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Abstract

As a core concept in the research field of work and non-work boundary management, boundary
segmentation preference reflects the subjective tendency of individuals to establish and maintain
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clear boundaries between work and non-work roles. This paper systematically reviews the conno-
tation, measurement tools, antecedent variables, results and adjustment mechanism of this concept.
It is found that boundary segmentation preference is influenced by individual factors such as per-
sonality traits and demographic variables, as well as situational factors such as work characteristics,
organizational culture and social culture. The effect on individual well-being, work attitude and be-
havior follows the principle of person-environment matching. Preference has a positive effect when
it matches with environmental supply, and mismatch leads to negative consequences. Future re-
search can focus on the dynamic characteristics of boundary segmentation preference, the interac-
tion mechanism with technical pressure, cross-cultural applicability, and the development of inter-
vention strategies based on matching theory.
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1. 3|

13 BB BORI gk B IEERZE I AN TAE ST BRETFHL. RIS TR A A A2 7
ARG Je, 15 TAE S e ARSI A H a8, FHEM TEHEE. ARMESESETHA
2P NI B ERL, mEIP AR E A E B N HT & (Wan et al, 2025). fEX—H R T,
MG E I TAE S EIE R T, DL o 31808 G 1 m s, R 2230 3 5 AR A 0 3
AU ) B U (Vaziri et al., 2020).

14945y E i (Boundary Segmentation Preference)fd ™A M = M A5 B2 7E TAE A (0 59 TAE A 2 1]
TR I LEREIE I A AR B (Kreiner, 2006) o T & BE 3 EIAMAED “ #1357, Segmenters), A1 A
TAUETAEESRAZRES AN NI A, BAREAEE TAER ] A BT . T i & 0 MARED “BE&H7
Integrators), fifI 150 fE452 TAE 5 A IHSUR A BgE, aEdrE TIEN AALBE TAEH 5, [FIn-taefegh
N NFELE LAER A N (Kossek et al., 2012).

55y Fl w0 2 BRAR AR AN B AR 53R AR M iz O &, el 7NN 1 FHS I3 1 ) B A
A FE(Kossek & Lautsch, 2012). AR¥E AR, M i 37 A4k 3E 0 Sk bR AN [5] AR 7% e 18] 1) 4 €
e (Clark, 2000). FFERIN, ZHAMMRR) S EMREF 5 H AL 1) 92 bRl S a6 AEAHULECIN ,  Refs A BaR T TR
W R E R AR IR (Meng etal., 2025); |RZ, #PFHAILE, WIFE 551 K TAE K EE M S ANE 26 FE 34 (Allen
ctal., 2014). WEAR, AMEEZ)RIK) L FHE BAIE 0 T4EFF TAE 53 AP RARRNAER, HaX M EH
2= BRIANMA I 20 1 5/ [R] T A7 AE 22 5 (Brogle et al., 2024; Ziedelis et al., 2025). B, RN 14 55 E
U S FAE ML, ACE BT 38 M58 TAEFRED AW, WA e A AR TAEBGE . XX
FF O LS TAE S A - P P gt 1 3 2 1) SR AR 5 SE R A 7

2. BEARRESEICEM
2.1. %D EZRE
55y B iR T 14 S FR18 (Boundary Theory). 1ZFRW¥ TAE S5 ZKIEA AP A BB A R A1 31k
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4k, AR R AR TR 1% L4k 2 [A] 31T 10 S 1 (Clark, 2000). 1 FtRHIE L3528 P (Permeability, —
AN ) 76 ZRHEN 57— AN AT R BE ) N R 54 (Flexcibility s 3 3 AT AR 9 AT 75 SR US4 8k Tk IO RERE ) o 34
T BT T A2 A 1 35 52 VAN RIS P I BRAEDIRAS 19 2 W1 5 o

EMES e B, R0 B R 2 S IS VI AR A R S AT X . %, R0 HI5%K
W 8 AN R S B I F TSR B B ARAT A, W AR AR AR R RA N 55 5 R 3 fE 56 b AR & 4%, i
Uf BRI, SRBE A SEBRT B, A AR BRI A A — 8 L4, 2017). Hik, HA GBI
MU B A Ty E TAE SHE ARSI SR (1 SCRp A BE IR, an ik N3G Rk AR B34 i O R
AR, B ) T8 2 T 45 T HEMA 2 TH R A (Kreiner, 2006). fefa, TAE - FKEEM KRR TAE
RN SR RE A 60 B2 R 2 18] IR B AN AR 28 BT 5 35010 £ €4 R 98 (Greenhaus & Beutell, 1985), 4545 #1412 5
WP RAEE I E BN R, EREA S IFIE 2 (Yuetal., 2018). BAMIXSHES 2 AR AR, A BT ErfiHE
fife 11 5 5y B o AE AR - SR SR 70 o AR Ry B 1 6

2.2. TRIDEAE

R EMmEF A AT, EEESED R, RIS - BT B IR 2 .

TAE - FKEEDF W (Clark, 2000) 8 H, AMACE IR EE L I 8] 5 0B SRR o TAE S 52 s,
1M Allen 25 A\ (2014)7E SEIERE b iF— 00 LA IT TR P03 AT A RN AU L 5, eAT3LF e 740
B B ER AR . A AL B T REYE 5B 1 (Ashforth et al., 2000): 5 RIE AL MARELE N
MEAT A BV, mBIEEN RS — AR N A SR A P I R G T SRR
BEMIRRRE, AT PR AMAAE 3 - BEGIEL ERIALE (Bulger et al., 2007). 4/ MALF 10 58 B 7
5 LB FURSAHUTEC R, H e W 42T (Allen et al,, 2021).

MBI ORAF BRI AL A SRR, MRG0 TR A BR AN N B (Hobfoll, 1989). TAEXTHE
ARSI BE, AT R T RAMRI R S SRS B IR I FR AR, KRR R 2 HEB KL
JIRNL e TEX R, I B i 3y 1 EE B R At i 2 50 1RO B 0500 A 4T 5 2
BERAR, W TARBIE W R M BRI BN BURR, BRI A TG B AR AR, AR 36 5 B i 32 4 47 T s
it B8 5 (W et al., 2022) X —HLHIHE R T 50U CRAF B8 5510 S 31 0 I (1) Y TE R4S

N - FRBEUCECH S R AR T B A O () PR SE 2 — . ZEIR N, MM TESES
AT AIFEAEB A NBRASE By T R 8, T2 YR T 3 2 A I VL ECFE FE (Edwards, 2008). 7510 58 #AF 74,
KRR TR B b AR AL A A e P 220 5790 A2 B 5 A A S bR Ak 1) 7 B S
AR, R TRE R S 1 OER M A TARW R R, UMW S8 MAF(EIC R R R, T
VB - KEEM RN, SEAR R 2 PER(Wang etal., 2023). B — I R Gkt — 48, 1 A4S I
XoF AR IR FEA B A BIE ST, ELCC 2 U ) SR 20N AT e 5 12 2 (Cobb et al., 2025).

3. JBF S ERFHIME

LG BRI TR 7 RGeS SN R LR . I TTH, Kossek % A(2006)7F &
TR AR, BRI B AR 2 R R TR AR @A T, ML,
Kreiner(2006) % il (R N 4xtil, KA 731l ) 0 AP AN ERE: TAR > BT O TARHERRAE R 2
A A RS BE 73 H i 1 CR X BEHEBRAE AR Z Fh) o 1Z RIS 8 ANt “ Fe A B AE KBS
I TARSESSATIN” ), TP MRS B TR S i A B G el Sl . HAT, ZERIMN
oAz, H O EES T HOESS R A RIS SR CRINEE . 2020).
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4. AR SERFHRTEEER

WRG IR 22 93 T AT T S oy s A i 2 WA R MM TAES AR, Haifh=
MRIHAT T RGHRT

4.1. MEER

ANMEZT AR R F W . N AR E A A ARSI R ST MAR
T R SE A ), R A R R A DR A DA K B Bt R B B SR ) 40 1 (i (Kossek & Lautsch,
2012).

N 2 B[RRI S B b HAF g 5. AR T 501, Lot i TR UL S S50 1
CUSE IR B RRET L HME, RURIEE Z R EETE, 185 RO 38 A0 A5 05 ) (Powell & Green-
haus, 2010). FriL it sidt— B4R, SN ANMERAFEZ BAEH : Frf A GeM B0 53 1 5 T4
FANE, R T4 TARSUSAZ KRN s T A5 GoU (W) Lo J0) B 300 5% B A €6 N [RD, 4 g
TR K B A8 e 5% TAE 3535 (Amirkamali et al., 2024).

BRibz 4b, R BRI IS S AR BEEDIAR DG, B I TR SR A B AT 7R 2, TR A B
AR R T R RIG (R SRR, 2021) 0 M EIN R FIRE R SCBER m R 2 SE A N R S B R A
R AU ) T HEAE AR SREERIR N, T AR A N R SR AR U TR E R EN AR E s Sk
[ B 2% iR ZU A 22 B A A R I, il U B R BE D B 2R (Ashforth et al., 2000).

4.2. TEEHRLER

TAESHLZ M 3R F E AR TAERHE . HEUSURISUT KNS . E TAERHE T, TAEE e
E EL AR 5 1D el A7 A A B SR s (A T B, AT R T BV T BT A P i A A i e R )
H1, A TAEERA G W55 &k TAE - JETAEMZ(Kim & Hollensbe, 2017). HFFR A, TAEMTT 2 TAE
WFBEMEEEBNFE R, o & i TR SRS ENE N 2R TAE K EEr9(Weiss & Ortlieb, 2024).

TR A E T, SV R T RER Arar i, (w0 5000 01 L] Bed 8 R AR, i sk or#1
XHRFRALZ AN BT A T H RS H o BUm b, 32w  E AR e B I AR 5 BE i R (Kreiner,
2006). FENHEAEF A LA SCHEMER, R FEAIAE AR Ak (1 mT S P T 22 (2 35 e e A 1 10 L4 BT
A(Reinke & Gerlach, 2022).

TEGUS R ETH, 85 A T 00 A5 8k G VS RCRE BT 03 T A B R AT Oy B B3 5
MR AF— 30T, T AR B EEMOIEAT AR R TR #0258 RIS AR, 2T
THI N P 67 T S B A ™ B (S SE RS, 2021) R4, 300 5745 B SR W ot WAk A2 AR 60 14 2 M0 2 A A 4381 i 47 ]
AR REAT, 2T SRS AR LA TAE A 1) E Z % (Haun et al., 2022).,

43. £ E®m

TEH BB T, AR TS E Vb BT B 5 30 6 B PR AR LA ARRAE,  3X —RRAIE S YR T 0%
R AR SR SO ME S 2 i R 3L AR A

PASR R NAZ O B 2 A A, 43 TAE 5 AR TAR S 8] (1100 5 R AR B ORI MLk, 5k R,
2016). AMATE TAEEEE A 75 B SE4E R BRI RN, BIME E B i T TS A5S riEmor &), et
M LR LA TAER A A A AL A B PR TAE YRR . IR ZHRE, I8 RAE A E S 7E B8 R ) 5 175 I
gz PRt A, Higir@ R R A NS B S Bm 44 (T L7245, 2016). A TAESER A 1) 2%
B[] DAY B ERR A5 B R A Y S R SR IR, AMA BRI 0 B ARG S, R R PR G R 2
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MR R Z YR L. R R T L T S AE P 5 AN SO S AR 3R Es,  fE A B SR
N, MR LA T 5 FM G I B LN 2 Ol 42, IR, 2019).

SRR 32 SOSCA BRI A AT 25 B AR ST AT, 3 — 205k T TR STk 1) 5K 2 5 35 (1) 4 22
P, MYIME JE 152 Wi A A4 32 5 17 (0 T BSG(R D, #45F, 2016). 5877 STHOCEMAMEILE S B FRFIA
[, o SO BT 0 A 18 e R L AR AL B B BRI AR B 5%, XA TR BN
BB G RRRE, B P RAR 7 AR AT A A B m I OB A [ ORI 44, 2021). BARTT S, 4
A SO BE AT Re A AMAAE 00 B SRR T AR SRR RS, o ik RV (i 4773 0 1 MA B /D 2 5 %
kHFRK.

AR TR SR B A B4, DR 7 i FVE B B AR 52, 2019). EFERR, AME
FE N AN RIS 38 FHE B VR RIS 20 R IZE AL SRS . 2 e RoRIE TR R SRIE I &, Wi i 4
FERIRI SIS, AR T O T DR R AR RS, s T A VR SR ORIE T 08 R LT N G, AN B ]
REURFF ) . IXPhIE T o0 BB AR FE T A it 0 A B X, BRI 1 B S AN 5 R0 I
TR Z RO 41, PI0EN, 2019), tEREPE 7 1 A BRAE A B SO BE T fe BT A AR B (R,
i, 2016).

5. AR SRRFHEREE

BTy R LT AT S M AR AR TARS AT, X — TSR %0 WS . LA T R
B, RPN AR BRI 2R O &R, T A A DT S

IR A, DR EMRGES TAE - E TR 2 EE EM, BRI BReE M, A5G0 T
P - A LAEMRIK Tl (5 R4, 2017)0 X —S5 RAT RS HH T 29 MA R ZUA B 40 1, H SERRIA ST I8 gtk
THERZIBERS, WRBE A T . CAEWIORISCR 71X — k. HE B PSRN N 55 B SRR 3
REIR 55 0 2 B I 5 TAF - FEEM R Z B AR &R, AULECA A2t 74 J7iEHE (Wang et al.,
2023).

5y BV AR R 6 R A RE RO T UC RO B o WF R, IRl 23 AR P8 BB AR NAZ
TAEWEE TR, XA G R BRI RS (Becker & Lanzl, 2023). #—2Wt a7~ 7 FH 2 4+
TR 2 5 S i 4 P R 50 1 FH 52 B S R0 ) = A8 FLR M, $Ros AR U 5 5 e AUk 1) 52 L
TERFELGEEHFROK A, TR, 2021). R AES T, I R M2 550 5 5 S
o PRI B A AR A FES AR DG, HL A B i 1Y 58 15050120 A 5 R S AR I 1) 1R 1) 9 FR (Haun et al., 2022).

RTEFEH R ERGE— S ICER, 5 TR RS, sk B e e
7 IFA U, 5T TR A FERRAC, QR b . [EAERRE, 2400 Tomi oy #0035 8 i 5
G, 0 A AR B EPERGEETAT A 0 SR s s P E (R SRR AT, 2021)0 X RINERAR, T i
FLUE AR S R T ARIFRUCECRE RS, 2 5em 6 TR O RIS A TAEREL. MESIMAE, Z RIS T
N - FREEUCECEAR A% O s BRI 1 VT e R B B — R 25 5 RS TN T A 45 SR (Kreiner, 2006).
Je BT B S 0 0 — D UG T 14 S i DU R R B T TARAT A RAFAL))(Wang et al.,
2023; Meng et al., 2025).

R TAER S H, BRI C ol 55 B m i F 78 1 B2 BE D 3. W90 R, AR
{5 FH DA 080 S B TAE KRR g, o 338 & R LR AR AR 22 57, R R R
PRI WA T AR (Becker & Lanzl, 2023). X —KBURR, 857 I A E LR AMR R RS, @&
ISR IE MR ARAE AT, RS2 T I AR R 2R B AGRE . EIRE DA E ST =T,
P A X — AL T il T T it 22 5¢ H 2 (Ollier-Malaterre, 2023).
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6. iRTiESRFRE
6.1. MEMEWEEZRE

LGy EVREF A R BT FE C B TE BB 7e B AR A R, G 5 Sk oT ik 1 EARBILAE LR D7 T .
HRAEMS R, MHRHE T E 1 B (R0 P, X 1 B S H  TR  SI S R i
RKM, PRI EHFEEANG . HIUCRIGS SMIM ST T AR 5 X . IR R, o
FEE TR RIRRAER S A - FREULACHAE, L 5 S m i iK% s S 7 FALE SR 4L T
ZIUHAMYEAC LA . BRESHER I, 2T AREK SPGB AR R 17 EFamitE, T2
B SCAL LE BT FUa 7R 1 ST B AN AL 570 F i e 1) B2 B8R A T o vl [ 2 thAE R A T
R, BRIRIE 1 R T RAE R B 5 N E I, B I S S A AR A SO R
R OLS RIS, OB ER T 0 TR - g BEAR A T BAT U XA SHIE S . iRE
FESCERR I, MW LSS e N AL TAF - K THBOR . & B AT AT 0 LR AR R IBGE (1
L FHE TSRS SR At T I SCARAR -

6.2. MRER/BRERK 7=

S G oy Bt U OB SR TR, (BB TR, RSt s e gt 1
G

S, ERUBI, IS R R ATk, B SRR 1. SRR SR
M HIE, GWIEEE LB RBERE, DURERH T SRRl 5 25 A B2 9 (0 3 45 508K

B, EMERMR, ARGI0F IR KL BRI AR (0 NARRE IR, SATHTIE S ELFHE 21,
G i 2 B H R ) B IR HARHEAE, 52 AT hE B R AT 5 4T A — B BB (Mueller et al,
2023)e ARFHE—BIREIAEH A i 18] B AR A R Be b (2l 25 A e o

B2, AR SHOERI, B TIESRSEE SOV IR R # S, (EHOR N 532 S RAE
AR FIHLA HARAT BIFE 4R 7s o ARORWE TR i A RS HoR . BOR BB A A T 74
RN R, DT AR T AR 3 SEBLI R R AR (S -

B0, ESCOE PR, DUATRLG0 3T TR L o [ SO B
FPEOYAT AR AR . ZEXISCUTS R, TARSUR I AR TR SR BB AR T BN S, T Ik 2
FHREHE. FIL, ARTIFIFRA LRI R, DRI ORI 0 0 LGSR

S, (ETBUATTE, G B BT CAR AL U B B 5 DL A (I 1, (LT
JREETE SR DL T BRSO ARR BEZ . ARSIFESEITALIE, WTEE R AL SUBOR . A HE I
MR TT R, R LSRR AT R GV A -

SR, RS RT T, DA% RAR T R RGBS, 40200 T 4 31T 51
M5 RS A BTSRRI . AORWETURIES & SR ORI, IR AR IL T or Bl i 2 AN )
BRI T R TI S, AR FOM A S 2 T
7. %58

LGy BV E g TAE 5 AR TS B O, ERE P ABAEONPIZHE ST,
JEBLH TE N B R R ANME . ARG T ix WUk T ke St e, B E T S E . &
TRIF AR E T AR TR 5 25 RN A6 1 5 BT TT IR 5t o ARRMT T N FEL i SRy 770 1 i 4 1) 3 250
WAL BORIEL 530 Al 052 BAE ML SCUIE SE O FE G5 R TR R0, 2 T SERT 7T &
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BEXI R TR, B U AMARALE H 2 B0 A AR 5 AR 00 2 (AR 20l B AP RS o JUHAE b [ SCAE
TSN, IRNSZHR A L SO o0 1 S8 B A A IR R = BRI AL, ke — P R B iU BRIk R,
2 B RE ) 5 SEERAR SV AT FUHESE

B oW

AR SR SCHR B 708 BOARER MR, L RTIIIT SO A SCERIR AR SRt 7 B[R I i A
R MR B0 b 5, AR LR E T .

SE K

BRI, #11Q2016). BT AR L SCETIMER TAER B UG R, #EA L FEHIFX, (21), 6-15.
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