FAFIBELS? > x=L=%55% -4 141

e IR R B TFalEE

EEKEEHMEBENEE P

BEAs - ERIK"

(ks HME - 114505 H 25 H 5 55— REIE 115403 H 11 1 &
FRIEIE 115404 06 H © #2275 © 1154 04 H 12 H)

RE

AT LS TR R {7 5 (Conservation of Resources Theory) A FH s ELRE %gﬁlgxfjﬂaﬁ%ﬁ[]ﬁ
EL&TDL»EEEEF FEAZ - 18 b By B T AV TAEREEIRES - I 92 T35 O ERIRAEME B — T O RS
REEIREET B T & TRV B FRAAE - MET (R EAE TR R R o R A - THSUER e HTFEEEE
MR - DA Sk E T {ER, 2 T 553 ARl A » M2 1B PR @ iR 5317 B bootstrap Fif5 ST
Eessthaln o PICAEREUr - OEIEE TR R AR T s HE W?ﬁiﬁﬁzxﬁl =oapill
EHPEERER S I RIS~ L\EEEEVF&TLLL&EEJ?LLF?#*B’JJ**E —38
(EHH TIEBCENE - BREMES - AHERLE T b\fiﬁﬂfééﬁlfﬁfryﬁl%zmﬂ’]fUEEEE/J?TE/BZE@
R - WnEE R E AT R s hay e -

MeEnd o oTLRE S 1 ik F R S P AR FRERIZH

==

ol
Ik

FE = E A EE B T AR BRI i aHaR g S - B T 4ERF iR H
FHER LIFECE > TRRAHaRE BB\ & RIS B SRR - AR IR
HERA T R B TR AFIRERRGIEELLLE B P A 2R S EH T/FE0R
(job demands) B 0 FEEJREC B 5% » FEILTHSE > AR e T O ERY
RS ~ YERFERIR AERR - M — DRI HA ML /IR E Z TIESCEIRGE > £
i RSB HHER A D B B S X A< [ B A% o PR

FESHERTT Robitged - TAFEaE (work engagement) % [y B TRHERFEIEA
DHE /J?ﬁAIT’EE?ZEI’JHK% EEnE S ~ # A BAEL Y (Schaufeli etal., 2002) - B%
AifgeE st - TIESCEBMHSREE - TIEmEE - A RIT RILERE

TEERT © AR » Bl R REBAEEHE LR
*FHIRG » BT O RS THE 2 i +-4F 5 email: scootwang0118@gmail.com CEERIEE) °
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%8 1F )45 5 B 12 2 Fi i (Macey & Schneider, 2008 ;  Salanova et al., 2005) -
EEESFHPCER SN a4 B IR A 225 » BIE AT A - TR ARET
BSESE  (H B G LE E F5 10 AR R (RS A e A B8 L o B R A B B
R B 4 AR SR S R e E BR B T YR 4 R BELURE (Kundi et all,
2022 ; Pranitasari, 2022 ; Rahmadani & Schaufeli, 2022 ; Suardanaetal., 2023 ;
Wee & Lai, 2022) -

TR BT ARHEENRZE T L ERRE (psychological empowerment, PE)
RHIG B—THE AV ERS G AR 5 B THH TR A AT Y IE RITEATE
m] > AETTIFERR - BER - B M) )% HEH (Spreitzer, 1995) - [H—1#]
IR B CAVe FEERE E B TR HY A EE AL NP R AT A B Y
OHEER 15 F A S A H BB B AT BRI B B Ry - P AR B R E
o EE R B 22 T TE ) /R4S IR AR Rl - o S REE g (N LA F R
J& B4l @R e ) DA S A T Ry BAER SR FR (0 LA E R g 4% N IR AT ) (Avolio et al.,
2004 ; Bogler & Somech, 2004 ; Li & Hashim, 2025 ; Monica & Krishnaveni,
2019 ; Spreitzeretal., 1997) - ZX(fi - FHECH 4 FLEETHAY BAR - LERIRELO Ol E
E8S I b R B8 E Y LAFHCEIRRE - B OB R bR R — 0 % -
ByES bl e B - AR ST DL R {1 77 B 36 (Conservation of Resources
Theory, COR theory ;  Hobfoll, 1989){F fy#e G im il - FH DASH BH. Lo B AL
A DR AVIERS - Fe ABLBRE RS » B LA B T2 TAFHCEINGE - fEIE
ZE Y B BRI E PSRRI FERRE 2 O EE R - RO BRI
TCAFECE 2 o A LA o At B S BRG (A0 1 - e S RG) I £ 22 DARH 7EaR
B OCEERIP R (E AR - IR R B am ALk -

&R Or (7 EE 5w (Hobfoll, 1989) » {ERSE B IHYERL ~ 4EFF Bl & H T
ERITENR - & LIFBERA IR AL IE m YA a8 MR R » et A Fh]
R —THE Y LR ER - ISP B IR A TERE B E RG22 R H AR ~ [Z(KER
TIEEr - e B R S HEE R o BRI - ATk RE MR e O
HER > BINABIERSTETT AR TREME « FHEERFEEE RS - W&
JE & (resource investment) B A& 0 B R B (AU EEE R (Hobfoll &
Shirom, 2001) -

RIEERR R Z 80 FREREEES - (EEaE A OiEf e TRz
K152 > JRIE Y BV E AR 2 LB RGNS - AT e Lhi O B ST e Ry
— TR E PR ATS [ 2 (E A LEEER - HATS (3 2 B RSSRE L E =R HI
T3 R I RE T2 m A OB B R B B (2 ] A BRI - L — o S B
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A BRI R E RS M b 2 R W & B R OR A B m o < B R

a5t (resource caravans) gl o

TE_EACERER IR T IR R B e E R HERS 2 &R
AFFMERNEZ - TN AT AR IBAE JI{E QR LER - (e (RS HET A B 2 1%
&1T - (Hashemietal., 2025 ; Jose & Mampily, 2014 ; Macsingaetal., 2015 ;
Meng & Sun, 2019) - ELAGIT = » LHEAEAE nTgE[EHF 7R 0 B TH TIFE AR
HUE > PASCE B B SR TARERRE IRIE S MR T EEFRA | B T fedh
TEA o WAREAN 5] 1 A OB B A

& E I (accountability) 5 (ERSE TAESS ARy B B BN TEIP LR -
[EBREUR S FERE A AR I R R - BEASTE > im i E = R
TAEMER - tHE R T EBCE S IF R &5 5 2 A Fil (Breaux et al., 2009 ;
Hall et al., 2017) - 55—7J51 » H AL (self-efficacy) AICERERGE H 552k L
TEESREINEERE (5 S 1 R BB B G ARV EE 2L L AR o W2 =]
& B8 B B S - (H ] 43 BB By A [ RURR 2 O BRER A8 R
Bl 2\ ALEER - E RIS 8 2 LR -

BB L ACH RS > TR R o LEIA R B T OERCR Z FIRVRHSE - MIR(E
EE— LEERRSEIER] /2 v RE R 2 18 & 5 IR B PO8Re IR THY
OIEREFRERTII AL - AR EsUE I EAS IR YRR ZE LR » A SCEREL
Ry RN H S — SR I S IR B POSRE O R O B R PRI R Y
OHEERE > sl H S BRI RER - BB — 8 e 5 ERIER
AT B TR ABREAN ERVE AT > WA ERIRFHE RS T fH70 O B
REL AT 1, LB TR R R AR R & TR 2 BEAR -

AT P E R TSRS ERAE = (8 - 55— SR I O L
M B TR 2 BRI (40 Bhatnagar, 2012 ;' Monje-Amor et al., 2021) > 2R
R E N AR 2 55 MR E A OHEE R LEEEEAIR - A
FALE RIS T » B LR B I (L Ry — i L B EROIARE - M ELAS
st B EAANE i A [E ARG 2 IR B PR B8 - 2 B8 T2 TARHCE -

Fo WFEE > E E REE B BESRE R I RE A R Z DB > S AR
REAEEE 28N OEERBLIRE T2 A 2 (8 A LB R MR- T A
Dlbgels - b — WA B 26 E R A TR RE DT 72 b S B — B A B » SR ettt
OHEEIR R R Z Hamae e -
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F= WIRIEE R T AR T EREE S EER R 2B
(Hobfoll, 1989) - & 56 E0f R IH LB RE LT [EJIF 5 [ [F]ThREME & TR
TORERIEA > HEM R HE TAFEE AR E 3 » #li7e COR Bt IRIAHERT T M
I JEFIESEE -

Bl R Bl R R 1

— ~ DR E T FEE

TAEBCESE Ry TEFFEVERY IE [ T/EAERA SRS » R & TAE TAERE
FE PR AYIE T ~ F A BT EETE [m) O HEIRES - BEA EEe5T8s - IR
FENEBS B RIRAR - W LIERHE - FBASEEE T DUAE P
TECIEFRS » HEER  TIEMENRE - H80ReE B A RIT R R EHA
R E BRI+ S B R 1 ) 2 B4 1 31 {4 (Schaufel et al., 2002 Shuck &
Wollard, 2013) - 1% = 5 A S B TAFBR s VIS T » A el R 4H AP i Bry
B ERSR (B TR &R A S LR B TR M &N TIFECEING » Cllk
‘(RS TT Rt oeHy B8 53 i (Bakker & Demerouti, 2017 ;5 Schaufeli, 2012) -

TER 2 5 B TARBCER R g KRR B > 5 R B = [ iR
JIHFIRISETE > —(Seibert et al., 2011 ;  Zhang & Bartol, 2010) - /0, JE B fE 1 By
— e LA PR R T DR - e TIEESR  IHER B M
s 8 F D E RS I - HE— LSS BN B T TE A A B TAE Ry A e
PEFIRZ S (Spreitzer, 1995) » [MFF A B MRS A S EEHE A AT - EEBTAE
TAE R = DB e e B Atd A A ERATE 1%
BN T EBE - e SR A TIEHCE -

IR EIROR S > (e A EHL - RS ER 2ok &
BRI RPBCE RS 22 5HR (gain spiral) - 1B R B2 BORERAT AT AES 3%
BTN - EIR A& RPVEEIR ~ RIFEIR ~ (B N ERELRE 2 &R (Hobfoll,
1989, 2001) » HorfE N EIR (AT B (G R e B iz ple H A2 0 B R S B
BEJI(E 7S - I - fEAHSRTT Rt geh - BERIEIR 2 DUERE 2 LB PG BERE T (5
RHPAER - B RBENERZOHEER -

S BRRFHERRIME - BERREA —E B IRERER - R
[EE AR T BRI E ) DUERE % 7B E &5 (Hobfoll, 1989) - [th—REFEH TPk
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Fasey T BRI G TEER L NRIWHE BRI RE (e (E A B B AR A &
JRUABIE TARRRK 5 AN (ERSAriA B & IR/ ME A 1 T S IR " &
JRERIGE ) (Hobfoll, 1989) - FEFLHIERARES T » LM Ry —THEEZAVAIAG L
HEIR > HATeftay A el R T8 87 > nlREefE 8 T — b Al
B3 TAEHEEARRRAY L R (Ochoa Pacheco et al., 2009) - BT TAEGER 2 5
EAEERR) - DB S5EsdEBRE I Z ER (B - EBEE &R
REHEH R - B T H i e e 8 2 O E R DEE TIERRK > a2
I AR E B TAECEIRRE (Hobfoll et al., 2018) -

EE IR IR EEm BRI = o L ERRRRERTS [S3AV B R LIRS - AIRElIRE
A B — O EERR SRR R > e RN A A R ZUREHY LE RN AR © Ahit
FeiER L oy A fFRA [F) Y D BRI ERAE » 55 — R Ay s A R (A L BRI A -
JRELOEEME A BT B T TFEEREA R NERE R HERR
{5 B TER A OB R R MR R A T AE 55 A RRe D& E AL
BRI BLO BRI BT B THE B 5eliER e 2 G0 mEHE
HEYBE - (B TAE S TAEPREE s B 5 QIR RS T - M5 2 > EHE
FERHEE T TEERA  WATCEIERE - THBSEERITRA B L " E5ik
A JHITENE 0  BER AR B EERR S0 I B2 (25 [ B AE 7 25 e e A [ A
CEEEIRIS] - (e 8 T TAEARAERA - WHFEIER TIFEE Z IR -

FEREZRIE T » HEFTRTERaT 2 DB ~ B BOBRE S B B mI 1L R A~ [E) 2
B (ENDEEEIR - DB (IR B IR I 5 2 B LHLIRRS - Y BT
SRS 15 Z B A LB - B BSEE e B R O CEER > SRS E
BEEhZ G EREAAEEEREACEER SR EREAeREZE
BRI - TIESCRAPEREIRAS M GERR AR R 230 2 1 m TIER
R&(Bakker & Demerouti, 2008) - &7 | » AWFFEHTEIA Z SA%OEIH » (AIKEAE
BEIBERE T R 2 e A e T oy > Hoh LR Ry TR Eh &R
HISEEE RRE NEAER - & ZRAIERREERER - =FHER L
BRI ERAEEC R ERE N AEENE 2 BSEEAS -

OB HRRE B T PERICE 2~ RN/ el fE HLURSTE N LAGRER - B %0 TR T/EE R
(meaning)f&THI J7TH » & B LA TAEGL R BA (H{E P E RSB - R E
PILEEh i E B 1 A2 /& (Kahn, 1990 5 May et al., 2004) - #E[f58(E TAF
BE o HA » fEFER(competence) i V71 > A5 7RV WYERS 5 5 B 52 plft:
BRESIZ B0 WEE SH NS EIRIEA 2 BB RS - (e E SRS
YHHKERAG IS A (Bandura, 1997 ;  Spreitzer, 1995) « 55 = » 1F [ F 1 7E Bl (self-
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determination) i J7 1Al » 8= H A BN EENEEIE - (F5 THE F#2
B TG 4R 48 % A (Deci & Ryan, 2000 ; Christian et al., 2011)  £7{% °
fEsZ 2 (impact) & i 5 > & B TAE B BT HSE R A EE 28N
ep o b B (R R (R - IR s 1 A 2 B FE(Spreitzer, 1995
Seibert et al., 2011)

R AR = DU B BT A T e
FEET R R - R (RS R R A% ) 2 £
sl (Halbesleben et al., 2014) « B » 0 BHARHE & HETT 75K 5.0 B
SRRl B T Ko A S 5 TR -

FERA BT » 2 B T A R LR S » AT
HL TR » DRI SRR A RSIEL 0 DA B TR - e
R IRR T TR IRAE (Llorens et al., 2007) « DRI » 0 FHAREEL T 1F4iE
2 [ FELFAE 1E =] Bt (Seibert et al., 2011 5 Zhang & Bartol, 2010) - ELH L - 2
HDL TS

A — (ML) * SRR TR S E B - 7 088 S 2
BRI H TR -

— - EEEROEERNACER | 0EREEER
I3k 2 e Bk

OHEARERT S LY - T2 B THE B TIFA G ekl R 2 )10 £
SOH1(Spreitzer, 1995 ;  Seibertetal., 2011) - (&R AT HERERBRNTS - LESY
IR Ry —THE Y R ER < M EEA It BE—S0RIRRRIG A 2R E E
b BfEER T/E4E(Wallace et al., 2011 ;  Seibertetal., 2011) - 35 & T &
MIFEEE FE R Al = W TSR JEAL  HOEERRERN
YL R MRV EIRIE ABLES 7 » 2 T RE IR A AR T o (B A S
(Wallace etal., 2011) - (At - OERIRREE S REIE 5 3 IR TIRAER - BRI
e B LSRR A TIERIR 2 AR -

TEfERs L gRE L - & BRI EIMES B SIS 2R B EY) - 2
—fE B (0 20 [E 2 DA REAY O R R BE (Hall & Ferris, 2011 5 Frink & Klimoski,
2004) - & B TAE TAF PR S AV E SRR - 8 A] BERHE A R A Ry E B )
TR ANE IR DAECRSE Y H AR - M B R AR BT R E = -



oo iv¥E  FFREp ALY A 7

S OB 2 I rTRE T e R N EERE - TIFE&R]
{EEBEERE R TEBEAERR R T BT SE B2 HE
{EHEERERER NN B S8 BROVERSR T8 E M - (EERETR=
BB MORAAEREEITE B AR LI TEh A eGSR 2 BRI - R (B
EAIE -

RERRFHEHREENS > EXRGA—EHE ZH ALHEE R
(Halbesleben et al., 2014 ; Hobfoll etal., 2018) - &JE{RFHsmTaH » (EiS A
TEH SN B AR DARE TAEZDR M E RN EEREE T E B EEE A
OEER s ER A e IR 2 N{ElA(Halbesleben et al., 2014) -
ERATMHP LT B AR - (8GR Bl RN M 2 B RS2 e
AN SRR T s AR R B ) DARE R 22 ke - Rt @E’EW%I%E%EG
TAESCE » M@ ma b E =R A L EERSGUE D E B HE
M AR TE 5 AGIRRE © BRFRIE - $2 0 PA T EGR

e —(H2) - EERVE LEBEE TIEBCE 2 IEA B - JRED L B AE
B3 TAEHCE 2 AR > B el i & R RS -

2RI > BEAT e & B DB A FRe ke » e RS MERR
FIAIRE A BT O E R - YR — DR 20 E > DUt E B R B
BRI -

- EERZEEERE

EREEERH T A BEERFRMA ST D OEME - KRHEEE
HATBY TENR R 2 BIEREE (Frink & Klimoski, 2004) - BEAWIFEAEH - & {H#S
52 Eﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ%gﬁt)&%ﬁ%éﬁﬁﬁaﬂj FRPEE AR A E 2 B R B PGRENTT
Fs(Hall & Ferris, 2011) « [Nt » EERUZ P AAGIEE S BILIMERSS » E
IRETMERE S T R AT R BEE RR E , R

PRI > AMERTE BIEHE AR A D MEE A BRTTRER - MHEAHITER » £

ENREREEER T IWEYME ] RIS TR E 1 5 BEREER - 81k
?%V%I_ R > (EEREHR T R AR HUMIREAE R T BRI R AR
iy B HAR R (Hall & Ferris, 2011) » JRB[ - SMEREBHR BN B (ER FGIE
KRR - MR ERTERRRE L R O EIRREAVBIRE AR -



8 WEERTHh > $=L=24% -9 > aA@15 &5

EFE—THREE  IMER R IER AR L i —2R - = EEE
g (ERE R AV ERGIIN AT e o B B - BEATSTHE L - EIE
EERER R ERREREFR A E R E TR (G5 Z:(Ammeter et al.,
2004) - {H{y A RERL Y BT T (R RN B & R T Fy(De Cremer et al., 2001) - [t
—IRREUR BRIV EREIMERTE BE T TR AT (E G A B 5%
%2 INAESE[E (Ehren et al., 2020) -

AME ] RUMEER S (B vl R Wi R [EE A G R B T RORR © A
ERAVEEENGE - RE (R OE AN REEIER - (HESE TR
Ry B THRE - EMIPEREERYE T E(Stewart et al., 2021) -

AR | igeiE— & T BR AL E & ( pressure-based accountability )
B2 T A{EALE T (internalized accountability ) RIfECA [E] 0o ERE% ] - BRSRTERS »
EERESHEROEER  MIFAUANHEERS TR ERRE LR -
R EAME B E BT R B RN (ERSR AT RE R A Ry B TR -
MAERCERFETR § 28 & PN & E S5 - W HERR AR
BB B PR - Al AT seig b A e MR IE A Lo B

AWTFEERAUL B BR  FE B ESUE R —EN B EN R DEIREE - 1R
BIRORFHEEmARSS T IR EA E B A B (ERE AN TE T [ -~ A EE
AT 5R( 0 B RS R 2 B BERET Ry NME - &R E 2 e R it
MG MERE TIFTS (5% Z HeEhIEIE - IR (A (B B AT REfR R (ERE B AL
HER > DUzl LEEEE -

RItE - EThRE BRI = - EBRAEP IR M e BERRFER T T A
Bt HEERO R R &S, Z&JFEFR (Halbeslebenetal., 2014) - E&jt
It > ATERFHE A Ay — TR ) Z (N LEEER AR Ry DB B T
TR 2 S b2 — -

M9 - BFEMEE - IR BT T FRAV A In R A1
il

ERE—DEIHNE - LB B PO RE NS EHE B R e IR
K52 > (B & AR R G e L O B A R TP e A 5 o O B
(i AG S TOF IS BT R AR (e £ TS - B LIEEE - B M - RS
BF1F 2 AKIR (Spreitzer, 1995) - J@ i ¥ TIEHEIE B/ B Ay ERa Map R
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sl - FHE S > B BSEER I BT EREH B & 58 iR E R e TR (E @A
(Bandura, 1997) - &}~ 55 JJEK (capability belief) FYFERIH] o AL > /LR A
T ERC R T B AT 0 T IES > 1M 5 BESRe IS 5 TAnfrstis 5
FEIT RIS - EEIROR TR AV o OB R — RIS DR
- 1 EBERER B TSR E IR e Z g DE R O HEER > iEEER
TR ERE T B A A F B A o

H Heae (self-efficacy)(xFEEAS ¥ B G2l € BB 2 s E S (A
BATHEEEE - 85775 B R ARV B B (Bandura, 1982, 1997) < 1E &
R R S P R 2 A AL P R » B otuse S L {IE G L AT A
FR 2 TEIRHS > BRI E LB R - BEA T CA B R %
IMENERZ — » WESE AT & & B T A RERR i R A - i
(1 B T STk B > R S B T (A (Bakker & Demerouti, 2008 ;  Hobfoll
etal., 2003 ; Xanthopoulou et al., 2007 ) -

PRIEE » o B UM 15 B 52 82 FRRBE TE B EE ZE AT ER IR - T RELH R [E] 2
DHERER - IE— B & TR A T R A S i RE B S B LT
> T EGE BE— % (Seibert et al., 2011) -

S o LERRE Z ORI o I AU BRE I (E SV E R - TAF
EEEHERE TS EE SRR L ERER AL ETEIE R HAvtE
(Kahn, 1990 ; May etal., 2004) ; 5 (ERVE BER(EE B BRI Z IEFEFH - fEK
ABSUEER B Z %2 )R (Bandura, 1997 + Spreitzer, 1995) » 5 EVEfR AL TEIE
BZEMH > EERRAAEBTEE T REpahdEs - EimEERE (=S (Deci &
Ryan, 2000) ; 228 AR LITE G R 2 BABERIRE - (8 8 TH (S H B35 T76E
FEE BB RUR (Seibert et al., 2011) « _AAEEES A [F OB - HER{E(E
B " RRIATREME ) 2 R - BEE RS E L IFIERE PR R s AR
freplales > _Ealpe DR mTREE— Do b H B HSKEE » (0 ORI V&
IR R LRI E R TIER A -

] vV Eikirzn DRSS I Sl AV (S R T S il D e I S I
BB TIEER - & 8 TAE T ETER B 2HEBEE « EIRE 17
BH EVELLRATEIRZ BN BT REAE TAFRAE T FIRF A B S RETTHI(E L
(B FSme) s TGS RAVEMRIE(E R - 1Eimfestae D ERBERTER
WAR(E A DB - A — D om b TARRURFRRA -
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BRI FHEERBIRN S > B RITEIE SR - (ERe T EIRIRR 2 B A
FelZ{&(Hobfoll et al., 2018) » 3lf7 5 i [ 18 ARFEIBLH5 ) LU HUE— 0 & 22
(Halbesleben et al., 2014) [t > HHUHEER Fo—THRE T E F(E AL HER -
BRI A R 7y (e F ] - s Y B PR e e e (B AS 1F  TF SEoRH
BRI - (EHEHFEERIARAEE S 0EER L ESCER B E
P AR 2 R EENGIRAE - LT BLThRE |8 o TRt S b M S — 20
R B BEHE R 1T Ros2 BRI AE I HIE T LAFREEEHINTT /R P ZRr@eA
AR 9 2 [ a8 1 [ O B (B B B JB R BT RE T b B I e
DRIEE - BFFEERR - B BOSEE L B e I TIFEeE - MR O3
FECHEE L R L AF e EE BT -

& e BR R E A B SR AN R - B PSR AE LB B TR
B2 R DE R E A OHEER . T A WA B A TR (T
PEEARR I AT REVERHFIET > #E— 20 (et raa i T{F# A (Xanthopoulou etal., 2007) -
=N IV it

e =(H3) : BB HEIE LR R TIPS 2 MEA T ER o JRED LR
PR TERCR Z FIVRHIGE - B0 (A8 i B BORRE FTss -

h - EEREBRMEE  FOERMEBERTFEEE
Ry R R

BEA SRR E BRI IIRE EML WG IE T 2 — 8 Ehor s i R —
TR B S MR B F2E LA BR T B T AFEEK » 58 R & (ERS  FL R SR T Ky et
NEFEECHEZ STENG » nTRERE R ) BL LI EHE - 2RI > — BB 5y ISR RIIFEH -
ERERURTREL " BENL ) (PR IEAE - BIMERS £ TR A A E 5
BBy MIEEAAR B ML BB B J7 205 (Frink & Klimoski, 2004 ;
Halletal., 2017) - fEHEEEET - EERCEHERFIMERR: - MEEREA™E
HEZOH AR -

FEERRFHEERER - AR E R A E B B EB RS IR T
ENLHEER - & B TR TIFE RGN B S EER—E ol SR EAbEE
sEALE TAERCRAVLEHE A - (R G EAS T 8hEh & A &R DR (T 58K -
ME 2 BEEEAEIIEE TR BRI AR » e fE (AR A LRy
AT EREN - R R AR (R A B AR PR B By
BRI R PT AL E AY(E A& R (Hobfoll et al., 2018) -



s BRERIL (ried  f TR S SR aRE S Ayl 1

PRIt - AR ERET < B R Z e R ER A A B 2 AR - Bl —
FEB5 (2 ] A OO BRI - 19 F BRI 4/ MBI B P2 R A - 15 O BRI AT
RO E EHEBE S ER T - B TE g LIFRCR R A E B =T —E57
Rt 72 = AR TIEEE S B 5 R TR LA BB N AP R -
13 HLATE Ryy MEP BE PR T T AR5 « PRI T (50 & B2 RN EH VB R AR b Ry (e 2
P AR LB BN JHh— 4 LA N E R O - B am P iR 3 = i B g B
EERR  BIWG L &R AT Aefie 48 H A& RV O #E— D 5 b T AFECE -

Bt FilE R B LR LB AR (RS L EAR R S B TR
EAE DU — RS 2 B SR I AR - LB (R TR ER - IR B E
TR B 5 22 T VOl 1 P 1l S L BEIRRE (Spreitzer, 1995) - 148755 H -
ARG SR ETEEE RS RN I DA - i oA A R 25 D 2 RS BI04 (Seibert et al.,
2011; Maynard etal., 2012) = (K[ » AbH5E F5k - DO EIEDIEE ERER—EMH A
{38 > & F4H A& (resource configuration) -

HE8M = TEESRMER A ATTEREEER (A NEEH
A 5 B ERATR LB 5E BT 2 BB )5 & (Bandura, 1997) 5 H T MR AL TE)
AR ZER] [EER AU B B L A BT Ry - 2B I AEER LT R
Ay AT R CEEAS RIS N B A EERUR - (IEE IR IR - R ALY
OHEEIR A A G s B RER SR I - I — A BN 42 18R (Hobfoll,
1989; Halbesleben et al., 2014) - [Nt - CHEERAEZ 2 ERUIR > MERBEE—H
EZAEA TR E 2 5 L ERAEDIAE AR R » M R R A5
RNNaE 2 FEae 2 -

T FiT A& B 8l B i (17 B R R AR AR R b LB R S R i
2 A AR R — T 2 B RV LEEAR o LB AT RO
HETHES TIFATYES /) B T8 R IE RERATELE « 2800
BUAbsEfat - (EF " HHENRGZ ) A R0E DRECRITENAYRFEM: © 35
i = A EAY L PR AR Ry S » R P 2Ky R IR - AT RE R A e A
HA I AT e U b R FREAY T/ FECE (Wallace et al., 2011) - (L - O EEARRER
TREA R B LAFHCE - BISEAE I H2 & [FIE B (B m Y L3 &R RS -

(e LB 2 - & B B H P EE 7 B AR R & R BiE )& )
AR AR S B DI BT — DR ) By T B A A AR ) B

CRETE R E LB | IR FERARS o B R EUATE(ERE I LIS
RHBEENTEERN LR  KIHEZE G FEEEA e S TEe R as -
BEAW7EE T - SHAR BV E (T [EIH L 24 MR T B A 1 8 S e {8 g 1 - 1771
FHT Ry BRI AHI] (Hall etal., 2009) - J2 L - L RIE S IE A AR R
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SAZNILASUE 5 DGR E & B LR RN L R B BERET » # al 58 )
BT REERRCE 7= IR TAERCGRFF & A i Rf(Wallace et al., 2011) -
TESEARES T » B ¥ O FRIARERY BRI - N FA A H BB (R B REEN SR A
TEEeRE WA G 15 RUIDI FEERE - (3% O B m Y [E#R1T £y (Lester & Brower,
2003) -

MHEE - B IEEE(self-efficacy) Frsg by - AlE B THE 558 TIEE
BRI TBIES  AF T IRESHISE] ) ARETHIHE - (RE T B 5 -
FMEELRE T R e A B R TR B - I B B ERTT Ry R
(Deci & Ryan, 2000 ; Gagné & Deci, 2005 ; Rigby & Ryan, 2018) ; £ [ fHMf
I > thEmg A R (Social Cognitive Theory)f5t » & B HASEER RS LE AT ETHE
B {b [ml s e e E ARl R R G Y T T8 BRS¢ 182 (Bandura, 1982, 1997) » Hyjit
O ERERY T E RS TR B8 SO R 3 - B IR R - (TEI B B B R
K - B TAER SRS O BN - 80A] BE I RICIE RIAYRE T HIEr - #EiT
Az RV B 8 RV b R R E Y T AFHCEIRRE (Corsun & Enz, 1999 5 Hansen
etal., 2013; Jacome & Chign, 2022; Seibertetal., 2011; Zhang & Bartol, 2010)-

EFE—PERINE & R REL E BEGRE 2 1/ F G R AR R (R
IEPAT BB R ERS T2 SIS O B T 5 [ 38 2 A [FIThRE ME & TR R B A%
il - IEE R FHRERT S WEEFREEEBSEPAER - WEBAHE
AR " ERERRE, (Hobfoll, 1989) - (H{EAG TS LARIF ST R EMEEH TEhAE
TIHSC R - BRSNS - S BRI E8(LERSE AT EB 2 WA - f24t " E
EF A J(should invest) iy T2 [mI 5L - B B (LB AE A L BR AR 5 AR S0 -
HHSIRE AR HERS e B BB RE ST 2 (B8 - $2ME T %It A, (could invest)
HTTENER - B RE & A E AL ER - #9 & 3E)R B HEERY RS - Al
Thee Rk & f#EE % (Xanthopoulou et al., 2007 ; Bakker & Demerouti, 2008) »
A E(ER RSB A - BT EHEGHE LRHERA - BIL » TR
BRI IR — O FRFERR FTRE 7o 0 il - 2 B L Blgs ) m &R R A
TERZ 4558 -

Gy B R DB RO ER TR AL T —(ERE S AV AR RS -
B S — TR R B RIRAG - Wy B R E R R EE m{E LB ) B
HEREE(FE T EAENOEER) » 5 [#EFRA B BRER - 3 b AT
VERZESE 1 o) T/EARRE(Burke etal., 2010; Hobfoll, 1989; Llorensetal., 2007)-
TEREZRME T - 1 G HARERR ] o R (e 3 R ALY B Bt i - BIIH A
P IRAVE LB RERTE - BB B OHEE( L, B THYEEREBRE J1IEA
(Blau, 1964 ; Cropanzano & Mitchell, 2005) -
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Grer B SR > OB AR B IR 2 AV LEER > WA
W FREIREMEAH B 58 b BRI A S R RS (R B - 25 — iR Ry R (R R R 1
EEE)  sbERNAaEE I NERE 24t TEERA, Z'EEERE
BE B RRRE B B RERAE (B BAUEE) » IR HERSEHEB I Z B2 - 12
it TRESIRE A | ZRET I RELHEE o WY o3 il T I O i P e BRI
LB &R & A > 0 AE DI RE P B A 4 B (% (Hobfoll et al., 2018 ;
Xanthopoulou etal., 2007) - PRI » TAFHGE Al #15 F 2 B LB IR RFREAEN 2
ZEER > IR — S A fi -

k

it
X

W
ik

TEARRR S

NI

7

-5

—  RRE

AHWTFE B AERE OB - B R R H BOSEE R LAE AL $ T IFaCE
Pt 2 fth - BAai s > WL BRI (E Ry pi AR R > PR H 3 TIREICE
ZH PR W — ik E BRI B BEGEE S &0 e OB B TIRRCE
ZfH] o SR MEMA

LSRR B A B S A O BRI TR A O BTN
RESIZ A [F] BRI b A iR E B TAFSERIRRR - Hodr - B RS & T ¥
TAEGERZBENEER B REERIIER R THE SR T FEBE I ZE
BEE - W B (BRI LR B0y RS = (B R SR T A 2
OEER > HAFRIH A B EAYE R -

RIE - WFFEERECTA TS 2 o3 it - (Rl A E R IR B FSRE > Ll
S OEIARE S 15 57 BIIE MBI WS B > B8 T T ARSI R R - 22
bt s R B S DB TR 2 RS DU E R H K
SUREATIE A2 EIRERUR, - (RIBWTFE AT iR N 2 B — E Rk = IS e As L
& A o
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H2(+)
/ EHER
\
Ly o TARbE
\ R /
H3(+)
W- =iEH
—_~HIETIH
(—) REHBURERESR

1 LHHE

WFERE OB S e B E TAR TEACH - HTIEESR - TR
BEMHBEFRAER)BEZE N 2 TEOHENEBEYE - ERKH
Spreitzer(1995)FéR#Ed 2 L HIRAEE R - A ERE - BHER B T e
JIVOERE R - RS S =8 - &t - $8F Liu(2008)EH
2 PR s B R N—8M(EE (Cronbach’ s a 4805 91 BUR
HA RFZ(SEAKLE -

2. TAEECE

B FE R AR S Ry (G AE AR 5 A &8 B 2 Fr 48 Mk 1 el 0B
REE > EEVE)] - FREIEEE LR » RIEH TEZ O3 AR
f& (Schaufeli et al., 2002) - £ Schaufeli £ Bakker(2004)Ff=% 2 > 55 ki
T & (Utrecht Work Engagement Scale, UWES-9) » i 25 7 7 (vigor) »
Z= ik (dedication) 1573 (absorption) = {[Elf#&H » HEH 18 - 2 EBFRZNEH—
B ME(EE (Cronbach’ s af#) 5 92 BUREMHRFZEE -

AL == =
3. EEE

WFEiEE = RS E Ry (ERe A OB T b B FRIE TR Z &R
HEEEN BRI E B0 E A GRS TE R e
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& o $RA Hall 2 A (2003)Fr3dfE 2 & HRESR - 5T/ U RS —204%
{S/ (Cronbach’ s af&#)k 92 EREREARTZ(EE -

4. BHIEE

H PR ATE G B & B o R (R R B ik B ARRE ) 2 BB
SR A ST - B Schwarzer 2 A (1997)(E53T.2" —fiREIRAHERSR |
(General Self-Efficacy Scale) » DIAzad E B HIg Sz ~ BB TEIE 2 B3k
s E Rt E R - TR - S ERZ VB — (S (Cronbach” s «

HE) R 91 > BUREM B Z(SEKEE -

5. IEHIEH

EREANT e A OSEt EH R B B T TR BL LA
5> (i Becker(2005) BHZEMISE IR I 2 g - AWTFERIER] ~ SRl ~ IRk
BEE ~ B B Sl A AR R R > DU RVE AR »
HE—B BN > AEPEPR EAGZERIEETATR - T FeiR 3 B E 2 5 [ EA 8
EIEICARTIRE AN E - BRAYITEREA —ERE R M -

(2) BEAR

WERTEE 2 B A2 B ENSMAR A s e 2 BEA 8% > WK
HETIIL R S i - AT B R ER T © 25— R0 R A B RERE > W&
2 E VR il - BRI ES AOGGETEE > FH A U ERE AL
BRRE NI A EE a2 EAbia5R T -

FE R E RS R e LEIRAE - R BBSRERLL
TEBCEETIIRAME RS - S BBE R ERE T S5t ="1JE
[ REE A PR TR W — PR A IR v E R (Likert-type scale)#E
T8 - el B IRHESEERu 2 RRER > /€ T IFEAEE ) £ TIFEE
B TS oRIEE— 2107 BEeERSRIER RS -

BTSRRI AE S - MRS B - AR PR o
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Fo- FREFTHEIE - e SFERNIE
5% HRIENE
. BEE e Wem | R F
LE | Spreitzer BTHEETHE | TfF | PE1 | BREW TEHRINSERET -
e (1995) Ml WL | EHE | PE2 | AFSEEEHRN S  EEEEEN -
BE e - WHE PE3 | B T{EHERMSEAEEDN -
B~ BEME | BER | PE4 | BAREHRAENPITRIOTSE -
WEHZ L PE5 | e B TAE RS L -
HIRERENE - PE6 | FRHERSTRIAE B LIRS TE TAEER -
EEM | PE7 | BAMENE EME AR TRA TIE -
PES | FAILABETTAETRTIER I -
PES | WA S BRI e T IR T AE -
B8] | PE10 | REHAFIMBE I A RANEES -
PEN1 | TRETAAFNER T AFEZNIR S -
PE12 | N AFINT IR A EE S -
EH | Hall, Frink, EEE | EEeLEE | EEE | AC1 | BWERBCHETIE FERSHAE -
& | Hochwarter, HE#HIESD AC2 | F&E VVEERIATAE TIE LAIES
* Kacmar & WA B AC3 | BEEERHECH A EASE -
Bowen(2003) TIEERER AC4 | MR TIEEREFTEY > R FEGEMR -
Hit- - FRATBI T IEER - HREA RRHIE Y SR
S L -
AC6 | FREIFRIIEER > S/ B T -
o RHEAE > BAE TAE P AT TR A TSR
EAREE -
¥ - AR TEE TS B LIF LSS
A8 e -
H3% | Schwarzer, {E I B PR B | SE1 | WRERESEMATE - BTSRRI -
e BaRler, geREsapsh | seeE | SE2 | BIERIASEITR  BAIVABDEIUSHRATER -
B%E | Kwiatek, SERRIG TS SE3 | BRI - ERRFEATAIE A LR 5 R -
Schroder & B R E H SE4 | BREISEARUREN (B 20 RATER; -
Zhang(1997) PRIEAIE SE5 | LAFRIAE - B ERERER BRI M -
e seo WIRFAT N EATERT] » AR S B

BH o
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it

%

H

\f
/

BEME
BEE i . e | R T
TEFE

WRE 2R IR EE - [N AH(EHEE Ca B A

-
HE

SE7

SE8 | i (MEERANT - P AR R RS TTE -
SE9 | AMUEAVIRHE - PIEH ERE—LLENTHYTE -

SE10 | HESm{HEEARS L34 - REREE B -

Schaufeli & TAE | (EREELTIEA S| WEL | LR FEEE Ceimid /)

Bakker(2004) | HCE | BARVIEM - 5T WE2 | FRERZAR RFAFAEE BT -
RN WE3 | SEBIG TR - B R MR RSk
2 LFRAS - A
BREDEIAER | At | WE4 | BAVEROTLE -
AT WES | ST AR s -
o BRI WE6 | BOMFEAEN TR -
HEEDSRESERS | oy | wE7 | MIRIETIERS RS T EMEATEEY) -
FIE -~ 1 WES | SIREUER TAET » FREVEIRIE -
ABHHLEY 0

WE9 | fETAFRF > BIRIEFERANT

BIREE

= MRETEER

AR EREEETERES e R BkE N Z AR E T -
B TR S BN TSR E N - AR - IR BHEAE
FISERRE - B F Rt OB REAN R LB Z B 385

BEAEREA R T2 (convenience sampling) - 1B ST 2 RN R
TER B T28 - 28 AN T2 HIVE A e bn 2 8 > BT AE RS EL b/ i -
MIFETT RS - b T X EH A L2 o2t - G 2025 47 3
A% 5 AR#ETHESE » LIS E EARIEA TR ESET 9T -

Rl (RIEE AR AT BRI st - DUR RS EDAS R 28
e 5% (Podsakoff et al., 2003) - .0 FRFRAEED & = RUH S — BT HEN - B
HEUAEEE TAFRESE N5 R IR (T2)HEM] o b —HRpF 1 B 2 B R U5 7R 5
2 - IR S N Ry -
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FEFR MR L AT E B IR B BESRE R Ao O R FRRE P (B e BN 2 W
FAMECEEIR > o7 R R R SR I8 3 2 OB - MR PR T
FEFFAIRR R © AL - AR PAT A R L B S 1 71 - T dk
AR FP M -

- fEI A ET

SHEE]U . 553 {5 A3 - #EF SPSS for Windows 26.0 1 SZiF 1T
CERE AT DU IREEA Y B A TR AT » AR - 4E86 - B
FE ~ BB E @I -

IITEREUR > G UIEME R (292 ) > LR 261 A - FEERIARLL
31 % 40 pk Ry EHREE > HURFP £ 41 2 50 ﬁ 30 sk(E) AT » LAk 51 ﬁi
(BE)LLE - IR EETTHE > BL10 LU M E SRR > HAUR 11 2 20 4
%30 fli » 3L AEDL A EEBIAE SR - H%%?%%EEULA%E&EI?%I ’ ﬁ:k%%}%'
 thE RS EE LIRS D - AT - A B AR E s 0 X
2%*4%’2% * [EgESE - BEAFEAL M -

BEGAZ ANORE AT - REEREEE T ZEAT F3H > fHE
MR R REANR =T

%= fpatirt

HAER il RE Hortk 4EET

z 261 47 2%

1451 553(100%)
5B 292 52.8%
30 BE(ELAT) 112 20.3%
31-40 3% 254 45.9%

e 553(100%)
41-50 % 151 27.3%
51 m(&a 2l h) 36 6.5%
10 F£(&LLT) 240 43.4%
- 11~20 ££ 227 41.0%

RS 553(100%)
21~30 4 79 14.4%
31 F (&) 7 1.3%
BT 372 67.3%

a5 HEgTE 152 27.5% 553(100%)
el e 29 5.2%
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HAH 53 9.6%
(LSS 129 23.3%
NEEE IREsE 133 24.1% 553(100%)
R 208 37.6%
FAtE 30 5.4%

h - REFZEEZ AR ERER

HHY EEEHE R EZ S E B R G EE > E RS [ HEVAER
(Common Method Variance, CMV).Z 5 © Ryl (RILEVEIE fRar 7 R 2
A NIEEEHEERIIZEE 5ot - & HZEBMITEL(2006) 2 5% > 455
AIRE PP TP i B SR st ool 7% » LB HINEIRLEDTAE R nlgee & -
(—) SRITaERAHE

1. BSf&EPF:%ET(Temporal Separation)

Rl (R E] — R AR A T AT RE [ Z fFE — M fmak AW SRR 7y
WFFE R L R A I RETREREM] - BRSi S - LEE A B 2 J RS —
B (TL)HETHEMN » PR TAESCERTTNES P (T2)FEN] - RIFSELH
P73 - Eakat £ 5 H AV R IR R E A2 vl gE A 2R 2 U7 A Rt
113 P DU T B < DRI SR P s

2. HE[EEE(Concealing Construct Labels)

M6 TP AR B 58 2 TH AT Z i 4 DU Rz & f I e H HYEk
oAl T RENE - MR — B FE St e ek -
3. EXHBZHENRE
BFEpREE 48 EIEE T U T A AR A SR AT BEHRR(E A
55y Z & WIS ERHE ST FEE /A DU Rz s 2 OB ER
1 SHEE 2 HEM -
(Z) BRAETR2H

fESRInbE T - PRAGPIREATHEg(Harman” s One-Factor Test){f
RO 2 TR - BETREBIIR A O ST EE81E - HATA b8 8 2 EE[E]
RN APRZR IE R ZR 3 (Exploratory Factor Analysis, EFA) - 3ff DA eds /5 =(3E
WERST - DiatlE AR —NR OB T EFREREZE -
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IIMTEEREUR - S INRATEE B HE Ry 30.13% > RS EAG RS
S 50% - IEREUS > BREETORIIRE R TR E-NER RS 5
FERESEEARZHEERE T IR - WRRWANE - B ARSURIED
Harman BN Tiaba@ RN BURE AR Z 28 5% - SAE Roe 2RIt E A
S5 7 (K45 (Podsakoff et al., 2003) - [NIE - ABFEI AR P HEZERIE R £
FNESRN » AR SRR 1 -

(Z) MREBEARFEER

AWTFEE G 590 {77 > Hed& Il 562 {7 [HIUHR Ky 95.2% - &ifniiiig
HFREE A e BB — B L6 > RIS AR 553 17> ARIEAR R
98.4% - AHRHE RIS B EAIR _FR -

£ K Ewfciem

Rl () B EeRG) AR ATHERG)

1 hElETE 30 29 96.7% 29 100%
2 AgTE 161 154 95.6% 152 98.7%
3 BT 399 379 94.9% 372 98.2%
&t 590 562 95.2% 553 98.4%

N Bl EIEE S

AWFFEAAELEARIT Rt 2 5 RAR% - £/ SPSS for Windows 26.0 152
FRCEET TR PEREET ~ FHBR AT LR 07T © ol (SRS habal& B > $RF AMOS
HEITERES MR 22 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA) » DU B HI & 5=
AACHE - BRI IRYT SR R Baka e T - ST ¢

1. fEfii45ET(Descriptive Statistics) @ BB ETEC ~ B 4TEL ~ ErgEE
R B RS HERR » EREA Y AT = MEY - afEtEs] -
File ~ BERE - LIEFFEEBEENS - DIEER A 8BS
18 (R RARGE T 2 SR -

2. (S E 557 (Reliability and Validity Analysis) : 7E &35 /8 SFd 751 0 DL
Cronbach’ s o R¥#iinbas &R 2 NE—2E 5 WS HERZE ST
(Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA)fzEg Il &= BICE - B DAFFHE
TEREHERE -
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3. fHEA s> Hr(Correlation Analysis) : fEHEN &R B M BAFERUER - #E
PR R AT = R (B (Pearson” sr) » A O ERIERE - %ﬁm Q&
R A L T AFACE S I B9 S T > [ AH B8 7 1= LR 98 - DAE &
sk is 2 P fciE -

4@“@%@¢ﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁ‘%@%@@ﬁ%ﬁé%ﬁ EFRRUREEL T
TERNZE 2 52 B R (% - P& FJ P& J2 7 B 73 #fr (Hierarchical Regression
Analysis) » {8 AT ~ 12 2 SEEEL v MBI > DU ST
2 fERE LB ERH RE B - (R RS T o (BT
JyiEwm SR Bk BRI bootstrap EEHIEERE Fe(dEHERESUR 2 (EHElE
[ DU S 35 N B AR L B e R B TR o 2 I P >

A o IEAR B fE R ESUR  EC B 2 PR e R
SR

B ENSEMRER

— EREDH
(—) BEEAM

LA Cronbach” s o (:&fuba S B8 2 N —20E - —FKm= >
Cronbach™ s a {58 .70 DL ER[E5 BHF a2 2 BEE/KEE - EE S
SRAIFEIUF/R » &5 Cronbach™ s af&#70> 759 & 896 ] » 5
PRI BURARWZE AT E 2 ER A RIF 2 NE—8E B E—
TT1RE BB R R o T BlsE s A A -
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ir AR ERA

B T Cronbach’ s a (5% BREEY

BE 759
RE 771

fusEiling 895
B 778
P .858

EERE E R .806 .806

B AR H BRI .896 .896
] 776

TAEHCE ZEh 830 911
B 759

(Z) MED

DLEG=E R 22453 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA) % Es &4 s>
FRERUE - ALEH AMOS 24.0 8REGHETT 01T - sHETEIRE SR LR R AT
& 4 & {ZE (Composite Reliability, CR) Ei - 15588 B 8 X< HY & (Average Variance
Extracted, AVE) -

ITEEREUS > B R R A AR AR A A R R
AE(A = .48) > BT LAMER ¢ MHERIR » HEREHEIE T rmE E TR LE
e BIEIR - SHEEEHZARE(CNR AT E N 648 £ 845 2] > HE#E
HEE/KAE - B REEZ A EERE(CR)MR 806 & 927 H St .70 7 JdakinAE;
Y RBECEUE(AVE) Y (515 & 588 ¢ I .50 DLEZHHE - AHEE ST
SR RR T - BIRN S > BIERERER B ZRBB0E » SRR EEH
R 2 AT -
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21 LREFHFELFIZAITEE
STD. SMC CR AVE
it ST REUH P HEAEAL e 4R SPrEEEEE
HZafE MHE¥Ys  BE FEHE
PE1 .000 759 .576
B PE2 .000 .729 .531
PE3 .000 .799 .638
PE4 .000 .699 .489
RESI PES .000 725 .526
sl PE6 .000 .648 420 07 1
e PE7 .000 .693 .480
BEH PES .000 .688 473
PE9 .000 712 .507
PE10 .000 .723 .523
W PE11 .000 .699 .489
PE12 .000 725 .526
AC1 .000 .754 .569
AC2 .000 759 .576
AC3 .000 .782 612
EEE EEE ACS .000 673 .453 .880 512
AC6 .000 .683 .466
ACT .000 .688 473
ACS8 .000 .662 .438
SE1 .000 .680 .462
SE2 .000 .794 .630
SE3 .000 .822 .676
SE4 .000 .756 .572
Eﬁ%k Eaik SES .000 .738 .545 o7 el
G RRE SE6 .000 .746 .557
SE7 .000 .749 .561
SE8 .000 .723 .523
SE9 .000 .729 .531
SE10 .000 746 .557
WE1 .000 737 .543
&7 WE2 .000 .752 .566
WE3 .000 778 .605
WE4 .000 .845 714
LiF Z2Rk WES .000 774 .599 .927 .588
Jp&% 4
! WE6 .000 792 6217
WE7 .000 .687 AT2
HiE WES .000 .821 674
WE9 .000 .701 .491
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BtAh By — U AnEa & WYY - PRI ELl & VB B s 8
#<HU & (Average Variance Extracted, AVE) P JTRELEAHRBAREL - 55 B Hiain
JEEME o R BVE [E)E LE 2R (heterotrait - monotrait ratio, HTMT) g b
fESEPESUE (Henseler et al., 2015) - J3AT&EREDR - S EBIHEAY HTMT {E1
> 704 & 865 i - MY 90 RN - BUROIEIANE - BER - Bk
RAEEL TAFHCE S S BA vl B2 Z @ - & RaF RN -

37 STRE S F F R - B Ak g ez HTMT A 4%
g 4 (1) (2) (3) 4
(1) LFEHAAE 1.000
(2) EER .865 1.000
(3) BIRGE .856 .816 1.000
(4) TAEHEE .813 .710 .704 1.000

EfFEENE  DHEEEEE T E(HTMT = .865) LR LR 5 Tt
RE(HTMT = .856) Z fijHy HTMT {EAH S - BUHEBIRE QR E —EREZ
S o I GERIIFRATARE TR SR - I nTAE S HAs s A A B Sl T
M - BRSNS - /OB Z 1P (LR T B B SR [F] B RE RIS s - T H £
e RIS B R B ERIER AR ERYESS -

PRI - @ E AR SATY: - =F e K BLThRe e i B B AR =
B o LB T S ARG AR IR IR 2 BEAe MR ARl - B BT R0
HER  AHHMNE - BESEEEE BRI M ERE R 2 D ER > 7 hHREREE
FFIEREEEP b2 A F O] © I - AR AR EIE DR
AE ZOHEERE S - M2 mIL I g -

BE— &SRR — 2D SR AT FE AR BRG » BIL O HE e n B 8 A [F] hRE
a2 OB T E - WWRERE TFHEE 2P -
- FRRIE DR AT

Model x? df CFI RMSEA
4-factor 2660.003 659 .903 .074
3-factor 2933.776 662 .756 .079
2-factor 3078.899 664 .639 .081

1-factor 3677.444 665 .641 .090
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% TR ORI BIEEE AT - S5 RBR TR TR A 7 B RGERC
e HABUER HA N A - PhaERED™ LEE - BRO0E ~ EREE T
TEBCEIU(ERE S Z M AR RIFERRUE - SRFRRT -

- HRGESERIGR

PR i i e st IR R L [F] 7 A B R 2 g B 4h - E— P Bk A Common
Latent Factor (CLF) J5/A#Ef 7551248 fa ks (Podsakoff et al., 2003) - j Eg=gid:
RZE AR A —FR[E] 7 7ATEAE R - (2 AT A I & R R0 e HC
W2 AR T > WEEESI A CLF Fifs > (LR Z ek -

IIMTAESEET  SBEEIHN N CLF 22 BEE L& & B LIg (R, .20
&/ VEGEIE/ Y 20 2 35 Zf - HAREMAMME NS > BRI ART
AR FEREEB AN - NI - HEETTEBREREIR L EAIR - A2
B B -

= - HED

=\ EIRE TSR P % A2 B AR HHRE (R B - &R
BUR - SR 2B IEAHRA(r =516 2 .593 > p<.001) - FH[EH 7 A1 Hb
JeHEm TR —2 > HMBGEIRE R ESEER IEE -

D igER e Z EHERUE - (KB Fornell B Larcker(1981) 2 75 - tb
WS TEAE SR BB E (AVE) VT IR BLEAHRH (8 - SERBUR - &8
&L AVE SPITIROOERIARE = 718 ~ EH =716 ~ B HAURE =750 ~ TIFHCE
=.767) & & i B E AR & B (R > BURS T ST S B BA R EPEL
J& - MBREREER R/

R = > AHRE T ELE P A BRsE REUT - SRS ST LR M BAF
ZEPHE - TR EGTIERE (R B T SR Z AT
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o~ TIRRE o F B R p A (T A T

P CR AVE (D (2) (3) (4)
(1) LEEERE .927 .515 (.718)
(2) EEE .880 512 593" (.716)
(3) EEZGE .927 .561 .580" 516 (.750)
(4) TAFRcE 927 .588 576" 524" .530" (.767)
*FoRP<.05: **FIR p<01 ;s *F*FEIR p<.001
4 Lo B2 ApM 447
T (D (2) (3) 4 (5) (6) (7 (8) (9)
(1) B 1
(2) A& 597" 1
(3) BHEH 60375657 1
(4) #E 6097 3437 5657 1
(5) EFER 5397 5247 4837 5267 1
(6) EFRAUAE 5097 5397 5557 4837 L5157 1
(7) J&H 5787 3977 4817 U5S5TT 4337 4817 1
(8) ZFIMR 6807 4737 5327 5660 L5067 4917 7147 1
(9) ¥ 62675157 5507 5237 5247 5210 6917 7227 1

RN P<.05 5 RO p<.01 5 FRERIR p<.001

IE 1F§ -I;Q WA FIE

(—) HixtEmEs

FyREORIE e 1B o i Z AL ST R 2 B E LR M 2 KI5 Hair FEA
(2019) 7 &k - %f%ﬁZPﬂ/\LE"ﬂE*”ZE%?EﬁW“%Z AT R IR A
(Variance Inflation Factor, VIF) #1257 f& (Tolerance) i - 455240152 /\As » &%

S VIF {H70)~ 1.658 %2 1.835 Z fiff » ¥R AR 2 BE FUE 10 HEFEE
=l 10 » BURORIAE B EE 25 B LA MR - HhAh » frf4515(Condition Index)
AR EEERIEAE(30) - %Eﬂﬁﬁ”EP%“%ZF%Z%‘fﬁlﬁﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%ﬂ%%%ﬁIEI o BEHS

B RH5E R RR 2 5 B LR MR THE (R ER AT B DU e E
B B 2 bt RRE M
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. B AAHRR Condition
e g Tolerance VIF | E S
HE Index
ity v .593 .545 1.835 16.028 iy
EER .593 618 1.618 17.504 Pk
SRS .580 .603 1.658 19.695 iy

5 SRR S B SR T (RIS T ARG R A AR -
(Z) WEDHEREREESR

FMRERTHZE (B - BRI RS - UM BB . B B
YR REET » LB E R A TF ) LB TR 8 = 594 0 p
< .001) » HP 7% EARISMC) B 35+ 0, FERRHEREHE HORCAE T S IE
WE(5 = 580 - p < 001) - SMC %5 34 » i L R HERE A S TR 8 11
s -

AR OB A ~ E 5 U B PRRaE [FINF 4 A EERIEAY - DUTARSCE
IREBHUETT 73T - S5 R BUR L BRI B T/ ERICE B BB (R AR ( 6 = 357
p<.001) ; [EfE » EERE(S =.271 p<.001)8 5 FHRGEE(S =.245 5 p<.001)
TN TR E 2R BE TN - BEEMH TR MBS RR
kB 582 -

TERTRER R A e 7 1H > HE—2P PR bootstrap FitiASA(E#EHEE 5,000
RYEETT I RER T - SRR L ERIE A 18 5 B R B PR TAES
7 SR H 5% SRR B AR S 0 BURHIE P/ AUR B B /K -

TEAN AN CIEETHER B 8% - &A% 0B TH 2 BRI U7 [m) B M 4 Fr —
B MRS RO TIRCE 2 sp B S R R/ BRI SR S B B A TR (-

Grer RIEE IR (B — BB =S E RS R - S bR B e
EEERFNERSOR -
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24— HHRAIZRBREATRESE

SRR AR Estimate(B) Lower Upper D
E R <--- LR .594 .526 .656 .000
SEESIE: <--- LEE R .580 .489 .661 .000
TARECE <--- N PRERAE .357 .258 .457 .000
TARHCE <--- EEE 271 .160 .376 .000
TARHCE <--- SERsES .245 .142 .352 .000
el Estimate() Lower Upper D
TAFHCE <--- PR .019 -.071 127 .ST1
TAEEE <--- Fik -.060 -.136 .028 .198
TAFEE <--- PR BFE .062 -.032 154 .195
TAFEE <--- s .050 -.024 151 153
TAEEE <--- AEIENE -.006 -.045 .037 .848

*HRT p<.05 7 FFTap 015 ¥R p<. 001
(Z) PNURA

R0t L HRE B 18 E R R B B RE R B TR Z ol -
£RFH bootstrap 5 fififE%(5,000 Z) LUK MacKinnon PRODCLIN2 J7 % Bl
RO+ AT /s s 2 R b -

R L TR TSR SO R B A B A B
SRR K {ETIECR T LB 53 F o B I B B T
R 4= IR » 3 bootstrap 51 PRODCLINZ - (i 4
EAT > BT EEER AR R -

BESN - FEFIRF A E R R B FORE R > /OB RS TRk 2 EREUR
PR - U™ OB PR B T FRCR A AE EL RIS - R m e i h /M IR
TR R A M -

SGrai s PHREEREUN LEIAES TIESCE 8 (RERE R E 1S
[ 2 & R R AE T8 [ 2 B BOBBE W L B EEAE I LA/ - bootstrap £
PRODCLIN2 FS8]Z —24E R » TREUR T it sm B RAFIREIE -
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Lo FAY Aok A

bootstrapping
" Iy eS| .
Bias- MacKinnon PRODCLIN2
(& Product of Percentile
gy o Corrected 95% CI
= Coefficients 95% CI
95% CI
B
SE 7 Lower Upper Lower Upper Lower Upper
Total Effects
R —
- .665 .051 13.02 560 .780 .562 T77 .562 T77
TAEECE
Indirect Effects
(Indirect Effect 1)
DIERE-EHEE 149 043 6.97 070 237 .069 .236 071 .236
— TAERE
(Indirect Effect 2)
LHEE-ETE 116 .028 7.14 067 173 .066 .175 .067 175
A > TAFaEE
Direct Effects
R —
- 357 .051 7.03 .258 457 .257 457 257 457
TAERCE

(1) RRE5 H(Effect Size Analysis)

ENREREAREECK - E RS EEEHE TR S AR EE R
Fo 0 BRGSO & (effect size) » DIGTAL & FEUHISE B T /FH)
s R I B 3% o ik Cohen(1988) 2 fE % » MRS f o R B it
{BAb ST TN E IR E(F2) -

L= BHEAREE AT

. R 2 iSRS BERE
TR GERE f?

Ve HIE

OHEHAE TAEEE 357 19 RCR

B TAEEE 271 .10 IR

EE%3E TAEEE .245 .08 IR

#F ¢ K Cohen(1988) » £2 = .02~ .15~ .35 S3RIRF/IN ~ 1~ KRR -



30 WioEmmh $2 =559 @15 E5"

SEREUR > RGN TIFHCE 2 s R E i 582 > B 2&/EE
FI7KAE B LR R LB R B TR M B A EE HEEHE
W 2 BAMHSRIE © PR S THNEE ZBOREGER - LHRE - EREEE
BRRE S BV NE T ERE ZRRE BURA B O ERRS I TFPCER
AEIIHEEERZERM -

BEEE R SR B TS MR EESRES 52RO
B 18 2% B O B R R b Ry TR 2 B 15k

{h-5 5 B IR A R

— - MRERZBISFT R

AWTE S AEGET O EIR AR B T TESCE ZREN: - WinbhE JEEEE T
SREEH AT EA TR A G - EREGEREUR o LEI A TIESCE 2R
IEEREE 5 EAh B R RE B BEUEE S RS T R B OB R
ATE P R T TAEREESN » TRAlE A [F OB BRI N AR -

HAEIMS - WHFesiRs it o OB R (T M D E R LB R 230
ZSRMERARE AT REE A L R O B AR B TR AT - IE— 3R
OHEERET S HEE B E - ORGSR S e BB R RIERENED
TEL O BRARRE - SR 2E B THRAEIE A Z NIRRT -

HE—&E5REL Spreitzer(1995)Friett 2 LB EMER EmAH T > M — i e RE
A SRR ELAR AR AR - AHEHY S TR I 2 B O B T ids
W BB (Liu & Ren, 2022) > ARWFRiE B Py iG] > BAGRRI OB AE
UA] 7 RS B 25 ) BB 2 o) {8 [ e B AR (LT AR L AR AT
Ry RIS EERE T -

EfFTEENE - AZEREAREE 553 A - BEfsEEdstiae ) - &R
/KN T - HELZ N BERE iR T EEEE SR HE -
SHREUT  LHERAEN TIFRCE 2 BReSCREPERA(? =.19) BUrH s
BB THEERE 2 ZLREETAIR - EFE(F? = 10) B EHHREE(f? = .08)
IORCR R/ VAR B BARE R B 2 B IEsR LR (small but non-trivial
effects) -
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REHEBAKLNS @ LEREHSEERICE LA HERSRER
/INEFTHRY > TTRERIE A E OB R 2 DRE € LT SRig e i - BRI =
O RE B R AR M R A DU B T2 Be O B ORI AR bR |
= RR L E POSREAIME R e Mo (LA RTE A BN TE T = R R SRR
[ & E AR S LEFFETEIRE T - NIt > fEA R MR R K
s ZMEE T o EESREE R EEkEEE e B EET > AlEE
EHBRREZ R -

— - IBmEH

(—) BiRREFIERE 2R (G HEIE {8

AHSE DGR 17E 5 (Conservation of Resources Theory, COR) B3z T
s » BT A (L o BRI S AR 2 /PR 38 B SR TR R B E T -
AT S0 OB IR Ry B B T RE S BTy EE RIS T 0 =] B EY
EHPEERR B — o M TR FE(Maynard et al., 2012 5 Seibertetal., 2011) -
NI > LT G A S R O B B RE A (AR (E RS N B b 5y P Eh B 2 OB R
DI A EE R 2 A B EFIFERR -

AHZEEE RS LB IAE A E B RE B LIRCE IR EHE TR H
HEHE R O B B R RS SR PEUOR. » I — 383 SRl fif COR P 3 1[5
7 TEIR R Bl TR | 2 %L (Hobfoll, 1989 ; Hobfoll etal., 2018) 5
CE OB ] R R — RIS IR fifufis TR HAERIIRER | - 2B R (E %%
E{E AR EIR 2 R R R EERE . TR AARRE -

BESh > ARt TEE— s D EIR PR E AT ER - EE
BERE T AMRE B L E R SR D E [ 2 D ER ME &R R RERE T BA
AEME G ZIIRE - E—3 R 7T 7% COR It % DI —&EIHEE R R
HEITEEET Z IR - JRELTH] COR RHFEHE LB &R ] TP R & R AR e A
(Halbesleben etal., 2014) » 2 (el 5 4Hesy &R o SRS - A B (b COR

a5 I KHERT T Ry U AVIEA
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(Z2) OIEMRREEREH 2Bt

ARG E —2 [0 fE RE /(o PR AR SRR S LU R AR AR AR5 B A e 2 o
e AT e O R E R T B N E SR EE TR
(Seibertetal., 2011 ; Zhang & Bartol, 2010) » {H 25 EE RN B — R FERE - B0/ DFE
ot 2 B Lo R AR AR A [ 22 B S R SR T

MHELZ T ARTFEHE 2% B O B RBURE L 38 - SR L — (T SRR (S J(dual-
path mechanism) » 5 & &5 {128 [ BARE JJ 28 [m) i fl A [ 1R 2 D BEERR - WF9edh
SREET R B B A O B R B T (P 2 S i H o iz T
SRR BUN DR 2B R B — SRR IR T RE e 0 AR > T2 848
A EIZHRER R Z LB R AL [FIE F -

SRR A OB A e Bt I IR B (e - T o LRI R
TREEWAR Ry T 2Tt Ehi ) 20 T s bREI(E 2 HUBE— R > B 2
OE IR EIRRE Z G55 - H A FEOEREIR Z NI EREE A 2 AELDh
fE BB A il - SEERE G Z FFERA - I —BRE BN E AT
0B (5 IR ARE H R b B MO PR (AR SRR e e 25 o/ M A P B
FLHfE -

(=) &

Eﬂ}

R ZERE{CHR AR REL

ARG HE— & B R B E (R i e L 3 R - A RSB E
B Rl B YME 85 B PGS 2 BRI s = AT ﬁ?%?’“%*ﬁﬂiﬁ%%lﬁ“%‘
FYIHEE(Frink & Klimoski, 2004) < ZR[f » [H—iBEEy VRS F & E R ERE
BT AR b R e (EAG T A TE A o ER AR -

Kif7esERes - ERBREA T EEARERE ) - BIEBEUREESMERT A
MEEIEEEES - 78 o] BB (E 88 20 B e R R AR B L Ry N AE BB (A (Hall &
Ferris, 2011) - {2 0 BRRRAEIGIR T » B TETRERIHER T IR 2 (S (EBiiiEs
SRR E R B R EDK - B AR E 2 BAEE RV LELIREE - I— RS0 - IME

BB BINIEE IR RS - R el T IEERTE ) BULh T O
ZENREIEAE

F L - AR E R REHTE (L — A EIRIRE 2 LB - 045
tﬂﬁf RRERCE N AR BRI A BT %5 7] - It —BURE E wl Fe BEA SOk
H R mEE N BT B 2 BRAE - th[o]iE COR B 3w BH Y &R AT 8 1
ﬂ:F TR BhREBUR:(Hobfoll et al., 2018) - PAIIL » ABFE 2 EERERAER
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o B R B — BRI TR $h e Ry — T T 48 Hh P IR b 2 2 AR AL
HER - W EAR OB B TR SCERE A VRS T A -

= EBEE

AWTFeEER I E R E R A AE TRUR - Bt MIRBURE 'R L
BRI RERE b R I FHCRAYEE 2 O B 2810 & R B A R YR TR
SRR - AHEVE B EBERE REE EEFREE BEOR > nRE A TR HE
AR R NIRRT AR » BLIA RS AR - NI - B A RS B B -
JE [EIRF I SR PR & BB - BB B A e H AR ~ DRSS B & B[]
AR > (5 B T TORRCRA R B B AR R — 807 MR R (EE O
BRI

HA A7/ 3880 B BEURE oy o — OB BRI BURB THHE S
RENIIVE S g BRI S b R B IR ARTREE - B0 PO RER R
BTNE @ B E TIFE EMeE EEE - ROaERE BT LIFRcE - B
] EBRE TSR RS BT MERS [HIEE - BN TRk - I BRI
FESRResE 0720 9B B T 2R BRIt iE e 5 & - BB FERR{E
B (R m] BLRE I ] W OB SE AR TR R O B R A R b R R AR
TAERE -

I - #F5EPREIEARIRAZFE S A

AT TR -« Bt - WIFeBEA EEAR G HRE T ER S L - bk
i Ry B E T TSR B S R R SRRt HE SRS R L TP IR s n RE U &
BT EEREEL LB R AR RE T 3 - IR - AT Seas RAE IS IR )
TEFE AR - RAHTE AT A FIRRAL ~ AESE U bIEs T TERE - DIE—F
TRBp A TR SN -

HI > MR S R B SR aka T AR (RIL F DT 7A S AL 2 o 88
B TARBEE AR — R RN R > LA [F) /81 S R A R 2
k- Bb—aETHEA BN (T A R (Podsakoff etal., 2012) » (HIEFEER L -
AR5 e M SRR Z RIS 1R B (4 - IRIILE » AR e 4 SRl S ihe Ry
s TERARRIS V7 150 2 Sy > I ESR N IR Heam < ELREEHE - RAMWIFT I BB 20T
HEeEEet (B TL . gils ~ T2 0 thy ~ T3 = &55R) » DUSfS e fie S IA M 2 EhRE

BB -
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> AR RER T 5 g & o O BRI RE B PO E A 5 A
S PN R e B R A » 281 LR R s e P 1y B 2 R D AHRA A
FRECPHERD - BB BN S T Re B —ErE VRN © RACHFE AT
HE— DR EREGT R E RG> IS E A F O E R PR -
A SR O FERRRE B PodE < M R REFAE MV ENRE L Bk (4 -

BEST » RS B R A B L B D (B B A 80
B E 28 8] A L B R T (e - AT » R RS s 2 R 25
TEERE RIS R B ASIERD AT TSt et 2 I B R
R I PR R BT - TS T 20 0 2 o SR R
(Experience Sampling Method) » e—25 K L B2 2 L T F I Br e BhAE 2
DA S L O

A1 > RACHIFE IR T G A At O B s A B B B (40 L B 2 e IR R AR ) -
DIRES ORI AE (I R R T B AT RERR L R BRI SR LB 0 R LD OB iR 2
EEFRAZ AV -

h - ARG

IR R E o R B AR R0 - EREERad O EE B T TIFECE 2 IR M
s WHE— DA E R B PR AR PR A E E T/ A - BSESS
SRR o LI (8 v R B T TARSCE » TRE AR T ER(EE
JB) BARE T E 5 (B BESHE) M R LB ETR RS - PRCETR RSl bR i
12 MEE RO AR TR L T SR e B R ) B - BRI S M O
FRREbT TR T ECOERE TR R RS AV -
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From Empowerment To Engagement: The
Dual Mediating Roles Of Felt
Accountability And Self-Efficacy
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ABSTRACT

Grounded in Conservation of Resources(COR) theory, this study investigates how psychological
empowerment is transformed into employees’ work engagement through multiple psychological resource
processes. We propose that psychological empowerment functions as a core psychological resource that
simultaneously enhances employees’ felt accountability and self-efficacy, thereby promoting sustained
engagement in the work context. Using a two-wave survey design, data were collected from 553 full-time
employees in Taoyuan City, Taiwan. Hypotheses were tested using hierarchical regression analyses and
bootstrapping procedures. The results demonstrate that psychological empowerment has a significant positive
effect on work engagement, with felt accountability and self-efficacy each serving as mediating mechanisms. In
addition, the findings indicate that psychological empowerment further strengthens work engagement through a
process of cumulative psychological resource development. Overall, this study deepens understanding of the
psychological resource transformation mechanisms linking empowerment to work engagement and extends the
application of COR theory within the domain of positive organizational behavior.
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