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MY, LU T HRTEE B0y S0 RS M
YR EI LA S NSRRI &
Brotheridge, 2005), Mit, REZHLRBUEIAH T
FEE TR WRAMEL SR TR, 5 5L T A R
& JEA RIS, dopds 3] T RA B0 R,
X 0L TRk, 2B AR FT i 5% T GBSk 28 Bk
b £ B T S SR 2 B ] sl P P PR B, X L O T
A U 0y 4B S 1V /7 (Fugate, Kinicki, & Ashforth,
2004), NI TR RFE, 5 EFELRTT
PEFNAi N 014 kg Tt 1) 22 5 B0 BRHR 2y, B Wi Ak
Sy LA 2R T AN 5L T HRAY B ) Ry S 1 & AL
PREALY ARG N T Dk R U 3L B2 2 f e ST
I T — AN G, R U e S A B TS
PRAEVE RGN AE 5 . P LA, BRYGEYITE Zxd by T A
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Super F1 Knasel (1981)7F 5z JE ik 2248 H 1 2 T Al s
MESAS 1Y B Al 42 BT E 2. Savickas (1997,
2005) T A= JE A B X FLHEA T BB MR, 5B
2R AR ARV A SR M AZ O ME A o AR DEIS 1N
JIRAARBIRT A AT 55 . )l Fedfr it 2 R
RGP BRBEPR, AR X RO AR AL ATEOIE
K BB —Fh % R (Savickas & Porfeli, 2012), [E4h
M2l 90 AR AR i X AR Y 5 N 7 AT R IR
i Savickas (1997, 2005)F1SEUEAF 5T, [HH rh 2%k
JE R R 2 A A YA N ) BT ST o Savickas Fl Porfeli
(R012)TERBRA LT 13 A~ K 1 25 [ WF 5 AT BA X
AR RIS N ) I R SRR SY, B Ay KA, (B
TG IR AL TR0 Be o AH LU, [ P X A 3
PARIOR T/ S N P SO TN LK o B S0 55 P PN 2
() 2B R T AT IF A (B /=, #R, 2010; Hou,
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Leung, Li, Li, & Xu, 2012), 183k FE 4§ & 2 1 5
M B #38 ) SR XA BRN B3 A S N ) T Jr I
AMF5E

A RS N RS R R R, DG T E X 2L
MAE A — A~ BN (Ito & Brotheridge, 2005;
Klehe, Zikic, van Vianen, & De Pater, 2011): A= JEi&
N ) —J7 e i TAESTRL, (B[R A2 32 2 e
E [ (Ito & Brotheridge, 2005; Klehe et al., 2011),
[Fi] B A7 A R R AR R R P o 3K ™ B BELAG: 1457 L
W EREESE, BRI T SE ook BT T AR IS N ) )
MATF % o FrLh, ARBF506 DL Savickas & Porfeli
(2011) 3 /4= JHE AL BRI AL A A 45 1 S A, xof 3
] 5% T AR JHE IS N7 ) )48 S R G [P R A T ARG B, [l 2%
PR 53 T AR TR N ) X2 2L A ),

TEO AR A PR, U0 A SRS A
TP AR LR —HE MO, 5
WA —F A A R R, J5RA WA
(Baruch & Peiperl, 2000)1A~ H F& B A= S LA
SRR NS, BOZHUCH SV AR DR 3,
BT PR R B, 8 R A B RA AR B R G
R, AT UL — R PRI R X 2H ZURI A A7 AR B AR
#r{E(Lips-Wiersma & Hall, 2007), B 5k 1 £ W5 #R
NA] R BARAA R G &R, (B 3l At Ak 4%
R 3 A 18] 8 — ECA 15 3 AR 45 1Y 8] 2% (Lips-
Wiersma & Hall, 2007), ABF5IA R 3 0] LA
AR N ) B R — AR, DR R AR DR I T R
AR O 6 Az TR A Ak R AR R T L A I 0 PR T DR
(Savickas & Porfeli, 2012), LA, AHFFEHARIE A
T e ) O SR G 6 Ak T 345 10 ) 7E 2H SR A A
HEEREN ., TSR AEH . XXT
AT A A FEAR 20 215 A A R A= 9 A B 2 TR Y
K F LD K N5 T2 A A R A TR AR TR N T R M
ER¥AEZER L.
12 HEEN NS RGN

2O A TR S N 7 ) PR A AP
B2 O = SN N % NN VA & S S AN L K (YA E D AT
55—, PRI PN A A3 I ) A (AR 3 I 9 AN ) PR 5 Y
7547432, Ployhart 1 Bliese (2006)L) %5402
SRR, R T ANAGE N A Cete . TAE
FEJ1. ANBREFR . 200 Atk fapl. Al .
Py N 7)o B, AR R SN A, AR
TR 3T 7 7 2 AT o7 R A= T AR RISl R TR
Savickas (1997)}. 51\ kA= TS I 1 6055 = Fh i 3
(AFRAATEIRR . AEETTRISE . AR, It

Jii — 6 2 3 K I T R S IE B 5% (Creed, Fallon, &
Hood, 2009a; Klehe et al., 2011), ¥ & A= JEE A P8
(Savickas & Porfeli, 2012), 33X Fft i 1] ffF 53 Al &4
A A T 3 M 4T M (adapting), s 2 A ] A9 BRI
WRIWES . 0=, EAEMImIN Y, EIEE N )
FEANAR R T3 N A VE AR Ak 5 A BE A8 BOVE B A
L HETT IR . Savickas Al Porfeli (2011, 2012)7F 4k
I % & Super Fl Knasel (1981)fW05 F6m [, 2
A S N SRS R 4C . AR G (career concern)
A FI F (career control), A= JHE#f-AF (career curiosity)
A= H {55 (career confidence) . Bifif5, Savickas Fil Porfeli
(2011)LA 4C HEERfEAS Tl T H, sty 2N
AR T A R R TR (AR R G T A R A RUE A
U)o B A AR ST N ) H 25 9 OC T, 4C RS WL S AT
BBk B 22 1 IA BT ST

O&F AR PSS B 1 (W B f#, Savickas 1 Porfeli
(QO12)MR Ha A= JEHAY IS X 43 T 3E N A 4 AN J7 T -
#E £5 (readiness:
adaptability) . JZ Vi (response: adapting)F14%5H (results:
adaptation), ‘B 15 TiE W AR . BETT L AT
M FEER . Savickas Fl Porfeli (2012)iA2Ny, A= &
I 7 J8 T B IR T (RE 7)), &SR R X >4 i R R O
VAT S |« AR TR T AU BE R i — oo BRAE S g
4, B4 4C (Hou et al., 2012). Hirfr, fEJEXH:
AT BOL AR, B B AR IR R
K, ARG MESR, AETEA E R AR
i H OB AR SR SOE R, B T RS S
149 A T SR SR M AR Y 7 AR M A B
W, JFH A C AT, ARG a X A
AR FIRR, BT A & A FE ST
WER; A AE RS A CIE RO (E O,
BAEAMARTERR R N [ A5 kA AN A B,
XA WL s AN 5 30 58 22 B AR AL £ LL 354 T 1Y
)R T AR DS W ) AR BRI (Savickas & Porfeli,
2012) HAT =AU H—, BRI EISRER—4JE
HAYHENS, RN E R RN — R g, Rt
F4 32 SCAE A T AR B, B R E T AT R b2
FSCRALEE FE SO B, BIA AR T Y ) BE
AR T — M AR REBT, AR T — A n O R &R
178, MR T 8 Z B — Ao BARE . 56—,
B3 S A M AR VAR A 22 s i B RRRAE, A
R T ARAT A AT 1 B B B i e e PR AR A Y L 3R
WP A= TR 48 R 0 A% 0 N AS o BT DL, A B 52 3 116
Savickas il Porfeli (2011,2012)F0 3%, Jf-% 44

adaptivity) . % Ui (resources:
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45 &

IT % i) £ T H.(Savickas & Porfeli, 2011)#47 SZiIF
5%
13 XEENHNEBRER. TEKHHXE

S b, AR 2 IA A A T S N T A — 3L
I8 A TS IV T Y B T T ARG, (R
]t 5 (Ito & Brotheridge, 2005; Klehe et al., 2011);
F O, S A S B Sl R AR KA N T B R
SRS, X HAFHEHRIASE . 24 Rk, A EERN S/
PR R B I R A5 B4R 4 M K 56 (Klehe et al.,2011),
BB RN R BRI WEER, 5T
SRAN K R Z SEFSE, X W AR I T RS RN S
BRZR

SCHR H G T A T N T 5 LR [ Y O R AE
TERIL . A IUE5E (Ito & Brotheridge, 2005)% B
A YERE B 5 B I ) B W 2 IEAH 2 (Klehe et al.,
2011), {H7E WF5% & Bl (Koen, Klehe, van Vianen,
Zikic, & Nauta, 2010) "% 2 B EHAHC, WIAEG
T4 38 7 77 38 3 A~ N — 3R 358 DU ) 58 42 R A i S
R A 35 R R /E FH(Wang, Zhan, Mccune, &
Truxillo, 2011), I, =#F X RIFEA B —2L,
X5 4% 1 AT A 0 AR A Y ) NS OR [AAE — R R
R, BB T HRRNE ek, B Z R
RN =AW H—, NBEIERESE,
TAE#R AFLIE (Mitchell, Holtom, Lee, Sablynski, &
Erez, 2001)IA>N, B3 T 54U H prrest X H B &
R MR, SRR AL, RS
N 7 5 8 51 T T X AR AR A S A A
(Savickas & Porfeli, 2012), 7£ TAEH A {3 5
BBl [] 5 5} 900 5 |l 37 )12 K R (Savickas & Porfeli,
2011); [AJE, A= 3E N 7 9 By 5t T 8 AR R Bk
A K (Savickas & Porfeli, 2012), {Hf5Ahf]5 TAEH
BE 0 VCBC 5 45 3 5 TR 23 B AIG B3 T 1 B R
Mo 55, MZEVEE N SORE, M6 A B G
(Savickas & Porfeli, 2012), A= {Eif N J7 50 AY 3 T4
TG M R ) O ke Ny Y AT RME AR, T4 5 iR F
SHBU R, TR B IR, 5, RIEHE
2\ 5 (Bandura, 2001), A= JEE N S50 A 61 T
XFELSL AR AR S A 15 . AR BRIEE R | A
JEFE R, RSB IFANL, th B br ] LIAS H,
A TEESE N AT R A B T ER A K ik, ARHESE
PR

ML 1a - 57 T 194 HET I 77 -5 B B e ] 2 8 2
Y57 I

SCHk P OGRS Y N 5 TAE SR R 5K

WERFFEARZD UL, 17 Savickas (1997)— ELA N A= i
I 7 AT LAAT 38R 0 5 T AEAH G 45 2R, Fugate 55
(2004) s I\ Sy A THETE 17 ) 5 Y D1 T 25 B 3 2y b ]
A LUGER B, ok Eaia. EHEE Eaf I 3
MK FHZ R, B—, WAV LY
TR R E, A JE A B IS (Savickas & Porfeli,
2012)IN Ry, Az VI I ) A2 — e A 0 X B
Mp F TAEAE AR O BRBE IR, B AT DA AT g
R TAE, S peah i 42U s, DL R RS
TATAE, Iimided ARSI, 5 =, AR N
J1 0y E SR B, %R 3 A3 8 (Nordhaug &
Gronhaug, 1994)IA°R, 4 20E N M A1 2R 36 P & —
A] LAk 2 407 SR i OO R 22 3w P A A B R IR, 1
BT AR VR N ) R A A P AR D A (Tt &
Brotheridge, 2005), ‘&I T TAESEL . 6
=, MATEE N I HHIESRE, Savickas Fl1 Porfeli
(2012) I\ g A= YIS N ) 5 BB AR B3, 0 BB
A X T AE S %A LU 57 ik (Luthans &  Youssef,
2007). A PEIE R R AR TE A5 . X AR TE R SR 1Y)
TR G X AEJETF & 1 F sl 50 RS A B0
TCEHFAE Ry 51 TR AT 2 56 B AR« 48 TAESR
R T ER RO . TESSUERFSE T I, AHOC
W5 A BLWIACHR 51 T A% 3 B X6 B PP i TAE
SRRAT AN (B2 W B AE H (Wang et al., 2011),
B b DR, A= RS N g sk 0y 01 T T AE SRt
o PRI, ASHIFFEER S AR

B 1b : 53 T 94 VEd b 775 TAEZGEACE R
HIIEF
14 ITHREEEENAEBRER. TESHX

APiATER

KT A EIE N T A BRI, BR 4B TS0
2 IR S X A YIS N ) RN (B A Wy, BEARPEAS
[F) 25 A ELAA o B A TS 1 T (B IR) R, SCHRBIF 5%
N, XRS5 SR AS [R] S5 I
rh AT L 8 9855 4 JH (De Cuyper, van der Heijden, &
De Witte, 2011), AR AHF58 75 B33 H b il 8 45 48
i (Klehe et al., 2011): #1233 fk(Wang et al., 2011),
AMAE 2 S (Ito & Brotheridge, 2005), A& JE & E IS
AN (Super, 1980), FifidF4E i myE K, AMAR F IR
MRS 23 MR B T, MMTHE S L HRL & e . XFFEHR
ANGT, 54 A DI T3 N2 AR 5 ] A B
H AR O & R I B L R, B XA
() A= PEIE NV ) A B (Klehe et al., 2011), {H
S, T AR AR BEIE 1 34 vh i 8 79 /R ] 21 3
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TEN 1R A SRR .

A A= JHE A BHE (Savickas, 2005), 7EHL 61 T
AR VEIE IV T TR ORI K R B TR 5 U B
WIS AR . AR A O R Rt 7, il A Wy
3 FoME & 5 B BR 55 A DE T 9 0o 3 (Watkins &
Subich, 1995). FrLA, 5 TE ABRAL AR E K
JLoRE T HAEPEE I AN R B B, I LA T8 b5 3 51
TR B A TR N B B . TR Y BT T AR T AR
1) RNl e A 1) A T 3 02 R B B B, X A B T B
NpXEE A 22 AR B A I DA A 8 2 1) F 05
BRI RT3 C Y AR IS 1V ) %
FEAE RO A EE . BT LA, AR DI 7 ) % T8 1Y 51
TR E L, S N TR AY BT B RS A T R AR
ST B 25 (Wang et al., 2011), ik 51 T Xf2H21
{18 T B JR R AR LA 2 T R DAY A Sk ) it Je
TAHRRIRY 0 TR B T . 5 TR 51 T
ANTR], TR B Y T 5 22 A T A I VL Y R A
W TWKME THTHTAEZEES . A2
B O AR H 0, EARABA T N—FF
5% VT Bt /K SF /&5 F T 8% 45 /% 53 T (Edwards, Cable,
Williamson, Lambert, & Shipp, 2006), K itt5 T
FER D AR FE, AR THEES N ) T Y 51 T AN
M2 EE, h T TIRKW N T EREaERE T84
MBS T TAR AR, AR S 28 5t T AR 4
HuFERL, AT TAESTRCE 2 M e T HIE AN
B, AR VT N )R T AE SR R 1 ) 5 )
o PR, AR PR W XA (] T8 D3 T ) g MR )
FITAE SR W AN R), % T A 51 T 52 i T
Ko B EAHT AT LI, T TE AR IS N ) 5 B
Bl TAESU R e R R . i, A0F
FERE T R B

B 2a : T8 T4 A g 77 -5 R el ) HE R
HIREI TN (LA, T M A7 03 T 794 Ve of
T 5 BT[] K e LB A 19 53 T 7

BT 2b ;T T4 A i 775 T A FGEA ) R
IREI TN (LA, T M A7 03 T 794 Y of
75 TAEGECHI K e LA 19 53 T 7
15 HEENNEHARIAEEESERE

[, TEGHRAEFRHFMMER

SCHRFRW, X 2H 28U AR DR A R [ 3R 2R
JE 45 B Z W) B 8 O &R 1Y WF 58 A £ (Greenhaus,
Callanan, & Godshalk, 2000; Lips-Wiersma & Hall,
2007), 52 3 a] DL [R] R 4 TH A SR04~
IR Z%(van der Sluis & Poell, 2003), 75 (Sturges,

Guest, Conway, & Davey, 2002)% #, 410 4=
JEEHRE AR RO A A H, 35 0T LUE AR
FHEAR R RMETEACR, JEAGA2EEPTIA R
TBRE: [ TR AR VA B AT AR L 2 HPD A A
P AHR, I A4 g B R R R X AN )
SCHR — H A 4 T AR 4 19 [0l 27 (Lips-Wiersma &
Hall, 2007).

MR 4 2 JE FE M P18 (Savickas, 2005), bt TES
S A BE s it R b, B T R
(A HED A= TR A B RN PO A= T Ok Rl A, 2R T4t
PR UM TAREPTBR B A N RS o 30 5% T 4t
N NEHLEATIC R B A O AW, i
kA C R N ) o A SRR ST & B (Lips-
Wiersma & Hall, 2007), FURHEAT H FEOD A VR4S
PR 53 TN ZIHRD A TS B R 3RAS O B 2
BT LA, 4GV A T A B G 305 2 K R & AR T
T AR BETE R g, SR e TAES L. A asihsn
Hli(Bandura, 2001)iA R, PMMASTE TAEL 50 ILAE
IO TAEA SR R LA [ AT R o X 5
TORE, A SUR Y A Y A P 2 Rl s — b L i)
FERY TAE R ) 2256 (Sturges et al., 2002), ZHZU%F
BT ARAE A IR TAELE SR A S 5, HEsh Bt Tk
T B FRBEF AR, X 5 TR A O
TR, e 0 T A OCTE A R ERL R R, B4
T B R N, SEmR T TAESRL, X T
2 LU AR VA 5 N AR S BE RN AT Sl 22 TRl Y Ay
BLI, AHICSCURME Y & B, BRI SIE 3R 3 2 7E 4 1R
Mp A A S T AR BE Z A 3 0 AR ()
Wete, MAAR, BRIEDE, UL, 2007) Bk 28R
B 5 AR RIS N RS A AT TR A A A
() FR R FTAILE], HR A 2E 3R 3 R H AR O B
ok 5 Az Y E N Hp i) AR T DG T 38 X (Savickas
& Porfeli, 2011), HUILATLAES, AEUEE N )1 7E4H
VIR AR VA PR S MRS L AT N Z R P A E
Fo LA, ARV N 7 412U A T A4S B 5 A1k
B m . TAESUZ MRS b A ER . it
AT HE DL B

M1 3a - A VERT Jof 77 FEA 2RI A E B
R[] Y K F e 52 P A

11 3b - A DEL I 7] AR A JE PG T
TEGERE I HF L 552 P

25 Loy, AWFRHER A 15, A ER)Z
AT, G50 AR VI T A B IR, PR AR VR I
SRR . TAESEIIER, YL TE R IE 7
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(e AR i
Coraman D o
A&
W — (M E)Z) BFFE - (#5 2 hT)
Bl BFAE A

Mo e, ETERmT, R Ea2 RN
HROMD AR A LS MR B LR ) L TARSTSOC &R
AR I TR R E T

2 W

2.1 #ik

ok A, Widk . BRIOBVIY 54 KA
)03 T R HAS B . O3 T AR5 — ) [R) f 305 AR
N A, MRS IS SRR N, 0T
BT P XTI 0L TR TARSOSGH AT IR, Jf
Sl AN A X A A 2H I P A TR A B IR
TPPEf o IR 600 My, fe mICEs — i)
RS54 TR L B ]S 520 0 51 TR
503 (i FE A, IR STS 90% . 87% 1 84%;
B =R G AT UC R, 19 280 2L EL IR % 485
1, ARCER 75%. BARIEHNT . BEA MR T
55.1%, HE(RE . =%55)44.9%; b1 T 84.5%, &
FRE 15.1%, B2 0.4%; T8 34E R HLIT 57.1%,
3MELL L 42.9%; K& KIS 47.0%, AR
I 52.8%, B 0.2%; B 37.9%, & 61.4%, Bk
0.7%; AL 1-100 AHY 28.5%, 100 AL EfY
T1.1%, G 0.4%; HA7 4k F 4741 Fa K By Bt 1)
55.7%, WK FEIH BB 44.1%, K 0.2%.

TEWFFERT G0 T e b, MBS R Rk A,
T B HT 0 ECE H R A A D A 2 1 e
SR AR R S v B o R, Z2BNEH I
IR JUAR 1) B8 R BB S AR N AL S M T AR PR, 2
AT IV ) R SR A BT o PR AR 9 A O B
TR LA SR 00 A S N I E AR TR, 2R
A5y b, WHLE FORF, Allen A1 Meyer (1993)ft2
2 AELURAEN T RS —AN B B (E 3R f skl

AR E, ZHERNAEZEIT 97 A R, JFURH LA
3AEN—AETE R, WkhT 3 FRREZER T
BN B R AR VRS N . RIS, 3R A A SEUE RIS
(B ER, TRIEAR, 1999) & B, K2zl A i HRL G
NHAZH 3 4F . LA, ABFSELL 3 AR A bRAEAR S 43 T
W%, DAXE 3 4F LA 5 3 4R b 51 T AR VS 1 T Y
YER AT X H
22 MiRIA

A= ST N 7 1) 32K ] Savickas Fll Porfeli (2011)
TR & T H, APt i — 8 H (14
TR HIE A 2 BP0 1R 1 TR RE AT W ) e
B F LR R - XA H 0 B ] a5 e 7
A PRAR R, X AR N DOk U o 2o AR iE
NS REL, JEARRRBAE A EE N ), e
AEEFIRAGL L, AR 17 A8 H K n)
BRMRD o REGE 088). BEE KA
Konovsky #1 Cropanzano (1991) 3 /1 H A% [1] 4 (a
FHUE 0.83), LU A A BRI RS . %
SCEE DT RII%(2002)8 16 AN H B ¥ (o R EUE
0.93), Ph I 34T HABRA Likert Fisf iR M 1—
SERAN AR S—SE e R R HATIE . TAESR
& H Motowidlo F1 van Scotter (1994) 3 >3 H ¥y n]
(0 REOCE 0.86), KABIREIRE 5 HFFITIFH. 3
A A1 0] 25 22 3k 22 YRS UAIE B0 10 R A 10 H
M SCFRIAB

R T BAUE NS RE, H Amos 4.0 HEITERIE
PER R M. GEERFHH, AR N ) — 4 5 D
A VA B DU Ak B S5 SR o/df (3.71/4.96)
RMSEA (0.075/0.080). NFI (0.98/0.98). IFI (0.99/
0.98). TLI (0.98/0.98). CFI (0.99/0.98)%# 35 F| | &
2EHYZLK (Bollen, 1989), Ui B BN 1] 4 [ 45 FA 455 5
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PLEBAS . A TR EAI BT I AR, gy
T AANTEPRBAIINER 1), GPRERY, —4EBIR W
HERIRURN = 4ERERY o*/df (7.26/6.40/5.53/). RMSEA
(0.114/0.106/0.097) #f5 15 A= 21 > B I £ 2% Y e A 22
3K (Bollen, 1989), =AY H B LA 5 b5 AR L PY
AERIAUIG . BT, BUR TS A BB VO 4E] 5
AL,
23 MRTEMWMAERITER

PR A B iR ST S R B R (GR 2), AR
AN 75 SN A JEAF FE(0.27, p<0.01), BHLE
] (=0.12, p<0.05). TAEZi55(0.22, p<0.01): i} 2 AH
K UL A A 3 B WA R ] B I 3 R G
(=0.05, p>0.05), 5 T /EGiRL & i 3 1E 41 5 (0.10,
p<0.05), XELER N TS IE R 2%
24 HREFZERE

T SRR o 2, ARG R B A it
(Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, & Podsakoff, 2003; Ji]
W, JHALoR, 2004), H—, TR R A B P
IrEE AL E e 25 o e, BT PR AR TR N

SR EE  E, B TR B IENY TAESR
PO A R B R A . AR, B TAESE — )
UG A S N ) 4, PR 205 B 55 A a) e
HUE SRR ) )45 o X AR it 2R AR KRR B sl
T IRk w2 . 55—, TEEE BT B B AL [E Oy
PomZE TR S . B4, MRAE Harman BRI ERES
4651 (Podsakoff et al., 2003), I 4 4Nl 39 NI
H— AT R R R R o007, whe i 9 MR
GPREW], AR UR AL 711 23.43%, TER
JER% B R 25 A e ok th B — R R R . AR,
YOUEPE R F A R (R DR, — R
MIPLE PR PR AR IR A B 22 P BOR 2R . LL B2
SREBUE I e 7] 5 7 it 25 AN S A9 v i — A ) i,
3 W ai R
RIFEENNESR
K&

AT [R5 g A TR N ) S B ER R ) . T ARG
B R, SRS 7 R RR A Bt =38 Z 0] 4 ¢

3.1 NEE . TIESMHY

x1 BREBUSER

i) X df y/df NFI  IFI  TLI CFI RMSEA
T 55339.81 780  70.95
— YRR 5097.41 702 726 091 0.92 091 0.92 0.114
zggﬂ’ EEEN ) SASBLLEE. BRERST 4485.98 701 640 092 093 092 093  0.106
zi?iﬂ EEEN I MASRAEE. BHRER. T 3864.67 699 553 093 094 094 094  0.097
ﬁi}ifyﬂ SWENT]. ASURVEE. WRER. T 2152.17 696  3.09 096 097 097 097  0.066
F*2 BMRTEMHRAMERITER
i M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
LB M JBT 145 050 —
2. L AR 1.71 045 -0.307 —
3K I B 144 050 -0.17"  0.04 —
4.5 o1 1.15 036 0217 0.04 -0.16™ —
5. T% 143 050 -0.24" -0.04 043" 0.05 —
6.ZHBRE 153 050 -0.07 011" —-0.15"  0.10" -0.05 —
7.5 1.62 0.49 -0.15"  0.01 0.01  —0.12"  0.08 0.00
SAEVEIEN )] 3.48 0.60  0.06 0.10" 0.04 0.06 —021" 0.01 -0.15" 0.88
9. 41 ZLHR N . "
A A 3.69 0.73  0.10 —0.04 0.09 -0.01  -0.04 -0.01 000 027 0.93
10. A& W 245 1.04 025" -024"  0.05 -0.02  0.177  -0.04 -0.03 -0.12° -0.05  0.83
11 TAESL 3.60 0.84 —0.08 0.10" -0.15"  0.07 -020" 0.08 —0.07 0.22" 0.10°" -0.23" 0.86

T UK p<0.01, "FIR p<0.05; XA LLBEE A BB AALTERT

1 EA, 2 HHERE,
HLIF, 228 100 ARUE; RRBrB: 1 ARIRIF RSB BE, 2 S A F -8 b B

=R, BHLEE: 108

100 A&

Bfz: 1 AR T, 2 MEHHE, Tk 1 H344ER
HPITF, 2 3 E; ZEEBRE: 1 MRE LT, 2 AR RHL B, 9. 1 85,2 b,
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45 &

EE ¢

o KM Amos 4.0 W A XEAE AT 0T, 45
LI 2), HHRAY v*/df (2.56) . RMSEA (0.057).
NFI (0.98). IFI (0.99). TLI (0.99). CFI (0.99)#Rik
FI0) 5 2 (7 25K (Bollen, 1989), 15 BH i 4 481 & &
U ZERWoR, AETEE N )5 B R A W
FI(-0.16, p<0.05), [A]Mf 5 TAEGTCA i & 1 IE
FH(0.26, p<0.01), IXAZEREGUE T X Hla FliR
B H1b, Ui B AR IS N ) A J R B A o [ 5 T O
AEFE: BTG RN &R T, BN AR
[ A (TR S (P [ N o8 S rUg A =10 02 G I
I TAEG AR -
32 IRMAHESEMNEBRER. TERYX

AP rYiATIER

T WS TR R R R, SRZE U R 43 B
F(nER 3), XELZS 45, MNEBRENINSE, 51
A, BRI RML), SSRRUIKANAL. ZHHBRE M

PRI S B R I AR A A, 2 4, ATAE
o T M2), 455 T#%(0.20, p<0.01)5 I
A W E A IEA DG 3 AFLUF TS HE 3 4E LI L T
BT ESERE AG . 26 3 4, AR UEE N 1A 500
(M3), ZEFRI, BRIESY A8 T AM0.19, p<0.01),
A PESE IV 1(=0.09, p<0.10)-5 &5 WUE ] 4 1.3 A9 12
FHIG, 33 B AR VRIS I ) e 0 B TR R IS, X
T S5 A8y R S A A5 SR B 56 4 20, A
RN (M4), 45 5 8 7% 35 38 AR 2 25 (0,10,
p<0.05), iX 2B T8 2 A T SE N ) 5 8 PR 1] 1] 6
RIPET AR R, 2B IAAHTES IR, 3 A H
DITF T8 51 TR A T ) 5 B R A 35 M
K(f=—0.14, p<0.05), X} 3 4ELL_LE T # I 51 TRVE,
T HA BRI (F=0.04, p=0.69), N T H—HFE
W T BT VER, &3 s T ARTR T 02 T A
I N 5 B ERE ] A AR DG A, X IE TR H2a,

B2 AEVERS N ) B HREN  TAESUROC R A H 7 R AR B A B gl 2R
T TR p<0.01, "FIR p<0.05

3 IHRMEESENHNSBEREE. TERYEXRZNBETIER
GUSTY BRI TAEGHL
Mi M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7 M8
- EHETE
SEDA -0.01 -0.01 -0.01 —0.01 0.06 0.07 0.06 0.06
ZHEREE -0.02 -0.01 -0.01 0.00 0.09" 0.08" 0.08" 0.07
P51 -0.01 -0.02 -0.03 -0.04 -0.07 -0.05 -0.03 -0.02
FZH: BATHLE
T#E 0.20" 0.19™ 0.19™ -0.20" -0.16" -0.17"
H=H:. ALE
A S I -0.09" -0.09" 0.18™ 0.19”
WYy XEHMEH
A S N ) > T % 0.10" -0.13"
R’ 0.000 0.041 0.047 0.056 0.018 0.056 0.086 0.102
AR? 0.000 0.041" 0.006" 0.009" 0.018" 0.038" 0.031" 0.016"

T T AZERRZE B PE LA, REG T FOR p<0.1, "FoR p<0.05, "FIR p<0.01
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35¢
—8— 3T
—A— ERLE
30l FLLL .
A—————————=
F 25
=
I::_-\.,
2.0
1.5 F .\1
1.0

I e
H= NS 1 )

P 3 TR 0] A U I I 3 5 R 1 [5G AR 4 94

(LA 23)
6.0 -
—8— LT
55F |~ -34EL |
sol /
3 a5
40t
35 ==——————=== i
3.0 : —
i i
HEIEIE 1

Bl 4 T AR JEE N ) 5 T AR SR E) 5 28 3 1Y
(REZEA 1)

X TAEGRRN 5, IR EAEE By 4 272
WEEA BTN 3). 55 1 4, #HlAER M5), 45
RERZHEFFELE(0.09, p<0.10)5 TAESGCE B3
IEASGE: R0 T HEHE B R, KEIAFRL
ER TR TAESHGES TRE LI T 5 2 45,
W AR T T (M6), 45 R KB T8 (-0.20, p<0.01)
S TAESUCA WE ARG 765 T gl
FoH, 3AERUTTHATH 3 F ETRATH
TAESRCE . 55 3 4, ARG N 1 R ROV (M7),
LEILRI, BRSZHE FERE(0.08, p<0.10) , T #%(-0.16,
p<0.01)7b, A= IHEIEN 11(0.18, p<0.01)5 TAESA
R IEASE, SRR N S m 6 T, K
AP YO TAES U R, X SR 454 7 2
BRI T 25 R — 3, 55 4 2, WA IR (M8),
25 5 I R AR YT Y 5 T A A2 HAE S (—0.13,
p<0.01), iXFB T JE A IEE N 1 5 TAESTRLE

KRR AR i, S — 25 A A SRR, 3 48 &
PUF T8 03 T AR JEE B 5 TAEGUR R B3 I
K (=0.28, p<0.01), 1HX} 3 4ELL T804 62 Tk
YE, F R B DE(8=-0.03, p=0.67). &l 4 N|HE
I b YR TSR] A BT A R Y 5 T AE SR
R FHOC A H, X IR T R % H2b,
33 HEEMAOEALINEEEESERE

|, TESHXAPFHITEFNER

B 5T A T 3 N ) AE 2 SR A VA B
PR W . TAESROCR T A ER, X8 T#)=
T A8 B[R] (9 2 3R, P LA 22 F 2 2 4 AR A (HLM:
hierarchical linear model)2R XI5 HE #EAT 43471, 7EdE
1785 J2 TR Sy B 2 60, S BT AR AR J2 18 A 722 o i
AT UHERAIN 5L o ARAIFST o 4 SV A TR B 1A
BHE R MBS, T2 — 3 T A AR P
S5 T 0T B0V Ry OO i, R T M P [R)
PEFIZH [A] 22 7P (Kozlowski & Klein, 2000; Zohar,
2000) P 77 TR RIS IE o 641N [8) Pk 77 1, ZH 28U
AR VR BRI 1y FEAR T I BRI TP AL B3 )52 0.93
0.96, #RTFHr#E 0.70 (James, Demaree, & Wolf,
1984); ICC (1)# 0.30 (Bartko, 1976), 7£ James S¢1JF
Y45 T8 Bl 22 N.(0~0.5) (James, 1982), XU
AR AE A AU A T R BB R B . ZHEURL AR
ALY ICC (2)72 0.79, KT 0.70 (Kozlowski &
Klein, 2000), 78 FH A E 4 01 240801 D
AR VRA TS B A o AR 22 S, AR
T o HAR R, DAL ZI0D AR TGS B O AR R4 T
72500, SRRV F {H(1.64, p<0.01; HANF 2
42.83, df=52; 40 )52 205.91, df=410)ik K H
FKF, RIPRFALZ AR R E 25 I,
A DL [R) — B, rh A A Bl 1Y) 7 34 801 Sy 2R 2R
b A A B WL

TEB U ) J7 1, RS T R R (&
2), ZHZVHRND A= R4S HE 5 2 MRS 1) =2 I ) A DG R K
A3 (-0.05, p>0.05); Hi¥E Baron 1 Kenny (1986)
AR, 2 AR i 5 AR F AN A A o S A OCRT, h
AHURIARFEAE . FTLA, A2 RS 1N 7 16 20 2B A=
B B I W Z WA ERAETE, Ri% H3a
WA BLIIE

e TAESGROT I, R T A JEE I A 4121
WML A A LS TARGU Z M A EH, SR Z
SRR WAL AT T GR 4). 55—, 82
A2 AR (M), X ARG s e . By
HIRL . PO JEBYE . RKAL. SZEERE . N
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1IN B

EE ¢

45 &

x4 HEBENPNMERANZ REEEESNER

— N A P
PH A i TAES Jhes
LAY MI M2 M3 M4
E—: =il
TE
BN -0.33 -032" -033" ~0.00
PR AR 0.257 0.31" 0.31 0.20"
KRB -0.33" -0.36" -0.36 0.07
B 37 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.03
ZHERE 0.23" 023"  0.19" 0.07
5] -0.08 -0.08 -0.04 -0.22"
T -0.197 -0.20"  —0.197 0.04
'rf:a‘%: B
==8
giﬁﬂﬂﬂi@ 0.327 0.21 0.36"
=L B
TE
A 3 I ) 0.19"
AR (15 22 995.62  992.91 987.96 777.74

" Tp<0.1, 7" p<0.05, "p<0.01

Ty, B, AR SHAERKILERM2), 4

R H LU A S TS TAESRCR W3 15 2
T 1 IE AT 56(0.32, p<0.10), £ =2, AZE 5%
AF 2 (0] 1 56 R (M4), 25 3 I 4l SV A A
PR 5 A IR 36 N g 22 (8] A J 36 Y I )2 THIAH 9% (0,36,
p<0.01), S{PUN, A VESE N SR EFI(M3), 45
IR, YA AR AR PR Y T AR, 20
SR A VA N TAE SO R AR 3 17(0.21,
p>0.05), T ARG N )5 TAEST R C &R W&
(0.19, p<0.05), #E—#1 Sobel (2.01, p<0.05)K:%:
LB, Az RS N R TR VR TR B K, Xk
AR IS N ) R AU AR T I S R ) 2
B 5E A AE i . BT, R H3b A 250 E .

4 SHTSIE

41 HEBERAMNEREERTEBATHIER

ABFTELER R, RIS N A7 (078 BN B A
R T IFAAAE . BHRE, LGN JIAMES
TAEGUCA B RIEANSE, T H -SRI A 2
ARG, PIDT AR A AR (B BAAORE, T
L B3 T A A DR IO ) A X P O TEAR A R SCR,
(BT % T A AR S N ) 5 T A e A
Ko FRLL, AR TEEE N 7 A4 BRI AN E M A T2
— M ELE Y R T A W, S B B TR RN R A T AR
PEIE N1 AR (B, BAORUE, RBLELUT i

J7 1 .

e, MWEIEXRRE KA, AEEN KRR
B THREE DRI, RS EATERS
1 TAEGROPAN o XS5 RS E T Savickas Fl
Porfeli (2012)fWL5, 5 Koen %(2010), Wang %5
(2011). Harrison, Sluss £l Ashforth (2011)f#) &5 H—
B HEAMFEE RS SR T N AT
(adapting) I HFFE 45 SR A Al (Ito & Brotheridge, 2005;
Klehe et al., 2011), iXihd B A= T 38 oy ) A& B R4 T
XA A T 25 5 o T e Y D PR A A0
PRIZWRANR], ARPEAE JE A BRI (Savickas & Porfeli,
2012), HEVEIS N ) 2 0 R — R — M L F8 TR
Kl AR ERRE D PR S M, B R T A
HEAMKAT R Z 00, s BT R (B an B R | R
b A A5 ) T 22 (18 S — b A AR DL A= T 3 1 g Ry Sk
filh . XA FLEREG B IR SR B N XS AT R, XA TR
FR 1 FEMEE N Hir, BARARNAEAR ., F
R AT LUK Z 3 AN [l A ] R4 5 SRy R AR X LE B
9% o AR TETE W 75 R WA ) S DG R 25 SRR IE T AR
JE A K P15 (Savickas & Porfeli, 2012)H1 T AE ik A B
1(Mitchell et al., 2001)%f 51 T B HR AU RS, WERIE
T AN A JE RS (Bandura, 20015 EAg . H
58 B IRARRAE 51 T A= TR ok 2 v i (B BT L,
AR ST I T AN 2 4 v A R R R A= U 1 iz
XFRE J1, X 2 H A A1 ZUIE R $R 4 E 0 B Y
P50 AR TS Y 15 TAESTRE AR G B 45 R g0k T4
T A FRiE (Savickas & Porfeli, 2012) %} A& {1 b 71
B 18 /9 43 Br, DN B UR 2 Al 2 2 (Nordhaug &
Grenhaug, 1994)#0% ff 5 UE T A= ¥ & M 178 A
AR FNHR Y A P F O B IR T A B . A
I, A T A B AT LA B IR AR A AR AR A
KR A A T 3T I ) XA AR T AE RO A A o

Hyk, TR SERRE, TR . Al
18 W TR B TANMB S s AR A B iR ),
FEEMHE WV TSR S, RZ, TR
T AT N ) 5 = H KRN . KRk T A
FEFFEIS AW 5 (Savickas & Porfeli, 2012): A= i
I 7 B R S 1 TS AR P R A B RN A R B AL
HAER, ©MERMERSBIRNMAOMASEAE
REIR, MXITR, B TS5 TR 2 B AE
I ted s, ARPEE N X TAE AT N EHE, X
AGERTIIE T A JE & JE 8 (Super, 1980)114 HeA<
WL, AR TR 38 N ) A A T A N A L B By
B (A, 33X AN S5 R A ERIIE T AF i 20 Al BN G e
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(Maurer, Barbeite, Weiss, & Lippstreu, 2008)f%F& 4%

LR B 2\ TR D1 T TARSROE 1A

B EGF, T 0T T A 258 A RE Tk 58 s

WSS, WA Z 2 A HLH AT T H S RE Ik

P, 0T 2H 2R AN I 1T 42 e 0 B MR 1)

42 HIESENDEHRLARIEEEBEBSNME
REE. TESGYUXARRHPMTMER
ARUPFEHT Z 2 MR B, g RE A

T8 W AR 20 GUB0Y A A RS AR SRR 52 4

RAER . XS R IR T SCHk I H UL AR

TS BRI A [ R HPD AR VA B AH B A o L L[] 4

FHAS A F 2H 2340 B 79 W 45 (Lips-Wiersma & Hall,

2007; Guest et al., 2002), i FHA: JELG N 72—~ i

FEAAZURA AR B RO AR VA B A O A AT . AT

TN TS AR AT 3 AL —,

A T A BRE OK B (Savickas, 2005), ZHZLHEE

A A IS e Sy A A e A U I N ) Bt R A

RIET-5, 51 TAES 5 65 B ) th o W g xs

B CAZH 2R B, DT RN T AR I Y T

PR TAESR . 55 =, DAt AR R e

K& (Bandura, 2001), 2021 R A I A B S0 R

AMRERAE T 3 FRHPO A T TF A i B RN R R 2

B PR T AR A E A IRALRE, A A0 BT

PBBABN LA, MR TR S, 26

=, MWH T T HLHI K F (Creed, King, Hood, &

McKenzie, 2009b), ZH 21 HRY A= JEAF BRIG Bh 28 Hh

AMAR AR . HIRVEM S A IR LS, WOk

AN AT BRI AR JEAR DG IR F FR AR . A FRERR AN

HFIR Y, DI AT Rl A R R Sk BT fim G 12

Xof H F AR YRR EANAF 7 . B SRAR S A0

15, XSO FGE T T 0 TRy AR R N g,

AT R T MR 325 R BT IR R IR B AR B AR, B T

YEGTRL . WA i, 20 ZUAY R AR D A LR SRR

e AR VHEE N T OB AN A, ZH U0 A= A 3L

38 3o B v AR TR T X AR A O 1 R IR AR T A P L

FORETH D TAERST
{EASBIF 5 I 0 A7 o ik A JE 3 17 7 78 2H 2L

A LS B IR Z W R R, R AP

T B—, WIE FRE, A2UNAEE Y

DT R WA ) 2Z 1) n] A B 22 Y v A AR S () 4n T

VR RE | TARBAERE), MimZenh 7 3% Z ARy

AR o MR R GE T B 48 R (R 2) R B, 2121

WP A= 948 B 5 1 HPURE 1] 22 [R] B8 AH OGS ik 35 (-0.05,

p>0.05), iX 5 M 5 24 5 IR AR SEUEAT IR 5

WE. BB, NFREMEHESEORE, ENRZ 48
RO AR DEAS PO A 19 B A R . IRZ Al i
SRAE RIS AR5 TP AR 2, A LR STt 2
I, A HLH A U A S Y
FHICE S B AF & B s & L TR A . ZE4141
RO AR VS BT BIRB A5 PF T, B3 T %) 8 LS o)
ZHF WAL,

43 AARBYFISFLEMNE

TEHE b, AR EEEA 4 T, 5
—, 3 I A ST N A B PRI A G, B E T AR
JETE 1 ) X AU B AN (E, R TT T 245 X
Hiz s M A 562X (Ito & Brotheridge, 2005;
Klehe et al., 2011), X1 LI MARAR B 7 F4RE2EE
Xof ARV N ST RIFSE A, 4 B A S R A (TR
FIRABIFSE o 58—, BUE T A= JERE N ) % 4 4L
HHZEEENT TRXADSEMELMEd &
Brotheridge, 2005), iX— J5 11 %% B A= {3 N ) %) 20
SUNMEI R 22, 53— 7 s T AR VR N ) &
AR5 S PRI A% 28 BAE A O B 2 A R A
O RIS i — 25 d R A R A N VR Y B
WHESE | B4 R 2= 1Y SEE AT 58 oA
Ko H=, R T ALY A T RS A 5 IR IR
b A D 4 3 ] 4 B 20 R Py 1 W A5 (Lips-Wiersma
& Hall, 2007), F&HHA NG W 703 H: 8 10 G4
AT o XAGEIRXT T it — 20 SR U A A B
Xof 22U FEAR AN (B I) AR T — S 4l A, TRk
S AU AR VRS R OR RN R JRAS R LRI
ARV R AT i 9 2 B A, B RETT DA H R IR
AR PR A, AT LS BRI A T P —
wILE e, LR TFHZSME TN . 4%,
X 7 12 2% 04 R B T BL R A 75 A ) i — 2P 4R
o B, 5T 22 m Mo ieit, kA S
JIIX AN [ TR T AL ) AE 2 SR AR A SN
) 5 558 T 1 FH (Creed et al., 2009b), 3% & Tl
A DASE AR VA N Ty, ST A1 U HROY AR TR A BN
F IR A VA A BAE BN T IR T &
A&

TESLE b, AP EELAWA . F—,
fifp F T 20 2148 B ST R 0 R B T AR RIS Y T T
TENE B BEK, o &8 PSR AR PG AR TR 1B 0
FL A XA [FIREAR, A7 A% 0 T J A5 DT N T 1)
TR TAE o AWFFE 45 50 L PR X T8 40 0% T A=
N E A, RIAXHBATIT R AL SR I
RIS E AT, 55, I T AHHERL
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EE ¢

45 &

ATEEES ARV AEEEEN TR, BEH
AURL T A VRIS N F A LSS Gk, dar A
AN A EE MR T AR A ESE R T
NS GTETT AR R, HESH O AR JEE T AR &
FEXT 3 T AZH 2L B o 3 S5 e o 2 2 i
W S P10 A A R S it ik T AR TR N ) I N ) B R T
RARZ PR T IS
44 AMREMETBAMRKARBFAE

wE, EMRAE L, FEA3IAHH. £,
NAE T3 B T i B AR ER T, ASBIF 58 A 46 A= 1
T8 N 748 R PR B T SRS T R 2 ALY A 6 TR) A
Ak AT LA TA] B 2 458 A PR A 0 ) R 2H 25 S AR R
WIIRNE, DA 28 BAE AT . ARV 1 ) %
ZH ZURAS R 18 1 A BIL R R 15 AL ] 5 2R A
5T, A SCER IS A A N —FR I DE e 7 e v
Jr/E M (Wang et al., 2011); [RIINF, ARG TAEH# A BE
1&(Mitchell et al., 2001)4~J5 7] AA5Y . S A—2H 2L
D M AE AR P 5 0 5 AR S BE A T AEAT M IA] OC &R
TR ER . SR, FEARVEIS N O E R BARSR
PO, TR R TR, AU SRR T
AR AE A S N I B T E R o A5 AT A
TN A AL AR, 38 A R R SR A S AR 0 T
EA N R N R YN UE a0 SR ST WA |
ZURG TR E . Eedn . FEHR A T & J AN [R] iy
B¢ (Brown, Bimrose, Barnes, & Hughes, 2012), 7E4H
215 R AR B Bt (Klehe et al., 2011), #: = AET i
FEIHIA R #2304k (Wang et al., 2011)F, A= JEiE
NI E R EAR R, R AT IS AR 22 2 AE
AR I 7 6 A URAMAR B E IR T E T (Tto &
Brotheridge, 2005); 1] L& A4 U857 19 A AR
DL TF A A 2% T AR H AE AR U IS B S ARAE R
ML A R VE A, 58 =, AW AT
% 1 20 LMD A= U 4 B G 21 2 B H A D N
M58 A AER, A5 Rl DLIR RS 58 % 51 T HR
JR B AR TS Y R R e T AR, R
2 0] IR AR F R g I L

HWR, R Tk L FREA SATTH A —, K
KA DA ARl 2E i Al g, DB A RS
N IHEA RN ZEAE T AR OCR . [FIRE,
TA VIS I ) B A A R AR, RSk AT LUR I
BTt oE 5, B ERAN AR AR TS N R A S R RN
TP B S R (Brown et al., 2012), 55—, AWFF X4
PEIE I 1R HPE, BARXCHR — & W FE WM, (HR
G TTAS SN 5 1) A D 5 7 ) A HAL 3

SR 30 Ve I A U I N T AR T B RN R 5 B
B8 HAE S5 FVRRE, X7 A T A FEE 17 0
Mo MR, SUFEU TP 8 A T IS I AR X H A
M, A AT DL A W AN [ DFA 1 26 D 3 1
XFO T AALNERAF . 5=, RFFRIULLLG
TAFA ) B B 1) SR R A AT 1 ) 5 R AL O
F, BAREE NS IE B IR H % VI & (Creed
etal., 2009b), {HEELTEIM AN Z BT R o Ak 1T LA
BETT N 1) BIF 5% R 5 A U 3 7 ) 55 B AT 0 1 TR S
KRN, FEMFFE T H I, BT Savickas il Porfeli
QO11) AR T 4C iy 3AN4ERE, FrA4)E T
PIK F] Savickas F1 Porfeli (2012)i# it 4 ER 7 5% A1 BA
NIRIFE &0 55— WUAS ) 4C ARSI 7 I T
AT AW 7 EANS 5257 N R
Hou et al., 2012), XAHF5Y 45 R i — #1756
o 5B A, MRS L, AU E SRS AT
YRR BT 51 T 45 3% 03 T AR RS N ) B9 AR R A7 % L,
PRI Ay v ] ) 20 A o 4 A5 T N B MR A T AR Y
FUAR 2 H e ok SR i A B BT, 4 I T LAZE B ff
X143 53 TR A & R By Bemt b, WFoR ARV &
B B A ST N VR FH A R . [RIRs, AR
WSRO A E S R P — MR EE NN R, K
SR AL 5 vh R B JEORN 5 ] AF W8 AE AR T3 N T AR
FAR AR MR, AR Al nT DUAR 6 A= T & e BRI Fn A= T
AP, JET TR R 51 T AR VRS I A B &
B B AT IR AMESE, SRR A 4R 97 AE DRI 1V
YoF AR ] T4 53 TR R .

5 it

(1) P ] % T ) A 9 N g 0k 2 2R A B R R
fH: HEIRENE BENTA, 5 TESHA BE
(R IEAR G, R O3 T AR JEEIE N ) i) 45 3 R B 7 v
T EE I A AL .

(2) 53 T AR N ) 6k A M 1 7 225 he HLAA
ZAFe TSR AR i, TR o1 T A
Ny 5B IR A B3 OO, 5 TARSUSA W
IEAASG, X TR 3 T, AEVEE N s
AR B Bk, AN ZF EX LR 0 L
(AR IE N ) EAT TF R, INITER T 53 T TAE S,
PRABATT ST IR 1)

(3) ARV IE Y. 7 A5 2H 2RI A A B 5 AN A T AE
SR AR SE A TR AR, R AL ZRIR N AR JE A B
T AN AR 1 AR Y Y. 73X A< R A8 SR SR AN AR T
TAEGRL, Won gl R BRP AR 5 35 AN A 5 FR IR
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Abstract

With high speed of mobility and end of life-long employment of Chinese employees, it is critical to

investigate the impact of employee’s career adaptability on organizational success. However, the relationship

between career adaptability and organizational success is mixed due to the so-called management dilemma of

career adaptability (when the employee’s career adaptability is high, his job performance and turnover intention

are also high.). Moreover, the role of career adaptability as the core of self-career management capacity among

the relationships between organizational career management and individual turnover intention/job performance

have not been known. So, in this study, we investigated the relationships between employee’s career adaptability

and their turnover intention, and job performance, and the moderating role of tenure over these relationships.

And based on the multilevel theory, we propose that career adaptability is a mediator between organizational

career management and individual turnover intention/job performance.

We collected data from 485 employees in 54 Chinese enterprises. Employees completed the career
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adaptability questionnaire at the first time wave, and completed the turnover intention questionnaire two weeks
later, while one direct supervisor of each employee was also invited to complete the job performance
questionnaire and organizational career management questionnaire. For data analyses, we used SEM (structural
equation model), HRA (hierarchical regression analysis) and HLM (hierarchical linear model).

The results of SEM showed that career adaptability was negatively correlated to turnover intention, and
positively associated with supervisor-rated performance. The results of HRA showed that tenure moderated the
relationships between career adaptability and turnover intention/supervisor-rated job performance. This means
that the correlation between career adaptability and turnover intention was significantly negative for employees
with short-tenure, but not for employees with long-tenure. The correlation between career adaptability and
supervisor-rated job performance was significantly positive for employees with short-tenure, but not for
employees with long-tenure. So the findings were different from the current literature. The HLM results
indicated that career adaptability fully mediated the relation between organizational career management and
supervisor-rated job performance, but had no mediating effect on the relation between organizational career
management and turnover intention. Therefore, individual career adaptability is the key mediating variable
between organizational career management and self-career management.

According to the career construction theory, the complex relationships between employee’s career
adaptability and organizational success (for example turnover, job performance) and individual career success
(for example subjective and objective success) should be tested in the future. More moderators of the
relationships between career adaptability and organizational success / individual career success should be
explored. Meanwhile the mediating role of career adaptability among the relationships between organizational
career management/self-career management and individual career success /organizational performance could be
further explored, so that organizations could establish the career adaptability-based human resource

development system by integrating organizational career management and self-career management.

Key words career adaptability; organizational career management; hierarchical linear model; turnover

intention; job performance



