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[ ZE) AIFHHATARNLALNRATHEE, XAV EERET R T A
FRATNFE, HUUAEHARLEYE, ETHL2EREALAEDL, AHREBETHLSERE
4S5HERIEFHAAHZAXRERZ, UAFEXFEHEMNAT, KAFHT AN, HEE
WFmEL SR IEHPAAIZEARXRZEERNEZT, XTLERXR, FEXHEHH
M EAFTERCFEERAEZH, XT300FEFF—R TH N BB XTSI LiEE R LW,
HMAAERFHEARHMRIEFHHATY, HEAEFSFH AR R I EDHAATY, H
HAXFELESHW AT ERANEXBELBFE T LH, FRAREKAFNERET L
EEHNHERNE, MALENALRAR T EHIATHRET HEE,

[X@A] o tESm HAEELSH EFEXHF FEHEW FHPHALH

FESEET, C93 XERARIRA . A

1. 5]

il

TR B AAT R T2 LUE B o AN 8 PRSI, S HERRr, $REBER ), Tt 0 T8k
SR B AUNAE S  RIERIGE 2 — (Bowler & Brass, 2006; Grodal et al., 2014), Fi#&H 5 L
BNAnEE, S NERHECHIR FE . FWIEENAR, ZmAL HNTEA NS SRLE bR,
BT R T2 FhE B, 31 AT M (proactive helping behavior ) J&:4§ 51 T 76 AR WAt A& iR
MRS T, EZh X SRR B, DA ok AR rh il 31 1% 45 28 (7] 33 ( Spitzmuller & Van Dyne, 2013),
Horh GRS B it TAR R BOXERE, -4 TARAE S5, $ROE%R . FR4%, BA W B PMES B EFFE,
DCFPAT A ELA SR SRR, PRI L 20 5 AR SRR B TR T RIZA T M T 45 T A A MR,

w FEGIH . FEEARHEEG R TR T R S 0 228 P08 AR 3T B2 04 52 ma AL AF 527 (30 H e
23BGL154) ; [ AR o7 ik 4 W 0 [« ik 7 B 5 36 52 0 20 2058 5 5 S WM R0 B AL AR AT 5 (0 H 4L o
71832004) ,

WIRMEE . ABEZ, E-mail: dchj@ hust. edu. en,
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AN BU TR ZAT A M S T AR . Aad, F3hBY AAT IR BCA 5 XU (Anderson et
al., 2015), MIEIRE, FEshB)AATH— BAAF3Z B & 0P 5 fs e, AN UBERS 7E 7] 3¢ 22 18] 1 A1
M EHAF TR AE A2 4% 32T AL, (B, — B2 RIS Sk dt, g
M, B AN FE R TG AR, S W06 T8 . Anderson 45 (2015) S5 X8 5855 (2013) #5H, b
TR BNRE N AL, X5 A EIMT A BAREEW, Kk, Mo T RA7 8T m kel g
JEORGE B T F g B AAT O i OB T B AR i, DITE ST B E R T #8h B A17 4 (Ouyang et al.,
2022) . WU (5K 2R, 2022) SALBUATT A FIGE (RRIIESF, 2020) S5 AT &R B,
MRS M, TSR AT R A AR

o7 F5R 4745 1] ( status-striving behavior orientation ) J&48 51 T. 53R A~ AN FE L 2 rp o A7 1 52 0 H A9
FromBefRtay , J2 A AE #7545 58 4 3] I RH & BY ( Anderson et al., 2012; 2015; Chang et al.,
2017; Kistruck et al., 2016), HH i 5 1FE 5 7 (status cooperation orientation ) fi[a] AR, 4~ A M H
PRl AR5 DO BT B S i AR HEAB A 5 1T 37 52 4% 5 17] ( status competition orientation )
WA, A SO A AN A BE S B AN AE FoAw, DA E AT W] 2 A R Al ( Chang et al., 2017;
Gibson, Harari & Marr, 2018) . & T4 2% R (5 &S (social hierarchy belief theory) , ARFPSEHF— 7
I AL IR LA—TT W RO AR, —T5 RIS R 8K DL —J7 I R AR O s 2 3G, R g
7 573 (zero-sum belief) 5 MARRRIERARAR 45V 3 it 4 Il o7 2L DU 2 i Y A < 2R 578 ( non-zero-
sum belief) , HoA7 {5 A 6] 63 T 0947 R A7 76 B 12 22 51 ( Andrews-Fearon & Davidai, 2023; Roberts &
Davidai, 2022), T U0 545 5 100 FEF A MO A A A WL A AR AR, 17l 5 4 5 ) e Fr 19
HALAE & B AR W A P X 51 T 3l B AT B9 Je R B SR A [A]

78k, HE AT N I7 A AEHMCE A A 6 TR AT S 10) B TR AR &, AT EUR T35 )
MNATRHEAEN, HREETER S BRS T SUURAR MA@, F 8835 M (5 IR 20 i
KL, 520 A TV AE B M A7 B #, XF B b AL H bR S8 B K HAF A& B # 2  (Shanock &
Eisenberger, 2006) . AT &AM, 143 FECIFHELZH A T, HZARTFE THAHEREE L HADL 51 T
th 40% 2245 (Pleffer, 2010) 5 #32 F 48 S HIIAY 52 T, M7 XU B 2 -+ ( Duffy et al., 2002) ., Hi
BLE R A AR 5 B T I R M 1R 8, S B N IR BE 2 & 2E 28 4K (Roberts & Davidai,
2022) . WA LIHE, 45 30 (supervisor supporting) 5 B3 ( supervisor undermining ) #% ] A& J2& 5 Wi
Mo T RAT N 10 5 B T RS B AAT N Z M R MO I A, B, DIMERTSE £ 2 B4 T AR 55 Mk
(Ouyang et al., 2022) . FzhBIAK (K284 2022) FIEGAF AE (RIS, 2020) A58, 12
SR W L EEFT N7 BRT, INMIASBE TR 8 385 5 A A B SRR O A 2

AWETEA =T EE TR, B, AR THSSRESHE, WS AT RN
RO 35 E LA 3R AT - I R L T S B AAT M R SCHE AT E AL, DITEST S 2 BRES
(Nadler & Chernyak-Hai, 2014) . BEIERRAF (5K 228255, 2022) S5 BIS LA AR E 3B A T 8RR
TR AR AZEHIMRA BN Anderson et al., 2015; Roberts & Davidai, 2022), Xf5i TF 2B A17>
SRR, R TIASBIETE R 7 SR AT S 3 18] 45 5% T 32 3l By NSGBURAT 8 i B OF 5B, HR,
ABIFE e LB LS VR AN 5 4 ) X B3 T R B B AAT MRS 5 2R, DIMER T fise 5515
[6] (1) LA ST A 2 2 (Anderson et al., 2015; Kistruck et al., 2016) , P AHFIE A FF X 45 o5 b
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e SRR, FEHASEFAPIBISNE, B, BT EET NI Al R TR Sk
AR (Xu et al., 2023), A T R ANEIEREZ KR BACRHERT, RO EAE S 18 RS
BEAM IR, BE— 2P0 SR A oRAT S 10 5 52 TR S AT A RIS T

2. BB EM S RIZREY

2.1 HE%REER

HAFERAEGEIEUN, AT MRS IO BN G IR AR I EAA A R 15 &,
Horpr < R {5 & (zero-sum belief) Ny, — > A Tz 1 ISOHR 06 9K R G A ATE X 5 T A4 2%,
A G RAHAR, MR IR adliicss , KA —Irl— i, A SR AN EA
SRS HEA R 5 SR ], R NN L, T EF " 5 & (non-zero-sum belief) I Ay, —4> A
X T A ASOIR I T AN ARG A AR 7 T R 2%, bR 25 2 e A i, S AN s B s R 545 |
PMEA RSB, TR b A2 15 & A BA W] A AR HR A S P B ey, o NSO T e
( Andrews-Fearon & Davidai, 2023; Roberts & Davidai, 2022), MH T LIFEH, §iE 0 A0 —Fp
N SR, S E AL — R AR BOCRBE AR SIS AN TSI R
o) FoRHAL, T AEZ AN R SIS ANT AR B R ) SR, TR0 £ e i AR AR ) Y ik
A, BOREE TSI T AR F A AR s MR g AR AR, B 23 B A (Andrews-
Fearon & Davidai, 2023; Chernyak-Hai & Davi-dai, 2022; Stefaniak et al., 2020),

2.2 HfLSRAT NS S BN T

oA A AR S R, DR e 412 2 3 B A R4 T s A T B, DR A A A R )
MR BN A A E AR, B T SRR A < JEE M 5 &R £ ( Chang et al., 2017),
MABATTIA, A6 SEAS A KA E AR ) [ AT DU e fth N H AR SE3, U7 A 5 A 35 B B AS o
%, Hrh St bR &s . AR, BESEA ) — ) 5%, SETR T4 B i iL
Hbro TR A AR —F BT M CRFTIR, A AMA BAR S BURAE S A EMLE R, i
R SRZIN ES I, W72 W B IR g B 5 B A# G AE B (Anderson et al., 2015) .
AT, 24 5 A A AR i e o S 1) o i 03 K AR, il E S B ARt AME S
FHF(Halabi et al., 2008), Hi#AF T EEAFTH,

ER b7 5 4 o 0 e B SR R A, ) b S A Ry — R R DG R BEIR, RS
F BB AAT R R AE RS, (A5 A 5 4 e 1) A i 2 B0 B N R BRI, b 7 B A ) G g AR )
WS M HEAT B2 X BTG 7 s B AN AL B AR, 3 b B8 B35 HE R 45 (Chang et al.,
2017) , PEAAAT AT o 2R, Hoh— Oy seBt HARm I, haEsRE 7 — Iy IEfE il 32 2k e, 3
H—Jy SFAF A B IR, WERIRE ) — Oy IETE 2 A s HOR AR N, B B A Re
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UM, T ES B AAT A LR S 2 B W 3E 4, IR B 5 s A O MERE AR T B 7
SIS HAR, R T T A AN E, X5 TR ZIDGEM A B ), S St s B 40 i g
o AWGERBL, M7 58 - ) B O 2 R & B RLAE . S PR S T BUWAS HU (2 (Loch, et al.,
2001) o HUA7 58 4 )BT Y 51 T8RS Ml N S, XA SV B X IMCE HERR, A0 R
(Malhotra, 2010), MEAFF F N AITH,

BT LRl LR M R

Hl: WU SEMRESAERTIEFNMATAZEXRFERERES, HPMUSESEER
£ BIA1TA (Hla) , MM T%HSE A MW ESNB AITA(HIb),

2.3 FERRATITEA

TSR RS TR 3] A B 0 SRR S B AR B A i B R R, R S A A ERE H
bR, ARERTIHAL (Kammeyer-Mueller et al., 2013), F24 305 £ 2R LRGSR 5, 2R UTHTE
SRR, FEE N TA ARSI 5ok, GG w0 TARAESE IR | F R SR, b T TAE
ART AR A I A IR SCRe S N e EAAPT AR KR . stk S0 (8, 2 Xz 5 TR
AT RN E (Holland et al., 2017), F4ECHFm, A0 THO R RENAF, @& 3248 XRs M
B EET B T A AHXT - ( Tucker et al., 2018; X GRAE, 2015), XLEBUWR(EE FEA TIRAFREN
HALE SRR BN, (A2, MFEE LML, BTk A FE SHL T E R, 5 T i
TR A TR 20, DTTRR B DK — B gl ( Park et al., 2022), 4 TREACAR:, 51 Tk
PR S HAL R BLBE S, W5 S EOE AR P A (Tortoriello et al., 2011), H1 T 51 125 BiIXF 5 7 FEA
ARG, AN NAT Rl K W S A2 Ak

FE AT AL A ERN 5 0 TEIMATHZRKLR, 5 FE RO ERAHLL, FEZ
Feen, RUNZRGIAE — DA IR AL FEXREACT, MO A VRS ) B R A5 A VRS
A ST AR A 5, B T RO TR R« AR {5 gttt — 25 Ak, S TR i i b S B
A HE A P i ) AR AR B, AR R, BEE A N SR M7 A AR HE A A ) B S 42 H, 323
B N AR 3858 (Loch et al., 2001), 534h, b T HAFHbFoR AL, J/ABH DT, Y R4 SR
o, ML GRS I R S AR ANE S, A VEAT A R s, 7 SR 00 ) it — 2D R Ak i
JEWTR U, AR, AR 5T, AT S AN BRI RS (Andrews-Fearon &
Davidai, 2023), Kitt, 7FFEZRrE M ARMRAENL T, A AERm MR, 5T SRR (5 a0
E— LA AR B R, B B AAT 4 i ) R R

FE SRR HASE R R 5 0 TEHAATHZRIRER, 5 FEEFHROE AL, IRLiR
o A SRR Y 51 T gm) b S S R, b7 S g ek S O HE R B (R 42 5 ( Garcia & Tor, 2009) . M
XA, @RS REA R TR 0 TR MO (5 &, B 0 TANUSE A5 JRAS 1 15 8 0 5 I
ERARY, TR E IR [ O S g B PR R A NIRRT i, EEGE S A SR RS,
OB PRI 51 T2 5 107 35 4 (0 XU (XS54 2015) o 7EX MBI, A 35 4 S 1) i g Bk Bk = 18
EHAAE SR B Raa kBRGSO PR AR B T . 5 B AR RN AR
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JEWEMI ., AR, M0 TR K A EEMIEH RS S5 A T o, T m T
P I AAE 100 DAy Ay AFDGE 7 A0 FA, 5 BUR S8 I S 15 10 b 7 45 A& i i — 2D 3R 4K ( Chae et al., 2019;
Kamdar & VanDyne, 2007), AH5Z, MFELHRHE, R TIEHES S FEDBLZ RIRIE I, T 2EED
NBATA ) PSR XERE S, RS ) S TR XU, B b Ao 5 4 5 ) By, BROFT B
RS A (5 A, AR« RN (5 5 A < JRy i 2 A (5 A, (00 1 5 5 K0k B 2 S0 R (R R A XL
B (Park et al., 2022; Tortoriello et al., 2011), fZ¢, %03 T XTI PR 51 7N H 4 i 19 32 5
BRI, X FIHAA S, Esh B NI R TR, WIS EARAGE, FEOZ 0 Tk 38
NAT R AEACARRT A BR . R, 75 8 KR m A ZMR AT, A Fre, TE
BN NAT Ry itk — 2L A R AR B B B

BT Bk, T AR AR R

H2: FESXHMMUAIRTASAERIEFMATHZEAXZEFTEATIER, BEWME, &
FEZHEMARMMBERLT, HAUSESEASETMATAZEAEGXRBETEEAPE (H2a),
MNESSESEHHATHAZERAENXRETEENHRE (H2Db),

2.4 FAEPHMIR P TR

ARG TN B0 11 3 45 O SRS LR B ) — & 414728 75 X (Vinokur & Van Ryn,
1993), EEAFEATFFREE G T TAERE Sy, WA 6 T4 A d s, WS sk iik, AN ik & R o5
(Duffy et al., 2002), MR TR )y, faF i TIES, AR THA ARSI, NP LiE
e, B AR AR T HARX G AU PR, 3l A7 245 B Y 52 TR A AT T I — A
RS IAEE N T BV, AT R B2 TS A B AT (A R S T R < B
A5 T BT AR S AR A AF A&, I A AR AT Be T AR B R EE AL {5 A& ( Chang et
al., 2017; Roberts & Davidai, 2022), FahEI A\ &R &2k,

FABHAM I MO ARSI 5 A TR AT A ZEIER, 5 FERMREAE L, 2E
A, B TR S P AR s, S R T R 3 sl B A AT O R KU,
FEDEFCIR BT AR B K B 4 s 6 F Ak B i T RE M, AR A AN 4, (45 5L TIRAR
“AETRfF A A2, SR ™EFE R TS, AR T ANANS, =G5 R T4
LU AW, S B0 51 T 00 #0724 37 ) B B 3 T ( Duffy et al., 2002), 461 T

AR IE S, ML G 1E S Bk S, 53 T S gl B AT A B AT % it 3 e ]

FAE M T A R0 5 50 TR AT HZ R R, FE 50 TAEAL h A i
FGEUAT LAk, PRI O3 T2 S A BELA 8 0 Ry ™ B e P o e 5 R v, KU U B
3% ( Gibson et al., 2018), EEFHME, MR SZBHEIE NS AR MO e P38, T o RS, b
M E e SHABRF YR, FReARIREE B FEMMA . FHitk, 5 FEHEMRAN
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DURHLE, SRR, MO E S SR, O3 TR TR {E S SR R O R AR i AT g
PR, BRI Jay o A8 5% 45 B 1) SR AT S A 4P M 7, Y T X S AR P P B BRI, AT S A
PR 50 By AR, (E T S A i B s, A AT DA 0 — 25 i R A3 87 B ( Bendersky & Hays,
2012; Hinds et al., 2014) . f X PR AL — @& B L HAAHE, R& 2B E3 B AFT
MR RO A IR, it IS AR AR, Ao T s, 5T EShBA
11 AR R ORI I

T B, aTLAR AN k.

H3: TEBRAXMAIRITAZEAERIENATAZEAXRZEFATIER, BEMS, #
FERMNEMARMYBERT, HESESASERIEHHATHZEAEAXRZEREFAHE
(H3a), USRS SEAERTEHNBATHZEREXRZTEEARRE (H3D),

AT AR BSHESR NP 1 s

M A 1 ) 1 ‘

e, I
e L EEEOTR 3l
PO B Y S — 5 i
LokfEwsm | e || A
e | | i i
Ui 5 : : !

K1 A Ee R A

3. HIEWESTEENE

3.1 Hiidcdi

FARTHEETT P, ARBIFSE R A — O T AR R R S A S TR, B Sk A TR
Kb, P, RO, A8, FBIN, FEIhE | JFESE 11 ZA, ATk R IT, M AR, kT
Meds . DU | B RE I 2555 A T B E R ik m 22 8, DA—A> B R 3~5 N FE R T
e R BT ) . JRAE /N S e R A B TR T 4, B T RABEE 44 0y ABUE ) 3, EH ke 1 T
Gfi, PPN T ESIBIALT R, R T IHBR ORI AR 200 AR 2K, T/ NLTE N B Rz
RUARIRE , TR LTS EE %

BB (T R T, EEUCEEMA FoRAT 0 S0 . R SRR . A B g3y mfs
B RTTE 2023 429 H 10—30 HIHESERL, X ABr Bt &l 445 142 4~H1BA 558 44 61 12, [k
)45 403 1y, HAHBRIEEARINE | ANEW . RoE8En4 35 4y, —Br B RICH 8407 4 368 1y, A 2L
HH 65.95%
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BB (T2) KRS ), BB R TR, B REHITE, S PTE 2023 4
11 7 1—15 HIARISERR, 3XABrBOR 453X 368 A~ 51 TXT AT 103 A~ L F8 RS, G196
SR T RSB AT R, P 15 A EL EEH FREMIERELIE, SIS NE, NiE#, A
SERESE PEUTXS NI 68 {51 TREA TR B BR . FeZe, A 00 5 B B X [a) 45 £k 4 43 300
B, ARUEN 53.76%, TEXEEFRMFEAT ) BN 60.67%, VT 8.24 45 (SD=6.54), F
¥ BRI 3. 62 45 (SD=2.97) . F DAL, g RUIT & 3.67%, K& 34.00%, A&
FHi 51.00%, B+ 10.67%, 1105 0.66%; HEAFTE LRGN, AAH N 23.00%, FA
Al d7 63.00%, A 14.00%,

3.2 g

ARG AT AR B S R AR L 3R, X e SO e b AT B — 0 %, Sl b g e Rk — 30,
AT RIE L B E S . Bk S,

(D) HALEVESM (TL) , 2R W 0 T ARRS, KA Chang 5 (2017) AL R, FEALHE
“TETAERIBAH, FRARZLE 5 M A VER R B ™ 45 4 AR, Hob 1 ARR < B R 8 5L 5
5ACFE 5B, Cronbach’s o fH4 0. 82,

(2) WAL ZE4 2 (T1) o Al 5 T H AR, R Chang 58 (2017) AU =R, FEAHE
“TETAEA BN, FRAQELE o kAl A 0 7 AR O 7 45 4 AN, Hop 1 RRE e RE I 3] 5
RFE“5E4BIZ” . Cronbach’s o fH 1 0.79,

(3) B HHE(T) , ZAERH R THATIE, KA Nahum-Shani 55 (2014) AR R, £5 4
F Bk DRAEARTE B S T R A5 5 A, Hoh 1 RECREERA R S RERRE,
Cronbach’s o fH> 0. 86,

(4) EEHIM(TL) . ZERH B THATIF, K Nahum-Shani 55 (2014) AR, 244
F5 B LR LIRS G R 45 6 A, Hop 1 (R TERWAT R S RERRE”
Cronbach’s & fH} 0. 87,

(5) ESBIAATH(T2) %R H FEHTITA, R Lee 45(2019) MAUg R, Hri 45« 7E
BAPERIIGEHL T, X2 5 T 25 BUR LA BB Le A 1 55 A0 G )8t i [R) =57 46 3 A, o 1 R
FKesw el # 5 AFRIEFH A", Cronbach’s a fHM 0. 89,

(6) il AR & (T1) , Fi R LIAEAISETF ST A L ( Ouyang et al., 2022; PRARIRSE, 2020), A5
Peil st FEAEMR (1=, 0=2) , HEBRE(PLRLUT1" RE“2” | AR37 | At 47
57y . T AFIRA (10 FICAF 17, 10 JT~15 J5o6“2” . 15 J7~20 JTo6“3”, 20 Ji ~25 1
U425 ITERLESST) | AR M7 3T A Tea | RS g6
PUBRHRIE <77 . BiArRE8” o HAB“9”) | AT (AF <17 B2 IREG“37) ME T gt
[] 45
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4. FERH

4.1 SRIEYER T Br

FKHIAMOS 7. 0 XF A G ARSI . M se g Fem , F43CRE . FE IS E3h BT T iR
PR F b o A2 AR SO AR, DAX?/df, RMSEA | IFI, TLI Fil CFI A9 45 5% S 3o LR DL &1
B, 1RSSR T AN E R A R i m (X/df=2.81, RMSEA=0.08, TFI=0.92, TLI=
0.90, CFI=0.92), BB FHMEBIA, R\ REMFHRE T LDAFEEE,

#1 BEEMNRIEEERSTER

X? df X?/df | RMSEA IFI TLI CFI

1 TR (A5 VR S 100/ A 5 4 S 1)
s EEIEE , BERA 2 ESBIALT )

2. DUPRZRAERY (A A S )/ M7 58 4 5 gl
/ BRI/ EEEM+ESBIALTR)

3. IR (M A AR M SE A )
/ B SR B M+ BB ATTR)

4. ZINEBRAS (ML A AR 1/ MU 58 4 T +
T SR+ FAE AN+ B BIAAT )

5. DN AR (M (O A 3 1) + ML A7 S 4 S 1] +
EX-S-ErREN {CEIRERTIPNEP))

528.93 188 2.81 0. 08 0.92 0.90 0.92

1085. 59 192 5.65 0.13 0.79 0.75 0.79

1331. 19 195 6.83 0.14 0.73 0. 68 0.73

1626. 49 197 8.26 0.16 0. 67 0. 60 0. 66

1892. 06 198 9.56 0.17 0. 60 0.53 0. 60

4.2 LRIk 2RSS

A5 R FH WA B B (4 BT 7] 46 18 A ol e L R i 25 . B8Ol 410 BT, i8R FH Harman
PR F R I AT L R e 25 A B, X A AR e 0 H HEATHE RS A R AT, AH A SR R,
FIEAR KT 1 MBEFH 54, SB—KHF 4 A B R fm iy 26.33%, SRR 220 68.33 %, BIR
B NHET AR 220K, (BRI I if R 40% , 45 A7 A I RIEIOy 22 0/ F BV R 7 22
40% H) i FHEZER (Podsakoff et al., 2003) ., L, e[y 2 [n] g il 26 B ARTE 2 N

4.3 B TESEVH S

AR A SPSS24. 0 AT XG50 )2 I, R 2 B THZREIEM) | brfiz
(SD) SHIK R, MizEn] A A ERTE G T 5 £ 9B AT AE R B 500 0. 11(p<0. 05)
5-0.04(n.s. ), AN, R RTERI TR R TA G GEN AR, HnA friE—2
X33k A T 1 5 RSB AT R Z R SE R
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4.4 RO SISO 5P

FLRAG 0 TR0 SR, RS 2 /T, AR L SR S50 S, BE SRS

BELID o B A TAREAL , SRS HEAT T80 F S R AR B, FHORAS R LR 3,

3 SERERER
G (13 Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
(H) 2.22" 2,19 2,327
P51 0.28" 0.28" 0.28"
HERE 0.13 0.13 0.11
T 0.00 0.00 0. 00
AEIA 0.12 0.10 0.07
ol &2 ANy )| 0.03 0.03 0.03
7l 0.13™* 0.13™* 0.13™
b VT -0. 10 -0.08 -0.09
FAh;
SRS [H] 0.16" 0.16"
7 T ] -0. 12" -0.08
VGEE A
FE X -0.09
FE B -0.03
oA AR T x B 0.20"
A T A ) x 24 S -0.15"
HiLAS A AR T ) x SR T BH A -0.16"
HiLAY 5 4T ] x SR T BH A 0.11°
R’ 0.11 0.13 0.18
AR? 0.11™ 0.02° 0.05"
F 5.16™ 4,92 4.07""
AF 5.16™ 3.71° 2.56"

. o« 0% p<0.05, #xf03F p<0.01, #==xfRFE p<0. 001 ( UEKL) , N=300,

s H1 #EM, ol SRS S S0 5 0 T RSB AT R Z M R A B 2200, by &1
S IE R E S B AAT A (Hla) , M 384+ 5 ) G e 2 3h B AT R (HIb) o 3T LR R
5, BRI, EemAMES, HERE, T# ., FiA ETgIEFRE ATl Ml
Ve Bt S 5 A B AT 40T, 75 5 5 022 3 Model 1; 45 b I A M A VEFISE S S ) HEAT 11
PR NFE 3 Model 2 fi,, Model 2 AYZ5 R R B A 4E T ) 5 51 T E 81 B AAT AR IE M C R
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(B=0.16, p<0.05), Hifvise4rFm 5 R TR AT HFERM LR (B=-0.12, p<0.05), HIL#H
W Hla 5 H1b Y1538 T AR,

8% H2 B, F4 SR A TR AT N T 5 B TR A A Z RIS R AR, 753
BRSSO, MO A VE S 105 B T shBY A AT R 2 1] 1E 17 56 RS A3 T i W & (H2a) ,
Mo A e ) 5 Y T S AT A Z R ] SC R AR BN (H2b) o i H3 AR, EEBHIIXT
PEFRAT R F 0 5 0 T RSB AT Z G R B W AE R 78 48 B & i AR AR SO, e
PR M 5 5 TR AT Z E IE 17 5C R AR A i (H3a) , HAL3e4 S0 5 51 T3 3Bl
MNAT R Z [ 67 ) 56 SR ARAF TR B & (H3b) o XTI a0 AR %, ST BN, 75 =2
A FAE LR SR S i A s G I A S B, IR 25 L3 3 Model 3, Z5RAHL, £&
SCRAA T MU A VE S 100 5 0L TS BT R Z H D R RN 2248 0. 20 (p<0. 01) , 875 o 56 4 5 [n]
50T RS AAT 28 KRN R E-0. 15(p<0.01) ; R A S/ S 10 5 0 T. 55
B AAT R Z 8156 R AN R 80-0. 16 (p<0.05) , P 3E 5 S 5 61 T RSB AT W Z BRI R
RN AL 0. 11(p<0.05) o A T 5 LR 0138 PUANE L IR TR S, AR5 20 50 B b 132 5 1 5 )
(a4 ) 5 48 SR (FAE A BE I — A FRiEZE (+1 SD/-1 SD) WA, RAGE TR R AT 3
FARL AT (simple slope test) , JFERRZAH ISR (WA 2 2E 5), WK 2 Bis, Y EE
L, AR 0.36, 1=2.60 (p<0.01); MEELRHE, RFHO0.16, 1=2.31(p<0.05); HILATHI,
FEFEHFR AR, AL AR 5 5 T 33 B AT Z ) ) ¢ R AR T ] i,
P H2a 38 TARBCCHRE, WE 3 B, MEE LR, RPEN-0.23, 1=-2.13(p<0.05); 4
FALFEIL, RPEHF-0.08, t=-1.31(n.s.); HULAIA, 7EFE LR MARMMAEL T, Hhis
G 5 0 T ESIBI AT R Z G e R A A, R H2b £33 T A &G0 RE, s 4
N, HEEHME, BN 0.01, 1=0.06(n.s. ) ; HEEHME, FFEK0.16, 1=5.58(p<0.01);
FULAT T, 7 BB R AR AR BT, i AR S0 5 5T 3 sh B A AT R Z 8] 1E 7] 56 R AR 4
A&, B H3a 45338 T 328, K s s, BEEHME, &% M 0.02, 1=0.38
(n.s.); SEEBHIME, BFEN-0.08, 1=2.63(p<0.01); FAHCATE, 78 38 BEI0 A £ AR
U, M SE e S 5 5 TR S BT Z A 1 ) OC R ARG SIS &, PRI A H3b £33 T 308,

T - e (LA
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5. 4, HEARET

5.1 WHsEssie

ABFSERI, Mo RS 05 T E BB AGT 2 MR e B2, b 2 ff
FESEHIITHZ AR EFR, WG5S 05 EDBATRZ IR ERR, P52,
M P RS TR AT AT s MRS B, BT B AT T A
WFGE2 S8 R, SR RIELID LA 5, ELML 0 R AT 0 5 PR ), LR A A7
W IEH. FURTT S, A FF R T AR NI T, e A S 605 5 T 9B A A5 2 ) iE
6 T AN, M54 10 5 51 T B B AT O 2 ) 60 S AR A B i AL 4
R RGO T, Ml 2 5 015 BT 3B AT 2 I E 10 6 R SR B, B35
15 BT BT A2 51 A A .

5.2 WFSES PR ik

B, RS ERGSUARNT R TR AAT R 50 550, SRk, M
FRATH MR R TR AAT A B R B A B, BTN RO AR, f RS T
F 2B A EARAE AR B TR ] SR M BT SRR A (R 2 2 R 2B, A EBI AT
MR Lok, AN BRI ISR IS Iy, E8h B AT R 3 B F it By Jr %t 32 By
#1258 (Nadler & Chernyak-Hai, 2014) , 4" J€ H F AT 2 (Ouyang et al., 2022), = THPEIE
FEREAE (IR 225, 2022), ARG AR TAHSEREEUA, SR T KT R R0
Xt T RSB AT AN, 5358, B i a ISR BT 405 XUA% (Hirst et al., 2016;
Zhu & Akhtar, 2014) | HUZHEF (5K 2284, 2022) . HYUBEATT MG (RIS, 2020) KRB
LA EAERE (EFIESE, 2018) Fwizsh B A47 0 (Ouyang et al., 2022) ZARIRTH, =4 RS H IS
A FoRAT T 5 5 TR g B AT A SR A B AT IR, B AR A B0 B4 AT T A
ZEWE, I, AR TS RE G INE, RO R AL A SORAT . EE AT A5l
XA T RSB AT AN, AMUFEE TR TENIAAT IR MRAMA, *h T e L, F
B RS, i RV T AT T A SHL T RT3 3l B AA T R SCE A

FOR, ARG R 53 AN RIS T Ml s R AT R 5 ) B SEMRARNE, TR AL T 53 AN AR i 3 AL 1Y 3
LR, ARFIE KRB, M A VERTE S T 1 X 51 T o By AT M B ma 00 iR A i, Hovr, M
ARSI T ) 20 5 TS0 AAT Ry, A S A ) A e 5y T g B AT, EEREAET
HoAY A VRN 56 - 1) TSR ) ML {5 A AR I 2200 . v b B AR R ) R B AR TR (54,
T A A AR S g < AR5 s M e g B R F MRS, BT ES S
] 0 A E ARG, IR BUB AL T ORAT R 2R AR BT g B AT AR 25
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oA A VERITE 4 S 1) 1 K B ARAN R, 53 B B AT A ACEWAAAE I i 2250 . ATEBF G B3 A h
MR T ) S S5 R I TR, M7 5% 4 1) A 52 e IS SRR T 85 (Anderson et al., 20155
Chang et al., 2017; Kistruck et al., 2016; Loch et al., 2001) , {HJ&, ARHFFIFETHSHRG SIS
B, X T ORTESIMAAT NN, ML AES 10 AR 5 R 2 TR, T 7 58 55 0] 1952 W0 J 2R
SR, AU RO ER T LUEOF AR R o8, T ELIS AN FE5E 35 1 AN 037 5 4 Sh AL Y 218
N

5, AW SRR T A SR S LA 51 T RSB AT AR, &R, EATREY
BB FRAT T Im S LT S B A T R Z R, AR SR T R T EZ A
From s it i EabdE— D H R T ML SR AT S0 5 U S B AAT N IR E . AHESE
BRI, WAL T RAT RS I ZRBIAN], A SRR AR AR R 22 0, R A SR R T A 2 KA
BT, XTFHALEESEME, W THACEE S B, AT 5 &t — A0 5 i e B2 ]
B, GRS EVE S M 5 51T S B A AT R 2 [0 ) 56 AR R4S BN s (EO6 T 7 5 A v
ME, T HAE S Bm, MG S — DR AR B I, AT M 7 3 1) 5 B
TESPIAATRHZ M R AN 8, S0l 7 R E AR E T, X i
CEVESRMME, BT SES S, BT E A R AR Z 7 (5 & rY il RE B,
RS WA X (B S LTRSS £ 1) DN B el T S P 3 ) | B N T R (E DG i L AT = A N T =
S R AT L P B | M et PSS R o 2 7 | PN O = 8 7 N S =5 R DA S L R
U S B AAT Ry Z 8] 67 ) OC B AR B s, ATEBIFS B 4003 A R A FR R B (£ 55
IRAE, 2018) . EBNEIAAR (K2 EEAF, 2022) . BUARCAE (BEEIAE, 2020) FE 55 MERE (Ouyang et
al., 2022)55, ARG A SCIIE T2 RAFS0U , RAZR T4 SR MBS 52 T3 B 17
RSN, T AR B TR 3248 S0 5 BN A B B Hl, AR WFSE M SRS AU O FF T Xu 55
(2023) 5 Vinokur 1 Van Ryn( 1993 ) 43 ¢ 3245 345 5 BHAM I8 15 8500 A7 A BA 5 22 500 A 0L ol , - it HL A7
WA T EET T A RIBETEE FL,

5.3 Sk

ARG FEAFE LT PO A B 7R . — 5, ML 5RAT 0 S 2 51 T F 3 By AN AT 0 1 G B
BB, BEMS AR E3h B NAT oA BT A O, NI 2 T g A, AP B, Hifi
AR RIE 2R 01 T RSB AAT o, M58 4 5 100 G ) B2 0 B3 T 3 B NA5 o8, NI, B
SR FIWT | DX B TR TR AT O S 1) HARZIE R KOS L ) 7 A5 &, SRR A REAR R 61 T
M ESIBIAAT R o XTI AR R B T, TR B2 AEFM A5 &, BESAS
T, BME, BN, PO &V b, B A T R T RS B AT, I, X T LA S
FRRTMS, IR EZRTM A5 S, AMESAEME ME, WiRfEA, Wi
FriplapBis, BONHT R TR AT N,

75, AWK, TSRS M S B8R TR S kA8 e, S AAT di bz %
AEAl, DI BE S TR, XTSRS R, A B T M 3 A X R BT A I i
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BE—TE SRy, AR B X 5 A S A —— AR, RO R S T
S NAT A, BRI, 7R B R rh, Bk st 5 T IO R R i b B A A BURAE T, L dnid
I 273 T X 8 7% AT S HPMY MR R 2 i S A8 5 T ) e DR T L, 0 R 2 UK o S5 ) [ e 3 >4 e
PUTORAS, AT DOSCRSE 63 TS B AAT o8 [IE, A RER A0 A AAT08, AA
BRI OL A A, DI RO 88 53 T EBIBIAAT N (O, XET Qi se 4 I w4 B I %04
PR SRR, DURSR It i i, S BOX L8 5 TR 3 3h B N B — P ek, xh T anfar k%
XFER L TR ESIBIAAT A, AWM, B AR — AR, HSUE 1 it s e
REME—E PRI b X 28 B3 TR 3B AAT
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o, AU R Z AT R T2 AT L BB, 8RR HER A
A AMEE, ARERRTHRERECRE S, B AT N TR 25 R 5 2 8] % Z 18] E R R B
UTEIRENE , RRHFFEREE— 25 e 20 o, e R A A BA R 53 P45, mT LA 388 o IR X T A9 AN
2

HWR, BT RIS TR AE—E A & . Spitzmuller F1 Van Dyne (2013) AN, BIAAT I %
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HLE S
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5, ABEAEEN T RETA IR, SEhs L FoRAT M RS R T RS AT A
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4 5 AR S — D AR

O &%k
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Status-striving Behavior Orientations, Supervisor Behavioral Patterns,
and Employee Proactive Helping Behaviors
Deng Chuanjun’ Chen Yafei' Liu Zhigiang®
(1 Business School, Henan University, Kaifeng, 475004

2 Management School, Huazhong University of Science and Technology, Wuhan, 430074)

Abstract: Employee proactive helping behaviors are key to organizational success. Proactive behaviors
are influenced by employee status-striving behavior orientations. However, this has been ignored by previous
research. Based on the social hierarchy belief theory, this study suggests that there are significant differences
in the relationship between status cooperation and competition orientation and employee proactive helping
behaviors, and there are significant differences in the moderating effects of supervisor supporting and
undermining on these relationships. Based on 300 sets of two-stage supervisor and employee matching data,
the empirical results show that status cooperation orientation positively influenced employee proactive helping
behaviors, while status competition orientation negatively influenced employee proactive helping behaviors.
The relevant hypotheses about the moderating effect of supervisor supporting and undermining are also
supported. The findings not only expand the theoretical content of status-competition motivations, but also
provide new ideas for organizations to improve employee proactive helping behaviors.

Key words: Status cooperation orientation; Status competition orientation; Supervisor supporting;

Supervisor undermining; Proactive helping behaviors
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