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KEXHREIFETAHASEHEBIESH: TE-XE
Mam P ERMXEFRZENEATER"

fr ' #&F A R T § 2 OFNR #EZ

(1 IR K= DS, HOFEMELIES5IT M HEHESLEE, R 430079) 2 PR RER¥E, KW 410083)

W OE RO T IR R LA O N BR B PR G SR A AT 9 (FSSB) X LA AR
SCRFIAE FIMLE o SR RE SCRP B R AT N I 45 . AR -2 B 3 4 () 45 . TC A AR S ARk I A5 A0 S 28 03 R ) 4 %)
301 XM WM T RFFHAT I A . SR EW . (1) FSSBliF i T B T AFE-FX B 1 £ B 3% 1E 1) B0 A 8 T AR S0 Fr o
(2) RFEIRE LT 2941 FSSB i 5 T AR 52 2 4% 2 52 W) TC ) T 1 SO Fr O [ 4 28000 o RS2 9 BEK By, -

O3 E 38 4 5 TE A T AT ST G TE T 56 AR MR

XEW FEHBEET N, TR, WM TR, REREE.,

DS B849

1 [

BEE RSO T R 2E . BOoRZE MR, TAE .
K55 VA B BRI ¥ 45 52 AT 1y PR T 4% 58 19 1k il
A, ORI T TR A AT AR X [R] B e ot T
VEF K BE W)W 755K ( Byron, 2005; 22, T 415,
B, W4 22, 2016 ), FEXFF =T, —P3LE
AU TAE S Bt 7 01 TR AR il 0 T AR 2 B2 R0 T
YEAT R, ARk TAE -8 B V- A7 LA e B o0 {5 il 75 A
K B ( Andreassi & Thompson, 2008 ), /X4 1E =
HN TAE-ZFE BURAE —E P EA R T 01 T
PR TAEMZREIR 5T, H R 5 & X T 22 ff B
T H a8 K TAE-ZKE® R &, AR EE IE L
() 2H 25 R BRI i ( Kossek, 2005 ), LA
W58 ¢ B HE E 2 Y 2H 2SR mT DL O B BRI 10 &%
A4 (Allen, 2001 ), %1 Wayne, Randel # Stevens
(2006 ) HYWFFEARIE, FHHCIEAHL S FE (A
), EEXMHALF (TE-FEh ) 3
RES 00N O3 0 TAE - BE #5 ( 51 78 TAE
AT B GE U A B T ok G E A U i AR B ),
PAEK, WFI R M E S B FEAT N (family
supportive supervisor behavior, FSSB ) £ N —FhdE1E
YL WA B T2 51 T 0 TAR R T
3K, FSSB T8 FE PRI ) S8 i TBAT R IE

R EHB . 2018-5-18

* HAWH: ERAKFIELESTE (31200795), A4 K o m A SEARHIF L 55 28 KK F W H ( CCNU14Z02015),
Tilt 208 0 W W R T P T R S M H (2018-04-015-BZPKO1 ), A R H M L2 0 S B IFRIBA (&4

( N0.320-20205018120 ).
WIRMESE . H407, E-mail: mahy@mail.cenu.edu.cn,

A @I 4T ( Hammer, Kossek, Yragui, Bodner,
& Hanson, 2009 ), AWF5EEY], FSSB AR T & T
P TAE-RKEERR (£, B2, 4=, K
WES, 2015; Hammer, Kossek, Bodner, & Crain,
2013 ), B TAEZSEE (Allen, 2001 ), 42 FF3E4
J& ( Matthews, Mills, Trout, & English, 2014 ) FlfgdkE
7K F ( Hammer, Kossek, Anger, Bodner, &
Zimmerman, 2011 ), A WF5EH KB, FSSB 1] LA
W 5T TARE - B g P g FO A S RF, 2
T 5% RGO s e (a2 22, 2155, L
BE, £, 2017 ),

KT FSSB MPE AR, DIAEWRRY R BT T
FSSB XJ i1 T TAEZS A SO R 45 N &R 1Y
S SOHAEHIPLH, %% T FSSB 5 K ELG R 2 [H]
MG FR . (HAE, DIEHEFE B = BT IR I 20 i 20 £
RIT FSSB A Ay — Pl TATE S5 19 5 I =7 7 284 % U A
A 0GR 408 =2 ) B O B A R L A AR S
K, BIEC A BT B2 4 09 5 TR 1 AR G i1 I
T HM: 7 ( Ferguson, Carlson, & Kacmar, 2015 ),
e — PP B ) R AR ) T AR SRR B (Park &
Haun, 2017 ), FC AT L@ 45 T8 . 52RO,
Pt U PR S OB Bl AR T & S E B AT AR T
YEZRE AT ORI 0 T TAE R R BE R J1, LU
5 53 TR g v % TAE B B9k ( Greenhaus, Ziegert,

3
5
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& Allen, 2012 ), #4555 (2017) BIBFSEERIIHK
JiE S AR S A AT S R A IR D T A TC AR Dy LR it
WML H ., WIMEEREHE, ZEZE TR
G, ZBER G Z B HAHFZ 0 ( Bowen, 1974 ),
W, MRBE SRR EEAT NE TR TR EM
o, FC A AT REAZ B2 M o 8 A FL A B 5T W A
IR, TAERIE (IR E R R EE1T R ) o]
fe PR O T B R (Lo A TR S
) ( Chen, Powell, & Cui, 2014; Pittman & Orthner,
1988 ), fH 2k = FHIHYSSUEMTSE o PRI, MBI
it B B A AR AR FSSB X B A T A 32 R i AE H AL
il TRA ST BT B AR S HE 77 AR 0 AR AR,
A T A A g P A A SRR 4Rt SR SRR R S B
Ak, J—JiH, BARC ARV FSSB W LI
b T AR -G8 2 1 25 A F 51 TR C A S R (il
B2 AF, 2017 ), AH WA B LA 0 — S e R AR
T TART B SRy, HBtZ H 0T FSSB 5 5 RE 45
ZIE PR . R, ASWFSE— D7 TR T FSSB
Xof BE AR AR SR AR A BLE], USSR FSSB 1 —
Folt T A 88 1 G S R R 5 U R A 40 hy SR EE 40
B TAE SRR RLGE IR s o9 — O e 4R T B T
VEXFRRTEAMAN S A o) A . TEFR I, M
WIR S AL P FSSB WIE AL ; 758 Bk
L, MG T R T 20 FSSB 2L R H 2
% DA SRy Aol B3 T8R4 B 22 i TC A T A SCRe 4 it
Brigie

EHAREENE, CAFRE 2 6 T Ok
ZM WA HARS R “ZFERN” M am ik AR
YiX—t A, HOEZ 58 H 200 L B FSSB
( Zeytinoglu, Cooke, & Mann, 2010 ), {H 5 1t [A]
B, fEgehy “ 58 E587 adgirnsi, i
o o B s ZE R G AT TAE R R E AT . A
TR, WRA TS 5 ILEMET . K55 5530
MaiG, WA TR ES, B¥5 MR
P TAE B8 L2 %# ( Pew Research Center,
2013 ), 7TEREBHNESEMERE “BFEIHI", &
EHORATRMTAE, mYEF TIEN, Bt
AR ARBEZRKETAL, Fith, S5E%KE
(BCBFFER ) BB MR, BUR TR FZEh Bk
ST T I Y AR - g Pk 2 A 28 11 Y ( Harrington,
Humberd, & van Deusen, 2016 ). %% ATk, ZHZXT
BYEGI TR FSSB AR ZM . HT i, A5
TE P 51 TRER TP 35 FSSB 52 il e A T4E S R5 Y
ELABLE

% F FSSB X} K it G a5 R i sZ ML, B2
S TAE-FBE 3 45 LA R AT IR0 . THARE-K e
425 (work-to-family enrichment, WFE ) 238K
ETAE T 3RAS — S e 5 . 400 55 A Bl T o8 3L
FREAW R 2R E ( Greenhaus & Powell,
2006 ). Wayne, Grzywacz, Carlson fil Kacmar
(2007 ) $2 i B BE IR I e A5i ) ( the resource—
gain—development perspective, RGD) J2& HjH T
fift e T AE R BE Y 25 & A 2 2 A AT AR SRk A A A
Z—o BRIV NETS 5 R S DR
JERA L5y, NEEW—DRGET, DEAE
HA R . &AL AR AR W IE
J2 PR R A A 5L A ) BB R K R ) B AR 1)
T LS AR B —Fh o b, w2 %5 0 3R
A AT H A R AR R R, I I R T
5 S5 R A AT BRI 25 5 ] BRE A A {3 22 i 25
TE 75 — M A G b 5 B 0RFE . R A, #ETm
PRI ZARAE ST — D A A S Y RIF21E ( Wayne
etal., 2007 ), ZEEZFFAIEEITH (FSSB) &2 —
P i 22 0 TAE S P SRR PR B 08, I, 401 TAE
A 4088 AR A 328 1Y B BE SRR I 2 g R AR A
FSSB, ¥ FSSB il K iy ix se47 B T A B K g
5 4 203 R A S T A R 5 R B R BE S, A
M A B R E M AR, S 4 TIE-KiE
125 ( Odle-Dusseau, Britt, & Greene-Shortridge, 2012;
Wayne, Casper, Matthews, & Allen, 2013 ), %3k
W e Wid ok, TAE-FKBEH 45 250 K E RS0
Dige r= A= B 52 ( Wayne et al., 2007 ),
B, Y400 T TS TAESUS AT FSSB 1 ™= 4 T AE-
FIEH T, R TIEZNMEEL kA B RIFME
JiE o R IAE R LUTE Ay 08 5 R AMAL,
AT 3R A5 5 22 5% e < 0 S L T e A T A S
O T RBESI N —FEEFRFEZ — (Park &
Haun, 2017), Kb, 51T 89 TAFE-Z k23 5 vl LA
AR A AR T A TR S RE . A DGR SRR SE T T
VE—FBE Y g 23 BB e B0 A X6 02 0 SCRe (i3
EAE, 2017 ), A RY], HAL IR R
AR T o Y e AT AR TC AR X B T AR S
¥ ( Pittman & Orthner, 1988 ), %&£ iR, AWF5E
PRRE 1. AR E 1Y 25 78 X B2 S 2 38 47
S (FSSB) SRR XS 51 T/ TAE 32 F5 2 6] e ip 4
ER, BOZRBE SO M 45 AT it i T TAE-%K
i 1 5 T ) 5 e T A X B TR AR SRR

PER—FP AR ER, TAE-F G 35 06 Be (i T
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M A FEE SRR R AT 0 G IO AR SR . T AE-GRE N 5 0 b A R 5 22 25 2 B A 9 1 685

E S 5 1) 52 i ] B8 R 21 5% 2R Y OR TR R TR
TR TAE - B2 14 25 5 H AU 45 5 2 18] ] R ke 14 5
ERMABER R, AR TIRA AR TAE - e 5
PR RS ) S CRIY, 5 78 fa] B 2% R T O 5 Bk
55 ) A WFIE R W] TAE—FKBE 3 15 XA 52 4
WG AE A 2 8] — S B T Z 152 ( Wayne et
al., 2007 ), fHJ& 5= AN M SCIERFIE . T a4
BT TAE - BE Y 45 BT AR A% 1) 9% 5 78 B X 5 22 )
(AL A TR TE] B DL TAE - e 3 25 19 1F
T80 W] REAE SE S R R GIlA E . RER
BN K RN R E 1E R B T A 1] A B 4
RHRTH#EZ — ( Azizpoor & Safarzadeh, 2016 ), i
FFE R ARy — R 5 I FE ] ¢ R T 2% U AH G
MR, M T RERGENWHE LR, R
AN TSR - R I B PN 'k U
R IR S S5, Z AR E E E AT WA
By AR EEGE B MFE LB ( Laurenceau,
Barrett, & Rovine, 2005 ). X T 3 3 25 %5 & 5 = 1Y)
RToRUL, M0 TZa T TAE-FEHG, S8
FRE T A U1 Ff 00 26 BURE B O AF R, —
Jrif, JE ) ECAR R ER A IR OCFE R, b T
8 5 e A8 4> =M P TAE S W6 K % ( Campos,
Ullman, Aguilera, & Dunkel Schetter, 2014 ), Bt {H
AT REAZ B BN 2 8, DT HL 45 T 2 0 B
B B XRRALIFMBMEEE A (Feeney &
Collins, 2014 ), #iA & 8% 1Y 5 P52 K & Sy
TTRMATHRZ —, Bz N 6L T T AR 4 4k 15
T 22 R ) T A B R R O B TR R TUEAR G
YHF. —Or T, WX R TR EEEE
) 5 4, B T HE T AR S g 5 E A B M A 3 58
i, T G AE A A% B A 51 T T AR S R T,
PRI 24 5% T 75 4% A B 22 11 e [) RORS ) #2 T AR A
K5 Luh, BMERTRE SRR T T/E. |
I, ARWFFTHE AR SE 2. TAE-SBERE 25 7 FSSB Al
B H AR SR Z ) A A 3 52 B R F2 R % 1
AR, AR TR FE R BRI, TR e
8 g (4 HA AN TE R SR B A AR T

g BTk, ABFIE LS R TR, A
PRUT I3 M 5% T FSSB X AR TE 32 RF 1 5% ma AL i)
(HSHEZRILIE 1), RPERT FSSB 5 HAl T-AF 3¢
R Z 810 e A ROz DA B v A 808 & $EAE i 3 5t
FAF, JEERUE T ARG K B SRR RS AT R
(FSSB) BETE#% b 2 e S0 3k 1) T4 32 5 AU 9% U
( FCAR TAESHF ).

ES=ET

[ Fssp |l T

1 BFFEHER

B T A 4|

2 MR
2.1 #ik

WFFERT 40 bt . Wiyt YLOR . Wb, SR
S Hh 22 R A Folb B 1 B T R AR, SR
KR XA X, B & ORIk R 3
RILIAAS 301 4y, IS & ml 4 252 £, IR
83.7%. HHPH 166 X (65.9% ) H 18 % LI N H#
T o WA ISR SRR B A B SR 55 B4 155 Xt
(61.5% ) B M4 7E 25~58 % Z [H] ( M=35.90;
SD=6.23 ),
22 MARIA
221 KESZHBEIETA

K F Hammer %5 (2009 ) % ] A e 22 00 7 5% Jg2
XA EET N, R YRR, LA
1440%H8 (N, “ROEESHLTHRENT
3K 7). R Likert fi iR it4r, 1% “%Ha
AREE”, 510K “HaeRE”7. ZmEMLEHL
JEEEE NIRRT RAE (BB, 2016 ),
o FRECH 0.95,
222 THE-ZKEEE

% i Wayne, Musisca Fl Fleeson ( 2004 ) % ifil] B9
TAE-FpEiss |k, mE R iR, Lafs
4N E (I, “TRNEN TIER B TR PR
A6 B B ) 7). SR A Likert HS &R
g5, 17 & CRBEAFFE”, 57 RFE TBEE.
iZ i % 1) 45 4 A0 © 7 BN BIE ST R AR B T 56 E
( Hert, AN, B, BEDLEE, 45 2%, 2014),
o RECH 0.72,
223 BEIEXH

K H T 2% 3 Boyar, Campbell, Mosley
Carson (2014) Zml I HEEA & TR £, HkH
3 WP AN BER BRSO S, TSI BRI
HOSCHR s BRGSO B 9T A o i R
]33 B S, AR ] 398 11 245 SR P OGS i R AT
B, ZEFENRYERE, LU 7TAKE (W,
“CR B AT IR = RIS A /A TAE ), 5
TSRS . R Likert T 85 & %340,
“17 RE “ReAFE, “57 U “HELaH
7o R R BT A R R W], °=18.28, df=11,
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v*/df=1.67, RMSEA=0.05, IFI. TLI fl CFI 43 %]k
0.99. 0.98, 0.99, a %N 081,
224 REFERE

KT e A P ar MG AE (1991 ) il 1Y 2K JE
FEHEAME N RR, KEAERR, ZERN
AR, AR IS5 E Cn, “FRAZE AL
BB R 5 AR A N )i AN K 5 6 T R
b7, WM TS R Likert f 81 & 2157,
“17 AR PR, 457 ARFE CEUET. o RECH 088,
23 EHETE

BRI E A RA L 18 F T T, Xk
TR K 55, X I P R 3 8 58 2 75 SR R IR 23
S T TAE R K BE A 3G ( Kramer & Chung,
2015 ). AR B DL BRAR IR THE, XA TC 18 &
DT /hNEE T B b B, B8 “17, &N
€275 XFACREJE AR B AL B SR 45 2R AT R 40LAR Ak
B, BN 17, R “27,

3 WFFELE R

3.1 HEFEREKRR

6 FH 36 UEE & 0 A % 5 A B Fo Al A Y R R
AT HC TR e 2240 00 . S5 SRR, DU R A
(HKEEFFREEAT . TAE-KE & . AT
EXCHE . RFEBE) WG R (/df=1.74,
TLI=0.95, CFI=0.97, RMSEA=0.05) B W4T A 4
EEA (A2 RA R —DHETF) (y/df=12.23,

TLI=0.25, CFI=0.45, RMSEA=0.21), I:[&7J5 %1
ZEXTAHI ST R /N o
32 kMgt mEXS N

M AT, REE LR EEAT NS TE-X
BE W 25 W3 IE A G (7=0.22, p <0.01 ). SHEC{H T
VESZ 4+ (r=0.15, p<0.05) BFIEM K, TAHE-
FBE I 5 5 WA TAF SR W3 IEAEOC (4=0.18,
p<0.01), RIEREH RS E TAE R & EAHR
(7=0.42, p<0.01 ),

#F1 ETEWEMRHERSHXXR
SRR 1 2 3 4 5

LATI8HLTHI/NE 134 048 -
2ACELRAT RS 138 049 045" -

SKMELFMEHITHN 330 076 -0.04 —0.08 -

4. ARyt 3.06 068 -0.01 0.05022" -
SRIRERE 378 057  0.07 0.080.2670.23™
6. e T AR S 393 058 0.03 0.07 0.15 0.180.42™

e *p<0.05, **p<0.01, ¥** p<0.001, LAF[H.

3.3 BHREVHPNLKEE

M 2 A, FSSB IE[n] Wil WFE ( $=0.20,
p<0.001 ), WFE IE [a] 70 JU Fi ff T4 SZ 4% (B=0.60,
p<0.05), TAE-FZREH #5155 22 2% % B 1 28 B0
Xof E R T A SRR Y OE ) R B 2 (B=0.17,
p<0.05 ),

FT2 XEEXEZEPHTHWFEEFSSBSEEREBIEXFBFNYAMEYTS T

EIEpsy HRAUA TR AL Il U5 2R B 2k
LA T A B R R F B 95%CI t
TAE-FuEH 7% HII18S LT /M 023 005 471 —0.06 [-0.25, 0.14] —0.56
B TAS Bh AL RS 55 0.12 [-0.06, 0.31] 1.26
FRE PR F TR 0.20 [0.09, 0.31] 3.61"
FC s T AR SCHF HII18% LT /M 045 020 10.19  -0.01 [-0.16, 0.15] —0.07
SCBRTAS Bh AL ¥R 5 55 0.08 [-0.11, 0.19] 0.49
FRE S EEAT R 0.03 [-0.06, 0.12] 0.72
TAE-FuEH 3% 0.60 [-1.21, 0.02] 1.90"
R E -0.13 [-0.62, 0.38] —0.48
TAE-FRBER 1 x R FE R 0.17 [0.01,0.33] 2.15°

TE R FE R 9% BEAS 53 2 7 B 80— A bR ok 25
B B0 LA BT B RO — A bR o 2= = A KO B
WFE 7E FSSB 5 Bty TAF S =2 8] Y b 7 2800 18 e
H 95%Bootstrap B 15 X [H 4% 3 fim . M3 3 AL

B, fEERIFREELSM T, FSSB i@t TAE-
9K B B 25 52 A TC A TR SR Y T 42 RN W
r=0.03, 95% & {5 [X.[a] 4 [0.01, 0.06], {HEAEARFZE
R ESMET, FSSB it TAFE -5 e 4 35 5% i fic
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00 % SRR EEAT N SR TAR SO

A -0 2 38 i B TP A R S S5 4 T 9 9T 4 687

18 TAE LA R38N A B3, 7=—0.00, 95% B 15
X [H] 24 [-0.05, 0.02]. ZRG LI BE5R, AT
(R A R YT G H A sk g B B A B T B 9E . WFE FE
FSSB S TAE Lz M P A ERH (R 1 1%
FNIRUE ), i H WFE 5 B8 TAE 2 3589 15 7] 56 &
2 BN FEHE R B WP (s 2 15 B 50 ),

*3 KREFFETILET WFE £ FSSB 5B BTk

X E B N
RILREIE TR BN BoothpifEiz 95%CI
M-SD —0.00 0.02 [-0.05, 0.02]
M 0.00 0.01 [-0.01, 0.04]
M+SD 0.03 0.01 [0.01, 0.06]

ik — 20 SR TR S AR 4G 56 03 BT SR 28 2 2% X
WFE 5B TAESCRe s 5 E ] . $8 RFE BT
(18 - 353 43 T s — > o o 2 4 Bl o0 Sy i R R
JEH (@ TP H80m— e 22 gl ). IR
FERB LA (T VB8O — D hr i 22 gk )
M &R FERBE A (AT 1R W2 22 [H] Y Bt
K)o KA AR 7 X% % WFE 5 s TAE
THFZEI R, BRWME 2 Prn: BE RIERE
JEM TR, TAF 58 0E 1 £ X AR AR S i T30
PR 2 T i a3

45
44
43

4 42
R4l
&
=40
39
ml
=38
3.7
3.6

—— [RRFEHE
k- ORI

yul

o

3.5 T .
ETAE-FEER 1E o TAR-KEEN ik
K2 KRR N WFE 5 B AR SRR 2 18] 56 & 838 5 1 A

4 i

ARWFFE KB, FSSB i T TAF—F e ¥ 45 1E
) T CAE TAFSCHE, SRS T R ZEERE AR 1 4
Mo TR, AT TAA-REH 1P 2L
V7 I % 2 2 P R 5 R0 B Ul T TR R T
41 THE-ZHERImHIFNER

AT 5T B 5 s T AR -5 BE G 43 02 1 /% FSSB
S TAE SRR R PR . 25 R 3R,
TAE-FKBEN % /£ FSSB S RCH TAEZHF R &

EEAETAERN, XU T R 8 R IR E L
Fi AU BT I AE A5 4 7 01 TR IC AR O Bt TR BT 2
TAESCHE . M EE N TR G SR (R
BRI G T R T AR I R B BER ) I, AR 1 B -
- M ( Wayne et al., 2007 ), B T2 B A
P T ARG, R B R 9 WA 4 I A 52 g
UL, M H B TR SR ) A B R B (A
TS, SR ), M ES
T AR I 9% 5T A Ok Y A £ VAR B T 5 BE A
B, W R T TR RN £ o X BRI £ T
WEEMGE R E RS TIHE ( Wayne et al., 2007 ),
R AE B 95 B Ok i Wi A AN RE S ek B T A B
M f R B, 36 BB 52 T 53 E SURUH: L i 5% 1Y £ 6
FH CAnEC s o 5 THRAESCHR, 1R AL T AR Z 1 iy
L), TSR ZERENAORN, X
AL A A5 5% T SR BE AR AR A B 2 i BRI (L An e
i TAESCRE o AW —Jr ey 58 17 DLEA K
FSSB F B B AR EHESE, BN FSSB AL ] LAfE
T B LR TAE T Ry TAEZSEE B 0 55 A %
EANJZ MR 45 AR 5 ( Bagger & Li, 2014; Crain et
al., 2014; Matthews et al., 2014; Wang, Walumbwa,
Wang, & Aryee, 2013 ), i 0] DL i Fe {8 Sk FE 42 3t
TAEMKH o 75— I, ABFFEEIES: T 5
TR =R~ e UL A B AR UL A, B B3 T TAE e A
IO H] 2 5 8 U 2 0 Pl gk A B W AR L A BD T B0k
HEBERGWINRE . AP SR WA T T AR
B R BE SRR GT IR (FSSB) W] LUFE Ak Sk 5% 2 43
WA TAE SCHRP B U (A AR S ), XX T
BT ARG TAE R G E U D50, SE B AR FI K
JE HY XU A R E L, XN, FKE SR
FEATHERN TAEG I 8 -5 TR FF, Al
DB Ak B R B3 T A G 6E 4003 1 TC A — 51 T 5@ &R 52
R, MR R IR BN SRR, ARk
TIF 9 2H 25 T A % 53 T 5% i ) DG R S o 4 1 1 5
UEELAL
42 REFTERRTIER

WEFEik kB, TAR-Z B2 43 7k FSSB 5 L f
A S 2Z 18] B8 v A A 52 380 5 348 26 5 B AT
FEXT T RSB B AR 51 T, RIREHEEN N
T HEREA R N T A vh 3845 i AR i 4 52 T B K2
o, R AR A X B T TAE S RE, SR A K
RIFFERM U, HRIEHEKFH
W, RIEZEMWE TR Bk, AR, B
Al g5 B AR ( Campos et al., 2014 ), HE
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R RE Y NBR T B A A R R 2E R AR
&, BRI E KR TAR-KE i s, A
TSl 1) 3 2 5 AR 2 A BRI BT IR, DT A
Ay 30 2o B R 0 R R IR WO T 2 W,
BCAS7E AR B TR fE BRI S . 44T R TR
B AERAL O TR R E T2 EE, SR
I H DR HEIR . MR OC AR SRR I B K R A Y
( Feeney & Collins, 2014 ), MAFA 1Y% I8
Z, B REI A N K SRR AT O, R 2 R ZE R
R N, TR B AT RE ) D1 T AR T AR ARG
XHF. M T ECAE AT REAE TAE TP G T3 2 0 TAE
Tfir, HAE TR ZMHEI ., WRBEA — & M5k
oy, 40 TR N 0 1 RO BT R SR
W, EASTREEHEIEZ AR, ERBEER
RA R, RIME G T4 T TAF-ZEH 45 (I
T ARSI mAE A S A ams e ), KE
[i1) 45 /> 149 VA 38 R . 0540 2 00 ) 96 D T SR 22 W) 1 A%
AR PR R A BTN TAE AR A T BRI
Tk, FEARGE B B I T R e 23 BELAS DA T AR -5
JiE 3 55 X G BE AR GE M BRAE L AR X — 1 25 0ok
FEME LA fih K BC A, F T JC VA £ fuff 50 48y D1 T 42 it
W2 TAESCR . DL R 25 R0 B 5k 22 ] R4
AR G 2R Jo ot o B TR A AR A SCfp AN Tl et Y
FAE, TR R UE 2 T AR -5 BE 1 45 XF 51 T 52 & S,
I FRIR R Wi A2 B R FESR YR o X — WP 5T 46
RRAUR R T FSSB X — AR G 1) 3¢ B U 7
% BE SR A LI 3 R SR AR 0 3 B, TR B IE
ST R AR SRR B FRM R SR AR Y A FE AL S, RIS
ik 3 P B9 IR 20 Ho 2 T At A S5 = AR
W .

TE TAE-F B rh, JUP A KRB MR T
MIBIEFE . BIF5E LA S0 55 7 D1 T4 1k FSSB X it
A8 AR SR VR AL o A0 R JT T3R80, BF5E
SERLR R T BE 5 TR FSSB O FC A TR S5 1 A
TEAE AL, X4 B S Bk A | Z MR 82 L.
T4 55 VB B 22 M 7 A A A2 BE A 5 2 ()
B, HIZBVEMERNALE. FoFHULIBEE W
XRRA OTF BA BOR Z B T e gl , 8L
SR 55 Pk 5% TN AR 35 B LA S Y T AT BT 5 6%
( Harrington et al., 2016 ). H Hij ki & WU T Z K2 1Y
B, SV 0 TAE-ZKBE rh AR ( Schwarzer
& Gutiérrez-Doiia, 2005 ), A WF5ERM], AHIL LM,
YU BRI ZERE SRR D, XS Bk
T i ) TAE - g b R 2 (524 2%, SEL T, FEI

BE, AL, 2015), AWTFERY], GIRH LU B4
TR G SRR AT, TR 2
A BCAR TAESCH o BMAORTE, a0k 5 e TAE
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Family Supportive Supervisor Behavior and Work Support From Spouse: The Mediating
Effect of Work-Family Enrichment and the Moderating Effect of Marital Closeness
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Abstract

Based on resource-gain-development perspective and the interpersonal process model of intimacy, the purpose of the present
study was to explore the impact mechanism of family supportive supervisor behavior (FSSB) on the work support from spouse. The
current study was conducted with a questionnaire survey by taking 301 Chinese dual-earner couples as the subjects. The
questionnaires included Family Supportive Supervisor Behavior Questionnaire, Work-Family Enrichment Questionnaire, Work
Support from Spouse Questionnaire and Marital Closeness Questionnaire. The results showed that: (1) family supportive supervisor
behavior positively predicted the work support from spouse through increased employee’s work-family enrichment; (2) marital
closeness moderated the indirect effect of family supportive supervisor behavior on work support from spouse through work-family
enrichment, such that the relationship between work-family enrichment and work support from spouse was stronger and positive
among individuals who reported higher levels of marital closeness while it was weaker or null among those who reported lower

levels of marital closeness.

Key words family supportive supervisor behavior, work-family enrichment, work support from spouse, marital closeness.



