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Abstract : This article aims to indicate directions for research on recovery experiences through a review of existing
studies. It examines the definition, underlying constructs, measurement scales (psychological detachment, relaxation,
mastery, control), related theories (effort-recovery theory, conservation of resources theory), antecedents (demands,
resources) , outcomes (personal outcomes, work-related outcomes), and profiles associated with recovery experienc-
es. Work-related outcomes resulting from recovery experiences were found to be mixed, including both positive and
negative outcomes. Finally, future directions for research and practice on the recovery experiences are proposed.
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T NEIR % T O KIEIZ NG S & 5 720 O pESE R DAL
DG ® ] (B, 2014; Shimazu, Sonnentag, Kubota, &
Kawakami, 2012 ; Sonnentag & Fritz, 2007 ; &)l - /N,
2023) TH b, MENEI BRI ENTLEK (Sonnentag
& Fritz, 2007). #I204E12b 72 VLB RHENTE 72

COWPERE X, WFERDAIMC S, KA V% (Sonnentag,
& Fritz, 2007). 7 4 5 ~ Kk (Shiltaloppi, Kinnunen,
& Feldt, 2009). A X 4 ¥ §& (Sanz-Vergel, Sebastian,
Rodriguez-Munoz, Garrosa, Moreno-Jiménez, & Sonnen-
tag, 2010). H A & (Shimazu, Sonnentag, Kubota, &
Kawakami, 2012), 4 % V) 7 #& (Molino, Cortese, Bak-
ker, & Ghislieri, 2015). A7 = —7 »§& (Almen, Lund-
berg, Sundin, & Jansson, 2018), 75 VI« RV b H IV
#& (Pérez-Nebra, Pedersoli, Rodrigues, Rodrigues, &
Queiroga, 2023). 79 » Aik (Le Moal, Thurik, & Tor-
res, 2024), 4 ¥ A& ¥ 7§ (Hamsyah, Miyanaka, Tok-
ita, Kawada, Mori, & Shimazu, 2024) %, ZS7EICHIR
Sh, IR T2,

AFTIE. VANY) —RBBICHT A EICOWT L
Vo —2fTwizwv, 72720, U A3 —REERICE L Cid,
BECEN/- L ¥ 2 —i (Sonnentag, Venz, & Casper,
2017 ; Sonnentag, Cheng, & Parker, 2022) % X ¥ 53471
%47 72#3C (Bennett, Bakker, & Field, 2018 ; Head-
rick, Newman, Park, & Liang, 2023 ; Steed, Swider,
Keem, & Liu, 2019) 2SS Tw5b, £2C, Th
SOMRAEHRAL. ThTTOY I —FERICET S
WHED EEREREZ AL, SRIRSN-EZER
T 5o

2. VAN —RBER &S
2-1. FEEEE. R EE

3TN L 72D, BERBDATED X5 12h
BT HONEND T EIZONT, DNOWTETIE, K&
BOFFEDIEE) (B 21X, ALHRE, A2y, AR,
RBEATEEY) S OWEEAI Y ¥ & Tw/z (Sonnentag,
Stephan, Wendsche, de Bloom, Syrek, & Vahle-Hinz,
2021). LA L, MUFE#Hz2 LTOEAICI->TRON
HAEERAI R B T E RSN D X ) 127 5 72 (Siemer,
Mauss, & Gross, 2007). &tz U, [FHOZX ML
A HOBEZBIT 2 D1%, FEDEBZDH DT
Sy U9y 7 AR FEDORED S LR FEEE -
Wo s, ZOEEICNIET 5EM] (Sonnentag &
Fritz, 2007, p. 204) TH 5. 2F ). A& DpEZERER DL
HHUA 2§ 2D TIE%R L, ED XD RIEHEIZ L 5 TH
BT DONNEEZERRASN, B, [TV —

W HTWA ] THMMICEE L 72] [+H4acikB L7z
REDQHHTHMESINS [HEL2EE] v [lifEo
RACRBBICER Z U TR D AT 25 (F 2 1E.
Binnewies, Sonnentag, & Mojza, 2009 ; Sonnentag, Mo-
jza, Demerouti, & Bakker, 2012). Y071, EIEG
BICNET 2 BEEREZHOLNICTHDDTIE RV,

Z® X9 % T, Sonnentag & Fritz (2007) XV &
N —REEOWENRNEZ R Lze ORI, LHEHE
#t (psychological detachment). U J v 27 A (relax-
ation). ## (mastery). I ¥ ba—J (control) ® 4
DOWIL» LML S N5,

DBEAOHEAE 2k, SIS 2 BTV 5 720
TR, DENICOAHELrOHNLZETH L, BmE
B DA BER ISR A — VR & wo 2B HED ¥
AV %4TH T EADENEEEZ RN 2 WIRBIZ S € 5,
HFCHET2FMIIOVTERLILZDLDOZILD S
VENS L. HEMIZZ. A4 v F2Y5] EIEEL
TREENS Z & 25% v (Sonnentag & Bayer, 2005)
EFERPEN T 5,

VT 7 AE L E DOIEERAEAMR G IRE 2 f5 L 5 %,
RIEAMBETEE DMK T Ly BB SHEAL L T v 5 IR
HETaH 5 (Sonnentag et al, 2021), MENRE, I HE.
7L UEHEE, EEE o EBZT TR 2RO
RNV TG IALLRETOYA 7)Y 7kE DI hn
RS Z PE D EEIC L o TH 25 SN B SELH
%0 )77 ADRERLIE, WA SR LEK
BhaINLWI EPRULETH S (Sonnentag & Fritz,
2007)0 VT v 7 ARKRI T4 THIEEERDOD LN
RENTWS (Fredrickson, 2000)

PG L, PR IR B2 2 & BN, R
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BNELEET IR TH D, LT LOIREARI LTS
{, HABREOHCHMFLEIC R D, PuEX /20T
WEIOMANY 2B & LT, [FEFRICE) . IZE 5,
B LW % 225 (Fritz & Sonnentag, 2006) |, [ AR —
V. FENEE), KT U7 4 7158 (Mojza, Lorenz, Son-
nentag, & Binnewies, 2010) ] 2P 5T b, #
EiE, MESORRZAFNV, aYETF Y=, HEH
HEAAIN 5 (Sonnentag & Fritz, 2007) o

ar b= eid, REFHIZED L) 2IGEZ WD
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74 NIBITHHAEORE (Ryan & Deci, 2000) T
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I HIGENCHE 2 E L. A ML AZIK LA H
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Sonnentag & Fritz (2007) 1. V) AN) —#KExo 4
DORTEENT LI2H72) . EBIRE & AFEA P LA
PO OMEEIZET A EFIH L TWwa,

5B HI1Z. Parkinson & Totterdell (1999) 2%/ L
T N A DA G B 2 SRET§ 2 720 Ok A 5 I H L
TWb, BFEMETIE. HEEGICBW IR Z K0 %
OZEWZLs>THLDT [RIFS L] OWHOZED
HiEE LT (DEER HEER ABREDY T v 7 A
. QESNELLZ L, fIZIELORLEEE LS
TRERYZERT L L) 27V Yy =&, QLFHERR
EREZEEEZIYDL, ToLEMIILICLTWAS
EET DI RBELNIRINT VS,

EHEZ NV A OEEICE L TE, 577 - BIE R

(Effort-Recovery Model ; ERM) (Meijman & Mulder,
1998) &. BiHPRAEEF (Conservation of Resources
Theory ;: COR) (Hobfoll, 1989) @ 2 o % By fLiz &
LTw5h,

50 - BEPE (Meijman & Mulder, 1998) Tid.
B L, A L AR I AA A b L AR
OIRREITR 2 0N - A 2 DIEEBRE LY ERT 5, K
BCoOHRNOWE. ETRABIY TR L oA
Fbzgl &4, EFEZRETHE, 20 L) RE
T BUS T L7 < 72 o 7285, A REHICH? ).
DOIEE, HFOBR L &0 5 ORI & > ThlfET %
EVHI AN =D [ZE R AN ZAL] ZRLTW
% (de Bloom, Geurts, & Kompier, 2010), L5250
BN ZER) Ty 7 ATHILICE- T
FUCEA LA S 1, ABEO &L F 5
ZEWZED, VAN =0 NEEEZLNTWVS

(Sonnentag & Fritz, 2007) o

HIRIRAF B (Hobfoll, 1989) Tix. MNMEANEIE %
WLV ER LD LED EENTIHFETH D, £
D7D, MANERPFDONSLREED D - 72 ) FERRITE
b0 3T2528E BRICEDAMVADBEL S, &
O FZIEABREZ R L0 MHELDT5
EVH Y AN =D [BEBI G A=A L] ZRLTW
% (de Bloom et al, 2010), #uER ¥ bu— i L%
HMUTH7MANERZERT LI EITED, UAN
=20 %5H EEZHNTWwA (Sonnentag & Fritz,
2007) o
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7 ANE577) - GRS, BaEE T Y b a— VIZEER

i ) AN —REROMEL ¥ 2 —

FHEFICZEOME L FE> (Sonnentag & Fritz, 2007 ;
Kinnunen, Feldt, Siltaloppi, & Sonnentag, 2011), %77/J
- PG & EIRRAF B, S0 X ) IChfET B DR
ZARBLEWICHSE LSS (Sonnentag & Fritz, 2007) o

3. VAN —BEOETEREBERETOT 71
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LR X5z, AL TIER LM AAS, BESER R LAY
TEDIHCHET LD END) 2 LIZOWT, WO
W7ECld, MEZROTETIAEM S N T/ (Sonnentag,
2001)c EHICHNHEBKRO X ) RIHE) ISR 2 53
Z X3, AHEBEE OB S OHEIICEEN S DD
L) XHIT, HEBROTEFIE Y AN — R L dEa
N, L TWBDITTIE R, F2T. Z0 X9 R E
DIEF &) HN) — BB L OBRPEER SN, kL
72X o, [RESEFRITE) . IWICE D, HLWlkE
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5 55 Wi & 4T o 723 (Bennett et al, 2018; Steed et al,
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WEE T (=) AEBBEEFME SN > 28E1E [ (n
s) v G T TR AT [—] 245 L7,
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R L 720

KIIRTEBY, $XTOGHED) A3) —fkbr &
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EWEOR, WIS, OHENEESE, Vs vy 2 2, O
yhu— LV EFAOHBAERLZ—HT, AELIIAFE
B % o 720 JD-RE F IV (Job Demands-Re-
sources Model ; fEFHDOERE - BIHET V) 1THKD X,
HHEHOFRE (Job Demands) RHAHENOEWE (Job Re-
sources) &V AN —iREiD LR % F % L 72 Shimazu
etal (2012) IZBWVWTH, HEFOZREEL, LHAYHHE
VSy s A, avirua—LEAOHYE%ERLZ—IT,
HOE L XM B AT 225 720 Shimazu et al. (2012) X%
OEEIZOWT, FOTRE ZHITE %) PH T,
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HERT R (=) p"=-.30 | (=)p"=-.20 (n.s.) (=)p*=-.16
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B & 212 7% - T & TWw b, Bennett, Gabriel, Calder-
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iz &< & & DEEWR. V) —F —OMBEIEI TG
FTEDDFEIRINT N5,

3-2. VAN)—REERIZL o TH0 SNHHEE

VAN —REEROME R LT, TRIA Vv Well-being &
EREEELNRE LS HOMENERINTEL

(Sonnentag et al, 2022), I T, UHhNY —#ER LY
HN) —REBRICE > TR ENEHERED XY 5T %
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Steed et al, 2019) =3 &2, F212Y AN —fEERE )
ANY —RERIC L > TH72H ENLHEROMBEZRT &
B VAN =REERED) AN —BRERICE o TH B EN
BLREROBEBRAEIEDOE AT [(+H) ) AOEEE ()]

BRIEESEON L2581 [(ns) s G025rh
NTWRWEEIE [—] 2[5 L7z, 2ok
PUIFR 1 LFBRTH 5,

K2IRTEBY, ) AN —RERAD 72 5 FREHIC
DWT, AT 288 (&, A vF—, ER,
flRE, EER & AHICETA/R (V-2 -2
FAYAY M, N7 =< VA, WBRE) 1208 5,

AT BERIZOWTIER, U AN =KD 4o

—RE4—



CURIENC—TEH CLA2LNEEZ YO SURGIPM ZHEHA A RNL 2 ) —AnT o °Y@R ENC—THE oy mdne o dz d (@ uonsneyxs p1o. d £ 45k
MO £ ¥ @ (6102) Te 10 PaaIS=d : BEMOWL £ ¥ @ (€207) Te 30 YoUpeaH=.d : FlE WL £ ¥ @ (8102) T8 3 Paudg=,d

DR TR R U R (BT Y S L A=A B

CMEAJFLE IR ® % (6102) T8 19 PIAIS 7 (€20g) T8 32 YOUPEIH 3 (107Z) ‘T8 30 Houudg : Ly

) AN —REBROWFIEL ¥ 2 —

T

12 —=(-) 21 —=4d (=) (s (s U G ek S

— — (s JEEE

ge = (+) 92 = (+) 62 =4 (+) €2 =qd (+) F T Bl S

— V1= (+) ('su) 6z -=.d (-) LV LLAT YA C—rC
01 '=4d (+) W= (+) (s Im-=(-) AR

0= (+) 82 = d (+) 60 = d (+) L0 -= (=) (d00) (LT HU T

22 =,d ¢z =d (+) 62 =,d '8z =, (+) 61 =,d gl = (+) 80 =,d (+) D AN
Y A r—K Ly

ve =4 (+) G =qd (+) 6 =qd (+) (s B

81 =4 (+) LZ=d (+) (s ) (s A%

72 =, ‘1g°=.d (+) ge=.d 67 =4 (+) 9z=yd g'=.4 (+) 2= $1=4 (+) [vay
2% = (+) ve=d (+) 2% =4 (+) (SU) | HEENAKEVLAT 410

I 2AXLV&AT 4—L

W MR

— — — (SW | N4GLrn 4—L—(FLL
%€ -=4d(-) 65 -=d(-) g8 -=4d(-) g -=d (=) | Nstre -4l 4—04
oty

12 -=4(-) 2 -=(-) 2 -= (=) 61 —-=d (-) YL Y
¥2=,d 'gg = (+) gl =,d 'z¢ = (+) 8z '=,d *9g = (+) 62=,d Jg = d (+) LAY—ANT &
gg=,d gg=d (+) 68 =,d ‘¢ = d (+) L8=,d g = (+) €z =.,d ‘gz =4 (+) T
¢ —=4(-) L == (=) ¥ —=4(-) 02 -=qd (-) (k) T il 3R

2g '=,d (+) 9T =.d (+) 9z '=.d (+) €2 =4 (+) HH

P

2% = 4d (+) (s V=4 (+) 12 =4 (+) e

82 =.d (+) L1=¢d (+) 0¢=qd (+) 16 = (+) Hom

6z =,d (+) ('sw 8z '=,d (+) ¢z =4 (+) M

i 3l

— (s 91 —=,d (-) 62 —=d (-) (5 RIRENY)
6¢ = .d (+) 2€=qd (+) 9 = d (+) L8 =4 (+) EUNIS A

gz —=,d '8¢ —=d0g -=,d(-)| ¢1 -=,d ¢z -=4d Q' -=d(-)| 62 -=,d ¢ —= G —=,d(-)| ¢ -=,d g —=, 6¢ —=,d(-) L
—FA¥T

2 —=,d 9z —=.d (-) G0 —=,d 6l —=,d(-) 9 —=,d ¢z —=d (-) 1€ —-=,d 9z -=.4d(-) LV LUk
18 =0 '8z "= d (+) 6z =,d 0g =4 (+) 0§ =,d *T¢ = d (+) €z '=,d 91 = ,d (+) L b Lok
SR

W LY E

#

B

A—n{~c 7 7 Y 4 6L 7 Gl |

[EHCURGYFLCPIEH—N\V/LN] C2E

—RE5 —



NI RS IUBRBER Al B

DWILDOWTNSE, RIT 1 TG, MIEIRE, ERO
B, AR R, EERE. T v —A YT EIED
MERD o720 T2, ) AN —RERD 4 DDRIFTLDOW
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J—2 - 773)—ar7) 7 b AOHENED - 72,
LEEEERL) 7 v 7 ZIRENE T L AOHBE»S -
7205, BOBIIERELMESR»ro 70 S 61T, LI
BER) T v 7 AR v ba—bid, BEARCHERRER & 1
DB H o 7205, BEIIHEELRMES Loz 2O
E912, VAN —RBOKKITIE, FEARRIZIZEAD
EIER T AN T —RRE LR EE DL, 72721, BuEld
D 3 DODRITL TR R L B2 RITL TS HE
WD 5.

WIZ, HFICHET ARERICOVTRNS, Y AN —
BERO 420K ITOVT NG, 5. BB 7+ —<
A WA L IEOMBAND o720 )T v 7 A, BuE,
IV hE=NIE, T=2 - A VAL OERHER
BE L IEOMEND 013t L, LI ENLS &
HREMES oz 6T, BuEL IV P u =LA
MR RATED AIZEYE =V F VA =2 T T4 TEwvo
7eXT =3 Y AT 2K L CTIEOMBASH -
7275, OEREETENRS LIZAOMBEER L, O
PR SRR E R E AR S e ot BaEL TV
b E— VARSI EERL & X B OB D - 72 A5, DERY
HEEE Y Z v 7 ZITHEMIEEN & 3AE 2R 205
7o TOXHIT, LBEIEREIAL IS T BBk 4 iR
IR L TROMEAREMEL R L TED., okice i
B2 R 7 5 B2 RIZTL T b, D EHTHE L A5
WCHET AR EDBRIIEMTDH 5, (LHENEREE 7 —
7 x4 TA Y POMBBRIIIESEI N TE
B RERIIMe A TE o Tz LHENEEEST -2 - 204
TA Y M EIEDOMBERTHIZ (Sonnentag, Binnewies,
& Mojza, 2010 ; Sonnzentag, & Fritz, 2007 ; Kiihnel,
Sonnentag, & Westman, 2009) 2% % —7 T, LHMY
R T —27 - 20784 VXA D EAOHBAZRTIIG
LFEET 5 (Shimazu et al, 2012 : Fritz & Sonnentag,
2006) . MO BERIIHEMRY TIEZR SHBHTH D,
WU TR, 2% ) LAENEESFHREDORICT — 7 -
IUTFATAY IR BHTHE I EERLIIIED
& 5 (Shimazu, Matsudaira, de Jonge, Tosaka, Wata-
nabe, & Takahashi, 2016), JTAEDHIZETIX. WE LKA
WCH BB 25 - 72 (Hamsyah et al, 2024), Z®
90, LDEMEREST -2 - US4 TR Y MR
LRBIIIRR A RRATRENTB Y., S 54 52T
VETH 5, MZ Ty LIEIYIEEESHEET RATEIR 8%

BARLICEOMHBEA R LTWE I L DEELPETH
Bo VAN —RBAMEFICHLTEY T4 ThkRE
ATT A THRERE D720 TRMBICHET M LET
H5bo

3-3. VAN —REBOFATERLHEROF LD
I L1z U ANY) —BEROBATERIZOWTIZ
HH—EDWRIIRENTVWELEWVWRZ L, T2, VAN
) —HREBRIC X o Ty BIER T AN F —R@BEFOMICH
WCTRI T 4 THRFERMEANTD 726 STV 51,
U AN —REER EIEFTOBRIZOVWTIE, 32D X ¥ 5
MOWMLICBNTA420KRILE S —H L TADHBEEZR
LCWize UBNY —RERD 4 DD RICHIE I IEIZE
5922 L oM - EBERNEERIKRE V. 2721,
Y AN —REERE, RS CHER L7 IRES S o FE A N
ET B0, KEOHRTH [HEFEE (KE)] v
EEIROERBIN TS (B - ¥ - 10 - FRb,
2023) o 5% 1E IKED 2 O HOME TH 5 M5 L (8
I EVIERIZOWTLHFHEERBBILL, Enk)
BRI, SR BELZEDOTHWL00NICD
WCHHREL T A2 DB Do B - /N (2023) 1. Y
HN) =P ED L) IR L TR T4 TH D
WIEATT 4 T Bre RIZTONEHLNICT S
B, LR Ty 7 2R E0 [ENEE O REBR
Bl 28T, BELREO NG ZH72IEGT 5K
B 12t b v Tk ROV TEEMN IR 2175
TWh, TOLEHIT, VAN —8ERD 4 ODRITTH I
FOBRE L THbRVEHBELIRREIN TS,
BB, VANY —RERIZX > TIEFIZD 26 8
LAERIZDOWTIE, 4 DDRILOHFTRY T 4 TR
EAHT A THRAERVBEAL T B ANERE RO
Blrnrold, Z20X) BRHERICVAEE02HL2ICL
72) ATy BIYT A4 TRIEERIZOLD D) HoN) — R
ZRAET L EDLETH D,

4. UAHN)-REOTOT A

T HADBED X H ) A3) —RERD 4 D DRIT
FHAGHDETHRRLTWADO» 2L I ) T
5707 7 A NVGHOMENDEHLPEHE>TW5S
(Sonnentag et al, 2021). ZERIZ. MAIZ, HKEHKIC
TV TR CLHEWEREL & D, B LV Rk
WIpZETHEL, FLERHBELTY Sy 7 25
EVozE 9T, VAN —REDOWL D90t EM
AEbE, ZOLIBRN—FT 4 YORTHELTWD,
A, OHENEECY) 7y 2 2R 0 [ANEHR
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OEEER | 28T, #ER Lo [MENGIR % 7212
BT BRI EEZSNLD (FI - A,
2023). EBEIZ, 4DDORILVED L) A EDLET
HEZ 5> TWAONEIIBT L7201, 707 7 4 V5T
o TV AR ZER L2V B, £3127077
A NVGHTHRAT 572 3DODOWIFEIC BT 2 HM, £412, 2
DOMEICHBITHEM T L DRRITOFIEZR L7
T, BEAZFHHT 5,

Siltaloppi, Kinnunen, Feldt, & Tolvanen(2011) 1.
T4y FARER (N =274%) #2112, VAN
N —REEDINY — e RTz, FNOHD ] ERITHIzoT
IN—=Y T, T=7 54X, ERIZED
L) BHRELTOREGHT Lz, £3DXHITK
D S5FRAIRENT, ()4 DDRITTAFHAKAE, (28E L
v bO—UHEAKE, Q)T v s ALHEIEL, =
Y ha—= VN, ) Ty 7 RAIEET HH. LHE
g, o, v bu—VidRd. (5)4 DOWITHIEK
WThb, (hb, FHIICKEREOBBRERLTVS
72, (2)RANE N =12%12% ), MBS Y 7
VA ZOMEDRD H) TN HDOHT (DI, 78— FF—
RFEHBBHT, FTN - KA CIVRRAEHE LR ED

i ) AN —REROMEL ¥ 2 —

REEHMTEH S AL ICHBINTH L, 4 D2DKRITT T
P ICEARHETRER L, LY 2 VY — A v TN
L7 (2%, #H7-0 ON@EE R D E . FET
LIRS LAY THY, T—2 - 0T
VAV IO ENo T, N, BFETAIEMIZH)
BL TV LEAPHEELFRTH Y. BRUNREEOH
HTRHEL, BREEICRIE LA 7—2 -2
FAIAV I DPRLELANA=V T 2T ELE
o 7ze BGENME MBI 2B EZ TR REEY D
Bo (NF. TREFEE MBI TH O W57 O8N
EIEIAET L7z (5N, FEER Tt L FiEd 2 0E3
BICHAEIICA SN AT, EEZEROKEIIKD 7
D5, MO L T 5 L0 V-4 Y 7i&
qzj%]ﬂgffo 720

Bennet et al. (2016) &, 7 AU A ICEBIT LTINS
1A L0%EF (N =575%) 2RI, U HNY) — Bk
Wiz, MEFEo#%, RIEEHEO T+ —< v 2%
EVUETEDDEZLBENDD 5.] SEOHEHD SR
e N D [ EM IR B 2] (Cropley, Michalianou,
Pravettoni, & Millward, 2012) %z 725 &KITIZTDOWT
AL, T2 MR 1I a7 7 A VEREL, 5

X3 [3OOHMRICHEITZTOT 71 ILOER]

SCHK

kS

Siltaloppi et al. (2011)

()4 DDA TFAKE (72.3%)

Q#GEE 2 M a— LK (44%)

)Ty rREBFGEIFE L, T ¥ ba— iz (106%)

)Ty 7 RAIRET A, LEERE, #0E, a2 bo— ik (44%)
(5)4 D DWILHMEAKHE (84%)

Bennett et al. (2016)

(W7e 1 (T1)]

(1) TEME O BEER (Recovering Ponderers) | (484%)

(2) THEF %@ &£ VM (Leaving work behind) | (35.9%)

(3) [MFM (Pondering) ] (85%)

(4) TEFH S HilEx & 5 - ) 5 v 7 2R (Detach, low relax) | (7.2%)
(W7e 2 (T1)]

(1) TEMEH o BEER (Recovering Ponderers) ] (58.9%)

(2) THRZ&H (Pondering) | (25.2%)

(3) [HIF#E X F ) H (Leaving work behind) | (15.9%)

Chawla et al. (2020)

(1) Ta >y ra— - FESFGENER (controlled non-mastery recovering) ] (286%)
(2) TIE#EREIER! (non-mastery recovering) | (22.6%)

(3) TH#eM (plugged in) | (21.1%)

(4) THAEE O IFEEHA! (moderately unplugged] (19.7%)

(5) TIEHHER (unplugged) | (8.0%)

i : Siltaloppi et al. (2011). Bennett et al. (2016). Chawla et al. (2020) % 3 & \Z4EFHERK,
%I D B MFEM O NB oS (DEUE 2 (12 TUETRA)
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x4 [2DOOMRICHIIHEEIEDERTDOFHE]
Tr7e pRitl R DA PR B Vo7 X Mt arbu—  REET R
Bennett  T1(1)  [{EH O BEFHH 2.89 4.02 359 4.03 3.65
et al. Ti2) HFzESEYHE 4.23 449 3.56 454 2.25
(2016) TL3) EEH 197 222 3.63 34 401
T14) AMHHPSHEREZ LS K 7 v 7 AW 361 251 321 321 271
T2(1) R BERER 274 3.70 374 394 391
T2(2) JEFEH 257 2.39 3.03 255 381
T23) fHEZESEIH 399 4.02 359 4.25 2.86
Chawla (1) a ¥ ba—)b - JERGERIER 3.01 295 1.69 3.50 —
et al. (2)  FEBGERIEE 4.08 445 1.73 4.32 —
(2020) (3) Hewe iy 231 1.85 1.67 2.38 —
(4) FRAREE O FEB T 331 3.68 3.29 387 —
(5) Elg R it 443 471 417 462 —

HiFT : Bennett et al. (2016). Chawla et al. (2020) # ¥ & \[ZEEE1EK.

WZHfgE 2 (2B HIRAE) 2BV T, WigEl TBIgSh
72420070774 NVDI b 3D HFH LIz, il
(T1) TIXRD 4FRZR L7z (1) [HEB o BZEER
i EBREWLXVDY Ty 7 A, BuE, 2 bo—
V. BRI ERO—T ARCLE R T H
%o 2) [MEHAZBEXEHZYM | 13, FHERPTHRDLHVL
PIEEEE SN Z . W) Ty 72 2ARBgERL T Y ha—)L
R L7z—H T ik IR IER I ERTH 5. (3)[ -
FH | 3, BEBICAEIC O WTE L AEBTHD ., &
FHIPChed B BRI R & b ARG OB FH A
Thb, INOLOMANIE. VT v 7 AL, gL o
YO —VAHRETH L, @) [HFHEISHEEE E S -
K5y 7 28| 3, SHENEESEENEL VI
7 ARHGER T Va1 — LR ER R ERIZE V., B
722 (T2) Tid, KO 3IFREZ/RLz, (1) [HEFD
BRER ] Z, BV Ty 7 2A9BgEay ba—LR
R Ui R S A DB B 2 B L 5, (2) T
TR 1F, MERREREE L FEM P TRV
DMLY T v 7 R#ERT Y PO -V TH D, (3)
MEFaE &R 13, AP Cied B DBy
HEE ) Ty 7 ARPER T PO =LV TH Y, KOHE
RIERTH %,
ZOEHIFHL L LHENEEEINS a7 7 4,
WERHGEL TV P a— )V &) RERR BRI EH N
ZELTHT 7 ANHPIIEL 72, S 51T, BIZE 1 Tid,
FEALEDY) AN — B A RIS RI T 5 L8 L
AEErOHEE LS - K) Ty 7 AT, BV LAY
O BRI BRIPMOREER D Fv LAV & AE 9 5 [0
BEREMD A SNz,

B, W1 (T I2BWw<, [HE&EM | L Mm

BHOREER] X, BT —27 -5 VAV NE
RL72b00, [MEHELZEXEYR] &L CTRIEN
HIEE BARWEEL &, M2 olilEE & 5 - 1K)
T 7 AR LB L CAMEIZ Tz, %2 (T2)
Tk, [MEFE2HHEx L2 - 1K) T v 7 AR SRS
Nholzhs D320 7TT 7 7 4 VOLAEIIERS
n7zo Do 2o o, [HEp o RRER ]
BEWT =27 - U5 AT A2 FRERGERIENIEE L &
HEEZ R L, (MEFEL2EEE) R RENHEFEL
T—27 - ZVTFA VA PR &5, LI HEE
BT IV —A Y728 o THETII R W REEDIR S
N7z AT, RERPHIK & B B AT IC B v
T7u7 7 A VEBR R E LS 872, WEHAEDH
WL [HEbhoBmER ] $703 [RBEM] ITRT 5
TREEA S F 5 Tz,

Chawla, MacGowan, Gabriel, & Podsakoff (2020) i&.
T X)ANGEE (N =2074) 2GS, B3R & #
FBBICHER L7723 ~5 HOREZITWHEHM AR L
7o (1) [ bu—)b - JEFGERER] X, PREEO2
vihu—vk, RV LHEREE Y Sy 2 A, JEE
IRWHGETH B, (2) [FERGERER ] 13, (D&KL
TLHWEREE ) 5y 7 2L Ty br—ILidEVAS,
FII(DER URER, (3) [HEHmM] 1E, 4 2DRITH
WENRH I, (4) [FRREEOIEEER | 3. )&kl
TADDRITV LY &\ (5) [FEHERAL ] &, RIS
4 DDRTTHE .

Z ® X 91, Siltaloppi et al. (2011) & Chawla et
al. (2020) TlE. 4 2DOWILAE WEIR 4 D DR ITTHME N
RIS L CHEFRCE 72N, RIS 2 L% A
BOEGIIMMETIIHRYTH S, T, B Lo
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THEBINY 2 58 € DR TTAAFAE T TR AR S 725,
AR ER DT, VT v 7 AL BGEDNEN, VT
7 ADMENEE, TFRICE o> CTEOWRIIMEA 725720 7
077 AVEHOEFRE. ) AN —REOEEDOKIT
OMMAELENSHBEONNT =V EFHOMIL IS E LA
HIZHBH, AL THE DA THB LI, K
AEbATH), —BLIHEEIREINBIZIZESR S
MEOERIPVLETHLEEbNDL, 707 7 L VM
% 4T - 7z Siltaloppi et al. (2011) T, KA L EHE
BRRMEOFEE Vo 7oA B L OBE IS KL
TWwh, S, Z0 X BBEMNEMEL ) 713 — Bk
4 DODORILE DHMED ESITHETTAZLICE T Y
HN) — BT RORRAL P L L E 2 b b,

BhH)IC

AFTIE, VAN —FERIZOWT, 2290 Y a—
LR AT M RAT 272300 TR 7 7 A VG
T o723 0D L OB ERA L. B &,
WoE REE, BOE3 2 PGS, BATERNEHRICHET S L
Va—, 70774 VOEMZRL7,

U ANy —REERIZ. 90 - IR & B IR PR B S
Z OGN EEE O, T LT, ) AN —REERE R
T5400RITLDH) L, LIENFEEE ) T v 7 21355
- RIS, BoEE oY bu— VIZBERERRICE
DRIF % FF > T/ (Sonnentag & Fritz, 2007 ; Kin-
nunen et al., 2011),

1 H N —REEROFATERIZOWT LD 5 —E DT
ARENT Wz, F720 VAN —RERIZE - T, &I
RIANF—RBELZDM TR Y T 4 TR
b7zHINTW, FRIT, U H N —REER & 985 O IR
IZ2WTlE, 32DRX TGO LITB VT 4 DODRI
EL—HLTHOMMAERL TV, VAN —RERD
4 DODOYWILHPEFMEICH G35 2 L OB - FEEN
BEZRIEIKE W, FO—FT, VAIN) —KERICL T
HEIZH 725 SNLFERICOVTIE, 4D2DRITOFT
RIOT A THREREATT 4 THRFERPRIEL T2,
S5 EENIEITERIL L T b 7a 7 7 4 V5T
WZDOWTHBOBFM 2R L 72

VD EARBEZ T, SHROBEEZBRRI0, VAN —
RERICH S A ZER EBEANDOSHROREE L LT 8 11T,
Y AN — BRI D 7 SRR Y T
ROBMIKD SN D, VAN —REBOFATER L)
TN —REERICE > TEAICD 726 ENLEEF & biRT
Ll MBI NBHERITKRY T4 TR E
HIF A THRAERPBEL TS LA TV AN —

i ) AN —REROMEL ¥ 2 —

BB ED LRI T4 TR E R T 4 TR
WA D) &t 7t 22 WS ICT 52 EBUETH
Bo B5212. U AN —iRERE BT N E T OER
BUETHD, 707 74 Vi &fT-20%1E, Vb
N —REED 4 DDOWITEOMAEDEN, BHEERR
R Vo 72 NB S & o TRZ AR ZRIE L
TWwizo BABEDE G Z R AIZI D AN T
LT XDEIREREBILTE 5,

W, ARORAEBRS, H112, KEOFHET
RPN L 72 L 2 —Th 720, HED
MXDHRZEED LN TV RWVEIRFT LN L4 212,
ARCTHEY R0 0% &, i SERRR O Bl R0 i 3
P O 2 BIER IR & LT b, ABTRE RO
BEPDIE, RKTT 4 THRAFEOR RO LB AN
) — R RAEST 5 L PEETH S0 ARTIR. &
DX HBBEIIRZ TRV, LT, F0OLH %
BlE2OORRL € a—, FEERAN L OIEA DT
Thbo

HEE
AWFFEIE JSPS BHIFE 25K 1671008k % 521 T 72 b D TT,

SE

JEA S T21 A2 B1T 2 EREREO < ) EE) (g
HAR21 k38 - 2 2 A D) (https//www.mhlw.
go.jp/wwwl/topics/kenko21 11/b3.html) (2026 4F
1 H31HHE)

BEPIA 2014) [T7—2 - 20754 VR PRI T4
T XTI NANVATI D HAEH % | J7iiidi .

BEL FLT - FEPSEHAL - LRI - ARIEAREE (2023)

[ BT % O REE 2 30t § 2 REORZE] THA
NETRE] BE70%. #5115 pp. 775-783,

FIZ DA - NOFF (2023) [HEEHBICBIT2Y A
N =BT 0 & ANZB S BRG] [k -
HKE CHS20TZE] 55369, 45 2 5. pp. 143-156,
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