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A study of team failure-detection and team innovation
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Abstract

Extending previous research on team error management, this thesis is
conducted to examine the antecedents, error management climate, error management
practice and consequences of team innovation. Data is collected from 35 R&D teams
(an anonymous government research institutions in Taiwan) and 38 R&D teams (Top

1000 Technology enterprises in Taiwan).

We give the following three hypotheses. First, we hypothesize that detecting
capability and misunderstanding communication skills influence team innovation
performance. Second, we hypothesize that error management climate (shared belief
and emotion) influence detecting capability and misunderstanding communication
skills. Third, we hypothesize that effective coaching, clear direction, conflict
management and encouragement of experiment influence error management cul ture

(belief and emotion).

The results of structural equation model analysis revealed that detecting
capability positively predicts team innovation performance. Shared belief
positively predicts team detecting capability. The results also show effective
coaching and encouragement of experiment positively predict shared belief which

1s extended from social cognitive theory.

Results of the analysis also indicate that tenure diversity negatively

predicts error management emotion and misunderstanding communication skills.

Keyword : error management, team innovation performance, shared belief, team

climate, detect failure, tenure diversity
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E e
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PP A Bl TR SRS WEHRE RS - TR AT T EARES
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BBkl AFFP £ATL 1 0 ;2%;5—?»% fif— HE A RIE > R L1 AT
P T&;Zfﬁ;ﬁ—la‘ém& % (Dhillon, 1986)
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¥ 8 BIRSFE R B FRAGT
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AV UMl K EA AR IR Y

X R4 T B s TSR Y F MR 2d N E B A E%T AR ¥
B FenI@iEs 2 -tk X R Hp L AR FIRNAS X € (sensemaking) -~ 7 fREL B
BhardAs B PUESEFORE > TRERPYIRED ¢ Hsg e

IR FEH T o B TR (B FR O RGAFRR R R EEAT -
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- ~ B EaERA

BFEFTOERT AR BRE ST S WIS FE Y AR ARD
R AR X o B A BES  B* 1 EFMA L SFahing o TG e o
Mz hai o TRERBEER ) - Typd, ~ T4, (Edmonson, 2001)
"REBEFSET R AR R SRR LT TRR kY 3 Ll ik
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Duguid, 1991) - W& # £ HLELRTDMEE - M s EIBE (2010) ¢ d it SR
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TR NS R EPTATE AR R BN PREEAIL BB TEONE
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B FREEHEZ P38 (Camevale and Probst, 1998) ; fe4rdk = B FE@®ik? &
T RS FAE TR o ot S RSB EF T g ARG ER 0 3 g
poeenflE o &R Ft 7 45 4n45 3% (Folkest and Gonzalez, 2010) > M # L4 ¥
KAEFEY M % 4FTfzA2 2 (King and Andenson, 1990)
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- RMEA R %“rr*rﬂ 22 F J& ; (George, 1990) - Dyck et al., (2005) 7 =t M453%
B R TR FHEFEL - HFTELE R RGEFTE  LERPISEFEE
o TG TER g FEEIEA R, TR SR (LA BY 7 EEky
(Heimbeck, Frese, Sonnentag, and Keith, 2003) £]#7 (Heimbeck, Frese, Sonnentag,
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Martin, 1994) ; (2) 3 & P+ F F lopkds s ST kSR § 6 HR -
gipd TakB e B & - WEHZ ERA FA AR o & THEE R B AT
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EATHRAR T8 I AP e g 2 A g - R AR R (A 7
% ¢ 27 5 (Gladstein, 1984 ; Snydera, Lassegarda and Forda, 1986 ; Lynch and
Cross, 1995) ~ 7 % ## K 4#2.(Rogers, 1995) ~ &% *F IRk B % i (Belassi, Walid and
Tukel, 1996)) ; # = % % Bandura (1997) # RATIL B 5 TR
%%~ﬁﬁ@Jiﬁgwﬂﬂ%ﬁﬁ@%iﬁoéi%ZO
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% 2 1997-2010 = M5 % pp B F1 %

#® A
Fx HEE TR
AP HRAFE A= FH5
Cannon ~ 51 B @K EHEH BIEE BEL wEFF (R iR
Edmondson. o B g = e RKEIAHE)
(2001) ATEFE mi1 3 L3EY A
15 B 1} 4 ox
Cremera ~ 142 BE A 84 % ~58 BMWE BALA Tk
Eric (2002) - =N £ ¥ A
Tt
Males ~ Kerr6 &% $i&# 202 324 Bk 2pcd LH@gad (PP EF #4186
(2006) R =X R S AR E A TSI AB R A pT)
RS- N A EE A T
Giessner ~ 96 B 7 £ ALK BAREA AP EET (LA HEHREF)
Knippenberg % = B Nk PHEEs (Bt pEed ] pi)
(2008) "X i
Sethi ~ Igbal 120 B @A 1 42 ~ i+ B A BEKEL = PigE
(2008) R 1-FFE &% 3 A
A % E FTA R E B IR T
Stahlberg ~ 1112 B & 2 56 7 ~06 BARAE BAEA HApTOFF - pE
Messner \ = AL L g
At [had
(2008) §
40 (2008)1 @ | 4rgde BMEE BEE THEDBRISIE
- BEEF =X AL bE
pe Z@—% ;K
Allen ~ 31 i |y Eh R BEE AR FF
Jones - ) = e 78
265 B = f P
Sheffield w8
(2009) e B
FHRIR : AT AR
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T B E A BTSRRIk E Y EY Y R TTFEE L
Fa sk, o

ARG ESR sl THRLAEFEY Y R PRI AT
Bandura (1997) #7#& 41 ek € 324032 (Social Cognitive Theory) f2f# ; * % @ B
B? 6 TEFEEF TN g2 % 2 2477 1 Lave and Wenger (1991) #

LRER Rt N (Legltlmate Peripheral Participation; LPP) ¥ Scandura (1992)
Mg, (Mentoring Relationships) f&f# o

ARG Ak AR SR ER IO EA AR B DR
ek B2t REHAGEEFai g AR AR B4 B R B R
BEgRg haeR TR B B FIA A RERGE oa [ A4 AU245 3% (Bandura,
1997)

HHGET B BGRTREL TRF AL FE e TR R R
Mg TR ARG R R ﬂ%}ame: (1) #asdtic : T g3
%gngé*ﬁg»@EW%i?@ﬁﬁ’& SR & 35407 58 (Wenger, 1991)-
i FERE A BEAYR PR s R FREOF R (2) EiEaf
A ?:/55 %0 apf—#ﬂl’sgmih’i'r’wgﬁf—i’f—?ﬁ%—ﬁi;ﬁeg#%ﬁuﬂ}\é;{,;gﬁtg;ﬂkﬁ]

H

7 #ff pt (Kram, 1985 5 Scandura, 1992) 5 (3) #&E <L 2 -

o)

o

ﬁ
a.@mka

e ;lx/%—‘ﬁ“ﬁ FORRIT A TR 4 g E o T8 Hwsig i (Wenger, 1991)
RS R f 8 R | TR AR YR TaEE s B, (error

management climate) -+ @ = && X $HRJILHFHF Y L3 PR K&k~ 72

(Campion, Medsker, and Higgs, 1993) -

FRARE AR ERAE 2R AL e D RITE Y - £ 5%, (Anderson
and West, 1998 ; kvall and Ryhamma, 199 ; Kwasniewska and Necka, 2004) - "4
FERAE R ) BFE DAL NS | oS B 28R U A ¥ (Engestrom,

1999 ; Loo, 2003) » ™ A w44t Taep By R 4 | & Mo A2 s 3 -

- “BFEVRA
FHAF L3 & ks & (shared belief) P> ot 22 SN 4piT > e #
255 4 pr® 4 joenk 3 (Chatman, 1991) - #RE ARG M1 089 o457 ¢
15



PRy Ea S s s 7 ¢ A S, (Cannon and Edmondson, 2001a,
2004b, 2005c) » FTiE A plFTEALY Al AT HH e R T2 g Y Ee | Y

-%;\Zo

SPCREMITH RN RN R E KR SR AR - LA g THEY A RS
EHME, TEPY A RBESETIRRE S B L 4 pofit (semiliar
predictions) ~ i@ #A @ £ (semiliar consensus) B & - F- B P &% 4

BE o f gl ke BNt e 4 PPendd i 22 5 % (Grant and Dweck, 2003) o

RFOTRSFRAR THEFEVEL, Sl §RARELE A MG &
BooomAnn THEPEY TV @M ic e | o A BATERERE LY LR - B
AR U AR A IR A 0 AT | R R B Y O BB LIATERY
Whpo RHEHMOFLARG 1 EY PEET B ERDE Y B EES 7§
45 % 4 (Cannon and Edmondson, 2001a, 2004b, 2005c) - A& ¥ M4 - d5d

FRS R e ATy | el B H0E ST o
BRSA MGS AT Y CARBMERSL Y el

B> RApE TR P Y T Ep ooz sc L2 | > TRALHRE L
FIIR A PHER o e 2 R F RN e e 2 FA R A2 P (Tl

A R RUERSTRTE S SCN-TAN
B

~

R FOE Y O EHrEART §FIREE ARG Ep 0 < i RRL G FALE
oy gn Ty Meandei ) s TR e g WA L R P4 a7 2 (Folkestad and

Gonzalez, 2010) -

Bk A BB A 4EE Y CARBE A FAEL LS e T
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I B FRIERH

TR - AR ¢ FARDEE S LRSS g BEREFLSFL Y
T £4p % LRk (Fineman, 2000) o § X |¢F AR A4 Pl > @ 2 &
45 AP g s FIRiEa T TEgEx, ~ Tisgesir, ~ TREM G,
BT G FRESRS ORRe PR Lo FR LR S o TR
2R WA LALR YR R 4 B R I w IR X (Barsade, 2002) °

WA AL B A g e E Au W TFEET AR Aty 2T
B b th o FHRF T E T4 R £ B X ¥ (personal characteristics) -
LAz BehT b s ARPFFERRFF I M HEFERESY BERTE S
4g e (Clifford, 1984)

LRGP 0 A Sl A pris i e g o % 538 H B (Kerr, 1999) o
APTESRFE LT oy T 2 TN PRS2 A G At P B )
TR F AR A RROPIAATRE R BT OE TR EES R ST os e TR
B (4ot f & s~ p A eha &%~ T 20 4% (Brunstein and Joachim, 2000) -
pAocic g ' 3 (Tolli and Schmidt, 2008) - % BMIF= R 3Ri g < 3| - Rt
W foFEasdt: ¥ (ripple effect) (Herman and Dasborough, 2008)
iR 4 B s bt - ®|rrz2? (Sy, Cote, and Saavedra, 2005)

‘-\w

r%ﬁ@ﬂJﬁﬁﬁ%aﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ%iﬁiﬁﬂﬁﬁ%%ﬁ@J~@ﬁ1ﬁm
BoRp L AT @HF AN 1 CEER AR £ S F RN AL F
ﬁi%ﬁ*iir%}ﬁ@%ﬁJﬁ¢ﬁ§*1Waﬁ*§4mﬁé’?J%ﬁ?&ﬁ

Flo F Al pURR AT 2 T e

TEEASIS  ERRFHEEIHM AR v e T e ol L L e Rl
F ORI RTJLFfa el e 2 iy £ATY Fhd 4 (Holt, 1992) -
P AR G HARTEARY RS P ef e TEEASTE Y 0 LRGSR EH
e PR RERAIE A S B LY S IR, Al e TS
Wi, ™ BHETSEDIRAE BRI CRHMEF L P A AR
(Amabile, 1988, 1997)

Bk 3B BN R AL S MR F e BB
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DorEad B |G {5 v L Y IR LR AR L AR
M R BRI B FE R ERP TS o dok $ R Ak f o R T8
FEEE g A Y R R Rk f e R A BB AL ) 6
Flle 7 WEREMEGY L pFaiil >0 R g0 EREPBRLFS

B AB R B EAST SR Ee lP
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S d S MESEY RS B s RS

*# 37 %+ Anderson and West( 1998 )#% 41 M1} # *x 5 F(Team Climate Inventory,
TCI) » B ® %4 B (TCI) ¢ "k (vision) -~ % >R (participative safety) -~
zi+¥% v (task orientation) ~ % #F4£]#7 (support for innovation) ; 3;= » 4=
Theor THEEL 2 Ea A TGRS 43 F 004 Raniddm, » SEg 4
BR300 G BN RS | AR R R T F % 24 [ (Allen and
Marquis, 1963) ~ 4¢3 % ~ fB-484] (multiple incentives) > ¥ # = f 7 & {f&r o
R EHEFE LS SN T R R U FE R -

WL BERFSEE I RS LG e AT F gk F A A g
"WER R RS R TN ER O VP AFBMEAIAT L FeF TREAEE, G Y
AR 2R TREPRFRAR RGN P RBEIER A RLIEF DO
A g cHEp LR e 8 A F T RBERGFR - ERRER G SR
HodFaEinde o fi 0 THLLUGHEBE R RDER

g T L TR S KEAEE - P ARG C P RRIEG S 87 § B RS E
BRI gE 3Fen™ 3 0 BV R A BGE o b FE AR R o mAhT P B2 G
PEAREZODE R URERGAFFEY S ST E L4 BRI
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- R R

Kelton (1998) # T95% | %4 5% 05 A SlIni7 s > 5 AP b jaenL 2 o
R TR, AAT A2 (1) BRESL A (Blhekd] RS S 2
%) 5 (2) EFEEI F (bH4rd a2 F% FDARTEF %) 5 (3) &iF3
e (blhetst ~ B0 % MIT Media lab~ =% F K ¢ Living Lab %)

AFEFTMAFIEF S84 A9 % (microscale laboratory) - #
TEFS R T FEE R WMBRBGERY DA EI R o BpHRTET)FHRT S
B35 RALRAIOILE % R b FOREMAIS LY i 4 R AT UEF R g
BT RBEA e AT i F ¥ Tyre and von Hippel (1997) = 3 i&— o 4p )
Fohkit > VAR R EE P AT BEEE T R i s R i 4 o

"B %, (supportive experiment context) 4pBIFE ¥ BfF = f &7 [ 4]
FrABRAE | o QAL PRV B AL 0 AFF LT T HME 2R HMED 2
FioprwaBF Ayt 5 et B 2437 (West and Tansiti, 2003)

- LHME X DB R T 3 AR PIREREA S T e R Eae e X %

FESTEED ST S IS RS

B3k 5B ¢ BB S A AR G 1 A
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= REAGE

¥EUFE (coaching) fAf 42kt TH2 | b B > a3 | BHARHEES P
*%°?E§§-ﬂm3@%%%gi’a\ﬁme}§§aF_Q,i,uiﬁ;oag] RO B HRAAAO S
TR GALEA? ) AR ERGERFE2% 201 TRBRACEOH G 22 A RE
ATRB N D HEE R XS % FRE 2 ATL IS B B R
(expanding learning) - &8 AR Eaav > HENHFEL-Fr ool x

TN AL

)

R

KEAFERHBLIEF =/ T22 Mk (relationship building) ~ & fw
£ (assessment with feedback) -~ 3% (evalution with follow-up) ; ° »’Eéﬁ‘r—‘ﬁ;i
FRpEFE O NEAREIA AR ARSI R BT Z PR DL B HER
g e ¢ (Jones, 2006) -

19354 ¢ 2332 (Social Exchange Theory) - #c #4147 £+ i B e & iveh
AR RFR LS ApT F éf‘ﬂ—r;:%mgﬁ\i ¥ 42 B e (Weick and Roberts,
1993) -

FRAFEF &S R HEIHFR 02 F oo it o 5 MY | ¥ (Argyris,
w%>’E%%ﬁﬁ%%1$ﬁ?9E;ﬁ%ﬁﬁ%)ﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%lﬁwﬁﬁgﬁﬁ
g EATIRALR AL & KR ko pURH R AL B % (stereotype)
it & B R Apkd s 3R i 4 382 (Dewey, 19385 Argyris and Schon
1978) » 4ept ¥ » mden g & & (Stogdill, 1957) » § T =8 PR AL > Ap 8
RRES SR AR ik o

B BA KEAFEREHFEY A L el P

Bk 6B HEAARE B B RAST T L v R
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Z P RFHR
Farenp Hdp MO 2244 & (Cameron and Ulrich , 1986) - ## %13t
Fizir > 22 g ¥ LhEnpREE L3 o a B HMAAT S RET 0 PR

PI®IFF = R % oedd (Locke, 1990) -

"RAEA K P o o R LA R o g & (Camacho and Paulus, 1995) -
Fheord fHBERHL A e T BB S Y o Farnn e HAR A 1
IR R #1254 5§ (Bloom, Loughead and Senecal, 2008) - P i
FERERA LA FH P B R B TRE RS L pIpF o d R RRA B0 T
FFHADEY R LA B BRI - A3 aF e ami R R RS (A

24~ X #F2006)

o EAF R T A HA AP & (Hyland, 1897) - e BFRRIF & fifarin
P ¥R A 740 > & (Cannon, 2001) o Forenp 7 838 B FiE {7343 (Cohen,
1999) 2 34 @y = B e i g s (flow) (Csikszentmihalyi, 1990) - & # 48 %4
LR ¥ - A2 % (Mowday, 1982) > * 5 g #48chp 45 A% 4 (Abel, Lynnand
Skov, 1999)

=%

B T PR R SRR Y G A Ll

=%

[=5% PR S RIE R & e

22



T~ R AR N
Riggs and Knight (1994) # 7 63 ¥ pr S 3 2 Afci R 8> 47
z‘&p—‘r% FRAOAPLSHFFERL I AL AL 2w mtﬁ# o EAAHER R M R AR
ﬂ%&mpéifﬁﬁﬁﬂ’@W*ﬁﬁﬁﬁ#kﬁﬁ‘%ﬁ‘ﬁ“ﬁ’ﬁ?%
5 B endezt (Gibson, 1999) - Fla A HA e Y ek 3 2 4 o

MR ErR el LR RIS BB R 0 AP RIS B i B0 HEa A
o AFE o ¥AERIE A pet & 24 F (Simons and Peterson, 2000 ; George, 2002 ; Yang
and Mossholder, 2004) - ¥ * » # FR A G K T EFRE S 5 B 2R > 28 43

wmEe R L FIES R FOEEE L T A o

TR EHBEE? 22 ) a B TS BRE€TUERIFA L LD ~ 13T PR AT
R B R A 47 L% s { =% (Mumford and Gustafson, 1988 ; Sheldon, 1995 ;
Williamand Reilly, 1998) > Flp* > B} 2 FEULYPFER > A ARG FRER
AE %—‘g{ R IZH LM R Y kel it 3= (George, 2002 ; Simons and Peterson
2000 ; Yang and Mossholder, 2004) ; 4 ié—‘gf# BRI E R I hiERER 0 i
FREFRIFEACFEEFHDOLL S EATFRAK > BaeS | A4 3Tl ozl %
21424 32 (Tjosvold, 1985 ; West, 2002 ; Shalley and Gilson, 2004)

Bk BA PRSI A EBEFEFY R AT M -

Bk 8B HrR adT N T AR R o
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$ FE AR

AFEHFHE AP L LT ER PR A FRIER  RIEE IR EE

B P45 5 p LR AR AIRTORE O~ BIFRAE2FF 27 02 BIFReoFF 724 Blenhd > 2 B
FRdseFp 4 Bl o $ 75 2 B 24 Bk ik o

F-8 FIRE
R paE e i E o F A TR LS e TREgEEL LY e
"EIRFAIATE T L MR M2 i THFE AR P TRV RAE 2 TH
Bpidsan 4 TEIFEG R E w4 2 MG kS T8REyY i, n T (&
BF S JEAE S P RFHR C BPRAIE S Y o el 49T -

B BRI

FADEMWE [T 77—~

E {5 \Hl‘
o

Eles R

A
] HREE ST
CES
AIER T B E H 5 SEEVE T E
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5o & Fi AR SRER
A G AR B RILAE S RIATOM G AR B R kG o) A
(Stenmark, 2001) - Flpt@b4p ek Ap¥dE (Tyre, 1991 ; Nayyar, 1994) - B3
BOHEOA TS BB RFHERPRIOPEBG AT R EGRSE R Ay
BALBELARE Hi-BHEA- % img (2%) AR -

Peh-wRZAEC (AECH2 ) Ewie32drd 7R EH323 > kA
9O BAFHLABF AN T2 ERFREPAITIE A E o BABYATF 1T
MiE S | 54.8% > ~ 115 45.2% 5 BRI R w R AR I AR A 2 52.6% 5
18.4% % | B % 4% iz {7rc 1§ ik o

PeAz o xTas2010# 1000 ~ £ ¥R A4 | ZLHEOFHY 3 AR
BT JIP > £ F D300 PR E o FERICL66 0 TR E 162 o
£+ % p & 7 ASUS~IBM >~ Link A Media Devices Corp ~ Littlefuse ~ TSMC ~ VATICS ~
X4GPS~z & ~ A4 it ~ 23§ -l ~ L~ ABFF 30 RPHEEY 3 BEY
B othd- B E#T394 73 # 8L 5 481 = FHae &5 438 %%
AHD T2 A THA¥EFT LT HELL6.32) 27 AT FFRAEAFEES
13 e

d A RAFET R TEFZAPIEP Aok 490 cAE 320 3 39 BH
Frod 2 AH S FFRE-RME  ZAVAFFRAEFFZLIT - L B3 FAEF
pearson Ap B A~ 45 > A T RS RN AR RE A Y ORI > KU AR
T ORF I BT PR ESR T3 RAE (BF) BMEERMEFSHES RS2 47 0
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- s ERpEEFLRA

3 3HAHE

Hh* -

A=

AE =8 B

BB AT B

BAFR 323 4 > 39 B MFF 162 < » 33 & @
FARFE | AN RSE O F AR | R F R ERR
Flh A AT
% 4 FIARR

B A - RN
FERLEFF A7 v
AN FF AT 4

P AR

x

*A- e
Pearson \% v
ip B & 47
Pearson B EAE B AL H
ViR AR o

B A

BHAE BREAEE

3+ T3 WA B
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AP TR EEP oL 60 (1) M ER AP R EA L H R R AR
(2) MFFAFTRRER2Z G RE R (3) MAFE & L4 8 (pearson
product-moment correlation coefficient) s B f# & L & BIFRAAT Frxz B a (4)
v 4258 (Structural Equation Model » SEM) &3 i 2 %35 ch (5 B 7 o

AL A RIFE T R P ERGAIATE S 4 FlE e AL
PEBHFEE L Bon TS R £ 6 SR BGE T AT Rk (I
BIELP o
ISP REASN
i Sy RN Ng
il A Wl 171 TR T3 T

ﬁﬁﬁ% %ﬁﬁiéﬁ’@%?ﬁﬂﬁﬁ
PRSI v B a4

wawgmi g Y F MAERAMBEDAEF Sag Y BFFVEL
F o FTRBABA S FERRE VA

v THEImiRarkin, easiEee Y BPRR
FRARIIMAF Do g EBE R v ywagg
A FE L M R R EET KT
RIRIRT S Y R RO E 0 W
fpAizigi o v R ERIE S N

|
S
il
4y

B o A

rEFR-AE A Bartlett AT R AE A2 g E8E (KMOE) 3
0.919 > Cronbach " a % 0.934 -

EEAFRE T Likert » ¥ % L ¢ 0 BEFF I A CEH LA LETR -
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DRSS T EE HEE T ES-ERAE S RNV AR i
(= ) 483048 329 738 B Ff A1 375 »o o 5 |4
Bk - B R S 2 EBAIRTE G B g
Bk B R BB AIRTE G L h e

)%F?‘? LIEY rﬂbt’%pf_?,:_? jz'mﬁ‘zg%?r}

Bz B RS ES FEEEAEN S e P

- BRATEBESRSEFEYCLEBGEN&ELY F e

- Bk 3B MM~ B AR iR B it 4 5 2w il

Bk B R R EELR Y e

- BN AR EEEY G ASBEEELRN S § Ll

CEWLREN R S-SR N e S A s-F

(Z) & W F)F 24558 L5 Flob B
BRI PR RSAFEF R B L e
- BEROAHEBIREEFEV LA LY
- B OB BB R AIE T B el
B KEAESBEEI R R IR

B B KR AT ERA I G LT DR

- BGR OB RE AR AN L B
Bk = PR R SR RS B L oe B

B TA PR HRAEFEY R LG L e

- B3R TR P RF AR S B RAULIES T B e P

B xR AL SR EE RS M -
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- BB PR AJLS N EBEE YV S AT M -
R BB HPRATLS N e EASL T AP B -

CREFEEEBRTHEES
[PRBYFEA O R 2T 1EE RERERE BT L
RE AT 0 A B AT °1\P2‘/¢“’H1nk1n(1995)?1‘# CIEE Aoy R AT R

h\

¥
AT R A LRk
e (2008) M AT LAt A 47-SPSS P AR T AR TR A T8 I fE4T £ Rk

¥
(2003) r.ﬁ‘:‘é%ﬁ*‘ AP Lisrel @ e g+ 3+ 5 w482 [CC(1) ~ ICC(2) -~
Twe () B 873 Aﬁm REgsd THAK= ) a5 TEBEA=S ) 7 -

(=) ~ EBAIFTH %
PRI GFE ST Amabileetal. (1996) # &4 2 324 #F B Taair
PREFBATHMTEAT E ) TEMA ALK A1 Y ARPALEE, - TEMA
TAPOBBELER S AT hy o TEMG AP (T a v B

X R HBBAFTE T 2 J0E 0 TS BER B A o

B4

B 15 £1AT5 »ctf# Cronbach’s @ 5 0.82° £ F 40§ A2 P 37— RPE&AF R

TRGRENAIRTE G B BRE  AFTIEIHIZ RS EFHE R LT A
(Exploratory Factor Analysis) * 2 ¢ %l g FE & EF 5 r&”-”&;ﬁ_nﬁ = AP iE
SoeEdren (0.84) ~ TS T APaBpL iFi 4 5 L4 0, (0.83) ~ TH
Wa ALY A1 ®Y ARALFS (0.78) ~ T A1 ied 2N ¢ FPRTHGIFEFT 2

A7) o FF AR e 0.4 (kaiser, 1974) BrfEs &3 H L & 0 %ifs 3
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(=) #pingn
SR Dyck et al. (2005) i3 B2 THEHFERE | & § TBEF R
prgme gy g (Error management and error aversion) @ "TEFpfd4sa 4 | &2 TH

FHEAL NS ) &3 H 64T £ B Ren

TEF 485 4+ | chCronbach’s @ % 0.92 TEM4g % & 4 | 9 Cronbach’ s
a5 0920 54 AR AR AN - RALE G R R -

+ﬁ°@fi‘$lﬂ% e B RRE AFLHEH TEEEsL Y e TEES
ESiE RN R A 'Fi"]% >+5 (Exploratory Factor Analysis) -

He TEpEWEES  FErtehs  TEFSERELA I BRI 1L
AR pEsgegEiEy (0.85) ~ TEIEAREZP TR §F R S| g

\\-\

) F5
2oy (0.83) ~ TEMA T AEF B EY ARARE L (0.78) ~ TEESAP
%%’§@§w$§§iéﬁéﬁiﬁ*%J(Qm)’r@%ﬁ%ﬁJJﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁ
SRR LAY TEHsFELNA TR FERREL D TaES s BB RU
¥4y A 4(0.88) - r@%$ﬁﬁéﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁ’gﬁﬁﬂﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁyoj
(0.83) ~ Tigegb2 s MESE €2 TE@Fd Ly m, (0.84) ~ Tagzys
oo MIEgs R ﬁﬁ@ﬁf%ﬂ”EJ<0M>’r@%%#&ﬁﬁ4Jﬁ@m@ﬁ
RELL A A AR E R8T
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(z) #EFns M

PRIEGFEE Y Dyck et al. (2005) #rE B2 THEFRERE ¢ TaEye
prgpzwr 4. | (error management and error aversion) » £3H 448 ¥ 002 BT R
T o

BEE Y 4  Cronbach’'s @ &5 0.88; "4 /&i2 4 | Cronbach's a &
% 0.81-
gy o h @ B4 “fﬁbifﬁ TRLIFY R XA E AP RE L TR
Cronbach’'s @ B #% 5 0.90; "4 A2 i @ ’%”%’*'J%»“%EIE Ta1ird » @
B R € 42w )eds , - ¥ & Cronbach’'s a Eff#%% % 0.82-

He TV R MR FERAG D N A2 79 oss » ¥ UEBFE IS
2 Earenirsk (0.90) T a1 Fe e v R B Aot e e h (0.89)
TR jes o F 2 g rEmBIpEaa A | (0.85) ~ T AR e T A g
BAEL (0.72) > TEBaFEEL S o DR R 25 380 T4 ALY
FFfmLens s TEESR alam §eR RS | (0.84) ~ 21 ivd > BGS
RAmggrrd e (0.81) ~ THESR arapr ¢3EH, (0.73) -
ApEsm s SR AR F (0.72) 0 TAFEAIZHES ) e SEREE
532 AR E LM 1Y
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(w) 34FFRS Pend 75
# %35 £ %% Cannon and Edmondson (2001) #7% & #1= B# $4ae ¢ 7 "H ¥
AAFE AR PR 24 PR AJZ S N 248, 5 & % Rene and Gonzalez (2010) -
HENZ BEE THBARTE R AR, Y B REA -

435 % 74 Cronbach’s @ @& 5 0.882; "45:&m2 T4 Cronbach’s a &

% 0.81-

5 R 41755 % B 0 3% = B H4E G RIF 2 Cronbach's a #ifes = 5 0.91+0. 62~

s TREAFE Y o F AR AOT TR e R e B e
s & st > 7 i Cronbach's @ EA7€0.90 %% 2 0.92 - "3 RIATR % #
% e Cronbach’s a T#ics 0.83 > & 5 4p§ A2/ P 30— R o

TEHSEE RS R L TR RS E R R TR % HEAFE
Bﬁ%/ﬁaﬁri‘f /;' ';'Jfﬁ‘i/»\%_@ﬁa‘ﬂ?ﬁ’ﬁﬂ%/}ﬁo

i‘irii@%ﬁ% 1% WP TR RERAEG D TAPLTEREST AT R
R AR % (f%) 5 (0.84) UWF“QE#'JE:J*;.ﬂ"\[ﬁll‘ﬂfﬁi&ﬁ/l‘iﬂ?

P (232%) 5 (0.83) ~ AP 14 p3F A Stp B dg o Y + £, (0.80) »
TAAPLP AR EFR% (RF%) Lpea L8, (0.77) - r'&@'ﬁﬁ.‘]%??%J
Bo e R 5 66k -

BIREAGE e Y RFEARFEERG D T AP BBEAAEFEST
R e MR (0.93) ~ TARAP S P > BIFRAR$EF R R4
6§i§?$£%gJ(QM)\r&ﬂWQE’@% R ol RO
(0.89) ~ TaAP2d s BIFARE T § 7 #5niER o $3 FRN RN & Fi
(0.81) » T3 EAEH | o B L L5 9%

BT PEGFaR e > FRLFEREAL D TARAP LT BRI LI
g (0.85) T AA PP B RARF A gLV L HEApREELS 2 ,(0.85)
TR AR ATR ) G SRR L LG T3

TR ARIEG N R Y FR A FERAL D TAAPLT  BESR B
lﬁEﬁJ(0%)~r@ﬁﬁé?’@%$§@%g§ﬁiﬁﬁﬁ5%ﬁé$%éj
(0.85) » TiFR &Iz 5\ o g Rr L5 19%-

32



Fry FEMEFRLAIFERELFZ AT
FT-RAZR 2B B RFZIE S AT HERBITT - EFERATEER
M FE o4 s B T2 247 (Confirmatory Factor Analysis, CFA) &8 £ 1
B2 R kBt AT REAR TR W A fTreg B ICCEZ
Bk DA e g e F R H g LB e

Bofs o d N FEATERIER S § R AR B OB Tk o a4 B 0 AN
LISRELS. 8 & 2 s=<gic ¥ - 51> 4#25% (Structural Equation Modeling, SEM) i {7 g
AT URARER -8 A F A2 AT MR ERAL D (1) £ F 5 R TEET
S~ WA R A 4~ BRI IR AIATH ok, hB s (2) A F gt
FRN THREAEE BT R BTV L B B4 - MR

SFE i BEAIRTH G, hL R (2) A AR B 4R THET &
KEAFE SRV 0L~ HFASE Y B4 4~ B FELR 4 - BF

RIFTH 2% ) L B o

-~ A -RERFRA

PhREEIEE A ORE AF D AHT R R REUAE BEEV A
AL B A BRI B AIATE v B R SR
F A4 B RFREFR S 0 (g /df=1445.18/194~GFI=. T1 ~CFI=. 90~ NFI=. 89 -
SRMR=. 22 » NFT f& % *% 0.9 ~ SRMR /-] 0.08 ; Browne and Cudeck, 1993) - @ s
AR A A B L R o

e rﬁlﬁ%?%‘?’r%@ﬂl%ﬁ%‘%éﬁé? BA S BFRSLE S B4 - B
BEEdad  FlEERFEHSA0 40200 o f TRBAFTE % ¢ > TEH 2 > A
B TR 4 &g L 4, (L1T) -~ rg;;wga; s AR B, (L14) B
WMFF R EM > AR iEd kAo ¢ B7dEp > U B AL SRR
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CHAEFRUBRA I RBEFRAT

# Ao ¢ 2 Lovelace (2001) ey i3 ecdgp 5 DB 2 A PRKEST F AIFT
GBI TP L o B, TAPBBAFTE e s, ~ TP B
R OERY A et 0 RIR i o A r[ﬁ]rm%&%ﬁh % § R

gL, w5 85~.81~.88~.76¢

FETBER & JEAAEE - PR AR FRASLS N HEEV R A
ARSI  BE a4 s BEs RN 4 s BIFAIATE R e 0 PR AR
RBIEF R A7 FHEAlg R AR 0 (x/df=796.97/341 ~ GFI=.74 ~ CFI=.92 -
NFI= .88 ~ SRMR= . 082 » NFI /& = *+ 0.9 ~ SRMR /&-]- ** 0. 08 ; Browne and Cudeck,
1993) > A= %FEHFE L4757 > x/df >3~ 2 SRMR % 12 .08 > At A= ¥
B e R R AR A - o

R A iR TS A X

AP EGE ST AP R N Fap M 82 ICC (Intraclass
Correlation Coefficient) > ICC (1) L A G RIE AR R w AR THRIFL R
“rfEfg et & (Bliese, 2000) » &2 James (1982) #- 77 1 % % eniizt > [CC (1)
AFA>0.0032 0.50 2/ » ¢ =dks 0.12-

RPN IR AF 2¥krw »  (within-group Inter-rater Reliability Coefficient)
(Brown and Hauenstein, 2005 ; LeBreton, James, and Lindell, 2005) > rwa 2
EE LAY ER - HFHRA LR ZHEEESILITET - R Frwm X 0.7T0pF > W
AR IR AEM PN B D 3a- R (George, 1990) -

Lebreton and Senter (2008) w25 » B H|¥TH B AT F & RH-BRA T4 p T35
Mk =cp o 23 5 iadpICC (1) 21CC(2) 415 "F%’N; PR B R  rg) (B
ST S TR L T KF SHEIE) SN S SN 2
RILHBK > 4B TI05 B AR > L7 RIFE X DERKRHE
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2 6 EFF %1%k

ICC1 1CC2 Tve ()
# A~ BA- |HA- |mA- Az [EA- |[EAC
B R 0.18 0.13 0.74 0.62 0.9678 0.9676
KREIHE 0. 22 0.08 0.78 0.54 0.9675 0.9673
B ARG arAE & 0.19 0.12 0.76 0.6 0.9675 0.9677
R ade 3 0.2 0.08 0.74 0.49 0.9678 0.9678
BFEY R A 0. 22 0.06 0.79 0.44 0.9677 0.9677
L ML 0.24 0.17 0.81 0.7 0.9673 0. 9681
B P 14 45 ac 4 0.22 0.12 0.81 0.59 0.9675 0. 9681
B Py dp S 3 a4 0.26 0.11 0.85 0.58 0.9674 0.9673
B 1} A AT 2% 0.18 0.05 0.79 0.46 0.9678 0.9678
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B FHEAHET B

ATy s Pearson Ak AAPMAF TAH =, &2 TREEL ZFF BN, 2 T45F
R A (4 EE) BRMFAITE T, ~ THEFIESF (BFEY A #iRbu
e ST FRFR, ~ THEFF EHEEEs R, Dl ko

¥- & M AT

- ~RA- M AT
I #ha- AECBBEY > SFd 2R (RERE4n 4 ~ B i
) BRI AIFTE R IREEEY B ARR o

2B A- AHCEEY - BFFVCLEGFF R R(BREELS B
sk 4 ) TIREE R AT AR -

BA- ANCRGY > HEEY G AR EFS QPR % - K EUA
B R FRAILS ) AU EREF Y R M

2T AN RS FAAMA

WEA % KEUAE PHFHR  BRAESA | o g 4

1. 4 32T % 16k 10 L 20%% 1

0 BB Y A JBBkk | BHkk REVESS . 53Kk

3. W 4 Lo3wK L 4p%k . BYKX RES 0%k | g3%k

A, B4 g i 4 L 4TRK L 42%% . 69%X . hoxx .09 . 58%kk

5. BIFf 4374 7% 50K Bakk 5%k 48K J26%k | 5TRK | BO¥X | BEkk

*p<, 05 5 **p<, 001
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BN - 3 e i A oy
I FAHERBEA Y > B4R SRBEAFTE T REFY REipM > 7 B
FRaE g i 4 R AR A E o

ABEERERAY CHBFEY L LLGFFRT I (REGH0 4 -~ BRaRE
Wi ) TRHFEY RPN - BrF E&FFY A3 UARRE &7 ikl
»xic 4 fB > 22 Cannon and Edmondson (2001) 3 48385 ¥ 2 A H B 5 2% 0. 4 chgp
WGP e PREEEFEY L CBGFASIA PFRDE R - 20 4 AT
BEFE R (Bt ~BESFELRY ) E2HFLRIPM -

A PHEIMEHRAY  BEFY L LEZTEFF (WBFR - KEIGFE
pARGaTR BRI ) AR EREF? R APk B¢ HEAGEEEEEY R
ATHEFFZRIAPH -

4 SPBEMBHS TAMA

W% REAUSE P EoRRE  FRASSS 1 2 3 4

L. 8 SRR it -0.09 -0.31 -0.25 -0.33

2HBFEYRA . 36% REES . 3% CATRE

3. BFy g a4 . HOx% RUPASS . 46%k . 45%k -0.24 . 56%x

4. Mg sl a4 3Tk . Ho¥k 0.22 L A2% - 34% | H8kK

5. BIFF AIAT S 2% . 66%x . 66k . Sk . 58k -0.16 . 48%k _65%* 0. 22

*p<. 05 5 *¥p<. 01
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Z g FEF B A2 AP M A T (SEM ek )
% 99rp A B2 Ap B A 47 (SEM % k)

Tiofe gai | 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9

1R a4 4.39 0.52 1

2./ EAAE 451 0.56 .48k

3. P ikFarizER 4.36 0.49 . 23kx 34k ]

4. BRRIZ> Y 4,21 0.51 0.22 . 40%c T8k ]

S.&EFEVRE 4.45 0.49 45k fOkk 4%k 44wk ]

6.4 /24 4.24 0.52 -0.06 0.15 0.17 .30k 0.09 1

TR 454 4,61 0.44 . 40%%  62kk (.22 L28%x b6k 0.14 1

8. Mkt 4,75 0.44 0.22 .47% 0,07 0.19 AR 0.16 .69k 1

9. BIFFAIATH 2 4,43 0.59 .66%k 5Tkk - 38%k  30%k  52%k  0.04 .50%k 0.111

*p<. 05 5 kkp<, 01

AR Y T3 A B2 (7 Pearson 4p M AT 4T s i 17 R4 AR L S B T
B FFE THRA- NE B RAZAE A7, ~ THRAZ PHERFRA2ZAPH

A’\*%J J‘E”(" E”( ©°

LEFEYCAGSFFRT (BEagad - BpagFidas ) FREF?
BARM o Bt < B&FEY £ AR > UARFE ~#3-EEw 4+ 13 > & Cannon
and Edmondson (2001) #M&:#F YV 1 A B >c 0.4 hip b hllcid & > £ K B3g
HFEEY LA LBBEAIZA PUEARDE R o R A BT e S E 2T i (BF
Waha 3 ~ BIpsidad ) T2 FARMPM o

2HFEY CAETERF (PR KEUFE P RFHA - FRES )
ABEREFY RN HY RENFEESFEV AT HFR AN KA
B R PHR o PHEKEDRAR 0 N R R Y Y Tk R i 4 o
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CEIS LT RS LRSS RE SRV R S TR e A E
VSRR SR E

3. TEIIE M Y, 2 TRBAAH R SHFY AL e B W E B
myaed 2 TEEgFEEELS P FRFE BRI md @i 2o TEF
BlaT e, Tt BB HET - Rtk

4 T@FrmEity g E%3 2 THERFRRR MR ZI B EEIFY
FY ERBRAFIAAM > 3 IS H S £S%ET NS R B KEURRER
Flt AL M TR RS S H A .

FoH BRI AESLBEEN
NEHES RS AFET TR R T3 B R FBN C TREESR > L AR
W5 (1) Bigiasa $EELIATE % (=68 pL01) F 2w B wBHeE
A RGP R B L R 2 ()8 FEY S AFBR M4 4 (8=56"
p<LO01) F 2w B Y RAMBESEFEL LA (B=052p<L0)F 2o ®E
B3z (3) HPFaRHHEFTY L (820 pL01) 7 2+ @5 xF
AAEHSFEY R A(BL=5 < 0DF 2o B P RFHAHSGFEY T L(B=19)

TR L PR AR GRS EEY 54 (S=10) F 2B

Elz3ite

&t
Re

.68%**

R R 454

ElEsicia
THEAE ]

H i E e

frZepR B )T =

x2=72.96, df=14, x?2/df=5.14, CFI= .84, GFI= .80, RMSEA=. 18

B 5 BI85 3 o M AR KRS R
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# 10 Bsk#E

7 EK o L

i

Bk - B R 4 ERRAIATE G e e I
Bk = MR AR G 4 B BRAIRTS 2R e PSR 7 Az
B A B RS FEYCAEMEEEL S § 2o PR E . >
B AA B A4S Y A BB FELL Y e o YR
B AR HREHFEY L L 2w % 2
Bk 6A KA HE LB EEY AT Lo hP T &
Bk TA: PRGFWREGFEV R LA el - 32
Bk BA BPRASL G N EBEFF Y LA M - >

FALKR © AP g R

Frsgsso s (1) BErpdidad 4880 BREAIATS wixg ¢ (2) HMIEF
PRV R ARG B4t Axg ; (3) @F?ﬁ%'l‘i‘l?%éfi%‘@F?’I%—i‘l%ﬁ
HopE o i 20 F;L%? ¥ —_.{’\.735;3 °
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CAP SR E 3 S

£- & BEESIEY RS ARG T

AL ERT RN FEE S E B H % 0 % Dyck et al. (2005) & 42 PP

FASLE Rl - pA A S T ARSI B Y R A BB AT L BT
¥ B 1 L & P AR

AETERER . TREAGE 2o B F THFEVRE L rfh’?&%‘f B4
TR TR TEEgEEERY | TEEEE  EFRBTEELE

Mo o A AEERE IR e o

Fpgsdpd i e m RSB LATT ST 675 B4 EE s F
R L B EHM N HaFREa S -

BAT R AR G o f W BIRA RTAR B 2 2 s A B AIRTE R S oA O
BEGE2 MR AEREZE TR AT TR LA B R o i e
oA F T2 HF o BFAG Y F ¥ 030 TP R Fl aegia ey (g L
B) AATHE > nRb T FLFR RAIF L ORH

AP F A1 A~ t % 2 (Independent-Sample T Test) - #c7 f#F= 3 B Fx 2

# o~ 5> (input context) » T4 ¥ T F iy FRIRAR ~ 2 g2t g2 e
FafRiz o ga iU R IPFFEARZ TEPRR - HEEY L4 Uai

TREFREFIFSAR R EFIFR TP TR %E%‘?%%?F%f%‘:&ﬁ o BE T AT A

R¥tssame 3 4] R nBahas > 2 L RBE RS J AT A2k A2
"RENFE ﬁ&?%~%§%?%@J%§»&bmﬂ‘ K
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- " HBEEVRLAPTFIREK
ARG PR B RAIE S SRR Y G AR EE LM VA FIAL
PRERNGARS > » VR Fla T F Y LRBFSF T AR DEE o W2
G @ﬂ%’*ﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ’@*ﬁ4?uﬂr*k SH A TR,
Fd o AT AP nB P REEE 0 FIR BT E F ERIEEFFE (Giessner and

Knippenberg, 2008)

SR FIEE :fi??’%féﬁﬁéiiiif‘r"f%}*‘ 2FEFL e §REE X R gy
T5 5 > g » o (Glinow, Shapiro, and Brett, 2004) » 3= 2 » R % (42
WAL BPRS o Ra TR AR SRR R gy
P2 M GEROBE 0 AR ARCAY L R AN ARG bR

I BFEVRAPEEREK

TR RARATHEEEY A 2o B TEBESgRELL 4 | ot T B4
WAt 22 EREBMBEAFTY ke SEEN - R AT EHEL THFERTE
FRA ST it 4 2 WG AIAT2 M T ) ene fbe 9 5 AB 4§ M enB T8 Rk
v 4 7 i Taeamiid | (Nonaka, 1995) &2 TiF R & i | (Moenaert and Caeldries,
2000) 0 @ = grin s T AIRTS Fetenidid A F ke | Bl | (Nonaka, 1995
Katz, 1997) - M7 % 24 3p b e | B4 A AW afrfe b > S FE o
AR o 3 Rk B B AIRTE

¥ & Ak :r;“',—,éﬁm?‘%lc
AF 7 % % & Bandura #74t J1AE € 302 (social cognitive theory)
PR ARG RATIZAILG 0 BRIT L E g LT 5 0 B bR BRI IRE
o i S f G iR REITEIER BHE SN AR 0 A2 BRERTD
il o AT EFRKEUFE B RHRGSEFEV AT e (r
=0.54, r =0.20, p <.01) > iﬁé&%‘ﬁ#@%“ﬁﬁm‘vﬁ%@ P SRR
7 B A € SRATTE A BLBLAT F G BT B R T s R 4 o
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P HE G aEm 2 T
ART G IR b R R E B b it ey (evolution) i

& i Ay d Mg W PR P kim ) T o % BRE oS P RIR I P BB
(Eisenhardt and Martin, 2002) - A& % %% r&/ﬁvﬁﬁé@ o TRBAIATE R T
B4 (.68, p<.01)

B A mIRAIL G o MR e T 5% ) (experiment) ¥ TiEiE , (tryand
error) - BT FEFY  HERBEFX BB > H AT FIPRPF > M %
# - & * (Argote, 1999; Zander and Kogut, 1995) ° ~#= 3 &% ¢ "Bk 45 4
HUmppIATE e FREFR e (168 p0l) » AHEB2Z 45 i L& nF Y
JEoo x5l Eds g A b eriw it (Argote, 1999)

Sry HEF 2 - T ed iy ﬁ‘@:’.}%ﬁ?ﬁ%’e
EFIHRMEBEAAFT T A CEFIRC S BIpAL L 22 - (Milliken
and Martins, 1996 ; Prahalad and Bettis, 1986) -~ tx &% % & FHHF -

1UpiES ko S | A EF LR AP R SHEET IRET R DER G
@ i 2 137 (Ancona and Caldwell, 1992) > ## %3 ¢ a3 B & F 5 ki
HEGEAATH R S 2 o PF L REL 2 pdpd D RIS E R SR RS e AT 7
PR R EEEfop ¢ A Ap il R > e a i S BIRT SR R
(Lawrence, 1989) » 2= 7 g B p 2 & F 5 R HaFaawz T &2 TEd
PIHFLRE (r =34, r=34,p<01) »&iEL 2 I‘wag%‘ B o

I8 gL

BABEDEET A HB e FAFEAY AARARR DL prS o A prig MIEE 4
# o vk pry Vo EEFAIFTORR o Flp 0 L L AT A P B AR £ R o
Bl DA p p AR Te AR CHEFRSE A PR AR g EsEE
BrRFE R AL2RELI R T XA EIRKROP I PFERFE ZEF o d
Fgp G f B BN E T T R S8 RE 4 A £ & (Alexander,
Stajkovic, Lee and Nyberg, 2009) - %]t » g X B €4 pe 3 henfrfer » 393
Mrip Bl RIEATEF 2 R eip T e g o
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FEEDL S FTIRIRS > F b 2 HEF HK TR o S, Ramnarayan  (1997) #
T 20 BRG - FRESBMFAPORFFEFEZ AT € o LF L TEr oa
R PuBEYE I RIEVIR, - TEY wRal E 2 VHS R L
AV i FEE Y PR TN R I RERSET Y FEF TR R
2@t e ﬁﬁﬂ‘i‘l?%ﬁffﬁ'"’ ERGRBE RS R EE RS ﬁ TP A s
g% N7 2 p e 33 ek 3 (Senge and Lannon, 1990) ~ B3|k LR 2 4 2 45+
v 4% (Schachter, 1980) - @ B~ F EFHFFE Y 222l s 4 (increasing
momentum) ° @ 1T & kS HR CPRG R OBBELREFFF RS LRG o WA
ARG B (Rapp, 2007) - &t ] 319 %yRT S PEHEEA S TREE D

"‘:ré'c

A8 AT ERE

AR HEBEA PR R DL F o AR B AT B A2 e koL & B HERAR
R pIAT2 Bk o e F1E Mk o 2877 % % 2 Cannon and Edmondson (2001a,
2004b, 2005c) i 5k i 0 A5EAILS REBER AL G RoAAM o B A un b
iz v (T}'HF?‘E'EP?L"’%‘?« % Fiﬁﬂ%‘ B~ g2 4 ) 0 gAY o BIIFE
MERE D S RAFERR R Sl ~ R RI R R

BURNZAAIFE 2R S R- AR LRTEEFHFL AR R LS

R AR TR RAR R EE FEN G 2 AE LG E
FlF 2 %R FIARRANEGEE = B4 i AW R PFEER > AT BB
EE T3 R P A8 R R enja bl TR 0 # ﬂ%ﬂ’{ﬁf‘;‘]iﬁ"o)i#ﬁ%%% CERB
P AR A - @ B AN L B AT B S T e - R
(Kreft, 1996) o2& = > 2373 FEMEL > LY AFPFHRNE > 23R4
kFEEHPFAT SN RO EAFEAL RS 2 %2 (common method variance, CMV)
R A -
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11.

2 $3F#
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