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Abstract; In order to discuss the influence mechanism of informal group cohesion and communication on un-
safe behaviors of construction workers, the research scope of informal group cohesion and communication of
construction workers was defined, the influencing factors of unsafe behaviors was identified, then the influence
mechanism model of informal group cohesion and communication and unsafe behaviors was constructed. Based
on the field survey data, SPSS and AMOS soft tools were used for model fitting. The results show that: infor-
mal group cohesion and communication have a significant impact on the unsafe behavior of construction work-
ers; safety awareness and safety motivation are affected by informal group cohesion and group communication
respectively, and ultimately act on the unsafe behaviors of construction workers; work pressure is an important
intermediary variable, and affected by informal group cohesion and communication, it can predict the unsafe
behavior and safety awareness of construction workers.

Keywords: informal group cohesion; informal group communication; work pressure; unsafe behavior; struc-

tural equation model

WREH: 2020-06-22

BEEE: MHEQ82H) . F Al L, FENFRRL LS. Email: qisj972@163. com.

EeUH: EHFAAPFEGTIIA (71303082); #6824 BB T A (2019R0056) 5 18 #4855 4K F) 2 4k
£ WEB A (2018]J05121)



% 2 39 ERAFAR . 45 . AR IE T AR SR I A0 94 38 0 i A 22 A AT O B R 183

2015—2018 4F , 3k & G S 1.2 4> SR oM st T B 5ok 2 BT, g 5 1% A8 H kI
IR AR BT R - SR TN AN 28 e AT D ot g AR 2 4 S 0 i JUIN TSR SR TN & A AT O I
FERR T Z AR R (VR R 08 22 32 BURE AR D R i T T A TN B A L
S AR CRBETE 5I ANREEAT 2CAE A S AT A A T U A 3200 (A T 30 A0 BRI A T 8 )™ A
FRC L G B IT AR T R R B F X AR A R 2 AT 1 R e AL B T A R IE SR AR
TEM $m 2 O R B L.

THEPACTSE 2R 3 2 TR0 VAT A AR SR S0 K P v I ) S B PR 3R T A5 98 4 40 v R BIAE AT A 3 0 B 17 245
AT RS B P B 0 1 55 T A (1 0L 1) 582 W B A% S D 194 22 4 35 E R 22 4 Bl L o T 53 0 22 4
TR0 AT BAE SR AT AL S R0 VAT A PRy 358 7 3 o 1T B S B3 6 26 88 > N1 R S A S s
PA_E R FERESE 1 R A U5 2R A0 9 30 %68 S R AT g 9 52 ) AELJE: SR 22 0 Al B H AT BA s 3 sl AT A e
A TS T AR IE R M . 8 T 0 AR S 3 23 W7 AN 22 4 A D A 52 Wi D 3R 4R S AR T SR (A e
5% I T PR AR A B 5 R Oy RS R AR A A B N AT O Y BIL B B L R 5T R IE SR A RE SR
9 38 0 28 SR NS 2 4 A Jhg B A P B AR 2 T i o 900 ) A 0 NS 22 A A O K AR B9 A ) PR

1 EigEMSHRMRIR

L1 FREXBEERANMNGE

TEVRBE SR J7 2 AT T A RS 5% 5 K JF B AR A P 30 94 2% ol PR 3R 0 4 0 IO 358 R M S 7% 11 i
G 3+ A AL A B S AR AR P 17 g 3 B0 TR 57 5 BB 2 P A B A P AT S TR R AR R 2 (A
TG AR R S TN AR TE SR AR 3 ) R R At A T S B DY P 2 7 — R N TR 0. AR
3 B4 R 8 AT S AR TE SR TR B N TR B Sl oAl aT BE R AR IE SRR 2 5 5 22 1] A ST AR
253 o AR AR A FBE 5 TR A 7 A AT I X RS L B A — BOPE DA O S BRI AR i ] 85 . AR
SR A 7 L AR DY R B A AR L R B A U5 2R g A R B AR Carron S5 4 i 9 T A
iz 3 BABE 2R T 9 18] 4 7T A BEARBE 3R 1 A AR TR 55 0 SR B9 51 0 BRI S X SR W 51 ) B A
155 B G MREIARAE SS B & 4 A T5 1. Dk 3l o HE AR BB H AR 18— SR (geoh ) (A B B3 JE ] O H AR 55
1 FERE (geoh2) R AR 8 B3 3 7] A9 4 A 55 R (geoh3) 3 A L 2 £t Xef =l 11 210 1k B8 2 a4 7 )

AR AR 969 38 2 AR A RSB AR EL T BT DL O AT L P B e A R B VA 3l e R P R S R R UL R A LR
W A5 0] 98 R R T U AV SR i LE SRR L AR 0 A5 B % 338 RN 32 U IR TE U A 14 ] B R oK
B NI b L s A AR I R AR ST e B T AR IESOREOR -, 30 A TR R 2 IR A A I A
b 9 A AR T AR 1E SRR, R DA 22 4 AR B8 LS D o R 0 T M R 5% 22 T 9 9 3 N 2 A AR 2 R
HEPR LB 22 42 PRI SE 0 (geomD)  TAR Z AR A R B 28 4 4R AR 2 56 19 28 3L (geom2) Al AR Z A AT
BB A SR G Y118 (geom3) 3 A WL A% 1 o A 1E AR A 3 1 47 00 4t

A 3 T NAR IE SR P I8 2R 0 R 3 I 4 AR L I 1 TR,

F 1 BB AARIE SURE AR BE 5 7 R i A RS b

Tab.1 Measurement indexes of informal group cohesion and communication of construction workers
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Tab. 2 Measurement indexes of construction workers' unsafe behavior and its influencing factors
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