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Research on the relationship between work stress and employee creativity has been
mixed. This study on 823 female attorneys in China identifies employee creative self-
efficacy and employees’ value of Zhongyong as moderators in this relationship. In this
study, work stress is assessed by the perceived work uncertainty brought on by the
COVID-19 pandemic. Our study found that although Zhongyong, which involves an
employee’s ambidextrous thinking, can be helpful for employee creativity, low levels
of Zhongyong are better for employee creativity in an uncertain context such as
the COVID-19 pandemic, due to the fact that high levels of Zhongyong result in an
overemphasis on compromise and giving in when times are uncertain. Instead, low
levels of Zhongyong will decrease employees’ concern about others’ acceptance in
an uncertain environment. In addition, creative self-efficacy motivates employees to
engage in creative efforts during times of work uncertainty. In sum, this study found that
employee perceived work uncertainty brought on by COVID-19 enhances employee
creativity when an employee’s value of Zhongyong is low and creative self-efficacy
is high.

Keywords: creative self-efficacy, Zhongyong, perceived work uncertainty, employee creativity, COVID-19

INTRODUCTION

Creativity in the workplace, defined as the creation of new and useful ideas or solutions (Fisher and
Barrett, 2019), has been regarded as essential to organizational innovation (Akinola et al., 2019).
Thus, creating conditions that allow employees to foster creativity is a key challenge for managers.
But creating these conditions can be especially difficult during times of stress when employees tend
to assign a greater priority to tasks that are certain and controllable, rather than creative (Luis
et al., 2020). The COVID-19 pandemic offers a particularly timely context in which to examine
these issues. One month after COVID-19 was declared a pandemic, a large-scale survey of U.S.
employees by a leader in on-demand mental health care revealed that 69% of employees reported
that this was the most stressful time of their entire professional careers (Ginger, 2020). Given
the great uncertainty in the workplace caused by the current COVID-19 pandemic, identifying
ways to facilitate creativity under such challenging conditions is a critical issue for organizational
leaders to manage.
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The present study examines how the creative efforts of
attorneys in Beijing, China, in particular, were affected by the
work uncertainty brought on by the COVID-19 pandemic.
During the time of the investigation, the city of Beijing was
experiencing an active outbreak of the virus, and citizens’
ordinary work lives abruptly changed. As a result, the attorneys
in the current sample were forced to completely alter their
communication approaches. For instance, during the epidemic
it became challenging for lawyers to conduct on-the-spot
investigations and evidence collections. In addition, they were
unable to complete court applications for on-site enforcement
measures. Business law attorneys lost control over properties.
Attorneys in all fields needed to adapt quickly to vastly changing
work arrangements, client needs, and new regulations. All of
these changes required the attorneys to engage in enhanced
creative efforts in order to respond effectively to these new
work challenges.

Research has begun to identify cultural values as drivers of
creativity (Loewenstein and Mueller, 2016). Our study focuses
on the Chinese cultural value of Zhongyong, which is an
indigenous concept originating from Confucian philosophy,
as a predictor of employee creativity. Whereas Zhongoyong
includes multiple components, our research examines the
integrated thinking component of Zhongyong, which includes
individuals’ tendencies to integrate different perspectives,
such as ideas, opinions, and arguments, and to maintain
interpersonal harmony.

Little research has examined the relationship between
Zhongyong and creativity, and the results of a few studies have
been mixed. Some research has found that employees with low
levels of Zhongyong exhibit low levels of creativity because
they are more rigid in their thinking, which goes against the
flexibility needed for creativity (Shao et al., 2018). Similarly, some
research has found a positive relationship between high levels
of Zhongyong and creativity (e.g., Zhou et al., 2020). It may be
that Zhongyong helps people advocate persuasively for new ideas,
and integrate different perspectives, which is critical for creativity.
However, other research has not uncovered such a relationship
(Yao et al., 2010).

In addition to the lack of conclusive evidence regarding the
relationship between Zhongyong and creativity, there is a gap
in the literature with regard to external validity. Most research
on Zhongyong has been conducted in undergraduate student
samples. The present study will examine Zhongyong in a business
setting. As such, our study will help to provide some support of
this indigenous concept’s external validity.

Another critical gap in the existing literature involves the
lack of application of paradox theory (Pinto, 2019), which is
particularly suited to the examination of creativity because it
examines contradictions between competing demands, such as
those experienced when engaging in creative tasks. For instance,
creative efforts require both divergent and convergent modes
of thinking. Paradox theory has generally not been applied in
creativity research to examine the role of individual differences
such as creative self-efficacy (with the exception of Shao et al.,
2019) and the organizational context, such as high uncertainty.
Our study aims to explain the inconsistent findings in earlier

research on the Zhongyong-creativity relationship by examining
these variables in the same model. Our study examines the
relationship between Zhongyong and creativity in an uncertain
context brought on by the COVID-19 pandemic. We propose
that employees with high levels of Zhongyong constantly strive
to reach compromises, which might preclude their ability to
generate creative ideas, in comparison with their low Zhongyong
counterparts, because they tend to consider others’ interests. In
an uncertain context, the risk accompanying creative behaviors
and solutions would not be welcomed by most people. Our study
also proposes that creative self-efficacy will play an important
role in such a context, because it will motivate employees to
engage in creative efforts during times of work uncertainty.
The purpose of our study is to empirically test a model that
proposes that employee perceived work uncertainty brought on
by the COVID-19 pandemic will increase employee creativity
when an employee’s value of Zhongyong is low and creative
self-efficacy is high.

Perceived Work Uncertainty and
Creativity
Given that 83% of employees have reported experiencing
stress at work, and have cited stress as a major source of
psychological and physical problems (American Institute of
Stress, 2017), it is not surprising that workplace stress has
been afforded increasing attention from organizational behavior
researchers. The COVID-19 pandemic has made workplace stress
even more salient, as economic and social pressures mount
(Ginger, 2020). In this study we examine a particularly timely
component of workplace stress: perceived work uncertainty,
defined as perceptions about the degree of uncertainty in
relation to job characteristics and the broader work context
(Leach et al., 2013).

While little research has explicitly examined the relationship
between work uncertainty and creativity, research on creativity
and broader measures of work stress is beginning to accumulate.
Overall, the research on stress and creativity has been mixed.
Studies have reported negative (e.g., Khedhaouria et al., 2017),
positive (e.g., Ohly and Fritz, 2010), and curvilinear (e.g., Byron
et al., 2010) relationships between stress and creativity.

The mixed findings in the existing stress-creativity literature
may be explained, in part, by the conservation of resources
(COR; Hobfoll et al., 2018) model of stress, which suggests
that employees try to conserve their resources and obtain more
resources in all situations. As a result, the threat of losing
resources is the biggest contributor to stress at work. The COR
model acknowledges that people vary in their ability to deal
with resource loss and gain, depending on their initial levels of
resources. Thus, in some studies, the initial levels of resources
may have been greater, enabling employees to have enough
resources to engage in creativity. However, in other contexts,
employees may not have had enough initial resources to be able
to expend additional resources producing creative ideas. Given
the unprecedented negative effect of the COVID-19 pandemic
on the resources of the workforce (Ginger, 2020), we propose
the following:
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Hypothesis 1: Perceived work uncertainty will be negatively
associated with employee creativity.

The Moderating Effect of Zhongyong in the Relationship
between Work Uncertainty and Creativity As mentioned
previously, a key part of the Zhongyong orientation involves
people’s tendencies to integrate ideas, perspectives, and
arguments. It encourages efforts toward harmonious social
interactions because it focuses on a holistic view and the balance
between extremes (Yao et al., 2010). In an individual context,
this manifests itself in practicing self-discipline, and searching
for compromises in everyday interactions (Yao et al., 2010). The
“middle-way thinking” of Zhongyong has long been viewed in
China as one of the most critical meta-cognitive factors that
regulate people’s emotions and beliefs (Ji et al., 2010). Indeed,
this cultural value is a key part of Chinese daily life, and has
been viewed as a worthy value to pursue in Chinese culture
(Yang, 2010).

Multiple components of Zhongyong have been identified
by researchers. For instance, Zhou et al. (2019) distinguished
between four types: (1) A and B, which refers to A, but with B
taken into account (e.g., the employee is ambitious, yet a team
player), (2) Both A and B, which refers to A and B at the same
time (e.g., the employee is proficient in both word processing and
spreadsheets), (3) neither A nor B, which refers to the opposite
of both A and B (e.g., the employee does not favor the union
nor management), and (4) A, yet not A, which refers to having
characteristics of A, but with A being prevented from being
excessive (e.g., the employee is confident without being arrogant).
With regard to the four types of Zhongyong, “A and B” and “Both
A and B” involve integrative thinking, whereas “Neither A nor B”
and “A, yet not A” capture eclectic thinking. Zhou et al. (2019)
found that integrative thinking is more conducive to creative
problem solving than eclectic thinking.

Research on the integrated thinking component of Zhongyong
has begun to accumulate. For example, in a sample of
undergraduate students, Chang and Yang (2014) investigated
how differences in Zhongyong produced differences in cognitive
processing styles. They found that those with a high level
of Zhongyong had a larger information processing capacity
compared with those with a low level of Zhongyong. The
authors reasoned that the high Zhongyong individuals processed
information in a more integrated and efficient manner. An
implication from this research is that those with a high
Zhongyong orientation deal with people and things in a global
and flexible way. Other research has examined Zhongyong as
a moderator of relationships between perceptual variables. Wei
et al. (2020) found that a Zhongyong orientation moderated
the relationship between entrepreneurial self-efficacy and job
satisfaction. The scholars reasoned that Zhongyong thinking
plays an important role in interpreting the cognition and
behavior of Chinese entrepreneurial groups. They argued that
Zhongyong is particularly helpful for entrepreneurs to manage
stress and integrate resources.

Although little research has directly examined the relationship
between Zhongyong and creativity, Zhang and Gu (2015) found
that the moderation thinking component of Zhongyong was

positively associated with employee satisfaction and creativity.
Further, in a sample of college students and alumnae, Zhou
et al. (2020) found that the integrated thinking component
of Zhongyong was associated with a greater level of creative
solutions to market investment problems. Yu and Wang
(2019) suggested that, because Zhongyong thinking involves
approaching a problem from more than one side and promotes
a cooperative, global perspective, it is likely to be associated with
innovative behavior. It has also been proposed that a Zhongyong
orientation encourages individuals to exchange information and,
thus, boosts innovative efforts (Wei et al., 2020).

Paradox theory (Smith and Lewis, 2011) may be used
to explain why Zhongyong should be particularly useful in
boosting creativity. According to the theory, paradoxical tensions
are defined as contradictions between competing demands.
Paradox theory is especially relevant to the study of creativity,
which inherently involves competing demands. For instance,
producing creative ideas involves both divergent and convergent
thinking (Miron-Spektor and Erez, 2017), as well as both
cognitive flexibility and cognitive persistence (Nijstad et al.,
2010). However, as noted earlier, producing creative ideas
can be especially challenging during times of stress when
employees tend to assign a greater priority to tasks that are
certain and controllable, rather than novel. Some research
has begun to look at the role that cultural values such as
Zhongyong play in work stress. Zhongyong has been viewed
as a cognitive strategy to effectively adapt to uncertain and
rapidly changing situations (Wei et al., 2020). A study by Chou
et al. (2014) included a sample of nearly 400 employees in
Taiwan. The authors distinguished between challenge-related
stress, which involves job demands perceived by individuals
as developmental opportunities, and hindrance-related stress,
which involves obstacles that hinder someone’s ability to reach
valued goals. They found that both types of stress resulted
in emotional exhaustion, however, hindrance-related stress
exhibited significantly stronger effects. The study also found
that those with a low level of Zhongyong values exhibited a
significant positive relationship between challenge-related stress
and emotional exhaustion; in contrast, those with a high level
of Zhongyong values exhibited a significant positive relationship
between stress and job satisfaction (Chou et al., 2014). The
authors explained their results by suggesting that employees’
Zhongyong values may lessen the negative effects of hindrance-
related stress on emotional exhaustion and job satisfaction.
Clearly the level of Zhongyong makes a difference in how stress
affects individuals.

Given that those with high Zhongyong values tend to work
toward compromises between extremes, we believe that they
will be less likely to maximize their own interests and, as
a result, may be quick to abandon their own opinions (Yao
et al., 2010). One study involving Chinese employees spanning
a diverse set of industries provided evidence that people higher
on Zhongyong were less able to turn their creative ideas into
innovations (Yao et al., 2010). The authors explained their
findings by suggesting that those individuals who constantly
strive to reach compromises are not able to advocate effectively
for their unique ideas. Those with a high Zhongyong orientation
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prefer to empathize with others, rather than focus on their own
interests (Chou et al., 2014). They value harmony, which would
prevent them from proposing any interests that are incompatible
with those of others because these individuals believe that
opposing opinions should instead be integrated (Chou et al.,
2014). Indeed, those with a strong Zhongyong orientation prefer
to avoid conflicts, no matter how practical or innovative their
ideas may be (Chen and Chung, 1994).

In our study, we expect that a high level of Zhongyong will
prevent employees’ efforts toward creativity during a period
of work uncertainty. Particularly in the current sample of
attorneys experiencing significant work uncertainty due to the
COVID-19 pandemic, those with low levels of Zhongyong
should be less burdened by compromising too much in order
to arrive at creative solutions. Various situational factors make
the paradoxical tensions salient such as change or resource
scarcity (Smith and Lewis, 2011), and certain individual factors
are likely to play a key role in whether these tensions result in
positive outcomes such as creativity or negative outcomes such
as anxiety (Shao et al., 2019). To be creative, employees need
not only cognitively flexibility but also persistence in maintaining
their arguments, if they are to arrive at a creative solution. In
contrast with the compromising style of conflict management,
those with a low level of Zhongyong are likely to be unburdened
by other people’s opposing attitudes toward work creativity.
They are less likely to struggle with having to integrate different
attitudes, which is very difficult in a period of work uncertainty,
such as during the COVID-19 pandemic. As such they do not
perceive the need to give up too much. A similar study suggested
that a moderate Zhongyong orientation enables employees to
objectively assess their uncertain work situation, and adaptively
cope with the uncertainty by using introspection (Yang, 2010).
Thus, we believe that high levels of the cultural value Zhongyong
will prevent employees from generating creative ideas in a period
of work-related uncertainty.

On the other hand, the divergent thinking brought about by
the integrative thinking of Zhongyong might be limited during a
period of work uncertainty. Indeed, during a crisis, the prevailing
mood is negative, and it was found that negative moods may
diminish divergent thinking (Baas et al., 2011). Hence, during the
crisis of the COVID-19 pandemic, the positive side of Zhongyong
might be limited. Thus, we propose the following hypothesis:

Hypothesis 2: Zhongyong will negatively moderate the
relationship between perceived work uncertainty
brought on by the COVID-19 pandemic and
employee creativity, such that work uncertainty
will decrease employee creativity when employees
have high levels of Zhongyong.

The Moderating Effect of Creative
Self-Efficacy in the Relationship
Between Work Uncertainty, Zhongyong,
and Creativity
We further propose that when employees have high levels of
creative self-efficacy, their low levels of Zhongyong will boost

FIGURE 1 | Research Model.

employees’ motivation to search for creative solutions during the
work uncertainties of the COVID-19 pandemic, and turn this
tension into motivation to engage in creativity. Creative self-
efficacy, defined as one’s beliefs about one’s skills and abilities
to produce creative outcomes (Farmer and Tierney, 2017), is
believed to enhance intrinsic motivation toward creative efforts,
and has shown a positive relationship with employee creativity
(Grosser et al., 2017). Little research has examined creative self-
efficacy in highly stressful contexts (Shao et al., 2019). But it has
been suggested that, in situations where work-tensions run high,
those employees who are able to maintain a high level of creative
self-efficacy are more likely to produce more creative ideas (Shao
et al., 2019). During the crisis period, the confidence derived
from one’s ability to produce creativity will give employees more
courage to take on the risk of generating and promoting creative
ideas. In sum, we predict that whether work-related uncertainty
results in higher levels of employees’ creative ideas (offsetting the
negative impact of stress) depends on individuals’ perceptions
of a cultural value (Zhongyong), as well as their perceptions of
their abilities (creative self-efficacy). Hence, we offer the following
hypothesis below:

Hypothesis 3: Employee perceived work uncertainty brought
on by the COVID-19 pandemic will increase
employee creativity when an employee’s
value of Zhongyong is low and creative
self-efficacy is high.

Our proposed model appears in Figure 1.

MATERIALS AND METHODS

Participants and Procedure
The sample of this study includes attorneys in Beijing, China.
In order to be successful, attorneys need creativity in handling
litigations, such as preparing litigation plans and court debates.
During the COVID-19 pandemic, attorneys were required to
carry out their normal work activities, and adjust to a continually
changing workload that required innovative responses. Thus, the
sample was particularly relevant to the research questions in
the current study.

An Association of Female Lawyers and Law Firms agreed to
allow their member attorneys to participate in the current study.
Between May and June 2020, the female lawyers were asked to
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TABLE 1 | Sample.

Range N %

Age 23–72 years 38.67 8.119

Gender Male 0 0

Female 823 100%

Working tenure < 5 years 374 45.4

5–10 years 184 22.4

> 10 years 265 32.2

Education Undergraduate 404 49.1

Graduate 406 49.3

Ph.D. 13 1.6

Partner of law firm No 595 72.3

Yes 228 27.7

Salary based lawyer No 567 68.9

Yes 256 31.1

Performance pay lawyer No 506 61.5

Yes 317 38.5

Second job lawyer No 814 98.9

Yes 9 1.1

Law firm type Partner law firm 575 69.9

Special partner law firm 152 18.5

Private law firm 81 9.8

Other provinces and cities
stationed in Beijing

15 1.8

complete an online questionnaire. Participants were assured that
their responses were voluntary and anonymous. The final sample
included a total of 823 complete questionnaires.

Demographic variables collected include age, tenure,
education level, whether the participant was a partner in the
law firm, source of income, the nature of the work, and the law
firm type (Table 1). As the table shows, the average age was 39
with a range from 23 to 72 years old. 49.3% of the lawyers held
a master’s degree, and 49.1% held an undergraduate degree. The
average tenure of the female lawyers was 11 years.

Measures
The measures were adapted from English instruments, using a
back translation procedure (Brislin, 1986) to convert to Mandarin
Chinese. Survey responses were based on a Likert-type scale
ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). The
questionnaire is available from the first author upon request.

Perceived Work Uncertainty Brought on by the
COVID-19 Pandemic
We created a perceived work uncertainty scale loosely adapted
from that of Leach et al. (2013). Whereas Leach et al.
(2013) scale includes context-specific items about whether one
perceives uncertainty regarding the consistency of one’s suppliers,
equipment, materials, order of tasks, etc., we examined employee
perceptions about uncertainty more broadly in terms of the
pandemic’s effects on job stability, safety, and prospects. Three
items (α = 0.78) created specifically for the current study
were used to assess work stress brought on by the COVID-19
pandemic. The items included the following: “The COVID-19

pandemic makes you feel that your work is unstable”; “The
COVID-19 pandemic makes you feel that your job prospects will
change”; “Under the COVID-19 pandemic, you feel that your job
is not safe”; “COVID-19 makes you feel unstable in your work.”

Creativity
Three items (α = 0.87) from Tierney et al. (1999) study were
used to assess creativity: “I have tried many new methods or new
solutions in my work”; “I share innovative methods or solutions
with my colleagues, and I also support my colleagues’ innovative
practices”; “I suggest trying new methods or new schemes to
perform tasks.”

Zhongyong
Five items (α = 0.90) from Yao et al. (2010) were used to assess
Zhongyong: “I think that being reasonable is not enough to get
along with others, and I need to be sensible”, “I think that there is
always a limit to everything, and it is not good to go too far or fail
to reach it”; “I think that I should adjust myself for the harmony
of the overall situation when handling business”; “I will consider
all possible situations when I do things”; “I will find a compromise
solution or a balance point among different opinions.”

Creative Self-Efficacy
Three items (α = 0.85) from Tierney and Farmer (2002) study
were used to assess creative self-efficacy: “I feel that I am good
at generating novel ideas”; “I have confidence in my creative
problem solving ability”; “I have a knack for developing new
methods or programs at work.”

Control Variables
We controlled for age and education, as these variables have been
found to be associated with employee creativity (Tierney and
Farmer, 2002). We also controlled for other variables thought to
account for differences in creativity among attorneys: (1) Tenure,
because more experienced attorneys might have accumulated
more expertise, and that will influence their creativity. (2)
Whether the participant was a partner in the law firm. We
imagine that having a greater stake in the firm will increase
their motivation to do creative work in order to increase the
firm’s overall performance. (3) Source of income, which refers to
whether their income is derived from a fixed amount or is based
on work performance, which should influence their motivation
to do creative work. (4) The nature of the work, which includes
civil law, criminal law, economic law, and marriage law, etc. We
believe that each would involve different facets of creativity. For
instance, to be creative in the area of economic law, attorneys
should excel at negotiating economic and business interests. (5)
The type of law firm. Some law firms are large with hundreds of
employees and a very wide variety of specialties, whereas others
are small with about 10 employees specializing in one area. Thus,
the organizations’ accumulated areas of expertise are different,
which should influence attorneys’ creativity. (6) Part-time vs. full-
time. The amount of time one spends working in law might
influence their work energy and creative efforts toward the job;
thus, we controlled for this demographic. In all, eight variables
served as control variables.
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RESULTS

Correlations
Means, standard deviations, and correlations appear in
Table 2. There was a significant negative relationship
between creative self-efficacy and perceived work uncertainty
(r = −0.102, p < 0.01), and a significant positive relationship
between Zhongyong and creativity self-efficacy (r = 0.213,
p < 0.01), and creativity (r = 0.333, p < 0.01). Moreover,
creative self-efficacy was positively associated with creativity
(r = 0.517, p < 0.01).

Exploratory Factor Analysis
The Harman single-factor test was used to test for common
method variance. The results show that the variance of the
first common factor is 33.581%, which is far below the 50%
standard (Yong and Pearce, 2013), indicating that there is
no serious common variance problem among the measured
variables. Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin (KMO) and Bartlett’s sphere tests
were used to verify the validity of the questionnaire structure. The
results showed that the overall KMO value of the questionnaire
was 0.831, df = 91, p = 0.000, indicating that the measurement
tools have good structural effects and are appropriate for
factor analysis (Kaiser, 1974). Varimax rotation was used to
conduct a factor analysis. Four principal components were
extracted (Table 3).

Confirmatory Factor Analysis
In order to analyze the discriminant validity of the variables,
we used AMOS 17.0 to conduct a confirmatory factor analysis
(CFA) on the four constructs of perceived work uncertainty,
creative self-efficacy, Zhongyong and creativity. According to
Kline (2005), χ2/df should be <3. For the Root Mean Square
Error of Approximation (RMSEA) index, it is assumed that
values <0.01 indicate a perfect fit of the model to the data,
and values <0.05 indicate a good fit (Hu and Bentler, 1999;
Marsh et al., 2004; Hooper et al., 2008). We also examined
several goodness-of-fit indices: Comparative Fit Index (CFI),
Tucker Lewis Index (TLI), and Normed Fit Index (NFI). The
CFI and TLI values should exceed 0.90 or even 0.95 (Hu and
Bentler, 1999; Hooper et al., 2008), and the NFI should exceed
0.9 (Hair et al., 2006).

The results appear in Table 4. The structural fit statistics of the
moderating model are as follows: χ2/df = 2.976, RMSEA = 0.049,
RMSEA = 0.049, RMR = 0.004, CFI = 0.994, TLI = 0.976,
NFI = 0.991. When we combined all four variables into
one variable, the fit of the one–factor model was as follows:
χ2/df = 5.340, p < 0.01, RMSEA = 0.073, CFI = 0.952,
TLI = 0.933, NFI = 0.942. We then combined perceived work
uncertainty, Zhongyong, and creative self-efficacy into one factor
and kept creativity as a separate variable. We compared the
fit of the two factor model with the more parsimonious three-
factor, two-factor, and one-factor models to the data. The fit

TABLE 2 | Descriptive statistics and correlations among variables.

M SD 1 2 4 5

1. Perceived uncertainty brought by COVID-19 3.4654 0.83781 0.78

2. Zhongyong 4.1708 0.41237 0.021 0.90

4. Creative self-efficacy 3.8048 0.58012 −0.102** 0.213** 0.85

5. Creativity 3.9133 0.51947 −0.025 0.333** 0.517** 0.87

**p < 0.01, two-tail tests. Alpha reliabilities are reported on the diagonal.

TABLE 3 | Exploratory factor analysis.

Factor

Zhongyong Creative self-efficacy Creativity Work stress covid19

Zhongyong 2 0.862 0.061 0.072 0.001

Zhongyong 4 0.832 0.097 0.135 0.004

Zhongyong 1 0.825 0.062 0.108 0.025

Zhongyong 3 0.787 0.106 0.030 −0.011

Zhongyong 5 0.783 0.089 0.143 0.024

Creative self-efficacy2 0.146 0.842 0.205 0.004

Creative self-efficacy 1 0.127 0.824 0.218 −0.046

Creative self-efficacy 3 0.066 0.805 0.160 −0.135

Creativity 2 0.134 0.200 0.886 −0.007

Creativity 3 0.215 0.157 0.866 −0.025

Creativity 1 0.072 0.468 0.718 0.037

Perceived work uncertainty brought by covid19 1 0.051 0.009 −0.081 0.844

Perceived work uncertainty brought by covid19 3 −0.007 −0.195 0.002 0.825

Perceived work uncertainty brought by covid19 2 −0.010 0.016 0.066 0.786

Explanation% 32.583 17.783 14.017 7.933

Factor loadings of the four extracted principal components appear in bold.
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TABLE 4 | Confirmatory factor analysis (CFA).

χ2/df RMSEA 90% CI for RMSEA RMR CFI TLI NFI

One-factor Model (PWU + ZY + CSE + C) 5.340 0.073 [0.065, 0.080] 0.042 0.952 0.933 0.942

Two-factor Model (PUW + ZY + CSE, C) 3.117 0.051 [0.043, 0.059] 0.022 0.976 0.967 0.966

Three-factor Model (PWU, ZY + CSE, C) 2.868 0.048 [0.040, 0.056] 0.023 0.979 0.971 0.968

Four-factor Model (PWU, ZY, CSE, C) 2.788 0.047 [0.039, 0.054] 0.031 0.979 0.972 0.967

PWU, Perceived work uncertainty brought by COVID-19; ZY, Zhongyong; CSE, Creative Self-Efficacy; C, Creativity.

TABLE 5 | Results of hierarchical regression analysis of hypothesized effects on creativity.

Creativity

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 VIF

Age 0.031 0.031 −0.007 −0.008 −0.005 1.442

Working tenure 0.003 0.004 −0.045 −0.042 −0.044 1.025

Education 0.081 0.081* 0.012 0.009 0.011 1.150

Law firm type –0.038 −0.040 −0.044 −0.042 −0.038 1.077

Partner of law firm 0.084 0.084* 0.058 0.055 0.052 1.236

Salary based attorneys −0.076 −0.076 −0.053 −0.055 −0.055 1.863

Performance payment attorneys −0.028 −0.028 −0.038 −0.039 −0.039 1.486

Second job attorneys −0.034 −0.034 0.019 0.023 0.017 1.089

Perceived work uncertainty (PWU) −0.027 0.017 0.027 0.023 1.079

Zhongyong 0.238*** 0.247*** 0.249*** 1.126

Creative self-efficacy (CSE) 0.465*** 0.468*** 0.466*** 1.168

PWU* Zhongyong −0.066* −0.077* 1.140

Zhongyong *CSE −0.020 −0.018 1.158

PWU*CSE 0.024 −0.015 1.559

PWU* Zhongyong*CSE 0.072* 1.623

Adj. R2 0.012 0.011 0.321 0.323 0.325

MR2 0.021 0.001 0.308 0.004 0.003

F 2.233* 0.611 186.502*** 1.723 3.922*

df1, df2 8, 814 1, 813 2, 811 3, 808 1, 807

N = 823, *p < 0.10, ***p < 0.01, two-tail tests. Values presented are standardized regression coefficients.

of the two-factor model is as follows: χ2/df = 3.117, p < 0.01,
RMSEA = 0.051, CFI = 0.976, TLI = 0.967, NFI = 0.966. We then
combined creative self-efficacy and Zhongyong into one variable,
and kept perceived work uncertainty and creativity separate. The
fit of this three-factor model is as follows: χ2/df = 2.868, p < 0.01,
RMSEA = 0.048, CFI = 0.979, TLI = 0.971, NFI = 0.968. The fit
of the four-factor model is as follows: χ2/df = 2.788, p < 0.01,
RMSEA = 0.047, CFI = 0.979, TLI = 0.972, NFI = 0.967. After
examining the fit of all the models, Model 4 offered a superior
fit of the data.

Hypothesis Testing
In order to examine the hypotheses above, we used Baer (2010)’s
method of testing the three-way interaction model. That is, after
adding all the control variables, we then examined the prediction
of perceived work uncertainty on employee creativity. Next, we
put the two moderating variables into the model. After that, the
three two-way interaction terms were entered into the model.
Finally, the three-way interaction term was added into the model.

The regression model’s results appear in Table 5. In Model
2, perceived work uncertainty brought on by the COVID-19

pandemic was negatively associated with creativity, but it was
not significant (β = −0.027, p > 0.10). When we added the
variables in Model 3, Zhongyong and creative self-efficacy both
exerted positive effects on employee creativity (β = 0.238,
p < 0.01; β = 0.465, p < 0.01, respectively). When the three
interaction terms were entered into Model 4, Zhongyong and
perceived work uncertainty brought by the COVID-19 pandemic
negatively affected employee creativity (β = −0.066, p < 0.05).
Finally, the quadratic-three-way interaction term was entered
into Model 5, and the influence was significant and positive
(β = 0.072, p < 0.05).

We divided the sample into four groups. The criteria we used
was that, if the data were greater than one standard deviation
above the mean, they were assigned to the high-level group. If
the data were less than one standard deviation below the mean,
they were assigned to the low-level group. We found that when
Zhongyong is low and creative self-efficacy is high, perceived
work uncertainty positively influenced creativity (β = 0.066,
p < 0.05). When Zhongyong is low and creativity self-efficacy
is at a middle level, perceived work uncertainty also positively
influenced creativity (β = 0.055, p < 0.05). In all the other cases,
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FIGURE 2 | Interactions.

perceived work uncertainty was not associated with employee
creativity. The moderating effect is presented in Figure 2.
Thus, Hypothesis 1 was not supported, but Hypotheses 2, and
3 were supported.

DISCUSSION

The COVID-19 pandemic has created challenges for employees
across the world. But the results of this study show that
crises such as the current one can facilitate people’s efforts
toward creativity and innovation under certain conditions.
Specifically, we found that employee perceived work uncertainty
brought on by the pandemic enhanced employee creativity when
an employee’s value of Zhongyong is low and creative self-
efficacy is high.

Our study contributes to the growing body of research on
Zhongyong, providing further evidence of how culture shapes
behavior. We respond to Chou et al. (2014) call for more
research on how employees’ Zhongyong beliefs link to creativity
and stress. Most research on Zhongyong has been conducted
in undergraduate student samples. The current study offers
evidence that Zhongyong affects key variables in the business
world as well. As such, our findings help to provide some support
of this indigenous concept’s external validity.

Our first hypothesis, which proposed that perceived work
uncertainty would be negatively associated with creativity, was
not supported. Whereas this finding was unexpected, it is
consistent with a previous study by Ohly and Fritz (2010)
on employees at an auto manufacturer, which did not detect
a negative relationship between these variables. The authors
postulated that this finding might be sample-specific, and called
for future research to identify moderators in the relationship
between stress and creativity.

We also believe that the lack of a negative relationship
between work uncertainty and creativity may be explained by the

fact that moderators (i.e., Zhongyong and creative self-efficacy)
were intervening in this relationship. Specifically, we found that
employee perceived work uncertainty brought on by the COVID-
19 pandemic increased employee creativity when an employee’s
value of Zhongyong was low and creative self-efficacy was high,
supporting our last two hypotheses. As such, our study’s findings
contribute to the application of paradox theory in the literature.
The current body of research on the theory ignores the role
of individual differences such as creative self-efficacy (with the
exception of Shao et al., 2019) and the organizational context,
such as one of high uncertainty (Schad et al., 2016). Thus,
we believe that one explanation for the inconsistent findings
in earlier research on the relationship between Zhongyong and
creativity may be that the previous works did not consider work
contexts with a high level of perceived work uncertainty in their
studies. The role of creative self-efficacy in the current study fits
with previous arguments that feelings of self-competence lead
individuals to have a desire to exert effort toward creative work
(Deci and Ryan, 1985). Although little research has examined
creative self-efficacy in uncertain work contexts, Shao et al. (2019)
suggested that, in stressful work situations, those employees who
are able to maintain a high level of creative self-efficacy are more
likely to produce more creative ideas.

Our study also has implications for practice. Given the
benefits of low levels of Zhongyong to employee creativity,
managers should consider designing training programs to help
employees learn not to over-compromise on their novel and
unique ideas during a period of work uncertainty. Boosting
employees’ motivation to offer new ideas also requires an
organizational climate that is perceived as psychologically safe.
This is particularly important when negative moods abound, such
as during the COVID-19 pandemic.

In addition, given the benefits of creative self-efficacy,
managers should provide their subordinates with some key
examples in which employees were previously able to generate
creative ideas under uncertain conditions. It has been suggested
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that persuasion from one’s manager helps to boost employees’
levels of creative self-efficacy (Tierney and Farmer, 2002). Giving
employees positive feedback about their creative behaviors and
rewarding such efforts will also help improve employees’ self-
confidence in their creative abilities. Offering creativity training
sessions is another useful approach to improving employees’
creative self-efficacy.

Our study is not without limitations. It involved a sample
of attorneys in China. Thus, the study’s findings may not
be generalizable to cultures that do not include the value of
Zhongyong. For instance, Song et al. (2016) have suggested that,
in comparison with U.S. citizens, Chinese people apply stronger
emotional constraints on themselves and are less prone to display
extremes in their perceptions. In addition, because Zhongyong
considers revealing extreme emotions harmful for relationships,
the researchers argued that the psychological cost for Chinese
people to risk congenial relationships by expressing excessive
emotions is greater than for U.S. citizens. Thus, the concept
of Zhongyong may be less relevant in non-Chinese samples.
Second, due to the nature of our sample being restricted to female
attorneys, it did not allow for an examination of the hypotheses
in a context with gender diversity. Third, our study involved
self-reported creativity measures. It was not possible to include
supervisor-rated or objective measures of creativity during the
COVID-19 pandemic.

Future research should examine the role that cultural values
such as Zhongyong in field studies on creativity around the world.
In addition, we agree with Yao et al. (2010) that future Zhongyong
research should use non-self-reported creativity measures to offer
a more complete understanding of employee creativity.

CONCLUSION

In conclusion, given the great uncertainty in the workplace
caused by the current COVID-19 pandemic, identifying ways
to facilitate creativity under such challenging conditions is a
key problem for today’s managers. To help employees generate

creative ideas under stressful work conditions, managers should
train employees in low levels of Zhongyong so that they may
learn to avoid compromising too much on their novel ideas. In
addition, managers should try a variety of different approaches to
enhance their employees’ self-efficacy.

DATA AVAILABILITY STATEMENT

The minimal data set underlying the findings described are
available to any qualified researcher. Requests should be directed
to tcy@ucas.ac.cn.

ETHICS STATEMENT

The studies involving human participants were reviewed and
approved by the University of Chinese Academy of Sciences. The
patients/participants provided their written informed consent to
participate in this study.

AUTHOR CONTRIBUTIONS

CT designed the research, revised the writing, analyzed the data.
HM designed the research and collected data. SN wrote the
abstract, introduction, literature review, discussion, references
sections, and edited the other sections. ZX analyzed the
data. All authors contributed to the article and approved the
submitted version.

FUNDING

This work was supported by the National Natural Science
Foundation of China project numbers 71673264, 71974178, and
71932009, and the Ministry of Science and Technology project
number 2018IM030100.

REFERENCES
Akinola, M., Kapadia, C., Lu, J. G., and Mason, M. F. (2019). Incorporating

physiology into creativity research and practice: The effects of bodily stress
responses on creativity in organizations. Acad. Manag. Perspect. 33, 163–184.
doi: 10.5465/amp.2017.0094

American Institute of Stress. (2017). Attitudes in the American workplace VII:
The seventh annual Labor 178 Academy of Management Perspectives May Day
survey. Weatherford, TX: American Institute of Stress.

Baas, M., De Dreu, C. K. W., and Nijstad, B. A. (2011). When prevention promotes
creativity: the role of mood, regulatory focus, and regulatory closure. J. Personal.
Soc. Psychol. 100, 794–809. doi: 10.1037/a0022981

Baer, M. (2010). The Strength-of-Weak-Ties Perspective on Creativity: A
Comprehensive Examination and Extension. J. Appl. Psychol. 95, 592–601. doi:
10.1037/a0018761

Brislin, R. W. (1986). “The wording and translation of research instruments,” in
Field Methods in Cross-Cultural Research, eds W. J. Lonner and J. W. Berry
(Beverly Hills, CA: Sage), 137–164.

Byron, K., Khazanchi, S., and Nazarian, D. (2010). The relationship between
stressors and creativity: a metaanalysis examining competing theoretical
models. J. Appl. Psychol. 95, 201–212. doi: 10.1037/a0017868

Chang, T.-Y., and Yang, C.-T. (2014). Individual differences in Zhong-Yong
tendency and processing capacity. Front. Psychol. 5:1316. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.
2014.01316

Chen, G. M., and Chung, J. (1994). The impact of Confucianism on
organizational communication. Commun. Quart. 42, 93–105. doi: 10.1080/
01463379409369919

Chou, L., Chu, C., Yeh, H., and Chen, J. (2014). Work stress and employee well-
being: The critical role of Zhong- Yong. Asian J. Soc. Psychol. 17, 115–127.
doi: 10.1111/ajsp.12055

Deci, E. L., and Ryan, R. M. (1985). Intrinsic Motivation and Self-Determination in
Human Behavior. New York: Plenum Press.

Farmer, S. M., and Tierney, P. (2017). “Considering creative self-efficacy: Its current
state and ideas for future inquiry,” in The Creative Self: Effect of Beliefs, Self-
Efficacy, Mindset, and Identity, eds M. Karwowski and J. C. Kaufman (London:
Elsevier Academic Press), 23–47. doi: 10.1016/b978-0-12-809790-8.00002-9

Fisher, C. M., and Barrett, F. J. (2019). The Experience of Improvising in
Organizations: A Creative Process Perspective. Acad. Manag. Perspect. 33,
148–162. doi: 10.5465/amp.2017.0100

Ginger (2020). Report: 2020 Workforce Attitudes Towards Mental Health. Available
online at: https://go.ginger.io/annual-behavioral-health-report-2020(accessed
date: July 17, 2020).

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 9 October 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 596232

https://doi.org/10.5465/amp.2017.0094
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0022981
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018761
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0018761
https://doi.org/10.1037/a0017868
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.01316
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2014.01316
https://doi.org/10.1080/01463379409369919
https://doi.org/10.1080/01463379409369919
https://doi.org/10.1111/ajsp.12055
https://doi.org/10.1016/b978-0-12-809790-8.00002-9
https://doi.org/10.5465/amp.2017.0100
https://go.ginger.io/annual-behavioral-health-report-2020(accessed
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles


fpsyg-11-596232 October 23, 2020 Time: 19:1 # 10

Tang et al. Perceived Work Uncertainty and Creativity

Grosser, T. J., Venkataramani, V., and Labianca, G. (2017). An alter-centric
perspective on employee innovation: The importance of alters’ creative self-
efficacy and network structure. J. Appl. Psychol. 102, 1360–1374. doi: 10.1037/
apl0000220

Hair, J., Black, W. C., Babin, B. J., Anderson, R. E., and Tatham, R. L. (2006).
Multivariate Data Analysis, 6th Edn. Upper Saddle River, N.J: Pearson
Education Inc.

Hobfoll, S. E., Halbesleben, J., Neveu, J. P., and Westman, M. (2018). Conservation
of resources in the organizational context: The reality of resources and their
consequences. Annu. Rev. Organiz. Psychol. Organiz. Behav. 5, 103–128. doi:
10.1146/annurev-orgpsych-032117-104640

Hooper, D., Coughlan, J., and Mullen, M. R. (2008). Structural equation modelling:
Guidelines for determining model fit. Electron. J. Bus. Res. Methods 6,
53–60.

Hu, L. T., and Bentler, P. M. (1999). Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance
structure analysis: Conventional criteria versus new alternatives. Struct. Equ.
Model. 6, 1–55. doi: 10.1080/10705519909540118

Ji, L. J., Lee, A., and Guo, T. (2010). “The thinking styles of Chinese people,” in The
Handbook of Chinese Psychology, 2nd Edn, ed. M. Bond (New York, NY: Oxford
University Press), 155–167.

Kaiser, H. F. (1974). An index of factorial simplicity. Psychometrika 39, 31–36.
doi: 10.1007/bf02291575

Khedhaouria, A., Montani, F., and Thurik, R. (2017). Time pressure and team
member creativity within R&D projects: The role of learning orientation
and knowledge sourcing. Int. J. Project Manag. 35, 942–954. doi: 10.1016/j.
ijproman.2017.04.002

Kline, R. B. (2005). Principles and practice of structural equation modeling:
Methodology in the social sciences. New York: The Guilford Press.

Leach, D., Hagger, J. G., Doerner, N., Wall, T., Turner, N., Dawson, J., et al. (2013).
Developing a measure of work uncertainty. J. Occup. Organiz. Psychol. 86,
85–99. doi: 10.1111/joop.12000

Loewenstein, J., and Mueller, J. (2016). Implicit theories of creative ideas: how
culture guides creativity assessments. Academy of Management Discoveries 2,
320–348. doi: 10.5465/amd.2014.0147

Luis, D. J., Ruth, C.-J., and Zhang, Z. (2020). Does stress lead to creativity? The
relationship between occupational stress and individual innovative behavior.
Stud. Bus. Econ. 15, 21–30. doi: 10.2478/sbe-2020-0003

Marsh, H. W., Hau, K. T., and Wen, Z. (2004). In search of golden rules: Comment
on hypothesis-testing approaches to setting cutoff values for fit indexes and
dangers in overgeneralizing Hu and Bentler’s (1999) findings. Struct. Equ.
Model. 11, 320–341. doi: 10.1207/s15328007sem1103_2

Miron-Spektor, E., and Erez, M. (2017). “Looking at creativity through a paradox
lens: Deeper understanding and new insights,” in Handbook of organizational
paradox: Approaches to plurality, tensions, and contradictions, eds M. Lewis,
W. K. Smith, P. Jarzabkowski, and A. Langley (Oxford: Oxford University
Press), 434–451.

Nijstad, B. A., De Dreu, C. K. W., Rietzschel, E. F., and Baas, M. (2010). The
dual pathway to creativity model: creative ideation as a function of flexibility
and persistence. Eur. Rev. Soc. Psychol. 21, 34–77. doi: 10.1080/1046328100376
5323

Ohly, S., and Fritz, C. (2010). Work characteristics, challenge appraisal, creativity,
and proactive behavior: A multilevel study. J. Organiz. Behav. 31, 543–565.
doi: 10.1002/job.633

Pinto, J. (2019). Key to effective organizational performance management lies at
the intersection of paradox theory and stakeholder theory. Int. J. Manag. Rev.
21, 185–208. doi: 10.1111/ijmr.12199

Schad, J., Lewis, M. W., Raisch, S., and Smith, W. K. (2016). Paradox research in
management science: Looking back to move forward. Acad. Manag. Annu. 10,
5–64. doi: 10.1080/19416520.2016.1162422

Shao, Y., Nijstad, B. A., and Täuber, S. (2018). Linking self-construal to creativity:
The role of approach motivation and cognitive flexibility. Front. Psychol. 9:1929.
doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01929

Shao, Y., Nijstad, B. A., and Täuber, S. (2019). Creativity under workload pressure
and integrative complexity: The double-edged sword of paradoxical leadership.
Organiz. Behav. Human Decis. Proces. 155, 7–19. doi: 10.1016/j.obhdp.2019.
01.008

Smith, W. K., and Lewis, M. W. (2011). Toward a theory of paradox: A dynamic
equilibrium model of organizing. Acad. Manag. Rev. 36, 381–403. doi: 10.5465/
AMR.2011.59330958

Song, L., Weisstein, F. L., Anderson, R. E., Swaminathan, S., Wu, G. J., Feng, S.,
et al. (2016). The effects of expectation disconfirmations on customer outcomes
in e-markets: Impact of national culture. J. Market. Channels 23, 217–229.
doi: 10.1080/1046669X.2016.1224305

Tierney, P., and Farmer, S. M. (2002). Creativity self-efficacy: Its potential
antecedents and relationship to creative performance. Acad. Manag. J. 45,
1137–1148. doi: 10.5465/3069429

Tierney, P., Farmer, S. M., and Graen, G. B. (1999). An examination of leadership
and employee creativity: The relevance of traits and relationships. Personnel
Psychol. 52, 591–620. doi: 10.1111/j.1744-6570.1999.tb00173.x

Wei, J., Chen, Y., Zhang, Y., and Zhang, J. (2020). How does entrepreneurial
self-efficacy influence innovation behavior? Exploring the mechanism of job
satisfaction and Zhongyong thinking. Front. Psychol. 11:708. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.
2020.00708

Yang, C. F. (2010). Multiplicity of Zhongyong studies. Indigenous Psychol. Res.
Chin. Soc. 34, 3–96. doi: 10.6254/2010.34.3

Yao, X., Yang, Q., Dong, N., and Wang, L. (2010). Moderating effect of Zhongyong
on the relationship between creativity and innovation behaviour. Asian J. Soc.
Psychol. 13, 53–57. doi: 10.1111/j.1467-839X.2010.01300.x

Yong, A. G., and Pearce, S. (2013). A beginner’s guide to factor analysis: Focusing
on exploratory factor analysis. Tutor. Quant. Methods Psychol. 9, 79–94. doi:
10.20982/tqmp.09.2.p079

Yu, Y., and Wang, P. (2019). How does Zhongyong thinking affect employees’
innovative behavior? Adv. Soc. Sci. Edu. Human. Res. 300, 250–254.

Zhang, G. X., and Gu, X. Y. (2015). Moderation thinking and employees’ creativity.
Sci. Res. Manag. 36, 251–257.

Zhou, Z., Hu, L., Sun, C., Li, M., Guo, F., and Zhao, Q. (2019). The effect of
Zhongyong thinking on remote association thinking: An EEG study. Front.
Psychol. 10:207. doi: 10.3389/fpsyg.2019.00207

Zhou, Z., Zhang, H., Li, M., Sun, C., and Luo, H. (2020). The effects of Zhongyong
thinking priming on creative problem-solving. J. Creat. Behav. (in press).

Conflict of Interest: The authors declare that the research was conducted in the
absence of any commercial or financial relationships that could be construed as a
potential conflict of interest.

Copyright © 2020 Tang, Ma, Naumann and Xing. This is an open-access article
distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (CC BY).
The use, distribution or reproduction in other forums is permitted, provided the
original author(s) and the copyright owner(s) are credited and that the original
publication in this journal is cited, in accordance with accepted academic practice.
No use, distribution or reproduction is permitted which does not comply with
these terms.

Frontiers in Psychology | www.frontiersin.org 10 October 2020 | Volume 11 | Article 596232

https://doi.org/10.1037/apl0000220
https://doi.org/10.1037/apl0000220
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-orgpsych-032117-104640
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-orgpsych-032117-104640
https://doi.org/10.1080/10705519909540118
https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02291575
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijproman.2017.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijproman.2017.04.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/joop.12000
https://doi.org/10.5465/amd.2014.0147
https://doi.org/10.2478/sbe-2020-0003
https://doi.org/10.1207/s15328007sem1103_2
https://doi.org/10.1080/10463281003765323
https://doi.org/10.1080/10463281003765323
https://doi.org/10.1002/job.633
https://doi.org/10.1111/ijmr.12199
https://doi.org/10.1080/19416520.2016.1162422
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2018.01929
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.obhdp.2019.01.008
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.obhdp.2019.01.008
https://doi.org/10.5465/AMR.2011.59330958
https://doi.org/10.5465/AMR.2011.59330958
https://doi.org/10.1080/1046669X.2016.1224305
https://doi.org/10.5465/3069429
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1744-6570.1999.tb00173.x
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.00708
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2020.00708
https://doi.org/10.6254/2010.34.3
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1467-839X.2010.01300.x
https://doi.org/10.20982/tqmp.09.2.p079
https://doi.org/10.20982/tqmp.09.2.p079
https://doi.org/10.3389/fpsyg.2019.00207
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology
https://www.frontiersin.org/
https://www.frontiersin.org/journals/psychology#articles

	Perceived Work Uncertainty and Creativity During the COVID-19 Pandemic: The Roles of Zhongyong and Creative Self-Efficacy
	Introduction
	Perceived Work Uncertainty and Creativity
	The Moderating Effect of Creative Self-Efficacy in the Relationship Between Work Uncertainty, Zhongyong, and Creativity

	Materials and Methods
	Participants and Procedure
	Measures
	Perceived Work Uncertainty Brought on by the COVID-19 Pandemic
	Creativity
	Zhongyong
	Creative Self-Efficacy
	Control Variables


	Results
	Correlations
	Exploratory Factor Analysis
	Confirmatory Factor Analysis
	Hypothesis Testing

	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Data Availability Statement
	Ethics Statement
	Author Contributions
	Funding
	References


