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W2 AT RAFRBIFER 4 B (group affective tone)it 7 »<if RI B Pk = R et 4
NIRRT BEEERH L AMA L A AILH L g A
B2 ke Bl AT BT Al ik v e tUR (1) FHBEL e B
B A RS an Bl B i R g R BG4 BT 0 (2) i R
Faen/f o BIFHE 4 Flood G2 R % 2T oes 5 ) /) » BN
B4 BEBEGE cnF MG d E- 723 PRI &= BT P G Fp A

By L Z Ay A WA P et R o

BTG - kAT 101 BE A B A A (523 R B ) BLAT A 47 b % 5 T

BESAhERL - KTFRIA0 o BB v BEEMRF &R f v BFFR

""T

PR s R BEF RS SR s S p AL G F IR B BB e B
FHEMRF Bt e BFER S B AL - > AFLRI A4 B IR RL
FMEL mA BRI EA (T - A o AR 3 215 1) P A SREHEGE A
¥rehg kgL~ f e BGERE S R AR gmy ¢ 42 & Rc% 2w/
fo B FR 4 FOonEER Rt/ v BIGEEFR A B2 g2 Hfw
FREE > TERSD DT BIEFE 4 FZFDreblhobhil &FL= 4
Fr 8l BRFHAEFFEGMLA (¢45 259 B H 2 8l =i F)r 21
WA P4 47 (cross-lagged panel analysis, CLPA) s % 4 > 5t 8 cn it o B FE R 4

FHCHD BRI i EF e B8 a n P RFIc{H> EhE» BEERE S R~ 7

BMEOL s P8 FMla 2 AT ZBERA SR ERLTEY 0 A AT BEHBHRFR
FRCBE S A 2 e gy I L AT R T e Y - B

Mk : MRS R 4 B~ B S~ g2 AL gLk ~ R F 2 By



ABSTRACT

Extending previous research on group affective tone (GAT), three studies were
conducted to examine the antecedents, dynamics, and consequences of GAT. In study 1, 101
student teams (523 members) were chosen as the sample. The results of path-analysis showed
that team age and educational background diversity decrease group identification, which in
turn increases negative group affective tone (NGAT). In addition, perceived intergroup
competition, members’ self-promotion and ingratiation impression management tactics
increase group identification, which in turn increases positive group affective tone (PGAT).
In study 2, 44 student teams (215 members) were selected as the sample, and the
experience-sampling method was used to capture the dynamics of GAT (i.e., 6-time repeated
measure). The results of hierarchical linear modeling analysis revealed that the T-1 PGAT
positively predict TO PGAT over time; while T-1 NGAT positively predict TO NGAT over
time. Moreover, the negative affective event occurred during T-1 and TO attenuates the
positive relationship between T-1 PGAT and TO PGAT. In study 3, 81 research and develop
teams (259 members and 81 supervisors) were chosen as the sample, and the cross-lagged
panel analysis (CLPA) was used to examine the causal association between GAT and team
performance. The results of CLPA showed that T1 PGAT has a positive effect on T2 team
performance. Additionally, T1 team performance has a positive effect on T2 PGAT. These
result suggest that the presence of a reciprocal relationship between PGAT and team

performance. All three studies support the proposed theoretical framework.

Keywords: Group affective tone, Diversity, Impression Management, Social Identity,

Affective Events, Team Performance
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ERFE gAY 0 2 B TR (affect) £.7 7 & 4k ch X > (Bartel &
Saavedra, 2000; George & King, 2007; Hareli & Rafaeli, in press; Kelly & Barsade, 2001) >
Blde t B A BT AEEFRB AL 2 EE (b A ER) A SREIHRE S 2E R T
PRERX 2 VRTFZE P EENEEE e ERAp s FRE)D R X DIEE - 7
% % . (George, 1996; Kelly & Spoor, 2007) » @ BFf = B 7 7 5 F] 5 %27 h3 § ~ &
Bhepito a L3 # A dwe ol B (Brief & Weiss, 2002; Hareli & Rafaeli, in press;
Totterdell, 2000) ; % B F = f #0550 g % 5] - Rpdehoe ffk g5 T BHR 4 #', (group

affective tone?)i{ 7 2> B Fi2 ¢ (George, 1996; Sy, Cote, & Saavedra, 2005) -

kG F ?i BRI 4 Blenft L pikiFE ~ 333w kg (4o © Barsade &
Gibson, 1998; George, 1996; George & King, 2007; Kelly & Barsade, 2001; Kelly & Spoor,
2006; Rhee, 2007; Walter & Bruch, 2008) > @ F #F~ 7 2 M > L » BIFER 3 B¥ %2
B Fp e 2x8r & B anet &4 (7 5 (Chen, Lam, Naumann, & Schaubroeck, 2005; George,
1995; Ilies, Wagner, & Morgeson, 2007) ~ 3 i* B Ff B4 ena 5% § 221 i34~ (Mason &
Griffin, 2005) ~ £]:% # (Grawitch, Munz, & Kramer, 2003) 3 B %] = f ch¥»c (FaH ~
£ 2% >2008); f e BIEERE S BN GRS S E RS B e (George, 1990;
Mason & Griffin, 2005) ~ & 5142 ® [} = f ehR & (Jordan, Lawrence, & Troth, 2006;
Rhee, 2007) » o ¥ s 3 B a 2 0 BIFHR 4 Bld 2494 £ & o4 (Barsade

& Gibson, 2007; George & King, 2007) -

P TEIEER S B - Rt 6 o E’iff”*" ©HIATE e pratclimate™ L T4 R e
E@]P\ LF‘« 74 e B é)gier’ o f#climate”: 5 T E (Ao L FE L S BT g 0 2007 5 BETH - B A&
2004 ; Fad ~ £ 4alh > 2001 B &~ T o £ F 0 2004) 5 0t b IR T INE MR EZ 2
M% Ff]J e,#p 'I?; LT Eehg 4 2 0 22 group affective tone e RS 0 A MERBH
2 i‘r& 1% q‘lﬁ]rz\ rﬂa {m%i i % # “group affective tone, group affect, collective moods, group
moods” % 2 F i@ ¥ (dr: Barsade&Glbson 2007; Bartel & Saavedra, 2000; Kelly & Barsade, 2001; Kelly
&Spoor 2007; Walter& Bruch, 2008) » & & < ¢ ”’L’r#‘ti @ PR R 4 B (group affective tone) » # p i R
7 George (1990) 7 ez &t > e B BIFR A h LW AR o



BFhe 4 Bl - LA AR I A BTSSR RAEB ~PEL ~ A
RBT A B0 F AR F L o (1) 27 S FRENFEHL - BIRFRE

i BB E RAFER L » BIRERE 4 B aao s d (40 George, 1995; George & King,
2007; Grawitch et al., 2003; Walter & Bruch, 2008) o F]* » 47 7 #3038 ¢ e pFip »
R e BIER A e iR o i { = R R B R 4 A0 R B
e @2 I RABMES AFRFHDIpN o 2/ » R A REYT
[George, 1990] ~ T + A ##H [Fad ~ &2 2 > 2008]) ~ & 2 B 2 BFHR K iR
2 (4- : Barsade, 2002; Bartel & Saavedra, 2000) % B F5 i 4 BFl<nB 585 Km > B~
AFAEPAPARARR~kp B BHORY -8 I A A RRPDE G FEHGTL
EFERLRBEERAIR2EL L AN T FEERR o RypAL € Iuk L TR
2L (social identity theory; Tajfel & Turner, 1986) » Bl = R ¥ i 5 AL € ~ 4 (social
categorization) s 4% ~ &% 5 {* R vk o ot 2 B A K B 1 v 4p M B
RAR A AT BGER ORI AER AR ARG P g R PSR
BB EAAR ~ T ER 4 A 2 (Hennessy & West, 1999; Garcia-Prieto,
Mackie, Tran, & Smith, 2007; Kelly & Barsade, 2001; Philips & Lount, 2007; Roberts, 2005;
Turnley & Bolino, 2001) o F]#* » A FT 3 #-ridk € SRl A R s A#H D Fi L R 57
PEBFTE S Fo)+ o ig- A f BIFEE 3 @i pid o Q)HAF | e
WAL EEFMEp LI T TR ¥F BEHTE S Bl 7 § LT oo
% (llies etal., 2007; Spoor & Kelly, 2004; Walter & Bruch, 2008) > #xm > &3 77 % & ¥
- R ELGTE BRI R 4 B (40 George, 1990, 1995; Grawitch et al., 2003) » & & j* 5 3¢
B (within-team)sfir g 4 FlAE » SCFPRFRFGED A 2 & L aec s o oL b ARF
PHAOFEFRLATIASNRE S FOE e T AE v A Y F AR A
(Ashkanasy, 2003; Kelly & Spoor, 2006) = | » * AT 5 45t 5 BPREEELE R ERII/f +
B EE 4 B2 BEORRE T2 VFEHBEEE 4 B a7 bR i arc® 2
BEEAAGEE - (4) 588 BBGHE ST FE G cnF Sl Gt  F452 B

A
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George, 1995; Gibson & Earley, 2007; Mason & Griffin, 2005; Rhee, 2007) » % & & dﬂz it
foBEFERs AT REBGS R {RELABBF TR > Fla kD B (4o
Kaufmann, 2003; Philips & Lount, 2007) ; @ X & ?ﬁ PRI E B reddd i > 5 7 oac e
- H R e BIEERE 45 B AE (40 Kelly & Barsade, 2001; Kelly & Spoor,
2006) o d W R B N FEY K ETe w7 F K3 (cross-sectional design)(4e :
George, 1995; Mason & Griffin, 2005) » s 67 7 k3 > £ &2 F 8% » BEERE 4 B
B 15 2B 0 %) % B 0% 5 @ o Schneider ~ White 22 Paul (1998) % 23k » 2 = &£ F pFd
# 17 (cross-lagged panel analysis, CLPA)fe & s # = #24-3¢ (structural equation modeling,
SEM)simkh » it g P4 B3 T cnF R B 5 (T w D /f » BFER 4 B
PEpFE S U2 R BEECHN LD e BIRER 4 BB E) ¥R
PR RA 0 T LA AL R ENTF R S e o T SR/ e BIGFEE 4
Bl BB aFhFE 2w 0 AT HEY LR 4B 7 PFEL 75 & SEM a0k 35 40 R

AR o

Fhorygt s AE 2 B aw B AT L (1) FRBEL/E e BIRER 5 R

Aj e Flgd o B L Rl g BERBEE S RS 5 (2) i FFERFEL
[ BFFHR 4 Flend Gee %2 FRES PR &>k ;5 Q) HFdn/f » BIFHFR 4
BRGHTHF RN G AL F LI v F L2 R UHBEEE S BoRmg
£ R TR (Whetten, 1980) » B[S e & 0 AT A SRR BIFR R 4
LB AR L e WA TR DB M R E ALY R o
NH-FTAERF{ BT F AT R B A NS P
e LR o AT - o AT ERIF S A g A (M s B a)E 0 TTAR M Pk (K
FR) e R B F L ARR R B R H I RSB R § R
BATYT 0 AT RIEFEABERER S Bt B RGR Eancg s 2 R E 2
bk o B AFLZ O AFLRRAS BRETREFEDL e BFEE S FZ

B PG 0o o AR f o BIFRR 4 B8 B c B enF Rk o



o TpREH
- S EENR § Rp e

George (1990):4-B 5 p 4 Bl a & 2 THES B2 F- Rk TR~ & (p
108) » H A p 7 MIpen=s fF AN TERPF > AL R TR RE - Am > #2EE -
e g TR A MGt ZHEBSARAL I 6 R LA EHSE - T3 3
T BB R 4 B2 (George, 1996) o & F Sk iv > 32 3 § 5% George 7
Ao AR B R h Rk (mood) ~ A S E MRS R e R TR (o
fug) > & FHAR 2 2070 BF > R 2 B S 2 B dhs ik G 2k Fen (7 5w
Rens e {20 BEAE 4 Blaos o D RARBGETRE 4 Blatosr i i e gk
RFenbf % (40 @ George, 1995b; Sy et al.,, 2005) « & 2. » B = | chw b Fitdy il
MpE, RAZEGLF BFER 4 B o i 7 a0 REE S R g e S BRI R

3 & (George, 1990) -

EERER A FltEe b ood YRR R s et B TR aofp g« R A
SH- o A RE e i e s e (George, 1996) o &/ BIFFIFE 4 BB F pF i &
s B ’]‘#\i » #2EA - sh b a2 (George & King, 2007; Walter & Bruch, 2008) - &
Bl R4 B C2EBSEFEARLINEESD Y 3 F4 i
fi- (Kelly & Spoor, 2007; Sy etal., 2005) ; ¥ 2. » F B} E 5 f » R 4 B Bt & @
B B RFIOR 2 PR % T R EEiE & ELE 7 R & o F (George, 1996; Phillip & Lount,
2007) ° 5 7 L RFEHFABGEE 4 Flap b 2T e pE R R R -

Hert o iR A B G G A
I CBRER S RemhAH

2 FFIEFRNPPEMBENE F B S 3L A A (4o ¢ Barsade, 2002;
Bartel & Saavedra, 2000; George, 1990, 1996; George & King, 2007; Kelly & Spoor, 2007) >
BRFAREFETHZBIEEG (1) 4p - 51423 H58 (attraction-selection-attrition,

4



ASA model; Schneider, 1987) ; (2) 4+ ¢ it &4+ ¢ & ¥ 042 (Fisher, 1986) ; 3) &
24 (emotional contagion; Hatfield, Cacioppo, & Rapson, 1994) o 1= & ‘%'J)J'*u P = IR

BLBLAc LA R

AR - 5RO chpL By 0 0 B A Mt g L Ap i en X 3 6 T3 4R 5]
(Schneider, 1987) » .3 $+3B 427 & 53 A F i end [F 52k @B ~ 4P &fF § 5 P
boa AT e iR RE A RARXEHT LS RNTNERRR BB

- FA F RGBT O AV R R FITEARTH B f RARETL 67
AR - RAM R G WGBSR F Y A0 R RERE PRER S LIRS
Tyt FEAAGENOFRF B EA A2 BIFFRE 5 B (George, 1990; George
& Brief, 1992)  # = § ks % 77 4 5 1 — 195 PRE: > bl4e © George (1990) 57 § 4
2o B R D ow R A (positive affectivity)sh T iafe R &2 0 » B RE 3 B E L
A e R A R (negative affectivity)eh-T 3042 & R 22 § » BIE R 4 B I 4P
B optvb s mas e n 2 (2008)FF § B I 0 = B enth e b (extraversion) H e
12 (agreeableness) T 3242 B & v o BFf i 4 5 & o c0B 0% > @ A S5 F (neuroticism)

Tiofe R B B R 4 BS 3 2 v B o

B iedpat gt AL FY BRI B+ | AAbg b augeY 2 @R

- BB R ERFEE SR AEHR O SO FV IS BEY g F g iER

| (Bartel & Saavedra, 2000; George, 1990); @ pt P #pups 5 B 43 #8427 L Frf X
Flts A enfFR ~ P PFAE S F R & (Hareli & Rafaeli, in press) » 7t 2L 22 8 %
FALP T > B R AR NG X DR AR - O B A 4 BRR 4
B (Kelly & Barsade, 2001) « @ ¢ 247 5 7 LE G P R LR 2 8 o BEER 5 B

2 % it 4p ¢ (Bartel & Saavedra, 2000) -

Bois LR BB HHR AR5 WS S8 0 hiBfe 3 ARS8 L3
BRI 5 VA B S s A SR R Y LI RS e B )

etk enit Rk & (Hatfield et al., 1994) o § BFf = B 2 Fenpr A% L ~ 252 T & 3 4p

5



P B AR B AR B ARG A g T EWERF S REA XA G LS X R R > S R
ZBLFFAATHORE L &R L BIEPN B F 2o ik i (Bartel & Saavedra,
2000; George, 1996) - 4p B #= 5 7 4 3 » BFf & R ervs Bk G /29 € 3 40 2 (Neumann
& Strack, 2000; Totterdell, 2000) > * B34t ¢ 3 #f (social interdependence)#% & A% %

P ARG Bt e R 4 Blend 4 (Fad ~ &2 2 > 2008 ; Bartel & Saavedra, 2000) °

a it inz @I BB P 0 B RRA F T A i (e AR
RE N R4 BiEALE B Y AR LR 0 A B R R R R
Mmoo B R AR (e B pEu)mI BER  EE L REEGERE A
Bl?kpEoe Bpaiis > x ¢ HBRTRES g PAEE?2x  BHK*EELE

By BRFL L L GEREHE § B9 % ? SR R b %G Sz BEGE ]

AT A f Pt = BIL P 0 AL € 3R T23G (social identity theory; Tajfel &
Turner, 1986)7" 3 &3¢ 2 B E 4 Blen?)= o AL gk imdn > § B A JF AR
B RAOHME S B A ARLE R AR A BRI R DAY
3ulF (group identity)e§ = R % A 2 3l H¥EMp S f 0 g -2 g A A (self-concept)
d AR =cut W D EMA T LM TR O I EA MR KA
RPN PRI HEHEMA L FREE X3 e FEKR G (Ellemers,
Spears, & Doosje, 1997; Smith & Mackie, 2006) ; & 2. » % = B P& % 3uk 2 #7/EEH

PIF BT B REARL S R A (out-group) 0 A AEHPN A2 X F el e FRR

3

oGt B el 2 bk R E) e T A HERE R R B
Bfy= B B B R K s 752 (Lawler, 2007; Philip & Lount, 2007; Smith, 1993;
Reicher, 1982) ; & ¥ "B v FAfS P » § Jﬁ" Mackie ~ Devos ¥2 Smith (2000)# ! 3%
452 (intergroup emotion theory, IET) » 7% 3 * At € (0 fe L5 [ #H B g 07 =
ol AR FAHAEROIE (T ARRE  RENF TR E)AS ?f‘vﬁx_‘f_é

& 45 % (Garcia-Prieto et al., 2007; Smith, Seger, & Mackie, 2007) > 5% & A+ § 3ulF I 75 4p



M Bt o ARG A EEY - B B ERRERER S BT R R
AT AT T - & o RR Y AL € SRR h R R B E 4 B R B
IH AT R PERGER S BT E o Y EBRGERE 3 Bl e ?f/*’c °
BN 2 ST EREL T ISP RS 3

Tajfel (1978)#4 ¢ sl T & 5 T AB A f AHEL ch— N6 > 7 30 B 4§20 H 3
RO L i eiios 2 B A SR L TR R B AR ahE R (p.63) 0
E @ OALgRR R f o e LB THAL B THRRE ) R AL -

At € SLlP BLBLT AL € 4 5F (social categorization)cPBEAR Y * AT iR EA LR

A2 ~ 2 phEM SRR (van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007)  A- € 4 &7 &, 3 F 4 = |

R R NCC VRS SR S R Y S EFE R

PG LT AR I B e A R AR R RS AR D T g R
BTN BN ER A P EMSE AL PR YL e R R F 2 EEA
PR AFLERE P AREA A TR EALUNF T RERL G TR A AL

B~ EMAERM e > FE ABEMI P BRI e R o blde s BFEAS

Rengdd 5 XL R 55 s Bupt bt enf X (Ely, 1994) 0 gt ek > ki p 30 H @ o
WA o2 VB ENS R EFAE AR (o ®A K~ A Holtz & Miller,

2001) » T igm B EEM = B Fanif gk & (Lawler, 2007; Philip & Lount, 2007) °

3

Vl':\

HEN-3

Wi

o ik i g A ALY AL G SRR T LB J 2 S
engeph > ¢ AAL g I ey > BRI EFHEMS AL o 7R T iE L o F
B B R TR E B o RS § R REMRE - A7 5% (Baumeister, 1982;
Baumeister & Leary, 1995) @ 4 BFj = B 393 BB % § W7 5 BF (4ot 2DEH 5 S F
B A AR R) T A RT O FERERORE > X N BENRE 4R

(Nguyen, Seers, & Hartman, 2008; Roberts, 2005) °



E»_'\ﬂ;/\._l— _%iL ’ﬁig AN /:_pmmﬁa“é'& % 7 ﬁiﬁ;? it —‘ﬁ—@\zl%ﬁ\ﬂlup\? 3 f,‘?}[ﬁ”ir
BAFfsd] (7 Abg MBS R EIL) o KA o L H R MR § Rl R
BERAR 0 i 2 /]?c“ frid 2 e o Bl o ART R AR T S ] 2 A0 B R B0 AL

TEEEMILE e BFEEEEE 4 B8 o LB Glere Bl Ao (1)
AL g AR TR SR AL g AU AP P EM e R RE TR ¢ R

SR A K ARk F S v (diversity) 12 2 Ao f B R S 42 & (Harrison et
al., 1998; Henry et al., 1999; Mael & Ashforth, 1992; Van der Vegt, Van de Vliert, &
Oosterhof, 2003) ; (2) &* % FIL : ¢ WG~ | &5 Fifdey > B LA B
L e IR R < - JE L L E "% (Reynolds & Oakes, 2000; Roberts, 2005) o 4 *+ +
o AFTE P MBS R hd BB (TR B S A S o B R AR 2
B R e g g G > L3 B EHMRE  DPRFTE 4 B4 o 0T o wgk

LR FRIRS R 5 B ]t G
() #kE1ivhpMeds A HEEEE 4§ BB #FHlRk Y 4k

4o e w it e }gk‘}"}é’gb’%ﬁﬁ BT S REABES R FA S e
(D ARBFEHSEGEE S BORE BB R AR BN LE S 6 o BIRAR
ZoFp o AT R A BES R A B (TR A A T S EENRE
Eh FHRETE S B S BEBp 4R A ? ~ it (surface-level diversity) & 45 = | &
S AR PR b LR (4o EE S MR E) A 31 (FApM S
(job-relatedness diversity)R] & pt 7 = f A1 iTfp o~ F F i B RRE v KT
FRE) o d N ZEFHREPREFEER GRS ARG &g 0 A4k

¢ 4~ #f A #_ (van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007; Williams & O’Reilly, 1998) -

S 4‘—%“'%\ Benimi > 6 > 82 Henry % 4 (1999)% Bouas £ Arrow (1996):};, » B R E Uﬁrﬁ’i
& ivehiT 5 (cooperative behaviors) » » it 53 B2 BHEH RN 58 (Aot BERDFFILFE ~ "ER {U’
&’ﬁjﬂ' & Ay ?W”F' liif'ra)’wﬁ}]\auﬁ’g"?‘? LSS E R UL SRR -4 S E R € Sl S

)N nE R Flt o AP EERE G AR G e A R Rl

8



Ffpit € e Man Bl § B~ i i Bt 3 972 PR gl lgm 5 Lh
R BV A RE SR gt T Ak § A #F A # (Tajfel & Turner, 1986) ;
Pox (TApM ), B A ok R v ikga b Lo BN A T B | TR
PRE R A RDLE % G RPE ATLT RS 2 T R ]
A FE D N IR LA E AR A#H 2 — (Pelled, 1996) o % B = B b i chgF
B A M AER B D e - BB B ERL B BT e et -
FRAL 5 B o §ALE AR eEAR R A 18 0 B B E b M LR L, ®
R TR S R B I CERE 3 AR AN A DR N R
%o~ g B L iTahg fgE (Garcia-Prieto et al., 2007; Williams & O’Reilly, 1998) -
O FEFPT A A AR EHRE OB TR A AP RG gT
23 ﬁ%m»ﬁﬂffué_i TP gt HEFERGS R AR PR F & (Philp &
Lount, 2007; van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007) o 57 & w0 it » 4 B Ff = B & & 454
1A A S AR PR o S ART AR s S f BFAR G Ch AR (Pelled, 1996)
s B EHTEHMORLRR € 2a B » BIEFRE 4 Flo7) % (Garcia-Prieto et

al., 2007; Philip & Lount, 2007) °

WEFLRF RS S R AR RS S PN E e A% (Jackson et
al, 1995)> d st f ¢ A fEHL R A AT DR (SR P E D G A TS HE
B il g de 2 prul b end A iTift e GRS s b ond AR R B HR
S R ESREFT R AL G Ll ML THET R LR
A, Fla A2 AL g AR nfEAR » XA F M FE MLk (Harrison et al,
1998) o gt #b o d Ed L AVt € 48 0 T AR R A Bl g hE R F
BRYrp e chE LA d o &a gL f e iRk i (Anderson & Berdahl, 2002) - F %
Fre g R o MBS ERDS AP ERAAF - FWORNPE EET LRAK
(O’Reilly, Caldwell, & Barnett, 1989; Zenger & Lawrence, 1989) o F]pt » B ff = B e d

At BB EMIIE R kG



P F B R EM AL B AR PTG T e i A AR G A
W (out-group) A B EFIF X o FEf oo SHEMS AL gL A RES
% iR & & (Milliken & Martin, 1996; Garcia-Prieto, Bellard, & Schneider, 2003) o F]* >
SR HEMOGLRARARMEE > BRI BIEPN D) w R 4 FA2A (Philip & Lount,
2007) > F @A~ ¢ 0 Smith ¥ A (2007)7 #F MEFHIF Z BIFf w R L E I

Fenf o B oo B8 AT g R o AT Y JE ) AR AT R

B 1 EEpESREH S i gRE v B EFHINE > &0 W4 f v BIRFRE 3 F

Epstein (1987)4p 41 » #4 & f i nt 6] chZ £ > 7 £ FEMILR ) 2 chE &
Fliz - o PBumi Atk et HE AR LR by R E 0 Bul i d il
Fo a3 R 0 N2 %L 2 (Howard, 2000) © (2% & ¢ %45 &0 4 F4p 4 P 30

T/H Mz E PARAER S BRP ARG FO- LFHTL - 3 g2 (Plaks &
Higgins, 2000) ; % B 4 #74c » — BEG - $E# L - & o7iopd» B A a3 34 er
FAELNFETARLSALE A RDAH S B Y o 2 B[R R S gk RP A
(Konrad, Winter, & Gutek, 1992; Plaks & Higgins, 2000)° & B f ? et s 5 ~ i 2 & § P&
(2§ LR G TRE) B R T A g R OT A SRR o B
B BALE A AR X RN B F ARG AN FEH 7 RN RS R

AL H A_hERY o S PR HHE R B PR oLk (van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007) ©

Floh o MRS 5 i AR R B P B R AT i X BN R e g Ak 6 0
o o T R A R e o & A BIIES SRk p] S s G 5B
B B R R G (Pelled, 1996; Steele, 1997) ~ & &3 6 FF B LA FF & 1F ~ 7 B4 o7

LR AHAFREAREF S (Ely, 1994; Kanter, 1977) » 5% G BBEN A2 § 5 chif

? Philips #2 Lount (2007) te— f wARIL~ F ¢ 49 01 > 2 K B B s A0 4 A 240 6 A e

HoRAE Ao r M QYT H L gm? Fep s PR XFIRF DA TR ~ EgMUERLEL P
FrE &AL o # Philips 2 Lount 325 > B 7 A~ 0 w B IFRE 4 Bl T RAR L e 277 &
By 5 ~ i 4p R Bk ede 3o 77 43 Philips ¥ Lount duE k> W f w BIF R 4 Fléas 4 8 e $mdni -
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B4 B @ %™7 1 > Baugh 2 Graen (1997):%  # M5 § < (v 428 & chBFf > 3
ﬁﬁi@ﬁwﬁ&@ﬁﬁﬁ~$ﬁ%*@%1ﬁ%&»&i$4ﬁg»ﬁﬁﬁﬁpxﬁ

o A AL N T SRR

B2 BESREEN S At g AEE v PEHEMRF - Ea W f v BIFEFE 4 F

et R M ERS AR AFTERNS A KT RS AN
(educational background diversity; Bantel & Jackson, 1989; Pelled, 1996)4r 12 45 3¢ o o 3% =
AR FRPLE (o 38w v Sl 181 B4 MR 4T B AR & EI RO
e @ R YRR R R A RDE S R T 5 2 7 e i ROR (Hermann &
Datta, 2005) 13454+ € 2ulp L apE s S A Ry A Fend ~iteeva d R{ i %
et R A R ARIEF ARG AR E T YRR G A LaE T ek T
R AL ANTERA I T A R A L LA R AL A
F O E o iea BLEEMILE (Jehn, 1997; Pelled, 1996)  F]t > & BFp= R &7 ¥ § %
ARG S E R ER S (YT RAPR )T AR ALk o i
HhenEArr ¥4 AL Rapkow o Fla ' MR gLk (Jehn, Northeraft, & Neale,
1999; Van der Vegt et al., 2003) » #* “*F > Amason (1996)~ # 3> 2R B[} = B chs s # §
FANMGENRER ARG AR ELL I ETA(FAHILD Z o ERFRES
Bire fd 24 333 and 5 7 30 0t~ 3 BT 5 R X IIRITE T A
HEF> R A2 5204 (Jehnetal, 1999) > ied %L B+ | hf » FRALE (40

'U‘{‘E ~ R :é. __,_F(,E,‘j;‘) F{‘;:g-— 1"’ ’ ﬂ‘\ﬁﬂ ;};& ITF;\‘:,/{-QFT .

B3I MERTER S A fBE D EERE 20 B f e BIEERE 5 W
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(2) wEBBEELHRGRERE S FORF ¥R E O 4%k

prh s BA g RGP Y Y Al > A oL BRERE PR L f2R
(perceived intergroup competition) ™ ¥ i¢ A = AL € & FE A A T Ao id B BT E
B bR T & (Brewer & Miller, 1996) o o »H @ B Ffergi s ¥ o w2 3] 47§ B Ff
2 G FIRAEE S Fpt o FRBESRFEI kg H s B SPPE (Ao
P d RPATHORFRE RER S R PR TR TR T IR AP ET BB T R Y
RE) SR FE RIS P ARG A A (PER) > BB S R AR
g X 0 2R - BpahS ARG Ep e A (P EA) > TR EMIRE SRR

(Hennessy & West, 1999; Holtz & Miller, 2001) -

TR F L AR B 0 B R ERRE R B RN SR ik
4242 B (in-group favoritism)#¥-%g2 % % > { 2+ * 2 o el B o H P FEH a2 f
P ABB I BEFR X P e iRk & (Gaertner & Dovidio, 2000; Hennessy & West,
1999) « Bo| ki » T ip L BRI FLARDF L B~ I AAREITA S B FE R
BR3P RES ORISR A D EREER SR § R X PR B PR
BRPPE (el ARARCEBRALD) - oS RE A2 HE L B (common

fate) et X 0 A {2 0 HEHORE o

BRGHEHMRE  BERIA MBS SR L - R0 R AT R {
BRI EFE T dF (35 A3 0@/ LRI g%k a4 0% Bff
HRE 4 B -F®mT Y > Mael 2 Ashforth (1992)r47 5 & I § o HH T hi s 42
RASFH P S F AR S A S 0 H MR LR Y ARG 0 2 0h o Smith % 1
(2007)F 3+ B IR FAEILR ASE DB R BIRP L v R R S AEF o it

F BT T R

BR A4 B RL € 5EE » P EFME o En e v BIEFR 3 B



(2) *E R BERHBMHEFR §F BB P #Elnkad fxk

V- 20 AFETRGFEAEGES R D e R AT ¢ EEEME kA R
PEBHE S R R A B ARG T REARY T IS RER AL D
g m gRBeenp 8 7 5 (Schlenker, 1980, 1985) » Schlenker 2 Weigold (1992)#-5°
RETLHA GRS R R AREA LA R R F R E 2 b R S
(Br 3 AT R LG ERER) DAY AL T FLhE (o EPflE B4 F)
R A R R IR FALE TR - ko F R B A AR
PiFehd d > R BASTTRDP AR Br AFZR AL A AESNL Q) A g
BB AR KRB N - R OBEI BERY RS R B foF g g

S

AL gLl G B o B A G R T»Ep? BHFR RPN IR 0 ¢ b€ T B ep
BAeY o BNNETHMS R Do R nE e e L A M R g gy
e AR EEHILE - 87 54 (Baumeister, 1982; Baumeister & Leary, 1995; Brewer &
Gardner, 1996; Schlenker & Weigold, 1989, 1992; Vohs, Baumeister, & Ciarocco, 2005) - %}
R E R R R iAo B S RRNDE R BILRE § 5T
BERREOAA PRI R EERN N EEE 6 3 0 %o 12 ek pF s v
FHARF I AL AR AL o g (o BB FAS kAR R AR s G A
BEAPRGRE L FE) TR G R PR BG o G e A EERE > T
MR ABGI R XS e Rk (Nguyen et al, 2008; Roberts,
2005; Rozell & Gundersen, 2003) o % i& J gLBE > B} |~ 7 iv BB & § L0k

R PEEME > A BB ER 4 B2 (Kelly & Barsade, 2001; Magee &

PRE g LR ey gkt - e g R g P 3 2] (assertive) 2 B 47 (defensive)évqwg;g
g @ % 5F (Stevens & Kristof, 1995)  # = 3] & % & 12 v & #F’ BAABER D ALR DL & Far
MAg it AR S Nl G B R B A g F R A B A B R mﬁ*@ g o E A
PR AR, 8 A%tp e *I’-;% g E ¥¢ 4 f_@ﬂyﬁ%%mﬂ,@ d *"j&é;}”“"fﬁjﬁ”@(%;ﬁ'a‘;ukﬁé
A4 L—W!]ﬁﬁ?\? \j\“)‘m}l\,.l, ff[ﬁ”}ﬁkﬁaﬁﬁﬁc‘ E/W?\l—)’i J'_,%n-, 3w E mm‘j\\]x;r}{q?ﬁp}’@—éﬁ
Agink o F RFIRERELE (Y RA e BEEFREA B A EE R F2F RnG T (TR
M e BIFE A B mBRAEHPFL R LR E A R R oA g o » BRERE 4 Bl - B
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Tiedens, 2006; George & King, 2007)

W2 FEA B R e gF vk 7§ (40 ¢ Nguyen et al,, 2008; Rozell &
Gundersen, 2003; Turnley & Bolino, 2001; Uitdewilligen, 2005) > = % $ * Jones £2 Pittman
(1982)eh7 fEEr % ¢ 3L {vg 4 47 1 (1) ¥0F (ingratiation) : & 4p B * B @ & o 4
LR e Afp e hEEARE Q) pAAR (self-promotion) » Fdp B 4 HiE A&
ALE I BB 0 wRp EE B R SR A e i el () b
# (exemplification): B A 2] R L E L 5 PBf > MGRB A KW p e v g A 5
A Ap g 5~ 05 (4) B R (supplication) : B A ZEEIRp ¢ N33 E FRIER AKEF P
¢ B FEFerens IR A F Foeha 175 (5) @ (intimidation) @ B A i iE B I vk
%’;},Eﬁsgf}; R AFEF L R E R ERES B A PR e H P B RK
RELCE N NI R e R f ¥ 3 Jﬁ" g2 B v%  (Harris, Kacmar,
Zivnuska, & Shaw, 2007; Uitdewilligen; 2005) » @ = sk 0% Pl § L34 H b8 i1

AN }"i'% [ x“&ﬁ g3 B % (Bolino & Turnley, 2003; Rozell & Gundersen,

B

~3

vy

2003) o d N AFE T HBIROEE o BB R 2 Fae i TE S TP R e

KRV e 2 b A@®ppS & e ® 3 4 (Nguyen etal., 2008) ; B ESal 8F
Rospes cha R AP L ER BRI T A %8 T Kok $ AL 2 W
RO BRG] S 4I%A 0 P 2 AR EEK -

Bt

F_*

PEREZG R o FEpS RO D8 KR ol AEHB AR I REEL
WA s FEE L) it B RS g4 > A G
P & A4p ik ehded) (Gordon, 1996; Nguyen et al., 2008) o %8 — K& » = B i 59
FEd e SR OEERE T p e TR EEE R SR Tpi, o A R R
PR ) F B4tsg it = B R ent R K & (Roberts, 2005)  f 7%+~ 7 ® > Nguyen % 4

(Q008)crF= 7 H B> R A FWE R AR EBEF SR T EREIEAPM (r=41)"

JEoom 2 2R Bl Gl > E R A R R R e e RIRFER § BT R
WFRE 5 Blehdp b R G A F AE S RE R > SRR S A A w”vﬁ‘%h
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IR L RFT Y A gL e FI 0 AP TR AF T BRAT

B S F A% WE R PER € B EL » P EBFMRE > H el v BFEFE 4 F

B TAL G RR RB R R B A LRGP R e R

B B oena 4 o A A HEMOT 63 THBIRARDEIRL I Z e

\-}E‘

B (Jones & Pittman, 1982; Nguyen et al., 2008; Roberts, 2005; Turnley & Bolino, 2001) > £
PR EREL B R R hp A AR K RS EEMHRE 28 BT e B
4 B 7T > Uitdewilligen (2005)%F 3 > B+ B BERenp A LR Lo 2 4
RArffena 4 3= & s 4ph (r=.25p<.05)> @ Nguyen & % (2008)cr#= 3 # Rldp i
BB R BRI B AR p AR ﬁ\“*#&‘iii‘%\g gt }Zt 4E€en

BT (r=30,p<.0l)c > Fit s A7 HDBEXRLT

BRO: FRH P ALRKENER §EEL » P IV M bl » BEEFE 4 F

l—"'JFB_J lﬁri?\?/' ﬁ\uxﬂ,\,@/\ %8 E 5;44;_ 7 \F‘Q_fg;ﬂiﬁﬁ&mﬂ % o fﬁ'}
EEH B SR D g Fl 245 % (Bolino & Turnley, 1999) « & & At § 3L lp I (TR
B F AR ERBRGBER G CASEPHARNA LS FE AL Fud
BEizz b ~Gh 3% 2R GEFLVREREs S AHYRG TBESR A
A& G AR B IUE R W S M ORLE  (Roberts, 2005) 0 T3S $ o HB] R

B 4 B (Garcia-Prieto et al., 2007) - § 47 7 ¢ - Turnley £ Bolino (2001)4p 41 B Fj = f

Yl

ErablER R A2 ARZIE TEF 251 > A Rozell 2 Gundersen (2003)
» ’a‘fiﬁlﬁll‘?éﬁ%@ﬁ FHT G g WG EF > Bl e TR (Ao 0 BIFRAR

PR RS R ARE o EEFL P AT R LT REX

B 7Y bFE g\aimﬁi)ﬁgwsﬁﬁ@%‘,?ﬂ BMink o Bl v BEER 4 F
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o~ BBER S R G a BB R T 2§k

BARAMA Y BIEFR S B EFFFSEE A PIHEHRDIF > @ EL T

¢ (Kelly & Barsade, 2001; Walter & Bruch, 2008) > e %5 #7 3 v X B i B} R 4§
L FE g A4 B fiic® (Spoor & Kelly, 2004) » 2 2 B[} 3 i g £ 2 733 &
- ® B e ¥ chi 42 (Ashkanasy, 2003) o & Ak € FLF IR cPELELS ~ o S B FRAF o0
Fiv & R EFaLE T BEES S R ABBEY R IR RE A S| X3
FRMAGES i ea s f HBE ok > 2% - 8t A2 (Kessler &
Hollbach, 2005; Kessler & Mummendey, 2002) » F]p* » 27 fpt ] & ¢ Buid € 3Lk

G FBEA T/ e B R 4 B sl o

AL € SRIP ILh LB 1 A E B D v R B A JHEMORLE 2 B R R
HBE > BApE £ & > (Reicher, 1982) @ § B A S # g B3 5 BHEHMP? > Y AR
i 2 4eAk € 3k PF (social bonds) c B A € SAEDIE e TR FRRE B AYH
PER LR oA 2 B el e R 4_,‘56E§ig4\: - RS | il 4 2| ¢ T
PR A ARG FR Sy (RS R HENORLR R AT B
A2 A 2 BARR D B R SS%  T)F  w hiETk (Garcia-Prieto et al., 2007; Kessler &
Hollbach, 2005) - #* *t » Spoor ¥ Kelly (2004)p]3% 5 B Fp 8- B4F 7 (© 0¥ = > 5
LR L AFEEOY B ER AT BRA RO R BER el B 4 snehE
oy BRI RS FIFF 2 R g L RLI P PR leh & 3430 4

i A S R E S W Rl §ARL S S RN r I SR s B D)
{H=7LeOBEHEE 4 B o Walter &2 Bruch (2008) 77 45 41§ Bl ™ L # R 4 B
RN R AR TS S EaR BRSNS A L R R A AR B
BRLFEREOE TR SR P L0 MFL - VFaR G RLFELERD C P e i
Rofe (ho i APl B b~ S Rgle RIS £ 8) 0 2 g UM H 8 3 aff g

i BAE T BEEP OL e R R 4 (Bartel & Saavedra, 2000; Neumann & Strack,

Wa

2000)’rﬁiﬁiﬂé")ﬁ@@%’%)&fi%}o@]ﬁt, j;t VK 4o o
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B 8 f s BEFRELE A e MIEHS S R AL B eR

3D

BRI et e BRFRE S FEEHHr » B FRE S FIRFE T 4ph

EoBIRER A BFApE B R AT & dhiEay o2 b SR E o R
4% 8 (George & King, 2007; Rhee, 2007) ik At § oo Loh crpLEE - ¥ MY B < Ileh
ol R KA T B PHERR D AT E " REEMaLE (Garcia-Prieto
etal,2007); & BFf = B ¥ FH R ol % M > L EMET SR A 3 T & Pl
AT RN REBESR AR R4 A EY R $ 2 8 (Lawler,
2007) > £ 4 BB B BRI e ROEE o BA 4T f e @R E
B 4 B (Philips & Lount, 2007) = ¢~ *t » Hareli £ Rafaeli (in press)# ! s/ b 75 % H05°
Bl riAk ¢ B 8838 4% (social influence theory)spLghf2 ff B A B chfi gk fi4ofm B2 81 &
¢4 ¥ 5 # o Hareli &2 Rafaeli 335 > § RPN 25 f o iFR 4 Fpr> € @ B~ A%
T AL TR FR S f G h Brechd £ A T o A EBIIRS | RPC & D
F5 (riARw - ~Fude~ 4 12 2 2 BR)UFR - AL ¢ F 3 (Felp, Mitchell, & Byington,
2006); @ E R EF B BiEE SR Bl ER R 2R LR EIRG PR
HEfdegn {RAEARGY RO G FREALE B v BIEEE S

Blenfath o siF EAL € P B R IR g AP TR N T IR
BR10: & f PRREBEFOf »BREFR 4 B € A2 6 L%

BRI whehf v BiGphE s REEH i » BIEEE s RIFLL AP

PR ¥ #1254 B EE (Weiss & Cropanzano, 1996) » B A &1 187kt @ #7318
Sling 5 g BB RS MR B A B R R D

BLELE® N ERY > BB AR R SEOTE R 8 VB R R L PRk

233k B (Ashkanasy, 2003) i&m B EBE RS FaoT X R EFE - HFT A S

=
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L L A ANE PR Es T HBAG N ERB AR DT R G TR
At e fFR F 2o e R ER e AL FPRERPRE OHBAZL RS DT
g e B A hf e g (Fisher, 2000) « 382 F7 7 5305 0 B/f » R ¥ EH AP
FRF R s B8 7 ¥4 (Mignonac & Herrbach, 2004; Miner, Glomb, & Hulin,
2005)  BARKE e EFEZEINFRFE B FPRFEITFFI DL AFTHT R - O

FELFAMETRRBABMIGEPN A EH %o 2o E 2B A TR ARR P
el B pen (Taylor, 1991) 0 #iE2F7F 3G v R FEAHAET L2 FRE 2 > H
FER B nlE Rk B S+ (Bowling et al., 2005; Felps et al., 2006; Pirola-Merlo et
al., 2002) - @ ¢ #F~ 3 ¥ > Mignonac ¥ Herrbach (2004)% I w T F 282 2 B 4

s o f o R E 2 f’l BB ADE e St L ERABA L o F

S %pmw EH e R gli@g fg_&é"ré,]—ﬁl]!z;:r%—}é;i)ﬁ]ﬁjéio

B2 A BERFLGRFA i v Fp T to i BRFRs IFT T 4pH

B b Miner % 4 (2005)4 I f b R F 4B Lo OB PR EF L L 5 fEL

|

TE A e FRERREE A I R L HY B A S s B

2L PR ERPRPRA L e FR T R SR PRSP Y L

B4R L7 aBESEREEES FOd LR ebldo folfREEahEFd 7§
FEAEFP A SR fﬁ‘ﬁﬁ??ﬁ%éllfﬁ]'}i—’f mRARESST RS FIBGERS A
Bk oA R ET e T4 Bk 5 A2 (Garcia-Prieto et al., 2007; Kessler &
Hollbach, 2005) > & 2. » Ff R FE RS B f » TR 3 Ba@pEe 4 > f %
FRELT R E§IFFRF 2 H > (B KA B B4 KR (Felps et al,

2006; Hareli & Rafaeli, in press)> m & Jn & Tt f o R 4 BB g '8 M58 a3
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Fogmsitl foBFER S BaEkeal e R EE ol 2 IFRAE S 2
fRAR A~ A F A B OF TR )FEGERE 4 Bl gl S g R

F oA A AR o Tt AT R 40T

Bk 18 s BRERBEFL D SRR EE S fRB TN s BREE§ F2 G

e B 4 B GT 4p Al

Bk 14 2l BpRAREFFLI AT EEE g f v BIFTE 4 FELY

foo BIFRERE A BT Ap

I~ EREE 4 B B %nF % Mk
(=) &~ fo BIRFR 5 FIH B e 3P

AT FRA e MIEHRE 4 FE B RAG HE a0 FEES R TR G
TR s FoBGY O XA RFIZAEE SR e TRE L nEHINLE B s
5 F RIRER -F IR ek (mood-as-information; Schwarz & Clore, 2003) » 5.5 |
T iR BB S R ARSTI AP G R AR S REY DT AL
MRS FENRE AR FEERLS S P LB R R A
Flet v g i ihg d) (George & King, 2007; Grawitch et al., 2003) - George (1995)%
Gibson £ Earley (2007)7 45 ! § BFf At & o fF R 4 Flepk 67 2 A € £ 1 » e
Worg d o 75w BAes Gy DB R 4 2 F ke B AP RR
LF PR R TIRLPEB A R R RS Ei s U JRFIEL (George & Brief,
1992) » & 4 i BIFeng s Pl { ek o ARG a0 FAF (40 George, 1995;

Mason & Griffin, 2005) » % $* %o ST 7 K30 - FRYCE T » BIFER 4 B

2RISR R R e BIFHR 5 RE B e B ahF R B G A
WAk I A LB AT T AR Ak * CLPA R § ke 0 & o B R 4 B4 BF

Faximg oo i o ddk VB AT
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B 15wt v BIFHFRE 4 FIHED ABFEE»FF o B X

Y- 2 FE-FTAEGOEE Y o [ o BEHE 4 B GERGE Sk
4 3 F e e (George & King, 2007; George & Zhou, 2007) © & = B £ st f v B IR R
§EF OB G HIRR TR R NfRE (b R nE e R T

FORAE) F AR G EGR BE TR F R Fi P v M
iR A RALE A Ten: TS R e A 0 2 e
> & TP~ { F ey 4 ik B IR e 2 (Kaufmann, 2003; Philips & Lount, 2007,
Syetal.,2005)c &5 ® > Sy &4 (005)FILf » BIFIFR 4 FlE = f 3 r a4

BEEIAAM (r=21~24) 7R § » BIREE 4 B2 BIGS2nl 5385 -

BAFR-FTARZGEET T2 v o BBFHFR 4 BT SR FHT D
Foff s AR o sk a HEBIF S vk A RTES ) s 0 RIRG e Lﬁ%«’ R E PRl e
e BIFEE 4 FlE BIpE canbl o & AR RS AR 4 Bl ~ #5579 4o kil |
Wk o A e B RE S RS RGBS M RoPy S FEMAR DY R (b0
Kaufmann, 2003; Philips & Lount, 2007) » & & & #p|:8 H & B} § »xehf % (40 @ Sy et
al., 2005) « & R G F EAGRIRT o AF L R RER O f o BRERE 4 B

FYOOLTEREE AL - B E S B RS B koo
(=) MEgraHr ~ f » BIEERE 4§ Flapd

Kelly &2 Spoor (2006) 4% & {4 % & 45 1> B2 2R3 87 4 H 3 BIR R 4 B
BRGFE T Gl o R A Y < 52 PO #53 (input-process-out) 2 H i
(single-loop) HELEEFF 33+ — B % (4o @ George, 1995; Rhee, 2006) » £ v 7 B [ e »cdF
Beo PRI T - BRESBBENE A B o ABRGFEE TOERT > Bl
P A M HE-€ AR T - BIFERBIRE (FpF e ~ (input) 0 T REAE B R 3 Bl

BB R - § B A5 e A WS [ 7 i PP A R OB S (77 2
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B EH (G RR T RARRIF B CAFEDI e D BT A
Birr > BF 2B EE 2 FY 4 (Kelly & Barsade, 2001; Kelly & Spoor, 2007,
Reicher, 1982) « £ 2. » Z B[f chh »ch EpF > & B B 7 & 40182 cha P £ Flim de -
4 DB R G TR R P A % fREFO AEHE e AR AL R
SR E e i DB ERIFT SEA o B AR ) s i A {10 B
i iR 4 B (Kelly & Barsade, 2001; Kelly & Spoor, 2006) o 3t F i » 70 #p et ~ §

v EEER S BT G B REY B e L Aw B E aehiE Ry TR EENE

PRI 4 B avi b 0 so AT H 40T BREK

B 16 m i B S s » BIEFR 4 Bl & e @

BX 17 mnh cnBp S e P anf o BEFRE 4 BlG f o @
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- SFLEE
Fr- #7324 Fg1r vl i~ s o BpFHEL e g g

Kt AFBEFHRF > e BPERTE AR - P - 2% TR w7 o

1y R
. E®L G AL
Ful 4 o f
I~ H1~H3
T AR s A
e BERERE 4 F
oF Wiy g5 H4 > ia:ig‘,,g
o Aa feBREREs
Nl X-E N
. _Ll"’b ﬁ\“é
BIEE K vE

M1 Ff %

N FErHRAEERAER

BT - A G o AR ENE D A P AERBEGERIAT A (5
EREEESAR > B ABITs) o d WEES A F LA TEREI TN - LB R
i F iR B | T X RPN DAER G B A p NI D
& (Syetal,2005)c gt et > 3T & kg R ERF A eldp A FRBERL RS
(4- : DeRue, Hollenbeck, Johnson, Ilgen, & Jundt, 2008; DeRue & Morgeson, 2007,
Kristof-Brown, Barrick, & Stevens, 2005; Langfred, 2004 %) > & d »* & 12 8 4p 3030 3
SefE o R R BE A E G 0 R E A S R P b R
Bo B RELITEHR P AEDA{ERES BB VBKREECHABERT 2

?Fﬁ‘j/r’é"’ F‘t}’ B4 AT j\ﬁgm '}7Ti—§ FlQH’;’:‘FWmﬁ‘%/P Fév—'— ﬁ%ﬁii’f@”} i)i, % Eﬂmﬁ
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R R L L R AR VERR S L 2

WY REOPE el KM B BETRAY L P SBRER 4 B R o 8 e
BFH - RV R BERE NI B IEER) > EFE D A ER S IO 4 B
e TtRA BFEEER ﬁ #rap 2 e [ A G7 i 1+ | (sample relevance; Sackett & Larson,

1990) -

BAT Y - 0 AT R0 E 101 BRI HRA (P 8 F YA £d 523 B

9%
&
=
,?
.J—
,,m

590%) F BEFD 359 BA L (Tiofcs 5.64 4 > REE
2 OL77) 0 LW B Ed KFAS - S gkmired s - BRIFOS R B 7 -
TLFEIEHR  d FRFAS BRI gREBGFFE G R38R § - T3
FRPEI AR ANAE URPERS DT I EEE ARG ESE > B R LR
KEFog BB A EC FEAHRBE O FEFFLEARF LA B EE 2 50 1

I3 ApeEm (Fle o B s H e s A kR T C BFER R I kp 2

et
2

i) 2 7 R F XN BERARER  LRGFLDHZTHFEARBENF

SRR DB SRS % o

ATE RRFES - B0 (T T o R P EBELD S LR kT BRatheE
F)OFEBRMBLARAEER L B R A2 FETH ot AR B KTER
if’ipiﬂ%%@%$ﬁ¢£$@—ﬁm’%Ewﬁﬁ&mmaﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁwﬂ

) TR Ao B R R FRE 0 R B R AT P DBIES B ART

SR T s Bk (R BREE § ) o il AL T R A e S

HEE Y R % A ARG A RERARE T MR A S R T AR S s SRR e 0 B
T FLT A FgEOT p%ﬁi‘uﬁi 40 (el REE R 3 B B IR T A % )(Abrams, Hogg, Hinkle, &
Otten, 2005; van Knippenberg & Schippers, 2007) » @ it § 2 E PP % > T BiES A F k3 72 4p
o R & B R ?"%ﬁ"lﬁ Ea e o T g B R H B RLe 2R (Abrams et al.,
2005)c Fpt 0 AFFEF EBGFESE-F PRBFSAR I IEE (T =120 ET
1—' ’ ft’%iuiiﬂgw}ba 4 o

7 % Allen - Stanley ~ Williams £ Ross (2007):0%= 7 ¢ ¥ dp o l_t%zc HEF S A MR B v e
FAE100%pF > R BFF G KBRS At hE Fock o AT e e 101 BRBKP - 2 B}
e g F 8% 5 60% (¢ 35 60 B B P E_100%5w Je F ~ 30 B B v e 3 45 80%~100%2 B » & 11
B /13t 60%~80%2- ) » Bl M 2 v s 5 90% > 82 AE 100% k8> e 3k & BT AT 7 B 5 DR
B KA KE

23



TREBARE S E SR ARET (et ETETSFR R R -
Fr-thAx 101 BEMR (523 4)> HF Lo wl i 0§ 4 44% -~ 4~ 4 56% > L
BEdr s 2038 K (RFZ 5 1.58) % & BIFf i3 - P aidsm = e 3545 172 (3

WE D 84) A LB LB - P TIF 12 I B g o

ZREFERRBETHEES

AETRY2ZFTIE B REREBBFTREE R A HEP AT o ¥
o B3R reg BARIERRF 0 A7 %7 James ¥ 4 (1984)r2 2 LeBreton ~ Senter (2008)
gut ko PR S TAR2 #1323 & fe (uniform distribution) ~ = 4 & fie (triangular
distribution))? % i f& ~ fiz. (skewed distribution) T 32 B8 1y, B P e LT

’f r‘]]}}‘;m’é’\ﬁo#grﬁf ngl/:ﬁ";%—:i °
(—) BEEE 3 F

P HoenfTE £ Watson ~ Clark ¥ Tellegen (1988):720 42 § + = {# (PANAS)
B (2 foettt 10305 e - AF TR EF T RAT - GEp o BB
PR Flea ik s > X S BER B (I=22 4 dEilest iy ~ 5= R 7)) - sgte 0 £
el ] S| DR A it T ISR B S ) S BRI A B es e & e PR A )
AR CTREED S BE O BF s FES S g Reh ) oA e g4 Bl
PAL S T s 3 & i forE'-’”‘ PR Eg i & o v o< i £ 9 Cronbach’s

Alpha & % .89 @ f w . & % 1 Cronbach’s Alpha &R % .84 -

P AR F S Sy & 4 (2005)507 543 E oy B ICC itk RS RS
- RPEARE o Lo BIFFR A FlhTiorn, 58 n,, B¢ =#ka bl 13595 4 p .93
/94~ z ket 86/ 87 Wi A e .76/ .82 @ f oo MR 4 BT 3, B2,
B EAW L Y AR 96/ .98 = & A4F 89/ .97~ A F .90/ .96 I

B R 4 B hICC(1)NICCQR)EA B 5 13~47 @ f » BEEER 4 F:HICC(1)-ICC(2)
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EA B G 16530 gkt ANOVA A 4575 dndh > b~ f o BIER 4 BanF Es 3
1.89~2.10 (allps<.01)> 87 L MIEP FEF 7 R 5 Blens o » BRFR 4 Blohed
FRAFEFLA N ENRE o

() #8 - BugRT R S A

PR EpA R hER S At AT L BN SR &R L (standard

deviation) 4 #cid = 45t (Bedeian & Mossholder, 2000) o fft ] § A it 3RG> > d 3% 47 W]

ETIRN

%71 > w2 Blau (1977) 0B B & Fitdafhte 7R > H 250
(1- Ypi®)

B UMY T Taenen] (det A A p RGBSR kL e

Wl s o e E A T2 AT LN Ak ko

AETHR S AN AF L A EBES A TRE FRERE
® ’—iﬁpf'gﬁj‘ll};ﬁf’éri ﬁ;—g \];?Z]%‘.f’\ ggi-\g;jfg" ‘—%ﬁ’ﬁ‘?? VES AP
FER AT B3 I 2R D E FrR s FsE o d A0 Rl BN RE
FeA AT 70 Blau (1977) 08 Fiddp e i grg ok B m @2 AT S HTH R 5

i fce P gtk s Bl E > R ABREN E BB KT TR A RARS
(2) i M E e

SRR R TR MR S 2R > AT 44 Mael 22 Ashforth (1992)

g

S AR A 4R o d 4 Mael £ Ashforth shh 48 42 78 T m L | o
R ERAFL RSB LR o T o B A B B A P ko BLE PRendy
g m i T AT G BELTIAGARDE C BFEEBRGES R 0 KE T 5
FRefzk Ay ez R 1E o bl T E BEGERERAR D g L u

g T AR R A REEG R G B PLR T E BRI ERED §

AR S T ERBRERF g RE L DEAR T T B R (1= 2
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¥TAR & ~5= 2% F &) ¢ & %2 Cronbach’s Alpha & 5 .79 -

TR BRR R T, B8, E7 AN G B3 LR 85/93 2 &40
fie @ .81/.90 ~ iy i A fie 75/ .85 @ H ICC(1) ~ ICCQ2)E» = 5 .03 % .14 (F=.86,p
>.10) o B AR R B2 ry EH T HEF > 2 ICC(1) N ICCQ)E A & > 4 ot - Fleehle
FARZ S (ot T3E s 310 HELR L 20 & & BFFRE X I DB Gt
$ 7 )0 & > Bliese (2000)4; 1 » ICC(1) & ¥ 4R 5 £ o & F 4 5 & g o — BIF &

2

R ek £ (effect-size) < /| hdp ik > @ LeBreton £ Senter (2008)R]z% 5% » ICC(1)

B 01 FALL Dl dmch £ 1057 5558 4 2554 dvck £ T ICC() &
A3 3P Sk 8 (4ot 01~ 102 ) A A B g ¥ 0 ¢ X P @Y > enf

Fo ot A Het BT 0T M S A LAk

# ?b > LeBreton ¥2 Senter (2008) % 23k > e X|¥TR A T &4 BT 57 B A =
2% e PR § B henlicdy s 7 7 @44 ICC(1)~ICC(2) i ehdp #5 T i2 ICC (1) »
ICCQ2Q)iEws 1> e B & F EHihr,d (%30.70)> M & k- B v 50 - $i
PFE G B R- KM T RT3 BIFA =~ T4 kALY B o A3 i?iﬁmjﬁ

HBER O AR RH - Rl R TI0T B S T S F SRR

(2) $fedgn

SHEBEAR AT FERY K EF TR R R ARG ORE ) AT RGeS
- FRBoFENARE AE-BP FEEGEI SR TR RN R F IR | b E

E ool ANEF P

\\?‘;r
ﬁt
T
ﬁm
L
P

M R ey $F 5 T BT - e m T B

R TEMR TAGE L o b R iR AL R A A (S

1. ¥0& K& ¢ 5§78 o — Wk > 247 7 iE B~ Turnley £ Bolino (2001) =2 JE 4878 4o
R GAEAT CTHFE B B oo R PR TR AT JTE B

%’}f—"—’ IFL”"nm,\a- rﬁ;g'ut!lbg\'ﬁmlﬁ’(i/r ’il:lfs’%]al:{f LJ—:/J:—?:::’
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B Rz Likert 5 B2 Y (1= 24¥ 2 kL 5=224FR)- L E42

Cronbach’s Alpha & 5 .81 -

2. pAEAREE LSRN - Kk AFFF 7 iE P Turnley ¥ Bolino (2001) e 48
IS Um0 GIAEAeT (TR BB ERfRina] aedE TR EuBIEL R
fRinE g b g T RFRAC SR o RAEBEEY DR e X T
B> A Likert5 g BHEE (1= 224 2 F R 5= 224 F &) #* £ 4 2 Cronbach’s

Alpha &% .76 -

3. B# Kt ! AF7 3 iE# Turnley ¥ Bolino (2001)¢07 254838 2 frg M — Rk o 48
Bep THEASRARZF R A A G F A i T EEL R BEEH -
qFLFIEGE O RE AR IR R TR p AR S ESE o R B PR
Flinenidd ) %> F B o Likert S8 REE (1=2¥2FZL 5= 249 F

%) ¥ & % 2 Cronbach’s Alpha & 5 .77 -

4, BFKeg 1t - Xk enfFE 4558 7~ £3E P~ p Turnley £2 Bolino (2001)4838 > £ &
y
I HiEeT (TR Z RS o WERE IR e A R T BE

HrReirias F380E NELRA DT BE g1 1 s SR anis A frenl v b 7

F_

phpt s uEFH AR F , F o T EES R 4 Likert 53 REE (1= 22473 F

0 224 F &) s £ % 2 Cronbach’s Alpha & 3 .82 °

5. *eE vt 1 A7 7 iE B~ Turnley £ Bolino (2001)s17 {84858 » 1278 ot — Kok o>

PR TEERIP O S GRA R R R e pha T T a4 s

—=

PR P EAT S PR R NN A TR o BUNISVETE IR S E T e
SRk %0 X BB AR Likert S8 REE (1= 2¥ 2L 5= 2

¥ I 2) > ¢t 8 % 2 Cronbach’s Alpha & 8] 5 .78 o

Bofsod AR AR BB B LRk A Bt B T BIRA v L3 E 2R

BEF AR Ok AR (T3 n B8 ICCH i) MHRARBIG | B RE % 3

i
s
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- REAZR o H P o owm Z R E R TER R R o m E RE kS 8 v RS
AT RE e MDE P AR S GRE R DT ry B oy B A B G B3 A
fe : .90 / .94~ 87/ 93~ 91/ 93 ; = &~ pe : .87/ .90 ~ .78/ .89 ~ .83/ .90 ; ik fx &
fe .80/ .87~ .72/ .84 ~ .75/ .86 ; @ £ ICC(1) ~ ICCQ2) &R A %] 5 :.09/.37 ~.10/.36 » 12
% 11/.40° ¢+ ?t > ANOVA #4773 > 208 ~ p S L3R~ Gl R e F g A b s 1.40 ~
150~ 1.53 (all ps < .05)» S A& P = R EEIEF BRDEPN - K2 P H o PR
BEAep Bl o 2N ERESHER G DT 5, BE 1y B9 ek B 5 1393
Ape: .86/.90~ .89/ .91 ; = & Afe t 76/ .84~ 74/ 84 ; thiL A fe : .70/.76 ~ 71/.79 >

A # ICC(1)~ICCQ) & B 4 %] 5 :.08/ .27 ¥ .16/.53>F &R 5 1.35 £ 2.00 (all ps < .05)
(1) Plﬁggp:up\':'

PO E R Rk E BrradE R 0 A7 3 %% Cameron (2004) sk £ £
e HFR > K &35 12 BAEIE o GIREEFE T A cH B AR 3 S AR e 3 TR
fed s B R el TN 2 TR B RF, £- 24pg £ D
FOTERMAR OARFELNALZEFEGEAS- f o TAFLEFEI 2 BE
R(Fed) ~TAE 2 FHEp e LB - 33 (Fedl), £ TFEBFR

v Likert 6 ZE2 B4e Mg E (1 = 22%¥ 2 F & > 6 = 224 F &) > Cronbach’s Alpha &

o83 ptet s HHMFOFE R R E LA A R E LR (7 Likert 6 3% &
LA R D S B R) BTG B SR e R 0 AL R

£ 4% (Liden & Maslyn, 1998) -

ARG AR A REEEMRE Ak TIEARR (TR n 2 ICCHE) £
b Tk L BIRE A fio o HAMGRE hT 0 g, B8 g, B9 A WL 35 A
Fe.90/.93~= & Afe: .83/ .91~ LA e :.81/.90> @ 3 ICC(1)~ICCQ) & A & & .25
565 (F=233,p<.001) st ?h s ANOVA A 54 3 o ¥4l 0 F & 5 2.33 (p<.001)

Bor A EGES MR L Ep PR e R
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(=) HA %A

WAL 5 2 AT T AR LR F Bl o F Ao AT 4
- gl-ALdf ) 2o 0 EA LGNS R ARET DS AT R P ERGE T
g1 3 § (Barrick, Stewart, Neubert, & Mount, 1998) ; ¥ ¢ » A& B} § = it 2 /,?J%“ 3
N AFEFBEFEAREE S b B E T35 R - 4] (4o @ Barrick et al,,
1998; Bedeian & Mossholder, 2000) » ¢ ¢k > 3L 3+ FRBp > | chT 2% w iy
SEFHETRE ~B B f v BREEFRE 4 Bl (Fad- k2 < -2008; George,
1996; George & Brief, 1992) « F]4t » Ay R P EBIF Lt A BB T A 2R S
Tiafe R > T Ao drd] o 2FF 7 Gosling ~ Rentfrow ¥2 Swann (2003) & 5% A& “h
Boai s FErEd (L0 BRALGEE) £00 7T B ARPA (1= 22 FR 7=
PR blAAe st ans S a A Dbl SERITE e A THET (F

@3t A) )0 pt 8 % 2 Cronbach’s Alpha & A W 5 .77 & .60° -

Po Sfpdl T AAegt BRAHBERFREI AV (CF A7 i A
BlFj e s e 3 4R 3 A FMP FRgE) 0 AT R - KA B B S
R e 2 A REMRRE DT (do: F00 100 4 5554 3K G HEES R o
BEV U SLm2[0= 2238 E 100 =2£F R E]) (THdks: 7292 81 %
14.98) > ii»sc,rzg-m%jaﬁﬁ A THSR L 26 B R3 oSy ¥ B8
AR 282 BIg R 4 Bl (Bartel & Saavedra, 2000) 0 F] b A #7375 3-8 Fx
>R - PRI B SRR (T35S 172 B LS 84) o ks AR

z‘*ﬁ&—&?\?ﬂg\“é" 2RO R e S ERIIEE o T

8 Cortina (1993) % o £ % Alpha £ 03 MBI 38 B AP hlic ~ 38R 8cp > M2 35 =& 1‘#.6. H
Gle AR OABRBFTEL CMAMERY 3 RIPM (1=.61,.44) 2395 B - {5 - %2 Alpha
Bk 2 F] o T AR A A R T AE 0 AR S 0 KA o b Gosling £ 4 g 0 BRR &
{35 1 RE0T Alpha 77 i S (b9 1Bz S 2 Alpha R4 W 5 68 2173 5 2 AFT T chik % Ap
iT) fe B foaerc & (convergent validity)iig % frac 2 # s 7 < A RAFFE & (7 :John ¥ Srivastava [1999]
1 Big-Five inventory) & .3 R ApM (L32r="07>FF =) f& 2 2 LmF L HEFT I E A REF P
ot B ARSI AR DT R 0 B RV BEEP TR FE I omE -

o 7 jq"-ﬁ;é?—%f#ﬂ s B~ BB (2ol 4 (attachment)» ¥ it B2 fi@*‘ﬂ}.ﬁ k0352 (Cameron, 2004;
Ellemers et al., 1999) » 22X #7= = ch@Ff > & | B enfd Gl BARR VT LR LAy PEHEST 2 A3
BATR | o] o g “,f L T A
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T g,b’i-,g,\s}ﬁ-% =

- g BFEHBPFRGEETRE S FAZ DR o AL AR RSITER

e»i

%1+ %1% £ 47 (confirmatory factor analysis, CFA):& 7 & 4 1 £ ehif ~ 2R % 5
o 5 A ?—fl%c I?.li’]r:,\. Iﬁ]]‘f\/%]"’7 7311 ’ i—gg“fﬂ‘ nglE‘ ICC IE’ m“—'—t{ ) ’|~}r ?,fl

i B o BT S B S

il o 8 W EAIIE R REE S B P YME S BRI G KL AR
BT (¥Rakrc 0 2003; Bollen, 1989) » qx A7 7 % #% 14 LISREL #r#¥ & 7 52 /S &
17 (path-analysis) » " &AL K 1-7 £ F &2 o A7 Rl Pl (1) = | &/
Bol/HTEFR A0 R BFERRS 2 B G E@IREFR A B 22
HRE M G Q) HHREEE s f e BRERE S Bl 2 (3) FHRkE AT
A A F e f e BHER A B % @4) A5 L L Sobel #
(Sobel, 1982)#k A= f #d/Mu/HTHF R F A s wfBMEFHL Ao

Ko B3 S EHMRE OT R > s B ~ e BEER S B -

BEFIR SRS

FRHEFTER SO RAE > AT BT RY B R R FH
R f e BRSOl B e FRESE TR A R mp
Hd (v BERRL T ARG FHRRFED e R4 F)
efe i R Ap ks y/df =1.13 (2017/1793) ~ GFI = .90 ~ CFI = .97 ~ NFI = .96 ~ SRMR
=050 K} B LB AT rE R AR (de 1 Mdf & -] >t 3~ GFI ~ CFI £ NFI
B &+ .90 ~ SRMR & J& ] *+.08; Browne & Cudeck, 1993; Joreskog & Sorbom,
1989) o g ¢t > “f TAFETRINPEGHE G AF LR L e e R

BREAS PERAFRE TS E/Ad RAE GFL A 1 2352) & A5G g

Vg B A R S s BRI R T KBTI

30



Fe Rl > dod 1991 o d £ 1740 B - o 2 i e Rg ok 2§ o7
RO > A RGN e g 2 G R R R A T o R 2/ d R
AP BN AL 24 e HAEF RS R (A = 6420 Adf = 15; p

<muﬁAﬁafﬁ(Afzﬁmﬁme&p<omygwMﬁg@@{ragﬁo

21 23 HRBEEFELAFEZE LR GRAHE
PYALE CEa i s df x/df A GFI CFI NFI SRMR
L H - s st 6506 1829 3.56 - 71 72 59 .08
2. = %{&\i sl 2659 1808 1.47 -3847 .86 95 7 .05
3.~ ﬁ&\i sl 2549 1801 1.42 -3957 .86 95 .78 .05
4. 4 T?ﬁz Bt 2017 1793 1.13 -4489 .90 .97 .96 .04

Rl E LR AP H - e st lea F
P20 H - g B 2 AR A YR - e S S R SR AR e R A RS AR G
wwwa‘u’x EE (R AR MRS B AR e BIERR 4 FE MR G A 0 @
’}#‘Eﬂ ﬁt;}\‘ E] j‘ﬁﬁ :JF% 551«:@1%3—4\‘ °
plob s 2 R REIE 2w A 5 B (composite reliability)3= 4 3t 78 - 85 B 0 & 3t
Fornell #2 Larcker (1981)if3% 2. .60 sk 2 » H =t » 2 Sfe2 T 355 B 34 P~(average

variance extracted) /i >+ .52 -.61 & » 7~ 5+ 3t Fornell ¥2 Larcker i 3% e .50 ek & »

REATT2ZEEE G VP IS & F (Bagozzi, Yi, & Phillips, 1991) -

MB

LREF R n ki

Fh - b R kot B M e T T A 25 o0 A 2T v A f e
M Yo 5 e Ap T BBEERE A B EFLAM (r=.23~.23,allps <.05) > @
AHEEFTE s BREGELSHE LGS el v BIEFR S B HEFLAME (r=.24 ~ 32,

allps < .05) AP T EH B FERFEOTH D e I B R AL o pt b B R
ERLALTHAR Ao ERREFIRE M (r=-30~-46,allps < .01)> @ = §
r\_—-ﬁf m]ﬁ“‘j\ﬁ&%é_ N 1»;7& ﬁ\gx N E EE Iﬁ,ff\\l? pba»J—;s ﬁ\“x A b’a‘i’ﬁf'pwﬂ? o I % R % (I’

=21~ 47, allps < .05) > B ié » HMmE A BB Lo~ f » BIREFS 5 BERT - [ 4

M (r=42~-30,allps<.01)» B4 a % » SUF g M GlE & AT 2 58 o
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%‘ZP,L— R kA S el ﬁ?*pwﬁ&%@_l

£ 'S Tiog R#1 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 0 1 12 13 14 15 16 17 18
1. e Tia 4.49 21
2. H g Te 3.43 66 -15  (.60)
3. dhmp g A 1.40 48 01 -18  —

4. MEFS AL 110 52 .03 300 11—

50 2 RREMLR 7292 1498 .02 04 -11  -03 —

6. *f 3% 1.72 .84 11 06 01 03 kL L —

7. 8RR 2.27 32 -20% 18 01 07 .02 13 (.82

8. =k 1% 2.17 42 17 18 -06  -.08 .16 .03 20%  (.78)

9. ¥ 5 A .87 58 -.03 01 12 -08  -13  -13  -08 .14 —_

10. H%] % 23 21 22% 08 .10 .01 -19  -07  -24% _01 17 —_

. 5% 8 5~iv 31 29 A1 -08  -02 -04  -65%* -16  -11  -09 17 AIFE —

12. =R BFEEFHE 310 .20 10 -06  -19  -04 37 34%x 10 13 d0 -1 -13 0 (79)

13. #0g {nk 3.55 36 06 .17 06 .04  23* 07 .07 -03 -20% -03 -22* .04 (81)

14, p A &Kk 3.52 38 17 .05 01 04 32%% 07 -12 .09  -09 .02  -27% 18  55%% (.76)

15. B3 Wk 3.31 36 08 -16 11  -05 .19 .01 02 14 -09 .07 -14 02 28%F  39%k (77)

16. # 43k 4.38 44 3% 15 17 -0l STRE O 32%F _10 10 -30%F -05  -46%F 25%  36%F 47FF 21F (.83)

17. 2w R 3 B 2.80 36 23%  -22% -06 .06 .16 23** 04  -07 -17 14 -03 .19  20%  44%*  25%  42%% (.89)
18. f i3 B 1.41 28 -21%  25%  -09 04 -0l 01 24%  32%% 20% -19 .13 A8 -21% -7 100 -30%% - 15%  (.84)

g_‘r_ DR BT AR EEY  *p< .05, **p<.01 » N=101
T2 A RBOEEE R - > BHRER A PR m il L S R HAMRF S 6B R e B SRR L TR R
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SO HRRTEFTAES R

By - ARG s Rl Bl T ik AP iR (N =
101)~ ® gife 3 en gl 5 enein™ (&350 S8 4 %k R 9 BE %5
BV P 25 18 B R FE BT 17 (path-analysis)it 7 K B 0 @ * &
I (Maximum Likelihood)it 7 % #icende i » 3 i3 BB S B(C Z8E t @
BRI BERLTEFLF d APy AR TBAPF Y AP REALS L2 2
LR N ML SO s R ;.:crmf;%ﬁﬁ Hayduk (1987)cruE 3% > # ¥ - 2/ 7 %
B~ /DB EA T ARG (alternative models; # 32 % 27 4 S 4 S F e
FlEHN ) TV REBAF T E/pd BRL R R Rk 2 S

2

AP (FRA3)F A BREATDE R 22 ARG S R AGRE S /df

WM

=2.96 (86/29) ~ GF1 =91 ~ CFI =.85 ~ NFI = .84 ~ SRMR = .06 » & ¥& % X e raE IR
SR At (et y2/df -] *Y 3~ GFL~ CFI ## NFI & & = .90 ~ SRMR & /i /|
*+.08; Browne & Cudeck, 1993; Joreskog & Sorbom, 1989) » ~#* 3 2. CFI ¥ NFI &

WSRO ool SR B T o 2 - WS R A TR -

2,

R D BARAFET NG LA LIE RERISEEMIFE PEL ~ f v BN

R

B4F> CBMESRn; AR R RAENE R ERTGE > 7V A
HEE S e BBFHFR S B BEERLE 2 (Kessler & Hollbach, 2005;
Russell, 2003) » Flpt & 57§ Srplsgen® - B A 0 2 L0 D~ f oo WD 5

FlEa P A 8 @ BEHILR A R REC LRI -

BE o ARG AR EH A2 BRREER § B i (8
Bl R A AAE TR BV R R ERFER 4 B8 B R
AR R A B AR AR S R IR h T IR BB E R o
Azoeh 7n g o B JBEIBBEPN anr ~ f o R E (Nguyen et al, 2008;

Philips & Lount, 2007; Roberts, 2005) » ¢ -5 ¢ e » B f % ~ it~ F BFF
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LA g R EDBREERE 4 Bl BB T4t g (TR A
R)okts o d AP Ak - FRFRCE T SEOTHE D KB EF TR
TARR 2B 0 FEHRFRS SBES R o2 T P RE B B e
£z AT HBEERNT §FILIE S 5 FP o KR A x F &S 4R F RN
Ws EE BE A (T e BIFER S B SEEMRE o Eh PP

% Flenge

5‘\1}

CREE SN S S R RR N LAY ESANE 29 LR S Ly
FoowA B F e FRHGO ) o B G RGeS e 3

L3P - L ERENLgRA

2

B Rz B X df /df A GFI CFI NFI SRMR
o= 29 45t 85.87 28 3.07 — 91 .85 .84 .06
2. HRE A BY 4GS 8630 28 3.08 43 91 84 82 .08
30305 4 56.68 21 2.70 -29.19 94 91 .90 05
4. F o 5% S 101.08 46 2.20 15.02 88 82 76 .09
5. B r st 64.90 25 2.60 -20.97 93 90 88 .05

oA EEABr x> AN RS F

dA3Va FRABY AN gRES APAER R ARG RRp
PAHRN 2/ pd R L B R TERE LR (AY = 2919 Adf = T; p
< .005) RAP - FARAIEEFRYRIY AN S 3 AR v F R HN
Foood LA Eom R Y @ 8B F AN (4o 0 GFI~ CFI ~ NFI % &3904

F P rE &P 0 wIF A 1 30 A R e Y

B odtEagl Al e BIFTR 4 FloE &S - M2 o BIFF R
L wE KR ARG o BRERE 4 Bl BREHAZHEF R A
By EE R e RS “f » FL A “f S enRTHVE IR Y ANt 2 E/pd
BER o F 3 a R lr 0 TRATH O P FERS MY AN AEER
AR (R /D R LB R AEMERE A =822 Adf = 4 p
>.05) » w0 | A ikend £ (parsimony) o AAT §E A G w BEEIT 1S 60AT

WAL AT B OEGY  BRNgmRA I AZ Y (T FRAHGNT) e
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FrEf o BEEFEs RIETREFE M B

AL Hagt AT

BRI P Nk

2 B I3FFH > B A e PR s 7 FF A ¢ 5Ef

B o

R EEMRE A R e RBEFR AR o d B2F o B AR KT
%

FRRAEF L MG (8=-22--33,allps<.05) 5 @ HHR

S22, p < .05 BE AT 2T

F
ot eh > Sobel EAGEETFIR BRI AN I RTFF I AN ERFEESE

-

MMk A RD f e RS B (Z=1.972.01, all ps<.05)c e AF T 2 X

2R 3B AH I AR 25

™

cd AT S A BRI B AR TR T

-.22%

- 34

g BIREE 4 B

3
)v ¥ a8 jng_’ . * b4 =7
o By R 19 > %i%g 2o,
. 19F ,
EURPAE G E 22% N
25% ’,, ]ﬁ] , ra‘_ \, %] /II
i S 37 & R 4 D
B R -
.7 -.05
WS S

B2 BREFATES

1 p<0;*p<.05;**p<.01; N=101 > GFI=.93, CFI=.90, NFI =.88, SRMR = .05
S0 AR L AR B RS B A 4
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BFAIRF LR RAET 2 MG

il las) £ LS g t &

T o E ST e BIEER 4 F .10 1.10
e i At I BIEEFR A F -.11 -1.30
HEFTERE ST BIF TR 5 F -34%% -3.71
HEF At ke BBEERF R 15 1.67
FTHAREMLE ST BRETR S R -.10 -0.94
FRIPHEF oI BIFFRE S F .16 1.64
HWEFLHRESE » IR TR 4 B 23% 221
HEFS A i BEFFRE4 R -.08 -0.82
A2 F gk PR -.00 -0.02
e L ES —HEMILF -15 -1.74
* p<.05;** p<.01
THF O ORBR2IAEALAF B AFT A ER BN S HE e B

ARG -BHFAEAMEGTE B=-34,p<0) a7 FRIAHE »BHRNF

B4R -HFaresMis3i (=.19,p<.05-
(=) TEEBEFRIFEGER 4 FORE  FHRe a? 4k

AT 2B AT BipS R o PR RERRL  K-g B ER S HHRRE
Ea Rttt BBEFES B e R2asiEs  ofRFTFHRLSENAFT Y
TR (B=.19 p<.05 HuMWREs 2o BEEFR I FAEREEFIAM B
=.22,p<.05)> f# & AP GFEY o £ F 0 Sobel g ik dp i Ao B
LT EABRIENRF ARt I BEFR S B (Z=196,p<.05) &

o AT BER4ASERLIEF
(2) ¥R E R p R HBREE 4 FOR 5 #He od 4ok

Bis » AL 2K S WP R ehEr goF IR e (#08 ~ p A AR
PR EEEL v B EEMRF AR I e BFFRES Blod BZA{TRSE
For (B 2) MRS feoing R~ p ALK EEMRE EREF LA (B
=19~ 25 allps <.10) > ® EHHF» 4oif P fer v BIFFRE 4 FEREF I »
B % (f=.22,p<.05)° £ ¥ > Sobel #& et & A HF R - B A | hing Rk
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AERFE O CHFSERDFEMRF A B e R S B (Z=1.96-2.02,all
ps < .05) mAFT2ZHBERSEBERXOEFTLF - TWABRKT > d > d WHER

G HEE 2 Pl A A EE > ABR TS AEELE
1AL

- AR RAARBE AT LT > R ML S R
%;}zu% Dk BRI PIIE Y 0§ N0 RDE PR TR R B R s (e 4

O R ERIFRAG W R BAp 2 BRI AP S g G
BE) & frBBERE 5 BargrR plenpiad o Fl o B f - TR S - B
A AR A BADT A B S H 0 L EATR - RTA
V5o B AT A 4 5 % BT 0 0 0SS ePi e B 4 R 298 (GFI =93, CFI = .89, NFI = .88,
SRMR = .05, 7/df = 2.64 [66/25]) » = # 3¢ & 4T70 {5 » B 2D ~ | & BN
B3 Bl reefyss > e ivE g F LR (f=.19~-21,all ps<.05)> ¥ BEMIF
BB RIS S R PR TR o EHM NP EBENTE 4 BRI LT 7 R
R FREATT 28 o 2R a > Cameron (2004) ~ Smith &2 Mackie (2006)* Tajfel

22 Turner (1986)354 1 » & R 42 WIS e B L H MR © £ 8 o v o 59

% pUR R TR B PR E > B0 a2 R 2R PIEMIRE G Jd o F]Pt 0 5
TR AR - AR AT ERRT LA 0 X AR A A

B R s BRIt o

Pt BT - e E B S RS BAR R Ep AR KR
(e A BBEFRS g g ~ FHIPEI ~ e BEEFR 4 F) 7
R 2% R R 48 (common method variance; Podsakoff, MacKenzie, Lee, &
Podsakoff, 2003) o % " Mt - R g > A F $FF 0k - F P B2 AR (2006):0
ZHo AP E RREREZO N B LB R ER LSS A 2 (ANB A ) T
d AR A FR i ol BT RS S e F E R 12 1~ f v B
B s Blensdic: m Bles ol 8P s Bk oL oo 518> A Bk 1 (1)
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Aol RS ~ Er g8 TR R AR M G () HMEFEE - § v B

R 4 Bl %o

§OAT Y - T BRI T (T8 5.64 1) T AT e 23 B 4K
3AHRBEFAFE G ABEEITLA L §A3 - A R A EBBFARR)

LR A S R, B398 JO(RABFAREFEE - REF P 2R
S ¥ A BT 143 4p %% LeBreton & Senter, 2008) 5 g 14 gt i 17 3F ¢ A 45 i EE
e R AT EFR A X AB S B FEITE L Sl IS s R
AARLFEE o B S e ok Rk SR R v RS
b (B=15~23,p<.10)> A HMIRFEDT ~ f o BEER 4 Bk G sy
FokE (f=17--16,p<.10) FERA 2 > - B EEAFT R A2 FRAPE BT

rE R A REEET ROV FUF SRR R OER

P - 2 AR P ORI R I g R RS | i AR v
WP R AR R B R e gof ek AT SR FHEMRE 0 g0 5 B
RS B S5 87 BIES A7 @08 f AL g F 38 g > & 258 1 B

oL A BRAEMAF TR 1 BFETRS B ¥- 25 > e B

)‘

Fod ERAKTRELE A PSR B P ¢ F EMRE A RE RN ]

bR F B B R A - G AR SR (3R L R S

BA (FFEHEF)UEAAET (RELR)SAPM Om FIFH > 1R P § 5EH
Bef o Ea HI ~ f e BRERE 4 B2 E 00 TEMr a7 AV FRG

TR 4 B2 = &84 -
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B ARG BGE AT b Bl R 2 S F 2 AT Eot
B F AT T EE LSSk 2 (experience sampling method, Hektner, Schmidt, &
Csikszentmihalyi, 2007)5%= 7 K34 o~ BRFFRE ZRE R/ v BEFRE 4 B> 1w

‘6 H""F‘:%\ s 5 #*#]%‘]ﬁ_ﬁr—ro

s Hp R 4 2
PR E e

A Hp fs Hp
N P N ANE
fo R 4 o R

A 4

By )
=
By
=

W3 &3 %iE
AR EL A BEERERBERME TR B T1IHOBFNEF FIeis f %80 THOBEE
BERRIWG 288 a 82 A TIST2 B o R § 20053 &8k
S P RAESRER

FrpZo 2EPREDBEERE 4 Blod Gc® 2 R T E A 4 i Hox

F_*

% o

F_k

PREE S AT A EIMBA R4 e Az p AFRBERIAT RS (55 -
A EFT -2 k)d WAFENR -MBAF 2 LA BER §F RED D

B eI 3 DR p (AR B Y R i

’

BB A SR GA BR
(Sy et al,, 2005) > § #5320 3 MR R 4 Bl et e B R £ 20 805k o &
PREELY > AR IR 44 BEF (KP4 AE s £ 32 X BT 2 B MBA
BAT Q215 BEA w L) F BB 35 8B A (Tiofi 482 BEL L 11D
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Mg e8P 8- PRI aHFL AR LT S ERHFELLEL

LiE~ 2

F_L
-
s

FEHHAHIARLIFER > T AP P SR o AR AT Lot G

BT (94 4T% & 4 53%) 0 TioEar s 2302 & (BB L 3.02)¢

AT AETEY SRR EY D TERFRRE L P
(interval-contingent sampling; Hektner et al., 2007) M4z & 34 > 7 > F-EF = f &7
TP RIS SRR TERFREP > BES |TR L Deni R R G rg 4 g 2
4k o Hektner % 4 (2007)3p &1 > o 20— SF e IR R - B EFF 0 Wy ey
EHRF LABE DR FARNBART f DR F o - LA PEREIE
REHRPEREY AAPE W R c AT - L EHRMRZEOERFR 2
WRERE R BIE A PR U] AR R 2 S s AT g Y A

£

‘ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬂ’ﬂpiﬁﬁﬁiiamanﬂﬁﬁaa’ﬁ £ ] e ey B
%

d 3y - BRGNS BRI RERFER Y BLFEL R G

R A RN B | RS RENTRED Y R R HER

3 o e P EREREER F Boh L SR TR LB E Ra 0w
FLBRE BMESRIFACLEE LT A2 12 MY RE T B T

AP TERUY I RL N FAET R D GE PR - F S £
P BERREFIETR  SMATREES T AdeT (1) § FE F o b i
EEFRE B 1S 0 AATIEGA B A - 18 (Time 1)) (G&— P B2
FE 0 F - el N Hm) R S - BB S fRL Pls iRk 5 (2) & Time
12.86enT > - F 58 £A 3T e T (Time2 3 Time 6) ° w2 5 &5 &
R R E S email » A AT T FRAAF LS FEEFE SR UEEE R
B B G P M R £ Bl b 2 2 i R R R B
R4 BALE Gt RETREFEAL T &2k o Bfd o At THEEE i

.;E:

(r"

SR K AR EH D L LTI s A BT B R e ik
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BIEER 3 B o

E R ILAMETREL
KPFER ™ 2 A5 1 8~ B0R RS B FRA & Az A B 4o
(-) MR § 5

RROHFE N A REF - FEEAPR 0 A Watson # 4 (1988)7 20 4E i §
v (PANAS)E 4 (2~ f i e 104D g « 2B 4w R 45 - 1
N BRI HER e ki 0 02 5 B B A (I=2E W dEdcS i > 5= G
F)okgts » LB u R hi R A Bt BT D BB A 0 A MR § Bs ko
TR s FabdEs TRBEN - BEN SN FES P p R, £ 0a f
wHER A B L Ty R R e ?ﬁ&%m\ PR BggRa, & o KT 3
T6 B » it w & 4 7 Cronbach’s Alpha & 43t 90~ 94 2. F > @ f » < g %D

Cronbach’s Alpha & B /i *% .83~.90 2. F -

dof Ay - 0 AFE R YRR E oy, B2 ICC Ap ik MFEILEIPE N AT T REFNE
SRR T o TIFTOR » & BEHE 4 BenTing B8 ry B9 s u i
g A pe 91~ 95/ 92~ 97 ~ = & A e i 78~ 86/ .87~ .95 ~ i A

73~ 83/ .82~ 90 @ f o BIRHRE 4 BT B8 ry P ks B i35

&)

2
5 4 Fet 93~.96/ .94~ 98~ = & A fie 1 .92~ .95/ .93~ .97 ~ i fi A e © .86~ .90/ .91~ .96 ;
TI 3/ T6 B » & » MR 5 B ICC(1) ~ ICCQ) & 4%t 12~ 25 % 39~.62> @ f %
B R 5 B ICC(1)~ICCQ)ER] 4% .10~ .24 & 36~.60 2 B » & & BF N FED

FHEAROG e BMEFE S FOelgRHF <t up 8 .
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AFE %% Miner % 4 (2005)e77 5% > #H-H AEIEeE 4o g e > UHFR B AL &
N R R T 4t (1) BT P BEBEHBRELIEL T 6 ot
Lo (e B ARER R E LR R L FRATG CRETE AR F A
FAUHER - FHALAAE)Q) BT - P BB HAFEEFEL TG nE i (I
IFRBEE S A RE R fRARE S SR AR IR 4 Ak AR LT
AL H B BGFoF 2 E) ARSI I EF AT e RREERSBS 1 FEA
FAEREORHL 0t h o mARAEZ BT T RO AR/ e R E EFAE

FEFFE AR LPRETE S -

I A BT G PGB | B A B e T e e 2 6
FRELGFE G > F 2 RH o R T2 a4 sG> B o T 50 h
@ﬁﬁﬁﬁl(wkiﬁﬁﬁﬁw%$ﬁ AR AT-FPFL e HREER A

_:l’
P
g IR AT 5 1> REAFER) S FL o FAREARL A HR T RE 2

ks

PR e 1S T RARET Y 0 (Pl FEF e o f IR A f R
BEME EE O BIH @ 5 0) Ryt didt o flla 2 > 2 WS 35 3 24

TR F O FRE (Tl A2 REBLL 38wl eFREE (T5

Ho R AL AL 248 32)
(=) Hl%A

d 3B et e Ed CFF R BEIE - e BRER 4 BooeR (Fa
Hok 22 >2008) F MRS ERERDT A BERFER 5 Bl (George,
1996) » #ft 3 = i 4| R BB L - A0 o A UEEHEES § A RBFFDS A0 B
B S R RERAEHBIFFRE 4 BB A REF 5 > 73" Gosling % 4
(2003)inEim A vt A SR A (LA BREAEER) BT B RV A (1=

2RI TR ) B o fhe i s A S E 2 Cronbach’s Alpha 4 %] & 77 82 58 ¢
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st EA AR BRI ARSET S AT AR ERGEN

-
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]
P

(Barrick, Stewart, Neubert, & Mount, 1998) » F]yt AF 3 7- B B~ | & A oD
SRR T e ] e RBERE G o P ER A Ao TR o - HEE R
pédfrens e DH o Tl Y £ 4 A e 12 coding (B FiodcG 4820 A S
LI e &fs > A7 7m0 - A EBU S EE 8 LR RELROTH (dot F
100 42 5%~ 3R G P B S R AREBRT Ui BLR 2[0= =27 #E100

S FRAD  F g (Tiogs 7718 LS 13.18) -

gt PR BAR M L R 0 ERRFRY L~ f e BIREREA RS T
W EEREER F Bl i (e AR DB T AR AL EE R I 7
FARFTSAores B HXEEEEETEIIDFRERES 2 24 F
[George, 1996]) » F]t 7 3 ﬁz Pl b i R A =L sk b e PR E

T At sk Eonk GELT - ] Emp) o

A Ak

g T g B EIRNRE 4 s % iR T 2R E ey F
ALK 8 10 R AHEP I/ e R s AT AL LB ESAT 2

FREF A (T B/ e BBEER A B R L85 BEp RO
(within-team variance) » ]t » 223 7 4 %% Judge ~ Scott £ Ilies (2006) 17 5% 5 1 p

B 538 (hierarchical linear model, HLM): & &/ § » B R 4 B4k 2 p
(within-team) % £ f2f# iz R » FPH RN F > R LAEBEERE 4 B 7 bR

BLpE o R A g A B

= f’\IE\F/Q 9 ~ 11 4 IE)‘F/Q 12 ﬁ]J ]F}\ 14 m%} =2, ﬂ EN ﬂ\ﬁﬂ"‘ (1) )\é}\*ﬁzﬁ_‘@]}!}]ﬁ
(within-team) ¥ & 4 Flehee % > W2 BEHFR 5 BFEROE R BRI 7o @ Fe

F Jp e (non-independence) s (2) BIFf TR 4 Bl & PFEEHE L2 {_lf;f (nested)
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BT g R RFER PR R EE S EBGRERE S BT T R
AR Fe PR AL (Level 1: BFER 5 Level 20 B o Fpt > AR5 E 0P K AR
BREANEFBERNHFE LY d WAFETE R X ERER TR &EF BRET
BRI B BEEE s FIEHCHBESE S AR EHT e (T T2-T2 #
T3-T3 ¥ T4-T4 ¥ TS 112 TS ¥ T6: £ 7 44*5=220 B FHL8) 5 & & T K 911>
27 e Level 1| enficst? e » P BFFR 4 R BBFER S Flaiscsk o
P A MR E E e ek E AEE 0 MK TR 12 2 BEX 140 8 A "J#“f
TR ERIKFATE S hp A 4p M (autocorrelation) B 320 A F7 5 B] %% Heller & 4 (2006)
e %0 - Level 1 03 R % #3512 group-mean centering e 38 &2 o @ H 8 po 4] 8k

R Pl & Level 2 enfis P Se i) (2 2B i sk B2 k) o
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LRI L pE AP A Gl PNk SR o d 25T

GWI/E RS RO YD
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4!
’

to B (r=.60 ~ .48, all ps < .01) -

EANE - RKE | i

L E N IR N N A

e

40~ 35 allps<.01)- &4 5+

R
=R ¥

HE IR S R R S - A

p

v X @R 2

R

HErofirs B EREFEM(T

s s FTHE SR I FRELTIHEY ZEFIMMME (r = 30~ .51, all ps
SO0 AR GgFEFL IR ER/SHE iR FToEHIEELAME (r

31~3Lallps<.05); i  RBRRME v TR FETHEL

p<.01)> %7 *# % & Level 2 ¥4 F it R #c R T_& ez o

35 2L LA R Pl KB AP RN GicEd !

g ApBE (r=-.48,

LS Tiog &L 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
Level-2 324 % #
1. Bt 482 111 — .21 14 10 -.03 13 -24 24 =27 26 -.09 .05
2. b T o 4.58 A — 12 -28 18 08  51%F _20%  45%k 20 30%% .03
ARG = 3.44 67 — .21 23 ASEE _ATRE 31k L 44kx 3k _4ERE 3T
4, *be ki A 1.25 38 — .08 15 27 12 26 -12 08  -07
5 @A 99 43 — 28  -.06 06 -07 08  -14  -15
6. REAR 77.18  13.18 — =20 S02  -12 0 -00 -19  -48%*
Level-1 3 & $i#k
7 ;g;} ;] iy 2.77 46 — AR 97FE L32% 6% 27
8. ;g i %‘@% 2.79 49 - 19%* — L43FE QIR 34%x )0
g 'r_;g? ;] M5 1.58 35 60%*  28¥E — 36 58%k ]9
10. ;;gi ;’][ﬁ”? 1.57 37 S22 AR¥R 4% — .25 28
. e R 42 38 3% C16%  40%*F - 17* — A0**
12 fofREE 24 32 19%% 05 .07 35%k 21—

1 *p<.05,**p<.0l- AfF it =hen 7 Bk %3 (between-group ; ¢ Level 1 4 %, T 57
IR EMRT g Pl EBIFPN (within-group) 7 = 78 Sz B ejp M e (N =220) -
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SR TBEXRSEI0(r L /f » BFTE 4 BT A2 & L) 27 %7 Judge
A4 (2006)e17 38 0 o mlsH 2 s f e BRI 4 BIX 25 HLM B & 550 ¢ 2 i
Bl MRS 2T S f e BIRER S BT AL BRER %R (variability across
time) o # %% 4rd 6 #1757 P HLM i £ #55 cn S dp > 2 end ~ f o BIFEE 4 B

AT HFeFEEh @lps<.0l)> 2 SHo ~ f o BIEFR 4 Fch® R 5w 42%%
8% E X F|MFpp cnE R TR A& DT ~ f e BIEFR S BT € LFPFR ROt

RomAIPREOE LR HERSE 10 ET L -

26 ERWARHE ErEFHFR S IRPFIRSE 2 2%

IR F R

e . A

i % ¥ LIS e LIRS g
SR BIRE A R 0.100 0.140 42%
W e BEERE S R 0.090 0.042 68%

L EFE AL RN RR/(EG ) RBAEFTEE)

(=) "8 B RR 4 lehi sk

AHRTBEXIE I (AT F 4748 A7 H* HLM i A 471 & » ¥ 4 5
MiSHP /e BIR 4 Bl s k¥ 80 T ikyx Hofmann (1997): & e ,ﬂ?g 7 B3R
() AEFRAB TR T AT RFELL Y LFRE S (- &2 4
PURER) 5 (2) MNEAS it o AR Level 1 p ®dc (i wE L/ e BIFER 4 B

TERFEE S UE WYL A FEEEF T F )RR E ()
FEERLE A I H05Y (intercept-as-outcome) » ¥ 4R Level 2 4 % #ic (7 @ B FRARH0 - BIf

BR e ST S A AR 2 S R R AR ) 7l
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L7 HPEeHRES AHED LS HE S FPBE 212 R T 2 am ot

BEE S BHRERE S F

B %& Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

Level 1 3 32 %

B FEIE 2.79%* 2.15%* 2 .34%*

e BIRAR A F 21 .08* .06*
TR E 13w 10%* 10%*

PN A -.03 -.03 -.03

TR EERRY LS .02 .02 .03

B F3 R 4

ol REE*DYPE B -.06* -.06%* -.06*

B 4 R

Level 2 1 22 %

B B AR -.03 -.04
&) Fy = ﬁ AN e 4% DDk
LA R e = - 15%* - .13%
B R bt d it 20%* 3%
U Sl R -.08 -.01
REAR .01 .01

BAIH &R

B 1R AR .02
B R ‘e T s -.06
L1 SR g = -.06
B2 R bt s A - .14
Mg A GRS i .06
RERR .01

Tl Fp<.10;*p<.05;** p<.01; N=220 (level 1) and 44 (level 2)
2 EIE 2 A E I Kk g BlA K (the fixed effects [ys] with robust standard errors).

R @) &8 maAFmE A N5 (slope-as-outcome) © # AR Level 2 4574 % #ic (T :
MR B R e BBy ST oy it gg 02 B R R EARR)

0P Rk R Ty ok .
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Bk Ot TR %4k 797 od 2 T2 HN 3 F o 04 8#? > B L | ot
PHETIE S e BEF S ARSI e RS A EEF L BT (y = 22
¢ 32,allps<.0l) @ B2 B W SEHTIoRED P w5 BRI EFL

B (y=-13,p<.05) - #”f Level 2 #7#4 | % 82, 2 »c % 223 & 2% ~ 1% Level 1

&

\.‘
i

REEAREL o wH e BRTRE S BHCH A BIREETRE S B EFE R

B (y=.06,p<.05) Bk 9EEFLEF o

Bk 11 e HLM A 4758 % 4rdk 8 %777 o d £ 8 2 54 3 @ Ad-d|%#? » B
B R oW ST HTIEHED N »HFRI BT EFI-FE (y=.11,p<.0)); @
AR REe s SRR R e BIRER S FHED L e BIRER 4 B

i REFrREE (y=.08,p<.0l) A FrAFTT 2 EK 1]
(2) FRF ESiak BN Gk

GER 123 4 AP 7 1R GHEABEY o HE T Eainkan et @
P LREORAER T T LF R P A5 b Level | ol ¢ A~ T 3
PHEEE UZ e FRERED/ ) e MENEF R I Er f LR R

ST GERY AT R SR 3

d 2 7oA 3 Pl e FRFEHTED IR S B HEFE B
5

(y=10,p<.0): @ f o R EERAH TSI w R 5 By BTk » vl
w RS BRI FR IR iR B FREFL-RES (y=-006,p
<05 F i BFEeRRFEERYDL RS BT F* 3 A F 54 Aiken

B West (1991)ehiz2k > Wi v R EEE DI » F R 4 FlenTomso/p- BEE
Ao RormEENY > FTRUIT IR BT B 4od B 4T 0o R BT B
FRIAFFIRI MG LAZE v FREER (T3HE4Hh- BHEEL) -1 %

B A3 > BERAF LB 13 28 o s B3R 13 EEFAF o
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L8RP L HR S BHEH L 2B S BB 22 HRT oo ok

BHEeBETES B

B %& Model 1 Model 2 Model 3

Level 1 3 32 %

#EIE ].57%* 1 .23%* ] 25%*

Wi f e BIFER 5 R 1 .09 .08**
IR ETR - 07** - .05%* - .06%*
g R E 16%* 17 17

TR HRTEHY e -.02 -.02 -.02

B E 4 Fl

e R ER Y L e 01 01 02

B PR 4

Level 2 1 22 %

B PR AR .04 .02

Bff= R tedTio -.05 -.06

LA R e = 2% A1
B bed s 2 -.03 -.02

M= A gFs i .06 .05

REMAR -.01 -.01

BB &k

) Ff AR - .04+
Bl | ooh e 2t s 01

L1 SR g = .06

B2 | bt s 2 04

Mg A GH S i - 03

HERR 01

Tl Fp<.10;*p<.05;** p<.01; N=220 (level 1) and 44 (level 2)
2 RIE 2 A E I Kk g iBlA K (the fixed effects [ys] with robust standard errors).
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: — — s
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wHp e B 4 F

AEXRI2Z2BEXR 1426 od & 82 iV 37 &v> it#%‘ﬁf#;';ﬁll%ﬁxéﬁﬂ fo S BBl
T o FRFEDHED I vEFFR T HEFL BT (y=17,p<.01)> 2 &=
TEXROEH - LABEXR 42 g foeHRrEEENH L »HR 5 B3 % 5g
W) o RS BT 2 E > ad AHFER 140 w25 F R0 Level 2 ih

FHlfE? BREREHE P el s F2F ol iy - S EHF REOD

o

ek (y=-04p=.06) %7 {BERFEHEHCBHEFR F B Gag a4

B AR g - 2T e A R S ER (AW 5)

2
7 = 93 .
fsdp g e BFf 7 ® B PR
FR 5 B 1.7 y
/ — ] PR AR
7
7
1.4
[ %

i BIFERE S R
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dRSF A CBRAD B E-BETRE A BFERE B G & AR RERS
(T 3ofcte - BHREL)PF > ot — T B R-E AR A ABIEARER P - e
M- Ak it o BV R RFIE L ARNERC] (THgR- BEEL) B > 2R
RAIdaglfd 2 RARE w2 B Rl e FRMERSE T PR 2 (George, 1996;
George & Brief, 1992) » # 3 B3| Fend ok m o £ 2> AR FR A D[P o d 3

CHR S S B LW RANT B R L E 2 FHEE A TS| T B

RIhf e RERE 2 TREFFT SRR &8 N R E
SN FIIE

bELCY O AEIRREVAT FERRE BENE T LT fAI B
000 R WP S S F 2 i S el e el A L FH 0 AL o
iR

B4Ry €CFMAENAR > n A2 & aee® (BX 810); gt ¢t » sifheni/

FroBBEFRs BT EHEY /i v BBEEFRS BT 2+ B (BXKI 1)

EFREFEEOE G G AR HERBEGP D e FREFERET L0 R TLEY D
fredfrE 4 B (Bsk 12) b §RBEPAFL o FRTFEF > TERED ~ S0
v BBEER S BIFar e B (BK 13) R BBEp i o FREZIFZ €55
S e R A Bl 2 (B3R 14) & 25 Frg oh 8 R AR o
B iR s B e BT g AR R A v TR TR PR TR S DB
CHAFR TR o BRGS0 T Z EGRS S R A 0 PR - dp 0 BRER

FESEEAT U BGEPEFEFERFNEL A o
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IR FIZ2ZFRII2EFTE%
- FLEE
FLZARGHEAD e BRTRE § B B BenF %M %o Tl AT g
ERLABHERERERDE [ v BEFE S AEBFS ehTH D5 12 28

T P iE4 47 (cross-lagged panel analysis, CLPA)S73& 3+ 4e 1 g AR 5 7 3 7 1Bl T 40T o

Time 1 Time 2

I B 5

g B

N WE % F

M6 =%

MR ARG L AL TR OB BRID 0 7l MR T P E RS ol 2

N R S LT

GREL Y RELREFDE e RS B B TR M G o fr
By AE T ERFARAELEE AR F I RA AAEEEES ARG

BHEFSREERAY S FRETP EARER  VHALLEHR > 1T R

o

f§2: 5 # (Shin & Zhou, 2007) » B it7 i € X FIE ~ f » MIFHFRE 5 Bai P
(George & King, 2007) 5 #* ¢t » B B[} e i B AT BIE = | £ b = 20 & (!

FPRARASRY) AP E L B A BRRY R TSP RS SR R
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W R AT AT L N B A LSRR - -

APFBATT 2P 403 pLED P e d 81 BAF BB RA (45259 E@Ff=
R 8l ML) £4 52 BRERELE T 43T (1) S8BT L c-mail

Tt S AR P S EIP A E A G AT R S SHREE LS L

THRALFE - IRPAFT Q) 2P FLEFRFEE R AaPpEf oI ait
FhixaEnd OFFRFALES THANBR AR - ME N Een 3 FFLP

FHEBER SSBBELERE (153 B2 30 ALE 27 F&mlkna B) $ gy dng
SN YIRS JECT RS TR IEE ST 5T R i ol
2% (wmiEd S W B REAR) A Time | pFo FBpp S B2 S BHEEFRL 4
Bl (v B - Fp 2 22 BMBpIBFR e kE) 2 BAAATAE a2
FRIE S BB T B 2 R 3H 2R v EEHEH  Fr 1 (4) -
o Time | # F2PEFEAMF AFT L FFMBE L E R % 1R Time

e ik )& @)

)

2 FEEBONE S B (v BEL - P S FERGIRPER
Frsox (wimi§2d o X B e )RR AR FREL > FHE> AT w8
Ga? Frorhy FEGESR v i A Al - L FEFAE Y S - B
> AR % 3 2% (Simons, Pelled, & Smith, 1999) » F#m = » A7 £ %22 100 > B F5
L (7400 > ERE 100 >BFBFLERNS) 2w ic259 GEBESE (BESE R
L2 Foraw i i 65%)% 81 A ERE (BIFLER %23 rawjcs s 81%) >

£ 184 B A 8] B -

AT EE - S E Time 2 T8 ~ LRBE<EHrHEL A FRIFFIZ
FehRFla o R RFREREEN A NP R B PR EE L f R £
(4 27 % Time 1 HBIFRFRE 4 Bl v @& - &> @ Time2 §rc L wimiEd & i »
Feh - W E ) ot 3 R EP Horanef R X PRk B (Tsai, Chen, &
Liu, 2007; Wright & Staw, 1999) - y* ¢} » 4cf Motowidlo ~ Borman ¥ Schmit (1997)rﬂ"

o B AMEAER RoA 0 5 L - BPERR (o - X - AR
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Z

5en T 7 5 % E | (episodic behaviors)#rie = e AGEREFRPN » 3= B A F hi7 5 4
B P fRnd A5 M PIE il 2R Y - BKFERFR G PEDEE G A

AT E A Timel ¥ Time2 F &5 - RG> ER R Bfpa- 3R 5 &
enI beidic (Tiodk = 2440 BB L 5 207) F e BRER 4 BRGB R AL R
Fp B ey T2 HRgFan g -3 22E8 L 38 (George, 1995;
George & King, 2007; Grawitch et al., 2003) > " 4% ¢ B fx = R A F 37 3 2 52 p i = e

AR D b- WP HBBRS O P EAEE

B A 2B AL BFRAEY- 4 (Tl 687 L L 341) & Sk
ST (E63%) * B end v AR (-70%) % 23214k F B (5 93%)e st ¢ >
HITpoEd s 325k (BB L5 567) ToesiE F 4602 %" (HRELZ 2752)-a

TR E TR S 36 B0 (BEL: 412)

Z FL1EEEBTREES

MEERRY 2T 1R BTER :}7‘%\*’@]]‘; FLEE & il A 0 A WP Ao T

PR BhEER S N A R Y C FEEARRE > 3% Watson % 4 (1988):0 20 £ §
#os o (PANAS)EZ (2~ o ciF g 103D iFd S FFw R L - &) &
BEipidam g Flans Bk i > 0 58 B3t (1= 4 st il ~5=22% % 7)) -
SEES 0 R MBS | R A fich T ITI BB S 0 S B 4 BehA g 1
WE S Babiis (TR @dEd @ Fd Biffh B e p b, Boa e
BERSDGAEL (Do 3 %eh Rk 2 g Spcen, # o 2o BIEFR
% [ & Time 1 ~ Time 2 2. Cronbach’s Alpha & 4 %] % .88~.89 > @ f » B} HE 4 Fl &

Time 1 ~ Time 2 2. Cronbach’s Alpha & P| ¥_ .90 &2 .89 -
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KT PR f e MR 4 Blen, £ ICCH#E - mns § B ifo-
RPAERZEZ EFRLERE-HP > Timel & Time2 chit » BIFHRE 5 Bl r,,THEE?
Al WL T ATE 192/ 9594/ 96 = & A~ F 1 85/ 95~ .87/ 96 ik A
* :.82/.92~.85/ .94 @ Time 1 ¥2 Time 2 thf & BIF R 4 Bl 1 T30E 87 ks
WL i¥g A Eei93/.97+.97/ 985 = & A Fei.93/.975.96/.97; i fi A fie .90/ .96~.93/ .95
Bois > 2 ICCH4p#R= & > Time 1 ¢ ~ f v BFER 4 B> 2 1CC(1) ~ ICC(Q2)4 54~
Bl s 16/.49 %2 12/ .40 @ Time2 enit ~ § w BIpER 3 B > 2 ICC(1) ~ ICCQ2)4 1
P4 .19/.53 2 .16/ .48 - B 1s » ANOVA 4 45745 4 » Time 1 ~ Time 2 & ~ f & B
B4 FHhF &A% 5 1.97/1.672.12/1.83 (allps < .05) > X4 3 BREF AT ~ § » B

PRI 4 RS2 5 e p il e 2 e R Lo
(=) g%

20 R B E e 27 %% Edmonson (1999):78 £ e 1§78 » £ 4 BAEIE -
I AT A 'gﬁ“‘ BFf T3 FPN & > 12 Likert 6 8% B34 (1= 2% 2 F 2 06
AF¥RR) AR TETAEPN 0 AR EES RS S TITA RN
ARG AR - B AFFENH Y TETA P MBI FER L T BT
BN AEpE AR P& feng o £ % & Time 1 ~ Time 2 2. Cronbach’s

Alpha & 4 & &_ 87 £ 85-

“ﬁé$J%§@%wa%@$aiémamﬁ%ﬂ’#éﬁ?%@&\@ﬁ@ﬁ

2R FEARR DTt A AP ER S - 2 A GI2d 5 2 (1) 82 B Sl
4 5 A0 54 (outcome-based)st ¥ iE4% 5 2 (process-based)® #f - AT A 5 A ep

RN EEREL N 2 F I X ATRIFNZPE ERL L DRGSR
i RARDERI - BKPFERF P B sca% £ (Brannick & Prince, 1997) 5 (2) ¥ &%
BT e d Ao Ed T - RPN 27 i B8 TS as o 2 EG
PR RS EERM O RE AN P SR B R ARV RERY
¢ 52 #& 2 (Motowidlo et al,, 1997) ; #iE#H - £ 4 3 B FE N P HREXRETF
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Fobo kg a F R 2 REIE S A 2 R Rt R R

() IR 2 RFERGG R R BEBDA NV R A TR > F 3 FEGRF

E:D

N
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]

B RRSE DA VR P REE B Gk o BB fenfhek =

\-VA-

BAFRE R S A AR L ZBT R ERFINFEREDERAD Ir FEARAF
B A%) RV REZERA N PLFET | 0 (Seibert, Silver, & Randolph,
2004); (3) LA F B nF P TR E SRR FE L FATRO T FRAKEL B
ff a7 & R iR B ARGE ¥ e p® R F (Tjosvold, Tang, & West, 2004) 5 (4)
Bfl o d A g A RBE ST o BB g RS RIRY (d0 R R
3F %2 4% > 20006; De Dreu & West, 2001; Keller, 2001; Seibert et al., 2004; Tjosvold et al., 2004;

West & Anderson, 1996) o g5 ¢ #7it » 277 5 112§ 38 B REREE -

(=) HH %%

e

I

A5
RN

PR F RS B MR G AR £ BEHIRE  f 4 () B

R Q) THedET Q) ERETIANM ;@) AR ELI AN HP B

i

=

BEEREFTT N §RERBMFEL S B0 B g (78 By APy

‘ﬁ

\\\?{r
e

ViR R (ot FRadH ¥ e s 2 > 2008 ;5 George, 1996; Stewart, 2006) 0 3t ¢ 4e

=

»@%&&ﬁié@@&ﬁu@ﬁﬂiwoﬂﬂ@%%ﬁzﬁu4%@»~a£$&?

Pl AR 2 ’5\'54\"—)‘.5_’. P (S (25 E"") AT FTiow ‘F‘«

H o MBS e EFEERGDS Aty 7 PERN S wdhi ) (Williams &

—ﬁ

O'Reilly, 1998) » g et # - X M+ f b2 TR EaR R B L@ s H

(Bedeian & Mossholder, 2000) » i 4e 12 3= 41 o

Vs RiEd e gy Nk T ¥ R TRBERGA o & LAELRAS o 5D
P = z\u%ﬁwx (% 93%) > %ﬂmingmﬁ CHfpeky AR S A B0 AR ENr-

BHTRRE - FY o b YL %r%@%k?%ﬁiiﬂot*’wﬁ Hinn b~ B E T eh

mw@g%@@%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁm’ﬁm’ LAY > mHEF AL EBMBET S A M ik
i87@<QM),@%ﬁ§Euwﬂﬁ$ﬁﬁy e ARSI At - BT 2 0F e Bt AR
Bipdlefa Fiail > ugd o SERFpH GHES » BER

&g —Enl PN
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B o~ SIS R

FrZgafFfdr e BSR4 FEBpEa2 BFaF &M ke 31 RBEEK
15-17 » ##7 % 11 LISREL #ii#fific & CLPA ehsizHopise AR > 7 W 5 45 BRFREL
FREgEARR R AP TR - SEHEDF - SO v HE
R 4 FIHCODBRFR 4 BB s v Bpg @ e P Mg s )~ 2
i P Rl Bl i GRS R 6 ¢ mR) PREE WL i BRI
B4 FHCYBES e 2 2 BFEE I RE DT~ v BHEER 4 B g
(FHEWMO P chF ) o @ * CLPA fd o™t > it 49 e P & ~ 40415 (5 3 R b
BT (¢ 35F - BT MM AT R OF o TR GE) B E

BB F) % M 20k 32 (Demerouti, Bakker, & Bulters, 2004; Schneider et al., 1998) -

LRET 2 ks g M ik

Pz ARt gl Gl o T F A 99T od £ 9F o B2
W SHE/ e TR BB EREFIAAM (r=.57 44, all ps < .01) > g ¢t > w H) @I}
FrxB G Y MFF T TREEL e M (r=73,p <.01)> b Y BRSO 2
B BFERE S BRI EEFL MG r=34p<0l)c &t > wf s BIFFRF

Bl B %pF BFNf vk (r=-27,p<.05-

I Sa
FrZ A B A s 7 s Bl Fanll %o APl N=81)- T i fp
eSS kR T (BN Y X5 10 B T F AR S ER S ) Tt P Y

Z v ¢ * LISREL $it 88 (FEL /S 4 70 8 * & < #0272 (Maximum Likelihood):& {7 4~ #c

fi s 0 T IE M BEREBEAEREC G tER TS BR LT EELEF
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29FF 281 R Rk AR RPN Giced

1395 Pitts ~ West 2 Tein (1996) 12 2 Demerouti & 4 (2004)iuE 3% > 387 CLPA »
Frah 0 F A - AL N R (1) TR R (stability model) © Time 1
Time?2 & S HF H 4e T fp FIR /T » p 0 352 Sz Faiphd Bik; (2) % 7%
st o T RTAFN G aip b Gedicet » gEh 4o > Time 1 08 ~ f & BIRFE 4 7
%) Time 2 B 20 B i 5 (3) F o B 05 %% 1 AR RIS 3 ke B it 0 4
*b4e » Time 1 ePEFR >3] Time 2 & ~ f o BIFRE 3 BRI  (4) BBt @ F
Prde » 973 VR en T R BRI 2 ¢ Bt oo 2t e BRI IEE Y LR AN (nested
model) » B AR o ¥+ E/pd BEL B BRLVRAH  r BN
BRI E 10 20 o FRES HL R 80 AL 2 B E At  B/
Al RLENRTY  RFFRVREIBES (AL =1799 Adf=4;p <.05) B % 7%

N (AP =994 Adf=2;p < .05 11 E F o FERRN (A =749 Adf=2;p
<.05)> T B 2 i fe A 4 #R 5 y*/df =0 (0/0)~ GFI=1.00~CFI = 1.00~NNFI = 1.00 ~

SRMR =.00 ; # & & # i #ra ke b 4p vt > MY 2 2 fedp o &R0 -
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R Tiodk HBEL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
1. B4 6.87 3.41 —
2. &L i’—:{f@.fj%‘iﬂ ;.1* 46.02 27.52 .08 —
3. EF 50 30.77 26.72 12 0** —
4, E# G5 ~ L 4.07 2.86 15 45%*%  55%% —
Timel i & $#
5. @ Hp o B IR
L 3.07 40 -.13 -.04 .04 25% .88
MR § B (.88)
6. wE f v B
L 1.54 35 -.02 .07 -.02 .01 -.09 90
e+ (:90)
7. o Hp B rR ‘% EEd 4.08 .84 .02 -.11 -.14 -.10 .10 -27% (.87)
Time2 5 & $#
8. 1¥ I = By
ol 3.14 46 -.10 .01 -.07 -.10 S7** 0 -.07 34** .89
e+ (89)
B e I
L 1.46 38 -.04 .03 -.16 .03 -.06 A44*%*  _ 04 -.02 .89
KR 5 (89
10. %5 #p B Fy *% T 4.29 72 .09 -.20 -.19 -.15 22 -.09 J73** 31** -11 (.85)
w1 *p<.05,%p<.0l°N=81¢-



B 2 B © df Idf Ay GFI CFI  NFI SRMR
1. 8%k H50 17.99 4 4.48 — 95 90 90 .07
2. % T &R 9.94 2 4.97 -8.05 97 95 94 .05
3. F TR 7.49 2 3.75 -10.50 98 96 96 .03
4. B HF 0.00 0 0 1799 1.00 100  1.00 .00

W iAp< 05 F 3 EER 2 RRUET RN A

SRR

AFE 7 02 CLPA in= Vi (7 R R 20 B oA 52 S %40 B 7 1 2 & 11 957

55
4 HY DN S B N Ty . #
/) -.08

L LR e

R L S 59 W o
T4%*

Bl 7 CLPA %%
321 :N=81>GFI=1.00, CFI=1.00, NNFI=1.00, SRMR = .00, Xz/df= 0 (0/0)
20 Ep< 0¥ p<.05; % p< .0l F A HEF R EARI 0 A iR eE L LR
PHR PR B34 10 o

21 Ao pHRAR LA R AR ING ]
BT 2 BB ik t i

eHEFT I A BIE e R F -40* -2.38
ToeREd - SHieFRIF -.33% -1.97
: ZE)

e T i S o WA G B F 2 BT - *p<.05
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Feipk 15 i L ¥ o
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3 FlE B B rmE vk (F=-28-14,allps<.05) - e fp - PFRF BLen

v B RE 4 FlE B cFRoa ke

(=) Mppdrasts ~ § o BHRER 5 B PR

AL 2ZBK 16~ 1735 > wn i hEEE 0l € B ED I e ~ f o BFEFR
AR EHRBTDEETEF > Y RGETHN DL > BGEERE S BT 7 HF L
v RE (B=29p<0l) tnHBEFHLED L > BIFFES RMNEEFEE B=

-06, p>.10) » Fpt » W B 16 EF L HF o
() & ~ e BEIEFRE 4 RIF OB %

BEARF 2 AAES B DBBFERE A AR GENER d BTV FR

mPPE/ e BEER S FPRFEH O/ e BREER SRR EFL e BE B
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55 43,all ps < 01) > # = HFRAL FHET L] S BR 8b~ Ob g o %

2Py 2 B AhEATHDE e BEFR S RZF AL e B

E|

HR A BF B ar A EE-RE (B=-08-~-04,allps>.10); 7 m Hh I & FR 4 F¥&
B HRARZE R ERD TR A RELEH IR s Bl 27357 kg
F (B=-01~04allps>.10)> S &L ~ o BEHES Ba2- 5% Friso
A hhn e -
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POABIFIER § R e cBFHREL RS AELRBER D (oW
R BPOHES o A R RABIR S £ Mah R (g o) B i
ﬁ%(pf:»uaa%%&cp%a’uﬂ%@%%@sﬁwﬁ%%%&ﬂ??°

FRA S  ZBFLOREARBERY - AaFL BT HEEE S FIOZGE T

- Bk SR ER I ACEKTAR S AL G BB 2 B TEMRE 20
i BIRAER & B o ApROTE R g 45 PR A DR > - B (e
Biad -~ k22 5 2008; George, 1990) » #23 — cn S dp o & f @ b B e
E RFER 6 A A MR H D L P EEMLR - B BIIFTR 4 Bl o gt -
FR BT EHFIFEFRL TER S AT R R EEEN FERE, g
(4- : Garcia-Prieto, Bellard, & Schneider, 2003; Phillips & Lount, 2007) » & #-®@ 3 % ~ i*

HBGHR § Bl ot s o

0P R s A BT ¢ S EHMRF BT e MEE S B L AE g
FPAPETMN S A o BIETR A RE G - B v M e B -

HebeavgF i A7 A HEL T A UM G 7 A w0 FIE S T g IRT
*H - R et Ely (1994)a%3 3 @ % N F a2 o A H e p 2B LS
B Pu S AN BRSSP > H AR WMLk 483 0 @ Pelled (1997)% %
B ot n 5 ~itdxg » HEpEN DR MEHFRARF 5 F 2 > Van der Vegt &2
Bunderson (2005)%F FLEE 7 ic B e w] § 4 b B3R F T & 5 ¥ M % > Harrison & 4
(1998)% & £ W ki) 5 =1 ¥ 3 ¢ B FBHAE 4 > Mohammed £ Angell (2004)
P8 4 B Es it R 2 BIEPN Ol AR &M > 78 > Horwitz &
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Horwitz (2007) 8 & & 47 7 3 > BIFfenli®] § 2 it 24k ¢ £0 & dp Bl cnsdic (7 B

BAR BRI E 2 R RFM G A - 7 - KRB B EFERL

sl b~ SHEMRr s SRS FRR AL PP T 2EH B i oek o a §
LI R L BB & o o Lee 82 Farh (2004)3% 5 M Fi2cac  (group efficacy) & €

BEpEN AL T 0 > igm BB R E (v @ Mohammed ¥ Angell (2004)
Pldp O @R = R 0@ P E 5 (team orientation) A2 & A% F PF » {20 § it A% 7 4 i3 2
FRp enld AR s At P AT P BN At e BIRER 3 Bl

B TR R A R R SR (e BB B E AR £) .

B - R FEES A FE R R H e MR o € 5iER
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SRR FEMS AL PRSI P - FRE S L IRALE AN
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HE-#HWoh= B A2 g i a {3 la i (He M)A ol o
WL Y SR A g T (b X i Bl R R BN R E,
Bartel & Saavedra, 2000)¥f B Fj 5 4 F12) = @2 58> 3 — Rli&- Hap ik p >t WG

IR € T (T B s ) AR ERBEERE 4 B S kR - o

B GBS AEEE Ts BT AAR ) S f g E‘E%‘gz’ #
AEME oA gt e BIFEFRE S R Yt B R AE TR -
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1996) » wy BET o ML B RO R RS Ed 0 AR EBERFEEZ - FY
TR W S | A EFR DA S RN e TRRERE A - R
Rlig- Ay g B R 7R fifes G o g7 5 &0 156 3 WHEFE
FFA R INEES RS THE ) R ORREEMRE 2 e BIREE 4 R
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TR ORI EIPREELSBETOTF)E e JBEARF » FIEH AT - e R A
(£ #”,‘fﬁﬁﬂ%ifﬁéﬁk’ ERFLCHE e BIRERE 4 B7 a2 (4 Kessler
& Hollbach, 2005) » 7= % > B[R 4 Bl & FMLe B 7 & .3 5 F1% (reciprocal) ik
e AKRFmET TR CLPA R e éd § BREAEOT TR (4o BB e
N BE - KRS 2 BB RS TR R ERTR 2 FEENRE T

) BB 4 R EERE R aR S e

(=) BIFEE 3 Flad i
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PR -SSR a2 b Fe BRI w3 FlaofRdme 240
Beids fl e (A WG 42% ~ 68% R A B P DR R TR A S B F Y
B rhiiEd guT g AT L v% o Walter ¥2 Bruch (2008)% 3% 41 " it » g 82, (positive
group affect spira) -3¢ - FBIfF L v MR 4 Flad G > DR AL
MEEE s Fla@Bip>f B33 A2 ReENI b Diea { it BEp
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RSB AL D e g o KA ATy Z P P REER R e R R gD
Gm PR s R el o T2 BIE? E4RASTB AL wHE S
Blopk fh t % M f 3 denffed 4 T SR LR CZLAE B BARE) v
e RERTEBEAD ST e R A BT B FFIFEE T2 o a e R

A 4 WAk e R e

* > Hareli &2 Rafaeli (in press) s idkfics dp &1 BFF = B chf » o i g 538
IR AEEAT AR E B B G S EBEN {BREDE P RREKLE L NS

AfFEL-WEZ o FRDP D e iR s R e Rl e g3 e

*f—\k«

B4 E B AR ) B BRER § Bk e AR AR | 5
B Y LD A f o § Bk G A T B 3 3 HE RG] v
i

FRA R Fz  FRBRAERAF PR ADOBFETE AL e R4 27 o

Ll

o f R R T A FIA B S 2 xR b AT Ptk M R T BRSO A Lfs i T
EARY ARNFEFRDE o HFR AL - FENENFR BMFHFR 4 FX 2w #
SPEE > M € MG UTIE (T > XL IAM TR (de B R a3 Bk R) e

Bpa Ad g

Nud

TP F PR FENRTEGNE S B REAFFTHE (trait-affect) & £
AR R (state-affect) P 4 o 827X B George (1990, 1995)s5%= 3 ¢ » BB IR 4
TEEESEF- R B gk &0 & & Barsade % 4 (2000)i0F7 1 ¢ > 4r

e MRS IR EFFNE - A7 - #F0 MR 4 BT § ¥ Mk

FGFehIT B A3 F SRR A R RAFTHE 0 A2 - FR S

o

George ¥ B [} [+ 4 Bl

INEREFCPRF G AEIERL R HE T ES T EN G e BIRE 4

Blerds e b (BK 1) % g9 anf o BRFR S BT HFhD » B8 00
AFPTIEHE P HRTEREDE [ w R 5 Flends flee o fw gt - sikfri A MW

PERHRECEEIHE RS FEENY R (r=.19) A& HFaE A
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o Rt r%'*‘F’&mrs BRAPM TR o B kTR F 2% ok ~ (Weiss & Cropanzano,
1996) f o FREZGE S (e FABI AR ZATFH P FRE L LA EE)

EiRPFeR S i o FERE - EH1 FTREGFRERLA  ERERLES |
L EFLZ T f R ELHN e BEFRS a2 Vo F- FERIREK
AR EREDES AR ANBIGAE v TR S FARRAP O FEBBEAFL T f e

FRTHE » QEHBMESRE i v FRREEIPEH 3 PP E .

ﬁﬁ’ﬁrk’ﬂ&ﬁﬂi‘ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂviéﬂ%}é BT ERET ~feBIRER 4 Fld i
B ErIwFREEAAETY > ARF IO ERPECHE e RS Bk d o

H

PEEGEARSL e FRERER R FEe R T EEEY F AP (o KRR

AR AR B AR R f L RRABIRS B aE 31 e
RAETERAR2F D) o FRMRE - BHRPFR T B FHEFEEHT

be LR AR ~ BRTE o

FEOrE o P W EIRERE A R ¥ 2 o AP AEE N0 E S (o
Bipirg s Blend i 25> R AR AT E ~f o TR 4 BB &7 - BRFEFET
LEgRaFERROERMAE L F (o BEEFE T EEBERTAEE v §

T pE (When)t ~ f o BFIEFE 3 Bl g A2 EEaR A RO BFFHEFBEN

(within-group)ef#= 3K 35 » Mip §4F % ~ ThE O EIFHE 4 Flad L p o -
(2) BB 4 Bt & ik

3z CLPA #4rinig S dp o ip I D BFRSE»a~ 2 BT~ f o BIFEE

1

).

3 FOPTL o w ot e R s BIREY ORGSR EEor e B2 L BF
e g 4 BT et RS MR DT R FEES e pp s AR
T BT F R (T CLPA A ) 0 APROTIE A R S 4R B TR R

(4= : George, 1995; Mason & Griffin, 2005) » #F 7 c#F R A F] &kt B 5 85 -
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IR AL RS S Aol BN e DB e
e B P BREZLAT Y A B EE 0 2y P T Sy & 4 (2005507 HE R
MR R -F IR, gk (George & King, 2007; Sy et al., 2005) "7 f w B R 5 FlE2

AV R P ARSI IR S R f e R R AT A B R

S\
I

(Bl FHEDLYTRG > % Ea B UEHNBBFHEEF L o Ra > d £ 8
ARE GEcEA T o R e R A B R SR AT AEHFRE A AW
g v R s R Eraeand RFEFe > 7 i kpFe gk BIEp hg iF
Grig=FR~FR3P2BE) EaRf e FR S FoF bt M - TR » B

FRlE 4 FIEH B %d R F 8 SR ? L e W AR ML - F7 R34 -

Bis > 2 RAEY P BB B R ERDFTREER T 2 5i s > TR
B R OiRE ARG Ra o 2P FRDPECFEPEw BIFHLE 4 FEEF T o P

Fofw g ieipgs ROPFIF2 By - BFE AP L2 T3 = 24P

TN

G0 BT BEE GRS E ~ f e BIRFR A Bl i M Gl o FOF LT )
Graw e BIETE S FHEREFL-MG (r=-27) t&adhLeiFg i Flo
Mix2 ks Lot nl B iFRrs FTREFI»MGE (r=34), 28
i o FR s Flanbl R 3 E o AT TR MG R - TR (e
e s Fld 2P BR72HF Cwk BT - 978 L/ 2R T 82 B FR
F OB B8 2 % +h (Mignonac & Herrbach, 2004; Miner et al., 2005) > ® § = #g ¥
EApEOT T e R E R HEG S | R R E TSR S F Y A (Bowlinget
al., 2005; Felps et al., 2006; Pirola-Merlo et al., 2002) - B Fj 5% »cE £ 7 & > L - f »
RERE > VR Ay TTPREBBSAPERFRIIE R (do! L0~ <F 3
WA ER) P - VRS RIRE B e BIRTRE 3 BN Y F T
WMipLFSF 2 FEEECLARBRAPF S - hF FRARTEF KEIEP L w D
FREALE CEPRETR LAy T2 ZEE I & FEGES R

FoXEFR N BEAE FAL e FRRE (el p R BB 2EE)(Kelly
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& Spoor, 2006) °

B T AL 2T R RARBGRERE 4 FE Bl ¥ 5% B
T - RUEETEIEER 4 @mﬁ’—_?ﬁ?? P ETREE S T RET BB E A BTG L
# 13 B] (Colquitt & Zapata-Phelan, 2007) o ¢t ¢+ > 257 7 7% 5 5 B 353 B 1R 5 sy
WEEFR S FFRER G AR FAN AT PR BFFE AT D B

SHP R~ f e BRAFR 4 Bl S e .

S HERZAMEOEG TR

FOBIEEE A Bl phth o AET R AR T B 5 A A R
BB A che gk S B PRI BN S A REEF SR ARE R D
FAp0L 0 EA A RAE AR S T A2 oG s B F i (Williams & O’Reilly,
1998) - B2kt — 2 A S MR 5 At enF Forie > LAY < P AL RFE K
TR R A A EFRREY CBFRESAALNLRFREELRE G DR EAT

P At dane e B enBf (277 2 - 1k (Jackson, Joshi, & Erhardt, 2003) - 245 Weiss

i

(2002)c5 7% > R DFHEF POLHE BRI G & f G T o A FRREDF
TRAARREFETRLINOFRLLEHR e s ) A BAEEFDL LR D
PR RIS Pl RO R TR e Bl AR AR5 BB RAUR
BERERFEMEAPN @S ¢ 5T FR OG> EMAEFNTL HP > L A A LB B
Berfip kil (Aot ) AR 2 S AR AP T ERFERES R Mo
EZFRME (i~ BBREES R FREAFR B aEd sy ¥
FiAlt RS EHEMap Y 4 a PEINBEEPN Dl o R LA AKTHR S A
“iﬁéé@%%ﬁiﬁimﬁé%ﬁojﬁ%mz@ﬂ@n@%gaﬂggmi%,
AEEN T AKBFI AT BREETFTERRSAE TR SR N ERFEFETE

TR TS TS P
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V=25 AP Hir FHLRBFREL TP S A0 kT TR A
i R)EPT B R PRAT 0 B PR Jehn % 4 (1999)8 5 B+ | g T &

it & BT Ea R (task conflict) - & A R M S 2 5 @ Van der Vegt & 4
(2003)R 3 Mg+ # B 5 A E AT R E S EHEMRR Y 4o a BEEES R

B end B4 (7 4 o k2R

é

TR SRR RT AR P AT BB v
#] » iz 4 van Knippenberg £2 Schippers (2007) %% » & 5 Blf5 1 F4p M 5 ~ i B2 58
FArawty s AR R L AT FET - FRO BB AORTAFR I AT ¢
BE L e B EEERE R e REFE S B A E L2 Bl e BRI 4 B3
Mipdra3 BFrre @ 2P LR BREEFRES B3 v &7 A1 0v4ph 5 ~it—
B ochl hend B2 - > AP TR AT RPRES - VP A AR R A REFR
FALGEI VAN AT OF R FFHEFAEGGTRE S B T A —B| RS

B T2 ¢ e gk 4 (Garcia et al., 2003; Philip & Lount, 2007) °

Er g § AT T G TR

i

4 e ?ﬁ Bolino ~ Kacmar ~ Turnley £2 Gilstrap (2008) fe.— & W AR e~ 3 ¢ #7735
g HI R R ] SRR B AT e R S g PR S 5 R
PR EBGEET F BRSO E O R A R g Y
W BARFRTRY (o Gk Fakd A B ok L Es B2 LB 9

FHRAFLLEI G AT P BT FREFLFAEDR PR 2L S B

4

P e 2128 (> > Higgins ~ Judge ¥2 Ferris (2003)enf £ 775 ¢ I > #08 Hvk g 2
A PR SRR TG BTG BET R NEES A A ALY S FR R
e R R g AR R D8 vk P HRGLE Y EREZ T o A DS K P AR R eD

o AR R DR E > B SR T AR R g

F 2. > Higgins % 4 (2003)chig %4 - p A LR 3L ¢ o= 3 B E
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P e B CHR R AT LRF EF e B ALY BB R B R
I AEREEEFEREFF I R PARFE S - LR ? ARG T
T A EET g iR 1 (1) Jones £ Pittman (1982)32 % 0 § B A 2 fliha 4 B3 A IR
I (verify)F > p A AR KR T F ki * enid 622 E o @ AT R

71}2:@—5’\1,' frv&wﬁ};m]ﬁ]}‘}i ﬁ\“xm;fkﬁ-"l{ (qﬁ.,ﬁfér;\.ﬁ)ﬁ&é’iiai ;ﬁ-"?ﬂsz'%% 95{:’5'_

w

PERFR SR FER A RS XA ARG ikm A4 D wnE B R

PR Y ol AR RES hE g ERINEL R T a4 2 ok
FTadvsmzEakmT > p AARFF a7 g F sck (Higgins et al., 2003)  (2)
FERESROER ALREEE BRI R PRI 2B Apg 7 4
Aorie e pb— B X de i Riem A0 S B et B FE ot g 5 & (Nguyen et al., 2008) -

peob s AT R T Bolino & 4 (2008)cuE ik ¢ B g B I R0 g - A
Ay e T35 (aggregation) T A oenk = (o BIFRE S B ) 0 TR AR
g g R Ad PR SRR L W o B R E R oy T
P T L B A - AR A R B PR 1T o i W e (v
BANEREET G FLEGDE G PBEN > AT FRE B R S

R N e S L LTI L A U]

- 33 & 7 (double-edged sword) > ZE#H 1 F F Rt > HI VL HERBFE S £+ en
FLT ARG FRAFT X7 RN AFLHFR FEFABESR g Fm i
i B e BEREGFR JES ~ £F8)8 g heanp o
T o~ B IRR &

FOOR G Lk A DGR T R AR (TS R e W2
Sd o g Ao BRARBBFS R s At e &g T EBES R % k45 (Shin & Zhou,

2007; Van der Vegtetal.,2003) > e A F FIRKTFF F At e i At ¢ B %K

B O KA RDL BT RE S B R EER AEE L ZEG B L BE R
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B Rk T AR E S A0 S o - RIS A B 0§ HReh
BB pHF AR E) S RTEASE AKRT I AL ERLY LRE 0 A HER

N A e O N CLER: ST LI S R

work g e BIRER 4 B A A MR Berdci Mo £ X7 S EEEF

B I Apis a0 38 5 2 Bp S R $0EMaF 2 e BIRTR 4 B (B0 37
ASBEFEEALRRFRF AL ERBERAEFRF S CEpEL %L 00
) igm A BIpengsce ¥ b o o f R EBGHLPIRPE > 7T 4o r B gy 1S

B F o KEER ARG A A BAcRE E AR A P 2 RN AH 8 AR

FR UGBS E P d- B SRS » RS -

O mE S E s RPN OD e R R R RN GER GO e R 4 R
(do: MFRehZ R PIH 20 2P 230 AEEahEi®) Ft > f R F T EBRR D
BB XM AR S 17 2B AP A SPHEG s e S f R g -
TR IR AE RS e FRERSEA I R §RDBMEN D @
B~ gRBIEwFRES Bl % F EF ARV BHSR P 7 BHFRIEL
FATE B S G ARARS DM B ¢ (West, 2004) 0 4 ERES A B i A L ook @

HERBER RFOE e R EE > DT

I~

\"-V

B AR BT R TR 4 KGR @A g TS
B dle fLod 30T - ok 3 R REID B P - PR %7 E RN TR e
i o RA 0 p REY du s BRI E KT AR A AR TRk 2 % g

BEF > B3 R DIBGP PRGBS e (P RM R e TR iR

AT et BE R TRBFERS B 7 BB SENRE  Ean %t |08
PR R s cnaedf 2 g 7 B % g 32 0 ehpilE h - 7 i 13§ (Kessler & Hollbach,
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2005) > FTE - FE P RHAHNFTH_GRAE D & o FEFEARE 0 £ 5 F %
B iR ATy - ¢ B BT AT BB R KT K R SRk 0 SNk S
Bl - R S R T R bl T RS B R

AT BB R B IR o R B R FHRR E R R LT E (F 47 Holtz
£2 Miller [2001] ~ Van Kleef ~ De Dreu ¥2 Manstead [2006]2¢ Wayne ¥ Ferris [1990] % #2

TG ) o

B g - BRI SRle T PR R T A B EE MR 2 a BB
FR 4 B = chd Bl & ik § 30k 260 - {28 T o FlR i o Ay
EEE S A R F RS 2 RS R Ry R E R T AN R
Feterg P EF R c AR TV AR L 5 EAERP LGN Rl (4o
FRP LR B R PR TEFE EHRGER 4 BloRE (Abrams et al.,
2008)c A A7 F % = BA Y LHEF ik B2 2 ¥ R P 4R (common method variance;
Podsakoff et al., 2003) o d **#7 % — ¢ » =& | chsef B A s ~ B g F e~ FAR
FEBEFE s ERBEEEEp AR P AT kpak MRz @ & (7
REF OB BRAAWIE - Ra > 7 - AFEFMRPFIEY 2 Fofg 2 B (T
568 RS- RGE G BN M ¥ F oh- 2w (Liden & Maslyn, 1998) 5 4
AET RERE, S EREA (2006)57uE ik 0 iR T AT H IRHLE ol TiE 0 BRI i

GEAAABEFOCR RRAEFRCZREFERT RVKEF BB AT PR -

e o f BRSSP 3 ICC(1)E ICCQ2)ME: X » & 4 & MR

=

RN
RXDOBERFRELET < (THE5 310 FELP 5 20) AFFTIEB] > 7 a4
ER DR ADL PN T B AF R LR REFIOE B G E
EEHFE R BT AEROR RS S R X I ApTEH 0 A # L BN E X
FIhkpHs Erppaiid om0t - QBB (M- f82 % B %¥k [coefficient of
variation] = .064) - &% X LeBreton ¥ Senter (2008)i&:% > ¥ & B[y = B 73

&
RS- R EE TR B AR 2 AT T IR B PR R R odf
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ﬁﬂf‘ﬁ?iﬂgmdﬁ,dﬁu_ R %o e #\j\pi im e {Eé’ﬁﬂ 18 i‘ﬁﬂ'}ff‘llﬁlﬁx (-&r': ;Ei'? &

EOBIF) PRS- A S - TREAENRE S DV REAFTPFERLIAE -

Fwo hAEE AT ES BB R Y hpus o B L F L o SN R B E ox
(4= Edmonson, 1999; De Dreu & West, 2001; Keller, 2001; Seibert et al., 2004; Van der Vegt
& Bunderson, 2005) » p— > ;N EE g BSANILRA o EAAELR P EGWTH B4 (%
P.53 FRM) > AR FHBGNE § MLE R PR RAMGH A o A RFTY
T RAcE Thk - mEg Y EAER PR TR BT 2 BT R

A 9B R R A 0 E AR S f o RIS 5 B R BLAR R R 1l B

Bis o d N AT - R BABBE A ST PR EF B T S
A F 7 Eqsg4e (generalize) T H s 55 A ch @ Fy 0 A_E (B 3t o 4o Langfred (2004)
2 Sy F 4 (2005) 2k FA W p Fipdl - EHE TS R EER - BEH
SPER A e iEiEE Y E e fRAR AL B 4 p AN F LB (self-managing teams)ihE_& o
SR - BT TR TR 6 f A E B (do  RAEEIFE A B
L X @I} % ; Kozlowski & Bell, 2003) ¢ 23t 4473 = 2 6 > o 308 B[R cniZ 53 Fl3g
REAFRREIDE > SR DB g0k (do: EaFIEAR A7 A KRt
PR %@ I ; George & King, 2007) » 22 3 305 » ¥ IR FHA LA RN ~ 2 7 &
BRASI B L RAEEA T o 1o BEFR S B G UEBEN T 5k g -5
Bochimit , 07 SR SRant g A 5@ AMER-en {00203 F 2 BIFA
Ao d BREREA O URAPES TR RA Y4 & & B4 2T (Garcia-Prieto et
al., 2007; Kelly & Spoor, 2007) » gt — S % B RIS E BB G * o LIRS FE
BEGA T e RBEFREF BT R e IBIEN N AL E-FR IR AR
AR 3= B Fy p maf?gli CHWZERFRAEI OBGEARL I AP
HoFFZFRGf v BEBEEFL 5 B2 BIpgseant » B o L3 0 FRT) E 5 R

Wy G FOEFLE SRR FE
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IR Y F IR %'\ﬁﬁmv/]?m»\" VSR SURPRLE 3 e g R
3 FEBGFTE 4 R I ) Fhke EEER 4 Bl 72 5 0 sEREL A
NIF S ERBETRE A B o] e S REABEE S & A ERA P
% ¥k o Ashkanasy (2003)3% 5 » S ePPRIEF i (service climate) ™ ic & 72 W[5 7R
ARAGFNELE DT - > FEHROF GERAPLRER AL A BRI I S
P PRI ehS R g R P F e e R A R AREE TiERY BRI
v (Aot i 8 R APRIFA B R PRIRF e ARG L i AR AR e B
TR EaRATERER) EA R BEFEAESHFR S B AR T R
Ml Ry S B PR oo Bl MNP (Aot RO~ ASA AL g T Ak g
FoONARA AR R B R BB 0T R RS B e
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Bl w22

ﬂ\ﬁ
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EERPE S NG TRA DG LT HBGEE 4 BRG P AL E R 7R -
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PERBESEDEIFREMRE > d pf BRSO RE 75 o - ZR 0 B

y3
¥ Pk o - H BFRE 2B ER }I% 4v 11 % & (Ashkanasy, 2003) °
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- MAHPA IR REF L B (4 ! Chan, 1998; Gonza'lez-Roma’, Peiro’, &
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