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Abstract: Counter-productive behavior and its serious consequences of employees have attracted the atten-
tion of domestic and foreign scholars. This study analyzed 167 valid samples from state-owned companies
and the results showed that: 1) Psychologica contract violation of employees had a significant positive im-
pact on the occurrence of counter-productive behavior; 2) Psychological capital of employees predicted nega-
tively the occurrence of counter-productive behavior; 3) Psychological capital of employees played a signi-
ficant negative moderating effect on the relationship between psychological contract violation and counter-
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productive behavior.
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1. 518

S 4 77 47 4 (Counterproductive Behavior) £ 4 %,
MR A SRR ERRN R —, 5l TR
EeTH: EFARREESTR BT AR RN L

YESA T AT WETT(70972107); FFfA: BRUEEG PYJIRSE 211
TREIUH R
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2 B S T ) v P AL (FRe s, ™ 3CAE, 2008).
Bt B 22 DR Al e, A Ml 2 7 AT
Wsege. VAR, NFHIZRRS, )
[ 4> 03 TS T BB AEL, IWHRERA BT E
TR, RIET TOHEBL) . 24 0 TR OB R
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XA A, AR L Wk
BILAERAEFAT N AHAR G T BB 57 2
FAARM LA, WRSEEATRIRIA, s P,
SOMRIRIAE, AT REAR A s AR BERT D, b 3
PRI 32 3 BB - H T0 51 A R A AT . BB
OBEGRACH] DU R PRAR O PR A 1 A2 . SR,
245 AR T LA ST DB R 28T L DB R
5 RAEFAT NIRRT N, WBLSERE, K
AT N BA IR YE, PREER T OB 3224 1
AL B BEA S A AT N RO RE M A F R A B 2
WAL E L.

2. Xk
2.1. REFITARNEEGE

211 REFETRNAMNE

Mangione & Quinn T 1975 5 — kAR H e 4277
ITRRES, R R TH—FAERNERR, 50T
RN I TAE RIS WK B 05 R 23 14T M
(Michael, Remus, & Johnson, 2006)# 57 & N i T4
ECR IS S LA . P 2 2R 5 5 HBHAG 2 2R
#t HARHI1T A (Michael, Remus, & Johnson, 2006). .
SERAEFEAT AR, ATAGRW R = AN 1) AR
T—RAIBEENAT A, &0 TAEBMHT A 2)
A TEMEE, &4 NI TAEIRR B dhkE
BN ¥ il ¥ 3 32 1) — R 75 20 (Bebbett & Robinson,
2000; Michael, Remus, & Johnson, 2006); 3) 145 ABx
Fa IR ), A AR B A NE MR 1
IS A B B4 s TS I — L 2 2R
Mg, REALMEEFR.

212 REFITAMS A

RAEFAAT RIS R T, AR TBRARATNZ
IR e R, 4% [ S o S A AT R 43 S 7 1 A
N 1.

213 REATANMEEE

Spector & Fox(1999) W\ N AR I EE S 25
X AL 2R = ) P BRI s i AR ] rh R B T
VEANH 275 R R T8 5347 9 (Spector & Fox, 1999).
Martinko, Gundlach, & Dougla(2002)#% 4= 747 A KT
RARE AR R/ MERHMER = W E .
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BRI G 4655 NSRS & S8 R R &, .
HLERANT HAETT Folb B, ARG SE S 3
BRI He A R I (Mark J. Martinko, 2002) .
Vivian, Wing, & Jane(2002)7F I IERl_F 478 T H A
FATAERZE, Hrp, “AHNE": ALEREPEE
R, B TR, HEV5E. FHRXUTHX R
& “TAERER”: TAESERSSRHEA R R, A4
TAREREME. TAERRARRE .. TAEA F M5 (Vivian,
Wing, & Jane, 2002).

214, REFTRAERERNES

Martinko, Gundlach & Dougla (2002)i\ ) 4 7=
ITRRIERFARE RN R, BERUGER R R T
ERFEERE N ANER B NAIERE, JHR D 5t
PRI AN MAR ZONAT R AR, DA 2N R R A v
AR, DUSRAAT A E NS AR B RIS (Spec-
tor & Fox, 1999).

B 1 B i 52 TR AR S R R 2 g A B«
1) ATXERERIATIEN, WAL TIEE

&, PPN ER G A TR R IR EA-FA R 2) xR
&l FBEAT IFEL, VA PRI 52 38 A PR 35 1 52 1 (s )
M PG ZE4E), ARSE R 2 RS g AT N
(Spector & Fox, 1999). [FIfF, FiRRFTFRIR 16 R
AGETT AR B G &R, XA MR
WA, E—RIGRRE L T R E
(Mark J. Martinko, 2002) .

% BRI R K, AR SRR TR 2N
AR PR S AE AT 9. B L R0 B SRSl
WE RN HLUEE [OBERRAN SR, o
2 e BT B L AR AT 9 B R R AR

5
i

il )

2.2 ILIBRAFE N RE TR EHR

Oy HE 32213 75 (Psychology Contract Violation) &
R TEOH FMREEHS. NMEEAL. WS E
SRER, FLE ALl 45 (I B (Vivian, Wing, & Jane,
2003; #7%, 2004). Turnley & Feldman(2000)ik AL
PRLEY S, 2 FECEE IR R T A BRI
RH TSk E T, XIEH, 2008). K&
ZIH T SR AR OB X R T A N
MW HEURE. TAEWREK. BHAT R 2T
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Table 1. Classification study of counter-productive behavior
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X 87 AMST AT AT T RENLHAE T 00T, 453 10 AR AEFHAT ORI fareiiT e, BRI
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Figure 1. Causal reasoning model of Martinko, Gundlach & Douglas
1. Martinko, Gundlach & Douglas BY[E RiEFR{ER

N BERFAT g B HR IR A S SR L AT N W
SI (Spector & Fox, 2001). ¥ EiRk 737, A HHAHE
A TAERZBOERLEE LG, TR i X221
B A AR AT I AR . st id, R
TR RLE Y 2 5 HRAE AT R 0 %)
M IEAH R R R
2.3 ILEBEAXN TSGR R E 1T AN F

R

O FE A (Psychological Capital Appreciation), /&
P AR TE K AN R o R R TR HE SR ) — Ff ARG 0
HURAS, RN 1A 2 AR — Rz 00 2
R, RN AR KSR T O BRI
Luthans, Avolio & Youssef(2005, 2006):¥ 0 FH #5 4 5
&N TR O BRZAS YA 7T - 1) Re b &Pk
VERIMESS, BURAHESS T LSk i) B AR 2)
XoF EIAE AR A SR 1) Dy DA RRURR 25 B AR 8] ) A U 5
3) BREAMMRHI A H bR, B REUE [E] AR A
BRI T AT G 4) IS5, KRR RRIE H g
% AR PR A8 T ok 2 BA B AR T ) R 9K (Fred,
2006). Avey, Patera & West (2006) I 7t & FiL 0o P %
A% HIE LA R AR B IREREN T . BHUT AH BRI
TIEH (Avey, Patera & West, 2006) 1l i & A1 55 BRAT Ay
T B TAE T R A2 AT N, RO HE B AR
TAEG R AT RZ B VIR R o, K&

18

SCHRAORIF TS R B 53 RO B BEASANN AT DA 5
R TAERSEERAT N, 5 ] e im i =5 /e X
FTRPEA R . Cole(2006) A H 0 B B8 AN 2Rl 53 T
PR W = S B M AT N G R B T ITTER, O
BT AER = A T, A R BN AT vz ]
f) 5% Z2 ik %% (Cole, 2006). WL F 53 ARG AR AR 1
4, AT IR RIEHE, EM015 Tz
WY B FEE TR S B A N H A
TEHETAMER . AREMR R, HAKS T H R
BRI IR, W B X IS I, M
T FEAI AT R AT M B R AR 28 (EJfE &, 2007 fif
FRIE, 2007). B OFRRAS K B LA BB E
BB B UG 24T, i IR R AR, e
BPRILATIIEZE, Wb RAFAAT NRIRE . kAT e
{7 B I ORI iR 7 Ny = RIS B ZEA PR e g
ESHRAEFITAREREZ MK EE —E %
FE P A

2.4, BRigER

FRAE DL EERAR AT, ASCHR H DL B SRR A A B
Wik, WK 2 .

WERTR, 5RO 322038 B B e L
RAFATH, HOEBEAREEERT RAEFTH, [
B TR T 0 B 3R 238 1 I AR AT NI RS . F
I, AHFTUER LA AR R
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Figure 2. Sudy model
E 2. FiiEE

H1: 53 TR LB RAE IR 5 R AT K
AR R IEA G, BB T A0 B B2 R B
H AP AT N IRE R o AR R T -

Hla: S THILERAE R K2 S HOHRYET

NREREE B IR
Hib: 51 THGBERL)E T K2 5 H A PR ST
NREREE B IR

Hlc: 01 THCBRB2L) 8 K2 5 H X TAREAT
NRAEFEE RIEA G,

H2: 51 TR OB BEARE H AT AR AR 2
FUAHSG, BUOL LR OB B A S, HORA AT AR
FERRAR . BARDRBEA T

H2a: 51 THO BB A 5 H O BIR 447 v R AE R

JE ARG

H2b: G L0 BEA S HA BLR 4517 R B
JE 5 AR G

H2c: 01 THO BG4 5 H R L TARAT MR AEFE
2K

H3: 0 LGOI AR O RS RS
&i#ﬁﬁkiﬁ&z@%%%ﬁ*m%%%ﬁﬁv
PER, BRI R3 TR OB B AR, o0 B3 2 1 K
ZRRAFAT R RAEFR G RS . AR ERE
Wr:

H3a: 57 T B AN OB ) i 15 TR R
HOMBRAEAT AR AERR 2 I O6 R — € IR
WEH

H3b: 53 T (10 3 T A 00 3 3L T 15 RS2 R
A REAT AR AERRE 2 IR R — € R
TAER

H3c: 5 T B 8 AN OB L) 35 15 K2 2

ft

W

Copyright © 2012 Hanspub

SRS TARAT R AR L Z T R 3R — 5 I SR Atk
PAHER .

3. BBl

AW FCRBOT B 72, 0 E A Al 5 T
ROBORAE 0] 36, ASHIE 78 s AR 25 250 43, [R1 200
iy, RN 80%, FHr 100 4 B 1 1) 365K 1 %
BEE PN Rl PTEI S Ak 85 4y R 4R 7]
Bk BB =R HA 15 Graui Gk 5
B BRACRIH R AN X [EE 200 414, DAME
Zr SE RV NS B C R A bR, LA BRE 4 33
fy, 13 BIA R & 167 4y (3R 2).

4. METHR

AR SR EEAT AR O
AR, OHEBABEER. TS RE~T jj
e

1) LR ER: KM Kickul (2001)% A\ 4
(1 R. Kickul, 2001) 6 5 &£ (2005)%H 12 1 H SRR B
A RRA@ERE, 2005). ZmEIL 26 8, TR
B NXF 26 T2 SR v 13 R R B REAT VAR - 19145 K

A RS St L ARERAEE A2 . 6 R TR
W T AR o z:%zﬂ%%ﬁﬁfimaé} BV J 2 TG,
HBRAE TR . ARERKE YRR, ,\ﬁﬁﬂ

a%ﬁﬁa%L

2) RAEFATNER: i H Lehman & Simpson
(1992) % il (I 7E HRAT A £ 3% (Sandra & Bennett, 1995)
b5 AR TR R S UT NS, OB SEAT
N(Psychological withdrawal behavior)(] 8 i& @1, 4
B 4517 N (Physical withdrawal behavior) (] 4 ii [ I

Hﬂﬂﬂ \1>¢
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Table 2. Description analysis of the effective sample
* 2. BYHEANERG R

5 AR HRIE (%) R (%)
£ 72 436 436
L5
93 56.4 100
Y/ 93 57.1 57.1
USRS
ES] 70 429 100
20~25 ¥ 51 305 305
25~30 ¥ 53 317 62.2
RS
30~40 ¥ 38 22.8 85
40 %L b 25 15.0 100
KERLT 65 39.2 39.2
: A 91 54.8 94.0
7
fifi+: 9 5.4 99.4
i+ 1 0.6 100
—JRHR R 122 731 73.1
. R 23 138 86.8
HAhs )
HEEE 19 114 98.2
mEFE 3 18 100
JERAT L 92 55.1 55.1
- AT 63 37.7 92.8
A7k R o
SRtk 5 3.0 95.8
24T 7 4.2 100

LR %F 37 T A 47 M (Antagonistic work behavior) ) 5 i&
RRIE AT TR AE = AT AR A fa s WG48
NRAFEERHZ RN Mo LARERNCEAR, 6
NREFEBREE. BRIOEWER RECN 0.757, ik
DR ARAT N AEEIRGRAT N SO TARIT A=A
YERE I v B G Ry 0.784, 0.76, 0.705.
3) LEETEAER: i H Luthans, Youssef & Avolio
(2006) i) 02 P 5 A< 5 % (Avey, Patera, & West, 2006), i%
ERAENANGERE: AfF. A2 S0 B9, 84
WA 6 ML, &R RS s 1R
REFAFRE. 6 HRRIEFFEE. ERMCHER
F2H0N 0911, HbEE. AL RO REIPYAYE
J5£ 1) B B 2 250539 4 0.859.,.0.821.,0.752 1 0.764.

5. WFRER
51. ENMNEENHERMES T HHAEXS T

AW FU %A B A T SR 0 A DL R AR R
Z 1) PR B2 R AR 55 53 e 4 R L3R 3.
SRR LHEBLEY E05 RAEPT AL

20

B IEM(r = 0.303**), F 5t 4h B3 7Bk H:
OB S RAEAT A IEFRAKK R, BIRT
OB R LR Bk E, R AR AT O IR AR AR
e MRAFAAT RSN EERE, OERAEES
OILRAAT AR B IEAR, Hlaf2lESs, HE4
HURAEAT NAUN S TARAT N4 FIM AN 3, Hlb
5 Hlc RAFENESE, A EATZ A A5 77 18] 2 5 i
FABR A — W IE KR

OB AR 5 R A AT N B Z AR AE B 3
A G (r =-0.316**), WFIT 45 RSB ® H2: A T
(P00 BARZS ARG, S AR P AT IR EERRAG. AAR
AEFEAT NS YEE R, O AR AR RE DL A
oy 50 HIR 44T R 2 (A7 AE — B0 6 ) 2 2 A 5K,
H2a 13 2ESE, (H-54: BB YEAT AN S TAEAT N2
B A SR8 RANEL ., H2b 5 H2e RAGFESE, At
EATTZ A T7 T2 ST AR A — B U e R

5.2. 1WERRLAFE R K E T REVIS T
PRSI Rl 2200, WIS, 1RO
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Table 3. Mean, variance and correlation coefficient

®3 FLEEHE. FEMBEXRR

M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 Afs 42311  0.85212
2. FWH 43479  0.72848 0.681**
3. R 42969  0.67782 0.405**  0.488**
4. 1) 45957  0.67918 0.462**  0.647** (0.517**
5. LI A 43521  0.59894 0.818** 0.881** 0.726**  0.809**
6 LEIRLEY 32592 079993  —0.350%* —0.370** —0.330** —0.449** —0.454**
7. OHLRGAT A 1.8457 051792  -0.337** —0.411** —0.365** -0.307** -0.430** 0.338**
8. AHLBYEIT AN 22679 069875 0054 0014 0019 0077 -0039 0.101 0.000
9. Xt TARAT A 16287 070703 0014 0052  0.004 0103 -0.040 0.068 0.000  0.000
10. RAEFAATH 16744 064671  —0.254** —0.249** —0.244** —0.296** —0.316** 0.303** 0.653** 0.568** 0.501**
**P < 0,01, *P < 0.05.
Table 4. Regression analysis of psychological contract violation on counter -productive behavion.
= 4. LDEBRAFE I RETANEEAS T
LHELRAFAT N AEHLRARAT R XL TARAT A AFEAT R
B kR
USRI 0.219 0.145 0.116 0.092 -0.052 -0.094 0.179 0.098
IR 0.014 -0.013 -0.029 -0.038 0.121 0.106 0.051 0.022
= -0.096 -0.110 -0.085 -0.089 -0.220* —0.228** -0.215* —0.231**
i -0.175* -0.141 -0.060 -0.049 0.108 0.127 -0.093 -0.055
B FRON
DR EY 0.288** 0.091 0.163 0.313**
R? 0.057 0.130 0.025 0.033 0.123 0.148 0.060 0.151
AR? 0.085 0.077 0.025 0.008 0.123 0.025 0.060 0.091
F4iit& 3.045* 5.021%* 0.852 0.887 4,594** 4.503** 2.108 4636

WE: **P<0.01; *P < 0.05; Beta Ihrdift ZH.

PR AL 1 B2 IR AR PR AT R R AR AR B R B UE 43 A
s e R 4.

SERFEN: ﬁiaﬁiuﬁﬁé@ﬁ%@%xﬁfiiﬁﬁ
A S35 1 IE [ TN E (Beta = 0.313**, p < 0.01); H
DT 0 B 3 24 345 Y B2 ki ,\}iiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁfrﬂ*
B, IXFEARSCRE T UG H

T, WRAETFAT RSN RE: RO
H 20 38 15 B2 0 0 BB 4 AT AT B3 I IE [ T
JAEF (Beta = 0.288**, p < 0.01), Hlaf3#HESE, i
o A BB 44T R ST T AEAT 2 a4 B A IA )
i F K F (Beta= 0.091, Beta= 0.163, p > 0.05), H1b
5 Hic RABFNESL, (R 5 565 R % HL &
—HMIERX R,

5.3 IMEFEAX K AE T ARV

PERASARIRIL . FFRERIER S48 N 2R B, DL IR
THLEREAME AR, DURA AT NS AAYE
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FERRAR &, FATEASHT, 4R WK 5.

G0 TP o0 B ARG L R AR PR AT N AT AE 3 1 AR
] 40 (Beta = —0.285**, p < 0.01), iXFEA L FHE %
H2, B TR ERA RN, HRA 217 NI
FERRAG

A, IWIRAETAT NI S A YEE R 1 LG
PR B8 A A O O BB 44T A 2 B AR 0 A A
(Beta=—0.355**, p< 0.01), H2afSFiFse, oA H
ARG AT A MO L TAEAT 9 ) s ma VR A IS 21 45 3 1
JKF (Beta=-0.018, Beta= -0.102, p > 0.05), H2b 5
H2c RAGFRNESE, AN Hggma 7w 5 Fe s & —i%
AR KRR

54 LEFASLERAFEHOXEFAXMNR
F TR RS

NI R H3, BOHEEANOHERAEY S
RAFHATRNZ AR ZRETER, KRR R, A

21
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Table 5. Regression analysis of psychological capital on counter-productive behavior
5. ILEBHEAR R E T RFMAE VA

OELRART A A BLRARIT A Xt SETAEAT N RAFEATH
STEPL: #=filA8 &

O AR 0.374* 0.288%* 0.119 0.115 -0.016 -0.130 0.253* 0.184

G 0.065 0.025 -0.047 -0.049 0.105 0.094 0.066 0.034
] -0.192 —0.164* -0.070 -0.068 —0.202* -0.194* -0.260%* —0.238¢*

B4 -0.118 -0.058 -0.041 -0.038 0.101 0.118 -0.048 0.000

STEP2: ML

INSZE7 /N ~0.355%* -0.018 -0.102 —0.285**

R? 0.126 0.244 0.026 0.026 0.133 0.142 0.074 0.150

AR? 0.126 0.118 0.026 0.000 0.133 0.010 0.074 0.076

F it 5.504** 8.962+ 0.924 0.742 5.534%* 4.615** 2.811* 4.094**

**P<0.01; *P <0.05; Beta Abrififb R%L.

ZR A NN 5 1 154 FH A )0 (U A8 8%, 2005), 3L
THT SANEIAREAL BEAL 1 AR AR (S it g 1) AR
o MR 2/ 3BT A AT N, BN 0 B Y i
T DERE AR E R, DL IE OB B AR A
Xf COBRAEERZ - RAEFATN” ZHRRA
WER .

BERY 4 FORSEAY 5 £ O FLR AR 4T 3G 0 7 0 B 32
)BT LB AR AT, DAGG IR O B B A
AR CLEIRLZET - OHEEBAETN” 2 IAE T
EH, SR NE 6.

X FOREARL 1 FOASEAY 2 B 36N T O R
X—AFE)h, HAKONIEH R Beta = 0.211**, P <
0.01), 5B O HERLH T X A P2 AT N B34 I IE ]
oM, FEAEWE HL. XL 2 fifsis 3 K. 4
nrCHBEAR—TEE, HARHCHH HEEBea=
-0.164*, P < 0.05), ¥iHOBETEANS A2 4T A i
FSEIIE A, AR H2. B2, OHRLETY
50 FR B AR SR AR IR HOA 1A 2.3 (Beta = —0.089,
P>0.1), ¥t OEEAST DI RLAEE 5 R AEFT N
Z AR E R R, S H3 RfF.

Xof FRRRL 4 FOASEAY 5 B 360 T OB B A X —
BEfh, HABONH H R (Beta = -0.316%*, P <
0.01), i BALFE A O LR GEAT A B3 A Y
Wiy, [ A O 3 B2 245 7Y 5 0 B R A R SR R IR BN £
H.i % (Beta= —-0.222*, P < 0.05), ¥iH] /L FHBE AR 0
HRLE Y 50 BRI AT N A 235 0 S R
ER, Fr&fEd H3a, MR H3 1531365 3K

22

N T S EM S G BB AR ORGSR S
OHERAAT N B R TER, vk, kBT E
P, ARG AR 2 — AR AEZE ) XA A
—4, AT HEATEE, it RS TR
TARRKARER,

K 3R LBEB AL AT 5 OB IR
TR AR A R TR . g, BESE 5 A0
HRLE TR G55, OO BLERGET N L 1B
o, ARCr B BE A O3 LB RO B B A D1 L0 LR
HifT NRERE w,  ELAE N A TR

PAEp ik, JREOBEBAR L RAEE S
FAEFAT NI E AR E, EXLE RS
W5 AT N O BB AR AT 9 Y P AR AE 2 2 1) B
FIE TN, XAE— @R LI 1R H3.

6. Lit5R=

AHEFOR A 57 L H F ik, 3R 7o BRI
W LEBEARS AT NZIERRR, 4iRERY:
O R BRL T RS S A AT O BT I AR A
LB B A N EAT G SN E AT, OB BEAR O3
RLNETE RS RAEFAT N B IR R T T 5
PAHER

i AR R, AT As BRI 53 T A 2R
AT AR S TARAT s E AN 2%, AT REAT N
ANRE B R B R T AL SRV, B
X H ST 2 R 5 h T AR AT
AR S TARAT 9 ) S P R B b BB 4 AT 9 B
NGB, Tk AE 57 3h % R R TT, HAL
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Table 6. Regression analysis of psychological capital asa moderator
* 6. (LEARFOERAFTEMREZITANETSIERERAS

AL Hifl2 HiAI3 B4 Bl
A AR RAFATH RAFATH OIIBSETA LHEGRAEITA

e 1.616** 1.298** 2.105** 1.420** 2.883**

B HRARL 0.226* 0.133 0.183 0.326%* 0.469**
R 0.051 0.005 0.005 -0.010 -0.016
=i -0.149* —0.205** -0.231 -0.217 —0.264%*

[R5 -0.046 -0.027 -0.010 -0.092 -0.064

7l 2k 0.027 0.002 -0.003 -0.040 -0.037
OIRLEY 0.211** 0.161* 0.301** 0.200*
INSLERN -0.164* —0.316**
INSZE PGt LTS LN -0.089 -0.222*

R? 0.100 0.181 0.215 278 0.354

AR? 0.054 0.132 0.154 0.235 0.304
F4it & 2.188 3.688** 3.509** 6.534** 7.115+*

**P < 0,01; *P <0.05; Beta Ntr#ifk 2%

3
25
’L‘)
EE 2 -__ .
B
@ 1.5 =L OIETR
17 - == R
N
0.5 -
0 T

IR TT OB T

Figure 3. Psychological capital asa moderator between psychological contract violation and counter-productive behavio

E3. LEFEABHOERYTE S BEREITHZ BXFNTEE

NHIERM T G7sh#FH) KIS %, AhTam¥ibs, 5T
S AR, WR DL SRR S A AT v (U0 BRI [R]
AAIY, T ANERER I HS EE B ) AR AT O

KOFFIA R ZAL: G A 2RI T H 3K
WEik, WA ISRV, ek BT
Py I AT TR 2 G B AT E AT Ak
AL, AR TR EREE, Sz 5 AR A
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