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B OE RANESE, A ARG E R, HIUFRERA LR E LA — AL ER. A
MIESRIETECAMNPHLELEH. FEd A SRR AL EHITHILS, ORRSEESFo Rl BT S
FAHAESAT R T, Afe. M. THAE. THTH. SR AR IH-REXAZHA—LH AT
#oR, ot R AR IR T DO ANR AR A BT AL Gy I SR A, R - R F A%, NP, THER
—FORABA . TR HRAEHREILR A REZEERMERSNES Y 286, RRAR T
B RAHAE S A fr BR . BB A B AN KT ROMAE SR ERE . R RENEE Y h
F BT A B Ao A58 69 FF 5L

EEIF ROHAES; ROBAES; RLEBAES; EAR; EH

RS B849; €93

1 3|15 B 1 (Semmer, Jacobshagen, Meier, & Elfering,
2007), =5 K —RINEW G R (Semmer et al.,
2015; 2019) . W55 35 1, BIME RIAS % & T4 50K 5
TREPER, A HUAE 5 X A T W R ATS A A4
fi# B¢ J1(Jacobshagen, 2006; Kottwitz et al., 2013;
Pereira, Semmer, & Elfering, 2014), HILAT WL, A
BT S E SR AL T — AR L T ) R AR R
RS . T, W HEHETHRBEREE SR
JIEAESE, WAESNERY B TR ) T RN AT
ERRMLE & .

Hil, ANEHAES MR & T RIEN kR
CBUS T —@ BB . SR, 22 AR AR Y
AL TR B B, JUFZE P B R B
WREC %, R, WE R, 2019; FHEE, 1%,
ARHeF, TFE, 2%, 2019). BECKE, HRZ
] ik 2 — 2 TR B P X, SO FIREC A,
AFIFHR ) RS LW IR, X g —
SO SB[ R RV o AN, SRS N E
£457 REMESRERBT S . ARl E? A
G AT 55 236 L7 Al A o, HCfig RERIL 0N
NFFAM R 27 ARG RHA GRS
et F 3: 2019-09-10 (BTTE R, LI BIBRIE % A0 . e T R

* EZ A ARG (71772193, 71902048); 1k A QR > L B e
W 28 2 PSR B 5T 2 4 B BT H (20191Y002) A AES IBSIILR, T RAH SE R 6 —E

WAEIEH: 2%, E-mail: pengjiannut@]163.com () 4 o

2020 4 2 Ay, IEXM4eEEY AR SIT L,
P e, RAAE R — RS R T
ZRFE S . — & T MBS R Y S i it N
TR+, Bk RITAN, PLirE
S R A O IR AR RO fe B, IR BT
B8 FIABER T 38, B S: — K O & 1
W, TR ME, XA EUYNEZ 724
RG]

—H LR, 3R TR E SR RS A
S5 S A AL R e p s L, R DR E R
AT EWMSARN . TAEGAM . AFRpZR ., K
W% E S5 & K&K, Semmer, McGrath 1 Beehr
(2005)45 th, A —FhAE L LUl R H UL I R ) ok
TR oY & 208 T, B SCE BTGRP A A3
B TAEAL 55 - N& LS5 (illegitimate tasks)JE 48 A~
A AT TR . AR H A O 58 e %
BEPATHAES, TSR 5 T AR B 47 18
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2 HARTERES?

FELH S, ARG 5 Iy A A O HR A
0o %A I AT S O R A B A
FEPGE, ISR —E I 5017 o ML B
HEN, BN @ (role expectation), M G
WA 252 DT AP AL 52 e, DR Al A S0
PEo Bilgn, BRE R [E— AR, AR5 T A
£ 128 (R A [R] (Bjork, Bejerot, Jacobshagen, &
Hirenstam, 2013; Eatough et al., 2016), 24— T.
VEAES5 SR EVL M I BR324, 2
WA “E TG, A, 24— TARE 55 544
F A E T, AT 55 WAL T XA S 1Y
BIE, A AN E ML (Semmer, Tschan,
Meier, Facchin, & Jacobshagen, 2010), 1M & Z,
NG RAESS B AT A R TR TAE A (A,
X O B 3 ¥ R AL AT 55, BAR R I A L%
A C 5¢ IS D Z AT 94T 55 (Semmer et al.,
2010).

NG UL 55 BA A OHRAE: ()78 B3R
R HIZ b, HA P A LT HLU AR
R DL Bk MO fr 2w A T M (Tligen &
Hollenbeck, 1991), N & HUTL S5 R HE T 44U%
FE G L JF Bk T AT ALY A A
firo iGN, BB NGBS AL S, ff]s
B X FhAT 55 o8 S A BT 55 (Semmer et al.,
2010). (2) B ACAARBYHRE B G o A B B 173
LT H A S ERE L, RS B
B 4 R 43 (Schulte-Braucks, Baethge, Dormann,
& Vahle-Hinz, 2019), A& HAE S5 & — %N IE
MO Sy AR B E S AL, AR Rk
53, # Thoits (1991) TR A BH B 3 )
71 J8 (Faupel, Otto, Krug, & Kottwitz, 2016;
Schulte-Braucks et al., 2019; Semmer et al., 2007),

WA A% D R IE, T PR A S AR
%+ NPT 5 (unreasonable tasks) FIAS AT 55
(unnecessary tasks) (Jacobshagen, 2006; Semmer et
al., 2010)c ANEHULS FERIH N 4 Fhe Rl
(Semmer et al., 2010): (1) ™ARERIE R 2 SMAAT:
%, WEL AR G 5E R S AT 55 . ()5 MK
8 BRI b (57 A i 5 L R At R 52 AT 55
kR JE b B A 45T A A AR A B AT 55
GYMEL B A A BRI ik BE BRI AT 55

an, FoRIEIFA AR MR A NG & R L4
PR4F F O S TR o (4) A Ab T U i 35 1 1Y
fE55, ik 5 X IR 3 R AT s B R AT . A
WhBAE 55 748 TAE AR RZ AT . TR 2R B[] i
{£4 (Semmer et al., 2010), f145. (1)LE LT
%, WHESIE BN S RARME . Q)i A%
HERE A5 LA G sl el 2K A s AT 55, andil 4t
PR F R BUE S AL TR B, (3)iH 2 45 1
WINAESS, GnBEoR G T4 H I BIATIC R 6208
LI BUR . T B IR, X [F—> 5 Az s B
v, NG R S5 Y PR RN R I 23 BE R A R Y
B (MK | E B4 & 4 28 fb(Semmer et al., 2007,
2015), Bk, XFAG BT 55 TR B —
FE I B

NG HAT: 55 AN 6] T f1 €5 4 1l 58 (role conflict)
8% (4 4MT M (extra-role behavior), £ {4 P /1558
YO REWAD KA OZ BN, FEE
FEPIRTE L, Bk AT =R 0 S AN R T
ANEBAES . H—FIE R AR B AR
M AE W 5 %€ S A AT S Z (8 B 1P 58 (Rizzo,
House, & Lirtzman, 1970) . 1M & 3¢ 7 1 0 05 LU 4%
Tz, AR~ oS ] RE IR A R ] 2 Y
FA) o o S A (O 25 e, AnTEAERRAE . AHLELZ
T, NERAES K ERHETE S BAR, HFEER
BEVFAT: 55 N 25 B HL 7 SRR JE (Semmaer et al., 2007,
2019), 5 ZAIE FOZAE S RET T L SR RE T )
[ %8 (Rizzo et al., 1970), BN, %2 WA
RN TR AESs . AR, AEHAE % IR
R EEeZ B FWIRSRE T K PAT, TR
AFEE A T A A B BT,

BARAE AL 5 M EaIMT R348 1 At L
ik, (0 %A — &M X (Semmer et al.,
2010). 4, MOIMT W BA RS, 2
e EA AL . ORISR T BRSO — AT R
(Morrison, 1994), T A& AL AIURH 45X 4L
FRIE, 251 R BRI R, fMasMThEE
wELE AR, BT hE ABNEZITN
(Morrison, 1994), T A& HAT 5585 M HAE A
B, TS R TREAERBLS; 52,
QAR BT B BT W5, WA S AN EEAR
4 #PE (Batough et al.,, 2016), # LS8 (Sias &
Duncan, 2019)IESE, Bt T REWE X 431 @ /ME 551
ANERIES
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3 WANERERES?

TGRS BN FE, P Lhn
Wit 7 51T XS FUAT 55 0080 o AR SO A
T E A A AP AS T XA S A 55 B T A Y
AT R B
3.1 METR

Jacobshagen (2006)f - R I 7l & T H
MFF & AR SE s 11 BRI B SE (R T 3000 2
MFEAR), M UE TG IAT S B IAAAE, JHIT
K. e T AEHALS W E T, 3ihstis TR
RAEFEAUETE R T 08 7 A6 BT 55 00 7 24
S5k e LI B . RS HAL 5 (4 M, o =
0.79~0.82)FI AL EAT55(5 15, o = 0.76~0.86), %1
KRR NARIEA B HAE 55 8 (Bern Tllegitimate
Tasks Scale, BITS), Jacobshagen X BITS (1) N
— 2tk EHIE B AT TR, S5ER
MHZ R B A 0O B 2 fm A, S 22T
751, Semmer ZF A (2010)5055 . /0¥, KIEIGAE
PP 43 A 1) 8T B AN A0 AT 55 R FE 5 4
UM, RZA3 T 8 MK BITS, A& ML
P18 4971 R << 5 Ak AR TA SRy L 2% HC A N 52 B
WA S5 7, AN AT 55 ) 48] 880 <<k 7 S A 3
PRVEAT 22 WA L AE S >, HEL, 8 @i
) BITS JE A MAL S5 DF 9 i i) iz i 3R,
HA—EMH.E %, ZEES Semmer 5 AXT
G HUAE 55 1 SORFS T B — 2, Hik, %6
RAA RUFWE MG E WK T4 &5, B
EWFFEAERR G Z A BN AR [ X% BITS
i R PR SUE AT T K 5 (Ahmed, Batough, &
Ford, 2018; Ma & Peng, 2019; X4, 2019; &5 H
A, 2019) X ELES RBE/R, AN G RT55 1 4t 45
R s F ELAT 1 SO P o
3.2 WEEEF

W& F AR EGIAES IRERE. B
BICHORE, BF5 AR T A & b E(Bjork et
al., 2013; Eatough et al., 2016; Minei, Eatough, &
Cohen-Charash, 2018; Munir, Jamil, & Ehsan, 2017,
Semmer et al., 2010, 2015), A >RBF50K (11
SAPPEE G RPN A G HUTE 55 1A (Meier &
Semmer, 2018), & H I IEAL R B E IRE Y
e (Lazarus, 2006), [HAIEA & #T 55t e s it
AT A G BT 55, JF HE R R AR I 58 ]

REAEER LR Dy it 22 . Bk R, BT A
AN [V RTRTAE 55 PPAk B9 i AN — B, TP 7 =X (B T
vs APT) S5 WA A BLAE 55 () 25 12 3 A o
AH AT, 57 T2 4 3 KO R B R
BT 55 1# i (Meier & Semmer, 2018), ItAh, HIF
F PP A B BT 55 A0F o 45 8 B 19 FH DG (Meier
& Semmer, 2018), F-IKFHARNA G AT S5 1Y
G EA FE

4 FEREFENRITERMIRE?

BT XA G BT 55 15 I 174 S 58 A AT AT A9 I
KRR E LT AL S ORI
MT—RIVEM, T AR 2 RS H A
W3E, AL “illegitimate tasks”. “unreasonable
tasks” ., “unnecessary tasks”Fl“ANG WAL 57 &
B P S SO PEEAT T AR AR A 2R 0t
32 R SR RIS SCRY AT, SRR T AN 1 R
P14 52 T R TR (B RIS T 36— AR ) o AR S
BT B TRAEFHEAGHUEF SR RERCR
A SC v I R T AR

B A e [A] (AR AL, A SR ] S A A
WRIONEL . AL, L. TAESE . TAE T
N B O TAE-ZFER R LRI BT
g5 NS LR AR TAES . TAEST
H B ERR I TAE-RIEE SRR, AR =2k
VA 48 S 30 i Je R (R e A A8 ), RIS U200
W R, DU B TR Sh WS AT T RN
FUAT: 55 052 M RO S L N AR AL 72
41 TERESWIEHER
4.1.1 5%

NG BT 556 R — R R 1 TAE S, 2x5]
RAM BTN B . DAERFFE R B, 5 T
INHATL S B R, £ 7= A 4201 (resentment) T3
1 (anger) S = ML 1 1 145 45 (Eatough et al., 2016;
Munir et al., 2017; Semmer et al., 2015; Stocker,
Jacobshagen, Semmer, & Annen, 2010; Zhou,
Eatough, & Wald, 2018; B (%%, 2019), #idn,
Semmer %5 A (2015)%F Fi+ £247\r 5 THE47 1T =50
PE A, BRI G AT 55 215 & T AR ARG
7k, Eatough %5 A (2016)LL 90 {332 [E 51 TR A5
X4, KT HHBEMOAGHES SR TEXR
BIARSHYIE 0] G R X —45 R332 T Zhou 55 A
(2018) 114 #4535 T A4 H 30 A A
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(2019) 227 2 E R THFEE SEHE SR, 6
U IE H T A B R % (negative
emotions), EMA FRIMAEGHAES SFEELER TN
TSR 45, 1Tl R oAt £7 I /2 B (Ahmed et al.,
2018; Pindek, Demircioglu, Howard, Eatough, &
Spector, 2019; Sonnentag & Lischetzke, 2018),
4.12 AH

ANEIAT S5 &m0 5 TRAAL, JoH R R
BT M A B (self-esteem) Al 41 21 2\ - K
(organizational justice), AN JELE R TAMKZ M,
bR HZ T, W R A G AT 55 2 PR
MMAR) H % (Eatough et al., 2016; Schulte-Braucks
et al.,, 2019; Semmer et al., 2015; Sonnentag &
Lischetzke, 2018), 5%k & A G HAE 55 X4
(9 T A B 0y 38 R B, Bl TR K F] (ob
identity)f%flt(Ma & Peng, 2019), A FHIE 1,
ANE AT 55 43 OIS 3% 7 A 200 51 TR R RS 8
TEX RGO T, T 2088 32 3 7 A A VX
(Ahmed et al., 2018; Munir et al., 2017), A A
85 J3 4% A B RH RN 14, 7 A 85 g — [l 4 2k Al R
(effort-reward imbalance) (Omansky, Eatough, &
Fila, 2016). ILAh, HBEHC T AGHAES, AT
AT fig 2 IR 2 ke = 21 21 88 43 5 19 B4 I (appreciation)
(Kottwitz et al., 2019; Stocker et al., 2010),
413

ANEBAE S5 2 5L TRy A I E 3l
(self-determined motivation) Fl Al 7E 2l #L (intrinsic
motivation), H Ik E SHHLH MR TE S A
EMEF YIS (Gagné & Deci, 2005), AN EHUTES
BHLAS T 50 T A MR, S H s H A R PUE S
#lo Van Schie, Giintert il Wehner (2014)L4 41+
R IEE NRX S, R G A5 20k
BEHEEGRES S b A R EEMERE, SHAT
FOEPERERLAY, ARRIGE SRR K blsh, A&
WA 55 385 WA e 5 TAE M G PR U8 E X
MIAMEITE S5, AT UT: 55 19 N TE S HILKE 52 340
(Muntz & Dormann, 2020; Omansky et al., 2016).
42 FERESHTHER
421 THESE

NG R 55 3 7 AR RS BER — 2
TR . — IR 228 2 Fi - 3 M2 B i AT A
BRI, NEMUEFSIEATER] B AR,
PR TAE A5 (job satisfaction) (Stocker et al.,

2010), X505 2 T R A5 32 HF (Eatough
et al., 2016; Kottwitz et al., 2019; Omansky et al.,
2016), {HALA BTG AT RER 01 A R EUBATIA
N TAEAT 55 AE#(Muntz, Dormann, & Kronenwett,
2019), ANHHAES KT TAER A (work engagement)
(Schmitt, Ohly, & Kleespies, 2015; Van Schie et al.,
2014)F1 B4 Y7L/ I 7% J& (remain/turnover intention)
(Apostel, Syrek, & Antoni, 2018; Van Schie et al.,
2014) AR A3 3 THESE . Van Schie 25£(2014) %
A BT 55 22 W 55 0L T sh ALK, DT AR
BT TARS AR B BRI
422 T1EfTA

NG AT 55 XEARAT R R I A 2
M, JGHIEXT A AT M R . Schulte-Braucks
FEN(2019)L) 241 £ 51 TR G JRTF R 1 S A T AR
HgHICWsE, BT AEGHAES 5 RA TR
(counterproductive work behavior)f{J IE[f] e &R, AN
BRSNS T ERUE ) 251 & 5L T 0 TE S
SN L AR, T X A I A 2 23 R AR Y
T, & T RTH AT (R AR 74T R
W BRI BIATA) (Semmer et al., 2010;
Thun, Halsteinli, & Levseth, 2018; Zhou et al.,
2018; THAL %5, 2019). [AH}, Ma I Peng (2019)
UESE T ANE MUAE 558 2 AR T AR A TR0 5% T 50
TAEAT R AE 55 S8 e . AN, WA
HRH, HA SIS S A O AR 25,
AR 22 38 34T %5 7 ¥ (task crafting) e i 2Z BUIR | 45
INESE, X — R 2N IEHUENE (justice sensitivity)
5 R 75 5K 3 BE (growth need strength) 3t [w] 5 i
X% 4, 2019),
423 HLER

AN B AT 55 5 10 T8 W17 28 3 LA S B & i
SANWTB R AR R T, TR O T B0
B, Madsen, Tripathi, Borritz £ Rugulies (2014)i#
KX 1351 32 NGRS N R A, KB
TN b AT 55 R G T 0 BHAE R A B ) 5
Kottwitz % A(2013)%T 107 445545 51 THYTEAT,
KA G WAL 55 2 8 0 51 TRy e BT B K P
(cortisol), Pereira %% A (2014)L) 76 % it T XF 42,
SRR WIS G WA 55 M 5% TOUE LA R ik RTAE TP it
B, PEEIR B (sleep quality) F &, ok, NG
AT 55 0 50 AT BARG PORI I R B I RR 2% ), X
A G BT 55 231k 51 17 A £5 18 (anxiety) 417
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fi(depression) . 5 &% (irritability) . 1% 25 #E38 (emotional o BRTHRIEMEMED-AREICHE, AP

exhaustion) F1 4% & (burnout) 55 f# 5 [7] 1 (Eatough et
al., 2016; Fila & Eatough, in press; Meier & Semmer,
2018; Munir et al., 2017; Semmer et al., 2015),
424 TIE-HREXHR

BB BT S5 1 B A Tt H 3400 (spillover effect),
RERICHAHF R T ITAE-FIEXFR, Meier Ml
Semmer (2018)%F 166 MICHELFEA(EE . R T 5
FEAB) BB, NG HAE S5 233 B T AE - K e vp 58
(work-family conflict), X /&K AREMALFSFH L
BT RETRIFE, 1L THMELUBIT R 5/, 2%
Rlith, Ahmed % A (2018)7E 3% [ Fil B[ BE 11 5 S0 1k
Gt — 2L Ik T NG AT 553l T AR B i
A2 H. N (interactional justice) ik 2% FITH A% 175 2%
X TAE—FBE w5 () 1E M5, DL RO TAE—ZK g
14 25 (work-family enrichment) () 71 [6] 5

BIERE, RERESAUESX 5 TR
25 . ARSI HL™ A2 U I, 38 233 13X 28 3T
i Ji A — 2 B TR TAESE . TAEIT R .
SR DL S TAE-FBE R R, AR AL IE
B 3B E VARG RGE BUBEIR .

5 TEREZSAHTLERLEFN?

Xt 5 Wi 4R 1) 2 MO T R 114 LR i B AL
filo SARE, REGFE G T A RN EE U
FR RS AL S5 B0, (iR A 6

W TAEZOR-BERAA | TARRRERS | R
RS A 3R P e Bt 1 R A BN BT 55
TUMT RAEERR . R 1 23T X EHEIS O
R SRR R L AR
510 EH-BE%EFILHEHR

ANERUE S5 REEF R J1- B3 B AL (stress-
as-offense-to-self theory) # Hi ) (Semmer et al.,
2005, 2007). ZIIE LA EAER A YAE C
W FRAR T 2 S S, BT 18 TR AR T 42 0% 4R
SRR SRR . B LL A BB A, SR
PRTE HIRIE 552 2 Ul 19 15 00 T 23 2 3
(Lazarus, 2006), F138 i g B R IE T AR B E 1
#2515 B.(Semmer et al., 2007), &, Semmer
FENQO15) K IIFHE Hh, NG HAE S ) 51 T AL
T—MHL SRS F AT EA A SE R, XF
HFES5IUR KT, B AR | AN H IR A
R FUARHL, AMEBIIC TG RUE S, HAR
WIBERZ 5T % H ARG ERE S, S8
AR A BRI RE, JF AT REIE— 2P 51 Ak LA
wl A . A SCEROEE, LT A i
AR SRR A A TR - AR B LR, 5L
TELSEA 5 HAL PSR S .
52 AFEiP

BB (justice theory) (Folger & Cropanzano,
2005, ARSRAARIA N B — AN K AR B

®1 TAAESHELHRRLA

FISHLH]

Bt WA

T R

AR

JEJ1- AR E LR

AT HIE

TAEBOR - IR

TAFRR AR

THRE RIS

3k e Hg

AET R R AR A S BIROE &, &
X R A e T A A

He— AR & A B T DR X — R
BOR TR AT 30 LLARAG S 4 i 2528, A%
HIFR BV LT,

o AR SR AR I o P B0 R L IR 0 A i
FRIE

TARAT 55 45 E 2358 Wi A A0 TAE 28 3L iY
TR, BT AR
TAESEG] B A MO I, T R 2
ihe

A T LEFE AR N BRI 5 R
FERG B, XA CRETShEeE A R R

b

#

AOBERAS. AR
B, AR D) MR 2

TAEWREE . WY, T
et 8

BB TR AT
TAEREXFR

TARMER . TR
MG . AR, M

Ptrh
L. TAEA . B/ IR

Kottwitz 55£(2019)
Ma 45(2019)
Semmer %£(2015)
Ahmed %(2018)
Munir %(2017)
Semmer %(2015)

Ahmed %£(2018)
Fila %§(in press)
Thun §5(2018)

Eatough %4(2016)
Omansky %:(2016)
Eatough %5(2016)
= %(2019)

Muntz 45(2020)
Van Schie %5(2014)
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AT LI 3% — = SR BUAS [R] (447 30 LA 3R AT B8 47 1Y) 45
B, WAZFHMR PN EANTR . AN
TGS BE A | RS FTE 35 - (Cropanzano,
Byrne, Bobocel, & Rupp, 2001), 4 51 T4 4 Fc A5
ANEBEADEMESE, BT ERENEHT
S R—MARANAMEE ., & TWHRATEEIN, &~
B BT 55 40 L B PSR 2 DU A SF 19 5 =X A0 1,
ik SRR E, A 8tts BB ES
B Z B AEXFIER T, NEMAESZRT
RO HE AR R (Semmer et al., 2015), 3
TGS RN THEFRE, IR G
£ 55 S BRAR 53 T XA 2L - A A, b 7= A
TR 45 1 Hs 2% (Ahmed et al., 2018; Munir et
al., 2017). BLAh, FEF-BEIS iR fr e —Fh B A TE
2, B %% Jy— o] 4R 2% fif (effort-reward imbalance
model), %5 71— 2% A A R0 2 g DA v 45 0 (RR T
PR EER e SO55 ) ARl e (R . 29 30 A T4/
Mb B2 1A 45 ) A R AR B T AR AT 55 & 805
T 1 B K A SE ARER AZ 15 (Siegrist, 1996), A G BT
SR I EA XAERE . BEAE T AANSTK
R3T, T TAEROERZAIN, 5058
AN BE LA R 3K 15 5 Fh ¢ & M {E (Semmer et al.,
2007), PRIk 5t T 984555 01— [Pl 2 i o 76 BL s
DU, AN AN K B T e T AR A R AT o ok
PRI A, BRI A %% T s R AR I, DT ™= A
1% v (Omansky et al., 2016; Schmitt et al., 2015),
53 ITHEEXR-BFEERR

T AE R -BE PR job demands-resources
model) &R B TAEH B 1Y 4 LB HE 22 (Demerouti,
Bakker, Nachreiner, & Schaufeli, 2001), ‘&% T.4F
FEOERI 3 TAESBR 5 T AR, FFH Tk
Fl B AR (T AEZE R R EOR T 3R I g R
. TAERIRIA T TAEShHLAN & T4
R AL, RNEMESHZ—Fh TAEZK,
STHFER TR SORIR LT, B THAMNEIER
(U TAE B ), SRR RN XA G AT
%o SR, 240 T 2 TR AR B IR (1) R ARSI,
e TAEZER R 255 & T 1 45 (Bakker, Demerouti,
& Schaufeli, 2003) X LEIFE AW R, 251% T
Vet B FI1E 45 #E3 (Fila & Eatough, in press; Semmer
et al., 2015)5F B0 iR M, JIfif— 20 S BOH K
TARAT AR 1 8, Thun et al., 2018). BLAR,
ANE AT 55 BT 3 L0 B2 IR AR RE, R D T R

i BEIR N X CAEZ Ab Ry S, BT R TAE-%
Bi‘(FP%(Ahmed etal., 2018),
5.4 TiEFHERE

TAERFEBLIE (job characteristics theory)F§ i1,
£ 55 B FRAE (AN AF: 55 19 B2 22 M RN 2 FE 1 45 ) & 5 T
— M N TAER 7 X (Hackman & Oldham, 1975). H
TARGHAL S5 A ARG H S A LE Y ERE, 1
T2l 01 TN B S0 BRSO 1 TAE a0,
REAR X A 2 SO . AR T SO AR S ik
Ko BHAT R TR TAERUWRE, 33K 1 T AR
3 i i £ TR 5% ) (Eatough et al., 2016; Omansky
etal., 2016). [AJIf, TARFFAEEISIEIN N, AR
0 TAE 5 5 m N TESI LA G . A A HUE 5538 5
B TAER SNBSS, ATRES TAE M AR
P, BOBAEAR Y, i A K AT e Ry 2
A & X% (Hackman & Oldham, 1975), ik, M=
ANEMTAEM AN, HHNAESIPL &K (Omansky et
al., 2016).
55 fERREHIER

1 JE& 4 F18 (affective events theory)s i},
TAEFREERAE 23 51 A IH A SRR TAE A 1MV
W CAESE A5 BRI TE AR I IR S, 4 1T 52
W A4 18 25 E #0474 (Weiss & Cropanzano, 1996),
X — 1 B AZ AR A TAERHIE . M5 2,
TAEF 2351 K A L RAH BB N, 17 8% S 1y S
B TAESRAE 517 A R A S gk, T
ZHIE, MRHEFEFRIFELTAGHMES S
AR | ARSI AR 4 Z A OC R (A SE,
2019) LA B3k B R I 28k B T T ARSI . TAEAT
HHYHE— 25 . 140, Eatough %5 A (2016) M1
A, XANEIAE S5 5 0 T R R R G R AT
TH . PP REW, NG S E 5L 5
TR . ARRAFE G 2, HE— 2 R BUR TR
TAERMA T o
5.6 BREREER

[ 3% 2 E P18 (self-determination theory)$§ i,
ARTE 78 43 RS T EERIR A5 L Bl |,
SN E CMATE G A Bk RE, RIS R AER
B —Fh B FET R, T RO B AR
B2 e e AR BB M HJ 2 )R (Deci & Ryan,
1985), 4 [ F M RAF BN L, AR EIHLIK
IR, B FE TR AT 2R, MRS
AOPKRRAR . E 2, B R R R i
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TTAESHIMEZNER, 5T ARIE IR,
TF 5235 %A G BT 55 (9 S AL e o 78 R JF T A
o XEBFIAK, BAEPAE BN G TS5
B, HAETA/EHR A Rk 22 01E; MEAE
PR R ICEAS B 2, 5 TR TAE S LA R
FBEA% (Muntz & Dormann, 2020), #Z5]% TAE#
AR/ F U A 1S f(Van Schie et al., 2014),

SRR, 182 HIR B AIERRE NN G A 5
PIFE R AT IR, BIEFR T, R
WA mIR, —Jrm, Joik iR R A 7E
ZMW, 55—, JoEk R Rl R 2 B85S
HAERMZm , FHt, XA AR S AL E
TTRRRERT, 1N 780 % e ) 2 Juft. 1Lk, 5
AT RS MBI X AS B BT 55 7 R L 4T
R IL

6 MPLERZRTTUSFUIBUAESRE
SHIFME ?

R DR TR A, FEF R T I8 B 5AR G
ESAE R R0 . XA EHE R A SR
RSP AN AT AT ERAEEE, L
T D3R 2 Ty 3k o T B i AR AV ot e N A AT 55 114 31
BAE R o DB R S (B N PR A %) 1 B, AR SR R
AR RN 43 AR AL BN G AL RIS, SRAL AR R
BAR SR AL 55 OE AN YR 2, 55168
F R EIRREH 3 A S HT S AR R &, &
— AR5 R A RREAE CA AR BT AN ) RN B R
CanEHE Sy . SFATHR) o
6.1 BUBEEER
6.1.1 MH(EM)

o IR, FETHN A G AL S, BHE AT
REA TSR A A TH A M o 5B M A Lo il o LA Y
AR S, TR bl A T3 2 A 21 A
B, BB AL AT i s 22 . BUAR
Kk, hFHan T25%, LUEERGPAEES
M B UL RAEMR S i D . PR, ik 5 T
2 W1 B 3 9 T T 22 0 T AR AT 55 SR RIS UR
N 758, DTS AS & AT 55 00 T AR R 2
A, MR, BHEERAREES . AF. A
F SR (Eagly, Wood, & Diekman, 2000), 41ib
112 BN F A BT WX R, o5 32 5 Hb 7
M AR ot i 2 2aBh, 51 kR, JET I,
Omansky 25 A (2016)4 A Rl 51 1 A RS A &

BT 55 AR E 2 5 o IE Q0 51 0 G B8 A
SOS HIEFEH M, NEMALSAURIL T BN
THE MG, B2 T AT E A,
SRS T A A BT 55 4 th 5% 1 — Wl 2% 455 6 9 1
SR TAE BB . B, B
B TR 5 7= HE T R 45 SR (Omansky et al., 2016).
6.1.2  HFBR(2EHUEM)

IS IE UL 2 — R B AR R, R T
AR GEAS N 1E A M 2 B2 8 LA TG AN TE 1) J2 g
AR ZUALE R (Schmitt, Neumann, & Montada, 1995),
WAL 2 e, MeEdE A snEs 52
MR (@B RD AT LR, DIRBOY A B 1E 4
HIINH 528 IERUR M B 55 1 A L, A TE R
JEAERC R R AN BT 55 5 A B u
HEAT X LB, 2350 25 S ARk, DR A B iR A Y
B o J38h, NG AT 55 A0 Le B3 i (IR RN A1,
SV —ME R I N AR B, A
TE SRR A 55 A BT 9 1 %5 e RN A
SRR BRI, 2 B 0 BT R e AE X R 55 (X ZE 4
2019), FEF I, X IEHURME A kUL, A
GRAESS 5 A R B A TR AT N I DG R A
8 (Schulte-Braucks et al., 2019),

6.1.3 HXFAERE

AR AR R R AR . Y5 T
TETAER AR T AEHAES, T #ARAE 55 4
By R, B TARATRESs R 3 — A 2 . &
BV 7% (hostile attribution bias)ffiid T 7%
AN AR R, A MR ] T4 60 7 Y Sl L sl
[ i & (Spector, 2011) o BOX I R R 22 1)
A ARTEAG ) T4 — Lo NP A A BV W AT 55 0
HAEWEE NG RATSS, dEmE A S SR
BUREE T, A 7RS4 (Pindek et al., 2019),
6.1.4 FEFEES

TR AR 2 5 A& FLAT 55 AR AR S
F2E# BT AR J) (time pressure) i BE 22 T AN
GRS R E e . R RY, BFEE AN
AL S SN X R T R HELEREEEM, BR
Aef [] R 7 e Wl T B vk A 5N G AT 55 43 B =2 ()
TEOR BN e gE . AN, 24 5 TrE B E B[R] 9
B8 MABATT N 1% 58 LA 55 B, B A3 T A AN G R
£S5 K5I R EMERE LS Z [R5, FHHE
FE T AE BT 1 B2 IR (AN B [E] F115 28) (Kronenwett &
Rigotti, 2019), k5 TANBLE 1B il o =5 Bt [a]
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IR, AR RS T 5ok AR IR AR, X R
AR A G AT 55 T 5 Wk TR BRI 26,
PR 7 TR A 7247 8 19742 (Zhou et al., 2018),
I, B 7 IR T T RGBT 55 5 RS 2
MK F LA RS G HUE 55 5 B A 77 A o 22 ) 8 H 5
b 0] 512723 A i 51 A S = D w5 Y Ll 48
6.2 SHILBEREZER

6.2.1 FHREIRBEH)

AR AR R T AR Y TR S5 50 B UR
PR AR, [A) I 5 Al R A T AR S % )
FHI(Weiss & Cropanzano, 1996), HEi#F5TUESE
TRRIT %9 (trait self-esteem) X AN & BT 55 £ %K
RIS ACE T o R A R — MR ER . AT
RLIIA BB Y F RS AL, R SR 2N AN e T A6
J&(Kuster, Orth, & Meier, 2013), 24~ 5|k
H Oy A1 DL (INAS& FUE55), SR A 5 1)
A B TR B IR RE T, KA B v D
(Xanthopoulou, Bakker, Demerouti, & Schaufeli,
2007). T I, Eatough %5 A(2016)48 7 T 455k [
BEAEAN G HUAE 55 5 BRI AR W 3 B OC R Il 2%
YRR, RIS R BT H R SR 5 2 B0k A ASA IUT:
55 B
6.2.2 WMAOBEBEMEN

R SE A (DAL 23 52 ) 5% T XA 5 AT 55 1
SR . Ahmed 45 A (2018)%F 3 [ 1 7 [ fr) 51
THREARBATIISE, KIS G AL S5 10 52 i ROR 7
AR HLSACMN A EAFAE2E 5 o i BFoEdE i
X2 5 0 B R AT BEFE A T B 25 (power  distance)
BT AT R 5 1) 1 5% A 45 A 4 i
RS X BT, ARG BT 55 B IS I AN
TR, PG HUE 55 5 R 2 2 8] F 1 1) 56
F Ak T AR N (2019) )b [ By TR AR ACTE
AMEZ AT T EEE . WATRIBEIE & AL B
S 1) £ ] RS AT 55 5 TARAR YOG R DL
NG HUE S 5 I AT O Z 8] 28 AR B Y
() HE 0T, B b 3R 56 2 5% e A 7 B 8 A 1) 19 5 T
AHRT 535 o
6.2.3 REMBENM

F I A 458 b (flexible role orientation)#f id
TR TR AR A AR T SO R R FE (Parker,
Wall, & Jackson, 1997). FA & R 1% fi1 4 L1 51
T, T P BAFIZR 2L R g A 1] TR S I AT
55 M B AE R TR AN —3sr. M, KRG

T

10078 S 1Y B3 T A ) TR B v E SCHCAR (B, DR
TS B I H T AR RS Z S 4T 55 (Parker
etal., 1997), T I, Ma I Peng (2019) )\ 3 i ff
O ESLIY AR BE B 48 T AN G HUE 55 % TAR KR 52
Wi o RBFTE A R, e R AR E AL Y LT AR
FE A A E AL 5L D) PR B AT 5 JE ),
HAE S A E AR AR, Aa LS 5 TAEA
[ 07 1) DG R TS5 . [F A, R M 108 AL i
BTG HUE 55 28l AR R XHT: 55 GR0r £ 50
TAEAT A2, A WA B SRR &
PRI A €058 0 ARG BT 55 BTN 14 2% A
FH, H 2R R A EE AL 5 TXEAR G T
%5 ¥ Jyf5 (Van Schie et al., 2014),
6.2.4 fEERNKR

BB AERAT 55 X8 51 T B O i FE Y £ 1R
I, — e WF T30 % 4T AR B IR 25 1 98 45 R
JH . Kottwitz 55 A (2013) & B PR 1 fd FREAR BLPEAL
SABANTIA G AL S5 W R BCR . Y 50 T E
WA FEAR DL R AF i, AN G BT 55 15 B BB i) C &
B, Madsen %5 A (2014)H) Z i 5 A58 & B, Y
TREERCIRE L 0 A T, FoOEME 2 A6 TS5
FA) 70 TS WA AT 95/ o X TUATF 90 2 BAR 3% 51 L
O P T 32 1 670 18D 52 A8/ o
6.2.5 MRS

TELHZh, U H AT 55 1 H S B
AT XA B A% X R A BT 55 100 57 T 355 SR 7= A
TAER . BN, JikEE B4 S (appreciative leadership)
W . AT R R SRR BT, LA OB
JE IS5, AT LU RO A AT 55 % R R A
Y 8 (Semmer et al., 2007), P &5 FRALIESE, 40
SRR B TT LAHRTE AN A AT 55 S LR A A
PREE A, JHE A A G IS E T
A RSO TAERE S, i ss A& 8T 55 58
MR 1] 9 1 o) G 2R LA S 55 N AR S IL A S 1] G &R o
Hit, mREAESKT T, AEHUES 5B
B J& (Apostel et al., 2018)FI N shHl(Muntz &
Dormann, 2020)#Y 3¢ 255805 203 i

A 5T % 58T L S R4S (authentic leader-
ship){& 2 #1 5& £21% W] (relational transparency)f7 4
PIVE R . RN ) T JE L A5 B, SRS R
INTF R E LR AZ 1Y 2R 3k (Avolio & Gardner, 2005),
AATT 2 1) T Ji S5 A R Ay A b 20 58 AN 45 AT 55,
A5 B Jm T G b A PRAT X A 55 Y A
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Muntz % A (2019) %, 4 3% 5% B M A% 15 A
G R 55 I XTS5 23 B AT AR R, A T RETE 4F
BRI PAT FL SR, XI55 T A& HUAE S5 %) 5
T AR B R A s,

FHE R RIS A B FEMA G
1145 19 f7U I AF H (Fila & Eatough, in press). 7E = 4
FERHOLT, G RUESS X 1 THAR B 52 ) AH
FFHE /N, 224 T AR SR B R ) DR T A 2 405 ST Re i,
ANE A 55X 53 T AR R AR (4 52 ERAH XS A8/

Zr LTIk, NG AT S W2 e B B,
HAERARCR &2 BAEMIE R MEm . Bl xF
TG HUAE 5 01 B 5 A4 I AT Ak F 225 B Bt
XTI 22 R TS i A i Kk, AR SRS AT LA
WwaE RS s B &, #F—EB RN ER
ZHERERZRMER, BRANGIAESME . #
A Fp R LT X AT 2R B B T AR 52 M . DA
SRR A VR, oA BT A 20 A T R T AR
WA T SRS

7 AREKMARFE

LR, SR P A A BT 55 1) 56 3 i 3

o BMERE, AATRCRUASEAESIEN
— B B R, SR BT AR R AR T R AN
AR . RAERE TS T Z AT
W8, AHEAE R —A ik Sr A& A2 B 06 EAUE T+
RAETI S, AV 2 A R IR S it — 2B 4
HEE . WATVCN R R ARG L 55 A S 2
W WRAESERILE . WTBERON, . %5
SR R 3R DA B AT SO B R SCAb St 1) () 5 42
JUASTTAT B A 2 5 7 1]
71 HRAEMEZSHESMER, EEENT

EMES

Rt 57 8053 T APMEM TR 2, BIBA TAERB
YE R R X AR A 3 Nz —, 3T 4l
W5 Z e e SR T, SiRgs o L ikE
Bt TR S5 B . SR, B RTEEA IR
1 BAAS B AT 45 (Semmer et al., 2010), AR#EHE
SAFEIN T, BB AR 2 X [/ — 58 4
P Can TAE AT 55 ) 7= A B R 1 (collective) L 3 TA I
(Chan, 1998). Kk [a]— R BARY TAEME S5 BA —E
BYAERAME, AT B GR35 BN AR AT 55 02 45 6 4
PIZE RN 05 22 1T A o 0 O 2 P SRR B 4T 55
GHE, HAREMAES MBI T . Kb L,

Semmer 55 A (2010)#8 i, A& LS HRA A
MK, WA H A4 21255  Bjork % A (2013)
M2 Z R R, ASEHAES B T A MK
2E5E, A WEWA R 2SS, B AAERBUZ R
ANEMAESS . BHRE, X LEHFSE R IITE B Z
W EANEGIESBEA M. Lhr b, X%
RN Z A A S AR, B, A
B T8 5T AL T A A AT 55 AR i 5
W, AMEREEAB TR, DR ZA
TA NBEIA G BT 55 252 L Ry, HandR
ZWE T 0 T BN R & JE 55, FRATTRT A
GHUL S — R TR RR M T AT A
A LT 22 2 2T, X F H BURA~
ARG AR S, WFE T LI B 2R BB AUR
B B 2R YRR T RS R R R UK T e b A A
(cross-level frog-pond model) %5 (B #7, K35,
2012), 4 EHAE BT S X R, ok,
A B THEFEE RS G HUT 55 X AT B S0 . 30
AW PRV B AT 55 XA RIS 45 . A,
BEETNAT A IS o BAR K S B0 B g 7T DL 2R
GREBNE, B EINNS MBI ES, Mk
FE M RRIFARE H T B AN Z T . 440,
e BN Z 18, BAAS G AT 55 7T B 237 >k A L
BEIRRN, MEF N TR, HEANE
B, XA RErE R, FOAMETTREIACE A C
B G HAES RS HBHX, iz 2
i RSN ) L T BT TR &I . &Ja,
Z P ARG AL 55, 8 B TR G AT 55
TEA A Z EAE NS, B, MRS ARSI
% DAL 30 A B RIS BE (self-efficacy),
7 A BAAS G BIAT: 55 1T 68 23 4 35 AT A 1 25 AT A 2K
fiE(group efficacy); 4K, BENTRETEEAFE P,
A7 HAER (/7B 71 (Chen et al., 2002), S{ARE,
5B AAS A AT 55 BE A v AT, A 2,
T BB 48 B BN 51 T AR & AT 55 A H T AN e
TERI IS, A B T390 3 T8 47 W48 7 Fi i W BR
HOAS G FUAT: 55 X8 P BRI BA B 5% 119 52 25 Tl
SR RAMRE, FEMAE ST AT B A
B, R BT SIAE S KF,
72 RAFERESHESHEIERIE
EARIUA Gk, AEHUES SHBERZ
(] () 175 AL A (U AR 15 2 L T2 FTIA LA (A
8B B R A VR F B A5 B ) 28 3 3 (Batough et
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al., 2016; Semmer et al., 2015), {HiXEEHF 52K 72
53 7% BN BHL ] 5 AL ) 2% 5 ST BEAE
TERIZEHAE o IEM TR . BRibe I E£#£(2019)
i &R, BT AR (dirty work)£: i i 1% B S5 A A
X EEAR M 53 T TAETT N o 4 B A A 3
£ 5% 0 fE AL, #F— 250Xt 5% 40 b &
B, — 7, AT DL R AT T A R A
551 L ) 2 R A AR LI R T, SR A
WREREGHUL SR T B 5w, 55—
JT, AT DU DN S0 — 1% SR & 48 B2 (cognitive-
affective system of personality theory)¥) Az .7l
B, RIS IE LR B E . B
SAL I HLEE (Mischel & Shoda, 1995), QA& HAT
55 TR W S0 TRT O T 2 i — 25 I R A 1 R ) e 3R
PEVER . S8 Tk, AR5 AT A1 B 5 A HT
EHLEHI, DL AE s A A AT 55 4n e 38 5 5 8 —iA
HURCGHE B R 0 T AN AT SR, RN A
155 BB A PEAE AL

SR 2. Bk VR RAPAES S R
IEE. ITAREZERYANMER, AT
) A A SR E AR
73 BREAEREZSEZMBABMNMENERESR

MHTREA G AT )5 R K2 R
TR Bl 7K 52 AN G B 557 R B T ARARONE,
fmfEL . B, TAER AR, Lhrl, 4
AR LR iz A LR TS F8IR, B4
F X TS AT AL . AR B 5 TRy HA
NFHIERY 22 5, AT RE < LIS RGO X 25 B X ARG
HAE S, BN, 2T Lazarus 1 Folkman (1984)F)
& F1PEM 157 (cognitive theory of stress), AS[AA™
AT X [ — R U [l g AN A RD, R R A A
TR 7 TR IR (R R 2% S FAf (primary  appraisal)
R X R UE T RE Y R & PE ) (secondary
appraisa) 7 fE 2= 5 o i, .0 H F I (core
self-evaluations, CSE), 1 /M Ay —Fh i 7 i) F1
WRIZ R R B AE, 0B X A /E F (Kammeyer-
Mueller, Judge, & Scott, 2009): #H (% CSE 4 5t
T, ® CSE W TLOAAM, XA FKFEBMRITAM,
XA GBI A, BN A C RS IIMER
¥4 (Judge, Erez, & Bono, 1998), [H It &AHxf%: /b
K R R ARAVEBELAS gk M, in_E Al AT T ABE 5 1 1 XoF
e, AT TE X R RS B 0 BT RN
(Beattie & Griffin, 2014; Chi, Yang, & Lin, 2018;

Lim & Tai, 2014), X ARG HAE 553X — & I3 R IR 2
W, w5 CSE i 5 T 2B/ s A& AR 55 F AR
ST B AR, H 2 AT R SR AN AT 55 MEAE B
% (Muntz & Dorman, 2020); X ffi {54745 /0 F B
TH AR AS BE ATy, 2 3 gl R M) A e AL )y X
(I TAEEIB) LR AEGHUL S XA 5§, 2019),
fez, CSE Y 51 T.2x 5 Z #ule A5 MATE 55 1
BRI RH AT, Ho =2 BN GBS AR L, B
TR JH 17 45 TR0 I8 % 3 s (A i 48 i), ik 25 330
1 A5 B AT M (Chi et al., 2018; Lim & Tai,
2014), Z5fplih, & F bt HE QL BE (Elliot, 2008),
[F] 38¢ 5[] (avoidances orientation) /A& 25 Kl 4 H:
5 1 ), TN AN B AT 55 I 7 A R 5k 2 B AT
A #4iT S ] (approach orientation)#Y ™ {4 | 1] fiEg
2 F R IBRAT o 2k XA AT 55, SR
PT7ik o AR ARSI T A A i WA S 1,
TRIEAS [FIAAAE LS A FUAT 55 I 9 22 53 S i o

R 3a: RAMAES-3T R T8 %ok s B A 1
MREF,

MEER T U AN AR 5b, AT R 26 4F
TERA A0 AR . Ak, TAES AR Bs
[a] 1 (generation) B Wi 57 F| 56 . A MR K
AR BRI 52 TAEVE 2 TR AE SR & (i TAE
fENL . LUK B AF7E 25 5 (Macky, Gardner, &
Forsyth, 2008; Lyons, Higgins, & Duxbury, 2010),
AR AN B AT 55 19 BAE A [RACBR 2 18] 7T e
FAE2E S HkHL, T2 SO F ALK 4
Dty 22 5, AN R B (4 B A AR 7T B 23 A AS [ 1) S
AR TINS5 X A8 22 52 0 A7 % Sh 8
W . FHR R R R R, AT X
A A AT 55 19 U 1 B 2% 5 (Anderson, Baur,
Griffith, & Buckley, 2017; Joshi, Dencker, & Franz,
2011), 54N, Laird, Harvey 1l Lancaster (2015)#§
L MRS, FR A BN R,
S i e (0] DR . HCT PR A . R, DR
NG HAT 55 0F, PR 22 5] BRAEAS G BT 55 5 H
Je R Z R B A AR T
e ORI AR AN PR SR S B AT BE X A& AT 55 5 fm
R, SR S R SR B SO

R 3b: RAHESAT R T8k B A A
RIRE .

74 RERBAVFERNEZSHNMEBREER

JAER NG FUT 55 (R R B RE A% S D)7
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kb AN G RAT: 55 S HE T B0 98 7 T A 52 o 2 4t
ARTBE, HET A G ML 55 11 RS B 1 0F 50k

Ab TR AR . AU B LI TE & IR 5 AR
B, FdlBe= (Bjork et al., 2013), TAEHT T
(workplace intervention) (Framke, Serensen, Pedersen,
& Rugulies, 2018)% HE MAA HAE S 077
FE MW T R B R (discursive framing strategy)
(Minei et al., 2018)FI9 3~ JB 22 # ¢ R (leader—
member exchange relationships) (Sias & Duncan,
2019)2x B2 B3 TKs © A AT 55 U A & HLIY 72
Eo W, ANEHULS B4 n] REAAAE IR iR A2

ANE AT 55 B BLHE A3 BE AT AR AT 55 A8 G 0 1 JRk
Mo AEBCIERN b, Rk B — DG I A AT
F R AR Y, PRI AR B2 R 2R X A& AT
SR . S AR Hh &, 4R B Bl )

(followership) 5 A G UL 55 LR . Hik s, Bk
B &% 7138 Bl & (constructive challenging follower)
REAS AT 73 M PUAT ST A 3, 0 o 2 i el R o
HORMA, EMEaTaE S Sl W AR %, ik
KA TIEH BT RBMAME R, I REBRE T
PR GG 1 (R 1) R CREE L, F—%, TR
W, B EE, TN, 2017); i ATIE B (conformist
follower) W 38 M4 545 %>, AN 23 iz JH AL 1 R 4
bR IR (Kelley, 1992). R I, 4515 Ay 4 F O fY

R 52 ) Pk 5 {8 1) oK AN B BT 55 43 T 45 MDA 252
BREFE, AR AGA RS (Dvir & Shamir,
2003; Howell & Shamir, 2005),

AR da: P TiEM )RR om AL S04
A, MK AL I8 [ K Ak o B b A HUAE AR
TR &),

R X 7 66T I 1) A X LA A% 18 AR A
FIWEoe, B 4G B I &R (4 U Bl B HL 51
B H . 4H 24X 18 14X il (organizational ethical
climate) &5 M 20 2L W 53 47 o 1 3 B2 K 36 (Vietor &
Cullen, 1988), H:H, [H F| 24§ H 45 il (self-interest
ethical climate) /2 ZH USRI B AV LR, N
RALUE L B FIBAE ISR, 5 g R HH 20 H
(DL ANAT Sy ML A0 25 WA < 1E 2447 5 i 4 21
N ASRAT S, BRI BT TS TR B A A i A
TR BCE MM ANFHLE R 252 b, AR LSk
K H 1R AR 25 i K AL (Victor & Cullen,
1988), PP LU RN S I AR 1 3 XU A 0 ik
AR g 0 B IRE . B, 32 m 8 A BAE R 4UE

HISZIR, Al A O BEYROSRAEAE A 2T 55 20 il &
% )&, WA FENGHIUES 1.

A 4b: HAARCEABELSFRART R
EHAE G 7
75 FARXUBEMIUSEHNFAERESHR

HEIMAFRT, BARNGIAES EHEERD
R RUAE SRR 2248 7R, Big 4k, Xl
REMWIRERCED TSR, DEARE
JE R EAE B R SO E I AR VE . i,
AHEETE 5 51 T, w51 T R Y S AR B )
(obedience-to-authority orientation). K It, MHXfA
GRS B, H B TR ) T A SRS A3 LA
% B4 XF A F1 (Liu, Yang, & Nauta, 2013), A HAE
ARG TR G AR . XA ZS
GV 5 % T et 7 B D T AR 2 (R | 4%
MR)FIAT N A 7 A5 )R B A S AL S5 o
—AMEM AR E T, R Ok
(collectivistic culture)ih & X N FFA I L4555 Bk
(Grossmann & Na, 2014), RI# 43 B A A B A AT:
%, R I Sk B T DL R £ o G
TN $70-: FHAH B 2 e, e AN GRS, A
DTN . T I, T E SR IE ST By
BT . SRR U (IR T BE 22 89 AN & #1
155 B2 I AR -

AL Sa: B ALNAEICE T 4) 18 A BRI
18) Ao Ak 2 U &) 2 5L A AL 5849 L @ 30 .

ZAEG S, PEtSTIEES AR SN
ARG AT fil 43 X N A BT 55 1 A R 25 i,
T F W (social face), MW FETAF“EmEm T
(face losing)F1“#4t1f T (face gaining)Pi ™4,
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This is not my job! Illegitimate tasks and their influences on employees
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Abstract: Illegitimate tasks, as a new type of workplace stressor, has gradually become a frontier topic in
organization and management research. Illegitimate tasks refer to the tasks that are inconsistent with
employees' expected work scope and that are unnecessarily performed or not belong to someone, and they
include unreasonable tasks and unnecessary tasks. This article introduces the concept and measurement of
illegitimate tasks, and systemically reviews their influences on employees' emotion, cognition, motivation,
work attitude, work behavior, physical and mental health, and work-family relationship. The review also
indicates that the nature and magnitude of such influences depend on the characteristics of employees and
situations where employees work. Stress-as-offense-to-self theory, justice theory, job demands-resources
model, job characteristics model, affective event theory, and self-determination theory are primary
explaining accounts for the influences. Future research is encouraged to expand the concept and level of
illegitimate tasks, unpack and integrate the mechanisms underlining their influences, investigate their
contingent effects, and identify antecedents of illegitimate tasks. Developing the research of illegitimate
tasks in cultural context and cultural orientation is also needed.

Key words: illegitimate tasks; unnecessary tasks; unreasonable tasks; stressor; strain





