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SMER T TEERENERIT S

—k B WAE K0

JE it

(WAL R 2 B S A A B, WL BT 437100)
 EAXRATHON T ER M ERT TGRSR ZR AT RENANE RN 67 HH %, 2FAESR, HK
FEAL MR AT T KR RERBEAT O WERTZ AR BENT W, ERELLRASMERTFIEEL N
WAl Z2RHEEE, BRI ANARGERER WL HFEN T E; TADNE T, ARG L ENE R REENHEY
RE IMEHM TGN EANZREAEENRATER, ARERIREFHHNAR T B EHT TIEEL WKL
MEZR EHEAEHRIEEERBEAERE T,
KRR SR TGS A Z R T B X
R E 425 H319. 3 XHEIRED A MEHE:1674-6414(2023) 04-0149-09

0 35l

il 12

ZOM 2 Ve 5 3= S B BRI ( Gonzalez-Morales et al. ,2010) , #MEZM a0t 26 At
o — T R AR B MR, ThT I 5 5 B2 A9 BRI F 77 ( Gholam et al. , 2017 ; 35 e He , 2019 ; FAFR
A ,2021) o BT TAERE S BN 2 5 70 T ) BRI b Bl = AR A 0O 35 A7 IR, KA
% B2 FEEUNRE S A B IR 10 8L S5 FES (Mukundan, 2015) , T 226 #2580 1, 0 244 7=
AR BRI PRAE . PRI, TAEAE BN 230 T 280 A4 T A RS A B OB, T ELAS ) T2 AR B G
SRR T e MR BE TP REHL” (X, 2013) A SCRATES 22 7 A
S RHTCT I5 e RERVIMEHCE T I B L4, i G2 AR 2O AR R B4R A £
JA7R .

il

1 HIRE=

pl

11 #JF TG 2802

PR T ARG B N R 4E B2 U T B AR 418, s BT A5 48 - 5 46 ( Christina
Maslach) #1753t - 7558380 (Susan E. Jackson) (1981) 2 i 1 TAE#E & =4EA A B TAEME SRR
1% 28 K3 ( Emotional Exhaustion, EE) | A& f# 4K ( Depersonalization , DP ) F14~ A\ a5k & B ( Reduced
Personal Accomplishment, RPA) =/AN4EE (L) 3845 T 2R BT iz A nl . DL S Rk fn s ve b

%5 B #5.2023-02-13
EETB . At 5FFRABHFMARARD GRINEHIFE T HRERHH (2020644) B HFZRYFALHZHARLEER
BCBREMARKFALEZIEF I HRENLHE T (21D104) 89 HBor R R
EBEN . E, B, AR F R B ERREIR, ERNFHIT R L AR,
51 A& HE. SMEHOM T AR Bk 525 5 I0 o ——k B A E R BTESE [ J]. SN 30,2023 (4) £ 149-158.
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T AW B = e Sy it 4 458 19 S 3 bk T AE 46 & 7145 ( Maslach Burnout Inventory , MBI ) 2l & T.
VERE QN B R T 2 B TR Wk o I TAERE B A BT EN” (Schutte et al. ,2000) , R4 MBI,
QNSRRI 5 (IE 103 73 ) FLAKS AR (IE 1320 ) PIANZERE 9 2945 23 &, TS A0t ik e AR 44 J3
(SIAIE ) G, MIARERE TARAE UK i 5 2517 S8R 385 AR ff 1A I 4 2 A~ 249 45011
BN N TS0 A ARR A 82 - Y4570 v, DUARER TAAG KPR s =N HERE il it AN REAH N

YT TAEG SRR R0 R 22 5 A MBL B R ez 2 05 , N4l T — A HAkfib 5
AL AR (BRBR %5 ,2019) , 76 MBI BYEEAT |, S ih AAS 52 (1986 ) T & 1 S i o T
YE# B 5 R 2 R (Maslach burnout inventory-educators survey , MBI-ES) | LIITHTMEXRT T/EH
HE 27KF, MBI-ES #l MBI HYZ5A 2 8 RRIC 7375 sUREAR — 2, HL IR RE BT B 1 B S 30U%
25, SRR =05 (1997 :191-218) HUHT XS MBI f2 R AT TAETT e T 5 ki H] o %
(Maslach burnout inventory-general survey, MBI-GS) , MBI-GS R4k T Ik %5 5 R4 X R A9 F , i
WL P TAEARE, MBI-GS SR HAT R m BA5 LS 880U%  (E LA R i B RS 45 i 5 MBI
MBI-ES #8347 —5E i DX, R, 76 [ A A B0F T 58 48, MBI Al MBI-ES #9137 T L6 MBI-GS B 2y
1.2 SMEHIT TR E 095 £ 57

LGt it B BRI A S Lo P T 5 RE 5 AMER ARG 5 2 B3 A 2ot & e 19 % B (Loulidi,
19905 X H 55 ,2014)  F52 b, TCie e B b 2 [ Ah, S8 B0 rb 2o P 2800 Y 1o 3 AR o 26 % 0 #
(Khajavy et al. ,2018) , 1EP MR, Pl O 200 TAEE QU R RZ B CER EEA
Hgiitriimz—,

Aad BT WF 5831 50 55 A i B0 AR RS B 22 8] B 5 B ik AR gt — IR, i) i X)) 3 3
(2013) LAPE A2 d5t Sy At , % [l A v AR T 00 ) T AR RS R DA T 1 Ge it o0 b, 45 R o
T N A, e B T A BRI s T B 80, 5 2 A0, XU (2014) X 3 TR
R 117 7 R AF SR BN AT 1 [ A 25 R L B TAER B = 4ERE AT e G &
SCERIPERZE S, S350, EE(2011) XF 59 037 [ N R“F S i ZOM R AT 58 & B, 76 TARE B = 4
JE b M 22 S AR AU I — RS B3k 3 T B 2K

[ S B BIFFEA A A2 A3 491 B — 3 A %of 0 HE O S0 38 A 7R 9 vh /N2 SR 2000 B B 58 &
B AE AR B =GR RE b M) 22 S e 17 TR By i — 4R B R 31 T R 2 K, 38 B 19 1
BUKF H 2 20 (Kavanoz et al. ,2020) o T 55— 13 51 X6 B 2 P4 Y 7 RSB 30 v /N2 AR O A F
FEENVR I, BB T AR S LB AT 2o 20, AT P 155 SRSt 8 R0 A i 1A AP BEAEG, A Ak
JERREARAT 53 T 155 ( Mousavy , 2014 )

P N A THMEZON TAEE B 22 57 B9 WE 5T, AR A AR L B e A4S 18 JBURE Y0 L 34 A7 e —
FE SRR, PRI T 20 TARAE X > 24 B RS, 00 B Bt ok 3 SRS 18, 200 DA 4 1 1R
B I BEEAT 00T, IR AN SO D A R —

1.3 eI E BT T M R A v it RS

BRIE S B AT, 27 AR B O A2 Wi 0 T AR SR N D Geitoa e i, (4R i 2 R
PR DD RIS . BR B AR L AR ZZUM Y TAESE BUK-F- S &, VPRI 22 P A X AR
2 B K F- 55 17 ( Kavanoz et al. ,2020; Khajavy et al. ,2018 ;X1 ,2014 ; X939 2013) , (HSLBRA
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RO UESEAR D, JHG 3 Bt PR 2 [ P AT 5 0] 3ok £6 78 B ) 4] o A E AN 52— , Tl HL 27 AR SCA A —
SE 122 5, I AHSC IO BIF I 45 RARME R AT HE ) 2 3

AR BOMET AL B« B 57 R —AEEM N D Geit2aA8 5 ] anin va s - T %' 24 ( Garcia-Arroyo)
FAN(2019) FEE AT AT R T KRR AL (arithmetic mean) VRN, XK H 36 4~ EFK
[ 156 13 SCERFEAT ST/ 5 A5 I Z518 AR T AR (Bl andm 1 VE5E)  BUNE B S5 8 HH T
N, BN G 8 8. 5 AN R B K Z IR0 T AR R A M) 22 7 8 35 55

NPT~ B % 2955 N (2019) BIBTSE SR FATT, X T B TAE#E Qax M 24 A&, R oo i
T BT KA FUS RG] (38 T A7 B AR 3R 58 1 5 12t 53 BT, ek A PR — B  DU)  28 2 T i
JREISEIR o XA B T 200 TAEE S BE Y 4 T HES S R, TS ) 5 5 A MERR R 251, H
HI, FARFUA R WS XA BN TAERE BT/ BT 5T XU A IS BT 4R A1t 14 1]

2 MARAE

2.1 A5 1E A

M ST 0T, AP FORER DTk | REGETEA [R] 1 5 SEAMEZUN TARE R RT5E
SCHR, PR YT 2 —  AME BN TAE QRS 2 7 3 2 BRSO g2 2
X AME UM TAERE B 22 53 7 A T VR H] 2
2.2 Lk k

SEF AT ISR, 2R A ANTT d 2 - CNKI B0 122 (9 08 S0 e S 2 iiig
) JT B Web of Science SAGE Journals Online Science Direct | Elsevier . ERIC \ProQuest fiil {#
WA SCEE I . CNKI HATIIS SCRE 4 2 A A O A T, 53 S8 e 46 5 o3 [ N 3 F Ah R 2 40
T, WNCHMETE T 307 ) (ILIRIME AT ) OMEZT ) (LR AR B Be i) (O A  E H
Rzl ) COMBE IS 2 ) P R 5 2 (92 30) ) 45 R SOOI 2808 2O RE 87 0
TAEER” “ZOM B 87 “ I B ZOR < AN FE 2" 55, 3 S SCk K & 1R N “job burnout”
“professional burnout” “teacher burnout” “teacher job burnout” “ exhaustion” “ cynicism” “ personal
accomplishment” “ English teacher” “foreign language teacher” 4§ . A6 5t i , X2 id KA G B SR A=
ORI T N T AME . KR H AN 2022 42 6 30 H , RG] P33k 3,843 5.
2.3 LARMAN L He R A7 oA

R LA SR A FIHERR AR 1 « o 202 h STl ST 58 STHR ; 252 41 5 36 b ) A i ah 1 512
TEWFSE, HERR 8 PRI ST BEH F R M SR X0 R ALK A [ N A0 2 U S E B0 ()
IR/ NE MBI FINEBOINEE) |, HERRAG HAB =R BN AE A 73 B 0 R0 R 5 i 3 M i
FOM TAEAE QM0 22 57 B9 SRS ; BIF5E P b 20U Pp SOMUAS B3 SCRCAS 9 MBI 2 3% 5 MBI-ES
2 s WHIT LA A5 58 A L2 2800 A AEAS RS | A S 2 =46 B8 i (BRI AR v 22 (55088 2 ik
SEREAR ¢ KSR t-value , B9 BT S FEAS ¢ K5 50 1Y p-value ) , SCHA AT DUFE Ak R 8500 2 4845 ;
FRTRIE 5 B8 2 L8 SRS TS SCARR R — AR 54T 20 A, SO P38 SCor BTl 2R 5 DL A A 200
RWFFEXS G, e FAE A0 R VA ST B AT 5T 5 28 /0 7 8 P i SCRIR A BE 20 BT A 56 22 4 14 30 45 42
FH 105G T HE 2 [ S A DX RIS A — s SR, D025 4o 13K 7 SR

FR b AR o ] 152 SCRE AR AR 2, 75 3] SOk 156 F o E— 20 D12 I S, MHIBR N A b i SCHik L 75
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FSCHR 67 i (k = 67) , Horh GG b SCSCHik 55 5%, S SOk 22 7. IAWIRARREAIL 12,675 A,
HhBHON 4,146 N, #0000 8,529 A, FEAR A R EoR v b 5 HAE AN E R,
2.4 L#R% A

ASCHRR FH AN R 7k e T 4t « b SCRRE B (RIS 5 R SRAEA) | WF S0 R REAS 1A
PRI s RERIFTE RS G B Ak 14 [l 52 A7 B 24 5 5 =% P 380 AN [ 0k T L ] 8 252 Wi 3803000k 4 2R 0l
T HPEAT B 4 A% (MBI AT MBI-ES) 5 1 T B N A8 SCAAL GE RN 20 IR ) B AT — s 1 22 e 1, AR 4T
FTHRAEPE SN A 2 R BT A SRy /N g RO 5 20 ) G i 5 X W 58 0 G O AR 8008 RN
7P PSR BT 0 B T B N AR R R A — E 2 e, EER T — BOARMERE AT S A, 5
P58 L G i 0 IR U2 | DR SO e T 0 A I AN 2% R DU AN 72 o 5 45 7 AR AR G 5 — S S8O0E (L
FOM TAEAE A = HE RN ARG 8 AR AT AR AR 2 73531 4 ) 5 o 4 44 BF 5 N 520l
iy , PN G i — P R 0. 845 5 BB X B b AT il IO N2
2.5 % EHH

K H Comprehensive Meta-analysis 3. 0( CMA 3. 0) #4700 & YT S5, T/EBERERN
9ok st i, Al T RIFAGE — , SR AR AL 44122 (standardized mean difference ,SMD)
VE RN BTSN 22 57 . SMD 2 P RFAR S0 22 (E AR LA B IR E 22 AT . SMD ALRETH BR
ANIFFE A A X (B INH S IR 340 BETH AR 0 5 B0 X6 45 SR AR 520

3 MIRER

3.1 A R Am bt e

% 22175 ( publication bias) MFR H AR AR 7 , K £ 358 B A AF 5% SCHR ST B A AR R4 v
AR G 2 18] (funnel plot) |2 4> R AL 3CA% B [0l 15 8 BE 7% ( Egger” s Regression Intercept) , LA}
BIY) 5 (Trim and Fill) ST R R AT AT

IR =FERE (B 1) 1 28 A58 SRR AR A A st R R AR =1 4 B i T 5 SCHRBEAS 73 A T
SRRV B P 5 = A B B O 4 R B R 27,763 19,974 Fl 15,341, 5 2 Sk+10(k SHAIAY
SCHRER) BIFRTE ( Becker 2006 111-125) 3 =>4k B SCA& Hip (0] 05 8% B 2% 1 p B 43901 R 0. 47628 0.
75905 F1 0. 89992, B KT 5% ; R BTUIE (K 1) , I & hilivg  AHE MR RIS NSt IR R AR = A~ 4k B2
B A (A B DX )43 901 S —0. 27396 [ —0. 31039, —0.23753] .—0. 05646 [ —0. 09455, —0.01837 ]
F1-0.23857 [ -0.27249, -0.20464 |, {5 X MBS TM, 25 1, b B K24 25 08 I
MU T DK B Y1335 3R VB AS 32 e 3R I (2 R 52 0
3.2 F AR

SR R B, AR BOM T AR B0 P 22 S A = AR B b B AR AS TR R B ) S o (3R
1), BN, % TR, Q, = 569.728,p < 0.001;1*= 88. 416, il iU Al B 5225 5 1 i 1) 28
S5 MR ) 88.416% > 75% ; Tau-squared {4 0. 222, Ui BABFFE 0] A S B A 22. 2% A JH T8
G H = 2,916 > 1.5 3 SR R SE AR S Btk . RIS, SR 2R 2L, AAS ff A 54~
N BRI ZE RS G DA TR (3R 1), YFETE S oot IR R IR A SOR TR . BRI = 1
FEW A ST BRI St 67 T S B0 ek P R iy, B 2000 o 728 S 3K X R IR AR T BB AEAE — SE T 7E 1Y
P AR g R HIBEALE AL 4T 70 A7 (Higgins et al. ,2003) .
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heTis

Standard Error

01}
02|
03}
0.4
0.5

0.6

Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Std diff in means

1 o0 1 2 3

Std diff in means

A *ﬁ?“?ﬁs Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Std diff in means /l\ )\ ﬁkjf}[ 23 F% f& Funnel Plot of Standard Error by Std diff in means
ol o 01
| o) %8
0.2 SR o 0.2 g
E | >F ‘ %0 E
.§ 0.31i o E 03
g 0A4<‘ g 0.4
OAS; 0.5
0.6 = o2 - 0.4 S
4 3 2 -1 b 3 4 3 2 1 1 2 3
Std diff in means Std diff in means
1 SMEHIFTEERMRERRFE R
K1 BERERIBER(Q, HABRRMY)
ERTE k Q, df p I’ Tau-squared H
] 67 569. 728 66 <0.001 88.416 0.222 2.916
A SRR 67 725.183 66 <0. 001 90. 899 0.291 3.290
AN AR B B 67 520. 535 66 <0.001 87.321 0.200 2.787

67 Iy AL 201 MIRSEAEAR 12,675 ZBK, 16 = AN4ERE b IE ki (0. 081) FILAKE
FAAR (-0. 535) 1) SMD A 880, Ua B FEIX PN 8 I | Lo 3800l 845 43 b 3B B0 &, (R 35 ok ik 31 i
EPEAE-(p > 0.05) o A A BUSEEFEARAY SMD A 5150 -0. 761) , Ui 55 M AE X 4L BE 15347 1
TR HE A, H SMD = -0.761,z = —-3.263,p < 0.001,95% &5 X [{] (-1.074, —0.268)
AL S FAE, XU 22 A — 2R B 22 iR 3 TR EMKT (£ 2),

£ FUERBER

HRTE SMD 95 %EE X I8 z p

& % A 5B -0.081 -0.207, 0.045 -1.262 >0.05

VNS % -0.535 -1.603, 0.533 -0.982 >0. 05
AN AR R P -0.671 -1.074, -0.268 -3.263 <0. 001

3.4 AT

Z RV E AT ARG A P TR L 25— WAL R B0 IR S B P i vk 8 . i
% It T L2 A TR = A9 0 A8 6 i 2 ) A i A 3% 2 AR o PR A B SR FH [T 0 43 A
K 7 ZH 463 ( Higgins et al. ,2003) .
A G B0 25 SR N3 3 s, B0 TAERE B0 = AN ZEBE7E“ DI T B F 2R B 25 i |

AILLIE] J7 22 (Q,, ) BIARIEE 1 2 K F B — 35 I AN JE A AT 1Y

=R
T,

Rl , 2% 3 dis o, 2

Il TAERE B =L B 25 H (Q, = 115. 684, p<0. 001) AMKMAK(Q, = 78.275,p<0.001) Fil
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A NHCRERFFAR (Q, = 17.115,p<0. 01) 7E“ FZR 7 X — W1 A8 5 E A dLa) 5Pk (Q,) ¥k a1 3%
MK, PRI, B 587 X AME M T AR S At 22 A T ER
*3 TARKER(Q, HEARNBRRKME,Q, HABSHKM)

GRTE BTEE Q, p Q, p
Ed 454. 044 <0.001 115. 684 <0.001
& 24 il ME T E 518. 650 <0. 001 0.968 >0. 05
FR KA 563. 147 <0.001 5. 444 >0.05
X 646. 908 <0.001 78.275 <0.001
NI& R mELTE 713.150 <0. 001 2.123 >0.05
FR KA 723. 435 <0.001 0. 867 >0.05
Hx 421.522 <0.001 17.115 <0.01
N F k=320 g THE 510. 962 <0.001 4.563 >0. 05
FREA 507. 406 <0.001 0.278 >0.05

F4 AEERMEERNLEFR

ESES HRTE k SMD 935 %EEX I z p
R 0.297 0.175, 0.611 3.421 <0.001
FE A AR 57 0.172 0.367, 1. 180 3.772 <0. 001
AN B R R -0. 345 -1.407, -0.383 -2.278 <0.05
e -0.018 -0.073, 0.037 -0. 647 >0.05
TEHH A FRAK 3 0. 049 -0.119, 0.216 0. 568 >0.05
AN B R R 0.029 -0.172, 0.230 0.286 >0. 05
e 0. 094 -0.089, 0.277 1. 009 >0.05
A A FRAK 5 0. 505 -0.348, 1.358 1.161 >0.05
AR B R -0. 420 -1.026, 0.186 -1.357 >0.05
e -0. 065 -0. 149, 0.020 -1.502 >0. 05
P iR A R 2 -0. 069 -0.783, 0. 646 -0. 188 >0.05
AR B R -0.332 -0.624, -0.040 -2.229 <0.05

B HES AR R E RAME LN TR BRI 22 7 R B3 4) , TR B IME LM 7E1E 2kl A
& A A BB R AT = 4 L 1 1) 25 5 2 0 P B R 00 D T (B > N ik Je
REARAE AN ) = AN K0 22 SRR BB E MoK . BRI 5, LR B0 s e T SME 20 T4
s B2 S A R RHIE B — P B BUMAE 1 A 38 (SMD = 0.297,z = 3.421,p < 0. 001,
F4) NARFRA(SMD = 0.172,2z = 3.772,p < 0.001,3 4) FIN A SEFE AR (SMD = -0.345,2 =
-2.278,p < 0.05, K 4) =AML WL HIT T B R . 55, DRV AME BT TAERE B0 P 5
257 FE RN AU EFEARAERE (SMD = -0.332,2z = -2.229,p < 0.05,5% 4) , ZHINHIHE 2
KV, 5=, R AR B SME RO TAES B R 2E5

4 tig

AW ZE B WA (F800) , 201 DS AEAALES 12,675 AR, 4046 78 U4 AS

[e] 14 [ 2K, e v 55 2800 N SO ia B ARG 09 48 /2 7K1 Lo e B ™, B BLR Wk, [, 226 434y

R FRATERHE T A A S R AR T A | A ORI S ORI, 3R A E O A Sl 2 S5 1

5 TR R B BT N USRI A48 B KT, 103 T B0, 3 — B0 45 SR N6 A S
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TTAERE BP0 22 S0 SEAFAE , T LA o 1 50 i) 2 S BT B3 R VR
4.1 TAEB R0 A 2 5

e, WELE T TS B AR FRATT AT LU 1 A8 He A Y (transactional model of stress, TMS;
Lazarus et al. ,1984) FAHCELIS TSR R N . I3 R B9 FEAABRE A2 « 20T X R 7 R SR R B e
FHOTXS 2 G B B HTPEAS (BD“ JBTFR SR ™ perceived demands) , LA KO R %) T B9 6E s (ED
“JRHAE ST perceived capability) . EARHIL, BN K 7 8 09 2 BRI 3 1Y SR B0 HL0 B
SRR EOR s < BHIRE T 8 1Y 2 ZUMB 2 14 F B A PR 19O BT IR b BN D (R RS RE )
BT R T RN RE 7 I AR A T TN AR A B Y R A s S B T AR
#& 2 (Maslach et al. ,1986) . PRI, 20 TAERS B n] LIAAEBOIRT S i AN R B o 2R R SR
PO 2 R FONA R AN [R5 B /Y g, B2 AR 0 IR~ A Ol Sy A RHIF IR g | dik /b B0 ]
PEECRT T SRR TRk B s ) 5 A L P 1 1 X SR S AN — A T 2T [ T SR ] 1) i )
F18 1 Ak R, o U U ) 15 JR-5e 1) ) g Ak BESRE W ( Dewee , 1989)) [ [m] 4 15 ) A PSR
ML 75 2250 B o) T LA DA, AR R R SR R BOIRE ) 2 BN —ECH Sk i IR, (H X
Ab PRy AT RE 21k B BN SRR ) o 5 AR 2, O s i) T 5 54 [ sf i r R
UG DB AR R T s R AR TE AR IR TR B AS BB 3R Ak 23V SR, v/ TE I 2 200 5 e 4k 2
LAY 7 3, LT REAE 0 T AR 2095 A A 670 T 52 M Pk B A% ( Roohani et al. ,2020) , I,
PN L BOMALH R 7 59 AN 8] 75 20 3 B TAE 8 B 15 22 5 i AR A J5 ] (Maslach et al. |
1985) ,

FLR , RN b o, RO T AR B0 = A4 B b, 53 800« A N BUS R FRAR 1 # BOKF-
BE R TLHm, SRR AESCOIrg , AMEBUT S — D ot E R, XA R 7R T AR
MR e BB 22 T 55 B0, SR AR 200N B PO 3 Bl 5 BB ) 2 PRI O, i Tk sh
1 AR 8 R EA BEE A 45 X S L PERRIE TR R B & 15 8O B 8O U A
PR & (Gutek et al. , 1987 ;Maslach et al. ,2001) . FrPL, 2ot = S HY (FIUNSMEZUN ) 595 2,
A2 i TH BT (BN E s v ) M B Bk, 72 TAEh AL 05 A S
%% (Simpson ,2004 ) , #E it = “ A~ A, I 4R 8 &8 B C X HROE A9 BE % ( Mukundan et al.
2015) . PR, IWAEBRA BT &, TARAS B P 22 52 B WA AE Y o
4.2 “E R B Z AR £ 509 A T AEA

W ZH A 5675 B AL RS A - [ 507 P 22 S BT B RO VE . 1 e, W TR AN E
FOM, HTAERE B =2 BERR AR AN ) B B8 g M 001 22 5 e i) 7S N it R R AT £ 152, 55 0
et L2 2O E N BRI AT R i X — 22 e 0 T2 DR R B SO 5 L 0 Ak 3 T B A
7] 772X, LA R =R 2 P2 IR 1) 55 00T e B4 19 S8 1 AU

FOU A A H RGP B3 45 O 30 22 0 R, B A b AME O TAEE BT AAFTE M 22 5%, SEBR
b, AR A XS E K 0 R ZE L MR RRSM T TAR . 48 K 2400 TAE R AL (452000 ) &
AR AR O R RO 2 3T B O, B0 BEX R 32 5 H I AN B (Soroor et al.
2015) . PH, HAMEZOM TAERE B AP0 22 53 0 F ARG 2 i K-

IJE , SIREEOCAR B, 2R VG 1 22 200 #8455 OB 48 8 (D AN SR EAIR ) |, 2Bl
LR AL Z B 5E P LA HE (Roohani et al. ,2020; i #E,2011) , SEbr b, SMEHIN TR/ 210
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PRI 22 5, TE AN ] [ 5 A [) 2808 R il 5 4k 2 SCARAE 20000 1 E 19 £ TP K3 ( Garcia-Arroyo et
1.,2019) o WREIRX— i A B T HATEL A AR YA FE b SE U T AR R i v 22 57
P 4% A R AE——— T Xt T 7 o [ 587 o M il) 22 e e 3 FH B9 LS AR B

LR VA LA AR SORAER AL T SME BN TAE R B 501 22 AR AL B JIIEE | i & BLAE S ) T
TEB R IEZ N O GeitA g« B R 2 M) 22 57 B 2R AR 8 PR a5 SR 5 & Bl —
iiﬁT%ﬂ:T&ﬂmﬁhﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂfﬁ%uE’Jfﬂﬁ%ﬁﬁi)\iﬂo

[l AR IRAFAE LA T AL B — , AR 3 T AN [A] & T HL (MBI Al MBI-ES ) Xl 2 2% 5

p AT 155!%&%!31#&;%%%[19%1#)&%%% TR FiE 23 5 e e T EL R RO A B 5 AR S
PR P ISR, AL TE R ) SCHERAC DN ABIFSE | R K % D Fr A S0 E FH 40 AT 1) 285 SRR 32 e e lm 22 1)
S F R R T R 11 5 I 25 RN SCAR AR SRk IR TS SR AEAE o

FEUCRA LA PN J7 T X — [ BR AR « 55—, H X FAMEZUN TAEE 80507 ik
F i — A EARR A TR S I, X 32 R 5 T8 S 2 DA 4 TS e A 2000 T 1R s B
S5 ARAIEFE T 2O AN ) D I D s A5 B G AT IR o B, 5 — A W B — AN R AR o

EERE” (Bl ME R PEERMEEER) , I —5 0 MR AME 20 TR/ 2 B
E5,

SE Lk
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A Meta-Analysis of Gender Differences in Job Burnout Among Foreign

Language Teachers: Evidence from Four Countries
TANG  Jin

Abstract: This essay uses meta-analysis to investigate gender differences in job burnout among foreign language teachers.
The analysis included 67 studies from four countries. A random-effects model was selected for the meta-analysis after heterogeneity
testing. Publication bias testing showed that the results of the meta-analysis were not influenced by publication bias. The main
effect test revealed that there is indeed a gender difference in job burnout among foreign language teachers, with male teachers
experiencing more severe “reduced personal accomplishment” than female teachers. Subgroup analysis showed that the “country”
where the subjects were located was an important moderating variable, with a significant moderating effect on the gender
differences in job burnout among foreign language teachers. The research results not only help us gain a systematic understanding
of gender differences in job burnout among foreign language teachers but also provide valuable insights for alleviating job burnout.
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