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Abstract: Based on Chinese General Social Survey (CGSS) 2010 data, we use Ologit regression model to de-
scribe and analyze the influencing factors of public willingness to pay for environmental protection and emis-
sion reduction behavior. The empirical results show that the residents’ overall willingness to pay for environ-
mental protection and emission reduction are not high. At the same time, the willingness to pay for environ-
mental protection is higher than the willingness to reduce emissions, which indicates that in order to protect the
environment, the public is more willing to bear certain losses economically than to take environmental protec-
tion actions inconvenient to life. Climate change cognition has a significant positive impact on the willingness to
pay for environmental protection and emission reduction behavior, and the impact of climate change cognition
on environmental protection willingness is more significant than the emission reduction behavior. In addition, it
is also found that income, religious beliefs and regions have a significant impact on the public’s willingness to
pay for environmental protection; age, education, media use, urban and rural residential areas and areas have
significant impact on public emission reduction behavior. According to these conclusions, some suggestions are
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put forward to improve the public’s environmental awareness level by using modern information transmission
methods and various opportunities to strengthen publicity, and to adjust the public’s behavior choices through
fiscal, taxation, credit and subsidies. [Ch, 6 tab. 15 ref.]

Key words: climate change cognition; willingness to pay for environmental protection; mitigation actions; Ologit

mode

PTARR, UL R L E 32 3 4% [ BUN 524 8 B BT . R ZER W] RAUH = U E L
THE SRR B, SR A R SO IR AR BT B R E .~ |
B, PR AR A . HVBE . S GRS R A UM HE R R L e T RS, DR AR SR JEE RE TR B A Bk
HERCRE & e ORBUC, 1997-2007 45, R 13 -3 5268 He I BB CRE i o LSRR ACRE () 42.19%0~49.2%
UTAF R IR A S TOU, FE 2 S A E G O B HE T 2 B, DN B BR AR AE B A A S 5 RE I HE G
Zo RSO B REAE I P BB 28 AR ARBR PR PR B A5 EE 5 AN 1 k3 BR B R A2 B AR A B
JEWo AAJE TR TR R T SO E s, SR @ AT, B R B UML)
RE 7 B LG o AR S — 0 O B JERIAT RIS, A% U FI PR g A2 Al A T —
SERINRL, A AT RE b T 30 st A O ] A BB ANAT O J2 o PR ORI 58 28 O S A8 A DG [R] R A
RIS HR A RAT I 19 B ANAT D 520, et — PR A 28 A AN AAT D A8, A B0 3R 8 45 A
SKIRIRE b A AR PR R B o 2% B0l 7R T A RS AR A AL A DR B R A i, R B [ A AR AR A
R G TR, EX BRI AR . 2GRS BT R B X RN
TR R M K T o P S T S A RO e BN R o — e 3 X e AL A AR O [ LAY ARG 28 AR B
PRAT 0 B RZ MR EAT T AR SGHTSE . SEMENZA S5 P T L[5 i 22 B B AT 72 A 8L, 2 ARox A 72 AL ] L 1Y
S AR S HEAT A AE B Y IEAR L K R . RICHARD 25 05A N k28 AEUN B % S As ik, 2 o il
ARTT REWEHERT AR B ELERTT o ©A MR CIIE 5 T 3R OR SOAT R I AW FE STk D, TR] IR B 4 52
RS BIT5E 2 BB /N O WF S5 2, AT 4 R 9 RBEAS OB TS B0 B 2 o B AR S AN BB A R
AT AR R Z AL AN R N T, WRAE IR E BB k= o A5 A 42 [ 2 T
{0 VR B L A AT A RO A A A DA R R LB O S A R S S W HRA T S B R

1 ARARATER G RHAT 7 IR

ARWEFE R F 2010 4 57 [F 25 4 41 2 & (Chinese General Social Survey, 455 iy CGSS)¥uds, 1% 84k
K Z B oy ZE R mr st , R E s b E 31 MERATEIX, CGSS 2010 48 1 B s HE A< S
11 783 N o AFHFFEEHAL & 046 19 L3R4 A A5 (] B3R 43 . CGSS Ui Z 2 H 4, Hah
B o3 U A F AT IR A, CGSS 2010 4 [0l 2 1 0] 45 o OC T IR AR I 38 3 A AR 3 672 N, 7E 3 672
13 085 v 590 Bk Bk O BUH R B RE AR I, AT AR B SRR AR 365 1390 44
1.1 ARXMNKETUANNEE

W S A NN 43 R S RN 5 A o R AU AR AR AT T, ] CGSS 2010 4R [ 4%
N FRATAR U R L b R AR A B i A 5 i 5 AR AR A ™ S A ] RO AR B . [ 3 sk A [ R[]
BRI . EARANEE . ATREAJESE . FIREE L. EAeE . X 4 DEETUK IR A E A AR A AL
SRR AR AR B2 ARG . B B AR 7 R AR e F O A, RS U SRS A
51 A A BRI T = 6 PR S AR R 0T X R U A i, [R) S TP OC T I [l A ik A S8
EWAREE . ARMAGE . ARaE . EHAFMREAE, X5 DEBURIK A E A RR AL
SRR AR B ARG . Bk, — M. B AR 7

MXTA R E R GEit (R DATLIE W AR AR B S AR 5 8, Ay “ B A . ilag
RAR AW B AR L2 ) 5 A A " 2 "2 @’ M6l 31.80%, “wlfgJE 35" M Ll h
52.23%, 15.97%(3.24%+12.73%) )N AR “58 A8 Sl 35 Al REANJE 5570 A AR e 22 A i 1 3 I
RO, AR ARG R RERRIR TS R S FE R & AEE A F A FT W
58.35%(42.45%+15.90%), “AF8efEE" BHEIN 34.10%, 7.56%(1.37%+6.19%) HIARINN <584 K



1014 /T N B N = = R 2019 4F 10 H 20 H

AREFESEARRAGE" SR ER . RN BA — 8 B B A R, (H S 42 RIK A
ORI B M A —E 22

R1 LDR[IEZEWLIAF

Table 1 Public climate change perception
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Table 2 Status of public environmental willingness to pay and emission reduction hehavior
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Table 3 Cognition of climate change and public willingness to pay for environmental protection
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Table 4 Climate change cognition and public emission reduction behavior
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Table 5 Variable assignment and main statistical characteristics
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