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PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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B EATEAIATRTHITERAAAEZRFA ALXERFAGAERLRT, RAF
BB ERRERREA BB FRGELELERANFTF MR, RAFTRIA R 722 £ 4
BREAZATEE AR TH LM R RBRR T - T4 5 2047,8 B SRR 230 A#
FEM, 2RF SN FBEANNEFERLRE, PIRERAAAEZRETRLL 1T ARE , &
A IR EE REAER FFAEEIAEE BERAEMT, LA RFABHE, THS TE

AAAR T AT I LR,

KR mEALA L E AR R M BN

HE 55 :B841.2 XEARERG A
1 5|5

TAHE - REERHRP M E/ERANEREL ST
ARG, —BUERZ BN FARAN)IZRE (Allen et
al. ,2020;1i et al. ,2021) . BUEBIZTFEI T H A
B2 1) T gl 4 L 1] 1 XU P, B R S AR
REE BAHRZ M , S TE <X BRI R 43R th 8 3 2%
(Vaziri et al. ,2020; Wayne et al. ,2020) , TA4E - %
ARG, MNMEE T ERMRERG P HIT S
s , & — S A LT Kt e, I E D ngE o
BB H5KERD, T RN AR, 1 A e
2&(Clark ,2000) . TAEfE B ( Yuan et al. ,2023) 3%
TR (Dong et al. ,2024) S0 IR

SR, TAE - K s M MR R L
FERE” , BRI TAE A T R E BT R G 7, 20
PARAZ AWM IAR. N THRBEX R,
Friedman F1 Lobel (2003 ) ¥ E LG A T X — 45
B AT RS SO TAERMDN AABNERTS
MEMEWME) — B E, TEXMHEBERT, M’
SRIDAEAE” % TAE R F A 5 AT B9 A (E 00 A AR 7 A
SR E 2 MiP AR S0E B TE, R
F RPN B FUE DBA B TAE D . XA LR
B TR RSP, R R T e A AR R
A T R AR RS RIPUR R

AR BN B S R SO — B0 AR B R R
B TEFMAESL R IK B C O, i
FRVEAT 8 B 321 ( Kemis & Goldman, 2006 ), Van
den Bosch #f Taris(2014) ZE T A - FFEE VLA BB
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R T BAMA G E L, 38 MATER E 1
BT ESSKEEERRE, AT, XWAEISER
BB B 5 TUAE — 23 5T A (B WL I 2R 7E —
o TAES R R M0 AR AR B
PERRFE A HTY R . A U, RER R R
WA IWAANEFLLE R BIFAERR , R, T - K
BE ST FE IR ANG o [E)HE 7 i A S (B WIE e
BEMHEBR . BERFREERTA RS HA G, T/E
REDRRIEELE S T - REFRER, FFEZ
WM A R BB (B 1, 955 ,2020) . 7E
R T TAERE s SR 5 DL O R RS, L
VER SR GE L SEEATS AR BB ME — T AR S
( Wayne et al. ,2019) ,

A, RERUIRRIA T B ER TR - K
D T B A S AN KEFA R R Mz
YEZE XT3 (Friedman & Lobel ,2003) , 303 T
AHEW L6 B2 R 2Rl ) TAE R R M B2
( Greenhaus & Allen,2011) ,{H X5 E A 2 535 i S A48
MAETEEAR, HRAAMENLER , T
BRI S TIE - ZKIENEMPIF, Wayne & A
(2019) 42 3 T UL FC LA LA/ KIEE LR,
FHRe 8 SR RS AR/ FREE T A B B ] A )
AEE NS HANEMERMRLTR N R
B2 KR EA T BRI

TE“ PLREC(fit) " B & -, Wayne 25 A (2019) f
A — 1B DUEC 3 38 (Person — environment fit, P
- fit) sp 42 ) (1900 & DL AC 9 J7 5 (Edwards et al. ,
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2006) , 3@ A~ A B B S HAE T AR 85 BE I
BAGHEM AT BCRE B, LB AL AE T DL AC A FL 5K
K, BRI & Ty s 5 S G — 2o, S0
AR EI AT R

g; Bk LA W B LR R R ET
BRI AR - KBS A A - BRI AR
&, AT B EMEE TAE A E T AR
ST B — 2, 5B 4 R A R A A R R
H5EIMHZAEMAR, RN Tz &
AMETR EM=H,

B L AR/ 28 B )2 T 1) B SE A LASh , Wayne 45 A
(2019) h7EBFFT 4R H , % DU FR W0 F B ST MR R ok
RSO HE Hof dE TAR G s rh B B S8, B R
THIRR AL BIREFTy 1, LA-4 10 S A R
JIB AR ENL A ICACAR B R S M 4540 o
WABFE L, B H M AR TR SR B E S,
AT AN B TR 54 TR A& 158 SRR LT IR
. (Kernis & Goldman,2006) , —I X F LA F
A AR MER TR R, METEA R A
MBS EA B[R], 9 o e AR R R K e AR 8 Hp )k
W PUTE 27 A R B3 L #A 8, o B8 L5 (Sheldon et al.
1997) o K, B S M 0 & T B 00 A A A
)RR E R A B, DIE R SEHEI R BRI IR A
7 G5 ) LS P AT

BHS TR AR, RRR A RTBE
THHLEDAR. HET E—R, S M HEER
TR SR 22 47 55 SR ORI AR & b 0 TR 22 5K S 3 R
(#2£,2016) , Z47 O & BN ME TAEM A IE S H)
“H=F5Y” (Ashforth et al. ,2000) , 4T X FRIEE
PR, A 2R e SO AMRTE TAE IR E A 50
BB AT B — R 3R AR PSR B 0 W 43 9 7 3
(Stebbins,2008) . E4FZ 52 RNE BT A —Fh
JE(Berg et al. ,2010) , KINEBHNMEEHSS
IRRTEB BT 9 (Petrou & Bakker,2016) , 245 i 2
— MR R R . M TR T MR K
e SRR AN B SCIRERR , it 2 2 3l 2 AR R B AR R v
ZWYENFRFM (Berg et al. ,2010) ,MEEF S 5% 4
REEIAEI H B ] E ORI E A E T E (Par-
ker et al. ,2010) . 5 JF () 2 4 R IR B 4 ISR TR,
REAE & 46 L 4E 3& B f B 47 % (Bennett et al.
2018) , 38 FH 1% 2% ( Rubenstein et al. ,2020) , %

A RN ) S TR R EN T e 4 S vy Tl

BN T AE 2 H 15 7 2 KK 2 1 (Powell et al.,
2019) ,

B FRATEIT I A BB ST NI AS 25, N Se
AT R AN ES . TSR E S M
TEEMER, BRERS TR ZKE ST
MBI, AR Wayne 48 A (2019) B, ¥ & 07 H
SEME AR AR PR SRR I g AR R B AT AR R
E) K )R S H A AL e 3 A —
HMBE” , IERAS TAE/ &R LA —S0W
MBI RIR , WX 217 8 A B a] K )
MEE S SENENEM T CE A — SR
LIRS 4, DL XS [F] 90 B S PR B AH LBl
BDREMHAT EERR

25 L RTR, VS EC A A B A R R B B T
BT B AR 4 T AR MR ST SRR AR
BT Z I AE AR R S ERLH], IRR = A
R TAESN S DR R 2, AT RIRE
L BRI S TE T SR, H AT E B> AL RS
PUAR R AR TAE S DL B 57 B S AT
WA RENE TR, BT A LR
= HTEHA AR LT B4R T, BB 0 Je SeAR R
MR REMINE T A,

2 MWEE5FE
2.1 K

KRR, @ S BT REATR
NAE A REAS SR I (6] R B 6] g 8 W) w4 Rl 5 8 2
PR 2 HMEA, F—RINERBIERIES 1 H
TR T E 43 IREBEME S RAEE R R 8 A ER
—BUMEAE B A R OhR DR BR AL 407 5 — R )6
RROE BRI 2 BT EINER 4T,

FEAS 135830 722 A4 R BR LA AR AR 4,
HIBRAEZ BT a4 sl it K B B AE B AR & 55
TGS , A BB R 660 4, B3R
F91.41% , WA M 397 4 (60.2%) , &k
263 4 (39.8% ), BRI ER K 29.14 (SD =
7.73) TR 7.09(8D =7.41) , 2 KE
FUIF 230 A(34.8%) , 4%t 372 A (56.4% ) , H§i
+ R DA E 58 N (8.8% ), TAERSA NEA ik 140
A (2L.2%), 5 %% 4 b sk & ¥ 4k 102 A
(15.5%) , B7E A 261 A(39.5% ) , =5V B 135
A (20.5%), B AL & @ ;2 T M 379 A
(57.40% ) ,ZLJZEHE 170 A(25.8%) , 2454
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91 A(13.8%) , 528 E 12 A(1.8%),

A 2. — R AR ETERIMEEA 1 SFE
PR T R R E, A 2, B TEN
R A 2 IR A RS 230 £, Hooh 53
157 A(68.3%) .4t 73 A(31.7%) o Bt V-4
#40 27.28 % (SD =4.63) , TN 4. 74 4E(SD

=4.07),
2.2 MELE

VCHC f A B 52 M B & ( Authenticity at Work
Scale from the Fit of Role Involvement Perspective ) 3%
F Wayne 55 A (2019 ) g it iy UC i 4L M B0 S0 B3R
LIRS . B, &2 B HAERRBITHARE
B PR O A2 AR -9 A X SR RS SR R 40 S A ST
Frice, s RINE R b SCRVE IO LR 2
RIIEA . FHIEEL W AGXH X hER#E
1818, D e P SGE 8. &5, B4 D
HEERS S5BUCER . TRAAESHERGSS
TARE LY ( Work Authenticity ) R RE B 5L 1 ( Fami-
ly Authenticity ) F1% # E.5Z ¥ ( Hobby Authenticity )
SR, JSCRIERRY, TAEMKEE T
BERAETI MNRFE, BF AT EERE
FRE S B W g ) SR 5 AT g, E 1T SO 1
b S HABAE RSy B, BB Likert 5 53
(1l =2 AAE,S =%2nE), LERAE
SEETK T B 2 RIS 3 AH A o

R T E L& 3+ M ( Individual Authenticity
Measure at Work Scale, IAM Work ) 2% F X1 2% = F1 £
Ak (XM=, £7k,2016) BT R TE SRR
iR, ZE R KA Likert 7 git4r (1 = RAME,T =
RAFE) AT ELMEN BRI
A =AR o TR ST B £ RS AH I PE
i, EFmS Rtk B R, BRI, R
RTESEKPFEE. AR TEXHEERR R
Cronbach’s o RN 0. 867, EHEFEE . BRI
FFEZ AN ER I =47 48 5 ) Cronbach’ s o &3
A3yR)4 0. 813.0.936 F10. 877,

PR IE 1456 B 7% ( The Recovery Experience Ques-
tionnaire ) % F Sonnentag i Fritz J| %, MK & =
(2023) BT IR B A3 R £, Z R R R Likert 5
Ritar (1 = Z2AFE,5 = Z2fE) , & Hn
1456 ( Relaxation ) . 0> 32 il & ( Psychological Detach-

ment) 3 32 (K5 ( Mastery Experiences ) 7195 il {42 56
( Control Experiences)4 N4EFE, @A~ 4EEA S 4
A% B IRE RS REE i A TR A I PEAl , AR
BT, RUMMEIRE RS, RE AR
F KM Cronbach’ s o RHECH 0. 939, FLFAELE: . L
FRBE S | 2 o A T 11 2 4 A T DA 23 48 2 ¥ Cron-
bach’s o 250435147 0. 860.0. 865.0. 862 F10. 834 ,

THEREXHEF (Work — Family Balance
Scale) 5% & Z5-F A R (2013 ) (BT B TAE R E
VR, MR RR A Likert 5 R340 (1 = B2A
FE,5 =%2FE) 854 a0mE, 5508 LE
RIKBE(WFC) | LAEfE#E K e (WEFF) (KR
TAE(FWC) PR LAE (FWF) , &5 357 )
A& 434315 H. ERNTE TEREY &
2T LA S BMA TAE S REZ MR, L
VER M EFH) Cronbach’s o 2505 0.794, T
EERMFRE THRHERE ZERL T MR ER
HETAE DA 43 45 BE Y Cronbach’ s o 2 3043 51 K
0. 905.0. 857.0. 901 F1 0. 796,
2.3 BBEHNTH

i SPSS 26. 0 XJAEAS AT T B 43 #7175 BE 43
BIARBRER R 5 #T. [ Amos 24. 0 X FEA AT
B e 2R 2347, 5 Mplus 8. 0 47 I & SR fH M
VoL o8
3 #R
3.1 SRAHH

s H RN REA 1 b i g T o e
¥t . EBEBGI it 4k B G, X & R iAs
Sk ik B RG0. BT EKNTE,
VLB SRS 27 % FE A A L3 4 0 e 4
HAMRITH o RAMSIAER ¢ K3 X W H IR E
AR E R F BT E R R T, SRR
B, BT A 25 HIE R - LRG0 40 B - 2 0 22 B
2| P <0.001 BB EPEKF . S EAKETHE
BENREBTESEROAZRENRR, K KHG6.
7.15.16.24 .25 §EGHRXRBUNT 0.4 (EEE
%,2023) B BB R R0 &HER R
a2k BRI ZE 31X 5 Wayne 55 A (2019) IF &
BFEIWEER -2, W MER E&E. MERE&
KEH5EGZHYEEBEMRXLER(r=0.57 ~
0.69,p<0.001), R NFEL,
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F1 PXFEEMFHEZEERTEA ST

H il ¥E t r H ol H{H t r
ITEM -1 ggiﬁ i:gz -15.30*** 0.63** ITEM-15 gz\\iﬁ izi -6.18"** 0.22**
ITEM -2 ggiﬁ i:gi -16.91*** 0.63** ITEM-16 ggiﬁ izg -5.28*"* 0.23*"
ITEM -3 ggiﬁ i;(z) -16.10*"* 0.64** ITEM -17 ggiﬁ i;g —15.52*** 0.65""
ITEM — 4 gzz i:(sz -17.74** 0.67** ITEM-18 gzz i:gi -17.65""" 0.66""
ITEM -5 gziﬁ i:;; -17.70"** 0.68** ITEM-19 ggiﬁ jgz -17.89*** 0.68""
ITEM -6 gziﬁ izz -4.02*"* 0.17*" ITEM-20 ggiﬁ i; -16.39*** 0.62*"
ITEM -7 ggiﬁ iii -4.34*** 0.17"" ITEM-21 ggiﬁ iiz -14.88*°* 0.61""
ITEM -8 ggiﬁ iig —14.84*** 0.57** ITEM-22 gz\\iﬁ i; -17.94*°* 0.69""
ITEM -9 gzg i:ﬁ -13.67°** 0.58** ITEM -23 gzg igi -17.46*** 0.67*"
ITEM - 10 gziﬁ ZZ -19.26°** 0.67** ITEM -24 gziﬁ i?; -4.86*"* 0.22*"
ITEM - 11 gz\\iﬁ i;i -15.88*** 0.63** ITEM-25 gz\\iﬁ ig? —4.23*** 0.20*"
ITEM - 12 ggiﬁ 2;2 -16.24*** 0.65** ITEM-26 ggiﬁ i:ig -16.26*** 0.62""
ITEM - 13 ggiﬁ i:g ~17.87*"* 0.69"* ITEM -27 ggiﬁ iii -14.57*** 0.61""
ITEM - 14 ggiﬁ i;(a) -16.82"** 0.65""

. p<0.001
3.2 RBESH

HERREAS 1 i 660 0378 BOBIE N B RHFTN
W—BMEE SN ERER, PURICERAE
THERFZM NI —EEE R ECN 0.94, K T1E
BN BSR4 B Se Pk 4 R N ER—
BEAE B R B4 0. 88.0. 88 H10.91, [HF& 8 &
Ja, EHFFERNE TEESEN, B RAEA 2, I
MIREAR 2 w1 230 ANA RO A AT IS BE 4T o
SRR, POORCRERA SRR WENGE
9 0.56, Horp TAEFCSE M 5 B B S5 MR R0 2% A B 5K
PESE BE B T A B R B4 5 2 0.45.0.52 F
0.55,
3.3 KBS
3.3.1 #HERMERSH

FENLERUEAS 1 d K2y 50% ¥ g i 4 e 4=
A HEITHRREMER R 0T, Bartlett 3K9E #5: 5 Fl KMO

EERUEHEA A W R AT RRER R 8%
% (y* =4468.40,P <0.001,KMO =0.96) , KA+
o AT MR T 22 SR U 1, I A 3
LERT | BT, B 2 @RS 64.55%

RITLAF AR (SR L4, £ 2£,2024) 2 R
ZH FHTEMBR B2 H R ST — IR R
WR T (1) W72 i A% 5% B iR RN 720
<0.40;(2) ZE XA - 4 B w1
BT =0.40; (3) XM E : & B H R IKM
NETFBATHEIMEZ 2 <0. 15, ARIEARHE2 .3 BB
ZH8.9.17.18,

XTI B 17 A% H R TIRRE LR R 24T,
HERTFBBETRERS XL . RATHED 7
Wi F R T 2285 3 MR T 1 I 1,
55 B H 2R RN 68.01% . IEUL K 3 A
T B8 TAEE S REE SRR H Lk, I
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AR IS TR RN 5 % H
FEEINAFRERELWEN RN S MEH, &
SRS B HIE M ERE M T R E . /K
H T8 ik 2.

*2 BEEETHEE

REHASYE THREREENE FEATME

B

ITEM -21 0.80

ITEM -22 0.77

ITEM - 20 0.75

ITEM -26 0.74

ITEM -23 0.74

ITEM -27 0.71

ITEM - 19 0.70

ITEM -3 0.80

ITEM -1 0.79

ITEM -5 0.77

ITEM -4 0.76

ITEM -2 0.55

ITEM - 10 0.78

ITEM - 12 0.74

ITEM - 14 0.73

ITEM - 11 0.71

ITEM -13 0.70

] 8.85 1.52 1.19

Bt ERBRE 52.04% 60.99% 68.01%
3.3.2 WUFMEEZROH

R PR R A SREE XS REA v 53 S — B A FRL )
A B FHEATRAEMER T 0. BERESRER, 3T
FRUC ECH A B BRI — I = N PR ELE R BE R

5, S LG TR R BB , R R M HAUE
(A/df =2.31,CFL =0.96, RFL =0.91, NFI = 0. 93,
RMSEA =0.06,IFI =0. 96, TLI =0.95) , & AR
HALEFEM IR T 0.67, Z4F, TIE . REEL
=AW FHEFEEE CR 415124 0.90.,0. 88.,0. 87,
WS AVE fEH 43512 0. 57.0. 59.,0. 58, {520
R
3.3.3  ABRIORERAE

AR TESEERER IRE AR ERMNL
VERBE A B R A AR, iHEARA 1 18 660 14
BREPE ML R L B R R4 S
bR 511 Pearson AH3C T, 855 403K 3 Bz,

x3 EEAAESHERIGEEKIUE
R IR ICEFE AR

HERs B B B

REMARE  0.74*°  0.65°°  0.66°°  0.67*°
Eve 021 0.24 0.22 0.13

RATHEEME 0.38°*  0.31°*  0.32*°*  0.37*"

&t p<0.01
3.4 BmHAMFEAN

R i 22t 50 UE PR IR 3R A Avd B R AT I & S
PR, LIRS R IR 4. SRR, BEF
(BRI R I TR B ek b, W B AT HE G %
EERIE R R, REBRE KRR Fairss
BB, ACFI ¥/hF 0. 01, ARMSEA /T 0. 015,
FURESEELAL

F4 REAHEXHERBUNNESEES T

SBY df CFI TLI SRMR RMSEA (90CI) ACFI ARMSEA
EASME 377.084 232 0.965 0.960 0.040  0.044(0.035,0.051)
BEE 391.409 246 0.965 0.962 0.046  0.042(0.034,0.050) 0. 000 -0.002
BRE{H  422.680 260 0.961 0.960 0.049  0.044(0.036,0.051) -0.004 0.002
TeHSEE 455.920 277 0.957 0.958 0.060  0.044(0.037,0.051) -0.004 0. 000
4 g SKFHIEAR . DCEEHLA B a fAMEAT 5

s BRI, AR R R T B R R
VCPCHRAR HSC R R TA L BIT, B R T H
SORPCEC A H S B R, BITRERE S 17
WA, =R TAER G 8 E) FKER
AR (S BWREE ) MZEE B (7 HEH)

i B rE R BoR BTG I SUR IS BCH A
HIMBREFARDERT  FEMNERET,
H SRR PC AL A SR R = AT —
AR R EIZER R, EEE
GER R RPN R B MBSk 2 T

MENLAIUE BOR A , MR — PR & R 1, AR
P B L FEF R W RIS, BAE RS T b
WA B 5 IR, H] BRI () A 14 KA (% A,
2001) o A, 4R D K S A 1) 25 BT 16D 6 R 4 T
BB R, BRIRE MR LIESZ

T oA RIENMEIT IS M UE A A LS A
TH S R E R, LR 3 MRILERT 1
B R T, — B = B ARG HAn 2k B A G
B, BRETEHWRL

BRI BE i G R R B, o SRR VS AR A
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RS0 A SIRE KRR B E EM
Ko WRE IR i 28 B AR B T8 S B ASIK
3% 3l , 2EJE AR I 18] Y 1 B AR 32 3 2 #R AR IE
[ B S AR Bk T (BB TR, 225048, 2022 ) , T DL
PEALA FCSC PSR 1A AR KR I
AT R S Z 1] B PC B AR, ELSE PRSP g 1
(ARAE AR T AR I 8] BEAE X 2 BE 0 e TS A 8 14
i [EDRG A7 AR HE TR R AR F- 4R R o H SURRIE
Bl M MR R U B S TR R ETF
EREIEMK, Wayne A (2019) #H, THE - K
FEMR S FEARE EPEREAR, T TR - REEH 4
T S AR E ST R . P SUAR UL FC A L Se R R
R SRS S R TESYER B IEMRK, ILE
MARLIER TREF WA TR SELEL
MERTE , BEBXT Bt — ML AT B SE B (e,
SEEEMENMEA —ERE 8Bk,

B PRI R4 (R T4 R B, P SCRRIL i
A ESL LB RTE B MM PR A T R 940 1Y
B WTEAR RIEAIRZE T ZME, B TS
SEE LV EE SRFEMTAEEE, —H =W T4
T2 E BBHAREAS B [RIPE R A o BA TR 4 B
MEE

FSYENTTI=I AP I AQUALTE W N i e P s
W& 3 YR, o B TAE T R B &
FHESEAEE I 17 2 H . BRAF-BUEER
0.94, EM(FE N 0.56, ERMEHLMHIr RIF,
BRI BERSR , IR B0 BRI B 2/ Am v, REAS I3 R UL IR
A B SR FIN B R 2, W AR S Al A T AL
A BT A AN R T H

S 3k
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Reliability and Validity Test of the Chinese Revised Version of the
Authenticity Scale from the Fit of Role Involvement with Values Perspective
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Abstract ; This study revised The Authenticity Scale from the Fit of Role Involvement with Values Perspective within the Chinese cultur-

al context to examine the authenticity levels of adults. Convenience sampling was employed to select working adults to test the reliabili-

ty, validity ,and cross — gender measurement invariance of the scale. A total of 722 working adults were surveyed,with employee authen-

ticity ,recovery experience ,and work — family balance serving as criteria. Eight weeks later,230 individuals were randomly selected for a

retest. After conducting factor analysis and cross — gender measurement invariance testing,the Chinese version of the scale was finalized

with 17 items divided into three dimensions ; work authenticity,family authenticity,and hobby authenticity. The model demonstrates good

fit, as well as satisfactory reliability and validity,indicating that it can serve as an appropriate assessment tool for evaluating the authen-

ticity levels of Chinese adults.

Key words: authenticity from the {it of role involvement with values perspective ;reliability ; validity ; measurement invariance



