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Study on Endogenous Driving Mechanism of Public Waterfowl Protection
Behavior in Dawan District of Guangdong, Hong Kong and Macao
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Abstract As the “interchange station” of the important migration route for international east Asian
migratory birds, the public behavior of the Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay has a root effect on
the quality of its waterfowl habitat . In this study, local attachment was incorporated into the conceptual model
of Norm activation model, and Structural equation model was used to analyze 483 public samples in Tonghu
National Wetland Park, Xinghu National Wetland Park, Guangzhou Nansha Wetland Park. The results show
that place attachment has positive driving force on awareness of consequence and ascription of responsibility;
awareness of consequence and ascription of responsibility indirectly drive waterfowl protection behavior through
personal norms. Therefore, the results of this study provide practical suggestions for promoting the public in
Guangdong-Hong Kong-Macao Greater Bay to actively participate in waterfowls protection and reducing the
phenomenon of public “free riding”.

Key words waterfowl protection behavior; Norm activation model (NAM); place attachment; the
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Fig.1 Hypothesis model
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Tab.1 Reliability and validity factor analysis
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Latent variables Measurement index . 1
loading reliability extracted
XAEHLA FERE A I8 X, 0.782
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Place attachment
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Tab.3 Hypothesis path verification
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Fig.2 Results of the hypotheise test of SEM
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