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Abstract

In the modern workplace environment, perfectionism, as an individual trait, has become an im-
portant factor influencing employees’ mental health and work performance. Perfectionism is often
associated with negative psychological states such as stress, anxiety and depression, and these psy-
chological problems can easily evolve into workplace burnout. This study adopted the “General
Burnout Scale”, the “Mental Health Depression-Anxiety-Stress Scale”, the “Multidimensional Perfec-
tionism Scale” and the “Social Comparison Scale” to conduct an online questionnaire survey among
1209 working professionals. A total of 1178 valid questionnaires were collected. SPSS 26.0 was used
to conduct consistency tests on the scales, descriptive statistics, adaptability tests for factor analysis,
factor analysis on sample data, calculation of the comprehensive scores of the four-dimensional
scales, and taking the four comprehensive scores as new variables for subsequent correlation anal-
ysis, multiple regression, and using the Bootstrap method to verify the chain mediation model and
mediation effects. The research results are as follows: (1) The tendency of perfectionism will in-
crease an individual’s tendency to make social comparisons. Social comparison plays a partial me-
diating role between perfectionism and workplace burnout. (2) The tendency of perfectionism will
increase the degree of mental health problems such as anxiety and depression. Individuals with a
higher tendency of perfectionism are more likely to experience workplace burnout, manifested as
emotional exhaustion, a lack of sense of accomplishment, and indifference and alienation towards
work objects. (3) The impact of the tendency of perfectionism on mental health will indirectly affect
an individual’s burnout level in the workplace. (4) Perfectionism has a significant positive impact
on job burnout, and this impact is exerted through both direct and indirect effects.
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1. Wit
1.1. 5e=EN

5632 X (Perfectionism) & — /N 2 4E 5 (O B2 ME, 308 1 SOR/MAXT B B 8dth N 8 AR s bs ik,
FHEREAS REIE B3 L b o (1175 D0 I HE O E DGR AT SR ) o 56 36 32 SR A IE SRR B 5636, BRAR
WA R I RE TG, X — R P BE A SR B R VE . F A R IR R (1 £

e F L IEMEE RN A ZAGERE, XA D =2 ARBAMNEEF L, MAFH
(156 25 32 X At 2 BE 1 56 35 8 s

B Frost %5 A (1990)FF & 1 FMPS s f F-i) 2 45636 £ lE THz —. Bf& 35 MiH, 75348
ANYERE: N AbRAES TR KK, KT BT NS .

PR, 5EEFENE THEGBREVIMR, Rl S MATIEA R B R B A\ 15 E  mbriErr, 8
HHRBRIG LR . 2 AR B . 58 58 32 X 7R B A A3 A T I 5 s 1) 0 R SEAIG ) T A 3
BEIEE%E, K4, 2007).

SEFEF TR T HE XM AR, IR T HAEA [F AU i s e (A7 4%, 2015).
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1.2. BisER

377 2 (Workplace Burnout) & F8 fEK I 1) TAE T JIFE @5 IHFE T, AMERTEOEE, A BT REETT
HIL— RIA R .

HRIZ 46 B 1K) 23 S0 2 T MR AE AN B TAES 5 T 10 R IALO BAR LS 73 v . 1% 25 714445 /2 (Emotional
Burnout) & A% % & (Physical Burnout)-0» 27 #% & (Psychological Burnout).

HRIZ 46 2 1 I & 3 OB T B 3Rk & el B A, S R kR 2 & % (Maslach Burnout Inventory,
MBI): X2 QO A o) A I E T A, B SRR A sE i (Maslach et al., 1981)JF K
MBI 55 T B R . 25 NP RIS Aol B A = AN e RS, JL 22 ANTH . SRA Likert F 5 R TR
5r. MBI CHRIERZ FE S, JFERKGENAR] 72N

R LY, iS5 2 MO g R @ VIS, i, £E. RIRFPNAEBAE. A1
o 1 ZFE e 5 AR R AIAR 2 1) 2 3 I IE ARG OR RIS 1L, 2021). 6 RS PEULENE T, iR
. shENR LI, ERESSUMEEIR. BFRERI, B ATEA S8 01 TR R SRR P AR
AASVAEL, TS A PME R PR Gk, 2023). Bz, BUIgEER—ANZHEE AERMMER,
FLAIE I 9 B A RN S0 S AQHR S (o B A B 1) A 3L T B L BRAR BRI AN S R AR R (U3 T, 2022).

13. # R

o EU R B G A £ 00 PRS2SR Leon Festinger T 1954 £E3 M, B ZE MR L) 3@ i 5 fh N 3EAT
FEIRTE A H R VP A B 3N E . 2R Bh Z B WAR RV B O, #h s LB — P E B B 3R
P T B A U@ R 2 EAT IR FAT IR AT MEK B S5 A SRR N HET T
B, WBE BB BE: WMTHE R S A S EM AR, X AR E AR B I (A
¥, 2019).

g AT 0d MR T el 2 LR, e B R A 2 BB ) B 3 (Social Comparison Ori-
entation Scale, INCOM), Hi Gibbons 1 Buunk 7£ 1999 EFf & . iZm KA AMATE H B bt T4 H
B, AR EEYERE . At/ Ebi (ability comparison) A1 W, EL 5 (opinion comparison) .

Wills (1981)F i T Festinger HJER R, & HAMAAALE AT (I EEA HHEAT LR, e EahiaE 5
H O A7)k B QbR AT X R T Hei . AT ERB AT REI R MR AR B B, (B AT RES] &
TS, W s R TR DR B &, Er R E . o lEGRMEE B RITM T
FEH R T ECER ) O EEMLE], BRI B RS IR 15 %6 IR BRI 2547 A (Mussweiler et al., 2004)

14, DERR

IR FE(Mental Health) /& — AN 2 48 OMES:, 3 JMARTERG B WL AT v bR 2= ThRE S5 77 THI 1)
REPIRES . BARUL, OEMERE —ShSMERE, ZRWNERZGAER R 580168 ) FAMERR
BR(ntk 23 FE . TG R EL R R

OB ARE R I I R 2 A TR, DAATH PP AMATEAS [RIZEEE B O3DIRES . W W02
fe FEDNE T E . SR [ $F& % (Symptom Checklist-90, SCL-90): SCL-90 &N 32 4 i f .0 B e HE P At
TH, B30 ANTH, Mk TR JIAL. B0, smiammR. 2 AT . st [ vrm 7,
15 5 mi Likert 3% FIFAL H QRPERSER, MW “BH” B “GEEm™HR

VR REAORIE TS B 2 AT, WD B BEE. ek, KEMTARM, TEENSOFA R
FYIMG . AR @ SR AL AP A 6. W R, OHEAERZ 2B RPN, T
YEETT A S, AR AR DR A S 2B AL (08, S, 2004).
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15 EEREN. RiES. #IBREOLERRAXARMRE

563 3 SOEH BE OB SR SR AE 6 B CRIRIVE Pk ZR AR, JEH 2 B mbsiE.
H FRAL PR N R SR 5 1) 58 98 2 X, AR A 2 & RS B (Hill, 2012) . WFFER I, 5638 3 UM
) 5 HO S 2 [AFTEIEM DR R, 53T S0MSE, UL R0 X aim . 1X A RIEmER ., K%
B TAEPR R Lo B2 (F 3, 2013).

SEFE AR EEMAS A QWA HIE S et AR T b A R
PUKPEAL B CRIRE RISt . 5636 E X OEIERII S RE R ZFE, BT EEF LA RLER . BRI
FER 5656 SO B T AMA T o AN B FR 2T, R BE ) 58 36 32 SGE T S O B HRR DU G .

A BRI HERGEE R, RLEERSHE. EAHERN TIEREE . HHRy, Mm%
(k2> P mT e BRI A S IR . S RSB B Z MR R K, 5 LR OERSTER KR
JE T ARAT T AT A Ay O 5 N BRI R (22050, 2015) 0 g FEAUN A A0 R 1) 52 0 2 XL T) 1)
Fhox LA, R R 1) b LA, R B0 0 A 5 1) R ) B L IR 3, 0 LR AE i BE S G+ I IR B b (PFHAYD 75, 2005)

KIS 2 SRS EFEE . B FRABE LK (Gonzalez-Roma et al., 2006), B 51 &KHE A
T B (10 B () R, G OIS R R T B 5 5 BRI i 83 2 T PR L 1) 9 2 U3 — 25 5 ] 1 e o0 Bk
) eV E LE T Bl A% & o (0 85 B 1 (Andela & Truchot, 2017). AV AITZE N S6vE 5 T O FR R E, SREHE
it TR A TR A B (T 24, 2022) 6

1.6. AL
FEBURER BRI 22 A PR A 0 1 o oo B R I 8, TR o Rt B — A H ™

PR, T, AR EESWEIFRIESEP A, REHFRERTE N i, OHEEES
Bk fE B2 BRI KA.

2. ARt
2.1. WA BR

i PR 2 BB T £ 58 38 1 S R BN R A, B AR B N A Il A B R AT gD
MR SRS, R T RO E .
2.2. HRMRIKX

T O B M SGEN 7, ASHT U8R H BN BB

ik 1: 7R EXSRGHEREIEMIKLR.

i 2: A AR e R T USRI 8 EE A E .

i 3: LBLERRAE e T LSR8 HE A E A .

ik 4: At S OB A B A BE A A AR 58 SR S B R IRGESE T - AL 1 0 7F B

et - IR fR R

Figure 1. Chain mediation hypothesis model

B 1 #X A RIREE
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2.3. IR S

AR FBENLI R 7 2, WA EAT ML T 3 B N A AW o3t G @i 78 28 R i) 25 1K) 05 =
WEEEHE, G R AL 1200 13, 1# F excel ¥ 5 A i) 5 F R T 550 FPAO. BT iR T0UAH [R] A 5508 20 B
T 1178 1 RCEHE . AR EZE 97%., W53 v Egn B A S L2 1 B

Table 1. Basic information table of participants (N = 1178)
F 1 WIAEAREERNN=1178)

AR &Vl N [ER 4
5 577 49%
5]
& 601 51%
25 % M ULF 256 22%
26~35 % 553 47%
i
36~45 % 260 22%
46 % UL b 109 9%
N2 402 34%
200 AF 559 48%
fii - & DL 217 18%
PR 397 34%
[y 740 62%
BEURTE I o
s 33 3%
i 4 8 1%
st 376 31%
5FEKUTF 433 37%
TAEHER
5~10 4F 230 20%
10 FPL I 139 12%
8000 JGLLUA R 635 54%
8001~15000 7T 351 30%
T%AF 15001~20000 7T 75 6%
20001~25000 75 57 5%
25001 o LA |k 60 5%
EIER 451 38%
Yl
1ER 727 62%

24 IRIAERFZ*

AWFFE LA i) B A T RISEE SR, 12 SPSS26.0 X B R AT(5 RIS, RS, AR
. RRERRFESV . HERSVT Z0EIASTERIEZEEMANOSGiIHHER TR KR, KA
Bootstrap 72X} 4 X /A S A ROV REATIGIE, B PR R RN
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241 RlERIBRER
AHTFCR A2 A R E & AT A B MBI-GS 83, BOlkfs QEREE 15 MRS, 5705
B HRMD R S8 5

2.4.2. HIHB - £5E8 - R JB3R(DASS-21)

AW 7K FIA0AS - £EF8 - K /1§ % (The Depression Anxiety Stress Scale, DASS-21) 7 Ak Jig s & 6 14
THA R EIRE .

243 BHFTEENER

AWEFCR B Hewitt 71 Flett (1991) 4wt B 2 4E5e3EF N ER, RERILFAFEAR M. 1
RN E DA B AN T 7] 56 98 32 CAEFEAE A 1) 33 AN
24.4. (#abBER)

AW 5T R Gibbons 2515 UKl & 1 % far 4 — faf 2% 4t 4 Fb A i 1) 2 35 (Iowa-Netherlands Comparison Ori-
entation Measure), MR BEIHET T AL LA BRSO FTA IR E - 70 AE 58 i
H 00 S bn E Ik B Ge vt Fhn i .

3. MRER
3.1. #ESFERERSE

K H Harman HP8 g 56 77 V200 0] 36 B A 0 H BEAT IR R YE R 200 i, s B, RHIER KT 1 1)
HFH 144, FF AR AR 7 B 24.160%, /NT 40% 1l S8 - i B R 70 f 3t ) 07 95 A
AT
3.2. METEEERE

SR H SPSS26.0 X it 5t v iR FH IRV AG Rl A B3R . AR - £E18 - &R 24E5E 3R 3 LELRHM
Fhox LA BRI P MR M AT (S AR ES, A5 R WK 2 Fis.

Table 2. Reliability test of the research scale
=2 MREREERR

R i s Cronbach’s o Sl
IENIZE3=S PSRN 0.915 31
o HRAg SEL 0.883 20

EZ  SREE 0 S 0.744 33
e thi 5L 0.448 11

WIVGHAT B3R A5 BER I A4t 23 EL B R ) Cronbach’s o RECH 0.448 (KT 0.6, RUZERIIANL—
BUtkiE, WRERR B — D BT s .
33 RER. LERR. THETREN. LSRR RE

MR RR BN RAME TR efEEBAT RS T e, RIS A R AR AT
BRFREAE 2.0 3] 2.43 2 (8], SR Z2 V50 21T K TAEMEI N SF AR ok = B8 A FRR . 7EdE &b
BHERNPFEIMEAT 2.3 1) 2.39 2 [8], FHIREVT R AR 8 21 i 1] U 2 W k. OB AR e R
SFEMELE 1.99 F 2.05 (8], FWZVH KR —EREIEER B0 EAE, KT 2455k TE &
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R PEMEIIAAE 3.02 3 4.93 Z 8], FRWIANF 52173 1E 576 56 1 TR _ERRIIERBOC BARER I 3.

Table 3. Descriptive statistics
= 3. WiR MGt

'R YL Min Max M SD N
IPRIZ =] PSR 2.00 2.43 2.21 1.31 1178
WS iiiades JUREN 1.99 2.05 2.003 0.8403 1178
EZ:ntS JSEEN 3.02 4.93 3.41 1.56 1178
AR N EYN 2.3 2.39 2.34 1.11 1178

34. RHER. LIEER. SHTXEN, HIEBHERKER

RAMSLAEA R0 U B RIERTT Z2 0, bk SR6S. 2200, ST OL. TARRIR . TBUKT.
GmtblfE N B AR, UNERENRAZE, WEREHTZRON.
341 BXEFMI EHERKRR

PRI HAE R, BobEE. OEER. 24531 . S BN R S TR L1856, 45
Ringk 4 s,

Table 4. Test analysis of differences across genders for each variable
4. BLEEMI LMERKRB S

H(n=577) 72(n = 601)
A t{E
M SD M SD
Bk & 17515 5.505 17.402 5.487 0.725
Ao HE (g B 8.974 2.025 8.929 2.117 0.712
Z YR 12.166 2.848 12.111 2.844 0.744
P = 5 3.446 1.541 3.382 1.484 0.471

¥E: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.

P IS BEAR R ¢ AEEBoR B AR T I E A ARG gt B . REWE RN
R LHEERE. DYEERME S HESOHRE F, MR MR IR,

342 BEXEBETFFKRE LHERKEE
DA B B AR, BAER. OEERR. 245051 L A HBONR R B #AT MO A t
%, SR S PR,

Table 5. Test analysis of differences across age groups for each variable

#*5 BLEBAEFR ENERKE SN

25 5 KUR 25~35 % 36~45 % 46 % )Ll E
A (n = 256) (n =553) (n = 260) (n =109) F1E
M + SD M +SD M + SD M +SD
HML s 2 17.434 +5.602 17.684 + 5.563 17.305 + 5.410 17.722 +5.058 1.033
O FR g 8.959 + 1.992 8.973 +2.150 8.913 +2.027 8.911 +2.026 0.065
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EZLRES 12.249 + 2.659 12.174 +2.934 12.060 + 2.896 11.873 +2.693 0.540
ot 3.345 + 1.540 3.427 +1.541 3.505 + 1.500 3.284 +1.308 0.773

vE: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.

W T F AR E, TTUE MU ENLER . OEEE. 245 SR EARFE
WAL 2 )22 AN B Gt B . R T IX e OB AR B S, SRR B IX B B R
T2 b — 301 .

343. ELBE¥H LHERKE

DA A2 R, B EE . OFERE. 2485836 E . S BRI BT HOIFEA t &

%, &5k 6 .

Table 6. Test analysis of differences across educational levels for each variable
6. BLEEFHLMERKVB S

KERKLNF AF fiii 4 & A
25 (n=402) (n =559) (n=217) F{H
M +SD M + SD M +SD
IENIZE3=S 17.578 £ 5.526 17.241 +5.447 17.790 + 5.554 0.928
IR { 8.977 +2.090 8.909 + 2.024 8.900 + 2.162 0.233
ZYEER 12.048 +2.907 12.092 +2.797 12.419 + 2.844 1.332
o g 3.507 + 1.568 3.535 + 1.429 3.392 + 1.606 1.230

¥E: *p<0.05; **p<0.01;

***p < 0.001,

W T Z T FAESS R AT LR, £ “BOLER” « CLEREET . “B4ESESRT M AR tiRy”
VAR F, 22 IR AR BRI AN B2 . AR PR R I S O B i RIS B3 %

=N
Jto

3.4.4. BTEEBHERALHNERKE
DAA RIS WOR G A8 &, BOER . O, 2451 L. a8 A RAS BT M REAS t

K, SPRWNE 7 Pk,

Table 7. Test analysis of differences across marital status for each variable
F 7. ETLEEERER ENERRIESH

KU i B 5t el
B (n=397) (n = 740) (n=33) (n=28) F1{H
M £SD M £ SD M +SD M £ SD
IPNIZ3S) 17.549 + 5.547 17.347 £5.425 18.207 +5.766 19.989 +7.918 0.908
IR R 8.908 + 2.044 8.960 + 2.074 9.029 + 2.2344 9.990 + 2,619 0.646
ZUTERE 12.132 + 2.857 12.113 £ 2.825 12.429 + 2.996 13.477 £ 3.531 0.725
FEe AL 3.409 + 1.455 3.406 +1.528 3.461 +1.674 4,071 +2.090 0.773
7 *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.
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WA ESE FESGRITUED, ERVER. OEERE. Z4EaRMtta g EsE B, A
RIS URAR DU X 280 PEAR BN A AN B3 IS ORIR DL A R I S D A B BB K, S ALK

FEIX LT R B — 2
345 BEEETFFRENERKE

DA TAEER Oy AR, BER. OREER. 2458381 . e BON R AR B AT ML A t

K, ZRWNE 8 P,

Table 8. Test analysis of differences across work experience for each variable
#8 BLEEIEFRENERQB SN

[iing 5 RLLT 5~10 4 10 R LA L
Bl (n=1376) (n =433) (n = 230) (n=139) F 14
M + SD M +SD M +SD M+ SD
ER|AEHS 16.92 +4.738 17.899 + 5.985 17.403 + 5.524 17.593 + 5.665 2.128
O FR i R 8.770 + 1.754 9.198 + 2.302 8.779 + 2.022 8.950 + 2.126 3.556*
ZYEER 11.644 +2.643 12.355 + 3.004 12.398 +2.828 13.352 £ 2.741 5.583%**
FaRaga AN 3.306 +1.394 3.498 +1.581 3.387 £ 1.483 4,480 +1.633 1.119

¥E: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.

EBOL s RS LA AN & b, ASF TARERR LG 2 A 2 R AR 52, R0 T AR AR R g A
TR PR, ORI 4k WAZ R E, AR TEFEROAMNZ MFEREER, 2
YEse LT, ARG PR 1 51 T 3R B0 H B i 1) 5 5B SR A ], o B B U B 5 T 4 PR 38 0 A BT
.

3.46. BLEBEIRKFELHNERRKIE

DIAFE THEAFNEER, BB,
g, 45RE 9 s,

OHfERE. ZAETESRT L A S EUY R AR BT IO REAS t

Table 9. Test analysis of differences across salary levels for each variable
#9. BLEEIRKELHNERGI SR

8000 JGLA R 8001~15000 7t ~ 15001~20000 7z ~ 20001~25000 7& 25001 7t.LA b
AR HE (n =635) (n=1351) (n=175) (n=57) (n =60) FiE
M + SD M + SD M+ SD M+ SD M + SD
PbRES  17521+5535 16938 +4.670 18967 +7.110  17.345+5730  18.031+6.635  2.402*
OF{ERE 9.037+2.094  8.675+1.704 9.453 +2.948 9.002 +1.973 8.967 £2.410  2.965*
ZYE5e3E 12.199+2.852  11589+2.612  13312+3.107  12465+2.828  12.918+3.085 8.043***
Fr4sti#e  3.373+1.554  3.419 +1.306 3.673 + 1.864 3.525 + 1.603 3.525 + 1.611 0.770

vE: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.

PSR LI 2 4R X =R E, ARWAKTFZAFAEREZR. Falk, B
PN RO BB, YN BR AR BEIR LB AF T 56 56 AR IB SRAE h SR U N B B o 25
fEAL R, AFERAKPAZ B ZERIFA R, A LRI 8 .
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Table 10. Test analysis of differences across compilation for each variable

F 10, BLEARF LNERQIR S

e ER(n = 451) E(n=727)
A T4
M SD M SD
Bk & 18.517 6.923 16.802 4.258 5.264%***
AL F i B 9.494 2.547 8.615 1.626 7.235%%*
ZHETEE 13.366 2.812 11.378 2.589 12.387***
P A 3.489 1.853 3.366 1.254 1.352

¥E: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.

ML 10 G R TLVE H, PGS OEMERM 2 4wk =AM E b, IEXREHEIER
Bl 2 (A AR 2 22 . AR IR sl IO s R, (H A AT T7E o B R AT 22 2 56 56 (95 73 AR
TIEABE . e BOm, IEXSARERRNLH 2R BE 2R, WHE S B —4E%
P I FI AR L o

35 RHER. LERR. ZHTREN. HSEBRHBAXERE

KH SPSS26.0 7L i EE ARG R . (OEMER. 245 T X S BT,
B LA Z MM RG R, SR IR 11 R,

Table 11. Correlation analysis results for each variable

F 11 BEXEMRXMUINER

1 2 3 4
Bk 1

IR 0.860™ 1

EZ:ntS 0.662™ 0.652" 1

tho bR 0.812™ 0.728™ 0.505™ 1

e ** AR 0.01 ZON(CWE), MRV

B R, SR A IR E A,
3.6. HLRMEIE

PR T B AR R AT SRR MRS, AR AN 12 B
HINRAEL GDEMER. BYEER. AR R MK R R/ 30, AZEYIE 0.3 LL L, H VIF
A3/ T 3, KWK ARE L MAFE L HILLNE, & &7 I

Table 12. Collinearity test results
12, HEMRIER

e VIF B
CoER A 6.457 2.767 0.361
ZYEER 12.750 1.745 0.573
e AL 16.846 2.136 0.468
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37 RS, LERR. FHTREN. HSERIEIGHRE

Table 13. Regression model test for social comparison orientation

= 13, AR EREVIREIGLE

5 F— b7
B t B t
P51 -0.020 -0.698 -0.006 -0.255
R 0.006 0.195 0.032 1.298
=9} -0.032 —-1.099 -0.058 -2.307*
U TR 0.010 0.344 0.12 0.463
TAEFIR 0.23 0.785 -0.010 -0.409
THAKF 0.024 0.805 0.006 0.225
il -0.035 -1.202 0.152 5.711%**
EZIS5ES 0.560 21.124%**
R2 0.005 0.280
WG R? -0.001 0.275
F 0.756 56.691***
H: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001,
Table 14. Regression model test for mental health orientation
= 14, (DIBRERE (| B IR BUG 36
S i b7
p t p t
5 -0.017 -0.593 0.003 0.182
U -0.011 -0.392 0.003 0.152
=] 0.004 0.124 0.005 0.282
TSR L 0.015 0.531 0.011 0.631
TARAFER -0.005 -0.173 -0.039 —2.214*
THKFE -0.017 -0.593 -0.042 —2.366*
il -0.208 —7.216%** -0.069 —3.668***
ZESER 0.358 16.374%**
ARSE 0.547 26.671%**
R2 0.044 0.646
G R 0.038 0.643
F 7.622%** 236.833%**

vE: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.

B E% 13 mp A, FEFSEIE . AR, I SISO ARSI, THAKP, wmbSLEls, 24
FEFRATIN A 23 U 8 2 1 1E 19 TG FH (B = 0.560, t = 21.124, p < 0.001).

W B2 14 nr, EFEEITER] . ERe . T SRS O TAEEIR . LHAKF. wblSLERE, 24t
T2 2 0] o BR A HE A 2 2 1 1E ) TR FH (B = 0.358, t=16.374, p < 0.001), [F] 4 b dsef 0 B i e A5 2 2
(1) 1 1 50 % F (B = 0.547, t = 26.671, p < 0.001).
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Table 15. Regression model test for burnout orientation
F 15. RUBE2E mEYIEEIRLE

F— 7
B3
i t B t
5 -0.016 -0.559 0.004 0.314
GHI -0.038 -1.321 -0.028 —2.259*
=i 0.008 0.284 0.012 0.957
TSR 1 1L -0.001 -0.021 -0.011 -0.920
TAEAFIR 0.022 0.748 0.006 0.483
THKF 0.012 0.400 0.006 0.467
It -0.150 —5.151%** 0.017 1.253
EZ i SnES 0.158 9.369***
thos bR 0.383 21.165%**
IR R 0.481 23.650%**
R2 0.025 0.829
)G R? 0.019 0.827
F 4,335%** 564.846%**

vE: *p<0.05; **p<0.01; ***p<0.001.

B B3¢ 15 WAL, FERSEIER] . R 0. SRS OL. TARER. THAY. WS EE, 24
56 SR HR s B A 35 1 1 1A T FH (B = 0.158, t = 9.369, p < 0.001), #:<x Ebiest WML s 8 3% i 1E
] T AE (B = 0.383, t = 21.165, p < 0.001), CoEEfiFEXTBRML A6 S A &35 1Y 1E =) Wl /E (B = 0.481, t=
23.650, p < 0.001).
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DIR[0 | MR

SEEX POl B

Figure 2. Chain mediation model diagram

Bl 2. RN REE

K Bootstrap {4447 5000 KE B AlAE, BE EAS X E Y 95% LA THEL &N BRAR A BONAR . ELAEAAN
ANTEIRERON, T SR R PR . Bl BoR, & 208 1H Bootstrap 95% & {5 X [A]_E R IR¥INIE, A EF,
WHE BB 2SR SR EINE R ZE, oo i RN BGR 225 A, Jf
Hrew s, W& 16,
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Table 16. Chain mediation effect test
% 16. RPN YL

iz RNAE bRt 22 TR PR
2 — I~ T 0.2960 0.0413 0.2068 0.3672
Z Y~ OE eI 0.3344 0.0368 0.2640 0.4088
ETEE3 9N 1.5494 0.0859 1.3801 1.7167
HARRN 1.4032 0.0644 0.0000 1.2769

4. SHtR5L
41 iR, DERR. TXENSHSLBN—RELSH

TRYE 1178 4 2418 FH MBI-GS &R (k4G 2IEHER) MR BT 245 R BoR, 207
F RS BT 1850 72 2.0 3] 2.43 Z0A] . RUIREAR b 52078 %68 H 10 1) AR S AN 2% AR = B S (A
AR, JERIL — B REFEM I AR . TAESIHL T B DL AN N it kol 55 56 i R 5t

AR - £E 18 - e )2 (DASS-21) BAXRCK I & 52 15 2 (1 51 1 26 (B SIS . FR SRR )FRRE. O
Pg RIS 1E 1.94 3] 2.03 ZIA], X250 ERW], U5 & LA E R ERE % NI E00 A
& O ERAE BRI AR ZECE 0.858 FI| 0.941 Z [A], IR HAMKIRIZES, 26 N RS B2 3% 7% = . DASS-21 &
KT 0 2 3, SeBthAMA O ERE BERAS 1 2 FE 1, ATGTE 26 IR 2 & FE Rk AU & 40 A .

H Hewittand Flett (1991) 4wl . 21T 1) 2 4 5836 3 R RIE B o, 583 3 X915 70 /e A e
2.31 ] 3.04 2 [a], FIAZV5FHAETEFR F A FAAE— € MAMEZER .

Gibbons 45 & X il 5& B % T 48— faf 22 4 & b 184 1m) & 3% (lowa-Netherlands Comparison Orientation
Measure, INCOM), -8 F H1 = B 205 S50 2 IS 1T 1 Hh STl Skl & 52 07 3 i Ak 2 B st e o U6 7
FEEAL T 0.823 F 0.868 LIF. K], ZUiE AL LA b A KB T 5 il N BT 25 k2 T
o brdEZEVEEITE 1.089 B 1.213 28], FEZUFE LS RN FAAE— I MEESR .

42. B, DERER. TXRENSHILLBRIBEXSHT

FREXGPOLE S B IR WIEMK. ERELSHLWEBREEZIEML, ERELSL
HRRE(RRE . HES S 70) TG 48 B AN O Se3R  H AR &y N BLOHLR BRI, RN B i RS
AR, BEI0 T e 2 0 AR »

A SRR 2DURZE WIS, o RSO ER R, LHEMERES PGS 83 IE
XK. SRS, WANEREZ RSO R R MIEMRGR, 583 Gl A 2 L BUC B A RExT Bl A
BT BRI A IR A R0 o Ak 2 BN BR A BRAE 576 56 1 NG R 2 18 k4% T A ERT, X
— R I B AR 56 3 3 SCAAR] 500 AR Hh R I 28 AR SR A 1 BT AL AR

4.3. SERFE IR SRR NHLEI 5347

SR SOOI 8 RIS AL & 2 4RI . BRI ASTWEFE T 1 5838 3 SORIPOIL A8 & 52
FEAR ML o 2 PUBOR 5 56 1 SRR 5 R RO B 2 p A ML 5836 3 U ) Tl i 5 Al N R e
KV B S A, X ASNEPEO L] S BRI A 5 R B U S AL OB g, BE i LA
SR . OB RIS S T AN T R 58 5 1 S8 XA A N8 53, 8 AL T APROR AR
KR A LR, FEGTEPALE Q.
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R ELSBNHERR LR, R WBIEA—ANEZENh LR, B2 7 RBOMREN.
e E CE AR AT N, W@ E @R R RE, WTRER ML B I EERRE.
SER T HHEOH OTER B S badt, JCHAERX AR A PR TAEES I, A5 = R iR
JEIR . X BB A G AR 0 TAERI, W Hl S9N, T 5 B O B 57 A RE I
(Stoeber & Otto, 2006). 7£ 563 F= L HHAMVAE B K R, AL LEFLO B M K T — B b /A
o J R (e U POV A B A 35 I IR I UM o RENE . AR RICRR T BEAIRT AR (R4 IR 2 U4 B 1
FERIFR, WXL GAARE OB ERORALE VI Reil5e 3 £ U, RO EREBL I i
T, BEAESFBBNL AR . O FLAE R AR RS RIIIAR 2 SO R BIE 2 IR A, XRG4
o Fe B A B B A% OB E 2 — (Leiter & Maslach, 2016).

5. ARBLE
MRPABFER R

AW AR FEAR AR, KRG AT T 5655 32 SCE I A2 L AORIC B (g Bk BROL 4 82 1 RE M AL
KA KBEARE (1178 13 6) k2 4 BR TP HEE . OHEMEE. 5638 Ui S s TSLirEka L, 3
—SBIGAIE T BRI AY f T SRR AN & M . 85T Bootstrap VEMEATHIREINAE, $RTF T AL HRA Y,

AW FCR R WT TR B 247 08, VR R e 3R 3 3L ARt OB RO A5 8 2 1R R K 3
IR K R RRWFTCRT LUR AR B, G8 B MR TE R IO A X 2e A7 B (1 B8 4, AT T
fift 56 55 = SCE B A R AR FLAE AL .

AREFCR A TR - £258 - K I 2R (DASS-21), REZERMD T nEH&NZ AR, HARE
THT S BRAN A R B AR O B BRI . SRR T LGS & oA B R B 2, Rae 2 O HE T s, WA Ek
RURERR. SEARREE, DUSE AxTh b &0 B AR R

AP G FE OV 5635 32 SO LA B 1) B AN (A1 EZ 520, R BRI AR 75 1R R 7 A8 B (0 A 2 S HF
LA EYTIR LS R TER « RRATUAGE GO, fha%, SHYEL R, SEH585%
FEEN foi. DEEESTM SRR, XF 22RO U S RER SRR T I £ ot
ML FIER L, ik — 0 58 3 A= 8 AT A R AE 4
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