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[Abstract]
pendence on system—justifying belief and the underlying mechanisms during the rapid development of the epidemic. Meth-

Objective: The present study constructed a moderated mediation model to examine the effect of system de-

ods: 1,562 adults took part in the survey. Questionnaires measured system dependence, system justification theory, attribu-
tion of responsibility, and risk perception. Results: The direct effect showed that system dependence would accelerate sys-
tem—justifying belief. Attribution of government responsibility had the suppressing effect in the relationship between system
dependence and system—justifying belief. The risk perception played a significant role in moderating the indirect effect of at-
tribution of government responsibility. To be more specific, when risk perception was high, system dependence would attri-
bute more responsibility to government, and the indirect effect in the relationship between system dependence and system—
justifying belief would be significant, but when risk perception was low, system dependence would not predict attribution of
government responsibility and the indirect effect would not be significant. The moderating effect of risk perception cannot
be found in the direct effect of system dependence. Conclusion: Higher dependence of the public on the system can
strengthen the system—justifying belief, and when the public perceives a higher risk, the system dependence will weaken
the system—justifying belief by increasing the attribution of responsibility to the government.

[Key words] COVID-19; System dependence; System—justifying belief; Attribution of responsibility; Risk perception
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