DHEER 2025, Vol. 57, No. 8, 1482-1498
Acta Psychologica Sinica

https://doi.org/10.3724/SP.J.1041.2025.1482
https://cstr.cn/32110.14.2025.1482

MEMFEEX TS

EBN1T A B XTI S 3B -

RS HRMATIER

K

—

5 A

(R R ATE IR, L0 100084)
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R R P SCHE A (0. A E N R 01 T S T o B it T ENL S, (B SRR ML P R T I 52 T
k2 EEPERINGE ST I, APTTRE S T UMW S R, BT T AEL RS BEX 51 T 3 AT A XL
TIENS LA S SEAL T e R B . — DS RIS PR A A — U e Se e R B . L IR i, f&
BLF 58 B2 Sl o 35 B3 TN SR G PR PR T 847 TS FE LA T J B, S HL o B W 2 i 51 %
BUTAGEERED . BRAA RIGPEAAN R T30 o AW NG S A SR PR X B3 T E 3047

SN, A FEHLAE BERF SR BE TR RS o
K§EiA
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1 e i

FE 254 XA AN MRS, fadle &k
LGV TE TR A, LUk T RIFT AR A B9 Pk
fi (Bennett & Lemoine, 2014), H T &L 5109 &2 2
PEFIARTT SO, 4 2UE G2 ry 452 Al B A ETE
SR, BB = B A AR AT R S
FERXAMEDL S, B TR ST h——HI 5 T 3 & Hfig
ks | IR A ZHUR T — B 2 CEE
(Grant & Ashford, 2008; Griffin et al., 2007). £ 51T
SRl B T AE X U, RS A & SR
FPH B H & R9 A L& BB Y T AE 75 oK (Parker,
2000), XS fEHLET, 51 T FE 17 R MR TAESR
SO MR PR (Chen et al., 2021), HLJ& A AEFE
IPE DL N A0 EB Pk AR 1Y B SRR (Li & Tangirala,
2022), TR AERF A SUA A7 RIS B Y O B ) i (Raki
et al., 2021; Wee & Fehr, 2021), fEfGHLN X, 5
TESWA T AR s ZEsm A b
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FEHLEPFRIE, BT ESfTh, GHLaUeT), faylgE

M~ B 5 3 T A %0 (Coombs & Holladay, 2005;
Mitroff, 2005). KIt, 51 TEIT M4 C Ll H
WAL fa R . LB fE LR T TE

SR, faALEE R XT B T B s AT R 055 i 52 B
—MFEN TR —JrHE, fEPls& T 0TI
LIRS, BRI T HONEWEIR, (AR A # E 1Y
RBE v e PR T LR ST 19 S 07 5K % (Staw et al., 1981),
TETE X FEHLF AR, B3 T2 ARl i W03k XURG:, i
WUR AT e, S SRR B vk MR e 7 %
1 B SRR, D5 — T T, Xl e 07 FUASHA 2
s, W] R A S AR 3 B oK AR 55 1 7 0K (Grant &
Rothbard, 2013), TR JC 8 o BEAT 7 i o iy 52
AR RERY, 0 TRl RES EaE M ETIE X, FhiHG]
), TR AL DLk AL BIR (Griffin et al., 2007).

TR, XFPERRGI T8 T mRAF R
BRI FEAAMEOUT, AEHLF i S0H & 5
T EENATH? XL A S anfe] 52 B 7 LA A1 2&
XL ) B B T A ek . S e L, H
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HRETACH A T AR, BiRms, 34A 6T
fa ML H B AF 5 2 A TR e RS AL R X 22 TH
FIRZ M (AN UG5k, 8124 2)), IR A L
3 o A i R AL A A ke IR fe ML Y B TET B2 R
(Bundy et al., 2017; Lampel et al., 2009), #11 A $5
IR B ARTESE R AT b T R I AT Ry SRS
SR, fEHLEFEEAUEHLUZ PR, RS
TEROUWZ T 51 A& 0 T.— R 5 ke H &2 4% 09 =i
(Z W Gregg et al., 2022; Hu et al., 2020), It4h, &
A DEBOZ ISR, HE2REZHIRF WG
BLERAEXT 0 AR B TS 0, A 65 450 35 A= PR A
Frc PRARBRE, 51 & TH MW TAES B TAEfT M
(Brown et al., 2005; Chong et al., 2020; Fu et al.,
2021; Lin et al., 2021; Liu et al., 2021; Pink et al.,
2021), HARDIEREHL T REZE & LR
DL i i Lo P R W IE B A5 o (BRI Y
JE, MMRIT AT ST R S IOU SR Al (Felin et
al., 2015), i 53 T 347 N7 IS8R AT
7 % BB A (Li & Tangirala, 2022; Raki et al.,
2021), B, MOk B2 12238 IR TS AL 51 T
B R AT A [ i (Jeong et al., 2022),

AwsEie iy, FEfEPLEIES A T ETT T
JERZET, GFIEHAEZ M (Riggio & Newstead,
2022; Wu et al., 2021; ARBEIH 25, 2021), HEHLA
AR, AR % A 2 AR S S L, AR oR
HWAT8(Yam et al., 2020), 1E40 James A1 Wooten
(2005) T am J&] (4, L 1E 25 ZH S R AR (I AR 2 )
FIFFATRIEHLIAS G, 20T X fa LR R 6 PRI,
AR EE TSR I TE LS R T E
AT R Z I RVERT . FEPLSTUT 148 R 8 R 4 7 1E
BLA SZ w38 Bl 2 DL SEELT B fa Al X fE ML AE
ML R &5 HAR BT R A, S B A 45 XURS: W 4%
fa ALY | HAE DT . R R AL R AT
H(Riggio & Newstead, 2022; Zhang et al., 2023; £}
R 45, 2021). AR T HA B AT 1997 2
W, eSS AR TGS, 08T N
XHEALPE AT I AT A R B, SR TR B
T 518 5% 2 0] ) B B 3 (Riggio & Newstead,
2022). [HEE T A OCHE s o g i, TR A T
FAT M I E T 4 S A % (Osborn et al., 2002;
Vroom & Jago, 2007). faHLIF 3 A R 40 & H
2 H S TR )GV RE, 2R 41T BR A AR
WS EE 8, WA ARk, TG
(James et al., 2011), P, fadl4iT ) R ELE G

MU R h A 5 0 TWE TR, TEahUEE T
A AR {H(James et al., 2011; Riggio & Newstead,
2022),

BT EiRvhig, AU SRR R faL g A
G AL 7 ey e a5 1 T F 304718, A
T N SEHURN A HAE HLER LA M A5 s o BARIT
AT BRI (Threat-rigidity) FlEr— 5P
{2 1% (Threat-flexibility) g i, fEHLE4XT 5 T30
A7 R W R e B T R AE ML S J7 (Barnett &
Pratt, 2000; Podsakoff et al., 2023; Staw et al.,
1981) M AEALF Sy BRI, faL=h 4 o iy g
ROPHOR, HWMifEHLF A & RE T4
iy, FEARINEN RGP, A4S 51 T8 Jn g 4 O <7
AT RO, W E B AT ST BRI,
FENLFAF AR T B L2 A7 . R, fEpLFfF
SR RE s B L TR N RS R, S Ok FE shAT
Fo ARICHAT T — WS M A A (9T 1) FT— 20
TH B SIS (W5 2)2k ik b iRk o
1.1 EHEHRE

fa L= F 48 1Y 02 RO & A H B Ve i A P
A =F {4+ (Bundy et al., 2017; James et al., 2011), JoH:
{75 O T Y 2 41 2T 2 3 1 e e I P R vy Rl
FF, G HRRE . AL TARM . ARG,
WA 45 H.I] . 7= & 0] 4% (Pearson & Clair, 1998),
LR SR DR L G5 SR D 7 S ELA AN E
X Bz EA Rk B R v fisg . A RGNS
th, TERFSE SRy, AR H R kA S
A, N A B B AR (Morgeson et al.,
2015), A am B MEARER T FE 0 B i Y
i #2 B (Lin et al., 2021; Wee & Fehr, 2021), F i,
AR AR VHENLF R T, 5185 B R
JE Ak, 325 R A (A O T BR Sad fEAT
R RRE RSO RREE ) . AU (R X R B
) B AR NP L AR ) R OGP (A X A 2 H AR 2 81
45 e R B )X =R R A B (XU AR, X142, 2017,
Morgeson et al., 2015), iX SE4EAE L [E] 44 Bl T 3 —55
1 B 3 B S MR R B, SO T i T A B AR
LEIN . IANHUI T RAT A X A 5 e R

WA, REALfENRAEEAL)ZE, AR
B TR A 5 B B HI A AE 25 7 (Wee & Fehr,
2021) . 1] 4 [RI A THD X6 B el 2 A fe AL, — 46 51 127 fE
SN L R R (B, A AT AR R A
S 1) HT ) 7 S IR 55 ), 1 g — 4 G T A R A
5HR FBE A RE R 5 55 B BT (L, Al T Y AR AR R
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BRI T I, ABFFT N EZ R R
FE L5 B2 SR B3 T s AT R

T, SEHLF XA RS AT 5T £ TR
BLF AR BRI, #4AF 5% M 75 6 45
FEMALAA R K, 3 OGS HLER R T ok 06 R 45
FEFFME(Chong et al., 2020); —LEHF5E W T & 7
WA, K FE LR —Fh 3 AR R 7 U8 (Fu et
al., 2021; Liu et al., 2021); A4 BFF8 P82V H A 13
BRI, HEAE AL YA A% A A Aa g Y L LR (Hu
et al., 2020), XEEHFFEI RN Dy, fEHLFIF24 0T
T B O (R LA e T AR R B R i 2 FH 52 R o 3]
n, ErlEES Tk b TR IRIASE I (Trougakos et al.,
2020), FEAAAE LR 7L, T & AR S O
FHAgFE 0] f5 (Brown et al., 2005; Pink et al., 2021).
UEAh, B BEE B TP A TAEA % 4 &%(Lin et al.,
2021), FEAEHL T TAER A M TAEST(Fu et al.,
2021; Liu et al., 2021), # F 5L IWZE1T I ARGRTT
"M (Chong et al., 2020; Lin et al., 2021), 2R, /Gl
HWE TR M HZEE . BRAE LG
(R HIL 25 PR 2R 7 AN [R) 430388 1 ST ik kst o 48, (H
FEAIL A X 20 LR AN PR AT S 52 i BT 2 ) < HL 2
PR 28 010 55 9 220 o I — M AR T — e R
ALSETE T B R R XA T R B il (Staw et al., 1981),
)RR RN T UM PR 28 X6 35 47 R 19 405 (Barnett &
Pratt, 2000), HULHEAE T — G518 LA R IETHE
BLF P 28 55 B S B A Bl 2 R AN T 1
S, P, AR SCHURE A UM — W 1 5 i —
PEABR B SRR 58 FE AL 5 PR 50 B2 X B3 T 32 sh A7 Ry ok
XTI GIFE R, IR FE LA S 1 78 H v 8 S i
TAEH
1.2 BRI RIES B8 RiE

Ja WP B A Ry, A AR A T I B ) 2 38
ZEROEET), HAGBALRE T 44332 B R,
PR T AU ) AR A 225, OB AT R R B AT
J Vi (Staw et al., 1981), IZHIEARLIE R H Ak
T T80 X S Ul R 2 B 1 AR 8 4 7o o AR, IR %)
N TENLRIEAT TR — 7, S R R 2 e
AR A KRG B 7, 3 B0 45 IR T FE,
AR 25 5 R B AL B S R 55— T, R
TR 55 T AR B R A AR S, i
RS RGBT MR R T L.
FERXCAESL T, B3 A ) T 380G B 1 RN 2k
FERAIEE, ETX g, AT, LV
Berp, LGN RSN B T AW, fil % B3 T

T 26 55 R 1 ROy, (A5 5L T4 /M5 B AR R Rl
FHYGFE (Staw et al., 1981). H 1/ 25 #E 3 RN 132
RIR, O3 TR T 150 ) s 2k a9 fe, /b R B
H E 3077 4 (Halbesleben & Bowler, 2007),

Rl X — PRI R R S, EATE— L8R T
Ji—a e R, PRERITFHRMFE T R —RIPE AT o
Jol = AR BN R, B S S R T — A R
R XT A HLZ: (Barnett & Pratt, 2000), EAARE, B
P RE A A NAE SR, A AR R ZH 2T IH
ARYER, SLHONH R G R . XA A
UR B RE MR 5 B A B . SR g AL ],
T LA A5 S REREE, BT A N 45 4 A1) 1
ZS[a], DT = A 8 1) fiff U J7 8 (Barnett & Pratt, 2000;
Pratt & Barnett, 1997), B —if B 5 S BRI fGHL
FA A AR T R R TR AL T — AR R AR AR R
FEALSEAF A2 BRSO N, ABE A A R [ A
HUFBOS F A7 R AL 32 AL .

T 28— DA R it — 5 M A TR v, AT SRy I %
A% CAILTIAE T8 45 5D 0 T B J8sz FA s, |
1% 45 FE v —— K5 J% 1 v, BEUR AR 191 45 IR 0
(Belcastro et al., 1983), 5iAZNR & HE—ANETE
e N T R U A R R gER S, S ERTT R
(AN HIBE /1 (Martin & Rubin, 1995) . 75 & H— K1 1 5
BRI A, S R B A ML 2 g | R R S 2
FEu, 8 NN R IEME, DR 5L T 34T R
6 0B — 5L P AR T 0 Tl e, e e BE ) f L1
SIPRTE TR R, SRR E B T . IR
2, TR FEHLFARRT, A ARTEF 2 7= A W O,
] B2 77 Az R S R 2

JE N — P 55— L A A 30 25 1 B — s g
FARE K (stimulus-response paradigm). iZyE AN,
A1 SO AN AT Sy S NE 1 5 e Bk T K A1
T8 T AN S0 (Jeong et al., 2022; Plotnick &
Turoff, 2010; Staw et al., 1981), 4/~ A a1 i i 72
FEARRT AR HAAAEf# DL AT BEVE RS, A7 5 fit ) T
Bt SR 2 E S, IR IR E B m T,
K BCELAT — 2 KU 19 5 A7 oA I % g (Sarkar &
Osiyevskyy, 2018). 1 4 Wi FAIH W AEE, FEBIEIA
R R AR, AR KU AT R, ) T
R BULR 51 130 2 1 NP 5 I o IR I R AR AR A
(March & Shapira, 1987; E 1§ 2, 2011), 7EfEHL
fEEEd, BTSSR ECRETOSE S B, B
FR R BT 3l IR & 14T o ok B 1
WL 1 7 (Isabella, 1990), 4053 ANE <
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SCHER SRR A B TR e LA A L, R E
0% TN X fE ML AT ) R R £ 5 (Riggio &
Newstead, 2022; Weick, 1993), [Fitt, 415E WGl
ST T 7K A K M5 ) B3 T X6 £ ML A 1 P A

FIVEAT, TR0 HEW %) 77 3 (Barnett & Pratt, 2000;

Maitlis & Sonenshein, 2010), HARF|A CIFE
BT AR 28 3 UG LS A J5 AT AT 23 T 381 9% U5
Jily, 7 BEB T R SEHL R R IR R R, LT
23 AR 0 3] T 5, 1) 1Y 24 R v O A DA RN R, DT R
PRI AT R X, #8E 5 TOCEfEAL
RIPLES R, TER U A E —FaT DL B Pk ik
BF, DT IE 45 AR 7KK 2 A, JF HOBTE A
R, PR SRR T R . L, ASHT
FENGEE T WU - WIVE 5 Bl — s MR 5, ST E L
T S AESE ML XT 5L T 3 S AT A i 5 e v
TEM
1.3 BNSASHMIETIER

FEHLT 1 WA R FE AL B b 0 5 35 52 )
B R E DASEELT ST fEHL . N X FEHLA A SE L AR
& HARAYTT AL 2 (Collins et al., 2022; Wu et al.,
2021), FIM RS WdE . fEpLH Y | g T) . N
PFRE MG HL S 72577 (Zhang et al., 2023;
W] 4, 2021), Horb KUK W95 i 1 2 ok 45 Fh 3
R WURAR B, WIS FE AR fa AL 48 A2 1
X FEALET B AR AT, LA BAEN]; i e Y) 248
T HAESEHL A HAR T OGO A N A IE I, 75 K FF]
Ty I B R A M 1 B 0 78 Ak RS A H AR AN
173 fEAL IR M T BB fEHLRE XF 2256, I
R & ML 2 (James & Wooten, 2005; Konig et
al., 2020; Riggio & Newstead, 2022)., AW HE
A ST R TAaAL T ) i Z 45, I SIS
J1R A 51 TN fE AL AR, 2T 5 e HE X T
FEALRI R XS AT R o BARITF, AT & A
FEAILEH T 07 K ok 553 fe LA v e R 3R ) 97 T 52
mel, 5 Ak 51 T ALSS P ER B9IA AL, SRS e fE AL b
TR 2 RS FA MR ST o

T, X U B R E R, ST Rk
KR GRS G, WA EILEY
FEAINHI(Weick, 1993), X FPIAHIAT B T45 S5 51
FUE IR AR XS, {5 T T EyL = 5, 1A
R fE AL TR, DT IR X Jg B i 8% R, 1 i
YHEAEHL 22 IR I (Maitlis & Sonenshein, 2010; F
e 4%, 2021) RZ, # W FEAF Sy, LA
AE S R R Bl = A5 8 fE AL A W R 2R 7 A i

JE S, #EM 2T BRAETE L2 o

Hk, GisE el E3RMEIHERE M 5 T
RN A IS AE AT SUATTEE L fEHL(James &
Wooten, 2005), X}, 51 T2 AT R A9BSR 1
XF fe Lt R PR, SN i T SR AR P T SRR
2, MO = BT Al AHR, W R
TEfEAL P RGBS REHERI T, X2 5
T B JC B RN 2 8 S (Boswell et al., 2004), FffiH
T 22 M G T S LT SR BB I 2R

PR, A BT B TR SRR SR ) B 1 G
PR, AT ] DL ARG G L R ) R R AN 2
(Koehn, 2020). 1 Tl /5 26 30 & {5 53 T X 5% H 19 )k
M BTN U, 3 BUhATE 21 O AL IR
P (Mogg & Bradley, 1998)., i 45 5 & M5 ik
FEAURE D fif X 2e15 2, R RS 01 T DA 3R 1y
I EFRHEHL, BREMEFadlh i 562
AR, AN AT E 20T B TR IR SR, B TR
AE 23 BB AR o X AT B Ss IURIAA T fa plL
B R R B ST, I R AT X W A AL 23 1 TR
HE S o

WAL, 1400 3 MR fa AL B A 2 1k BT ke
HAnIF IR EAT BRI, 51 T 25832 31 240 237 L %o
fE LT 1Y J5 ] JEBOR1 R 3% P . Schakel F1 Wolbers
(2021)48 H, PR ) 17 2H 20 7 B AE AN R B 2 21
T [A) ke [T, LA XS ML AS [R] & R B B o
FEXPMEEE T, S5 A IR TS 5 R0 205 % e S
Bl 3 TGS AN B AR A i B, 3 5 H: v iR fE AL
BYAE L, FE 51 SABATTRE 2 0 DR % 1] 42 1
FIHAMLEs o AHI, AN 40 3 TE A ML ik = W 1)
H bR sCR BUE AL B SIS, 51 T 0] e <3 R 3 4 27
FEAL AR R Ty ], 3 AN s IR A AR fe B
JOIR R 28 A BN, 3 2 1 55 A ATV AR BIL 23 I G T
FA FHEE T -

I Ja, O AR S L AR AR AR S RO 4R
KIEHLZ AT R, AMLEEHS B 51 TN fa il & 2
ATRE MR 25 51, I 5 A TR S AL S —Fh
R ) B, HE ST — e R T 58 (stress-is-
enhancing)f#.0>#x(James & Wooten, 2011), X Fl>
A O3 T8 T e b R B R R AR, O B K
AR A K (Crum et al., 2013), A5z, BR=ZfEHL
SR A AT Re A AT B 2SI 2 A L2,
X AT A AR A 1) 1o %o A

bRk, AEPLSS ) AT A e S B B T
HOHTHE E X AL B IA R, ST 0 G LS 0
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I 72 A R R W K 45 R ARG T B/ FH (Oen et al.,
2022), —J7 i, fatlAS: A B s B TXHEHL
N RS) S S E N T € (e KR U R N b
A E 1 RO, BV 45 #€ 35 (Belcastro et al., 1983),
2T AT L A5 I X A8 HIL 3 14 T T A 2 4
TN R, b ] 2 SR ) T AR SR T 4 B
(A, T A A 6T 8 ) JE& 2T (Boswell et al., 2004)
T ol JE 1) o A1 BB 8 2 i B T 0RO B g, kb
T LEFEW W KA . L, MAENLSS B, fa
HILER 4 56k 85 XoF 175 28 6 98 114 1 ) 52 W B 11 555 . AR
I, BEHLA S S AR, BT Bz A A
B T, TS B T AR AL A U R &
JEEY e DR S R FE ML, FEXAE LT, &
PLEE iR B i B T AT 45 #6308 . 25 |, AR
FFE 4

Bk 1. fEflai R AT L E g 515
FERZ MR . BRI, MaiLa s %
I, FEMLEE (50 B IE ) 351 25 AR M e L
FIRET I, S AL B X 155 £ RE 3 (1) 1E 1] S DKy
BEHIES

71, falaiR A BT B B TR e
PLERAER LA 2R, e Z2s e AL % 5 TIA
L e A R R, BIOH 2 36 M (Martin® & Rubin,
1995). 7E H = K F B fa LA S 1 F, 51 T3 A vl fig
W5 & WL Ry EL A Bk ik B ML 2 i A 2 T B e 114 )R
il (Boswell et al., 2004), X Ff R At DA 00 4 A0 {15
BT TR fE AL BT 25 5 Bk it A 1 S A A A
(Jeong et al., 2022), MY J&(5 B ALy
B, RPN R IE T, M, EMRE LA
AL S O S W £ T 1 o SR = ) W R <) A IS
M Z AT BERI LSS, AR T I R 6k
P, AHFTEHE S

Bk 2. fEflais SRR LR 5 IA
HIRIEVEZ B FR . AR, MAEPL4 T 8k
B, fe AL 15 Bl R AN RIS 1 4 A LA
S, fERLEE R B IE ) s A A R
1.4 RHESREXRITEHNTAHEZEZMm

45 45 R — W R — v R R, AR ST
— R, B T ARG A5 2 AN RS A3 5 i
HENTH o YA R AL 7= A 1 FE B
HAA SRR SF 14T I PR (Staw et al., 1981),
75 25 R S — PO BB AR R RS, R
FR 55 FG 7R, BHLAS T 53 T F 5l R BB AT 3 Y

AEJI. AT A, 548 FEwE X MARIE S5 SRk
1 B0 AT N A S 3 ) 1 [0 %2 I (Halbesleben &
Bowler, 2007), 401 TG FEME K- FH i B, A
ATTEE g 1] T AR AT BB RN SRR A0, RIS
PRSF WP AT R SO, DA T4 G 3= 3 A A i
Ao B, SEERE 1, AR5

% 3. LS I REIR Y A AL 1o T
1 26 AR SE X B T S AT o T AR B S R . BLR
M, SIS I BARN, el B i 1F
[ 14 SR AT 25 AR ] 01 T E ST R; MENLT )
BRIy, SE AL R R 1 2 AR X D T AT
Sh B T K R 55

AR fe AL T R AN R0 P,
A AT BB PR IS WM E B AT o ARG A
&2 B T ok 5 HOU S A I 1915 B (Wheeless &
Schrodt, 2001), X ¥ {& B A ik £F IF 7k 45 )%
(Martin et al., 2011), FfH ] R HCS AW A2 fL 1Y
PRI HEE SO ) SR (Kiss et al., 2020), 7EfGHLIE BE 0,
R AR R 1 A BT 225 1) T TP A P RN 24
A ) R fit e SEL A4 P AT T BEHE T ) IR B T SR A A
) TAE S Bas Aok, POk tils, JHEE
TR [ O R9ATSh s . B mpil i, AR RIS
e AR R B A Re A E ST NIRRT, SRR
A FE S T R Sh AL, M A] ER B ST
o AHIZ, AR R TE AR YA A ] T [~ 2428 1Y
178075 Z8 VAR X BREE AR 8 v, Hil) T ST
NP I, S AR 2, ABFTEAR T .

fBa% 4: fEALTT ) RETE Y A LR i 32 3 ot
AN R E R 3 g AT R B e A i ) s, 2
W, YA T BRI, fa LS5 i i
1] 2 M R G R A 53 T 304705 A fal
U IVEGE I, G AL DR S A 1 5 A R
s 5L T E TR
1.5 FAREENE

MRS B RTE, ARG T MIATSE . (DA
5% 1 A—T LR -2 0 S S &k A, H
4 2 B T I 52 G ML B A 56 AR BIF 5 10 B O A A
PETHAMIRAE ; (2)WFFE 2 S — 0T S Y 1 S A
S, H AR50 AW 58 ) B B A & il T
FE VAR BIAEER, JF 345 N AR o A HEFE AT S
B A AW 5 B4R 2 T G S T R A Rl 3R
(https://ost.i0/8t239/?view_only = 7b0d0daea55543d3
b1576978b9a51a48),
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2 WS 1. LB AR A

2.1 HARSHEWE

AW T 2022 45 3 H 2 5 AWEE—FKaeH
PR BE BRI AT T SR AR o e X — B
W, TR R AR, HE s R
T RRRAE, B AT A 7 AR T TR B, AR A
SPARTEAE 21 AT Y 3 SCPLR Y8 T i A [F] R
P fEHL . eI 30 B & P sk iy AR
b 22T R B T R 6L T A A B Y, ik e
N 2 U — i X 45 )2 U B 4 T B R 3k
o XA AR TGS AR .

Syt G [ R 22, ASHIF 5 R FH 22 ) 5 22 SR U )
FEARBHRWAE T ik o 2% e Fifr 5 5 T3
TTRWESE, BRI SLBRIE L, AN EEE
PA 1A HAE Ry it el 1l B A T B e . B AR e
T LRSI SCRE T, AN IEIE Tz A
82 ~HTBNY 466 44 01 1.2 5 =B Be iy [ & I8 4, Jf
FRTSHEEMAOGIEER . £—0BEG H)
W ORI S OCF fa AL 1 5 B RS LS K
Pyl s, il 426 fy; —MHIE@ H), #BigH
TR G 17 45 08 AN DU R TG i B, St Rl
400 135 F—AHEG H), #iF ERSSHE R
T FE AT s, FLElk 80 (8 S HE iy
384 {5 %f 51 T PEHY o 4 = B Be s kAT e il 2 ),
EPR A F 340 400 T, 80 &40, fF& 80 1A
BARSA R 2L 340 4y, ARIEICE R 72.9%,
TE G TAEARY, B1EN E 80.9%, FY4E R 29.94
% (SD = 390), TUBRELUAR B E, Lt
82.1%, FH TAEEBR KN 3.39 (SD = 2.69), 7E4S:
FEAC TR, B L 77.5%, SE4EREN 34.21 2(SD
= 4.67), ZHEEREUAR I E, Hk 82.5%; H
BAKEAS P-4 (B K 4.25 (SD = 1.24),

22 TENE

AR A B R A TN A 7 95 S 3V
JTEEE T I R By, AAETTIEIR ™A% i e —[al
PRI R E h 3R . SRR Likert 7 5%
HRFATIN( = EFATE, 7= EEHFE)-

T DUAE S AL BRI AT B R 2 & 4 S8 S Ta) e A T R Ui
(Shao et al., 2021), HEINFT AR ZELLL 3 F 4 J& R (Song
et al., 2023; K@ 45, 2022), fEULILTE b, HIEBIREAM AE
T AL DL B Ry SR A7l 55 B2, DTAE 5 AR BT B2 K
Feorima I, BEST 1 L 1 A H R )RR AT B e .

TR, AWF ] Morgeson (2005) .
Morgeson Al DeRue (2006)55 AJT A& )t 20 4
FENLE SR R . BRI S, fEpLE R
HARHAE | R RN SR = SRR A A, S
A A A 7 R T Morgeson (2005) 9B
I, A AR, F RS ME B Ok R T Morgeson
F1l DeRue (2006)IWF5E, F 4 A, H {455
PR Z% B AR X 48 B2 v AR 1% 10y i
JE Y AT R (R ) i3y R OB AR SR M
H g g Xof b % B2 o 8 1 %o 1 1T BA ) 4 10 1 2
EEEN, FAEUE MRS H g R
HOPENE T B AT ARG A TAE 0y A=
15 B R 0.78,

JEHARF T o AWFEH Zhang Fl Zheng 55
(2023) K B HLAEBE 20 NI ) R i 51 T
AN BN AEHL T I AT SRS 4 4% H,
b AU W AR R M 4% B e 2 8l e i A 4L R 8
AEIAE B fENLH SRR 4% B < Tm X fE LA,
HetA, BFRES W, R FEESLE
et b NTEFEML P TR, R AR AR 4%
H A M 4 fe HILAS Fb 175 100 8 28 SR s H AR S5 40 R A 7 30
Ji%er; fatl R B FMEZK B e s BAE el 2 5%
AR DL T i, ARG 098, R
BN N RN WGP S A 225, (H¥32 5]
R HLBRAT IR, I, AR A2 T
B 3B B A A2 R ARG LA T ) 4353 . &
HLAF: 77 ICC (1)IIME N 0.45, ICC (2)RI1E K 0.78,
Y3k B4 # bR E(Bliese, 2000; James, 1982), M,
B FEHLE T T 5 G B AT BN Z T AT 5307

iNFn R ABFFE(H ] Martin F1 Rubin (1995)
TERI 12 U R A R e, R
H ok <30T UV Z R0 7 20k Rk 3R AR,
PR T LAB RS M 7 e ), HAB N 0.81,

854658 o ZRWFFE i F Belcastro 2£(1983)J1 &
) 9 MM R G AR, ERMZE . R,
ot TAEMRIE &, HAGE R 0.96,

AT A o AWFFEH Griffin 25(2007)JF % 1
3 R, WOH SR RN A T TN .
RFEVESRE N B TR T 40 7 Rk 58 %
BT, HAGEE N 0.96,

FEH K F, BUASCERERM, M. =D AR
FNH gt AR w2 m A N £ 80174 (Bindl &
Parker, 2011), I, 7E/MK)JZE, ARG T 57
TAER . . AR TR A DG i, e
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57 %

L

BAJZ TR, ASBIFFEE ] T 00T 500 | A7 0 1A BARIASE
IR, FRATAFE ] T = U BHE AR B i) A5 B 0 5
B % IR B BRI e A R #E T, AT faplE
W58 B AR AL Ry BT A 38T S ) B S BRE R IR A
B, LABRAE A e £ HLA G B0 A e bR b A T 4 i
2.3 SDHKEE

Y TR BA R E N R, B TikE
THIBAZ A, 35T H R M 1m0 05 43 B A U8 %
P <7 M B FEAR % (Preacher et al., 2010), ASAFST
£ Mplus FAEH T 2 2 B4 0B AT IR A
B o XTSI AR B, ARBFSE AT T4
(R PO AR AR, S AT BA 2 T A TR0 AR i, ASBIF S
PEAT T R A AR AR B, DA T G i i TR B 22 R
A5 %00 (Enders & Tofighi, 2007), [Fif, AHF5% i ]
T Snijders Hl Bosker (1994)#% i i/ k5
pseudo-R?, FEATRUN Al X F BT 1 A sk
N, ZARBFFELE R #4450 R i (Monte Carlo)
HEA TR A 5
24 WARER

KA I T AR 2 A X A ST RATT G TE R
SAWAERMWIEE T ARZ a8, IR
I E TR 45 AR g 2 8] X T AR B AT
e, A BIF 8 X R AT T AT A AL B 4K
P Little 58 A (2002)09 &, AR HA A4
JE 1 725 Sk R 4 22 1 B R AR R AT T AT AL
FARBRAER : TR B EWMSYEE, Haild
PFoREFT AL 3 41, fEHLES ST ang 5 4. XF
T B AR P RO L S AN, FRATTR G
7 % (Item-to- Construct Balance)#E 47761, #IA
P RN P R 25 AR R A3 BT AL 4 R 3 A £
JER G UEYE R T A AT A R LR 1, R AR AL
B 1Y 40 A BOR 4 (P/df = 1.42, RMSEA =
0.05, TLI = 0.96, CFI = 0.97, SRMR y;inin = 0.06,
SRMR  perween = 0.19), FL 5 40 T Ho At £ 0 A
B G, AR RT KA i B R X
242 HRGEITS5HEEST

2 2 HIH T AV A A R G T S

2.4.1 IEMEEFS KA HTas A o X LA G5 R A5 65 AT H Y
AR T 22 R B UEYE 540 1 (MCFA) - Ri%.
F1 WIEEEFIRERMRL
Vsl 2y df CFI TLI RMSEA SRMR yinin SRMRpepveen

K F AR 355.68 250 0.97 0.96 0.05 0.06 0.19
Iy PN T 591.89 258 0.90 0.88 0.08 0.13 0.40
VY PN AR 2 825.39 258 0.84 0.81 0.11 0.13 0.43
=R AR 1728.19 264 0.58 0.52 0.18 0.17 0.30
TR 1947.37 268 0.52 0.46 0.19 0.20 0.40

TE: PORTROR 1. REHLE R S fa LR & I 0 — A T A 2. B R EERH AR &I — T, =
A TR B REE SRR A BT A G AT R RAL BRI SRR A ST A SR — A

T, IR ELE R ST 1B I — AT

*F2 TEWHE. REETNEXRBE@R)

A M D 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
FIRAEZ = (N = 80)
1. fE bl WA BE (B 2 1) 455.39 763.20
2. fEMLE MR (B 2) 6646.69 17385.22 0.93"
3. fEHLE LR B (A 3) 618.41  1311.94 0.91" 0.96"
4. PBIBAAAL 4.25 1.25 0.24" 0.22" 0.22
5. G 0.23 0.42 0.13 0.06 0.08 0.06
6. GURARE 34.21 4.67 0.12 0.09 0.10 -0.08 -0.10
7. fEHLSS T 5.75 0.92 -0.04 -0.03 -0.12 0.08 0.01 0.03
MEEZE(N = 340)
1. TR 0.19 0.39
2. T2 3.01 0.59 -0.09
3. B TARR 29.94 3.91 -0.03 0.19"




5% 8 —A S eI R XY B T ST R N T) SIRON . fEHLAS S R T AR 1489
&gk

AR M D 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

4. AT 3.39 2.69 —0.06 0.00 0.417

5. fEpLE R 5.35 0.78 0.08 0.03 0.00 0.04

6. KR 2.75 1.20 -0.01 -0.05 -0.07 —-0.02 0.06

7. R 5.19 0.71 -0.06 0.12° 0.10 0.08 0.14™ -0.44™

8. BT EIMTH 4.70 1.24 0.11° 0.04 0.00 -0.01 0.11° -0.26"" 0.30"

E: Tp<0.05, " p<0.01, ¥RURKL; PEA. 0= B 1= &M . 1= BRI, 2= £8L 3= AR 4= WK E;

M= HJ{, SD = FrifiE,

243 RIZHEIELER

R TR R S AR R, AT T 2RI
BT, AT R ANER 3 . R 1R, f&
BLEF TR T REHLFA T S L FEB Z M G &R o
SR IR, a1 E 5 LSS ) 1 A8 B0
1) S0 By TR 25 638 (B = —0.46, p < 0.001), #F%
SIHTIIES R B (W 1), LS A TRK
F(—1 SDYF, feHLF {4 a8 5 X 17 45 6 48 11 1E 7] 52
M {2 2% (B = 0.68, p < 0.001), 1M 4EHLLS 14T
K- (+1 SDYE, fEHLEE o BE 51 26 FE v 1Y ¢
ZAEREB=-0.17, p=0.227). FHitk, %% 1154
Ik,

0T o bsS
e BEHSES

4.00 |
ﬁ o=
& 300

&
2.00 +
(b e LT

BT SEHLEUT T XL PR 5 B 5 1 26 AR v 5 AR 14
TS 1)

s 2 B, FEHLS: ) BEVA Y fa L o B
HINARTEEZ M ER . 2 3 4558 0w, fGilF
i BE 5 fE LS ) 1 28 LI IE ) 52 0 B TN R
RIHEPEB =0.32, p < 0.001), REFRIFHTHILE R TR
(L 2), Sfelens i oK (-1 SD)E, &
BIL = 1 5% 2 DA 0 R T R B B s B (B =
—0.26, p = 0.033), MfaHle T 16 F K F(+1 D)
i, fE AL 50 B 1 1) 52 M A0 R GG (B = 0.33,
p<0.001), Ak, fFix 2 5 LAKIE,

R3 SERBESWER@ARD

AR ey VHIRWMYE RTEHTH
Ei [N =R
TG MR 0.14(0.16)  —0.10(0.08) —0.25°(0.12)
(1)
fE ML IR —0.11(0.12) 0.09(0.09)  0.24(0.15)
(25 2)
G MR 0.02(0.10)  —0.07(0.08) —0.16(0.16)
(25 3)
A1 BA FRAR —0.04(0.05) 0.01(0.03) —0.00(0.07)
A0S ) —0.04(0.16) 0.02(0.11)  0.14(0.20)
ST A S 0.00(0.10)  —0.00(0.01) —0.01(0.01)
fE LA S 51 -0.15(0.08) 0.12%(0.05)
MEEZE
53 T 51 —-0.09(0.16)  —0.04(0.09)  0.30(0.16)
B T2 )7 0.09(0.09)  0.00(0.07) —0.04(0.10)
5 T AR -0.01(0.02) 0.00(0.01) —0.01(0.01)
BT T 0.00(0.02)  0.01(0.01) —0.01(0.02)
fa AL 5 B 0.25°(0.10)  0.03(0.05)  0.05(0.09)
15 LB -0.15""(0.05)
AR 0.30"(0.12)
BEXZEIN
faRl R« —0.467°(0.10)  0.3277(0.07)
fEHLA S
Pseudo R 0.08 0.10 0.09

e AMARZEE N =340, HIBAZTE N=80, F+H REIHIEFRUE
L 2%, 355 N AARIER, * p<0.05, ** p<0.01

7.00 -
-- & - REALER
—— REHATS
6.00 -
Eul
o
T 5.00
=3
=
4.00+

RSN AL
K2 fablats Xl R om B S A RS P C R 1
PO (ST 1)
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57 %

L

i 3 #E— L8, faPL S 1 Re Ry fAEHL
{6 32 3 3 55 4 RE B X B T 32 Bl I A Y )
S, Nk 3 PR, eSS L S ) &2
LI 2 1) 5 1 25 AR (B = —0.46, p < 0.001),
H G4 W3 7 2 £ 80178 (B = -0.15, p =
0.009). 52 RIE I AAE 20000 YK, 3 Arah
WK 4 WK, TEEHLSS K RAREE, fatldE
SRR 2% 38 3L 4 R R 1) A VR AR B T 32 3 A
4 (indirect effect = —0.102, 95% CI [-0.204,
-0.022]); FEfEML T I KPR B, fa bl 1 5m
BEXF 0 T sh AT b 1 1] 32 5 i AN B 2 (indirect
effect =0.026,95% CI [-0.015, .075]). Htk, fBi%
3 1 LAERIE

iz 4 $2 i, fEHLSTT IS fE AL o A
T A HLR TGP O3 T F S P B 7= A i (42 i 4
% 3 R, fatlS Ok S el T ) A8 B
1E BRI R G PE(B = 0.32, p < 0.001), HIAA
REME R FERZmWENITHB = 030, p =
0.017), 3 4 251 IR, TERPLST 1K FEARET,
S ML A 5t 0 e A1 ) DA R SR T PR Y A AR R
FEAM 5% T 5047 A (indirect effect = —0.081, 95% CI
[-0.199, —0.007]); FESEHLAN T F1 K5, Bl
5 5 2 0 T N R YE R BUR E AT R
(indirect effect = 0.103, 95% CI [.013, .237]). K,
i 4 153 LASRIE
2.4.4 #FES

N TR R FRfErE, 2% Bernerth i
Aguinis (2016)A9 &L, ATIERNFTE M HFELR T
PR AR R . BAR ST A R R, AELF R
S faHLA T 77 0 28 B0 2 B 1) 52 0 1 4 AR e (B =
—-0.44, p < 0.001), &FIERFEMARRIEEB =
0.33, p < 0.001), H1f45#Eus ik 3 1 m 52 38011
(B =-0.14, p=0.013), TAHIR iFME 3 1E [m)5 m
F 547 H(B = 0.30, p = 0.020), FIiRGERAMRIR L
AWFRE . Ak, B IR BRI I R, RER
FE AT A B O i B A A T A IR T & A TR
RIRIZN AR AL, FRATAE R T8 53 B R 2 T AR AR

BBk, BAE AR B R WA fEHLFF
56 1 5 fE ML AR 3 28 T IUATS SR S 97 1) 5 W 1% 2
FEME(B=—-0.46, p<0.001), &2 1E A 520N R TE
PE(B = 0.31, p < 0.001), XERMBIFLRAA —&E
AR
2.5 #ETE

WFFE 1 AE LI SE AL B Y )26 8 5 S5 T A
BFFE A BIE I, RS T fE b I fE AL ok
RER IR By L S AT O BB . AR, T
A AT Y Jr R, FATTICIR S A AR b 2 ] Y
PERICR o I, AR S0z FI SEREHU S 4675 15T
THIFE 2, LLRAMITSE 1| B9JRIR, $RTHBFFE45 181
AR

3 WESE 2. AR BERGUSL

W5 2 BAELIP 0 Bbs . H—, $#27H0F
TR, BRI S R SEdE; T,
o EE AR — ORI 1 5k 2 iR,
BRI A PR AT TV o IR B RALL L g
17 T W M (https://aspredicted.org/186_N2G).

3.1 BAEHEWE

ARG AF FH G*Power 3.1 (Faul et al., 2009)%}
FEA S AT Al T, PRAATE TSRO i (f = 0.25),
SR (1 — B) = 0.8, WEMEKFE o = 0.05,
ANOVA /i /0% 128 £55% Wi, AH6F
R FIELEIR U ET 5 (R WAL, www.credamo.com)
AR T 256 Al X R AR S XA
[FIAE R4 At v T A B, 15 et R 45 A
A EEMEOREA 55, 2022), R T 42 = 50 Ry
Jii, ARMFFEAENAGE TR T 2 AN R R s
KR AN BB B, B2, AR ILECE
ROBAE 202 f, HApFES 33.7%, FEFRY
32.23 #(SD =8.34), ZHUFREUARINE, Lt
87.6%, “V-HI TAEHBR K 8.76 (SD = 7.69)

3.2 FESEWET

AWSERAT 2 FEWLFAFRE: & vsAK) x 2

EALT 1. m ovs. OB LR T, 2 5%

x4 ARATHRABEAITERGHRE

FEHLF T B AR 25 e s — 7 T 347N

I 22

FENLFAFOR B —IAH RGP — 5L LT R

fEm

[ETEE725 41 95% # 17 X [H] (] 422 400 95% 1% X [H]
{RFEHLA T T1(—1 SD) -0.102 [~0.204, —0.022] -0.081 [—0.199, —0.007]
= fEHLT 1 (+1 SD) 0.026 [-0.015, 0.075] 0.103 [0.013,0.237]
28 [ 2% 57 0.128 [0.003, 0.249] 0.184 [0.026, 0.411]
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BEMLYE LRI DU 22— PR AR eSS
HAEM ABATE 25— WO T TAR T A 0y BE 4l
SIE, IR EERAE A SRR MR AR IT &
FTRHE AR B T FEfRT B 2820wl RS Y JEAS 1 1
Ja, 2585 H S —BOC T AENLF 5 B AL
ST AT RGBS B LT 30, BEfE, #ak
T S — A R, B T AN I A
WP (fEHLRF R EE . fEHLSTUT ). O RS
gifeus . INRTEH) A D Geit22 28 &, 54h, R
THEBRMGE SBONE, A% AR i ) S U 23 B AL 5 30
gpiils Bl —3 o gal e P AN RIS, B
1 L HFE; I — BB WO RN U A I

JEAUFE AR 3R E R RN o AT E ST IR — IR
25 Bt AR R Lo B A T4 o A DG B
REERE THEAREEERRIITRE,
TR R R A (Morgeson et al., 2015):

[ /AREAL R B BE . ARITTER A R R 8%
57 — R M2 ey, X R B [l A\l /) 2 0is
ERGIAELL, il 7 2skE0a 7 H P ks
BT X8 B2 8L 55 15 g e, (R A5 A /e
J7 W BT TCIR U Ao VAR, e SRR
F) PRSI [ K /488 /N ) o 3 UR I 28 e 1) vk AR
[0 HB B, FIH] T 42 44 o8 Z i AR H B I IR /A
B, AU T Tl 7 A 2wl & AR 2], [HE 2
AR TV FEATE G TARATTRE I 2% 22 4 B 47 1 A TR R A
Bio ARV H AT DA FETEAAAE ]l — B fEAL i 7
PR X — il .

JEHARF A ey, BRI, AFRSIT
DIEGUS S 2B R 1Y 75 1% (Van Gils et al., 2015;
IREA 55, 2022), 8 i — N S R A = (%)
fEALS T PIRE BE . FEBE Y N AR E R 5L T
fe LA T 7 & ROk 178 5 (Zhang et al., 2023),
Horp g e AR MR A I 4% H S i . HAR
HUF .

[ ARG T G4 . AR 3240 e Y
o TEFAF AR, [ EZHE R MR, RIFE
B, SR B TR TE AU Y O B L R/ A L,
T B, VA W5 35— Uk R 45 Tt i XUR: 15 2 o

ARG TE Credamo V5 RZET 80 &M AT WM, LI%
UESEHLAT T SO BRR0E  RBE Lo B 2 & fE LS
HRUR AL A . 75 E SRR RS, S 5% 00
7% 1 PREFE IR R SR EHTS SR F . T KRR
IR, EEHLS AN (M = 5.91, SD = 0.40, n = 40) i
2 TR (M = 1.96, SD = 0.99, n = 40), t (78) = 23.36, p < 0.001,
Cohen's d = 5.23, RIZE SIS B EA R RUE .

BB SLF, THRESE LA, T RE
TR RS, I X AR e F0 5 v 0 A7 R 8 % JF
BAT P ok, R R B T MR By A T
TWiAEE, BRFCA M T/ 765 BB
g, At [ A AT BABR S PR AL 5 | A ) R TS
4, RO B NTESGHL 7 3K /488 /0 Hh 5G4 BA
B PG 25 R 0 DA NRRR oK 1o tedh, [ Aas
SHREK MRS, OB R S A AR R
AN DLBE & T AE R R AL 2 A IR S A 5
FRALUA R, AE B85 R RIS,
33 MEITHR

AL T B O TR fE LSRR B R Y
BRE, RO S 058 1 P R
=, EEET 3 MCGRMEIUOR TR R (0 = 0.71),
H T RIS EHL T S A S, AR S0
% 1 P M fEPLe S R, wEET S MUk
PERITR AT 55 (0 = 0.98)

s e F TR O TN SR AR G
UL, FRATRIESE 1 A FH 000 1 26 6 v FA
RGN RIT TR, BARMS, AOTERET
HIERMIR RN FA I, AT 5 MR
PRI H 17 25 R (0 = 0.89), LK 8 AMURIES
TG A R TG P (o = 0.84) ik Bir A I 4 1383
PR B 24 T 9 JER A2 [l 25 X6k LI R SRR (1 =
EHAFEE; 7= EFFRE.

34 WRER
341 BERR

fE AL 5 40 194550 (M = 5.65, SD = 0.90,
n = 100){. &= TR M = 4.39, SD = 1.27, n =
102), t(200) = 8.03, p < 0.001, Cohen's d = 1.14, f&
HLAT T 1 4L A A5 53(M = 6.29, SD = 0.42, n = 100)
B E S T4 M = 2.40, SD = 1.46, n = 102),
t (200) = 25.55, p< 0.001, Cohen's d = 3.62, X}
9T 2 XA R R
342 (RiIZKI

R AR GE TR DG A AT 4 SR SR 5 R .

x5 TEMNHE. REEMBEXRE@R?2)
AR M D 1 2 3

L. FEPLFR R 0.50  0.50

2. fEHLE T IR 0.50 0.50  0.03

3. fEeFEN 432 138 0.12 -0.54"

4. VAR 523 096 -0.01 0.427 —0.27"
H:N=202,"p<0.05"p<0.01, ¥JHBEKK; M= {4, SD



1492 N H

L 5 57 &

6 BUNBEHEEMEBINASAMNEARBIANREEZMHNAESTERME 2)

{RFEHLF o B 2 fEHL R B A F(1, 198)
Az iSR! B fE L iSR! B fa L .

' ' i i A H I

Sishal  wwAau Gsha Gighm COVHPEREEHSES s

% 4 e 4.70(1.21) 3.56(1.03) 5.44(0.87) 3.57(1.35) 5.49 * 88.32" 5.11%
n=>53 n=49 n=49 n=>51 M2=0.027)  (*=0308)  (n>=0.025)

AR T 5.05(1.08) 5.44(0.81) 4.58(0.93) 5.84(0.37) 0.07 47.99" 13.46"
n=>53 n=49 n=49 n=>51 (?=0.000) (M>=0.195)  (n>=0.064)

e N=202; RPFES N APRAEE; " p<0.05, " p<0.01

AWFFEIETHAE SPSS 21 HEAT 2x2 2240
(ANOVA)RAG 55 815 8800 (i 1 Fl 2) 3K 6 45
T, fetld0rom i 5 faALA S 1 X% 48 FE 58 1 28
HAEF B, F(1, 198) =5.11, p= 0.025, n2 = 0.025,
FELIERE T, AT X 58 BAE FHEA T ) BRGNS #T,
230 TR RO (LR 3), ZERERI . Y a4
FIIAE TARAKCTBE, S fa AL S 5 B A A 0 A 1 4
FEW KM = 5.44, SD = 0.87) B & & TRAAWM =
4.70, SD = 1.21), F(1, 198) = 10.70, p=0.001, 41
PLEF Ak T K, s fa LA AR fa L
20 BT AR 55 () I 2 R v 25 S TR ik 2, F(L, 198) =
0.01, p=0.954, — LA BT/ as R T &
PL Ao B2 5 G AL ) 58 B35 15 45 4 vt B A1
X(B = —0.76, SE = 0.32, p = 0.024), #ElH, K% 1
(LIS ZH

7.00

O RN A

6.00 L O EEHSRIH 545
=
L

4.71
5.00 - T

¥
4.00 3.56 3.57
4 T T

el FE B e

K3 fabLaTT e LS 1 5 BE 5 1 28 4G v 18] A 9 19
fEH (5T 2)
I RELFRIRER, S,

A, £ 6 ZER IR, AR E 5L
S XN R R 5 BAE B3, F(1, 198) =
13.46, p < 0.000, 02 = 0.064 . HE— 5800 My
R LE 4)F W Y a1 A TARKER, &
FE R4 50 B 2 A H R TG PR 7K (M = 4.58, SD =
0.93) i ZAL TKLH(M = 5.05, SD = 1.08), F(1, 198)
=7.81,p=0.006, HAEHLIF ST =K, &
fEALEAF LA RIGEPEK (M = 5.84, SD = 0.37)

WEEHTIRHM = 5.44, D = 0.81), F(1, 198) =
5.73,p=0.018, — LM EIH T &5 R KA T &
BLF i B 5 A AL 40 0 28 B30T 5 TA 00 206 1 1
(B =0.87, SE =0.23, p < 0.000), #Eitt, ik 2
13 LA R .

7.00 - O fEAEHLAS A
0 BN A4 585
6.00 r 5.44 E:
505 —%
41 5.00 + 4.58
Ho T
mw 4.00
g
=300
2.00
1.00 -
ESENLHA o0 B = fELHEA SR E

K 4 fablats Jr7e L R om B 5 DA 0 R P ] A 14
TAER @ 2)

3.5 WHRITiIe

5T 2 i TS 1 TR AR 2 1Y
K, E— AR T I REAIE G B R B R R O R
MEdE . SR, BF9E 2 45K, Eilais i+
SN A 2, X ] BE R TEBR MK B HLA T Sy AL st
R T BN AIEE S e BHORBELEH, &K
FEAILST T 7 20 1 25 5 88 R T S A A AL 5 2 o B 4
225, MO, BAMIERMN, fEadliEsd, &
TG A AR R A O BRI T, Rt AT B Az AR
UGG H R AENLR RS, T AR A1 e 4
HEFBT B fif Pl 77 %8 (Mumford et al., 2007; Pillai, 2013;
Zhang et al., 2012). [Hitt, 25 5328 558 90 R AE G
BUIE 5% BB AR, FRATT38 5 b 78 o A ik — 2B 4K
GE T SEAL T Iy AT AR A4S (R Bl R A, T
BT AR I

PH TR IEBR ], A SRR G E AN TEITT . X ISR Y S
AL DL B iR A B XA TR BF ST . https:/osflio/8t239/2
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4 BRVTE
41 FEZHR

PIAEAIF 9% 32 22 5 fa WL 0 X 2 L G i 52
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The double-edged sword effect of crisis event strengths on employee proactivity:
The moderating role of crisis leadership

ZHANG Yijie, ZHENG Xiaoming

(School of Economics and Management, Tsinghua University, Beijing 100084, China)

Abstract

In an era marked by volatility, uncertainty, complexity, and ambiguity, the probability of crises unfolding
continues to rise. Employee proactivity plays a critical role in an organization's process of turning crises into
safer outcomes or even new opportunities. Although crisis events offer potential opportunities to activate
employee proactivity, organizations often face the dilemma of employee inactivity during crises. The influence
of crisis events on employee proactivity exhibits a paradoxical tension. On one hand, crises often induce
emotional pressure and limit cognitive resources, leading employees to avoid risks and stick to familiar routines.
On the other hand, crises also spark a drive for change, pushing employees to seek innovative solutions and
improve existing norms. Based on this contradiction, our study integrated the threat-rigidity and
threat-flexibility theories, indicating that the crisis event strength has a double-edged sword effect on employee
proactivity, with crisis leadership playing a significant moderating role.

Our research employed a field survey (Study 1) and a scenario-based experiment (Study 2) to test our
hypotheses. In Study 1, we gathered multi-wave and multi-source data from a Chinese educational training
group experiencing a crisis, amassing 340 valid responses. To overcome the causal identification challenges
inherent in field surveys, we then conducted a scenario experiment (Study 2). Study 2 involved 202 participants
in an online setting, employing a 2(crisis event strength: high vs. low) x2(crisis leadership: high vs. low)
experimental design to probe the effect of the interaction between crisis event strength and crisis leadership on
employees’ emotional exhaustion and cognitive flexibility. This combination of research designs effectively
enhances both the internal validity and external validity of the conclusions. Results from Studies 1 and 2
revealed that, under conditions of high crisis leadership, crisis event strength could activate employee
proactivity by enhancing cognitive flexibility. Conversely, under low crisis leadership, it suppressed proactivity
through emotional exhaustion.

Focusing on the impact of crisis event strengths on employee proactivity from the perspective of crisis
leadership, this research makes the following contributions: First, by delving into how crisis events affect
individual employee behavior, this study offers a micro-level perspective for crisis management studies. Second,
grounded in the threat-rigidity and threat-flexibility theories, this study elucidates the mechanisms through
which crisis events can both inhibit and activate employee proactivity, encouraging a dialectical view of crisis
impacts. Third, by highlighting crisis leadership as a critical boundary condition for the influences of crisis event
strength, this study enhances our understanding of both the effects of crisis events and the role of crisis
leadership. Last, this study advances the antecedents of proactivity by proposing that crisis event strength may
also serve as a potential motivator for employee proactivity.

Keywords crisis event strength, employee proactivity, crisis leadership, crisis management
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