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* % 44 (Meta-Analysis) *

AOGH FHHER 2 ARSI E T AR ?
% B T ATROIERE
H o' FHT?

(PR IE AT BB * i R R AL B2 e A A 59U 05T hul, dEat 100872)

H E RAAAMMFIEFRFTATGHTEHELEAXREDNZIANG X Z. 205k, HMA 138 & 492 M
SHAN = 1078442), £ RKZI, WA Fib. KERE. ASUESH. DTN, RIEFRFENE LR
SHMZRHZEFNEMARXE, DEAEREDMARR LA KR GEEF, BEKRALLE LR
SR REEREHMERXZ, I, AXRSHNFT T E. NI ER AT FATHESA D LRI F
HAELNERF AN G X ZHEATER. FARERAHAD G FH LT LIRS AR T R H
A aEit, S TFERAEBS DL, B T TAEREME, REAERITRES KT ELEE L,
KEIF SNERSFHI, A0 Gt FHIE, AW AERFHIMNELL; LMAFF

HES  B849:091

1 3

OSSR U A R S5 KT TR i B R — A
AT B Rz, Mg EELEF+ SR ERA
THEENEM . AL ZU0h g N TAES R
70, MR N HLdl R 55 KA (RITTR,
R, 2016) . 2~ 3L 55 3l ML (Public Service
Motivation, PSM)J& 4814 K T 38k fth A Fisl &
PRI &5, 1 55 A RO B8] (Perry, 1996). H
1990 AEHESFE I LIk, #iolE 1A 1m0 iz %
H, BC R A SLES TN T B R A B A
(&4, BH I, 2015; Vandenabeele et al., 2014),

DAEFRAE R R A MRS 3hpL i e B R B,
FEAEFIR I T N D G2 AE . A AR DL 4l
UM TARMS B MR /E . B, =BfEm. K
FAKE AL LU 1 2 Akt A8 4558 5 FR Py 2
WALREIIEROEZERNE, HE, BOH
5T L TR N H GE it 2R R X 2 3 IR 55 sh ALY

il

S0 (Parola et al., 2018), 93— 71, FLUNATE4S
BRIEE N, AL B IG5 sl ik
TP R T . AR O T A e 8™ B AT ER L
FERACH SRS, T i N D GEi 22 A e N 3L R
5 ML R BIVEH, ASUA BY T AE R A 3L iR 55
SIS R R T, TR A LR 5 S A R
Hy It AR R, LR S SN IR R AR R A IR 553
LS 0 TR AT RS R0 R IR 5T IRl
(Perry et al., 2010),

A 242 HMELLE B s R R AR, A
DG4 iE s o] DLE W &, BB ARGE,
Aoz BRI ER LRGN, RS HFEE
F A M45i5 (Vandenabeele et al., 2014), K, 45k
BB AT RO 251 AR A TN D Ge it 22 4 AR 25 2 i A4~
B AFEIR S ShHl. SRTI, X LELE5IE 2 M HIFE 1
WRZES: IR ZEBE TN R L 2 iR 5
KT T B ITA, 258, 2016; Giauque
et al., 2013; Perry, 1997), {HWAHFFTIA T BHEA
MR S5 SIHLKOF B & (M5 s, A, 2011); A

W%?&f%@f‘ . TFFT TN Ry A 1 8 TR 2 3 R 55 3 ALK - 8 135 (Chen
A AR I G BB (1772170); RIARKE o pion 2015; Giauque et al., 2013), H4147 HF5¢
2019 AEREHRBIHAA BB B R AR . NN Bl N 7 7 i

BEMES: 258, E-mail: lichaoping@ruc.edu.cn DA SRR G 23 3RS B BILACP IR TS 5 (Liu
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& Tang, 2011; Liu et al., 2015); #Br2~HINNE
RS 28R 55 2l HLIE]) 5 & J2 IE 1] 59 (Bright,
2011; Giauque et al., 2013), {H-UAEFH AT RN
[n] /¥ (Potipiroon & Ford, 2017; Stritch & Christensen,
2016), AN FGE AR AR AR i 2 A IR 55 S LS Uk
W M i 2 17 &, (H R 2 800 58 #04 HAE
N TR R ST R, OO PR T IR P
B, SR AR T A BG5S A LR 5530
ML) 56 RABAFTEAR K A3 e, N Ge it 2 FRAE XS
RS SHLNY R GEE R R R AR

JT 43 M7 (meta-analysis) & X 35 UE W 5% 45 16 F
1778 B IH GRS Z5 1 R G4y BT U vk, RERSTE S
RARFE - 3k G fl A R 2 7 T A 1R 22, S AT BB
Sl SR B AR 1 22 (0] Y 5 &R (Aguinis et al., 2011; Bt
i 4, 2016; Hunter & Schmidt, 2004), EANE
2EFXT A G 2R 5 A SRR 55 sh AL ] 1 5
Z #4713 9043 M (Harari et al., 2017; Parola et al.,
2018), fH2W KM EHK D, WEHNA L
ok, sz xF N GEi s R S A IR 55 Shpl Z W)
KRR 4307, ARG T EEAR . &
WHIE LA 9 SCIIEMF S 45 2R, s Moo s i 7 ik
PRI LA O Ge it 22 R i A 2L R 55 S LA 52 i,
[] i 25 JEOS [l (9 A R R S5 s Ll & T B . D& A
() 45 A B SR Je X 3 Z R S R AR e,
T Z AR HS R AT BRI A 2, SR
FHIERIAR L, A G2 R AE QR 52 e 2 3
MR 55 S LA LA AR 8 A 1, S B 5 3 I 4
SRR SR AT R R Y, A e AR
N IR 55 S AL Al AR 2 ) B G R SR AR 5T
fith, oA AR AR B P R T A S o
B P AER 2 A

2 MEGRE MR

21 AHBREIHHIHESSNE

o MR S5 B L A T 38 A A B
HT oA R, A SRR S5 sh AL LB HE LA
S AR, JRRLE T A LR 55 L S0 R —
DNAEMOHE R, B2 MBI
LSS E, WUEEME, 2011); WA, MR
R 55 sh AL 2 B s 18] 177 A2 4k (Rainey, 1997; 4t
i A%, 2012), HZA A4S0 R, A
AR . B, BONBUR R FA AT Y
N FEIRSS PSR Te A R R AR Fako B2

FETE T2 SR HUAL A ZUAY S L AR 52 I 8 05 1)
(Perry & Wise, 1990), H FAIL441H By E 214
HEf AR SR 45, A IR S5 BB AT L) S A
N (DN I A oF LI E- I 1) & (PN
B, B P A A A A O B ]

Perry (1996)IN ARSI EEIES S
ISR E I 5] J1 (attraction to public policy
making, APM). AJ3LF]%5 K% (commitment to the
public interest, CPI). [A]1#%[>(compassion, COM)
1 F AT 44 (self-sacrifice, SS)PUANLERE, -]
BT HRTERY SCIB T BE, XF Perry 1Y PO 4E45 14
TEA R SCAL 5 5 1Y 38 F M AT 7 SRR R
(Giauque et al., 2011; Kim et al., 2013; Liu et al.,
2008), 24k B2 FRTRR & SCRRUEE R SO R 5 1)
AN AT BT 22 5 0 80732 L B 2 HH AN TR 2 L,
4l Coursey Fll Pandey (2007), Vandenabeele (2007),
Leisink il Steijn (2009)IA h /A AR 55 shALA 124
16 =AY Wright 25(2013 )P\ i Al LA F 2 2k
FERS S H e 55 ShpLBEAT I & o 1R A 2 )
2 A8 A0 2 3 I 55 s pL i 7 o ) A P R A T
TIRUEFBIT (BT, B, 2016; 20, 0l
Wk, 2012; ZE/NE, 2008; FEAE, §F 43, 2018;
WSS, Wik, 20115 B8 E5E, 2008).

22 MR

5 IR 55 sh L E PR 2R AH OC 1 BRI AR AL KR
SR T A2 LB AE ] (Perry, 1997, 2000), A%
TR IR R 2 TN 520 2 2L IR 55 S LA PR TE IR R
AN FVRRAE B AR A SRR 55 Sh ALK AR 3 5 )
AN SR, 0. 4R BERE.
SRR AL . HEUER . TAEEM . HRASF Gl
N2 VT b e A 18 A SRR 55 B LK

A5 H 3 YL g BRIS (self-determination theory),
ARBEATE R A RPE TR, ARt iRk
55 R AT RE N 1B SR A FI 15 19 e RAL B
Bk, WA REZ N T ARAS N0 IR (Perry,
1996), MAt AL Bk A, Lotk b 55 1 s fhi fa)
Tt Al, BREME XS A AR B 1 O (Wood &
Eagly, 2010), A fth AR5 B sh DL 58, 4k i 30
B 7 K B A 36 AR 55 3 Ml (Pandey & Stazyk,
2008; Parola et al., 2018). PHutt, 4B 1: 5
SRR A SRR 55 B AL, Lotk A SRR 55 3
PLAE AR T R o AR B A LR 55 Sh ALY 4 4R 2,
FAEXS A N 4t B A BRI XU 452 2 1 o 5K
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AR, 7EAb s TAE NG ER, fEHZUhH
FEATBCER 45 1 L2 =i (Giauque et al., 2013),
M, 2500 LB il AR A 36 35 R 45
TP Bl R JER R g A MK R O A T SR A X
&, [l OB BB A T b A T 2 /B (Camilleri, 2007),
SR, LoPEARRATBE R /A JE A 35 (DeHart-Davis
et al., 2006), 75 ZE LK KEAENG, 757 &
Sl | AR R R R 2. Bk, #Bi1&R
W20 PRI A IR S5 B AL AN [R] 4 B A AN [R] 19
M, BEES 5 A LEOR ey mes | o At
25 A& DL K B IR AFPE S RE s T, ZofEN
ARG OYEE s T oM.

L K& By Bt B8 (psychosocial development
theory), BEE ARG, AATRHR PR Y 5 1
i, XA S 7 A 4 B R R ) () D B A A
R MFENE T —1, AENT — AR AR 55 fids
F(Parola et al., 2018), TMiAFLIREAEZAMTF W
il N A= 3% FEE A 11 4 19 T Br (Pandey & Stazyk,
2008). Kk, $EHBE 30 5 MR AL S
BIHLIEAH DG, AR R A FE MR 55 sh LK T s
BARBIA LIRS AL sy 48, BEE I IS,
MR AR B G B ITHA, BB SHYRE
S, B, 2014), XA TR A R
o AA R BB, (R B X At A A 2 04 [ 0
W, BB Esh R E 2SS AT
Ko AR, IO BE, — D ABEFER ISR
B R RT F Y R, IR TR
PSR (MR AE AF, 2019), AR CEGE
KA, XS5 B G E M2 18 8
i (Camilleri, 2007), KL, #2HRE 4: AFREXTLA
IR 55 SHALI A R 4 BB R R B 20, AR % oK
v L) 25 A0 i AR RN B FRRE A L) K R IR 0 TE AR,
2 55 USRI A2 R B A DU B A 2 44 T R A1

AN A 2 3% T A 2L 1R 55 S HL A TR 1 &
JEEUIREE, WiEZEELN . FELRmME
b 2255 (Perry, 1997) . #1222 2 B i (social learning
theory)TA A B2 76 BN 4 B 2224 5] F 4 T
RIHL s (Bandura, 1977), LR Bk A T4
WORWIHLIE R . I TR . WNZHE LR IR
WM BNRE, ZHEBRE IR 2T 60
FA 0 R 15 P4 7= 4 521 (Crone et al., 2004), %
IR AR R E B AR 2 ) e ) R (B
= %, 2016), FEETHTEERE R, A et

AR E AR, KW, 2R
5: HAERE S MEN ARG HPLEML, BEF
KOV, MRA LIRSS LA s . B E
N FERR S5 SIMLEY S YRR, 2 30R R B e A A AR
TR R A BOE 22 S R TS, S5 AS
SR i 78 NS T R 25 %o A7) ok 1 B8 B IR
5177, BERAR A NNE; R, ZEHE RS
AR RE S S [ 45 fl A (Perry, 1997), {H 2
AR A R B s B, T B R &R
A s £, Wik, Rk e HEBRE
TN FE AR 55 Sh AL R A (6] 48 B A AR TR s, 32 24
B ES 5 BRI R A SR 35 DK
WA LAR Ay s, A B4 % mT R 1 U I
A KT MR

MHKELR AR ERE, TAEMEKE
ZI IR AT A B A B35, 7 TAE i gkas
M BEIEA B TR MAE K E R, Kz iR
3 A B IR B T3 5 ATE AR 19 R (Wayne
et al., 2004), AFHLUPRT ISR NFKEE IR
R 2 (BRI g, E N F Ao s i TAE S
PRI B, JUIIS RSO AR E H W LI R
HFHLEEAZ O TAER (D3, JEHaf,
2015) (K, $EHEGR 7: WSIRIE B A R %5 5
BUA — W, CUS#H AL RS S oK -
W, HARBI AR 55 ShpLI sr ke, — ek U,
TS OB B R, G TR 45, WS
28 13 W A 1 BT A et (A5l T BB 05 1) T 7R
IR g, SR 55 3 B RSO, 3
EOIEE R TR KE, FTREA KA S M A&
g, TR, R R 8 IR WR B X A JL AR 55 3l
LI AS 4 A AN R, CIREES S5EOR
il 7 RV 28 ) 25 AR DA TR O 4R B A A
B, (R B AT 0 T RE AR DN

NEAL 3 ) R BCRFR B ok, AR 6 BE R AR
17312 (conservation of resources theory), Afi1H
MTIEI S ENRIOFIR, +ERR . FSTFE.
TAE K& AL IS5 P 5 0 R B S 8 mT e A~ AR
HAMER S IRCE R, BRI, 2014), KHER BT
TR B8 (15 AR EE S A7 Sh A sh MLy g 1 (B BIL ¥R,
ZEHT, 2018) AMARRIHE A TR 21 ak M g5
SR T 75 IR 55 10 TAERT, 55 BN B2 > RS
Wi E TAERTRIHERS, A IRREUE 3RAS Bk iR 2 1Y B¢
PRRZES, A5 A0 68 6% 5 AR 1 2 5 A A
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RS . Kk, R 9 R 10: ZUERIFI
TARAE I SR A S 55 sh UK IEA G . B
R EN N LR 55 ShHLAY 43 4k B, Bl A PR 3145 (1 ¢
TRALZ2, A AT 28 3 R 25 14 (5 iy 7R Al o 2 s )
R T 14 0 (Romzek, 1990), Xl A Fl 4t 23 4[]
O ARSI, R [ O A A B IR Bh 4
LUHTL 0L T BAL S AR (B, TR A A
PEREE A M3, XS5 BUR i B B M A
A Al 23 Bl T A 3 2R 1 B 1K T 98 2D (Camillerd,
2007), FI, BRI 11 F 12 HEUT A TAE
A1 X6 25 e il 55 Sl AL 9 S ] 2 3 A S ) 1) 52 i,
A AUE IR T AR A, A LR 25 (i iy 7K o
E TR E DL R D RE 2 i, 2 5 ECRHE R
R A D it =2 A

At dlg0h, T AR ONEE, 9
o A A BE 5 LA A5 2 B 1)y 2 25 R i il
A, W 2 5 A FRHOR il k2 T B B g
JEHRFE A LA LR B IG AT ST, fluf]
TERE AR P RE R I Z R R &k, 5 — i,
R 22 20 v A RS At g, AT 90 o & AR
B4 B Y N 22 % BE 0 2% o0 TS Bl N OFF %
& OAF, 2015), [Mitk, R 13 o140 B EE
e AN IR 5 A4 A 1 2 S5 i 55 sh HLK 7 1E A
%o HARBIA SRS LB 4 BE, )2 90t Y
AT IE 2 2 5 A JLEOR T SRR T 5 B
MR m, EATFER T, TH WA 85,
SR S TCFA RN RNE, k2 L1 25 50 Hh 7 v (1 22
W, UK, 2020); [FEF, J2EGORIBOA R R A A
AW SRR R 2, [R50 B SR, A7 k)
BIES 5B MERSA 2153 (Trautmann et al.,
2013; REVE 4E, 2019), 1B AIA K AR,
AT 1 28 05 0 IR AL 2 Rk /L, 7R B Bl A A B
B R MR A SRR, TR EA LR RS,
TR G M B B R ok, B2 B 1S R 16:
HEUST S5 4 RN K S5 28 36 i 45 S AL A AN [ 24 i
BB R, B AR A A K -, e
B 2 5 EUE I E MUK FEFI 25, 1 B2 AN
WA KT REAE, [ O FRAPE A T RE AR
2.3 WEEHERET MR RRI%

INFEIRSS AL E T H . A A LIRS 3l
ML T EL A 4 B 3 4 B AE 3 K4, Kim
Feoyld — M EE 12 MEENIMR, KW 4
A B SN JE AR S5 Sh ML A ZE A A0 PN, DU 4

T A O R 3 T I 2 T e, R AT S SR R 55
SHHLAI i T ELAE IR A, BT AN A St
FRAE 5 28 3 R 55 s AL % 6 2R o] 22 I it T H5g
Wil o T 2 A B S T T A BT i T, AR A
BRIy, AT Wi — R4 R,
¥ Perry (1996) i ¥ & ) U4E 3%, LI MKJGEAE
AN TR SCARAE B rhost L BEAT B TT MBS UE A 5 2, 4
Kim %£(2013), #HK—3; 2 pgEal =45k,
FESSIEWR ST il B A b, AR — 2. L, 42
AR 17: AFEIRS SHPLE T2 A Qg2
FRAE S A LR 55 shdl 2 18] 1 56 A T VR, (i
FH DU S 2540 1 e N DGR 2R R R AR i 5 A e 45
BALIAIAH SCRR B T /e

DB () 0 SEUEAIF 9T 45 Sl w2 g i T
(A5 W T AE AR A 22, 23 SRR 55 S HILAE Sy — ol 3
RES, ZA R 2 R A S, 2 e [a) i A5
fk.(Rainey, 1997; 4G 4%, 2012), [HEF, 4~K
MIAEEY . LBV T ARAT 0 A5t 2 B I R 4
AR . HAE— AR b i A, mRES s
O M 09 S B0k 56 R B 2 M A 08 (Pitariu. &
Ployhart, 2010; 5 &, ZE#F, 2019), WREFEA
[R] ) s[RI HE 42, AT B <5 15 3] 58 4K [6] (9 D 5 45 2R
(Levin, 2006), 7EZ A ST, 73[R
Jr kAR S AT REME RN, BRI S R R .
U, $EHABBE 180 I E] SO SR 2R AR
SRS WL Z B R A SRR, 24
I ) A5 2R 4 000 BE IR A

AL St ARRESCA T AR | A
A NEAE B E B4 A M TE (Cuddy et al., 2015;
Hofstede, 1991), 3CAbth 2 B £z o 8] 42 Hi 52 i 4>
AT, B, SURRHIES TG R AN, S/
M) N G 24 R AR 5 2 S Al 45 2h WL 22 T 1 6 &
(Harari et al., 2017), Kim (2017)#F5¢ & B, AT
SCEESTARA ) XN 19 28 FE R 55 sh AL (2 3 1) I
A o AR5 SCA T ELAE R 32 S ) FLAS ) B
FEXTEE G, A RSERAT Bl R0 5% R 43 TE 1Y) R 91 2 A%
> (Hofstede, 1991), A2 5 il W0 X #& 4k 4
Mk A T SRS, T P 5 SCAR A 1] A
NFELHB BB EAL, BXRENSAB S0 F
#5o P, IR 190 SO R D Gt
FRIES5 28GR 55 sh L2 101 () 56 R A TR, 76
KT CE = T AOGI2# A = 5 A R 55
BIHLAKFAR DGR BE T 51
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3 MRAZE

3.1 XEERSiHE

A6 R SRS (R 8 3 ) 4 SORCHE P
o P S L SCA SO PR L R TS R
LB SO BRI . 43 rh SCRHN T L T U7 8
a2 2R 58 ) M SCBUE 2 (APA PsycNET, Proquest
(Dissertation), EBSCO, Web of Science, SAGE,
Wiley, Google Scholar, Taylor & Francis), H TR
EZNTRIEIS SIS L UNEE R i SR (R (SPS
A, AL TR AESS R s TR 5
T RIE S A LIRS S pLr X &, AN A gEi2
FRAE AT T2 KRS (B g rh, oA TR IE S &
ARG SCR, AR E AN A ST
SRR ZR A, T A T 2 Y O 8 R o0 SR
B AT e . P, R SOR R F R E
AN BHL . PSM, B SR R 9 S FE ] Oy
public service motivation, public service-oriented
motivation, PSM, SCHAIE R HF] 2020 4F 2 A .

A5 20 0 SCHRE I DT AR EAT iR RE: (DB
FERALHE N DGR E 5 A 4L IR 55 shbl 2 4] ¢
RWITEASE, NEFEMAISE . LR
R RBIBETEAE (W FE Tl ] T A IR 55 sh L &
F, JFHIER RS TR T A AR A B LA R
Z IR AAH C R B, ARGz - A28 451
T3 B RN B HALGE T 7 vk 9B (3) I & kA
BRI Tk E o TR, RSN TR
B, A S T AT (4 AR AT
MM, HF LS B IR kR, WL R
AR AU, AP SCCEREN R JE AP S Ck R, TR
Y SRR A

RARTE FIRPRER SCHRILA 138 e, £
ALAE R SCSCHR 38 F, S SCSCHR 100 G5 9T SOk
125 5, =B 16 Fi o BT M5 SCkia &
AWML R, I, AT R 44 Bk A
AA 492 4>, HALIE 1078442 2 9
3.2 XE4wE

XF 9 AT BT B SCRREAT 40N S i SCERAS
BEH LA ), BRI/, HRRBR
AN, NAGIH R =, IR LY,
O3 S 55 S AL TR (U A, 0 ] A
(B2, AL 5 (east/west) . HeH, ZRPU 7
SCAL T S R T 2 T B ] SO R A B A T

%% (Hofstede et al., 2010), LARPGIE, P, [l
PR R, ENERVEIE , #im , HHEHE, mhE
YR PEEESF . BRI R A A I B R
Toh east, BAF, EHE ., MEK . PWKFTEE
AL ST HE B8 Sl west, B2 3 S SCRiK,
WERFEA R TR ER, Wil east, BT FE
ARG — R, MR —FSCH A 2 AR,
W53 BHEA T gt W EE A R R FGE, Ry —
W SCHRRT R 2 4% WFST 2 AR e i Y
SC TR 0 5 0 2 5 b o AT BN 2 AT, FRE T
B I E A KB, B AW T AR O G 1
HETH
33 Bt oR

AW 5E 3 FHIF IR XA R 3.6.2 1) psychmeta 74
J¥43(Dahlke & Wiernik, 2019)%F4d #4743 47 Fl
K36, {4 Hunter FI Schmidt (2004)f 7050175
DT, %O R B LA A, 5
Xof 5 2 T4 A [) Ok Y AR AT X 43 G IF (L R A
TR 2 RN F5 15 25 550, O B 56 11 45 g R 35k 5 AT
U A P 0= B, 1= 4; ISR
Bl 0= RIE, 1= O Fil¢. A2UEH . TIEE
Wk S, BUE R RAR B/ 2 ST 10/
TAET I, BERE . PSR A R
AR, BUEOK, 3632 208 T R A
G M R o RUR AT T 25 5500 A 58 A
BN RS, S T T REAR RN AE kL REAS
N. KRG BEEMHLRE r, 3 FEEIEER
AR 7 AR EE SD, 95%I1 B A7 X 6] L K
80% Y5 FH IX.Ii]

4 #HR

41 EZRRERE

% e 2 (publication bias)248 C 2 & FAY W
FESCHRTGTE RS . 4 AR SR W 5T ik . 58 i
RIBF 5T MK (Rothstein et al., 2005), AR#F5ERH
Egger's [ R BRI B0 . Begg FRAR A I AR & 4
REC=F0I5vE, XT BT R SEUE SR AT & 2 I
ZH%, Egger's MIHREIEH Begg BRAHI AL
SRR 1o BRtER]. Fid . AZUEIRIRA
AN, Egger's FIHREL p (HHA 5.3 (p > 0.05),
FIEA N O G245 1) Begg RRAH K656 p (HERAS
BF(p>0.05), )5, A 35FME(trim and fill)%}
PRI AR AU IR ER A SR AR I8 K 2R I 25
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R1 ARMEQEHLER

oL 5 R HEBRE 4LUEM BMEY WA LEMEM EER
Egger's 1] 3 R 50K 16
intercept -1.22 1.07 1.09 1.72 -3.51 —2.38 1.25 0.47
p 0.013 0.032 0.071 0.000 0.001 0.065 0.286 0.775
Begg B AH A 18
V4 -0.86 0.461 0.02 —1.02 -1.78 -0.19 -0.45 0.39
p 0.389 0.645 0.981 0.307 0.074 0.843 0.656 0.697

TE: p FR BEMAKF

FTEAY BT 48 B B0 (Duval & Tweedie, 2000), 4%
SRR (BT~ = 0.02, Z = 9.78, p < 0.001,
BN r=0.04, Z=4.80, p < 0.001), 4E# BTN
r=0.07,Z=31.14, p < 0.001, BI4NGF r=0.04, Z=
3.86, p < 0.001), HLUTWETHMAT » = 0.02, Z =
8.46, p < 0.001, BI%MF r = 0.0032, Z = 0.28, p >
0.05), HRQOZE90 (BT%RT » = 0.14, Z = 21.85, p <
0.001, Bi4M5 r=0.15, Z=17.05, p < 0.001), 7] LA
i, BT AZUESISN, AR5 A LIRS 3
LR RAAEBY#MIFST G, BN R, AT
2 HEUE I 5 A LR 55 sh LA 55 & 3= I £y 19 K
N, SRR R EREE, RESFZPE R E
FARBIE], TOHTEs SRR E G S %, 2006),
R R AL S A LIRSS SR R Z A
FECH 6799, LTIl FE 440 (5k+10, k HAL
N A F A ST REAR B, BB BAR TR AR R & R
2, HEMRE0EA — 2 NRE M M.
H b, AR kR MAEEZEERN, T
W) FEE I R
4.2 REMRE

S BUPERT IR ST A AT, I 9 SCRR 22 ) A
TEM SR (A 9E 95, BRBB, 2006). % 2 WoR, £
ANBGI2RE S A MRS 3P O (HAES T2
FHERIRE T WE K- (p < 0.001), F I RN B
ZIEFEE ST, AR T AR R A 3 IR 55
LI T 0 A E] 5 sl SO AR [ S TR
PR P B A5 25% . 50%. T5%453 i3
fi&. . =R (Higgins et al., 2003), £ A0
Gl R e S A LIRS i HL P EEE T 75%,
VLR RVEFE R, Tau® 2V T BT R 28 B
Z/ER ] LR R SA R .
43 FHRWELER

N B G 22 R AR 5 A LR S5 B HLAY 32 450 0 A6

IREER UL 2. PERATAL, PEAl(e = 0.02, 95% CI
A 0.00~0.03), 4F#%(p = 0.07, 95% CI & 0.06~
0.09), #EHHE (p=0.04, 95% CI N 0.02~0.06).
HLEWI(p = 0.02, 95% CI 9 0.00~0.04), TAE{E
M (p = 0.04, 95% CI }y 0.01~0.07), HALIZEL (p =
0.14, 95% CI 4 0.10~0.18)F1t A (p = 0.14, 95%
CI 2} 0.09~0.18) 5 A3 fR 45 sl B R Z [ 34 2 1§
FZIIEA KK FR(95% CI AN 0), TSR B
SRS SIHLIE S R AN B3 (95% CL A7 0).
i 1,3,5,9,10, 13, 14 B2 EIE, Bk 7R
(L San e

2 WIER T NO G AR e 5 A H R
55 BIALAS HEFE 1 RN R B 25 R . SRR AL, M
5 A SR 25 R Z 1Y E RIFA 3 (95% M &
FXMER 0), 555 LBERHIE QP = -0.07),
[F1E Lr(p = 0.06)F1 B FAEHE(p = —0.06) K R L 3E
AR L HAE RS O4EE L TR, HER
PEYE S 500 LR i DA & A FR 4k s T 4
Vo AR5 A LIRS S HL A 4t B #0AF AE f  IE
AR, UWINEE SR Mg, MREAS
IR 55 ShMLAS 4 5 &R AT e, e B K e B
B2 A FAAE(p = 0.13)i ) . HE RS A T
VEAERE A OC R R AR, 5L =4
BEMEMMHEXXR, LHESSAILBOLH E
(p = 0.20), UFWPIRGL T AL ST LS AL &
HARBBITER (k= 3)., HEEHS5S 504
R 1) 7 PR A LR 25 AR R B A G OC R
5RO (p = 0.04) 1 F FRATHE(p = 0.17)Z R B 17
EREMIEMAMLRR, TATH RS AR
EREA W EMIEADCKE R (p = 0.09), BC5 AW
FFEA AT — 8 e . WU SRS TG O 2 )
AERE R ENHEXRR, SHAZAGEY A
WEMIERAMAXRR, UHES 5 AHLEOR G E
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#z2 EHHRBRER
}\ttléj’::frﬂA /A%i:ﬂ&% i N . ) D 95% CI 80% CV 0 »
FEAFAZ Bl LL UL LL UL
PSM 125 266890 0.02 0.02 0.09 0.00 003 -0.1  0.13 2229.00%** 94.44
APM 27 64920 —0.06 -0.07 0.09 —0.10 —0.03 —0.18 0.05 538.06*** 9517
PE 5 CPI 25 68077 —0.01 —0.02 0.08 -0.05 0.02 —0.12 0.09 431.66%** 94.44
COM 28 57043 0.05 0.06 0.09  0.03 0.10 —-0.05 0.18 461.17%%* 9415
SS 27 33032 —0.06 —0.06 0.06 —0.09 —0.04 —0.13 0.00  98.63*** 73.64
PSM 109 215634 0.07 0.07 0.10 0.06 0.09 —0.05 020 1992.96%%* 9458
APM 30 67151 0.06 0.07 0.09 0.03 0.10 —0.05 0.18 559.88%** 9482
AR CPI 26 66149 0.10 0.11 0.10  0.07 0.15 —0.02 025 699.53%** 96.43
CcoM 29 55115 0.10  0.11  0.10  0.07 0.15 —0.02 024 554.65%** 9495
SS 29 31757 0.11  0.13 0.13  0.08 0.18 —0.04 030 570.77%*%* 95.09
PSM 92 293842 0.03 0.04 009 0.02 0.06 —0.07 0.15 2214.68*** 9589
APM 20 42604 0.19 020 0.12 015 026 004 037 668.58%%* 9716
HERE CPI 15 41657 0.11  0.12 0.09  0.07 0.17 000 024 341.91%%* 959]
COM 20 44050 0.05 0.06 0.10 0.01 0.10 —0.07 0.18 395.34%%* 9519
SS 20 20594 0.00 0.00 0.10 -0.04 0.05 -0.13 0.13 205.50%** 90.75
PSM 11 9824 0.04 0.04 0.08 —0.02 0.10 —0.07 0.15  64.10%** 84.40
APM 1 912 0.14 015 - 0.09 021 - - - -
TSR A CPI 1 912 044 048 - 043 0.53 - - - -
COM 1 912 032 035 - 029 041 - - - -
SS 1 912 043 047 - 042 052 - - - -
PSM 86 167955 0.02 0.02 0.08 0.00 004 —0.08 0.13 1145.03%%* 9258
APM 19 49723 0.00  0.00 0.06 -0.03 0.02 -0.08 0.07 156.92*** 88.53
LU CPI 18 49067 0.04 0.04 0.11 -0.01 0.10 —0.11 0.19 603.03*** 97.18
COM 18 36245 0.04  0.04 0.09 0.00 0.09 —0.07 0.15 256.22%%* 9336
SS 17 12696 0.15 0.17 0.16  0.08 0.25 —0.04 037 306.61*%** 9478
PSM 15 48822 0.04 0.04 0.06 0.01 007 —0.03 0.11 151.08%%* 90.73
APM 3 4133 -0.02 -0.03 0.03 -0.09 0.03 -0.03 —0.03 1.79 -
TAEAE CPI 3 4133 0.08 0.09 0.04 -0.01 0.19 0.03 0.15 4.49 -
CcoM 3 4133 0.05 0.06 0.08 -0.14 025 -0.08 020  17.23%** -
SS 3 4133 0.08  0.09 001  0.07 0.12 0.09 0.09 0.26 -
PSM 30 31515 0.2 0.14 0.1  0.10 0.18 0.00 0.29 404.73%%* 9283
APM 12 18082 0.12  0.13 0.09 008 0.19 0.02 025 139.83%%* 9213
R 4540 CPI 12 18082 0.13  0.15 0.08 0.10 020 0.04 026 124.66*%* 91.18
CcOM 12 19528 0.05 0.06 0.12 -0.02 0.13 —0.11 022 266.34%%* 9587
SS 13 19760 0.07 0.08 0.11  0.01 0.15 —0.07 023 242.72%%* 9506
PSM 24 43960 0.12  0.14 0.11  0.09 0.18 0.00 0.28 506.45%%* 9546
APM 10 29392 021 022 0.13  0.13 031 005 040 481.07*** 98.13
A CPI 10 29392 0.11  0.13 0.08 0.07 0.19 002 024 177.85%%* 9494
COM 9 15860 0.05 0.06 0.14 —0.05 0.17 —0.13 026 290.83*** 9725
SS 9 15860 0.05 0.05 0.12 -0.04 0.15 —0.11 022 212.43%%* 9623
: PSM: AR5 SRR, APM: 2 5/ ILBORSIE MW E] F1, CPL: AR5/, COM: R0, SS: HIRAM

Yo ke FRBSE I SEAEARRG N FR BHEEARSL » BARFEARIBOT RN AL, p 2R 235 A IE AR A ITAF
YISNAE; SD FoR p MFRIEZE; 95% CL R p 1 95%I1 & {75 X [H]; 80% CV Fur p 1 80%M I {5 X[l , O (AL M B3
AR AN A S R AR, PR SRR E RSP L E . * p <0.05, ** p < 0.01, *** p <0.001,
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(p = 0.13)FIAFER 25 Kt (p = 0.15), MAEZS
WAL (p = 0.22) F1A LR 25 7K (p = 0.13)[E] £
FE 5 B IE ARG IC 2R, 6 R O R TR A 4
FERE AR R, MR R AR, AL
TR TARAE . B S R A A JE AR 55 3
HILAS 2 J3E 1) 52 W R [), TR 5% W) 1] R I 2 5 4
WA 225, X 2, 4, 6, 11, 12, 15, 16 135|#B 5>
WUE, 5% 8 RAFEIEIE
44 FHHERIELER

AW LT A LRSS L T H &
R ) A5 SCA TS S RF A TGS R AR 5 N SRR 55
P RMIATER . £ 3 SR, i pugE
e IR A ST 5 2 S i 55 sh ALl A 3
M SCIC AR, Il Al 3R 3 S RN 1 3
P, ol A () 4 2 6 A 55 sl pLml i T, 51
(O = 42.54, p < 0.00 YL LTI (Q,= 93.04, p <

0.001)5 A 3l 55 shHLIE] (9 56 RANTR], i FH U 4
e IR W) | RTINS R Y 2
(0p = 174.23, p < 0.00)FIEFTFEE(Q, = 33.34,
P <0.00) 5 AR5 shpl 2 8] i AH 6 RE A 7E
ZE5E, AR5 SRR S5 S LR AT DU 2 e O
REINEE, HEBRE S A IS shbLE
b i T OC RN R % . Bk, AR 55 3
BLIN i T B N A Gt 2R R 5 A e i 55 shibl 2
M RAWEIER, RN mRR-HZ
] P AHOCRR BE T vy, iR 17 19 30304 303k o
D2 B () S TR MR S SR LR 4, ST
B AERY . HOE TR M ST S A SRR S Sh L
[ 7R, FE BB (]S 0 AR 2 B Y, M2
AR ) A 0 A N R Y o D ] R B E
SIEMPER(0, = 29.35, p < 0.00)F4ER(Q, =

4.20, p < 0.05) 5 AR P Z BRI R, 7EHH

#z3 NHEBREHNERNIBHEN
R 95% CI 80% CV ,
AZHE WETHR & N r I O
LL UL LL UL
Py 4 89 80519 -0.04 0.09 -0.06 —0.02 —0.15 0.07 671.44%** 86.89
f%”ﬂ] 40 .54%%%
other 22 52026 0.00 0.06 —0.03 0.03 —0.07 0.07 164.99%** 87.27
Py 7 80 69313 0.13 0.11 0.10 0.15 —0.01 0.26 876.96*** 90.99
ER 174.23%%%
other 18 49847 0.05 0.05 0.02 007 -0.01 0.11 120.26*** 8586
Py 4 70 60652 0.09 0.10 0.07 0.12 —0.02 021 557.63%%* 87.63
HHERE 33.34%xx
other 10 38293 0.13 0.07 0.08 0.18 0.04 022 160.87%** 94.4]
Py 4 66 54063 0.07 0.10 0.05 0.10 —0.04 0.19 504.87*** 87.13
2H 2T 93.04%**
other 16 41124 0.0l 0.06 —0.02 0.05 —0.07 0.09 151.16%** 90.08
0 Ow R N S HME; O FoRA B ST, * p<0.05, %% p<0.01,*** p<0.001, [UERk=3MTLH,
#z 4 NERTE ST SR
R, 95% CI 80% CV
gm0 - N+ D ’ ° P O
I 1) £ LL UL LL UL
A~ 121 254711 0.02  0.08  0.01 0.04 -—0.08 0.13 1789.89*** 9330
el 20 35%**
ZA 4 12179 -0.03 0.11 -020 0.14 —0.20 0.14 101.71%** 97.05
HAS 106 203704 0.07  0.08  0.05 0.08 —0.04 0.17 1389.81%** 9245
A 4.20%
ZA 3 11930  0.05 0.04 -0.05 0.15 -0.02 0.12 13.26 *** 8491
A 89 288444 0.03 0.08 0.02 0.05 -0.06 0.13 1738.00%** 94.94
BERE 2.76
ZA~ 3 5398 0.01 0.05 -0.10 0.13 -0.06 0.09 7.62 % 73.74
A 83 166903 0.02 0.07 0.00 0.04 -0.07 0.11  886.89 *** 90.75
HEUEH 3.71
ZA 3 1052 -0.04 0.15 -041 033 -030 023 15.77 ***  87.32

W Ow TRl NS TME; Qp TARHIEI T T, * p<0.05, ¥* p<0.01, *** p <0.001, {UER k= 3 AITH,
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[i) i ) st 000 2 BS) A 0 8 T2 R AE 5 A 3 R 55 B AL
(B AR R BT, X B R (Q, = 2.76, p >
0.05) A LUERH (0, = 3.71, p > 0.05) 5 4R %
BIMLIA A 56 R B BB RS VER, i 18 455
BB A3 B

5 BT T SRR O G R S
M55 S C R AT R, SO 5o
PEHI(O, = 260.71, p < 0.001). 4E#E(Q, = 150.61,
p<0.001), ZEREQ,=151.03, p<0.001), 4
HUEEI(0, = 328.70, p < 0.00)FI TAEAEWI(Q, =
33.46, p < 0.00) 5 AILIRF SHLZBIME R H
PN S A LIRS B R T UL SR 2R
AHOG, WIAEPG )y AL 5t TR IEAG, Fl  HE
RS HBUE R TR 5 A RS sh LA R
P SCARTE B BN IEA R C R, HER Tk
Ha T HAMS PRI TR, Rik 1975
EFR 4> BAIE
5 g
51 AOZIHEHHES A H RS EHE

EAESR, KT RIS VLR —HEW
itk RS, RN DG FR X A 3t
MR 55 shbleyszma, A BT T fif o~ FL iRk 55 bl
i & B (Perry et al., 2010), % TA LIRS 3L
FHIS A & B A A B S R Y N AR — € &
Xo AWFFREEG h SRR R AR, 2 ot
T R G B IAMN H Gt 2= Rk 5 A S IR 55 3hHll
ZI IR, R 2 AN ] 9 2 S IR 55 s L) &

T WS ]SSR SO e o 2 MR
W, R T AR R, WA OS2
AETT 2 e IR 45 S LR T B AE B Al 1, R
A Ja ik — 2 R S R IR 55 s AL S A AR B 22 Ay
KRBT R, WALl LU I 5 5
T RS SN AR T B 22 1 .

HUARZHMREER -5, AR EHR,
PR R, BEBRE . A4UEN . TIEEN.
AT ARG . WA G AL IR S5 Bh bl [ 47 AE 1 2
IR KR, HHS ARG SR Rk gE i >
[ AN [F R AH DG M o WS IR 5 A LR S5 Bhblz
FIANFAAE W A G OC R, WRem IR B2, Mk
FA) I AR AR E 1R N IR, U A R 3 AT LA T4 )
OEHRAR A CHTAED (D3, dERE, 2015),
WEA TR, HERT/ESFKEPRERYCE
HROM TAE RS E R, AAHIRS Sl k
A . AR LIXT L AT IR AR . A
HR% P 4 MRS BAAFNE X, T
T 2545 45 N OV GET T2 R R0 i EL R 4 B2 (R 5% ), Xt
AR R BT IR

BT AL IR 55 LA B R, Bk
B, LA B ARSIV PR, Bk
Mo, BUEAES G AFREOREIE(p = -0.07)A L AF
itk (p = -0.06) = T 2ok, Ltk WAERE L =
0.06)4E % Fim T H k. 5LMEMITHNTAF LS
AR —F((Parola et al., 2018), T BUA K 7w F1,
LA KT g RN A L4 7 (DeHart-Davis et al.,
2006), i B AR BE LS, Hitk, B

®5 NHUERMETHE

95% CI

80% CV ,
Qw I Qb

UL LL UL

east 74 47772 —-0.03 0.11 —0.06

—0.01 —-0.16 0.10  553.54***  86.81

5 260.71%%x*
west 49 173618 0.02 0.08 0.00 0.04 —-0.08 0.12 1061.60*** 9548
] east 64 37384 0.11 0.13 008 0.15 —0.04 027 597.72%** 8946

AR i 150.61%%*
west 43 132750 0.07 0.06 0.05 0.09 -0.02 0.15 543.36%%* 9227
east 53 29279 0.07 0.12 0.04 0.10 -0.08 022  443.92%** 8829

HEBRY 151.03%%*
west 36 218827 0.04 0.07 0.0l 0.06 —0.05 0.13 1140.79%*** 96.93
east 59 34867 0.09 0.11 0.06 0.12 —-0.05 023  447.04*** 87.03

HEUTI 328.70%**
west 25 130717 0.00 0.03 -0.02 0.01 -0.04 0.04 125.21%** 80.83
east 6 5318  0.11 0.09 0.01 020 —0.02 0.23 38.75%*%%  87.10

TAEAE 33.46%%%*

west 8§ 41369 0.02 0.03 0.00

0.05 —0.02 0.07 43.14***  83.77
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FES TAER B INGER, 76 8Uh HAEATBUR 55 1)
HE I HE 52 1 (Giauque et al., 2013), BEWSHE 2D
Z 50 IREOR I, ol B 3R 5 —JrmE, 7E
Fh oAbl B, Bk b L R A T AT,
T 22 P b 55 4 A o BRI AN, [ 15 0 BE B 45
Tl AT R R, R I L AR A 3R BRI O
(Wood & Eagly, 2010),

AEIS 550 T A 55 Bl B AR A R A% 2 3 A A B
EIEM AKX LR . 5 Parola Z£(2018)JT rArsd
R—F, MEFRIGEK, MR A LIRS S
KO AERG N . ELAH, A% 5 2 LR 35 K i (o =
0.11). [ L (p = 0.11)F1 3 Btk (p = 0.13)F5&
PR, 525 0LBURHE RS (e = 0.07), 7]
AE Y R, Bl A R, AR R BT A
BRI NR S5 4t 2 o X Ah S AR R RN i (1 5 2
R R, X AR R — R R L R, RO
TR0 BN T — AR AR S5 AR S, JFHL, B
HFER MK, MAMORBRZ 5 B a4y, *t
N L) 35 A A (4 R RN [ A T 5 (U T AR
W5 B K S B BRI R, IR S TAE A
B A AR (R 55, 2019), LA #XT
2 55 UK i 7 R B 1 B i #5718 (Camillerd, 2007)

B A FR AT A AN AN, B R RS
NSRS LA DL 2 5 A SR BUR K E (p =
0.20), AIFIZE R (p = 0.12) R [FEE.Co (0 = 0.06)
SRR BE I AR U R
WL DRI R MR (B s 5E, 2016),
MEMaREL, FHSTHEPINEESZH T
PEMTREME R, 2 5 0 JLBOR il 2 RE 8 & ¥4~
NI, R AR R, DR U R
AR IR ESO T2 5 A LB @, Hhe
M HE A WA 2 PR, R O A LR £
BOSR W IR A% %5 01 JF B, ZHH R BGE
AN FE R IE G RE ) O, T AR 0% R A A
(Perry, 1997), {H2, HEBES A IRMPELEE K
KREIAWE, TREM I K2 2 B s, X
T [ IR I RN R L, fEIRSS e
S B

AL TAEAE 5 A LR S5 shbL ik 2
(B A7 AE W 3 IR I AR DG OC R, FEAr 4 |, 4
WA TARAE 1 5 2 5 2 JLBOR il e s LR 25
RIGR LR AR E, AL SFEELE =
0.04) 1 F FHEHE(p = 0.17) 2[RI 777 .35 ) IE 1) A

KRR, TIEEMRS BRI = 0.09)F B3
MY IERDEOC R o A LUE A TARE IR PRl A
A A HERTTHEN, ANA R A ER R R
LU B B A2 B 55N AL IR 55 A dE
DR U AE R 0 F0 1 FRAG A% 4 I B 2H 2 40 1
T8, AR RS ARG I, S0k TAE B AL,
Xt T2 500 3 BUR FURE A JE R 35 _E 0 BV R
I, AR RAR 1] T30 2o 2 5 BOR i 45 Oy X0k Al A
Mt M5 . HAMTRERY IR, A LA LR
T) A9 ST A AR 55 7 Y £ € R K 45 A9 1 RS [R] (Harari
et al., 2017), HLUEW 5 A LIRS BhHLZ 5
REZAF AL m, RS A H 5
A REAS A E M A58, TARAT I/ 4 4 BEAG 6 1
PR BEA /N, X s VP e — o B g
We) T T 5 25 SR A Ak -

WA SFE G 5 NSRS ShHL 2 (] 3 2
FIMIEM IR . Bk, B &R 5L
AR R ENHLCKLR, 555 A LEORH &
(p = 0.13) A FEFNFE K (p = 0.15)F1 A FRAFHE(p =
0.08)fF7E B E M IEMAMRX R R, WASSEA
FLWOR (p = 0.22) A HF] 35 7K (p = 0.13)[EIFEAE
LA CNALE IS NNk VY M=k 4L iE 3 n
PSR BN 2 . AR IR DR, SR GRS A
o A R AR B A 58 2 AU AR R, A AT B
B, ARSIl A pk S M Y T 2 25
M, aniE S 5 A JLEOR ) R A LR £5
DLk — A8 A 2 Bsem oy, RHEEAILA
g, WE RN B EBE A TR T,
T Z R STT RRENE N B O AR KI5
Wi g o AR, IR PO AN, R R A B
R FIAAT R mT BB T 22 02 T AR e RAE Y
FME ML, B R A S SRR R R B L,
A& A PO 7= A B0 2 3L IR 45 1A TR, IR A
SR AR T R R AT S, DRI R4 O R B
FRAPIPE 1 5% W B AR A 1 2
52 AOGHEHTESALERESNAAS

g

NSRRI SS S T 2255wt (0, = 42.54,
p <0.001), FH#(0,=174.23, p < 0.001). HLUT
(0= 93.04, p < 0.00)FIEFH FLEE(Qy = 33.34,
p<0.00)5AMIREIHZMN LR, BTHF
FREEAL, DU 2 5 Hfh AR 8 OC R AR 3, T
A SRR, AR 32 08 R B, AR
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fif RE T MR, REAE UG B LA S 0 i R B AR ER I
INHEIR S SV . (HREEACRE, PU4E R &
TR A IR shBLAZ O i e g e, 5
N B G2 R IR AR St fe s o AR TT A0 AT BT
A BRI, TCHRAE A R 4 B 0 i T B AT 4y
gl tbd, 724 )R MATEST T DLtk — 2B 4R 5%

£ B ) AR 2 B 252 (0, = 29.35, p <
0.001)FI4EW (0, = 4.20, p < 0.05) 5 AR % sh L
ZMBER, EHE R RS A DS SR
fE S AR S S LA A C R BCE & . W E
FE(Q, = 2.76, p > 0.05)FIHLUEWI(Q, = 3.71, p >
0.05) 5 2 M iR 55 ShALIEI B 56 R I B35 1 1 1
Ao X H5RATH B A 25, ATHERY IR 2R
ZHY Z2 18] S5 F 5T R A A 8] 5 43 I 0 4
ok, IWORNBERE HIER X EINIB TR, TGk
FIW ST/ I 2 R RS adk g kAR, BTG
RTAL 22 57 77 AR A RR AR DR PR 9 3 A8 et ) S o AR
i 2R ZE(EE, T8, 2019), JLHEA
H it e s 5, 7ESCPRIFSEh, A HAE T
AL B — Yk, MARES . BOE R ALV
TARAEI . WU S5 G RIS 25728 1 2 7 Bl I
(AR Ak A, 43 0 4 T AR 5 A2 AR 6, AN
B A B AL [R] Ty vk AR S R A, JF I TR B AR Y
A BT R % £ 2 [8] B AH .G & (Chan, 1998), JG
I FLIE AR AR A SL IR 55 SHLK T 9 BAR AR AL

IR VE J7 SCAR K 58 B AS TR & 5% M 3100, =
260.71, p <0.001)., 4F#8(0,=150.61, p < 0.001).
HEFRE(Q,= 151.03, p < 0.001), HLUTHI(Q,=
328.70, p < 0.001)F1 TAEAE#A(Q, = 33.46, p <
0.00) 5 AFLMRSF BIHLZ MM R 5HAWA A5
THEREAR ], PRS2 3R IR 55 s pLAE 4R 7 Ak
B RN, BENAILRSSIPKT&TF
ok, WAEPE T ST R T R IEAG, oAt
W& %5 ALK T B, ATRE R IR A2, AR5 3¢
32 A% B AL R IR R, Lok — DRI T 38
ZRBEM A, T8 A A Sl 2 R AR AT R
5 0 LU BIAR T T S, RERS T Z S St iR .
W FERE . AZUT M TAETIN S 2 Stk
FAMVTEART T AL E R T YR IEME KR, TE
SRR E SRR IR B R AR e = T
KRR, FNARIT S 5T A REMRITSI M
BEUR 43 BC W R VS JE % 0> (Hofstede, 1991), MK
I SF At 2 SR, BN SR S 5 A SR

SR e X EE A A S A Ak P A R R SRR e JFHL,
AEXT TP 5 3CAk, AR5 SRR SR IR A R
RS A, A b A R4 & 5 B R O of H
FARE A o
53 EEBT

MR EE MR T AR shL S K
N, BT ReEMEEe, b T A
ZH, MAHLAWEEBEA —ENEERE X,
BARRB N F—, AL ARk
AN T, B 22 B A SRR 55 S AL AT
M, wREA & A LRSS shPLY A T aeE N
INFLA 2 ok B £ 25 4k (Parola et al., 2018), L
A LR 55 Pl B e IR AT, BB b
BEEMAAFEAGTENIRIT, £, QLA
E2ag K= RO e SO D O A O i i o 2 £ S -
B R AR 28 FE R 45 SR SE I A & — AN AR 11,
R T NI AH L, T8 —E RIS R, T
HOEZHE B R AR, 763X ] 9 A e ok
WM& 5, 2018), TAEHWMEHTEZ, &1
DRI TAEZ R DA FIABAT Sy, B, T2
S A TRt 2 fh, VRS BRAL M 3R Al AT 0 A 3t
F2sdiar &G . =, BINA N FEH L P g
AT FEAE — 78 [ R, SRR A S 2T AR
B HLAIE], I B2 Bl & B AR 4k iy, T 3
AT E BN, WA FRE AWM
ik, E—EBE L@mT R THAILRSSIPLIK
o B, B Y EEE A SRS LS, A EEE
NE U TTAERVIE, R s HAR 8 . TR
B A EAE, $ETHBATE A TR 55 LK (T
4%, 2017),
54 MREREREE

AP ARSRE: (H)ITLatrgitir
P SCERELRAR &, T T EANE T MR,
Yoo it AR o B, 7R AR SR MBI ST v N 5 IR B BT
AWESE, BHRER kKRR, S HERE
BANRFENE. QAR INIRER T HNEZF A
H Gt AR e AR 5 A LIRS bl e R, 2
BAESEER T, N2 Rr IR AR 2 LY, 4N
ERRRHT B TAR A 2 A R S H2 BR R A
AR, B, K0TS 2R DS 2R
iy, WERERANARI RN W, 3)EE
AR R T AR A B Y, A A8 A e T R AR R
TEEAR . HARARE, RESALRS L
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[ 56 RATRRE, RoRIL 5 2 2 1 SRR 58 3L
o (OAMIF LA DG 4IE 5 2 3R 55 2)
B2 1] 5 28 T 58 0 FH 22 I I s 00 9 45220, i
O SEHR S5 S AL R I T AR P R, AR AT R AT IE B
BIF 5 B T A A 2 36 i 55 3l ALK P 4o il 35 4F
I . AU s AL 45 AR AE T AL LA T TR A
WS (5)SXALT SR D GEit 2Rk 58 36
M5 LA S R EZ N R, SR LT REZ
1 5 SCAL LEBRIT ST, R =38 S R AE A R AR T
TR AR

6 it

AHIFSER I TCAAT 7 1 A e ()RR ok
A, VA R HERE . ALUER . TARE
L B SRS A SR 55 S BLZ ) 1 2
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Abstract: The method of meta-analysis was utilized to analyze the influence of demographic characteristics
on public service motivation (PSM). 138 documents and 492 independent samples (N = 1078442) in total
meet the criteria of meta-Analysis. Results showed that gender, age, education, organizational tenure, job
tenure, position level and income were correlated with PSM positively. However, the linkages between
demographic characteristics and PSM varies with dimensions of PSM, and there is no obvious correlation
between marital status and PSM. In addition, the relationships between some demographic characteristics
and PSM are moderated by PSM measurements, waves of data collection and cultural backgrounds. The
results provided not only accurate estimates for how PSM is affected by demographic characteristics, but
also insights for future research of PSM and management of public employees.

Key words: public service motivation; demographic characteristics; meta-analysis; PSM measurements;

cultural difference





