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How do Individual Psychology and External Situational Factors Drive Rural
Residents’ Domestic Waste Conscious Sorting Behavior

Based on Fuzzy — set Qualitative Comparative Analysis

LIU Changjin ~ WANG Junya
( School of Economics and Management Nanchang Hangkong University Nanchang Jiangxi 330063 China)

Abstract: Rural residents’ conscious sorting domestic waste is the key to improving the living environment in
rural areas and building a beautiful countryside. Both individual psychology and external situational factors are im—
portant factors affecting rural residents’ domestic waste sorting behavior. Therefore this paper used fuzzy — set qual-
itative comparative analysis( fsQCA) to explore the multiple concurrent factors and the mechanism of action that af-
fect domestic waste conscious sorting behavior of rural residents from the two levels of individual psychology and ex—
ternal situations. The study found that the six factors of individual psychology and external situation are multiple
concurrent forming five paths that drive the occurrence of rural residents’ high — level domestic waste conscious
sorting behaviors among which there is a certain substitution relationship. Compared with external situational fac—
tors individual psychological factors have a greater impact on rural residents’ domestic waste conscious sorting be—
havior. There is a causal asymmetric relationship between the driving mechanism of rural residents” high — level do—
mestic waste conscious sorting behaviors and non — high — level domestic waste conscious sorting behaviors. Based
on the research conclusions this paper puts forward some countermeasures and suggestions to promote the conscious
classification of domestic waste of rural residents.

Key words: Individual psychological factors; External situational factors; Domestic waste; Conscious sorting be—

havior; Fuzzy — set qualitative comparative analysis



