Exploring Antecedents of Positive Affective Displays: The
Examinations of Within-person and Between-person

Moderating Effects of Employee Characteristics
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ABSTRACT

Although most of previous studies have explored the antecedents of employee
positive affective displays, the issues of examining the main effects of transaction
cues and the moderating effects of employee characteristics on employee positive
affective displays from the perspective of within-person and between-person analysis
remain relatively unexplored so far. Therefore, this study examined whether
transaction defining cues (ex., transaction busyness and client negative affective
displays) affected employee positive affective displays. Besides, this study examined
whether employee characteristics would moderate the relationships between

transaction defining cues and employee positive affective displays.

Results from 76 postal clerks of 32 post offices and 434 clients partially
supported our hypotheses and showed that client negative affective displays
negatively predict employee positive affective displays. With regard to the moderating
effects of employee characteristics, when the postal clerks perceived high level of
supervisor instructmental support, the negative effect of client negative affective
displays on employee positive affective displays was minimized. Moreover, employee
with high level of emotional satbility would weaken the negative relationship between
transaction busyness and employee positive affective displays. In addition, the study
also indicate that employee perceived high level of supervisor emotional support
would increase the employee average performance of positive affective displays. In
conculsion, these findings provide not only further understanding how to improve
employee affective displays, but also guidance for the organizations to select and train

appropriate emoployees .

Key Words: positive affective displays, negative affective displays, transaction

busyness, supervisor support, and emotional satbility
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FER BEE L EF A R - SURE A R RPRAMEE T B AR
TR A ST R R AR o B 1 4 £ (employee affective displays) &,

iR 3 BRI EEARY AR e Rer R KRR (Ashforth & Humphrey,

1993) o B b k3 > PRAFA R G FFd AT LG VAN (40 HR) S WEN F
(spoken words) (4 @ R#F)E 7 5 0 KRFERF LR £ 07 5 (Rafaeli & Sutton,

1989) o @ AJRIFITHF P RIBAREVERELEF o o T € > T4
LA FE R IR AT E o %) A H o f R
ix&F 2 s £ & (Barger & Grandey, 2006; Pugh, 2001) » F]pt > B 1 4rie 22 fg £

IEaEARY o AN E TR F S o WAL ERG T L RE LS

Pagsp i aEp i FHEFRAIELiEriteigid
(positive affective displays) & f = i % % i£ (negative affective displays) = #f
(Rafaeli & Sutton, 1989) » & w & & (4o k%X - 2 LRA Bff ~ 4272 F)
- R AOTRABHEY o £45 87 AR (Pugh, 2001) - & RuRAE A R
(Barger & Grandey, 2006) ~ ¥#£ 7% 41 & B (Tsai, 2001)% ; = 2_» f e i & E (4o
B REZ)N A FHRE N EEFEE (Wi i [Rafaeli & Sutton, 1989;
Sutton, 1991] ~ 7 ¥ %  [Rafaeli & Sutton, 1987]%) ; fe d >+ ¢ » wHRE K
RO BPRARBEERRIRE w 87 5 hiT FAPSS 00 &Ap M oF 3 I AP $ 5
> . (Grandey, Fisk, Mattila, Jansen, & Sideman, 2005) > % 7 it o+ % #cit & 44
%ﬁéff’% W LENFELAEF T AR AT g BRI mA L
oo i A i 2 AP B RAE o

HLFHMALI I e i RS AT IR EM L RT3 f
APRFER AP BN TR s A LR X g BEERAERFRES
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oo R HIRAE S e (Barger & Grandey, 2006; Pugh, 2001)~ 4
TR R KRR AL ¢ A SRR (Tsal, 2001) ~ KA P BT
pFF (Tsal & Huang, 2002) % - F]t » FR B FR 1o e gL E 75 2 %>

RN E . S ERER LN TN R TR SRS B S
R

TefFELE L EREFIT- BHEE T N & FE AP (display rules;
Ashforth & Humphrey, 1993) » k2R R 1 f1 ¥ “TR RS T 5 > B F R

1 aF X1 iTHE° > BAEE Jdqnet s AL SR A Lo Tk

REEFRE 0 MY kb (Rafael & Sutton, 1989) - k@ - jE R 1 pLEL
o B IR AR AL i®Y » B3 %8 o i1 (TRESF Lade i (42 7

PR N R RJIENR A RS o S BRI RS T
F B A - £ R) AT R IR RN EIRDBPEERE Y TR YA AR

Cehfi s 0 2 ERERATR R 7 5 (Ashforth & Humphrey, 1993; Grandey,

Rafaeli ¥ Sutton (1989)4 %+ 1 2 EH I R F i p a2 2 gL 8T
Fos2tedFm 2T AR - HIFTMEABER I e A ENFE AR
GEANEN S ﬁ#« 4= (norms) (4e - E%Fk AT 3T e R A E AR P
[Diefendorff & Richard, 2003]) ~ B 4 4% #x (characteristics of role occupants) (4r :
A1l &2 4% [emotional expressiveness; Pugh, 2001]) w2 MR
(cues from the target person) (4- @ kg Z # HP L L BE [Fad ~ £ @ F > 2002])2
B8 o 2. %% (cues from the setting) (4r : /& P e1% 4 [Tsai & Huang, 2002]) -
vAEEE FHMAE I e AL BEF R A P FEN THI S K
o R RIRTE 0 Y RUREEN PR RE - L A F A FTHEEERRG
(Ar BEE & £~ 2 5 g2k [Rafaeli & Sutton, 1990] ~ £z % f = & 4% F [Tan,

FoO, & Kwek, 20041)%43t 1 42 (7 5 cnB M % 5 7 113 2 = 5 A58
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+1 A 5
TR BT MR A F AR L B A R PR (b R
15 @ gL EasE [Pugh, 2001] ~ ¢h = 445 [Tan, Foo, Chong, & Ng, 2003])
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Yy
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\F;

PR R RFENE 1 B (between-person) st B Rz ik 7 A A B o
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RUEAARSL  F A PRECFLRRFETBHPA A (AR )2 B
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e
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g5 % F R 4= (personal resource drain or depletion; Hobfoll, 1998) g
BOoRAMARFILEREH AL TR RO R FEEFL IR EFHE 1A B A
B3 hFRAFEF VAl VT hELTE PETF A4 I DEE -
BREBNETL 5 RAFTRLBFE D EREF TAT - BREFENETIAS
REFE e FP > 9 - SRR I 21 iv5 B oot e B A FHRS T RF
(et 4o 2 A HFRF 7 BRI TR LS T S) (Hobfoll, 1998) > + §les
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T8+ kenped (Ashforth & Humphrey,
1993) » @ AL HHAE KR 12D 7 A o FL 0 AET F - AN
RRETPFENTEBE A7 R THEFA 17 H1 55 M2 e B A Ha0

FFEREFIVI I FEAGHA LI 2L BE

F-2a o FyRTFBAR; E1T5 BOIe TR ™ €2 2P ETD
# R a3 iF¢ i3 i 4 3 (Hobfoll, 1998)> ™ f 1 it = % % :£ (Trougakos,
Beal, Green, & Weiss, 2008) - 1243 Rafaeli ¥z Sutton (1989)z% 5% B 1 i35 4 & -
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BREF Gk el 2 X FPr e RS LR T Z e
Bk AT AN F (content) ~ g ks & (intensity) ~ 14 & i & id
2.5 fRE (diversity) 5 27 > A ER R Ldpess | A E N ORR - R
Ao M RAEL T A S EH A AN S LS B RRL T » A
#2 % A1 (40 : Tsai, 2001; Tanetal., 2003) » F|t » AF7 5 ¥ - BFA] BEFE
WTRMA A 2R ATHEHA IR RS 1o e i id T

e R R el oo
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FE - gtk > AT MRS A AT R BT =2 BT
FIEA AL F-BFALE DL RIS G o F R L AR E
WY > & 25 2 Fak (transaction defining cues) (4- @ % % B AL R
(transaction busyness) ~ kg £ f = -4 % i£ (customer negative affective displays))
FAFERTLRLEZME o FEAEFS RS BT P hEL B A3

HEEF L R REFENPF LT I EERIE] LR [F

)<r

ad s FHE > 2002])c AEER YR S FRE L% 7 5 [Barger & Grandey, 2006])
HEIFRiErmiomP P Ra > Rp LIl g2 f %2 (negative
events; Grandey, 2000) (4 : kg % =% % 52 ¥ [Grandey, Dickter, & Sin, 2004] ~ #
BN FEOEAT - NI THEE LR E [ 74 B0 > 2006] %) » 47
SR 1) e R F b A & 4 (threatening)ergt % ~ 72 % B4 4+ F 1
7 & R B AL ~ 0 (Frijda, 1988; Grandey et al., 2004) » F]t A7 7 #-F & -

- >
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HEGETE AP RPE NI BAY TERL I e T BT B
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(F % ~ A B E)E T0, (3%~ AmABAE) ke
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¥R A AR R AT (Pugh, 2001) -

W2 - EFTCEFIMBELT R IR 62 RE ) 4o Tan
¥4 00)F g s g REN FRIAINE G feRFERET

(negative affectivity)i chg L pF » d >ME L % 5 4 § » Efﬁﬁ C FM R S AR
BB R A B MBI BIDE p TR X R AR R
HO(2006)F 7w RIFF R BIEEFE IS 'g} Szt s BIR 1 ATE A
S KRB EIEY hiF A4 g Grandey ¥ 4 (004)#F MM EIRA B A 0 M
L BB F R (ot FH)ER I FREBE T EERM o A AT 9T
L el d e Py S e R A AT P RER:
L e T AP EHEI a1 FLend G “THE  KRa o AP P2

ZHEF (et X7

o
w

AR EL AR AR AT TP IR EL [ e
A=~ B i3 > 2006 ; Grandey et al., 2004) > *# 3 %+ Glomb £ Tews (2004)z
Tz d WHERYE (BME)SER SpP2 > et pid 2 Fw R4
HEARY TR w2 L d AR BERY > e TR E RN W
Hez_ 7 5 B 3R (nuanced behaviors) (4 @ #HE ~ #3423 x £) > FpREpigiE e A
#* {7 % k4> ;4 (behavioral coding systems) > H i 2 2 F T B 24 IR %
(Segrin, 1998) > wAp >t i * 327 N N d MR R R EBEEFE L[ v %4
FoAFETEY LA TN, EAY TERZ e RS HREEAN T

JEAEE B4 i~ 7 f2fhar2 < % 3 # F 3 (aunique aspect of service interactions) -

UESGEN N JaE R U Y E IS A L LR A
FRAIPBAR CMEAHHLIGHI e AL f e 0T LT
EFIL B AT RE D e TR RSB BEERY kehf v BB LTS

Pehz £ &4 A3 1 F & - Ashforth &2 Humphrey (1993)dp 1 pRA%2 i & & 4

2 Pugh (2001: 1026)4 ! &; 475 (customer-displayed emotion) 7 ¢ 245 R 1 4% %
o P nFERGH Wiﬁﬁ%°
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FRPRAEL S 2B ERBR T AR P A AR R TR T A
SPRFEPE 0 3K § X U3 L8 (physical) g TR ] o bilde § oA E B g
PO R1GHEHAREER B BELHNIRBES DY TEE T §
A HEd R AR FRRBEEFTRRLG A v T L RE DR
(Rafaeli, 1989a) - @ iz fkinis & € AL LIRIER 5 A2 - A2 F ik
WO MR EIRG ARSI BIIGIRIBIER I L ho Ra o B3 YW
CHFENHFFERTREPAT RSB A R KA AR 2

TR 54257 o g (buffer)® 2 2 Fd kanf o B> G s

I

2 e

—
5 —

g5 B A TR 42 e (Hobfoll, 1998) » B 4 TR+ R¥ & 5 & * 4 1 ¢
WER (TR HF R Aol A F A EAREER)E R IRNT R (TR
Rp Ted DT R e A RBF I FHRE)c AFTRIA I AT A
FHRE TR &2 e TR (B A F 2 ¥ [perceived supervisor support; Kottke &
Sharafinski, 1988]) » & &_iF ~ #F 21 1v§ Mk v B 4 T ( & TP

o

Bono & Vey,2007) » ¥ B ¥ E FEMEZWA I F L L F 332 i

b

A

Frd s P RET A B PRER el 8 25 HA FE 2 RR
HiEAL € B2 B 4 TR (social and personal resources) i 4¢ i 4£ R R 0 & IR

A Rz e k{75 (Trougakos et al., 2008)

B RV AT G P AR T TR A L2 W
FIRET LD G AT 8 MRS EIAR L ESPRH LR D
(Whetten, 1989) « ¥ — = & » & 4 fa214r € SIZHLFE Y 5 F B B 4 2 fF5 s

%o B UELHEREA -%%&%Fiﬁﬁ@%4ﬁ%%’mé%%ﬁﬁé*

PR AT FM B S A R AR ARSI T 5 T
T F e FBUBLEERF LG § T ehfis (immediate situation) 1 A7 5 £ & Gk

Fl+ o Flpt > BREE S BOER A F A B iT 5 F & (Fleeson, 2004) - @ &

7



CEESEEERE ELIP A RS LT EEE ERE RSN A S I ER

FTRREEAERZ e ¥ E 5 (Tanetal., 2003) -

By AFLEZBELENE AR BWTEE G AL
hEERBATRELD S TR (R LA F AL o EHR AL E A

#F)>ME BB AFEF E0F M2 BARET (FRETEET)LE & G 2

\m

BEFE - RIS ERET A RFEAEF L 2 THR AR (average

LR Aok b - HOHRA PR SR

~

L
EA J?%F;%_*?? CRRBEBRT 0 B A E LA HEERERL il e

HBEL RNV I BB ENFTE o EESEPN BYER [Tsai & Huang,

&a\*

2002]) o A 0 B AFEEARLA P GLETREF AT § o L0 2

‘:'

R 1R APRFERT cr R EFERE, BERLG L ,fgf%kﬁﬁiéiﬂ W

HE X R EERATREPZ A ERD (o G EAEELF O BT F iy
Mk PR BRI 5) e Flt o R eRA T 0 BRMEF Y BT |1

AR EOCOEARFRIET NI T HEAEFE O TRAIFEFTETIERAR
(average intensity)# & =2 F 1 (Pugh, 2001) - #* “t > Tan % % (2003)% 4531 R 1

A ;}'3'??;,({}1"&& 13w ]\iﬁﬂix 75 ﬁg ’ ;4 ﬁ?ﬁL *'-'/\’I‘fr = 'ﬁﬁ 5 H

B

Az A E L A BRI R BA R = T3 T EE s e FR AR R
(BLzE @+ 42 = F 1 )i = i3t 4k 24 (statistical power)sn™ *% » RN T
BEIAZIAHED P T UFAEY P gRALTE - R AAIE S 2
P FHAER G Y- BpFTRER LRI E TR R DTS 2 T 05

RALRE %

b AT IRE B A LR ¥ (individual differences)¥ 1E S SRR B X 7 5
M2 & & ¥ (Fleeson, 2001) » M :ABE FEF L2 F F ARSIl 1 (4o
TR A FAFRB DR 1) RSN E LR T0a 3 >V ARRE AR D

TR E T e e AR 0 1395 Hobfoll 3% ) B £ TR 42 ek » s s &
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1M BAFTRTHHR L AeHRIFRERT AR SR LR

WE Rz A EF L Y AP IHEHEL RS

l‘*‘

TR TRIR
PHEAEFARE (o - BEPRBEAICF LY HLEL A
) Hp el i HAE S Al THREY > RIS EE ARG
FeTHERRR 1ot Al TREMREZ I TR (FF1 234 ¢

AHE SRR A L) R BABT (FHE ST TN %o

s AR A HBEES - SURBA e AT 2w
Bl X e pEAS R I BN B (REEATT) BHAEE S (B3 k= A4)
PE R A AR B R T Rk L A M RAE TR 00 R o wARE S A
TP M EZ R THEEEN Y R AR 1 BRI A S GRS > Tan
¥4 (2004)% $EtiE G4 h 432 £ b ko FEFAE 15 HAEE £
@%@%?@%%%&’é%ﬁgw@§¥i%~$%~¢ﬁﬁﬁ' wA 4 o 7
PRIFIEREINFRE AN ARBRELDCFHERD DI EE LG TP
PFoOF EARMERST » T RS S I EHIREAABIAREM -

AR 1 BAR A S 2Bk = T 3Bk enRA > Pugh (2001)#F 34 131 427 7 B >
FRETHELAEPETRIDER Ao HEL 522 THRARNR S &
SPF 2 Le TS o m Tan 4 (2003)2 ® Pugh & 4 oty o e f 42 i
FrocHlid S R JTARE 23 FTHROFTERET e BT RS 2 Jos

RoITHazs Ao IR BRI aor s TEFTE s Rn o AfFFA1 B

ﬁ%ﬁhj-if » Ap > Pugh (2001) 2 2 Tan % 4 (2003; 2004):5#7 5 » 2417 F
T B F A AR P AN A L B AT R AL W R
TR Al FRETREZ I TR (o 22N FR AL E L)
1295 Hobfoll (1998):hq % » e A1 FRTF o4 kA ReM2 1 7R R2
1o deit PSR R 14T B A2 AT IRENINT IR R LR AR FE
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BA AT RPIEERY P BEL > F RS F R L HFF I H T
Tl oehpeioo B0 i M RAER T BT RO A PR -
PRBFRIEYTORRLE S AR DTEF A LB DAL
FAAGEFl22 FEE 3023 ®* (Tanetal, 2003) » @ 2 3 (7% gt &

SEUFBAPIFR L e HE I I e AL [ B

—=\
fm
Sy
| ai
A

7 o RO A E %2 R A E & ah1 i' (Whetten, 1989) 0 B 15 >

X

— —_ A~ —

o Lz AT R MR A ML S S WF L

¥
d

- R aitdh AL FFA S HSY (hierarchical linear modeling, HLM) %k
WRIE LB A KRB EE o aE o F R Bt R
(e PR GF A7)k Byt fF il Bg i F 0 - R R > A R
REEFHE > A AT RAMNEY - 2R3 525 i 25 (nested) AL

HLM #-i0 e d® b 5 A4 38 P > & ik 2 M FE 0z 3+ (Raudenbush & Bryk,
2002) » Eac P R EL SRR FIF S B A AR BT R 100y T L AR

M2+ @Fﬂf”ﬁ\—iﬁi%ﬁi°
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$- & R1REARSpEas

-~ BafFHgLiEap ik

i 3 Mg iEarmy Y o R4 (employee affective displays)
LApIRE A B aRGEAE T AR 0 AR D TR RE PR (Ashforth &
Humphrey, 1993) - @ R 1 & 4 E- 7 44R 5 - A B A 41+ & (control

moves; Goffman, 1969) » & T JRi% X R ;fal%]%gd F - B m IREAF (e HR)

WIER 7 (spoken words) (4 @ 3R rEiE o~ RBEF) ~ B (Ao Midkar ) > sl
ﬁﬂtwﬁgwﬂiﬁéiﬁ&%’%#@%?@%ﬁﬁ§’%@% 4T (7
0 RNE 4 AR LR X I wou i (Rafaeli & Sutton, 1989; 1990) o F]pb » ¥+ ke

AT BRI AR L - MRS EF L 24 421 & ¥ 1245 Rafaeli
¥ Sutton (1989)shg iz » R 1 ZMMEF &7 N TS 0 § 5 2HF kD

o JlE & f o hig T (expressed emotions that lead to preferred unwanted

outcomes) °

Past A d i FHE YRR FRAEs S i ligid
(positive affective displays)£ ¢ = % % i£ (negative affective displays)= #g o @ 1
AR RE LA LAPRBPEPN PRAEA R Ao BT ER > I RIR
TR R SRR AR A R S F RSP R sy 2 P hg R
EEF2 foldidt s R R0 FE (do REBIE
[Hochschild, 1983]) » # 3 & F 1 B - £ f w7 5 (4o ~ K - RE
%) kG EHA K{lE (Rafaeli & Sutton, 1989) - e & p s fJRIFEFH Y - < 3
Bl § PR A PRI A | 1 1TY AT e A fIT R R T A

Lo Fr AR ER R IR L FE (e A



Rafaeli & Sutton (1989)%t R 1 2 /DI R FEMAN E G 1T

ZEE-BREF ORI L B ORI 0 BE T BE - LGS

'l
3;
pu|

B RPFEATH hp &g (innerfeelings) o @ sk f g2 d 7 s > @

*Zfhe R k& 0 F (content) ~ 3 A& (intensity) ~ % it (diversity) o 5 &

-

WagdE Tp g, LdpH @s‘é*ﬁé:‘@— WA R IR FAEE D
k& mir R B E g B @g—ﬁ - fi4F A7 5 B R (complex

ﬁ— %

34

behaviors) » ¥ iZd (7 2 §7 M B BBEER D ko

=

22 TRk L
RS R AN RR EERAE TP F AM (the strength of the
emotion expressed, regardless of its content) ; # & k& > 7 %3;5 TR R R o g
BAoen (mildly) 2 o i kb @ s 4 > @ BLER IR R § 50 REB(
JF oo B g BILF A2R (more intense)enl w i REBB LA EF S o P
Wo2dmy 3T J (e %A RARAE) TR (2 K
ENRRFRAMBAE)TRE > A FEFEAELZ A AT FIRBL R AR
PREE R AR 0 F BRMRG S R AR v g AL G R RIS

I are i E e L EA GRS TRERAFHRDL v AL -

s AfFmidz L%k » A} > Rafaeli #2 Sutton(1989):n % %
AL - fEE &9 @iz (role occupants) i & i pF % B
(variation in content of expressed emotions) » ¥ — & 5 F A E R %R
(variation in intensity of expressed emotions) » 73§ Tfi-sg & Ep Fh% 2 | L4 B

TEEARPFEET > ARAREHNF o bl FreamaniEd o B2m A S R
BAApE s ¢ 4RI E G ke (empathy) ~ (&5 BFig &£ 9 3 7 £ jpF > R
¢ 2 NAIE (solemnity) ~ % #x (respect)eifi+ o @ ¥ - 26 T FH LA ER A
R PREA AT RRER T REREOFEDBRAR T FeoAa Tan & 4 (2004)
2 RECESEBRAG EITIIRBAR  AnH A FELFE HTERZ T

12



R ORIV R BB AR oL o RBA

®
BIRFAE LAEEPFOTARZ D e AT A i R TR E B IRR duicE

1 #7rit > Rafaeli &2 Sutton (1989)#f il 1 g+ R NI = - 1 & @
2R AT g A AR AP E LS

BHEEAEZRRE o V- 2 g AEHBHTAIE  BBRL TEe gL
F2 TR RE 2w TR - Rl AP A andsh o K i 1 B
Bz TRaitwifFdid i1 BHEE2  Rirwiflids Ti5)

RS B £ R

YO8 VIEIFBARHE I FELAELER

by
[y

AFETFL P - TEF AR S 0 B 1 RPRIIAELEARY

s
&

TEZFBERE W AP RERECHEZE RS2 E)ATERTE

prad
!

R R T B U RS s L R E S D

&
gnk

AN MR BAR R R LM ARG Mg B
WA ET A2 5 kS AR (role ground rules)s @ A F T AR G 2R R
% (transaction defining cues) » # £ | &t & ¢ A #H P B> g - PR
Bl Z 5 plendd B B2 % 5 i) dr (transciency)ihs @ 2 B FEAR R R € Fl G

BREEEZ BRI A 3 AR R TEFLE - F LR A i

(Rafaeli & Sutton, 1989) » 7 3 3n s T F enfFs sz | ¥>0 1 4

D
i

2

m‘gﬁ,%ﬁgi%fxgé,&qr]—% ,l"] BUR R géﬂ? gu,*%’—}égg;,ﬁ-ﬁ] }]f'”_!'—ﬁb"%;:t%’

A

i)y
N~
“k
I
|
3
‘3‘
"
B
"
B
=
W™
e
I‘ﬁ.
Sk
&)
—
5
Sk
v
b
RN
4%
i



EE AR Btk enfF s 11 2 R B R ehiE (4o ¢ Rafaeli & Sutton, 1990) -
FENY > AT ERERANILIFRRE LA A ERETE BE 2R

FORXEIFB G IME) FEAFETLIEHFE AP SR e AL LT R o

/

g AP HRETERER  kBERLHFRRE (PR

FR)UEATEME D Lo FH 4 E)8 [ 10 o s 4 2 B M % -

b

BUSFIHIERF: v EELIHTRINELIE T O RBARTERLD
PHEAELPFFRFLFLRFEANRFHEHR I F L LA 15 PP

B (e B F 4 [Tsai, 2001] ~ Bg £ < & pF2_jic% 7 5 [Barger & Grandey, 2006]

H

W

Yo RRam o 3 - BREBFZT R EPrA R L NIRDBAEER > BRI » TS

@
|
=
IR
>
St
T
P
s
7
oS
S
o)
W
T
=
Rl
e
9
%
i3
D
e
o
~=$
gl
= »
[ad
4
beich
pauy]
=
e
9
=
e

l% g ‘;fgﬁoﬁ-, ﬁﬁjz;#@iﬁiﬁ&?/ﬁ/ﬂ%iﬁ?ﬁ%’ j\ﬁ’ '$‘;’ —‘\)E_':E‘,?Efgs
Flk o gdrdl A LRI ERERL v A EF S o
- EPRERBR I HEA T AN G

7 7 i ¥z Rafaeli &2 Sutton (1990)e5 i » #-7k p 2 % |+ g% 42 & (transaction

busyness) & = & P e A Bk 0 1R HG AR L 42 B o Ashforth ¥2 Humphrey

"W

(1993) % #F] VPRARLIE —‘F‘fit\i HEXIRBFRI L 2ZEBHELRFRET 4oy F 2R

AR R TR MR AR VPRI Y R U T R - 7
B R

]

R BARR 4B g’i%ﬁ,ﬂpﬁ»ﬁﬁm&ﬁ,uiii
FIRREFIZEP PR > EFRFFEE TGRS ﬁg?ggﬁgzﬁﬁp\}fré =

(cognitive overload) > ¥ ] 5 PRix 4 R & b PFURE £ MR & R (Thg & E AR

ERZGHAEERE BLIC LMD L rhl p T L) 4 P An s
SRR O RCEEEFOER > M RBTARTEASLL 0 F A P E%T

TR %77 23 (Hobfoll, 1998):% 3% + * & 5 j& 1 (obtain) ~ 75 (retain) ~ %3 (protect) ~ 1 2
f‘ * (foster) 7 1% 1_a‘mFr‘ oo T M E m}j-%’\#,}j—,;}gi HiR oo @ 7 /)ilifﬁ}x R Pk p At iF
f Bk M2 FZRBLELIFL fa fTF a4 (energy)g ¥ 4 (efforts) -
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A REIBAFRchd 4 (4o BL4 (attention) s T E - LIEHF 4 B
XL bakened 3L RME RERAD o S IR AT L

i3
miE AN AR feni e FREL > A BT AR

¥ - > 5 > Sutton ¥ Rafaeli (1988)1fﬁ R R RBIER SRR
gRpdBrpe i EAEFS ool AP BOTIIF AR BT s HR A
TR b R R 0 TR R e BRI T 5 R R A

2 A

Ay

S E T e TR A EE 2 g R B

fx\g.

AREE Y T Peid

R
2z

¥ % % (Isenberg, 1981) ; m Pugh (2001)F &/~ 3 # R > § = L3 5 P RAER I3

<k

pEiEe GR PRI ARE e A EL F5 o AP RAIBR L

Bl REPBERLF I b [FELTE Lol F e

SRR HRAEE R IR e AR TN

1345 Rafaeli £ Sutton (1989) 4+t e sk ¢ g & 48 B &) ez s 4p 11 B

v

T HZMEL AEEOIEEBRREZ A AT REIAEE L H

R
i3

2EgRa
B fb R G R e B SRR | R R e - RS LA B
PRI B FRT 0 AN T B~ @~ K (licking lips) ~ #F 4 P AY 5§
(avoiding eye contact) % {7 % (Scherer & Ceschi, 2000) - £ z 4+£2 3% ia3g >+ 2006

2L G B R 1 R AU SR be B PR
P RRTR Y e KB ARG LR E > T G RN
HEFE RS 5 o R R TRFFIZH (Hobfoll, 1998)i05 2 » §

HELARi v 2T FL@  BSEFER2ER" BR1 A2

g
=
k=N

\>~_

-

FEl2 f o F A 50 IR f e R F R B IR TR

o

AL RS TR RN TR IR B R B LR A

‘

D

* {23 Hatfield - Cacioppo - Rapson (1994)#2‘{ TERG AT BEARY 3 RS g R LB
p B3 (automatic) B ¥ — = 2o 3 (7 5 4ol G 84 3 @ (vocalizations)s < % (postures)
ERE 8 SRS F S A
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RBHE fehfE b oo

LIVRBREFATERDLI w8 & BFEIER L BLAL TS AR F
PR A R R B AR RA IR FARB S MR EFTHEL YA
#ER R 5 kB (infectious environment) o 4p &~ 5 B 1 Fie F ¥ au Ak
R X U A - 2 LR IR - £ O B S R ) T R 5 A A BT
(Rafaeli & Sutton, 1989) ; * B 1 L2 p & A PRI < % WEAZ? > BEE 7 B X DRI+
:—tﬂﬁ TR A LA I AP (bidirectional interactive
process) * B 1+ F ¥ i X DIAEE & E iR F (Tan et al, 2004; Pugh,

2001) » 4% e 3530 (double interact; Weick, 1996) - %=

i
=
1%

Rala 35&
™%
=

o
S
i |
I

=g

Férdt s FRIARIEE O EERE L ERE v R AEE G Va5

Rl 2t TR $RALIEZREER O gL E > wi

Wy

B2 fEf gL farpifgddr

W
o,
=
W
Q

AT F-BFTPOFLABEILI Y > TLEEFBETE (R
BREBATE MR e ML) ISR (e B LT 6 F s B A
P RL I TR KNSR ERD ki o BF o R R T E
IMEGHILEPEERE TS EPFFIFOFRT R Tl and 3
S R B % - (Rafaeli, 1989a) ; Bk > 1 E p1ic? > 5 €5
BN B F PR G AR R A B RBOEFRT AR A S
REEPRFEL B BARY » F Ve R B FID RIS H TR 0 T
- E B PIEI BT RO E oA S B RN EER T
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i 4 i2 7 5 (Ashforth & Humphrey, 1993) - # @ » % — s E 1 N & FIRI* &
E e foo FP AR R FINIRIF L B EARY 0 W R AE NP AW Y nlEE

RN AL D v FE o RS R 1IN EBLFR P &

e

23T T -

B2 EpM O e TRADT B A o WA E REPFTE T RO o

i - Erd o R AG HRAIPBEARIM A F L HELARL @
FHELF e B8 ¥ o Bl Ve FThDE L > 4ol BT R
(cognitive resource) (4 : %714 )~ #4% F &R (motivational resource) (4- @ 4 4 )
& T4 F & (emotional resource) (Hobfoll, 1998) o« F]p+ » § B 1 v I 3|2 4
BEROR P FAARA > BAHA I CEAIRE L T LR F R
(Cooper, Dewe, & O’Driscoll, 2001) - @ Hobfoll (1998) § 4 1 » (B * T ik 422
iz 4 (resource depletion and enhancement) sLgl k5 » & = f 1 2 FUEE 4 Jheh
AT e REEFTROBMFTURERATRIEHBAF iR F 7 LEE

(4o 35 B ~ %1 (742 2 KGR ~ 1 7% g % [Dorman & Zapf, 2004]) ; & 61m 2 >

B R - SURIAAR AR ER S FIR AR S e HE-F AR R oo g
BT (R AE) T EEL gt T AR (FRaeE)

KB AN RTRE L Bl B A 21 (A B AR RS R

A ts HR RS X HTR S L R ER A BREMEHE 1D e

TOBAFTRART A LA AEE D IIRNFT IR (TR T
B det L IEFAAE AL FTRE)ERA TR (TRYPN TG DT R 4o
AREEE S 75 #38 %) (Hobfoll, 1998) « 477 3 2 i B 1 & 3l 7h 1 i3k 47
Bk p e TR (0 2 g L 4F [Halbesleben, 2006]) » & &_F A 5 &1 iT5 B
o AR (R T F [Bono & Vey, 2007, Kammeyer-Mueller, Judge,
& Scott, 2009])) > VR ER I FEMEHE I LA EF LG A e BT

AP ERCEFR A AR R IR A SRR
17



SR BAITFHIE RN AN FRBARRFF e A FRALE

Rl

-
P
=

L A4 g L 4FY BArAb g L (social support)s- 3k (Caplan, 1974) >
TiEd S HE - REGRRPALE L FT Joup gL (TR F j\mﬂfﬁgfz i

B~ (replace) 3 it (reinforce)x i® } 4% 2 ehF ik (4-:Caplan, 1974; Fenlason
& Beehr, 1994; Halbesleben, 2006) - koA g AFIR KR 4L D A F
e ¥ {3 % (Caplan, Cobb, French, Harrison, & Pinneau, 1975) » # ¢ 221 ¥ ¥ &
PR 23 F A AT EREHR 11T G RS RE G RE ek R A
FREDIFA I He S ERSF PR i RERHE CRETR R
e B 13 it ek 3 E) (Schaubroeck & Fink, 1998) « 2k @ - Caplan i&— ) -4+ ¢
AL L1 EAlAL ¢ A (instrumental social support) £ g Al A- € L F
(emotional social support)® ~ g it » 1 & 4| & 3+ mﬂfé’rﬁ_{;gd BER F R
FAL et > @ g Al L g Bl 2 b s ~ AR 1 7 'Ié?l P i A
o fi 19 5 f2 2 2 gL (Fenlason & Beehr, 1994) « & ® 77 3 % ik § 2 4% < fri%
% (4 : Fenlason & Beehr, 1994; Kaufmann & Beehr, 1986) » i # v 1 £ 3|3 ¢
LR RRALEARFFI IR ST R S REF NP LA
SR E LG HALE L H ﬁw PR GO Bt fRRRAL 6 A 4R s

% (4- - Fenlason & Beehr, 1994) -

R AR R r o d SWIRIRE Y 0 - SURIE A | A 2 PR
DA g Tl e g AR IR A R G B AR B o R (I

FITHE L E RPN AP IR LR R 1A RV FRET S  RERBE

]

\rmL

kg Z 7 5 [Ashforth & Humphrey, 1993]) » = F & @ 4% ~ 220 5% endp 4] 2 30

Em o

b
=

(bt pI B AP e > FR IR LRI L g R7ENR L o
E1aiFw ﬁ-lrﬁ] Beo Fl@m oA 4 A R IR e (7 s [Karasek &
Theorell, 1990]) ; ® 245 Hobfoll (1998) & + F iR =& 34 ek RL5 7 g &

x%*k*mﬁ*gﬁi {“ik"”ﬁ*Im/\*“j ,_rﬂ;;_ﬁ—vuf.,,,gl;]@;/\;}}% m?
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7 (available resources) » I ¥ ¥ B~k AF L H s FiReak L o FP o 5T iR A

EH;Z ﬁ_ér{;}?ﬁﬁﬁi%fﬁ—ri@ﬁﬁﬂii‘fi #’ f’k_,ﬁ_ }’}aﬂ&z 7615‘—‘5111“??[

RS TR E R U ERO S LR R L TR
PRI ER L RELT R BB 2 pER RS - R

< E{E}%—“P AT s F] 4o EEF Bt 32 R T M 2] iﬁl]ﬁ;fﬁ ~ B oA

PR AR & p AR 2 Ear s RO IR Ft 0 B 0EY 5 oiB
PRPEEAGIRF TR (EEE M) LUK EF - BTGB
PEIT (FEH R BRAIL S AR R RN E) - itk

EfRESEET B T pR 2 A€ LR (work-related social resources;
Hobfoll, 1998)> i ¥ & #pf st e £ 4 45> &1 179 B Feonflesi < oL ¥ >
p ﬁé“%:ﬁﬁf%"«ﬁi%?fi% e AL FEREY A FERI I TR
o Ra o Ao BRLFER TR A FERAITF T AFRES MG’
$H I AR LR S K

R RS A A e it A R IND % TR

i
j&ﬁj;gﬁﬁli—rﬁlgi]_l_? ﬁbt:,rp,grsb\.m],%‘ FoREL im,{:rw%

P pRap aFTRONP PR FFEIeREL PFF ] LA
NHEHAIBAFFTACERS F BRI RFNER LI CAEEL ARG L A
Hois A GokPlRcs e @R 5 Py F i s B4 s (40 @ Cohen &
Edwards, 1989; Kammeyer-Mueller et al., 2009) - 2 # Kammeyer-Mueller % %
(2009):e 5 BHIES B A FEETHEFTE > 2 i ks KBHOEIRS &
Bt d ki e R R PR E (RE)RS HRHN R ARS £ R

L

NS

F - %G > 4335 Bono £ Vey (2007)# 4 A HEFF Y F MR LA RET

PAEIBERF LR ONet 2k TR FR T EREFR (bankteller) | Bif2 45%:1
TR E P RARNK S AR B iFE # 1 iv = 3 (independence) ~ 1 iFp i
(autonomy) % 1 iF4F 4 o
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(affective personality trait) (4= @ Fr3fE e )E F & FHA Ko v i R
(emotional performance or performance in emotional regulation tasks)# 5 B 1 | o

Flt o AP FESRT L A RIFF (Big Five personality) ® g T I A

3

%I?L— ’ll’;}b 'g‘lp;\‘;fu H}:.Bi,;rr'—:% _T'_r Y A%%-IEJ_:

)z +
i a1 IF‘T’}"§J§ I~

()
ié }@)}” o
SRER L ER FFFEY 331

1295 Fenlason &2 Beehr (1994)& 41 B 34 g R Fene £ 5 T A g R/ &EFF
G Es (Aot DR (7 npaes s At AR 3BT ik aR) o
hAT 3 A 0 f_Cohen £ Will (1985) 444k ¢ £ R ML Fenst il o k5> % A
IFI BB FAEREFRE §BEL EBA N o SR
FREEAIRIINFEP B R X Faniacf 7)) KRB E I RER P
BARREHR I e FH2EFE 2 e P o HoER d R A iFHs¢
ORI EA A F A FRRRE P §RI (TREN L FEME L ki
Fenfaes > @d P BT A1 (7 e 4 £4 12 (Hobfoll, 1998) » 7]
o R R - SURIRA R AR ER IR P P BRI 66 TR & kP
B DR o a g RNt o FlA R R 1 G 1 PR TR (B
TH)e KA o A1 ALTRRY > 1 BRI FAERARTE R
FlAEREAREL FIAAME TR (do: T8I 09 4 3 EAPM RN IR

RHRIEE ¢ 0 BB EHMIRI ) s FeA R AT L FIA SR RATE AL

4 0% R (Cohen & Will, 1985; Fenlason & Beehr, 1994) o ¥ — 2 5 > 3t § 1 £

TR o AR L RRE TR R R IR o4 R LR e L e
BEE O F G R R IR P RAFREIEFIRLIIAET AT R
FUTREF TR (e Ry T N2 R LT EREA LR

M) AREIRTI L FRE- BI o ERFR AP IZAREL 1 TR
URRGTTE MO TE A REE 4207 a2 (Hobfoll & Freedy, 1993) o qx ~# 3 #%

20



2y ik 3a & iR 3b ¢

B la: g1 LA pREGEGR " RAFPBERLF IR
frikdE2 g b i GHEET 5 o
B 3b: A1 123 FRBGERGE HEF P IFGAELfa

F R Y e B G

THRREANLFAF LRI FRERS 2L G FRCBRRE LR
(Fenlason & Beehr, 1994) o A PRFFFEH ¥ » % - &R A B fFRg AL ¢ L 45
AR ¢RA IR LI EFFEERGFo K21 TR R 1 Lol

FE -1 TR fER s MR B B SRS (W BAE T
MRS SRR FIRTIEEEAE L 0 ER T B TR ) 0 E M T ko

< Fenv 5 (Hobfoll & Freedy, 1993) -

Cohen - Towbes £ Flocco (1988)F 7 + 45 1% R 1 4 i 3l L #F2 R ﬁ 3
9550 B A 518 R 1 aht s i o @ Burke ~ Brief §- George (1993):% 5 0 & s
frenfl 3 ¢ M Bt 3 e & RrfF F 0 AR B A Bl P A L X A ah
B MR EATITY 2 AR HE N RFRRE  EASERERER SRR
B4 G B RTRELFI R Y Rt 2INFFPY R Aa 4 7 e g 4
TAETEY o F R AR R ERTR L LT B A ERE R
B2 L olrgEmidBR, Fr o R FREZ T o HET R LR

I ARFITREHRE ORISR S LD S

Bfe R AL EASFFI A EREFLILAFEM R E 1
E?,L?ml’s,‘?x 3G 10 0 %y ¥i5iE ?mwg\& B E 17 4
BTt BAES PG RP O ETRCOBRERL LG HFRE > AR
LRI - RS EEAREALF ke » 228 (Cohen & Will, 1985) o # ] %k
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"3*'}

Wo AIRBAEBEY c 1B EEe IR BV T AR BEAAEIEE -
ol h o BREI AL P BELI R A RGBT &

Ho FlPl R R RR 1 A %R 22 & (Rafaeli, 1989a) - #km - B 1w B AN

BALEAH VI d kM ABTR Fla B g » 2 b ARG
HHL I EARA Renf w88 o 1 o > AT R da B R 4D

B da: f Rl e FARERGR R AFRERE1D R
frig R itz g p B GHFE T o
B b g 1T NP R FBEEGRE WE S PR EL N

T fF R EZ B e G AREE Y 5 e

2 HHBTEHTLEE S od

AFTRLBIFERETIEE TR BRELR 1D v FEEAELR
IR o Bl o A BR TR AR RS FERTBRE PR 1 d e P
MES TR TR MAOE 1 oy { FFR TR (40 & e < 5 Watson, 2000)

$oF O TREN A TRASAL SRS HP0E 1 0 s AL kenf

o

PR R LT RR R RREFR A R F R UK {F e

P RAEIEE - A E A e B LRI Y o q e AR
SREEPE > T @ i 1R R A E TR R AL TR B4

E

TR RGP d MR RO MO AR R R 1 0 Pl RS hD 9 F

howd kASLiE e § e R (Weiss & Cropanzano, 1977) » Fit - § &

B0 KA AFIL T LR EF KT RPI A R AAEE A e R S HE
S f B o

V-0 FHBEIPREAOBHE CVRELINE p R ML 4o Bg

B PR T LI e e AR TR LS

=

TR A RRERY A AL f o T EEF 5 (McCrae & Costa, 1987) -
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s
3

F 20 24 B RHERTI DB ApECS O RERAE 1 Bl g R
BIP|F A2 TR fa F ka4 (Parkes, 1990) o Fpt o HC N AR TR F o

BA > Al B ARIENRY BT E e R R AL RS > T g f ook

l‘“‘

FemAE - £ L LR P EME R L FEIEL - BT LR @ 2

WX REESOER 2 e R RS BB 8 R (Watson, David, & Sules,
1999) » AR E W R R B PRA B EF L o M AT BT o4 d N F R
TR 3 0l N E L ST B AR O e R K A& (Watson, 2000) 0 F Ao 1
F3k 3 € Mot » (Ryan, Kuhl, & Deci, 1997) » ] fm 4§ = F 24 kb
WP R E BRI JIE S 3¢ (avoidance coping) (Kammeyer-Mueller et
al.,2009) - Fy4t - AR F T HEART G HBELARN e FELAEFIF

PR RJL Bt DL (TR P G L

pauy]
S
as)
=
1
jS
)3
b
¥
T+
pauy]
Y
N
[ad
—=\

SHFE L i EA LR H

@R
RaitofdiEss ol P Fhld  APTRIER5LS5D:

B 5§ 1 AR ﬁ REFREREL 12 R
2 Ferrf o B G E G G e
B Sb - A fFGRECERGE HE g REEf 12w R

FZ T o R G5

e BB B2 IFRIE

AT HRZBFLPOL AR IBAES G o FHA IR - B
AR (eI ERAEAFE S RFRAULERAF  FHERTLEEFT) LT
FEFARIERE - R AN I LS T oA R e A EF L T o
¥ Trougakos % + (2008) % +k AR Ff % (instructors)t 1 i® ¢ fE {7 @ ek

2

LowEbp e BRI EY A AT R Fla LKL St e oo A o

HERF 2R It e MRS EF R 1V B 7Y &8
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RAF ket e FHT R (e f) @541 F9 42 HF R (Hobfoll,
1998) » @ AFFFiRA A1 P FHRBE T RE- LI TR (PE1 LA
FAF A FRAULF L) AR 1y 21075 Mo » B4 R (F
HETMPET) PRV UM R IR FE LG TR kL 0 R

BREFAI LI w2 EE5 2o RBF s VIR R 1 AR TF

SRR o TN T RS NP M R

- R EA/HR UL P RARER L A L2 T

H

Singh (2000)4 % % — &R A B i iad @ 7 3 2 F L # § 1 » PR

1cha Pk HABFE RN R L FARRIOR L LT - g Ha(F
doenpe g R Ap ot e A F A AR R 1 o mF BRI R
FASENTRT R (o Rt B R TR Rps A AR DY

TEFAE AR P EEHI T DMK R Taolae s kF [
R Flad 2 B 1t L RhL fEokd s Fp s AFEFREF 118
A2 FAFRARE PFE AR I LR P AFBRRKSE 1 KRE

FAl IR RETIE A RIS eRf it vy
Behl (FRE o KRR 1R e

PRk N2 1 fFEsE B A1 EP 5 R

_~
1A F1I B0 FABBRARFE S EMALIF Bo A1 PR RepEA

\m&

ARFIARDNEED L D HEF L TR 3 ERAE DL FAR

(Cohen & Will, 1985) -

F- e o FRALFAFMNILFEHA I RETFEFF LI > &
WR 1 - AR A #FMena vk - Rafaeli (1989a) % 2 F| % - SURIHA R AJRTE

BB ATY SRR I AMEE T HNH AN AT o d N E I PF RS



SH - SMIRIEA R A g R B AT ks 1 T £ 5 E R L (Rafaeli,
1989a) © ke F — o] iyt > F R 1 BEE A F I 6o K (T - 2 A
1%k (Browenell & Shumaker, 1984) » 14 7% &1 4 eng $oo 11 2 B 83§ IR B i
WA o F ek AR E AL A FRARS RO R QA B R

FRFAHR L T F R

E'?A

X P81 iTip M ek ( rg)mfﬁg o BB s T ST
L irpes? FLe L anu @i g5 Fla 84 | 1 PRI E P
RSB TIOR IS DD v T L o R ARG NBER 6 2R

wT:

N R ST S 178 ER Y TR SR ST

W3- o ivERpg et ite 2o RRAIFSLEFE §EFN
BARa ARl Lipa 3ot R 0 E R A RET AP (Fleeson,
2001; Larsen, 1987) » F]15 1 it} Ao ¥ AFBEF > TERIDTR F R ﬂF’rs ¢

To BAER T AR AR I R AT T PEIFEL T AT

RIS FER 1 e lr i d @i T 2o iko

e nd  FHRIEEFTAR 10 Rl T2 RS AGEHFLL DE S
(Kammeyer-Mueller et al., 2009) » ]z F5f8 T8 P 185 £5 B L T
Bk ot A g R PR (Lee & Ashforth, 1996) " B 14 ¢35 Zwd w

BB ESLR g2 v FREFLF > Flad S FRETEETS PR

=1

1o ARG T TROGR 10 B A 3 A1 T i ke (Judge &
Bono,2001)c ¥ AF i B I FTRFI A1 0 Wi REYFOHET
& (Judge & Bono, 2001) » F]ut o $HAEEPF > Tiam 5 ¢ BIRL 7 57 ~ £

frenis 3 AR g1 TF L hk Ko



Bie o wlBE RN HHRETE S AR ERBEIT T T BRATA
RApEFACIEERT A BB LRI T L P B ARy - K
A0 5 BT A2 &Rz T (average tendencies) (Davis-Blake & Pfeffer, 1989;

Fleeson, 2001) 5= #7it » 287 7 43k I B 8 ¢

B8 fi1FgRepyervifsdids Ti5F 1w ik
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[# 4 = = 4 <% 4 9]

H3a: § Ra+ef1 242 ¢ L4A2R 48
ZFehf o B R E 58

H3b: % 21 8 ali § A HAERGHE L] pibdaEnfa
Foikz Wenf B G- L5

Hia: § F 1R UL ELHERALR A PREAZFL I »

2R f v B RB-RE L35 e

Hab: § Ra v g 2li § A #4843 % foihgagefian
ER- A Al g B S S

Hoa: % R 1 HHETBETAS > LA PBERSER 115
B B - ] 55 o

HSb: § A1 S REAEFFT AR - HE e i EZRRA 1oy

G E o B TR 55
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[ 48 2 & = A 4]

Ho: R 141243 ¥ A Fw i ot ds TI08 1 o i f

Y
o

A
H7 : Rl B ali 4 A Fon o bk dz T80 5 i o
A

H8 : B 1 aEier e Fidz TR 1w ko
I8 FIEIEFELIAR
SIREE 8

AT P EIGLE - RERIRIIA R 2B H IR ELFATH YA

1
ERE LER

sm

FREL K- REEIRAA R FRARR 1D S AL 7

FFZ i p A TWES - RRBA B FEVEREEGT S o &7 > Flt o H

WhHEFA A7 ey iEL e e R (Goodsell, 1976) » © & 454
Q%M%*Tﬁﬁé%ﬂi,ﬂ%rﬁ&—%Pﬁmlwﬁhﬁgﬁf LA
- F s R AE ] B EAT R (TRER - A TREILT

) o Bts 0 X RAnE IR (2000) Y B Y o R L ERT S -
RILAFEFR -2 EFRICF o4 RAFD e gINA o ¢ 41 77 @Ik
HES (e #8 2HEGE ) A MR R EPR 3 =Y F
MEFIFFTCARRI HAFRIEPT AINBEEZFE AT FIRC
HREE 0 P R EA RS EE (e B RBTEE) 4 04V L
Y TR SRR = Nl IR tY Rl s
B2z EL > FFEAEY R (P ERFEAEE- T 2B 5 p)
B R AT AP RARR M L R RS R A
BTREFT AL FHRE T -236  AFTRY Y FHETL AP 2 H

S FLHE S T R R AR NS T F R Ap ke in

ﬁ%rﬂ4ﬂﬁ\jﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁrmﬁﬁﬁ*$J%ﬁﬁ’¥~ﬁ??%€‘ﬁ“35?@%
Wr 2 JRIFIEE > BEFT L B 2aF PRIt P & 7 R 48t T#E § ¢ 2 B PRIE
TR, (! HELF REf R FERPFEE R FARE) EF

TR TR BE IR F AL
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RE AL R R PR AL LG LA RS TR R K

B1iofdiids 3538,

AT T A B

fw‘
)

RS LA S ATABE LY B 2 69 FENR A K 0 H P
R FEEFLAELEHES h LN - SRR LIRFFEL NG AT R

PER OB R IR EZ A8 A ERN L L w76 E 1R K 2 434 ¢

5>
=
b
=

Eofka Ay HRA- R F LS 2 K250 (nested) TR 0 5 AR
RN R REKE T RE AT fﬁ R MEFEILENT A TR

BRI BB (R1)7 2ok s 5 67 % - SUPRIFA R (L355 2 1 &

B 64 %L FH;SD=146) @ BN K (24 R ookdEA L 41152 )
FH G FS > BB % skw fed & 68.36% 0 ATE K % sew e L 82.53% o

BA T AN G o §PAEE S 151 o BATREAR o0 36.74% 5 L H4E
£ 260 0 (b ECRAEE 063.26% ; TR 14 10 o ibAHE 1 40 14.9% ;
S F Ry 57 i REMEE 10 85.1% ;A f 1B iTEF 55 16.38
# (SD =11.14) - fg % & & 20 pk 2 7 ik £548 8.50% ; 21-30 & i+ 42.4% ; 31-40 f
ik 20.7%:41-50 gk ik 13.4%:51 gk e+ i 15.0%; @ B 1 L& &L 425 & (SD

=10.79) -
I FIRIERR

AR ERFESRARE G 0 5 TEIAFRI RN ZFT P R LB
PEE B H - B 1 (within individuals) 3 £ R 2 E 7 5 2 T > @ 5%
= (experience sampling methodology)z_ #= 3 & -7 [ e4# 3 Fadapp o - &
BERET S OFE AR SR RELFAIRY R FE T E P

¢ WrpEFlE (momentary)# TGS 3 ~ A BT R AL E T 0 Ft > LT RPT

" }34% Hektner ~ Schmidt £ Csikszentmihalyi (2007)i& & » $¢ ‘Cskdb 2 ¢ > BREp
Metoc o £2% BefhcorUpl - 5 05 4 B g SR 405+ £ £ et Bt B8 X
Bz 9TF MR o MFE TR R EE G KRR o
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U et g e g ¢ (field study) o BEZR UGS HRE C AR B Y- L
7 e B Eap R AR 3 (0 ¢ llies, Scott, & Judge, 2006) » i AALR Y APRIFE

B i & a2 4p M sRAL -

Pt 2y g a2 FREREDIF - 27 R PRI FAEE 2 1
HAEEL O ONEE - LA I L FRAEFL 1B - £ M)
T e AT HEY SHRPFRE LB WE L L D 2 (signal-contingent
sampling; Wheeler & Reis, 1991) % f Ft > g+ 3 34 p 50 ¢ F @ * w5 {7 5

Ham g egaged 2 11w L (Alliger & Williams, 1993) » — 4 %3k

PRy K gk wx A2 e E (beepers programmed) o 5 B REHSE I BN

*ﬂk-

PR 0 B TR TR S KA o b R AR A R

- TEOFEE F o AARFAEASBEFFAIE 2 € XD - 1T FpR

PR R oA REAEE e (AL T 3 RIS Fo B IR B2t
BB TRAFAL TR e - T 1ER AR L R BRI
i e AR oF Iik- 4 AE; A EET SE ARG <1

TR 5 R ATV AT AR RER) FL AP HEBEEE - BRRERAR
2 - AR AP 10 B PR P s B RRR A SRR TR

BB 3BEIE S A AR TR AT RIIBAL  PEET -
PREEEFRE IR (U TR 10480 2 2 A RR) s a BLER

B I EREEN IR FHAEF LB M TRl o

##71 7 i 5 Rafaeli & Sutton (1989)2 ;2 » m Mgz | pLEHF = f 1 &

N

BELEHZEES - P RFEVRA 2P FHRRERER - 5233
PERP oL (FE2ORBERCEAL Ve FLRFRTERELCRE
Rpest) o 20 AR AR i @m0 L3 7 A& (reliability of the
observational measure) + % % » *#7 7 134} Tsai f= Huang (2002)¢hiv 2 » hit

R TAARA LT E RRAR G ARES BL ) ARG 2
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EEZRFBERY P i eSO BREZR 1o FRiE A2 BRBERE
TR PR Ry BGEY o A Y 44 Rafaeli &2 Sutton (1990)% jk 5 3
T (1) P EFAR R A RBRF LB RREE E [ 1 HAFE O S B
ELIEIAR R LR (satisfactory levels of agreement) 5 1+ 5 (2) 3 7 HBIEREF
ﬁ % B (interobserver reliability) » 47 3 & f@ X DURBLEH LR 3 T2 5 &

TRV h 238 hgedk (B hes R PRI R A ) RRIBREL R

p

“J

RALEE S AFTLREFE A Ml M A4E 89 T - S5 o § 5
£

\v

9 RE L 2 PRAREfE (service encounter)pF > BLR (TR (7 oA LR
1

-»-\

i
BER R  RBER R IHEAS 3 BRELEN AR RF HEBIG T
Mo XY RBREEA RSB L NI B R "’A'] i o cede (BBRR BB LG
SR Yo gttt AT UL BE A X T AR - TR E 24

A B R R AT EYERARL R o

gl FOARREAFLT DAL FLETEE LS AR
ii%%%»imipziﬂﬁwﬁi%gaﬁﬂ?ﬁiﬁ’iﬁﬁﬁkiﬁp
THRZAALETrAIEER SRS (W A2 B A RE) (A1 K S5 5R

Bro)ieo mEnARERETC R I LR S 2P R R I TE 2 BFIRER

FERBLAR T A R TRESM R R SR PR ok £ 5 LA

FARE P4y UFE B A it AR (FF - R R R R s
BRI ZEZIERN LR - R B LN DA R

ho EGHREER S OEY (RN SRR ME D) 2 SR RRE]

Wi RER G ORISR E TR R F”"j‘q"a‘" PEEHS AU E F PR R
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CRAFELE
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i
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A 7 %+ Rafaeli &2 Sutton (1989)&= % » € * v B

R R 1 e A f2eEF (greeting) ~ X (smiling) ~ R B3

(thanking) ~ Px 4! 3§ (establishing eye contact) o @ *# 7 it ;X5 B|= > 3
13 =% S8 B2A 5 CRRAFA REH O o R S E ¢ EEE S

ﬁf’?éJlf’i’r*ﬂﬁ”?ﬁjﬁﬁ_#ﬁﬁ%;i&gl%;\;;gﬁ@rggi%’égﬁ%jrﬁjﬁ%@
fed Ak IdmE s FRFRE R T THAA TREE & TG
Be g R TAE R Y L REE A RR PR R
PRl AP ES P TIBRBAFEAINEAL B A RSB

(1) £ F G HRERREFR IR FRFRHFRLILS L0 D

ZRE O TELS ko T AL E T AL oty T

F N TEAE A LE S FARIEREEE > FOA

() Pepherdafl : BAEE L FH 03 B EARY HEF o F A ARPG S0P



"R A Ty (I H A A PR TR s R A FE T L)
REE L (e IR REEE B A B R EAFE pE
F-Areg P ] L)

THEH TR R, L EMRY I ELL FREQR -

G) MRiFLZ FHELFEI0ERY P FR AR - FERHEZ TN H

pPE o RS EM TR A RAF T RY B Lle  FAF

AT EREF SRR - PREE (LRS- ) s F R E - i
FPRERINAFF LIS R AT EBR A B T B BF
Load CRBR TGRS RT0 ABAF A FRD v AL g
Blf e AP HHET BHFLFL AT R L AF AL B AT
Big v AL - F1 R 2R 40.02%:0% R oA R R A d pIR- R

Cronbach’s o % #c s .61 -

2. Fitei4dd2 T35 A A5 5 %% Pugh(2001)2 Tan & + (2003)

KA pFRIBMP L e A LRETHEEL L W]

PUOTERZ P e E AT LR Ep - RE X B e
HEE2 TBE G A ai &0 A8 7 % James ~ Demarree &2 Wolf (1984)
FAERE gkt - B2 AF LR TRERL L S FHAE LT L
SR AP TSRS THOFHP AT LI e A E AL g &

w87 <3t dpaEsxeniR & 70 (Jamesetal.,1984) > g - B3 A7 IR
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2 b AT o MBI w4 E % A AE L % 02 (homogeneity within a
group) e @ A BEEE L F a1 oe A E pI0- R A M Tk

(Interclass Correlation (2); ICC (2)) 2

3.5 PRER  AF T H* Pugh(2001)£ Rafaeli &2 Sutton (1990)2 3+ &
SR A BHEAEFE Q) P A RRFRE LA (B
RJE T ERpRE R | 1 T2 AR BB ?) 12 (2 E LG RSN
TRPMBEEEEFA Sl Bl AR R R TE LS PR B W
Tl R o RIETREPE GRS F 20 FAELS M0 RATRER

TR P RARR RS e vk pdg Rt d R E s (BLR S A SR e

S) RE D AEAREIREHLAIEBARE R L v AL AN G
§ALRR SRR L AP RPRRA N AFRRREII P L4 R

N

o5 BRI TR LY NERRR W e = 3 -

Tl
fal

4.

=

Lieldid W27 ARRAEIHERY > A PERIRE v
¥F 5 0 40 FEEZ % (dysphonia) > <~ § & * p a7 i (self-report of
interpersonal behaviors)# 4. (4 : Cole, Lazarick, & Howard, 1987) » ¢ ¥_i# * % =
TEFELIERFLZHHE S (400 Andersen & Bowman, 1990; Gaebel &
Woelwer, 1992) o 2@ » AL € 3 #i4E" ¢ 35 4 Plaofic Fii7 2 B 40 1k
e A TR s BIVHCE R f e T 5 o Segrin (1998)3n G # P Rz LR (A
R ERAZFREIRBYEE v FEERD2R 2 AT

rZEESF 2 (el RS FR CABRBABRBELZFEFTLBER P
IR A LR R HEF - RE R YRR L ERY RIS
oM TR B EARL IR R R kR é&;jxlﬂ?ij#k“ﬁ;é 2% 7R
BRI R S ERER KRR SR SRR |

AT R E'J'&ﬁﬁgﬁ—ﬁ?ﬁ»ﬁ BRI L GES ‘?Fi*{gb%ﬁéﬁgiﬁ‘?ﬁ

(
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R TR A A BB ETRLT AR AL EREE L e A
5B %% Glomb & Tews (2004)°# 5 ¥ » 3HAEE B & X B BRI 2
TRAEFTUCIRAA R I RERY B v RS o BE a2 ARk

WEBEZEe g4 d2 @y T8 8 Lomamj » 4 (discrete negative

emotion)z_ E & + » &8 7 £ * Watson ~ Clark £ Tellegen (1988) #+4 & B
w g €% (PANAS)  # ¢ 3 10BE v R EF e RA 0 AT

PR E AT S DA FRY ok 23 L2 5 jesaeY o F i

“?"}
S
l\ \

Bf o TS 0 A IR TR T BT o ROF L e A (o
Heais ~ o~ 3 % BR) AT AL S HAFTHLT > F AR E 30 f
CAREELFRALERY GV RF I [ e HREL R BER TF
fir (distressed) , »" < 47 (upset) ;T 5 5% (nervous) , 40 233 i (jittery) , T
 (scared) | I B f e A EE A AT ERIN SR EEL Ty K
1B F RS BT BEARY o G4 AN E - EEE S (L= A e
LB R ) o AP RFRFL I FRE L FF AL FE0- B
Flk oI B et Sdpths 7 R 59.41% 5% & o @ - & £ 2 Cronbach’s o

“#ci 84 -

5. 1 EA/FRANLF A A g ¥ Doeglas % 4 (1996)F7 § 2. 9 B 4L

AEAF T BMEFENE AL AE AL
Likert #7 2B 4978 (1=224 7 B & ~5=22¥ FR) - kM 2T 5%
R oFETaYPHe (2010)2 ¢ vt A o a1 R FAFE L2

Cronbach’s o T #icz .96~ = g 312 ¢ 2 # & % 2 Cronbach’sa 85 .97 -

FARTER T4 BB PR L P - AR
Goldberg (1992)% & 2 1% (bipolar)I + * &2 FHfEz itz ~ 4 > & B

8 Glomb # Tews (2004)F 7 %% Ashforth 2 Humphrey (1993)%t1+ 4% 7 5 & 3 (behavioral
display)2 % & > # B HFHERK p=p ¢ > L ARI Bl STRRFHE L At AP
S5 BTE o GAEE PR EN LR wfxw LRk EaL R
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ARREERE 10 BAEW O FRIBFREF PR A REFTOR LR
B k31040 H 5 BATOR Y A BAREHE A B R il g T A RET
TR RS LR R A RFTLRRBT R - S 30Tl 4
T BRI e 'S5, 47 BT+ g F oo %&,,,g\;g.;,r; B3 2w

e Jﬁ%imyr%?ﬁ%%&m—l’ HF P ihy ¥ e 8 4 2 Cronbach’s a ik

B ETRXLERF AL

PRAE B 57 LF ad s REMEIRM Flt g BRI L § ool v fid

-'?';\‘—
=
i
2
pa g
O
Eﬁ\}\
fu
i
&=
=
R

£ % % enpF i (Sutton & Rafaeli, 1988) - g
R kA AR Y R R % B (dummy variable) #iet boerEge > s M1

RA PO RAAM oV - 26 AFETEIEL AR BB UHE 1D »

o

2 E 2 B 1945 Goodsell (1976) 4448 b JRAx A 25 471 - ¥ R 13812
BEEDPE B L EWRAREMLIME FEFAE P B2 L& TR G
HREESEE o HREEZJFEF > B 1§ BIRKR G X B m > it w7
SoOFRPE R FIGIRIGPHE CRF ML EREIREA ¢ o g

(Rafaeli, 1989b) » F]m i8¢ B 1 3% BiRIF PRIET 5 o

peeh s R TP E L v 4 7 5 0 Barger 22 Grandey (2006)F 7 4p !
REE R 5 B BLeic % 7 5 (customer smiling)#? B 1 »YPRFZEE 2 PF A7 T2

HMe% 5 B (employee smile strength) & 7 & % & 4p B (r=.39, p<.01)> F]* A% 1

ol o+

AT R R B BT TRRZ e 0 A A AFERY > AT %
Glomb £ Tews (2004)# & 14 7 5 2 2 3¢ > i » fFH) 30 ig b > 442
1 Watson ¥ 4 (1988)4 B eht ~ f i £ 4 (PANAS)Z 10 i &t & H i
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Yoy

‘W
i

A LA E AL BAL 2 TR BB F ORI R I R 0 B

T e (L= 4ot ~ 5= F 4ept) - @ ot £ £ 2. Cronbach’s o % #c

5 .88

fEAEE & R 4p4]t o Rafaeli & Sutton (1990)= 1 45 % > § B 1 & $H& K
$2 % hg £ (demanding customer)pF > B 1 ¢ BRI L Fenr e g E s 0 04
BOAPRE TARG S A F - fAfrd] £ B (control move; Goffman, 1969) - i 7 %
5 EHF 38 {7 (4o & Sutton & Rafaeli, 1988; Tan et al., 2003) ; Flpt 24 7 %%
Rafaeli & Sutton (1990)F= 7 22 € AE £ & 2 > P HAEHFR K G M

TR APRBEE R(de FAEERALE TR IR FAEL RN EEIEEIAR 2
RAERE Ko 4ol T 24l BT iR gRf5 7 48P OB B B A
R NS g LAt g AR S PRBREE D T R
B RFHHM T GG R AL EH A FHEY XXX o ERAF
Fp . E oKD - BERAPEE TELL RN 2(F)ML B2 5 EA
VI AR /E‘F}f B OR) M E B IR BaME R (FAEE R4S

7R3
B EERNEEAEFEML PSR R o T T [ YFY A L

FEEE F o g MR 258 (F)t > TR 285 FNR- S RFEL
S AR WO0R) cdm AFY RFERAET R L o RiRiEd A ERE
B BBt RN EDPHE AN E Rl S EE REB T F 44
B MF 0 A o
BRI ES > AF AR AN RBFLFEFT U E B e
A o F 4 > Rafaeli (1989b)3F 4~ 1k B 4HAFE 2 B 5 4 & ~ > ehfFig 7

SoFM A BEIRIBE LG AT NRG P S FEF L o 4 ApRY
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?

SRR L FIRR I o P AR R B SR A kPR (B R oo
FRJIL FP GRS RBAEHA I b e A E S kehf B F > 5

GRAF o F A TIEAIE IR FETHAD Faidz B8 m
BRI e PETE G Tan 4 2003)F 3 #MA L e HEFER 1L
BEAEEFRF I 22w MG TN AETERR L e BT L AR .
hE A HFE A AR 5% Goldberg (1992) % £ 2. gF4& (bipolar) + * 4%

Bz btz ~g 4 @& 42 Cronbach’so M#icz .95

Bt BEAARMFAONRLSCETHETIAPFF E R EARIR
BAEARZ I wFi7 5 (Tsai & Huang, 2002) » F]3* ## 7 %% Yoo - Park &
Maclnnis (1998) % & 2. # 4 » H R4s3838 £ 548 » AF7 7 SR PG £, 5 205 2
e F A2 ATEdpdR s o35 LR w2 F 0N B SRR GRS R

L

o F AR AR PR KR A

-
=
/4
w
11
P
by
N
©
S
3
B
(7
N
=
B
9
=%
T
=
>
Bl
Ak
2
R
Jen
TR
Ry%
(i
)
e
&
3
N
=t

PF A SRR DR TR TAAT LA - R RRERFI A
B RELF AP ROL B REHAEALEP F AL TS 83

+ 30— dpaE g el 70 (James et al., 1984) o
S RBEEFIRA  RETRE R B %AR

*F 7 11 LISREL 852 #4875 & £ %12% » 17 (confirmatory factor
analysis, CFA) » pt ) 87 FEsef™ 1 & ST 2 S 47 S0 2 fieif 2
Vo2 BAIEETEG UER AT EERT BHEA LR 1 e W
F(TERIEFZ BARRAE - BRI e BT ST
I EALF AP e EFR AL F AP LR 2GR AR EY T RE
(x’[1574] = 632.9 ~ 4*/df = 1.70 ~ CFI = .89 ~ NFI = .81 ~ NNFI = .88 ~ SRMR = .08) -

R PRGNS TR e o ToE R Mf H s 54 #5578 (competing model)=

FakFrhgpi v ad o m A RNEF S (TRa a2 BEA
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RE - e )EZ R BN (T R s 2 R 20
FAPRCRFRALEABF IR - o) e LB R ARk
z_t g (Mulaik, James, Van Alstine, Bennett, Lind, & Stilwell, 1989) - d # 3-1 #
oo A R RIEE o AT ApECOTH B L RN AEG LGRS (T

BR)FER L i iR o

231 RoiBEEA2 L HANS T skl TIE A4

L EX e df  2/df Ay*  CFI NFI NNFI SRMR

H o iy 2177.02 377 577 - 62 .56 .59 24
2 AR 77092 374 206 147610 85 .77 .84 10
= o 5 63290 371 1.70 138.02* .89 .81. .88 .08

*n < 055 Ay’ 7 B 21 - 5Nt a1 e

ﬁﬁ’%pizﬂ%ﬁ‘%iﬁﬁﬁﬂ%ﬁﬁ§W?éﬁ¥*ﬁﬁ=
5.15-10.45, all ps < .05) » ® 2 X7 ¢ 1 AE7E Al § GG IA L 0 B8 Jraok
0% J (Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) « &% Bl»c R * & 0 AL A A A B
Fons 3 BB B AAPM GEH 5% R A (AP M e £ 1.96 BiRE L)
¥F2e¢ 3 1324¢ % 1473 %w»cA (Anderson & Gerbing, 1988) - & % & 7+ 4

EH;L“% m’fﬁlfm AR Az iﬁ?pﬁ?iijl b5 1 kA

—\ |
s
=
Rt
W
N
=]
=
»
=3
|

Fr & mpAo

4R g AR AR RAE LR T S B R B TR
oo Bl AR B K SRS (HLM) ke FiEa 1 3 B 5 kg o o
WAFLALRP 2 - AFEHR I BT SR (W2 BALFAE R
AL A FE R TR )RR 1 BN A RN R T R
%@ HLM 2 A * >4 47 5k 5% (nested) 2 § & = F ol ensitHogis > 3T
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E X OoHLM ¢ 4R 5@ % é.:lak TLBAA ?*‘?ﬂm%ﬁ* IR N < ]
goH i @ ranrg e @%i@%%ﬂﬁ*iﬁaﬁ@%&ﬁ%; B AL R
HLM & (7 Biiens @ i 5 — BHRGE § en> /2 om AR 6 I B 8 aiskEF + »

BABHFAAIBHAAS BRI BA A IR iiow i ds T3

P2 BEFEM o s AL BRIE A b4 47 (hierarchical regression analysis) & &
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Yri FLEF

2 AL5 Ay oy Rl TR R L > R R M Gk B
SHA O BBI AT E AR L A f L BAP A2b HEY REER
(4 : Tsai & Huang, 2002) - #f % & & (4 : Goodsell, 1976) ~ 172 2 g % & f£ (4o :
Tanetal., 2003)52 § 1 0 % A E A F 0 1M (M A B 5 .26, .0,
"2 31, p<.05) 0 prh o b biEARY AEBIE B EF ISR 1D o

%\@LFE &?“?—d"éw% (r—-13 p< 01) 7%”-}?}1»&7]\/?5”“753 ;F,-

LA TEEERET 0 AT R ICC(L)& ICC(2)iE » Ar ik %7 (R
1t fiEiE)LFE SR LB ERRARRE > P A1 RHETRR €
¥ 72 5 0 (Hofmann, 1997) > * Ra it w4 d2 TR EEVEXIHRE
(ICC (2) >.07; Jamesetal.,1984) e =3 > fi it w it 22 i1 BRF 5
AMFRE A TEIBRAYLBAEFRE 0 (100= .82, = 110.70, p < .01) > *

C(L)E 5 .30 %+ — drzEzk el 12 (James, 1982) » 4% #1352 » B 1 I & ff

mﬁ:

2 %BF 0%z HBERpA L BHEPRELE > A5G T0%2 %R
R BN REOPE 0t o d A Al Bl e R AEL T
PRy v RERX2ZGRE (ICC(2)=.72) -

AT BB A7 REFBRL%E  E 42 28 n i BN 4
BEREBGR LS BG 2 h¥NA o AR AR dI BN K 2 2 R PR R

BESRFER A UERFED B

ok

2EP s BT AR
BI1EEF U BT HAERREZL AN FAHA I A ER
i FRME v FHELAEIHA I I FHAEF LT HEFLPM G (F =
19, p<05); F2 A PRERER LT »HFELAEREEN G (F = -05,
nﬂ’ﬂ“ﬁﬁliﬁi%’aﬁiZﬁ@iﬁiﬁ@Jﬁ’*Fii%@m%
TR (W REPBAR R R AR)E T RFR I IS AR

M gLz 30%-
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41 fiEpazt e el

R LH Tioge HEZL 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
BRI R -2 E
1. 2 b 3.12 5.13 -
2. 2 A RBER 1.48 1.44 01 -
3. REE MW C - - -.03 -.04 o
4. fg % 4 2.84 1.21 .03 -.04 - 16%* .
5. BEE I o ki 2.21 63 .09 -.05 .00 12+ (.88)
6. ABEE | ot 1.57 51 -.02 -1 -.03 -13%*  38**  (.84)
7. BEE & K 93 .85 20%%  28** 00 -.05 -.03 -.02 -
8. RirmiFEid 4.01 1.57 26%* .06 -.05 .09* 01 S13%%  31%*  (61)
BRI =-F 2
1. Rapw - - -
2. MBI (T 7 ° 196.51  133.71 -14 N\
3. b b 3.34 79 -18 12 (.95)
4. FiEFE T 3.57 70 .02 -.03 A9** (.91)
5. w1 EA|3 g A4 4.15 72 12 -.02 .05 10 (.96)
6. R AL L 3.49 .89 .05 18 -.08 .08 57** (.97)
7. Bl likids Tio 3.96 1.05 18 12 01 12 14 34%* (.72)
BRI K - b K Ad=411; BRI S-F 1 AB=67 ; Cronbach’sa A#ic gt £ () ¢ o
"RAEERF S BLGEE -
CREEE R A Mu i 1=9 B uE 0=+ B kR o
d}aﬁ’i‘\,&ﬁﬁulZOﬁ«uT\Z 21~30 #& ~ 3=31~40 #& ~ 4= 41~50 #& ~ 5=51 & 12+ o
ﬁlﬁ,ﬁ%\Tlf_&Fr/rﬂJJ—aLo

p<.10; *p <.05; **p<.01
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Fe 42 2 RPEIERIFCN Y A7 BA BRFSEYBERAI v R AEL
12%/e R > @ 2T ML LAY E 1 B A $HEEILIFERE2ZITIT
PRI FVEFRRA I eI AT T REET A 432 A FIER

(AR i

Z04-2 BAREN K S (LB R E)L A onk pE R SN A 47 20
B i
RE S b RN mwfpw?m 7

£ 5E 3.88** 3.89**
BRWMET  LEER 04> 04**
REELH -.09 -.09
BEE E .03 .02
BEE R A7** AT**
BRE DL A 27** 26%*
EIR R 7&)3?: -.05 -.05
BEEE el -.19* -.19*
BHEEZ By A1t 32
R .00 .00
Bk o g .06 .02
Rl B3l g id -.01
Rl iR dle gt 29*
i .09
AFBEX  RBPMF4 1.51** 1.50**
R en © 30
R’ se® 12
i CRAEP K - b R A d=4ll; BARR K -R 1B AM=67 4 cnthdid B A
P Tl o

Téﬁf Bug i g Ese ottt AR AL Rl PR G AR g
i (grand mean centering) * 3¢ o

SR 1k £ BN SRR EEEEL Zar ik 4 pird BN PP B
%‘ﬁv [ES L L A

p<.10; *p<.05; **p<.01

H kW E
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P iREERIIBWOZAIB AR (L LA FAFE FEAL

FAS HHRTEET) B’ d 243V T2 80 ¢

A TR Vo FRIE YL FAFE UL P BRI 7 F

|

-

AZEFFERAII AT FIPL A2 APFER 38 K 0 T B30
AL v LG AFREFOII R (7=.12,p<.05) @ HiEm
SETAELR AL RALEAE Rl o1 Al A A RARS o T
BRELeNHEAERHA I I oA EL f o B P L REERE AT R

Bk 3b Y AR 1 o

a4

ETHRALEAEF Pkt B RFR AL F A FEL PR
B2 %%ﬁq?ﬁ*ﬁ,uiﬁ\ﬂf? ﬁzg?ﬁ@%%%gig%ﬁij

% oA At ERE o

preb s B TR Pk B RrPEFFER I FPRE
B algESRIEY (7=.13,p<.05) 23 (% )it LB 42 25T R
IFHRIEEARIF > PHBEAIPRREAFA I I T Edd2 f » 3
BopBEgREAFETHRINBERaGEHAE S Y- 2o R FEETEe
BELf oAk AT T B A E s ) R E T m i LR

Fbbe jFip bt AT R A FFBEI 3 H B Sa 2 Y R 0 e m i g

B 3a >~ 4a -~ 4b ¥ B Bb o

DA R GRBRELFLRY AP UKL REAA G BRI L AR L
Ralte fhadeiid 67’3%4‘:5 ERCARRE AR O SESR AR LR AT RS S
prﬁﬁﬁlﬁk%&74%m%%%% E AR %l@%&ﬁ»m&«a,gjﬁﬁﬂx
Brck o Ra > *MFG VT 1;:17,,,y§+3_;\4>4ﬁ (Tl pFcr 2302 TIEHIF I (F% 5 »
B 432 5% Ff,’,} (g e f BARR LT T AT g E (F = .20, p
<O05) 1 EAAFAFEIEL v A LRI Fr R EYEREF (7=.16,p<.10)
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2043 B 1B A Sl TRk PR SN A 7 2P

e TR A & 5p p) e A Z3p e
£ 5E 3.91%* 3.89** 3.89**
BHPAEZ IPER 04** 04** 04**
BT w] =11 -.10 -.09
BEE &4 .02 .02 02
FEE B F A48** A8** A8**
REE D w4k 26%* 26** 27
2 E P BAAR (1) -.067 -.067 -.04
REE f oA (2) -15+¢ -15% -14+%
BRWEEx By 33 33 34
B1mhiE F .00 .00 .00
Bt g .10 .06 .00
Biieff1 B4 8 24 (3) -.36
Fiofdgalag iy (4 .95
s ads (5) -.08
Q%}ﬁﬂﬁ_lh -85+ -.33 1.43*
Ll witkid T15° -1.22 1.00 -2.10%
(1)*(3) 221
(1)*(4)°© .10
(1)*(5)° -.40%*
(2)*(3)° 15
(2)*(4)° -.46
(2)*(5)° 43
AFEFEZX RPFA 1.14* 1.33** 1.16*
B = (1)*(3) -.05
(1)*(4) -.02
(1)*(5) 13*
(2)*(3) 2%
(2)*(4) .06
(2)*(5) -.07
kL E 1335.49 1334.21 1334.41
aﬁ%ﬁﬁ®4w¥%xﬁ$&ﬂﬂ;%ﬁ?%ﬁﬁlﬁ%&%?%éﬁﬁ&?%%%ﬁﬂﬁ
o

RN ERUE AN L I EER £ 2 E 3 K REE % LU
(grand mean centering) > ;¢
Ch BB B &k (cross-level moderation effects) ¢t 4 > 44 Hofmann £2 Gavin (1998)
B R M-BAEN ST 4 R Sl Tiog s & BRI A L TR Hcen T E Y M 4
P BEETERICS > AR AT A REEAF LRI EY 2k 2 g Bl ik o
TES R A TR BN A S R BT R KR T (T ok o
“WAE (deviance) i FrE NN FRAZ TR HL BRI AAHNEREDERA
p<.10; *p<.05; **p<.01
H E T
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B4l i1 23l PAFXMEL w2 ELAT YR

BT IEmFERE

— BEEREE
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Bl42 R1iaEatix QP aERs 3 it §
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botd > ARFEEI G DB 8 AT HI AR FANT &R
FBHA LD oA ds Ti5i 0k > £ 44 BT AR 3 e BB
BOoWRUALF AR 1 e FRA T2 T G EE DT APH
(B=38, p<.0L)r d 1 B3 F Ao i1 FHRTEEFTRTE - Flt > BT
EEAF LEHR 6B BEHREMAELF A2 BRI B $EAIEL s

B2 B8 "EFLBREII»HFEiE2 THO%BEE (AR=1L, p

44 BRI B A REED v FEA: éi’i’;iiti%r?%ﬁﬁfrﬂ}ﬁ

Rirefiigddz T
st - st =
Bl %%
Aads 21% 17
Ramma ive 15 14
U == L 03 04
pRA
Raiwfaidligrds -.08
Rl ilag s 38%*
ER T RS 04
R .06 17*
AR? 11

i R AdL 670
#p<.10; *p<.05; **p< .01
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$1% P BRAH®

WS

P& 2IFBFEHAIE-HHLIELBE

AL EF Y P ez - AR AIRIARET 0 L AR TE (AR

BCMEL o HRA2 )L ERTR 1o HRAL - kAT > A5 7

FHRAEE L h Y BRI ABS R e REfemr BER
WRAPEFTERZ I FETL o RA YRR BRI PBRARER D
et alFpM (F=-05ns) EEEIFATHEILETT - R od £

41 T AP R D L R B BIR BB (L P BAERL
Tiofe =148) 0 AT B STIHR G 148 A AR FR L o B > AT R

SEF TR (TREFR D BRI R T RLL BTN EBER

15 ﬁﬁﬁ%%ﬁ&’ﬁéﬁ— ZHEE 3B epFEFTRRRE)REFERERL I FR
B4R (e RARAAER I REBART PR FRE TR

B)> MERGTRRILG LG LA SR S S R AFYFR o

BB o ek F1EL D 245 Sutton 2 Rafaeli (1988)4* %+ 579 #Ji{ 1% & 7 /&

- MRFFA R PRI EARY TERZ e gt d o 2FFCEE Y
FramEp 2 FsE (store space) T LR 1w it idEz £ 80 F o &
Mmoo RREERZ RPN TSR (Stock level)2 T3zt £ & (average line
length) s < p i@ B ¥ F PN 3205 7 B (R TR e [busy time]) » &R
BT - BARE (norm) > EEIEAEZT Y RL AT FFERY > A1 4R

Bos k2 £ 2 & (not essential) » @ st Ui BJEAE L PRIAR A 2 5 4 £

\_
¥ T

T AR A E AR 4 TR 3 Gk b B (Store busyness) sk T o g

RB o E R F LR T oSG TOREERRNF IR I I RELT

—

;’,%E!\’Z”Lr%j\ @4 ’WLLgliﬂ#EFﬁnEﬁLﬁF& ﬁ_lwg/)é‘”zxﬁ.»mp
M2 e &5 o d Sutton 22 Rafaeli (1988)F 7 # v v 2 7 HTE R
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L b g 42 R (transaction busyness)dk * 7 # LM 2 AR R ¥ (TEE LR AEE E
FAR)TLgrEApihe - » FIPEREIRCEXIGLTSE FERS R R

DOREEEHE S 4P - A E ] (% BB A DI AR T e

-
e
o

-
[
m-&\:

Py
23

Fo AR AE)IEEERRFRRS SR L URNAFLREER

)

F AoIp Ep o

peek s AREAYIE S AT Y 2 A7 g BBk R 0 4ot Pugh (2001)3 & 4L BB 2R

% =42 K (transaction busyness)¥t f 1 & w fFii A iEz Jo i, 4

H

TE LA b

R

AR PR A B (the number of people standing in line)dp 1% % =2 (Rafaeli &
Sutton, 1990) » ERF A F PR XL FZ S PR KR UL EEFRFTEL
ARRIRIAER  FI LS R L E AT A N E Y > RN EZ A
M KR fenD s R A o £ 2 o Tan $ 4 (2003)3 & #rdestit & k2 ot
HEWL Y TERZ e T e BET T BAF T R L e P> B
Rafaeli & Sutton (1990)#= 3 #& it4p e > L H P 7 M L P} P A2 R (Store
busyness)£? f 1 & w Fik £ E g szt B ER 2 (B=.13,ns) > @ Tan & 4
BRI Hm NS RRF SR AR F L RFD R AR R RS LE H R
PR F e R AR R R R R B E L e

CERAINAIEFER L FHEEFIRI FELIEN ZERE PPE

FRER Ao Do 2 0 WAL HR S B B AR kR

IR EAE BB kanioaf o

=t

Rl @as i bp LARXHF T
B 4 CFR GRS B IR kA kAT Y ¥ £44F Sutton 2 Rafaeli
(1988)=r# &1 b Z WA K 23 « ikt R P EGRRE TSR L R H A
AFFRIPERER T BFL ST Bl L Fol ki LT d 3 p
L R PRI S T N 2 B BRI S - SURGEE 3o KRS
BE2 P o TP kecd (do! & 5 9ME - O RERT RS

[hr: R E1RF K KRBT HREE]DEMPELFSEETEL T R B



T -2 G 0 A ERARF L VARSI PRAEAS A I e AT
%z 3418 (boundary conditions)ie— # $Ft > dole AT FIR 0 B R 3K
REIPPFTRIPF > VREIIPBEAGE I vl id 2 f o BT 1%
FEAFVILEREF PSP RAERZ Rk A

=
B AREL T AL BCRES LI FRAR (e AP S 2

«

EAATIA)F IR B BT P o
B BAE AT IR BB AT REFR AR A

,

P A A2 T A B AN LR e L

g

2B AR BRI e AL EERMN (7224, p< 0l Ry $ R

Barger &2 Grandey (2006)2 7 7 s % 4pafiv » R4p R 1 A2 5 @AY » § BRBH

L b v VSN R A R IR LTI LR A
Rl RMmMy 2 E2 HER AL c5F 1if > GRMA LR 27

FRAGHMEf o2 IS I TR 2L P20

A E LG HEEFM G A O B RO F R
T L2 BB (Pugh,2001) » i - BB E S G 2 2 b R E

LRI w4 dz 2 & %% (Rafael & Sutton, 1989) -

B

it AELEHBUN R LR RS LS

- S EHEH A T

R
\'S
gt
o+
A
S
=
o
A
j¢
o]
)
=
9
;.?\f+
ok
D
i
»i—

BT i R

B Ap 3 B2 88 eniE A7 (double interacts) » 4 % £E B 1 cpLgk o

ol idEanP 8 FPr s F1 3 8782 e

Pl
_:P
piui |
)
¥
~=h
il
R
W
2
=
¥

Ao e o pbvb s Pugh (2001)4 # 3] A% AR > B 12

gl
oo

&
A

—=\

I
,ﬁ%%&%f@’ﬁgnﬁgifwﬁﬁﬁyﬁﬁfmﬁwwﬁg,ﬁlg
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B o BIMOHEFSARMEINRAEZFEAT S RENR
ARBT-1IEFRFEE A ML R FLREH TR e A E2
FEOAPHIY TR G 4 S SEHERE G LT BT (o EB Y

‘ﬁ fé.};f’;?‘ [%—i‘/ﬁ_ ﬁi 2002]) » FM s KRR T ;};;«J-@F, é' ey i.&;lz 7% 45:,],&

R S R 11w i A 2w B ] e ek v (Tanetal, 2004) -

M BIRARSEET 0§ MR A S LY o FRAFE & K (customer
demand; % & 5 3 B8R4 Bu K U P R EA Y R2ZAE T LT B R
#f % (demanding customer)) £ 5 - B 1 3 0 & F sRiT AR E 0 f e A,
Mo enfiiy o B F et gl 0 4 % PR (Rafaeli & Sutton, 1990) -

s @ - Rafaeli ¥z Sutton 3 s s #FAAE 2 £ 3 — T H> 4 (rude) ~ 7 B

(unpleasant)sF g 2 » F]t » AT B Il

H
o
-—.gf-

[BEE& R (9468 E4pl 2
ERHOZEERAMZE R)GRNT LI e FEFSPTHE LT w4
#

2EAA o o d LT AL AFT R

e a2 fE gra’iéjﬁzxxii"f#@]]\jjg’

PERTE R LTI E R R A R A e AL E G p
LR

S HEHF S i

AP EOT A A e ch B 6 e ﬂmf F0 R 1 Ao T T AT

A HEEAERNRFLNRIALT G B eRE L7 5 (Hochschild,

1983) o AlFdF FARM v o P W FFIFTER 0
H

11542

iy

SRT R AT a4
R R RLEIRE R SLEDEE ) S AL L
Bolkw A1 2RNehF oo p o gHRIneFLERAP PR IR

PLEY A FR RBPREFF LB E SRR I kR R B G

WEF - LEA R gend R (40 ¢ Grandey, Fisk, & Steiner, 2005)
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AP LRI R

\F‘b

Ao ip A s (758 e g i 4
LR AR TSRO 0 R B T ROER (F R ) > i AUE S

1

-

T AT L R @ SRS Y G TR IERE 0 PR - B3

o

FlF A1+ R4 sldef e iR @2 1 BT R & P
Rl it endlen 27 70 RE{IHRDTEER ERFEA L7 N
o TR LI IFPR (Wi LieiFEid) PRI - L1
BFER (ot w1 2R FRFPR ) AFT UF i3 IR wk

B Techpt B0 22 g B ore e Bk AL - e

o8 RB1RAREIBAEIFENRS

E‘ﬁ ﬁ’t ?%’kl% 9:-‘;::}’ ’J‘F ’ I;H"" :—L_\;:;,}PEFL 7‘%1‘ ﬁ 1 J‘r"ﬁ’l

iy

B

EALEAFRIFE GHSHE Ao 2ol 1 ey

>

Lz Beng e

<

M RSB ETRIFE ¢ R P RRRER L+

WA f oo B RRIE o iBa B R4 1 Hobfoll (1998)#% o 2 i 4

=

Tl AL AT o BRI A JRIEA BRI B RSB R A

34
-

ERLEJLE T RAAFEAZ e kit FP R RGO &g
B4t hEREF £ *Leh (Ashforth & Humphrey, 1993) » F)pt 5 7 e B 1

FOUBEI S T RE AL ATRES KPR f 14t - B i B

\mk

it e A R AL F L G TR A T RO £ EEL -

ARELRYS AR I P AL FABE L P RARL LT
* oo E G }‘a‘ﬁ‘]iﬁg,{;}é’rﬁ“ Pl aierz b (v% 3E _ﬁ,é’-&ﬁ”??"?]ﬁ
TR iE o FRT R RTFE Aok BER - T AR ST A AR

oo TP - PR TSR (e BUEP e - &

ﬁ* e
A

B N TRE G SR FIR A P BER LR RS B kTS FERR
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ZAFEFH O NINFERT RO RS RJEIY TR EH R L R Y
REEERZ w7 E) FREFARIXFIMAILIPBEHEREF LOPE

MINAERPNFEF L RERS AFRT B 1 f o A1 (FHRE TR EZ D
BAFR (e w1 B8 - o fFEA g AF)L T B4R
LT JF2 o AFTHFRAIBA A BIRBFLIEG Mool » B A
(BB T4, Bono & Vey, 2007)¥ § »eip 2 3 P2 R ¥R 1 1 &
Frg A2 f e B o R TR TERS P 1 AR T
M 1o AR X FL TR Ko F KB4 > g4 F T 1IFERE- A7
s PRenp e (Kammeyer-Mueller et al., 2009) » @ ®% X1 (¥ F 8 B4 R 1 1 1%
Fraf e FPEFHEE T IIREFBAERE » §RYREBRDERS 0 H

b kB & R (Watsonetal, 1999) » F]m Ap >t B A FoF ¢ kB2 B F

T BFAR R IR HIRT FT R 1 w0 AT FIRE S KPR o

P dFys #RFIAERR UL FAFEME foitida 10

_A

E NIRRT YTV Y S FE L AL RS S S

éuh&)

ZIE

]

Tl td o FRVAREG AL AR T HRES ML LT 2

soe

o R 11 EAA g A R A LI ATEREI L g AFERETERET
BPEF > REVWYRAIEFTRIFIFHEAKEL T F Fehiph FRAER
(Fenlason & Beehr, 1994) » F]pt At fim s B 1 €325 1 iF%kE (L §)7 2 &5
PRI RJEE TAFSRAEE S R R f e AR R 12
R AR Fa B e A ERA I FARE S

=

¥
F2 oBilswfHRALFAFERARE ST HFEBILLETRI R

+

B i R LD TR o 1o A F 3 Bl G e

R I HI TR KBS RE FI T RE AL AR Y BIRRG A

R e igiis (WwhmyEw 8 2 ) £ 4 FHELFFTHA
P

=

I EIIEApM ] BF R FI A TR HBEEARDN IR A AR FRA



AP R4 ) AT RARRCTL FREF Fofe > REpFEIF TN o

2 Viswesvaran ~ Sanchez ¥ Fisher (1999) %5t & #7 3 ¢ (meta-analysis)dp i >
eV EEA RS RO/ EBREFIAE TR AR EFFTIREF G 2D
PO RD R RH LA R (fit) g L4 a3 R
BRARF KA 2ok o AT REHEN L ETFEaH LI BEL e EE2 A
Ao R T2 A FAF  RARIVER IR LI THREREL <
HouRmLBREhd FREBRRF FlapS i1l s L v igdds

BERFFE > “TA2 FThindk 4 > &a pgHE f vk o

ETF P AP TAHE L BAREKZBEA S T ERE LA F R BN
T A 2 2 3036 F

)
=
i)
N
[
hhci
e
(\N
s
1
272
i<
B

PrESARE B AL G RE
AE > 5 2 8% (Rafaeli & Sutton, 1989) » e @## > # F it i §. 1 R igd FlF 2
A FE G AaF23 8% (Pugh,2001) - 23 F% adfzd 83 R & Fliv 0§
BRAPREEIRIEBERZER RS EAEM B2 48 (boundary
condition) (4- : B A G R wenfF g PR R 1 ¥ 1 (T34 6 b

BAFEF RN B o m AFTNALEER B LB A BT S

Y ES Y ESNIAS T IR R A A §

£ # > Johns (2006) 3t e 7 5 A7 L B AL F & JEE AL B (context)
BT RRHE R AT o A ey Y R Rdn IR M L
(constraints) » @ H # 8 & F£ 2 R
£3) uEEFEFHAE ST L L BT 2 § X IT R ERA O
2 (Johns, 2006: 361) - @ AFF 73 » ikyp Johns 77 7 iE 3k > HE BN &k & B

FAS2ALRF PETERI B A ST RN K SRR Y R
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Foragagimt s v g TH RS R R R LR A PR WO
J A RAHT B AR R 0 L F e A (F Rk R AR P L BRI Y 2 T
75 o

BT EL AP IRAGFELEE F P KA R B G TR
AR (R1BAK=)2BHNE= (5 EX) B2 77 RS
POREEBETFIEAIM LIRS F FEE - k=t (v Tsai & Huang, 2002) -
FRTAIBAFF e ZFHPF - FHLEFZOTPELY R AFH T A 47
(4= 1 Pugh, 2001) - 2@ » &R & KRG 0 L FEDOLEXEE POL X
(Morgeson & Hofmann, 1999) - % 7 @ d it 4 > A 7 F#ce 79 B = >
et HLM A 45232 > I A5 7 U ASL S b & = %l - HLM - 3§
AT RN R S T A A T i BT S A T AP R S M
eniz 2+ (Raudenbush & Bryk, 2002) -

FEPRNELAEZ T AP RS EF TR 2B A b A=

2R E - BRI W LRl I R E - RN E S

TFEM P EXEFAY (o Tanetal, 2003) > i@ F 7 st A & A
FTHEELF POt LA APy 5 BMM (within person) & 4 74l 2w
%’4~1*ﬁ1—1i”%%6k &l‘pz;?iﬂlé?‘AE ﬁ“"ﬁ%tijﬁlﬂ@

RO N £ SRS FROE T L S P E USRS V- EREY T
&

9:\4-
éum

UG LA L E R T T A AR
P2 RBL EBOER BRI EE R E BN K AP BT (4o
REH- B2 PR BT SS 2 [FRRAE; llies et al, 2006) - = B g ¥ ¢
- AR BT L B IR AR MR AL (Alliger & Williams, 1993) » # i) k35 - llies
£ 4 (2006) iy ¢ o B R R BAFTRE (4o B3 R{olEET)

AP EFHBUNATA T e R MRGE (positive affect) ¥ i 1 e o2 7 5
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ZF I BT A - eSS R 0 T B S AT AR
ROAFPTEERMPA 2R PEALRP- A 1EF LS 2 TP
ﬁﬁ%ﬁ”ﬁﬁi&iiiﬁ%?,ﬁwﬁﬁﬁ—mv@ 7RI TR

FR1FA 2 Aph R -

2. AF 4 AFHAEEBLERE

A6
e iy (Griffin, 1983) » 1 ¢ ¢ fab g AR RKEA 21 4o AIRIHITH
T BRI AL w4 7 5 (Rafaeli & Sutton, 1987; 1989) o A&7 3 B & F IR 0 4
Fhok N E L LA FAF LI FREORE L A1 IFY g1 F2a B
AFORNVTERRA L AR IPFREIIBCZIEERFZRA KR T LA A B

Faddqes ot > LEFHFHLEFETF 7 o ERBIF L dnkAL -

¥z % F1BXPE2IFRE

AFLREEA I ENR AL RFEA AT e gL EL TBE

T b ko kI REBWUESASL AT RaIEZ > 2T PFA 1M

FELTFFRRE A T RMBRAIARNITHT 2 75 - Ka o
TRILFLPAPFEFERLMERFTEAZHA e 2SR Y
BERFRTRRFLF A A AWML f ook ko Bl 67 =
B2 BAREFTH > Am > 1345 Cohen (1977) 2. L 2R AR > BT 5 kA
T BEORER S 05 F St e AU L5 80% (TG 80%:Ts S € 4EF m
EBER)OFT > FEATEI AT 2T %% (4o Tanetal, 2003) > #1348
% Bchf Th 2 effect size 3k % 5 .30 RI#TF A 1 ¥ A% > 5 85 0 1 5 fFa
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b AT AR T BRT A S SRT MG AR A B 38 R

PTH URWAFY SEFHEEI LG DR

£ HoKapM AT F R LR A A FERFRE AL F A AP
BB iE ST RoRETRELG BAAM > RAFTHFRS A P AFMEL
12 3% 4 % (nomological network) % — tkeh > Bgr S AR 1 7 5 i 5 b
2 F 5 (Caplan, Cobb, French, Harrison, & Pinneau, 1980) » & iR 34 ¢ £
R itelFEid2 THEFEFIAAM A B2 F AT Y B

TR L N R TR Ea S R

Bié > A8 F 134 Bono & Vey (2007)# H1 PRI e 5 B enfi R 2 4 R 4F
Fod? PP e s Ry Fal (T e i ME 5 &y M Flpt &
FLERT A ARETY 2R RIPETEL ATy 2 R %3500 b Pt
ﬁ%ﬁéé%p;%mﬁﬁjwermum%%,gﬁzAAﬁﬁgaiﬂ@
PHETRITABLR 1w g idz THnrdI %3 - Ra > ABHT A S
2ZAPFRLFATREERE T I S AREFFY de P AT P ET SR

e A E 2 T 3oE R % 1295 Penney ~ David & Witt (2011)4* 446 2 7
BOARE TS R MGF TR AAIERE S PR e
SRFERTME T AT I FE IR T AL I A AT E B AL
TR RPN T B P EFTRER N FT B F REFT5
FetenFTih (do: e w A MEE G s &1 FiEFE; ¥ Judge &2 Erez (2007)
FIERRA I e BETE1 T c g g F AN LR T2
T FV R FRRE LB ITER K 1 AT EFH AT FE
TR L R B FEAI VARSI -A L TR A AL BMA S D

& ~ T o4 (Hotard, McFatter, McWhirter, & Stegall, 1989) » #7 7 % % # L E 1

0 Tan % 4 (003)FEHE L e BT EH BRI o HEA L2 P 1o bR Tl
£ $* Eysenck 4 #.& % (Eysenck Personality Questionnaire; Barrett, Petrides, Eysenck, &
Eysenck, 1998) -
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G R P AT Fr B I e AL TS ARE R
OB (B= .04, NS) RS 0 AFTL EG FRFH LS FRIT R RFE
AETEREE SR T O R R o A RO R LR T R REE
TR R (Ao Tan % 4 (2003):F & S 4 E 2 F - SIRIFA B) o FM

BEDAFRIFH LS LP2RART] TR-HRFRIARETRA

(de g2 A w25 6 B g B2 Mol $5 1 5 Mount, Barrick, & Stewart, 1998) ¥

RNy ER U LY By R SR T SR

RF AR BT 2 TR

L S AL 2 oot

AFETURI BRI AEPF RFRALFAFHA I I LS
2 LI0L G RF IRk oo i FA TR PR 1 L e A S

Flk ~ &¥ 4 5w+ 4 (Rafaeli & Sutton, 1989) @ e e ~ A 1 I 4 # i~ AR

2o MEFR 2o RE o HY AR BABHKZIFR RS EIFT LS
:g;!‘;%«ﬁ a1 ,@;Aﬁ%‘rﬁﬁ 1 ifﬁgz\xii%%’i (s‘zri ﬁ“ m,;_wzﬂigf;r%«r[pugh

(2001)] ~ #F %} % [Tanetal,2003]) > 24 @ AFF FHE 1 4o f R AL F £
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3HEAY 0 BRRBARLD PR R AR IR G
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BemeF TR £ APRIFF 2T F i
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FEGF A RAET > 2 A AR P w4 o (Caplanetal., 1980) -
AERFE IR A ORI 1 gV R B TR LD

e A FRALFAFOEER I P RERF IS REIBASEES S

‘?"}

fa¢zx gl (Fenlason & Beehr,1994) » @ A F2 7 s> 1 B 4|1 § £ 3 7 RS A
frolEiEHR I p AL e BP THA D L6 1Y T RIBRE A
FlAMEE f o B RE TR R ST F 2 o R A F A BRI R
- AR AW AR R R UL RS 2

ERE SRR T SIEERE S 2 R0 - EREAR B EE R

F_*

12 AR PRDFREALFAFREDE 1 BRI BAFTIREE

B2 1 IF R fo

e & F3

AP IRAF I RFEF Y TR ERY 4 RS v T A
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FRAL A REARFIE- Lo g

o+

HFhO AP ABHPAESY Bl i oEE ST o  BRAEY
B 61> 2 T B SR EET k- B FE R 40.02%0% R o v iFiES
MiEHAd2 g i1 R dfet  TREPHRKZCRE

(dr: Bt w i &z p 30— k42 Cronbach’s o = .51 [Tsai, 2001] ~ a = .62
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[Tan et al., 2003] ~ o= .73 [Tsai & Huang, 2002]) » F]* » 2= 35 % - BRI
v AR (AL R I R P R AR F R ARG S
ZIBGF ) TR EBFLE D eE I A LRI R R EF LG B

ip B (interitem correlation) » *r R 1 -4 & iE f; A3 F pA) fﬁ A (reflective

N

construct) - @ Barger £2 Grandey (2006)#= 5 » #F L4 fRi+2 2 BB T > o>
b R piex

MEREE e h AR 2R FEE G A P2 ARl o T RIT A

+ A

1R R A RR R (b et s R ¥ )2 B Y% 5 R
e
%’gw%ﬁ%ﬁiﬁFF%%¢%%LFI%%ﬁ$ﬁﬁﬁi—ﬁ%%@%?
gt LR AR A HERLE L FAPN BRTR- H otk
(e Fsdadims A PR 2 A4 4 (formative construct)) - e 4 22

BAKPIRAFRR I e HRAEHAL o L FRET

% o hFTF 4 Hobfoll (1998)*+4% 12 B A F iRl At » #H T
AP LFE R EAAE R0 LY X R EREER B AN

AT R E S oI 2 S AF TR GHER o @ 1345 Colquitt 22 Zapata-Phelan

.

(2007) 4+ %+ Academy of Management Journal 2 7 + & § v~ 3§ > B B
FAoim Al B ARG TR 2 B2 o A8 g T 2 R A4 14y Colquitt £
Zapata-Phelan #73 113225 % 2% (theory testing) & B *» » » 2 7 i3t ¢ & ??)*Hi
2% % 0 LT Ay E 6 Hobfoll (1998)# 2. F ik 42 &24F Lk Lk
1A SBL e T REF O % L AR SY FEPH A2
(e TR - FEEBERE)P > AT EHEA P o 2 RA T %
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7 <
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B > ¥ i & Colquitt &2 Zapata-Phelan (2007)% 4 74 11 2 % & 2365+
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el (Aot FRERI) ML FED S RET T E 3w Bk Dallimore
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Faet) AL AL A e R E A RIFAEE AT BREEE W
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IRh 2 g 4 £ (leader emotional expression) & F € ¥ 7 5 A2 B F > p 2

}

FOREHN LS AL AL LR TR R RAF b- AR
(4t 2 g [angry] ~ & % [sadness])eiT 5 B IRk (4o @ Lewis, 2000) o # &
EE B A A I REARY 0 GIRBE Y - SURSBE 1 Rt eRE k
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i)k (Bartel & Saavedra, 2000) - = B> Ay 4FARE L B2 1 2 % 3 B4R
WAL A 2 2R (TR A5 B R B Tl p o E s TR RE 2 G
LR EFp L oo Rl d AAET AR EERE Lo E R

PEREBETENRERD LS E NI RARR AR ¢

¥ - = 5 > 1945 Bartel &2 Saavedra (2000)4- ¥ B P = B 4 £ 47 € 538

HHE A BRPFMES |2 bR 3 B FRMIES | 140 2

SR BEELF ARG AFEKRLE - R Ao A HERE it £ (high-energy)
B (he D s B ) i £ (low-energy) g (e B~ R ekt

)5 { FFPEBFHRLEA EHEH P RXINTEERZFY -7 A7
FEMRE Ao E2 LR 2T BEeTEFF (Sl wf ”f"’g ~AE
T‘sﬂ ) TR = R (the circumplex model of mood; Barrett &

Russell, 1998; Larsen & Diener, 1992) ¢ » & 3 $&.3 /& it {2 (high activation) ~ 3 it &

2 FEF R G TRIEE | e B R PRAGE o h 2]
M REC LB ARG ATHEE L v AR R 1 e AL K

FEoMite e ZRAKRFETVEEFTHRFTHES K (4o Dallimore et al.,
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