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Extending the job embeddedness-life satisfaction relationship: An exploratory investigation
Abstract
Purpose:
This exploratory study adopts a stakeholder perspective on organisational effectiveness. It
examines the job embeddedness-life satisfaction relationship, the moderating roles of gender and
community embeddedness, and the mediating role of innovative work behaviour.

Design/methodology/approach:
Using a snowballing approach, data were collected from 549 participants employed in
organisations located in four major metropolitan centres in South Africa.

Findings:
Analyses revealed a positive relationship between job embeddedness and life satisfaction. Gender
moderated the job embeddedness-life satisfaction relationship, such that the relationship was
stronger among females than males. Community embeddedness moderated the organisation
embeddedness-life satisfaction relationship, such that the relationship was stronger when
participants were highly embedded in their community. Finally, innovative work behaviour
mediated the relationship between organisation embeddedness and life satisfaction.

Research limitations/implications:
The cross-sectional nature of this study rules out causal conclusions. The links reported in this
study should be confirmed through research using strong designs. The affective aspect of
subjective wellbeing should be included in future studies.

Practical implications:
Managers could enhance employees’ life satisfaction through practices that increase on-the-job
and off-the-job embeddedness. Furthermore, organisations could encourage employees’
innovative behaviours through workplace supervisors’ supportive responses to innovative
employees.

Originality/value:
Job embeddedness researchers have yet to focus on the personal benefits of embeddedness for
employees. Results of our study provide several contributions to this research direction. The study
uses job embeddedness as a composite construct to confirm its relationship with life satisfaction.
It also expands the job embeddedness-life satisfaction relationship by examining moderators of
the relationship and a mediating variable in the relationship.
Key words: Job embeddedness, Life satisfaction, Gender, Innovative work behaviour
Introduction
Job embeddedness (JE) is the extent to which an employee is enmeshed in his or her job and it
results from numerous contextual forces (labelled links, fit, and sacrifice) in the organisation and
community that operate on a focal employee (Lee, Burch and Mitchell, 2014). Although JE theory
was developed to explain voluntary employee turnover (Mitchell, Holtom, Lee Sablynski and Erez,
2001), subsequent studies have shown that JE is also related to non-turnover outcomes, such as
organisational citizenship behaviours, volitional absences and core task performance (Burton et
al., 2010; Lee, Mitchell, Sablynski, Burton and Holtom, 2004). Most JE studies have examined
the effects of JE on organisational outcomes (Lee at al., 2014), while insufficient attention has
been paid to the effects of JE on the well-being of employees. This study addresses this gap by

adopting a stakeholder perspective on organisational effectiveness (Carroll, 1991; Hubbard, 2009)
and by focusing on how JE is related to employees’ life satisfaction. It is important to address this
relationship because the experiences that individuals draw from both work and nonwork domains
can have significant effects on their well-being (Greenhaus and Kossek, 2014; Hirschi, Herrmann,
Nagy and Spurk, 2016). Furthermore, organisations are likely to benefit from satisfied employees,
since satisfied employees have lower turnover and improved job performance (Erdogan, Bauer,
Truxillo and Mansfield, 2012).
A recent study found positive relationships between JE and life satisfaction (Ampofo,
Coetzer and Poisat, 2017). This study examined relationships between organisation embeddedness
and life satisfaction, community embeddedness and life satisfaction, and the relationships between
the individual dimensions of fit, links and sacrifice, and life satisfaction. However, given that this
was one of the first studies to explore the JE-life satisfaction relationship, our knowledge about
this topic is obviously incomplete. For research on the relationship between JE and life satisfaction
to develop systematically, additional exploratory research on moderators and mediators of the JElife satisfaction relationship is needed to deepen our understanding of the relationship and to
improve our ability to positively influence the relationship in practical ways.
While Ampofo et al. (2017) examined the relationships between the various subdimensions of JE and life satisfaction, the present study treats JE as a composite construct to
examine its link with life satisfaction. Another unique aspect of the present study is the expansion
of the JE-life satisfaction relationship. We considered gender and community embeddedness as
potential moderators in JE-life satisfaction relationship. In regard to gender as a potential
moderator, women are typically associated with higher family centrality and lower work centrality
when compared with men (Greenhaus and Kossek, 2014). These purported gender differences in

foci on these two life domains invites the question: How might gender affect the JE-life satisfaction
relationship? Regarding community embeddedness as a potential moderator, it is likely that
employees will experience differing levels of embeddedness in the communities where they live.
This awareness encouraged us to explore how the satisfaction levels that employees obtain from
their nonwork experiences (e.g., relationships with friends and family in the community) might
influence their work experiences and their life satisfaction. This is a worthwhile line of inquiry,
because there are practices that organisations can adopt to enhance the community embeddedness
of employees (Dawley and Andrews, 2012; Tanova and Holtom, 2008; Crossley, Bennett, Jex and
Burnfield, 2007). Finally, given that our study participants were professionals and would be
expected to find, suggest and implement new and beneficial work-related ideas (Dorenbosch, van
Engen and Verhagen, 2005), we examined the mediating role of innovative work behaviour (IWB)
in the JE-life satisfaction relationship. This anticipated relations among variables is based on the
proposition that resources available to individuals at work and in their communities enhances their
propensity to engage in innovative behaviours, which subsequently increases their life satisfaction
(Hakanen and Schaufeli, 2012; Ng and Feldman, 2010).
This study therefore contributes to literature in several ways. First, it broadens the unique
insight of how JE is related to life satisfaction. Second, it contributes to an understanding of how
gender differences can influence JE and subsequently life satisfaction. Third, it shows how
individuals’ community embeddedness influences their organisation embeddedness, and
subsequently their life satisfaction. Finally, it enlightens us on how IWBs mediates the relationship
between JE and life satisfaction. In addition to these theoretical contributions, the findings provide
important practical guidelines for managers who seek to enhance the well-being of staff.
Theoretical Framework and Hypotheses Development

Job Embeddedness (JE)
Drawing on Lewin’s (1951) field theory and the notion of embedded figures, Mitchell et al. (2001)
developed JE theory, which explains why people stay in their jobs. As a perceptual construct
(Charlier, Guay and Zimmerman, 2016), JE refers to a collection of social, psychological, financial
and environmental forces that enmesh individuals into a psychological field or life space (Allen
Peltokorpi and Rubenstein, 2016; Kiazad, Holtom, Hom and Newman, 2015). JE is unique because
it focuses on both work and non-work forces (Lee et al., 2004) that cause employees to become
enmeshed in their current job (Charlier et al., 2016; Eberly, Bluhm, Guarana, Avolio and Hannah,
2017; Treuren, 2017).
As noted, JE comprises two dimensions: on-the-job (or organisation) embeddedness, which
is an employee’s extent of entrenchment or ties with/in an organisation; and off-the-job (or
community) embeddedness, which is an employee’s level of entrenchment or attachment with/in
a residential community (Crossley et al., 2007; Hussain and Deery, 2018; Darrat, Amyx and
Bennett, 2017). Each of the two dimensions of JE comprises an additional three sub-dimensions:
‘links’ (i.e. the formal and/or informal connections that people have with other individuals and
groups in the organisation and community); ‘fit’ (i.e. an individual’s perceived compatibility with
his or her workplace and residential community); and ‘sacrifice’ (i.e. perceived psychological or
material costs associated with a person’s departure from his or her organisation and residential
community) (Allen et al., 2016; Kiazad et al., 2015; Mitchell et al., 2001). Individuals who have
many links, perceive good fits and anticipate significant personal sacrifices associated with
leaving, are likely to be embedded in their organisations and communities (Mitchell et al., 2001).
Given that the JE construct captures employee perceptions of a wide range of work and non-work

factors that are directly relevant to life satisfaction, the construct is well suited as a predictor of
life satisfaction (Ampofo et al., 2017).

Life Satisfaction
Life satisfaction refers to a person’s cognitive evaluation of his or her life (Diener, 1984). It denotes
an evaluative judgment and is usually premised on a person’s self-imposed standards and the
extent to which such standards are satisfied (Pavot and Diener, 1993; 2008). Life satisfaction is
related to a number of outcomes such as burnout and job performance (Haar and Roche, 2010;
Jones, 2006). Life satisfaction is a component of subjective wellbeing (SWB) and while it is related
to the affective components of SWB (i.e. negative affect and positive affect) (Extremera and Rey,
2016), it differs from the affect components because life satisfaction is a relatively stable
component which relates to the cognitive aspect of SWB. In contrast, affect involves temporary
assessments of a person’s daily life and focuses on the emotional aspect of SWB (Hamama, Ronen,
Shachar and Rosenbaum, 2013; Keyes, 2006; Lucas and Donnellan, 2007).
Because there is no single comprehensive theory of life satisfaction, scholars draw on and
differentiate between top-down and bottom-up perspectives (Erdogan et al., 2012). The top-down
perspective treats life satisfaction as a function of stable traits such as personality traits (e.g.,
neuroticism, agreeableness, extraversion, conscientiousness, and openness) (Erdogan et al., 2012;
Steel, Schmidt and Shultz, 2008). Thus, life satisfaction is simply a function of the person (Erdogan
et al., 2012). On the other hand, the bottom-up perspective views life satisfaction as a function of
satisfaction with life domains such as such as work, family, health, and leisure (Erdogan et al.,
2012; Heller, Watson and Ilies, 2004; Pavot and Diener, 2008). The bottom-up approach proposes
that individuals regard life satisfaction as a multifaceted function of satisfaction with different life

domains, and individuals vary in how they evaluate each domain (Erdogan et al., 2012). Several
studies support the ‘bottom-up’ approach (e.g., Georgellis and Lange, 2012; Moser and Schuler,
2004), and this study adopts this approach because it regards life satisfaction as a function of
different life domains (Erdogan et al., 2012).
JE-life Satisfaction Relationship
As noted above, the unique strength of JE lies in its ability to use work and non-work factors
through the forces of ‘links’, ‘fit’, and ‘sacrifice’ to predict a range of organisational outcomes
(Mitchell et al., 2001; Lee at al., 2014). Similarly, in our view, JE has the capability to predict
personal outcomes for employees, because the quality of work and non-work life are likely to
influence the life satisfaction of embedded employees (Erdogan et al., 2012). Lucas, Clark,
Georgellis and Diener (2004) asserted that life events, which comprise work and non-work
activities, may have a strong influence on a person’s life satisfaction. Research indicates that
several work-related factors such as pay, social support from supervisors and co-workers,
employment status, and promotion opportunities are related to employees’ life satisfaction (e.g.,
Judge and Locke, 1993; Diener and Oishi, 2000; Huffman, Watrous‐Rodriguez and King, 2008;
Michel et al., 2009; Aquino, Russell, Cutrona and Altmaier, 1996). In regard to the non-work
domain, the community where people live has been shown to be a source of life satisfaction for
individuals who have strong ties to, and receive support from family members, friends and
influential members of the community (Roh et al., 2015), and for those who actively engage in
social events such as sport and entertainment events such as local theatre (Mitchell et al., 2001;
Ardahan and Mert, 2013; Adams, Leibbrandt and Moon, 2011). Studies show that higher-fitted
community members are likely to be satisfied with life (Jiang and Jiang, 2015), because they
experience high positive mood, physical well-being, and mental health (Gareis and Barnett, 2008;

Roosa et al., 2009). Research also shows that peoples’ sense of community is related to their life
satisfaction (Oh, Ozkaya and LaRose, 2014; Prezza, Amici, Roberti and Tedeschi, 2001). The
more people feel part of the community, the more they become satisfied with life (Martini and
Sequi, 1995; Prezza et al., 2001). Because individuals revere the benefits they receive from the
organisation and community that enhance their life satisfaction, they may be reluctant to surrender
these benefits by leaving their work organisation or community (Mitchell et al., 2001; Erdogan et
al., 2012).
Conservation of Resources (COR) theory (Hobfoll, 1989) can also be used to explain the
relationship between JE and life satisfaction. COR theory proposes that individuals are motivated
to acquire, protect and retain their valued resources (e.g., time, relationships, perks, development
opportunities, health, and benefits), and are threatened by actual or potential loss of these resources
(Hobfoll, 1989, 2001; Kiazad, Seibert and Kraimer, 2014). JE has been conceptualised as a state
of abundant resources: ‘links’ represents relational resources which are generated when people
build social ties with other people in their organisations and communities; ‘fit’ represents a sense
of belonging resource that people feel through being part of their organisations and communities;
and ‘sacrifice’ represents the primacy-of-loss tenet of COR theory, which is consistent with the
idea that people find it hard to give up resources when they leave their organisations and residential
communities (Gorgievski and Hobfoll, 2008; Wheeler, Harris and Sablynski, 2012). Kiazad et al.
(2014) theorised links and fit as instrumental resources (i.e., resources that enable a person to
acquire valued resources and additional resources), and sacrifice as an intrinsically valued
resource. Because highly embedded individuals have relatively greater instrumental resources,
they have the capability to acquire additional resources in the organisation (e.g., access to
development opportunities, perks) and in the community (e.g., family support, community support

for political office), which may enhance their life satisfaction. Furthermore, individuals with many
sacrifices in the organisation and community are more likely to be satisfied with life, because they
understand that leaving means forfeiture of intrinsically valued resources, which could result in
lower life satisfaction (Mitchell et al., 2001; Grandey and Cropanzano, 1999; Hobfoll, 1989;
Kiazad et al., 2015). Consistent with the foregoing arguments, we therefore hypothesise that:
H1: JE will be positively related to life satisfaction.
Moderating Roles of Gender and Community Embeddedness
Social Role Theory proposes that men and women differ on a number of attributes because of
different gender role expectations (Eagly and Wood, 1991). These attributes can be classified as
communal and agentic attributes (Eagly, 1987). Women, more than men, are associated with
communal attributes, such as being friendly, altruistic, emotionally expressive, sympathetic,
nurturing, and concerned about others (Eagly, 2009; Eagly and Wood, 1991). On the other hand,
men, more than women, are associated with agentic attributes, such as being independent,
assertive, dominating, and instrumentally competent (Eagly, 2009; Eagly and Wood, 1991). The
communal attributes of women may lead them to place relatively greater importance on links with
other people in their organisations and communities (Allen, 2006; Koenig, Lee, Fields and
Macmillan, 2011). For women, leaving their organisations and communities may result in
significant emotional costs when they severe their social ties (Jiang, Liu, McKay, Lee and
Mitchell, 2012). Consistent with the foregoing reasoning, Ryan and Harden (2014) found that
female participants anticipated relatively greater personal sacrifices should they decide to leave
their work organisations. Similarly, in a meta-analyses that used 65 independent samples, Jiang et
al. (2012) found that females were more embedded in their organisations than males. Consistent
with the foregoing arguments, we hypothesise that:

H2. Gender will moderate the JE- life satisfaction relationship, such that the relationship
is stronger for female employees than for male employees.
Employees who are highly embedded in the communities where they live will be motivated
to sustain their employment in the current location and make strategic decisions to become
embedded on the job (Feldman, Ng and Vogel, 2012). Therefore, if employees are highly
embedded in their communities, they may find ways to enhance their organisation embeddedness
to secure their jobs and avoid geographical relocation, which might be necessary if they lose their
jobs (Ng and Feldman, 2014). The effects of community embeddedness on organisation
embeddedness can also be explained with reference to COR theory which proposes that people
who have accrued surplus resources in one life domain may invest those resources for use in other
domains as needed (Hobfoll, 1989). Thus, people may become embedded in their work
organisation as a result of the accumulated surplus resources they have in their residential
community (Hobfoll, 1989; Ng and Feldman, 2014). For example, employees who are highly
embedded in their communities can develop strong networks of support (e.g., child care support,
school lift clubs) that afford these employees the time and energy to participate in additional
training and career development programs at work (Ng and Feldman, 2014). Consistent with the
foregoing arguments, we hypothesise that:
H3. Community embeddedness will moderate the relationship between organisation
embeddedness and life satisfaction, such that the relationship is stronger for people who
are highly embedded in their community.
Mediating Role of Innovation-related Work Behaviours (IWB)
Janssen (2000) defined IWB as “intentional creation, introduction and application of new ideas
within a work role, group or organisation, in order to benefit role performance, the group, or the

organisation” (p. 288). In other words, IWB refers to an employee’s extra-role behaviour that
involves the introduction and implementation of novel ideas to enhance existing work processes
or routines (Axtell et al., 2000; Welbourne, Johnson and Erez, 1998). Although ‘creativity’ and
‘innovation’ are related, they are different in that creativity involves producing new ideas that are
potentially beneficial to an organisation (Amabile, 1988; Oldham and Cummings, 1996), whereas
innovation transcends producing new ideas to include the implementation of novel ideas, thereby
creating benefits for the organisation (De Jong and Den Hartog, 2010; Scott and Bruce, 1994).
Thus, creativity is often identified as a subset of IWB (De Jong and Den Hartog, 2010; Janssen,
2004). IWB involves three non-sequential and separately engaged stages: idea creation, idea
promotion and idea implementation (Janssen, 2000; Scott and Bruce, 1994).
Studies show that employees who are highly embedded in their organisation have a greater
propensity to enact IWBs. For example, Ng and Feldman (2010) theorised and demonstrated
empirically that organisation embeddedness was positively and significantly related to IWBs. They
argued that employees will share ideas and constructive feedback more readily and more quickly
with others when they experience a high level of fit with their work environment. Furthermore,
they asserted that highly embedded employees find it easier and faster to spread their innovative
ideas across the organisation because they have relatively more and stronger links in the
organisation. They also argued that because leaving the organisation is associated with potential
sacrifices, highly embedded employees have strong incentives to enact IWBs so that the economic
viability of the organisation is sustained and their jobs are secured. Coetzer, Inma, Poisat,
Redmond and Standing (2018) examined associations between organisation embeddedness and
IWBs in small and large organisations. They also found that organisation embeddedness was

positively related to IWB, and that the relationship between the focal variables was stronger among
employees in small organisations than in larger organisations.
To explain the link between IWB and life satisfaction we draw on COR theory (Hobfoll,
2001, 2011). From the perspective of COR theory, IWBs can be viewed as a source of resource
gain for employees (Hobfoll, 2011; Kiazad et al., 2014). When employees enact IWBs they create
the impression that they are competent and good organisational citizens who are concerned about
the wellbeing of organisation (Seibert, Kraimer and Crant, 2001; Fuller, Barnett, Hester, Relyea
and Frey, 2007; Bolino, 1999). Consequently, these innovative employees are likely to accrue
valued resources, such as pay increases, perks, benefits, job security, promotion, recognition, and
social support from peers and supervisors (Seibert et al., 2001; Halbesleben, Neveu, PaustianUnderdahl and Westman, 2014). Studies show that individuals who enjoy the benefits of abundant
job resources, such as supervisor and co-worker support, job security, and promotion
opportunities, tend to report greater levels of life satisfaction (e.g., Thompson and Prottas, 2006;
Iverson and Maguire, 2000; Luhmann, Weiss, Hosoya and Eid, 2014; Carr and Chung, 2014;
Green, 2011). Consistent with the foregoing arguments, we hypothesise that:
H4. IWB will mediate the relationship between organisation embeddedness and life
satisfaction.
(Insert Figure 1 about here)
Method
Participants included 90 professionals enrolled in a part-time executive MBA programme at the
Nelson Mandela Metropolitan University in South Africa. Following a snowball sampling
approach (Hair, Money, Samouel and Page, 2007), the 90 professionals were asked to recruit at
least five participants from their respective organisations. Potential participants were informed that

participation was voluntary and that responses were anonymous. As elaborated on below, all the
participants were asked to assess their own level of embeddedness and to rate their life satisfaction
and engagement in innovation behaviours. The participant recruitment procedures resulted in 549
participants drawn from organisations located in four major metropolitan centres. Ninety-four
percent of the sample was employed full time and the mean tenure of participants was about seven
years. The majority of participants were female (53%) and 76% of all participants were under 40
years of age. Eighty-five percent of the participants had a post high school qualification and of
these respondents, 64% had completed a university degree. The home language of participants was
as follows: English 35%; Xhosa 33%; Afrikaans 20%; Zulu 4 %; and Other 8%.
Measures
Job embeddedness: Holtom, Mitchell and Lee (2006) developed and validated a 21-item short form
of the original 40-item JE scale published in the seminal article by Mitchell et al. (2001). In their
measure development study, Holtom et al. (2006) found a strong correlation (r= .92) between the
original instrument and the short form and no difference in amount of variance in turnover
explained by the original and short version. Subsequently, the shorter scale has been successfully
used by other researchers (e.g., Felps et al., 2009). When using the short scale respondents indicate
on a five-point scale the extent to which they agree with 18 of the 21 items.
Nine of the 18 dimensional items assess respondents’ perceptions of on-the-job factors and
the other nine assess perceptions of off-the-job factors. The remaining three items require yes/no
answers and are additional measures of off-the-job factors. This study did not use the three
dichotomous questions (i.e. Are you married? Does your spouse work outside the home? Do you
own a home? With, or without, a mortgage?). In the current study, α reliabilities for on-the-job and
off-the-job embeddedness were .82 and .76 respectively.

Life satisfaction: Diener, Emmons, Larsen and Griffin’s (1985) five-item Satisfaction with Life
Scale (SWLS) was used to measure life satisfaction. We used a five-point Likert scale where 1=
strongly disagree and 5= strongly agree. A sample item is “I am satisfied with my life”. Diener et
al.’s (1985) study found an internal consistency score of .87 and a 2-week test–retest correlation
of .82. Filiz (2014) reported α reliability of .89. The α reliability was .86 in this study.
Innovative work behaviour: De Jong and den Hartog’s (2010) six items were used to measure
respondents’ engagement in four dimensions of innovation-related behaviours: idea exploration,
idea generation, idea championing, and idea implementation. We used a five-point Likert-type
scale where 1= never and 5= very often. A sample item is “In your job how often do you acquire
new knowledge externally to improve the way you do your job”. The α reliability was .89 in this
study. Self-ratings of individual innovative work behaviour has been used in prior studies (e.g.,
Janssen, 2000; Ng and Feldman, 2010), and self-ratings show considerable convergent validity
with supervisor-ratings of innovation-related work behaviour (De Jong and Den Hartog, 2010).
Employees are generally better positioned than observers (such as peers and supervisors) to
evaluate how frequently and intensely they have explored, generated, championed and
implemented new ideas within their organisations (Ng and Feldman, 2013).
Control variables: Age and job satisfaction were used as control variables because these variables
have been found to affect life satisfaction and IWB (Jung, Chow and Wu, 2003; Kongarchapatara,
Moschis and Sim Ong, 2014; Rode, 2004). We measured job satisfaction with the three-item
measure used by Mitchell et al. (2001). The α reliability was .85 in their study and .77 in this study.
Respondents were asked to indicate their age by selecting one of the following categories: under
30; 30-40; 41-50; 51-60; 61+.

Data Analysis
We used the expected maximisation method of missing value analysis to replace missing values.
One item of the job satisfaction construct (i.e. In general, I don’t like my job) was reverse scored.
Means and standard deviations were produced, and correlations among variables were determined.
With AMOS, we used a two-step approach to structural equation modelling (SEM), determining
the measurement model (i.e. confirmatory factor analysis– CFA) and then the structural models
(Anderson and Gerbing, 1988; Hair et al., 2010). We used the following model fit indices:
CMIN/DF (χ2/df) < .05; Chi square (χ2) p value > .05; goodness-of-fit index (GFI) ≥ .90; adjusted
goodness-of-fit index (AGFI) ≥ .90; root mean square residual (RMR) < .08; comparative fit index
(CFI) ≥ .90; Tucker-Lewis index (TLI) = > .95; root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA)
< .05, PCLOSE > .05 (Chau, 1997; Mulaik et al., 1989; Hu and Bentler, 1999).
We used SEM to test the relationship between JE and life satisfaction (Hypothesis 1).
Covariances that were not significant in the SEM path analysis were deleted. We used Hayes’
(2013) PROCESS macro (version 2.16) to test indirect (mediation) and conditional (moderation)
effects. In the PROCESS macro, we bootstrapped the observed sample to 5000 at 95% confidence
interval to determine the effects of the hypothesised moderators and mediator. Following
MacKinnon, Lockwood and William (2004), we used bias-corrected confidence interval because
it adjusts for any bias in the bootstrap estimate, and produces the most precise confidence intervals
in bootstrapping. Significant effect is obtained in Hayes’ PROCESS macro when confidence
intervals do not exceed zero. In this study, we used Model 1 (i.e. simple moderation analysis) to
test ‘gender’ as potential moderator variables, thus hypotheses 2. A graph was used to illustrate
the conditional effect of organisation embeddedness on life satisfaction. Due to the moderated
mediation analysis, we used Model 5 to test the potential mediating role of IWB, and moderating

role of community embeddedness in the organisation-life satisfaction relationship. We did not
illustrate the conditional effect of organisation embeddedness on life satisfaction with a graph,
because Model 5 does not generate the data for plotting the graph. We used common latent factor
(CLF) analysis (i.e. difference between CFA with no CLF and CFA with CLF) to test for common
method bias (CMB) and the results indicated that CMB was not an issue because all the differences
were less than 0.2 (Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee and Podsakoff, 2003).

Results
Table I shows the means, standard deviations, correlations, and CFA results. Significant and
positive correlations are found between: IWB and life satisfaction; JE and life satisfaction;
organisation embeddedness and life satisfaction; community embeddedness and life satisfaction;
job satisfaction and life satisfaction; and age and life satisfaction. However, no significant
correlation is found between gender and life satisfaction.
The results also show adequate convergent validity, because average variance extracted
(AVEs) and standardised factor loadings exceed .50, and composite reliabilities (CRs) are greater
than AVEs (Anderson and Gerbing, 1988; Hair et al., 2010). In addition, the results show adequate
discriminant validity, because maximum shared variance (MSVs) exceed AVEs, AVEs are greater
than average shared variance (ASVs), and the square root of AVEs are above inter-construct
correlations (Fornell and Larcker, 1981; Hair et al., 2010). Furthermore, Cronbach’s α and CRs of
all the items exceed .70, indicating adequate construct reliability (Hair et al., 2010; Sekaran, 2003).
Moreover, the CFA results show the good fit of the structural model: (χ2= 306.356, df= 2.157, p=
.000), RMR= .035, GFI= .944, AGFI = .925, CFI= .967, TLI = .960, RMSEA= .04, and PCLOSE
= .822).

(Insert Table I and Figure 2 about here)

Table II shows the path relationship between JE and life satisfaction. The results show a
good statistically fit model: (χ2 = .420, χ2/df = .210, p= .811), RMR = .003, GFI = 1.000, AGFI =
.998, CFI = 1.000, TLI = 1.021, RMSEA= .000, PCLOSE = .945). The results also show a
significant and positive relationship between JE and life satisfaction. Thus, an increase in JE will
correspond to an increase in life satisfaction. The results support hypothesis 1.

(Insert Table II about here)

Table III shows results relating to the moderating role of gender in the relationship between
JE and life satisfaction. Prior to introducing the interaction term, the results show a good model
fit, and a R2 of .2997, which means that approximately 30% of the variance in life satisfaction is
explained by JE, job satisfaction, gender, and age. When the interaction term is introduced, the
results show a ΔR2 of .0072 (p < .001), which represents that about 1% of the variance in life
satisfaction is explained by the interaction term (i.e. gender and JE). In addition, the results show
that gender moderates the JE-life satisfaction relationship (B = .2511, LLCI = .4750, ULCI =
.0271). Furthermore, the results indicate that the JE-life satisfaction relationship is stronger among
female employees than their male counterparts. Figure 3 also shows that the relationship between
JE and life satisfaction is stronger among females than males. Thus, the results support hypothesis
2.

(Insert Table III about here)

Table IV shows results relating to the moderating role of community embeddedness, and
mediating role of IWB in the organisation embeddedness–life satisfaction relationship. The results
indicate the model adequately fits the statistics. The results also show a R2 of .3066 (p < .001),
which means that about 31% of the variance in life satisfaction is explained by organisation
embeddedness, community embeddedness, IWB, job satisfaction, age, gender, and the interaction
term. Additionally, the results demonstrate that community embeddedness moderates the
relationship between organisation embeddedness and life satisfaction (B = .4718, LLCI = .1609,
ULCI = .5668). Furthermore, the results show that the organisation embeddedness-life satisfaction
relationship is stronger when people are highly embedded in their community, thereby confirming
hypothesis 3.
Finally, the results show significant and positive relationships between: organisation
embeddedness and IWB; IWB and life satisfaction; and organisation embeddedness and life
satisfaction. The results show that IWB mediates the organisation embeddedness-life satisfaction
relationship (B = .0329, LLCI = .0031, ULCI = .0764), which supports hypothesis 4.

(Insert Table IV about here)

Discussion
JE researchers have yet to focus on the personal benefits of embeddedness for employees. From a
stakeholder perspective of organisational effectiveness, such a research focus is necessary because

employees are key stakeholders whose needs must also be satisfied (Carroll, 1991; Hubbard, 2009.
Results of our exploratory study provide several contributions to this research direction and
suggest avenues for future research.
Theoretical Contributions and Avenues for Future Research
First, our analyses suggests that there is a significant, positive relationship between overall JE and
employees’ life satisfaction. This result is in accordance with the findings of studies which show
that individuals’ life satisfaction is influenced by their levels of satisfaction with their work life
and non-work life (e.g., Judge and Locke, 1993; Aquino et al., 1996; Roh et al., 2015).
Furthermore, the result that JE is positively related to life satisfaction is consistent with the tenets
of COR theory (Hobfoll, 1989; 2001) and the view that high JE represents a state of abundant
resources (Wheeler et al., 2012). A state of abundant organisational and community resources
mitigates individuals’ experiences of stress, depression, anger and burnout, all of which erode
employees’ evaluations of their life satisfaction (Kiazad et al., 2015; Ozkan and Ozdevecioğlu,
2013; Schaufeli, Bakker and Van Rhenen, 2009). Thus, the more employees are embedded in their
work organisation and in the community where they live through the notions of links, fit and
sacrifice, the more likely they will be satisfied with life.
Although results of this study suggest that JE positively influences life, we think that there
is a plausible case for reverse causality. That is, an individual’s life satisfaction could influence
his or her embedding process. Employees with high levels of life satisfaction may make a
conscious decision to proactively embed themselves in their job (Amah, 2009; Feldman et al.,
2012). Thus, individuals who are satisfied with both their work life and community life would
prefer to stay in their current job in order to optimize their lives. Future research should consider
examining the causality directions of JE and life satisfaction to determine which variables has the

greatest influence on the other over time. Another worthwhile line of inquiry would be to examine
whether an individual’s current level of life satisfaction influences their future level job
embeddedness, and vice versa.
Second, the results suggest that female employees tend to be more highly embedded
in their work organisations and communities and consequently experience relatively higher levels
of life satisfaction than male employees. This finding is consistent with findings of prior studies
that show females tend to report higher levels of embeddedness than males (e.g., Jiang et al., 2012;
Ryan and Harden, 2014). Women place relatively greater importance on building and maintaining
social attachments with others in their work organisations and communities (Allen, 2006; Eagly,
2009; Koenig et al., 2011) and strong social ties increase life satisfaction (Lim and Putnam, 2010).
When contemplating leaving their work organisations and residential communities, women are
likely to anticipate substantial emotional costs associated with severing their links (Jiang et al.,
2012).
Future research could contribute to developing a more nuanced understanding of the
interrelations among JE, life satisfaction and gender by examining the potential moderating effects
of family role salience and career role salience in male and female samples. Role salience refers
to the importance that individuals place on their family role and their career role (Wolfram and
Gratton, 2014). Role importance also denotes how prominently these roles are used for selfdefinition (Bagger, Li and Gutek, 2008) and indicates a tendency to invest more time and effort in
the respective domains (Cinamon and Rich, 2002). We anticipate that the salience of these two
roles for male and female employees may influence their levels of JE and thence their life
satisfaction. Family role and career role salience can be assessed with the two, four-item scales
that were employed by Eddleston, Veiga and Powell (2006) in their study. Sample items are as

follows: “A major source of satisfaction in my life is my career [family]”; Most of my interests
are centered around my career [family]”.
Third, our results indicate that the relationship between organisation embeddedness and
life satisfaction is stronger among highly community embedded employees. Thus, the additional
resources (e.g., social ties with family and friends, childcare support) that highly community
embedded employees possess contributes to their life satisfaction. This finding is consistent with
the ‘bottom-up’ perspective of life satisfaction, which views life satisfaction as a function of
satisfaction with different life domains (Erdogan et al., 2012; Heller et al., 2004). The result is also
consistent with the assertion that highly community embedded individuals may develop better
networks of support services, such as daycare and babysitting, which would enhance their
embeddedness at work, and thereby influence their life satisfaction (Feldman et al., 2012; Herrero
and Gracia, 2007).
As originally conceptualised by Mitchell and colleagues (2001), community embeddedness
refers to the non-work factors that directly influence an individual’s decision to stay in his or her
job. However, there are instances where an individual’s embedding process could occur by proxy,
that is, family members such as a spouse, children or elderly parents may indirectly influence an
individual’s embedding process (Feldman et al., 2012; Hirsch and Shanley, 1996). For instance,
an individual may be embedded in a job as a result of his or her spouses’ job in the current location
or children’s access to good schools in the local community. Because individuals draw satisfaction
with life from the family (Roh et al., 2015), future research should expand the components of
community embeddedness to include proxy items relating to family members’ embeddedness in
the community. Moreover, research shows that individuals who are embedded by the forces of
their family unit are more likely to stay at work than those who are embedded in their community

(Ramesh and Gelfand, 2010). Thus, it will be a worthwhile line of inquiry to determine whether
family embeddedness has stronger conditional effect on the organisation embeddedness-life
satisfaction relationship than community embeddedness.
Fourth, our results suggest that IWB is a potential mechanism through which employees
who are highly embedded in their organisations become more satisfied with their lives. This
finding supports Huhtala and Parzefall’s (2007) contention that IWB should not always be
conceptualised as just a job demand, because it also has a job resource component which engenders
positive outcomes. Thus, employees who are highly embedded in their organisations as a result of
acquired work resources (e.g., favorable feelings about the employment relationship, social ties
with coworkers, and a strong desire to keep their jobs and job-related rewards) will be motivated
to engage in extra-role behaviours associated with idea creation, promotion and implementation
(Amabile et al., 1996; Ng and Feldman, 2010; Parker, Williams and Turner, 2006). Employees
who engage in such extra-role IWBs report higher levels of wellbeing (e.g., Honkaniemi, Lehtonen
and Hasu, 2015; Janssen, 2004).
Although our results suggest that IWB mediates the organisational embeddedness-life
satisfaction relationship, we cannot rule out that IWB may be an expression of employees’ work
engagement. The concept work engagement has been conceptually and empirically linked to IWB.
For example, Macey and Schneider (2008) have argued that there are three facets of engagement:
trait engagement, psychological state engagement, and behavioural engagement. They
conceptualise psychological state engagement (e.g., feelings of vigour and absorption) as an
antecedent of behavioural engagement and assert that engagement behaviours include innovative
behaviours. Regarding empirical evidence for a link, Bakker and Xanthopoulou (2013) surveyed
84 female school principals and 190 teachers and found a positive relationship between principals’

levels of work engagement and teachers’ ratings of principals’ creative task performance.
Creativity is a critical element of IWB, particularly at the start of the innovation process when
problems or performance deficiencies are identified and ideas are generated in response to a
perceived need for innovation (De Jong and den Hartog, 2010). Finally, Hakanen and Schaufeli
(2012) used COR theory to provide a theoretical rationale for a link between work engagement
and life satisfaction and demonstrated empirically that work engagement is significantly and
positively related to life satisfaction. Given these conceptual and empirical linkages, we suggest
that future studies should examine the potential mediating role of work engagement in the
organisation embeddedness-life satisfaction relationship.

Practical Implications
Managers could adopt at least three strategies to increase employees’ life satisfaction. First,
managers could enhance employees’ life satisfaction through activities that increase on-the-job
and off-the-job embeddedness. For example, the quantity and quality of links could be enhanced
through formal and informal mentoring of employees, putting employees on long-term projects,
and encouraging employee involvement in volunteer and philanthropic activities. Perceptions of
fit can be strengthened through carefully matching employees’ skills, knowledge and abilities with
work requirements. Finally, employees’ perceptions of personal sacrifices associated with leaving
could be heightened through the provision of perks that affect employees’ private life, flexible
working arrangements, and longevity-based benefits (Holtom and O’Neill, 2004; Lee et al., 2004;
Mitchell et al., 2001; Rode, 2004). Second, managers could enhance employee life satisfaction by
not making excessive job demands that are likely to negatively affect home life (Wolfram and
Gratton, 2014). Third, organisations could encourage employees’ IWBs through workplace

supervisors’ supportive responses to innovative employees. Furthermore, managers could provide
employees with resources (e.g., creativity training sessions, idea suggestion systems) that foster
employee engagement in IWBs (Devloo, Anseel, De Beuckelaer and Feys, 2016; Janssen, 2005).
Such behaviours are known to increase employee wellbeing (Honkaniemi et al., 2015).
Methodological Limitations and Implications for Further Research
This study has limitations that should be addressed in future research. First, the use of crosssectional data and a non-random sampling procedure for participant recruitment rules out causal
conclusions and limits generalisability of the results. Therefore, future research should consider
employing random sampling procedures to minimise sample bias and use longitudinal research
designs in order to make causal conclusions. As noted, an individual’s life satisfaction could
influence his or her level of JE (Amah, 2009; Feldman et al., 2012). Therefore, to reach causal
conclusions, research designs that incorporate multiple time lags (e.g., 6 months, year 1, year 2,
and year 5) should be used. Such research designs would enable researchers to examine the effects
of an individual’s current level of embeddedness on his or her future life satisfaction, and vice
versa. Second, although our CMB test results did not raise any concerns, we encourage future
studies to employ techniques for controlling CMB, such as introducing a time lag between
measurement of JE and life satisfaction (Podsakoff et al., 2003). Third, employee SWB comprises
a cognitive component (i.e. life satisfaction) and an affective component (i.e. positive and negative
affect) (Hamama et al., 2013). The present study focused on just the cognitive component of SWB.
Therefore, the affective aspect of SWB should be included in future studies. That is, future research
should control for the confounding effects of affectivity traits on the relationship between JE and
life satisfaction, because peoples’ affectivity traits influence their life satisfaction (Joshanloo,
2016; Huebner and Dew, 1996). Fourth, this study examined the moderating effects of gender on

the JE-life satisfaction relationship. However, other demographic variables, such as age and
education might also moderate the relationship (Peltokorpi, Allen and Froese, 2015). Finally, the
use of self-report scores of life satisfaction may generate socially desirable responses. Therefore,
future research should complement self-reports with informant reports of life satisfaction, such as
life satisfaction estimates provided by family and close friends of the target participants (Diener et
al., 2013).
To minimise the limitations relating to sampling method and common method bias, we
used rigorous analytical techniques. For example, Hayes’ PROCESS macro was used to bootstrap
samples to 5000 at 95% bias-corrected confidence intervals in order to determine the indirect
effect, and conditional effects on the relationships (Preacher and Hayes, 2004, 2008; Zhao, Lynch
Jr. and Chen, 2010). Also, common latent factor analysis was used to statistically test common
method bias (Podsakoff et al., 2003).

References
Adams, K.B., Leibbrandt, S. and Moon, H. (2011), “A critical review of the literature on social
and leisure activity and wellbeing in later life”, Ageing and Society, Vol. 31 No. 4, pp. 683712.
Allen, D.G., Peltokorpi, V. and Rubenstein, A.L. (2016), “When “embedded” means “stuck”:
moderating effects of job embeddedness in adverse work environments”, Journal of
Applied Psychology, pp. 1-17.
Allen, T.D. (2006), “Rewarding good citizens: The relationship between citizenship behaviour,
gender, and organisational rewards”, Journal of Applied Social Psychology, Vol. 36 No. 1,
pp. 120-143.

Amabile, T.M. (1988), “A model of creativity and innovation in organisations”, Research in
Organisational Behaviour, Vol. 10 No. 1, pp. 123-167.
Amabile, T.M., Conti, R., Coon, H., Lazenby, J. and Herron, M. (1996), “Assessing the work
environment for creativity”, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 39 No.5, pp. 11541184.
Amah, O.E. (2009), “Job satisfaction and turnover intention relationship: The moderating effect
of job role centrality and life satisfaction”, Research and Practice in Human Resource
Management, Vol. 17 No. 1, pp. 24-35.
Ampofo, E.T., Coetzer, A. and Poisat, P. (2017), “Relationships between job embeddedness and
employees’ life satisfaction” Employee Relations, Vol. 39 No. 7, pp. 951-966.
Anderson, J.C. and Gerbing, D.W. (1988), “Structural equation modeling in practice: A review
and recommended two-step approach”, Psychological Bulletin, Vol. 103 No. 3, pp. 411432.
Aquino, J.A., Russell, D.W., Cutrona, C.E. and Altmaier, E.M. (1996), “Employment status, social
support, and life satisfaction among the elderly”, Journal of Counselling Psychology, Vol.
43 No. 4, pp. 480-489.
Ardahan, F. and Mert, M. (2013), “Impacts of outdoor activities, demographic variables and
emotional intelligence on life satisfaction: An econometric application of a case in
Turkey”, Social Indicators Research, Vol. 113 No. 3, pp. 887-901.
Axtell, C.M., Holman, D.J., Unsworth, K.L., Wall, T.D., Waterson, P.E. and Harrington, E. (2000),
“Shopfloor innovation: Facilitating the suggestion and implementation of ideas”, Journal
of Occupational and Organisational Psychology, Vol. 73 No. 3, pp. 265-285.

Bagger, J., Li, A. and Gutek, B.A. (2008), “How much do you value your family and does it
matter? The joint effects of family identity salience, family-interference-with-work, and
gender”, Human Relations, Vol. 61 No. 2, pp. 187-211.
Bakker, A.B. and Xanthopoulou, D. (2013), “Creativity and charisma among female leaders: The
role of resources and work engagement”, The International Journal of Human Resource
Management, Vol. 24 No. 14, pp. 2760-2779.
Bolino, M.C. (1999), “Citizenship and impression management: Good soldiers or good actors?”,
Academy of Management Review, Vol. 24 No. 1, pp. 82-98.
Burton, J.P., Holtom, B.C., Sablynski, C.J., Mitchell, T.R. and Lee, T.W. (2010), “The buffering
effects of job embeddedness on negative shocks”, Journal of Vocational Behaviour, Vol.
76 No. 1, pp. 42-51.
Carr, E. and Chung, H. (2014), “Employment insecurity and life satisfaction: The moderating
influence of labour market policies across Europe”, Journal of European Social Policy,
Vol. 24 No. 4, pp. 383-399.
Carroll, A.B. (1991), “The pyramid of corporate social responsibility: Toward the moral
management of organisational stakeholders”, Business Horizons, Vol. 34 No. 4, pp. 39-48.
Charlier, S.D., Guay, R.P. and Zimmerman, R.D. (2016), “Plugged in or disconnected? A Model
of the effects of technological factors on employee job embeddedness”, Human Resource
Management, Vol. 55 No. 1, pp. 109-126.
Chau, P.Y. (1997), “Reexamining a model for evaluating information center success using a
structural equation modeling approach”, Decision Sciences, Vol. 28 No. 2, pp. 309-334.

Cinamon, R.G. and Rich, Y. (2002), “Profiles of attribution of importance to life roles and their
implications for the work–family conflict”, Journal of Counseling Psychology, Vol. 49 No.
2, pp. 212 - 220.
Coetzer, A., Inma, C., Poisat, P., Redmond, J. and Standing, C. (2018), “Job embeddedness and
employee enactment of innovation-related work behaviours”, International Journal of
Manpower, Vol. 39 No. 2, pp. 222-239.
Crossley, C.D., Bennett, R.J., Jex, S.M. and Burnfield, J.L. (2007), “Development of a global
measure of job embeddedness and integration into a traditional model of voluntary
turnover”, Journal of Applied Psychology, Vol. 92 No. 4, pp. 1031-1042.
Darrat, M.A. Amyx, D.A. and Bennett, R.J. (2017), “Examining the impact of job embeddedness
on salesperson deviance: The moderating role of job satisfaction”. Industrial Marketing
Management, Vol. 63, pp. 158-166.
Dawley, D.D. and Andrews, M.C. (2012), “Staying put: Off-the-job embeddedness as a moderator
of the relationship between on-the-job embeddedness and turnover intentions”, Journal of
Leadership and Organisational Studies, Vol. 19 No. 4, pp. 477-485.
De Jong, J. and Den Hartog, D. (2010), “Measuring innovative work behaviour”, Creativity and
Innovation Management, Vol. 19 No. 1, pp. 23-36.
Devloo, T., Anseel, F., De Beuckelaer, A. and Feys, M. (2016), “When the fire dies: Perceived
success and support for innovation shape the motivating potential of innovative work
behaviour”, European Journal of Work and Organisational Psychology, Vol. 25 No. 4, pp.
512-524.
Diener, E. (1984), “Subjective well-being”, Psychological Bulletin, Vol. 95, pp. 542-575.

Diener, E. and Oishi, S. (2000), “Money and happiness: Income and subjective well-being across
nations”, In E. Diener and E.M. Suh (Eds.), Culture and Subjective Well-being (pp. 185218), MIT Press, Cambridge, MA.
Diener, E., Inglehart, R. and Tay, L. (2013), “Theory and validity of life satisfaction scales”, Social
Indicators Research, Vol. 112 No. 3, pp. 497-527.
Diener, E.D., Emmons, R.A., Larsen, R.J. and Griffin, S. (1985), “The satisfaction with life scale”,
Journal of Personality Assessment, Vol. 49 No. 1, pp. 71-75.
Dorenbosch, L., Engen, M.L.V. and Verhagen, M. (2005), “On‐the‐job innovation: the impact of
job design and human resource management through production ownership”, Creativity
and Innovation Management, Vol. 14 No.2, pp. 129-141.
Eagly, A.H. (1987), “Reporting sex differences”, American Psychologist, Vol. 42 No. 7, pp. 756757.
Eagly, A.H. (2009), “The his and hers of prosocial behaviour: An examination of the social
psychology of gender”, American Psychologist, Vol. 64 No. 8, pp. 644-658.
Eagly, A.H. and Wood, W. (1991), “Explaining sex differences in social behaviour: A metaanalytic perspective”, Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin, Vol. 17 No. 3, pp. 306315.
Eberly, M.B., Bluhm, D.J., Guarana, C., Avolio, B.J. and Hannah, S.T. (2017), “Staying after the
storm: How transformational leadership relates to follower turnover intentions in extreme
contexts”. Journal of Vocational Behaviour, Vol. 102, pp. 72-85.
Eddleston, K.A., Veiga, J.F. and Powell, G.N. (2006), “Explaining sex differences in managerial
career satisfier preferences: The role of gender self-schema”, Journal of Applied
Psychology, Vol. 91 No. 2, p. 437 - 445.

Erdogan, B., Bauer, T.N., Truxillo, D.M. and Mansfield, L.R. (2012), “Whistle while you work a
review of the life satisfaction literature”, Journal of Management, Vol. 38 No. 4, pp. 10381083.
Extremera, N. and Rey, L. (2016), “Ability emotional intelligence and life satisfaction: Positive
and negative affect as mediators”, Personality and Individual Differences, Vol. 102, pp.
98-101.
Feldman, D.C., Ng, T.W. and Vogel, R.M. (2012), “Off-the-job embeddedness: A
reconceptualisation and agenda for future research”, Research in Personnel and Human
Resources Management, Vol. 31, pp. 209-251.
Felps, W., Mitchell, T.R., Hekman, D.R., Lee, T.W., Holtom, B.C. and Harman, W.S. (2009),
“Turnover contagion: How coworkers' job embeddedness and job search behaviours
influence quitting”, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 52 No. 3, pp. 545-561.
Filiz, Z. (2014), “An analysis of the levels of job satisfaction and life satisfaction of the academic
staff”, Social Indicators Research, Vol. 116 No. 3, pp. 793-808.
Fornell, C. and Larcker, D.F. (1981), “Evaluating structural equation models with unobservable
variables and measurement error”, Journal of Marketing Research, pp. 39-50.
Freedy, J. and Hobfoll, S.E. (2017), “Conservation of resources: A general stress theory applied
to burnout”, In Professional Burnout (pp. 115-129). Routledge.
Fuller, J.B., Barnett, T., Hester, K., Relyea, C. and Frey, L. (2007), “An exploratory examination
of voice behaviour from an impression management perspective”, Journal of Managerial
Issues, Vol. 19, No. 1, pp.134-151.

Gareis, K.C. and Barnett, R.C. (2008), “The development of a new measure for work-family
research: Community resource fit”, Community, Work and Family, Vol. 11 No. 3, pp. 273282.
Georgellis, Y. and Lange, T. (2012), “Traditional versus secular values and the job–life satisfaction
relationship across Europe”, British Journal of Management, Vol. 23 No. 4, pp. 437-454.
Gorgievski, M.J. and Hobfoll, S.E. (2008), “Work can burn us out or fire us up: Conservation of
resources in burnout and engagement”, in Halbesleben, J.R.B. (Ed.), Handbook of Stress
and Burnout in Health Care, Hauppauge, NY, pp. 7-22.
Grandey, A.A. and Cropanzano, R. (1999), “The conservation of resources model applied to
work–family conflict and strain”, Journal of Vocational Behaviour, Vol. 54 No. 2, pp. 350370.
Green, F. (2011), “Unpacking the misery multiplier: How employability modifies the impacts of
unemployment and job insecurity on life satisfaction and mental health”, Journal of Health
Economics, Vol. 30 No. 2, pp. 265-276.
Greenhaus, J.H. and Kossek, E.E. (2014), “The contemporary career: A work–home perspective”,
Annual Review of Organisational Psychology and Organisational Behaviour, Vol. 1 No.
1, pp. 361–388.
Haar, J.M. and Roche, M.A. (2010), “Family supportive organisation perceptions and employee
outcomes: The mediating effects of life satisfaction”, International Journal of Human
Resource Management, Vol. 21, pp. 999-1014.
Hair, J., Black, W., Babin, B.J., Anderson, R.E. and Tatham, R.L. (2010), Multivariate Data
Analysis, 7th ed., Prentice Hall, Upper Saddle River, NJ.

Hair, Jr., J.F., Money, A.H., Samouel, P. and Page, M. (2007), “Research methods for business”,
Education + Training, Vol. 49 No. 4, pp. 336 – 337.
Hakanen, J.J., and Schaufeli, W.B. (2012), “Do burnout and work engagement predict depressive
symptoms and life satisfaction? A three-wave seven-year prospective study”, Journal of
Affective Disorders, Vol. 141 No. 2, pp. 415-424.
Halbesleben, J.R.B., Neveu, J.P., Paustian-Underdahl, S.C. and Westman, M. (2014), “Getting to
the ‘COR’: Understanding the role of resources in conservation of resources theory”,
Journal of Management, Vol. 40 No. 5, pp. 1334–1364.
Hamama, L., Ronen, T., Shachar, K. and Rosenbaum, M. (2013), “Links between stress, positive
and negative affect, and life satisfaction among teachers in special education schools”,
Journal of Happiness Studies, Vol. 14 No. 3, pp. 731-751.
Hayes, A.F. (2013), Introduction to Mediation, Moderation, and Conditional Process Analysis: A
Regression-based Approach”, Guilford, New York.
Heller, D., Watson, D. and Ilies, R. (2004), “The role of person versus situation in life satisfaction:
A critical examination”, Psychological Bulletin, Vol. 130 No. 4, pp. 574-600.
Herrero, J. and Gracia, E. (2007), “Measuring perceived community support: Factorial structure,
longitudinal invariance, and predictive validity of the PCSQ (Perceived Community
Support Questionnaire)”, Journal of Community Psychology, Vol. 35 No. 2, pp. 197-217.
Hirsch, P.M. and Shanley, M. (1996), “The rhetoric of boundaryless-or, how the newly empowered
managerial class bought into its own marginalisation”, In M.B. Arthur and D.M. Rousseau
(Eds.), The boundaryless career: A new employment principle for a new organisational
era (pp. 218–234), Oxford University Press, NY: New York.

Hirschi, A., Herrmann, A., Nagy, N. and Spurk, D. (2016), “All in the name of work? Nonwork
orientations as predictors of salary, career satisfaction, and life satisfaction”, Journal of
Vocational Behaviour, Vol. 95-96, pp. 45–57
Hobfoll, S.E. (1989), “Conservation of resources: A new attempt at conceptualising stress”,
American Psychologist, Vol. 44 No. 3, pp. 513-524.
Hobfoll, S.E. (2001), “The influence of culture, community, and the nested‐self in the stress
process: Advancing conservation of resources theory”, Applied Psychology, Vol. 50 No. 3,
pp. 337-421.
Hobfoll, S.E. (2011), “Conservation of resource caravans and engaged settings”, Journal of
Occupational and Organisational Psychology, Vol. 84 No. 1, pp.116-122.
Holtom, B.C. and O’Neill, B.S. (2004), “Job embeddedness: A theoretical foundation for
developing a comprehensive nurse retention plan”, Journal of Nursing Administration,
Vol. 34 No. 5, pp. 216-227.
Holtom, B.C., Mitchell, T.R. and Lee, T.W. (2006), “Increasing human and social capital by
applying job embeddedness theory”, Organisational Dynamics, Vol. 35 No. 4, pp. 316331.
Honkaniemi, L., Lehtonen, M.H. and Hasu, M. (2015), “Wellbeing and innovativeness:
motivational trigger points for mutual enhancement”, European Journal of Training and
Development, Vol. 39 No. 5, pp. 393-408.
Hu, L.T. and Bentler, P.M. (1999), “Cutoff criteria for fit indexes in covariance structure analysis:
Conventional criteria versus new alternatives”, Structural Equation Modeling: A
Multidisciplinary Journal, Vol. 6 No. 1, pp. 1-55.

Hubbard, G. (2009), “Measuring organisational performance: beyond the triple bottom line”,
Business Strategy and the Environment, Vol. 18 No. 3, pp. 177-191.
Huebner, E.S. and Dew, T. (1996), “The interrelationships of positive affect, negative affect, and
life satisfaction in an adolescent sample”, Social Indicators Research, Vol. 38 No. 2, pp.
129-137.
Huffman, A.H., Watrous‐Rodriguez, K.M. and King, E.B. (2008), “Supporting a diverse
workforce: What type of support is most meaningful for lesbian and gay employees?”
Human Resource Management, Vol. 47 No. 2, pp. 237-253.
Huhtala, H. and Parzefall, M.R. (2007), “A review of employee well‐being and innovativeness:
An opportunity for a mutual benefit”, Creativity and Innovation Management, Vol. 16 No.
3, pp. 299-306.
Hussain, T. and Deery, S. (2018), “Why do self-initiated expatriates quit their jobs: The role of job
embeddedness and shocks in explaining turnover intentions”, International Business
Review, Vol. 27 No. 1, pp. 281-288.
Iverson, R.D. and Maguire, C. (2000), “The relationship between job and life satisfaction:
Evidence from a remote mining community”, Human Relations, Vol. 53 No. 6, pp. 807839.
Janssen, O. (2000), “Job demands, perceptions of effort‐reward fairness and innovative work
behaviour”, Journal of Occupational and Organisational Psychology, Vol. 73 No. 3, pp.
287-302.
Janssen, O. (2004), “How fairness perceptions make innovative behaviour more or less stressful”,
Journal of Organisational Behaviour, Vol. 25 No. 2, pp. 201-215.

Janssen, O. (2005), “The joint impact of perceived influence and supervisor supportiveness on
employee innovative behaviour”, Journal of Occupational and Organisational
Psychology, Vol. 78 No. 4, pp. 573-579.
Jiang, K., Liu, D., McKay, P.F., Lee, T.W. and Mitchell, T.R. (2012), “When and how is job
embeddedness predictive of turnover? A meta-analytic investigation”, Journal of Applied
Psychology, Vol. 97 No. 5, pp. 1077-1096.
Jiang, Z. and Jiang, X. (2015), “Core self-evaluation and life satisfaction: the person-environment
fit perspective”, Personality and Individual Differences, Vol. 75 No. 6, pp. 68-73.
Jones, M.D. (2006), “Which is a better predictor of job performance: Job satisfaction or life
satisfaction”, Journal of Behavioural and Applied Management, Vol. 8, pp. 20-42.
Joshanloo, M. (2016), “Religiosity moderates the relationship between negative affect and life
satisfaction: A study in 29 European countries”, Journal of Research in Personality, Vol.
61, pp. 11-14.
Judge, T.A. and Locke, E.A. (1993), “Effect of dysfunctional thought processes on subjective wellbeing and job satisfaction”, Journal of Applied Psychology, Vol. 78 No. 3, pp. 475-490.
Jung, D.I., Chow, C. and Wu, A. (2003), “The role of transformational leadership in enhancing
organisational innovation: Hypotheses and some preliminary findings”, The Leadership
Quarterly, Vol. 14 No. 4, pp. 525-544.
Keyes, C.L. (2006), “Subjective well-being in mental health and human development research
worldwide: An introduction”, Social Indicators Research, Vol. 77 No. 1, pp. 1-10.
Kiazad, K., Holtom, B.C., Hom, P.W. and Newman, A. (2015), “Job embeddedness: A multifoci
theoretical extension”, Journal of Applied Psychology, Vol. 100 No. 3, pp. 641-659.

Kiazad, K., Seibert, S.E. and Kraimer, M.L. (2014), “Psychological contract breach and employee
innovation: A conservation of resources perspective”, Journal of Occupational and
Organisational Psychology, Vol. 87 No. 3, pp. 535-556.
Koenig, T.L., Lee, J.H., Fields, N.L. and Macmillan, K.R. (2011), “The role of the gerontological
social worker in assisted living”, Journal of Gerontological Social Work, Vol. 54 No. 5,
pp. 494-510.
Kongarchapatara, B., Moschis, G.P. and Sim Ong, F. (2014), “Understanding the relationships
between age, gender, and life satisfaction: The mediating role of stress and religiosity”,
Journal of Beliefs and Values, Vol. 35 No. 3, pp. 340-358.
Lee, T.W., Mitchell, T.R., Sablynski, C.J., Burton, J.P., and Holtom, B.C. (2004), “The effects of
job embeddedness on organisational citizenship, job performance, volitional absences, and
voluntary turnover”, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 47 No. 5, pp. 711-722.
Lewin, K. (1951), Field Theory in Social Science, Harper, New York.
Lim, C. and Putnam, R.D. (2010), “Religion, social networks, and life satisfaction”, American
Sociological Review, Vol. 75 No. 6, pp. 914-933.
Lucas, R.E. and Donnellan, M.B. (2007), “How stable is happiness? Using the STARTS model to
estimate the stability of life satisfaction”, Journal of Research in Personality, Vol. 41, pp.
1091-1098.
Lucas, R.E., Clark, A.E., Georgellis, Y. and Diener, E. (2004), “Unemployment alters the set point
for life satisfaction”, Psychological Science, Vol. 15 No. 1, pp. 8-13.
Luhmann, M., Weiss, P., Hosoya, G. and Eid, M. (2014), “Honey, I got fired! A longitudinal
dyadic analysis of the effect of unemployment on life satisfaction in couples”, Journal of
Personality and Social Psychology, Vol. 107 No. 1, pp. 163-180.

Macey, W.H. and Schneider, B. (2008), “The meaning of employee engagement”, Industrial and
Organisational Psychology, Vol. 1 No. 1, pp. 3-30.
MacKinnon, D.P., Lockwood, C.M. and William, J. (2004), “Confidence limits for the indirect
effect: Distribution of the product and resampling methods”, Multivariate Behavioural
Research, Vol. 39 No. 1, pp. 99-128.
Martini, E. R. and Sequi, R. (1995), Local Community, Nuova Italia Scientifica, Roma.
Mitchell, T.R., Holtom, B.C., Lee, T.W., Sablynski, C.J. and Erez, M. (2001), “Why people stay:
Using job embeddedness to predict voluntary turnover”, The Academy of Management
Journal, Vol. 44 No. 6, pp. 1102-1121.
Lang, F.R. and Heckhausen, J. (2001), “Perceived control over development and subjective wellbeing: differential benefits across adulthood”, Journal of Personality and Social
Psychology, Vol. 81 No. 3, pp. 509-523.
Preacher, K.J. and Hayes, A.F. (2004), “SPSS and SAS procedures for estimating indirect effects
in simple mediation models”, Behaviour Research Methods, Instruments, & Computers,
Vol. 36 No. 4, pp. 717-731.
Preacher, K.J. and Hayes, A.F. (2008), “Asymptotic and resampling strategies for assessing and
comparing indirect effects in multiple mediator models”, Behaviour Research Methods,
Vol. 40 No. 3, pp. 879-891.
Ramesh, A. and Gelfand, M.J. (2010), “Will they stay or will they go? The role of job
embeddedness in predicting turnover in individualistic and collectivistic cultures”, Journal
of Applied Psychology, Vol. 95 No. 5, pp. 807-823.

Moser, K. and Schuler, H. (2004), “Is Involvement a Suppressor of the Job Satisfaction–Life
Satisfaction Relationship?”, Journal of Applied Social Psychology, Vol. 34 No. 11, pp.
2377-2388.
Mulaik, S.A., James, L.R., Van Alstine, J., Bennett, N., Lind, S. and Stilwell, C.D. (1989),
“Evaluation of goodness-of-fit indices for structural equation models”, Psychological
Bulletin, Vol. 105 No. 3, pp. 430-445.
Ng, T.W. and Feldman, D.C. (2010), “The impact of job embeddedness on innovation‐related
behaviours”, Human Resource Management, Vol. 49 No. 6, pp. 1067-1087.
Ng, T.W. and Feldman, D.C. (2013), “A meta‐analysis of the relationships of age and tenure with
innovation‐related behaviour”, Journal of Occupational and Organisational Psychology,
Vol. 86 No. 4, pp. 585-616.
Ng, T.W. and Feldman, D.C. (2014), “Community embeddedness and work outcomes: The
mediating role of organisational embeddedness”, Human Relations, Vol. 67 No. 1, pp. 71103.
Oh, H.J., Ozkaya, E. and LaRose, R. (2014), “How does online social networking enhance life
satisfaction? The relationships among online supportive interaction, affect, perceived
social support, sense of community, and life satisfaction”, Computers in Human
Behaviour, Vol. 30, pp. 69-78.
Oldham, G.R. and Cummings, A. (1996), “Employee creativity: Personal and contextual factors
at work”, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 39 No. 3, pp. 607-634.
Ozkan, A. and Ozdevecioğlu, M. (2013), “The effects of occupational stress on burnout and life
satisfaction: A study in accountants”, Quality and Quantity, Vol. 47 No. 5, pp. 2785-2798.

Parker, S.K., Williams, H.M. and Turner, N. (2006), “Modeling the antecedents of proactive
behaviour at work”, Journal of Applied Psychology, Vol. 91 No. 3, pp. 636.
Pavot, W. and Diener, E. (1993), “Review of the satisfaction with life scale”, Psychological
Assessment, Vol. 5 No. 2, pp. 164–172.
Pavot, W. and Diener, E. (2008), “The satisfaction with life scale and the emerging construct of
life satisfaction”, The Journal of Positive Psychology, Vol. 3 No.2, pp. 137-152.
Peltokorpi, V., Allen, D.G. and Froese, F. (2015), “Organisational embeddedness, turnover
intentions, and voluntary turnover: The moderating effects of employee demographic
characteristics and value orientations”, Journal of Organisational Behaviour, Vol. 36 No.
2, pp. 292-312.
Podsakoff, P.M., MacKenzie, S.B., Lee, J.Y. and Podsakoff, N.P. (2003), “Common method biases
in behavioural research: A critical review of the literature and recommended remedies”,
Journal of Applied Psychology, Vol. 88 No. 5, pp. 879-903.
Prezza, M., Amici, M., Roberti, T. and Tedeschi, G. (2001), “Sense of community referred to the
whole town: Its relations with neighboring, loneliness, life satisfaction, and area of
residence”, Journal of Community Psychology, Vol. 29 No. 1, pp. 29-52.
Rode, J.C. (2004), “Job satisfaction and life satisfaction revisited: A longitudinal test of an
integrated model”, Human Relations, Vol. 57 No. 9, pp. 1205-1230.
Roh, S., Kim, Y., Lee, K.H., Lee, Y.S., Burnette, C.E. and Lawler, M.J. (2015), “Religion, social
support, and life satisfaction among American Indian older adults”, Journal of Religion
and Spirituality in Social Work: Social Thought, Vol. 34 No. 4, pp. 414-434.

Michel, J.S., Mitchelson, J.K., Kotrba, L.M., LeBreton, J.M. and Baltes, B.B. (2009), “A
comparative test of work-family conflict models and critical examination of work-family
linkages”, Journal of Vocational Behaviour, Vol. 74 No. 2, pp. 199-218.
Lee, W.T., Burch, T.C. and Mitchell, T.R. (2014), “The story of why we stay: a review of job
embeddedness”, Annual Review of Organizational Psychology and Organizational
Behavior, Vol. 1 No. 1, pp. 199-216.
Roosa, M.W., Weaver, S.R., White, R.M., Tein, J.Y., Knight, G.P., Gonzales, N. and Saenz, D.
(2009), “Family and neighborhood fit or misfit and the adaptation of Mexican Americans”,
American Journal of Community Psychology, Vol. 44 Nos. 1-2, pp. 15-27.
Ryan, S. and Harden, G. (2014), “Job embeddedness of information technology professionals: The
effects of gender”, Journal of Computer Information Systems, Vol. 54 No. 4, pp. 52-59.
Schaufeli, W.B., Bakker, A.B. and Van Rhenen, W. (2009), “How changes in job demands and
resources predict burnout, work engagement, and sickness absenteeism”, Journal of
Organisational Behaviour, Vol. 30 No. 7, pp. 893-917.
Scott, S.G. and Bruce, R.A. (1994), “Determinants of innovative behaviour: A path model of
individual innovation in the workplace”, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 37 No. 3,
580-607.
Seibert, S.E., Kraimer, M.L. and Crant, J.M. (2001), “What do proactive people do? A longitudinal
model linking proactive personality and career success”, Personnel Psychology, Vol. 54
No. 4, pp. 845-874.
Sekaran, U. (2003), Research Methods for Business, 4th ed., John Wiley and Sons, Hoboken, NJ.
Steel, P., Schmidt, J. and Shultz, J. (2008), “Refining the relationship between personality and
subjective well-being”, Psychological Bulletin, Vol. 134, pp. 138-161.

Tanova, C. and Holtom, B.C. (2008), “Using job embeddedness factors to explain voluntary
turnover in four European countries”, The International Journal of Human Resource
Management, Vol. 19 No. 9, pp. 1553-1568.
Thompson, C.A. and Prottas, D.J. (2006), “Relationships among organisational family support,
job autonomy, perceived control, and employee well-being”, Journal of Occupational
Health Psychology, Vol. 11 No. 1, pp. 100-118.
Treuren, G.J. (2017), “Employee embeddedness as a moderator of the relationship between work
and family conflict and leaving intention”, International Journal of Human Resource
Management, pp. 1-21.
Welbourne, T.M., Johnson, D.E. and Erez, A. (1998), “The role-based performance scale: Validity
analysis of a theory-based measure”, Academy of Management Journal, Vol. 41 No. 5, pp.
540-555.
Wheeler, A.R., Harris, K.J. and Sablynski, C.J. (2012), “How do employees invest abundant
resources? The mediating role of work effort in the job‐embeddedness/job‐performance
relationship”, Journal of Applied Social Psychology, Vol. 42 No. S1, pp. E244-E266.
Wolfram, H.J. and Gratton, L. (2014), “Spillover between work and home, role importance and
life satisfaction”, British Journal of Management, Vol. 25 No. 1, pp. 77-90.
Zhao, X., Lynch Jr, J.G. and Chen, Q. (2010), “Reconsidering Baron and Kenny: Myths and truths
about mediation analysis”, Journal of Consumer Research, Vol. 37 No. 2, pp. 197-206.

Table I: Means, standard deviations, correlations, and confirmative factor analysis
Variables

Mean

SD

1

2

3

4

5

6

1. Age

2.07

.918

2. Gender

1.53

.499

-.021

3. Job satisfaction

3.51

.851

.108*

4. Job embeddedness

3.44

.545

.208***

.013

.499***

5. Organisation

3.65

.664

.091*

-.074

.680***

-

3.24

.771

.215***

.082

.120**

-

.150***

3.26

.842

.074

-.128**

.246***

.269***

.372***

.060

3.50

.802

.167***

.060

.396***

.506***

.471***

.309***

7

Cronbach’s

CR

AVE

MSV

ASV

-

-

-

-

alpha
-

-.090*

SQRT of
AVE
-

-

-

-

-

-

-

.767

.745

.524

.246

.129

.724

.830

-

-

-

-

-

.856

.779

.546

.326

.177

.739

.839

.757

.517

.108

.040

.719

.898

.901

.605

.188

.085

.777

.857

.860

.607

.326

.187

.779

embeddedness
6. Community
embeddedness
7. Innovative work
behaviour
8. Life satisfaction

.232***

Note: N= 549. Gender is coded 1= Male, 2= Female. Age is coded 1= under 30, 2= 30-40, 3= 41-50, 4= 51-60, 5= 61+. *p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p< 0.001 (two-tailed).
SD= Standard deviation; AVE = average variance extracted; Values; MSV = maximum shared variance; ASV = average shared variance; CR = composite reliability.

Table II: Standardised regression weights

β

SE

t-value

Life satisfaction <--- Age

.066

.032

1.785

Life satisfaction <--- Gender

.074*

.058

2.048

Life satisfaction <--- job satisfaction

.176***

.042

4.813

Life satisfaction <--- job embeddedness

.391***

.062

9.249

Note: β = standardised coefficient; SE = standard error. *p< 0.05; ***p < 0.001 (two-tailed).

Table III: Results for moderating effect of gender on job embeddedness–life satisfaction relationship
95% bootstrapped CI
B

SE

t-value

LLCI

ULCI

2.6472***

.1864

14.2026

2.2810

3.0133

Age

.0576

.0305

1.8910

-.0022

.1175

Job satisfaction

.0257

.1007

.2550

-.1725

.2239

.5762***

.0719

8.0127

.4349

.7175

Gender

.1194*

.1140

2.0507

.0050

.2337

Int_1 (gender×_job

.2511*

.1348

-2.2018

.4750

.0271

Constant

Job embeddedness

embeddedness)
R = .5474***
R2 =.2997***
ΔR (i.e. increase due to interaction) = .0072*
2

F(5, 543) = 45.6265***
F(1, 543) = 4.8481*

Conditional effect of gender
Male

.4591***

.0871

5.2743

.2881

.6301

Female

.7102***

.0967

7.3424

.5202

.9002

Note: B = unstandardised coefficient; SE = standard error. LLCI = lower level confidence interval; ULCI = upper
level confidence interval. *p< 0.05; ***p < 0.001 (two-tailed).

Table IV: Results for innovative work behaviour mediating, and community embeddedness moderating the
organisation embeddedness─life satisfaction relationship
95% bootstrapped CI
Outcome
variable
B
SE
t-value
LLCI
ULCI
Direct effects
Innovative
work
behaviour

Age

.0366

.0365

1.0020

-.0351

.1082

Gender

-.1707*

.0669

-2.5510

-.3022

-.0393

Job satisfaction

-.0255

.0566

-.4507

-.1367

.0857

.4791***

.0684

7.0023

.3447

.6135

Organisation embeddedness

R = .3878***
R2 = .1504***

Life

F(4, 544) = 24.0795***

Age

.0650*

.0323

2.0164

.0017

.1284

Gender

.1416*

.0584

2.4238

.0268

.2563

Job satisfaction

.1345**

.0489

2.7527

.0385

.2305

Innovative work behaviour

.1688*

.0370

2.8572

.0400

.1415

Organisation embeddedness

.5385**

.1969

2.7347

.1517

.9253

Community embeddedness

.4016

.2190

1.8339

-.0286

.8319

Int_1 (community

.4718*

.0580

2.8125

.1609

.5668

satisfaction

embeddedness_×_organisation
embeddedness)
R = .5537***
R2 = .3066***

F(7, 541) = 34.1747***

Conditional direct effects of community embeddedness
Low

.3499***

.0766

4.5658

.1994

.5004

average

.3862***

.0619

6.2394

.2646

.5078

High

.4225***

.0760

5.5586

.2732

.5717

.0329

.0201

-

.0031

.0764

Indirect effect
Organisation embeddedness-> innovative work
behavior -> life satisfaction
B = unstandardised coefficient; SE = standard error. LLCI = lower level confidence interval; ULCI = upper level
confidence interval. *p< 0.05; **p< 0.01; ***p < 0.001 (two-tailed).

Innovative work
behaviour
Organisation
embeddedness

Job embeddedness

Life satisfaction

Community
embeddedness
Gender

Figure 1: Conceptual Framework

Figure 2: Confirmatory factor analysis of the variables under study

Figure 3: Moderating role of gender in JE-life satisfaction relationship

