LoBIEERE 2023, Vol. 43, No. 4,321 - 328
PSYCHOLOGICAL EXPLORATION
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2 LB R B 40 OB R B MEE W EL S FIR
B, FER AT 4 LU B R R B R A B, B
KFERN Y ILBITE IR AT SRR E (T =
15 %:,2018) , BSHE ) ( Tumnover Intentions ) 3§ 1F
FE TAEM TR B 32 L LAE K A7 19 Sl HL R0 [k
P, 22 B WU = AR WY S AT E WL R (Martin &
Thomas,1979) , A5 &K M, B C 1 LIE ERAT
KF IEI R A, A~ A% B 8 AR 1) 7K T W0 i 22 388 15 ( Lo-
erbroks et al. ,2014) 7 B , W E L4 LA TR 5
HASR B ORI (1 55, TR R, 2017 5 JE 305 4%,
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BrE Ol SR B LB R 1] Z TR B S R, R HE
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SN (Lee et al. ,2014; Gittell et al. ,2010)
T H. A - [ R AT S PR BB TAE AL i
B A B3 187K - ( Bellingrath Weigl & Kudielka,
2008) , 2 iAFFE i (Tajfel & Turner,1979) FiH
RN EAREEL (Tyler, 1989) 48 Y, AR 7E TAE AL
32 2 i TAE Pk R AR MA R TIESERITT N
AEEZENEZW, N RN TART M550
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W, B NRE N, X R R E HEH S P RZ
FEZ RN RIS E, FRMABRME 5 CEHA
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T KK (Alev & Bozbayindir,2021) , Khan(2014)
DL R HARAT MOl A B3 A sk, SR AR A e 4
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LA R RIS, B 25| A oF 21 4 1) £ T 1 48 A0 47 ThE
W BB R R L (20 J75,2016) . BHBIAK
NAREIE Y AMELEE Z BIA A N8I, A5 TE
B B HBE R FE L, IG5 R MEXTH R
PR, PR B CGIRE, FB2411,2018) , AR
1 SR — BRI iR B 15 45 18 B 3, 7E4 1 9 35
FERERTFAE, FFRsI R RE” AL, AR
EACER B AR . Bk, BrE R H3 AL RAE
T SCRTREZERT H - WIS 5 m 2 LB B R &
6] Z [ RE 2 AR
1.4 ARAGZHRERERREILEAE -5
R&ArE BREGZINHGER

PEBA B 0380 5 R RAR T LW AAEE—E M
FERX R, BRI, ) 5 T 82 7 RER S IR
FFIINIE], R TN BN B 03 B T B AR A 2
MHWEZEEER WA SR R TTEPURAE, —
BT Mt FVE R RIAE N B B ) 7 A BB e i
YER] (Zhang et al. ,2019;Khan,2014) , BEMSIA R,
RELILBUTEMENE RS REETHER
BARAKF, E2 547 JLBIW AT B AR BUE H

AR TCHRAR Y LB A s BRFR PR <
AR5, T A - [R5 R
BV TR H BN K B RAEEREA TIEM G
HEIHERERR , B A R ZK AR, X o T BE 2 REAG
TAHS 4y JLFIW N EBA B 43 8K 7 (RS,
2022) , [, R A S I AR KRR LIRE T A
SEHRAZHHMARE, it MEARERI A 54
SURY R AL A 115 R, 12 BT 4 4 B R A
AR AR, HRARIAS R 28 15 A8 (1 e A, kT
AT T HRR A £ I SR R BE, 3w B
TR 1R, KRR T B BRBUA (Farh et al. ,2004) , &
Sellr - BRI ), B R ) R 5 A R OR YR T
P8RRI FRAS R, A S RN TS ORI RS
IR T MEREA S O ERKCF, 5] 5 A B
TEAE GRS, 3T 4 LM B B R 1] ( Price,
2001) . Nk, BEFEBE HA - A S B BRI A2 41
RATGEXTEATH - BHR A S5 RA G LB R
i) Z R 2R AR
ErL, BT - IR R A 4 S a2 e 2
B ARG R EAPITESIE, DI B
— [ER KA AN 4 LB PR 1 2 (M 8 T LA
PNERA B0 B0 5 HUR AR 32 SO A AR R IR X
HA SRR (IR 1), AERTEAT i — R SR AT
&)y LB RS R 1) e 2 R AL, A D R A 4
JLER B SRR RS 2

AWERA S0 B HERAFIE XL
fiF - S BHER

Bl WRBEREE
2 HRAFE
2.1 M%

WFSR R BUEE B 19 ) 7 B ik B iR X F0
TLPGA RN Hi X &) )LEE ) 686 43 7EHR%h LR #E 7
T, B4, BREA M E 670 4y, BBk HE N
95.8% , HH, HE32 A, ik 638 A TAEFRAE
1EEDI R 138 AL 1 ~3 49204 A,3 ~5 4Ef 242
A,5 ~10 475 76 A, 10 4FDL B H) 10 A A4 )L
B 159 A, FASE 4 JLEE 511 A 7E 4a % JL# 133
N, Gabhgl LM 537 A R4 LB 338 A, B2
W4 LT 296 A, R REH 36 A, S5HER
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AT 2 LB K5 R 35.86 £13.56 4,

2.2 T4
2.2.1 ffHh - EERRAR R

R B siegrist (1996 ) FF & # SCAN 1 4= fi
(2004 ) BHIF 5 1 Hh STRR B 3R X AR AT 4 JLBUT (9 A
H - FR KRR AT PRl (A 30O, 25422, 2004)
ZREIT 23 NEH, EAEE, 5502 SMER
IR AR . SR Likert -5 g53t4), BRTE
Hilhy 23 ~ 115 43, BA540 BT , 3R BIARR 4 LB 1
5F L R FIAR S TR R 2 s R Z Wk . TR
3, &2 iy Cronbach’ s o 22404 0. 83,

2.2.2 BEEHREER

RAFECERSEAN(2015) Rl B IR B R 2R
VRS AR T 4 LB B BRE K (B X E 4,
2015), mERIMIT 4 R HE, BYEE, R Likert
-5 Aitar, BAREEDN 4 ~20 47, RSB,
A4 LT R B R 1 K BE . TEIZR B
iz E A Cronbach’s o 4R 0.78,

2.2.3 WEASHBRMER

FF i1 Stamper Fll Masterson (2002) J1 % , 1 [
PITLO BB B BB B B E R R A 4 L
T A 8 B 003 S R 7K T 5 AT Al (TR BR, 2007 )
ZERZRERR, L6 MRE, N WAL
B SRS B AT 4, A AN A S5
HR Wy R Likert -5 giitar, B8 EE N
6 ~30 43, SHEBRTR , RBRAFT gl ILBUT N A 07
RABRIRZ . TR ST, B3R H Cronbach’ s o
F$0CH0.90,

2.2.4 AHRBENEE

P Dean % A (1998) il , 144 (2014)

DAL R AT T L EFXTRF G LBIRHLE R AF

FSOK AT PR (14, 2014) . B E I 14
MEH RS BRI IR =AEE, R
Likert -5 &it4r, 845G H N 14 ~70 43, 4 {E 8K
i, RIS 4l LB LR AR 3= A o] 8™ B 5 2
Z, ARG T2 B AR . AT, R
Cronbach’ s &« &%0°4 0. 79,
2.3 HpEaH

RHI SPSS21. 0 A7 ikt SARSC T IRR
PER T4 S5 T. I MplusT. 4 SR 56 A
FEASH O BRI R AT E AT - PR KT S
At 4l LB B BR 3 1w 2 B) i =X A RO o

3 #R
3.1 R2RFEBEAEL S

R F] Harman B[N K S 3L [R] 7 B 22, 45 R
R, 448 8 MHER AT 1 KA E FRERB Ok,
HHE RS RN 19.04% , LK T 40% i
B E( Podsakoff et al. ,2003) , Ui BAHFIE A FTE ™
HIHFE T EmZE
3.2 MREEBQHEEE ML

A D22 AT R ML IR B AL B, 98 J5 ik
S BT R AHMHC T B R B R A 4
LB B BR R ] S48 HY — [ R A R R AR T
£ RBFIEMHX, MSATASHRMEBZ AR,
WNERA SR S5 Y - EH R A R R AR X
EREFAX A - BIRAGHAARBGELE
BEEMR, RS LBUR KA O 24728 5 5 H Al
BHCHEARNEEF(P>0.05), E 2% (Skewness)
£ -0.23 ~0.66 Z[A], W& B F % ( Kurtosis ) £ -
0.14 ~1.07 Z ], P56 28 B A% 20 35 A IEZS 70 A, 3&
BRATEM TR AT, WK 1,

F1 PMREEBMNHBESHXHELER (n=670)

e its fRpE Ve 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
15 1.94+0.84 0.33 0.15 1
2 THEFR 4.42£2.12 0.22 0.06 -0.03 1
3 4L R 1.83+£0.76 0.21 0.18  0.02 0.01 1
4 FHFFKE 1.88+£0.84 -0.17 -0.03  0.08 0.09 0.08 1
5 WEHER L 1.51£0.99 0.19 0.06 -0.02 0.03 0.01 -0.01 1
6 1T — EfR#  2.53+0.77 -0.09 -0.14 -0.02 -0.04 0.07 0.12 -0.02 1
7 HEAFGERE 3.9520.74 -0.23 -0.09  0.04 0.06 -0.02 -0.09 0.03 -0.49"" 1
8 ZLIRAT LN 2.13+0.73 0.46 0.23 -0.02 -0.03 0.04 0.07 -0.01 0.48°20.58°*1
9 BWERE M 2.17+0.50 0.66 1.07 -0.01 -0.07 0.09 0.09 -0.05 0.61*20.58**0.63** 1

H:*p<0.05,*" p<0.01,*** p<0.001, F[F,
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3.3 AFAZHBRERARRELILESE -7
&ML BIRE G E 64 X P A2

HRAIE 7 788 PR 6 55 (2014 ) 38 S KL 30 07 ¥
X P ER A B B T A 2R A% 3 SO =X P ARk
TR (7 45,2014) . XA ESZERELL
5 , 5% ] Bootstrap TE &2 BUHE 5000 Yo J 5% =X
AL, THEE 95% M EF X, 4R BoR, BHAIHY
SHEBEI R (/df =2. 11; RMSEA =0. 06 ; CFI
=0.98;TLI =0. 98 ;SRMR =0. 05) , fit H} — [} 2 5
XA &I I I B8 HA T B T AR R SR (B =
0.24,:=13.34,p <0.01,95% CI1.0.22 ~0.26) , 7£
AP ITER TN R4 R OF AR L
s - R ARG — N FBA B RA B REN ;@
R 2: A - BMHRAR > HARFE L
AR W s @A AR 3 AT - R R — A S
MR- HEARFFEX>ERE N, PHERE 1
At — IR AR A X P S A R R ) T I 285

BE(B=-0.42,1= -14.87,p <0.01,95%CI; -
0.49 ~ -0.30) , PR AL 3 BRARIX B HH R, ] ) T
VEF B E(B= -0.18,1 = —8.36,p <0.01,95% CI.
-0.25 ~ = 0.12) , FFA S 43 S8R H A RORE g
0.08,95% B (5 X [AE[0.07 0.09] ; A f&42 2
APH - [ETHR 2R A X 40 2R AR 32 S T AR T B 2
(B=0.25,1=14.08,p <0.01,95% CI.0.20 ~
0.29) , AL KA £ SO B WARE 1) B T DU AR T
(B=0.28,1=15.82,p <0.01,95% CI.0.23 ~
0.33) , HEURAR F LH P A B A 0. 07,95% B AR
X[ERZ[0.06 0.09]; A Bg1E 3 o, INHBA & Bk
FOXFHARAE LW B E (B= -0.41,1 =
~19.02,p <0.01,95% CI; —0.45 ~ —0.39) , &
B3 8 0 R A 2R A R SO 8 =X P A S
0.05,95% EAFIX[AIJE[0. 04 0.06] . &LH AP A RL0E
770.20,95% BIFX[EZ[0.18 0.21], BikamF
B2 fikR 2,

x2 #HAPAYEMGHTER (IREL)

- . A e 95% F 15 X [6]
VA i S dAI:N HMRE R R
BHERN HBEER 0.24 0.24/0.44 0.22 0.26
AR 1 0.08 0.08/0. 44 0.07 0.09
FAREL AR 2 0.07 0.07/0.44 0.06 0.09
A B4R 3 0.05 0.05/0. 44 0.04 0.06
SR 0.20 0.20/0. 44 0.18 0.21
JEy A 0.44 1.00
0.19 0.18 0.13
I I I
F& B TARN
N ¥ 7
0.16 0. 91~ 0. 89== 0. 84
I
PIER A B 4 B4 — 0.27

0. 89 0. 75 0. 78
vl 3 N
SMEEATH =145 BT
| | |
0.21 0.18 0.22

BRI
|

0. 36

B2 @SAPABREMEITER(IREL)
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R M SR 0 SR, AR 4 L0 B BR
B 5T - R R A PR B 1 B R R
1% £ K- BEEH L, SR 2 LBURAT H -
] 5 A ™ B, L IR B A K S ARAIG , 1T 21
LURAF T R E R R 0 KPR . WFE R, A1
- [ R T R AR 4l LSO B T R i B
CEMEEIN S AR BB B, A 48
KA B, 38/ T B 78 19 (Shyman, 2011) . 1%
SFWHENTEBSME - B EHSER, 528
LSRR — B (EW, B4, R E%,2021; Gang et
al. ,2021) . SATHABNAE M EHRE, &BFED
FTAEMERR T IAT, TR ER T/AEHEE
REARASIRTL, JE A1 B R I -G, RS BR
[a] 7K (Kazmi et al. ,2020) , f TR FEIHEF %
WMEBEAS LR T 22, 4T H - MR i 3 & L3k v 45 L
FOWSE A, R A & L TARW B RG24
AL B R, BB L BRI N (Yuan et al.
2021) o PREEARAT & ILBUN B Fr 18 Fiat S HLAL,
FI TR ER A
4.2 AHRAGH B Fotl 2 KAE T SL8 F AHLA]
Wi

A A TR T AT - R AR 4
JLE B R M R B AR LA . TR AT 4L
IBAAAR AL M A B E, ST TER5/HB
AUCECHIBLER , AR - EHR KA TR %)
JLBON B B R 1) 1 “ 46 57]” ( Parasuraman , 1982) .
TP f AL 00 Bz 38 3 R AIG A A B 43 B 0 AR
PEH R RAT = Ve TR A 4 LB B B R ],
H5EATRE SIS N AY) S (Helm,2013;
Crnar et al. ,2014) , Ef&u] ALAT FHERIFTIE,

H5E, WA i BRAITEAT S - IR R AR
P4l LB B R 1) Z B B A FEF , 36F T 0F
Fifii H2, ULEA TR A4 LBURMAK B B CIT)E B
H O A s E BE RGN MBS, o W, 41 LB0F
TR B E AL TR, TR SR A A8 r
FFBIEN , S [ 56 H 0 H AR 4 47 i B 4y ik
fTERIAE, BHAE - BIRLE™ RN, TEES
BB FHICAALF M BHEN R A S E
FRESMERTM (PR %,2017) LB RE
o —J7 T, AT — IR 5% 0 R i 4 LU N
FAN B BRI B E MR g ok F R AT 4L
IMAEHBFRBA TR WE R, FRAENYILEF

MEFTHNEMLS, RZEBRRKHY TIEKT
(Brandes et al. ,2008) , 2§ 7 ¥t fi¢ 18 4t 23 30 (o S AH
ST X P PR RS R 4 LB 5 2
HHAMZMARZIREMWNFE, B CRFPHHT
RGN RN R R 4l JLBIR ) AR A &y
KRR 73— 7 T, WERA B Oy IR A
41 ) L2 T 0 B 5 B R 24 R 2R A, R R AR
R LEOTERML RS E & R BRI R X, 45 TR
4L S AL B, 3G R R A A LB ERA
BB EE R (FEE5,2019) , WA F T
AR LBIR B AR, AT, SR R A4 JL#U
(17 BB S 0 B, G R ot 4y LU= ) B A7
BT E R R A gL S A 5, A R
TREARST Y — W 5 45 51 & AR 4l JL BT 5 BR
s

HIR, HERME £ AERT S - [ 5 e it
4 LB E AR A Z R R B AR T, Bk T B
ik H3, AL RAR F L P AL ER TR EE 5
fFH - B R AR AR 4 LB T AR A 5 #
1B S5 B > A R Rk, 2 I IH TR oK Tl s BRI L
X 4™ A AR R TS B (B8, £, £
TEHR,2017) , XFPAGHA M A EE % A fE51 &
RAT G LEIRE AT . AT - FHRKAGIERTI R
RINGILBIMALERFE FEXWEEATER, F54
= H O AF B RAE A B © BAT AT T, 26 4T
R T BIARAIEOL T , R L 4 01 Fis 45 57 sh W) 4
ATl ) LB d 5 2 B RK A RG4S, m A4
R AT FE S (Durrani et al. ,2017) , X AF] TR &)
JUEOMERL (e A R, RBUS IR K EAE
(Han et al. ,2013 ;5 %, M5, B 5E,2014) . A
B, HE R F SUEA PR E B IB R, XA %)
JLE O BR AR BRI & SR I AH , 5 7K H R
1 T SR ) T S SR CAE SR AR AR
AFREE, TR TAEB AR AR B HR R 1) 7= AR W
BEIHIIE (Bellini et al. ,2015) , Hgi 24, ZEATH -
RIRREERT , MEAHERT E RIS M
W, 3 SO — 205 | R 9 LBOM AR R, T80
W R T HA R E WP EEH. 4
LURAT T S AL 58 I 1AM 4l LB 4148
BT 45 16 AT B A8 35 1 , X IR 45 1 Rt R A
HET AT - R R A 5 | 2 AR 4 LB B BRAT i
B

&5, N B B R R KA 32 CAEAT
— [ AR S AR AT 41 ) LI B AR 1] =2 [l AR B g =X
YRR, SRR T WFR R Ha, 8 = AL 1 B
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TARAYILBITEAZ H C SHAMERER LIS
RIETERATIERAEE AR, & 2453
R, T EN PRI, X AL T A
HE — T2 SR A X A AT 20 L2 ey TR ) 3 i 1 2o
PURI E 20k, ¥ BB T =AF = 2], B4 -
[l 25 Xt A A 41 LB A8 3 13 I R IR S i
PIERA B 0 BRI AR A 4 LM R R AT LR
i) , ZHZR R AR = SO AR A 4l LB S BRE 1] RS2
ATHE — [ e e A 40 JL B PR B 473 B
RIZRRE , SR8 (5 i 0 s = LR
o1 )L R B & R Y R, 7 A B R &
R, UH R T PA E X S A4, 251k
Pl LBUTXT H CBUR 6 7 AN/ R (2
{3 2019 ;Hakanen et al. ,2006) , &K T B SN
HN B EHAT- o NN B 13 B e it 41 )L
FUMA LR E X Bk E KRN A
IR X H R 5 TAE A AN RS
HAA BRI, S N RSHE 218 RS R ERH W
FEEHAREN (BB IE £,2013; Ozdem & Sezer,
2019) , YR A4 JLBUTE 25 R 15 BE I8 =0t , ok
NEXS T B T AT Gl 4 0 7 A 5 B A
P22 (MBS , 5| & T %5 L4 T MR 2 1 0, 30
HERMTEX . WHEBERR F TR LB E
HRRE I IR, ST A = AR RS 2E R R A %)
JLZURRT AR TAEA W B AR R RBL, BT &
P&l JLBIM ) TAEW BB, T 51 R BB ] ( Ya-
sin & Khalid,2015) . RJLUEH, NESA S MBS
AR 32 SCEEAT Y — MR R A 5 R 41 LB B
BRI 22 ] R X b A PR R S 1A Y — e R
AR ) LB U R ] G R A Ak, B, By
YLARAT B JLBOINET A, PR B AR 22 B 05 I % BA R
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TR 32 SCEE R E] AR, AT AR AT 1 — [ 25 Ay >k
1 R 7 A3, B K T e i S BRI A AT 4l L BT
BRI E K,
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BABIRR B E) T Wik, (HRAFE
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EENFAE BB X . 2, TR S
B R ZEMEREXRITERTER—D
FRIEEERFFEITIRUE. X TR RRE, 52
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R LU S5i8: (1) £ - 4 % 5 m] 2
fRBEAFT A LB B B 5 (2) AT - [4RE
AT AR RS B BRI K TR BEAR A &y L
BB BIHARL 5 (3) A i — BRI 32 v 41 41
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A LBITIRIAT L — B R A PR N SRS e
A, BT 42 o 2 AR AR £ SOK P, & 51 2 B R
H,

5% 30k
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The Relationship of Rural Preschool Teachers’ Effort — Reward Imbalance and
Turnover Intentions:The Mediating Roles of Perceived
Insider Status and Organizational Cynicism

Huang Mingming"* , Peng Xiangping' ,Zhao Shouying’”
(1. School of Preschool Education,Pingxiang University, Pingxiang 337055 ;
2. School of Psychology, Inner Mongolia Normal University , Hohhot 010020 ;3. Guizhou Normal University , Guiyang 550025 )

Abstract ; In order to explore the influence of effort — reward imbalance on rural preschool teachers’ turnover intentions. The 670 rural
preschool teachers were surveyed with the effort — reward imbalance scale, the teachers’ turnover intentions scale,the perceived insider
status scale and the organizational cynicism scale. The results showed that; (1) Rural preschool teachers’ effort — reward imbalance,
perceived insider status,organizational cynicism and turnover intentions is significantly correlated with each other. (2 ) Effort — reward
imbalance can predict the level of rural preschool teachers’ turnover intentions. (3 ) Effort — reward imbalance can predict rural pre-
school teachers’ turnover intentions through the serial mediating role of perceived insider status and organizational cynicism. So, per-
ceived insider status and organizational cynicism can play a serial mediating role between effort — reward imbalance and turnover inten-
tions in rural preschool teachers.

Key words: effort — reward imbalance ; turnover intentions ; perceived insider status ;organizational cynicism;rural preschool teachers





