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T-HK, 2020; =, 2021; Guo et al., 2021; Khan
et al., 2021; Naeem et al., 2019), 1Mij % —LLffF 57 N
R ILERYG 0 E A\ EME I T\ 5 TR AT
FEIHBE TV TE Y IH W 47 4 (Feinberg et al., 2014;
Imada et al., 2021; Wu et al., 2019), iX &R —F
WFSE L5 TR B 38 18] OC 28 T REAF7E T FE Y 175 B2 1
THE, FEFREMH LR,

BT LA, AR %A R 15 A
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theory)JF i€ 1 & T 4544 Jr PR AL ) T 3 A, A2 4
THRYG o A\ B S\ B R TAT N OC R Z [E i
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F 48 FE I A A AR B B 9 15 B8 25 S AT TR
b ) SR S 22 S T RE AL TAE A PR 22 B FR
8 S [ B9 47 4 B BE (Mischel & Shoda, 1995), [H
WS 5T B DA R BT/ BB R 1 (IS A 17
1\ Eh vs. AT BERY f T\ ED A SOk 22 F (P 7 SCfk
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Yo i A\ EME—Fh kA AR IE 5 A 19 6 A
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BT W% 5 TR —BUa AR (R SCE. 5§, 2015).
XA A7 TR DA 0 B f gl \ 2B B T A HA 4 U R
RIMZAG . HEJF FIFE 7] (Martinescu et al., 2021; 3¢
BOAF, 2015), HEMTRCIR T AATHE 248 5% b il b
7. S STRAFRER GBI 45, 2019; Thnte 4%,
2019; Cruz et al., 2020; Ming, 2018), P 1tt, Xf#/\
51 Tk Ui A i N EE — R E AR Z M
TR TG 515 D o AR IE AN~ B S R G,
BB R R B AR BRI T MR R Y
[ 3% 11 7 480465 1] (Mlischel & Shoda, 1995), [El38E A
I 0031 1 3 5 A A A 3 R O BB (AN 2R R RN 1 28
AL R, A A UL AT BE 2 B0 H T A T
A7 Ay A5 1) 0 AR 04 AR AR AT O 6 [ (Khalid et al.,
2020), FETF LI LA, ARG HENER S 0 m £
SO N F B T RIE ATy, BN T
FIFRAT R o H e DL Rk
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T RRSTHY RSy, AR AL R
FALEE B R, S R, AIGE . ARG
IR IS R 19— 4> (Bayne et al., 2019),
AT X B AF B AT NN T 5 38 5 2 T8 A
IVAEINSIERE: N A= R NS SOE T A8 TR T TANE 2
POES VA SRR A PN RN ST P Y PN TSN
HUZARAE N B B Bhad #E st 5 B R A bR e
RIFAMAR AR, EEAFE I, ARX
ZINH PR 2S5 (Kenny, 2019), U767 0 /A EME
g —Fp i HALH U R AL AR F e, MMUE
AP\ E R T ABRIE &2 0, 8 Bk oAl
HAURL G X R N 5 T AR T S Ay, R
JNENR T AE % T\ ERHEA TN TS T REmE IR
HFRABRINF . —J7 1, B 001w\ 2 LB
M AR ER Y SR\ A TR 7w (5 8,
X TCEE X H AR 2 . A BRI BR 5 4 7
S 1 S B AN = N B B 0 B R N TDANE 2 8
TTNFIN TG, "TREMEIR L ABR S 25 . A BRHsfi
FNPBRTE S J7 SRR S VA (T 5%, 2019;
Kim et al., 2019), 75— J5 i, 37 6 i /\ Ehid i 1%
B\ A TAHCM EE B, SEALTIER
KeFZ 5 T — 3w A, 6 ek T A gl
LU 0 52 5% T2 [ S R B B CnHE S &34
(Ahmad et al., 2019; Kuo et al., 2018; Spoelma &
Hetrick, 2021), K ik, #/\ b 53 T 766 513 f i\
FHATINAIN LI ] e SR HE A PR A . A BR
G AR S S AR A PR S RN (FEAE B, R
T-#k, 2018; TfE# %, 2019; AriFfd, 2020;
Cheng et al., 2020; Yao et al., 2020),

MR A -1 A RG IS, DRXT 5
5B A R T IR S AT o R, UK
TAHUE F S T AR AT SR, RN A R
IR0 25 0 5 AR AT A 100 98 /0 RN S AR AT SR 1 3
(Mischel & Shoda, 1995), W7 G i /A EMBEIR T 9
JNEP T TR R BRI, BT e — 20 % 3
HIZIEE T AT R AR . R DR
Bk

BA& 2a: B ABRINE A T 8t A 3
SHONEHRA TATAZHMLER,

TR REAR I 49 H A o TR T A A1 R
INTHRITH ) —EER Ay, $8A RS R G S
A7 G A R0t 5 J 7 2 R I SRS SR R, X —
AR HA A S B A R

1% IR & — Fh PPN P4 S (Clore & Schnall, 2005),
WL AR . A . k. RE
FURSE . 2 1H I AR A T A Y L A ) B
EAINE SN A VY S R kN -y (I S I
A5 B, A 0 R S T e AR O 2 s, OF
& 1SR L B A% AR 5 (Clore & Schnall, 2005;
Mischel & Shoda, 1995), B3z G it /A EME K —Fp
Xf N E TR F R EAE B, SRS N
5 TR SN T A, DA 52 e R R A 5
15, WAt EN R R W\ 5 T2 TR
A A2 2k 5% 9 1 TR, PR\ R B TR
Xof W 67 T N ERHEA TR BN TS P BRI B B
A B B B8, G0 A B ACTBEAR . X R
2 KIS (Chang & Kuo, 2021;Kong, 2018;
Martinescu et al., 2021), H¥K, 37 6m /A EMEHN
B LT & vy = W e NI i 3N e ) | ANE 2 !
TN H Al 2H 2K B3 22 () B e 5 RN R 4, AT N )
TR\ T TAEES 78R, B\ Eh R T
X A3 07 T /A AT BN LS T e A R X 6]
5 1Y B A5G 8% DL B T AE 1341 (Georganta et al.,
2014; Tian et al., 2018), &J&, HTHEREA KR
B A& ge e, R B0 T N B BN EN R T T H
B[RRI T AR B FRR AR B A 50 i i SR B8R S T
REdE— 25 B2 w0, IR X 44U
FERAR IR, 3 S5 IR 1 2H ARG 55

NFI =N S RGBS A NG B {5 B 18 i
TARBAE BARE, IR T AR S 91T
}1J% % (Mischel & Shoda, 1995), FHAR 1% AR Y
T IR 5 0 B RRARAT A B el 20 T T AR AT Sy 1 3
Jil(Kuhl & Beckmann, 1985; Mischel & Shoda,
1995; Weiss & Cropanzano, 1996), W37 1 /\ b
IR T e /N E A TR RO AR 56, BRI e ] BB X6
HARZNE B b AT R B LEARZ W, 42
LA R

X 2b: BRI A 5 b A 1 IRt
BN TATHZECR
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W RN, T EETENE A VA L R
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15 58 A AT S5 %t F 1 67 i /5 e\ BT
TTRZEXZWFAGEM. Fit, ABFEE9H
T UL i\ BN M (B SE Y A T\ vs. W]
RE I 70 TET /N D) RSO AR 2 5 (P 5 XAk vs. RO SC
PP A5 AE i, DASIXT 30 B 5% 43 B kA T 3
S 1Ca

Bun s m/\EhEAE M. Bt A EhE
o A B WA IR G X, — R B S Y T A
(EPSE ARy e ki 0] 775N WA S R LN S i
S5HMXmAamEntEgietagd;, —EnTae
1 BT /N, B R S A (E U BIRS  ER
Yt A\, RIS B — B R ok R B
THIRAT S T\ £ 2577 2E (Nieper et al., 2022),
SR N EOR [, ]R8 R B 6w\ B
BRI A L, 25 5 TR TR B T AU
AT, )T R sk g fth X ) 2 A0 B i\ b
FEAEXE A O IE S . AR R, A
PRI LB TR A4 T A 2 67 1/ s T AT
FI 21T (Imada et al., 2021), 7] LI I,
BLSE 55 0T RE Y 7\ BN R A A A TR R OE 4
ANTR) T /M 55 o AR TR A8 IR R G HLIE,
B E T AT O, 2418 5% & A el 28 it
AR AT BT B8 & A= AH B A9 AR fb (Mischel &
Shoda, 1995), X & W& B SE 171 18 /\ EMF 52 F ] fig
AN B O N R A VAN AR <
E5t.

EARE 1 TR, 78I SE A\ E R
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(N BR 26 R RS89 1 22 815, BRI A 1A 200 3%
5 58 A0 Ry — ol o A A B, DT A i
R RN RS E <52 Waata oo N5 11 P (TRl NN ]
NEMEEE T, MMARREIRE A O AT — 8/ EME
Ia] (15 B2 22 Hp, L A 3l 7 T/ SRR O T
TEL ML o WERARREIE 764 T ok k4 D i A 7
Ry B B T AR (AT A, T RE sk R T\
P F AL A CAE R TR, SORE R A
RTINS B B4 B B Bl HL(Xie et al., 2019),
Ef % % 3 (Impression management) & $§ >4 18 i
B BTN SR T A AR
HIE 4 1 3 18 (Leary & Kowalski, 1990)., 4 T #11%
FEM O A BT 52, SR T I 7T RE ) £ Ik
JNEME BT 2 N Z B AT, it
N RATH . R 24T % (Bolino et al., 2016;

Imada et al., 2021), DAREAAR A S /NENE 2
AIREME. B, PSR ER o\ EME BER TR,
IR A HA S 67T\ M B AR R DA B
B A AT R o Fh e DL R

% 3 B i\ MR MR T Y
o N E S g\ ENA TAT A Z MR, B
F A S G T/ EME BE SR AT S 2R AT AR T
T T AE AT BE A HR A B N EME BE AR AT
Sk & BN AT A 5 AR o

MHER. INH-IHIRAM REHIL LI HR
PERE AT N RRZH T ARG AT . Ak
WEAEFE A 2RI Tog, A
IR — P TS T HR 2 78 R 115 55 Hh b B,
A O 0 B ST A RE XA AR AE I B v 0
PSR, SR S R 22 R T
At A A 45 (Mischel & Shoda, 1995), B
FE T WS DA T — 15 B T TR B B O, A
M5 30T AS RIS AE 5 5 1 58 b AT ol R 25
5o P, SO AT RE 2 5 m gk N b B TR
Yyt N EM AT N R . — AR, SCIRHR R
WA AT R E B R, ANF SRS SR 6T
FEHLAT NI —EE R . AR H &
TR D5 PG T PR SCAR T SR AR /AN N E
YR o BN B\ B R T AT R Z 85 R R
TEM .

FEAE R 32 SR 1) 19 2R 7 SCAk (LA R AR
HECE, IR L TR R, AT
AR PR E R, I ELVE SR A O AT M RE RS
15BN R A AT (Hofstede, 2011), ATLAZR 75304k
o N A B T3 R 25 IR IR RIS 5 293,
HEEAEFFAE AR R, fERMAX ACHE
R 7% (Wu, Kwan et al., 2015; 58K % 55,
2017). R, AN 32 5 i 7 7 SCAk (LARRSE
A2 W5 A~ A H 5 8 T AR R 25, AMTTSE R
MAKE RS ALH, FHEGMFEEZAS
B 8% 32 FARTE B i, TR 5 52 3 A A B 5 R
(Hofstede, 2011; Tk, 2011), B AP )5 CAb s 5
TG T LA e, BTk AU,
INATE AT B 20 W EEM . d b n] I, IR
S i\ EME g — i by A 2H 2 A AR R 1 G
B NEN R T GOE PR E T IS, SR E UL
Ak 1 Bl /N ER BT R B R R R e, R
XK B THEAERE WA @ S IEN MEE ., |
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2020; Liu, Kwan et al., 2020; Liu, Wu et al., 2020;
Martin & Hine, 2005; {5 3CHE 4%, 2018), FHN M,
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PP Uy, G A 1 [0 3k 97 28 {6 1] 7T SRR,
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ik F R T Google Scholar Al Web of Science
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Francis. Wiley S A . P45 AR 16 SCEOHE 122 F
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HATAER, DA\ E, BUZER )N E, HH
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SR v B E Y SE BRI AT R, SRR IR
SCHik o 2Tk, i R AN A o AR 2R I 14 Sk g
ik (D)L IHERFST; Q) RMABEMR Tk
HEAT A A5 (3)SCHR i i T R 97T/ EME DG 1Y
BN (B (R G R B r BT (G 4 e it i FLoeo M
Ml SD); (4)BF5T A B2 A olk BY T 341 41
St (S)ANALHE [0 IH 40 H1 R 45 e Jr R ASE R4 45 114 ol
HREG (6)NEE M HREA . k2 b w5 44 0F
FHRMPEAT, SCHAE AL TAESE R, F P 2 i
FE A 3R B (0 SCHRIEAT LT A T+ 0 B, 0 a2 A
L SCEREEAR o 2 IR A AR i B ATk Y 51 R
BEICCHE, EAE 61 MRS . 21549 ANFEAR, At
197 ANRONAE, kAR FZoR b E L LR N
- NN <y | N1 37 1 e = 5
3.2 XEREL

ARBIFFE TR T W o NS B\ B T AT
Sy Z 18014 06 3 B LA REAIL R R 1 B 5 1k, 0L i
5K T B RL T M T IR AT R B . Atk AT
HWE TR T\ BURABRIH . BRI &
PR IG R\ P L TAT 728 P AT B AN S A
KRB, P HE O R Bk A B o /\ Eh i A
KM (A R T & N A RS R LR 1),
F AR SCEEAR . B A BRI AR AR A
I B 07 (b 57 1 5 4 ) I B O 28 5 8 (U A B
THE . NBRAF AT ABR - 556 ) i B A 152 45 SR
(Bayne et al., 2019), 4 3CHRH3RA g N EBHLAL |
s R ABREIE . ABRA-FAPR
SCREAEAR T 0 U5 R B A BRI T (Kenny, 2019),
1 XF FHHE R . TR 7 R 4 U 3 ok

2 1o 2 B 114 7 =X A Ry R BRIARR o FRUB 17 I
RS S e 1AM ATE R rh R B A M R,
HRIAIGE T ORI 0.0 2R (Watson,
1988), 4 SCHR IR g B . SR JEORT F R A
153 Ay B AT IR AA 5, T T 175 &4 6 B A £ T I
R R S A 0 U 38 5 1 e ) 1 0 XK Sy
TR A g, TR BEUWIE, TR
T AR — Z 5 52 48 PR 19 1 IR 58 (Diener,
2009), T & A S 4 g H %7 T (Crocker
et al., 1994), PHICAHIFFERE =248 ORI A %5 [R] A4
Gy MR AR SS  BENENR TAT RIS B THET
YES T AT R 2RI, A5 BUAT S FTE A AT S
MR, FEFRg R E AT REEAR, &
SCHEBHR 43 W7 3 7 v R\ b A TR AT S R
WAT R AT T G IR B, 3k BB A AL
RAT R . #FIT R FEAT AT R % NI
RRERRAT R, WX TR EAE TAEAT A . I R
A7 Ry RV A A5 T A A T A WO ot Iz ) 4 8 114 7
KA RHBRAT IR 5, 2021; BHESC, FRF,
2021) YA AR R P K HR 3 01 1T\ MR e 1 A S
22 5 o WA T\ MR M AR 318 F 5 1 B
(FE ICNDOR [ $1 5 6 Rt VRS RR i N PN N ]
5% (Cheng et al., 2022a; Guo et al., 2021; Khan
et al., 2021; Ye et al., 2022; Zong et al., 2021)J] )5
Sy B SR I BTHT\EME B, R TR 56 TR
JEHN AT BE A B /A EMY BFSE (Imada et al., 2021;
Romano et al., 2017; Wu et al., 2016; Wu et al.,
2019; Wu, Balliet et al., 2015054 A GEHI7 71
i /\ EMFHBE (Nieper et al., 2022), 3Cfk 25 AR I RE

R1 MATSHHEERTIR

5 44 AL A
HOGE R, TG IR R0 I TRATAY . TR REIR N . BSr PR . BB I R AR
FIERBE . T U R D FRE A . TR A R . TR R,
-t @A SUREAMEA . TS A . 5 SOOI . SRR A . e R R
- ABRRERIES" . HaFR®EE ., WEXRIN ., FREE. ABREE. ANEE . ABRRMHRA . TAEH
SRR . ABRA TR HERIEAT . BRI R, B g T, P AL L BB
A, R
. f@%%}@ﬁ%@;ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁ@%iﬂﬁﬁ%\ﬁﬁ\ﬂﬁ%%i%%ﬁﬁi%%%ﬁﬁ\
PR, OB, R, g
WNHEFT . BIBAT . ENFT R . BT, ATl Tk, AOARTN. BETH.
WTATR FEMETAE T N . WMREAIT R . STRAT A . SEITR . AT A . AR AT R . ARG T R, T

fegpeuhse . VUGN . BAE N, BOATT N . AR TN R B N

TE: TFOR AT I G A R
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AMRIRHHTHIE, HZ% T Hofstede 55(2010)
M N R T SRR . BidkH, AN T SUIR4L
KT 50 MEZRNIANANESSHLEZR, /MT 50 1
N R 84k = U E % (Jiang et al., 2012), #%
MR 2 R B, FRATRREAR B ob [ R0 R H A
MANEIEBNT 50 BEZBFF(EM, 2021;
Cheng et al., 2022b; Durmus et al., 2020; Guo et al.,
2021; Ye et al., 2022)JH K A& J5 SCAL (R AA T SO
i, BAEACR B L S6 ERA 2 AR N FE R
BoE T 50 1 EFE AU WESE (Martinescu et al., 2021;
Spoelma & Hetrick, 2021; Wu et al., 2019)J5 474
J7 A N FE SO .

it AT o 9 44 BT B ML R AT . IR ESE
HRITHE I E T A bR gD HELE, IFIF
UM g A . TESE RIS, B R B S
T N A FEAT RN, X8 e BLAY AN — B i,
L VIR PR IR R 20 I — B . X T O
MR B LS A DCR BN O, A5 R H] Hunter
F1 Schmidt 25 Hi Y #4223 04T e 4t (Hunter &
Schmidt, 2004), fEZuiditfRr, H—AFEAH T
U i I L R R, FRAT 2R T2 G AU
{ELA 5 12 R B AR N R 3 IIRE A R (0 i 25 o L,
GmhhF LI T AR R E R R A, TR
HIRZBIE. X TARIEGFEE R, FATLUHAD
AR B (W INAA B (0.858) X5 (de Wit et al., 2012),
33 ‘oz

AHEFE LG T LT LAV ) TSMASEM
(Two-stage meta-analytic SEM)F556 B, 53T
SR AH DG 28 B30 M AR R P AH OC R B0 MR 05 45 4 7
FEAR BT~ B B (Cheung & Chan, 2009). #f5{fi
i CMA2.0 %1 Mplus7.0 1 PEE17 4588 43 B,
Hh, CMA BF 325 10U 043 JF 45 Hh i
FEAR T A OC R BE M, Mplus B4 A TR
AH G ZR B R EA T 4540 D7 R TT o A AP A A 6

T X0 742 B 8] 5 FR AT HHE o3 A Z i, A SOk
AT 1) 5 A 5 L2 0 e A4 07 1 =2 TR A5 ) B, A
T80 R S 2 BN 70 BT 2 ik T [ 2800 A B 0 2
BEALSRE AR L i O R 1 SRS 360 45 580 {1 11
) JB e, e A% 280 {1 2 3 A ) Jo A ) e P I 5
AT % 8 (2 3 S5 I )R B L8
MR, NER 2 PR, AREWAEEZEE O H
HOIREN T WK, R B e 2 B A7 A 5 5
P AREPAERZEN P HET 75%, KU

LeAR B 2 M AR AR B W R Bk o BT I, B4 A
TCAM T 45 78 5 Z WA AE S5 B, WA T 54 2k
BRRENL AR, AE & R 2 K 30 I 1H, AR
A AT IwFElL KL RE(NG)H Egger’s
] 115 2R 5 50 >k Ay 2 BRU7) 97 1]\ BP0 R R A
2% [n] i (Borenstein et al., 2009), #5525 B BN, 4%
ZH 0N (B =1 P R R L P S 259 {2 0 s X R -
H 4 W ERAE A KL REWE KT S5k+10
BIFRHE(ILEE 2). 5 ILIE AT, BEgger’s [F11H R E0KE 56
H p (EW I RIAB) B ZEAKF(p > 0.05), XBEHAA
TFF 5% JIT 90 A 800 A 1Y) R 3R A 22 () U AN ™ . A
Ja, ERNAEIRE i, ARG T RSN
HIRZBIENMHLRE r, hiks T 20 (F R
HIREB LN E LA REL p, IS T HIH
S FR B 95% A [X 1] (Hunter & Schmidt, 2004) .

4 TTHMER

4.1 EBHEMMSH

gk 2 PR, B ium A\ S\ E R TR
WAT I BERH L (p = —0.18, p < 0.001, 95% CI
[-0.26, —0.10]), &% 1 5 2IHIE . EAR IR FT
R, B A\ S AN RAT N (p = —-0.33,
P <0.001,95% CI [-0.44, —0.21]) . {E5- BT M (p =
-0.35, p < 0.001, 95% CI [-0.52, —0.16))F1 =517
F(p =—0.39, p = 0.04, 95% CI [—0.67, —0.02]) i &
AR, SHRERREAT (e = 0.35, p < 0.001, 95%
CI [0.20, 0.48DFIFEEFT H(p = 0.42, p = 0.005,
95% CI [0.14, 0.65]) B FIEAHC, AN, 2108
ANERY E \NEN SRS ETT (e = 025, p <
0.001, 95% CI [0.18, 0.32)FI /MR EFT M (p =
0.33, p < 0.001, 95% CI [0.22, 0.44]) % & 1EAH%,
Ui TR 67 18] /\ B0 B B RS AT Ry R a2 17
AT R IE HAEH
4.2 AR

= 3 AR T IR S B A BR
AN . FEURR I J A 36 A B TR AT S 1] B A 5% B
BOERE, Hodp, WU\ 25 U bR A
E MM = —0.30, p < 0.001), 5 R IFH KL
BE TG (p = —0.34, p < 0.001); BURAFRIAAI
ST R =0.41, p < 0.001) B FIEARR, TR
THERAEE S SHRITHIEMEXE = 011, p =
0.19), X 5ATIRIB A T EEA -3, K5
SR04 A R T 0N R 56 B T A
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2 WNEETHWER
=) =N E k]
TR BR2 k& N r p  SDp 95% CI 80%CV 0 r Nfs inti%f;:;t

COG 44 9443 -0.25 -0.30 0.02 [-0.37,-0.22] [-0.56,0.03]

936.07"""  95.41% 4637 3.50  0.39

AFF 30 7254 —0.29 —0.34 0.01 [-0.39,-0.28] [-0.51,-0.14] 285.15"" 89.83% 8747 -3.16 0.27

BEH" 61 19925 —0.15 —0.18 0.02 [-0.26,-0.10] [0.55,0.25] 2673.27""" 97.68% 960 -5.20 0.15

BEH1 10 3956 —0.28 —0.33 0.02 [-0.44,-0.21] [-0.54,-0.08] 153.50"" 94.14% 1063 —5.03  0.39

BEH2 14 6082  0.21 0.25 0.01 [0.18,0.32]

NWG

BEH8 11 3987 —0.24 -0.28 0.03 [-0.40,-0.14] [-0.52,0.01]
BEH9 6 1936  0.36  0.42 0.03 [0.28, 0.55]

1606  0.30  0.35 0.02 [0.20, 0.48]
1149 0.35 0.42 0.09 [0.14,0.65]

[0.08,041] 11777 88.96% 1296  1.02 0.73

6 1981 —-0.29 —-0.35 0.04 [-0.52,-0.16] [-0.60,—-0.05] 106.44™" 9530% 378 -22.89 0.23

3 1009 -0.31 -0.39 0.13 [-0.67,-0.02] [-0.69, 0.03]
BEHS 3 568 0.30 0.33 0.01 [0.22,0.44]

4

4

79.72" 97.49% 132 4.05 094

[0.24, 0.42] 436 54.15% 48 —9.99 0.04
[0.16, 0.52] 33.29™" 90.99% 212 437 0.85
[0.05, 0.69] 81.74™" 96.33% 227 -2.47 087

197.51""" 94.94% 784 -6.35 0.33

[0.20, 0.60] 6585 92.41% 566 22.82 0.13

AFF 11 2405 0.24  0.29 0.03 [0.15,0.41]

COG

BEH 33 6793  0.32  0.41 0.06 [0.26,0.54]

[-0.02,0.54] 222.29"" 95.50% 1075 -17.50 0.08

[-0.19,0.79] 2616.46"" 98.78% 6658 732 0.40

AFF BEH 18 4476  0.10 0.11 0.05 [-0.05,0.27]

[-0.33,0.51] 691.64™" 97.54% 331 —0.10 0.99

T R T AT N I G A% N B AT N . NWG R 5 A\ Eh, COG MBI A BRI, AFF B B A 56, BEH b 5
TAWLAT N, BEHI 441N BAT R, BEH2 MARMEAE4T 0, BEH3 NAT 4 61174, BEH4 4 5t T.E 301174, BEHS Uk /i
BT, BEH6 N MR BGEAT y, BEHT RIRJEAT A, BEHS N HABFURAT N, BEHO N HAWERAT I o k RN EANEL, N £
IRBEATE, r RRAR BB LRI REL, p FRBIEIRHHRS, %) p<0.001,

x3 HEXRYUIERE

S i NWG COG AFF BEH
NWG 1.00

CcoG -0.30"" 1.00

AFF -0.34""" 0.29"" 1.00

BEH -0.18""" 041" 0.11 1.00

T NWG R ERIg 7 i /b, COG Jy M A BRIl AFF 7
W AS BAA TS, BEH S bt TRURAT J; N = 5553, "R p <
0.001,

ARG 3 2 45 1 7 R AR I T A T A e T AR AR
NBRIAGH . B R 30 43 500 %o W el /N B 5
AT AR P AR o XF T 454 Jr A A
TCA BT AR A T, FRAToT FH AH DG B v 25 550
FEAS 1 0 R 2 BV = 5553) 3 47 & AR
(Viswesvaran & Ones, 1995), 8 FlF- 4 8015804 2K
T

1

1yt

m 4« ni
i=1

Ferh, m RN HSCHEFE T AR KL, n R

N=

IRER iSO A

AW R RS T LA 4 Fisi 8 LU i mfi
AR BRI B 1 R SE e XU R RS, RV
S (1N R 5E A ok BTN BR oA 0 R 155 Je A
B i a7 B b A SR B T AT O B 2 AEREAY 1Y
Fenh L3I0 TR T N EN R B TRWRAT M B
RSN, MR 3 FEARAY 1 AGSERN LI T R A
BRIA R AR S AR 30 1 AF OGO R B A AL 4
SRR 2 SRR 3 (SRR, Ik 4 TR, B
4 (R0 A B ARSI 3 (B ik — 2B R TR (A =
30.89, p < 0.001) [AItL, FATHRLARE THIAY 4(18
FIAEED B 45 5 (Aquino et al., 1997; Skogstad et al.,
2007; Vazsonyi et al., 2022),

m 5 Frw, B ABRIAFTERE fm /2
5 RRRAT g Z ) () TR 3R S —0.12, p < 0.001,
95% CI [-0.13, —0.11]AfZ5% 0, fBiX 2a 1535
UE . BRI R 30 7E W37 6 i\ b 5 B AT 2
[F) By R A 500 5 AT BB AR iz, FE ]800
0.01 (p = 0.045, 95% CI [0.001, 0.02]), fBi% 2b K&
(EEE vaT



B2 FRK G W\ RO EN R AT AR . B TR RS R G 1 T A BT 2689
x4 EREBLE
LA x ar v df AY(AdY) CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR
B 1 273.02 2 136.51 - 0.89 0.67 0.16 0.07
PR 2(FH R T 1) 242.13 1 24213 30.89""" 0.90 0.41 0.21 0.07
RERY 3(FHE TR 1) 30.89 1 30.81 242,13 0.99 0.93 0.07 0.02
BELHRY ACH A TAEAY 3) 0.00 0 - 30.89"" 1.00 1.00 0.00 0.00
E: T p<0.001,
RS EERRET TAT R Z BT RO A B R . Hor, BRI H
B FIE Rl 95%AE kY R B 5 152553 ML 5 T/ 5 U
NWGHjCEf\GHBEH —(:ﬁlﬂzj (;I(j)jé [j{lig—?n] TN ZHMXAR(Qs=59.15, p < 0.001). FEILI:HY
) ' G /N EME S b, W 0\ ] T A A
NWG—AFF—-BEH  0.01 0.004  [0.001,0.02]

" TR p<0.001,

EAF I R, <8R 0\ B AU 1 A
55— B T RURAT A A3 1 TR] 2 350 07 5 << B 3 7 T
JNE— BT RWRAT A BRSO (A 3 Br7s) B 7F
SHR AT RHIEE, 5 RAE). %R«
BT\ EN— B AT A 0 B AN B 3, SRR
TSR T 0, T2 ) 422 2550 1 AT e R b A R R A 7
QR B, HELE, 2014), WETEPE, AR
B 1\ EMt B\ R TR B A B A I BRI,
{E5X B2 1t AT REHE— 2 38 iz R T BB AT R . IE
N Imada 25 A (2021) AW, BT /\ BB AR S5
THONENE TR AR, (AR TR AT
MRS, AR RELERE P ok R T 2 kAt 4
150 XU AA BT /BN AT BE X N EhE B4 T
FEAE BRI, 8 R T B N EME ) SR
L, 55 FRATT S A A I AN R A G
o, FRATHE AT HR I O N 5 BURAT R OC R
B R TT RO A BT, DASS IEFR AT A AL 352
4.3 AT

F 6 MM T Bt /\ 5 p A\ Eh 5

b5 BRI AT M (p = —0.30, p < 0.001, 95% CI
[-0.36, —0.24]); #R1fi, 7€ AT RERY T i\ EME B,
YRS T\ B A Bl TR AR B S 1 B AT
(p = 0.25, p < 0.001, 95% CI [0.13, 0.37]), f&i% 3
BRNIE, b2z R TG A E S
BN E B T AT M Z I X R (O = 38.55, p <
0.001) P47 SCA G BE BRI 07 1 /N B 55 4 /B B
TRYBRAT A B2 IEM K (p = 0.12, p = 0.04, 95%
CI [0.01, 0.23]), ZRJy3CALIEEE FER S A\ 5
BB T BMAT M B A (p = -0.31, p <
0.001, 95% CI [-0.39, —0.24]), W RIJEVE, SPiy
SCATEBEAE LA, AR 07 SCARAE B R BRI S N b
X N TAT R M s e R, iR 4
BN,

5 1tig

51 EBimam/N\EHEmE/\EHRITANSN
IR
TCAI BT A R R W IR T\ S B\ 5 T
F R AT N B 3 A e (p = —0.18, p < 0.001), iX
BRIl 53 T4 18 57 R 67 1\ b5 AT se =R LA

YN N
-0.30""
0.19"
gt /A o0 BITHATH
—0.34"
BUR B

K3 AR R
TE: "R p<0.05, " FRE p<0.001,



2690 DN = = S i S %30 %
*x6 BiptmE/\HERIRBTANBRTRELTHNER

Rl AR K N r p) SDp 95% CI 80%CV Ow Os P

sy AIfiE 14 6082 021 025 0.01 [0.13,0.37] [0.08,0.05]  117.77"" ... 88.96%

B ®isz 47 13843 025 —0.30  0.02 [-0.36,-0.24] [-0.57,0.03] 1157.30""" 913 95.85%

S P 200 7719 010 012 0.02  [0.01,0.23] [-0.17,0.40] 507.21"" . 96.06%

ZES KN 41 12206 026 —031  0.02 [-0.39,-0.24] [-0.59,0.03] 1162.87"" 3833 96.13%

T Qw EHTAN BRI 0p EHTAN R FRHRRA G, TTRR p<0.001,

B FRAT N o FE TS5 I BB R (Y ST A AT
S e RTINS SN S TRU R AL VN N ESIDI K TN
TR TR RRRAT = A T s, R U,
W3 T /\ b 2 7 LA BEAE 9 i /\ b D3 T A AR
PR AT B B 26 F | B Y S N B
P T AR BRI R (A5 4 3 R A F) FATR:
AR R NEASE) . SAERT TR AT, A0
g 45 SR 2 W 7 0T /\ EP RE %38 i B R SR A
0 B A % g\ T B AR AR AT R R A IE [ S
B 0 B T\ EME IR T g\ E 5 TR AR
120, X A RE 2 dy HR 3 1 i \ 2 9 29 5 D) g
F(,Beersma il van Kleef (2011)#5 1}, #3761 /\
R T BN B TAT S M E AT R R4
HRARAT ) FRRAE T . AHCOR SRt R, fim
JNEMRSE T 9\ T AAEAT N . AT A
AL S AT N S B AT M (Feinberg et al., 2012;
Imada et al., 2021; Wu, Balliet et al., 2015). 5 [A]
A, T\ A T B A B g\ b 5T T
AN TR R SR PRI 15 2 32 10 2l 5 47 SR S T AR A T
FERTK, 2020), H, B0 M/A\ERAREL
T RN ED T T I AR AR, R X BRI AR Y
i B 30 W] B A Akl AR 2 T R A B AU
T RB 7.

Bk, gt N ET B N EP 5 T AR
WA BRINED . RO SR A 56 A7 o R B 47 10) 52
i 2 I A7 3L 1 M IR B R £ T\ b 5 8N
0L TR U R TR . BRXF g\ E R T A
B R 1E £ S TE R 22 A, WAt \ A T 6R
T 07 TR A P T A A B o A, 8 R L Al 2 20 g
RSN ER TZEWAPRER, AL NTE
B R I A BR A, NI ASF T AL UE 5519
e PR, B ELE Y FE 4 AR B 6T MY
T AE T, ol G X\ P B T AN ] 5 ),
HEFE RN EAN AL AE, ik, EHE
AT L 2 49 VA0 2 1Y) €8 3R B — 28 E R A BT

ARERI(E B, MALINREAR . Wigg| 5
T JE IR\ R T T, B 1R
RERMHALSEH(ET M 4F, 2022),

5.2 BRip S/ \ b AR 1 AT T AL

TATHTas AR, W B\ B R R M
(Qs = 59.15, p < 0.001) 4 P& 1 7 om /\
SN R TATRZMMRER . B, £
HA 7 T\ M B v U 9 T\ B D T 5 T AR
AT, ThAE AT BE A B I\ EME B8 R T A
FNBEINT 5 TR BURAT N o R R YA R A
T i \ E 2 4 R A s 3 2 (IS 1 17
1\ Fh), BRI WAL, EH IR AR
X RS2 BB E (Cruz et al., 2020; XFHE 26, 2019;
Kong, 2018; DA %5 2019), Ml H =4 [a]
Sl 7 AR [, e AN R T AR AR I R AR
WAT R o SR, ARk T HR Y f i\ 2B &
A B B 2 (FT BB 1 B T N ), R % T 2
il A Hs 2% A CBE S B9AT R #EAT PR AT 5 | R I
NGB, BB T DR B i
W47 M (Nieper et al., 2022).

B 1T /\ NN JE 1 9 R 5 8 AN B
TR H R T 0 3R A B0 N B B T
TR A R R F R A S i, i BAT
B SR ER R S, A HE ] LU ML AT B TAT
B, HOE N\ ENEEE P AR R YR RATT,
BAR PSR 3 6 T\ S A AR O BN T R
R RGE , H2 ] R R ER Yt N Fh A0 Bl
TR HE R B J5 55 T BN A BREh L B AT o
WA ul, SRR A ST ORNAIT NS
it A\ E Y TE AT, L0, AR T RE AT IH
HRAT A&, EEAETRERNEZHM
WAT . tean, X5 TAAM A CBEE AT R
P SPUERE L R, IR T RSRIM 1L
SEHTHINAE 5 A 1E 117N (Beersma & van Kleef,
2011; Fehr & Sutter, 2016; Romano et al., 2017; Wu
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etal., 2016; Wu et al., 2019), K, & BH AR H
TR BRIt M T AR, T — R b R
TTHTFA g G AR =L, R, FHE
0% A B U o N BN B — T, O AR
H—Fh R IE X BVl R, — T, A T L
I T\ 4 4 — 20 1E SR E T A 15
B m—Jr i, AT DUE B ER Y 1w O\ S
WAEM REAT AT, IF5] 5 50 TR E
IR AT R o
53 XHERMIFTHM

A2 (0p = 38.55, p < 0.00) B EAYW T
R A\ B SN TAT R Z MR, B
M, 7EVE 7 SCAR T B T IR B i\ S g\
B TAT A B AR AR X 4 55, T AE AR SO
B8 3 — A 52 M DU AH G 950 o R PR O AE DA AE
PR SO S AR SCARIESE T, A8 R R
RUFIEF . FEE AR R E M AN AR
P B B 55 (Wu, Kwan et al., 2015; 5Kk 4 &5,
2017), DRI AT %o 670 T /N b 6 16 2 P T4 £ T
AT 7 A B g P T sl 0 B A0 A 1), e 2 ) R S 2
TR =R R o SR, LA N E T 1m
HITE 7 SCARIE SR T, AR DL [ 3R s
ANRFEEM AN B C WA L (Hofstede,
2011; T2k, 2011), PEISbb o] %) 4 i /\ b 1 s 3
PEPEA AT REAR KT BEAIE,  F 7= £ A [ 3l AR 5 4 A0
] AR 2 R 5, R 28 LR 22 B AT D 3 I
N o TR T T AR ) % 3 S I A7 T\ s X AR O Ak
P o NS KT e S e R
BT\ EPXF % S 51 T ARMRAT R (4 5 | SRR (R FE T
BEREAL . DR AR T ST = NI T8 N
W5 B AR ) 3% 45 DA B R AR v OIS SRS . B
TH BRI, A3 175 A CAEER
LA RN TR S, I B B B 448 P T
Bl PRBEZR 7 S0 5 F By 5L T AR B B BRI 1
16 /\ENAT BB R ZE B, 23R4 N R SR I T AR
BIAT R o X I 5 R0 8 SCAR G 35 i BR A 11
1\ 5 5 TAT A HE A R 5= .
54 MRAESRE

e, AMRET SIS BRPPAT i
SCSCHR, AR AL DA R T Kk 3R A A G SR,
AR ] GeB R T 38 0 A FAE . 5 R AY,
AT G R 43 R A A5 N B R AR A AR D, X
AT BESS 5 MW 3k S6 78 1 ¢ R A 45 R RERM: . 1

i, X FeuR g 6 N E o B AR IR — 5 TR
AT R B T B E, AR FRATTAE S8 10 19 43 Bt v
B 5 RN A5 N — B G VA R 8 A i R
AR R, AH RPN — B0t T RE S rh kN [ 250 A
FEA R D R, XA R SRR B G2tk 3
FRELZIERER

Hyk, TG0 A H3F PO\ E R T A
Wl b KON B0 L R IERIAT S 2 T E, O T AR IR
I 1 G 56 P b 1t/ P g/ D B L0 B
TRy, AR T WIRE ) 2 A&
YE R AR G, R ABRINED . BRI A
SRR NP T AT . SR, X — 180k P R 2
TRFBESE h i & R 22 57 . REWFSE AT LA
LETE R 2 4y (AL A SRR A AT, A0 L ARER Y f 1\
HEUNNRITH . FHRREAT M Z B KR,
AT A B3 17 T\ M A SRR LT kG v A = o

RIG, ASHIFFE R % R (] (R 252 i T B3 £
T\ g N B T2 . F15E B, BRI 0 H
JNERT BN EN BT TN I RRIAT Sy 5% T A g
SBR[ R T BT AN R, bedn, ZEERg f
JNEMARTIABY B, B\ T — Xt b A AL 35 11
UIRTTPANE =B 2SI V- A T TDANE 2 Nl R W -2
Wel T AN 23 0™ B ok SR, BEE BRI HER, —
BASMARBNE] A B HH 2 0 B o N, b ar
e SR IS A B8 S 284 . XL SC R AL
Tl T A SR A 5T 3 R il — 2D I SEUE AR 30

BEAN, A FT A /0 S e /A b B T
AR FIER AL % N D GeiH FRIE 1Y 25 8 . AEAH S,
M B T RUIRAUT B T 58 45 5 1l 37 i 1w\ b
RY Tk (Ellwardt et al., 2012; F3CE 45, 2015),
IR 23 6 53 AR SRR 3 B A OC 1 4 T N S 1Y
D FRETT N RN oA M T HALR T 54K
LT AH ER3, AF5E 5 TAEA R B DL A 3R s
AR LS, 3% X 23 anfnf 52w H X6 BR 37 £ T
JNEMC BRIAT R SR DA RIS A 20 4 A B
A AL 1 5% T2 45 23 T R 2 LA ) A 1 i
X E SR G B ST N EPR I EINFEL . AR
FEAT AR — 25 G . AR . BRI AR A N
P43 P28 X B i \ b5 N R T AT A6
RIWFE

JE, ARBFFALE T T B o m N 2 g\
IF R RZ O, T A P B FLX N B T 5
M, MNENE AR, AR 1 51T 4% 33 £
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7 /N EME B[R], [ AT LR A5 Wy 25 7 1 =X
IS A AL 1045 B (Tassiello et al., 2018), 4 Bl
FNEE Yo g B T ok B947 0 2 B (Martinescu et
al., 2014), I H, Zw LA r /\EME Bl fe
S B\ ERE R A BRI 2% 1 G (Grosser et al.,
2010), A M HR 37 6w \ENAT X N E B B 52
71 NERHLAL NG HE R MRl (Brady et al., 2017;
Wu, Balliet et al., 2015), MBIUT& fERE, R
N FH i T T B\ ENE AT A B AR
B, — AT E T RS Lo oIt A 2
174 (Bai et al., 2020; Martinescu et al., 2014), %
— 7 TH] XA W] 8 235 M ST S g \ 2 )
MR, AEBEGE A X A — &

6 it

B 51 R RESCCHER . 61 AT IR
(21549 MFFEAEA)BY 197 RN AE BEAT S5 4 07 72
RERITTA AT, FRATT A B (1)HRI i N Eh X g\
5 TAT A=A T AR Q)FUH A BR A H A
R 175 SRR AA 55 3 30 v A T WA, 97 T N R 5 b
PRTAT A Z I B 2K 285 (3) S 1T/ EME R P4 15
TR G\ S BB B T AT R Z A K R,
PRSI A BT N MR T AR AT A, I T RE Y 6 T
NENUGERE T BRAT R (30207 T
Fm /AN E SR TATAZ R ER, 5007
SCAEIE BEAR LA, AR5 SCAR I 85 T WA 1w /3
X\ 5L T AT S 5 e B B

i AN BMAEBR S K FHT LA B AL
LI EAET

&% 3k
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The effect of negative workplace gossip on the targets’ behaviors:
A meta-analysis based on the cognitive-affective personality system theory
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Abstract: Despite the burgeoning number of studies on negative workplace gossip (NWG), the literature
has not reached an agreement on the relationship between NWG and targets’ behavioral responses. Drawing
on the cognitive-affective personality system theory, this study proposes that targets’ perceived NWG
influences their workplace behaviors through two psychological processes (i.e., the cognitive and the
affective route) and explores the moderating role of NWG perceptions and cultural differences in the
relationship between NWG and targets’ behaviors. Based on 51 studies and 21549 employees, this meta-analysis
found a negative relationship between NWG and targets’ positive behaviors through interpersonal perception (i.e.,
the cognitive route) and targets’ affect (i.e., the affective route). Moreover, moderation analyses revealed
that when employees perceive that they have been negatively gossiped about, they will show fewer positive
behaviors, but when they perceive that they are about to be negatively gossiped about, they will show more
positive behaviors. And in the context of Eastern culture, NWG has a stronger negative influence on targets’
positive behaviors than in the context of Western culture. Theoretical implications, practical implications,
potential limitations, and future directions are also discussed.

Keywords: negative workplace gossip, cognitive-affective personality system theory, attributes of negative

workplace gossip perception, cultural differences, targets’ behaviors





