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Abstract

This study investigates the dual impact mechanism of perceived organizational involution and its
various dimensions on employee proactive behavior, with a particular focus on analyzing the me-
diating role of Future Work Self Salience. Through the analysis of 450 valid questionnaires, it was
found that different dimensions of organizational involution have both stimulating and inhibitory
effects on employee proactive behavior. Specifically, psychological pressure and resource scarcity
inhibit employee proactive behavior, while social norms and competitive behavior stimulate it. Ad-
ditionally, Future Work-Self Salience partially mediates the impact of each dimension on proactive
behavior. This study provides theoretical and practical insights for understanding the complex in-
fluence of organizational involution on employee behavior.
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1. 518

AR, “WB” —HTEMS R AR, BSOS, T 4 S R A R 5
EHMEEIG, XEHSIA PRI RE . FEHLUT RETIR, WBY o SRR TR S5 4
HSREUR AN WG I B £ 55 01 S ENAT N (EFLTN, 2023).

W NN, R I AR PR SR A 1) 5 e BBl 2 0 0 T 1 B R AR AR T2 0, AT ARG T
VERkRE. TR, POBALRN S 0 T AR RS 24T o 5 TR AR P, fi 53 TAbF B IRFUFEIRTS, Jb 9z &
AT AR, B EFAT K EE, 2021).

A — 5 W AR, WABE N —FSE S I AT A, 75— @ F2 8 RREE IR 01 T RE,
e A% e B m M s N2 AT B 258 0. flln, M0 TESZ 25w 4 5 e, AFEfdSeE R
PRATERIAN N B bR, JFRILH B i H br7& i (Locke & Latham, 2019). XA H AR E S FEAMI BE I T
MNP TAERRE, R E SRR SRR T, AT AS N5 2H 235 7 AR AR SR

EMMESHL R BRI RE 52 T AR TAE B FA A 5 0 HAT A BA B (7 11, 2019).
T AR TAE B IRAE N —Fah ) SR RIIE N 45 R, A B T AR e H ARl e LISk mg, 2k (e ik
F AL AT A (Strauss et al., 2011). #R1T, 5 TEAIBIAHR NG R G S g A S5, i
M AR TAE HBRMIEME, I &R 3 TR 34T R, 31— ) 8 AR AR

2. BRAMEHREK
21 HARESRTEINTH

S H 234 (Organizational Involution) 51 A& £, BRI 2 IR A AE S5 HIREAT 2R Gt 78 AR X i 2
KBGO B AR, Sia RS OBMNEZ%E WET “WE” B—-BErnE
NI SRR LE L, JRAEBS A SIS IE B 34T 790U, AR ST BE [ BRI RRAE TARCT A .
ARNERVINRELER Y. GBS, M, 59T N KBTI BR (K25, 2024).
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LN X 53 T ESAT NS0 AT BESZ BN 4R REFIAE AT, He epCo BRI 0 M BTG Sl A 2
WAER YL, W RE ] A TR 3T AL RTEMSE S AT AN A B IE 4R, FlREs
et 3 THORRA A, $em EsniT . R THRNEARSGIERE, N T E— D AR AR NE
Xt L EBAT AR EAR, A TS AN B

H1: B3 TR 2 N ] 53 T2 847 A e A

Hila: /0B SR 20 5 T 174,

Hib: o RV I 50 5 T E 3T .

Hlc: FE4+4T NIEREZM S TET A,

Hid: B a0 A R 63 T E 3TN

22. RRIIEERBWERNHNER

AR AR 3R M FE (Future Work Self Salience, {5 9 FWSS)/& 54Nt HASKIFY. F AR A1 A
KO RARERE o AR S U 5 AT OB 1A A S B B R o e R OR AR B B I L AT LA B A
TAEN G PR AR, A B F5gm R TR RS T (G =, 2016)it, Ak TAE A IS
TP T REAE LR N 6 IR B LA RV P2 34T R Re i i — @ B R o 3R Al 1 st :

H2: 202 P9 A6 JEORNIE 1 R R A 8 Il B R 63 T 30A7

H2a: BT 35 R ok AR B B W R 5% T 30478

H2b: 2 UV I R ok A B 3RIE M B2 03 T 3047 9.

H2c: SE4AT il AR TAF B BAm R 5 T 50475

H2d: B0 BROE I ROk AR B JIE M B 03 T84T

ARTAEER GEWE

POIEEST

DAL i T S
FAEITH ‘ > 1 2 ALEFTH
RIRMRR

Figure 1. Hypothetical model graph
B 1 RigiRaE

3. fRG*
3.1. IR
Wi 2k E s A TR, B R)E, KA S I e R ) SRS B R . AT TR
£ 504 i) s, BAA RN 450 £, 185 RIE T ATV AT RN B .
32. iIxIH”
321 AERMER
WERAE LRI T N (2024) 7K, A& 4 N 18 Nk H, HrOHE 4 5 8. oM
YEPF 4 B, SEAATNYERE 5 8. VUM ERAENE 4 1, WAEBRA R AS wEERA= BARER; 5
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RIFE )TV WE—BERECN 089, AAREIIEE.

322 RTEETHER

RTEIATRHELH Griffin 55 A\ (2007)FF K, BFE 9 AT, 53 A0 N =ANYERE: N AN FPEAT A,
HBA E B AT N AH LR EFEAT N FIFERH L wrE R (L= RARE; 5= RFEE)ETES. T
Firf, HAHE— R ECN 0.90, HABEMERE.

3.23. TERkBHRBEMEER

TAEARSK [ FRIG M & | Strauss. Griffin A1 Parker (2011)4w, ZEMIEIEFET, BHEERERLE
LG “HOIERR TAERBCA” , B —IERK T ARER. SAE1E 3 NM&H LT
Ay, HT A TR AR TAETE RIS . SR AL B R (1= BAFE; 5= RFAR)
BTV WAL, LI — 2 R ECN 0.89, BB EMEE.

3.3. Gt %

FIFH SPSS 26 X £ #1247 #H 5% 7341, Kl PROCESS #diff: v4.1 (Hayes & Scharkow, 2013)3347 Bootstrap
AR

4. ARGR
4.1, XRIFERERT

LR TV 2 8 B T AR A OB SRR . DN FAEE . T ARSI B R E S R R, SR & 5%
PrAs B AL I AR (I 5 . A 50K F Harman S [K 2246 360 00F L R 7 v 22 A TA 36, 412
BRG ARRTAR B I AN 3 TEATAMANRZIEE R, St 7 A ERE 1. E3B T
W75 ZMRRER N 36.6%, ARIEFLEAMRTTZ 1 —F, HAKT 40%H8E IR FE, RUIbAFAEE %13t
[ 77 12 22 7] AL o

42. ZEAOFERSH

XA LEZNATHN, HENGRE LS, TAFEARK B G AT R 2 A, R &
(IR 1),

Table 1. Tests for gender differences in the variables
# 1 STLENMIERKE

5 % t p
TAERKBEIR 3.29 +0.96 329 +1.01 —0.081 0.936
ATENTH 3.32 £0.94 3.30 £0.93 0.219 0.826
OFLE g 2.64 £0.98 2.64 £0.99 0.043 0.965
M3 3.23£0.94 3.29 +1.03 —0.674 0.500
FFAT A 3.36 £ 1.08 3.24 +1.02 1.204 0.229
BEURAR G 2.61+0.97 2.71+1.00 —-1.079 0.281
HANE 2.96 +£0.37 2.96 +0.34 0.155 0.877

4.3. ZEEMEXES
BT AR KT A e AN SE Rk 2 Fos:
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Table 2. Descriptive statistics and correlation analysis of variables

2. BEmAMFEITSEXMES

TAERK  RATEZ) WM HH

M+ SD . N OHEE ‘j:A NS e .

THERKAFRK 3.29+0.98 1
HLEINTN 331+094 0.414** 1

LIRS 264+098  -0417**  —0.408** 1

e 3.26 +0.99 0.406** 0.396**  —0.492** 1

THITAH 3.30 +£1.05 0.408** 0.492**  —-0.515**  0.487** 1

R R 2.66+0.98  —0.434** —0.434**  0.396**  -0.376** —0.469** 1

MRANE 2.96 +0.35 -0.002 0.067 0.284** 0.404** 0.433**  0.300** 1

FE: N=450, "#/5p<0.05 “#5p<00l, 5% p<0.001.

R ITHISE REE, TAERKRAR, R LFINTASHLANENUNGELME SRS, Hh, O
JE 15 GRS R E N FAER: Haii ST A IEM K. B Hla, Hlb, Hlc, Hld 153
WIELIE. ATEA KIAL NG SRR TAE BTG EES 5 T RNEAT N2 AR E OGS, wRE
& RN AN 415 7 o 8 5 DY A 43 4 P55 (V) RIS B T H AR, T DU AN 4 o R AR B ) e e A IR 7, 23R
LN D05 ST NS ARk B IRIEW LB EADE, Rk HL A H2 A RO AT LAERAT 1
AP HT A A BN AN R4 B0 03 T = 3047 s, DLACOR SR TAE B IRAE R iR A EH .

4.4, PRYRBRLE
AR TAE B BRI M BEAE L 23 P A5 BN AN R 248 B 52 T 30 AT Ay s o 1) R A VR F e 3 Fos:

Table 3. Mediating effect outcome data of Future Work Self Salience on organizational involution
3. RERIIEBFHBEMENEHLELERNERRLEEXN R TENTARN RN HLEREE

HAR & RS Vi SE t 95% ClI

SE VI -0.387 0.041 —0.456%*** [-0.468, —0.307]
OHE BN -0.270 0.043 —6.269*** [-0.355, —0.186]
EIEE 2 -0.117 0.022 [-0.164, —0.077]

RN 0.374 0.041 9.123*** [0.294, 0.455]

HEEHE HHERR 0.258 0.043 6.019%** [0.174, 0.342]

g2y A 0.117 0.022 [0.076, 0.161]

SEVIA 0.438 0.037 11.972%** [0.366, 0.510]

ST N IER I 0.345 0.039 8.925%** [0.269, 0.421]

)42 2 0.093 0.019 [0.058, 0.132]
S8 VeA -0.413 0.041 —10.203*** [-0.493, —0.333]
AR/ TR BN -0.298 0.043 —6.903*** [-0.383, —0.213]
g2 A -0.115 0.023 [-0.161, —0.073]

FE: N=450, "#/5p<0.05, “#5p<00l, 5% p<0.001.

OER 0 G T ESAT AR R RN G5 R EoR, OB T 5 L ESAT O B RNE # (p <
0.001) . [A]HF, AR A F FIE M7 REAE O B Joxf B3 TS0 AT 9 (52 M ek 2 v £ 1) 32 2% X2 2%, bootstrap
56 Y] 95% A5 X W] J9[-0.164, —0.077], AELHE 0, RWIARR A B FIEMW EEAE-OEE /X R T 3TN
RIS RE AR AP 0 A BN . H2a RS B HF
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A2 BTERT B3 T EAT AR A RO AT, A2 N R T ST N B BB RN L (p <
0.001). BbAh, AR TAE B FIEM AL MTERT 0 T BT AR SEmE R b ) [ #2 RO 2 3%, bootstrap
A Y] 95% E 1% [X [8]9[0.076, 0.161], A ELHE 0. KR WA TAE B B ML AE A2 RIEXT 63 T E 34T
AL AR AR T8 PR . H2b RS 815306

SEAAT N A T EAT AR A RN WEFERE, SEAT N B T ESAT O BN 3 (p <
0.001). T H., ARKITAEEBIEM AL TESAT Jxt o3 T EBAT RIS R ) (#2082 2%, bootstrap
K56 F) 95% B A7 X 7] 9[0.058, 0.132], ANELHE 0. 3K Ut B AR AT B FIE T EAE T8 4+4T S 52 T80T A
fsEm AR AR 2] T R H2e BRI .

PRI AR BROS F TESAT R RO G5 REOR, BT GR S G TR SIT NI BN B3 (p <
0.001). FH, AR EIIFEI LA BTIEM B0 53 337 A 5w A2 b i (Rl 308 8.2, bootstrap
K56 ¥) 95% & {7 X [H]9[-0.161, —0.073], AELHE 00 IXUESE T AR AR [ 3R Wi B 7E SRR SO0 73 T30
TN R AR S 7 AR . H2d B AR RIS R .

LR LT, Ak TARE B RIEM EEAEA PN BN & AN S R LRI N MR T B2
IER, Houar b, RVEEMFRAL NGRS B T EIATRARR T T EEME.,

5. Wig
51 HFEXARRN

R FORNIRGT T HLWN GBI S ANEE S R T EIT AR KR, R T AFRYEEER
[FEEE X 58 TAT NP = AR AR . B R SRR, AN BRI —— O BR ) A,
SEEHAT AN BHIEA R, 35 %3 O A T AT, (HR N T [ AR e, X R N SN I
R —MAmKE, 2R 2 T8N,

T4, OB A SRR 01 T ST NI AT 7 A AR BB E, X RS IR R A EL
AN ) T SO TR B A RF A GEUR, FERRBR IR BUHT 55 VR o B IR B = 00448 T S A [ SR E 7 700 SRS
DAORAF A BEUR G 32 4005k (R 75 4, 2023)0 X B FRARS LS A A0 9 A BY T 52 TR0 4 Bk, (HA
KRB H 2 SRR F 3047, BRI GHR n RAR e i = R

ST, AR TEASE AT R I EOR B TS AT NI IE FE R . AR A 2 B EE 12 (Social
Cognitive Theory)PA & 44 L& #1116 (Social Comparison Theory), MA&S:iE i W8 4P R85 ()4 2 1128
A NAT A, WEE DTN 450 TG B H AR AR SR FU A +E 2 BT EE B e 5 TR g I, AT 44T
LRI E SR N, DUEE B HFIHE S g R . X — IR 5 2 B 18 (Expectancy Theory)
FA)E,  BIG T AIAT A5 A0 6 D (0 B B AN B R (R A 26 UIAH O o AE S AT N R BETR BRI A B R, 5%
AT e\ A iE I AR = B AT 9 Re S IR EUE 2 B2 R BN AT, DRI SR I H B v AR Bk .

BRI TR K IR NG 550 5 51 T AR TAE B IS MW 3047 0 2 IR AR 3 OBk, (AR T4
RANTE TR NE 2 AELERR AR . I B I S S gk R IR AR ] 0 TR 3, SRR Sk A T hRE
B BORMATIRIAT B . X, A BN A AN [RI 4R FE X 53 AT S 5 e 52 30t — ol &2 25 (1) 0= RS
5.2. P RXARF

AWFFCRI, Kok TAE B FRIEMW AL B IR YE B 5 A TS T Rz R T30 R ER .
XGRS AN E B 0 T STy, il SO 5T AR T AR RS M A R
IMEERE M AT R, MR IR R TAE B B T H a7 B

BRI S, (O D)5 BHREMER M55 A T AR R R E O, S EUBATI AR K TAE B FIE M
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FERRAR. ARIEAE S IRER S, AR B RIEWE AT MR ESIHL, WS MACRBUT . 2 3 TXR
SR i 5 5k = 5 M 11 1 B B7 10, A AT SE A T REARE P9 25 SR K L 0 R BT IRAN /2 B, AT o2 32
ik

{2, fEAR S TE RS AT NS W BLERE T, ARSR A B BIBE R ORI IR [l 5 . e B3 i,
2R TAT A AR IS, AT RO 58 G s Sy RAE 2 BRI, SN B £ 55 R M. X —
RS TAEFRR - BB (ID-R Model) FHAT, ARk H FIE ML AT Ay —FuCo BB, #4650 53 A doxk
LR B S S R R I SEANARAR S X, BN AR i 34T

5.3. iR B

SEARF AR HRANEEEE 5 R T ESTANZRFR R THEPIRR, BRRAE €N
BRIE. oG, HLVNAER KA, FLI S 2 AL S B o B 5 2 2 BRI T . S HITN )
(IR T I TR, (R N B I AN R 4R FE AT R IR R W ] EA7AE S8 R IAE R &, XA 2t
— DA AR

ok, AT FC R B R T BT 0 TR R B A, IR AT e 52 BRI R 22 DA
2R AON I . 53 TR REBUA T B — A AT S A R ROAT R, AR RS i 3T R I
PRI, ARSI TE N2 8 45 1 S B (8 AR ST s A R bR, Bl R ERIAT via s, L elld]
HEPP, SRS AT AR, B, SR BT R T A B BRI 3 AT O IR i B e 4R it
AR RS

6. FAxRLEie

AW FCEL SR AT, o T HLG NG A GRS 3 T ESAT NI E 2mbL . 5, RET
FEIFAR FLARUE S AL P A TR 2 28 0 5% T 30470, (HR LGB A B ot 34T 8 1 1l
MAVER], AL VG A SE 44T XS 34T A B A IERFNAE A . X8, AN G I AR 2R 7 AT
PR, SRR B T, AT RER BB E -

HK, ARRTAR B AR BN AL A & DA R 5 3 TR N Z ARSI 7 30 1R
XA 5 0 AR AR 1 FR AT R AE — 5 AR b T DAY P A8 AN JAT U IS . $ e 5 0 ARk
TAR B FRAINEN, T LA Rsg B R I S AN, R s R ST R

MSEER I FERT , & BB AL N AN G I G, 75 B AR 4E FE 0T 63 TAT ) 22 AL RE i
A S R O R AR B S 45 T B, 6 B B4 iRk A S BRIE MR, AT LR N B ) B T
SN, ETTROR D3 T B, $RTHHRRBARRRE . R FUIE T DLk SR A AN R H U85 T i) A
BRFE, DL HA AR EERT IO AEREM, L 2SR T LB 42 (0 B SR

BE K

FiL(2019). AFLTEH IS TIEFEZY T ANIFEFHIE. T EALR S, R REEINE K

FA 75 #6(2023). WIEARAFERL A N 5 TR E &% 3T AR HLRI T 7T, 252547, 20(6), 846-855.
RIRI(2016). AKLIFEFE: Z5H55)LEMA. WL Ane S0, BB Ediiye K

IkER, MM, WH(2021). ESRMITEUZ NG, AW EH, (12), 81-83.

TS, WM, DhRRER, RAEME, BR, MIRE, RS, BEH2024). FE LS ST IR 1RO B PR B HRRE
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