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1.1 L & (C

AWFgEo HE, BEAMEO L ¥ a—%@ LT, TG0 LR 5%
Bl FAZENT =T - 77— 277 b (Work-Family Conflict © DL
T, WFC) X5 2 5B 2 i+ 562LTh b,

1980 4 LAKE, HATIL, @I REDOEGARIBISHIML T 5, 1980 45
5 2017 FOMI, FHEME & MEDIED ML AT 1, 114 T2 5
641 A I L7z olxk L, e X 13 614 ka2 5 1, 188 J ki~
L7 (NBIRE, 2019). 7z, 7@i2 502 MRS A Lt <
Wo, WBEMMTo 7 [958R E] o, BAEFEAIZL 28 ZHEORID
FLEOIZEBE, 2019 FEOLETE I AL 3,058 A L RIFIZ 44 T3 A
BmL, @I NCORE (6,886 TN) IO L LIEOEIE L 4. 4% LB F K
EERLERL TV (EA5ME4E, 2019).

COL) REDOHNEER L L, Tk, KL oD ST,
HEREZEDWIL L T L) MBS LREE 2> Twb, i
WZHE, HBATE R P BESE - AR CHESY L o 2Tt R E REDOHES
(work family interface) (2R3 ZWIFERCHRATEIE L T b, L ZKEEIZH
THMEDOPT, MOMAEMEN TV LEED 1 D5 WFC Th 5.
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2. BEMEDOLE 21—

2-1. WFC &3 fah

WFC & X, & 5 15%E & B OFEIANELEE % 34 72 37 IRPL % 7 3 15 B 5 B (Kahn,
Wolfe, Quinn, Snoek & Rosenthal, 1964) O—IEHETH V), [ & R
5OREEND, EVIZHLTE R WIGAIZELLEE] (p.77) LEFRSN
% (Greenhaus & Beutell, 1985), Greenhaus & Beutell (1985) |2k % &, WEC
iE, O3S CHEBE (Time-based WFC), @A FL A ¥ (A F L ARIE)
12H5 B (Strain-based WFC), (FTENICHEED < % (Behavior-based WFC)
DI OO I N L RIS BB, —HoREICKHzE 2 LT,
M OEENIEMZ B EAREBIC R L 2T A MLA VIZEDCH
BEEE, —TOEEFTIE) AP LA V2L - T, W OHEEIOZE I ER
B DI LT ATIIIED CHERL, —HORETRELE SN LITEIN,
5 DEE TR S NAITEI L WAL L W72l EOEENERAITIT 5N
HZETHA

%72, WFC I3, L5380 & RIEFHIANDOEIE T dH 5 [ 5> FE R (Work
Interference with Family : WIF) | & FIEMH A SALFEFIANOBEETH L [FK
JE—{LF 5 (Family Interference with Work : FIW) | & 2 DD H M TIET 5
(Frone, Russell & Cooper, 1992) . Michel, Mitchelson, Kotrba & LeBreton (2009)
%> Schockly & Singla (2011) 12X 2 X ZH5HI2L > T, 2@ WIF & FIW @ 2
DOJIANE, PRREOHBBESRONL b0OD, R0 THDL I LM
mEhTwnay?

ZOXHITEHE SN D WFC 1L, Mk I v X2} (e g Aryee, Srinivas,

1) Mesmer-Magnus & Viswesvaran (2005) (238 Td, WIF & FIW ORISR &5 1
5500, 22o0OMWEMIZIE T3 G ME O3S B 720, WL M PLETH L L
ol Twb,

2) AWEFETlE, —M sttt E REOHELIRTHEIE WEC & v HEEE v, JFEo
FIaPEZ RO Z R T AL WIFFIW 2 EHT5 2 L &35,
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& Tan, 2005) Wk ii/E (e. g Perrewé, Hochwarter, & Kiewitz, 1999), ik
TTRATH (e. g. Netemeyer, Maxham & Pullig, 2005), Jk&EHF (e. g. Netemeyer,
Maxham & Pullig, 2005) &\ o722 F L WEEERLITE 2 HIHI L, RO 12

A b L A (e. g Netemeyer, Brashear-Alejandro, & Boles, 2004) < B Hik %E'??
(e. g. Shaffer, Harrison, Gilley, & Luk, 2001), /¥ — >~ 7 %7 b (e. g. Peeters,
Montgomery, Bakker & Schaufeli, 2005), K¥ (e. g. Anderson, Coffey & Byerly,
2002) Vo2 E LA RWVEERTEIZWE S S 2 L%, BT L o T
RENTVD, WECH B 26T REIZOVWTIIS T ST 2EEIPMET SN T
B, X¥GMEEHRINDLIKE 2@ L > TWwb (e g Amstad, Meier,
Fasel, Elfering & Semmer, 2011 ; Ford, Heinen & Langkamer, 2007).

2-2. WFC &#t=mIRIE

WFC B0 BORE ML 518N, WFC 25| 2 3EHRD
R L ZOMGEENITOND L) Tk o7ze THET, WFC E2BUES 2 HK &
LA ERPBF SN TED, TORTORGIEIHIIES N TV S ER
D 1 D&% (Social Support) Td % (French, Dumani, Allen & Shockley,
2018 ; Frone et al., 1997 ; Greenhaus & Parasuraman, 1999), French 512X % &,
HEAWSERIE TSGR E TR, BREMOITFL2IEPTE L0
FRAG - WEER] (p.288) LEFEN b, HEIHEIZIE, O - BLE -
FIE - FEOFRM (BRI R—1), @Hi‘rﬁa‘i cBE - TAINF -4 O
DY GERMTR— 1), @HCFHEICBE T 2 EROEME FRiimy K —

8, @EIE - 1H - RREORME ('IFJ%&E]@'H_**‘ I) @ 4 S>OFEFEA D % (House,
1981) 0 TN b OFAMYSLIRIE, HFHEE L REFIRO VTN OGNS b
52 ENTEDL (Adams, King & King, 1996) . fZfEICBIT 2R E LT,
FARR D> & DR ERIH O DOIAE, W, S D3R, RIEFIIIBIT 5% L
LT, RIEDSDOTEREBMEDIIENBITEND 2 LA\ (e g French et
al.,, 2018 ; Ford, et al., 2007) %5, AW TIIAFHEITIC BT 2LE, T4bbH
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W5 5 DA WFC 1252 5B EHT %,

W5 D EE WFC OBMRIZOWTIE, BICE L Ol ER-INTE
D, WEC A 72 3B L Mk, MUBED A Y SHI3fThbIT\w5b, 20
7o, ARIETIE, 3, B o0 E WFC OBRIZET 5 A ¥ 5 &
52 ET, ZOMEDEBDOMBRERG LT\, 7272, A Y5 Oik
REHholE, BICEHEOBRE UL 2 EFTETYH, TORREEDN
LGRIT 72D L) TIZOWTIE, TAICHLNIZT A LD TE RV, £
D=, FOEHMOERICH L AN AL EWSLLIITH72010, Aok
TR BT 2 L2945, 220, [BOH] MIZEG» 5 DO3HE L WFC
DBRZ BRBIT 2720122 ¥ i oiige %, [RoOH] BICEE» 5 OSHED
WFC |28 % 52 5 A 71 = XA ARG 5 72O BB O AT 8 2 #7/ L C
WX 72wy

(1) EHHSOXEE WFC DX 2347

WFC OBEZERIZE L TA ¥ 58 %47 - 72 Byron (2005) 12& 5 &, £<
DFEATIIZEL, [HHFICBE T 2T E R FIW £ ) & WIF ICiRWv 2B % 5
ZBHEMH Y, —HT, FEICEME L 2ETERIE WIF XD b FIW I25W
WEAG2 5] LV HIHRICEDS WA T ILTWw 5 L), Bz, f:
HTAPLAZRE KL TWAREERIZ, HFED» L REEF O THEE LT
Wb, FREFETA ML AZE O TWAIEERIL, FEEGED SHEHEA~ADOT
BrELTWREV) T THL, ZORMHEITFBEFREMEMNL (the domain
specificity hypothesis) & IFFIZLCVv>% (Frone et al., 1992 ; Frone, 2003) o

(@ Ford, Heinen & Langkamer (2007) (Z& 3 X 294k
Ford, Heinen & Langkamer (2007) (&, %], [, ke v o 74350
DHH O HMH S DR Z F O (work support) (2 F &8, FHISFER
PR FED &, WFC, 2 WIF L OBfRE A ¥ 5HTIC L o TREF LTV %
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%1 Fordetal (2007) (BT 2HEEDOKIELE WIF OBIRICEET % X 2 FFOER
k N r P
(R RS & (FXRTOWgE | (WIF & OR%
nzseot) | oY 7 | oms)
VoA X)
HFHOLE 48 17,184 —0.23 —0.27

() KFOREIE, A YT OfR, FEZBEEPRSNZE 0.
(HFT) Ford et al. (2007) & 1) ZEHAERL,

(#%1)2

ZOMR, HHFEOLHE L WIF ORIZIZAOBRSHOND Z Lvbh ol
E 512, Ford 51, L, OLEOBEER (Support composite), (2—
MR 72 AE 35 D FZ3% (General work support), 4 FLH D 373% (Managerial support) ,
@ LRI (Supervisor support), GFIEDLHE (Coworker support), ©F2H
SN 7 S24%  (Perceived organizational support) @ 6 2D ¥ A F 12454

%2 Fordetal (2007) &2 EEDXED XA 7 & WIF DBIRICEIT 5 X 2 TOFER

k N r 14
GRS & (FRTOWIE | (WIF & OBfR
N7 %) DEFY VT | OEE)
VoA X))

LHROBEENR 11 4,574 —.24 —-. 27
— ey A
i 11 4,021 —. 21 —.26
B O 5 3,147 —-.27 —-.32
ERIOE R 16 3,370 —-.23 —.26
[l f5E DS 4% 1 1,346 —.22 —.28
TRk S AL AR
i 70 4 726 —.20 —-.23

() KTO/REE, 259 ofEE, AERMESERO N80,
(W) Ford et al. (2007) X b &E&1E,

3) Ford 513, FEEAFEMGIOE S, FIW I2DW TIEZRED 5 037 # (Family support)
L DOBRDOBIF L T B,
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L., WIF L OBED A 5 5% FTo T b (K2). TOMER, HFEOLES
YA TTENGTESES, ETOERIHET 2 H BESHER S Wz, 3E
DY AL TEWIF EDBEBROBBEIZOVT, KEBEVIIR OG- 72,

@ Michel, Kotrba, Mitchelson, Clark & Baltes (2011) (Z& 2 X 24
Michel, Kotrba, Mitchelson, Clark & Baltes (2011) %, WFC O EZERKIZH
THAY G ETo720 FOHEERND 1 D12, ERIRFEER? S OIENE T
NTWwb, HEHE (role theory) 2VRIEL TW5 K512, XL & RKiE
DB THEE DR MFZ > TV b, Michael 513, HEWTEE 2T 5
LD, FOEEE R TIoOICLELRIER, FE, T AVF -z %
WD EEZTz. BIZIE, HHEEE TG b 02 2T Cwiud, &I
DOFERLHEBITOLEZITo T NDE I LT, ZOEBHNOERD L Y whHE
M-S N5 T8Il De ZORRE, HHHEMTORETEIANEA L, BS
N gRny - DAY 2R, R, TANVT-ERHRT AL TEL LI
%h1EH)e FIT, MG OIRIIWIF ICROREL 5.2 5 LIGHEY &
&, TORREMGEL 72, X5 5N OfRE, LEI2S O3, FE»S O

EHIZ, WIF EHOBRIZH L Z EhRaEansz (E3).
[EEIZ, Michel 51, 2% { OIATHFZE T FEIEF REMR 2 FE OV T WIF

DOHERERERZ SN TE, BH»ODOHRE FIW EDOBRIZOWT LR

%3 Michel etal. (2011) (CH(T 285D S DXIEE WIF OBIRICEIT 5 X P DFER

k N r p
(R s | (§XTOME | (WIF & D%
newEo) | oY T | OEE)
Vo H A X)
LHEI» S 0% 31 11, 960 —0.19 —0.22
[AlEE 2> & D% 15 6,179 —0.21 —0.25

(F) RFOREUE, A7 M OfR, AEREFEPRONZE O,
(HF7) Michel et al. (2011) & 1) SEFAER
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£ 4 Michel etal. (2011) (CHT2Hi5H S DOFIEE FIW ORBRICEET 3 X 2 ROER
k N r p
RS S | (FXToOWZE | (FIW & OB#%
N | o&FY Y 7 | OmY)
VoA X)

RIS DR 25 10, 726 —0.09 —0. 11
FfhE 2 & DK% 13 6,107 —0. 11 —0.14

() KFOREE, 259 ofER, AEZ2MESER N0 0,
(1) Michel et al. (2011) & ) EEEVERK

FHEIT->TVb, TORRE, WIF L OBRIZERD Li5ndb oo, L2
DX, FFEPOOTTEE BICFIW EAOBRIH L L 2HLNIZLTW
% (E4)s TOBBAERSNZ EIZDOWT, Michel 51, REELIZN 72 A
B RN, HEEEOHFOHEBHN TOREEE> L VML T<hbeed
12, BHETH L7290, FIWDEFESN-DOTIE B Wh LRI T,

® Byron (2005) 2k 3 X 2231
60 DL L OWFgeks o> x & 43H1 % 47 - 72 Byron (2005) %, Michel et al. (2011)
EABRIC, WIF & FIW ICHEFO LA RITT 8 % M5 L T %, Byron D
MR, RN, BEFEER, 7€ 774 v 7 BER, AR ERA
WIF B & O FIW IZ BT TR 2 B2 521235 2 & Tdh - 72, Byron
12X % WIF BL U FIW EHFHOLEOIRD X & 5o H 2% 5 2 £6 12

%5 Byron (2005) (C&FBEEDZEE WIF ORIRICET % X DA DHER

k N r p
RS S | (FXTOWZE | (WIF & OB
N | & Y Y7 | OmY)
VoA X)
HFHo% 17 4,165 —0.19

() KFOREIE, XY oOfR, FEZBEEFRSNZ6 0.
(HFT) Byron (2005) & b EE R,
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%6 Byron (2005) (CH(TBHEDZEE FIW ORIRICET 3 X I3 DHER

k N r P
(FERPIES | (FTRTOWZE | (FIW & OBR
N0 | oaEt YT | 0EE)
Vo H A X)
(IR 05% 7 17 4,165 —0.12

(F) RFOREIE, A FOMOfR, AEREFEFRONZL O,
(HF7) Byron (2005) & 1 SEFER

R o AZ M OMER, HERD, MFOFLEITFIW LD D WIF &5V B4R
WROENDZEPHLNE R oTz AR LR & Vo 7AEFIZBT 5380
ZWIEEEI, FIW XD D WIE A EWE VIR LRENT V5,

(@ Mesmer-magnus & Viswesvaran (2006) (Z& 2 X 2494k

Mesmer-magnus & Viswesvaran (2006) 1%, 77 31— - 7L ¥ FJ —720k
YRS WFC T 2R H 50 &) D A ¥ I K WGET L7z, &
D77 3IV— - TVLY N —-LRGREOERIC, RIS & bick
F2OOZLREFEPLDOLEAEETN TN D, LRIOIRIL, 3/ KL
TLOREREER L LTIZ BNA T LB LA, Mesmer-magnus b 13, il X5
foAb & BRI R 2 S OSCHRITHVEICHRE SN LEPH L EER T, D
XN, AHFEEREOM. OB L2 T2 (K B IR S 5 R & ikt
REUEAS, HEOEF M ERE oM TRAN—FH L 2w % nT ki
BELTWDEWV), Bz, Mfkahs L TIREL RIS 5 Mk ibss
Holzb LTH, LFEIPHTORENEELZ XL LT, #RMISE T A%
ORMTHEMEAZFHAT L2 2T TLE ) b Liva v, IZ, |
ADPF WG E LTWAIZHEDL LT, M0 X ) aZ A hIiho727)
FHRME R L TW WA b H D, € 2T, Mesmer-magnus & Viswesvaran
(2006) &, 773U — - 7L ¥ N —LBGREEMLT 55 00EFKIIO
WTEHEB L TOI A7) O TIdZ% <, ThEn@slc, WIF & FIW & OBtk
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%7 Mesmer-magnus & Viswesvaran (2006) (C#(F 285D 5 DR E WIF ORIfRICES
ER-B L X O S
k N r )4
GERDPME S | (FRToOWZE | (WIF & DR
N7 | oY~ 7 | OWg)
VoA X)
EwD S O 7 2,428 —0.17 —0.19
[F D & D% 2 1,070 —0.10 —0. 11

(1) REOREIZ, 27 5HOMR, HEEBEAR S 0,
(HFT) Mesmer-magnus & Viswesvaran (2006) X 1) 51,

%8 Mesmer-magnus & Viswesvaran (2006) (Z& (T 2EkHH S DFIEE FIW OREERICES

ER:EEEL il -2
k N r P
(FERPEHES | (FRTOWZE | (FIW & DBtk
N0 | &Yt 7 | 0mE)
VoA X)
LED S O 6 1,921 —0.07 —0.08
A5 2> & D% 2 1,070 0.00 0.00

(JB) KFOREKIL, A5 5T OFER,
(HFT) Mesmer-magnus & Viswesvaran

HERBRPR SN2 Do
(2006) & b FEZ1EM.

WS B8 5T adto7: (RT7E%8),

A BGOSR, BROTFHMY, EFEH S OLERFEMES S D HIEIL WIF
ERDOBERED L LD ol 2 FIWIZOWTIE, ERIA SO
IZDWTIE, WIF & OBRICIENS Einb oo, BRI RS 7,
FO—FT, [AEPSOTIEE FIW ORI SN D572,

(® Kossek, Pichler, Bodner & Hammer (2011) (Z& 2 X 2437
Kossek, Pichler, Bodner & Hammer (2011) &, X #5471 = T, LaE%
RO LN T D IEEB OB L WFC & OBRICHE T 2082 Ma L7z
ETINVEREEE L T 5, Kossek 51, Eisenberger, Singlhamber, Vandenberghe,
Sucharski, & Rhoades (2002) *° Ford et al. (2007) OWiZex M L2265, Kk
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BOXEY [ LRIR B PHEOAEN TV LML EORGO N7z HbI2X - T,
HODY 2V E—A ¥ 7Pl E T b ALK AN (p.292) &
EFE L 720 Kossek b1k, TN F TOMLFELKEDOMIETIX, FH UMEMED
TSN TWASRIT (B 21E, ERpflike, —B&% 2 rNEREE
W 7RSED) AHETH o721, BESINTVRDE W) Z a2l TWwb,
ZO LT, BHo3EEOLHE, M, EHIN WL M EoEED Y —
APBIEELNL SO, QFEOMEBLE A [WEIC—#H (content
general) | 72> [N TUIZHFERNY (content specific) ] 222X > TRHENEH D
EMESEL T d, —Bi R LTI L L, RO T 4 Tt S EAER
RNV = AERMT LI LICL 0T, ERRERAEPUEERD Y 2V E— A ¥
TELRIIDITTNLEELLERNTH L, NEMICIFRNZ M X, FiE
DI A TORFNERZFT L7-0DMEORME BHRORMLERLTH
D, Kossek 5 DWIZETIZZOHTYH, HFLEREICHILL 72 BICER LY
TT\Wh,

O[] & TS E REIZRML] &) Hefll Az VT, Kossek 513,
LRI DA PRI L B — 07308 (general supervisor support) & 1T
12 & B3 E KREDOHE (Supervisor work-family support) @ 2 D244 L T
bo ERNC K B—Mm%IdREE, HTOY v E—A YT 2mob Il L% H
e L7z, ERNCE 22— 2B.0nRN (e ERSCE) BRI 30E
(i.e. BEMZE) %187 (cf, House, 1981)0 SO X ) IZEF SN D LHIZ K
B — MM 7 DS, HHICBITAEMAOENEICENEZ L TTWLDIHL,
HEEOHF L REOMBREZERT 2R 2 RT O LRI X 24FH ERKED
TETH D, LRI L AR EREOTIRIE, LEIPMEAOHEFLERED Y ©
WE—A YT LERFFo>TwD &) Bie LTERI N, WFC 2§
%7200 FRIOEATE) (Hammer, Kossek, Yragui, Bodner & Hansen, 2009)
RT—=27 773V = NF U AERDLEANDFFFL~DOHE (Thomas &
Ganster, 1995) % EOREEEIZ L - TRE N5,
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Kossek 513, Wl DO RING, ALFOREDRKIEEDOLE % Wi\ % 751,
DF ) WIF ([ZF8 % 5 2 A REMEDSE W & v ) FEEGIUARILIZ & O X (cf., Frone
et al, 1992), WD HE L WIF OBIRIZERZ o 72 A ¥ 3T dT o720 A
§ oM OfER, LRI X B — %38, RIS X 2R EREDOTIELE B 12,
WIF L B OGRS NIz, T72, ERNC K 2FHERKEDO IR L WIF L O
FIHMEBIE, WIF & ERIIC X 2HFHEREOLE L OB OFEHB LY 0 F
FIZHBW S DR SN, 2O L, REEENRESE, 52T AN TIE
DIEERL S A7 (22T, — R boh, HFEREIHELLZNEDD
D) F, ZEOWE (LFEI2MEED) E RIS, WIFIZE>TEETHL &
Wy ZEERLTWA,

® French, Dumani, Allen & Shockley (2018) C& 3 X &Z9#h
&R & WEFC OBIRIEHEY. SN T W 528, &R ESCIRINE,

THIC L o CZOMRIEZILT 5. TOMEE#ROS &, X EEIC 0L
$% & WEC OBIRD A 7 5387 % 4T 5 72D 7% French et al. (2018) T& %, French
DI, SRR, B EEE TER ), AR (B, R,
MHEZzE), 47 GEREW, EH) 2»26XHTEsE Lz, TOHMPS
bz rdans, QMMM 72323 (Organizational support), @ LA 5 DLHE
(Supervisor support), QI 5H D3 (Coworker support), @ 1]/ [FE DR
A S N7 (Mixed supervisor/coworker support), ®FBLi 7 %% (Instrumental
support), OFFE7 3% (Emotional support), (DFEM/IEHEIIDTRA SNz
F#% (Mixed instrumental/emotional support), ®Z$EHIFTE) (Support behaviors),
@F IR (Support perceptions), (017 E)/FRFkAR G S L7233 (Mixed
support behavior/perception) ® 10 fHFATH S, EHIZ, TNHLEFLDO/ZHD
T, A ENIAFHOLEE (Combines work support) & L7z, French 5%, #%
B EINTAFOLERFHEM L 10 EOLEZNZN L, WIF, FIW & OBR
DG & A L Twa (29 L% 10),
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£ 9 Frenchetal. (2018) (& 2E5H, 5 DFIEE WIF ORRICET 3 X 29 FOER

k N r P

(FEEPWES | (FRTOBE | (WIF & D%

N7wsEo %) DERT YT | OERE)

Vo H A X)

o s _ _
DX 162 104, 171 0.25 0.33
HERRIY 72 5034% 64 36, 726 —0.31 —0.38
LRI S 0% 95 66, 703 —0.22 —0.26
[AfEE 2 & D% 40 33,799 —0.14 —0.18
R/ 6 R _ _
P 26 16, 873 0.26 0.32
TEW 7 573% 10 3,233 —0.14 -0.18
G0 70 S03% 21 10, 163 —0.21 —0.26
TR/ TR AS _ _
A 133 86, 506 0.25 0. 32
LERIATE) 40 23,609 —0.23 —0.29
P& 98 55, 239 —0.28 —0.35
T8/ R SR
F 38 31, 358 0.19 0.22

(JE) KFEOBREIE, p<0.05 CHREMAEEY RY,
(HFT) French et al. (2018) & 1) EE&1EMK,

T E R, FHEINAFEIEEZIT T 51T E, WIF R FIW MK
T2 EPMER I NIz IEOFME IOV TD, 2205095 5, 20
PREHICEE TH o7z (p<0.05) ME—DBISME, EFOTFENLRILIRL
WIF & DOBIfREB L RO TR 238 L FIW L OBRTH %,

F 72, French 51, (EHOLIE & RED LR WIF & FIW 1252 % 28EC
DWTHMEZITo T b, ZOFME, WIFIZOWTIE, T TOZRED
HE LT 7SR R G 2 BT 5 £ 912, HFOSHRIIREDSIRICI
T WIF &3V BIRICH o720 —H T, FIWICBIL T, HHSh-hFHo
TR LA SN KIEDOTZHE (Combines family support) (ZHE 27T 51
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%10 French et al. (2018) (C&(T 2EH5H S DFIE L FIW ORMRICEET % X 29 OHER
k N r )4
(R RS & (7XToOWgE | (FIW & OR%
nemEo) | ofEHY LT | Omg)
VoA X)

A SNIALE

DX 111 82,218 0.14 —0.19
FARE I 70 52 3% 45 25, 233 —0.19 —0.24
LRI O 70 61,771 —0.11 —0.13
[AfFE 20 & D% 26 23, 955 —0.15 —0.19
RSNSIVATK" /RN

SGENTIE 17 11, 789 0.1 —0.14
TFB 7 32 4% 8 2,829 0.00 -0.01
[EREI) 70 SR 14 7,256 —0.10 —0.12
FE /T AT

A 127 70, 631 0.14 —0.18
SIRMATE) 55 18, 499 —0. 11 —0.14
AR RE R 94 42,647 —0.14 —0.18
T8/ GRS R

HxN YR 34 27,726 —0.14 —0.17

(JE) KRFEoFREIE, p<0.05 THEMIAELEEY RS,
(HBFT) French et al. (2018) X V) EE51EM,

Lol TORRIE, W b O RAHEE D O RIEFIEAOE R
T L, FEEED SIS OHREOMHI b HELBEH R L TS
EV) ZEERBRL TS,

(2) BIBHSOFEDN WFC ICHEEEZ DX NI L

M CTLRRE L L2, W25 DD WEC 2RI S8 5 L) fiil
&, $xe ORX YD ZOEBEDTRENIZL DI, EAHLE o THWES
Yo 7272, RIZHINA Carlson & Perrewé (1999) i L T A X H 12, Bk
B b OSHED WEC IZED X ) IZHBET 500, TDOXHNZALIIDONTIE
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MG EAPHEEN TV, 22T, KHiTid, TO&2ICH LT s b
R L T NDE WL OPDFTIFEZ B L7z,

(® Thomas & Ganster (1995) (& 3%

TAVART T ANNMZES % 45 O SRR RER CH < ERIEHEF 398 4
X R Z 1T > 72 Thomas & Ganster (1995) (%, M 7% LHE]AYWEC b
TS HEBEN, BN EE % KET L C\w5b, Thomas & Ganster (1995) |2 X
Bl WG ERIEE, [HREREREICBITLIHEEONT Y AZHY 72wnwE
WO EEROMBITHE L T<NE A (p 7) EET. TOEMAKNLITEIE L
T, BTOFRKREAT V2= VB L2, REREO R O AN 28
FICEATH o2, M EONH#ELEE T 570D O AT L2,
EOHICTHARIGICENTL D ZEEFT LD, RE—=Y v ¥ =D 72
EEICHYULRSEENTLND T LI ENRBITS5ILTW A, Thomas & Ganster
(w%) I, ChECTOMETIET7 7 IV -7 LY F)—%FHAA WEC 2

ST B ANV ADBERICE IO L LS, ZOERYEMTLERN L
TR ENT IR/l xR L TWA, £O1LT, LHEI2LOIENE
PEICES T O WEC 28825 L &b 1s, L REOFRY I fu—)L
T&5EW), WTOE#REED L Z L%l L CHEMIZL WFC il &8
BEVHIETNVERL, EFELE (K1), ZOME, LRIOLHEIE, WFC I
EREETGA TR TIRZ, WRBOHFELREOMEIINT 23~
PO VRIZIEOREE 5. 2 2N WFC 2RS¥ TwD 2 EAVRENT,

K1 Thomas & Ganster (1995) MA#ET IV

[ERlo%#E |2~ o]+ wrC|

(HiT) Thomas & Ganster (1995) X V) & 1E.
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@ Carlson & Perrewé (1999) (X 3R

T AN DB D INBUEF TE) < HEE R 403 24125 L Tl % 1T - 72 Carlson &
Perrewé (1999) 1%, JCATWISE TIIAL S AYSZIRAS WEC ISRHALS 285 %) 7 A 71 =
ALEEINHDEL, HEWZEASWEC IZED & ) ITHET L0220k
FTHMELREZADPHBE SN T W ETER L T\wb, £ 2 T, Carlson & Perrewé
(1999) &, A ML AZERE WFC L OBIRIZBWT, HamkiEs, OR b
L AR E WFC OFEBEEH (X DOE, A PLAZEREZX PLA X OB
BT BNy 77— LTOHRE), @A L AZRE WFC OBEMMZEE (A
MUAER B L2ER, HENSEEE RO 2 REOEFHEP THONE), @A
U AZEROEATE (B2, MWHERNEZEO SRy b7 =27 2FoTnb
LERELTVA AL, BHOPEPNTWAERENLSLDERE A PLAERE L
TRl 2 REEDMRY), WA b LA ORI L 72847285 (fa iz it
WFC OFEATERTIEH 5, A MLV ARER LIRS RV) D4ODFET I
THZ, TNENIEMGE L 720 ST ORE, HSW3RIE, MRSz A b
VARROEATERE LTHRA S (K2) TERLEYITHL E LTS,
Carlson & Perrewé (1999) 1A ML ZZERE LT, HF LoKEERE, HF0
I 22 B3R, AL FOREIOBEREZ 2T TB Y, HFHEE S OIE,
INOHDIRUNA DL ATH L LB SIN LR 2 S, LomR, M
FEMIZ WFC 2 13 5 2 L2200 h3 5 Lifiam ol T b,

2 WFC OEITEHE L TOHRIZE

/ HF o BERE \

ﬁ%@ﬁ%mi%\\\\\:ﬁ$®%ﬁ%&¥**
ﬁ%iwﬁﬂ@%&//////

(HAT) Carlson & Perrewé (1999) X 1) &E#/ER,
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® Van Daalen, Willemsen & Sanders (2006) (& 3#f%

EEPORE, REPOARL, BEOHAZZITE I LR, [TEHPA ML
Ao B{EORNGEFTLEIE, ZLTHNE VS TET T T4 v
ZERIFEHT A2 LT, WGHh 5 0L L WFC O BMRIZE 2 2 F-HANE 20T
A5 T < A, Van Daalen, Willemsen & Sanders (2006) (£, 5&12.5-117 Carlson
& Perrewé (1999) %° Thomas & Ganster (1995), % L TEAHE D 5 D ZFEAT FIW
NDOFERIEMT H 2 & S L7z Aryee, Luk, Leung, & Lo (1999) %
K, ROBEEFHL b, 2o DifFRIE, HFotEEs S oMz
AWIFY A &8, REOTHIED S O ZZHES FIW b s ¢5 2 &
R L TW5, £2AD, LROWMRIIHENZIEOWEL 1 DL L Th
59, HHEED S OSSR RIEFIR A b O R IE LD b WIF I
iR L TV D00, REEHED O O RDMEHEI A 5 O &1
LD D FIWICHECBERL T 2001, KIKELTAHATH %,

DX ) RMEEHA S, Van Daalen et al. (2006) 1, [{EZFEMHEED S O
RHSRI, REFIED O OMAMIFRL D b, BHIZES L, ROA LA
NZHED K WIF 1258 B 2 | [RIEFI DS ORI HR L, A E
SOMEMIEL D, KHIZES L, RUA LA Z 2S5 FIW I25# <
B 5| LW MELLIKT AW EZILT, TOMEEXIT-720 &b, 3
TR D O AR L L UIRE» S O L FRD 6 O, RKEFRED
LOIEE LCEREED S O L BARER KA S OXZHS A5z,
SRTOFGR, (L, REFEE, L ORI ND, BHIcES <, KO
ADLAVIZHED S WIF EOFBELRBRIEIRON 272, 20U L, FIW
2oV, AL S O3, BIEE DS O3 L RRIZES C FIWORD
FARDSHERE S 7z (A2 5 D3R, WS WIFIZ, PSR s

4) Van Daalen et al. (2006) % &', AKWFZEAHI/ L T 5 —HDHFFETIL, WIF % WFC (work-
to-family conflict), FIW % FWC (family-to-work conflict) 7 & & f&7¢ %i’%fﬂ% LTWwWbL?
bdHoHD, TNENOHGEZIN CEWRTH 5720, KT TIE WIF & FIW (28— L Tt
HLTwE,
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W25 7% SMEF 2 AT L CBIIE, B0 LB R FFICZ OREOIFEO BR
LxLTNDEL) LT 20072 FHULTWAE) ANLA VIZHED
 WIF 1, BREE»SDOXHEEDADBRSH LNz,

¥ 72, Van Daalen et al. (2006) 1%, Lf=4% & WFC OBIfRIZ, MHEHlIC L -
TEZLZELHLNIIL TS, WIF & BRSPS N0 SR
TlEd 225, Wl OXHEAEREE M5 &, BikE, LR»SENS W
(T ERERIICEED < WIF 28543 2 — 1T, wikiE, LD 6D L (T
NS HD { WIF 3N 2 @R S, £ LT, A ML A~
I2H:DC WIF E X EA/EHEE OFERBERIEAON o7z, T2, FED
SDOFENA DML A IZEDL WIFIZH ZBEIZonTiE, BHEIIBWT
R, WIS BT B b 2 L AR EN T,

@ Anderson, Coffey & Byerly (2002) (& 35S

ZOMOWZEIZB VT D, Van Daalen et al. (2006) & A2, FFr S DL
2 & FIW & OBRD IR ST 4, Anderson et al. (2002) (X, & KROM7#H
2,248 AZxF LC, LEINSOFIRE WFC & DR A L T\ %, Anderson
5%, ERID»SOLRIE, FNa R — FREEW YR — P 2Rt 52
ETWIFICHEHEREL5 25 8512, RBICFRISHIETESL L HICT 5
LT, HFORAEID AL ZADA RV DL L, FIWIK L CIEM$E
WICHEL5 22 EPRL, EHEFITEITo 72, ZOME, WIF & FIW (34
HIIHEEG2HoT0E I EDRENT VA,

(® Cinamon & Rich (2010)

ZZETHZWIRIIRISGICHB T 5L WFC OBMRICIER L72b D TH o
727%%, Cinamon & Rich (2010) &, ZOMWMHF ORI TIEZ% <, BIFIIB
AL T—2 - 77— 77T =3 (work-family facilitation)
OFRbRAZET, IHHET—7 - 77 I —BRO GG 50T & i ATz
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BRI A CH L, =2 - 773 — - T7 ¥ ) T—variid [—F
DEE TORB;M S OEFTOEFOEZ M LT L/RE] (p.73) LEFR
EN% (Greenhaus & Powell, 2006), L5 & KE TOREERIL, BN OBLELZAT
)] M OB COAEGOE XA R &2 7-DICHHATE &R % EANT
ZEDGEBH SN T 5 (Carlson, Kacmar, Wayne, & Grzywacz, 2006), L5319
THRIEWFC LT =2 - 77 30— 77U T—varyOmiICBHESDH 5
Z EATIIZE TR EN T WA 728 (Frone, 2003), Cinamon 5%, 1 A J T
WV DICVEHG 322 %4 % XA, Wi & IC BT 5 R OBRO K 21T 5 72,
P58 B E R AT DGR, RIS ORI WIF EHOMBRPERONE D
OO, LFEIPLOIHEE FIW & OB, B L UTED? L O3k E WIFFIW &
DERIEA SN oz ZIUKHLT, 7= - 773 = T72)T—
varilowTid, HFEPLREANDT 7)) T a vIiZowTid, EER
b OITIR L EOBRDSHERR SN/ STHUZOWTIE, T EPHMTH Y,
LEITH B L HA & ORI R MEIC BT 5 BE] - BT BAR & SR
AU RN S 5720, FEEHECR TS ZEPRETHL L LT,

3. RLDHDEEE

B2HITIE, AV L AW E MBI OWELZIY FIF, BHICBIT 5L
& WFC L DOBtR, 2L TZOBERICH D AN ZALIIOVWTHLNIZLT
X/ 22T, ENLOFEREHE LT, AEIEF L wHEEF LD DD
LE¥ 5,

1 DOHOZERFER, WIGITBIT 5L WIF 217 Tlde <, FIWIZR L
THRBEEH5ZT0b W) T ETHb, FATHIZETIX, WIF 2 FHIEIC
RS 2720, WIFIIMEFO T2 ER Lk @ BE L, FIW 2SR REH
WICERET 2720, FIW ZREHEBOETER LR b BE®ET 2 &) 48
ARG O % A WIZEN L 0o 720 7272, SORBUZ, H5HIC La
THFREEN TR, BIGOIIREIREOTIZ LY & WIF & L )ik {BItRL T
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W72AY (Byron, 2005 ; Mesmer-Magnus & Viswesvaran, 2005), FIW (22Tt
Wty & RIEDLFAXFFEIZBIFR L Cva72 (French et al., 2018)5

W20 5 OSAED WIF 2213 T2 <, FIWICDHAOEEEL G52 28I LT
i, REOHREZ RS HFURR S RV, B0 X N - hHET] &
HNTT R T NDE 2 ETEBEI VR AT L (Van Daalen et al., 2006)
R, MR NL, FEOREEFRZ L CHBEL TN, WETHLZ L5
FIW 2 &% Z & (Michel et al., 2011) DSBS NTW7z, 7272, Wedhh
5D E FIW & OBFRIE WIF IZHARZ EEBEIMICEA D Tz, 2o
FORROBE B L IED AN =X LDERIZOWTIE, S5 % 25HRHIKD
ENDHEAI,

2OHIE, WD 5 O3RN WFC Z IR EE L L) AH = A A2, B
B DO LB RLDORHL L) 2L ThHD, LFRIRPHEMEIL, EEE%E
BhE L7720, MR-/ 352 L TEDAD WFC IZIEFEIZE X 2007 %
RIS, HEREOMOBHY AU SELERIIEELG5 252 LT, M
FMIZH WEC 2532 e CTE %, TN, HARWIEESA L AIZBW
TRIEZTWRED S 2 2 DOHEEH 2% EIZ b #E L TWw2a (Cohen & Wills,
1985 ; French et al., 2018 ; LaRocco, House, & French, 1980), #® 12 H &
TR EMFEN D, HESWSERITERSL A b L AR = HERRA T 5 1% E
ThY, WHhoO3ED WFC 2B E XD L \VW) AN =X LDH b, H#E%
H7sBlE b 61N, £ LT, 2208, BEHLIFIEN5,
AN VAR EFROMOEEM & L TokEEHET. ZoHIiE, AMLR
RN OERZ B S T2, ISR Ee it L72), MEOEE 2
WAHSELZNTBHIEVNEENE WD O DOILIEN D 72 63 MEN 22T
Zouyy 7 THMATE %5, Hlz1X, Thomas & Ganster (1995) |2 & %5 &
REOZRO T >~ b O — ) VER Carlson & Perrewé (1999) 12 & 3 F 1% E]
EHE, ATFORMRZER, H EOBRFOBERMEITI L SIS T S,

3OHDEWEFEL LT, AYGNICILMREDIRD EZD 25 1%, B
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VJ %31 WRC 2R S5 &), BIFRER & 7% o 7o O L
DTHERSINze 72720, FNEETOLHRICHLTCEZ AT ETlERVE W
T LEENTIER OV, BIZIE, W0 E 5 4 7RRMRIC

TH#E L 72 French et al. (2018) 12X % A & 5541 H b1k, HEEAMLEE & WIF/FIW
EOMRIERLNZ W LS LR 572, 72, Van Daalen et al. (2006)
Tld, EFMHEE, REHED S OLFIT TG, KHICES L, RUA ML
A VIZHDC WIF L OFELRBMRITR S N o 7205, MRl & OZZHAEHIH

AT AL, TORRIGEVIIRI N,

L, SERO S A TR, NS Lo T, WA S O3RN WEC 12
G2 BEEVPRELLECHWREEEZRL TS, 29 LHEOEIML, %
TTZETL T TR IN TV DL L DD (French et al, 2018), XDV 1 7
REFHE Vo /2, EOR NI L BB HO NI LRI E L E D%,

COE)BRTEEPLTLIRY T4 7B e b3 b Tldnwnin)
WL, 7—7 - 77 3) WS Tl R TOMRE SN TV 5,
WL ONDIETIE, ZREZITLZ LD DNZ>TAT T4 T B rx b7z
L3 ZENIRRM ST\ 5 (Dalal & Sheng, 2019 ; Deelstra, Peeters, Schaufeli,
Stroebe, Zijlstra & van Doornen, 2003). French et al. (2018) TIIZHED S 1 7
D3\, Van Daalen et al. (2006) TIX B DE DL DOZEDE AT A AL L
TV, TEMECTIIRY 74 7B e b6 3R, BT 68
VSR, ERRBATTA TR EE LS TIEOBRNIE IS EER
LNTNDLDEDL ) o TIUZODWTHET 2TV D1 DL L0705 it
FEFER SN TV BRI HE (proactive helping), BRI (reactive helping)
LW GHHTH S (Grant & Ashford, 2008 ; Spitzmuller & Van Dyne, 2013)o
CCTOMMMTIEEL L, HENL LD ERMT LI L E2HBI DI L

SEINSCRE &%, FEORIS U TSR R iR 5 & & 2487 (Lee, Bradburm,
Johnson, Lin, Chang., 2019).
Lee 5OMFEICZ L B &, HRIE, T HMOIRG 2 BYIZHBS 5 2 & %<
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RS NIIGEI, AT T4 T hg#% b 7257, 72, Dalal & Sheng (2019)
T, IREIZT ML > TUTHEEE LD TII %R L, ZFFIREL
LTWAEEARMBETETHDLENE ) W, TP AERE LR DZ0E ) EEL
TL LR SN T D, FEWIRIE, BT 22T FORMELRFEY X
JTATb A 72, FERASZIRICIER T, 2 AR 2 AR L3 <,
FOEI BT INENHTEIDIZCWES ) (Lee et al, 2019), £ 9 L7zfio
SIRTAT DN ROERFENPSF, T—2 - 77 3) —WRICBVTY,
YOS Y 4 7, RAE, MR Vo ZBERIEHT LI LT, E5%5
HERI ISR DS REIC 2 513 ThH 5,

AF5EIE, 2019 SEFERMIREAAE I FEBI R O WS D — 8T dH % o
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