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Abstract

E-mail is one of the main mediums of the employees’ communication at work. In this paper, we re-
view the literature to identify and recognize the characteristics of contemporary e-mail and ex-
plore the mechanism underlying the “double-edged sword” effect of the employees’ e-mail use from
three perspectives: Job Demands-Resources Model, Transactional Model of Stress, and Work-Family
Border Theory, in order to provide a reference for future research.
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1. 518

B ELIE N HARAE TAE TS 548, B 20 tHhaD 80 AR IS,  FL - B AR IZHT sl oA AR VA E
M EE B2 — o AR AR R TEBE W 0 R Tt 7 — PP (EFE. M (R RIVgETT 5,
JiE 53 AT SN 380, TR AR RS A A SON T RE . (EIE IR SRR, B RS 61 T
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2. BT HRERYHFE
21 BAFEH

WA B MR R A AE — R IR 8] P 50 AN [R) R T 55 A% A A B e A i o) B A O E
(Daft & Lengel, 1986). fEfLZE LB FEHIRER, BTHAZRAVAE, JFadignsif, RIEEE
BARFIRLR, MNRBRES 55, £ FEEEEGTE NG . B2 Lee (1994) KB T HEAF BN F &
PEAREIIEAAJRYE, T2 d b7 iS5 RS AWZ e, S, HERE. sl
REM K. HJF, Ngwenyama fil Lee (1997) A L7 HEFFH2ISCE MUA AR FU L T IBAF IR 1k, K
PLENCE MUK BRI R, IF B2 AW s A e, (88 OA R AL
MR AN LI AR R, AT & 1 BB AFIRE R E k. RIS, Al e 5 00
F RSN

2.2. FHitt

HLF IR VR P R DT ), 0 AR ZI A e eIR Bk B R R, & B, JEH 70%
(1 52 T2 RN BB 6 B 34T 151 5 (Jackson et al., 2003), #4737 1 N IEZE#EAT HOAF 55 bR B 31T 47
i (Addas & Pinsonneault, 2018). HHFFT R, T LR FHISAa B FIEEE 77 Wk, #6321 /i 23
Y. BN LRI RS, 0 TR R EA — e A B AT R, BT R R BN TAE(Rosen
etal, 2019), T FSEAESMBERE. ik, B RA Tk,
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PRI AI A, U5 TARS i A s B o R . Eoe, i fE S A A s B A
FRBESE NG, AT C @M, SniER; £, WP N A RS S RAAREH, n LA i
BEREL: H=, BT EARER R BCIANERR T, PSR PSRRI R e,
THSEH P AT UL i E . B e lORE R, AT RBIA #5 Al DL 5 FE DY 55 BT R

3. EFHBHFERRMERMR

AR AT, TLUR I ¢ 0 A H 7 MR (AL & 32 A b o T A8 FE () S AR BILIR,
PN R B A R IR RO R . R I R AR BB TR N, XS H A
BEAT SEANER NI ST, OQ3E LT WA A A R A I R B 45 R, 9140 McCarthy %5 (2019) 81 %48 H FEL T~ B A
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P 8] E 7 S R4 FH R 45 ((Brown et al., 2014; Cambier & Vlerick, 2020), A& 3 T4 ik 8] £ 57 s 425 FH
50 (Derks et al., 2016; Reinke & Chamorro-Premuzic, 2014). %M EIBFRISTUAE, T X4 N EMIERR
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Se S BTSSR B SR SR i Bk R e AS — VIS e S b, 4w B2 TN A AR 4 ) Jek
(Mazmanian et al., 2013). k&b, Ky AbBEF BB AR XT EAEBEAT &S 1 s o] DLk 52 TR EARE, MWELA 1
VR A MRS s, I T BEIRAS O B B PR (Jett & George, 2003). HL-FHIRA: fo 4 53 TAEE TAF
18] 5 TARVE SR FF R R, K TEZ A 5A5 D8N TAES D, GBIT LTAEES e, #Efdrt 1
SR TN AR (175 SR U RS 22 (Diaz et al., 2012) Ak, R MR A4 A AT LA 53 T 50 fin R 35 Fr) e HE
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4.2. THIRR
B WA LE AR P2 FRE A, — Bl RS RO 40 B9 (Barber & Santuzzi, 2015). %
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FETARESUE, T R Rk S I, AN S il (iR A H = s o 7> KRR Ya S8R
TP A BT IR B 28 (Sevine & D’Ambra, 2010).  HLF-HB{#E %% 2 S ad k4 in 572 T /R S /K7 - BEAS
AR R, RETORN SEAR RO AR SR A S femi (Mark et al., 2012) Hdk, 2 BT FTIESE 4L 24 rp A7 A2 R
I} ] 2 R A 1 3 [F) 1 22 (Hogg & Reid, 2006), T ATCISZH4UR 75 A A5 [ &2 H T IB A 1, 2 5 7E TAE
B A, 5% AR AT ) SE R A A AR, KO IR ) TAE & (Barley et al., 2011). Hz&A W H ICiE TR )
HLFIRAE, X 53 T & 2 — NI R TR, KA DR B R DA R S R T AR
TFPYFATSS, HL R BR AT IA RN % U5 (Harris et al., 2015). 24 53 T I %5 Y5 453 2k B2 76 R IR RN
J& A fie S A FE BEURINE, (4R A0 B R 3 (Hobfoll, 2002), 5l#2— R4 ARG 74 58, g
Z. BIRENIN. B EmS% . dAh, R AR A MR I R R I A SO AT b 5
THIHL &, SER T TAEWEE FRE(Lim & Cortina, 2005). F H i RN B 20 1, RREER2m 57
TR —TAEE BRI, A 2 0 TARRYEAT R, H Hol i (8 B 1 R A% 10 AR 1) AR IR 46T A
77 A B B (Park & Haun, 2018).

FL IS 0 P (%) A0 0087 A, 8 S 2 R E A3k, e T 3 AR RN b 5 BB A B [ 28 BR A FH H 7 I
BB TAE S 3E TAESUS M AR, 2V REAMAR AL T 5 BE 2B 35 1RO IR [R1RDRE 0 G208, a3 1 52 e ANk 1R 1
FEEIRTTBAT, PG5 T 5 B Al A\ 5¢ & 5 B (Becker et al., 2019), 5| & 5 £ i) 5 it — T.AF #298 (Ragsdale
& Hoover, 2016). Barber 1 Santuzzi (2015)fIRFFE R B, 53 T4 A T AR a0 4 ) Fe 7305 B R Ab HE T4,
2 fdi HAE AR TAR A M LASRAF L B OB B, O BE IR AR BN, & SBEIRE & L
FAthy B o {8 FE 17 5L
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51 THEEXR - HFRE

TAEZR - GHURAANR PR SRR TARRRAE 20 o AR RN TAE SR . F 7 S ) 01 Tk
VLRE R AE 2 TAREZR, M fee TAE B IR,
5.1.1. T{EEk

FEVF 2 Fir, 580 f T MR AL — PR I AR R, W FORE & A o 75 2 S8 U AR & A
Al it S 800 K ) R4 2 B R (Barber & Santuzzi, 2015). 1 %%, $EIEANT I HLT BEEE 28 A4S B AL
TR, - HZ U3 KB A LA AT B SR 1 Y 2% (Dabbish & Kraut, 2006), #4017 5 T T/E 8. HKk,
Ab PR HL A AR AT DR — 85y, KIS EE . RIS, @it 5%, FHERRFRERR
S AT RO — P ERA B 4L 456 (Barber & Santuzzi, 2015).  HL T~ W44 75 {8 53 TAE A [R] 47 B A 1) T4,
HEN Bk R LIk B S R HEA 5, Z AR R RG>, IF Bk AR LA it e v] R 2 fff
MR IE LIS, RECMAE 4 5 K & /1 (Derks & Bakker, 2010).

5.12. T{EHR

BT IR TAE R A TR TARBEUR, RIELL M. 25—, MR nr DL A AR i1
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B EHCHAEREMEY, FHETIEASRZEETELR, KWL TX A OIEEE ST
W2 REEH. 5, BT HR RSE S, JCHR U R A R/, Sussman A1 Sproull (1999) &
P FH R S A2 3o 670 e 5t LA PR TR X TR V) 308 Bl PR T VA B SR B A, A 390 T VA B N 2 B v A R D s
WEEER, AaHER, FWE TEEEMWHEEE S, kih, Addas Il Pinsonneault (2018)32 H Ht
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FHRAER A B 5 ME £ BATSIE s AR RERER, RS T/E Hbrst R 20 B3,
5.2. EhXEER

JE A EAERN O, ANMRLETION B TJEIN 2 51 R R 7, ABFFASERITA B S 1R = S BUR 71, %
AT T MR IR A AR AT - Brown 25:(2014) A HLF MR- B AR B4 51 & 4 TR i 7
S (A RV, B 5% L WP R A PP Al AN 5GBS S B VR4S . HLARERH, PR
TR s U 3 3 o L IS A 2B P PP )RS BR R 4 REE A ST ISR S PR 5 2 )5
AT 45 A BORER . 52 MRS, 78 Mazmanian %5(2013)WF 78, SZ U5 51 AR Al W4 mr
DABE IS Bt 540 N SZICR, B4R TARRIRERE, ReRgsdinfhioxs AR & g £k, P MH R JE
a8 SRR T AN B B T AN RIA R, R AT AW TE b, AL s WP (8 I D iy, s 4k
AR AT RS AT RIVE L, SRR s TAE R #H Rt FE s, AR T ISR A L&, BIAE
AT S R R CE S AL B R B DA R 52 3 BV R B2 b 3 (7, AR ARATT I X 2 3L R e
RS BOR AN NRF B LT AR B A RN A R o B3 X i R PEE AR, 225
L2 RN A ST 77 3o R R P AN A SR U1 8 SR AR X, SRR AR AR T I 4, AT
SHECEZ S R A AR P A AT 1 P ] S AR K RIX S A Bl B R A - S g (1 )
(Lazarus & Folkman, 1974).

53. IT1E - RE:LFER

TAE - KEEA S Ee e, TAERMSKEER AR AR, & BRI, Mol ) S7 f 4
1100 G R BN [ AU I AR o A S%RE AU I ) a2 0 5 T ke T LV 0 M R R 1 A R
(Bulger et al., 2007). HE-FHEERIK 2 46 FH AR TS T TAE 5 REESIRZ (BRI S, AMARn] LLIER & TAE
BRI F N R KRR K, AW A E NN A A TS AR S X P (Hecht & Allen, 2009), H
Steffensen 45(2021) & 3. 53 “TAE /& HLF- MR A LRI 2238 I AR SRk AR A2, HL DA SRk A 4 2 A LA ik
Tt 0 SR AT, AT 32 B AR SRR ~FAfT o b, ANl F A 3 e i B LA i (Kreiner et all., 2009)
A5 M 53 A A T4 TAE A K R e o R, RSN RS R 2, oA 55 Im i 1) 57
TRZ . BARKYE, JE TR B B iR A AR, el i@t b Flpphafe g, #E it
AT R, ARTAME TR EAIR A, Hik, A TR S I 2 T s, i %
AT A TR 45 5. ltn, Derks 25(2016) IR 78 K BN, &S w8 78 A AR )4 FH e 7
S 152 2% A6 BT IR  & TAR BRI R BE B K, alid k> TAE - FRBE M SRR i3k 5K 2 fy (3R T

6. RFREE

S AR TR LA R HL T IR P 45 R 2, LA TS LA NR T, R
FURT LA HL - WA PRS2 A J2= T B 2L 2R 2 i 7 A R S

W ARSRMIWE TR UM S5 R AR R 2K, B BB FUEAS DU 7 WA R M Rt AT, BeA %
JERI LT IR PR A ARG R . AT ERAFROEE A, AL ATREXT IR RAT AR, B gl KSR A
[Al. Gupta %(2013) KB, SFEHEMLL, KA FERMEE TSN 7R TEZRE, IFSET ERAE
SR, XA R T A AE T T SR A AR A — PR T

F=, BURITREE X i 7 W8 BB L. i AR AR B )i S (HEA 48 R HO St 7t
HRAETG T AT R T e, R RERESEN A THZES PR, JFH, EAMERE. T4
SR B BAT, PESRRNIEE B X A T AR R RN A B AR, ROR AT LU EE = 2 i LAt 7
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