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EENT: XA FSHRRE

TR, AR

(mEWE R MBS AT BI2EEE, ~rF R 650221)
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i E: RSN AT DAL AL AR AR LA 6 B s BRI T
AR 2 AR 6 IRHE IR 2S5 A e 4R 2R A8 G 8 BEAK T, B IR R R AR I R Gkt &
ZRZE B FHCEGHENRETT — RINFR ALE A L T ZARG TR S TAFH
B BZAAERRIEL ZAG%RF A T BIFhIE N fodg iR ML Rt R b B3 5 3%
PRAL, A I AL A BN AR KB R IAT AL B 4, K TAMK B AL A 5 28 8 SRR AL A 1k
RN A RATRIL T, S 5 ARAR A BT, 3t — F P W AE AR A 04 1 Fe S
2R, N R TAE FBAR B Ao AR R BEAZ BB A R AR A e B ik, BOR, AT
R ERE BRAA SR HN G B L2 A AN RER T BIATH )M, Stm My ik
BN TG E SRR JRIG , AT 3T ILA A 5064 By TR, AKAT B AR & AR ALE) SR K& 4K
Vo7 E B F A RS A BT R R RIEE

KGR AR R LR SR LA AE BR AL R R B AR 2

FESES:F270 XEFRIRAD: A XEHS: 1001-4950(2023)05-0101-16

e e e B e e ST S o ST S e o T S S o

—. 5l 7

FAERA Z KA R 15 2H LI ERERBE AN & PR R SR AN, 5 AL 2 2L A i LA S B ZH 21

e o i R SR U A H AR 1 SEIAN N F5 2 S8 T R 22 DR 5 R e 4%, TR B4
BT HSEIAFA L Bin M FE 302 5AHLUL e L, anfar s shZH U8 08 A & A H LU 5 L
BE LU 55, IR 24 2H 248 P 5 0ol nl 75 e o 1) 0 S i AL AR T, S Ak s ot 5 4
B AN FXT 51 T A U SO S PR s B, L T AR g e /B TAERE XS
(eI 2 S5 INTE R R 938 -0 i, ZH VB B iRls SR — Mt B AT Z A3 INTESK 5)
JyiE , AMGHE T AL E A AR T TR T3 5 TAESE, i Ho k4 2 a9 e 3
DUAIZE ZUAAE R U E RN R e H im B 5 o 2N R X AL e Ak 2 b Bl A4 E T R
SL55 LA R A T £ (0 A S AR P 1) 3R (Goodisell , 2011) , ANAT B F2H 23 nl 53 AL ZH 2 B A AT i
Wi B #: 2022-07-05
EEWH: BF a4HFFALWERA (72064042) ; = & 4 W FALF AR FH5 B (QN202026) ; =& M

ZREFHFHRELSAST 3T B (2021D01)
TEZ®N: THEM(1989—), B, =HME X F MBS AL EFEPRANPIE, AL A FIF;

KA (1996—) , 4, ZEHME K FMH S N EE I IR RLH 7 A GBIV, 1391293887@qq.com) .
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LM EIE R, I B A B T 202U At 2 1 605 SCER BT & g o 20 2w 1 1) R0OF Y S e 22
HAUdfifir 5 51 TR Z B BB B B R |, i (mission valence ) R H 3 5 A B 2540
A SR BN 51 5 A Sl i 2 ) 1) G ZR T R 27 S 5% £5 1 (Wright, 2007 ) .

RaineyFSteinbauer (1999 ) R4 HH R HE 17 U HR H A ar R o A E & o fl A st AN 5 A4
A & TAERAFRE %Y 4 C (Wright, 2007 ; Smith, 2016 ; Resh%,2018) , i EAKPL T 51 T %A
ZUk 2ok i PR A B (WrightFlIPandey , 2011 ) , PG AE A i X SR AR AL 2 BT A ZH LR
Kt A A B & Y (Rainey #lSteinbauer, 1999 ; Besley #l1Ghatak , 2005 ) . f# a4 REAS AL {61 T.
J A X A S fef i g i O SRR RO SV 8 IR, BV SN gk i 2 S g i
AR O T T E R IR | 5 SR e T 55 (Wright, 2007 ) o A A i 5 | 1 1) gk
CHVRER B 5, BT PT R Bl 1 8 B AR A A HR BTk (Wright 35, 2012) , I — 2 X 4 41
KR e A RS ) B 3 L (Brown Fl1Y oshioka, 2003 ; Paarlberg fllLavigna, 2010 ; Guerrero#l
Chénevert, 2021 ), B, a8 VR R —Fhasm R BB ) AR T, AT DL SR8 5 PFA
FHESH A LS I RE E H A% (WrightflPandey,2011) , T HA B F5 1450 61 T NAL A 4 5 DL R 4R
PARK(E

SBARVG Jr 2 TR B U T3 19 B R HX A E 41 2 a3 i B A 284 7
TR FEE RS D H T E N A R AT SR AR R R 2 CMOTE 3 AR AR B
2018 ; &7 75 FIR B, 2022 ) o [ B, B 41 48 R0 2H 4 fefi i RO A 90 2 BT 8 TR ol i
(calling) B JF , {H T AE (v /2% B 78 AR AMAXT TAE B85 285 B S5 N 7E 4544 (Ponton %5, 2014
Duffy%§,2018), £ —E R B 200 T sha8 2 i 418Ul iy 5 A i 2 (8] 0 B8l ¢ & |, i iy
BN I 5 AR LATE Sk A 2l b 220 1 A RS S5 A1 4R B A2 2 A8 R T I 0 O PRI E S R A
BRCHE LU AR AN [R] 20 2SS 3 R 20 23S0 Ak AR 5 A 208 G 2R 22 S A AL, DT =5
HRHEEWTIE R iR T N2 2 18 20 LA S 248 FE R BT S At i B I o e AN
SESEROR L , DT BE G M HE S an R i e S 0T 4 T h ERR IS BN A 2R AR b S
B UL , AL RGeS0 B AR B [ A A S AR DG 2E AR R , 1508, XAk o 19 P i B
AR I R AR A TS A LR, FE X R BRIV S | A i DL R AR FBLAI
PEATIAGN ) LA 3 a3 B S BT B R, XTI B R B, AT RR 3R A
ML 25 5 A i B O vk e BB AN 7 T ARSI 78 354 T R B R HEZR AN KT T s o

ASCGRE M LL T = A7 HXHE AR o8 ok - 55—, 38 A S T S 00 A
32 B A SO A PR TR R 00 S5 BB o7 S8 A 500y P A b e e A S L5
T 3 R I A S A R s PR 2 VR FHAIL LA B 45 38007, TP LA 48 s B
AR ARG o I RESE  BRAL AN A S an U BFFE A R e M R A 5 =l ik X fF
FEAN RS BB AR 0 317, 3 B 20 U PR R R B HE T 5L LAz 7Ky B 58, 4
2L H bR ISR K R PR IS BT 7S o AR SO BRAT A U I 52 AR BRI -1 1T Ry 2R kA 6
WS B T HE U S EER T ) .

. EGRNNIERESHEER S P

(— )it N e

—TAT W 51 7 BATE 55 LA B 20 2 i) B B 8 i B 8 A %Y IE ] 0l 53 T (Barnard,
1938) , LU 5 B3k BT S5 H AR SEEAT DI R 2R IR EE S Sl ar i EZLME
(Clark FIWilson, 1961) , RN MEE A4 1 TE A4 L T ZH ZUAN A X of i B2 1 ) P A A
TEM HHER B HE T 28 A A T HAEE ™ th A1 I8 A sl (B IEA , todg AAR T 45 SR X

INEZ G EE T (F45HFESH)



ZHA R E AR (Vroom, 1964 ) . Rainey I Steinbauer (1999 ) JitT-HH 28BS b M A& 1 AR
AR o B A R[] PR A RV TR, AR 2238 AN TR AR Gl A s i B4 T TR [RZ IR
BT o AR SCAAM BT A1 55 A SUSCRE AR A X a2 P A T A B, ELAR AN R 1 R

HRER

KERERTAABREREFR
g o DUEERGEE L TEmRMRE
RERR . mppm, Darmmmsl e s | | LBV LS TE, AN |

MR ATER ST AR BRI, BILEK |

fERMMAEAE | |ERBNAERSTT | | ERRNIESE
LA RS A 1A UL RS | AR TEEERE
4. TAEHA R
SAZUNFR
AR AR S SUE R SR

FA B L

T BRI SR | | 2T rn R
ATRANESIRA BV | | 2T Ao micism || BER 795

REREMSORIMER | | BT BRREEiss || IR Sk
WA B UEAREERO MRS, | | E T AN A

.......................................................... i

BsiRE

LEBNELR, L ERAHTRER
N 2 ARHTHERAURL, B b IS £, SRR 55

3B RAR, Xk RSN 5
4ARACMEE R, FRECR IR SO0 7k
SATRE ALY, HEE M A 5 L

BORDR U« AR AH G ST T e 1
1 ARXFREPKE

RO

®1 ERBNNESRABRN

W2 KM REAY
ARERATE Rainey#Steinbauer(1999) . Wright5%(2012)
ARG A MASHHLFIAT R Wright(2007) . WrightF1Pandey (2008 )
FIZEAHCE e Guerrerof1Chénevert(2021) . Willems&5 (2021 )
H L2 TR Caillier(2015)
AU RER A HAUT 55 F 2k Wright(2007) Caillier(2015)
HEH b st Bass% (2006) .Rosso% (2010) , Wright%: (2012)

GBI ARG A S SRR 2

e kR 5 R 2
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1AM A

RaineyFSteinbauer (1999 )R 4E i 2 fefi iy (A SR A T 08 I R WA Ak o /2 51 T
XTHLUHATIN S5 0 | LR HAN(E A BRI & R T A Ul a1 A, ik
WO T TR B A B A e 51 7 o 4w L Jm 4l 20 H b S e sl i a0 (BT I 5 | B
B Tk 2 IRz B ZU 0 P9 e Bl BB S A BN 3 sl () TAEA T, BRAL LA Xof 5% T 10
5| IR, A T A2 P05 A 3 50 (Rainey FlSteinbauer, 1999 ) . [& 12 4, (AR
BN 51 T XTZH 23 H ARl 20 b 2 sika A rb i R B HE 5 | 7 LA R d B AR (Wright 35
2012), /2 51 T TAEShHLA T RS B 29K 50 K 2 (Wright, 2007 ; WrightFl1Pandey , 2008 )

BEAh , WFIZEFHEE BIALAR S3HT , 4 RIS & BRI 25 AH 538 it LA (R A R AN /K P 2 g i
A NBEGE R IE AR R IR (Willems S5, 2021 ) A Ry Xt 2 S Ay (1 —F IR0, AT AU
W T AN AT A S s T A W5 | ) I AR R (Willems S5, 2021) , [R]EFHBLR B T
MES AL ITE R B H s S HAS B 0 S AR B N AE—S0FE B (GuerreroflIChénevert,
2021),

2B REL A

B A A BRI A, 28 T8 2350 N 2 2L BE IR A 1 & 3R S A 3L M i A& o Wright
(2007 )IA A i A it A AR S8 A 2 UT 55 B b i) S22 S0, BRIVl A5 22 il e 42 il =2 )5 o g
R B TSR B IR E | 2 R A T8 AT 55 o B3 T mT LA FH 4120 B ARGy [a A 2 {0
A A BN ERAZ AT H 5 TAEES PAEEN L (Rosso%F,2010) o ffi Ak il 13 75
BT A 5 | A LH 2 B AR IR S, [ 03 TR s HL T AR Gl A B TS0 B S B ARt g Ak & rp
P LA AR A, DA TT IS & 5% T35 8T W O T A A7 #E 1 [7] @ ( Bass flIRiggio, 2006 ; Paarlberg 1
Lavigna,2010; Wright%§,2012)

U4, Caillier(2015) 4 i fdi 2k o 2 355 Tk bE—FiT 4 A7 E , RNZH 2 2 HoAt 25 ik
BB T EE AN A SR 75 BB 7 A 5 | ) 2 TG0 5 A o SR R L 4 B fof s EL AT (LR AN
W5 | 7 IR AT L0 AU ] BEA5 B 2P AN S0, ELAERS AT S 972 T A b 3%
Jih AR L2 IR 22 () AT R o BRI, (el AR XA 4 63 TR I | AR AR A T o ki 45
7T HAT R X (Goodsell , 2011 ) .

BT HATE A RES A WNShS R B A &, 456 A BRI S RE A2
W el A A M R A AL 2 5% T e 2 [l iy B LA (T 5 | R, T AU 2 sl A 4 2 fi i R
Z 5 ZUE S LGB RS H AR 78 A B SR

()R AT HE S HEHT

H R S ME S R0 PN 5 AN E D BBl = R G ST L , A 28 O ol A sk
WS VCED | T AR Ay RS ISR S AIRYS , AT A & 02 A — e R L X 22 RS
LA P B PR P o PRI, A 0 X A R A A A A T T o N2 BT, AR SOKE iy
R S A VEES T AR A A SEIR S ShL . TAEBEA LA U TRV ERSS M A & i A7 5 ) 4
BT, AE—2E BB (5 A s R A AR B RAAE , A8 B FHEE A A e F I TR A

1 A8 55 Ay PEC (mission matching )

AT VC BCAR A A BT L S (B2 [ 1) — B, R e T AN -5 418U T 55 22 1)
HVE L A5 (Besley FllGhatak , 2005 ; Smith, 2016 ; Resh5 , 2018 ) o i {5 A2k W25 38 51 T Jeke
T B 2UF A 5 | 1 B X AL 2 B4 (1 (Rainey Al Steinbauer, 1999 ) . 5 8% i # #fs ik U8 i
AAEAE R F AN, AE AT O A A (R SN (L2 [ () — Ee e S5 VE RO RS, J8 T (e
VCHC 2 1 AOAIFSE 1 i 2 DO B il Ay A BA W 5 |, VA i T Wi 5 | — I )2 18

INEZ G EE T (F45HFESH)



®2 (EHRNSHRIEHSREYR

AH A& HRARLZ b R A
VN T TR
e R A 1A %g%ﬁﬂ.ﬁﬂ A~ N E AT ZH SN — B, J& T T
HEEME e

(o i A - A e i ) DT 5 | Ji s | — I 2 T
A A S — PR 1 SR A B P A O B A, A A
TAE Kps g AMRE R C AT TARAY S R
i i/ i AT 51T B EE P ARN REE , SR A SVl i o
el
NIENRS5 B 2 —Fh SRS TAL 2 MRS, & T N AR 3K 5)
HEFemMl I ik,
(EWSEEL AT - AR IAELL LU XA 5 | 5 3800 L, SRR SN B 5l
bz
T BIRESRTHAMAXT AL TAEBOA SR AABU A TAER)—Fh i A BLARE 59O BRIR S
TAERZSE A SR A 2 U (88 SR BRI 5 | RO
HA YRR AV AT HE ABUATRIRR s PR R 1 B s A S0k
N AR PRA BN AR - s A PRI Th B4 X 4GV i B 2P 0 S AR JEE
OB - AR AR G SRR B

2. ff AR 5 TAEf A /S (calling)

Duffy5 (2018 ) TAEfi A A h—FP I T A BTk [ 3R R E e, TAEarE 5
i A A ER R PR XTSI B AR T H 3 B RE SR AL SR INZE ShAIL, [R] s 2
R ZH SR TAE B SO RL K T AN 2 B 45 7 AR U2 i ( Duffy 4%, 2011 ; WrightFlIPandey
2011) AH TAEAT A JEO — AP F 53 2000 19 N FE O BRS5#4 (Bunderson I Thompson, 2009
Ponton?§,2014 ), SBAMAXT H O Y HT TAE RS RE RJEA, M apze g WS i T IS rh
BIRAAE 2, SR R A AR L U A BT 5 | B R

3 Adi A 58 R 55 L (public service motivation )

Perry M Wise (1990 )\ Ak 55 sl A A fRA N R 55 4123 i I TR Co BB ] , 25 Bl
W] SR AR AL AT 2 AL RsR 1L BT 5, A AR S5 sh LS ana &R s il
F AT R (0 3 IR S R A AN ] o A LR 55 BB 32 8h IR S5 TAE S AL, &
F A SRSl G , 1l A R T EARIAE L SUE A X AN AR W 5 5 e b, S s AN EIK )
B

4 [t 5 TR A (work engagement )

TAEBEA (work engagement ) &8 55 16 71\ Z8 ik DA B0 =45 2 09— Fp AU 75 R A
i (17— A AR (Schaufeli%s , 2006 ) o TAERA S a2 B R A AT 0L T HZUT
YERI S SFEEE H TAEB AR T 53 TARM R T AR —Fhdse A BLARE 1O IR i fimak
A DU 5 R A AT 2 A i A0 (R S SRR R 5 | )RR B

5 fHi A 5 2 81N [R)E (organizational identification )

Mael 1 Ashforth(1992) I\ K ZH LU [ BoR AL 2 A R Y — R R RE X, & — R AN R B 003
SR PN AR R AR BT S 5 U B — 2, IR S B2 Ty
Ja& AR LYK o 2 SN [R)JBRN i A 5 3 TR A U AT RIS 2 51 TR AR S o fH 4
SN R = LR R A5G SR 2 T 9 U e AR 5 SE T (s 28 9 DOy B R AR AR )2 T 1
X 2H 2 i o LV RN R

NIRRT B

g b, BRI AR A VT P AF R AR A7 A — A L AL (A SO HR B A 3R

e kR 5 R 2
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MR R AT AR .35 2257 o IR A 5 B v 2 W AT 0 A 8 B AR & st
BT AR A A A LS 22 T Y S iz A

=. EaHMNEST X

H R T ARl 32 AR AE s e i 3, R LA T H PR ST 2 6 T R 5
B S A M, EER IR 2 T AR B RS 2 MR . Wright 20074 &
T 3N U I e e 1 R M A T AR AR, A0 TR AT Y SR A A At
A MAERIIRSS TN TR I A SUR B A SR I 7 2 AT, FRTAE 4L 2L TAE
FEARIREED X — W 3R 22 SR R A o B T ELAT ik 2 S L 32 At R A I i
T H, i GuerrerofIChénevert (2021) , &35 75 AR B (2022 ) 5 AE FLSCUERF 5% i 4200 FHixX
—HR,

Pk Wright(2007 ) - & il e 6 2 J5 , Pandey 4% (2008 ) 7E Wright 5 e e 3Lall |, E—
TR T AL & A REIR (58 3% , I 34 R R AR S WrightJT & 1 5 28 004 , RIS 1 —A>%r
R XFFRACUL , XA LU (A A N DSAT I T2 S B T 5% T X A 2L fefi i 1) 24 ey SRR
FREE (i R L S T AR B AR S5 MRS 2 iR B | 5 228 T 1T R R LA
RN ILR AR IEAS A BFIT T SR 8 458 2 B 4 300AS 252 () BI04 (0 7 S A 0 o 3
Caillier(2015)7E HAF 5T ke £ T Pandey % (2008 ) FF A& 1 3¢ HH (1 3 LI 254 700 o

A, Bosak a5 (2021 ) LA AR 2 M AR B A DG 1 A, WP A il o s 3R A TR0,
T AL E A ) A I i BN - <FRAZ B B A B R H UK R R 3z g5 N
Ak 2 ALY AR S5 Sl 1 T TR PR A R A8 58 R H S i o mT DUR AR IAE T o Sl T 2H 81k
LR ARTS 2 i 48U Ay ok R 26 Rk Be , F— 20 5 T a2 40
FAIEHES) T A il TR R BRI ik inR3 FTR

®3 FEamMNESE

SEER DT EEREEH
Wright(2007);
p—— FTFEROLLNRE A+ SR A IR 55 Wright’%(2012);
(E%ﬁ 1 TN TR TGV B R e IR R = Guerrerof1Chénevert(2021 );
- AT , RITIEA LU TAEI AR R BRI A (2022);
JUINEE(2022)
T Tz H AL A 0 5
waepy  PSURENZ A AR RO 0 T 3 Bosak% (2021)
= R e 56 ALS U e T LR RO E
SAEAV LU I S U B I W ondey 20080
SN NN TR AL R eI  aillior(2015)s
A AT, FFTAEALLUN TAEH AR AR Pasha (2017
A, LU A AL AR (2018)

BORPR U MRS AR G STk

FURIT [ b2 T IT R Ao i 32 2 B T4 2R S0, C#OSIERA B m Y
15 BEAURE AL 1 e R 00 o 4 B Ay B — , SRS ) SCAL S5 0880 Rk — S B S O RE
A TR IS AT FE B 3L, 2 SV BRI PRI S5 A, QTR U8 BB S h 2 50|
i BRI Z LN S, 255 A NTROE- S AN E R ES U E A
E- S5 HESF 207 2R T A A BN B M 45 H 5 o e il e

INEZ G EE T (F45HFESH)



M. ERRNFRAESR: AR WH 5 &R

o i 5 ) MR s B e A A% 114 TR Sl o8 i 8 AN T S 1) BT U SE AR S5 9 i [ Ah
BT AR B L S FIRCRIT I TR BRI SSIERR , TS — R R (H B AR
M5, H AT T A i BT iR BN 73 B, B = RGN HTHEZL IR RO & HRTE A R
R, A SCME AR B RN 2R | P A R BIL L SGE M RBORE T, 45 5 OGS
FIA IS , BELA A A A R OB AT AE 2R (PR L2 ) o

PRI |
FERRERER
BEEE || sgEmE || MHEE
FRRERR| | ARXE | [ AKEEEM
SRR
il PARE AR !ﬁgift@
1k E‘ |
PEBAEAR | || Tkag | T e g |
| pEER | | CEENESER | ommmasx | o
Trem SOY RRRIEERE o s oot |
L [asd | HEE L Tnm
SR B . > ST | "I TreEmEER o
i 1 (R AzEL | T 5-3'0
P EAGSE R | TAE#A ‘
BEHEG || |, AR AR
s Rwg | | TAEERhE [ wmwbx | gﬁiﬁ%
MR || afmEam | BT LR
FERF REFEX YREE
e | T
P E AR R L At
I L
GSEE | [ r#EE Iﬁém
RERGT RIS EFEATH
anEm | [ hEE AEHTH
EHEEH THBA S
[BRES] || Aavien | CHIE
LB, GRS | M
[
L ERIEES |
| e

BERIRUR ARG G SCRREE
2 (ERHMEBADIER

(— HTB : NI 3K 5 AR St 7 By e

AN A S AT A=A 2 KOS ST LA sl 7 5 e RO VE AR ST AL B, B A B
BTN L B R ST AR I = AR SC3E sk SR R, Rl 28 P4 B IR R 35 AR S it 2 PR
ANYERE ETT IR VE  Horp AR R S 38 ARG 2] SIS R A o A R e
AR TSI

1RSI B DK Bl [ Bl s A

DT AE T 04U G R 2R A J R R B 1 408 5 i) JHL ol i 25 A KT o DA DI R B Ry Al
WrightfIPandey (2011) & 3 63 T B0 2 (1 20 21 TAERZ M BE A XA a2l A& 48 18 a] 52 )
S 24 51 T R AT AT S5 A T AERERS XHH LU R At 24 i ikt , oAl /K P45 2]

e kR 5 R 2
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R TE R IR TAE R0 (perceived work impact ) MY AEAS 1 2H ZIAMATNIR B 2H 21 H bR
ALSCEE HA R Y, i HLA RENS I AR R 5 A R G5k 2 (145 B AR 2, BV TAE 20w
SR ZVE HEE R 5L T A AU A AT AT T B

2 BN STt B 5L T AN e

BR NTEIRAFREE Z Ah , 3 TR AR i A IR 2 32 2R B B 2Z S HA PR R 2 m, an
TR R ANF R 2R Pashai5 (2017 ) LIS I S HE R BT , 43501 S 75451 5 (transformational
leadership ) i) =N THI 5 ¢ [ AR HARY ST TS A28 o (8 52 0, BB v J 2300 11 40 L 2 e A
BA LA B JRC)Z F A8 0T o =2 THT 78 5 0 400 5 8 XL el A28 7™ A4 I 1) dd 5 M) A8 A TR 431 3
it B B4 8 LG M L 20 H bR A S SR s Ok 32 i Al U iy ) bk 5 J 2, DA I i
A 53 T XA Sy YRR , DA 358 4 SV AR A i AN K o

Ik, Pandeys (2008 )3k F 2121 53L& BLI 35 3745 (coworker support) 5 i it ifi 2
IEAAE R o EAT &1 B SR A TAR PR BRI SV R 2 5 A 205 S I 7 A s 3
TAEAT A, BT B SRR T AR BREE rht al A7 7E B EME I, P 202 R R T) 7 A 8 2 1 S
SR EIAT R, i R ) A SRR BBl R R A R A 2 S i B2 TR AR

() e R AR 5 R B A

4378 A A AR FH I AS I B 7 AR | IR 38 A A 28 () AR RN, 77 A ) s
Ml , PRI, o B X s o 8 rh A B A T IE 0 5 e

137 PRI £ S I el A A ) AR IR 5T

R A DG SCHRAE 55 U9 40, i PR AR S A i A 328 58 A U 4 e e A SRR
5PN B ARPRIS REIT , OV B AR 4 32 200 1 v IRLAR A5 1R FUAS o] AR P 7E ShL
56 o

(DR — AL B SR L A E

H A2 24 T6 T 904k M 25 1 i 48 5% B B R 4 T4 21 H AR M & (organizational goal
clarity ) F15t3% % 2 (performance management ) P 7 1T , 2 2)2% THI S M IR B A A5 (iR T DA SR 2
EA NI LAY A TP A Wright fllPandey (2011 )3 i SEUERFIE & PRAL 21 H b i i FE X iy
B BAT B 2 IE R RN, 20 20 H bR T IR R A R T DL RDOR PR S s i T
Pasha® (2017 ) LAZE §5 R S5-F HEE R SEAl , 30 T 2020 H A I 0 B -5 S0 s S A0 s 0 4 e o)
fiida g B b R A YERL

(2) B84 — AR AL N TESHAIL I A R0

TEXT AT AAL N TESIALAY AR ST b, B 9% 32 2 03 T A 2L IR 55 3l ML (public service
motivation ) , /M2 1T N 7E B 9K B SHAIL AT RLUSOA (EA s T B 648 R R o 22 BB
NS SIS S BARENE XA SRS SRS A EHEET T 481 . Pandey %5 (2008 ) 78
R A L 45 S-S O v ) (6 A AL A5G . Wright T Pandey (2011) & 3 LIRS shHLxH
AR LA TE 4R FH G2, Wright 25 (2012 ) & IS R4S AT L ot 2 25 B3 T A N LR 4530
B, INTTX AR 77 A Tl e ), A LRSS ShBLAE A E T B b R4 A PE R

2 A AT M 25 SR AR A AR R T

H HT G T am ey st i 45 528 it 1 B AR ER 5T 34 BRI SR BT IR R AF B R T, TR L , A SO AR
HA 25 5 TR IR AE P ACHL AR , MM SC AR i TR A S I 40.

(DR —  RIEGEIRYE 25 P F-VE

TE R HE TR 25 W B THVE I T, 2 300 ] R B0 1 TAEWE 2% (job satisfaction) , TAEH
by # Ak (job-goal importance ) LA & TAE kA (job embeddedness ) , #i- HAE AR o A1 4G K25

INEZ G EE T (F45HFESH)



SRS 2 ] R HE AR B PR AR BORI R 248 FH . WrightFIPandey (2011 )38 i3 SEUERFFE & 0 T AR &
JEFEAL A8 2 3 T T AT A i R R 4 b A AR P 2 BB A8 i o 5 3 AU LA R AR
SRRl B T/ O™ AT R o AR B B i 72 2 ) el BAT B S e, L H B T
VEW R B 2 W 2T, T T AR S R A B i T — R AU O BB 5, A B Tk S ™ AT i1
HEL

PO, XU T AN AT T AR B bn 5 20 0k 5 40 B bR S8 3L 2 M AE 7R 2% U)K &R
(Wright,2001) , K A ZH 250 A7 AT RE R ATIR S N 7E M (BN TR K 5 H 2 A el H AR b 2R i ek
A7 AR IR 45 PN IR A — 2089 (FrankFlLewis , 2004 ; Houston, 2006 )  Wright(2007 ) & P8 TAE
H b B S AE A A8 52 AR S LAY i B v 4 rb A 400, 2 20 U R R B A A T
R TARRT  (E 23 TARR AR , BRI 2 B TR 2 SR LA 4 8 A T
VR, JET R B s B TAESILLASE BT 55 HARGAL

TAERRAGE B T o R — R BRI, TAEm AR BUR, 53 Tk ok A4l
SU SRS Bt 2 B A0 B SR F 5 (Huang 55, 2021) MO FIBRIR I (2018 )i ik
SRR A, IMARGE A8 BE 6% 02 b T ] 2 L T AR |, OF BT AR ATE X — 52 0 i 7
T RAEFR AR TR AN —Fh BRI Y 85 2, ol 1 i AN 5 AR
TR

(2) B84 — : FEARTE IR PRE A A 1 28007

o O 1 T R i 9 3l AR T BE AL, 2 E A TIRR R AT 32 S (cynicism ) 5 1 25 2 0
(emotional exhaustion )% 14 FE A BT IR 1948 e HE A T35, I A3 i BENS A SRR IR 73 U 6
FERITH AR E I, 00 DA A AT R FIOR 2 UK J o R 32 SCRE AR TARRY 240 THA T 2
7 B 5 (Andersson, 1996 ), 76 TAEFREE 1, 03 TR RAH 32 L2145 H B0 B RBOA WHH
FE, TR N K S 5L G0 18 2 AN R 5% . Guerrero MIChénevert (2021 ) T B YR A7
B R E AR 5 R AT 32 SCRFURIE, B 7K P AR il AR A A R AT 32 S ATy , )
IR A T AEM AT RN S THE 55 SRR AR T AR B 2 00 i R rh AT RE RS A 48 25 b A VR

15 45 32 U S 35 R B g T AR T S B0 A 2 RO P 0% U5 R V0 104 T O LIRS
(Maslach®5,2001 ) , %MK R EAT 1 22 1 THI SR o 5676 75 AR LA (2022 ) R I 0 PR IR A7 e
R IR A S T 300 ek g R 2 e R Y B TR S e g T A A B T AR SR AR B T

(=DP5 T ARSI PR 5E

fefr A AR M 08 300 S R A AT A 4 B B 25 ), B2 H T OC T A o i o L 0
AT R B AH DG R R AR TR RO AF e L B TR e e | B e 5 BRI LA KA 25 A
pLiib7oN

LA TR RAEES LA B

FRIRORATFERI A A B9 TEIEAT B, DRI A AT SRR S AR I DR A AN H F B
AN E A R ER, DARE S SRR I 2% BT R B0 MAHLEE I T 55 % 5K (Hobfoll , 2001 ) o iR 45 1%
HE MO TS 5 FRIRIA (2018 ) & 1L, 41 21 SRR 40 B 51 58 46 (leader-member exchange )7
AR 5 AR AR DG ZR b A I ) 855 1 T o 24 21 2 SRR IR A v R0 B % A2 48 7K1
BRI, A RTERAHARIF R 2 ok H VR T 0G0 S5 35 Bl , R RE 6% A R (S 1 e 7K1
FEFH LIRS N B S HA HAR G il X —BEIRn A %% T LASE B Az s T AR
HRA RIS ), T A5 (2022 ) [R) R ¢ I 2H 2R S5 A et A% 0T S SR A T A 8 S i i A
AL 198800, , BV 2RS4 Sl ey , (8 A R RN F2 B A by 1) 5 T i
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23T A TR FE LA OIS

H FR e B AE N —FA I Sh LS DA A S AR AR O B FD B FR e v e 1
SRR BERERETE 2 B O 268 A R TR & I TE 8l , 11 24 LI R TC I il AL 1
AMRTEAE 2 T BRI 215 3 (DeciFIRyan, 1985 ) , 557575 FIME 5145 (2022 )36 T H ke
BRI, 0 35 SEFIE 2 A HE AR S5 ShHLAE A i 51 26 s 1 56 R b R FERATAE AT RIS 3
IR 55 BhHLREAE S Ak (ol A RN X135 45 T 08 1) R AV FH o X4 R B 3 i S R IR 55 B DK
HA 5 TS AL i B NAE— B0k, (e AR E S A DS TAE, X — 1T
FEHL G M, R AT LA R8P e 2 08

3T Hbnis e HIS LA i ot

H bR E BN B b EAT U AGTORVE T, T LK R B 75 B4 A8 B BIAIL , X R B2 T
MUK AR SO B T % 2 X (MoynihanilPandey, 2007 ) . i 728 35 8 45 S A A 3
ARG AR BRSO (Wright35,2012) , B LT HAR B2 HLIE , Caillier (2014 ) & B sk
i T AR SRS S % 51 T4 (employee performance ) ) TF [ 5200 , H 748 & 80 451 S [7] T
il 2 W LA BRER AL ZT E bR, 24 51 TAMARIRAE1Z B AR AT LSBT (B EAG 55 m s ),
A4 F TR ARS8 SR AR B B 5 . Bass FIRiggio (2006 )1 & B A8 &5 71451 S R g 5 i) EL
A RGN AR TAESRL AR T BAR GBS, (Harau i iR RERE A ROH 19 AT 55 204
XL T TAEBEA R, RIZH 2053 TR 2 1 2 4L bl 28 4T 45 S M L TR R A
A9 TE 7] 52 M gt ik 5 (Hassan, 2014) .

4 FETFAE A BRI A OIS

21 417 %5 (organizational reputation ) % EHEAA & — > Rl s E] 3 A8 (1) h A 2, R AP 8l
25 W TR TR 225 A0 56 W 2L 3245 (Becker, 2018 ; Faulk%5,2020), 1 I M (5 5 (negative
signal ) it i &5 4 41 217 AR 45 I 0 15 44 R0, JF BELAS 4 21 75 25 1 2 15% (Lount %, 2008 ;
WillemsfIFaulk, 2019 ) . Willems&§ (2021 ) 3 F4E 2 A HIBIS WFIE A A A T LAVE 2120
PSS R T VRS RS, SE AN R, TR A SRR 25 AR DG R R IR A T RN 2
FHR  BURAE5 (positive signal )X 7l #5 A1 G 37 S O BB R i b K o X4 0] 25 AH 5638 1
AL AR i, X 2 e BT B R 25 AR DG X L B R AT BN 52 IS 5 by
Je W ST SO G 22 18] 237 HE B G vh 28, 3 v 53 2ot 5 A A4 G BB A7 2 1T 5 380 25 AH 56
SRR R 0 AR IR, A RN KO, R 25 AH DG XA B AL 8UR E R AR
WefE 5 2457 v B L (Pham FlMuthukrishnan, 2002 ) , FRUTE S HAS 52 5 B0 — 230 U
155X ) 5 M O 2 SR 2 B SRR I [ 2550 4 (8 H i

(PUZES ZSBE AR Sl S Bk

LT HATMN TE R R |, T 243 0 T A A 25 AR i MG Y R B R AT
B A7 SIS SN2,

LAH AR T 51 TS50

(1) TAEANE

TAEE (work passion )& A AL D FARZS AU SE R e, 2 32 T A B Fh B S5 T
VERY 2R (LyubomirskyZ% , 2005 ) o AR E T8 AR B (2018 ) 3 T B IR AR A7 BEIE A& BRI Ak
YrABNS W E B TH AR TAEIE o 24 03 TARAE 100 TAR AR E 2, P (o iy 1) 3 2 3k
S L N TE ShALHR M LA AR, DT 2 2 4 T T ARSI

TS EX

1155 7 X (task meaning ) 5% & AN X 2H 44T 45 ol T4F 52 14 N 78 8 ( Grant, 2008 ;
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Kim%,2021) ARG TAEE XFEE , GuerreroflIChénevert (2021) & B Ak 51T 45 3 L 22 1]
EIIEA IR Y B T U A i s A 5 | s, Al AT A — b 52 53 ARG PRI, 1D
PR AR AT AR I TAE T R SORSR AT S B A

(3)HLURIHE

4 AUk (organizational commitment) 8 XA MAKT B —Fp e AAGURIA R & 2 558
(JeonFlIChoi, 2021 ) , 2 AKX 2 2175 Jak (A5 B Bl ) 1Y) 3238 o 7R ) 45 SR R I AR KR L
ZH AV I 2 oA e BE , AR 7Kt 2 Bl 35 B 1] RS 0 AN 8 AT 4 224 9 (Y ahaya Fll
Ebrahim,2016) . 202 0 AR 09 58 M RE WS4 3h MR BURTH K P19 1225 $2 T+ (Wright, 2001) .
Pandey 45 (2008 )M 4 H bR #RIS , & IS K-F- Az 5 s A SURTE ARG . — 7 T, 414U
IR 55 H bR BES B AR e 5 22 B AR 7 el a8 — 3500 | J& A= Az 2l 2R 1) E 2RI
P& o5 — 5 T, A A 8 A O T L U A A (B RN S, TR AR T MR E S L 8UMEZ
B Y 22 57 AR AR N FE B 52 412 H bRt = AR 5 s i A ORI K o

(4) TAEF ARk

T AESEARIEK (job-related happiness )& HENT 7EMA TAE B IR IEAE_T i —FP AR O Bl
55 FEF R IRARAF PRIS , B PR L (2022 )51 T At 5 TAEE R Z M C R, 5
RS S WA AT 2H R fef i 00l AR B8 88 1, 7 50 B AR =2 05 LB 3545 FRR B2 0 FEURR 155 46
Z , Hi A & TAE i i 8 25 52 7t

(5) BN

B ) (turnover intention )fUFR 51 T7E4FE H M Z 17 2 41 2109 T BB PE (Hughes %,
2010) , AL RE#S B H A A B WA T, i ELAT DL S i 4 2034 BK OF- (Kashif4F, 2021 ;
LabreflLauzier,2021 ) .Rycraft(1994 ) & BL7E A #1 2 IR 55 T 1 i ar i 2 L8 TAE R MR A
RO = 1 TAERR e PE o Caillier (2016 ) 5 THE S sc #0318 & BIAE HAT WTEW 5 | ) AT+t
SR ss A LU A S AR B B ) AR OC , I BAE AR e S R A rh A AR
AL T 5 B R ] Z [ YOG 2R o

(6)F1] 25 A S

WillemsZ§ (202 1) 5% & Bl AF Ay S0 AR 25 AH 56 & 32 15 2 & (stakeholder’s support
intention ) Z [A) 77 7E {2 35 IEAH OGR4 81 1872 S B A 5 Wb A BT 7= A 1 s i 23 B 2 (i
B IR A B i T 5, XY ) 2 R 5 5 RN 21 A ol oy 5 LA A D o — S5, S e R I
B B GRIE R AR I B IR & R

2 AT B TAT R R

(DY T

B T (absenteeism ) N 2318 AT LU AR A3 10, 10 EL &S FRARAMAR R TAE &, 1 XA
F B SR8 RN 2H 4 B AR G50 7= A B T A0V (Viswesvaran, 2002 ; Mayfield%5,2020 )  Wright il
Pandey (201 DFRVF T At S0 T2 B R, AR 4510 R WA i ape il i #2011 T4F
T A P R T AR 52 T T AT e Ah, Caillier (2016 ) & BUAE AR th RE A x $2 A+~ (541
17 R AR A7 R

(2) TAEZAR

TAEZA (task neglect ) f&—Ff i 25 41 23 FU401 A9 R = A= 7247 4 (Hagedoorn®5, 1999 ) .
GuerreroflIChénevert(2021 )3 3 SEUEAF Y & B AR M BRI 1 R AF 3 BB AR T AE
Z A0 0 24 53 T RN B L 21 T4 7 SCR, A A S5 33t B/ () TAE Z R B i 19 T A4
BB ST A AR B A S i R, LT AR Z AT A 2 R .
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(3)EBETT R

F #1478 (employee proactive behavior ) J&—F A FIIEMEFT B & 01T 8, BXESE
S A {75 4 (Denhartog flBelschak , 2012 ), TG 45 (2022 )3 ixf STUEMFFE & IUE A8 o X 3 sl vk
15 R EA 2 1 ) R ] 558 5 ) Bl A R R R AR (B S5 A 20 B bRl A v 325, i
MR 23 i R I 22 10 F2 S AT AR A AME AN H ARG S5

(D FfEIMTHR

Van Dyne%5 A (199845 i , 1 (0.5 7 4 (extra-role behaviors ) J&—Ff5 25 T 80# A 25 T41
BUE R B SGE I 0T A B3 M OBIERR BRI SHETHA SV RS B Bk
¥ (Bowling,2010) . 5: T HFRBEIE , Caillier(2016 ) & BRS A&k th g B4R TH M A (0 4T
Mo 24 B TANAT 5 i W L S A A (B A A TRV, HORE 2 R B T 2 A0 f (M T ol LS BRAE
4UT55

3 AR R 5L T ShHLI 2 0m

TAESIHL(work motivation) . HFRELIS X F BRAFLH L 19 AMAR S HLEA 22 L (Perry Fl
Porter, 1982; Selden#IBrewer, 2000 ) , 5T HF5 %, Wright (2007 ) & S Ay AL REAS 1+ T4
H bR 8 B I [0 B &5 TAE S 24 51 TR TAE It S s A T M (B A AR S5 15, At
TR S T A SR B B o A E R, 0 9 i L o A AU, 2 8 b 58 i ik A

4 AEAREAM R B TS0 500

145 %1434 (task performance ) . F Tk FRiG I8 B FAE AL & T 0 52 3h1EH (Decif
Ryan, 1985) , I\ R sHLEESEAE T MAR A4 T Ry 5 ] Rt B DT 52 i HL TAESREOK S FE N TE
WL T ARSIz Bl @S 12 % % o GuerreroflChénevert (202 1) AR 4 A Fe o & B8, A il
AR I KA 2 SGE A 55 B8 B T a2k o RS E B FE 08 20 2 T3 oK 1) 3 B A 191 1)
Hbr5 0, PR sl o ol DUR 5% T30 N e ShLE % A8 B BB TN i 248 THE:
FHEL

. ARER.BEBTERRREE

()R 4E

AR SCMRE PR IER 05 T 5L LA R A A 2 46 22 24 J3 Xl i 5% o PO BT 5 IR R 4 Je sl 2k
A3, 12 LR A A S8 X — 5 T V8 5 R T LA A 4 AT 5 40Ul A DG 5E 24518
R

S LS T WA AN FZH UK B AR R GBI T AN iRt
PR, I BN BIAS & R WA R A T AMAR—Z 2 4R R ARG & AR o [RIAT, 38 i
R EEE 2 T iy T AT I = T B/ e 5| RN K 5 NI S E DN G P
TSI A AEAR N B 8 22 5, O 4 TR DA UURI A B 4 4R (A 500 () M B RVRRAIE B8 T LAl 56
IR TR T, DN BT R A R A 2 i A Tl A A o 4 DU T A T AR
B I & B H AT o i By 2K Z AR R PandeyZF (2008 ) JT & 1) PRI B R b4 T BLEE5 |
G G 1T HL 0 i ) 2 I i Ry, X R Je A R SRS A B T EL A F 7
THRHL T —E S 55— IR EE T, 38 5 A DGR AR 1T R L s SR ) S UE A 5 ik
TGN, AEXT SR A 7R T i A2k -5 o el DR 22 RN 48 A Tk 22 B) )2 AR B 2 FPE R AL, O
TERA S UESS 1 i Bl G T AU A5 A AT HE SR S O R T B0 A (Al
WFFR AR BRI L 1T EHLA B 12735 2248 4 T B4R 00 A AN AT A= S ma L]
VERRCRAETT T, T E— DR A N A CHIESE o
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(T)EBER

A 1t X (e 2 M AR DA 9 A A B 5 e B AR (A R S, T LA B A A A R 108 B 5 R i B
THZSE A70 BIHLS S0 I, (5 A o Y RS IS X 20 248 B A 72 0 S B LA o B (0 PR

T2, DI D1 T AR BRI R I s 4 A A B, 7 5 i 25 TS 6 P 7 (DU R
b FRR 55 2 U R & R E RS AH 2 A AR XA O T AR A 2 (L SO T B 1
JEHIE , ZHZ 5 T8 5 F R B o 2 B TARZS B 5 8 TAEAT by, e sh A 2L B AR
SRS LR ST TR AR RN K- o 24 53 T a8 A AR, BT R 2 55 RH
T LUK R IG5k 5 F =, TR L, 42 mT LA A T R L R I 58 35 R il B Ak as
7 AT B LR T S5 T A i KO o d5e e, TR s B BT SR8 o B BF 5%
K A5 A o AR VR A, (R i AR 45 B B N AR AE i A B B, B2 B3 T ffiy
B I ARG AT RE S XA R SRR TAE R T4 = A — e VB R, 4V B
HAEARTF O T A AR M K S 7 32840 335 2 T )

(IR RS

IRA FFF A AT T EAR RIEUR T —E W s (AR 2 AN L A
T AL FRMIR AL T D B B o AR AR AT A8 i A 53 AT J SOGTE LR LA 5

LA AT AR A 2 2RS4 BEHE SR

A1 T A s o i B AR S (AT AR X A, mRfs I8 V8L MR SO S R R
Ji& B S0 2 T A R A TR AR AL T (S A o (9 52 ) , {H 8505 XU 5 R R —

[ S AN AT A 4015 XU 5 el i 8 1 22 18] B4 5C R AT Rt — 2B RS, 10 0 - AR 405 |

Rt R R 55 B4 5 L S A A A 54 K TR GUR T BER LSV BTAE 6 Jie 21 41
XA RN, PRI, ARRATFE TR AR SUN SR 22 5 R AT U Z T AT C R S
AR Z AN DG FR o FRUC, ANAYZ T FRAT ST AR b TR B R Z it i) 3
M, SR TS A0V 24 2y Pl A S5 A O B TR PR 3R A5 e A o 2 18] B9 5% R R 2k — AP [
I, A A AR B (AR T A 2B S S5 A SR 3R 5 A i 2 (8] I R A T IR AR
FE oo, L HE 5 T R 85 T B SO i S (AR Z IR B 5 2, An v R AR T DR 45
= P A g N iy € G I T L N

2 St AR IR, SR A b Ry (0 S AUl B

PAT ST M LRI S B AR — S R (Bl TRz A S BCE B —
SE ARE R AL B, RN X il = G TE Hh e e (B A A U B A A AR S 1 5, Ak
P IR R A2 TR B — P Z R, AR AN ] A S A ELAR A AN L [ 1 P RO 45 2R o Rk, 78
RIS A R S I B 250 1 G 6 (o it 2000 A )2 T2 W PR 3% 1) ) 52 B 2500 A PR A AL
i, AT s IS 0 R e , [ 4R AN [R]JZ2 R 2R T ) B2 P L o LUK, el i R i F St U
TG S 5, T 7EAL GE SO R R AR AR ALt R A2 B e T, S A8 XU (4
USSR L K 53 TR ATy SR8 S P8 5 AT A [ o B <TI0 8 22 PP A% e 45 v el
SR B SCAARAE , LA S BAT v (45 (0 i 4 U8 B QAT AT RE A i AN 7R3 [ 22 B
R R BUDE AR DL LTRSS OE T b, B 45 e AL 5 U IR IR T
Hh [ ZH U LB ) AR 1 05, ot e LS R A BB R AT AT M R B, e B R
AR , S A A A T RE PR AT A 54 D — e, ol (o8 b 9 A ) A A i A S AR 2 TR
2L 2R P A 57 R 25 AT A 8, AR AL 880l 78 2 AT AR AR , (71 AT BA
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3 HIE AR, T SN 5 TR

B, AR A R AW S R AR TS L AT 08 SRS 1, 72 2UZ T AT
FEMAFAERR A TFAR 23 18], PR ICE AR RS Hh R 225 S e (o 2 BUR T A B2 M BCR , 1910
HABER T ARG HLUR ] LTS U, AT IFSE 32 2OCE M AN A BR800,
AR s ARG AR TR A5 A AP A 0 DR 3 e e 8 AR T B el S VR A 14 KU
A s AR K B AR 2 FUAROAC MR T S s A7 U (E S BRSO S5 7 0
Z ) H BBOR 22 | o IR R A0 I 22 , T M 22 R RE 25 & A A B Al 280
2B, L3 AT BE LR PSR [ 5 28 o PAE AR RAIE S P B 17 X o8 i 880 41 1 TR K L A T 4 B A1
BT AT A28 i v] BT A ) 72 IR 800, B2 A 1t R 5 R B U4, DAGE T B 4= i i
Tl 5 2 (0 A 5 ) SR e P [ Ay L A i i 4 B Aot ) A

4P EE 3R 3h B ACIR S 5T 12

TERRIMEE DT, 15, FRTOC T s i 5l B CHR 7 2 il FH Pandey 55 A (2008 ) T & Y
R, BIRA A ARG A BT RO i A Tl R e , (FURARAR R T B3 T A S
W Y EA A R T AT RN e — D 2R 2R IRI TS, HOK P IR 2 B Z4E R R 52,
B SRARME 42T | LS MET S WO [R5 T A A8 i A, IRLAT A6 BE5 I AZH LT A
RIS PEH BP0 S5 2 SR U P 4 BE o K, I K3 T T AN [ SO S5 9 18 i 8 1 0
Ry JUHIRES G P A RS S A B EIT R B A P R B LA A R
B HE Sl 5 A A RN TS AR R R ST T, 1 RITAT ST B St P 22 DA e e dfs
ERH AU AR B AR KT F AR — A, TR RS A st R B AT K A e 8
PRl B0 e SIR BCHEA T Sl A B e 3 P S TR A 5tk DA T B 4 T A 5 40 (8 i 38 )
AR BEATIB R AL ARSI IE DT T, B & T A AL AT S R 2R IR IR A0k, AR
) ] e Y 25 RAR KRR 125 5 2 Bl A UL SR A2, T REAFTE D sh Mot 2 WMEAS
F AT PRI , LS e DAy e ) 4 SR A 5 5k ik et o — 20 SGTE , 3 i S I 5 v AR 2 21
G AR TR Z A5G | s R AR AR HIBLH o AT , ARSRAITFE 34 FT R A S o 9 4R
S S A S AT AR A B AR A AT SR IS, Mol i Ak A X — M ik
PRGN 5 Z 2514

SATHUE A e, 2Rl G - s

FATA S A BIDT T R 256 T4 B~ RIS RE T, SR T B = B Rl 5 A B2 AN W
R, AR AR AT FE AT SEBUA RIS A [l 22 18] B9 5 SR 55 AR LA 4, s B A
FERY IR ELAN G 2R IR S a0l 2R C G B AT LARIRWFTE 1 46 FA 0S54
&, T X S & 5 e i AR AN R % Bl DR O o PRI , AR AT AT LIS M 22 Bl A FL A~ R
AT AN A WSS G, 2 — PR R A AR TEA R AR R AR Dk, s~ R A i
B RE J AR S o RIS AT AT L AU FUARR s A (8 i (R [ B S, DRI S Tl ke A
IBFTE RLTE— AP T H SR IFTE I B A 2 i 3Kl AR & FIZH S S 1 At
A PR B SO RS, SR T BRAT OC T2 8L 2 S 5 5 1 [l a8t Y BB E 5 5 S BRAR R AH
XL it i — 20 S o A R A A R e — R L <L LB (e A S92 B
AW AR o PR TE A i S BRI BR  BB AR R b, O 1 JR e A A 4 o7 P A0 3 S
T, SRR E A A a5 ) B R SO S B (L

FESEH
(BT, BREE. (a0 IR A 55 U T EAR A S0 A 45 s 1 P A VR B U 45 s LG I8 S5 PR I (0], A S48

INEZ G EE T (F45HFESH)
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Summary: Mission valence is defined as the degree to which employees perceive the mission as
“engaging, attracting, and worthwhile”. It reflects the extent to which employees understand the
organization’s values and are integrated into the organization’s mission, which is an important factor to
achieve personal development and improve organizational performance. Therefore, how to mobilize
organizational members to spontaneously integrate into the organizational vision and efficiently
complete organizational tasks has become a realistic proposition that needs to be solved. However,
domestic research on mission valence is still in its infancy, and there is a lack of systematic review.

This paper systematically combs relevant academic achievements and constructs a research
framework of mission valence, so as to more vividly depict and explain the psychological adjustment
process behind the complex and variable relationship between individuals and organizations, and
effectively compare and discover the differences and mechanisms of the relationship between
individuals and organizations in different organizational types and cultures. First, the concept of mission
valence is discussed based on the perspective of individual perception and organizational effectiveness,
and the connotation and extension of mission valence are further clarified from the aspects of perceived
degree, driving factors, and key elements through the analysis of similar concepts such as mission
matching, calling, public service motivation, work engagement, and organizational identity. Second,
from the perspectives of job importance and individual emotional arousal, the measurement of mission
valence is discussed. Third, based on different dimensions and theories, the antecedent variables,
mechanisms and outcome variables of mission valence are summarized, and the systematic research
framework is constructed. Regarding the antecedent variables, internal perception and external drive are
the main impact factors of mission valence. Regarding the outcome variables, mission valence will have
an impact on individual attitude, behavior, motivation, and performance. In addition, the mediating
effect mainly includes visual path, non-visual path, resource-gaining path, and resource-losing path. The
moderating effect is mainly carried out around the resource conservation theory, the self-determination
theory, the goal-setting theory, and the social cognition theory.

On the basis of the existing research, this paper looks forward to the future research from five
aspects: First, enrich the antecedent variables and build a multi-level analytical dimension framework.
Second, analyze the influence mechanism and focus on Chinese characteristics and the circumstances of
the new era. Third, clarify the outcome variables and pay attention to the impact of organizational
factors and the negative effect of mission valence. Fourth, optimize the measurement scale and expand
data sources and research methods. Fifth, break the stereotyped way of thinking and attach importance to
disciplinary integration and field application. Overall, this paper provides a more comprehensive
research picture and useful reference for practitioners and researchers.

Key words: mission valence; organizational performance; organizational value; career
development; model
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