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Abgtract : This paper made study on the college students' risk perception in physical activity and

built the college student’ s risk perception model to perform a complete analysis of the college

student’ s risk perception in physical activity. It concluded that the college student’ s risk percep-

tionin physical activity had severa dimensons including severity, knowledge, controllability,

voluntariness, especially tragedy and common - dread. Based on the analysis of the influence fac-

torsof risk perceptionin physca activity , combining with the characteristics of college students,

it was showed that the college student’ s risk perception in physical activity was afected by en-

dogenous factors and exogenous factors. Finally, the research presented the concept model of the
college student s risk perception in physical activity and completed the theory establishment of the
college student s risk perception in physical activity.
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