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[HE4TH] 5 HF TALAHTAD (200110)  HLEHRTTFTaRFEIHEH SRR

(2020XGJPX4004 ) .
1 3l
K2F A RSl ) B — B A2 e i BROs, AL

Ptk /i, 2022 47 A Rl AR B A ) 1076 J7 N
[6] LI 167 T3 N BOE T A SRR 2 P
TR TT 2022 Jim 4 5 v 45 Bl A 0l Bk A
RS O [ ¥ A A & ¢ ) | B R (R A
("PE#HFE R, 2021) , HF5E B, SRR SR IAT N
SN B VIADG, H 5 Z BIRZ 2 H 1)z
1 ( Melloy et al. ,2018; Veiga, & Turban,2018) ,
AR AR SR AN AT AR gl 60 590 M AR
BYA SCFTN R F- (Wang et al. ,2017) , [H) B 325 X
PR e K V- 3 B S e (3 SO AT R
2015) , AETEDRAT & ZL B (career decision ambi-
guity tolerance) ( LA RIFRBONI 25 2 B8 ) 248 MATE
HRMP PR SR i v R ASOR 155 B8 A R SR A A —
BUF ST AN (Xu et al. ,20165 1 L5,
2017) . BIF5EF IR 25 22 B8 2 52 mal A R I

& B A1) A K B B B Y 22 K 3 (Holm et
al. ;Leong,1985 ; Rauch & Frese,2007) ,{H&EA 24
BRI 25 2 B X SR BRAT S i s e, 9 H L N
FEAE FHAIL AL 1 AN BH Bl

FEZNHTRY BRIE (social cognitive career theory,
SCCT) it 20 Z4- 1K J& , H 25 8 H A AR
KB E RIS AR (Lent & Brown,2019), % #
waE MR AT (AR ) Z 84 N ZR
(ANt A AR | A FRALRE |45 R AR DL A
HEWILFER W, A ZEIeR DOk R 2 AR
(I FEShEARE O RER) (AT 4452015, it
TR AF, 2016 ) FERBE AR & (A0 W & 5 R 7))
(Dahling et al. ,2013) HH4k#E 5| A S| T SCCT BEH
Wi B 9E 1Y 2 A0 HEE N 5E 35 A e B9 9L fA
KA TSt SCCT MR R 25 1 38 A 1 i — 20 52
A WAk S S A H T 1 72 g AR Y
SR INE R N Y SN R (Sheu & Bordon,
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2016) . AHFGYIE J2& 3 T ax — R B A50R 25 2
VER—FPAS NG A ] SCCT FIHESE TR FR R
W2 A BEXERIRAT R (VR FEALL, DU — 2 s
FIH e SCCT BEAY (AR 5[] I A R 2 A 5K
HRAT o B 1 T T AR B SRR B

1.1 BMEZEL KBAT AN X R

ARG SCCT BWLAL , K2R A HIBE T | H FRAL
AR LA K 22l B & 340 25 5 e L IR 2% J (Lent &
Brown,2019) ., B¢, 7EIN K2 1, WF 58 3= B, BOR
BT LIRS N AN 1E 7 BL4E ( Zenasni et
al. ,2008 ) B AR 2% 2] W 4 (V7455 ,2016) , i6 1]
DI TH AR R SR B A 3R AL AE IER (Park et al. ,2019)
PLROI T2 2445 B BN K- ( Xu & Hou,2016)
A F T IG5 A= A R IR O . HOKR TERG 42
AT, SR 28 (ol 0 ) A2 S0 A i SR B Y
KGR 2 (Melloy et al. ,2018 ; Wang & Yan,2018) ,
TITRRORY] 25 2 8 2 0 A A 4 (4R 08 A 4 I8 1
(Buhr & Dugas, 2006 ; Shihata et al. ,2017) , /4 By T
GEARARAE SR IR b s 0 £ 8 0 SE T AR 46
PR, MSRIRTT A 3 )2 1R, 5 T SCCT M
TEEAGEIE AN A0 32 20y R0 A= T N ) 2 4 Bl 3L
KT iy B SEP2R (5K D5, 20185 X 4 57, JA] i,
2015) , MR 25 2 BE A A A B B v 1 = 3l (1
WERH , 2543, 2015 ) AR JEE I T3 7K (5K 855 ,2018)
TR A AR R I T Z SR AT, BT R
SEUEWTSE AN SCCT HYAL A , AS WF 5T T AR 25 2 3
ATREEES MR AT A AR R 3R . R, AR iF
FEARAE AR 25 2 B X SR AT R A Jd 35 1) T A
M (HL)

1.2 REkTAEBRGPAER

F£ SCCT MREZE T, Aok T4 A3 %R T4
XA 1 — Fh A BT . #E ROk TAE A 3R
TR B v S R R B SR R E S (58 5
2019) , —J7 1, B 25 20 B A B TR E AR 1 R
K TAEATR, B BB A, R 4
AL IR 2R A ZR IO AE 2 (Xu & Hou,2016; 1 X
VEAE 2017 ) HEINTAA B TAS I Ge A Sk TAE RN
PLIE R —MEW AR TAEAIKR, BFRRM, K

. 46 -

R TAE B AT LABUR A E 3R A 2 L A=
JE (Strobel et al. ,2013) , $2& F+ FH IRV £ BE AR B g
1% (Guan et al. ,2014; Zhang et al. ,2014), 55—
D7, ASK TAE B3 AT DR SRR R BRA T, 52
WERFFE R A K T AE A F AT DL 2 1 1] #li 5 3)
BNV AT A (45,2018 ; BEIE M 45,2017 ) FISR BT
g (UERT, ST IR 2017) . B, AR BFSEAR . R
K TAE A IRAEB 725 2 5K T R Z R Ay
EHI(H2)

1.3 ROk IA) 4 it 64 38 0 AF

A TR 5E (IRHR A R B[] 8 0 ) AR
Xof A A S [] B4 A0 AR 36 R A T st 0 ) 1 — A A
J(Wrok i, ¥ A BE, 2005 ), SEAESR, PR E T
SCCT AR A UESE 1 o Sk sf ] 2115 2 5 e > (A L
%) B 2 A & (Imbellone & Laghi,2015) , 5%
W] AR RV B H AR5 ) 4R (R ik 55
2005) , AT DL Al A4 50 4 R ok 1 TAE H A5 av it
IR AT (1) 01 B A5 5 A9 1> AR T G 2 K 2K (Jung et
al. ,2015) , ¥ HT B AR R A Sk 1Y T4, o A
BT I B3 B A K R T 4E H 3R ( Taber, 2015; K
5 2016) o HIIGHEDN , A f B[] 6058 7T RE 2 R ok
TAEARAE T, 5540, AR i [ e 1) A4
A, BT 80 B B ok AL 2 88 £ (Zacher & Frese,
2009) , 146 5 £ 1)K U7 A ( Zacher,2013) , 2T
I, A SFe B 8] 60 52, 7T 8 2 SR BRAT R i AR 47 R
NFER R AP R — R4 BB A, AN TR
B 4P PR [] B 1 FH 245 SR A4 o B ] RE A7 AR 58 B
YERT, EARFEIN A WA 50, — P 2 A 10 55 04« HE
BRI , ) — Pl AH B R A < fE UL (Fergus &
Zimmerman 2005 ; 545 ,2019) . H LD | oA ke Bt
[R5 T BE 2 Hll 55 B8 - M AR 25 2 BE XAk
TAEATRCRITT ) BA RIS, P, A 545
B AN 18] 156 BE A T RE 1E ] ( £ 1] ) 18 5 1A 25
RJEGARTAE A FLICHR (H3) , W AT REIE 9] (£ [m) )
PR AT SR OC R (HY)

25 b ARSI T SCOT Y BE HE M i T —
AV R AR OLE 1), DL SRR 25
JE < anfap” (FRAAILED ) DA B ArTRsE (PR HILAD ) 52



Kk THER KETHEAR

KRBT A

1 WFs(RigER
KA R ERAT A, DLk — 20 3 5 A & SCCT
BRI b AR 2R I SR BRA T A A T 4 Ak Sk
WA, DIAERFGR R BT, AR B SR HRAT S W] REAEAE T
FIFAE S R (51555 ,2016) |, NI TEAS BT ST okt
HLAW AT AR i B R ST A R TR 1

2 WRAE

2.1 #k

7 AR AR 1 R IOl X = BT AR
AL B R AR A AT ) 2 R A, LABRG A Ly A il 3
800 134 , IMICA %L nl 4 731 4y, [l 45 R A 350%
91, 38% , ik 1 F- I AE O 19. 96 2 (SD =
1.18) , Hirr, 53 4= 283 A (1 38. 71% ), & A= 448
Ny R—24 138 A, K%k 145 N, R =24
272 N, R4 176 N

2.2 BRIA

2.2.1 R AR

K FH Blau (1994) g il A9 K22 A= SR BRAT A 3%
PR 5 R (1 AR 0 ~1 1R ,5 405 ~
10K E), meEL 12 4M8H, EEAFEHA
AR SRHA A Cand R BOLAE B R S R
b EAT BT 45 ) FSR BT B3 (an ik a7 D
Z i PO PSR A ) TR LME RS iz 3R
(1 SRR R B0 (M 4R 5 ,2016) o B =
RENMERRIIT B Z . AR P IZER o« R
¥4 0.90,

2.2.2 EIEDCORBORI 22 E R R

SR HT Xu 25 A (2016 ) Zit il (14 A THE DR SR BB 25
RERR, CAE = A X0 0 4E B B
- ASOR 25 2 FIASDR 115k, R 7 3 H 4 (1 AR ER 3R
WARE", 7 RERAEHFE"), B R %R
% i 35 T 28 K2 A BER (Xu et al.,
2016) . FEAWFGEH, B R o RECK 0. 82, B
Tl SR 25 22 BOH [l 38 ) o REUIKIK R 0. 73,
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0.78,0.78,

2.2.3 RERTIEAKRER

KRB M 25 A (2017 ) BT YAk T4 A &
W R, ZEE gL, LT AN EE R
S5 S (1 BARBARFA,S Fm BT
B7) o MRS ORI S I A S
“HOHERK TAETEBCA", LB B — M8 Ak
TAEHREUE R JE iEpR R R X S AR TAE A 3R
MBS G R E S B08sr  RR MR
A TAE ARG W =, AR P IZERR o R
%0 0.89,

2.2.4  REBFEAE R

SR R SCRR A Sk B[] 2152 6 3% (5 7K, 2009)
AEES T R RN e E S R (R T E
KHS Bty (1 FR“BATFAET,S Fom “IRFF
B B R S AR 1R R Sk B ) 1B K T R
ARFFEHIZESE o RECK 0. 66,

2.3 HIRAEFLSKESHT

ARWFFE LABER S B 4T AR T, FR 245 1Y)
OB B DR AT 323, 30 o e i s A S PR
T IO 4% 0 A ) s 1) X B B, 7 it DU i SR 9 T
WIS O S ) e [ 75 6 ~ 8 Al AE
A, W0 25 R JE o B e AT R B, B )R R A
SPSS21.0 J Process3. 0 A&y # ATk gL it . h A
FE TR 5347

3 &R

3.1 ER 7 EmEARE

1 FASFGE R ) 2 ) 36 1 A 32, o] BB A7 76 3
[6] 5 A 22 , R % A Harman PR TR AT
Bt R R GBSO AT R 7] 75 3% i 25 46 530 ( RE 2T
A5F,2012) , LT SR Mplus7. 0 XFAF5Y
W AR R AT B T IR TR M R b, 45 R B
PR AR5 AR 22 (CFT = 0. 33, TLI = 0. 30,
RMSEA =0.112) , Mok, # “ R W B —J5 i A
T K I 45 R R IR, FE A 58 2 BAR R A LY 2
PRSI A T ¥k 25 R I, BRI G 8 0
A4k K ACFI = 0. 09, ATLI = 0. 08, ARMSEA =
0.01, LTI, CFT 5 TLI i 5 ol 3t 78 B 1 R 8 2ot
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0.1,RMSEA R AR M B2 A i 0. 05, X Bt Wl fin A
LRI A TR AL A48 BOT RS B D G
Ol EBESS 2018) o Z5 G DAL AR 2347 7 i i 45
A AW A BRI AN A7 A6 ™ 5 1 2 [ D7 vk s 22
[¥]

3.2 B EF R AR Gt fedl K 5 AT

TR (CINE 1 R B AL 5Kk
TAE A TR AR B ) B2 DA B SR HRAT A 5t 3 1E A
KA TAE B3R5 RIAT Ry &2 0 35 IE A G, R
Pt AR [ ikt 5 R HRA T R A DA

3.3 AIATHPAEAEKE

K A 258 1E F 43 Bootstrap 7 ( Bootstrap =
5000) , P 51 FNAF 2 49 A HE 0 28 & i Process
T Model 4 HEATTRT B/ ROV A9, H TSR
Pl ASORA [l ikt 55 5K HRA T oA A OGS I 3 DLk, %)
BB 22— Aok TAE A F——RIT R X — A %
AT I, 25 SR W] SO 25 2 AT L B 4 T
MR IATH (B =0.16,p <0.001) , i AT L) 5 2 5
FAETHEAFK(B=0.37,p<0.001) , KA TAEHIL
IE 1] B2 K B AT 9 (B =0.10,p <0.05)
I, AR TAE A IRAR 25 2 5 R HRAT A 2Z [R] 3
S VERT, L AR08 (0..04) (BN (0. 19) Y
21.05% . itk R H1 H2 73 2[5k,

K J5 , 5% JH Process 7% H ) Model 8 ( Model 8 1%
B AT AR I B B B B AR A2 BNUR Y, S AR
MRV —F0) B AR RS A L3 Hp Ay
BERY ZRER MY (W3R 2) , TR M S AR 21 2%
PETR BRI 25 2455 A St Bisf 1) 01 1) 58 B IR AN X A
K TAE B AW AEH 2% (B =0.08,t =2.33,

p <0.05) , 1M XS R BRAT Ry 1) B A FH Ao [F) A b 25
(B=-0.09,t=-2.78,p<0.05) , B4 #45 i
AMERIRGST. 85 H3  H4 £33 51E

Shy T A A 7 A TR T RIONE I ST K AR R
FI V) 260 042 BEE B — i 22 1EA T i IR A, 304 T
AT ARBTG5 R I (LR 2) | M 2 SR i i)
AR, B B 2 2 B, KR TR AR E
B3 F (B =0.17,t=3.49,P <0.001) ; 24k
R Hsf TR JH1 B A o P i 5 ASORH 25 2 9 18, oK o T
AW ERE EFABEH (B =0.32,t=6.88,p <
0.001) , %% BB 25 2 6 Aok T4 A A A
SN AE I R R SR B T 01 i 7 ST 4 v o B R

B N ES IR I I N i R TS o i
B R, RPAT N 2 B TS (B
simple =0.27 ,t =5.07,p <0.001 ) ; >4 fe A} [&] 158
BRI B RO 25 2L 3G SR IRAT S 1 b T
Wi 2 % (B simple =0.10,t=1.94,p =0.052) ,
T RSO 25 20 % SR HRAT A 1) A ) 52 e A A R
b RN (51 51w N i 2 (3 I

4 iTFig

4.1 BMEZELS KBITHMHX R

AT B 2 X — AR R G AR T
SCCT F A 2 vp BIF 5% 45 S IE 50 T ORI 25 202 52 i)
AR YURAT R 19 B SRR, X — 25 R4 B T SCCT
(BT S Ay (LR B ik — 20 K, BAKRIN &,
ORI 25 20 55 SR HRVA T Oy 22 0 385 10 R S, AR 28 22 T L)
R [ WO SR BT SR, KRN N B A T S B S
(XIF45,2018 ), AMARRT RO B 09 25 2 B8 5 A
MG T EACF YA, YA BB 25 2 B 45

1 TENER ST ERMIEXIER (n=731)

AR M + SD 1 2 3 4 5
L. AR D 4 5.13 £0.85 1
2. B 4.85+0.89 0.51"" 1
3. A ] 3k 4.06+1.11 -0.09" -0.24"" 1
4. RHATT N 2.05 +0.82 0.06 0.23"" 0.02 1
5. RKTIEAT 3.57£0.71 0.33°" 0.38"" -0.19%" 0.19°" 1
6. AR ] %05 3.41 £0.42 0.34"" 0.38"" -0.18"" 0.08" 0.41°"

F:p<0.05," " p<0.01," " "p<0.001, FIa,
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e A, LA A T 2 KT3I, 39 % R 2 AR A R
b RS R B (R RS 2017) . JCHY R
A T X ELAT REOR I R R v ) s PR BE IS A
AT BE 25 42 4 F R 32 L v n] B 30 AS 1 2 1 R
KU 1 Rl & ( Furnham & Marks, 2013 ; FH B¢ B 55
2015) , e/ 7= A TR ) R AR R4S UM 46 (Buhr &
Dugas, 2006 ; Shihata et al. ,2017) , #Efij 3= Zh 45K
HRAL 2R, PR, 33— & B0k K2 A SR
A5 R T e B 446 1B A L, 2 i, $2 T
KA AR 25 2 K7 J2 1 i FEBU R BR Y 1 4%
W,

4.2 RkzAEaHFANMER

ABFFEUIESE T AR TAE A A 25 4 53K
HAAT h Z (BB oy th A A . RSk T/ B 3wl L
TE [ TSR BRAT 3% — 45 5 5 DAITERF 98 45 1 — 3
(XUBRHEAE, 2017 ) o [RIBS , ARBF SRt it — 4R R T
Feoke TAE B B BHT R A 1, RIE ey BOASR 25 22 A
B P REEATE B — AW W i AR ok TAE A3k, RO
TR, i BRI 25 220 38 1) R 2 A ] LR A st Ak B R
H il i 005 8, T BRI [ & LAE W 24 R
WD BREE By 26 B i R i KURS RO B e M &= Ik
A, AR TAE A B Z BT AT L3R K2R A R B T
7, AT RERY IS A 7E T8 AT LA THAS A B R S5 RE K
(k8K ,2016) . M SCCT BIRLAISKE , A IRALAEIK
SRR DRI O E R 22—, HEEN
I, AR TAE A IRACE T A AR A SR Rl ) —Ff 75
W1, ERBHE IR K25 A X R 1 TAE 7™ A 2458k 1
LHRAE R — A AR N R A S AL IR, RE S S 2
AT A SR ERE A, R K H AR
(Strobel et al. ,2013) , H R HUT3h LR Kk TAE
T B b ER S BE LR W46 /N 24 11 5 SE B
TARELRZ A B 225, 1 0 (A5 A 27 A e SR T
i R A O, 375K B D) K (Guan et al. |
2014) , HULATIL, AT 10 B R A ok b, BT K2R A=
AR TAE B 3Pt 2 — 45k 3h R ERAT R i
HEPEAR

4.3 KR S it 6B H VR R

ASBFFEUESE T A o B (8] 60 58 T LA R 35 580 25

.50 -

AEARTAEARCRBAT ) MXER, BAEMNF,
TE R AR I E RN 58 T, BR800 %5 AR TAE A 3K
TR 280 7 B A, 3X — &5 S R T A i R
(Fergus & Zimmerman 2005 ) , IESE T 2 4 it a] %058
JEASK TAE AR ALY B T, B35 A O e [ 260 5
5T 2R AR AR A R BRI, A T
“HR EUAET RICR (FFHOF,2012) . X5 RS
Fi T E A RS (RO 5, 2011 5350, B
JEHE,2017) , A A SR BF ] Frp e 4 5 i HO A £
LA B ARIE SR . 2 A X oK ke A A v Jor 280 B[]
AT LA T/, B 2 00 T LAk J i 9 H AR, A
Wrid o 27 1B RO R T A C W AR A RE , TP
TG AR TAE A3, 5380, DF50 & AR
AT E RN T, AR 25 2 0] SR HRAT Ay 1 BB A3
TR, X — R8T “HEBRMR UL (Fergus &
Zimmerman 2005 ) . R AR A s [1] 15 2 H1) 559 5480
BRAXRIAT R B RRAE T, B4 T e el
MR (ZEHEF,2012) o HIXIFANTEIRE AR [1]
LSRR AT Oy B AR B0 AN TR ZR  HE a2 5y
B i R AT BEAE T, 2R S8 B[] 241 52 7K OF v A
A ORI T A B 4 T8¢ e 1 KT (A5 1R 45
P S95 Ty vk EOR 7 RS B B A R P N AP
AH SR Sfe i ) RN B AT P A AR, A 25 L X SR BRA T A
R B A HESE TR

4.4 BERAELIEE

SR, AP RS RAAE - EE L, B
96 AT 25 2 B X —E w94 A T SCCT 11
BOHEAL N HE— 20 FH MR T SCCT B iy
ANRAS R HESE T SR HRAT R SR e R,
YA FERRIT T Ak TAE A IRAEBOMI 75 225 55K
AT Ry Z B B AR BT 1 2 L R 5 R
S HORIRAT R W AL, 53 46, AR BF ST ST
SCCT 5| A K Biof ] i 9 ik — A% o | 25 SRR B AR O
R[] 1 7T LA 3 5 ORI 25 2 5 oK ok AR B 3R 6
F TR B SRR T AR B TR, R
ke s ) 605t T LA ] 5 ARORY 75 2 5 SR AT S YOG
FRIZIR RO SRR T HEBR B, DT i —



A JRLIE TR 25 25 e Rk AR A AR BT
(L A 3k — 5 5 S R 2 A SRR T O 1 92 e T
WL T EZEBK, — 51, X TR LSRR B[]
AP BARR R AE T 5, 51 AT 2 1 ) 4
BRI AR R, AR SR H AR S St 0], O HL A 5
bR AR H AR5 J7 5 53— J5 1, AT DASE 2o P RO
HR 1) O SRAR TR 2 2 RO 25 22 8 /KO ki
18 B T b, 7 F SR IR R o B AN B A T XL
.,

MR ARIFFCRAEAE— LR 2 . 1 5 FEWR o
Wb ARG TR W E 5T, R ok i F 5 TT DLR B
AB BT T R S 0 O 5 X A o ) A R R O R AT
AE, R, FERF IR R 1 L, ABIF 9 567 B SR A
PRZUR A 25 20 X SR HRAT O A R BIL AR, 52
Wi L, JCIE R B 25 2 8 R S R ok TR [ 3k, BT
DAY JRBNPER AF RS R, 456 B2 2
YRS JR KI5 1 Fa 3%, AR () — AW 5 7 ) R 2%
AR 2% 2 B AE AR 2 100 %t K2 AR BT i
SO R ARBIRGT T A A A A AR g R B AT, R
RBIFFEFT LAk — 25 P TR 1) i B Tl i, 7 B4R
e, et SR 2R A0, AR /NN AT DA S R T
K3 i BRI IR 2 /N8 Al AT — 2 1 S
[ A, ZINRICSR: S th FL AT — B B SE S, /NSO AT
I I o ) % 1T B8 B S IR, 45 4 5 306, /N8
PR] A BN RV 75 2 Ak TR A
FTT LA b AR 5 R 5 AR 1 O X R B RO, i
X 27 A R SR HRAT Ry 7 A B

5 #ig

RO 75 24 T LA 2 0 1) T A 2 2 A SR AT
N s AR TAE A FRAEBOR 25 2 5 5R HAAT Ol Z2 R A 75
A3 TR FH 5 2 SR BF 10 0 56 AN AN AT L 5 SR 25 22
X SR HAT A A TR B A 38 ] LA ASEAN 7% 2 1ot
Ak TAE A TR HRA T B R B A B A2
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Impact of Career Decision Ambiguity Tolerance on College Students” Job
Search Behaviors: A Moderated Mediation Model

Gao Bin

Chen Duanying

Zhu Suijing Huang Yue

Abstract ; The present study investigated the relationship between career decision ambiguity tolerance and col-

lege student”job search behaviors,and was to explore the mediating effect of future work self as well as the modera-

ting effect of future time perspective. The career decision ambiguity tolerance questionnaire ,future time perspective

scale , future work self scale and job search behavior scale were administered to 731 college students. Results were

as follows: (1) Ambiguity tolerance was positively correlated with job search behavior. (2) Future work self played a

partial mediating role between ambiguity tolerance and job search behavior. (3) Future time perception could not

only moderate the relationship between ambiguity tolerance and job search behavior, but also the relationship be-

tween ambiguity tolerance and future work self.

Key words ; ambiguity tolerance ;future time perspective ;future work self;job search behavior;college student
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