5 T-72%
Wi 28 o = 1 S — L 0 £ Bk R R 1 XU
FofF, menT DR, SR SO NG TE  E
TR JE 25 . M 8 o5 g o SEVERIF ST E B T 31X

— 5, n Marris, Langford A1 O’ Riordan (1998)#Y
TFF 5% Hh R IS5 9% 3 SCI ThE 550 SO R 2284 25 o IR J%
HIA B IEASC, AR, HAh2H R A AR
B E L 2pnife, Bl Kaptan % A (2013)% H
Schwartz (1994) i) A FEAlH A (5 I AE by 43 AR U,
WA T W (RN 2L 32 RS IR R . 452
R AT A 05 R 3 SCXURS: S5 4R Y
TR 28 SN A BORE DG, T 48 4 A 8 X0 D) R £
1525 RN EA DG, AR F L SR A A
L5 % 21 1) 2 S SO e A AT e DA B S 2R
JRERERAMK, BT RN ESL R
FEME, LAl it 2R aL . B Y A S BT 8 H
AY(Goldstein, 2005; Peleg & Mass-Friedman, 2013),
FRUL, 2 O (B 2R 2 5 g A AT % 2k 22 i
HY RS B . IXRESR R, SCIRELS U 2 A
[ AR P A% 2R 28 o IR SRR A 7 W 3 22 S 1Y)
TR, X B R A 2 28 o KU B B
MR

Olofsson #I Ohman (2015)#47 W58t Ak
MU A S e T SCAR BRI A B AR AN, A ] 42
e WU BT SE, BR T 48 78 AR R R R R
WS N ANAT g S B AFEAE 22 S X — R 2 b, ik
BB ESCAA B UL R A Ty R E AR,
MZ IR RS I TR R, 3 — 20 VR AL B A XU
BRI AR ZE 5 o 3K — w0 R4 28 o XS JBR A1 1Y
EESCMPR A EEN AR, mH, B
WRAE, BEAELSN . FBE. k. b
P DL ER AR 2R R R, R, SR
Kol A 2% o RV BT B T 92 5 4 B R Rk A A (L
S,
23 HSBKIEZR

IR #4570 K HE 48 (social amplification of
risk framework)fi Kasperson 25 A (1988)i2 i), &
ERGIR G Fhgs . SCIRFNEGR PR 2R el BAHAE
S AT JRUBS: (9 8% . A O a5 R — W 3
Il — R ARME LI, B 5RALH .
YD) Pk o5 SO R A 2 AR, #ERTOR
BEGH /N AT 12 244 1 XSS 2% 1 (K asperson et al.,
1988; Masuda & Garvin, 2006)., #t£:Ji AHE 224 Bl
THIA I RS T A AF 5 ORI SR A TR IR Y % 4
SR U0 XU 15 R An o] 38 33 2 2% 0 4% 3 DL 5
Wi A% Y0 BB (M ase, Cho, & Prokopy, 2015),

RS ORHEE, R TR ML A
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B0 AS B 22 P RUAS T S0 M, T 7 A 1 e 5 AT g
TEAS 11 T8 BT R 1) BB 0 A A ROV PR 2, T
230l AR S KW Ok i — R e F
(Kaptan et al., 2013), fil4n3E E g 9-11" 44 & 4=
Jei, XA MR, AT 22 Mk 2
A1, PR B T 3¢ 3 g5 80 K | T (Gigerenzer,
2004), Tfi Fischhoff, Gonzalez, Lerner il Small
(2012) s B 2 11y, M 28 i SRS B AR R
(4B 22, 02 5 ) R4 28 o T 3t B ) 5 SR (n
FOAR YR | AR AN IER A SO BUR A AL
FA AR AR A BE) o 310 G 46425 17 4% 3 (Rubin, Aml6t, &
Page, 2011) . %3l % =5 74 7T % F (1915 <. (Sorribes &
Rovira, 2011) . {5 B 3¢ AY %K 1% (Rogers, Aml6t, &
Rubin, 2013) L B HAl A B 5 W (Burns & Slovic,
2007) 55 #0423 20 R 22 o KU SR o O 2 1Y
AT

RG22 5 AR 1 R R R H M, 1k
T B A R 78 o i KRS SR B e ARk, AR 2R
O 22 B4 Rt S R BRI FE I o 3 (75 % R AR 1142
i 28 o KU 1) BIF 98 B N A 23 OR B e SR AR Y
65 Bl FEA S ORAE R B AR 5 T, Burns
Al Slovic (2007)8% 48 T —A-shBMEIRL, %
FRE G b Ul B TR RV 28 & AR e, AR A
SR ERIRGE SR . W T I AR I FE TS A
B B A R R 5 RARAT N U 43 & AR 2R A
HAEH . BAAORUL, Sebr iR F ks R I
PRI, A B8 Y b T T 5 | R AR
PERREE R LT, R TS B sGem, W
FRARFEA T —F s P RS A BT A
RO T BRI A JE 3R S — A T AR
R R, R AR H B ) A i 3 e B SR e
JE T RAR Y R X — B FE R R R R B T
TE 2 p T R 28 o RUR: 1 A Rk, R T
AN TR) T At S5 RS SR T P R B, R R, R
Wi g8 o KU R RS S T At S R L 8L G
#, i 542 b & F L3k i — B AEH, B
FAEH S A=00 . BEE AR LR 0 XU R AR B . KRR,
Xof 2% i 2% o DR SRR T 119 4 2% A8 A 1 F 5 [ )l =
AR S T At 2 TBORHE SR A A BRI AR A

ARSI, XU JER AT 8 A7 A 13X = R AT
FUMESR, F e 1 2244 28 o DAL SR A I 5 401 I B 2
BROYRE S o O BRI S U 2R R O B Y
JOARL, SR RRT XU BT AT OO O B2 Y AL

FI AT IX — 77 2 S T I HE 245 1) 1 XU Je R 45 ek
o R Z B S BN R AN . SCIC BRI Y REAR
WA T Ao g, BHATA S sk
TR SN (L 55 2 T A X 228 262 o XU SRR R R 4 7
FRTF 5 S AR PR T ik — JELAEL T XU, A 2 A
BB T AL R A, AR TR R
RSP AN E S SR I AP S LA sz 3u
R AFTEZ R R A, 2255 Hu PR X
S A (R, R DU 3 = R R AE 2L
EFER, MR T —M I . BN 58
MRS, xSRI, HHes
REAE L HI A0 BE K, St e . s X =l
A, LA BBz h.

3 FmEER

A KU B Z B Z R e, &
J, R 2 i S0 AR O AR B 28 th Y 2 A% R,
BRI R P A A R XS (R B —ERAEH, #
Mg AT B UG B e, AT S 22t 28 i
HEBMEZESINTE, B S RHE 2 mE]
AT B KBS BN &, JOF BLBR TR FETAh, A
G TR, 15 26t 4 2 X7 IR JR o A A i
HIFEIN o SCHE BT AR IR A 28 5% e 2244 25 o IR
SR R 2
31 HEEZR

PR A R 2% o AU SR R A A
o RUHiZ8 o 0 kA i A AR B e, (45 X
W HEFAEA EEEE I ANIET D, A8
28 M AR T iR 22 M 28 i 3 F (Ben-Zur, Gil, &
Shamshins, 2012; Holman, Garfin, & Silver, 2014
Silver, et al., 2013) . A A4 R 36 2 5 R Ak g 2 i
e KU B0 A B R B 5% (Guasti & Mansfeldova,
2013), 5 M) 2% 2 o XU J 0 IO O PR 2R
A BEURIRGE R | AR T SR R AR TR
HEIE.

IR A 4 AT 23 %o 2R 2 o DR SRR A Y
20, 4N Rubin 25 (2003) M58 & B, S E 5L
BRAMELREM A, BosRF 22 E 3,
A, HZ AR IS . AR 1A A0 R B T A
B B B S W AN, A2 5 B A4S (00 2
Wizt & AT ReME A FN Al . Nellis 1 Savage
(2012) ) —TRLAF 5% B0 - B i TR 28 T 5 B iR
Bz, sl 8 oo 2 22 o 1w
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REPE LB, T ELIA Sy S5 A AL 2 SRR 30 B A 22
18, SR T, Cui, Rosoff F1 John (2016)HAIF 5T 45 51 &
B, 5 A A XU % g DR 3R R 2 i A A
R AR CETHEUTRE), A 2R 22 &
AR . X E Z R A I AP JE, SEER
e, KA G AT DL AN A R 2 2 o ) XU SR
— 5 P B AT A AR A0 XU Ay 3 O R
SRMTIZ AT B AN 2 b A2 T R S T AN (A A5 e
AL WL, e AR R XU 2 R Y
SINHRL AR, A AR ) 1Y) BUR X RS A 22 4 Y 48
FEBe S W R R XS B E R H E 2 —,
X — g A ik — LR 5

B 7 RGBSR AL, A R 2 o 2
TR B SR MEAR FE 2L, Wood %5 A (2012) i fifF 58 &
TR, I B A 1) A SR 2 52 T RS A 1) XU 2R
5 40 55 2 XU S 1) i B PR A LG, 4 T8 4R nT
POANISE RUS LR SR €I IINERP OIS L I )
WA E S F B, 54h, 911 kAT,
Xof A% Lo A (W F) P S 7T B o — A R R AR XL
G B A S (Ul mer & Sellnow, 2002), i |
ARG A, BUEEE R W AEERE, B9
ZEHENEE,

TR 28 A Y R AR T R RGN
ok, i H R T AR S R AN ) S A 2
R T RIS Bk A, MR E R, Bk
MEFE, TEXFERIEIET, AATR A0 HI e 2
MR TR, PR, IR R T B A5 AR R 5
S B A A4 XU RS 8% %0 (Veil, Buehner, & Palenchar,
2011), W2 RYBFFEERTT T RO A4 15 4 7 X
5 R AY O & (e.g., Bronfman & Vazquez, 2011;
Knuth, Kehl, Hulse, & Schmidt, 2014), X SLHF 5% %
B, R AR A JE DR T 0 £ A R R e I SRR )
BRI K % 2 —(Keller et al., 2012), {&fZ (B T]
Al 23 T B0 i Y KU 2% (Sparf & Ohman, 2014) .
RGO R, I REEEAmAEE, R
FAMAHIE R EIR, L AE R XU B0 (Wachinger,
Renn, Begg, & Kuhlicke, 2013), Luhmann (1979)
AL A5 LV S S B B A R, A 1R AT = AR AE
AN E PR RO PRI T BRI AR I8 . IR S AR S
RN, iAb, v E AT R AR AT e A R ARAH R B
I Al OR A e B XU R X A7 SR, TR b v 1 A
FIE A5 AR A b, 2 ik DXL AN T 7 2 1) R SRR 37

32 MRER

MMABE R AR . ZEERE . BA L R
23 1l AN A5 ) X PR JB% R ) S T ] R IS R R i)
% (Mumpower, Liu, Stoutenborough, & Vedlitz,
2013), {HA1H #3152 A sk B R i /R A (Wachinger
et al., 2013), 7ERMMIZE o 9 KU BN i 55
R ZHEBRE . KUFIWALLAEERSD
FERBWIZEN T Z R

T5E, EMOTE, MR EE R
ZER AR R UL — 3, FR R MR T =
XU 8% (Burns & Slovic, 2009), 4 : HF58 &,
Pk R B MR AR L, 1 2 R R B i B R 3 B
H Y5 R (Kaptan et al., 2013), B4 WF5EH ER,
FI B AL, D R Ed R A TRt .
A AE PR A 25 0 (9 R 2 8 v, T A B
7 % R B S L % (Gibson et al., 2015), Sutton,
Robinson F1 Farrall (2011) %Rt nl DL UL Ay
I B L o frAE X 22 5, Mifi14gih, SZcpkALt,
T R 3k R H Bl b S A0 R I A 32 B TE R A2y
FEJ7e Wt Rul, B\ B X A B e =
H R 4 S Z B 2 & 7, 2ok
AU AL, I, A MR LM ) AR
FIHMCN &I 220, BB REERIN, H
M, FECT AT LR BN Lo B T R
I SR

HEZHEKFTE, ZBEEREBREHA,
o7 X S e B R g, TR A DA Ry R 22 o R
ATREPE . SRS L A B2 2R W ) R
£ 3 AIK(Gibson et a., 2015), 7E 2003 4F4f X 4124
R —IAE BR, BIRMZEEKEEFEE
DAL 5 JE% G RN B 5 1 2R 4R Y — > (B & (Boscarino,
Adams, Figley, Galea, & Foa, 2006), %4k, 7EMA
0 — I SRR g v, A9 A BEAL I 5 1Y
Jiik, AT 2081 HFIRAHIER 16 % DL Y
R, 25 R T SR K22 P A ATAE L,
WA e 22 At IE FLEUE 19 A XU 8% 50 B 5 (Stevens,
etal., 2009), ik, ARG LR Z B E R
BNNOEBEA R UM RT G108
BLI, 32 20 T8 B R 1 XU R0 1) 25 55 1T e 2
R 52 0E 1R T )5 W0 35 A S AT 25 5 (Lee
& Lemyre, 2009), 4Nz #H MM, XFEBUM
{14 15 AT P2 & LB 25 (Gin, Stein, Heslin, & Dobalian,
2014), X B & PER T A E AT B, XU JER A
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k2 I (Sparf & Ohman, 2014)., %4k, WA BF5E
# (Lazo, Kinnell, & Fisher, 2000)i\ Jy 3% #( & FL
P38 A, T BB R AR R T, NI B & KU
SR BRI

WA KU ST S e, AR5 AR T
IR T GBSO (e A A AR X AT 1 XU SRt
i Lee #1 Lemyre (2009)Y#F 5845 5, ST URA
TR 3] 1) IRV &2 m] e S AR OG, TR 55 6F
R 28 o 2B A FE DR R B 522 M 56 o Mumpower
25 N (2013) 1) AFF 52 o, 3% W e A 5 860 381 119 22 A 2%
dr T R R fE R Pk S A G . k4h, Gibson A A
(2015) I 58 A0 S 48 T AR 5 31 o S8 B IR AR RS
i 28 o AU R 5 e, T R SR TR TRDBCA Y
AR FE B S B . A IO AL Re S T
AR . 2B AR m A AT B A TE 2 1015
SRR T (Gin et al., 2014)F1 5 5 19 1 %) 55 BE %
(Gibson et al., 2015), M i TAK A RUBSL IR o

WAL, Gt A T 20 D7k XU J A A 5 i)
AR CEIFA -, FERIEW )
I S—, WMIE R, Ser kA i &5 K
Bz RN 22 )2 B A DGR UM O, TR ES IR IF A
—%((Knuth et al., 2015) . Terpstra (2011)%4 £:45
SE A B A i 8 D IR B 1 1 B ) RT BB AR T
AL S R, JeRT & D R F R Kk
RS2 B PR IR, DR J e g 2 e v, A R X 47
AWEAE T BT R T AR RS 4, IR4%k
B 2 3 28 0 AN 23 55 R oA Sk 1 A v 1149 RS
SR B, SRR L, RO AR I 22 D R e
o HA B AR AFTES I (Knuth et al., 2014),
AT R BA R ICE AR A TR & 5, AU
of 33k Fifp B 2 AR g XU SR P AR S ], TS SR
M) 3] XoF JHE At 28 S5 1R 1 XU AT, 140 Kellens,
Zaalberg, Neutens, Vanneuville fll De Maeyer (2011)
WF5E R 28 7 3 RIR I, S 23 52 et 7K XL R %
;T A R K IO 28 D e N 2 7 A Y ik K
& F KRB o ARad, WA AFSE o A R TR,
In Blum, Silver 1 Poulin (2014)B4#F5¢ & 3, it
SERTL T T MRS A A B M A T S, AR R
R APEFAF (AR RG2S . ARKE L B IO
DL K AR R ) #45  BE fe 1 XURS: B, S T 1
PEAEVE 2 5w i s A . SOk, Tk
1% 28 13 5 KU R 1Y 06 JR AN I, TCiR R i e
B4 HR A B A A L 7 A R W 1 30 B A A R B A R

KT H— L RR
33 B4

i 286 KU A PP AR A 0 25 7 5% 0kl (Freimuth
& Hovick, 2012), iz b HoAf K F 4k 5
T4 I R Dl B, T Lk eI g R R R AR
SRRl F1, 50 F R AT R 28 o R R AT
RN, T RERE WUE i — A Ak s fE . filan
Rz w8 o A R . ZMEFEE 05 1S
4% (Lerner, Gonzalez, Small, & Fischhoff, 2003), i
T LA 2 R A 4 X KU DA A S OB 7 A 5 T
(Loewenstein, Weber, Hsee, & Welch, 2001; Slovic,
Finucane, Peters, & MacGregor, 2004) , & T 4% I
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Public risk perception of terror attacks

LI Kai; GUO Yongyu; YANG Shenlong
(School of Psychology, Central China Normal University; Key Laboratory of Adolescent Cyberpsychology and Behavior,
Ministry of Education, and Hubei Human Development and Mental Health Key Laboratory, Wuhan 430079, China)

Abstract: Risk perception of terror attacks refers to assessments of the likelihood, potential impacts, and
subjective feelings of terror attacks. Unlike the study of other risks, the hazard of terrorism by its very
nature is manmade, making it difficult to determine when, where, and what type of attack may occur. The
purpose of the present paper is to review three main frameworks which have been proposed to study risk
perception of terror attacks, namely, the psychometric paradigm, cultural theory, and the social amplification
of risk. Then, key factors influencing humans' risk perception of terror attacks were reviewed, including
media, individual differences, and emotions. Based on this research, the paper concludes that further studies
should try to develop standard tools to measure the risk perception of terror attacks, and investigate the
mechanisms behind the risk perception of terror attacks. Just as crucial, research specific to the context of
Chinais necessary.

Key words: terrorism; risk perception; the psychometric paradigm; culture theory; the social amplification of

risk



