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1 His

TE YT BB B TAER A A S 5F,
BT BB FEE U FIE A 2 55, Hib
FEos B ZUATERUN] . MRS . AR R
T RZ 3 TR Z W T, X—FAT R A
18 8 27 52 Ji£ 47 4 (Unethical Pro-Family Behavior,
Liu et al., 2020, p. 639). ANIBFEEREEST R W6+
AL FE 1 WA FF 5 AT BRI A 18 58 22 1 51 70 4H 2R I
WARL (1, #Ral OC 22) sk S E IT SCAh 3 i T AR IT
AT 54 (Cheng et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2020;
Wang, Chen et al., 2024), M7 MTELH LU 1431
i, U Cheng 55(2022) AT iy — A A K W, 75 345
Z AT, 92.17%H) A THETE H# TAEh =D S
5T MBI AN ETERRKE T N, A, NEE

W5 F 42 2024-05-20

FFERBEAT I AE W B R AN 1 48 22 & 1 (Liu
et al., 2023), % T H A 1 A1 AT G >R i ™ 8 S 2R,
ZH 2 T A Sy R AR AR F T R, SRy B %o i — kK
WEoT # A BE R R T il i AT FE R R EFT N
gemg . Horb, HI 55 HAE T R U O — R, £
FEWI 55 FZEESIHL(Liu et al., 2020), & HIBI7 %
(Yao et al., 2022)L4 i/ 4k TAERS R TAERK &R
(Liu et al., 2023). [AIEF, 58 Ak 0 P 2 A4 o 2L,
Ll an 3% 72 6T 4 1) F FRAGPERE P (Hou et al., 2023)
FUE 5 BE A B 45174 (Cheng et al., 2022),

RERNEERERET O KRR
12 RE, (HZH 5 48 R AR i I (9140, Liu
et al., 2023; Yao et al., 2022; Wang, Chen et al., 2024;
Edm W AE, 2022), XHIGAE S AR AEEA S A0
FENN, BRI S  BOCHE, BT R EAE
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T 2 G REAT N BIF I 5 L ) 248 10 Dt — BR . AN B fESE
RBEAT A EA LR BE A B SR N E R, i
B85 ANTE AT Jy A IX B (Liu et al., 2020, p. 643), A
Uk, T B MR AL GEAS TR AEA T A B 5% i 22 1 AN T 1
FEFBEAT R 0T BE S AL 0 D SRR PR R AN
B 2R R BEAT Y e A BT T 4 1 b o X R
AT R, JF SN E 4R s H 5 G5 A E 1S
TINS5 b, Rl BRI R, 24
PRARANTEEAT Ry, AR AR HXT 52 T 48U
HoAth A 25 A0S B RZ R, AT I A BIL T Al 7 4%
:(Chen et al., 2023, p. 866). AHFFT Y S JE AT
TECERIEAT NG S . BURI R %A, A BT~
AN TE T 2R GRBEA T O AN A A RN, H ok 2%
(AN TE R R BEAT R Sk o TR, TAES R A
LI A RS 4TUE (Tes et al., 2017), ASIE 18 35 5
TR EAETERR Gz, J& 3 e X GAE ZRE U H 2%
P4 TAESRA 25 AR EFE T, R AT REw &
TAERZ B2 WA~ 403 (Liu et al., 2020; Wang, Chen
et al., 2024), i iz [l A4S AN T8 A8 2 R BEA T X B
T TAERMZEBERFEIR, BEAENT LIA: 2 25671 TAEAH
K 2 B Y AN T8 FE AT N I 5T HE AT Ab 55 A 2E (Tang
et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2022), Sk I, AR
FEEAT R0 G R 5 A B T 5 | i 41 208 B35 % it
FAT R, BT T e 24T R A 41
RFEEAETE, JF g1 Sl TaRl, Fph el s K
XTI E

A FEIN A ST G AN fish S T AN T DR 5K
BEAT R IG5 53 THI 30 o — 6 BT 530 T i B Y (] A
B BRI ABEE R FET NG RATA2 H
W2 B AE FPLE 5 i B SO anfar e S T m12&
AR R, A BE 5 S T OR B E A [R] BEIR
(Uncertainty-Identity Theory; Hogg, 200781 il
TR FBEAT X 5L T AR R BE AR TG RS2, LA K
HAE MR R0 Ao tE—IA R B 2R,
AMARLETE X5 HFREDUL . A BERTT ) A 7
JE BN E PR, 23 T RBEAN R LA AN 5 1
(Hogg, 2007, 2022) A FE AN [A] i) 3k B A ) B
TAERAEAE SRS, R E T N iz ] 1
% | K7 ME W (Hales & Williams, 2018; Hogg,
2007, 2012; Rast et al., 2012), /il {#E 35 5 REFT M &
— BRI G AT R, HAT AN TE R 5 XU JE M
(Liu et al., 2020; Yao et al., 2022), 7EX0H & MRyt
VR, A5k Fh o 508 5 17 0 2 1A 1R =4
“FRIBUE” | FRIZ U B A 2 P (Tenbrunsel et al.,

2010; Wang et al., 2022), X B A & M RERIE T4
T T 2R G EEAT A AS B 1) 8 15 A 5E i T A 2UE
TSR3 Ok 38 3R SR BE A1) 25 RIS 4 2 1 2 (R Y
5, WRIET 01 TX H B 5B M AR 25N
AR SR EL(Liu et al., 2020), Ik, WRIEAHE
PE—AFHS, A TAERNEE R RET NG T
SR K EE A [A] (Family Identification), DI 2% fif 76 AN
B R R BEAT W S L B AE R A AR
e Ve . FEENFEDEFEMA S FE R — eS8
JRRA RN, ST AT FREE B A\ T S A7 AR
J (Bagger et al., 2008; Dumas & Stanko, 2017; I,
A, 2024), XA BA SETEREELNE, T L
Wit 25 F [R) AR B2 09 22 Ak n 2 2% 94 % (Bernardes,
1985; Cigoli & Scabini, 2006). MAh, A AIE# %
FREAT BT T LU i B AR, (HX R R
JIT A IR B X 5% B 1 £ 1) A B T R AR 1 A A SR EE i
T TR B FEA T R AT IE AR DEAY, DA T3 8 Al
T ER AR, I, 256 A A R 2 s
A% 0032 B AN TE R R BEA T A B XU @, A
FEIN N G BE A [F) 2 AN 18 18 28 R RE AT R 1Y I v 45 2R
FEAE g A WL 2 AN T P R R AT X B T
SEAT IR

150 N N Drel e N B 75 s s 9 N i 7 N Y
B SRR O DL R N iz ] LR, iR Al
T AN I RUGE IR B0 1 7 1) AR A A~ A 7
UNGILOET A VY& SA 3 N RS R IN I E= 2y i E
BIET R, WG 1T R (Hogg, 2007, 2022).
AR IZIS, AR WS 5N BEERFETH
Ja, BT A RN R, XA B Tl R E A
SCHAFT R (Family Incivility, 8§ @ R EBM . 3
J % i A L 2 E R A IG5 BE AT A Lim & Tai,
2014, p. 351), {HAL2 155 HAE TAE B i 1E |7
NI, B4\ K47 M (Organizational Citizenship
Behavior, #%% X0 63 TS AT A ) F 4210
H HE = A A 65T, Organ et al., 2006, p.3).
AR G BE A SCHIAT A 82 A AN T 8 0% K e
AT RAE B S A2 f5 R, PR Y D Tk RIS
BER, AT 20 e BT IR 43 T 3 5 e sl ini AR
S, IFPAT S HEE S —B0NAT N, A —
AT O™, A, 2024), FBEA SCHAT M i
FEEA RS E I, RBIRE F B —F TR
(Lim & Tai, 2014), M RIEMEEF AT T B
AR, G323 R X R FT5 R E B AT
Fo AN, IRATRETALN RAT NI AE A
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TR BEST HTE TAR S R ) 2 5 R, A A
FEPE—IA [ A A ] T SRR TR R R AR,
(BN B A A B R 1 B s 4 A BT K (Hogg, 2007,
2022), 4 51 T X SEBE BN [RLEIg s g, AT e] g2
T 22 W R R RN B IR B A B R T R BE AT R Y
o, AT/ INAT RER BLHY B 7EHE B A 2400 SR
AT AR ST AT R, BTSN RIT N I, A
R TR EA SCIIAT A LN RAT R, A
A EATR R FNE R TAER B2, A E
IHEASH 2 M — A R B A EE HEZR Py, DT 7= A
— ™ 3% BT T AT 17 B HE Z2 0k PR g A 1B TR R K EAT
MERE TG R

G — ARV LIRS0 I FA A, B
18 FE A [R] 0P (Moral Identity Centrality) 78 H:
ARV o TETEIA A PR AR B AL Y
EERHE S o 2AF L g sk TSR
E X H WL (Aquino & Reed, 2002; He et al.,
2014), AHfE P [FEEE AH ST R W, X Fh
HR I 18 TR AR AR ok A TR A AR BE X AR A
ETEEE AT BAT E B0, SR AN
T8 2% B AT N 52 I 5 A0 B ] 2 (Chen et al.,
2023; Tang et al., 2022), %5 AYIE A [A] e ks
PG A FRIE B I LA Z TS AR T A (He et al.,
2014), M 55 A6 AN T TR K BEAT N 5 K BE A TR 1)
P OCFR o AWE5E 5| ATEFEIA R s PR R i 5 A2
i, AN BT A PR AN A TR AT
SCURBILE], 8 REA AL 20 AT A SR A X
ML, IRAb, SERTIBESE BRI T — e R A 1
A7 Xt 5% T e B AR B AT 2 B 1Y 5% il (Lian
et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2021), {HZ 3T R N %5
BCHACHISE, ARRefan HAR IR . 5 THe s
&, ANEMEREET (W, AEERAL T
R ) T R 8 R W A A T, K T AT e e = G
AL SR, XA L F 55 A0 OC K i B E
(Umphress et al., 2010). ASAFFETUHANIE 2R 5K
A7 R B R R ) B ISP, I — 20 R AR
S 280 R ] P RSO0, 5 5 A 5 T I ] 340 1777 0 55
HR I, KRR T AN LS

EAEAR KEN
i X H
AEEE ,
KETH
HLUNR

Bl BeE A

ARG I BRE TOHR S ZARBLE LR YA
B, AR AN TR SR T O Y O
I PRI 53 2 o) S5 SRAPF 90 0 R0 L S SR I B 1) 1) 3
A, A BTSN AR E R R EE TN WS
SRR, A A S S0 T 5 2 40 7 i) SEL B P
N BB, BT X FR BE AR A VR 5T,
7R T AN TR R BEAT A L T AR RN e AR T
PRSI B N TENLE, TRAE T XA BT R BEA T
SEm AL A ERAE . 55 =, ARBRT X T AR A R e
PR 2R, AR BE SRR R T N i 76 51 T
TAEMGRE RAEAERAL T 2 F IR, #E—2PF
BT AN R AT IS i B AR L, A 4l
BT WA E R R T AR A SR . 50, A
F AR AT 2 P — A ] R A 28 TF i N Ao 5%
JEAT A B A JE S RIHL I 5, BRAE /R T AN IE R
KEEFT NP &R, TR) A T4 — 5% e L 1 28
SCBFSE U AR T BT -

11 AEEERETASHEILE

FRIEAH 22 P —IA R B (Hogg, 2007), ASAfF5%
P, AT REE R R BE T s n| R HFBEIN
Rk, AT AR S 2B, AT RAH sl
FEUF D e T RS U TR A% Wl 50 A A R R
A BN ] — A B 2 AT 56 T 3 A
T 78 B A 0GR 78 (Hogg, 2012, 2022), NI E S
BEAT M — R E ST JE 1T R (Liu et al., 2020), &5
XRAT R B AAREE 5 76 3 15 41 238 TR AN K A Bl
FHEARF A ST 2 A 8 2 (A 2R, I = A
KT ARAT A BT E M . AR ASH E P —IA R 2
WA IB R, AN EMEEREST R sh 5t TSk
FEENE], DL AN e MR i A %, A ETE
FRBEAT N EA B R ——7 o ) R R Al 4
G B AE I R BE I 32 4, B AR o AN 1
1), ¥ R s A U0E R, DU A 2 2UR) 25 o AN
(Liu et al., 2020; Cheng et al., 2022)., iF. {1« & fEAH 5
SESL, HAITE AN HUE” (Bazerman et al., 1998, p.
225), Bi TAESFA TN TBTECE AT AT W R )X
FRAT AEATEFER) . BUR, b fT4 miGAs 2§ &
FR 1227 P 1) R RO OF JE AR 56 . 76 A8 R R e
ARG, TR AZ H RIS M RS H
HeR 25, AT R 1% B 3R B — A T
A DL . Y5 T AT AN A8 R REEAT B,
% A R EDR — A TE A ) RIS TE AT S (B
AN R R BEAT N Z 8] ol 2 ] g 306 T Ak
PO IR AR AN A RS, RO
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iy o JE% 2 BT D T 5 SRR DA [R) R il ol G T B
Py, PR Y 51 TN RIS RERS, AL e
R N S R 2o s ks SO DAER VA BRI — 24 i
FEER DL, dWaie T HE% | B’z kit h iR
(Hales & Williams, 2018; Hogg, 2007, 2022), It4h,
ANEERE R BEAT NITAE R REAT AP R 53
LHAVTE MRV I RE M, i T R E A T AR A 2 ]
I AT NI, R T SEBTTAHLUETE
P 1 Sk 3 Bh 5% B2 34 2 105 < 21 23 A8 R 2 [R) R #
e 5L (Hou et al., 2023; Liu et al., 2020,
2023), P, 45 TN RAT A, B A eI
TZ AT AR R AT 2 R AR AN i 2 M — A R B,
BT R R BRI TR], DT AN B FE R R AT A
FRAL R AT 6 R E S A A E R AT R 5 =, BAssb
UM T AN E P . T LR o, ABFsTiR

LT R
i 1 5 TNFAEERZE T A S RTR
JFEINIA]

1.2 KENBMHFNEA

A B 5% 0 % B DA (] 23 R AR 51 T 1 G2 A SC
WIAT R o FREEASCHIAT AR T T AR P b i [m) 2k
TR B, HR 2, SR AU K E Y
B AE AR TEAR R I (Sharma & Mishra, 2021),
PRI, i B A 80 T S B A SCTA T S i DR 2R B
PS5 SR O M E S BUE,. ARSI, K
BEN [FE T i SRR 22 . N P —IA TR BRI 12
th, — BN S — B AL A O o A,
2> A B0 AR R MRS ORI RE NS A
H C A2 HERL S iz anfa] 2 R (Hogg, 2022). i
ANH E PRI R e, 4 00 TR R 2 7 R A fe], Al
MM A C N FEENEZR G, 57T # A C Iz
KB PE UL AT I FIE (Hogg, 2007, 2022), X F
N SR A T R BE A 55 5 H BRI 25 B 455,
PAGRBE F] £ o0 T ) FAE H 5474 (Putnam, 2007) A
I, FEENRRGEE) B T A E2 5 05 F R EE W)
WESRPEAT Ry, 0 2400 5 P ot 135 562 e 3 4 SCBH
TR AHEE—IANREE A e st B, &
JEINA 5 0 TR E AR B R A (T U 5%,
2013)o X 57T A IR AR Aol At 1 FE S JE v 8 15 O 4
HEMEEYKCR, NMTHEATREIAL., fERE
R TE S P HEFR RN, BREASCHIT N . LA,
FBENIA] S T AT 22 AR 5 8 12 41 88 1 A
AR, AR SRR 0 T AT A EE B — 20w
RGN, FRA, 2024) FKEEASCIATT IR T 2%

TR FERE B 3 (Lim & Tai, 2014), Kk, ke
INIF Y 51 TRl REAS 2 N R AN SCAT o AR 0F
FEHR LU T %

Ri& 2: FEEINF SRR T REA ST R

ANTE R R BEAT R PR & B T 6T
H IR PR, I i 5 s SR R R i e oG
T ARG O EELE 0T AN TE R KB T R
FBE T (A S AT D T3k e N R AF & L5 E 5 7 1)
1k, HEMBEARFEASCIAIT b 25 b, S5 A B 1
OO AN TE R R EEAT 5 R BE A R R G 3R 1 4
W LA BB 2 Hodt G2 A A 5 G BE AN SCIAA T R T AR
KR, AUFFE8eH LT R

Ri& 3 AEESEREEAT NEAT 8 0 TR
BE N [A]J> FRBEASSCEHAT R .

AW IN R G BE N [ BEAIG 01 TR 2H 4L\ RAT
Ko VER—FIfEIMT R, HEARITHIFRPA
HAUEAXRR AR, 5T 0] [ i P g 15 St
FATHEME 5E, 2014), ANHfE PN RS 4,
TR R HE T AR IR A, X — R R e T S5k
By — AT AR AN M, AR R B ) T R
IS I BEAR 0 B A —B0W AT R, I EHERF &AM
R R 51 B 03 11945 M (Hogg, 2007; Rast et al., 2012),
FEENFAE R —FhBEAA R I X, AR A A
FE BRI R, Bl T AT AR B A TR A TR
AISHAL, DR BE A TR A3 5 1T i P 800 T 24
KERBEM A, 200k A B AN,
MAE TAEZ T AR IEN . A BT 4 (Choi &
Hogg, 2020). $#5 3, A AR PIS$s t, 1>
o 2 AN FE R, JFRIH 25 WA
TR R, (AR AR B R SRR A A A1 1
%% 117 (Belavadi et al., 2020; Hogg, 2022), KAk, &
A N R e 02 5, BAT R A E A [
JERI DY T ] R B M AT A A R B r
BEEFT R, AR K AT BE A 4 SU R R T Y
TiEk, BlanS 5WHLNRAIT R WAL, BEFR R,
DA G BE DN R R B 8, A ] 1A S At
SMPRE T, AT A C R BER RS, Imis s
P53 e 2] 52 BE AU Al TARSTER, 5% 1 B 1 F E
A3 A VR I S B T ARSI Y, KR A, 2024),
T2, FEENFH G TARH T A 5% 189771,
PRAT AR BE PR FIRE 1S T BE, QnAb PR 55 Fn
BAER N, MM REi 2 5 ULV RAT A . I,
FEEINIR] 5 L LUA RAT R Z [0 A] REAEAE TR G 3R -
A FT B DL (B
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]RiZ 4: FEEINRI SRR TS A RAT R

T LR, G55 1 XA EEE K ELT
R 5 R BE N R Z [ B G R A, DLW SR BEETA
[ 5 24U\ RAT R Z AH R O R W T, AE o2 i
— PR DU A

Ri& 5 NIEESEZRBEAT it g 5R 51 T
JENFIFEARLH LA RAT M .
1.3 EEIAEHOERNIEATIER

AR, BN RO A R TR K
JEAT R 5 RN R R OC 3R o AR AN Aff 2 P —IA
[ PRI, AT [ 3B R AR A R R B, AN
M G AN T AR B AT O BT, BRI TN
J5 £ 52 M 1Y 5C £ R 2 (Moore & Gino, 2013; Tang
et al., 2022), JEFEN[F O AEMAR L OC O
AN Biar FUR T BN SR B ARRRAE %00k B
& LI FEJE (Aquino & Reed, 2002; He et al.,
2014) KPR KSR AL AN TE FEAE R A, 7RI o
PR E AR B B 3R 8T 5 2 (Chen et al.,, 2023;
Moore & Gino, 2013), Fth, HIEAHEH—IAF B
1, EEIAR O PR R T A BTE R R EIT NS
FEENR P OCRIREE . BARIN S, BAB S EEN
[F e M 5 T ok B A8 B Oy T 3 RS A A
A E, AT BT O TE A R A 3 FRN R 45
SRBEABAIAY4T M (He et al., 2014; Matherne et al.,
2018), B, A ANEESERKEEST N Al RES | K K BE
5 TAE B 5 19 vh S ST e JB, HE 1R B A% 0
YE A AT AEA T Bl B T8 A2 I8 4> [ FRIK B, R IH
i Y < AE > 1 TR GE SR ZEBER 7 ) 5 i1 H (RN
A TR 2N B Z 1] A g gk /b, 1 i )
SN TBTER R REAT 5 FBE AR Z (A B AR G &R
AR, EEEAE ORISR, BT
P ETE S M AER A FRoE b EERE TR
(McFerran et al., 2010), fibfT7E NS5 AN B 1825 K e
A7 Ay B T T I AR B 0 RN R E B A B AN o R 2y
SN L IR XRROR B M, B TR R BE A
[z fd e . 5z, KA E RN A e Mt o
WA TETE R FBEEAT 5 FBE AR Z A B AR G 2R
AT DT R

BRig 6: EFENFE P OHEFENETEE R ET N
MG BEN A Z ARV 55, SR A PR
e A R BRI, AN B R R AT N R RN R Z
(] 7 T 1] O 2R BT 358

AR 3 FfRik 5 H o TN IETEE K E

i
530 5% DA 7 X 5 R SO AT Sk AL U R AT

iy
N

H

PR R A iR, AP SEEE— 2D B A T Y
H AU AR

Bi& 7: BN E PR AN B E R T
Sk 3ok ZR N R ZRBE AR SCIAA T oM A RIS M, 24
TE AR AR o MR TN R AR, AN B CE R
A7 Ay 2 52 BE DA )% 5 B AN SCHA AT S 1) 1] B2 5% i)
5,

Bi& 8 EFEIA[E O PR AN IE SR R A T
R i A SR BE N [ L2 RAT M I [ 2R ), 24 3E
PRI TR O PR 5 v AN SR RIS, AN TE 8% R e T
Sk 3 3 GREE DN R X 21 AT M A TRl 52 M T 5
1.4 TR

AW R Z R s BT M2 REAR T 1, 45
SCIRHEFT (ST 1) [ RA BT (BF5E 2) A ml e
EEWFIE (WFST 3), DLATm ik sy sl . = Aot 2z
[F] ) 56 Z &b 1 LB AW . BF5E 1 85 T R IE R
FEEAT NS FEENFE SRR, R0 A A ]
H PR RS VR ST 2 adad = B BN ) 2
BWFFE, BUE T oS B RL, BFgE 3 M@t S
WA IR, BT T AN TE AR SRR AT R A R[] 7 3%
N o 2RISR 5 IR A A AN 58 T GBI G AR R 1) 55
UE R, AR5 T I A AN SUE (Qin et al.,
2020; Zhu et al., 2023),

2 BT 1 R H
IR R B 5

21 FHik
211 HAXMER

AR5 38 3 WL & (www.credamo.com)$H 55
S, AR — TR EL IR AT &, 7EL
EMIE R A2 Tz 890 H 5 A0 (Gong et al.,
2020; ZEMAR, R, 2022), SIS A B
1o BB—ME, TEF6 TAENG YBT3
400 24 4l A HR G T 58 B A T A ] Ao 1 1) 26
i, PR EEA SR FIE NS S EUH, 112
505 W B L g g . iR T
MR PR 4%, 255 0 AU T 8dE 51T
SAATZH, AT AT B 2GR ARG . B PR PR
W B 03B ER PR AR R AT, [R5 LR 2 5 # 4
M A FHLSAS )5 4 07, (8 TS84 /E F%kdE v
fic 400 44 B 1 A7 H44F 1% 4 32.85 %7 (SD = 8.89 %),
Hirh 52.8% b 4ctt; 57.5% NS, ZHHEBREAAR
BEEULE Y 76.2%; TAEFEBRTE 2 4ELAF 5 15.3%,
2~4 4E 5 23%, 5~7 4E 5 23%, 8~10 4E 5 11.5%, 10



M gz & L

FREZ BT AL Z G

NI PR S BEAT N Y5 S AL 1267

FLLE 27.3%; 64.5%MIEJZ DT, 24.5%K%)Z
BHLFE, 7.5% R 2EHE, 3.5% N m 2 1
X—HE T, P A S 55 AR E T )
(BP0 XA [ BE 8 AR AN R ) o TR 58 s
FELN ] Hc P () 5 P I B AR 264 5 e AR
B

& 5 DAFE I F9E 2556 (Tian et al., 2020; Zhu et al.,
2023; MR 4%, 2018), 5T 7L K BOR 48
400 125 F E N PO R4, JEHE 120 £
T T A ] HC PR Y 51 T (R0 AT 30%) 1 120 441K
AR Y B TR 30%) S 5Tk
SR o SRS E AR T 1 AT LA DR BT A AT 1B
FEN R O PRI — DA B [ A R
225%, MIMTHE S0 98 25 9 F G sk o 7 fe i 7
N PR, 45% B, PR 32.94 %
(SD = 10.20 %), 50% K~ CLIF; 75%M S 5 &5 WA A
BERLL 227 o FEAR A AN R rput R 4, 56.7% 0
Bk, SEHAER N 34.21 $(SD = 8.94 ¥), 62.5% K
CIE; 75.9%19 2 55 A AR LU, F22 1 o
B AGE A R oL R S 5 E BEDL A B 4
WA, TERL 4 A58/ . AR Bl 0 ok G A
FHLSHS, BF5EEW 4 4184 HR B 45 7 S AR Ik
SIS RBFT & TAE A, P& TAEA SR X
N ()5 55 5 S AN T A8 25 R BEAT R S 45N o S
FRICH SIS B Besi im0 N)FNEA 3 1o 1)
FREIRABG MWNS5E)E, &4EH 59 AmiE
N PO R (et 31 N, o 52.5%)5E R T
AN IETEE R EAT A S IR, 55 44 B fE A LR
RO PRI B (et 31 N, 56.4%)5E W T IRANIE
TR R BEAT A B SEE AR, 55 2 B FE AR Hh
IR (o PE 24 N, 15 43.6%)58 8 T B AN B SE SR
BEAT M SZI RN, F 57 A ARIE AR e MY
k(& 23 N, f7 40.4%) 58 B T RASIE flE R 5K e
PRSI RN . FEABY BB S 5 9250 1 g AT
i RAT 10 0 N R A HR
212 SEIGHRIN

TEJE B S0 Z 1, W58 76 5250 AR 1 DL 1)
PR X IRETE . 7SI AR 4R S8 4R 7R BY
AL, P20 . S8%E Hh R B2 S SC s i A R, IR R
WH O A YT IR A R R ETE B, TAEIR TR
HRE A A Y BOR S 8 7, gl T 2R T RE A4
H O IEAE 52 B AT AR i 15 5%

X FANE SR R BEAT N RGN, AWK 15 48
VIFE R FR 455 (41 40, Qin et al., 2020; Wang et al.,

2022), HRHE Liu 55 A (2020)482 H AN TE 7855 K et
e X = A (RIS E RS | R IE R DL
I 5 i 58 52 o o, 3 1 R TR ) T ok R A ) 2 6
MR, TEARTETESE G BEAT G 5o, AR
YA R AN TE R R IF H B 78 58 BE 55K 22 i
Zgio HARMIT, B2 M AN BT LR BELT R L g i
W2 535 (RIS IR ) 2 M BE LU T st bk

hA A NS EFREDEER, 7748
B A N BUR AU E AR BRI A DL £
W5 (R, ARIRE N E sk fa bl & s, &
REIFRAEWGE % Y d R TAREF LA AT R, 1217
IE/NARARE G &4 SHRIELER LGFH,
WA SRR G R TR S, L5, A
MAAHERLE AR, B4 2% 1000
TR 5 i FIHIC IR Sk A L, A8 AR
EA My Bk d . Rk AR TR, B
NE B RTERERAMER, FH, ATREA
RS F AT AR R X B T, AR — SN E) L R AR
IR EEFZGFEESFTHRORA, EFRLE AT
W B R, Re e TAERT A A A A G B R R AL
K AR K 6 9 AR,

AN B ESE R IEAT R RN S 535
(BRIl 4h) 2 B e 3 H W TAES bRl A %
O AN B SE R BEA TR

hRA A N8 BT RMESAE R,

# 3 *
B A N BUR AR AR R KA

TR %

TAEA P RRAR BB 09 6 50 R BRI B A 4k,
W AR Z AR M e RS . AR, RA
NAAHERE LAKTF, EBHE4R 2% 1000
FAR B FrIe F LIRS Sk 0L, A E] RARA L
oL B RN B e e S PASE)
ICIRME B 8d B A O

LR ERING, S5 EBERNEEERE
MR PR A H, 5 EE N AR, JfH
TR T 25815 B
213 MEITER

ASCHY 3 AFFE T S i 2R R A E SR
TIATF A RB MR R, X REH ) Z Wik,
HA B 05 BRI o % Fax b i 3 J5 3 S0k
i1, AWEFE A% 4G Brislin (1986) &% — 0] PR L,
PO BRE P S, BF9E 1 PR YIRA
Likert 5 &1t4r, Hr 1 RRIAEHAFFE, 5 MK
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57 %

L

FTAEEE .

EEINE O, ] He % (2014)JF & HYIE
FEN [F] v Pk i R PP A 2 5 35 1 8 A W] s
PR, R 5 AN, B Seih ke e R A
JGBEFERRERY 9 Aokt 0. BAREL. &
WL KuL BEEE. SRTEIAL BT, . BR.
SR e 11285 HH 7 1) e 3% A AL, s 91 R s < HLAT 3K
ORAIE S I R R — BRI A R W EZE
R 47. ~ (Cronbach’s o= 0.95),

KEENE . MG LI R IF 5T 450 (Bagger et al.,
2008; FEWNLE 45, 2013), K Mael F1 Ashforth (1992)
TF & L 2L [R) i 32 v () < 40 A MO “ RO
WS 5 HE RN FRE, &6 A8, s
TE5 | S o H B TS MR R B ST, 7Rl
I, “fEL ] T B R 205, A AR Y
FEEFNBE, TS A2 X T A NS, >
(Cronbach’s a = 0.80),

B EIE, 5% RFRYR L8 H 1
22 % (Kithnen, 2010; T JfEfe %, 2022), 45 &
Wang 55 (2022) SR, AWFIE XA B TR R ELT
R YA B H RS A2 AR ELAR I A
Fi: e Lk g soh, B, R AMEeE A EE
197 “AE BiRTE Sorh, R H S TR
MR BES R NZ 257, e LR 5o, R EeHs B
WAFEN, TSN RT3 ity MR G RN
R <fE LR, R aEIE R ARG A 15,
S AT 5 HE — Lo\ w] LS B R TE bR
e, AT HRERMRE, RSETAER M
FHZN w55 5 A 3155 5 B AH DG Y [R) 8, i R 1> A
T 53 590 S W TSI 65 b e v AN S R R BEAT R
Jr—— BRI H B R E S E MR 4 o
Ja A A AN ETE R R AT O AR, R TS
5 19 1 S5 4 R0 T R B 1) AN 3 1R R BEAT Ry 1 e
Jr1H o 3X 5 N REIRE A 2 FRAT L IR AL 002
£, WA EER R REAT W R U7 1H, RERE TR I
BRI AT RIS .

22 WIRGER
221 BYKKER

MATEEAR t 50 BoR, S EEERET N4
(M = 4.02, SD = 0.33, n = 114) At H 25 i A i 7
FRFRBEAT HAR ST = TR BTSSR AT A
(M =2.08, SD =038, n=112), t (224) = 41.08, p <
0.001, “FH#225 = 1.94, G5 L ELHFFT 1 X ARTE
FERBEAT LI BRI R IR . HeAh, S

[E]HR ML (M = 4.46, SD = 0.38, n = 114)#R R
5 1 8 A ] HO PR A A 0 3 e T A (]
R PEZH(M = 1.96, SD = 0.35, n = 112), t (224) =
50.91, p < 0.001, “F#25R = 2.50, XFRUHMFK 1
X JE A R] PR B SE SRR R A R
222 BRIZEHRIEER

F 1N THIR 1 h AR IE | A2 AA
PSS

*1 MR 1BEEXRHPTENHAESITNEXREE
75 i W tRfEE 1 2 3

1. ANEMESEREAT MY 050 0.50 -
2. EEIAR FROPERRYL 050 0.50  0.00 —
3. KELINA] 293 0.67 0.387-0.48" -

N =226; n= 114 ANFERABEEFRFREITAAN); n=112 A
TEARASIE 7 56 FEEAT N AL(0); n= 114 AAE & il A Rl e P2
(1); n= 112 AFERE AR 0 24H0), “p<0.01

PAH 7 225 HT (ANOVA)SE 2 B A1 LA
NI EFREFT N M = 2.67, SD = 0.44), = AE
R FEEFT (M = 3.18, SD = 0.76) #2451
FEEINEK 5, F (1, 224) = 37.15, p < 0.001,
UL, R 13 R TE SR R E T 2T T
FEENFAF B SR . eah, TN E oM R TE
TR FRBEAT N RN G B A TR) G 2R [] Y 8 45 58007 Wb 3,
F (1,222)=28.51,p<0.001, #—H, K 2 fr
N, TSN A3 AT R B, AR T N A s M KT8
REE LT, S AN ETE R R LT A e i A
[F(M = 3.70, SE = 0.07) & % & TAIAN B S R 17
NHMRE R FEEINFE(M = 2.82, SE = 0.07), F (1,
222) = 87.22, FH#ER = 0.88, SE = 0.09, p <
0.001, 95% CI = [0.69, 1.06]; FEIE AR Hh.LaPEsk
PR E TGOS, SN BEESE R BEAT A M = 2.69,
SE=0.07) SR EE R R EI T HAEM =2.52, SE=
0.0 FKIENFIAFEARELES, F (1, 222) =
3.37, ¥R =0.17, SE=0.09, p = 0.068, 95%
CI=[-0.01, 0.36], L, fRix 6 1552k,

U R RS IR BN FR B T LB SN F 2 T REXS B Ry
FBEIN RN TPAL 77 A S, AT S8t — 25 3R T 1A 23 Mok s X i
PERI . ARIE . RHEERE . ISR FRE T B I LARAE
FIRAE Sy il A ek, G 360 HC o U8 DA IR) L B A s S BB 5 45 2R 1)
SN o 45 R AR BT S ] A 0 G A RIS AN L (R
BICN 3% dox 4 ) 28 S B BF 5 45 2R 10 2 e A R A R
o BARKG I EE R AT RIS SR HEAT
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O fGEEA R HOo
B B AR O

3t

ZEEWF

2+

1
BEAERERET N WAEEERRET N

B2 BESE 1 G PR s 4 9 0 ]

THRLR RN, AR BELT A B T
LT A ZEE AR R, (ELE EIA ] O Pk 23 D5 X o
BRI R o @ wrsE 1, JATHASL T AN TE R A
T MZE RN R Z B R K FR, JF a7 T 1IN
[ PER ISR T . SR, BIFSE 1 LR T AR SC
HS ORI —R 7y, RAER IR 1R A S RE A A A
IR BRI Y B R O R B . A, SR
F5E rp AR i AR A A Fe 5 07 3, WTRE T ARt
I A ZE . I, O T 7R 268 LI 00 58 3
MBS, BF5E 2 R T — I 2R IR -2 i )
AT .

3 WESE 20 AIELERFBEAT N
) 5 A A T 5

3.1 Ak
311 HAXMER

WEFEREAS F2 2K H P4 R AR 1 b X0 42 B DY
T T REE RO LA R 4 o W ATl A 45 il
A (7.9%) . IR 55K (30.5%) . 4 fl9.3%). #H
(20.6%) . HIR(5.3%) FIHE(26.5%) T &F % =
J7ECXT ) Z2 By BOR B, BT T S e Y 51 T
P70, bR ()5 T E /D5 — 8 KRR
POCRFEEC . T, ARk SRR SR IR R
£, QFER L MEEHFES 50, HFREE
SeMEI S IAT R R TRENF TR AN —
W B G A A LA A RS 5 | Bl R i R ),
[F] s 5 8] ) 65 L2 5000 P B 4 P PR P L B LS
R EENE, s, $RAbmFRIGaERE, #iE R
TR . FHLSIE 4 DL ES . RIE 54
B FESRBN T GRE BRI SR AR N S T T
WSS R TARNERAMFISMGE 4 467, LUE
VERC =4S . e, ARFRERMA R T, K
JiE B B3 R A 1 [ R T AR E SRR . B

(] (%) Fsf (] i) B A P ) o FERSF ) A 1(TL), B3 58 %
AN TBESE R BEAT R FE AN A HoC PR IR, I [a]
CETE T DU A5 N D 2R A5 B, IR &)
& 480 iy B B B(T2), Ui T FKEEINIE )4,
B AS 447 . FEBTE] D 3(T3), ZEE PN
BT FREASCATT R, FE P 0 TSR
1524, 43 R 350 40 562 O3 [R) 46 T 336 oy 48
(0] o L X 0 T [CFHLS 55 4 67, BF5E
BT T =B B BdE UL, IR T AN B
TR 3 VR R ) TEA ) 4 o e, 3R A
302 13 51 T RRE BN B RN A — X — e X AR AT 5]
BEAE, P ARNCE R 62.92% . B THDTES IR,
Z 5B A% 5 TTIA SUHSEME 1 /ALl o

TERAIREA TR, B THSEEAERR h 28.21 ¥
(SD = 7.77); 45% M Bk, 84.1%IHA AR KL |
22175 62.9% M EBE; 30.1%H 45 75 B — 4 KLU
LT, TARERRAE 2 FLIF 5 37.7%, 2~4 4 5
25.2%, 5~7 4E 15 15.9%, 8~10 4F i 9.6%, 10 4L I
ti 11.6%. ZKEEMDIFEA Y, SFRIAEIR N 40.65 %
(SD =11.82 %/); 48.7% K B PE; 61.9% M F I KA A
AR UL 2. FEEREAT, SFIERR 33.17
(D = 8.76 %); 48.7% N Fk; 82.1%M) EE A
AR UL E2E, TARERTE 2 LA 4 4.3%, 2~4
ol 34.4%, 5~7 F 5 14.6%, 8~10 45 12.3%, 10
L& 34.4%; 59.3% NILZEHH, 36.8%
JREE, 4% N5 EEHEE
312 M=EITA

F5E 2 Bl % o 36 R AR S 1 Bl i e
¥, B34k B B3 A RS0 (Brisling 1986), BRAES:
AU, AR Ry RYRA Likert 5 3147,
Hrr 1 = “GEWAFFE, 5=EHMHFE".

NEEERETAH(TY. M Liu (20200
KA TETE SR R BEAT AR R AL 5 T A AN B 0%
FREAT R, &7 AN, AR A B IR 17
M AN EFER R EEAT . SRR, R A
77 S AN TEFEA TN F A RS TR, R
—OREPE T Oy A R, JF H AR TR A
N F A EET AL (Berry et al., 2012;
Umphress et al., 2010). [A B, ANIEEERKET HH
FEmoE TR H FeAE T A n9 & 3, A A TE
TR R BEAT R LA NI REEA R ZhAl o, Fb
B UL 25 5 (45 25 ) AT RE ME DL PR Ak T AE Bh AL
(Cheng et al., 2022), /AN R T iEFE AR
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7 5 57 &

3

R 45, T mAbA1ERR — LA RPEFER. »
(Cronbach’s a = 0.93)

EEINE RO EE(TL) o EFEIALE O R I &
R GUG 1 AR 4 DUAEXT A RRAE S AR 51
M5 77 (He et al., 2014; Podsakoff & Organ, 1986),
BT R B AR A 1 J7 2 57 TR 18 A )
HOPE . R BRI < A X SE AR A B T e —
DNEFEM AR EZHF ST, (Cronbach’s a = 0.90)

KEINE(T2)o FEEWNIE M ER S5 1
FATA) o 75 (91 R A0 << HE S o B 2 A Sy
CL ).~ (Cronbach’s a = 0.82)

KERLAITAH(T3)o KM Lim Fl Tai (2014)
R R BEASCNEER, 6 A, o R BRI
XF 5 TR I G BEA AT R T PR, MR 4R
NI BCE O A E R — 4T, LS BE DX K RE
RN (AN, AChRE. BB ECT )R B LU 470
AT 228 7 7 s 491 RO A <32 SR BE Il 5% A AR
NHF ISR o "R Likert 5 3148, 1 f8E<MN
A7, 5 R F<EJE”, (Cronbach’s a = 0.89)

HARNRITA(TI)o K Farh F(2007)IF K 1
HANRAT TR, 3o MEm, hFEWM T
MTZH LN RAT S, 75 (AN <32 B3 T35 Bl 61 T
i@ W TAEFREE . ” (Cronbach’s o = 0.93)

EHITE MR LB L, SRR
WS RBFERE . SR . FREZ T AN
VEAE FR 2 5 ma) N S AN E R AT L HEA R
1T R K BEA AT W FEE (De Clereq et al.,
2018; Ng & Feldman, 2008; Sharma & Mishra,
2021), Klith, TEABFFONE X 2L A H 2228 AR 45 il
A EA T
3.1.3 HIESITRRE

A58 R I SPSS 22.0 Fil MPLUS 7.4 X A4
PEHAT IR 15, I MPLUS 7.4 #4750 UEPED
For A, A S m] 5 ik O 22 FIA% O 22 R) Y X 43

B LSRG, 17 SPSS 22.0 #£4T Harman 5 [K 15
5 . FERTEG AT . RO R AR B,
il MPLUS 7.4 SE1TREAR 50 BT K A6 50 T A7 i B8
BB . A T RS R A R AR T RN, A5 A2
bootstrapping #£47 5000 YK & kL LIZREL 95% &
5 08, I E A A o s A= 1 SD)
P/ SN R 2 VA L E1 B AT N S

32 #R

321 HEAZERERWIIGIEERTFHHF

Harman PR F465 56 45 R 56— A KTl B
() AT 228 20.18%, /INT 40% 1)1 SHAE, & AT
G BOHE A A7 A 7™ B 1 e [R] O 3k i 22 ) 8 (R
JeSr o, 2004), WAk, ASBFFEAAH T T 45 AR 0
) 75 78 7 ¥ PR - (ULMC) S A6 36 ] 07 125 0 22
SRR, AR I A R AR (o = 552.61,
df = 288, y*/df = 1.92, CFI = 0.94, TLI = 0.93, SRMR =
0.05, RMSEA = 0.06)5 f N FHBI(WLFR 2)4H L,
A 1 LG B V& A 449 B B B 8 (ACFT = 0.04,
ATLI = 0.04, ASRMR = 0.00, ARMSEA = 0.00), ¥
TR A5 1 0.05 Al FHE, FUGIERI AR5 R 52
2 3 B0 L [E] 7 ¥R e 25 52 i (Ayyagari et al., 2011;
Podsakoff et al., 2003),

AHIFSE B B UE M R T o3 B 45 SR ANk 2 s . 45
REW, SHERFRAEL, L FRRRR S
R B4 A H5 507 = 1071.72, df = 485, */df =2.21,
CFI = 0.90, TLI = 0.89, SRMR = 0.05, RMSEA = 0.06),
T WA FE A% 078 Tt 22 R 9 X538 R4

FRFERY: FrA AR A ST o F— AN

DU PR AR ST S R RE AT O+ EE A [
EFEAE L FREASCIATT R, HBUARITHN .

SRR AN TE R R BEAT N+ R BE N
FHEARSCHAT A+ BV RAT Hy; EAEIA ] i

TR RNIE R R BE T+ R BE R+ R E
AT R+HL AN RAT R, AR

x2 HMIR2HBIEMEFIHER

A $ df y/df CF1 TLI SRMR RMSEA
FH A 1071.72 485 2.21 0.90 0.89 0.05 0.06
Y PR A A 1625.67 489 3.32 0.81 0.80 0.10 0.09
=N AR 2492.20 492 5.07 0.67 0.64 0.14 0.12
A 4149.43 494 8.40 0.40 0.35 0.20 0.16
B AR 4751.47 495 9.60 0.30 0.25 0.20 0.17

N = 302, > HKJ5{E, df A A/, CFI (comparative fit index) N LB EGF5%L, TLI (Tucker-Lewis index) A &l 55 —X1 5 {15 %%,
SRMR (standardized root mean square residual) AR EAL Y3 7 i %% 25, RMSEA (root mean square error of approximation) >y ¥ {573

W7 2%,
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BRI FRERL: OB BT AR TR T
322 HWRAMFITER

fli ]l SPSS 22.0 J3r T ASHIF I8 A% 0o A5 Bt 1) °F- 3
fH . PRUEZEFIAIOC R AL, 45 RNE 3 i,
323 RIZEHRELER

FRAE R 4 (7 BRI ERAR 3 B 25 S v A, FEda il
TRITTEPER . AR ZHEBRE . SRR . F
LR TAEAEBR G, ANIE R KA T X R EEIA
A B FERIER b = 0.22, p < 0.001), &% 1
1938038 o FRBEINRINT G BEA SCHIAT A k3 1 )
SR (b = —0.26, p < 0.001), Bk 2 15834, HAh,
FBE N [F X LU RAT A W 2 w2 (b =
-0.36, p < 0.001), fBi% 4 192802 +F. Feili, 45

iR TAEAFEBR 5 G A SCAT R Z M AE 78 b 3 1)
TR R, XRPREE TAEERRE N, & T 6
FE R IR B AN SCIAT A b o X AT R A
b TAELE MK, 0T R T AR )45
BRI R e, M AE R BE A 1E P R B o
() H 3R AE T BE T1, XA B T R EA SCHAT R
(Bai et al., 2016: Mittal et al., 2024),

Y36, ARV R IR S5 R BRIk 4),
PN R Hh O PEFE AN JE 18 R R BEAT N 5 K2 R 26
ZH iR E T B 3 (b= —0.20, p< 0.001). i FA}
FOHTRYIOLIE 3), 7E e B R O
TEAEM 1 AFRiER), NEESRREST NS K
INFITE ] R A B E (b = 0.03, p = 0.511); 1Ei&

x3 MR 2ERMFITEEXINER

QIS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
1 P -
2. MR -0.14"
3. RYHRE 0.02  —0.10 -
4. BSIHAR DL -0.15" 0.577 —0.07 -
5. 5JLAKK -0.11" 0.59" —0.23" 0.70"" -
6. TAEAFR -0.22"  0.82" —0.23" 0.71" 0.64" -
7. RiEERET N -0.18"  —0.02 0.16™  0.01 -0.02 0.06 -
8. JHAEIAIE o 0.07  —0.01 -0.10 -0.04 0.06 —0.11 -0.27" -
9. FKEEINIA] -0.11 0.07 0.05 0.14" 0.09 0.13" 0.25" 0.14"
10. HANRATH -0.02  —0.08 0.06 -0.09 -0.10  —0.05 0.06 -0.19"  -0.24" -
1. KEAXHIFTH - -0.01 -0.21"  -0.02 -0.21"  —0.12° -0.30" —0.03 0.12" -0.24" 011 -
RSN 1.55 2821 2.97 1.37 1.38 2.32 3.17 3.73 4.04 2.54  2.00
ik 2 0.50 7.77 0.69 0.48 0.64 1.37 1.08 0.96 0.70 0.92 0.87

N = 302.

PESL 1= 55,2 = &, RBERE: 1 = @b R, 2= K%, 3= R¥EARL, 4= BiH K2 E. IBRE: 1 =

B, 2= KRIE. BILAEG 1= T6,2=11,3=24,4=3 P KL, TAE4ERR: 1 =24ELIF, 2=2~4 4,3 =5~74F, 4=8~104EF, 5=

10 4L . *p<0.05; ** p<0.01.

x4 HR2HBESWNER(EER)

- FHEINIF] FIEA SCATTH HERNRATH

b SE b SE b SE
5] -0.11 0.08 -0.17 0.10 -0.06 0.11
AEIR -0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 -0.02 0.01
ZHEERE 0.04 0.06 -0.12 0.08 -0.11 0.08
B IRAR AL 0.20 0.14 0.02 0.16 -0.15 0.20
PPN -0.08 0.10 0.13 0.12 -0.06 0.14
TAEAF IR 0.04 0.07 -0.30" 0.10 0.13 0.09
B R RELT R 0.22""" 0.04 0.05 0.05 0.08 0.05
F LI [F] -0.26"" 0.07 -0.36 0.08
JEAEIA R Huk 0.26"" 0.05
ANEEFR G BEAT o< B AN e 1 -0.20"" 0.05

N =302. ** p<0.01; *** p<0.001.
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sol meaeennn s : 324 HiEMRR
E 35| ,///////” Py TAIERFST 2 4 i Ra b, FAT7E M AT
2 0l S I AT B AP0 . 25 ), MR
¥ oosl e LowittiA SRR, FSC 2 TP R 00 25 0 1 A
20 T HiehEEARLE Btk AR, PR BRI A R . Ho, A
'3y S R 1T S 5 SRR AT B0 TE 1 5 R (b =

LowNEMRKEITHN  High NEHERFETR
B3 Gl E AR O X AN TE 8 2R R REAT M S RE AT
BN s A

TEIA LR O PRI (AR 1 D hRiEZE), ANETE
FRBEAT NG REENRIZEPIER CR B E D =
0.41, p<0.001), LA, 5B A oA [a] Hacs P A 1
TA TR Hes M 2 B R S RN 22 5 3 (difference =
-0.37, p<0.001), K, ik 6 1352 HF.

& H bootstrapping #E47 5000 WAL b 45 %
B, ANIE RGBT T 3l 3k 5 2 TA R 6 5% i AN SC B
A7 M9 By 1] 4225500 b 35 (estimate = —0.06, p = 0.003,
95% CI = [-0.10, —0.02]), ik, 1Rk 3 53] 4%,
AN IE R R BEAT M il i FBEE N RN LV RAT A
B 1] FE R4 W i 3 (estimate = —0.08, p = 0.001, 95%
CI=[-0.13,-0.04]), fhis 5 152 F .

AT B RO AT IS 25 R R, TE = BRI
[T, AN TE SR S REAT R 38 4 ZR 2 DA [
X 58 AN SCHHAT R ) [B) 422 30 WL At 3 (estimate =
-0.01, p=0.536, 95% CI = [-0.04, 0.02])., 7E{KiEFE
NI R MRS, N IETE R R EEAT 38 i ZEBE A
[F] X 5% JBE AN SC AT Ay 4[] 22 35007t 3% (estimate =
—0.11, p=0.002, 95% CI = [-0.18, —0.04]), =k
2 8] 1) 22 Sl g 3 (difference = 0.10, p = 0.008,
95% CI=1[0.04, 0.18]), Kit, fBix 7 $&H pyiE A
(] Hv o M 8 9 AN T8 T % S BEA T 2R 3 o 53 B A [ %k
FEEANSCHIAT R 22 A5 8 3 hF . A, 785
AR PR, NBEER AT il K
JiE A 7] X6 2H 28 RAT Sy 1 TR] 42 52 e 2500 AN Wk 2
(estimate = —0.01, p = 0.539, 95% CI = [-0.06,
0.02]). #RTM, FEMEAENE PO, AEE
SRR BEAT Ay 2 R A R X AL 2128 BRAT Ry B[] 22
SEMARN i 3 (estimate = —0.15, p < 0.001, 95% CI =
[-0.24, —0.08])) . M M4 Z | £ F B 8 #F
(difference = 0.13, p=0.001, 95% CI = [0.07, 0.23]),
3 UH T PN ] Ao PR R Y A T 2R R AT R i
FEENFIXTH LU RAT A R R . R, R

0.24, p<0.001), ZHFBEE 1, KBNS FKEA
BI1T A (b = —0.30, p < 0.00)FIHL N EAT H(b =
—0.36, p<0.001)f7 W E MM C KR, ik 2 Az
4 93K, #—2LH, RH bootstrapping # 1T
5000 YA RS R WoR, FEMBRERIZE R, ANiE
0% R BEAT Sy 38 ik 58 2 A TR X R EE AN ST AT
(estimate = —0.07, p = 0.001, 95% CI = [-0.12, —0.03])
L 210N B AT M (estimate = —0.08, p < 0.001, 95%
CI = [-0.14, —0.05) Al 252 ma 3 i 2%, PR bRk 3
AR 5 43 A5 B SR, ek, TE A R e M
FHTAEERFET N S RKENRXRD =
-0.20, p<0.001), fRix% 6 132 FF, BIH TR T A
RN AT A R R, YA AR P HERCE A, AN
T 2% S BEAT R 38 1 5% B N [R] 52 e 5K B AN SC WA T
A B T] 24 0 AN I 25 (estimate = —0.01, p = 0.374,
95% CI = [—0.05, 0.017), T 2418 FEIA ] FpU PRI
P B[] 223850 07 (. 3 (estimate = —0.13, p = 0.001, 95%
CI = [-0.21, —0.06]), Pi#& 114 2% 57 g 3 (difference =
0.12, p=0.004, 95% CI =[0.04, 0.21]), K, Bk
7 ARBN L HF AN, M FE MRS R, ANIE
TR R BEAT Ryl 0 R BE N [A) 52 e 1 4L RAT A Y
(] 423500 AN (. 3 (estimate = —0.02, p = 0.401, 95%
CI = [-0.06, 0.01]), 4B FEIA ] oo PEEAR AT X —
[ 322 5 A %0 i 25 (estimate = —0.15, p < 0.001, 95%
CI = [-0.24, —0.09]), Wi & Z ] /Y 2= 55 b b 3%
(difference = 0.14, p< 0.001, 95% CI=[0.07, 0.22]),
R, % 8 155Kk .

AR R T REMG . B =R =
B BE B IR AT, BF9T 2 MUY T LR T,
WIAE TS A FIE A , 45 SRR, REEER
BEAT Sy B o 3 58 53 T 5% B A [R) e Sk AR AR 0z (R
W S BEANSCIIAT R, EE M T8N RAT
Hy, B FEA LR H O L ARRON i AR . R
VR S AIE 9% BH T AR o [ 1 PR SR OC R JF 56 IE T B
W, R RE T AEFE R BT N 1 A R
ROR . AOFFERW, BN B TR EE R AT
ol R HE L g5 ab, (HA AT BEXS 51 TR TAEFIZ
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BEZAITAXZ

NI PR S BEAT N Y5 S AL 1273

JRE A= T 1 RS A 520 (Umphress et al., 2010), K I,
5T 3 ¥t — 20T YA B BRI Y, IRFEANIEFER
FIEAT 0 0 R 5 RO 75 2 B N [R) 4 % 1717 328 T 1
PR R

4 WEIE 30 AIERESERRELT RN
JE B A s o] 2 S5O NE AF 5

41 FHik
411 HMEERMERFTENA

AWFFEAE L Qin 25 (2018) 47 Ky 14y vk ] 7 25 17
K57, R ANIE T2 G BEAT S R S R B[]
%00 o BRI, Qin 45(2018)i8 i P J& 1 Hic it
5%, KU 1R A R 1 B R e ) A ]
RN, BN HACH R . AT S A AR
i B I8 R A BAT A I EAE K e bR, T A
KT BV IZACE N TAER A, IR R
TR 2 AT A BN 2 2 75 LA R . AR
W55 2% Qin % (2018)MIWFFITIE, HAT 5 WYhIA
B ERAE, JERIT 5 N BT N Ry 3 A2 &
PHEAE R AR N R AR BAFE bR 2 A
55 N+1 R AR F 520 o i, ASBiF5E A 9N ) i
MR, 41 = YA TR S TR R S BEA T -1
TEAE R F AR B, TR0 26 DU YRR A9 5 i A [R] LA B 3
ik R DA TR] X 55 I YRR AT 1 SR AN SCHR AT SR 1 i)
g o LR ST Se i R AN TE AR S REA T R Xt
BT A B R BEAS SCHIAT R R 520
412 WHRERMFHALE

AHFFE R TRDE R G B R A TAERS . VU R L IX
MTEA AT, WA R R V. mRAE
Moo FEREBEFIMEXT R0, ZORGOAE D5 -5 0E
B AR . 2 . SCRE L S I IR A5 ) Fh (A e A
5% 2 ) 2 10 R A %) B 3 7 G 1) A 5 201G )
+, BERULE T IROTE 0 T B, ani
W5 5 A BrBaEAT, JFRIAS 5 E 0 A RN
Bl IR AR . RS TRARES R, S 553G 5
TCIL 4 il o

18 5 DAAT B 5 o 6T B R] 0 280 1 R 9 R0 0 1)
K6 5 s (Matthews et al., 2014; Qin et al., 2018;
Ward et al., 2022), AHBFFERBFS> 5 RiETT, IR
BB E . S5 8T EAE 5 WA IHE AN E SR
FIEAT R« FEEINRI R EA SCAT R0, IFTE
BfE] 1 A TR N F 22805 B R . T
U WRPIR 50 A TARAT I 45 ) o B IR BIFLE 0] 45 19 /5 0L
ZRPOAEE A M RAIFNLS )G 4 67, DME

JE AVCHED 5 IRAEEE . 500 44 51 T30 T 91Ukt
W 55 I Bl ) 4 459 13, 14 BIICR N
91.8% 2 =Y M IA] 4 387 4y, [)4 [l
N 84.3%, UK R ] 334 {7, [F]4 W]
WF Ny 86.3%. A FLIRIAIAE BRI 276 1y, [nl4 [T
BN 82.6%., ZidXt 5 MR #E T ILAD, HHaR
153 259 1A K, IR B 2 2% R 51.8%
Hrr, 50.8%MZ2 55 B H; FHFER N 32.66 %
(SD = 7.70 %); 63.7% KT HF; 51.4%H 5w 2P
T, 84.9%MS 5 HEMA AR LU F2ET1, TAE
FEFRTE 2 AELL R 5 10%, 2~4 4F 5 21.6%, 5~7 4F
33.2%, 8~10 4E 5 12.4%, 10 4ELL |5 22.8%.
413 METEH

NEEERET A AWML AEEER
JEAT AR SIS 2 AHIA .

KEENE o AWFFEE 1 BE ] i 3 S5 5%
1 FIBFSE 2 HH T

FKEARLAIT A o ABFFEMH I S BEAR SCAAT
iR 55T 2 1A

BRI E MIEUENIITRER, TR,
Y DT TARERR A MR A5 51 T B2 TA
[ 125 FEASCHIT IR EF 2 (De Clereq et
al., 2018; Sharma & Mishra, 2021), K, AWFFTFE
AT AN TE 5 58 R BEAT S BRI 25 B[] 1 250 7 19
15 43 A B sl T X s N 2R fE R
42 #R
421 MEATEKRIE

TERG B0 AR 1 22 (0] ¢ R AR AL Z i, ARG AT
T YRR A D B AN AR PER R, DA PR 5T AR AR
5 FEVRME R TR OR BB a1 ARfk . X 433505 . 7
ANARVEFN BN SEE P R B 45 R AN 3R 5 R . 452R
FEW, A% A8 it R TR AN AR MR A SR 2 T ) 22
St ACFI #/NT 0.01, ARMSEA /T 0.01, ASRMR
/T 0.02, AR IR F E bR iE, BIACFI<0.01,
ARMSEA < 0.02, ASRMR < 0.03 (Chen, 2007; Ma &
Wei, 2023), AT I & AR AT 21 32 5
422 HEENELKIELER

/] bootstrapping & WU 5000 1K )43 Hr 4
IR, FEEET TR AR L WS IRRIR D
IR TAEFER G, 5 —f MU AR B R EAT
Shy S5 4 3 3 5 e AT 1 SR E DA ) X B RS R AT
F R BE AN SCBAA T AT S 2 B ] B[R] 252 1] (estimate =
-0.29, p< 0.001, 95% CI = [-0.40, —0.19]), %5—F
5 AR VR RIS JE T R R BE AT A A GE o 5 =4



1274 . T 8576
®5 BTLERXSYE. MELRATHEMBENEEERIEER
75t RS 56 ¥*(df) CFI RMSEA SRMR ACFI ARMSEA ASRMR

ANETERREEAT

X 4330% CFA 1925.90(550)""" 0.846 0.098 0.061

HARIAASPE CFA 1239.89(480)""" 0.915 0.078 0.060

AN ZEEPE CFA 1277.47(504)""" 0.913 0.077 0.065 -0.002 -0.001 0.005
FEEINIF

X350 % CFA 706.27(395) 0.958 0.055 0.041

TR CFA 538.11(335)"" 0.972 0.048 0.039

AN SE M CFA 575.30(355)""" 0.970 0.049 0.050 -0.002 0.001 0.011
FHEAR LT R

X330 % CFA 1256.81(395)""" 0.868 0.092 0.053

I RIAASPE CFA 914.57(335)""" 0.911 0.082 0.048

LA A CFA 945.66(355)"" 0.909 0.080 0.054 -0.002 -0.002 0.006

¥ N=259, ""p<0.001,
PRI 0 R D ) X6 5 = A0 PRI ) SR AN SCHR AT R 5 Wie

A 2 1 1a) B 8] 2 22 W (estimate = —0.25, p < 0.001,
95% CI = [-0.36, —0.15]), A =1L AN E HEEHK
BEAT Ry 34 6 308 3k 55 O 5 52 B A R X 5 DU 4G R E AN
SCHAAT A TRIERZ AN {2 3 (estimate = —0.05, p= 0.177,
95% CI = [-0.125, 0.002]), X Ui, #LEwT 4 JH R
TR A T8 78 2 G B2 AT S Y (B 2 55 75 ) i 2 TA
[ X5F 25 75 J 0 R BE AN SCHIAT R Al R A 2 1
WAL, I 4 RSN BB R R EA T I 5
YR 1 5 i DA T %o 585 0 R R IF A9 SR AN SC I AT
Sk 3% B OE ) Y (R 2, fHOAR f 3 (estimate =
0.01, p=0.291, 95% CI = [-0.01, 0.04]), K 4 £F
TH N A EERE R AT R EEX S N+1 R
ANSCHAT M R e AR AR ], X SEE SRR, A
T SR R BEAT R X 5L TR BEAS SCHRAT Ry W 41 il £
HREER, X—EHE 4 MNEE, 4 B2ZE
ZRss, JHTE 6 FRIHAR, HEAERKME HZE)
I B ks

0.05
0
-0.05}
-0.10}
-0.151
-0.20f
-0.25¢
-0.301
-0.35L
—o— HNGE RN RR AT N BMEE N + 152
KEENFXIN + 1585 BEASCIIAT A i TRT-EA000 (L

Kl 4 ANIEPERFEEDT AN Jm 82 5 HE AN SCIAAT D ] 4
M AE A

—0.287

51 WMRZEIL

AT A EM AR ES, RS s
22 oK R —Z2 W) () A5 0 A A 0] 38 BRI 90 A5 7 A
G55, K TN BETE R R EEAT RS RN . 52 0
PURI RN R 5. IFSR A5 3R, B TR AN T 1R 0%
FREAT R385 51 K R e N IR B AT 8 1 R S8,
RESB AN il e A SCINAT Ry, (B 23D H AR H 2L
IR AT R, BEIRARAZUA RAT 0. AN, 90
I BF R4S R R, AN IETE R K BEAT A R R EE AN SC
WIAT S AR T AR AR, (HIR A AT HpsL, Hmt
[ % DA 6 JA A o AR PO PR TEAN B TESER
BEAT R RS e J R R o S IE A R s
PR I, AN TE 78 20 G BEA T R X S EE TA [R]85 1 LA
Kot FBEAS SCIAAT I AL 2000 BRAT A 1) ) 42 5% 1)
A,
52 HEIRENX

AHFFE B R B L R EARBAE LU JLAS T 1 o
B—, AU RO B R E T NTE ALY
fiE Y A BB A0 e —— T AR RN A ) s e R P
TANBERE R BEST RIS . AR, WERE XA
TSR R BEAT 2GRS I, SO R E T
AETESE AT AR FT (9140, Liu et al., 2020;
Wang, Chen et al., 2024; Yao et al., 2022). #Xifi, ¥
A SCHER Bl = ) AN T8 75 2 R BEAT 5 IS R TR
ISR (K 28 45, 2022), AMF5ERE A5
NETERFBEAT NG R R Z — o AP IEE R
FW], AEFERFEETT S RES ()42 1o B A L T



57 W T % UFEZ AR LS NERERZEET WA S 1275
FREASCAT R, El b HNFHL AR, B,

T 78 T AN I8 78 26 AT WA B T T AEFI
AR TEVETE RS AR FURAS o TS AN TE TSR S RE AT N Y
JE R BA BRI X, B AT i e R A
A B0 BEAIL T R 4 v L AN TE AR AT R A %
(Chen et al., 2023), B4k, ANEENFEZEKEETT R B
M A X5 T AL G2 AN I 84T 8 (Liu et al,
2020), PRIFATE PR FEEAT B 5 R AT B T S
M) J 25 B BRE HS — S e AN I R T O 2
] ) 5] o N, —LeAB S AN TEFEAT S (il n, A
TE A 2R 2 2347 ) T e 4 41 4 ok I Y R 3
(Umphress & Bingham, 2011; Wang et al., 2022), {H
ABIF XS AN 18 P 2R FREAT N Je R 5T R B AN IE
TER L BEAT Sy xof 22T 5 T8 2 A 438 2 e AR X
A ] LA A Y, ARITEXTH SN RAT N
PR o X5 Liu (2020, p.640)WF58 1
2, T AR TE TR AT N S R NZ S
HAWASTEEST NI A AR, HICe 2 ek )
2PN G RN X S EAV | F i 11 PO 79 A A=K (5 5
FREAT NG IR, ASWTFE S 800, T 00 e 3
T ANBTERFIEAT N S HE BT T 22 5 .
SRy HE ), e X AN T PR S AT R R
I, AU R T A TR R EAT X S BE R
S5 280 BsF T] 18 0007 o T 98 235 SRR BN B TR S et
13 BRSO A J P, BER [ HERS (6 J4) S
B, H5 g A ] B AR O HR LA KX 22 i A SC B
R B 2, H BRI IE IR
JEASCHIAT Ry a3 A SeAT R it R 2H 21
SN ANAFE, (HAIGERFELAFAE(Qin et al., 2018), [A]
FE, AIEESE G BEAT N EIRW) 2 BA % 4 4Lk
MAA B, A DRTEH LU A+ 535 5
(Cheng et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2020), AKFFTH R T
NI T8RS BEAT TR 2 RE Hh AT BE AT Ok 1 S DI AR A
RO, FE— 8 FREE BT LR ) i AR TE 1847 Ry
DAFEAFAE . Wb, RUFSERATETE R K BEAT MR
W J5 S50 B[] 6 28007 19 & BB 1 FE IR RO JE
A7 Oy I 2 R R) 7 11 B E e, DR Ay Rk ] AR 2R
E T XTI A MR A HFR, XA T
PIFE R 5T 45 15 (Umphress & Bingham, 2011), i i
XN T8 P 25 G BEAT D IR 5 W 480 S HG s i) 78 4380 0
MR, ABFFEERAE TR A IE R UE B L AN I A
17 R J5 2R L B 1Y A JE 72 AT Sy SCHR T 48 78 1Y B
NE R o X AT T AT A E LTS
SRAYHR, T H YA BT N RS ITRE T

B, AW R TR R R EAT AN S
RN, A BT AN B 1 2R KA T N AT
T o 97 4 AN 18 2R SRR AT O S e Y N FE AR T AL,
ABFFEUE W] TN IE P R R BEAT N I S e METE T
R BE A TEER P T, 20 AT Bh ke
AR TEFE) 51 T2 A RERRTE AT 45 R R
B, ERAEESERBEAT B TEYERT, b T IHBRE
T RN 22 J8% ) A R A28 e it Ak H R B B 1y
MR FBEINF] . S IA A TR 5 I AN T
AT LSRN Z R TG 45, 25 1T 52 0 54
TS TAEAE AT M (Liu et al., 2021; Tang et al.,
2022), {HIZE, XABERERREIT NS, HHERMA
AN JE DAFE 7 HAS TE RN 2% 57 2 A7 1 oF )& J& M (Liu
et al., 2020; Wang, Chen et al., 2024), A58 AT
FEMENE LA AT IR ER, IR T B2 N
SN ETE R R BEAT N H TR 8K BE A ]
AT AL RAT LT, s T A EER K E
AT R G JEE, X H5 e J5 2247 Ry )i AR A 2 1
THEINRAR B o R, ABESE bR A A R AL
il I AR R T A E R R BEA T, i T HA
A BAREME R EIEAT R, AT G SN B R
PEAT M ma AL A A S SR BTl A o ildn, TR
1y 2 PR — DA [RIBIL ) 22 1) A T R 51 2 52 il ML o 2L
A B AEA U —A -, BT B AR Bh 4
T A EFELT A (M E 825405174, Johnson &
Umphress, 2019)J8 T AN E 3 EYEAT M AGEE,
PEFRATAYRIY AT LTI, DA T A5 400 AT R 1Y)
DUTAEAE 2R I B 2 i AN R, 17T 2 o) 4
AT R FEX — T, ABFFERA FEAL ]
MIARFEA B T2 = AN R e AT SCBR A T i 1,
MANERE R BT A HLE AT T DTk,

B =, AT I A A T A R R BEAT i
SR, 2P BT TN E SRS RE T S 3
OARKE . BT AN E R FEAT N RS, A
R RN B 5 2R, R SR AN TR R R BE AT
Shy s A T iR BT 55 5 0 1) R AR . RS LA Y
% I TE A [6] HhC P S Ul 2 A Sy 04 o
NI EAT NN & (Aquino & Reed, 2002; He et al.,
2014), (HAWFFEIE R T B A0 ] il R B 55 A 18 18
RFEBEAT NI . AR R GEHARTE T IEFEIA ]
HR O PR X AN T 7 2 SRR AT SR R W i R I R
R 5L T E AR O K B e, AN E
R BEAT RS G EE A ] 52 Wi D K ik 5 B2 A [)
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57 %

L

X} 5B AN ST AT R VL G0N BEAT b B9 T 25 5 i 4%
55 TEXHEA TR, AW BT R 1
JoTAE B AR T JE A B0 S B A R R T R ST Y
YEF(Moore & Gino, 2013; Tang et al., 2022), AWF
FEXT AN B FE R R BEAT MAE 0 B B R R AR T %t
IXAT M RN SEAF H R, i T 45 B 5 v
O K 56 121 ML A AT 52 ma AR AT R BN 1Y S A
(Qin et al., 2020) [FR, ASHFFE X 18 FE A [A] Hroes
R 0 A B R L A B A DA 2 B Y
m B RES | A BRI RE, AR O TSR X ST
PR AN ) B A A v, DT LT T TR AN A
TR FBEAT AR HEE TSR .

S50, A AR AN PE A TR LS VR S AR
FSHESE, AHIFE N TAES FREE S Y 28 LAF57 $2
BET BB LA . R DAV 3 T s B B S al
FEVRARAE B HRAT T AN 58 U5 52 B sl RE n far 42
S ) 5L TR AN TE 18 2% R BEAT O (Cheng et al.,
2022; Yao et al., 2022), {HJE/ERNIBFEEEEIT R
TSN, T Ao A3 SO IR OR A7 BRI A 0 AR A7
FE—> B d AN J —— e = X6 ¢ U 43 B Bl L ) %
T, SEERNTIC AR LS M T A 3 T k] S 2 i
S TS, S, B TR A A S
Z 7T, A AT T AR A58 RE A IR (151 40 o
WUZ AT R, Yao et al., 2022)A 2 RE M 5 BE 3RS
#hFE, ARG AR B 5 IE B I AR ST
FREGIR . A E HE—IA A 38 (Hogg, 2007, 2012)
IR, ANERTT R 32 B A AR 3K B, AR A AT )
H T IA R A A sl AT 1 85 ) P AR . A
A 1) - 1) H TN ] B AT 1, R 4503 5 17 Y
AR AL T AN N B% 07 RS I3 3l 5 07 1] ™R, 548
A1, 2024), AN FEEER AT DL BN [A] 52 e
A AORE 8 Y43 B T g AT G SRR, AT SR b LA
FE 1 AN I8 185 R BE AT N AR5 v B 0 TR AR A A0 A
FETEM R R o ASHIF 58 R AN S P — A R B A
RPN, MEARBUR R TN B R R EAT N
TEAER P JE AR, AR e TN S ) B2 T
Sy A B B G RE AT A % i AR AR 4R (R %
PR A LA RAT ), AR b T S w5
NG JEPR AT BRSO 3% S T AR SR B SCHRAEAE 1Y
BB
53 ZTEEX

A 5 T 6 B A B T AR LR LA
TSR E R o B0, ARBFR R T AN IEE R R
TS AEfaE, A BT oS A MR EEE R

BEAT Ay 8 EE AT SR B i i — [R) i , AR5 1Y)
SRR, ST AR 51 T 23080 W H 2L
SN, WA LN RAT Ry, 3% 6 2H 2300 B v 7 i
&Ko Pk, R R O SR A i ST A,
WA ST IBFERSAE . BT B PEAG SRR ESE, X
S K it A AT R D N B TR R R EAT N R A
(Cheng et al., 2022; Liu et al., 2023), HiK, AR5
R T HZ BN E AN BTE R R E T N S5 0T
JE SEH G RO IRAE LS, O SR T
—AEIR: BIRA LR H AR = A TR EE ]
R 15 T /E 9 (Dumas & Stanko, 2017), {H7E
B3R U TR G EEIA R B, 55 BEOC T AT o A
DI SR VA 1 B T S SR o A B AT DRI S E SCHF
PR, SRR I By AR B[] RIS 2 S PR R S5
JEHE B 51 TRk S BE AR 16 N, KA, 2024) [RI
W] IR B E s TAE-RBERS 25 A 80k, i i
HASAFMEM R 515, 1E A TR RS EE ]
5 AR R AR AR B, DTS By 0 TS 8 T A
MR BEA G AR T o BEAk, AW R A TE TS
R BEAT B S SR A R, KR BEXT D1
TR TAEMEEES = A e . R, S EE T
55 T AT S a8, SRR AT EER
WHEHT FB, DM IETEST 8 25 40 18 BRYE,
JFoR IR LA TR T R E M, LSO ST
it 5 A NMA LK IAHE &R . I&Jm, A
ST 1) & BN T 20 L A7 N A F B AN 355 W A7 B
Ja ko AFEASREY], BN R O PR AN
BTECEFBEAT R G R T 45 . BRI, S AE
FHIE D3 TR AT DO s . Ehdy MUK T NS5 18
TERFE I PEAS, PLICe 8RS B s N o X T
FEHRGY T, 30 Ao 3 s A R R S it PR A
A, WAl E AR P, DU IR AN 18 18 2
FBEAT Ay ) B TED 50
54 MRBRERKFARREE

AW RMAAAE— LR R Z AL, A2t 5T it
— A 5E3 . A, ARYE LA A B[] 2 /000 AT TRL
N R 35 T, LA K N 1) A 5 v 0 B[] 1) B (i
HWARF 1 BH/NTF 1 A (Matthews et al.,
2014; Qin et al., 2018; Ward et al., 2022), AFFFTLE
AN TE T8 S R BEAT SRR 24 B[] 1 25 0 F 9 v
KT 2 B 8 A B A B BR i it H 8
Ji B 38 S AATY SR AR X A5 0, AN BB 48 78 78 BT K (1) B
(i) FELAS T8 7 0% SR BEA T R 0 A5 23 (R i R A SO AT
o B, ASRABIFSE AT 2 iR TR Y ] a] B
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SOBER, B R ) 10 JAE: 2= E A Ay mkE], M s £ X #

TN 488 715 B A B[] 3255 5 P AN 30 1 2 SR AT R s A A%
A B R TS TE 1O BAL I, HE B SR ACHE T A
TETESE R BEAT R S A W52

HR, AR A E HE—IA R ES, R
TONEFEE G EEAT A B OB JE M —— B AN B 1 A
FRBER RS, IERE T A TEESE R EELT RN R E
UNGILNEAE A /N T s SN R = =85 2 &S
TERZRBEAT . BN, FETe N FES AN 535
Bac BRI de AR REIARR B T4 2
PGB TEAR M, SRR T X BT 25 5] 64t 3 7
PRANR N 5 F| 25 4T M (Alniacik et al., 2022; Johnson
& Umphress, 2019), F ik, RIEt2 A RBIS A
55 R85 52 HARARY AT L0 58 22 A [R] AT RE 9K 3l A i
TESEFRBEAT N o AT AT IR T A ETEER
JEAT N5 G BE N R Z 8] PR 0GR iy sh A A8, dm
BT BENLAEEE 28 S o T AR SR 5, R AN B R0
FBEAT R R B2 T R A B 58 40 1) 00 OC R 7% TR 7E
P, 3B AR, 50 AN 0 0 S BEA T A % R RE A [ ) 5
AFEM, DI 7R HOAT REAAAE 1Y 28 S 2 &R

FRR, SRS E T ZEE N E B A B
FE PR [F] AR R S, AR T IR ER
At vT B i R A BILE AR R4 wlhn, oF & S0y
1A [ (Identity Ambivalence, Wang, Lau & Kim, 2024;
LN A, 20245 1RE] AF, 2025)1F A g AT
REA Bl T 220 11 A 38 75 2% K BEAT M AE S8 BE B Ay Fn T
VEB 0y Z IRIAFAER ol 5€, DA TTTH8 75 AN T8 5 S iEA T
R EBAT W JE R . AR B9 ST TT DAAE A AL Y
BWRPZEX—nTRetE. X TFABEEERET N
e 25 107 () 300 B 2, ARBIFSE 5 48 T 0 TR AR o
IETTAE R, AR N R AERE 5T Tk aT LA
ZIEHLUEIRN R, A LA TR FED AN EEE R
JEAT R A R PR AE S

e, AT BRI DA A R g g 4a i 1
AT RE X 2H B RAT R R BE AN SCHIAT R 77 A= 5% T
PN 2228 ) (H LB AT B2 i iF 5 4518 1 I R 7
BRI % AT H . lan, KESNUER
—ANEE BB E (Liu et al., 2020), 1B
NETERRBEAT N S HIERZ BB HR, Pl
FEEN VAL EE R K BEST NS 0 T TAEMEK
JEAT NIRRT IE R A 2 o RIS A] L
TESSE 3 AT 45 2 2 ShAIL, AT B A b 4 75 AN
EERRET N G HFERZBIPER,
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Abstract

In the context of the ongoing societal emphasis on anti-corruption and ethical integrity, unethical
pro-family behaviors have garnered increasing attention. These behaviors constitute a significant yet largely
unexamined facet of workplace dynamics, with prior research predominantly concentrating on their antecedents,
while their potential consequences have been relatively overlooked. Gaining insights into the implications of
such unethical pro-family behavior is essential for the effective management of organizational behavior. The
present study addresses this gap by examining the impacts of unethical pro-family behavior on employees’ work
and family lives, as well as the underlying mechanisms and boundary conditions.

Drawing upon the uncertainty-identity theory, we have developed a comprehensive model to explore the
consequences of unethical pro-family behavior. Utilizing a multifaceted approach that includes an experimental
study, a multi-wave and multi-source field study, and a longitudinal study, we found that unethical pro-family
behavior enhances employees’ family identification. Moreover, family identification mediates the relationship
between unethical pro-family behavior and both organizational citizenship behavior and family incivility.
Additionally, moral identity centrality serves as a boundary condition. When employees possess a high degree of
moral identity centrality, the positive influence of unethical pro-family behavior on family identification, and its
subsequent indirect effects on organizational citizenship behavior and family incivility, are mitigated.
Furthermore, our longitudinal study indicates that the positive outcomes of unethical pro-family behavior are
transient. Specifically, the indirect effect of unethical pro-family behavior in reducing family incivility through
family identification dissipates after six weeks and may even indirectly foster family incivility after eight weeks.
These findings offer novel insights into the complex and nuanced nature of the consequences of unethical
pro-family behavior, which are more intricate than previously recognized.

The aforementioned findings make several significant theoretical contributions. Firstly, by shifting the
focus from antecedents to consequences, we advance the understanding of unethical pro-family behavior.
Secondly, by examining the mediating role of family identification, we elucidate the mechanisms through which
unethical pro-family behavior affects employees’ work and family lives, thereby extending our comprehension
of the underlying processes. Thirdly, the investigation of the moderating role of moral identity centrality
provides crucial insights into the conditions under which unethical pro-family behavior is likely to exert its
effects, thereby enriching the theoretical framework of this research area and offering valuable implications for
organizational interventions. Fourthly, by exploring the time-window effects of unethical pro-family behavior,
we foster a more comprehensive and nuanced understanding of its dynamics, providing a new direction for
future research in related fields. Finally, we reveal the ambivalent nature of unethical pro-family behavior,
contributing to the field of work-family interface research by applying the uncertainty-identity theory.
Keywords unethical pro-family behavior, family identification, organizational citizenship behavior, family

incivility, moral identity centrality



