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Abstract

The study based on the resource conservation theory and self-determination theory, from the an-
gle of defensive Impression Management, discusses its impact on employee innovative behavior.
Through the analysis of SPSS 25.0 to 256 valid questionnaires, it constructed a research model of
multipath. The results showed that defensive Impression Management of two dimensions namely
prior announcements and self-handicapping, has significantly negative effects on employee inno-
vative behavior, and significantly positive impact on CCB. CCB between defensive impression
Management and innovation behavior plays an intermediary role. The conclusion of this study is
helpful for enterprises to effectively grasp the influence between defensive impression manage-
ment and innovative behavior, so as to effectively motivate enterprises.
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1. 51§

R TAHAT A2 SR A G AR, BAEERNK. SV ERE LRSS FHRUR
AT RESE R R, QIRAT R AT D HES) J7, B T A AR GIHTIE BLZ: 5 R T A RhdE AT 68 AT
Ne Bk, AT A B HES) 51 T BUHAT gl i A ke i # i, P aner i ih 53 TR 2
KRR ZR . AHFFLNIR] Scott X 01 T AT AR ERAR, UM . 52 HoBr (0 AENE B o ) R 7 %6 R
SCERE . SPGB AR (Scott & Bruce, 1994). A E N FEEWI R, 7 EIEHE T HLSGH R E R R
TRPHAT AR RN, B 2R T A N RS M IR 1 “ 2GR — BE B 3R Ak Re K — 5 LA
BAT R AEAMLRIE R (e 25, 522078, 2010). X235 BT T BUHT O AT 9 52 m H gm0
FHEER (0 =, AV, 2009). 1 BP0 E — BN N 5 BB AT A HURE 55 55 £ (Cavanaugh
Boswell, Roehling, et al., 2000). AXERIL, KA MAH T ELRRTHLUT AFHIR, HRZHETHE
JAh BRI A, LIS 5% 10 P S AN A0 SR SR R T AR OGAR 7E . SRR, Bt LERIA AT AN 22 B
TERBRD, 3252 BIH A LU E S IRBE IR .

El 4 3 (Impression Management) & /M DAL 2 3855 11 2 3R S 5 1) 19 77 A0 B AR . IR OB, AN AR
Yot SR 0 S LE NI . HEREE A ANEIEITS . Grant Al Mayer (2009)#f 70 B R3-SR EN &
EIEA] IR M A AT A, B GRAE BEIAS [ S AT 3k P A3 1 2 5 47 9 43 A TR /R A 2
AR A, arse, 2013). EIGAEBSH BT B S SROP, B HEAS TR, DURHRNL KR
(I NBF] o

SRS, SRS BT B0 G BN R 1) B T 2 el () BFF FE AR N A0/, SRR Fe s 3 AR FR A AR
WEER b (A2 E R T NS B 2K OE S LA AR, ik 3 n s B A0 O B B IR b )7
FEXT LA B4 IE [ 50 (Takeuchi, Bolino, & Lin, 2015). H 44T ¥ UEMEL. FI38 2 7o BOA TS b
i, AN ANBIETRAE B 240k (Bolino & Turnley, 1999).

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2021.116169 1514 (LA


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2021.116169
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

EIRIE, ARNE

X TENGAE TR 4025, AT IR 2 ARIFE . Tetlock F1 Manstead (1985)4 BN %4 B 43 3R 1570 B G 4%
PP RAE R, PN REHRZIR IR BIE RFMBE SRR, AN B &A R
%.. H1 Bolino Al Turnley (2002)3 — K SRAF R EN GAE FRE 5 ANEFT BAARESE, TERGEW. B, =271,
ARG X 5 FRERMS, FEF AR T U RIFIER. TP A B G BEE MA R BT B OOl
i R 8 f /N BT AT BCAR SR B RR A0, Rk TSR ES A B SR E T, R X B & B R R E (Mulvey,
Bowes-Sperry, & Klein, 1998), G¥EFHemHE, B HRBEME, FREAEK.

Rk, B AR 3 SO A L2 i ma T, i B R MR 2 B m PEAS 2 B A
KD N IVFANY, SN NS ATRIRCRE, R T2 T 1 1 % SR B B O AT N, BNRAEE BN
Aol B, AU BRI A AT AU A A, EPEALEESE T, LR ER R
(conservation of resources theory) & E $ ¥ i (self-determination theory) A&, 30 i PE A BRAT NI A
BT 1 28 B G B ) A FE AR O SR AT AT s, DL 2 B S BRI R R

2. BREMSHRRIL
2.1. BEEENREEX SIFIT AR

HEGE T, ERTIERERMALRA, G “l+" R E & TR TAEE T AR D)8 o
SORALT, D3 T A B 2 SRS AR Y B0 G B AN AR TE A L e 75 IR [ R P A SR M SR g S AR BN R,
MR MR T A AL A 2T R . MBI B G B H I R R AR IR, MBI A A0
R [ 39l A2 DA AR H R TR

FoemE I, RITERSUES B AT, ARYESCIATIT (15 Bl M5 th A 1 B g G ied 2 SE Ik 5
PEAT RUE RN TE. 0 TR YO TAE AT BE < LR AT 2 B 2 F S T 4, Rz 8%, H
K RHAT R E — P CE B, RS HL 75 BV RE R S I (R ADRS /7. AR BRI R B ie, A
P TFRARBANR B TR, BRI EY) . N NFFE(WE B SR T ) AR 77 (s ) (Hobfoll,
1989). T2 At TR AN B AR K TAE RS i, eI H SR8 & TAERMMER R, DLEFEORST I
SERLLAETIAN 25 B R AT BRI AT v, DB R AR BE 22 (1 XU o DRIt it AR 4«

Hla: TTAERTSESEA M, Sl R a4,

H R RbRE ERTERE BER A VERT, ATE BV E O ERRS, M S2bs EARICRAT A, A
FHE CRVRBEERTHR S DA 8. BRTE, R TS mardr AR sk, seEirah AR
Wb, AFCNTRER R T HRA T O, R TR Bk, st iT A & Brae s dil i 20
X TAEARIIAT N, B HEss . IRKEAIFEE . RN 52 TAA A A 238 m] DL 2 4 3504 05 BELAS T et T
PEF= ARSI, AN e 52 SR I JE R AR TS AR J1KCEBUR B D1 KA 2 o BRI T 484 42
X7 TAS NBE IR A 2 82m, A T H S MEEAZRMIN . 0T TS, WEhE R E RS,
Nzl I=EiavS Al ol NN

ATAE AR R AR b, 6 TAEREL T WSS, RADA I TAE SHIR A REWE 2 TAE R,
DRI 6 T e 2 SR U, 1T R IS 1) J6 R A VA1 8 g iy o AR 7 W40 S R e P v, A N T B iy 46 B2 kD, D)
T TR 2RI R T, XM ) A AR AR BUR A T BB A A R AR TG AN ), DT 3 R
2% HAS A0 HE R )t 3% %7 6 K (Gorgievski, Halbesleben, & Bakker, 2011). R, 24 5 T840 3 % IR 532
T, 2 KRBT H LARG I B R, R ATURIRE . AR RARM S, Wt Tam
TR F EAMT R (BT R FREZR A B2 I8 iR FE . DRI ER Hh B,

Hib: 53 T AR B3R RE 2 3E HAHAT =4
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22. AR EESEFIEARITA

AW, BTSN T AN ARG R HLARAT N, BFEAEHZEE FRZIER. R0,
JET NG PR N RAT AR LR —Fk & AEE UM T . BARHNA A RAT R IEXBhE R P
HARBBNERAT], EEEFNRBIIFRIFHN A RAT N EZE . LR A, 7875535 € i 20
LUANRAT NERAAE T ERE SR 7RI, AR, smiliE A RAT A E E 7 R 51 T 6
FARBURBS TR DAL A SRRk B Ik SE BRI JZ I (5 1F e, BXZ0 P, 2010). SCAAR G i 22 S v sl v
RAT AR SR (1 SRR s A = AR o BT RAT AE A G b 2% 52 3 E 1 AU seah AN 32 Jah
BRI 53 AR A e by S SRAS R B QU B A “IF 527 (Vigoda-Gadot, 2006), fHSER b, A5G
FIRE R AT B A D A BRI AR, NI AE— R AN TR ) AEE R EAMT e, RIS
MEARITA.

s B IE W, KREMARATARBHNNEEMHEEIRS . FE, 5 T2 fr R M H
NRATH, R AATEES 3 2 — 2 M T RF S HL(Deci & Ryan, 1980). 5, T ENREESIHLIIHL
ARATHRZE T BEIE L. XA TIRMADGER, TR N GBI R L, 2 HINBa LKL
Hoom| S A AT N EANEBIHLIRAE T SEi 2 AT A, EIASRECHUAM I e kM, 2%
Gyl K R L RAETAT N, T 4235 Hofth 53 T 75 (Yam, Fehr, Keng-Highberger, et al., 2016). P51ty
BEAT B A28 B AR 5% TAETDON AP R EE R ), sk B AR TS50 R I, 2= A Ak )
KL, XHGEEALEY B R, S5 MEINES), B AsRErEARAT .

R, $2 B

H2a: 3567 B IE 1) s s i v A [RAT .

H2b:  [H R R 1 ) 2 ) 5 il 14 2 RAT A
2.3. BRMLARITASAIFITA

EREESE R, 4R AR B B s LS 1), SR A RAT AR ET 2. ARk T
o N RS R, DR A RAT % 2 TS8R B s (1 A%, 9Kk 45, 2018), (HX 5 T8
2 8 AT A Rk ) A B S . Vigoda-Gadot (2007) I — TR 78 B, s v A RAT v e AR AUl
ZER, lhn. GERCMAN TAER G EAKT, WHSNBEARIRMER, SPGREER, HaMnitirs
BRI, 07 AR . AU NI N SRR AR, BRikz 4h, GBI NI4T
B TAMATE Z 0 TAERN, BRI ) R s 1 A RAT A28 3 T T TAEB P AE AT .
YEXF LRI R, BFHAT AT ARV E A as SV R JE A B 5TATEAT . DAL EN QA BBk iE i
FELAS A N R0 6 ) SE MR BB AT o SR 2 RAT R ARG, 03 T AN s R A3 4T I 1 3
WO, #5201, 2020), INRBEHAT A S AT TAEBRST G, Xtk BB 6 L AT A =4 .

DR L H AP 1%

H3: sl 2 RAT R S s m QT A

24. EHMELRITANDMTERA

RTAE TAERTAT FE A B, A8 B AR 2 B ST RAZE, MA18 7RS0T BEA 23K AT ]
RIS, AR 1S S5 RN RAT M S B BEK. A EESET, BTMSE. A5 5%
FiFE S SLFEERTT, RTAEEEEa NEE A EIMNES), BaEbitEARAT . eRmEA RAT N
Sk RN A T RUENAT N IX Rl 75 BEAUIMT H I TR 73 (IR IS ARSE T RIAT A B, AN AT
FWAT NS EAIER, WA NKI4T 3 H @& (Ajzen & Fishbein, 1972). k2, 248 XT84 MK
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EIRIE, ARNE

BEE AR R, BAHEATOHEAT MR BN . TR R NRII L FLRE, 217
RN PE, EEHIRER S BT, B EERET A R ul, 40 TREHIT A H
TAEH 0 ARSR B 2 A T R, 52 T2 G AT MR B A, AT S5 7 3k T e0EAT
NI IR], ERZANE] T BT NI A

R, 2 B

Hda: TAERT G 7 B i g i 1 28 RAT S fuml 5 53 T REAT A=A .

RITETET AR CKRE V2 MRS, HEHMEN T RIPTEC. Wik TAMESINL, A LAE
o I B EN RANZ B . BRI T B Ah St E OB RN, R TEAE T HCASEET
FRATHLR A RAT R ARHE B e BLR, 2 — D NIEFERRIUETNES), AR 58 BN E H 1,
[FJFE 5 BN B0 P REAOR B R . IRz, HAMESIWURAE AT AEEH TN, Wil 1 e
AN H IR B AT AT ) 2 S 8UE S AR FE (Vansteenkiste, Simons, Lens, et al., 2004), H AT RE#:
). Pk R Tl TAMESINL, ERRRRES, JFERGERIHMT TRIEARITNE, HBHOXN T
PERELT HAE, W BT AR ENE S TAERMERS, JONEIT NS B8 TAERTTEX,
SBAAGFHIE S TAEMITE . R TAEAR S (W R o i, L2 sz BIIAL AR08, £ MNIRA AT
TS B EAL S5, R TAPEAT AN At s> T IkE ). ARG E, B s 003T NrK E .

R, 2 A

Hab: TAEH B 3% B 2 3@ i 5 ) 1 2 BRAT il 2 TRHAT A P~

ity bk 6 M, LW L BT B AE AL ED A BN 51 AT T N IS R

l”/f’/”’,'-ﬂﬂwﬁﬂﬁﬁ%

P 0 B 5 A B

5ik4719]

> BUF T

[ 3kl

Figure 1. A model of the impact of defensive impression management on employee
innovation behavior

1. B EIBEN R BIER R T AT R SR
3. gt
BEWEE

AW FEAS AL IR AR LT TN REE, BRIEHIAZ RS, AW TR R R likerts 2%
BR, “17 xR “ERARR”, “57 Fox “EFFR” o NTRINETRGRMMBE, & 70 30k
T G R AT TR, DAORE SRR R m P . L OCGE AR SR PO AR T R A L, X
PRI A BT T E R R . JERK 280 i, Yl A &L A5 256 iy, X7 AR L
[z | NS S/ NN < | AN ST SIS e e o

ENSE R R AT Bolino (1999)HJF A, T EERNENZHREHN T HKT N, W5 TEH
RENGAE B DURGRS R BN G 2, R e B I 2 B 5 B T (R AR, e AAE U &SRB T 6 4
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BH, WOy RBOnE B CESR, RNEH RS BRI F AT R (H RS TSI, fEA
WAt d, a = 0.753. SmiiTE A RAT N ER KM Vigoda (2007)F & &R, A& 5 MU, RS H
n “NFNAE LSNPSR, i%E £ Cronbach o = 0.889. #7147 A% H Zhou & George (2001)ft
FRMER, ZERNEFRESEN, FERL 13 MNEH, HAW I E 2 02880 R T SRR GEAT Ak
I, FULETEA S, MIBR T ORI, i IRABOIATAT— A TR R I A AL,

HX R RGBT AR, AR AT ARG AT, B HEERTH <27 . <2l SR8
Bl “BRNE” . LR o BRAETUEIN “RAREEN X B A O B AR . 7

4. ARGR
4.1. 5E. YEMEIEYEEFI

SPSS25.0 FRZRMEF 2= W A BE /M 46 AR WA, s 2 RAT J9 QUHTAT 3T H i A e B R 7
S5, EAIMEE 2 Cronbach « 4354 0.889. 0.904, [ifHAEN A& BHT HIANR T, M7 ZiR%
4 83%, Cronbach o 9 0.753, A A 7¢ T2 BA R AFHIAE BRI 45 280

N TR AT ST BT AL B A S X i, AR TR B A B R A R R A RAT N ANQIHTAT A
3 M EIAT TWAEER T 4. FEM AVE (P75 ZZEB) A CR (2615 ) HEAT 56 200 (IS
ST, FHERE AVE PO RER I TR X 208 s HE R 7 H B EELL /df. RMSEA (IRl 235 )5
). NFI (britEfL & Fa 50 M1 CFI (E el & Ha 50 254845

T SRR 3N (B Y B R G I — AN ) AT B UE TR R - 43 T (CFA) 707 o N B3R WT 1,
L 3ANR TR CRAEHIAT 0.7, H AVE A BN T 0.5 R0 HE K HHEZH y°/df. RMSEA
GERLRZER TR NFI (brdEfl & Ha 501 CFI (ELAe il &6 50254845, 459 N ¥%/df =3.947, RMSEA =
0.107, NFI=0.812, CFI=0.851.

DR 36 3 4 AN IRF 358 7007, 36 5 AR5 R AVE B 433K F 0.5, H CR {4 #83¥m T 0.7,
BIRE AR T8 B RIFIIERE SO BE . B0 X4 8 E AT A el k. 35 4 ANERF 20 7006 B
AVE Vi E R/ NN 0.796, KT RIFIRIMH 9 R B K {E 0.530, H /df = 3.947, RMSEA = 0.000,
NFI = 0.954, CFI =1.000. £z I, PYPFEEA00 SEPREHR I G o v BAR, WA iR E B
R (8%

4.2. HTEZ BIHMEXEREIVASHT

AT R &AM P ZE A S /BN 1 R, FHe i S sRE A RAT ViR %
IEAASR(r = 0.444, p < 0.01), HIR ARSI A RAT R IEAHC(r = 0.496, p =< 0.01), LA 54
BT RRFE AL (r= —0.336 <0, p<0.01), HILEFEMOHFATHEZE FAHL(r = -0.362, p=<0.01), 5
HE A BAT A 50087 N B3 UM 5 (r = —0.414, p =< 0.05), IR Hla. Hlb. H2a. H2b #1 H3 33
TR, VIEPRERATMES T, /5 SRR ur S RIS A T DA BEHLAY, 3k — 0 REU R 4 X F 9 A s gt
TR .

AW TR SPSS25.0 A, N T GBS TN 2 EILLR R iR, B S R B BAE R AT Uy 6 AR
(A B RRE) BT RO, SRS SRR A vk, R TR BT S . ik
2 FR, 352 AR 4 B Eon, HEFE I EE REUEN-0.334, JEH RHLH BEM(p <0.01), BEWE
FOa A X EAT AR B R A A O R . BRI Hla SR 2I500F. A IRE R R R EUE -
0.360, p<0.01, Mk HKBRESHOIHAT N4 B AL R, KU ® Hib 15250 00F

B KL B R B B G B S A RAT N R C R, R 2 Bl /R 9800 75 B S5 0 i 1 A RAT
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EIRIE, ARNE

N E B IEA K (A R0 0438, p<0.01). Rtk H2a 53|30k, BRI EA RE{E ) 0.497, FF
HEIHEEEP <0.01), BRE B HR R i 12 RAT 4 83 1 B 52

IS

Table 1. The mean value, standard deviation and variable correlation of each major variable
1 EXETEMHE, EENTEHEXXR

Wik 5. PR H2b 13

PHE R 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1. FIE 3441 1101 1
2. 5l 1516 0501 -0.123* 1
3. ) 3344  1.036 -0.312** 0.171** 1
4. T 2391 1.309 0.925** —0.123* —0.203** 1
5. KhrAY 25 0.933 0.319** —-0.025 -0.041 0.266** 1
6. /%A 3645 0934 0058 0.133* -0.12 0.018 -0.052 1
7. HEHEH 0 1 0.041 -0.073 -0.031 0.067 -0.055 0.118 1
8. HIRkkz 0 1 0.069 0.019 002 0066 0009 0.044 0 1
9. mHMHEARITA 0 1 0.043 —-0.051 0.009 0.061 —0.052 0.076 0.444** 0.496** 1
10. @FITA 0 1 -0.04 0043 -0.056 -0.063 -0.059 -0.059 —0.336**—0.362**—0.414** 1
7E: n=256, *p<0.05, **p<0.01.
Table 2. Hierarchical regression analysis results
= 2. BREASIRER
SR A RAT N BTN
TR AS B
FiA 1 iR 2 A 3 A 4 iR 5
s -0.052 -0.03 0.103 0.084 0.08
5 -0.123 -0.066 0.12 0.075 0.065
&3] 0.034 0.014 -0.072 -0.058 -0.056
T 0.098 0.028 -0.121 -0.067 -0.063
i fir 2470 -0.068 -0.034 -0.063 -0.089 -0.094
SeNAEEAE St 0.092 0.009 -0.089 -0.026 -0.025
HEHEY 0.438** —0.334** —0.266**
SEAd 0.497** —0.360** —0.283**
SRHMEA RAT AN —0.155*
R? 0.019 0.446 0.02 0.255 0.269
W R? —0.005 0.428 -0.003 0.231 0.242
F1{E 0.792 24.851** 0.868 10.592** 10.046**

*P < 0.05, **p < 0.01.

4.3. BHEIARITHANDNER
A CHH SPSS25.0 #1 PROCESS #fiff, %] Bootstrap #rdeiz:, X smsi v 2 RAT e B R 1 4 4
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B QAT N Z XS R R AT R g . S5 SRR H3a. H3b BAL. BRHIMEA RAT NIER A IS
BIBAT A2 [B% /1 2408 9—0.069, Bootstrap e s, EAFIX[A]IJ9[-0.141, -0.003], %E(E X EAH,
0, PRV EE . R A RAT NAE B R 5 BIETAT A Z [ o4 28 9—0.077, Bootstrap
Ko Eor, BAS XA A[-0.159, —0.004], EASXIEAE 0, #h i B .

DA Ay 2 2f 7 B o s 1 2 AT SR I [0 R 8 @ R A BAT N BB AT I RN R 4L b 7R3
BFEF M QIHAT AN, ¢ B%. SREBEIT 500 Q014K H AN HifE, BT &R% a
b #E %, [N R, HA AR a* b AN ¢ F5S, R oEH]1E A RAT NEF 56
XFEIHAT R S e e AR B R . ARBETR A RCR B R AU a * ble, AT RIS B A RN A
790.2044. BIJem il gl 1k 2 RAT N AL R R BB AT A A8 57 1) 20.44%.

e 3 fow, AR DAS H DR E50,  smilil it 2 RAT N AE B 3R B R GH AT Xt 67 1 5 i 72
R AER, AR 0.212,

Table 3. Summary of mediating effect size results
=3 PNERAMNESERLE

c a*b a*b c’ MR
i fgﬁ% R i
JER Vg AR (95% BootCl) BN MEate
HI R => 50 1 A RAT N=>01H T A -0.336 -0.069  -0.141~-0.003  —0.267 a*blc 20.44%
H R =>50 1 M A RAT N=>BIH TN -0.362 -0.077  -0.159~-0.004  —0.285 a*blc 21.20%

*P < 0.05, **p < 0.01.

5. IR MB R
51 AR&GR

ARSCEET BHR R B X B R E IS T D BRI SRR, R T PR B R R
A5 TORHAT NI AR, BLRGR 2 BRAT NI A LA 2542 i 2L b iR R L, 9 BRI SRR
FRITHERFH LT £,

B, RTPIEBEIRE BN R TAFATNIRR, AR, WAPEREIRER:
BBk, A U R 1 TAUEAT . HD AR B R B i R A RAT N R AR AR R, A
MEHEWTH, PR B GAE BRAE O — M A A BAE B, OGS RRRAT N B —E RS E . HE
AT TR IR R BN G B QT AT W B A (B, DRI A A B 5 i 2 A A Aoy HL AL % TR BN R
EEAT N, EEEXNT R LR B G BRAT Y DR S AT AN, i X T 3 A B A 2R B S B AR
W51 H0T B AT B AL [ X B SR

H, BT R4 e R 1 R 2 [AT S 52 TRGHAT AR SEm 2 T mi i), sl e o RAT N ERT
ENY BN A BN QT AT A TR F o A . DR, 2V RS 78 /- VR BIH ZUA RAT 9 5 o il
NRATHZIEMIX ], ZIEREART N A RT, B EE WR vk L 2 77 i 950 5
A AR AT AT BEXS 22 ] O S8 BE5 T ™ A BRI RE R, BARAE P EIG ST T, sl Ao RAT
XS A T TARGUS AR AN G, (EAE SR ] 1 24 BAT DN R 38 M LR AT N R A o Tl AR K Iz
ML T, KM, RTREHAT A AT BRIIER . Bk, ok Sn] R f /5 e R s
SUFE R RPN SRS RAFE TR AV B, S i TR0 B2 i o TAR
AT, NI AR 3 TSR PE 2 RAT N, KA ROt e s BT 9 i = A .
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5.2. ERMMMRRE

AHFAAAE L RIRAMA R Z Ak — T, BUFTAT R 2 RAT B A S L LS (K5 [A]
RRZ, JERXEBAT EE N RGHT, FlR TR S, HEmX. bR, Fie. Tiess,
PR AP A AUR T SR . ST WS S5 55— J7 il AW U ST 7T 1 A R B G B Ja 5
FFERVE T H L], (ER A BN G PR AT S A At — BT, R TOARTEEATEN SR Y HOy
BEATB R BN S BRI AR SRE R I RAE B, RAMEMBHL R N R RE, B A — € IR,
L2 A AR F AR I 53 TRIAT 9, XA 5 Ja BL AT L.

S5k
BUL A, 8 407 (2010). 40K R B 03 T 00 AT RO Q0T B ARSI A (R P A TF PRI, (1),
30-41.
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