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W E 2018 F 5 AAHEATHRALELN TN IARELLRG ZREERET 97 B FiEHRA
A, AT HRETEZBGHSBIR, BRARE-RRCEE Z-TAEFHN—4 R 76 AR 3 TAESHALAT E Ao
R GRTIRERAT TAT WA )22, EREAVR TEARCEETZHA o g TR ITHNIAMEAFALE
TR B I XA TSRS A B TR AR, TARAT A . S A A B R GBRE YR, Fhe) TR
M —RA R TR A AR A R DARCEE R, gk AARR T ITHEATA . &
B A SEAL R AR, — AR NERS R L LG FARSESAGIRARBERR LG, Z£
S LI RAEF I, AT LG LHF)N T TN, AASCEET R, THLYGfEERG YRR
R 69 RN R

XEE ARRTHEE; AASHEERHE(A), TN, RIS

HHES B849:C93; F272.92

1 5|8 B, oA R AR g 51, N TAEShHLI BT 5%

) S T R E
T B L 1 S T S T 6 £ 45 B, e
NP A B R g é,/[:l/‘gg ¢
LR B i 4 B (Pinder, 2008). L {tZE ARRE SRR T AR ) T4

LB, 0 T A1 RS . UL, Dec,
7048, Deci 1l Ryan TSR R ze Do WEE TP HIIRGE, JyUL, Deci
LIRS 85 A A LTERS  A E Connell F1 Ryan F* 1989 - FF i F Fe ok BRIS I
b 1 oss i ey SR TR, 2RI R LI
I, T 1985 RER I T HRUGEIIE e 2005 4R, Gagne A1 Deci FLAT R B
(Self-Determination Theory, &5 4 SDT) (Deci &

Theory, %55 SDT) (Dect & iy smyp i sh 565 11 S B9 T 42
Ryan, 1985a), BJGXFICHEEH OIE TS g peoowm g6 T ER RO BRI R, B0 ML

ijJAl}IE?“%H@J%IDIE%%GE@%%?UTI“/E@FHO ﬁJTTVEﬁJME@*H%aﬂ:%, Iﬂ?ﬂ”ﬁi&ﬁjﬁﬂlﬁiﬁno
SR [ TP B AR R R TS AL i, 30 ZAEK. T F R e B T 1E S HLT
IR RSt MIAR RS T RESUR YA BL gy i 7 4« Bemg e 7 38T T 3
(Deci, Koestner, & Ryan, 1999), $kik T £ 5N HLEGBFIE MR T R ke 30 G TR e 2 B2 74 i) S
TEFANE TAESIHLEA S msn i W5, ks v AT 7 0 e R R (] L R
TAGVE B DT OMZ G IS NEE Deci, Olafsen il Ryan (2017) A4 AR BFFE 6 MG T2
Tl ) SO A T B T A AR A A B 6 AR T B PR R, (A X
FothsE BE WM T DRI TARSI LRI I kAT 2R SE AR R, A AT BT 52 Bk 10 A 0
e SMESIILI Mg, HESI AR BN gy, [ a2 XIS R | A AE AT (2013)
ARZA S, IR A FSHUR AR O F R T A Rk BELE SRS 4
SR A 1L PR IR, AL 35 A 0k TR S LI 5T i
TR P, kel JkEE | Z2ECM Deci (2010)
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AR, WBA AR BT SRS o N A
SCEELH M R R LR AT A 3R P B AE
IR TAESIHLI IR k4, MBS FoE iR, T i
TARSHHLARA AT TT 1), 2T [ SO 5t
4 AR S AL T R4S RS B S B A 2RI HE 5] o

2 BERAEER

2.1 BRREBICHEN AR

H T e 0 R AR PR AR
1SS =Fhshpl, BIPFESh#L(intrinsic motivation) .
4 M’fﬁlm(extrinsic motivation) %H%ﬁJM(amotivation) o
WTESTALEE T A C B 248 A 34 B 1Y S T
MG SR BIHL; SMNE SAILEE S SR AR5 30 i A
K o3 ShEE RN FIE S Eh AL, L hpliE =
M s B A EIHL(Ryan & Deci, 2000a).

A FHeE B it — 2 X 4 B AMNE LA ]
FKA, SDT A ANEEA WM. R
B SBRVEIAT R . MELAE ) . T
AT X BEANERAT S - M (AT Y AL S
GREZR, ST AMIANFAENLAE#-BI WA
B AT BE S P O R 2R B A SR S, B AR IR Y
(external regulation) . 5% A&7 (introjected regulation)
TAIF] &9 (identified regulation)FI1%&-514 ¥ (integrated
regulation), FMIETTHEAKM T AN S04, ARG
A7 R BT e Al R 1 T B 235 2R T DN S35 3l i AL
AN IR R N N NS N o o - N 2 S R ]
FE 4 b Lo AN AT S AN (B, S AR L
YR B B e 2T N TG S S HL; A RS
AN IA TR T NS5 B i o, RS BE S B B
BN TR SR B, A R HE A
[E1& S AN E T2 5 0 B A A 1Y — &R 23 1A
5 3 3hHL(Ryan & Deci, 2000b).

Ryan 1 Deci (2000b)f& 45 [ 4 E sh LS HY
W EVERRRE, R AME Sh AL 2 BUR P HES A —
MESAR L, IR B EANRIET, #a9AEm
BATY, oA EMAFRRT RS A ENE
G, HEINESIHL, #EIL Ryan Hl Deci #24H
A % 3L (autonomous motivation) Fl4z il 1 sl HL
(controlled motivation) i FFZERIBHHL, [ F DL
SEFR N FIE B B A R R AR R i
PR S AL, AL N TE S LLL B2 5 5 R A
PE AT A SMESIHLE A M S LR 48 I
BN LG B A 2% 1 s P 3 0 B 5 3 A o) R Y

ML, EAESNERIE T AT R ASSMES L,
22 BERREEBILWAZLERE

A o & # g A b B & (autonomy) . AT
(competence) Fll & & (relatedness) = Ff 5 A< .0 B 7
BN BRI L AR B R A 1 251
“H FETEHEAREE BKE A C 8RR
NI Bl 0 3 RS BT A R SRR
FIXF O AL PR ER 1 E AR T R R R
RTEE AR R 50 AR, B E A
NV B 5 RN 56 72 19 B9 (Ryan & Deci, 2017),

B PeE e A ORISR : MALUREW R
RTMAE. BAEMXR ZFIEAOHETERN, 3t
SRIGE] TAEN 20 B AR R, 1
SREk AR A EMESINL, HRATSS T N, T
B, WA EEARNIT AR, Wbk
HIER OIS AR, MMARM H 32 AT RN R =
AT EZ BB, B TETA/EGES S
AR 0 ) S ik 1) kA LR, TR I R I L B
PLETCEIHL, BRI FIMERZE R, X TR
25RO K7 B TRV (Gagné & Deci, 2005).
23 ETEHZATBICMITENNRECRNE

FEXF ARG BT TAEShHLE & TF & T 250
AIMEER, HEMERTETHIIPSEAIR
—%{, 10 Blais, Briére, Lachance, Riddle 11 Vallerand
(1993) 3% 18 bt T A gl HL £ J¢ B B % (The  Blais
Inventory of Work Motivation)fg& 31 >3 H (1) HL 5
R, WHENESIIL. ARIEST . AT Fsh
TRV T PO B2 Tremblay, Blanchard, Taylor,
Pelletier 1 Villeneuve (2009)F=i# it TAESMERI NTE
ZfHLEFE(The Work Extrinsic and Intrinsic Motivation
Scale)f2& 18 -1 H 1y HL se Ff i %, G NLESNHL .
AW AR . AT . SN R
LA BIHLIER; Gagné 45 A (2010)35 15 Mk iR
P BUAS 1) TAE shHL = 3 (The Motivation at Work
Scale)f& 12 4~ H iy B se e 8, WG NAESIAL .
INRIATT . BT FANE 7 A2 Gagné
FNQOISXT R TAESh ML Rl AT T EHAEILT,
FHF 9NMERK 7T MAFREF USRI R BN
Z YL E T AEsh#l+ 22(The Multidimensional Work
Motivation Scale), J& 19 T HAY B E R, B
FENAESIHL . NFEIETY . BRA T . AMERIE AT A
LWL HABIHLER

H A SRS 5T b X CAE S HLR ] =R 4k



ESRp

s LT A TP B B A TAESh ML 78 Ik 4% B R R E 1] 1491

TR . B —, AN BB R Sk 45 A g a3y
T, RERGHEMIEEREMIKER, W1 Van
Beek, Hu, Schaufeli, Taris 1 Schreurs (2012)L1 2
Zhang, Zhang, Song il Gong (2016)%5: /5%, % —,
X TAESILAS AN JS RN 45 SR AT R ARG, 45
G RSN BT SN, BT R
“PNTE B AL F TN 6] 98 55 A AL B 25 G
“AEMETAESHL, HSMRREA AR A T T
LEA NIl TAESIHL, LA H e i Fi R [ 3
LRI )52 i sl AR BE A 22 5, 40 Tremblay 5%
(2009) L) K Gillet, Gagné, Sauvagére Fll Fouquereau
(2013) 5558 AT LERF TG TAE S HLI A 1 3% 25
PRSI 25 4 A Bl AL 28 B 3 AH A B S 35
“TAESIHUEXT A FHEFEE(RATD”, LLUZIEEOR
T HH 7S 5 (19728 5, 41 Deci, Connell Fil Ryan (1989)
TEBFFE i < TAESIHLAR T A EERE0 A
B 2} NAESNHLIA R R 5 — 5 AT -2 x S
o B, TSR R F B AR AE I AT g
FEAEH SRR R, T R 55 BT (Cluster
Analysis) B % 7& #4 B! 43 #7 (The Latent Profile
Analysis) kK X 5 AN [F S LAY [ SR 4 A T TR B
TR, SRR A B BIAT N &5 5 i A AR i
225, 1 Van den Broeck, Lens, De Witte Il Van
Coillie (2013)) X Gillet, Becker, Lafreniére, Huart
1 Fouquereau (2017)% 5%

3 ETHERREERHITENNME
BK4& o3 #fr

3.1 BEARIEE

h AT RS H B DA AR ST SR, KR 2018
A5 N IERIBIFTESCHR . S PRAIE BE 7 WL TR A
ST FNE N TAE AL A Tk 2, iz HILA T 3R
HEATREA G 2% -

B 1, 32 Web of Science . EBSCO Al
PsycINFO = REEEIHITRBIR . R T
ia] J& “Self-determination theory”. “self-determined
motivation” Al “Work motivation” . “employees
motivation”, “autonomous motivation”, “controlled
motivation”, “amotivation”FL M il 1 — 4~ o KR
SCHR I 0735 25 11 R 2018 4F- 5 H Jhy 1k i[RI T 37 o 9%
SCSCHK, FFHERR T “Students® motivation” 1“4 |
PEE . LR IRIRSEI SR SCHR, 45 R4S 24T
BRI 701 ANFSTREAS

AR 2, BBRA AL TR 1 LS A B iR
AL, R Sk, 8 LA R AR AT R
G o — & SCHROA A LA B T4 R A 8 i T
YEF AT R BESY, RSG5 T g Rk
SE BRI Y S UE A T (A 07 AR\ BT LA R S 36 12 52
RAFFEBCI); IR RAEA = K A RIE
BRE b —A> S LS AL S T PR A R AR ] OC &R
WY, B AR T 2 ] P A DG R B DU RIS
WLAFR A DA A A B B R A

AR 3, ke, A A0 e T R A
(kA F Web of Science #r %4542 ik H
AR SCHRAM FER TR

LA LA LREAATE] 97 R REA SR
J& 27 SRS = (9 3CiHk) o
3.2 SWAEE

S A7 N N Ry 7 s 2 NN Lt
BT ARSI P45 R e, et A O
M SEUERSE, &I — D ER G IR (LI 1 PR,
Kt A FoR B BRI B IIE R R, B %
AR TAEBIHLAY =Fh A, P 1 BEALE T AR R A 1A
EV NS ER S &S EIS ik N 328 SIS RSk
i, SR BT B L (L) R =2 s LA &
PEZIHL . PSR L BB E A A2 ok i
R TAERREE XS R LAY R, SSIERF LRI
G A PRI T 4 32 i A B B R A
L, WAEAFTE A & i SRR e
) % Z2 A 3 2 B SCHR, 4 52 4k 7 78 o 1) 0%
FA B B SR

XF 97 FEWFFEAEA b PR AR A S 2R R 48,
H M SRR R R E A R TARRRE . 4%
WS B FEE SRR BRSO A T
W, PRI A P B EAT . T
VEG T IR | AR 1A 670 T A5 0 A 5% T 0 2 2
TRFIGEPUAST7 T o ASPARRRAE A 15> A PR 2R E 1) F1
A NTAE BARECT AR (B2 [ A HRIE . TARES)
BLAY S HRAF B 5 T TAR ST . TAEAT R (T
PEBOA L TARREFR | TAEMOLEE | HEUA RAT )
TAEZSEE CUAEW B (AL 8UR ) LA SO BR A e
PRCCAEB R . AR 7B TARE RS

Xt 97 FEREA Sk MBI 5EBETT LA B BT 1 AR
ST ERIAGE, 13 H AR T 2K . ik
46— AT TAESIHLE ROV 5, B
5 EMESHL . FEEl AL R Sh AL B T AR
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A B FEURER 5. EEhEIRR
1. TARFFE 2SR |3 BRI S EGIRET Y || 12. MAKHE
L1JCMILAHHE | 2 13RS 3.1 %A FHXH
12.14 i
L2 THRE | 208URARBSCH: |32 M A | asers| | [ LR AR
2.3 M4 S: 5.3 TAESREFRHE 224 ATAEHAR
2 ATLRSS: 5.4 B THLABIRA
' | |
Js 56 Y S 5B 12:6
1 | 124
A-8 v v
6. FALHIFEW 2 6-11 7. B OB
s [ |
J } v A
B TAEhHL HRFRAD R ] R A 30k

| s nerem | o smean | 10 2o |

I
B-11

4 7-11

MRFN A RIR R A B

Y
11

T THaE
OPRERR

THES TR

2;

TR AL AUy iﬁﬁi
MEARSTH o i

Bl 1 BT AR e 0 TAE S ML TR

1o RS BE R TINAE H; <Bkds =R A O HE G
SR T AR SILLL B TAEAT S . A EERLL
PR RS2 AT TE, AR AR 51 T = A AL
PR S S R R B T R AR AT Sy A
PRAAE; “PRkgs =0t B TSR TR PR R R 0d
W TAESIHLR WA 5% T T ARAT O | A58 RO B B
MBETE, H ARSI T ARSI A A2 R RER
i F A SR TAR IR B T T AR T8 . 8%
Ly HRAER R B RO WAL < fok 2% DU I 2k S AR AR
PRI DR 2R A PR 0 e 01 L AR A
o ASEERLC PR RIRTSE, H AR AR SR AL
PR L0 AR O P A AR R BT AR R A R SRR3R
S 5y T UARAT . S BEFILC B R AY S <K
2% L PR PR AR BREE R 5% T TARAT S RS
FERO B AT, H AR TAE S HLA A
U B A2 (ERBEL ) P DA Hh A 7 i R A it 4 o
TAEPREE XS 51 T TARAT o 25 B ALC BRAZ R A 52
M fik 2% 772 B A PR i o R AR 0 B G B
T 12 (LA B AR S HLR e 5% T AR T S
L PRAERR AT ST, H A SR A5G 57 T AR 52
M B2 T4 B A

3.3 ETEHRREERMIIEMNNMARIKE T
3.3.1  BkE—: TSI ERRMR

) B EETAESPLX R TR N (KR 8-11)

“HRAR 8—117 (16 MHIFFEREA) At — B 4518,
B E =M AR S LI ) 00 5 A B T ARAT A
RIS BE DA RO A T o A [ MR R A g A D sl 0
TIWFSE RN . A M TAESHLIE ) B 5 T 6% T
& i 7= JF (Battistelli, Galletta, Portoghese, &
Vandenberghe, 2013; Gillet, Fouquereau, Lafreniére,
& Huyghebaert, 2016; Ilardi, Leone, Kasser, & Ryan,
1993; Nencini, Romaioli, & Meneghini, 2016;
Tremblay et al., 2009) . T./£%% J1(Bidee et al., 2013;
Gagné et al., 2015), T /EE J1(Gagné et al., 2015),
TAEMOY B (Van Beek, Taris, & Schaufeli, 2011;Van
den Broeck et al., 2011; Lopes & Chambel, 2017).
BRIV 7 3% (Fernet, Austin, & Vallerand, 2012). )&
7K i (Battistelli et al., 2013; Gagné et al., 2015;
Gagné, Chemolli, Forest, & Koestner, 2008; Tremblay
et al., 2009). 2141\ K417 4 (Battistelli et al., 2013;
Roche & Haar, 2013; Tremblay et al., 2009)F1 & 2
W (Li, Wu, & Ying, 2016), A 1 TAESHLG I
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T 8 B 1] (Battistelli et al., 2013; Gagné et al.,
2015), TAE#EIEIK(Gillet et al., 2016)F0 TAF &/
J&(Tremblay et al., 2009), {8 A F 1 TAESIHLA T
EME B TIAE T 3 T 7 G M 4sie, A s
KA EPETAESHL G 50 5T TAERS B (Van
den Broeck et al., 2011; Gagné et al., 2015; Fernet
et al., 2012), MiAPFFR LA FMETIEDINE R
T TAEHE B AHIX (Lopes & Chambel, 2017).

“PRég— (1 DOFRAEA) DR R B < TAEZ)
HUAH XS 32 P 07 1 1) T30 5% T A9 AR 3
R LURE, B8 B0 G T A TAE R 7 8 s R
7% [ (Tremblay et al., 2009), “Bk&— (4 MIFFEHE
A TAESNHLAY R R BIETEA B AT B R . Aig
PEHI P S HLAY K2 e B, < A s PR
M AR R . TARMOLEE | A SURE FIRURL A
B Tl A E LA (Van den Broeck et al.,
2013; Gillet et al., 2017; Graves, Cullen, Lester,
Ruderman, & Gentry, 2015; Howard, Gagné, Morin,
& Van den Broeck, 2016), HTAEE . T1E#E
BFE KPR T A EPESIHLEEA (Van
den Broeck et al., 2013; Gillet et al., 2017; Howard
etal., 2016),

QEH TSP B THRmEER 9-11)

“HRFR 9-117 (9 DMFFAEA) IR HH— B
G518 . A SEBIETE K AR S A S BLIE ) B0 B
T TAERE SRS B 7] (Van Beek et al., 2012;
Gagné et al., 2015; Fernet et al., 2012), £ [ Fijl
BT TAEW B ¥ (Gillet et al,, 2016), HAZVAR
17 M (Roche & Haar, 2013)FIFH HL & ] (Li et al.,
2016), {HA LERFSE A AR HIME TAESIHLS 51 T
TAE# B (Lopes & Chambel, 2017). TAE%% J1(Bidee
etal., 2013), I A (Battistelli et al., 2013) A4
Ko “Pk&E—> TAESIHLAY R /3 A s 7EAE BL (3
FFEREA) ST R B S shiblA AL b | RS HL
i EE RS, A S L S RO B X %R
TR T TAEWE R . TAEANE . AR
LHAURIE T A B F (Van den Broeck et al., 2013;
Gillet et al., 2017; Graves et al., 2015),

G)EHxt R TR @R 10-11)

“HEAR 10-117 Q DMFFEREA) A3 T — B ghiag,
A2 gl AL A 1) WO 53 T 04 B R ) (Li et al.,
2016), TAEWG 1A TAESS Jy, 1E BN G T 0
BRE . B IUE 0] (Gagné et al., 2015), “fk#—"

TAES LRI Hr (1 BT AR A ) R B 5 sh AL
MR (Hormi £ ShpL, I LT T
AL, TAIREY | S TE AT RSN IR ) A
ShEEL. TAEWRERE . TAEMOL B K F 2 E AL
(Howard et al., 2016), {HESIHLX} 57 T.4H LUK
F TR R B T A ER S A5 e, AR R
LB HLA 1 B 5L T 1E R i (Gagné et al.,
2015), {HALA BFFE & I 22 AL 1) T 00 200 1 15
JB 7K 5 (Imran, Allil, & Mahmoud, 2017),

@B EHETAEHH. EhldE TSP BT
TAES AW

Gagné Fl Deci (200548 < H E M TAES LS
M TAE S AL TAESAL 0T B & A R 1 52
Wi, AEH X I ) B 5T A b . R SUs I ST
RN HE AR IRMAE S5, RIS L A 1
BHHLIE RE L 22 A W A R, T X & 2 R 22
B PE R TAE, B EM AL AR S 30 HLE g
FEAT A B 5 4R = B3 (Grolnick & Ryan, 1987),
TAESI LAY R A R B . AH L AL S AR B,
FASHHLZEBI ORI . FEATITT L AR
B 5 VR R N TE S HL) AR AL TR KRR, A
{0,530 K 5% 15 (Moran, Diefendorff, Kim, & Liu,
2012), XEEWFIEHI AL KB H E RS PRI H 1)
BILAT A 254 1) 52 el AT R A7 7E 8 Jin 5 H 3l &0,
W AT B2 32 B TARAE 55 FRAERY 20, (0 H FiseA
Bl —3siie.

5 A EH-TAESPLE A R KB R T2
SAE w0

WIS B F M0 SN E S PLEA R I
B 5 AT )X B TR A 28 S Ak 1 S e A —
YL . Gagné Al Deci (2005)H < F#:1
HMEZNHLGA R 5 R & 659 5 WESh LA A
AN TR L BEALER, FTRE 2 X 51 P A AN R Y 52
Wil 2 AT Y SE 06 F BT RN BT R
AL 55 BUSCANRT, N AE S HLHER I 1) T 27 A Y
OB, AR Y IF 0 AT 55 Sk, HiA)
I X B R ) RO A A T4 55 B KoK F-
(Burton, Lydon, D’ Alessandro, & Koestner, 2006)
Koestner £ Losier (2002)7E# & s &1 % % 4= #
AR NAESNHLST AR]85 X547 2 Sk 1) 5
T RE 52 BIME 55 FRAE s me, BP 2% 28 DA R 2%
Mk HL T 28 RS 85 ) AT 55 i, AR Y
X AT 55 S HA TSR A O F 2 A A Sk
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MR AR 55 B, NAE S HLAAT 55 A 2 TR
AR . HAETY Zhang %8 A (2016)iz FRE T Al
BRI ek 58 T o E R BT N TESIL
UNGEGREINE - ¥ R P R RS T M RSP S
F, BRGNS RE GE [ R0 SR T 06 R B
BORIE BEPESTEOK -, X5 Burton 55 A Z5igHEA
—2.

332 BB EROEEZFEFEMRIMNIE

AR TAEAT AMESE NS MR

(DEA BT EW L CHH) 5 ARSI
HEXRRHBIS

“HEFR 6-8” (10 DMFFEHEA) N T — 29 4h
W, B 5L A S B O 1 i 5 M
EZhAL. B 5e, THRFsE &5 T B4 B
B 2 e A ALY ET R AR i, 5RO
F 4 TAESHHL(Lynch, Plant, & Ryan, 2005); HKk,
YRR K REAOHTEWRHEXMA T TR E
P Bl ML 2> 7= A= B [E] i J5 &0 (Olafsen, Deci, &
Halvari, 2018); %5 =, H{WiHF5¢ &k B 6% TR HEA
DIFE R 5 R T NAESIPL(Dysvik, Kuvaas, &
Gagné, 2013; Longo, Gunz, Curtis, & Farsides, 2016;
Rasskazova, Ivanova, & Sheldon, 2016; Vandercammen,
Hofmans, & Theuns, 2014)H1 | F:sh#L(Van den
Broeck, Ferris, Chang, & Rosen, 2016; Van den
Broeck, Vansteenkiste, De Witte, Soenens, & Lens,
2010; Gagné et al., 2015)IEHI5&; 550U, TAESIHL
PRE SRR THEARLHTEHRES A
F M TAESIL W IEAH 5 (Moran et al., 2012),

“HK R 6-97 (4 MFFAEA) IS S5 1B A 1E A AH
HXE. AW EIA THRALHTFER L 51
il P HL A 5 (Van den Broeck et al., 2010), T
5 40 W 5 & BN AR & (Haivas, Hofmans, &
Pepermans, 2013; Gagné et al., 2015), Van den
Broeck 25 A (2016)J04 Bt & B 5 T3 A BT
TN RO T S AL A T A T 55 o

“IRFR 6-10” (2 DMITFRAEA) R D ZEE 2 5 T
FEAL P R 5 A S A (Van den Broeck et
al., 2016; Gagné et al., 2015),

“ERR 7-87{UA 1 WIRESE R DL T A B AL
P ZLBH A 5 N 7E 3 P14 A 56 (Longo et al.,
2016), “BKR 7-9"HI“BER 710" TR H MY
5T F 32 3h B (19 B A4S0 B B BH W 5 o 4 30
HLF0 2= s AL 1IE A6 5& (Martinent, Guillet-Descas, &

Moiret, 2015), {HEFXF TAE Y i 51 T He A0 2R
o B BT 5 4R ) 1k AR s AILRN L sh Pl =z ) ) B
KRB Z STUEF ST IR o

QRITEARLBETEHREE WA T TS
LA B TAEFT A RS E MBS

“HRAR 6-8-117 (3 MIFFTHEA) IS Hh — B4
1, BVA EVE ARSI b 22 R R0 fife B
BT HAD BT S X TAEIT A . SEMOH
TR B . S, BEWTPRSE R A T
VESIHLAE  vh A 728 i A e 17 B3 TR AR O B 06
JEXT ARSI B F) BN 52 ) (Haivas et al., 2013);
O, BRI IE R TAESHLA XS B MR8
DAy v A i R T 20 AR 51 T AR O BT 0 2
X+ T 4F i & ¥ (Richer, Blanchard, & Vallerand,
2002) . B G 7 B (Milyavskaya &
Koestner, 2011) 1B 5% i LL K X T A6 # B A1 &
HEURE [f) A T A B2 0 (Richer et al., 2002),

“HRAR 6-9—11"MI“HE R 6-10—- 117804 B4
il PE A S AL AN 22 S AL DAy v o 20 g % Tk
AR BT B X TAEAT R RS B R 5T

“IRAR 7-8-117 0 “HR AR 7-9-117 R CHR &R
T=10-11" % 2L WF 58 K B TAE ShHLAR XS B £ P4
B A Sy v S 78 g T R R DY TR AR O 38R 9 X J
FEIR 1 TH AR I (Silva et al., 2017), {HIREA H E
PESIAIL  FERPESIALANE S HLE by b A A2 i ik B
AR B BH AR TAEAT Ry RS BE el (5
333 PkE=: BEMIHIERENRIIE

AR TAEIT RS E RS0

e E B 5 A A 23 PR XM S ALY 52
L R SR L S S B 7 A P (=i 01/ M
WH B A EERE AR (Deci & Ryan,
1987), HHTEZMIURIEFRITE THRZU5
— 2 TAERREE iy A BrOC R G UE, A58 1 (3
EgOR A EESZ A AR B SR =
R AR AR, =R B TAHLU R Y
B TARRHER R

WEMEEFE EF A EEXR. TIEFK
RWBUR

(i FAC AR NI EX S EE= L8 EAC AN
GOTERAT B IRIRRE I BN T I8 1 AN BRAT 2, fdE
HERTBOARER. T ERELFEYSME
BXRRE . SR VR ENITE. ST E e &
DEPR L 04T 55 FO4R AT 555 PRALET iy 25 S 451
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17 M (Deci et al., 1989),

“HRAR 3.1-8—117 (12 DTS HEA) 13 1 — 2y
g5, WA RS (BE90 A BV SRR TR TR
L. TAEAT N AR EE DA SO B e 23 77 A=
b, & de, T IR A EMH () LR
9 H VSRR T & 1 B M AR S LR TAEAL
b B £ e A B A B I (Hardré & Reeve, 2010);
B, ABTHIBE WO R LA A (B YO H &
P S A5 I 1) 5000 R JE 19 9 7R TAE 3 Bl (Giintert,
2015; Kuvaas, 2008; Nie, Chua, Yeung, Ryan, &
Chan, 2015, Pelletier, Fortier, Vallerand, & Briére,
2001), TAESIHLAXT B FHEF5 4L (Otis & Pelletier,
2005; Williams, Halvari, Niemiec, Olafsen, &
Westbye, 2014)F1 H £ TAEsIHL(Gillet, Gagné,
et al., 2013; Giintert, 2015; Haivas, et al., 2013; Nie
et al., 2015; Oostlander, Giintert, & Wehner, 2014,
Pelletier et al., 2001; Van Schie, Giintert, Oostlander,
& Wehner, 2015), 7248 B (5B O A E1ECHF
5 TAEAT WS EE Z W SC &b, WAE TAEShHLE
S A AR g SCIE 1) B0 AL %% (Kuvaas, 2008)
TAEWS & ¥ (Giintert, 2015; Nie et al., 2015)F12H 21
ABAT R (Giintert, 2015); TAESHHLARXT [ EHEFE
B Sy v A AR £ T 1) O 51 Y B R 1] (Otis &
Pelletier, 2005); F FM: TAESIHLIE Ry A28 ik L
1F [m) F00 A 3 2 B2 (Gillet, Gagné, et al., 2013;
Oostlander et al., 2014) . TAEFT AR ¥F(Pelletier et al.,
2001) ., TAEROW & N 213 AT M (Van Schie et al.,
2015), %=, HATHFFEM A& B 5 T A E P TAE
ShALRE R 3 i B A I (R 20 A M SRR X B
OB IR AE I, LS . Bk R
FRRER A% 25 A (Williams et al., 2014), H # L
L (Otis & Pelletier, 2005)F1 55U ] (Gillet,
Gagné, et al., 2013; Williams et al., 2014),

“ERR 3.1-9-117 (4 MR HEA) I Z5RITFA
— A WS R A B (B R g0 A SR )
T A TR SRR, HANEIR S S A AR
S [ T 5% W R, I ) B0 T AR e ) R
(Nie et al., 2015), 5 A5 &£ IE E (5K L 5R)
B B F MRS T B 4B AT (Glintert, 2015;
Pelletier et al., 2001) I HIPE CAESIHL(Gillet, Gagné,
etal., 2013)RHI%,

“BRAR 3.1-10-117 G MR EEA) WIS L5 &
A H (5 G0 Ry 32 SRR A7 1) TR 5L T

ZHL, 102 SHLE b A A2 i G ) 0 5T Y
70 2 H (Pelletier et al., 2001), iF [ Fiil 51 .1
B R 1A (Giintert, 2015) . TAEH J7 IR0 KB
E % (Nie et al., 2015).

QHBEBR M B EHR . TSR
R

F 3% P 2 HE 424052 3 A BA AL BEBIF 5
P T PN 5 A VSR RS, A8 T BA K
SUREH XS 7 AR L . SRR A
SCHY RS . HAHS % A O BRI TAESE SOy
P47 H (Moreau & Mageau, 2012; Jungert, Koestner,
Houlfort, & Schattke, 2013),

“HRFR 3.2-8-117 (4 DREAWITY) K AT BA AR
GO A FEES R A B EH ARSI, TR
110 TARRE Bt B R B . 15, T
TR 5 A BT BA R B3 B 1R SR R S T T
A B 53 118 5 A O JHLT 0 AN 3R AR S AL
(Jungert, Van den Broeck, Schreurs, & Osterman,
2018), Hk, BEEBTAIA ST BT 5T K B BA S 1Y
32 SRR A [ S50 AT BA R 5% 4 S T AE S
(Hon, 2012; Jungert et al., 2013; Liu, Zhang, Wang, &
Lee, 2011), i ATBA B 53 B9 H 324 TAESIHLLE o
A7 5 MCIE [8) T B3 T 09 A1) 3 M 8545 (Hon, 2012),
1 WO AL [ B B (Liu et al., 2011), “BK&R
3.2-9-11"FI“BX &R 3.2—-10-117 H Hi & A % B A
J G T P SRR X BB Y v S AL ER 2 B L
BN 5T

@TFNME . TIESYL IR HBOR

Gilbert fll Kelloway (2014)IA N5 Bl ) A8 3
UGS AU RO O R L ELI T A i ) 6t
T IX U 40T ARt B Al 2 T = AR AL B
i B, ORISR N TE S AL KA RSN TE S ALY
G R Ty, SR A T8 TAEShHLLL & T
YEAT . 25 LA SRR 7 A 52

B, “BER 2.1-8—117 (5 IMIF T REAS VR Iy
INTTRF T R W] b G 1 722 AR 450 S IKUAS T [ S0
J& 149 P9 7£ T E 3 L (Conchie, 2013; Piccolo &
Colquitt, 2006)F1 F M T A/Esh#L(Bono & Judge,
2003; Eyal & Roth, 2011; Fernet, Trépanier, Austin,
Gagné, & Forest, 2015; Wang & Gagné, 2013), H.H
TE TARSIHLEL A P TAESI L R b/ 28 i SOE
) T J () T A3 72 (Bono & Judge, 2003) .
TAES AL A B ] AT M (Fernet et al., 2015;
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Piccolo & Colquitt, 2006)L) K 1% &K (Bono &
Judge, 2003; Fernet et al., 2015), A F &2 T.4Y
TAEH#E B % (Eyal & Roth, 2011)H1 T/EE J7 %05
(Fernet et al., 2015), “BEFR 2-9-117 H 545§ RISH
5 RS AR B, 52 A4 XA i a4 o sl
B4 HR AR P IE ) 900 s B9 TAE S B (Byal &
Roth, 2011),

S CBER 2.2-8-117 (3 MHFSTREA ) B K 7F
XI5 TN 08 (A 400 5 A D A8 56 R BT AR O )
W A E M TAESIHL, 1 E 2 TR PE
A AR SOUE [ BN TR R . AR TR R (i
FRFNTE . ENE 7Rk A R A TAEROL B,
o] T B3 T % T 4F #% & (Chambel, Castanheira,
Oliveira-Cruz, & Lopes, 2015; Graves & Luciano,
2013; Pauli, Chambel, Capellari, & Rissi, 2017),
“BXZR 2.2-9-11"HA Chambel %(2015)k B TS5
BB A R T S B T AR P S LR A K .

B BR8-S SR T HE
ST KU X 51 L T AR SIHIL LA B CAEAT S A B
SR o R WTRIF ST R A A DA XA T [ S
BE A EWTAESNL, B F4ETAESPES T4
A SOE B TR A AR . B R L B
5 4 s B 3K 299 (Chen, Vivian Chen, & Li,
2013), BEWHIFFT B T B =4 TAEShHLE S
LY TF R B G W 5 0 LA A RIT A Z
[B] 6 5 B A9 A 1 (Zhang & Chen, 2013), fi
Wr A 5T % B P FE S HLTE 52 T 6050 14 L 46 HE AL 450
Uk 5 A1 TR T b Z R E A AR I (Tu
& Lu, 2013), “BXZR 2-9-11"¥1BHF 98 & LA MR
ST JRUARR T ab A0S IR T 6 1) T 5L T 0 34 R
(Chen et al., 2013), “BXR 2-10-11"%H KW T
AKX} 53 T 22 shidLEZ i A F 5T o

DAL IR TSIV R HBR

ZH 20 37 F % (Perceived Organizational Support)
MR T TAETN . SEALOEME R E T
REK, C153) %54 37 Ff(Eisenberger & Stinglhamber,
2011), 2F 5z A IR E BB HESL R T R TAY
AR W TAEAT R o 25 5 00 B { B A0
LB ui

“HRR 4-8-117 (4 PHFFEEEAR) W 5% 2 W
B TS R R [ B0 A 32k TAEShAL, A
FPETAEBIHLAE g A A8 i SIE 1) T TAE ALY
JF (Chambel et al., 2015). T 1F i & ¥ (Gillet,

Gagné, et al., 2013) ., A= 71 1k 2 8 Mg B 1 52 (Pauli
et al., 2017), HE M 5 T8 T/EH# B (Chambel
et al, 2015)F1 & L2 [7] (Gillet, Gagné, et al., 2013),
TAESHHUAERT B FE PR A H SRS A T
Ol B 2 8] k2 A& FR 43 o A AE T (Gillet, Huart,
Colombat, & Fouquereau, 2013),

“EXR 4-9-117 QM FEEREA) S5 IR A — 3.
Gillet, Gagné % A (2013)fRE W4T & 1 52 T 2 41
SRR ) T A A BB, A S LR
rh A7 g SR ] T AR R R, O ] T g
B o Chambel % A (2015)BE Wi 55 & BURAE 51 T
B ¥ PR S PLIE [ B0 TAEME R, 6 ) B0 T AR
WOl B, H 5T USRS I S LA
Ko “BRR 4-10-11" BRTEA H IR T HE
B RBPLZ MR RGTF .

5) TAERFAEXT Bt T TAEZIHLIA B THEAT A
A BE B R RR

TARRHIERL AL (JCMYIA g AT 55 8 200 A 55
[ —E . fRBZREM: . RUBUR B F M A RRIE
A T2 fit 52 AR 3 AR 09 3 UM AT
B, I TAESE IR, HEWIHE SR T N AR
Zh#L(Hackman & Oldham, 1980), H k& HiSH
AN AR B A% O FRAE RE T 2 03 L0 = Fh A0 31
T, YA N ARSI OL, RSN ESIHLIY N
1k F1#& & (Deci & Ryan, 2000b).

“HRR 1.1-8-117 (7 MWFFEHEAS)BE i i 5 3=
W] ICM 9 A0 TARRRE B s 0. o
Se, “TAE A M FRAEIE 7 T 51 T/ N 7E T.4E
B, NTETAESIHLIE A b8 i ST ) T 51
TR BRI . MAEnNgis, Tum B T
HA & 7] (Galletta, Portoghese, & Battistelli, 2011; Joo,
Jeung, & Yoon, 2010; Kuvaas, 2008), %% —, TAER
SRR (T 45 B L AR ISR B RE 2 FE 1)
AN O R IE o) S0 53 T T AESh AL X B 3
PEFRE, W LAESIPLAE X B 32 PR BVE A
OO IE [ AU B TR TR T R E (Millette &
Gagné, 2008; Richer et al., 2002), [ 51 T
Y T AE 8 2 B BRUE [a] (Richer et al., 2002), 55 =,
FANAZ U FRAE IE 1) TR0 5% TR A = T AESIL,
A E M TAESIHE A28 8 SCIE ] S T AR
B YU RAT N (Giintert, 2015)F01 TAE#O
(Van Schie et al., 2015),

“TAEE R 5% EFAI(JD-R Model)” % iE T
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TAEZ KR (Job Demand)Fl TAE ¥ (Job Resource)
DG 13 Y A0 O R (= €3 S = R S
(Demerouti, Nachreiner, Bakker, & Schaufeli, 2001),
5L T A & e S Y BOp it 7 — 40 1T T
VEBR 5 YIRS B T TAEAT 9 FIAS I i sh il
T “BRAR 1.2-8-11" (3 MHFFAEA)IFFE R I T A
BUEE A B P TAESPLIE M 5 T AR R
S 108, BRI R B TAE G IR U
AR AT ) S O0C R ) IE 1] T TR 3T
YESIAL, 10 P T AE S AL O AR 7 AR T 1)
TR 8O0, X 17 46 AR B 7 A= 7 Ie) i S 800 (Fernet,
Austina, & Vallerand, 2012) , % —, “HBt &
1.2-6-8— 11" B W F 5 ¢ W T AR BT (RL 5 A
55 28 AV B 1 1) T Ta) F5000 5% T AY A B
WL FN A T ARSI, A P T S0 L R
FVETAESIHLAE Ay rp A28 J SIE (] 500 53 T2 T
{E%% J1(De Cooman, Stynen, Van den Broeck, Sels, &
De Witte, 2013) . T/E#OI A1 T-AE L Si(Trépanier,
Forest, Fernet, & Austin, 2015),

“IRR 1-9-117 2 DMRFREEA)ZE T TR
AEXT 53 T4 il v sh AL L B TARAT S RN B 1 52
Wi o Giintert (2015)%) 2 0F 58K M JICM #Y LA L
REAE A ) T 53 AR T RN RIS, X
A BB BIAE Sy v S A2 5 SO ] B 5T AR
Tl B R 3= S, TF ) I 53 Y S B 1] o
Trépanier %5 A (2015)% F“ID-R* Wi iF 58 2 B T
A B2 R 3 53 T A F AR o 3 5 B LV R 4 i 1 B
BLTAS v A A8 5 0 ] T 53 0% AR O B A T
YRS, 57 ) TR0 53 1000 3 3 R B AR o E 4%,
M TAEZER (EAEA AE 2 Ay F )i i T
REZAR o T BEL i 042 ) P Sl WL 671 1w 5 ) B3 TR TAE
Ol BEFI T ARG, IE 8] 52 e 53 T BRJH 2 A &
PRPRRAERE . “BE R 1-10—-11" HA Giintert (2015)
WA ST R L ShHLAE JICM B TAERRIE 5 R T8
R ] 18] 56 F R & 4 e R
334 BKEM: ZEHFETEFENRTERNOE

FEHEEEBDURTETAMSEN
A1)

WZFEARRREXN R TEALEFE, T
EFT RS ERR R

“HRFR 3-6-117 (7T DR HAOBIFE R 51 T
AR O BT 20 AR R A AR A R T OH
PESCRR IR (B BZ S8 . R SRR T AR IR

F AR )X 51 T AR 43 3L AN AT 2 I8 & (Arshadi,
2010; Baard, Deci, & Ryan, 2004). TAEROLEE |
— ¥ [ R0 T ) 5 e DA B R TR AR SE A B ) 5 )
(Deci et al., 2001; Gagné, 2003), 51 T.3EA .0 B
T AN P AR AR R T R A
FX R T TAER R . TAELST. R A&
S P JEK Y 1F 0] 5% TR (Gillet, Colombat, Michinov,
Pronost, & Fouquereau, 2013; Gillet, Fouquereau,
Forest, Brunault, & Colombat, 2012; Oostlander et al,
2014),

“HEFR 4-6—11"0]L WHFE R W R A0 B 205
JEAE R A AR S RS R T 5L TN I A S
X TAEMG B RE . AR S AR R A 52 BEAY 1E 7] 52
Wl “HER 4-7-11"WI BRI 5 T H U H
JER AR ] T 53 T SR A O R EERE A, T O TS
AR BT S BELAE AR DA v A A e S 1) T 51 TR
TAEM R . TAESEAR A A 352 UR(Gillet et
al., 2012),

QTAERHEXS R TEALEBFEHRLE . TE
TR ERE W

“BRAR 1.2-6-117 (4 MRS ST R B2
THREAR BT 0 A R AR R R T T
VEGEIRXT AR BE (Y TE 1] 5200 DA KXo 53 115 46
FE 1Y 7 [8] 520 (Van den Broeck, Vansteenkiste, De
Witte, & Lens, 2008; Trépanier et al., 2015), FA
O PR B A b A B R T A LB
(R W = SCRIR 52 )X 53 T 0 B 5 %) FRURR 5% 1
(Boudrias et al., 2011), 5 T4 3 A0 BT 2205 12
Ve e AE AR o iR T TARZOR(CTAE AT L 15
R . BREORATAE S R g TN 51 T2
FE 3 1Y 1F ) 52 ) LA K %k T AR AR B Y 1] 5
(Albrecht, 2015; Van den Broeck et al., 2008), “Hk
F1.2-7-11"F BT R W] 53T REAS O B 2 f]
T VR Ry v A AR e B R T AR R B AR
B TARSTRY B 50 LA KOG BT BEH A
SO R AR A TE ) S, LR T 51 T AR
P B3 T T AR BE . TAE SRR IE 1) 52 e A K2
X 53 T BTH 3t T B o0 {46 A% 1Y B 1) 5 )
(Trépanier et al., 2015),

QFFNEMN A TEALEFTERERT
EfT R BERZWH

“HEAR 2-6-117 (6 IMHFSEREA), B e st
98k BRAE A 78 S U AT KU (iR T 1 L
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AT ZW R, AT W R MR X
w1 51 T TAE SO A T ARk %t (Kovjanic,
Schuh, & Jonas, 2013). %5, AWM A& B T
R A0 B B0 A S b A AR AR R 1A
FE B AR BRI 3 XA X N B TR R . B’
Y BE AN X 4 AR 35 B IE 7] 5% W (Kovjanic, Schuh,
Jonas, Van Quaquebeke, & Van Dick, 2012), %=,
TS B A4 ¢ 7 0 5 1E [a) T 53 T 3 A< .00 2
T TR, TS AL B B R AR N R AR OE
] FO 5% TR ROR T . B EE ARSI, LAE
19 = G 18 (Graves & Luciano, 2013), 4 VU,
FEWTIF 5k 0 B0 T A O B Bl AR TR A 2
W R T ARG S X R T T AR EE
(Mayer, Bardes, & Piccolo, 2008) . 1T: 455 G Fl1ZH 21
N B A7 M (Chiniara & Bentein, 2016) [ IE [a] 521 .
S, FLURSTS IE [ S B T e A B A R
TR, BN e Y BRSO PR B R S IE )
TN TAE £ (.55 (Leroy, Anseel, Gardner, & Sels,
2015)0 “BRFR 2-T—1178AT A BT A% X 577 T4
ACIRHA . TARAT M AAS B B 5E .
335 BkEE: EHMREZEMRTITETAM
SEMLCESEMAR

5 B 32 SR PR AR R 0 < il v R B
<L PLIREE”, (AXF TAERRES e 4 2 &
BT PE IR B R AL B AT R IR AR 2
HET2E AR LR Z R — BRIt h,
4035 T AE 37 J7 0 BLEE 3 (workplace  psychological
harassment) . | 2% B9 & & & M 17l (abusive
supervision) A} I 9% (5K ) R HI AT O, 0
T AEY Fr 3% (workplace bullying); =& TAE
TRFE R 2R, A0FE T AR A TAEBER (1 CBm] |
AT EEK); DU B T A SUER FIE

“BRR 5-87 “IX R 5-9"FI“EXR 5-10"¥1 4
TR H—, LFTAEGOHEER (TR
B b Gfim MRS TAE % A AR TAE
A C PR LY - 20 _E s A ol St
HAE BB m B R IR 0 A E0E TSI, SRR
R B B, IE ) UM R AR A 4 4 B AL
(Trépanier, Fernet, & Austin, 2012); 28—, %}
E R THANTRENEEENFEETESRA T
B B 3 M2 4 S HL AT AR (1% 4 sh ML i A o6,
5 51 T8 A0 1 % & sh LA 2 sh ML IE AH 6
(Jiang & Tetrick, 2016); 5 =, £XIHEGE R T

FEA ST B3R TR H BRI 5 0 TR A
FHETAESI AL RIS ML A G, 55 TRy &
FPLIEAASE, 5L TR BRI TE Hh R P R
& #B53 1AVEHI(Cho & Yang, 2018).

“HRR S-8-11WIB BRI TAE R 1R A
THFNGREE | BT 5 R E A A S
VEAT S )RR 1) 484 o 25tk 5 b R AR 1 800 | 2k
TAEZNHL, 07 A 58 98 1 5 45 A€ % (Fernet,
Guay, Senécal, & Austin, 2012; Pelletier, Lévesque,
& Legault, 2002),“BE & 5-9—11"F1“Ik & 5-10-117
WA BIF ST e B 2 ) 4 TR PR A T DA T ) U0 e ik
TE T B SN T LB, X PR 2R AL B L L
I 1 4RSS 2 ARSI IE TR AT O R R
(Pelletier et al., 2001),

“HRAR S—6— 11" WP ISR I AR —, BT IEA
O BT B AR A AR RS R T A Y
OB By T AR A 2 I ) 5 D R B T AR
HOW BE 19 71 19] %2 W (Trépanier, Fernet, & Austin,
2013). #, G TR REAS O PR 20 R AR 5 THY
MR RIS R TR B ST . BUFHE TAE T
Sy 18] 4 87 1] 56 & Ol A 58 4 P A /B JH (Rosen,
Ferris, Brown, Chen, & Yan, 2014), %=, BT
LA O B B AE A SRR (F (OB L f
0, vh 58 FIG 465 22 oK) 5 5L T Al B Y B 1) G R
Tl A PR, R R AR SRR S
BT R 2R 38 19 1 1) OC AR ke 5 B A AR
(Albrecht, 2015; Van den Broeck et al., 2008), SHI,
LA BT 0 2 AR B AR R A P B T
A7 0 18] 4 1E 18] ¢ Z& vhoi A& 38 23 v A AR (Lian,
Ferris, & Brown, 2012),

“HRZR 5711700050 R WA O BT 2 BH
VR Sy A AR B R T b G R A T Dy X
BUT R AR B SRR A R 2 LR B )
SMR(Gillet et al., 2012), R TAES Y
SURDRE X 57 T A 1 3 SR EE D f R A% 119 £ 1)
SN (B[R AR HFRE N ) (Trépanier, Fernet, & Austin,
2016); WA W2 3l B A B AR O BT 2 BH
VE g A 78 S f R T R P Rl M A T R %o 32 B
G T AR 2RI AR % 2% Y £ ) 52 I (Bartholomew,
Ntoumanis, Ryan, Bosch, & Thegersen-Ntoumani,
2011).

3.2.6  Bk&grN: MAEHER WA TR ORI RE

A TP BISIA N B T TAE sh Lz # 4~
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PRAFRAE R RN . B AT 322 R B — B B SR S )
(General Causality Orientations) I/~ 438 3K i H %
(Goals) . 11171 (Aspirations) ¥, T/ # {H B ] (Work
Value Orientations) ¥~ 77 T & FF- 5% o

(WMMERREFRE R . TESILEHEZ®m

Deci 1 Ryan (1985b)iA A/ MATE = FhZE A Y
RIS E W] 7 AT FE & 2 5%, B 3 %€ [ (autonomy
orientation), #& il % [a] (control orientation)FIFE A
#E ] (impersonal orientation), “BtZ 12.1-8—11" (4
DHFFEREA) BT o R W] 51 LY FE R E )
TE ) BT A S BL A AR X A 3 A 4R 2(Gillet,
Huart, et al., 2013; Lam & Gurland, 2008). [ F1#
TAEZHHL(Gillet, Gagné, et al., 2013)HI P 7E TAYES)
HL(Liu et al., 2011), 5% T (945 il P B 5L 2 ) £ 1)
T TAEsh LA AT B E 8% (Lam & Gruland,
2008), TEHAFRFAP, TAESIPLWAXT B T T8
ARy A AR BEERAfRRE T R Y A 3 R E )
X TAR R . 44UKiHi(Lam & Gruland, 2008)
T AE#OI JE (Gillet, Huart, et al., 2013) A9 fH% 5%
mel, i E EME TTAESIHLE S P A AR R R T R L
Y H 2 RS2 a6 B T8 TAE W 2% (Gillet, Gagné,
et al., 2013)AY R 2 im, X 51 TS B S (Liu et al.,
2011; Gillet, Gagné, et al., 2013) TR, “Hk
F 12.1-9-11 9B R I R 5 5 1) %o 4 o
PPl BTAT A MEE W R . R
12.1-10- 1170 B A A B PR SE 1) 4 51 T 2%
ML, TAEFT N R T

()M TAE B AR SUAMEE 15 X B T 240
WEEWHL . TIETAMSERNZW

A 3o #e e TAES BT b A TR 5l
SKETAE BAR . A (E I %O B AT R 9 52
W, P2 BT oE R L T4 1 TAE HARsi A
THIE T 43 RS . — R AME BARs (A B,
WG E . AT a2 D WS NRsh R =4 H
by ZORNTE ARSI ERU, AR R A
B ABRIEFR | DTkA: XS AR {5 A H AR .
XTI BAR, M50 THETEIINE Hiro A B
SRk 8k H AR 27 A TE 2408 . fEIE . IR A B
TAEER . Y5 THEF TN HARai#H 8K L
H bR 2 8 s r B 3 ST A 25 2% (Kasser &
Ryan, 1996),

“BRER 12.2-6-117 (2 MIFFEREA)ITFE R 51
T =P R A PR 0 R AE R L AT AR

W 5 5L TR TAETT o . TARS AL B2
]G & il B AR AR . X T INTE AR
WA, 0 TMESEIME TAEME, HEA .8
i A T BRI, T A O BT N A S
S A8 B SCIE [ B B3 T T AR R . T AR ZR kA
57, S WO AR 25 FE0 . BRI R AR e
M12€ (Vansteenkiste et al., 2007); FEX}TF4MER T
YEHHE, WA 8 N FE TR, P BA R 5 i
AR B B L A, TR S N A
Ry A 7R i SCIE T $50I A BA 5 8 T AR A
(Schreurs, Van Emmerik, Van den Broeck, & Guenter,
2014),

4 ETERREEROITENNHR
HK KRR E R

4.1 ETBEIREBICH TIERNIA R TR

F R BE O TAE S AL T4 A4t 1 opr Bilie
HEZR, ZEm T LMENAE METAESIPL — ik, i
TN A SO E N B AR, BRI SN ES)
LB AT PR i, 48 AR S LR B A
AT 2R, IR SRR T A R sh AL R
R IA BT B T T ARAT D L 2 5 ROy B B 11 Tt
AR, 8 TTAESHHLE AT 5T 51 1w B R AT 98 )
Mat . LRk i &0 . NAESIHLISMERY
F PR TAESI LT R A A 0 TARSh AL 5 T
TARAT O o 25 O PR BB I ) B4R A,
7 2% ST ] 1R S AL AT BE 26 B A T A% AR
7 0 R B A e 9 BT AR

BT A R PE BE I TAE S AL ISR 5Tt 5L
FrAE . ARG AR = A AL P 2R 51 T
Koo BRRAT o FLCs BRA FE A0 £ )00 PR R 225
TEAG B0 (9 = b HE AL BT G, HESh 1 AR S
PLEEREBLIEHETE . k&b g ie wim it 7 3 3%
P BRI R0 B T T 2 SV BRI R )
B, R AL B T = R A B B PR RE Y
SRINTESNAL, fEdEANTESIHLEY AL RIS &, kT
X B A TAEAT 25 BE L R R ™ A BRI

Jok 2% 3 B AU A0 2 W] T AR ARAE | 4005 XURS
(ARG | FORATS: . S R SO RN
AMTEE) . H NSRRI PRI M LS
JEGXSE N R SHHLYEE J1 o BT A RPE B Y
TAESIHUBETE S 7R 1 AR BREE I S0 5 TR A
FEBE AR, HEHE T TARREIE RS | O HIE
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HAHFPNE T BT
42 ETERREERNIEDNRKMARER

ik 2% 534 S 30 B R AAT A0 BT 5 5 5% T A
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Streams and future directions of research on work motivation
based on the self-determination theory

ZHANG Chunhu
(School of Management Guangdong University of Technology, Guangzhou 510520, China)

Abstract: The study reported here is based on our thorough review on 97 articles published in English
before May, 2018 as a result of our extensive literature searches. Based on the core hypotheses of the
self-determination theory and applying the theoretical framework of “environment - basic psychological
needs - work motivation - outcome”, we systematically analyzed and summarized the current streams and
future directions of research on the causes and outcomes of work motivation. Our research reveals that
employees’ basic psychological need satisfaction and autonomous motivation as intermediary variables can
explain the positive impact of autonomy-supportive working environment, and employees’ individual
characteristics on their work behavior, attitude, and mental health. Future research focuses that we are
proposing include: (1) specific factors of controlled working environment and their impact on employees’
basic psychological need satisfaction and thwarting, controlled motivation, amotivation, work behavior,
attitude, and mental health, (2) mediators and moderators of different motivation types and their effect on
employee performance, behavior and attitude, and (3) impacts of external rewards, including pay and
performance-based bonuses, on employees’ work motivation, basic psychological need satisfaction,
performance, and mental health as well as the boundary conditions of these effects.

Key words: self-determination theory; basic psychological need satisfaction and thwarting; work motivation;

research streams





