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AL TAE MY (Idiosyncratic deals) &f5 51 T.
MALUE SR AR, AR EpR e TAE D
1 (Rousseau, Ho, & Greenberg, 2006, p.978), F-1
XA AL TAE BRI BB 5% 2 2R A TRV AT A,
B T S 2 e B v e TR TAE BRI A
FAMLH F2 45 5 (3 W Anand, Vidyarthi, Liden, &
Rousseau, 2010; Hornung, Rousseau, Glaser, Angerer,
& Weigl, 2010; Rousseau et al., 2006), iTiH KA~
PEAL TAEDML A T/ A o4 i, AL TARE PN
(Y AF 58 I 2 22 IR 7R A 2 S e SR HE AR 2 Ah TR
Z IC I VE RSO LN ZEHL S (14N, Liao, Wayne,
& Rousseau, 2016),
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AT AEDRG OBIRRIE A, VAT, Bl T, TARS

AN S A, TR ISR A 2 . NTE
SHLE R AE B — o TAEBRER B 85 b o oy 28
th (Deci, 1975), HMAPEA T AR PRGE — 8 T
VEG IR AE AR 32 2] TAE i fer K A 985
1.1 MECTEME R T E R ITAF

tliE 7

AN [ A = vy 4 2 A 1 B B
F RN, M TAEDSUE R T 54 A
T 7 3k B AR AR 1 Ak T 4E %2 HE (Rousseau et al.,
2006), X — BT HLFE S5 58 TAE R,
AL RE % W 2 5 T AP AL U7 2K (Hornung et al.,
2010), BN 5L TR & B3 A, R T 2
Refg et il T F SR T . B, DM TAE
PPSAR LT B TAEAS N R AT AE N2 L i
P (Rousseau et al., 2006), BEAEH 5 T 76 H FriA A
1 AR N 28 AR & J Jy ) | A s 4% AT 245 )
(Strauss, Griffin, & Parker, 2012), Hik, M T
YEVMSCA TR HRD & Jeds W Bk A, BAG Ao )
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ST AE(Owens & Hekman, 2012), KM g %
51T HRY & Fe 47 M (Strauss et al., 2012; 58, H %
M, I, BRTFEIM, 2016),

Br TARE B TR E S RMLAT R, B R B
FRBEREAE A PR AL T AE Ut 0 Y RE 8 A8 242 T
RTALES . B—, MEATAERUR T R THA
— 7E BRI TARAT 55 FAE RO & Ry i AT A X
PRI 5485, 0 T 2L TENRYS
HAxJrm, &3 7 4% J) $2 7+ (Hornung et al.,
2010)0 55 =, AL TAE PR 6l A3 715 5
TRE I AL {5 5 (Rousseau et al., 2006), =HE
XL 5 T AR AE B B ) 58 B R AR . 2R =,
A TAE DR B T 8L T F 3 S5 TAE R
BE, 5 T Re0S 2230 AN 8] TARAE 55 RN ik 1 7
Bl A, LA E 3 T (Tierney & Farmer,
2004; Wang & Cheng, 2010),

HT I, AT

g 1. MR TAENS 5 T.(a) E 3 i)
74, (b)BIHE S IEAM K
1.2 MEKITEHDERTLCEEKEE

HIRPJOGERSTR Y, RE) . A ERKRFRE
P A AN 2548 A 9 JE AL 2K (Deci & Ryan,
2000), HAF B0 TAE R EE R #F X = Fh FL A0
PSR 2 (KA, sk s, ZRER, Deci, 2010),
AN PE A T AR RS 0 2 %) 53 T = A0 38
e R e AR AR

e, MY AR UM ARG 9 51 TRE ) 7 K
o Ho—, M TAEUMUERE LA ZIX] 51 T A RE
I RN W A R ER (Rousseau et al., 2006), ‘B /Y
IR LR R A IX S G T At [R] = A L X A A
R E s RE WS il T £ 51k (Ho & Kong, 2015;
Rousseau et al., 2006), iX—5/ ANGE A KRGS
SyHESR L T RE W oKW R =, MR TR
PR T 51 T B X 9 48 55 A B¢ OS2 A AH 1 Y
RIETES, NERKRIREE R T AR, o AR
HET S+ (Hornung et al., 2010), X —2E8¢5 0 T
W R 2R 2% ) 1 S PR T RE 8 W 35 R DR TR
T 2K A3 /£ (Deci & Ryan, 2000),

Hak, R TARETE ML TAE B BUE S T,

WHETE MR 2 S5 B9 TAE /5 31 B 37 R 09 i
o — 5, BT AR PMSGE B i b A R Y
H R EAL, AT a5 2 2R R RIR ) ok ERT i
T TAEAESS . BRI & & Fi T AE 2 36 4 (Rousseau et
al., 2006; Hornung et al., 2010), [ F.0HFF K AE

e — i R AR B . 55— L, MM NS,
e B T S ALUR AL TR E, B THhaeugk
B KB TAE B £ AL R i % (Rousseau et al.,
2006),

5=, AL TAEEMAR N S RE S AR i 03 T. ¢
R ORI . AR B IR PCE B, AKX A S
B BUEMIATR, LSS R LR A
Bl F 3mSR SC R 75 5K 199 /£ (Deci & Ryan, 2000,
2008). 5, AL TAE L HER & 414 RE A ]
TR0 ORI AR, AT 51 TRz Bk 414U
25 H (Owens & Hekman, 2012). ik, 7EPEAL T
EUMX B i A v, BT 5 44U va s itk — 2
WAL S A AR, AR A SR
Jii 5t (Anand, 2012), feif T ¢ R 7RI L .

FF I, AT

BRig 2. ML TAEPML S 51 T .(a)fE 172K il
/B (D)H EFRWE . ()R FRT R R IEAHL .

H 3P E BN, AR AR O BTG SRR 4
HMERISE 5 ARSI LA T R 1) A, (5 BRI R 8
AEWE AL T R L BRI ZESIAL, XA
JEFIAT M 7= A B R T (Deci & Ryan, 2000, 2002).,
L, AP TAE MUV 0 AR TAE S B b B
I i AR IS 22—, O B3 T sl MR AT ok DA R
A3 1 B R, ] fE A 51 T 0 B SR 2
Ay AR S B

HARWE, —m, MM TAESR BT ol 456k
0 O T SEA O B SR B, B T TAE I N
HBEHHLIS LA TF(Deci & Ryan, 2000), HEifEHET.
Ve 1 3 3147 M (Ohly & Fritz, 2010), 56, e
o SR R AT LAPE R 5L T & AT N . 2 5 TRE
1 KA 2N R, T4 B R AE TAE FHATE
2% (#h3, B, SLoe, 2007), #Esh T Uk
KW N, ik, B/hE, T8, TR,
2018), Hivk, B T MAPEAL TAEDM 3R A B AR A
F AR F A TAE B A4, ATz F 41
{5 1E(Deci & Ryan, 2000), M3 5 T A% 1 {5 fiy
JEAITTEE(Ohly & Fritz, 2010), FE—HA¢dE T &
SPEROLAT R o 8 =, B M 6 TR R SRR (I an
5 R TRW# S B E TR TR T
YEUM SOt AT B T4 T 53 T 09 PN &R TR g%, e (i
£ TAEH B e A 8t W BB 09 17 b (Jokisaari &
Nurmi, 2009; Nifadkar, Tsui, & Ashforth, 2012), il
SE 5 4l & AR S R BRI (X 4, 2018)
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PR E . 55—, A3 72 D —E B9 Lk AR AL
fig A AL 1Y (Amabile, 1997), #8717 R A9 2 AEM%
5 O AN B T R AR RE O (B, Bht, &
FH, FEEAXG, 2018). 45—, H TR L el 5
TAE TAEPEAZ B 20 A ERE, NI
J1 AL T 7 43 10 BE % U (Eisenberger & Aselage,
2009). 4 =, KRR R T 5 T TR
W, A O PR AR S Y S i R 0 Y O R A
(Nielsen, Marrone, & Slay, 2010; /%5, 2018).,

gr b, A Gk 1 AR 2 ek, FRATHR .

BRi% 3: B T ()fEJIT R . (b) A T T K
JE ()R AT R R Th A T AR TAEPRSO 51 T2
FEPEBOLAT A PR o
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B3 7 AR HEAE A
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BE AR A A A1) T4 A 4.0 BT SR B9 W /2 (Deci,
1975) FERRERPE B TARAETE h, AR 2 A
PR DL B 2H 2K T B 5 U LA S X XA Y g RN Bk
T Bs) T AR U8 (A~ PR Ak TAE B SO i & 3 3K
AL K (Bakker, van Veldhoven, & Xanthopoulou,
2010; Seers, McGee, Serey, & Graen, 1983), H{&]fj
w5, TAERm AR TAEE S5, &M AR7E T
YE A5 245 Ty va ik, NTTTIR i 5 B Pk B PE TAE R
71(LePine, Podsakoff, & LePine, 2005), >4 51 T 1%
BAR TAE G r i, At/ b B A 3l FH 3 22 ¢ TR R
i WX TAEEER, BUET 53 TR A A TAE B8 IR X0
TAESHAL . A7 A sEma AR e 555 T Y 51 T T Il 5
e B AR B ey, Attt V) 5 22 55 43 8 2 i B4 1
PEGTIR AN TEAE TAEDRSO) LA X BRI, e s 26
TAEGHIRAERS B 3 TR TAEE ) . AR TAEHM

KA 55 Hh i T O A A, PR B T T
AT M g B g i o BRI, T AR LA
250 A6 T A AL T AR DRSO 0 B SR Y £
PHER . T, BATIRS
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SERLAT A A R R E R . 3Tk, AT
PEih

BRi% 6: b1 T.(a)RE I K2 . (b) H E75 K
L (0)K R T R U RS TAEDML S F2 8l R
M AT R B VR A2 B TAE ST R T AT T
P B for AR AE T, 24 5% T T8 I B g T A £ ff B
R AR R

BRI% 7: 0 T(a)Re K2 . (b) H 75K
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H A 32 2 AR far R AHER T TAE g 4
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BEYIBLA R ol 206 ) TAE H AR HE . JATF4 = o
I RGP Al A S5 s B, 1B R aE
(R FEURE 2SR, aF AR A SR AL N L 24 58, LA
H IR A JE ], FF R R A TAE N PR B 5
Bleg, WA RETR AT, S5 HE U T %
(RIEFE FH 8 AR 2 SR, JEXt A7 A BT T
e, RN, AR RE T, FEA
96 A, 5 41.7%, B4 102 A, /& 44.3%.
B EI AR 28.3 2(SD = 6.17), “FHIZHHFH
BOM 15.9 4E(SD = 1.26), 1EFLEAN S TARAEIR Ny
3.76 4F(SD = 3.62).

B R AL T =T, BRRBR WA H . =
AN PEAE TAE B ICRI A O G 3 2 4 A AE B ]
(TS, TAEfM . fE @Rk, HEFRRMXER
TR R AERT ] 2(T2) Wk, F ML AT A )
1 JTERSTH] 3(T3)U4E, WSy As 7 B i T8
JIE g 0 T TP, AR B T
it T1 &jkin 300 £y, [N 271 4y, SR ICRL A
G5 (EE IR BRI &, TR, 1535
258 My ARG . T2 W BIA R A 239 4y, T3 ]
HREE M 40 03 FVC LAY A %5 T4 230 17
B BAR DGR A 76.7%, BRATFEAS ¢ K90 i+
K Ge it 4 BRI, RAREAR S R TR
(t=1.27,p>0.05). HEH(*=0.71,p>0.05),
L TAEDML(t = 0.78, p > 0.05). TAERAFTKF(t =
—0.69, p> 0.05).. fig J1 75 K &£ (t = —0.70, p > 0.05) .
B EFRIl R (= 0.74, p > 0.05)F1 E3hHEHOLAT N
(t=-0.24,p>0.05) ¥ LEEER.

22 TEMNE

ARG AR SO AR H AP R R, I
SR FBR A 1) B e — ] AR P f i R Bl b s, B
B FRYIRH S A4 Likert 1145, 5 #om<dE w9 H”, 1
FRARE AR,

AN TAEW . A WF5E KR A Hornung,
Rousseau FI Glaser (2008)Lk % Hornung 552734
(2010)JF & (A R A Ak TAEDMN iz i 3t
WER2NEAE, Kb s REHTMEET .
JEIINZS, 3 A4 H Tl 3L T TR RIS 2,
4 A FFEHHFNEE T TAEES NS, X —ak
02 H 2= F AR 58 A ML TARE D s ARG
AR, TELIAERRSE th R T 8T 115 B sk
BEJKE(U0 Anand et al., 2010; Hornung, Rousseau,
Glaser, Angerer, & Weigl, 2011; BT, 5§z, 5KEE,
R, 2016). i RICRME S HA “RERKIFH 3]

RIEH TAEHRRLHE “FRESRIFE B R Ui H
A PEERER TARAE 5% . TEARFR D, R EN
ICC (1)24 0.29, ICC (2)7 0.70, L% f i B AE
AMRZ AT, R ERTEAVI R TP
Cronbach's o %% 0.89,

BENEKRKBE. BEFTKHEBEMXAEFTKIH
1B AWF5Y K La Guardia, Ryan, Couchman Fll Deci
(2000)FF % 1) e 2 I 6 53 T A9 B A0 BTG SR it 2 7K
T, o, BEOIFER . H FHTSRAOC R T K 2 Y
M5 3 25 H. La Guardia 26243 (2000)FF
R —m RAWYL)1Z 18 F T XA 0 B 5K
SRR, FEENAMFSR BRI T R
15 B FIRLE 7K F- (1 Weinstein & Ryan, 2010; #4
55, 2018) AE 77 Kl A i R A AR SR B e rE Al
AU R IBGCAEF A e I A RO, A TR R
HRAREZA N KREBEETFETARREIACD
WA AR 4 O R R R B AR SR H A
“TELH P IR GRS IR AZ ) % I OG0 %% o TEABER
t, BB SRIE RN T 2 K TN 2, AFE
TR LB ICC (1)M 0.15, ICC (2)°M 0.50, &R
SRWEE B ICC (1)H 0.11, ICC (2)H 0.41, VLB T
IR e R PSR TN E ¢ R e N =TT i W 5 00 2 2
RE K R ER . A BT R EER LK RT
SR R RIEARMF S Y Cronbach's o R E 734
0.76,0.77 %1 0.70,

TAESTT . AWFFER A Tlies 552234 (2007) %
() 1 R B T AR A K A T X — i ER
W 9NKH, BHLUT RHEFEIN R T TAER
i (R G 2R, 7R LMERFR i W R B T R4S
JE AL K F- (A0 Goh, Tlies, & Wilson, 2015; Ilies,
Dimotakis, & Pater, 2010), fCF M4 H 654G K
W AR E g 2 R TR 23 b T AR
o 245, FEAWFFE T, ZAERR ICC (1) 037,
ICC (2)24 0.77, $aH 51 T TAE 67 far (38 B AE A A
F TS . R RIEAMR W
Cronbach's o &% 0.83,

FRERWATA . AR Strauss 5554 #
(2012)H A i e & 51 TR EHERMLAT R . %
R ZEA T Claes Al Ruiz-Quintanilla (1998)55 % T
F R AT I, 7R G T RSP ERNLAT
A g Tz as L, BRI T R
{5 B AR /K SF-(U Huang & Hsieh, 2015; Taber &
Blankemeyer, 2015), ZmEMLUE 13 ~45H, K
B4 ASFEMTFIE S TR, 3 4A~4H
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FHT R O F RERE #1700, 3 A4 H AT
W& AT, 3 AN BT 8 2647y o izt R
AR TSR BN “Bo I 6 3 2 2% B R ok —
PIAEFR Y AR e AT A “FRIETESR R i) — L84
e, AR AT 2 EZ, HaX TR
WAk E 75 TEARBSE T, %48 /1) ICC (1)
4 0.07, ICC (2)M 0.29, 1B 1%78 &3 HAE A )Z
AT . i REAM R P
Cronbach's o R%N 0.88,

RIEIEN ., A5 R Tierney, Farmer Fl
Graen (1999)JF &M, il T EE X HTIREM
BI3E K ATV o %R ST Ry A e
FHT 006 53 TR ) A SR 2R, e DMERFSE
R T R RS FERNRUEE (AN, Grant & Berry,
2011; Gumusluoglu & Ilsev, 2009), % #4159
MR, RERMES BRSNS B TR
KRB A TAEP I T EEIM>, <7 TAEh R
AR ATERAERARE SR . TEARWT ST, i
1 ICC (1)K 0.06, ICC (2)4 0.27, Ui &1 T4
NWE EAEMRZ I E TG b %R SRTEA
W5 H Y Cronbach's a ZE N 0.87,

EHlTE . FELTENIIR AR, A5
TRGPES . AR L BE K SRR TAEAE R
Wﬁﬁﬂ@%@%&Mm@Jmmwm&Gmm
2008; Ho & Kong, 2015),

2.3 WUEMtREF

H T AR SE A A AR 2 8] B R 8 X )
JE, AT 5T T v S i) 3 AR i (A AR TAR B
W, BB ORI . B KR L OCRT KL |
TAESA . ESEBOLAT A . R3S I T T IR

PER T br o Horh, 2 I iR SR B0 Y BB 4R 2
MMEATAEBL S T 3 A A (53 30 0 iy 2
TR EMIFFRIAE BT A R M 0 R o
BT TARAE 55 BRI E ), E S RO AT %
T 4 A= T BT - HRAE
RESEIRAT 0 . WO AT N IR 2847 0) 0 BiEdE
oA Rk 1 f . jisk 1 arhl, 5 A e
TRUFA L, AP B S 2 A T
P TARER . EShPEPMLAT AT 5 A>— B A (B
TR . A BRI . SRR . TAE
T B3 1) AL TR A4 UL 5 45 K o BEAR,
RUIARBITE ) 7 DA A B X R0, R BE
T 7RI,
2.4 REHB S

2 10 R AR B AS 38 H R A  BEANAJIT BR Y
Eout NI Kb i o N 1 I /7L N
PRARRR | BE K, AP IE A R T sz
BTEAT TR0 BB RIAG S0 T A . 1 5G, 7RG
Hr, BT B ARSI SR AT O AR
TARAEBRS A 7R 2 REF M SCZAh, Hofl =35
s i) 7 X IR ST B D A N A R ) Y 3 A
RKRFR . Hk, T AR, WG T
TR A ) 7 X T A R T A R S R A T [l
SIFTIIEER RN, TR TARAFRRX L3k
WOPAT A S . 51T TAEAERR XS | /5K
A W AR XS BT A RS, T
RIS AR 2 LA B B0 K X 5T I B ) B T
AR R TC R E R o P T ARG 36 S B AN
1YY A A A A R A A O A R R S ) 55 A R A 0
M GE T30 T1 (Becker, 2005), BRI, AAFFE7EMR A

x1 WIEMEFIRER

i $ df RMSEA CFI Ay? Adf p
-+ P AR A 1826.18 1246 0.05 0.90 - - -
T TR A 2036.01 1257 0.05 0.86 209.83 11 0.00
DY PR AR 2585.48 1254 0.07 0.77 759.30 8 0.00
=R 3067.51 1267 0.08 0.69 1241.34 21 0.00
TR 4136.25 1273 0.10 0.50 2310.07 27 0.00
PR AT 4454.18 1274 0.10 0.44 2628.00 28 0.00

TE: (1) N=230; (2) Ax® -k A0 B R Al A BEA B Y o RHDR NI A9 A H -k R4 0 A0 HAG A B Y off AHDRCITT 79 (3)-L IRl A
B A TAEDNY, TARG, BEWRIEE, AEFRME, RRFRWL, LAy, 8, TN AR, BT
BRI Z b, BREIFoR R . A ERRBLE . XEAFRKBLESIF AT WRFER. 7E-CH BRI 2 F, A
PEACTTAED . REIFRRWRE . A EFRHE . LXRFRWZEGIF N — DT, ZHFE0 . fE-LHFBORSERZ F, kT
FEUML. AR, BERRIER . AERRBE . XEAFRBLESIF A PHET;, 78R £ =R TR Rz b, HE
ShHEBRME AT . QI G IR — AN SRR R RSP AR . AR . REAWSRIRE . A FRFHRIEE . XRT K

L ESERATE . A E I E T
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RO, AF BT A0S | PR, T AR A
B S R RO

3 WFREE R

3.1 RS

ARG T S AR A8 T 3 L A il 22 R
P ZIE] B B R b OC RS SS TR 2 he R 2 7]
UL, AP TAE DM S 6 J1 7 KW R IEAH G (r =
0.21, p < 0.01), 5 H FFRKW L IEAHK(r = 0.26, p
<0.01), H5XRTFRWEIEFHIE(@ =0.14, p<0.05),
5EFHHEPAAT A IEMAHIE( = 0.48, p<0.01), 541
T IEAE(r = 0.25, p< 0.01); RESF RIS
FEEOL AT A TEARE(r = 0.35, p < 0.01), 581/
IEAHK(r = 0.26, p < 0.01); H /K2 5 Eaht
WOLAT M IEAEE(r = 0.36, p < 0.01), 5 A1I3E J7FEAH
K(r=0.17, p < 0.05); KRR LS F3 R
1T HIEAESE(T = 0.33, p < 0.01), 581 T IEM X
(r=10.19, p<0.01), A [A] A M 2 BT 25 S 4]
SR T ARG TR AR
32 BRI EESFAE

A5 K Mplus 7.4 3k, @Al =4l
7 BRI SR 3 S A 56 N AR | A RN R R
P RONAR L o FERTAL—r, FRATZERE M T il AR
XTSRRI TR R . A BRI . ¢
Rk ). FAR R (T EBLAT R . Ak )
PN Y RIEE, A3t T PR TAE BRSO 5t TAMA
BE TR . B ETRWE . CRFTRWE, £
SIEROLAT A . A B

FERLRL o FRATTAEA R — Y SE Ak 2 AR T
Ae I R E . H BRI R . SRR 2 53
XFESEIAT R BIE T A5, AR AR AR Y

[ R T2, AT T 55 bootstrap A7 X
] (5000 Y AlFE) Y 5 AR Al TS P4 TAEBMSGE i
RE 17 SR/ 3275 SR /0GR T SR R X T
F BB AT /A0 7 A AR R

FERTR = FRATTAEA R — 5 ah 2z omArh
DAL Z G I A AR & (R TR 5 95 48 &
(CTAE ST ) 8 38 ELIGUE Sy v A A8 0 (g 75 Kl A2
A TR . R T R 2 ) AR AR it (= gh PR
AT AL A ) R T, 5 ) AR G A A
bootstrap ‘{5 X [H] (5000 YAl ) 7 Xk 50 1T TAE
0 A Xt VS AR AR v T 9 R B AL B R T VR
AN, FER I T B far 1 8 5 R00 Y, AT AR
& Cohen, Cohen, West £l Aiken (2003)A#fEE, HKHE
AN FREEE R TAE AT K (+1/-1 SD)iEAT TR 41
(L Cohen et al., 2003),
33 RIZRIIGER

AHF5EH] Mplus 7.4 ffiiH BRI AR h &8 2
AT AEAR AL R AL, TP G R B TR K4 R
5 b HER 3 R —RT 0L, AL T AR
Pk T 5 TR ESPERMEAT (B = 0.36, p < 0.01)
B J1(B=0.22, p<0.01), HI, BF54H R
W la 5 16 880 THIE R, 546, hE 4
B AL UL, ASPEAL TAEDMSON RE 0 75 oK Wl 2 A 1
FIERER(B =0.16, p<0.01), % A EfKik e
HBEWIEREHB=0.21, p<0.01), ¥LEEFEK
Wi A B R IE AR (B =0.10, p < 0.05), K,
5 2a. fBI5E 2b S{E 2¢ 45 3] T8 2 HF

AR5 E T 5000 ¥R bootstrap ‘B 175 X [A] >k
I TR A A B . BRI IT A SRR, Ak
b TAEUMSGE A 2 B8 ) R, E 2T 61 T
F A MHEBOLAT N RN 0.025, 95%Y

x2 FEMRTEMTHE. REE. FEMEXK

AL AL R M D 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1 AR 28.30 6.17 -
2 R 0.58 049 -0.12 -
3 TAEMFIR 3.76 3.62 0.75" —0.07 -
4 AHEARTAEMML 3.39 0.61 0.00 —0.01 —0.05  (0.89)
5 AR far 3.12 0.59 -0.07 —0.09 -0.11 —0.01  (0.83)
6 eI R 3.73 0.49 0.07  —0.08 0.01 021" —0.04  (0.76)
7 HEWRWE L 3.80 0.52  -0.03 -0.09 —0.14" 026" 0377 055" (0.77)
8 KRR 3.74 0.47  —0.05 0.01  —0.08 0.14"  —0.02 0.46™  0.38"  (0.70)
9 FIHEHBWATH  3.67 047 -0.04 -0.19" -0.11 0.48™  0.05 0.35" 0367 0337 (0.88)
10 A7) 3.46 0.51  —0.05 0.03 0.04 025" -0.13 026" 0177 0.197 038" (0.89)

H: N=230;* p<0.05, **p<0.01; £WHPXMLLIESHN o 5 RE
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R3 MELITEBNERATOEERBE . EHRLTAH. SLEHMEIVIDTE

HEE A —
A i BB 17 R B F= i R 2 KA Kl 2 F AT A3 77
flhitE ARdER A ARdER fHE R AHE R fHE ARiER

AR 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 -0.02* 0.01
51 -0.07 0.06 -0.09 0.07 0.00 0.06 —0.18%* 0.05 0.02 0.07
TARAERR -0.01 0.01 —0.04* 0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.01 0.03* 0.01
A AL TAE WML 0.16%* 0.05 0.21%* 0.05 0.10%* 0.05 0.36%* 0.04 0.22%%* 0.05
R 0.06 0.10 0.02 0.27 0.10

H: N=230;* p<0.05, **p<0.01.

Fz4 MHEEIEDYL. ATFKHENENMSRWITH. CENHEEPSHTER

i —
A HE 17 R 2 B EF R L KRR FFH AT R Bl g
fliiHE bR fldHE bRdERR AEIHE AR fiiHE bR fhIHE bR

AR 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 —0.02% 0.01
531 -0.07 0.06 -0.09 0.07 0.00 0.06 —0.16%* 0.05 0.04 0.06
TARAFERR -0.01 0.01 —0.04* 0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.03* 0.01
AEAE TAEHMYL 0.16%* 0.05 0.21%* 0.05 0.10% 0.05 0.31%* 0.04 0.17%* 0.05
VIR 0.15%* 0.04 0.22%* 0.08
A F= Kk 2 0.08 0.06 0.00 0.07
PN ENT T 0.15%* 0.04 0.06 0.07
R 0.06 0.10 0.02 0.34 0.14

#E: N=230; * p<0.05, **p<0.01

=5 ILEGTENECIEDN. RTOEBEEXRER. EaiHRWTH. CEHXRBRETHEE SR
A =
At B ) R 2 A E R 2 KR TR FFhPERLAT R A3 71
flitE fRdEse fHE R fEIHE dRdkR fRIHE ARdER MRTHE FRiER

AEE 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.01 —0.02% 0.01
P51 -0.06 0.06 -0.05 0.06 0.00 0.06 —0.16** 0.05 0.03 0.06
TAEAFRR -0.01 0.01 —-0.03* 0.01 -0.01 0.01 -0.01 0.01 0.03* 0.01
APEAL TAEEMY 0.19%* 0.05 0.24%% 0.05 0.09 0.05 0.29%* 0.04 0.16%* 0.05
fE ) 7R 2 0.15%* 0.04 0.18* 0.08
A F=F K 2 0.09 0.07 0.08 0.08
RF Kl 2 0.15%* 0.04 0.05 0.08
TAES fir -0.06 0.05 0.30%* 0.05 -0.01 0.05 0.01 0.05 -0.12 0.06
?EE%;VE > 0.22%* 0.07 0.18% 0.07 -0.05 0.07 -0.08 0.06 -0.03 0.08
R 0.10 0.25 0.03 0.34 0.14

H: N=230;* p<0.05, **p<0.01.

bootstrap ‘B 15 X [8] 4[0.008, 0.051], A&,
AR B3 AP A PG o £ 1 B ) 7 SR T 2
HET R T 03 TR W RN R 0.036, 95%11
bootstrap F {5 X [H] }7[0.009, 0.083], AL &%,
WO . IR 3a SR 4a 297153 7 50
XS

AN, AL TAEEMSGE 2 3F B 3275 Kl 2,
M AR T 5L TS 0 2 SR B AT A 1 TR 42 5508
0.016, 95%F#) bootstrap ‘& 15 X [{] H[—0.009, 0.050],
WEE, PARONARE, YA TAEPMGE
EH FETRE R, ST TR 70 Ak
NA0.000, 95%M bootstrap B 15 X 6] [—0.036,
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0.032], EEEF, TAMNAEE . B 3b
581 4b ¥ 13 BB S

TN, APEAL TAEDMGHE i fE 7 56 22 75 2R A2
PETHR T 5L T F S HLAT A B R0 R 0.015,
95%[1 bootstrap 5 X [6] 4[0.000, 0.039], A4EA
B, A RO B AL TAE M SGE i
PRI SE R TR, FEmEETH A T A I i v e B2
BN 0.006, 95%F) bootstrap B {55 X 8] 4 [—0.007,
0.038], WALEE, AR A RE ., FmkiE 3c
SR 4c A1 BVEHE SRR

% 5 PR = iR, TAE G far T T
AL TAEBMSON BB 0 7a KW Y2 (B = 0.22,
p< 0.01), LIBAMEAL TAEMSOG H 2555 Rk 1
(B =0.18, p<0.05), {5 TAEG i /KFRA B
S AP TAE DM S R T Kl R ERH (B =
—0.05, p > 0.05), £ Cohen 25244 (2003) 1 #1YL,
B FERE TAE S A 09985 VR PR RE I 2 FEl 3

507
45
40}
A — 4,——4
T R
&
&%}E 3.0
S250  —— {RCISDY TS
20t R (+1SD) AR %
L5t
10— : e
AL TAEEMY
K2 ARG AL TAE B —RE T 75 R W6 e R
R RER (Y|

N =230, MTAERMBARRS, £%H 0.06, p> 0.05; 4T
fEA AT AR, RE%HR 0.32, p<0.01

50
45}
4.0 A
?é 351 o—e ¢ v -
ﬂﬁg 3.0
E 2.5 —o— {K(-1SD) LAEAF
20l i (+1SD) LA A
151
1.0 —
=1
AL T AN
B3 TAEM XA TAEPMY - B R R R X R
SN HRER (]

e N=230; HTAEMMERAE, #1354 0.13, p < 0.05; 4T
PR i, AR R 0.35, p<0.01

g B 2 AT, Y TAE AT (-1 SD)R, M
A TAEPRSO BB 77 75 K6 2 09 7 AN i 35 (B = 0.06,
p >0.05); 4 TAEf 4w (+1 SD)I, AL TAE
PP e I TR EH B MIEB = 032, p <
0.01), HE 3 A7 0L, KT ARG Ak (—1 SD)F, 1~
PEAL TAE DRSO B E 7R 2 VRS (B =013,
p < 0.05), 4 TAER L E(+1 SD)F, AL TAE
PO B 3R R R B3 (B = 0.35, p <
0.01). Kk, AWz BB Sa F{BIsE Sb #i15
B 7RG S H, AR Sc A 1S 2R SR

A G 1 7155 bootstrap EAF X A, 45545 iir
BB I s A B . 5000 K bootstrap AR
X [R5 R, 5, TAEGfr & T %1k
TAEPMSGE i 68 ) 7 oK R X E S MBI AT A Y
SI(B = 0.033, 95% CI = [0.008, 0.077]), BAKT 7,
YT AEAFT KRR (1 SD)R, MEL TAEEMY
L fE 7 T SR R AR R B T 3 S B AT R (1 [A]
FER2 9 0.009, 95% CI = [—0.010, 0.037], fL&%,
RO AN B3 2 TARE AR KRS (+1 SD)RY,
AR A 0.049, 95% CI = [0.020, 0.095], A4,
TE, AN RE;, ZHZRMERA 0.039,
95% CI = [0.009, 0.091], NLHFE, HREHE, H
I, B 6a 1530 T 80 32 5.

BRI ATEE R R, T AR eyt S Y T A
AL TAEDMSGHE 5 58 75 R e, 2 i3 T A )
B HR AL (B = 0.039, 95% CI = [0.003, 0.0103])
M TAEA AT K AR (-1 SD), ML TAEBMY
i 2 B8 T SR A 5L T A 3 0 TR 4 5 e A
0.011, 95% CI = [—0.008, 0.052], &%, HA%UN
AN Y TAES K8 (+1 SDYB, %[ 425%
IR 0.057, 95% CI = [0.007, 0.129], AL &ZE,
RO 3 R Z B 25 0.046, 95% CI =
[0.003, 0.121], A EF, R EEFH, K, Rk
7a WAFH] T HE L

[ #6384 1158 bootstrap B 5 X 8], FRATTHL A 56
T ARG A A TAE U GHE T A 7R 2,
SR 53 T 32 sl IR AT SRy B 3 g 0 v A BIL R ) 9
e . — 7, TAESUm ASGE B2 4 R T
FEDMSGE 3 B 27 K 2 X sl IR AT o i 52
i (B =0.016, 95% CI = [—0.005, 0.053]), % —Jj I,
TTAE S far AN BE 2 9 S AL TAE DM SGE 3 B
F T 2R XA = AR W Rl (B = 0.015,
95% CI = [-0.013, 0.058]), Hitk, {Bi% 6b FI{E %
7b #BA 13 BNEE L FE
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AN, TAE B g AT S 2 08 A TAE B
VOEN SR TR L, BEEZ 5T F PO AT
4(B =—0.008, 95% CI = [—0.054, 0.020]; TAEfifi
AN B8 2 35 PR S AL T AR B G 3 56 &R 75 SR il
JE, [A4ZRZ I L T AN J1(B = —0.003, 95% CI =
[-0.051, 0.011]). Kk, 1% 6c HiRix 7c LA
LT E S

4 iiEe

AR SCHETF A Fede i BHE BT P TAE B
XF 5T A B HR AT R AR E T VR FIALE . BIFSE
KB AL TAEYMSE S T R T = F AL T
KBRS . A FE MR R L), R
HET RN AT R A T Ho, B8 SR
ST AR T AR SO B3 T E sk L 47
A Ty s T AR S ASSE s e T
PEPMILS B TRE R/ A E7 R R Z B E &,
S IE [ BT T AR AL T AR D G ok $2 T 8 7 oR
WAL, PRI R T SO AT R R S %
AR o BEFTEE RN APEAL TAEDMS B T 3k
Bl AT Ry A B3 ) 1 W 5T $ i T — 8 i e 5 5
B R
4.1 IBipTTEk

ANEFE B HE TR T EARIAE DL = A

T, ARG A IR B ASEAL T
VEYMS A3 0 S5 40 8, $R AT T A4 TAE DR sk
DT B SR A, R G 3 3L SR i L 2 T 4
Tk 52 T3S HL AT R R 1 7 (0 fe] 4, [
T Liao %244 (2016)42 H 0“5 58 AL TAEHY
2B LTS Z AN HAL S IR,
A FEAEA TAEBM A BT ST R 4E TR A o
BARHras LR, A T/ B T =3t
AR BT SR R A A W BTy, LR SRR R
WL A T AL TAE BT B T R sh PR AT
AR AR E R . L, ARG R TR T
FEA A TAE USRS 15 B AP R 45 1 B8
it A AP E IR A AL TAE UM 58 P i
T FH R S A

HWR, AT F 5 TR TAEDMY
AR IR . ABEIE I BEE S HT 45 SRR, A
PEAL TAEBM AT LA 8500 1 B3 T F2 s MOk A7
ATy, JUHCY TAE AT = B, AN TAE D
WO 1 2 51 TRE i SR i AR i 32 2 P HRAE AT
AR5 7 VR I R X — PS4 R AR

J&T XA AL TAE M AR WS, WFEET
B HLAT A A g iR Rt BRI
AR, X0 T DAFE 32 223 T4k 2 58 3 i) BRI AE
ZSKF 21 45 SRy ST 1 LA A 2 40 H A Y 3B AN
o BEAAIEA T IR B3 I Ry ) LR AT R R (an,
ZH 2R, Hornung et al., 2008), AHWFFEE T M
[ 3R P BEE O AR 51 T 20 2P R kS A
b TAEZHES 03T 32 g PEHRE AT Sy F1B1 3 ) AH
Rk, WA — a7k T
YRR ) AH DG BRI HI

e, ASWFFE IR ARAZ IR T T AR BT ik
T AR PR AN [R] 28 55 7 AF 14 38 AR AN R0 B
T SR e AT A RBA s, BRI S, 44k
B T T W R o a2 A PR AL TAE B SUHE A 38 5 B2 T
Z 5 ek 5 B EFREE (Deci & Ryan, 2000, 2002;
TGS, 2010), J& 51 T 7 TAE R REAE LA X TAE
JE TR R ) S5 T AR SRR, AWFE 45 R Ul —
S T AR B R VR AE BT TR I B 5 KO 1 TAE
Pelik, B i 5 s KO B TAE S fr i, fERS B R R
JEE M & ¥ HAOH . BRI, e G B T T I Y Ah
PP EE Hh i 5 1 AR SR IR S AR W I Y
FRAE, AWFEdit—L 4R T A R YICE B 0 i,
B R Y E B X AN I B BRI R T
ARG A Y ELIRSE B, Deci (1975)4 Hi B9 Pk AL
PR T AR BB 3 — 25 3 Ak > M40 B SR By 2
IR T IHIE R
42 LERBT

AW HA — S . — L, AE
PR VE RSO FIBLEI R B, A8 SR SV A
TAERIRECE b, @ Bl 2e A B TAE R
PEAL TAEDML), WET 0 AL AR S5 HR T L 550
PETFAE BB [ EA, X B TR AL B
Ko Wb BT A RARTHRAE T B R
y—J5 T, MW TAEGUe i JE RN kB, AL R
NIRRT R R, AR i T
M, R TAEBEIR . 15 BRI EAE i R4
43 MRARERE

e, ARMFITAE R B, AL T AR SR
WG T MR =R AL BT R, H A ERER
e R R AR I ARAS B SR T RE S
WX R ARAE, FrAb i TR | SCib Rt &7
AN FEA L (Ryan & Deci, 2000), Ryan Fll Deci
(2000)48 i, FAC TG SR B HAT P54 B3 Pk S
SCAb T, ANFIRES . SO R, DAWRSE R B
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AEXTIZ B (1) W A — g 52, AR 4 ie
SFAEZ S, 4N, Reinboth Fi1 Duda (2006) AT
R, TEFEHMER TAERIE o R TR R A
WA AT S e o B 2R A R A (2018) Y BIF 5T
WARH, PR AL T d i 1 i D1 TR ) SR AR
LS5k, EOCR M A E TR L X5 G300
FRTHEA

BRI, B, AP TEREAIE A
W, SZARIT SR I, B Tl 028
PO WS Al REIF A B, A EHR A 2
XF 53 T TARAT M AR AR T 32 3] — e R BE A BR 1
Hyk, JBRTAEH FERY 5 T A a] R85 2 4 55K 1%
WM TAE-AE 0P, 78 TAE LRSS ATE KRS
J1(Hornung et al., 2008), & =, LIAEWFFEEM, 7
TEAERREE T, AN AT O A AR R R 1 SR
AHCARUR, BT A ERCRTGRIGE, BB
SR A2 X AN A Y FE 3l 1 /E B 9 (Reinboth &
Duda, 2006), F i, KAMFIE AT LLH EAEABFGTHY
it b, Gl B R BRI TARETS SoRt BB Y
FEA, SR IE A RSP TAE PR HoA 45 2R 8
HORE— L A AT TAE MR BRI,

5, AP E RO TSR B TR A1
W AR (L2 5 51 TR A 1A 4k T4
PRI, LA B AR G A 7P )X B3 0 BEAG SR A A
AT RRISE, Bk 2 BT R TR R AR —1EH]
AR o 5 RS I A B Y 3 1
(P-E fit)yt 2 52 ma 5% T TAREZS B FIAT Ry 1y H 2R
(Kristof-Brown, Zimmerman, & Johnson, 2005), >
K BB AASRAAE . O (E LS AT RE R M HHE B
P BR B T AE 45 1E 19 2 1 (Parker, Jimmieson, &
Amiot, 2010, 2013), Ik, KAWFFT AT LI EAEA
WFSEAIRERR b, B 03 TAMARSRE N E SRS L A
ARG EF )V AT IS, IR A MRS PR TAE
PO AN [F] AR Bt P o

BJE, AT TAEEME S — A5 —
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— IR TAE BRSO [R) 48 B2 X 53 TR 1R,
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Abstract

Idiosyncratic deals (simplified as “i-deals”) refer to personalized employment arrangements in order to
meet both employees and their employers’ benefits. Drawing on self-determination theory (SDT), the current
study investigated the relationship between i-deals and the two important employee work outcomes (i.e.,
proactive career behavior and creativity) by focusing on the mediating role of psychological needs satisfaction
(i.e., competence need satisfaction, autonomy need satisfaction and relatedness need satisfaction) and the
moderating role of workload.

Three time points of data were collected from 230 supervisor-subordinate dyads in 40 work teams within
Guangzhou and Shenzhen. At Time 1, subordinates reported i-deals and provided demographic information. At
Time 2, subordinates responded to measures of workload, competence need satisfaction, autonomy need
satisfaction, and relatedness need satisfaction. At Time 3, supervisors rated their subordinates’ creativity, and
employees self-reported their own proactive career behavior.

Results showed that: (1) i-deals was positively related to all three forms of employees’ psychological needs
satisfaction (competence need satisfaction, autonomy need satisfaction, and relatedness need satisfaction); (2)
i-deals was positively associated with both employee proactive career behavior and creativity; (3) competence
need satisfaction mediated the relationship between i-deals and the two employee work outcomes (i.e., proactive
career behavior and creativity), whereas the mediating effect of autonomy and relatedness need satisfaction was
not significant; (4) workload strengthened the positive relationship between i-deals and employee competence /
autonomy need satisfaction, as well as the indirect effect of i-deals on proactive career behavior and creativity
via competence need satisfaction.

The current study contributes to the literature in two aspects. First, drawing on SDT, we identified the
mediating mechanism of psychological need satisfaction (competence need satisfaction in specific) in
understanding the influence of i-deals on employee’s proactive career behavior and creativity. Second, in testing
the moderating role of workload on the effects of i-deals and its outcomes, we clarified the boundary condition
of the positive effects of i-deals. The theoretical contributions and practical implications of the results were
discussed.

Key words idiosyncratic deals; needs satisfaction; proactive career behavior; creativity; workload





