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Abstract

Although career success and subjective well-being has been paid close extensive attention, the
mechanism between them is seldomly discussed. In order to explore the impact of the career suc-
cess on the subjective well-being (SWB) of laborers, data were collected from 3302 Chinese labor-
ers by survey. As the result showed, firstly, objective career success (0CS) and subjective career
success (SCS) had significant positive effect on laborers’ well-being. Secondly, income satisfaction
and social status satisfaction played a full intermediary role between OCS and SWB, however, SCS’s
positive effect on SWB is partial mediated by income satisfaction and social status satisfaction. In
addition, results of total effect-moderation-model analysis suggested identity salience of family
significantly moderated the relationship between OCS/SCS and SWB. Overall, the result suggests
that career success, including OCS and SCS, interrelated laborers’ well-being not through an in-
strumental process of need satisfaction, but also this process is moderated by laborer’s identity
salience of family; making career success does not necessarily open the door of well-being.
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VERREARTZEAT T SHEAHT . ABTE S A SRR S PR TER 7k, #8667 A DRI RRK
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1. 3]

sEf LA R SCRTA N, SR NSRRI B AR 3T KRR, 248 R AN A0 e —
F bR, 2 i E2H HAR(Ng, 1996). RIS T2 5 AR AR, AT T AL H BRI A 2 1 e,
Ao 9 EE R ) T B T R S AR O AN B SRR, BT 22 R PR A 4 i VL 2 0y &y 3
EEHR NMVEFSE MK, 88w A I # w2 B AW R — AN 7T, SEA,
AEFER. TR (BB o (EEMITMSR) SHERZan, XEEMM. —rE, EANREs
WKL TIRAS R, X R EY), A “ZB. L8 EATH” BT I
HIbRE, WEONVEZ AR “3ER7

A% G AR O A E LR SRR IIFI . R KRB “B T3 AR o “HiEAR. B
mEY” , EXES CERAR, HEFW , BREK CRBEONKH, BEAL” o R, RIMEFH
FATPEAO [J A 7 G (e, T E 3R E A G B 2E 1o 2ih iy, Buith o Bt R R
S E S AH0ETRH, BIFUHE AT BT AR, BT AL, B Z e EN
SECHT I, 2007) . T 24 AT SR A D v B, S ELHIE AR 1 b S A5 37 (0 2R (P B 44 2013).
iR T Zou I ENL,  Eh R BER — R PP ARR AR A B AN, VPRI T, B
HRETEFF B I AT R I O 2232, 2013) o X TS JE IR AL, BR 17 AT 22 DA K DRI AR R A B o 2 5h
X O S AR ] 4 REAT R N7 3h 3 e AR KN T IE Rz B, It AN E BN T, 4R
PRI SEAR 1T, XA [ GR AT EEAY EE R R PR R R “ A7 s,
T H T N0 58 U PR S o EOR B AT LS R S

][l
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PR Rl Dl — E 2 A 28 A S s ) — AN B R . AR =R e, WO s D s e e =F
B MU PRHER, BOLE Dy dad LR, B BhRiE, B0 K R s iR 2 AR AE A T AR HE S A
M2 ot britE. 51k, KT B0 D) 52 45 SR B 9T 2 3 fl 2D (Greenhaus & Kossek, 2014; Ab-
cle-Brehm, 2014), b-T-HRMV BTl 5 0 SEAR R 1K) A EATL ) SE A B vt o 017 6T 9 0 1 SR 3 225GV E HR
T G RE R  m R 2, R 2 # A B BRI — AN RS & (Dries %5, 12, 51 HEH%E, 2014), X
KT PR ERR S — A SRR S D st A2 HRMY A Jg 5 8 RV f 2% B AR NGB SR (FR %,
2014). AATEIA, JESRENV I B T BeE Y Bk A e AR TG K B, BRI 2 AR 45k
FIgE R, EREEA E FERANE B bR(Diener & Biswas-Diener 2002; Fredrickson 2001; Gable & Haidt
2005). [RItE,  HRNV R DIXS 57 80 5 SEAR A T 20 2 AR FHALHZ BRI 2 S a4 A 25 10 7 1 1) 2

N NHCERFT AU IIAE A2 SR, DOV RRIITRR . KEE T M AR AR 3 SO R B 230tk
) ZLRFAE (Fu, Wu, Yang, & Ye, 2008). fEHE LSy, TAEBM A SIS RE 5TAE A ZR 1) T A (Redding,
Norman, & Schlander, 1994), BRI B 2% H A2 245 7 oK B 2 I 2R 2 A1 & (Ralston et al., 2008).
AW TR Y BTN 55 3)) #5248 B B S MG B8 — M SO AN AL 2 O B A B A R o RO Rl Dy ik i
RN A2 AL SNSRI TR, T SR AR R o SKRE By o R U 2 AT AR S B AR
HrpEfEg e, AR T BRI F L]

BT ERER, AAEEEREWS: £—, TP I 57 30 #F 248 B AR m; 56, &
WP R BV AL, B S HRN Y s Dl A 2 S R M 8 Dy e 7 e o ST N i PR I e S i 255 52 () XA
il A2 57 3l 35 e pmiE, DL K BE S Bt s i AR R R A . DRk, A el A
CA B TR ZKEE S ™ s DA R AR B B 5 STUE R 7, $RH R A il s HORA B A SR
K I 75 DA SR AL EE s B Ja X AR FE I B DR AN S BRAN B IEAT 8, R ARk 7 7 W .

2. BREImS KRR
2.1. BRI SRR

2.1.1. BREREThEVIBiC & R S B & AE

ROl B Il (career success), HFRONERNAJER T, F8MATE TAE AR IZHTAR R BRI AR 100 B A2
HUA5-5 AR A 2 (1 sk (Seibert, Grant, & Kraimer, 1999). £ 582 Tk 2 5 AR B AR 5 R I 28 A1 R
J&, BV R Th AR BIVPAN AR UE LR 7 1 ER A 5 6 58 A A R 2 PR T A BROLL FE 38 31 24 AR L B S . 7R
I IVPAN bR dE b, B 2RI S ehridE, BIOLZEGRE N 2o ARHE(in &S 0
FRUEIIZE Ao 9111, Sturges (1999)F1 Nabi (200 1) A BRI B Th/EL B AR B T AN P 3B s Sh AN 5 Arthur,
Khapova I Wilderom (2005)IA A HRIE B DA 5 2 W D AN 2 0 s D A4 B s Hennequin A A HRIE A Y)
R ANZRRNGER, A PENER . ORI RS IR TH(2007) . 7ESEIERF U, Bk &Ih4
B X 5 R R R B T AN 3 AR M R )

2 RV B T & AR S ME B AL 2 A E FI AR AE VRN B sy, R A i B SR AR A FE N . BRIV AT
Sk B TR A BE J1(Abele & Spurk 2009; Heslin, 2003, Heslin 2005; Judge et al., 1995; Ng et al., 2005;
Spurk & Abele 201 1) FWLHMY DR A MO 1) BB SZ VA (R R DD, 3 B2 R Ay B 4 o 2 IR 6 AP
TAEWEE . TAE-FEE5: R (Judge et al., 1995; Eby, Butts, & Lockwood, 2003). 7o/ &8, FWERV R
I 52 M R Th 2 18] Ik 9% 28R 0.28 (Abele et al., 2014). Seibert & Kraimer (2001)IA, ZEHLHR
BTN 22 50 A B BT, AEL: 32 ER T A4 et 22 0 A S ATLadE i (2 i B W R A ) (Abele et
al., 2011; Boehm & Lyubomirsky, 2008; Hall & Chandler, 2005), Pi3 2 [8]/& 0] G & AH BLRZMA 1 . MG A
FRE, MEWALEER . BUWTNL I m R 2= o LUEG A 2- N E L N J3EAR AME 7 R A1 21
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TR 4 FPRA(Ng et al., 2005)e EMBNERIIN 54 N O TAESIHL. MEER . JIRERE. H& K
4% HELUR TAE SRS 6 PR R B UM X (Ng & Feldma, 2014).

2.1.2. BRI EETh 555 ahEEEmk

P E SEAR G, NATTARE 151 7 (R R oHE 0 JHC A 35 i 2 R A VP A, 50 FH ke P 4 1 2 ] A Ak (Frey &
Stutzer, 2002). HM Wilson (1967)k% | (AMFEMRPIAERKEZERY —HLLK, AMIRGHERE T 24881
FFIEIAS 7 MR . B TR W IO MR, BE . SPRIRGLEEN DR ER, BRI SR
PR OB BT AR TEAN A R 3R ARG IE SO S AR IR IS R R (GRS, 2012)0 SSRE, SEAR BRI R0
I AT LA AU s D NFHIE . R EESESES . ABRKRR. WA LA 2
L Fh SR (AN Dolan, Peasgood, & White, 2008). HRMVARIHEE K EIANZEMH A, BT URAN . FHFFHR
RIS, WA NI R R . v R . BOR RS OIS IhTER, X 57 8% ARk
BAEERW,

MBI S, NI B BI$8hR 2 —(Judge, 2009; Judge & Cable 2004; Kammey-
er-Mueller et al., 2008; Seibert & Kraimer 2001). FTIEAX TR A, BN TR I, INESE &R MET
I (38 PR R o A S SR 7R B, IR, AT SEAR S AR B R (Diener & Biswas-Diener, 2002;
Frey & Stutzer, 2002; Pinquart & So rensen, 2000). Saris (2001)X 8 2 By B9\ [0 0F 70 R 0, WS AE TS =
BE RS IE A . WRKF) I (Marks & Fleming, 1999)fIHF 78 15 RIS LUK 45 5 . Pinquart A1 Sorensen
(2000) 1) 7553 Bt 2 BT, USTNSKoF S s JE PR 5 00 T 1), R R i 1 5K, AN KT A i 2 FEE TR AH R R EBCH 0,36,
T 7E &35 B 5K P2 26 RECE /N (Howell & Howell 2008). 7847 EAHF KB R T, ASCGANE WA
WA BT 3k 57 8 7 S AR 5 Tt

UMY DT &, AR AR 2 A e MR sl D i) = S 4R br . BRI R S

S RNV AR R VIR G, 1 TAER R R 557 303 A i (O HR ML AR O 60 6Bk . * A ah, SEmIE Il &0
BhR RS SR AR TR R R, DARON AR S S A T SR, TR SRBE . R A A A v AU ) 0
(Lyubomirsky et al., 2005; Campell et al., 1976). Ja&i@id “H R E” 2% (bottom-up effect)§Z M Hi 4
AR R ROV A FE R T AR AR R A R R, AR — R R R W A 57 B I A A R R
KEWFFERNT, BRMV I 5 B 5 4 35 T 3 BF IE A% (Lounsbury et al., 2004; Leunget al., 2011). LA i & 1
JEAHT R (Bowling et al., 2010), LAE&E54EEFHREE MR RECN 048, Ft, ARSCARNEMR
ROV B D A v 14 575 2 7t 5 A e v P SE A UK

T BRI, AW R

Hla: ZOUHRY R Dyat S48 BB A 2 1 1E A R

H2a: FMHRNY D0 S AR R AT 35 1 IR [ 5

2.2. BRAKRRTH. TRFESFER

2.2.1. WABBERNPER

ST TAER) B IAE T AW B EHRFA 2 A /] (55, 2013), 5533 1 75 Rl R 2 —— WO R
A 25 1 (7 305 e B —— A g A% i 1 PR s D SERR IR B REME . BFFLERNT, WO\ 5 SEAR IR TR Ok R A2 3F
ANER) . FEONBURIS, WS SR B SR, T NI B — B K G, WS AR |
AHRVER FTBAK(Frey & Stutzer 2002). fERIEEZR, WN53EAEEZ 8] F: A FE(Diener & Biswas-Diener
" TREMES, SR SRS, MURIRG S R AR A WIS S e iR ARG o 3 TR, A TCA—Fi S,

XS RRAE LA S W5 5h 2 R (e.g., Thorndike 1963; Keller et al., 2014),
xFRETNE, TAEHEEENEWIRN RIS RAEFR A EE . ST R s, KA IO 25 e O T 3 oG .
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2002; Easterlin et al., 2010, 2012)o ARICINNY, HRE AT S B SSBA R IR D) S bran T, 172 A4l
X BV T 72 15 76 2 FL 7 SR I vEAT

WO\ 755 B R 55 Bl 3 % H DS BRSNS T i BRARCIR S 2 TR A LU VA o 5 L AR AU P AR 25 2 35 T
Wi WAL’ (4 f & PO, 2004; AJ5HE & S, 2013). A IRWNIH R RE BT 7T AT LGB
W3 Festinger 32 tH 4L 2 LR, 1) Adams [F AP BRSO ELHER) 7 —ASH s R R & X456,
2011). HR4E “LRAE-3Rh” SR R IR (Herzberg, 1966), fRAEKZ A SHMBEMM I B IEgS N KA
BRI R, ioN, TR e 5AME R B 5 G Be4s T AR SR I R 3%, ot e
o hm] s B R RRARCK . ORAE PR 3 AT LR AN &, TRl B 30 B T s = i . AR IAE XU R 3
Fg,  FOHRME BT (N )RR 32 R e Dy (HRMb 36 32 B8 ) 2 S A S WSO N3 2 B8 ) D fe DR 3 R R 2%
FEWUIN R 2 b, RO B BT, R s B NS 280/ D R SON IR AR R ST, AL 7 B M 2 B 4
i, B S TR R FE S RSN R R o 2 A (R USON T RO IR B0 P USCON R (R B A FH A B
FLiR(Williams et al., 2006;_Judge et al., 2010). Schyns (2001)#1 Johnson 1 Krueger (2006)43#T 1 YN 5 4= 3%
WEEZ AR AR, AR IO & BEAEWON S A8 B ] B 38 43 Hh //E F (Schyns, 2001), #2258
49 /-1 A (Johnson & Krueger 2006).

T ER o, AuFFLREH N R

H2a: WO R EEAE ML 2 5 e AR IR [ /e

H2b: W= BEAE RN D) 5 4@ i 2 TRl i PR o

22.2. #LMUHEEERPNER

BROb 8 Zh o) = A I 1) 5 i I R IR A7 AE AL S B AL B AL . BTt S, 2953 E N H
SR bR i A 2t A7 5 T B BRARDIRES 2 [ Y AU PAN . 55 AR AU ME S 1 2 E A 2 B Az . W
thetifr, FEWRE SN AR AL “mAR” MBER . AL MU R R AR M HAL “E R FE A
E WU ME LR ISR, AR T 4k 2 7SR IR R

REILSERAE NI AL AT W, (B AEH EAL 2T 5t T RIMABIONR M . B E R — AU EE
B34k (Hofstede, 2001), 58 “K4IFF. L FER” SRBRFTHUETH . AMTRIEX LebrE ki 2 B
B VRN A E, FE A B PR RS HE Y 1 3R AL(Zink et al., 2008). IR WA BA B2 AT
FESFLOERRYR, 753 2 A2 0L 7R B (R4 B s 2 A A pE 2 LU R, A8 57 30 3 38 B 18 = 7E 45 8
RN B AL AL R R . 126, AL MR AR I T O R B 2 EU O R . 9 BRI FE 4L
SRR S AR E AL, A2 R A TURAR AT+ HE . R NS T Bl bR R, 55
FFEA AR . R, IO AR B IS K T4 XY (Taylor et al., 2010), 4k
NTERS E RN (AR g Ve ARl B B ZOE RS INEE) 5 A s AR RN, AT SE AR B
(Boyce et al., 2010)o MIXNEXE, e HUALE ST Rt — D2 mg AT B . R, thath
Ao et 7 B8, HESH 2 OB R AR NI R . R AN LRI B2 193 71 (Baruch et al., 2014).
H 521 (Abele-Brehm, 2014). P K 15 (Greenhaus & Kossek, 2014), X S50 B YE R 26 B T ot &
oA = R, R Rt B B (ARG Z055 N, 20145 Twenge & Campbell, 2002)+ H FANE B (Wilkinson & Pickett,
2007)~ VA8 /#(Singh-Manoux, Marmot, & Adler, 2005)55 OB 75 B 2, AL ARSI “8 i
7 MR T B AR

HF B HT, AW W N

H3a: Lo Ani e BRI B D) 5 e AR i e th AR

H3b: Aot A7 s FEAE F MERMY 2 5 g ARk B A EH
WO SRR SEBRON 5 A BN B (20 & 2OC0E, 2004).
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23. RESHOEMEABTER

ANEREAR X 6] — 2 W 2 S AT BEAEAE AN A PPN ARt (R 3, 2014; Chevalier & Fielding, 2011). A1
LS R T [ b v RS SRR AZAE B R D, i, Lo PR R R B Th I 5 LA B T A
FrvE, T EEE R R A 32 W2 (Powell & Mainiero, 1992); EIMEE K #5423 2 78 2 SUHRY s o b A 4n 58
M, ERTE WML I 5T, 25 5 M2 l(Mayrhofer et al., 2008). JRETET, #H2AMH: 5 T,
O IA L R EE A, AL I B 2 (K BE 51T (Yang., 2010; Greenhaus & Callanan 2013). $#5 2 7E
CHEAN L FEN TR R E A2, VIR S RE A S 2 A, T 5 S EERME T . — 2SR (Powell
& Greenhaus 2010; Greenhaus, Peng, & Allen, 2012; Greenhaus & Kossek, 2014), XFf: 5] 2 7 AR 45 & 1E
THBEE S O A

FREG N B R R E G M EA SR E s et MEFRESGHIRREFE R E O, K
JE DT FBEBENHN K 21 5 L 55 (Greenhaus, Peng, & Allen, 2012). F245 £ (5 5 13 #18 (role identity theory,
Stryker, 1980), N AMIZ EHGIET AN NLEAL S RS IASF e, Wl B g o 2 U B T 4R 2 15 58
HOR T ATAE S 0 N A AE SR RE LR 2 (UHE T LT T /2 S BBy, (ERCARTHI AT 2 T B RS ) . KiE
S ko HIR A2 AN NIAT 9, 208 N0 SR = AR D3R T, TSz K B, It
W FEEH RN B CRIERAR, PR 4 ) B (Meyer et al., 2006; Ng & Feldman, 2008).

ASE F BN FBE TT RN R T = AR AR AT 5 28 (Ng & Feldman, 2008; Pereira & Coelho, 2013),
of [ 42 ()3 & K FE(Chan & Lee, 1995; Michailova & Hutchings, 2006), HSCALIRIE & 5 BE S 4] i SR 4K
F X (Fu, Wu, Yang, & Ye, 2008). 5F07 K EEMEARE, FEE) “K” HRNZ 5. DEREFER—XT
KiAs—xRKEMMEZ T, MAFKECRE T OBRET L. HMsER, AN EE2amREmAMESE o Zm,
1998). B R AB R 2 (FEMEIR), KETEWNSNES. BEMBBZ T K553, R
B MG, RN ST B CGE I H BN )WL 5 KA. BT, M T K240k, J8T 0%
FEEAAR [P Rk G2 I HE B 1) B 4 1™ 2 A% (Forehand & Deshpande, 2001; Yang et al., 2008). AHXIF “ KEKEE”,
NEEECER DV T SRR (AR TS B BRI M B RKES 0. MXTRIEH, CIEEHERNE
2 I [A) FIORS 70 30 5 BE 1 DURIH S K BE 94T, AN WA TR B  AH G R ™ & T K E & iy (Pereira & Coelho,
2013) UbAh, BRFLREH, RREH ATt 2 38 98 5K B 5 4™ R (Ng & Feldman, 2008; Greenhaus, Peng, &
Allen, 2012)e XFTFREEWHEIMIN, A0A1 oADK BE AR 53 AH AR RIS, 58 R A R BE BN 2 146G ) R [R]
(Day & Chamberlain, 2006). BT HRMY D) 7E o [ 4% Gt S04k H ik i A LIS E B34 1A (Redding, Nor-
man, & Schlander, 1994), H &% H R4 5K EEH KT 2 [7RZ M S (Ralston et al., 2008), 7ECDUE. JEAK
2. MFRBEHEENEL T, BRI LR G0N B, HAMEWRAER B isS h EE S
=B, BB B E 2 AR R L, I R R AR

BT B odr, AR an MR-

H4: USRI (HAa) S5 AR (HAb) . SCRETH 7= B (Hae) W 2 ER b i D 5 SE AR I 2 TR 1) 0% R 2L A
TEH. fECS. SBRD . MFEHEENEL T, BWBOL R AR E R E R R TERIS.
FeRZ . RFEEHEE BT, B RS % S48 B 1E R /N

HS5: GSURRIL(HSa) 25 A (HSb) SRR R B (HSo)% £ WL ER MY Bl 2h 5 sE AR s 2 (8] (1) 58 R LA
TERM . WS, B SmFEWHEEMBOT, BRI AR E R R B TERES.
FRRZ . ARKBEHEEREDL T, F IR D0 SEAR R IR A /R /N

L EATR, AWERAERT ERE A S ST, BRI 57 5l 8 A R A 5200 RS S e N FE AR AL
. BEFAESE AN | R
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Figure 1. Research framework

1. AARIERREE

3. fIRFG=E
3.1. fAREX

AW LAFEER ST sh At st R, 8 WA R 730, RS R Wi, Wi, PO)I. YOPE. T,
TR L5 12 MEUESHE . SILR R 6000 173, Ylal el 4697 4y, a3 3145 %R 4 3302
Bro IS 73.28%, AR 70.3%. BRMEAR IR B 54.6%, b 45.4%; ~FRIHER 37.34
% I : W KPR 26.1%. B AT L Y 24.1%. KE 15 20.6% AR 24.2%. BFRA & 5%:
POl ARG 23%. TG 8.9%. RETH 12%. MEBEA)A G E 11.9%. ks AR5
14.8% A% R E 104%. JEE L 6.6% RSN GG 11.1%: HolRE: B S 67.7%, Inrk il
5 32.3%.

3.2. TENE

[AAR A SEAR R, fH % 76 U M 4 BR 2 AR X (Gallup World Happiness Report) il 5, 3248 8 1 & 5% FH R
R UR SRR MR  “RRRE, XS E SR ERRE e ? 7 Pl 1 ARE A E) S 10 EF
WD) VP43 o X B B — T W & P 7 VEAE SCHR P2 R (W1 Frey & Stutzer, 2002, Layard, 2005 Dittmar
etal.,, 2014), BIANZEAE M ETT .

HAS SR ST . ARG SRR FL, AW 5 I ER Y B Dy A S WL HR Y B Ty 5 A 7 T gE 47 I &
B IR s Ty i R B A O, 18 R AT A N B, AL 1 (1500 JGRA )] 5 (10,000 G LA
IVEZ . FEMBRNE TR BRI R, DI 2 R RRE, R S AT HRL i SRR A AT 2 7 1
PR 1T R AR E 10 AR =)W

AR R R IO\ T 5 RN A S b T R P o SO\ B O o 1) R “ BSR4 AT RN
WA ? 7S B 1 AEF AR R 10 AREHR) VR « AT BN — /N SR 4ERES,
XY Williams %5 A (2007) IR SR — 01 . AL AL R R I B “BMSRE, X T4t e oL 1)
WA ? 7 W T AR AN )R 10 GEF =)V .

VAR B R G BE S e, R R BE ST (U URAR 0« 5 B0 ) 5 B AR AR 360 (5K 3 2 88 ) () A
AR, Horp, SEURVEFEREE. O &5, BEAREM MR, EmIESE, RTRWEE
WA E, K CCEAEE” EHmEA “CE” .« RIS, BRARE” GwIDN CREH” , DL ORI
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H” AR . SEABE RIS, “ERSE R ? 7 B 1 (IR2) 3] 5 (IRDMEE . K
TP ) ARSI T S I AR AL AT 2 7 RN 1 AEE A E)E 10 (JE
IR

FRAE S A IR 72 (U0 Pereira & Coelho, 20135 S5/, 2017), #2748 &35 B 5 JE BRI AN IS A AH DG N T
U, FEAFEER. MR, D, @FESAE. K, fEERTTE, FERREXT SRS AR U 8
i 28 1) 9¢ & (Blanchflower & Oswald, 2004), A FLHEH] 7 AR — XU XL PERT7TH, 1EH0REE
BRI 5000, Sy, mdbht. KE. AR FEIET AR S bR
VR . A RE 510, AR 24 BT A9 SCHR(AN Schnittker & Bacak, 2014), M B ¥F4g B (self-rated health) )& H ,
B “f 3 CE R @ BRAL a2 7 o ERRAN 1 R AR R 5 AR R)IES .

3.3. iRiER

SEHL R A AR S X AT BEN LA A A, T AR R R AT R . A TR AT T A
1EYy, SRR A H BEAT 7RO, IR BHE IR ML T B AT, Mgl E i A R s
e, I TREET. alRE G2 e B f£HTa &R G, Jeilt TR En kR T,
SRJE AT BRI SR S G A

3.4. Giitorn

AR 5K A SPSS16.0 #1 AMOS 7.0 #4741 0 M. BTGt /0 Ar 4G 8 S6iEAT [RIUE 1 I 22
STy RIS, SRS T AR 1) RS B BRAR M 708, A FEARCOR ARV IR R T (SO TR
B WNHEE. iR SRR RIRRR; /518 H Edwards A1 Lambert (2007)%& H 1

RIS (total effect moderation model) 73T S BE B A 1 X T HRMY B D) b SEARIEZ (8] 90 R 1
WHER

4. ARER
4.1. TEXSYERERFEYRENLLE

BANE A S AR 2 DR M DR PR TR0t 50 (0 B B AT RE P 5 ], e R R FE A fR
WSS RS HERAN ™, (R R BB E 1J7 T Be e FUR M E R 722 . AW SO ARV B L U
N A AR . BRI SR ) KESG M B(FEHEE . SR, 28
FEE) 5 M ST IAENER T M7 . 45 R, 5 PRI AR B 1T (o = .48, df=13, CFI = 0.98, IFI
=0.99, RMR = 0.06, RMSEA = 0.07), X&H, 5 MIGEFRIFMXSRUE. FE, U FEF 28
A LA F Harmman’s B [R]-7- 46 56 SRAS I =) 95 M i 25 (Malhotra, Kim, & Patil, 2006). 5 K TR & fe %
B, R RIVEVER 22 AT REAELE, (R eI SR M s/

4.2. MEZE BRI

WL R AT ROR G, LT RS TR A D LR S S B TN AR A
AR IE . ARAEZE ARG RENE 1 fs . WA, TRV LN R bR (RO = ) B bR (1
N)Z B AFAE B2 M IEARD(0.15, p < 0.01). ZENLHRMY B Th AN 3 W0 HR b i o #8 5 SAe i EL A 2 3 1 IE A 2%
(5N 052, p<0.01; 0.10, p<0.01), ¥EEIRAET Hla fl Hib. [FIR, BV, IR\ SN E
FE AL B M ) IE A DG 3 . WV RS AL S Hb A B S SRR BB . X
S 2k SR AR B 2 R R R I 40 M LA R A OB A B0 B T L R T AR
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics

=1 R ER

AH M SD 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11
1) EAERK 6.95 1.74
2) A 206 0.89 0.10%*

3) BA#ERE 616 210 0.52%%  (0.15%*
4) WENTEEE 598 213 0.54%%  0.24%%  (.56%*
5) AESHAIE R 595 2.16  0.56%*  0.15%*%  0.60%* 0.58**
6) i 37.34 11.23  0.06** —0.09%* —0.07** 0.08** 0.06**
7) Lotk 045 049 0.06** —0.12** 0.01 0.02 0.01 —0.17**
8) £ 247 124 002 043% 0.12%* —0.01 0.06** —032%* 0.06%*
9) {ERERML 377 091  025%%  0.11%F  022%F 0.16%* 0.15%% —021*%* 0.02 0.19%*
10) 4§ 023 040 —0.10** 0.03 001 —0.10%* —0.06** —0.45%* 0.06** 025%* 0.06**
1) SERBE 240 092 —027*F —0.02 —0.22%*% —0.17%* —0.19%* 0.01 —0.04* —0.10%* —0.28**  0.03
12) KEEWEE  7.87 2001 043* 001 028* 027+ 0.30%% 0.13** -0.01 0.01 0.19%* —0.32%* —029%*

WD) HERL 1= &, 0= B @, 1= RAEEE 2= RK@RE 3= —M, 4= [LREEE, 5= RMEE; IS5, 0= KI5, SFERE.
BIEAE, 1= O, G OB BAEE, 1= 112,2= KE,3= —K, 4= B, 5= 1B 4N, 1=1500 JGLA T, 2 = 1500~3000
JG» 3 =3000~6000 JC, 4 =6000~10000 7C, 5=10,000 7GPA L 225, 1= ¥ RULT, 2= &L, 3= K&, 4= AR ELLE; FR.
2) *p <0.05; **p<0.01.

4.3. RIRHLE

N T ARSI AR B, (A RRORE) , WSO IR R AL 2 T R R R RO, AT S T A i AR
MOARRY, RS TS Pl AR S A, R B (52 4 R A FI 5 b = AN SE G B GRS 40 R AR AT L
B, LU SEAR A B R AR R T . R R ARAR B ATINAY KA (F 25 K df 2SR
RUE . MR EFARE, WEEREFRERBRE; nRZERRE, WERHHE AL A KF & A,
RV BR AR5 2 A AE X 52 2 (R ASE B I T B A 5/ R AFGS T8 vt RS 28, R1 g LA 5 A8 08 (RO A K A 2 PRI

FRANul)~ 775 B BT 190, LA RMRAER 2. (WEEHRREA GFL. IFI. CFI
A TLI ¥EF 0.9, RMSEA KT 0.01, RUMER G R, fEbl A s ital b, B £r
5 H LR 20, BLAFEIRZE . @ AL Al LR (U 2 BITR), BRATTR DB = (R B 7Y ) S5 4%
RPU(AY =0.97, Adf= 1, p > 0.05) M ZERIHALE . RIEIEFN, BATE JeHEpR TAAEPY, BB = 5
BF(Ay =84.5,Adf=1, p <0.05), BHEIN(Ay* = 84.67, Adf=1, p < 0.05) {1 22 ) 5. 35 o MR 46 1 SR ),
AR B AR 050 2 HOAB R AR RN o LA R AR TR AR N, RATIE BRI AR T, 94k, AREMEIE
RIS AR PR, B AL e S - WO SRR BR AR, TR T BB SRR, A
AL R = ()2 5 53 (A = 328.27, Adf =3, p < 0.05), T HAER-LFRAI = &5, ATGHEAL
BEAT A, BB B MR RN S AR ), TERURAL\ o BB BRI )\, KI5 1)
ZERALEWA) =3.06, Adf=1,p>0.05). HRIELLAIREFRATTAE RN, HOAFRRERRBA . HkdRA]
BT 05 2 Fros s e G .

B P 2 T AL BRb e et S A I 1 5 T 2 e 1ok A A SN G 7 R A 2 b A7 9 2 B T = 2R 1
LA SN B R 2 M B R SE A R T RO BRI (N ) AR B R, 54 R A T SRR
FSCE CHR b 7 B ) oF SEARRR RV FH o A, WSO\ 2 P T S A R 5 RO 2 S BN 2 TR R v A s
g M A R U R E AR IR S WO B B T T AR o BB, IR A S T 2 M A 5 R B E U
N B SN RN R 7 B 2 1A LA o R A RO . (R, H2a 193 7 508 SRR, i H2b AR EE 5
AN
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Table 2. Comparison of structural equation models

2. FHFERBLLRER

A X2 dr pala GFI IF1 CFI TLI RMSEA A (A
T 1 8421.87 45 187.15
AL 2 471 4 1.18 1.00 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.007
T 3 419.10 21 19.96 0.97 0.93 0.93 0.85 0.088
T 4 418.13 20 20.91 0.97 0.93 0.93 0.84 0.093 0.97 (1)
RS 334.60 20 16.73 0.97 0.94 0.94 0.86 0.088 84.5%* (1)
1A 6 334.43 19 17.60 0.97 0.94 0.94 0.85 0.091 84.67** (2)
A 7 90.83 18 5.05 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.039 328.27%* (3)
R 8 93.89 19 4.94 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.032 3.06 (1)

e B 1 BRI Null). B 2. (XA EHIARE . B 3. ST SR AR RO B 4, TR 3 BTN — SEAR IR ELIR B
1o BR 5. BT 3 S INIPOL IR — SER R R R A . AT 6 BE TR 3 R I IS N — SEAR AR MU0 58 5 — AR IR ) B B
Fo WAL 7. SEFIERL 6 BN S AL BT SO R B B 8. JEF AL 7 AN > AR R . A 4T AL (AdN N
HERY 4~7 S ASRL 2 ) R 5 R R FE ARG LA s AR 6 (A (AdAEL AL 6 RISERY 5 2 o) R 5 R FRRE AR AL L A

—_—— _— -

P - ~ -
~N
9N WNHEE N
AN
A \
0.18 E]
PSR HLMALHERE

e B RSB PR R R p EIANT 0.001: BAEFRBATEE, HTEMIOESR, HhlE
P ALBRARIF AR .

Figure 2. Revised mediation model

E 2. IZIERHFNEE

AW FEFH “ R AL”  (total effect moderation model), & ARk 1 LAFEBITF FT HR B A 26 S A0
AN 3 T AT AR g, DAASE AR SE BRI A FE SRR HRMY e Tt T HEAS s AR Y 2N (Ed wards &
Lambert, 2007). & AT — 82 A RN AT R, TEARE 2, SR FEE A A B 2 51
AR BB UNSBNFREE” USSR E” B R E SN R
CHMVI R A ST ) B I B (RN R - AR L Ak S R R — AR ),
PAK BN “ BRI B — AR ).

R4 Edward F1 Lambert (2007)#E7 A58 18 15 b AR (1 7%, A SCEEX 2O HROE s D (W N ) Fl
TR S (B = ) 3 AR 7 = AN EDA 2. [BIAFEO: H CS;iy FL LU (FL x CS) R 1S .
FEE G FE@: H CSiv FIL BAK(FL x CS)R M SS. [HH#EAE): H CS;v 1Sy SS. FIiv (FI; x CS))+ (IS x
FL). (SS x FLRTIM LS. HA1 IS, SS. LS 73 RN = E . th oAl S . 248K, FLRRA
I AR B ISR SR AREUE . FKERRIT . CS R ARMALRE: WP EIhWN ). M
PO D (B ) . ARG BB E P REERS: 1) “HE—ER” . HiTEZRERAFIRR)
T 7R ) B R AR B (BN T R B AN 2 AT 3 R B P [l VA R AR [R5 FRO @R £); 2) “ZB B
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B pH AR B (WO T T FEE R A 2 b S 6 1 ) 3] 245 SR A% i (S A U ) () B VA R B (AR A [0 ) 77 FR 15 215
3) “EBANL”: H TR AR S (RN FAERY ) B 45 B AR CEAR ) 1 [BE R BRI [F1 A 5 FEG T 2);
4) “lEHRANT . HE BT ES S W B EA REOEFMIA: 5) RN« EESN S AR AN
M 6) “ZR” « FeOOASTE LT I REERIEE RGN I REEGN R0 2 Q2%
REEG DL 1 RO ek 23 /0 S8 BRSO T 1 R BN 22 @i A B L FE A 100 T 11 SR U ER
SN F A0 5 B v 2 FE I L R ) RN 1 2 . BT LR sl #8458 R B K bl 22 AEART H R A4 RN
SRR RN 2 S R B, TS 32 2R R 2 P4 AR Y (Constrained Nonlinear Regression) ) $4 #i2:(bootstrap
method)fti 1, VAAHFFHH) 3302 NMEEASH “BEA”  (original sample), KEUA LR FFE 77 0 (with re-
placement) \BEA H BEH LI 3302 MEEAR, FEh1S 1000 HAEA, oS H 1000 a2 R [0
FERNAN N A THE - AR E I8 IX 1000 AN THE, T H “ I 2 12 1E B A5 X [H] (bias-corrected confidence
intervals)” o 57, ARTEIX L B (5 X R KA 8 & Al B RE (RN . 08 J 72 S 1 ik 3 M (Ed ward
& Lambert, 2007; “FHi, ZCH, & HILIT, 2009). 73Hrai R ALK 3 fidk 4,

M3 ATRAE H, FEANFEZBEERG LT, ZMHRNY (N )T SEAR B B RS A AN FE - 2 E S
ARG SRR ZFER DL T, WS AR RS AR 22 7 AN .35 (0.01 ns; 0.02 ns), fHAER . K
FEEH R SEPIFS LT SO AR R4 50 0.40, p < 0.01: 0.21, p < 0.01)IFI% 572 &3 11(0.19,
p<0.01), 2B B2 R RSN 5 e 2 A B AR B A TR A

TR b, YN BB S s A R R R N3 R BE . B %, WO E LI A &L
NETE SR A LS PRI 55 A 22 RN A /0 19 2 0] (1) 22 57 34908 31 2 25 7K °F(0.10, p < 0.05; —0.09, p < 0.05),
{HRETE S R AL 2 5 AN B35 (—0.07 ns). [FIRF, k26 2 B 1 A N AE T & R
BIRAKI R ZE R ZE 5 . XA RERH, O D 0 SEAR IR 2 i R 52 217 ISONT 75 B Ak 2 i fr
R LR, RIS A I 32 B 7 WS AR AN S A R

Table 3. Moderated analysis results (objective career success as antecedent variable)

% 3. BB AMERUZWNIRN RI HATEE #)

USRI SRR K F R
B B RN S RIS ER ZEK PEK ER modl K4 ER
BBt
FE
N — N 7 0.31%%  026%% 005  031%%  0.31%* 0 0.37%  0.30%* 0.07
N —#b 2 M o7 575 75 B 0.25%%  0.15%% 0.10*  0.19%*  0.19%* 0 0.18%%  0.20%*  —0.02
HME
WO 7 P — AR R 0.74%%  0.51%% 023*%*  0.50%*  0.79%* —020%%  (037%  (.71%¥F  —0.34%*
Fh o AL R SR AR K 0.60**  0.64%* —0.04  0.54**  0.49** 0.05 0.59%%  0.40%*  (.19%*
BN
BRI —-0.17%  —0.03 —0.14** 0 -0.10 0.10 0.16* —0.08  0.24%*

WS 2 S R Ay 0.23%%  0.13%* 0.10*  0.15%*  0.24%**  —0.09%  0.14**  021*%*  -0.07
A N 0.15%%  0.10%*  0.05  0.10%*  0.09%* 0.01 0.11%%  0.08%* 0.03
JER VI 0.21%%  0.20%* 0.01  0.25%%  0.23%* 0.02 0.40%*  021%*F  0.]19%*

e 1) BEPRBETFNEERGE BB S8 B BN, Bs A X a] I R BT AR OB (RN AN DL )
ERAT MR, FrE A& C o8 5 0) (Aiken & West, 1991). ALSEFERLS . SSMLME, CEORCEMES. 2EK
B 3% 2R PR A K S A BRI E B 9+0.92 (RIS 330IN 1 ANhiite 28) RBEATH 55 20 35 I 352808 (4 s TR K 5 A B0R MO B B9 -0.92
CP3SH0R 1 ANbRIE 20 RBAT T 5 SR R S I 3 OB A i, s SR BT R P BB 2,01 (RSP 80im 1 ANbst ) ks A7 ih B
A S 6 5 R A8 8RO T O 5% ks A P (R U A—2.01 (RSP %0R 1 AR ) K17 5. 2) *p <0.05, *¥p < 0.01,

EE2 A
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Table 4. Moderated analysis results (subjective career success as antecedent variable)

# 4. BB HMERAENRN I AR 2)

TS AR SRR HE FEEH R
B B RN B RE ER EBEK SPEK ER  mod KM ER
BBt
H—WrE
WA 73 S N R 0.61%%  0.60**  0.01  0.62%%  0.45%F  0.17%*  0.64%%  048%*  0.16%*
TR 0B — A 2 A 5 2 0.63**  0.70%*  —0.07  0.65**  0.66%*  —0.01  0.69%*  0.50%*  0.19%*
1274
WON T B — AR 0.58%*  0.39%*  (.19%*  0.44%*  0.68%*  —024%*  020%*  (055%  —026%*
AL AL T R — S AR IR 0.47%%  0.48%*  —0.01  047%%  0.24%%  023%  041%  020%%  (.]2%*
BB 0.22%%  024*%*  —0.02  0.17*%  0.38* —021*% 039*  030%*  0.09*

NI 2 Sy A 035%%  0.24%%  0.11%%  027*  030%  —0.03  0.19%*  027*  —0.08*
MAHAEEE R A 030 033%F  —0.03  031%F  0.16%F  0.15%*  028%F  (.14%F  (.14%*
SRS 0.87**  0.81*%*  0.06  0.75%*  0.84%*  —0.09*  0.86%¥* 0.71%¥*  0.15%*

[Ee2ved

VE: [ S,

R 4 SR, AscE il 7R NE, E 3 EE S RERR TSR, EARE. FEHE
FEHT T B A RO B o w5 — I BRI (BN — WO T /A 2 B 305 P NSk, B, URONKT
WO\ B2 RS 35) . 35 R T, FE S AURIS 2 [A] . SR 2RISR AR, DL s ISR B i e S
PR TE) B 22 S 3 R GE B 552 KO (0 BN 0.05 ns; 0 ms; 0.07 ns)e FEUR, WSROI 2 HiASE 56 75 B A 80 1)
BEHNIE, 16 CISFIRESPILLIA 2 57 535010, p < 0.05), TSEAKZHERDPANE, L. KK
TR ik 7 A AL 1) ) 22 R AN S 35 (0 )R 0 sy —0.02 ns)o I EE — B BRI (TN T 755 B8 /e 2 UL A6 7 B —
SEAR )N R, B A ISON T R X AR ) B R I R OR, L SRUR IS AL . SRR ISR
KD PILLIAL, DA rey K 5% B2 9 A P55 1 2L 1A] ) 22 S 25038 31 2 2 7K1 (4 A 0.23, p < 0.015-0.29, p < 0.01;
~0.34, p < 0.01) HIR, *hox A & B 2 AR S m RO B BN IR, (HRAUNAE R KK E =
PEWRZH IR 22 57 22 (0.19, p < 0.01), 7E USRS LN | 25 K 2 F0E A0 6 20 1R) 22 57 AN 235 (—0.04 ns;
0.05 ns). LA EZERFRM, FERMBL I 00 AR O AR, ASUWR ORI R VR A S — I B (N —
b AT ) FH B8 B BN T 3 B > 22 AR IEK), AR BN, B (N — 3248 ) o S ACECE 5 3
BRI B (IO B S 32 AR 8K . SR BE T R /R B R B SR I B (N T R > AR A
S R SRR, DU EEESN (RN EARI).

MBEENE, EAFRIBT, ZFWEN IR EAR R BN A AFRER. 5%, fERE
4, NN SEAR R B RS N ], (HARRE(0.03 ns); ECESZH, YRR SR B RN 7 ) L2
(—0.17, p<0.05). FLIR, TEARFEEF A, WA BRI BB ), HAEZE(-0.08 ns); TERIAK
FE AL, U S K B RN R N IE(0.16, p < 0.05). FESEA/DWEAL, U I BLEE RN N A7 ],
HRAEEEO0.10ns): EERKZH, WARKEEIYIFAEE.

Kk, Hé4a ARIRTFEE, H4b 15 2F%00E, Hace 153 1 582 %KE,

M 4 ATLLE , EA R SRS T, R s (HR Y 255 B )Xo A A S A % 1) s RS2 AN R 1
o fEm ARKEEH B L, AR ZFISE R BINEHL T, BRI R0 S A B e RS IR 22 e 350 S 3 (O
015, p<0.01; —0.09, p<0.05). {HAZLEAFLSWRGL T, HRMb5 5B 52 00 S AR IS RN 1) 22 A
RE(0.01 ns)o XK, BRI B I ROV 32 ) 1 SR 5 3 P RS AR 1) 2 T
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N 7954
0.31%* 0.74%%
L:ON K 0.17* Evel 4
0.25%* 0.60**
Mo b
%]
A BAHRE
0 26** 0_51**
———————————————— ¥ eas |
0.15%* 0.64%*

GRS L ATA )= 3

Figure 3. Simple effects of being married and unmarried (objective career success)

3. SIEMRIEHY P AN (AR AL Th)

=
et
5
i
X

0.31%* 0.50**
T >y s |
0.19%* 0.54*%
2 H 6 R P
ERE
%ﬁ/l\
- W\ R B
0.31** 0.79%*
T < AR
0.19%** 0.49%*
b2 H i R P

Figure 4. Simple effects of having more friends and fewer friends(objective career success)

4. FREZFFER DR BN (AR A )

WNEEE
0.37%* 0.37**
0.18%+ 0.59*+
A E
FEEWEE S
FREW R R ™
WAHEE
0.30%* 0.71%*
------------------------- s
0.20%* 0.40**

k4o A v R BE
VE: & 2 IR 4 Feom Th /SR I ] B PR, RR AR TR TEAN R BT T AR R K P 2 R S
AL TR ZFENMERYA R, *p<0.05, **p<0.01.
Figure 5. Simple effects of high and low family satisfaction (objective career success)

E 5 & RREHEE 0 R (VAR R Th)

FEFERON b, WONTH R B 5 2 7 6 2 B PR A RS 3 o B o0, WO R R R A L
NAE CUSFARME P2 ], DL e R S P 2 2 i) 22 S35 5 35 (435908 0.11, p < 0.015 —0.08, p < 0.05),
{HRAEE R ZER DML A2 B AT E(0.03 ns)o FLUR, Has i & 5 1 b A SR AE 3 K % FISE
KAWHEZ I, ChRE . KRR R EZ I EFHEEG RN 0.15, p<0.01; 0.14, p<0.01). XL
SUUERH T, RN B D S AR R P 5 e AR 2 B T WON T R AN 2 S B R R AR, R

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2018.88144 1224 o3 2


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2018.88144

ST

Pl A R IE 2 B 1 S RE S ™ A T T

RAEZ 4 Mg, Al 7TrhABNE, K6 BE 8 HRIFRR TISWIRGL . AR EMKEHE
FEVT R I RS o 3058 — B B s e (IRt 2 B — WSO 78 P/ 2 M AN R ) RS SR, R
RSO = N5 N I, T8 CUUSFIR AS Wi 4 2 [ 22 5 A 35 (0.01 ns), TESE R Z SR KD WH 2
B, DA RSB B PR ALIE] i 2 R IR B2 (0 0N 0.17, p < 0.015 0.16, p <0.01). BV &N
P2 B 5 755 B RO S8 O TE, 7E USRI A 85 7 20 DA Ko K 2 RISl /b W 20 2 ) 22 SR A 2. 3 (4 3l
~0.07 ns; —0.01 ns), (HIRAE R RS RE B 4L IA] (1) 22 8 31 2 25 7K 1(0.19, p < 0.01) . w28 [ BL e
W] (ST N85 735 58 /e 2 M AT 36 e P — SE AR B USRS WSO R X SEAR R UL R TE, fE IR AR S
PIEH 2 R 22 57 . 35(0.19, p < 0.01), TESER 2RISR R/ P 2 18] LhJCTE s SR T 7 9 40 ) 1) 22 e 1)
BEOGrAN-0.24, p<0.01; —0.26, p <0.01). Lo HuA7 R B X 2RI RN IR IE, 78 USRS
P2 18] 22 AN 35 (0.01 ns), B3R K 2 SR /D W2 2 TR DA R AE e A SR B3 7 FE 1 AL T 11 2 S 3 (2 3%
(AR 023, p<0.01; 0.12, p<0.01). PLESERF, FUWIRMY s m E e B 2, WSRO
VAR AR I B (NI B - SE AR BR T BRI B A S M A R R AR, SRR
S H A B AR AR VR VR B o SR I R P O X R R R S AR K T A B AR R T AR A .

MEFRANE, AN ZKEERE LT, MR D (MR 758 ) 0 2 A B 1Y) B BB AN FE A o R
M R AR R BRSNS R A, I HAESE K 2RISR KD IS L 2 5 3% (-0.21, p < 0.01),
TE 15 5% B 1 T P ARVER % 5 7 5 (1 155 O 1) 22 SRt 0235009, p < 0.05), (ER7E CLAS AR B8 (115 1 HR b3
) BN I 2 R AN 2 2 (0.06 ns) o

B EE < 0.22%* E i)
0.63%* 0.47%%
MHeHMHEE
(=Y
K1
O35
0.60%* 0.39%*
1 b = 24%* E‘@
[

e AL
Figure 6. Simple effects of being married and unmarried (subjective career success)

B 6. SRR & RN (EMERILRLTN)

W B

0.62%* 0.44%*
WURER
0.65** 0.47**
AR E
FRE
/>
RS e\ R
0.45%* 0.68%*
Bl & E 0.38** EXin) 4
0.66** 0.24**

Zan LU DRT ;3

Figure 7. Simple effects of having more friends and fewer friends(subjective career success)

B 7. FRZMFER DRI B (FEHER AR L))
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AR < 0.39%* SR
0.69** 0.41%*
A2 L
SRR S
KR R
= TN 3 32
0.48%* 0.55%*
B | 0.30%* SRR
0.50%* 0.29%*

Gy AT p-Y i
T 15 5 FE 7 BRI AL T BN K, B AR RAEAN R R T AR B KT B2 R R
WMERRNZFELNPERIALEE; *p <005, **p<0.01.

Figure 8. Simple effects of high and low family satisfaction(subjective career success)
8. & RREHEEHE LN (EWER AL TH)
[Ktk, HSa M1 HSb £52038 20 4810, HSc 132158 250k

5. g

Pl R B2 4 S B SE TR — AN B ERER . 4 = 2R R, BRI s
B SRTTSCHR 2 BB R I SR R F bR, S FER RN MR AR &, S R 0 B 4
HIHRA . ASCNZEFE SO R, B 4T B OB S SR 3 Bl Th v 55 301 SRk B, 9%
ST K 0 R IE T 2R S 3 A HE O B Sh et S R 2, 3N T B R B B 2R (B 7

5.1. BRVRZThEE F R R E IR E R~

A TE A R B, RO D (WO )38 Tt 1 58 A 2 R A7 3 2 RSO N i 5 5 [ 22 b 52 ) 55 31 2 24
B, Mgk RS ZELE T 7 1S N FIWTE A 45 18— 3X(Saris, 2001; Johnson & Krueger, 2006), 57 5 %201 1)7E
FE1E 5L T g RO EAME, XU 7ER T AT, R RN D e —— A 2
X} 57 B AR AR FE . A, AT LAR S Schyns (2001)#1 Johnson A1 Krueger (2006) 7T
S5 RAEFERIRE L AT — S0, RO BRI e R e LR Ty 8 e = A R e e R e 7 v ) A

AW FERF, FHRMY BT 2 i i 3 i 2 A 3 72 R RSO\ 36 72 R 3k T 52 1) 55 ) 38 SE A K
X 45 AR TRATTIHT IR A R B A 2 WL By 5 S Jak 2 TA) 10 BEGE R o TR 40 Diittmar 55 A(2014) B i (1),
% WL IR 30T SEAR B (1) R MR A AE O B AR B (R v AR AR o AR “ DR Ae-T80R) 7 XA 3% 18 (Herzberg, 1966),
2 RN S D HAT ORAg D RE, w] LART IR AT RIS NI B B A4 e A B2 . DRI, 457 3 AE TR
TEBN IR Z WIS, AT T2 MR SN R AR E PP . B T AR AL SR, S 3hE
XU RPN I 22 32 B AL AL = FE 2R, B BL, AMARSRAS 2 HR MY 8 D 22 38 5 410 1 AT N\ ik 2
JERRAGIXAS “YEAE” OB AR SR B AR R, o T 00 o ek o A5 8 2 PR 4R RN
I W 57 2 3 B SEAR TR o XA TS RO AT B2 TAR K P AT i A5 o dF NS e i ]
REX N =7 28 () AR AR, RN K EE ST LSS N 1o X BRI I TAE-KER P4, 7EiEsKR
ML T RN, ARANORAE D B R BE T4, WIS RE . FiAR . 405, &0 “OKBEBAH IR RETE
FE7 5 BRI SR T X0 e SEAR BT SR AR R S

AT RIE R, TN T BE B R FE N3G 57 30 (0 SEAR IR, 30 o 1 sk o b A5 i 2 B2
N5 = B (] e b 5 57 2 3 SR . IX NS 5 LI AU 2 — AU (Rain et al., 1991; Lounsbury et al.,
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2004; Leung et al., 2011), UEBARR 72 WHRNV e 2ly, 200 AR IR Lt 58 Pt oo 0] 57 Bl 3 S 4 R A AR I 52
Mo [FIRE, A TAE RAMR A, WSO\ R A 2 7 3 2 B 7E SR RNV e ) 5 55 2l 38 SE A IR 2 TR RS T
SRR, XU TR N IR 7 B AR IR A R R, F AR R B N R A 2t
PEi R BE A et — o 57 S e AR, 8 U5 T AT RE LR 55 B F ) SE AR, Sy — 7T, T Reid
LR 57 )2 A HLA 7 T T S L SERR R, AR S 45 AR AT 9 (Layous & Lyubomirsky, 2015).
WRAE “ OrAg-Sih 7 AR AL, BRI A 7D, AT LLEE— 25 s AN 5 BE A 2 AT
PR Pk, EMBME RIS B Bl SemiAR, mik o 2 PO R 1A L, 2t
B RO T R R M A 2 AT s R B P A BRI R, AT B8 5557 B 3 0 S A R

RR A SV B 7 B E R OE 5 N KRS ORI R R, nsdih o7 s wiolle,  nssit 2w, fie
RPNV NS R E, 77 AL A R, DL, R AR RCRRR S b “Bih” 2
155 B SRR IR

5.2. RESHOESRI R EZESR A ETHER

AR T E R “NFKEE” A CORFKEE” HISCARER, SR T Edwards £ Lambert (2007)f9 4347 77
VEFIRREST, 00T T S BRI KE T R 3R (DA« 218 A AN R i P 2 T 0 R i I 555 3l =2
IR ) (R 26 3R HA TR VR F o B Fe 8 SRR, 22 o™ S 4 AT DL 7 R sl Tl A SE AR 2 TR 1) 5K &7
FFREE— L M ARSI A RERON 7 (HRNV BT — A 2 A7 5 2 B SN T R — SR AR ) o IR Ah, X
THES MBI RN, BRML R D] e 3248 8 1) BN AR A 2 5

XTRADBINT S, FMHR 8D H 248 B B s i om, T TR R 2 AN S, FWELAE
Do HSEAR R I AL S o XA RER N, BRI “NFKRE” TiiE&EY, Fah#E HE R ER A, 1
ERZM CRERE” TR, SR BRI A T4 2 LB, 3 R K E T 55 3 & B U
FEo A FE R, AT FEAR T RV S DT S 4 B B RN o X CAS NI & WML s D) A R
R AR, MBS T 2R T RIS 5, ZOHRME s D0 SR ) B AN B . 1K
MER G TR AR . XA REZ H T OSSN B WRAE K EE TR RA Frign, 70y (A Rk /1A B
IO, GESRZEMERNE D AT R ik AR . 157 3 AR L B R ETHE, &R CAE R
¥ (Greenhaus & Kossek, 2014). K, A48 5 BE A 75 1T B I 55U ST SR A 18 AR B AR AR N, ,
PN . T FREWE ST S, 2 ER R D s Ag o B fe i, Ry, F0HR
DI 0T e SEAR S IR S 0 s 0T SR BT BEAR N T 5, B HRN Y B Dy 5 4 388 i WSO N s 5 2 A A 2
AL =R B R VR S 2 AR, 3 IR s Do FE S A ) B4 RS LSS o IX AT RS T K BE I
FERI N AT REAR TG BT 2 AR I K B2 53, B0 5 TR T TAEFI SR I AR AR T, e i R e Dy m] B
BE— R TAE-SK R R, AT 25 3 7 S A i AR AR 8

53. RESHOLEMXNERHBELROBTER

ABETERY], T FRES N BIEARKN, SO R A E R P AR
HART S, RNV WRCR E, 0 T X E TR IN(E 45 SRR CRAD) . FEEW R K
RN & WO i B0 B WLRME B D i 1 A ) o A B X T SUE M CR A 2) s FETHER
DOREE) ZBE S NI, ORI T AR LSS o 8 AL s A, X+ 5K e
TEDBCERZ) KEEWEE RPN, A2 HAni & B b A E RO X T SR R A
) FEEHE AR S, ARO[, XTFRAD. FEWEER. o
USRI, WABEEE R AEREOR X TR AZ . FEMEER. RSN, BT LR AR
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FHEL/N o 3X W] B2 PR R SR BE SRR/ P ) 5 R B W R FE T 22 S, A B PO B T AN 32 R i
0 2 A TR P 265 — B B (R — WSO N 9 728 /A 2 b Ay 3 2 ) R 5 o BRSOV 8 B/ 2 M T T 2
JE— AR A P A .

HZHIBE AR, AR R AR USON R RO B A A AR R 2, L H AE T SRS R R R A 2
AT, MR BE AR TR R RMIGRG S, HHEMENTHE “HE” . “B” 5 “Z4e” NRES
Ji, 2013). FEEBINE SN NG FEE A OF A, PoA AR EER R4 1 B (Meyer et al., 2006;
Ng & Feldman, 2008). FEAZTEF E ST 52T, FEEMHE S o5 & 2 BRL R 2 i i 2 H (1) (Ralston
et al., 2008). DHIL, A AIAESKEE G 0™ B 10 BOW B D204 502 HARTE N B CHRME R I 2B sk, AirbA
AT SR IR I, A2 M BE AT, 1T FLE 2 DO 24 (AN AR & A iU, IXE R
Xof AR I BT . AEARA RSO S D 2 T R EESHE M FER,  FKEE Re a3t — 0 2 HoR % 0 R
S IR T2, X4 7 IR S T B e S AR B 55 B BEAE A TN T 5 B o SV 58 I R Th
MATIAS S BB IO, BAT M B AR B ARLAR I B bR, B0 T 0 R EE SRR, HELURIF R D
FANFRRARLS, BNV BRI AR R e A E R PR T 26— Bt 3t 2 U b st g R B o 4 DA o 55
BIEMEARLZ T,

DA g5 5 N SRR B S ERAR A TR R o — 7 T, R SR B OG0 T B I AR AN ST B %A
M B E A IR B & KK EE, RO% & FEEENEmESAE. 5—J5h, EHEENZN
FENH I FKBETAT VR, SRR D7 30 A (B R s B s, IR FEBh S BhE B
N BB RN S H SRR B AR, A BT 5 KRR R R S & o AR 5 3 5 R R .

5.4. MRBERBEREKARFE

AW FE 5 SRR AT REAL AT, SR WML BT SR R K A ELAR, DA ZRIEE B 47 o R AR PR 5 £
Mo BARGE T S MR, (HR AR T AT/ SRR B FORAFAE € R PR TE
HhE, BARRNEMRAER B EIRE RN, s FBOLETT M ZE . AR RAETER T
MRS g6 A B ) X FEE AN (R iR W 22, o M 45 SRR TR P i 22 e O AN ™ SRS i Fe 2 2R . HLI
Xt B RS B A R, A SRS 2RI 0 G, SR DR 7 2ORA B 3 R e h AN s LA i
ERAMA B PRI R W] BE 2 2 215 ARHE R 20 (0 B RS AN S O IFE0, W] ReAF R 3RiE . A )5
W FURT LA R] I A B 3RS IRl N 2 BT ORISR B, 2 — AR L s MmO et
XEARE . RN AR AN N AR IR T E N 3 AN BUIAT, A SRR - O R R e A £
i, PRI AWE T A s PO S« SN AN 2 7 75 SR A2 [ 57 i SE AR IR Z R O R R R & D0 A
I A SERE BRI ST LA P . fE, ASORETIRRFIETUE . S L A AL & (1R Y
WML, HATHSEIANR R Mo, e gett . BURKE . TARZOR G BeE . LA w] BEx LAk
D5 AR IR Z AR R 28 P AR RN, ARR AR FURT AGI NI B PR I Az, DASIRE A [ A R 2 - 5
MR AT RN IR

6. &t

HRMb e ) — LR AL SV PRI AU — N SR . AR = 2R, BRI B R AR
o SRITSCHR P 2R RNV BRI IB SR 1 2 H b, RVE T HRME B T R AR 5, e O s h R s i 45
RAAR D o RSO AR IR NSRIESR LA HAR AT, BAR M 2 SLHR e D A S I fe D 57
BN AR . AE P E SRR, AU 1) BERMY B A 2 LR R Tl 35956 55 51 S A R
HA B2 IR RGN 2) WONH e B AN 2 A I 8 AR 2 LR ML s 5 S A T2 TR LA 58 4= P/ 28082
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