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Abstract

This study explores formation mechanism of psychological contract violation from the perspective
of work family interface. The aim of this paper is to address with the flow question: in the context
of Chinese organizations, whether work-family support climate has significant influence on psy-
chological contract violation, and what are the major mediating and moderation mechanisms
linking work-family support climate and psychological contract violation. Data was collected from
668 full-time Chinese employees by online panel Sojump.com. The results show that work-family
support climate has significantly negative effect on psychological contract violation; work-family
enrichment mediates the relationship between work-family support climate and psychological
contract violation, demonstrating work-family interface is a unique angle for explaining how fam-
ily-support in work place relieves negative employee outcomes. Work-family interference mod-
erates the relationship between work-family support climate and work-family enrichment. For
employees experiencing higher work-family interference, work-family support climate has less
positive influence on work-family enrichment. The implications of these findings are explored and
discussed.
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1. 53|

TAEE FKEER AN B RS £, B o AR 32 S BAYE 2 O i TAERE U B, RE i dR e
0 A SR 5| o RS E N 57 80 F1 i 3%, R BE BB BN Bl N TAES BT, T AR5 5 RE (1 S BR AR A B0,
TH T RN E T ). 4% Lambert A1 Kossek (2005)i A :  “ TAE 5K EE 2 A HIFAT 2 245 HA . K
JE A NG 0 8 IR B8 o TAE - FEESCREZ SEIL TAE - FKEEPEr i B ER R, A4 0 SR
1l B Sz 4) 5 9E 1IE 200 S HR (B SR ST 4F) (Stock et al., 2006) o 3 [ 2732 72 7k 22 FEC IR (2009) « F /K I 2%(2012)
A ERMSAEERA T - FKEESCFE, 2R R TAE - FpE SRR 7 TR R G137 BRI .
Stock 45(2016) 15 LA AR, FEEEEVE T E K, 1B TAE - FESCRRT R T 825, 18
W, AR IE R TR - SRR SCRE G IR U SCRFBUR BE RERZ A 04 TR s[RI Stock 5(2006) IF I 224 5 5C
X 7 IE A S AEIE R TAE - HEESCRF. #§ Stock 456, ARIERNITAE - REESLFFEH
75 5 N ABSEMME. TAE - FEE 75 F (work-family support climate) M 2H 2355 B J2 1 il iR 21 405t 57
TR BEAEG AR IE RS R, RN E O MRS T2 2357 L 5 A= 36 1 S R 8% 6 (Thompson,  Beau-
vais, & Lyness, 1999). ASCHAR. T Stock ZEIIFRT, M TAE - FESZRRBIIIAE, SRR EES FEE
I TAE - FRBESCHERT D TAHOREE R (n, OERBLL9) (52

OE AR AL 5 T ST 5 XS RO E I, & T mUCN “ALUNE TR TR
B2 AT —FB 57 (Parker & Allen, 2001). XKW, & TYCNHALHT LA A FEE A BRI S
TR, A OB RA Ry, SEHSURARIZ SR, TR O R L E T RS . Taylor
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5(2009) 48 H TAE - FKEESCRFA B 32 01 TR OB 3L AT, FEIPIT 5 SR FUIRANIRR TAF - KEL
FEXT O B2 H A4 B R AL, H H TR S P AT D . AR SCIR R TAE - S SRR BT O
AL R AL .

Mauno 45(2005)#2 1 “ FRATANFNIE 20 2 SCRF AT e A AN As R, Hedn,  mTReilad B en i) AR - X
FE I 55 7E SCREVE R AH S il 5 SR AR R IR R AR 7 o AR - SRR 2 1 2 A AN A o SRAF 1) BE R
REEREAIEREREE . Peeters £5(2009)FEHF “ R RAF FT N RIE TAE - KIEZ MFIBRR R, Hid
KRR RS MmN HAE AR Z MK R, XA TAE - FKEEHE a5 1 IR ANIR R TAE
- FBE SRR D O BB 2035 R mH L B A T 4R 5] .

ML TAE - KEELFRFA R T R T OAM R BN, (HARAETE G oA R 3 P i 75 A [F) 15 5%
THAHFEEM. 5 Ngo %5(2009) A58, TAE - KR SCREAUEDXS B TSR BRI . 52K,
Baral 1 Bhargava (2013) &K ¥l TAF - FREESCRFRE IF R R E 3 A Lo, ik, TAF - KECHFAES
AT R 2 A Al fE A — LS E BT HLH . B Seb e e bR 885, RIMATE JB AT REE LS5 %
BITAEHESH TN, WA TR, EXAT T, BRI T - KER A (work-family in-
terference), H TAF - KEER AL SN TXHLR AW HESE T, RIEHALUEESCRFERHE, R
TABAN Gy BAN BN H LU LR BE SR, XARI T4 - 01 TR 3 322 [ 44

AL VA AR HELS, SRUH OB E S N R 2 Fe AN R R . BcRIE, &
BAFE=ATIH: B, T TE - KECFREN A TOERAEE MW, - PFEE TE-KE
REH A TOIRL KRR HIK, K50 TAE - FEEWH L TAE - KE SRR ES OERAEE 2
R AER: 8=, BT R LA TAEMNKEN TS FEO 4 OB A 1R, A0
AMEZ P TAE - FKEERAX T TAE - FEE SRR ES O F 3253 ¢ R/ HTTEH

2. XHkE SR RiR
21 T - REXFHFRES DERAEE

OFEBAEA A AS B T T 5 LS HDHLIE, 2 0 TIREIALUR AT OB L 1 5%
M= RSN, OBERRLZAET =4 (Turnley & Feldman, 1999). 5 T H 20U K EEIRAE R
RO ERRLI 0y, ML G TR R EE SRR, 52 X ZRBAT ST RPN SEAR IR (Dikkers et al.,
2004).

MBI, AL5 R T o0 G ST HAERAE H A, FEE PP AT 5 B4R 2 5 5
SRRV, VEAL S5 R XU IR SR N o M SV 80 2 01 LRGSR, 0 AR U “AT
H PR MRS B 5T RS, it A0SR S B LI RIS R YR “ [ BEA 7 (Blau, 1964).

TAE - FKEESCRERE R B T A T T AR EN S R R AR LR, SN ER. A
50K T TAE - FBE SCFR AU A4 AR A e S A R AL, R 53 T T 2H SR L R ARV 1)
PRI . FTLAHENT, SCRRSRE I SR BB 01 TR B 25 RE, RIS R 7000 AT O B 5244 v i) S
%, RTWMESERERALNNER, WAAHASTCESE N T HBETTHE, mMiFEREs, XMARS
O R LE B P A2 (Turnley & Feldman, 1999). 8 B 4 Hi R %

H1: TAE - FEESCF O B 3L 8 B fum s

22. THE - REH &P {EM

TAF - ZKpEHE S A B A TAE SRR M RS s R g B R, B M TR PR E L. &
W AR AE B IRA AT H A RER, TAF - ZKEEH 2545 LA (Greenhaus & Powell, 2006). A 53 B T 440
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S SRS TAR - SO et i h AR, RIS B3 A G4 5R . 0, Baral Al Bhargava (2010)#2 i &
SRR R HE 5 TR AR - SBEN a8, (MR e AR R B s AR AR QORI I % (2010) A B AT - S
W SR AE TAF - SR SR 5 IR 2 TR ) P A E R . R, ASCAN AR - g e e TAF - 5
SCRFGUBDA O B2 L) F I E R R B p A, SO SR A SR B e A - SR 2 R A AT
VAR 127: iR 35

H2: TAF - SRE SR 2 TAF - REEM AR A /v, (BRSO BB 2 7 .

2.3. THF - REIZFFEFETHER

BT TAE - ZREA R, TAESRER R WA, MR RIE TA/ES K EZ AT
P51 T f A, ATV ) A (5 e 2 T 80U Bk 98 (Clark, 2000). TAE - ZKEE1R A (work-family in-
terference) i & /MATE JBAT FKBE i (BT 52 TARM G AT HUMIFR RS, Qe R HWr TAR G . 7E AL TAE
R F(Matthews & Barnes-Farrell, 2010), TAE - FKEER N FER TR R TAEXN KEM T, BIMEHLE
iE LREF BRI, (HAMRE DT TARE - RERNNTE SANE b T AR 45 ) 2 B 35 44U S RE R B T
B - KEESG 26 (0 IE 520 . 8 bRt ARk

H3: TAE - FKEERAN TAE - FKEESCRRE S TAE - KEWai 2 Ao R A7 e . BIT/E -
FRER NS, TAE - FEESCREF BN TAE - S22 (1 1F [ 52 maik s

R B, AT FIRESE LA 1.

3. AR GE
3.1 HEASHIE

AR B v [ LI PR T £ Il 45 2 (www.sojump.com) , 38 3 I S H AT SRR A iR 55 SR AR i) o
BAZHHE LRG0 R, HOTHTSL S NS 5E A B RIF R L RAERE SR EREIR 2012 4
G, A7 1324 43 ]2 20 U [A) i A0 sl 2 S Ie R g Ml B, e B i & 688 fir, A AR
34.00%. ARAEAREGHAR L 1. BT ZDHH, AR ERREALEN D GETHRHIE B3R FE

TfE-RERA
B ] -

Figure 1. Research model
1. WRHER

Table 1. The description of sample structure

1 BRI

FEARFAE REHE S A BEAKE T I% FEARFE REUE S A FEARK T i EE A1 %
. Fk 329 48.50 0 276 40.20
A 7 359 51.50 Brs 1 384 55.80
S EFNGIE 338 49.10 2 28 4.00
FKIEEEEH )
K ERNFLE 350 50.90 20 #~29 % 270 39.20
40 /MRFBLE 97 14.70 R 30 ¥~49 ¥ 404 58.80
JA TAERS 1A 40~49 /NiF 394 57.30 50 % LA b 14 2.00
50 /M EA 197 28.00
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A% (p > 0.05).
32. METHR

AL, AR I A TR E PR T B ATF R R REAER, NIRRT — 8, xE
FHAT T . SRG, W UMERR A THEE )4, AR AT S i5t, % b SOl A) FEUGHIEAT TAEAT, AR R
) B ) OGS M S

TAE - SRS H 4R B B4 Kossek 25(2000) B FI B, ZERMS “HKREEM” KK
SIS AR EEM A" BT AR AN . Blscrh, AL O RERET NS, HSEAER
TASERCTART “LESRBEM R, X PRV AR UL 5 e AR IEAS &5 T2 A AR - REESCRFEL
o ARSI “ /MRS X —4ERE, DA R AE AR RS P T AT . RS 3 MR H
FRAF S mitsy, MAUKH W “IREEIERN S5 FF I ERKEROHIFE” . — R o K 0.82.

TAE - FEER 25 B9 &K Grzywacz F1 Marks(2000) 71 & &2, 1% E %2 H AT E P 4N 8T 57
BORBUBIER, ZERARNE 5 T TAERSIAGHERE . 5 SR % &R
B4 MUEZH, 250k 5 A, EEIEAET, RIHFP—AN%E YRR TAERMERE,
REFEHRIREAEIRAIFN” W F AR, MRz 5 &R — SR o BEK, MIERLSN
AR E S AR, TAE - K@Ml Ea S 3 N EH, MBI H G “FRAE TAE i S4s vT LS Bh 3k
B R BT H55 7, — B RE o 9 0.71.

TAE - ZKBER ISR H Matthews 1 Barnes-Farrell(2010)JF R %R, FEH TIE R THEBT
FRETAT SRR P2 B TR THE TR . 22RO T 5 MIESKH, 2785 Aitsy, #iE
. “ERERER RS ELEE” , SR o N 0.96,

IR LT B EK P Robinson 11 Morrison (2000) 4 i it B2, 1%8 2 10 5 TR 31 i 40
ZUEHE TUH QB RA ML . ZERAE 4 MUEXH, 55 Sils, #BAETN “FREmHLA D
ST T2 WL E” , SR« 5 0.93.

P AS B . AHOCHE R BIME R AR AR AN ST A B SR B T O BB 2035 15 (Turnley &
Feldman, 2000; Hi“#i{, 2005; T#i, 2010), T (2010)A 5 LMEAHLE, HIERA E R OIRL
HEHEK. ASOWHAKELEN . S THESFKEMCH RS BEm MO HANHE S ZK, 54, A
AR TR (0 63 T, AT REAAR DR B T X FL SR B I (] ORI, T8 5 7 A o B B 203 1 1 B . TR
ARSCEN OG22 R FEER AR S0 T AR [ il A & .

3.3. BuESHT

KH SPSS 22.0 1 Mplus 6.12 #EAT4tTH M. w2, @i B2 M s Bt i Rl 22 Hok, Jl
HERE TR I SR B NE SRS &5, KH PLS MR R T4 Rk .

4, IRER
4.1. BHREETSH

DI FIJRR 2, AR SO S 1 R Podsakoff %5 (2003) 44 (1 77 V24T T Ab 3. B2k, @I (RF AR B
MR RIS 5. EEHRECERIE R, BRI LS RS, R, ™, R 2R NS G IHA.
F, ASSOR 1026 0 1 A RRIURAE — B R T M, ANIEAT e I 58— A 2 iy w2 RIYER 22 1
IEREANEA K2, A FRPFRZ B EA R LI EIF A4 e . B adre ki, PR
7 28.85% (RAXRENE), AGKZH WL ETE, SZEEH T AT RAAERN FIVRR %, AL
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AR S5 18 .
4.2. RSt

FRERBME. WEEFMXREWE 2 for. APEH, EAOREEEY, F85TE - KE
RBAGARKREEPB =01, p<0.01), EHG TAE - FEE S FR4H LML R BB = 0.10, p <0.01),
TR 50 B 2240 45 TEAR 66 R 25 (B = 0.1, p < 0.01); TAF - 50BE S FEUHR S T - SRKEHA 26 TF A
FKRABEPB =029, p<0.01), T - FKEEL S OERLHEE RHKKREEPB=-031,p<0. 01)
TAE - FEEW & 5 OB LA MAH SRR EEPR =-0.34,p<0.01), T/F - FERANEOLERLE
FHRKAREZEP=0.19,p<0.01).

43. FESHERR

431 EERY

BARBRNB B EESHAERZWE 3 Prn. NhEH, WB—BUEERRM o 2% —KE
RKTF 0.7, AXKREN o REIIE 0.7 UL, EEIEEDHIT. HEEEERM CR fatr, —BEXR
KT 0.7, ALHARR CREHKT 08, 4R ILEHA.

4.3.2. MERE
K H Chin(1998)HET (1 U5 VEBEAT R A 36, ik I?jﬂiﬁﬂl?i"]ﬁ%%ﬁﬂli(AVE)ﬂ%f’*%i%f&%E‘J
WS, R P I B s ) 58 AT AR B IR v A B T IX 7 B o Ak, AR AVE BT O IROK T HoAt Ay

Table 2. Statistic description and correlation coefficient matrix

= 2. FR MGt o #TANFE Ok R EAERE
EHE e 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

LA 31.95 7.14
21451 152 0.50 -0.10™
3. AR IA] 41.47 11.81 -0.01 -0.13"
4. TAE - FEESCRA 3.88 0.63 -0.02 010" -0.02 085
5.TLAF - ZKpEH it 3.66 0.65 003 -006 -005 0297 072
6. LAE - FKEERA 234 0.56 -0.10" -006 -0.04 -006 -0.01  0.92
TLHE LS 2.33 0.90 -000 -0.01 010" -031" -0.34" 019 090

7E: N=668, W% FIEMAAE AVE BFTI,  "p<.05, "p<0.01, 3R K%

Table 3. The reliability and validity of constructs
=3 MENEESHE

Jirre MWEXH Cronbach’s CR AVE

TAE - KEESCRH 3 0.82 0.89 0.73
TAE - FEEH 2 4 0.71 0.81 0.52
TAE - REERA 5 0.96 0.97 0.86
D BAEY 4 0.93 0.94 0.81

H: p<.05; Tp<.01, MEKK.

Q
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& Z AR R E AR BRI RIIX 0 0% . Nk 3 Mk 4 FroR, BT H EAH B —Brigi A& b
IR 7 53 AE 0.7 LR BT 0.7, AVE ¥1% T 0.5, Ui/ R v DURRE DI A Sy — = DL L, U
BRATRUF USSR s Wk 2 AR 4 o, DR bR N AT AR B B R B0 s T e A el E
E s AEL AVE BT OTIRK T HE T A S 2 R MR R 8 RYIBES & R B X 0 0% -

4.4. BRZHW

S TAE - ZREERE 25 A VB F &I , 18 % Baron A1 Kenny(1986) 32 H i< T- s A HI 0 HT 1 4 AN 454t
LBEEZERERNBEEEME QPN LRGN LREEMN; QHARSHLRELEMK; (4) 4=
AR R, AR R DR AR B RS AR NG A ) B (R A AT .

M 5. B 2 B, TAE - KESCRFAEX TAE - KEEl e B3, TAF - FEEilaixh o4
HE MW EE, M TAE - FKE SN TAE - FEESCRF A ED OB R L I M m s e, TAE - g
SCRF G X O R B2 L) 34 1Y ) B RE R R 4% R 3 —0.31(p < 0.001)4 N—0.22(p < 0.01), T.AF - FKpE 2 r
TAE - GRBESCFESU DR O B B2 L 1 15 (1 52 L0 2 R A 3N, H2 45 BUSGEE

I1’E_§’Ei esee’ e seees o
HHE

Figure 2. The mediating effect of work-family enrichment
2. THE - REEZEEH N E

Table 4. The cross load coefficient of measuring indexes

= 4. MEIEFREINRZ X REE

TAE - FERA TAE - SRR TAE - R DHRAEY
WFT1 0.97 0.05 0.08 0.07
WFT2 0.95 -0.01 0.05 0.10
WFT3 0.94 -0.02 0.02 0.11
WFT4 0.93 0.01 0.02 0.11
WFT5 0.85 0.01 0.01 0.17
WFCI 0.02 0.84 0.26 -0.29
WFC2 0.03 0.86 0.24 -0.24
WFC3 0.02 0.86 0.31 -0.26
WFE1 0.02 0.12 0.69 -0.23
WFE2 0.04 0.18 0.74 -0.25
WFE3 0.01 0.25 0.67 -0.25
WFE4 0.08 0.32 0.79 -0.25
PCV1 0.11 -0.29 -0.29 0.87
PCV2 0.08 -0.29 -0.32 0.93
PCV3 0.07 -0.28 -0.31 0.90
PCV4 0.082 -0.25 -0.31 0.91

VE: WFT1. WFT2, WFT3. WFT4 5K TAE - KERAR 4 ANEI; WFCL, WFC2, WFC3 4073 TAE - SEESCRAR I 3 AN
Tji; WFEL., WFE2. WFE3. WFE4 7} lARER TAE - REEH 251K 4 AT PCVL. PCV2, PCV3. PCV4 73 IR LB S22 75 1) 4 S,

)



REETG, #FR K

Table 5. The path coefficients of PLS analysis
7 5. PLS TR R E

RER fliiHE(t B) R?

TAE - FEESCH A B — O B L5 -0.31"7(7.90) 0.09

TAE - FKEESCHRFR B —TAE - KEEH a5 0.33™ (8.98) 0.11

TAE - KR 25— O F LT -0.34"" (9.52) 0.12

TAE - KEERAN—TAF - KEEW 0.05 (0.81) 0.00

TAF - FREESCRGRETAE - FEERAN—TAF - FpEH -0.12"(2.63) 0.12

B:n=688; "p<.001; “p<.01; “p<.05 (WE)

2 SCATE FH 9 1 45 F A R2: (Latent Moderated Structural Equations, LMS)AI6: T4 - S EER NI
Rvi(Kelava et al., 2011; ¥R iEmE, SHi, BEAZE, 2013), LMS #24t 1 HLEA S Hb T, 5T 10kR
HEVRAFG TC A B AT FH 45 54 77 R ASE R SRAG: 56 15 25082 (8 N 201 7775 (Kleink & Moosbrugger, 2000;
SR, 2013) . 25 KM, TAE - KERAE TAE - FKEE SRR F IR HR % (B = -0.12, p < 0.01),
H3 M RISCHF. R TAE - FKEERNLETAE - K2 CRFFES TAE - K2l e 2 AR B 1R 1E R
ARSI TAE - KEERNBEE, TAF - FRE ORI TAE - SRBEH 25 i 1 1) 5 M Bk 5

mE 3 fis, 4R LA TE - KERNEACN, TIE - KE SR BN TIE - FEEis L RE
MIEREm; HE TN TAE - KERNE N, TAE - KEECREF BN TAE - FREEN &5 1) 1F 7 520
ANEE, B, ALK T - FESCFRBEEARRN TAE - KERNKET, X TAE - FEER &5 AR
Ao A LA EadT H3 AHE, BARRIUA, ME TIE - KERARKR T, TAE - R R EXHE T
VE - KEEARN G T TAE - SRBEHE 55 FE 3K

ME 4 FH, BABRN R EN 0.12, R R QI RAET 12%00 55 %,
TAE - ZEEF OB R B R AR SR . Pl A R B AR AN TR RO B 3R L 1 B
i ) 542 R 5053731 9—0.02. 0.01 1 0.09 (p < 0.05), 15 B P31 5 A4 o O BE 3R L) 36 - E W & 5o, TAE
R PR 0o B B2 243 1 BT 2 IE IR = 0.09, p < 0.05). AAEFRfR, TAERFAIRK, AR 2 x
FETREL, Y55 RO R

5. &it 5118
5.1. fRLEIL

WEFER M (1) A - KB SRR OB B2 28 1 HLR 2 R RIS . A SCAE Hh B B R IR R I A B
A - FBE SR A DB RS T I ER A R . (2) LAF - @R AE TAF - SO SR 5 0B
RLET ZFEE D PR ZER R AR - KEH T VAT AR 5 LB RS W 2 [ A
RIfRREER R, IR1IE 1 Peeters “5(2009) B 7T (3) LAE - KEER AN TAE - FEESCR S TAE - Rz
Wt MR R BARWTEM . BRIy, ATARRK T - @ RN, TAF - FEE SRR EX T
F - FBESE RS I LRSS . IXRW], R T ER TAE T, RIMEHS0E 18 50 RF I TR BE AR
Bl O TIRRIB A TR - KEH e = 20 N

5.2. ¥1ig

WA R : (D) AR - FEE SRR 2 TR0 P20 1 AR BB R . 28BS, 41
PUEEIE SR A T BRI S, sl 93 TAE TAE 2 R > S RE i, X BERE R R AR A TEAR A 1
A, ATRI T AL - ST HORRYEY . (2) TAF - ZEM i E TAF - ZE ORI 5 DB R LS 2 [

O,
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Figure 3. The moderating effect of work-family interference
3. Ik - RERNAIFTHLE

0.060.74

-013"2 70

TR SREFEE T RN

Figure 4. The total effect of model
4. BRI BN E

B ER . BB, HAERRM RSO 2 R TR R EF K, om0 T2, KER)T
A, DMt B TR AR - @t (3)TAF - HKEERARN TAF - RKEE TR S T - KE 2
A 5CHR B AR AT . R St AN R TAF S TR TR, AR e H R
TR TAERE. TARMAE: R Gl i eSS .

WETCIIAS R s (DA SO LR T 75 5 AR SR 3 I IE RS2, AR 1 SRR R FHE AT,
N R FHRS R T BERI SR A JE PTIRZR SR BRSSO R 5 TR . (A ST TAE - X2
G281 FERZR A - SR8 SCHF SV B O BB )3 15 HO s ma bR, BLSEeh TAF - s a5 TAF - S
MRIAE, A Ja TR AR AN T7 TP AAER . Q)AL A - FKEEA R N TAE K27 1M,
REGEFpE—-TAFTTH . TARFKEER R BXANE, 5 Jaw] W IAE— S BEM S BE— TAEPAN T [ 5 5 AR
FBERZN 53 T o

HEEmE
Fh L AR SE AR L 45 3 4 55 Bh I H (2016SKO03); Jb 5T FELF R 24 B5% 2016 R 18+ 5 2h 3L 4 % BT H .
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