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ABSTRACT

The complex and changeable business environment and the increasingly fierce business
competition put forward more and more difficult requirements for the enterprise
organization. These requirements significantly exacerbate the contradictions and conflicts
within the organization, leading to frequent paradox within the organization. In this context,
paradoxical leadership emerges as the times require. They are good at leading the team to
deal with the competing and interrelated multiple needs and manage the long-term
coexistence of contradictions in the organization. As the soul of a team, leadership has an
obvious influence on team process, such as team norms, team atmosphere, team flexibility
and team identity. From the perspective of self-classification, leadership effectiveness can
be achieved by influencing followers' team identity. However, there is no research on the
relationship between paradoxical leadership and team identity, especially on the process
mechanism of team level. Therefore, this study intends to explore the relationship between
paradoxical leadership and team identity, and the mechanism of inclusive climate and team
resilience.

This study adopts a questionnaire design with two time points and multi-source data to
collect data of organization team. The data of paradoxical leadership and inclusive
atmosphere were collected for the first time, and the data of team resilience and team
identity were collected for the second time, with an interval of three weeks. The
questionnaire of paradoxical leadership and team identity was completed by team members,
and the questionnaire of inclusive climate and team resilience was completed by team
leaders and team members. Finally, we collected 254 valid questionnaires from 60 teams
in different industries, and conducted descriptive statistics, reliability and validity analysis,

correlation analysis and structural equation model analysis to test the research hypothesis.



The results show that: (1) paradoxical leadership can positively predict team
identification, inclusive climate and team resilience; (2) Inclusive climate and team
resilience have a positively predictive effect on team identification; (3) Inclusive climate
and team resilience play a mediating role between paradoxical leadership and team
identification; (4) The path of inclusive climate - team resilience can play a chain mediating
role in paradoxical leadership and team identification.

The results of this study reveal the importance of paradoxical leadership to team
identification, which shows that paradoxical leadership can make the team more inclusive
and flexible so that team members can find a sense of belonging. This research enrich the
research on the effectiveness of paradoxical leadership. The research results in
management practice enlighten that organizations should consider selecting and cultivating
paradoxical leaders, and team leaders should also strive to promote team tolerance and
flexibility, so that members and teams can effectively recover and cope with contradictions

and adversity, which will help to enhance and develop team identity.

Keywords: Paradoxical leadership, Team identification, Inclusive climate, Team

resilience
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L1 FARER

NERH R E R BRI TR AEE, BUERATS A 7E— AR BRI
KBERIOAC, EXRERAATE ST, AR AR HE R £ N & K2 RE R
AL N H 2B R 2 B RV IRET b, R 2 AN T 38 S BBl A I 555
KRR B A E e AN ISR 1 2 SRR 20K, IREEOREZE R 1
AT ERM R BB BRI DR E < 2, BTG AT RRAR K i i
EREZHE? RRFFHANBRITR TR R BRI, MEHFEEEH? X%
HAE R 2 IBIP JG S5 A T HEURR LR =4, It HIX SRR B4
AYASAREERHF S (Putnam et al, 2016) . FRIREE AT HE? RATA A
AAFEISELSEE S, R CNBE " RV R TR SR A A i e AT
F PRI SEF P LLZ RO F G “ AT (NN Ar i, FERR
MAAEHE EAMBER. BIERHE, WA AROV R R A, HARFHERERE
FRAGUN TR SR SRR NMEW, 578 S0 AR AT IERE = 1 Aol Al HE SR
KL BT T — AR ] T 518 AR A KR PR A I m HF JE Ask g HEEL
g g s B —— DA IR R RS, I “ 2k —" Ceither-or) [HIIERESRMS
fir R R e G,y TARERIMMA G, R “PiE#”  (both-and) K]
RS/ Y R MESRE R E A, FEE S ERSBENRE, ERP
BASCALIER 7 “B1” F0 “BH” ZIRBBR LA &, (ERE LS EMHEG, L
) ]SS FLE A I A B AE 5 P AR AR IR RIS AN O B 458
MG PHEM T EFER (Lewis, 2000) . BEENEROHERS, G K& e e,
AT IARTK A EEE (Smith & Lewis, 2011) , fZWASS KM — RVEH O
FPSLE R HICHRRIAT A, R B AE TAEF B b L 55 5 PE 7 5K (Zhang et al.,
2015) o G, WEBEZAERE, RS H I T 445 A T A LR F
BAATSELAT BBk i SORIE L T
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B AR TR AT T T b T REA B Br o 8 AR AR PRI 70 70 A A
AL =A R IR R TN MEI R G AT A BRAT A T80T
N (Zhang., 2015) . £ E4T A (Liet al, 2020) . BFEITHN (Jia et al, 2018) . A
TeAT R CESARE, 2018) . GUEF) AT, 2019) « ARSI (Bl 2019) 4%,
TR BT T T F VL R s e ot e AR B b, ZEACA OB h, o T IR
A BB GIET (P HERESE, 2017, 49, 2009) . BIBAMLASF#E (Li et al, 2018) .
A ALY (Mammassis & Schmid, 2018) , X FHLIEIAE XTTAE (fFIE
7%, 2017) FURMEHIHENM (Lewis, Andriopoulos & Smith, 2014) . MIXEb4E FokF,
REPFRFBEET TR BT AMET R EE, X TR RSN TME A
A B R o B HAE FIRL O e A B =, (ELAR B A0 0T 3EAT S T2 RN
IR

P BATA A AT T B A S 5 s WP ATRTBA 2 1) “[R]— 1R i, ek
TAME LB BRI FIRESE (Gundlach, Zivnuska & Stoner, 2006) o ZIBAIA A
Rl AMAE R A CRIF NG ia T O — 1S, H5HIN—E2 M (Ashforth
& Mael, 1992) . IR4EHIF DKL (Tumer, 1981) , FIBPGA KIS R A H
BB AL T it B IR M g IO Bk, HBVRERRR T HIBGE,
S 7 B BA KGR FL 2 AR R . H T AMAAE B 3 2R R s T L2 i1 [ BA
FRAERE L Mt G by, A MR ARRE 8. Fik, FIBE AR A
PRAR A FTBRME R (K MR, AT B BA A TR S bl i, 122 AR T s
A BRSOl . AR A B RRE R, MRS R BIRAFEARZHHLE 5|
SR A SR ARSI ATEETE (Turner, 1981) « 2RI, A2 EE
AR T I BAI SR AR BAT NI RIBRAS R &R o [FIMF R4 1 IBIBAIA TR A
R, AR G AR A A DA R B R A S 4R A S ML

T IR, Hogg (2001) AW HE— LB 1 BIBAA [ A0 85 ] H
RARSILERINLG], FEHR IS FAHEMRES . SUFE N B P g0t
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— i, HOTRRHIE B B AR, Al i DMRR BIBAHITE, o i A
TRIIBAILTE e SCRIIBA S dr s EbR. M (EML, A ZE 5T 2 BAUA 70 R T e S
SUTA R HHEAT L, P BRSSP A A [RT P2 P i e B8 AT R Py G B
A% (Hogg,2001) . BESASUTREMSREMAIBNINE, [FIM), TR R0 G T 4R
SR BATNE L, 2R B AT 36 B TR AT R 7 AEH 900 DU AU AR
HF AL, BISR MRS S RN AR Mo R, Kk, A8
ILREHRER.

A FTAE R T AR I8 A I SCHRAS . AR B 45 0 T AT BA 3 L A 4]
BABLIE SR () AT BRI iR T R A AT A A FOANME, SRVFANPEAL TR 22 R
E#E, AT TESE5HRENHS (Zhang, 2015) , XS ST NGB TEED
BRI o 72 BA QAP B, AR AR AR I R 35 R A
RN Z S, BT RNERSE PR TR 2, AR R R 5 F FA A R
(Ferdman,2014) . [, {0 R4TooMeE R TEAE . BEAIAIILSS b2 R £
AFR TAEES, FFA P RLARL IR B2 ST B R AR B8 (Zhang, 2015)
1 1 T A A A 7 BRI e 224 AT BAAE 0 e PR AT I, 7 808
A BRI A S B85 2 AL O BRI G 5% (Daniel et al,, 2018)
T AR AT LATS BRI . b, T e A e P ) A v S 2
(West, Patera & Carsten, 2009) . &4 HE A FBEWINAE MBI, RUFFHIA
ERA A F B BT, R T 5 B2 B A AR AR B AT 21 U e ek,
Bl 8 T2 B — S B T ME D RS R g i, IAMEERS THAT
Rt B AT B CRIAT 9. RIS, FES0 I BN IERI IR, R ER 5
L P21 A W45 4 0 DR S S R TR LE R AL A& AT g, 5 BIBASE [ I R B T
BIAME S A I ZAE . thsh, HA REFIIIE JH B TR R A &
IO, [T HG Inadt R AL I O, A MRS O 3BT, 48 BNk, At
FUNN ALV G 2 10 U T R [ BA P 7 A 1 [ i S S 2 2 77 A2 A BAATF
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IR 7 P ik P N i3 e T ==X SR 2 | AN AP e [ (TS e il
IRV BT A BA A [ (8 R TR R
L2 AR AR

BT B A PO RS TIARHN B EER L, AABERER
PR AT 5 BBV R Mo R/ AL [, BT AfkaRmig s VAT
R M AR AP R, W A8 = A MER B R A, ]
A AR AL T T 15 2 i AT B2 100 /6 22 0P 2 R AT ] A 5 A S T )
EINNETE -2 R
L3 FAREN
1.3.1 EigRE X

B, BHMARERMM RS REERIIRNL T RSN R, KRBT
RAAEAL TS XAMAAT A LA R BIR A& K #ma . thoh, TS Ao Rk
I AR BB AT KA . RGN T MR IR B4 R, R ZON A
INFREHE R, —HHFE TRRASS M, H—H iR 78S
UNGIELIPA

Hk, KT AT AN A DOA F Z B KR AL, R AT i i o AT 4Rt
RFARGEG T FHAFIAMEZ M TS, 51N EFS ISR A AP [FBL 2
AR B ARy rp Ay, R A 1 2 A A ] A DA ) 2z i) DA 9 5 38 ] A 183 38l 57 st AL
il, HE— T G RAK A 1T BA A R R AL DA B A5 10 TR 80 S 1) T A J= T )
SCMEBLEBI R AL
1.3.2 SEERE X

FEF ST, WA EIA LRI FDLIREEA O 2SI s e i, L andn
FHRCAA TN HI N TR EIRE TR PRAT T S EIRET A
e TS AL R T Z TR, FFE, 2RI TAEBCURATIOA R, 441
XA BN R HE e T FIT e T3 A Soma 4Rt T s R . 1fi AR S R A
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BRI TARE AR T AR R R, IFIRR AU B 5 BB R,
LKL AR BN A Bt IR (KA, 35 B R BRI AL B3R AU ™ o AT e e
AR R AT BAA TR e RAE AL AR 28, BBV A IR b2 b R 40
R TR G PR AR P I A A 52 e g 57 £ 2 A A ) 8 L A 222 (R S
B IR, B 7RG B R A SR AR R 240, F B SV
BAIA RO T AL BATE A B A I TAR SR BB B . AR S a T
AL 57 F BA ST SEA B0 [ATBA S5 7 10 Wi 2] A RS B 22 R O 100
P SE A7 A0 S ok MR S5 ph e, I HLAE 7870 M B 0 0 S5 ok SR B T A L s A e
B SERFS  HO R R 3568 P A S L e A AR UL AZ PR BE AT, A RO R 5 T A
EATIE o IXEEHRRA BT I A R BA AR, PR B4 e KRR R AT S A R
B S LN AL R S5 3RAF %030 77 -

2 CHRERIR

ol
EL
~F

2.1.1 R HASNER

FERERD LI B mE R AR R, AR5 REEERRMMKS. K
FEARIR B AT RIE (Lewis, 2000) o Smith Al Lewis (2011) ¥ 360 kL4150
WP R RIAHZ S X A A% ] HIE. ARSI AR A R PR X4
B 6 25, AT L 2EF MR 0 T S e IR S LR ik, A1 BA R
MR (Pinkse, 2018) %55 451E (Gnyawali et al, 2016; Raza-Ullah et al.,
2014) . IRIEEEEE (Lewis et al., 2014) . PMEA#EH| (Sundaramurthy & Lewis,
2003) . A5 (Zhang et al, 2019) « UCHEELA = AR & 3077 0 (Pankaj,
1993) . WERFEZR (Andriopoulos & Lewis, 2009) 25, Hrv, #fRE 245K
7 A K i AT A I BE I TR HE RS ELRR S A7 /e M B, i S %1 75 L e (1) il 8,
JFE MR B A A A B R IR T Gk 71, T2, AR ERTAHES
(11 A2 B A I AR R s A e M — 4 3, BN 3 Z IR B i {E SR LR
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CATRMAAEN A D EE ST, B FAN BAADEEREE (Smith &
Lewis, 2011)

Hosgfep |, t2ieMAEHRE A, HWIETT BLE W BE X B SCik. s
(Eflz) HncER < Imnphmer, MU, BT P17 M
“BR” AFAERN LGRS PRI IRAT “— B, — SRR IR &
S BH 27 2 1) SE gl A DRER A FRXCTS (FE BE A BRI GRS, 2014) o dagbml I,
Hh ] AR 2 B8 7 A SE R A IS () Z TR TR DG 3R, SO IA) T 2R A A 1) JEL 4 T 15
(-TJ7¥, 2007; Hedden etal., 2000; Ji etal., 2000; Masuda & Nisbett, 2001) . Kk
WAz AR N SRS, A7 A AR R 2T

PPN LGS RN AR &, RN IRAE g 905 F
W, MEIEMAESFH R AR B, KRR AR, (H
ENT KRG, WFEMIZEZIF R ET ERFR (Lewis, 2000) o 1%
WHLACR U E Ok T E A BPEMHNUE (Zhang et al, 2015) . fHIL, FE¥

HFH LB RISBESSYST AR, RIMZEHEYST AN S Paradoxical
Leader Behavior (Zhang etal., 2015) .
2.1.2 FR BRSBTS N

BT, FARFAMHZB AT KR AL T &AM B, AR T
PRI SO LB MRAEAR R . Zhang 25 (2015) FSEMAT NA IR T 1%
WIS S4T A (Paradoxical Leadership Behavior, PLB) [IH&r, Fkfid 441 SmH
R BUEIRI, BEE N 8] 82 B R A B U B FE 4+ S S A RIIAT e AT
AR AGHR R IEE TR ER—F “mAaL” 1. 3h& IR INERR. N
TRIBRITAMME M, Zhang % (2015) k4 “P&#”  (both-and) RiEK
AR FEAAFPATHERE: (1D AREMATOML S (combining self-
centeredness with other-centeredness ) ; (2 ) Bl 4% ¥f I B Rl % £ o5 %

(maintaining both distance and closeness) ; (3) F—#ArAEfF T &, [FIRT R7FH
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AVEAL (treating subordinates uniformly, while allowing individualization) ; (4) 3
b TAEE SR, R 2 R Cenforcing work requirements, while allowing
flexibility) ; (5) ZEFrek sk fahl, M L¥FHAF M (maintaining decision control,
while allowing autonomy) o BHLF[ L, 1218 24 AT Ay g il ) [a) A 5K 70 8
PR RN ik, TG A AN, DUSEIOE G 5 K B A 7
(Smith & Lewis, 2011) . TR MYUSHERE “RAA—Z" , EAFK B,

Hife, WE BAREAESEL T 5775, PASEISL B AR (Lewis, Andriopoulos
& Smith, 2014) .
213 FREAS NS R

T FbEE, Bl ARSMEH R S0 LR R EaE AT A%,
& Zhang F A (2015) FAMHNEZMEHMREREWNSTNER

(Paradoxical Leader Behavior in People Management) , FEHT AL pm. £

AR B RPIR R A IR R T, RIS AR SZAE AR (Zhang et al,
2015) o ZERMWIATAGEICH 22 188, Hrh—H50 8 E R T H A 34T
NER, BEFHEMMST (Owens et al,, 2013) « MEALFRIK (Bass & Avolio,
1995) FIEZR AT S (Srivastava et al., 2006) , 51—&B4 KT8 Uik 28 fir
BEREAPERIN 96 MREM. FREREMERE LT NI —BUERLIIE
0.84 Bl L.

k4, 2019 4F Zhang A1 Han K& 15— MERMAFHWETH, ZEXRE
B MK IAM A SR ) CEO 1208415 &K (PLB in long-term corporate
development, Zhang & Han, 2019) . =&ML 2038/, REASWMTALEE, 29
e (R AR AR A B R 8 (maintaining both short-term efficiency and long-term
development) . fRFFLLFEE M A (maintaining both organizational stability and
flexibility) + FRVERKARMHF| 40T (focusing on both shareholders and stakeholder

communities) I AIEEIAE #4244 77 & (conforming to and shaping collective
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forces in the environment) o HARFRULIIZELR T %0 BRI WE—BUE R
f£ 084 UL b, BRfZERMAE MM, L5kl E CEO Kt MalF1T
Sy i AN

2.14 {FREAS R

TP VR 2R AT R WA AL R SCR 1K) I AR JE, R IAE G A i b T RS AP B
Bro Hort, DU BT AR SE M 7 fe 22, 0 BB S AL ARk U A X B
HRZ WA LA 42 RS 5. 280 A T A TP AR IR T AU R
AIBA. A RIF G < R &R, DARARATTZ R FIB LA 0 7 -

FEAMEZE B, AR AU T DO AMEAT A S E . Zhang 5§ (2015)
AR R T T BT AT, FERIAERGAT . ERAT AN E
FUTREATI. 1R Re s A B AR E ARG R, Bt TE
[FEREAT N (Jia et al,, 2018) o PRI TR T APV 2 5 R T & 5 12
HIERIER, mAMAR BRSO 2 R TR A S AL B AT N2 ]
FIZIARIY (Li et al, 2020) » EIHE (2018) FEASIJE Heds A SR i A0 p R B0,
MR SRR AN YE BE R AT ST R R AR 30 R RUTTAT RIS, AR I8 L 4T3 %0 A
BRTTAT N, BRI AT IR R A RS A R, ARSI
Kauppila 1 Tempelaar (2016) [fJSEER4s RAH—F. HIk, 50 BT AR B X
MEBIHAT R, TR AMER (2019) $2 10 AU 45 5 T LUE i 50 A S ) DA
RGP TAEE YR, R R TAH. FE, R8T (2019) tRIER TS
ST MBI 774 R TN EA, 5 & v 20 A1 A R ST A € P 21
fEH], BREREEAEE R, 5 IR W AR LS S ATAMA B3 77 10) (9 b A AT
9, SRZNEES. BE, RSB IE R R s S LR DA, O BLERE
KPR RPERII A AR, B TAER R WSSO F
SRR G, 2019) o [FAIFE, 7E Tripathi (2017) FOTFA IR R 12107
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G TR E I A7, et T m xS TAER B EAEHIEAL, A
JEHI AR

FERIBNZT by — R B AR B v 2R 4005t F A3 Ol et A B s i A 3
TR . 1R RS RS AT R T I BAIE 77K T Mt A [T BA BT - iy 21 B3 7345
PR AL ANRIBA BB P 2 58 e /B, AT 95 TLARPERTA R RS PEAEAE G
SR A A AR R A A M I BATS < R BT AR (BRI, 2017) .« 1718
T T DAIE R 72 Al B AT - R R R B R RO TR A R T BA B A (<
2009) o {FIRALUTICAE I RE X P BA LR B L R0 AR 39 Bk 2 A
FHAAIF SR MK & (Lietal, 2018) o M4+, Mammassis 1 Schmid (2018)
IR IR A AR T e B AT TERCRIAS X AR FHBAE BT, R 5 1 o ) ] A Bt ik
AAEHAEI, 2R Rt — P Y SHE T -

AN E I F st RIAREAEALZ T ERINE. 264 T X A
ROCRIF A BZERERIER (FHE%, 2017) o Lewis 55 (2014) WFFA it
SO0 120 R TR A 14 5 B BBV 5 I A IR V0 TR 41 ot 2 3 1) s B R P AT R
SEMPER . TRFN DL e ) L A RSP0 2 03 S m AT A 1 0 MR A
SRS AR B E o T AN LM, 752 512 Rl v A SR SN A A 1
EMEMPHANTRI, RIS B A UL IR R e MR T A v AT
A AU TS Z R P TG, T BRI LS RS R E (Lewis, Andriopoulos
& Smith, 2014) .

2.2 EIRARE
2.2.1 BIVAREI O #E&

P BA A R IR T AL 2 A Al o AL oA LM B O T2 — L BEA R IA IR,
PLRAE SRR R 5L B B A A A (B 3 3 (Tajfel, 1978) o HARSKG, A
IMEHATIRAFAYERR S O R, DIAME S B CA MR, Bk
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RAEE ORI, NTRRRIANEER, IR U I RE R AL 2 JR I AR,
I AR 440 E (Tajfel & Turner, 1978)

BbiE, RER RS SNSRI R B E AEE TR ITHRER
( Ashforth & Mael, 1989 & 1992; Hogg & Terry, 2000; Abrams & Hogg, 2004; Miller
& Allen, 2000) . Ashforth Al Mael (1992) #5240 LN FALAE—FhRFBR A A4 2A
[, EH T A2 AR B 4 2R I R i gk, TR U R T BASE SCAAMAE
e AL H RS SR TR A B, TR AN G2 It B O AT BA
e XHAE 1, HHRXEAZHRIS %M. [, Gundlach. Zivnuska Al
Stoner (2006) AJyI P L FHARIAEFIRIE I, BB RIH & 5Bk B iR AE 2 A
A, & MABK S — AR VAL R, e T — A EE A
B, RETMERAEMES —ME AL MRS E AN “F—1" .
Abrams H1 Hogg (2004) £EE A 2H 247N A BA BRI 8 Hh 4t — A 4 2 T 4 o )
FIE—FRE SR, TR R 7700 R B Coog VAR, AT RAR
SLIFVR S RAbATT 5 HAb AT AR OC R R IX A, BRI AR 7R — 46T “Hdi]”
CERATN” R CHRATR AR, k] WAEAGUER T, AIUARAZ AL
RIRE A — IRAL AR, 8 ORI AN AR AL 2 A T — B, HZE IR TR A &
AATRR G E R UG, A8 580 A BA A TF A2 AT BA B 7ons e i1 S )V )8
T LRI 5L B 5 R 5 A ) “IRl—PE” mdm, AR AME 2
T A2 &
2.2.2 EIVAE &5 # i

FH T P21 A A TR A A 2 DA T PR o i o T 48 fo B 2 A 1 g ke iy, AT 0
Tajfel (1981, P229 #5|H Van Dick, 2001) Fritiid FIRHAE LA FIRI =4 et
REWMAN TR EABCGARKIB RS, =A B2 md A m . EEAPE . A
e MANT B CE R AR SO S AR 1B A T Aot BT e FH A A ik
A R R AMABCT BT BB A . Mesh, A5 F/EE T Phinney
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(1991) M Jackson (2002) [BFFEIA Sy, HAUEET RIARIER T IR, 1A
P R A, RN AR HRMASR S AT | (Van Dick, 2001 & 2005) .

RTABGAFRGNE, HaTEps ERRAIASSCRNE TR, &R A
XA CHPTFE R R RPN R 5 L e I E A SN EIRGAF [ &
%o Mael Ml Tatrick (1992) 7EJHFF AL 10 Mok B 4 &R M EHIUAF
Horpro A2 AATRR LRI HEREAT %, Jidh 4 A5 B SR 2 RE AT Ok
SRR S AGIERZ PR RIS R, MR AR T 3L
BAR 571 S (¥ RS AT s PE B o Ellemers A1 Kortekaas (19990 fERFFT L4 A AL
BB Z MRS RER T 10 MAER 4R ER, O THAN. H
T LRFBA A . Miller Fil Allen (2000) 7ExF— RIIA LN R = F 5% H#AT
WU 36 S T R — BT I BVA R B3R, MO S =AM R A S0 G % E) |
B (646 E) AAIIME (344 E) o Doosje f1 Ellemers (1995) FN7EEF RO
FEERERBRREE T AN EERRNERAE, SEF “HIAFEHAOE?
T “REEACEECEEEA” . “WIREMBOMLEESA” . TR
PR AL A A SRS . Ashforth A1 Mael (1992) 48— SLF1§1%f A [ ik B 4
LBk T B RN 6 M IUE R4 A SR EE .

BEAE, A — S (B A A Rk A R T R R 5 1 AR U TR S AR L,
R SRt S i 28 B A SEAR KA TR 8 AR I, ol <4 B A i 4
fEa CRm 7 A B E OB I — 27 2R A % (Allen & Meyer, 1996;
Ellemers et al., 1990; Bergami & Bagozzi, 2000) o [fij SSUEF 78t K Bl — Fr Hse w6
B, #1f01, Van Knippenberg il Sleebos (2006) KB 7t b & Bl A& 5 4L AU ]
EREMAR PG, AR E G R A BRI AR R T HE (Van Der
Vegt et al, 2005) . EAMFAE I, ALUA RIS 22 E M E AR 070K
G, MEEBHEERRS, K87 SR pALUARA B ER R RS E
WIGF A L2 (Johnson, Morgeson & Hekman, 2012) . ifi Johnson %5 (2012)
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FIRFFE R, EAGUERT, HEAFESHLEE. AAARITH. AAS 5 E
FEMIG, WA S IR S R A BTIRR, R A 2 FIBA R %o
%% Johnson 5 (2012) [MRFF LS R STHF 1 RIS AR v B3R ARyl E 4]
NGRS

2.2.3 BB\ A [E] AR ni 5] 3%

AT o ] A A () S L] 2 ) SRR IR, AR S0 SR 7 g M 2L LA
#. MERFE =R, WA, BT Sluss AT Ashforth (2008) #2 H145 A1k 7.2 [H1FY
RANFEIAT PR g R ERAT LG, RIRIBAA R R RS, RISt BATH]
P 3 A A A o AT AE ST R 2 ol el By 40050t 58 ZR A R O Rema /e
(D HFRE

Hogg (2001) 2 HH ATk & oA FIAL A MO 903 S5 AR AR, B A0 38 A 403 S 2
AR AR R YeE T BB FIRIST S A s G e R . Bdck i, ATRL
3 SRR fis P AR 2R P R A ) ] AL S AR AT B RO A i, TN SR B4R
THBMG & BFRAMEDW S B BAIE, BB\ p sodad HY L i B K & S A
ITRHE, XA FBARR Z EAT AR L F Ff . I, BIBAATS P
JRBUVRFIE B2, 8 B R ) T4 [ DA A0 BRSO AR S, (B A3
A BAERAR Rl 2 B KAk, R4 T SR 2 1 S B g S AIBAIA TR (van Knippenberg &
Hogg, 2003) o LT 0L, [ PSS n] LRI 455 7 L ASE AR Xof s S 11 P BACUA [ = A
EAL

WAL, — LB FUIRALE 0T AR I BA A [R5, ELIZTBA A [FIE 4505 AR 5
HoA AR &2 AR AR, Bildn: BB RE S £ DA BA 45 s A8 R 45 4T
AR BE AU TR /e fEH (Wang & Howell, 2012) 5 7848 FRUAT S A1/4MA
G AER (Walumbwa & Hartnell, 2011) 5 {EAR #4512 AEFE & F28L
2] h /B (Kark, Shamir & Chen, 2003) 5 {E4TS A& (58 5 BUAIAZ )
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AT B B P e, AAERERSSN B RMER R R P EEE
(Ruggieri & Abbate, 2013) &

FH TR KR TS AR - TR R R AR IR, Ban9% R
FEREVR R G R 53 TS5 RILAT % R B A E A (She et al., 2020) 5 4
A B RGUFANHIRA A RAT A B P A YER] (Lsabel, Martinez & Matute, 2019)
TEAZ R B R AR SR PRI /ER] (Walumbwa & Hartnell, 2011) 5 7248
BT S AN H SR B R B A ] (Wang & Rode, 2012) 5 fETE R4 S0 5
TAlE R EES R AEM (Gu, Thomas & Wan, 2013) .

(2) LKz

Ashforth #1 Mael (1989) 42 R4+ 2 A R IERL T, 0Tk FE
(R GAR R RS P . B A R L A BR A S  h/5 F RLE BHA R AT S B A%
GilMz . MR RATRCT AT, FrE BRI MO A SE B DRI, it
TR A 0 T A TR R NAEHEAT WRHE-SMRHA AL 2 T BRI 3
() 55 HAMREAA (1 5% 5 e 2 A BRI S S5 0, BB (LRI B oAk, TREAA RO 1 22
SRS AN AT DU R AR WA R IR RO AR
gy, BB, Bl AR, EX EE A,

(3) MARE

Ashforth #1 Mael (1992) MMM ARRERHES . THER. Z25H
RAFRMEE ., SHESMERNER, WEE, 2REEN M. Hbh25H
FAFAR R EE R AR SRR, S MERE 2SR S, iR
AR, IR AR AR B R R B LR, JLAb A R B
T oplgates ST R HI5R B4 A AR 2T A LAY i 52 A A )2 fie o 3
AP BATA s 356 AR BB T /MBS AN N BARIO T BIRR R, 2R
BRI R 2 PRI R BT (Mael, 1988) .

2.3 BENRE
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2.3.1 BEMABENHS

TEWT;, 2R STHIRRS R Fiik. FER SO ERET RIS A
H 2RGSO o B 8 [ I I STk R AR B T A H 2 R4k
R AT HL R, (ERAEHGA RS, TR s bR SRR E AR 2 HA R
K, EANFSIR TN RO XU E U T R O SR
Ji (Mor Barak, 1998; Nishii, 2009) « WFFEA KL, FEQA PR D &R0 S
R R A AT DA s B3, JF BAR A O (E A0 1E 2 R A S AR 1 H 5Tk
(Ferdman, 2017) , A6 x4, JF HZ 5005 (Nishii, 2013) o Bh4h,
AW TS ET 20 MEIES, &8 EH R TARMTE TS, A
W 5% 77 b AB e 3L EF R E BAOE 2 5L T (Mor Barak et al., 2014) o B 5,
Ferdman (2014) A EAMMSHN A 7 — PRy, @A B, 9%
AT £ 1 e e N T L e~ RO | M (R L (R Nt
Y

Hoeh, FEREE T #ar A AU SRS, B 7R TR I8 57 B Al AR AT LA
SRS —RFE, AR R DU A E TR R I — e . A MR
BT AL R T HGRE A A, JF AR R TH A% 7 o K
WA SRR (Mor Barak etal., 1998) o {EAZMRE S, AN ZE
MEZ AR ESR, PN METE S 5TTRIBCH, A A R G
AR AR AT LIS B B B S 5T, g R] LA B 5 TR SR A AR B R
(Ferdman,2014) . AFVEFRFERIR fE— MEAEUL TR A2 o UL R I8 K
YE RIS . FRRERAIR ki (Nishii, 2013; Ely & Thomas, 2001) . % FJifik,
EHFNNOFEAERZ OB R AN E RS E, RAATISRE
MBI, FIRZ5EA GRS IE 5T,
232 BFABENSHNE
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BRI AN EROT =A4E, &H Nishi (2013) FFRAFEFHE
E% (Climate for Inclusive) , &I THYUERE. Nishii (2013) 105 2 FEMEHIH K
B RE)E, SGeaRENIESt, BEEn AT 15 MEERNER,
GEROSM=AEESIERMA T ZREAMPERE. REATZANL
PRI 7E Stk BRATH R 2 R R R W R, BB AR 2 A B4 21
PREC. BE., NRAGHURCRI S AR R R ) B 0 B EAHR. BrbA— A PRI S
WEREEAREARMEE— D, K, ENALRN N Z RSB P
(RSB, AR MR T ABRH TEEE R, WERES, ERES R
T2 e AGUT T H R A S A REZ, [T — B i S A A R
FERRBE I U AT, BIRA SR T B AR S AT B 1 B 3RS £
EEH, MARXEEFFBIMALENGER. &5, FEARELRHEHER, ©
S T 2L ZVBARATE SRS 5 R R AN AR A (9  SCRARVA R . EO TR B
ST TAIBAH M AR 5 S AN S A A — Fhpbit, T AE o 2 R (L AT BA AT A
B, Pz 50), RN EN Rk,

2.3.3 BFERBEREXHR
(1) A2 Al e

Nishii M Rich (2014) #&H VHLFEOBFIERE R =0l Ho, HHEM
i A TE R SE R LA A VIR IRES, DU S 2SI IRy — e [ A &
55— SR — 50T N — Rl 2 IR 22 5o iy P2 R A R A T I
LR, ZLGURAME 0 A A FLASR AR L | g Rble . PRILEE b R A B sE &
AR, AR TGN K EI PG RL, AT A8 1 s B for FE B AR ¥ T
R, PrAAMEEA R SN A TEhREAE, BE, BOERA
BERP. BJE, RBERTIOARE, — MU SRR Eh i %
FEVESR e KAV AE S 4, KB T HAE A IR A B SO A N R IX
ARA R, LA URT MBS -2 ERR &, TR WESR A T Rra m

N\
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7. Mor Barak % (2014) AN AHWAEFFRE T —MOFEN TS RERSA
4 NEH. B EMIR BB RAMEIR 2 5 Bk 5 G X AR AEH 5T
W BGRIETE RIEE h RS AR RN T, 5 SEREEN LR, 5
HE2ME, BIPRALR— L A1E.
(2) A2 G R ) 5 5

BBV B FE 2 AL T BA R BAAR R ™ L R R AR = FE A B /A 52
M{ER . Mor Barak % (2016) 7 H— Tkl # £ 2 o657 MR B R 7o /b
R Z AR A DR A BN RIRE RN, 12 m B = LUEid B4 1%
SRR A A R AR B B BA ™ 7 AR R LR, 7R — T A SR
LGBT R T. (LA, WHTMAE A s, 2EANEEEIARIR
T MR TSN G S EE, AR T A R, &1 SRR
AR . mAZIF AR, ARMA YT LGBT R L AR A4
AW BRI, JLPBRIFRCR A, HAM PR (A AfE. STHERNEED
METHERSEAREEMEX, HhERFRETEBEENXRARNEH
(Hyunkang Hur, 2020) . fxfa, BENWEEE R (2019) X078 MR A 7
TARE AR, TR DA AT DU A = M s AR A R T
A =i, 9F BAE Nishii #2H ( =EAMOAMEFERGEE S, hfkskant 2 T
A3 77 4 LB R, R A A 1R 22 R S AR S A R ) S R M R

AL, ARMFEET UEL AR R RS MR, HHRE, hBETE
H o Nishii (2013) FEPER] 22 BEALRIWT S AR, BLA P G ml AL MR 7 2 B AL AN
KRR AT S I e S8 FER],  AF VR E AT DR IG R PR S AT 55 ph R AN
AMEFERREBIETER, EE PRI B AR AR SO, KRR
GRS KL JECZ IR fr B SR R 5 T o Downey %5 (2014) [1— 1155 T 2 HEAbsk k.
PR AR SRR A AR RN A h R, A A XA T IR
LREMEAE A R R,  HE I SR AL R AR,

25



2.4 EIpAE
2.4.1 FIBABEME AR

OEFE R TS BIWEREIRR, BB MR R AT — R BE A A1
HM A AR AT I REAN 13 2 AT R e I o ok, ik — ki i is B T
B bt b Ofhoms. QRPN T SR A MR, SRR
HWRERZORE: WERPURIER. Luthar 5 (2000) f50E# M E UNTE
BRWEE RN, A S BUE M 3 AR

UTAE RO I L B AR B [ DG MRS T A, AR RIS MISKAIE
AR AT A B, TR R B FIAMAE (Morgan et al., 2013; Yang et
al., 2020) . W2 (Meneghel et al., 2016) . T-Fif&E (Bennett etal., 2010) .,
AT SCRRIG RIBR, - A0 705 B 2 5 R B SR PR A A — AR BE T, — AARI
PRI PR B AT AT RS 2 A B B S S I BABE 77 (West, Patera &
Carsten, 2009) o AFETHGFIRAFIEA A PhGES, by i FH U N BIBA 2
— AN R T 2Ok M A OB, A A FEREL ZHHE
LIS B A HAGFAME ] (Bowers et al., 2017, Kennedy & Landon, 2015) , LA
BAAL R A A A %0, BB CR A B A 4 52 3 (R 1) e 1y A ke
IEIE T (Morgenetal., 2013) o B 1 BE AR AT RL4L, 3AT W 5838 B
RO TR PEARAE — % 20K Emerge State (Maynard & Kennedy, 2016) , A
79 BB G E A2 — Fh Ol i 2h & N 515 B TAR AT, A )0 2 A ) R 2R A
(Podsakoff & MacKenzie, 2016) . HA AN AHE-—LIEH AL — RIE
SIRAMIHES (Gueciardi et al,, 2018) , HFRZ AN M IR S0RE . FIBAIIER AR
SAEE ST SO oAt TN R SRS PA S R LRI &, A2 IR — &R A
BEREMEALER (Bowers et al, 2017) o KRBFFERA T HI RS IE—FiEE 77,
B S R P FA M I I i 55 A A
2.4.2 BIBASEME O 5 R FR I
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BT AR MRS —, MR AN R, PR ER. TR EK
FAHIE, PRS2 006 T [ BA# P () 250 PR R A R A A

Mallak (1998) fEHF BRI DA RGBT L hiR AR EIBAVTER 6 MR
HFR R R340, R/ MAEE. HUAIPERRAE . A OB RIEHIL. BIRTEA.
A3 7 TR IR SR B AR KL &, R IE T T KAE ok s
S EIIGTERI R o [r] e 1y G AR FE IR AL SR, 0 ) R PR IR S . LA
B RBINR, 8E s AR RBATHUAIVE R, EAT Rt
B E S AR IR T RIS I A, BLRIAT I Ay 0 2 B A
FERBIBAH A AR AT o SR IR 1 2 S8 145 BORIEXT BIBA SR O 2, X
o5 B AR A FEM e BRI AL, AT AR B IL . SRIRERAT & 4 F BA IO 52
AR AT ARG L R ZE O SR, WA A7 2L B IR e 3R

Morgen 5 (2013) R XA 7 BN E 5N RN TERT b, X BIBA S
LRI T AN 124 P R R 44 B £ R 4R RE S R A A
BRETE R BAMEERERUE,  FINGW IR R A A RE L) 52, ¥
LA, O RIAREANE, EAGH. WlRE. BRI R
RIS EAT Yy, DR inss A AR, G722 2 S, A RAT N B
BH, HREALRRBNNIZR &R ETEMRIR R, 08 TRIPGAFE. Skt
S HBRIEHE PSR SRR B AU R B DR AR AT 55 H RE AT O LIRS
s

o

IR M E P E BT (2015) BT BT AL RIS 3R
FIBNGATER =4EREEi . iR, &N IAIRER 1. R B RER T
JITAERREEAIA TR o UG B TR AT PR L o BRGSO ATR T L R AL 2 R A0 4t
8o W& NERE J7 A B BN R AR MERS, RS AT AR . R B T2 4R IETBA
RIS T AT, R R AT AR K BE
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UEAh, Fiksel (2003) FERHR AT R4 TR LN nl FFee R ERT AR, &
WMOUEE T RIFAM R N2 R, R, ENERIEER 7. X DU T 5 5 fd T
WIMAE RN Z Toll . RRRIEIE ORI 3 BB R %, Mhkr
AR SCUATS KIS EIK . £E Mafabi 55 (2012) X5 TRA A FEATTA L1
A, BHRNEAS T A%, BN RAGERN ., HATEMALUNME.

TERIPAF LRI BT, HAl MR AHE AT AR EHR. Mafabi 55
(2003) KA T B ORI =GR E 45, JET A SRR A T A
PORITINE R PASPER 20 BUER . T (2015 4F) ZETH =B IERS
FRT s 18 ME, KM Likert7 SR ER, SAMEEARFEFRZR,
S RLRE AR EE 77, TR AR ALK & 412 A 3 — B REUSE 0.89 B b Kleij
(2011) {EATHEZIBAVIE AT FRIZRsei0rh, il BT 558030, YRR, i A
JE o IR S SR S AR, L P g DS U0 SR F T Woods (2006)
e L R, &AL EEE AR ¥ . Meneghel AT Salanova (2016) fEH:[]
BARRRRAS 260 A B A R T B RN 7 MR EER, ZER MG
T Mallak’s (1998) J T LML Bcrh iR RO BRI o R 250 A2 Bt e 4L
QIR I AR A 1, FRERH Likert? & iH905, HFRZ RN
PERECN 0.83,

2.4.3 BIRASE RIS

KT HPEMEE A EHRE T AMEZEM, BB T FC A D Bt [EIBA
SRR R, FEAABIPPURIE G M 77, SUANE oy 2] I M T AR K
AT A A S5 () M 2802 L i e R AT B PRI A
(1) [IBA 3 ) 20m [R] 5%

A5 756 T 5 e A BA i 5 A [T BA 45 SR 2 O BB (Kozlowski & Tigen,
2006) o Kleij (2011) E— S L 2 FH AN Gl 1 I ZRR 7o R, SRt A2
BERVUGAT RIS B 45 & 3 2B, AT DU BAS MK S 73 B
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Frp e HO VI IR (R 52 A7 S AL, 0 AT BA B S AN e b 50 AT A AT R
[AJFE/E Morgan 5 (2015) FFx g 22 RS 0K A B BA RO 78 R A 1 72 21 BARRL.
()5S B, NI AR, AR RS R A e 0 3ok o i 57 49 A T A A e T 1
KRG BASAME . PSS, AR AL H AT A A JF A Re . IR
A S A R, AR TR B AR AT K55 7 LA ORI BAZE I Bk kst 5 1 A 55 o

EARMPURIE S, Bl SR, TR, RPN R AL 2 1R OR
IR IR FE A A A 4R A BA SRR F) IS B SR (3B 10 JE Tl (Meneghel & Salanova,
2016) o A KBIBAELEIRITT, [ P HATRIF 8N 5 R0 5 P BA B A 71 (1) 2] BAAE AR
RATTH AR AR 26 N A BR800 22 S/ TR A BRSE ACT ( FHBA. (F=2295, 2018) o

AN BB E SCTMEE N “ TR B X — 0 M R — 3L

BEANEA FISRIE FU4R T AR R R A] 6Ex I BA S M S B RN, O B2
A0 R 2B URY, AR AR R IR & 75 R 1B AT 88 1 BA S 1) 2 30 |
AN TAEFERIFIBL (Meneghel & Salanova, 2016)
(2) PBARLPE ) MO f52

BN - A B -8 AHEZE Input-Mediator-Outcome-Input (IMOI) (Ilgen et al.,
2005) 43l Bowers 5 (2017) RAGEUHE SRR IMO AL, DLILAE A I BASR AR 5C
PR SR . A2 TMO A, 1N Tnput /& F8 AL FIBVRIALZS T BRAT 1 A
#, IR R ER L RAMEZ [ T3, H1 4 Mediator 52518 12 A1 BA I 53 2 1]
BIAHE), mARRMEAG A . SR, hadr g =
R AR o A2 FAERALUZ T, FHEL RS AR AT T N R 1),
firth Outcome X2 1 A K 52 R A AH IR B A BB 18 AT B SR . (435018
FAE, 1B O AR AR AL R 8 B 0, ELA 7 i 5 /2 BArh A Y
YES3L (Bowers et al., 2017) &

Z WA T RN GO BRI PEAR AR — B K SORAS (Maynard & Kennedy
2016) . MMift Bowers S5 A (2017) HYBIFCHT, AATIRF I BASRPE LA — H VR 2
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RAWAS, XNMAEBEARINER . RERRE. DU, HEORER,
AR ERABIERL . BT LA BB PEEREAS IMO AL A — A I R 2R
Second order emerge state (Bowers et al., 2017) o XML AUATL 7 H B\ 2 1 1
BEZNEIREFRIKR, FIRIRIFHEAE 1 H AP IL AT AL B4 R A B
ZIAREhA AR, B e 1 R,

[ s o maamz Jeoo msmms |
4 A

LR

[ umgans

—

i eer s

—

HIBAEER

| S— |

BT [ BAFRE ) IMO ## A

v

2.5 BROEHER

Turner (1987) #&th T A FFRIL. ZIRIR AR T8 AR K 1 3z M
B ) [T AR A R B2 B 0 015 80 B A A DR I BRARRAE (A S 72, 3 42 T A RS 5%
A BT BT R R A ORI R . BdokiL,  FBVRRIEFEAE S
R RAEA— AR R A, e REE T FME & B AT %
e BFBNRATERAT AR 0, SV ABDERAFIERERMZR A, AT
(K147 9 A FEAI A B AR R — 30 2 ARSI Rl I “37 21 “3-A1T”
(7S, ARV B A AT AR R 2 B3 . Hak, BRSFELCIAD
NEHESIEEAHEN Z TAE L2 A BN AR B REAFMLS R, FEET
MR IRAFVERITURD o A AT IRATF R AR R A0 IEARE RS B T R4 e 28
GRADTHE R TR, BlanbER). AR, BRI MR m AT M o A L R
G2, BATEN 5AME LI L AT S RIZIHA D, TR E AR A R
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PEPCTCA LS PETTRG o FUTEPE UG A2 R T4 i SR I R BT AT 9 g Ak 4 3 25 b e B
B EAT N 8L B E AR, ZIHAIT A, BB M ICRC A FE 7 4L 2 b A
AR E 22 T BT DAAEXS AT RIS M RCIC AR 1 70 I I 53 R A 2 SR A
Mk XM ARS L. B, ARSERREE AR KN EHEA B RRT
KAABERE, UMD BRESNATRENE. &R ASRERNOEZN, A
ATEERTT 5 I B T IR SRR R R, RIS PPN RUAF AR 2 A A TS
AR EEB T MEAR AT, A ST, A 80F R EE)T
P

AR XER OIS OEZNE TR —, ZERE 2T
BRFHEIE, GIETEARMBAT A AT+, JF X IAE Y
BHARERENMEY%E L, Hogg Al Terry (2000) AN AFEHAUEET, MERH
BINFR AT 3k B T AR AR HEXE L MR, 414
ZHAATER Y AR AR (K DA TFI T B LU AP L AP0 . Pl A ] 85 o 3R A5 DA [ B Ay B 22
A, A, BFAE T LAE A ARk O R GUE SR ER 71, 40577,
TAERIBN . BEAREE R Wil J & 55 8 (Hogg & Terry, 2000) .
3 MRFRESREWE
3.1 R EHAS BB AR

W AR, FIBAIE R A4 oA R A BA A AR, i T BA 2
PSAE 22 R B PR B BT A 22 1) L M (Tumer, 19810 o WAt S AR HH R 7
Bt USRI AR I AR BB R N RAEM . E IR BRI
i, KEHESS RS (Leader prototypicality) 2445 B4 AR RIS R 1E
H (Hogg, 2001) . FBASHT A& K ALEAE B 20 000 2, B4 15 (A1 BA R 2L R UL
PR R, [ A RSG5 A AT Rt S S A B UMK, (AR IR
KA AL (van Knippenberg & Hogg, 2003) , B FEE THE 541 5 R AUk
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52 LM FHETHBIAR (Hogg, 2001) o A WL, FBAAT S AT LA 45 5 J5 A
A RS S 1) T A OA )77 A B A

BEAL, et R REY, SISMRRINGE (IS MIBHE W) AEETIR
&, JFHRFRINFEEST AN R ER R AEA . B, FRERe R
S ARG R TR R R R PER A ER] (She et al,, 2020) 5 IAFIEAE
ARG A RAT AP EEI T AER (Lsabel, Martinez & Matute, 2019) ;3 A[H
TR BT A B B AUE PR B P AYER (Walumbwa & Hartnell, 2011) o —7J7
M, ABEF AN TR0 R A B RS AR AR SRR B, PTEA BRI SR
SRV A R R 7E I 2 2 TR BB RTA TR RO 9, ELAR SR U BH 405 KU A
REFIWFZ A — MR Fik, 2SS RNALR Z FF2E RERE— DR,
53—y, Sluss M Ashforth (2008) 4 1455 R 53 2 111 #4522 A 7)) LAIE 5 oA
FE AT AL, IR R R AR Ao RIARIAEAS IR 5 2 2 1) A AHEAT 2 AL
MR ZNF BIZIBRIA LR o [, T BA 3R 2 ) AR AR T AR AR 5, DR AR
PRSI0 RN R R BN R DGR I 2 AR S T AT 42 BT 25 52 1 AT BA IE 2 1 A
IR LA GRS B BRI Bk, AR

L 1AZIR AT LT [ T A B A T
3.2 ARNRENPNER
(1) 2R3 AL 2 AR ]

IR TS SAEE A A GULR ISR, B EEREI (7 16 8% 10 = 8 47 72 (KA BLF B X
THEIRERATA R, V8 “ P f AN AIAT 9 DL R 7 & R 2R ) () (KOsl &1
7 (Smith & Lewis, 2011) - Zhang (2015) 420 B4 S AOAT IR I T TLANESE
Rzt o =AM 7 iR 7 72 Eon 1 BA gk SR R 22 5 7 T 1 18 B 4005 1Y
T B, EREHIYERIFEIR 10 BSR4 & KA TR, X TR
A2 A A BT TAERARE . AANESMUR S, R, RS E
R AHARE, AN ATTE A NEA SAMEITAE, AR NEA P KA
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AT T2 2] o e, AR A0S M4 A A A [ (K PR RN AT R R
AFrE R R BEABEARN TAETS% (Zhang et al, 2015) o H
BERTIL, MRS AR B U EE T B 5, 7 REEMEA BE A BAE H
TR T &, WARANEE T AR RE . XN R, BB R
ME 2SR, FIR R T %2550 R RTTRERR, R A G
PRI E . A B O BICT 2E 5 FTh T DU B S5 A 2 KR (Ferdman, 2014)
FHIA] WA IR B34 | 2 RS S5 P a2 MRS VR B v TR AR R AN BT
[f) (Nishii, 2013) o Sh4b, HRAE AT ISTRWE,  FBARR L2 R0 4005 1 A A S5 A
fit, BMERMAIT AT N, AEAE LR R RGN E ST N
FRAERS, QOB R T NS G ARMER . Wik, AR

B 2 TR LA S T DA IE p TR0 60, 75 M
(2) AEIEGRTEAN ] FA AT

075 P 0 P B 08 T BA R S R B A 2 T R TS0 A, A RIL A A BeRI B H ik
FIINL, I G2 VSR AT DA RGAR R) 00 R A S5 1%, T8 1
RIAIRSE95 & (Nishii, 2013; Downey et al.,, 2014) o Kk, A6 s HENE AR
LA BT B R AE B PR BN B . ARAME R B, A H R FIBAR
— G = AR A A L

Jer, HEUR R — R R AR AR hal DU 2 ¥ H 7] 15 8 (1 2 JURHAE
(Litwin etal., 2001 # 5| [ Zhang et al., 2010) . TAERIBA PR — B S 40T
EEERR D, JREAZ BN BAR. OrEWAE &HFHE (Ellemers, 2004) o 145
A, FASR T m AR, 2okt B 7 SR m ) F RRAE
5 TR BAA TR (Tajfel, 1981) o [k, ARHFFIA R HIBA B A ZERR BRI AIBA AR
] SES 7 I B AP AR R T BARR ik i et T B R P~ AR SR A N, - ROk BRI T
AL T PR RN AT BAGA TR () EL B TR 9, ABAS AT 2 R 17 HAMAR bR 1) T BA S L A
Al A AE A S o Va5 [ BA DA ) TR 56 2Rt L S A SN ) 36
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+ (Bartels et al,, 2006) . ILEFEHKE (2012) EHASABFRIENTHR DK
B, AR A GUAFRAT LR TNE T R 22, TAER ORISR R
UF R R 0 B TR DA A R LA R 45 b, AR R A RA N
SRR R GR I — B, BRLZ S BRI DC. [Rth, ARBF AR

e 3. ARG AT LA K e 5000 AT BA LA I
(3) LA P A B 4503 A L BATA TR PPy o AR

TRV T AT T T 0 52 2% 0 IR REATBR G, A i MR S 77 50, BHE
W tr, BV HALIER . AT AR R0 2 RS T B E AN, B AL
BB, KEAE, ZEIE. S RNEE AT A Z 1
BVARB BSEma 2 N, Jdsd AR ER A A B . HUE (5 MR (0 25— 2L 3]
BIBVEFE, Mie B BT 22K A2 S WER A S E, GHE
R SR ABEREE S, RO MEE . AR RIS A A
FHMER, HAREHRENTE. QEERAFES T MEHRE, Mesimil#
R H R — R, BCKA SR LRSS, B OSSR m
PIRIBAG R o G BA B R 27 AR BA AR, (RIS 0,75 1A A Rl v ik T ) AU
AE 2P R BRAL RS M A AL BT BA T 1) B BRI, A RS 52 A 2 A0 2
H SR AR SRR 01 B CRAT WG B R B B e o DRk, AR

i

R
Bt 4. BAMF BRI ZIBOA R A ER .
3.3 EIAEER P NER

(1) F2 iR B SR BA S
HAl, EARRSCULOE 7LAR R A B R A U AT B Z RIS R
(HARYE UERIDE LR, A2 L AT BB P72 S N IR AN 4548 T 2 AE K
56, BAAERIIE 70 45 BAE B 5 PR 2008 AT BA B 227 AR 5 M. Morgan %%
(20150 FEEI K S X0 [ AR 5 AT 72 v 5 B A8 26 R 450 e el 1 ] B s o
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KM I BASAPE . R, W7F F03d B 5 P A 403 Je e 5 e e S RPN 8 1 B 5
FIRTE G IRV EL AR AR AR MR A2 AT BSR4 v, DA ORAE I W P T 572 15 2T BA
1155, RAYT 2 BIBNERRIZ . Klelj (2011) RAEST FIBASAME TR 2R I%
iE AR B A AT AR R A 45 A RS U Z00T, I BAR KPP i
i XFREE BB RN TR AN FRPUEIE R, TR, 1k FIRASE
MW T EREREERAN . RN HHEME R HAMEICHN, WRES TR
AR NFE. AOMEER XA, HTEMRK (Bass, 1986) .
RIS G — 0 TR FIN RV, EAE AR R 09T 8 R AR
‘G35 (Zhang et al,, 2015) o [HIk, ZEEHE T BT TR E L, BH
RS AR AU S 7 AR A thsh, kB SER I A RO Rl A
Hly, ARV PR R > EAT A, RIS T REAT H0 (Zhang et al,
2015) o XFAT N At ik Morgan f Kleij FISEI6GHE 72 o ¥ R ILZAT S A R
RIEFERIYI Ao DAL, ARBIT SN 10 AL Q00 Gt 5 [T BA 3R P A IEAE K

H, 2 BATS 36 R 0 222 5 4T R0 A AU sl SR 3 A A B R A 1 e i
(Lietal, 2018 & 2020) , T RA A EPEAGANFEANAS FIRIRL AL, AR ZIBA A 53 0
SR EENANATIR o VAL E SR 1E e 5 I DA PR LR 2, 2 AR X Y ] £ ]
BATE T e i 77 1% B S A AR, Lo A FERI SR ve i, S, B
FISKVA I 22 SoWH T3 a2 S5 IS R RF A BR. (Morgan et al,, 2015) .

Bn, M4 Zhang S A (2015) RIFFA T EIR, fFRTAFAETITRSEEMN T
fEs, JFAEBEAMERITERE . BRI S A, DR AT B A [ 55
TR A ST A U ARE A S IR R 5 O, RIS At A A P LA T BA il 52 6 27 2
BB EEATE IR REBE . IR, IR 2 S T BB AR AT 0 R [ A A S AE 0
Fige. Be . HABARRE RRAMEE S, G FBN AR B 1AM R T
KECPI R A NN S BIBNE IR IS5 BRI BRI, I Leh 5, st 2HIRL
WERI N DR IR S A o BRI B DS EL R (Daniel et al |, 2018) » A7

35



HARIRA A L PRI TAMERRILME (Polyhart, 2015) , HR4kE 21 PA M i 10 45
AP ) BARIEEEAE, A RN F7 5 A BRTC B R 26 2ons F BA SRR 7= A AN [
[0 (Daniel etal., 2018) o [KIh, AHFARIRH:

B 50 AR A4S AT LAk ] F5000 A A BER 4t o
(2) FBAHIEATEBL A )

IEf West, Patera FlI Carsten (2009) 45 i 2] BAFHE 22 A B & — PhAR AR I
BAACERE 70 S IBA T I 8 7 5 i, [AIBA SRR e B A A A0 et TR LSRR
FER U LT HEH A R AIBN B 18 3R A A F P T 3 I AV IS 2 () T B,
AT AR IIE S h R AR S (RN, AT IS A AT B MAT B 1 b 53 B 228 g T
BIRTERSM (West, Patera & Carsten, 2009) o [Kllth, F 582 AT LAHENI 4 R 15 21 A
SPER BN, SEAT AT BE MRS 4 A R M o B A i i By o — 1 o ] A
FIBATE AL 2 L 2 3R A T s L AT S 28, 5 — 5 A R R B T D 4
Pz, SN AR FETME B R TR B ENR B SR,
BAB 570 LA i) T % S A F) g ] A S e 1T B S 2 T BAIA T

EOR BHIBCA R T BB AN I BA AR 2 [7] B9k R SCHR, HIEAE A — Lk
WHROEE TREMIEANFEAME LA PR R, GIERERFES, K
FEAFAI R EELFHERIZS R (Stevenson et al, 2020) 5 &1 XFkE A LHTi544L
SE OIS REMP A, W OIS AR RER . B AU E R
SR AT A LR AR SAS B PR AN T, SRR DA RS B AT RO P 23 3 /0 S T 1
4, itk AER] DR S A 2 E (Van Dick, Ketturat & Hausser, 2017)
X ECH AL BT R KO0 RS — PR R R, RBP4

T 6: A AT L E ] S0 1 FA AL o
(3) BN ML i v 2 A AT A BA A R R A 6 R

1R AT KR B AL 92 SR B FL e A+ SE I B BRI 2 R R, 7
WAL E K IAFAEIER IR . fEAGUNER A E RN R L E T,

36



PR IR B, A AT H & B A T R RN AT R SRR T X, 3 T A AT 2
FIC N7 BERRAA D A 2% I, XL A 1 A ] PA T s R 53, 9503 1 TBA R
RO IE. LLEE 0T DU IR T 05 A7 R0 T BA R 3 A R
fihe. B0, HAORFE BRI, PROATSS IF RO [ PR, i [ A I
NHRVAE B ABNIERI K E R (Daniel et al, 2018) o [Hth, AHFF A
TR A T U AR AT R R A, RERS R AGE B IR S & — I,
BIBAH R B AL AT BB R 2 i R e 5, = R A2 2B T 5 RISz
s AR 55—, T R T AR AR K, DIk, i
A S LR PR R RIF PP, St — DR RIS FIBAGA R, Bk, A
F 7R

fReise 7. I BASREAE ARG A ARG BA A [ P AR A

WAECL BB, AR R T = RNR I SRS AR,
] AT A — AN A 22 18 A2 B AT BA DA R AL PR 85 S S /e A o 18] 2 JReos T iz 2
PIRALE 2 AR R

HB\EE | THEE

n AR
e 700 A T H BRI
+ .
PG

K 2 FRipE
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4 IRFE
4.1 RIS CHE

KT B TR, 4TI SR % S A . T
TEED A =, G B A A A R . 35— DR A B
WS, OAMEFRRANEAR, Ko me e E AR RS, A
FE E B SRS P 38— SR 2 oy B AR R AL, 3 A 3
P P DA R AT SIS, AR B B S5 1. AR S 0 2, %
REPRBUETR, DR R R, R (O B

FE B IR B2 A SR A R B AF 2 5 B A, 450 5 B I
S, USRS T ORI E I, AR MR A A P A . 4R
Fi. R T A . S IR, AR R A A
B (G B FHANERT) o RIS ST B S, 1
B AT 45 U T LA T

P % 5 AR (0B A0 15 5 — 5 S0 i e P B S S 45 AT BA S £
TR AR BRI RR . ATF L T 2R BT 2 A
Bl BB O AT B 0 R M IZE 2580 309 T UL T BB B
R RRE I, B R AR O SIS o P e ST B 7
SR AT P L B 25 (A A %, 90T SPSS22.0 J% Mplus7.0 4 fhxt
4 FHEAT 51«
4.2 TR

AR R TSR RO, DA B3 3 AT %Ll L 0 b AR I
PR RTINS, N T B RFF AL B, AT SRR A 5 2
MR (1D BREED 3 AL BRI 12 A (2) FBURGETAE I
FEA R (3) ARSI | R LA T 2%, (4)
A EE TR R P AT ANT M. T ER% M, ART AL ik
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61 MEIBA 307 i, SRR F R NG SRR A0 &L 60 1~HIBA 254
o B, SEARA UG N 82.7%.
1 NHRR T Hr (N=254)

A eS| N e
5 W 127 50.00%
i 127 50.00%
Al 54 21.26%
e Al 78 30.70%

Al 44 i N 0
&tk 14 5.51%
ReE Al 108 42.52%
HREEE I T £ 133 52.36%
P A Tk SES 61 24.02%
EERE 60 23.62%
1-3 4F 56 22.05%
4-6 4 40 15.75%
LFER 7-10 4F 74 29.13%
11-32 4 84 33.07%

AR 254 GRORFEARTE N O EHR MG E BILB A FH), B — e R M
JEHp B A O PR LU 5 15 21 50% . Al PR B A folley AR Bk, & B AllAn
RE . 52.36% A BNER LARBERE T 10 3, BB #IKIE A S 24.02%, FIR
() 23.62% 7 B BA [R5 e SR RE 30 1) TAR R0 E A F . BRI T2 N ED
539, brifEZ 2,18, ABGMEH 3-10 Ao #AM TP TSR 9.4 4, FrfEE 6.56;
TAESFMRVERDA 1-32 48, A5 62.20% 4 W TAEEMAE 6 4FLLE, RIIKRZH
Bl EIMA — BN E A TARLY, SR SRR, SOl REEE LR 1
43HREIR
431 FRAASRRE

ABFFER Zhang % (2015) FR KM EZR M FIT HERM DR %=
FoH S AVHELERE: gIRPOSMA PO S FINRAFBENRE RS, 4
—HRAERRE TR, R RV AN A TAEEDR, RN RF R JERR R
i, FNRVEA . BRI 2208 E, RHE R s90vy, 1 0RERAERE
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ARG, S AREERER G, RBUEMBEA “APAR TS, (AAEN R
ZOMERTETIMEE A7 X ACKEAEWR S B, BRI S A EER
AT s N TAEEREHER, HELFTFRILER” % AMRbhizER
HE—BUERECH 094, 5 MEERWHE— S RE D HIAR SN OHEE S
N 093; FWFFIEEARREES N 077, G—hrfExt R B, R ok
N 088; BRL TAEZLR, [N v RGN 0.83; 4erfueskahl, [ RrE %
0.83: MHARIFHMEL,
4.3.2 EIBVAEI RS2

A5 i% ] Van Der Vegt %5 (2005) 7EHAF AP A IFIBGARER. ZER
BRI E Allen #1 Meyer (1990) (15 @Al =R F 4 ME i F RS E AT
WEHBAF QrafHrd, — SR At A F A R AR 51 AR R 45
FAEEL (Ellemers et al., 1990; Bergami & Bagozzi, 2000) , L&A [F & Bp e 4
YUEET SALA TN ABURE. U8B 52 WA BEHE, 3 LA
55 AR RGN T2 T BAIA IR AL SV 85 5 7 A 3 mafE I 4Z 0 R & (Johnson,
Morgeson & Hekman, 2012) . Kk, A8 A AT EAZ35 Van Der Vegt % (2005)
R ERIE AN FE R TR AR FCRA B 5 HFs, 1
AREFEFEATS, 5 pNEKEEFE. BEREOOFA XA KA EUK
A7 O ARSI R AT AR e BALAE B R A
HO2RIAPI— 7" o AFFEPizERNH—TIEREOY 096, BARIFIGEE.
433 GRERERE

AHFFiIEH Nishii (2013) FFRIMAEMFARERN DR PR, TKHET,
2018) . ZERHAERES. WHEFEANRMA T ALK, ERILE 154
ME, KBRS 40F5, 1 2RBIEEARE, 5 pRKREFRFa. KRIEK
BEA “ARRE P WA AT o BT EAT R R,
ANF A A BICAIHREE R 5 TR R HO B AR, XA B AR e A I
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A7 CHBAITH RS RIANHE R R A NRIE” o AFADIZER N
HHERECN 093, HA RIFIEE.
4.3.4 BBt 3=

KRR Meneghel fil Salanova (2016) 751 [ BAA MR 1% 22l [ DA (K AF
RAFROWEFANFAN R, ZEROIETET Mallak's (1998) 41 04HZ
SPE R SE AT S PR I, AL B b ) SR R BE . AL TE
B, AERBL KRR, sk TAAER ALK, 574
BE, FHERR S J0Fs, 1| #REBIEEAFE, s pREERFTE. g 14
BEARLL “qmEIGE S, BAGEA . (ERES RS, ZERNCKE
BA “HBWRNy LE R, B ARRTE RN « “#E BRI
CEW AHIECRE . W BRI RaR D SR I R HURIAHE ™ < R ] BA
PG R B TART” e T A A 20 s A3 12 T AT FET BA A M 2 IR AT
AR EERA T —IIEREON 093, BARIFIEE.
4.3.5 EHlER

¥ e AN T ok B4 O N i I O e e N AT T o
A TAEERR AP MRS Hellriegel. Slocum A1 Woodman (2001) 45 H 1 BA i 2
MBS E R, WG HAAEE 2R 12 A 8l 12 AMEBER S
MER. BUFIOIRHE. AR SR IR AR, OB RS, MERT A
AR doe IR TR 5S4 RIS ARt 12 ARV IO FIBATE iTE K. R Sh AR
FIE AT PA IR 45 3 2 12 N2 JH),
4.4 GEit b

AT R SPSS22.0 AR IR HAR AT RN, %, T AR
PHBA S B2 (KRR AR = AN R AR &, BT R &3 A TV, BTAMERHT 4t
THREEERT, JedTtEiR AT AR, FIBAE A BA A Rl ix P AN A 1 A2
BTV AR IR SR . Hk, AR BT SPSS22.0 X Hidhi
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TV HRMEGE T (EERIRAE R, FNEE Mplus7.0 FAFXTHE A I 25
BT RS Bn, ERIAIRPEL, i Mplus7.0 #4422 K F45 4 7 72
FERR R AT FE B BB A AT 56

5 MRGR

5.1 A KIER &K E

AR AT AR, BRI L B MEE IR RS 2H
BRI, PR B 2 PR T R 2B SLH S (Intra class correlation, ICC)
e — 8 (Within-group agreement, Rwg) KT 33 2 7 5 7 B A& 2 HBA 2
[ (Bliese, 2000) o ZEFAKIAMAEAN =B FER ICC(1)4 0.143, KT 0.12 1
4t 2 At (Lebreton & Senter, 2008) o AMA[F 7 ZE AT ZBEATE, KA AR H
2 KB SRR BT 78 MR B AT R T

WAk, ABFFIEE SPSS22.0 AR EKIL, 1R AIAT Rwe HIII(EHN 0.98,
WEMHH Rwg FEMEA 0.97, FIAFME Rwg KIIMEN 0.96, BIik3) T 4iit2 I
A2 17KF (James, Demaree & Wolf, 1993)

BJa, AMFRIEL B R E TR, AR RS A F FIBA 2 R
(F=2.256, p<0.001) , AAEMHFEAEANFR A EREE (F=340, p<0.001) ,
P BA AR AN AR A TR () 22 5 B (F=5.954, p<0.001) o & BJridk, AHF5
TR = AN VE AR & A TRAR R AF, DRG] LR B0 AAA 2 1 R A 5
BN T A AT R o
5.2 KoM ERE

AHFE A Mplus7.0 RHBR 98 B4 34T 27K P IE MK 2 341 (Confirmatory
factor analysis) RIS FL BRI ML BRAGHHT, AR EAEIL A
SUPHAEESTA (R, BREE, 201D , HATEATALAE, BAESHERE
W, SRS, BEVERE. BB FIBCA R I A A R
(*=114.10, df-89, RMSEA=0.05, CFI=0.98, TLI=0.98, #1/i] SRMR=0.01, £l
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A SRMR=0.06, % Ufatrsik B n[ . FR, ARin AR E 2 FRX
ML, ABEFCERE F N AR E AT S 2R E T HAt S RS, 4
RIoR, HRPIRGESEMYGERERIFKE, HAUEMTHREAEY, A
W 2. ZIRY, AALFETIERERWARE (AR, BI%E, 2004) o 47
b ARBFRB A X AL R

R 2R R R
SRMR
Rt 2 2/d;
e x df 22/ RMSEA CFI TLL m LR
VUK FHER 114.10 89 1.28 0.05 0.98 0.98 0.01/0.06
—HFER 32079 91 3.53 0.14 0.85 0.82 0.01/0.14
TR 356.64 92 3.88 0.15 0.83 0.79 0.01/0.11

FE: N=254, DR (P20, QAPEREL WL, HROARD - =T (3RS RasEmAE
HIAERET, BRBEARBARSIAREF) ; ZEF (ZREAS. BAMRE KNS H 58
BT, HBGA AR T

5.3 Rimw
5.3.1 iR tg i A o

AR AT RS RIE SRR RYWR 3 R, SRR, £
ARV, T2 flS 5AaRMABAEEZEEMHX (=058, p<0.01) ; fRigh
S SRR BEEMX (7=074, p<0.01) ; HBIE, SAMEKESRE
BAPE R E R EASE R R (=080, p<0.01) . MEWMMS . AAMFE. BN
SRR, FHit, A RIEEE R E U EE R E SN NS B
AR AR Z 2R AT 5 B A2 [0 5 RAOHLA] . WiAEAE AR, FIBA
INFSErA N BSR4 Lk, & FZ LS RIS A IE
MK R, N SRIET R BIE T 2R,
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K3 AAREAKRAR

B M SD 1 2 3 4
MERZT (N=254)
1. 51 -
2. IR i - - -0.13"
3 TAEMEIR 9.44 6.56 -0.24" 0.06
4. AR JE] 4.09 0.74 0.03 -0.05 0.07
HBAZ T (N=60)
L. Al
2. ABARLEE 539 2.18 021
3 g 4.17 0.44 0.02 -0.03
4. WA 4.01 0.52 0.01 0.02 0.58"
5. HBA ST 4.04 0.50 0.01 -0.08 0.74™ 0.80™

H: #p<0.05, *#¥p<0.01
5.3.2 R

AHWFFLEA] Mplus7.0 372 KT 45 # 7 R R AT ok i . Heer, 1930
kPR BIBAPERT . ARG BRATZ BB A sl R BN TR BT ARBF R
KN T IRESUT W B AN AR, DR AR 45 A o OGB4 AL
Fiob, WS A el DOS I, 7 P R AT T B PE B S R A 0.80, RiHER,
I SRR AR AR AL AL, ABE TN O AV E 2RI TR BR 1. S AR i 1
RILK 3.

B3 45 L3R B, AR AT B BOA RS U8R 0.61, 95%IK) B A X 7] 4[0.28,
093], A 0, MAAMEE, LFRHEA 1 2200 S B MR N B 2 R 5L
071 (p<0.01) , BRI AT IE T A A A, SCREE 2. BRMR
BN A F B2 RELN 068 (p<0.01) , BEBIEAMEFE ERFIEBGAR,
SR 30 e B B A B ML) B8 R B 090 (p<0.01) , BHTE LB
FE [ B A BB, SRR S. EIBAERE B PO R B R R B 036
(p<0.01) , VLIHEIPAFEE LR SRR, TR 6. Beoh, MR
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R AL, AT SR BRI (K [R)4R8S 7 53] 0.50 FT0.29, 95%H 15 X [H]
A AA[0.29, 0.711#1[0.10, 0.49], AES 0, [AEEBNEE, TRk 4 FiL 7.

BEAL, 3 IS G R 0 )£ 75 P A B B P A B i 2R B 2 1K R AUA 0,60
(p<0.01) , [k, H—PAEe T DA MR BRI B PE A A1 B X A 5L
dh ], B P ARG N 0.14, 95% B 15 X7 4[0.04,0.24], A5 0,
U 607 11 ) A B ) s A M (B 25

ANEE | MAEE

AR a
0.71% i | 0,70+
: 0.60%*
LT — A AR
0.47%+ -
BABER
Bl 3 g5i Al Es A2
VE: #p<0.05, ¥%p<0.01
o EHTA, RiERIE R R S Fos.
RS AR R
B s »
il RS 9T R % 1 1) U 2 BA A | B E
ik 2 TR 2 4 T B 0 1 [ T A, 8 U I E
R 3 AL 75U BB A% 1 [ TR A BA A JF) IOAIE
i 4 AN AR R B A O F & P EH Ul
i s A s AT E R s BAIE
ik 6 P BA BE A i % 1= ) T 141 BA AL B E
ik 7 PH A A A A TR A S A0 A BA DA ] A2 AR B E
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6 Wi
6.1 FIRGHRTIL

AR BER BB F A APOARK R R, H#— PR ATE Z AHEA
Bl MEBESERAEIR, P a R R BB PELE LR R PR AE
Fo SR SR BT ) OB 250, 0 PRI sTUSCERAS AT ML R L 4L BA T A5 504, A8
FAMHSR G0 T o AT 7 4. WAL BEBRAE T 1 AT 7 LUE B A AR
611 2] A LA SRR TAT BA U [ AR 52

ARG LR, A2 AT E R BOUABOA R, 2R Ba
BORBAERE ). SR E A A, R R, RS B A A
B SR F BRI BRI B M, TR B LT (KA E, BTz AN
X HIBARIIALE (Sluss & Ashforth, 2008) o Sy — 5[, A4 FIX Pl 4S: KAK T
T ARFELE 2 FIEP G O R RMER LT, 2SS as 2w
SRRk, R, ST BN Bbr, FEBIA LT B AR 2 A F A
IRDIEEREE b, AR TEIE R B AT T N () BN 5 3R 18 s, 47t A
BARIAL 2 PR ERANSRAF R AT L PO, IR EIR B B T U 4R = AT B AL

Hok, WSS T R IR B AT AT I ol 0,28 1A 50 PRl o T30 T DA T A0
RS A B 7 sUMIAT Dy BE 8 A5 i RS B JRAN (LA B EE AN 4N, 8 [ BA P A AT
HoAh R FSERINLS AR 8E, B SRS BRI SEHm LA RIS & . MiEAR
R, TR A VERIAT gt SR AT P A b Ho At B R RN R AT
MR A g i B A MR o R (R P T DU Al R R B | 2 [T BAH )
— 0, TR F A A B8 7 A ) (I AR, DR 30 S s = R T BA WA
[T, BA A 5 A A REARART H A 2 A A ] A 6 f5 FC 3R A5 e 1 2T 7 AR AT BA A A o

I, RS GOE B R 1 AU S AT LA SE S [ BA S Mk S BAA A 415
FETHI I 15 RN 25 HH B S S o A aria % 0% (Quinn, 1988) , RIS EEAN]
BAZEMIIGIS ST S EL S MR, TR AIAT T AR s e A B 1 B\ 2 R B
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SR AEANAN T i B, RS R T RRORAEERE . BETT. oK BB b RO 7
S I LSRR A 25 48 R 4 T BA ) OB IR S AN AT s o FROEAT I, IR 45
SR A A BE 7 B AR B [ BA B 5 DA 32 P A 52 73 A5 7 ke 82 4h IR o
AN A S Y BASE A AT R s IR R R RS . BB R R AR IR AN
e, BG5S —REEE T B TRR ke, MBS IR — B R
i ERAF G I B RRRA, DRBb R EE T R Y BA AT o

BT, BHRGFEHINR I T R0 BT T DU I 2 1 B - A BB R 1
FEBINABA AR A8 50 IA A th BRI AN 45 SR ] RE DR Ry £ 75 T 25 P T [T B e R ) 22
FEAAAE BN SE A7 H AR I0 1 20k (Nishii, 2013) o AAMEFHEER T &
BRI T R 2 Toe S BUG AT 2 7 4h, BRI 88 2 5 AR I ) SRR
TESSILA A B b E 2 H . ASAFEFHATIMR S Gueciardi % (2018) HFAA
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