(LEBFR) FRELSEEREN

ARH : B S A T AT V- 5 e PR
TE#: MR BRORIE;

E—%

HRALER

TRZR A NS AL R AR o AT S0 BB S B T Bln IR Fe 0 £, IR RE S H4
PR - PHAGE H g U5URN A K- TR U 1 BR AR 25 4, BRRAUP-A SC e K R I BF R 1
X0 TRIHAT AR o AN R AL PSR SRR ORI FO 0T ™1, T r AT e
BESHNE, BIESCHRAE DS S IR LTSN (K450 BT i Tk fE o AT RAUE, ASHIF FE 3L AR
ORI P RE =R/
BRI 1 DURR AN SR, fMEESHE . IECE U B WS EIE
T TAERIEHI 5L (e.g., Zhang, Wang, & Shi, 2012)” F IS BB 4 5 # A2& vh iE TAE VEIR 1 4 i
1) B B [K 2K (e.g., Zhang, Wang, & Shi, 2012)”.
BIRz: CEAHKERIE T M. RSN, K51 S MBS —ATESUR 193 # =2
Vg 3 T AR SRR I 2 BC I 25 22 (K K (e.g., Zhang, Wang, & Shi, 2012)”.
SR
Zhang, Z., Wang, M. O., & Shi, J. (2012). Leader-follower congruence in proactive personality and work outcomes:

The mediating role of leader-member exchange. Academy of Management Journal, 55(1), 111-130.

B 2. IESCER U T BONUGE LR =Bt AR F DAL AR EE K- SRR R SR MR A0 - IR 5
BRFR, EFERR . (HRFRE TAEER-FHE B ()% O 1E# 2 Armnold Bakker & Evangelia
Demerouti, %51 FIAHIRAISCHR. LAF R PIALIE R 1838 AT EOR- SRR EL 8 70 i) — i 5
=,

Bakker, A. B., & Demerouti, E. (2007). The job demands—resources model: State of the art.
Journal of Managerial Psychology, 22, 309-328.
[B1R7: WP el 2 AL FEAF A 7O E B SR G, KX A SCER S FE T 51 F 5
NG 21 HEIE, B 2.2 B =B



B 3: IE3CH\TUER—47. “RoRAMIEERWT. 20 NEEAAMIT NS S mKT
0 S R BA AT o BT DA SRR R A IE B 0 T 8 A A MAT S IR e
TRV PR AT ke 03 A 45 Jo ) A7

IR PHEdZI! ERERER, SR BRAEERSS. 2X N e A AT N
AT 5 R KT AT B DA S R T DA A O R AN IE B 200 N & 7= A A FIAT
A3 5 R KT AT AR A S B R LA

B 4: B3 \TUR—BuRa— 6. “DMESHIERT T SRR 7S A S e 5 B R A PR 1
ANANTR] AL 25 RS AR B AT IR 7E S s ELBU5 1A vt ot ok 2R () I 4 17 XU AR
NBRT RS 2R

1R : PHHTFE ZIMA T S i ! IR AR, TR DU SHIERIF FE SRR 1 903 1R A e
5 B B B A A A 88 21 T AR B AR RIE FT R s FLEh XU [ 1R o 5% AR [ I AL 4
T XTI N AT NS 2.

B 5: IEXCEELI. BUAMEE FMRBOSIEC AR Bk, AR = BAsR..... 7EAIK
BEGHIELT, mOS-REAZHOKCTIEOLT, BhiE R RS R TR N ok R 1 1R
R SR 7

BIRz: JFH B ERME TR SRR 2 SOV H2: BRERVE S0, G-t e, &

TR AT ELX AR AR . A TR T BRI R DU BB R N, FRRET T LMX A

abusive supervision [JIATIER . AW RA — & MBS R L. B RHe 4, iR
S HTIEARIER, SR HA B NGRS WATEU, A EEE
BEXANSC A P B .
B 1 HIRTTR. (EE RSO A T PR M- BELAS M R YRR AR R - BHEAR A . (H
RN IERATIE T hindrance stressor. Jit DLIX 5 TV 2545 K. 40403 Nk, ABFFiHm K
A DTk 2 TR 1T challenge stressor 1 creativity J¢ & B 1548 &, FF H AT A BERIR BT . #X
VEZE RUZ N SRIX AN 7 TH o



[O1R: W PEE 2R A A~ ST PP AR, IR It FEREAS RIS PR, SO
T SEAFAE S KA Lo 58 TR A 1) 8

N T R T HIRZ OB OTHR,  BATFERr— A RISF 1 PR E-FELAS Ik I A 9 B 18
HEZRE AR, SS9 RHAS R IS V0 U5AE PR oTik h RS I, JF B IR 2B, PR S
FIAZ ot 78 DTiik: 7E T18 A T AF 2R - B 5% 7 (Bakker & Demerouti, 2007), M TAE®IE, J&
LR B B AR BRI A B O Pk s IR 5 AT ok R AR B TR RIIL A

BB TR BAR O8N -

5 BOUAHIE PR R U8 5 R T AT N 185G R AL S 1 suk. ORER T
AT — SRS B0 TR IS 0085 53 AT N Z 8 R R A 4o B ZA WA BhiEk
U85 G AT N Z IR 5% R B A A SR ANGE — ; B I IRIE 76 AR 7% 082 1) 1 B2 N T AR
PR 5 U85 1 TAVHAT M 18]k R A — 2k, (B2 SS T RN AT T 45 B AR R A58
AR

B BAE RS DA SR R AL b, R ORI O TR B ) AR EOR- B Y
(Bakker & Demerouti, 2007; Demerouti, Bakker, Nachreiner, & Schaufeli, 2001), M TAE &,
JUHIE R B T 0 AR B A A B kA s AN 5 AT Sk R AR E T TR A
SR T2 R T RERS AT 2 B 2ok B T A RO RN (W3- A S e i KT B L R R R
KA BEARI), Pt T IR WO B K- B A TSR . 220, AW Fu s RiEid -
G AE 4 B pE A BRI AN R AR B BBl , R ok BT I LR SRR S R, RIS
P 55 BT R RO FC R R R b, IR T AR R BRI R A

BB 1 E— AT i ok, B b v 1 I ockE 5l 2 At
FAh oI5 A s -
225 3R
Bakker, A. B., & Demerouti, E. (2007). The job demands-resources model: State of the art. Journal of Managerial

Psychology, 22(3), 309-328.

Demerouti, E., Bakker, A. B., Nachreiner, F., & Schaufeli, W. B. (2001). The job demands-resources model of

burnout. Journal of Applied psychology, 86(3), 499-512.

Z 00 2: Challenge stressor, LMX Fi1 abusive supervision [ =4E52 HAFEF . XA A BEIERA P4
Bell. 5, ARG abusive supervision X challenge stressor 1 creativity 55 £ ()5 1F
A, &S LMX —FE, 4 — 2-way interaction? 3CE it LMX 1EF 18R 584 7] LA



i&EH T abusive supervision.
B PFTE S R DT 8 T TAREOR-BRIEAR,  RATHIDE I 2 Mok B A R B )5
KPR PR VRS G T REAT A RIA Tt . AR SO AT - R A i AR Dy — Ak B 4
FHIA TR, R U -R Ao B E s ek, e R AT e N (F
JE A B 25 UM R 1 AT 1 R S O A B A, TSR A P YRS 5 TR
TR AR

FE LA R SCHR B, 4005 - B DA AT 80 o B AR A AR AH — i 5 T B A € e A0 B DR ST 5
Bk, — 7 R T REE NS ALIRAT BE 2 BRI 53— T3 T A B T BN B AR
Hh [A] 41z 451 5 (Dulebohn, Bommer, Liden, Brouer, & Ferris, 2012; Jiang, Law, & Sun, 2014; [ii ik
fii, $h5EI, 2016). i ot 2 Q0F- i S S He A D B U AR 9 73 T A s R T B AR SR Bk
JEFJIRH) BEIRAR  smAG T BRI IS s G T EE AU E o T AR EOR- SR
FRA TR TF- 1 A S A A B [ s ) 5

ERE TR EEE MO )5, RATEA TR EE B M E Bkt kRS i e
BT N8R R T R R R

B, EUAESCER T, R EAE AR Oy I TRURH A e A L . BRI R B I
IR PRI T T2, DA R NH AP e Bk 7 s BahA
N R Si% (e.g., Aryee, Chen, Sun, & Derbrah, 2007; Greenberg, 1987; Zellars, Tepper,
& Duffy, 2002); LPEPUIHERIE: B RIS ST E R, HET S EUR THUE R
k%34 (e.g., Brehm, 1966; Brehm & Brehm, 1981). LA Ak &25 fe: B B FR AL R T 52 1K
W5 FHER, MR RS20, #mmEmsia(e.g., Xu, Huang, Lam, Miao, 2012) 4% £
SRR RE A BN 0% T AT I B SR T A o o e R BRAR A O 51 BRI A A e
SCHRTP IS, 0 SRiE F AR SR - SRR Y AT AR 5 R A B R B s R 5 B TR
AT 2 181 A 7 T T e A7 AR B AN DL I R XU o

Rk, FEEMHSWS- AR RAR . FREE I — o7 s 178
(Tepper, 2000), T4 -F- A% b2 A # AR B2 T & 5 03 1) % R B K 7T & (Graen & Scandura,
1987; Graen & Uhl-Bien, 1995). 1X /NN [F] 40 5 A8 & 75 8 S 58 BRI R A A —FE, 41
TR AR T R TR 5, 0 P 2 R AT - A S Ok AR
(Jiang et al., 2014) LA Kz F2Mi 405 Fi % 52 # e 75 BERE A B3 BT 58 SO BRI O A
AT — F AR PR K U85S A TRIFAT A Z IR SR RV TIREA —FE: - A S e Pkl
PEH DS R RGBT N Wk R T AR R 5 PR AT - % S A E Bk e i



5 RTRPHAT N 18] 5¢ F BT 19 BN 34 5
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Jiang, J. Y., Law, K. S., & Sun, J. J. (2014). Leader - Member Relationship and Burnout: The Moderating Role of
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Zellars, K. L., Tepper, B. J., & Duffy, M. K. (2002). Abusive supervision and subordinates' organizational
citizenship behavior. Journal of Applied Psychology, 87(6), 1068-1076.
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B 3: 5, =4 AR AR SCE BENE AT 2T replication,  RUMIXFEAZE R AT REA
Fasg . TEFEREEUUIR I/ — DM RIGAE— 7

IR : JEUIFE 2 S ! FRA T IVPH Z M OISR 128 MRS SRR
KB T HEAT L 5 B ATAR AT 251 M RIS S T R ECON i 55 MR AR 2 RAERT T
GERER > R ObRTE o 25— MAEA =SS A5 /AL —MEARTRE] 1 IHE. WA=
YT TR 3 A RO N T 0T TR AR R 5 R RIS SRS



B 4: SCREIH . SCPARZ TR 51 LT ARG 2, Blans kA “ 2 2k 73 Hr(multilevel
methods) K 264 #% 7 /£ 51 F§ Lam, Huang, & Chan, 2015. 15| H5¢F multilevel () J51%2
WE SN, HAEHIRZS, 158 51 FHRZIRE [ B A YRR 1%, AR ARYE B S AniE
WIRLESTHR, w51 FHIRLE

1R : PHATE s IR e | 32 B = AN sk 10 S IR ah SCHR K 51 -

1 SCHRZEIR R AR = A EEMEE . Pk M /175 (Cavanaugh, Boswell, Roehling, &
Boudreau, 2000); 4% 5-5 53 28 #(Scandura & Graen, 1983); LA & & &4 F# (Tepper, 2000).

2. SCERZEFR A A% OB . TAFER-TT 554! (Bakker & Demerouti, 2007; Demerouti,
Bakker, Nachreiner, & Schaufeli, 2001).

3. Gt T P TTIEAN  RR0 R 4 1 B B RO A e T AN (Shackman, 2001); sl
BN “sandwich estimator” 2:(Muthén & Muthén, 2007); +7f33%(Little, Rhemtulla,
Gibson, & Schoemann, 2013).

SRR 2% T A L E&FI)):
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effects of a leadership intervention. Journal of Applied Psychology, 69(3), 428-436.

Shackman, G. (2001). Sample size and design effect. Albany Chapter of American Statistical Association.

Muthén, L. K., & Muthén, B. O. (2007). Mplus. Statistical analysis with latent variables. Version, 3.

Little, T. D., Rhemtulla, M., Gibson, K., & Schoemann, A. M. (2013). Why the items versus parcels controversy

needn’t be one. Psychological Methods,18(3), 285-300.

B 5: MEHAEE KRB AT /00T 2 Ardt LA T B 2 5 A T AE 4 A bR
group-mean centering? pseudo R? AH24T-[a] 4 i) R? Agfnd?
[B1R7 PR o 2 A 5 B ! AR R i, FRATTHE AR AR A SR B A7 1 =
B

T FAVEE SN TR K 5 TRHTT A, R LMEERREES S . AT R
S S 3E B T o AT B, TS T AR A 1 45 AR R D T B AT N I BT AR (Design

effect = 1 + (k — 1) ICC (1))(Huang, Niu, Lee, & Ashford, 2012; Huang, Wellman, Ashford, Lee,



& Wang, 2017; Shackman, 2001). #1281 Im FHE (cutoff)y 2, KT 2 75 ZH il &1
/NTF 2 TR 75 2 (www.statmodel.com; Huang et al., 2017; Shackman, 2001). k 8% TAE/NHLK)
PR, ICC)MRRAIMZ . FEA 1B RN 1.50, FEA 2 BT RN 2.37. B
P, BEA LA TR IR E RN FEA 2 77 B i B RN

FEAS 1 rp A B R IR BT A DL RS A6 B A B3 TR I BT o FE AR 2 4 1) 17 R AR 75 Miplus
R HR BRI AR 2 B R i E Bk (twolevel random), PFE Z ML
group-mean centering ff777%, LK sandwich estimator ) /5% (Muthén & Muthén, 2007). %
JZ 43 HTiZ (twolevel random) Al group-mean centering 1) 5 158 e B AL A AR 3 B 20 1) 48 57t 5
H 978 5 (Muthén & Muthén, 2007). % J2 43 (twolevel random)7E 73 #7 (1) 72 Hr 2 il 1 4 1)
AR 5, T group-mean centering 177 VA2 75 23 Bt 13 A2 Hro 4 ) 1) 748 S5 B 2984 (Luke, 2001).
ifii sandwich estimator (1177 VAAN 7 B AL N AR S SRR S, TR AEAREAS AL IR 18 5L T 1 88
FrifE iR (standard error), {F15bRi#EREEf#(Muthén & Muthén, 2007).

FAVFA W T REARGER, KBRS —AFEA h — DR T B RIREA 5T o B3
7E 30%Lh b (W3R 1) XE— AT N A —A TR SAFEA N R #4Lin
AR St. BTN THTA HIREATT S, AIREANE & 2 )20 (twolevel random) 7774 &
PPHTZITE X1 group-mean centering 7772 L HS M BlE B 2 40 10 A8 57 ROk, JRATMMEH

“sandwich estimator” 177 4% 1 55 ZAMFEA IR B RN o
Ak, pseudo R® RHE 4LIA) 7 % 5 4L U5 % A8 Ak B 11 5245 i (Snijders & Bosker,
1999). HFFRAER —Farh W18 B AL SAN AR, RATEA A pseudo R® ifi
R E B R AR AR R
®1 BT TN EEE
FEAS 1 (195 X4 G- TJm) A 2 (251 X4 - T )

NGRS LES ot i Eortt
1 41 36.6% 26 31.3%
2 65 58.0% 22 26.5%
3 2 1.8% 16 19.3%
4 3 2.7% 7 8.4%
5 4 4.8%
6 1 0.9% 1 1.2%
8 1 1.2%
11 4 4.8%
12 1 1.2%
15 1 1.2%
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Huang, G. H., Niu, X., Lee, C., & Ashford, S. J. (2012). Differentiating cognitive and affective job insecurity:
Antecedents and outcomes. Journal of Organizational Behavior, 33(6), 752-769.
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Luke, D. A. (2011). Z &AM, FRKE, ¥

Snijders, T., & Bosker, R. (1999). Multilevel analysis: An introduction to basic and applied multilevel analysis.

XN R SSET SR o VRS T PR FELAS I s YA AR R - R U
BB, PRI T - S e Oy — P B A0 AR SRR, S a1 b Pk AR RO B3 T
AT ORIEENE DL o AR AR S A3 - 1 B3 A H A O AR BRI RO« A5 AR B P A
MG 53 T ASSKIESRAT T 106 M e, B s, B o sl R s . 28
M, HESCEISAAE . LTELMEES%.

B ey S A A P - PRSI I YRR A R - BRI PN I TR . e T
PRI AR AR BIE  73 3l  FREE R, AT BE 22/ AR IR AN B o BRI, R 2 2 L
PEBLTHAIUE . WA I S Aok, PRI UM 3 AT MG, W] DASE Bk ik -FEL I
PETARZORIXA S, AT SE 4 AN AR T

BIRz: WHEPFa ZIMAE SRR IEWPFa ZITHT UG, et -FELAS I I/ YA A A T A
JE 7145 B0 U AR A . FRATE R =, JET LR ISR, JAVEX —Fa T Or B
TR S P

B, TARER-GIEA IR N AR 5 B O U R Fe T R A AR ZER-BHH
%Y (Bakker & Demerouti, 2007) 4% LB — NI ER v G 5 TAE K /15 53 LU AH ¢
MU ER, IXEERER AT LA PSR AR EOR S AR B AR EORE /2 R 185 1M
XF\ et B LRSI R, T AR SRR BE U8 G AR RS 5y AT RN K ) 9 HLAR#E A
THERRIAF A br. KERBITTIEN 1 TARZORMAS 5 TR 2485, S0 0 TS J78;
e LAE BRI 23 5 T A AR PN A SAE A SR AN A B 00 A1 00 T AR BN B
(e.g., Bakker, Demerouti, de Boer, & Schaufeli, 2003; Mauno, Kinnunen, & Ruokolainen, 2007) .

PRIE, R AR ZER-BHERE Y Iz B AR Bl bl s U5 4 AL 2 A 2R



Fok, 58 CHANERT, Phisdt U502 45 53 TR 21 BT B BBk bl 23 1 TAE
325k (Cavanaugh, Boswell, Roehling, & Boudreau, 2000). #kdikPE & /713 K4 ELFE TAEL | AT
FER. ME%IE FFER. TENEH PLEAES THE R TAEZ SR (LePine, LePine,
& Jackson, 2004; LePine, Podsakoff, & LePine, 2005; LePine, Zhang,Crawford, & Rich, 2016).
R, PRAPE IS AR AR I AR ZORAE IR AT SN E _EREAE — R

PR, BT 3T S0 AR A 1) TR A B A TR 9T I DU AT RES (et B3 T
1709, BRVEHE, WAVEE A 2RO, R TREW AR T eH. £ DAL RIAT
Forb, BUETRIIAET AT AT 2 A I TAEM i (e.g., HEICRE. TAEH %) (Amabile et al.,
1996; Madjar, Oldham, & Pratt, 2002). {FE i< 5] & 51 T /3. W53 T3 Fs T 50 1 T
{E¥R 15 (Gilboa, Shirom, Fried, & Cooper, 2008; Kahn & Byosiere, 1992), & /JJ5LE 72 TEIHT K
W AR 278 70 AL DA B R T ROk (AP L)), BT RHEELE ST

B0 (Amabile, Hadley, & Kramer, 2002; Sacramento et al., 2013). JT4E3%K, W78 E A 1S IC Rk
T AR 3550 01 TR AR AT, JF P BE 2 — 3% 22 8] 5k R A BRI iR 5 S UEIESE
(Sacramento et al., 2013; Sonnentag & Spychala, 2012). FATEEH =, FH.OWFEE RN
FRIAFESR, W] S AFAE RO FAT T 70 H s 55 DOk A8 XS

e, DMERT T I8 5 B3 < 18] 98 ZR 30w, A P Bk bk s g X S
SR AfE 7T 3 2% % (e.g., Binnewies & Wdrnlein, 2011; Sacramento, Fay, & West, 2013). 7Ef#fi
PEAHCAL B (e.0., HLUCHF R LT C)VE Bk e 0 &5 SR AR B me (3 5 1 FH
SCHRH, AR T B S R A R 464 2 (e.g., Lin, Ma, Wang, & Wang, 2015; Wallace,
Edwards, Arnold, Frazier, & Finch, 2009). [Kl1t, FRATIEFE O U0 S8 B PE I F798 250k 1 Hk g
PETAREDSR, AIRESAE MEDT SR 4 S HERE L A7 KU o
T LA EDAN R, FATORE 7oA S X A%, Jf B4 scltAT T igek, #a
B AR ER-BHERR A 9 TAE BRI R A A
Z25 (B2 BB 251 H )
Bakker, A. B., Demerouti, E., De Boer, E., & Schaufeli, W. B. (2003). Job demands and job resources as predictors
of absence duration and frequency. Journal of Vocational Behavior, 62(2), 341-356.
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Amabile, T. M., Hadley, C. N., & Kramer, S. J. (2002). Creativity under the gun. Harvard Business Review, 80,

52-63.
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B2« 3PS B R IR R TR AT O L M IS R e EARBRARE IR DAY
AL B AR AL BRI RIS, (HERRR IR D, #iesgs 5 Tk — e ik fsm,
AN RE AR UK A TER M, PR S 7700 BT A IR AR — B0 B 1R A

WA SR BRI, KBRS E - MRE R R, BRIk TR 2R BT i
FAMRER X8, BT 1 HRRRAEIN S - 3 AR, FEr et v g5 . [,

PEE RS TUIZ, BRiRIE S i GUFHAT O8I & B R, REEARTEI T, HX
NEFTX . SRR, AR R HEERE TR Z R A2 U T N ORAE A, A SRIRIR A

5

B



o MWIFFLAERWAT DGR, MPHHEALZ Gl LMX AR B, BhiRM 705 522 7 ) 5 )
WAT )y, AR B 1 Fr YT T AR GBS R IEAR OG o IR B — R IR B P s U8
MESHAT NI R R

[B1R : W PF R B K 5T R L AEPRARIE S U B AR, 23R T IR AS ol 4 (R
AT R B X MBI R, T Bk I 0 e B T 0 B U A B BB LR
(Cavanaugh, Boswell, Roehling, & Boudreau, 2000; LePine, LePine, & Jackson, 2005). 1 H—2&
G 3, BEEE S IR T RE A TR 0 5 SRR A, s 5 Ak iias 5 K L&
(Cavanaugh et al., 2000). £ LMERJSEIERT 7T, Pt 9500f 72 T ARG R A B A1 A
BT REESE, X8 TR REHE TAES%(e.g., LePine et al., 2016). 2 T.f1Hr(Sacramento
et al., 2013). LLJz E5h144T A (Sonnentag & Spychala, 2012). K, EHkikIEE /7R 5 R T
TARSE R AR LUE AN,

X T BRI S 7R S A TP IR RN F . —J7 1, Btk s 778 i Tegnssh A
Wil H(LePine etal., 2005); 53— 7 I, Hbllelt s 7780 52 THIR FIH4E(LePine et al.,
2004), BHIRFIBAE 2 HISSBRARTE R IR E T o IRV I S, SR RS
L ANEAT A 18 58 F 2 SR, PR S 7035008 53 T BE IR FRI0URE S AiRiH 4 — B0 70 Bk
JE J3E5x 03 TAGHAT AR I EAE R -

FEARVE 1ob, FRATAE ] AR EOR-BHFAR B, RERE Jy A T h it AR SRR A0 92 - R R
A BE TR AME NP T U5 R P AR A BT AL TPk U500 5 T B Ul
Ve o FEAR G- R A8 e i K BB OL T, B3 LR TS IR BLSRAT 5 e /A1 ) B T ARG
PRAPE R R, 3 T S A 3 s BRI IR B RO AR S e DRI 8 4005 - B SR A2 K
PR AT, Bl B 7 51 T AUE RSV AR 5, PRAE R RS 5 T aEAT v IR
K RS- AT HARKFRELL TS, R DA BEN TG LR AT 5 /KPR B H LA R
SRR YR, 5% TR BEIRAR IR B RO TAE S R B A, PRS- 5 AL
BRI T, Phictk 5 73000 03 TR B E FIA R, Bk s 70 S R Al <
[ AR IE 7] 2K 2R BE 59

TR AR, AR EOR- B AR AR IR - A St R RE T A bk s 705
XHEETAT IR I IO AR 2 52 BRI FE R HI 55 . (B, IETH 1 P 2R w1 959 38 A 5%
KE AMHRKR, ER-RBEZPHIRATEER, JEAREMNBEIRhHEM BTG E . JATE
18 1 22 A P B R U R A 1 SR b e P 7 A E AL BT 7 R BT TAE e R b e
TR R LR, R TERE(e.g., THTO ASUEHR) AP BR, Phik



P s U ) IE A BE 95X A 1 1) 18 J7 20 (Lin et al., 2015; Wallace et al., 2009).

B2, FAVZIPF A ZIM AR W ES WA LK 3 R W 13)FEH 4T 1 9iF-H A
SEHR PR TS BT IR ER, K CSLMX 5 H A A 52 B PR AT
T M. PIMEARRS RN, RO ASHRAE T, PR S A A
BATNIERR: EARITT - SO T, Bl U5 3 TRHAT A K.

T UERRRE, FAIRE T AT AER S, BT - R A8 e 1E o) 35 Pk 70U
RTAGFAT A IERR AR, RIS - RS BT 52 T, 405 1 B S 3K ) 6
T, BRARTEE RS R T AHTAT NI IE A5G R B 5

BEAh, FRATHERT— IR PP a2 M R W — P 5 7 TR ST M T AR A
Wi 25 SO0 - B AT R RE S 15 52 A E 2 ) BRSO R R IR AN, IS T 40
SRR A e 2 A 0 T B R RROKE B R IR B RO PR U IR, AT - RS
] SR AR P e R BURTAT BRI E H

B 3: FEEEHAVIIERTIMEM. KTR—x, REZEGWADTTHEEN . DL
WA, (R R EOCEREE S LMX (RIPREEE DD A AR, HSEm2i,
W LMX FEAT ATEOL R REAE N TAE BT, EAH A0 FANREN B SRt LIRS IR, 15
N, WA SR EE AR, T4 RS LMX P3RS 2 08 1) TAES IR, RImERE XK,
RAERAN T LR T — 25 Wt%, A B St AR ZOR-BR ARG Rl v TAR 22
SRADAT MR 53 LRI QUHTAT , 1M 2 0 18 LMX 7R Q0] 58 58 0 R 4% CAE SR BOAE o 1XRE 2K,
BB TR O L T AR ST AT N I 25 5 200 A R . R VAR RN &
(OBEARHMEZS, AT (s A5 7 3 2 B T B o
[B1R7: 5P e 2 M) 5 BT IR AN e PR 2 AR, e T I IRA TR Ak ]
S¢ TAFZOR- B R T Bk s 773500 53 T RUHHAT AR ML SCE AL, 8 4540 - ik
DA 5 B A L YR SO SIS AT o PP e S UG AR, B i YR S A T AETAT N
ZIBJ 5% AR A ST R B R B AL R R, U - R R AL R B R B R T AR R S
i B R (SR AL R, RO TR AR A R A R e R SRATTHT AR P e T
THIALEE:

G, RIS 5 T RHAT N T R RS R T AL R BN T RS
IR 1) ERT SRR BO 2.1 MEE— BN 1A 5% L T AHT IR SHT R AT AT,
5 s 7 C AR Bl M s 900 A TRUFTAT N ZAE M . 2) 18 2.1 BOE = BOd Bkt



FE 35S ST AUHAT A B ORI T AN R 5 BRI R 7005 5 R L AIET (8]
150 R R TRATT 75 AR TR (1 35— A 10 8, T A ek A 1) R ) DS B AE T~ 38 AR OR RAZAE L T
ALRGA LRI, R KSR RE R PRI U 572 TEEAT MEIARRAEH . £
FERE T CARSOR-BHERA Y J5, FRAE 2.2 5l AR BER AR € 1) 805 F A 28 8 LA B 5 e
LN

Fox, BT AR T RS- R A S R EE A . FEBSTH
KAF: 1) 1285 MR —Butt— B WA 7 £/ T AR - BHEA A (Bakker &
Demerouti, 2007; Demerouti et al., 2001), & EFRITHREMEE IS5 R TAHIT AR R PIA R
FAMko 2) FERTEIEE =B, AiSMERE B, LA 23 M —Bolt— B 7 N4 25
NG R A 4 5 0 JE A PR D AR L VR S R L ANEHAT N Z R SC RIS AR TAE
FOR-BHERA, Bl S 00 S R TRIHT N Z MBI REVILAAE T R TR, 9F2
A TR PR A B R . - BRSSP L R BRI, G OB R BN
B R RE Hs As  DRT R Ve 40T - B AT 4 T AT S PR AR IR R 0YR S R AT N
MR R #E—H, BTT-pR g — MR EXMEC R, SURAT N ICHR fUH ) 45
AT RS T - R AT P, BRI RATI € 1 R AR RS AN AR R, (R
JEAE P - R AS HAE F B kTS 0UR  A T RET N B R AR

n

B 4: RASRSE-FHAGE R DIEEEARTE, R R 5 — R HAS R R D8 (TAR#E
R ANACR R REE BN — RS E TARZOR, ARSI IT AR 2wt EANTE M 1. 20K,
AR I NI AL, VB ROZARTE B OB ARG B TR

BIRz: EHBBPFa ZIMR RN WE X EF, FEEHEMSIT . S8 5kE T
EALS A GRS AR . DMERIBT U RIS R R AT 9 TAESS . BURE TR
NPT AR BT 7T (e.g., Lian et al., 2014).

I T AHIE TE A £ 2 H AR T Uk IR 5 5 T RIHTT N R SC R L 5, JF Hig
TCAREER-BRIEASE T MK 450 BEUR I A BRI I AN IR, DRI FRAT T4 B JE A B Dy — ol
SRR T -SSP BT TR AT AR B, 5 - R A e — R PR R R RS R L
QUEAT N AR AR

BIS: BRI T 6 5], BN EEIE, Wi LI00E 2/ ? RR
NGRS, BRI T34k, AERFA (RZNER) 2R, HEMRAM S SN R



VAUTRE, AT 2R AR AT DARIESUR A T 0L, ELun & A ARL A0, Sy 0/1
REAA . R PO AR B AT By 0/1 B & .
IR WP H E TS A AR S B AR PR A AT 1 LR B 3R 2 s
B SIEAFAE AT A SRR 8 3 N B0 1 il L

2 MR L e

=] AR e

WP LR 0 0.00%
e 12 6.20%
NS 4 2.10%
N 124 63.60%
fi - 54 27.70%
L 1 0.50%

PP H ZIMR RN, RO HE LRI BN 0=RA AR 1= AR AL,
RVER RIS BY: 0=55. 1=4. SFEAR 1 —2, BATERA 2 iz 1 RIFR A5 2K

B 6: QUFAT ARMERM T BINEGHT A ER. SHENGEIHT N, RO
Ji? AR E BRA R IR H, RSN S E5E T ?
IRz BHEFFEZIM ! H AT A SCRRET X8 B N € i B0 BT T 9 2% B Rl R AR & B It x
BEN RIS B —RIEIE T 8% H A B 2, ST EARREA, AR
Z A . ARSI Scott AT Bruce (1994) [ — M (1 BT A B3R 2 AE 7 OB s
PR 9  3 F BE R o 1% AR AE MR SRR 7T )i s FRAE S ATk B 2R TR A T F
(e.g., Janssen, 2000; Janssen, 2001; Janssen, 2004; VLAFER, Ffidn, BENNLE, FKERAK, 2017;
Yuan & Woodman, 2010), X3 At G344 % A 71 (e.g., Lacroix, Lussier, & Ouellet, 2014; Yuan
& Woodman, 2010).

B, —RMBIHT N ER SR & 2 A, RMEA e s H BA R, W
7 A VAHERR I B A B N L QBT R, R A SO 1 — R BT N B R B AS
ANFIE o I3 A SO B (Scott & Bruce, 1994)1) Bk B, Zim Rk A ZHEIRIE A
S RIS, Petn i 0 T 98 REOR . ke B0 7 IR A 57 B %
AL BHEE”, R E Tt 5 2 A i 7 SR RE,  DMEst &SR . 3417
FEEE AN TS T AN ) 58— R AR B AT b ) 3 5 T ) HdE , ) DAEE — 2D SR T A
W7 45 R AN

e, B H TR SO SO R BT NI ER . R8BI ACE 1R &



RIAMNK, TRAERTFPBEAFREMEM . FHZIMIERMRED, RAKEELEANT

W FC R IR 5 R SRATE 7T B

e P ENEFIVAARERYIBuRib)
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B 7: AR WA LR REC R, gL B RO R AR, et
HI[A) 55

BIRZ: WHEE Z AT b 58— A T SR WO S 1], JATAES MR b
ECSRRE SRtk SO k2 i BT (WD e (S e s

B8 —NE, KA PR UER R A AT, R SR BRI S R R S
Ja s FRRTPRERAE S TR . o T AT I R OEE B R IR ORI
TS AR

BIRz: BHHTFd ZIMHE ST AR T b oA b AT S R R R 2 B 2%k,
PRAPE T IR S BEAS R S I AS 5 LR AR S 0, AR KR SCIENT 7T (e.g., LePine et
al., 2016; Zhang et al., 2014)LL & jt 43 #7(e.g., Crawford et al., 2010; LePine et al., 2005)# #7iiE



SCRENE XS G AR B AN F SN PR IR AE R S 45 SR AR s PSR R A e R
R,

S R TASCR H B R R PR IR R T RUEAT AR, 1A Bk
JIVEAEXS T BRAFIE s S35 2 55t G2 TOUHTAT 9 IAERE 70 B2 o DAAEA R PR AR s 77500 52 T8
W DA K 2 ST R B ORI T Bk R U, R AR LRSI IR AT i (e,
Sacramento et al., 2014), L% AR LLEF X B ——Fh PR A PE & 7706 (e.g., BT J7)%F 5 A8
Wi FROAIT 78 .95 A 42 il HoAth U BELRS 14 1K /795 (e.g., Baer & Oldman, 2006; Janssen, 2000).

=, EESCRIR T T REARTEIRVE , AL AR DO AR SRS (12 Bl e e F 305 AR % T~ BEL
TR VR S o 73— R rh T VP a2 I R, 6 S S ] REAEAE B IR kAT T
B0, §940 T Pl it - PSP i DU E A HESE I A7, 9k T AN AR 3R - B JRAB AR Bk
P3RS 5 TaIHT IR .

e DG (FFRYNEEZY e )
Baer, M., & Oldham, G. R. (2006). The curvilinear relation between experienced creative time pressure and
creativity: moderating effects of openness to experience and support for creativity. Journal of Applied

Psychology, 91(4), 963-970.

B 9: 1EE KA Z0HTI kA ICCL, #E2 E i LBk . IR — MR A
Mplus 5 HLM B9 ZRARUAHLE, S5 FIARE 2 5340, BESAEE KA Mplus SREEAT IRk 50,
AW R WG,

[BIR7: WHEHPE S ZIfHR L 7 2 BT 50 Mplus BAK HLM I ZRERIREEL, 253 —#¢
FRY 0 5 SR AR B A S 3y AL A A S (I S VAR S ) R 2L A8 e (833 /2 22 57¢) (Muthen
& Muthen, 2017; Duke, 2010). #&IIFE ZIMME I, FAVERFA—FRIFEAR —rh AFEH T
Mplus >R iF 57 ICC1 MfH . iE— 2B, FATTE WA FE A b A B3 %R (Design
effect=1+(k-1)*ICC1)(e.g., Huang et al., 2017; Shackman, 2001 5l £ & A A b B4% 41 ik
BRN .

BIA0: MEHAE33 Geit 5ot 7 #2126 1R BT = X (Level 2)RIRZM 7.
AT, X BRI R M 2 E RO HrX MOE RSB, EAESE )R (RIS R )
A EAER AR R, REH AT RENIAN LRI R IR E, i E A Se I e i 4%
fil] ?



BIA2:ARBAE A MM 45 R HR SR BN - - R R AR RN B A BLIHEAT S JR Bl ) oo,
FEWTREATES R B ? AMA RS R M2 R 24

B 14: Psuedo R i RARYE AN A JZ U7 22 LA (MR L ok VB, A FESR 3 rhhadifit
BT T RS L o
B2 : YT o 2 DT 4 11 1 L PP B S X = A 73 LA B 84 8 S5 1 ) e E 38—
Farh, FRATHE— LI T AR H BSOS bR THERTE SO {E (e.9., Huang et al., 2017;
Shackman, 2001). TH545 R M — MRS RSN T BIME 2, AT ERHRE RN ;
B AREAR R B RONR T BIE 2, 7 BN
PRI, O PEEZIM AL 10, FATE R — R R B EREE 8T T8 — DA,

DRI 7E 58— R R A P AR G IR AR & o FE 38 AMREA il TR B RN . 55 —Fa AN F I
&, BATEA 2 Z RN TS T AR, R R E P e 2, 3l
RIL— TR P B IFEA 5 H 21k 31.3%, 1Xse— AN R JA—A N B IIFEA &
AR NS R AL R BT RIS, 7E46EH 2 2 2 H7 (twolevel
random) ) 77 VAT I AL IR 2S5 2 J 3L IR A ML AN A AE FuAt AR 52 1o PRtk FRATIAE A
“sandwich estimator” 77542 125 T AMEARIIRE RN RN TEArEHANZ R 5H
(AR S, T S AEREA AT [ 1500 T AR E 1% (standard error), i f5457E 1R A2 f#(Muthen &
Muthen, 2007).

B2, T EAVER — R b i Wi 2> B AL 5 A AR 7, JATBCA ] pseudo
R ifii & BB R? A8 AR B

B A BAETERR AN AWM “ R 1 BB i A AR S AR UL R AL -7y X
HLSBR B MAZONPY TR ? F4h, SRMR 2 A e br, @k,
[BIRZ: ZUiF e ZIMTE ! s DU DR A, BRI R T LR A58 T SRMR

L

E013: 4 E B, CS*LMX A8 BAFFX N T 1 E6E, @i —A 50, Ll
i RN, BAN, WA S, CS A LMX 5 AS (A2 B E g = X, tIE
FEPT TR E 5 o R EIE =038 EAE IR, 8kl g —MaS B, RS EAEE N,



FITBAEE UK CSHLMX 5 HAEA B s Bop I, BHEIE.
BIRZ: HHEITFH ZIMRE! O CS*LMX 5HAMPIA 2 B s, xR K45 R
T gL IR TR R

B 15: PrA BUREGF R SRR

BIRI: CUKEI A CS B T Bk 706 LMX B 740 - A8 ey LK AS U T
TR . Low Ml High 3X P42 excel LI ¥E M, ERAN KN RIEEET 7HbE, MR
7 Low F1 High 5 Y.

Lt

WHEALER:

IR0 BT — 58 PR R LR BB, JF HAE B R T 59 A — M R BAIE = 458 FLAE
MR EEN . CEFEAIR KR, REATANAE, HEREHE PRI CE .
= 1: abusive supervision E R TIR. REAEZ AT 7B, FEBGAEE BN SR A U
Jik /3. abusive supervision FJ LAfEA—> stressor, JITLA4sR2x52m 61 TR Bt [EIN, AR XE
R — abusive supervision & ¥ 53 LA REF IR SR . 1E 3 ROAZACIX FUAE B FCRIA 4R
I 108 B AR T AR 1A ol
[B1Z - HETE  Z T S & A E SRR SR 0 R AR AT AW A — S 1
WA, AIFAT 2 R A0 T - B R A T R (LR SRR (R 783 A A0 - B A8 400 5 R 1) o
AL 2 Z P AT RN, SERUR T HARE F,  toln B VRS AR U555 (e.g., Zhang,
Wang, & Shi, 2012). 43k 03 524 o B 5 0 A FRLEL A v ) 58 EL AR PR AE DA 5 v 45
3| T 384k (e.g., Lian et al., 2012; Xu et al., 2014). A T #t— D [ iR 450 T -1 72 A it i 5 6 B 4
B EAER, PElERRATMBE o gl B, AR =5 @, ATER FA SRR g 7
LIRS

B5E, EWRA R PR, SCERA R B iE B 4 R BN EE R R K m S
JEAE BACHARBI PR O0 T 5 A0S B 52 A2 3 5T 2 I B ANR] o B3 5 405 55 97 ORI IR &R
BEXTANIR] S AT BE S A — AR o TG T 400 - B A S 450 o B ) AT I 90 SR AR AE T B i I L
JUT-BA T 0T 1 D A H o B P ) BV 5 B o AR SRR 5 T LAk SR 14 805 - it 0 A8 Hk

7/



JREIXAME R, AR AN RISRRL A TG -1 3 2040 o e 2 [P SR (AR R, LA it 7t
[ FEAE BT R T A AT - PR B SE Mo B D e 55 A A R A R P A - S T . HLK
M TS BTH RO, AT RERE A A B B HE MR B R A UK, LMX KPR
LT, ST BRI o RGBT T AT AE— 20 A 5 28 AR 0 5 A0 5< 51 T BRI AOAH 5%
AREAE LA, S R IR A ] =4S EAR B K AR

B 2: BREMPIIES] . BREZ AT T, BRI D (H2
VAN NAZAE R B RN . XARE 5, £ Mplus HLHT, ] “type=complex” LA LA .
[BIRZ: WP A7 2T R FRAT] G R IR VT A7 T 1 22 WU “type=complex™ ] 7
FEAS 1 o iR RON, BARE I 7 A2 2 A 2 DB 4 R R B i 7y o (R TR E RN 2
JG, FEAS 1) 4 HAR AR SRR 2 T (B=0.06, 5.6.=0.04, p < 0.1). SiAFEA 2 —4i58
BAE AR 145 5(B=0.06, 5.6.=0.04, p = 0.10), WFFC4EF U T LMX 5kt & 7%
TR TEPHEAT I 45 AR AL S, #2508 TR =4S BAR T B A

B 3: 1730 @BUEFEN SO TNERE, BORATTGR, RIESCE . 110 40 7T,
AT AR, PR VRS B T RETAT N IR IEAH K 2.3 (B= 0.06, s.e.=0.04,
p<0.1)”c XEBRRARZER. F—Bh, &G0, PR 1, R 1[853, 4
BT 11t AT 8 i 2
1R : PPFE Z M F 5t L BAVF A% 1L 23, BT PR BN 5I4E 1R E A
5 LA S AR I AR AH A5 PR %
WHEA2ER

PEEFEARRE JA NSRRI RE L, JFEE AR ARE RITBS, CERERS
B 7 RFRT, KA ERIICHR M. B, B TSR, BT TEEOR- B
B, SRR BRAE S U AT . DARAEAT R 25 AF T HETHEE . 88 =, 9N T — RS,
ST R I, 15 ) =B 28 BATE R4 58 BRI, AT R ORS& T 1 8 5 1 A 3 38 B AR A AL
LR RE, WECKLIEE] (O JSzib e ORI EsR,
B L HEH DR, T BN AT T 2R R (RY) ML B E R,
VA K7 ZE il G B ) R VA S . H RTVE S R i 18 [ R B e, (B 2
BT R R . SEbr b, RUATTREAEA R, e RIE /B S B E N RTHR &



IRz : P 2 e A 1SR ) 7 5 o ! RIS PRl 2 i, JAsdin 17 %
iR B (RO LA S 5 PR 36 . W4 Miplus (¥ 7 ik (p723), 75 2R B AE Mplus 1) B A4 5
) 4“output: stdyx;”. SEREH], EPINFEART, =4ESZ TR FE 5 ZE AR R
BEMI(R? 141=0.11, p<0.05; R? 44,=0.14, p<0.01).

(BRI 2, 75 Mplus B 0 BLIH A B8 207 ZE MR i) B 2 VER B0 O AR G A2
L& Muthen & Muthen & [ 14143 F115 18 Mplus (119354 (https://Awww.statmodel.com/) = Bengt O.
Muthen 1 B3 7 ¥ th H BT i& WA 77 2 i B 2 18 = 10K % (“No such F-test in Mplus”;
http://www.statmodel.com/discussion/messages/12/910.html?1449800335). [Aitt, FAi1ikAEfEfit
T ERRERIG R R E AR . AR L, SRS BAEA R AT 0 E AR R (R 3
B 4 i) RO EVE S p<0.05, 1T —4EAZ FLAR FH 1A 43 W () 77 2 e (3 3 MR 4 vy
RO s FERFA 2 h, 4 AR FH [V ST 10 7 226 e B (3 3 BT 7 wh i) RO)MH) 3%
12y p<0.01, 17 =432 FLAT FH [E1 A 4307 1) J7 22 -2 (3% 3 2R 8 v (1) R®) 1y ik 2 1 p<0.01.
PN AR = 45 ELAE Y B1 A 23 BT 1R 77 22 A B 11 i 28 M b — 258 E A FH Bl U3 43 7 14 7 22 i
e MK B, AT R AR Ul W U7 ZE AR R B 1) . JRAT TS Mplus #ff
frE— 0 SR e R AT 2 R B B B VA TG



