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Abstract

This study examines the mediating mechanisms and boundary conditions between work time pres-
sure and subjective well-being among 331 university student organization members. Using a mod-
erated mediation model, we investigated the sequential mediating roles of psychological detach-
ment and work-study conflict, as well as the moderating effect of positional hierarchy. Data were
collected through validated scales measuring work time pressure, psychological detachment, work-
study conflict, and subjective well-being. Key findings reveal that: (1) Work-study conflict partially
mediates the negative impact of time pressure on well-being; (2) A chain mediation pathway exists
where time pressure first reduces psychological detachment, subsequently intensifies work-study
conflict, and ultimately diminishes well-being; (3) Positional hierarchy moderates the initial rela-
tionship. These findings extend the application of Activation Theory and Work-Home Boundary
Theory to academic organizational contexts, offering practical insights for optimizing task alloca-
tion and time management in student organizations. The results emphasize the need for differenti-
ated intervention strategies considering members’ hierarchical positions to mitigate work-study
interference and enhance psychological well-being.
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1. 5|8

B 422 55 4 B I RFSETH S AR 1 2 IN3a o A4k, I TR) R 77 E ORI RS TR A w38 B
KA B At B B S AR R AR T R R (M, 2015). WFFERB, TR 53 T A S i B AR It i)
JE 338 K 35 BRCREE 2255, 2019), TR 70 A BEAAR o BR AR R /K P 78 32 FL A T 52 (7 ) 055, 2022).
EAEERE, ESRBFAENLS R, FRFA SR 61 i T 5 5 R A4 AR b 7 A £ 1S
B, A R 2 R AT R, P OB R e, BEIR AR, 20225 AN, 2012). (HZPA B
T2 KV R 2 AR L R A R B BE S AT RGP A5, 2003), R4 & H 5l 5 24 TAEXUE 51 45 (1)
REERIE ST, BRI HOEARIG (I E M AR T, A RWE—-NE IR R ERRR, sia e
TAERS IR Sy BRI . TAE - 22 S PP IR AR 27 A 2H 2R D 32 W0 S A R () 5 ) B G P EAE AL A,
DA N A 25 A 2R 2R A B R A T AT M 5

2. TIEREEDSERERRE

i [6] s 77(Time pressure)Se F8 /M4 B3 56 BAT 55 BB 18] 75 =R H B O SBm vl B B[] B3 35 (Vecchio,
2010)0 AR R AE TAF 1% S5 o AR 1) R 0 o AR ] R 75 B4 4 1 £ 1R P 5 I T L 22 25 ) ]
DUMEFNTE 205 18] TAE o X R BRSO AR SRS oA, DABF A TRk )2
ZINTAE LU SN o AR MO BARAE I AZ O D B FE bR, 32 0 3248 % (Subjective Well-being) J B> A Ji
T B BAR T FL ARV OB O R AR R, A = AN T AR AR TR R VAN . BT
{10 1F /) 5 7 ) AR 3614 8 (19 27 4, ASHEZL, 2009)6
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WOE AR VN AMEAEAE — N EBOE AT, AR A A b T-3X — 7K, 2RI H R
M TAEGUSRE RAS . MF 2, AR E i S s RET, MAREE K e 2 RS, 2 38T
VESRCT R ANTE R0 A8 22, b PR E e AR . AN K ERF R, 1R A T AR a] 77 5B
@ FRAZLETE A o TR 558 A Al 53 T BRI 70 DA R B R =2 55 A4 - (R L B 53 T AR B[]
NKEG AR E BE ARG T, 247, 2011 FHEEZE, 2011), XIHFNT 2024 SE0F 70K LA H 1
SRR B[] i 7 1) /AR 2 A58 2 1 ZKCF (1 26 32 i A e NPHEA Ul RS, 155, 2024), Roxburgh S T 2004
TR IR AR 7K P 22 B 25 B (8] 70 B s i e 37 AR T AR A 25 (Roxburgh, 2004).

BT AR R TR E A A S e f e, AR S G AN E—D R, R R A R B
TAEAAEFN TAR BRI SR . BT DUASHT 780 24 AR 1A) 08K, mie s A U i & R B A
TE R N R 2 RS S . Rk, AR TR AR 1. mKT I AR ] )2 0 3 PR s R 2
A AH 2R A 1) W AR R

3. LIRS TER

O FEAR I (Psychological detachment) & TAERE FISCHER 2R, FRIE TAERS (B N 57 8h 3 2.0 BT A b
PRI AR 0 E AR, BRI 228 80 2 0F ¢ TAE R F 45 (Sonnentag & Fritz, 2007). iR 2% AE L% A )
o PRI T EER A E AR A TR = B ), RO RS 13 5 Tl 2

Sonnentag  LLCo 3 i % Co MR A 32 HH B0 — A B 455 28 (stressor-detachment model, SDM)K [#]
HRAR AT A 5 J(Sonnentag & Fritz, 2015). ARKFEIZILIE, TAEROBIR 2 7 a) Tl OB . TAERL
POE A B O BRI IR R, S ARG 5 ) CAEH S MmO B il . AT - R
(effort-recovery) ANy, 5783 7 EEAEPIA LA H TR B LUK IR 3R B0 07 O BRIE 55 o W% 55 AN ke
KB, BRAWR, &M 553 1) & O B (Sonnentag & Fritz, 2015). (CFREBAE A O3 K S
RSRNG 2 —, WA TAEE A R B, B TR ), 3T MR AR Bk 5 RIEE
- RIS AL SRR AT ) A SR B, AE A AR I R BRSNS (8] S AT =5 45 AT DA FRRAIK 57 30 & i O B
WK o SR R S AR L R X — REERBE AR, AT I3 08 A A e I 2 AR A R L R U B 4, T
TN B 2 AR ZHZ TARE 55 A IR BT Ta) . B (A TR, X 2 PRI Co B A e /K 1, e T A il G = 0 324
BECUIESE, T, 2019).

FETATH - ISR, G310 AR B 5K B AR 0 i A D3 T AE T BE S TGV AR 30O B B (S5, 2020),
o 5% T g o B A R 3 B B 1) 67 T 5 T (Eden, 2001), GBI $IA8. MR85, WFALRE, nTH
SEAR A TAE SRS 25 T _E 4K 2 18] (Sonnentag, 2003), HEF KK BRTE, FAMEI(Westman &
Etzion, 2001),

HHICFRATT AT DA BRAHE IS, 2 a5 A 2 2k DR T 5 v () AR IR [R] R g, ANAEAS 7 B B 2 1) ) 25 578
FCCAERE, R0 BRI O BB KT, AT s Fe e Ag 8. 4k, AT ER AR 2. O FRAR
WA T R AR A L I AR A ) R AR R (R R .

4. ITHE - F3mhz=esp T ER

R SE A AU R A — 2 21 S SR T A T A - KEE 98 (work-family conflict) 4, ‘&
A& 0TI AR M = A 1 R 705 5B A 6= A2 B ) BN ARSI 7= AR R i R (A=, 2003) 0 ASHIF 5T T it
F AR AR A AR B AR - 2% 2] i 98 (work-school conflict) A fi s 22 A2 2 sk 518 B i 22 AR 2% i3 T
VR 15 Bh A2 S35 B 2 TR S T 28 K b 51 R OB R B . — TORAE AR R AR Fe R, TAF - 24 20vf
TR AL R TR E MR, fA7E R N I8 82.3% (X 1ES%, 45777, 2019).

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.159490 34 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.159490

ETH

ST REE I, AR Z M G, 2[RIV 6 1 B8 DL DR S 8 IR OR AN R
AT A C ST R A R B i Ao i 2 1) A S S KR DA I, b AR T B i . Kaahn S5 A
S T A RALE SR b R SR L, O T b R RO 2 4L AN A I 77 ) B A
#(Kahn, 1986). Clark 32} 7 TAF - SETHT R0 FEE, 08 AR S EE (S At A500) 2 A A O 4K
EANTAASNF AR AL F AR TN (Clark, 2000). AT H H % B4 5 B AAN [R] (172 57 LA R AEANR] 4535
Z IR BEAT A, AR CIR K R BT BT AR — I R R A

WEFERMY, O3 A BRAR RE A2 B 7 AR AN SR 2 18] 3k 5% LA K23 A1 48 B 1) T sz i (B ke L5
2007). TAEMZKEEL AR, AT AMALERRY  SCREA B Ol BT T A8 4x  BI S R2 R (2 2248, ¥
Gy, 2017)e AR T RN R 210 Z5R, W TAE - S SRR A B AT REPE R G5
2023). AHWFFRIL, AR A AN 22l K S A AN e A e S AR AL A 0 ) 3 R R (Rt S

BEZ, 2013),
P, AWFFIR R 3: AR - 22 ph R T AR A S0 ) AR I 8] ) 5 0 3 SR AR U
ZIAH) R R

5. LERMRMS TME - 2 I HRpENF T ER

O BRAR I ) A LE AN L BRI S B I 1, SRR E R S AR A RAARESD, e TARIR
BEAETARRS R OB BRI, O BRI A g O B S I FR I — AN B EE MG, 0 BEUR 5 L A R b
53 etiR 3R/ (E 85 22 & Y (Sonnentag & Fritz, 2007; Sonnentag & Kruel, 2006). #R#E TAE - FKEERTAF
FHS, AMA B TAEFI S i A& A T AN AN R T B, A B2 TR B 503 M (Clark, 20005 5K 00 R 45, 2023).
ARWFFH TAE - ZKREL S AR AE i A - 22 2T R R . 7R AR QU 27 o) U 2 (A AFAE A IR, A
PORAEAN R f G, SN AR SRS 3127 S SN, 75 2 A (i e . R A (U As T 2> I A 6
M, AR > 2 8] ) S BR AL A3 SR o

WHeRm, TIEZ)G, WRAEW N AR R, S N AR SR K A iR, #1E8
TR, AT REMEERRCEES S, 2012)0 O PEFRBANRE 235 700 503 T A -
FKEEM TR, IEAE LA A 5 AR - KEEM R B K R AR 2 A E R (RH05E, 2019).

AW TN AR RGN TAE R G, R aeue 5 1L 5 TARMRIEIS, ST LA A
PGSR S e B 2R 2 ) F N By, AR TP AR S I AN, R s MR SE AR . PR,
ARSI 4. SRCEAEA DU O BRI 22 520 AR - 2005, OB S TAE - 221
FE AR 8] s /0 5 w8 2 AR L 23 il 03 W S R TR R i = AR

6. BRIVFRHBTER

BN S5 R AR B0 B2 B A — AN B AR, PSR R B A MR S
FIRCTT . STEMBER T IC B2 5, 1K e 22 S o B 385 MR N0 A e IR AN 2 77 3 BA B A
(O R RE, BRI RE MR L SEAR RO 2 25, 2014) TAERR SR - WIRBAL R 1, TAE 175 SRR JRIL R
SR 53 AR s B AN T4 45 S (Schaufeli & Taris, 2005). T AR IA]E /)& T T T SRIEWE, mBRAL 25 4%
BT A7) oy . HRE SRS NS T TAE SRR 6 T HR S st m i 2 1, RV ABATT mT BT I 5K
1 TAERS ) 7, AR R T8 2 1 TAEBUR, X Le PR AR 7E — e AR AE LRI AR [a] & 77 % 30
SEARIRI ARSI, EL R A B BB 7y, (R B AR ST (R 420, 2 S0, 2016).
AIAUEDT AR, 2 08 THRAL S BRI, T AR IS 1) H o 32 00 2 48 SRR ) 47 18 5 R 2 g 95 (7 42 77, 361
2024; H—FHE, 2017).
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SR, AR ML 55 o522 1 211250 e A3 6 R 1 2 141 25 P 4 6 AR T 50 B
2 1A ELAT PR

FRA Db B0 R FISCARR I, FRATIEE LU R B, R — AN 845 B b A B et
HEAT RS (R 1):

H1: B A R 5 10 AR i ] P 3 5 57 1 UG 0

F2e LRI TR ] F 9 55 7 2 A AL R 1) SR 2 T 8 1 e A

H3: A - 25 S e 2E TR 11 FE 9.5 A 22 20 25 5 ) 00 S 2 [0 2 2 e A

Ha: OB T A - 2 5135 26 T ] FE 775 00 S i 2 0 2 3 o kb A A

HS: B2 20 B 05 5 2 M55 T AN IR 760 B AR S

H6: I 20 A5 5 2 MOV T AR LI 75 00 S ) b/ B

BR{UEELR

OIRRE THE-ZEXhse

T{FEHEESD FMERRE

Figure 1. A moderated chain mediation model

Bl 1. HiETaurhriEa

7. F3k
7.1. #iR

AW TR AP R, @ 2ok 20 s EEEEE T E BT R T L R 7 e 22
(IRl RO TR 5655 2018)0 B — I [A] R HUL PE 4 SR 2 AR AR 405 ZAE AN R, AN ANEL
ATAER B AR R . —AN H 5 RISE I 8] 26012 405 2 KRS4T8 IR B A, WSO EARRL. T
VB = % I P R L SEAR IR AR B s o S A5 B PRI TR SR e) 2, For 74 4y [ B AR 2 08O M, o
AR 331 1, HREN8LT%. ZHIABHEH YA H, 4108 A, Hibl32.6%, 24223
N, G 67.4%; BUATEEZ iR Rl 244 N, &EE 73.7%, BEZRIEK.. E/HLH 87 N, S 26.3%.

7.2. iR E

7.2.1. TAERE E SO IE

KH Semmer 4tfilft) « TAER SRR, it 4 AT, Gl “ESRAH K2 TIEEM, mAE
AW RERTAE” , R 7 mitgr, ISR B “82” 4050 1 3] 7 3 (Semmer etal., 1995). ~F344>
R, SR IIAMA RGN B AR A H oK . AT Z R o RECHN 0.91.

7.2.2. [OIRRERR A E
KM Sonnentag A1 Fritz Bt A OLEMBL IR, it 4 DB Gl “EARTAERRE, REZIE
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IEECmE TIE” , RH S fitsr, A “BRAME” 3 “ZFefFE” 4nlid 1 2] 5 73 (Sonnentag & Fritz,
2007y “FHGrERE, REIAMAR O I B RO S . AR HIZ RS o RECH 0.70.

7.2.3. THE - 3 E

SR AR B A AT AR A B AR U R T - )b g3k, it 10 NS, it « TAE F
WAKRZ, FECEFEAMNEAE” , RH S5 Sk, M “SRAFE” B “BE/AFE” aahid 135 5
VA, AR, 2022). PR, FORMERITAE - S pp AR EEGE . AW RIS o RECH
0.90.

7.2.4. W ERBRENE

2% Pavot Al Diener 7 & HIEmEKER, it 13 ANEI, B0 “7ERXZH07mH, ROAEHEE
IEFREA”, R 5 ST, WAEEARR” 2 “FERERZE” 2050 1 8] 5 4r(Pavot & Diener, 1993),
S o3RRS AR W AR G ER . AR iZ AR o RECN 0.92.
7.3. BUER TSR

AWF K H SPSS25.0 X E AT AT, 3R Amos26.0 HHATIGUEM: K 12041, ¥ F PROCESS
A v A 20K A R A 28 AR 56
8. IR R
8.1. £RFERELRE

ABEFUR A Harman H7 7045, S AT REAEAE IR [RDT 0 22 R BEAT [RIYS0T 2R de (R e, iR
B 2011 SEREIR, RIEFHTH 6 MFIERAT 1 B, 5 —DRET 77 Z MR LN 26.26%,
T FE 40%, T B AT A8 7™ B 1 34 7] 5 9 i 22 1)l

8.2. WHEMETF S

KH Amos26.0 X 5 MZOEEHATIAE R T8, Rk 1 frox. Hr, TR FEAE Xdf
=2.348<3, RMSEA=0.064<0.08, CFI. TLI. GFI¥ET 0.9, &Wtskryi 2Bk, B HAh &k
BIFIHNA RO A, R X 0 B -

Table 1. The results of confirmatory factor analysis

F 1. WIEMEF 2SR

[ X2 af RMSEA CFI TLI GFI
TR TR X. Ml. M2, W. Y 351.86 142.00 0.07 0.93 0.92 0.90
ISRt X+M2. Ml. W, Y 850.49 146.00 0.12 0.77 0.73 0.79
=AY X+M2. MI+Y. W 1094.09  149.00 0.14 0.69 0.64 0.72
ZH TR Ml+Y+W. X+M2 1112.92  151.00 0.14 0.68 0.64 0.72
BRI X+MI+M2+W+Y 202814  152.00 0.19 0.38 0.30 0.57

e X FORTAER (577, M1 R OBAR . M2 208 TAE - 2220 PR W ORI g, Y FoR BN, +
RGN —IE T

8.3. XM
R P 5 ) AR B R I P AT I TUROR, A SCRE G AT A e, S5 RANER 2 o, IR
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WAL R AAFAEAH IR R . MRV 45 R RALE TR FU e, MR E 1 A .

Table 2. Results of correlation analysis

2. EXMIRER

A HE 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
1 P51 1
2 R 0.10 1
3 A AIRA 0.06 -0.04 1
4 TR 2 0.11%  0.91%%*  —0.02 1
5 ATHUERR 0.11%  0.84%%%  —0.05  0.79%** 1
6 TAEIS A & 71 0.00  026%%*  —0.07  0.24%%% (26%** 1
7 Lo FR A -0.07 -0.09 0.02 —-0.12*  —0.08  —0.17%* 1
8 TAE-%ImE  —0.06 0.03 0.03 0.07 0.02 0.22%%% 0 29%** 1
9 F WL SEAR K 0.02 -0.05 -0.05 -0.11 -0.05 -0.06 0.12%  —0.30%%* |
M 1.67 1.30 1.11 1.31 1.33 2.75 2.92 2.49 3.33
SD 0.47 0.55 0.32 0.55 0.60 1.13 0.74 0.70 0.61

VE: *FoR p<005, **FRp<0.01, =5 p<0.001, R,

8.4. TWRKIE

K PROCESS i i 1 A LR B3 (4 AR I 8] s 7 500 2 W0 S AR ) B AN BEAT R 6, 45 R
3. A4 PR TARRAE ) — BV AR A PR AL BR A2 R ECN 0.01 (p > 0.05). X Ui B AR A1 /)
Xf EWSEAR IR B R 5o, RS HT ABSL. HAZ8k 2 rb /B0 i BB AU (RSB A 0.01, 95%
CIEE 0, BEERMNARE.

8.5. INEEMERANTAE - F I MRH P NAEE

K H PROCESS XM EHA S . &5 an& 3. & 4 fos.

AR A] R A0t o BEARE i B R R B (B =—0.17, p < 0.01), o B AA M = 00 S A JE P 52 1 AN 55
Z(B=0.04,p>0.05), RLCERMEMLSSRAAE AR, Bk H2 Aor; TAER R 35 TAE - %2
MRAAF EFEZIPB=0.18,p<0.01), TAF - %] 54 sz m A& B =-0.29,p<0.001), BITAE
- oSG A AER, BB H3 Ao, AR ] g xh O3 fR I B A i sgm g = —0.17, p <
0.01), CoEREPINT TAE - 23R AA AUAREm(B = —0.26, p < 0.001), TAE - 2% 3] 9 f s m = W =2
FEIE(B = —0.29, p < 0.001), BEPCoERAELS TAE - 2% 21 RAE AR 8] & 7755 R 22 A A 2R s 03 1) W+
FE s s R BE R VR D, DR B8 HA BT . HLiZ A 2 A A R f T 2 50SE 1) R BB N —0.07 5 95%
CI AT 0, MMM RE.

i1t Bootstrap i — 0 2 A BEAR R (1 [A) 42 ST A 58, SR AR R 5000, 25 B an+
5B B, TAEBTIEE ) — O BRAR I — 5 W 2 AR R B A I A RE R -0.01, 95% CT L E 0, HE—Dit
HH O BR A B AE AR 18] i ) 5 2 W s Ak (] i s i VR AN 238, B H2 Aoz, 55—, TAERE &
J1— T AE - 25 P9 — F 0 AR I AR I RUNAB N —0.05, 95% CT AN 0, HE— BB TAF - 23R
E AR [A] i g%k =2 W0 A S e sz o) ok sp A DRI 8 H3 BT, B A 08 o5 i BB 62.5%
H=, TAEREE — O — TAE - 2% 2 ph 9 — W AR NAE A -0.01, 95% CT AL 0, i3

DOI: 10.12677/ap.2025.159490 38 P HE A


https://doi.org/10.12677/ap.2025.159490

ETH

— P U O BRI 5 AT - 22 20 i SR AE A I 18] s 700 v A 2H 43 53 ) 2 00 S A R PR 2 i v e i
A, R H4 G, RGP/ RN b RN 12.5%.

Table 3. Regression analysis among various variables

3. KFLEEMEEFSHT

. . . RS =E EYEEY & E 2
[ )37 R as A & T A &
R’ F B t
AT TAERA & 7 0.03 9.63 -0.17 —3.10%*
TAERA & 7 0.18 3.3%*
TAE - 23R 0.12 21.24
NSk —-0.26 4,97k
TAERE & 7 0.01 0.18
T A B NSk 0.09 10.84 0.04 0.76
TAE - 223 PR -0.29 —5.14%%%

Table 4. Decomposition table of total effects, direct effects and indirect effects

T4 BHN. BEEMNKEIES R SRR

95% & 15 X [

iH BONAE FrifEiR
TRR LBR
SRR —0.06 0.06 —0.17 0.05
[B]BERL L -0.07 0.03 -0.13 -0.02
HERN 0.01 0.05 -0.10 0.12
Table 5. Estimation results of the Bootstrap method for indirect effects
3% 5. [EENAY Bootstrap J7E{diT4E
. N o 9S%E{EX I N
Az MNAE  hRAER AEXS A BN
TR ERR
AR 8] S g — O AR i — 32 0 248 J2% -0.01 0.01 -0.03  0.02
TAER T 1 — TAE - 2% 3 98— 0 47 % -0.05 0.02 -0.10 —0.01 62.5%
TAEN T S — OB — TAE - 23— FEMERE -0.01 0.01 -0.03  —0.01 12.5%

8.6. WM MILLE

K Amos26.0 H4 175248 5 BRAL S5 44 5 15 0T AR I R] R ) (BRAZ SR G0 < AR ) K ) ON i =0
AR, G R BRI R A B (X¥df=2.48, CFI=0.93, TLI = 0.92, RMSEA = 0.07, SRMR = 0.05)

K PROCESS [#] Model 83 it — 5 far S0 HRAA7 SR G0 AE T AR 18] g 5 0 3R B R R AR, 2551
Wiz 6 Fiow, CLOERMERNSE AR R, AR B 77 83 60 m T OB BL(B = —0.14, p < 0.05), BRAZZE
9 2 A7 ) T O BEAR BB = —0.12, p < 0.05), HRAZZ5EG0 5 TAER W] i g 1958 B0 O BRAR I B A 3% 1F
A FRIE (B = 0.15, p < 0.01). 6B 25 0 AE T AR 8] 775 OB M IR T 35 2B 5, IR & 1S
13 EI5GE

DNdE— D BRI S SR R R RS0, AT (T PR R A AR I ] 20 S AR, X THIRHRAL S5 4 1)
WA SR Kb, AR R 7 67 ) 50O B AR (b simple = —0.23, ¢ = —3.66, p < 0.001); Xf T4 #
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MR S 2% (1 v 2 AR L A p G ok Ut A N 1 s 7 68 o AR I 14 I 12 90000 11 P AN 822 (b simple = 0.12, 1 =

1.03, p > 0.05).

Table 6. Regression analysis among various variables

6. FLEEMEFSNHT

[ 575 s SR AL

AL

RZ

WA HER
F p

CVEES (87 4id
95% CI

t

B AR

AR [

UL S5

0.06

TARRF Sy < B A%

—0.14
—0.12
0.15

6.42%%%

[-0.25,-0.03]
[-0.24,-0.01]
[0.04, 0.27]

—2.54%
—2.15%
2.68%*

8.7. HWIFHT R PN NERE

R

L

04
03
0.2
0.1
0
-0.1
-0.2
-0.3
-0.4

AR 18]

=& = {[LHRALZE
== B IR JZ 2

Figure 2. The moderating effect of job grades
[ 2. BREIFRAVETIHE

R ZE 5 o A i g 1 i B S A S AT A B, S5 IR AR 7 P e SRR SS9 S L,
B A BN N-0.02, 95%(1) Bootstrap B 15 X [A]24[-0.04, —0.01 A 0, BEBIEE P AN EE; 4
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