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TRENEKT, ZELEARBEERSERNOHALR, ZEREEREMAASAFAFE B L, 5t
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1 3]

TAEG R, IR RTE . HEUR B
TTARZ R AN [R] 2 0C & H W] B2 R 7 1YV AE ok
B B MEINR, EIIESER TR R,
e A — R 2 . AR N RN, (R B
PR, T NT [RDAE B8 R TR, A [R) B T B TA R s
N FFAARR o 0, XTI AR R AT 1 H SR TE
FRBYK/NE TAER], A R T AoRIE . & $idE,
ARAH Zan5G . ST MEF . AR 5T 2%
(7 — F 7 58 A [ 0 A 02 A Ak 8 AN (] s g 2
Lazarus il Folkman (1984)42 i) & F1 A FIBEA B
& (Cognitive appraisal theory of stress) R LA [H] 23X
— AL, RN B, NORR N R OB
#(Transactional model of stress), +&H T B

PR T Xk TR 7 9 8 AT ARY AR X e R Y T g B

il

Wo WA BGRB8 AR kA DGR
R RE . BN IN R IR S5 E B B AR,
HACTKEABRNR, e AHBR RN, #5Ih
A CRERE R ), 2 R BN S (Folkman
et al., 1986; Lazarus, 1991),
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WA T ZR A #E 2022 4F 5 A, ZHIEH
BEHL3E {E( Stress, appraisal, and coping )(Lazarus &
Folkman, 1984)7t Google Scholar E.#% 5| FHE: T 8
TIR . SR, [T ELSHERR RSO B, ZELe 1R
I MU AR AEAE LA R 55—, FRJTINAITA
HOIERE TL 40 AFRT, Z MM RRTRE R AT
ATEAE KA AR TR, $2 X R R
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RESEL, AT LU i R R F 5 1E 0 A AR BRE
BRSNS  HIR A i R . BT, R
EZIEIE R R R, IR R —
A S W ), i, e Ak 2 2R i
J5 37 B A] LUAR N ] T IR Le g 5y iy 4=
NIRRT AR AR R AP FE 7 I SRR A7
TESEUE TP BE &  Z BH, 4 3R 52
45 FAE 2 R

T A ARV B B e i 5 A B S
B, ABIE SRS A B B~ 4B 2% B Y SEHIE
SCERPEAT T SR, MERS . Bri 2R
IO B 1 I BUR AR SR B A, B 5k,
ABEFETEA AT NN BIE 1) EZ A,
GEH IS AR O, L BHE B A R 7 sURIG
AR IR LU, R XA B B 2 U L
FBAE N BRI TR Y 125 5 S20E SCHR Y 54T,
Ly S SODIVAE R 775 L VRS IV T =
AT S AE S N I AEAE R R, JRER I T
W dfi, B TR AT BEAY HER A e AN T
FEIT 10

ASCHMEABAE . S—, s TR JA
PR B A A% O WL SR B SR A & 5 =K, OF
AU AT N A AT L A BOA B T RE
8 TE A R OR SR K i o 50—, B T BEIE A0 NE
WSS MBI HIT5 3K, S BE— 2P e A58 3 Be R
FHRBE TS H MRS . TR L, BT
VU REAEBE, AR55 . M e B ERH
F 6 P JJIRXT 5 T TARZSEE L A5 . Bl hE
FTAR—FKBE SRR R o 72N R L, I
il BT LAA> Jy 45 A AR, AR F s B
ES A RSB NPT NS AT B UF i RS
RIS R X T 3 f o L 70 28 4 4% SR AR 1
SRR RN, 55 =, W T HEIE N Y 2k
RO T RSO & R8I, A B Tt
PRI S Y PR RN T o 7RI BB I, 5 2
B IEEN RIS AR AARTEAY . AR
SR T R Ty 3 R RCR 2 AN A
XN o fER MBS I, LI R
ORI Wi W 75 3 Ry (DTS ER 7B S I ERE S = AN |
PRI R B R R AR

2 EMAMEMREESHZOMA. NE

FMEFWUAE

FE ST HIPEAN BS 58 PR AN [ A4 32 FE 0 IR i
R FR BE N[, B T AR G e] P R X
T o BTV K 1B (stressor), f&38 4N A PR XA A 1)
FUR . YA RSN R IR B B R KT LA 1 ¥
PRI, {84774 % Ji(stress) (Lazarus & Folkman,
1984), ] LIF i, Lazarus Fl Folkman (1984)%} &
FIHE R AR S5 MR BESIR R, AR
JE 1 AR B EWRED . A AR BT R
INENPE AN, 307577 A2 T AN [R) g S0 A g
¥} B i (Elliott et al., 1994), {HAAEEKRE, EH
MAEAN —E A FED, XBRFEITHRN,
A AR E G, LA RASRBE R T X
B9 % Ji(Lazarus & Folkman, 1984), iy T 5 47433
fi A VT AR R A e T 1R 5 45 R 22 TR)
JH, Lazarus fll Folkman $2 ) T J& JIANHEM FEE,
FFEA AR FE 7 IR A HITT A A0 S A A, N
1 R, ZIEEE T “f 2 2R N AT
v 57 W £ PR 2R 532 ) > A~ A A0 o7 X6 R T R Fe
T2 A WIS 58 B g A [A) 7
2.1 ZOMR

FEIARPEM B E LT 4 MZEOMs . &
Se, FEJTOCHITEA BRI R0 0 58 A e TR
INHIPEAT (cognitive appraisal), 145 H o h 9 i F
ffr(primary appraisal) IV ¥4/t (secondary appraisal)
Wi~id F2(Lazarus & Folkman, 1984), TERJHITFH
BB, ARSI R EOR A U S 2 KRR b2y
X H L A RGP LR 3 AP S AL, R
To KW (irrelevant), R PH—FHK 1 (benign-positive)
U I PE R (stressful) o Hidp, e S PEPE0Y AT 20
O A5 E I 2 (harm/loss), B (threat) F 3k &%
(challenge). FERZITN BB, MEASIEALE 1 $
PRI FRAE, 25 IR R X T AT AT Y . WEAE R
X7 ZEn] Lk BIWOHHAUR T REd: . DIk A CBE
WA Wiz F A — G SR W B T 171 (Folkman et al.,
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1986; Lazarus & Folkman, 1984), YR g4 #5 B %t
A & nl AR PR, s T AN a0 4] B2 X (cope)
FEFE o Xt TR IR BT 1 & A IRT,
TS WA N ZE A —E R KA,
A e A2 R B R A 1 o SR By g FH A e 3 X 2 IR
FIEGE—4510 . TS BARITIRX —(m i,

HR, A HIPEAN B 8 & T &2 oA A F
M B9 R T3R5 [K 2 (Lazarus & Folkman, 1984),
AN PR 2R 5 A A VR ) B AR, 2 T R A
SR 25 RN RN R 5% )y, BART E, MEAR &R
£ 35 7K 35 (commitment) Fl {5 /& (belief) . 7K 5 B IR
B AFEA R E A B LW, FENR
TR ERFFE AL WE L, ZFILFFm
T AN R IR B VAL IR X . BBk, [ — >4
FEATR R A5 B N 0 PRAs R0 B B AN AR R], 156
TEHE RS A AT W E RN R, EREEATL
NS A R R P A f R B K S R AP
(novelty) . T 71 ¥k (predictability) F1 A4S #f & ¥
(uncertainty), LA BT A]F) %38 M (imminence) . £
AN (duration) FIUAH %E 14 (temporal uncertainty)#4R
SRV AR, BRTE, HERES
AR A B AR, e [R5 A~ A6 R TR A IA
FIPEA (Lazarus & Folkman, 1984),

[RY s, e AT B I8 338 T A4 A B X
FEIERAT R Ko MR R 25 R 2
R H 5 S 3 o I AR A AR A LR
14 4B A/ 5 PR e SR AR S A RN AT S %% 07
(Folkman et al., 1986, p.993), 4/ PEAL 25
RUIE SRS B B EAk, B OSSR ER
R0 B 1 PR S AR B, TR T RE SR BOR A1
2 1) v % 77 20 (emotion-focused coping), 1] i fd
FHTERE | B . WPEvE T RN, ISR
R IR s kAR, WY LG i F S e
AN SR, AN AT AT RE R B R A [n) 1 18 %
7 (problem-focused coping), iz & & #7 & X ]
B AR % . AR A Rl g X A 2
HEAT 1455 (Lazarus & Folkman, 1984), P& X}
J5 B0 TR R T IE XA AR fa S, IF o
WZ gy, WARRZIEBIB A, (KRBT ASF AN S5
XA S B AS [R) B2 0 (Folkman, 1982), 7 2
Fe iy, DA bR 0 4325 O 2R BE 0 JE E WA

S PR R AR E AR IR R AR e AT TR TR 2K,

B E L RSN Si

wJE, EAREFANGERTT LG 3 2K, 4
IRAt 2 TIBE . RS # TR A0 R K A4 f B (Lazarus &
Folkman, 1984), #:2:TjfE(social functioning) &>
WRIEAT H AR I 2. AN AT 7 i 1E
Ab 3R 7 223 5 e LA AR A s T g o K
i1 % (morale) X & T /MA Ml & i A C 10 5i 18,
RIAN A 22 5 i 97 5 77 A= 18 FEURR R TS R 1 1 TR A
Bro BRICZAN, HeJyik ml R 2 A ok 4 Ak,
7 5 i) K 4R £ )3 (somatic health) . AN [f] (14 5 %t
7 a7 A AN R 45 SR, 9] 20 3 o S e B A
IS s 3 AT R 23 1 SR Ad K-, 38 5 AR X
TIN5 A K-

SRS, RS B8 e A2
FE IR 5 A 5 R AN 2 R AR AL T B ARYE, A
T B Ay A X R AR B D, R R AMAE AN )
B R X 2o TE PR SR 9 5 K S R T,
HA 1 LR, AP B TE 7 AR ARG
2R
22 MEAFK

SEUEAMFFE v E R P ) 25 8] A 5 0 R A
P BRI A AR MR A ) i P
R, WL APIRSE, KR IS R R AR AT
SUL T HAEEAEAT I A, AR ST I ) 9K
RVEH . <PREE/BEAFE R | <R ) /15 24
YRR A5 o Dhepk it/ B PEPEAN " 0, A BT
KU — S A ), B aneiRilhy XX ()
TEOMELA T IR, BEAS RSB TAE B AR 7 > (& 0
TRPEPEAY), “IRkh XX (R I) T EASE MR, #5 B
PRIZITAE HARG?” G PR EPPT) (Webster et
al., 2011) WA BT R M 2800 i LTI &, B0
IR XX (R 2 B R Y A 5/ 2 55 R
R AE (BB PEPEA), “BIN T XX (FJiR)
AE A% 1 T AR A5 2 A A A AT /o FR AR I 57 I (R
MERIBL 2S5 (D PR IE ) (Drach-Zahavy &
Erez, 2002; Mitchell et al., 2019; Peeters et al., 2020),
Xof <R A5 [l 175 2 ) %oy 20 6 5 2 250, B
FP G TR T A &R Rk, #5225
H R HEAT T 2 (Parker et al., 2012), 40, “Fosx
HTAERAE RS, ER®RFHAR
1B Gl 3R A ) B X ); <FRILT- D45
5ITAEH A (I 2R A 25 1 X o

Dy —ZOIPARE M EAS TR, R E
o H A AR 4R AT RAE . AREXT Jy X i, 7T
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DI TAER A . B30T 9 55 R A0 R A5 ]
B B2 %] 75 2 (Mitchell et al., 2019; 3K4E 45, 2020);
T 00 O 4% PRIAE A7 4 o A SR AE SR AR IS 45 1Y
W Xt 77 3 (Andel et al., 2019; Trougakos et al.,
2020). AN DT SO TR Z gy, SSUEDFR
TR, FEIR T EARRIFE B0, aR s
NTREINSZERM R, B4 B EZ L
TR MY, QLT SO HISAE TAES b iy
SEBRRFH, TR i i i B 5 A . R
AT g S0 B 22 AT SRAE U TE a4
23 FWHAE

FE TN PE A B8 B A2 0 W s B B, R
IR A B R I B R G R B C R . Lhanw)
KA AR FAEN AR 7 INENPEH R0 WL X 7
HKBMKER? XTI R R R? Xk
7] R 45 5 Se Ao iy e o A AENTT L 4%
HoNE . ARSCEIRY LIRS Aok, JE T i EH
R R, 5 5 Har, BEAERMZO A
X FH 7 B
231 HMIRFENSRETENHEXR

Y FTF 5T 04 B AR AN 1) 56 R AL
JFAR— —FHm, FE2URIFEARX XA T
B, BB AT — A S AR SRAE AN AT T U 1 TA
FPEH 3 7 (Lee et al, 2018; Liu et al., 2021,
Mackey et al., 2019; McMillan et al., 2004), %5 —J7
T, —SeWFEx —E AT T X Hoh, ARFSTIA
AR B TR BTN Z i, MR
FIRE IR S B BRI FMK, A aik—PFEA
CLRETS A % X IE J1 6 (Goh et al., 2010), AW
RO RGN T e & £ TR Z hi, A
SEHIWr B O X F TR B N X e 8 R R R
%5 B O AHEM|FE K R (Lazarus & Folkman, 1987),
AN ZF R F A Z LN, RS R
S MR R AR A 11 72 (Barber et al., 2014), X
S AR R T RIS B W A T =&
K&, HERAT R~ RE N a . Lk
I+, Lazarus F1 Folkman (1984)5& 1, SIRF P4
PEAN 3t 2 4390 i 48 R <RI 0 R B 1FAN, (H 2
ZEIF TR Z 5y WYL, ZH B
IR R RS E OC R, AR A EET B
(Lazarus, 2006; Sembada et al., 2016), #JZ% I EE
A DATE R AT 2 10, ] DA Z )5, nl L
S5WRFAFHr [F i % 4 (Lazarus & Folkman, 1987),

BT R BN PP AR, R A A ] g et
FES . BATIA N, WF5E b W) B RE 0T ZT A0 Fi
WM 1 K R R B PT BAR B s, #
SRR IR A B R OC R BRI S T B
LTV B I, T LU A BT B T IR AT AN
R A SR R T I X VR R 114 ) B O R O &R
AW, T DL IR BTN & TR Z 005 45
AR & A, WAL LK 3 3F80 2SR, aniRAY
87z SR PN FN AN SR, ] LUK —E
— AR
232 ANFMEMERMAFXHER

INFTAR 55 X 7 X 26 R 78 DA 52 ik
AL, FEMNETAEB LS, RATA
AP, — 5, A2 A RN
[) B S AE O G A A v b AT AT BB R Ak S R AR
o BN, BT 2 2% R I JEE AT A i
FEXF A A B FE MR, T AS 25 B8 %y s AE T
AW IE BB RS X ST R, BV IR
S T AMREY X 1 R (Xie et al., 2019), 5 —75
T, — e AR A R R T T
VRG] &AL, it B o A ] sl Bk A 3R T . [l RESE
Tk —i g, A SR A 2 A A A T
BN, A 2 A A DA 38 a5 i Ry iy =k
T 52 W S AR 45 SR CRLBUT. 45, 2019), X 5 B0
SR — 3 WA R T s 4 )
TR o DA P X ARG SR RS, SR RE S
SR BUA T B R X 7R, 0] LA 55 g PR A
BT (Andel et al., 2019), X &—FEE
AT A FH I, AT DA A ek I 6t D7 207 A 5 el
HIEM B E 2 . AR, DAETFSE R
SEWFSE I) A AR AN 5 A B 56 2, AT
fi et T 2R O 3 el s R Y R
— B JTHE A B A AR e R,
U FE77 M R DT 445 SR 25 B2 g 17 % 5 i 1k
F#(Lazarus & Folkman, 1984, 1987), A 1Ik W, [
B2 AN PE A AR X 2, I S <A HTE
T R AR X, 3 5 A A b SR X — 3B
AT AP B AR . MR, PRI AT T
DL BRI S 0] B R B T B R o A (R I
J 3 5388 3k DA R A % Sk A AR 4 5
AT LA pE oA — g AR R R R R E o DT
X 7 XA P 2545 S, D) 5 B[] B 2% %
INFITEA AR 3 2
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233 MMAXNELERMXZR

VIR 5% B X 7 25 25 R 0 2 R A AR Y
AR EK o A 2 A R RN B 1 TR 4R
WA, A A R 7 2R WA S AR &5 SR (McCarthy et
al., 2019; Mitchell et al., 2019), XJ T [{]— & /1,
AR T FET AR, WA ¥EIFAX
Gy 3, DATETRE 2R 00 75 AR 7R 6] T 2 SR 4
255 LB 25 #8919, Courtright 25(2014) 45 1% 4%
FEE AR S A AR X & J Pk R =, R —Fh
JI B BB XS AT s Webster %5 (2011)TA N 5 45 FE
U L A Y TR B R, G FE B R
AMABEAFESRIRAS . [FIRE, B IR R R nT AN
AR Xt IR 3K, AT LR PR N X R A
JRUS YA B R (Beeler et al., 2020; Zychlinski et
al., 2021). Bk, R F]—Z8f 0] LA AS A s =X,
ZHUE BT BE T LB MR, ] LUE R RN X S
MR, ST, ASHIFSE AE B3 1 AN 3
W R S, AT SR x5 g . 3
S, AT BN R EEAE A, AW AR
BRSO S, X AR BIF ST 2 60 ] B
N X7 A A5 AR T TR

gE LAk, HE 20000 FE 1IN PR A B e
T A R A O AR, AR5 R R B R (R R SR
R FEIE 40 YRR R, DA T A
DSBS AT T RE SR EIEH . X
A R BIE K REA T Bt BN, ET
FES B A B BE R L, {HtnT BE S B Ay iR
Mo #ET R, AR ARG T E SN AT 3
WY H S S N H =X, B I3 9 e N Y
LR, IR BRI

3 ENAFEMERWEAGSE

WA BEFEXT 7 I EN P BRE 1 0 37 5% T
AN, BTN A M E, XE—ERE LA
T X2 AR N T FRA R . T RS
JEE 7R JE T HTAN B 0 0 I B0, A58 % 1
FHIZ IR i B 5 0] LAY SEAIE SO T T RGEAG
BB H . BE 2022 4 5 H, Ll“cognitive
appraisal theory of stress”, “transactional model of
stress”, “transactional stress theory”, “transactional
theory of stress”, “H JItAITEAN BRI FlH 1 B
BB Ry [ 44 B G B ] FE Web of Science .
EBSCO. Wiley. PsycINFO FHEZHIN . 574K

PEEEAT TR R . AUFFEEIGLAT 3 AR %A
FEE R AT 0 0k LU 8 35 A SRk (1) B
1555 A £ R T B0 B 0, WFSEREA Ry —
WG T, AR B (2) BIEfRAE DU
FIAAIPEAN BRI B T 28 B A S B FE A 9 S
WERFE . (3) MR HES = REL AT Fehf
AR — i B AN 125 B SCEkOL B % Sk
bR 9 SCR) o ARG ST A SCRR Y B & S5 0, A
WFIT R, FE NP B B 0 T 3 i R
DLIA ST M 3 7 i 8 R 0 RN 45 3R 22 1) 9 06 &R
(A 2 FrR),

AR 5% 2 IR Sonnentag Fll Frese (2003) 1 fif i,
B U5y T 6 25, Sonnentag il Frese 7 1] i
DIVA: S R 58 O e mll b, 254 2R f R 1R
R R A B IR . AT 55 R R . MR R
R WAL E IR . EREAENIR. R
JIPEAR S AR AR HEE TR . iR R A A
PEA BEIS MR BE R R R, ARBEIEIF R R BE S
PEAR B B T AR HE R U8, PR 25 T X m
AR, TR 6 2. TR 6
25 FE 7 U5 A0 e 388 5 DA PN Ao AR R R B TG TAR
BEE ATH BOEFEMTE-REXLR, K, T
VEZS BEFAT I ARIL T AN 52 R 1IR3 T J5 10 B
FAT RN, F Bl TR S22 5 B O R
A DK R S R A i R 2R A R AR - G R N
R T At TR A R .

31 HABEEHEMZIE

AR IR TS AR AR SRR IE 1Y
SRFERE, BN AR SHREOR L SR SRR
WdE, — s, ABENEEA LR
XELLRESR, 2 {8 AR B 5 BB A= BN IS (McGonagle
etal., 2015), & —J7 T S WA BRI R PEM,
TR AZ B R IEXT A BRIz R, S —
R R PE AR, AE A PR B0 B R R AT 4R
ik, A BRI RSP (Barber et al., 2014), A HE
FEITEAAIATI T AR 5 O, 2 1™
AW TAESBERAT N . TAES I, .
AL AR, B ERET R R TR T &
SR, EE N B AR B k2
SxBEAR G TSN TAERE Ju, o JH dole ) AR s 15 34
%, RIKAAEME T B (McGonagle et al., 2015), Bf
R, W™= TR 5 T A TAE T 238
B E AR T . LT AR, TAEE s
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EHE
EBENE = HEENE ERNBER
- BAER -GS A TiESE B
- B - SR E - YR o
- THizS - IR - TAEEA -
- B - AT - TAEHAS - 4R
SERTAZ - RARSR - THE%S - BURIE R %
EEEHE - B S - TAEW R - A A
- BB FE S - R4 - BT - eSS
- BOSE S - RIS TiEFTH - BRI
- HEER - SR HTHR - (LR - THREE
- TARER - TR HIBUER - T - LR
- THERA - AR BRI - BTN - DYBHE
- Tt -EE N -HBVARATH - DR
- BT - bz Baps |\ | CLEEERS -
- THETHHE - R -%%majﬁ>-ﬂﬁ%ﬁ - RE R
- B FRAE - B EE - B - RCHIFTH - BrAERR
ESEE - ASE0A -WEATH - BB G RL T
- RAWUES N - RAEF=ATH THE-REXER
STHEEEE - SO - ABRRMXHE Tk gpEm
SBAIRES - OB - EHSUREEATR - TH- REE%
SO THRE - AT N - REEE
SERERTAEER - BEARCHIT Y - FE55 /A TS0
- RIBYETARZSR - BRAE S - RIE N BIEPESTE
fafa [k HiE - Bk Btxt% - Ol
- fa it - REARSTHIGH - ki
- fh B 1R - Yt
- f e - THERZ 2% - 1Bk
-BWEAR - RIBHEDRR
- il g EAEGENE
- THE- REEMZE - HSUVER
b3
- FrEsE
- BOAEHE
- B A
- {5 BEIREA
- 2 3 SR

B2 FRIJPARITAY B AR R TR IR . R ) X B4

i 5 (Perez-Floriano & Gonzalez, 2019), A ¥ & )
PEEE R RESR A TAES BT, Bl ek A RIEA T
G, 658 2% 1 B G T A 15 A0 2 B AT 53 T 00 BRI
45417 (Barber et al., 2014),
3.2 EEEHERBFME

55 K 1R 5 58 BT AR 55 B IR 0 2,
BHASG, A48 PAT A 55 5 A o v o ) e ) g
BT S ARG o AR5 IR ok A2
SR 5L T AT 55 TR, 2 HE 5 51 T ) IR
i JHL 7= A= A0 B A9 25 AT O (Wang, Xia et al.,
2021; ZEIEZR, FRARFR, 2021; JREHE, 2022), —
D7 E, HEUE HBER A T AE R I ) YR AT fE 2
A% A TAE DLk BB R i Gak B Aw, (5 TARMS
HAEY, Far . B8 A SE S TAEA 7T ke

BAHR | 5 FH AN (Trang & Nastjuk, 2021; ERE%E
S, 2021, XERE RS . SRUET . TAE
B AR 5E G 16 TAE tp 2 LUk 42 9 (McGonagle et
al., 2015; Mitchell et al., 2019; Junker et al., 2021;
Kronenwett & Rigotti, 2020; Ng et al., 2021; Syed,
Naseer, & Bouckenooghe, 2021; Z=#k 5%, 2018),
TAMT T, XS SR AT S g S RACRR i T B
TRITME, XERFEFRMES LR, 52
FABL, ERAR T AR G AT AR ST 0 R R R
P IR, {3 Webster (20115 R EAIE
SR 5T 1 26 AR B R B PR RE AR, B TR T
VETE R BERRAIG, PR R 8 , o) — Dy T, A ZU%)
DUTRRSE 1Y AR SR 23 i 2 B g, 9
AR TR . BPEEE R AR AR Ay Stk AT
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PN 7518 (Brown et al., 2014; Galluch et al., 2015;
Wu et al., 2021; Yu et al., 2018), HLFHE{: 7] GE%
mEHFEZE, il TERS B AFEBRS
(Brown et al., 2014),
33 ABEHNENEIN

AR IR S 0T RH 0 TAE M atdoe, @
HRTR TS TAEMAHAIGE, XA 2
1R B T R IR S B, 307 57 A g X
55, W R A PR S AR 1 A R T TR
WHE M T A E A EBSE (Beeler et
al., 2020; McGonagle et al., 2015; Wang, Huang et
al., 2021; Webster et al., 2011), 52 EM, fA ot
R AL L TURHN Y T AERE 71 (McGonagle et al.,
2015), R MA ORI S SE R TIE%
FEUR . TAEWEEEREAL. BIREEE, R
185 53 T 1 B0 B 4R 5] 5 (Webster et al., 2011), 54k,
BTN 8 B I SR 51 T A B e
PRI TAEM @I, BRI BER B 5K
W HETH AR A EL BB, (HX — AR VG ELR 2S£ 34 5% 5L
A R S, AR I R R UK AR,
[ Bk 225 B JEE 18 9 (Sim & Leee, 2018) B T Lk %
UL, TR TR A 6 5 A ZUE RN (R
ANVETE 2 2 #6607 U8 5% i 53 T (Wang, Xu
etal., 2021),
3.4 HEEHREFME

MR TIR EBE A R TR ABRZEME, B
TAESIETAEMIRG S, —rim, TIESIHt
SEEW XA ERT, 59% . FFEmME P
HERAREATREL 0 LA R E 1. B, SRAE
R T EE: B9, R FURAT N T Be gk 5 T
N J1 K Y (Zhang et al., 2021; Zhang et al.,
2022), flhn, 53 TEGAIRSS: A ARG B TS AR
RELRSH P R T, o T o2 X 40 1 4L 40N R AT R (L,
Ye, & Zhang, 2018), %#4b, 447 M2 i T
M EEA SRR, —SS ST RSN T
FPHAR M R R, S EUR TATER N, tanE
JE45 P (He et al., 2021; Mawritz et al., 2014; Xu et
al., 2019). FH| %45 T (Syed, Naseer, Akhtar et al.,
2021). BYIRAY45 S (Ahmad et al., 2022; Syed et al.,
2022). 405 A SCHIFT 4 (Kabat-Farr et al., 2019;
Shin & Hur, 2020)55 . 53 — 264505347 5 W BA 3L T)
SIVER, A T 2[R A BN R T A B g o 91
AR RIA S (Xu et al., 2021), ZAFIL S (Guo et

al., 2018; Ni, 2020; K, Bi$7, 2021), GFX T
J& S BB R (R AE 45, 2020) R4S R B AL A
WG L0, #AEP, 2021)% . Hik, T1/E%
Py Buh . M8k . B . 6 8ok
AT R g\ DA F2 0k A ) g0 s PR 23 5 ]
KT ST . BR 2B IR R WX SE R
SERIEWAE L, SO T ARG e . B
AT R FIABRAS 2%} #5455 (Jahanzeb & Fatima, 2018;
Jiang et al., 2020; Rosen et al., 2021; Venz &
Nesher Shoshan, 2022; Webster et al., 2018), Tfij H.
2520 H R BE T B (Arefin et al., 2020), H175 #f
FEUEWT A T 0T BE 2B X 6 M R ), R
07 X L AR A5 1E T8 45 S (Majeed & Naseer, 2019).
BJa, BB A SCWIAT s it 2 i 7 TR AR
BT YO SRR (Armold & Walsh, 2015), 75—
DT, RBE N R RO A TR R AR
FIEA SCHAAT S B G2 2 B 57 7T BEAS 2 30 3 S it
&, AH SR AR I, O A R
I3, MELL BT AR, TAEGUSB S TR
(Lim & Tai, 2014),
3.5 BRMMENRRIZ M

RO 77 185 A4 A HE O BOIR R oK > & T A
K, RWET BTN Y AT WL AE 2R P Y 4 A0
(Sonnentag & Frese, 2003). T A/EA % 42 Al
RO IR, 207 5 T TR R TARR R &
T AEFRE I 00 P P B B Y T AE AR 22 14 (Shoss,
2017; Teng et al., 2019; FHArHk, SR, 2021).
A WFFER B TAEA L 2o 1 98 51 T R s 7 A
i 2= A= S AT A (Jordan et al., 2002), A5 5
FWL AN A O BB A RN XX — T IR,
Al BER U AT I 8 T AR, IR AT R
OB 45, 2019) BR 138 53 T, iS22
AR o A T A A B BN, S
AR R . FRe e X, R I E &
JEAEPRERL . WFFERW], SR Pk AR B T AE Y i 45
SR TAERA, AT RE{H ™ A A 25 FE(Courtright
et al., 2014),
3.6 EXERENENZIG

R T IR 48 5 3 R i A 23 R
HAFA, BIATHERErs . BURSHF . SR RE
R T SR . Al TG 1 ZH 21 H5 55 (Paustian-
Underdahl et al., 2017; Schilbach et al., 2022; Shah
et al., 2020). fELZN, B TR UL H ) Ji
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+ S T AT P 2 5 e At AT TR AR B A T
M, SET S L TR YR TR N R R
J&(Chen & Tang, 2021; Rafferty & Griffin, 2006).
TELLUIN, — 238 5L R A HPEAN BEIS i
T AR R R TR S0, R R R A Y A
W = FEZEN AT M, Fl, Fu %2021)
AR S0 (7 40 KT . 398 R R 4 T
JEE 2 ol 5% U 0 8 v 0 R DR R R R 1 4 2
N, TR OBATAE, JEmdH TAESR A
M TAEGREAR, RS = A E A . 5l
M, Liv FQO21)INHER 2B TIHEES,
B TAHMELLLTE, REMU T T . BRItk A,
15 BB TR AR A SRR 2 R R A S i 51 TR
PR T e 3B 9 T X, % AR B s R R
O T2 TR AZ B TAR R B R, 255 B AFE
YR A (Pfliigner et al., 2021; Reinke & Ohly, 2021;
Srivastava et al., 2015),

3443 IRV B N T 5, A
9% & B TN BES W e kAR B . AT
% fat, #ha . B RE KFHE 6 R IR
AMARRm, BAAREAMRRE ) . (2, #hieA
B ARTRIL 6 Ff R 3 U XA A 25 S 1 52 ma )L o)
AN, A5 T B B AT IR

4 EMAREMEEHNAAR

AW T AHIESCHR, AT LA
FE A AIPE M B 0 0 2. EARE R,
H T RTINS A B WA R IR FOTAN
IR GATHr TR 2Z (0] 56 R 1 B HEZR, DI RR R
Joj FH 2% BRI i 32 R E B 5 I R AR &, N
FREHME, ABIERE 5 BIABIRIEN . K
DA 1N AT B A RE A B % B S A 8 O X, B
A BAFW
4.1 XTFNEENMEAFR

WIGATH R Y I R <R Z 25 T R R H
T BAERREARR? DMarFprX7 » fiB LU SC
wk B, P LT 2o AR NP4 5 ) R 2R AN O
T A AT LA AR 9 %R0 e PE A B4 182 O = (el 3
). BRI, PRl LLIX 4 45 R0 S
FuR YU AL PSS ORI M INS I A [
4.1.1 FREMIE

VAAE IS8 R0 20T A 3ak A8 14 28 52 AT LA 43
ZE A SRR . W GT AN 0 25 LR H5 K )

%30 %5
AMERE
IR E
I Y o> IS > LR

MBI LA

3 WYAT A R B

TN IS SRR R & TR . R JTIAMIEM
FISHE B T =R S HIE M 1 25 R, B E /B
&L B FIPRER (AN 1 FR) . M EARKIEN E
W E IR O 2 454 R B T I ), i
PR B AR R IR R A, MR
BL2s it o0 R IR ATH ARG . R, 22 AT o6
B 2o 2 JEUBP (OLFR Sy BELAR ) o i 2k g 2%
PN T o B PP 248 A A A S R 0 R L
ok, HBH®E A BbR; PesEITN R4
N B O Re s iR TR, I Ho 4 7 U8 B Rh
T TAE BAr. KRR FRNE, HEHITENE
Z 5 AR, PRk TN T 2 5 RS
FH 2% (Rice & Busby, 2022; Rice & Day, 2022;
Zhang & Parker, 2022; WiHite, D424, 2021),
Scheuer %£(2016) 4 BLHE P 2388 AR89 T
YEBOA, BELAS P PPAN I 5] B 5 3 MAFESS o BR
Bz o, FEATH—25 K PR A S5 T
YEWE B R, YT 5 A G ERMA LA RITH;
T PEVTAN 2 B A AR I B BE RN, 1Yo B U
B, AT 255 AR N SO AT R AR R AT,
5 AT fiE 77 A= i BE ) B (Lepine et al., 2016;
Mackey & Perrewé, 2019; Mitchell et al., 2019;
Naseer et al., 2020; Webster et al., 2011), 5 5 &,
SR &5 S W 55 2 e A AR v 0 R o ) T IR
IR 25, IEARIEITAN &5 R it — 2 H 54~
AR XF e R ) SR o

®1 NRFNERREFERBR
IESRIREE S FEHEE
DiE AR EITAY T2 S AR Ol TR B e 9 S D 17 58

SR A BELARE R A R T 7 A A A R Y
PEVEH Tt 8E
PEAAE A FAT Wt N 7E R AL i 0 1 55
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WIATHr 033 BB 6 7R R HE T i R h 25
FEA RN IR B A T AR, RN )
Pra RN AR i TR D X — R TE
WIRE IR S5 4R RN, BT R I ATEAN
PSS VL] R SR 2 5| R MR T AR, 5T
ORI AR . — T, AT L R BRI b1 XS
FE PRI PP . B0, Mao %(2019)42 1 T 4E
YA SCHIAT AR R R i 25 |k TR T AT
M, AR TR SO AT AN . TAESTRCRZH
O RAT A o I3 — T, AR AT LA [E]
W53 X R TR B AN RPN SR EE S5 (2020) 7E 18 18
ST SAER X B T a0 3] S04 RS, £
HR AT R SR B SR A 25 | K T B PTARY
R I 3 8 TAEAT s g & 5 TR BELAG-E
VRO, (S Hh TR R A TAE IR A5 AT .
MEZ, RSB S TER L H RIR )
PPN AR, RIS B 5 i §2 S ) 9 0F ik
R, TR UE S IR A B
412 MEENIRPZMWEER

WIDRAT AN 32 T 1 52 00 PR 3R A 435 A 4 1 B2 7
ANTIT o — 5 T, AU BRI 23 5 e A A Y
VAP 1L FE (Debus et al., 2015), 7£4T 7 M,
TR B e T AN A B s 7 SRR RE T, T LA
PRI A AR 50 32 e 7R 19 171 T8I S22 10 (Charney, 2004),
MGRE I AE R R IR, S R TR
ROSUE R R AA AR B, B2 LB A7
PEAG, PRS2 5 A PR B T AN, AN B
RELAS M TF My (Mtchell et al., 2019), HIMIEEH
T35 518 B H FRLEEF A F A2 1 (Snyder, 1974;
Wang, Kim et al., 2021), HFELEESH MRS H
B AR A CRAT O LIS AR A SR, B D
ol TR X4 2 RN A TE BR S b, TRz B
JE 8K (Li, Ye, & Zhang, 2018; Xie et al.,
2019). FZEAL, AR F B AMS  £x T
i3 857 25 T g B PP (N, 2020) . ZEINEI T
T, PR SRE IR S  TAN R B B fig TR ) RE T
FR BT, 2 5 MR W) 9 0F- o i 19 B PR R (Nauta
et al., 2010; Thompson & Gomez, 2014), Z%| T L)
AR R ROCTE . MR RY], — Mk A FR A ER %
FAIE 7 B F0RE AR 2 e AR 18 X 7 Y A B
B WU PR . JRRTE T A FRALRE B 1
AA AN B ZOR, X B & & e 715 O
PR T B 25 2 4 B 455 B2 SR A0 A P G v i Al BEL 85 1

(Li, Chen, & Lai, 2018), 52 Ml BEIFIAN AL
1 Al BEAS AR TE A A R T IR B Pk A, )
B} 1) 55 BHL AP 34 (Cash & Gardner, 2011; Florian,
1995; Sessions et al., 2020),

Jy—Jr i, 1E 5T R R4 R AR Y
i, fEARTH®E TEMNEZENE, S5
P 430 AU Xt 01 T A0 ST A AR 1Y 52 i RS 7T 22
Mo Flan, R ARG LK A SRR, FRE
ML LG TIE, T JEX U5 r#f3
Tk g A4S 00 T AR T R B, TR S ) A
SRR, DT SR PR R 1 R T R B R I
B, [ B 0 555 BEL A 1 R U %o BEL Ak A Y
R (LePine et al., 2016), 8 fR1450 S ffi 5 T 1 %}
BT SR 7 s B 25 0 A0 B P i A BEL A
PEPEA (Liu et al., 2022), 73 5k, [R5 HA R AL A 520
AT G R, BEAR 01 X AR S E o €
B9 R 78R, s > HAR 45 47 4 (Cheng et al.,
2021), FEHLUZ T, HEUZFF(Neves et al., 2018),
% 545 [l (Paskvan et al., 2016)Z #5234 55 51 T %)
AR N ORTEE QNS

WL L B AT LU A B, — 7T, FIREN
FA) 435 SR O A0 3 A SO v L i g T ) Y 1A 1) 5
Wal, DX AE TR 15 K 0 T A 25 IR AT AR
R, AT R A T T R W A5 5, 52
it S A X fRi B, PRI Sz . Sy — 7
8T, A PR 3R RIS 158 PR 3% T 23 52 Ml AN AR 19 ) R0 T
it 2, (EIE5REEZWHXTRE D, KR
T e itt— A I
42 XTFRFFNMEAFN

DB AT 32 B G 2 114 ] R < (o %o 1 7 96 3%
REMB T 27 7, JLPEA 45 3R 2 5 S A 1 18 X6
Ko ERGAFN S BT, MEFEZIEH DY
KA 2T R IR, LA KGR S8 T RS Ik
FITHALS SR A T RedE . B, IRBOFH I B 2
ARXT B B N X BE R ITAL . AR DA R IR,
RGN 19 52 i R 2R AT LA 43S AR R 58 B AT
(A& 4 fiR).

421 MEEZE

AR E PO T R IR A O Re A
A7 o RBRATAN 1Y SSHEAE T AXT B B 7 XV BE 1Y)
NGRS = RSN Vo b s =Y R A R Sy R}
BB PE FI R N BARTT R, AR A EE
T FIIA IR T LAAE S 13 %o V5 BE I R AF . TEAR TR
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o530 %

OGNEES
ESREE

S Y > T 7
REIFFHTA
4 WYGTH TR B

ThT, 5T A R AT DA R AT HC ) 5 R T A 37 i T g U
BT AR I, DT I 55 12 1 0 IR0 sl . s 2
A5 5 B 8 25 A AE B B2 M (Sliter et al., 2014), 7ETA
T, RO HRVPAY O BT A R M AT LA
R G TR R X RE . B0 B FRIPAN & A AT
FE IR PEA S B, T A AR 5 E N SCEAA T
%0 HE L B 3 TR B9 B 0 (Lim & Tai,
2014), CrEBEA R A TN A O Al LA R08 X
FE R, BE S KRR He B0 IO iy B3 )
S5 E (Liu, 2021; Majeed & Naseer, 2019).
HZ A, 0 BT A AR 35 38 N fig
P R 1 B3 T T X MRS e I 2 55 3 3 R i
X—AE O, BT A B 2 #E 9B (Jiang et al.,
2020), A 1F R AT IE A&t 23 00 B B 08 4T
WEBEA B N AL A9 PE A (Jahanzeb et al., 2020; Lee
et al., 2020; Pfliigner et al., 2021),
42.2 BEEZE

155 58 PR 2R 5 A < Oof T I D BN AR B R
FRREMAT 2. BT R R BMARE AN A AT
ARG, PRI 52 M)A BB X 5 BE A8 1A
(Lazarus & Folkman, 1984). 52 it T78 T1E
JIT Y BLHRAE B R, XA BURIR R —E
M ECRE ST o R, 0 B TR A A B R B
M) 53 T X P BE VPR Y BRI R o DL T 8
SREME AN BY A C X DI, A B Y 4
SSRGS OC R, WX H B X T B A T R
W B PFEAl (Hackney et al., 2018; iKAE:F, AT,
2021). LATERFSER, k) RATS AL 2 58 T
JE B A7 25 S nE, SR RE SR T R SR AL B, fdi
ARAE B O AT A g IR Sy, DT 1 555 BEL A P P Al
T 45 B3 1) 17 1] 5% 1 (LePine et al., 2016), 254
50 IR R 3 15 UK 2R G A B T X T ) R
TGS, o T B TSR A e IR O ik,

o 53 TR B 6T 0 RE A BE B A TTAN, AT )
555 JB0 2 O SCRA AT SR % B3 T 0 AR R L 5
(Arnold & Walsh, 2015),

WU B LA L, MAERRET R
TH SR BATAG B, RN R R E T 0T
AL ARAT B AR B WX R R ITAL 05 o o~ T 4R B
B R o PR A B AR AT AR, T LASE A B AN
PRI A 3 PRI 3, DA TG B 4 1T 3l S B YR G 1A o
(b A
43 XTRMHEAAFR

o7 XoF 2 AN AR S A B B R Y Y/ AR
TR BIIA AR T R %% 1 (Lazarus & Folkman,
1984), 4% B JAFIIE A LS I 22 SHE SR, A4
AT LR FH SR 5[] AU SR FE 1% & 19 1 %o Jr =, X
2 BRSBTS An il 5 B s,
Lazarus & Folkman, 1984), 4/MATA Ky R 7 AT
2, HEaS o LB BAG0E . g el Bk ik
PR B FREE I, 1) TR PR AR TR 1 %o 7 2.
BN, 25 EE R AR AT R, TR DR
TEIHAB R S R S5IZE o 2 R TR R ST IRAN T
=, B COHMER SR AN R IR, M ) TR A R
FEIE R X =, BN, M FBER T, AT
Tk A e, (0 AT L BE 4 ) G s AR LA
MR 2 o AR RIS 3 1 ol R %o R 1) L Ak
MHAT TIRE

ARV LT

RGNS

=

5 xR R

4.3.1 BRE TR

TR 1) 7 % =X B R ek AR A T A
R IR 2w, BE AT LM AR ATF, %% ks
SRR IR ZR, el LA A T, =T
A & X 7 TR B RE 1 (Kahn et al., 1964), 76 TAE
Ylir, AR — T AT DA i AU ORI B AR R R,
FAAR R S U BB AR B . Kahn Z5(1964)85 Hifk
S8 1) FRBE A R X MG, Eh AR IR BREIOR | B
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5 BEIR AR (H R Dy 0 TAL TAH S IR, XF
G HEAT A AR AR T LA SR AR, R b 3k 15
BAE TAEG T AE W o o5 —J7E, MSMEEAT L
2T B B 58 7 T TE A R N X R YR . Kahn %
(1964)¥ HFRZ ot ] B FR A4 R X 5w o a0, £
TAEGIT, ST 1 MR B Bk nl 5 2 A (5
THIm TAEHA, BREGiBRLUIEH B C
(Mitchell et al., 2019; 5KHE 4%, 2020), 523,
A T I 1) 22 J 1k Pk R B SR 4 AN W2 20 B
A LIS A, 3K AT RE 42 M ke 41 X 4k
W% RN & Jre iy A, NS i TAE 4% A (Courtright
etal., 2014), AEAE2S)R 1, HXTHT RN, MAT
XTSRS A Bt in s e, (H AT DLk B 3E fin vk T4
AP B O 320 el v B AR BE, DT 2 i
#E JE 77 4= 1 671 T 52 1 (Trougakos et al., 2020),
432 BEBEHMEY

AL 28 1 Xy X R DA 0 8% b £
T 26 R, VLR A mlkE . B . TR
e AR AR 18 55 AR S AR 2 WL IR 0 1 i
7T EZEACX K IR R BE (Lazarus &
Folkman, 1984), Xf & T &, Z5TAEE SIIEAR
NI, SR ARG 45 0 X 5w AT LA B
T B ARAS 2B A AME: (Mawritz et al., 2014).
—Jrm, B LAfELH S EIEEREE, U
FAAR TR ST IR A A B R T (Folkman et al., 1986),
A D PRAE . AT 2% R E % (Andel et al.,
2019), X EET53L AT LU 57 T8 i 39k b e 7 R ) T
P, RGN XS AT AT A Lk
Bk, NEABGE MR, RS
AR, B — P O o X s . T 3R
XK RS TS, YRy EARE
PR SRR A 2 R IR, i sk
FE U8 H ELA R B LIS, TS ES
P 0] REfi 18] (Sharma & Pearsall, 2016), 55—
DT, TS R A S L R AL SUR
s IR PEAT S, DLAEIRE AL H B, i
EHL P HATRE . BN AYE Mawritz et al.,
2014), X TAFEE M F 4, A TR
FRER AR =, Flan, AW RER R
2 3 i 04 Oy =08 X R T 51 kY R R A
(Trougakos et al., 2020),

BRTTE, B — L5 A R AR [n) L 3R
FEAE G R 7 RCR AT, HiX — X RIFAR4

XT o AN IR AR IR U 2 2R AR AR 4 1 X T 3,
FRAT A BN R ST IR TE R . B YRR
TS 5 Wi, ERFEENE, BRT
R MBS sy 28, Bt 7 R mT R4y
4 3t B (approach coping) Al [1] ¥ ! (avoidance
coping) . %l 7 (control coping) Ik & (escape
coping) . TAHIEY(cognitive coping)Fl11 T K% (behavioral
coping) . i #£ 5 [ (promotion-focused coping)Fll
575 05 1] 8 (prevention-focused coping)Z (Hershcovis
et al., 2018; Li et al., 2021; Roth & Cohen, 1986;
Skinner et al., 2003; Zhang et al., 2019), XS
I T AR R AL X 1), FEARCR R R I
IR Z 4y, ASPR AT DR PE A HIPEAN &5 SR A7 320

priEE
5 BRNMARNERESEY

AR BT BTN P BES f FE A
B, ARSI NETEAN . R SR R
SR, DAAERRIEX B2 0] e R B A€ 205 18,
RIS LS AN . BN 2B . iR 4E Lazarus
F1 Folkman (1984)fXE s, FEJTUR . AFIPEAN (BE
P/ BEL RS- ) 0 g % (2R A ) it/ SR AR IS ) IF E —
— XN o A T AR HE I IN R B AT 5 R
J&, I FH 2 B B e 4 7 R AR B AT i R
510 EHhE—ESBEBRER

ANDBEFEIN D, EXE IR, AR —ESA
THWR R . SEbs b, I3 IEBE TR 5| & A4 1 T
e f B, T RE 51 & H R B (Lazarus &
Folkman, 1984), IAEAWF5E R KRS REA
PR BT A S B FNAT S (Mawritz et al., 2014; M=
%, 2012), {HE AN BSR4 A ARIA R
A O AT 3RA5 B T IR R LR R IR, 8 AT RE SR HX
FEURR S g s il R T IR B AN RS2 . B0, Majeed
S5(2019) 4 B4 A A 0 BB ARSI, AT RE S
IR TAEG T B 2 — R RYE R T, A5
Bl S, =T TAESTHOE 3 BOL ki Th .
Courtright 55 (2014)IA 55 F FR AL AR 01 1 %
KPR N A C AR IR, 2
K TAEBEA LURE X Bk % o XA A5 (2019) BT 58 45
R, YA 8 TR AR RN T SR
B, TAEARZ 2B ZMATH TAEES,
HOMAFAT R o XU U8 AT GE [R] B XS 447
A TR FE AR 52, AN 8 SR R R 5 IH RS



2836 DI = N S S

o530 %

7 I Z (Dong et al., 2014; Kim et al., 2021),
FE AR B 3R B T 0 Y5 A S 1 1 22
LS, AR TR F AN E R,
52 BEENRESTREEHIAEN

MEAH LK E, ARG ERES
TR NFIPE T HEST R . i, BRI —
JIUECAN TAE S AR 20 ) S kA Bk i
PEVEAY, 55— S8 J7 IR (A R . A k3R
Sk A B AFPE BEAY (Gerich, 2017; LePine et
al., 2005), i — 4, MY 2B HHH R TR
A3k Bk R VR RN B RS R IR, FRATTIAH,
X80k 1 & PR R A, DX SRR bR
FEHE BV H R BN, TR A A
NSEBREA TS o 52 AR RN B AS R A A1
it AR A BE A R AR B 1A PR RIS (4 A%
oW S5 FI R FE3% 1 (Bellingtier et al., 2021; Bowling
& Eschleman, 2010), #F55%M, [F—HK JJEEEAT
e R AR BREETEAY, L nT B 5| A B AR 1 2T
1 (Gerich & Weber, 2020; Kraimer et al., 2022; Liu
etal., 2022; Spurk et al., 2021), —J7 i, HkMEEPE
B B AR PN AN 2 B — SR R B, A
A A] DL R B & A2, 38 BB 98 B s Ak (Lazarus &
Folkman, 1984). Jj— i, AR [FFE 7
TR I ASAH A (Dong et al., 2014; Kim et al.,
2021), i1, Espedido Z£(2020)2:0F 58 K I, )
il B R BE AT BB 5 1 A A B i MR IT AN, RIRKE X
—BOREESLHKZE AR ils; Bl ae s
IR E B AR AR, RIS — 2R BEAG T H O
TAERJE . SR T n] e R PR AR, A
IRBEIN TAERA . 774 & A 55 R A R
1720, Wl AR BB, 51 & AR A FE5E FIAS
SCHIAT R (Mitchell et al., 2019), I, SR80
M. TAEffr . Mo, MO, RREMET
A 30 RN A2 A Y 40 S5 R B A [R] I 5 | & A IR Y Bk
MRS A0 P A PE R (Dong et al., 2014; Kim et

al., 2021; Kong et al., 2022; Ni, 2020; Webster et al.,

2011). ZE L, RNV BHE RO Ttk —
SEAR R T AR I IR ZREAC SR, NI, 52
TERESE R 4 5 A A B R A i A, 1%
FEROR o
53 BEMAITENSSEEENRY AR

J& T3 B APEAR 5 R 7 A A e —— X
DG FR o AP I BELAS PE PP AN = D ST Y

S5, PR BRSO O R 7 IR Ok Y
W g ARG, BEL BSOS SG VA B A
(Lazarus & Folkman, 1984), {HAE, AMA KR x5
B N R SR B S I A ) & A i 82
Wi o 33K T R Bk PR I AN — 5 BOR M TR B
R 8 13 % 75 2K, BELASPE RN A — i P BUR £R
185 2% B A% B 87 4 7 2 (Courtright et al., 2014), 28
TR ) 1 0 7 X A A B 0 T R ) et
e, FERAETENINS B CATRE S R R I8
A5 SRR 4 4 X 7 = DU A A Y B B 2
MR, ERERATE RN A C LSRN
A (Lazarus, 1995; Lazarus & Folkman, 1984,
1987) HLTT LA Hh, AR A0 A i % J7 2CHR
T HAN Y B B AT RE ) SR IR O T IR,
M5 H X 3R R E o5, BRI, K Ptk
P /BE e T A 45 2R T 3R Il 8T/ 3R 156 245 1 )
75 33 B FEAT X 0] BE 2 2 ATt 45 R0 X 5
KSR, B 1 DR PE A B8 0 A R
.

54 RERNALREBENENAXNETN

55 ) R SR AR 2 0 X O KA A ROR,
WHRIFIRZ 07 o BAR— S5 R AR ) AL T
REMHE NI, s B IR AL
B KT, BN, % THRFEHL PR H
i, WTIF RS 5 SRR T A 1 S R R 45
1/ 28 19 1 X 7 20 T R L5 4RSI T X B R AE )
LR R 7 20) A B 4 1 ROCR (Peltokorpi, 2017,
2019). 34k, TR Ia) B XA — 52 2 BRI X,
AT BN BA—E TN . A H AT
A B A LA HE IR A BT Be . B ATTIE AT BEAR
3 AT REAH B RELAS, (AHARJE R T REARAN 452 31
FE IR IE B2, Ho e R A5 AR [l (King: &
Beehr, 2017). MR A C A BE ) 5O iR T I
W, SRS AR R A R X O = AR A
CMELL e IR, a2 2 £ 3R AR 4 1 X 75 5K
PR 0] 7 R AR T AR TR T IR A BT
R i 17 Al L P AR B g, AN [ Xy = T
FURRI A AR ZE H (Liu et al., 2016; Parker et al.,
2012),

Z LA DL Rk R, R —E B e
fift T RIS Y SRR LA, ARl L = R A
P (ERE, 2020). A RS 00 0 BRI % Jre S
BN HIF AT RE G A RF SR o Bg Jr v, i A 2
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WAl A= R ELAMAL L, #E 55 PHIS B9 B A,
AR T IS K ESEE, STy, iSRS
FRIF 5 235 5 AT BB S AN AT {5 M TG s i e Al 52 B
o J34h, it DL E AT UL B, H i A
DA RO T ARG R 22 [ 14 5% A A L o
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Applications of cognitive appraisal theory of stress in managerial psychology
research: Scenes, methods, and myths

JIANG Fubin, WANG Zhen
(Business School, Central University of Finance and Economics, Beijing 100081, China)

Abstract: Stressors are everywhere in the workplace. How do individuals respond to stressors? The
cognitive appraisal theory of stress provides an integrated framework for explaining this question from the
perspective of cognitive appraisal and coping. This theory has become the mainstream framework for
describing individuals’ reactions to stressors during the past 40 years. However, because the theory did not
provide the precise relationship among theoretical elements, empirical research applied the theory quite
differently, resulting in various and even inadequate applications. 125 empirical studies were systematically
reviewed to identify the scenarios, methods, and myths in applying the theory. In general, the cognitive
appraisal theory of stress can explain the impact of six categories of stressors on employees’ work attitude,
behavior, health, and work-family relationship; its application can be considered from aspects of primary
appraisal, secondary appraisal, and coping. And there were myths in using this theory among existing
empirical research. It is important for future research to optimize the measurement of core theoretical
constructs, expand the application scenarios of the theory, and enrich the influencing factors of the cognitive
appraisal process.

Keywords: cognitive appraisal theory of stress, transactional model of stress, primary appraisal, secondary
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