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Abstract

Objective: Based on Job Demand-Resource Model and Resource Conservation Theory, this study
explored the impact of segmentation supplies on employees’ work engagement and the moderat-
ing role of mindfulness. Methods: The data of 383 valid questionnaires were collected by means of
online distribution of electronic questionnaires using segmentation supplies scale, mindfulness
scale and work engagement scale, and correlation analysis and hierarchical regression analysis
were conducted. Results: (1) For employees with low mindfulness, there is a U-shaped relation-
ship between segmentation supplies and work engagement (§ = 0.093, p < 0.05). In the range of
low-medium segmentation supplies, the level of work engagement decreases with the increase of
segmentation supplies; in the range of medium-high segmentation supplies, the level of work en-
gagement increases with the increase of segmentation supplies. (2) For employees with high mind-
fulness, there is a positive relationship between segmentation supplies and work engagement (f§ =
0.178, p < 0.001). The higher the level of segmentation supplies, the higher the level of work en-
gagement. Conclusion: Mindfulness is an important boundary for the influence of segmentation
supplies on work engagement. For employees with different levels of mindfulness, the influence of
segmentation supplies on work engagement is inconsistent.
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1. 5]

B TEAE BRI A e A K 01 T RE I Bt TAESR L T HROR SR, (A A is 5 TAE
6] ()30 A R BRSO e I (B 57 145, 2021). 3 T 5 T AR - REETH IR s, InE T R
MR, M T AR R A TAEBN (K 2555, 2022; 2845, 2019). TAEFN R —FFR A TARIR
A, WIFE). BTG 3 ANERE: W I8 IMEE TAEORS Ui T R HMEAN 2, LR
IRIE TAE A5 OB ARG HANETI, Zeifdaxt TARR S #UE . SR T 8 TAE STk 4358 /1 & (Schaufeli
etal., 2002). & LAEFNE R TAEA 3851 ST AR AR S B R (5 L2, 2020). 42T+ T TAFB N i
HTARRE. 1A TS A A EEE (Mg, KREE, 2022).

TAFEEESR - %A% (Job demands-resources model, JD-R)FE Hi, T4 SR AN TAF ¥ 52 80 52 T T AF
BN, AN B A ) AR SR BT AR TR S BIHFE I, TN B2 PR (RIS, 2008). T
R JE 12 SRR ) 10 R A A AR R, 5 5 51 R TE AR G G 2840, MU BRIRH TR, ibe
HWIMRAFAT NGRS B, 2018; B R, FHEI, 2017; Anand & Mishra, 2021; TiX%, 2019). 4
Loy FIPELA 2 — P SR AU B S8 RS it , B AR AN R R B ) SRR A4S 52 T AR Ak 5 Ak A 4
WX 53 FF(Kreiner, 2006). LR FIBELA 7Ky, G A2 3 TAR - SCRE AR A A R e b (R 15 55
2018), HTARRSM TAEMRIGH iF (355, 2021). Kitt, AAHEHEALRER R T TN, #FH
TAEBN KRBT B

SRIM, BT R ZTHE SV BIHEA R R TS . DRSS, TAE - SKEEpP IR (50 545,

Tk
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2018; Wendsche & Lohmann-Haislah, 2017; K%, 2017), G0 7CHR A L5 EIEA T L T TAE
BN S U] BEFER T, A B R b 0 T AR - g R, A BT H Sl OB s (4
ZLFAE, 2014), TGRS RS 0 T TARRN M B B 3R (51555, 2021 BF#5E, 2019). (HLAHHF
FIRH, AN BHEE R T R T TAE B F MR R G (Fujimoto et al., 2016; Mazmanian et al., 2013), T
PE B F M RIE A & — P BB AME TR, AR T3 A T TAEB A (Puetal, 2017). [Ftt, AHF
FORR TG BIHE AN TAEBNRISE R, S A RA T NEE AR, DG IR IX — 10 AL P S it
ST 0L T TARRAS A Rtk

UbAh, FRIE IR RAF I, H AR IR SRECT IR 2 58 42 Fa F1 25 5 (Hobfoll, 1989). T
1 - FEED M 2245 R T RIE RIS 2R, 752 01 TR0 | S0, & IE R —M
R OB BHR ORI 4, 2019). TR BRAMARE B /I EF 4N, RS TR I RFaA . &
YRS B (17K (Kabat-Zinn, 2003). & IE&RF I 22 NI AR M 0T 22 P A2 5, 502 M 17 41 21
PRAZ IR, IF HE1ET T/E(Kwon & Park, 2016; Brown & Ryan, 2003; kiR, D £, 2023).
BRGS0 TAFIEZACERANME, HE 0 FIEE R H TR B A 2 5, BIIE& /KPRl U5 441
I EMELE X TAEB NI

i EATR, AT TAEER - BRI OD-R BA) MR JERAFEE, RSB 2 T
TAEB NI LA B S A, DURTE B AR, (REFHSAK T KR, FHAHHTAE -
K BED T PR AR -

11 ARSGEMMLETIFEAN

TARESR - BRIRAAY R o s i AR R 2 PR A T ARSN, 1 AR IR Re ARt TAE#EN. 2
Lo B L R AR ZASCRE 51 T8 TAE AR AR S 4331 5k (Kreiner, 2006). — 75T, RS BIHEAE
WA 5 TAEAR ST [ RSO TAE, $&FH OB B K (Oe v (555, 2018). T O3 Bt B AN B T 22 T
1B - REEMR, GFT R TIRE G OBE, P BRI G5, 2023; SiE5%, 2018; 1445,
2021). IXSEHRIRT TAESR NS R (i HE, 2023; DhIMREE, 2023). H— 4T, Mgl
SR T TAREIEAT A, BRIFESR AR [ F #8315 4% 56 i TAR BUAL B AR AR DG F 45 AT N (o
i, JEEIRE, 2018). (HTAREMAT AL R TREM MR IE . H ERGSE TAE(S I, FEoE, 2022). K
U, A4V EIs 2 SHUR T TR BB [ 5 B4 BRI, T TR HEA A B0 — R MA R,
T AR f AN 8 IR 2 5] K ANME TAES N T FE(Fujimoto et al., 2016; Mazmanian et al., 2013; Pu et al.,
2017).

gi b, RS EMLERE SR 72 TS0 SR T TAERRON, X R 0 B L5 1 5L U5 2 L
il tesd@E b BT TAE A B EAMA R R R TR, XA S RIS, 1) SRR B ML . 7R
i€ - AR FIMEEGR, TIESAETIERX AR, AMAMEDLE IESSILCH B (52l 5 55, 2018).
Wi, BEURAIEAE IR A, BRI LRI BONIES . Bk, 7K - AR B JE R, SRR
KHHEFEFIER, SEMEEHA SRS ACPIRF, TAERNKFE . 800, £ - mEs 0%t
SEH, TAESAE TR X B E, MO SR RERT, 50 RIRAEWS B 7 IR (Ll 55,
2018; Pt AF, 2023). BB, RFEAGESFIRMAEL (2, 2022). SHFEE, HTAS TS
ETAERX R, MEAERER RS HZ R TIERE, FEEHSD D EIMEGIEIN, B R G R R8N
No BRE, TEF - SSRGS VGG, SR AL REH, BEE AR RIS KPR, T
EBNAKF3 T .

gr bRTR, AT HL: H 5B R T TARNAEAE U B 2252
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1.2. ERHEHIER

FHRORATZERIR TR tH, (OFE TR E B I AMALE SRE BT R I 22 BE N FA FI %5 53 (Hobfoll, 1989). 1E&4F5
& — PR B OB B R,  TE A R AN AT S I PR AT (1) B8 7T (Brown & Ryan, 2003). & iE
SRE RSN R MR RS T, HAREEMERENRE ), ET TAEZ SR 2 R IR 1)
MR L= A, 2017, RS, 2016).

AT, ST m E K AR IE &K 7 TR, ZHZ 5 gh 36 e TAE BN [ i A7 1F 22
S B, mIESFRRM G THERIRREEEN, AE S ZEES N4 FL(Yu & Zellmer-Bruhn,
2017; “RF5HE, HAI, 2021). TR - RS EMEGTEEIN, BARHA S EMELKEA R, HiE RSk
JRE A TAER BRG B TRE, BOREREEL, HWIEMERASEmMHE. Bk, &SESR
R Re s DLRR AR IS B g A R B () S TR R (A /R, B 2K, 20235 Yu & Zellmer-Bruhn, 2017),
X T2 2357 B R TX — 10 S B it 25 34T R0 ) R 2 R AR AR R BE AR (YU & Zellmer-Bruhn, 2017) . R4
YU EI\ELE 225 SR 53 T AR 1) BRI 2k 3 51 A AR RSN B8R FR (1S 41 5245, 2014; Cavazotte
etal., 2014), RS IE&RRE X T 13X Fh EUR A0 2 0B R PR D (Grover et al., 2017) . ARXS T4 IE &7 i
M T, IR R 2B IRBU R I E N . Rk, XTm S iE, AE AL SIS b T
AT FfKF, DB 7 T TARBR A N SR S E i £ S .

g LRk, Autrig R H2: IESEHS B 5 TAERNR) U B4k Rl i EH . X
FRIESKFRIRT, A0 RMEAN TG BEErPm; mxHERES/KFRIRT, HA80%E
B S TAERADIE U B4 0 R .

2. MREFE
2.1 IRIR

A FUR I I A B e S AR 2R IR BT IR S AT AR AR, RO 522 4, MR R (A] 2
T 5 A hEK T 30 b, IAE A IR IS HdE S, RISCR RN A 383 1, A RUEICE 73.4%. H
o, ZeMEGRT 198 44, HiMEGI T 185 44; 20~30 % (H L 55%, 31~40 & (h Lk 36.4%, 41 HLLEE N
Lt 8.6%; R4S T. 217 %, CUUSH T 163 N, BSSFEE 5 T3 & W1 KL F 203 Gtk 1.3%, &
s TR b H 3.4%, KL G 2.3%, AREDE L 61.6%, Ml UL AP o Lt 31.4%;
HE AT R T B 41.0%, ATEUEEEZE G L A B 29.5%,  #O/E /H2E  H 20.1%.

22. fiRIE

221 HASEMBHER

H R EE2E BN &R A Kreiner 2 il (1) 2H 2353 % 45 &8 5% (Kreiner, 2006), 3t 4 Mg H, @miin “3L
IR, RE TG W AAE TAE BSE ", 200kE 5 it sy, R0 ilm R0 B Hes KTk .
AHf 7 Cronbach’s o 15 & 2 %N 0.904.

222 EREBE

TE & B E-2% ) Hilsheger 254 il 1) 1E & & % (Hulsheger et al., 2014), 3£ 54N H, L “RIEAE
R ERES RS L7 25508 5 ST, 1308 R R 1IE &K, 4B L9 Cronbach’s
o {52 %0 0.883.

223. TIEBRANER
TAEF NI F Saks gl i) TAEFEN B 22 (Saks, 2006), 54N H, @M “78 TAER, o2
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EGOHNTAE” , & LA, ZE5RE 5 S, flm R TEBRNK PG Hk—EEE
BRI R A8 )E, ABF5H Cronbach’s o {55 2 %05 0.750.

2.3. HAEAE
AR SPSS25.0 HEATAS EEAMMT Y JEI 7 iR R B« A4 W R 2 4% 1B VA AW AT U AT
3. &R

3.1. XEFZERERE

Z B AR EHHR Y N H RS, BN SR, 52 LR R ZER M, RAH Harman A
B, SRER, BANHEMBELREN 32.15%, RIiAZ] 40%KIFRHE, 000 HE AR 52 M & f L [E 7
AWM ZE R
3.2. ETEEINHEX I

22 1l MRS AEES. GSWLIRGG. P AT AL S N DGR B S AR B R AR T
A, B AR A EE AR BT . A EMEE 5 TAESR TR IEAS(r = 0.075, p > 0.05), #HZH
Y EVA I RIS TR B3 IEAHSE(r = 0.136, p < 0.01).

Table 1. The mean, standard deviation and correlation coefficient of the variable
=1 TEHE. FREEFNBEXRY

B3 X s 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1A 1.48 0.50
pRGRC 28.50 8.96 —0.049
3.5 1.44 051 -0.078 0.792"
4.5 418 075 -0.041 0.166" 0.117
547k 578 2.02 0.080 -0.249""-0.180"" -0.164™"
6.5 fir 367 207 01717 -0.3857"-0.309"" —0.311"" 0.464™"

7B EMEL 265 114 0.1557 —0.32077 -0.3017" —0.249™" 0.188™" 0.356™"
8HZpEIEYS 2 830 6.69 0.1547 —0.3097" —0.292"" —0.230"" 0.184"™" 0.335" 0.977"

9.1F & 255 093 0.038 -0.2357"-0.184"" -0.100 0.152™ 0.176" 0.234™ 0.236™"
10. TYEHN 360 074 0.021 0.178™ 0.162™" 0.089 -0.089 -0.120" 0.075 0.136" 0.001

*:

: n=383, 'p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001, XK.

3.3. REREAT 4

B 2 nl%0, 7 M2 R, AR5 EIRE TAEBNA B35 IR M 520 (B = 0.110, p < 0.01); KZHZA
S EMEE I RN TTRE, B EI7HE M3, 45 REOR, HA N EIEA T TAEBNAG B3 fum g, 41
Oy EVEEA I R TAERNA B2 1E F (B = —0.791, p < 0.001; B = 0.156, p < 0.001), iHIZHZI 4> &
PAE R T T/ERNE U BIME LR,

JifE M4 R, AL EMRG . A RIS R, IES . A 0 RIS IR IES AL
LI ENNTTRE, A Z5 B2 1 — IR0 TAER ARG 235 I m] 520 (B = 0.140, p < 0.001), A H.
T TAERN B B3 IE M52 (B = 0.015, p < 0.01), #i M IESEA S0 EIMts 5 TIEBNK U Bl 2855
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FHRETER

Table 2. Hierarchical regression analysis of regression and moderating effects

2. EEAKBETERBERREYVASH

THEHEA
il M1 M2 M3 M4
4 5] 0.045 0.022 0.011 -0.019
S 0.009 0.011 0.011 0.008
g/ 0.070 0.103 0.094 0.099
21 0.050 0.075 0.059 0.051
i1k -0.008 -0.009 -0.013 -0.012
BIAL -0.011 -0.024 -0.014 -0.016
B E
HR D EIMLL 0.110™ -0.791"" -0.711™
A 2 0.156™" 0.140™"
RWHEE
E& -0.054
AL HT
L5y By 2> E 2 0.015™
R? 0.038 0.062 0.156 0.183
F 2.482" 3534 8.586 " 8.284™"
AR? 0.038 0.024 0.094 0.027

7: n=383, p<0.05 Tp<0.01, Tp<0.001, WML,

3.4. EZWETHIER

WA ESIELE R, B NIRIESHGIER S 1 MR ZE) R IESAHEE N 1 AFREE).
i 1R, TR ES Ak, AR DB S TAEBRAR U BUHTZ5C 5K (B =0.093, p < 0.05); 41
K 2 s, ST EIESRAMRCR YL, A nEIgta 5 TEBRNRLEMERR(B = 0.178, p < 0.001), 4Ly
FIPEA AR S, T TARBAK S . BRI B
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Figure 1. The relationship between segmentation supplies and work engagement at low levels of mindfulness
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Figure 2. The relationship between segmentation supplies and work engagement at high levels of mindfulness

E 2. BEAKTE AL EIRAS TR %R
4. #Hg
4.1. ARG

AW FEHE T TARZR - IR A IR OR A7 B, IR T T AU HI B4 3 53 T TARSRN RIS LA o
WETERIL, HANFIPE 5 TSN R U &R R, 721K - AR B TER, BRI
S, BEHALRDBIREACTRTE, TAERNKT TR f£d - mARD T, SRS
e, B HI A ACHRTE, TARRAK 52T . (HARS T IE KT 1 TR, 41
GBI 5 TARRARIERRZAMR R, S0 RIEE KPR, TAERAKTSE.

4.2. BRTIRR

HoE, AR T RSB AAE IR TE . DA T 2R T 2 A5 R T4 . TAF -
SRR SR ALC TR B R (5 1545, 2018; Wendsche & Lohmann-Haislah, 2017; &4, 2017), )
i /DRI TR U B LA 3 T TAEBEN IR . B 728 T TAEZER - BRI, RFTALFt
g% TAER NI, 6 T A LU BT R TP mimufEH, F& 7THS D EIES E R,

Fk, AR T HE BG5BT TAER Ny AT ORI, HE Bt h 2
ORI, W A T AR - FEEm S, RIFHOEB BT (L RE, 2017, LS, 2014), e
o5 53 TSR TARR I IR0, WD L TR A . RIGTERIS B (f w0, AME, 2021). ASHFFEHE I
S T GV FIR L 1) BEUR G 2 WL A5 R AL, 52 A 250 B RS AR AN [R] K ST Bl = A () e i A7 7
ZESt . fEAK - AL EMEATE, A TETA LR E TIER %, REKEAR, AL 05 (%
T2 R PR AR R BEUR, 2 TARB KT BAET - mA g Etaya i, pEEHRA RIS
PFEEAETE, R LHOBIEARR RS IE, HTEBRNEERT . AR T AR AR TR
ANBEFCEAE RG], FERUE S AR FEREE, F58 7 AL EMLE X TAER G2 m LI A AT

W, AFFFBIESIERAR pEMES S TAERANRRY R R, WA THL RIS 7m0 T TAE
BN R A DA AL 18 TARE@AT NI, B¢ RAEE1E AL g N (5 fil,
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JEDTRE, 2018), MERN TARZEBAT NI R, TEMFFCA LU BIHELA 1 LRI, S8 THe AT & .
AR, XTSRRI A TR, R RIS P A R B IR e BRI FE /N, SRR S A BE A
B BEAE AU RGP m, AR B . W TRIE SR, AA0Rhea 5T
PEBNRHE U B ZR 26 R o IXIGAE T VR AR B R Hh o i 1“4 VEURE 22 (M AMATE SR B S R 2 5
TN 57 X — M s (Hobfoll, 1989).

4.3. STEREX

WRAE A ERT TS 1, AWFTUER I DT Se B B L

56, AGUESRIG I N 12 G NS K 13K, Rl st T 40 BRI b A2, W AR MAAS
BR. FFMQ BRI IE Sl R, B i il Bt A B8 5 K

Hork, HRERE T IE SR UK AR 0 TARIE SR UK R T, AR fede TR
DEIBLLEACT, A RETE N RAFA L HI e ORI s (E A, P TR 5 5

B, R EOINGENT 0 TIES KT ZR. AT LUEITT R IE &I ZREUIRAE, B9 i TER
N RAGEEYERETT, FEdih i TR IR s B H #A3E 5 TR, RIS R R A% .

44. MRAFTEERE

AT TT BRIy BIPEL TIAT — € (R oTlik, (BSRAAAE €M RIR .

H5E, BT BE AR A A ke R R AN AR E A S R O 2 L, (ELS SR
A UAREAT 2 i ZORIER A, SIS AR RIS R, 3 TR TARSRARIE S s, &Pk
WA TGS R, HI, SR BRG], AT AR, RORWEFC AT B R AR S S A
FEASKIE, $RTPITFLA R IE &N . fR)a, AWHTUOURTT 7 A FIBEE 0 03 T AR 114 7 2%
i, ARRBTFURT LA I AR B, IR S AL SR VRS, IS 28 A RO BR AR SHE A 2 F k2
S TAEBN I N AERL o

E&InE
E XK HRE} 54 (72161014); TLHAE AR “+ D H” LT H (22JY23).
SE Tk
MR ALBER, e, MTAR(2016). Rk LB KK IE S SEEIIX R BN T RINTNMER. #EFHHE, (7),
70-75.

SREFEE, VI, L3R, BUEE, AORE, IKETS, PN, HR4E(2023). R HAEEERE ICU Bk TAEZR R EL
R 2R 8. o E 7 PR EFE, 23(2), 236-240.

BE3K, BBk, XM, XINNEN(2019). MBENTH L TAEFKEMRE TAERN KOS AR M. P Z5E,
34(6), 84-87.

A, R&R, TKkH1(2019). J93E AR EE M I AL T B R RO B 2R N T BRI RIAL . A T H IR
X, 36(11), 6-18.

RZA, MRS AISEMR(2017). SR BT K S AR AR T R B A TR A R R R, A O PR, 25(6),
1138-1142 .

B, B, R Z40(2008). TAERAM ARG RE. & H 7, 20(3), 8-15.

P, TLN, EnliI2023). M 5 RE R O B B AR DG Tk e (SRR, 124 O FE A4, 31(9),
1312-1315.

g, Wi, FINEL(2014). HESBIEA S TAEBERBINE R TR &M TAE-JE TAEM R AE.
DGR, 12(4), 527-532.

S, FEAKIE (2022). “HF SEAE L HEEAT N I AT EOR R T ANE ) ——— D XU AR, ER LB, 36(2),
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109-118.

OFE, W=, a5, KHEFQELT). MRS R MBI ERLGS TAE-JE TAEM S 12 55 F1 8 3 50E I 5
F. OBEFI5 40(1), 153-159.

bk, TEREE, T£#(2023). @R TAEXZRE I LRSI TSNS, FLFEFE, 44(8), 173-182.

TH, akdE, 0%, HEIRG(2021). TAREE@AT AN TSI 2 BARL WA TER. OFF %, 44(2), 347-354.

WIER, FER(2017). AETAER A F) TAEAE G Bl RS A TIE SRR MBS IR R RN R, B sF5E
FH(10), 35-49.

R, XA, R, BEEE(2021). FITIIEHBMGEES: Mk, WESRSSUGYMIGIE. & &L,
24(6), 4-27.

AT, ARBRES, WRNAE, BREEVE(2022). AT RSN B TARLEIEAT N MR M ALE] OB R R RO RMIER.
BN T ZHFF &, 39(T), 41-56.

g, HME(2021). AR TARRHE TEE@EAT AN TR ERASUIISN . £F/2, 35(4), 106-111.

Jids, BRI, ZFE, FXE, AVE, BF#(2021). OERSLESAE SAKATEE S A TAEBAN KI5 42, 34(6),
88-91.
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