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Fig. 1. Conceptual safety management model [11]
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Table 1. Project specifications
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Chronic Fatigue
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Inter shift Recovery
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Table 2. Demographic characteristics of participants.
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Table 3. Three sample questions of OFER Scale [22]
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Table 4. Three sample questions of the safety attitude assessment [27]
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3 Behavioural Component



YIS B YYAA docin Ve e Jlo A oyloud Y 093 ¢S ool (lpos susie 4yl

o] S Gonogi B ooz

Table 5. Injury Outcome Description
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Table 6. Safety risk perception evaluation instrument [30]
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Table 7. Measurement model and reliability evaluation indicators
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Table 8. Measurement cross- loadings
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Table 9. The correlation matrix and the convergent and discriminant validity [35]
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Table 10. Structural model quality indicators
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Table 11. Assessment of structural model and relationships between structures
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Table 12. Assessment of structural model the mediating effect of safety attitude and workers hazard recognition
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Table 13. The structural model of the effect of total fatigue on safety risk perception
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