50

F0K %80 HMEZETE S Vol. 42 No. 8
2020 F 8 A Foreign Economics & Management Aug. 2020

DOI: 10.16538/j.cnki.fem.20200609.301

RS EE RS E  BRF N FIES SN

1 2 /_, 3
JE M, |, BRFEAR
(1. IUPEM I TR AR, LTS KR 030006;2. FHs IR SAy TR H2ERE , 7 Hs 999077,
3. R IA: RiABE, [ 200433)

e e et e e et o o e

B OE: RLF A B BN RIMEAE AT IR T BR L 1T 4 R AL e K
AR, R — AT 4R A TR AR, 2 AL R INR B ik e ) o st 2238, K T2188 — &0k
B IR A R0 Z W R B AT e, R IAF RA T AR 438 BT & A A Mk 69 4%
& B RIFN X B AR, R H ARG G £ A RTS8 R AR AR AR AL 7T G B B
IHS B HE IR R @R raff 220 S 1 TRIRE S e @B A 5 A R, IR AL 7T G R T AR
S B FEIRN R BRIk, AT RS L T IRIT LA E A R NIRRT

Rk 75 4 8 AAUEI B R, 3 E T B, AT R4 R AR T A AL E) BR L 2 A BN b i B AR Ak

R ATRNE L S R N 0 =R

KR R IT L BRI S o A Rk Al B R IR I RS- G A

FESES:F270 XEARIRES: A XEHS: 1001-4950(2020)08-0050-18

e e et T S ot e e e T S St et St SO

—. 5l

“HHRRL 2 1E55 85 B A 2™, B 5 44 19 2 UATAEHO AR B T i o BRI PR HL A — Lk
A N FE G B RR T TR 2 A AIG HE R A9 AR AR B B A HROD 75 44 (occupational stigma ) , H:
XFMOIE B3I AR 53 32 2] 2% F 1) 12 X (Kamise, 2013 ; Ashforth filKreiner,2014;
Bosmans&,2016; Schaubroecks, 2018 ) . SE R I , K249k 15 2 AL H A POk 2, i s T 6k
RN G SR S R AN T sl RS T f TRAER TR 75 24 X Motk & B FRPEM
P M ATL ) B X SR, AN BT DOl FL RN BT, IR A AH DG Al el K 74
HEREUES B SO

Hughes (1951 ¥ AR L KL ELA 15 sSRRAIE 17 9% 15 44 A6 A HRAY A e oiE T4 (dirty work ),
BUE T TAEAE 55 A B AE B R kA2 sl 1 23 1 ELAT ¥ s R 9k 21 5 B DR sl I A1 iy R

il 1

s B #A: 2020-01-13

ESWB: LaM2XFH A6 H AL T3 A (CX11-2016-343) ; B Rt &H 4 k4@ L5 B (19BGL133);
20184 k3% 7 AAHL X3R4 (2018BGL022)

EEBN: R #(1978—), %, LM 2 K 5 TR &2 FRHIF GRIRAE L, zyssbx@163.com) ;
% (1970—), B, FBFAKRF THEEF R, B EFIT;
BFaAR. (1986—) , &, LM 2 K 5 7 5 12 8 2%,
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(Hughes, 1951 ; Ashforth fllKreiner, 1999 ) . H:H , B2 [ 175 SRR FE TAERRE 22 GRS (AN
), A ACENE B 54 BB AR (U ARSI ) 5 4438 J2 T 475 s R e AR B Ry 78 B T
YEP R EEA AR A N FTACHE (AR ) , s B TE TAE AL T IR S A ML CANZE BN 51 ) 5 1B )2

T A8 75 R R AR DU T AEAS B ol AR T B AL GE & T B0 5 AN E TSR o (AN TR |

P4 5% ) o Hughes (1951, 1962 )BFFE UL TAE 01 R AE T - Bk 23 T A B HAT 15 ASURRE 1T
BEANFEHERR , X ML A5 1 B 3R E = A w2 e, W98 o0 e SRR BE e T kA o O A SCk
X HRY 755 44 5% e AL B A % i 3K 22 DAL 35 42 6F Otk 35 B 3R B B4 52 i Ay i 42 17 e T
(ShantzflIBooth,2014; Schaubroeck , 2018 ) . Lai%5 (2013 )IA Ky, BV ()75 f - AE 2 Ar LA 2 -
ML A ERAEASIA TR, 2 B AN T 49 B FRIA RN EE 5 00 [ T2 202 45 iy HROLL A 4
R AR AR RS < N AL, (EZ <<t (CHROY ) Sy, <FR <3k, i H 3R I A &
AR TR et () —seeeflfee PRt RN A AN R G TR 22 AR T, X — MR e v S ¥ Ay
AU B AE FI B 9E & 208 T RO TS 24 2 ) 520 ok 25 1) H 3R KIS 2 Ashforth FllK reiner
(1999) % B, 3k FH S B AR HAS BE BB T AE TAE MOlk & 19 H B — 2 2 Z 2 B I5 44 1)
BT RZ IR JE PR 2 DO 52 AIAHTZE TR BRURE X6 5K s o Ashforth 5 (2006, 2007 )i i — R 51 A
FEBRTT T Mtk 35 AT B R B R 75 44 WX S, (H AT 1E— 20 Bk o X6 3 w4 FHAICR o 7
AshforthZ5 57 YAl I, Bosmans % (2016 VK5 BRV 15 44 7k 56 1 U= 298 Sy g 76 13 o AN | 760
PRSI A T 2t G5 A U iR A B, K2 E KB 51 7T B [RIE R A [RI S AL A RO 35 44 7
XF S , Oz FH e PRI 1 T 17 T S e A ] 2 2R I X S s ¥ VAR , D 75 42 X6 ol
F H TR G S AT AR IR AR BE IR IE o 25 L n] UL, B 5 v O AT B A I
HHRA 75 44 22 07 1) s i MOl 25 1 L3R ITAY , DAl 285 i SR B B 175 4 T X6) SR s R RIS v AN
HH A

YT, B A ARSI R AR IR IR O 5 44 s i AL A — S R
7L WP 5 2% S A5 R A S AN el s i) 53 T 0% A FRIEA 24+ 2 A R BS A AN B M 32 3
Hat 2 B0 0952 (Tajfel M Turner, 1986 ) , WOV SEAMA T T 1+ 2 B iy 2 — AP XAFT A
FIPO P I FNHE R 2 T a2 AR 2 PO A 1t 2 B, BRI vT BB R A2 4
U, A SCADERIST 32 5y R0 ] e g S 8 ) I oF S s A PO 75 44 X8 B3 7 A 5 i (%) 1o 8 v e e
FEAE FH 2 2 Sl IR 755 44 o ) S 48 DAl 2 R B B 38 A5 A8 6T e it 75 2 L A O o) 5
W 5 [ kit FRU HEY 75 24 o ok 55 Wi Ml 2 SR B 4232 DN TR AT AR HROY 775 42 16 I X SR g6 75 44 17
B 0 — R XSRS , 5 A 2575 24 6 I AR s i B R A R 2, — R X5 44 B
FOIR R B T, 2 KI5 44 X BB T AT B, X R TS A IR, T 44 B TR ) e K
(Miller,2006 ) . BV 75 44 Je% i {1 Sz e 1 Ml 35 %5 BRA 35 4% R R B AR 0, T BRONY 35 44 I %o 56

W PSR T M 975 44 AT RE o 2 sl BUHRL 775 44 A SRS S 0 BRIV 375 44 O 7 AR R 3%

R MOl BAT B 035 44 BLXTRE T, REZE AL 15 44 X FL AT B R20) s Sz, [l s AU 1A
75 44 SRS SR WSS PO 75 4% B AR TR, ZR A MO 5 75 44 R RE e 22, mT e s AL B
154X MOl B IRIPA A/ o T, O T A T B RO 75 24 % Dol 2 F FRITH iR s il Jis 2R
RV 35 44 X SRS 2 1A 280, AN ST AT 55 ST A B SEREY , BRFT I 15 44 S 15 LA S i fnf e
TR 61 TR0 B BPP AE TH AR T

RSO 3 BB TTRR AR BRAE P AN D7 T8 - 55— , BRI RAIE T HP0L 35 44 8O0t 52 T [ AN AT
TERYGUEFZ A , [0 T Hughes (1951) ¢ T UM TAE MOl 59 B B2 il T O A T5 s AR
32 BN B HELE , 95 52 T WOl T5 24 98— DT S0 B B B 26—, i Ok AI AT O ol 3 523
AR S AR U 1 AN [ SRR g L 5 22 R X SR M2 75 LA el BEAT S gk L 75 2 6 Mol 2
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52

SR TATSE A, DA 3 LTS e 1 WAL 75 24 SEMa AT LERA 5% o X6 32 sh ALY 175 44 X S w4
SR AR TR BEIFIUE T AshforthFlKreiner (1999 )& T2k B S B AU 22 5052 H AU A5 - 1T M
M 25 FE BRIV FE i, WAL 15 24 A — 7 Tl sEma Al T H 2 5 X 32 3l U [0 3k Y PR 288 1
Xt AR WA FH RS B4 23 A A6 FE U B641E T Bosmans & (2016 )42 H 21 R BEIE A S « AN[RlT5 44
Iy X SR A AE O ) P BRI A — B A SO S B AR T PR S RA B T Ak E LA O
A7 B HRY 75 24 N RE T, TR RRAT R B RIS 44 B IR, IR MTE 55 SR B 3 R
i, A S IR A5 SRR TR AR IR T 38 B T OEAT 55 fa b Ve i TR
25 e RN HAT B2 TS s AR IR, O 5 24 AR BE R o 5 L RIS, S TR A2
R B R R Y 55 sl GIAEIZ TS Bl Al AT X HR b 75 24 1 £ TR e o
ASCITIFSE R IR T AEA B T ™ LA T 4l B A 2 I — =%
ANIER

—. Big5R&E

(—) W75 24 B AR O FH R IEHY

ML B TS5 24 A0, DOl 2538 #8 A BT g ( Ashforth fllKreiner, 1999 ), Molk 2 81 21 11
HOE 9% 75 22 A0 1 F2 BE R R MR 75 24 J8% (perception of occupational stigma ) (ShantzF1Booth,
2014) . Goffman (1969 )75 44 1 SCH—Fh R B NBUEAEA —Se g AR 32 WG RHE Y
FRas B AR B A2 By 2 — (Deaux 5, 1995 ), WV 15 £ W AFTE B R & A FITER
M AR F B4 23 B O B ARG S Ol 75 42 S s, MOl & BRE TS M B ) A A — Dz IR
AL 23 B0y At N RIS R WY, AR B FRIF O AEAR KRR B - A2 B H A 25 B 003 19 52 T
(TajfelF1Turner, 1986) . 1l U, , 3 i XA 23 B 0y Iz 361 , WA 75 24 8T BRI AIR ML 25 19
KM -

LRSI MAEE T RHARAIE A A C R B ass =P IR A 28 At
At 2N R MK F O IE 2T AR A1 A R Rt 202 03 Ry [R)— B A A A el i LA
TR ZRHAR ORI R AT BE TERE N I — AT AN A ] T4 0 B R T i
7, LAtk ak 31 |3 A THY B 1Y o T8 — DB W B AR AR A S AT AL 2 b B kb B0
ARS8 0T L i B R A HAB AR SRR A R A i S8 AR i IR X — i 7
RIStk 23 HOBE AE AW 1 BT B FE AR A R IE 2 5 AR DIOZAFIE R o B & B B2 00 4t 25 A 1]
(Tajfel, 1978) BV FFA = MOk I EZ R @A Z —, Tie B MR, — B H 7954
AR, MOl F SRR T T HRME (495 s RRAE SR H FRFAUE B AT e SRS TE S M A
AR Fe A A et AR v, TS 44 AR HR A DALl 35 B JE Al ok 1) T sl 58 s T @ AR A
R A Bt i WO A TEA , (HUR DR BERY S, OIS 24 2 A A TIZ I BARAT 55 rh— 2
U IFAETTZE T B, BAAT0E IR LS ifA T B PR A S VR B E—E I FRELE
PN s SN B e AN P M W AN R AR n S iR AR 4 SR 015 SN i R A B N B St S 1 5
A7t 2 He A ) 3o Rt AT e MY 2 SR 20 B B PO V5 4 A AR ) BWE o Fi I AT L, HR
15 44 IR Ry, BRI B 75 SRR BN 25 5 1 20 o 7R At 1 i e R B Vs SRR R
Mol 2s DLtk Fe A T, 15 48 By , B T O A s SO RAE T B0y A FRPEA I AT

MY E B RE S M EITREA WA PR o O Z0 HIRITHY, B A 25 B FRARE
TR N R AN T A5 DU R A B (Judge S5, 2003 ) o A 58 IAH  FEAR S K Y HI A, A
BAZ.C B VPN AR E BT INA 9 KB 78— BAMERIE 2 T, B FRIFAN AT BE
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23 KA (Judge fllKammeyer-Mueller, 201 1) o 7E—5K H 11944 24 A REAR B SLEG b, S5 G
FER A ARCE 5 BEAILZS R 05 O AR5 I T S it WL i A0 AT S B A T
FA B T S A5 L A 4% 38 ( Schinkel 55, 2004 ), AT WLAZ O H B AIEM A 0T REFESN AR &4
A%  Crocker fliMajor (1989 )ik , #1524 AL AR ) B B3 2332 oA JR) 5 i BeEAA it fin 1 HC i e
TRIRS 24, DT = A S 0y U Ek , A FRIEH a8 23 R B I B AIG o — 260k [ Bk T5 24 AL HRAL MY 2 1)
VIRAFFE B T 53X — £ B X R AR A — T 75 & B0, R FA AV N S T2 58 1 T
A (B POV B A I R %) T BE B A S B AR B e v , i B — A R TR [ 2
23374 (Lofstrand 55,2016 ) o SEHE TAE A G ZRIR <RI TAEMR R M7 (8 T H#i % 58 , B4R
AT T TR AT AR TR AT BRI B A AT R 0] Bkt G BRI AT THEA T B AR il RN 228 3 TR EAR
PRABATT I, TR VAT I, T AN ZERXAE X FR (R FR A8 XA MOR TE 3 F 95 19 . (BatistaflICodo,
2018) T BLAFAI AT AL , 48 B9 2 P HE R A i, B2 T AR A B AR JE S f0 H B 2510
FsE MR HIWT 53 T A BT S IR A bR 2 — , BRL 5 44 2 X Ml 5 R s 2 7 A B TR i) o o
B B A R R, BRI 2% B (A5 B AR SR PO B g, (B PR R B FBOF IS A7 AR T T
ACHRA B Pl 25 77 A 358 R PR A RN 5 2 (JETRE RN BT, 2018 ) o A SCHIAE AR IR TN
PEFRAETFRICHA N, SR FE B 1 TAE R BT AR 357 B S (AR 22 A %X — BRI 2R i 4]
W ARBN R 2 BEREX A TAERT 8™ TN E Ui A FeRE 1, HRBIZ 3 32 T35 s R I3k 11
HZFRAXSAFELLAL T XA TAE, KEHE T, ol WL IR HOY 85 24 A s T AL A 3,
PEAAAXT A

25 I ST IS A S BRI, A S AN R

H1 B T35 44 B DOlk 2 4% 0 FH BRAITA A S msznm , Bl 5 44 B g, Molk # 4% .0 3 FR1T
Hrisdit.

(OB Y5 24 BT 55 Bk

RO 775 44 T R SF 19 671 TET 52 M) AN R IAE N IS0, o6 Ko A7 Ry el o vy 5 MR L
BRI 5 .45 (Schaubroeck% , 2018 ; Clough%%,2019) . — i3k [ s OIS & IR, JEHE = 14
FBURSA A Ll E R, T A KB G E H A H CNE T — AT A A e 74 T
1 75 24 BAR Y AR A = L AR SR B R BUIR 55 B 50 F) 2], e 32X R 55 KT A 1t 3 1y
(Cheung Mok, 1998) . AR SCIA Ny, B Motk HRb 15 24 B AT, HAT 55 BT BB S FAIK

PO Z i AR TG 2 A2 B T TAEAE 55 B — 0 05 0 E 48 TAEAR Gk Uk
SOHBAARN , BOE TR AR E RG] AR, T EAT V5 a0 R A T AR S5 2 B UAE AR Ml &
K TE L o At 2N IS R I, A FUX AR BT &8 BEAR 099 2 BRI B 3R Y — 43
(Tajfel, 1978 ; TajfelF Turner, 1986 ) . I 175 44 & A0 45 — 2 B BT I ) — Fofr AN 32 00
2 HREIRE]H O TAERSZYGE B, POl AT TAEE 55 10 it 2532 25200 . 1 58, 2497 5))
£ AR REAS 2 IE H A I, Dolk B (57 s A2 | OBV 22 ol (IR #E , 2018) , 0 T
GeRTE 22, IOl A FTRE I8/ TAEA AT 55 St &2 25 m . b an, RS TS24
VERRITR T el AT A NSRS TN B i RAATT, 5 5 R R SR B Bl i%
A T TAE R PR S BRI, 2017 1 28R 52 252 M) LU, — 2 ROl AR TAE AR 55 1R
2 ANF TARAE S HAT 05 50 AE R BE 4557 (Kreiners: , 2006 ), HRY 15 44 S8R Y MLk 1T fE
8 ] T [ 36 SRR AR W S A TAEAT 55, 10 3 AT 45 A A AR T Sl i S B IR 25 b,
FAE TAE T B0 A 0 B R A FT3CTE , B4 A D A Ry 24 32 2 1 A9 A T4 MLk
(AshforthFlKreiner, 1999 ) . £ K XEM: AUZE G IHITHT , At SESHATS 5 — Lz BEir A0,
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AT AT B AR 7 (R SR AN Z A7 /N R R 35 0 B 45 N B i o B2 T AR 22 1]
A, R SRS D R, YR B TS S AR s A HE R, A R
55 TAEEAE AR A5 Y o U5 Bt v REBE 428 10T sl o P, RN 75 44 8% DOl B 15 115 44 48
P 7 GGRIERNZ= DL, 2017 ) B 15 24 BUFELE [ A5 MOlL B AT AL TR ) 2575 1B T IR 75
G, ez Molk 75 2535 T 7ERa A N Ta B F a0 By (BatistaFiCodo, 2018 ),
AT B2 SRAE R ) 5% 518 DR A A N SR AAR AT 55 B T A i ) LA AZ 17T 5% ( Baran 5§,
2016 ) , X kG 1 BTHFEXT POl 25 AE: 55 Sl d FHE A FIY

gr b AR A R

H2a: Bl 15 22 B POl 25 AT 55 BiaicA i ml s i, HRk 75 44 JBGE =7, MOl AT 55 BRI

E—20 1, A SCIA A BRI 75 24 ST 55 S i sE i fE — e R L2851 T A I A
MCAR T R A 0 A WF IR R B, AL A IR B9 51 T2 T R s 9 T A s 3 B8 RN T A SRk
(Kammeyer-Mueller%, 2009 ; Chang%§,2012 ) . — i 5 F 14955 IEIE SCHYTT/ AT K B, %0 H
FIT M 22 W T 55 B30, —# IARC R EC0.19(Changs5,2012) o AT UL, im0 75 44 Jd s
SR FE A ARV SZ 0, BB T B8 AEO N AT B XT TAE R 46
JiRnsZm Ay, ol AT e s Usds TAEA T, M BUE 55 S0 N R

RSB HIAIB A H2a , A SCHE A fBisE

H2b - BRIV 75 44 8% 15 52 0 DOolk & (A% O A BRI AT 55 B30

(=W 5 24 R SR B2 1) S A E FRRCR

1. BRIV 5 24 oy X S e S H 2

ROV 75 44 %) SR i DL 2 I HIRNA 7 J2 TSR B — 2R 91 G At MR 75 44 S0 TR 52 M) 4D 3
X775 (Bosmans%:,2016 ) . Ashforth fllKreiner (1999 )iA ky , MV 15 24 24 1 TAEZH NHR SCAR AR
R BT B, DA T o8 LR B A 2550 A HRY 2 R A RNt A 4 T TR TS 24 O 6 SRS, % fi
TAE A IR T R o3 2 6] 1870 75 B2 s AN [R] 2B 45 S  eT5 44 AL R T 54 22 45 N B
HEEE R TR , Ashforth¥5 (2007 ) & BR, 588 53 TAH LG, 32 A A CR A, 2T )
B3 TR IR MR 175 44 7 SR 14) S TR 52 M) o 388 3 R DR N 25 0 SCAS 4B, A L85 A BN D i Y
DU g X SRS, I A X B SR M NI T 51 T AR R BB s gg nl BT R R
ISR BRI S X TS & 1 15 24 AT SR, S FL S A 2 VRN T Z Bt RO 15 24 B
X R A HR AN A5 B 6 B 2 TR AU AS 2 Bosmans &5 (2016 )5 Ashforth%s (Ashforth fllKreiner,
1999 ; Ashforth:, 2007 ) K4 A 775 44 X S U1 Sy W2 < 5 17 BRI 75 4% 1o o SRS i 135
AN R ARV 5 24 W6 SR il F8 THBR BN 075 44, IR Bl B OB OB AR B RN % g X 5
W, ELAA R X 2 L BSOS AY (M EE 28, RS il %) 2 SCRNE 5 V5 s EE IR, B
BT A R IR 9l 75 24 AR AR s AR EE R RIS IR POY A A 9l 15 A AL R ) F SR
(HEVEAEPEE SRR NIRRT ) B RO, DL R B A it (i o3 i Iz 25 i ¥ it 2% ok
F) s I FE R TR T IR TS A A AT ORREEE R HS 4 , JF BIE L m B IR
T X S , ELAR R X 7 SANSMEE AR 4 FT5 24 AR o BRI Z A1, — S8 R X RICR AN 2 i BRI 5
BN RGBS, L T4 S BUE iR B AL 2 s LR BRI 15 24 TAE A
55 PRI 8 8 PN R AS DA [R] 4 BT AR il o 48 03T Bosmans S5 (2016) X R 175 44 Iy X 5 s
3153, K T IR IE S A0 R 75 24 AT SR W 53 32 sl R ] sk AU R A o 3 Sl R POV 75 44 WX 5
W ELA WO T35 24 19 DO 25 R /D BRIV 775 44 8 T AR5 W) 7 DA TA RN ARA 7 S J2 TR B e 47 L
S5 A IEROL 5 44 (A ARG O B PR AST NBEAW AF 5 [k R IR T35 24 N6 SR e ELAT
RO 75 24 18 DO 25 Sy s 20 BRI 75 4 P T A S52 Tie) 7 DATA R AR 7 o J2 TR B 42252 LN A IR ik
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ROV 75 44 R SR, G045 75 44 PIAL RN AN AR fl -

2. WPV 75 44 o7 R S0 1) 2 A= L

BT R RS, Miller S HE TI5 216 58 T B9 F1— R XA 2 AL 1 5 44 3 %
15 4 WA HITER 53 AR AR LA B B, w09 BT 44 B A, YR G o BB o oz Xof
R AR GE R IEA T PEA , S TT A 10 S R 88 i 17 oy X6} B 0 22 0, 35 44 %o 1 FR 0 ) 67 T g i
i (Miller, 2006 ) o 780 X BRAY 75 44 (3 R v, DAl 3 BRL 35 24 TR 1 e 1 B R 26— B B 1 1
P, BT 23 B s B, T B FR O A T TR M 2338 KSR L 3K — S e 1) R/ INSZ B G T- BD
Ml 25 HEOWY 375 44 107 %5 6 1 B 240, 24 1 X6 B 7 v sF, BR324 %o R P4 1 67 T 52 M 25 0855
JZ U AT REHE R  — AT X 40022 44 R A6 1 L - 0] [0 o5 8 A 36 UE 1 FRURR 7 X 54 gk 1) A4 3%
PR B W, B2 90% IR N R FE B0 1975 44 I X SR W LU TR AR A9 75 44 I % SR Wt T 4E Rk 5
2475 B PR R KT B AT R, DA Ry T AR R SR AT R K A K 210% (BuizzasE,
2017) o BRIV 75 44 17 %o 5 W0, 5 = 20 AR R [ 3k R0 P ol SR 43 S0 R 13X 1O o S S 2 15 B 3K
INRON AN REE A o JEhiRiap- 2 1

(1) F S AT 75 44 IO X6} 5 ek 14 S A A

P A 22 DA [RTEE AT 1, AT 138 o i J AR A4 2 B R (Tajfel F Turner, 1986) , 1M BRI
PR & ) i B 2 — |, 24 DR A HPL 838 15 24 Ak B, Mlk 3 1Y H 3R B a2 B
Joiy , HF A TR T H A, MOolk 25 2 R B s B 5 44 R 6 SR, RO 5 44 64 7 38 7
TAEK 7 AR it 75 5 R L A5, (Kreiner a5 , 2006 ) o RE RS AU SR B E sh Y BRIV 75 44 J07 X6F 566 s e
5 M2 R 5 4% B RE 0 A X i, 33 X P 155 424 SR A 67 TS A SR e o

F2 SRRV 5 44 o %o SR s 2 AL HG Wby =, — ST HPO L B ) 3 S, I RaR X I A
AR B E R FIA AT (Ashforth fliKreiner, 1999 ), 15 46, WMV AME T 98 5 o 1A FIAE A B SRR MG E
N TR NG U = I N 3: AR A W f (= | D=8 R &4 R e 2 D O e N Y 4 S
FNH, BRI B 5 A AR R B o b, ZE A B BRI b, R 0 >0 i o R B 45 1.
VEB BBl RN TE SO, A A3 1 B R AR 7 DTk, B A= BEAR N 2y 2y 38
IR T G HROY RS ) SR AR RN B 2 SRR ZIA R 7 I SBOF i AT 2 4, S AR B A
TE—E R D GEETS AT ST, SRR Sh BB A5t X B A AR R A AT, (i 2 55
TAEE 055 015 BE 22 AT A AT RIS, (AN (EAR DA o X B 442 1T 4 IR T4 , LA
SR TR 1], 300 3 5 R 22 A it Y 55 (3 i A ) A AR AT ACE I B T (RS ),
DA RRERT TN A 8 SCAR KPR AR A RS AR B o S MR TR 181 A A RN 2 BT 51

LR, BB IR R S BE BRI, FEREVEAR A O 52808, IR AR
15 44 77 A W R I LS R RS, g s R 1 08k, DT G2 A BRI 5 44 SO B FRAIT0 i iz
o Hean, Sh i FE 5L B A AT S T2 SR FE 3K — TARAT 45 78 B2 T A58 )2 T AliE
7 2 T AR E A WA ITHE R AR A ARAE , S SR (0 IO T SR T, FER A B T 3hi) 2 SR AEAE
SNYE A GRS A O e R AR U B SUR | Bh W 3 B I IR AT TR IR
R TR, GRS T A O TAERMEAE S, AFRIPNE— e FEE_E15 84k (Baranss,2012)

TR, IR At 2 A )l A R X 0 N A RN A MR A G 30T B o R i -2
B R R ARFARE SORE CH O, S5 AMEEAAH EC , D9 B (g -2 X6 T e R AT S BB (AR
B IBEAR B0y, S N4 E 2 B IRIRS DAZE R o LN« B2 0 TAE B3 B TR A AT 8 %
TR BET AR R T5 2446, [R1 35 2 (8] A AH B DM RS2 SCREA AT 1 58 il TAE IR FF R e
% 2 0 E B DR R HE— VR |, 5 b A 35 0 AR B 53 %) 0 5 AR w0 22 vk 42 &, I FLAD
COUMF IR AN A TR 1A 1 % Bk 2 (Batistafl1Codo, 2018 ) o H1 I AT UL, BRAY 75 44 X A% L
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H R A T TR R0 T PR e 42 1 5 T BE AR R 55

Zr b AR A R

H3a: 3R T35 44 00T 5 0 8 08 22 figk MRl 75 44 J8O6F Mol A% 00 B FRDEH Y 17 T 52
4 M 5 R B 22 1) 32 sl RUHRAY V5 24 6 S B B, RO 75 24 JBOG A% B R B 2 450 F2 B 2
855

(2) [T s Y HRA . 75 4% T ok 5 ik () s A A

Mol 3232 AR EEHR AL 15 24 0 X6 = RISy [ ke R B 355 44 WX SREm, B 4TS 44 N
AN G A i 655 o R I 3kt 76 D 75 4 1% 5 s A DA B SRS S e, T EL 232 FA
(RPN 775 44 Ak, 2 B DA 28 st BRI V75 44 O e R A1, R T A A8 B2 T B He 1 — I X AR
RURT, IR 75 24 6F DOlk 25 H FR A 4 17 52 i AT RS R

1544 WALTE #1544 N 6] B B sl AR N 975 44, IR ks e 1 B 375 44 - I 1 %
Mol #3575 24 AR IR S Rl 2 — (Ashforth 5, 2007 ) o BV 15 44 Je 4k 2 dEF 14, AR RS 1y HL
MELAAE R T 480 B 25, DOl & 2 G 3b TS #4580 A I TC I #EA TR . 5350 A HRFBR OC R
BYRFSE B Z00E B, AR S AR A R X PN RIS B TTAR AR T BEAER , PRLIEE o P B AAR 2 7 A HE R IR, %o
ANEEAR BT R 8 B AU (JostE,2002) X F MOl & T 5, MR i< B L R
15 R AFAE I BRI AN L (ZRBAAIX 7, 2011) o 25 0 UL, 15 24 IN AR R MR f 40 I %o 5 i S 7
Ml 5% B B B HRY 75 28 X RE T PPN AR, 35 R B 5 22 S iy £ T s e A R A VR

Zr b AR A R

H3b: [E3EE R RN 755 24 WX 5 W2 48 5 HPOY 35 24 T8O MOll B0 A% 0 B R 1) f T2 i, 24
MOl 75 % s 22 1) [nl skt 50 R 755 44 D X6 SR s s, BRONY 75 44 S8 A% s H FR - i W 400 7 i 2
HAE

(W) HRb 755 44 W S o 4% 0 H FRPEU rh /A 0 522 i

ZEA R H2b AR H3a, A SCIA S, sl UL 15 24 o X 5k e ] BE s i HRl 75 44 B ZE i
MO A s B FRITAN T 17 1) 52 M55 SRl A R B L A SR DLk 25 AN e A 280ni X R0 75 44, IUT AT fig
S IO &R ARGOK T FE B B ( AshforthfllKreiner, 1999 ) . 24 5 TR BURHR 30
TR0 O V5 44 B, HoAZ U B FRPET AR BN 4P, i O 15 44 28 %0 A RPN 5 AT 55
SO BRI AT RN o AH B, A0 B3 TASRE R IBCA R ROl 75 44 X6 it , SRl 75 44 1o 2%
O AFRITEM A AR i, Bt T HRTHE 55 Ss0m 5 2 14 1 — R 50 TAERCIR = o A 15
ORI ARG S k2 T 1, NI S BEAR AT 55 Bi3L

ZEA R H2b A H3b , A SCIA R, [l ke R R 75 44 R % 5 W 1T g s i BP0 75 44 B e iy
Mok A% U B FR DU 17 1] 52 04 55 SRR R BE o [l R0 P 355 44 107 X SR e 51 T 38 T X Bl
AR IR T 32 80 TR PE (RN PT TSR BB — ZR 91 i it , B 455 2R BT A= RO AN A AT 3R
TR ICAB IR R AT BERRE B AL B e e O MO P AE S AE LTS 44 % H
VM A R, SRR T 55 S AR b A [ REFT A AR B O A R Rl DA
b E X A At S B ASIATT A5k, BT 51 T A RPN ATH S, BAR TAEPA T R i S
ING 22 B BEK B A T 5

Zr b AR A R

Héa: 4RI Z 1 F s B TS 24 0 SR, BP0 75 44 18 i Ml 4% .0 A FRITp ifi
X35 S8 ) M2 A5 R B A Tk 55

H4b : 4R 2 1 0] 3kE R R 75 44 o 6 S m B , R 15 44 188 g Mol 4% 0 A 3T i
X35 S A W2 A5 R B A T b i

SNEIZ G (F4A2EF8H)



KR T AR SCRBIF TR

ES Lt B A VA p LS

LS Z R Y o BOHEREN - B8

151 8 R HRMV 75 48 LK SR

1 HFR&E
=, IR ETE

(— )RR TR T

BT EA TARREE R | TAEPREE A 35 AT AR B HE 5 A 25 AR, S TN T AR
SR MUY ) B4 2 T UE T A (AshforthfiKreiner, 1999 ) o 245 SC LARER™ T A N #i8k 5651 A 8
B FEAN A AL HA8 0P SR A R Al [R) 36 [RDSCR BB T g | 24 37 Dl i i L
TRVCEL Ry AT B — Uk 26800 a1 IF 3R nl , BIBR TRk & 2 5, Fkis 246 A
IR o AT BR — AN A HEA T35 R )4 (B, B T80 LA I R AT IR A 51, A A B )
BRI ], AR E:2390) . — 4~ H A i _EGOH R AT 55 St A 71T , = s e & L i
21803 [ , ISRk 81.3% o [M] 43k H 274 TAEBEA, Hovp , —£ 1 F T A2141, 3:173 A,
SR8 2 N, AR M M R 12 TS, IR 1 AL b A e otk S R 240
HLERF T4, 324 A, o 1224 Lot P 394018 37.7 %0 2 B B hy 1 B LU
5T, 526.1%; = KR 66 N, 530.3%; KESSA, 525.2%  AR3TA, 5 17%; i+ & UL T
3N, 1.4% 4 TARE R 128548,

(Z)EFRKRE

HROV 95 44 8% A0 A FRAITMY AT 55 S5 TAE TR IERA4N A2 5t (1) 10 B 245K FH Likert 55835,
VRFAEE AT, SRR [ B A 0 SC i F i Ao B RN [l R B S

B 15 24 B R 1 Pinel (1999)47 5875 44 IR B 3R, Pinel MPaulin (2005 )% i 3Rz
I TAEESE , R T T3] _E SR o i R k68T, an AR 2 A5 R FRAT 13X AT (1) AARMEF
FHETFFAT (0=0.820).

POV 75 44 R % 5 W et 2 7 PP A 35 X6 Al 5 — 22 91 oy X 55 s P A5 5 40,
H W RFHROY 75 44 W % S M HEAT T SR AIEAN 43S (B I A B H 4% 4 BE ) B4 R
T AR iz FHE 2N IE AR 25 5 00 5 o0 A SR HEAT T 3 ZEJF $ 0 1 I 5 A9 (Hinkin,
1998), HARMBRUNF - 1 4, 34 F Ashforth5% (Ashforth flKreiner, 1999 ; Ashforth%%, 2007 ) i 42
HR B HPOY 75 44 I % 5 % 2K 0 o P 75 42 TO7 X6 G s 1) 45 A4 32 LYK, 35 F Bosman 5 (2016 )
XTHRMD 5 24 I X6 SR 1) 5328 W 25 A B IH 2SS Sl AU HR 775 44 I Xt 5 s s [ 3k AU RO 375 44
T W o PR, 2 BE Ashforth 45 (2007 )%k H ML B 75 sURRAE 25 AN AH [F] Y 5444 TOUE TAF
Al VTR L, 25 580 TN, BELR 1 16 Tiise ()8, %2244 0™ TNk A T
B ATIR, VIR PR 42 EAEASEA LRI TR TR, AR A 2
Fft 27 AR NSRRI TAERSERS: , — B AARMEAR I, AR DA W8 745 7R TR G5 U4

5/
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)5, B 400 R 46 7Tt ( Ashforth Al K reiner, 1999 ; Ashforth:, 2007 ) , Horp 3= sh AV HRAL V5 44
7 X} SR W% 5 74 3 1A A, [ i A P 5 44 oy Yo 546 s 244 B AL 94N 1T fe iy, LAAE L
Hi X AR 5 1494 358 TN CEEI4EIR37.6% , 34 TARAEFR 10.324F ) g REAS A7 1) 2523
A, HF T A BRI A TR R A R AT, e 2 RA5 1 SR = gh RUHPONY V55 44 oy Xef 36 s i 98 A
SR [1] 3 50 D 75 44 oy o) SR e B2 ) ) SRy [l ARUR ) TAE 22 D7, B M AR B Y — 2 M5 T
NTRES AN IR R N AR TN IR B W] 2 (A AARAT 38, SR U IRE ),
F B AU I 44 W% R - e PR A EE 9 (44 AT ) 35 s, E A (4 R0 ) AR FE 2R (3~
T ) | A A 6 (4 R0 ) e 1 S T e, A 3R P R G <4t 25 B AN R FRAT XA A SR
[e it A P 75 44 I % SR s F: 3% P 5 4 P AR (AR ) AN A MR g 2 (SR ) A 84N RLITUAA) ol
FRFAE TGN <R AT 2 AFRAT AR, T AR ARTERD 240 T2 A SE s AL
15 44 X SR e R (A B oA 0,873, IR akE AR AL 75 42 I %o 5 s e e 175 B2 40833

ot A IRPFN Bk H Judge S (2003 ) T & 119 1 280051 3 14 10480 6] h 243 g
F5(2012 )% Judge 5 1Y 1 2/ 8005 5 R AE HH EE IR N 3T TR, RPN B SR 1A~
RO HESS g e — AR 2 T AT AE A O o e AR TG o R AR SR AR T SR R R
B E A T AR SC AL 13X A A R AN FR B ) 52 A 55 (0=0.894 )

1155 Giski 26K H Williams fl Anderson (1991) FF & 4 ST 3 , A e U0t e fihii 3 756
IR B ITA TAERH A I 20 ER” (0=0.858 )

NG 2470 B B TR AR 2 B R TR R Pl A i % e TN
T AR (1) TAERES , BRI RS T A B BRI, D G2 A,
FEAS ARG 50 38 R s B U T R A s o A o o B AR ITE R 3Rk F LaiSF (2010 ) FF & (1575
Tt % , AR Bl R A e IR AT o AR SR I ANk T SE R T AR TR B — L X R B
IR A 153 1155 (a=0.894)

(=) ok

S ARSI rp AR A FAMARZ IR AR R IR 27 AR BEAL, Bl 454 BoA i
BN MARICC (1)>0.05FIICC(2)>0.501) & JrbnifE (James, 1982) , %>k A F 2l A8 74T 55
SRR TINST 7 25 W S5 R R AT 55 SR 22 (EAE AN R 4L 3 R 8 3% 25 57 [F(27,218)=
5.299,p<0.001;1CC(1)=0.243;1CC(2)=0.880], 1] WA ] 51 (g LI A AE — @ FEJE_F B =
ST AR SIS FMplus 7. 0% (44 B 85 122 A AT ARS8 0 Ak 1A 4R 2 U0 52 e 280 1 [] i 4 il 4L 1]
J5 2% , BRI AS [RI R AR 0GR 5 M) o BEBUAG T2 07, X BT A AR S A ThmifE Ak Ab B8 32
Mplus 708X HEAS T4 B B R0 DX R0 S A A 3500 A5 X TR TR S R
BT, W] E A RELAAE R 20 0001K

M. #FESTEER

(— ) UEE 75 Hr

AHIEFE I 2 T SAS EBAR i WOV Y5 24 08K F2 S RLHROY I 44 I %) SR e [l it AR RV 35 44 oy Xof
g A% ATV TS5 B0, 12 IR IR I 7 A Ak AR S0 45 SR 2 [A) ) X 80% o 55
FNFRATHYREA B/ (N=218 ) 1T I 2 I 45 2 (45U ), 31X 2 R 400 A P B0 A 2 vk s Afg
DAEWFIE 285 (Littled, 2002) , F AR &R P B IA BT T FT AN B 4% EOC R — A vk
(RogersFl1Schmitt, 2004 ) , F A PRI G g K/ NHEA THET | B R B ARG O 205 5428 43 1)
FIE R WM A5 . 56 AR AR S , A SO 8 ARt T T B e R 537 o
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WERVFT7R , WD 55 BB A (R AR ) 22 ] ) S5 BEAR &7 (°=150.9 , df=80;
RMSEA=0.050, CFI=0.946 , TLI=0.929 ) , H 0. A 1584 (1) B A7 0 7 L 144y A8 o Am Ak B
FH AT K F-ABLE0.00 17K 5 2, 3R WA A I i AT g 1) SR 20« T LAt o 2 A A 28
UG BER 22 , ] UL A PR AR 1 DX R A

F1 MERBILE

R Ve df xldf CFI TLI RMSEA

A AR 150.9 80 1.886 0.946 0.929 0.050
DU R AR iy X SR - 3313 84 3.944 0.812 0.845 0.116
R ﬂjxﬁ”ﬁﬂlﬁﬁ%baiﬁﬁm 660223 87 7.589 0.563 0.473 0.174
I o W+ 55 A% 653.393 87 7.510 0.569 0.479 0.173
TR BRI S 44 B SR - O A TR IEAT 969.893 89 10.898 0.329 0.208 0.213
PR AR A 1031.608 90 11.462 0.283 0.163  0.219

AR SO A (] 2 PR A 9 2 [m] 1k s B 1) O 2 17 8 (Podsako 55, 2003 ) , £5 51 /R, A
IR T 2 5 R AL A B A TR AL T 18 35 42T (A'=59.5, Adf=15,p<0.001),
3T P SO 500 AT — 5 4 ) 05 22 1) 8 o AR SCatE— 26 1o P Harman B R 22 R 720 A R 36 [
T8l 25 1) R o X AR v (1 S AR B A TR R ME IR T 00 M ORTRERS ) B 25 5 o, T H 54 ko
FREER TR, Hor 55— =0 AT B 7 25 015.703%, AN F 8 i Bt 2228
74.101%, 55— F R 7 2515 BT Z 00 B 43 L2 21.2% X AMEAR T2 & T
40% 3R T RT (BRI o T LA SCRE S ) 0 PR TR R — o () v A 22 [l B (R I8 T2
FSZ MBI 25 R (K5, 2011),

(DO RS T

FoM A T AT K AR R A BB i 25 FAS g [R] A AR G DA SC R BGER T T LR
F), BRI 5 44 S8 51 TAZ O H R PEA 835 A 56 (7=—0.136, p<0.05 ) , T A% 0> A FRIEMN TS5
SRRCH LE R [ 9 R (7.=0.278 ,p<0.01 ) , A8 HE ] () AH 56 ¢ 2R FIELE U ARAT .

*F2 HEMEZEURTEEMNHEXER
FEAKR  HE EE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
LIS 44 3.591 0.596 (0.820)
2. EEN B IS "
BRI 3.894 0.658 0.198™ (0.873)

WEFIHON ) Vo

%@%ﬁ‘%ﬁ%ﬂm 3.194 0950 0.236" 0.038 (0.833)

A% BRI 3.314  0.726 —0.136" 0.137° —0.114 (0.894)

5AES SN 3.896 0.606 —0.173" 0.071 -0.109 0.278" (0.858)

6. IR 3744 0.943 0.057 0.006 0.136° —0.129 0.053 (0.895)

7 445 1.087 0.283 —0.138" —0.006 —0.286™" —0.055 0.085 —0.092

8 AR 37.700 8.504 —0.002 0.050 0.077 -0.128 —0.051 0.048 0.009

OZHHME 2450 1.075 —0.020 —0.043 —0.166" —0.012 0.157° —0.037 0.144" —0.512"

10. TAEAERR  12.851 7.087 —0.023 0.074 0.021 —0.068 0.063 0.006 0.124 0.717" —0.314"
T 0L TREAREN=218, N — M REbR AR FG 55 9 M0 B =1, &=2."p<0.05, "p<0.01,

"*p<0.001,

(DR

BBHTIA N Ol 75 2 B O F FF AT G S . AR s T85Ok, k3 b iy

FHIRE R R T4 B RIFNES SR
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AN IR T N D Gei g i K TAERUIEERG , WOl 15 24 JEATZ 0 H B AIFH 3 6 A
K (p=-0.110,SE=0.055,p<0.05) , I H 1132 T I EHE 1Y %45 . S BaronFKenny (1986 )k
FERTR X 4200 F BT AE Y 5 44 BRI 45 Sk ] (4 TR A S5OR R A TG 56 - P e 4 ARl 6 ]
UL B T5 44 BT 55 880 1535 a1 5200 ( f=—0.093 , SE=0.040, p<0.05 ) , R % H2a 7R 15 5] T
LI B Y 56 3E L % TS H2b , p 4R 7 AT UL, A% 0 H RPN 51T 45 Bk B 3 IE A ¢
(p=0.136,SE=0.038,p<0.001) , 4T RIS R FEFS 0 T 5 T AMER AR 2 HHE R .
TAEAERR B TAEWUAEIEE, I B0 75 4% A% O BT R B O [ 05 AR, Bl 5 44 Jot
855 B3 52 ) i ik 1) 2 35 (B=-0.093, SE=0.040, p<0.05) 75K T A .3 (=-0.076,
SE=0.040,n.s.), 1fi BLE, 4 0 A B PFH XHT 55 Gk 952 w4734k 8 3% ($=0.131,SE=0.037,
p<0.01), AT 0L, 20 B IR PPN X5 44 B 54T 55 SR8 R 1 R AU AR R T 3
— RO A IRV B TR RO, AT T SRR DR FE A AR 20 000U Ak
T3 — BR8N 14 TG s A DX o 45 SR An e S i, Rl 75 24 TG 45 B R i S i) S 28 A2 s
H IR I R T 22 A 1 (rh A 380041 M —0.014 , B 5 X [d] K[—-0.034,-0.0003]) . % H2a .,
H2bIAS 5] T A ) S s -

F3 EEOFRHER (—)

Bl BRI
F{E R - ¥itlp) FRI3 iR RS
i R fHE R ME RER MAE R AE RER
byiiE) 4252 0.408 42177 0.404 4.209™ 0393 4.313™ 0411 4.3377 0.402
P51 -0.099 0.188 —0.098 0.187 —0.098 0.182 —0.156 0.193 —0.108 0.189
A% —0.019" 0.009 —0.018" 0.009 —0.020" 0.009 —0.019" 0.009 —0.020° 0.009
ZHERE -0.067 0.055 —0.062 0.055 —0.048 0.053 -0.072 0.055 -0.076 0.054
TAEAERR 0.007 0.010 0.004 0.010 0.006 0.010 0.007 0.010 0.006 0.010
NI i —-0.066 0.050 —0.067 0.049 —0.065 0.048 —0.058 0.050 —0.076 0.049
B ¥5 4 Ja% —0.110" 0.055 —0.137" 0.055 —0.179" 0.055 —0.094 0.056 —0.093 0.055
FEshRIEN 5 4 .
I 0.120" 0.051 0.080 0.051
B EERIEEO 75 44
R -0.072 0.053 —0.044 0.053
0l 75 24 e Bl 7Y
BRIl 35 44 R % A 02157 0.060
HRA ¥ 42 Jx [] 36 Y .
a -0.124
BRAY 5 4% o o S s 0 0.050

21’=429.350 1’=423.906 1=411.523 1=427.547 1=421.831
Ay=5.444" Ay=12.383" Ay’=3.441 AY=5.771"

(Adf=1) (Adf=1) (Adf=1) (Adf=1)
R?=0.06 R?=0.09 R=0.14 R*=0.07 R*=0.10
AR’=0.03 AR’=0.05 AR’=0.01 AR’=0.03

TE: DUTAEACBEN=218; HI AR B L 28064 T 1 AL B p<0.05, 7p<0.01, 7" p<0.001.

i H3adit i, TS RIHRY I5 44 I 6] SR 23 08 55 WOl 5 44 TR AZ 0 B FRPPAN ) T 1) 5]
IR 30T UL, B 75 4 JEA 3 Bl B HRY 775 44 WX 3 W (%) SR AR I 5420 H RPN I8 3 1E
A (B=0.215,SE=0.060, p<0.001 ) . fii FLRL 53 Hr 45 3 o , 78 F s BRI 15 44 I 0 S mg I T
SESE— N hRfE2Z AT BT 24 B 0 B BRVEN A B3 1 T I (f=-0.394,
SE=0.036,p<0.001) (Aiken&¥, 1991 ) ; IMii 24 F= S B HR M 5 44 WX S w5 T V- 4 (H — D AnifE 22
B, BRI 15 24 B 0 A BRI A i 2521 (=0.036 , SE=0.069 ,n.s. ) , 3X — 15 25 U &(2
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F4 HBREEARKR ()

iy
FmI{E A6 7 RS
ffE PR At PR A FrUER
HIE 3761 0316 3.595™ 0313 3.632" 0.309
5] -0.036 0.146 -0.002 0.144 -0.017 0.142
AR —0.004 0.007 -0.001 0.007 -0.001 0.007
ZHERE 0.061 0.042 0.072 0.042 0.072 0.041
TAEAERR 0.013 0.007 0.012 0.007 0.012 0.007
= LN 2 0.046 0.037 0.056 0.036
B ¥5 42 Je% -0.093" 0.040 -0.076 0.040
EANEEISI RN 0.136™ 0.038 0.131" 0.037
=315.743 2£=309.907 2=303.863
AY(1)=11.88""
R’=0.06 R’=0.10 R’=0.13
AR’=0.07

T BT REACEN=218; M AR f B 84T 1 R AL B 5 p<0.05, 7p<0.01, " p<0.001

x5 EEANKEFEXE

[5iE 225 4 95% B 5 XA
Bl BRI P A1ER ~0.014 [-0.034,-0.0003]
BRSO
+1hRifE2E 0.005 [-0.007,0.040]
Enemipt) AN REZ AR S bR —0.052 [-0.079,—-0.015]
25t 0.057 [0.017,0.108]
+IARIEZE ~0.028 [-0.061,—0.008]
(] 3R PN 775 44 Iy R S s —1hpifEZE 0.004 [-0.018,0.023]
25t ~0.032 [-0.069,—0.005]

JIE7s o FHEL200] DL 3R 35 44 RO A% L FRATA 1 17 T 52 M 7 = 3 5 107 o 5 e g 1 i 2 AN fb
FH L B H3a 3 1 LIRS ) S A (B H3b I A Ay | [l sk B IR 775 4% 10 % S s 23 A1
SR TG 44 S A% 0 F FRIEH ) B ) S o A3 AR AL S 1] AR 3], P 75 4% ST [ s 7R HEL
15 44 I X SR W 114 TR AR 8 2 R0 AZ 0 A FRIEAN (f=—0.124, SE=0.050,p<0.05) . f&] SRR 4> HT
S5 F 7 7E BRI 15 44 1 X0 SR AI T P390 — MR UEZE A5 T 75 48 B %0 H
FePEM BEA 35 10 67 ) 520 (8=0.031, SE=0.036, n.s. ) ; 1M 24 [B] 5 55 Bl 775 44 17 ot 55 W 72 -
PHE— AR 2ERT B 75 44 86 51 TAZ O A B PEH 1 B w52 ) i 2% (=—0.217, SE=0.069,
p<0.001) , 3 — A 152808 A A 3755 o BB ] D, > 5% TR T 22 1 [ S AR MR 775 44 7 Xof SR e
B, BRI 35 24 B A0 B RPN AT 1038 19 B 1) 52, AR , 224 5% T2 /0 SR B o i 0 I 35 44 iy
X SRS, RO 35 24 B AZ 0 1 FRIT M A 970 1 S AN B8 AT UL B H3 bR 3 1 W4
NS

fi it Haa HAbYE H 3= S BB 775 44 W R SR 1] i B HEY 375 44 T2 X SR s it 9 533 M1 52
Bl E RPN XTI 75 22 AT 55 Sl iy vh A VR T N3RS i, A 75 44 86 A% 0 H FR PP AN
1155 B0 8] 1 T B A5, A 32 Sl AR HR D 5 44 o F SR s 12 B f 3 (A RN 4 0.005 , B
DX [8] A1[~0.007,0.040] ) , 7£ 3= gh YUY 15 44 I Xof S s AR W) $g2 2 (b AU >4 —0.052 , B
DX ] 24[—0.079,—0.015]) , ZH [ 22 5735 51 i K V- (diff=0.057 , EA% X [8]5[0.017,0.108] ) o i %
Haaf5 S LI ) S 1 o [0 88 25 HP D 75 45 1o XeF 556 s ek w4280 A 81 5V RG9S, AR

FHIRE R R T4 B RIFNES SR
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i3 438
4.6 & +0 -~
& 44 5 44 —a———
) & 42 Seae
g Z 4 *
4 38 gg 3.8
K 36 3.6
3.4 o—o (K EFN RIS 42 RIXT HEw 34 o—o i [FIE BB 15 44 RLXT SRR
3.2 - — - R EFN RPN I5 4 RIXT SR 32 = == T [EE RV BRI 44 REXT SR
3 3
fi& [ 1% =1
BOlky5 4% b5 2 %
B2 FEshBIERLT & R X Rk B OV T 1E A E 3 ELEEER T E R R ETIER

(BT AN SO S B, IS A S5O A 40.004 , B X H] R [—0.018,0.023 ], T B e {8 s v A 4%
N7 R A SOV AR —0.028 , B 15 X 8] 9 [—0.061,-0.008] , £H i) 22 57 . 3% (diff=—0.032, &
15 X 18] 2[~0.069,-0.0051) o AT U, , B i HAb RS2 1 I i 1 S 4% -

A, Fit5itie

(— &R

S W5 44 s WA PR AR B AR O A FRTAN L BF ST 45 R BGIE T Hughes (1951) 6T
SFONE TAE MO 9 B B e T A HRMY BAT B 95 UCRAAIE T 52 280 0 45 g e e ) e
TAEMME BB PE R, HRZ R B 2 57 A R T A vl sl i) T4 , BHLV 77529 7, SR i A
M 7544 BB IAFAE A XX R o Mol B BT SE T A il o F FRARTHE MR FEA T K,
F FINHAY T B 2w Mol 2 A BB A (5O IRV E T TAE T U 2
REBIUETAEME AL T A2 R)Z 52 B T5 44 R R i AR BEA T FIA AL E R =
REAFIH LR FNERRE , FEMRTRILE o AR SCHE TAT 20N R B G TR 2 DU B AR BRI 2k
A7 L FSAE AL, NEIE BB UE T O 5 22 A5 Il 3 BAZ 0 A BPEHT , IFAR Bk 1R
B TR IAE T TSR, A B RB AR I A 225 J B3 bt DA TR B R 375 44 36 Aol 2% 171

SR 4 7 P LA Bt X — BUAR 38 U0, BCRE ML AR E 15 R /N2 ol Bk

B ARSI 5 R B , 75 At 2 07 shic A s I 7 O 5, S s —
P57 B RIS IR AN TR 1) B ARl L

5 PO 5 44 O Ml 5 AT 55 B8 S ) B2 o AFEAT SR 75 44 2 M ML A A5 B
2 R B HRMY 5 24 68 MOk B 26 KON SE R A AT 52 B DTS AR XA D R T2
TR RS AT, ShFS AN AT IR AR B P 22 O AR AL ORI — 0, HERE A S T
VRS I , AR TS B BRZS O B 225 AT REBOR, TN At A T 230k D TARE A, o n] fiE
i) T[] AR I AR AR R G B A REAS P T ST TARAE 55, HUE 55 b e I
pE— Al , AR SRR IE T HRMY 5 44 R ARAZ O AL T %0 AL N BRI R 55
GUSHTE ML O 75 202 d At 2 A I, ReUE P ESE M [, SR i 4o 1k Be BA
I 15 23 BIBRIFFEARRSAS A R HRML 35 44 X TAEAT M 2R BRI ST o Bz, AR R ITAY
A INARIX T A o

5 =, EBRIHR TS 44 W0 SRS RE S Z2 fift HR 15 44 OO B PP A S ] 5200 , (] i 7Y

SNEIZ G (F4A2EF8H)



WD 755 24 I Xo) 546 s U] 2 138 PN 75 42 18 S0 TR S ) o 6 e g g % B8 w0, B 35 44 B ) 5 M
2352 BB TG 24 A3 T R IR I T SR W (140 1) 24, 224 1y % 68 T e B 70 T M 2 sk 53 T 22 1 % e
JI55 R} BT e S R AR SO B ZS SR R , Sl HRY 5 24 X SR g s B 35 44 JERG)
Mok E# 0 HIRIEM A B 52, 1 ] ke R 35 44 WX SR W g B, BRI 75 24 J8kst DALl 542
L [ FRPEH B9 17 1T 5 M0 B 588 o 3K — 25 5 [0 N7 HA 56 1 Ashforth FllKreiner (1999 )3t F 5L R 242 56
P2 A TR — 8 X SR AT LT, BRAY 5 24 I AR — 8 &t sz i ol 25 25 005, I
H—2LBIE T Bosmansa (2016 )46 HAH A P4 T S UEAS: 3 1) < 5= 3y 28U R[] kit A5 P A 75 44 1 X6 56
WA 5 A SO BOHETS B A SR T5 44 RO K 2 5 DOl & AR HTZ R RV 5 44
Jop Xt SR, AH R AT v R B, 3 s e AR i AR A R e s T Ml H &
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Activity or Avoidance: Occupational Stigma, Self-evaluation
and Task Performance

Zhou Ye', Huang Xu*, Ouyang Kan’
(1. School of Business Administration, Shanxi University of Finance and Economics, Taiyuan 030006,
China;2. School of Business Administration, Hong Kong Baptist University, Hong Kong 999077, China;
3. College of Business, Shanghai University of Finance and Economics, Shanghai 200433, China)

Summary: The threat of occupational stigma to employees’ self-evaluation is often the logical
starting point for researchers to argue the influence mechanisms of occupational stigma. However,
whether this proactive condition is valid or not remains to be verified. Drawing on the social identity

theory and stress coping theory, this study contends that occupational stigma has a negative impact on
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the core self-evaluation of employees, and is indirectly related to employee task performance through
core self-evaluation. This study further proposes that active occupational stigma coping strategies reduce
the negative impact of occupational stigma on core self-evaluation, while avoidant occupational stigma
coping strategies strengthen the negative relationship.

We collected paired data from 218 coal miners and their direct supervisors through three waves. In
the first phase, we collected data about occupational stigma perception and stigma coping strategies
from 246 coal miners; after one month, in the second phase, we asked the employees who had taken part
in our first-phase survey to fill CSE and gained 239 valid questionnaires; another month past, we asked
the direct supervisors of the employees who had completed the previous two-phase questionnaires to
comment on the task performance of their subordinates. At last, we matched the three-time data and got
218 valid questionnaires. The results support all our hypotheses.

The main theoretical contributions lie in two aspects: Firstly, this study explores and demonstrates
the hypothesis that occupational stigma perception has a negative influence on CSE. This finding
responds to Hughes’s conclusion that occupations’ dirtiness characteristics might destroy employees’
self-cognition, which lays a solid foundation for further research on occupational stigma. Secondly, this
study analyzes and demonstrates whether and how different occupational stigma coping strategies
reduce the negative effect of occupational stigma on employees effectively and expands the mechanism
of occupational stigma from the stress coping perspective. The finding about active occupational stigma
coping strategies explains and validates the opinion put forward by Ashforth and co-authors based on
practical experience: occupational stigma does not necessarily negatively affect employees’ self-esteem
because employees might adopt active coping strategies; analysis and comparison of the effect between
the two occupational stigma coping strategies, active and avoidant, demonstrate the inference that
Bosmans and co-authors put forward but failed to prove: the influence effects of different stigma coping
strategies may not be consistent.

The practical significance is as follows: Coping strategies include cognitive, emotional and
behavioral stress responses. Employees sometimes hold the strategy of active coping, and sometimes
avoidant coping, but they do not necessarily know which one is helpful for them to alleviate their
destroyed self-view and thus improve their job performance. Enterprises can design training courses and
contents accordingly to improve employees’ ability to actively deal with occupational stigma.

Key words: occupational stigma; occupational stigma coping strategies; core self-evaluation; task

performance
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