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The Impact of Empathy with Nature on Pro-Environment Behavior from the Perspective
of Harmoniousness between the Human Being and Nature
SHENG Guanghua', WANG Litong', CHE Siyu®
(1. Business School, Jilin University, Changchun 130012, China;
2. College of the Humanities, Jilin University, Changchun 130012, China)

Abstract “To improve the ecological civilization system and promote the harmonious coexistence between hu-
man and nature” is an important part of the scientific system of socialism with Chinese characteristics. It is an
inevitable choice and insistent boundary for the sustainable development of human society to adhere to the de-
velopment concept of “Lucid waters and lush mountains are invaluable assets. ” and to establish the value orien-
tation of “harmonious coexistence between man and nature”. Human beings must shoulder the responsibility
and obligation of protecting the nature and actively engage in the pro-environment activities for human and na-
ture are the community of life. We discuss the influence mechanism of empathy to nature on pro-environment
behavior through three experiments from the perspective of the harmonious coexistence of human and nature.
Results demonstrate that (1) people who have empathy with nature are more likely boost pro-environment
behavior, and the private pro-environment behavior is greater than the public pro-environment behavior;
(2) commitment to environment mediated the effect of empathy with nature on pro-environment behavior;
(3) self-construal moderate the effect of empathy with nature on pro-environment behavior. Dependent self-
construal is more likely to produce private pro-environment behavior. And the mediating process of commit-
ment to environment would be moderated by self-construal. For details, dependent self-construal is more likely
to produce commitment to environment than independent self-construal, and then produce more pro-environ-
ment behavior. By strengthening the connection between human and nature, this paper provides a theoretical
basis for the practice of pro-environmental behavior and the implementation of environmental co-governance for
the whole people.

Key words sustainable development; harmonious symbiosis; empathy with nature; commitment to environ-

ment; self-construal; pro-environment behavior
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