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Abstract

Purpose: Through a meta-analysis method, we explore the impact of job stress on employees’
change-oriented behavior and clarify the relationship between the two. Methods: Based on empiri-
cal studies of 35 English literature, a meta-analysis was conducted on the binary classification of job
stress-challenging-hindering stress. Results: Challenging pressure has a significant positive impact
on employees’ change-oriented behavior (r = 0.11, p = 0.02), and hindering pressure has a signifi-
cant negative impact on employees’ change-oriented behavior (r =-0.12, p < 0.01). Conclusion: Job
stress has a double-edged sword effect on change-oriented behavior.
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1. 531§

TER A RIS, AT B e, M2 mmsad Hatigl, HE R R4
RIRTHIGAE MR I, XA AL A8 T2 DA 53 T3 T i EsR. K, A TS ST AR
BN EE., BESEATNRE R TETERRMEMENS S RN RS ET N X
AT RAN RERS (I 30 AR H () IR S, 34 B 4% 18 it 4L S IE BE e F1 AR RE 77, T (R B T 3 55 4 o
R A R AL (Parker & Collins, 2010). H#E Morrison & Phelps (1999)IRF 5T, 5 LA G 47 N E1E
TAMY e 4% B8 TAE R 58 R e 45, 1 HLEEWS o088 TAE ik A e e TE. R ITAES
AT e i e R A HES) L R R R RSN 7, AH G A 5T 1 52 Bk R 22 1) 5T

RS, 4TRSS E T, TIEE IS RAAE T TS, A TETERREERKNES, T
PERFRIE K . TAER I K TAE AT ABR o8 RIGARIESESE, TAEE 15 R LIS BERIAT A=A 2 5m.
MHTIER T, FEEANES TR SR ESRAT A BRI T REMT. CEPRYN, L5
FHAT NZ B Z R0 TAEE 1 sgm . Bakcskid, HZUE0R(Yang, 2017). A 58 (Maden-Eyiusta, 2021) 1
% e P (Caesens et al., 2019) % K =N N FHIGZ R AT . #H, ISFIA] % 77 (Sonnentag & Spychala,
2012)F01i B BR 1 (Fritz & Sonnentag, 2009) M e % W0E AL ¥ S AT . XL L5 4R T — DN EE S
HAEFTA TAE R I 20 A S AT = AR s mm, SEfr b, JREek i aex K= AR EM . TAE
JE 1 578 R AT R (A [E A AE R [ AR ] B DG &R, — ST BE R R 2 BT 0 B BIAN ], AT 6
ARG AT PR A A R AR o

Pk - BHASE /7 Y5 HE 42 (Challenge-Hindrance Stressor Framework, CHSF)%f A & /75 5 4 % A1 A #%
SR AR R4S TR (LePine, 2022), XHEALE X Cavanaugh %5 A (2000)#& H, ¢ 7137 NP
PR USRI BELAG PR R U o PR YRR S L B A% (2 i 53 T R A AN SE It 1) AR R,
Blan TAES . TAEME ZMSE. XU R AN IETR, FEEATA B FHEsh i TR AR & TR
B, AT DA S 200 R . BEAS R 78 4 e SR BRI 53 T R A Bt i T AR 2SR (9 G A a5 &
FEEF L), Prid A 45 AR AT R TR E M. H AT O R 7 AR AR M 35— 5 T (R A 1k 2 B
TP R )N 73 578 5 B AT R R 0 SRAEEATHR T, 17 [R] INF =5 RS 9 7 THI () BF L 50 AT (A0 F A7 25, 20235 1T
%, X, 2022, SKAE, ZEfR, 2019; ALEZE, 2014). Xfit, AHFFCIE TP - FHASE YRAESE, @it
TCA ML R G I A R ) TAE R 5 0 TR AT AR, W TAER ) 585 S AT A
Z AR R A IR I EEAR

2. XHkGRie SR
21 RIEZERETA
AR ST R SOV I 2 R AT, i 30 CAERRBE SO (i TARAURE . IRS5 Fn
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7 5 T SRR & LA AR (Marinova et al., 2015). Morrison & Phelps (1999) & ¥ H (A T35 % S )47 A 3
W SCN—F A EAMT R, BT T EATH R TAEIRTT, 76 TR I 2 1 2RI AL A (.55
LR TAES AT IAR . BEAR R ST AN PR R, SRR XM NIRRT TEM
h, AT DL —Fh AR 8 S A (1) 2H 41/ )47 v (Change-Oriented Organizational Citizenship Behavior, OCB-CH),
AR A G TN T AT s OB A A R B T B X RS AT BN 5 7 T ) e
HA AR PRIk &M (Choi, 2007). OCB-CH 5444t 443 RAT A —FEAE I H T 52 T IE TAEZR
BTN, AHARFEIZASET, AN RAT A E T H B N R AR A A2 AR Y, i OCB-CH K
J1 T BB A1 (Chiaburu etal., 2021). Parker & Collins (2010)IA A £ T.A8 % S A4T A e —Fh 130 TAEAT N,
B 1E TAES AT AR 45 TARFR P DAAS 2150 R AU a6

SEERNE T AT ARIA T, AR EIRYE, A Morrison & Phelps (1999)fIfgRE, H A
AR R AT NI E N — P VR A B AMT o, BT 53 T AR o AR 5 A5 M M T SR B8 I H
SERLT A

2.2. Bt - FHISMES

FH T R AR 5 AR AR AR 45 B 2 [ 6 R 1) — AN R 2 Bk - BELAS /7R HE 4L (CHSF; LePine,
2022). CHSF HEZE#ZVE T~ Cavanaugh 45(2000), 1HESEHRAE T /158 5 8 (Folkman et al., 1986)K Hs 77U
G NP RN ——Hh e e R IR AN SRS M 5. Bl 995 e SR AT DL E 51 TR A A R 1R g (31
W TAES . TAERE VeSS, BEASE 70 e SR PR 03 LR B R 20 (9 an b 5% L B 8 2
BBk R R J 2 “UF” . BeREXT 53 TP AR e, 03 Lol LA 3RS o 1 BEAS M 2 “38 7 J&
71, X R TAT R RS B A U 590 . Rodell & Judge (2009) % #kbk itk 15 7 5 BHAS P I 133 — 4053
Forh PRI B ) BLHE TARER . RIS D). AR RS, MRS S ) A m e . TAER
.

AW FEIEEL 7 AR DI 8 A LT Bk R PR AT BELAS 1 R 0 2328 (Wang et al., 2022; Pindek et al., 2024),
Hor kv e D s TAE S TR . TAES A AR5k e, FHASVE A6 TAEA 2248
RREEH, MEET NBRmoRaE, NAT 00 B Sk .

2.3. Hut - BRMEENSTEESERITANXR

Weiss fil Cropanzano T 1996 <E42 H 115 B F 44 H i (Affective Events Theory, AET), AET f5H T.1¢
PREERFAE 20 03 17 A A I S 7, 17 17 J% B S 2 i3k — 25 52 ) 3 T ()28 £ 4T J9(Weiss & Cropanzano, 1996).
AET S — DR 115 B BAE B AL, RIS R T 0 SR Al 7= A, IR R SR AR & R
BBk % 1% 18 B (Choi et al., 2011). Rodell & Judge (2009)HIHF 783 BIAS [FIFFE (1 K F3 4548 63 T 77 A4 %
P BEESEARRIMES, X LA RS 2 202l 0 TP E AR TAEIT . BRI R T AR B
1M FE(Reis et al., 2016), JHIIEZE R SBFEMATONG ), S, TREA A N3 5 TAEMH
KI5 (Zellars & Perrewé, 2001). WAWFFFRY], FRIEL TAREI AT A I TAERIAE R T
A 25 FE AAT Sy B A B S5 A%) I T 52 0 R0 P50 46 FH (Carlson et al., 1988; George, 1995; Akbari Chermahini &
Hommel, 2012).

MRPEZ B, 57 A BRI e A — Fh 2 T LS, ANTTOR 51 10 F 3h M S EUAME AR IS 26
TR 2 22— 23k R TR SR R AT =4, Bl TAES(Wang & Lau, 2022). 1)i& 77 (Espedido &
Searle, 2018; McKay et al., 2022), ZHZ/A AT N (Mitchell et al., 2019)45. #Hf, BEASE K 71 04% 52 TIE0
XA NI —FpfapL, (ARSI 2 (1 0] g, ORI iS4, it ot — DAL
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TR, Bline)Ei SRk (Jahanzeb et al., 2019; Bai & Lin-Schilstra, 2022). F #7147 A (Liu etal., 2022)%%,
Xk, PR
B 1. PRI ) I 2 5 TR S AT
eis 2. BEASH ) fal s i TAR S S AT 4.

3. ARFAZ*
3.1 XK ERIEERE

AT LL “Taking Charge” . “Change-Oriented Citizenship Behavior” . “Change-Oriented OCB” .
“Proactive Work Behavior” . “Creative Performance” {55341 7E Web of Science. PubMed ¥ 3 i #7
PEEATR R, TR AR 1 2= A5 00 SCR AT T ik

ARSI PN bR AERT W R R B SCRREEAT e : 1) FUORHCUERT 7T, A FRAEER I 7E . LR H AT
DA S GBI ST S AR SRR 7T o 2) MHIBRISEAT 41 25 A A B 5 R 5% 2R B (i v DA #8ie RUAH 5% 28 38010 L e 20
I BB TAEEF)RISCHR(K G 4%, 2023). 3) J& THLUT e, B, N OB S8 A5G ARE )
PRI TS o 4) R IIITI A 2R S [ 7 2 Bt = R AR 22 AR T4 7 (AJG) = 2 S P B 7RG . ARSI
ROCERIE 35 &, SCHRIM TG AR & 1 B

Kk T, OB R n=1,700
HERS :
< EATG LR L Rik(n=1,438)
Y9 T AR A F R . n=262
HER:
) JESHE 5 (n=8)
P AT R R n=141
HES «
< TR AR (n=106)
A
BN BEINSHR: 135

Figure 1. Literature screening and inclusion flow chart
E 1. XEtiFE R AN RIZE

3.2. JCHR4RED

AT TC T I SCHREAT U0 T it ST S (BAEIEE & RRER L RRTI) AR B,
DR MRART. LU TR R BTG 1) RS REARSER Ik, 35— STk FI A
SR ZADNMAAEAR, W Pgtd. 2) WMBARGEMRALESG T, F AR, B AT
BRI, 52/08%, 2001).
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33 LoHEE

AW 784 Fil Comprehensive Meta Analysis (CMA) 3.0 #5445t it Ji B s HEAT A H5cds Ak B L 2
W, A DA SC R B E N JE IR RN &, JEX T Ak R O R H A R R (B T {2t 2 Sk AT
¥4 (Peterson & Brown, 2005). BEAh, I8 I REAN MO REAS ) B3R AT BE AR OC REGITABIE, DB R RS
JESFBUMRZE . A0SR AR AR E AR RS PR S L, ) e FLARRIE TR AR R A ) B 2l I UfE B AT
P (CE MRS, 2022 5K %014, 2023). BEJERHAE IE 5 HIAHOC R BN MEAR AR SR N CMA 3.0 X
e, IR o< RSN Fisher's Z A3 U5 . BlJG, SRS ERHAT FRMEAG LG . R K56 DA K
FRNATI -

4, ARGER
4.1. REMRE

Y RAT R R VAR ES, SRR IR I B FTE TR A RIS 1 22 R R R R, X
E (I7E 10 38 T8 20 AT 10 43T 75 72— — [ 5 RS A 53 B AL ASORIASE Y o G SR AN B A7 A S i 1, D
BN . AR FE T Q it A 1P it Bk VPG R KT (0% 545, 2023). Q Giit &
Je— R T B AR MRS i, WRZST R AE R, X IEE R RS R AR . 1280 R
1l RN R LS S AE LR B AR S BT b, R RRE N = AN 2R R P m, N
(I FUAB 4 519 25%. 50941 75% (Higgins & Thompson, 2002). 12AE#EK, x5 o HERe i .

SRR I SE R 1. 4R RN, PRERTEE /7. BHASHEIE 1 Q M1 53 (p<0.01), IP{E KT 75%,
2 WA 20k ) ) S R M A s DR L A BE AL S AR B AT R — 2B B 44T

Table 1. Heterogeneity test
1 RRMRE

A& N K Q Df (Q) P 12 Tau Tau?
Bk % 71 13 16 216.86 15 0.000 93.08 0.19 0.03
FHASE & F7 22 30 389.48 29 0.000 92.55 0.22 0.04

E: NOASCHREL, N NEEAE.

4.2. XFmEKRE

R 3w (Publication Bias) X FK ki fmfar, $R# K R Imfy 28 LA Gt % B I 7 g R B %
S5 RTE G R BTG, 7] SET BRI S5 (Kepes et al., 2012). AHF7 558 Begg FRAH A
5. Egger’s [FIVH R BUGIG LA K AR 24 REUTIERG I 1 R R fmfar (5K M 5555, 2023), gL 2.

Table 2. Publication bias test
i 2. ARmEARLI

. REZEZR Egger’s [81)7 & 506 5% Begg FEAH AL
HAR Fail-safe N 5k+10 K Intercept P Z P
BRbR It 7 209 90 16 2.03 0.447 0.09 0.928
BELAM 1 7 870 160 30 1.65 0.625 0.19 0.844

E: KONFEAE.
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PR IE 70+ BEAS PR 7 (4 Egger’s BV 2 40 p {6 AN 235 (p > 0.05), BhdlittIk /). BHASIEE 711 Begg
BARSCASE I p AR (p > 0.05). KL RUIRNAN 1A frgiediss, BMGHRELNAE
Fr WEBIMIAZ DGR K% RZEUNT 5K+ 10 R (K AREAR AN, BT REAF
RN R R Rz, KL RER, WA R R MG KR REVE#UN . S5RE R R 24 R A
KT 5K+10, Ui HIALALE™ R A R i oy )

4.3. EHMKW

PRARTEE ) BHASYEE 715 03 AR S 3 AT AR RBOME TH A R WA 3. Rk 1 SR BRIt &y
X AR S 4T oA IE B, i 3 AN, r=0.11, p<0.05, 95% Cl=[0.016, 0.213] A 0, [HILHF
Tl 1 1B EE SR Bk 2 B HH BEAS 1 R J R AR 3 47 8 SUml e, B 3 AT, r=-0.12, p
<0.05, 95%Cl =[-0.197, —0.039) L% 0, [k, WFFifiRd 2 A3 30500 S Fs .

Table 3. Main effect test
3. EMRAL

95%Cl
HA & N K r Z P
LOWER UPPER
Pk 1 & 7 13 16 0.11 0.016 0.213 2.276 0.023
FEASPE E Hy 22 30 -0.12 -0.197 -0.039 -2.907 0.004
E: NASHRE, K NFEARR.
5. Wig

JE A TAERSE PN ZI47AE, JCHRAE AT L. B REIREIT, BEE TR A A2, 5
TURHAMIEFERT ARG ST R TR ST R THLAN RN A, R4 R H
FINRENE MBI RE,  DRIEAR 5 3 AT N E N LA R PR R B BR S OR 2 1) 23 (1 AL
X IS JTUART S0 AL e [ AT ORI — AL, A IR SR AR AR — B B 2 A8 4 3 AT o AR
PR, WP MM . 8 T ISP Z R AR, ABTTUE R TT ST 7%, AR SRHE T 47
2 (AR ) AT T BOMIRANRIRYT, EE T T .

51. ERENX

F— AWHTCEL IO, TR IFAT A TR At b, ST 35 TR BRI IS AT BHAS
VeI 715 3 DA G AAT N R R I T SCE AT T BRI, MBS 77, BLASTES )5 5 A AT
NIRRT oM, 38 A AR O A S AR 8 AT S A . DUA AT AR, TR JIx AR 45 )
AT RAFAE “XIVENIERE” o B THEFEA A E TR BaRlETr %, BRI RN ZE R, BSR4
WAREA B AWFIEN T 7, 15 MR D IE R AR 4 3 F AT, BEASE IR 70 f i s
RHF TN, BEATFONRKI TSR E RS

s TN RN M R IR, BeEE S 7 1R mR N 3 TAR A G AT, BRAS RIS ) fa s
Wi 573 ARG AT N W FC s BRI I Ay AT 73 J AR L B, ANRISRAL ) TAR I Ay = A o3 772k
AN R R, BT 53 AR A S AT = AR A [ R R

52. SEEREN
ARSI T EE RA B T AV E IR R 7, b “IRIESCAL” FEAS SRS felk 38 FRUA J A B
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MPER . I gs T A IE I ) A RIARI A7, AT RO AN 3 TSR S AT N, AT
ANMAR RS R R RE UM AR A R . Ak 7R B IR B AR R/ “XUTI81 7 8 AR B i1 0L
I R ) 2 I 1) LB 0 BN, AT BT R T AR 3 AT N IO

53. BIRSRE

B, PR DT PRSI R S R AR 3 AT A DG B S A SR . R ERIIE S SRR E 1
I, BN TCHT I SCHR B AN T 40 55 (Marinova et al., 2015; Lichtenthaler & Fischbach, 2019).
DRI Sy Bl Ao 28 DA B P 28 2% 1 (0 PR At e B B R 2 Ak, 4 S5 AT 7 o] st 1) e B8 G B A R R
WA AR 21 JE 08 22 (T ARAE IR SCHR -

HR,  BARAHE 7T A IR 5 BELAS P R A B3 AR 8 5 AT S o0 ol B AR R AR R . (B
JIEE A4 T Eem 5 LA R AT, R LEE 75 2 — IR AR T .

wE, WA BRI E T AR EWIEY, SR MRS, S FEFE a3 R, TIER
A 55 o BRI Xk AR AR, R T h e i a2y Qi 15 00 25080 T A B I Ao 45 S BRI AR 72
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