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Abstract

Objective: A survey was conducted on 469 urban professional women using tools such as the Work
Stress Questionnaire, Work Family Conflict Scale, and Family Support Supervisor Behavior Scale.
The study investigated the impact of work stress on marital quality among urban professional
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women, as well as the mediating role of work family conflict and the moderating effect of family
support supervisor behavior on the overall path of work stress and marital quality. Result: ©
Work pressure has a negative predictive effect on marital quality; @ Work family conflict plays a
mediating role between occupational stress and marital quality; ® Family supportive supervi-
sory behavior can regulate the prediction of work pressure on the overall path of marital quality.
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1. 51§
1.1. AIRTEENNHSEEY

RS, TSI CEBON T DA 2R A AR A ASBOS A 26 S i
SN, BNRRARAS A I R I RS T ELDG AR 2 AR TR R . BRI, BT AR S T AR
HEMABT B A THE AR 3B B 245 Al i RSN 5 . KR, XL
Az B AL S AT R ARTARIL, TAEE IR, 23BENA G HMBEEE. a0
R, B AR R AR 4 (E VR, 2023)I% 48 il U SO ANAAS B P AR AR R, T o A 2 =2 T
ARERR . WRAREAH NG TAEST), e Reas IE LM, RdRs Lo REmRE,
PRI 72 AT IS 70t B T3 it o A A AR R KT o S I 8 AR e 0 B SRISAISE , BATTAT PR HL
AR MRS J1, INTITHR i MR RREK T o AR BRI R AL 2 R R R A, PRI R SR A A 570
XL B R R e R B (W AR, 2023).

gi BRIk, W AR R A 2 R AR B3 . BATH B E AL AR X 2 (1 22 5 TR
I FERR IO R A R MRS 77, AT B k& 2R T RRasE 1, (R dbak I AR -

1.2. AIRER

BT AL ) H 223K, B AV s o T O AR R AN T sk (8 — 40 5, AT A S
SR BE I 2 18], ok T RE I e EOK R APkt AATTAEAE DA Lok U 32 7 48 5 22 9 5K BE 51 4E(Van Daalen
et al., 2006), BRI Ak AR TAR 5 70 ULR TAR SR RE i AR SR ) 1) AU 9 5 i HL A s ¢k - 45 9
FREAEARR KRN, CAIRY], I ARSI 5 & i U R 32 2 AT SSIEGKIS, 2013).

CABTTERY, CUSC A AL Lk ) AR SRRE b 98 mT LA 25 s P H AR R, AR e o
X U 400 T A o 9 B ST A A o SRR B AR LR A B 0 A K R B (Lin &
Cheung, 2015), MIMTFMSIART R ASCAERELAT A CATT TG L, DI HRME 22 PN 700 B2
B IR TT AR e ot 3l i PO L PR S AR 5 B (5, O 2k SR AR SR o R AE L P R AR Y B R e
SRR AT NREAE A, DU B 1S i, (R EE 2o By O R . RIE AR (4 T, [
g PN L SR B ) AR - SBE T SR, DA S A A o B A A 3 o

TAEIE 3 (work pressure) & 4 A E AT 37 Fir b Jak 2 20 10 5% AN R R TBM T B0AC H R (0 97 O B2
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PR R AR, 2004). FEBARHE S, BTN R SE g+ A H 28 B IR T AL, A NER RS2 BIAS [ AR B2
ST AUFRRY, TR NI FGE BCE KEE . K2 50%~80% 155 # 2:  FEYR 445505
B 5 R A R IIEIE(DI Salvo et al., 2020). TAEH IR SRR RRAE . N VKRR K TAE
AP R R BRI (R G, M, 2023). SIEK Q201208 “ TAEE f12&— I8, exf
ANNFAER, OHL AT AR H SO AN GG R 7 o TAE R 1 ORI 23 A N & O
B, SRS N B A B m A A A A N R AR SRRSO, AT AT R 2 PRI A 4 03 52 o US40 5 2 (marital
quality) A2 7% 3 XU 0T G AR 7= 5 -5 RS 1) 32 W0 I8 1 5 VAT (Spanier & Lewis, 1980). FKEM TAEZ N A
AIE A L S, FEER R LAE R IR, S8 IRAL T 5 B2 il O B (254 22, 2010). AHE
FR, TAEE I i B0m ) & O R, i ECH S R 2 B . S A 7 T 55 3 s mm (S0,
KGR, 2007) AHEZL2009)BFFUR I, CIS LN TAEE 1. K55 71 5 USU0H = R 2 53 7 oG,
AR T8RRI 2ot , A AR S BEBRAIS, S5 E RIS . — 2ot R, R Lok, SKRE
TAEZ E MO TE LM 2] 7 AT R, CUS 2o 28 ) BN TAE 7050 R 0 B i b9 &
RCEEFy, 2011)0 FHUEWT L, ST IRV 2ot R 32 22 51 A €0 0 R AR M BRI K2 f (o IR, S BUTAE TR
K, SRR N 28 ERTIR, AR RSO 5 & 2 (8] o] BeA77E A B 1l (R Tl A, Rl %
FEN LS. 28 bR, R 1 AR 06 BR MY 2 P US40 5 & B AT ) T 4E A .

TAE - K2R (family-work conflict)2 TAEFBE MR I —ANYERE, TR BET 25 TAE 5 2 H X L
PR B JE B P2 AR A B R AR BN R EE SR T, A S IR RO S AR K
R 5 AMARUSUR 5B AFAE SFOHIR(EZ L5, 2015 ARIUASE, 2015). TAE - SCREM R 2 PR S B i 2 52
L5 089 2 FE (Karatepe & Sokmen, 2006), [FINI& SRR EAFERE, H 2 FEULKES T (Higgins &
Duxbury, 1992). #ME %2 Haar (2004) 7 — I LA - ZREE MR 5 0500 5T & AT 78, I AR ZCRE v 5%
OS5 B TR, TAF - REEM O™, G805 B UK. MR TAERR oKk - SR B UL AT,
—H AT TAETR R, $BNBI S EE (i [ A0S 8% TAE K& G, 5 LR MEE AT AR A& ) K
FETTAE, MM EIK TAEREEMR, XA RE s i & . JCH R IR AT AT ReARHH 75 2
FETTAE, MWATRZHFKEEBAES AL, 47 EM KRN, 1R 2 N5 75 2 20 kA TAR A 3 i 4
RIAEEE R, TAETCIEILI S8R, IR L Tovk JBAT b EE M K BE D AE, AT Tt 22 1 2 31 5 s 7K
R CAE - K2R, BT AR - FBEM R ORI IS 25t o B R R AR AL 5 B8, AT 20
USUA TR B o IR A RS T AR R — BB N, B TAE He 738k AR 52 v 5% 10 2 T e S 408 i 22 1)
FEAEAERCI . UL R DUE Y, AR SRBE M RAE TAE R I AUS I i 2 2 A A R R /B . BRthid
DN 2 TAE SR B2 5%, TRARRAIS CAER ), $em et s pi & . 48 Bk, St sk 2
TAE - FEEMRAE TAE & ) DL AS IR 5 & b VB

FRE S FFR 5 4T N(family supportive supervisor behaviors, FSSB) &2 “ 325 BT i B H A S 377 51 L
JBAT K EEIRTTHIAT N B EIUAYEE, B M 52 #F (emotional support)s 1. 4 37 #F (instrumental
support)s i L5 F£1T A (role modeling behaviors)F1G)HT =X TAE - 52 B (creative work-family manage-
ment) (Hammer et al., 2006; Hammer et al., 2009). % JE SRR S E4T 4 m] DAAS Bl 2ot 01 T80 ff b~ 1 T4
FZREE, APRITFTAE S FEEAETEZ A 2R R (Odle-Dusseau et al., 2012). LAF - KEMH ALK E EE 14+
DFFA— M EE TR, DR RO THE - KER ). iR4E TAEFR K - #H) - SRR
JDCS #3X) (Van Der Doef & Maes, 1999), FKEECFFA EEAT NS SR ALA T IS =Y, =+
BRI R RE . 1E IDCS B, SR TR TR - R - KSR TAE, X TEE
HFREBCOIEENAAEIER . R, @R - sl - @SR LIRS 21 SR Re ) K Je,
Van Der Doef Fl Maes (1999)W\ A4z il Al #E 22 3C3E AT LA/ & 7 SR v il sg e o SR PRAMELE Tk ke
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FRN G R PR B AT DOE e 38 50 03 T AR B R AL 22 SCRFAE R 2 T B O R . PRI 2 X R SR Y
EAT RIS, RAETAETF AR ERE RS2, A TR TAE - 525K R EIT45 (5 he 4 55
2012)0 FAMBHEGHRORAF R, WA LR 01 TRk B TAER SR EER & 3 B 3R, AT
FIT TS 4 R 7 IR G0 PT 6849 B UM R CR — 0655, 2016). K P IR E SR AL 32 94T 91T B RR % 22
A H 000 S 00 5 B A7 TR 52 o B S 3 B R B SRR 247 0 FSSB 5 53 T RS 4R 5= (K ossek et all.,
2014)y 53 AR B AU UKL B 01 TP O S BE h e IEAR G . DIMAERTFEA L, FSSB A] LAf2E 53 TH) T
1€ - g P75 (Z24F, M#k)11, 20205 Greenhaus, Ziegert, & Allen, 2012; Hammer et al., 2011; Lu, Chang, Kao,
& Cooper, 2015; Odle-Dusseau, Britt, & Greene-Shortridge, 2012)iX —HF 5315 tH 1) 458 % T B AR B Lot 7E
TAEZEER RN EE, DL G e 3 idt BR 7 903 R 5% e SRR 45 777 20K 3ca FLAS 40 o B R AT S8 0 3 30
i EPR, AR AT FURBE 3 SRRE SR T AT D9 AT DA Y A e onf BR L. 2 1 2 40 Joid 2 T

2. 53k
2.1. W&

KA B 77k, 18 105 B 6 R4 [ AT & ATV R AR N GURTBON 26 ) 2, Bl
5 469 1, WAPEHNE 408 1y, HRK 86.9%. H, 25 % KLU R 5.9%, 26~30 % 15 24.5%,
31~35 Z 1 41.4%, 36~40 % 11115 8.6%, 41~45 % 15 6.1%, 46~50 % [ 7 4.7%, 51 & J UL EHI 5 8.8%.
MR Z B ERRERE, 0.2% W (SHIHAREN)Z, 2.5%A 5%t & (& mhRE), 3.7%
RNREER KR BR)ET, 69.6%NAREN, 23.3% N0 7MLl 1)2: 5. Ml 2 Bk 255
KE, 233% NP S BEENG, 37.7% NP ZEEN AP ZEARANR, 36%A—REEANRS —K
FEARNGL, 2.5% R S1595 8 T ARAMEZE NG, 0.5% MR T.. gl RIS,

22. TH

22.1. T{EEAEE

KA Crank 5(1995)1) TAEE IR, ZERMBIUE 74, 0 AR SE, “BEARRF
B7OCRERATEET CRNERT CEAFET CEETET HNEN 1~5 4, BEHE, SRR
KB AR A7

2.2.2. THEREARNE

SR EO TR J B R R M TAE K EE M o R P SR AL & TAEX K EEMI e WFC BLK S EEXT T
TERITh IS FWC ANYERE, IR TAEXT KEEIPhRYEE, BAYEE N S M H, S&HBRA 1 @B
AFE)~S AEFRIR) 5 Foitdr. 7 Busim RoR i S FE B ik o
2.2.3. 1BARERINIE

SKH OLSON 4847 & 145 4% B 24 h IS =% . RFERCN. Morh =7 . 7L Masm. £
0 PSR LA EFEREAT I ER F Likert 5 20075, 1| BIREEAFTE, 5 BREE/FE.

224, REXHETEITHER

K Hammer %5(2009) % il () B R B FE SR B AT N2 E R NI 4R, AR 14 N EH AN
CHRMTESFETHIRNFER ). R Likert 5 fiit4y, 1 ¥ “BEAHE", 5L “BeFAE" .
2R NGRS CEE NI R A R T IR SE S, 2016), 15 2N 0.95.
3. iR E S E

K )4 BSOS TR ISR, T i B 4 AR % B I A i SRR S, FH Gevt 804 SPSS 27.0
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HATHER G MBS T A8 SPSS 27.0 H ] PROCESS V4.1 2 FE 50 A8 Bt AT 45 187 5 - A R SRS 56
4. R
4.1. £RFERE

KH Harman HLRFAGIG (7S, B o8, 2004), SEREIFFER KT 1 WRFAE 174, HE—
KR T A 81 19.457%, /N T IR FUE 40%, Wi AT FEASAEAE ™ 5 1 3L [ 5 000 2

4.2. TRAERMEGTTFRX O

ABEFTH, AR REMIRES T DR BRI T IR 1. TAEE ). TAEREM R, X
JEE SRR AT AN T ST R I ] 22 B B 2 A SR (ps < 0.01), A TR sp A RN A IR B A 1 A
LA SRS BE SR R AT s ORI N T 5%

Table 1. Descriptive statistical analysis and correlation analysis of variables (N = 408)

= 1. TEMRMSEIT S AFEX SN = 408)

M+SD 1 2 3 4
1 THEES 2.05 +0.94 1
2 TAEFRBEMR 1.95+0.82 0.8517" 1
3FKEFR R EIT N 430+0.38 —0.464" -0.388"" 1
4 WS = 3.98 +0.44 —0.483" -0.493" 0.574" 1

E: "p<0.05, “p<0.01, "p<0.001, FH.

4.3. AT P YR

AR I SR 52 45 (20 14) 42 B B0 V5T ) R A BB RT3 AR 7, 1l IR0ML 22 i s il AL &,
R P D AT AT I TR A RO M, K SPPS ) PROCESS V4.1 %52 /7 P X Bootstrap 25 5 & fili
5000 &5 AliHE 95% 0 B 17 X [H](Hayes, 2013).

3, W BB R BT R GG . B Model 4 A3 TAE S RE ph R AE TAEE /15 05005 & h A1
o SRR, AR 705 05 W0 53 & 00 57 ) T 235 (B = —0.11, p < 0.001); DI/ & TAERKE
MO S, A 05 S A 5 R B T 23 (B = —0.16, p < 0.001), TAEE X TAER B2 IE
IF) PO AE FH Y225 (B = 0.74, p < 0.001), LA S i SR A8 4 o =2 1) 47 1) A FH 423 (B = —0..16, p < 0.001)
(W7 2). HH, Bootstrap iR NER 95%M B A5 X A2N[0.11, 0.17], HA RO & 00N 51
52.40%.

Table 2. Mediation model test table
F2. PNIEBRINR

AR TAERREMR PR A e A0 T
B SE Boot 95% CI B SE Boot 95% CI
TAEEA 0.74™" 0.02 [0.70, 0.79] -0.11"" 0.04 [-0.18, —0.03]
TAR G E 5 -0.16"" 0.04 [-0.25, —0.07]
R’ 0.72 0.25
F 1066.69"" 70.24"
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A, KA Model 5 656 5 BE SCRF R AT 00 R/ AL R IR . R 3 45 RERY, T
VIR JI A 5K B2 SRR A AT N ) A8 EL I RE 2 3 TN AS WA B (B = —0.15, p < 0.05), IX R IR ST R &
AT RAE AR ST - TARSRBEM R - U W o B3 — A Y rponf 5 A [ A 2 20 5 A E T (L 1)

Table 3. A moderated mediation effect

= 3. BN NMER

AR R TAEREEMR DRI A B O
B SE  Boot 95% CI B SE Boot 95% CI
TAEK S -0.74™"  0.02 [0.70, 0.79] 0.66" 0.20 [0.25, 1.06]
TAERBEM TR -0.16™  0.04  [-0.23,-0.08]
FKEE LR FEITA 098"  0.15 [0.69, 1.27]
TR x FKEXFHFMEETH -0.15"  0.05 [-0.25, —0.06]
R’ 0.72 0.43
F 1066.69"" 76.28""

TAE-FRBEM R

TAEED + WS
%f&iia‘%;jiﬂiﬁiﬁ

T B R AR AL B AR AR AL

Figure 1. Research assumption model

E 1. AREmigiRs
DR ROV A AR e g S BT B R (R RS, A R BE SR R AT e T 1 AR
AT 1 ANbRifE 2 FIME3ET Bootstrap #3645 W 4 Fin, FEESCFRM FE ALK, 2. &)
FACERS, A RO HR 2 (95% Clysp [-0.12, —0.01], 95% CI,, [-0.17, —0.09], 95% Cls1sp [—0.25,
—0.14]). KL, HREATHI RN R AEER]

Table 4. System resulting data of standard experiment

= 4. FRERIE RGEEREE

B Boot SE Boot 95% CI

M—-1SD —-0.07 0.03 [-0.12,-0.11]
M —-0.13 0.02 [-0.17,-0.09]
M+ 1SD —-0.19 0.03 [-0.25,-0.14]

P AR AR UG 1k — 2D B SRR SRR R AT N IE A 1 ASFRAEZE I FORAOSIAR, AR BT S RE S
”’fﬁfﬁ‘%ﬁ”qﬁf'ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfﬁ B AR AR TRT B R R AG IR R L 7 R R SR AT R o (M +
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LSDYWIHE A, AR S35 A0 o 2 B 2 25t ) A (£ = —2.38, p < 0.05); TERECFFR EEITHN
KW — 1SDYIBHRT, TAEE ISR & B A G e, (HREGEXEKE = -7.04, p <
0.001) (1% 2).

6.000

5.000
i $ommmmm *
=l
B%III 3.000 — & 1fFSSB(M-15D)
= —&@— 5,FSSB(M+1SD)

2.000 |

1.000 1 L

fk(M-1SD) = (M+18D)
TAEE S

Figure 2. The moderating effect of family supportive supervisory beha-
vior on the relationship between work pressure and marital quality

E 2. REZHFRTEITARN TIEE HDFIEERE XRZNIFTHER

5. Wig

A 7T AT A SR R b REANAS WA B, GRE SRR AT P DL R TR o R SRR
AT lRE, TAER ) SO R RS, R MBS, B, BRE ot RAZ AR R TAER ), 5
&G B OCREAERITR, REFRAFFOSMERE S, FROTEERSH, P TAEMKER
KE, MM S S o 2 AR TE R . SRE SRR R AT R A — MR I 4 2T, W] RAAE LAE R
IS A 57 B 2 ) R 31 R A

G, FBESCRERY AT AT DA B 03 S A M AR AR LA R T R B SR R AR
FEL SCRPMRSS AN RAF ROV IEALE], P LA B 53 T S0 4 P4 AR RIS BE 0GR, AT LR A s T 0 4
QAN R SR . BN, 0 TG TAEAESS S, R DRSSPI BTIR, BBl 5 T U S
NI S22 68 s AR R (O Drriscoll et al., 2003).

HR, FBESCR R AT A B T35 58 5 T O BRAR LRI SEAR S, M PR S A B . 4 0 T2
B FERROFISRRS, AT B A& 13 R0 &, T SE AR AR T o A A0 5 v R Bk A
XA I o S R 28 0T DU iR R S22 ) (R 17 SRR IE R AN EL A SRR, AT i e A5 0 o

BEAN, SRR SCRF Y AT A ol A E 53 00 AR SRR P4, e — 0 SCB A A s . d i e it
FBE SRS R I TAE 22 HE, £ mT AT Bh 03 T 0 f A B SR e S 45 A0 TAR R g, AT TAE R
FEMPSE. Choi “5(2018)MIBH FC R I,  FESCRFA AT Jont 3 % BB (1 AR A A 0% O BDIR S B IE
mPER, BV EEAE HE TAE I SCRAT RIS B0 3 A4 7 24 52 T RENS 72 TAE AN 5K g 2 [R] HX
PPy, ARATT R 88 T A I B AT SRBE A €, BN I 2R (A AT ELAR PR, AT AR S A =

GERE, FEFFMEEIT AT MEN— AN EZW R AR, M LA 0 OS5 & 1 47 1 5
Mo XA LUT RS AR T3 O RUE R . R, T AR5 TR, R4t 7 & A
GefiR TAEE D B2 A Ao 2 1) S B SR A vk
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6. fIRENX
6.1. IIPE N

AR, USUASC R BT TU ROy R A TR BRI AR S POk Lo Mo Rt FU b ag b, A
T LA POL MBI TR B, R AR - REE R Ry rp (e A2 2 fE 3L, MM A U o B2 ) DR 3t A
BE— D PRV IS A BT A L], RS SRR AT, a3yl o MR i B TAR BRI 5 SRR, (et
IR A e 5 R, A T BRI 5 B SR (I AR 0

6.2. METN

USTAR A IORSE R T B I B O REA TR, I RIS AR AR A B fRIE 52 ma 43S A TAE . 1
LA B S A WA L P A R S R R 37 BT, IR 2R A AR SRR R M DR 3OS S R ) B Ol B e LA B
PRILECEE SO

7. &Eig

1) A Hs ot B 2 1 0 408 o e LA i i T £
2) TAE - ZBErhRAE TAE I S U5 I & 2 Tk A AP A
3) SRBESCHRFR A AT AT DAY S A e o Y 2 Ak A 40 o 8 1) T

SE3Hk
F5(2011). £ EA GO L8 B STUERT . FFEGF (1), 63-71+496.
WS, T, MREQ012). FHIRK R T FH —— R E LR RET AN, B, (22), 57.

ZEUE, BAR)1(2020). TAFE-SKBEM AT AR S5 Ml 573 A 35 i e B RO S SR B S R RLAT S 5 i bR I . 2 Ul
MO PG, 28(4), 783-787.

ZFH21(2009). Wi & IR QS LHIT TAR R F7 . K51 SIS MM E RN L. F/CHE 5L, (5), 16-19.

ZFHIE(2010). AHAARIK . WSUIATAE . WIS 5 H/NEIE AT E WA R R, A GO B4, 18(3),
363-365, 368.

WO, TR, HEA.(2004). TAEE R, /A FE IR EAFIFR), 3(1), 76-79.

2 X 55(2015). WA TAERBEM R ALIR. /L F BT B FhE IR, 27(4), 44-49.

TR5EA5(2016). SEHE L FFI L E AT 400 d 1L EGERCHT 72 m REAEFPLAIEFIE. WA EA0R S, B SErmie K.
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