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Abstract

In order to manage the work stress of flight attendants, a questionnaire survey was used to survey
1046 flight attendants, and a structural equation model was used to explore the mechanism of
work locus of control affecting work performance. The results show that: 1) the working stress
level of the flight attendants is higher than the mean value of the scale; 2) the work locus of control
has a predictive effect on the work pressure; 3) the work pressure has a predictive effect on the
work performance; 4) the work pressure plays a mediating role between the internal control di-
mension of work locus of control and work performance.
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1. 5]

A M S b2 3R E B ), s e S AR AL S AR B R DA AR, FAE AR Ss i =
XA o8 7 Bz i R e B EE AR (055, 2013). {H2, SRS R T/ R k. BAN L
S A A fuf S5 45 7 T R REAS 2 afe 55 B 25 BRI TAE IR /), X FE MR S AN B Rg i 2= Hh afe 55 1
SR SO R, e AT ZAem— KBRS, 2016). T, WFFCas shafess i i TAE K PR
HA RN R EA EEZI LR L.

G AR 3347 T AN 8 o KB SURBU N =K, —RIWAEIRKRBA IR &I
RETIRAR BRI RN AL 28 = AR 12 M RRE AN A FLR S B AR AR &5 3 (15 %5, 2007).
Summers 1 DeCotiis %5 (1995) € L TAF s /3 A PR g 5 ol J55 DRI A 3 s 285 90 341 ) s 308 5 11 2R 0% 7 U
T PAET IR E AL o XA E LR TAER IR B TAN RIS, i 7 MEEE PRSI E
MARTS,  [EI e T AR R AR 2 B AN N ZE R, BN BN AT, FERM A
TR E I, KA 7R g e .

FERFTE TAERR 0, TAR OGRS — N R HE AT AL R, 8 SO MR AATTE TAE 2
PR R SE R IA R T B OAT e HAh R 2R A 3158 (Spector, 1988), AN H CLHIAT ARSI IR HI45 R R TN
NI, NSNS S BB HAT N R 0 ToONAMEE . BT ASE R, TR B SRR TAES:
MAAEEVIRZR, TAEGRE R TAE—/NF A B B A2 ok 20230 B b A TR (5L (0 A (8] B — R BIAT 3
f4(Schmitt, Cortina, Ingerick et al., 2003). &3 K T{E S8 ¥ 17 (Qadri, Hassan, & Sheikh, 2017), #R4E =
IEES(2017) I FE, AMEYE RN TAESURREma 45 A G — . WIEE I VFIE S R FEMRT 3 st
71, AMEF VORGSR EER R T HUEMIAEE, Fril, WS R T 050, ki TAE S8 i
SMEE IR TAE R Har, TS5, b TSR . Bk, AW FR B OBz G5 AT DL 2
TR TAE S8

B ) TAR e 3B AR 5 RS2 B TAE R ) DL BSZ B TAE IR RN T-1E R B T30
Biv A, AMERSEDT I RV E DR N AN ZE R, Bl AMAA D #E e SRR (W S - p o PR,
1997). TAECEREEHIR 2 R TAE R M aT AR &, WFFRIAR L S5 M, W 10 TAEE Sk PR
fik(Cascio et al., 2014), XA AJREAE F Jy N 3538 Lo A% 38 78 A BRI 77 1% = 45 B R B0 B8 47 1 J5L (R (Chen &
Silverthorne, 2008). B T4 & THIAES ., OB AT NIE G AL, TAEE J1em s A~ NFI A 2R TAES:
(XA F57E, 20145 Sullivan & Bhagat, 1992). F.ah i (1908) 5 H 4a 5% LAE I A fl ARGz (R 5% Rk
ITHRFL, 184 NIE 2 500 2 B 08 R BT TV 280, B H AR %A — 80t e e (1) 14, 2017) . (R,

ik
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AR 2 ) TAR R D38, MR ZE S 2 s B2 B0 TAE R 1 KN, ARYE TAESRL - ikl 3,
TAEERIIIRAN, AR TAES L TAERCE A, 3 HVr 2 SCUERF Fi 3R B =& Z AAEE %
VIR &, ARAE 42107 (2015) I 70, TAE OB GRS 0 ) R Fo g AR S =R 52 o 1 M GE i 2 1
ok, ZFHEZELEPRNAERR&MR BT 1, 2014), H BIRMBRRFF AR LB (2017) 34 Wr A & [H]
RAMIGKA: . FUARYE 5T B SN, AFFCiR R AR U 7E AR O B R A TAE S A e
A ER .

2. 7k
2.1. #ik

Xof B P R SOR B A w2 e N LR U s, R[N 1046 1 inl 45, SRR A e #1045 9y, 31K
45 1037 fr, AREEN 99.2%. Hd, HiETe 149 A (14.4%), “iE=¢5k 888 A (85.6%). #ikH
TEUSTE 25 % LU A 275 N (26.5%), 26 % 30 % 5 423 A (40.8%), 31 % 40 [\ 63 A(6.1%), 41 & 45
17 48 N(4.6%), 46 % 50 175 27 A\ (2.6%)-

22. fiRIE

2.2.1. T EBiHE

KAZEE, 22, X4k 3L (2008) & 1T 1 H AR H Spector il (9« TAR O BRIEHIE " B3R,
FX WLCS. SRR AR OB d IR R A WIS R A 2 ANERE, St 15 NEH, filn, “BMNTAE
AR B IR TP AT S 7 o R ORR 6 gy, 1 RoR “AEE AR, 6 Kon IR
BRIE” , BUFRR RN [F] o AT TOAR I R R R R o AT R BRI T (R 2R 43 AT 1 45 SR B b4 4
M —IEM H “1F 2R R 0N TAE, RAREE LU, ZEENE” , MBS E R 2 1%8 H7E N
PRI AN 4ERE 3 AF A0 mak e, HAE 2 A2 0.461 F1 0.439. MR H 5, WHsFAME4EE A 7 48
H, WE4ERNwEDME o £%08 0.858, AMSYEREM O E LM o RECH 0.883, Ju ik M K 2 4 1 1) 45
BERNIZERBA RIFRSEHIRE, ¢/df =72.73, CF1=0.930, TLI=0.913, RMSEA =0.078, SRMR
=0.065.

222. TEE A

KRR WRI5E2(1981)gm il i TAE R 1l 4, RAZE WA 5 siik 2 7K, BIEERE. M. h
AR AR EEPUANGERE, RS H SR N 4. 4. 4. 3, LIS EMH, filln, “IRETAEM IR
Age g o RPN —EEE RS B A, T HERCAEEM N 1
W bR, BB 5 R %8 H A PR R I E % MRS H JE, ERAEH KRS o
RN 0.874, PUNYERE I TORE G o 504702 0.869. 0.821. 0.685. 0.837. I&ilF K& 4 #r45H4
KUZER A RIFMSEM RS, /df=88.11, CFI =0.931, TLI=0.910, RMSEA =0.087, SRMR =
0.073.

2.2.3. TIES3

KH Van Scotter & Motovidlo Zwifill i) TAEGRER, RAZ 745 Ao, BTSSR A
PRfgit. TAERBR=AYERE, 20l F 4. 5. 5 MBI HE, L 14EBH, Flan, “IRaSTER I R] P 58 R
TARAES A% BRI A e S o ZECN 0.955, =ANERE 70 B (G o R3050 572 0.922.0.929.
0.882. il P K 3R /0 AU 45 SRR W% R B RIFHISE /IS, °/df = 144.86, CFI = 0.947, TLI = 0.933,
RMSEA = 0.096, SRMR = 0.043.
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2.3. BURALES 534

F 78K H MPLUST7.0 1 SPSS22.0 i Hi s 147 Ab FFN 73 A7 , 38 3o ) 28 45 44 5 FE A Y o AR 8 HEAT A 565
BT b R R T SR A B H . SR FH A 22 12 1E 1) Bootstrap 12254 45 5L 5 FE A B 24 o ) %2 8 oh ) R B 4T

S o

3. IRER
3.1. ERFZERERE

T TR B B R 2K ) 3 4 5 D i mT R AP AE SR R VR 22 SR J 0 A I 7 5% (2004) S A G 6
THEHAT R FTTE M E R, RN D AR B AN T A B H AT IR R RR 0, R T 1
MIbRit, RIEHERRWIIE] 6 AT, HEE— AT R ZREAR0N 28.67%, RUALFAEILFETS
2w 2% o

3.2. fiRtEGIT XS

ORI A EEASNMELEE . TAEIS ). TARSUR AL E AN R 22 K A2 & A AH R 58 R A0 T 3R
M2 1l ARy RN TAE R IR 277, (OBREEHIE AN B R AR TEAN 3, WS TL
TR 1 B m i SRR ARG, MR RECH-0.404 (p < 0.05), 5 TR SRR IEA 2, FAH
KEHN 0.448 (p < 0.05). AMEE AL/ RIE R Fh SR ARG, A K R %0y 0.352 (p < 0.05), 4k
PEAN AR S R A B35 . AR UM TARSUR I 5 R %09 0.448 (p < 0.05), L 258 FZ I IEAH

Ko
Table 1. Correlation matrix
= 1. HHXIER
A 1 2 3 4 M SD
1) W¥E 1 4.22 0.87
2) AME 0.014 1 3.62 0.95
3) TAEE A -0.404" 0.352" 1 2.77 0.70
4) TAEST 0.448"™ -0.003 0.370™ 1 431 0.57

7 TR#F p<0.05.

3.3. R

NI R 2, A TR F S R R BRI AR R (A O8 R AT AT AR =AM AT Al A5
FRBEAIE N PR 20 BT R M S A ) 5 FE AR A R Bt . B A0 b AR oy, S0 BR324 B A Dy ] 5 R
H, ZiHRE S BRI TAR QIR HR A AN ERE . TR D). TAESUZ IR R . M Ay
i 1 pR, AT RS IEm R, RS . AT R R B AL S AR bR A R AR
INTZAR R [ AR A O RAF, ¥%/df=35.75, CFI=0.913, TLI=0.917, RMSEA = 0.055, SRMR = 0.076.

2 70K F i 2282 1E Y Bootstrap AN AL 24 i 1) 22 B A SON AT R 3R B A5 R AN R R, Al 95%
B BNAE . & 2 AT51, AWl TR K e TAEGRU /i %A tHE >y 0.068, HAET
95% {5 [X [7] 7¥(0.036, 0.108), #hzidit TAF H 714 TAESU I A 8N Al THE 8-0.099, HAA K 95% &
{EIX 18] 59(-0.150, —0.054), #EAME 0, KPR, WIEBAER, ZU R BRARIE.
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Figure 1. Structure equation mode (part)

1. G5 IEERE (B )

Table 2. Effect quantityof each path
F2 BEHNELER

95% 1 B A7 X [H]

Az it
TR R
WHE— TAEE - TSR 0.068 0.036 0.108
HME— TAEE - TAESR —0.099 -0.150 —0.054
W1 — TAESRL (A RUN) 0.520 — —
A — TAES U (RK) 0 — —

4. 71ig
4.1 BREOTIEEN

1T AR RS AN AR I 1] 55 R A, 23 v 3fe 55 G i 0] ARV A2 AT IR 3R BUR (MR 75 7, 2006). BT FLHY
ZERRY, BRSSO TAR R TBOR, A2 2K R SRR BR L (Riding & Wheeler, 1995), 5
G TR (2014) %0 A T = FZR 5 B2 B 47 K AR T /K- R 2 a8 AR L, 4 b 3 55 53 i A KP4
P EE R,

4.2. TAELIBEHEREN TIEES . TESHAIRNT

T 9 25 SR 2 T A 428 1) N AR 6 31 7 A s k), A 0 A AR B0 B 1 A s oK, X AT e [
RTINS ) R, R 1 st 7 2 N &% (Karkoulian, Srour, & Sinan, 2016). R4 Rotter ()4 424>
Hit, WEFIANFEZ TS, HEACSWBIMEE T LUE R L), BGERAMER iR £
PEr, TN A R VAR AR U8, W3 LLAMEF P AR AR R A Mg e /b, W R AR )
/NG [RIIF, AT ST NIRRT A R — B (5%, 2012).

HMEEAE LR TN, XTI 45 R A T HLEM AR SN R R, s Z, IR D,
T S0 B /D R R A v, s TARZS BERI TARSK, M AEE 0 52 i as R TAEO
R R 0 N 5 4 FE T TAE SRR IR FONE A, 25 AT S BB ie, S5 A Bt ot 45 B A R (Ng,
Sorensen, & Eby, 2006). Ao BEAZ il Y 1) A0 2% 48 1 06 TAE GOt TRE A, et R S5 —5, H
5 (2017) IR Ao g R — 8. IR N MIHLH] 75 B — B R .
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TAR R A R, % TARSRGE B0 BLAS AR o AMARRUN TAE R i R i BB R8T AR
4%, ERXHENMEGET, ART IES. BESITAE R R T A 2R, 55T
BoA R IR D X B 7 B TARAE S, I LRGSR 2% . [N, TR K ifs i T2 1
RIML B, TG RAE S 1L R TEMmAR, B TAMGE WA RAT S £l TR ES, Bt
TARSHE .

4.3. TEEDETELEBERIRS TS BN ER

TG R R, AR IE AP TARSUMIR AR, A P 53 T HLRS 21 0 AR T 7k
A, BE TAEGUSIRGT, TAEE I AN 6.8%. LAEH FESMERM TAEGTRC B KT AER,
BB AMZEM TAR SRR R, RN “ RO

4.4, BE

gi EpTiR, WM SRR M LR A T A o s R AR PR OL, R B P 55 B AR IR oK
P, JF H AR B T D AR R 5 e g5 K ARG, A A LR AL
Fe o5 I TAR IR VB BIFG 5 — 2 aR. BEAo © TAROEEHEE, TR DM TSI KR,
BTG5 RAT By TS 28 ) e 2 h ol 55 B4 . 53— J7 I, WIF T 45 RAR 6 A ) A B AT DOx A e g A
TARGUO™ A5, WS 24 =) A BLE A JE B BRI AR 63 THEAT M S R I AN URAE SR &, 1 52 A 1R
MV 5 2, AT I AR s 0 O s B3 R0 AR Sk LB 23 w3l 55 B3 A 1 03 v i 3 B0 AR Sk
Ap 2, F A w) AT DU I 2 5 TR AR SN AR I ()48 2% A, b R TR B ARy, T
Wy M AR B 7

SE 3k
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