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BRHEEENERREREIXRNTHN

EHE? & !
(PR 2 B * BRI 5 A R BT B, K 401331)

H OE ARXABRLEMEREZENFIFANXRZ LS, BWAARGERRMY, AAA_FLEZ, KA
SHERE, SR G HRATE 44 SRR R(46 ATk LA AL VE R AL AR R AT M. BRAI: ARG
B MG RZEERFTHABETEFREEME(=0.27,95%CI=[0.21,0.33]); —FiaXBES AT T
Fo XA BRI IA T, AR 2R . B RAAE AN FIE AR W & RS G FAT AN ST Ym, &R
MFEFTRRGARER AR TFEOER R4 B EAER G FE, RN RARB KRS, £
W Ak BAZ 838 FAT A AR LA ARG, AR B =BT A BB J7 Mk 5T VA3 E - W) 4548 Ak 3 I &
TR KA A B KRB RBAR T, T BB X 09 W &4k A4S B3 TFAT A

EEIA AR, MEREENT, ZHEREA, oM

SES  Bs49; G201

1 3]
Ve R 4 00 T SRS AT I, (e B £

F47 M (Health information seeking behavior)/&>
A SRy AR A BREAH DG A B (AN « 25900 | (R4 TR
B 47 M i 3l (Lambert & Loiselle, 2007), 244~k
BT B PR T R — R A1) S AR DG 1 15 B,
UGS, B A W il R AR B ST k. it
2204, 5 BIEEEARN KRR RS T AR
R R 5 B R K (Zimmerman & Shaw, 2020),
IR RS AR T ERE . B B HARMA
B {5 B 3K MU 742 (Morahan-Martin, \2004; Powell et B I T T 4 SR P 5
A, CRo A, My DA ik 010, ARRAHTS
BT NEEEDARD = TR, e BRI RITER(Cao o

al., 2016; Deng & Liu, 2017; You & Cho, 2020); 73
FERISE, RN A MRS e gt s SRR R S EOE
T HRAT R ) (Hassan: & Masoud, 20205 g o s f 1480 5147 Jy £ 2 305 6 22— (Patel &
Dowse, 2015), #&T, WAMREIRAFSLE R, &6
ArfFeT & B H IRAL BRSP4 R RS B AT R

ek B AR: 2022-05-12 ({0 556 R IR B (Lu et al, 2007; Oh, 2016;
* PRI A 1R T H (CSTC2021YCIH-BGZXMO0194); T Sun & Jiang, 2021)8% §HIC (Hall et al., 2015:

PR35 1 24 e i 5 A BT 1B 3642 (CQUSIC2022007)

il

Santana et al., 2011), #&TM0, & YA E H 1K M
AR, SR R ABGA R 105112, {AAE
SEITAPHBERE 3 12, U MEREERN
28.5% (P EBEBEM S E T, 2022), K8 WH
/D gk R AR UL B A S AT TE D4
B Uk, B FE A0 e 42 2F 2 A 32z 4 FH L E 0 48 - fit
FRAE B G R A AR FK AR TR X,
T D58 XT3 10 23 AR P 4% il e A 248 547 0
FIFHC R ZRIT TR 28T . X Z AN
TR S TR W 28 A 1) P 285 fit B4R B 48 F4T
Sk, e A IR R A A {4548 SRS R

v, Muturi, 2020; So et al., 2019), ZHAFHFIINR 2
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TR . PR RS BB AT il B A DB i fdt e XIS
BANEHEZE MW, AR R REE R
I AZ MRS EE ., Sk, CHF
FRTF A RELARIER S 45 {8 e {5 B3 ST A A
FRAZEMN-0.10 B 0.71 ¥WEMRE, —HMHX
KREFMMCRBEMAERKESR ., B, A
AL BRI S MR R A B AT AR R R
T, S22 BIREARRE . AR R . WE T
BAERNKRRZM, X8R EEA fF ik — 25T,
T, AT PRSI G, 15T A
HERR I 4510, AR A 040 B 7 3R B FRAL
RBP4 RR A B AT MR, DI g
F ZFHRRMTTEER, It WARR A A
) Do 4% R B4 S AT A AR A — M PR T 4R S .
1.1 BERMERNBSNE

FI FR A4 8 IR (Self-efficacy) & 46 14X 5 1 1
& B AR T e T MR AR, AR AL BL
AT R i)l (Bandura, 1977; Bandura, 1997), H
AR AL TG 4 2 A TR AL B 8% (Task-special self-
efficacy)Fl— % H F 3L BEB%(General self-efficacy).
T HRBEEIIE N, EEAFIESE LS T,
NETHFENRRET 27 0], ARBAEEEA
X 58 iR 8 AR 55 TR B O I B R AE S R
(Bandura, 1997). 5%¢5E H RBARRIEAH L, FRo-0F
FENIA NSSAFEAE RIS (RIS SR 5% X B4
B B — % E FR AL (Chen et al., 2001; Schwarzer et
al.,, 1997), X Fh— 9 [ 3885 A B A i
Job 2 A BT RN 2R U8 0 BT AR A I AR A, 2

—PARRE M . AR BEE 3R AT 55 AR A AR
J&J (Sherer et al., 1982),

[l o STk & B, T I 4% fe R £ B S B
T, 4R A IR AR T AL EE P4 H B AL RE
faERE B Rk . () I 1 2% 1 FRAL g Jk
il Eastin Al LaRose (2000)JF %, = FE{50)
8 A IT (AN 3R A5 O foff T B 30K o i £ B8 ) 1T
Al A~ A0 LA FH I ) 58 A4 AT 55 1 2 PR i
FIWT; Lee 55 A (2008)F & [ e 1 Fe sk Rk it =
B S AR A A (Cn 3% AR {7 A X 3 i fl A AR
WA RZ M), T T IFAR A R X 45 21 19 B £ B fig
PR AN BRULZ AN, A T 30 WA R fg 15 B
WIS T2, —SiFRE I & T 18 Egom A
TR R B K (Lorig et al., 2001) JAE F Fo Rk AE Ik
1 (Wolf et al., 2005)% . sl A o6 — ik [ FRALRE
BRI Sherer %5 A(1982)4m i, 1% £ AL H
17 AN, F B AR E TR . TR T
DA K T %ot R X 0 R e R BB 15 s B R o
Iz — i F IR i T H &2 B Chen %%
A (2001) JF & i) NGSE 4t 3% (New General
Self-Efficacy Scale), ZERME 8 I, Hk
WA E A 2B T 0 — i A IR A BE B
A, Schwarzer il Jerusalem (1995)JF & i F T
TR VIR P EAR R — M A R R R R,
02 B ) 2 i 1Y = % Z — (Schwarzer et al,,
1997). % 1 FIH T A IR ABEER A DU & 1 m) At 3%
(e

®1 HERUEEBEHNEMEIIAREER
DA B g (=4 fieS 4 AN 2
FiE A AR Eastin HI o0 2% ) FR A A AR AN O I AR O R 25 AR AR R AN BE,

(Task-special LaRose (Internet self-efficacy)
self-efficacy) (2000)
Lee 45(2008) {5 F Fxk A&k
(Health self-efficacy)
— % A AL HEI  Sherer % GSE 75
(General (1982) (General Self-Efficacy Scale)
1f-effi
self-efficacy) Chen % NGSE %
(2001) (New General Self-Efficacy
Scale)
Schwarzer fl  GSE i
Jerusalem (General Self-Efficacy
(1995) Scale)

TEMRATUES MRS TS BOE A2 o) 5 5 £ RE,

ZH5TLIIE, TRg GRS

AT A CAERRAEBEAE X A SRR A R R, BE
S ANGE IR H AR, 55 0 itk i etk
AAX A CHRAALEN SER T AR, SEBHE bR, R0 R,
THOLRRE R (5 & DX 25 T 45 B £ 0

AKX A ORI SR EAR, mXTAEML, R R ER
BE S5 B 7 AR B (R

RUMEEE R NES

XA OB A A A
il 2% ¢ 19 i ) s 1
RS IIBES IS &

fil R R R 55 R B, AR S B
HARBBE T, Ak 258 K 11 89 fiE
J1, SRR 25 115 00 55
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MBS NERE, Fre BRI —# A
35k B R T i ik 15 B AT 45 22 S 0N B g )k
HEEZE;, AR E, SRR EER
it T it 0 B9 50 35 G 1 A E 1 1 TR R R AR
AU RS0 — M 1 R 85 R I a2 3T LX)
S AERR AR B AT I R (&0l 4%, 2020,
Sun & Jiang, 2021); ISR FRE, AR
KBRS [ TR AR I L — B [ TRAL AR K R T A
TN 1 5 U 55 AR AT R B, T —
I FRACAR IR T LT AS R A — B 0 1) BN A
fia] Al P T, & B B )2 (Chen et
al., 2001; FiE#) 45 2004). 28 BTk, BRERE
A 3R AL BB B — B 1 TSR R A A e L
TR R et B5OR AR — 25 5, (A% I AH FAR
7r, R T HIRBEE I E 2 B S
1.2 MEBREEEEITANHEEMNE

I 2% A A I8 4 FAT R SR A AR S T LR
IR T T J — 2R 9 5 fg B AH G (5 898 S s 30 .
[0 JB5E LA A AF DG AR 5T 4 B, P AT 5 3 5 ek
EARNE SRR, BIARAK 3L
SR VPAL LI 45 FE A5 84 ST o (DI F BT
38 T ) S A Aol R P4 (R A R
) BEAR R, 40 Deng A1 Liu (2017)i@ 53 3 ARSI
D A A A Ak S A e B B S . ()1
AR o — 2 3 5 ) 36 2R BORE 3N B 114 1)
Al EMS B8 SR, 1 Renahy 25 A (2010)% i
) B BT R (AEad 25 12 N H L, A
I o 48 2R fe R AR B sk A MR A 2527, A —
T DU 2 S SR R i BN O A R — B TR] B Py
B X 2% fdt B B 38 T-AF 4 (Hong, 2006; Rains &
Tukachinsky, 2015), (38 F-£:07 . RN &
T.EL.fl1 Kontos 28 A(2014)JF %, Z#RA& 124
R, T A A A A 3 2 Bk ) Tk
FEMRED . N ik =R R bk E, BHAalA
O I 246 Ak A 248 AT S I A 8 2 AR
MEFRAE M ARG —, W T B o, 2T
LA I A Y T 246 B A BV SR R -2
T35 [ 00 AR 1 90 45 fe B £ 98 - B I 7
SRR TR I I 25 SR A D T R D, =28
FEBR I 1t BORA R — 2B SR
1.3 HEUSBBREMEREEEEITHINXER

A FIRALAE IR W 45 fd R A B8 ST %
RIWIGT BB =M 5 — RS A

IEAEG, HFRALRE RIS A 00 25 {a e 17 S48 ST
BTN R A RO P AR
FAOGHE, A FRAKBRIEAS 23 0S4 1Y 0 238 i i 15 5
1 FAT R BT B ATy G
FRAEAN ) XU 1K -2 52 BEAS ] D o) B9 AH A
AR A TE g KURS KT, FRARE RS )
2R AR A AT O R OG

S — TNy A FRACRE IR 9 2% i R A B
AT RAAAE R E IEMC KR . 1988 4R,
Rosenstock %5 A K [ FAARIR I R 51 A @ (5 &
BR3P AR A Sy 325 RE 8RR ™
PE BN D B L A g PSR R R S 3[R e
ARAE AT M AE (Rosenstock et al., 1988), HRIE
AR SRR, 2 AR H o A 35 v il 2 g HEAR
KRR, HA Y MARERE] B O AR (B Fesae
o I T I £ R BR S AT A 2 i — 2P SR B
AT 3 K 4 3 B 5 fd BE (Champion & Skinner,
2008). TEEIKRITEEE T, o THE SRS B i
EAR PRI RERE . B0 R AR B AR 2 Pk
(Swire-Thompson & Lazer, 2019), /& H XA HEEK
IRV B AR 1 RE W SN ARUR 3 R X &2 A 48
1E55, %501 vi IR4E -3 72 o 38 2 19 Bk B (Hong,
2006), M\ BE Z 77 A BR A 1 IO 2% i S £ L 5K 30
Hl(St.Hilaire, 2016), Wi Ul, XA B AL
ARJERKCT- 8wy, AT B 3 e Bk 1 3 B
G R RE BN s, I EA TSl BT
TR AR b ) FH 190 248 - 1 B i i 19 et BRE £ B (Cao
etal., 2016; Deng & Liu, 2017; JA¥:T %%, 2022),
55T I, AH S [a] R ) BIF AL 48 K B A FRAL
RIS RE A% 1T (] TUIN 190 £6% ekt B 5 1248 47 4 (Arrif et
al., 2020; Mou et al., 2016; Yang & Wu, 2020), 3%
T ZHMIEMEXKER.

S AL AN R H TR ASRR IR I 4 fd BR A S
WML CRZARE . R T L EHR
(Comprehensive model of information seeking)iA 4,
R AR R CRrAE AN P 1T A A i B A
B FIRBE R R, AR (R
SHRSNE R HA R R EEw, HIFASEH
2R ) 4 3 547 A (Johnson & Meischke,
1993). 7E 2815 B A% TG, HH SCHE [l 1T 5E 32
R 1R B8 S AR AU, BT R B A FRAL
AE RS I 25 R AR B AT WA G R A 3
(Lu et al., 2007; Hale, 2011; Sun & Jiang, 2021), 1H
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KWFFEINH, NHEGTR R E ST 5. s
b 57 ) LG 9 2 AR E A R L AE SR 8 AR T
o] 2% { R {5 248 ST (9 D SE X K (Hale, 2011;
Oh, 2016),

S RO SN A FRACRR IR 19 2% e RRE A B
AT R R RIEATRAME, —H KRIEA
IR S 7K - 2 52 AN [R] 7 1) A e o XU J2%
SIS Eﬂi;’é(Risk perception attitude framework)i)\
Sy DRSBTS MR TSI A T S e o S ) 52
MR R, A IR IR S AT R YOG 2R 2 B XU
B B 5% (Rimal & Real, 2003), AHESZIEHFSE
B, UK XU IR SRR, B FR AL RE
JERAT LT i) R0 A AR 17 o0 5% fit £ 948 - SR
1720 B S XU B A s i, B 3Rk
BRI 19 S i 2 B0 St R A 745 B4 -
igh(So etal., 2019), HrFITIAN, HA AL 7R
“rr AR ARRLRE R L, TR R R
O EAE I, O HD B o R O 2 (R A R
{14 77 2R D2 fife ok SE A pEUER, DT 7 A 5 B 114 fekt B
FEIE I AL, N, YA A FRACREROK
G, 0 4 felt BRE A 5L 4% 547 O BT B3 € (Turner
et al., 2006),

g5 bR, o — U A B A R A 1Y
PSS, HAS R T 2 8O Sk ] Fn g 1] F 58 1)
#:56: (Cao et al., 2016; Deng & Liu, 2017; Lim et al.,
2011; Oh et al., 2013; Yang & Wu, 2020), 145
o 60 5 = b WL 5 AV 5 T ¥ A AE 2 R G
e, —J5 i, AR B S LR A AR Y HG
HEALR 5 A FRARE RS 0 28 (e BR A B4 170
5 1E M 3G 3B AN AH 2 1Y 56 HIF 45 2 (Rains, 2008),
BB BIF 5T LA Ry I S BB A H IR A5 B b 1) A
T B AN K BAE (Hartoonian et al., 2014); 5—J7
T, PR T DR R 285 B HE A 2 5 0 2 2 AR
R E f AR L (s SE 15 2O 1048 AT R, e
RET AT Ry 18 S 8, A RO A A i) — e ik
@R AR B4 FA7 8, Wik A 1k — 22 % UE(Zhang
etal., 2020), T, ASCHM B 1. [ RAGEE
TR 0 4 A B AR B ST M AR AE IE AR G
14 BEUERENEREREEESITAXER

AT EE

JCA AT AR R R E TR PR, —
ESH VDA TTA ISR, RS H 5ARHRAM
KR R R BEFE (G N, Bhdk7E, 2020), —J7

T, #h2 SoAb 2 X AT A% 25 F0 45 A&7 AR S,
IR EE AATIAT (B 55, 2013), DATEAROCHE
SRR I A IRA B R SRR G B AT 4
Z AR b AL 22 SO Y52 0 (Bandura, 1986; Yi
et al., 2012); 5—Jyidi, MLHTHIC/HIHFTEINN,
FEAREAE FIARE A& 0] 5 i ] R B He S A8 B 2
[&] () A 56 5% & (Eisenberg & Miller, 1987; Wang &
Goh, 2017), HIt, ARICHAN B 15 AL AL . 3C
T SR E AR SR R E &R, K
ACRFAE 2 T8 04 M 5 R0 B f IR G PR 2, A
HE7 IR Z Y B RS RN P 45 i A B Y
MR E & .
141 XHER

A S AR E SCSCAR T 525 S5 T RE R I
FFR AL RE RS 45 il B A5 R 1 AT MK &R .
Bandura (1986)%/~, HRMAEAE—CREE &
FEO A, R AAE & TR 2 A2 S0fk
ZEFMAFAE . 28N, BAAEE L
SCARTT B0 28 AR FR AL K -2 v T
A B T SOCA T 5 AR (Abn et al., 2016;
Mabhat et al., 2014; Schwarzer et al., 1997), — i
EWFE LB, AR E U m i E &R, A
AYRBIERT AN AR HINT 3R A AT R 25 Y
T Be B T AR FE SRR 1] 1 E 4K (Cho &
Lee, 2015). SuLFEIm, WA TR AR EE L
AR P00 248 it AR A8 A7 A [ A AE 5 SOk 22 52,
TE AR A SCSCA D 1) 19 LK, 2 AR 1 I 4% i e 4
SR AT A 5 A 3 SCSCAR AR ] 14 [ AN R A
[i](Morahan-Martin, 2004) . J& T 1lt, A SCHE R %
2: OIS FUE T B IR ALRE R 0 4 e R A S S
TTRmoeR, BRSSO )
ZH ARG R B
1.4.2  FEARFFE

PE AT BESEZ Wi F TR AL RE RS W 2% A e £ B4
FATHIIRFR . —JriH, H IR RS A g B
1R B AE e 22 7, 5 A, AR
AE 2% X 2o M T A B A7 4 /Y IE [ 52 R 5 R
(Poomsrikaew et al., 2012), ZV: H & RIMEREIT A
T Bl XA T Ao ) 4 44 S0 R A 2 A B
M-t LY 58 1 O 155 (Jaafar et al., 2017). % — 7 i, %
Xl 3R 10 B Akt B A JEL 1) 25 B e 5B PR S
SRV (Bidmon, & Terlutter, 2015), AT 6 %9 45 fa B
{5 848 S0 S i B 5 F 5 Pk (Lagoe & Atkin,
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2015; Manierre, 2015; X785, TR, 2020). LA
DEAREI, S AMERTE H A 0% A 38 ) R ) B
A% BE B R 09 LA A D0 A T R feff P R I
ARBUERAE B . LTIk, ARSCHR B 3. R
A AL AR RS W g @ S B ST N R R,
BRI, iR, MR T,

T3 74 fe B R 5 TT B 23 2 i 1 FR AL R IR S
AR RRAE B FAT NN R . — O E, B A
5 R R0 B G R R I ) 0% fiR R A B 98 AT R
FEAE 5 25 5, SR A 2 00T 2 1 ) P ) 5% 4
R MRS R, JERIR S 5 7 4 Mg 2 i
(Baumann et al., 2017; Houston & Allison, 2002;
Nikoloudakis et al., 2018), 5 —7J5ifi, TEBEHEA
e A IR AR IER I A E LR B IR AR Y
B TR M RRURK b 3 5 45 2 R AR IR AR B T
JB E Ffd B B (Kim & Yu, 2010; Yoo et al.,
2011). Wl Eul, 76 H WA WE T, BT RREIA
TE A P 4548 T R A S AR i T R,
AP FE ORI A B RE, B TR SRR IR I 2%
it {5 B A% AT S 1 A DG M T Rl 2 v T Md R R
T, ST, AR AR 4. B RREIR 0 A
B IR RS M 2 (s B AT M C R, B
W, ERREMRT, EMAHE R T,
1.43 WEIEHR

I TR AR IR I R AR AT BB 23R B FRALRE
M G B FAT MR, FE B R
BENSH, EARERAES T, ANET30
TEMBRET 2075, Wik, AFEM E IR
XFAMARAT by 9 T B Al 23 K [R] (Bandura, 1997).
CAICHHT R, — M [ IR AR RE H AL
AEJER e 1% 5 T A FRALRE T A RO B B 1Y
KRN %F,2019), fEF B IO, MR
KL 452 2] [ FRALRE IR L — i A TR AL AR T A
P 1 I 2% 2% 2 {5 848 547 S 1 00000 R R O
(Ding & Er, 2018), ILAb, AHSCHEITIA K BLAEHE H
IR AR BRI I 2% 1 A AR Rk T 45 fE A B S
TR B AH 56 26 RAE AT E 24 57 (Lagoe & Atkin, 2015;
Lee & Hawkins, 2016), T, AR HRE 5
F TR AR IR 1t 4R BRI T 1 TR AL AR IR ) 2% ik
R SITNHXR,

Do 245 i A I8 48 47 O 1 0 et A 1T RE 23 0
5 H IR P A R AR B AT M OE R
T B B SCHR K B, P 4 R A B ST O

&
ab
He

SR bR AE RN B AR KA S, A OGRS
I 20 AR Y ) 45 4 B £ B 4% 5 (Deng & Liu,
2017; Lin et al., 2015), 5% 545 (Bernadas &
Jiang, 2018; Cao et al., 2016), @it F45
(Oh et al., 2013; JH¥EF %, 2022), A[EMHEg
PRI G S5 R AA R 22 5 . STk, A
W6 LR RS DAY FAT s bR ok B 3R
RURRIER S W 25 g B AR A AT IR R

2 WARFE

2.1 X#EHKESHE

T 5, AR R SORCE A R (R R R SRR
SIS SCEUE R 7 D7 YRR 2 07 38 SR
VA PRI PR RN R 2 R PR A AR 4 B
S A O B T i R i o o AR R i 3
I OB T {5 R S B R AE B8 B R
SR B B AR R AR il R B AE SR B
R Bl S e O AR A <<l R A R
o B 245 ) B B AR R AR S B R AL E
S B IRALRE AR & STk, ek, 7R3 SCRUE
1 (Web of Science #.L>E#i J& . ProQuest \EBSCO |
Elsevier, Springer Online Journals, SAGE Online
Journals . Google Scholar)# 5§ 1r]“health/cancer/HIV/
diet/medicine/nutrition/disease/vaccine information
seeking” “search health/cancer/HIV/diet/medicine/
nutrition/disease/vaccine information” “access to
health/cancer/HIV/diet/medicine/nutrition/disease/v

CEINT3

accine information”43 Il 5 “self-efficacy” “efficacy
belief” “perceived efficacy”$& L, %R s 44 B I 2
rh A OH 2 O A 1 SCTR s Ak, ks A st U
oA 00 B 5 A7 S I S AH 56 1 1 44 B P E AT N T
e, JFAE SCHERA D B R AT SOk A A . AR
— YR SCHREE B 1] O 2022 4F 4 H 11 H o SCHRT
PRI LA 1,
22 NEEBEREITM

T 5E, AR AR oK R 45 (2019) 4 i 19 7T
A3 BT SCHR BT e T 2 28 6 BT A A 1 SCHR AT 5
WAl . PPAEFRAES . (DB E . BEALE R
2%, AEREMLIEEGT 14, KR4I 0 20 %S
ARCR, BERARCRTIE 0.9 KPL13E 2 4, A F
0.8~0.9 Z[HI3t 1 43, 0.8 LR KA AT 0 430
)il & THA NI —BPEERE . FEAE 0.8 KL
Lit 24y, A F 0.7~0.8 Z I 143, 0.7 LI Jook
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W R B FEAR A SR
P n=161%; L n=1058%

H

X n=0%; EX n="T5H

7 AA SCHR :

|

!
|

FEEFPHICH: n=610F

B AR AR AT ZHBR (V = 51653):
5 EHTSK(n = 378)

BAEBTTE (n = 43)

Y

A4

LERTFTE (n = 54)
A HABRE (= 41)

LIPS RN

fBSCHk: =94 \

Y

BB 2 SCHEBR (N = 505%) -
TR RI{E (n = 46)

Y

BAEPATCHVICHR: N=445
AR n="Thi; X n=377
GHEEASAISIREAR ;. 461N fH)

THETBE=4)

& 1

AR 0 430 (HTIGR . 90 CSSCT (%
YRR M SSCIL #IF > JbREZLHIF > 38 1
FIR ARSI RIS 2 400 14010 4%
B SGTRAREARSCIR I B4y, T 0~10 Z 00, 155
7l e 2 BH SR T s o SCRRIEAN L R ER 2 (1T
Ay BT SRR, P AR S UG TR 5
4 Kappa {E°4 0.92, AR Kappa B A9 ] Wb «
0.40~0.59 Z[H]}—HMEAf, 1£ 0.60~0.74 ZIi]Ny
FH24E, 0.75 DI B —B IR i (Orwin, 1994),
ARG H 4 0 B — B R B T R Ko

X A ) B AT SEAR B8 LA R AE AT G B
YE& . HARAEG . MRS, B A8k, ok
FEEZR X)), MR E 8. Bk p], sl
FRRBL . [ FRALRERM =G bR . ML EER (S B
M EEFEAR . SCERB R . SCERZm AN LA JE . (1)
WA SCHER R 5T A FRAL AR IR W 4% fik 15 248 =
KARMSUERF 5T, HEBRMEDIGT . LR 058 LA K
JCO MG, ()RS REA G S — K, U SR [H]

SCHRANA B

— e SCHRBL 7 Z2 Al ST BEAS, U143 3% 1o 326 4
SEGRAS; Q)BT T oM i T 1Y, sl
T LA r (R R R 2550070y F A .
SEREAS ¢ KUY ¢ B ST ER S B o2, B—TT
LEVE VA5 T B fE[r = Bx0.98+0.05 (S8 = 0);
r=£x098-0.05(8<0)(8e-0.50.5)] (Peterson
& Brown, 2005); ()& 5T AT, WEECE
YOI B 5 J AT A (5)F TRl —F 5% IRl B T
Z AR, WA=

D

\/n +n(n— 1);7”/ \/m +m(m— 1);7”[

Schmidt, 2004), %FEAAFSY o B £ ARV AE BEAT
GIF, AF— A BAREONAE o 2 P A G A
B SE R, LGRS P IR, mA&OTE
i —EME R 93%. B XF W45 H T 4 S — 5K
508, WA 53 8 AL A RS Sclk, TR
i — RS sE R, RARWIIE L 2,

(Hunter &

x2 WMAIWHERBEARERZR

fE& i:BS Bk HE  AEREL B QIR W e poald Sk

(8 RRAEAY) ES 4 N i3 (X)) Ficti I R SRR BRI TR
S0l 4 2020 0.455 204 i 20 0.46 KR AR IE fee B 10
JART 4, 2021 0.424 350 CHE 20 0.50 HSE SR 2Yi) e 10
Ik 4%, 2022 0.465 220 i 20 0.43 XSE I EE b8 3
WEMEL 45, 2021 0.519 522 CHE 20 0.35 ISE EES =9/ HAih 7
KN %, 2022 0.114 475 i 20 0.48 ISE HWIAEE HoAe 6
Lu et al., 2007 0.063 229 X 91 0.55 ISE I EE Te e 8
So et al., 2019 -0.097 927 KH 91 0.43 XSE AR AAH A 6
Cao et al., 2016 0.408 427 o 20 0.41 ISE [T fe 8
Deng & Liu, 2017 0.547 436 i 20 0.53 HSE ELES =9/ 87 8
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g%

fE& i:BS Bk HE  AEREX B QIR W R e poald Sk

(8 RRAEY) BS54 N3 (X)) EiER I EWEEERE SRR BRI TR

Oh et al., 2013 0.220 291 B 91 0.32 HSE I fa e 8
Basnyat et al., 2018 0.150 990 E1)i° 48 0.71 XSE WI&m ft B 8
Lim etal., 2011 0.280 164 B 20 0.00 ISE WR&ED ft B 10
Lin et al., 2015 0.380 310 % H 91 0.40 ISE HIRE fat 8
Sun & Jiang, 2021 0.000 965 EJES| 91 0.38 HSE W3z fe 4
Pask & Rawlins, 2016 0.290 157 %[ 91 1.00 ISE HWIEE fee B 7
Muturi, 2020 -0.073 472 eS| 91 0.43 XSE ISy fa e 6
Zhang et al., 2020 0.320 522 EaEE| 20 0.50 XSE XY fa e 8
Arif et al., 2020 0.130 1000 3L 14 Kl RiRiE TR fa e 2
Limbu et al., 2020 0.126 415 HRA 76 0.00 HSE F =Y B 10
Chen et al., 2018 0.410 457 G 17 0.44 XSE WA EE R 8
Hong, 2006 0.200 84 X 91 0.39 ISE EES RN e B 5
Lagoe & Atkin, 2015 0.410 245 EJE| 91 0.69 ISE WI3&m fe 8
Lee & Hawkins, 2016 0.089 224 %[ 91 0.00 HSE ESNINE S e8] 6
Rains, 2008 0.390 151 eS| 91 0.41 ISE EES =V fa e 8
Bernadas & Jiang, 2018 0.160 300 o [ 25 0.00 XSE FES B Tt 6
You & Cho, 2020 0333 1010 i 18 0.50 HSE SR 2Yi) fa e 8
Yang & Wu, 2020 0.121 1168 i 20 0.31 HSE [T fe e 4
0.098 305 e 20 0.27 HSE [T T e 4

Kanter et al., 2019 0.709 293 EJE| 91 0.34 XSE W3z 8] 10
Lwin et al., 2020 0.650 923 I 20 0.48 XSE W3z fe 8
Jiang & Liu, 2020 0.459 423 thE 20 0.51 XSE TR R 8
Mou, 2016 0.139 703 Mk 65 0.47 ISE ES =V fa e 9
Lin & Ho, 2018 0.189 321 P EAGE 17 0.32 HSE "I fa e 7
Hall et al., 2015 -0.001 201 B 91 KA XHE "I fa e 4
Wijayanti et al., 2022 0.236 1,308 Enje 14 0.41 HSE WA EE Tt 6
Dong, 2013 0.210 250 E3E| 91 0.40 ISE WI3&m fet B 7
Kim & park, 2012 0.635 728 LiES| 18 0.51 ISE WA EE HAth 8
Shuja-ul-Haq et al., 2021  0.177 393 IR VG I 26 0.58 HSE I fat 8
0.190 393 IR VG I 26 0.58 ISE 3R fat 7

ki, 2019 0.351 328 i 20 0.61 ISE EES =V fa e 7
HRIRGE, 2017 0.480 201 i 20 0.51 ISE EES =V fa e 8
Hale, 2011 0.053 1887 B 91 0.48 HSE "I fa e 2
Mancheste, 2015 0.370 61 R 80 0.25 HSE B3 2D; Hi 3
Kavathe, 2009 0.094 521 E3E| 91 0.54 ISE WI3&m fet B 6
Zhu, 2018 0.281 116 Bivh 2 79 0.42 ISE WA ERE fet B 5
Oh, 2016 -0.010 235 K H 91 0.49 HSE [ 2y IR 2

e AR T CHE B A https:/www.hofstede-insights.com/country-comparison/, H F&% it /@ 3545 —%) HSE %
AR A FRALAE R, ISE F/R M 4% [ FRAARIER, XSE Fon HAl A FRALRERR, H
oo [ IRAARIER . Y3 [ FRAAREO M R AT =R, JOTE S A — A T WAL T, IS — A —2 . Bk
fRERER S —F h, PISTE LS H ATt —ZF 0 I i T % TR 5T R AR () I G 55 RO FE AR (g B AR 4, TCok ik

i3 5 —RMOURIMFREA D B T8, YL 8 A0 i M 4518 SRR R

rh Al 1 R AR R (U — i TR BRI
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2.3 NEMANEREITME

AL ABEGE 44 T 45 DIRSLEEAR,
46 MALNIAH, 21912 Z800), EFEH TR 36 4,
SUORSC 1R, AR S 7 . Hrhrhsosg
Bk 7 0%, SESCOCHR 37 G, B TEIES B 2006~2022
A, ARWFIE Y SCHR BT R AR A S 7 Gy, AT
PRI IAE(5 43), FHirr 9 AR AE Y SCHR BT 27T 43
T BIS M, 295 MO EEE 20%, KL
HR XS T 5 45 SR 14 52 el 5 TR 1
24 RFRBEEEFRKEE

% F W 2% (Publication bias) &5 O 48 & F 1B
FEA I AR 5T B AT 51 %K 1 fii 22 (Wolfgang,
2007). F T 5 35 A 25 R T 45 5 4 % 32 (Rothstein et
al., 2005), FAANAITSY JC 1k S dAE O 22, LA KT
JRIT 53 BT BRI TE N G SCHRAS: AN 8 42 T 45 22 U5 T
HWRM =SB RMZ RS, Wi, T RiET
GIMT A RO, A ST AE SCHR I 28 i B Hh AL
AT R TI R SBGe 30, FIBEA T R
IR 2= S, — R LT & R 2 X
WA R T . A, T IR UERIFSE B m] S,
AR5 K% U 2F El (Funnel Plot) . £l %24 R
% (Classica fail-safe N)FIBT £ (Trim and Fill)2k
VAR & Rl 22 (T REE, BhwIiE, 2016).
25 EEEFESHRELE

TCA3 BT 8 2800 A8 A 3 1 2 250 A 18 0 i
HLAKO AL, [ 5 RO A5 BAR E JH T 043 17 10 4
— RIS B AR [R) Y B SO0 AE, AL AL
R E AN R AF 5 A AN [R) A4 22 52 2800, (Hedges
& Vevea, 1998). A5 R H REALAKNAR B BEAT 2%
N AG T F2 2 TP 5 T & . — T,
B FRACAR IR 1 255 BR A B A AT R Y SR
TR, A [EBEFEARME I 58 4 [F] BT A R AR gk AT
FRE; 3 — T, AN R H IR ARE B 4
B A B AT Jhy 1 DN k4 A S5 PR 3% RT RE F
MR . AN, AWF5E 08 o 5 B AS
0 o it ML A4 7 A5 AR B 4% (9 40 BEE A T SR

TERAEAL BB By, AWF 58 R HIAHOC RS r 1E
SRR AEFE AR, {4 Comprehensive Meta-
Analysis Version 3.0 #4704 3380 46 56 A1 1
TR . AR IR S (1) &S
AR o ALFE AR ST T TE AR 3 O ds
ORGSR A L . ) R AR
A, 455 1 U 5 e 4t 1 i kf BROIR 0 (8 0 TR

A HEAEAR); 1 o8 e RN e 5 A (B A ek B A1
TR BRI | 2% [ AR oA 1 T BRI, 4
20 Al AR R A7 O I B 9 AR (4 5 DI R TR
AREHMAR I TR BT EE, #
T =R ARSI AL, WIRAIDC
MVEP g g ~sAE SryitiTe SEEES S b e R
AR, DR ML 7 A 36 40 R 15 3

3 HARER

31 ERRERR

T b R, RN EBCN TP AERTE 17 B
BISI0A FYEWIM, Gk 22 4 RBEE RER W,
YHABFIER 46 WURN (AR G 25 R W3, HXT R Y
AN 36.62, W p EH/NTF 0.001, 255 HR2
BTE 6017 KK FZIIEA Geldi159 Y Fr4h R As
AR, BIAMNESSIRRBL, A 8 A
Ja, MERZRE =031, 95% CI 2§[0.26, 0.39], 45
W BIE S MRV B R = T8 IR RO (B (r =
0.27), {HFIZAUAE2Z 0.04, LU 45 R FR AR5
R 22 R AL D, 2500 B A e AR e 1k o
32 REMKIE

AT XT A BN 1 AT S B A I, A
50 SR FH B AL A0 007 A A2 A48 2, D B A T
— AT RN AT . RIRES IR, 0 BN
1036.43 (p < 0.001), P {HH9 95.66%, #Hi PP > 75%
e WIT 5% 8] LA 52 B 14 2% 5747 1 (Borenstein et al.,
2009), ZELHE S5 R F WA W 5 228 45 B B 280 A5 78
LU T 8 SO B T 538, ARG SRR R A R AY
B AT E 2% S AT e 22 8 T — S i A 8 & T4,
PRI M A 00 B AT R 280 43
33 EHMIE

SR I B AL I B TR A 1 1 R 3k gk 5 T 8% g
FRAT B FAT M B OCIR 455 WR P& B AH
KEHCN 0.27, 95%IMEAF X [A°4[0.21, 0.33], AN
WE 0, AWFFE T B IRAAR R P24 g {5 244
TR SE R BN TF 0.2~0.3 Z 0], BHRMLR
BOR/NRIRBARIE . r=0.1 HIEARX, r=0.2 Hr
AL, r= 03 N5 AH K (Gignac & Szodorai,
2016), AILUA R ZE AT EIEMCK R, #Eid
OB AT R, HEBRAE B — AR S PRCR
r {HTE 0.258~0.278 Z (A% 3, AR SCHR B 2 75
gL, BRI T 5 A9 8 A sk E G (W& 2), Xt
2 B AT, KB A AL AR ) 45 R
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= ST N ERCRAE # = 0.30, p < 0.001, DL L
SR BT 45 R BT s g e M
34 ETHELI

I FH G 51 051 4 A AR I 2 4 A A 36 98 5 A 1 o)
HIRAL RIS MR RS B AT AR R ER
AW, BRI (D)ITCEIE (46 DR
(EL) S5 R, AR 32 SCFE B0 RLUN (B 109 R 480
WBEDB = —0.0024, z = —2.77, 95%I1 B 5 X 6] N
[—0.0041, —0.0007], p = 0.0057 < 0.05), TEHEAKE
A A 3R R S 4% f B A B AT A
KR, QMR F AL AR 5 % i B
R ST IR M E AR B, Tl
Hr(d44 RO E)EE SRR, BB M b xR0
A R B B2 (b = 0.16, z = 0.86, 95%HF
{Z X 6] #[-0.21, 0.53], p = 0.39 > 0.05), HERIX} H
FRALRE R W 28 A B A B A ST ARG OC R 1Y
WRONAS B3 . Q)R g HER B A R AL RS
o 246 {15 JEL 48 AT Sy M G 6 FR 1 1A Y R0
Fo WA @2 NMRUVE) BR, H oo EE
[B)A 5.16, p < 0.05, MK TR, BRRHEE
[ IR BE RS 4% (il R A S AT A OE R
BOF R (4) A FRALRR IR G br o [ Bk BE S
Do 2% {1 S48 AT o O R I IR RO AN 3

WA 53T (30 AN AH) o, H O MH () A 3.81,

p>0.05, FERAEFE . (5) MR B 1% T4
FEAR X [ TR ) 2% i BR A5 B T AT M K R
PR AT ROV A 35 . LA (45 DO (E) 7,
H O AR 4.02, p>0.05, 45RARE . WA
ISP R IR 3.

4 i

4.1 BEMEBRSMEZRFREERITHNXER
ABFFER A TTo M7 1 B A B %) 1 32 g

T I 28 B4 LA AT O B DG OC R AT T A
IF, WERE R 44 BRFTEHAT T RGEAHT,
MR EE R AP P SRR B I IEAROCOC &R o
A RE TR 1, AR T EERAE A A UL
S R SRR B A 25 G AR XU 2 R 2 B AE
ZRAWLRL . WEFRSE RALTEVE T B FRARR IR M 4%
e R AR B8 AT M RYAR DGR/ T i, 1
I A RE IR 0 44 4 AR A AT N I R R U,
R TR T HATZ B 4518 (Lim et al., 2011;
Oh et al., 2013; Pask & Rawlins, 2016; Zhang et al.,
2020), AR SCREAM KRB CHETR LS R (Lu et al.,
2007; Muturi, 2020; So et al., 2019; Sun & Jiang,
2021),

AW 5T SCHF T R A A A AL B Y WL A
(Rosenstock et al., 1988), FH H AL FERES M 4%
fE R AR B FAT AR IE A R KR o AR5 R I
I FAICRE SRS A 1 190 2% £ e £ B 45 AT WA AE
NGNS R % S O ST DR EN A RN
PO T fe B s L4 S 1) R I e TR, 48 AT O
OIS, WEoT s R R T AE M 2 o p AR &
AU TR XA AR & 5 0 R AT S G FR I Al R )
B BRI, —JriE, HIRAER KT A
TR LA B 50 1) i B iR (Lee, 2019), 76 H 3
AT, AT 2 S AR URG Ml 3 ok % A A AR SR gt
FEEL (Hong, 2011), F1 T 556 9 10 55 45 R fd R A
B ¥F 8 (Hu & Shyam Sundar, 2010), B, 4254
Xof D EL IR 190 5 BB R 7 5 140 1 R A% R SRR 7K ~F- ik
e, AT EE T R IR I A Ay A A L
B R4 (Lagoe & Atkin, 2015); % —J7 1, T
I FAICRE SRR A XS T3 190 F SR A T AR R
5 M2 B35 (Lim et al., 2011; Zhang et al., 2017),
I 28 A7 AN 2 1 B R K P32 T 2 B R AT
FEUR 8 P 1B X e {5 5 JEL 48 54006 81 (Basnyat

®3 THDPWTER

—— S PR 50 . L _ 95% CI XA A 56
Oz df P fliTHE TBR R z p
Yot ekt 516 1 0.023 YA 8 0.376 0.259 0.482 5.955 0.000
fa AR A 34 0.224 0.163 0.283 7.078 0.000
Ak heEm  3.81 1 0.051 felt 5 B FR AL g Ik 13 0.193 0.091 0.291 3.672 0.000
AR PR 9 £ 17 3R 4% R sk 17 0.323 0.327 0.404 7.005 0.000
W e 402 2 0.134 S TEIIIRS 12 0.201 0.082 0.314 3.280 0.001
EES BRI €L 7 #I&D 18 0.240 0.145 0.331 4.883 0.000

9 0.265 0.169 0.355 6.496 0.000
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etal., 2018; Kim & Park, 2012), ILAb, #H4xih s
WIKN, B2 i AR A R B IR A TH 1)
i T E AU 42 (Bandura, 1997), 44 i B B¢
Do ok Ty AR B 45 S A R A ., X oK B I s 4
FHABATRT S g bR 45 Rk, A aE 3R 8RB IR A
JKF 42 T (Jiang & Liu, 2020; Oh et al., 2013),
U, B IRRL AR 45 (A B AT R AT
TERM S HREC R, A REASEIFR M — AR .
BN G N EB A R 0 L R 2 e R BB U
(Johnson & Meischke, 1993), #4355 H, BT
R SR G BIRE GG RE ST Rk
(1, PRI R 32 B T A A R AR O A A
T A S AT R, (HZ R TR TE
A 2 AR S5 A I E I E T, e ) 4541
2= W[ fif B¢ 1 BF T R LA (Hartoonian et al.,
2014), R, BUEEESE B8 IR G HALY
Fohlh 151 A T2 1 4 [ RSGE S SRR
WFSE R B, AR I — 2 5 Bk v i 48 R AT
5, P4 A R BOK B P R 5 3K
3 55 I B9 e BE 15 5 (Hong, 2006), M4 [ &35 AE
JRAE I 1 0] 52 ) > 1A 11 ) 4% £ B 5 B 4 4708,
TH TR B3 IEAH 2 ¢ & (Rains, 2008; Basnyat et
al,, 2018), X —Z5 R BE SRR fE B Y S LR G
i BRI 5 4 B A5 B AT AN AR DG R W
o I, FEEIRPIESE T, R 5EAH X
G B8 T L AR T R AUE I, KR i
A G B FRA R R 1 B O I FRAL g B A A
) PR 46 { B 1 B 38 AT R AR AE 22 SR
AR5 A1 A i S A5 XU JR56 0 245 R 240 194 U0 o5
(Rimal & Real, 2003). SEFr I, T Y 2 TR 52
BT PGSR T8 SR T XS BRI
FEHESR AR B (So et al., 2019; Sullivan et al., 2008),
B [R)RE A T 52 B UF AR I AN BAZ (Pask & Rawlins,
2016; Zhao & Cai, 2009), H X — 2= 5 1) Ji K AT
B2 AN RIS AR T I M B 5 B R RAG r ANl —
JrT, MR IE RN, KU I o B AR B T
AT A 5% T 5 AR AR B S B N, TR
i E T SR (AR A5 ) b, 25 A B B 5 5 E 1Y
e J% X (g R XUBS) B, At T 45 58 Jin = 2l b -
SRR S 11 fie B £ JEL (A )7 968 6E 9 75 J8.) (Kahlor,
2010), 2R, 7€ H# AW, AR T SRBURE
SE [ R RURSE A L, 3R 2 7= A R A A A L 32 Bl fekt
555 oA Z R RS BT oK. B R, fEAQ

PP £ 2 P 48 T v, DAL SRR S B AE A B
AR 1% A RE 45 2] 56 HIE (Grasso & Bell, 2015), 55—
D5 T, AT ST R B, TS A ] RS 8% K
T, AR AR 4 (e R AR B AT AR
1EAH 36 X & (Pask & Rawlins, 2016), Kt R HF
G LR G MR AR, AN [ 28 500 1 £ B A
S T B v XU B xR A A JER ) 5 R Ak
T, DhatE— 25 W DR Ja 6 745 3 2 B8 1 35
W
4.2 BRYEERSMEREESEI MR

ARG HE— L KB, F IR AR X 45 1t B
FEMITHXANEVREZATHEREDY
R

SCARTS s F FRACAR IR 5 N 45 {48
TTARTRSERRRE, R 2 53503k, K
IR S SR, CbTE SREAE AT IRALBE IR S
0o 24 fit B A A8 AT N ISR &R, SRR I SRR
B, A A DG OC R, X 5 AT A ST
B IR . X —&5 5] 585 R0 58 40 A SCik
(1 X A3 A A5 5 o TEASHIFSE 9N A B SCik i 1)
R ARG ZAE R R E R, i 1) A4
T AR 2 R IBE R . DA SCERECR:
o7 HO B 2 0 v RS A ), R R A I
e LR A 70%  (Hh R IR R 2% E R D,
2022), HEEJTF 25 KRR V-5 R E M LA —
FE AR L S5 ] PG Rl BT AR B (K
o 5 2B )W S A AT T AR TR R A7 B 1 B 25K YR (Somera
et al., 2016), {H /T E B 7 55 A X Bk H
BC AT, B A AR IS 7 % U5y T A4 AR T e <
JXfE . B DT BRAR, 8RR G Y HINE I 4 R X
Hh A A 4 BB (Hao, 2015; Jing et al., 2013).
SRy, BRI &8, SR A 3 Sk
RIEE AN E % G TG i F i e YN
SCSCARAR ] S 28 AR, ARAE SR A 32 SO Ak A 1)
B 58, IRBRE R AN A AT Sy i T 5 A B A
(Klassen, 2004) . X AR £ SR ) 1 & Jé
HERAARTTE, BT ERET KM TE
FORAS, Jo R B AR M 3w, Bk, Y
N RO AT IR 190 35 £kt B A7 5L 79 19 FR A B B R 7K
SR, b R R BB (A LR
A1) TEL I O R T AR Sy B AR R ) R IR

PEFNXF H TR AL AR 4% il A B 1T R
ROR A AN 3, R SRR 3, B =6
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RO RBAAAE S RN AR E M, X — 25 R hT g
AT B s — T, A L b 5
IR o 48 (e BRSO AR R R, (X — BT
el B Lt smean L2558, BTE
AT I, R R R SRR A A B I (B
TETAE B, fh 2 e b B S B (4 MOlk 5 s A
HEZ, Wik, BTFREMTIETRE, LM
AL 5B A o 2 i fa R A B TR, AT i fele B
& B SRR R (Lagoe & Atkin, 2015);
— 7T, WEIE R Ak R AR IS s . K
I Z5 | S AR AR 2, H 55 4 T AR o g
FHERAAE SHE A CAE B, B R
=K B9 B 8h BB K fF A g ) (Bidmon &
Terlutter, 2015), Hitk, B FH L3t THAEM
Do 24 fl A L4 SR 1 22 5, A IR AL AR B T g
FEA T 5 M A Lo M A A B S AT
hESMEBRRE,

Bl A BREIR 0 % 1 3R AL R IR I 4% A A B
I A TER R E, R 4 BEISCHE, 25
R B TER T, ME LR TE R, 5
fa FRASRAS TR, SR b 35 22 Fh g 1 A 1A T B
B fil B 0T OC T, YA E 2@ AR B R
(Lambert & Loiselle, 2007), 4 fi BRI FH 3 4%
AEROK T8, TSR AR BT RN T, A1
Jr I 25 {5 A 544 <3 1 03 %6 AL 238 5 (Deng & Liu,
2017) BRI, 1T 24 A7 46 fi B £ 8T a2 3 ok AN
I BUIR (Daraz et al, 2019), & i 5 5Bk R
TR AT BT RS I A AT A £l R AR R GR E 4F
2019), 5K 2% BERTIE S5 TH A% IS H (Zheng et
al., 2021), I, XU JE 7R (R B T7 Motk A 53 AT
ML, — T, AT RAER X AS [R) 1 FR 3 AR T
JRAH G TR R AR, B B A AT TR T A 3R Ak pe ek
IRV, i 2 £ A 25O F K o K B Ak R A
B —Jr L, B A 1 2% 4a R A B,
S AR B B A B, ML 5 B RS
N AN AT

1 FRAAE IR o 2% {4 24 AT S A I 4
Febrxt [ TR AR IR S N 45 fd R £ B8 AT AL R
TS T AR B3, (B S AR 6 RAFEI S H .
XA A R R P 0 0 45 fet B A 98 A7 o 7 2
B ZWRE ), AW H LI N4 B IR
{5 R RB IR AE — R S T AN AR 1
AR 898 F47 M (Deng & Liu, 2017; Lagoe &

Atkin, 2015; Oh et al., 2013; You & Cho, 2020), It
Ab, MIHRIAT R BS B A EOR o1 I
ASVRAT R B S RN AR, Rt S AT O B
P B AT i B WA S AR AT O 1 P9 AR L R (Kwan
& Bryan, 2010; Schifter & Ajzen, 1985), AWF5% %
B, BRI AR 48 fE A B8 S R 4
Dy, 5538 gk D e A4 A PR Tl T 48 347
FiEaEs, RS TR IS RN .

SR, AWHFFEXT A KRR 5 00 25 il
5 BAY FAT R T B RIS B B L Bk
BAELL R AT . RS L, A LB ARK
AR S5 4% fa B A B A AT O S AR IEAE G,
PRGN A SN EPSE 2oy SR |
DR JER N 265 B HE 4 2 ) 9 25 AR A3, AfF T R B AN
AR 11 o0 5% fide AR R A8 A7 A 23 ] I 52 B A )22 i
AME 2 5 SR ), T R SR
TP 7 o 28 A 25 P A N . TRIE, ASBIE ST
W 1 F BRI 5 0 4 (el B A 28 ST A O
KR HICHRIBEE, HABIELS AR 25 fg
FRAG B FAT PR AL T — e M4 SR, ek
e, ARWEFE AR S 8 BUM RUE R BT MOl #, AT L
T o F R O 2% f FH B 8 15 1)l 2H 24 R R
PHEE ST WO, B A REETH B AR IEOK
PR TE 220 AR HL 06 AR B e 15 8., iR
AR IR P A R T AR S A A B e ) T
IV BE -
43 MIRARMEE

AR FE—LEANEZL, HE HTFRA
SRS B 2H 2Z R0 (A 22 R R, X )
e X g Rk —E R, KRR EEE
A — A5 50 AR I 5 19 04 3 A 425 SR S 5 R f
FOR, BT Y ATHE S G007 AR FEAC %) I 45 fidt e
TR AT, NSRBI AR R A A A G SEE
gD, RIAHR G K R 25 28 4R 1 B FRALRE
TN ) 238 fdt R AR B A FAT MR R . R,
T2 R A 6 TR ALRR BN I 264 B A B4 AT
Sy I i TR A H, o DL R AR B A 4y
HARE, ASFFF AR BT & T H 2 & 2 5 P&
MR, AR FE N T F TR 5 RE IR R o] £6% ik
5 B ST i T B ARk, oft g D i i 22
WA R 2EZ . R, K75 BRI 5 oF
FMELEBFE, #E— LR [ IR aeR S
P 2 At B A B AT I R R
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The Relationship between self-efficacy and online health information seeking:
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Abstract: Numerous studies have discussed the relationship between self-efficacy and online health
information seeking behavior, but the results were divergent. This meta-analysis was conducted to explore
the strength and moderators of the relationship between self-efficacy and online health information seeking
behavior. Through literature retrieval, a total of 46 independent effect sizes (44 studies, 21912 participants)
were found within the criteria of the meta-analysis. Based on the characteristics of the studies, we selected
the random-effects model. The main effect analysis indicated that there was a significant positive correlation
between self-efficacy and online health information seeking behavior (» = 0.27, 95% CI = [0.21, 0.33]). The
subgroup analysis and meta-regression revealed that the relationship between self-efficacy and online health
information seeking behavior was moderated by the health status of the participants and cultural background,
but not by gender and the measurement indexes of self-efficacy and online health information seeking
behavior. The results showed that self-efficacy is closely related to online health information seeking
behavior, which initially clarified the academic arguments between the health belief model, the
comprehensive model of information seeking and the risk perception attitude framework. In practice, we
suggest that the governments and health care practitioners could help people improve the level of
self-efficacy, thus encouraging more people to seek health information on the internet.

Keywords: self-efficacy, health information seeking, internet use, meta-analysis





