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TAE Y B 5 A A B T AR B R Bt A ek
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IO A B8 7 U e AR 36 7 4% o i, T i 34 ¥
SIABNTAEG BT, & KA ik . (& ) 500
s A, 1 4 General Mills . Google il Ford %5\ ]
WA IE &g A T ARG Bkt 1 T A7 35501 38 Bl Bt
T . #5238 EAZ AR ] T A T R S O B
{# 5 11 %1 (mindfulness-based mental fitness pro-
gram) . 2017 4F4 H 3“5 —Jm 4 FEIE SR A
AW 27 WAL BRI A T . IR &R ST
¥ (mindfulness-based stress reduction, MBSR) 1] 4&
A Kabat-Zinn # 4% 2 5 T #0207 o 1E
AR i vl TR & TR ) AR Y
SEAR IR B A o] AU 2 A G A T T Y
77 A FHM 52 i (Levinthal et al, 2006; Reb et al,
2015) . Bishop %5 (2004) I\ 1E & & —Fh TN A4
AE , X AT IA RIEL RE T B AR A 15 B 17 4
BOf L Sy a5 2, ATk 3 el 3 B A
RS EE R TR 51 T A S8 G i
KA TEZRES P HE RV B8, LA B AR I B8 AR AT
TEAr] b BE IR Y 54 H TR MU R RE . A
SO AR &) 51 T RH S 880 9 5 AL il A ep Ay
PLE, JE45 615 B 8 e Ah o F Wi AR R/
ANHE T PSR SO IR S R . R
DL [l a] DL A= 6 O S A TAE S B i i S HLBE
3 I AR SR & W ZR A5 T30 A 42 Al v 19 1)
B AL BT TR BB St Rk, DT R A Ml AE AN
TEPE RIS T PR35 55 4 1 S5 RIBRE T
1 ERXRACFHRUMBRIZER

1E & (Mindfulness ) 78 75 J5 9 20 19 57 1 7 L
2 HR RN T AT B T E R G
IR )X E SR E e — B R R R 2 FE , A
R ny IR M S, E RSB P R
Ity S Q0T 0 B2 0TI, DA R B B OG T . Y
B OI AHS D W EN TR RS S TR &
AR T AR RBUARIR R o 140 Judge 55 (2005 ) 2
AR 1 B 3R OGP AT O S AR

JE Z [ AR AR FRAR 1 OC 2R , IR 4 TE & e X B n] DUAE
by — A T S B OR T B TAE W R AR T, D)
Hb AR QR A TE FE IR T | T A DR R £ ST
FE B VEF (Arch et al, 2010) . ZF i, & 90N
H 5T TAESGR E LB MA N RAT N
17 1€ 55 Fh 5¢ BX (Zhang et al, 2014; Dane et al,
2014; Eisenbeiss et al, 2015),

ESTE TAEG B (B9 2 W3 22 B H #a ik,
ASCUIIE &5 5 T AR Sz ) /7R G & o i
FEE, R T ES—RHS8C B8R IRE T
S T AR S R P A R A R ds S
JE PR AE PR ORI IR B T AR DGR, i TR
N TAES i TAESTUR e e
L1 ERZ5#HER

BB S RAT A T 0 T2 A 22T . 4
2 )2 1 BT Gt R AR T 51 T T ) BRT S
R, e 4 T 51 TR HT S AR v A W R A ] O 1
R T, A S 32 B IE & A TR IR TS M R R 52
M 48 Jo T S R B T T A A ot R T AR G
Fo BUBIR A T E MY A0 15 PR AR A8 S AL
AL B 7 i AR B AR A QR o A
R R TEER B | AR U4 SR g 3 45 R ol 4 R A
(Mumford, 2000) . Bolton (1993 )5 iA A 21 £ piy 3
Wh AV e BN Y AR R R A A R AR 2R BT AT N
(R 77 A= T T A 1) 7 AR e N W AR BT 15 B
M LAHES) . Duncan 45 (2009 ) 4 HY 1E A& 1Y 4 S HF
{1573 71 N~ K 1 £ 2 S N Nl 1 < S e
O A AR B X At N B AR TR O A% A2
X BT 25 AT Y R Langer 55 (2000)
WFFEAT R T & 2 ] 3 5 AT T Ak 1Y
B I 3R B0 JF ORI B P A JF oo B
YR AL T B b B A B E R, N 2R 24>
WA, 0 I B P o T AR T R AR AR Y 5
M) 5 A 2 Y . A SR E IR B TR A
b 7% B R SR UL RRAN S BE B AR AL i3OG T IE
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X T ARG LA AT 55 S A0 1 T 5% i 1 4
SO AT ARROF A W R IE X BT SR R
i, Orellana-Rios 45 (2018) W75 45 i, HLA IE &1
AN A 2 TN T 4 32 R AT 07 2, O 2 2T
AT R, G I — A AR I, I A
TR B RRAE X R AR AR R I I A 24
LR — AR, B IE S0 5 — 45 5 XY
TR, HIL B BN AR STE I &0 1
BE At b 2 X YT 450 1 6 3 R R AR YOG TE
MR BN T 2 /85 BB . 2 A F5TIE
ST IE A B T RE SR B AR Y SR AR I 4 R
Iz EHIRE R, R TAREREA
R TH 28 50 15 RN JEURRL B 4, (675 R % s #R  E 3)
PEREAR , (AR B BN, T3 SR
14 25 73 o 1 5 1 R 08 1 T R, Ve 55 2 A 8 0 R
TN HUAE 2 S84k DL KR SR A= 1) BR i (Hiilshe-
ger et al, 2014). 534}, Amabile (1983) 4 H} 4~ 14
JIT 28 3 1) B0 5 A A7 A 08 BRI Bk i i/ A
18 S AL GFAT O 0 P REME , T I A AR A R ) SR
it KB A EERE BN R B E5 T AMEREE % T
VEH B S hFar O T

AR5 0 ) T A A R S R A A
3, BVFF T 0 54 0 5 8 2 R % (9 25 B2 ( Gunara-
tana, 2016) . &1 00 T2 HA W A E 300 4
AL, B At AT A T AR B H B ) REURUB AR L
- 25 0 7E BB SR AR A B v i 0 o
(e, AR HAT BB S, AL E SR TAEH A
A FL S LAl ORS00l B AR i HLEE R 5 T
Bt 250 S iR, Z Rl A
O AR5 T e K AR St & — s 450, Atk
R SR IR S| R AN A R o RIS A R = i) 8
11152 e I 2B NS 7 3 I R R Al S A S S S
o HE TORE B B R 28 R ARG 2 Bt R TN
2 NI B S IR | A IR S TN 2 LR VAP E1
JEIT A A AR U M AE A R 4

e, SRR ARG Al 7 A A1F S8 P e
{4 (Crestanello et al, 2011) ., ZHZH 5% 53 7E 427 .0
I T, 4 R (BB v BE AL mT 0L Y 0 TR s D A
Bl 5% T AR A5 B8 50 E R0 B RV A 0, 25 4l
Ti4] 9 58 37 B Sh AR F 1 S e TR B R A A, AT 4R
w AT SR AL O AR AR R
R AT DLGE S A BT A B o A T R
HAF W ERIE R AT T AR E /Y O 5
e, BV 23l A 1R A BE AR A B9 S8 4R AR i
(O'Mahony et al, 2009) . Jr DA7E 53 T3 1 5 Ak
A AR AR AR MR TR B A A0 1 3R
i, AT LA R RE H 3R A5 B 034

HEE R B B B 2R B S IRk
A B Z IR AR O, — 8
RIUE B O AR I A0 W 2 B 2 7 A ik
U7 O SRS AR B R TS AR T AR S5 (5 B AT
AR BB T o Y5 T T AR B A SR
TNFRAR = By i AT IR B AR LIS L T
PE, ST 200 5 i Tk Bl by 47 0 02 02 3 ) i
PEIAE 7 A (1 AR 55 4 (Zhou et al, 2003) , fiT LA
75 51 TSR B S s i v b, Hoag 1 & AR R
Bl B R Y B T4 TN 85 L ARAR BT SR AL, I
2 Aw BB BN BT R 255 8 458 B 1 4
A0 BARAE B WA TR A% T AR AN B

PRI, A SCHE s T Rk

H1: IE& 5 BT EIH STz B B EAH G .
12 HAEE
1.2.1 O PR i AR

O BB AR SR P 5 TR H Sk it ok R
Z— DHURAZAE S O BB [ 3R AL RE AR 0
HGEANY 3 AL AR 43 o O SR A0 B A
BETIZ ST, S A0 BRI, R R A B A
PRAE T X A0 SR B AR A, G PR ko AT I, AR 6
FI 3 b X 3 2 7 Ak AT IR Y ORITES Vo AE TR
T3 88 AR I I 7 AR A ARk kX Sk
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PR B Ak Bt BE 1 TR B 2 B A T IR
B> AR Dl 2 ok 4 7 TR 15 358 14 [, 0F 24T A

M 28 0 5 42 52 A5 B8, DT 38 30 98 95 15 2% 19 4
(Kumar et al, 2008), B 1E &34 5% T AR 7E i X A
Ll S S A AT =B 2 < O JPT
(Hayes, 2004 ),

AMATE S e IRMERY BB T, SR 29k
Jr BRAE 5= — 40 L, ARE ™ A AR, TR U ) i
PEHLIEAT IR R (X507 48, 2017) , fH 20 B SRRy
YERAN S Z Ao o0 BEAR 3Z T3 6 1 1 A1) G &
FETESZ R, AR5 B3 PR 45 R W15 & A AN
A HARGE R AW S5 ), 7638 2 0] U, AT 2L
i BOK 2 RE ) ok 4 15 & (Wojtezuk-Turek,
2015) o iy BSR4 O — AN EEE 0 BEREAS W]
DIRTHA RS, 78 T AR AR S 3 ) o 72 v
JC 5 23 188 B AR 22 IR e 5 2 UL, 33k 26 PR XE 5 2K T 2
We AL Ay HR L R R T AR A 2 B AR
MR AL 232 > Be MR AT I B 5 S R
4 E. 5y, 38 R B Sy, SRR AR AT 28 56 DA T 7E
TR AL ) 28 F B B ARV 5 WL AR, T AT T 0 B
SR R B AR T, T AR R B T AR T i 1 i
HONRMIEMA R B g, wmiEH A (2016) fEIRFT
2R W 28 6 X A 1) R A DA ) 52 i ) i B B
PRI TR W2 50 FAUHT AT o Z [ B9 TG & o
U JHL B P 050 v 1 R A 3 38 2R W =2 I T LA B 2 5
Mo ZE i A B TS 4, WO RE A R b AT ROEOF
H 5 A N AT 18 38 22 3, DA 7 A S8 4 A Al 1
B

PR, ASBIFFE 52 Hh a0 R R

H2 . 0 B SPE 7 TE 2 0 51 AR S8 2 )
PR
1.2.2 IR 22 (9 o 1

WFFEE AT AR RIS AT 58 45 R AR
RARRE B2 m 01 T BT 8%, i LTE R TR &R
T T AT A A PR e AT ) T BT B R0 S A

RAEAEA 2 F IR BN AR R R . A A2 X
SEP R AR T T OO IR RS RS AN
B8 AR X 03 AN AT Sy 08 5% el 1), & IS4 1Y B
B IR XU 8 e 52 e 2 R ) SRR 7 A R S
gy, AR A R WU e AT T AE P A R
D), Kk AR AR TAE e A DR AT R R
Kirton (1976 ) TA K BB A< B 5t A& — FiA 0 XA L 3X
ol A ST RURS S5 D AT 25 55 T [ ZE AR 1 B 00 B A%
AR AT ) 40 A R4 B2 0 R SR Ay s ED
AN BT A 00 SE AR =X O T i T A0 1Y)
it v 7 3, A 22 (cognitive biases) ¥ H T /0>
PR B T ALV BB SE , 22 E TTE A A
7T 4 Ao 5 DR A IR AFER .
A e S A RO T TH A I 28 00 RO TR A {4
X T 0 A uE , DT A2 3 22 Pl il 4 S N
i 3 680 52 W), A3 75 I A 2R SR A 7 T T R R ) g 22
(PIOREE, 2015) , BEHRUIHL I , B2 — PP R WA B,
T 2 BE S ) AATT AR T B, EL DA i 22
AL G AR E AR R B 2 A X B S
B DR 22 (Kramer et al, 2018) ., M4/ AT
WA 22 7K1 552 v 118 I, A N SECAEU TR B 8 2%
A —E 1Y Ry BRAE  BEAG T %A 55 35 4 1 420
H 2 IE A AE Sy —FfnT LR 1 A A DA 0 8 R I, X
TN 22 1) 2% ik A BB s e V. TR &K
V- A R 2 R B B B M 2 R R ), T 4R
o g 1H JE AR 28 565 BT SR, AT 4 A T L
#E— U, O & A B B 4 A 0 22 1Y BE )
(Hafenbrack et al, 2014) . 44~4 )T\ F1 I 22 ik
G, A A2 18 R Bkl N B O e 3L O i A4
%, HARAEAE A SR I LA D SR =5 oK A 2 1] T Al
WAE R BB, 5008 T8 AR 1Y 7™ A HAA B R 7
(Galinsky et al, 2018) . TAHIw 2Bk > 2 )5,
T RE LU T2 AL AR 2 IR R A, AU TR 7R
U IV ELY e LS RV RRYA o £ T A SR (NS
RHELATAR K B By 77 1 H (Liedtka, 2015) .



50453

[ERBESTTETIEZATRIF SR -125-

PRI, AR SO R B i

H3 : DA 22 76 1 A& R0 TR0 Sk 2 )i
AR
13 ATNEE
1.3.1 FREEAN 2 P 4 3 45 4 0

LTI 27 2 76 BF 23 15 & R 35 St sk 2 ) #4 1 F
L] A R L R 45 PR 3R R AN IR AR L 8] A
i 32K P13 g 99 3 R 1 R T 5 T AR 1R
S TAE SRR Sk 2w 51 T BB Sk . 7F
BB SR AT B9 ok AR > b JEA S I I B 1 2 A
B R X SE PR AT BER H B 8 % B 15
Titi A B 0BT e N 4 ey, e RSk B T
MR R . AUBAT S 32 3 BR 58 A Al P D T Y
AN PE RS, 21 IR BN 2 MR e, MRS
HT T I8 2 Al Hh T B D SR 6 BB AT S AR A 53—
J5 2 B PR E E PRI T Ak 2R AT B Y Bh
HLT AR 1 5 2 Q0 8 47 o 1y 7 R (E R M 4,
2016) o A SCIAN B T AE T AR B B33 835802 2l
PRI AN IR 22 DL Je B3 TAR B | DR 2 19 ) T 1Y)
S, WEE R S R A AR 2 AR O R
MG B R A5 A B A 0 RS BT L BT
DA B A8 R 35 v 43 i) 3 B 5 8 o ke 43 BT 1E A& R
SRS == NP S B B e A S e
AN % WA AE B8 95 2500, DA RITAR 2 4> # ok
) B L S %o o L4 R A I D 25 1) S e ML A
PR B N 2 PSR Y T B TS A i T % LA AE
FA) A0 5 i) R F-

RSN E T VR AR L A58 b H 25 8 2%
Forh A ST BRI B IR A8 PE AR A2 B T A T
T TAE S T sl 34 1 3 PR B vh ke = 52 15 B i 5 i
(4 G ARt TE B PSR B RS B el T = A T
S0 6 DR i (kN e, 2012) , A SCRFIFFE RN
T S 1) P 5 AN A 2 P A= A A2 1k, R
£ 5%t 2 i I Az 38 1 ol O 3 35 A R AR R IR B AS
2 M 08 KO T I AR A LY J2 T B R F 5T

A 1 B 58 AN B A P X T S R A A e Y 9 T AR
o MBI E HERE 4 B B R VFZ R0, 51T
A, 5 N I 220 220 T % ok F 4% 07 T8 Y A2 AL AN B E
R . BT B E T — EA RS
PR e A G HY SN R IR SRR (Li et al, 2002) , J2:
B WAE AT A TG 12 A0S 8 DR, 398 RO B8 AN 1
SE TR Ay T A O RSP )R T A R s 22 1Y
P AR 22— A AT R B AL A G PR L
Ko G TR AT S A B AL 52 380 JE A B b i oA
g IR 2, S T X SR RRE R S
SR A8 B R BTG e SR, DT A S — 26 RT BE A
AT HRGTH N E N NG E . BRI
0 7 P 1 R B BB A% B A b AR T IR AT
18301 B4 52 0 25 A%

I o PEAE il B 2H A G0 5 Al if B
A 8% B, Y 01 AL T B E R R T,
AN RAE T 20 AT R DL KAl ) B AR Bl 2SR 52
B — € S, AR ] BE 23 iy T AR TE — RO E 1Y
PRSI SEAAR F s XY R A T 94T 4 b 8
% (B YA, 2015) , T B 22 1977 4 o 4L
2 W FRIS (social judgment theory ) tA hIA i 22
P A JGAE 2 B Ab TR E MR T ST
PLROGE SR AR Ry B, B SRS A AL T DL 1 3
B IR AAEE 2 h T 3R A 20 24 5y de A 280 S
AR A S TS H A O 22 ) PR E (B IRERSE, 2017)

FE /AN o PR A BB RS T AN P ek b
G A FE A DR ] W ) T8 B A v, S A
SE PR Byt B A A4 3 3 4 S0 MY RE
(Fid, 2016) , I H AT LA o %55 2 347 0 4 R 4
PR E 1, YA E 0D, N A 2 4 T
I, 55 Bk 2 5k S0 AR 22 1 H iy o B, AR AL T
o BE AN G W SR AR 7 AR T YO BRAE T B &
AN E S BUERSR HEATEE, 3E 3 R U it ok
il P 25N T R = T TG R T A PSR Y A
B, 52, ERmAEAHEENT ST AFHIE
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O UK AT 32 3l SO T 4 A2 5 2 A TR
5 E o [RIEARE S AL R B, YA R A R O
Bl 5 N, 23 X8 2 B Ak BRI ey XU A
HEAT PP AS S B 1 8, B AR 1 P AR B
AN ] T AR A A A SR BROAH N 4 e 2 AT 2% il
(Z B, 2017) , Tk &AE Sy —Rhn] LAY B 51 T 3230
X2 SRR TT 1, i TR AT, AT A&
P2 PR BE AN PR I 1 R AR AL BB A 2R
A B Hh D G 2

I3 —J5 L, O BRSPS AR XS 2 T B 5l
AIE N R, 5B S B S R AT
il an , 5k H (2016) ZEWFFE B 2 Wit , e AL &
149 o B 5 K 2 AN W b, 5 PR B R AT L 4 3
1 45 3, AT M BR B8 v 3 SBORH AT D 10 45 2 A
B, Fe 2z R HT T A5 28 T 6 AS 1 i 7R 7Y 2R
AT R AN E T AR T B BT 2 T R R A
Tk 0 LA K TG v 4 4R 2 T T g 2k {5 L (Wald-
man et al, 2001) , [F] Bt 7] B8 7= A= £ 1] A9 O BRAE
FH L0 ORS 1 s ) R B FR B . MR £ /A E
PR IS WL A, AT S R b S S AR AE
AN E M R R, HJ O T b H R A T
PELL K Ry 1 AR SRS o B¢ 980 0 98] 38 2 205 >R B
0l xoF A5 R AN B E P AT A SO B (Gu-
dykunst, 2005) . 1EAE R —Fpa] DUA RS HLEE TR
5 A0 BHB0NE 1 T LT DA P ok A R A IR AN
B PR, 78 i AN E PR T TE A BB A% T g b X0 2
BT VAT ANACRE WD s ) 2% il A B, 3 RE 1Y ok
O BB DL XS AN 5 51 1 &AL

PRI, AR SCHR S R AR

Hda : PG ASH 5 1 A0 1 G FIA R g 22 22 [a]
PR

H4b : P15 A 78 P 7R 1 & LG B PE: 2 Ja]
PHAAER]
1.3.2 AN e A ML e B4 9015 £

AN A A TR SR L R AR R S 8 A

SN T 2 TR R RN Y I B U, TR X R R
HAE DLT AR 23 X 2 S R 2 B 1Y i ok |, 3X
Tl |2 0k 22 o AN W PE AR 3E (uncertainty  avoid-
ance ) (Joiner, 2001) . AN %E P30 3k f 9] R T Hof-
stede ZE 7 Ak 2 SO i R 4EJE 2 — 45 1
AN TR B K0 SCA T S5 XA i SR RV B0 B
B Y 25 2R BE (Aurigemma et al, 2018) .71 )5,
AN R PRI REAE S — A S BT AR G Y IR R L AR
AMRJZ T TS, T TS R B T4 Ak = A) B A
MRAR (KB, 2016) o AN E PEALEE Y 5 T
SAPH SRR FAHOC . AN P A0
AR 23 IR — 5 BT B U L IS 2 25 A 1A R Y
IR A RN SN R NTTPO N S R AT S
& RSy AT i 7 25 R R 4 A2 R R B2 AR
12577 T L A TR M OxF T AR A5 BT S A R A A
FE WV o AR T AN WA AR 1 BRI AN 1 E
PE AR SCHE A E P RLREVE g 55 — A 5 Z A%
L 53 AR AR I PR o AN PR 5t T
T A B 10 H 50 AR SZ T UL A B N R s e A
T o AR AR AN E R PG, I, AN E
PR RSB 1Y) 5% ] DU B IR S AR R AR AL R i &
FERAE L, 45 Bl A7 A i 2 45 B, SR B AN 1Y
O BRSO T AR B RO, o |l T e AN A
R 3 1 D3 TR AR AN B P R R ) B3 T 2 B )
ek TR E IR, o Bad fRIEFIAN L R~
RERE A A BRI S 515 B, WA SR B 24 R EF
MR IESAE AP G A DL b O B R s
TR 8 TE K B A A 2 46 o0 23
ARG R T R UM AT 252 OE A il B
% 5 Wk 1H i BV 5 05 vk 33 T R T 1 2 B4 ok
BRI BTRL

Hermeking (2005 ) iff 78 15 HH AR AN B 5 1 R0 3k 1)
A A S B R R XU L B ) T R 5 S LR M Y
B AR AHELZ T o AN o P ALl 1 S A DU AN 2
5 5 K FH B 8K (Sundquist et al, 2005) , Bl 41122
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— AN NS R I 4 R R AR
BB SR = AN PR Rl 7 A B RBORAS R T A
A E BT ST YR A CRIARER , WA
FF3RBUA FHRAR S5 AR . 45 AN 45
IS Y Hop — 0 B G2 B 2 (mindfulness ) , 75
A PAAR A AR Y S R 2 A SR A R X A A o
0 RS B0 LA RE B, IR A M o A A T Y
I (i, 2016) , AR KRB 1554k T oA 0 22 19
o TE AT A B A A R AR P B Y R R B
TH e S 4 42 32 25 B DT 82 3 DA 80 R0 M 9 4 T
B S BIIE S, 3% Fl R A )T s b B i = R el
THI g0 ARSI T, A ER
(A 1 B T e b Al HE BV DO B A 1 2 AN AT
W5 R 4 25 5 (Fiol et al, 2003 ), Bl AR 5 A
2 P R 3l L T AT 2 2 30 S 4 RO WA
(BRI SRR 32 1 14 52 TR 1 AR BT A S A R
B2 R TE A& R B TH A I BT, X6 A R i 22 kS )
RO 1 L 35 B B3 T AS [R] 14 X0 A5 B8 Sy 325 70 b
BRI S AR R A

PRIt , A gt AR S

B 15 HSa: AN 2 1 B0 3B A 1E 2 L0 B 22
(]2 18 55 7R

B 5 HSb « AN ff 2 P R0 3k A LF 8 AR O 25 22
[F1] A 81 4 14

25 b AR SO BRG] 1 R

2 HRAE
2.1 HRITK

ASWIE 5T 2R T B B[] 6 98 F 1) J7 X9 4 1 3
KBHL A FI 0 458 A FHIF N B . Ry Tk R R R
ZEWYRZ M, A N BB R .
— B Bt BHOF A B LS TE KT RN B
SRR B N R G S - o = N (=2 I
FELFRIE N L 20 5 FIEH B R o . — 1
HZ 5, d1% 538 W) B RHIF A 51 4k 22 35 5 A 4 i
25 ML BESEIKOF  IF B iZ 4 5 46 1) ) BHIF £ 45
Be 4T BV AZBHIE A B3B8 B ROK T 9 B B
A I TR ) 4 500 6y, 59 B EHE AN 42 45 o)
Ji s IS ZORE AR 458 43, A% 91.6% . AT RURE
KNG RERE |, B 2 551 712.1% 5
29.9% , A HE T E AT A AE 25~35 % Z 1], 5 H 79.5%
S5 E BRI b AL 69.6% 5 il AR
i DVAERE M e T AR AR Sy S 25 LUE
25~35,35~50,50 LA F 4 BB, Em E L AR 0,
WhRA L, 2E DA e B DL b, REEERE, KEEAR
FE i+ S L B4R, 700E 01,2348
22 MEE

1E 7&K H Bond 45 (2011) JF & B9 10 1 AAQ- 11
i 7¢ (the Acceptance and Action Questionnaire-II)
(Bond et al, 2011 ), bt nfRl-F- K 2 504 A= 16 #5
R 7 — 2R R 079,

D

H2

Hab | BRI e P

H
08

Hl BIBFAL

/ HS5a
Hda | ANHHZE MR
/{513

N 22
H3

B1 “EZ—RIESER @yl s
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Does Mindfulness Produce Innovative Performance at Workplace
LIU Shengmin, XIN Huanhuan, SHEN Li, DONG Xuebing
(1. School of Management, The University of Shanghai for Science and Technology, Shanghai 200093, China;
2. School of Management, Shanghai University, Shanghai 200444, China)

Abstract: As more companies introduce mindfulness into the workplace, there are more researches on how
mindfulness can bring benefits to employees and corporates. In recent years, some scholars have suggested that
mindfulness has a positive effect on employees' innovative performance.Based on the existing research, this study
puts forward the model of 'mindfulness-innovative performance', and puts forward the assumption that mindfulness
is beneficial to employees' innovative performance. We combine anxiety/uncertainty management (AUM) theory
to put forward two mediating variables, resilience and cognitive biases. And we also put forward two adjusting
variable, environmental uncertainty and uncertainty avoidance. In order to verify the hypothesis, we conducted a
questionnaire survey of 458 researchers from three technology companies. The results were generally consistent
with these hypotheses.

Key words: mindfulness; innovative performance; resilience; cognitive biases; environmental uncertainty; uncertainty

avoidance





